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The Senate met at 10 a.m. and was 
called to order by the President pro 
tempore (Mr. HATCH). 


EEE 


PRAYER 


The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of- 
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 

God, our guide, we know not what a 
day may bring. We are grateful for the 
knowledge that You guide our steps 
and direct our paths. 

As our lawmakers face the challenges 
of their work, give them the wisdom to 
know and do Your will. Open their 
minds and hearts to the movement of 
Your providence, providing them grace 
for every exigency, disappointment or 
fulfillment, sorrow or joy. Lord, guide 
our lawmakers that they may be just 
in purpose, wise in counsel, and unwav- 
ering in duty. May they uphold the 
honor of our Nation and secure the pro- 
tection of our people. 

We pray in Your great Name. Amen. 


EEE 


PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The President pro tempore led the 
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


EE 


RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CoT- 
TON). The majority leader is recog- 
nized. 


EE 


MEASURE PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR—H.R. 3231 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
understand there is a bill at the desk 
due a second reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will read the bill by title for the 
second time. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 3231), to amend title 5, United 
States Code, to protect unpaid interns in the 


Federal Government from workplace harass- 
ment and discrimination, and for other pur- 
poses. 

Mr. McCONNELL. In order to place 
the bill on the calendar under the pro- 
visions of rule XIV, I object to further 
proceedings. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion having been heard, the bill will be 
placed on the calendar. 


EE 


WRDA 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, last 
night I took action to move to the 2016 
Water Resources Development Act, an 
important authorization bill sup- 
porting our Nation’s waterways. Chair- 
man INHOFE has worked across the 
aisle with Ranking Member BOXER to 
craft this bipartisan bill, and I hope we 
can reach an agreement to pass it very 
soon. 


EE 


ZIKA VIRUS, VETERANS, AND 
DEFENSE FUNDING 


Mr. MCCONNELL. Now on another 
matter entirely, last night Senate 
Democrats blocked critical funding for 
veterans, for pregnant mothers and ba- 
bies, and for servicemembers. It is not 
the first time or even the second time 
they have put partisan politics ahead 
of the health and safety of the Amer- 
ican people; it is now the third time. 
Why Democrats would filibuster crit- 
ical funding for Zika control at a time 
when cases are growing is really inex- 
plicable. Why Democrats would fili- 
buster critical funding for defense at a 
time when threats are growing is abso- 
lutely inexcusable. 

In case colleagues across the aisle 
have missed it, here is the latest on the 
spread of Zika: There are now more 
than 2,700 cases in our country. More 
than 30 of those are likely local mos- 
quito-borne cases. Yet, instead of act- 
ing with urgency to approve funding to 
combat Zika, Democrats have chosen 
once again to filibuster it. 

In case colleagues across the aisle 
have missed this, too, here is the latest 
on the global changes facing us: North 


Korea continues to show signs of ag- 
gression with its recent tests of an- 
other missile. Iran continues to pro- 
voke our ships in the Persian Gulf—ac- 
tions the commander of the U.S. Cen- 
tral Command called ‘very con- 
cerning.’’ ISIL continues to inspire and 
call for terror attacks around the 
globe, from a wedding in Turkey, to a 
church in France, to a nightclub in Or- 
lando. Yet, instead of acting with ur- 
gency to approve funding to confront 
these threats, Senate Democrats have 
chosen once again to filibuster the De- 
fense bill as well. 


It really makes you scratch your 
head when the Democratic leader 
boasts how he has led such a coopera- 
tive minority. In what sense? Demo- 
crats have used the filibuster to blow 
up a bipartisan appropriations process 
for 2 years in a row now—2 years in a 
row. That is not my definition of a co- 
operative minority. They have bragged 
openly about their filibuster summer 
strategy. They have filibustered to pro- 
tect executive overreach that even fel- 
low Democrats claimed to oppose. They 
have even filibustered legislation de- 
signed to help victims of modern-day 
slavery, if you can believe that. Once 
again, they are filibustering to block 
funding for Zika control, for veterans, 
and for our men and women in uniform. 


We hear the Democratic leader say 
he wants his party to do away with the 
filibuster altogether if Democrats win 
back control of the Senate. If he is so 
concerned about this abuse, maybe he 
should stop abusing it himself. Stop 
filibustering critical resources for 
Zika. Stop filibustering help for vet- 
erans. Stop filibustering the funding 
for our men and women in uniform be- 
cause they count on us. 


RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the leadership time 
is reserved. 


@ This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a member of the Senate on the floor. 
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WATER RESOURCES DEVELOP- 
MENT ACT OF 2016—MOTION TO 
PROCEED 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will re- 
sume consideration of the motion to 
proceed to S. 2848, which the clerk will 
report. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

Motion to proceed to Calendar No. 523, S. 
2848, a bill to provide for the conservation 
and development of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of the 
Army to construct various projects for im- 
provements to rivers and harbors of the 
United States, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The as- 
sistant Democratic leader. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I am 
going to—I believe I have an oppor- 
tunity to speak on the floor now on the 
pending measure as in morning busi- 
ness, but Iam going to yield as soon as 
the Democratic leader comes back, 
which I expect to be momentarily, and 
I would ask unanimous consent to then 
reclaim the floor. He has just arrived. I 
am going to yield to the Democratic 
leader for his leadership time. 

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY LEADER 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Democratic leader is recognized. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I appreciate 
very much my friend the assistant 
leader for always looking out for me, 
as he has for 34 years. I appreciate it 
very much. We came together here 34 
years ago, to Congress, and I appre- 
ciate all he has done over the years and 
especially his friendship. 

ZIKA VIRUS FUNDING AND JUDICIAL 
NOMINATIONS 

Mr. President, quickly, it is hard for 
me to understand how my friend the 
Republican leader can stand here and 
talk about Zika. Let’s just look back 
at what happened. We passed here, with 
89 votes, a compromise Zika funding 
bill. Democrats and the President 
wanted more money. We agreed to $1.1 
billion. It flew out of here and went to 
the House. The House decided they 
wanted to do a few things. They wanted 
to restrict funding for birth control 
provided by Planned Parenthood. Re- 
member, 2 million women visited 
Planned Parenthood last year. With all 
the problems with Zika now, there are 
a lot more who are going to be showing 
up at Planned Parenthood. That legis- 
lation exempts pesticide spraying from 
the Clean Water Act. It cuts veterans 
funding by $500 million—half a billion 
dollars. That money was being used to 
speed up the process in the veterans’ 
claims. It cuts Ebola funding by $107 
million. Yet it rescinds $543 million of 
ObamaCare money. It strikes a prohibi- 
tion on displaying the Confederate flag. 

So, in effect, the Republicans in the 
House decided they would send back 
this bill loaded with poison pills. We 
had just passed the bill that I told you 
went over there—straight funding for 
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research and taking care of the prob- 
lems with Zika. That was it. It was 
very simple. Even though the Repub- 
licans voted—89 votes—with us a few 
weeks before that, they suddenly de- 
cided: Well, we will go along with fly- 
ing the Confederate flag, cutting 
ObamaCare, and destroying Planned 
Parenthood. So how can he with a 
straight face talk about our having 
hurt Zika? 

Zika is a very dangerous virus. We 
are learning more about it every day. 
One of America’s prominent scientists 
today said that now Zika affects every- 
body. The virus goes in people’s eyes 
and leads to vision impairment and 
blindness. It is not just women of child- 
bearing age; it is going to affect a lot 
of people. 

Please, please, Mr. Republican Lead- 
er, don’t talk about this anymore. It 
takes away from your dignity. 

Yesterday I objected to committees 
meeting to bring attention to the fact 
that the Senate Republicans refuse to 
hold a hearing on Chief Judge Merrick 
Garland, this man who should go to the 
Supreme Court. As said by a senior 
member of the Republican caucus, 
ORRIN HATCH of Utah, he was a con- 
sensus nominee, but they refuse to 
allow this man to go on the Supreme 
Court. They want to save that Supreme 
Court nomination for Donald Trump. 
Donald Trump picking who goes on the 
Supreme Court—a man who believes in 
waterboarding. He said that water- 
boarding isn’t enough torture; we need 
to do more than just waterboarding. 
That is just one of the little snippets 
from this man. 

This morning, a number of Senators 
are going to go to the Supreme Court 
steps with former clerks of Judge Gar- 
land, and we are going to hear positive 
statements about Merrick Garland, as 
if we need more. We have plenty. This 
is a good man. 

I am glad to see that the Republican 
leader is talking about some movement 
on Zika. Maybe we have a path forward 
on that. We are going to continue to 
take steps to keep attention on this 
important nomination and on Zika and 
other things. 

The Republicans simply aren’t doing 
their job. You have seen these charts 
we have, and we will continue to show 
them. It is very simple: Do your job. 
And the Republicans simply are refus- 
ing to do their job. 

In the meantime, I want to find other 
ways to focus attention on what they 
are not doing to help Chief Judge Gar- 
land. My friend the assistant Demo- 
cratic leader is going to attend a meet- 
ing—which he does whenever they have 
one, with rare exception—of the Judici- 
ary Committee. He loves that com- 
mittee. He is the ranking member and 
was chair of the Constitution Sub- 
committee. Tomorrow, it is my under- 
standing that we are going to try to do 
a markup of some district court judges. 
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I look forward to what is going to hap- 
pen at that meeting of the Judiciary 
tomorrow. 

OBAMACARE 

In this morning’s Wall Street Jour- 
nal—a paper not ever confused with 
being liberal or pro-Obama—there is 
stunning news—very positive news— 
about the number of Americans who 
now have health insurance. According 
to the Centers for Disease Control, our 
Nation’s uninsured rate stands at 8.5 
percent. From where it was before, 
that is stunning. Because of 
ObamaCare, almost 92 percent of Amer- 
icans now have health insurance—92 
percent of Americans. People no longer 
have to worry if they have a child with 
diabetes or someone has been in an ac- 
cident or you are a woman—you can 
now get insurance. Insurance compa- 
nies don’t control what goes on. 

I remind my Republican colleagues, 
who love to come down here and berate 
ObamaCare, could ObamaCare be bet- 
ter? It could be a lot better if we had 5 
percent help from the Republicans, 2 
percent, 1 percent, but they have done 
nothing to help the health care deliv- 
ery system in this country. In fact, 
they have done things to hurt it. Some 
70 times they voted to  defund 
ObamaCare and do away with it. It 
wasn’t long ago that we talked about 
how many millions of people had no 
health insurance. That is no longer an 
argument. It has been 6 years and the 
Affordable Care Act has cut the num- 
ber of uninsured Americans signifi- 
cantly. The Nation saw the sharpest 
decline in the number of uninsured peo- 
ple in 2014 when the ObamaCare cov- 
erage provisions kicked in. This is no 
coincidence. While the Republicans 
have been making much about the pre- 
mium increases, the fact is, the vast 
majority of Americans are protected by 
ObamaCare provisions that safeguard 
against these huge tax rates and tax 
increases. 

These are the facts. All across Amer- 
ica our constituents are getting the 
health coverage they were promised 
when Congress passed the Affordable 
Care Act. I repeat: It could be made 
better if a few Republicans would break 
away from the Trump mentality and 
try to help us. It is time for Repub- 
licans to stop denying the evidence. 
ObamaCare has worked and it is work- 
ing. 

NOMINATION OF MERRICK GARLAND AND THE 

JUDICIARY COMMITTEE CHAIRMAN 

Mr. President, after 7 weeks, we are 
finally back working. We finally re- 
turned from a historically long and un- 
precedented long, long, long summer 
vacation. About 2 months were wasted 
by Republicans who could have been 
doing their jobs. We would have been 
happy to join with them in getting 
things done on the Senate floor and in 
our committees. If Republicans were 
serious about their constitutional du- 
ties, they would have spent some time 
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giving Chief Judge Merrick Garland 
the hearing he deserves. He deserves to 
have a hearing. 

Why are they afraid to give him a 
hearing? They are afraid to give him a 
hearing because if they did, this good 
man’s credibility, competence, experi- 
ence, and just the simple fact that he is 
such a nice man would be over- 
whelming. They don’t want to do that. 
The American people would know they 
are trying to hold up somebody who 
should be on the Supreme Court. 

The American Bar Association said 
he was unanimously ‘‘well-qualified.”’ 
They can’t give a higher rating. If they 
could, they would. Senator HATCH said 
there is ‘‘no question” he could be con- 
firmed and that he would be a ‘‘con- 
sensus nominee,” but Senate Repub- 
licans will not even give this good man 
a hearing. It is nothing short of being 
shameful. 

As a USA TODAY editorial last 
month said, ‘‘Flat-out ignoring a va- 
cancy on the nation’s highest court, 
which Senate Republicans have vowed 
to do while President Obama remains 
in office, is an abrogation of its con- 
stitutional duty.” 

The people we represent across this 
great country cannot believe their rep- 
resentatives have put partisan inter- 
ests above their constitutional duties. 
They cannot believe the chairman of 
the Judiciary Committee has gone 
along with this scam, and that is what 
it is. 

Over this recess, the Des Moines Reg- 
ister, Iowa’s largest newspaper, pub- 
lished another letter to the editor. 
There have been lots of editorials. Here 
is what one Iowan said: 

I am a 60-year-old registered Republican 
and this year I am not voting for Chuck 
Grassley. Senator, you have tossed 225 legal 
years of tradition in the trash heap and have 
made this country weaker.. .. 

I think the people of Iowa are not served 
by waiting over a year for a judicial hearing. 
Where is the senator I first voted for 40 years 
ago? 

I have been in Congress for 34 years, 
and this is something that is a familiar 
refrain that we hear from people all 
over Iowa, and that’s how I feel. Where 
is the Senator I first started serving 
with in the Congress those many dec- 
ades ago? 

I admit, as I consider all of the un- 
precedented obstruction of Merrick 
Garland’s nomination, I am again 
forced to ask: Where is the CHUCK 
GRASSLEY I have come to know over 
the last three and a half decades? I 
can’t imagine this man who we always 
thought was an independent person 
would refuse do his job on the Judici- 
ary Committee. As chairman, he failed 
to schedule a hearing on this qualified 
nominee. 

The first speech I gave on this floor 
those many years ago was talking 
about the Taxpayer Bill of Rights. The 
Presiding Officer was the Senator from 
Arkansas, David Pryor. Senator GRASS- 
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LEY heard my speech. He agreed to help 
me. With the help of Senator GRASSLEY 
and Senator Pryor, we got that passed 
my first year in the Senate. It was 
really quite a big victory. We put the 
taxpayer on more equal footing with 
the tax collector, and Senator GRASS- 
LEY worked with both Senator Pryor 
and me. That is the way GRASSLEY 
used to be—independent. I could not 
have imagined—but I have to accept 
it—that he would refuse to do his job 
by blocking a vote on Garland’s nomi- 
nation, but that is precisely what the 
chairman of the Judiciary Committee 
has done. He has blocked his nomina- 
tion. He was nominated 175 days ago. 
For 175 days, this senior Senator from 
Iowa has refused to lift a finger in con- 
sideration for this nominee. 

The Senator I knew would not cede 
the independence of this very good 
committee—famous committee. It has 
been around forever in the Senate. I 
could never have imagined what he has 
done. Since he became chairman, we 
have seen the independence and pres- 
tige of the Judiciary Committee ma- 
nipulated by Senator GRASSLEY’s boss, 
the Republican leader, for narrow, par- 
tisan warfare. 

We all know where the Republican 
leader stands on President Obama’s Su- 
preme Court nominee. Long ago, Sen- 
ator MCCONNELL decided to abandon 
any degree of bipartisanship or deco- 
rum just to spite President Obama. We 
heard that within hours of Scalia hav- 
ing passed away. The Republican leader 
admitted as much last month when he 
told a gathering in Kentucky, ‘‘One of 
my proudest moments was when I 
looked at Barack Obama in the eye and 
I said: ‘Mr. President, you will not fill 
this Supreme Court vacancy.’ ” 

Isn’t that something to be proud of? 
One of the Republican leader’s proudest 
moments was the time he abandoned 
his constitutional duty and failed to do 
the job he was elected to do. Repub- 
licans’ proudest moments are not ac- 
complishments, they are obstruction. 
What a shame that he is putting Sen- 
ator MCCONNELL’s political vendetta 
against President Obama over the will 
of the people of Iowa and the other 49 
States. It is disappointing that Senator 
GRASSLEY is going along with this ob- 
struction. Where is the Senator I have 
known for such a long time? 

Iam not mad at Senator GRASSLEY. I 
remember who he used to be—what he 
used to be—and that is going to over- 
come any animosity I have toward Sen- 
ator GRASSLEY. My only concern is 
that I think the great record of this 
man from Iowa is being tarnished— 
some say beyond repair. His legacy is 
going to be damaged, and we have seen 
that in editorials out of Iowa as well as 
letters to the editor out of Iowa—lots 
of them. 

Donald Trump is the American night- 
mare. He is the most unqualified major 
party Presidential candidate anyone 
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can remember. He is a bigot and a scam 
artist. He will not show us his tax re- 
turns, and Senator GRASSLEY is hold- 
ing the Supreme Court vacancy for this 
man. 

Just last week, the chairman of the 
committee even compared Donald 
Trump—listen to this one—to Ronald 
Reagan. Wow. I served with Ronald 
Reagan for a little bit, and I didn’t 
agree with everything he did, but I ad- 
mired him as a person. I thought he 
had a good administration. I thought 
what he did in bringing the Cold War to 
an end and swallowing a little bit of 
pride, which you have to do sometimes 
in order to do important things—he 
met with Communist leaders on more 
than one occasion. He, more than any- 
one else, brought the Cold War to a 
close. He didn’t have an unblemished 
record. There was the commerce fiasco 
which had a lot of problems, but he was 
a good person. 

With all due respect to the Senator 
from Iowa, I know President Reagan 
and I worked with him and, as I indi- 
cated, had a few differences with him, 
but I can say unequivocally that Don- 
ald Trump is no Ronald Reagan. That 
is the most significant understatement 
I have made on this floor in a long 
time. The fact that my colleague from 
Iowa would lump Ronald Reagan in 
with an egomaniac—a selfish person 
like Donald Trump—should scare the 
people of Iowa. This is not the GRASS- 
LEY we have come to know all these 
many years. Instead of spending his 
days as Trump’s fan, the Judiciary 
chairman should perform his constitu- 
tional duty and give President Obama’s 
Supreme Court nominee due consider- 
ation. That is the job the people of 
Iowa elected him to do, and it is simple 
common decency and fairness. 

Senator GRASSLEY should do his job 
and give Merrick Garland a hearing 
and a vote, and it should be now. Don’t 
make another Iowan question: Where is 
the Senator I first voted for 40 years 
ago? 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The as- 
sistant Democratic leader. 

ZIKA VIRUS FUNDING 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I lis- 
tened carefully to the statement made 
by the Republican leader, Senator 
MCCONNELL, about the Zika crisis we 
face. I would like to give the Members 
of the Senate and those who are fol- 
lowing this debate an update of what 
occurred in the United States of Amer- 
ica between the time we adjourned and 
now returned to this session of the U.S. 
Senate. 

The last time I came to the floor to 
speak in July to talk about Zika, there 
were 3,667 people in the United States 
and U.S. territories who had Zika in- 
fections. Included in that number, 599 
pregnant women. As of late last week, 
that number has skyrocketed. There 
are now 17,000 people infected with 
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Zika in the United States and its terri- 
tories. That is a fourfold increase over 
the 7 weeks since we left for recess. It 
included 1,595 pregnant women. 

I say to the Republican majority: 
You have been warned by the Presi- 
dent, by public health experts, and oth- 
ers that your failure to respond to the 
President’s request for resources would 
endanger people living in the United 
States and its territories and espe- 
cially pregnant women. Yet the Repub- 
lican leadership has refused the Presi- 
dent’s efforts to provide the resources 
necessary to fight this deadly Zika 
virus. 

The numbers are devastating but not 
surprising. It was last February—7 
months ago—when the President asked 
Congress for $1.9 billion in emergency 
funding so public health experts would 
have the resources they needed to fight 
Zika. Here we are almost 7 months 
later—200 days later—and Congress 
still has refused to provide the re- 
sources necessary to protect American 
families from this virus. This is a dis- 
grace. It is an outrage. 

Our Federal health agencies, includ- 
ing the Centers for Disease Control and 
Prevention, have been doing every- 
thing they can to move money around 
within their agencies to try to make do 
in this fight against Zika. They are out 
of options. 

Last week, Dr. Frieden, Director of 
the CDC, said: 

The cupboard is bare. Basically, we are out 
of money, and we need Congress to act to 
allow us to respond effectively. 

Dr. Frieden came to see me before 
the recess. In my office, he said he was 
incredulous. He said: You mean you are 
going to leave without Congress re- 
sponding to the President’s call for 
emergency funding to fight Zika? And I 
said: Unfortunately, that is the case. 
And that is what happened. For 7 
weeks, we have said to the public 
health leaders across America that the 
Republican-led Congress will not re- 
spond to the President’s call for emer- 
gency funds. It didn’t have to be this 
way. 

In May, the Senate approved a bipar- 
tisan compromise funding bill sup- 
ported by 89 Senators, including many 
who have come to the floor on the Re- 
publican side. It was negotiated by 
Senators BLUNT, MURRAY, and others. 
It provided $1.1 billion in emergency 
funding to fight Zika, not what the 
President asked, which was $1.8, but 
$1.1 billion. Instead of voting on this 
bipartisan measure after it passed the 
Senate with 89 votes, the House Repub- 
lican leadership put forth an inad- 
equate proposal to fight Zika in the 
range of $622 million, about one-third 
of what the President asked for. Then 
when that bill was a nonstarter, the 
House Republicans decided to double 
down, so they drafted the special House 
Republican Zika funding bill. What an 
outrage. This bill included a litany of 
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poison pill riders that the House Re- 
publicans knew didn’t have a chance in 
the U.S. Senate. 

They threw in a provision—listen to 
this—at a time when women, fearful of 
becoming pregnant and infected by the 
Zika virus, were seeking family plan- 
ning advice and counseling, the House 
Republicans threw in a provision on 
the Zika funding bill to block funding 
for Planned Parenthood. They knew 
with no vaccine available to protect 
these women, women’s health clinics 
like Planned Parenthood were on the 
frontlines of giving women who faced a 
pregnancy the opportunity to delay 
that pregnancy so they wouldn’t be in- 
fected and give birth to a child with se- 
rious problems. 

Did they stop there? No. The House 
Republicans had more. They threw in 
provisions to undermine the Environ- 
mental Protection Agency on key pro- 
visions of the Clean Water Act. Then 
they added provisions to cut Affordable 
Care Act funds to reduce the oppor- 
tunity in Puerto Rico, which is ground 
zero in our territories, to fight the 
Zika virus. Essentially, the Repub- 
licans are putting red meat for the 
right wing of their party ahead of pro- 
tecting the people living in America 
and our territories—and especially 
pregnant women—from this public 
health threat. 

It is no surprise that this hyper- 
partisan bill coming out of the House 
went nowhere. 

Now, Senator MCCONNELL comes to 
the floor and blames the Democrats— 
blames the Democrats—after the Re- 
publicans put in the provision to block 
funding for family planning at Planned 
Parenthood. 

Let me be clear. Democrats were 
committed from the start to fund this 
effort that the President asked for at 
$1.9 billion so that we had the re- 
sources to fight this public health 
emergency. The Republicans decided to 
play politics with it. 

I have been in Congress for a while, 
in the House and in the Senate. We 
have had a lot of disasters—natural 
disasters and others. Time and again 
we put party aside to respond to the 
real needs of the American people. 
That has all changed. With the arrival 
of the tea party and this new spiteful 
spirit that we see in the Congress, even 
a public health crisis like Zika has be- 
come a political football in this Repub- 
lican-controlled Congress. 

When it became clear the Repub- 
licans were not going to approve the 
funding level the President asked for, 
we agreed to a compromise of $1.1 bil- 
lion. This bipartisan bill passed the 
Senate overwhelmingly, and all the 
House had to do was to approve that 
bill so that we could provide funding to 
fight Zika. They refused. 

I worry that my Republican col- 
leagues are underestimating the threat 
that this virus poses. Local trans- 
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mission of Zika has now occurred in 
Florida, with more than 35 Floridians 
contracting the virus without having 
traveled overseas. And, for the first 
time ever—for the first time in the his- 
tory of our country—the Centers for 
Disease Control and Prevention is 
warning Americans that there are cer- 
tain parts of the continental United 
States that are not safe to travel in. 
They are advising pregnant women to 
avoid neighborhoods in Miami, FL. 
That has never happened before. When 
the President warned us in February of 
the danger of this crisis, did any of the 
Republicans who opposed him think 
there would be parts of America that 
we would be advising Americans not to 
visit because of the danger of this pub- 
lic health crisis? Certainly, if they did, 
they would have paid closer attention 
to the President’s request. 

During the past 6 months, we have 
discovered new and worse information 
about Zika. Here is what we know. 
Zika can be spread through sexual 
transmission. We also know women 
with Zika in their first trimester face a 
13-percent chance that their baby will 
be born with microcephaly. And even if 
pregnant women don’t show any signs 
of infection, the baby can be born with 
serious physical and neurological dis- 
orders. Researchers are also examining 
the links to other negative health out- 
comes: Eye infections that can lead to 
blindness, autoimmune disorders that 
can cause paralysis. And what about 
the impact of maternal stress on the 
baby? I can’t imagine the anxiety that 
pregnant women must feel right now, 
especially in Florida, and as a result of 
the looming crises in Texas, Louisiana, 
and certainly in Puerto Rico. If you 
call yourself a pro-life Congressman or 
Senator, wouldn’t you want to do ev- 
erything in your power to protect these 
babies from this elevated risk? 

In July I met with maternal and fetal 
health medicine specialists and com- 
munity health leaders in Chicago who 
shared with me their fear about what 
parents were going to go through. Illi- 
nois has now had 47 cases of Zika, but 
with Chicago being a major transpor- 
tation hub, hundreds more of pregnant 
women have sought care and advice 
from providers and have undergone 
tests to make sure their babies are 
safe. 

I am tired of the partisan games 
being played with the health of preg- 
nant women and babies but, to date, 
that is exactly what has happened with 
this partisan response to the Zika cri- 
sis. It is time for this to stop. 

I am heartened that some House Re- 
publicans—only a few—have had the 
courage to step up and say what is ob- 
vious. Florida Republican Representa- 
tive TED YOHO recently said: ‘‘Take ev- 
erything out except Zika funding and 
don’t put any riders in it’’ when he was 
asked how we should respond to the 
Zika crisis. He basically said to Speak- 
er RYAN and the House Republicans: 
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You have to reverse course and take 
the politics out of the Zika public 
health crisis. 

Well, I hope the Republican leader- 
ship is listening. Let’s not wait for an- 
other 17,000 infected by Zika. It is time 
for the Republicans to stop playing 
these political games, to come back 
and approve the measure that passed 
with 89 votes in the Senate. 

FOR-PROFIT COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES 

Mr. President, I have come to this 
floor for many years now to alert the 
American people to a looming crisis. It 
is a crisis involving for-profit colleges 
and universities. Many people were not 
even aware that there was a difference 
between public and private universities 
in the for-profit sector, but there is a 
big difference. I have said it repeatedly 
and sadly it is still the case. 

There are three numbers that tell the 
story about for-profit colleges and uni- 
versities. Ten. Ten percent of students 
enrolled in post-secondary education 
go to these for-profit schools—schools 
like the University of Phoenix and 
DeVry and Rasmussen and Kaplan—10 
percent of the students. Twenty. Twen- 
ty percent of all of the Federal aid to 
education goes to these for-profit 
schools. Why so much? Because they 
charge so much in tuition. But the big 
number is 40. Forty percent of all stu- 
dent loan defaults are students who at- 
tended for-profit colleges and univer- 
sities. Ten percent of the students, 40 
percent of the defaults. Why? For sev- 
eral reasons. 

First, these for-profit colleges and 
universities are recruiting young peo- 
ple who are not ready for college. They 
don’t care. Sign them up. Sign them up 
so that these for-profit schools can 
walk away with their Pell grants, can 
lure them into student loans that send 
thousands of dollars for each student 
back into these for-profit schools. 
Many of the students finally wake up 
to the reality that they are not ready 
for college or that the debt they are ac- 
cumulating is too high, and they make 
a terrible choice but an inevitable 
one—they drop out. So they sit there 
with a debt and nothing to show for it 
but wasted time. Or, they stick with 
the program. For-profit schools take 
them to “graduation” and then they 
find out the reality that the diploma 
from for-profit colleges and univer- 
sities in many cases is worthless, de- 
spite all the debt and all the time wast- 
ed. 

Yesterday, one of the worst actors in 
the for-profit sector, ITT Tech, an- 
nounced it was closing after years of 
exploiting students and fleecing tax- 
payers. In the post mortem, many are 
focused on the Department of Edu- 
cation’s decision a couple of weeks ago 
to prohibit ITT Tech from enrolling 
any new students using Federal stu- 
dent loans, in addition to other restric- 
tions. But the root of the ITT Tech de- 
mise stretches back much further than 
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that. This is a company that literally 
rotted from the inside. 

The story of ITT Tech, like that of 
Corinthian, another failed for-profit 
college, is really the story of the for- 
profit college industry—for-profit edu- 
cation companies consumed by greed, 
fed by students who are understand- 
ably trying to make a better life for 
themselves, and enabled for too long by 
poor Federal oversight and congres- 
sional inaction. Like Corinthian before 
it and many for-profit colleges still 
today, ITT Tech charges students too 
much in tuition, provides them too lit- 
tle in the form of meaningful edu- 
cation, and leaves them with crushing 
debt. 

In my hometown of Springfield, IL, 
we have a mall called White Oaks Mall. 
Every time I would drive out there and 
take a look at the huge ITT Tech sign 
on the side of that mall, I would think 
to myself, I know what is going to hap- 
pen here. This school is going to lure in 
hundreds of unsuspecting students 
from this area, saddle them with debt, 
and give them worthless diplomas, and 
probably ITT Tech one day would go 
out of business. It happened. In my 
hometown, an ITT Tech student seek- 
ing an associate’s degree in informa- 
tion technology, computer and elec- 
tronics engineering technology, com- 
puter drafting and design, and parallel 
studies could sign up with ITT Tech 
and expect the 2-year program to cost 
them $47,000—$47,000 for 2 years at ITT 
Tech in Springfield, IL, for an associ- 
ate’s degree. If they went a few miles 
away to Lincoln Land Community Col- 
lege, they could get an associate’s de- 
gree in fields like information tech- 
nology, computers and electronics for 
$3,000, so $47,000 at ITT Tech and $3,000 
at Lincoln Land Community College a 
few miles away. And here is something 
to think about: At Lincoln Land, only 
1 in 50 students ends up being unable to 
pay back their Federal student loans— 
1 in 50. At ITT Tech: One in five. Stu- 
dents are 10 times more likely to de- 
fault on their student loans if they 
went to ITT Tech instead of Lincoln 
Land Community College for the same 
degree. Why? The difference in tuition: 
$47,000 in debt at ITT, $3,000 in debt at 
Lincoln Land. 

According to one recent Brookings 
study, ITT Tech students cumula- 
tively—cumulatively, these students 
owe more than $4.6 billion in Federal 
student loans, and now ITT Tech is 
going out of business. 

How much is being paid back on that 
accumulated debt to ITT Tech, this 
for-profit college? According to the 
same Brookings study, minus 1 percent 
of the balance has been repaid in 2014. 
How is that possible? How can it be a 
negative number? Because the interest 
on the cumulative debt is accruing 
faster than the payments being made 
by students nationwide. These students 
are being fleeced—fleeced by a fly-by- 
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night, for-profit college that should 
have been closed long ago. 

Individual students often have no 
chance of paying back their debt. They 
have taken on huge debt for a worth- 
less diploma from ITT Tech. 

In 2009, ITT Tech’s 5-year cohort de- 
fault rate on student loans was 51 per- 
cent. More than half their students de- 
faulted. 

Marcus Willis from Illinois under- 
stands it. He was recruited by ITT 
Tech with two or three phone calls a 
day until he finally signed up. He re- 
lented from the pressure and signed up 
for classes. Marcus graduated in 2003 
from ITT Tech and spent months look- 
ing for a job. Of the student debt he in- 
curred, he says: “It’s too much to even 
keep track of; I will never be able to 
pay it back.” He says he wouldn’t wish 
ITT Tech on his worst enemy. 

ITT Tech and many of these for-prof- 
it colleges are approved by our Federal 
Government to issue Pell grants and 
student loans. Is it any wonder that 
students like Marcus Willis think they 
are legitimate schools and they turn 
out to be nothing but fleecing oper- 
ations by these people who are raking 
in millions of dollars? 

Like Corinthian before it and many 
more for-profit colleges still today, 
ITT Tech has engaged in unfair, decep- 
tive, and abusive practices to lure stu- 
dents into their programs—false prom- 
ises, high-pressure tactics, flashy ad- 
vertisements. 

Yesterday, when it announced it was 
going to close, ITT was under inves- 
tigation by—listen—18 State attorneys 
general. It is being sued by Massachu- 
setts and New Mexico at this moment. 
The New Mexico attorney general 
found ITT placed students into loans 
without their knowledge, falsely stated 
the number of credits a student needed 
to take in order to push them even 
deeper into debt, failed to issue refunds 
in tuition and fees in compliance with 
Federal law, and many other deceitful 
practices. 

The Consumer Financial Protection 
Bureau is suing ITT Tech for predatory 
lending. This was a for-profit college 
with the blessing of the Department of 
Education. There are many more, 
sadly, just like it. 

Despite what happens to students and 
their families, the executives who 
worked at ITT Tech are not going to 
suffer in this closure. Kevin Modany 
and Daniel Fitzpatrick were two ITT 
execs. Modany received $515,048 and 
Fitzpatrick received $112,348 in big 
bonus checks as recently as January. 
In 2014, Modany was paid more than $3 
million in total compensation. I think 
that is more than any college president 
in America. This man was paid that 
amount of money by ITT Tech because 
students came in and signed up for 
their worthless courses. These are the 
same two individuals the SEC say vio- 
lated numerous securities laws in their 
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fraudulent private student loan scheme 
at ITT Tech. 

Accreditation for ITT Tech? The for- 
profit industry takes care of that. They 
accredit their own schools. It is time 
for us and the Department of Edu- 
cation to stop playing ball with that. 

Yet for all of this, in its swan song, 
ITT Tech is engaging in a pity cam- 
paign for itself—blaming everyone but 
its own greedy executives and shady 
practices for its collapse. 

True to form, the Wall Street Jour- 
nal calls the collapse of ITT Tech an 
“execution” carried out by the Obama 
administration. The words ‘‘for-profit’’ 
as used in the term ‘‘for-profit colleges 
and universities” are such a siren song 
for the Wall Street Journal that they 
don’t even have the good sense to rec- 
ognize crony capitalism when it comes 
to the for-profit colleges and univer- 
sities. These colleges and universities 
are the most heavily federally sub- 
sidized businesses in America today. 

ITT Tech’s irresponsible actions now 
leave tens of thousands of students 
across the country wondering what is 
next. 

Many who recently attended ITT 
Tech will be eligible for closed school 
discharges, but must weigh their op- 
tions carefully. 

If students use ITT Tech credits to 
transfer to a similar program of study, 
they may not be eligible for a closed 
school discharge. 

Those who decide to transfer should 
look at community colleges or other 
not-for-profit options. I have asked Illi- 
nois community college presidents to 
assist ITT Tech students to continue 
their educations. I urge my colleagues 
to do the same in their States. 

The last thing we want is these stu- 
dents to fall into the open arms of 
other for-profit colleges facing State 
and Federal investigations or lawsuits. 

In addition, there are countless ITT 
Tech students who likely qualify for 
Federal student loan relief under a de- 
fense to repayment given the volumi- 
nous evidence of ITT Tech’s unfair, de- 
ceptive, and abusive practices. 

The Department of Education should 
work with State attorneys general and 
other Federal agencies who have evi- 
dence of this wrongdoing to ensure ITT 
Tech students who were defrauded re- 
ceive the relief to which they are enti- 
tled under the law. 

Of course, all of this will cost tax- 
payers dearly. The Department esti- 
mates that the outer limit of potential 
closed school discharges could be 
around $500 million. Potential defense 
to repayment claims pushes the price 
tag higher. 

In addition to the $90 million the De- 
partment currently holds from ITT 
Tech, the Department should seek the 
full $247 million it required ITT Tech 
to post in August and explore other 
ways to ensure that ITT Tech and its 
executives pay for as much of the relief 
as possible. 
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But the high cost can’t mean being 
stingy with relief to students. As I said 
with Corinthian, we can’t leave them 
holding the bag. 

We also can’t continue to rely on a 
policy of oversight that only protects 
students on the back end, after a major 
collapse. 

We have to reform our accreditation 
system so that there is meaningful ac- 
countability with respect to student 
outcomes on the front end. I will be in- 
troducing legislation with several of 
my colleagues in the coming weeks to 
do just that. 

We need earlier and more aggressive 
enforcement from the Department of 
Education, including expanded use of 
letters of credit to ensure taxpayers 
are protected. I am pleased that the 
Department has created an enforce- 
ment unit to identify and respond to 
wrongdoing early and is working 
through the Borrower Defense Rule to 
establish triggers that will require a 
school to post a letter of credit. 

We also must ensure that students 
can hold schools directly accountable 
in court by banning the use of manda- 
tory arbitration. I am hopeful that the 
coming Borrower Defense Rule will 
also include a strong ban on this prac- 
tice which hides wrongdoing and leaves 
taxpayers as the only option for relief 
when students are wronged by schools. 

I am going to close by saying that 
there is more work to be done. This is 
not the last shoe to drop. Corinthian 
left so many thousands of students 
with worthless diplomas and, sadly, 
worthless student debt. They didn’t 
earn anything for it. The same thing is 
happening at ITT Tech. 

Who are the losers? The students, 
their families, and the taxpayers are. 
When these students can’t pay back 
their loans, the taxpayers of America 
lose. This ITT Tech could be a billion- 
dollar baby when it comes to penalties 
for America’s taxpayers. When will this 
Senate and this Congress wake up to 
the reality of the disgrace of the for- 
profit college and university industry? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Louisiana. 

Mr. VITTER. Mr. President, I rise 
today to highlight the importance and 
urgent need of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 2016 and the urgent 
need to bring it to the Senate floor and 
to act and pass it in the Senate. 

Unfortunately, there are many 
events, floods, and disasters around the 
country in recent times that highlight 
the need for this. The most recent— 
even more unfortunately, from my 
point of view—is in South Louisiana— 
the devastating thousand-year flooding 
in greater Baton Rouge and parts of 
Acadiana. 

WRDA 2016 addresses many of the 
needs that events like this highlight. It 
builds on the necessary commonsense 
reforms we made in 2014. It reinforces 
why Congress should be passing these 
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water resource bills every 2 years. This 
is one of the reasons why WRDA has 
come out of both Senate and House 
committees with overwhelming bipar- 
tisan support. We can’t continue to re- 
build neighborhoods and cities time 
and again after disasters. We have to 
become more proactive in protecting 
life and property, more diligent in our 
oversight of the Corps of Engineers to 
ensure that projects are delivered on 
time, as well as more focused on cre- 
ating real paying jobs that help grow 
our economy with the important work 
contained in these bills. 

Some of the highlights of WRDA 2016 
that particularly impact Louisiana are 
as follows: 

First of all, let’s go to the disaster 
area with this devastating flooding. As 
chair of the Senate Subcommittee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure and 
in light of that recent flooding, I added 
to this bill language that would expe- 
dite construction of the Comite River 
diversion and additional flood protec- 
tion measures along the Amite River 
and tributaries in East Baton Rouge 
and adjoining areas. 

The Comite River project was first 
authorized by Congress in 1992, and it is 
one project that I have been pushing 
forward for several years. Had this 
project been completed, it absolutely 
would have dramatically reduced the 
flooding we recently saw in greater 
Baton Rouge. Constructing the remain- 
ing phases of the Comite River Diver- 
sion Project must be an absolute top 
priority, which means getting it ready 
to go, encouraging State and local offi- 
cials to acquire the necessary footprint 
and mitigation lands. 

In addition, the WRDA 2016 bill au- 
thorizes the West Shore Lake Pont- 
chartrain Hurricane Protection Project 
and the Southwest Coastal Louisiana 
Hurricane Protection Project. These 
projects will provide necessary protec- 
tion for residents outside of the New 
Orleans Hurricane Protection System 
along I-10 and throughout communities 
in southwest Louisiana. 

We authorized the Calcasieu Lock, 
another vital project to reconstruct an 
aging lock to ensure safe, reliable 
transportation along the Gulf Intra- 
coastal Waterway, a vital shipping 
lane. 

In the bill, we have additional re- 
forms to the harbor maintenance trust 
fund. This extends vital programs for 
ports that move much of our Nation’s 
energy commodities, that modernize 
cost shares to maintain our Nation’s 
competitive advantage in the global 
economy and provide for additional op- 
eration and maintenance needs for 
small agricultural ports along the Mis- 
sissippi River. 

We give authority for ports to get 
limited reimbursement for mainte- 
nance they perform using their own 
equipment for Federal navigation 
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channels. This will help clear the bu- 
reaucratic logjam for routine mainte- 
nance and operations of our waterways 
in a very cost-effective way. 

We provide increases in beneficial use 
of dredge material. That is critically 
important for the restoration of our 
coast, including the placement of 
dredge material in a location other 
than right next to the existing project. 

We provide for local flood protection 
authorities to increase the level of pro- 
tection after a disaster and rehabili- 
tate existing levees to provide author- 
ized levels of protection and meet the 
National Flood Insurance Program re- 
quirements. 

We provide for allowing locals to get 
credit for money they spend for oper- 
ations and maintenance of multipur- 
pose protection structures and work 
they have already completed on coastal 
restoration projects. 

Finally, in WRDA 2016 we also have 
vital studies to look at improvements 
to the Mississippi River, flood protec- 
tion and ecosystem restoration in St. 
Tammany Parish, and other measures. 

It is vital that we better protect our 
communities all across America, in- 
cluding in Louisiana, from disastrous 
floodwaters. We must be proactive, ag- 
gressive, and hold everyone account- 
able, certainly including the Corps of 
Engineers, as well as State and local 
partners, to ensure that these flood 
protection projects get constructed on 
time. Congress and the bureaucracies 
cannot continue to drag their feet on 
authorization, construction, and over- 
sight of these vital projects. 

It is my hope that all of us take this 
into consideration and that all of us 
move forward with this WRDA 2016 
measure, bringing it to the Senate 
floor, acting on it expeditiously, and 
getting on with the vital work of main- 
taining our ports and waterways and 
building important flood protection for 
communities all across Louisiana and 
America. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Georgia. 

OBAMACARE 

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, on 
Christmas Eve 2009 on the floor of the 
Senate, I and the other 99 Members of 
the Senate voted on what is known as 
the Affordable Care Act, which later 
became known as ObamaCare. It has 
been 7 years since that debate, and a 
lot has happened. 

When it passed on the floor of the 
Senate and in the House, I voted 
against it because I feared it would 
limit access, cost more, and limit 
choice. 

It was sold as doing the opposite. It 
was sold as costing less, expanding 
choice, and expanding access. But facts 
are stubborn things. It is now time for 
us to look at ObamaCare and the Af- 
fordable Care Act, realize what it has 
done to us, and realize time is running 
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out for us to correct the imperfections 
of that legislation. 

On choice, remember what the Presi- 
dent said: If you like your policy, you 
can keep it. Because of what we are 
doing, there is going to be more access 
for those who don’t have a policy. 

But, in fact, those who liked the pol- 
icy they had didn’t get to keep it. In 
fact, a lot of their coverage went away 
or became more limited. 

The cost was going to be less expen- 
sive because everybody was going to be 
covered, but, in fact, everybody was 
not covered and costs have gone up. In 
fact, in our charity hospitals, our 
inner-city hospitals, and our high-trau- 
ma, level-1 centers around America, 
the payments for the disproportionate 
share of costs were going to be elimi- 
nated because ObamaCare was going to 
have everybody covered and there 
would be no uninsured people going to 
hospitals, but, in fact, that didn’t take 
place. 

Access was going to increase because 
there was going to be more coverage, 
more insurance, more things like that. 
But what has been the fact is the fol- 
lowing: Choice is limited or non- 
existent, cost is more expensive than 
ever, and access is gone. 

As to my State of Georgia, I want to 
read you a few facts. Just last month 
after Aetna, UnitedHealthcare, and 
Cigna announced they would leave 
Georgia’s marketplace, Blue Cross filed 
its third premium increase for the 
third time this summer—an increase of 
21.4 percent. Earlier in the summer, 
Humana announced average premium 
increases in Georgia of a whopping 67.5 
percent. This year, all 159 counties in 
Georgia had at least two provider op- 
tions. In 2017, 96 counties in Georgia 
will have one option and one alone. 

The numbers do not lie. ObamaCare 
is forcing insurance carriers to leave 
the market, eliminating competition 
and choice, all the while placing the 
burden of higher costs on the backs of 
working taxpayers in this country. 
Worst of all, the inevitability of the Af- 
fordable Care Act as a single-payer 
government system, which is on the 
horizon, is what I feared the most in 
the debate of Christmas Eve 2009— 
something all of us in the Senate hoped 
would never happen. It is going to be 
on our doorstep if we don’t act now to 
correct ObamaCare, repeal the portions 
of it that are wrong, keep the portions 
of it that are right, but bring about 
choice, access, and quality to our resi- 
dents. That is what we promised them 
7 years ago, and that is what they de- 
serve today. 

It is time for the Senate, the House, 
and this administration and the next 
administration to realize that our No. 1 
priority was to bring about the promise 
of a program that has more access, 
lower costs, and more choice for Amer- 
ican citizens. We cannot rely on going 
to a government single-payer system. 
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It will bankrupt the country, destroy 
health care, and eliminate the choice 
we all love as Americans. 

So with that, I challenge the Senate 
to get down to business, correct the in- 
equities in the law that was passed and 
do the right thing for the people of 
Georgia who I represent—give them in- 
surance that is accessible, affordable, 
and accountable to the American peo- 
ple. 

I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. COTTON. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SUL- 
LIVAN). Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

TRIBUTE TO MARVIN WILLIAMS 

Mr. COTTON. Mr. President, I would 
like to recognize Marvin Williams as 
this week’s Arkansan of the Week for 
his work as the UCAN coordinator at 
the University of Central Arkansas in 
Conway. UCAN stands for Unlocking 
College Academics Now, a program at 
UCA aimed at helping students facing 
their first academic suspension to im- 
prove their grade point average and 
continue their education. Students who 
participate in UCAN are permitted to 
stay in school during their first suspen- 
sion rather than withdrawing for the 
semester. 

As the program coordinator, Marvin 
works with students to help identify 
their academic weaknesses and find 
ways to accommodate them. Under 
Marvin’s leadership, the program has 
helped 347 students obtain their college 
degrees. Without UCAN, it is possible 
that many of these students would 
have taken their semester suspension 
and not have returned to complete 
their degree. 

The impact Marvin has on students’ 
lives cannot be overstated. One of his 
colleagues wrote: 

[Marvin] meets with students on a daily 
basis to encourage them to take control of 
their lives and their education, so they can 
improve their future. On a regular basis he 
experiences the difficulties of life as students 
bring him their circumstances, and he walks 
with them when they have no one else to 
turn to. Along with that, when they need 
correction, he does it with empathy, and 
leads them back to the path they need to be 
on. 

But Marvin’s compassion does not 
end with his work in the classroom. 
Marvin was also instrumental in estab- 
lishing the Bear Essentials Food Pan- 
try, the UCA on-campus food bank. The 
food pantry idea was born out of a 
meeting Marvin had 2 years ago with a 
student who had very little to eat. He 
provided the student with a list of 
nearby food pantries, but she lacked 
the transportation needed to visit the 
off-campus locations. Marvin re- 
sponded by taking the student to the 
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cafeteria and paying for her meal and 
then springing into action. He re- 
cruited a few other UCA employees to 
help him, and the group successfully 
opened a food bank on UCA’s campus. 

In conclusion, I would like to quote 
again Marvin’s colleague, who con- 
cluded his nomination with these 
words: 

I don’t think I can accurately describe the 
work that Marvin has done. I’m sure in the 
past he’s received recognition, awards, and 
the like. However, I believe that this week, 
this month, maybe even this year he is the 
type of Arkansan that we should aspire to be 
in our communities. 

I am pleased to recognize Marvin 
Williams as this week’s Arkansan of 
the Week, and I join all Arkansans in 
thanking him for his positive impact 
on those around him. 

I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

OBAMACARE 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, as Presi- 
dent Obama’s Presidency draws to a 
close, talk tends to turn to his legacy. 
What will President Obama leave be- 
hind? Internationally, of course, he 
will leave behind a growing terrorist 
threat and an emboldened Iran on its 
way to becoming a nuclear power. Do- 
mestically, the President will leave be- 
hind a weak economy, as the recent 
economic growth numbers for the sec- 
ond quarter made clear. We grew at a 
little more than 1 percent. If you look 
at the historical average since World 
War II, average growth has been 3 per- 
cent, 3.5 percent. In fact, President 
Obama will be the only President in 
history—at least since they started 
keeping these sorts of numbers—who 
will not have had 1 year in his Presi- 
dency where the growth rate exceeded 3 
percent. 

Under his Presidency, we have aver- 
aged about 1.5 percent, so it is a slug- 
gish, anemic economy that continues 
to keep wages at lower levels for Amer- 
ican workers, the highest number of 
people who have left the labor force 
and lowest labor participation rate lit- 
erally in 40 years. That is the economic 
legacy of the President. 

Of course, the President will leave 
behind his signature law, ObamaCare. 
Many Democrats would still like to 
think of ObamaCare as the President’s 
signature domestic achievement, but 
you can ask anybody to scan any news- 
paper, and you can see it is well on its 
way to being a disaster. 

This is just a small sampling of re- 
cent ObamaCare headlines. From the 
New York Times, this headline read: 
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“Think Your ObamaCare Plan Will Be 
Like Employer Coverage? Think 
Again.” 

From the Chicago Tribune: ‘‘Illinois 
ObamaCare rates could soar as state 
submits insurance premium increases 
to feds.” 

From the Washington Post: ‘‘Health- 
care exchange signups fall far short of 
forecasts.”’ 

From a Lancaster, PA, newspaper: 
“Lancaster residents will have rising 
premiums, fewer choices from 2017 
ObamaCare health plans.” 

From the Wall Street Journal: ‘‘In- 
surers Move to Limit Options in 
Health-Care Exchange Plans.” 

From The Tennessean, quoting the 
Tennessee insurance commissioner: 
“Tennessee insurance commissioner: 
Obamacare exchange ‘very near col- 
lapse.” That is a headline from The 
Tennessean. 

I could go on. In fact, I could go on 
for a long time. Those are just a few of 
the headlines from the past 3 weeks. I 
could literally fill an entire speech 
with the negative ObamaCare headlines 
just this summer. Just to reiterate, 
these are newspaper headlines. These 
are not conservative talking points. 
ObamaCare is failing so badly that 
even those who might like to deny it 
cannot. 

But let’s get into the specifics. What 
exactly are consumers on the ex- 
changes facing for this coming year? 
For starters, they are facing huge pre- 
mium increases—26 percent, 43 percent, 
19 percent, 22.9 percent, 89 percent. 
Those are some of the average rate 
hikes that Americans are facing 
around the country. 

Let’s break that down for just a 
minute. Let’s say that your health care 
plan for 2016 costs $10,000. Let’s say you 
are facing a 48-percent rate increase, 
which is the average rate increase fac- 
ing Humana customers in the State of 
Mississippi. A 48-percent increase 
means you would have to pay an addi- 
tional $4,300 for your health insurance 
next year—$4,300. That is a massive in- 
crease for so many individuals and 
families, and that is just the rate hike 
for 1 year. 

Many people facing these kinds of in- 
creases already faced a substantial rate 
hike for 2016. Now they are expected to 
pay even more in 2017. Who knows what 
they will face in 2018. These kinds of 
rate hikes are completely unsus- 
tainable. Can you imagine? Just imag- 
ine if an individual’s mortgage pay- 
ment increased at a similar rate. With- 
in a couple of years, most people 
wouldn’t be able to afford to pay for 
their homes. While health insurance 
may seem like a significantly smaller 
part of the budget than a mortgage 
payment, the truth is, for many fami- 
lies it is not. 

I have heard from at least one South 
Dakota family whose health insurance 
payments exceeded its mortgage pay- 
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ments. In Tennessee, individuals are 
facing average rate hikes ranging from 
44.3 percent to 62 percent for 2017. How 
many families can absorb a 62-percent 
increase in their health care costs—and 
for just 1 year, a 1-year increase. 

Residents in my State of South Da- 
kota are also facing huge rate hikes. A 
40-year-old nonsmoker in South Da- 
kota faces a whopping 36-percent rate 
hike for a silver plan in 2017—36 per- 
cent in my State of South Dakota. I 
have to tell you that is simply not af- 
fordable for most South Dakotans. 

What are consumers getting in ex- 
change for their premium hikes? Too 
often the answer seems to be not much. 
For starters, many customers who are 
already paying massive premiums face 
thousands of dollars in deductibles on 
top of that—before their coverage even 
kicks in. 

Then there are the increasingly nar- 
row networks of doctors and hospitals 
on the exchanges. As the Wall Street 
Journal reported recently: ‘‘Under in- 
tense pressure to curb costs that have 
led to losses on the Affordable Care Act 
exchanges, insurers are accelerating 
their move toward plans that offer lim- 
ited choices of doctors and hospitals.” 

The days of the President’s ‘if you 
like your doctor, you can keep your 
doctor”? promise are long gone. Now- 
adays you have not only lost your doc- 
tor, you may have very few options to 
replace them. Of course, all of this is 
assuming you still have your health 
care plan. 

Countless Americans this year are 
once again discovering the hollowness 
of the President’s “if you like your 
health care plan, you can keep it” 
promise. Because the other side of the 
story is that insurers are dropping out 
of the exchanges in droves. 

In August, insurance giant Aetna an- 
nounced it is pulling out of 11 of the 15 
States where it offers plans on the ex- 
changes. Meanwhile, Humana is exiting 
several exchanges, while megainsurer 
UnitedHealthcare is pulling out of a 
whopping 31 States. What does this 
mean for consumers? Well, for many 
people it means they have lost their 
health care plan and their insurance 
company and that they may have very 
few options for replacing them. The 
President promised that choosing a 
health insurance plan would be like 
buying a TV on Amazon. For many 
people nowadays, going on 
healthcare.gov is akin to choosing a 
TV on Amazon if Amazon only offered 
one or two TVs. 

According to a report released in Au- 
gust, one-third of the country may 
have just one insurer to pick from on 
the exchanges for next year. Well, if 
you don’t like that insurance company, 
apparently it is your tough luck. 

One county in Arizona may actually 
have no insurers from which to choose, 
not a single one. It is abundantly clear 
ObamaCare is failing American fami- 
lies, and even Democrats are starting 


September 7, 2016 


to indicate they realize the current sit- 
uation can’t continue. Of course, 
Democrats’ answers rarely involve 
going back to the drawing board to 
consider a better solution. Instead, 
Democrats generally offer proposals 
that involve throwing good money 
after bad. Democrats claim that more 
government is the solution. Throw 
more taxpayer money at the problem 
or let the government run all of health 
care—all health care plans to be gov- 
ernment run. That is what we are 
starting to hear. 

Of course, maybe government-run 
health care for all was the plan all 
along, but would you trust the Federal 
Government to run your health care 
plan after seeing how it is doing with 
ObamaCare? Then, of course, there is 
the administration’s solution, what the 
New York Times calls ‘‘a major push to 
enroll new participants in public mar- 
ketplaces.”’ 

Previous recent pushes have been of 
limited effectiveness. Enrollment in 
the exchanges currently stands at 
roughly 12 million, just over half of 
what was projected to be at this point 
in the law’s implementation, but leav- 
ing that aside, the administration is 
unlikely to have a lot of success with a 
new enrollment push because it is 
abundantly clear it is pushing a broken 
program. 

How does the administration think it 
is going to make high premiums, high 
deductibles, and limited choices look 
attractive to Americans? If I were the 
administration, I wouldn’t hold out too 
much hope for an advertising campaign 
coming to the rescue. If we wanted to 
coin a phrase to describe the Obama 
Presidency, it might be the ‘‘Presi- 
dency of diminished expectations.” 
This, after all, is the Presidency in 
which Americans started to doubt the 
cornerstone of the American dream, 
something we all grew up with, that 
their children will have a better life 
than they do. 

It is the Presidency in which we were 
asked to start looking at weak eco- 
nomic growth—as I mentioned, a little 
more than 1 percent in the last quarter 
and 1 percent in the quarter before 
that—weak economic growth as the 
new normal. This is good enough. Obvi- 
ously, it is the Presidency in which we 
were asked to look at a future of high 
premiums and few choices as the new 
standard for health care. 

I don’t believe or think for a minute 
we need to resign ourselves to the di- 
minished expectations of the Obama 
Presidency. We don’t have to be stuck 
in the Obama economy for the long 
term, and ObamaCare doesn’t have to 
be our health care future. 

ObamaCare’s goals of affordable, 
quality care were noble goals, but this 
law has utterly failed as a way of get- 
ting us there. We need to start over. 
We need to lift the burden ObamaCare 
has placed on American families. We 
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need to replace this law with health 
care reform that will actually drive 
down costs and increase access to care. 
I have to say, Republicans have a lot of 
ideas to bring to the table, we are 
ready to start working on a new solu- 
tion, and I hope Democrats and the 
new President will join us. 

The American people have been stuck 
with ObamaCare for long enough. 

ZIKA VIRUS FUNDING 

Mr. President, I wish to take a mo- 
ment to talk about one other health 
care issue; that is, Federal funding to 
combat the Zika virus. 

Democrats blocked $1.1 billion in 
Zika funding for the third time this 
week, despite the fact that every single 
Democrat in the Senate supported the 
exact same level of funding this spring. 
That is right. Every single Senate 
Democrat supported this exact level of 
funding this spring. Republicans were 
all ready to pass a final version of the 
bill and get this funding into the hands 
of the people fighting the virus, and 
then Senate Democrats changed their 
minds. They have offered a lot of dif- 
ferent excuses. The Zika bill attacks 
women’s health care, they claim, de- 
spite the fact that the bill actually in- 
creases women’s access to care. 

It threatens clean water protections, 
they say, despite the fact that the bill 
lifts just a handful of redundant regu- 
lations for a brief period of 180 days so 
mosquitoes can be sprayed—to kill the 
mosquitoes that are carrying the virus. 
They also claim to dislike the way the 
bill is paid for, despite the fact that the 
majority of the money used to fund the 
bill has been sitting around unused. 

Either Democrats are so beholden to 
special interest groups that they can- 
not make decisions for themselves or 
they cannot take yes for an answer. 
The Zika funding bill provides ex- 
panded funding for community health 
centers, public health departments, 
and hospitals. The bill funds research 
into a Zika vaccine. It funds research 
into Zika treatments, and it stream- 
lines mosquito control efforts, as the 
best way to protect people is to make 
sure they don’t get bitten in the first 
place. 

The head of the Centers for Disease 
Control and Prevention, the lead gov- 
ernment agency for fighting diseases, 
has said $1.1 billion—the exact amount 
we are talking about—will take care of 
immediate Zika needs. 

So the question is, What are the 
Democrats waiting for? The number of 
Zika cases in the United States is rap- 
idly increasing. More than 2,700 people 
within the continental United States 
are infected and many more in the ter- 
ritories. Democrats have talked and 
talked about the importance of ad- 
dressing this crisis. Yet they just re- 
jected their third opportunity to act. 

How big does this problem have to 
get before Democrats decide to stop 
playing politics with the Zika funding? 
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I hope they will act soon, work with us, 
and answer the calls and demands we 
are getting from the American people 
to provide a solution to this problem. 

I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

LOUISIANA FLOODING 

Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. President, I rise 
today to discuss the thousand-year 
flood that hit my State of Louisiana a 
few weeks ago. It is not named, so we 
call it the Great Flood of 2016, in which 
13 people lost their lives and $8.7 billion 
in damage occurred in just a few days. 

As an example of the enormity, here 
are the power outages that followed 
the flooding. This is baseline before the 
flood. The lights went out, and all of 
this reflects homes substantially flood- 
ed. There is no substitute for wit- 
nessing the aftermath of the disaster 
yourself, but I will try to paint a pic- 
ture of the damage of this terrible 
event and the situation from which my 
constituents are currently trying to re- 
build. 

Again, it was an unprecedented 
weather event. The National Weather 
Service deemed it a once-in-a-thou- 
sand-year event. There was no way to 
prepare. It was not as if there was a 
storm system off the coast of Africa 
that was proceeding across the Atlan- 
tic Ocean. Less than a quarter of the 
population had flood insurance and not 
because they were supposed to and 
didn’t. Most weren’t supposed to be- 
cause it wasn’t supposed to flood, and 
they were not required to have flood 
insurance. Again, the flooding occurred 
in areas more than 50 feet above sea 
level where folks were told they were 
not in a flood zone or were at low risk. 
That is one example. 

Thursday afternoon, residents were 
warned of a possible flash flood from a 
weather system moving into the area, 
but even the National Hurricane Cen- 
ter had no expectation of how dev- 
astating the storm would be. It was 
missing key cyclone characteristics, 
and these parishes, never having been 
hit by a flood such as this, felt all was 
well. The first parishes to be hit by 
flooding had no time to evacuate or 
prepare. 

In just the first 2 days, as much as 2 
feet of rain fell in South Louisiana. 
This record rainfall statistically had a 
0.1-percent chance of occurring; thus, it 
is described as a thousand-year weath- 
er event. Again, this is baseline—egrass, 
trees, roads. This is the same street. 
All that brown is water. 

In parts of Livingston Parish, within 
15 hours, 31 inches of rain fell. By the 


11804 


end of the third day, Baton Rouge, the 
capital city, had 19.14 inches of rain; 
Denham Springs, within Livingston 
Parish, had about 25 inches of rain; 
Watson, LA, saw over 31 inches of rain. 

We received more than three times 
the rain that Louisiana saw from Hur- 
ricane Katrina. The recordbreaking 
rainfall led to recordbreaking river 
crest. For example, the National 
Weather Service recorded the Amite 
River’s height at 46.2 feet—5 feet high- 
er than the previous record. 

Again, this is all pretty apparent. 
This is baseline where you have dry 
land with some lakes in between and 
now that is water. This would be the 
river, and the river bleeds out into the 
surrounding land. The Comite River 
was at 34 feet—4 feet higher than the 
previous record. As water poured out of 
these overflowing river systems, cur- 
rents were so strong that 14 stream 
gauges, used to measure the height and 
current of the river, were broken. 

When the rain ended, 18 were dead: 
William Mayfield, Linda Bishop, Brett 
Broussard, William Borne, Richard 
James, Samuel Muse, Kenneth Slocum, 
Earrol Lewis, Stacy Ruffin, Alexandra 
Budde, Ordatha Hoggatt, and two oth- 
ers who have not been identified. 

Many were swept out into the cur- 
rent of the water. Most were caught 
completely off guard by the speed at 
which the flooding occurred. These par- 
ishes are more than 50 feet above sea 
level, and they were not prepared. The 
majority of the 20 parishes that were 
declared Federal disaster areas were 
considered low risk for flooding. In 
Louisiana, only about 12 percent of 
homeowners living in low-risk areas 
have flood insurance. FEMA has al- 
ready documented over 60,000 homes 
that were significantly damaged. The 
number is expected to increase to more 
than 110,000 homes. Less than 20,000 of 
those families and individuals had 
flood insurance. 

This is debris piled up in front of 
homes. After 3 days of heavy rain, 20 
parishes—one-third of the State—were 
declared Federal disaster areas. Among 
these, East Baton Rouge had 35 percent 
of its homes and businesses damaged. 
Ascension and Livingston Parishes had 
about 90 percent of their homes signifi- 
cantly damaged or declared a total 
loss. 

You walk the streets, and entire lives 
are lined up by the curb. Imagine al- 
most 100,000 people having to start 
from scratch. Imagine right now own- 
ing only the clothes on your back and 
a waterlogged home, which may cost 
more to repair than you can hope to 
repay. It is fair to say that this region 
is in crisis. 

A significant portion of our State’s 
population has lost everything. In 
many cities, thousands had to be res- 
cued by boat or airlifted—taking noth- 
ing with them and forced to leave ev- 
erything behind. 
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The good news is our community is 
strong. Neighbors are helping neigh- 
bors slowly put pieces back together, 
but there are challenges repairing in- 
frastructure, sending kids to school, 
and disposing of large amounts of de- 
bris. 

Aside from that, we are still in hurri- 
cane season. We don’t know what 
might come next, but another storm 
hitting Louisiana before recovery is 
complete would be devastating. 

Right now my office is working in 
tandem with the entire Louisiana con- 
gressional delegation and our Governor 
on securing expedited authorization 
and funding to build the Comite River 
Diversion and other mitigation 
projects to keep this from happening 
again. This is critical for rebuilding 
and preventing this level of damage 
from occurring with future storms. Re- 
membering that our State has experi- 
enced severe flooding in 36 parishes in 
less than 6 months, our delegation is 
requesting a 90-percent to 10-percent 
cost share between FEMA and the 
State of Louisiana. We are also asking 
for supplemental appropriations of dis- 
aster recovery community develop- 
ment block grant funds to help with 
the long-term recovery. 

Louisianans will work tirelessly, as 
we have for weeks, to rebuild. We are 
so lucky that we have had volunteers 
from out of the State come to help. 
Hopefully today, by increasing the 
awareness of this disaster, more people 
are encouraged to volunteer and donate 
in order to help fellow Americans re- 
cover. 

Mr. President, I yield back. 

Mr. President, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. BARRASSO. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. 
ERNST). Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 


EEE 
RECESS 


Mr. BARRASSO. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ate stand in recess as under the pre- 
vious order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 12:18 p.m., recessed until 2:15 p.m. 
and reassembled when called to order 
by the Presiding Officer (Mr. FLAKE). 


EE 


WATER RESOURCES DEVELOP- 
MENT ACT OF 2016—MOTION TO 
PROCEED—Continued 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 

ator from Utah. 

OBAMACARE 
Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I rise to 
speak once again on the failures of the 
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so-called Affordable Care Act and what 
they mean for hard-working families 
and taxpayers. 

This is far from the first time I have 
come to the floor to talk about 
ObamaCare. Indeed, over the past sev- 
eral years, I don’t think I have spoken 
as often about any other topic, and I 
am not alone. Since the time the 
Democrats forced the Affordable Care 
Act through Congress on a series of 
pure party-line votes, my Republican 
colleagues and I have been speaking 
about the poor judgment and short- 
sightedness that has unfortunately de- 
fined the trajectory of this law from its 
drafting to its passage and now well 
into its implementation. Quite frankly, 
we have had plenty of ammunition. It 
seems like we are treated to at least 
one new ObamaCare horror story every 
week. 

My friends on the other side of the 
aisle have done their best to downplay 
our criticisms and minimize every neg- 
ative story written about the problems 
with ObamaCare. In fact, just this 
morning the Senate minority leader 
came to the floor and pronounced the 
Affordable Care Act a success, but the 
American people have long recognized 
the truth: ObamaCare isn’t working 
and it never will. This isn’t a matter of 
opinion. This is not just political rhet- 
oric in an election year. By its own 
standards—and the standards of those 
who drafted, passed, and implemented 
the Affordable Care Act, ObamaCare 
has been a historic failure. 

Case in point, the American people 
were promised that ObamaCare would 
bring down health costs, but in reality 
costs are continuing to go up. Over this 
summer, aS we moved ever closer to 
the next open enrollment period for the 
ObamaCare insurance exchanges, we 
have learned that insurers throughout 
the country have submitted requests to 
raise premiums by an average of 18 to 
23 percent over last year’s premiums. 
For some plans, the requested rate 
hikes are significantly higher than 
that average, coming in at more than 
60 percent according to some recent re- 
ports. 

Consider the following expected rate 
increases. In California, policyholders 
can expect a 18-percent average in- 
crease in premiums, which more than 
triples the increases seen in the past 2 
years. In Florida, they can expect a 
rate increase over 19 percent on aver- 
age over this year. In Nebraska, they 
can expect an average increase of 35 
percent, with some rates increasing by 
nearly 50 percent. In Wisconsin, rates 
are expected to increase on average by 
as much as 30 percent. These numbers 
are more staggering when you consider 
that when the law was passed, the Con- 
gressional Budget Office projected rate 
increases of only 8 percent at this 
point. 

By some estimates, premiums for sil- 
ver plans—the standard metric—are ex- 
pected to increase 11 percent, more 
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than they have at any point since 
ObamaCare was implemented. 

While some of my colleagues have 
claimed that the evidence of massive 
premium increases is mostly anecdotal 
and that tax credits help blunt the 
overall cost increase, they simply can- 
not ignore the facts. Premiums in the 
ObamaCare insurance exchanges are 
going up in markets throughout the 
country, and according to CBO, the 
Congressional Budget Office, 12 million 
individuals are estimated to have to 
pay the full price next year because 
they either are not eligible for credits 
or they would choose to purchase cov- 
erage outside the ObamaCare_ ex- 
changes. What is more, the middle 
class is increasingly bearing the brunt 
of these increased costs. 

As the Wall Street Journal recently 
reported, middle-class families are 
spending 25 percent more on health 
care costs, which reduces their spend- 
ing on other necessities. David Cutler, 
the health care economist from Har- 
vard, is quoted in the article as saying, 
when it comes to health care, it is “ʻa 
story of three Americas.’ One group, 
the rich, can afford health care easily. 
The poor can access public assistance. 
But for lower middle to middle-income 
Americans, ‘the income struggles and 
the health-care struggles together are 
a really potent issue.’ ” 

Our focus should no longer be on the 
question of whether premiums are 
going up. We should instead be trying 
to figure out why it is happening. In 
the end, there are a lot of reasons why 
Americans are paying more for health 
insurance under a new system that was 
supposed to help them pay less, but the 
overall explanation is actually pretty 
simple: The President’s health care law 
was poorly designed, and they know it. 

Recall when my friends were drafting 
and passing the Affordable Care Act, 
they claimed that the system they 
were putting in place—complete with 
higher taxes, burdensome mandates, 
and draconian regulations—would en- 
tice more people into the health insur- 
ance market. With the larger pool of 
insured individuals, my colleagues on 
the other side of the aisle argued that 
insurers would be able to keep pace 
with all the new requirements imposed 
under the law without passing costs on 
to patients. We now know that these 
projections were, to put it nicely, fool- 
hardy. From the outset, enrollment in 
the ObamaCare exchanges has lagged 
behind the rosy projections we saw 
when the law was passed. As time has 
worn on, more and more people have 
opted to pay the fines rather than pur- 
chase health care on the exchanges. 

In February 2013, CBO projected that 
more than 24 million people would be 
enrolled in the exchanges. As of this 
past March, the actual number was less 
than half of that number. 

My colleagues, in their desperate at- 
tempts to defend the health care law, 
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tend to focus solely on the number of 
uninsured people in the United 
States—a number that has, admittedly, 
gone down in recent years. However, 
what they tend to leave out is the fact 
that the vast majority of newly insured 
people under the law haven’t purchased 
insurance through the exchanges. They 
have enrolled in Medicaid, a fiscally 
unsound program that provides less 
than optimal coverage options for pa- 
tients. In fact, there are over 30 million 
people without insurance, which was 
the reason we enacted the law—or at 
least that was the argument. Today 
there are at least 30 million people 
without insurance. 

The Washington Post recently ran an 
article on the enrollment shortfalls in 
the exchanges, plainly spelling out the 
issues. They said: 

Debate over how perilous the predicament 
is for the Affordable Care Act, commonly 
called ObamaCare, is nearly as partisan as 
the divide over the law itself. But at the root 
of the problem is this: The success of the law 
depends fundamentally on the exchanges 
being profitable for insurers, and that re- 
quires more people to sign up. 

Long story short, people are not sign- 
ing up on the exchanges in the numbers 
that were promised. As a result, health 
insurance plans have been forced to ad- 
here to the law’s burdensome mandates 
and regulations without the benefit of 
an expanded and healthier risk pool. So 
as we have seen in recent months, 
plans in many of the exchanges have 
reported massive losses, leading a num- 
ber of major insurers in important 
markets throughout the country to 
terminate their plans altogether. The 
result: patients and consumers are 
being left with fewer and fewer options. 

According to a recent study by the 
Kaiser Family Foundation, nearly one 
out of every three counties in the 
United States is likely to have only 
one health insurance option available 
on the exchanges in 2017. Another third 
of U.S. counties will only have two op- 
tions available. Thus, what had been 
approximately 35 percent of the coun- 
ties with two or less options on the ex- 
changes is likely to double to around 67 
percent. 

Furthermore, more than 2 million in- 
dividuals are expected to have to 
change plans for 2017 as a result of in- 
surers leaving States, which is nearly 
double compared to those who had 
switched carriers at the end of last 
year. 

You don’t need a Ph.D. in economics 
to know that, generally speaking, 
fewer options means higher costs for 
consumers and lower quality products 
being offered. That is exactly what the 
American people are dealing with when 
it comes to health insurance. This in- 
cludes people from my home State of 
Utah. For example, one of my constitu- 
ents, Mr. Chris Secrist, wrote to me. 
He said: 

Since the new health care law was forced 
on us my premiums along with my 
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deductibles have skyrocketed. With my pre- 
mium, deductible, and ‘‘out of pocket” ex- 
pense. . . my total out of pocket expense for 
insurance now tops $20,000 per year... can 
anyone ... explain how this can be consid- 
ered ‘‘affordable health care’’? 

Over the August recess, I met with 
the Utah board of directors of the Leu- 
kemia & Lymphoma Society, and there 
I heard from many Utahns about the 
skyrocketing cost of care over the past 
3 years. These constituents repeatedly 
emphasized that they had initially 
hoped ObamaCare would help them, but 
in their experience, it had only made 
things worse and much more expensive. 

The downward spiral of ObamaCare is 
a circle that cannot be broken without 
some kind of intervention. While there 
are a number of ideas out there to ad- 
dress these problems, there are really 
only two major paths we can take. We 
can enact reforms that are patient-cen- 
tered and market-driven or we can ex- 
pand the role of government in regu- 
lating, mandating and, in the end, pay- 
ing for more and more of our health 
care system. 

Republicans in Congress, myself in- 
cluded, have proposed plans that would 
take us down the first path toward 
more patient-centered reforms. My 
friends on the other side, when they 
are not doubling down on the status 
quo under ObamaCare, are advocating 
for even more government involve- 
ment. Case in point, the Democrat’s 
nominee for President has outlined a 
number of ‘‘reforms’’ she would like to 
add to the ‘‘progress we’ve made” 
under ObamaCare. Each of her pro- 
posals amounts to an expanded role for 
the Federal Government, including the 
renewed idea of the so-called ‘‘public 
option” or a government-run plan. 

In other words, in this election sea- 
son, the Democrats’ answer to the fail- 
ure of ObamaCare is more government 
control of our health care system. 

It is funny, beginning in 2009, when 
the health care law was being finalized, 
I argued that Democrats intended to 
keep expanding the role of the Federal 
Government in health care to the point 
where they could argue that the only 
workable option after a series of fail- 
ures would be to create a single-payer 
health care system; in other words, so- 
cialized medicine. 

Some pundits and even my colleagues 
declared that I was paranoid, that I 
was trying to scare people into oppos- 
ing ObamaCare. Yet 7 years later, 
those claims look relatively prescient, 
if I do say so myself. 

Faced with the failure of ObamaCare 
to live up to its many promises, my 
colleagues are not arguing for a change 
in direction. Instead, they are clam- 
oring for more authority to dictate the 
terms of what had been a private 
health care marketplace before. In a 
world where the government dictates 
both the products on the market and 
the prices at which they are sold, the 
eventual result is a marketplace in 
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which the government is the only 
available provider. In other words, 
while many of my friends on the other 
side will deny they want to create a 
single-payer or socialized medicine 
health care system in the United 
States, that is the direction they have 
us headed. 

Fortunately, the march toward a sin- 
gle-payer system is not a fait accompli. 
We can take action to right this ship 
now. We can control costs. We can take 
government out of the equation and 
give patients and consumers more 
choices. Of course, to get there, more 
of my colleagues on the other side will 
have to acknowledge the failures of the 
current approach and agree on the need 
to plot a new course. 

Perhaps once the upcoming election 
is over, we can begin to make progress 
on these issues. It is my hope that with 
the current administration in the rear- 
view mirror, people will be more will- 
ing to acknowledge the failures of the 
ObamaCare status quo. I recognize that 
the coming election may embolden 
those who support even more rigorous 
government involvement in the health 
care sector to try to take us further 
down the path of a single-payer sys- 
tem. If that is the case, we are looking 
at an even more contentious environ- 
ment than the one we are in now. 

Don’t get me wrong. I want to see 
more bipartisanship around here. I 
want us to find more opportunities to 
work together and get past the blind 
partisanship that currently fuels so 
much of what we do here and that 
caused 100 percent of the Democrats 
and not one Republican in either House 
to support ObamaCare. But make no 
mistake, if the next administration or 
the next Congress tries to take us fur- 
ther down that path, they are going to 
have a heck of a fight on their hands. 
It is a fight that I personally am pre- 
pared to win so that we can eventually 
have a health care system that works 
for everyone. 

I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Ms. HEITKAMP. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUESTS—EXECUTIVE 

CALENDAR 

Ms. HEITKAMP. Mr. President, I 
come to the floor today after spending 
the last 7 weeks traveling the beautiful 
State of North Dakota and working 
with communities on issues that mat- 
ter the most to them, whether it is ag- 
riculture, opioid abuse—any number of 
issues involving urban and rural hous- 
ing. But one common message occurs 
at every stop: Why can’t Congress get 
its job done? Why aren’t you doing 
what you are supposed to be doing? 
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So the people of North Dakota and I 
think the people of this country have a 
simple message: They want us to do 
our job. They are sick and tired of poli- 
tics getting in the way of work getting 
done, and they don’t understand why 
even the most basic issues, the most 
simple issues, issues where there are 
vast majorities that support them, get 
hung up in partisan politics. 

That got me thinking about three 
numbers that really sum up the inabil- 
ity of my friends in the majority to do 
their job. Those numbers are 90, 175, 
and 20. 

Let’s start with 90. Ninety is the cur- 
rent number of judicial vacancies 
across our various Federal courts in 
the United States. Thirty-two of those 
vacancies have been deemed judicial 
emergencies. That means that justice 
is being severely delayed in those juris- 
dictions. Every day, Americans and 
American businesses have to sit and 
wait for resolution and certainty when 
we are capable of getting the job done, 
when we actually believe we have 
qualified nominees ready to take the 
bench and hear those cases. 

The majority has brought to the 
floor and confirmed only 20 circuit and 
district court judges during this Con- 
gress—20. How does that compare? 
Well, if you look at the last 2 years of 
the George W. Bush Presidency, the 
Senate Judiciary Committee, which 
was then chaired by Senator LEAHY, 
actually approved nearly three times 
as many. In fact, 68 judges were ap- 
proved during that time period—68 
judges compared to 20. Last year the 
majority matched the record for con- 
firming the fewest number of judicial 
nominees in more than half a century. 
That is just 11 nominees for the entire 
year. 

These are not records that any of us 
should be proud of, not when we hear 
from judges, lawyers, and our constitu- 
ents about the backlog of cases in the 
Federal courts and around this coun- 
try. 

Right now, 31 nominees still have yet 
to either have a hearing or a vote in 
the Senate Judiciary Committee. Some 
of these nominees have put their lives 
on hold and are ready to serve their 
country in some of the highest posi- 
tions a lawyer can hope to achieve. 
They are putting their lives on hold 
and delaying their economic viability, 
waiting to find out. 

That leads me to the second number. 
The second number is 175. That is the 
number of days since the President 
nominated Merrick Garland to the U.S. 
Supreme Court. My friends in the ma- 
jority will come down and claim they 
absolutely could not give him a hear- 
ing because of something called the 
Biden rule—something which I have 
never voted on and which I did not 
know existed. I went looking in the 
rule book to try to find out where this 
Biden rule exists, and I have yet to 
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track it down. But I do know that when 
we talk about statements on the floor 
attributed to then-Senator JOE BIDEN 
and now-Vice President JOE BIDEN, we 
ought to look at not what he said but 
what he did when he chaired the all-im- 
portant Senate Judiciary Committee. 
So when we look at this from the lens 
of actions speaking louder than words 
and if we look at what JOE BIDEN was 
able to accomplish when he chaired the 
committee, he gave a hearing to every 
single nominee who came before him, 
whether that nominee was nominated 
by a Democratic President or a Repub- 
lican President. 

That brings me to my last number, 
which should be the easiest of all to ad- 
dress. That number is 20. Twenty is the 
number of circuit and district court 
judges who have had a hearing, who 
have been reported out of the Senate 
Judiciary Committee on a bipartisan 
basis—in fact, 18 of them were unani- 
mous—but they are still awaiting an 
up-or-down vote in the Senate. 

I think it is unusual that I should 
even have to come to the floor to ex- 
plain how ridiculous this is. These 
nominees are all noncontroversial. 
They are noncontroversial enough to 
have received a hearing and been voted 
out of the committee with Republican 
and Democratic support. That means 
the majority of the committee that we 
charge with fully vetting these nomi- 
nees found all of the nominees quali- 
fied to serve a lifetime appointment on 
the Federal district court bench. Well, 
12 were nominated over 300 days ago 
and 6 others were nominated over 200 
days ago, and still they wait. Several 
of these judges were nominated and 
have the support of both their home 
State Democratic and Republican Sen- 
ators. Several of these judges were 
nominated by and have the support of 
all of their Senators. It is just unheard 
of that they should have to wait, given 
that we have gone through the process. 

One of those nominees I want to par- 
ticularly point out is a woman by the 
name of Jennifer Puhl. Jennifer Puhl is 
from Devils Lake. Her family is a huge 
and important part of the community 
there. Her dad runs a small business, a 
plumbing business, and she worked her 
way up through the ranks and cur- 
rently serves as an assistant U.S. at- 
torney in North Dakota. She was ap- 
pointed by a Democratic President, but 
she served initially and received her 
initial appointment as an assistant 
U.S. attorney from a Republican ap- 
pointee. She is highly qualified and 
completely noncontroversial; yet she 
waits and yet the Eighth Circuit waits 
for another person to sit on the bench 
and carry the load of that important 
circuit court. 

So I think it is time to do our job. I 
think it is time to move these 20 nomi- 
nees and to get the court fully func- 
tioning. 

I make this point because when we 
look at the role Congress plays in the 
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judiciary, we have a very significant 
role, given lifetime appointments, that 
we would, in fact, provide advice and 
consent. But beyond that, the judiciary 
is an incredibly important part of our 
checks and balances. When we don’t 
have a functioning judiciary, we do not 
have a functioning democracy. I think 
it is very important that we look at 
this in the light of our responsibility to 
make sure these three branches of gov- 
ernment are fully functioning and 
doing their job and able to do their job 
because we have people in place. 

So I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate proceed to executive session to 
consider the following nominations: 
Calendar Nos. 359, 362, 363, 364, 459, 460, 
461, 508, 569, 570, 571, 572, 573, 597, 598, 
599, 600, 687, 688, and 689; that the Sen- 
ate proceed to vote without inter- 
vening action or debate on the nomi- 
nees in the order listed; that the mo- 
tions to reconsider be considered made 
and laid upon the table with no inter- 
vening action or debate; that no fur- 
ther motions be in order to the nomi- 
nation; that any related statements be 
printed in the RECORD; that the Presi- 
dent be immediately notified of the 
Senate’s action and the Senate then re- 
sume legislative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

The majority leader. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, re- 
serving the right to object, the Senate 
has treated President Obama very fair- 
ly with respect to his judicial nomina- 
tions. By comparison, at this point in 
President Bush’s Presidency, the Sen- 
ate had confirmed 316 of his judicial 
nominations—316. As of now, the Sen- 
ate has already confirmed 329 of Presi- 
dent Obama’s judicial nominees. In 
fact, the Senate has already confirmed 
more of President Obama’s judicial 
nominees than it did during the en- 
tirety—the entirety—of President 
Bush’s 8 years in office. 

So at this point I am going to object 
to the request, but I am prepared to 
enter into an agreement to process a 
bipartisan package of four more judi- 
cial nominations that would include a 
California judicial nomination, two 
Pennsylvania judicial nominations, 
and a Utah judicial nomination. This 
would presumably be agreeable to the 
senior Senator from California, the 
junior Senator from California, and to 
the senior Senator from Pennsylvania, 
along with the junior Senator from 
Pennsylvania and both Utah Senators. 

So I am going to ask the Senator 
from North Dakota to modify her re- 
quest as follows: Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to executive session to con- 
sider individually the following nomi- 
nations, at a time to be determined by 
the majority leader in consultation 
with the Democratic leader: Calendar 
Nos. 364, 460, 461, and 569; that there be 
30 minutes for debate only on each 
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nomination, equally divided in the 
usual form; that upon the use or yield- 
ing back of time on the respective 
nomination, the Senate proceed to 
vote, without intervening action or de- 
bate, on the nomination. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

The Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. BOOKER. Mr. President, reserv- 
ing the right to object, as the junior 
Senator from New Jersey, this is dif- 
ficult for me because one of the judges 
the Republican leader is suggesting be 
skipped is the judge who has been wait- 
ing for the longest time. Judge Julien 
Neals has been waiting since February 
of 2015. He is someone who came out of 
the committee with bipartisan support 
and someone who has deep qualifica- 
tions. In addition to this, he is sug- 
gesting that we skip another judge 
named Ed Stanton, who is the U.S. at- 
torney for the Western District of Ten- 
nessee. 

I bring out those two judges who are 
next on the list. They are the two long- 
est waiting judges for the district 
court—one from May and one from 
February. I single those two out not 
just because one of them is from New 
Jersey but, if you look at the list of 
the next 15 judges, these are the only 
two African Americans on the list. The 
two longest waiting district court 
judges and the only two African Ameri- 
cans are the two who are being singled 
out, among others, to be skipped over 
in what the Republican leader is sug- 
gesting. 

I know that for my colleagues in the 
Republican Party this is not a con- 
scious thing. I know this is a coinci- 
dence and that it is not intentional 
that the two longest waiting judges— 
the only two African-American judges 
on this list of 15—are being skipped 
over, but I do feel it is necessary to 
point out this fact. At a time when this 
Nation is looking at this judicial sys- 
tem as needing to confront judicial 
bias, at a time when judicial organiza- 
tions of all backgrounds are pointing 
out the need for diversity on the Fed- 
eral court, what is being suggested 
right now is that we come up with a 
bargain to skip over the two longest 
waiting district court judges, who hap- 
pen to be the only two African Ameri- 
cans on the list of the next 15. That, to 
me, is unacceptable, especially when 
you look at the qualifications of these 
two judges and especially if you look at 
their wide bipartisan support within 
the Judiciary Committee. The percep- 
tion alone should be problematic to all 
of us in this body. 

So I would like to object to this offer, 
especially given the tensions that exist 
right now in our country, the urgency 
for diversity on the bench, and the 
clear qualifications of these men, and, 
finally, the fact that they have been 
waiting since May and February of 
2015. 
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Thank you. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request of the major- 
ity leader? 

Mr. BOOKER. Yes, there is objection. 
I object to the modification. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion is heard. 

Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion is heard. 

The Senator from Wisconsin. 

Ms. BALDWIN. Mr. President, before 
I returned home for the August recess, 
I came to the floor to call on the Sen- 
ate to take up pending judicial nomi- 
nations. Once again, today I join my 
colleagues in calling for action on the 
crisis that is facing our Federal courts. 

We had an unusually long recess— 
what is called the August recess, but it 
actually started in mid-July. We have 
a brief period of time when we are back 
in session before we are about to have 
yet another recess prior to the elec- 
tions. I understand the Senate has been 
in session fewer days than the Senate 
has been in session in some decades—60 
years. 

I feel it necessary that we step up 
and deal with this crisis in the Federal 
courts and do our jobs. I call on my 
colleagues in the majority to do our 
jobs. 

The obstruction that we have seen 
with regard to filling judicial vacancies 
is harming our Federal courts and our 
Nation, our economy, and individuals 
who come before those courts to seek 
justice. 

In this current Congress, only 22 
judges have been confirmed by the Sen- 
ate. As we have discussed today, we 
currently have 90 vacancies on the Fed- 
eral courts. Thirty-two—one-third— 
have been declared judicial emer- 
gencies. Yet before the Senate right 
now, we have Presidential nominees for 
these vacancies—27 in number—that 
are available for our consideration. 
Each of those names has garnered a bi- 
partisan majority from the Judiciary 
Committee. A bipartisan majority has 
supported those Presidential nominees. 
Each and every one of them deserve a 
vote in the full Senate. The American 
people fully deserve a functioning Fed- 
eral judiciary—whether the Supreme 
Court, our circuit courts, or the dis- 
trict courts. 

From my home State of Wisconsin, 
we have a longstanding vacancy on the 
Seventh Circuit Court. This long- 
standing vacancy is absolutely unac- 
ceptable. This traditional Wisconsin 
seat on the Seventh Circuit Court has 
been vacant for more than 6 years. This 
is the longest Federal circuit court va- 
cancy in the country. Today marks the 
2,4385th day—that is 6 years and 8 
months—of this vacancy. The people of 
Wisconsin and our neighbors in Illinois 
and Indiana deserve a fully functioning 
court of appeals. 
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During this long vacancy, the Sev- 
enth Circuit has been considering 
issues that face people of our State as 
well as our country. These issues in- 
clude women’s health, labor rights, 
campaign finance, marriage equality, 
and, most recently, voting rights. 
These are important issues, and the 
people of Wisconsin deserve better than 
an empty seat when judgments are 
being made on such consequential 
issues. 

We have a highly qualified nominee 
for this seat. Don Schott was nomi- 
nated by the President on January 12. 
He has strong bipartisan support. Both 
Senator JOHNSON and I have returned 
our blue slips, a part of the process to 
advance one of these nominees. A bi- 
partisan majority of the Wisconsin ju- 
dicial nominating commission rec- 
ommended and supported his consider- 
ation by the President. 

Don Schott also received the support 
of a bipartisan majority of the Senate 
Judiciary Committee when they voted 
to advance his nomination. Don Schott 
is very well qualified. He has the expe- 
rience and the temperament to be an 
outstanding Federal court judge on the 
circuit court, and his nomination de- 
serves a vote. The people of the State 
of Wisconsin deserve to have this tradi- 
tionally Wisconsin seat filled. 

Nine judicial nominees who have 
been previously approved by the Senate 
Judiciary Committee prior to Don 
Schott still haven’t had their up-or- 
down vote either by the Senate, and 
they deserve it. As is the tradition of 
this body, we vote on these nominees 
in the order they appear in the Execu- 
tive Calendar. As such, I will request 
that the Senate Republican leader 
schedule votes on each of these nomi- 
nees, as well as on Don Schott. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the Senate proceed to execu- 
tive session to consider the following 
nominations: Calendar Nos. 359, 362, 
863, 364, 459, 460, 461, 508, 569, 570, 571, 
572, 573, and 597; that the Senate pro- 
ceed to vote, without intervening ac- 
tion or debate, on the nominations in 
the order listed; that the motions to 
reconsider be considered made and laid 
upon the table with no intervening ac- 
tion or debate; that no further motions 
be in order to the nominations; that 
any related statements be printed in 
the RECORD; that the President be im- 
mediately notified of the Senate’s ac- 
tion and the Senate then resume legis- 
lative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, re- 
serving the right to object, I have al- 
ready pointed out that President 
Obama has already had more judges 
confirmed than President Bush in his 
entire 8 years. 

I offered a counter UC that would 
confirm four of the judges. I will not 
repeat the modification that I offered 
earlier. 
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Therefore, I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 
TOOMEY). Objection is heard. 

The Senator from Hawaii. 

Ms. HIRONO. Mr. President, there 
are currently 27 pending nominations 
on the Executive Calendar and 90 total 
judicial vacancies. More than half of 
these nominations have been waiting 
since 2015 for a confirmation vote. 

Hawaii’s own Clare Connors was 
nominated to the Federal bench 1 year 
ago tomorrow. She is one of the nomi- 
nees who would be skipped under the 
Republican leader’s compromise offer, 
which is not a fair offer any way you 
look at it. Claire’s resume is extensive 
and impressive. 

In her time as a U.S. assistant attor- 
ney, Clare prosecuted Hawaii’s most 
extensive mortgage fraud case. The 
case involved 15 criminals who were 
making it harder for Hawaii’s families 
to obtain mortgages. This is only one 
example of Clare’s nonpartisan com- 
mitment to public service. 

During her career, Clare has worked 
for Attorney General John Ashcroft 
and Attorney General Eric Holder. She 
is impartial, she is qualified, and she 
deserves a vote. 

If Clare is not confirmed, the Hawaii 
district court seat would be left vacant 
for over a year. People who appear be- 
fore our courts don’t want to know or 
care if their judge is a Democrat or a 
Republican. They just want to know 
that when they get their day in court, 
there will be a competent and qualified 
judge sitting there. This goes double, of 
course, for the highest Court in the 
land, the Supreme Court, which, be- 
cause of an unfilled vacancy, has re- 
sulted in a number of 4-to-4 votes. That 
is not how the U.S. Supreme Court 
should operate. We need to do our jobs. 

Mr. President, I rise today, therefore, 
and ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate proceed to executive session to 
consider the following nominations: 
Calendar Nos. 359, 362, 363, 364, 459, 460, 
461, 508, 569, 570, 571, 572, 573; that the 
Senate proceed to vote without inter- 
vening action or debate on the nomina- 
tions in the order listed; that the mo- 
tions to reconsider be considered made 
and laid upon the table with no inter- 
vening action or debate; that no fur- 
ther motions be in order to the nomi- 
nations; that any related statements 
be printed in the Record; that the 
President be immediately notified of 
the Senate’s action and the Senate 
then resume legislative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, re- 
serving the right to object, I previously 
stated on two occasions that President 
Obama has already gotten 18 more 
judges confirmed than President Bush 
in all of his 8 years as President. I of- 
fered a counter consent that was ob- 
jected to that would have confirmed a 
district judge in California, two dis- 
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trict judges in Pennsylvania, and a dis- 
trict judge in Utah. That was objected 
to, so I will spare the Senate the 
counter UC I offered earlier because I 
know it will be objected to. But with 
regard to the consent that has just 
been requested, I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion is heard. 

The Senator from Massachusetts. 

Ms. WARREN. Mr. President, Repub- 
licans who control the Senate are set- 
ting new records for obstruction by 
slowing the pace of judicial nomina- 
tions to a crawl and leaving courts 
across this Nation overburdened and 
understaffed. 

I have listened as Senator McCon- 
NELL has asserted that he is acting 
fairly on judges because more Obama 
judges have been confirmed than total 
George W. Bush judges. Here is my 
question: What kind of game does he 
think this is? At this point in time dur- 
ing the Bush administration, there 
were 42 judicial vacancies. Today, there 
are 90. At this point during the Bush 
administration, there were 13 judicial 
emergencies—vacancies in courts that 
are severely shorthanded and overbur- 
dened with cases. Today there are 32— 
more than twice aS many vacancies, 
more than twice as many emergencies. 

Senator MCCONNELL says, well, he 
just doesn’t want to do his job, and nei- 
ther do other Republicans. And we all 
know why. Republican leaders in Con- 
gress have made it abundantly clear 
that they want Donald Trump to be 
President so that he can appoint judges 
who will bend the law to suit his own 
interests and those of his wealthy 
friends, and if that doesn’t work, then 
Republicans will settle for paralyzing 
the judicial system so that it cannot 
serve anyone at all. 

Judicial nominees stand ready to 
provide American individuals, families, 
small businesses, and entrepreneurs 
with the justice they are guaranteed by 
our Constitution. One of those nomi- 
nees is Inga Bernstein, a highly re- 
garded Massachusetts attorney who 
has spent years serving families, teach- 
ers, and workers. Ms. Bernstein is not 
controversial. She is supported by both 
Republicans and Democrats. Give Ms. 
Bernstein her vote. In fact, give these 
10 noncontroversial nominees their 
votes. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the Senate proceed to execu- 
tive session to consider the following 10 
nominations: Calendar Nos. 359, 362, 
363, 364, 459, 460, 461, 508, 569, 570; that 
the Senate proceed to vote without in- 
tervening action or debate on the 
nominations in the order listed; that 
the motions to reconsider be consid- 
ered made and laid upon the table with 
no intervening action or debate; that 
no further motions be in order to the 
nominations; that any related state- 
ments be printed in the Record; that 
the President be immediately notified 
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of the Senate’s action and the Senate 
then resume legislative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion is heard. 

Ms. WARREN. Mr. President, it is 
disgraceful that Republicans are block- 
ing confirmation of these judges. It is 
even more disgraceful that 18 addi- 
tional nominees haven’t even had hear- 
ings yet, including Merrick Garland, 
who has now waited longer than any 
Supreme Court nominee in the history 
of the United States to receive a con- 
firmation vote, while our highest Court 
continues to deadlock on issue after 
issue of importance to this Nation. 

All we are asking for is the Senate 
Republicans to stop playing politics 
and do their job. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Tennessee. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, to 
keep appropriate balance here in the 
Chamber, the Senate has treated Presi- 
dent Obama fairly in terms of his judi- 
cial nominations. As the majority lead- 
er has pointed out, by comparison, at 
this point in President Bush’s Presi- 
dency, the Senate had confirmed 316 of 
his judicial nominations. As of now, 
the Senate has already confirmed 329 of 
President Obama’s judicial nomina- 
tions. So President Obama is ahead of 
President Bush by that count. In fact, 
the Senate has already confirmed more 
of President Obama’s judicial nominees 
than it did during the entirety of Presi- 
dent Bush’s 8 years in office. 

Senator MCCONNELL offered an agree- 
ment to process a bipartisan package 
of four more judicial nominations that 
would include a California judicial 
nomination, two Pennsylvania judicial 
nominations, and a Utah judicial nomi- 
nation, but Democrats objected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from New Jersey. 

Mr. BOOKER. Mr. President, I rise 
again to continue the plea to move for- 
ward when it comes to fulfilling the va- 
cancies now pending in our courts. I 
don’t know about the Constitution say- 
ing anything about a tit-for-tat—what 
one President got another should get— 
but to me the obligation of the Senate 
is clear, and that is, we have an obliga- 
tion to do our job and to fill vacancies. 

During this Presidency, significantly 
more vacancies have come up because 
of retirements and other reasons. AS 
we have already heard from the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, not only are 
there double the vacancies, but the ju- 
dicial emergencies being talked about 
now, which have nothing to do with 
party, are real. Around our country 
right now, there are many districts 
that are in crisis because of our failure 
to do our job. 

Relying on a tit-for-tat partisan un- 
derstanding reflected nowhere in our 
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Constitution is unacceptable when we 
are not supporting the proper func- 
tioning of the judiciary. 

We have nominations on the floor, 
ones that have passed out of the Judi- 
ciary Committee in a bipartisan fash- 
ion. One of those nominations—to fill a 
vacancy in the U.S. District Court for 
the District of New Jersey—is Julien 
Neals, who is a well-qualified nominee 
and who has had to wait for over 19 
months on his nomination—19 months. 
On this list, he is the longest waiting 
judge. Judge Neals has served as the 
chief judge of Newark Municipal Court, 
worked in private practice, and served 
his community as corporation counsel 
and business administrator for the city 
of Newark. The President nominated 
Judge Neals to the Federal bench over 
a year and a half ago. A hearing was 
held on his nomination in September 
2015. The Judiciary Committee favor- 
ably reported his nomination by voice 
vote in November of 2015. 

The delay in confirming this nomina- 
tion is unfair to the people of New Jer- 
sey, who expect their justice system to 
be working in its full capacity. But we 
know this isn’t just a burden for New 
Jerseyans; States across this country 
are being forced to shoulder the Sen- 
ate’s failure to confirm judges, precipi- 
tating a massive judicial crisis in our 
country. 

Continued judicial vacancies means 
that current Federal judges will be 
overworked and understaffed. Contin- 
ued judicial vacancies means the 
American people must wait a year or 
two or longer to receive justice in a 
case. This goes counter to the very 
ideals we pledge allegiance to, this idea 
of liberty and justice for all. Without 
judges on the Federal bench, justice is 
denied for the woman who was fired on 
account of her gender. Without judges 
on the Federal bench, justice is denied 
for the transgender individual who is 
seeking to access a restroom or other 
public accommodation. Without judges 
on the Federal bench, justice is denied 
for the criminal defendant who de- 
serves a speedy trial before a jury of 
their peers—fundamental constitu- 
tional ideas. The longer the Republican 
leadership delays filling our country’s 
judicial vacancies, the longer justice is 
denied for Americans across our coun- 
try. 

I ask the Senate to promptly vote on 
the next two nominees who would be 
up, nominees from Tennessee and New 
Jersey. The Western District of Ten- 
nessee nominee, Edward Stanton, is a 
former U.S. attorney and has been 
pending for over 16 months. It is impor- 
tant for me to point out, especially 
after the suggestion from the Repub- 
lican leader that we skip these first 
two judges, the longest waiting 
judges—I know there was no intention 
here, but I think it is important that 
we point out that in the compromise 
suggested by the majority leader, these 
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are the only 2 African-American judges 
in the next 15. 

So here we have two of the longest 
waiting judges, two qualified judges, 
two judges who passed out of the Judi- 
ciary Committee, two judges who de- 
serve Senate action and who are also 
African-American judges who can help 
create diversity on our Federal judici- 
ary so that it better reflects our soci- 
ety as a whole. 

Given all of that—the totality of the 
crisis in our country, the urgency that 
is explicitly addressed in our Constitu- 
tion that the Senate do its job—I now 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ate proceed to executive session to con- 
sider the following nominations: Cal- 
endar Nos. 359 and 362; further, that the 
Senate proceed to vote without inter- 
vening action or debate on the nomina- 
tions in the order listed and that, if 
confirmed, the motions to reconsider 
be considered made and laid upon the 
table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. CASSIDY. On behalf of the lead- 
er, I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion is heard. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Tennessee. 

OBAMACARE 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, the 
Americans I have talked with are tired 
of ObamaCare rhetoric. They are wor- 
ried about the ObamaCare reality. And 
what is the reality today? The reality 
is that ObamaCare is unraveling at an 
alarming rate. There appears to be a 
very real danger that without struc- 
tural changes there may be entire 
States with no insurer willing to sell 
plans on their ObamaCare exchanges in 
2018. 

We are talking about 10.8 million 
Americans who buy health insurance 
for themselves or their families on the 
ObamaCare exchanges created in each 
State as a result of the law passed in 
2010. What we are saying is there are 
whole States where these 10.8 million 
Americans may have no options to pur- 
chase health care with ObamaCare sub- 
sidies. This unraveling is happening 
sooner than anyone thought and will 
require us to act both in the short term 
and in the long term. 

If we don’t take action in the short 
term, many Americans will have fewer 
options and no relief from sky- 
rocketing premium costs. If we don’t 
take action to address the longer term 
structural failure of ObamaCare, we 
could have a complete collapse of the 
individual insurance market. Again, 
what we mean is that you may be liv- 
ing in a State where you cannot buy 
health insurance if you rely on an 
ObamaCare subsidy. 

The reality of ObamaCare today is 
alarming even for those of us who have 
been critical of the law and its thou- 
sands of pages of regulations. Before 
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ObamaCare even became law, Repub- 
licans warned President Obama and we 
warned Democrats in Congress that 
ObamaCare was bad news for Ameri- 
cans. 

In February of 2010, more than 6 
years ago, I spoke for Republicans at a 
White House summit on health care 
and warned President Obama that pre- 
miums for millions of Americans with 
individual insurance would rise under 
his proposal. I was right about that. 
Republicans warned that ObamaCare 
would increase the cost of health care, 
that people would lose their choice of 
doctors, that policies would be can- 
celed, that people would lose jobs, that 
taxes would go up, and that Medicare 
beneficiaries would be harmed. We 
were right about all of that. Today an 
alarming number of health care insur- 
ance companies are leaving ObamaCare 
exchanges. Americans are being forced 
to pay much more in premiums for the 
same health plans next year. This 
might be what Republicans predicted, 
but it is happening even faster than we 
imagined, and no one is happy about 
being right. 

Unfortunately, I don’t need to look 
any further than my home State of 
Tennessee to see how bad things have 
become. When Tennesseans woke up on 
August 24 and read the front page of 
our State’s largest newspaper, they 
saw this headline: ‘Very Near Col- 
lapse.” The story wasn’t about a bridge 
or about a foreign dictatorship. ‘‘Very 
Near Collapse” was our State insur- 
ance commissioner’s description of the 
ObamaCare exchange in Tennessee, 
which more than 230,000 Tennesseans— 
almost a quarter of a million Ten- 
nesseans—used to buy health plans last 
year. 

What does “Very Near Collapse” 
mean in the real world? This Novem- 
ber, when Tennesseans are signing up 
for 2017 ObamaCare plans, there will be 
fewer plans to choose from, and they 
will be much more expensive. That is 
what it means. This picture will be the 
same for many Americans across the 
country. 

Next year, Tennesseans will be pay- 
ing intolerable increases—on average, 
between 44 and 62 percent more for 
their ObamaCare plans than they paid 
last year. Even for a healthy 40-year- 
old, nonsmoking Tennessean with the 
lowest price silver plan on Tennessee’s 
exchange, premiums increased last 
year to $262 a month. Next year, it is 
$333 a month. And if you, the policy- 
holder, don’t pay all of it, then you, the 
taxpayer, will because a large portion 
of ObamaCare premiums are subsidized 
with tax dollars. Surely, it is not a 
valid excuse to say that just because 
taxpayers are paying most of the bill, 
that justifies having a failing insur- 
ance market where costs are so out of 
control that we may soon have a situa- 
tion where no insurance company is 
willing to sell insurance on an 
ObamaCare exchange. 
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Tennessee had to take extreme meas- 
ures to allow these increases because 
insurance companies told the State: If 
you don’t let us file for rate increases, 
we will have to leave. And if that hap- 
pens, Tennesseans might have only one 
insurer to choose from. That is what is 
happening in States all over the coun- 
try as ObamaCare plans and rates get 
locked in for next year. 

According to the consulting firm 
Avalere Health, Americans buying in- 
surance in one-third of ObamaCare ex- 
change regions next year may have 
only one exchange to choose from. Peo- 
ple buying on ObamaCare exchanges 
will have only one insurer to choose 
from in the entire State in five States 
next year: Alabama, Alaska, Okla- 
homa, South Carolina, and Wyoming, 
according to the Kaiser Family Foun- 
dation. The same Kaiser Family Foun- 
dation report found that a growing 
number of States that have multiple 
insurers have only one insurer selling 
policies in a majority of counties. 

Tennessee is one of those States. 
Last year, Tennesseans could choose 
ObamaCare plans between at least two 
insurers in all 95 counties in the State. 
For the 2017 plan year, next year, it is 
estimated that 60 percent of Ten- 
nessee’s counties will have only one in- 
surer offering ObamaCare plans—in 
other words, no choice. 

North Carolina is also experiencing a 
dramatic reduction in options under 
ObamaCare. Next year, 90 percent of 
counties in North Carolina are esti- 
mated to have only one insurer offering 
ObamaCare plans, up from 23 percent of 
counties last year. A similar picture 
exists in West Virginia, in Utah, South 
Carolina, Nevada, Arizona, Mississippi, 
Missouri, and Florida. 

Just last week, the Concord Monitor, 
a newspaper in New Hampshire, pub- 
lished an article with this headline: 
“Maine health insurance cooperative 
leaves N.H. market, reeling from 
losses.” 

The story goes on to describe how the 
Maine-based Community Health Op- 
tions insurance plan will no longer be 
operating in New Hampshire after ex- 
periencing over $10 million in losses in 
the ObamaCare exchange over just the 
first two quarters of this year alone. 
This move will leave 11,581 individuals 
in the Granite State looking for new 
health plans. 

Politico reports that one Arizona 
county is ‘‘poised to become an 
ObamaCare ghost town’’—those are Po- 
litico’s words—because no insurer can 
afford to sell health plans on the 
ObamaCare exchange. That leaves 9,700 
people in Pinal, AZ, with no 
ObamaCare plan options in 2017. 

Millions of Americans need relief 
from ObamaCare. Here is the action 
that is needed: First, Americans need 
immediate relief from the cost of 
health insurance and the lack of op- 
tions on the ObamaCare exchanges. We 
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could do that by giving States more 
flexibility to give individuals and their 
families options to purchase lower cost 
private health insurance plans outside 
of ObamaCare, and we could do that 
now. I intend to offer legislation that 
would provide that relief. That is only 
to deal with the emergency of next 
year. 

Second, we need big, structural 
change in order to avoid a near col- 
lapse of our Nation’s health insurance 
market. If there is a Republican in the 
White House next year, we need to re- 
peal ObamaCare and replace it with 
step-by-step reforms that transform 
the health care delivery system by put- 
ting patients in charge, giving them 
more choices, and reducing the cost of 
health care so that more people can af- 
ford it. But if there is a Democrat in 
the White House, broad systemic, 
structural changes will still be nec- 
essary. 

Republicans didn’t create this prob- 
lem, but we are prepared to solve it. 
Democrats want to spend more tax- 
payer dollars to prop up the exchanges. 
They want to expand the role of gov- 
ernment in your private health care de- 
cisions. 

In an article last month in the Jour- 
nal of the American Medical Associa- 
tion, here is what President Obama 
wrote: “I think Congress should revisit 
a public plan to compete alongside pri- 
vate insurers in areas of the country 
where competition is limited.” 

Of course, the President’s proposal 
means more money and more govern- 
ment, but Republicans know and Amer- 
icans have seen over the last 6 years 
that more money and more govern- 
ment are not the solution; they are the 
problem. We saw the problem ahead of 
time. We warned about it. We criticized 
the poor regulations that made a bad 
law even worse. Now, we are ready to 
take action. We are ready to do some- 
thing about this emergency—both for 
next year and for the longer term. 

I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. President, I rise 
to speak about ObamaCare and the in- 
credibly negative impact it is having 
on millions of Americans. Let’s just 
speak about its impact upon the middle 
class. There was a recent article in the 
Wall Street Journal, dated August 26, 
which spoke about how ObamaCare is 
pushing the burden of health care costs 
to the middle class. It speaks about 
how deductibles have risen 256 percent, 
but wages have only increased 32 per- 
cent. It also goes on to say how folks 
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are spending 32 percent more on health 
care, but they are having to cut back 
on groceries, restaurants, entertain- 
ment, and clothing. Everything else is 
being cut back as health care consumes 
more and more. 

ObamaCare was supposed to change 
health care. The President promised 
that premiums would fall $2,500 per 
family. The logical question is, Why 
didn’t that happen? 

I have a good example. A physician 
friend I know who happens to be a neu- 
rologist in Baton Rouge texted me. She 
had a couple in her office who were 
paying $1,600 a month for insurance. 
They have a $10,000 family deductible. 
They are middle class and don’t get a 
subsidy. Let’s think about this. They 
are paying $1,600 a month and have a 
$10,000 family deductible. Let’s do a lit- 
tle quick math. That is roughly $16,000 
a year plus $3,200, which comes to 
$19,200 a year, if my math is correct. 
When we add $10,000 for a deductible— 
let’s say they both get in a car wreck 
and they are taken to the emergency 
room at the same time—they will be 
out $29,000 before they see a benefit 
from their insurance. They will have to 
pay $29,000 before they see a benefit 
from ObamaCare which is supposed to 
hold down costs. 

These are statistics and anecdotes. 
Let’s speak in a different sense. Let’s 
speak about premium hikes. Premiums 
are up 31 percent this year in Lou- 
isiana, but premium increases are ris- 
ing as high as 67 percent in Arizona. 
There is a 69-percent premium increase 
in Tennessee, and that is consistent 
across the Nation. 

As it turns out, there is one county 
now which doesn’t have any insurance 
company providing coverage, but there 
are many other counties in our Nation 
in which there is only one insurance 
carrier. I can tell you, the less com- 
petition you have, the higher costs will 
go. As this continues, competition de- 
creasing—and insurance companies 
like Aetna, Humana, and Blue Cross 
are pulling out of the exchanges in 
some States—we can expect these pre- 
miums to continue to rise. 

The situation we are in is that people 
are either going to be insurance poor or 
they will be forced to go without insur- 
ance. There is an incredible irony. The 
bill which passed, the Affordable Care 
Act, had the stated goal of making 
health care affordable. It is becoming 
so unaffordable that people are going 
without insurance. I think this will 
only worsen. 

Up to today, ObamaCare has received 
$10.5 billion in Federal tax dollars as 
subsidies, and there were a series of co- 
ops set up. The co-ops were going to 
foster competition. As it turns out, 16 
out of the 23 co-ops have gone out of 
business, health expenditures are on an 
alltime rise, and the subsidies are 
going away—some of them have been 
ruled illegal by the Federal courts— 
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and so only the beneficiary will be pay- 
ing the premiums. Despite $10.5 billion 
in subsidies, insurance companies have 
lost $2.7 billion. Again, if these sub- 
sidies go away because they are illegal, 
we can expect premiums to rise even 
more. 

I am a big believer that if you are 
going to criticize something, you 
should offer an alternative. I would 
like to point out that this Republican 
and another Republican have offered an 
alternative. We call it the World’s 
Greatest Healthcare Plan. We have 
kind of a cheeky title to draw atten- 
tion to it, but it is serious legislation. 
Under the World’s Greatest Healthcare 
Plan, we change the paradigm of 
ObamaCare. If under ObamaCare the 
presumption is that government knows 
best and folks in Washington can make 
better decisions for the folks in Baton 
Rouge, New Orleans, Lafayette, 
Shreveport, the Presiding Officer’s 
hometown in Pennsylvania, or any 
other place in the Nation, and knows 
what to tell them and what they should 
buy—therefore how much they should 
spend—under the World’s’ Greatest 
Healthcare Plan, we take the opposite 
approach. 

We assume that the woman in the 
household—usually it is a woman. I am 
a physician so I know this. Usually, the 
woman makes 95 percent of the deci- 
sions on health care for a family—let’s 
use the feminine—so she knows what is 
best for her family. There is kind of a 
humorous anecdote. On the campaign 
trail 2 years ago, I had two different 
women speak to me in a very memo- 
rable way. One of them came up and 
said: You know, I am 58 and my hus- 
band is 57. Our two boys are 18 and 19. 
Unless my name is Sarah and my hus- 
band is Abraham, we are not having 
more children, we do not need pediatric 
dentistry, and I do not need obstetrical 
benefits, but that is included in my 
policy, which I am forced to pay for, 
and my husband and I are paying 
$28,000 a year for insurance. 

Another woman from Jefferson Par- 
ish walked up to me and said: My name 
is Tina. I am 56 years old, and I had a 
hysterectomy. My husband and I are 
paying $500 more a month for insur- 
ance—$6,000 more a year—and I am 
paying for pediatric dentistry and ob- 
stetrics. I do not need these benefits, 
but I sure as heck would like to have 
my money. 

Washington is making the decision 
that these two women in Louisiana, 
and women across the Nation should 
pay for benefits they don’t need, there- 
fore paying far more. By paying far 
more, they have less to spend on other 
things they might need to purchase, for 
example, flood insurance in my State, 
clothing, restaurants, entertainment, a 
night out in their own State, wherever 
that State might be, but they cannot 
make that decision. 

Under the World’s Greatest 
Healthcare Plan, we take the power 
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away from Washington and give it to 
the family. We allow them to choose 
the benefits they wish, those they 
need, making the decisions between 
pocketbook and health care that they 
are uniquely qualified to make. By the 
way, we also do away with the indi- 
vidual mandate. We know that indi- 
vidual mandate. It is the ObamaCare 
provision saying that you shall buy in- 
surance or the Federal Government 
will fine you. 

Under the World’s Greatest 
Healthcare Plan, we take all the 
money a State would receive from the 
Federal Government for health care 
and we allow the State to give a credit 
to each individual in that State who is 
eligible, and that would be most folks. 
The State legislature would have the 
option to say that everyone in the 
State who is eligible is enrolled unless 
they choose not to  be—unlike 
ObamaCare, where you have a 16-page 
online form where you have to get on 
and have your W-2 and check it off. If 
you don’t have a W-2 with you and are 
a poorer person and have to go to the 
library for your Internet access and 
you go home by public transportation 
to get the right form and have to take 
public transportation back, it is not 
going to happen. Under our plan, you 
are enrolled unless you choose not to 
be. We expect to have 95-plus percent 
enrollment. 

We don’t provide the bells and whis- 
tles of ObamaCare, but what we do is 
give first-dollar coverage. Instead of a 
$6,000 deductible per individual or a 
$10,000 deductible per family, every 
family will have a health savings ac- 
count with which they have first-dollar 
coverage. If they need to take their 
daughter to the urgent care center to 
have an earache treated, they have 
first-dollar coverage. There is not a 
$6,000 deductible to work through. 
They have a pharmacy benefit and a 
catastrophic coverage on top. If they 
are in a car wreck and admitted to the 
hospital, they will be protected from 
medical bankruptcy by that cata- 
strophic coverage. 

Another thing we do by giving power 
to the patient is price transparency. 
Under ObamaCare we have seen prices 
rise and rise and rise even more. Part 
of the problem is the consumer has no 
power. She does not have the ability to 
know that if a doctor orders a CT scan 
for her child—if she goes to this place 
and pays cash, it is $250 or if she goes 
to that place, it is $2,500. I picked those 
numbers, by the way, because the Los 
Angeles Times had an article a few 
years ago and found that the cash price 
for a CT scan in the L.A. Basin varied 
from $250 to $2,500, and there would be 
no way someone would know. With the 
World’s Greatest Healthcare Plan, the 
power of price transparency is given to 
that mom so she knows where she can 
take the child for the best cash price 
and the highest quality and balance 


11812 


that with her budget. If the family 
wishes to really take matters into 
their own hands, they can put their 
family credits all together in a pool 
and buy a group policy for their family 
or they can give it to their employer as 
the employee’s contribution for an em- 
ployer-sponsored plan and buying into 
the richer coverage that employers 
typically give. 

I could go on, but, if you will, the 
premise I learned as a physician is that 
if you give the patient the power, she 
will make the right decision for her 
family, both for their health and their 
pocketbook—unlike ObamaCare, which 
says: Family, you are not as wise as 
folks in Washington. We are going to 
tell you what you have to buy, there- 
fore what you have to pay, and if prices 
escalate even more and you decide you 
can no longer afford insurance, we are 
coming after you to make you pay a 
penalty. It is wrong, I think it is un- 
American, and it is certainly bad for 
families. 

The principle under the World’s 
Greatest Healthcare Plan, which I like 
to say in a phrase is giving the patient 
the power, but the academic literature 
would call it the activated patient— 
someone who is now fully engaged in 
managing her and her family’s health 
care. Not only does that result in lower 
costs, statistically it gives you better 
outcomes. 

There is a physician Congressman on 
the other side in the House of Rep- 
resentatives who tells a story of some- 
one he worked with. They went 
through a health savings account, and 
the manager came up and said: Dr. 
FLEMING, I don’t particularly care for 
this plan because it doesn’t pay for my 
inhaler. He said: Well, your health sav- 
ings account can pay for your inhaler, 
I suppose, if it is not covered by your 
pharmacy benefit, but if you stop 
smoking, you don’t need an inhaler, 
and he walked away not thinking 
about it. She later approached him and 
she said: Dr. FLEMING, let me tell you. 
He said: Yes? She said: You are right. 
He is thinking: What was I right about? 
She said: I stopped smoking and no 
longer need an inhaler. That is a per- 
sonal story, if you will, of that which 
statistically is demonstrated. If people 
become engaged in their health care, 
they are not only healthier, but they 
save money. Under the World’s Great- 
est Healthcare Plan, we take that Re- 
publican principle of believing in the 
power of the individual to shape her 
life and her family’s destiny in a much 
more positive way than you would ex- 
pect from a bureaucrat telling you to 
be passive and to otherwise obey. 

I will return. Unfortunately, the 
President’s health care law, the Afford- 
able Care Act or ObamaCare, is crush- 
ing the middle class with ever-higher 
premiums, higher deductibles, higher 
copays, an inability to pay, and becom- 
ing insurance poor as they cut back on 
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everything else to avoid paying the 
penalty for the needed health insur- 
ance. 

Republicans have offered an alter- 
native. One alternative is the World’s 
Greatest Healthcare Plan, and in our 
alternative we give the patient the 
power. I suggest that would be an im- 
portant area of compromise; that we 
all see that giving the patient the 
power, the individual American the re- 
sponsibility, is a better way to go. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from West Virginia. 

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. President, I wish 
to thank my fellow Senator from Lou- 
isiana, Mr. CASSIDy—Dr. CAssIpy—for 
his really creative ideas—the World’s 
Greatest Healthcare Plan and the way 
he frames it, in terms of his years of 
practice and the sincerity with which I 
know he has practiced in all kinds of 
health care settings and has done a lot 
of work with folks who never could or 
never would have afforded health insur- 
ance. So I thank the Senator for what 
he is doing and for working with us to 
try to solve this issue. 

I rise today to join many of my col- 
leagues in sharing the realities of 
ObamaCare. We have heard a lot about 
this. In my home State of West Vir- 
ginia, for many, this law has been 
nothing short of devastating. While the 
number of people insured has increased 
because of the expansion of Medicaid in 
my State, the way these policies were 
put into place has created possible cat- 
astrophic fiscal cliffs for States. My 
State, by the way, last fiscal year was 
over $300 million in the hole because of 
other issues, and now they are looking 
at this fiscal cliff of having to pay the 
full rate of Medicaid expansion. 

There is now a segment of our popu- 
lation that is falling through the 
cracks when it comes to health reform. 
They make too much money to qualify 
for aid or subsidies and end up paying 
the full cost of increasing individual 
coverage premiums. These working 
families are being faced with sky-rock- 
eting premiums, copays, and deduct- 
ibles. Talk to any health care center. 
Talk to the hospitals. This rising 
amount of deductibles is influencing 
their bottom line because they are not 
chasing the uninsured. They are chas- 
ing now people’s deductibles. In my 
State and across this country, we have 
little, if any, choice in insurers. 

I know we have all heard that often- 
repeated phrase, and I will say it again. 
It is the claim that if you like your 
doctor, you can keep your doctor. This 
has been pure fiction. The provider and 
hospital networks have shrunk and in- 
surers have shifted away from options 
to give patients the choice they were 
promised and that they counted on, 
and they are now being pushed into 
much more restrictive plans. 

One of our local papers recently ran a 
story about a West Virginian in just 
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this situation, a small business person 
who labeled this plan accurately, call- 
ing it the ‘‘Un-Affordable Care Act.” 

Since ObamaCare, my premiums have in- 
creased at least $450 per month in the last 
couple of years. The plan I had was can- 
celed.... 

So if you like your health care, you 
can keep it. His was canceled—false 
statement. He had to enroll in a new 
plan. His premiums are currently over 
$1,350 a month. Between the high de- 
ductible and meeting the out-of-pocket 
maximum, this West Virginian has to 
pay 20 percent—all out-of-pocket—and 
the situation is likely to get worse. 

In West Virginia, we, like many 
other States, are currently waiting to 
see what our premium increase is going 
to be for 2017. It hasn’t been approved 
yet by the State insurance commis- 
sion. The question is not whether there 
will be an increase; that is a given. The 
question is, How enormous will it be? 

If nearby States are any indication, 
there is much to be concerned about. In 
the State of Tennessee, the State in- 
surance commissioner recently sound- 
ed the alarm saying that the 
ObamaCare exchange in Tennessee is 
very near collapse. Rates there are 
skyrocketing to between a 44- and 62- 
percent increase. Sadly, the story is 
the same whether one is in Arizona, 
New Hampshire, Iowa, Nebraska, or 
West Virginia. All too often, these rate 
increases are coming with much less 
coverage as well. 

I recently spoke with a West Virginia 
small business person who has absorbed 
the cost of increased premiums for 
their employees, realizing they can’t 
afford it but, at the same time, that 
employees are getting much less cov- 
erage, higher deductibles, and higher 
copays. Attempting to switch to a 
lower cost plan comes with its own per- 
ils. The average bronze plan deductible 
in 2016 was $5,700. This is assuming you 
have choices. 

A recent analysis by the Kaiser Fam- 
ily Foundation found that one-third of 
all counties in the United States will 
only have one ObamaCare insurer next 
year. This is up dramatically from the 
7 percent of counties in 2016, and it is 
largely the result of major insurance 
companies scaling back or withdrawing 
their participation on the market- 
places. Unfortunately, there is nothing 
that indicates that this trend will not 
continue. Many counties are becoming 
ObamaCare ghost towns. 

In Pinal County, AZ, 10,000 people 
bought exchange coverage this year, 
but no insurers are planning to offer 
plans on the exchange next year. What 
are they supposed to do? I fear this sce- 
nario could all too easily play out in 
West Virginia. Traditionally, over the 
course of ObamaCare, we have only had 
one insurer for the entire 55 counties. 
This year we happen to have 1 insurer 
for 45 of the 55 counties. 

This lack of competition in the mar- 
ketplace is not new for our State. This 
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has been the reality for the vast major- 
ity of our residents, and now we are 
seeing it just expanding all across the 
country. This lack of choice, along 
with unaffordable premiums, copays, 
and high deductibles, has prompted 
most Americans to reject ObamaCare 
plans and not even join. 

Nationwide enrollment in 
ObamaCare exchanges is only half what 
was originally planned. We owe it to 
those we represent to do better. We 
have heard Senator CASSIDY talk about 
his ideas. We have great ideas on this 
side of the aisle to improve it, and we 
have asked and voted many times to 
throw out ObamaCare and start over. I 
think that is the direction we need to 
go, because Americans deserve a health 
care system that works for them, every 
day, from year to year. It is becoming 
clearer and clearer that ObamaCare is 
not that plan. 

Thank you, Mr. President. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Nebraska. 

Mrs. FISCHER. Mr. President, I wish 
to thank my colleague from West Vir- 
ginia for her comments on this health 
care law, as well as my colleague from 
Louisiana. 

I have just returned, as we all have, 
from our time in our State and trav- 
eling in our State. I know my colleague 
from West Virginia heard the same sto- 
ries that I heard in Nebraska. People 
are worried. They are afraid. They are 
very concerned about their futures and 
what they are going to see this fall 
with regard to this health care law. So 
I thank my colleagues for their com- 
ments that they have given today on 
this very important issue. 

I, too, rise to address the stark re- 
ality of President Obama’s failed 
health care law. The evidence of its 
failure continues. The latest example 
is the relentless increase in premium 
rates across our country. In Nebraska, 
health care plans under ObamaCare 
will see premium rates rise more than 
30 percent. Nearly every week, I hear 
new stories of the pain caused by this 
law. It breaks my heart because it has 
led hard-working people to the brink of 
despair. We have sunk to the point 
where some Nebraskans, like many 
Americans across our country, are now 
asking themselves: Why bother? 

Karen in central Nebraska shared 
that most of her paycheck goes to her 
plan’s premium and deductible costs. 
She is faced with two terrible options: 
quit her job to qualify for more govern- 
ment subsidies or opt out of insurance 
coverage and then pay the penalty. 

Meanwhile, Peter, a small business 
owner in western Nebraska, faces the 
gut-wrenching decision of raising 
prices to offset the rising premiums 
and other unaffordable costs of his 
ObamaCare plan. 

Stephen in eastern Nebraska, an- 
other small business owner, bluntly 
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told me: ‘‘Enough is enough.” For Ste- 
phen, it made more sense to pay the 


penalty than to budget for his 
ObamaCare plan. If that wasn’t 
enough, Stephen’s longtime family 


doctor, the medical professional who he 
trusts, is no longer in his network. So 
now Stephen has to travel just to see 
an in-network provider. 

Because of a law forced upon them, 
Americans are left with difficult 
choices. Mothers and fathers are being 
forced to choose between what is in the 
best interest of their families and what 
health insurance costs they are going 
to be able to afford. 

Hard-working Americans are keeping 
less of their paychecks. They are 
spending more on these uncontrollable 
health care costs. They can no longer 
afford and, in many cases, they no 
longer even have the option to see the 
doctor they trust. They are not saving 
money, and they are not better off. 
They are living a real American night- 
mare. 

Nebraskans are all too familiar with 
the failures of ObamaCare. The co-op 
established for Nebraska and Iowa was 
one of the first ones to fail, and that 
was in December of 2014. In my letter 
at the time to then CMS Administrator 
Tavenner, I sought answers. I received 
an answer much later from Acting Ad- 
ministrator Slavitt. His response was 
disappointing, and it clearly dem- 
onstrated what we have known for a 
long time now: The government is in- 
capable of successfully administering 
health care coverage. These Nebras- 
kans were left with few options and 
very little support because of the gov- 
ernment’s shortsightedness in con- 
tinuing a doomed co-op. 

We have witnessed similar disasters 
with other ObamaCare co-ops across 
the country. They keep failing. They 
include Colorado, Connecticut, Illinois, 
Michigan, New York, and Oregon, to 
name a few. At a cost to taxpayers of 
more than $1.7 billion of the original 23 
co-ops, only 7 now survive. That is a 
failure rate, people, of more than 60 
percent. The surviving seven are now 
being evaluated for their financial 
health, but one thing is clear: To prop 
them up through the next enrollment 
period only to delay their really inevi- 
table failure would be incredibly dis- 
honest to the American people. 

Nebraskans are a trusting people. We 
like to give people the benefit of the 
doubt, but there is no doubt any 
longer. ObamaCare was built on certain 
promises and those promises have been 
broken. 

It is time for the government to be 
honest with the American people. It is 
time to come clean, face up, and act re- 
sponsibly. We have already taken some 
positive steps to get our people out of 
this mess—steps which the vast major- 
ity of the Members of this Senate have 
approved. The medical device tax and 
the Cadillac tax are clear examples. 


11813 


The majority of this Chamber agreed 
on a bipartisan basis that delaying 
these taxes was a necessary step to al- 
leviate some of the harm that has been 
caused by this health care law. In vot- 
ing to delay these taxes, the Senate 
chose the American people over a 
failed law. That was a good day, and 
that was a good vote. We must take 
more actions like that in the future— 
action, not just talk—actions that will 
help the American people lighten this 
law’s heavy load and bring families 
back from that brink. We must keep 
doing this until Americans like Karen, 
Peter, and Stephen are no longer forced 
to make those unreasonable choices. 

At the same time, I want solutions 
for those Nebraska families still strug- 
gling to find quality and affordable 
health care. But let’s be honest. These 
solutions are not more bailouts and tax 
subsidies. No more one-size-fits-all 
Federal mandates. We must all con- 
clude that ObamaCare is a clear fail- 
ure. We must, once and for all, scrap it 
and then replace it with patient-cen- 
tered solutions. I want to have that 
conversation, and I am ready and will- 
ing to do so. 

Thank you, Mr. President. 

I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
GARDNER). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

ELLICOTT CITY, MARYLAND, FLOOD 

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, the first 
order of business in this return to ses- 
sion is for us to pass an appropriations 
bill to keep the government open on 
October 1. I know that people are phys- 
ically at work in order to make that a 
reality. 

I was on the floor yesterday talking 
about the need to fund Zika. To me, 
that is urgent. We have to get that 
done now. I explained then that there 
are real risks to the general population 
of Maryland and Colorado and every 
State in this country from the Zika 
virus. 

Today I am going to talk about two 
episodes—two disasters—that occurred 
in Maryland during the recess. I men- 
tion that in this context because we 
need our Federal agencies fully func- 
tioning and fully funded in order to 
deal with the things that just happen 
in America. 

In my own State we had two horrible 
disasters during the recess, and I would 
like to talk a little bit about that. 

Marylanders are heartbroken by the 
devastation that has hit our commu- 
nity in Ellicott City. My condolences 
go out to the family and friends who 
lost loved ones in the tragedy. 
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I want to especially thank the first 
responders who worked tirelessly to 
save lives and property after the his- 
toric flooding in Ellicott City. 

Ellicott City is a historic Maryland 
treasure, founded in 1772 and known for 
its vibrant business community and its 
culture of kindness and resilience. It 
suffered significant flooding through- 
out the intense rainfall on the evening 
of July 30, 2016. The National Weather 
Service predicts that a rainfall of this 
magnitude should statistically occur 
once in every 1,000 years. Six inches of 
rain poured down on Ellicott City—an 
amount of rain that normally falls over 
the course of one month—in the period 
of only 90 minutes. 

Shortly after the storm hit, I toured 
Ellicott City with Howard County Ex- 
ecutive Allan Kittleman, officials from 
the Maryland Emergency Management 
Agency, MEMA, and other Federal, 
State, and local officials. The devasta- 
tion is truly frightening in terms of 
damage to property, businesses, homes, 
vehicles, and infrastructure in Ellicott 
City. 

As the Baltimore Sun reported, Sat- 
urday, July 30, began unremarkably for 
a summer day in the mid-Atlantic, 
with thunderstorms expected. Joseph 
Anthony Blevins was out on a date 
night with his girlfriend Heather 
Owens, and he suggested they stop at 
Main Street in Ellicott City. They had 
just left a matinee at a movie theater 
in Laurel and were heading home to 
Windsor Mill. With a roll of her eyes, 
she agreed to stop in the city’s historic 
district. 

Let me continue with the Baltimore 
Sun’s reporting of this story: 

It was raining when [Heather Owens and 
Joe Blevins] pulled into a parking lot off 
Main Street around 7:30 p.m., and they sat in 
the car to wait out what they expected to be 
a short downpour. They didn’t know that the 
weather service had issued a flash flood 
warning for much of central Maryland about 
12 minutes earlier. When they realized the 
rain was not going to let up, they decided to 
go home. They pulled back on to Main 
Street, but within five minutes, their car 
began floating. The car struck a guardrail 
and plunged into the swollen Patapsco River. 

Owens was able to get out of the passenger 
side window, and thinks she grabbed some- 
thing, perhaps a branch of a tree on the river 


bank, as the current pulled her downstream. 

She looked for Blevins and saw him in the 
river, gasping for air and reaching in vain for 
something to hold on to. She scrambled up 
the rocky bank onto nearby railroad tracks, 
heading toward houses on higher ground to 
get help. The rushing waters had torn her 
pants and shoes off, but she survived with a 
fractured jaw. ... Residents and first re- 
sponders later looked unsuccessfully for 
Blevins. Blevins, 38, died during the flooding, 
leaving behind Owens and his three children. 

A confluence of meteorological and 
geographical factors turned this hard 
summer rain into a destructive tor- 
rent. In less than 2 hours the river rose 
14 feet above its normal flow. Shops 
and restaurants that line Main Street 
were swamped and flooded as water 
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rushed down the street and rose under- 
neath it. The Tiber, usually just an 
inch or two of water running through a 
reinforced channel below some of the 
buildings, swelled during the storm. 

You can see a little bit here of the 
damage that we are talking about in 
this photograph. I had a chance to see 
this firsthand, and it was incredible 
that buildings had been completely 
washed away. The river normally 
flowed underneath that and has for a 
long time, but because of construction 
and because of the amount of water 
that fell, the water was funneled into 
Main Street, and it became a force of 
itself going down Main Street, as well 
as the river rising below it, causing 
major destruction. 

Jessica Lynn Watsula also died in the 
flood. Again, as the Baltimore Sun re- 
ports, she was a 35-year-old mother 
who lived in Lebanon, PA, and had 
gone to Portalli’s in Ellicott City that 
night with three women for a girls’ 
night out. 

Watsula dropped off her 10-year-old daugh- 
ter at her brother’s home and drove two 
hours from Pennsylvania for dinner and 
painting Saturday in Ellicott City—a chance 
to share an evening with her sister-in-law 
and two other relatives. 

As the four women left Portalli’s Italian 
restaurant on Main Street in the historic 
district, a wave of flood water began to 
sweep their car away. They got out and 
clung to a telephone pole as waist-high water 
rushed over them. 

Watsula was swept away and died in the 
flood. 

As we mourn the loss of Joseph 
Blevins and Jessica Watsula, let me 
thank the citizens of Ellicott City who 
undoubtedly saved many lives with 
their heroic actions during this his- 
toric and deadly flood. 

I am pleased that our congressional 
delegation has moved quickly to facili- 
tate the emergency help for families, 
communities, homeowners, and small 
businesses to recover from this dis- 
aster. 

I want to recognize and praise the 
Federal agencies who stepped up to the 
plate and worked hand-in-hand with 
our State and local officials. 

Let me start by thanking the Small 
Business Administration and specifi- 
cally SBA Administrator Maria 
Contreras-Sweet for her tremendous 
help to the people of Ellicott City. The 
SBA’s survey of Ellicott City found 
more than the 25 structures—with 40 
percent or more of uninsured damage— 
required to recommend an SBA phys- 
ical declaration. At least 60 home- 
owners, renters, and businesses in 
Ellicott City and surrounding areas 
sustained major damage or were de- 
stroyed. More than 80 structures sus- 
tained minor damage as well. 

In this case, the Federal disaster dec- 
laration from the SBA was necessary 
to ensure Howard County business own- 
ers got the physical disaster loan as- 
sistance and economic injury disaster 
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loan assistance they need to repair or 
replace real estate, personal property, 
equipment, or inventory damaged or 
destroyed in the disturbance. I know 
many of these shopowners. These are 
not chains; these are small business 
people who have set up their own 
unique businesses providing retail serv- 
ices in a way that reminds us of how 
retail used to be in this country. Main 
Street in Ellicott City is Main Street 
America. These people are very resil- 
ient, but when you have this type of 
damage and you know how long it is 
going to be before you can return the 
structure to its use, it requires a help- 
ing hand. 

I was pleased that the SBA came 
through for the citizens of Ellicott City 
by approving a formal disaster declara- 
tion which will allow the homeowners, 
businesses, and nonprofit organizations 
impacted by this epic storm and result- 
ant floodwaters to apply for economic 
injury disaster loans, which provide 
low-interest assistance to help busi- 
nesses meet their financial obligations 
and pay ordinary and necessary oper- 
ating expenses. 

The SBA has repeatedly proven its 
willingness and ability to help Mary- 
landers struck by crisis. I express my 
sincere thanks to the SBA for the as- 
sistance extended to our neighbors in 
need, and I will continue to work with 
Team Maryland, including Senator MI- 
KULSKI and Congressman CUMMINGS, to 
identify additional resources to aid 
Ellicott City. The Maryland delegation 
has come together to support the 
State’s request for a Federal disaster 
declaration for Howard County after 
the deadly and devastating flood in 
Ellicott City. 

Given the massive impact this flood- 
ing had on our State and our local re- 
sources, I have joined my colleagues in 
the Maryland delegation in writing a 
letter to the President urging him to 
approve the Federal disaster declara- 
tion at the request of our Governor, 
Larry Hogan. 

I also acknowledge the extraordinary 
help from officials from Region III of 
the Federal Emergency Management 
Agency and in particular MaryAnn 
Tierney. Region II offices are 
headquartered in Philadelphia but in- 
clude the State of Maryland. So I ap- 
preciate Administrator Tierney coming 
down for a site visit to oversee the 
joint preliminary assessment. She was 
there immediately. I met with her. She 
understood the urgency and the impor- 
tance of being on the ground. I was 
pleased to have the opportunity to 
meet with her and others during her 
site visit to Ellicott City. I thank her 
for her coordination with State and 
local officials in responding to this dis- 
aster. 

FLOWER BRANCH APARTMENTS EXPLOSION AND 
FIRE IN SILVER SPRING, MARYLAND 

Mr. President, I also want to share 
with my colleagues another major dis- 
aster that occurred in Maryland over 
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the Senate recess. On August 10, a mas- 
sive explosion and fire took place at 
the Flower Branch Apartments in Sil- 
ver Spring, MD. Seven individuals died 
in the catastrophe, which caused doz- 
ens of injuries and displaced over 100 
residents. 

I was at this scene also. We lost life. 
People lost their lives, and I am going 
to mention their names. I was sur- 
prised to find that there were survivors 
when I took a look at the amount of 
damage that was done by this explo- 
sion. The first responders showed me 
parts of the building that were found 
hundreds of yards away, mangled by 
the force of the explosion. There was 
immediately a fire that consumed the 
rest of the premises. As the Wash- 
ington Post reported, the destruction 
was so devastating that authorities 
were unable to immediately determine 
how many people died. There was dif- 
ficulty in making identifications. 

Among the victims were two little 
boys, Deibi Morales and Fernando Her- 
nandez, who had become friends as 
their mothers undertook new lives in 
the United States; a couple, Augusto 
Jimenez and Maria Castellon, who 
built a house-cleaning business; and a 
retired painter, Saul Paniagua, who 
doted on his grandchildren. We mourn 
all their lives, and we extend our deep- 
est condolences to their families. 

I toured this site recently with Mont- 
gomery County Executive Ike Leggett 
and other Federal, State, and local of- 
ficials, including officials from the 
Montgomery County, MD, Fire and 
Rescue Service. Our hearts go out to 
the families who have been impacted 
by this horrible tragedy in Mont- 
gomery County. 

I want to thank the first responders, 
State and local officials, as well as a 
wide range of nonprofit, faith-based 
and community groups who have an- 
swered the call to help victims, fami- 
lies, and loved ones begin to put their 
pieces back together as best they can. 
It was heartwarming to see the com- 
munity outpouring to help those who 
were homeless immediately as a result 
of this disaster and to provide what- 
ever they could. 

They provided help to the first re- 
sponders. The temperature was over 100 
degrees during the period of time this 
occurred. There were oppressive tem- 
peratures and very difficult working 
conditions. The community came to- 
gether to help the first responders. We 
had a team come in from out of town 
who is expert in this type of accident 
to help us in dealing with this tragedy. 

I thank everybody for their help in 
trying to do what we could to help 
those who are fighting and helping to 
locate the survivors and to those who 
were victimized by this explosion. 

At the Federal level, I commend the 
work of the Bureau of Alcohol, To- 
bacco, Firearms and Explosives in 
helping with the investigation of this 
massive explosion and fire. 
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I am pleased that the National 
Transportation Safety Board has 
launched a formal investigation into 
this incident, and that is because there 
is an expected gas line issue involved in 
the explosion. I am hopeful that the 
National Transportation Safety Board 
investigation will uncover the causes 
of the explosion and fire and hold indi- 
viduals accountable for any wrong- 
doing, as well as lead to additional 
safety recommendations as to how to 
help prevent these types of devastating 
explosions in the future. 

We should also examine our outreach 
and education efforts to the immigrant 
community to make sure that all resi- 
dents are aware of the rights and gov- 
ernment services available to them. 
This community is an immigrant com- 
munity. For many, English is not their 
first language. It was an additional 
challenge to make sure they under- 
stood that we were there to help and 
that we wanted to make sure we did ev- 
erything we could to make sure they 
were properly taken care of. 

Again, I thank the Federal, State, 
and local government agencies that 
helped the citizens of Ellicott City and 
Silver Spring respond to these terrible 
disasters. Working with our nonprofits 
and faith-based communities, we can 
recover and rebuild from these trage- 
dies. 

As I said in the beginning, this is just 
another example of why it is critically 
important that we do our job here and 
that we pass the necessary appropria- 
tions bills so that our Federal partners 
can help our State and local govern- 
ments help those who are victimized by 
these types of disasters, that they 
knew they have the Federal agencies 
fully tooled, fully budgeted to help 
them respond to these tragedies. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. COATS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

ENDING U.S. AID USED FOR PALESTINIAN ACTS 

OF TERRORISM 

Mr. COATS. Mr. President, in June I 
spoke on the floor about the appalling 
practice of the Palestinian Authority 
to reward terrorists and encourage 
more terrorism against Israeli citizens 
and Americans. My purpose then was 
to draw attention to these payments 
and especially the fact that U.S. tax- 
payer money was being used in this dis- 
gusting way. I had hoped that others 
would share my outrage. Unfortu- 
nately, that has not yet occurred, al- 
though I think it will. 

Already, the country of Norway has 
raised this issue through its Foreign 
Minister. Just recently, a German par- 
liamentarian of the Green Party raised 
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this issue. Countries are becoming 
aware of the fact that they are sub- 
sidizing terrorist acts by Palestinians 
against Jews and against Americans in 
Israel and that aid money which is 
going to that country from our coun- 
tries—from a number of foreign coun- 
tries—is being used for that purpose. 

Let me give some of the facts regard- 
ing that. I want to repeat these. Some 
of this is a repeat of what I said in 
June, but I think this is so unconscion- 
able, such inhumane behavior that we 
are subsidizing, that we need to under- 
stand what it is and we need to take 
action to make sure this does not con- 
tinue. 

Since 1998, the Palestinian Author- 
ity, which I will refer to as the PA, has 
been honoring and supporting Pales- 
tinian terrorists serving criminal sen- 
tences in Israeli prisons and rewarding 
the families of those terrorists, those 
who have committed these criminal 
acts, rewarding their families with fi- 
nancial support based on the severity 
of the crime. 

As we have learned through some 
documentation obtained, this system 
has now been formalized and expanded 
by President Abbas’s Presidential di- 
rectives. Palestinian terrorist pris- 
oners are regarded by the PA as patri- 
otic fighters, as heroes, and actually as 
employees of the government of the 
Palestinian Authority. While in prison, 
they and their families are paid pre- 
mium salaries and given extra benefits 
as rewards for their terrorist actions. 
When they are released from custody, 
the terrorists then become civil service 
employees. Shockingly, monthly sala- 
ries for both incarcerated and released 
prisoners are on a Sliding scale, depend- 
ing on the severity of the crime and 
the length of the prison sentence. 
Thus, the more heinous the crime, the 
longer the sentence, and a longer sen- 
tence entitles the criminal and his 
family to a much higher premium sal- 
ary. For example, a Palestinian pris- 
oner with a 5-year sentence because 
they committed a criminal act against 
an Israeli or an American citizen or 
someone who is not a Palestinian re- 
ceives about $500 per month, whereas a 
more serious criminal, say serving a 25- 
year sentence, perhaps for murder, re- 
ceives $2,500 a month. It is an incentive 
to do an evermore criminal, heinous 
act against a human being. They are 
paid on a sliding scale basis. That, by 
the way, is six times the average in- 
come of a Palestinian worker. Where 
else in the world does a prisoner re- 
ceive such benefits that actually in- 
crease with the severity and violence of 
the crime? U.S. Federal prisoners, for 
instance, earn between 35 cents and 
$1.15 per hour and certainly not on a 
sliding scale and certainly not to that 
level. 

In May of 2014, Palestinian President 
Mahmoud Abbas issued a Presidential 
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decree that moved this payment sys- 
tem from the PA to the PLO, the Pal- 
estinian Liberation Organization. The 
openly acknowledged reason for this 
shift was to sidestep the increasingly 
critical scrutiny of this payment sys- 
tem by foreign governments—including 
us, the United States—that are con- 
tributing so much of the money that 
keeps the PA afloat. So they were re- 
ceiving criticism, and there were in- 
quiries by countries providing aid, in- 
cluding ours, including our State De- 
partment, and including some legisla- 
tion that was enacted by the Congress. 
They created a shell game. They sim- 
ply took the money that was given to 
the Palestinian Authority, and because 
there was criticism of their use of it as 
to these payments, they shifted it to 
the PLO through a shell game process 
that they thought we would not dis- 
cover, and we did. Fortunately, we did. 

Unfortunately, given these facts, 
given the fact that we now know what 
is happening with American taxpayer 
dollars and some of our allies’ taxpayer 
dollars, there should not be any ques- 
tion in terms of what is happening and 
what we ought to do, but apparently 
many of our leaders have been inten- 
tionally turning a blind eye to this 
practice in the hopes that we will ig- 
nore what is going on. 

This nefarious scheme has been going 
on now for 18 years and almost no one 
has been saying anything about it. 
That is why I am on the floor today, 
that is why I was on the floor in June, 
and that is why I will be on the floor 
again to continue to bring these facts 
to light so we can take action to pre- 
vent this from happening. 

Where is the outrage—outrage over 
the fact that a government is delib- 
erately encouraging and financially re- 
warding its citizens to engage in a 
criminal act. 

This administration has explicitly 
avoided criticism of the PA on this 
matter, and it is ignoring the misuse of 
taxpayer money and helping the PA re- 
ward its terrorists to honor its mar- 
tyrs. It is time they stood up, acknowl- 
edged the facts, and put an end to this. 
How can this silence be consistent with 
our antiterrorist efforts and counter- 
terrorist efforts? How can this silence 
be ignored? 

One answer is that the administra- 
tion has ignored the misuse of taxpayer 
dollars simply because it doesn’t want 
to stir the pot. There are problems in 
the Middle East. We are dealing with a 
number of them. I am just speculating, 
but maybe the conclusion is let’s not 
raise another issue that could cause 
further conflict in the Middle East. 

Yet there are worse things here than 
just silence because not only does the 
State Department decline to actively 
oppose these terrorist payments, they 
even offer false excuses for the outrage, 
excuses no rational person would be- 
lieve. For instance, the Department of 
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State’s Bureau of Counterterrorism 
said in a recent report that this pay- 
ment system was ‘‘an effort to re- 
integrate [released prisoners] into soci- 
ety and prevent recruitment by hostile 
political factions.” This is simply an 
absurd interpretation of the terrorist 
rewards programs, and its far more sin- 
ister motives are obvious to anyone 
who is paying attention. 

At the same time, we must admit 
that this payment scheme has gotten 
little or no attention in the Senate. 
For 18 years, the PA has been using 
American taxpayer money to reward 
terrorists. Yet until I spoke about it in 
June, I am not aware this subject has 
even come up on the Senate floor in 
any of the recent years. We should be 
holding hearings on this issue in appro- 
priate Senate committees, as there 
have been recently in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and thank goodness for 
that. More of my colleagues should be 
demanding that we stop financing such 
a scheme and we should enact legisla- 
tion to impose that solution, if nec- 
essary. 

I can only speculate why outside 
groups that support Israel are also 
hesitant to press Congress to take ac- 
tion. Some may be reluctant to impose 
more pressure on a financially weak 
and dependent PA, believing that it 
would deprive Abbas of what little re- 
mains of his authority and status as a 
negotiating partner, thus making a ne- 
gotiated settlement even less likely. 

Even some Israeli officials may share 
this view and have worked for years to 
act as a brake on efforts by Congress to 
cut off aid, presumably to preserve the 
PA’s stability as a West Bank security 
provider. Well, we have seen where that 
has gone—nowhere. 

Despite possible consequences, we 
simply cannot give the PA a pass to 
support, to condone, and even reward 
terrorism, no matter what the con- 
sequences might be. The Palestinian 
Authority does not deserve immunity 
just because of its fragility. These pay- 
ments provide rewards and motivations 
for brutal terrorists, plain and simple. 
To provide U.S. taxpayer money to 
Abbas and his government so they can 
treat terrorists as heroes or glorious 
martyrs is morally unacceptable. 

To tolerate such an outrage because 
of concern for Abbas’s political future 
or preserving the PA’s security role 
amounts to self-imposed extortion. If 
the PA’s fragile financial condition re- 
quires U.S. assistance, then it is their 
policy—not our policy—that needs to 
change. 

We need an immediate response to 
this outrage. 

First, I am working with my col- 
leagues to end American financial sup- 
port for incarcerated terrorists or the 
families of these so-called martyrs. We 
will identify the amount of money that 
flows from the PA to the PLO for this 
purpose and cut U.S. assistance by that 
amount, at the very least. 
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Legislation to that effect is now in 
both the House and the Senate versions 
of appropriations bills, and we must 
work together to ensure that this lan- 
guage survives any future omnibus or 
continuing resolutions and is repeated 
in future appropriations bills. 

If this partial cutoff of U.S. aid is not 
sufficient to motivate the Palestinian 
Authority to end this immoral system 
of payments to terrorists, we should 
propose a complete suspension of finan- 
cial assistance until they change their 
policy. 

I am aware that suspending assist- 
ance to the Palestinians will have 
other consequences that we and Israel 
will have to address, but I believe the 
pressure that we and other like-minded 
governments could apply to this mat- 
ter will bring President Abbas and 
other Palestinian officials to their 
senses. 

In any case—whether it does that or 
not—the moral imperative is clear: 
Payments that reward and encourage 
terrorism must be stopped and must be 
stopped now. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Minnesota. 

PRESCRIPTION DRUG PRICES 

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President, I 
rise to bring attention to an urgent 
issue affecting all Americans. Actu- 
ally, the No. 1 issue I heard about when 
I was home—and especially at our 
State fair, which, by the way, is the 
biggest State fair in the country be- 
cause we don’t count Texas because 
they are open for a month. But there 
were 2 million people, a record crowd, 
1.9 million to be exact. 

I went out there most of the days, 
and I was able to talk to folks right 
where they were. The issue they are 
talking about is the high cost of pre- 
scription drugs in our country. The 
price of insulin has tripled in the last 
decade. The price of the infectious dis- 
ease drug Daraprim has increased 5,000 
percent overnight. The antibiotic 
Doxycycline went from $20 a bottle to 
nearly $2,000 a bottle in just 6 months. 
Of course, the price for an EpiPen— 
which received so much attention over 
the last few weeks, which is used to 
treat life-threatening allergies, my 
daughter carries one wherever she 
goes—shot up nearly 500 percent since 
2007. 

It seems every week we hear another 
disturbing report of drug companies fo- 
cused on profits. According to a 2016 
Reuters report, prices for 4 of the Na- 
tion’s top 10 drugs increased more than 
100 percent since 2011. The report also 
shows that sales for those 10 drugs 
went up 44 percent between 2011 and 
2014, even though they were prescribed 
22 percent less. 

I continue to hear from people across 
my State and the Nation about the 
burdensome cost of prescription drugs. 
There are heartbreaking stories about 


September 7, 2016 


huge pricetags that are stretching fam- 
ilies’ budgets to a breaking point. This 
is just an example. I brought these ex- 
amples home with me from the State 
fair and then brought them to Wash- 
ington. These are from just a few days 
at our State fair booth, where people 
came up and filled out cards about 
their stories of increasing drug prices. 
These are just a few of the emails we 
have received since August 25 and calls 
we have received in our office every 
single day. 

For example, take the Dwyer family 
from Cambridge, MN. At 11 years old, 
Abby was diagnose with a rare form of 
leukemia. A few years later, her older 
brother Aaron was diagnosed with 
stage III lymphoma. Thankfully, both 
Abby and Aaron are doing much better, 
but the family faced astronomical out- 
of-pocket expenses during their treat- 
ment. Abby is on a drug with an aver- 
age wholesale price in the United 
States of $367 per day, which is double 
the average price in other countries. 

Another example is a family from 
Elk River, MN. Due to their son’s aller- 
gies, they must buy four EpiPens a 
year—two for home, one for school, and 
one for daycare. That is not overdoing 
it. I can tell you, having had a child 
with allergies since she was 4 years old, 
you don’t just buy one. You have to 
buy one for school, then you also have 
to maybe buy one for grandma’s house, 
and then one gets lost—so you end up 
not buying just one EpiPen. In reality, 
most families are buying four to six, 
which are two packs, three packs, 
sometimes even four packs. This fam- 
ily from Elk River, MN, buys four 
EpiPens a year: two for home, one for 
school, and one for daycare. 

This year the family paid $533 for a 
two-pack, even after using Mylan’s 
coupon. They shouldn’t be forced to 
spend over $1,000 each year just to 
make sure their son is safe every single 
day. 

I recently heard from a family in 
Lakeville, MN, whose daughter was di- 
agnosed with type 1 diabetes. She needs 
insulin on a daily basis. This means 
paying $100 a month for Humalog, 
which is a fast-acting form of insulin. 
This significant financial burden is on 
top of all the other costs they pay for 
their daughter’s diabetes, including 
test strips, an insulin pump, and a glu- 
cose monitor. 

Unfortunately, these families are not 
alone. A recent study showed that one 
out of four Americans whose prescrip- 
tion drug costs went up said they were 
unable to pay their bills. One out of 
five were forced to skip doses of their 
medication. Seven percent of people 
even missed a mortgage payment due 
to rising prescription drug costs. That 
is just not right, and our country must 
do better. 

I think one of the most frustrating 
things about it, having heard about the 
EpiPen—all because of my role with 
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this all during the last few weeks—is 
that I got screen shots of photos of this 
exact same product in Australia for 
$150 from someone who saw it online. 

In Great Britain, I was on a show 
broadcast out of Europe, and there the 
host had it right there on the screen at 
150 bucks. In fact, the Canadian 
prices—Minnesota being so close to 
Canada—are, on average, 50 percent of 
American drugs across the board. 

Of course, the burden extends beyond 
patients, the States, and the Federal 
Government. Programs such as Medi- 
care, Medicaid, and the State Chil- 
dren’s Health Insurance Program, or 
SCHIP, paid roughly 41 percent of the 
Nation’s prescription drug costs. When 
drug prices increase with abandon, 
American taxpayers are left footing 
the bill. So people who think, well, I 
don’t need one of those EpiPens, they 
are paying for it because Medicaid is 
buying them because SCHIP is buying 
them and because Medicare is buying 
them. 

Just last week, we learned that the 
company that manufacturers EpiPen 
and perhaps other companies have 
found ways to make taxpayers pay 
even more. Mylan marketed EpiPen 
like a brand-name drug, right? We 
heard about it this week because they 
just—and we will appreciate that—in- 
troduced a generic version. However, 
their other version, their marketing 
version, controlled at least 85 percent 
of the market. They would claim they 
were having some innovations, and 
that is how they justified that enor- 
mous price increase from $100 to about 
$600 from 2009 to the present. 

However, through the Medicaid Pro- 
gram—so, remember, they are mar- 
keting it not as a generic. Everyone 
knew that because they just introduced 
a generic. Well, in the Medicaid Drug 
Rebate Program they wrongly classi- 
fied—we found out this week, when I 
sent a letter with Senator GRASSLEY 
and Senator BLUMENTHAL, that they 
wrongly classified EpiPen as a generic 
drug to the government. To the govern- 
ment, they claimed it was a generic 
drug. This classification means that 
Mylan has been paying lower rebates to 
Medicaid, increasing the burden on tax- 
payers. 

So you think, OK, misclassification, 
what does that mean? Well, I can tell 
you what that means. 

In Minnesota alone—because I spe- 
cifically asked about Minnesota—in 1 
year, my State overpaid an estimated 
$4.3 million. Why don’t we multiply 
that out by all the States in the Union 
and all the years it has been hap- 
pening? At this point, we do not know 
the total amount taxpayers have over- 
paid on EpiPen or how many other 
drugs from other companies are 
misclassified. That is why I have called 
on the Department of Health and 
Human Services to conduct a nation- 
wide investigation to determine how 
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much the misclassification of, first, 
EpiPen has cost States and the Federal 
Government, and, two, to identify 
other misclassified drugs from other 
companies. 

Take these examples from the Cana- 
dian International Pharmacy Associa- 
tion. In the United States, a 90-day 
supply of ABILIFY, a drug used to 
treat depression and other mental 
health disorders, costs $2,621. In Can- 
ada, a 90-day supply of the exact same 
drug is only $467, which is over 80 per- 
cent cheaper. 

So you see these examples of these 
high-priced drugs. I think one of the 
things we need to do—and I don’t know 
how those are classified—is to see how 
these are being classified for Medicaid 
purposes. 

Working with the Department of Jus- 
tice, HHS should use all the tools it 
has to recover any overpayments. We 
have asked specifically about EpiPen. 
Well, Mylan paid almost $120 million— 
I don’t think this has been that well 
known—back in 2009 to correct a 
misclassification of drugs. That was in 
2009. Now we find out with EpiPen, 
which is about 10 percent of their prof- 
its, that this has been misclassified for 
years and years and years. 

Misclassification is just one way the 
government and, as a result, taxpayers 
are paying more than necessary for 
prescription drugs. One thing is abso- 
lutely clear: We must act now to make 
the cost of prescription drugs more af- 
fordable for all Americans. There is not 
one silver bullet that will fix the prob- 
lem across the board, but there are 
some commonsense solutions to ad- 
dress the problem. Today I am going to 
offer four such solutions, any one of 
which would provide real relief, but the 
best way is to do all of them. 

The first is this. I mentioned Canada 
a few times. In fact, I just mentioned 
some of the Canadian prices for the 
drugs. In Minnesota we can see Canada 
from our porch. They spend a lot less 
money than we do on prescription 
drugs. As I mentioned, last year aver- 
age prescription drug prices in Canada 
were less than half as expensive as they 
were in the United States—a price gap 
that has expanded significantly over 
the last 10 years. I mentioned a few of 
them—Abilify. There is Celebrex, an 
anti-inflammatory drug, which costs 
$884 in the United States for a 90-day 
supply. In Canada it is $180. That is 
nearly 80 percent less. I mentioned 
EpiPen, at $623. Of course, now we are 
going to get the rebate and the generic 
introduced after a public outcry, which 
is not the way it should be working. A 
two-pack in Canada costs 62 percent 
less, at $237. 

These staggering differences are why 
I introduced bipartisan legislation with 
Republican Senator JOHN MCCAIN to 
allow Americans to safely import pre- 
scription drugs from Canada. The Safe 
and Affordable Drugs from Canada Act 
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would require the FDA to establish a 
personal importation program that 
would allow Americans to import a 90- 
day supply of prescription drugs from 
an approved Canadian pharmacy. 

Now, there may be other safe drug 
suppliers in other countries. I think we 
know that. But we thought, in order to 
get the noise down, let’s focus on one 
country, our neighbor and one of our 
best trading partners, and why not just 
go with the friendly people of Canada 
for an experiment to see how this 
works to allow some competition by al- 
lowing these drugs in from Canada. 

To provide needed safeguards, the 
FDA would publish an online list of ap- 
proved Canadian pharmacies so people 
know where they can purchase safe 
drugs. These approved pharmacies 
would need to have both a brick-and- 
mortar and an online presence, and 
they must have been in business for at 
least 5 years. Also, these pharmacies 
would not be permitted to resell prod- 
ucts purchased outside of Canada. The 
drugs from Canada would need to be 
dispensed by a licensed pharmacist and 
be required to have the same active in- 
gredient, route of administration, and 
dosage form and strength as an FDA- 
approved drug. 

There would also be safeguards to en- 
sure that the personal importation pro- 
gram is not subject to abuse. Patients 
must have a valid prescription from a 
doctor. Certain types of drugs, includ- 
ing controlled substances, would not be 
permitted. 

This is a safe and commonsense step 
that would save families real money 
and inject greater competition. We are 
about competition in this country. 
That is how we bring prices down. We 
have a friendly neighbor to the north 
that clearly has lower priced drugs 
than ours, and that is why Senator 
McCAIN and I have joined, along with 
Senators SUSAN COLLINS and ANGUS 
KING of Maine and many others, to say: 
Let’s do this. That is one solution. 

A second solution is this: Pay for 
delay. This is of one of those things 
that, when I told our citizens in Min- 
nesota about this at our State fair, 
they could not believe it. Beyond the 
drug importation legislation, we can 
crack down on illegal pay-for-delay 
deals that prevent less expensive ge- 
neric drugs from entering the market. 

Pay-for-delay agreements occur when 
a brand-name drug company—a phar- 
maceutical company—pays a generic 
drug competitor—a potential compet- 
itor—not to sell its products. This is 
going on in the United States of Amer- 
ica. 

My booth at the State fair is next to 
Bob’s Snake Zoo, and sometimes people 
come out yelling and screaming be- 
cause they get a little scared from the 
snakes, but this is scarier than that. In 
fact, pharma companies are paying ge- 
neric companies to keep their products 
out of the marketplace. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


That is why I have introduced the 
Preserve Access to Affordable Generics 
Act with Republican Senator CHUCK 
GRASSLEY of Iowa. This gives the Fed- 
eral Trade Commission greater ability 
to block these anti-competitive agree- 
ments. 

By allowing generic drugs to enter 
the market more quickly, the govern- 
ment would save money through the 
purchase of lower cost generic sub- 
stitutes. That is why it is estimated 
that limiting these sweetheart deals 
would generate over $2.9 billion in 
budget savings over 10 years and save 
American consumers billions on their 
prescription drug costs. 

Who can be against this? You lit- 
erally have two competitors, one ac- 
cepting money and one paying them off 
to keep their products off the market. 
The Supreme Court heard a case which 
made some difference. The SEC has a 
bunch of open cases, but it has been 
agreed at hearing after hearing that 
Senator GRASSLEY and I have held that 
this would be a smart thing to do. Re- 
member, it would save the government 
$2.9 billion, but it would also save the 
consumers. 

The third good idea is allowing Medi- 
care to negotiate prices. This is an- 
other thing where Minnesotans and 
Americans cannot believe this is the 
case, but in fact the combined incred- 
ible market power of the seniors of 
America has not been unleashed in 
terms of getting good deals for the sen- 
iors of America. 

Under current law, prescription drugs 
for Medicare beneficiaries are provided 
through private prescription drug 
plans. The plans are responsible for 
crafting benefit packages and negoti- 
ating with pharmaceutical companies 
for prices and discounts. The Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs and Medicaid 
can currently negotiate drug prices 
with pharmaceutical companies, but 
the law bans Medicare from doing so. 
This makes no sense, and it is a bad 
deal not just for our seniors but for all 
taxpayers. 

That is why I introduced the Medi- 
care Prescription Drug Price Negotia- 
tion Act. This legislation would allow 
Medicare to directly negotiate with 
drug companies for price discounts. 
The Federal Government would lever- 
age its large market share to negotiate 
better prices for more than 30 million 
seniors—that is market power—covered 
under Medicare Part D. 

Last and finally, there is the CRE- 
ATES Act. I worked on this bill with 
Senator PATRICK LEAHY, Senator 
GRASSLEY, and Senator MIKE LEE to in- 
troduce the bipartisan Creating and 
Restoring Equal Access to Equivalent 
Samples Act. That is a mouthful, but 
what it would do is to put an end to 
strategies that delay generic competi- 
tion and cost American consumers bil- 
lions of dollars. 

To receive approval from the Food 
and Drug Administration, a generic 
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must test its products against the 
brand name product to establish 
equivalence. You would want that. 
Without access to brand name samples, 
there can be no generic product. 

For a long time, generic companies 
would simply buy these samples from a 
wholesaler. Now, some brand name 
companies prevent generic companies 
from obtaining samples, or the brand 
name company simply refuses to nego- 
tiate safety protocols with the generic 
company. In either case, the longer the 
brand name company can delay the ge- 
neric company’s approval, the longer 
the brand name maintains its monop- 
oly. 

The CREATES Act would allow a ge- 
neric drug manufacturer facing one of 
these delay tactics to bring an action 
in Federal court in order to obtain the 
needed samples or stop a branded com- 
pany from dragging its heels on negoti- 
ating safety protocols. The bill would 
also allow a Federal judge to award 
damages in order to deter future delay- 
ing conduct. 

The Congressional Budget Office esti- 
mates that this bill would save the 
government $2.9 billion over 10 years. 
The savings to consumers and private 
insurance companies would likely be 
far greater. 

So let’s review this, as my colleagues 
come to the floor. Solution No. 1 is to 
allow for safe drugs from Canada. It 
would bring down the prices and would 
bring in competition. This is a bipar- 
tisan bill—Democrats and Repub- 
licans—that I have with Senator JOHN 
MCCAIN. 

Solution No. 2 is to allow for more 
generic competition by passing the 
CREATES Act, which I just mentioned. 
That bill is with Senators LEAHY, 
GRASSLEY, LEE, and myself. That is a 
bipartisan bill that allows for samples 
to go quickly to the generic companies 
so they can actually create the drugs 
that will compete and bring the prices 
down. 

Solution No. 3 is to stop those pay- 
for-delay deals that are unbelievable. 
That would bring in, according to CBO 
estimates, $2.9 billion over 10 years, by 
saying to the generics and the pharma 
companies: You can’t pay each other to 
stop competition. Competition helps 
consumers. 

And here is the final idea, which I 
think is the biggest idea: negotiation 
under Medicare Part D. This would fi- 
nally take the kind of negotiation we 
see at the Veterans Administration, 
which has brought down the prices for 
the veterans of America, and harness 
the bargaining power of 39 million sen- 
iors so that we get better prices. 

These are four ideas, and three of 
them have Democratic and Republican 
sponsors. I want to vote on these pro- 
posals because I believe, based on what 
I saw at our State fair booth—again, 
with just a few days of the cards we re- 
ceived—that these anticompetitive 
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practices have to stop and we need to 
bring down the prices of prescription 
drugs for the hardworking Americans 
in this country. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. LEE). 
The Senator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, first of 
all, being one of the managers of the 
bill, the WRDA bill that we are all anx- 
ious to consider, along with Senator 
BOXER—she and I as well as the leader- 
ship, are in agreement, that we should 
take this bill and consider it. I do have 
a talk I want to give concerning the 
bill but with the understanding that I 
have been asking for amendments to 
come forward from the Republicans 
primarily. She has done the same with 
Democrats. I believe there are a num- 
ber of amendments that have come for- 
ward. However, the way we are going to 
run this is that any amendments that 
are going to be considered, No. 1, must 
be germane and, No. 2, have to be ac- 
ceptable by both managers of the bill— 
Senator BOXER and myself. 

With that, I ask that we move for- 
ward on this bill and yield to the lead- 
ership. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from California. 

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, I am in 
full agreement with the remarks of my 
chairman, Senator INHOFE. Once again, 
I think we have proven we can get this 
done. We can get infrastructure done. I 
think the way the agreement came to- 
gether with the two leaders is excel- 
lent. We are going to go to the bill and 
any amendments have to be looked at 
by the two managers, and we have to 
agree before those amendments go into 
the managers’ package. 

With that, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Democratic leader. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, we have 
given everyone our amendments. There 
are seven. I think that everything can 
be worked out on all of them. There is 
one that is relevant to the underlying 
legislation that is offered by the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut, Mr. BLUMEN- 
THAL. I am not sure that I want to go 
into this deal where both of you have 
to approve that amendment. I think he 
should at least be allowed to have a 
vote. We have agreed that a half-hour 
debate on it is plenty, at least on that 
one. If you can’t work something out, I 
want to have a vote on Blumenthal. 
That doesn’t sound unreasonable. On 
six of them, Senator BOXER can do 
what she thinks is appropriate. On 
Blumenthal, if you can’t work some- 
thing out to his satisfaction, I want a 
half-hour debate and a vote on it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma- 
jority leader. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
think we have a broad bipartisan 
agreement here that we would like to 
pass the bill. Nobody wants to be un- 
reasonable. We have heard from both 
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the chairman and the ranking member 
that whatever interest there is in the 
bill is related to the bill. What I am 
going to propound here is an oppor- 
tunity for us to get onto the bill and to 
move forward. I think this is as close 
to a good-faith situation as I can imag- 
ine, and I hope we trust each other 
enough to go forward and complete a 
bill that almost everybody seems to be 
in favor of. I don’t know how to reas- 
sure my good friend, the Democratic 
leader, but I hope I have. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I do not un- 
derstand why we can’t have the two 
managers agree that they will do their 
best to work out these amendments of 
ours and of theirs. But if we can’t, I 
want to at least have a vote, and you 
can vote it down if you have to, but I 
want to make sure that Blumenthal is 
protected. If we can’t work something 
out, then we have a vote on it—one 
vote. 

Mr. McCONNELL. All I would say is 
there may well be some votes. I would 
recommend people talk to the chair- 
man and the ranking member, and let’s 
process the bill. 

Mr. REID. Why can’t we have a vote 
on Blumenthal? That is all—one vote, 
30 minutes. If you work it out to satis- 
faction, we don’t need to have that 
vote. What could be more reasonable 
than that? 

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, my un- 
derstanding about this amendment is 
that it is a jurisdictional dispute be- 
tween Democratic Senators. I think 
the best way to go is to see if we, JIM 
and I, can do what we have done before 
when we have had conflict among our 
colleagues. We worked it out with Sen- 
ators on the other side of the aisle last 
time we did WRDA. We should have a 
chance. I don’t think that—— 

Mr. REID. If I can interrupt my 
friend from California— 

Mrs. BOXER. I will stop. 

Mr. REID. I don’t object. Let’s go 
ahead with the bill. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. 
what is the pending business? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The mo- 
tion to proceed to S. 2848. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I know of no fur- 
ther debate on the motion to proceed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
further debate? 

Hearing none, the question is on 
agreeing to the motion to proceed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


President, 


WATER RESOURCES 
DEVELOPMENT ACT OF 2016 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the bill. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A bill (S. 2848) to provide for the conserva- 
tion and development of water and related 
resources, to authorize the Secretary of the 
Army to construct various projects for im- 
provements to rivers and harbors of the 
United States, and for other purposes. 
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Thereupon, the Senate proceeded to 
consider the bill, which had been re- 
ported from the Committee on Envi- 
ronment and Public Works, with 
amendments, as follows: 

(The parts of the bill intended to be 
stricken are shown in boldface brack- 
ets and the parts of the bill intended to 
be inserted are shown in italics.) 

S. 2848 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘Water Resources Development Act of 
2016”. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con- 
tents for this Act is as follows: 


Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 
Sec. 2. Definition of Secretary. 
Sec. 3. Limitations. 


TITLE I—PROGRAM REFORMS 


1001. Study of water resources develop- 
ment projects by non-Federal 
interests. 

Advanced funds for water re- 
sources development studies 
and projects. 

Authority to accept and use mate- 
rials and services. 

Partnerships with non-Federal en- 
tities to protect the Federal in- 
vestment. 

Non-Federal study and construc- 
tion of projects. 

Munitions disposal. 

Challenge cost-sharing program 
for management of recreation 
facilities. 

Structures and facilities 
structed by the Secretary. 

Project completion. 

Contributed funds. 

Application of certain benefits and 
costs included in final feasi- 
bility studies. 

Leveraging Federal infrastructure 
for increased water supply. 

New England District head- 
quarters. 

Buffalo District headquarters. 

Completion of ecosystem restora- 
tion projects. 

Credit for donated goods. 

Structural health monitoring. 

Fish and wildlife mitigation. 

Non-Federal interests. 

Discrete segment. 

Funding to process permits. 

International Outreach Program. 

Wetlands mitigation. 

Use of Youth Service and Con- 
servation Corps. 

Sec. 1025. Debris removal. 

[Sec. 1026. Oyster aquaculture study.] 

Sec. 1026. Aquaculture study. 

Sec. 1027. Levee vegetation. 

Sec. 1028. Planning assistance to States. 

Sec. 1029. Prioritization. 

Sec. 1030. Kennewick Man. 

Sec. 1031. Review of Corps of Engineers as- 
sets. 

Review of reservoir operations. 

Transfer of excess credit. 

Surplus water storage. 

Hurricane and storm damage re- 
duction. 

Fish hatcheries. 

Feasibility studies and watershed 
assessments. 

Shore damage prevention or mitiga- 
tion. 


Sec. 


. 1002. 


. 1003. 
. 1004. 


. 1005. 
. 1006. 
. 1007. 


. 1008. con- 


. 1009. 
. 1010. 
. 1011. 
. 1012. 
. 1018. 


1014. 
1015. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


1016. 
1017. 
1018. 
1019. 
1020. 
1021. 
1022. 
1023. 
1024. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 


1032. 
1033. 
1034. 
1035. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 


1036. 
1037. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 1038. 
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TITLE II—NAVIGATION 


Projects funded by the Inland Wa- 
terways Trust Fund. 

Operation and maintenance of 
fuel-taxed inland waterways. 
Funding for harbor maintenance 

programs. 
Dredged material disposal. 
Cape Arundel disposal site, Maine. 
Maintenance of harbors of refuge. 
Aids to navigation. 
Beneficial use of dredged material. 
Operation and maintenance of har- 
bor projects. 
Additional measures at donor 
ports and energy transfer ports. 
Harbor deepening. 
Operations and maintenance of in- 
land Mississippi River ports. 
Implementation guidance. 
Remote and subsistence harbors. 
Non-Federal interest dredging au- 
thority. 
Sec. 2016. Transportation cost savings. 
Sec. 2017. Dredged material. 
TITLE III—SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS 


Sec. 3001. Rehabilitation assistance for non- 
Federal flood control projects. 

Sec. 3002. Rehabilitation of existing levees. 

Sec. 3003. Maintenance of high risk flood 
control projects. 

Sec. 3004. Rehabilitation of high hazard po- 
tential dams. 


TITLE IV—RIVER BASINS, WATERSHEDS, 
AND COASTAL AREAS 


Gulf Coast oyster bed recovery 
plan. 

Columbia River. 

Missouri River. 

Puget Sound nearshore ecosystem 
restoration. 

Ice jam prevention and mitiga- 
tion. 

Chesapeake Bay oyster restora- 
tion. 

North Atlantic coastal region. 

Rio Grande. 

Texas coastal area. 

Upper Mississippi and Illinois Riv- 
ers flood risk management. 

Salton Sea, California. 

4012. Adjustment. 

4013. Coastal resiliency. 

4014. Regional intergovernmental collabo- 

ration on coastal resilience. 


TITLE V—DEAUTHORIZATIONS 


. 5001. Deauthorizations. 
. 5002. Conveyances. 


TITLE VI—WATER RESOURCES 
INFRASTRUCTURE 


. 6001. Authorization of final feasibility 
studies. 

. 6002. Authorization of project modifica- 
tions recommended by the Sec- 
retary. 

Sec. 6003. Authorization of study and modi- 

fication proposals submitted to 

Congress by the Secretary. 


TITLE VII—SAFE DRINKING WATER AND 
CLEAN WATER INFRASTRUCTURE 


Sec. 7001. Definition of Administrator. 

Sec. 7002. Sense of the Senate on appropria- 
tions levels and findings on eco- 
nomic impacts. 

Subtitle A—Drinking Water 

7101. Preconstruction work. 

7102. Priority system requirements. 

7103. Administration of State 

funds. 

Other authorized activities. 

Negotiation of contracts. 


Sec. 2001. 


Sec. 2002. 


Sec. 2003. 
2004. 
2005. 
2006. 
2007. 
2008. 
2009. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 2010. 
2011. 
2012. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


2013. 
2014. 
2015. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 4001. 


4002. 
4003. 
4004. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 4005. 


Sec. 4006. 
4007. 
4008. 
4009. 
4010. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 4011. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. loan 


7104. 
7105. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
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Sec. 7106. Assistance for small and disadvan- 
taged communities. 

Reducing lead in drinking water. 

Regional liaisons for minority, 
tribal, and low-income commu- 
nities. 

Notice to persons served. 

Electronic reporting of drinking 
water data. 

Lead testing in school and child 
care drinking water. 

WaterSense program. 

Water supply cost savings. 

Subtitle B—Clean Water 


Sewer overflow control grants. 
Small treatment works. 

Small and medium treatment works. 
Integrated plans. 

Sec. 7204. Green infrastructure promotion. 
Sec. 7205. Financial capability guidance. 


Subtitle C—Innovative Financing and 
Promotion of Innovative Technologies 


Sec. 7301. Water infrastructure public-pri- 
vate partnership pilot program. 
Water infrastructure finance and 
innovation. 
Water Infrastructure Investment 
Trust Fund. 
Innovative water technology grant 
program. 
Water Resources Research Act 
amendments. 
Reauthorization of Water Desali- 
nation Act of 1996. 
National drought resilience guide- 
lines. 
Innovation in Clean Water State 
Revolving Funds. 
Innovation in the Drinking Water 
State Revolving Fund. 
Subtitle D—Drinking Water Disaster Relief 
and Infrastructure Investments 
7401. Drinking water infrastructure. 
7402. Loan forgiveness. 
7403. Registry for lead exposure and ad- 
visory committee. 
7404. Additional funding for certain 
childhood health programs. 
. 7405. Review and report. 
Subtitle E—Report on Groundwater 
Contamination 
7501. Definitions. 
7502. Report on groundwater contami- 
nation. 
Subtitle F—Restoration 


PART I—GREAT LAKES RESTORATION 
INITIATIVE 


. 7611. Great Lakes Restoration Initia- 
tive. 


PART II—LAKE TAHOE RESTORATION 


7621. Findings and purposes. 

7622. Definitions. 

7623. Improved administration of the 
Lake Tahoe Basin Management 
Unit. 

Authorized programs. 

Program performance 
countability. 

Conforming amendments; updates 
to related laws. 

Authorization of appropriations. 

Land transfers to improve man- 
agement efficiencies of Federal 
and State land. 


PART III—LONG ISLAND SOUND RESTORATION 


Sec. 7631. Restoration and stewardship pro- 
grams. 
Sec. 7632. Reauthorization. 


Subtitle G—Offset 
Sec. 7701. Offset. 


7107. 
7108. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


7109. 
7110. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 7111. 


7112. 
7113. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


7201. 
Sec. 7202. 
Sec. 7202. 
Sec. 7203. 


Sec. 


Sec. 7302. 


Sec. 7303. 


Sec. 7304. 


Sec. 7305. 


Sec. 7306. 


Sec. 7307. 


Sec. 7308. 


Sec. 7309. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 


7624. 
7625. and ac- 
. 7626. 


7627. 
7628. 
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SEC. 2. DEFINITION OF SECRETARY. 

In this Act, the term ‘‘Secretary’’ means 
the Secretary of the Army. 
SEC. 3. LIMITATIONS. 

Nothing in this Act— 

(1) supersedes or modifies any written 
agreement between the Federal Government 
and a non-Federal interest that is in effect 
on the date of enactment of this Act; 

(2) supersedes or authorizes any amend- 
ment to a multistate water control plan, in- 
cluding the Missouri River Master Water 
Control Manual (as in effect on the date of 
enactment of this Act); 

(3) affects any water right in existence on 
the date of enactment of this Act; 

(4) preempts or affects any State water law 
or interstate compact governing water; or 

(5) affects any authority of a State, as in 
effect on the date of enactment of this Act, 
to manage water resources within the State. 

TITLE I—PROGRAM REFORMS 
SEC. 1001. STUDY OF WATER RESOURCES DEVEL- 
OPMENT PROJECTS BY NON-FED- 
ERAL INTERESTS. 

Section 203 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2231) is amend- 
ed by adding at the end the following: 

‘(e) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—On the re- 
quest of a non-Federal interest, the Sec- 
retary may provide technical assistance re- 
lating to any aspect of the feasibility study 
if the non-Federal interest contracts with 
the Secretary to pay all costs of providing 
the technical assistance.’’. 

SEC. 1002. ADVANCED FUNDS FOR WATER RE- 
SOURCES DEVELOPMENT STUDIES 
AND PROJECTS. 

The Act of October 15, 1940 (33 U.S.C. 701h- 
1), is amended— 

(1) in the first sentence— 

(A) by striking ‘‘Whenever any” and in- 
serting the following: 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—Whenever any”; 

(B) by striking ‘‘a flood-control project 
duly adopted and authorized by law” and in- 
serting ‘‘an authorized water resources de- 
velopment study or project,’’; and 

(C) by striking ‘‘such work’’ and inserting 
“such study or project”; 

(2) in the second sentence— 

(A) by striking ‘“‘The Secretary of the 
Army” and inserting the following: 

“(b) REPAYMENT.—The Secretary of the 
Army”; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘from appropriations which 
may be provided by Congress for flood-con- 
trol work” and inserting ‘“‘if specific appro- 
priations are provided by Congress for such 
purpose”; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

“(c) DEFINITION OF STATE.—In this section, 
the term ‘State’ means— 

“(1) a State; 

“(2) the District of Columbia; 

(3) the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico; 

“(4) any other territory or possession of 
the United States; and 

“(5) a federally recognized Indian tribe or a 
Native village, Regional Corporation, or Vil- 
lage Corporation (as those terms are defined 
in section 3 of the Alaska Native Claims Set- 
tlement Act (43 U.S.C. 1602)).’’. 

SEC. 1003. AUTHORITY TO ACCEPT AND USE MA- 
TERIALS AND SERVICES. 

Section 1024 of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
2325a) is amended— 

(1) by striking subsection (a) and inserting 
the following: 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection 
(b), the Secretary is authorized to accept and 
use materials, services, or funds contributed 
by a non-Federal public entity, a nonprofit 
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entity, or a private entity to repair, restore, 

replace, or maintain a water resources 

project in any case in which the District 

Commander determines that— 

“(1) there is a risk of adverse impacts to 
the functioning of the project for the author- 
ized purposes of the project; and 

‘(2) acceptance of the materials and serv- 
ices or funds is in the public interest.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (c), in the matter pre- 
ceding paragraph (1)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘Not later than 60 days 
after initiating an activity under this sec- 
tion,” and inserting “Not later than Feb- 
ruary 1 of each year after the first fiscal year 
in which materials, services, or funds are ac- 
cepted under this section,’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘a report” and inserting 
“an annual report”. 

SEC. 1004. PARTNERSHIPS WITH NON-FEDERAL 
ENTITIES TO PROTECT THE FED- 
ERAL INVESTMENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (c), 
the Secretary is authorized to partner with a 
non-Federal interest for the maintenance of 
a water resources project to ensure that the 
project will continue to function for the au- 
thorized purposes of the project. 

(b) FORM OF PARTNERSHIP.—Under a part- 
nership referred to in subsection (a), the Sec- 
retary is authorized to accept and use funds, 
materials, and services contributed by the 
non-Federal interest. 

(c) NO CREDIT OR REIMBURSEMENT.—Any 
entity that contributes materials, services, 
or funds under this section shall not be eligi- 
ble for credit, reimbursement, or repayment 
for the value of those materials, services, or 
funds. 

SEC. 1005. NON-FEDERAL STUDY AND CONSTRUC- 
TION OF PROJECTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may ac- 
cept and expend funds provided by non-Fed- 
eral interests to undertake reviews, inspec- 
tions, monitoring, and other Federal activi- 
ties related to non-Federal interests car- 
rying out the study, design, or construction 
of water resources development projects 
under section 203 or 204 of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 
2231, 2232) or any other Federal law. 

(b) INCLUSION IN COSTS.—In determining 
credit or reimbursement, the Secretary may 
include the amount of funds provided by a 
non-Federal interest under this section as a 
cost of the study, design, or construction. 
LSEC. 1006. MUNITIONS DISPOSAL. 

[Section 1027(b) of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
426e-2(b)) is amended by striking ‘‘funded’’ 
and inserting ‘‘reimbursed’’.] 

SEC. 1006. MUNITIONS DISPOSAL. 

Section 1027 of the Water Resources Reform 
and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 426e-2) 
is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), in the matter preceding 
paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘, at full Federal ex- 
pense,” after “The Secretary may’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘funded”’ 
and inserting “reimbursed”. 

SEC. 1007. CHALLENGE COST-SHARING PROGRAM 
FOR MANAGEMENT OF RECREATION 
FACILITIES. 

Section 225 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 1992 (33 U.S.C. 2328) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub- 
section (d); and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(c) USER FEES.— 

‘*(1) COLLECTION OF FEES.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may 
allow a non-Federal public or private entity 
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that has entered into an agreement pursuant 
to subsection (b) to collect user fees for the 
use of developed recreation sites and facili- 
ties, whether developed or constructed by 
that entity or the Department of the Army. 

“(B) USE OF VISITOR RESERVATION SERV- 
IcES.—A public or private entity described in 
subparagraph (A) may use to manage fee col- 
lections and reservations under this section 
any visitor reservation service that the Sec- 
retary has provided for by contract or inter- 
agency agreement, subject to such terms and 
conditions as the Secretary determines to be 
appropriate. 

“(2) USE OF FEES.—A non-Federal public or 
private entity that collects user fees under 
paragraph (1) may— 

“(A) retain up to 100 percent of the fees 
collected, as determined by the Secretary; 
and 

“(B) notwithstanding section 210(b)(4) of 
the Flood Control Act of 1968 (16 U.S.C. 460d- 
3(b)(4)), use that amount for operation, main- 
tenance, and management at the recreation 
site at which the fee is collected. 

“(3) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The authority 
of a non-Federal public or private entity 
under this subsection shall be subject to 
such terms and conditions as the Secretary 
determines necessary to protect the inter- 
ests of the United States.”’’. 

SEC. 1008. STRUCTURES AND FACILITIES 
STRUCTED BY THE SECRETARY. 

Section 14 of the Act of March 8, 1899 (33 
U.S.C. 408) (commonly known as the ‘“‘Rivers 
and Harbors Act of 1899”), is amended— 

(1) by striking “That it shall not be law- 
ful” and inserting the following: 

‘“(a) PROHIBITIONS AND PERMISSIONS.—It 
shall not be lawful’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(b) LOCAL FLOOD PROTECTION WORKS.— 
Permission under subsection (a) for alter- 
ations to a Federal levee, floodwall, or flood 
risk management channel project [and asso- 
ciated features] may be granted by a Dis- 
trict Engineer of the Department of the 
Army [or an authorized representative.] 

“(¢) CONCURRENT REVIEW.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—In any case in which an 
activity subject to this section requires a re- 
view under the National Environmental Pol- 
icy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4821 et seq.), review 
and approval under this section shall, to the 
maximum extent practicable, occur concur- 
rently with any review and decisions made 
under that Act. 

‘‘(2) CORPS OF ENGINEERS AS A COOPERATING 
AGENCY.—If the Corps of Engineers is not the 
lead Federal agency for an environmental re- 
view described in paragraph (1), the Chief of 
Engineers shall, to the maximum extent 
practicable— 

“(A) participate in the review as a cooper- 
ating agency (unless the Chief of Engineers 
does not intend to submit comments on the 
project); and 

‘“(B) adopt and use any environmental doc- 
ument prepared under the National Environ- 
mental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4821 et 
seq.) by the lead agency to the same extent 
that a Federal agency could adopt or use a 
document prepared by another Federal agen- 
cy under— 

“(i) the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4821 et seq.); and 

“Gi) parts 1500 through 1508 of title 40, 
Code of Federal Regulations (or successor 
regulations).’’. 

SEC. 1009. PROJECT COMPLETION. 

For any project authorized under section 
219 of the Water Resources Development Act 
of 1992 (Public Law 102-580; 106 Stat. 4835), 
the authorization of appropriations is in- 
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creased by the amount, including in incre- 

ments, necessary to allow completion of the 

project if— 

(1) as of the date of enactment of this Act, 
the project has received more than $4,000,000 
in Federal appropriations and those appro- 
priations equal an amount that is greater 
than 80 percent of the authorized amount; 

(2) significant progress has been dem- 
onstrated toward completion of the project 
or segments of the project but the project is 
not complete as of the date of enactment of 
this Act; and 

(3) the benefits of the Federal investment 
will not be realized without an increase in 
the authorization of appropriations to allow 
completion of the project. 

SEC. 1010. CONTRIBUTED FUNDS. 

(a) USE OF CONTRIBUTED FUNDS IN ADVANCE 
OF APPROPRIATIONS.—Section 5 of the Act of 
June 22, 1936 (83 U.S.C. 701h) (commonly 
known as the ‘‘Flood Control Act of 1936”), is 
amended by striking ‘‘funds appropriated by 
the United States for”. 

(b) REPORT.—Section 1015 of the Water Re- 
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014 
is amended by striking subsection (b) (83 
U.S.C. 701h note; Public Law 113-121) and in- 
serting the following: 

“(b) REPORT.—Not later than February 1 of 
each year, the Secretary shall submit to the 
Committees on Environment and Public 
Works and Appropriations of the Senate and 
the Committees on Transportation and In- 
frastructure and Appropriations of the House 
of Representatives a report that— 

“(1) describes the number of agreements 
executed in the previous fiscal year for the 
acceptance of contributed funds under sec- 
tion 5 of the Act of June 22, 1936 (33 U.S.C. 
701h) (commonly Known as the ‘Flood Con- 
trol Act of 1936’); and 

‘“(2) includes information on the projects 
and amounts of contributed funds referred to 
in paragraph (1).’’. 

SEC. 1011. APPLICATION OF CERTAIN BENEFITS 
AND COSTS INCLUDED IN FINAL 
FEASIBILITY STUDIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—For a navigation project 
authorized after November 7, 2007, involving 
offshore oil and gas fabrication ports, the 
recommended plan by the Chief of Engineers 
shall be the plan that uses the value of fu- 
ture energy exploration and production fab- 
rication contracts and the transportation 
savings that would result from a larger navi- 
gation channel in accordance with section 
6009 of the Emergency Supplemental Appro- 
priations Act for Defense, the Global War on 
Terror, and Tsunami Relief, 2005 (Public Law 
109-18; 119 Stat. 282). 

(b) SPECIAL RULE.—In addition to projects 
described in subsection (a), this section shall 
apply to— 

(1) a project that has undergone an eco- 
nomic benefits update; and 

(2) at the request of the non-Federal spon- 
sor, any ongoing feasibility study for which 
the benefits under section 6009 of the Emer- 
gency Supplemental Appropriations Act for 
Defense, the Global War on Terror, and Tsu- 
nami Relief, 2005 (Public Law 109-18; 119 
Stat. 282) may apply. 

SEC. 1012. LEVERAGING FEDERAL INFRASTRUC- 
TURE FOR INCREASED WATER SUP- 
PLY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—At the request of a non- 
Federal interest, the Secretary shall review 
proposals to increase the quantity of avail- 
able supplies of water through— 

(1) modification of a water resources 
project; 

(2) modification of how a project is man- 
aged; or 
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(3) accessing water released from a project. 

(b) PROPOSALS INCLUDED.—A proposal 
under subsection (a) may include— 

(1) increasing the storage capacity of a res- 
ervoir owned by the Corps of Engineers; 

(2) diversion of water released from a res- 
ervoir owned by the Corps of Engineers— 

(A) to recharge groundwater; 

(B) to aquifer storage and recovery; or 

(C) to any other storage facility; 

(3) construction of facilities for delivery of 
water from pumping stations constructed by 
the Corps of Engineers; 

(4) construction of facilities to access 
water; and 

(5) a combination of the activities de- 
scribed in paragraphs (1) through (4). 

(c) AUTHORITIES.—A proposal submitted to 
the Secretary under subsection (a) may be 
reviewed or approved, as appropriate, 
under— 

(1) sections 203 and 204 of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 
2231, 2232); 

(2) section 216 of the Flood Control Act of 
1970 (33 U.S.C. 549a); 

(3) section 301 of the Water Supply Act of 
1958 (43 U.S.C. 390b); and 

(4) section 14 of the Act of March 3, 1899 
(commonly known as the ‘‘Rivers and Har- 
bors Appropriation Act of 1899’’) (33 U.S.C. 
408). 

(d) COST SHARE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), 100 percent of the cost of de- 
veloping, reviewing, and implementing a pro- 
posal under subsection (a) shall be provided 
by an entity other than the Federal Govern- 
ment. 

(2) COST ALLOCATION.—A non-Federal enti- 
ty shall only be required to pay to the Sec- 
retary the separable costs associated with 
operation and maintenance of a dam that are 
necessary to implement a proposal under 
subsection (a). 

(e) CONTRIBUTED FUNDS.—The Secretary 
may receive from a non-Federal interest 
funds contributed by the non-Federal inter- 
est for the review and approval of a proposal 
submitted under subsection (a). 

(£) STUDIES AND ENGINEERING.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—On request by an appro- 
priate non-Federal interest and subject to 
paragraph (2), the Secretary may— 

(A) undertake all necessary studies and en- 
gineering for construction of a proposal ap- 
proved by the Secretary under this section; 
and 

(B) provide technical assistance in obtain- 
ing all necessary permits for the construc- 
tion. 

(2) REQUIREMENT.—Paragraph (1) shall only 
apply if the non-Federal interest contracts 
with the Secretary to provide funds for the 
studies, engineering, or technical assistance 
for the period during which the studies and 
engineering are being conducted. 

(g) EXCLUSION.—This section shall not 
apply to reservoirs owned and operated by 
the Corps of Engineers in— 

(1) the Upper Missouri River; 

(2) the [Apalachicola-Chattahoochee] Apa- 
lachicola-Chattahoochee-Flint river system; 
and 

(3) the Alabama-Coosa-Tallapoosa river 
system. 

SEC. 1013. NEW ENGLAND DISTRICT HEAD- 
QUARTERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (b), 
using amounts available in the revolving 
fund established by section 101 of the Civil 
Functions Appropriations Act, 1954 (33 U.S.C. 
576) and not otherwise obligated, the Sec- 
retary may— 
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(1) design, renovate, and construct addi- 
tions to 2 buildings located on Hanscom Air 
Force Base in Bedford, Massachusetts for the 
headquarters of the New England District of 
the Army Corps of Engineers; and 

(2) carry out such construction and infra- 
structure improvements as are required to 
support the headquarters of the New England 
District of the Army Corps of Engineers, in- 
cluding any necessary demolition of the ex- 
isting infrastructure. 

(b) REQUIREMENT.—In carrying out sub- 
section (a), the Secretary shall ensure that 
the revolving fund established by section 101 
of the Civil Functions Appropriations Act, 
1954 (83 U.S.C. 576) is appropriately reim- 
bursed from funds appropriated for programs 
that receive a benefit under this section. 

SEC. 1014. BUFFALO DISTRICT HEADQUARTERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (b), 
using amounts available in the revolving 
fund established by section 101 of the Civil 
Functions Appropriations Act, 1954 (83 U.S.C. 
576) and not otherwise obligated, the Sec- 
retary may— 

(1) design and construct a new building in 
Buffalo, New York, for the headquarters of 
the Buffalo District of the Army Corps of En- 
gineers; and 

(2) carry out such construction and infra- 
structure improvements as are required to 
support the headquarters and related instal- 
lations and facilities of the Buffalo District 
of the Army Corps of Engineers, including 
any necessary demolition or renovation of 
the existing infrastructure. 

(b) REQUIREMENT.—In carrying out sub- 
section (a), the Secretary shall ensure that 
the revolving fund established by section 101 
of the Civil Functions Appropriations Act, 
1954 (83 U.S.C. 576) is appropriately reim- 
bursed from funds appropriated for programs 
that receive a benefit under this section. 

SEC. 1015. COMPLETION OF ECOSYSTEM RES- 
TORATION PROJECTS. 

Section 2039 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 2007 (83 U.S.C. 2330a) is amend- 
ed by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(d) INCLUSIONS.—A monitoring plan under 
subsection (b) shall include a description of— 

“(1) the types and number of restoration 
activities to be conducted; 

“(2) the physical action to be undertaken 
to achieve the restoration objectives of the 
project; 

“(3) the functions and values that will re- 
sult from the restoration plan; and 

““(4) a contingency plan for taking correc- 
tive actions in cases in which monitoring 
demonstrates that restoration measures are 
not achieving ecological success in accord- 
ance with criteria described in the moni- 
toring plan. 

““(e) CONCLUSION OF OPERATION AND MAIN- 
TENANCE RESPONSIBILITY.—The responsibility 
of the non-Federal sponsor for operation, 
maintenance, repair, replacement, and reha- 
bilitation of the ecosystem restoration 
project shall cease 10 years after the date on 
which the Secretary makes a determination 
of success under subsection (b)(2).’’. 

SEC. 1016. CREDIT FOR DONATED GOODS. 

Section 221(a)(4)(D)(iv) of the Flood Con- 
trol Act of 1970 (42 U.S.C. 1962d- 
5b(a)(4)(D)(iv)) is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘regardless of the cost in- 
curred by the non-Federal interest,” before 
“shall not”; and 

(2) by striking 
“value”. 

SEC. 1017. STRUCTURAL HEALTH MONITORING. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall de- 
sign and develop a structural health moni- 
toring program to assess and improve the 
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condition of infrastructure constructed and 
maintained by the Corps of Engineers, in- 
cluding [design and development] research, 
design, and development of systems and 
frameworks for— 

(1) response to flood and earthquake 
events; 

(2) pre-disaster mitigation measures; [and] 

(3) lengthening the useful life of the 
infrastructure.; and 

(4) identifying risks due to sea level rise. 

(b) CONSULTATION AND CONSIDERATION.—In 
developing the program under subsection (a), 
the Secretary shall— 

(1) consult with academic and other ex- 
perts; and 

(2) consider models for maintenance and 
repair information, the development of deg- 
radation models for real-time measurements 
and environmental inputs, and research on 
qualitative inspection data as surrogate sen- 
sors. 

SEC. 1018. FISH AND WILDLIFE MITIGATION. 

Section 906 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2283) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in subsection (h)— 

(A) in paragraph (4)— 

(i) by redesignating subparagraphs (D) and 
(ŒE) as subparagraphs (E) and (F), respec- 
tively; and 

Gi) by inserting after subparagraph (C) the 
following: 

‘“(D) include measures to protect or restore 
habitat connectivity”; and 

(B) in paragraph (6)(C), by striking ‘‘im- 
pacts” and inserting ‘‘impacts, including im- 
pacts to habitat connectivity”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(j) USE OF FUNDS.—The Secretary may 
use funds made available for preconstruction 
engineering and design prior to authoriza- 
tion of project construction to satisfy miti- 
gation requirements through third-party ar- 
rangements or to acquire interests in land 
necessary for meeting mitigation require- 
ments under this section.’’. 

SEC. 1019. NON-FEDERAL INTERESTS. 

Section 221(b)(1) of the Flood Control Act 
of 1970 (42 U.S.C. 1962d-5b(b)(1)) is amended 
by inserting “or a Native village, Regional 
Corporation, or Village Corporation (as those 
terms are defined in section 3 of the Alaska 
Native Claims Settlement Act (43 U.S.C. 
1602))’’ after ‘‘Indian tribe”. 

SEC. 1020. DISCRETE SEGMENT. 

Section 204 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2232) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) by striking ‘‘project or separable ele- 
ment” each place it appears and inserting 
“project, separable element, or discrete seg- 
ment”; 

(2) by striking ‘‘project, or separable ele- 
ment thereof,” each place it appears and in- 
serting ‘“‘project, separable element, or dis- 
crete segment of a project”; 

(3) in subsection (a)— 

(A) by redesignating paragraphs (1) 
through (3) as subparagraphs (A) through (C), 
respectively, and indenting appropriately; 
and 

(B) by striking the subsection designation 
and all that follows through ‘‘In this section, 
the” and inserting the following: 

“(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) DISCRETE SEGMENT.—The term ‘dis- 
crete segment’, with respect to a project, 
means a physical portion of the project, as 
described in design documents, that is envi- 
ronmentally acceptable, is complete, will 
not create a hazard, and functions independ- 
ently so that the non-Federal sponsor can 
operate and maintain the discrete segment 
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in advance of completion of the total project 
or separable element of the project. 

‘(2) WATER RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT 
PROJECT.—The’’; 

(4) in subsection (b)(1), in the matter pre- 
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking 
“project, or separate element thereof” and 
inserting ‘‘project, separable element, or dis- 
crete segment of a project”; and 

(5) in subsection (d)— 

(A) in paragraph (3)(B), in the matter pre- 
ceding clause (i), by striking ‘‘project’’ and 
inserting ‘‘project, separable element, or dis- 
crete segment’’; 

(B) in paragraph (4), in the matter pre- 
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking 
“project, or a separable element of a water 
resources development project,’’ and insert- 
ing ‘‘project, separable element, or discrete 
segment of a project”; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(5) REPAYMENT OF REIMBURSEMENT.—If the 
non-Federal interest receives reimbursement 
for a discrete segment of a project and fails 
to complete the entire project or separable 
element of the project, the non-Federal in- 
terest shall repay to the Secretary the 
amount of the reimbursement, plus inter- 
est.’’. 

SEC. 1021. FUNDING TO PROCESS PERMITS. 

Section 214(a) of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 2000 (83 U.S.C. 2352(a)) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by adding at the end 
the following: 

“(C) RAIL CARRIER.—The term ‘rail carrier’ 
has the meaning given the term in section 
10102 of title 49, United States Code.”’; 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘or natural 
gas company” and inserting ‘‘, natural gas 
company, or rail carrier”; 

(3) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘or natural 
gas company” and inserting ‘‘, natural gas 
company, or rail carrier”; and 

(4) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘and nat- 
ural gas companies” and inserting ‘‘, natural 
gas companies, and rail carriers, including 
an evaluation of the compliance with all re- 
quirements of this section and, with respect 
to a permit for those entities, the require- 
ments of all applicable Federal laws’’. 

SEC. 1022. INTERNATIONAL OUTREACH PRO- 
GRAM. 

Section 401 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 1992 (33 U.S.C. 2329) is amend- 
ed by striking subsection (a) and inserting 
the following: 

“(a) AUTHORIZATION.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may en- 
gage in activities to inform the United 
States of technological innovations abroad 
that could significantly improve water re- 
sources development in the United States. 

‘(2) INCLUSIONS.—Activities under para- 
graph (1) may include— 

“(A) development, monitoring, assessment, 
and dissemination of information about for- 
eign water resources projects that could sig- 
nificantly improve water resources develop- 
ment in the United States; 

‘(B) research, development, training, and 
other forms of technology transfer and ex- 
change; and 

“(C) offering technical services that can- 
not be readily obtained in the private sector 
to be incorporated into water resources 
projects if the costs for assistance will be re- 
covered under the terms of each project.’’. 
SEC. 1023. WETLANDS MITIGATION. 

Section 2036(c) of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 2007 (83 U.S.C. 2317b) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘*(4) MITIGATION BANKS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of this para- 
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graph, the Secretary shall issue implementa- 
tion guidance that provides for the consider- 
ation of the entire amount of potential cred- 
its available at in-kind, in-basin mitigation 
banks and in-lieu fee programs for water re- 
source development project feasibility stud- 
ies. 

““(B) REQUIREMENTS.—AI1 potential mitiga- 
tion bank and in-lieu fee credits shall be con- 
sidered a reasonable alternative for planning 
purposes if the applicable mitigation bank— 

“G) has an approved mitigation banking 
instrument; and 

“Gi) has completed a functional analysis of 
the potential credits using the approved 
Corps of Engineers certified habitat assess- 
ment model specific to the region.’’. 

SEC. 1024. USE OF YOUTH SERVICE AND CON- 
SERVATION CORPS. 

Section 213 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 2000 (33 U.S.C. 2339) is amend- 
ed by adding at the end the following: 

“(d) YOUTH SERVICE AND CONSERVATION 
CoRPS.—The Secretary shall encourage each 
district of the Corps of Engineers to enter 
into cooperative agreements authorized 
under this section with qualified youth serv- 
ice and conservation corps to perform appro- 
priate projects.’’. 

SEC. 1025. DEBRIS REMOVAL. 

Section 3 of the Act entitled “An Act au- 
thorizing the construction, repair, and pres- 
ervation of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes’’, ap- 
proved March 2, 1945 (33 U.S.C. 603a), is 
amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘$1,000,000°’ and inserting 
‘$5,000,000’; [and] 

(2) by [inserting] striking ‘‘accumulated 
snags and other debris” and inserting ‘‘accu- 
mulated snags, obstructions, and other de- 
bris located in or adjacent to a Federal chan- 
nel’’.; and 

(3) by striking “or flood control” and insert- 
ing ‘‘, flood control, or recreation”. 

[SEC. 1026. OYSTER AQUACULTURE STUDY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Comptroller General 
shall carry out an assessment of the oyster 
aquaculture industry, including— 

(1) an examination of Federal and State 
laws (including regulations) in each relevant 
district of the Corps of Engineers; 

(2) the number, structure, funding, and reg- 
ulation of oyster hatcheries in each State; 

(3) the number of oyster aquaculture leases 
in place in each relevant district of the Corps 
of Engineers; 

(4) the period of time required to secure an 
oyster aquaculture lease from each relevant 
jurisdiction; and 

(5) the experience of the private sector in 
applying for oyster aquaculture permits 
from different jurisdictions of the Corps of 
Engineers and different States. 

(b) STUDY AREA.—The study area shall 
comprise, to the maximum extent prac- 
ticable, the following applicable locations: 

(1) The Chesapeake Bay. 

(2) The Gulf Coast States. 

(3) The State of California. 

(4) Puget Sound. 

(c) FINDINGS.—Not later than 225 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp- 
troller General shall submit to the Commit- 
tees on Environment and Public Works and 
on Energy and Natural Resources of the Sen- 
ate and the Committees on Transportation 
and Infrastructure and on Natural Resources 
of the House of Representatives a report con- 
taining the findings of the assessment con- 
ducted under subsection (a).] 

SEC. 1026. AQUACULTURE STUDY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Comptroller General 
shall carry out an assessment of the shellfish 
aquaculture industry, including— 
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(1) an examination of Federal and State laws 
(including regulations) in each relevant district 
of the Corps of Engineers; 

(2) the number of shellfish aquaculture leases, 
verifications, or permits in place in each rel- 
evant district of the Corps of Engineers; 

(3) the period of time required to secure a 
shellfish aquaculture lease, verification, or per- 
mit from each relevant jurisdiction; and 

(4) the experience of the private sector in ap- 
plying for shellfish aquaculture permits from 
different jurisdictions of the Corps of Engineers 
and different States. 

(b) STUDY AREA.—The study area shall com- 
prise, to the maximum extent practicable, the 
following applicable locations: 

(1) The Chesapeake Bay. 

(2) The Gulf Coast States. 

(3) The State of California. 

(4) The State of Washington. 

(c) FINDINGS.—Not later than 225 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp- 
troller General shall submit to the Committees 
on Environment and Public Works and on En- 
ergy and Natural Resources of the Senate and 
the Committees on Transportation and Infra- 
structure and on Natural Resources of the 
House of Representatives a report containing 
the findings of the assessment conducted under 
subsection (a). 

SEC. 1027. LEVEE VEGETATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 3013(g)(1) of the 
Water Resources Reform and Development 
Act of 2014 (83 U.S.C. 701n note; Public Law 
113-121) is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘remove existing vegeta- 
tion or” after ‘‘the Secretary shall not”; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘as a condition or require- 
ment for any approval or funding of a 
project, or any other action”. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 30 days after 
the enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
shall submit to the Committee on Environ- 
ment and Public Works of the Senate and 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure of the House of Representatives a 
report that— 

(1) describes the reasons for the failure of 
the Secretary to meet the deadlines in sub- 
section (f) of section 3013 of the Water Re- 
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014 
(33 U.S.C. 701n note; Public Law 118-121); and 

(2) provides a plan for completion of the ac- 
tivities required in that subsection (f). 

SEC. 1028. PLANNING ASSISTANCE TO STATES. 

Section 22(a)(1) of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 1962d- 
16(a)(1)) is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘, a group of States, or a 
regional or national consortia of States” 
after ‘‘working with a State”; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘located within the bound- 
aries of such State’’. 

SEC. 1029. PRIORITIZATION. 

Section 1011 of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
2341a) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)(C), by inserting 
store or” before ‘‘prevent the loss”; and 

(B) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by striking ‘‘the date of enactment of 
this Act” and inserting “the date of enact- 
ment of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 2016”; and 

(ii) in subparagraph (A)(ii), by striking 
“that—” and all that follows through ‘‘(II)”’ 
and inserting ‘‘that’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by redesignating sub- 
paragraphs (A) through (C) as clauses (i) 
through (iii), respectively, and indenting ap- 
propriately; 
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(B) by redesignating paragraphs (1) and (2) 
as subparagraphs (A) and (B), respectively, 
and indenting appropriately; 

(C) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A) (as so redesignated), by striking “For” 
and inserting the following: 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—For’”’; and 

(D) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(2) EXPEDITED CONSIDERATION OF CUR- 
RENTLY AUTHORIZED PROGRAMMATIC AUTHORI- 
TIES.—Not later than 180 days after the date 
of enactment of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 2016, the Secretary shall sub- 
mit to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works of the Senate and the Com- 
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
of the House of Representatives a report that 
contains— 

“(A) a list of all programmatic authorities 
for aquatic ecosystem restoration or im- 
provement of the environment that— 

“(i) were authorized or modified in the 
Water Resources Development Act of 2007 
(Public Law 110-114; 121 Stat. 1041) or any 
subsequent Act; and 

“(ii) that meet the criteria described in 
paragraph (1); and 

‘(B) a plan for expeditiously completing 
the projects under the authorities described 
in subparagraph (A), subject to available 
funding.’’. 

SEC. 1030. KENNEWICK MAN. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) CLAIMANT TRIBES.—The term ‘‘claimant 
tribes’? means the Indian tribes and band re- 
ferred to in the letter from Secretary of the 
Interior Bruce Babbitt to Secretary of the 
Army Louis Caldera, relating to the human 
remains and dated September 21, 2000. 

(2) DEPARTMENT.—The term ‘‘Department’’ 
means the Washington State Department of 
Archaeology and Historic Preservation. 

(3) HUMAN REMAINS.—The term “human re- 
mains” means the human remains that— 

(A) are known as Kennewick Man or the 
Ancient One, which includes the projectile 
point lodged in the right ilium bone, as well 
as any residue from previous sampling and 
studies; and 

(B) are part of archaeological collection 
number 45BN495. 

(b) TRANSFER.—Notwithstanding any other 
provision of Federal law or law of the State 
of Washington, including the Native Amer- 
ican Graves Protection and Repatriation Act 
(25 U.S.C. 3001 et seq.), not later than 90 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary, acting through the Chief of Engi- 
neers, shall transfer the human remains to 
the Department, on the condition that the 
Department, acting through the State His- 
toric Preservation Officer, disposes of the re- 
mains and repatriates the remains to claim- 
ant tribes. 

(c) CosT.—The Corps of Engineers shall be 
responsible for any costs associated with the 
transfer. 

(d) LIMITATIONS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The transfer shall be lim- 
ited solely to the human remains portion of 
the archaeological collection. 

(2) CORPS OF ENGINEERS.—The Corps of En- 
gineers shall have no further responsibility 
for the human remains transferred pursuant 
to subsection (b) after the date of the trans- 
fer. 

SEC. 1031. REVIEW OF CORPS OF ENGINEERS AS- 
SETS. 

Section 6002(b) of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (Public 
Law 1138-121; 128 Stat. 1349) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

(6) The extent to which the property has 
economic, cultural, historic, or recreational 
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significance or impacts at the national, 
State, or local level.’’. 
SEC. 1032. REVIEW OF RESERVOIR OPERATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in con- 
sultation with the heads of other Federal 
agencies, as appropriate, shall review the op- 
eration of a reservoir, including the water 
control manual and rule curves, using the 
best available science, including improved 
weather forecasts and run-off forecasting 
methods in any case in which the Secretary 
receives a request for such a review from a 
non-Federal entity. 

(b) PRIORITY.—In conducting reviews under 
subsection (a), the Secretary shall give pri- 
ority to reservoirs— 

(1) located in areas with prolonged drought 
conditions; and 

(2) for which no such review has occurred 
during the 10-year period preceding the date 
of the request. 

(c) DESCRIPTION OF BENEFITS.—In con- 
ducting the review under subsection (a), the 
Secretary shall determine if a change in op- 
erations, including the use of improved 
weather forecasts and run-off forecasting 
methods, will enhance 1 or more existing au- 
thorized project purposes, including— 

(1) flood risk reduction; 

(2) water supply; 

(8) recreation; and 

(4) fish and wildlife protection and mitiga- 
tion. 

(da) CONSULTATION.—In carrying out a review 
under subsection (a) and prior to implementing 
a change in operations under subsection (f), the 
Secretary shall consult with all affected inter- 
ests, including— 

(1) non-Federal entities responsible for oper- 
ations and maintenance costs of a Federal facil- 


ty; 

(2) individuals and entities with storage enti- 
tlements; and 

(3) local agencies with flood control respon- 
sibilities downstream of a facility. 

(e) RESULTS REPORTED.—Not later than 90 
days 

[(d) RESULTS REPORTED.—Not later than 90 
days] after completion of a review under this 
section, the Secretary shall post a report on 
the Internet regarding the results of the re- 
view. 

[(e)1() MANUAL UPDATE.—AS soon as prac- 
ticable, but not later than 3 years after the 
date on which a report under subsection 
[(d)] (e) is posted on the Internet, pursuant 
to the procedures required under existing au- 
thorities, if the Secretary determines based 
on that report that using the best available 
science, including improved weather and 
run-off forecasting methods, improves 1 or 
more existing authorized purposes at a res- 
ervoir, the Secretary shall— 

(1) incorporate those methods in the oper- 
ation of the reservoir; and 

(2) as appropriate, update or revise oper- 
ational documents, including water control 
plans, water control manuals, water control 
diagrams, release schedules, rule curves, and 
operational agreements with non-Federal en- 
tities. 

[(fH)](g) FUNDING.—The Secretary may ac- 
cept and expend amounts from non-Federal 
entities and other Federal agencies to fund 
all or a portion of the cost of carrying out a 
review under subsection (a) or an update or 
revision of operational documents under sub- 
section [(e)] (f), including any associated en- 
vironmental documentation. 

L(8)] (h) EFFECT.— 

(1) MANUAL UPDATES.—An update under 
subsection [(e)(2)] (f)(2) shall not interfere 
with the authorized purposes of a project. 

(2) EFFECT OF SECTION.—Nothing in this 
section— 
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(A) authorizes the Secretary to carry out 
any project or activity for a purpose not oth- 
erwise authorized as of the date of enact- 
ment of this Act; or 

(B) affects or modifies any obligation of 
the Secretary under Federal or State law. 

Lh) ExcLusIon.—This section shall not 
apply to reservoirs owned and operated by 
the Corps of Engineers in— 

(1) the Upper Missouri River; 

(2) the [Apalachicola-Chattahoochee] Apa- 


lachicola-Chattahoochee-Flint river system; 
and 

(3) the Alabama-Coosa-Tallapoosa river 
system. 


SEC. 1033. TRANSFER OF EXCESS CREDIT. 

Section 1020 of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
2223) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) by striking the subsection designation 
and heading and all that follows through 
“Subject to subsection (b)’’ and inserting the 
following: 

‘“(a) APPLICATION OF CREDIT.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection 
(b)’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(2) REASONABLE INTERVALS.—On request 
from a non-Federal interest, the credit de- 
scribed in subsection (a) may be applied at 
reasonable intervals as those intervals occur 
and are identified as being in excess of the 
required non-Federal cost share prior to 
completion of the study or project if the 
credit amount is verified by the Secretary.”’; 

(2) by striking subsection (d); and 

(8) by redesignating subsection (e) as sub- 
section (d). 

SEC. 1034. SURPLUS WATER STORAGE. 

Section 1046(c) of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (Public 
Law 118-121; 128 Stat. 1254) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘(5) TIME LIMIT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—If the Secretary has doc- 
umented the volume of surplus water avail- 
able, not later than 60 days after the date on 
which the Secretary receives a request for a 
contract and easement, the Secretary shall 
issue a decision on the request. 

‘(B) OUTSTANDING INFORMATION.—If the 
Secretary has not documented the volume of 
surplus water available, not later than 30 
days after the date on which the Secretary 
receives a request for a contract and ease- 
ment, the Secretary shall provide to the re- 
quester— 

“(i) an identification of any outstanding 
information that is needed to make a final 
decision; 

“(ii) the date by which the information re- 
ferred to in clause (i) shall be obtained; and 

“(iii) the date by which the Secretary will 
make a final decision on the request.’’. 

SEC. 1035. HURRICANE AND STORM DAMAGE RE- 
DUCTION. 

Section 3(c)(2)(B) of the Act of August 18, 
1946 (83 U.S.C. 426g(c)(2)(B)) is amended by 
striking **$5,000,000’’ and inserting 
‘*$10,000,000"’. 

SEC. 1036. FISH HATCHERIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, the Secretary may 
operate a fish hatchery for the purpose of re- 
storing a population of fish species located in 
the region surrounding the fish hatchery 
that is listed as a threatened species or an 
endangered species under the Endangered 
Species Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.) or 
a similar State law. 

(b) Costs.—A non-Federal entity, another 
Federal agency, or a group of non-Federal 
entities or other Federal agencies shall be 
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responsible for 100 percent of the additional 

costs associated with managing a fish hatch- 

ery for the purpose described in subsection 

(a) that are not authorized as of the date of 

enactment of this Act for the fish hatchery. 

SEC. 1037. FEASIBILITY STUDIES AND WATER- 
SHED ASSESSMENTS. 

(a) VERTICAL INTEGRATION AND ACCELERA- 
TION OF STUDIES.—Section 1001(d) of the 
Water Resources Reform and Development 
Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 2282c(d)) is amended by 
striking paragraph (3) and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

(3) REPORT.—Not later than February 1 of 
each year, the Secretary shall submit to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works of the Senate and the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives a report that iden- 
tifies any feasibility study for which the Sec- 
retary in the preceding fiscal year approved 
an increase in cost or extension in time as 
provided under this section, including an 
identification of the specific 1 or more fac- 
tors used in making the determination that 
the project is complex.’’. 

(b) COST SHARING.—Section 105(a)(1)(A) of 
the Water Resources Development Act of 
1986 (33 U.S.C. 2215(a)(1)(A)) is amended— 

(1) by striking the subparagraph designa- 
tion and heading and all that follows 
through ‘‘The Secretary” and inserting the 
following: 

‘(A) REQUIREMENT.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
clause (ii), the Secretary”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(ii) EXCEPTION.—For the purpose of meet- 
ing or otherwise communicating with pro- 
spective non-Federal sponsors to identify the 
scope of a potential water resources project 
feasibility study, identifying the Federal in- 
terest, developing the cost sharing agree- 
ment, and developing the project manage- 
ment plan, the first $100,000 of the feasibility 
study shall be a Federal expense.’’. 

(c) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—Section 1729(f)(1) 
of the Water Resources Development Act of 
1986 (83 U.S.C. 2267a(f)(1)) is amended by in- 
serting before the period at the end ‘‘, except 
that the first $100,000 of the assessment shall 
be a Federal expense’’. 

SEC. 1038. SHORE DAMAGE PREVENTION OR MITI- 
GATION. 

Section 111 of the River and Harbor Act of 
1968 (33 U.S.C. 426i) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘measures”’ 
and all that follows through ‘‘project’’ and in- 
serting ‘‘measures, including a study, shall be 
cost-shared in the same proportion as the cost- 
sharing provisions applicable to construction of 
the project”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(e) REIMBURSEMENT FOR FEASIBILITY STUD- 
IES.—Beginning on the date of enactment of this 
subsection, in any case in which the Secretary 
implements a project under this section, the Sec- 
retary shall reimburse or credit the non-Federal 
interest for any amounts contributed for the 
study evaluating the damage in excess of the 
non-Federal share of the costs, as determined 
under subsection (b).’’. 

TITLE II—NAVIGATION 
SEC. 2001. PROJECTS FUNDED BY THE INLAND 
WATERWAYS TRUST FUND. 

Beginning on June 10, 2014, and ending on 
the date that is 15 years after the date of en- 
actment of this Act, section 1001(b)(2) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (33 
U.S.C. 579a(b)(2)) shall not apply to any 
project authorized to receive funding from 
the Inland Waterways Trust Fund estab- 
lished by section 9506(a) of the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986. 
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SEC. 2002. OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF 
FUEL-TAXED INLAND WATERWAYS. 

Section 102(c) of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2212(c)) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

“(3) CREDIT OR REIMBURSEMENT.—The Fed- 
eral share of operation and maintenance car- 
ried out by a non-Federal interest under this 
subsection after the date of enactment of the 
Water Resources Reform and Development 
Act of 2014 shall be eligible for reimburse- 
ment or for credit toward— 

“(A) the non-Federal share of future oper- 
ation and maintenance under this sub- 
section; or 

“(B) any measure carried out by the Sec- 
retary under section 3017(a) of the Water Re- 
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014 
(33 U.S.C. 3303a note; Public Law 113-121).’’. 
SEC. 2003. FUNDING FOR HARBOR MAINTENANCE 

PROGRAMS. 

Section 2101 of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
2238b) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)(1), in the matter pre- 
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘The 
target total” and inserting ‘‘Except as pro- 
vided in subsection (c), the target total’’; 

(2) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub- 
section (d); and 

(8) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol- 
lowing: 

““(c) EXCEPTION.—If the target total budget 
resources for a fiscal year described in sub- 
paragraphs (A) through (J) of subsection 
(b)(1) is lower than the target total budget 
resources for the previous fiscal year, then 
the target total budget resources shall be ad- 
justed to be equal to the lesser of— 

“(1) 103 percent of the total budget re- 
sources appropriated for the previous fiscal 
year; or 

‘(2) 100 percent of the total amount of har- 
bor maintenance taxes received in the pre- 
vious fiscal year.’’. 

SEC. 2004. DREDGED MATERIAL DISPOSAL. 

Disposal of dredged material shall not be 
considered environmentally acceptable if the 
disposal violates applicable State water 
quality standards approved by the Adminis- 
trator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency under section 303 of the Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1818). 
SEC. 2005. CAPE ARUNDEL DISPOSAL SITE, 

MAINE. 

(a) DEADLINE.—The Cape Arundel Disposal 
Site selected by the Department of the Army 
as an alternative dredged material disposal 
site under section 103(b) of the Marine Pro- 
tection, Research, and Sanctuaries Act of 
1972 (33 U.S.C. 1413(b)) and reopened pursuant 
to section 113 of the Energy and Water De- 
velopment and Related Agencies Appropria- 
tions Act, 2014 (Public Law 113-76; 128 Stat. 
158) (referred to in this section as the ‘‘Site’’) 
may remain open until the earlier of— 

(1) the date on which the Site does not 
have any remaining disposal capacity; 

(2) the date on which an environmental im- 
pact statement designating an alternative 
dredged material disposal site for southern 
Maine has been completed; or 

(3) the date that is 5 years after the date of 
enactment of this Act. 

(b) LIMITATIONS.—The use of the Site as a 
dredged material disposal site under sub- 
section (a) shall be subject to the conditions 
that— 

(1) conditions at the Site remain suitable 
for the continued use of the Site as a dredged 
material disposal site; and 

(2) the Site not be used for the disposal of 
more than 80,000 cubic yards from any single 
dredging project. 
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SEC. 2006. MAINTENANCE OF HARBORS OF REF- 
UGE. 

The Secretary is authorized to maintain 
federally authorized harbors of refuge. 
SEC. 2007. AIDS TO NAVIGATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall— 

(1) consult with the Commandant of the 
Coast Guard regarding navigation on the 
Ouachita-Black Rivers; and 

(2) share information regarding the assist- 
ance that the Secretary can provide regard- 
ing the placement of any aids to navigation 
on the rivers referred to in paragraph (1). 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec- 
retary shall submit to the Committee on En- 
vironment and Public Works of the Senate 
and the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure of the House of Representa- 
tives a report on the outcome of the con- 
sultation under subsection (a). 

SEC. 2008. BENEFICIAL USE OF DREDGED MATE- 
RIAL. 

Section 204(d) of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 1992 (33 U.S.C. 2326(d)) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘(3) SPECIAL RULE.—Disposal of dredged 
material under this subsection may include a 
single or periodic application of sediment for 
beneficial use and shall not require oper- 
ation and maintenance. 

‘(4) DISPOSAL AT NON-FEDERAL COST.—The 
Secretary may accept funds from a non-Fed- 
eral interest to dispose of dredged material 
as provided under section 103(d)(1) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (33 
U.S.C. 2218(d)(1)).’’. 

SEC. 2009. OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF 
HARBOR PROJECTS. 

Section 210(c)(8) of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2238(c)(3)) 
is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘2022’’ and inserting ‘‘2025’’; 
and 

(2) by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2015’’. 
SEC. 2010. ADDITIONAL MEASURES AT DONOR 

PORTS AND ENERGY TRANSFER 
PORTS. 

Section 2106 of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
2238c) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(4)(A), by striking 
“Code of Federal Regulation” and inserting 
“Code of Federal Regulations”; and 

(2) in subsection (f)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘2018’’ and 
inserting ‘‘2025’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (3)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘2015 through 2018” and in- 
serting ‘‘2016 through 2020”; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘2019 through 2022” and in- 
serting ‘‘2021 through 2025”. 

SEC. 2011. HARBOR DEEPENING. 

[Section 101(a)(1) of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2211(a)(1)) 
is amended—] 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 101(a)(1) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (33 
U.S.C. 2211(a)(1)) is amended— 

(1) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by striking ‘‘the date of enactment of 
this Act” and inserting “the date of enact- 
ment of the Water Resources Reform and De- 
velopment Act of 2014 (Public Law 113-121; 
128 Stat. 1193)”; 

(2) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘45 
feet’’ and inserting ‘‘50 feet’’; and 

(3) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘45 
feet’’ and inserting ‘‘50 feet’’. 

(b) DEFINITION OF DEEP-DRAFT HARBOR.—Sec- 
tion 214(1) of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2241(1)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘45 feet” and inserting ‘‘50 feet”. 
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SEC. 2012. OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE OF 
INLAND MISSISSIPPI RIVER PORTS. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) INLAND MISSISSIPPI RIVER.—The term 
“inland Mississippi River” means the por- 
tion of the Mississippi River that begins at 
the confluence of the Minnesota River and 
ends at the confluence of the Red River. 

(2) SHALLOW DRAFT.—The term ‘‘shallow 
draft? means a project that has a depth of 
less than 14 feet. 

(b) DREDGING ACTIVITIES.—The Secretary 
shall carry out dredging activities on shal- 
low draft ports located on the inland Mis- 
sissippi River to the respective authorized 
widths and depths of those inland ports, as 
authorized on the date of enactment of this 
Act. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
For each fiscal year, there is authorized to 
be appropriated to the Secretary to carry 
out this section $25,000,000. 

SEC. 2013. IMPLEMENTATION GUIDANCE. 

Section 2102 of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (Public 
Law 118-121; 128 Stat. 1273) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

“(d) GUIDANCE.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of enactment of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 2016 the Sec- 
retary shall publish on the website of the 
Corps of Engineers guidance on the imple- 
mentation of this section and the amend- 
ments made by this section.’’. 

SEC. 2014. REMOTE AND SUBSISTENCE HARBORS. 

Section 2006 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 2007 (33 U.S.C. 2242) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in subsection (a)(3), by inserting ‘‘in 
which the project is located or of a commu- 
nity that is located in the region that is 
served by the project and that will rely on 
the project” after “community”; and 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘or of a 
community that is located in the region to 
be served by the project and that will rely on 
the project” after “community”; 

(B) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘local pop- 
ulation” and inserting ‘‘regional population 
to be served by the project”; and 

(C) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘commu- 
nity” and inserting ‘‘local community or to 
a community that is located in the region to 
be served by the project and that will rely on 
the project”. 

SEC. 2015. NON-FEDERAL INTEREST DREDGING 
AUTHORITY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may per- 
mit a non-Federal interest to carry out, for 
an authorized navigation project (or a sepa- 
rable element of an authorized navigation 
project), such maintenance activities as are 
necessary to ensure that the project is main- 
tained to not less than the minimum project 
dimensions. 

(b) COST LIMITATIONS.—Except as provided 
in this section and subject to the availability 
of appropriations, the costs incurred by a 
non-Federal interest in performing the main- 
tenance activities described in subsection (a) 
shall be eligible for reimbursement, not to 
exceed an amount that is equal to the esti- 
mated Federal cost for the performance of 
the maintenance activities. 

(c) AGREEMENT.—Before initiating mainte- 
nance activities under this section, the non- 
Federal interest shall enter into an agree- 
ment with the Secretary that specifies, for 
the performance of the maintenance activi- 
ties, the terms and conditions that are ac- 
ceptable to the non-Federal interest and the 
Secretary. 

(d) PROVISION OF EQUIPMENT.—In carrying 
out maintenance activities under this sec- 
tion, a non-Federal interest shall— 
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(1) provide equipment at no cost to the 
Federal Government; and 

(2) hold and save the United States free 
from any and all damage that arises from 
the use of the equipment of the non-Federal 
interest, except for damage due to the fault 
or negligence of a contractor of the Federal 
Government. 

[(e) REIMBURSEMENT ELIGIBILITY LIMITA- 
TIONS.—Costs that are directly related to the 
operation and maintenance of a dredge, 
based on the period of time the dredge is 
used in the performance of work for the Fed- 
eral Government during a given fiscal year, 
are eligible for reimbursement under this 
section. ] 

(e) REIMBURSEMENT ELIGIBILITY LIMITA- 
TIONS.—Costs that are eligible for reimbursement 
under this section are those costs directly re- 
lated to the costs associated with operation and 
maintenance of the dredge based on the lesser of 
the period of time for which— 

(1) the dredge is being used in the perform- 
ance of work for the Federal Government during 
a given fiscal year; and 

(2) the actual fiscal year Federal appropria- 
tions identified for that portion of maintenance 
dredging that are made available. 

(f) [MONITORING] AUDIT.—Not earlier than 
5 years after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary may conduct an audit on 
any maintenance activities for an authorized 
navigation project (or a separable element of 
an authorized navigation project) carried out 
under this section to determine if permitting 
a non-Federal interest to carry out mainte- 
nance activities under this section has re- 
sulted in— 

(1) improved reliability and safety for navi- 
gation; and 

(2) cost savings to the Federal Govern- 
ment. 

(g) TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY.—The au- 
thority of the Secretary under this section 
terminates on the date that is 10 years after 
the date of enactment of this Act. 

[SEC. 2016. TRANSPORTATION COST SAVINGS. 

Section 210(e)(3)(A) of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 
2238(e)(38)(A)) is amended— 

(1) in clause (iii), by striking ‘‘and’’ at the 
end; 

(2) in clause (iv), by striking the period at 
the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

“(v) identifies, to the maximum extent 
practicable, transportation cost savings real- 
ized by achieving and maintaining the con- 
structed width and depth for the harbors and 
inland harbors referred to in subsection 
(a)(2), on a project-by-project basis.’’.] 

SEC. 2016. TRANSPORTATION COST SAVINGS. 

Section 210(e)(3) of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2238(e)(3)) is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating subparagraph (B) as sub- 
paragraph (C); and 

(2) by inserting after subparagraph (A) the 
following: 

“(B) ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENT.—For the first 
report following the date of enactment of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 2016, in the 
report submitted under subparagraph (A), the 
Secretary shall identify, to the maximum extent 
practicable, transportation cost savings realized 
by achieving and maintaining the constructed 
width and depth for the harbors and inland 
harbors referred to in subsection (a)(2), on a 
project-by-project basis.’’. 

SEC. 2017. DREDGED MATERIAL. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding part 335 
of title 33, Code of Federal Regulations, the 
Secretary may place dredged material from 
the operation and maintenance of an author- 
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ized Federal water resources project at an- 
other authorized water resource project if 
the Secretary determines that— 

(1) the placement of the dredged material 
would— 

(AXi) enhance protection from flooding 
caused by storm surges or sea level rise; or 

(ii) significantly contribute to shoreline 
resiliency, including the resilience and res- 
toration of wetland; and 

(B) be in the public interest; and 

(2) the cost associated with the placement 
of the dredged material is reasonable in rela- 
tion to the associated environmental, flood 
protection, and resiliency benefits. 

(b) ADDITIONAL CostTs.—If the cost of plac- 
ing the dredged material at another author- 
ized water resource project exceeds the cost 
of depositing the dredged material in accord- 
ance with the Federal standard (as defined in 
section 335.7 of title 33, Code of Federal Reg- 
ulations (as in effect on the date of enact- 
ment of this Act)), the Secretary shall not 
require a non-Federal entity to bear any of 
the increased costs associated with the 
placement of the dredged material. 

TITLE ITI—SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS 
SEC. 3001. REHABILITATION ASSISTANCE FOR 
NON-FEDERAL FLOOD CONTROL 
PROJECTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 5 of the Act of 
August 18, 1941 (33 U.S.C. 701n), is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘(3) DEFINITION OF NONSTRUCTURAL ALTER- 
NATIVES.—In this subsection, ‘nonstructural 
alternatives’ includes efforts to restore or 
protect natural resources including streams, 
rivers, floodplains, wetlands, or coasts, if 
those efforts will reduce flood risk.’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(d) INCREASED LEVEL OF PROTECTION.—In 
conducting repair or restoration work under 
subsection (a), at the request of the non-Fed- 
eral sponsor, the Secretary may increase the 
level of protection above the level to which 
the system was designed, or, if the repair and 
rehabilitation includes repair or rehabilita- 
tion of a pumping station, will increase the 
capacity of a pump, if— 

“(1) the Chief of Engineers determines the 
improvements are in the public interest, in- 
cluding consideration of whether— 

“(A) the authority under this section has 
been used more than once at the same loca- 
tion; 

‘“(B) there is an opportunity to decrease 
significantly the risk of loss of life and prop- 
erty damage; or 

‘(C) there is an opportunity to decrease 
total life cycle rehabilitation costs for the 
project; and 

“(2) the non-Federal sponsor agrees to pay 
the difference between the cost of repair, res- 
toration, or rehabilitation to the original de- 
sign level or original capacity and the cost of 
achieving the higher level of protection or 
capacity sought by the non-Federal sponsor. 

“(e) NOTICE.—The Secretary shall notify 
the non-Federal sponsor of the opportunity 
to request implementation of nonstructural 
alternatives to the repair or restoration of 
the flood control work under subsection 
(a).”’. 

(b) PROJECTS IN COORDINATION WITH CER- 
TAIN REHABILITATION REQUIREMENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—In any case in which the 
Secretary has completed a study deter- 
mining a project for flood damage reduction 
is feasible and such project is designed to 
protect the same geographic area as work to 
be performed under section 5(c) of the Act of 
August 18, 1941 (83 U.S.C. 701n(c)), the Sec- 
retary may, if the Secretary determines that 
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the action is in the public interest, carry out 
such project with the work being performed 
under section 5(c) of that Act, subject to the 
limitations in paragraph (2). 

(2) COST-SHARING.—The cost to carry out a 
project under paragraph (1) shall be shared in 
accordance with section 103 of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 
2213). 

SEC. 3002. REHABILITATION OF EXISTING LEV- 


Section 3017 of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
3303a note; Public Law 113-121) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘if the 
Secretary determines the necessary work is 
technically feasible, environmentally accept- 
able, and economically justified’; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) by striking ‘This section” and insert- 
ing the following: 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—This section”; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

(2) REQUIREMENT.—A measure carried out 
under subsection (a) shall be implemented in 
the same manner as the repair or restoration 
of a flood control work pursuant to section 5 
of the Act of August 18, 1941 (33 U.S.C. 
701n).”’; 

(8) in subsection (c)(1), by striking ‘‘The 
non-Federal”’ and inserting “Notwith- 
standing subsection (b)(2), the non-Federal’’; 
and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary to carry out this section 
$125,000,000.’’. 

SEC. 3003. MAINTENANCE OF HIGH RISK FLOOD 
CONTROL PROJECTS. 

In any case in which the Secretary is re- 
sponsible, as of the date of enactment of this 
Act, for the maintenance of a project classi- 
fied as class III under the Dam Safety Action 
Classification of the Corps of Engineers, the 
Secretary shall continue to be responsible 
for the maintenance until the earlier of the 
date that— 

(1) the project is modified to reduce that 
risk and the Secretary determines that the 
project is no longer classified as class III 
under the Dam Safety Action Classification 
of the Corps of Engineers; and 

(2) is 15 years after the date of enactment 
of this Act. 

SEC. 3004. REHABILITATION OF HIGH HAZARD 
POTENTIAL DAMS. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 2 of the National 
Dam Safety Program Act (33 U.S.C. 467) is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (4), (5), (6), 
(7), (8), (9), d0), (1), (12), and (18) as para- 
graphs (5), (6), (7), (8), (9), (11), (18), (14), (15), 
and (16), respectively; 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (3) the fol- 
lowing: 
“(4) 
DAM.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘eligible high 
hazard potential dam’ means a non-Federal 
dam that— 

“(i) is located in a State with a State dam 
safety program; 

“(ii) is classified as ‘high hazard potential’ 
by the State dam safety agency in the State 
in which the dam is located; 

“(iii) has an emergency action plan ap- 
proved by the relevant State dam safety 
agency; and 

“(iv) the State in which the dam is located 
determines— 

“(I) fails to meet minimum dam safety 
standards of the State; and 

‘(II) poses an unacceptable risk to the pub- 
lic. 


ELIGIBLE HIGH HAZARD POTENTIAL 
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“(B) EXCLUSION.—The term ‘eligible high 
hazard potential dam’ does not include— 

‘“(i) a licensed hydroelectric dam; or 

“(ii) a dam built under the authority of the 
Secretary of Agriculture.’’; 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (9) (as re- 
designated by paragraph (1)) the following: 

‘“(10) NON-FEDERAL SPONSOR.—The term 
‘non-Federal sponsor’, in the case of a 
project receiving assistance under section 
8A, includes— 

“(A) a governmental organization; and 

“(B) a nonprofit organization.” and 

(4) by inserting after paragraph (11) (as re- 
designated by paragraph (1)) the following: 

“(12) REHABILITATION.—The term ‘rehabili- 
tation’ means the repair, replacement, re- 
construction, or removal of a dam that is 
carried out to meet applicable State dam 
safety and security standards.”’. 

(b) PROGRAM FOR REHABILITATION OF HIGH 
HAZARD POTENTIAL DAMS.—The National 
Dam Safety Program Act is amended by in- 
serting after section 8 (33 U.S.C. 467f) the fol- 
lowing: 

“SEC. 8A. REHABILITATION OF HIGH HAZARD PO- 
TENTIAL DAMS. 

“(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM.—The Ad- 
ministrator shall establish, within FEMA, a 
program to provide technical, planning, de- 
sign, and construction assistance in the form 
of grants to non-Federal sponsors for reha- 
bilitation of eligible high hazard potential 
dams. 

‘“(b) ELIGIBLE ACTIVITIES.—A grant award- 
ed under this section for a project may be 
used for— 

“(1) repair; 

**(2) removal; or 

“(3) any other structural or nonstructural 
measures to rehabilitate a high hazard po- 
tential dam. 

“(c) AWARD OF GRANTS.— 

“(1) APPLICATION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—A non-Federal sponsor 
interested in receiving a grant under this 
section may submit to the Administrator an 
application for the grant. 

“(B) REQUIREMENTS.—An application sub- 
mitted to the Administrator under this sec- 
tion shall be submitted at such time, be in 
such form, and contain such information as 
the Administrator may prescribe by regula- 
tion pursuant to section 3004(c) of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 2016. 

“(2) GRANT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator may 
make a grant in accordance with this section 
for rehabilitation of a high hazard potential 
dam to a non-Federal sponsor that submits 
an application for the grant in accordance 
with the regulations prescribed by the Ad- 
ministrator. 

“(B) PROJECT GRANT AGREEMENT.—The Ad- 
ministrator shall enter into a project grant 
agreement with the non-Federal sponsor to 
establish the terms of the grant and the 
project, including the amount of the grant. 

“(C) GRANT ASSURANCE.—As part of a 
project grant agreement under subparagraph 
(B), the Administrator shall require the non- 
Federal sponsor to provide an assurance, 
with respect to the dam to be rehabilitated 
under the project, that the owner of the dam 
has developed and will carry out a plan for 
maintenance of the dam during the expected 
life of the dam. 

“(D) LIMITATION.—A grant provided under 
this section shall not exceed the lesser of— 

“(j) 12.5 percent of the total amount of 
funds made available to carry out this sec- 
tion; or 

““(i) $7,500,000. 

“(d) REQUIREMENTS.— 
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“(1) APPROVAL.—A grant awarded under 
this section for a project shall be approved 
by the relevant State dam safety agency. 

‘(2) NON-FEDERAL SPONSOR REQUIRE- 
MENTS.—To receive a grant under this sec- 
tion, the non-Federal sponsor shall— 

“(A) participate in, and comply with, all 
applicable Federal flood insurance programs; 

‘“(B) have in place a hazard mitigation plan 
that— 

“(i) includes all dam risks; and 

“(ii) complies with the Disaster Mitigation 
Act of 2000 (Public Law 106-390; 114 Stat. 
1552); 

‘(C) commit to provide operation and 
maintenance of the project for the 50-year 
period following completion of rehabilita- 
tion; 

‘(D) comply with such minimum eligi- 
bility requirements as the Administrator 
may establish to ensure that each owner and 
operator of a dam under a participating 
State dam safety program— 

“(i) acts in accordance with the State dam 
safety program; and 

“(ii) carries out activities relating to the 
public in the area around the dam in accord- 
ance with the hazard mitigation plan de- 
scribed in subparagraph (B); and 

“(E) comply with section 611(j)(9) of the 
Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer- 
gency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5196(j)(9)) (as 
in effect on the date of enactment of this 
section) with respect to projects receiving 
assistance under this section in the same 
manner as recipients are required to comply 
in order to receive financial contributions 
from the Administrator for emergency pre- 
paredness purposes. 

‘(e) FLOODPLAIN MANAGEMENT PLANS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—As a condition of receipt 
of assistance under this section, the non- 
Federal entity shall demonstrate that a 
floodplain management plan to reduce the 
impacts of future flood events in the area 
protected by the project— 

“(A) is in place; or 

“(B) will be— 

“(i) developed not later than 1 year after 
the date of execution of a project agreement 
for assistance under this section; and 

“(ii) implemented not later than 1 year 
after the date of completion of construction 
of the project. 

‘(2) INCLUSIONS.—A plan under paragraph 
(1) shall address— 

“(A) potential measures, practices, and 
policies to reduce loss of life, injuries, dam- 
age to property and facilities, public expend- 
itures, and other adverse impacts of flooding 
in the area protected by the project; 

‘(B) plans for flood fighting and evacu- 
ation; and 

‘(C) public education and awareness of 
flood risks. 

‘(3) TECHNICAL SUPPORT.—The Adminis- 
trator may provide technical support for the 
development and implementation of flood- 
plain management plans prepared under this 
subsection. 

‘“(f) PRIORITY SYSTEM.—The Administrator, 
in consultation with the Board, shall develop 
a risk-based priority system for use in iden- 
tifying high hazard potential dams for which 
grants may be made under this section. 

“(g) FUNDING.— 

“(1) COST SHARING.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Any assistance provided 
under this section for a project shall be sub- 
ject to a non-Federal cost-sharing require- 
ment of not less than 35 percent. 

‘(B) IN-KIND CONTRIBUTIONS.—The non-Fed- 
eral share under subparagraph (A) may be 
provided in the form of in-kind contribu- 
tions. 
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‘(2) ALLOCATION OF FUNDS.—The total 
amount of funds made available to carry out 
this section for each fiscal year shall be dis- 
tributed as follows: 

‘(A) EQUAL DISTRIBUTION.—'% shall be dis- 
tributed equally among the States in which 
the projects for which applications are sub- 
mitted under subsection (c)(1) are located. 

‘“(B) NEED-BASED.—%s shall be distributed 
among the States in which the projects for 
which applications are submitted under sub- 
section (c)(1) are located based on the pro- 
portion that— 

“(i) the number of eligible high hazard po- 
tential dams in the State; bears to 

“(ii) the number of eligible high hazard po- 
tential dams in all States in which projects 
for which applications are submitted under 
subsection (c)(1). 


‘“ch) USE OF FUNDS.—None of the funds pro- 
vided in the form of a grant or otherwise 
made available under this section shall be 
used— 

“(1) to rehabilitate a Federal dam; 

‘(2) to perform routine operation or main- 
tenance of a dam; 

“(3) to modify a dam to produce hydro- 
electric power; 

“(4) to increase water supply storage ca- 
pacity; or 

“(5) to make any other modification to a 
dam that does not also improve the safety of 
the dam. 


“(i) CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS.— 

‘“(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 
as a condition on the receipt of a grant under 
this section of an amount greater than 
$1,000,000, a non-Federal sponsor that re- 
ceives the grant shall require that each con- 
tract and subcontract for program manage- 
ment, construction management, planning 
studies, feasibility studies, architectural 
services, preliminary engineering, design, 
engineering, surveying, mapping, and related 
services entered into using funds from the 
grant be awarded in the same manner as a 
contract for architectural and engineering 
services is awarded under— 

“(A) chapter 11 of title 40, United States 
Code; or 

‘“(B) an equivalent qualifications-based re- 
quirement prescribed by the relevant State. 

‘(2) NO PROPRIETARY INTEREST.—A contract 
awarded in accordance with paragraph (1) 
shall not be considered to confer a propri- 
etary interest upon the United States. 


‘(j) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section— 

**(1) $10,000,000 for fiscal years 2017 and 2018; 

(2) $25,000,000 for fiscal year 2019; 

(3) $40,000,000 for fiscal year 2020; and 

**(4) $60,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2021 
through 2026.”’. 


(c) RULEMAKING.— 

(1) PROPOSED RULEMAKING.—Not later than 
90 days after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Administrator of the Federal Emer- 
gency Management Agency shall issue a no- 
tice of proposed rulemaking regarding appli- 
cations for grants of assistance under the 
amendments made by subsection (b) to the 
National Dam Safety Program Act (83 U.S.C. 
467 et seq.). 

(2) FINAL RULE.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator of the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency shall promulgate a 
final rule regarding the amendments de- 
scribed in paragraph (1). 
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TITLE IV—RIVER BASINS, WATERSHEDS, 
AND COASTAL AREAS 
SEC. 4001. GULF COAST OYSTER BED RECOVERY 
PLAN. 

(a) DEFINITION OF GULF STATES.—In this 
section, the term ‘Gulf States” means each 
of the States of Alabama, Florida, Louisiana, 
Mississippi, and Texas. 

(b) GULF COAST OYSTER BED RECOVERY 
PLAN.—The Secretary, in coordination with 
the Gulf States, shall develop and implement 
a plan to assist in the recovery of oyster 
beds on the coast of Gulf States that were 
damaged by events including— 

(1) Hurricane Katrina in 2005; 

(2) the Deep Water Horizon oil spill in 2010; 
and 

(8) floods in 2011 and 2016. 

(c) INCLUSION.—The plan developed under 
subsection (b) shall address the beneficial 
use of dredged material in providing sub- 
strate for oyster bed development. 

(d) SUBMISSION.—Not later than 18 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall submit to the Committee of 
Environment and Public Works of the Senate 
and the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure of the House of Representa- 
tives the plan developed under subsection 
(b). 

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary to carry out this section $2,000,000, 
to remain available until expended. 

SEC. 4002. COLUMBIA RIVER. 

(a) ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION.—Section 
536(g) of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 2000 (Public Law 106-541; 114 Stat. 2662; 
128 Stat. 1314) is amended by striking 
‘*$50,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$75,000,000’’. 

(b) WATERCRAFT INSPECTION STATIONS, Co- 
LUMBIA RIVER BASIN.—Section 104(d) of the 
River and Harbor Act of 1958 (33 U.S.C. 610(d)) 
is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘“‘stations 
in the Columbia River Basin to be located in 
the States of Idaho, Montana, Oregon, and 
Washington” and inserting ‘‘stations to pro- 
tect the Columbia River Basin’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (3), by striking subpara- 
graph (A) and inserting the following: 

“(A) the Governor of each State in which a 
station is established under paragraph (1);’’. 

(c) TRIBAL HOUSING.— 

(1) DEFINITION OF REPORT.—In this sub- 
section, the term ‘“‘report’’ means the final 
report of the Portland District, Corps of En- 
gineers, entitled ‘‘Columbia River Treaty 
Fishing Access Sites, Oregon and Wash- 
ington: Fact-finding Review on Tribal Hous- 
ing” and dated November 19, 2013. 

(2) ASSISTANCE AUTHORIZED.—As_ replace- 
ment housing for Indian families displaced 
due to the construction of the Bonneville 
Dam, on the request of the Secretary of the 
Interior, the Secretary may provide assist- 
ance [to relocate to] on land transferred by 
the Department of the Army to the Depart- 
ment of the Interior pursuant to title IV of 
Public Law 100-581 (102 Stat. 2944; 110 Stat. 
766; 110 Stat. 3762; 114 Stat. 2679; 118 Stat. 544) 
for the number of families [identified] esti- 
mated in the report as having received no relo- 
cation assistance [in the report.] 

(8) StTuDY.—The Secretary shall— 

(A) conduct a study to determine the num- 
ber of Indian people displaced by the con- 
struction of the John Day Dam; and 

(B) identify a plan for suitable housing to 
replace housing lost to the construction of 
the John Day Dam. 

(d) COLUMBIA AND LOWER WILLAMETTE RIV- 
ERS BELOW VANCOUVER, WASHINGTON AND OR- 
EGON.—The Secretary shall conduct a study 
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to determine the feasibility of modifying the 
project for navigation, Columbia and Lower 
Willamette Rivers below Vancouver, Wash- 
ington and Portland, Oregon, authorized by 
section 101 of the River and Harbor Act of 
1962 (Public Law 87-874; 76 Stat. 1177) to ad- 
dress safety risks. 


SEC. 4003. MISSOURI RIVER. 


(a) RESERVOIR SEDIMENT MANAGEMENT.— 

(1) DEFINITION OF SEDIMENT MANAGEMENT 
PLAN.—In this subsection, the term ‘“‘sedi- 
ment management plan” means a plan for 
preventing sediment from reducing water 
storage capacity at a reservoir and increas- 
ing water storage capacity through sediment 
removal at a reservoir. 

(2) UPPER MISSOURI RIVER BASIN PILOT PRO- 
GRAM.—The Secretary shall carry out a pilot 
program for the development and implemen- 
tation of sediment management plans for 
reservoirs owned and operated by the Sec- 
retary in the Upper Missouri River Basin, on 
request by project beneficiaries. 

(8) PLAN ELEMENTS.—A sediment manage- 
ment plan under paragraph (2) shall— 

(A) provide opportunities for project bene- 
ficiaries and other stakeholders to partici- 
pate in sediment management decisions; 

(B) evaluate the volume of sediment in a 
reservoir and impacts on storage capacity; 

(C) identify preliminary sediment manage- 
ment options, including sediment dikes and 
dredging; 

(D) identify constraints; 

(E) assess technical feasibility, economic 
justification, and environmental impacts; 

(F) identify beneficial uses for sediment; 
and 

(G) to the maximum extent practicable, 
use, develop, and demonstrate innovative, 
cost-saving technologies, including struc- 
tural and nonstructural technologies and de- 
signs, to manage sediment. 

(4) COST SHARE.—The beneficiaries request- 
ing the plan shall share in the cost of devel- 
opment and implementation of a sediment 
management plan allocated in accordance 
with the benefits to be received. 

(5) CONTRIBUTED FUNDS.—The Secretary 
may accept funds from non-Federal interests 
and other Federal agencies to develop and 
implement a sediment management plan 
under this subsection. 

(6) GUIDANCE.—The Secretary shall use the 
knowledge gained through the development 
and implementation of sediment manage- 
ment plans under paragraph (2) to develop 
guidance for sediment management at other 
reservoirs. 

(7) PARTNERSHIP WITH THE SECRETARY OF 
THE INTERIOR.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall carry 
out the pilot program established under this 
subsection in partnership with the Secretary 
of the Interior, and the program may apply 
to reservoirs managed or owned by the Bu- 
reau of Reclamation on execution of a 
memorandum of agreement between the Sec- 
retary and the Secretary of the Interior es- 
tablishing the framework for a partnership 
and the terms and conditions for sharing ex- 
pertise and resources. 

(B) LEAD AGENCY.—The Secretary that has 
primary jurisdiction over the reservoir shall 
take the lead in developing and imple- 
menting a sediment management plan for 
that reservoir. 

(8) OTHER AUTHORITIES NOT AFFECTED.— 
Nothing in this subsection affects sediment 
management or the share of costs paid by 
Federal and non-Federal interests relating to 
sediment management under any other pro- 
vision of law (including regulations). 
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(b) SNOWPACK AND DROUGHT MONITORING.— 
Section 4003(a) of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (Public 
Law 113-121; 128 Stat. 1311) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘(5) LEAD AGENCY.—The Corps of Engineers 
shall be the lead agency for carrying out and 
coordinating the activities described in para- 
graph (1).”. 

SEC. 4004. PUGET SOUND NEARSHORE ECO- 
SYSTEM RESTORATION. 

Section 544(f) of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 2000 (Public Law 106-541; 
114 Stat. 2675) is amended by striking 
‘*$5,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$10,000,000’’. 

SEC. 4005. ICE JAM PREVENTION AND MITIGA- 
TION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may carry 
out projects under section 205 of the Flood 
Control Act of 1948 (33 U.S.C. 701s), including 
planning, design, construction, and moni- 
toring of structural and nonstructural tech- 
nologies and measures for preventing and 
mitigating flood damages associated with ice 
jams. 

(b) INCLUSION.—The projects described in 
subsection (a) may include the development 
and demonstration of cost-effective tech- 
nologies and designs developed in consulta- 
tion with— 

(1) the Cold Regions Research and Engi- 
neering Laboratory of the Corps of Engi- 
neers; 

(2) universities; 

(3) Federal, State, and local agencies; and 

(4) private organizations. 

(c) PILOT PROGRAM.— 

(1) AUTHORIZATION.—In addition to the 
funding authorized under section 205 of the 
Flood Control Act of 1948 (33 U.S.C. 701s), the 
Secretary is authorized to expend $30,000,000 
to carry out pilot projects to demonstrate 
technologies and designs developed in ac- 
cordance with this section. 

(2) PRIORITY.—In carrying out pilot 
projects under paragraph (1), the Secretary 
shall give priority to projects in the Upper 
Missouri River Basin. 

(3) SUNSET.—The pilot program under this 
subsection shall terminate on December 31, 
2026. 

SEC. 4006. CHESAPEAKE BAY OYSTER RESTORA- 
TION. 

Section 704(b)(1) of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2263(b)(1)) 
is amended by striking ‘‘$60,000,000’’ and in- 
serting ‘‘$100,000,000’’. 

SEC. 4007. NORTH ATLANTIC COASTAL REGION. 

Section 4009(a) of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (Public 
Law 113-121; 128 Stat. 1316) is amended by in- 
serting ‘‘at Federal expense” after ‘‘study’’. 
SEC. 4008. RIO GRANDE. 

Section 5056(f) of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 2007 (Public Law 110-114; 
121 Stat. 1214; 128 Stat. 1815) is amended by 
striking ‘‘2019” and inserting ‘‘2024’’. 

SEC. 4009. TEXAS COASTAL AREA. 

In carrying out the Coastal Texas eco- 
system protection and restoration study au- 
thorized by section 4091 of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 2007 (Public Law 
110-114; 121 Stat. 1187), the Secretary shall 
consider studies, data, or information devel- 
oped by the Gulf Coast Community Protec- 
tion and Recovery District to expedite com- 
pletion of the study. 

SEC. 4010. UPPER MISSISSIPPI AND ILLINOIS RIV- 
ERS FLOOD RISK MANAGEMENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con- 
duct a study at Federal expense to determine 
the feasibility of carrying out projects to ad- 
dress systemic flood damage reduction in the 
upper Mississippi and Illinois River basins. 
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(b) PURPOSE.—The purposes of the study 
under subsection (a) are— 

(1) to develop an integrated, comprehen- 
sive, and systems-based approach to mini- 
mize the threat to health and safety result- 
ing from flooding by using structural and 
nonstructural flood risk management meas- 
ures; 

(2) to reduce damages and costs associated 
with flooding; 

(8) to identify opportunities to support en- 
vironmental sustainability and restoration 
goals of the Upper Mississippi River and Illi- 
nois River floodplain as part of any systemic 
flood risk management plan; and 

(4) to seek opportunities to address, in con- 
cert with flood risk management measures, 
other floodplain specific problems, needs, 
and opportunities. 

(c) STUDY COMPONENTS.—In carrying out 
the study under subsection (a), the Secretary 
shall— 

(1) as appropriate, coordinate with the 
heads of other appropriate Federal agencies, 
the Governors of the States within the Upper 
Mississippi and Illinois River basins, the ap- 
propriate levee and drainage districts, non- 
profit organizations, and other interested 
parties; 

(2) recommend projects for reconstruction 
of existing levee systems so as to develop 
and maintain a comprehensive system for 
flood risk reduction and floodplain manage- 
ment; 

(3) perform a systemic analysis of critical 
transportation systems to determine the fea- 
sibility of protecting river approaches for 
land-based systems, highways, and railroads; 

(4) develop a basin-wide hydrologic model 
for the Upper Mississippi River System and 
update as changes occur and new data is 
available; and 

(5) use, to the maximum extent prac- 
ticable, any existing plans and data, includ- 
ing the Upper Mississippi River Comprehen- 
sive Plan authorized in section 429 of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1999 
(Public Law 106-53; 113 Stat. 326). 

(d) BASIS FOR RECOMMENDATIONS.—In rec- 
ommending a project under subsection (c)(2), 
the Secretary may justify the project based 
on system-wide benefits. 

SEC. 4011. SALTON SEA, CALIFORNIA. 

Section 3032 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 2007 (Public Law 110-114; 121 
Stat. 1113) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in the subsection heading, by striking 
“PILOT PROJECTS’ and inserting ‘‘PROJ- 
ECTS”’; 

(B) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘the 
pilot”; and 

(ii) in subparagraph (B)— 

(I) in clause (i), in the matter preceding 
subclause (I), by striking ‘‘the pilot”; 

(II) in subclause (I), by inserting ‘‘, Salton 
Sea Authority, or other non-Federal inter- 
est” before the semicolon at the end; and 

(III) in subclause (II), by striking ‘‘pilot’’; 

(C) in paragraph (2), in the matter pre- 
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘pilot’’; 
and 

(D) in paragraph (3)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘pilot’’ each place it ap- 
pears; and 

(ii) by inserting ‘‘, Salton Sea Authority, 
or other non-Federal interest” after ‘‘State’’; 
and 

(2) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘pilot’’. 
SEC. 4012. ADJUSTMENT. 

Section 219(f)(25) of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1992 (Public Law 102-580; 
113 Stat. 336) is amended— 
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(1) by inserting ‘‘Berkeley”’’ before ‘‘Cal- 
houn’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘“‘Orangeberg, and Sumter” 
and inserting ‘‘and Orangeberg”’. 

SEC. 4013. COASTAL RESILIENCY. 

[Section 4014(b) of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
2803a(b)) is amended—] 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 4014(b) of the Water 
Resources Reform and Development Act of 2014 
(33 U.S.C. 2803a(b)) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (3) and (4) 
as paragraphs (4) and (5), respectively; and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(83) give priority to projects in commu- 
nities the existence of which is threatened 
by rising sea level, including projects relat- 
ing to shoreline restoration, tidal marsh res- 
toration, dunal habitats to protect coastal 
infrastructure, reduction of future and exist- 
ing emergency repair costs, and projects that 
use dredged materials;’’. 

(b) INTERAGENCY COORDINATION ON COASTAL 
RESILIENCE.—The Secretary shall convene an 
interagency working group on resilience to ex- 
treme weather, which will coordinate research, 
data, and Federal investments related to sea 
level rise, resiliency, and vulnerability to ex- 
treme weather, including coastal resilience. 

SEC. 4014. REGIONAL INTERGOVERNMENTAL COL- 
LABORATION ON COASTAL RESIL- 
TENCE. 

(a) REGIONAL ASSESSMENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may conduct 
regional assessments of coastal and back bay 
protection and of Federal and State policies and 
programs related to coastal water resources, in- 
cluding— 

(A) an assessment of the probability and the 
extent of coastal flooding and erosion, including 
back bay and estuarine flooding; 

(B) recommendations for policies and other 
measures related to regional Federal, State, 
local, and private participation in shoreline and 
back-bay protection projects; 

(C) an evaluation of the performance of exist- 
ing Federal coastal storm damage reduction, 
ecosystem restoration, and navigation projects, 
including recommendations for the improvement 
of those projects; 

(D) an assessment of the value and impacts of 
implementation of regional, systems-based, wa- 
tershed-based, and interstate approaches if 
practicable; 

(E) recommendations for the demonstration of 
methodologies for resilience through the use of 
natural and nature-based infrastructure ap- 
proaches, as appropriate; and 

(F) recommendations regarding alternative 
sources of funding for new and existing projects. 

(2) COOPERATION.—In carrying out paragraph 
(1), the Secretary shall cooperate with— 

(A) heads of appropriate Federal agencies; 

(B) States that have approved coastal man- 
agement programs and appropriate agencies of 
those States; 

(C) local governments; and 

(D) the private sector. 

(b) STREAMLINING.—In carrying out this sec- 
tion, the Secretary shall— 

(1) to the maximum extent practicable, use ex- 
isting research done by Federal, State, regional, 
local, and private entities to eliminate 
redundancies and related costs; 

(2) receive from any of the entities described 
in subsection (a)(2)— 

(A) contributed funds; or 

(B) research that may be eligible for credit as 
work-in-kind under applicable Federal law; and 

(3) enable each District or combination of Dis- 
tricts of the Corps of Engineers that jointly par- 
ticipate in carrying out an assessment under 
this section to consider regionally appropriate 
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engineering, biological, ecological, social, eco- 
nomic, and other factors in carrying out the as- 
sessment. 

(c) REPORTS.—The Secretary shall submit to 
the Committee on Environment and Public 
Works of the Senate and the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the House 
of Representatives all reports and recommenda- 
tions prepared under this section, together with 
any necessary supporting documentation. 

TITLE V—DEAUTHORIZATIONS 
SEC. 5001. DEAUTHORIZATIONS. 

(a) VALDEZ, ALASKA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 
the portions of the project for navigation, 
Valdez, Alaska, identified as Tract G, Harbor 
Subdivision, shall not be subject to naviga- 
tion servitude beginning on the date of en- 
actment of this Act. 

(2) ENTRY BY FEDERAL GOVERNMENT.—The 
Federal Government may enter on the prop- 
erty referred to in paragraph (1) to carry out 
any required operation and maintenance of 
the general navigation features of the 
project described in paragraph (1). 

(b) RED RIVER BELOW DENISON DAM, ARKAN- 
SAS, LOUISIANA, AND TEXAS.—The portion of 
the project for flood protection on Red River 
Below Denison Dam, Arkansas, Louisiana 
and Texas, authorized by section 10 of the 
Flood Control Act of 1946 (60 Stat. 647, chap- 
ter 596), consisting of the portion of the West 
Agurs Levee that begins at lat. 32°32’50.86” N., 
by long. 938°4616.82” W., and ends at lat. 
82°31’22.79” N., by long. 93°45’2.47” W., is no 
longer authorized beginning on the date of 
enactment of this Act. 

(c) SUTTER BASIN, CALIFORNIA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The separable element 
constituting the locally preferred plan incre- 
ment reflected in the report of the Chief of 
Engineers dated March 12, 2014, and author- 
ized for construction under section 7002(2)(8) 
of the Water Resources Reform and Develop- 
ment Act of 2014 (Public Law 113-121; 128 
Stat. 1866) is no longer authorized beginning 
on the date of enactment of this Act. 

(2) SAVINGS PROVISIONS.—The deauthoriza- 
tion under paragraph (1) does not affect— 

(A) the national economic development 
plan separable element reflected in the re- 
port of the Chief of Engineers dated March 
12, 2014, and authorized for construction 
under section 7002(2)(8) of the Water Re- 
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014 
(Public Law 113-121; 128 Stat. 1366); or 

(B) previous authorizations providing for 
the Sacramento River and major and minor 
tributaries project, including— 

(i) section 2 of the Act of March 1, 1917 (39 
Stat. 949; chapter 144); 

(ii) section 12 of the Act of December 22, 
1944 (58 Stat. 900; chapter 665); 

(iii) section 204 of the Flood Control Act of 
1950 (64 Stat. 177; chapter 188); and 

(iv) any other Acts relating to the author- 
ization for the Sacramento River and major 
and minor tributaries project along the 
Feather River right bank between levee sta- 
tioning 1483+33 and levee stationing 2368+00. 

(d) STONINGTON HARBOR, CONNECTICUT.— 
The portion of the project for navigation, 
Stonington Harbor, Connecticut, authorized 
by the Act of May 23, 1828 (4 Stat. 288; chap- 
ter 73) that consists of the inner stone break- 
water that begins at coordinates N. 
682,146.42, E. 1231,378.69, running north 83.587 
degrees west 166.79’ to a point N. 682,165.05, E. 
1,231,212.94, running north 69.209 degrees west 
380.89 to a point N. 682,300.25, E. 1,230,856.86, 
is no longer authorized as a Federal project 
beginning on the date of enactment of this 
Act. 

(e) GREEN RIVER LOCK AND DAM 3, OHIO AND 
MUHLENBERG COUNTIES, KENTUCKY.— 
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(1) IN GENERAL.—The structure and land as- 
sociated with Green River Lock and Dam 3 
and deauthorized under section 6001(1) pursu- 
ant to the report of the Chief of Engineers 
relating to Green River Locks and Dams 3, 4, 
5, and 6 and Barren River Lock and Dam 1, 
Kentucky, dated April 30, 2015 shall be trans- 
ferred under this subsection, and the land 
shall no longer be a portion of the Green 
River project for navigation, built by the 
Commonwealth of Kentucky prior to 1886 
and purchased and ceded to the Federal Gov- 
ernment under the first section of the Act of 
August 11, 1888 (25 Stat. 416; chapter 860). 

(2) TRANSFER.—Subject to this subsection, 
the Secretary shall convey to the Rochester 
Dam Regional Water Commission by quit- 
claim deed and without consideration, all 
right, title, and interest of the United States 
in 3 adjacent parcels of land situated on the 
Ohio County side of the Green River together 
with any improvements on the land. 

(3) LANDS TO BE CONVEYED.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The 3 adjacent parcels of 
land to be conveyed under this subsection 
total approximately 6.72 acres of land in 
Ohio County, with all 3 parcels being associ- 
ated with the deauthorized Green River Lock 
and Dam 3. 

(B) USE.—The 3 parcels of land described in 
subparagraph (A) may be used by the Roch- 
ester Dam Regional Water Commission in 
such a manner as to ensure a water supply 
for local communities. 

(4) REVERSION.—If the Secretary deter- 
mines that the land conveyed under this sub- 
section ceases to be owned by the public or 
is used for any purpose that is inconsistent 
with paragraph (3)(B), all right, title, and in- 
terest in and to the land shall revert, at the 
discretion of the Secretary, to the United 
States. 

(f) GREEN RIVER LOCK AND DAM 5, BUTLER 
AND WARREN COUNTIES, KENTUCKY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—If the Secretary deter- 
mines that the Corps of Engineers will not 
oversee and conduct the removal of the lock 
and dam structure for Green River Lock and 
Dam 5 deauthorized under section 6001(1) 
pursuant to the report of the Chief of Engi- 
neers relating to Green River Locks and 
Dams 3, 4, 5, and 6 and Barren River Lock 
and Dam 1, Kentucky, dated April 30, 2015, 
the lock and dam structure and associated 
land shall be transferred through established 
General Services Administration procedures 
to another entity for the express purposes 
of— 

(A) removing the structure from the river 
at the earliest feasible time; and 

(B) making the land available for conserva- 
tion and public recreation and river access in 
the future. 

(2) DEAUTHORIZATION.—On a transfer under 
paragraph (1), the land described in that 
paragraph shall no longer be a portion of the 
Green River project for navigation, author- 
ized by the first section of the Act of July 18, 
1892 (27 Stat. 105; chapter 158). 

(g) GREEN RIVER LOCK AND DAM 6, 
EDMONSON COUNTY, KENTUCKY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The structure and land as- 
sociated with Green River Lock and Dam 6 
and deauthorized under section 6001(1) pursu- 
ant to the report of the Chief of Engineers 
relating to Green River Locks and Dams 3, 4, 
5, and 6 and Barren River Lock and Dam 1, 
Kentucky, dated April 30, 2015, shall be 
transferred under this subsection and the 
land shall no longer be a portion of the 
Green River project for navigation, author- 
ized by the first section of the Act of June 18, 
1902 (32 Stat. 359; chapter 1079). 

(2) TRANSFER.— 
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(A) TRANSFER TO DEPARTMENT OF THE INTE- 
RIOR.—Subject to this subsection, the Sec- 
retary shall transfer to the Department of 
Interior, Mammoth Cave National Park, by 
quitclaim deed and without consideration, 
all right, title, and interest of the United 
States in the 4.19 acre parcel of land situated 
on left descending bank (south side) of the 
Green River together with any improve- 
ments on the land. 

(B) TRANSFER TO THE COMMONWEALTH OF 
KENTUCKY.—Subject to this subsection, the 
Secretary shall transfer to the Common- 
wealth of Kentucky, Department of Fish and 
Wildlife Resources, by quitclaim deed and 
without consideration, all right, title, and 
interest of the United States in the 18.0 acre 
parcel of land on the right descending bank 
(north side) of the river and the deauthorized 
lock and dam structure. 

(3) LAND TO BE CONVEYED.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The 2 parcels of land to 
be conveyed under this subsection, located 
on each side of the Green River and associ- 
ated with the deauthorized Green River Lock 
and Dam 6 in Edmonson County, Kentucky, 
include— 

(i) a parcel consisting of approximately 4.19 
acres of land; and 

(ii) a parcel consisting of approximately 
18.0 acres of land and the deauthorized lock 
and dam structure. 

(B) USE.— 

(i) MAMMOTH CAVE NATIONAL PARK.—The 
4.19-acre parcel of land described in subpara- 
graph (A)(i) shall be used for established pur- 
poses of Mammoth Cave National Park. 

(ii) DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE RE- 
SOURCES.—The 18.0-acre parcel of land and 
deauthorized lock and dam structure de- 
scribed in subparagraph (A)(ii) may— 

(I) be used for the purposes of removal of 
the deauthorized structures to restore nat- 
ural river functions while providing green 
space and ecotourism development, includ- 
ing the provision of roads, parking, camping, 
and boat access; or 

(II) if the Department of Fish and Wildlife 
Resources, Commonwealth of Kentucky, can- 
not fulfill the uses described in subclause (I), 
be transferred to county or local govern- 
ments or private conservation entities for 
continued public green space utilization as 
described in subclause (I). 

(4) REVERSION.—If the Secretary deter- 
mines that the land conveyed under this sub- 
section ceases to be owned by the public or 
is used for any purpose that is inconsistent 
with paragraph (3)(B), all right, title, and in- 
terest in and to the land shall revert, at the 
discretion of the Secretary, to the United 
States. 

(h) BARREN RIVER LOCK AND DAM 1, WAR- 
REN COUNTY, KENTUCKY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The structure and land as- 
sociated with Barren River Lock and Dam 1 
and deauthorized under section 6001(1) pursu- 
ant to the report of the Chief of Engineers 
relating to Green River Locks and Dams 3, 4, 
5, and 6 and Barren River Lock and Dam 1, 
Kentucky, dated April 30, 2015, shall be con- 
veyed under this subsection and the land 
shall no longer be a portion of the Barren 
River project for navigation, built by the 
Commonwealth of Kentucky prior to 1886 
and purchased by and ceded to the Federal 
Government under the first section of the 
Act of August 11, 1888 (25 Stat. 416; chapter 
860). 

(2) TRANSFER.—Subject to this subsection, 
the Secretary shall convey to the Common- 
wealth of Kentucky, Department of Fish and 
Wildlife Resources, by quitclaim deed and 
without consideration, all right, title, and 
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interest of the United States in 1 parcel of 
land situated on the right bank of the Barren 
River together with any improvements on 
the land. 

(3) LAND TO BE CONVEYED.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The parcel of land to be 
conveyed under this subsection includes ap- 
proximately 16.63 acres of land, located on 
the right bank of the Barren River and asso- 
ciated with the deauthorized Barren River 
Lock and Dam 1 in Warren County, Ken- 
tucky. 

(B) USE.—The parcel of land described in 
subparagraph (A) may— 

(i) be used by the Commonwealth of Ken- 
tucky for the purposes of removal of struc- 
tures to restore natural river functions while 
providing green space and ecotourism devel- 
opment, including the provision of roads, 
parking, camping, and boat access; or 

(ii) if the Department of Fish and Wildlife 
Resources, Commonwealth of Kentucky, can- 
not fulfill the uses described in clause (i), be 
transferred to county or local governments 
or private conservation entities for contin- 
ued public green space utilization as de- 
scribed in clause (i). 

(4) REVERSION.—If the Secretary deter- 
mines that the land conveyed under this sub- 
section ceases to be owned by the public or 
is used for any purpose that is inconsistent 
with paragraph (3)(B), all right, title, and in- 
terest in and to the land shall revert, at the 
discretion of the Secretary, to the United 
States. 

(i) PORT OF CASCADE LOCKS, OREGON.— 

(1) TERMINATION OF PORTIONS OF EXISTING 
FLOWAGE EASEMENT.— 

(A) DEFINITION OF FLOWAGE EASEMENT.—In 
this paragraph, the term ‘‘flowage ease- 
ment” means the flowage easements identi- 
fied as tracts 302H-1 and 304H-1 on the ease- 
ment deeds recorded as instruments in Hood 
River County, Oregon, as follows: 

(i) A flowage easement dated October 3, 
1936, recorded December 1, 1936, book 25 at 
page 531 (records of Hood River County, Or- 
egon), in favor of United States (302E-1-Per- 
petual Flowage Easement from October 5, 
1987, October 5, 1936, and October 8, 1936) (pre- 
viously acquired as tracts OH-36 and OH-41 
and a portion of tract OH-47). 

(ii) A flowage easement recorded October 
17, 1936, book 25 at page 476 (records of Hood 
River County, Oregon), in favor of the United 
States, that affects that portion below the 
94-foot contour line above main sea level (304 
E-1-Perpetual Flowage Easement from Au- 
gust 10, 1987 and October 3, 1936) (previously 
acquired as tract OH-42 and a portion of 
tract OH-47). 

(B) TERMINATION.—With respect to the 
properties described in paragraph (2), begin- 
ning on the date of enactment of this Act, 
the flowage easements are terminated above 
elevation 82.4 feet (NGVD29), the ordinary 
high water mark. 

(2) AFFECTED PROPERTIES.—The properties 
described in this paragraph, as recorded in 
Hood River, County, Oregon, are as follows: 

(A) Lots 8, 4, 5, and 7 of the “Port of Cas- 
cade Locks Business Park” subdivision, in- 
strument #2014-00436. 

(B) Parcels 1, 2, and 3 of Hood River County 
Partition plat No. 2008-25P. 

(3) FEDERAL LIABILITIES; CULTURAL, ENVI- 
RONMENTAL, OTHER REGULATORY REVIEWS.— 

(A) FEDERAL LIABILITY.—The United States 
shall not be liable for any injury caused by 
the termination of the easement under this 
subsection. 

(B) CULTURAL AND ENVIRONMENTAL REGU- 
LATORY ACTIONS.—Nothing in this subsection 
establishes any cultural or environmental 
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regulation relating to the properties de- 
scribed in paragraph (2). 

(4) EFFECT ON OTHER RIGHTS.—Nothing in 
this subsection affects any remaining right 
or interest of the Corps of Engineers in the 
properties described in paragraph (2). 

(j) DECLARATIONS OF NON-NAVIGABILITY FOR 
PORTIONS OF THE DELAWARE RIVER, PHILA- 
DELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraphs (2) 
and (8), unless the Secretary determines, 
after consultation with local and regional 
public officials (including local and regional 
project planning organizations), that there 
are substantive objections, the following por- 
tions of the Delaware River, bounded by the 
former bulkhead and pierhead lines estab- 
lished by the Secretary of War and succes- 
sors, are declared to be non-navigable waters 
of the United States: 

(A) Piers 70 South through 38 South, en- 
compassing an area bounded by the southern 
line of Moore Street extended to the north- 
ern line of Catherine Street extended, in- 
cluding the following piers: Piers 70, 68, 67, 
64, 61-68, 60, 57, 55, 46, 48, 40, and 38. 

(B) Piers 24 North through 72 North, en- 
compassing an area bounded by the southern 
line of Callowhill Street extended to the 
northern line of Hast Fletcher Street ex- 
tended, including the following piers: 24, 25, 
27-35, 35.5, 36, 37, 38, 39, 49, 51-52, 53-57, 58-65, 
66, 67, 69, 70-72, and Rivercenter. 

(2) DETERMINATION.—The Secretary shall 
make the determination under paragraph (1) 
separately for each portion of the Delaware 
River described in subparagraphs (A) and (B) 
of paragraph (1), using reasonable discretion, 
by not later than 150 days after the date of 
submission of appropriate plans for that por- 
tion. 

(3) LIMITS ON APPLICABILITY.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (1) applies 
only to those parts of the areas described in 
that paragraph that are or will be bulk- 
headed and filled or otherwise occupied by 
permanent structures, including marina and 
recreation facilities. 

(B) OTHER FEDERAL LAWS.—Any work de- 
scribed in subparagraph (A) shall be subject 
to all applicable Federal law (including regu- 
lations), including— 

(i) sections 9 and 10 of the Act of March 3, 
1899 (commonly known as the “River and 
Harbors Appropriation Act of 1899”) (83 
U.S.C. 401, 403); 

(ii) section 404 of the Federal Water Pollu- 
tion Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1344); and 

(iii) the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4821 et seq.). 

(k) SALT CREEK, GRAHAM, TEXAS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The project for flood con- 
trol, environmental restoration, and recre- 
ation, Salt Creek, Graham, Texas, author- 
ized by section 101(a)(30) of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 1999 (Public Law 
106-53; 118 Stat. 278-279), is no longer author- 
ized as a Federal project beginning on the 
date of enactment of this Act. 

(2) CERTAIN PROJECT-RELATED CLAIMS.—The 
non-Federal sponsor for the project described 
in paragraph (1) shall hold and save the 
United States harmless from any claim that 
has arisen, or that may arise, in connection 
with the project. 

(3) TRANSFER.—The Secretary is authorized 
to transfer any land acquired by the Federal 
Government for the project on behalf of the 
non-Federal sponsor that remains in Federal 
ownership on or after the date of enactment 
of this Act to the non-Federal sponsor. 

(4) REVERSION.—If the Secretary deter- 
mines that the land that is integral to the 
project described in paragraph (1) ceases to 
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be owned by the public, all right, title, and 
interest in and to the land and improve- 
ments shall revert, at the discretion of the 
Secretary, to the United States. 


SEC. 5002. CONVEYANCES. 


(a) PEARL RIVER, MISSISSIPPI AND LOU- 
ISIANA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The project for naviga- 
tion, Pearl River, Mississippi and Louisiana, 
authorized by the first section of the Act of 
August 30, 1935 (49 Stat. 1033, chapter 831) and 
section 101 of the River and Harbor Act of 
1966 (Public Law 89-789; 80 Stat. 1405), is no 
longer authorized as a Federal project begin- 
ning on the date of enactment of this Act. 

(2) TRANSFER.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraphs 
(B) and (C), the Secretary is authorized to 
convey to a State or local interest, without 
consideration, all right, title, and interest of 
the United States in and to— 

(i) any land in which the Federal Govern- 
ment has a property interest for the project 
described in paragraph (1); and 

(ii) improvements to the land described in 
clause (i). 

(B) RESPONSIBILITY FOR COSTS.—The trans- 
feree shall be responsible for the payment of 
all costs and administrative expenses associ- 
ated with any transfer carried out pursuant 
to subparagraph (A), including costs associ- 
ated with any land survey required to deter- 
mine the exact acreage and legal description 
of the land and improvements to be trans- 
ferred. 

(C) OTHER TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—A trans- 
fer under subparagraph (A) shall be subject 
to such other terms and conditions as the 
Secretary determines to be necessary and ap- 
propriate to protect the interests of the 
United States. 

(3) REVERSION.—If the Secretary deter- 
mines that the land and improvements con- 
veyed under paragraph (2) ceases to be owned 
by the public, all right, title, and interest in 
and to the land and improvements shall re- 
vert, at the discretion of the Secretary, to 
the United States. 


(b) SARDIS LAKE, MISSISSIPPI.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary is author- 
ized to convey to the lessee, at full fair mar- 
ket value, all right, title and interest of the 
United Sates in and to the property identi- 
fied in the leases numbered DACW88-1-15-7, 
DACW88-1-15-33, DACW88-1-15-34, and 
DACW88-1-15-38, subject to such terms and 
conditions as the Secretary determines to be 
necessary and appropriate to protect the in- 
terests of the United States. 

(2) EASEMENT AND RESTRICTIVE COVENANT.— 
The conveyance under paragraph (1) shall in- 
clude— 

(A) a restrictive covenant to require the 
approval of the Secretary for any substantial 
change in the use of the property; and 

(B) a flowage easement. 


(c) JOE POOL LAKE, TEXAS.—The Secretary 
shall accept from the Trinity River Author- 
ity of Texas, if received by September 30, 
2016, $31,233,401 as payment in full of 
amounts owed to the United States, includ- 
ing any accrued interest, for the approxi- 
mately 61,747.1 acre-feet of water supply 
storage space in Joe Pool Lake, Texas (pre- 
viously known as Lakeview Lake), for which 
payment has not commenced under Article 
5.a (relating to project investment costs) of 
contract number DACW63-76-C-0106 as of the 
date of enactment of this Act. 
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TITLE VI—WATER RESOURCES 
INFRASTRUCTURE 
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tion and other purposes are authorized to be 
carried out by the Secretary substantially in 


SEC. 6001. AUTHORIZATION OF FINAL FEASI- 
BILITY STUDIES. 


The following final feasibility studies for 
water resources development and conserva- 


accordance with the plan, and subject to the 

conditions, described in the respective re- 

ports designated in this section: 
(1) NAVIGATION.— 


C. Date of Report of P 
A. State B. Name Chief of Engineers D. Estimated Costs 
1. TX Brazos Island Harbor November 3, 2014 Federal: $116,116,000 
Non-Federal: $135,836,000 
Total: $251,952,000 
2. LA Calcasieu Lock December 2, 2014 Federal: $16,700,000 
Non-Federal: $0 
Total: $16,700,000 
3. NH, ME Portsmouth Harbor and | February 8, 2015 Federal: $15,580,000 
Piscataqua River Non-Federal: $5,190,000 
Total: $20,770,000 
4. KY Green River Locks and Dams | April 30, 2015 Federal: $0 
3, 4, 5, and 6 and Barren Non-Federal: $0 
River Lock and Dam 1 Dis- Total: $0 
position 
5. FL Port Everglades June 25, 2015 Federal: $220,200,000 
Non-Federal: $102,500,000 
Total: $322,700,000 
6. AK Little Diomede August 10, 2015 Federal: $26,015,000 
Non-Federal: $2,945,000 
Total: $28,960,000 
7. SC Charleston Harbor September 8, 2015 Federal: $224,300,000 
Non-Federal: $269,000,000 
Total: $493,300,000 
8. AK Craig Harbor March 16, 2016 Federal: $29,062,000 
Non-Federal: $3,255,000 
Total: $32,317,000 


[(2) FLOOD RISK MANAGEMENT.—] 


C. Date of Report of g 
[A. State B. Name Chief of Engineers D. Estimated Costs 
1. TX Leon Creek Watershed, San | June 30, 2014 Federal: $18,314,000 
Antonio Non-Federal: $9,861,000 
Total: $28,175,000 
2. MO, KS Armourdale and Central In- | January 27, 2015 Federal: $207,036,000 
dustrial District Levee Non-Federal: $111,481,000 
Units, Missouri River and Total: $318,517,000 
Tributaries at Kansas City 
3. KS City of Manhattan April 30, 2015 Federal: $15,440,100 
Non-Federal: $8,313,900 
Total: $23,754,000 
4. KS Upper Turkey Creek Basin December 22, 2015 Federal: $24,584,000 
Non-Federal: $13,238,000 
Total: $37,822,000 
5. NC Princeville February 23, 2016 Federal: $14,001,000 
Non-Federal: $7,539,000 
Total: $21,540,000] 


(2) FLOOD RISK MANAGEMENT.— 
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C. Date of Report of ; 
A. State B. Name Chief of Engineers D. Estimated Costs 
1. TX Leon Creek Watershed, San An- | June 30, 2014 Federal: $18,314,000 
tonio Non-Federal: $9,861,000 
Total: $28,175,000 
2. MO, KS Armourdale and Central Indus- | January 27, 2015 Federal: $207,036,000 
trial District Levee Units, Mis- Non-Federal: $111,481,000 
souri River and Tributaries at Total: $318,517,000 
Kansas City 
3. KS City of Manhattan April 30, 2015 Federal: $15,440,100 
Non-Federal: $8,313,900 
Total: $23,754,000 
4. KS Upper Turkey Creek Basin December 22, 2015 Federal: $24,584,000 
Non-Federal: $13,238,000 
Total: $37,822,000 
5. NC Princeville February 23, 2016 Federal: $14,001,000 
Non-Federal: $7,539,000 
Total: $21,540,000 
6. CA West Sacramento April 26, 2016 Federal: $776,517,000 
Non-Federal: $414,011,000 
Total: $1,190,528,000 
7. CA American River Watershed Com- | April 26, 2016 Federal: $876,478,000 
mon Features Non-Federal: $689,272,000 
Total: $1,565,750,000 


(8) HURRICANE AND STORM DAMAGE RISK RE- 


DUCTION; — 


A. State 


B. Name 


C. Date of Report of 
Chief of Engineers 


D. Estimated Initial Costs and 
Estimated Renourishment Costs 


1. SC 


Edisto Beach, Colleton County 


September 5, 2014 


Initial Federal: $13,733,850 

Initial Non-Federal: $7,395,150 

Initial Total: $21,129,000 
Renourishment Federal: $16,371,000 
Renourishment Non-Federal: $16,371,000 
Renourishment Total: $32,742,000 


Flagler County 


December 23, 2014 


Initial Federal: $9,218,300 

Initial Non-Federal: $4,963,700 

Initial Total: $14,182,000 
Renourishment Federal: $15,390,000 
Renourishment Non-Federal: $15,390,000 
Renourishment Total: $30,780,000 


Bogue Banks, Carteret County 


December 23, 2014 


Initial Federal: $24,263,000 

Initial Non-Federal: $13,064,000 

Initial Total: $37,327,000 

Renourishment Federal: $114,728,000 
Renourishment Non-Federal: $114,728,000 
Renourishment Total: $229,456,000 


Hereford Inlet to Cape May 
Inlet, New Jersey Shoreline 
Protection Project, Cape 
May County 


January 23, 2015 


Initial Federal: $14,040,000 

Initial Non-Federal: $7,560,000 

Initial Total: $21,600,000 
Renourishment Federal: $41,215,000 
Renourishment Non-Federal: $41,215,000 
Renourishment Total: $82,430,000 


West Shore Lake 


chartrain 


Pont- 


June 12, 2015 


Federal: $466,760,000 
Non-Federal: $251,330,000 
Total: $718,090,000 
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A. State 


B. Name 


C. Date of Report of 
Chief of Engineers 


D. Estimated Initial Costs and 
Estimated Renourishment Costs 


6. CA 


Encinitas-Solana Beach Coast- 
al Storm Damage Reduction 


March 29, 2016 


Initial Federal: $20,166,000 

Initial Non-Federal: $10,858,000 

Initial Total: $31,024,000 
Renourishment Federal: $68,215,000 
Renourishment Non-Federal: $68,215,000 
Renourishment Total: $136,4380,000 


(4) FLOOD RISK MANAGEMENT AND ENVIRON- 
MENTAL RESTORATION.— 


C. Date of Report of f 
A. State B. Name Chief of Engineers D. Estimated Costs 
1. IL, WI Upper Des Plaines River and | June 8, 2015 Federal: $199,393,000 
Tributaries Non-Federal: $107,694,000 
Total: $307,087,000 
2. CA South San Francisco Bay | December 18, 2015 Federal: $69,521,000 
Shoreline Non-Federal: $104,379,000 
Total: $173,900,000 
(5) ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION.— 
C. Date of Report of F 
A. State B. Name Chief of Engineers D. Estimated Costs 
1. FL Central Everglades Planning | December 23, 2014 Federal: $976,375,000 
Project, Comprehensive Ev- Non-Federal: $974,625,000 
erglades Restoration Plan, Total: $1,951,000,000 
Central and Southern Flor- 
ida Project 
2. OR Lower Willamette River Envi- | December 14, 2015 Federal: $19,143,000 
ronmental Dredging Non-Federal: $10,631,000 
Total: $29,774,000 
3. WA Skokomish River December 14, 2015 Federal: $12,782,000 
Non-Federal: $6,882,000 
Total: $19,664,000 
4. CA LA River Ecosystem Restora- | December 18, 2015 Federal: $375,773,000 
tion Non-Federal: $980,835,000 
Total: $1,356,608,000 


SEC. 6002. AUTHORIZATION OF PROJECT MODI- 
FICATIONS RECOMMENDED BY THE 
SECRETARY. 

The following project modifications for 
water resources development and conserva- 


tion and other purposes are authorized to be 
carried out by the Secretary substantially in 
accordance with the recommendations of the 


Director of Civil Works, as specified in the 
reports referred to in this section: 


A. State 


B. Name 


C. Date of Director’s Report 


D. Updated Authorization Project Costs 


1. KS, MO 


Turkey Creek Basin 


November 4, 2015 


Estimated Federal: $96,880,750 
Estimated Non-Federal: $52,954,250 
Total: $149,835,000 


Blue River Basin 


November 6, 2015 


Estimated Federal: $34,537,000 
Estimated Non-Federal: $11,512,000 
Total: $46,049,000 
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A. State B. Name 


C. Date of Director’s Report 


D. Updated Authorization Project Costs 


3. FL Picayune Strand 


March 9, 2016 


Estimated Federal: $311,269,000 
Estimated Non-Federal: $311,269,000 
Total: $622,538,000 


Ohio River Shoreline 


March 11, 2016 


Estimated Federal: $20,309,900 
Estimated Non-Federal: $10,936,100 
Total: $31,246,000 


SEC. 6003. AUTHORIZATION OF STUDY AND MODI- 
FICATION PROPOSALS SUBMITTED 
TO CONGRESS BY THE SECRETARY. 

(a) ARCTIC DEEP DRAFT PORT DEVELOPMENT 
PARTNERSHIPS.—Section 2105 of the Water 
Resources Reform and Development Act of 
2014 (33 U.S.C. 2243) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘(25 U.S.C. 450b) each 
place it appears and inserting ‘(25 U.S.C. 
250b)) and a Native village, Regional Cor- 
poration, or Village Corporation (as those 
terms are defined in section 3 of the Alaska 
Native Claims Settlement Act (48 U.S.C. 
1602)”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(e) CONSIDERATION OF NATIONAL SECURITY 
INTERESTS.—In carrying out a study of the 
feasibility of an Arctic deep draft port, the 
Secretary— 

“(1) shall consult with the Secretary of 
Homeland Security and the Secretary of De- 
fense to identify national security benefits 
associated with an Arctic deep draft port; 
and 

‘(2) if appropriate, as determined by the 
Secretary, may determine a port described 
in paragraph (1) is feasible based on the bene- 
fits described in that paragraph.’’. 

(b) OUACHITA-BLACK RIVERS, ARKANSAS AND 
LOUISIANA.—The Secretary shall conduct a 
study to determine the feasibility of modi- 
fying the project for navigation, Ouachita- 
Black Rivers, authorized by section 101 of 
the River and Harbor Act of 1960 (Public Law 
86-645; 74 Stat. 481) to include bank stabiliza- 
tion and water supply as project purposes. 

(c) CACHE CREEK BASIN, CALIFORNIA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pre- 
pare a general reevaluation report on the 
project for flood control, Cache Creek Basin, 
California, authorized by section 401(a) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 
(Public Law 99-662; 100 Stat. 4112). 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—In preparing the report 
under paragraph (1), the Secretary shall 
identify specific needed modifications to ex- 
isting project authorities— 

(A) to increase basin capacity; 

(B) to decrease the long-term maintenance; 
and 

(C) to provide opportunities for ecosystem 
benefits for the Sacramento River flood con- 
trol project. 

(d) COYOTE VALLEY DAM, CALIFORNIA.—The 
Secretary shall conduct a study to determine 
the feasibility of carrying out a project for 
flood damage reduction, environmental res- 
toration, and water supply by modifying the 
Coyote Valley Dam, California. 

(e) DEL ROSA DRAINAGE AREA, CALI- 
FORNIA.—The Secretary shall conduct a 
study to determine the feasibility of car- 
rying out projects for flood control and eco- 
system restoration in the cities of San 
Bernardino and Highland, San Bernardino 
County, California. 

(£) MERCED COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.—The Sec- 
retary shall prepare a general reevaluation 
report on the project for flood control, 
Merced County streams project, California, 


authorized by section 10 of the Act of Decem- 
ber 22, 1944 (58 Stat. 900; chapter 665), to in- 
vestigate the flood risk management oppor- 
tunities and improve levee performance 
along Black Rascal Creek and Bear Creek. 

(g) MISSION-ZANJA DRAINAGE AREA, CALI- 
FORNIA.—The Secretary shall conduct a 
study to determine the feasibility of car- 
rying out projects for flood control and eco- 
system restoration in the cities of Redlands, 
Loma Linda, and San Bernardino, California, 
and unincorporated counties of San 
Bernardino County, California. 

(h) SANTA ANA RIVER BASIN, CALIFORNIA.— 
The Secretary shall conduct a study to de- 
termine the feasibility of modifying the 
project for flood damage reduction by modi- 
fying the San Jacinto and Bautista Creek 
Improvement Project, part of the Santa Ana 
River Basin Project in Riverside County, 
California. 

(i) DELAWARE BAY COASTLINE, DELAWARE 
AND NEW JERSEY-ROOSEVELT INLET-LEWES 
BEACH, DELAWARE.—The Secretary shall con- 
duct a study to determine the feasibility of 
modifying the project for shoreline protec- 
tion and ecosystem restoration, Delaware 
Bay Coastline, Delaware and New Jersey- 
Roosevelt Inlet-Lewes Beach, Delaware, au- 
thorized by section 101(a)(18) of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 1999 (Public 
Law 106-53; 118 Stat. 276), to extend the au- 
thorized project limit from the current east- 
ward terminus to a distance of 8,000 feet east 
of the Roosevelt Inlet east jetty. 

(j) MISPILLION INLET, CONCH BAR, DELA- 
WARE.—The Secretary shall conduct a study 
to determine the feasibility of carrying out a 
project for navigation and shoreline protec- 
tion at Mispillion Inlet and Conch Bar, Sus- 
sex County, Delaware. 

(k) DAYTONA BEACH FLOOD PROTECTION, 
FLORIDA.—The Secretary shall conduct a 
study to determine the feasibility of car- 
rying out projects for flood control in the 
city of Daytona Beach, Florida. 

(1) BRUNSWICK HARBOR, GEORGIA.—The Sec- 
retary shall conduct a study to determine 
the feasibility of modifying the project for 
navigation, Brunswick Harbor, Georgia, au- 
thorized by section 101(a)(19) of the Water 
Resources and Development Act of 1999 (Pub- 
lic Law 106-53; 118 Stat. 277)— 

(1) to widen the existing bend in the Fed- 
eral navigation channel at the intersection 
of Cedar Hammock and Brunswick Point Cut 
Ranges; and 

(2) to extend the northwest side of the ex- 
isting South Brunswick River Turning 
Basin. 

(m) SAVANNAH RIVER BELOW AUGUSTA, 
GEORGIA.—The Secretary shall conduct a 
study to determine the feasibility of modi- 
fying the project for navigation, Savannah 
River below Augusta, Georgia, authorized by 
the first section of the Act of July 3, 1930 (46 
Stat. 924, chapter 847), to include aquatic 
ecosystem restoration, water supply, recre- 
ation, sediment management, and flood con- 
trol as project purposes. 


(n) DUBUQUE, IowA.—The Secretary shall 
conduct a study to determine the feasibility 
of modifying the project for flood protection, 
Dubuque, Iowa, authorized by section 208 of 
the Flood Control Act of 1965 (Public Law 89- 
298; 79 Stat. 1086), to increase the level of 
flood protection and reduce flood damages. 

(0) MISSISSIPPI RIVER SHIP CHANNEL, GULF 
TO BATON ROUGE, LOUISIANA.—The Secretary 
shall conduct a study to determine the feasi- 
bility of modifying the project for naviga- 
tion, Mississippi River Ship Channel, Gulf to 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana, authorized by sec- 
tion 201l(a) of the Harbor Development and 
Navigation Improvement Act of 1986 (Public 
Law 99-662; 100 Stat. 4090), to deepen the 
channel approaches and the associated area 
on the left descending bank of the Mis- 
sissippi River between mile 98.3 and mile 
100.6 Above Head of Passes (AHP) to a depth 
equal to the Channel. 

(p) ST. TAMMANY PARISH GOVERNMENT COM- 
PREHENSIVE COASTAL MASTER PLAN, LOU- 
ISIANA.—The Secretary shall conduct a study 
to determine the feasibility of carrying out 
projects described in the St. Tammany Par- 
ish Comprehensive Coastal Master Plan for 
flood control, shoreline protection, and eco- 
system restoration in St. Tammany Parish, 
Louisiana. 

(q) CAYUGA INLET, ITHACA, NEW YORK.—The 
Secretary shall conduct a study to determine 
the feasibility of modifying the project for 
flood protection, Great Lakes Basin, author- 
ized by section 203 of the Flood Control Act 
of 1960 (Public Law 86-645; 74 Stat. 488) to in- 
clude sediment management as a project 
purpose on the Cayuga Inlet, Ithaca, New 
York. 

(r) CHAUTAUQUA COUNTY, NEW YORK.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con- 
duct a study to determine the feasibility of 
carrying out projects for flood risk manage- 
ment, navigation, environmental dredging, 
and ecosystem restoration on the 
Cattaraugus, Silver Creek, and Chautauqua 
Lake tributaries in Chautauqua County, New 
York. 

(2) EVALUATION OF POTENTIAL SOLUTIONS.— 
In conducting the study under paragraph (1), 
the Secretary shall evaluate potential solu- 
tions to flooding from all sources, including 
flooding that results from ice jams. 

(s) CINCINNATI, OHIO.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall re- 
view the ecosystem restoration and flood 
risk reduction components of the Central 
Riverfront Park Master Plan, dated Decem- 
ber 1999, for the purpose of determining 
whether or not the study, and the process 
under which the study was developed, each 
comply with Federal law (including regula- 
tions) applicable to feasibility studies for 
water resources development projects. 

(2) RECOMMENDATION.—Not later than 180 
days after reviewing the Master Plan under 
paragraph (1), the Secretary shall submit to 
Congress— 

(A) the results of the review of the Master 
Plan, including a determination of whether 
any project identified in the plan is feasible; 
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(B) any recommendations of the Secretary 
related to any modifications to section 5116 
of the Water Resources Development Act of 
2007 (Public Law 110-114; 121 Stat. 1238) nec- 
essary to carry out any projects determined 
to be feasible. 

(t) TULSA AND WEST TULSA, ARKANSAS 
RIVER, OKLAHOMA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con- 
duct a study to determine the feasibility of 
modifying the projects for flood risk man- 
agement, Tulsa and West Tulsa, Oklahoma, 
authorized by section 3 of the Act of August 
18, 1941 (55 Stat. 645; chapter 377). 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out the study 
under paragraph (1), the Secretary shall ad- 
dress project deficiencies, uncertainties, and 
significant data gaps, including material, 
construction, and subsurface, which render 
the project at risk of overtopping, breaching, 
or system failure. 

(B) ADDRESSING DEFICIENCIES.—In address- 
ing deficiencies under subparagraph (A), the 
Secretary shall incorporate current design 
standards and efficiency improvements, in- 
cluding the replacement of mechanical and 
electrical components at pumping stations, 
if the incorporation does not significantly 
change the scope, function, or purpose of the 
project. 

(3) PRIORITIZATION TO ADDRESS SIGNIFICANT 
RISKS.—In any case in which a levee or levee 
system (as defined in section 9002 of the 
Water Resources Reform and Development 
Act of 2007 (33 U.S.C. 3301)) is classified as a 
Class I or II under the levee safety action 
classification tool developed by the Corps of 
Engineers, the Secretary shall expedite the 
project for budget consideration. 

(u) JOHNSTOWN, PENNSYLVANIA.—The Sec- 
retary shall conduct a study to determine 
the feasibility of modifying the project for 
flood control, Johnstown, Pennsylvania, au- 
thorized by the Act of June 22, 1936 (49 Stat. 
1570, chapter 688; 50 Stat. 880) (commonly 
known as the “Flood Control Act of 1936”), 
to include aquatic ecosystem restoration, 
recreation, sediment management, and in- 
crease the level of flood control. 

(v) CHACON CREEK, TEXAS.—Notwith- 
standing any other provision of law (includ- 
ing any resolution of a Committee of Con- 
gress), the study conducted by the Secretary 
described in the resolution adopted by the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure of the House of Representatives on 
May 21, 2003, relating to flood damage reduc- 
tion, environmental restoration and protec- 
tion, water conservation and supply, water 
quality, and related purposes in the Rio 
Grande Watershed below Falcon Dam, shall 
include the area above Falcon Dam. 

(w) CORPUS CHRISTI SHIP CHANNEL, 
TEXAS.—The Secretary shall conduct a study 
to determine the feasibility of modifying the 
project for navigation and ecosystem res- 
toration, Corpus Christi Ship Channel, 
Texas, authorized by section 1001(40) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 2007 
(Public Law 110-114; 121 Stat. 1056), to de- 
velop and evaluate alternatives that address 
navigation problems directly affecting the 
Corpus Christi Ship Channel, La Quinta 
Channel, and La Quinta Channel Extension, 
including deepening the La Quinta Channel, 
2 turning basins, and the wye at La Quinta 
Junction. 

(x) TRINITY RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, 
TEXAS.— 

(1) REVIEW.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec- 
retary shall review the economic analysis of 
the Center for Economic Development and 
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Research of the University of North Texas 
entitled ‘‘Estimated Economic Benefits of 
the Modified Central City Project (Trinity 
River Vision) in Fort Worth, Texas” and 
dated November 2014. 

(2) AUTHORIZATION.—The project for flood 
control and other purposes on the Trinity 
River and tributaries, Texas, authorized by 
the River and Harbor Act of 1965 (Public Law 
89-298; 79 Stat. 1091), as modified by section 
116 the Energy and Water Development Ap- 
propriations Act, 2005 (Public Law 108-447; 
118 Stat. 2944), is further modified to author- 
ize the Secretary to carry out projects de- 
scribed in the recommended plan of the eco- 
nomic analysis described in paragraph (1), if 
the Secretary determines, based on the re- 
view referred to in paragraph (1), that— 

(A) the economic analysis and the process 
by which the economic analysis was devel- 
oped complies with Federal law (including 
regulations) applicable to economic analyses 
for water resources development projects; 
and 

(B) based on the economic analysis, the 
recommended plan in the supplement to the 
final environmental impact statement for 
the Central City Project, Upper Trinity 
River entitled “Final Supplemental No. 1” is 
economically justified. 

(8) LIMITATION.—The Federal share of the 
cost of the recommended plan described in 
paragraph (2) shall not exceed $520,000,000, of 
which not more than $5,500,000 may be ex- 
pended to carry out recreation features of 
the project. 

(y) CHINCOTEAGUE ISLAND, VIRGINIA.—The 
Secretary shall conduct a study to determine 
the feasibility of carrying out projects for 
ecosystem restoration and flood control, 
Chincoteague Island, Virginia, authorized by 
section 8 of Public Law 89-195 (16 U.S.C. 459f- 
7) (commonly known as the ‘‘Assateague Is- 
land National Seashore Act’’) for— 

(1) assessing the current and future func- 
tion of the barrier island, inlet, and coastal 
bay system surrounding Chincoteague Is- 
land; 

(2) developing an array of options for re- 
source management; and 

(3) evaluating the feasibility and cost asso- 
ciated with sustainable protection and res- 
toration areas. 

(z) BURLEY CREEK WATERSHED, WASH- 
INGTON.—The Secretary shall conduct a 
study to determine the feasibility of car- 
rying out projects for flood control and 
aquatic ecosystem restoration in the Burley 
Creek Watershed, Washington. 

TITLE VII—SAFE DRINKING WATER AND 

CLEAN WATER INFRASTRUCTURE 
SEC. 7001. DEFINITION OF ADMINISTRATOR. 

In this title, the term ‘‘Administrator”’ 
means the Administrator of the Environ- 
mental Protection Agency. 

SEC. 7002. SENSE OF THE SENATE ON APPRO- 
PRIATIONS LEVELS AND FINDINGS 
ON ECONOMIC IMPACTS. 

(a) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense 
of the Senate that Congress should provide 
robust funding for the State drinking water 
treatment revolving loan funds established 
under section 1452 of the Safe Drinking 
Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12) and the State 
water pollution control revolving funds es- 
tablished under title VI of the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act (83 U.S.C. 1381 et seq.). 

(b) FINDINGS.—Congress finds, based on an 
analysis sponsored by the Water Environ- 
ment Federation and the WateReuse Asso- 
ciation of the nationwide impact of State re- 
volving loan fund spending using the 
IMPLAN economic model developed by the 
Federal Government, that, in addition to the 
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public health and environmental benefits, 
the Federal investment in safe drinking 
water and clean water provides the following 
benefits: 

(1) Generation of significant Federal tax 
revenue, as evidenced by the following: 

(A) Every dollar of a Federal capitalization 
grant returns $0.21 to the general fund of the 
Treasury in the form of Federal taxes and, 
when additional spending from the State re- 
volving loan funds is considered to be the re- 
sult of leveraging the Federal investment, 
every dollar of a Federal capitalization grant 
returns $0.93 in Federal tax revenue. 

(B) A combined $34,700,000,000 in capitaliza- 
tion grants for the clean water and state 
drinking water state revolving loan funds de- 
scribed in subsection (a) over a period of 5 
years would generate $7,4380,000,000 in Federal 
tax revenue and, when additional spending 
from the State revolving loan funds is con- 
sidered to be the result of leveraging the 
Federal investment, the Federal investment 
will result in $32,300,000,000 in Federal tax 
revenue during that 5-year period. 

(2) An increase in employment, as evi- 
denced by the following: 

(A) Every $1,000,000 in State revolving loan 
fund spending generates 1614 jobs. 

(B) $34,700,000,000 in Federal capitalization 
grants for State revolving loan funds over a 
period of 5 years would result in 506,000 jobs. 

(3) An increase in economic output: 

(A) Every $1,000,000 in State revolving loan 
fund spending results in $2,950,000 in output 
for the economy of the United States. 

(B) $34,700,000,000 in Federal capitalization 
grants for State revolving loan funds over a 
period of 5 years will generate $102,700,000,000 
in total economic output. 

Subtitle A—Drinking Water 
SEC. 7101. PRECONSTRUCTION WORK. 

Section 1452(a)(2) of the Safe Drinking 
Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12(a)(2)) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) by designating the first, second, third, 
fourth, and fifth sentences as subparagraphs 
(A), (B), (D), (E), and (F), respectively; 

(2) in subparagraph (B) (as designated by 
paragraph (1))— 

(A) by striking ‘‘(not’’ and inserting ‘‘(in- 
cluding expenditures for planning, design, 
and associated preconstruction activities, in- 
cluding activities relating to the siting of 
the facility, but not’’; and 

(B) by inserting before the period at the 
end the following: ‘‘or to replace or rehabili- 
tate aging treatment, storage, or distribu- 
tion facilities of public water systems or pro- 
vide for capital projects (excluding any ex- 
penditure for operations and maintenance) 
to upgrade the security of public water sys- 
tems”; and 

(3) by inserting after subparagraph (B) (as 
designated by paragraph (1)) the following: 

“(C) SALE OF BONDS.—Funds may also be 
used by a public water system as a source of 
revenue (restricted solely to interest earn- 
ings of the applicable State loan fund) or se- 
curity for payment of the principal and in- 
terest on revenue or general obligation bonds 
issued by the State to provide matching 
funds under subsection (e), if the proceeds of 
the sale of the bonds will be deposited in the 
State loan fund.’’. 

SEC. 7102. PRIORITY SYSTEM REQUIREMENTS. 

Section 1452(b)(8) of the Safe Drinking 
Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12(b)(8)) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) by redesignating subparagraph (B) as 
subparagraph (D); 

(2) by striking subparagraph (A) and in- 
serting the following: 


September 7, 2016 


‘(A) DEFINITION OF RESTRUCTURING.—In 
this paragraph, the term ‘restructuring’ 
means changes in operations (including own- 
ership, cooperative partnerships, asset man- 
agement, consolidation, and alternative 
water supply). 

“(B) PRIORITY SYSTEM.—An intended use 
plan shall provide, to the maximum extent 
practicable, that priority for the use of funds 
be given to projects that— 

“(i) address the most serious risk to 
human health; 

“(ii) are necessary to ensure compliance 
with this title (including requirements for 
filtration); 

“(iii) assist systems most in need on a per- 
household basis according to State afford- 
ability criteria; and 

‘“(iv) improve the sustainability of sys- 
tems. 

‘(C) WEIGHT GIVEN TO APPLICATIONS.—After 
determining project priorities under sub- 
paragraph (B), an intended use plan shall 
provide that the State shall give greater 
weight to an application for assistance by a 
community water system if the application 
includes such information as the State deter- 
mines to be necessary and contains— 

“(i) a description of utility management 
best practices undertaken by a treatment 
works applying for assistance, including— 

“(I) an inventory of assets, including a de- 
scription of the condition of the assets; 

‘(II) a schedule for replacement of assets; 

“(III) a financing plan that factors in all 
lifecycle costs indicating sources of revenue 
from ratepayers, grants, bonds, other loans, 
and other sources to meet the costs; and 

‘“(IV) a review of options for restructuring 
the public water system; 

“(ii) demonstration of consistency with 
State, regional, and municipal watershed 
plans; 

“(iii) a water conservation plan consistent 
with guidelines developed for those plans by 
the Administrator under section 1455(a); and 

“(iv) approaches to improve the sustain- 
ability of the system, including— 

“(T) water efficiency or conservation, in- 
cluding the rehabilitation or replacement of 
existing leaking pipes; 

“(ID) use of reclaimed water; 

“(JIT) actions to increase energy efficiency; 
and 

‘“(IV) implementation of source water pro- 
tection plans.’’; and 

(3) in subparagraph (D) (as redesignated by 
paragraph (1)), by striking ‘‘periodically”’ 
and inserting ‘‘at least biennially”. 

SEC. 7103. ADMINISTRATION OF STATE LOAN 
FUNDS. 

Section 1452(¢)(2) of the Safe Drinking 
Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12(¢)(2)) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘up to 
4 percent of the funds allotted to the State 
under this section” and inserting ‘‘, for each 
fiscal year, an amount that does not exceed 
the sum of the amount of any fees collected 
by the State for use in covering reasonable 
costs of administration of programs under 
this section, regardless of the source, and an 
amount equal to the greatest of $400,000, % 
percent of the current valuation of the fund, 
or 4 percent of all grant awards to the fund 
under this section for the fiscal year,’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘1419,’’ and all that follows 
through ‘‘1993.” and inserting ‘‘1419.’’. 

SEC. 7104. OTHER AUTHORIZED ACTIVITIES. 

Section 1452(k)(2)(D) of the Safe Drinking 
Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12(k)(2)(D)) is 
amended by inserting before the period at 
the end the following: ‘‘(including implemen- 
tation of source water protection plans)”. 
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SEC. 7105. NEGOTIATION OF CONTRACTS. 

Section 1452 of the Safe Drinking Water 
Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12) is amended by adding 
at the end the following: 

‘(s) NEGOTIATION OF CONTRACTS.—For com- 
munities with populations of more than 
10,000 individuals, a contract to be carried 
out using funds directly made available by a 
capitalization grant under this section for 
program management, construction manage- 
ment, feasibility studies, preliminary engi- 
neering, design, engineering, surveying, 
mapping, or architectural or related services 
shall be negotiated in the same manner as— 

“(1) a contract for architectural and engi- 
neering services is negotiated under chapter 
11 of title 40, United States Code; or 

“(2) an equivalent State qualifications- 
based requirement (as determined by the 
Governor of the State).’’. 

SEC. 7106. ASSISTANCE FOR SMALL AND DIS- 
ADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Part E of the Safe Drink- 
ing Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j et seq.) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 
“SEC. 1459A. ASSISTANCE FOR SMALL AND DIS- 

ADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES. 

‘“(a) DEFINITION OF UNDERSERVED COMMU- 
NITY.—In this section: 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘underserved 
community’ means a local political subdivi- 
sion that, as determined by the Adminis- 
trator, has an inadequate drinking water or 
wastewater system. 

**(2) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘underserved 
community’ includes a local political sub- 
division that, as determined by the Adminis- 
trator— 

“(A) does not have household drinking 
water or wastewater services; and 

‘“(B) has a drinking water system that fails 
to meet health-based standards under this 
Act, including— 

“(i) a maximum contaminant level for a 
primary drinking water contaminant; 

“(i) a treatment technique violation; and 

‘“(iii) an action level exceedance. 

‘“(b) ESTABLISHMENT.— 

‘“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 
establish a program under which grants are 
provided to eligible entities for use in car- 
rying out projects and activities the primary 
purposes of which are to assist community 
water systems in meeting the requirements 
of this Act. 

**(2) INCLUSIONS.—Projects and activities 
under paragraph (1) include— 

“(A) infrastructure investments necessary 
to comply with the requirements of this Act, 

““(B) assistance that directly and primarily 
benefits the disadvantaged community on a 
per-household basis, and 

“(C) programs to provide water quality 
testing. 

‘“(c) ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—An entity eligible 
to receive a grant under this section— 

(1) is— 

“(A) a community water system as defined 
in section 1401; or 

“(B) a system that is located in an area 
governed by an Indian Tribe (as defined in 
section 1401); and 

(2) serves a community that, under af- 
fordability criteria established by the State 
under section 1452(d)(3), is determined by the 
State— 

“(A) to be a disadvantaged community; 

‘“(B) to be a community that may become 
a disadvantaged community as a result of 
carrying out an eligible activity; or 

“(C) to serve a community with a popu- 
lation of less than 10,000 individuals that the 
Administrator determines does not have the 
capacity to incur debt sufficient to finance 
the project under subsection (b). 
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“(d) PRIORITY.—In prioritizing projects for 
implementation under this section, the Ad- 
ministrator shall give priority to systems 
that serve underserved communities. 

“(e) LOCAL PARTICIPATION.—In prioritizing 
projects for implementation under this sec- 
tion, the Administrator shall consult with, 
and consider the priorities of, affected 
States, Indian Tribes, and local govern- 
ments. 

“(f) COST SHARING.—Before carrying out 
any project under this section, the Adminis- 
trator shall enter into a binding agreement 
with 1 or more non-Federal interests that 
shall require the non-Federal interests— 

“(1) to pay not less than 45 percent of the 
total costs of the project, which may include 
services, materials, supplies, or other in- 
kind contributions; 

‘(2) to provide any land, easements, rights- 
of-way, and relocations necessary to carry 
out the project; and 

(3) to pay 100 percent of any operation, 
maintenance, repair, replacement, and reha- 
bilitation costs associated with the project. 

“(g) WAIVER.—The Administrator may 
waive the requirement to pay the non-Fed- 
eral share of the cost of carrying out an eli- 
gible activity using funds from a grant pro- 
vided under this section if the Administrator 
determines that an eligible entity is unable 
to pay, or would experience significant fi- 
nancial hardship if required to pay, the non- 
Federal share. 

‘(h) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section— 

“*(1) $230,000,000 for fiscal year 2017; and 

**(2) $300,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2018 
through 2021.”’. 

(b) FUNDING.—Out of any funds in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall transfer to 
the Administrator to provide grants to eligi- 
ble entities under section 1459A of the Safe 
Drinking Water Act (as added by subsection 
(a)), $20,000,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended. 

SEC. 7107. REDUCING LEAD IN DRINKING WATER. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Part E of the Safe Drink- 
ing Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j et seq.) (as 
amended by section 7106) is amended by add- 
ing at the end the following: 

“SEC. 1459B. REDUCING LEAD IN DRINKING 
WATER. 

“(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) ELIGIBLE ENTITY.—The term ‘eligible 
entity’ means— 

“(A) a community water system; 

“(B) a system located in an area governed 
by an Indian Tribe; 

“(C) a nontransient noncommunity water 
system; 

‘(D) a qualified nonprofit organization, as 
determined by the Administrator; and 

“(E) a municipality or State, interstate, or 
intermunicipal agency. 

‘*(2) LEAD REDUCTION PROJECT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘lead reduc- 
tion project’ means a project or activity the 
primary purpose of which is to reduce the 
level of lead in water for human consump- 
tion by— 

“(i) replacement of publicly owned lead 
service lines; 

“(ii) testing, planning, or other relevant 
activities, as determined by the Adminis- 
trator, to identify and address conditions 
(including corrosion control) that contribute 
to increased lead levels in water for human 
consumption; 

“(iii) assistance to low-income home- 
owners to replace privately owned service 
lines, pipes, fittings, or fixtures that contain 
lead; and 
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“(iv) education of consumers regarding 
measures to reduce exposure to lead from 
drinking water or other sources. 

“(B) LIMITATION.—The term ‘lead reduction 
project’ does not include a partial lead serv- 
ice line replacement if, at the conclusion of 
the service line replacement, drinking water 
is delivered to a household through a pub- 
licly or privately owned portion of a lead 
service line. 

“(3) LOW-INCOME.—The term ‘low-income’, 
with respect to an individual provided assist- 
ance under this section, has such meaning as 
may be given the term by the head of the 
municipality or State, interstate, or inter- 
municipal agency with jurisdiction over the 
area to which assistance is provided. 

“(4) MUNICIPALITY.—The term ‘munici- 
pality’ means— 

“(A) a city, town, borough, county, parish, 
district, association, or other public entity 
established by, or pursuant to, applicable 
State law; and 

“(B) an Indian tribe (as defined in section 
4 of the Indian Self-Determination and Edu- 
cation Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 450b)). 

‘“(b) GRANT PROGRAM.— 

“(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Administrator 
shall establish a grant program to provide 
assistance to eligible entities for lead reduc- 
tion projects in the United States. 

“*(2) PRECONDITION.—As a condition of re- 
ceipt of assistance under this section, before 
receiving the assistance the eligible entity 
shall take steps to identify— 

“(A) the source of lead in water for human 
consumption; and 

‘“(B) the means by which the proposed lead 
reduction project would reduce lead levels in 
the applicable water system. 

‘(8) PRIORITY APPLICATION.—In providing 
grants under this subsection, the Adminis- 
trator shall give priority to an eligible enti- 
ty that— 

L(A) demonstrates that the eligible entity 
is unable to fund the proposed lead reduction 
project through other sources of funding; 
and] 

“(A) the Administrator determines, based on 
affordability criteria established by the State 
under section 1452(d)(3), to be a disadvantaged 
community; and 

‘(B) proposes to— 

“(i) carry out a lead reduction project at a 
public water system or nontransient non- 
community water system that has exceeded 
the lead action level established by the Ad- 
ministrator at any time during the 3-year 
period preceding the date of submission of 
the application of the eligible entity; 

“(ii) address lead levels in water for human 
consumption at a school, daycare, or other 
facility that primarily serves children or an- 
other vulnerable human subpopulation; or 

“(iii) address such priority criteria as the 
Administrator may establish, consistent 
with the goal of reducing lead levels of con- 
cern. 

“*(4) COST SHARING.— 

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(B), the non-Federal share of the total cost 
of a project funded by a grant under this sub- 
section shall be not less than 20 percent. 

“(B) WAIVER.—The Administrator may re- 
duce or eliminate the non-Federal share 
under subparagraph (A) for reasons of afford- 
ability, as the Administrator determines to 
be appropriate. 

‘*(5) LOW-INCOME ASSISTANCE.— 

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(B), an eligible entity may use a grant pro- 
vided under this subsection to provide assist- 
ance to low-income homeowners to carry out 
lead reduction projects. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


‘“(B) LIMITATION.—The amount of a grant 
provided to a low-income homeowner under 
this paragraph shall not exceed the cost of 
replacement of the privately owned portion 
of the service line. 

‘(6) SPECIAL CONSIDERATION FOR LEAD SERV- 
ICE LINE REPLACEMENT.—In carrying out lead 
service line replacement using a grant under 
this subsection, an eligible entity shall— 

“(A) notify customers of the replacement 
of any publicly owned portion of the lead 
service line; 

‘“(B) in the case of a homeowner who is not 
low-income, offer to replace the privately 
owned portion of the lead service line at the 
cost of replacement; 

“(C) in the case of a low-income home- 
owner, offer to replace the privately owned 
portion of the lead service line and any 
pipes, fitting, and fixtures that contain lead 
at a cost that is equal to the difference be- 
tween— 

““(i) the cost of replacement; and 

‘“(ii) the amount of low-income assistance 
available to the homeowner under paragraph 
(5); 

“(D) notify each customer that a planned 
replacement of any publicly owned portion 
of a lead service line that is funded by a 
grant made under this subsection will not be 
carried out unless the customer agrees to the 
simultaneous replacement of the privately 
owned portion of the lead service line; and 

“(E) demonstrate that the eligible entity 
has considered multiple options for reducing 
lead in drinking water, including an evalua- 
tion of options for corrosion control. 

“(¢) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $60,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2017 through 2021.”’. 

(b) FUNDING.—Out of any funds in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall transfer to 
the Administrator to provide grants to eligi- 
ble entities under this section under section 
1459B of the Safe Drinking Water Act (as 
added by subsection (a)), $20,000,000, to re- 
main available until expended. 

SEC. 7108. REGIONAL LIAISONS FOR MINORITY, 
TRIBAL, AND LOW-INCOME COMMU- 
NITIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 
appoint not fewer than 1 employee in each 
regional office of the Environmental Protec- 
tion Agency to serve as a liaison to minor- 
ity, tribal, and low-income communities in 
the relevant region. 

(b) PUBLIC IDENTIFICATION.—The Adminis- 
trator shall identify each regional liaison se- 
lected under subsection (a) on the website 
of— 

(1) the relevant regional office of the Envi- 
ronmental Protection Agency; and 

(2) the Office of Environmental Justice of 
the Environmental Protection Agency. 

SEC. 7109. NOTICE TO PERSONS SERVED. 

(a) EXCEEDANCE OF LEAD ACTION LEVEL.— 
Section 1414(c) of the Safe Drinking Water 
Act (42 U.S.C. 300g-8(c)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by adding at the end 
the following: 

“(D) Notice of any exceedance of a lead ac- 
tion level or any other prescribed level of 
lead in a regulation issued under section 
1412, including the concentrations of lead 
found in a monitoring activity.’’; 

(2) in paragraph (2)— 

(A) in subparagraph (C)— 

(i) in clause (iii)— 

(1) by striking ‘‘Administrator or’’ and in- 
serting ‘‘Administrator, the Director of the 
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, 
and, if applicable,’’; and 
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(II) by inserting ‘‘and the appropriate 
State and county health agencies”? after 
“1413”; 

(B) by redesignating subparagraphs (D) and 
(Œ) as subparagraphs (E) and (F), respec- 
tively; and 

(C) by inserting after subparagraph (C) the 
following: 

‘“(D) EXCEEDANCE OF LEAD ACTION LEVEL.— 
Regulations issued under subparagraph (A) 
shall specify notification procedures for an 
exceedance of a lead action level or any 
other prescribed level of lead in a regulation 
issued under section 1412.”; 

(3) by redesignating paragraphs (3) and (4) 
as paragraphs (4) and (5), respectively; and 

(4) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘(3) NOTIFICATION OF THE PUBLIC RELATING 
TO LEAD.— 

‘(A) EXCEEDANCE OF LEAD ACTION LEVEL.— 
Not later than 15 days after the date of an 
exceedance of a lead action level or any 
other prescribed level of lead in a regulation 
issued under section 1412, the Administrator 
shall notify the public of the concentrations 
of lead found in the monitoring activity con- 
ducted by the public water system if the pub- 
lic water system or the State does not notify 
the public of the concentrations of lead 
found in a monitoring activity. 

“(B) RESULTS OF LEAD MONITORING.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator may 
provide notice of any result of lead moni- 
toring conducted by a public water system 
to— 

‘““T) any person that is served by the public 
water system; or 

‘(II) the local or State health department 
of a locality or State in which the public 
water system is located. 

“ii) FORM OF NOTICE.—The Administrator 
may provide the notice described in clause 
(i) by— 

“(I) press release; or 

“(ID) other form of communication, includ- 
ing local media. 

(C) PRIVACY.—Notice to the public shall 
protect the privacy of individual customer 
information.”’. 


(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section 
1414(c) of the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 
U.S.C. 300g-3(c)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)(C), by striking ‘‘para- 
graph (2)(E)” and inserting ‘‘paragraph 
(2)(F)”; 

(2) in paragraph (2)(B)(i)(ID, by striking 
“subparagraph (D)’’ and inserting ‘‘subpara- 
graph (E)’’; and 

(3) in paragraph (3)(B), in the first sen- 
tence, by striking ‘‘(D)’’ and inserting “(E)”. 


SEC. 7110. ELECTRONIC REPORTING OF DRINK- 
ING WATER DATA. 


Section 1414 of the Safe Drinking Water 
Act (42 U.S.C. 300g-3) is amended by adding 
at the end the following: 


‘*(j) ELECTRONIC REPORTING OF COMPLIANCE 
MONITORING DATA.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—As a condition on the re- 
ceipt of funds under this Act, the Adminis- 
trator shall require electronic submission of 
available compliance monitoring data, if 
practicable— 

“(A) by public water systems— 

“(i) to the Administrator; or 

“(ii) with respect to a public water system 
in a State that has primary enforcement re- 
sponsibility under section 1418, to that 
State; and 

‘(B) by each State that has primary en- 
forcement responsibility under section 1413 
to the Administrator. 
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“(2) CONSIDERATIONS.—In determining 
whether the condition referred to in para- 
graph (1) is practicable, the Administrator 
shall consider— 

“(A) the ability of a public water system or 
State to meet the requirements of sections 
3.1 through 3.2000 of title 40, Code of Federal 
Regulations (or successor regulations); 

‘“(B) information system compatibility; 

‘“(C) the size of the public water system; 
and 

“(D) the size of the community served by 
the public water system.’’. 

SEC. 7111. LEAD TESTING IN SCHOOL AND CHILD 
CARE DRINKING WATER. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1464 of the Safe 
Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-24) is 
amended by striking subsection (d) and in- 
serting the following: 

‘(d) VOLUNTARY SCHOOL AND CHILD CARE 
LEAD TESTING GRANT PROGRAM.— 

“(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 

‘(A) CHILD CARE PROGRAM.—The term 
‘child care program’ has the meaning given 
the term ‘early childhood education pro- 
gram’ in section 103 of the Higher Education 
Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1003). 

‘(B) LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCY.—The 
term ‘local educational agency’ means— 

“(i) a local educational agency (as defined 
in section 8101 of the Elementary and Sec- 
ondary Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
7801)); 

“(ii) a tribal education agency (as defined 
in section 3 of the National Environmental 
Education Act (20 U.S.C. 5502)); and 

“(iii) an operator of a child care program 
facility. 

‘(2) ESTABLISHMENT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 2016, the Admin- 
istrator shall establish a voluntary school 
and child care lead testing grant program to 
make grants available to States to assist 
local educational agencies in voluntary test- 
ing for lead contamination in drinking water 
at schools and child care programs under the 
jurisdiction of the local educational agen- 
cies. 

(B) GRANTS TO LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGEN- 
cleEs.—The Administrator may make grants 
directly available to local educational agen- 
cies for the voluntary testing described in 
subparagraph (A) in— 

“(i) any State that does not participate in 
the voluntary school and child care lead 
testing grant program established under that 
subparagraph; and 

“(ii) any direct implementation area. 

‘(3) APPLICATION.—To be eligible to receive 
a grant under this subsection, a State or 
local educational agency shall submit to the 
Administrator an application at such time, 
in such manner, and containing such infor- 
mation as the Administrator may require. 

‘*(4) USE OF FUNDS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—A State or local edu- 
cational agency that receives a grant under 
this subsection may use grant funds for the 
voluntary testing described in paragraph 
(2)(A). 

‘“(B) LIMITATION.—Not more than 4 percent 
of grant funds accepted under this subsection 
shall be used to pay the administrative costs 
of carrying out this subsection. 

‘(5) GUIDANCE; PUBLIC AVAILABILITY.—AS a 
condition of receiving a grant under this sub- 
section, the State or local educational agen- 
cy shall ensure that each local educational 
agency to which grant funds are distributed 
shall— 

“(A) expend grant funds in accordance 
with— 
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“(i) the guidance of the Environmental 
Protection Agency entitled ‘3Ts for Reducing 
Lead in Drinking Water in Schools: Revised 
Technical Guidance’ and dated October 2006 
(or any successor guidance); or 

“(i) applicable State regulations or guid- 
ance regarding reducing lead in drinking 
water in schools and child care programs 
that is not less stringent than the guidance 
referred to in clause (i); and 

“(B)(i) make available in the administra- 
tive offices, and to the maximum extent 
practicable, on the Internet website, of the 
local educational agency for inspection by 
the public (including teachers, other school 
personnel, and parents) a copy of the results 
of any voluntary testing for lead contamina- 
tion in school and child care program drink- 
ing water that is carried out with grant 
funds under this subsection; and 

“Gi) notify parent, teacher, and employee 
organizations of the availability of the re- 
sults described in clause (i). 

“(6) MAINTENANCE OF EFFORT.—If resources 
are available to a State or local educational 
agency from any other Federal agency, a 
State, or a private foundation for testing for 
lead contamination in drinking water, the 
State or local educational agency shall dem- 
onstrate that the funds provided under this 
subsection will not displace those resources. 

“(7) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this subsection $20,000,000 for each 
of fiscal years 2017 through 2021.”’. 

(b) REPEAL.—Section 1465 of the Safe 
Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-25) is re- 
pealed. 

SEC. 7112. WATERSENSE PROGRAM. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF WATERSENSE PRO- 
GRAM.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—There is established with- 
in the Environmental Protection Agency a 
voluntary WaterSense program to identify 
and promote water-efficient products, build- 
ings, landscapes, facilities, processes, and 
services that, through voluntary labeling of, 
or other forms of communications regarding, 
products, buildings, landscapes, facilities, 
processes, and services while meeting strict 
performance criteria, sensibly— 

(A) reduce water use; 

(B) reduce the strain on public and commu- 
nity water systems and wastewater and 
stormwater infrastructure; 

(C) conserve energy used to pump, heat, 
transport, and treat water; and 

(D) preserve water resources for future 
generations. 

(2) INCLUSIONS.—The Administrator shall, 
consistent with this section, identify water- 
efficient products, buildings, landscapes, fa- 
cilities, processes, and services, including 
categories such as— 

(A) irrigation technologies and services; 

(B) point-of-use water treatment devices; 

(C) plumbing products; 

(D) reuse and recycling technologies; 

(E) landscaping and gardening products, in- 
cluding moisture control or water enhancing 
technologies; 

(F) xeriscaping and other landscape con- 
versions that reduce water use; 

(G) whole house humidifiers; and 

(H) water-efficient buildings or facilities. 

(b) DUTIES.—The Administrator, coordi- 
nating as appropriate with the Secretary, 
shall— 

(1) establish— 

(A) a WaterSense label to be used for items 
meeting the certification criteria established 
in accordance with this section; and 

(B) the procedure, including the methods 
and means, and criteria by which an item 
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may be certified to display the WaterSense 
label; 
(2) enhance public awareness regarding the 


WaterSense label through outreach, edu- 
cation, and other means; 
(3) preserve the integrity of the 


WaterSense label by— 

(A) establishing and maintaining feasible 
performance criteria so that products, build- 
ings, landscapes, facilities, processes, and 
services labeled with the WaterSense label 
perform as well or better than less water-ef- 
ficient counterparts; 

(B) overseeing WaterSense certifications 
made by third parties; 

(C) as determined appropriate by the Ad- 
ministrator, using testing protocols, from 
the appropriate, applicable, and relevant 
consensus standards, for the purpose of de- 
termining standards compliance; and 

(D) auditing the use of the WaterSense 
label in the marketplace and preventing 
cases of misuse; and 

(4) not more than 6 years after adoption or 
major revision of any WaterSense specifica- 
tion, review and, if appropriate, revise the 
specification to achieve additional water 
savings; 

(5) in revising a WaterSense specification— 

(A) provide reasonable notice to interested 
parties and the public of any changes, in- 
cluding effective dates, and an explanation 
of the changes; 

(B) solicit comments from interested par- 
ties and the public prior to any changes; 

(C) as appropriate, respond to comments 
submitted by interested parties and the pub- 
lic; and 

(D) provide an appropriate transition time 
prior to the applicable effective date of any 
changes, taking into account the timing nec- 
essary for the manufacture, marketing, 
training, and distribution of the specific 
water-efficient product, building, landscape, 
process, or service category being addressed; 
and 

(6) not later than December 31, 2018, con- 
sider for review and revision any WaterSense 
specification adopted before January 1, 2012. 

(c) TRANSPARENCY.—The Administrator 
shall, to the maximum extent practicable 
and not less than annually, regularly esti- 
mate and make available to the public the 
production and relative market shares and 
savings of water, energy, and capital costs of 
water, wastewater, and stormwater attrib- 
utable to the use of WaterSense-labeled 
products, buildings, landscapes, facilities, 
processes, and services. 

(d) DISTINCTION OF AUTHORITIES.—In set- 
ting or maintaining specifications for En- 
ergy Star pursuant to section 324A, and 
WaterSense under this section, the Secretary 
and Administrator shall coordinate to pre- 
vent duplicative or conflicting requirements 
among the respective programs. 

(e) NO WARRANTY.—A WaterSense label 
shall not create an express or implied war- 
ranty. 

SEC. 7113. WATER SUPPLY COST SAVINGS. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 

(1) the United States is facing a drinking 
water infrastructure funding crisis; 

(2) the Environmental Protection Agency 
projects a shortfall of approximately 
$384,000,000,000 in funding for drinking water 
infrastructure from 2015 to 2035 and this 
funding challenge is particularly acute in 
rural communities in the United States; 

(3) there are approximately 52,000 commu- 
nity water systems in the United States, of 
which nearly 42,000 are small community 
water systems; 

(4) the Drinking Water Needs Survey con- 
ducted by the Environmental Protection 
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Agency in 2011 placed the shortfall in drink- 
ing water infrastructure funding for small 
communities, which consist of 3,300 or fewer 
persons, at $64,500,000,000; 

(5) small communities often cannot finance 
the construction and maintenance of drink- 
ing water systems because the cost per resi- 
dent for the investment would be prohibi- 
tively expensive; 

(6) drought conditions have placed signifi- 
cant strains on existing surface water sup- 
plies; 

(7) many communities across the United 
States are considering the use of ground- 
water and community well systems to pro- 
vide drinking water; and 

(8) approximately 42,000,000 people in the 
United States receive drinking water from 
individual wells and millions more rely on 
community well systems for drinking water. 

(b) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense 
of the Senate that providing rural commu- 
nities with the knowledge and resources nec- 
essary to fully use alternative drinking 
water systems, including wells and commu- 
nity well systems, can provide safe and af- 
fordable drinking water to millions of people 
in the United States. 

(c) DRINKING WATER TECHNOLOGY CLEAR- 
INGHOUSE.—The Administrator and the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture shall— 

(1) update existing programs of the Envi- 
ronmental Protection Agency and the De- 
partment of Agriculture designed to provide 
drinking water technical assistance to in- 
clude information on cost-effective, innova- 
tive, and alternative drinking water delivery 
systems, including systems that are sup- 
ported by wells; and 

(2) disseminate information on the cost ef- 
fectiveness of alternative drinking water de- 
livery systems, including wells and well sys- 
tems, to communities and not-for-profit or- 
ganizations seeking Federal funding for 
drinking water systems serving 500 or fewer 
persons. 

(d) WATER SYSTEM ASSESSMENT.—Notwith- 
standing any other provision of law, in any 
application for a grant or loan from the Fed- 
eral Government or a State that is using 
Federal assistance for a drinking water sys- 
tem serving 500 or fewer persons, a unit of 
local government or not-for-profit organiza- 
tion shall self-certify that the unit of local 
government or organization has considered, 
as an alternative drinking water supply, 
drinking water delivery systems sourced by 
publicly owned— 

(1) individual wells; 

(2) shared wells; and 

(3) community wells. 

(e) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 3 
years after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Administrator and the Secretary of 
Agriculture shall submit to Congress a re- 
port that describes— 

(1) the use of innovative and alternative 
drinking water systems described in this sec- 
tion; 

(2) the range of cost savings for commu- 
nities using innovative and alternative 
drinking water systems described in this sec- 
tion; and 

(3) the use of drinking water technical as- 
sistance programs operated by the Adminis- 
trator and the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Subtitle B—Clean Water 
SEC. 7201. SEWER OVERFLOW CONTROL GRANTS. 

Section 221 of the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act (33 U.S.C. 13801) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking the sub- 
section designation and heading and all that 
follows through ‘‘subject to subsection (g), 
the Administrator may” in paragraph (2) and 
inserting the following: 
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“(a) AUTHORITY.—The Administrator 
may— 

“(1) make grants to States for the purpose 
of providing grants to a municipality or mu- 
nicipal entity for planning, designing, and 
constructing— 

“(A) treatment works to intercept, trans- 
port, control, or treat municipal combined 
sewer overflows and sanitary sewer over- 
flows; and 

““(B) measures to manage, reduce, treat, or 
recapture stormwater or subsurface drainage 
water; and 

“*(2) subject to subsection (g),”’; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking the semi- 
colon at the end and inserting ‘‘; or”; 

(B) by striking paragraphs (2) and (3); and 

(C) by redesignating paragraph (4) as para- 
graph (2); 

(3) by striking subsections (e) through (g) 
and inserting the following: 

“(e) ADMINISTRATIVE REQUIREMENTS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 
a project that receives grant assistance 
under subsection (a) shall be carried out sub- 
ject to the same requirements as a project 
that receives assistance from a State water 
pollution control revolving fund established 
pursuant to title VI. 

‘(2) DETERMINATION OF GOVERNOR.—The re- 
quirement described in paragraph (1) shall 
not apply to a project that receives grant as- 
sistance under subsection (a) to the extent 
that the Governor of the State in which the 
project is located determines that a require- 
ment described in title VI is inconsistent 
with the purposes of this section. 

“(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section, to remain available 
until expended— 

“*(1) $250,000,000 for fiscal year 2017; 

“*(2) $300,000,000 for fiscal year 2018; 

“*(3) $350,000,000 for fiscal year 2019; 

**(4) $400,000,000 for fiscal year 2020; and 

**(5) $500,000,000 for fiscal year 2021. 

“(g) ALLOCATION OF FUNDS.— 

“(1) FISCAL YEAR 2017 AND 2018.—For each of 
fiscal years 2017 and 2018, subject to sub- 
section (h), the Administrator shall use the 
amounts made available to carry out this 
section to provide grants to municipalities 
and municipal entities under subsection 
(a)(2)— 

“(A) in accordance with the priority cri- 
teria described in subsection (b); and 

‘“(B) with additional priority given to pro- 
posed projects that involve the use of— 

“() nonstructural, low-impact develop- 


ment; 
“(ii) water conservation, efficiency, or 
reuse; or 


“ii) other decentralized stormwater or 
wastewater approaches to minimize flows 
into the sewer systems. 

“(2) FISCAL YEAR 2019 AND THEREAFTER.— 
For fiscal year 2019 and each fiscal year 
thereafter, subject to subsection (h), the Ad- 
ministrator shall use the amounts made 
available to carry out this section to provide 
grants to States under subsection (a)(1) in 
accordance with a formula that— 

“(A) shall be established by the Adminis- 
trator, after providing notice and an oppor- 
tunity for public comment; and 

‘“(B) allocates to each State a proportional 
share of the amounts based on the total 
needs of the State for municipal combined 
sewer overflow controls and sanitary sewer 
overflow controls, as identified in the most 
recent survey— 

““(j) conducted under section 210; and 

“Gi) included in a report required under 
section 516(b)(1)(B).’’; and 


September 7, 2016 


(4) by striking subsection (i). 
[SEC. 7202. SMALL TREATMENT WORKS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Title II of the Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act (83 U.S.C. 1281 
et seq.) is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

“SEC. 222. TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE FOR SMALL 
TREATMENT WORKS. 

“(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) QUALIFIED NONPROFIT TECHNICAL AS- 
SISTANCE PROVIDER.—The term ‘qualified 
nonprofit technical assistance provider’ 
means a nonprofit organization that, as de- 
termined by the Administrator— 

“(A) is the most qualified and experienced 
in providing training and technical assist- 
ance to small treatment works; and 

“(B) the small treatment works in the 
State finds to be the most beneficial and ef- 
fective. 

‘(2) SMALL TREATMENT WORKS.—The term 
‘small treatment works’ means a publicly 
owned treatment works serving not more 
than 10,000 individuals. 

“(b) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—The Adminis- 
trator may use amounts made available to 
carry out this section to provide grants or 
cooperative agreements to qualified non- 
profit technical assistance providers to pro- 
vide to owners and operators of small treat- 
ment works onsite technical assistance, cir- 
cuit-rider technical assistance programs, 
multistate, regional technical assistance 
programs, and onsite and regional training, 
to assist the treatment works in achieving 
compliance with this Act or obtaining fi- 
nancing under this Act for eligible projects. 

‘(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $15,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2017 through 2021.’’. 

(b) WATER POLLUTION CONTROL REVOLVING 
LOAN FUNDS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 603 of the Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1883) 
is amended— 

(A) in subsection (d)— 

(i) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by inserting ‘‘and as provided in subsection 
(e)” after “State law”; 

(ii) by redesignating subsections (e) 
through (i) as subsections (f) through (j), re- 
spectively; and 

(iii) by inserting after subsection (d) the 
following: 

‘(e) ADDITIONAL USE OF FUNDS.—A State 
may use an additional 2 percent of the funds 
annually allotted to the State under this 
section for qualified nonprofit technical as- 
sistance providers (as defined in section 222) 
to provide technical assistance to public 
water systems serving not more than 10,000 
individuals in the State.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
221(d) of the Federal Water Pollution Control 
Act (33 U.S.C. 1801(d)) is amended by striking 


“section 603(h)’’ and inserting ‘‘section 
603(i)’’.] 
SEC. 7202. SMALL AND MEDIUM TREATMENT 


WORKS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Title II of the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1281 et seq.) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 
“SEC. 222. TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE FOR SMALL 

AND MEDIUM TREATMENT WORKS. 

“(qa) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) MEDIUM TREATMENT WORKS.—The term 
‘medium treatment works’ means a publicly 
owned treatment works serving not fewer than 
10,001 and not more than 100,000 individuals. 

“(2) QUALIFIED NONPROFIT MEDIUM TREAT- 
MENT WORKS TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE PROVIDER.— 
The term ‘qualified nonprofit medium treatment 
works technical assistance provider’ means a 
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qualified nonprofit technical assistance provider 
of water and wastewater services to medium- 
sized communities that provides technical assist- 
ance (including circuit rider technical assistance 
programs, multi-State, regional assistance pro- 
grams, and training and preliminary engineer- 
ing evaluations) to owners and operators of me- 
dium treatment works, which may include State 
agencies. 

“(3) QUALIFIED NONPROFIT SMALL TREATMENT 
WORKS TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE PROVIDER.—The 
term ‘qualified nonprofit small treatment works 
technical assistance provider’ means a nonprofit 
organization that, as determined by the Admin- 
istrator— 

“(A) is the most qualified and experienced in 
providing training and technical assistance to 
small treatment works; and 

“(B) the small treatment works in the State 
finds to be the most beneficial and effective. 

“(4) SMALL TREATMENT WORKS.—The term 
‘small treatment works’ means a publicly owned 
treatment works serving not more than 10,000 
individuals. 

“(b) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—The Adminis- 
trator may use amounts made available to carry 
out this section to provide grants or cooperative 
agreements to qualified nonprofit small treat- 
ment works technical assistance providers and 
grants or cooperative agreements to qualified 
nonprofit medium treatment works technical as- 
sistance providers to provide to owners and op- 
erators of small and medium treatment works 
onsite technical assistance, circuit-rider tech- 
nical assistance programs, multi-State, regional 
technical assistance programs, and onsite and 
regional training, to assist the treatment works 
in achieving compliance with this Act or obtain- 
ing financing under this Act for eligible 
projects. 

“(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to carry 
out this section— 

“(1) for grants for small treatment works tech- 
nical assistance, $15,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2017 through 2021; and 

“(2) for grants for medium treatment works 
technical assistance, $10,000,000 for each of fis- 
cal years 2017 through 2021.’’. 

(b) WATER POLLUTION CONTROL REVOLVING 
LOAN FUNDS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 603 of the Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1383) is 
amended— 

(A) in subsection (d)— 

(i) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), by 
inserting “and as provided in subsection (e)”’ 
after “State law”; 

(ii) by redesignating subsections (e) through 
(i) as subsections (f) through (j), respectively; 
and 

(iii) by inserting after subsection (d) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘“(e) ADDITIONAL USE OF FUNDS.—A State may 
use an additional 2 percent of the funds annu- 
ally allotted to the State under this section for 
qualified nonprofit small treatment works tech- 
nical assistance providers and qualified non- 
profit medium treatment works technical assist- 
ance providers (as those terms are defined in 
section 222) to provide technical assistance to 
small treatment works and medium treatment 
works in the State.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 221(d) 
of the Federal Water Pollution Control Act (33 
U.S.C. 1301(d)) is amended by striking ‘‘section 
603(h)”’ and inserting ‘‘section 603(i)’’. 

SEC. 7203. INTEGRATED PLANS. 

(a) INTEGRATED PLANS.—Section 402 of the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act (83 
U.S.C. 1842) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘“(s) INTEGRATED PLAN PERMITS.— 

“(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 
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‘“(A) GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE.—The term 
‘green infrastructure’ means the range of 
measures that use plant or soil systems, per- 
meable pavement or other permeable sur- 
faces or substrates, stormwater harvest and 
reuse, or landscaping to store, infiltrate, or 
evapotranspirate stormwater and reduce 
flows to sewer systems or to surface waters. 

“(B) INTEGRATED PLAN.—The term ‘inte- 
grated plan’ has the meaning given in Part 
III of the Integrated Municipal Stormwater 
and Wastewater Planning Approach Frame- 
work, issued by the Environmental Protec- 
tion Agency and dated May 2012. 

‘(C) MUNICIPAL DISCHARGE.— 

‘“(i) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘municipal dis- 
charge’ means a discharge from a treatment 
works (as defined in section 212) or a dis- 
charge from a municipal storm sewer under 
subsection (p). 

“(i) INCLUSION.—The term ‘municipal dis- 
charge’ includes a discharge of wastewater or 
storm water collected from multiple munici- 
palities if the discharge is covered by the 
same permit issued under this section. 

‘‘(2) INTEGRATED PLAN.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator (or a 
State, in the case of a permit program ap- 
proved under subsection (b)) shall inform a 
municipal permittee or multiple municipal 
permittees of the opportunity to develop an 
integrated plan. 

‘(B) SCOPE OF PERMIT INCORPORATING INTE- 
GRATED PLAN.—A permit issued under this 
subsection that incorporates an integrated 
plan may integrate all requirements under 
this Act addressed in the integrated plan, in- 
cluding requirements relating to— 

“(i)a combined sewer overflow; 

“Gi) a capacity, management, operation, 
and maintenance program for sanitary sewer 
collection systems; 

“(ii) a municipal stormwater discharge; 

“(iv) a municipal wastewater discharge; 
and 

“(v) a water quality-based effluent limita- 
tion to implement an applicable wasteload 
allocation in a total maximum daily load. 

‘(3) COMPLIANCE SCHEDULES.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—A permit for a munic- 
ipal discharge by a municipality that incor- 
porates an integrated plan may include a 
schedule of compliance, under which actions 
taken to meet any applicable water quality- 
based effluent limitation may be imple- 
mented over more than 1 permit term if the 
compliance schedules are authorized by 
State water quality standards. 

““(B) INCLUSION.—Actions subject to a com- 
pliance schedule under subparagraph (A) 
may include green infrastructure if imple- 
mented as part of a water quality-based ef- 
fluent limitation. 

“(C) REVIEW.—A schedule of compliance 
may be reviewed each time the permit is re- 
newed. 

‘(4) EXISTING AUTHORITIES RETAINED.— 

‘“(A) APPLICABLE STANDARDS.—Nothing in 
this subsection modifies any obligation to 
comply with applicable technology and 
water quality-based effluent limitations 
under this Act. 

“(B) FLEXIBILITY.—Nothing in this sub- 
section reduces or eliminates any flexibility 
available under this Act, including the au- 
thority of a State to revise a water quality 
standard after a use attainability analysis 
under section 131.10(g) of title 40, Code of 
Federal Regulations (as in effect on the date 
of enactment of this subsection), subject to 
the approval of the Administrator under sec- 
tion 303(c). 

‘(5) CLARIFICATION OF STATE AUTHORITY.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Nothing in section 
301(b)(1)(C) precludes a State from author- 
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izing in the water quality standards of the 
State the issuance of a schedule of compli- 
ance to meet water quality-based effluent 
limitations in permits that incorporate pro- 
visions of an integrated plan. 

‘“(B) TRANSITION RULE.—In any case in 
which a discharge is subject to a judicial 
order or consent decree as of the date of en- 
actment of the Water Resources Develop- 
ment Act of 2016 resolving an enforcement 
action under this Act, any schedule of com- 
pliance issued pursuant to an authorization 
in a State water quality standard shall not 
revise or otherwise affect a schedule of com- 
pliance in that order or decree unless the 
order or decree is modified by agreement of 
the parties and the court.’’. 

(b) MUNICIPAL OMBUDSMAN.— 

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
within the Office of the Administrator an Of- 
fice of the Municipal Ombudsman. 

(2) GENERAL DUTIES.—The municipal om- 
budsman shall— 

(A) provide technical assistance to munici- 
palities seeking to comply with the require- 
ments of laws implemented by the Environ- 
mental Protection Agency; and 

(B) provide information to the Adminis- 
trator to help the Administrator ensure that 
agency policies are implemented by all of- 
fices of the Environmental Protection Agen- 
cy, including regional offices. 

(3) ACTIONS REQUIRED.—The municipal om- 
budsman shall work with appropriate offices 
at the headquarters and regional offices of 
the Environmental Protection Agency to en- 
sure that the municipality seeking assist- 
ance is provided information— 

(A) about available Federal financial as- 
sistance for which the municipality is eligi- 
ble; 

(B) about flexibility available under the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act (83 
U.S.C. 1251 et seq.) and, if applicable, the 
Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300f et 
seq.); and 

(C) regarding the opportunity to develop 
an integrated plan, as defined in section 
402(s)(1)(B) of the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act (as added by subsection (a)). 

(4) PRIORITY.—In carrying out paragraph 
(3), the municipal ombudsman shall give pri- 
ority to any municipality that demonstrates 
affordability concerns relating to compli- 
ance with the Federal Water Pollution Con- 
trol Act (83 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.) or the Safe 
Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300f et seq.). 

(c) MUNICIPAL ENFORCEMENT.—Section 309 
of the Federal Water Pollution Control Act 
(33 U.S.C. 1819) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘(h) IMPLEMENTATION OF INTEGRATED 
PLANS THROUGH ENFORCEMENT TOOLS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—In conjunction with an 
enforcement action under subsection (a) or 
(b) relating to municipal discharges, the Ad- 
ministrator shall inform a municipality of 
the opportunity to develop an integrated 
plan, as defined in section 402(s). 

“rR MODIFICATION.—Any municipality 
under an administrative order under sub- 
section (a) or settlement agreement under 
subsection (b) that has developed an inte- 
grated plan consistent with section 402(s) 
may request a modification of the adminis- 
trative order or settlement agreement based 
on that integrated plan.’’. 

SEC. 7204. GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE PRO- 
MOTION. 

Title V of the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1361 et seq.) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) by redesignating section 519 (33 U.S.C. 
1251 note) as section 520; and 
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(2) by inserting after section 518 (83 U.S.C. 
1377) the following: 

“SEC. 519. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGEN- 
CY GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE PRO- 
MOTION. 

‘“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 
ensure that the Office of Water, the Office of 
Enforcement and Compliance Assurance, the 
Office of Research and Development, and the 
Office of Policy of the Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency promote the use of green in- 
frastructure in and coordinate the integra- 
tion of green infrastructure into, permitting 
programs, planning efforts, research, tech- 
nical assistance, and funding guidance. 

“(b) DuTIES.—The Administrator shall en- 
sure that the Office of Water— 

“(1) promotes the use of green infrastruc- 
ture in the programs of the Environmental 
Protection Agency; and 

“(2) coordinates efforts to increase the use 
of green infrastructure with— 

“(A) other Federal departments and agen- 
cies; 

“(B) State, tribal, and local governments; 
and 

“(C) the private sector. 

‘(c) REGIONAL GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE 
PROMOTION.—The Administrator shall direct 
each regional office of the Environmental 
Protection Agency, as appropriate based on 
local factors, and consistent with the re- 
quirements of this Act, to promote and inte- 
grate the use of green infrastructure within 
the region that includes— 

“(1) outreach and training regarding green 
infrastructure implementation for State, 
tribal, and local governments, tribal commu- 
nities, and the private sector; and 

‘“(2) the incorporation of green infrastruc- 
ture into permitting and other regulatory 
programs, codes, and ordinance development, 
including the requirements under consent 
decrees and settlement agreements in en- 
forcement actions. 

‘(d) GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE INFORMATION- 
SHARING.—The Administrator shall promote 
green infrastructure information-sharing, in- 
cluding through an Internet website, to 
share information with, and provide tech- 
nical assistance to, State, tribal, and local 
governments, tribal communities, the pri- 
vate sector, and the public regarding green 
infrastructure approaches for— 

“(1) reducing water pollution; 

‘(2) protecting water resources; 

“(3) complying with regulatory require- 
ments; and 

“(4) achieving other environmental, public 
health, and community goals.’’. 

SEC. 7205. FINANCIAL CAPABILITY GUIDANCE. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) AFFORDABILITY.—The term ‘‘afford- 
ability” means, with respect to payment of a 
utility bill, a measure of whether an indi- 
vidual customer or household can pay the 
bill without undue hardship or unreasonable 
sacrifice in the essential lifestyle or spend- 
ing patterns of the individual or household, 
as determined by the Administrator. 

(2) FINANCIAL CAPABILITY.—The term ‘‘fi- 
nancial capability” means the financial ca- 
pability of a community to make invest- 
ments necessary to make water quality or 
drinking water improvements. 

(3) GUIDANCE.—The term ‘‘guidance’’ means 
the guidance published by the Administrator 
entitled ‘‘Combined Sewer Overflows—Guid- 
ance for Financial Capability Assessment 
and Schedule Development” and dated Feb- 
ruary 1997, as applicable to the combined 
sewer overflows and sanitary sewer overflows 
guidance published by the Administrator en- 
titled ‘‘Financial Capability Assessment 
Framework” and dated November 24, 2014. 
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(b) USE OF MEDIAN HOUSEHOLD INCOME.— 
The Administrator shall not use median 
household income as the sole indicator of af- 
fordability for a residential household. 

(c) UPDATING.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of completion of the National Acad- 
emy of Public Administration study to es- 
tablish a definition and framework for com- 
munity affordability required by Senate Re- 
port 114-70, accompanying S. 1645 (114th Con- 
gress), the Administrator shall revise the 
guidance. 

(d) CONSIDERATION AND CONSULTATION.— 

(1) CONSIDERATION.—In revising the guid- 
ance, the Administrator shall consider— 

(A) the recommendations of the study re- 
ferred to in subsection (c) and any other rel- 
evant study, as determined by the Adminis- 
trator; 

(B) local economic conditions, including 
site-specific local conditions that should be 
taken into consideration in analyzing finan- 
cial capability; 

(C) other essential community 
ments; 

(D) potential adverse impacts on distressed 
populations, including the percentage of low- 
income ratepayers within the service area of 
a utility and impacts in communities with 
disparate economic conditions throughout 
the entire service area of a utility; 

(E) the degree to which rates of low-income 
consumers would be affected by water infra- 
structure investments and the use of rate 
structures to address the rates of low-income 
consumers; 

(F) an evaluation of an array of factors, 
the relative importance of which may vary 
across regions and localities; and 

(G) the appropriate weight for economic, 
public health, and environmental benefits 
associated with improved water quality. 

(2) CONSULTATION.—Any guidance issued to 
replace the guidance shall be developed in 
consultation with interested parties. 

(e) PUBLICATION AND SUBMISSION.—On com- 
pletion of the updating of guidance, the Ad- 
ministrator shall publish in the Federal Reg- 
ister and submit to the Committee on Envi- 
ronment and Public Works of the Senate and 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure of the House of Representatives 
the updated guidance. 

Subtitle C—Innovative Financing and 
Promotion of Innovative Technologies 
SEC. 7301. WATER INFRASTRUCTURE PUBLIC-PRI- 
VATE PARTNERSHIP PILOT PRO- 

GRAM. 

Section 5014(c) of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
2201 note; Public Law 113-121) is amended by 
striking “Any activity undertaken under 
this section is authorized only to the extent’’ 
and inserting ‘‘Nothing in this section obli- 
gates the Secretary to expend funds unless’’. 
SEC. 7302. WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCE 

AND INNOVATION. 

(a) AUTHORITY TO PROVIDE ASSISTANCE.— 
Section 5023(b)(2) of the Water Infrastructure 
Finance and Innovation Act of 2014 (83 U.S.C. 
3902(b)(2)) is amended by striking ‘‘carry 
out” and inserting ‘‘provide financial assist- 
ance to carry out”. 

(b) PROJECTS ELIGIBLE FOR ASSISTANCE.— 
Section 5026(6) of the Water Infrastructure 
Finance and Innovation Act of 2014 (83 U.S.C. 
3905(6)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘desalination project” and 
inserting ‘‘desalination project, including 
chloride control’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘or a water recycling 
project’? and inserting ‘‘a water recycling 
project, or a project to provide alternative 
water supplies to reduce aquifer depletion”. 
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(c) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—Section 5029(b) 
of the Water Infrastructure Finance and In- 
novation Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 3908(b)) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (7)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘The Secretary” and in- 
serting the following: 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), the Secretary”; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(B) FINANCING FEES.—On request of a com- 
munity with a population of not more than 
10,000 individuals, the Secretary or the Ad- 
ministrator, as applicable, shall allow the 
fees under subparagraph (A) to be financed as 
part of the loan.’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

(10) CREDIT.—Any eligible project costs 
incurred and the value of any integral in- 
kind contributions made before receipt of as- 
sistance under this subtitle shall be credited 
toward the 51 percent of project costs to be 
provided by sources of funding other than a 
secured loan under this subtitle (as described 
in paragraph (2)(A).’’. 

(d) REMOVAL OF PILOT DESIGNATION.— 

(1) Subtitle C of title V of the Water Re- 
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014 
(33 U.S.C. 3901 et seq.) is amended by striking 
the subtitle designation and heading and in- 
serting the following: 

“Subtitle C—Innovative Financing Projects”. 


(2) Section 5023 of the Water Infrastructure 
Finance and Innovation Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
3092) is amended by striking ‘‘pilot’’ each 
place it appears. 

(3) Section 5034 of the Water Infrastructure 
Finance and Innovation Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
3913) is amended by striking the section des- 
ignation and heading and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“SEC. 5034. REPORTS ON PROGRAM IMPLEMEN- 
TATION.”. 

(4) The table of contents for the Water Re- 
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014 
(Public Law 113-121) is amended— 

(A) by striking the item relating to sub- 
title C of title V and inserting the following: 
“Subtitle C—Innovative Financing 
Projects’’.; and 

(B) by striking the item relating to section 
5034 and inserting the following: 

“Sec. 5034. Reports on program implementa- 
tion.’’. 

(e) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense 
of the Senate that— 

(1) appropriations made available to carry 
out the Water Infrastructure Finance and In- 
novation Act of 2014 (83 U.S.C. 3901 et seq.) 
should be in addition to robust funding for 
the State water pollution control revolving 
funds established under title VI of the Fed- 
eral Water Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 
1381 et seq.) and State drinking water treat- 
ment revolving loan funds established under 
section 1452 of the Safe Drinking Water Act 
(42 U.S.C. 300j-12); and 

(2) the appropriations made available for 
the funds referred to in paragraph (1) should 
not decrease for any fiscal year. 

SEC. 7303. WATER INFRASTRUCTURE INVEST- 
MENT TRUST FUND. 

(a) CREATION OF TRUST FUND.—There is es- 
tablished in the Treasury of the United 
States a trust fund to be known as the 
“Water Infrastructure Investment Trust 
Fund’’, consisting of such amounts as may 
be appropriated or credited to such fund as 
provided in this section. 

(b) TRANSFERS TO TRUST FUND.—There are 
hereby appropriated to the Water Infrastruc- 
ture Investment Trust Fund amounts equiv- 
alent to the fees received in the Treasury be- 
fore January 1, 2022, under subsection (f). 
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(c) EXPENDITURES.—Except as provided by 
subsection (d), amounts in the Water Infra- 
structure Investment Trust Fund shall be 
available, without further appropriation, as 
follows: 

(1) [85] 50 percent of the amounts shall be 
available to the Administrator for making 
capitalization grants under section 601 of the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act (83 
U.S.C. 1381). 

(2) [15] 50 percent of the amounts shall be 
available to the Administrator for making 
capitalization grants under section 1452 of 
the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j- 
12). 

(d) INVESTMENT.—Amounts in the Water In- 
frastructure Investment Trust Fund shall be 
invested in accordance with section 9702 of 
title 31, United States Code, and any interest 
on, and proceeds from, any such investment 
shall be available for expenditure in accord- 
ance with this Act and the amendments 
made by this Act. 

(e) LIMITATION ON EXPENDITURES.— 
Amounts in the Water Infrastructure Invest- 
ment Trust Fund may not be made available 
for a fiscal year unless the funds appro- 
priated to the Clean Water State Revolving 
Fund through annual capitalization grants is 
not less than the average of the annual 
amounts provided in capitalization grants 
under section 601 of the Federal Water Pollu- 
tion Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1381) for the 5-fis- 
cal-year period immediately preceding such 
fiscal year. 

(f) VOLUNTARY LABELING SYSTEM.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the 
Treasury, in consultation with the Adminis- 
trator of the Food and Drug Administration, 
manufacturers, producers, and importers, 
shall develop and implement a program 
under which the Secretary provides a label 
designed in consultation with manufactur- 
ers, producers, and importers suitable for 
placement on products to inform consumers 
that the manufacturer, producer, or im- 
porter of the product, and other stake- 
holders, participates in the Water Infrastruc- 
ture Investment Trust Fund and is contrib- 
uting to the clean water of the United 
States. 

(2) FEE.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pro- 
vide a label for a fee of 3 cents per unit. 

(B) DEPposIT.—Amounts received by the 
Secretary under subparagraph (A) shall be 
deposited in the general fund of the Treas- 
ury. 

(g) EPA STUDY ON WATER PRICING.— 

(1) STUDY.—The Administrator, with par- 
ticipation by the States, shall conduct a 
study to— 

(A) assess the affordability gap faced by 
low-income populations located in urban and 
rural areas in obtaining services from clean 
water and drinking water systems; and 

(B) analyze options for programs to provide 
incentives for rate adjustments at the local 
level to achieve ‘‘full cost”? or “true value” 
pricing for such services, while protecting 
low-income ratepayers from undue burden. 

(2) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Ad- 
ministrator shall transmit to the Committee 
on the Environment and Public Works of the 
Senate and the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure and the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce of the House of 
Representatives a report on the results of 
the study. 

SEC. 7304. INNOVATIVE WATER TECHNOLOGY 
GRANT PROGRAM. 

(a) DEFINITION OF ELIGIBLE ENTITY.—In this 

section, the term ‘‘eligible entity” means— 
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(1) a public utility, including publicly 
owned treatment works and clean water sys- 
tems; 

(2) a unit of local government, including a 
municipality or a joint powers authority; 

(3) a private entity, including a farmer or 
manufacturer; 

(4) an institution of higher education; 

(5) a research institution or foundation; 

(6) a State; 

(7) a regional organization; or 

(8) a nonprofit organization. 

(b) GRANT PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.—The Ad- 
ministrator shall carry out a grant program 
for purposes described in subsection (c) to ac- 
celerate the development of innovative 
water technologies that address pressing 
water challenges. 

(c) GRANTS.—In carrying out the program 
under subsection (b), the Administrator shall 
make to eligible entities grants that— 

(1) finance projects to develop, deploy, 
test, and improve emerging water tech- 
nologies; 

(2) fund entities that provide technical as- 
sistance to deploy innovative water tech- 
nologies more broadly, especially— 

(A) to increase adoption of innovative 
water technologies in— 

(i) municipal drinking water and waste- 
water treatment systems; 

(ii) areas served by private wells; or 

(iii) water supply systems in arid areas 
that are experiencing, or have recently expe- 
rienced, prolonged drought conditions; and 

(B) in a manner that reduces ratepayer or 
community costs over time, including the 
cost of future capital investments; or 

(3) support technologies that, as deter- 
mined by the Administrator— 

(A) improve water quality of a water 
source; 

(B) improve the safety and security of a 
drinking water delivery system; 

(C) minimize contamination of drinking 
water and drinking water sources, including 
contamination by lead, bacteria, chlorides, 
and nitrates; 

(D) improve the quality and timeliness and 
decrease the cost of drinking water quality 
tests, especially technologies that can be de- 
ployed within water systems and at indi- 
vidual faucets to provide accurate real-time 
tests of water quality, especially with re- 
spect to lead, bacteria, and nitrate content; 

(E) increase water supplies in arid areas 
that are experiencing, or have recently expe- 
rienced, prolonged drought conditions; 

(F) treat edge-of-field runoff to improve 
water quality; 

(G) treat agricultural, municipal, and in- 
dustrial wastewater; 

(H) recycle or reuse water; 

(I) manage urban storm water runoff; 

(J) reduce sewer or stormwater overflows; 

(K) conserve water; 

(L) improve water quality by reducing sa- 
linity; 

(M) mitigate air quality impacts associ- 
ated with declining water resources; or 

(N) address urgent water quality and 
human health needs. 

(d) PRIORITY FUNDING.—In making grants 
under this section, the Administrator shall 
give priority to projects that have the poten- 
tial— 

(1) to provide substantial cost savings 
across a sector; 

(2) to significantly improve human health 
or the environment; or 

(3) to provide additional water supplies 
with minimal environmental impact. 

(e) COST-SHARING.—The Federal share of 
the cost of activities carried out using a 
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grant made under this section shall be not 
more than 65 percent. 

(f) LIMITATION.—The maximum amount of 
a grant provided to a project under this sec- 
tion shall be $5,000,000. 

(g) REPORT.—Each year, the Administrator 
shall submit to Congress and make publicly 
available on the website of the Adminis- 
trator a report that describes any advance- 
ments during the previous year in develop- 
ment of innovative water technologies made 
as a result of funding provided under this 
section. 

(h) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $50,000,000 for each fis- 
cal year. 

(i) FUNDING.—Out of any funds in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall transfer to 
the Administrator to provide grants to eligi- 
ble entities under this section $10,000,000, to 
remain available until expended. 

SEC. 7305. WATER RESOURCES RESEARCH ACT 
AMENDMENTS. 

(a) CONGRESSIONAL FINDINGS AND DECLARA- 
TIONS.—Section 102 of the Water Resources 
Research Act of 1984 (42 U.S.C. 10301) is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (7) through 
(9) as paragraphs (8) through (10), respec- 
tively; 

(2) in paragraph (8) (as so redesignated), by 
striking “and” at the end; and 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (6) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘“(7) additional research is required to in- 
crease the effectiveness and efficiency of new 
and existing treatment works through alter- 
native approaches, including— 

“(A) nonstructural alternatives; 

‘“(B) decentralized approaches; 

“(C) water use efficiency and conservation; 
and 

‘(D) actions to reduce energy consumption 
or extract energy from wastewater;’’. 

(b) WATER RESOURCES RESEARCH AND TECH- 
NOLOGY INSTITUTES.—Section 104 of the 
Water Resources Research Act of 1984 (42 
U.S.C. 10303) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)(1)— 

(A) in subparagraph (B)(ii), by striking 
“water-related phenomena” and inserting 
“water resources”; and 

(B) in subparagraph (D), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; 

(2) in subsection (c)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘From the’’ and inserting 
the following: 

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—F rom the”; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

(2) REPORT.—Not later than December 31 
of each fiscal year, the Secretary shall sub- 
mit to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works of the Senate, the Committee 
on the Budget of the Senate, the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives, and the Com- 
mittee on the Budget of the House of Rep- 
resentatives a report regarding the compli- 
ance of each funding recipient with this sub- 
section for the immediately preceding fiscal 
year.”’; 

(8) by striking subsection (e) and inserting 
the following: 

“(e) EVALUATION OF WATER RESOURCES RE- 
SEARCH PROGRAM.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con- 
duct a careful and detailed evaluation of 
each institute at least once every 3 years to 
determine— 

“(A) the quality and relevance of the water 
resources research of the institute; 
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“(B) the effectiveness of the institute at 
producing measured results and applied 
water supply research; and 

““(C) whether the effectiveness of the insti- 
tute as an institution for planning, con- 
ducting, and arranging for research warrants 
continued support under this section. 

‘(2) PROHIBITION ON FURTHER SUPPORT.—If, 
as a result of an evaluation under paragraph 
(1), the Secretary determines that an insti- 
tute does not qualify for further support 
under this section, no further grants to the 
institute may be provided until the quali- 
fications of the institute are reestablished to 
the satisfaction of the Secretary.’’; 

(4) in subsection (f)(1), by striking 
“$12,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2007 
through 2011” and inserting ‘$7,500,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2017 through 2021”; and 

(5) in subsection (g)(1), in the first sen- 
tence, by striking ‘‘$6,000,000 for each of fis- 
cal years 2007 through 2011’’ and inserting 
“*$1,500,000 for each of fiscal years 2017 
through 2021”. 

SEC. 7306. REAUTHORIZATION OF WATER DESALI- 
NATION ACT OF 1996. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF RESEARCH AND STUD- 
IES.—Section 3 of the Water Desalination Act 
of 1996 (42 U.S.C. 10301 note; Public Law 104- 
298) is amended by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing: 

‘(e) PRIORITIZATION.—In carrying out this 
section, the Secretary shall prioritize fund- 
ing for research— 

“(1) to reduce energy consumption and 
lower the cost of desalination, including 
chloride control; 

“(2) to reduce the environmental impacts 
of seawater desalination and develop tech- 
nology and strategies to minimize those im- 
pacts; 

(3) to improve existing reverse osmosis 
and membrane technology; 

‘“(4) to carry out basic and applied research 
on next generation desalination tech- 
nologies, including improved energy recov- 
ery systems and renewable energy-powered 
desalination systems that could signifi- 
cantly reduce desalination costs; 

‘“(5) to develop portable or modular desali- 
nation units capable of providing temporary 
emergency water supplies for domestic or 
military deployment purposes; and 

‘(6) to develop and promote innovative de- 
salination technologies, including chloride 
control, identified by the Secretary.’’. 

(b) DESALINATION DEMONSTRATION AND DE- 
VELOPMENT.—Section 4 of the Water Desali- 
nation Act of 1996 (42 U.S.C. 10301 note; Pub- 
lic Law 104-298) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘*(c) PRIORITIZATION.—In carrying out dem- 
onstration and development activities under 
this section, the Secretary shall prioritize 
projects— 

“(1) in drought-stricken States and com- 
munities; 

“(2) in States that have authorized funding 
for research and development of desalination 
technologies and projects; 

“(3) that can reduce reliance on imported 
water supplies that have an impact on spe- 
cies listed under the Endangered Species Act 
of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.); and 

(4) that demonstrably leverage the experi- 
ence of international partners with consider- 
able expertise in desalination, such as the 
State of Israel.’’. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 8 of the Water Desalination Act of 
1996 (42 U.S.C. 10301 note; Public Law 104-298) 
is amended— 

(1) in the first sentence of subsection (a)— 

(A) by striking ‘$5,000,000’ and inserting 
‘$8,000,000’; and 
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(B) by striking ‘‘2013” and inserting ‘‘2021’’; 
and 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘for each 
of fiscal years 2012 through 2013” and insert- 
ing “for each of fiscal years 2017 through 
2021”. 

(d) CONSULTATION.—Section 9 of the Water 
Desalination Act of 1996 (42 U.S.C. 10301 note; 
Public Law 104-298) is amended— 

(1) by striking the section designation and 
heading and all that follows through ‘‘In car- 
rying out” in the first sentence and inserting 
the following: 

“SEC. 9. CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION. 

“(a) CONSULTATION.—In carrying out’’; 

(2) in the second sentence, by striking 
“The authorization” and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“(c) OTHER DESALINATION PROGRAMS.—The 
authorization”; and 

(8) by inserting after subsection (a) (as des- 
ignated by paragraph (1)) the following: 

“(b) COORDINATION OF FEDERAL DESALINA- 
TION RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT.— 

‘“(1) IN GENERAL.—The White House Office 
of Science and Technology Policy shall de- 
velop a coordinated strategic plan that— 

“(A) establishes priorities for future Fed- 
eral investments in desalination; 

‘(B) coordinates the activities of Federal 
agencies involved in desalination, including 
the Bureau of Reclamation, the Corps of En- 
gineers, the United States Army Tank Auto- 
motive Research, Development and Engi- 
neering Center, the National Science Foun- 
dation, the Office of Naval Research of the 
Department of Defense, the National Labora- 
tories of the Department of Energy, the 
United States Geological Survey, the Envi- 
ronmental Protection Agency, and the Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion; and 

“(C) strengthens research and development 
cooperation with international partners, 
such as the State of Israel, in the area of de- 
salination technology.’’. 

SEC. 7307. NATIONAL DROUGHT RESILIENCE 
GUIDELINES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator, in 
conjunction with the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, the Secretary of Agriculture, the Direc- 
tor of the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, and other appropriate Fed- 
eral agency heads along with State and local 
governments, shall develop nonregulatory 
national drought resilience guidelines relat- 
ing to drought preparedness planning and in- 
vestments for communities, water utilities, 
and other water users and providers. 

(b) CONSULTATION.—In developing the na- 
tional drought resilience guidelines, the Ad- 
ministrator and other Federal agency heads 
referred to in subsection (a) shall consult 
with— 

(1) State and local governments; 

(2) water utilities; 

(8) scientists; 

(4) institutions of higher education; 

(5) relevant private entities; and 

(6) other stakeholders. 

(c) CONTENTS.—The national drought resil- 
ience guidelines developed under this section 
shall, to the maximum extent practicable, 
provide recommendations for a period of 10 
years that— 

(1) address a broad range of potential ac- 
tions, including— 

(A) analysis of the impacts of the changing 
frequency and duration of drought on the fu- 
ture effectiveness of water management 
tools; 

(B) the identification of drought-related 
water management challenges in a broad 
range of fields, including— 
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(i) public health and safety; 

(ii) municipal and industrial water supply; 

(iii) agricultural water supply; 

(iv) water quality; 

(v) ecosystem health; and 

(vi) water supply planning; 

(C) water management tools to reduce 
drought-related impacts, including— 

(i) water use efficiency through gallons per 
capita reduction goals, appliance efficiency 
standards, water pricing incentives, and 
other measures; 

(ii) water recycling; 

(iii) groundwater clean-up and storage; 

(iv) new technologies, such as behavioral 
water efficiency; and 

(v) stormwater capture and reuse; 

(D) water-related energy and greenhouse 
gas reduction strategies; and 

(E) public education and engagement; and 

(2) include recommendations relating to 
the processes that Federal, State, and local 
governments and water utilities should con- 
sider when developing drought resilience pre- 
paredness and plans, including— 

(A) the establishment of planning goals; 

(B) the evaluation of institutional capac- 
ity; 

(C) the assessment of drought-related risks 
and vulnerabilities, including the integra- 
tion of climate-related impacts; 

(D) the establishment of a development 
process, including an evaluation of the cost- 
effectiveness of potential strategies; 

(E) the inclusion of private entities, tech- 
nical advisors, and other stakeholders in the 
development process; 

(F) implementation and financing issues; 
and 

(G) evaluation of the plan, including any 
updates to the plan. 

SEC. 7308. INNOVATION IN CLEAN WATER STATE 
REVOLVING FUNDS. 


(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (j)(1)(B) (as 
redesignated by section 7202(b)(1)(A)(ii)) of 
section 603 of the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act (83 U.S.C. 1383) is amended— 

(1) in clause (iii), by striking ‘‘or’’ at the 
end; 

(2) in clause (iv), by striking the period at 
the end and inserting ‘‘; or”; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

“(v) to encourage the use of innovative 
water technologies related to any of the 
issues identified in clauses (i) through (iv) 
or, as determined by the State, any other eli- 
gible project and activity eligible for assist- 
ance under subsection (c)’’. 

(b) INNOVATIVE WATER TECHNOLOGIES.—Sec- 
tion 603 of the Federal Water Pollution Con- 
trol Act (33 U.S.C. 1883) (as amended by sec- 
tion 7202(b)(1)) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘(k) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—The Adminis- 
trator may provide technical assistance to 
facilitate and encourage the provision of fi- 
nancial assistance for innovative water tech- 
nologies. 

“(1) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 2016, and not 
less frequently than every 5 years thereafter, 
the Administrator shall submit to Congress 
a report that describes— 

“(1) the amount of financial assistance pro- 
vided by State water pollution control re- 
volving funds to deploy innovative water 
technologies; 

‘“(2) the barriers impacting greater use of 
innovative water technologies; and 

“(3) the cost-saving potential to cities and 
future infrastructure investments from 
emerging technologies.’’. 
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SEC. 7309. INNOVATION IN THE DRINKING WATER 
STATE REVOLVING FUND. 

Section 1452 of the Safe Drinking Water 
Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12) (as amended by section 
7105) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (d)— 

(A) by striking the heading and inserting 
‘ ADDITIONAL ASSISTANCE.—”’; 

(B) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘Notwithstanding’’ and in- 
serting the following: 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding’’; and 

(ii) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(B) INNOVATIVE WATER TECHNOLOGY.—Not- 
withstanding any other provision of this sec- 
tion, in the case of a State that makes a loan 
under subsection (a)(2) to carry out an eligi- 
ble activity through the use of an innovative 
water technology (including technologies to 
improve water treatment to ensure compli- 
ance with this title and technologies to iden- 
tify and mitigate sources of drinking water 
contamination, including lead contamina- 
tion), the State may provide additional sub- 
sidization, including forgiveness of principal 
that is not more than 50 percent of the cost 
of the portion of the project associated with 
the innovative technology.”’; 

(C) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘For each fiscal year” and 
inserting the following: 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—For each fiscal year”; 
and 

(ii) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(B) INNOVATIVE WATER TECHNOLOGY.—For 
each fiscal year, not more than 20 percent of 
the loan subsidies that may be made by a 
State under paragraph (1) may be used to 
provide additional subsidization under sub- 
paragraph (B) of that paragraph.’’; and 

(D) in paragraph (3), in the first sentence, 
by inserting ‘‘, or portion of a service area,” 
after ‘‘service area’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(t) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—The Adminis- 
trator may provide technical assistance to 
facilitate and encourage the provision of fi- 
nancial assistance for the deployment of in- 
novative water technologies. 

“(u) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 2016, and not 
less frequently than every 5 years thereafter, 
the Administrator shall submit to Congress 
a report that describes— 

“(1) the amount of financial assistance pro- 
vided by State loan funds to deploy innova- 
tive water technologies; 

“(2) the barriers impacting greater use of 
innovative water technologies; and 

“(3) the cost-saving potential to cities and 
future infrastructure investments from 
emerging technologies.’’. 

Subtitle D—Drinking Water Disaster Relief 

and Infrastructure Investments 
SEC. 7401. DRINKING WATER INFRASTRUCTURE. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) ELIGIBLE STATE.—The term ‘eligible 
State’? means a State for which the Presi- 
dent has declared an emergency under the 
Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer- 
gency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq.) 
relating to the public health threats associ- 
ated with the presence of lead or other con- 
taminants in a public drinking water supply 
system. 

(2) ELIGIBLE SYSTEM.—The term ‘eligible 
system” means a public drinking water sup- 
ply system that has been the subject of an 
emergency declaration referred to in para- 
graph (1). 

(b) STATE REVOLVING LOAN FUND ASSIST- 
ANCE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—An eligible system shall 
be— 
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(A) considered to be a disadvantaged com- 
munity under section 1452(d) of the Safe 
Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12(d)); and 

(B) eligible to receive loans with additional 
subsidization under that Act (42 U.S.C. 300f 
et seq.), including forgiveness of principal 
under section 1452(d)(1) of that Act (42 U.S.C. 
300j-12(d)(1)). 

(2) AUTHORIZATION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Using funds provided 
under subsection (e)(1)(A), an eligible State 
may provide assistance to an eligible system 
within the eligible State, for the purpose of 
addressing lead or other contaminants in 
drinking water, including repair and replace- 
ment of public and private drinking water 
infrastructure. 

(B) INCLUSION.—Assistance provided under 
subparagraph (A) may include additional 
subsidization under the Safe Drinking Water 
Act (42 U.S.C. 300f et seq.), as described in 
paragraph (1)(B). 

(C) EXCLUSION.—Assistance provided under 
subparagraph (A) shall not include assist- 
ance for a project that is financed (directly 
or indirectly), in whole or in part, with pro- 
ceeds of any obligation issued after the date 
of enactment of this Act— 

(i) the interest of which is exempt from the 
tax imposed under chapter 1 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986; or 

(ii) with respect to which credit is allow- 
able under subpart I or J of part IV of sub- 
chapter A of chapter 1 of such Code. 

(8) LIMITATION.—Section 1452(d)(2) of the 
Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j- 
12(d)(2)) shall not apply to— 

(A) any funds provided under subsection 
(e))(A); or 

(B) any other loan provided to an eligible 
system. 

(c) WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING.— 

(1) SECURED LOANS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Using funds provided 
under subsection (e)(2)(A), the Administrator 
may make a secured loan under the Water 
Infrastructure Finance and Innovation Act 
of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 3901 et seq.) to— 

(i) an eligible State to carry out a project 
eligible under paragraphs (2) through (9) of 
section 5026 of that Act (33 U.S.C. 3905) to ad- 
dress lead or other contaminants in drinking 
water in an eligible system, including repair 
and replacement of public and private drink- 
ing water infrastructure; and 

(ii) any eligible entity under section 5025 of 
that Act (83 U.S.C. 3904) for a project eligible 
under paragraphs (2) through (9) of section 
5026 of that Act (83 U.S.C. 3905). 

(B) AMOUNT.—Notwithstanding section 
5029(b)(2) of the Water Infrastructure Fi- 
nance and Innovation Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
3908(b)(2)), the amount of a secured loan pro- 
vided under subparagraph (A)(i) may be 
equal to not more than 80 percent of the rea- 
sonably anticipated costs of the projects. 

(2) FEDERAL INVOLVEMENT.—Notwith- 
standing section 5029(b)(9) of the Water Infra- 
structure Finance and Innovation Act of 2014 
(33 U.S.C. 3908(b)(9)), any costs for a project 
to address lead or other contaminants in 
drinking water in an eligible system that are 
not covered by a secured loan under para- 
graph (1) may be covered using amounts in 
the State revolving loan fund under section 
1452 of the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 
U.S.C. 300j-12). 

(d) NONDUPLICATION OF WORK.—An activity 
carried out pursuant to this section shall not 
duplicate the work or activity of any other 
Federal or State department or agency. 

(e) FUNDING.— 

(1) ADDITIONAL DRINKING WATER STATE RE- 
VOLVING FUND CAPITALIZATION GRANTS.— 
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(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the 
Treasury shall make available to the Admin- 
istrator a total of $100,000,000 to provide ad- 
ditional grants to eligible States pursuant to 
section 1452 of the Safe Drinking Water Act 
(42 U.S.C. 300j-12), to be available during the 
period of fiscal years 2016 and 2017 for the 
purposes described in subsection (b)(2). 

(B) SUPPLEMENTED INTENDED USE PLANS.— 
From funds made available under subpara- 
graph (A), the Administrator shall obligate 
to an eligible State such amounts as are nec- 
essary to meet the needs identified in a sup- 
plemented intended use plan by not later 
than 30 days after the date on which the eli- 
gible State submits to the Administrator a 
supplemented intended use plan under sec- 
tion 1452(b) of the Safe Drinking Water Act 
(42 U.S.C. 300j-12(b)) that includes preappli- 
cation information regarding projects to be 
funded using the additional assistance, in- 
cluding, with respect to each such project— 

(i) a description of the project; 

(ii) an explanation of the means by which 
the project will address a situation causing a 
declared emergency in the eligible State; 

(iii) the estimated cost of the project; and 

(iv) the projected start date for construc- 
tion of the project. 

(C) UNOBLIGATED AMOUNTS.—Any amounts 
made available to the Administrator under 
subparagraph (A) that are unobligated on the 
date that is 18 months after the date on 
which the amounts are made available shall 
be available to provide additional grants to 
States to capitalize State loan funds as pro- 
vided under section 1452 of the Safe Drinking 
Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12). 

(D) APPLICABILITY.—Section 1452(b)(1) of 
the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j- 
12(b)(1)) shall not apply to a supplement to 
an intended use plan under subparagraph (B). 

(2) WIFIA FUNDING.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—As soon as practicable 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall make avail- 
able to the Administrator $70,000,000 to pro- 
vide credit subsidies, in consultation with 
the Director of the Office of Management 
and Budget, for secured loans under sub- 
section (c)(1)(A) with a goal of providing se- 
cured loans totaling at least $700,000,000. 

(B) USE.—Secured loans provided pursuant 
to subparagraph (A) shall be available to 
carry out activities described in subsection 
OAA). 

(C) EXCLUSION.—Of the amounts made 
available under subparagraph (A), $20,000,000 
shall not be used to provide assistance for a 
project that is financed (directly or indi- 
rectly), in whole or in part, with proceeds of 
any obligation issued after the date of enact- 
ment of this Act— 

(i) the interest of which is exempt from the 
tax imposed under chapter 1 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986; or 

(ii) with respect to which credit is allow- 
able under subpart I or J of part IV of sub- 
chapter A of chapter 1 of such Code. 

(3) APPLICABILITY.—Unless explicitly 
waived, all requirements under the Safe 
Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300f et seq.) 
and the Water Infrastructure Finance and 
Innovation Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 3901 et seq.) 
shall apply to funding provided under this 
subsection. 

(f) HEALTH EFFECTS EVALUATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Pursuant to section 
104(4)(1)(E) of the Comprehensive Environ- 
mental Response, Compensation, and Liabil- 
ity Act (42 U.S.C. 9604(1)(1)(B)), and on re- 
ceipt of a request of an appropriate State or 
local health official of an eligible State, the 
Director of the Agency for Toxic Substances 
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and Disease Registry of the National Center 
for Environmental Health shall in coordina- 
tion with other agencies, as appropriate, 
conduct voluntary surveillance activities to 
evaluate any adverse health effects on indi- 
viduals exposed to lead from drinking water 
in the affected communities. 

(2) CONSULTATIONS.—Pursuant to section 
104(1)(4) of the Comprehensive Environ- 
mental Response, Compensation, and Liabil- 
ity Act (42 U.S.C. 9604(i)(4)), and on receipt of 
a request of an appropriate State or local 
health official of an eligible State, the Direc- 
tor of the Agency for Toxic Substances and 
Disease Registry of the National Center for 
Environmental Health shall provide con- 
sultations regarding health issues described 
in paragraph (1). 

SEC. 7402. LOAN FORGIVENESS. 

The matter under the heading ‘‘STATE AND 
TRIBAL ASSISTANCE GRANTS” under the head- 
ing “ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY” in title II of division G of the Con- 
solidated Appropriations Act, 2016 (Public 
Law 114-113), is amended in paragraph (1), by 
striking the semicolon at the end and insert- 
ing the following: ‘‘or, if a Federal or State 
emergency declaration has been issued due 
to a threat to public health from heightened 
exposure to lead in a municipal drinking 
water supply, before the date of enactment 
of this Act: Provided further, That in a State 
in which such an emergency declaration has 
been issued, the State may use more than 20 
percent of the funds made available under 
this title to the State for Drinking Water 
State Revolving Fund capitalization grants 
to provide additional subsidy to eligible re- 
cipients;”. 

SEC. 7403. REGISTRY FOR LEAD EXPOSURE AND 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) Ciry.—The term ‘‘City’’ means a city 
exposed to lead contamination in the local 
drinking water system. 

(2) COMMITTEE.—The term ‘‘Committee’’ 
means the Advisory Committee established 
under subsection (c). 

(8) SECRETARY.—The term “Secretary” 
means the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services. 

(b) LEAD EXPOSURE REGISTRY.—The Sec- 
retary shall establish within the Agency for 
Toxic Substances and Disease Registry or 
another relevant agency at the discretion of 
the Secretary, or establish through a grant 
award or contract, a lead exposure registry 
to collect data on the lead exposure of resi- 
dents of a City on a voluntary basis. 

(c) ADVISORY COMMITTEE.— 

(1) MEMBERSHIP.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es- 
tablish an Advisory Committee in coordina- 
tion with the Director of the Centers for Dis- 
ease Control and Prevention and other rel- 
evant agencies as determined by the Sec- 
retary consisting of Federal members and 
non-Federal members, and which shall in- 
clude— 

(i) an epidemiologist; 

(ii) a toxicologist; 

(iii) a mental health professional; 

(iv) a pediatrician; 

(v) an early childhood education expert; 

(vi) a special education expert; 

(vii) a dietician; and 

(viii) an environmental health expert. 

(B) REQUIREMENTS.—Membership in the 
Committee shall not exceed 15 members and 
not less than 1⁄2 of the members shall be Fed- 
eral members. 

(2) CHAIR.—The Secretary shall designate a 
chair from among the Federal members ap- 
pointed to the Committee. 
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(3) TERMS.—Members of the Committee 
shall serve for a term of not more than 3 
years and the Secretary may reappoint mem- 
bers for consecutive terms. 

(4) APPLICATION OF FACA.—The Committee 
shall be subject to the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act (5 U.S.C. App.). 

(5) RESPONSIBILITIES.—The 
shall, at a minimum— 

(A) review the Federal programs and serv- 
ices available to individuals and commu- 
nities exposed to lead; 

(B) review current research on lead poi- 
soning to identify additional research needs; 

(C) review and identify best practices, or 
the need for best practices, regarding lead 
screening and the prevention of lead poi- 
soning; 

(D) identify effective services, including 
services relating to healthcare, education, 
and nutrition for individuals and commu- 
nities affected by lead exposure and lead poi- 
soning, including in consultation with, as ap- 
propriate, the lead exposure registry as es- 
tablished in subsection (b); and 

(E) undertake any other review or activi- 
ties that the Secretary determines to be ap- 
propriate. 

(6) REPORT.—Annually for 5 years and 
thereafter as determined necessary by the 
Secretary or as required by Congress, the 
Committee shall submit to the Secretary, 
the Committees on Finance, Health, Edu- 
cation, Labor, and Pensions, and Agri- 
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry of the Sen- 
ate and the Committees on Education and 
the Workforce, Energy and Commerce, and 
Agriculture of the House of Representatives 
a report that includes— 

(A) an evaluation of the effectiveness of 
the Federal programs and services available 
to individuals and communities exposed to 
lead; 

(B) an evaluation of additional lead poi- 
soning research needs; 

(C) an assessment of any effective screen- 
ing methods or best practices used or devel- 
oped to prevent or screen for lead poisoning; 

(D) input and recommendations for im- 
proved access to effective services relating 
to healthcare, education, or nutrition for in- 
dividuals and communities impacted by lead 
exposure; and 

(E) any other recommendations for com- 
munities affected by lead exposure, as appro- 
priate. 

(d) MANDATORY FUNDING.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—On the date of enactment 
of this Act, out of any funds in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall transfer to the Secretary, 
to be available during the period of fiscal 
years 2016 through 2020— 

(A) $17,500,000 to carry out subsection (b); 
and 

(B) $2,500,000 to carry out subsection (c). 

(2) RECEIPT AND ACCEPTANCE.—The Sec- 
retary shall be entitled to receive, shall ac- 
cept, and shall use to carry out subsections 
(b) and (c) the funds transferred under sub- 
paragraphs (A) and (B) of paragraph (1), re- 
spectively, without further appropriation. 
SEC. 7404. ADDITIONAL FUNDING FOR CERTAIN 

CHILDHOOD HEALTH PROGRAMS. 

(a) CHILDHOOD LEAD POISONING PREVENTION 
PROGRAM.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—On the date of enactment 
of this Act, out of any funds in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall transfer to the Director of 
the Centers for Disease Control and Preven- 
tion, to be available during the period of fis- 
cal years 2017 and 2018, $10,000,000 for the 
childhood lead poisoning prevention program 
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authorized under section 317A of the Public 
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 247b-1). 

(2) RECEIPT AND ACCEPTANCE.—The Director 
of the Centers for Disease Control and Pre- 
vention shall be entitled to receive, shall ac- 
cept, and shall use to carry out the child- 
hood lead poisoning prevention program au- 
thorized under section 317A of the Public 
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 247b-1) the 
funds transferred under paragraph (1), with- 
out further appropriation. 

(b) HEALTHY HOMES PROGRAM.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—On the date of enactment 
of this Act, out of any funds in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall transfer to the Secretary 
of Housing and Urban Development, to be 
available during the period of fiscal years 
2017 and 2018, $10,000,000 to carry out the 
Healthy Homes Initiative of the Department 
of Housing and Urban Development. 

(2) RECEIPT AND ACCEPTANCE.—The Sec- 
retary of Housing and Urban Development 
shall be entitled to receive, shall accept, and 
shall use to carry out the Healthy Homes 
Initiative of the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development the funds transferred 
under paragraph (1), without further appro- 
priation. 

(c) HEALTHY START PROGRAM.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—On the date of enactment 
of this Act, out of any funds in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall transfer to the Adminis- 
trator of the Health Resources and Services 
Administration, to be available during the 
period of fiscal years 2017 and 2018, $10,000,000 
to carry out the Healthy Start Initiative 
under section 330H of the Public Health Serv- 
ice Act (42 U.S.C. 254c-8). 

(2) RECEIPT AND ACCEPTANCE.—The Admin- 
istrator of the Health Resources and Serv- 
ices Administration shall be entitled to re- 
ceive, shall accept, and shall use to carry out 
the Healthy Start Initiative under section 
330H of the Public Health Service Act (42 
U.S.C. 254c-8) the funds transferred under 
paragraph (1), without further appropriation. 
SEC. 7405. REVIEW AND REPORT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Attorney General and the Inspector General 
of the Environmental Protection Agency 
shall submit to the Committees on Appro- 
priations, Environment and Public Works, 
and Homeland Security and Governmental 
Affairs of the Senate and the Committees on 
Appropriations, Energy and Commerce, 
Transportation and Infrastructure, and Over- 
sight and Government Reform of the House 
of Representatives a report on the status of 
any ongoing investigations into the Federal 
and State response to the contamination of 
the drinking water supply of the City of 
Flint, Michigan. 

(b) REVIEW.—Not later than 30 days after 
the completion of the investigations de- 
scribed in subsection (a), the Comptroller 
General of the United States shall commence 
a review of issues that are not addressed by 
the investigations and relating to— 

(1) the adequacy of the response by the 
State of Michigan and the City of Flint to 
the drinking water crisis in Flint, Michigan, 
including the timeliness and transparency of 
the response, as well as the capacity of the 
State and City to manage the drinking water 
system; and 

(2) the adequacy of the response by Region 
5 of the Environmental Protection Agency to 
the drinking water crisis in Flint, Michigan, 
including the timeliness and transparency of 
the response. 

(c) CONTENTS OF REPORT.—Not later than 1 
year after commencing each review under 
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subsection (b), the Comptroller General of 
the United States shall submit to Congress a 
report that includes— 

(1) a statement of the principal findings of 
the review; and 

(2) recommendations for Congress and the 
President to take any actions to prevent a 
similar situation in the future and to protect 
public health. 

Subtitle E—Report on Groundwater 
Contamination 

SEC. 7501. DEFINITIONS. 

In this subtitle: 

(1) COMPREHENSIVE STRATEGY.—The term 
“comprehensive strategy” means a plan 


for— 
(A) the remediation of the plume under the 
Comprehensive Environmental Response, 


Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 (42 
U.S.C. 9601 et seq.); or 

(B) corrective action under the Solid Waste 
Disposal Act (42 U.S.C. 6901 et seq.). 

(2) GROUNDWATER.—The term ‘‘ground- 
water’? means water in a saturated zone or 
stratum beneath the surface of land or 
water. 

(3) PLUME.—The term ‘‘plume’’ means any 
hazardous waste (as defined in section 1004 of 
the Solid Waste Disposal Act (42 U.S.C. 6903)) 
or hazardous substance (as defined in section 
101 of the Comprehensive Environmental Re- 
sponse, Compensation, and Liability Act of 
1980 (42 U.S.C. 9601)) found in the ground- 
water supply. 

(4) SITE.—The term ‘‘site’’ means the site 
located at 830 South Oyster Bay Road, 
Bethpage, New York, 11714 (Environmental 
Protection Agency identification number 
NYD002047967). 

SEC. 7502. REPORT ON GROUNDWATER CONTAMI- 
NATION. 

Not later than 180 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act and annually there- 
after, the Secretary of the Navy shall submit 
to Congress a report on the groundwater con- 
tamination from the site that includes— 

(1) a description of the status of the 
groundwater contaminants that are leaving 
the site and migrating to a location within a 
10-mile radius of the site, including— 

(A) detailed mapping of the movement of 
the plume over time; and 

(B) projected migration rates of the plume; 

(2) an analysis of the current and future 
impact of the movement of the plume on 
drinking water facilities; and 

(3) a comprehensive strategy to prevent 
the groundwater contaminants from the site 
from contaminating drinking water wells 
that, as of the date of the submission of the 
report, have not been affected by the migra- 
tion of the plume. 

Subtitle F—Restoration 
PART I—GREAT LAKES RESTORATION 
INITIATIVE 
SEC. 7611. GREAT LAKES RESTORATION INITIA- 
TIVE. 

Section 118(c) of the Federal Water Pollu- 
tion Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1268(c)) is amend- 
ed by striking paragraph (7) and inserting 
the following: 

‘(7) GREAT LAKES RESTORATION 
TIVE.— 

“(A) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
in the Agency a Great Lakes Restoration 
Initiative (referred to in this paragraph as 
the ‘Initiative’) to carry out programs and 
projects for Great Lakes protection and res- 
toration. 

‘(B) FOCUS AREAS.—Each fiscal year under 
a 5-year Initiative Action Plan, the Initia- 
tive shall prioritize programs and projects, 
carried out in coordination with non-Federal 
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partners, that address priority areas, such 
as— 

“(i) the remediation of toxic substances 
and areas of concern; 

“(i) the prevention and control of invasive 
species and the impacts of invasive species; 

“Gii) the protection and restoration of 
nearshore health and the prevention and 
mitigation of nonpoint source pollution; 

“(iv) habitat and wildlife protection and 
restoration, including wetlands restoration 
and preservation; and 

“(v) accountability, monitoring, evalua- 
tion, communication, and partnership activi- 
ties. 

“(C) PROJECTS.—Under the Initiative, the 
Agency shall collaborate with Federal part- 
ners, including the Great Lakes Interagency 
Task Force, to select the best combination 
of programs and projects for Great Lakes 
protection and restoration using appropriate 
principles and criteria, including whether a 
program or project provides— 

“(i) the ability to achieve strategic and 
measurable environmental outcomes that 
implement the Great Lakes Action Plan and 
the Great Lakes Water Quality Agreement; 

“(ii) the feasibility of— 

(I) prompt implementation; 

‘(ID timely achievement of results; and 

‘(III) resource leveraging; and 

“Gii) the opportunity to improve inter- 
agency and inter-organizational coordina- 
tion and collaboration to reduce duplication 
and streamline efforts. 

“(D) IMPLEMENTATION OF PROJECTS.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(G)Gi), funds made available to carry out the 
Initiative shall be used to strategically im- 
plement— 

“(I) Federal projects; and 

‘“(II) projects carried out in coordination 
with States, Indian tribes, municipalities, 
institutions of higher education, and other 
organizations. 

“(ii) TRANSFER OF FUNDS.—With amounts 
made available for the Initiative each fiscal 
year, the Administrator may— 

“(I) transfer not more than $300,000,000 to 
the head of any Federal department or agen- 
cy, with the concurrence of the department 
or agency head, to carry out activities to 
support the Initiative and the Great Lakes 
Water Quality Agreement; 

“(TT) enter into an interagency agreement 
with the head of any Federal department or 
agency to carry out activities described in 
subclause (I); and 

“(TIT) make grants to governmental enti- 
ties, nonprofit organizations, institutions, 
and individuals for planning, research, moni- 
toring, outreach, and implementation of 
projects in furtherance of the Initiative and 
the Great Lakes Water Quality Agreement. 

“(E) SCOPE.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—Projects shall be carried 
out under the Initiative on multiple levels, 
including— 

“(T) Great Lakes-wide; and 

“(IT) Great Lakes basin-wide. 

“(ii) LIMITATION.—No funds made available 
to carry out the Initiative may be used for 
any water infrastructure activity (other 
than a green infrastructure project that im- 
proves habitat and other ecosystem func- 
tions in the Great Lakes) for which amounts 
are made available from— 

“(I)a State water pollution control revolv- 
ing fund established under title VI; or 

“(ID) a State drinking water revolving loan 
fund established under section 1452 of the 
Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12). 

“(F) ACTIVITIES BY OTHER FEDERAL AGEN- 
CIES.—EHach relevant Federal department or 
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agency shall, to the maximum extent prac- 
ticable— 

“(i) maintain the base level of funding for 
the Great Lakes activities of that depart- 
ment or agency without regard to funding 
under the Initiative; and 

“(ii) identify new activities and projects to 
support the environmental goals of the Ini- 
tiative and the Great Lakes Water Quality 
Agreement. 

‘(G) FUNDING.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to be 
appropriated to carry out this paragraph 
$300,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2017 
through 2021. 

“(ii) LIMITATION.—Nothing in this para- 
graph creates, expands, or amends the au- 
thority of the Administrator to implement 
programs or projects under— 

“(I) this section; 

“(ID the Initiative Action Plan; or 

“(IIT) the Great Lakes Water Quality 
Agreement.’’. 

PART II—LAKE TAHOE RESTORATION 
SEC. 7621. FINDINGS AND PURPOSES. 

The Lake Tahoe Restoration Act (Public 
Law 106-506; 114 Stat. 2351) is amended by 
striking section 2 and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“SEC. 2. FINDINGS AND PURPOSES. 

“(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 

“(1) Lake Tahoe— 

“(A) is one of the largest, deepest, and 
clearest lakes in the world; 

“(B) has a cobalt blue color, a biologically 
diverse alpine setting, and remarkable water 
clarity; and 

“(C) is recognized nationally and world- 
wide as a natural resource of special signifi- 
cance; 

“(2) in addition to being a scenic and eco- 
logical treasure, the Lake Tahoe Basin is one 
of the outstanding recreational resources of 
the United States, which— 

“(A) offers skiing, water sports, biking, 
camping, and hiking to millions of visitors 
each year; and 

“(B) contributes significantly to the econo- 
mies of California, Nevada, and the United 
States; 

“(3) the economy in the Lake Tahoe Basin 
is dependent on the conservation and res- 
toration of the natural beauty and recre- 
ation opportunities in the area; 

“(4) the ecological health of the Lake 
Tahoe Basin continues to be challenged by 
the impacts of land use and transportation 
patterns developed in the last century; 

“(5) the alteration of wetland, wet mead- 
ows, and stream zone habitat have com- 
promised the capacity of the watershed to 
filter sediment, nutrients, and pollutants be- 
fore reaching Lake Tahoe; 

“(6) forests in the Lake Tahoe Basin suffer 
from over a century of fire damage and peri- 
odic drought, which have resulted in— 

“(A) high tree density and mortality; 

“(B) the loss of biological diversity; and 

“(C) a large quantity of combustible forest 
fuels, which significantly increases the 
threat of catastrophic fire and insect infesta- 
tion; 

‘(7) the establishment of several aquatic 
and terrestrial invasive species (including 
perennial pepperweed, milfoil, and Asian 
clam) threatens the ecosystem of the Lake 
Tahoe Basin; 

“(8) there is an ongoing threat to the econ- 
omy and ecosystem of the Lake Tahoe Basin 
of the introduction and establishment of 
other invasive species (such as yellow 
starthistle, New Zealand mud snail, Zebra 
mussel, and quagga mussel); 
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(9) 78 percent of the land in the Lake 
Tahoe Basin is administered by the Federal 
Government, which makes it a Federal re- 
sponsibility to restore ecological health to 
the Lake Tahoe Basin; 

“(10) the Federal Government has a long 
history of environmental stewardship at 
Lake Tahoe, including— 

“(A) congressional consent to the estab- 
lishment of the Planning Agency with— 

“(i) the enactment in 1969 of Public Law 
91-148 (83 Stat. 360); and 

“(ii) the enactment in 1980 of Public Law 
96-551 (94 Stat. 3233); 

“(B) the establishment of the Lake Tahoe 
Basin Management Unit in 1973; 

“(C) the enactment of Public Law 96-586 (94 
Stat. 3381) in 1980 to provide for the acquisi- 
tion of environmentally sensitive land and 
erosion control grants in the Lake Tahoe 
Basin; 

“(D) the enactment of sections 341 and 342 
of the Department of the Interior and Re- 
lated Agencies Appropriations Act, 2004 
(Public Law 108-108; 117 Stat. 1317), which 
amended the Southern Nevada Public Land 
Management Act of 1998 (Public Law 105-263; 
112 Stat. 2346) to provide payments for the 
environmental restoration programs under 
this Act; and 

“(E) the enactment of section 382 of the 
Tax Relief and Health Care Act of 2006 (Pub- 
lic Law 109-432; 120 Stat. 3045), which amend- 
ed the Southern Nevada Public Land Man- 
agement Act of 1998 (Public Law 105-263; 112 
Stat. 2346) to authorize development and im- 
plementation of a comprehensive 10-year 
hazardous fuels and fire prevention plan for 
the Lake Tahoe Basin; 

“(11) the Assistant Secretary was an origi- 
nal signatory in 1997 to the Agreement of 
Federal Departments on Protection of the 
Environment and Economic Health of the 
Lake Tahoe Basin; 

“(12) the Chief of Engineers, under direc- 
tion from the Assistant Secretary, has con- 
tinued to be a significant contributor to 
Lake Tahoe Basin restoration, including— 

“(A) stream and wetland restoration; and 

‘(B) programmatic technical assistance; 

(18) at the Lake Tahoe Presidential 
Forum in 1997, the President renewed the 
commitment of the Federal Government to 
Lake Tahoe by— 

“(A) committing to increased Federal re- 
sources for ecological restoration at Lake 
Tahoe; and 

“(B) establishing the Federal Interagency 
Partnership and Federal Advisory Com- 
mittee to consult on natural resources issues 
concerning the Lake Tahoe Basin; 

“(14) at the 2011 and 2012 Lake Tahoe Fo- 
rums, Senator Reid, Senator Feinstein, Sen- 
ator Heller, Senator Ensign, Governor Gib- 
bons, Governor Sandoval, and Governor 
Brown— 

“(A) renewed their commitment to Lake 
Tahoe; and 

‘“(B) expressed their desire to fund the Fed- 
eral and State shares of the Environmental 
Improvement Program through 2022; 

“(15) since 1997, the Federal Government, 
the States of California and Nevada, units of 
local government, and the private sector 
have contributed more than $1,740,000,000 to 
the Lake Tahoe Basin, including— 

“(A) $576,300,000 from the Federal Govern- 
ment; 

‘“(B) $654,600,000 from the State of Cali- 
fornia; 

“(C) $112,500,000 from the State of Nevada; 

‘“(D) $74,900,000 from units of local govern- 
ment; and 

“(E) $323,700,000 from private interests; 
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(16) significant additional 
from Federal, State, local, 
sources is necessary— 

“(A) to restore and sustain the ecological 
health of the Lake Tahoe Basin; 

““(B) to adapt to the impacts of fluctuating 
water temperature and precipitation; and 

““(C) to prevent the introduction and estab- 
lishment of invasive species in the Lake 
Tahoe Basin; and 

‘“(17) the Secretary has indicated that the 
Lake Tahoe Basin Management Unit has the 
capacity for at least $10,000,000 annually for 
the Fire Risk Reduction and Forest Manage- 
ment Program. 

““(b) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this Act 
are— 

“(1) to enable the Chief of the Forest Serv- 
ice, the Director of the United States Fish 
and Wildlife Service, and the Administrator, 
in cooperation with the Planning Agency 
and the States of California and Nevada, to 
fund, plan, and implement significant new 
environmental restoration activities and for- 
est management activities in the Lake 
Tahoe Basin; 

‘“(2) to ensure that Federal, State, local, 
regional, tribal, and private entities con- 
tinue to work together to manage land in 
the Lake Tahoe Basin; 

“*(3) to support local governments in efforts 
related to environmental restoration, 
stormwater pollution control, fire risk re- 
duction, and forest management activities; 
and 

(4) to ensure that agency and science 
community representatives in the Lake 
Tahoe Basin work together— 

“(A) to develop and implement a plan for 
integrated monitoring, assessment, and ap- 
plied research to evaluate the effectiveness 
of the Environmental Improvement Pro- 
gram; and 

“(B) to provide objective information as a 
basis for ongoing decisionmaking, with an 
emphasis on decisionmaking relating to re- 
source management in the Lake Tahoe 
Basin.’’. 

SEC. 7622. DEFINITIONS. 

The Lake Tahoe Restoration Act (Public 
Law 106-506; 114 Stat. 2351) is amended by 
striking section 3 and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS. 

“In this Act: 

‘“(1) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘Adminis- 
trator’ means the Administrator of the Envi- 
ronmental Protection Agency. 

‘“(2) ASSISTANT SECRETARY.—The term ‘As- 
sistant Secretary’ means the Assistant Sec- 
retary of the Army for Civil Works. 

(3) CHAIR.—The term ‘Chair’ means the 
Chair of the Federal Partnership. 

“*(4) COMPACT.—The term ‘Compact’ means 
the Tahoe Regional Planning Compact in- 
cluded in the first section of Public Law 96- 
551 (94 Stat. 3233). 

‘“(5) DIRECTORS.—The 
means— 

“(A) the Director of the United States Fish 
and Wildlife Service; and 

‘“(B) the Director of the United States Geo- 
logical Survey. 

‘“(6) ENVIRONMENTAL IMPROVEMENT PRO- 
GRAM.—The term ‘Environmental Improve- 
ment Program’ means— 

“(A) the Environmental Improvement Pro- 
gram adopted by the Planning Agency; and 

“(B) any amendments to the Program. 

“(7) ENVIRONMENTAL THRESHOLD CARRYING 
CAPACITY.—The term ‘environmental thresh- 
old carrying capacity’ has the meaning given 
the term in Article II of the Compact. 

“(8) FEDERAL PARTNERSHIP.—The term 
‘Federal Partnership’ means the Lake Tahoe 
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Federal Interagency Partnership established 
by Executive Order 18057 (62 Fed. Reg. 41249) 
(or a successor Executive order). 

‘(9) FOREST MANAGEMENT ACTIVITY.—The 
term ‘forest management activity’ in- 
cludes— 

“(A) prescribed burning for ecosystem 
health and hazardous fuels reduction; 

“(B) mechanical and minimum tool treat- 
ment; 

“(C) stream environment zone restoration 
and other watershed and wildlife habitat en- 
hancements; 

‘(D) nonnative invasive species manage- 
ment; and 

“(E) other activities consistent with For- 
est Service practices, as the Secretary deter- 
mines to be appropriate. 

“(10) MAPs.—The term ‘Maps’ means the 
maps— 

“(A) entitled— 

“(i) ‘LTRA USFS-CA Land Exchange/North 
Shore’; 


“(ii) ‘USFS-CA Land Exchange/West 
Shore’; and 
“Gii) ‘USFS-CA Land Exchange/South 


Shore’; and 

‘(B) dated April 12, 2013, and on file and 
available for public inspection in the appro- 
priate offices of— 

“(i) the Forest Service; 

“(ii) the California Tahoe Conservancy; 
and 

“(iii) the California Department of Parks 
and Recreation. 

‘(11) NATIONAL WILDLAND FIRE CODE.—The 
term ‘national wildland fire code’ means— 

“(A) the most recent publication of the Na- 
tional Fire Protection Association codes 
numbered 1141, 1142, 1148, and 1144; 

‘(B) the most recent publication of the 
International Wildland-Urban Interface Code 
of the International Code Council; or 

“(C) any other code that the Secretary de- 
termines provides the same, or better, stand- 
ards for protection against wildland fire as a 
code described in subparagraph (A) or (B). 

(12) PLANNING AGENCY.—The term ‘Plan- 
ning Agency’ means the Tahoe Regional 
Planning Agency established under Public 
Law 91-148 (83 Stat. 360) and Public Law 96- 
551 (94 Stat. 3233). 

‘(13) PRIORITY LIST.—The term ‘Priority 
List’ means the environmental restoration 
priority list developed under section 5(b). 

“(14) SECRETARY.—The term ‘Secretary’ 
means the Secretary of Agriculture, acting 
through the Chief of the Forest Service. 

(15) STREAM ENVIRONMENT ZONE.—The 
term ‘Stream Environment Zone’ means an 
area that generally owes the biological and 
physical characteristics of the area to the 
presence of surface water or groundwater. 

“(16) TOTAL MAXIMUM DAILY LOAD.—The 
term ‘total maximum daily load’ means the 
total maximum daily load allocations adopt- 
ed under section 303(d) of the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act (83 U.S.C. 1813(d)). 

(17) WATERCRAFT.—The term ‘watercraft’ 
means motorized and non-motorized 
watercraft, including boats, seaplanes, per- 
sonal watercraft, kayaks, and canoes.’’. 

SEC. 7623. IMPROVED ADMINISTRATION OF THE 
LAKE TAHOE BASIN MANAGEMENT 
UNIT. 

Section 4 of the Lake Tahoe Restoration 
Act (Public Law 106-506; 114 Stat. 2353) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)(3), by striking ‘‘basin’’ 
and inserting ‘‘Basin’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(c) FOREST MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES.— 

‘**(1) COORDINATION.— 

‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In conducting forest 
management activities in the Lake Tahoe 
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Basin Management Unit, the Secretary shall, 
as appropriate, coordinate with the Adminis- 
trator and State and local agencies and orga- 
nizations, including local fire departments 
and volunteer groups. 

“(B) GOALS.—The coordination of activi- 
ties under subparagraph (A) should aim to 
increase efficiencies and maximize the com- 
patibility of management practices across 
public property boundaries. 

‘(2) MULTIPLE BENEFITS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—In conducting forest 
management activities in the Lake Tahoe 
Basin Management Unit, the Secretary shall 
conduct the activities in a manner that— 

““(i) except as provided in subparagraph (B), 
attains multiple ecosystem benefits, includ- 
ing— 

“(I) reducing forest fuels; 

“(ID maintaining biological diversity; 

“(IIT) improving wetland and water qual- 
ity, including in Stream Environment Zones; 
and 

“(IV) increasing resilience to changing 
water temperature and precipitation; and 

“(ii) helps achieve and maintain the envi- 
ronmental threshold carrying capacities es- 
tablished by the Planning Agency. 

“(B) EXCEPTION.—Notwithstanding sub- 
paragraph (A)(i), the attainment of multiple 
ecosystem benefits shall not be required if 
the Secretary determines that management 
for multiple ecosystem benefits would exces- 
sively increase the cost of a program in rela- 
tion to the additional ecosystem benefits 
gained from the management activity. 

‘3) GROUND DISTURBANCE.—Consistent 
with applicable Federal law and Lake Tahoe 
Basin Management Unit land and resource 
management plan direction, the Secretary 
shall— 

“(A) establish post-program ground condi- 
tion criteria for ground disturbance caused 
by forest management activities; and 

‘(B) provide for monitoring to ascertain 
the attainment of the post-program condi- 
tions. 

‘(d) WITHDRAWAL OF FEDERAL LAND.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to valid existing 
rights and paragraph (2), the Federal land lo- 
cated in the Lake Tahoe Basin Management 
Unit is withdrawn from— 

“(A) all forms of entry, appropriation, or 
disposal under the public land laws; 

‘(B) location, entry, and patent under the 
mining laws; and 

‘(C) disposition under all laws relating to 
mineral and geothermal leasing. 

“(2) EXCEPTIONS.—A conveyance of land 
shall be exempt from withdrawal under this 
subsection if carried out under— 

“(A) this Act; or 

‘“(B) Public Law 96-586 (94 Stat. 3381) (com- 
monly known as the ‘Santini-Burton Act’). 

“(e) ENVIRONMENTAL THRESHOLD CARRYING 
CAPACITY.—The Lake Tahoe Basin Manage- 
ment Unit shall support the attainment of 
the environmental threshold carrying capac- 
ities. 

‘“(f) COOPERATIVE AUTHORITIES.—During 
the 4 fiscal years following the date of enact- 
ment of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 2016, the Secretary, in conjunction 
with land adjustment programs, may enter 
into contracts and cooperative agreements 
with States, units of local government, and 
other public and private entities to provide 
for fuel reduction, erosion control, reforest- 
ation, Stream Environment Zone restora- 
tion, and similar management activities on 
Federal land and non-Federal land within 
the programs.”’. 

SEC. 7624. AUTHORIZED PROGRAMS. 

The Lake Tahoe Restoration Act (Public 

Law 106-506; 114 Stat. 2351) is amended by 
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striking section 5 and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 
“SEC. 5. AUTHORIZED PROGRAMS. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, the As- 
sistant Secretary, the Directors, and the Ad- 
ministrator, in coordination with the Plan- 
ning Agency and the States of California and 
Nevada, may carry out or provide financial 
assistance to any program that— 

“(1) is described in subsection (d); 

‘“(2) is included in the Priority List under 
subsection (b); and 

““(3) furthers the purposes of the Environ- 
mental Improvement Program if the pro- 
gram has been subject to environmental re- 
view and approval, respectively, as required 
under Federal law, Article VII of the Com- 
pact, and State law, as applicable. 

“(b) PRIORITY LIST.— 

“(1) DEADLINE.—Not later than March 15 of 
the year after the date of enactment of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 2016, 
the Chair, in consultation with the Sec- 
retary, the Administrator, the Directors, the 
Planning Agency, the States of California 
and Nevada, the Federal Partnership, the 
Washoe Tribe, the Lake Tahoe Federal Advi- 
sory Committee, and the Tahoe Science Con- 
sortium (or a successor organization) shall 
submit to Congress a prioritized Environ- 
mental Improvement Program list for the 
Lake Tahoe Basin for each program category 
described in subsection (d). 

‘(2) CRITERIA.—The ranking of the Priority 
List shall be based on the best available 
science and the following criteria: 

“(A) The 4-year threshold carrying capac- 
ity evaluation. 

“(B) The ability to measure progress or 
success of the program. 

“(C) The potential to significantly con- 
tribute to the achievement and maintenance 
of the environmental threshold carrying ca- 
pacities identified in Article II of the Com- 
pact. 

“(D) The ability of a program to provide 
multiple benefits. 

“(E) The ability of a program to leverage 
non-Federal contributions. 

“(F) Stakeholder support for the program. 

“(G) The justification of Federal interest. 

““(H) Agency priority. 

“(I) Agency capacity. 

““(J) Cost-effectiveness. 

““(K) Federal funding history. 

“(8) REVISIONS.—The Priority List sub- 
mitted under paragraph (1) shall be revised 
every 2 years. 

“(4) FUNDING.—Of the amounts made avail- 
able under section 10(a), $80,000,000 shall be 
made available to the Secretary to carry out 
projects listed on the Priority List. 

“(e) RESTRICTION.—The Administrator 
shall use not more than 3 percent of the 
funds provided under subsection (a) for ad- 
ministering the programs described in para- 
graphs (1) and (2) of subsection (d). 

“(d) DESCRIPTION OF ACTIVITIES.— 

‘(1) FIRE RISK REDUCTION AND FOREST MAN- 
AGEMENT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Of the amounts made 
available under section 10(a), $150,000,000 
shall be made available to the Secretary to 
carry out, including by making grants, the 
following programs: 

“G) Programs identified as part of the 
Lake Tahoe Basin Multi-Jurisdictional Fuel 
Reduction and Wildfire Prevention Strategy 
10-Year Plan. 

“Gi) Competitive grants for fuels work to 
be awarded by the Secretary to communities 
that have adopted national wildland fire 
codes to implement the applicable portion of 
the 10-year plan described in clause (i). 
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“(iii) Biomass programs, including feasi- 
bility assessments. 

“(iv) Angora Fire Restoration under the 
jurisdiction of the Secretary. 

“(v) Washoe Tribe programs on tribal lands 
within the Lake Tahoe Basin. 

‘“(vi) Development of an updated Lake 
Tahoe Basin multijurisdictional fuel reduc- 
tion and wildfire prevention strategy, con- 
sistent with section 4(c). 

‘““(vii) Development of updated community 
wildfire protection plans by local fire dis- 
tricts. 

‘““(viii) Municipal water infrastructure that 
significantly improves the firefighting capa- 
bility of local government within the Lake 
Tahoe Basin. 

“(ix) Stewardship end result contracting 
projects carried out under section 604 of the 
Healthy Forests Restoration Act of 2003 (16 
U.S.C. 6591c). 

“(B) MINIMUM ALLOCATION.—Of the 
amounts made available to the Secretary to 
carry out subparagraph (A), at least 
$100,000,000 shall be used by the Secretary for 
programs under subparagraph (A)(i). 

‘“(C) PRIORITY.—Units of local government 
that have dedicated funding for inspections 
and enforcement of defensible space regula- 
tions shall be given priority for amounts pro- 
vided under this paragraph. 

‘(D) COST-SHARING REQUIREMENTS.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—As a condition on the re- 
ceipt of funds, communities or local fire dis- 
tricts that receive funds under this para- 
graph shall provide a 25-percent match. 

‘“(ii) FORM OF NON-FEDERAL SHARE.— 

“(I) IN GENERAL.—The non-Federal share 
required under clause (i) may be in the form 
of cash contributions or in-kind contribu- 
tions, including providing labor, equipment, 
supplies, space, and other operational needs. 

‘(II) CREDIT FOR CERTAIN DEDICATED FUND- 
ING.—There shall be credited toward the non- 
Federal share required under clause (i) any 
dedicated funding of the communities or 
local fire districts for a fuels reduction man- 
agement program, defensible space inspec- 
tions, or dooryard chipping. 

“(III) DOCUMENTATION.—Communities and 
local fire districts shall— 

“(aa) maintain a record of in-kind con- 
tributions that describes— 

“(AA) the monetary value of the in-kind 
contributions; and 

“(BB) the manner in which the in-kind 
contributions assist in accomplishing pro- 
gram goals and objectives; and 

‘““(pb) document in all requests for Federal 
funding, and include in the total program 
budget, evidence of the commitment to pro- 
vide the non-Federal share through in-kind 
contributions. 

‘(2) INVASIVE SPECIES MANAGEMENT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Of the amounts made 
available under section 10(a), $45,000,000 shall 
be made available to the Director of the 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service for 
the Aquatic Invasive Species Program and 
the watercraft inspections described in sub- 
paragraph (B). 

“(B) DESCRIPTION OF ACTIVITIES.—The Di- 
rector of the United States Fish and Wildlife 
Service, in coordination with the Assistant 
Secretary, the Planning Agency, the Cali- 
fornia Department of Fish and Wildlife, and 
the Nevada Department of Wildlife, shall de- 
ploy strategies consistent with the Lake 
Tahoe Aquatic Invasive Species Management 
Plan to prevent the introduction or spread of 
aquatic invasive species in the Lake Tahoe 
region. 

“(C) CRITERIA.—The strategies referred to 
in subparagraph (B) shall provide that— 
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“(i) combined inspection and decontamina- 
tion stations be established and operated at 
not less than 2 locations in the Lake Tahoe 
region; and 

“(ii) watercraft not be allowed to launch in 
waters of the Lake Tahoe region if the 
watercraft has not been inspected in accord- 
ance with the Lake Tahoe Aquatic Invasive 
Species Management Plan. 

“(D) CERTIFICATION.—The Planning Agency 
may certify State and local agencies to per- 
form the decontamination activities de- 
scribed in subparagraph (C)(i) at locations 
outside the Lake Tahoe Basin if standards at 
the sites meet or exceed standards for simi- 
lar sites in the Lake Tahoe Basin established 
under this paragraph. 

“(E) APPLICABILITY.—The strategies and 
criteria developed under this paragraph shall 
apply to all watercraft to be launched on 
water within the Lake Tahoe region. 

“(F) FEES.—The Director of the United 
States Fish and Wildlife Service may collect 
and spend fees for decontamination only at a 
level sufficient to cover the costs of oper- 
ation of inspection and decontamination sta- 
tions under this paragraph. 

‘(G) CIVIL PENALTIES.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—Any person that 
launches, attempts to launch, or facilitates 
launching of watercraft not in compliance 
with strategies deployed under this para- 
graph shall be liable for a civil penalty in an 
amount not to exceed $1,000 per violation. 

“(ii) OTHER AUTHORITIES.—Any penalties 
assessed under this subparagraph shall be 
separate from penalties assessed under any 
other authority. 

‘“(H) LIMITATION.—The strategies and cri- 
teria under subparagraphs (B) and (C), re- 
spectively, may be modified if the Secretary 
of the Interior, in a nondelegable capacity 
and in consultation with the Planning Agen- 
cy and State governments, issues a deter- 
mination that alternative measures will be 
no less effective at preventing introduction 
of aquatic invasive species into Lake Tahoe 
than the strategies and criteria developed 
under subparagraphs (B) and (C), respec- 
tively. 

“(I) SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY.—The au- 
thority under this paragraph is supplemental 
to all actions taken by non-Federal regu- 
latory authorities. 

“(J) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—Nothing in this title 
restricts, affects, or amends any other law or 
the authority of any department, instrumen- 
tality, or agency of the United States, or any 
State or political subdivision thereof, re- 
specting the control of invasive species. 

‘(3) STORMWATER MANAGEMENT, EROSION 
CONTROL, AND TOTAL WATERSHED RESTORA- 
TION.—Of the amounts made available under 
section 10(a), $113,000,000 shall be made avail- 
able— 

“(A) to the Secretary, the Secretary of the 
Interior, the Assistant Secretary, or the Ad- 
ministrator for the Federal share of 
stormwater management and related pro- 
grams consistent with the adopted Total 
Maximum Daily Load and near-shore water 
quality goals; 

“(B) for grants by the Secretary and the 
Administrator to carry out the programs de- 
scribed in subparagraph (A); 

“(C) to the Secretary or the Assistant Sec- 
retary for the Federal share of the Upper 
Truckee River restoration programs and 
other watershed restoration programs identi- 
fied in the Priority List established under 
section 5(b); and 

“(D) for grants by the Administrator to 
carry out the programs described in subpara- 
graph (C). 
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“(4) SPECIAL STATUS SPECIES MANAGE- 
MENT.—Of the amounts made available under 
section 10(a), $20,000,000 shall be made avail- 
able to the Director of the United States 
Fish and Wildlife Service for the Lahontan 
Cutthroat Trout Recovery Program.’’. 

SEC. 7625. PROGRAM PERFORMANCE AND AC- 
COUNTABILITY. 

The Lake Tahoe Restoration Act (Public 
Law 106-506; 114 Stat. 2351) is amended by 
striking section 6 and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“SEC. 6. PROGRAM PERFORMANCE AND AC- 
COUNTABILITY. 

“(a) PROGRAM PERFORMANCE AND ACCOUNT- 
ABILITY.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Of the amounts made 
available under section 10(a), not less than 
$5,000,000 shall be made available to the Sec- 
retary to carry out this section. 

**(2) PLANNING AGENCY.—Of the amounts de- 
scribed in paragraph (1), not less than 50 per- 
cent shall be made available to the Planning 
Agency to carry out the program oversight 
and coordination activities established under 
subsection (d). 

‘“(b) CONSULTATION.—In carrying out this 
Act, the Secretary, the Administrator, and 
the Directors shall, as appropriate and in a 
timely manner, consult with the heads of the 
Washoe Tribe, applicable Federal, State, re- 
gional, and local governmental agencies, and 
the Lake Tahoe Federal Advisory Com- 
mittee. 

“(c) CORPS OF ENGINEERS; 
AGREEMENTS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Assistant Secretary 
may enter into interagency agreements with 
non-Federal interests in the Lake Tahoe 
Basin to use Lake Tahoe Partnership-Mis- 
cellaneous General Investigations funds to 
provide programmatic technical assistance 
for the Environmental Improvement Pro- 
gram. 

‘(2) LOCAL COOPERATION AGREEMENTS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Before providing tech- 
nical assistance under this section, the As- 
sistant Secretary shall enter into a local co- 
operation agreement with a non-Federal in- 
terest to provide for the technical assist- 
ance. 

(B) COMPONENTS.—The agreement entered 
into under subparagraph (A) shall— 

‘“(i) describe the nature of the technical as- 
sistance; 

“(ii) describe any legal and institutional 
structures necessary to ensure the effective 
long-term viability of the end products by 
the non-Federal interest; and 

“Gii) include cost-sharing provisions in ac- 
cordance with subparagraph (C). 

“(C) FEDERAL SHARE.— 

‘“(i) IN GENERAL.—The Federal share of pro- 
gram costs under each local cooperation 
agreement under this paragraph shall be 65 
percent. 

“(ii) ForRM.—The Federal share may be in 
the form of reimbursements of program 
costs. 

“(iii) CREDIT.—The non-Federal interest 
may receive credit toward the non-Federal 
share for the reasonable costs of related 
technical activities completed by the non- 
Federal interest before entering into a local 
cooperation agreement with the Assistant 
Secretary under this paragraph. 

“(d) EFFECTIVENESS EVALUATION AND MONI- 
TORING.—In carrying out this Act, the Sec- 
retary, the Administrator, and the Directors, 
in coordination with the Planning Agency 
and the States of California and Nevada, 
shall— 

‘“(1) develop and implement a plan for inte- 
grated monitoring, assessment, and applied 
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research to evaluate the effectiveness of the 
Environmental Improvement Program; 

‘“(2) include funds in each program funded 
under this section for monitoring and assess- 
ment of results at the program level; and 

“(3) use the integrated multiagency per- 
formance measures established under this 
section. 

‘(e) REPORTING REQUIREMENTS.—Not later 
than March 15 of each year, the Secretary, in 
cooperation with the Chair, the Adminis- 
trator, the Directors, the Planning Agency, 
and the States of California and Nevada, con- 
sistent with subsection (a), shall submit to 
Congress a report that describes— 

“(1) the status of all Federal, State, local, 
and private programs authorized under this 
Act, including to the maximum extent prac- 
ticable, for programs that will receive Fed- 
eral funds under this Act during the current 
or subsequent fiscal year— 

“(A) the program scope; 

‘(B) the budget for the program; and 

‘“(C) the justification for the program, con- 
sistent with the criteria established in sec- 
tion 5(b)(2); 

‘“(2) Federal, State, local, and private ex- 
penditures in the preceding fiscal year to im- 
plement the Environmental Improvement 
Program; 

‘(3) accomplishments in the preceding fis- 
cal year in implementing this Act in accord- 
ance with the performance measures and 
other monitoring and assessment activities; 
and 

‘“(4) public education and outreach efforts 
undertaken to implement programs author- 
ized under this Act. 

““f) ANNUAL BUDGET PLAN.—As part of the 
annual budget of the President, the Presi- 
dent shall submit information regarding 
each Federal agency involved in the Envi- 
ronmental Improvement Program (including 
the Forest Service, the Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, the United States Fish and 
Wildlife Service, the United States Geologi- 
cal Survey, and the Corps of Engineers), in- 
cluding— 

“(1) an interagency crosscut budget that 
displays the proposed budget for use by each 
Federal agency in carrying out restoration 
activities relating to the Environmental Im- 
provement Program for the following fiscal 
year; 

“(2) a detailed accounting of all amounts 
received and obligated by Federal agencies 
to achieve the goals of the Environmental 
Improvement Program during the preceding 
fiscal year; and 

‘(3) a description of the Federal role in the 
Environmental Improvement Program, in- 
cluding the specific role of each agency in- 
volved in the restoration of the Lake Tahoe 
Basin.’’. 

SEC. 7626. CONFORMING AMENDMENTS; UP- 
DATES TO RELATED LAWS. 

(a) LAKE TAHOE RESTORATION ACT.—The 
Lake Tahoe Restoration Act (Public Law 
106-506; 114 Stat. 2351) is amended— 

(1) by striking sections 8 and 9; 

(2) by redesignating sections 10, 11, and 12 
as sections 8, 9, and 10, respectively; and 

(3) in section 9 (as redesignated by para- 
graph (2)) by inserting ‘‘, Director, or Admin- 
istrator” after ‘‘Secretary’’. 

(b) TAHOE REGIONAL PLANNING COMPACT.— 
Subsection (c) of Article V of the Tahoe Re- 
gional Planning Compact (Public Law 96-551; 
94 Stat. 3240) is amended in the third sen- 
tence by inserting ‘‘and, in so doing, shall 
ensure that the regional plan reflects chang- 
ing economic conditions and the economic 
effect of regulation on commerce” after 
“maintain the regional plan’’. 
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(c) TREATMENT UNDER TITLE 49, UNITED 
STATES CODE.—Section 53038(r)(2)(C) of title 
49, United States Code, is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘and 25 square miles of 
land area” after ‘‘145,000’’; and 

(2) by inserting ‘‘and 12 square miles of 
land area” after ‘‘65,000’’. 

SEC. 7627. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

The Lake Tahoe Restoration Act (Public 
Law 106-506; 114 Stat. 2351) is amended by 
striking section 10 (as redesignated by sec- 
tion 7626(a)(2)) and inserting the following: 
“SEC. 10. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

‘(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this Act $415,000,000 for a period of 
10 fiscal years beginning the first fiscal year 
after the date of enactment of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 2016. 

“(b) EFFECT ON OTHER FUNDS.—Amounts 
authorized under this section and any 
amendments made by this Act— 

“(1) shall be in addition to any other 
amounts made available to the Secretary, 
the Administrator, or the Directors for ex- 
penditure in the Lake Tahoe Basin; and 

“(2) shall not reduce allocations for other 
Regions of the Forest Service, the Environ- 
mental Protection Agency, or the United 
States Fish and Wildlife Service. 

‘(c) COST-SHARING REQUIREMENT.—Except 
as provided in subsection (d) and section 
5(d)(1)(D), funds for activities carried out 
under section 5 shall be available for obliga- 
tion on a 1-to-1 basis with funding of restora- 
tion activities in the Lake Tahoe Basin by 
the States of California and Nevada. 

“(d) RELOCATION CostTs.—Notwithstanding 
subsection (c), the Secretary shall provide to 
local utility districts 74 of the costs of relo- 
cating facilities in connection with— 

“(1) environmental restoration programs 
under sections 5 and 6; and 

‘“(2) erosion control programs under sec- 
tion 2 of Public Law 96-586 (94 Stat. 3381). 

‘(e) SIGNAGE.—To the maximum extent 
practicable, a program provided assistance 
under this Act shall include appropriate 
signage at the program site that— 

‘(1) provides information to the public 
on— 

“(A) the amount of Federal funds being 
provided to the program; and 

“(B) this Act; and 

‘“(2) displays the visual identity mark of 
the Environmental Improvement Program.’’. 
SEC. 7628. LAND TRANSFERS TO IMPROVE MAN- 

AGEMENT EFFICIENCIES OF FED- 
ERAL AND STATE LAND. 

Section 3(b) of Public Law 96-586 (94 Stat. 
3384) (commonly known as the ‘‘Santini-Bur- 
ton Act’’) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘(b) Lands” and inserting 
the following: 

‘*(b) ADMINISTRATION OF ACQUIRED LAND.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Land’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(2) CALIFORNIA CONVEYANCES.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—If the State of Cali- 
fornia (acting through the California Tahoe 
Conservancy and the California Department 
of Parks and Recreation) offers to donate to 
the United States acceptable title to the 
non-Federal land described in subparagraph 
(B)(i), the Secretary— 

“(i) may accept the offer; and 

“(ii) not later than 180 days after the date 
on which the Secretary receives acceptable 
title to the non-Federal land described in 
subparagraph (B)(i), convey to the State of 
California, subject to valid existing rights 
and for no consideration, all right, title, and 
interest of the United States in and to the 
Federal land that is acceptable to the State 
of California. 
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‘(B) DESCRIPTION OF LAND.— 

‘“(i) NON-FEDERAL LAND.—The non-Federal 
land referred to in subparagraph (A) in- 
cludes— 

“(I) the approximately 1,981 acres of land 
administered by the California Tahoe Con- 
servancy and identified on the Maps as ‘Con- 
servancy to the United States Forest Serv- 
ice’; and 

“(II) the approximately 187 acres of land 
administered by California State Parks and 
identified on the Maps as ‘State Parks to the 
U.S. Forest Service’. 

“(ji) FEDERAL LAND.—The Federal land re- 
ferred to in subparagraph (A) includes the 
approximately 1,995 acres of Forest Service 
land identified on the Maps as ‘U.S. Forest 
Service to Conservancy and State Parks’. 

“(C) CONDITIONS.—Any land conveyed 
under this paragraph shall— 

“(i) be for the purpose of consolidating 
Federal and State ownerships and improving 
management efficiencies; 

“(ji) not result in any significant changes 
in the uses of the land; and 

“(ii) be subject to the condition that the 
applicable deed include such terms, restric- 
tions, covenants, conditions, and reserva- 
tions as the Secretary determines nec- 
essary— 

“(I) to ensure compliance with this Act; 
and 

‘(ID) to ensure that the transfer of develop- 
ment rights associated with the conveyed 
parcels shall not be recognized or available 
for transfer under chapter 51 of the Code of 
Ordinances for the Tahoe Regional Planning 
Agency. 

“(8) NEVADA CONVEYANCES.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—In accordance with this 
section and on request by the Governor of 
Nevada, the Secretary may transfer the land 
or interests in land described in subpara- 
graph (B) to the State of Nevada without 
consideration, subject to appropriate deed 
restrictions to protect the environmental 
quality and public recreational use of the 
land transferred. 

‘“(B) DESCRIPTION OF LAND.—The land re- 
ferred to in subparagraph (A) includes— 

““(i) the approximately 38.68 acres of Forest 
Service land identified on the map entitled 
‘State of Nevada Conveyances’ as ‘Van Sick- 
le Unit USFS Inholding’; and 

“Gi) the approximately 92.28 acres of For- 
est Service land identified on the map enti- 
tled ‘State of Nevada Conveyances’ as ‘Lake 
Tahoe Nevada State Park USFS Inholding’. 

“(C) CONDITIONS.—Any land conveyed 
under this paragraph shall— 

“G) be for the purpose of consolidating 
Federal and State ownerships and improving 
management efficiencies; 

“(i) not result in any significant changes 
in the uses of the land; and 

“(ii) be subject to the condition that the 
applicable deed include such terms, restric- 
tions, covenants, conditions, and reserva- 
tions as the Secretary determines nec- 
essary— 

“(I) to ensure compliance with this Act; 
and 

“(II) to ensure that the development rights 
associated with the conveyed parcels shall 
not be recognized or available for transfer 
under section 90.2 of the Code of Ordinances 
for the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency. 

“(4) REVERSION.—If a parcel of land trans- 
ferred under paragraph (2) or (3) is used in a 
manner that is inconsistent with the use de- 
scribed for the parcel of land in paragraph (2) 
or (3), respectively, the parcel of land, shall, 
at the discretion of the Secretary, revert to 
the United States. 
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‘**(5) FUNDING.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Of the amounts made 
available under section 10(a) of the Lake 
Tahoe Restoration Act (Public Law 106-506; 
114 Stat. 2351), $2,000,000 shall be made avail- 
able to the Secretary to carry out the activi- 
ties under paragraphs (2) and (3). 

“(B) OTHER FUNDS.—Of the amounts avail- 
able to the Secretary under paragraph (1), 
not less than 50 percent shall be provided to 
the California Tahoe Conservancy to facili- 
tate the conveyance of land described in 
paragraphs (2) and (8).”. 

PART ITII—LONG ISLAND SOUND 
RESTORATION 
RESTORATION AND STEWARDSHIP 
PROGRAMS. 

(a) LONG ISLAND SOUND RESTORATION PRO- 
GRAM.—Section 119 of the Federal Water Pol- 
lution Control Act (83 U.S.C. 1269) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in subsection (b), by striking the sub- 
section designation and heading and all that 
follows through ‘‘The Office shall” and in- 
serting the following: 

“(b) OFFICE.— 

“(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Administrator 
shall— 

“(A) continue to carry out the conference 
study; and 

“(B) establish an office, to be located on or 
near Long Island Sound. 

‘(2) ADMINISTRATION AND STAFFING.—The 
Office shall’’; 

(2) in subsection (c)— 

(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by striking “Management Conference of the 
Long Island Sound Study” and inserting 
“conference study”’; 

(B) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) in each of subparagraphs (A) through 
(G), by striking the commas at the end of the 
subparagraphs and inserting semicolons; 

(ii) in subparagraph (H), by striking 
and” and inserting a semicolon; 

(iii) in subparagraph (1), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting a semicolon; 
and 

(iv) by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(J) environmental impacts on the Long 
Island Sound watershed, including— 

“(i) the identification and assessment of 
vulnerabilities in the watershed; 

“(ii) the development and implementation 
of adaptation strategies to reduce those 
vulnerabilities; and 

“(iii) the identification and assessment of 
the impacts of sea level rise on water qual- 
ity, habitat, and infrastructure; and 

‘(K) planning initiatives for Long Island 
Sound that identify the areas that are most 
suitable for various types or classes of ac- 
tivities in order to reduce conflicts among 
uses, reduce adverse environmental impacts, 
facilitate compatible uses, or preserve crit- 
ical ecosystem services to meet economic, 
environmental, security, or social objec- 
tives;’’; 

(C) by striking paragraph (4) and inserting 
the following: 

‘(4) develop and implement strategies to 
increase public education and awareness 
with respect to the ecological health and 
water quality conditions of Long Island 
Sound;”’; 

(D) in paragraph (5), by inserting ‘‘study’’ 
after ‘‘conference’’; 

(E) in paragraph (6)— 

(i) by inserting ‘‘(including on the Inter- 
net)” after ‘‘the public”; and 

(ii) by inserting ‘“‘study”’ 
ference”; and 

(F) by striking paragraph (7) and inserting 
the following: 


SEC. 7631. 


66 
p 


after ‘‘con- 


11852 


‘“(7) monitor the progress made toward 
meeting the identified goals, actions, and 
schedules of the Comprehensive Conserva- 
tion and Management Plan, including 
through the implementation and support of a 
monitoring system for the ecological health 
and water quality conditions of Long Island 
Sound; and’’; 

(3) in subsection (d)(3), in the second sen- 
tence, by striking ‘‘50 per centum” and in- 
serting ‘‘60 percent’’; 

(4) by redesignating subsection (f) as sub- 
section (i); and 

(5) by inserting after subsection (e) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘““(f) REPORT.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 2 years 
after the date of enactment of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 2016, and bienni- 
ally thereafter, the Director of the Office, in 
consultation with the Governor of each Long 
Island Sound State, shall submit to Congress 
a report that— 

“(A) summarizes and assesses the progress 
made by the Office and the Long Island 
Sound States in implementing the Long Is- 
land Sound Comprehensive Conservation and 
Management Plan, including an assessment 
of the progress made toward meeting the 
performance goals and milestones contained 
in the Plan; 

“(B) assesses the key ecological attributes 
that reflect the health of the ecosystem of 
the Long Island Sound watershed; 

“(C) describes any substantive modifica- 
tions to the Long Island Sound Comprehen- 
sive Conservation and Management Plan 
made during the 2-year period preceding the 
date of submission of the report; 

‘(D) provides specific recommendations to 
improve progress in restoring and protecting 
the Long Island Sound watershed, including, 
as appropriate, proposed modifications to the 
Long Island Sound Comprehensive Conserva- 
tion and Management Plan; 

“(E) identifies priority actions for imple- 
mentation of the Long Island Sound Com- 
prehensive Conservation and Management 
Plan for the 2-year period following the date 
of submission of the report; and 

“(F) describes the means by which Federal 
funding and actions will be coordinated with 
the actions of the Long Island Sound States 
and other entities. 

‘(2) PUBLIC AVAILABILITY.—The Adminis- 
trator shall make the report described in 
paragraph (1) available to the public, includ- 
ing on the Internet. 


“(g) ANNUAL BUDGET PLAN.—The President 
shall submit, together with the annual budg- 
et of the United States Government sub- 
mitted under section 1105(a) of title 31, 
United States Code, information regarding 
each Federal department and agency in- 
volved in the protection and restoration of 
the Long Island Sound watershed, includ- 
ing— 

“(1) an interagency crosscut budget that 
displays for each department and agency— 

“(A) the amount obligated during the pre- 
ceding fiscal year for protection and restora- 
tion projects and studies relating to the wa- 
tershed; 

“(B) the estimated budget for the current 
fiscal year for protection and restoration 
projects and studies relating to the water- 
shed; and 

‘(C) the proposed budget for succeeding 
fiscal years for protection and restoration 
projects and studies relating to the water- 
shed; and 

“(2) a summary of any proposed modifica- 
tions to the Long Island Sound Comprehen- 
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sive Conservation and Management Plan for 
the following fiscal year. 

“(h) FEDERAL ENTITIES.— 

“(1) COORDINATION.—The Administrator 
shall coordinate the actions of all Federal 
departments and agencies that impact water 
quality in the Long Island Sound watershed 
in order to improve the water quality and 
living resources of the watershed. 

‘“(2) METHODS.—In carrying out this sec- 
tion, the Administrator, acting through the 
Director of the Office, may— 

“(A) enter into interagency agreements; 
and 

“(B) make 
appointments. 

‘(3) FEDERAL PARTICIPATION IN WATERSHED 
PLANNING.—A Federal department or agency 
that owns or occupies real property, or car- 
ries out activities, within the Long Island 
Sound watershed shall participate in re- 
gional and subwatershed planning, protec- 
tion, and restoration activities with respect 
to the watershed. 

“(4) CONSISTENCY WITH COMPREHENSIVE CON- 
SERVATION AND MANAGEMENT PLAN.—To the 
maximum extent practicable, the head of 
each Federal department and agency that 
owns or occupies real property, or carries 
out activities, within the Long Island Sound 
watershed shall ensure that the property and 
all activities carried out by the department 
or agency are consistent with the Long Is- 
land Sound Comprehensive Conservation and 
Management Plan (including any related 
subsequent agreements and plans).’’. 

(b) LONG ISLAND SOUND STEWARDSHIP PRO- 
GRAM.— 

(1) LONG ISLAND SOUND STEWARDSHIP ADVI- 
SORY COMMITTEE.—Section 8 of the Long Is- 
land Sound Stewardship Act of 2006 (33 U.S.C. 
1269 note; Public Law 109-359) is amended— 

(A) in subsection (g), by striking ‘‘2011’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2021’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

“(h) NONAPPLICABILITY OF FACA.—The 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (5 U.S.C. 
App.) shall not apply to— 

“(1) the Advisory Committee; or 

“(2) any board, committee, or other group 
established under this Act.’’. 

(2) REPORTS.—Section 9(b)(1) of the Long 
Island Sound Stewardship Act of 2006 (33 
U.S.C. 1269 note; Public Law 109-859) is 
amended in the matter preceding subpara- 
graph (A) by striking ‘‘2011’’ and inserting 
“2021”. 

(3) AUTHORIZATION.—Section 11 of the Long 
Island Sound Stewardship Act of 2006 (33 


intergovernmental personnel 


U.S.C. 1269 note; Public Law 109-859) is 
amended— 

(A) by striking subsection (a); 

(B) by redesignating subsections (b) 


through (d) as subsections (a) through (c), re- 
spectively; and 

(C) in subsection (a) (as so redesignated), 
by striking ‘‘under this section each” and in- 
serting ‘‘to carry out this Act for a”. 

(4) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this subsection take effect on Octo- 
ber 1, 2011. 

SEC. 7632. REAUTHORIZATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to 
be appropriated to the Administrator such 
sums as are necessary for each of fiscal years 
2017 through 2021 for the implementation of— 

(1) section 119 of the Federal Water Pollu- 
tion Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1269), other than 
subsection (d) of that section; and 

(2) the Long Island Sound Stewardship Act 
of 2006 (83 U.S.C. 1269 note; Public Law 109- 
359). 

(b) LONG ISLAND SOUND GRANTS.—There is 
authorized to be appropriated to the Admin- 
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istrator to carry out section 119(d) of the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act (83 
U.S.C. 1269(d)) $40,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2017 through 2021. 

(c) LONG ISLAND SOUND STEWARDSHIP 
GRANTS.—There is authorized to be appro- 
priated to the Administrator to carry out 
the Long Island Sound Stewardship Act of 
2006 (33 U.S.C. 1269 note; Public Law 109-359) 
$25,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2017 
through 2021. 

Subtitle G—Offset 
SEC. 7701. OFFSET. 

None of the funds available to the Sec- 
retary of Energy to provide any credit sub- 
sidy under subsection (d) of section 136 of the 
Energy Independence and Security Act of 
2007 (42 U.S.C. 17018) as of the date of enact- 
ment of this Act shall be obligated for new 
loan commitments under that subsection on 
or after October 1, 2020. 

COMMITTEE-REPORTED AMENDMENTS 
WITHDRAWN 

Mr. INHOFE. On behalf of the com- 
mittee, I withdraw the committee-re- 
ported amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendments are withdrawn. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4979 
(Purpose: In the nature of a substitute) 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
call up the Inhofe-Boxer substitute 
amendment No. 4979. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. McCon- 
NELL], for Mr. INHOFE, proposes an amend- 
ment numbered 4979. 

Mr. McCONNELL. I ask unanimous 
consent that the reading of the amend- 
ment be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

(The amendment is printed in today’s 
RECORD under ‘‘Text of Amendments.’’) 
AMENDMENT NO. 4980 TO AMENDMENT NO. 4979 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I call up 
amendment No. 4980. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

The Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. INHOFE] 
proposes an amendment numbered 4980 to 
amendment No. 4979. 

Mr. INHOFEH. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the reading of the amend- 
ment be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 

(Purpose: To make a technical correction) 

Strike section 6002 and insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. 6002. AUTHORIZATION OF PROJECT MODI- 


FICATIONS RECOMMENDED BY THE 
SECRETARY. 

The following project modifications for 
water resources development and conserva- 
tion and other purposes are authorized to be 
carried out by the Secretary substantially in 
accordance with the recommendations of the 
Director of Civil Works, as specified in the 
reports referred to in this section: 
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A. State B. Name 


C. Date of Director’s Report 


D. Updated Authorization Project Costs 


1.KS, MO Turkey Creek Basin 


November 4, 2015 


Estimated Federal: $97,067,750 
Estimated Non-Federal: $55,465,250 
Total: $152,533,000 


Blue River Basin 


November 6, 2015 


Estimated Federal: $34,860,000 
Estimated Non-Federal: $11,620,000 
Total: $46,480,000 


Picayune Strand 


March 9, 2016 


Estimated Federal: $308,983,000 
Estimated Non-Federal: $308,983,000 
Total: $617,967,000 


Ohio River Shoreline 


March 11, 2016 


Estimated Federal: $20,309,900 
Estimated Non-Federal: $10,936,100 
Total: $31,246,000 


Houston Ship Channel 


May 18, 2016 


Estimated Federal: $381,032,000 
Estimated Non-Federal: $127,178,000 
Total: $508,210,000 


Rio de Flag, Flagstaff 


June 22, 2016 


Estimated Federal: $65,514,650 
Estimated Non-Federal: $35,322,350 
Total: $100,837,000 


Blue River 


Swope Park Industrial Area, 


April 21, 2016 


Estimated Federal: $20,205,250 
Estimated Non-Federal: $10,879,750 


Total: $31,085,000 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent I be recognized for 
as much time as I shall consume. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, first of 
all, let me say something about this. I 
would ask if Senator BOXER would like 
to be heard before I make some re- 
marks on this or if we can have a col- 
loquy, in which case I would ask a 
question. We have done some good 
things in our committee, and we have 
two different people who don’t think 
alike on a lot of issues. However, we 
both agree that infrastructure is im- 
portant. We got through a highway bill 
that many people said couldn’t be 
done. It hadn’t been done since 1998, 
and we were able to do that signifi- 
cantly. We got through the chemical 
bill, about which a lot of people said 
“No, that is not going to be done,” and 
yet we did. 

I look at this, and we have many 
things right now that should go into a 
WRDA bill. Initially, the Water Re- 
sources Development Act was going to 
be coming up every 2 years. We went 
through a period of time when that 
wasn’t the case. Both the minority and 
the majority of our committee, the En- 
vironment and Public Works Com- 
mittee, have agreed that we should get 
back to that 2-year cycle. That is what 
we are doing today. 

I would ask Senator BOXER: Do you 
agree that we have done a pretty good 
job on some of these and we need to 
keep going? 

Mrs. BOXER. If I might respond to 
my friend through the Chair, he speaks 


for me on a lot of these infrastructure 
issues. It does shock a lot of people be- 
cause they know that the most con- 
servative, the most progressive—how 
could they ever get along? What I tell 
people is that we respect each other’s 
points of view. When we can’t agree, we 
don’t get personal about it; we accept 
each other’s opinion. Where we can 
work together, we find the sweet spot, 
and we have done it several times. 

In terms of water infrastructure, I 
want to say that the people in this 
country have a right to have clean 
water. They have to have ports that 
work and the dredging is kept up with. 
They have to have ecosystem restora- 
tion where our marshlands are—we are 
losing them, and they are flood con- 
trolled. And many, many Corps of En- 
gineers reports that have been done— 
we don’t want them to sit around be- 
cause, aS my dear friend knows, if we 
don’t pass WRDA, there is no authority 
for the Corps to move forward. 

We have these projects all over. So 
this bill is about saving lives from 
floods, saving lives from lead in water. 
It is about major economic benefits to 
our Nation. 

I would say, with my friend’s support 
and my support back to him, we cre- 
ated this WIFIA program that we based 
on the TIFIA program—transportation 
infrastructure financing. Now we have 
water infrastructure financing. What 
this does is allow communities to le- 
verage the funds that they have, get a 
very low-interest loan, and move for- 
ward and make sure that they mod- 
ernize their water systems. 

I am so pleased that we were able to 
have this agreement. This is another 
one of our usual “Perils of Pauline” 


where we think we are going to the 
bill, and then we are not. Everybody 
acted in good faith—Senator REID, Sen- 
ator MCCONNELL, Senator INHOFE and I, 
and Senators from Michigan and Sen- 
ators from all over the country. 

As I wind down my days here, I am so 
honored to have this opportunity to 
once again work with my dear friend, 
and what a pleasure it is. People don’t 
get it. They don’t get the fact that we 
actually can set aside our differences, 
which are great, and come together. I 
know he is going to be—regardless of 
what happens in the election, I think 
the Senator is going to be I think the 
chairman of Armed Services. Is that 
correct? Maybe—or maybe ranking. 

Mr. INHOFE. A lot of things have not 
transpired yet. 

Mrs. BOXER. We don’t know where 
he is going to land. What I want to say 
is that wherever he does land, it is 
going to be a fortunate thing for the 
Democrat who is his partner. 

Working with Senator INHOFE has 
been so amazing and so productive, and 
this bill is a great symbol of the work 
we have done together. I am so 
thrilled. I hope that our colleagues will 
work with us because we want to help 
everybody, but we also want to make 
sure there are no poison pills and no 
crazy amendments that set us back. We 
will work together on that in good 
faith. 

WATER RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT ACT 

Mr. President, I rise today to speak 
in support of S. 2848, the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 2016— 
WRDA—a Dill that will repair our 
aging infrastructure, grow the econ- 
omy, and create jobs. This legislation 
is the latest in a long list of bipartisan 
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infrastructure bills produced by the 
Environment and Public Works Com- 
mittee. In April, this bill passed out of 
the EPW Committee with over- 
whelming support—19 to 1. We have a 
long track record of passing these in- 
frastructure bills into law, and I am 
confident we can do it again with 
WRDA 2016. 

This bill is desperately needed. As I 
have often said in recent months, the 
drinking water crisis in Flint, MI, puts 
a spotlight on our Nation’s infrastruc- 
ture challenges. The American Society 
of Civil Engineers rates the Nation’s 
infrastructure a D-plus—hardly a grade 
to be proud of. 

WRDA 2016 responds to our nation’s 
infrastructure crisis. It allows addi- 
tional investment to strengthen levees, 
dams, and navigation channels. It also 
addresses lead contamination in Flint 
and similar cities across the country 
that are dealing with aging lead pipes, 
such as Jackson, MS, Sebring, OH, and 
Durham, NC. 

The American people have a right to 
expect safe, clean water when they 
turn on their faucets, and sadly, mil- 
lions of homes across America still re- 
ceive their water from crumbling pipes 
containing toxins such as lead. The 
American Water Works Association es- 
timates that as many as 22 million peo- 
ple live in homes that receive water 
from lead service lines. 

This bill begins the much-needed 
work to ensure safe, reliable drinking 
water for all Americans. It provides 
$100 million in State Revolving Fund 
loans and grants for communities with 
a declared drinking water emergency. 
It also provides more than $700 million 
in loans under the Water Infrastruc- 
ture Finance and Innovation Act, or 
WIFIA, for projects to replace crum- 
bling infrastructure. The WRDA bill 
helps those communities dealing with 
the horrible effects of lead poisoning 
by investing in public health programs 
to help families deal with the impacts. 
The bill also changes the law to require 
that communities are quickly notified 
if high lead levels are found in their 
drinking water to help prevent the mis- 
takes made in Flint from being re- 
peated. This bill is a comprehensive re- 
sponse to the national infrastructure 
crisis that was brought to light by the 
disaster in Flint. 

This WRDA bill will also provide 
many other important benefits to the 
American people, local businesses, and 
the Nation’s economy through the crit- 
ical programs of the U.S. Army Corps 
of Engineers. For example, the bill au- 
thorizes over $12 billion for 29 Chief’s 
Reports in 18 States. These projects ad- 
dress critical needs for navigation, 
flood risk management, coastal storm 
damage reduction, and ecosystem res- 
toration. 

The bill authorizes important 
projects to maintain vital navigation 
routes for commerce and the move- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


ment of goods, and builds on the re- 
forms to the Harbor Maintenance Trust 
Fund, HMTF, in the 2014 WRDA bill. 
These include permanently extending 
prioritization for donor and energy 
transfer ports and emerging harbors, 
allowing additional ports to qualify for 
these funds, and making clear that the 
Corps can maintain harbors of refuge. 
Our ports and waterways—which are 
essential to the U.S. economy—moved 
2.3 billion tons of goods in 2014. 

In addition to providing major eco- 
nomic benefits, this legislation will 
save lives. Storms and floods in recent 
years have resulted in the loss of life, 
caused billions of dollars of damage, 
and wiped out entire communities. 
This bill will help rebuild critical levee 
systems around the country, including 
levees to protect the capital of my 
State and surrounding communities. 
WRDA also establishes a new program 
at FEMA to fund the repair of high 
hazard dams that present a public safe- 
ty threat. These hazardous dams are 
threatening numerous communities 
across the Nation. 

This bill authorizes and updates pro- 
grams to advance the restoration of 
some of the nation’s most iconic eco- 
systems, such as Lake Tahoe, the 
Great Lakes, Long Island Sound, the 
Delaware River, Chesapeake Bay, and 
Puget Sound. It will also help to revi- 
talize the Los Angeles River, restore 
wetlands in San Francisco Bay, and 
provide critical habitat and improve 
air quality near the Salton Sea in Cali- 
fornia. 

WRDA also responds to the serious 
challenges many of our communities 
are facing from ongoing drought. It ex- 
pands opportunities for local commu- 
nities to work with the Corps to im- 
prove operation of dams and reservoirs 
to increase water supplies and better 
conserve existing water resources. 

The bill also builds on legislation I 
introduced called the Water in the 21st 
Century Act, or W21, to provide essen- 
tial support for development of innova- 
tive water technologies, such as desali- 
nation and water recycling. The bill al- 
lows States to provide additional in- 
centives for the use of innovative tech- 
nologies through the State Revolving 
Fund programs, establishes a new inno- 
vative water technology grant pro- 
gram, and reauthorizes successful ex- 
isting programs, such as the Water De- 
salination Act. 

WRDA 2016 will invest in our Na- 
tion’s water infrastructure, create jobs 
in the construction industry, protect 
our people from flooding, enable com- 
merce to move through our ports, en- 
courage innovative financing, and 
begin the hard work of preparing for 
and responding to extreme weather. 
WRDA 2016 is a truly bipartisan bill 
that benefits every region of this coun- 
try. 

Let me close by thanking my EPW 
chairman, Senator INHOFE, for his work 
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on this bill. While we do not always 
agree on every issue, I am glad we were 
able to come together on this vital leg- 
islation to pass it out of our committee 
with an overwhelmingly bipartisan 
vote. 

I urge the Senate to quickly pass this 
critical legislation, and the House to 
follow suit, so that we can send this 
bill to the President’s desk. 

With that, I yield the floor back to 
my friend. I thank him for yielding to 
me. I look forward to rolling up our 
sleeves and getting this done. 

Mr. INHOFE. Let me thank the Sen- 
ator from California. Let’s continue 
this productivity. We have a chance to 
do it now on this very significant bill. 
We had a conversation with the leader- 
ship, and I think she and I and the 
leadership agree that we can have some 
limitations on amendments. I have 
been over here asking for our Members 
to bring amendments several times 
now. Actually, we started this about 3 
weeks ago. I don’t have them in my 
hands yet. I would suggest since we 
have this tentative agreement that all 
amendments would go through the 
managers—that is, through Senator 
BOXER and me—that we go ahead and 
say they have to be germane, and if 
they are not in by noon on Friday, no 
more amendments could come in. 

It seems as though we always have to 
have deadlines around here to get 
things done. I will be proposing that 
after I make a few remarks, and I 
think our Members can depend on that 
being a condition. 

Does that sound reasonable to the 
Senator? 

Mrs. BOXER. It sounds very fair to 
me actually. 

Mr. INHOFE. That’s good. 

Let’s talk a little bit about this be- 
cause yesterday I talked about what is 
going to happen if we don’t pass a 
WRDA bill. Keep in mind that we have 
gone sometimes as long as 7 or 8 years 
without passing one. We are supposed 
to do it every 2 years, and I think this 
could be the time that it will become a 
reality. 

I will repeat what I said yesterday: 
What will happen if we don’t have a 
bill? I think every Member, Democrat 
and Republican, will be affected by this 
and will be concerned if we don’t get 
this legislation passed. First of all, 
there are 29 navigation flood control 
and environmental restoration projects 
that will not happen unless we pass 
this bill. There will be no new Corps re- 
forms that will let local sponsors im- 
prove infrastructure at their own ex- 
pense. I will talk a little bit about that 
because it is not very often that we 
have a bill where we have to encourage 
people to let other people pay for what 
the government would normally be 
paying for. We have come to an agree- 
ment in this bill, which is a good thing, 
and it is a good provision. 

If we don’t pass the bill, there is not 
going to be any FEMA assistance to 
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the States that need to rehabilitate the 
unsafe dams. 

If we don’t pass the bill, there will be 
no reforms to help communities ad- 
dress clean and safe drinking water in- 
frastructures. I come from a State 
where we have a lot of small rural com- 
munities, which don’t have an abun- 
dance of resources. Back when I was 
mayor of Tulsa, the biggest enemy I 
had was unfunded mandates. The Fed- 
eral Government would come along and 
say ‘‘You have to do this,” and yet we 
had to figure out a way to pay for it. 
That is what we are trying to get away 
from, and this bill helps us do that. 

If we don’t pass the bill, there will 
not be new assistance for innovative 
approaches to clean water and drinking 
water needs, and there will be no pro- 
tection for the coal utilities from run- 
away coal-ash lawsuits. We have spe- 
cifically addressed that. 

I have to admit that there are a lot 
of things we worked out in this bill 
that Democrats like and the Repub- 
licans don’t like and Republicans don’t 
like and Democrats like, but that is 
how we got things done. Sooner or 
later there is an outcry out there for us 
to get things done, and this is certainly 
a good way to encourage these people 
to understand that there is hope in 
what we are doing. 

I have some charts, and the first one 
I want to show is the map of the inland 
waterway system. There are 40 States 
that are directly served by ports and 
waterways maintained by the Corps of 
Engineers. This system handles over 2.3 
billion tons of freight each year, and 
this commerce is critical to the United 
States. 

I invite everyone to look at this 
chart. This is Tulsa, OK. Everyone 
knows where Oklahoma is. It is kind of 
in the middle of the United States. 
How many people in America know 
that we are navigable in Tulsa, OK? We 
have a navigation way that goes all the 
way up. We are fighting to keep the 
navigation way strong, and that is 
what this bill is all about. If you look 
at all of the things that are being serv- 
iced here—that is what this bill is all 
about. That is how far-reaching it is. 

We have to keep our water transpor- 
tation system operational. For exam- 
ple, the senior vice president of Mara- 
thon Petroleum Corporation told the 
Environmental Protection Committee, 
my committee, that they have a num- 
ber of situations up and down the Ohio 
River where lock gates have failed to 
function and Marathon’s barges were 
stopped for 50 or 60 days at the cost of 
millions and millions of dollars. He 
told us there was one lock where the 
gate literally fell off and took months 
to repair. 

The second chart we have is the Ohio 
lock repairs. This could be anywhere, 
but this is what it looks like when you 
get down there. When we have lock 
problems in my State of Oklahoma, I 
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go out there and get down there with 
them and look to see what we can do. 
But that is fairly recent in Oklahoma. 

Look at the Ohio River. I can’t tell 
you how old it is, but you can see the 
repairs that need to take place. This 
problem is not exclusive to the Ohio 
River. It exists in most major locks 
throughout the inland waterway. These 
projects are experiencing a slow creep 
of Federal inaction. 

Under the current law, a local spon- 
sor, such as a port, has to wait for the 
Corps to get Federal appropriations 
and issue Federal contracts before 
locks, dams, and ports can be main- 
tained. Even when a lock gate is lit- 
erally falling off, under current law, 
they are not allowed to use their own 
money to help out. 

The Corps maintenance budget is 
stretched thin so WRDA 2016 comes up 
with a solution, and this is a logical so- 
lution. In WRDA, the bill that we are 
going to consider and will hopefully 
pass, we let local sponsors, such as 
ports, either give money to the Corps 
to carry out maintenance or do their 
own maintenance using their own dol- 
lars. This is an opportunity. These are 
not taxpayer dollars, but the need is so 
critical that there are people out there 
willing to do this, and we will be able 
to do that with the passage of this bill. 

We also have to modernize our ports. 
We have to invest in our Nation’s ports 
now so that American ports can handle 
larger post-Panamax vessels. The new 
vessels that are coming through the 
Panama Canal now are vessels that re- 
quire a greater depth. Here is a com- 
parison. The top is the post-Panamax, 
and the bottom is what we are using 
today. You can get an idea of the num- 
ber of containers that they can trans- 
port. 

This picture shows the current 
Panamax vessel on the bottom and the 
new post-Panamax vessel on top. As 
you can see, the post-Panamax vessel 
can handle double the cargo of their 
predecessor. This increase in cargo vol- 
ume means cheaper shipping costs, 
which translates into cheaper costs for 
consumers, but in order to achieve 
this, we have to deepen our Nation’s 
strategic ports to accommodate it. 
WRDA 2016, the bill we are talking 
about now, has a number of provisions 
that will ensure that we grow the econ- 
omy, increase our competitiveness in 
the global marketplace, and promote 
long-term prosperity. These provisions 
include important harbor deepening 
projects for Charleston, SC, Port Ever- 
glades, FL, Brownsville, TX, and 
throughout America. 

This chart shows the Charleston Har- 
bor. It is authorized to be deepened 
under this bill. Right now it is 45 feet 
deep. In order to use the Panamax to 
come into that particular port, it has 
to be closer to 51 feet instead of 45 feet. 
What happens if that doesn’t happen? If 
it doesn’t happen, they have to go to 
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someplace in the Caribbean where they 
offload the large vessel and divide it up 
into small vessels, which dramatically 
increases the costs. Anyone who is con- 
cerned about low costs has to keep in 
mind that this is a major opportunity 
not just for Charleston Harbor, but for 
harbors throughout the United States. 

Let’s talk about flood control. Let’s 
start with the levees. The Corps built 
14,700 miles of levees that protect bil- 
lions of dollars of infrastructure and 
homes. We have some of these levees in 
my hometown of Tulsa, OK. The Corps 
projects prevent nearly $50 billion a 
year in damages. Many of these levees 
were built a long time ago, and some 
have recently failed. 

This chart shows the Iowa River 
levee breach. This is a levee in Iowa 
that was overtopped and eventually 
breached by disastrous floodwaters. In 
many cases levees like this were con- 
structed by the Army Corps of Engi- 
neers decades ago and no longer meet 
the Corps post-Katrina engineering de- 
sign guidelines. Also, FEMA has de- 
cided that many of these levees don’t 
meet FEMA flood insurance standards. 
Even though they own the levees, a 
levee district needs permission from 
the Corps to upgrade a levee to meet 
FEMA standards. Several Members of 
this body have told me that their local 
levee districts are caught up in a bu- 
reaucratic nightmare when they try to 
get that permission from the Corps. 
Well, you shouldn’t have to do that. 
Everyone benefits from this. We are 
streamlining the process to allow levee 
districts to improve their own levees 
by using their own money to do it in 
WRDA 2016. This is nontaxpayer 
money, and I don’t know who could op- 
pose this effort. 

There is also an issue with how the 
Corps rebuilds levees that have been 
damaged by flood. Right now the Corps 
will rebuild only to the preexisting 
level protection, which may be inad- 
equate and may not meet FEMA stand- 
ards. Hinstein defined insanity as doing 
the same thing over and over again and 
expecting to have different results. To 
stop this insanity of wasting Federal 
dollars by rebuilding the same inad- 
equate levee over and over again, 
WRDA 2016 allows local levee districts 
to increase the level of flood protection 
at their expense when the Corps is re- 
building a levee after a flood. No one 
can argue with that one. 

Let’s talk about dams. According to 
the Corps National Inventory of Dams, 
there are 14,726 high hazard potential 
dams in the United States. A high haz- 
ard potential dam is defined as a dam 
that will result in the loss of lives. If 
you look at this, this is a dam that 
broke. When that happens downstream, 
you know people are going to die. This 
is an area where we can’t imagine that 
anyone would object to it. 

This is a picture of a dam in Iowa 
that failed in June of 2010 after the 
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area received 10 inches of rain. We can 
avoid disasters like this by making the 
necessary investments in our water re- 
sources infrastructure. By not passing 
WRDA, we leave communities like this 
one, and many others throughout the 
country, vulnerable to catastrophic 
events. WRDA 2016 helps avoid disas- 
ters like this by providing two new 
dam safety programs. 

Keep in mind, we are talking about 
14,000 high hazard potential dams—life- 
threatening dams—right now. One is 
operated by FEMA to support State 
dam programs, and one is operated by 
the Bureau of Indian Affairs to support 
tribes. Those are the two efforts that 
we are making. 

Let’s talk about the EPA clean water 
and drinking water mandates. Commu- 
nities around the country are trying to 
keep up with more and more of the 
Federal mandates coming from the 
EPA. I had to deal with this when I was 
the mayor of Tulsa. It was the un- 
funded mandates that were the great- 
est problems that we had, and one of 
the goals I had in coming to Congress 
was to stop the mandates. We thought 
we had done that at one time. This is 
going to be a great help. Even though 
our water is much cleaner and our 
drinking water is much safer than it 
was 30 or 40 years ago, back when I was 
mayor of Tulsa, the EPA keeps adding 
more and more regulations, and these 
new mandates drive up our water and 
sewer bills to the point that they be- 
come unaffordable to many families. 
Under the threat of EPA penalties, 
communities can be forced to choose 
between meeting new, unfunded Fed- 
eral mandates or keeping up with basic 
maintenance repair and replacement 
activities that keep our drinking water 
and wastewater operational. 

Our seventh chart here is the Phila- 
delphia main break that took place. If 
we don’t maintain our infrastructure, 
it will fail just as this water main did 
in Philadelphia. If we don’t replace our 
infrastructure, aging sewer pipes will 
leak and result in sewer overflows. At- 
lanta, Omaha, Baltimore, Cincinnati, 
Houston, and communities all around 
the country are facing these problems. 

This chart shows the tunnel-boring 
machine for DC’s $2.6 billion sewer. 
You can see what is involved in this 
project. These sewer projects are huge 
and very costly. For example, there is 
a picture of a tunnel that is being built 
here in DC as part of a $2.6 billion 
project to address sewer overflows. The 
WRDA bill, S. 2848, addresses these 
issues in two ways. It targets Federal 
assistance and tools that empower 
local governments. 

As far as Federal assistance, our 2016 
WRDA bill provides $70 million to cap- 
italize WIFIA. You heard the Senator 
from California, Mrs. BOXER, talk 
about how we used TIFIA in our high- 
way bill. We are using WIFIA in the 
same way. The $70 million of Federal 
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funds can provide up to $4.2 billion in 
secured loans. It is something that 
worked in the highway bill, and it will 
work in this one. Those loans have got- 
ten a match by another $4.4 billion, so 
there is $70 million in Federal invest- 
ment that will result in some $8.6 bil- 
lion in infrastructure. That is in this 
bill. 

This funding is fully offset by reduc- 
tions in DOE’s Advanced Technology 
Vehicles Manufacturing Program. I 
might add that the Senator from 
Michigan has assured me that they are 
very supportive of this, in spite of the 
fact that that is where a lot of the 
manufacturing of our vehicles takes 
place. 

While the Federal assistance in this 
bill is targeted, all communities need 
tools to fight back when EPA enforce- 
ment officials try to take control of 
their water and sewer system. The 
WRDA bill also requires the EPA to up- 
date its affordability guidance, so when 
EPA imposes costly sewer upgrades on 
a community, EPA will have to con- 
sider the real impacts on real house- 
holds, including low-income house- 
holds. 

Finally, we talk about coal ash. That 
has been very controversial for a long 
time. WRDA includes compromise leg- 
islation that we negotiated and consid- 
ered with Senator BOXER and others on 
the EPW Committee to authorize State 
permit programs to manage fly ash 
from coal-fired powerplants. 

Coal ash is a critical ingredient in 
making concrete for roads and bridges. 
It is more durable, it is less expensive 
than the alternatives, and many States 
actually require coal ash to be used in 
their highway projects. When EPA’s 
coal ash rule went into effect last Octo- 
ber, it created huge uncertainty for 
both the disposal and the beneficial use 
of coal ash because, unlike other envi- 
ronmental regulations, the EPA rule is 
enforced through citizen lawsuits. This 
is something we have to stop. This bill 
fixes that by giving States the author- 
ity to issue State coal ash permits that 
will provide protection from citizen 
suits. 

There is a tremendous amount in this 
bill that is important to every State in 
our country. I can’t imagine that we 
are not going to be able to get this 
passed. Our goal—and this is a goal of 
Democrats and Republicans, the major- 
ity and the minority—is to get this 
done and get it done in this work pe- 
riod, and I think we can get it done by 
next week. 

We are to the point now where I want 
to repeat that we have the opportunity 
to do what we are supposed to be doing 
in managing our infrastructure. This is 
something we have an opportunity to 
do now and do well. Again, one of the 
requirements is—and the leadership 
has agreed to this, as have the man- 
agers, Senator BOXER and myself—that 
we are going to have to get all of the 
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amendments in from anybody who 
wants them by noon on Friday. Noth- 
ing will be considered after that, nor 
will anything be considered that is not 
germane. We are going to be passing 
judgment on these amendments as they 
come in, but bring them in because 
after noon on Friday, it will be too 
late. 

Anyway, we have this opportunity on 
the floor to get this done, and I think 
this will be one of the last really great 
accomplishments we will be able to do 
in this legislation session. 

With that, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Texas. 

CLINTON FOUNDATION 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, this 
summer the American people have 
heard a lot about Secretary Clinton 
and how she went to great lengths to 
set up a private email server in viola- 
tion of Federal law and accepted proto- 
cols not only at the State Department 
but in the U.S. Government. 

In early July FBI Director Comey an- 
nounced findings from the Bureau’s in- 
vestigation into her server that con- 
firmed what many people knew all 
along; that is, that Secretary Clinton 
simply misled the American people 
about it from day one. She didn’t tell 
the truth, and she tried to cover it up. 

Contrary to her previous statements 
from her and her staff, Secretary Clin- 
ton did send and receive classified in- 
formation on her private email server, 
including some at the very highest lev- 
els of classification. We learned that, 
contrary to her representations, her 
server did not provide adequate secu- 
rity, leaving sensitive information vul- 
nerable to our Nation’s enemies. We 
also learned that neither she nor her 
lawyers really actually reviewed the 
emails to determine whether they were 
work-related and needed to be turned 
over to the State Department and the 
Federal courts under our freedom of in- 
formation laws. And we learned that 
she didn’t give the authorities full ac- 
cess to all of her work-related emails. 
In fact, Director Comey said the FBI 
discovered thousands of emails that 
she simply had not produced even 
though she was required to do so. 

All of this may seem like old news, 
but the fact is, it is simply unaccept- 
able. I am glad the FBI released much 
of its investigation on Friday, but, as 
was observed by a number of people, 
this was sort of a typical Washington 
news dump—get it out on Friday and 
hope that by Monday morning, people 
have moved on to other things or for- 
gotten about it. 

But these regular scandals that seem 
to be associated with the Clintons— 
while they addressed the emails, they 
obviously evidenced contempt for our 
freedom of information laws and the 
kind of transparency that President 
Obama touted when he became Presi- 
dent and spoke about on the day of his 
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inauguration on January 20, 2009—most 
of the American people have come to 
believe they simply can’t trust Sec- 
retary Clinton. According to a recent 
CNN poll, about 70 percent said that 
she isn’t honest and trustworthy—al- 
most 70 percent, which is an astound- 
ingly high number. But I really can’t 
blame folks. In fact, Secretary Clinton 
has no one else to blame but herself. 

Unfortunately, Director Comey’s an- 
nouncement back in the July wasn’t 
the end of the story, though, because 
last month even more emails came to 
light that revealed the line blurred be- 
tween the Clinton Foundation and the 
State Department under Secretary 
Clinton. Many of the new emails were 
between top Clinton aides and an exec- 
utive at the Clinton Foundation re- 
questing favors of Secretary Clinton in 
her official capacity. There is a lot of 
information out there, but I have just 
highlighted about three of the items 
here. 

One exchange requests a meeting be- 
tween Secretary Clinton and the Crown 
Prince of Bahrain. According to the 
emails, after the Clinton Foundation 
staffer intervened, a meeting was 
quickly put together. The Washington 
Post has noted that the Crown Prince 
spent upwards of $32 million on an edu- 
cation program connected with—you 
guessed it—the Clinton Foundation. 

Another is from a person whom we 
will identify as just a sports executive 
trying to get an expedited visa for a 
British soccer player. He donated be- 
tween $5 million and $10 million to the 
Clinton Foundation. 

Several other requests were for last- 
minute meetings and other favors, in- 
cluding one business executive who ap- 
parently got quick access to Secretary 
Clinton. He donated between $5 million 
and $10 million to the Clinton Founda- 
tion. 

So what do all of these examples 
have in common? Obviously they are 
asking for help through Secretary Clin- 
ton’s direct line at the State Depart- 
ment and they gave millions of dollars 
to the foundation. These obviously 
were big-time donors. 

Let me add that I don’t know a lot 
about the details involving these dona- 
tions because the Clinton Foundation 
doesn’t provide the date and exact 
amount but just ranges. 

Here is the point: Secretary Clinton 
and her team were quick to prioritize 
these big donors and respond to them 
quickly and even, if possible, follow 
through with whatever request was 
made of them. It is clear that major 
Clinton Foundation donors enjoyed 
great access to Secretary Clinton while 
she was serving as our Nation’s pre- 
mier diplomat. The Clinton Foundation 
interfered with official day-to-day 
work at the State Department when 
the Secretary and her staff should have 
been focused on keeping Americans 
safe and making sound foreign policy. 
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One of the reasons I bring this up 
today is that this was an original con- 
cern of mine before Secretary Clinton 
was even confirmed as Secretary of 
State. After President Obama’s elec- 
tion in 2009, during the Senate con- 
firmation process, I objected to fast- 
tracking a vote on her nomination be- 
cause I saw the real and myriad possi- 
bilities for conflicts of interest in the 
relationship between Secretary Clinton 
as Secretary of State and the Clinton 
family foundation. I told then-Sec- 
retary Nominee Clinton that we needed 
greater transparency and we needed 
more assurances as to the integrity of 
this whole arrangement. When I ques- 
tioned her about it, I was assured by 
Secretary Clinton herself that the Clin- 
ton Foundation would take steps nec- 
essary to mitigate my concerns about 
conflicts of interest and perceived con- 
flicts of interest. 

I would note that this was not just 
my concern; it was a concern raised by 
the then-chairman of the Foreign Rela- 
tions Committee, Senator Richard 
Lugar. It was also raised by President 
Obama and his White House itself. And 
what was produced out of those con- 
cerns was a very lawyerly-like memo- 
randum of understanding between the 
Clinton Foundation and the Obama ad- 
ministration. In fact, I believe this is a 
precondition to Secretary Clinton get- 
ting the nomination from President 
Obama, because he didn’t want the con- 
flicts of interest that he knew could 
arise as a result of the foundation’s ac- 
tivities to impugn the integrity of the 
Obama administration. 

This memorandum of understanding 
assured the President and the Amer- 
ican people that the foundation would 
follow certain transparency measures 
to make sure that Secretary Clinton 
conducted American diplomacy with 
the utmost integrity. In doing so, the 
foundation agreed it would make pub- 
lic the names of all donors, including 
new ones. 

What was the result? In the ensuing 
years, Secretary Clinton and her fam- 
ily foundation made a habit of regu- 
larly crossing the lines that were 
drawn in that memorandum of under- 
standing and with her verbal arrange- 
ments and understanding with me. 
Even though the foundation agreed to 
disclose all foreign donations—this is 
from foreign countries to a family 
foundation run, in part, by the Sec- 
retary of State of the U.S. Govern- 
ment. So even though they agreed to 
disclose all foreign contributions, they 
didn’t, and even though some foreign 
donations were supposed to be sub- 
mitted for review to the State Depart- 
ment, they weren’t. 

According to reports, at least one or- 
ganization within the foundation failed 
to annually disclose its list of donors, 
and today the American people still 
lack basic information about many of 
the donations, like the exact amounts 
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that were donated to the foundation, as 
I already mentioned. 

I don’t know anybody who feels com- 
fortable with or who can defend these 
obvious conflicts of interest between 
the Secretary of State representing the 
United States and her family founda- 
tion soliciting and receiving multi- 
million-dollar donations from heads of 
state of foreign countries, not to men- 
tion other people who obviously were 
trying to get the help of Secretary 
Clinton in some official capacity. Sec- 
retary Clinton was performing her job 
as Secretary of State, and at the same 
time, the Clinton Foundation was 
shaking down donors who at least 
thought they were buying access. I 
don’t know how to describe that in any 
other terms other than it is deplorable 
and it completely undercuts the integ- 
rity of our democratic process. 

This isn’t funny, as former President 
Clinton suggested. Lying to the Amer- 
ican people doesn’t make you some 
kind of Robin Hood either, as he 
claimed to be. He said the only dif- 
ference between him and Robin Hood is 
he didn’t steal from anybody. 

Well, this whole scandal further un- 
derscores the Clinton philosophy that 
anything goes. She clearly feels like 
the laws that apply to you and me 
don’t apply to her, and it is no wonder 
the American people have come to dis- 
trust her and believe that she is simply 
incapable in many instances of telling 
the truth. 

I hope the American people keep ask- 
ing questions of Secretary Clinton and 
her foundation, and I hope soon that we 
all get some answers. The American 
people deserve complete unobstructed 
transparency into this matter, and it is 
clear they won’t get that from Sec- 
retary Clinton herself. 

Regarding the vote to confirm Sec- 
retary Clinton, it did occur. In reliance 
upon her assurances of transparency 
and to maintain the independence of 
her office of Secretary of State from 
the activities of the foundation, I, 
among many others of my colleagues, 
voted to confirm Secretary Clinton as 
Secretary of State, but my belief today 
is that she simply did not keep up her 
end of the bargain. Thus, if that vote 
were held today, I could not and would 
not vote to confirm her as Secretary of 
State. 


EE 


MORNING BUSINESS 


Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate be 
in a period of morning business, with 
Senators permitted to speak therein 
for up to 10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent to speak for up 
to 15 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
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CLIMATE CHANGE 


Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, as 
the Senate reconvenes after several 
weeks of work in our home States, I 
am back for the 145th time asking my 
colleagues to wake up to the pressing 
reality of climate change. We are sleep- 
walking through this moment, will- 
fully ignoring the warning signs of an 
already altered Earth, largely because 
of a decades-long corporate campaign 
of misinformation on the dangers of 
carbon pollution. 

Just last week, while we were back 
home, scientists at the International 
Geological Congress presented the be- 
ginning of a new geological epoch, the 
Anthropocene. Transitions between ge- 
ological epochs are marked by a sig- 
nal—a signal in the global geologic 
record, like the traces of the meteorite 
that wiped out the dinosaurs at the end 
of the Cretaceous epoch. 

What are the signals of the beginning 
of the Anthropocene? 

Humans—anthropods—have increased 
carbon dioxide in the Earth’s atmos- 
phere from 280 parts per million before 
the Industrial Revolution to 400 parts 
per million and rising today—a pace of 
increase not seen for 66 million years 
and a level never seen before in human 
history on this planet. 

We have also dumped so much plastic 
into our waterways and oceans that 
microplastic particles can be found vir- 
tually everywhere and are now even in- 
filtrating our food chain. We have 
poured so much pollution into our at- 
mosphere—that thin blue shell under 
which we currently thrive—that per- 
manent layers of particulates, such as 
black carbon from burning fossil fuels, 
are left in sediments and glacial ice. 
The signals we are leaving are many, 
and they are clear. 

Dr. Paul Crutzen, the Nobel Prize- 
winning chemist who coined the term 
“Anthropocene’’ remarked back in 
2011: “This name change stresses the 
enormity of humanity’s responsibility 
as stewards of the Earth.” His words 
echo those of Pope Francis, who tells 
us this in his encyclical “Laudato Si”: 
“Humanity is called to recognize the 
need for changes of lifestyle, produc- 
tion, and consumption, in order to 
combat this warming or at least the 
human causes which produce or aggra- 
vate it.” 

Yet attempts to address climate 
change are stifled in this Chamber by 
an industry-controlled, many-tentacled 
apparatus deliberately polluting our 
discourse with phony climate denial as 
it pollutes our atmosphere and oceans 
with carbon. Polls show more than 80 
percent of Americans favor action to 
reduce carbon pollution. So our inac- 
tion signals the filthy grip these bad 
actors have on this Chamber. 

Before the recess, 19 colleagues came 
to the floor to shine a little light on 
this web of climate denial spun by 
those actors. All told, we delivered 
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over 54% hours of remarks describing 
the activities, the backers, and the 
linkages of dozens of denier groups. 

A growing body of scholarship exam- 
ines this climate denial apparatus, in- 


cluding work by Harvard’s Naomi 
Oreskes, Michigan State’s Aaron 
McCright, Oklahoma State Univer- 
sity’s Riley Dunlap, Yale’s Justin 


Farrell, and Drexel’s Robert Brulle. 
Their work reveals an intricate, inter- 
connected propaganda web that encom- 
passes over 100 organizations, trade as- 
sociations, conservative think tanks, 
foundations, public relations firms, and 
plain old phony-baloney polluter front 
groups. In the words of Professor 
Farrell, the apparatus is ‘‘overtly pro- 
ducing and promoting skepticism and 
doubt about scientific consensus on cli- 
mate change.” 

Well, our little floor effort got the at- 
tention of the climate deniers. Shortly 
after our ‘‘web of denial’’ floor action, 
Senator SCHATZ and I received a letter 
from ExxonMobil telling us that it be- 
lieves the risks of climate change are 
real, that it no longer funds groups 
that deny the science of climate 
change, and that it supports a carbon 
fee, like our American Opportunity 
Carbon Fee Act. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to have printed in the RECORD a 
copy of this letter. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD as follows: 

EXXON MOBIL CORPORATION, 
Washington, DC, July 21, 2016. 
Hon. SHELDON WHITEHOUSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR WHITEHOUSE: I am writing 
in response to comments you recently made 
on the Senate floor about ExxonMobil and 
our position on climate change and felt it 
important to better inform you of our posi- 
tion. ExxonMobil shares the same concerns 
as people everywhere—how to provide the 
world with the energy it needs to support 
economic growth and improve living stand- 
ards, while reducing greenhouse gas (GHG) 
emissions. It is a dual challenge. Techno- 
logical advancements in the ways in which 
we produce, deliver, and use energy are crit- 
ical to our ability to meet this challenge. 

ExxonMobil believes the risks of climate 
change are real and warrant thoughtful ac- 
tion. 

As a global issue, addressing the risks of 
climate change requires broad-based, prac- 
tical solutions around the world. ExxonMobil 
believes that effective policies to address cli- 
mate change should: 

Ensure a uniform and predictable cost of 
carbon across the economy; 

Be global in application; 

Allow market prices to drive the selection 
of solutions; 

Minimize complexity and administrative 
costs; 

Maximize transparency; and 

Provide flexibility for future adjustments 
to react to developments in climate science 
and the economic impacts of climate poli- 
cies. 

As policymakers develop mechanisms to 
address climate change risk, they should 
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focus on reducing the greatest amount of 
emissions at the lowest cost to society. Of 
the policy options being considered by gov- 
ernments, we believe a revenue-neutral car- 
bon tax is the best—a position we first took 
more than seven years ago. 

We are actively working to reduce green- 
house gas emissions in our own operations 
and to help our customers reduce their emis- 
sions as well. That means developing tech- 
nologies that reduce emissions, including 
working to improve energy efficiency and 
advance cogeneration. In fact, our cogenera- 
tion facilities alone enable the avoidance of 
approximately 6 million metric tons of 
greenhouse gas emissions each year, and 
allow us to feed power back to the grid in 
certain instances. 

Since 2000, ExxonMobil has spent approxi- 
mately $7 billion to develop lower-emission 
energy solutions. That figure does not in- 
clude the fact that as the nation’s leading 
producer of natural gas, ExxonMobil has con- 
tributed substantially to the overall drop in 
U.S. energy-related CO2 emissions over the 
past decade. 

We are also advancing conventional car- 
bon-capture-and-storage technology while at 
the same time pursuing innovative carbon- 
capture solutions involving carbonate fuel 
cells. This far-sighted research aims to re- 
duce the cost of carbon capture to keep CO2 
out of the atmosphere. Advancing economic 
and scalable technologies to capture carbon 
dioxide from large emitters, such as power 
plants, is an important part of ExxonMobil’s 
suite of research into lower-emissions solu- 
tions to mitigate the risk of climate change. 

And we are pioneering development of 
next-generation biofuels from algae that 
could reduce emissions without competing 
with food and water resources. 

We reject long-discredited efforts to por- 
tray legitimate scientific inquiry and dia- 
logue and differences on policy approaches as 
“climate denial.” We rejected them when 
they were made a decade ago and we reject 
them today. 

To advance the quality of analysis and dis- 
cussion of leading public policy challenges, 
we provide funding to a broad range of non- 
profit organizations that engage in the de- 
velopment and consideration of options to 
address them responsibly and effectively. 
Often these organizations support free mar- 
ket solutions and expanded economic 
growth. We consider our support for such or- 
ganizations from year to year to assess their 
continuing contribution to the public discus- 
sion of social, environmental, and economic 
issues. AS you know, several years ago, we 
discontinued funding several non-profit orga- 
nizations when we determined that our sup- 
port for them was unfortunately becoming a 
distraction from the important public dis- 
cussion over practical efforts to mitigate the 
risks of climate change. 

If you, or your staff, would like to discuss 
this or any other matter, please let me know 
and, as always, we would be pleased to meet. 

Sincerely, 
THERESA FARIELLO, 
Vice President, 
Washington Office. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. It is a nice letter, 
but its claims simply do not conform 
to our experience. 

In 2015, for instance, ExxonMobil re- 
peatedly funneled millions to groups 
peddling climate denial. According to 
its own publicly available ‘‘2015 World- 
wide Giving Report,” ExxonMobil con- 
tributed over $1.6 million to organiza- 
tions that were profiled in our floor 
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statements, including the American 
Legislative Exchange Council and the 
U.S. Chamber of Commerce. 

ExxonMobil’s letter claims that the 
company’s support for a revenue-neu- 
tral carbon tax dates back 7 years. If 
that were so, you would think at some 
point during those 7 years Exxon ex- 
ecutives would have expressed that 
support to the authors of a carbon fee 
bill. My and Senator SCHATZ’s Amer- 
ican Opportunity Carbon Fee Act 
meets all the relevant criteria men- 
tioned in the letter, yet ExxonMobil 
has not endorsed the bill or lobbied our 
colleagues on its behalf or even ex- 
pressed interest in meeting with either 
of us to discuss the White House- 
Schatz proposal and how to make it be- 
come law. 

Behind ExxonMobil’s professed sup- 
port for a carbon fee, here is what we 
really see: zero support from the cor- 
poration and implacable opposition 
from all ExxonMobil’s main lobbying 
groups—the American Petroleum Insti- 
tute, for instance, the U.S. Chamber of 
Commerce and its array of various 
front groups. The actual lobbying posi- 
tion of ExxonMobil is vehemently 
against the revenue-neutral carbon tax 
ExxonMobil claims to support. 

The letter from ExxonMobil was not 
the only letter in response to our July 
floor speeches. Twenty-two organiza- 
tions in the Koch-funded network with 
lengthy records of climate change de- 
nial also sent a letter objecting to 
being characterized as Koch-linked cli- 
mate deniers. This group of organiza- 
tions, which purportedly is not a 
group, sent their letter out on a com- 
mon letterhead. Since the web of cli- 
mate change denial is designed to be so 
big and sophisticated, with so many 
parts that the public is made to believe 
it is not a single, special-interest-fund- 
ed front, that may not have been their 
smartest move. Interestingly, some of 
the groups that participated in this let- 
ter were not even mentioned in our 
floor remarks. Such is the web of de- 
nial. 

In our reply to them, Senators REID, 
SCHUMER, BOXER, DURBIN, SANDERS, 
FRANKEN, WARREN, MARKEY and I noted 
that they are all well supported in the 
web of climate denial, to the tune of at 
least $92 million, in a network bound 
together by common funders, shared 
staff, and matched messages. It is one 
beast, though it may have many heads. 

We offered these organizations a sim- 
ple test. If you are for real, disclose all 
of your donors. There is a lot of dark 
money going into these groups. So we 
asked: Show us that you represent 
many, many millions of Americans—as 
they claimed in the letter—not just 
many, many millions of dollars from 
the Koch brothers’ fossil fuel network. 

I contend that these organizations 
are well-funded agents of hidden back- 
ers with a massive conflict of interest, 
and that it is their job to subject our 
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country to an organized campaign to 
deceive and mislead us regarding the 
scientific consensus surrounding cli- 
mate change and to do so with the pur- 
pose to sabotage American response to 
the climate crisis. 

I contend that the conflict of interest 
of their hidden backers runs into the 
hundreds of billions of dollars. If you 
use the Office of Management and 
Budget’s social cost of carbon, one can 
calculate the annual polluter cost to 
the rest of us from their carbon pollu- 
tion at over $200 billion per year. Think 
what mischief people would be willing 
to get up to for $200 billion per year. 
The International Monetary Fund esti- 
mates that the effective subsidy for 
American fossil fuels is actually even 
higher—$700 billion per year. For that 
kind of money, you can fund a lot of 
front groups. 

The front group’s letter points out 
that our Founders intended for public 
policies to be well informed and well 
debated. Well, I could not agree more. 

On July 31, leading national sci- 
entific organizations, including the 
American Association for the Advance- 
ment of Science, the American Mete- 
orological Society, and the American 
Geophysical Union, sent Members of 
Congress a no-nonsense message that 
human-caused climate change is real, 
that it poses serious risks to modern 
society, and that we need to substan- 
tially reduce greenhouse gas emissions. 

Observations throughout the world make 
it clear that climate change is occurring, 
and rigorous scientific research concludes 
that the greenhouse gases emitted by human 
activities are the primary driver. This con- 
clusion is based on multiple independent 
lines of evidence and the vast body of peer- 
reviewed science. 

That is the voice of fact, analysis, 
and reason. We are well informed by 
the real scientists. The scientists have 
the expertise, the knowledge, and the 
facts. What they don’t have is that 
massive conflict of interest that re- 
quires setting up an armada of front 
groups and that gives them the $100 bil- 
lion motivation to run this scheme. It 
is time to let the scientists and the 
facts take their place. 

This issue has been thoroughly de- 
bated and vetted in the legitimate 
world. It is time now for us here in 
Congress to wake up to our duties and 
at last to act. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 
TILLIS). The Senator from Ohio. 

(The remarks of Mr. PORTMAN per- 
taining to the introduction of S. 3292 
are printed in today’s RECORD under 
“Statements on Introduced Bills and 
Joint Resolutions.’’) 

Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. President, I sug- 
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 


(Mr. 
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Mr. PERDUE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


ee 


FILLING THE SUPREME COURT 
VACANCY 


Mr. PERDUE. Mr. President, I rise 
tonight after having listened to several 
floor speeches today. I don’t under- 
stand it. Here we are again with prob- 
lems such as the debt, the Zika virus, 
funding our military, and yet we spent 
the majority of the day in this body 
talking about something I think we 
have already decided is not going to 
change this year, and that is the poten- 
tial nomination to the vacancy on the 
Supreme Court. 

I just think I need to do this one 
more time. I have spoken before about 
my position, and I want to rise in sup- 
port of Senator GRASSLEY, the chair- 
man of the Senate Judiciary Com- 
mittee. I think it is important that I 
again discuss why I believe the Senate 
should not hold hearings or schedule a 
vote on any Supreme Court nominee 
until the American people have chosen 
whom they want to be their next Presi- 
dent. 

I would first like to address this issue 
of the Senate’s responsibility under the 
Constitution with respect to judicial 
matters and judicial nominees in par- 
ticular. According to article II, section 
2, the President has the power to nomi- 
nate Supreme Court Justices—nothing 
new there. We in this body have the 
power to either consent or withhold 
our consent from this nominee. 

The minority leader himself said at 
that time when referring to the Sen- 
ate’s constitutional responsibility to 
confirm President George W. Bush’s ju- 
dicial nominee: 

Nowhere in that document does it say the 
Senate has a duty to give presidential nomi- 
nees a vote. 

He then went on to say: 

The Senate is not a rubber stamp for the 
executive branch. 

There is also no provision in the Con- 
stitution requiring the Senate Judici- 
ary Committee to hold hearings for all 
judicial nominees. In fact, the Con- 
stitution and its provisions laying out 
the process for confirming judicial 
nominees were ratified 28 years before 
the Senate Judiciary Committee even 
came into existence. Therefore, it is 
clear to me that the Senate’s action in 
withholding consent from this nominee 
is entirely consistent with our rights 
and responsibilities as a  coequal 
branch of government under the Con- 
stitution. 

By choosing to withhold our consent 
in this case, we are doing our job, just 
as we have said all along and just as 
our jobs are laid out in the Constitu- 
tion. 

I would also like to address the argu- 
ment that the lack of hearings for a 
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Supreme Court nominee this year is 
somehow unprecedented. That is just 
nonsense. In modern times, the oppo- 
site is actually true. The last time a 
Supreme Court vacancy arose and a 
nominee was confirmed in a Presi- 
dential election year was actually in 
1932. But the last time this situation 
occurred where we had a divided gov- 
ernment and we had a Supreme Court 
Justice nominated and confirmed in 
that year was 1888. Mr. President, a lot 
of water has gone under the bridge 
since then, and both sides have taken 
this position. 

Furthermore, my colleagues across 
the aisle have consistently argued over 
the years that the Senate should not 
act on a Supreme Court nomination 
during a Presidential election year. 
The hypocrisy of this situation is just 
amazing to me. As an outsider to this 
process, this is what drives my friends 
and people back home absolutely mad. 

It was then-Senator BIDEN—our cur- 
rent Vice President—who was chair- 
man of the Judiciary Committee at the 
time, who said that President George 
H.W. Bush should avoid a Supreme 
Court nomination until after the 1992 
Presidential election. Then-Senator 
BIDEN went further than what we are 
doing today: He then said the President 
shouldn’t even nominate someone. He 
made the same point my colleagues 
and I are making today when he said: 

It is my view that if a Supreme Court jus- 
tice resigns tomorrow or within the next sev- 
eral weeks, or resigns at the end of the year, 
President Bush should consider following the 
practice of a majority of his predecessors and 
not—and not—name a nominee until after 
the November election is completed. 

I don’t know what else to say, Mr. 
President. Both sides have made this 
same argument we are making today in 
the past. 

Finally, I believe the decision to not 
hold hearings for a Supreme Court 
nominee this year is a wise course of 
action in the midst of a Presidential 
election. As I have said all along, this 
is not the time we want to interject 
into this political process the decision 
to make a lifetime appointment to the 
Supreme Court—a decision that may 
tip the balance of this particular 
Court. 

Then-Senator BIDEN also said, when 
discussing the potential of holding Su- 
preme Court confirmation hearings 
against the backdrop of election-year 
politics: 

A process that is already in doubt in the 
minds of many will become distrusted by all. 
Senate consideration of a nominee under 
these circumstances is not fair to the Presi- 
dent, to the nominee, or to the Senate itself. 

I agree with then-Senator BIDEN that 
the confirmation of a lifetime ap- 
pointee to our Nation’s highest Court 
is far too important to become entan- 
gled in the partisan wrangling during a 
Presidential election year. 

As a member of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, I am, therefore, proud to stand 
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with Chairman GRASSLEY and my col- 
leagues in the committee in saying no 
Supreme Court nominee should be con- 
sidered by the Senate before the next 
President is sworn into office. I also be- 
lieve that it shouldn’t be taken up ina 
lameduck session. You can’t have it 
both ways, Mr. President. 


EEE 


OBAMACARE 


Mr. PERDUE. Mr. President, I have 
one other topic I would like to cover, if 
I may, and that is about the other con- 
versation we hear about from back 
home, and that is ObamaCare. 

We just spent several weeks back 
home in the State working, and I per- 
sonally spent the last 3 weeks touring 
our State, from Hahira to Hiawassee, 
and I can tell you that I get one ques- 
tion out of every group to which I 
speak, and that is this: What can be 
done about ObamaCare? My premiums 
are going up. My insurance was can- 
celed. It said that I could keep my doc- 
tor if I wanted to. It said I could keep 
my insurance company if I wanted to. 
Yet I lost my doctor and I am losing 
my insurance. 

I really believe this is a critical issue 
we need to talk about. Americans have 
never settled for failure. Yet right now 
people are saying that we need to ac- 
cept ObamaCare, that it is the law. Yet 
I am saying it is collapsing under its 
own weight. In four decades of busi- 
ness, I don’t think I have ever seen 
anything as perverse aS ObamaCare 
and the effect it is having not only on 
our business community but on the 
people back home. 

We are still talking ObamaCare 
today, Mr. President, because it is a 
complete disaster. It has failed the 
very people this President and the 
Democrats in this body claimed to 
champion—the working men and 
women of America. It did nothing to go 
after overall costs and the spiraling na- 
ture of health care costs, which con- 
tinue to explode and are the No. 1 driv- 
er of the fact that in the next 10 years, 
unless we do something, this President 
has a budget that will add $10 trillion 
more to our current debt. 

ObamaCare did nothing at all to deal 
with the number of doctors in this 
country. It inserted government be- 
tween patients and their doctors and 
created a shortage of doctors. Right 
now we are averaging around 10,000—we 
are losing about 10,000 doctors a year 
under ObamaCare. In fact, projections 
are that a doctor shortage in just the 
next 10 years could top 90,000 doctors. 
That is staggering. 

ObamaCare raises taxes, increases 
premiums, and it chokes out our 
choices. Not only that, but deductibles 
are up dramatically. My home State of 
Georgia is feeling the weight of this 
failure. UnitedHealthcare and Cigna 
are leaving the ObamaCare exchange at 
the end of the year. Last month, Aetna 
announced it was joining them. 
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At the start of this year—this is an 
astounding number—all 159 counties in 
Georgia had at least 2 carriers to de- 
pend on. Now, after 9 months, 96 of the 
159 counties in Georgia have only 1 op- 
tion. I repeat: 96 of the 159 counties 
have only 1 option. 

Georgians are being robbed of health 
care choices. They are also facing even 
higher premium and deductible costs. 
Premiums have risen in Georgia by an 
average of 33 percent. Every provider 
left in Georgia is raising premiums by 
double digits next year. I will highlight 
a couple of them: Blue Cross Blue 
Shield, 21 percent; Alliant, 21 percent; 
Ambetter, 13.7 percent; Kaiser, 18 per- 
cent; Harken Health, 51 percent; 
Humana, 67 percent. 

In 2009, President Obama railed 
against fewer choices. While selling 
ObamaCare, he said: ‘‘In 34 States, 75 
percent of the insurance market is con- 
trolled by five or fewer companies... 
and without competition, the price of 
insurance goes up and quality goes 
down.”’ 

Gee, it sounds like he knew what was 
coming, except he was complaining 
about that at the time, and today it 
has gotten worse. That is exactly what 
is happening in Georgia because of 
ObamaCare. These are problems that 
are not limited to just Georgia. Aetna 
is leaving 10 other States as we speak. 
Today, 31 percent of all counties na- 
tionwide, comprising almost 2⁄2 mil- 
lion Americans enrolled in ObamaCare 
exchanges, are more likely than not to 
have just one choice in provider. That 
is what the President was complaining 
about in 2009. 

Insurance companies across the coun- 
try are facing hundreds of millions in 
losses. It means fewer choices and 
higher costs for patients. The GAO re- 
cently reported that the pre- 
ObamaCare plans available in most 
States were more affordable and had 
lower deductibles than the options now 
available in ObamaCare exchanges. 
Profound. 

Nationally, premiums have risen by 
an average of 26 percent. Deductibles 
have risen for individuals with an aver- 
age income of more than 60 percent 
than when ObamaCare became law. 
Premiums are up 26 percent. 
Deductibles are up over 60 percent. 
There is no way around it. ObamaCare 
is a Washington takeover of our health 
care system that isn’t working for av- 
erage Americans. 

When they were talking about this 
back in the day, my comment all along 
was: How do you _ feel about 
ObamaCare? I said: Well, if you like 
the way the VA is being run, you are 
going to love ObamaCare. Those words 
are coming true today. It is collapsing 
under its own weight. It is failing the 
very people whom the other side claims 
to champion—the working poor and the 
working middle class of our country 
who are bearing the burden of this non- 
sense. 


September 7, 2016 


Monopolies are festering and prices 
have skyrocketed. AS I said, 
ObamaCare is yet another example of 
liberal policies failing the very people 
they claim to champion. The diagnosis 
is in. None of these problems are going 
away. That is our problem. In fact, 
they are getting worse. ObamaCare 
cannot be allowed to stand. 

This is not a question of tweaking it 
around the edges. It is profoundly built 
incorrectly. We have to repeal the indi- 
vidual and poor mandates and pass an 
alternative that goes after real drivers 
of spiraling health care costs. Instead, 
we should offer transportability, insur- 
ability, and _  accessibility—all the 
things that were missing prior to 
ObamaCare but have been proposed 
fixes that have been in for over 10 years 
on the Republican side. 

Accessibility is one of the main 
things to those who want to purchase 
coverage without mandating it. This 
would ensure that no one is priced out 
of the market, including those with 
preexisting conditions. We should offer 
more access to health savings accounts 
to help drive down costs and allow for 
the purchase of insurance across State 
lines to increase competition. 

Finally, we have to address the frivo- 
lous lawsuits that have forced some 
doctors to practice defensive medicine 
out of fear of being sued. All these 
steps are within our grasp. So don’t be- 
lieve those who say there isn’t an 
ObamaCare alternative out there. My 
friend and Georgia representative, TOM 
PRICE, has championed H. 2300, the Em- 
powering Patients First Act, for years. 
It contains all the solutions I just men- 
tioned and more. I am proud to cospon- 
sor that with JOHN MCCAIN in the Sen- 
ate. Our health care system is too im- 
portant for too many Americans and 
too many to settle for this failure. I 
wasn’t sent to the U.S. Senate to settle 
for the status quo. 

I want to say one thing in closing. In 
the last 8 years, we have been told over 
and over again that the status quo is 
the new norm. This is one where the 
American people are telling me and 
telling you that they are not accepting 
this new norm. 

Mr. President, I yield my time. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. PERDUE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


Se 


REMEMBERING JAMES DUNN 


Mr. ROUNDS. Mr. President, today I 
wish to commemorate the life and leg- 
acy of former South Dakota State Sen- 
ator James Dunn. 

Jim was born in Lead, SD, on June 
27, 1927, and died in Sturgis, SD, on Au- 
gust 11, 2016, at the age of 89. 
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Immediately after graduating from 
high school, he joined the U.S. Army 
Signal Corps and served from 1945 
through 1947. 

He returned home to Lead and 
worked at the Homestake Gold Mine 
for the next 38 years. During that time, 
he also raised four children with his 
wife, Betty, and earned a bachelor’s de- 
gree in business administration and ec- 
onomics. At the mine, he was a crew- 
man, a machinist, the assistant direc- 
tor of public affairs, and then the direc- 
tor of public affairs. 

Jim inspired his coworkers with his 
intelligence, his humor, and his leader- 
ship. He became a constant promoter 
for the Black Hills and all of South Da- 
kota. He inspired magazine articles, 
books, films, and other publicity about 
South Dakota. 

He was also an enthusiastic sup- 
porter and volunteer worker for dozens 
of local and State organizations during 
his 89 years. He was even the first male 
president of the Black Hills Girl Scout 
Council. 

In 1971, he was elected to the South 
Dakota House of Representatives. In 
1973, he was elected to the South Da- 
kota Senate and served until his retire- 
ment in 2000. His 30 years of consecu- 
tive service is matched by only three 
other legislators. 

Jim Dunn was elected to many legis- 
lative leadership positions, including 
the chairmanship of the executive 
board of the legislature. However, his 
leadership went beyond any position he 
held. 

He was a great mentor to all the leg- 
islators who served with him, including 
me. For my first 4 years of working as 
the majority leader, he sat next to me. 
The wisdom of his additional 20 years 
of experience kept me out of trouble. 
No one saw the many times I wanted to 
jump up and join a floor fight, but Jim 
would calmly grab my arm and say, 
“Not yet, wait.” His deep, raspy whis- 
pers guided me and taught me how to 
be a leader. 

Jim removed the rancor from com- 
mittee and floor debates with his 
knowledge and explanation of the 
facts. He guided our discussions back 
to what was really important. Then he 
would lead us to consensus. 

He was a tough negotiator, but also a 
practical compromiser. He always 
brought the focus to what was best for 
the people back home and all the peo- 
ple of South Dakota. 

He was always there for us in solving 
problems and creating new opportuni- 
ties, such as saving the State’s rail- 
roads, increasing tourism as the prime 
sponsor of the Deadwood gaming law, 
substantial expansion of the financial 
services industry, implementing wel- 
fare reform, reducing property taxes, 
and promoting the transformation of 
the Homestake Gold Mine into the 
deepest underground physics labora- 
tory in the world. 
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But more important than all of his 
career accomplishments is the kind of 
person Jim Dunn was. 

He was a loving husband, father, 
grandfather, great-grandfather, and 
friend to all who knew him. He had an 
enormously positive impact on the 
many thousands of people he met and 
touched with his kindness and gen- 
erosity. 

South Dakota is a better State and 
we are a better people because of Jim 
Dunn. 

With this, I welcome the opportunity 
to recognize and commemorate the life 
of this public servant and great human 
being, my friend, Jim Dunn. 

Thank you, Mr. President. 


RECOGNIZING LITTLE ROCK 
CENTRAL HIGH SCHOOL 


Mr. COTTON. Mr. President, in honor 
of the National Park Service’s 100th 
birthday year, I want to recognize one 
of Arkansas’ most recognized and his- 
toric sites: Little Rock Central High 
School. As one of the most well-known 
high schools in the United States, Lit- 
tle Rock Central’s story is an impor- 
tant one in the history of our Nation. 

Central High School played a pivotal 
role in the desegregation of public 
schools in the United States. On Sep- 
tember 23, 1957, following the Supreme 
Court’s decision in Brown v. Board of 
Education in 1954, nine African-Amer- 
ican students attempted to attend 
class at Little Rock Central High 
School. Now known as the Little Rock 
Nine, these students were met with 
heavy public disapproval by an angry 
mob. President Eisenhower ultimately 
ordered Federal troops into Little 
Rock to escort the students into the 
school for their first day of class on 
September 25, 1957. 

These courageous nine students 
changed the course of history. They 
showed us that we should always pur- 
sue what is just, no matter how hard 
the journey is. 

Former President and Arkansas Gov- 
ernor Bill Clinton signed legislation in 
1998 designating the school a national 
historic site. To this day, Little Rock 
Central High School is the only func- 
tioning secondary school in the United 
States to have this distinction. Pre- 
serving Little Rock Central High 
School and presenting its history so 
that others might learn from it is an 
important mission, one that we should 
never abandon. 

Named ‘‘America’s Most Beautiful 
High School” by the American Insti- 
tute of Architects, Little Rock Central 
High School certainly has a storied his- 
tory, and when you find yourself in 
Little Rock, be sure to take an after- 
noon to visit the Little Rock Central 
High School National Historic Site. 
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RECOGNIZING ARKANSAS’ FIRST 
DUAL PURPLE HEART CITY AND 
COUNTY 


e Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, today 
I wish to recognize Izard County and 
the city of Horseshoe Bend on becom- 
ing the first dual Purple Heart city and 
county in the State of Arkansas. 

Created by George Washington in 
1782, the Purple Heart is our Nation’s 
oldest military medal. The Purple 
Heart is awarded to members of the 
Armed Forces who are wounded or 
killed in combat. These men and 
women are some of the finest heroes in 
our Nation. 

Similarly, Izard County has also 
committed to show its respect and ap- 
preciation for our veterans by becom- 
ing a Purple Heart County. Showing 
our admiration for the heroes who have 
served and sacrificed so much for our 
freedom is such a worthy endeavor and 
this recognition is well-deserved. I 
commend Izard County and the city of 
Horseshoe Bend for publically acknowl- 
edging these heroes, declaring unwav- 
ering support of them, and showing 
how grateful we are for our veterans 
and their willingness to serve their 
country. There truly is no greater dis- 
play of service and sacrifice than that. 

I want to take this opportunity to 
applaud the city of Horseshoe Bend and 
Izard County for publically recognizing 
our veterans and Purple Heart recipi- 
ents by becoming a Purple Heart City 
and Purple Heart County. Arkansas is 
proud that our local communities are 
paying respect to our veterans and 
standing behind them.e 


EE 
RECOGNIZING MARION COUNTY 


e Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, today 
I wish to recognize Marion County, AR, 
which became a Purple Heart County 
on November 15, 2015. 

Created by George Washington in 
1782, the Purple Heart is our Nation’s 
oldest military medal. The Purple 
Heart is awarded to members of the 
Armed Forces who are wounded or 
killed in combat. These men and 
women are some of the finest heroes 
that our Nation has to offer. 

Last year, Marion County chose to 
honor the service and sacrifice our Pur- 
ple Heart heroes in Arkansas by be- 
coming a Purple Heart County. Marion 
County’s unwavering support of the he- 
roic actions of our Purple Heart recipi- 
ents stands as a reflection of the appre- 
ciation and gratitude of its residents. 

Marion County recently held a cele- 
bration of its designation as a Purple 
Heart County that brought the commu- 
nity together to honor Purple Heart re- 
cipients. Showing our admiration for 
those who have served and sacrificed so 
much for our freedom is such a worthy 
endeavor, and this recognition is well- 
deserved. 
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On behalf of all Arkansans, I echo the 
sentiments of the citizens of Marion 
County in saying how grateful we are 
for our veterans and their willingness 
to serve their country. There truly is 
no greater display of service and sac- 
rifice than that. 

I would like to take this opportunity 
to applaud Marion County for publicly 
recognizing our veterans and Purple 
Heart recipients by becoming a Purple 
Heart County. Arkansas is proud that 
our local communities are paying re- 
spect to our veterans and standing be- 
hind them.e 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO KEN GORMLEY 


e Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, today I 
wish to honor the 18th president of 
Duquesne University, Ken Gormley, a 
renowned lawyer, scholar, teacher, and 
author. A native western Pennsylva- 
nian, Ken has dedicated his life to pub- 
lic service and education. He was sworn 
in as president of Duquesne University 
on July 1, 2016, after serving as interim 
dean and dean of Duquesne’s School of 
Law from 2008 until 2015. The inaugura- 
tion of Duquesne University’s 13th 
dean, and just its third lay dean, high- 
lights the impact this 138-year-old in- 
stitution has made on the city of Pitts- 
burgh and its students, displaying a 
constant and deep commitment to 
Spiritan values and academic rigor. 
Founded in 1878 by the Congregation of 
the Holy Spirit to educate the children 
of immigrant steel mill workers, 
Duquesne now enrolls nearly 10,000 stu- 
dents from throughout the country and 
the world. 

Ken first began his tenure at 
Duquesne in 1994 after a career in pri- 
vate practice and teaching at the Uni- 
versity of Pittsburgh School of Law, 
where he founded a successful legal 
writing program for minority students 
and women returning to professional 
school after raising their children. 
Under his leadership as dean of 
Duquesne’s School of Law, the institu- 
tion ascended to the top tier of law 
schools and has become nationally 
ranked. Ken’s commitment to public 
service is deeply rooted in western 
Pennsylvania. From 1998—2001, he 
served aS mayor of Forest Hills, PA, 
where he helped to establish a commu- 
nity development corporation to focus 
on the borough’s business corridor. He 
has also served as the president of the 
Allegheny County Bar Association, 
where he helped establish the Gender 
Equality Institute to work to advance 
women in the legal profession. 

Ken Gormley earned his bachelor’s 
degree from the University of Pitts- 
burgh and his J.D. from Harvard Law 
School. He quickly earned a reputation 
as a leading constitutional scholar, 
writing for such esteemed publications 
as the Stanford Law Review, the Rut- 
gers Law Journal, the Pennsylvania 
Lawyer, and Politico. He is an expert 


September 7, 2016 


on the U.S. Supreme Court and has tes- 
tified before the Pennsylvania Senate 
Judiciary Committee and here in the 
U.S. Senate. Ken is also an accom- 
plished author, having penned the biog- 
raphy of Archibald Cox, one of the 
great constitutional lawyers of the 
20th century, for whom he served as a 
teaching assistant at Harvard. The 
book was awarded the 1999 Bruce K. 
Gould Book Award for outstanding 
publication relating to the law and was 
nominated for a Pulitzer Prize. Ken’s 
most recent book, ‘‘The Presidents and 
the Constitution: A Living History,” 
draws upon the Nation’s top experts on 
the American Presidency and the U.S. 
Constitution to tell the incredibly im- 
portant story of how each President 
has confronted and shaped the Con- 
stitution. 

I am proud to rise today to honor 
Dean Ken Gormley and to recognize his 
wife, Laura, and their children Caro- 
lyn, Luke, Rebecca, and Madeleine. I 
thank Ken for his decades of service to 
Pennsylvania and this Nation and wish 
him luck for his significant work to 
come on behalf of Duquesne Univer- 
sity.e 


EE ŘŮ— 


TRIBUTE TO MINNESOTA POLICE 
OFFICERS 


e Mr. FRANKEN. Mr. President, today 
I would like to recognize three out- 
standing Minnesota police officers. The 
Minnesota Police and Peace Officers 
Association, the largest association 
representing Minnesota’s rank-and-file 
police officers, met earlier this year for 
their annual conference and named Of- 
ficer Sayareth Toy Vixayvong of the 
St. Paul Police Department ‘‘Police Of- 
ficer of the Year’’ and gave ‘‘Honorable 
Mention Awards”? to Officer Tony 
Holter of the St. Paul Police Depart- 
ment and Detective Bryan Bye of the 
Burnsville Police Department. 

Officer Vixayvong is a 15-year vet- 
eran of the St. Paul Police Department 
and, until recently, was assigned to the 
FBI Safe Streets Task Force, where he 
worked tirelessly to make St. Paul a 
safer place to live and work. Officer 
Vixayvong has spent his career fight- 
ing drug trafficking and has put nu- 
merous high-profile criminals behind 
bars and worked to prevent others from 
becoming involved in the illegal drug 
trade. Working undercover with the 
task force, he put his life on the line 
repeatedly to protect and serve his 
community of St. Paul. 

St. Paul Police Officer Tony Holter is 
a dedicated member of the St. Paul Po- 
lice Department. He has served for 15 
years and is currently the senior inves- 
tigator in the Ramsey County Violent 
Crime Enforcement Team. Throughout 
the past year, Officer Holter has served 
as the primary undercover officer in a 
number of narcotic investigations fo- 
cusing on members of international 
drug cartels and other dangerous drug 
dealers and gang members. 
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Since 2002, Burnsville Detective 
Bryan Bye has loyally served his com- 
munity as a member of the Burnsville 
Police Department. His work with 
Burnsville’s Emergency Action Group 
tactical team has earned him five dis- 
tinguished service awards for his tac- 
tical response. In 2015, the Burnsville 
Police Department named Detective 
Bye ‘‘Police Officer of the Year.” 

I join with the Minnesota Police and 
Peace Officers Association and all of 
my fellow Minnesotans in applauding 
these three distinguished public serv- 
ants. I would also like to thank not 
only these three individuals, but all of 
Minnesota’s brave law enforcement of- 
ficers who work tirelessly to keep our 
communities safe from harm. They put 
their lives on the line to protect our 
safety and that of our families every 
day.@ 


Á 


HONOR FLIGHT NORTHERN 
COLORADO’S 16TH FLIGHT TO DC 


e Mr. GARDNER. Mr. President, today 
I wish to honor the veterans of Honor 
Flight Northern Colorado and the orga- 
nization’s 16th trip to Washington, DC. 
This group includes veterans from var- 
ious wars and generations, who are all 
joined together by their service to our 
country. 

In 2008, Honor Flight Northern Colo- 
rado was created as a local chapter of 
the National Honor Flight Network. 
The organization flies World War II 
veterans to Washington, DC, to allow 
these veterans the opportunity to see 
the national memorial built in their 
honor. 

Honor Flight Northern Colorado now 
welcomes veterans of any war the 
chance to fly to Washington, DC, free 
of charge, to visit the memorials of the 
wars in which they fought. 

Currently, there are more than 21.8 
million veterans living in the United 
States. No matter the conflict, these 
veterans made exceptional sacrifices in 
order to serve and defend our country, 
and we owe them a debt of gratitude. 

Of the 123 veterans on the most re- 
cent honor flight, 23 served in World 
War II, 53 served in Korea, 47 served in 
Vietnam, and 1 served in Iraq. 

Please join me in honoring Robert 
Armstrong, Leonard Branecki, Richard 
Ciesielski, Lawrence Colby, John 
Davis, Melvin Engeman, Irene Hunter, 
Walter Hunter, Malachi Kenney, Wil- 
liam Klun, Donald Kreutzer, Alfred 
Martin, Joseph Moren, Thomas 
Paterson, Stanley Raddatz, Raymond 


Rader, Gerald Ravenscroft, Harold 
Stoll, Douglas Stratton, Henry 
Tagtmeyer, Sidney Waldrop, Peter 
Zarlengo, Donald Ziemer, Louis 
Balogh, Donald Begalle, Robert 


Braden, Walter Brown, William Budd, 
Robert Burgess, Gerald Clinton, Thom- 


as Dixon, Edward Dreher, Jim Fer- 
guson, William Gaede, Ronald 
Henderer, Clarence Hill, Wallace 
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Horihan, Clifford Hughes, Dale Johnke, 
Gordon Kilgore, John Knapp, Arthur 
Kompolt, James Lambert, James 
Leavell, Clint Lincoln, Joseph Lutz, 
Elvin McIntosh, Elmer McLane, Jack 
Middleton, Leonard Muniz, John 
Obourn, Bill Overmyer, James Parker, 
Wallace Pond, Douglas Quigley, Leroy 
Rady, Lloyd Rausch, Katherine 
Ravithis, Eugene Reller, Morris Rider, 
Arthur Schildgen, Darvin Schoemaker, 
Yersel Scott, Donald Sewald, Robert 
Smith, Carl Sorensen, Elvin Spreng, 
Carold Stickler, James Thomason, Al- 
bert Tighe, Harvey Tomky, Robert 
Wagner, Albert Weber, Robert White, 
Duane Wilsey, Norbert Wilson, Jay 
Adams, Myron Adams, Darrell Arm- 
strong, James Becker, Gordon Benton, 
Elden Billington, Jeff Birdwell, Roger 
Bollenbacher, Jerral Brasher, Gary 
Curry, Danny DeJiacomo, Jon 
Erickson, Carl Erikson, Vernon 
Fresquez, Ronald Fritzler, Kenneth 
Gillpatrick, Jr., Larry Hull, Frederick 
Harlow, Marion Herman, Richard Her- 
rera, Dale Hicks, Wilbur Hosman, Wil- 
liam Howes, Jerry Iossi, Jerry Ken- 
nedy, Gerald King, Leonard Kippes, 
Philip Lucas, Robert Martinez, Michael 
Miller, David Moore, John Pickett II, 
Raul Saenz, Richard Schauermann, 
James Schlote, John Heitman. Ken- 
neth Seifert, Francis Skolnick, Leon- 
ard Sokoloski, Kenneth Spooner, Larry 
Spooner, Dean Taylor, John 
Trierweiler, Jimmy Wiles, Michael 
Wilkinson, Wallace Young, and Steven 
Larsen.@ 


a 


RECOGNIZING KINGFIELD, MAINE 


e Mr. KING. Mr. President, today I 
wish to recognize the town of 
Kingfield, ME, which has recently been 
designated by the Appalachian Trail 
Conservancy as an Appalachian Trail 
Community. This will provide better 
economic development opportunity for 
Kingfield and contribute to its cher- 
ished position in Maine and along the 
Appalachian Trail. Iam pleased to con- 
gratulate Kingfield on this well-de- 
served designation, which also coin- 
cides with the community’s bicenten- 
nial celebration on September 10. 

Kingfield’s roots go back to 1807, 
when William King, later to be Maine’s 
first Governor purchased land in the 
relatively uncharted Carrabassett 
River Valley. Over the next 10 years, 
the humble settlement grew into a vi- 
brant industrial town, including sev- 
eral mills and factories. Through the 
early 20th century, Kingfield became 
an anchor town in the western foothills 
and has maintained its sterling reputa- 
tion as a small, but strong, tight-knit 
community to this day. 

Today Kingfield is known for its pic- 
turesque scenery and the plethora of 
outdoor recreation opportunities it 
provides. The recreation industry has 
brought revitalization to the western 
foothills of Maine, and Kingfield stands 
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at the forefront of that effort. Nearby 
Sugarloaf Mountain is one of the most 
popular skiing destinations on the East 
Coast, attracting hundreds of thou- 
sands of visitors to the area every year. 
During the rest of the year, Kingfield is 
a haven for fishing, hunting, and wild- 
life watching, as well as a popular stop 
along the Appalachian Trail. 

The Appalachian Trail has brought 
tens of thousands of people through 
western Maine, and many have stopped 
in Kingfield for respite from the chal- 
lenging terrain. Through the official 
designation of Kingfield as an Appa- 
lachian Trail Community, visitors will 
now have access to the best resources 
to help them complete their journey, 
and residents can benefit from the en- 
gagement with trail visitors and trail 
stewards that this designation allows. 
The town will be able to gain a fuller 
partnership with the Appalachian Trail 
Conservancy, while implementing envi- 
ronmentally and culturally sustainable 
practices. This is the dawn of a new era 
in the partnership between the Appa- 
lachian Trail Conservancy and the 
town of Kingfield and is sure to have a 
lasting and meaningful impact for 
years to come. 

I commend all that the people of 
Kingfield have done to make their 
town such a special place to live and 
experience nature. Their shared love 
for their hometown has made them one 
of Maine’s great communities, and I 
am confident that this designation as 
an Appalachian Trail Community will 
further the town’s reputation. I thank 
the ATC for their recognition of 
Kingfield’s important role in sup- 
porting hikers along the trail. I am 
proud to recognize this historic mile- 
stone, and I wish the town many more 
years of success.@ 


EE 


RECOGNIZING FRANKLIN PRIMARY 
HEALTH CENTER 


e Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, today 
I wish to recognize Franklin Primary 
Health Center, Inc. Franklin Primary 
Health Center is a nonprofit, federally 
qualified health center founded in 1975 
by Dr. Marilyn Aiello and a group of 
Alabamians who recognized the need 
for quality health care in the under- 
served counties of southwest Alabama. 

Franklin Primary Health Center is 
named after Dr. James Alexander 
Franklin, a physician, scholar, and hu- 
manitarian who faithfully served his 
community for over 60 years. The small 
nonprofit community health center 
was founded in 1975 to care for the un- 
derserved Davis Avenue community, 
and in the early days, a small staff 
struggled to see as many patients as 
possible. 

Since 1982, the health center has been 
led by CEO Charles White. Mr. White is 
a well-known and respected member of 
the southwest Alabama community, 
and the health center has thrived and 
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grown under his years of leadership. 
The health center now consists of 21 lo- 
cations in six counties in Alabama, in- 
cluding Mobile, Baldwin, Choctaw, 
Escambia, Monroe, and Conecuh. It is 
the first community health center in 
Alabama to become accredited by the 
Joint Commission on Accreditation of 
Healthcare Organizations, JCAHO. 

I recently had the opportunity to at- 
tend the grand opening and ribbon-cut- 
ting ceremony for Franklin’s newest 
branch, the Hadley Family Medical 
Center in Mobile. I remain impressed 
with and proud of Franklin’s impact 
and outreach in southwest Alabama. 
Because of Franklin Primary Health 
Center, underserved residents of this 
area of the State can access quality 
care in their own communities. 

Franklin Health Center provides a 
wide array of services such as pediat- 
rics, OB/GYN, family medicine, inter- 
nal medicine, geriatrics, rheuma- 
tology, dentistry, optometry, physical 
therapy, nutrition services, wellness 
and fitness, social services, substance 
abuse prevention and treatment, HIV/ 
AIDS services, health education, phar- 
macy, laboratory, x-ray, and transpor- 
tation services for the homeless. 

The health center’s total staff of over 
200 employees serves nearly 40,000 pa- 
tients annually. These employees focus 
on the center’s values of dedication, in- 
tegrity, respect, excellence, creativity, 
and teamwork in fulfilling its mission. 

I would like to extend my sincerest 
appreciation to Franklin Primary 
Health Center for its 41 years of excel- 
lence in care and service to the com- 
munity and to celebrate their contin- 
ued expansion.e 


EEE 
TRIBUTE TO JOSEPH BAKA 


e Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Joseph Baka, an intern in my 
Washington, DC, office for all of the 
hard work he has done for me, my 
staff, and the State of South Dakota. 

Joseph is a graduate of Northwestern 
University in Evanston, IL, having 
earned a degree in Middle East and 
North African studies and statistics. 
Joseph is a dedicated worker who has 
been committed to getting the most 
out of his experience. 

I extend my sincere thanks and ap- 
preciation to Joseph Baka for all of the 
fine work he has done and wish him 
continued success in the years to 
come.@ 


EE 
TRIBUTE TO DANIEL DUFFY 


e Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Daniel Duffy, an intern in 
my Washington, DC, office for all of 
the hard work he has done for me, my 
staff, and the State of South Dakota. 
Daniel is a graduate of St. Thomas 
More High School in Rapid City, SD. 
Currently, Daniel is attending Stanford 
University, where he is majoring in ec- 
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onomics. Daniel is a dedicated worker 
who has been committed to getting the 
most out of his experience. 

I extend my sincere thanks and ap- 
preciation to Daniel Duffy for all of the 
fine work he has done and wish him 
continued success in the years to 
come.@ 


EE 
TRIBUTE TO CHASE GLAZIER 


e Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Chase Glazier, an intern in 
my Rapid City, SD, office for all of the 
hard work he has done for me, my 
staff, and the State of South Dakota. 

Chase is a graduate of Custer High 
School in Custer, SD. Currently, Chase 
is attending South Dakota State Uni- 
versity, where he is majoring in com- 
munications. Chase is a dedicated 
worker who has been committed to get- 
ting the most out of his experience. 

I extend my sincere thanks and ap- 
preciation to Chase Glazier for all of 
the fine work he has done and wish him 
continued success in the years to 
come.@ 


EEE 
TRIBUTE TO MORGAN JONES 


e Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Morgan Jones, an intern in 
my Washington, DC, office for all of 
the hard work she has done for me, my 
staff, and the State of South Dakota. 

Morgan is a graduate of Milbank 
High School in Milbank, SD. Currently, 
Morgan is attending the University of 
Minnesota—Twin Cities, where she is 
majoring in animal science. Morgan is 
a dedicated worker who has been com- 
mitted to getting the most out of her 
experience. 

I extend my sincere thanks and ap- 
preciation to Morgan Jones for all of 
the fine work she has done and wish 
her continued success in the years to 
come.@ 


EEE 
TRIBUTE TO JALATAMA OMAR 


e Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Jalatama Omar, an intern in 
my Washington, DC, office for all of 
the hard work he has done for me, my 
staff, and the State of South Dakota. 

Jalatama is a graduate of Wash- 
ington High School, in Sioux Falls, SD. 
Currently, Jalatama is attending the 
University of South Dakota, where he 
is majoring in _ political science. 
Jalatama is a dedicated worker who 
has been committed to getting the 
most out of his experience. 

I extend my sincere thanks and ap- 
preciation to Jalatama Omar for all of 
the fine work he has done and wish him 
continued success in the years to 
come.@ 


EE 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


At 2:16 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
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Mr. Novotny, one of its reading clerks, 
announced that the House has agreed 
to the following resolution: 

H. Res. 841. Resolution relative to the 
death of the Honorable Mark Takai, a Rep- 
resentative from the State of Hawaii. 


The message further announced that 
the House has passed the following 
bills, in which it requests the concur- 
rence of the Senate: 

H.R. 2830. An act to make technical amend- 
ments to update statutory references to cer- 
tain provisions classified to title 2, United 
States Code. 

H.R. 2831. An act to make technical amend- 
ments to update statutory references to pro- 
visions classified to chapters 44, 45, 46, and 47 
of title 50, United States Code. 

H.R. 2832. An act to make technical amend- 
ments to update statutory references to cer- 
tain provisions classified to title 52, United 
States Code. 

H.R. 3480. An act to expand the boundary of 
Fort Frederica National Monument in the 
State of Georgia, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 3839. An act to transfer administra- 
tive jurisdiction over certain Bureau of Land 
Management land from the Secretary of the 
Interior to the Secretary of Veterans Affairs 
for inclusion in the Black Hills National 
Cemetery, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 3881. An act to amend the Mineral 
Leasing Act to repeal provisions relating 
only to the Allegheny National Forest. 

H.R. 4202. An act to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to conduct a special re- 
source study of Fort Ontario in the State of 
New York. 

H.R. 4245. An act to exempt exportation of 
certain echinoderms and mollusks from li- 
censing requirements under the Endangered 
Species Act of 1973. 

H.R. 4510. An act to insure adequate use 
and access to the existing Bolts Ditch 
headgate and ditch segment within the Holy 
Cross Wilderness in Eagle County, Colorado, 
and for other purposes. 

H.R. 4511. An act to amend the Veterans’ 
Oral History Project Act to allow the collec- 
tion of video and audio recordings of bio- 
graphical histories by immediate family 
members of members of the Armed Forces 
who died as a result of their service during a 
period of war. 

H.R. 4789. An act to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to establish a struc- 
ture for visitor services on the Arlington 
Ridge tract, in the area of the U.S. Marine 
Corps War Memorial, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 5577. An act to amend the Outer Con- 
tinental Shelf Lands Act to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to conduct offshore 
oil and gas lease sales through Internet- 
based live lease sales, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 5578. An act to establish certain rights 
for sexual assault survivors, and for other 
purposes. 


EE 


MEASURES REFERRED 


The following bills were read the first 
and the second times by unanimous 
consent, and referred as indicated: 

H.R. 2830. An act to make technical amend- 
ments to update statutory references to cer- 
tain provisions classified to title 2, United 
States Code; to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary. 
H.R. 2831. An act to make technical amend- 
ments to update statutory references to pro- 
visions classified to chapters 44, 45, 46, and 47 
of title 50, United States Code; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 
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H.R. 2832. An act to make technical amend- 
ments to update statutory references to cer- 
tain provisions classified to title 52, United 
States Code; to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary. 

H.R. 3480. An act to expand the boundary of 
Fort Frederica National Monument in the 
State of Georgia, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

H.R. 3881. An act to amend the Mineral 
Leasing Act to repeal provisions relating 
only to the Allegheny National Forest; to 
the Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

H.R. 4202. An act to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to conduct a special re- 
source study of Fort Ontario in the State of 
New York; to the Committee on Energy and 
Natural Resources. 

H.R. 4511. An act to amend the Veterans’ 
Oral History Project Act to allow the collec- 
tion of video and audio recordings of bio- 
graphical histories by immediate family 
members of members of the Armed Forces 
who died as a result of their service during a 
period of war; to the Committee on Rules 
and Administration. 

H.R. 4789. An act to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to establish a struc- 
ture for visitor services on the Arlington 
Ridge tract, in the area of the U.S. Marine 
Corps War Memorial, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

H.R. 5577. An act to amend the Outer Con- 
tinental Shelf Lands Act to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to conduct offshore 
oil and gas lease sales through Internet- 
based live lease sales, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

H.R. 5578. An act to establish certain rights 
for sexual assault survivors, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary. 


a 


MEASURES PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR 


The following bill was read the sec- 
ond time, and placed on the calendar: 

H.R. 3231. An act to amend title 5, United 
States Code, to protect unpaid interns in the 
Federal Government from workplace harass- 
ment and discrimination, and for other pur- 
poses. 


The following bill was read the first 
and second times by unanimous con- 
sent, and placed on the calendar: 

H.R. 4510. An act to insure adequate use 
and access to the existing Bolts Ditch 
headgate and ditch segment within the Holy 
Cross Wilderness in Eagle County, Colorado, 
and for other purposes. 


Ee 


MEASURES READ THE FIRST TIME 


The following bills were read the first 
time: 

S. 3296. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to provide an exemption to 
the individual mandate to maintain health 
coverage for individuals residing in counties 
with fewer than 2 health insurance issuers 
offering plans on an Exchange. 

S. 3297. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to provide an exemption to 
the individual mandate to maintain health 
coverage for certain individuals whose pre- 
mium has increased by more than 10 percent, 
and for other purposes. 
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INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


The following bills and joint resolu- 
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con- 
sent, and referred as indicated: 


By Mr. RUBIO: 

S. 3290. A bill to mitigate risks of the Zika 
virus to members of the Armed Forces and 
Department of Defense civilian personnel 
stationed in or deployed to areas affected by 
or that may soon be affected by the Zika 
virus, to authorize the Secretary of Defense 
to transfer funds to counter or control the 
Zika virus, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. KIRK: 

S. 3291. A bill to establish tax, regulatory, 
and legal structure in the United States that 
encourages small businesses to expand and 
innovate, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. PORTMAN (for himself, Mr. 
JOHNSON, and Ms. AYOTTE): 

S. 3292. A bill to amend the Tariff Act of 
1930 to make the Postmaster General the im- 
porter of record for the non-letter class mail 
and to require the provision of advance elec- 
tronic information about shipments of non- 
letter class mail to U.S. Customs and Border 
Protection, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. REID: 

S. 3293. A bill to require the Secretary of 
the Interior to transfer to the Shoshone-Pai- 
ute Tribes of the Duck Valley Reservation 
investment income held in certain funds; to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. COATS: 

S. 3294. A bill to establish the Mandatory 
Bureaucratic Realignment and Consolidation 
Commission to reduce outlays flowing from 
direct spending; to the Committee on Home- 
land Security and Governmental Affairs. 

By Mr. CORNYN: 

S. 3295. A bill to authorize the Secretary of 
Homeland Security to work with cybersecu- 
rity consortia for training, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Homeland Secu- 
rity and Governmental Affairs. 

By Mr. McCAIN (for himself, Mr. COT- 
TON, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. SASSE, Mr. 
FLAKE, and Mr. JOHNSON): 

S. 3296. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to provide an exemption to 
the individual mandate to maintain health 
coverage for individuals residing in counties 
with fewer than 2 health insurance issuers 
offering plans on an Exchange; read the first 
time. 

By Mr. COTTON (for himself, Ms. 
AYOTTE, Mr. MCCAIN, Mr. LANKFORD, 
Mr. JOHNSON, Mr. BURR, Mr. BAR- 
RASSO, Mr. ISAKSON, Mr. KIRK, and 
Mr. WICKER): 

S. 3297. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to provide an exemption to 
the individual mandate to maintain health 
coverage for certain individuals whose pre- 
mium has increased by more than 10 percent, 
and for other purposes; read the first time. 

By Mrs. SHAHEEN: 

S. 3298. A bill to amend the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act to require the label 
of any drug containing an opiate to promi- 
nently state that addiction is possible; to the 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 


— 


ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 


S. 6 
At the request of Mr. UDALL, the 
name of the Senator from Michigan 
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(Ms. STABENOW) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 6, a bill to reform our govern- 
ment, reduce the grip of special inter- 
est, and return our democracy to the 
American people through increased 
transparency and oversight of our elec- 
tions and government. 
S. 39 
At the request of Mr. HELLER, the 
name of the Senator from North Caro- 
lina (Mr. BURR) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 39, a bill to provide that Mem- 
bers of Congress may not receive pay 
after October 1 of any fiscal year in 
which Congress has not approved a con- 
current resolution on the budget and 
passed the regular appropriations bills. 
S. 149 
At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 
name of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. BLUMENTHAL) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 149, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to repeal 
the excise tax on medical devices. 
S. 311 
At the request of Mr. CASEY, the 
name of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts (Mr. MARKEY) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 311, a bill to amend the 
Elementary and Secondary Education 
Act of 1965 to address and take action 
to prevent bullying and harassment of 
students. 
S. 491 
At the request of Ms. KLOBUCHAR, the 
name of the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. BENNET) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 491, a bill to lift the trade embar- 
go on Cuba. 
S. 772 
At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the 
name of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts (Ms. WARREN) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 772, a bill to secure the 
Federal voting rights of persons when 
released from incarceration. 
S. 812 
At the request of Mr. MORAN, the 
name of the Senator from Florida (Mr. 
RUBIO) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
812, a bill to enhance the ability of 
community financial institutions to 
foster economic growth and serve their 
communities, boost small businesses, 
increase individual savings, and for 
other purposes. 
S. 1446 
At the request of Ms. HEITKAMP, the 
name of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire (Ms. AYOTTE) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 1446, a bill to establish 
the Stop, Observe, Ask, and Respond to 
Health and Wellness Training pilot pro- 
gram to address human trafficking in 
the health care system. 
S. 1503 
At the request of Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 
the name of the Senator from West 
Virginia (Mrs. CAPITO) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 1508, a bill to provide 
for enhanced Federal efforts con- 
cerning the prevention, education, 
treatment, and research activities re- 
lated to Lyme disease and other tick- 
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borne diseases, including the establish- 
ment of a Tick-Borne Diseases Advi- 
sory Committee. 
S. 1562 
At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the 
name of the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mr. COTTON) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1562, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to reform tax- 
ation of alcoholic beverages. 
S. 2248 
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 
name of the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. WHITEHOUSE) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 2248, a bill to amend the 
Public Health Service Act to coordi- 
nate Federal congenital heart disease 
research efforts and to improve public 
education and awareness of congenital 
heart disease, and for other purposes. 
S. 2584 
At the request of Mr. KIRK, the 
names of the Senator from Iowa (Mr. 
GRASSLEY), the Senator from New Jer- 
sey (Mr. MENENDEZ) and the Senator 
from Maine (Mr. KING) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 2584, a bill to promote 
and protect from discrimination living 
organ donors. 
S. 2595 
At the request of Mr. CRAPO, the 
name of the Senator from North Da- 
kota (Ms. HEITKAMP) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 2595, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to per- 
manently extend the railroad track 
maintenance credit. 
S. 2655 
At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the 
name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Mr. PETERS) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2655, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to improve the 
historic rehabilitation tax credit, and 
for other purposes. 
S. 2659 
At the request of Mr. BURR, the 
names of the Senator from Florida (Mr. 
RUBIO) and the Senator from Missouri 
(Mr. BLUNT) were added as cosponsors 
of S. 2659, a bill to reaffirm that the 
Environmental Protection Agency can- 
not regulate vehicles used solely for 
competition, and for other purposes. 
S. 2680 
At the request of Mr. ALEXANDER, the 
names of the Senator from Nevada (Mr. 
HELLER) and the Senator from New 
Mexico (Mr. UDALL) were added as co- 
sponsors of S. 2680, a bill to amend the 
Public Health Service Act to provide 
comprehensive mental health reform, 
and for other purposes. 
S. 2683 
At the request of Ms. HIRONO, the 
names of the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. TESTER) and the Senator from 
Kansas (Mr. MORAN) were added as co- 
sponsors of S. 2683, a bill to include dis- 
abled veteran leave in the personnel 
management system of the Federal 
Aviation Administration. 
S. 2690 
At the request of Mr. RISCH, the 
name of the Senator from New Mexico 
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(Mr. HEINRICH) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 2690, a bill to amend the Pitt- 
man-Robertson Wildlife Restoration 
Act to modernize the funding of wild- 
life conservation, and for other pur- 
poses. 
S. 2786 
At the request of Mrs. CAPITO, the 
name of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire (Ms. AYOTTE) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 2786, a bill to amend title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act to 
provide for payments for certain rural 
health clinic and Federally qualified 
health center services furnished to hos- 
pice patients under the Medicare pro- 
gram. 
S. 2927 
At the request of Mr. LANKFORD, the 
name of the Senator from Indiana (Mr. 
COATS) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2927, a bill to prevent governmental 
discrimination against providers of 
health services who decline involve- 
ment in abortion, and for other pur- 
poses. 
S. 2957 
At the request of Mr. NELSON, the 
names of the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mrs. FISCHER) and the Senator from 
Oregon (Mr. MERKLEY) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 2957, a bill to require 
the Secretary of the Treasury to mint 
commemorative coins in recognition of 
the 50th anniversary of the first 
manned landing on the Moon. 
S. 2979 
At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the 
name of the Senator from Maryland 
(Mr. CARDIN) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2979, a bill to amend the Federal 
Election Campaign Act of 1971 to re- 
quire candidates of major parties for 
the office of President to disclose re- 
cent tax return information. 
S. 3026 
At the request of Mr. SCHUMER, the 
name of the Senator from Wisconsin 
(Ms. BALDWIN) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 3026, a bill to amend the Com- 
munications Act of 1934 to expand and 
clarify the prohibition on inaccurate 
caller identification information and 
to require providers of telephone serv- 
ice to offer technology to subscribers 
to reduce the incidence of unwanted 
telephone calls, and for other purposes. 
S. 3034 
At the request of Mr. CRUZ, the 
names of the Senator from North Caro- 
lina (Mr. BURR) and the Senator from 
Alabama (Mr. SESSIONS) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 3034, a bill to prohibit 
the National Telecommunications and 
Information Administration from al- 
lowing the Internet Assigned Numbers 
Authority functions contract to lapse 
unless specifically authorized to do so 
by an Act of Congress. 
S. 3065 
At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 
names of the Senator from Arizona 
(Mr. FLAKE) and the Senator from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. CASEY) were added 


September 7, 2016 


as cosponsors of S. 3065, a bill to amend 
parts B and E of title IV of the Social 
Security Act to invest in funding pre- 
vention and family services to help 
keep children safe and supported at 
home, to ensure that children in foster 
care are placed in the least restrictive, 
most family-like, and appropriate set- 
tings, and for other purposes. 
S. 3124 
At the request of Mrs. ERNST, the 
name of the Senator from South Da- 
kota (Mr. THUNE) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 3124, a bill to require U.S. 
Immigration and Customs Enforcement 
to take into custody certain aliens who 
have been charged in the United States 
with a crime that resulted in the death 
or serious bodily injury of another per- 
son, and for other purposes. 
S. 3129 
At the request of Mr. THUNE, the 
name of the Senator from South Da- 
kota (Mr. ROUNDS) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 3129, a bill to provide for 
the extension of the enforcement in- 
struction on supervision requirements 
for outpatient therapeutic services in 
critical access and small rural hos- 
pitals through 2016. 
S. 3132 
At the request of Mrs. FISCHER, the 
name of the Senator from North Caro- 
lina (Mr. TILLIS) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 3182, a bill to direct the 
Secretary of Veterans Affairs to carry 
out a pilot program to provide service 
dogs to certain veterans with severe 
post-traumatic stress disorder. 
S. 3155 
At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 
name of the Senator from South Caro- 
lina (Mr. GRAHAM) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 3155, a bill to amend chap- 
ter 97 of title 28, United States Code, to 
clarify the exception to foreign sov- 
ereign immunity set forth in section 
1605(a)(3) of such title. 
S. 3164 
At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the 
name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. FRANKEN) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 3164, a bill to provide protec- 
tion for survivors of domestic violence 
or sexual assault under the Fair Hous- 
ing Act. 
S. 3179 
At the request of Ms. HEITKAMP, the 
name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 3179, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to im- 
prove and extend the credit for carbon 
dioxide sequestration. 
S. 3182 
At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 
names of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
KIRK) and the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mr. BOOZMAN) were added as cospon- 
sors of S. 3182, a bill to provide further 
means of accountability of the United 
States debt and promote fiscal respon- 
sibility. 
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S. 3205 

At the request of Mr. LEE, the name 
of the Senator from Arizona (Mr. 
FLAKE) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
3205, a bill to allow local Federal offi- 
cials to determine the manner in which 
nonmotorized uses may be permitted in 
wilderness areas, and for other pur- 
poses. 

S. 3213 


At the request of Mr. LANKFORD, the 
name of the Senator from Oklahoma 
(Mr. INHOFE) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 3218, a bill to amend title 31, 
United States Code, to provide for 
transparency of payments made from 
the Judgment Fund. 

S. 3261 

At the request of Mr. TESTER, the 
name of the Senator from Alaska (Ms. 
MURKOWSKI) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 3261, a bill to establish a business 
incubators program within the Depart- 
ment of the Interior to promote eco- 
nomic development in Indian reserva- 
tion communities. 

S. 3281 


At the request of Mr. REID, the name 
of the Senator from New York (Mrs. 
GILLIBRAND) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 3281, a bill to extend the Iran 
Sanctions Act of 1996. 

S. 3285 

At the request of Mr. RUBIO, the 
name of the Senator from South Da- 
kota (Mr. THUNE) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 3285, a bill to prohibit the 
President from using funds appro- 
priated under section 1304 of title 31, 
United States Code, to make payments 
to Iran, to impose sanctions with re- 
spect to Iranian persons that hold or 
detain United States citizens, and for 
other purposes. 

S. CON. RES. 48 

At the request of Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 
the name of the Senator from Florida 
(Mr. RUBIO) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. Con. Res. 48, a concurrent resolution 
expressing the sense of Congress that 
the Italian Supreme Court of Cassation 
should domesticate and recognize judg- 
ments issued by United States courts 
on behalf of United States victims of 
terrorism, and that the Italian Min- 
istry of Foreign Affairs should cease its 
political interference with Italy’s inde- 
pendent judiciary, which it carries out 
in the interests of state sponsors of ter- 
rorism such as the Islamic Republic of 
Iran. 

S. RES. 485 

At the request of Mr. FLAKE, the 
name of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts (Mr. MARKEY) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. Res. 485, a resolution to 
encourage the Government of the 
Democratic Republic of the Congo to 
abide by constitutional provisions re- 
garding the holding of presidential 
elections in 2016, with the aim of ensur- 
ing a peaceful and orderly democratic 
transition of power. 
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STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


By Mr. PORTMAN (for himself, 
Mr. JOHNSON, and Ms. AYOTTE): 

S. 3292. A bill to amend the Tariff Act 
of 1930 to make the Postmaster General 
the importer of record for the non-let- 
ter class mail and to require the provi- 
sion of advance electronic information 
about shipments of non-letter class 
mail to U.S. Customs and Border Pro- 
tection and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. President, I rise 
to talk about an epidemic that is af- 
fecting my State of Ohio and every 
State represented in this Chamber. 
Senator WHITEHOUSE just spoke. He 
worked with me over a period of about 
3 years to put together legislation to 
address the heroin and prescription 
drug epidemic. 

We had five conferences in Wash- 
ington, DC, bringing in experts from 
around the country, including from my 
home State of Ohio. We looked at what 
is working and what is not working and 
came up with the best practices from 
around the country. That is what the 
legislation addresses. It is comprehen- 
sive. It deals with prevention and edu- 
cation. It deals with treatment. It 
deals with recovery. We learned longer 
term recovery was incredibly impor- 
tant to success. 

It actually passed this body with a 
vote of 92 to 2. That never happens 
around here. It is because working to- 
gether with both sides of the aisle we 
were able to look at a problem objec- 
tively, take the politics out of it, and 
figure out what would work to help 
turn the tide. It is something that is 
urgent. We have to address it. 

I will tell you now nationally it ap- 
pears overdose deaths from these 
opioids, heroin, prescription drugs, and 
now synthetic heroin is the No. 1 cause 
of accidental death, meaning it has 
surpassed car accidents. Sadly, it is 
getting worse, not better. So those 
changes this Congress voted on to mod- 
ernize our Federal response to prescrip- 
tion drug and heroin addiction are in- 
credibly important right now. 

It was evidence-based. It was some- 
thing where we again took best prac- 
tices to make sure we were spending 
more money, but that money was going 
to places where it was proven to work. 
Now that CARA is law—the Com- 
prehensive Addiction and Recovery 
Act, and it was signed into law by the 
President about 6 weeks ago—we are 
working with the administration to get 
it implemented as quickly as possible 
because there are a number of new pro- 
grams, new funding sources. 

It authorizes another $181 million per 
year on top of what is already being 
spent on this issue. Again, impor- 
tantly, it authorizes new programs 
that we think will work better to re- 
verse the tide, to get at the horrible 
epidemic that is growing in our States. 
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We also need to work with the adminis- 
tration and with Congress to ensure 
that in the annual funding bills that 
are passed around here, we are fully 
funding this new effort. 

At the year end, which is September 
30, fiscal year end for the U.S. Govern- 
ment, there will be a funding mecha- 
nism. It is probably going to be what is 
called a continuing resolution, con- 
tinuing funding from last year. That is 
good in one sense, because we did get 
more funding in this year’s appropria- 
tions bill for this issue. We have about 
a 47-percent increase in funding for this 
year. So that would continue next 
year, but that is not enough. 

Unfortunately, this crisis has taken 
hold in a way—it has gripped our coun- 
try in a way that we need more. Just to 
be able to fully fund the CARA legisla- 
tion, we need more. So we are calling 
on the administration to work with us 
to ensure that we can get more funding 
into whatever is going to be passed at 
the end of this month, likely again a 
continuing resolution, to provide ade- 
quate funding to ensure that at a min- 
imum we are funding what is in the 
CARA legislation. 

When there is a new appropriation 
for next year, which I assume will hap- 
pen after the election, we also have 
hope because both the committee in 
the House and the committee in the 
Senate went through all their process, 
and they reported out of committee 
legislation that doubles the funding for 
opioids over a 2-year period. They in- 
cluded funding that is at $471 million, a 
118-percent increase over the last 2 
years. So we need to have a process to 
get this funding done. We hope the ad- 
ministration will work with us on that, 
even in this continuing resolution. 

There is a group of 100 different orga- 
nizations from around the country. It 
is a coalition that helped pass CARA 
that has recently sent a letter to the 
White House. It includes recovery ad- 
vocacy groups, it includes prevention 
groups, and it includes law enforce- 
ment. This group of people who are on 
the frontlines, in the trenches all 
around the country, just sent a letter 
to the White House thanking the Presi- 
dent for signing CARA into law but 
also expressing their support for fully 
funding it. 

What they specifically asked for was 
that the White House include what is 
called an anomaly or an add-on to the 
continuing resolution for this purpose. 
I hope the White House is listening. I 
hope they do it. I want to add voice to 
this coalition, to say this is the right 
thing to do. I have also brought this up 
with our leadership in the Congress. 
There will be some add-ons or anoma- 
lies to any continuing resolution. 
There always are. We have to be sure it 
is transparent, that they make sense. 
This one makes sense. We should make 
it transparent but also make it high 
enough so it fully funds the CARA leg- 
islation, regardless of what happens 


11868 


with the appropriations bills going for- 
ward. 

At the very least, let’s close what- 
ever gap there is between what is in 
the CR and what is needed to fully fund 
this legislation. Because I believe this 
is a crisis and an emergency, I actually 
would support emergency funding, 
going over and above what is in the 
CARA legislation. I think we should 
have a debate on that issue. We had 
one on the Senate floor. I voted for 
that. We were not able to get 60 votes 
for it, but I do think it is an issue that 
rises to that extraordinary level, like 
the Ebola issue, like the Zika virus, 
issues that are truly epidemics. This is. 

Let me tell you why I call it an epi- 
demic. We found out recently that drug 
overdose deaths in my home State of 
Ohio increased from about 2,500 deaths 
in 2014 to more than 3,000 in 2015, an in- 
crease of 20 percent in just 1 year. 

Here is the sad news. This year, we 
are on track to exceed that percentage 
increase. In other words, we are on 
track this year to have better than a 
20-percent increase in deaths from 
overdoses in Ohio. The Presiding Offi- 
cer’s State is probably experiencing the 
same thing. Nationwide, the number of 
heroin users tripled in just 7 years, and 
the number of drug overdoses every 
year tripled in just 4 years. 

Since 2000, the number of annual 
opioid overdoses has quadrupled. So 
this problem is getting worse, not bet- 
ter. One reason these overdoses are in- 
creasing even faster than the number 
of new users is that the drugs on the 
street are getting stronger and strong- 
er. So you are seeing not just more ad- 
diction, but you are seeing even higher 
levels of overdoses—more addictive, 
more dangerous, and more deadly. 

Heroin is already deadly enough. It is 
extremely addictive, but it is now 
being laced with drugs like fentanyl, 
carfentanil, and U-4. You may have 
heard of this and wondered what it was. 
Well, it is a synthetic form of heroin. It 
is being made somewhere in a labora- 
tory and being added often to heroin to 
poison the people we represent. It is 
that simple. Carfentanil, fentanyl, and 
U-4 are more dangerous. 

In Ohio, fentanyl deaths increased 
nearly fivefold, from 80 in 2013 to about 
500 in 2014—more than doubled to over 
1,000 last year. Again, this year, we are 
on track to exceed that number signifi- 
cantly. Just 3 years ago, about 1 in 20 
overdoses in Ohio were a result of 
fentanyl. Then it was one in five. Now 
it is more than one in three. You can 
see where this is going. 

Prescription drugs are often the start 
of this. Four out of five heroin addicts 
in Ohio, they say, started with pre- 
scriptions drugs. This is an addiction 
that sometimes is inadvertent in the 
sense that someone might have a med- 
ical procedure and then be given these 
narcotic pain pills and develop this ad- 
diction, which is a physiological 
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change in your brain. Addiction is a 
disease. It needs to be treated as such. 

Increasingly now we are seeing these 
synthetic heroins come into our com- 
munities to the point that 1 in 3 
overdoses now, instead of just 3 years 
ago 1 in 20—in Ohio—are due to these 
synthetic drugs. In my hometown of 
Cincinnati now, those fentanyl 
overdoses exceed the heroin overdoses. 
According to Dr. Lakshmi Sammarco, 
who is Hamilton County coroner in 
Southwest Ohio, drug overdose deaths 
in Hamilton County increased by 40 
percent from just 2014 to 2015, while 
fentanyl overdose deaths increased 153 
percent. 

By the way, Dr. Sammarco and her 
medical team are doing an excellent 
job in very difficult circumstances. 
They are on top of this epidemic, but 
they need our help. 

These synthetic drugs are incredibly 
powerful. Heroin is already extremely 
addictive, as I said, and typically much 
cheaper, stronger, and more widely 
available than these prescription pain- 
killers we talked about. Fentanyl can 
be 50, sometimes even 100, times as 
powerful as heroin. Think about that. 
Carfentanil is sometimes 10,000 times 
as powerful as morphine. 

So, as you can see, as these synthetic 
drugs are coming into our commu- 
nities, they are more dangerous, they 
are stronger, they are more addictive. 
Carfentanil is so powerful, it is pri- 
marily used as a tranquilizer for large 
animals such as elephants. It is so pow- 
erful that in cases where the police 
who have responded to an overdose 
have overdosed from just breathing 
fentanyl in the air or getting it on 
their skin at the scene. 

It is so powerful that sometimes mul- 
tiple doses of Narcan are required to 
reverse an overdose. Narcan is this 
miracle drug that our first responders 
increasingly are carrying, and thank 
God it is there because it reverses the 
effects of the overdose, but Narcan is 
meant for a heroin overdose. Some- 
times with these synthetic drugs like 
fentanyl and carfentanil and U-4, you 
need several doses of Narcan to reverse 
the overdose, and sometimes it does 
not work. I have heard cases where 
seven doses of Narcan were necessary 
to save someone’s life. These synthetic 
drugs are taking a heavy toll on our 
country and my State of Ohio. 

In particular, in my hometown in 
Ohio recently—Cincinnati, OH—in just 
one 6-day span in August it had 174 
overdoses: 6 days, 174 overdoses in one 
city. That is less than 1 week in one 
city: 174. It is unprecedented, at least 
in our State. Dr. Sammarco has con- 
firmed this sudden spike in overdoses is 
the result of heroin being laced with 
other drugs. At least in many of these 
cases it is carfentanil. So somebody is 
actually putting this large-animal 
tranquilizer into the heroin, mixing it, 
resulting in this huge spike in 
overdoses. 
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I was glad to be helpful in providing 
a sample of carfentanil for Coroner 
Sammarco, because she could not find 
it anywhere in the region easily. Once 
she found it, we were able to get the 
comparison of the sample to what had 
happened and be able to confirm that 
carfentanil was behind these huge in- 
creases in overdoses. 

Our first responders deserve our 
praise because they were able to save 
the vast majority of these lives. So 
over 170 people overdosing, and yet, 
sadly, tragically, although there were 
four or five people who died, the rest of 
these people, over 170 people were 
saved. That is amazing. It is because 
they responded quickly. They re- 
sponded professionally. 

Last Wednesday I went to Fire Sta- 
tion 24 in Cincinnati, OH, which han- 
dled the largest number of these 
overdoses—1 fire station, 34 overdoses 
in 6 days. They talked to me about how 
they saved lives. I thanked them, of 
course, for what they are doing every 
day. One thing they said to me was: 
Senator, this is not the answer. Saving 
people by using Narcan is necessary, it 
is absolutely necessary, but they said 
it is not the answer. 

I agree with them. The answer is get- 
ting people into treatment, getting 
them back on track, getting them into 
longer term recovery rather than ap- 
plying Narcan again and again, as they 
tell me, sometimes to the same person. 
By the way, this epidemic is taking a 
toll on our firefighters and other first 
responders—police officers also. AS we 
said, it has made their jobs more dan- 
gerous. It is also taking more of their 
time and resources. 

Last year the number we have is that 
firefighters and other first responders 
applied Narcan 16,000 times in one 
State. This year it will be far higher 
than that. By the way, this is why 
CARA provides training for Narcan, 
the legislation we talked about earlier, 
the Comprehensive Addiction and Re- 
covery Act. It also provides more re- 
sources to our first responders to pur- 
chase Narcan. Narcan is getting more 
expensive, in part, because there is an 
increased demand. We have to be sure 
there are not any other reasons that 
those expenses are going up, and we 
have to be sure to provide the re- 
sources to our first responders so they 
can have these lifesaving drugs on 
hand. 

By the way, firefighters all over Ohio 
tell me the same thing, and I have 
talked to a number of them. I have 
gone to other firehouses, and I ask the 
same question everywhere I go: Are 
you going on more fire runs or more 
overdose runs? The answer now—con- 
sistently, everywhere I go—is over- 
doses. There are more overdoses than 
fire runs in every firehouse I have been 
to in Ohio. 

The scenes they encounter when they 
go on these runs are truly heart- 
breaking. They see families torn apart. 
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During that unprecedented 6-day pe- 
riod in Cincinnati, they saved the lives 
of two parents who had overdosed in 
front of their two teenage sons. 

Last week in West Chester Township, 
OH, outside of Cincinnati, police saved 
the lives of a father and son who to- 
gether overdosed on heroin while the 
father was driving on Interstate I-75. 
Thank God no one else was injured or 
killed. 

A few days later, in Forest Park, OH, 
outside of Cincinnati, a 3-year-old girl 
found her grandmother, who was baby- 
sitting her, unconscious from an over- 
dose. When police arrived with Narcan 
to save her grandmother’s life, the 
story from the police officer was the 
little girl asked one of the police offi- 
cers to please hold her while her grand- 
mother was unconscious on the floor. 
It is heartbreaking. 

Forest Park police responded to five 
other overdoses that same day, includ- 
ing another overdose in the same 
apartment complex. This is a small 
town with a population of about 19,000 
people. 

Two weeks ago, the Akron Beacon 
Journal published a letter from a high 
school girl from Akron to her dad, who 
was addicted to heroin. She writes to 
her dad, in part: 

When I found out you got arrested, I was 
happy... . I was going to finally be able to 
sleep at night without having to worry about 
whether I was going to get a call the next 
day telling me that [heroin] had finally 
taken you away. I know that being in prison 
isn’t the best life, but at least you are alive. 
. .. This is what heroin does: it possesses its 
victim and does not let go until he is dead. 

To that high school girl, what we 
hope is that her father goes through a 
drug court, can get into treatment, can 
get into longer term recovery, reunite 
with his family, and get back to his 
life. 

We know that many of the drugs that 
are causing so many of these overdoses 
in Ohio—the fentanyl, the Carfentanil, 
the U-4—don’t come from Ohio. In fact, 
they don’t come from any State in this 
body; they come from other countries. 
Incidentally, it doesn’t mean that 
someday they couldn’t come from this 
country, but right now they are coming 
from other countries. From all the in- 
formation we have from law enforce- 
ment, we believe the vast majority of 
these synthetic drugs are being made 
in laboratories in China and in India 
and then shipped through the mail to 
our communities to meet this growing 
demand for drugs. The traffickers actu- 
ally get this poison, this synthetic 
drug, through the U.S. mail system. 
Right now, it is difficult to detect 
these packages coming from overseas 
before it is way too late. Unlike private 
carriers such as UPS, FedEx, or others, 
the Postal Service does not require 
electronic Customs data for packages 
coming into the country, so we don’t 
know what is coming in. This makes 
dangerous packages containing drugs 
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such as fentanyl or Carfentanil or U—4 
that much harder to stop. 

We have had hearings on this issue in 
the Senate. In June, the Judiciary 
Committee held a hearing on synthetic 
drugs. A witness testified that because 
of this loophole of the Postal Service 
not requiring the information but the 
private carriers requiring it, getting 
these drugs into our communities was 
easier and that the drug traffickers 
used the mail system. To me, it is a 
loophole. 

The Homeland Security Committee 
on which I sit has also held hearings 
and a roundtable discussion on the flow 
of fentanyl and other synthetic forms 
of heroin into this country. We learned 
the same thing—that there is this dis- 
crepancy between how the mail system 
handles it and how private carriers 
handle it. 

Today I have introduced legislation 
to address the threat of synthetic 
drugs by simply closing that loophole, 
simply saying that with regard to 
packages coming from overseas, the 
Postal Service should require advanced 
electronic data so we know what is in 
these packages. This would include in- 
formation such as who and where it is 
coming from, where it is going, and 
what is in it. 

As Customs and Border Patrol—the 
border protection people—has told us, 
this information will provide a much 
better tool to law enforcement to help 
them ensure that these dangerous 
drugs won’t end up in the hands of drug 
traffickers who then sell these dan- 
gerous drugs in our communities. It 
will make our streets safer and save 
lives by helping to prevent overdoses. I 
think it is a commonsense idea that 
builds on CARA, the Comprehensive 
Addiction and Recovery Act, because 
while CARA addresses the demand for 
drugs through prevention, education, 
treatment, and recovery, this legisla- 
tion will help to cut the supply of 
drugs, help to cut off the flow of this 
poison into our communities. I think 
these two ideas go hand in hand. If you 
are one of the 92 Senators in this body, 
out of 100, who voted for CARA, I hope 
you will support this legislation too. 

Our law enforcement and first re- 
sponders are doing an amazing job. 
They are saving lives every single day, 
and they are to be commended, but 
they need some help. They deserve our 
best efforts to stop these dangerous 
drugs from entering into the country 
in the first place, and so do the hun- 
dreds of thousands of families in Ohio 
and around the country who have been 
affected by this epidemic of addiction. 
They deserve our help as well. They de- 
serve a safer community. They deserve 
peace of mind. They deserve to know 
that we are doing all we can to try to 
keep these dangerous synthetic drugs 
out of our communities. 

Just as I did with the CARA legisla- 
tion, I urge my colleagues on both 
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sides of the aisle to support this addi- 
tional legislation. Frankly, 3% years 
ago when we started putting together 
the CARA legislation, if this synthetic 
drug issue had been at the level it is 
today, I believe it would have been in- 
cluded in the CARA legislation. But we 
are now seeing this epidemic growing— 
heroin and prescription drugs, yes, but 
increasingly synthetic drugs, as we 
talked about this evening. It is time 
for us to be sure we are doing all we 
can to keep this poison out of our com- 
munities. 


By Mr. REID: 

S. 3293. A bill to require the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to transfer to the 
Shoshone-Paiute Tribes of the Duck 
Valley Reservation investment income 
held in certain funds; to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the text of the bill 
be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 3293 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 


SECTION 1. TRANSFER OF INVESTMENT INCOME 
TO TRIBES. 

Section 10807(e) of the Omnibus Public 
Land Management Act of 2009 (Public Law 
111-11; 123 Stat. 1409) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘Upon completion” and in- 
serting the following: 

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—On completion”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(2) TRANSFER OF INVESTMENT INCOME.— 
The Secretary shall transfer to the Tribes in 
accordance with subsections (f) and (g) any 
investment or interest income held in the 
Funds, including any investment or interest 
income prior to the completion of the ac- 
tions described in section 10808(d), for the use 
of the Tribes in accordance with subsections 
(b)(2) and (c)(2).”’. 


By Mr. CORNYN: 

S. 3295. A bill to authorize the Sec- 
retary of Homeland Security to work 
with cybersecurity consortia for train- 
ing, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the text of the 
bill be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 3295 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘National Cy- 
bersecurity Preparedness Consortium Act of 
2016”. 

SEC. 2. NATIONAL CYBERSECURITY PREPARED- 
NESS CONSORTIUM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Home- 
land Security may work with a consortium, 
including the National Cybersecurity Pre- 
paredness Consortium, to support efforts to 
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address cybersecurity risks and incidents (as 
such terms are defined in section 227 of the 
Homeland Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 148)), 
including threats of terrorism and acts of 
terrorism. 

(b) ASSISTANCE TO THE NCCIC.—The Sec- 
retary of Homeland Security may work with 
a consortium to assist the national cyberse- 
curity and communications integration cen- 
ter of the Department of Homeland Security 
(established pursuant to section 227 of the 
Homeland Security Act of 2002) to— 

(1) provide training to State and local first 
responders and officials specifically for pre- 
paring for and responding to cybersecurity 
risks and incidents, including threats of ter- 
rorism and acts of terrorism, in accordance 
with current law; 

(2) develop and update a curriculum uti- 
lizing existing programs and models in ac- 
cordance with such section 227, for State and 
local first responders and officials, related to 
cybersecurity risks and incidents, including 
threats of terrorism and acts of terrorism; 

(3) provide technical assistance services to 
build and sustain capabilities in support of 
preparedness for and response to cybersecu- 
rity risks and incidents, including threats of 
terrorism and acts of terrorism, in accord- 
ance with such section 227; 

(4) conduct cross-sector cybersecurity 
training and simulation exercises for enti- 
ties, including State and local governments, 
critical infrastructure owners and operators, 
and private industry, to encourage commu- 
nity-wide coordination in defending against 
and responding to cybersecurity risks and in- 
cidents, including threats of terrorism and 
acts of terrorism, in accordance with sub- 
section (c) of section 228 of the Homeland Se- 
curity Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 149); 

(5) help States and communities develop 
cybersecurity information sharing programs, 
in accordance with section 227 of the Home- 
land Security Act of 2002, for the dissemina- 
tion of homeland security information re- 
lated to cybersecurity risks and incidents, 
including threats of terrorism and acts of 
terrorism; and 

(6) help incorporate cybersecurity risk and 
incident prevention and response (including 
related to threats of terrorism and acts of 
terrorism) into existing State and local 
emergency plans, including continuity of op- 
erations plans. 

(c) PROHIBITION ON DUPLICATION.—In car- 
rying out the functions under subsection (b), 
the Secretary of Homeland Security shall, to 
the greatest extent practicable, seek to pre- 
vent unnecessary duplication of existing pro- 
grams or efforts of the Department of Home- 
land Security. 

(d) CONSIDERATIONS REGARDING SELECTION 
OF A CONSORTIUM.—In selecting a consortium 
with which to work under this Act, the Sec- 
retary of Homeland Security shall take into 
consideration the following: 

(1) Any prior experience conducting cyber- 
security training and exercises for State and 
local entities. 

(2) Geographic diversity of the members of 
any such consortium so as to cover different 
regions across the United States. 

(e) METRICS.—If the Secretary of Homeland 
Security works with a consortium pursuant 
to subsection (a), the Secretary shall meas- 
ure the effectiveness of the activities under- 
taken by such consortium under this Act. 

(f) OUTREACH.—The Secretary of Homeland 
Security shall conduct outreach to univer- 
sities and colleges, including historically 
Black colleges and universities, Hispanic- 
serving institutions, Tribal Colleges and Uni- 
versities, and other minority-serving institu- 


tions, regarding opportunities to support ef- 
forts to address cybersecurity risks and inci- 
dents, including threats of terrorism and 
acts of terrorism, by working with the Sec- 
retary pursuant to subsection (a). 

(g) TERMINATION.—The authority to carry 
out this Act shall terminate on the date that 
is 5 years after the date of the enactment of 
this Act. 

(h) CONSORTIUM DEFINED.—In this Act, the 
term ‘‘consortium’’ means a group primarily 
composed of non-profit entities, including 
academic institutions, that develop, update, 
and deliver cybersecurity training in support 
of homeland security. 
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AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 


SA 4979. Mr. McCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE 
(for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) proposed an 
amendment to the bill S. 2848, to provide for 
the conservation and development of water 
and related resources, to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Army to construct various 
projects for improvements to rivers and har- 
bors of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses. 

SA 4980. Mr. INHOFE proposed an amend- 
ment to amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
INHOFE to the bill S. 2848, supra. 

SA 4981. Mr. HELLER (for himself and Mr. 
HEINRICH) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 2848, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 4982. Mr. BLUMENTHAL (for himself 
and Mr. MURPHY) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the bill S. 
2848, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 4983. Mr. BLUMENTHAL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. INHOFE 
to the bill S. 2848, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 4984. Mr. BLUNT (for himself and Mrs. 
MCCASKILL) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 4979 
proposed by Mr. INHOFE to the bill S. 2848, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
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SA 4979. Mr. McCONNELL (for Mr. 
INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) 
proposed an amendment to the bill S. 
2848, to provide for the conservation 
and development of water and related 
resources, to authorize the Secretary 
of the Army to construct various 
projects for improvements to rivers 
and harbors of the United States, and 
for other purposes; as follows: 

Strike all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert the following: 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘“‘Water Resources Development Act of 
2016”. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con- 
tents for this Act is as follows: 

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 
Sec. 2. Definition of Secretary. 
Sec. 3. Limitations. 
TITLE I—PROGRAM REFORMS 
Sec. 1001. Study of water resources develop- 
ment projects by non-Federal 


interests. 
Sec. 1002. Advanced funds for water re- 
sources development studies 


and projects. 
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. Authority to accept and use mate- 

rials and services. 

. Partnerships with non-Federal en- 
tities to protect the Federal in- 
vestment. 

Non-Federal study and construc- 
tion of projects. 


Munitions disposal. 

Challenge cost-sharing program 
for management of recreation 
facilities. 

Structures and facilities con- 
structed by the Secretary. 

Project completion. 


Contributed funds. 

Application of certain benefits and 
costs included in final feasi- 
bility studies. 

Leveraging Federal infrastructure 
for increased water supply. 

New England District head- 
quarters. 

Buffalo District headquarters. 

Completion of ecosystem restora- 
tion projects. 

Credit for donated goods. 

Structural health monitoring. 

Fish and wildlife mitigation. 

Non-Federal interests. 

Discrete segment. 

Funding to process permits. 

International Outreach Program. 

Wetlands mitigation. 

Use of Youth Service and Con- 
servation Corps. 

Debris removal. 

Aquaculture study. 

Levee vegetation. 

Planning assistance to States. 

Prioritization. 

Kennewick Man. 

Review of Corps of Engineers as- 
sets. 

Transfer of excess credit. 

Surplus water storage. 

Hurricane and storm damage re- 
duction. 

Fish hatcheries. 

Feasibility studies and watershed 
assessments. 

Shore damage prevention or miti- 
gation. 

Enhancing lake recreation oppor- 
tunities. 

Cost estimates. 

Tribal partnership program. 

Cost sharing for territories and In- 
dian tribes. 

Local government water manage- 
ment plans. 

Credit in lieu of reimbursement. 

Retroactive changes to cost-shar- 
ing agreements. 

Easements for electric, telephone, 
or broadband service facilities 
eligible for financing under the 
Rural Electrification Act of 
1936. 

Study on the performance of inno- 
vative materials. 


TITLE II—NAVIGATION 


Projects funded by the Inland Wa- 
terways Trust Fund. 

Operation and maintenance 
fuel-taxed inland waterways. 

Funding for harbor maintenance 
programs. 

Dredged material disposal. 

Cape Arundel disposal site, Maine. 

Maintenance of harbors of refuge. 

Aids to navigation. 

Beneficial use of dredged material. 

Operation and maintenance of har- 
bor projects. 


of 
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Sec. 2010. Additional measures at donor 
ports and energy transfer ports. 

Harbor deepening. 

Operations and maintenance of in- 
land Mississippi River ports. 

Implementation guidance. 

Remote and subsistence harbors. 

Non-Federal interest dredging au- 
thority. 

Sec. 2016. Transportation cost savings. 

Sec. 2017. Dredged material. 


TITLE III—SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS 
Sec. 3001. 


2011. 
2012. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


2013. 
2014. 
2015. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 


Rehabilitation assistance for non- 
Federal flood control projects. 

Rehabilitation of existing levees. 

Maintenance of high risk flood 
control projects. 

Rehabilitation of high hazard po- 
tential dams. 

Expedited completion of author- 
ized projects for flood damage 
reduction. 

Cumberland River Basin Dam re- 
pairs. 

Sec. 3007. Indian dam safety. 

TITLE IV—RIVER BASINS, WATERSHEDS, 

AND COASTAL AREAS 


Gulf Coast oyster bed recovery 
plan. 

Columbia River, South Platte 
River, and Arkansas River. 

Missouri River. 

Puget Sound nearshore ecosystem 
restoration. 

Ice jam prevention and mitiga- 
tion. 

Chesapeake Bay oyster restora- 
tion. 

North Atlantic coastal region. 

Rio Grande. 

Texas coastal area. 

Upper Mississippi and Illinois Riv- 
ers flood risk management. 

Salton Sea, California. 

Adjustment. 

Coastal resiliency. 

Regional intergovernmental col- 
laboration on coastal resil- 
ience. 

South Atlantic coastal study. 

Kanawha River Basin. 

Consideration of full array of 
measures for coastal risk reduc- 
tion. 

Waterfront community revitaliza- 
tion and resiliency. 


TITLE V—DEAUTHORIZATIONS 


5001. Deauthorizations. 
5002. Conveyances. 


TITLE VI—WATER RESOURCES 
INFRASTRUCTURE 


Authorization of final feasibility 
studies. 

Authorization of project modifica- 
tions recommended by the Sec- 
retary. 

Authorization of study and modi- 
fication proposals submitted to 
Congress by the Secretary. 

Expedited completion of reports. 

Extension of expedited consider- 
ation in Senate. 

TITLE VII—SAFE DRINKING WATER AND 

CLEAN WATER INFRASTRUCTURE 

Sec. 7001. Definition of Administrator. 

Sec. 7002. Sense of the Senate on appropria- 
tions levels and findings on eco- 
nomic impacts. 

Subtitle A—Drinking Water 


Sec. 7101. Preconstruction work. 
Sec. 7102. Priority system requirements. 


Sec. 3002. 
Sec. 3003. 


Sec. 3004. 


Sec. 3005. 


Sec. 3006. 


Sec. 4001. 


Sec. 4002. 


4003. 
4004. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 4005. 


Sec. 4006. 
4007. 
4008. 
4009. 
4010. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 


4011. 
4012. 
4013. 
4014. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 


4015. 
4016. 
4017. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 4018. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 6001. 


Sec. 6002. 


Sec. 6003. 


6004. 
6005. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
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Sec. 7103. Administration of State loan 
funds. 

Other authorized activities. 

Negotiation of contracts. 

Assistance for small and disadvan- 
taged communities. 

Reducing lead in drinking water. 

Regional liaisons for minority, 
tribal, and low-income commu- 
nities. 

Notice to persons served. 

Electronic reporting of drinking 
water data. 

Lead testing in school and child 
care drinking water. 

WaterSense program. 

Water supply cost savings. 

Small system technical assist- 
ance. 

Definition of Indian tribe. 

Technical assistance for tribal 
water systems. 

Requirement for the use of Amer- 
ican materials. 

Subtitle B—Clean Water 

Sewer overflow control grants. 

Small and medium treatment 
works. 

Integrated plans. 

Sec. 7204. Green infrastructure promotion. 

Sec. 7205. Financial capability guidance. 
Subtitle C—Innovative Financing and 
Promotion of Innovative Technologies 


Sec. 7301. Water infrastructure public-pri- 
vate partnership pilot program. 

Water infrastructure finance and 
innovation. 

Water Infrastructure Investment 
Trust Fund. 

Innovative water technology grant 
program. 

Water Resources Research Act 
amendments. 

Reauthorization of Water Desali- 
nation Act of 1996. 

National drought resilience guide- 
lines. 

Innovation in State water pollu- 
tion control revolving loan 
funds. 

Innovation in drinking water 
State revolving loan funds. 

Subtitle D—Drinking Water Disaster Relief 

and Infrastructure Investments 

Sec. 7401. Drinking water infrastructure. 

Sec. 7402. Loan forgiveness. 

Sec. 7403. Registry for lead exposure and ad- 

visory committee. 


7104. 
7105. 
7106. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 


7107. 
7108. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


7109. 
7110. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 7111. 
7112. 


7113. 
7114. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 


7115. 
7116. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 7117. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


7201. 
7202. 


Sec. 7203. 


Sec. 7302. 


Sec. 7303. 


Sec. 7304. 


Sec. 7305. 


Sec. 7306. 


Sec. 7307. 


Sec. 7308. 


Sec. 7309. 


Sec. 7404. Additional funding for certain 
childhood health programs. 
Sec. 7405. Review and report. 


Subtitle E—Report on Groundwater 
Contamination 
Sec. 7501. Definitions. 
Sec. 7502. Report on groundwater contami- 
nation. 
Subtitle F—Restoration 


PART I—GREAT LAKES RESTORATION 
INITIATIVE 


. 7611. Great Lakes Restoration Initia- 
tive. 

PART II—LAKE TAHOE RESTORATION 

Sec. 7621. Findings and purposes. 

Sec. 7622. Definitions. 

Sec. 7623. Improved administration of the 
Lake Tahoe Basin Management 
Unit. 

Sec. 7624. Authorized programs. 
Sec. 7625. Program performance 
countability. 

. 7626. Conforming amendments; updates 
to related laws. 


and ac- 
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Sec. 7627. Authorization of appropriations. 

Sec. 7628. Land transfers to improve man- 
agement efficiencies of Federal 
and State land. 


PART III—LONG ISLAND SOUND RESTORATION 


Sec. 7631. Restoration and stewardship pro- 
grams. 
. 7632. Reauthorization. 


PART IV—DELAWARE RIVER BASIN 
CONSERVATION 

Findings. 

Definitions. 

Program establishment. 

Grants and assistance. 

Annual reports. 

Authorization of appropriations. 


Subtitle G—Offset 
. 7701. Offset. 


TITLE VIII—MISCELLANEOUS 
PROVISIONS 


. 8001. Approval of State programs for 
control of coal combustion re- 
siduals. 

Sec. 8002. Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma and 
the Chickasaw Nation water 
settlement. 

SEC. 2. DEFINITION OF SECRETARY. 

In this Act, the term ‘‘Secretary’’ means 
the Secretary of the Army. 

SEC. 3. LIMITATIONS. 

Nothing in this Act— 

(1) supersedes or modifies any written 
agreement between the Federal Government 
and a non-Federal interest that is in effect 
on the date of enactment of this Act; 

(2) supersedes or authorizes any amend- 
ment to a multistate water control plan, in- 
cluding the Missouri River Master Water 
Control Manual (as in effect on the date of 
enactment of this Act); 

(3) affects any water right in existence on 
the date of enactment of this Act; 

(4) preempts or affects any State water law 
or interstate compact governing water; or 

(5) affects any authority of a State, as in 
effect on the date of enactment of this Act, 
to manage water resources within the State. 

TITLE I—PROGRAM REFORMS 
SEC. 1001. STUDY OF WATER RESOURCES DEVEL- 
OPMENT PROJECTS BY NON-FED- 
ERAL INTERESTS. 

Section 203 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 1986 (83 U.S.C. 2231) is amend- 
ed by adding at the end the following: 

‘(e) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—On the re- 
quest of a non-Federal interest, the Sec- 
retary may provide technical assistance re- 
lating to any aspect of the feasibility study 
if the non-Federal interest contracts with 
the Secretary to pay all costs of providing 
the technical assistance.’’. 

SEC. 1002. ADVANCED FUNDS FOR WATER RE- 

SOURCES DEVELOPMENT STUDIES 
AND PROJECTS. 

The Act of October 15, 1940 (33 U.S.C. 701h- 
1), is amended— 

(1) in the first sentence— 

(A) by striking ‘‘Whenever any” and in- 
serting the following: 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—Whenever any”; 

(B) by striking ‘‘a flood-control project 
duly adopted and authorized by law” and in- 
serting ‘‘an authorized water resources de- 
velopment study or project,’’; and 

(C) by striking ‘‘such work’’ and inserting 
“such study or project”; 

(2) in the second sentence— 

(A) by striking ‘“‘The Secretary of the 
Army” and inserting the following: 

“(b) REPAYMENT.—The Secretary of the 
Army”; and 
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(B) by striking ‘‘from appropriations which 
may be provided by Congress for flood-con- 
trol work” and inserting ‘“‘if specific appro- 
priations are provided by Congress for such 
purpose”; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

“(c) DEFINITION OF STATE.—In this section, 
the term ‘State’ means— 

“(1) a State; 

“(2) the District of Columbia; 

“(3) the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico; 

“(4) any other territory or possession of 
the United States; and 

“(5) a federally recognized Indian tribe or a 
Native village, Regional Corporation, or Vil- 
lage Corporation (as those terms are defined 
in section 3 of the Alaska Native Claims Set- 
tlement Act (43 U.S.C. 1602)).”. 

SEC. 1003. AUTHORITY TO ACCEPT AND USE MA- 
TERIALS AND SERVICES. 

Section 1024 of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
2325a) is amended— 

(1) by striking subsection (a) and inserting 
the following: 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection 
(b), the Secretary is authorized to accept and 
use materials, services, or funds contributed 
by a non-Federal public entity, a nonprofit 
entity, or a private entity to repair, restore, 
replace, or maintain a water resources 
project in any case in which the District 
Commander determines that— 

“(1) there is a risk of adverse impacts to 
the functioning of the project for the author- 
ized purposes of the project; and 

“(2) acceptance of the materials and serv- 
ices or funds is in the public interest.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (c), in the matter pre- 
ceding paragraph (1)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘Not later than 60 days 
after initiating an activity under this sec- 
tion,” and inserting “Not later than Feb- 
ruary 1 of each year after the first fiscal year 
in which materials, services, or funds are ac- 
cepted under this section,’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘a report” and inserting 
“an annual report’’. 

SEC. 1004. PARTNERSHIPS WITH NON-FEDERAL 
ENTITIES TO PROTECT THE FED- 
ERAL INVESTMENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (c), 
the Secretary is authorized to partner with a 
non-Federal interest for the maintenance of 
a water resources project to ensure that the 
project will continue to function for the au- 
thorized purposes of the project. 

(b) FORM OF PARTNERSHIP.—Under a part- 
nership referred to in subsection (a), the Sec- 
retary is authorized to accept and use funds, 
materials, and services contributed by the 
non-Federal interest. 

(c) NO CREDIT OR REIMBURSEMENT.—Any 
entity that contributes materials, services, 
or funds under this section shall not be eligi- 
ble for credit, reimbursement, or repayment 
for the value of those materials, services, or 
funds. 

SEC. 1005. NON-FEDERAL STUDY AND CONSTRUC- 
TION OF PROJECTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may ac- 
cept and expend funds provided by non-Fed- 
eral interests to undertake reviews, inspec- 
tions, monitoring, and other Federal activi- 
ties related to non-Federal interests car- 
rying out the study, design, or construction 
of water resources development projects 
under section 203 or 204 of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 
2231, 2232) or any other Federal law. 

(b) INCLUSION IN CosTs.—In determining 
credit or reimbursement, the Secretary may 
include the amount of funds provided by a 
non-Federal interest under this section as a 
cost of the study, design, or construction. 
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SEC. 1006. MUNITIONS DISPOSAL. 

Section 1027 of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
426e-2) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), in the matter pre- 
ceding paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘, at full 
Federal expense,” after “The Secretary 
may”; and 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘funded’’ 
and inserting ‘‘reimbursed’’. 

SEC. 1007. CHALLENGE COST-SHARING PROGRAM 
FOR MANAGEMENT OF RECREATION 
FACILITIES. 

Section 225 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 1992 (33 U.S.C. 2328) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub- 
section (d); and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(c) USER FEES.— 

‘“(1) COLLECTION OF FEES.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may 
allow a non-Federal public or private entity 
that has entered into an agreement pursuant 
to subsection (b) to collect user fees for the 
use of developed recreation sites and facili- 
ties, whether developed or constructed by 
that entity or the Department of the Army. 

‘“(B) USE OF VISITOR RESERVATION SERV- 
IcES.—A public or private entity described in 
subparagraph (A) may use to manage fee col- 
lections and reservations under this section 
any visitor reservation service that the Sec- 
retary has provided for by contract or inter- 
agency agreement, subject to such terms and 
conditions as the Secretary determines to be 
appropriate. 

‘“(2) USE OF FEES.—A non-Federal public or 
private entity that collects user fees under 
paragraph (1) may— 

“(A) retain up to 100 percent of the fees 
collected, as determined by the Secretary; 
and 

“(B) notwithstanding section 210(b)(4) of 
the Flood Control Act of 1968 (16 U.S.C. 460d- 
3(b)(4)), use that amount for operation, main- 
tenance, and management at the recreation 
site at which the fee is collected. 

“(8) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The authority 
of a non-Federal public or private entity 
under this subsection shall be subject to 
such terms and conditions as the Secretary 
determines necessary to protect the inter- 
ests of the United States.’’. 

SEC. 1008. STRUCTURES AND FACILITIES 
STRUCTED BY THE SECRETARY. 

Section 14 of the Act of March 8, 1899 (33 
U.S.C. 408) (commonly known as the “Rivers 
and Harbors Act of 1899’’), is amended— 

(1) by striking “That it shall not be law- 
ful” and inserting the following: 

“(a) PROHIBITIONS AND PERMISSIONS.—It 
shall not be lawful’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(b) CONCURRENT REVIEW.— 

“(1) NEPA REVIEW.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—In any case in which an 
activity subject to this section requires a re- 
view under the National Environmental Pol- 
icy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4821 et seq.), review 
and approval under this section shall, to the 
maximum extent practicable, occur concur- 
rently with any review and decisions made 
under that Act. 

“(B) CORPS OF ENGINEERS AS A COOPERATING 
AGENCY.—If the Corps of Engineers is not the 
lead Federal agency for an environmental re- 
view described in subparagraph (A), the Chief 
of Engineers shall, to the maximum extent 
practicable— 

“(i) participate in the review as a cooper- 
ating agency (unless the Chief of Engineers 
does not intend to submit comments on the 
project); and 
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“(ii) adopt and use any environmental doc- 
ument prepared under the National Environ- 
mental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4821 et 
seq.) by the lead agency to the same extent 
that a Federal agency could adopt or use a 
document prepared by another Federal agen- 
cy under— 

‘“(J) the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.); and 

“(II) parts 1500 through 1508 of title 40, 
Code of Federal Regulations (or successor 
regulations). 

(2) REVIEWS BY SECRETARY.—In any case 
in which the Secretary of the Army is re- 
quired to approve an action under this sec- 
tion and under another authority, including 
sections 9 and 10 of this Act, section 404 of 
the Federal Water Pollution Control Act (83 
U.S.C. 1344), and section 103 of the Marine 
Protection, Research, and Sanctuaries Act of 
1972 (83 U.S.C. 1413), the Secretary shall— 

“(A) coordinate the reviews and, to the 
maximum extent practicable, carry out the 
reviews concurrently; and 

‘“(B) adopt and use any document prepared 
by the Corps of Engineers for the purpose of 
complying with the same law and that ad- 
dresses the same types of impacts in the 
same geographic area if the document, as de- 
termined by the Secretary, is current and 
applicable. 

(3) CONTRIBUTED FUNDS.—The Secretary of 
the Army may accept and expend funds re- 
ceived from non-Federal public or private en- 
tities to evaluate under this section an alter- 
ation or permanent occupation or use of a 
work built by the United States.’’. 

SEC. 1009. PROJECT COMPLETION. 

For any project authorized under section 
219 of the Water Resources Development Act 
of 1992 (Public Law 102-580; 106 Stat. 4835), 
the authorization of appropriations is in- 
creased by the amount, including in incre- 
ments, necessary to allow completion of the 
project if— 

(1) as of the date of enactment of this Act, 
the project has received more than $4,000,000 
in Federal appropriations and those appro- 
priations equal an amount that is greater 
than 80 percent of the authorized amount; 

(2) significant progress has been dem- 
onstrated toward completion of the project 
or segments of the project but the project is 
not complete as of the date of enactment of 
this Act; and 

(3) the benefits of the Federal investment 
will not be realized without an increase in 
the authorization of appropriations to allow 
completion of the project. 

SEC. 1010. CONTRIBUTED FUNDS. 

(a) CONTRIBUTED FUNDS.—Section 5 of the 
Act of June 22, 1936 (33 U.S.C. 701h) (com- 
monly known as the ‘‘Flood Control Act of 
1936”), is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘funds appropriated by the 
United States for’’; and 

(2) in the first proviso, by inserting after 
“authorized purposes of the project:’’ the fol- 
lowing: ‘‘Provided further, That the Secretary 
may receive and expend funds from a State 
or a political subdivision of a State and 
other non-Federal interests to formulate, re- 
view, or revise operational documents for 
any reservoir owned and operated by the 
Secretary (other than reservoirs in the 
Upper Missouri River, the Apalachicola- 
Chattahoochee-Flint River system, the Ala- 
bama-Coosa-Tallapoosa River system, and 
the Stones River):’’ 

(b) REPORT.—Section 1015 of the Water Re- 
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014 
is amended by striking subsection (b) (83 
U.S.C. 701h note; Public Law 113-121) and in- 
serting the following: 
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“(b) REPORT.—Not later than February 1 of 
each year, the Secretary shall submit to the 
Committees on Environment and Public 
Works and Appropriations of the Senate and 
the Committees on Transportation and In- 
frastructure and Appropriations of the House 
of Representatives a report that— 

“(1) describes the number of agreements 
executed in the previous fiscal year for the 
acceptance of contributed funds under sec- 
tion 5 of the Act of June 22, 1936 (33 U.S.C. 
701h) (commonly Known as the ‘Flood Con- 
trol Act of 1936’); and 

‘“(2) includes information on the projects 
and amounts of contributed funds referred to 
in paragraph (1).’’. 

SEC. 1011. APPLICATION OF CERTAIN BENEFITS 
AND COSTS INCLUDED IN FINAL 
FEASIBILITY STUDIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—For a navigation project 
authorized after November 7, 2007, involving 
offshore oil and gas fabrication ports, the 
recommended plan by the Chief of Engineers 
shall be the plan that uses the value of fu- 
ture energy exploration and production fab- 
rication contracts and the transportation 
savings that would result from a larger navi- 
gation channel in accordance with section 
6009 of the Emergency Supplemental Appro- 
priations Act for Defense, the Global War on 
Terror, and Tsunami Relief, 2005 (Public Law 
109-18; 119 Stat. 282). 

(b) SPECIAL RULE.—In addition to projects 
described in subsection (a), this section shall 
apply to— 

(1) a project that has undergone an eco- 
nomic benefits update; and 

(2) at the request of the non-Federal spon- 
sor, any ongoing feasibility study for which 
the benefits under section 6009 of the Emer- 
gency Supplemental Appropriations Act for 
Defense, the Global War on Terror, and Tsu- 
nami Relief, 2005 (Public Law 109-18; 119 
Stat. 282) may apply. 

SEC. 1012. LEVERAGING FEDERAL INFRASTRUC- 
TURE FOR INCREASED WATER SUP- 
PLY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—At the request of a non- 
Federal interest, the Secretary may review 
proposals to increase the quantity of avail- 
able supplies of water at Federal water re- 
sources projects through— 

(1) modification of a water resources 
project; 

(2) modification of how a project is man- 
aged; or 

(3) accessing water released from a project. 

(b) PROPOSALS INCLUDED.—A proposal 
under subsection (a) may include— 

(1) increasing the storage capacity of the 
project; 

(2) diversion of water released or with- 
drawn from the project— 

(A) to recharge groundwater; 

(B) to aquifer storage and recovery; or 

(C) to any other storage facility; 

(3) construction of facilities for delivery of 
water from pumping stations constructed by 
the Secretary; 

(4) construction of facilities to access 
water; and 

(5) a combination of the activities de- 
scribed in paragraphs (1) through (4). 

(c) EXCLUSIONS.—This section shall not 
apply to a proposal that— 

(1) reallocates existing water supply or hy- 
dropower storage; or 

(2) reduces water available for any author- 
ized project purpose. 

(d) OTHER FEDERAL PROJECTS.—In any case 
in which a proposal relates to a Federal 
project that is not owned by the Secretary, 
this section shall apply only to activities 
under the authority of the Secretary. 
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(e) REVIEW PROCESS.— 

(1) NoTIcE.—On receipt of a proposal sub- 
mitted under subsection (a), the Secretary 
shall provide a copy of the proposal to each 
entity described in paragraph (2) and if appli- 
cable, the Federal agency that owns the 
project, in the case of a project owned by an 
agency other than the Department of the 
Army. 

(2) PUBLIC PARTICIPATION.—In reviewing 
proposals submitted under subsection (a), 
and prior to making any decisions regarding 
a proposal, the Secretary shall comply with 
all applicable public participation require- 
ments under law, including consultation 
with— 

(A) affected States; 

(B) Power Marketing Administrations, in 
the case of reservoirs with Federal hydro- 
power projects; 

(C) entities responsible for operation and 
maintenance costs; 

(D) any entity that has a contractual right 
from the Federal Government or a State to 
withdraw water from, or use storage at, the 
project; 

(E) entities that the State determines hold 
rights under State law to the use of water 
from the project; and 

(F) units of local government with flood 
risk reduction responsibilities downstream 
of the project. 

(f) AUTHORITIES.—A proposal submitted to 
the Secretary under subsection (a) may be 
reviewed and approved, if applicable and ap- 
propriate, under— 

(1) the specific authorization for the water 
resources project; 

(2) section 216 of the Flood Control Act of 
1970 (83 U.S.C. 549a); 

(3) section 301 of the Water Supply Act of 
1958 (43 U.S.C. 390b); and 

(4) section 14 of the Act of March 3, 1899 
(commonly known as the ‘‘Rivers and Har- 
bors Act of 1899’’) (83 U.S.C. 408). 

(g) LIMITATIONS.—The Secretary shall not 
approve a proposal submitted under sub- 
section (a) that— 

(1) is not supported by the Federal agency 
that owns the project if the owner is not the 
Secretary; 

(2) interferes with an authorized purpose of 
the project; 

(3) adversely impacts contractual rights to 
water or storage at the reservoir; 

(4) adversely impacts legal rights to water 
under State law, as determined by an af- 
fected State; 

(5) increases costs for any entity other 
than the entity that submitted the proposal; 
or 

(6) if a project is subject to section 301(e) of 
the Water Supply Act of 1958 (43 U.S.C. 
390b(e)), makes modifications to the project 
that do not meet the requirements of that 
section unless the modification is submitted 
to and authorized by Congress. 

(h) COST SHARE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), 100 percent of the cost of de- 
veloping, reviewing, and implementing a pro- 
posal submitted under subsection (a) shall be 
provided by an entity other than the Federal 
Government. 

(2) PLANNING ASSISTANCE TO STATES.—In 
the case of a proposal from an entity author- 
ized to receive assistance under section 22 of 
the Water Resources Development Act of 
1974 (42 U.S.C. 1962d-16), the Secretary may 
use funds available under that section to pay 
50 percent of the cost of a review of a pro- 
posal submitted under subsection (a). 

(3) OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE COSTS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraphs (B) and (C), the operation and 
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maintenance costs for the non-Federal spon- 
sor of a proposal submitted under subsection 
(a) shall be 100 percent of the separable oper- 
ation and maintenance costs associated with 
the costs of implementing the proposal. 

(B) CERTAIN WATER SUPPLY STORAGE 
PROJECTS.—For a proposal submitted under 
subsection (a) for constructing additional 
water supply storage at a reservoir for use 
under a water supply storage agreement, in 
addition to the costs under subparagraph 
(A), the non-Federal costs shall include the 
proportional share of any joint-use costs for 
operation, maintenance, repair, replacement, 
or rehabilitation of the reservoir project de- 
termined in accordance with section 301 of 
the Water Supply Act of 1958 (48 U.S.C. 390b). 

(C) VOLUNTARY CONTRIBUTIONS.—An entity 
other than an entity described in subpara- 
graph (A) may voluntarily contribute to the 
costs of implementing a proposal submitted 
under subsection (a). 

(i) CONTRIBUTED FUNDS.—The Secretary 
may receive and expend funds contributed by 
a non-Federal interest for the review and ap- 
proval of a proposal submitted under sub- 
section (a). 

(j) ASSISTANCE.—On request by a non-Fed- 
eral interest, the Secretary may provide 
technical assistance in the development or 
implementation of a proposal under sub- 
section (a), including assistance in obtaining 
necessary permits for construction, if the 
non-Federal interest contracts with the Sec- 
retary to pay all costs of providing the tech- 
nical assistance. 

(k) EXCLUSION.—This section shall not 
apply to reservoirs in— 

(1) the Upper Missouri River; 

(2) the Apalachicola-Chattahoochee-Flint 
river system; 

(3) the Alabama-Coosa-Tallapoosa river 
system; and 

(4) the Stones River. 

SEC. 1013. NEW ENGLAND DISTRICT HEAD- 
QUARTERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (b), 
using amounts available in the revolving 
fund established by section 101 of the Civil 
Functions Appropriations Act, 1954 (33 U.S.C. 
576) and not otherwise obligated, the Sec- 
retary may— 

(1) design, renovate, and construct addi- 
tions to 2 buildings located on Hanscom Air 
Force Base in Bedford, Massachusetts for the 
headquarters of the New England District of 
the Army Corps of Engineers; and 

(2) carry out such construction and infra- 
structure improvements as are required to 
support the headquarters of the New England 
District of the Army Corps of Engineers, in- 
cluding any necessary demolition of the ex- 
isting infrastructure. 

(b) REQUIREMENT.—In carrying out sub- 
section (a), the Secretary shall ensure that 
the revolving fund established by section 101 
of the Civil Functions Appropriations Act, 
1954 (33 U.S.C. 576) is appropriately reim- 
bursed from funds appropriated for programs 
that receive a benefit under this section. 

SEC. 1014. BUFFALO DISTRICT HEADQUARTERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (b), 
using amounts available in the revolving 
fund established by section 101 of the Civil 
Functions Appropriations Act, 1954 (33 U.S.C. 
576) and not otherwise obligated, the Sec- 
retary may— 

(1) design and construct a new building in 
Buffalo, New York, for the headquarters of 
the Buffalo District of the Army Corps of En- 
gineers; and 

(2) carry out such construction and infra- 
structure improvements as are required to 
support the headquarters and related instal- 
lations and facilities of the Buffalo District 
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of the Army Corps of Engineers, including 
any necessary demolition or renovation of 
the existing infrastructure. 

(b) REQUIREMENT.—In carrying out sub- 
section (a), the Secretary shall ensure that 
the revolving fund established by section 101 
of the Civil Functions Appropriations Act, 
1954 (33 U.S.C. 576) is appropriately reim- 
bursed from funds appropriated for programs 
that receive a benefit under this section. 

SEC. 1015. COMPLETION OF ECOSYSTEM RES- 
TORATION PROJECTS. 

Section 2039 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 2007 (33 U.S.C. 2330a) is amend- 
ed by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(d) INCLUSIONS.—A monitoring plan under 
subsection (b) shall include a description of— 

“(1) the types and number of restoration 
activities to be conducted; 

‘“(2) the physical action to be undertaken 
to achieve the restoration objectives of the 
project; 

“(3) the functions and values that will re- 
sult from the restoration plan; and 

“(4) a contingency plan for taking correc- 
tive actions in cases in which monitoring 
demonstrates that restoration measures are 
not achieving ecological success in accord- 
ance with criteria described in the moni- 
toring plan. 

‘(e) CONCLUSION OF OPERATION AND MAIN- 
TENANCE RESPONSIBILITY.—The responsibility 
of the non-Federal sponsor for operation, 
maintenance, repair, replacement, and reha- 
bilitation of the ecosystem restoration 
project shall cease 10 years after the date on 
which the Secretary makes a determination 
of success under subsection (b)(2).’’. 

SEC. 1016. CREDIT FOR DONATED GOODS. 

Section 221(a)(4)(D)(iv) of the Flood Con- 
trol Act of 1970 (42 U.S.C. 1962d- 
5b(a)(4)(D)(iv)) is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘regardless of the cost in- 
curred by the non-Federal interest,” before 
“shall not”; and 

(2) by striking 
“value”. 

SEC. 1017. STRUCTURAL HEALTH MONITORING. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall de- 
sign and develop a structural health moni- 
toring program to assess and improve the 
condition of infrastructure constructed and 
maintained by the Corps of Engineers, in- 
cluding research, design, and development of 
systems and frameworks for— 

(1) response to flood and earthquake 
events; 

(2) pre-disaster mitigation measures; 

(3) lengthening the useful life of the infra- 
structure; and 

(4) identifying risks due to sea level rise. 

(b) CONSULTATION AND CONSIDERATION.—In 
developing the program under subsection (a), 
the Secretary shall— 

(1) consult with academic and other ex- 
perts; and 

(2) consider models for maintenance and 
repair information, the development of deg- 
radation models for real-time measurements 
and environmental inputs, and research on 
qualitative inspection data as surrogate sen- 
sors. 

SEC. 1018. FISH AND WILDLIFE MITIGATION. 

Section 906 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2283) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in subsection (h)— 

(A) in paragraph (4)— 

(i) by redesignating subparagraphs (D) and 
(Œ) as subparagraphs (E) and (F), respec- 
tively; and 

Gi) by inserting after subparagraph (C) the 
following: 

‘(D) include measures to protect or restore 
habitat connectivity”; 


“costs? and inserting 
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(B) in paragraph (6)(C), by striking ‘‘im- 
pacts” and inserting ‘‘impacts, including im- 
pacts to habitat connectivity”; and 

(C) by striking paragraph (11) and inserting 
the following: 

“(11) EFFECT.—Nothing in this subsection— 

“(A) requires the Secretary to undertake 
additional mitigation for existing projects 
for which mitigation has already been initi- 
ated, including the addition of fish passage 
to an existing water resources development 
project; or 

“(B) affects the mitigation responsibilities 
of the Secretary under any other provision of 
law.”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(j) USE OF FUNDS.—The Secretary may 
use funds made available for preconstruction 
engineering and design prior to authoriza- 
tion of project construction to satisfy miti- 
gation requirements through third-party ar- 
rangements or to acquire interests in land 
necessary for meeting mitigation require- 
ments under this section. 

‘“(k) MEASURES.—The Secretary shall con- 
sult with interested members of the public, 
the Director of the United States Fish and 
Wildlife Service, the Assistant Adminis- 
trator for Fisheries of the National Oceanic 
and Atmospheric Administration, States, in- 
cluding State fish and game departments, 
and interested local governments to identify 
standard measures under subsection (h)(6)(C) 
that reflect the best available scientific in- 
formation for evaluating habitat con- 
nectivity.’’. 

SEC. 1019. NON-FEDERAL INTERESTS. 

Section 221(b)(1) of the Flood Control Act 
of 1970 (42 U.S.C. 1962d-5b(b)(1)) is amended 
by inserting ‘‘or a Native village, Regional 
Corporation, or Village Corporation (as those 
terms are defined in section 3 of the Alaska 
Native Claims Settlement Act (43 U.S.C. 
1602))’’ after ‘‘Indian tribe”. 

SEC. 1020. DISCRETE SEGMENT. 

Section 204 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2232) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) by striking ‘‘project or separable ele- 
ment” each place it appears and inserting 
“project, separable element, or discrete seg- 
ment”’; 

(2) by striking ‘‘project, or separable ele- 
ment thereof,” each place it appears and in- 
serting ‘‘project, separable element, or dis- 
crete segment of a project”; 

(8) in subsection (a)— 

(A) by  redesignating paragraphs (1) 
through (3) as subparagraphs (A) through (C), 
respectively, and indenting appropriately; 
and 

(B) by striking the subsection designation 
and all that follows through ‘‘In this section, 
the” and inserting the following: 

‘“(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) DISCRETE SEGMENT.—The term ‘dis- 
crete segment’, with respect to a project, 
means a physical portion of the project, as 
described in design documents, that is envi- 
ronmentally acceptable, is complete, will 
not create a hazard, and functions independ- 
ently so that the non-Federal sponsor can 
operate and maintain the discrete segment 
in advance of completion of the total project 
or separable element of the project. 

(2) WATER RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT 
PROJECT.—The”’; 

(4) in subsection (b)(1), in the matter pre- 
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking 
“project, or separate element thereof” and 
inserting ‘‘project, separable element, or dis- 
crete segment of a project”; and 

(5) in subsection (d)— 

(A) in paragraph (8)(B), in the matter pre- 
ceding clause (i), by striking ‘‘project’’? and 
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inserting ‘‘project, separable element, or dis- 
crete segment’’; 

(B) in paragraph (4), in the matter pre- 
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking 
“project, or a separable element of a water 
resources development project,’’ and insert- 
ing ‘‘project, separable element, or discrete 
segment of a project”; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(5) REPAYMENT OF REIMBURSEMENT.—If the 
non-Federal interest receives reimbursement 
for a discrete segment of a project and fails 
to complete the entire project or separable 
element of the project, the non-Federal in- 
terest shall repay to the Secretary the 
amount of the reimbursement, plus inter- 
est.’’. 

SEC. 1021. FUNDING TO PROCESS PERMITS. 

Section 214(a) of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 2000 (33 U.S.C. 2352(a)) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by adding at the end 
the following: 

“(C) RAIL CARRIER.—The term ‘rail carrier’ 
has the meaning given the term in section 
10102 of title 49, United States Code.”’; 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘or natural 
gas company” and inserting ‘‘, natural gas 
company, or rail carrier”; 

(3) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘or natural 
gas company” and inserting ‘‘, natural gas 
company, or rail carrier”; and 

(4) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘and nat- 
ural gas companies” and inserting ‘‘, natural 
gas companies, and rail carriers, including 
an evaluation of the compliance with all re- 
quirements of this section and, with respect 
to a permit for those entities, the require- 
ments of all applicable Federal laws’’. 

SEC. 1022. INTERNATIONAL OUTREACH PRO- 
GRAM. 

Section 401 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 1992 (33 U.S.C. 2329) is amend- 
ed by striking subsection (a) and inserting 
the following: 

“(a) AUTHORIZATION.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may en- 
gage in activities to inform the United 
States of technological innovations abroad 
that could significantly improve water re- 
sources development in the United States. 

‘(2) INCLUSIONS.—Activities under para- 
graph (1) may include— 

“(A) development, monitoring, assessment, 
and dissemination of information about for- 
eign water resources projects that could sig- 
nificantly improve water resources develop- 
ment in the United States; 

‘(B) research, development, training, and 
other forms of technology transfer and ex- 
change; and 

“(C) offering technical services that can- 
not be readily obtained in the private sector 
to be incorporated into water resources 
projects if the costs for assistance will be re- 
covered under the terms of each project.’’. 
SEC. 1023. WETLANDS MITIGATION. 

Section 2036(c) of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 2007 (83 U.S.C. 2317b) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘*(4) MITIGATION BANKS.— 

‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of this para- 
graph, the Secretary shall issue implementa- 
tion guidance that provides for the consider- 
ation of the entire amount of potential cred- 
its available at in-kind, in-basin mitigation 
banks and in-lieu fee programs for water re- 
source development project feasibility stud- 
ies. 

‘(B) REQUIREMENTS.—AII] potential mitiga- 
tion bank and in-lieu fee credits shall be con- 
sidered a reasonable alternative for planning 
purposes if the applicable mitigation bank— 
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“(i) has an approved mitigation banking 
instrument; and 

“(ii) has completed a functional analysis of 
the potential credits using the approved 
Corps of Engineers certified habitat assess- 
ment model specific to the region.’’. 

SEC. 1024. USE OF YOUTH SERVICE AND CON- 
SERVATION CORPS. 

Section 213 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 2000 (33 U.S.C. 2339) is amend- 
ed by adding at the end the following: 

‘(d) YOUTH SERVICE AND CONSERVATION 
CoRPS.—The Secretary shall encourage each 
district of the Corps of Engineers to enter 
into cooperative agreements authorized 
under this section with qualified youth serv- 
ice and conservation corps to perform appro- 
priate projects.’’. 

SEC. 1025. DEBRIS REMOVAL. 

Section 3 of the Act entitled “An Act au- 
thorizing the construction, repair, and pres- 
ervation of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes’’, ap- 
proved March 2, 1945 (33 U.S.C. 603a), is 
amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘$1,000,000’’ and inserting 
‘*$5,000,000”’; 

(2) by striking ‘‘accumulated snags and 
other debris’? and inserting ‘‘accumulated 
snags, obstructions, and other debris located 
in or adjacent to a Federal channel”; and 

(3) by striking ‘‘or flood control” and in- 
serting ‘‘, flood control, or recreation”. 

SEC. 1026. AQUACULTURE STUDY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Comptroller General 
shall carry out an assessment of the shellfish 
aquaculture industry, including— 

(1) an examination of Federal and State 
laws (including regulations) in each relevant 
district of the Corps of Engineers; 

(2) the number of shellfish aquaculture 
leases, verifications, or permits in place in 
each relevant district of the Corps of Engi- 
neers; 

(3) the period of time required to secure a 
shellfish aquaculture lease, verification, or 
permit from each relevant jurisdiction; and 

(4) the experience of the private sector in 
applying for shellfish aquaculture permits 
from different jurisdictions of the Corps of 
Engineers and different States. 

(b) STuDY AREA.—The study area shall 
comprise, to the maximum extent prac- 
ticable, the following applicable locations: 

(1) The Chesapeake Bay. 

(2) The Gulf Coast States. 

(3) The State of California. 

(4) The State of Washington. 

(c) FINDINGS.—Not later than 225 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp- 
troller General shall submit to the Commit- 
tees on Environment and Public Works and 
on Energy and Natural Resources of the Sen- 
ate and the Committees on Transportation 
and Infrastructure and on Natural Resources 
of the House of Representatives a report con- 
taining the findings of the assessment con- 
ducted under subsection (a). 

SEC. 1027. LEVEE VEGETATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 3013(g)(1) of the 
Water Resources Reform and Development 
Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 701n note; Public Law 
113-121) is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘remove existing vegeta- 
tion or” after ‘‘the Secretary shall not”; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘as a condition or require- 
ment for any approval or funding of a 
project, or any other action’’. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 30 days after 
the enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
shall submit to the Committee on Environ- 
ment and Public Works of the Senate and 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure of the House of Representatives a 
report that— 
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(1) describes the reasons for the failure of 
the Secretary to meet the deadlines in sub- 
section (f) of section 3013 of the Water Re- 
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014 
(33 U.S.C. 701n note; Public Law 113-121); and 

(2) provides a plan for completion of the ac- 
tivities required in that subsection (f). 

SEC. 1028. PLANNING ASSISTANCE TO STATES. 

Section 22(a)(1) of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 1962d— 
16(a)(1)) is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘, a group of States, or a 
regional or national consortia of States” 
after ‘‘working with a State”; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘located within the bound- 
aries of such State”. 

SEC. 1029. PRIORITIZATION. 

Section 1011 of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
2341a) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)(C), by inserting 
store or” before ‘‘prevent the loss”; and 

(B) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by striking ‘‘the date of enactment of 
this Act” and inserting “the date of enact- 
ment of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 2016”; and 

(ii) in subparagraph (A)(ii), by striking 
“that—’’ and all that follows through ‘‘(II)”’ 
and inserting ‘‘that’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by redesignating sub- 
paragraphs (A) through (C) as clauses (i) 
through (iii), respectively, and indenting ap- 
propriately; 

(B) by redesignating paragraphs (1) and (2) 
as subparagraphs (A) and (B), respectively, 
and indenting appropriately; 

(C) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A) (as so redesignated), by striking “For” 
and inserting the following: 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—For’”’; and 

(D) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(2) EXPEDITED CONSIDERATION OF CUR- 
RENTLY AUTHORIZED PROGRAMMATIC AUTHORI- 
TIES.—Not later than 180 days after the date 
of enactment of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 2016, the Secretary shall sub- 
mit to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works of the Senate and the Com- 
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
of the House of Representatives a report that 
contains— 

“(A) a list of all programmatic authorities 
for aquatic ecosystem restoration or im- 
provement of the environment that— 

“(i) were authorized or modified in the 
Water Resources Development Act of 2007 
(Public Law 110-114; 121 Stat. 1041) or any 
subsequent Act; and 

“(i) that meet the criteria described in 
paragraph (1); and 

“(B) a plan for expeditiously completing 
the projects under the authorities described 
in subparagraph (A), subject to available 
funding.’’. 

SEC. 1030. KENNEWICK MAN. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) CLAIMANT TRIBES.—The term ‘‘claimant 
tribes’’ means the Indian tribes and band re- 
ferred to in the letter from Secretary of the 
Interior Bruce Babbitt to Secretary of the 
Army Louis Caldera, relating to the human 
remains and dated September 21, 2000. 

(2) DEPARTMENT.—The term “Department” 
means the Washington State Department of 
Archaeology and Historic Preservation. 

(8) HUMAN REMAINS.—The term “human re- 
mains” means the human remains that— 

(A) are known as Kennewick Man or the 
Ancient One, which includes the projectile 
point lodged in the right ilium bone, as well 
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as any residue from previous sampling and 
studies; and 

(B) are part of archaeological collection 
number 45BN495. 

(b) TRANSFER.—Notwithstanding any other 
provision of Federal law, including the Na- 
tive American Graves Protection and Repa- 
triation Act (25 U.S.C. 3001 et seq.), or law of 
the State of Washington, not later than 90 
days after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary, acting through the Chief of 
Engineers, shall transfer the human remains 
to the Department, on the condition that the 
Department, acting through the State His- 
toric Preservation Officer, disposes of the re- 
mains and repatriates the remains to claim- 
ant tribes. 

(c) CosT.—The Corps of Engineers shall be 
responsible for any costs associated with the 
transfer. 

(d) LIMITATIONS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The transfer shall be lim- 
ited solely to the human remains portion of 
the archaeological collection. 

(2) SECRETARY.—The Secretary shall have 
no further responsibility for the human re- 
mains transferred pursuant to subsection (b) 
after the date of the transfer. 

SEC. 1031. REVIEW OF CORPS OF ENGINEERS AS- 
SETS. 

Section 6002(b) of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (Public 
Law 118-121; 128 Stat. 1349) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

(6) The extent to which the property has 
economic, cultural, historic, or recreational 
significance or impacts at the national, 
State, or local level.’’. 

SEC. 1032. TRANSFER OF EXCESS CREDIT. 

Section 1020 of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
2223) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) by striking the subsection designation 
and heading and all that follows through 
“Subject to subsection (b)’’ and inserting the 
following: 

‘*“(a) APPLICATION OF CREDIT.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection 
(b)’’; and. 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(2) REASONABLE INTERVALS.—On request 
from a non-Federal interest, the credit de- 
scribed in subsection (a) may be applied at 
reasonable intervals as those intervals occur 
and are identified as being in excess of the 
required non-Federal cost share prior to 
completion of the study or project if the 
credit amount is verified by the Secretary.”’; 

(2) by striking subsection (d); and 

(8) by redesignating subsection (e) as sub- 
section (d). 

SEC. 1033. SURPLUS WATER STORAGE. 

Section 1046(c) of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (Public 
Law 113-121; 128 Stat. 1254) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘(5) TIME LIMIT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—If the Secretary has doc- 
umented the volume of surplus water avail- 
able, not later than 60 days after the date on 
which the Secretary receives a request for a 
contract and easement, the Secretary shall 
issue a decision on the request. 

‘“(B) OUTSTANDING INFORMATION.—If the 
Secretary has not documented the volume of 
surplus water available, not later than 30 
days after the date on which the Secretary 
receives a request for a contract and ease- 
ment, the Secretary shall provide to the re- 
quester— 

“(i) an identification of any outstanding 
information that is needed to make a final 
decision; 
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“(ii) the date by which the information re- 
ferred to in clause (i) shall be obtained; and 
“(iii) the date by which the Secretary will 
make a final decision on the request.”’. 
SEC. 1034. HURRICANE AND STORM DAMAGE RE- 
DUCTION. 

Section 3(c)(2)(B) of the Act of August 18, 
1946 (83 U.S.C. 426g(c)(2)(B)) is amended by 
striking “*$5,000,000’’ and inserting 
‘*$10,000,000"’. 

SEC. 1035. FISH HATCHERIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, the Secretary may 
operate a fish hatchery for the purpose of re- 
storing a population of fish species located in 
the region surrounding the fish hatchery 
that is listed as a threatened species or an 
endangered species under the Endangered 
Species Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.) or 
a similar State law. 

(b) Costs.—A non-Federal entity, another 
Federal agency, or a group of non-Federal 
entities or other Federal agencies shall be 
responsible for 100 percent of the additional 
costs associated with managing a fish hatch- 
ery for the purpose described in subsection 
(a) that are not authorized as of the date of 
enactment of this Act for the fish hatchery. 
SEC. 1036. FEASIBILITY STUDIES AND WATER- 

SHED ASSESSMENTS. 

(a) VERTICAL INTEGRATION AND ACCELERA- 
TION OF STUDIES.—Section 1001(d) of the 
Water Resources Reform and Development 
Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 2282c(d)) is amended by 
striking paragraph (3) and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

(3) REPORT.—Not later than February 1 of 
each year, the Secretary shall submit to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works of the Senate and the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives a report that iden- 
tifies any feasibility study for which the Sec- 
retary in the preceding fiscal year approved 
an increase in cost or extension in time as 
provided under this section, including an 
identification of the specific 1 or more fac- 
tors used in making the determination that 
the project is complex.’’. 

(b) COST SHARING.—Section 105(a)(1)(A) of 
the Water Resources Development Act of 
1986 (33 U.S.C. 2215(a)(1)(A)) is amended— 

(1) by striking the subparagraph designa- 
tion and heading and all that follows 
through “The Secretary” and inserting the 
following: 

“(A) REQUIREMENT.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
clause (ii), the Secretary”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(ii) EXCEPTION.—For the purpose of meet- 
ing or otherwise communicating with pro- 
spective non-Federal sponsors to identify the 
scope of a potential water resources project 
feasibility study, identifying the Federal in- 
terest, developing the cost sharing agree- 
ment, and developing the project manage- 
ment plan, the first $100,000 of the feasibility 
study shall be a Federal expense.’’. 

(c) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—Section 1729(f)(1) 
of the Water Resources Development Act of 
1986 (33 U.S.C. 2267a(f)(1)) is amended by in- 
serting before the period at the end ‘‘, except 
that the first $100,000 of the assessment shall 
be a Federal expense’’. 

SEC. 1037. SHORE DAMAGE PREVENTION OR MITI- 
GATION. 

Section 111 of the River and Harbor Act of 
1968 (83 U.S.C. 426i) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘meas- 
ures” and all that follows through ‘‘project”’ 
and inserting ‘‘measures, including a study, 
shall be cost-shared in the same proportion 
as the cost-sharing provisions applicable to 
construction of the project”; and 
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(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(e) REIMBURSEMENT FOR FEASIBILITY 
STUDIES.—Beginning on the date of enact- 
ment of this subsection, in any case in which 
the Secretary implements a project under 
this section, the Secretary shall reimburse 
or credit the non-Federal interest for any 
amounts contributed for the study evalu- 
ating the damage in excess of the non-Fed- 
eral share of the costs, as determined under 
subsection (b).’’. 


SEC. 1038. ENHANCING LAKE RECREATION OP- 
PORTUNITIES. 

Section 3134 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 2007 (Public Law 110-114; 121 
Stat. 1142) is amended by striking subsection 
(e). 

SEC. 1039. COST ESTIMATES. 

Section 2008 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 2007 (33 U.S.C. 2340) is amend- 
ed by striking subsection (c). 

SEC. 1040. TRIBAL PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM. 

Section 203 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 2000 (33 U.S.C. 2269) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), in the matter pre- 
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘the 
Secretary” and all that follows through 
“projects” and inserting ‘‘the Secretary may 
carry out water-related planning activities, 
or activities relating to the study, design, 
and construction of water resources develop- 
ment projects or projects for the preserva- 
tion of cultural and natural resources,”’; 

(B) in paragraph (2), in the matter pre- 
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘(2) 
MATTERS TO BE STUDIED.—A study” and in- 
serting the following: 

“(2) AUTHORIZED ACTIVITIES.—Any activ- 
ity”; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

(3) FEASIBILITY STUDY AND REPORTS.— 

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—On the request of an In- 
dian tribe, the Secretary shall conduct a 
study, and provide to the Indian tribe a re- 
port describing the feasibility of a water re- 
sources development project or project for 
the preservation of cultural and natural re- 
sources described in paragraph (1). 

‘“(B) RECOMMENDATION.—A report under 
subparagraph (A) may, but shall not be re- 
quired to, contain a recommendation on a 
specific water resources development 
project. 

““(C) FUNDING.—The first $100,000 of a study 
under this paragraph shall be at full Federal 
expense. 

‘(4) DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may 
carry out the design and construction of a 
water resources development project or 
project for the preservation of cultural and 
natural resources described in paragraph (1) 
that the Secretary determines is feasible if 
the Federal share of the cost of the project is 
not more than $10,000,000. 

“(B) SPECIFIC AUTHORIZATION.—If the Fed- 
eral share of the cost of a project described 
in subparagraph (A) is more than $10,000,000, 
the Secretary may only carry out the project 
if Congress enacts a law authorizing the Sec- 
retary to carry out the project.”’; 

(2) in subsection (c)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘studies’’ 
and inserting ‘‘any activity’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (2)(B), by striking ‘‘car- 
rying out projects studied? and inserting 
“any activity conducted”’; 

(3) in subsection (d)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)(A), by striking “a 
study” and inserting ‘‘any activity con- 
ducted”; and 

(B) by striking paragraph (2) and inserting 
the following: 
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““(2) CREDIT.—The Secretary may credit to- 
ward the non-Federal share of the costs of 
any activity conducted under subsection (b) 
the cost of services, studies, supplies, or 
other in-kind contributions provided by the 
non-Federal interest. 

(3) SOVEREIGN IMMUNITY.—The Secretary 
shall not require an Indian tribe to waive the 
sovereign immunity of the Indian tribe as a 
condition to entering into a cost-sharing 
agreement under this subsection. 

“(4) WATER RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT 
PROJECTS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The non-Federal share 
of costs for the study of a water resources de- 
velopment project described in subsection 
(b)(1) shall be 50 percent. 

‘“(B) OTHER COSTS.—The non-Federal share 
of costs of design and construction of a 
project described in subparagraph (A) shall 
be assigned to the appropriate project pur- 
poses described in sections 101 and 103 of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (33 
U.S.C. 2211, 2213) and shared in the same per- 
centages as the purposes to which the costs 
are assigned. 

‘(5) PROJECTS FOR THE PRESERVATION OF 
CULTURAL AND NATURAL RESOURCES.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The non-Federal share 
of costs for the study of a project for the 
preservation of cultural and natural re- 
sources described in subsection (b)(1) shall be 
50 percent. 

“(B) OTHER COSTS.—The non-Federal share 
of costs of design and construction of a 
project described in subparagraph (A) shall 
be 65 percent. 

“(6) 
TIES.— 
“(A) IN GENERAL.—The non-Federal share 
of costs of a watershed and river basin as- 
sessment shall be 25 percent. 

(B) OTHER COSTS.—The non-Federal share 
of costs of other water-related planning ac- 
tivities described in subsection (b)(1) shall be 
65 percent.’’; and 

(4) by striking subsection (e). 

SEC. 1041. COST SHARING FOR TERRITORIES AND 
INDIAN TRIBES. 

Section 1156 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2310) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in the section heading, 
“TERRITORIES”? and inserting 
AND INDIAN TRIBES’’; and 

(2) by striking subsection (a) and inserting 
the following: 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
waive local cost-sharing requirements up to 
$200,000 for all studies, projects, and assist- 
ance under section 22(a) of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 
1962d-16(a))— 

“(1) in American Samoa, Guam, the North- 
ern Mariana Islands, the Virgin Islands, 
Puerto Rico, and the Trust Territory of the 
Pacific Islands; and 

“(2) for any Indian tribe (as defined in sec- 
tion 102 of the Federally Recognized Indian 
Tribe List Act of 1994 (25 U.S.C. 479a)).’’. 

SEC. 1042. LOCAL GOVERNMENT WATER MANAGE- 
MENT PLANS. 

The Secretary, with the consent of the 
non-Federal sponsor of a feasibility study for 
a water resources development project, may 
enter into a feasibility study cost-sharing 
agreement under section 221(a) of the Flood 
Control Act of 1970 (42 U.S.C. 1962d-5b(a)), to 
allow a unit of local government in a water- 
shed that has adopted a local or regional 
water management plan to participate in the 
feasibility study to determine if there is an 
opportunity to include additional feasible 
elements in the project being studied to help 
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achieve the purposes identified in the local 

or regional water management plan. 

SEC. 1043. CREDIT IN LIEU OF REIMBURSEMENT. 

Section 1022 of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
2225) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘that has 
been constructed by a non-Federal interest 
under section 211 of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 1996 (83 U.S.C. 701b-18) be- 
fore the date of enactment of this Act” and 
inserting ‘‘for which a written agreement 
with the Corps of Engineers for construction 
was finalized on or before December 31, 2014, 
under section 211 of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 1996 (33 U.S.C. 701b-18) (as 
it existed before the repeal made by section 
1014(c)(3))’”’; and 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘share of 
the cost of the non-Federal interest of car- 
rying out other flood damage reduction 
projects or studies” and inserting ‘‘non-Fed- 
eral share of the cost of carrying out other 
water resources development projects or 
studies of the non-Federal interest’’. 

SEC. 1044. RETROACTIVE CHANGES TO COST- 
SHARING AGREEMENTS. 

Study costs incurred before the date of 
execution of a feasibility cost-sharing agree- 
ment for a project to be carried out under 
section 206 of the Water Resources Develop- 
ment Act of 1996 (33 U.S.C. 2330) shall be Fed- 
eral costs, if— 

(1) the study was initiated before October 
1, 2006; and 

(2) the feasibility cost-sharing agreement 
was not executed before January 1, 2014. 

SEC. 1045. EASEMENTS FOR ELECTRIC, TELE- 
PHONE, OR BROADBAND SERVICE 
FACILITIES ELIGIBLE FOR FINANC- 
ING UNDER THE RURAL ELEC- 
TRIFICATION ACT OF 1936. 

(a) DEFINITION OF WATER RESOURCES DE- 
VELOPMENT PROJECT.—In this section, the 
term ‘‘water resources development project” 
means a project under the administrative ju- 
risdiction of the Corps of Engineers that is 
subject to part 327 of title 36, Code of Federal 
Regulations (or successor regulations). 

(b) NO CONSIDERATION FOR EASEMENTS.— 
The Secretary may not collect consideration 
for an easement across water resources de- 
velopment project land for the electric, tele- 
phone, or broadband service facilities of non- 
profit organizations eligible for financing 
under the Rural Electrification Act of 1936 (7 
U.S.C. 901 et seq.). 

(c) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—Nothing in 
this section affects the authority of the Sec- 
retary under section 2695 of title 10, United 
States Code, or under section 9701 of title 31, 
United State Code, to collect funds to cover 
reasonable administrative expenses incurred 
by the Secretary. 

SEC. 1046. STUDY ON THE PERFORMANCE OF IN- 
NOVATIVE MATERIALS. 

(a) DEFINITION OF INNOVATIVE MATERIAL.— 
In this section, the term ‘‘innovative mate- 
rial’, with respect to a water resources de- 
velopment project, includes high perform- 
ance concrete formulations, geosynthetic 
materials, advanced alloys and metals, rein- 
forced polymer composites, and any other 
material, as determined by the Secretary. 

(b) STUDY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall offer 
to enter into a contract with the Transpor- 
tation Research Board of the National Acad- 
emy of Sciences— 

(A) to develop a proposal to study the use 
and performance of innovative materials in 
water resources development projects car- 
ried out by the Corps of Engineers; and 

(B) after the opportunity for public com- 
ment provided in accordance with subsection 
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(c), to carry out the study proposed under 
subparagraph (A). 

(2) CONTENTS.—The study under paragraph 
(1) shall identify— 

(A) the conditions that result in degrada- 
tion of water resources infrastructure; 

(B) the capabilities of the innovative mate- 
rials in reducing degradation; 

(C) barriers to the expanded successful use 
of innovative materials; 

(D) recommendations on including per- 
formance-based requirements for the incor- 
poration of innovative materials into the 
Unified Facilities Guide Specifications; 

(E) recommendations on how greater use of 
innovative materials could increase perform- 
ance of an asset of the Corps of Engineers in 
relation to extended service life; 

(F) additional ways in which greater use of 
innovative materials could empower the 
Corps of Engineers to accomplish the goals 
of the Strategic Plan for Civil Works of the 
Corps of Engineers; and 

(G) recommendations on any further re- 
search needed to improve the capabilities of 
innovative materials in achieving extended 
service life and reduced maintenance costs in 
water resources development infrastructure. 

(c) PUBLIC COMMENT.—After developing the 
study proposal under subsection (b)(1)(A) and 
before carrying out the study under sub- 
section (b)(1)(B), the Secretary shall provide 
an opportunity for public comment on the 
study proposal. 

(d) CONSULTATION.—In carrying out the 
study under subsection (b)(1), the Secretary, 
at a minimum, shall consult with relevant 
experts on engineering, environmental, and 
industry considerations. 

(e) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 3 
years after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary shall submit to Congress 
a report describing the results of the study 
required under subsection (b)(1). 

TITLE II—NAVIGATION 
SEC. 2001. PROJECTS FUNDED BY THE INLAND 
WATERWAYS TRUST FUND. 

Beginning on June 10, 2014, and ending on 
the date that is 15 years after the date of en- 
actment of this Act, section 1001(b)(2) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (33 
U.S.C. 579a(b)(2)) shall not apply to any 
project authorized to receive funding from 
the Inland Waterways Trust Fund estab- 
lished by section 9506(a) of the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986. 

SEC. 2002. OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF 
FUEL-TAXED INLAND WATERWAYS. 

Section 102(c) of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2212(c)) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘(3) CREDIT OR REIMBURSEMENT.—The Fed- 
eral share of operation and maintenance car- 
ried out by a non-Federal interest under this 
subsection after the date of enactment of the 
Water Resources Reform and Development 
Act of 2014 shall be eligible for reimburse- 
ment or for credit toward— 

“(A) the non-Federal share of future oper- 
ation and maintenance under this sub- 
section; or 

“(B) any measure carried out by the Sec- 
retary under section 3017(a) of the Water Re- 
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014 
(33 U.S.C. 3303a note; Public Law 113-121).’’. 
SEC. 2003. FUNDING FOR HARBOR MAINTENANCE 

PROGRAMS. 

Section 2101 of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
2238b) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)(1), in the matter pre- 
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘The 
target total’ and inserting ‘‘Except as pro- 
vided in subsection (c), the target total’’; 
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(2) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub- 
section (d); and 

(3) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(c) EXCEPTION.—If the target total budget 
resources for a fiscal year described in sub- 
paragraphs (A) through (J) of subsection 
(b)(1) is lower than the target total budget 
resources for the previous fiscal year, then 
the target total budget resources shall be ad- 
justed to be equal to the lesser of— 

“(1) 103 percent of the total budget re- 
sources appropriated for the previous fiscal 
year; or 

‘(2) 100 percent of the total amount of har- 
bor maintenance taxes received in the pre- 
vious fiscal year.’’. 

SEC. 2004. DREDGED MATERIAL DISPOSAL. 

Disposal of dredged material shall not be 
considered environmentally acceptable for 
the purposes of identifying the Federal 
standard (as defined in section 335.7 of title 
33, Code of Federal Regulations (or successor 
regulations)) if the disposal violates applica- 
ble State water quality standards approved 
by the Administrator of the Environmental 
Protection Agency under section 303 of the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act (83 
U.S.C. 1818). 

SEC. 2005. CAPE ARUNDEL DISPOSAL SITE, 
MAINE. 

(a) DEADLINE.—The Cape Arundel Disposal 
Site selected by the Department of the Army 
as an alternative dredged material disposal 
site under section 103(b) of the Marine Pro- 
tection, Research, and Sanctuaries Act of 
1972 (33 U.S.C. 1413(b)) and reopened pursuant 
to section 113 of the Energy and Water De- 
velopment and Related Agencies Appropria- 
tions Act, 2014 (Public Law 113-76; 128 Stat. 
158) (referred to in this section as the ‘‘Site’’) 
may remain open until the earlier of— 

(1) the date on which the Site does not 
have any remaining disposal capacity; 

(2) the date on which an environmental im- 
pact statement designating an alternative 
dredged material disposal site for southern 
Maine has been completed; or 

(3) the date that is 5 years after the date of 
enactment of this Act. 

(b) LIMITATIONS.—The use of the Site as a 
dredged material disposal site under sub- 
section (a) shall be subject to the conditions 
that— 

(1) conditions at the Site remain suitable 
for the continued use of the Site as a dredged 
material disposal site; and 

(2) the Site not be used for the disposal of 
more than 80,000 cubic yards from any single 
dredging project. 

SEC. 2006. MAINTENANCE OF HARBORS OF REF- 
UGE. 

The Secretary is authorized to maintain 
federally authorized harbors of refuge to re- 
store and maintain the authorized dimen- 
sions of the harbors. 

SEC. 2007. AIDS TO NAVIGATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall— 

(1) consult with the Commandant of the 
Coast Guard regarding navigation on the 
Ouachita-Black Rivers; and 

(2) share information regarding the assist- 
ance that the Secretary can provide regard- 
ing the placement of any aids to navigation 
on the rivers referred to in paragraph (1). 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec- 
retary shall submit to the Committee on En- 
vironment and Public Works of the Senate 
and the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure of the House of Representa- 
tives a report on the outcome of the con- 
sultation under subsection (a). 
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SEC. 2008. BENEFICIAL USE OF DREDGED MATE- 
RIAL. 

Section 204(d) of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 1992 (33 U.S.C. 2326(d)) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

(3) SPECIAL RULE.—Disposal of dredged 
material under this subsection may include a 
single or periodic application of sediment for 
beneficial use and shall not require oper- 
ation and maintenance. 

‘(4) DISPOSAL AT NON-FEDERAL COST.—The 
Secretary may accept funds from a non-Fed- 
eral interest to dispose of dredged material 
as provided under section 103(d)(1) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (33 
U.S.C. 2213(d)(1)).”’. 

SEC. 2009. OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF 
HARBOR PROJECTS. 

Section 210(c)(8) of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2238(c)(3)) 
is amended by striking ‘‘for each of fiscal 
years 2015 through 2022” and inserting ‘‘for 
each fiscal year’’. 

SEC. 2010. ADDITIONAL MEASURES AT DONOR 
PORTS AND ENERGY TRANSFER 
PORTS. 

Section 2106 of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
2238c) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) by redesignating paragraphs (2) 
through (6) as paragraphs (38) through (7), re- 
spectively; 

(B) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘(2) DISCRETIONARY CARGO.—The term ‘dis- 
cretionary cargo’ means maritime cargo that 
is destined for inland locations and that can 
be economically shipped through multiple 
seaports located in different countries or re- 
gions.”’; 

(C) in paragraph (3) (as redesignated)— 

(i) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) 
through (D) as clause (i) through (iv), respec- 
tively, and indenting appropriately; 

(ii) in the matter preceding clause (i) (as 
redesignated), by striking “The term” and 
inserting the following: 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The term’’; and 

(iii) by adding at the end the following: 

“(B) CALCULATION.—For the purpose of cal- 
culating the percentage described in sub- 
paragraph (A)(iii), payments described under 
subsection (c)(1) shall not be included.’’; 

(D) in paragraph (5)(A) (as redesignated), 
by striking ‘‘Code of Federal Regulation” 
and inserting ‘‘Code of Federal Regulations”; 
and 

(E) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(8) MEDIUM-SIZED DONOR PORT.—The term 
‘medium-sized donor port’ means a port— 

“(A) that is subject to the harbor mainte- 
nance fee under section 24.24 of title 19, Code 
of Federal Regulations (or a successor regu- 
lation); 

“(B) at which the total amount of harbor 
maintenance taxes collected comprise annu- 
ally more than $5,000,000 but less than 
$15,000,000 of the total funding of the Harbor 
Maintenance Trust Fund established under 
section 9505 of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986; 

‘“(C) that received less than 25 percent of 
the total amount of harbor maintenance 
taxes collected at that port in the previous 5 
fiscal years; and 

“(D) that is located in a State in which 
more than 2,000,000 cargo containers were un- 
loaded from or loaded onto vessels in fiscal 
year 2012.”’; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘donor 
ports” and inserting ‘‘donor ports, medium- 
sized donor ports,”’; 
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(B) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘and’”’ 
at the end; and 

(ii) by striking subparagraph (B) and in- 
serting the following: 

‘“(B) shall be made available to a port as ei- 
ther a donor port, medium-sized donor port, 
or an energy transfer port, and no port may 
receive amounts from more than 1 designa- 
tion; and 

“(C) for donor ports and medium-sized 
donor ports— 

“(i) 50 percent of the funds shall be equally 
divided between the eligible donor ports as 
authorized by this section; and 

““(i) 50 percent of the funds shall be divided 
between the eligible donor ports and eligible 
medium-sized donor ports based on the per- 
centage of the total Harbor Maintenance Tax 
revenues generated at each eligible donor 
port and medium-sized donor port.”’; 

(3) in subsection (c), in the matter pre- 
ceding paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘donor 
port”? and inserting ‘‘donor port, a medium- 
sized donor port,”’; 

(4) by striking subsection (d) and inserting 
the following: 

‘“(d) ADMINISTRATION OF PAYMENTS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—If a donor port, a me- 
dium-sized donor port, or an energy transfer 
port elects to provide payments to importers 
or shippers under subsection (c), the Sec- 
retary shall transfer to the Commissioner of 
Customs and Border Protection the amount 
that would otherwise be provided to the port 
under this section that is equal to those pay- 
ments to provide the payments to the im- 
porters or shippers of the discretionary cargo 
that is— 

“(A) shipped through respective eligible 
ports; and 

“(B) most at risk of diversion to seaports 
outside of the United States. 

“*(2) REQUIREMENT.—The Secretary. in con- 
sultation with the eligible port, shall limit 
payments to top importers or shippers 
through an eligible port, as ranked by value 
of discretionary cargo.’’; and 

(5) in subsection (f)— 

(A) by striking paragraph (1) and inserting 
the following: 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—If the total amounts 
made available from the Harbor Mainte- 
nance Trust Fund exceed the total amounts 
made available from the Harbor Mainte- 
nance Trust Fund in fiscal year 2012, there is 
authorized to be appropriated to carry out 
this section $50,000,000 from the Harbor 
Maintenance Trust Fund.’’; 

(B) by striking paragraph (2) and inserting 
the following: 

‘“(2) DIVISION BETWEEN DONOR PORTS, ME- 
DIUM-SIZED DONOR PORTS, AND ENERGY TRANS- 
FER PORTS.—For each fiscal year, amounts 
made available to carry out this section 
shall be provided in equal amounts to— 

“(A) donor ports and medium-sized donor 
ports; and 

““(B) energy transfer ports.’’; 

(C) by striking paragraph (8). 
SEC. 2011. HARBOR DEEPENING. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 101(a)(1) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (83 
U.S.C. 2211(a)(1)) is amended— 

(1) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by striking ‘‘the date of enactment of 
this Act’’ and inserting ‘‘the date of enact- 
ment of the Water Resources Reform and De- 
velopment Act of 2014 (Public Law 118-121; 
128 Stat. 1193)”; 

(2) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘45 
feet” and inserting ‘‘50 feet’’; and 

(3) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘45 
feet” and inserting ‘‘50 feet”. 


and 
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(b) DEFINITION OF DEEP-DRAFT HARBOR.— 
Section 214(1) of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 1986 (83 U.S.C. 2241(1)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘45 feet” and inserting 
‘50 feet”. 

SEC. 2012. OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE OF 
INLAND MISSISSIPPI RIVER PORTS. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) INLAND MISSISSIPPI RIVER.—The term 
“inland Mississippi River” means the por- 
tion of the Mississippi River that begins at 
the confluence of the Minnesota River and 
ends at the confluence of the Red River. 

(2) SHALLOW DRAFT.—The term ‘‘shallow 
draft? means a project that has a depth of 
less than 14 feet. 

(b) DREDGING ACTIVITIES.—The Secretary 
shall carry out dredging activities on shal- 
low draft ports located on the inland Mis- 
sissippi River to the respective authorized 
widths and depths of those inland ports, as 
authorized on the date of enactment of this 
Act. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
For each fiscal year, there is authorized to 
be appropriated to the Secretary to carry 
out this section $25,000,000. 

SEC. 2013. IMPLEMENTATION GUIDANCE. 

Section 2102 of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (Public 
Law 118-121; 128 Stat. 1273) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

“(d) GUIDANCE.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of enactment of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 2016 the Sec- 
retary shall publish on the website of the 
Corps of Engineers guidance on the imple- 
mentation of this section and the amend- 
ments made by this section.’’. 

SEC. 2014. REMOTE AND SUBSISTENCE HARBORS. 

Section 2006 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 2007 (33 U.S.C. 2242) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in subsection (a)(3), by inserting ‘‘in 
which the project is located or of a commu- 
nity that is located in the region that is 
served by the project and that will rely on 
the project” after “community”; and 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘or of a 
community that is located in the region to 
be served by the project and that will rely on 
the project” after “community”; 

(B) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘local pop- 
ulation” and inserting ‘‘regional population 
to be served by the project”; and 

(C) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘commu- 
nity” and inserting ‘‘local community or to 
a community that is located in the region to 
be served by the project and that will rely on 
the project”. 

SEC. 2015. NON-FEDERAL INTEREST DREDGING 
AUTHORITY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may per- 
mit a non-Federal interest to carry out, for 
an authorized navigation project (or a sepa- 
rable element of an authorized navigation 
project), such maintenance activities as are 
necessary to ensure that the project is main- 
tained to not less than the minimum project 
dimensions. 

(b) CosT LIMITATIONS.—Except as provided 
in this section and subject to the availability 
of appropriations, the costs incurred by a 
non-Federal interest in performing the main- 
tenance activities described in subsection (a) 
shall be eligible for reimbursement, not to 
exceed an amount that is equal to the esti- 
mated Federal cost for the performance of 
the maintenance activities. 

(c) AGREEMENT.—Before initiating mainte- 
nance activities under this section, the non- 
Federal interest shall enter into an agree- 
ment with the Secretary that specifies, for 
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the performance of the maintenance activi- 
ties, the terms and conditions that are ac- 
ceptable to the non-Federal interest and the 
Secretary. 

(d) PROVISION OF EQUIPMENT.—In carrying 
out maintenance activities under this sec- 
tion, a non-Federal interest shall— 

(1) provide equipment at no cost to the 
Federal Government; and 

(2) hold and save the United States free 
from any and all damage that arises from 
the use of the equipment of the non-Federal 
interest, except for damage due to the fault 
or negligence of a contractor of the Federal 
Government. 

(e) REIMBURSEMENT ELIGIBILITY LIMITA- 
TIONS.—Costs that are eligible for reimburse- 
ment under this section are those costs di- 
rectly related to the costs associated with 
operation and maintenance of the dredge 
based on the lesser of the period of time for 
which— 

(1) the dredge is being used in the perform- 
ance of work for the Federal Government 
during a given fiscal year; and 

(2) the actual fiscal year Federal appro- 
priations identified for that portion of main- 
tenance dredging that are made available. 

(f) AUDIT.—Not earlier than 5 years after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec- 
retary may conduct an audit on any mainte- 
nance activities for an authorized navigation 
project (or a separable element of an author- 
ized navigation project) carried out under 
this section to determine if permitting a 
non-Federal interest to carry out mainte- 
nance activities under this section has re- 
sulted in— 

(1) improved reliability and safety for navi- 
gation; and 

(2) cost savings to the Federal Govern- 
ment. 

(g) TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY.—The au- 
thority of the Secretary under this section 
terminates on the date that is 10 years after 
the date of enactment of this Act. 

SEC. 2016. TRANSPORTATION COST SAVINGS. 

Section 210(e)(8) of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2238(e)(3)) 
is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subparagraph (B) as 
subparagraph (C); and 

(2) by inserting after subparagraph (A) the 
following: 

‘(B) ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENT.—For the 
first report following the date of enactment 
of the Water Resources Development Act of 
2016, in the report submitted under subpara- 
graph (A), the Secretary shall identify, to 
the maximum extent practicable, transpor- 
tation cost savings realized by achieving and 
maintaining the constructed width and 
depth for the harbors and inland harbors re- 
ferred to in subsection (a)(2), on a project-by- 
project basis.’’. 

SEC. 2017. DREDGED MATERIAL. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding part 335 
of title 33, Code of Federal Regulations, the 
Secretary may place dredged material from 
the operation and maintenance of an author- 
ized Federal water resources project at an- 
other authorized water resource project if 
the Secretary determines that— 

(1) the placement of the dredged material 
would— 

(AXi) enhance protection from flooding 
caused by storm surges or sea level rise; or 

(ii) significantly contribute to shoreline 
resiliency, including the resilience and res- 
toration of wetland; and 

(B) be in the public interest; and 

(2) the cost associated with the placement 
of the dredged material is reasonable in rela- 
tion to the associated environmental, flood 
protection, and resiliency benefits. 
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(b) ADDITIONAL CostTs.—If the cost of plac- 
ing the dredged material at another author- 
ized water resource project exceeds the cost 
of depositing the dredged material in accord- 
ance with the Federal standard (as defined in 
section 335.7 of title 33, Code of Federal Reg- 
ulations (as in effect on the date of enact- 
ment of this Act)), the Secretary shall not 
require a non-Federal entity to bear any of 
the increased costs associated with the 
placement of the dredged material. 

TITLE ITI—SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS 
SEC. 3001. REHABILITATION ASSISTANCE FOR 
NON-FEDERAL FLOOD CONTROL 
PROJECTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 5 of the Act of 
August 18, 1941 (33 U.S.C. 701n), is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘(3) DEFINITION OF NONSTRUCTURAL ALTER- 
NATIVES.—In this subsection, ‘nonstructural 
alternatives’ includes efforts to restore or 
protect natural resources including streams, 
rivers, floodplains, wetlands, or coasts, if 
those efforts will reduce flood risk.’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(d) INCREASED LEVEL OF PROTECTION.—In 
conducting repair or restoration work under 
subsection (a), at the request of the non-Fed- 
eral sponsor, the Secretary may increase the 
level of protection above the level to which 
the system was designed, or, if the repair and 
rehabilitation includes repair or rehabilita- 
tion of a pumping station, will increase the 
capacity of a pump, if— 

“(1) the Chief of Engineers determines the 
improvements are in the public interest, in- 
cluding consideration of whether— 

“(A) the authority under this section has 
been used more than once at the same loca- 
tion; 

“(B) there is an opportunity to decrease 
significantly the risk of loss of life and prop- 
erty damage; or 

“(C) there is an opportunity to decrease 
total life cycle rehabilitation costs for the 
project; and 

‘“(2) the non-Federal sponsor agrees to pay 
the difference between the cost of repair, res- 
toration, or rehabilitation to the original de- 
sign level or original capacity and the cost of 
achieving the higher level of protection or 
capacity sought by the non-Federal sponsor. 

‘“(e) NOTICE.—The Secretary shall notify 
the non-Federal sponsor of the opportunity 
to request implementation of nonstructural 
alternatives to the repair or restoration of 
the flood control work under subsection 
(a).”’. 

(b) PROJECTS IN COORDINATION WITH CER- 
TAIN REHABILITATION REQUIREMENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—In any case in which the 
Secretary has completed a study deter- 
mining a project for flood damage reduction 
is feasible and such project is designed to 
protect the same geographic area as work to 
be performed under section 5(c) of the Act of 
August 18, 1941 (83 U.S.C. 701n(c)), the Sec- 
retary may, if the Secretary determines that 
the action is in the public interest, carry out 
such project with the work being performed 
under section 5(c) of that Act, subject to the 
limitations in paragraph (2). 

(2) COST-SHARING.—The cost to carry out a 
project under paragraph (1) shall be shared in 
accordance with section 103 of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 
2213). 
SEC. 3002. REHABILITATION OF EXISTING LEV- 

EES. 

Section 3017 of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
3303a note; Public Law 113-121) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘if the 
Secretary determines the necessary work is 
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technically feasible, environmentally accept- 
able, and economically justified’; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘This section’’ and insert- 
ing the following: 

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—This section”; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

“(2) REQUIREMENT.—A measure carried out 
under subsection (a) shall be implemented in 
the same manner as the repair or restoration 
of a flood control work pursuant to section 5 
of the Act of August 18, 1941 (33 U.S.C. 
701n).”’; 

(3) in subsection (c)(1), by striking ‘‘The 
non-Federal’’ and inserting “Notwith- 
standing subsection (b)(2), the non-Federal’’; 
and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary to carry out this section 
$125,000,000.’’. 

SEC. 3003. MAINTENANCE OF HIGH RISK FLOOD 
CONTROL PROJECTS. 

In any case in which the Secretary is re- 
sponsible, as of the date of enactment of this 
Act, for the maintenance of a project classi- 
fied as class III under the Dam Safety Action 
Classification of the Corps of Engineers, the 
Secretary shall continue to be responsible 
for the maintenance until the earlier of the 
date that— 

(1) the project is modified to reduce that 
risk and the Secretary determines that the 
project is no longer classified as class III 
under the Dam Safety Action Classification 
of the Corps of Engineers; or 

(2) is 15 years after the date of enactment 
of this Act. 

SEC. 3004. REHABILITATION OF HIGH HAZARD 
POTENTIAL DAMS. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 2 of the National 
Dam Safety Program Act (33 U.S.C. 467) is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (4), (5), (6), 
(7), (8), (9), 10), (11), (12), and (13) as para- 
graphs (5), (6), (7), (8), (9), (11), (18), (14), (15), 
and (16), respectively; 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (3) the fol- 
lowing: 
“(4) 
DAM.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘eligible high 
hazard potential dam’ means a non-Federal 
dam that— 

“(i) is located in a State with a State dam 
safety program; 

“(ii) is classified as ‘high hazard potential’ 
by the State dam safety agency in the State 
in which the dam is located; 

“(iii) has an emergency action plan ap- 
proved by the relevant State dam safety 
agency; and 

“(iv) the State in which the dam is located 
determines— 

“(J) fails to meet minimum dam safety 
standards of the State; and 

‘(II) poses an unacceptable risk to the pub- 
lic. 

“(B) EXCLUSION.—The term ‘eligible high 
hazard potential dam’ does not include— 

“(i) a licensed hydroelectric dam; or 

“(ii) a dam built under the authority of the 
Secretary of Agriculture.’’; 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (9) (as re- 
designated by paragraph (1)) the following: 

‘10) NON-FEDERAL SPONSOR.—The term 
‘non-Federal sponsor’, in the case of a 
project receiving assistance under section 
8A, includes— 

“(A) a governmental organization; and 

‘“(B) a nonprofit organization.” and 

(4) by inserting after paragraph (11) (as re- 
designated by paragraph (1)) the following: 
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(12) REHABILITATION.—The term ‘rehabili- 
tation’ means the repair, replacement, re- 
construction, or removal of a dam that is 
carried out to meet applicable State dam 
safety and security standards.’’. 

(b) PROGRAM FOR REHABILITATION OF HIGH 
HAZARD POTENTIAL DAMS.—The National 
Dam Safety Program Act is amended by in- 
serting after section 8 (33 U.S.C. 467f) the fol- 
lowing: 

“SEC. 8A. REHABILITATION OF HIGH HAZARD PO- 
TENTIAL DAMS. 

‘*(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM.—The Ad- 
ministrator shall establish, within FEMA, a 
program to provide technical, planning, de- 
sign, and construction assistance in the form 
of grants to non-Federal sponsors for reha- 
bilitation of eligible high hazard potential 
dams. 

“(b) ELIGIBLE ACTIVITIES.—A grant award- 
ed under this section for a project may be 
used for— 

“(1) repair; 

“(2) removal; or 

“(3) any other structural or nonstructural 
measures to rehabilitate a high hazard po- 
tential dam. 

“(c) AWARD OF GRANTS.— 

‘(1) APPLICATION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—A non-Federal sponsor 
interested in receiving a grant under this 
section may submit to the Administrator an 
application for the grant. 

‘“(B) REQUIREMENTS.—An application sub- 
mitted to the Administrator under this sec- 
tion shall be submitted at such time, be in 
such form, and contain such information as 
the Administrator may prescribe by regula- 
tion pursuant to section 3004(c) of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 2016. 

‘(2) GRANT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator may 
make a grant in accordance with this section 
for rehabilitation of a high hazard potential 
dam to a non-Federal sponsor that submits 
an application for the grant in accordance 
with the regulations prescribed by the Ad- 
ministrator. 

‘(B) PROJECT GRANT AGREEMENT.—The Ad- 
ministrator shall enter into a project grant 
agreement with the non-Federal sponsor to 
establish the terms of the grant and the 
project, including the amount of the grant. 

“(C) GRANT ASSURANCE.—As part of a 
project grant agreement under subparagraph 
(B), the Administrator shall require the non- 
Federal sponsor to provide an assurance, 
with respect to the dam to be rehabilitated 
under the project, that the owner of the dam 
has developed and will carry out a plan for 
maintenance of the dam during the expected 
life of the dam. 

‘(D) LIMITATION.—A grant provided under 
this section shall not exceed the lesser of— 

“(i) 12.5 percent of the total amount of 
funds made available to carry out this sec- 
tion; or 

‘*(ii) $7,500,000. 

‘(d) REQUIREMENTS.— 

“(1) APPROVAL.—A grant awarded under 
this section for a project shall be approved 
by the relevant State dam safety agency. 

‘“(2) NON-FEDERAL SPONSOR REQUIRE- 
MENTS.—To receive a grant under this sec- 
tion, the non-Federal sponsor shall— 

“(A) participate in, and comply with, all 
applicable Federal flood insurance programs; 

‘“(B) have in place a hazard mitigation plan 
that— 

“(i) includes all dam risks; and 

“(ii) complies with the Disaster Mitigation 
Act of 2000 (Public Law 106-390; 114 Stat. 
1552); 

‘(C) commit to provide operation and 
maintenance of the project for the 50-year 
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period following completion of rehabilita- 
tion; 

“(D) comply with such minimum eligi- 
bility requirements as the Administrator 
may establish to ensure that each owner and 
operator of a dam under a participating 
State dam safety program— 

“(i) acts in accordance with the State dam 
safety program; and 

“(ii) carries out activities relating to the 
public in the area around the dam in accord- 
ance with the hazard mitigation plan de- 
scribed in subparagraph (B); and 

“(E) comply with section 611(j)(9) of the 
Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer- 
gency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5196(j)(9)) (as 
in effect on the date of enactment of this 
section) with respect to projects receiving 
assistance under this section in the same 
manner as recipients are required to comply 
in order to receive financial contributions 
from the Administrator for emergency pre- 
paredness purposes. 

“(e) FLOODPLAIN MANAGEMENT PLANS.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—AS a condition of receipt 
of assistance under this section, the non- 
Federal entity shall demonstrate that a 
floodplain management plan to reduce the 
impacts of future flood events in the area 
protected by the project— 

“(A) is in place; or 

“*(B) will be— 

““(j) developed not later than 1 year after 
the date of execution of a project agreement 
for assistance under this section; and 

“Gi) implemented not later than 1 year 
after the date of completion of construction 
of the project. 

‘“(2) INCLUSIONS.—A plan under paragraph 
(1) shall address— 

“(A) potential measures, practices, and 
policies to reduce loss of life, injuries, dam- 
age to property and facilities, public expend- 
itures, and other adverse impacts of flooding 
in the area protected by the project; 

“(B) plans for flood fighting and evacu- 
ation; and 

“(C) public education and awareness of 
flood risks. 

“(3) TECHNICAL SUPPORT.—The Adminis- 
trator may provide technical support for the 
development and implementation of flood- 
plain management plans prepared under this 
subsection. 

““(f) PRIORITY SYSTEM.—The Administrator, 
in consultation with the Board, shall develop 
a risk-based priority system for use in iden- 
tifying high hazard potential dams for which 
grants may be made under this section. 

“(¢) FUNDING.— 

“(1) COST SHARING.— 

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—Any assistance provided 
under this section for a project shall be sub- 
ject to a non-Federal cost-sharing require- 
ment of not less than 35 percent. 

‘(B) IN-KIND CONTRIBUTIONS.—The non-Fed- 
eral share under subparagraph (A) may be 
provided in the form of in-kind contribu- 
tions. 

“(2) ALLOCATION OF FUNDS.—The total 
amount of funds made available to carry out 
this section for each fiscal year shall be dis- 
tributed as follows: 

“(A) EQUAL DISTRIBUTION.—'% shall be dis- 
tributed equally among the States in which 
the projects for which applications are sub- 
mitted under subsection (c)(1) are located. 

‘“(B) NEED-BASED.—% shall be distributed 
among the States in which the projects for 
which applications are submitted under sub- 
section (c)(1) are located based on the pro- 
portion that— 

“G) the number of eligible high hazard po- 
tential dams in the State; bears to 
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“(ii) the number of eligible high hazard po- 
tential dams in all States in which projects 
for which applications are submitted under 
subsection (c)(1). 

‘“ch) USE OF FUNDS.—None of the funds pro- 
vided in the form of a grant or otherwise 
made available under this section shall be 
used— 

“(1) to rehabilitate a Federal dam; 

‘(2) to perform routine operation or main- 
tenance of a dam; 

“(3) to modify a dam to produce hydro- 
electric power; 

“(4) to increase water supply storage ca- 
pacity; or 

“(5) to make any other modification to a 
dam that does not also improve the safety of 
the dam. 

“(i) CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS.— 

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 
as a condition on the receipt of a grant under 
this section of an amount greater than 
$1,000,000, a non-Federal sponsor that re- 
ceives the grant shall require that each con- 
tract and subcontract for program manage- 
ment, construction management, planning 
studies, feasibility studies, architectural 
services, preliminary engineering, design, 
engineering, surveying, mapping, and related 
services entered into using funds from the 
grant be awarded in the same manner as a 
contract for architectural and engineering 
services is awarded under— 

‘(A) chapter 11 of title 40, United States 
Code; or 

‘“(B) an equivalent qualifications-based re- 
quirement prescribed by the relevant State. 

‘(2) NO PROPRIETARY INTEREST.—A contract 
awarded in accordance with paragraph (1) 
shall not be considered to confer a propri- 
etary interest upon the United States. 

‘(j) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section— 

**(1) $10,000,000 for fiscal years 2017 and 2018; 

“*(2) $25,000,000 for fiscal year 2019; 

“*(3) $40,000,000 for fiscal year 2020; and 

“(4) $60,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2021 
through 2026.”’. 

(c) RULEMAKING.— 

(1) PROPOSED RULEMAKING.—Not later than 
90 days after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Administrator of the Federal Emer- 
gency Management Agency shall issue a no- 
tice of proposed rulemaking regarding appli- 
cations for grants of assistance under the 
amendments made by subsection (b) to the 
National Dam Safety Program Act (83 U.S.C. 
467 et seq.). 

(2) FINAL RULE.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator of the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency shall promulgate a 
final rule regarding the amendments de- 
scribed in paragraph (1). 

SEC. 3005. EXPEDITED COMPLETION OF AUTHOR- 
IZED PROJECTS FOR FLOOD DAM- 
AGE REDUCTION. 

The Secretary shall expedite the comple- 
tion of the following projects for flood dam- 
age reduction and flood risk management: 

(1) Chicagoland Underflow Plan, Illinois, 
phase 2, as authorized by section 3(a)(5) of 
the Water Resources Development Act of 
1988 (Public Law 100-676; 102 Stat. 4013) and 
modified by section 319 of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 1996 (Public Law 
104-303; 110 Stat. 3715) and section 501 of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1999 
(Public Law 106-53; 113 Stat. 334). 

(2) Cedar River, Cedar Rapids, Iowa, as au- 
thorized by section 7002(2)(8) of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 2014 (Public 
Law 113-121; 128 Stat. 1366). 
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(3) Comite River, Louisiana, authorized as 
part of the project for flood control, Amite 
River and Tributaries, Louisiana, by section 
101(11) of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 1992 (Public Law 102-580; 106 Stat. 4802) 
and modified by section 301(b)(5) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1996 
(Public Law 104-03; 110 Stat. 3709) and section 
371 of the Water Resources Development Act 
of 1999 (Public Law 106-53; 113 Stat. 321). 

(4) Amite River and Tributaries, Louisiana, 
East Baton Rouge Parish Watershed, as au- 
thorized by section 101(a)(21) of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 1999 (Public 
Law 106-53; 113 Stat. 277) and modified by 
section 116 of division D of Public Law 108-7 
(117 Stat. 140) and section 3074 of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 2007 (Public 
Law 110-114; 121 Stat. 1124). 

SEC. 3006. CUMBERLAND RIVER BASIN DAM RE- 
PAIRS. 

All costs incurred in carrying out any re- 
pair to correct a seepage problem at any dam 
in the Cumberland River Basin shall be— 

(1) treated as costs for a dam safety 
project; and 

(2) subject to cost-sharing requirements in 
accordance with section 1203 of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 
467n). 

SEC. 3007. INDIAN DAM SAFETY. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) DAM.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘dam’’ has the 
meaning given the term in section 2 of the 
National Dam Safety Program Act (83 U.S.C. 
467). 

(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘‘dam’’ includes 
any structure, facility, equipment, or vehicle 
used in connection with the operation of a 
dam. 

(2) FUND.—The term “Fund” means, as ap- 
plicable— 

(A) the High-Hazard Indian Dam Safety 
Deferred Maintenance Fund established by 
subsection (b)(1)(A); or 

(B) the Low-Hazard Indian Dam Safety De- 
ferred Maintenance Fund established by sub- 
section (b)(2)(A). 

(3) HIGH HAZARD POTENTIAL DAM.—The term 
“high hazard potential dam” means a dam 
assigned to the significant or high hazard po- 
tential classification under the guidelines 
published by the Federal Emergency Man- 
agement Agency entitled ‘‘Federal Guide- 
lines for Dam Safety: Hazard Potential Clas- 
sification System for Dams” (FEMA Publi- 
cation Number 333). 

(4) INDIAN TRIBE.—The term ‘‘Indian tribe” 
has the meaning given the term in section 4 
of the Indian Self-Determination and Edu- 
cation Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 450b). 

(5) LOW HAZARD POTENTIAL DAM.—The term 
“low hazard potential dam” means a dam as- 
signed to the low hazard potential classifica- 
tion under the guidelines published by the 
Federal Emergency Management Agency en- 
titled ‘‘Federal Guidelines for Dam Safety: 
Hazard Potential Classification System for 
Dams” (FEMA Publication Number 333). 

(6) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior, acting 
through the Assistant Secretary for Indian 
Affairs, in consultation with the Secretary 
of the Army. 

(b) INDIAN DAM SAFETY DEFERRED MAINTE- 
NANCE FUNDS.— 

(1) HIGH-HAZARD FUND.— 

(A) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
in the Treasury of the United States a fund, 
to be known as the ‘‘High-Hazard Indian 
Dam Safety Deferred Maintenance Fund”, 
consisting of— 

(i) such amounts as are deposited in the 
Fund under subparagraph (B); and 
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(ii) any interest earned on investment of 
amounts in the Fund under subparagraph 
(D). 

(B) DEPOSITS TO FUND.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—For each of fiscal years 
2017 through 2037, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall deposit in the Fund $22,750,000 of 
the revenues that would otherwise be depos- 
ited for the fiscal year in the reclamation 
fund established by the first section of the 
Act of June 17, 1902 (82 Stat. 388, chapter 
1093). 

(ii) AVAILABILITY OF AMOUNTS.—Amounts 
deposited in the Fund under clause (i) shall 
be used, subject to appropriation, to carry 
out this section. 

(C) EXPENDITURES FROM FUND.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to clause (ii), for 
each of fiscal years 2017 through 2037, the 
Secretary may, to the extent provided in ad- 
vance in appropriations Acts, expend from 
the Fund, in accordance with this section, 
not more than the sum of— 

(I) $22,750,000; and 

(I) the amount of interest accrued in the 
Fund. 

(ii) ADDITIONAL EXPENDITURES.—The Sec- 
retary may expend more than $22,750,000 for 
any fiscal year referred to in clause (i) if the 
additional amounts are available in the Fund 
as a result of a failure of the Secretary to ex- 
pend all of the amounts available under 
clause (i) in 1 or more prior fiscal years. 

(D) INVESTMENTS OF AMOUNTS.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the 
Treasury shall invest such portion of the 
Fund as is not, in the judgment of the Sec- 
retary, required to meet current with- 
drawals. 

(ii) CREDITS TO FUND.—The interest on, and 
the proceeds from the sale or redemption of, 
any obligations held in the Fund shall be 
credited to, and form a part of, the Fund. 

(E) TRANSFERS OF AMOUNTS.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The amounts required to 
be transferred to the Fund under this para- 
graph shall be transferred at least monthly 
from the revenues that would otherwise be 
deposited for the fiscal year in the reclama- 
tion fund established by the first section of 
the Act of June 17, 1902 (32 Stat. 388, chapter 
1093), to the Fund on the basis of estimates 
made by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

(ii) ADJUSTMENTS.—Proper adjustment 
shall be made in amounts subsequently 
transferred to the extent prior estimates are 
in excess of or less than the amounts re- 
quired to be transferred. 

(F) TERMINATION.—On September 30, 2037— 

(i) the Fund shall terminate; and 

(ii) the unexpended and unobligated bal- 
ance of the Fund shall be transferred to the 
reclamation fund established by the first 
section of the Act of June 17, 1902 (32 Stat. 
388, chapter 1093). 

(2) LOW-HAZARD FUND.— 

(A) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
in the Treasury of the United States a fund, 
to be known as the ‘‘Low-Hazard Indian Dam 
Safety Deferred Maintenance Fund’’, con- 
sisting of— 

(i) such amounts as are deposited in the 
Fund under subparagraph (B); and 

(ii) any interest earned on investment of 
amounts in the Fund under subparagraph 
(D). 

(B) DEPOSITS TO FUND.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—For each of fiscal years 
2017 through 2037, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall deposit in the Fund $10,000,000 of 
the revenues that would otherwise be depos- 
ited for the fiscal year in the reclamation 
fund established by the first section of the 
Act of June 17, 1902 (82 Stat. 388, chapter 
1093). 
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(ii) AVAILABILITY OF AMOUNTS.—Amounts 
deposited in the Fund under clause (i) shall 
be used, subject to appropriation, to carry 
out this section. 

(C) EXPENDITURES FROM FUND.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to clause (ii), for 
each of fiscal years 2017 through 2037, the 
Secretary may, to the extent provided in ad- 
vance in appropriations Acts, expend from 
the Fund, in accordance with this section, 
not more than the sum of— 

(I) $10,000,000; and 

(II) the amount of interest accrued in the 
Fund. 

(ii) ADDITIONAL EXPENDITURES.—The Sec- 
retary may expend more than $10,000,000 for 
any fiscal year referred to in clause (i) if the 
additional amounts are available in the Fund 
as a result of a failure of the Secretary to ex- 
pend all of the amounts available under 
clause (i) in 1 or more prior fiscal years. 

(D) INVESTMENTS OF AMOUNTS.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the 
Treasury shall invest such portion of the 
Fund as is not, in the judgment of the Sec- 
retary, required to meet current with- 
drawals. 

(ii) CREDITS TO FUND.—The interest on, and 
the proceeds from the sale or redemption of, 
any obligations held in the Fund shall be 
credited to, and form a part of, the Fund. 

(E) TRANSFERS OF AMOUNTS.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The amounts required to 
be transferred to the Fund under this para- 
graph shall be transferred at least monthly 
from the revenues that would otherwise be 
deposited for the fiscal year in the reclama- 
tion fund established by the first section of 
the Act of June 17, 1902 (82 Stat. 388, chapter 
1093), to the Fund on the basis of estimates 
made by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

(ii) ADJUSTMENTS.—Proper adjustment 
shall be made in amounts subsequently 
transferred to the extent prior estimates are 
in excess of or less than the amounts re- 
quired to be transferred. 

(F) TERMINATION.—On September 30, 2037— 

(i) the Fund shall terminate; and 

(ii) the unexpended and unobligated bal- 
ance of the Fund shall be transferred to the 
reclamation fund established by the first 
section of the Act of June 17, 1902 (82 Stat. 
388, chapter 1093). 

(c) REPAIR, REPLACEMENT, AND MAINTE- 
NANCE OF CERTAIN INDIAN DAMS.— 

(1) PROGRAM ESTABLISHMENT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es- 
tablish a program to address the deferred 
maintenance needs of Indian dams that— 

(i) create flood risks or other risks to pub- 
lic or employee safety or natural or cultural 
resources; and 

(ii) unduly impede the management and ef- 
ficiency of Indian dams. 

(B) FUNDING.— 

(i) HIGH-HAZARD FUND.—Consistent with 
subsection (b)(1)(B), the Secretary shall use 
or transfer to the Bureau of Indian Affairs 
not less than $22,750,000 of amounts in the 
High-Hazard Indian Dam Safety Deferred 
Maintenance Fund, plus accrued interest, for 
each of fiscal years 2017 through 2037 to carry 
out maintenance, repair, and replacement 
activities for 1 or more of the Indian dams 
described in paragraph (2)(A). 

(ii) LOW-HAZARD FUND.—Consistent with 
subsection (b)(2)(B), the Secretary shall use 
or transfer to the Bureau of Indian Affairs 
not less than $10,000,000 of amounts in the 
Low-Hazard Indian Dam Safety Deferred 
Maintenance Fund, plus accrued interest, for 
each of fiscal years 2017 through 2037 to carry 
out maintenance, repair, and replacement 
activities for 1 or more of the Indian dams 
described in paragraph (2)(B). 


11882 


(C) COMPLIANCE WITH DAM SAFETY POLI- 
CIES.—Maintenance, repair, and replacement 
activities for Indian dams under this section 
shall be carried out in accordance with the 
dam safety policies of the Director of the Bu- 
reau of Indian Affairs established to carry 
out the Indian Dams Safety Act of 1994 (25 
U.S.C. 3801 et seq.). 

(2) ELIGIBLE DAMS.— 

(A) HIGH HAZARD POTENTIAL DAMS.—The 
dams eligible for funding under paragraph 
(1)(B)(i) are Indian high hazard potential 
dams in the United States that— 

(i) are included in the safety of dams pro- 
gram established pursuant to the Indian 
Dams Safety Act of 1994 (25 U.S.C. 3801 et 
seq.); and 

Gi)(D (aa) are owned by the Federal Gov- 
ernment, as listed in the Federal inventory 
required by Executive Order 13327 (40 U.S.C. 
121 note; relating to Federal real property 
asset management); and 

(bb) are managed by the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs (including dams managed under con- 
tracts or compacts pursuant to the Indian 
Self-Determination and Education Assist- 
ance Act (25 U.S.C. 450 et seq.)); or 

(II) have deferred maintenance documented 
by the Bureau of Indian Affairs. 

(B) LOW HAZARD POTENTIAL DAMS.—The 
dams eligible for funding under paragraph 
(1)(B)(@ii) are Indian low hazard potential 
dams in the United States that, on the date 
of enactment of this Act— 

(i) are covered under the Indian Dams Safe- 
ty Act of 1994 (25 U.S.C. 3801 et seq.); and 

(ii)()(aa) are owned by the Federal Gov- 
ernment, as listed in the Federal inventory 
required by Executive Order 13327 (40 U.S.C. 
121 note; relating to Federal real property 
asset management); and 

(bb) are managed by the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs (including dams managed under con- 
tracts or compacts pursuant to the Indian 
Self-Determination and Education Assist- 
ance Act (25 U.S.C. 450 et seq.)); or 

(II) have deferred maintenance documented 
by the Bureau of Indian Affairs. 

(3) REQUIREMENTS AND CONDITIONS.—Not 
later than 120 days after the date of enact- 
ment of this Act and as a precondition to 
amounts being expended from the Fund to 
carry out this subsection, the Secretary, in 
consultation with representatives of affected 
Indian tribes, shall develop and submit to 
Congress— 

(A) programmatic goals to carry out this 
subsection that— 

(i) would enable the completion of repair- 
ing, replacing, improving, or performing 
maintenance on Indian dams as expedi- 
tiously as practicable, subject to the dam 
safety policies of the Director of the Bureau 
of Indian Affairs established to carry out the 
Indian Dams Safety Act of 1994 (25 U.S.C. 
3801 et seq.); 

(ii) facilitate or improve the ability of the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs to carry out the 
mission of the Bureau of Indian Affairs in op- 
erating an Indian dam; and 

(iii) ensure that the results of government- 
to-government consultation required under 
paragraph (4) be addressed; and 

(B) funding prioritization criteria to serve 
as a methodology for distributing funds 
under this subsection that take into ac- 
count— 

(i) the extent to which deferred mainte- 
nance of Indian dams poses a threat to— 

(I) public or employee safety or health; 

(II) natural or cultural resources; or 

(III) the ability of the Bureau of Indian Af- 
fairs to carry out the mission of the Bureau 
of Indian Affairs in operating an Indian dam; 
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(ii) the extent to which repairing, replac- 
ing, improving, or performing maintenance 
on an Indian dam will— 

(I) improve public or employee safety, 
health, or accessibility; 

(II) assist in compliance with codes, stand- 
ards, laws, or other requirements; 

(III) address unmet needs; or 

(IV) assist in protecting natural or cul- 
tural resources; 

(iii) the methodology of the rehabilitation 
priority index of the Secretary, as in effect 
on the date of enactment of this Act; 

(iv) the potential economic benefits of the 
expenditures on job creation and general 
economic development in the affected tribal 
communities; 

(v) the ability of an Indian dam to address 
tribal, regional, and watershed level flood 
prevention needs; 

(vi) the need to comply with the dam safe- 
ty policies of the Director of the Bureau of 
Indian Affairs established to carry out the 
Indian Dams Safety Act of 1994 (25 U.S.C. 
3801 et seq.); 

(vii) the ability of the water storage capac- 
ity of an Indian dam to be increased to pre- 
vent flooding in downstream tribal and non- 
tribal communities; and 

(viii) such other factors as the Secretary 
determines to be appropriate to prioritize 
the use of available funds that are, to the 
fullest extent practicable, consistent with 
tribal and user recommendations received 
pursuant to the consultation and input proc- 
ess under paragraph (4). 

(4) TRIBAL CONSULTATION AND USER INPUT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), before expending funds on 
an Indian dam pursuant to paragraph (1) and 
not later than 60 days after the date of en- 
actment of this Act, the Secretary shall— 

(i) consult with the Director of the Bureau 
of Indian Affairs on the expenditure of funds; 

(ii) ensure that the Director of the Bureau 
of Indian Affairs advises the Indian tribe 
that has jurisdiction over the land on which 
a dam eligible to receive funding under para- 
graph (2) is located on the expenditure of 
funds; and 

(iii) solicit and consider the input, com- 
ments, and recommendations of the land- 
owners served by the Indian dam. 

(B) EMERGENCIES.—If the Secretary deter- 
mines that an emergency circumstance ex- 
ists with respect to an Indian dam, subpara- 
graph (A) shall not apply with respect to 
that Indian dam. 

(5) ALLOCATION AMONG DAMS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(B), to the maximum extent practicable, the 
Secretary shall ensure that, for each of fiscal 
years 2017 through 2037, each Indian dam eli- 
gible for funding under paragraph (2) that 
has critical maintenance needs receives part 
of the funding under paragraph (1) to address 
critical maintenance needs. 

(B) PRIORITY.—In allocating amounts 
under paragraph (1)(B), in addition to consid- 
ering the funding priorities described in 
paragraph (3), the Secretary shall give pri- 
ority to Indian dams eligible for funding 
under paragraph (2) that serve— 

(i) more than 1 Indian tribe within an In- 
dian reservation; or 

(ii) highly populated Indian communities, 
as determined by the Secretary. 

(C) CAP ON FUNDING.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to clause (ii), in 
allocating amounts under paragraph (1)(B), 
the Secretary shall allocate not more than 
$10,000,000 to any individual dam described in 
paragraph (2) during any consecutive 3-year 
period. 
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(ii) EXCEPTION.—Notwithstanding the cap 
described in clause (i), if the full amount 
under paragraph (1)(B) cannot be fully allo- 
cated to eligible Indian dams because the 
costs of the remaining activities authorized 
in paragraph (1)(B) of an Indian dam would 
exceed the cap described in clause (i), the 
Secretary may allocate the remaining funds 
to eligible Indian dams in accordance with 
this subsection. 

(D) BASIS OF FUNDING.—Any amounts made 
available under this paragraph shall be non- 
reimbursable. 

(E) APPLICABILITY OF ISDEAA.—The Indian 
Self-Determination and Education Assist- 
ance Act (25 U.S.C. 450 et seq.) shall apply to 
activities carried out under this paragraph. 

(d) TRIBAL SAFETY OF DAMS COMMITTEE.— 

(1) ESTABLISHMENT OF COMMITTEE.— 

(A) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary of the 
Interior shall establish within the Bureau of 
Indian Affairs the Tribal Safety of Dams 
Committee (referred to in this paragraph as 
the ‘‘Committee’’). 

(B) MEMBERSHIP.— 

(i) COMPOSITION.—The Committee shall be 
composed of 15 members, of whom— 

(I) 11 shall be appointed by the Secretary 
of the Interior from among individuals who, 
to the maximum extent practicable, have 
knowledge and expertise in dam safety issues 
and flood prevention and mitigation, of 
whom not less than 1 shall be a member of 
an Indian tribe in each of the Bureau of In- 
dian Affairs regions of— 

(aa) the Northwest Region; 

(bb) the Pacific Region; 

(cc) the Western Region; 

(dd) the Navajo Region; 

(ee) the Southwest Region; 

(ff) the Rocky Mountain Region; 

(gg) the Great Plans Region; and 

(hh) the Midwest Region; 

(II) 2 shall be appointed by the Secretary of 
the Interior from among employees of the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs who have knowledge 
and expertise in dam safety issues and flood 
prevention and mitigation; 

(III) 1 shall be appointed by the Secretary 
of the Interior from among employees of the 
Bureau of Reclamation who have knowledge 
and expertise in dam safety issues and flood 
prevention and mitigation; and 

(IV) 1 shall be appointed by the Secretary 
of the Army from among employees of the 
Corps of Engineers who have knowledge and 
expertise in dam safety issues and flood pre- 
vention and mitigation. 

(ii) NONVOTING MEMBERS.—The members of 
the Committee appointed under subclauses 
(II) and (III) of clause (i) shall be nonvoting 
members. 

(iii) DATE.—The appointments of the mem- 
bers of the Committee shall be made as soon 
as practicable after the date of enactment of 
this Act. 

(C) PERIOD OF APPOINTMENT.—Members 
shall be appointed for the life of the Com- 
mittee. 

(D) VACANCIES.—Any vacancy in the Com- 
mittee shall not affect the powers of the 
Committee, but shall be filled in the same 
manner as the original appointment. 

(E) INITIAL MEETING.—Not later than 30 
days after the date on which all members of 
the Committee have been appointed, the 
Committee shall hold the first meeting. 

(F) MEETINGS.—The Committee shall meet 
at the call of the Chairperson. 

(G) QUORUM.—A majority of the members 
of the Committee shall constitute a quorum, 
but a lesser number of members may hold 
hearings. 

(H) CHAIRPERSON AND VICE CHAIRPERSON.— 
The Committee shall select a Chairperson 
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and Vice Chairperson from among the mem- 
bers. 

(2) DUTIES OF THE COMMITTEE.— 

(A) STuUDY.—The Committee shall conduct 
a thorough study of all matters relating to 
the modernization of the Indian Dams Safety 
Act of 1994 (25 U.S.C. 3801 et seq.). 

(B) RECOMMENDATIONS.—The Committee 
shall develop recommendations for legisla- 
tion to improve the Indian Dams Safety Act 
of 1994 (25 U.S.C. 3801 et seq.). 

(C) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date on which the Committee holds the 
first meeting, the Committee shall submit a 
report containing a detailed statement of the 
findings and conclusions of the Committee, 
together with recommendations for legisla- 
tion that the Committee considers appro- 
priate, to— 

(i) the Committee on Indian Affairs of the 
Senate; and 

(ii) the Committee on Natural Resources of 
the House of Representatives. 

(3) POWERS OF THE COMMITTEE.— 

(A) HEARINGS.—The Committee may hold 
such hearings, sit and act at such times and 
places, take such testimony, and receive 
such evidence as the Committee considers 
appropriate to carry out this paragraph. 

(B) INFORMATION FROM FEDERAL AGENCIES.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The Committee may se- 
cure directly from any Federal department 
or agency such information as the Com- 
mittee considers necessary to carry out this 
paragraph. 

(ii) REQUEST.—On request of the Chair- 
person of the Committee, the head of any 
Federal department or agency shall furnish 
information described in clause (i) to the 
Committee. 

(C) POSTAL SERVICES.—The Committee may 
use the United States mails in the same 
manner and under the same conditions as 
other departments and agencies of the Fed- 
eral Government. 

(D) GIFTS.—The Committee may accept, 
use, and dispose of gifts or donations of serv- 
ices or property. 

(4) COMMITTEE PERSONNEL MATTERS.— 

(A) COMPENSATION OF MEMBERS.— 

(i) NON-FEDERAL MEMBERS.—Each member 
of the Committee who is not an officer or 
employee of the Federal Government shall 
be compensated at a rate equal to the daily 
equivalent of the annual rate of basic pay 
prescribed for level IV of the Executive 
Schedule under section 5315 of title 5, United 
States Code, for each day (including travel 
time) during which the member is engaged in 
the performance of the duties of the Com- 
mittee. 

(ii) FEDERAL MEMBERS.—Each member of 
the Committee who is an officer or employee 
of the Federal Government shall serve with- 
out compensation in addition to that re- 
ceived for services as an officer or employee 
of the Federal Government. 

(B) TRAVEL EXPENSES.—The members of 
the Committee shall be allowed travel ex- 
penses, including per diem in lieu of subsist- 
ence, at rates authorized for employees of 
agencies under subchapter I of chapter 57 of 
title 5, United States Code, while away from 
their homes or regular places of business in 
the performance of services for the Com- 
mittee. 

(C) STAFF.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.— 

(I) APPOINTMENT.—The Chairperson of the 
Committee may, without regard to the civil 
service laws and regulations, appoint and 
terminate an executive director and such 
other additional personnel as may be nec- 
essary to enable the Committee to perform 
the duties of the Committee. 
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(II) CONFIRMATION.—The employment of an 
executive director shall be subject to con- 
firmation by the Committee. 

(ii) COMPENSATION.—The Chairperson of the 
Committee may fix the compensation of the 
executive director and other personnel with- 
out regard to chapter 51 and subchapter III of 
chapter 53 of title 5, United States Code, re- 
lating to classification of positions and Gen- 
eral Schedule pay rates, except that the rate 
of pay for the executive director and other 
personnel may not exceed the rate payable 
for level V of the Executive Schedule under 
section 5316 of that title. 

(D) DETAIL OF GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES.— 
Any Federal Government employee may be 
detailed to the Committee without reim- 
bursement, and such detail shall be without 
interruption or loss of civil service status or 
privilege. 

(E) PROCUREMENT OF TEMPORARY AND 
INTERMITTENT SERVICES.—The Chairperson of 
the Committee may procure temporary and 
intermittent services under section 3109(b) of 
title 5, United States Code, at rates for indi- 
viduals that do not exceed the daily equiva- 
lent of the annual rate of basic pay pre- 
scribed for level V of the Executive Schedule 
under section 5316 of that title. 

(5) TERMINATION OF THE COMMITTEE.—The 
Committee shall terminate 90 days after the 
date on which the Committee submits the re- 
port under paragraph (2)(C). 

(6) FUNDING.—Of the amounts authorized to 
be expended from either Fund, $1,000,000 shall 
be made available from either Fund during 
fiscal year 2017 to carry out this subsection, 
to remain available until expended. 

(e) INDIAN DAM SURVEYS.— 

(1) TRIBAL REPORTS.—The Secretary shall 
request that, not less frequently than once 
every 180 days, each Indian tribe submit to 
the Secretary a report providing an inven- 
tory of the dams located on the land of the 
Indian tribe. 

(2) BIA REPORTS.—Not less frequently than 
once each year, the Secretary shall submit 
to Congress a report describing the condition 
of each dam under the partial or total juris- 
diction of the Secretary. 

(f) FLOOD PLAIN MANAGEMENT PILOT PRO- 
GRAM.— 

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall 
establish, within the Bureau of Indian Af- 
fairs, a flood plain management pilot pro- 
gram (referred to in this subsection as the 
‘“‘program’’) to provide, at the request of an 
Indian tribe, guidance to the Indian tribe re- 
lating to best practices for the mitigation 
and prevention of floods, including consulta- 
tion with the Indian tribe on— 

(A) flood plain mapping; or 

(B) new construction planning. 

(2) TERMINATION.—The program shall ter- 
minate on the date that is 4 years after the 
date of enactment of this Act. 

(3) FUNDING.—Of the amounts authorized to 
be expended from either Fund, $250,000 shall 
be made available from either Fund during 
each of fiscal years 2017, 2018, and 2019 to 
carry out this subsection, to remain avail- 
able until expended. 

TITLE IV—RIVER BASINS, WATERSHEDS, 

AND COASTAL AREAS 
SEC. 4001. GULF COAST OYSTER BED RECOVERY 
PLAN. 

(a) DEFINITION OF GULF STATES.—In this 
section, the term ‘‘Gulf States” means each 
of the States of Alabama, Florida, Louisiana, 
Mississippi, and Texas. 

(b) GULF COAST OYSTER BED RECOVERY 
PLAN.—The Secretary, in coordination with 
the Gulf States, shall develop and implement 
a plan to assist in the recovery of oyster 
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beds on the coast of Gulf States that were 
damaged by events including— 

(1) Hurricane Katrina in 2005; 

(2) the Deep Water Horizon oil spill in 2010; 
and 

(3) floods in 2011 and 2016. 

(c) INCLUSION.—The plan developed under 
subsection (b) shall address the beneficial 
use of dredged material in providing sub- 
strate for oyster bed development. 

(d) SUBMISSION.—Not later than 18 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall submit to the Committee of 
Environment and Public Works of the Senate 
and the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure of the House of Representa- 
tives the plan developed under subsection 
(b). 

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary to carry out this section $2,000,000, 
to remain available until expended. 

SEC. 4002. COLUMBIA RIVER, SOUTH PLATTE 
RIVER, AND ARKANSAS RIVER. 

(a) ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION.—Section 
5386(¢) of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 2000 (Public Law 106-541; 114 Stat. 2662; 
128 Stat. 1814) is amended by striking 
‘*$50,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$75,000,000’’. 

(b) WATERCRAFT INSPECTION STATIONS.— 
Section 104 of the River and Harbor Act of 
1958 (33 U.S.C. 610) is amended— 

(1) by striking subsection (b) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to 
be appropriated such sums as are necessary, 
but not more than $65,000,000, to carry out 
this section for each fiscal year, of which— 

“(A) $20,000,000 shall be made available to 
carry out subsection (d)(1)(A)(i); and 

‘B) $25,000,000 shall be made available to 
carry out clauses (ii) and (iii) of subsection 
ODA). 

“(2) ALLOCATION.—Any funds made avail- 
able under paragraph (1) that are employed 
for control operations shall be allocated by 
the Chief of Engineers on a priority basis, 
based on— 

“(A) the urgency and need of each area; 
and 

“(B) the availability of local funds.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (d)— 

(A) by striking paragraph (1) and inserting 
the following: 

“(1) ESTABLISHMENT, OPERATION, AND MAIN- 
TENANCE.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out this sec- 
tion, the Secretary may establish, operate, 
and maintain watercraft inspection stations 
to protect— 

“(i) the Columbia River Basin; 

“(ii) the South Platte River Basin located 
in the States of Colorado, Nebraska, and Wy- 
oming; and 

“(iii) the Arkansas River Basin located in 
the States of Arkansas, Colorado, Kansas, 
and Oklahoma. 

‘(B) LOCATION.—The watercraft inspection 
stations under subparagraph (A) shall be lo- 
cated in areas, as determined by the Sec- 
retary, with the highest likelihood of pre- 
venting the spread of aquatic invasive spe- 
cies at reservoirs operated and maintained 
by the Secretary.’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (8), by striking subpara- 
graph (A) and inserting the following: 

“(A) the Governor of each State in which a 
station is established under paragraph (1);’’. 

(c) TRIBAL HOUSING.— 

(1) DEFINITION OF REPORT.—In this sub- 
section, the term “report” means the final 
report for the Portland District, Corps of En- 
gineers, entitled ‘‘Columbia River Treaty 
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Fishing Access Sites, Oregon and Wash- 
ington: Fact-finding Review on Tribal Hous- 
ing” and dated November 19, 2013. 

(2) ASSISTANCE AUTHORIZED.—As replace- 
ment housing for Indian families displaced 
due to the construction of the Bonneville 
Dam, on the request of the Secretary of the 
Interior, the Secretary may provide assist- 
ance on land transferred by the Department 
of the Army to the Department of the Inte- 
rior pursuant to title IV of Public Law 100- 
581 (102 Stat. 2944; 110 Stat. 766; 110 Stat. 3762; 
114 Stat. 2679; 118 Stat. 544) for the number of 
families estimated in the report as having 
received no relocation assistance. 

(3) StTuDY.—The Secretary shall— 

(A) conduct a study to determine the num- 
ber of Indian people displaced by the con- 
struction of the John Day Dam; and 

(B) identify a plan for suitable housing to 
replace housing lost to the construction of 
the John Day Dam. 

(d) COLUMBIA AND LOWER WILLAMETTE RIV- 
ERS BELOW VANCOUVER, WASHINGTON AND OR- 
EGON.—The Secretary shall conduct a study 
to determine the feasibility of modifying the 
project for navigation, Columbia and Lower 
Willamette Rivers below Vancouver, Wash- 
ington and Portland, Oregon, authorized by 
section 101 of the River and Harbor Act of 
1962 (Public Law 87-874; 76 Stat. 1177) to ad- 
dress safety risks. 

SEC. 4003. MISSOURI RIVER. 

(a) RESERVOIR SEDIMENT MANAGEMENT.— 

(1) DEFINITION OF SEDIMENT MANAGEMENT 
PLAN.—In this subsection, the term ‘“‘sedi- 
ment management plan” means a plan for 
preventing sediment from reducing water 
storage capacity at a reservoir and increas- 
ing water storage capacity through sediment 
removal at a reservoir. 

(2) UPPER MISSOURI RIVER BASIN PILOT PRO- 
GRAM.—The Secretary shall carry out a pilot 
program for the development and implemen- 
tation of sediment management plans for 
reservoirs owned and operated by the Sec- 
retary in the Upper Missouri River Basin, on 
request by project beneficiaries. 

(8) PLAN ELEMENTS.—A sediment manage- 
ment plan under paragraph (2) shall— 

(A) provide opportunities for project bene- 
ficiaries and other stakeholders to partici- 
pate in sediment management decisions; 

(B) evaluate the volume of sediment in a 
reservoir and impacts on storage capacity; 

(C) identify preliminary sediment manage- 
ment options, including sediment dikes and 
dredging; 

(D) identify constraints; 

(E) assess technical feasibility, economic 
justification, and environmental impacts; 

(F) identify beneficial uses for sediment; 
and 

(G) to the maximum extent practicable, 
use, develop, and demonstrate innovative, 
cost-saving technologies, including struc- 
tural and nonstructural technologies and de- 
signs, to manage sediment. 

(4) COST SHARE.—The beneficiaries request- 
ing the plan shall share in the cost of devel- 
opment and implementation of a sediment 
management plan allocated in accordance 
with the benefits to be received. 

(5) CONTRIBUTED FUNDS.—The Secretary 
may accept funds from non-Federal interests 
and other Federal agencies to develop and 
implement a sediment management plan 
under this subsection. 

(6) GUIDANCE.—The Secretary shall use the 
knowledge gained through the development 
and implementation of sediment manage- 
ment plans under paragraph (2) to develop 
guidance for sediment management at other 
reservoirs. 
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(7) PARTNERSHIP WITH SECRETARY OF THE IN- 
TERIOR.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall carry 
out the pilot program established under this 
subsection in partnership with the Secretary 
of the Interior, and the program may apply 
to reservoirs managed or owned by the Bu- 
reau of Reclamation on execution of a 
memorandum of agreement between the Sec- 
retary and the Secretary of the Interior es- 
tablishing the framework for a partnership 
and the terms and conditions for sharing ex- 
pertise and resources. 

(B) LEAD AGENCY.—The Secretary that has 
primary jurisdiction over the reservoir shall 
take the lead in developing and imple- 
menting a sediment management plan for 
that reservoir. 

(8) OTHER AUTHORITIES NOT AFFECTED.— 
Nothing in this subsection affects sediment 
management or the share of costs paid by 
Federal and non-Federal interests relating to 
sediment management under any other pro- 
vision of law (including regulations). 

(b) SNOWPACK AND DROUGHT MONITORING.— 
Section 4003(a) of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (Public 
Law 113-121; 128 Stat. 1311) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘“(5) LEAD AGENCY.—The Corps of Engineers 
shall be the lead agency for carrying out and 
coordinating the activities described in para- 
graph (1).’’. 

SEC. 4004. PUGET SOUND NEARSHORE ECO- 
SYSTEM RESTORATION. 

Section 544(f) of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 2000 (Public Law 106-541; 
114 Stat. 2675) is amended by striking 
‘*$5,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$10,000,000’’. 

SEC. 4005. ICE JAM PREVENTION AND MITIGA- 
TION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may carry 
out projects under section 205 of the Flood 
Control Act of 1948 (33 U.S.C. 701s), including 
planning, design, construction, and moni- 
toring of structural and nonstructural tech- 
nologies and measures for preventing and 
mitigating flood damages associated with ice 
jams. 

(b) INCLUSION.—The projects described in 
subsection (a) may include the development 
and demonstration of cost-effective tech- 
nologies and designs developed in consulta- 
tion with— 

(1) the Cold Regions Research and Engi- 
neering Laboratory of the Corps of Engi- 
neers; 

(2) universities; 

(8) Federal, State, and local agencies; and 

(4) private organizations. 

(c) PILOT PROGRAM.— 

(1) AUTHORIZATION.—In addition to the 
funding authorized under section 205 of the 
Flood Control Act of 1948 (33 U.S.C. 701s), the 
Secretary is authorized to expend $30,000,000 
to carry out pilot projects to demonstrate 
technologies and designs developed in ac- 
cordance with this section. 

(2) PRIORITY.—In carrying out pilot 
projects under paragraph (1), the Secretary 
shall give priority to projects in the Upper 
Missouri River Basin. 

(3) SUNSET.—The pilot program under this 
subsection shall terminate on December 31, 
2026. 

SEC. 4006. CHESAPEAKE BAY OYSTER RESTORA- 
TION. 

Section 704(b)(1) of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2263(b)(1)) 
is amended by striking ‘‘$60,000,000’’ and in- 
serting ‘‘$100,000,000’’. 

SEC. 4007. NORTH ATLANTIC COASTAL REGION. 

Section 4009 of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (Public 
Law 113-121; 128 Stat. 1316) is amended— 


September 7, 2016 


(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘conduct 
a study to determine the feasibility of car- 
rying out projects” and inserting ‘‘develop a 
comprehensive assessment and management 
plan at Federal expense”; 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking the sub- 
section designation and heading and all that 
follows through ‘‘In carrying out the study” 
and inserting the following: 

‘*(b) ASSESSMENT AND MANAGEMENT PLAN.— 
In developing the comprehensive assessment 
and management plan’’; and 

(3) in subsection (c)(1), in the matter pre- 
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘identi- 
fied in the study pursuant to subsection (a)’’ 
and inserting ‘‘identified in the comprehen- 
sive assessment and management plan under 
this section’’. 

SEC. 4008. RIO GRANDE. 

Section 5056(f) of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 2007 (Public Law 110-114; 
121 Stat. 1214; 128 Stat. 1815) is amended by 
striking ‘‘2019” and inserting ‘‘2024’’. 

SEC. 4009. TEXAS COASTAL AREA. 

In carrying out the Coastal Texas eco- 
system protection and restoration study au- 
thorized by section 4091 of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 2007 (Public Law 
110-114; 121 Stat. 1187), the Secretary shall 
consider studies, data, or information devel- 
oped by the Gulf Coast Community Protec- 
tion and Recovery District to expedite com- 
pletion of the study. 

SEC. 4010. UPPER MISSISSIPPI AND ILLINOIS RIV- 
ERS FLOOD RISK MANAGEMENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con- 
duct a study at Federal expense to determine 
the feasibility of carrying out projects to ad- 
dress systemic flood damage reduction in the 
upper Mississippi and Illinois River basins. 

(b) PURPOSE.—The purposes of the study 
under subsection (a) are— 

(1) to develop an integrated, comprehen- 
sive, and systems-based approach to mini- 
mize the threat to health and safety result- 
ing from flooding by using structural and 
nonstructural flood risk management meas- 
ures; 

(2) to reduce damages and costs associated 
with flooding; 

(3) to identify opportunities to support en- 
vironmental sustainability and restoration 
goals of the Upper Mississippi River and Illi- 
nois River floodplain as part of any systemic 
flood risk management plan; and 

(4) to seek opportunities to address, in con- 
cert with flood risk management measures, 
other floodplain specific problems, needs, 
and opportunities. 

(c) STUDY COMPONENTS.—In carrying out 
the study under subsection (a), the Secretary 
shall— 

(1) as appropriate, coordinate with the 
heads of other appropriate Federal agencies, 
the Governors of the States within the Upper 
Mississippi and Illinois River basins, the ap- 
propriate levee and drainage districts, non- 
profit organizations, and other interested 
parties; 

(2) recommend projects for reconstruction 
of existing levee systems so as to develop 
and maintain a comprehensive system for 
flood risk reduction and floodplain manage- 
ment; 

(3) perform a systemic analysis of critical 
transportation systems to determine the fea- 
sibility of protecting river approaches for 
land-based systems, highways, and railroads; 

(4) develop a basin-wide hydrologic model 
for the Upper Mississippi River System and 
update as changes occur and new data is 
available; and 

(5) use, to the maximum extent prac- 
ticable, any existing plans and data. 
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(d) BASIS FOR RECOMMENDATIONS.—In rec- 
ommending a project under subsection (c)(2), 
the Secretary may justify the project based 
on system-wide benefits. 

SEC. 4011. SALTON SEA, CALIFORNIA. 

Section 3032 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 2007 (Public Law 110-114; 121 
Stat. 1113) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in the subsection heading, by striking 
“PILOT PROJECTS” and inserting 
“PROJECTS”; 

(B) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘the 
pilot”; and 

Gi) in subparagraph (B)— 

(I) in clause (i), in the matter preceding 
subclause (I), by striking ‘‘the pilot’’; 

(II) in subclause (I), by inserting ‘‘, Salton 
Sea Authority, or other non-Federal inter- 
est’’ before the semicolon at the end; and 

(III) in subclause (II), by striking ‘‘pilot’’; 

(C) in paragraph (2), in the matter pre- 
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘pilot’’; 
and 

(D) in paragraph (3)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘pilot’’ each place it ap- 
pears; and 

(ii) by inserting ‘‘, Salton Sea Authority, 
or other non-Federal interest” after ‘‘State’’; 
and 

(2) in subsection (c), by striking ‘“‘pilot’’. 
SEC. 4012. ADJUSTMENT. 

Section 219(f)(25) of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1992 (Public Law 102-580; 
113 Stat. 336) is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘Berkeley’’ before ‘‘Cal- 
houn”; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘Orangeberg, and Sumter” 
and inserting ‘‘and Orangeberg’’. 

SEC. 4013. COASTAL RESILIENCY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 4014(b) of the 
Water Resources Reform and Development 
Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 2808a(b)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘Indian 
tribes,” after ‘‘nonprofit organizations,”’’; 

(2) by redesignating paragraphs (3) and (4) 
as paragraphs (4) and (5), respectively; and 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(83) give priority to projects in commu- 
nities the existence of which is threatened 
by rising sea level, including projects relat- 
ing to shoreline restoration, tidal marsh res- 
toration, dunal habitats to protect coastal 
infrastructure, reduction of future and exist- 
ing emergency repair costs, and projects that 
use dredged materials;’’. 

(b) INTERAGENCY COORDINATION ON COASTAL 
RESILIENCE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con- 
vene an interagency working group on resil- 
ience to extreme weather, which will coordi- 
nate research, data, and Federal investments 
related to sea level rise, resiliency, and vul- 
nerability to extreme weather, including 
coastal resilience. 

(2) CONSULTATION.—The interagency work- 
ing group convened under paragraph (1) 
shall— 

(A) participate in any activity carried out 
by an organization authorized by a State to 
study and issue recommendations on how to 
address the impacts on Federal assets of re- 
current flooding and sea level rise, including 
providing consultation regarding policies, 
programs, studies, plans, and best practices 
relating to recurrent flooding and sea level 
rise in areas with significant Federal assets; 
and 

(B) share physical, biological, and socio- 
economic data among such State organiza- 
tions, as appropriate. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


SEC. 4014. REGIONAL INTERGOVERNMENTAL 
COLLABORATION ON COASTAL RE- 
SILIENCE. 

(a) REGIONAL ASSESSMENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may con- 
duct regional assessments of coastal and 
back bay protection and of Federal and State 
policies and programs related to coastal 
water resources, including— 

(A) an assessment of the probability and 
the extent of coastal flooding and erosion, 
including back bay and estuarine flooding; 

(B) recommendations for policies and other 
measures related to regional Federal, State, 
local, and private participation in shoreline 
and back-bay protection projects; 

(C) an evaluation of the performance of ex- 
isting Federal coastal storm damage reduc- 
tion, ecosystem restoration, and navigation 
projects, including recommendations for the 
improvement of those projects; 

(D) an assessment of the value and impacts 
of implementation of regional, systems- 
based, watershed-based, and interstate ap- 
proaches if practicable; 

(E) recommendations for the demonstra- 
tion of methodologies for resilience through 
the use of natural and nature-based infra- 
structure approaches, as appropriate; and 

(F) recommendations regarding alternative 
sources of funding for new and existing 
projects. 

(2) COOPERATION.—In carrying out para- 
graph (1), the Secretary shall cooperate 
with— 

(A) heads of appropriate Federal agencies; 

(B) States that have approved coastal man- 
agement programs and appropriate agencies 
of those States; 

(C) local governments; and 

(D) the private sector. 

(b) STREAMLINING.—In carrying out this 
section, the Secretary shall— 

(1) to the maximum extent practicable, use 
existing research done by Federal, State, re- 
gional, local, and private entities to elimi- 
nate redundancies and related costs; 

(2) receive from any of the entities de- 
scribed in subsection (a)(2)— 

(A) contributed funds; or 

(B) research that may be eligible for credit 
as work-in-kind under applicable Federal 
law; and 

(3) enable each District or combination of 
Districts of the Corps of Engineers that 
jointly participate in carrying out an assess- 
ment under this section to consider region- 
ally appropriate engineering, biological, eco- 
logical, social, economic, and other factors 
in carrying out the assessment. 

(c) REPORTS.—The Secretary shall submit 
to the Committee on Environment and Pub- 
lic Works of the Senate and the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives all reports and rec- 
ommendations prepared under this section, 
together with any necessary supporting doc- 
umentation. 

SEC. 4015. SOUTH ATLANTIC COASTAL STUDY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con- 
duct a study of the coastal areas located 
within the geographical boundaries of the 
South Atlantic Division of the Corps of Engi- 
neers to identify the risks and vulner- 
abilities of those areas to increased hurri- 
cane and storm damage as a result of sea 
level rise. 

(b) REQUIREMENTS.—In carrying out the 
study under subsection (a), the Secretary 
shall— 

(1) conduct a comprehensive analysis of 
current hurricane and storm damage reduc- 
tion measures with an emphasis on regional 
sediment management practices to sus- 
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tainably maintain or enhance current levels 
of storm protection; 

(2) identify risks and coastal vulner- 
abilities in the areas affected by sea level 
rise; 

(8) recommend measures to address the 
vulnerabilities described in paragraph (2); 
and 

(4) develop a long-term strategy for— 

(A) addressing increased hurricane and 
storm damages that result from rising sea 
levels; and 

(B) identifying opportunities to enhance 
resiliency, increase sustainability, and lower 
risks in— 

(i) populated areas; 

(ii) areas of concentrated economic devel- 
opment; and 

(iii) areas with vulnerable environmental 
resources. 

(c) CONSULTATION.—The Secretary shall co- 
ordinate, as appropriate, with the heads of 
other Federal departments and agencies, the 
Governors of the affected States, regional 
governmental agencies, and units of local 
government to address coastal impacts re- 
sulting from sea level rise. 

(d) REPORT.—Not later than 4 years after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec- 
retary shall submit to the Committee on En- 
vironment and Public Works of the Senate 
and the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure of the House of Representa- 
tives a report recommending specific and de- 
tailed actions to address risks and vul- 
nerabilities of the areas described in sub- 
section (a) to increased hurricane and storm 
damage as a result of sea level rise. 

SEC. 4016. KANAWHA RIVER BASIN. 

The Secretary shall conduct studies to de- 
termine the feasibility of implementing 
projects for flood risk management, eco- 
system restoration, navigation, water sup- 
ply, recreation, and other water resource re- 
lated purposes within the Kanawha River 
Basin, West Virginia, Virginia, and North 
Carolina. 

SEC. 4017. CONSIDERATION OF FULL ARRAY OF 
MEASURES FOR COASTAL RISK RE- 
DUCTION. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) NATURAL FEATURE.—The term ‘‘natural 
feature” means a feature that is created 
through the action of physical, geological, 
biological, and chemical processes over time. 

(2) NATURE-BASED FEATURE.—The term ‘‘na- 
ture-based feature” means a feature that is 
created by human design, engineering, and 
construction to protect, and in concert with, 
natural processes to provide risk reduction 
in coastal areas. 

(b) REQUIREMENT.—In developing projects 
for coastal risk reduction, the Secretary 
shall consider, as appropriate— 

(1) natural features; 

(2) nature-based features; 

(3) nonstructural measures; and 

(4) structural measures. 

(c) REPORT TO CONGRESS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than February 1, 
2020, the Secretary shall submit to the Com- 
mittee on Environment and Public Works of 
the Senate and the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure of the House of 
Representatives a report on the implementa- 
tion of subsection (b). 

(2) CONTENTS.—The report under paragraph 
(1) shall include, at a minimum, the fol- 
lowing: 

(A) A description of guidance or instruc- 
tions issued, and other measures taken, by 
the Secretary and the Chief of Engineers to 
implement subsection (b). 

(B) An assessment of the costs, benefits, 
impacts, and trade-offs associated with 
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measures recommended by the Secretary for 
coastal risk reduction and the effectiveness 
of those measures. 

(C) A description of any statutory, fiscal, 
or regulatory barriers to the appropriate 
consideration and use of a full array of meas- 
ures for coastal risk reduction. 

SEC. 4018. WATERFRONT COMMUNITY REVITAL- 
IZATION AND RESILIENCY. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 

(1) many communities in the United States 
were developed along waterfronts; 

(2) water proximity and access is a recog- 
nized economic driver; 

(3) water shortages faced by parts of the 
United States underscore the need to man- 
age water sustainably and restore water 
quality; 

(4) interest in waterfront revitalization 
and development has grown, while the cir- 
cumstances driving waterfront development 
have changed; 

(5) waterfront communities face challenges 
to revitalizing and leveraging water re- 
sources, such as outdated development pat- 
terns, deteriorated water infrastructure, in- 
dustrial contamination of soil and sediment, 
and lack of public access to the waterfront, 
which are often compounded by overarching 
economic distress in the community; 

(6) public investment in waterfront com- 
munity development and infrastructure 
should reflect changing ecosystem condi- 
tions and extreme weather projections to en- 
sure strategic, resilient investments; 

(7) individual communities have unique 
priorities, concerns, and opportunities re- 
lated to waterfront restoration and commu- 
nity revitalization; and 

(8) the Secretary of Commerce has unique 
expertise in Great Lakes and ocean coastal 
resiliency and economic development. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) INDIAN TRIBE.—The term ‘‘Indian tribe’’ 
has the meaning given the term in section 4 
of the Indian Self-Determination and Edu- 
cation Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 450b). 

(2) RESILIENT WATERFRONT COMMUNITY.— 
The term ‘“‘resilient waterfront community” 
means a unit of local government or Indian 
tribe that is— 

(A)(i) bound in part by— 

(I) a Great Lake; or 

(II) an ocean; or 

(ii) bordered or traversed by a riverfront or 
an inland lake; 

(B) self-nominated as a resilient water- 
front community; and 

(C) designated by the Secretary as a resil- 
ient waterfront community on the basis of 
the development by the community of an eli- 
gible resilient waterfront community plan, 
with eligibility determined by the Secretary 
after considering the requirements of para- 
graphs (2) and (3) of subsection (c). 

(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Commerce. 

(c) RESILIENT WATERFRONT COMMUNITIES 
DESIGNATION.— 

(1) DESIGNATION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(B), the Secretary shall designate resilient 
waterfront communities based on the extent 
to which a community meets the criteria de- 
scribed in paragraph (2). 

(B) COLLABORATION.—For inland lake and 
riverfront communities, in making the des- 
ignation described in subparagraph (A), the 
Secretary shall work with the Administrator 
of the Environmental Protection Agency and 
the heads of other Federal agencies, as the 
Secretary determines to be necessary. 

(2) RESILIENT WATERFRONT COMMUNITY 
PLAN.—A resilient waterfront community 
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plan is a community-driven vision and plan 
that is developed— 

(A) voluntarily at the discretion of the 
community— 

(i) to respond to local needs; or 

(ii) to take advantage of new water-ori- 
ented opportunities; 

(B) with the leadership of the relevant gov- 
ernmental entity or Indian tribe with the ac- 
tive participation of— 

(i) community residents; 

(ii) utilities; and 

(iii) interested business and nongovern- 
mental stakeholders; 

(C) as a new document or by amending or 
compiling community planning documents, 
as necessary, at the discretion of the Sec- 
retary; 

(D) in consideration of all applicable Fed- 
eral and State coastal zone management 
planning requirements; 

(E) to address economic 
strengths; and 

(F) to complement and incorporate the ob- 
jectives and recommendations of applicable 
regional economic plans. 

(3) COMPONENTS OF A RESILIENT WATER- 
FRONT COMMUNITY PLAN.—A resilient water- 
front community plan shall— 

(A) consider all, or a portion of, the water- 
front area and adjacent land and water to 
which the waterfront is connected eco- 
logically, economically, or through local 
governmental or tribal boundaries; 

(B) describe a vision and plan for the com- 
munity to develop as a vital and resilient 
waterfront community, integrating consider- 
ation of— 

(i) the economic opportunities resulting 
from water proximity and access, including— 

(I) water-dependent industries; 

(II) water-oriented commerce; and 

(IIT) recreation and tourism; 

(ii) the community relationship to the 
water, including— 

(I) quality of life; 

(II) public health; 

(III) community heritage; and 

(IV) public access, particularly in areas in 
which publicly funded ecosystem restoration 
is underway; 

(iii) ecosystem challenges and projections, 
including unresolved and emerging impacts 
to the health and safety of the waterfront 
and projections for extreme weather and 
water conditions; 

(iv) infrastructure needs and opportunities, 
to facilitate strategic and sustainable cap- 
ital investments in— 

(I) docks, piers, and harbor facilities; 
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(II) protection against storm surges, 
waves, and flooding; 
(II) stormwater, sanitary sewer, and 


drinking water systems, including green in- 
frastructure and opportunities to control 
nonpoint source runoff; and 

(IV) other community facilities and pri- 
vate development; and 

(v) such other factors as are determined by 
the Secretary to align with metrics or indi- 
cators for resiliency, considering environ- 
mental and economic changes. 

(4) DURATION.—After the designation of a 
community as a resilient waterfront commu- 
nity under paragraph (1), a resilient water- 
front community plan developed in accord- 
ance with paragraphs (2) and (3) may be— 

(A) effective for the 10-year period begin- 
ning on the date on which the Secretary ap- 
proves the resilient waterfront community 
plan; and 

(B) updated by the resilient waterfront 
community and submitted to the Secretary 
for the approval of the Secretary before the 
expiration of the 10-year period. 
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(d) RESILIENT WATERFRONT COMMUNITIES 
NETWORK.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall de- 
velop and maintain a resilient waterfront 
communities network to facilitate the shar- 
ing of best practices among waterfront com- 
munities. 

(2) PUBLIC RECOGNITION.—In consultation 
with designated resilient waterfront commu- 
nities, the Secretary shall provide formal 
public recognition of the designated resilient 
waterfront communities to promote tourism, 
investment, or other benefits. 

(e) WATERFRONT COMMUNITY REVITALIZA- 
TION ACTIVITIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—To support a community 
in leveraging other sources of public and pri- 
vate investment, the Secretary may use ex- 
isting authority to support— 

(A) the development of a resilient water- 
front community plan, including planning 
and feasibility analysis; and 

(B) the implementation of strategic com- 
ponents of a resilient waterfront community 
plan after the resilient waterfront commu- 
nity plan has been approved by the Sec- 
retary. 

(2) NON-FEDERAL PARTNERS.— 

(A) LEAD NON-FEDERAL PARTNERS.—A unit 
of local government or an Indian tribe shall 
be eligible to be considered as a lead non- 
Federal partner if the unit of local govern- 
ment or Indian tribe is— 

(i) bound in part by— 

(I) a Great Lake; or 

(II) an ocean; or 

(ii) bordered or traversed by a riverfront or 
an inland lake. 

(B) NON-FEDERAL IMPLEMENTATION PART- 
NERS.—Subject to paragraph (4)(C), a lead 
non-Federal partner may contract with an 
eligible non-Federal implementation partner 
for implementation activities described in 
paragraph (4)(B). 

(3) PLANNING ACTIVITIES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Technical assistance may 
be provided for the development of a resil- 
ient waterfront community plan. 

(B) ELIGIBLE PLANNING ACTIVITIES.—In de- 
veloping a resilient waterfront community 
plan, a resilient waterfront community 
may— 

(i) conduct community visioning and out- 
reach; 

(ii) identify challenges and opportunities; 

(iii) develop strategies and solutions; 

(iv) prepare plan materials, including text, 
maps, design, and preliminary engineering; 

(v) collaborate across local agencies and 
work with regional, State, and Federal agen- 
cies to identify, understand, and develop re- 
sponses to changing ecosystem and economic 
circumstances; and 

(vi) conduct other planning activities that 
the Secretary considers necessary for the de- 
velopment of a resilient waterfront commu- 
nity plan that responds to revitalization and 
resiliency issues confronted by the resilient 
waterfront community. 

(4) IMPLEMENTATION ACTIVITIES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Implementation assist- 
ance may be provided— 

(i) to initiate implementation of a resilient 
waterfront community plan and facilitate 
high-quality development, including lever- 
aging local and private sector investment; 
and 

(ii) to address strategic community prior- 
ities that are identified in the resilient wa- 
terfront community plan. 

(B) ASSISTANCE.—Assistance may be pro- 
vided to advance implementation activities, 
such as— 

(i) site preparation; 
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(ii) environmental review; 

(iii) engineering and design; 

(iv) acquiring easements or land for uses 
such as green infrastructure, public amen- 
ities, or assembling development sites; 

(v) updates to zoning codes; 

(vi) construction of— 

(I) public waterfront or boating amenities; 
and 

(II) public spaces; 

(vii) infrastructure upgrades to improve 
coastal resiliency; 

(viii) economic and community develop- 
ment marketing and outreach; and 

(ix) other activities at the discretion of the 
Secretary. 

(C) IMPLEMENTATION PARTNERS.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—To assist in the comple- 
tion of implementation activities, a lead 
non-Federal partner may contract or other- 
wise collaborate with a non-Federal imple- 
mentation partner, including— 

(I) a nonprofit organization; 

(II) a public utility; 

(III) a private entity; 

(IV) an institution of higher education; 

(V) a State government; or 

(VI) a regional organization. 

(ii) LEAD NON-FEDERAL PARTNER RESPONSI- 
BILITY.—The lead non-Federal partner shall 
ensure that assistance and resources re- 
ceived by the lead non-Federal partner to ad- 
vance the resilient waterfront community 
plan of the lead non-Federal partner and for 
related activities are used for the purposes 
of, and in a manner consistent with, any ini- 
tiative advanced by the Secretary for the 
purpose of promoting waterfront community 
revitalization and resiliency. 

(5) USE OF NON-FEDERAL RESOURCES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—A resilient waterfront 
community receiving assistance under this 
subsection shall provide non-Federal funds 
toward completion of planning or implemen- 
tation activities. 

(B) NON-FEDERAL RESOURCES.—Non-Federal 
funds may be provided by— 

(i) 1 or more units of local or tribal govern- 
ment; 

(ii) a State government; 

(iii) a nonprofit organization; 

(iv) a private entity; 

(v) a foundation; 

(vi) a public utility; or 

(vii) a regional organization. 

(f) INTERAGENCY AWARENESS.—At regular 
intervals, the Secretary shall provide a list 
of resilient waterfront communities to the 
applicable States and the heads of national 
and regional offices of interested Federal 
agencies, including at a minimum— 

(1) the Secretary of Transportation; 

(2) the Secretary of Agriculture; 

(3) the Administrator of the Environ- 
mental Protection Agency; 

(4) the Administrator of the Federal Emer- 
gency Management Agency; 

(5) the Assistant Secretary of the Army for 
Civil Works; 

(6) the Secretary of the Interior; and 

(7) the Secretary of Housing and Urban De- 
velopment. 

(€) No NEW REGULATORY AUTHORITY.— 
Nothing in this section may be construed as 
establishing new authority for any Federal 
agency. 

TITLE V—DEAUTHORIZATIONS 
SEC. 5001. DEAUTHORIZATIONS. 

(a) VALDEZ, ALASKA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 
the portions of the project for navigation, 
Valdez, Alaska, identified as Tract G, Harbor 
Subdivision, shall not be subject to naviga- 
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tion servitude beginning on the date of en- 
actment of this Act. 

(2) ENTRY BY FEDERAL GOVERNMENT.—The 
Federal Government may enter on the prop- 
erty referred to in paragraph (1) to carry out 
any required operation and maintenance of 
the general navigation features of the 
project described in paragraph (1). 

(b) RED RIVER BELOW DENISON DAM, ARKAN- 
SAS, LOUISIANA, AND TEXAS.—The portion of 
the project for flood protection on Red River 
Below Denison Dam, Arkansas, Louisiana 
and Texas, authorized by section 10 of the 
Flood Control Act of 1946 (60 Stat. 647, chap- 
ter 596), consisting of the portion of the West 
Agurs Levee that begins at lat. 32°32’50.86”’ 
N., by long. 93°46°16.82” W., and ends at lat. 
32° 3122.79” N., by long. 93° 45’ 2.47” W., is no 
longer authorized beginning on the date of 
enactment of this Act. 

(c) SUTTER BASIN, CALIFORNIA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The separable element 
constituting the locally preferred plan incre- 
ment reflected in the report of the Chief of 
Engineers dated March 12, 2014, and author- 
ized for construction under section 7002(2)(8) 
of the Water Resources Reform and Develop- 
ment Act of 2014 (Public Law 113-121; 128 
Stat. 1366) is no longer authorized beginning 
on the date of enactment of this Act. 

(2) SAVINGS PROVISIONS.—The deauthoriza- 
tion under paragraph (1) does not affect— 

(A) the national economic development 
plan separable element reflected in the re- 
port of the Chief of Engineers dated March 
12, 2014, and authorized for construction 
under section 7002(2)(8) of the Water Re- 
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014 
(Public Law 113-121; 128 Stat. 1366); or 

(B) previous authorizations providing for 
the Sacramento River and major and minor 
tributaries project, including— 

(i) section 2 of the Act of March 1, 1917 (39 
Stat. 949; chapter 144); 

(ii) section 12 of the Act of December 22, 
1944 (58 Stat. 900; chapter 665); 

(iii) section 204 of the Flood Control Act of 
1950 (64 Stat. 177; chapter 188); and 

(iv) any other Acts relating to the author- 
ization for the Sacramento River and major 
and minor tributaries project along the 
Feather River right bank between levee sta- 
tioning 1483+33 and levee stationing 2368+00. 

(d) STONINGTON HARBOR, CONNECTICUT.— 
The portion of the project for navigation, 
Stonington Harbor, Connecticut, authorized 
by the Act of May 23, 1828 (4 Stat. 288; chap- 
ter 73) that consists of the inner stone break- 
water that begins at coordinates N. 
682,146.42, E. 1231,378.69, running north 83.587 
degrees west 166.79’ to a point N. 682,165.05, E. 
1,231,212.94, running north 69.209 degrees west 
380.89’ to a point N. 682,300.25, E. 1,230,856.86, 
is no longer authorized as a Federal project 
beginning on the date of enactment of this 
Act. 

(e) GREEN RIVER AND BARREN RIVER, KEN- 
TUCKY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Beginning on the date of 
enactment of this Act, commercial naviga- 
tion at the locks and dams identified in the 
report of the Chief of Engineers entitled 
“Green River Locks and Dams 3, 4, 5, and 6 
and Barren River Lock and Dam 1, Ken- 
tucky” and dated April 30, 2015, shall no 
longer be authorized, and the land and im- 
provements associated with the locks and 
dams shall be— 

(A) disposed of consistent with paragraph 
(2); and 

(B) subject to such terms and conditions as 
the Secretary determines to be necessary 
and appropriate in the public interest. 

(2) DISPOSITION.— 
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(A) GREEN RIVER LOCK AND DAM 3.—The Sec- 
retary shall convey to the Rochester Dam 
Regional Water Commission all right, title, 
and interest of the United States in and to 
Green River Lock and Dam 3, located in Ohio 
County and Muhlenberg County, Kentucky, 
together with any improvements on the 
land. 

(B) GREEN RIVER LOCK AND DAM 4.—The Sec- 
retary shall convey to Butler County, Ken- 
tucky, all right, title, and interest of the 
United States in and to Green River Lock 
and Dam 4, located in Butler County, Ken- 
tucky, together with any improvements on 
the land. 

(C) GREEN RIVER LOCK AND DAM 5.—The Sec- 
retary shall convey to the State of Ken- 
tucky, a political subdivision of the State of 
Kentucky, or a nonprofit, nongovernmental 
organization all right, title, and interest of 
the United States in and to Green River 
Lock and Dam 5 for the express purposes of— 

(i) removing the structure from the river 
at the earliest feasible time; and 

(ii) making the land available for conserva- 
tion and public recreation, including river 
access. 

(D) GREEN RIVER LOCK AND DAM 6.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall trans- 
fer to the Secretary of the Interior adminis- 
trative jurisdiction over the portion of Green 
River Lock and Dam 6, Edmonson County, 
Kentucky, that is located on the left de- 
scending bank of the Green River, together 
with any improvements on the land, for in- 
clusion in Mammoth Cave National Park. 

(ii) TRANSFER TO THE STATE OF KENTUCKY.— 
The Secretary shall transfer to the State of 
Kentucky all right, title, and interest of the 
United States in and to the portion of Green 
River Lock and Dam 6, Edmonson County, 
Kentucky, that is located on the right de- 
scending bank of the Green River, together 
with any improvements on the land, for use 
by the Department of Fish and Wildlife Re- 
sources of the State of Kentucky for the pur- 
poses of— 

(I) removing the structure from the river 
at the earliest feasible time; and 

(II) making the land available for con- 
servation and public recreation, including 
river access. 

(E) BARREN RIVER LOCK AND DAM 1.—The 
Secretary shall convey to the State of Ken- 
tucky, all right, title, and interest of the 
United States in and to Barren River Lock 
and Dam 1, located in Warren County, Ken- 
tucky, together with any improvements on 
the land, for use by the Department of Fish 
and Wildlife Resources of the State of Ken- 
tucky for the purposes of— 

(i) removing the structure from the river 
at the earliest feasible time; and 

(ii) making the land available for conserva- 
tion and public recreation, including river 
access. 

(3) CONDITIONS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The exact acreage and 
legal description of any land to be disposed 
of, transferred, or conveyed under this sub- 
section shall be determined by a survey sat- 
isfactory to the Secretary. 

(B) QUITCLAIM DEED.—A conveyance under 
subparagraph (A), (B), (D), or (E) of para- 
graph (2) shall be accomplished by quitclaim 
deed and without consideration. 

(C) ADMINISTRATIVE COSTS.—The Secretary 
shall be responsible for all administrative 
costs associated with a transfer or convey- 
ance under this subsection, including the 
costs of a survey carried out under subpara- 
graph (A). 

(D) REVERSION.—If the Secretary deter- 
mines that the land transferred or conveyed 
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under this subsection is not used by a non- 
Federal entity for a purpose that is con- 
sistent with the purpose of the transfer or 
conveyance, all right, title, and interest in 
and to the land, including any improvements 
on the land, shall revert, at the discretion of 
the Secretary, to the United States, and the 
United States shall have the right of imme- 
diate entry onto the land. 

(f) PORT OF CASCADE LOCKS, OREGON.— 

(1) TERMINATION OF PORTIONS OF EXISTING 
FLOWAGE EASEMENT.— 

(A) DEFINITION OF FLOWAGE EASEMENT.—In 
this paragraph, the term ‘‘flowage ease- 
ment” means the flowage easements identi- 
fied as tracts 302H-1 and 304H-1 on the ease- 
ment deeds recorded as instruments in Hood 
River County, Oregon, as follows: 

(i) A flowage easement dated October 3, 
1936, recorded December 1, 1936, book 25 at 
page 531 (records of Hood River County, Or- 
egon), in favor of United States (302E-1-Per- 
petual Flowage Easement from October 5, 
1987, October 5, 1936, and October 8, 1936) (pre- 
viously acquired as tracts OH-36 and OH-41 
and a portion of tract OH-47). 

(ii) A flowage easement recorded October 
17, 1936, book 25 at page 476 (records of Hood 
River County, Oregon), in favor of the United 
States, that affects that portion below the 
94-foot contour line above main sea level (304 
E-1-Perpetual Flowage Easement from Au- 
gust 10, 1987 and October 3, 1936) (previously 
acquired as tract OH-42 and a portion of 
tract OH-47). 

(B) TERMINATION.—With respect to the 
properties described in paragraph (2), begin- 
ning on the date of enactment of this Act, 
the flowage easements are terminated above 
elevation 82.4 feet (NGVD29), the ordinary 
high water mark. 

(2) AFFECTED PROPERTIES.—The properties 
described in this paragraph, as recorded in 
Hood River, County, Oregon, are as follows: 

(A) Lots 8, 4, 5, and 7 of the “Port of Cas- 
cade Locks Business Park” subdivision, in- 
strument #2014-004386. 

(B) Parcels 1, 2, and 3 of Hood River County 
Partition plat No. 2008-25P. 

(3) FEDERAL LIABILITIES; CULTURAL, ENVI- 
RONMENTAL, OTHER REGULATORY REVIEWS.— 

(A) FEDERAL LIABILITY.—The United States 
shall not be liable for any injury caused by 
the termination of the easement under this 
subsection. 

(B) CULTURAL AND ENVIRONMENTAL REGU- 
LATORY ACTIONS.—Nothing in this subsection 
establishes any cultural or environmental 
regulation relating to the properties de- 
scribed in paragraph (2). 

(4) EFFECT ON OTHER RIGHTS.—Nothing in 
this subsection affects any remaining right 
or interest of the Corps of Engineers in the 
properties described in paragraph (2). 

(g) DECLARATIONS OF NON-NAVIGABILITY FOR 
PORTIONS OF THE DELAWARE RIVER, PHILA- 
DELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraphs (2) 
and (8), unless the Secretary determines, 
after consultation with local and regional 
public officials (including local and regional 
project planning organizations), that there 
are substantive objections, the following por- 
tions of the Delaware River, bounded by the 
former bulkhead and pierhead lines estab- 
lished by the Secretary of War and succes- 
sors, are declared to be non-navigable waters 
of the United States: 

(A) Piers 70 South through 38 South, en- 
compassing an area bounded by the southern 
line of Moore Street extended to the north- 
ern line of Catherine Street extended, in- 
cluding the following piers: Piers 70, 68, 67, 
64, 61-63, 60, 57, 55, 46, 48, 40, and 38. 
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(B) Piers 24 North through 72 North, en- 
compassing an area bounded by the southern 
line of Callowhill Street extended to the 
northern line of Hast Fletcher Street ex- 
tended, including the following piers: 24, 25, 
27-35, 35.5, 36, 37, 38, 39, 49, 51-52, 53-57, 58-65, 
66, 67, 69, 70-72, and Rivercenter. 

(2) DETERMINATION.—The Secretary shall 
make the determination under paragraph (1) 
separately for each portion of the Delaware 
River described in subparagraphs (A) and (B) 
of paragraph (1), using reasonable discretion, 
by not later than 150 days after the date of 
submission of appropriate plans for that por- 
tion. 

(3) LIMITS ON APPLICABILITY.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (1) applies 
only to those parts of the areas described in 
that paragraph that are or will be bulk- 
headed and filled or otherwise occupied by 
permanent structures, including marina and 
recreation facilities. 

(B) OTHER FEDERAL LAWS.—Any work de- 
scribed in subparagraph (A) shall be subject 
to all applicable Federal law (including regu- 
lations), including— 

(i) sections 9 and 10 of the Act of March 3, 
1899 (commonly known as the “River and 
Harbors Appropriation Act of 1899’’) (33 
U.S.C. 401, 403); 

(ii) section 404 of the Federal Water Pollu- 
tion Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1344); and 

(iii) the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4821 et seq.). 

(h) SALT CREEK, GRAHAM, TEXAS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The project for flood con- 
trol, environmental restoration, and recre- 
ation, Salt Creek, Graham, Texas, author- 
ized by section 101(a)(30) of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 1999 (Public Law 
106-53; 118 Stat. 278-279), is no longer author- 
ized as a Federal project beginning on the 
date of enactment of this Act. 

(2) CERTAIN PROJECT-RELATED CLAIMS.—The 
non-Federal sponsor for the project described 
in paragraph (1) shall hold and save the 
United States harmless from any claim that 
has arisen, or that may arise, in connection 
with the project. 

(3) TRANSFER.—The Secretary is authorized 
to transfer any land acquired by the Federal 
Government for the project on behalf of the 
non-Federal sponsor that remains in Federal 
ownership on or after the date of enactment 
of this Act to the non-Federal sponsor. 

(4) REVERSION.—If the Secretary deter- 
mines that the land that is integral to the 
project described in paragraph (1) ceases to 
be owned by the public, all right, title, and 
interest in and to the land and improve- 
ments shall revert, at the discretion of the 
Secretary, to the United States. 

SEC. 5002. CONVEYANCES. 

(a) PEARL RIVER, MISSISSIPPI AND LOU- 
ISIANA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The project for naviga- 
tion, Pearl River, Mississippi and Louisiana, 
authorized by the first section of the Act of 
August 30, 1935 (49 Stat. 1033, chapter 831) and 
section 101 of the River and Harbor Act of 
1966 (Public Law 89-789; 80 Stat. 1405), is no 
longer authorized as a Federal project begin- 
ning on the date of enactment of this Act. 

(2) TRANSFER.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraphs 
(B) and (C), the Secretary is authorized to 
convey to a State or local interest, without 
consideration, all right, title, and interest of 
the United States in and to— 

(i) any land in which the Federal Govern- 
ment has a property interest for the project 
described in paragraph (1); and 

(ii) improvements to the land described in 
clause (i). 
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(B) RESPONSIBILITY FOR COSTS.—The trans- 
feree shall be responsible for the payment of 
all costs and administrative expenses associ- 
ated with any transfer carried out pursuant 
to subparagraph (A), including costs associ- 
ated with any land survey required to deter- 
mine the exact acreage and legal description 
of the land and improvements to be trans- 
ferred. 

(C) OTHER TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—A trans- 
fer under subparagraph (A) shall be subject 
to such other terms and conditions as the 
Secretary determines to be necessary and ap- 
propriate to protect the interests of the 
United States. 

(8) REVERSION.—If the Secretary deter- 
mines that the land and improvements con- 
veyed under paragraph (2) ceases to be owned 
by the public, all right, title, and interest in 
and to the land and improvements shall re- 
vert, at the discretion of the Secretary, to 
the United States. 

(b) SARDIS LAKE, MISSISSIPPI.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary is author- 
ized to convey to the lessee, at full fair mar- 
ket value, all right, title and interest of the 
United Sates in and to the property identi- 
fied in the leases numbered DACW88-1-15-7, 
DACW88-1-15-33, DACW388-1-15-34, and 
DACW88-1-15-38, subject to such terms and 
conditions as the Secretary determines to be 
necessary and appropriate to protect the in- 
terests of the United States. 

(2) EASEMENT AND RESTRICTIVE COVENANT.— 
The conveyance under paragraph (1) shall in- 
clude— 

(A) a restrictive covenant to require the 
approval of the Secretary for any substantial 
change in the use of the property; and 

(B) a flowage easement. 

(c) PENSACOLA DAM AND RESERVOIR, GRAND 
RIVER, OKLAHOMA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding the Act 
of June 28, 1938 (52 Stat. 1215, chapter 795), as 
amended by section 3 of the Act of August 18, 
1941 (55 Stat. 645, chapter 377), and notwith- 
standing section 3 of the Act of July 31, 1946 
(60 Stat. 744, chapter 710), the Secretary shall 
convey, by quitclaim deed and without con- 
sideration, to the Grand River Dam Author- 
ity, an agency of the State of Oklahoma, for 
flood control purposes, all right, title, and 
interest of the United States in and to real 
property under the administrative jurisdic- 
tion of the Secretary acquired in connection 
with the Pensacola Dam project, together 
with any improvements on the property. 

(2) FLOOD CONTROL PURPOSES.—If any inter- 
est in the real property described in para- 
graph (1) ceases to be managed for flood con- 
trol or other public purposes and is conveyed 
to a non-public entity, the transferee, as 
part of the conveyance, shall pay to the 
United States the fair market value for the 
interest. 

(3) NO EFFECT.—Nothing 
section— 

(A) amends, modifies, or repeals any exist- 
ing authority vested in the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission; or 

(B) amends, modifies, or repeals any au- 
thority of the Secretary or the Chief of Engi- 
neers pursuant to section 7 of the Act of De- 
cember 22, 1944 (33 U.S.C. 709). 

(d) JOE POOL LAKE, TEXAS.—The Secretary 
shall accept from the Trinity River Author- 
ity of Texas, if received by September 30, 
2016, $31,233,401 as payment in full of 
amounts owed to the United States, includ- 
ing any accrued interest, for the approxi- 
mately 61,747.1 acre-feet of water supply 
storage space in Joe Pool Lake, Texas (pre- 
viously known as Lakeview Lake), for which 
payment has not commenced under Article 


in this sub- 
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5.a (relating to project investment costs) of 
contract number DACW63-76-C-0106 as of the 
date of enactment of this Act. 


The following final feasibility studies for 
water resources development and conserva- 
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tion and other purposes are authorized to be 
carried out by the Secretary substantially in 
accordance with the plan, and subject to the 
conditions, described in the respective re- 
ports designated in this section: 

(1) NAVIGATION.— 


C. Date of Report of P 
A. State B. Name Chief of Engineers D. Estimated Costs 
1. TX Brazos Island Harbor November 3, 2014 Federal: $116,116,000 
Non-Federal: $135,836,000 
Total: $251,952,000 
2. LA Calcasieu Lock December 2, 2014 Federal: $16,700,000 
Non-Federal: $0 
Total: $16,700,000 
3. NH, ME Portsmouth Harbor and | February 8, 2015 Federal: $15,580,000 
Piscataqua River Non-Federal: $5,190,000 
Total: $20,770,000 
4. KY Green River Locks and Dams | April 30, 2015 Federal: $0 
3, 4, 5 and 6 and Barren Non-Federal: $0 
River Lock and Dam 1 Dis- Total: $0 
position 
5. FL Port Everglades June 25, 2015 Federal: $220,200,000 
Non-Federal: $102,500,000 
Total: $322,700,000 
6. AK Little Diomede August 10, 2015 Federal: $26,015,000 
Non-Federal: $2,945,000 
Total: $28,960,000 
7. SC Charleston Harbor September 8, 2015 Federal: $224,300,000 
Non-Federal: $269,000,000 
Total: $493,300,000 
8. AK Craig Harbor March 16, 2016 Federal: $29,062,000 
Non-Federal: $3,255,000 
Total: $32,317,000 


(2) FLOOD RISK MANAGEMENT.— 


C. Date of Report of E 
A. State B. Name Chief of Engineers D. Estimated Costs 
1. TX Leon Creek Watershed, San | June 30, 2014 Federal: $18,314,000 
Antonio Non-Federal: $9,861,000 
Total: $28,175,000 
2. MO, KS Armourdale and Central In- | January 27, 2015 Federal: $207,036,000 
dustrial District Levee Non-Federal: $111,481,000 
Units, Missouri River and Total: $318,517,000 
Tributaries at Kansas City 
3. KS City of Manhattan April 30, 2015 Federal: $15,440,100 
Non-Federal: $8,313,900 
Total: $23,754,000 
4. KS Upper Turkey Creek Basin December 22, 2015 Federal: $24,584,000 
Non-Federal: $13,238,000 
Total: $37,822,000 
5. NC Princeville February 23, 2016 Federal: $14,001,000 
Non-Federal: $7,539,000 
Total: $21,540,000 
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C. Date of Report of ? 
A. State B. Name Chief of Engineers D. Estimated Costs 

6. CA West Sacramento April 26, 2016 Federal: $776,517,000 
Non-Federal: $414,011,000 
Total: $1,190,528,000 

7. CA American River Watershed | April 26, 2016 Federal: $876,478,000 

Common Features Non-Federal: $689,272,000 

Total: $1,565,750,000 

8. TN Mill Creek, Nashville October 15, 2015 Federal: $17,759,000 
Non-Federal: $10,745,000 
Total: $28,504,000 


(3) HURRICANE AND STORM DAMAGE RISK RE- 
DUCTION.— 


A. State B. Name 


C. Date of Report of 
Chief of Engineers 


D. Estimated Initial Costs and 
Estimated Renourishment Costs 


1. SC Edisto Beach, Colleton County 


September 5, 2014 


Initial Federal: $13,733,850 

Initial Non-Federal: $7,395,150 

Initial Total: $21,129,000 
Renourishment Federal: $16,371,000 
Renourishment Non-Federal: $16,371,000 
Renourishment Total: $32,742,000 


2. FL Flagler County 


December 23, 2014 


Initial Federal: $9,218,300 

Initial Non-Federal: $4,963,700 

Initial Total: $14,182,000 
Renourishment Federal: $15,390,000 
Renourishment Non-Federal: $15,390,000 
Renourishment Total: $30,780,000 


3. NC Bogue Banks, Carteret County 


December 23, 2014 


Initial Federal: $24,263,000 

Initial Non-Federal: $13,064,000 

Initial Total: $37,327,000 

Renourishment Federal: $114,728,000 
Renourishment Non-Federal: $114,728,000 
Renourishment Total: $229,456,000 


Protection Project, 
May County 


4. NJ Hereford Inlet to Cape May 
Inlet, New Jersey Shoreline 


January 23, 2015 


Initial Federal: $14,040,000 

Initial Non-Federal: $7,560,000 

Initial Total: $21,600,000 
Renourishment Federal: $41,215,000 
Renourishment Non-Federal: $41,215,000 
Renourishment Total: $82,430,000 


5. LA West Shore Lake 
chartrain 


June 12, 2015 


Federal: $466,760,000 
Non-Federal: $251,330,000 
Total: $718,090,000 


6.CA Encinitas-Solana Beach Coast- 
al Storm Damage Reduction 


April 29, 2016 


Initial Federal: $20,166,000 

Initial Non-Federal: $10,858,000 

Initial Total: $31,024,000 
Renourishment Federal: $68,215,000 
Renourishment Non-Federal: $68,215,000 
Renourishment Total: $136,430,000 


7. LA Southwest Coastal Louisiana 


July 29, 2016 


Federal: $2,011,279,000 
Non-Federal: $1,082,997,000 
Total: $3,094,276,000 


(4) FLOOD RISK MANAGEMENT AND ENVIRON- 
MENTAL RESTORATION.— 
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C. Date of Report of ? 
A. State B. Name Chief of Engineers D. Estimated Costs 
1. IL, WI Upper Des Plaines River and | June 8, 2015 Federal: $199,393,000 
Tributaries Non-Federal: $107,694,000 
Total: $307,087,000 
2. CA South San Francisco Bay | December 18, 2015 Federal: $69,521,000 
Shoreline Non-Federal: $104,379,000 
Total: $173,900,000 
(5) ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION.— 
C. Date of Report of f 
A. State B. Name Chief of Engineers D. Estimated Costs 
1. FL Central Everglades Planning | December 23, 2014 Federal: $976,375,000 
Project, Comprehensive Ev- Non-Federal: $974,625,000 
erglades Restoration Plan, Total: $1,951,000,000 
Central and Southern Flor- 
ida Project 
2. OR Lower Willamette River Envi- | December 14, 2015 Federal: $19,143,000 
ronmental Dredging Non-Federal: $10,631,000 
Total: $29,774,000 
3. WA Skokomish River December 14, 2015 Federal: $12,782,000 
Non-Federal: $6,882,000 
Total: $19,664,000 
4. CA LA River Ecosystem Restora- | December 18, 2015 Federal: $375,773,000 
tion Non-Federal: $980,835,000 
Total: $1,356,608,000 


(6) SPECIAL RU: 


Flood Control Act of 1948 (83 U.S.C. 701s). 


LE.—The portion of the Mill 
Creek Flood Risk Management project au- 
thorized by paragraph (2) that consists of 
measures within the Mill Creek Basin shall 
be carried out pursuant to section 205 of the 


SEC. 6002. AUTHORIZATION OF PROJECT MODI- 
FICATIONS RECOMMENDED BY THE 


SECRETARY. 


The following project modifications for 
water resources development and conserva- 
tion and other purposes are authorized to be 


carried out by the Secretary substantially in 
accordance with the recommendations of the 
Director of Civil Works, as specified in the 
reports referred to in this section: 


A. State 


B. Name 


C. Date of Director’s Report 


D. Updated Authorization Project Costs 


1. KS, MO 


Turkey Creek Basin 


November 4, 2015 


Estimated Federal: $97,067,750 
Estimated Non-Federal: $55,465,250 
Total: $152,533,000 


Blue River Basin 


November 6, 2015 


Estimated Federal: $34,860,000 
Estimated Non-Federal: $11,620,000 
Total: $46,480,000 


Picayune Strand 


March 9, 2016 


Estimated Federal: $308,983,000 
Estimated Non-Federal: $308,983,000 
Total: $617,967,000 


Ohio River Shoreline 


March 11, 2016 


Estimated Federal: $20,309,900 
Estimated Non-Federal: $10,936,100 
Total: $31,246,000 


Houston Ship Channel 


May 18, 2016 


Estimated Federal: $381,032,000 
Estimated Non-Federal: $127,178,000 
Total: $508,210,000 


Rio de Flag, Flagstaff 


June 22, 2016 


Estimated Federal: $65,514,650 
Estimated Non-Federal: $127,178,000 
Total: $100,837,000 
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A. State B. Name 


C. Date of Director’s Report 


D. Updated Authorization Project Costs 


7. MO 
Blue River 


Swope Park Industrial Area, 


April 21, 2016 


Estimated Federal: $20,205,250 
Estimated Non-Federal: $10,879,750 
Total: $31,085,000 


SEC. 6003. AUTHORIZATION OF STUDY AND MODI- 
FICATION PROPOSALS SUBMITTED 
TO CONGRESS BY THE SECRETARY. 

(a) ARCTIC DEEP DRAFT PORT DEVELOPMENT 
PARTNERSHIPS.—Section 2105 of the Water 
Resources Reform and Development Act of 
2014 (33 U.S.C. 2243) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘(25 U.S.C. 450b) each 
place it appears and inserting ‘(25 U.S.C. 
250b)) and a Native village, Regional Cor- 
poration, or Village Corporation (as those 
terms are defined in section 3 of the Alaska 
Native Claims Settlement Act (48 U.S.C. 
1602)’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(e) CONSIDERATION OF NATIONAL SECURITY 
INTERESTS.—In carrying out a study of the 
feasibility of an Arctic deep draft port, the 
Secretary— 

“(1) shall consult with the Secretary of 
Homeland Security and the Secretary of De- 
fense to identify national security benefits 
associated with an Arctic deep draft port; 
and 

‘(2) if appropriate, as determined by the 
Secretary, may determine a port described 
in paragraph (1) is feasible based on the bene- 
fits described in that paragraph.’’. 

(b) OUACHITA-BLACK RIVERS, ARKANSAS AND 
LOUISIANA.—The Secretary shall conduct a 
study to determine the feasibility of modi- 
fying the project for navigation, Ouachita- 
Black Rivers, authorized by section 101 of 
the River and Harbor Act of 1960 (Public Law 
86-645; 74 Stat. 481) to include bank stabiliza- 
tion and water supply as project purposes. 

(c) CACHE CREEK BASIN, CALIFORNIA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pre- 
pare a general reevaluation report on the 
project for flood control, Cache Creek Basin, 
California, authorized by section 401(a) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 
(Public Law 99-662; 100 Stat. 4112). 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—In preparing the report 
under paragraph (1), the Secretary shall 
identify specific needed modifications to ex- 
isting project authorities— 

(A) to increase basin capacity; 

(B) to decrease the long-term maintenance; 
and 

(C) to provide opportunities for ecosystem 
benefits for the Sacramento River flood con- 
trol project. 

(d) COYOTE VALLEY DAM, CALIFORNIA.—The 
Secretary shall conduct a study to determine 
the feasibility of carrying out a project for 
flood damage reduction, environmental res- 
toration, and water supply by modifying the 
Coyote Valley Dam, California. 

(e) DEL ROSA DRAINAGE AREA, CALI- 
FORNIA.—The Secretary shall conduct a 
study to determine the feasibility of car- 
rying out projects for flood control and eco- 
system restoration in the cities of San 
Bernardino and Highland, San Bernardino 
County, California. 

(f) MERCED COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.—The Sec- 
retary shall prepare a general reevaluation 
report on the project for flood control, 
Merced County streams project, California, 
authorized by section 10 of the Act of Decem- 
ber 22, 1944 (58 Stat. 900; chapter 665), to in- 
vestigate the flood risk management oppor- 
tunities and improve levee performance 
along Black Rascal Creek and Bear Creek. 


(g) MISSION-ZANJA DRAINAGE AREA, CALI- 
FORNIA.—The Secretary shall conduct a 
study to determine the feasibility of car- 
rying out projects for flood control and eco- 
system restoration in the cities of Redlands, 
Loma Linda, and San Bernardino, California, 
and unincorporated counties of San 
Bernardino County, California. 

(h) SANTA ANA RIVER BASIN, CALIFORNIA.— 
The Secretary shall conduct a study to de- 
termine the feasibility of modifying the 
project for flood damage reduction by modi- 
fying the San Jacinto and Bautista Creek 
Improvement Project, part of the Santa Ana 
River Basin Project in Riverside County, 
California. 

(i) DELAWARE BAY COASTLINE, DELAWARE 
AND NEW JERSEY-ROOSEVELT INLET-LEWES 
BEACH, DELAWARE.—The Secretary shall con- 
duct a study to determine the feasibility of 
modifying the project for shoreline protec- 
tion and ecosystem restoration, Delaware 
Bay Coastline, Delaware and New Jersey- 
Roosevelt Inlet-Lewes Beach, Delaware, au- 
thorized by section 101(a)(18) of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 1999 (Public 
Law 106-53; 118 Stat. 276), to extend the au- 
thorized project limit from the current east- 
ward terminus to a distance of 8,000 feet east 
of the Roosevelt Inlet east jetty. 

(j) MISPILLION INLET, CONCH BAR, DELA- 
WARE.—The Secretary shall conduct a study 
to determine the feasibility of carrying out a 
project for navigation and shoreline protec- 
tion at Mispillion Inlet and Conch Bar, Sus- 
sex County, Delaware. 

(k) DAYTONA BEACH FLOOD PROTECTION, 
FLORIDA.—The Secretary shall conduct a 
study to determine the feasibility of car- 
rying out projects for flood control in the 
city of Daytona Beach, Florida. 

(1) BRUNSWICK HARBOR, GEORGIA.—The Sec- 
retary shall conduct a study to determine 
the feasibility of modifying the project for 
navigation, Brunswick Harbor, Georgia, au- 
thorized by section 101(a)(19) of the Water 
Resources and Development Act of 1999 (Pub- 
lic Law 106-53; 118 Stat. 277)— 

(1) to widen the existing bend in the Fed- 
eral navigation channel at the intersection 
of Cedar Hammock and Brunswick Point Cut 
Ranges; and 

(2) to extend the northwest side of the ex- 
isting South Brunswick River Turning 
Basin. 

(m) SAVANNAH RIVER BELOW AUGUSTA, 
GEORGIA.—The Secretary shall conduct a 
study to determine the feasibility of modi- 
fying the project for navigation, Savannah 
River below Augusta, Georgia, authorized by 
the first section of the Act of July 3, 1930 (46 
Stat. 924, chapter 847), to include aquatic 
ecosystem restoration, water supply, recre- 
ation, sediment management, and flood con- 
trol as project purposes. 

(n) DUBUQUE, IOWA.—The Secretary shall 
conduct a study to determine the feasibility 
of modifying the project for flood protection, 
Dubuque, Iowa, authorized by section 208 of 
the Flood Control Act of 1965 (Public Law 89- 
298; 79 Stat. 1086), to increase the level of 
flood protection and reduce flood damages. 

(0) MISSISSIPPI RIVER SHIP CHANNEL, GULF 
TO BATON ROUGE, LOUISIANA.—The Secretary 


shall conduct a study to determine the feasi- 
bility of modifying the project for naviga- 
tion, Mississippi River Ship Channel, Gulf to 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana, authorized by sec- 
tion 201(a) of the Harbor Development and 
Navigation Improvement Act of 1986 (Public 
Law 99-662; 100 Stat. 4090), to deepen the 
channel approaches and the associated area 
on the left descending bank of the Mis- 
sissippi River between mile 98.3 and mile 
100.6 Above Head of Passes (AHP) to a depth 
equal to the Channel. 

(p) ST. TAMMANY PARISH GOVERNMENT COM- 
PREHENSIVE COASTAL MASTER PLAN, Lovu- 
ISIANA.—The Secretary shall conduct a study 
to determine the feasibility of carrying out 
projects described in the St. Tammany Par- 
ish Comprehensive Coastal Master Plan for 
flood control, shoreline protection, and eco- 
system restoration in St. Tammany Parish, 
Louisiana. 

(q) CAYUGA INLET, ITHACA, NEW YORK.—The 
Secretary shall conduct a study to determine 
the feasibility of modifying the project for 
flood protection, Great Lakes Basin, author- 
ized by section 203 of the Flood Control Act 
of 1960 (Public Law 86-645; 74 Stat. 488) to in- 
clude sediment management as a project 
purpose on the Cayuga Inlet, Ithaca, New 
York. 

(r) CHAUTAUQUA COUNTY, NEW YORK.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con- 
duct a study to determine the feasibility of 
carrying out projects for flood risk manage- 
ment, navigation, environmental dredging, 
and ecosystem restoration on the 
Cattaraugus, Silver Creek, and Chautauqua 
Lake tributaries in Chautauqua County, New 
York. 

(2) EVALUATION OF POTENTIAL SOLUTIONS.— 
In conducting the study under paragraph (1), 
the Secretary shall evaluate potential solu- 
tions to flooding from all sources, including 
flooding that results from ice jams. 

(S) DELAWARE RIVER BASIN, NEW YORK, NEW 
JERSEY, PENNSYLVANIA, DELAWARE.—The 
Secretary shall conduct a study to determine 
the feasibility of modifying the operations of 
the projects for flood control, Delaware 
River Basin, New York, New Jersey, Penn- 
sylvania, and Delaware, authorized by sec- 
tion 10 of the Flood Control Act of 1946 (60 
Stat. 644, chapter 596), and section 203 of the 
Flood Control Act of 1962 (Public Law 87-874; 
76 Stat. 1182), to enhance opportunities for 
ecosystem restoration and water supply. 

(t) CINCINNATI, OHIO.— 

(1) REviEW.—The Secretary shall review 
the Central Riverfront Park Master Plan, 
dated December 1999, and the Ohio River- 
front Study, Cincinnati, Ohio, dated August 
2002, to determine the feasibility of carrying 
out flood risk reduction, ecosystem restora- 
tion, and recreation components beyond the 
ecosystem restoration and recreation compo- 
nents that were undertaken pursuant to sec- 
tion 5116 of the Water Resources Develop- 
ment Act of 2007 (Public Law 110-114; 121 
Stat. 1238) as a second phase of that project. 

(2) AUTHORIZATION.—The project authorized 
under section 5116 of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 2007 (Public Law 110-114; 
121 Stat. 1238) is modified to authorize the 
Secretary to undertake the additional flood 
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risk reduction and ecosystem restoration 
components described in paragraph (1), at a 
total cost of $30,000,000, if the Secretary de- 
termines that the additional flood risk re- 
duction, ecosystem restoration, and recre- 
ation components, considered together, are 
feasible. 

(u) TULSA AND WEST TULSA, ARKANSAS 
RIVER, OKLAHOMA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con- 
duct a study to determine the feasibility of 
modifying the projects for flood risk man- 
agement, Tulsa and West Tulsa, Oklahoma, 
authorized by section 3 of the Act of August 
18, 1941 (55 Stat. 645; chapter 377). 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out the study 
under paragraph (1), the Secretary shall ad- 
dress project deficiencies, uncertainties, and 
significant data gaps, including material, 
construction, and subsurface, which render 
the project at risk of overtopping, breaching, 
or system failure. 

(B) ADDRESSING DEFICIENCIES.—In address- 
ing deficiencies under subparagraph (A), the 
Secretary shall incorporate current design 
standards and efficiency improvements, in- 
cluding the replacement of mechanical and 
electrical components at pumping stations, 
if the incorporation does not significantly 
change the scope, function, or purpose of the 
project. 

(3) PRIORITIZATION TO ADDRESS SIGNIFICANT 
RISKS.—In any case in which a levee or levee 
system (as defined in section 9002 of the 
Water Resources Reform and Development 
Act of 2007 (33 U.S.C. 3301)) is classified as a 
Class I or II under the levee safety action 
classification tool developed by the Corps of 
Engineers, the Secretary shall expedite the 
project for budget consideration. 

(v) JOHNSTOWN, PENNSYLVANIA.—The Sec- 
retary shall conduct a study to determine 
the feasibility of modifying the project for 
flood control, Johnstown, Pennsylvania, au- 
thorized by the Act of June 22, 1936 (49 Stat. 
1570, chapter 688; 50 Stat. 880) (commonly 
known as the “Flood Control Act of 1936”), 
to include aquatic ecosystem restoration, 
recreation, sediment management, and in- 
crease the level of flood control. 

(w) CHACON CREEK, TEXAS.—Notwith- 
standing any other provision of law (includ- 
ing any resolution of a Committee of Con- 
gress), the study conducted by the Secretary 
described in the resolution adopted by the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure of the House of Representatives on 
May 21, 2003, relating to flood damage reduc- 
tion, environmental restoration and protec- 
tion, water conservation and supply, water 
quality, and related purposes in the Rio 
Grande Watershed below Falcon Dam, shall 
include the area above Falcon Dam. 

(x) CORPUS CHRISTI SHIP CHANNEL, TEXAS.— 
The Secretary shall conduct a study to de- 
termine the feasibility of modifying the 
project for navigation and ecosystem res- 
toration, Corpus Christi Ship Channel, 
Texas, authorized by section 1001(40) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 2007 
(Public Law 110-114; 121 Stat. 1056), to de- 
velop and evaluate alternatives that address 
navigation problems directly affecting the 
Corpus Christi Ship Channel, La Quinta 
Channel, and La Quinta Channel Extension, 
including deepening the La Quinta Channel, 
2 turning basins, and the wye at La Quinta 
Junction. 

(y) TRINITY RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, 
TEXAS.— 

(1) REVIEW.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec- 
retary shall review the economic analysis of 
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the Center for Economic Development and 
Research of the University of North Texas 
entitled ‘‘Estimated Economic Benefits of 
the Modified Central City Project (Trinity 
River Vision) in Fort Worth, Texas” and 
dated November 2014. 

(2) AUTHORIZATION.—The project for flood 
control and other purposes on the Trinity 
River and tributaries, Texas, authorized by 
the River and Harbor Act of 1965 (Public Law 
89-298; 79 Stat. 1091), as modified by section 
116 the Energy and Water Development Ap- 
propriations Act, 2005 (Public Law 108-447; 
118 Stat. 2944), is further modified to author- 
ize the Secretary to carry out projects de- 
scribed in the recommended plan of the eco- 
nomic analysis described in paragraph (1), if 
the Secretary determines, based on the re- 
view referred to in paragraph (1), that— 

(A) the economic analysis and the process 
by which the economic analysis was devel- 
oped complies with Federal law (including 
regulations) applicable to economic analyses 
for water resources development projects; 
and 

(B) based on the economic analysis, the 
recommended plan in the supplement to the 
final environmental impact statement for 
the Central City Project, Upper Trinity 
River entitled ‘‘Final Supplemental No. 1” is 
economically justified. 

(8) LIMITATION.—The Federal share of the 
cost of the recommended plan described in 
paragraph (2) shall not exceed $520,000,000, of 
which not more than $5,500,000 may be ex- 
pended to carry out recreation features of 
the project. 


(z) CHINCOTEAGUE ISLAND, VIRGINIA.—The 
Secretary shall conduct a study to determine 
the feasibility of carrying out projects for 
ecosystem restoration and flood control, 
Chincoteague Island, Virginia, authorized by 
section 8 of Public Law 89-195 (16 U.S.C. 459f- 
7) (commonly known as the ‘‘Assateague Is- 
land National Seashore Act’’) for— 

(1) assessing the current and future func- 
tion of the barrier island, inlet, and coastal 
bay system surrounding Chincoteague Is- 
land; 

(2) developing an array of options for re- 
source management; and 

(3) evaluating the feasibility and cost asso- 
ciated with sustainable protection and res- 
toration areas. 


(aa) BURLEY CREEK WATERSHED, WASH- 
INGTON.—The Secretary shall conduct a 
study to determine the feasibility of car- 
rying out projects for flood control and 
aquatic ecosystem restoration in the Burley 
Creek Watershed, Washington. 


SEC. 6004. EXPEDITED COMPLETION OF RE- 
PORTS. 


The Secretary shall expedite completion of 
the reports for the following projects and, if 
the Secretary determines that a project is 
justified in the completed report, proceed di- 
rectly to project preconstruction, engineer- 
ing, and design in accordance with section 
910 of the Water Resources Development Act 
of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2287): 

(1) The project for navigation, St. George 
Harbor, Alaska. 

(2) The project for flood risk management, 
Rahway River Basin, New Jersey. 


SEC. 6005. EXTENSION OF EXPEDITED CONSIDER- 
ATION IN SENATE. 


Section 7004(b)(4) of the Water Resources 
Reform and Development Act of 2014 (Public 
Law 113-121; 128 Stat. 1374) is amended by 
striking ‘‘2018’’ and inserting ‘‘2020’’. 
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TITLE VII—SAFE DRINKING WATER AND 
CLEAN WATER INFRASTRUCTURE 
SEC. 7001. DEFINITION OF ADMINISTRATOR. 

In this title, the term ‘‘Administrator’’ 
means the Administrator of the Environ- 
mental Protection Agency. 

SEC. 7002. SENSE OF THE SENATE ON APPRO- 
PRIATIONS LEVELS AND FINDINGS 
ON ECONOMIC IMPACTS. 

(a) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense 
of the Senate that Congress should provide 
robust funding for the State drinking water 
treatment revolving loan funds established 
under section 1452 of the Safe Drinking 
Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12) and the State 
water pollution control revolving funds es- 
tablished under title VI of the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act (83 U.S.C. 1381 et seq.). 

(b) FINDINGS.—Congress finds, based on an 
analysis sponsored by the Water Environ- 
ment Federation and the WateReuse Asso- 
ciation of the nationwide impact of State re- 
volving loan fund spending using the 
IMPLAN economic model developed by the 
Federal Government, that, in addition to the 
public health and environmental benefits, 
the Federal investment in safe drinking 
water and clean water provides the following 
benefits: 

(1) Generation of significant Federal tax 
revenue, as evidenced by the following: 

(A) Every dollar of a Federal capitalization 
grant returns $0.21 to the general fund of the 
Treasury in the form of Federal taxes and, 
when additional spending from the State re- 
volving loan funds is considered to be the re- 
sult of leveraging the Federal investment, 
every dollar of a Federal capitalization grant 
returns $0.93 in Federal tax revenue. 

(B) A combined $34,700,000,000 in capitaliza- 
tion grants for the clean water and state 
drinking water state revolving loan funds de- 
scribed in subsection (a) over a period of 5 
years would generate $7,430,000,000 in Federal 
tax revenue and, when additional spending 
from the State revolving loan funds is con- 
sidered to be the result of leveraging the 
Federal investment, the Federal investment 
will result in $32,300,000,000 in Federal tax 
revenue during that 5-year period. 

(2) An increase in employment, as evi- 
denced by the following: 

(A) Every $1,000,000 in State revolving loan 
fund spending generates 16 14 jobs. 

(B) $34,700,000,000 in Federal capitalization 
grants for State revolving loan funds over a 
period of 5 years would result in 506,000 jobs. 

(3) An increase in economic output: 

(A) Every $1,000,000 in State revolving loan 
fund spending results in $2,950,000 in output 
for the economy of the United States. 

(B) $34,700,000,000 in Federal capitalization 
grants for State revolving loan funds over a 
period of 5 years will generate $102,700,000,000 
in total economic output. 

Subtitle A—Drinking Water 
SEC. 7101. PRECONSTRUCTION WORK. 

Section 1452(a)(2) of the Safe Drinking 
Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12(a)(2)) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) by designating the first, second, third, 
fourth, and fifth sentences as subparagraphs 
(A), (B), (D), (E), and (F), respectively; 

(2) in subparagraph (B) (as designated by 
paragraph (1)) by striking ‘‘(not’’ and insert- 
ing ‘‘(including expenditures for planning, 
design, and associated preconstruction ac- 
tivities, including activities relating to the 
siting of the facility, but not’’; and 

(3) by inserting after subparagraph (B) (as 
designated by paragraph (1)) the following: 

“(C) SALE OF BONDS.—Funds may also be 
used by a public water system as a source of 
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revenue (restricted solely to interest earn- 
ings of the applicable State loan fund) or se- 
curity for payment of the principal and in- 
terest on revenue or general obligation bonds 
issued by the State to provide matching 
funds under subsection (e), if the proceeds of 
the sale of the bonds will be deposited in the 
State loan fund.’’. 

SEC. 7102. PRIORITY SYSTEM REQUIREMENTS. 

Section 1452(b)(8) of the Safe Drinking 
Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12(b)(8)) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) by redesignating subparagraph (B) as 
subparagraph (D); 

(2) by striking subparagraph (A) and in- 
serting the following: 

‘(A) DEFINITION OF RESTRUCTURING.—In 
this paragraph, the term ‘restructuring’ 
means changes in operations (including own- 
ership, cooperative partnerships, asset man- 
agement, consolidation, and alternative 
water supply). 

“(B) PRIORITY SYSTEM.—An intended use 
plan shall provide, to the maximum extent 
practicable, that priority for the use of funds 
be given to projects that— 

“(i) address the most serious risk to 
human health; 

“(ii) are necessary to ensure compliance 
with this title (including requirements for 
filtration); 

“(iii) assist systems most in need on a per- 
household basis according to State afford- 
ability criteria; and 

“(iv) improve the sustainability of sys- 
tems. 

“(C) WEIGHT GIVEN TO APPLICATIONS.—After 
determining project priorities under sub- 
paragraph (B), an intended use plan shall 
provide that the State shall give greater 
weight to an application for assistance by a 
community water system if the application 
includes such information as the State deter- 
mines to be necessary and contains— 

“(i) a description of utility management 
best practices undertaken by a treatment 
works applying for assistance, including— 

“(I) an inventory of assets, including any 
lead service lines, and a description of the 
condition of the assets; 

‘(II) a schedule for replacement of assets; 

(III) a financing plan that factors in all 
lifecycle costs indicating sources of revenue 
from ratepayers, grants, bonds, other loans, 
and other sources to meet the costs; and 

‘“(IV) a review of options for restructuring 
the public water system; 

“(ii) demonstration of consistency with 
State, regional, and municipal watershed 
plans; 

“(iii) a water conservation plan consistent 
with guidelines developed for those plans by 
the Administrator under section 1455(a); and 

‘“(iv) approaches to improve the sustain- 
ability of the system, including— 

“(I) water efficiency or conservation, in- 
cluding the rehabilitation or replacement of 
existing leaking pipes; 

“(ID) use of reclaimed water; 

‘(JIT) actions to increase energy efficiency; 
and 

‘(IV) implementation of plans to protect 
source water identified in a source water as- 
sessment under section 14538.’’; and 

(3) in subparagraph (D) (as redesignated by 
paragraph (1)), by striking ‘‘periodically”’ 
and inserting ‘‘at least biennially”. 

SEC. 7103. ADMINISTRATION OF STATE LOAN 
FUNDS. 

Section 1452(¢)(2) of the Safe Drinking 
Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12(¢)(2)) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘up to 
4 percent of the funds allotted to the State 
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under this section” and inserting ‘‘, for each 
fiscal year, an amount that does not exceed 
the sum of the amount of any fees collected 
by the State for use in covering reasonable 
costs of administration of programs under 
this section, regardless of the source, and an 
amount equal to the greatest of $400,000, % 
percent of the current valuation of the fund, 
or 4 percent of all grant awards to the fund 
under this section for the fiscal year,’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘1419,’ and all that follows 
through ‘‘1993.’’ and inserting ‘‘1419.’’. 

SEC. 7104. OTHER AUTHORIZED ACTIVITIES. 

Section 1452(k) of the Safe Drinking Water 
Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12(k)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)(D), by inserting before 
the period at the end the following: ‘‘and the 
implementation of plans to protect source 
water identified in a source water assess- 
ment under section 1453”; and 

(2) in paragraph (2)(E), by inserting after 
“wellhead protection programs’’ the fol- 
lowing: ‘‘and implement plans to protect 
source water identified in a source water as- 
sessment under section 1453”. 

SEC. 7105. NEGOTIATION OF CONTRACTS. 

Section 1452 of the Safe Drinking Water 
Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12) is amended by adding 
at the end the following: 

‘(s) NEGOTIATION OF CONTRACTS.—For com- 
munities with populations of more than 
10,000 individuals, a contract to be carried 
out using funds directly made available by a 
capitalization grant under this section for 
program management, construction manage- 
ment, feasibility studies, preliminary engi- 
neering, design, engineering, surveying, 
mapping, or architectural or related services 
shall be negotiated in the same manner as— 

“(1) a contract for architectural and engi- 
neering services is negotiated under chapter 
11 of title 40, United States Code; or 

“(2) an equivalent State qualifications- 
based requirement (as determined by the 
Governor of the State).’’. 

SEC. 7106. ASSISTANCE FOR SMALL AND DIS- 
ADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Part E of the Safe Drink- 
ing Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j et seq.) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 
“SEC. 1459A. ASSISTANCE FOR SMALL AND DIS- 

ADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES. 

‘“(a) DEFINITION OF UNDERSERVED COMMU- 
NITY.—In this section: 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘underserved 
community’ means a local political subdivi- 
sion that, as determined by the Adminis- 
trator, has an inadequate drinking water or 
wastewater system. 

(2) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘underserved 
community’ includes a local political sub- 
division that, as determined by the Adminis- 
trator— 

“(A) does not have household drinking 
water or wastewater services; and 

‘“(B) has a drinking water system that fails 
to meet health-based standards under this 
Act, including— 

“(i) a maximum contaminant level for a 
primary drinking water contaminant; 

“(i) a treatment technique violation; and 

‘“(iii) an action level exceedance. 

‘“(b) ESTABLISHMENT.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 
establish a program under which grants are 
provided to eligible entities for use in car- 
rying out projects and activities the primary 
purposes of which are to assist public water 
systems in meeting the requirements of this 
Act. 

‘“(2) INCLUSIONS.—Projects and activities 
under paragraph (1) include— 

“(A) infrastructure investments necessary 
to comply with the requirements of this Act, 
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‘“(B) assistance that directly and primarily 
benefits the disadvantaged community on a 
per-household basis, and 

‘“(C) programs to provide household water 
quality testing. 

“(c) ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—An entity eligible 
to receive a grant under this section— 

“(1) is— 

“(A) a public water system as defined in 
section 1401; 

“(B) a system that is located in an area 
governed by an Indian Tribe (as defined in 
section 1401); or 

“(C) a State, on behalf of an underserved 
community; and 

“(2) serves a community that, under af- 
fordability criteria established by the State 
under section 1452(d)(3), is determined by the 
State— 

“(A) to be a disadvantaged community; 

“(B) to be a community that may become 
a disadvantaged community as a result of 
carrying out an eligible activity; or 

“(C) to serve a community with a popu- 
lation of less than 10,000 individuals that the 
Administrator determines does not have the 
capacity to incur debt sufficient to finance 
the project under subsection (b). 

(d) PRIORITY.—In prioritizing projects for 
implementation under this section, the Ad- 
ministrator shall give priority to systems 
that serve underserved communities. 

“(e) LOCAL PARTICIPATION.—In prioritizing 
projects for implementation under this sec- 
tion, the Administrator shall consult with, 
and consider the priorities of, affected 
States, Indian Tribes, and local govern- 
ments. 

“(f) TECHNICAL, MANAGERIAL, AND FINAN- 
CIAL CAPABILITY.—The Administrator may 
provide assistance to increase the technical, 
managerial, and financial capability of an el- 
igible entity receiving a grant under this 
section if the Administrator determines that 
the eligible entity lacks appropriate tech- 
nical, managerial, and financial capability. 

“(g) COST SHARING.—Before carrying out 
any project under this section, the Adminis- 
trator shall enter into a binding agreement 
with 1 or more non-Federal interests that 
shall require the non-Federal interests— 

“(1) to pay not less than 45 percent of the 
total costs of the project, which may include 
services, materials, supplies, or other in- 
kind contributions; 

‘(2) to provide any land, easements, rights- 
of-way, and relocations necessary to carry 
out the project; and 

“(3) to pay 100 percent of any operation, 
maintenance, repair, replacement, and reha- 
bilitation costs associated with the project. 

“(h) WAIVER.—The Administrator may 
waive the requirement to pay the non-Fed- 
eral share of the cost of carrying out an eli- 
gible activity using funds from a grant pro- 
vided under this section if the Administrator 
determines that an eligible entity is unable 
to pay, or would experience significant fi- 
nancial hardship if required to pay, the non- 
Federal share. 

‘(i) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section— 

“*(1) $230,000,000 for fiscal year 2017; and 

*“(2) $300,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2018 
through 2021.”’. 

(b) FUNDING.—Out of any funds in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall transfer to 
the Administrator to provide grants to eligi- 
ble entities under section 1459A of the Safe 
Drinking Water Act (as added by subsection 
(a)), $20,000,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended. 
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SEC. 7107. REDUCING LEAD IN DRINKING WATER. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Part E of the Safe Drink- 
ing Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j et seq.) (as 
amended by section 7106) is amended by add- 
ing at the end the following: 
“SEC. 1459B. REDUCING LEAD IN DRINKING 
WATER. 

“(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) ELIGIBLE ENTITY.—The term ‘eligible 
entity’ means— 

“(A) a community water system; 

“(B) a system located in an area governed 
by an Indian Tribe; 

“(C) a nontransient noncommunity water 
system; 

‘“(D) a qualified nonprofit organization, as 
determined by the Administrator; and 

“(E) a municipality or State, interstate, or 
intermunicipal agency. 

‘*(2) LEAD REDUCTION PROJECT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘lead reduc- 
tion project’ means a project or activity the 
primary purpose of which is to reduce the 
level of lead in water for human consump- 
tion by— 

“(i) replacement of publicly owned lead 
service lines; 

“(ii) testing, planning, or other relevant 
activities, as determined by the Adminis- 
trator, to identify and address conditions 
(including corrosion control) that contribute 
to increased lead levels in water for human 
consumption; 

“(iii) assistance to low-income home- 
owners to replace privately owned service 
lines, pipes, fittings, or fixtures that contain 
lead; and 

“(iv) education of consumers regarding 
measures to reduce exposure to lead from 
drinking water or other sources. 

“(B) LIMITATION.—The term ‘lead reduction 
project’ does not include a partial lead serv- 
ice line replacement if, at the conclusion of 
the service line replacement, drinking water 
is delivered to a household through a pub- 
licly or privately owned portion of a lead 
service line. 

“(3) LOW-INCOME.—The term ‘low-income’, 
with respect to an individual provided assist- 
ance under this section, has such meaning as 
may be given the term by the head of the 
municipality or State, interstate, or inter- 
municipal agency with jurisdiction over the 
area to which assistance is provided. 

“(4) MUNICIPALITY.—The term ‘munici- 
pality’ means— 

“(A) a city, town, borough, county, parish, 
district, association, or other public entity 
established by, or pursuant to, applicable 
State law; and 

“(B) an Indian tribe (as defined in section 
4 of the Indian Self-Determination and Edu- 
cation Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 450b)). 

“(b) GRANT PROGRAM.— 

“(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Administrator 
shall establish a grant program to provide 
assistance to eligible entities for lead reduc- 
tion projects in the United States. 

(2) PRECONDITION.—As a condition of re- 
ceipt of assistance under this section, before 
receiving the assistance the eligible entity 
shall take steps to identify— 

“(A) the source of lead in water for human 
consumption; and 

‘“(B) the means by which the proposed lead 
reduction project would reduce lead levels in 
the applicable water system. 

‘(3) PRIORITY APPLICATION.—In providing 
grants under this subsection, the Adminis- 
trator shall give priority to an eligible enti- 
ty that— 

“(A) the Administrator determines, based 
on affordability criteria established by the 
State under section 1452(d)(3), to be a dis- 
advantaged community; and 
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““(B) proposes to— 

“() carry out a lead reduction project at a 
public water system or nontransient non- 
community water system that has exceeded 
the lead action level established by the Ad- 
ministrator at any time during the 3-year 
period preceding the date of submission of 
the application of the eligible entity; 

‘“(ii) address lead levels in water for human 
consumption at a school, daycare, or other 
facility that primarily serves children or 
other vulnerable human subpopulation; or 

“Gii) address such priority criteria as the 
Administrator may establish, consistent 
with the goal of reducing lead levels of con- 
cern. 

‘*(4) COST SHARING.— 

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(B), the non-Federal share of the total cost 
of a project funded by a grant under this sub- 
section shall be not less than 20 percent. 

(B) WAIVER.—The Administrator may re- 
duce or eliminate the non-Federal share 
under subparagraph (A) for reasons of afford- 
ability, as the Administrator determines to 
be appropriate. 

‘(5) LOW-INCOME ASSISTANCE.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(B), an eligible entity may use a grant pro- 
vided under this subsection to provide assist- 
ance to low-income homeowners to carry out 
lead reduction projects. 

“(B) LIMITATION.—The amount of a grant 
provided to a low-income homeowner under 
this paragraph shall not exceed the cost of 
replacement of the privately owned portion 
of the service line. 

‘*(6) SPECIAL CONSIDERATION FOR LEAD SERV- 
ICE LINE REPLACEMENT.—In carrying out lead 
service line replacement using a grant under 
this subsection, an eligible entity shall— 

“(A) notify customers of the replacement 
of any publicly owned portion of the lead 
service line; 

‘“(B) in the case of a homeowner who is not 
low-income, offer to replace the privately 
owned portion of the lead service line at the 
cost of replacement; 

“(C) in the case of a low-income home- 
owner, offer to replace the privately owned 
portion of the lead service line and any 
pipes, fitting, and fixtures that contain lead 
at a cost that is equal to the difference be- 
tween— 

““(i) the cost of replacement; and 

“(ii) the amount of low-income assistance 
available to the homeowner under paragraph 
(5); 

“(D) notify each customer that a planned 
replacement of any publicly owned portion 
of a lead service line that is funded by a 
grant made under this subsection will not be 
carried out unless the customer agrees to the 
simultaneous replacement of the privately 
owned portion of the lead service line; and 

“(E) demonstrate that the eligible entity 
has considered options for reducing lead in 
drinking water, including an evaluation of 
options for corrosion control. 


“(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $60,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2017 through 2021.’’. 


(b) FUNDING.—Out of any funds in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall transfer to 
the Administrator to provide grants to eligi- 
ble entities under this section under section 
1459B of the Safe Drinking Water Act (as 
added by subsection (a)), $20,000,000, to re- 
main available until expended. 
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SEC. 7108. REGIONAL LIAISONS FOR MINORITY, 
TRIBAL, AND LOW-INCOME COMMU- 
NITIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 
appoint not fewer than 1 employee in each 
regional office of the Environmental Protec- 
tion Agency to serve as a liaison to minor- 
ity, tribal, and low-income communities in 
the relevant region. 

(b) PUBLIC IDENTIFICATION.—The Adminis- 
trator shall identify each regional liaison se- 
lected under subsection (a) on the website 
of— 

(1) the relevant regional office of the Envi- 
ronmental Protection Agency; and 

(2) the Office of Environmental Justice of 
the Environmental Protection Agency. 

SEC. 7109. NOTICE TO PERSONS SERVED. 

(a) EXCEEDANCE OF LEAD ACTION LEVEL.— 
Section 1414(c) of the Safe Drinking Water 
Act (42 U.S.C. 300g-3(c)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by adding at the end 
the following: 

“(D) Notice of any exceedance of a lead ac- 
tion level or any other prescribed level of 
lead in a regulation issued under section 
1412, including the concentrations of lead 
found in a monitoring activity.”’; 

(2) in paragraph (2)— 

(A) in subparagraph (C)— 

(i) in clause (iii)— 

(I) by striking ‘‘Administrator or” and in- 
serting ‘‘Administrator, the Director of the 
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, 
and, if applicable,’’; and 

(II) by inserting ‘‘and the appropriate 
State and county health agencies’’ after 
“1413”; 

(B) by redesignating subparagraphs (D) and 
(Œ) as subparagraphs (E) and (F), respec- 
tively; and 

(C) by inserting after subparagraph (C) the 
following: 

‘(D) EXCEEDANCE OF LEAD ACTION LEVEL.— 
Regulations issued under subparagraph (A) 
shall specify notification procedures for an 
exceedance of a lead action level or any 
other prescribed level of lead in a regulation 
issued under section 1412.”; 

(3) by redesignating paragraphs (3) and (4) 
as paragraphs (4) and (5), respectively; 

(4) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘(3) NOTIFICATION OF THE PUBLIC RELATING 
TO LEAD.— 

‘(A) EXCEEDANCE OF LEAD ACTION LEVEL.— 
Not later than 15 days after the date of an 
exceedance of a lead action level or any 
other prescribed level of lead in a regulation 
issued under section 1412, the Administrator 
shall notify the public of the concentrations 
of lead found in the monitoring activity con- 
ducted by the public water system if the pub- 
lic water system or the State does not notify 
the public of the concentrations of lead 
found in a monitoring activity. 

‘(B) RESULTS OF LEAD MONITORING.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator may 
provide notice of any result of lead moni- 
toring conducted by a public water system 
to— 

“(ID) any person that is served by the public 
water system; or 

‘(II) the local or State health department 
of a locality or State in which the public 
water system is located. 

“(ii) FORM OF NOTICE.—The Administrator 
may provide the notice described in clause 
(i) by— 

““T) press release; or 

“(ID) other form of communication, includ- 
ing local media. 

‘“(C) PRivacy.—Notice to the public shall 
protect the privacy of individual customer 
information.’’; and 
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(5) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(6) STRATEGIC PLAN.—Not later than 120 
days after the date of enactment of this 
paragraph, the Administrator, in collabora- 
tion with States and owners and operators of 
public water systems, shall establish a stra- 
tegic plan for how the Administrator, a 
State with primary enforcement responsi- 
bility, and the owners and operators of pub- 
lic water systems shall conduct targeted out- 
reach, education, technical assistance, and 
risk communication to populations affected 
by lead in a public water system.”’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section 
1414(c) of the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 
U.S.C. 300g-3(c)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)(C), by striking ‘‘para- 
graph (2E)? and inserting ‘‘paragraph 
(2)(F)”; 

(2) in paragraph (2)(B)(Gi)(ID, by striking 
“subparagraph (D)’’ and inserting ‘‘subpara- 
graph (E)’’; and 

(3) in paragraph (4)(B) (as redesignated by 
subsection (a)(8)), in the first sentence, by 
striking ‘‘(D)’’ and inserting “(B)”. 

SEC. 7110. ELECTRONIC REPORTING OF DRINK- 
ING WATER DATA. 

Section 1414 of the Safe Drinking Water 
Act (42 U.S.C. 300g-3) is amended by adding 
at the end the following: 

‘*(j) ELECTRONIC REPORTING OF COMPLIANCE 
MONITORING DATA.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 
require electronic submission of available 
compliance monitoring data, if practicable— 

“(A) by public water systems (or a certified 
laboratory on behalf of a public water sys- 
tem)— 

“(i) to the Administrator; or 

“(ii) with respect to a public water system 
in a State that has primary enforcement re- 
sponsibility under section 1418, to that 
State; and 

‘(B) by each State that has primary en- 
forcement responsibility under section 1413 
to the Administrator, as a condition on the 
receipt of funds under this Act. 

#62) CONSIDERATIONS.—In determining 
whether the requirement referred to in para- 
graph (1) is practicable, the Administrator 
shall consider— 

“(A) the ability of a public water system 
(or a certified laboratory on behalf of a pub- 
lic water system) or a State to meet the re- 
quirements of sections 3.1 through 3.2000 of 
title 40, Code of Federal Regulations (or suc- 
cessor regulations); 

‘“(B) information system compatibility; 

‘“(C) the size of the public water system; 
and 

“(D) the size of the community served by 
the public water system.’’. 

SEC. 7111. LEAD TESTING IN SCHOOL AND CHILD 
CARE DRINKING WATER. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1464 of the Safe 
Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-24) is 
amended by striking subsection (d) and in- 
serting the following: 

“(d) VOLUNTARY SCHOOL AND CHILD CARE 
LEAD TESTING GRANT PROGRAM.— 

“(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 

‘(A) CHILD CARE PROGRAM.—The term 
‘child care program’ has the meaning given 
the term ‘early childhood education pro- 
gram’ in section 103 of the Higher Education 
Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1003). 

‘(B) LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCY.—The 
term ‘local educational agency’ means— 

“(i) a local educational agency (as defined 
in section 8101 of the Elementary and Sec- 
ondary Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
7801)); 

“(ii) a tribal education agency (as defined 
in section 3 of the National Environmental 
Education Act (20 U.S.C. 5502)); and 
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“(ii) an operator of a child care program 
facility licensed under State law. 

‘(2) ESTABLISHMENT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 2016, the Admin- 
istrator shall establish a voluntary school 
and child care lead testing grant program to 
make grants available to States to assist 
local educational agencies in voluntary test- 
ing for lead contamination in drinking water 
at schools and child care programs under the 
jurisdiction of the local educational agen- 
cies. 

“(B) GRANTS TO LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGEN- 
cIES.—The Administrator may make grants 
directly available to local educational agen- 
cies for the voluntary testing described in 
subparagraph (A) in— 

“(j) any State that does not participate in 
the voluntary school and child care lead 
testing grant program established under that 
subparagraph; and 

“Gi) any direct implementation area. 

**(3) APPLICATION.—To be eligible to receive 
a grant under this subsection, a State or 
local educational agency shall submit to the 
Administrator an application at such time, 
in such manner, and containing such infor- 
mation as the Administrator may require. 

‘“(4) LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS.—Not 
more than 4 percent of grant funds accepted 
under this subsection shall be used to pay 
the administrative costs of carrying out this 
subsection. 

‘(5) GUIDANCE; PUBLIC AVAILABILITY.—ASs a 
condition of receiving a grant under this sub- 
section, the State or local educational agen- 
cy shall ensure that each local educational 
agency to which grant funds are distributed 
shall— 

“(A) expend grant funds in accordance 
with— 

“(j) the guidance of the Environmental 
Protection Agency entitled ‘3Ts for Reducing 
Lead in Drinking Water in Schools: Revised 
Technical Guidance’ and dated October 2006 
(or any successor guidance); or 

“(i) applicable State regulations or guid- 
ance regarding reducing lead in drinking 
water in schools and child care programs 
that is not less stringent than the guidance 
referred to in clause (i); and 

“(B)(i) make available in the administra- 
tive offices, and to the maximum extent 
practicable, on the Internet website, of the 
local educational agency for inspection by 
the public (including teachers, other school 
personnel, and parents) a copy of the results 
of any voluntary testing for lead contamina- 
tion in school and child care program drink- 
ing water that is carried out with grant 
funds under this subsection; and 

“Gi) notify parent, teacher, and employee 
organizations of the availability of the re- 
sults described in clause (i). 

(6) MAINTENANCE OF EFFORT.—If resources 
are available to a State or local educational 
agency from any other Federal agency, a 
State, or a private foundation for testing for 
lead contamination in drinking water, the 
State or local educational agency shall dem- 
onstrate that the funds provided under this 
subsection will not displace those resources. 

“(7) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this subsection $20,000,000 for each 
of fiscal years 2017 through 2021.”’. 

(b) REPEAL.—Section 1465 of the Safe 
Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-25) is re- 
pealed. 

SEC. 7112. WATERSENSE PROGRAM. 

The Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 
300j et seq.) is amended by adding after Part 
F the following: 
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“PART G—ADDITIONAL PROVISIONS 
“SEC. 1471. WATERSENSE PROGRAM. 

“(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF WATERSENSE PRO- 
GRAM.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—There is established 
within the Agency a voluntary WaterSense 
program to identify and promote water-effi- 
cient products, buildings, landscapes, facili- 
ties, processes, and services that, through 
voluntary labeling of, or other forms of com- 
munications regarding, products, buildings, 
landscapes, facilities, processes, and services 
while meeting strict performance criteria, 
sensibly— 

“(A) reduce water use; 

‘“(B) reduce the strain on public and com- 
munity water systems and wastewater and 
stormwater infrastructure; 

‘“(C) conserve energy used to pump, heat, 
transport, and treat water; and 

‘(D) preserve water resources for future 
generations. 

(2) INCLUSIONS.—The Administrator shall, 
consistent with this section, identify water- 
efficient products, buildings, landscapes, fa- 
cilities, processes, and services, including 
categories such as— 

“(A) irrigation technologies and services; 

‘“(B) point-of-use water treatment devices; 

(C) plumbing products; 

“(D) reuse and recycling technologies; 

“(E) landscaping and gardening products, 
including moisture control or water enhanc- 
ing technologies; 

‘“(F) xeriscaping and other landscape con- 
versions that reduce water use; 

““(G) whole house humidifiers; and 

“(H) water-efficient buildings or facilities. 

“(b) DUTIES.—The Administrator, coordi- 
nating as appropriate with the Secretary of 
Energy, shall— 

“(1) establish— 

“(A) a WaterSense label to be used for 
items meeting the certification criteria es- 
tablished in accordance with this section; 
and 

‘(B) the procedure, including the methods 
and means, and criteria by which an item 
may be certified to display the WaterSense 
label; 

‘“(2) enhance public awareness regarding 
the WaterSense label through outreach, edu- 
cation, and other means; 

“(3) preserve the 
WaterSense label by— 

“(A) establishing and maintaining feasible 
performance criteria so that products, build- 
ings, landscapes, facilities, processes, and 
services labeled with the WaterSense label 
perform as well or better than less water-ef- 
ficient counterparts; 

‘(B) overseeing WaterSense certifications 
made by third parties; 

‘“(C) as determined appropriate by the Ad- 
ministrator, using testing protocols, from 
the appropriate, applicable, and relevant 
consensus standards, for the purpose of de- 
termining standards compliance; and 

“(D) auditing the use of the WaterSense 
label in the marketplace and preventing 
cases of misuse; and 

“(4) not more than 6 years after adoption 
or major revision of any WaterSense speci- 
fication, review and, if appropriate, revise 
the specification to achieve additional water 
savings; 

“(5) in revising a WaterSense specifica- 
tion— 

“(A) provide reasonable notice to inter- 
ested parties and the public of any changes, 
including effective dates, and an explanation 
of the changes; 

‘“(B) solicit comments from interested par- 
ties and the public prior to any changes; 
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‘(C) as appropriate, respond to comments 
submitted by interested parties and the pub- 
lic; and 

‘(D) provide an appropriate transition 
time prior to the applicable effective date of 
any changes, taking into account the timing 
necessary for the manufacture, marketing, 
training, and distribution of the specific 
water-efficient product, building, landscape, 
process, or service category being addressed; 
and 

“(6) not later than December 31, 2018, con- 
sider for review and revision any WaterSense 
specification adopted before January 1, 2012. 

“(c) TRANSPARENCY.—The Administrator 
shall, to the maximum extent practicable 
and not less than annually, regularly esti- 
mate and make available to the public the 
production and relative market shares and 
savings of water, energy, and capital costs of 
water, wastewater, and stormwater attrib- 
utable to the use of WaterSense-labeled 
products, buildings, landscapes, facilities, 
processes, and services. 

‘(d) DISTINCTION OF AUTHORITIES.—In set- 
ting or maintaining specifications for En- 
ergy Star pursuant to section 324A of the En- 
ergy Policy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 
6294a), and WaterSense under this section, 
the Secretary of Energy and Administrator 
shall coordinate to prevent duplicative or 
conflicting requirements among the respec- 
tive programs. 

“(e) NO WARRANTY.—A WaterSense label 
shall not create an express or implied war- 
ranty.’’. 

SEC. 7113. WATER SUPPLY COST SAVINGS. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 

(1) the United States is facing a drinking 
water infrastructure funding crisis; 

(2) the Environmental Protection Agency 
projects a shortfall of approximately 
$384,000,000,000 in funding for drinking water 
infrastructure from 2015 to 2035 and this 
funding challenge is particularly acute in 
rural communities in the United States; 

(3) there are approximately 52,000 commu- 
nity water systems in the United States, of 
which nearly 42,000 are small community 
water systems; 

(4) the Drinking Water Needs Survey con- 
ducted by the Environmental Protection 
Agency in 2011 placed the shortfall in drink- 
ing water infrastructure funding for small 
communities, which consist of 3,300 or fewer 
persons, at $64,500,000,000; 

(5) small communities often cannot finance 
the construction and maintenance of drink- 
ing water systems because the cost per resi- 
dent for the investment would be prohibi- 
tively expensive; 

(6) drought conditions have placed signifi- 
cant strains on existing surface water sup- 
plies; 

(7) many communities across the United 
States are considering the use of ground- 
water and community well systems to pro- 
vide drinking water; and 

(8) approximately 42,000,000 people in the 
United States receive drinking water from 
individual wells and millions more rely on 
community well systems for drinking water. 

(b) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense 
of the Senate that providing rural commu- 
nities with the knowledge and resources nec- 
essary to fully use alternative drinking 
water systems, including wells and commu- 
nity well systems, can provide safe and af- 
fordable drinking water to millions of people 
in the United States. 

(c) DRINKING WATER TECHNOLOGY CLEAR- 
INGHOUSE.—The Administrator and the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture shall— 

(1) update existing programs of the Envi- 
ronmental Protection Agency and the De- 
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partment of Agriculture designed to provide 
drinking water technical assistance to in- 
clude information on cost-effective, innova- 
tive, and alternative drinking water delivery 
systems, including systems that are sup- 
ported by wells; and 

(2) disseminate information on the cost ef- 
fectiveness of alternative drinking water de- 
livery systems, including wells and well sys- 
tems, to communities and not-for-profit or- 
ganizations seeking Federal funding for 
drinking water systems serving 500 or fewer 
persons. 

(d) WATER SYSTEM ASSESSMENT.—Notwith- 
standing any other provision of law, in any 
application for a grant or loan from the Fed- 
eral Government or a State that is using 
Federal assistance for a drinking water sys- 
tem serving 500 or fewer persons, a unit of 
local government or not-for-profit organiza- 
tion shall self-certify that the unit of local 
government or organization has considered, 
as an alternative drinking water supply, 
drinking water delivery systems sourced by 
publicly owned— 

(1) individual wells; 

(2) shared wells; and 

(3) community wells. 

(e) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 3 
years after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Administrator and the Secretary of 
Agriculture shall submit to Congress a re- 
port that describes— 

(1) the use of innovative and alternative 
drinking water systems described in this sec- 
tion; 

(2) the range of cost savings for commu- 
nities using innovative and alternative 
drinking water systems described in this sec- 
tion; and 

(3) the use of drinking water technical as- 
sistance programs operated by the Adminis- 
trator and the Secretary of Agriculture. 

SEC. 7114. SMALL SYSTEM TECHNICAL ASSIST- 
ANCE. 

Section 1452(q) of the Safe Drinking Water 
Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12(q)) is amended by strik- 
ing “appropriated’’ and all that follows 
through ‘‘2003’? and inserting ‘‘made avail- 
able for each of fiscal years 2016 through 
2021”. 

SEC. 7115. DEFINITION OF INDIAN TRIBE. 

Section 1401(14) of the Safe Drinking Water 
Act (42 U.S.C. 300(f£)(14)) is amended by strik- 
ing ‘“‘section 1452” and inserting ‘‘sections 
1452, 1459A, and 1459B”. 

SEC. 7116. TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE FOR TRIBAL 
WATER SYSTEMS. 

(a) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—Section 
1442(e)(7) of the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 
U.S.C. 300j-1(e)(7)) is amended by striking 
“Tribes” and inserting ‘‘tribes, including 
grants to provide training and operator cer- 
tification services under section 1452(i)(5)’’. 

(b) INDIAN TRIBES.—Section 1452(i) of the 
Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j—12(i)) 
is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), in the first sentence, 
by striking ‘‘Tribes and Alaska Native vil- 
lages” and inserting ‘‘tribes, Alaska Native 
villages, and, for the purpose of carrying out 
paragraph (5), intertribal consortia or tribal 
organizations”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(5) TRAINING AND OPERATOR CERTIFI- 
CATION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator may 
use funds made available under this sub- 
section and section 1442(e)(7) to make grants 
to intertribal consortia or tribal organiza- 
tions for the purpose of providing operations 
and maintenance training and operator cer- 
tification services to Indian tribes. 

“(B) ELIGIBLE TRIBAL ORGANIZATIONS.—An 
intertribal consortium or tribal organization 
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eligible for a grant under subparagraph (A) is 
an intertribal consortium or tribal organiza- 
tion that— 

“(i) is the most qualified to provide train- 
ing and technical assistance to Indian tribes; 
and 

“(ii) Indian tribes determine to be the 
most beneficial and effective.’’. 


SEC. 7117. REQUIREMENT FOR THE USE OF 
AMERICAN MATERIALS. 


Section 1452(a) of the Safe Drinking Water 
Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12(a)) is amended by add- 
ing at the end the following: 

‘(4) REQUIREMENT FOR THE USE OF AMER- 
ICAN MATERIALS.— 

‘(A) DEFINITION OF IRON AND STEEL PROD- 
ucTs.—In this paragraph, the term ‘iron and 
steel products’ means the following products 
made, in part, of iron or steel: 

“(i) Lined or unlined pipe and fittings. 

“(ii) Manhole covers and other municipal 
castings. 

“(ii) Hydrants. 

“(iv) Tanks. 

“(v) Flanges. 

““(vi) Pipe clamps and restraints. 

“(vii) Valves. 

“(viii) Structural steel. 

‘“(ix) Reinforced precast concrete. 

“(x) Construction materials. 

‘“(B) REQUIREMENT.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (C), funds made available by a 
State loan fund authorized under this sec- 
tion may not be used for a project for the 
construction, alteration, maintenance, or re- 
pair of a public water system unless all the 
iron and steel products used in the project 
are produced in the United States. 

‘“(C) EXCEPTION.—Subparagraph (B) shall 
not apply in any case or category of cases in 
which the Administrator finds that— 

“(i) applying subparagraph (B) would be in- 
consistent with the public interest; 

“(ii) iron and steel products are not pro- 
duced in the United States in sufficient and 
reasonably available quantities and of a sat- 
isfactory quality; or 

“(iii) inclusion of iron and steel products 
produced in the United States will increase 
the cost of the overall product by more than 
25 percent. 

‘(D) PUBLIC NOTICE; WRITTEN JUSTIFICA- 
TION.— 

“(i) PUBLIC NOTICE.—If the Administrator 
receives a request for a waiver under this 
paragraph, the Administrator shall— 

“(D make available to the public on an in- 
formal basis, including on the public website 
of the Administrator— 

“(aa) a copy of the request; and 

“(bb) any information available to the Ad- 
ministrator regarding the request; and 

‘(II) provide notice of, and opportunity for 
informal public comment on, the request for 
a period of not less than 15 days before mak- 
ing a finding under subparagraph (C). 

‘i) WRITTEN JUSTIFICATION.—If, after the 
period provided under clause (i), the Admin- 
istrator makes a finding under subparagraph 
(C), the Administrator shall publish in the 
Federal Register a written justification as to 
why subparagraph (B) is being waived. 

‘“(H) APPLICATION.—This paragraph shall be 
applied in a manner consistent with United 
States obligations under international 
agreements. 

‘“(F) MANAGEMENT AND OVERSIGHT.—The 
Administrator may use not more than 0.25 
percent of any funds made available to carry 
out this title for management and oversight 
of the requirements of this paragraph.’’. 
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Subtitle B—Clean Water 
SEC. 7201. SEWER OVERFLOW CONTROL GRANTS. 

Section 221 of the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1301) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking the sub- 
section designation and heading and all that 
follows through ‘‘subject to subsection (g), 
the Administrator may” in paragraph (2) and 
inserting the following: 

(a) AUTHORITY.—The 
may— 

“(1) make grants to States for the purpose 
of providing grants to a municipality or mu- 
nicipal entity for planning, designing, and 
constructing— 

“(A) treatment works to intercept, trans- 
port, control, or treat municipal combined 
sewer overflows and sanitary sewer over- 
flows; and 

“(B) measures to manage, reduce, treat, or 
recapture stormwater or subsurface drainage 
water; and 

‘(2) subject to subsection (g),”’; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking the semi- 
colon at the end and inserting ‘‘; or”; 

(B) by striking paragraphs (2) and (3); and 

(C) by redesignating paragraph (4) as para- 
graph (2); 

(3) by striking subsections (e) through (g) 
and inserting the following: 

‘(e) ADMINISTRATIVE REQUIREMENTS.— 

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 
a project that receives grant assistance 
under subsection (a) shall be carried out sub- 
ject to the same requirements as a project 
that receives assistance from a State water 
pollution control revolving fund established 
pursuant to title VI. 

‘((2) DETERMINATION OF GOVERNOR.—The re- 
quirement described in paragraph (1) shall 
not apply to a project that receives grant as- 
sistance under subsection (a) to the extent 
that the Governor of the State in which the 
project is located determines that a require- 
ment described in title VI is inconsistent 
with the purposes of this section. 

‘(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section, to remain available 
until expended— 

“*(1) $250,000,000 for fiscal year 2017; 

“*(2) $300,000,000 for fiscal year 2018; 

“*(3) $350,000,000 for fiscal year 2019; 

“*(4) $400,000,000 for fiscal year 2020; and 

“*(5) $500,000,000 for fiscal year 2021. 

“(g) ALLOCATION OF FUNDS.— 

‘(1) FISCAL YEAR 2017 AND 2018.—For each of 
fiscal years 2017 and 2018, subject to sub- 
section (h), the Administrator shall use the 
amounts made available to carry out this 
section to provide grants to municipalities 
and municipal entities under subsection 
(a)(2)— 

“(A) in accordance with the priority cri- 
teria described in subsection (b); and 

‘(B) with additional priority given to pro- 
posed projects that involve the use of— 

“(i) nonstructural, low-impact develop- 
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ment; 
“(ii) water conservation, efficiency, or 
reuse; or 


“(iii) other decentralized stormwater or 
wastewater approaches to minimize flows 
into the sewer systems. 

‘(2) FISCAL YEAR 2019 AND THEREAFTER.— 
For fiscal year 2019 and each fiscal year 
thereafter, subject to subsection (h), the Ad- 
ministrator shall use the amounts made 
available to carry out this section to provide 
grants to States under subsection (a)(1) in 
accordance with a formula that— 

“(A) shall be established by the Adminis- 
trator, after providing notice and an oppor- 
tunity for public comment; and 
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““(B) allocates to each State a proportional 
share of the amounts based on the total 
needs of the State for municipal combined 
sewer overflow controls and sanitary sewer 
overflow controls, as identified in the most 
recent survey— 

““(j) conducted under section 210; and 

“Gi) included in a report required under 
section 516(b)(1)(B).’’; and 

(4) by striking subsection (i). 

SEC. 7202. SMALL AND MEDIUM TREATMENT 
WORKS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Title II of the Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act (83 U.S.C. 1281 
et seq.) is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

“SEC. 222. TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE FOR SMALL 
AND MEDIUM TREATMENT WORKS. 

‘“(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

‘“(1) MEDIUM TREATMENT WORKS.—The term 
‘medium treatment works’ means a publicly 
owned treatment works serving not fewer 
than 10,001 and not more than 100,000 individ- 
uals. 

‘(2) QUALIFIED NONPROFIT MEDIUM TREAT- 
MENT WORKS TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE PRO- 
VIDER.—The term ‘qualified nonprofit me- 
dium treatment works technical assistance 
provider’ means a qualified nonprofit tech- 
nical assistance provider of water and waste- 
water services to medium-sized communities 
that provides technical assistance (including 
circuit rider technical assistance programs, 
multi-State, regional assistance programs, 
and training and preliminary engineering 
evaluations) to owners and operators of me- 
dium treatment works, which may include 
State agencies. 

“(3) QUALIFIED NONPROFIT SMALL TREAT- 
MENT WORKS TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE PRO- 
VIDER.—The term ‘qualified nonprofit small 
treatment works technical assistance pro- 
vider’ means a nonprofit organization that, 
as determined by the Administrator— 

“(A) is the most qualified and experienced 
in providing training and technical assist- 
ance to small treatment works; and 

“(B) the small treatment works in the 
State finds to be the most beneficial and ef- 
fective. 

“(4) SMALL TREATMENT WORKS.—The term 
‘small treatment works’ means a publicly 
owned treatment works serving not more 
than 10,000 individuals. 

“(b) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—The Adminis- 
trator may use amounts made available to 
carry out this section to provide grants or 
cooperative agreements to qualified non- 
profit small treatment works technical as- 
sistance providers and grants or cooperative 
agreements to qualified nonprofit medium 
treatment works technical assistance pro- 
viders to provide to owners and operators of 
small and medium treatment works onsite 
technical assistance, circuit-rider technical 
assistance programs, multi-State, regional 
technical assistance programs, and onsite 
and regional training, to assist the treat- 
ment works in achieving compliance with 
this Act or obtaining financing under this 
Act for eligible projects. 

“(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section— 

“(1) for grants for small treatment works 
technical assistance, $15,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2017 through 2021; and 

“(2) for grants for medium treatment 
works technical assistance, $10,000,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2017 through 2021.’’. 

(b) WATER POLLUTION CONTROL REVOLVING 
LOAN FUNDS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 603 of the Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act (83 U.S.C. 1383) 
is amended— 
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(A) in subsection (d)— 

(i) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by inserting ‘‘and as provided in subsection 
(e)” after ‘State law”; 

(ii) by redesignating subsections (e) 
through (i) as subsections (f) through (j), re- 
spectively; and 

(iii) by inserting after subsection (d) the 
following: 

‘“(e) ADDITIONAL USE OF FUNDS.—A State 
may use an additional 2 percent of the funds 
annually allotted to the State under this 
section for qualified nonprofit small treat- 
ment works technical assistance providers 
and qualified nonprofit medium treatment 
works technical assistance providers (as 
those terms are defined in section 222) to 
provide technical assistance to small treat- 
ment works and medium treatment works 
(as those terms are defined in section 222) in 
the State.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
221(d) of the Federal Water Pollution Control 
Act (33 U.S.C. 1301(d)) is amended by striking 
“section 603(h)’’ and inserting ‘‘section 
603(i)’’. 

SEC. 7203. INTEGRATED PLANS. 

(a) INTEGRATED PLANS.—Section 402 of the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act (83 
U.S.C. 1842) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘*(s) INTEGRATED PLAN PERMITS.— 

“(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 

‘(A) GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE.—The term 
‘green infrastructure’ means the range of 
measures that use plant or soil systems, per- 
meable pavement or other permeable sur- 
faces or substrates, stormwater harvest and 
reuse, or landscaping to store, infiltrate, or 
evapotranspirate stormwater and reduce 
flows to sewer systems or to surface waters. 

“(B) INTEGRATED PLAN.—The term ‘inte- 
grated plan’ has the meaning given in Part 
III of the Integrated Municipal Stormwater 
and Wastewater Planning Approach Frame- 
work, issued by the Environmental Protec- 
tion Agency and dated June 5, 2012. 

‘(C) MUNICIPAL DISCHARGE.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘municipal dis- 
charge’ means a discharge from a treatment 
works (as defined in section 212) or a dis- 
charge from a municipal storm sewer under 
subsection(p). 

“(ii) INCLUSION.—The term ‘municipal dis- 
charge’ includes a discharge of wastewater or 
storm water collected from multiple munici- 
palities if the discharge is covered by the 
same permit issued under this section. 

‘‘(2) INTEGRATED PLAN.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator (or a 
State, in the case of a permit program ap- 
proved under subsection (b)) shall inform a 
municipal permittee or multiple municipal 
permittees of the opportunity to develop an 
integrated plan. 

‘(B) SCOPE OF PERMIT INCORPORATING INTE- 
GRATED PLAN.—A permit issued under this 
subsection that incorporates an integrated 
plan may integrate all requirements under 
this Act addressed in the integrated plan, in- 
cluding requirements relating to— 

“(i)a combined sewer overflow; 

“(ii) a capacity, management, operation, 
and maintenance program for sanitary sewer 
collection systems; 

“(iii) a municipal stormwater discharge; 

“(iv) a municipal wastewater discharge; 
and 

“(v) a water quality-based effluent limita- 
tion to implement an applicable wasteload 
allocation in a total maximum daily load. 

**(3) COMPLIANCE SCHEDULES.— 

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—A permit for a munic- 
ipal discharge by a municipality that incor- 
porates an integrated plan may include a 
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schedule of compliance, under which actions 
taken to meet any applicable water quality- 
based effluent limitation may be imple- 
mented over more than 1 permit term if the 
compliance schedules are authorized by 
State water quality standards. 

““(B) INCLUSION.—Actions subject to a com- 
pliance schedule under subparagraph (A) 
may include green infrastructure if imple- 
mented as part of a water quality-based ef- 
fluent limitation. 

‘“(C) REVIEW.—A schedule of compliance 
may be reviewed each time the permit is re- 
newed. 

‘(4) EXISTING AUTHORITIES RETAINED.— 

‘(A) APPLICABLE STANDARDS.—Nothing in 
this subsection modifies any obligation to 
comply with applicable technology and 
water quality-based effluent limitations 
under this Act. 

‘“(B) FLEXIBILITY.—Nothing in this sub- 
section reduces or eliminates any flexibility 
available under this Act, including the au- 
thority of— 

“(i) a State to revise a water quality 
standard after a use attainability analysis 
under section 131.10(g¢) of title 40, Code of 
Federal Regulations (as in effect on the date 
of enactment of this subsection), subject to 
the approval of the Administrator under sec- 
tion 303(c); and 

“(ii) the Administrator or a State to au- 
thorize a schedule of compliance that ex- 
tends beyond the date of expiration of a per- 
mit term if the schedule of compliance meets 
the requirements of section 122.47 of title 40, 
Code of Federal Regulations (as in effect on 
the date of enactment of this subsection). 

‘‘(5) CLARIFICATION OF STATE AUTHORITY.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Nothing in section 
301(b)(1)(C) precludes a State from author- 
izing in the water quality standards of the 
State the issuance of a schedule of compli- 
ance to meet water quality-based effluent 
limitations in permits that incorporate pro- 
visions of an integrated plan. 

“(B) TRANSITION RULE.—In any case in 
which a discharge is subject to a judicial 
order or consent decree as of the date of en- 
actment of the Water Resources Develop- 
ment Act of 2016 resolving an enforcement 
action under this Act, any schedule of com- 
pliance issued pursuant to an authorization 
in a State water quality standard shall not 
revise or otherwise affect a schedule of com- 
pliance in that order or decree unless the 
order or decree is modified by agreement of 
the parties and the court.’’. 

(b) MUNICIPAL OMBUDSMAN.— 

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
within the Office of the Administrator an Of- 
fice of the Municipal Ombudsman. 

(2) GENERAL DUTIES.—The duties of the mu- 
nicipal ombudsman shall include the provi- 
sion of— 

(A) technical assistance to municipalities 
seeking to comply with the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.) 
and the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 
300f et seq.); and 

(B) information to the Administrator to 
help the Administrator ensure that agency 
policies are implemented by all offices of the 
Environmental Protection Agency, including 
regional offices. 

(3) ACTIONS REQUIRED.—The municipal om- 
budsman shall work with appropriate offices 
at the headquarters and regional offices of 
the Environmental Protection Agency to en- 
sure that the municipality seeking assist- 
ance is provided information— 

(A) about available Federal financial as- 
sistance for which the municipality is eligi- 
ble; 
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(B) about flexibility available under the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act (83 
U.S.C. 1251 et seq.) and, if applicable, the 
Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300f et 
seq.); and 

(C) regarding the opportunity to develop 
an integrated plan, as defined in section 
402(s)(1)(B) of the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act (as added by subsection (a)). 

(4) PRIORITY.—In carrying out paragraph 
(8), the municipal ombudsman shall give pri- 
ority to any municipality that demonstrates 
affordability concerns relating to compli- 
ance with the Federal Water Pollution Con- 
trol Act (33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.) or the Safe 
Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300f et seq.). 

(5) INFORMATION SHARING.—The municipal 
ombudsman shall publish on the website of 
the Environmental Protection Agency— 

(A) general information relating to— 

(i) the technical assistance referred to in 
paragraph (2)(A); 

(ii) the financial assistance referred to in 
paragraph (3)(A); 

(iii) the flexibility referred to in paragraph 
3(B); and 

(iv) any resources related to integrated 
plans developed by the Administrator; and 

(B) a copy of each permit, order, or judicial 
consent decree that implements or incor- 
porates an integrated plan. 

(c) MUNICIPAL ENFORCEMENT.—Section 309 
of the Federal Water Pollution Control Act 
(83 U.S.C. 1319) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

“(h) IMPLEMENTATION OF INTEGRATED 
PLANS THROUGH ENFORCEMENT TOOLS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—In conjunction with an 
enforcement action under subsection (a) or 
(b) relating to municipal discharges, the Ad- 
ministrator shall inform a municipality of 
the opportunity to develop an integrated 
plan, as defined in section 402(s). 

(2) MODIFICATION.—Any municipality 
under an administrative order under sub- 
section (a) or settlement agreement (includ- 
ing a judicial consent decree) under sub- 
section (b) that has developed an integrated 
plan consistent with section 402(s) may re- 
quest a modification of the administrative 
order or settlement agreement based on that 
integrated plan.’’. 

(d) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 2 
years after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Administrator shall submit to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works of the Senate and the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives and make publicly 
available a report on each integrated plan 
developed and implemented through a per- 
mit, order, or judicial consent decree since 
the date of publication of the ‘‘Integrated 
Municipal Stormwater and Wastewater Plan- 
ning Approach Framework” issued by the 
Environmental Protection Agency and dated 
June 5, 2012, including a description of the 
control measures, levels of control, esti- 
mated costs, and compliance schedules for 
the requirements implemented through an 
integrated plan. 
SEC. 7204. GREEN 

MOTION. 

Title V of the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act (83 U.S.C. 1361 et seq.) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) by redesignating section 519 (33 U.S.C. 
1251 note) as section 520; and 

(2) by inserting after section 518 (83 U.S.C. 
1877) the following: 

“SEC. 519. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGEN- 
CY GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE PRO- 
MOTION. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 

ensure that the Office of Water, the Office of 
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Enforcement and Compliance Assurance, the 
Office of Research and Development, and the 
Office of Policy of the Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency promote the use of green in- 
frastructure in and coordinate the integra- 
tion of green infrastructure into, permitting 
programs, planning efforts, research, tech- 
nical assistance, and funding guidance. 

“(b) DuTIES.—The Administrator shall en- 
sure that the Office of Water— 

“(1) promotes the use of green infrastruc- 
ture in the programs of the Environmental 
Protection Agency; and 

“(2) coordinates efforts to increase the use 
of green infrastructure with— 

“(A) other Federal departments and agen- 
cies; 

“(B) State, tribal, and local governments; 
and 

‘“(C) the private sector. 

‘(c) REGIONAL GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE 
PROMOTION.—The Administrator shall direct 
each regional office of the Environmental 
Protection Agency, as appropriate based on 
local factors, and consistent with the re- 
quirements of this Act, to promote and inte- 
grate the use of green infrastructure within 
the region that includes— 

“(1) outreach and training regarding green 
infrastructure implementation for State, 
tribal, and local governments, tribal commu- 
nities, and the private sector; and 

‘“(2) the incorporation of green infrastruc- 
ture into permitting and other regulatory 
programs, codes, and ordinance development, 
including the requirements under consent 
decrees and settlement agreements in en- 
forcement actions. 

(d) GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE INFORMATION- 
SHARING.—The Administrator shall promote 
green infrastructure information-sharing, in- 
cluding through an Internet website, to 
share information with, and provide tech- 
nical assistance to, State, tribal, and local 
governments, tribal communities, the pri- 
vate sector, and the public regarding green 
infrastructure approaches for— 

“(1) reducing water pollution; 

‘(2) protecting water resources; 

“(3) complying with regulatory require- 
ments; and 

“(4) achieving other environmental, public 
health, and community goals.’’. 


SEC. 7205. FINANCIAL CAPABILITY GUIDANCE. 


(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) AFFORDABILITY.—The term ‘‘afford- 
ability” means, with respect to payment of a 
utility bill, a measure of whether an indi- 
vidual customer or household can pay the 
bill without undue hardship or unreasonable 
sacrifice in the essential lifestyle or spend- 
ing patterns of the individual or household, 
as determined by the Administrator. 

(2) FINANCIAL CAPABILITY.—The term ‘‘fi- 
nancial capability” means the financial ca- 
pability of a community to make invest- 
ments necessary to make water quality or 
drinking water improvements. 

(3) GUIDANCE.—The term ‘‘guidance’’ means 
the guidance published by the Administrator 
entitled ‘‘Combined Sewer Overflows—Guid- 
ance for Financial Capability Assessment 
and Schedule Development” and dated Feb- 
ruary 1997, as applicable to the combined 
sewer overflows and sanitary sewer overflows 
guidance published by the Administrator en- 
titled ‘‘Financial Capability Assessment 
Framework” and dated November 24, 2014. 

(b) USE OF MEDIAN HOUSEHOLD INCOME.— 
The Administrator shall not use median 
household income as the sole indicator of af- 
fordability for a residential household. 

(c) REVISED GUIDANCE.— 
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(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of completion of the National Acad- 
emy of Public Administration study to es- 
tablish a definition and framework for com- 
munity affordability required by Senate Re- 
port 114-70, accompanying S. 1645 (114th Con- 
gress), the Administrator shall revise the 
guidance described in subsection (a)(8). 

(2) USE OF GUIDANCE.—Beginning on the 
date on which the revised guidance referred 
to in paragraph (1) is finalized, the Adminis- 
trator shall use the revised guidance in lieu 
of the guidance described in subsection 
(a)(8). 

(d) CONSIDERATION AND CONSULTATION.— 

(1) CONSIDERATION.—In revising the guid- 
ance, the Administrator shall consider— 

(A) the recommendations of the study re- 
ferred to in subsection (c) and any other rel- 
evant study, as determined by the Adminis- 
trator; 

(B) local economic conditions, including 
site-specific local conditions that should be 
taken into consideration in analyzing finan- 
cial capability; 

(C) other essential community 
ments; 

(D) potential adverse impacts on distressed 
populations, including the percentage of low- 
income ratepayers within the service area of 
a utility and impacts in communities with 
disparate economic conditions throughout 
the entire service area of a utility; 

(E) the degree to which rates of low-income 
consumers would be affected by water infra- 
structure investments and the use of rate 
structures to address the rates of low-income 
consumers; 

(F) an evaluation of an array of factors, 
the relative importance of which may vary 
across regions and localities; and 

(G) the appropriate weight for economic, 
public health, and environmental benefits 
associated with improved water quality. 

(2) CONSULTATION.—Any revised guidance 
issued to replace the guidance shall be devel- 
oped in consultation with stakeholders. 

(e) PUBLICATION AND SUBMISSION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—On completion of the revi- 
sion of the guidance, the Administrator shall 
publish in the Federal Register and submit 
to the Committee on Environment and Pub- 
lic Works of the Senate and the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives the revised guid- 
ance. 

(2) EXPLANATION.—If the Administrator 
makes a determination not to follow 1 or 
more recommendations of the study referred 
to in subsection (c)(1), the Administrator 
shall include in the publication and submis- 
sion under paragraph (1) an explanation of 
that decision. 

(£) EFFECT.—Nothing in this section pre- 
empts or interferes with any obligation to 
comply with any Federal law, including the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act (83 
U.S.C. 1251 et seq.). 

Subtitle C—Innovative Financing and 
Promotion of Innovative Technologies 
SEC. 7301. WATER INFRASTRUCTURE PUBLIC-PRI- 
VATE PARTNERSHIP PILOT PRO- 

GRAM. 

Section 5014(c) of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
2201 note; Public Law 113-121) is amended by 
striking ‘‘Any activity undertaken under 
this section is authorized only to the extent” 
and inserting ‘‘Nothing in this section obli- 
gates the Secretary to expend funds unless’’. 
SEC. 7302. WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCE 

AND INNOVATION. 

(a) AUTHORITY TO PROVIDE ASSISTANCE.— 

Section 5023(b)(2) of the Water Infrastructure 


invest- 
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Finance and Innovation Act of 2014 (83 U.S.C. 
3902(b)(2)) is amended by striking ‘‘carry 
out” and inserting ‘‘provide financial assist- 
ance to carry out”. 

(b) PROJECTS ELIGIBLE FOR ASSISTANCE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 5026 of the Water 
Infrastructure Finance and Innovation Act 
of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 3905) is amended— 

(A) in paragraph (6)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘desalination project” and 
inserting ‘‘desalination project, including 
chloride control’’; and 

Gi) by striking ‘‘or a water recycling 
project”? and inserting ‘‘a water recycling 
project, or a project to provide alternative 
water supplies to reduce aquifer depletion”’; 

(B) by redesignating paragraphs (7), (8), 
and (9) as paragraphs (8), (9), and (10), respec- 
tively; 

(C) by inserting after paragraph (6) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(7) A project to prevent, reduce, or miti- 
gate the effects of drought, including 
projects that enhance the resilience of 
drought-stricken watersheds.’’; and 

(D) in paragraph (10) (as redesignated by 
subparagraph (B)), by striking “or (7)? and 
inserting ‘‘(7), or (8)’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 

(A) Section 5023(b) of the Water Infrastruc- 
ture Finance and Innovation Act of 2014 (33 
U.S.C. 3902(b)) is amended— 

(i) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘and (8)’’ 
and inserting ‘‘(7), and (9)’’; and 

(ii) in paragraph (8), by striking ‘‘para- 
graph (7) or (9)’’ and inserting ‘‘paragraph (8) 
or (10)’’. 

(B) Section 5024(b) of the Water Infrastruc- 
ture Finance and Innovation Act of 2014 (33 
U.S.C. 3903(b)) is amended by striking ‘‘para- 
graph (8) or (9)’’ and inserting ‘‘paragraph (9) 
or (10)’’. 

(C) Section 5027(3) of the Water Infrastruc- 
ture Finance and Innovation Act of 2014 (33 
U.S.C. 3906(3)) is amended by striking ‘‘sec- 
tion 5026(7)”’ and inserting ‘‘section 5026(8)’’. 

(D) Section 5028 of the Water Infrastruc- 
ture Finance and Innovation Act of 2014 (33 
U.S.C. 3907) is amended— 

(i) in subsection (a)(1)(E)— 

(I) by striking ‘‘section 5026(9)’’ and insert- 
ing ‘‘section 5026(10)’’; and 

(II) by striking ‘‘section 5026(8)’? and in- 
serting ‘‘section 5026(9)’’; and 

(ii) in subsection (b)(8), by striking ‘‘sec- 
tion 5026(8)”’ and inserting ‘‘section 5026(9)’’. 

(c) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—Section 5029(b) 
of the Water Infrastructure Finance and In- 
novation Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 3908(b)) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (7)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘The Secretary” and in- 
serting the following: 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), the Secretary”; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

““(B) FINANCING FEES.—On request of an eli- 
gible entity, the Secretary or the Adminis- 
trator, as applicable, shall allow the fees 
under subparagraph (A) to be financed as 
part of the loan.’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

(10) CREDIT.—Any eligible project costs 
incurred and the value of any integral in- 
kind contributions made before receipt of as- 
sistance under this subtitle shall be credited 
toward the 51 percent of project costs to be 
provided by sources of funding other than a 
secured loan under this subtitle (as described 
in paragraph (2)(A).’’. 

(d) REMOVAL OF PILOT DESIGNATION.— 

(1) Subtitle C of title V of the Water Re- 
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014 
(83 U.S.C. 3901 et seq.) is amended by striking 
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the subtitle designation and heading and in- 
serting the following: 


“Subtitle C—Innovative Financing Projects”. 


(2) Section 5023 of the Water Infrastructure 
Finance and Innovation Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
3092) is amended by striking ‘‘pilot’’ each 
place it appears. 

(3) Section 5034 of the Water Infrastructure 
Finance and Innovation Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
3913) is amended by striking the section des- 
ignation and heading and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“SEC. 5034. REPORTS ON PROGRAM IMPLEMEN- 
TATION.”. 

(4) The table of contents for the Water Re- 
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014 
(Public Law 113-121) is amended— 

(A) by striking the item relating to sub- 
title C of title V and inserting the following: 
“Subtitle C—Innovative Financing 
Projects’’.; and 

(B) by striking the item relating to section 
5034 and inserting the following: 

“Sec. 5034. Reports on program implementa- 
tion.’’. 

(e) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense 
of the Senate that— 

(1) appropriations made available to carry 
out the Water Infrastructure Finance and In- 
novation Act of 2014 (83 U.S.C. 3901 et seq.) 
should be in addition to robust funding for 
the State water pollution control revolving 
funds established under title VI of the Fed- 
eral Water Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 
1381 et seq.) and State drinking water treat- 
ment revolving loan funds established under 
section 1452 of the Safe Drinking Water Act 
(42 U.S.C. 300j-12); and 

(2) the appropriations made available for 
the funds referred to in paragraph (1) should 
not decrease for any fiscal year. 

SEC. 7303. WATER INFRASTRUCTURE INVEST- 
MENT TRUST FUND. 

(a) CREATION OF TRUST FUND.—There is es- 
tablished in the Treasury of the United 
States a trust fund to be known as the 
“Water Infrastructure Investment Trust 
Fund” (referred to in this section as the 
“Fund’’), consisting of such amounts as may 
be appropriated to or deposited in such fund 
as provided in this section. 

(b) TRANSFERS TO TRUST FUND.—The Sec- 
retary of the Treasury (referred to in this 
section as the ‘‘Secretary’’) shall deposit in 
the Fund amounts equal to the fees received 
before January 1, 2022, under subsection 
(£)(2). 

(c) EXPENDITURES.—Amounts in the Fund, 
including interest earned and advances to 
the Fund and proceeds from investment 
under subsection (d), shall be available for 
expenditure, without further appropriation, 
as follows: 

(1) 50 percent of the amounts shall be avail- 
able to the Administrator for making cap- 
italization grants under section 601 of the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act (83 
U.S.C. 1381). 

(2) 50 percent of the amounts shall be avail- 
able to the Administrator for making cap- 
italization grants under section 1452 of the 
Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12). 

(d) INVESTMENT.—Amounts in the Fund 
shall be invested in accordance with section 
9702 of title 31, United States Code, and any 
interest on, and proceeds from, any such in- 
vestment shall be available for expenditure 
in accordance with this section. 

(e) LIMITATION ON EXPENDITURES.— 
Amounts in the Fund may not be made 
available for a fiscal year under subsection 
(c) unless the sum of the funds appropriated 
to the Clean Water State Revolving Fund 
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and the Safe Drinking Water State Revolv- 
ing Fund through annual capitalization 
grants is not less than the average of the 
sum of the annual amounts provided in cap- 
italization grants under section 601 of the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act (83 
U.S.C. 1881) and section 1452 of the Safe 
Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12) for the 
5-fiscal-year period immediately preceding 
such fiscal year. 

(f) VOLUNTARY LABELING SYSTEM.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator, in 
consultation with the Administrator of the 
Food and Drug Administration, manufactur- 
ers, producers, and importers, shall develop 
and implement a program under which the 
Administrator provides a label designed in 
consultation with manufacturers, producers, 
and importers suitable for placement on 
products to inform consumers that the man- 
ufacturer, producer, or importer of the prod- 
uct, and other stakeholders, participates in 
the Fund. 

(2) FEE.—The Administrator shall provide 
a label for a fee of 3 cents per unit. 

(€) EPA STUDY ON WATER PRICING.— 

(1) Stupy.—The Administrator, with par- 
ticipation by the States, shall conduct a 
study to— 

(A) assess the affordability gap faced by 
low-income populations located in urban and 
rural areas in obtaining services from clean 
water and drinking water systems; and 

(B) analyze options for programs to provide 
incentives for rate adjustments at the local 
level to achieve ‘‘full cost”? or “true value” 
pricing for such services, while protecting 
low-income ratepayers from undue burden. 

(2) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Ad- 
ministrator shall submit to the Committee 
on the Environment and Public Works of the 
Senate and the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure and the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce of the House of 
Representatives a report on the results of 
the study. 

SEC. 7304. INNOVATIVE WATER TECHNOLOGY 
GRANT PROGRAM. 

(a) DEFINITION OF ELIGIBLE ENTITY.—In this 
section, the term ‘‘eligible entity” means— 

(1) a public utility, including publicly 
owned treatment works and clean water sys- 
tems; 

(2) a unit of local government, including a 
municipality or a joint powers authority; 

(3) a private entity, including a farmer or 
manufacturer; 

(4) an institution of higher education; 

(5) a research institution or foundation; 

(6) a State; 

(7) a regional organization; or 

(8) a nonprofit organization. 

(b) GRANT PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.—The Ad- 
ministrator shall carry out a grant program 
for purposes described in subsection (c) to ac- 
celerate the development of innovative 
water technologies that address pressing 
water challenges. 

(c) GRANTS.—In carrying out the program 
under subsection (b), the Administrator shall 
make to eligible entities grants that— 

(1) finance projects to develop, deploy, 
test, and improve emerging water tech- 
nologies; 

(2) fund entities that provide technical as- 
sistance to deploy innovative water tech- 
nologies more broadly, especially— 

(A) to increase adoption of innovative 
water technologies in— 

(i) municipal drinking water and waste- 
water treatment systems; 

(ii) areas served by private wells; or 
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(iii) water supply systems in arid areas 
that are experiencing, or have recently expe- 
rienced, prolonged drought conditions; and 

(B) in a manner that reduces ratepayer or 
community costs over time, including the 
cost of future capital investments; or 

(3) support technologies that, as deter- 
mined by the Administrator— 

(A) improve water quality of a water 
source; 

(B) improve the safety and security of a 
drinking water delivery system; 

(C) minimize contamination of drinking 
water and drinking water sources, including 
contamination by lead, bacteria, chlorides, 
and nitrates; 

(D) improve the quality and timeliness and 
decrease the cost of drinking water quality 
tests, especially technologies that can be de- 
ployed within water systems and at indi- 
vidual faucets to provide accurate real-time 
tests of water quality, especially with re- 
spect to lead, bacteria, and nitrate content; 

(E) increase water supplies in arid areas 
that are experiencing, or have recently expe- 
rienced, prolonged drought conditions; 

(F) treat edge-of-field runoff to improve 
water quality; 

(G) treat agricultural, municipal, and in- 
dustrial wastewater; 

(H) recycle or reuse water; 

(I) manage urban storm water runoff; 

(J) reduce sewer or stormwater overflows; 

(K) conserve water; 

(L) improve water quality by reducing sa- 
linity; 

(M) mitigate air quality impacts associ- 
ated with declining water resources; or 

(N) address urgent water quality and 
human health needs. 

(d) PRIORITY FUNDING.—In making grants 
under this section, the Administrator shall 
give priority to projects that have the poten- 
tial— 

(1) to provide substantial cost savings 
across a sector; 

(2) to significantly improve human health 
or the environment; or 

(3) to provide additional water supplies 
with minimal environmental impact. 

(e) COST-SHARING.—The Federal share of 
the cost of activities carried out using a 
grant made under this section shall be not 
more than 65 percent. 

(f) LIMITATION.—The maximum amount of 
a grant provided to a project under this sec- 
tion shall be $5,000,000. 

(g) REPORT.—Each year, the Administrator 
shall submit to Congress and make publicly 
available on the website of the Adminis- 
trator a report that describes any advance- 
ments during the previous year in develop- 
ment of innovative water technologies made 
as a result of funding provided under this 
section. 

(h) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $50,000,000 for each fis- 
cal year. 

(i) FUNDING.—Out of any funds in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall transfer to 
the Administrator to provide grants to eligi- 
ble entities under this section $10,000,000, to 
remain available until expended. 

SEC. 7305. WATER RESOURCES RESEARCH ACT 
AMENDMENTS. 

(a) CONGRESSIONAL FINDINGS AND DECLARA- 
TIONS.—Section 102 of the Water Resources 
Research Act of 1984 (42 U.S.C. 10301) is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (7) through 
(9) as paragraphs (8) through (10), respec- 
tively; 
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(2) in paragraph (8) (as so redesignated), by 
striking ‘‘and’’ at the end; and 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (6) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘(7) additional research is required to in- 
crease the effectiveness and efficiency of new 
and existing treatment works through alter- 
native approaches, including— 

“(A) nonstructural alternatives; 

‘“(B) decentralized approaches; 

“(C) water use efficiency and conservation; 
and 

‘(D) actions to reduce energy consumption 
or extract energy from wastewater;’’. 

(b) WATER RESOURCES RESEARCH AND TECH- 
NOLOGY INSTITUTES.—Section 104 of the 
Water Resources Research Act of 1984 (42 
U.S.C. 10303) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)(1)— 

(A) in subparagraph (B)(ii), by striking 
“water-related phenomena” and inserting 
“water resources’’; and 

(B) in subparagraph (D), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; 

(2) in subsection (c)— 

(A) by striking “From the” and inserting 
the following: 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—From the”; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

(2) REPORT.—Not later than December 31 
of each fiscal year, the Secretary shall sub- 
mit to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works of the Senate, the Committee 
on the Budget of the Senate, the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives, and the Com- 
mittee on the Budget of the House of Rep- 
resentatives a report regarding the compli- 
ance of each funding recipient with this sub- 
section for the immediately preceding fiscal 
year.”’; 

(3) by striking subsection (e) and inserting 
the following: 

‘“(e) EVALUATION OF WATER RESOURCES RE- 
SEARCH PROGRAM.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con- 
duct a careful and detailed evaluation of 
each institute at least once every 3 years to 
determine— 

“(A) the quality and relevance of the water 
resources research of the institute; 

“(B) the effectiveness of the institute at 
producing measured results and applied 
water supply research; and 

““(C) whether the effectiveness of the insti- 
tute as an institution for planning, con- 
ducting, and arranging for research warrants 
continued support under this section. 

‘(2) PROHIBITION ON FURTHER SUPPORT.—If, 
as a result of an evaluation under paragraph 
(1), the Secretary determines that an insti- 
tute does not qualify for further support 
under this section, no further grants to the 
institute may be provided until the quali- 
fications of the institute are reestablished to 
the satisfaction of the Secretary.’’; 

(4) in subsection (f)(1), by striking 
“$12,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2007 
through 2011” and inserting ‘$7,500,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2017 through 2021”; and 

(5) in subsection (g)(1), in the first sen- 
tence, by striking ‘‘$6,000,000 for each of fis- 
cal years 2007 through 2011” and inserting 
“$1,500,000 for each of fiscal years 2017 
through 2021”. 

SEC. 7306. REAUTHORIZATION OF WATER DESALI- 
NATION ACT OF 1996. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF RESEARCH AND STUD- 
IES.—Section 3 of the Water Desalination Act 
of 1996 (42 U.S.C. 10301 note; Public Law 104- 
298) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in paragraph (6), by striking “and” at 
the end; 
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(B) in paragraph (7), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting a semicolon; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

“(8) development of metrics to analyze the 
costs and benefits of desalination relative to 
other sources of water (including costs and 
benefits related to associated infrastructure, 
energy use, environmental impacts, and di- 
versification of water supplies); and 

“9) development of design and siting spec- 
ifications that avoid, minimize, or offset ad- 
verse social, economic, and environmental 
impacts.’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(e) PRIORITIZATION.—In carrying out this 
section, the Secretary shall prioritize fund- 
ing for research— 

“(1) to reduce energy consumption and 
lower the cost of desalination, including 
chloride control; 

“(2) to reduce the environmental impacts 
of seawater desalination and develop tech- 
nology and strategies to minimize those im- 
pacts; 

‘“(3) to improve existing reverse osmosis 
and membrane technology; 

“(4) to carry out basic and applied research 
on next generation desalination tech- 
nologies, including improved energy recov- 
ery systems and renewable energy-powered 
desalination systems that could signifi- 
cantly reduce desalination costs; 

‘“(5) to develop portable or modular desali- 
nation units capable of providing temporary 
emergency water supplies for domestic or 
military deployment purposes; and 

‘(6) to develop and promote innovative de- 
salination technologies, including chloride 
control, identified by the Secretary.’’. 

(b) DESALINATION DEMONSTRATION AND DE- 
VELOPMENT.—Section 4 of the Water Desali- 
nation Act of 1996 (42 U.S.C. 10301 note; Pub- 
lic Law 104-298) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

“(c) PRIORITIZATION.—In carrying out dem- 
onstration and development activities under 
this section, the Secretary shall prioritize 
projects— 

“(1) in drought-stricken States and com- 
munities; 

“(2) in States that have authorized funding 
for research and development of desalination 
technologies and projects; 

“(3) that can reduce reliance on imported 
water supplies that have an impact on spe- 
cies listed under the Endangered Species Act 
of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.); and 

“(4) that demonstrably leverage the experi- 
ence of international partners with consider- 
able expertise in desalination, such as the 
State of Israel.’’. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 8 of the Water Desalination Act of 
1996 (42 U.S.C. 10301 note; Public Law 104-298) 
is amended— 

(1) in the first sentence of subsection (a)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘$5,000,000’’ and inserting 
‘*$8,000,000’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘2013’’ and inserting ‘‘2021”’; 
and 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘for each 
of fiscal years 2012 through 2013” and insert- 
ing “for each of fiscal years 2017 through 
2021”. 

(d) CONSULTATION.—Section 9 of the Water 
Desalination Act of 1996 (42 U.S.C. 10301 note; 
Public Law 104-298) is amended— 

(1) by striking the section designation and 
heading and all that follows through ‘‘In car- 
rying out” in the first sentence and inserting 
the following: 

“SEC. 9. CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION. 


“(a) CONSULTATION.—In carrying out’’; 
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(2) in the second sentence, by striking 
“The authorization” and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“(c) OTHER DESALINATION PROGRAMS.—The 
authorization”; and 

(3) by inserting after subsection (a) (as des- 
ignated by paragraph (1)) the following: 

“(b) COORDINATION OF FEDERAL DESALINA- 
TION RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT.—The 
White House Office of Science and Tech- 
nology Policy shall develop a coordinated 
strategic plan that— 

“(1) establishes priorities for future Fed- 
eral investments in desalination; 

‘“(2) coordinates the activities of Federal 
agencies involved in desalination, including 
the Bureau of Reclamation, the Corps of En- 
gineers, the United States Army Tank Auto- 
motive Research, Development and Engi- 
neering Center, the National Science Foun- 
dation, the Office of Naval Research of the 
Department of Defense, the National Labora- 
tories of the Department of Energy, the 
United States Geological Survey, the Envi- 
ronmental Protection Agency, and the Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion; 

““(3) strengthens research and development 
cooperation with international partners, 
such as the State of Israel, in the area of de- 
salination technology; and 

“(4) promotes public-private partnerships 
to develop a framework for assessing needs 
for, and to optimize siting and design of, fu- 
ture ocean desalination projects.’’. 

SEC. 7307. NATIONAL DROUGHT RESILIENCE 
GUIDELINES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator, in 
conjunction with the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, the Secretary of Agriculture, the Direc- 
tor of the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, and other appropriate Fed- 
eral agency heads along with State and local 
governments, shall develop nonregulatory 
national drought resilience guidelines relat- 
ing to drought preparedness planning and in- 
vestments for communities, water utilities, 
and other water users and providers. 

(b) CONSULTATION.—In developing the na- 
tional drought resilience guidelines, the Ad- 
ministrator and other Federal agency heads 
referred to in subsection (a) shall consult 
with— 

(1) State and local governments; 

(2) water utilities; 

(8) scientists; 

(4) institutions of higher education; 

(5) relevant private entities; and 

(6) other stakeholders. 

(c) CONTENTS.—The national drought resil- 
ience guidelines developed under this section 
shall, to the maximum extent practicable, 
provide recommendations for a period of 10 
years that— 

(1) address a broad range of potential ac- 
tions, including— 

(A) analysis of the impacts of the changing 
frequency and duration of drought on the fu- 
ture effectiveness of water management 
tools; 

(B) the identification of drought-related 
water management challenges in a broad 
range of fields, including— 

(i) public health and safety; 

(ii) municipal and industrial water supply; 

(iii) agricultural water supply; 

(iv) water quality; 

(v) ecosystem health; and 

(vi) water supply planning; 

(C) water management tools to reduce 
drought-related impacts, including— 

(i) water use efficiency through gallons per 
capita reduction goals, appliance efficiency 
standards, water pricing incentives, and 
other measures; 
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(ii) water recycling; 

(iii) groundwater clean-up and storage; 

(iv) new technologies, such as behavioral 
water efficiency; and 

(v) stormwater capture and reuse; 

(D) water-related energy and greenhouse 
gas reduction strategies; and 

(E) public education and engagement; and 

(2) include recommendations relating to 
the processes that Federal, State, and local 
governments and water utilities should con- 
sider when developing drought resilience pre- 
paredness and plans, including— 

(A) the establishment of planning goals; 

(B) the evaluation of institutional capac- 
ity; 

(C) the assessment of drought-related risks 
and vulnerabilities, including the integra- 
tion of climate-related impacts; 

(D) the establishment of a development 
process, including an evaluation of the cost- 
effectiveness of potential strategies; 

(E) the inclusion of private entities, tech- 
nical advisors, and other stakeholders in the 
development process; 

(F) implementation and financing issues; 
and 

(G) evaluation of the plan, including any 
updates to the plan. 

SEC. 7308. INNOVATION IN STATE WATER POLLU- 
TION CONTROL REVOLVING LOAN 
FUNDS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (j)(1)(B) (as 
redesignated by section 7202(b)(1)(A)(ii)) of 
section 603 of the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act (83 U.S.C. 1383) is amended— 

(1) in clause (iii), by striking ‘‘or’’ at the 
end; 

(2) in clause (iv), by striking the period at 
the end and inserting ‘‘; or”; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

“(v) to encourage the use of innovative 
water technologies related to any of the 
issues identified in clauses (i) through (iv) 
or, as determined by the State, any other eli- 
gible project and activity eligible for assist- 
ance under subsection (c)’’. 

(b) INNOVATIVE WATER TECHNOLOGIES.—Sec- 
tion 603 of the Federal Water Pollution Con- 
trol Act (83 U.S.C. 1383) (as amended by sec- 
tion 7202(b)(1)) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘(k) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—The Adminis- 
trator may provide technical assistance to 
facilitate and encourage the provision of fi- 
nancial assistance for innovative water tech- 
nologies. 

“(1) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 2016, and not 
less frequently than every 5 years thereafter, 
the Administrator shall submit to Congress 
a report that describes— 

“(1) the amount of financial assistance pro- 
vided by State water pollution control re- 
volving funds to deploy innovative water 
technologies; 

‘“(2) the barriers impacting greater use of 
innovative water technologies; and 

‘(3) the cost-saving potential to cities and 
future infrastructure investments from 
emerging technologies.’’. 

SEC. 7309. INNOVATION IN DRINKING WATER 
STATE REVOLVING LOAN FUNDS. 

Section 1452 of the Safe Drinking Water 
Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12) (as amended by section 
7105) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (d)— 

(A) by striking the heading and inserting 
‘ ADDITIONAL ASSISTANCE.—”’; 

(B) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘Notwithstanding” and in- 
serting the following: 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding”’; and 
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(ii) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(B) INNOVATIVE WATER TECHNOLOGY.—Not- 
withstanding any other provision of this sec- 
tion, in the case of a State that makes a loan 
under subsection (a)(2) to carry out an eligi- 
ble activity through the use of an innovative 
water technology (including technologies to 
improve water treatment to ensure compli- 
ance with this title and technologies to iden- 
tify and mitigate sources of drinking water 
contamination, including lead contamina- 
tion), the State may provide additional sub- 
sidization, including forgiveness of principal 
that is not more than 50 percent of the cost 
of the portion of the project associated with 
the innovative technology.”’’; 

(C) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘For each fiscal year” and 
inserting the following: 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—For each fiscal year”; 
and 

(ii) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(B) INNOVATIVE WATER TECHNOLOGY.—For 
each fiscal year, not more than 20 percent of 
the loan subsidies that may be made by a 
State under paragraph (1) may be used to 
provide additional subsidization under sub- 
paragraph (B) of that paragraph.’’; and 

(D) in paragraph (3), in the first sentence, 
by inserting ‘‘, or portion of a service area,” 
after ‘‘service area’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(t) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—The Adminis- 
trator may provide technical assistance to 
facilitate and encourage the provision of fi- 
nancial assistance for the deployment of in- 
novative water technologies. 

“(u) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 2016, and not 
less frequently than every 5 years thereafter, 
the Administrator shall submit to Congress 
a report that describes— 

“(1) the amount of financial assistance pro- 
vided by State loan funds to deploy innova- 
tive water technologies; 

“(2) the barriers impacting greater use of 
innovative water technologies; and 

‘(3) the cost-saving potential to cities and 
future infrastructure investments from 
emerging technologies.’’. 

Subtitle D—Drinking Water Disaster Relief 

and Infrastructure Investments 
SEC. 7401. DRINKING WATER INFRASTRUCTURE. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) ELIGIBLE STATE.—The term ‘eligible 
State’? means a State for which the Presi- 
dent has declared an emergency under the 
Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer- 
gency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq.) 
relating to the public health threats associ- 
ated with the presence of lead or other con- 
taminants in a public drinking water supply 
system. 

(2) ELIGIBLE SYSTEM.—The term ‘‘eligible 
system’’ means a public drinking water sup- 
ply system that has been the subject of an 
emergency declaration referred to in para- 
graph (1). 

(b) STATE REVOLVING LOAN FUND ASSIST- 
ANCE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—An eligible system shall 
be— 

(A) considered to be a disadvantaged com- 
munity under section 1452(d) of the Safe 
Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12(d)); and 

(B) eligible to receive loans with additional 
subsidization under that Act (42 U.S.C. 300f 
et seq.), including forgiveness of principal 
under section 1452(d)(1) of that Act (42 U.S.C. 
800j-12(d)(1)). 

(2) AUTHORIZATION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Using funds provided 
under subsection (e)(1)(A), an eligible State 
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may provide assistance to an eligible system 
within the eligible State, for the purpose of 
addressing lead or other contaminants in 
drinking water, including repair and replace- 
ment of public and private drinking water 
infrastructure. 

(B) INCLUSION.—Assistance provided under 
subparagraph (A) may include additional 
subsidization under the Safe Drinking Water 
Act (42 U.S.C. 300f et seq.), as described in 
paragraph (1)(B). 

(C) EXCLUSION.—Assistance provided under 
subparagraph (A) shall not include assist- 
ance for a project that is financed (directly 
or indirectly), in whole or in part, with pro- 
ceeds of any obligation issued after the date 
of enactment of this Act— 

(i) the interest of which is exempt from the 
tax imposed under chapter 1 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986; or 

(ii) with respect to which credit is allow- 
able under subpart I or J of part IV of sub- 
chapter A of chapter 1 of such Code. 

(8) LIMITATION.—Section 1452(d)(2) of the 
Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j- 
12(d)(2)) shall not apply to— 

(A) any funds provided under subsection 
(e))(A); or 

(B) any other loan provided to an eligible 
system. 

(c) WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING.— 

(1) SECURED LOANS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Using funds provided 
under subsection (e)(2)(A), the Administrator 
may make a secured loan under the Water 
Infrastructure Finance and Innovation Act 
of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 3901 et seq.) to— 

(i) an eligible State to carry out a project 
eligible under paragraphs (2) through (9) of 
section 5026 of that Act (33 U.S.C. 3905) to ad- 
dress lead or other contaminants in drinking 
water in an eligible system, including repair 
and replacement of public and private drink- 
ing water infrastructure; and 

(ii) any eligible entity under section 5025 of 
that Act (33 U.S.C. 3904) for a project eligible 
under paragraphs (2) through (9) of section 
5026 of that Act (83 U.S.C. 3905). 

(B) AMOUNT.—Notwithstanding section 
5029(b)(2) of the Water Infrastructure Fi- 
nance and Innovation Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
3908(b)(2)), the amount of a secured loan pro- 
vided under subparagraph (A)(i) may be 
equal to not more than 80 percent of the rea- 
sonably anticipated costs of the projects. 

(2) FEDERAL INVOLVEMENT.—Notwith- 
standing section 5029(b)(9) of the Water Infra- 
structure Finance and Innovation Act of 2014 
(33 U.S.C. 3908(b)(9)), any costs for a project 
to address lead or other contaminants in 
drinking water in an eligible system that are 
not covered by a secured loan under para- 
graph (1) may be covered using amounts in 
the State revolving loan fund under section 
1452 of the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 
U.S.C. 300j-12). 

(d) NONDUPLICATION OF WORK.—An activity 
carried out pursuant to this section shall not 
duplicate the work or activity of any other 
Federal or State department or agency. 

(e) FUNDING.— 

(1) ADDITIONAL DRINKING WATER STATE RE- 
VOLVING FUND CAPITALIZATION GRANTS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the 
Treasury shall make available to the Admin- 
istrator a total of $100,000,000 to provide ad- 
ditional grants to eligible States pursuant to 
section 1452 of the Safe Drinking Water Act 
(42 U.S.C. 300j-12), to be available for a period 
of 18 months beginning on the date on which 
the funds are made available, for the pur- 
poses described in subsection (b)(2), and after 
the end of the 18-month period, until ex- 
pended for the purposes described in subpara- 
graph (C). 
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(B) SUPPLEMENTED INTENDED USE PLANS.— 
From funds made available under subpara- 
graph (A), the Administrator shall obligate 
to an eligible State such amounts as are nec- 
essary to meet the needs identified in a sup- 
plemented intended use plan by not later 
than 30 days after the date on which the eli- 
gible State submits to the Administrator a 
supplemented intended use plan under sec- 
tion 1452(b) of the Safe Drinking Water Act 
(42 U.S.C. 300j-12(b)) that includes preappli- 
cation information regarding projects to be 
funded using the additional assistance, in- 
cluding, with respect to each such project— 

(i) a description of the project; 

(ii) an explanation of the means by which 
the project will address a situation causing a 
declared emergency in the eligible State; 

(iii) the estimated cost of the project; and 

(iv) the projected start date for construc- 
tion of the project. 

(C)  UNOBLIGATED AMOUNTS.—Of any 
amounts made available to the Adminis- 
trator under subparagraph (A) that are unob- 
ligated on the date that is 18 months after 
the date on which the amounts are made 
available— 

(i) 50 percent shall be available to provide 
additional grants under section 1459A of the 
Safe Drinking Water Act (as added by sec- 
tion 7106); and 

(ii) 50 percent shall be available to provide 
additional grants under section 1459B of the 
Safe Drinking Water Act (as added by sec- 
tion 7107). 

(D) APPLICABILITY.—Section 1452(b)(1) of 
the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j- 
12(b)(1)) shall not apply to a supplement to 
an intended use plan under subparagraph (B). 

(2) WIFIA FUNDING.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—As soon as practicable 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall make avail- 
able to the Administrator $70,000,000 to pro- 
vide credit subsidies, in consultation with 
the Director of the Office of Management 
and Budget, for secured loans under sub- 
section (c)(1)(A) with a goal of providing se- 
cured loans totaling at least $700,000,000. 

(B) USE.—Secured loans provided pursuant 
to subparagraph (A) shall be available to 
carry out activities described in subsection 
OANA). 

(C) EXCLUSION.—Of the amounts made 
available under subparagraph (A), $20,000,000 
shall not be used to provide assistance for a 
project that is financed (directly or indi- 
rectly), in whole or in part, with proceeds of 
any obligation issued after the date of enact- 
ment of this Act— 

(i) the interest of which is exempt from the 
tax imposed under chapter 1 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986; or 

(ii) with respect to which credit is allow- 
able under subpart I or J of part IV of sub- 
chapter A of chapter 1 of such Code. 

(3) APPLICABILITY.—Unless explicitly 
waived, all requirements under the Safe 
Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300f et seq.) 
and the Water Infrastructure Finance and 
Innovation Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 3901 et seq.) 
shall apply to funding provided under this 
subsection. 

(f) HEALTH EFFECTS EVALUATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Pursuant to section 
104(14)(1)(E) of the Comprehensive Environ- 
mental Response, Compensation, and Liabil- 
ity Act (42 U.S.C. 9604(1)(1)(B)), and on re- 
ceipt of a request of an appropriate State or 
local health official of an eligible State, the 
Director of the Agency for Toxic Substances 
and Disease Registry of the National Center 
for Environmental Health shall in coordina- 
tion with other agencies, as appropriate, 
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conduct voluntary surveillance activities to 
evaluate any adverse health effects on indi- 
viduals exposed to lead from drinking water 
in the affected communities. 

(2) CONSULTATIONS.—Pursuant to section 
104(1)(4) of the Comprehensive Environ- 
mental Response, Compensation, and Liabil- 
ity Act (42 U.S.C. 9604(i)(4)), and on receipt of 
a request of an appropriate State or local 
health official of an eligible State, the Direc- 
tor of the Agency for Toxic Substances and 
Disease Registry of the National Center for 
Environmental Health shall provide con- 
sultations regarding health issues described 
in paragraph (1). 

SEC. 7402. LOAN FORGIVENESS. 

The matter under the heading ‘‘STATE AND 
TRIBAL ASSISTANCE GRANTS” under the head- 
ing “ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY” in title II of division G of the Con- 
solidated Appropriations Act, 2016 (Public 
Law 114-113), is amended in paragraph (1), by 
striking the semicolon at the end and insert- 
ing the following: ‘‘or, if a Federal or State 
emergency declaration has been issued due 
to a threat to public health from heightened 
exposure to lead in a municipal drinking 
water supply, before the date of enactment 
of this Act: Provided further, That in a State 
in which such an emergency declaration has 
been issued, the State may use more than 20 
percent of the funds made available under 
this title to the State for Drinking Water 
State Revolving Fund capitalization grants 
to provide additional subsidy to eligible re- 
cipients;”. 

SEC. 7403. REGISTRY FOR LEAD EXPOSURE AND 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) CITY.—The term ‘‘City’’ means a city 
exposed to lead contamination in the local 
drinking water system. 

(2) COMMITTEE.—The term ‘‘Committee’’ 
means the Advisory Committee established 
under subsection (c). 

(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services. 

(b) LEAD EXPOSURE REGISTRY.—The Sec- 
retary shall establish within the Agency for 
Toxic Substances and Disease Registry or 
another relevant agency at the discretion of 
the Secretary, or establish through a grant 
award or contract, a lead exposure registry 
to collect data on the lead exposure of resi- 
dents of a City on a voluntary basis. 

(c) ADVISORY COMMITTEE.— 

(1) MEMBERSHIP.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es- 
tablish an Advisory Committee in coordina- 
tion with the Director of the Centers for Dis- 
ease Control and Prevention and other rel- 
evant agencies as determined by the Sec- 
retary consisting of Federal members and 
non-Federal members, and which shall in- 
clude— 

(i) an epidemiologist; 

(ii) a toxicologist; 

(iii) a mental health professional; 

(iv) a pediatrician; 

(v) an early childhood education expert; 

(vi) a special education expert; 

(vii) a dietician; and 

(viii) an environmental health expert. 

(B) REQUIREMENTS.—Membership in the 
Committee shall not exceed 15 members and 
not less than 4% of the members shall be Fed- 
eral members. 

(2) CHAIR.—The Secretary shall designate a 
chair from among the Federal members ap- 
pointed to the Committee. 

(3) TERMS.—Members of the Committee 
shall serve for a term of not more than 3 
years and the Secretary may reappoint mem- 
bers for consecutive terms. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


(4) APPLICATION OF FACA.—The Committee 
shall be subject to the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act (5 U.S.C. App.). 

(5) RESPONSIBILITIES.—The 
shall, at a minimum— 

(A) review the Federal programs and serv- 
ices available to individuals and commu- 
nities exposed to lead; 

(B) review current research on lead poi- 
soning to identify additional research needs; 

(C) review and identify best practices, or 
the need for best practices, regarding lead 
screening and the prevention of lead poi- 
soning; 

(D) identify effective services, including 
services relating to healthcare, education, 
and nutrition for individuals and commu- 
nities affected by lead exposure and lead poi- 
soning, including in consultation with, as ap- 
propriate, the lead exposure registry as es- 
tablished in subsection (b); and 

(E) undertake any other review or activi- 
ties that the Secretary determines to be ap- 
propriate. 

(6) REPORT.—Annually for 5 years and 
thereafter as determined necessary by the 
Secretary or as required by Congress, the 
Committee shall submit to the Secretary, 
the Committees on Finance, Health, Edu- 
cation, Labor, and Pensions, and Agri- 
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry of the Sen- 
ate and the Committees on Education and 
the Workforce, Energy and Commerce, and 
Agriculture of the House of Representatives 
a report that includes— 

(A) an evaluation of the effectiveness of 
the Federal programs and services available 
to individuals and communities exposed to 
lead; 

(B) an evaluation of additional lead poi- 
soning research needs; 

(C) an assessment of any effective screen- 
ing methods or best practices used or devel- 
oped to prevent or screen for lead poisoning; 

(D) input and recommendations for im- 
proved access to effective services relating 
to healthcare, education, or nutrition for in- 
dividuals and communities impacted by lead 
exposure; and 

(E) any other recommendations for com- 
munities affected by lead exposure, as appro- 
priate. 

(d) MANDATORY FUNDING.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—On the date of enactment 
of this Act, out of any funds in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall transfer to the Secretary, 
to be available during the period of fiscal 
years 2016 through 2020— 

(A) $17,500,000 to carry out subsection (b); 
and 

(B) $2,500,000 to carry out subsection (c). 

(2) RECEIPT AND ACCEPTANCE.—The Sec- 
retary shall be entitled to receive, shall ac- 
cept, and shall use to carry out subsections 
(b) and (c) the funds transferred under sub- 
paragraphs (A) and (B) of paragraph (1), re- 
spectively, without further appropriation. 
SEC. 7404. ADDITIONAL FUNDING FOR CERTAIN 

CHILDHOOD HEALTH PROGRAMS. 

(a) CHILDHOOD LEAD POISONING PREVENTION 
PROGRAM.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—On the date of enactment 
of this Act, out of any funds in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall transfer to the Director of 
the Centers for Disease Control and Preven- 
tion, to be available during the period of fis- 
cal years 2017 and 2018, $10,000,000 for the 
childhood lead poisoning prevention program 
authorized under section 317A of the Public 
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 247b-1). 

(2) RECEIPT AND ACCEPTANCE.—The Director 
of the Centers for Disease Control and Pre- 


Committee 


September 7, 2016 


vention shall be entitled to receive, shall ac- 
cept, and shall use to carry out the child- 
hood lead poisoning prevention program au- 
thorized under section 317A of the Public 
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 247b-1) the 
funds transferred under paragraph (1), with- 
out further appropriation. 

(b) HEALTHY HOMES PROGRAM.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—On the date of enactment 
of this Act, out of any funds in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall transfer to the Secretary 
of Housing and Urban Development, to be 
available during the period of fiscal years 
2017 and 2018, $10,000,000 to carry out the 
Healthy Homes Initiative of the Department 
of Housing and Urban Development. 

(2) RECEIPT AND ACCEPTANCE.—The Sec- 
retary of Housing and Urban Development 
shall be entitled to receive, shall accept, and 
shall use to carry out the Healthy Homes 
Initiative of the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development the funds transferred 
under paragraph (1), without further appro- 
priation. 

(c) HEALTHY START PROGRAM.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—On the date of enactment 
of this Act, out of any funds in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall transfer to the Adminis- 
trator of the Health Resources and Services 
Administration, to be available during the 
period of fiscal years 2017 and 2018, $10,000,000 
to carry out the Healthy Start Initiative 
under section 330H of the Public Health Serv- 
ice Act (42 U.S.C. 254c-8). 

(2) RECEIPT AND ACCEPTANCE.—The Admin- 
istrator of the Health Resources and Serv- 
ices Administration shall be entitled to re- 
ceive, shall accept, and shall use to carry out 
the Healthy Start Initiative under section 
330H of the Public Health Service Act (42 
U.S.C. 254c-8) the funds transferred under 
paragraph (1), without further appropriation. 
SEC. 7405. REVIEW AND REPORT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Attorney General and the Inspector General 
of the Environmental Protection Agency 
shall submit to the Committees on Appro- 
priations, Environment and Public Works, 
and Homeland Security and Governmental 
Affairs of the Senate and the Committees on 
Appropriations, Energy and Commerce, 
Transportation and Infrastructure, and Over- 
sight and Government Reform of the House 
of Representatives a report on the status of 
any ongoing investigations into the Federal 
and State response to the contamination of 
the drinking water supply of the City of 
Flint, Michigan. 

(b) REVIEW.—Not later than 30 days after 
the completion of the investigations de- 
scribed in subsection (a), the Comptroller 
General of the United States shall commence 
a review of issues that are not addressed by 
the investigations and relating to— 

(1) the adequacy of the response by the 
State of Michigan and the City of Flint to 
the drinking water crisis in Flint, Michigan, 
including the timeliness and transparency of 
the response, as well as the capacity of the 
State and City to manage the drinking water 
system; and 

(2) the adequacy of the response by Region 
5 of the Environmental Protection Agency to 
the drinking water crisis in Flint, Michigan, 
including the timeliness and transparency of 
the response. 

(c) CONTENTS OF REPORT.—Not later than 1 
year after commencing each review under 
subsection (b), the Comptroller General of 
the United States shall submit to Congress a 
report that includes— 
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(1) a statement of the principal findings of 
the review; and 

(2) recommendations for Congress and the 
President to take any actions to prevent a 
similar situation in the future and to protect 
public health. 

Subtitle E—Report on Groundwater 
Contamination 

SEC. 7501. DEFINITIONS. 

In this subtitle: 

(1) COMPREHENSIVE STRATEGY.—The term 
“comprehensive strategy” means a plan 


for— 
(A) the remediation of the plume under the 
Comprehensive Environmental Response, 


Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 (42 
U.S.C. 9601 et seq.); or 

(B) corrective action under the Solid Waste 
Disposal Act (42 U.S.C. 6901 et seq.). 

(2) GROUNDWATER.—The term ‘‘ground- 
water’? means water in a saturated zone or 
stratum beneath the surface of land or 
water. 

(3) PLUME.—The term ‘‘plume’’ means any 
hazardous waste (as defined in section 1004 of 
the Solid Waste Disposal Act (42 U.S.C. 6903)) 
or hazardous substance (as defined in section 
101 of the Comprehensive Environmental Re- 
sponse, Compensation, and Liability Act of 
1980 (42 U.S.C. 9601)) found in the ground- 
water supply. 

(4) SITE.—The term ‘‘site’’ means the site 
located at 830 South Oyster Bay Road, 
Bethpage, New York, 11714 (Environmental 
Protection Agency identification number 
NYD002047967). 

SEC. 7502. REPORT ON GROUNDWATER CONTAMI- 
NATION. 

Not later than 180 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act and annually there- 
after, the Secretary of the Navy shall submit 
to Congress a report on the groundwater con- 
tamination from the site that includes— 

(1) a description of the status of the 
groundwater contaminants that are leaving 
the site and migrating to a location within a 
10-mile radius of the site, including— 

(A) detailed mapping of the movement of 
the plume over time; and 

(B) projected migration rates of the plume; 

(2) an analysis of the current and future 
impact of the movement of the plume on 
drinking water facilities; and 

(3) a comprehensive strategy to prevent 
the groundwater contaminants from the site 
from contaminating drinking water wells 
that, as of the date of the submission of the 
report, have not been affected by the migra- 
tion of the plume. 

Subtitle F—Restoration 
PART I—GREAT LAKES RESTORATION 
INITIATIVE 
SEC. 7611. GREAT LAKES RESTORATION INITIA- 
TIVE. 

Section 118(c) of the Federal Water Pollu- 
tion Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1268(c)) is amend- 
ed by striking paragraph (7) and inserting 
the following: 

“(7) GREAT LAKES RESTORATION 
TIVE.— 

“(A) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
in the Agency a Great Lakes Restoration 
Initiative (referred to in this paragraph as 
the ‘Initiative’) to carry out programs and 
projects for Great Lakes protection and res- 
toration. 

“(B) FOCUS AREAS.—Each fiscal year under 
a 5-year Initiative Action Plan, the Initia- 
tive shall prioritize programs and projects, 
carried out in coordination with non-Federal 
partners, that address priority areas, such 
as— 

“(i) the remediation of toxic substances 
and areas of concern; 
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“(i) the prevention and control of invasive 
species and the impacts of invasive species; 

“Gii) the protection and restoration of 
nearshore health and the prevention and 
mitigation of nonpoint source pollution; 

“(iv) habitat and wildlife protection and 
restoration, including wetlands restoration 
and preservation; and 

“(v) accountability, monitoring, evalua- 
tion, communication, and partnership activi- 
ties. 

“(C) PROJECTS.—Under the Initiative, the 
Agency shall collaborate with Federal part- 
ners, including the Great Lakes Interagency 
Task Force, to select the best combination 
of programs and projects for Great Lakes 
protection and restoration using appropriate 
principles and criteria, including whether a 
program or project provides— 

“(i) the ability to achieve strategic and 
measurable environmental outcomes that 
implement the Great Lakes Action Plan and 
the Great Lakes Water Quality Agreement; 

“(ii) the feasibility of— 

(I) prompt implementation; 

‘(ID timely achievement of results; and 

‘(III) resource leveraging; and 

“Gii) the opportunity to improve inter- 
agency and inter-organizational coordina- 
tion and collaboration to reduce duplication 
and streamline efforts. 

“(D) IMPLEMENTATION OF PROJECTS.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(G)Gi), funds made available to carry out the 
Initiative shall be used to strategically im- 
plement— 

“(I) Federal projects; and 

“(II) projects carried out in coordination 
with States, Indian tribes, municipalities, 
institutions of higher education, and other 
organizations. 

“(ii) TRANSFER OF FUNDS.—With amounts 
made available for the Initiative each fiscal 
year, the Administrator may— 

“(I) transfer not more than $300,000,000 to 
the head of any Federal department or agen- 
cy, with the concurrence of the department 
or agency head, to carry out activities to 
support the Initiative and the Great Lakes 
Water Quality Agreement; 

‘“(ID) enter into an interagency agreement 
with the head of any Federal department or 
agency to carry out activities described in 
subclause (I); and 

“(TIT) make grants to governmental enti- 
ties, nonprofit organizations, institutions, 
and individuals for planning, research, moni- 
toring, outreach, and implementation of 
projects in furtherance of the Initiative and 
the Great Lakes Water Quality Agreement. 

“(E) SCOPE.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—Projects shall be carried 
out under the Initiative on multiple levels, 
including— 

“(T) Great Lakes-wide; and 

‘“(ID) Great Lakes basin-wide. 

“(ii) LIMITATION.—No funds made available 
to carry out the Initiative may be used for 
any water infrastructure activity (other 
than a green infrastructure project that im- 
proves habitat and other ecosystem func- 
tions in the Great Lakes) for which amounts 
are made available from— 

“(I)a State water pollution control revolv- 
ing fund established under title VI; or 

“(ID) a State drinking water revolving loan 
fund established under section 1452 of the 
Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12). 

“(F) ACTIVITIES BY OTHER FEDERAL AGEN- 
CIES.—Each relevant Federal department or 
agency shall, to the maximum extent prac- 
ticable— 

“(i) maintain the base level of funding for 
the Great Lakes activities of that depart- 
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ment or agency without regard to funding 
under the Initiative; and 

“(ii) identify new activities and projects to 
support the environmental goals of the Ini- 
tiative and the Great Lakes Water Quality 
Agreement. 

‘(G) FUNDING.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to be 
appropriated to carry out this paragraph 
$300,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2017 
through 2021. 

“(ii) LIMITATION.—Nothing in this para- 
graph creates, expands, or amends the au- 
thority of the Administrator to implement 
programs or projects under— 

“(I) this section; 

“(ID the Initiative Action Plan; or 

“(IIT) the Great Lakes Water Quality 
Agreement.’’. 

PART II—LAKE TAHOE RESTORATION 
SEC. 7621. FINDINGS AND PURPOSES. 

The Lake Tahoe Restoration Act (Public 
Law 106-506; 114 Stat. 2351) is amended by 
striking section 2 and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“SEC. 2. FINDINGS AND PURPOSES. 

“(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 

“(1) Lake Tahoe— 

“(A) is one of the largest, deepest, and 
clearest lakes in the world; 

“(B) has a cobalt blue color, a biologically 
diverse alpine setting, and remarkable water 
clarity; and 

“(C) is recognized nationally and world- 
wide as a natural resource of special signifi- 
cance; 

“(2) in addition to being a scenic and eco- 
logical treasure, the Lake Tahoe Basin is one 
of the outstanding recreational resources of 
the United States, which— 

‘(A) offers skiing, water sports, biking, 
camping, and hiking to millions of visitors 
each year; and 

“(B) contributes significantly to the econo- 
mies of California, Nevada, and the United 
States; 

“(3) the economy in the Lake Tahoe Basin 
is dependent on the conservation and res- 
toration of the natural beauty and recre- 
ation opportunities in the area; 

“(4) the ecological health of the Lake 
Tahoe Basin continues to be challenged by 
the impacts of land use and transportation 
patterns developed in the last century; 

“(5) the alteration of wetland, wet mead- 
ows, and stream zone habitat have com- 
promised the capacity of the watershed to 
filter sediment, nutrients, and pollutants be- 
fore reaching Lake Tahoe; 

“(6) forests in the Lake Tahoe Basin suffer 
from over a century of fire damage and peri- 
odic drought, which have resulted in— 

“(A) high tree density and mortality; 

“(B) the loss of biological diversity; and 

‘“(C) a large quantity of combustible forest 
fuels, which significantly increases the 
threat of catastrophic fire and insect infesta- 
tion; 

‘“(7) the establishment of several aquatic 
and terrestrial invasive species (including 
perennial pepperweed, milfoil, and Asian 
clam) threatens the ecosystem of the Lake 
Tahoe Basin; 

“(8) there is an ongoing threat to the econ- 
omy and ecosystem of the Lake Tahoe Basin 
of the introduction and establishment of 
other invasive species (such as yellow 
starthistle, New Zealand mud snail, Zebra 
mussel, and quagga mussel); 

(9) 78 percent of the land in the Lake 
Tahoe Basin is administered by the Federal 
Government, which makes it a Federal re- 
sponsibility to restore ecological health to 
the Lake Tahoe Basin; 
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“(10) the Federal Government has a long 
history of environmental stewardship at 
Lake Tahoe, including— 

“(A) congressional consent to the estab- 
lishment of the Planning Agency with— 

“(i) the enactment in 1969 of Public Law 
91-148 (83 Stat. 360); and 

“(ii) the enactment in 1980 of Public Law 
96-551 (94 Stat. 3233); 

“(B) the establishment of the Lake Tahoe 
Basin Management Unit in 1973; 

“(C) the enactment of Public Law 96-586 (94 
Stat. 3381) in 1980 to provide for the acquisi- 
tion of environmentally sensitive land and 
erosion control grants in the Lake Tahoe 
Basin; 

“(D) the enactment of sections 341 and 342 
of the Department of the Interior and Re- 
lated Agencies Appropriations Act, 2004 
(Public Law 108-108; 117 Stat. 1317), which 
amended the Southern Nevada Public Land 
Management Act of 1998 (Public Law 105-263; 
112 Stat. 2346) to provide payments for the 
environmental restoration programs under 
this Act; and 

“(E) the enactment of section 382 of the 
Tax Relief and Health Care Act of 2006 (Pub- 
lic Law 109-432; 120 Stat. 3045), which amend- 
ed the Southern Nevada Public Land Man- 
agement Act of 1998 (Public Law 105-263; 112 
Stat. 2346) to authorize development and im- 
plementation of a comprehensive 10-year 
hazardous fuels and fire prevention plan for 
the Lake Tahoe Basin; 

“(11) the Assistant Secretary was an origi- 
nal signatory in 1997 to the Agreement of 
Federal Departments on Protection of the 
Environment and Economic Health of the 
Lake Tahoe Basin; 

“(12) the Chief of Engineers, under direc- 
tion from the Assistant Secretary, has con- 
tinued to be a significant contributor to 
Lake Tahoe Basin restoration, including— 

“(A) stream and wetland restoration; and 

‘“(B) programmatic technical assistance; 

(18) at the Lake Tahoe Presidential 
Forum in 1997, the President renewed the 
commitment of the Federal Government to 
Lake Tahoe by— 

“(A) committing to increased Federal re- 
sources for ecological restoration at Lake 
Tahoe; and 

“(B) establishing the Federal Interagency 
Partnership and Federal Advisory Com- 
mittee to consult on natural resources issues 
concerning the Lake Tahoe Basin; 

“(14) at the 2011 and 2012 Lake Tahoe Fo- 
rums, Senator Reid, Senator Feinstein, Sen- 
ator Heller, Senator Ensign, Governor Gib- 
bons, Governor Sandoval, and Governor 
Brown— 

“(A) renewed their commitment to Lake 
Tahoe; and 

‘“(B) expressed their desire to fund the Fed- 
eral and State shares of the Environmental 
Improvement Program through 2022; 

“(15) since 1997, the Federal Government, 
the States of California and Nevada, units of 
local government, and the private sector 
have contributed more than $1,955,500,000 to 
the Lake Tahoe Basin, including— 

“(A) $635,400,000 from the Federal Govern- 
ment; 

‘“(B) $758,600,000 from the State of Cali- 
fornia; 

“(C) $123,700,000 from the State of Nevada; 

“(D) $98,900,000 from units of local govern- 
ment; and 

‘(E) $338,900,000 from private interests; 

(16) significant additional investment 
from Federal, State, local, and private 
sources is necessary— 

“(A) to restore and sustain the ecological 
health of the Lake Tahoe Basin; 
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““(B) to adapt to the impacts of fluctuating 
water temperature and precipitation; and 

“(C) to prevent the introduction and estab- 
lishment of invasive species in the Lake 
Tahoe Basin; and 

‘“(17) the Secretary has indicated that the 
Lake Tahoe Basin Management Unit has the 
capacity for at least $10,000,000 annually for 
the Fire Risk Reduction and Forest Manage- 
ment Program. 

‘“(b) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this Act 
are— 

“(1) to enable the Chief of the Forest Serv- 
ice, the Director of the United States Fish 
and Wildlife Service, and the Administrator, 
in cooperation with the Planning Agency 
and the States of California and Nevada, to 
fund, plan, and implement significant new 
environmental restoration activities and for- 
est management activities in the Lake 
Tahoe Basin; 

‘“(2) to ensure that Federal, State, local, 
regional, tribal, and private entities con- 
tinue to work together to manage land in 
the Lake Tahoe Basin; 

“*(3) to support local governments in efforts 
related to environmental restoration, storm- 
water pollution control, fire risk reduction, 
and forest management activities; and 

(4) to ensure that agency and science 
community representatives in the Lake 
Tahoe Basin work together— 

“(A) to develop and implement a plan for 
integrated monitoring, assessment, and ap- 
plied research to evaluate the effectiveness 
of the Environmental Improvement Pro- 
gram; and 

‘“(B) to provide objective information as a 
basis for ongoing decisionmaking, with an 
emphasis on decisionmaking relating to re- 
source management in the Lake Tahoe 
Basin.’’. 

SEC. 7622. DEFINITIONS. 

The Lake Tahoe Restoration Act (Public 
Law 106-506; 114 Stat. 2351) is amended by 
striking section 3 and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS. 

“In this Act: 

‘“(1) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘Adminis- 
trator’ means the Administrator of the Envi- 
ronmental Protection Agency. 

‘“(2) ASSISTANT SECRETARY.—The term ‘As- 
sistant Secretary’ means the Assistant Sec- 
retary of the Army for Civil Works. 

(3) CHAIR.—The term ‘Chair’ means the 
Chair of the Federal Partnership. 

“(4) COMPACT.—The term ‘Compact’ means 
the Tahoe Regional Planning Compact in- 
cluded in the first section of Public Law 96- 
551 (94 Stat. 3233). 

‘“(5) DIRECTORS.—The 
means— 

“(A) the Director of the United States Fish 
and Wildlife Service; and 

‘“(B) the Director of the United States Geo- 
logical Survey. 

‘“(6) ENVIRONMENTAL IMPROVEMENT PRO- 
GRAM.—The term ‘Environmental Improve- 
ment Program’ means— 

“(A) the Environmental Improvement Pro- 
gram adopted by the Planning Agency; and 

“(B) any amendments to the Program. 

‘“(7) ENVIRONMENTAL THRESHOLD CARRYING 
CAPACITY.—The term ‘environmental thresh- 
old carrying capacity’ has the meaning given 
the term in Article II of the Compact. 

“(8) FEDERAL PARTNERSHIP.—The term 
‘Federal Partnership’ means the Lake Tahoe 
Federal Interagency Partnership established 
by Executive Order 13057 (62 Fed. Reg. 41249) 
(or a successor Executive order). 

‘“(9) FOREST MANAGEMENT ACTIVITY.—The 
term ‘forest management activity’ in- 
cludes— 
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“(A) prescribed burning for ecosystem 
health and hazardous fuels reduction; 

“(B) mechanical and minimum tool treat- 
ment; 

“(C) stream environment zone restoration 
and other watershed and wildlife habitat en- 
hancements; 

‘(D) nonnative invasive species manage- 
ment; and 

“(E) other activities consistent with For- 
est Service practices, as the Secretary deter- 
mines to be appropriate. 

“(10) MApPs.—The term ‘Maps’ means the 
maps— 

“(A) entitled— 

“(i) ‘LTRA USFS-CA Land Exchange/North 
Shore’; 

“Gi) ‘LTRA USFS-CA Land Exchange/West 
Shore’; and 

“Gii) ‘LTRA USFS-CA Land Exchange/ 
South Shore’; and 

‘“(B) dated January 4, 2016, and on file and 
available for public inspection in the appro- 
priate offices of— 

“(i) the Forest Service; 

“(ii) the California Tahoe Conservancy; 
and 

“(iii) the California Department of Parks 
and Recreation. 

*11) NATIONAL WILDLAND FIRE CODE.—The 
term ‘national wildland fire code’ means— 

“(A) the most recent publication of the Na- 
tional Fire Protection Association codes 
numbered 1141, 1142, 1148, and 1144; 

‘(B) the most recent publication of the 
International Wildland-Urban Interface Code 
of the International Code Council; or 

“(C) any other code that the Secretary de- 
termines provides the same, or better, stand- 
ards for protection against wildland fire as a 
code described in subparagraph (A) or (B). 

‘(12) PLANNING AGENCY.—The term ‘Plan- 
ning Agency’ means the Tahoe Regional 
Planning Agency established under Public 
Law 91-148 (83 Stat. 360) and Public Law 96- 
551 (94 Stat. 3233). 

(13) PRIORITY LIST.—The term ‘Priority 
List’ means the environmental restoration 
priority list developed under section 5(b). 

(14) SECRETARY.—The term ‘Secretary’ 
means the Secretary of Agriculture, acting 
through the Chief of the Forest Service. 

‘(15) STREAM ENVIRONMENT ZONE.—The 
term ‘Stream Environment Zone’ means an 
area that generally owes the biological and 
physical characteristics of the area to the 
presence of surface water or groundwater. 

16) TOTAL MAXIMUM DAILY LOAD.—The 
term ‘total maximum daily load’ means the 
total maximum daily load allocations adopt- 
ed under section 303(d) of the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act (83 U.S.C. 1318(d)). 

“(17) WATERCRAFT.—The term ‘watercraft’ 
means motorized and non-motorized 
watercraft, including boats, seaplanes, per- 
sonal watercraft, kayaks, and canoes.’’. 

SEC. 7623. IMPROVED ADMINISTRATION OF THE 
LAKE TAHOE BASIN MANAGEMENT 
UNIT. 

Section 4 of the Lake Tahoe Restoration 
Act (Public Law 106-506; 114 Stat. 2353) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)(3), by striking ‘‘basin’’ 
and inserting ‘‘Basin’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(c) FOREST MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES.— 

‘*(1) COORDINATION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—In conducting forest 
management activities in the Lake Tahoe 
Basin Management Unit, the Secretary shall, 
as appropriate, coordinate with the Adminis- 
trator and State and local agencies and orga- 
nizations, including local fire departments 
and volunteer groups. 
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“(B) GOALS.—The coordination of activi- 
ties under subparagraph (A) should aim to 
increase efficiencies and maximize the com- 
patibility of management practices across 
public property boundaries. 

‘*(2) MULTIPLE BENEFITS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—In conducting forest 
management activities in the Lake Tahoe 
Basin Management Unit, the Secretary shall 
conduct the activities in a manner that— 

“(i) except as provided in subparagraph (B), 
attains multiple ecosystem benefits, includ- 
ing— 

“(I) reducing forest fuels; 

“(ID maintaining biological diversity; 

“(IIT) improving wetland and water qual- 
ity, including in Stream Environment Zones; 
and 

“(IV) increasing resilience to changing 
water temperature and precipitation; and 

“(ii) helps achieve and maintain the envi- 
ronmental threshold carrying capacities es- 
tablished by the Planning Agency. 

“(B) EXCEPTION.—Notwithstanding sub- 
paragraph (A)(i), the attainment of multiple 
ecosystem benefits shall not be required if 
the Secretary determines that management 
for multiple ecosystem benefits would exces- 
sively increase the cost of a program in rela- 
tion to the additional ecosystem benefits 
gained from the management activity. 

‘3) GROUND DISTURBANCE.—Consistent 
with applicable Federal law and Lake Tahoe 
Basin Management Unit land and resource 
management plan direction, the Secretary 
shall— 

“(A) establish post-program ground condi- 
tion criteria for ground disturbance caused 
by forest management activities; and 

‘(B) provide for monitoring to ascertain 
the attainment of the post-program condi- 
tions. 

“(d) WITHDRAWAL OF FEDERAL LAND.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to valid existing 
rights and paragraph (2), the Federal land lo- 
cated in the Lake Tahoe Basin Management 
Unit is withdrawn from— 

“(A) all forms of entry, appropriation, or 
disposal under the public land laws; 

‘“(B) location, entry, and patent under the 
mining laws; and 

‘(C) disposition under all laws relating to 
mineral and geothermal leasing. 

“(2) EXCEPTIONS.—A conveyance of land 
shall be exempt from withdrawal under this 
subsection if carried out under— 

“(A) this Act; or 

“(B) Public Law 96-586 (94 Stat. 3381) (com- 
monly known as the ‘Santini-Burton Act’). 

‘“(e) ENVIRONMENTAL THRESHOLD CARRYING 
CAPACITY.—The Lake Tahoe Basin Manage- 
ment Unit shall support the attainment of 
the environmental threshold carrying capac- 
ities. 

‘(f) COOPERATIVE AUTHORITIES.—During 
the 4 fiscal years following the date of enact- 
ment of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 2016, the Secretary, in conjunction 
with land adjustment programs, may enter 
into contracts and cooperative agreements 
with States, units of local government, and 
other public and private entities to provide 
for fuel reduction, erosion control, reforest- 
ation, Stream Environment Zone restora- 
tion, and similar management activities on 
Federal land and non-Federal land within 
the programs.”’. 

SEC. 7624. AUTHORIZED PROGRAMS. 

The Lake Tahoe Restoration Act (Public 
Law 106-506; 114 Stat. 2351) is amended by 
striking section 5 and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“SEC. 5. AUTHORIZED PROGRAMS. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, the As- 

sistant Secretary, the Directors, and the Ad- 
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ministrator, in coordination with the Plan- 
ning Agency and the States of California and 
Nevada, may carry out or provide financial 
assistance to any program that— 

“(1) is described in subsection (d); 

‘“(2) is included in the Priority List under 
subsection (b); and 

““(3) furthers the purposes of the Environ- 
mental Improvement Program if the pro- 
gram has been subject to environmental re- 
view and approval, respectively, as required 
under Federal law, Article VII of the Com- 
pact, and State law, as applicable. 

“(b) PRIORITY LIST.— 

“(1) DEADLINE.—Not later than March 15 of 
the year after the date of enactment of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 2016, 
the Chair, in consultation with the Sec- 
retary, the Administrator, the Directors, the 
Planning Agency, the States of California 
and Nevada, the Federal Partnership, the 
Washoe Tribe, the Lake Tahoe Federal Advi- 
sory Committee, and the Tahoe Science Con- 
sortium (or a successor organization) shall 
submit to Congress a prioritized Environ- 
mental Improvement Program list for the 
Lake Tahoe Basin for the program categories 
described in subsection (d). 

‘(2) CRITERIA.—The ranking of the Priority 
List shall be based on the best available 
science and the following criteria: 

“(A) The 4-year threshold carrying capac- 
ity evaluation. 

“(B) The ability to measure progress or 
success of the program. 

“(C) The potential to significantly con- 
tribute to the achievement and maintenance 
of the environmental threshold carrying ca- 
pacities identified in Article II of the Com- 
pact. 

“(D) The ability of a program to provide 
multiple benefits. 

“(E) The ability of a program to leverage 
non-Federal contributions. 

“(F) Stakeholder support for the program. 

“(G) The justification of Federal interest. 

“(H) Agency priority. 

““(T) Agency capacity. 

“(J) Cost-effectiveness. 

““(K) Federal funding history. 

(3) REVISIONS.—The Priority List sub- 
mitted under paragraph (1) shall be revised 
every 2 years. 

‘“(4) FUNDING.—Of the amounts made avail- 
able under section 10(a), $80,000,000 shall be 
made available to the Secretary to carry out 
projects listed on the Priority List. 

“(c) RESTRICTION.—The Administrator 
shall use not more than 3 percent of the 
funds provided under subsection (a) for ad- 
ministering the programs described in para- 
graphs (1) and (2) of subsection (d). 

“(d) DESCRIPTION OF ACTIVITIES.— 

‘(1) FIRE RISK REDUCTION AND FOREST MAN- 
AGEMENT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Of the amounts made 
available under section 10(a), $150,000,000 
shall be made available to the Secretary to 
carry out, including by making grants, the 
following programs: 

“G) Programs identified as part of the 
Lake Tahoe Basin Multi-Jurisdictional Fuel 
Reduction and Wildfire Prevention Strategy 
10-Year Plan. 

“Gi) Competitive grants for fuels work to 
be awarded by the Secretary to communities 
that have adopted national wildland fire 
codes to implement the applicable portion of 
the 10-year plan described in clause (i). 

“Gii) Biomass programs, including feasi- 
bility assessments. 

“(iv) Angora Fire Restoration under the 
jurisdiction of the Secretary. 

“(v) Washoe Tribe programs on tribal lands 
within the Lake Tahoe Basin. 
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‘“(vi) Development of an updated Lake 
Tahoe Basin multijurisdictional fuel reduc- 
tion and wildfire prevention strategy, con- 
sistent with section 4(c). 

“(vii) Development of updated community 
wildfire protection plans by local fire dis- 
tricts. 

“(viii) Municipal water infrastructure that 
significantly improves the firefighting capa- 
bility of local government within the Lake 
Tahoe Basin. 

“(ix) Stewardship end result contracting 
projects carried out under section 604 of the 
Healthy Forests Restoration Act of 2003 (16 
U.S.C. 6591c). 

“(B) MINIMUM ALLOCATION.—Of the 
amounts made available to the Secretary to 
carry out subparagraph (A), at least 
$100,000,000 shall be used by the Secretary for 
programs under subparagraph (A)(i). 

“(C) PRIORITY.—Units of local government 
that have dedicated funding for inspections 
and enforcement of defensible space regula- 
tions shall be given priority for amounts pro- 
vided under this paragraph. 

‘(D) COST-SHARING REQUIREMENTS.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—As a condition on the re- 
ceipt of funds, communities or local fire dis- 
tricts that receive funds under this para- 
graph shall provide a 25-percent match. 

‘“(ii) FORM OF NON-FEDERAL SHARE.— 

“(I) IN GENERAL.—The non-Federal share 
required under clause (i) may be in the form 
of cash contributions or in-kind contribu- 
tions, including providing labor, equipment, 
supplies, space, and other operational needs. 

‘“(II) CREDIT FOR CERTAIN DEDICATED FUND- 
ING.—There shall be credited toward the non- 
Federal share required under clause (i) any 
dedicated funding of the communities or 
local fire districts for a fuels reduction man- 
agement program, defensible space inspec- 
tions, or dooryard chipping. 

(JIT) DOCUMENTATION.—Communities and 
local fire districts shall— 

“(aa) maintain a record of in-kind con- 
tributions that describes— 

“(AA) the monetary value of the in-kind 
contributions; and 

“(BB) the manner in which the in-kind 
contributions assist in accomplishing pro- 
gram goals and objectives; and 

‘““(pb) document in all requests for Federal 
funding, and include in the total program 
budget, evidence of the commitment to pro- 
vide the non-Federal share through in-kind 
contributions. 

‘*(2) INVASIVE SPECIES MANAGEMENT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Of the amounts made 
available under section 10(a), $45,000,000 shall 
be made available to the Director of the 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service for 
the Aquatic Invasive Species Program and 
the watercraft inspections described in sub- 
paragraph (B). 

‘(B) DESCRIPTION OF ACTIVITIES.—The Di- 
rector of the United States Fish and Wildlife 
Service, in coordination with the Assistant 
Secretary, the Planning Agency, the Cali- 
fornia Department of Fish and Wildlife, and 
the Nevada Department of Wildlife, shall de- 
ploy strategies consistent with the Lake 
Tahoe Aquatic Invasive Species Management 
Plan to prevent the introduction or spread of 
aquatic invasive species in the Lake Tahoe 
region. 

“(C) CRITERIA.—The strategies referred to 
in subparagraph (B) shall provide that— 

“(i) combined inspection and decontamina- 
tion stations be established and operated at 
not less than 2 locations in the Lake Tahoe 
region; and 

“(ii) watercraft not be allowed to launch in 
waters of the Lake Tahoe region if the 
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watercraft has not been inspected in accord- 
ance with the Lake Tahoe Aquatic Invasive 
Species Management Plan. 

“(D) CERTIFICATION.—The Planning Agency 
may certify State and local agencies to per- 
form the decontamination activities de- 
scribed in subparagraph (C)(i) at locations 
outside the Lake Tahoe Basin if standards at 
the sites meet or exceed standards for simi- 
lar sites in the Lake Tahoe Basin established 
under this paragraph. 

“(E) APPLICABILITY.—The strategies and 
criteria developed under this paragraph shall 
apply to all watercraft to be launched on 
water within the Lake Tahoe region. 

“(F) FEES.—The Director of the United 
States Fish and Wildlife Service may collect 
and spend fees for decontamination only at a 
level sufficient to cover the costs of oper- 
ation of inspection and decontamination sta- 
tions under this paragraph. 

‘(G) CIVIL PENALTIES.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—Any person that 
launches, attempts to launch, or facilitates 
launching of watercraft not in compliance 
with strategies deployed under this para- 
graph shall be liable for a civil penalty in an 
amount not to exceed $1,000 per violation. 

“(ii) OTHER AUTHORITIES.—Any penalties 
assessed under this subparagraph shall be 
separate from penalties assessed under any 
other authority. 

“(H) LIMITATION.—The strategies and cri- 
teria under subparagraphs (B) and (C), re- 
spectively, may be modified if the Secretary 
of the Interior, in a nondelegable capacity 
and in consultation with the Planning Agen- 
cy and State governments, issues a deter- 
mination that alternative measures will be 
no less effective at preventing introduction 
of aquatic invasive species into Lake Tahoe 
than the strategies and criteria developed 
under subparagraphs (B) and (C), respec- 
tively. 

“(I) SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY.—The au- 
thority under this paragraph is supplemental 
to all actions taken by non-Federal regu- 
latory authorities. 

“(J) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—Nothing in this title 
restricts, affects, or amends any other law or 
the authority of any department, instrumen- 
tality, or agency of the United States, or any 
State or political subdivision thereof, re- 
specting the control of invasive species. 

‘(3) STORMWATER MANAGEMENT, EROSION 
CONTROL, AND TOTAL WATERSHED RESTORA- 
TION.—Of the amounts made available under 
section 10(a), $113,000,000 shall be made avail- 
able— 

“(A) to the Secretary, the Secretary of the 
Interior, the Assistant Secretary, or the Ad- 
ministrator for the Federal share of 
stormwater management and related pro- 
grams consistent with the adopted Total 
Maximum Daily Load and near-shore water 
quality goals; 

“(B) for grants by the Secretary and the 
Administrator to carry out the programs de- 
scribed in subparagraph (A); 

“(C) to the Secretary or the Assistant Sec- 
retary for the Federal share of the Upper 
Truckee River restoration programs and 
other watershed restoration programs identi- 
fied in the Priority List established under 
section 5(b); and 

“(D) for grants by the Administrator to 
carry out the programs described in subpara- 
graph (C). 

‘(4) SPECIAL STATUS SPECIES MANAGE- 
MENT.—Of the amounts made available under 
section 10(a), $20,000,000 shall be made avail- 
able to the Director of the United States 
Fish and Wildlife Service for the Lahontan 
Cutthroat Trout Recovery Program.”’’. 
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SEC. 7625. PROGRAM PERFORMANCE AND AC- 
COUNTABILITY. 

The Lake Tahoe Restoration Act (Public 
Law 106-506; 114 Stat. 2351) is amended by 
striking section 6 and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“SEC. 6. PROGRAM PERFORMANCE AND AC- 
COUNTABILITY. 


““(a) PROGRAM PERFORMANCE AND ACCOUNT- 
ABILITY.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Of the amounts made 
available under section 10(a), not less than 
$5,000,000 shall be made available to the Sec- 
retary to carry out this section. 

‘*(2) PLANNING AGENCY.—Of the amounts de- 
scribed in paragraph (1), not less than 50 per- 
cent shall be made available to the Planning 
Agency to carry out the program oversight 
and coordination activities established under 
subsection (d). 

‘“(b) CONSULTATION.—In carrying out this 
Act, the Secretary, the Administrator, and 
the Directors shall, as appropriate and in a 
timely manner, consult with the heads of the 
Washoe Tribe, applicable Federal, State, re- 
gional, and local governmental agencies, and 
the Lake Tahoe Federal Advisory Com- 
mittee. 

“(c) CORPS OF ENGINEERS; 
AGREEMENTS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Assistant Secretary 
may enter into interagency agreements with 
non-Federal interests in the Lake Tahoe 
Basin to use Lake Tahoe Partnership-Mis- 
cellaneous General Investigations funds to 
provide programmatic technical assistance 
for the Environmental Improvement Pro- 
gram. 

‘(2) LOCAL COOPERATION AGREEMENTS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Before providing tech- 
nical assistance under this section, the As- 
sistant Secretary shall enter into a local co- 
operation agreement with a non-Federal in- 
terest to provide for the technical assist- 
ance. 

(B) COMPONENTS.—The agreement entered 
into under subparagraph (A) shall— 

‘“(i) describe the nature of the technical as- 
sistance; 

“(ii) describe any legal and institutional 
structures necessary to ensure the effective 
long-term viability of the end products by 
the non-Federal interest; and 

“Gii) include cost-sharing provisions in ac- 
cordance with subparagraph (C). 

“(C) FEDERAL SHARE.— 

‘“(i) IN GENERAL.—The Federal share of pro- 
gram costs under each local cooperation 
agreement under this paragraph shall be 65 
percent. 

“(ii) ForRM.—The Federal share may be in 
the form of reimbursements of program 
costs. 

“(iii) CREDIT.—The non-Federal interest 
may receive credit toward the non-Federal 
share for the reasonable costs of related 
technical activities completed by the non- 
Federal interest before entering into a local 
cooperation agreement with the Assistant 
Secretary under this paragraph. 

“(d) EFFECTIVENESS EVALUATION AND MONI- 
TORING.—In carrying out this Act, the Sec- 
retary, the Administrator, and the Directors, 
in coordination with the Planning Agency 
and the States of California and Nevada, 
shall— 

‘“(1) develop and implement a plan for inte- 
grated monitoring, assessment, and applied 
research to evaluate the effectiveness of the 
Environmental Improvement Program; 

‘“(2) include funds in each program funded 
under this section for monitoring and assess- 
ment of results at the program level; and 
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“(3) use the integrated multiagency per- 
formance measures established under this 
section. 

‘(e) REPORTING REQUIREMENTS.—Not later 
than March 15 of each year, the Secretary, in 
cooperation with the Chair, the Adminis- 
trator, the Directors, the Planning Agency, 
and the States of California and Nevada, con- 
sistent with subsection (a), shall submit to 
Congress a report that describes— 

“(1) the status of all Federal, State, local, 
and private programs authorized under this 
Act, including to the maximum extent prac- 
ticable, for programs that will receive Fed- 
eral funds under this Act during the current 
or subsequent fiscal year— 

“(A) the program scope; 

‘“(B) the budget for the program; and 

‘(C) the justification for the program, con- 
sistent with the criteria established in sec- 
tion 5(b)(2); 

‘“(2) Federal, State, local, and private ex- 
penditures in the preceding fiscal year to im- 
plement the Environmental Improvement 
Program; 

‘3) accomplishments in the preceding fis- 
cal year in implementing this Act in accord- 
ance with the performance measures and 
other monitoring and assessment activities; 
and 

“(4) public education and outreach efforts 
undertaken to implement programs author- 
ized under this Act. 

““(f) ANNUAL BUDGET PLAN.—As part of the 
annual budget of the President, the Presi- 
dent shall submit information regarding 
each Federal agency involved in the Envi- 
ronmental Improvement Program (including 
the Forest Service, the Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, the United States Fish and 
Wildlife Service, the United States Geologi- 
cal Survey, and the Corps of Engineers), in- 
cluding— 

“(1) an interagency crosscut budget that 
displays the proposed budget for use by each 
Federal agency in carrying out restoration 
activities relating to the Environmental Im- 
provement Program for the following fiscal 
year; 

“(2) a detailed accounting of all amounts 
received and obligated by Federal agencies 
to achieve the goals of the Environmental 
Improvement Program during the preceding 
fiscal year; and 

“(3) a description of the Federal role in the 
Environmental Improvement Program, in- 
cluding the specific role of each agency in- 
volved in the restoration of the Lake Tahoe 
Basin.’’. 

SEC. 7626. CONFORMING AMENDMENTS; UP- 
DATES TO RELATED LAWS. 

(a) LAKE TAHOE RESTORATION AcT.—The 
Lake Tahoe Restoration Act (Public Law 
106-506; 114 Stat. 2351) is amended— 

(1) by striking sections 8 and 9; 

(2) by redesignating sections 10, 11, and 12 
as sections 8, 9, and 10, respectively; and 

(3) in section 9 (as redesignated by para- 
graph (2)) by inserting ‘‘, Director, or Admin- 
istrator” after ‘‘Secretary’’. 

(b) TAHOE REGIONAL PLANNING COMPACT.— 
Subsection (c) of Article V of the Tahoe Re- 
gional Planning Compact (Public Law 96-551; 
94 Stat. 3240) is amended in the third sen- 
tence by inserting ‘‘and, in so doing, shall 
ensure that the regional plan reflects chang- 
ing economic conditions and the economic 
effect of regulation on commerce” after 
“maintain the regional plan’’. 

(c) TREATMENT UNDER TITLE 49, UNITED 
STATES CODE.—Section 5303(r)(2)(C) of title 
49, United States Code, is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘and 25 square miles of 
land area” after ‘‘145,000’’; and 
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(2) by inserting ‘‘and 12 square miles of 
land area” after ‘‘65,000’’. 

SEC. 7627. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

The Lake Tahoe Restoration Act (Public 
Law 106-506; 114 Stat. 2351) is amended by 
striking section 10 (as redesignated by sec- 
tion 7626(a)(2)) and inserting the following: 
“SEC. 10. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

‘“(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this Act $415,000,000 for a period of 
10 fiscal years beginning the first fiscal year 
after the date of enactment of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 2016. 

‘(b) EFFECT ON OTHER FUNDS.—Amounts 
authorized under this section and any 
amendments made by this Act— 

“(1) shall be in addition to any other 
amounts made available to the Secretary, 
the Administrator, or the Directors for ex- 
penditure in the Lake Tahoe Basin; and 

“(2) shall not reduce allocations for other 
Regions of the Forest Service, the Environ- 
mental Protection Agency, or the United 
States Fish and Wildlife Service. 

‘(c) COST-SHARING REQUIREMENT.—Except 
as provided in subsection (d) and section 
5(d)(1)(D), funds for activities carried out 
under section 5 shall be available for obliga- 
tion on a 1-to-1 basis with funding of restora- 
tion activities in the Lake Tahoe Basin by 
the States of California and Nevada. 

“(d) RELOCATION CostTs.—Notwithstanding 
subsection (c), the Secretary shall provide to 
local utility districts 74 of the costs of relo- 
cating facilities in connection with— 

‘“(1) environmental restoration programs 
under sections 5 and 6; and 

‘“(2) erosion control programs under sec- 
tion 2 of Public Law 96-586 (94 Stat. 3381). 

‘(e) SIGNAGE.—To the maximum extent 
practicable, a program provided assistance 
under this Act shall include appropriate 
signage at the program site that— 

“(1) provides information to the public 
on— 

“(A) the amount of Federal funds being 
provided to the program; and 

“(B) this Act; and 

‘“(2) displays the visual identity mark of 
the Environmental Improvement Program.’’. 
SEC. 7628. LAND TRANSFERS TO IMPROVE MAN- 

AGEMENT EFFICIENCIES OF FED- 
ERAL AND STATE LAND. 

Section 3(b) of Public Law 96-586 (94 Stat. 
3384) (commonly known as the ‘‘Santini-Bur- 
ton Act’’) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘(b) Lands” and inserting 
the following: 

‘*(b) ADMINISTRATION OF ACQUIRED LAND.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Land”’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘*(2) CALIFORNIA CONVEYANCES.— 

‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If the State of Cali- 
fornia (acting through the California Tahoe 
Conservancy and the California Department 
of Parks and Recreation) offers to donate to 
the United States the non-Federal land de- 
scribed in subparagraph (B)(i), the Sec- 
retary— 

“(i) may accept the offer; and 

“(ii) convey to the State of California, sub- 
ject to valid existing rights and for no con- 
sideration, all right, title, and interest of the 
United States in and to the Federal land. 

‘(B) DESCRIPTION OF LAND.— 

“(i) NON-FEDERAL LAND.—The non-Federal 
land referred to in subparagraph (A) in- 
cludes— 

‘“(T) the approximately 1,936 acres of land 
administered by the California Tahoe Con- 
servancy and identified on the Maps as 
‘Tahoe Conservancy to the USFS’; and 

“(IIT) the approximately 183 acres of land 
administered by California State Parks and 
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identified on the Maps as ‘Total USFS to 
California’. 

‘“(ii) FEDERAL LAND.—The Federal land re- 
ferred to in subparagraph (A) includes the 
approximately 1,995 acres of Forest Service 
land identified on the Maps as ‘U.S. Forest 
Service to Conservancy and State Parks’. 

“(C) CONDITIONS.—Any land conveyed 
under this paragraph shall— 

“G) be for the purpose of consolidating 
Federal and State ownerships and improving 
management efficiencies; 

“(i) not result in any significant changes 
in the uses of the land; and 

“(ii) be subject to the condition that the 
applicable deed include such terms, restric- 
tions, covenants, conditions, and reserva- 
tions as the Secretary determines nec- 
essary— 

(I) to ensure compliance with this Act; 
and 

‘(II) to ensure that the transfer of develop- 
ment rights associated with the conveyed 
parcels shall not be recognized or available 
for transfer under chapter 51 of the Code of 
Ordinances for the Tahoe Regional Planning 
Agency. 

“(D) CONTINUATION OF SPECIAL USE PER- 
MITS.—The land conveyance under this para- 
graph shall be subject to the condition that 
the State of California accept all special use 
permits applicable, as of the date of enact- 
ment of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 2016, to the land described in subpara- 
graph (B)(ii) for the duration of the special 
use permits, and subject to the terms and 
conditions of the special use permits. 

“(3) NEVADA CONVEYANCES.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—In accordance with this 
section and on request by the Governor of 
Nevada, the Secretary may transfer the land 
or interests in land described in subpara- 
graph (B) to the State of Nevada without 
consideration, subject to appropriate deed 
restrictions to protect the environmental 
quality and public recreational use of the 
land transferred. 

‘“(B) DESCRIPTION OF LAND.—The land re- 
ferred to in subparagraph (A) includes— 

““(i) the approximately 38.68 acres of Forest 
Service land identified on the map entitled 
‘State of Nevada Conveyances’ as ‘Van Sick- 
le Unit USFS Inholding’; and 

“Gi) the approximately 92.28 acres of For- 
est Service land identified on the map enti- 
tled ‘State of Nevada Conveyances’ as ‘Lake 
Tahoe Nevada State Park USFS Inholding’. 

“(C) CONDITIONS.—Any land conveyed 
under this paragraph shall— 

“(i) be for the purpose of consolidating 
Federal and State ownerships and improving 
management efficiencies; 

“(i) not result in any significant changes 
in the uses of the land; and 

“(ii) be subject to the condition that the 
applicable deed include such terms, restric- 
tions, covenants, conditions, and reserva- 
tions as the Secretary determines nec- 
essary— 

“(I) to ensure compliance with this Act; 
and 

““(II) to ensure that the development rights 
associated with the conveyed parcels shall 
not be recognized or available for transfer 
under section 90.2 of the Code of Ordinances 
for the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency. 

“(D) CONTINUATION OF SPECIAL USE PER- 
MITS.—The land conveyance under this para- 
graph shall be subject to the condition that 
the State of Nevada accept all special use 
permits applicable, as of the date of enact- 
ment of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 2016, to the land described in subpara- 
graph (B)(ii) for the duration of the special 
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use permits, and subject to the terms and 
conditions of the special use permits. 

‘(4) AUTHORIZATION FOR CONVEYANCE OF 
FOREST SERVICE URBAN LOTS.— 

‘(A) CONVEYANCE AUTHORITY.—Except in 
the case of land described in paragraphs (2) 
and (3), the Secretary of Agriculture may 
convey any urban lot within the Lake Tahoe 
Basin under the administrative jurisdiction 
of the Forest Service. 

“(B) CONSIDERATION.—A conveyance under 
subparagraph (A) shall require consideration 
in an amount equal to the fair market value 
of the conveyed lot. 

‘“(C) AVAILABILITY AND USE.—The proceeds 
from a conveyance under subparagraph (A) 
shall be retained by the Secretary of Agri- 
culture and used for— 

“(i) purchasing inholdings throughout the 
Lake Tahoe Basin; or 

“(ii) providing additional funds to carry 
out the Lake Tahoe Restoration Act (Public 
Law 106-506; 114 Stat. 2351) in excess of 
amounts made available under section 10 of 
that Act. 

“(D) OBLIGATION LIMIT.—The obligation 
and expenditure of proceeds retained under 
this paragraph shall be subject to such fiscal 
year limitation as may be specified in an Act 
making appropriations for the Forest Serv- 
ice for a fiscal year. 

‘(5) REVERSION.—If a parcel of land trans- 
ferred under paragraph (2) or (3) is used in a 
manner that is inconsistent with the use de- 
scribed for the parcel of land in paragraph (2) 
or (8), respectively, the parcel of land, shall, 
at the discretion of the Secretary, revert to 
the United States. 

“(6) FUNDING.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Of the amounts made 
available under section 10(a) of the Lake 
Tahoe Restoration Act (Public Law 106-506; 
114 Stat. 2351), $2,000,000 shall be made avail- 
able to the Secretary to carry out the activi- 
ties under paragraphs (2), (8), and (4). 

“(B) OTHER FUNDS.—Of the amounts avail- 
able to the Secretary under paragraph (1), 
not less than 50 percent shall be provided to 
the California Tahoe Conservancy to facili- 
tate the conveyance of land described in 
paragraphs (2) and (8).”. 


PART ITI—LONG ISLAND SOUND 
RESTORATION 


RESTORATION AND STEWARDSHIP 
PROGRAMS. 

(a) LONG ISLAND SOUND RESTORATION PRO- 
GRAM.—Section 119 of the Federal Water Pol- 
lution Control Act (83 U.S.C. 1269) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in subsection (b), by striking the sub- 
section designation and heading and all that 
follows through ‘‘The Office shall” and in- 
serting the following: 

“(b) OFFICE.— 

“(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Administrator 
shall— 

“(A) continue to carry out the conference 
study; and 

“(B) establish an office, to be located on or 
near Long Island Sound. 

‘(2) ADMINISTRATION AND STAFFING.—The 
Office shall’’; 

(2) in subsection (c)— 

(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by striking “Management Conference of the 
Long Island Sound Study” and inserting 
“conference study”’; 

(B) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) in each of subparagraphs (A) through 
(G), by striking the commas at the end of the 
subparagraphs and inserting semicolons; 

(ii) in subparagraph (H), by striking 
and” and inserting a semicolon; 
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(iii) in subparagraph (I), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting a semicolon; 
and 

(iv) by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(J) environmental impacts on the Long 
Island Sound watershed, including— 

“(i) the identification and assessment of 
vulnerabilities in the watershed; 

“(ii) the development and implementation 
of adaptation strategies to reduce those 
vulnerabilities; and 

“(iii) the identification and assessment of 
the impacts of sea level rise on water qual- 
ity, habitat, and infrastructure; and 

‘(K) planning initiatives for Long Island 
Sound that identify the areas that are most 
suitable for various types or classes of ac- 
tivities in order to reduce conflicts among 
uses, reduce adverse environmental impacts, 
facilitate compatible uses, or preserve crit- 
ical ecosystem services to meet economic, 
environmental, security, or social objec- 
tives;’’; 

(C) by striking paragraph (4) and inserting 
the following: 

‘(4) develop and implement strategies to 
increase public education and awareness 
with respect to the ecological health and 
water quality conditions of Long Island 
Sound;”’; 

(D) in paragraph (5), by inserting ‘‘study’”’ 
after ‘‘conference’’; 

(E) in paragraph (6)— 

(i) by inserting ‘‘(including on the Inter- 
net)” after ‘‘the public”; and 

(ii) by inserting ‘“‘study”’ 
ference”; and 

(F) by striking paragraph (7) and inserting 
the following: 

‘(7) monitor the progress made toward 
meeting the identified goals, actions, and 
schedules of the Comprehensive Conserva- 
tion and Management Plan, including 
through the implementation and support of a 
monitoring system for the ecological health 
and water quality conditions of Long Island 
Sound; and’’; 

(3) in subsection (d)(3), in the second sen- 
tence, by striking ‘50 per centum” and in- 
serting ‘‘60 percent”; 

(4) by redesignating subsection (f) as sub- 
section (i); and 

(5) by inserting after subsection (e) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘““(f) REPORT.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 2 years 
after the date of enactment of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 2016, and bienni- 
ally thereafter, the Director of the Office, in 
consultation with the Governor of each Long 
Island Sound State, shall submit to Congress 
a report that— 

“(A) summarizes and assesses the progress 
made by the Office and the Long Island 
Sound States in implementing the Long Is- 
land Sound Comprehensive Conservation and 
Management Plan, including an assessment 
of the progress made toward meeting the 
performance goals and milestones contained 
in the Plan; 

“(B) assesses the key ecological attributes 
that reflect the health of the ecosystem of 
the Long Island Sound watershed; 

“(C) describes any substantive modifica- 
tions to the Long Island Sound Comprehen- 
sive Conservation and Management Plan 
made during the 2-year period preceding the 
date of submission of the report; 

‘(D) provides specific recommendations to 
improve progress in restoring and protecting 
the Long Island Sound watershed, including, 
as appropriate, proposed modifications to the 
Long Island Sound Comprehensive Conserva- 
tion and Management Plan; 
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“(E) identifies priority actions for imple- 
mentation of the Long Island Sound Com- 
prehensive Conservation and Management 
Plan for the 2-year period following the date 
of submission of the report; and 

‘(F) describes the means by which Federal 
funding and actions will be coordinated with 
the actions of the Long Island Sound States 
and other entities. 

“(2) PUBLIC AVAILABILITY.—The Adminis- 
trator shall make the report described in 
paragraph (1) available to the public, includ- 
ing on the Internet. 


“(g) ANNUAL BUDGET PLAN.—The President 
shall submit, together with the annual budg- 
et of the United States Government sub- 
mitted under section 1105(a) of title 31, 
United States Code, information regarding 
each Federal department and agency in- 
volved in the protection and restoration of 
the Long Island Sound watershed, includ- 
ing— 

“(1) an interagency crosscut budget that 
displays for each department and agency— 

“(A) the amount obligated during the pre- 
ceding fiscal year for protection and restora- 
tion projects and studies relating to the wa- 
tershed; 

‘“(B) the estimated budget for the current 
fiscal year for protection and restoration 
projects and studies relating to the water- 
shed; and 

“(C) the proposed budget for succeeding 
fiscal years for protection and restoration 
projects and studies relating to the water- 
shed; and 

“(2) a summary of any proposed modifica- 
tions to the Long Island Sound Comprehen- 
sive Conservation and Management Plan for 
the following fiscal year. 


“(h) FEDERAL ENTITIES.— 

“(1) COORDINATION.—The Administrator 
shall coordinate the actions of all Federal 
departments and agencies that impact water 
quality in the Long Island Sound watershed 
in order to improve the water quality and 
living resources of the watershed. 

‘“(2) METHODS.—In carrying out this sec- 
tion, the Administrator, acting through the 
Director of the Office, may— 

“(A) enter into interagency agreements; 
and 

“(B) make 
appointments. 

‘(3) FEDERAL PARTICIPATION IN WATERSHED 
PLANNING.—A Federal department or agency 
that owns or occupies real property, or car- 
ries out activities, within the Long Island 
Sound watershed shall participate in re- 
gional and subwatershed planning, protec- 
tion, and restoration activities with respect 
to the watershed. 

“(4) CONSISTENCY WITH COMPREHENSIVE CON- 
SERVATION AND MANAGEMENT PLAN.—To the 
maximum extent practicable, the head of 
each Federal department and agency that 
owns or occupies real property, or carries 
out activities, within the Long Island Sound 
watershed shall ensure that the property and 
all activities carried out by the department 
or agency are consistent with the Long Is- 
land Sound Comprehensive Conservation and 
Management Plan (including any related 
subsequent agreements and plans).’’. 


(b) LONG ISLAND SOUND STEWARDSHIP PRO- 
GRAM.— 

(1) LONG ISLAND SOUND STEWARDSHIP ADVI- 
SORY COMMITTEE.—Section 8 of the Long Is- 
land Sound Stewardship Act of 2006 (33 U.S.C. 
1269 note; Public Law 109-359) is amended— 

(A) in subsection (g), by striking ‘‘2011’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2021’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 
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‘(h) NONAPPLICABILITY OF FACA.—The 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (5 U.S.C. 
App.) shall not apply to— 

“(1) the Advisory Committee; or 

‘“(2) any board, committee, or other group 
established under this Act.’’. 

(2) REPORTS.—Section 9(b)(1) of the Long 
Island Sound Stewardship Act of 2006 (33 
U.S.C. 1269 note; Public Law 109-359) is 
amended in the matter preceding subpara- 
graph (A) by striking ‘‘2011’’ and inserting 
“2021”. 

(3) AUTHORIZATION. —Section 11 of the Long 
Island Sound Stewardship Act of 2006 (33 


U.S.C. 1269 note; Public Law 109-359) is 
amended— 

(A) by striking subsection (a); 

(B) by redesignating subsections (b) 


through (d) as subsections (a) through (c), re- 
spectively; and 

(C) in subsection (a) (as so redesignated), 
by striking ‘‘under this section each” and in- 
serting ‘‘to carry out this Act for a”. 

(4) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this subsection take effect on Octo- 
ber 1, 2011. 

SEC. 7632. REAUTHORIZATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to 
be appropriated to the Administrator such 
sums as are necessary for each of fiscal years 
2017 through 2021 for the implementation of— 

(1) section 119 of the Federal Water Pollu- 
tion Control Act (83 U.S.C. 1269), other than 
subsection (d) of that section; and 

(2) the Long Island Sound Stewardship Act 
of 2006 (33 U.S.C. 1269 note; Public Law 109- 
359). 

(b) LONG ISLAND SOUND GRANTS.—There is 
authorized to be appropriated to the Admin- 
istrator to carry out section 119(d) of the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act (83 
U.S.C. 1269(d)) $40,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2017 through 2021. 

(c) LONG ISLAND SOUND STEWARDSHIP 
GRANTS.—There is authorized to be appro- 
priated to the Administrator to carry out 
the Long Island Sound Stewardship Act of 
2006 (33 U.S.C. 1269 note; Public Law 109-359) 
$25,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2017 
through 2021. 


PART IV—DELAWARE RIVER BASIN 
CONSERVATION 
SEC. 7641. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds that— 

(1) the Delaware River Basin is a national 
treasure of great cultural, environmental, 
ecological, and economic importance; 

(2) the Basin contains over 12,500 square 
miles of land in the States of Delaware, New 
Jersey, New York, and Pennsylvania, includ- 
ing nearly 800 square miles of bay and more 
than 2,000 tributary rivers and streams; 

(3) the Basin is home to more than 8,000,000 
people who depend on the Delaware River 
and the Delaware Bay as an economic en- 
gine, a place of recreation, and a vital habi- 
tat for fish and wildlife; 

(4) the Basin provides clean drinking water 
to more than 15,000,000 people, including New 
York City, which relies on the Basin for ap- 
proximately half of the drinking water sup- 
ply of the city, and Philadelphia, whose most 
significant threat to the drinking water sup- 
ply of the city is loss of forests and other 
natural cover in the Upper Basin, according 
to a study conducted by the Philadelphia 
Water Department; 

(5) the Basin contributes $25,000,000,000 an- 
nually in economic activity, provides 
$21,000,000,000 in ecosystem goods and serv- 
ices per year, and is directly or indirectly re- 
sponsible for 600,000 jobs with $10,000,000,000 
in annual wages; 
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(6) almost 180 species of fish and wildlife 
are considered special status species in the 
Basin due to habitat loss and degradation, 
particularly sturgeon, eastern oyster, horse- 
shoe crabs, and red knots, which have been 
identified as unique species in need of habi- 
tat improvement; 

(7) the Basin provides habitat for over 200 
resident and migrant fish species, includes 
significant recreational fisheries, and is an 
important source of eastern oyster, blue 
crab, and the largest population of the Amer- 
ican horseshoe crab; 

(8) the annual dockside value of commer- 
cial eastern oyster fishery landings for the 
Delaware Estuary is nearly $4,000,000, mak- 
ing it the fourth most lucrative fishery in 
the Delaware River Basin watershed, and 
proven management strategies are available 
to increase oyster habitat, abundance, and 
harvest; 

(9) the Delaware Bay has the second larg- 
est concentration of shorebirds in North 
America and is designated as one of the 4 
most important shorebird migration sites in 
the world; 

(10) the Basin, 50 percent of which is for- 
ested, also has over 700,000 acres of wetland, 
more than 126,000 acres of which are recog- 
nized as internationally important, resulting 
in a landscape that provides essential eco- 
system services, including recreation, com- 
mercial, and water quality benefits; 

(11) much of the remaining exemplary nat- 
ural landscape in the Basin is vulnerable to 
further degradation, as the Basin gains ap- 
proximately 10 square miles of developed 
land annually, and with new development, 
urban watersheds are increasingly covered 
by impervious surfaces, amplifying the quan- 
tity of polluted runoff into rivers and 
streams; 

(12) the Delaware River is the longest 
undammed river east of the Mississippi; a 
critical component of the National Wild and 
Scenic Rivers System in the Northeast, with 
more than 400 miles designated; home to one 
of the most heavily visited National Park 
units in the United States, the Delaware 
Water Gap National Recreation Area; and 
the location of 6 National Wildlife Refuges; 

(18) the Delaware River supports an inter- 
nationally renowned cold water fishery in 
more than 80 miles of its northern head- 
waters that attracts tens of thousands of 
visitors each year and generates over 
$21,000,000 in annual revenue through tour- 
ism and recreational activities; 

(14) management of water volume in the 
Basin is critical to flood mitigation and 
habitat for fish and wildlife, and following 3 
major floods along the Delaware River since 
2004, the Governors of the States of Dela- 
ware, New Jersey, New York, and Pennsyl- 
vania have called for natural flood damage 
reduction measures to combat the problem, 
including restoring the function of riparian 
corridors; 

(15) the Delaware River Port Complex (in- 
cluding docking facilities in the States of 
Delaware, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania) is 
one of the largest freshwater ports in the 
world, the Port of Philadelphia handles the 
largest volume of international tonnage and 
70 percent of the oil shipped to the East 
Coast, and the Port of Wilmington, a full- 
service deepwater port and marine terminal 
supporting more than 12,000 jobs, is the busi- 
est terminal on the Delaware River, handling 
more than 400 vessels per year with an an- 
nual import/export cargo tonnage of more 
than 4,000,000 tons; 

(16) the Delaware Estuary, where fresh- 
water from the Delaware River mixes with 
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saltwater from the Atlantic Ocean, is one of 
the largest and most complex of the 28 estu- 
aries in the National Estuary Program, and 
the Partnership for the Delaware Estuary 
works to improve the environmental health 
of the Delaware Estuary; 

(17) the Delaware River Basin Commission 
is a Federal-interstate compact government 
agency charged with overseeing a unified ap- 
proach to managing the river system and im- 
plementing important water resources man- 
agement projects and activities throughout 
the Basin that are in the national interest; 

(18) restoration activities in the Basin are 
supported through several Federal and State 
agency programs, and funding for those im- 
portant programs should continue and com- 
plement the establishment of the Delaware 
River Basin Restoration Program, which is 
intended to build on and help coordinate res- 
toration and protection funding mechanisms 
at the Federal, State, regional, and local lev- 
els; and 

(19) the existing and ongoing voluntary 
conservation efforts in the Delaware River 
Basin necessitate improved efficiency and 
cost effectiveness, as well as increased pri- 
vate-sector investments and coordination of 
Federal and non-Federal resources. 

SEC. 7642. DEFINITIONS. 

In this part: 

(1) BASIN.—The term ‘‘Basin’’ means the 4- 
State Delaware Basin region, including all of 
Delaware Bay and portions of the States of 
Delaware, New Jersey, New York, and Penn- 
sylvania located in the Delaware River wa- 
tershed. 

(2) BASIN STATE.—The term ‘‘Basin State” 
means each of the States of Delaware, New 
Jersey, New York, and Pennsylvania. 

(8) DIRECTOR.—The term ‘‘Director’’ means 
the Director of the United States Fish and 
Wildlife Service. 

(4) FOUNDATION.—The term ‘‘Foundation’’ 
means the National Fish and Wildlife Foun- 
dation, a congressionally chartered founda- 
tion established by section 2 of the National 
Fish and Wildlife Foundation Establishment 
Act (16 U.S.C. 3701). 

(5) GRANT PROGRAM.—The term ‘‘grant pro- 
gram” means the voluntary Delaware River 
Basin Restoration Grant Program estab- 
lished under section 7644. 

(6) PROGRAM.—The term ‘‘program’’ means 
the nonregulatory Delaware River Basin res- 
toration program established under section 
7643. 

(7) RESTORATION AND PROTECTION.—The 
term ‘‘restoration and protection”? means 
the conservation, stewardship, and enhance- 
ment of habitat for fish and wildlife to pre- 
serve and improve ecosystems and ecological 
processes on which they depend, and for use 
and enjoyment by the public. 

(8) SECRETARY.—The term “Secretary” 
means the Secretary of the Interior, acting 
through the Director. 

(9) SERVICE.—The term “Service” means 
the United States Fish and Wildlife Service. 
SEC. 7643. PROGRAM ESTABLISHMENT. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall establish a nonregula- 
tory program to be known as the ‘‘Delaware 
River Basin restoration program”. 

(b) DUTIES.—In carrying out the program, 
the Secretary shall— 

(1) draw on existing and new management 
plans for the Basin, or portions of the Basin, 
and work in consultation with applicable 
management entities, including representa- 
tives of the Partnership for the Delaware Es- 
tuary, the Delaware River Basin Commis- 
sion, the Federal Government, and other 


11911 


State and local governments, and regional 
and nonprofit organizations, as appropriate, 
to identify, prioritize, and implement res- 
toration and protection activities within the 
Basin; 

(2) adopt a Basinwide strategy that— 

(A) supports the implementation of a 
shared set of science-based restoration and 
protection activities developed in accordance 
with paragraph (1); 

(B) targets cost-effective projects with 
measurable results; and 

(C) maximizes conservation outcomes with 
no net gain of Federal full-time equivalent 
employees; and 

(3) establish the voluntary grant and tech- 
nical assistance programs in accordance with 
section 7644. 

(c) COORDINATION.—In establishing the pro- 
gram, the Secretary shall consult, as appro- 
priate, with— 

(1) the heads of Federal agencies, includ- 
ing— 

(A) the Administrator; 

(B) the Administrator of the National Oce- 
anic and Atmospheric Administration; 

(C) the Chief of the Natural Resources Con- 
servation Service; 

(D) the Chief of Engineers; and 

(E) the head of any other applicable agen- 
cy; 

(2) the Governors of the Basin States; 

(3) the Partnership for the Delaware Estu- 
ary; 

(4) the Delaware River Basin Commission; 

(5) fish and wildlife joint venture partner- 
ships; and 

(6) other public agencies and organizations 
with authority for the planning and imple- 
mentation of conservation strategies in the 
Basin. 

(d) PURPOSES.—The purposes of the pro- 
gram include— 

(1) coordinating restoration and protection 
activities among Federal, State, local, and 
regional entities and conservation partners 
throughout the Basin; and 

(2) carrying out coordinated restoration 
and protection activities, and providing for 
technical assistance throughout the Basin 
and Basin States— 

(A) to sustain and enhance fish and wildlife 
habitat restoration and protection activities; 

(B) to improve and maintain water quality 
to support fish and wildlife, as well as the 
habitats of fish and wildlife, and drinking 
water for people; 

(C) to sustain and enhance water manage- 
ment for volume and flood damage mitiga- 
tion improvements to benefit fish and wild- 
life habitat; 

(D) to improve opportunities for public ac- 
cess and recreation in the Basin consistent 
with the ecological needs of fish and wildlife 
habitat; 

(EŒ) to facilitate strategic planning to 
maximize the resilience of natural systems 
and habitats under changing watershed con- 
ditions; 

(F) to engage the public through outreach, 
education, and citizen involvement, to in- 
crease capacity and support for coordinated 
restoration and protection activities in the 
Basin; 

(G) to increase scientific capacity to sup- 
port the planning, monitoring, and research 
activities necessary to carry out coordinated 
restoration and protection activities; and 

(H) to provide technical assistance to carry 
out restoration and protection activities in 
the Basin. 

SEC. 7644. GRANTS AND ASSISTANCE. 

(a) DELAWARE RIVER BASIN RESTORATION 

GRANT PROGRAM.—To the extent that funds 
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are available to carry out this section, the 
Secretary shall establish a voluntary grant 
and technical assistance program to be 
known as the “Delaware River Basin Res- 
toration Grant Program’’ to provide com- 
petitive matching grants of varying amounts 
to State and local governments, nonprofit 
organizations, institutions of higher edu- 
cation, and other eligible entities to carry 
out activities described in section 7648(d). 

(b) CRITERIA.—The Secretary, in consulta- 
tion with the organizations described in sec- 
tion 7648(c), shall develop criteria for the 
grant program to help ensure that activities 
funded under this section accomplish one or 
more of the purposes identified in section 
7643(d)(2) and advance the implementation of 
priority actions or needs identified in the 
Basinwide strategy adopted under section 
7643(b)(2). 

(c) COST SHARING.— 

(1) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of 
the cost of a project funded under the grant 
program shall not exceed 50 percent of the 
total cost of the activity, as determined by 
the Secretary. 

(2) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—The non-Federal 
share of the cost of a project funded under 
the grant program may be provided in cash 
or in the form of an in-kind contribution of 
services or materials. 

(d) ADMINISTRATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may enter 
into an agreement to manage the grant pro- 
gram with the National Fish and Wildlife 
Foundation or a similar organization that 
offers grant management services. 

(2) FUNDING.—If the Secretary enters into 
an agreement under paragraph (1), the orga- 
nization selected shall— 

(A) for each fiscal year, receive amounts to 
carry out this section in an advance pay- 
ment of the entire amount on October 1, or 
as soon as practicable thereafter, of that fis- 
cal year; 

(B) invest and reinvest those amounts for 
the benefit of the grant program; and 

(C) otherwise administer the grant pro- 
gram to support partnerships between the 
public and private sectors in accordance with 
this part. 

(3) REQUIREMENTS.—If the Secretary enters 
into an agreement with the Foundation 
under paragraph (1), any amounts received 
by the Foundation under this section shall 
be subject to the National Fish and Wildlife 
Foundation Establishment Act (16 U.S.C. 
3701 et seq.), excluding section 10(a) of that 
Act (16 U.S.C. 3709(a)). 

SEC. 7645. ANNUAL REPORTS. 

Not later than 180 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act and annually there- 
after, the Secretary shall submit to Congress 
a report on the implementation of this part, 
including a description of each project that 
has received funding under this part. 

SEC. 7646. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to be 
appropriated to the Secretary to carry out 
this part $5,000,000 for each of fiscal years 
2017 through 2022. 

(b) USE.—Of any amount made available 
under this section for each fiscal year, the 
Secretary shall use at least 75 percent to 
carry out the grant program under section 
7644 and to provide, or provide for, technical 
assistance under that program. 

Subtitle G—Offset 
SEC. 7701. OFFSET. 

None of the funds available to the Sec- 
retary of Energy to provide any credit sub- 
sidy under subsection (d) of section 136 of the 
Energy Independence and Security Act of 
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2007 (42 U.S.C. 17013) as of the date of enact- 

ment of this Act shall be obligated for new 

loan commitments under that subsection on 

or after October 1, 2020. 

TITLE VIII—MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS 

SEC. 8001. APPROVAL OF STATE PROGRAMS FOR 
CONTROL OF COAL COMBUSTION 
RESIDUALS. 

Section 4005 of the Solid Waste Disposal 
Act (42 U.S.C. 6945) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

“(d) STATE PROGRAMS FOR CONTROL OF 
COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUALS.— 

“(1) APPROVAL BY ADMINISTRATOR.— 

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—Each State may submit 
to the Administrator, in such form as the 
Administrator may establish, evidence of a 
permit program or other system of prior ap- 
proval and conditions under State law for 
regulation by the State of coal combustion 
residual units that are located in the State 
in lieu of a Federal program under this sub- 
section. 

(B) REQUIREMENT.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date on which a State submits the 
evidence described in subparagraph (A), the 
Administrator shall approve, in whole or in 
part, a permit program or other system of 
prior approval and conditions submitted 
under subparagraph (A) if the Administrator 
determines that the program or other sys- 
tem requires each coal combustion residual 
unit located in the State to achieve compli- 
ance with— 

“(i) the applicable criteria for coal com- 
bustion residual units under part 257 of title 
40, Code of Federal Regulations (or successor 
regulations), promulgated pursuant to sec- 
tions 1008(a)(3) and 4004(a); or 

“(ii) such other State criteria that the Ad- 
ministrator, after consultation with the 
State, determines to be at least as protective 
as the criteria described in clause (i). 

“(C) PERMIT REQUIREMENTS.—The Adminis- 
trator may approve under subparagraph 
(B)Gi) a State permit program or other sys- 
tem of prior approval and conditions that al- 
lows a State to include technical standards 
for individual permits or conditions of ap- 
proval that differ from the technical stand- 
ards under part 257 of title 40, Code of Fed- 
eral Regulations (or successor regulations), 
if, based on site-specific conditions, the tech- 
nical standards established pursuant to an 
approved State program or other system are 
at least as protective as the technical stand- 
ards under that part. 

“(D) WITHDRAWAL OF APPROVAL.— 

“(i) PROGRAM REVIEW.—The Administrator 
shall review programs or other systems ap- 
proved under subparagraph (B)— 

“(T) from time to time, but not less fre- 
quently than once every 5 years; or 

“(IT) on request of any State. 

‘(ii) NOTIFICATION AND OPPORTUNITY FOR A 
PUBLIC HEARING.—The Administrator shall 
provide to the relevant State notice and an 
opportunity for a public hearing if the Ad- 
ministrator determines that— 

“(I) a revision or correction to the permit 
program or other system of prior approval 
and conditions of the State is required for 
the State to achieve compliance with the re- 
quirements of subparagraph (B); 

“(II) the State has not adopted and imple- 
mented an adequate permit program or other 
system of prior approval and conditions for 
each coal combustion residual unit located 
in the State to ensure compliance with the 
requirements of subparagraph (B); or 

““(IIT) the State has, at any time, approved 
or failed to revoke a permit under this sub- 
section that would lead to the violation of a 
law to protect human health or the environ- 
ment of any other State. 
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“(iii) WITHDRAWAL.— 

“(I) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 
withdraw approval of a State permit pro- 
gram or other system of prior approval and 
conditions if, after the Administrator pro- 
vides notice and an opportunity for a public 
hearing to the relevant State under clause 
(ii), the Administrator determines that the 
State has not corrected the deficiency. 

‘“(II) REINSTATEMENT OF STATE APPROVAL.— 
Any withdrawal of approval under subclause 
(I) shall cease to be effective on the date on 
which the Administrator makes a determina- 
tion that the State permit program or other 
system of prior approval and conditions com- 
plies with the requirements of subparagraph 
(B). 

‘(2) NONPARTICIPATING STATES.— 

‘(A) DEFINITION OF NONPARTICIPATING 
STATE.—In this paragraph, the term ‘non- 
participating State’ means a State— 

“(i) for which the Administrator has not 
approved a State permit program or other 
system of prior approval and conditions 
under paragraph (1)(B); 

“(ii) the Governor of which has not sub- 
mitted to the Administrator for approval 
evidence to operate a State permit program 
or other system of prior approval and condi- 
tions under paragraph (1)(A); 

“(iii) the Governor of which has provided 
notice to the Administrator that, not fewer 
than 90 days after the date on which the Gov- 
ernor provides notice to the Administrator, 
the State relinquishes an approval under 
paragraph (1)(B) to operate a permit program 
or other system of prior approval and condi- 
tions; or 

“(iv) for which the Administrator has 
withdrawn approval for a permit program or 
other system of prior approval and condi- 
tions under paragraph (1)(D)(iii). 

‘(B) PERMIT PROGRAM.—In the case of a 
nonparticipating State for which the Admin- 
istrator makes a determination that the 
nonparticipating State lacks the capacity to 
implement a permit program or other sys- 
tem of prior approval and conditions and 
subject to the availability of appropriations, 
the Administrator may implement a permit 
program to require each coal combustion re- 
sidual unit located in the nonparticipating 
State to achieve compliance with applicable 
criteria established by the Administrator 
under part 257 of title 40, Code of Federal 
Regulations (or successor regulations). 

‘(3) APPLICABILITY OF CRITERIA.—The ap- 
plicable criteria for coal combustion residual 
units under part 257 of title 40, Code of Fed- 
eral Regulations (or successor regulations), 
promulgated pursuant to sections 1008(a)(3) 
and 4004(a), shall apply to each coal combus- 
tion residual unit in a State unless— 

“(A) a permit under a State permit pro- 
gram or other system of prior approval and 
conditions approved by the Administrator 
under paragraph (1)(B) is in effect; or 

‘“(B) a permit issued by the Administrator 
in a State in which the Administrator is im- 
plementing a permit program under para- 
graph (2)(B) is in effect. 

‘*(4) PROHIBITION ON OPEN DUMPING.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B)(i) and subject to subpara- 
graph (B)(ii), the Administrator may use the 
authority provided by sections 3007 and 3008 
to enforce the prohibition against open 
dumping contained in subsection (a) with re- 
spect to a coal combustion residual unit. 

‘(B) FEDERAL ENFORCEMENT IN APPROVED 
STATE.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a coal com- 
bustion residual unit located in a State that 
is approved to operate a permit program or 
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other system of prior approval and condi- 

tions under paragraph (1)(B), the Adminis- 

trator may commence an administrative or 
judicial enforcement action under section 

3008 if— 

“(D) the State requests that the Adminis- 
trator provide assistance in the performance 
of the enforcement action; or 

“(ID) after consideration of any other ad- 
ministrative or judicial enforcement action 
involving the coal combustion residual unit, 
the Administrator determines that an en- 
forcement action is likely to be necessary to 
ensure that the coal combustion residual 
unit is operating in accordance with the cri- 
teria established under the permit program 
or other system of prior approval and condi- 
tions. 

“(ii) NOTIFICATION.—In the case of an en- 
forcement action by the Administrator 
under clause (i)(II), before issuing an order or 
commencing a civil action, the Adminis- 
trator shall notify the State in which the 
coal combustion residual unit is located. 

‘“(iii) ANNUAL REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not 
later than December 31, 2017, and December 
31 of each year thereafter, the Administrator 
shall submit to the Committee on Environ- 
ment and Public Works of the Senate and 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce of 
the House of Representatives a report that 
describes any enforcement action com- 
menced under clause (i)(II), including a de- 
scription of the basis for the enforcement ac- 
tion. 

‘“(5) INDIAN COUNTRY.—The Administrator 
may establish and carry out a permit pro- 
gram, in accordance with this subsection, for 
coal combustion residual units in Indian 
country (as defined in section 1151 of title 18, 
United States Code) to require each coal 
combustion residual unit located in Indian 
country to achieve compliance with the ap- 
plicable criteria established by the Adminis- 
trator under part 257 of title 40, Code of Fed- 
eral Regulations (or successor regulations). 

‘(6) TREATMENT OF COAL COMBUSTION RESID- 
UAL UNITS.—A coal combustion residual unit 
shall be considered to be a sanitary landfill 
for purposes of subsection (a) only if the coal 
combustion residual unit is operating in ac- 
cordance with— 

“(A) the requirements established pursu- 
ant to a program for which an approval is 
provided by— 

“(i) the State in accordance with a pro- 
gram or system approved under paragraph 
(1)(B); or 

“(ii) the Administrator pursuant to para- 
graph (2)(B) or paragraph (5); or 

‘(B) the applicable criteria for coal com- 
bustion residual units under part 257 of title 
40, Code of Federal Regulations (or successor 
regulations), promulgated pursuant to sec- 
tions 1008(a)(3) and 4004(a). 

“(7) EFFECT OF SUBSECTION.—Nothing in 
this subsection affects any authority, regu- 
latory determination, other law, or legal ob- 
ligation in effect on the day before the date 
of enactment of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 2016.’’. 

SEC. 8002. CHOCTAW NATION OF OKLAHOMA AND 
THE CHICKASAW NATION WATER 
SETTLEMENT. 

(a) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this section 
are— 

(1) to permanently resolve and settle those 
claims to Settlement Area Waters of the 
Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma and the Chick- 
asaw Nation as set forth in the Settlement 
Agreement and this section, including all 
claims or defenses in and to Chickasaw Na- 
tion, Choctaw Nation v. Fallin et al., CIV 11- 
927 (W.D. Ok.), OWRB v. United States, et al. 
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CIV 12-275 (W.D. Ok.), or any future stream 
adjudication; 

(2) to approve, ratify, and confirm the Set- 
tlement Agreement; 

(8) to authorize and direct the Secretary of 
the Interior to execute the Settlement 
Agreement and to perform all obligations of 
the Secretary of the Interior under the Set- 
tlement Agreement and this section; 

(4) to approve, ratify, and confirm the 
amended storage contract among the State, 
the City and the Trust; 

(5) to authorize and direct the Secretary to 
approve the amended storage contract and 
obligations for the Corps of Engineers to per- 
form all obligations under the 1974 storage 
contract, the amended storage contract, and 
this section; and 

(6) to authorize all actions necessary for 
the United States to meet its obligations 
under the Settlement Agreement, the 
amended storage contract, and this section. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) 1974 STORAGE CONTRACT.—The term 
‘1974 storage contract” means the contract 
entered into on February 16, 1974, between 
the Secretary and the Water Conservation 
Storage Commission of the State of Okla- 
homa pursuant to section 301 of the Water 
Supply Act of 1958 (43 U.S.C. 390b), and other 
applicable Federal law. 

(2) 2010 AGREEMENT.—The term ‘‘2010 agree- 
ment”? means the agreement entered into 
among the OWRB and the Trust, dated June 
15, 2010, relating to the assignment by the 
State of the 1974 storage contract and trans- 
fer of rights, title, interests, and obligations 
under that contract to the Trust, including 
the interests of the State in the conservation 
storage capacity and associated repayment 
obligations to the United States. 

(3) ADMINISTRATIVE SET-ASIDE SUB- 
CONTRACTS.—The term ‘‘administrative set- 
aside subcontracts’? means the subcontracts 
the City shall issue for the use of Conserva- 
tion Storage Capacity in Sardis Lake as pro- 
vided by the amended storage contract and 
the Settlement Agreement. 

(4) ALLOTMENT.—The term ‘‘allotment’’ 
means the land within the Settlement Area 
held by an allottee subject to a statutory re- 
striction on alienation or held by the United 
States in trust for the benefit of an allottee. 

(5) ALLOTTEE.—The term ‘‘allottee’’ means 
an enrolled member of the Choctaw Nation 
or citizen of the Chickasaw Nation who, or 
whose estate, holds an interest in an allot- 
ment. 

(6) AMENDED PERMIT APPLICATION.—The 
term ‘“‘amended permit application” means 
the permit application of the City to the 
OWRB, No. 2007-17, as amended as provided 
by the Settlement Agreement. 

(7) AMENDED STORAGE CONTRACT TRANSFER 
AGREEMENT; AMENDED STORAGE CONTRACT .— 
The terms ‘‘amended storage contract trans- 
fer agreement” and ‘‘amended storage con- 
tract” mean the 2010 Agreement between the 
City, the Trust, and the OWRB, as amended, 
as provided by the Settlement Agreement 
and this section. 

(8) ATOKA AND SARDIS CONSERVATION 
PROJECTS FUND.—The term ‘‘Atoka and Sar- 
dis Conservation Projects Fund” means the 
Atoka and Sardis Conservation Projects 
Fund established, funded, and managed in 
accordance with the Settlement Agreement. 

(9) CITy.—The term ‘‘City’’ means the City 
of Oklahoma City, or the City and the Trust 
acting jointly, as applicable. 

(10) CITY PERMIT.—The term ‘‘City permit” 
means any permit issued to the City by the 
OWBRB pursuant to the amended permit ap- 
plication and consistent with the Settlement 
Agreement. 
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(11) CONSERVATION STORAGE CAPACITY.—The 
term ‘‘conservation storage capacity” means 
the total storage space as stated in the 1974 
storage contract in Sardis Lake between ele- 
vations 599.0 feet above mean sea level and 
542.0 feet above mean sea level, which is esti- 
mated to contain 297,200 acre-feet of water 
after adjustment for sediment deposits, and 
which may be used for municipal and indus- 
trial water supply, fish and wildlife, and 
recreation. 

(12) ENFORCEABILITY DATE .—The term ‘“‘en- 
forceability date”? means the date on which 
the Secretary of the Interior publishes in the 
Federal Register a notice certifying that the 
conditions of subsection (i) have been satis- 
fied. 

(13) FUTURE USE STORAGE.—The term ‘‘fu- 
ture use storage” means that portion of the 
conservation storage capacity that was des- 
ignated by the 1974 Contract to be utilized 
for future water use storage and was esti- 
mated to contain 155,500 acre feet of water 
after adjustment for sediment deposits, or 
52.322 percent of the conservation storage ca- 
pacity. 

(14) NATIONS.—The term “Nations” means 
the Choctaw Nation and the Chickasaw Na- 
tion. 

(15) OWRB.—The term ‘‘OWRB’”’ means the 
Oklahoma Water Resources Board. 

(16) SARDIS LAKE.—The term “Sardis Lake” 
means the reservoir, formerly known as 
Clayton Lake, whose dam is located in Sec- 
tion 19, Township 2 North, Range 19 East of 
the Indian Meridian, Pushmataha County, 
Oklahoma, the construction, operation, and 
maintenance of which was authorized by sec- 
tion 203 of the Flood Control Act of 1962 
(Public Law 87-874; 76 Stat. 1187). 

(17) SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT.—The term 
“Settlement Agreement” means the settle- 
ment agreement as approved by the Nations, 
the State, the City, and the Trust effective 
August 22, 2016, as revised to conform with 
this section, as applicable. 

(18) SETTLEMENT AREA.—The term ‘‘settle- 
ment area’? means— 

(A) the area lying between— 

(i) the South Canadian River and Arkansas 
River to the north; 

(ii) the Red River to the south; 

(iii) the Oklahoma-—Arkansas State line to 
the east; and 

(iv) the 98th Meridian to the west; and 

(B) the area depicted in Exhibit 1 to the 
Settlement Agreement and generally includ- 
ing the following counties, or portions of, in 
the State: 

(i) Atoka. 

(ii) Bryan. 

(iii) Carter. 

(iv) Choctaw. 

(v) Coal. 

(vi) Garvin. 

(vii) Grady. 

(viii) McClain. 

(ix) Murray. 

(x) Haskell. 

(xi) Hughes. 

(xii) Jefferson. 

(xiii) Johnston. 

(xiv) Latimer. 

(xv) LeF lore. 

(xvi) Love. 

(xvii) Marshall. 

(xviii) McCurtain. 

(xix) Pittsburgh. 

(xx) Pontotoc. 

(xxi) Pushmataha. 

(xxii) Stephens. 

(19) SETTLEMENT AREA WATERS.—The term 
“settlement area waters” means the waters 
located— 
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(A) within the settlement area; and 

(B) within a basin depicted in Exhibit 10 to 
the Settlement Agreement, including any of 
the following basins as denominated in the 
2012 Update of the Oklahoma Comprehensive 
Water Plan: 

(i) Beaver Creek (24, 25, and 26). 

(ii) Blue (11 and 12). 

(iii) Clear Boggy (9). 

(iv) Kiamichi (5 and 6). 

(v) Lower Arkansas (46 and 47). 

(vi) Lower Canadian (48, 56, 57, and 58). 

(vii) Lower Little (2). 

(viii) Lower Washita (14). 

(ix) Mountain Fork (4). 

(x) Middle Washita (15 and 16). 

(xi) Mud Creek (28). 

(xii) Muddy Boggy (7 and 8). 

(xiii) Poteau (44 and 45). 

(xiv) Red River Mainstem (1, 10, 18, and 21) 

(xv) Upper Little (8). 

(xvi) Walnut Bayou (22). 

(20) STATE.—The term ‘‘State’’ means the 
State of Oklahoma. 

(21) TRUST.—The term “Trust” means the 
Oklahoma City Water Utilities Trust, for- 
merly known as the Oklahoma City Munic- 
ipal Improvement Authority. 

(c) APPROVAL OF THE SETTLEMENT AGREE- 
MENT.— 

(1) RATIFICATION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as modified by 
this section, and to the extent the Settle- 
ment Agreement does not conflict with this 
section, the Settlement Agreement is au- 
thorized, ratified, and confirmed. 

(B) AMENDMENTS.—If an amendment is exe- 
cuted to make the Settlement Agreement 
consistent with this section, the amendment 
is also authorized, ratified and confirmed to 
the extent the amendment is consistent with 
this section. 

(2) EXECUTION OF 
MENT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—To the extent the Settle- 
ment Agreement does not conflict with this 
section, the Secretary of the Interior shall 
promptly execute the Settlement Agree- 
ment, including all exhibits to or parts of 
the Settlement Agreement requiring the sig- 
nature of the Secretary of the Interior and 
any amendments necessary to make the Set- 
tlement Agreement consistent with this sec- 
tion. 

(B) NOT A MAJOR FEDERAL ACTION.—Execu- 
tion of the Settlement Agreement by the 
Secretary of the Interior under this sub- 
section shall not constitute a major Federal 
action under the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.). 

(d) APPROVAL OF THE AMENDED STORAGE 
CONTRACT AND 1974 STORAGE CONTRACT.— 

(1) RATIFICATION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except to the extent any 
provision of the amended storage contract 
conflicts with any provision of this section, 
the amended storage contract is authorized, 
ratified, and confirmed. 

(B) 1974 STORAGE CONTRACT.—To the extent 
the amended storage contract, as authorized, 
ratified, and confirmed, modifies or amends 
the 1974 storage contract, the modification 
or amendment to the 1974 storage contract is 
authorized, ratified, and confirmed. 

(C) AMENDMENTS.—To the extent an 
amendment is executed to make the amend- 
ed storage contract consistent with this sec- 
tion, the amendment is authorized, ratified, 
and confirmed. 

(2) APPROVAL BY THE SECRETARY.—After 
the State and the City execute the amended 
storage contract, the Secretary shall ap- 
prove the amended storage contract. 

(3) MODIFICATION OF SEPTEMBER 11, 2009, 
ORDER IN UNITED STATES V. OKLAHOMA WATER 
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RESOURCES BOARD, CIV 98-00521 (N.D. OK).—The 
Secretary, through counsel, shall cooperate 
and work with the State to file any motion 
and proposed order to modify or amend the 
order of the United States District Court for 
the Northern District of Oklahoma dated 
September 11, 2009, necessary to conform the 
order to the amended storage contract trans- 
fer agreement, the Settlement Agreement, 
and this section. 

(4) CONSERVATION STORAGE CAPACITY.—The 
allocation of the use of the conservation 
storage capacity in Sardis Lake for adminis- 
trative set-aside subcontracts, City water 
supply, and fish and wildlife and recreation 
as provided by the amended storage contract 
is authorized, ratified and approved. 

(5) ACTIVATION; WAIVER.— 

(A) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 

(i) the earliest possible activation of any 
increment of future use storage in Sardis 
Lake will not occur until after 2050; and 

(ii) the obligation to make annual pay- 
ments for the Sardis future use storage oper- 
ation, maintenance and replacement costs, 
capital costs, or interest attributable to Sar- 
dis future use storage only arises if, and only 
to the extent, that an increment of Sardis 
future use storage is activated by with- 
drawal or release of water from the future 
use storage that is authorized by the user for 
a consumptive use of water. 

(B) WAIVER OF OBLIGATIONS FOR STORAGE 
THAT IS NOT ACTIVATED.—Notwithstanding 
section 301 of the Water Supply Act of 1958 
(43 U.S.C. 390b), section 203 of the Flood Con- 
trol Act of 1962 (Public Law 87-874; 76 Stat. 
1187), the 1974 storage contract, or any other 
provision of law, effective as of January 1, 
2050— 

(i) the entirety of any repayment obliga- 
tions (including interest), relating to that 
portion of conservation storage capacity al- 
located by the 1974 storage contract to fu- 
ture use storage in Sardis Lake is waived 
and shall be considered nonreimbursable; and 

(ii) any obligation of the State and, on exe- 
cution and approval of the amended storage 
contract, of the City and the Trust, under 
the 1974 storage contract regarding capital 
costs and any operation, maintenance, and 
replacement costs and interest otherwise at- 
tributable to future use storage in Sardis 
Lake is waived and shall be nonreimburs- 
able, if the right to future use storage is not 
exercised by January 1, 2050. 

(6) CONSISTENT WITH AUTHORIZED PURPOSES; 
NO MAJOR OPERATIONAL CHANGE.— 

(A) CONSISTENT WITH AUTHORIZED PUR- 
POSE.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The amended storage con- 
tract, the approval of the Secretary of the 
amended storage contract, and the waiver of 
future use storage under paragraph (5)— 

(I) are consistent with the authorized pur- 
poses for Sardis Lake and do not affect the 
authorized purposes for the project under 
section 203 of the Flood Control Act of 1962 
(Public Law 87-874; 76 Stat. 1187) and section 
301(e) of the Water Supply Act of 1958 (43 
U.S.C. 390b(e)); and 

(I) shall not constitute a reallocation of 
storage. 

(ii) CHANGES AND MODIFICATIONS.—To the 
extent subclause (I) or (II) of clause (i) could 
be construed otherwise, any necessary 
changes or modifications are authorized, 
ratified, and approved. 

(B) NO MAJOR OPERATIONAL CHANGE.—The 
amended storage contract, the approval of 
the Secretary of the amended storage con- 
tract, and the waiver of future use storage 
under paragraph (5) shall not constitute a 
major operational change under section 
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301(e) of the Water Supply Act of 1958 (43 
U.S.C. 390b(e)), and to the extent those docu- 
ments and actions could be so construed, any 
necessary change is authorized, ratified and 
approved without any further action by the 
Corps of Engineers. 

(7) NO FURTHER AUTHORIZATION REQUIRED.— 
This section shall be considered sufficient 
and complete authorization, without further 
study or analysis, for— 

(A) the Secretary to approve the amended 
storage contract; and 

(B) after approval under subparagraph (A), 
the Corps of Engineers to manage storage in 
Sardis Lake pursuant to and in accordance 
with the 1974 storage contract, the amended 
storage contract, and the Settlement Agree- 
ment. 

(e) SETTLEMENT AREA WATERS.— 

(1) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 

(A) pursuant to the Atoka Agreement as 
ratified by section 29 of the Act of June 28, 
1898 (30 Stat. 505, chapter 517) (as modified by 
the Act of July 1, 1902 (32 Stat. 641, chapter 
1862)), the Nations issued patents to their re- 
spective tribal members and citizens and 
thereby conveyed to individual Choctaws and 
Chickasaws, all right, title, and interest in 
and to land that was possessed by the Na- 
tions, other than certain mineral rights; and 

(B) when title passed from the Nations to 
their respective tribal members and citizens, 
the Nations did not convey and those indi- 
viduals did not receive any right of regu- 
latory or sovereign authority, including with 
respect to water. 

(2) PERMITTING, ALLOCATION, AND ADMINIS- 
TRATION OF SETTLEMENT AREA WATERS PURSU- 
ANT TO THE SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT.—Begin- 
ning on the enforceability date, settlement 
area waters shall be permitted, allocated, 
and administered by the OWRB in accord- 
ance with the Settlement Agreement and 
this section. 

(3) CHOCTAW NATION AND CHICKASAW NA- 
TION.—Beginning on the enforceability date, 
the Nations shall have the right to use and 
to develop the right to use settlement area 
waters only in accordance with the Settle- 
ment Agreement and this section. 

(4) WAIVER AND DELEGATION BY NATIONS.—In 
addition to the waivers under subsection (h), 
the Nations, on their own behalf, shall per- 
manently delegate to the State any regu- 
latory authority each Nation may possess 
over water rights on allotments, which the 
State shall exercise in accordance with the 
Settlement Agreement and this subsection. 

(5) RIGHT TO USE WATER.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—An allottee may use 
water on an allotment in accordance with 
the Settlement Agreement and this sub- 
section. 

(B) SURFACE WATER USE.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—An allottee may divert 
and use, on the allotment of the allottee, 6 
acre-feet per year of surface water per 160 
acres, to be used solely for domestic uses on 
an allotment that constitutes riparian land 
under applicable State law as of the date of 
enactment of this Act. 

(ii) EFFECT OF STATE LAW.—The use of sur- 
face water described in clause (i) shall be 
subject to all rights and protections of State 
law, as of the date of enactment of this Act, 
including all protections against loss for 
nonuse. 

(iii) NO PERMIT REQUIRED.—An allottee may 
divert water under this subsection without a 
permit or any other authorization from the 
OWRB. 

(C) GROUNDWATER USE.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—An allottee may drill 
wells on the allotment of the allottee to take 
and use for domestic uses the greater of— 
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(I) 5 acre-feet per year; or 

(II) any greater quantity allowed under 
State law. 

(ii) EFFECT OF STATE LAW.—The ground- 
water use described in clause (i) shall be sub- 
ject to all rights and protections of State 
law, as of the date of enactment of this Act, 
including all protections against loss for 
nonuse. 

(iii) NO PERMIT REQUIRED.—An allottee may 
drill wells and use water under this sub- 
section without a permit or any other au- 
thorization from the OWRB. 

(D) FUTURE CHANGES IN STATE LAW.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—If State law changes to 
limit use of water to a quantity that is less 
than the applicable quantity specified in 
subparagraph (B) or (C), as applicable, an al- 
lottee shall retain the right to use water in 
accord with those subparagraphs, subject to 
paragraphs (6)(B)(iv) and (7). 

(ii) OPPORTUNITY TO BE HEARD.—Prior to 
taking any action to limit the use of water 
by an individual, the OWRB shall provide to 
the individual an opportunity to dem- 
onstrate that the individual is— 

(I) an allottee; and 

(II) using water on the allotment pursuant 
to and in accordance with the Settlement 
Agreement and this section. 

(6) ALLOTTEE OPTIONS FOR ADDITIONAL 
WATER.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—To use a quantity of 
water in excess of the quantities provided 
under paragraph (5), an allottee shall— 

(i) file an action under subparagraph (B); 
or 

(ii) apply to the OWRB for a permit pursu- 
ant to, and in accordance with, State law. 

(B) DETERMINATION IN FEDERAL DISTRICT 
COURT.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—In lieu of applying to the 
OWRB for a permit to use more water than 
is allowed under paragraph (5), an allottee 
may, after written notice to the OWRB, file 
an action in the United States District Court 
for the Western District of Oklahoma for de- 
termination of the right to water of the al- 
lottee. 

(ii) JURISDICTION.—For purposes of this 
subsection— 

(I) the United States District Court for the 
Western District of Oklahoma shall have ju- 
risdiction; and 

(II) the waivers of immunity under sub- 
paragraphs (A) and (B) of subsection (j)(2) 
shall apply. 

(iii) REQUIREMENTS.—An allottee filing an 
action pursuant to this subparagraph shall— 

(I) join the OWRB as a party; and 

(II) publish notice in a newspaper of gen- 
eral circulation within the Settlement Area 
Hydrologic Basin for 2 consecutive weeks, 
with the first publication appearing not later 
than 30 days after the date on which the ac- 
tion is filed. 

(iv) DETERMINATION FINAL.— 

(I) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subclause (II), 
if an allottee elects to have the rights of the 
allottee determined pursuant to this sub- 
paragraph, the determination shall be final 
as to any rights under Federal law and in 
lieu of any rights to use water on an allot- 
ment as provided in paragraph (5). 

(II) RESERVATION OF RIGHTS.—Subclause (I) 
shall not preclude an allottee from— 

(aa) applying to the OWRB for water rights 
pursuant to State law; or 

(bb) using any rights allowed by State law 
that do not require a permit from the OWRB. 

(7) OWRB ADMINISTRATION AND ENFORCE- 
MENT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—If an allottee exercises 
any right under paragraph (5) or has rights 
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determined under paragraph (6)(B), the 
OWBB shall have jurisdiction to administer 
those rights. 

(B) CHALLENGES.—An allottee may chal- 
lenge OWRB administration of rights deter- 
mined under this paragraph, in the United 
States District Court for the Western Dis- 
trict of Oklahoma. 

(8) PRIOR EXISTING STATE LAW RIGHTS.— 
Water rights held by an allottee as of the en- 
forceability date pursuant to a permit issued 
by the OWRB shall be governed by the terms 
of that permit and applicable State law (in- 
cluding regulations). 

(f) CITY PERMIT FOR APPROPRIATION OF 
STREAM WATER FROM THE KIAMICHI RIVER.— 
The City permit shall be processed, evalu- 
ated, issued, and administered consistent 
with and in accordance with the Settlement 
Agreement and this section. 

(g) SETTLEMENT COMMISSION.— 

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established a 
Settlement Commission. 

(2) MEMBERS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Settlement Commis- 
sion shall be comprised of 5 members, ap- 
pointed as follows: 

(i) 1 by the Governor of the State. 

(ii) 1 by the Attorney General of the State. 

(iii) 1 by the Chief of the Choctaw Nation. 

(iv) 1 by the Governor of the Chickasaw 
Nation. 

(v) 1 by agreement of the members de- 
scribed in clauses (i) through (iv). 

(B) JOINTLY APPOINTED MEMBER.—If the 
members described in clauses (i) through (iv) 
of subparagraph (A) do not agree on a mem- 
ber appointed pursuant to subparagraph 
(A)(v)— 

(i) the members shall submit to the Chief 
Judge for the United States District Court 
for the Eastern District of Oklahoma, a list 
of not less than 3 persons; and 

(ii) from the list under clause (i), the Chief 
Judge shall make the appointment. 

(C) INITIAL APPOINTMENTS.—The initial ap- 
pointments to the Settlement Commission 
shall be made not later than 90 days after 
the enforceability date. 

(3) MEMBER TERMS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Each Settlement Com- 
mission member shall serve at the pleasure 
of appointing authority. 

(B) COMPENSATION.—A member of the Set- 
tlement Commission shall serve without 
compensation, but an appointing authority 
may reimburse the member appointed by the 
entity for costs associated with service on 
the Settlement Commission. 

(C) VACANCIES.—If a member of the Settle- 
ment Commission is removed or resigns, the 
appointing authority shall appoint the re- 
placement member. 

(D) JOINTLY APPOINTED MEMBER.—The 
member of the Settlement Commission de- 
scribed in paragraph (2)(A)(v) may be re- 
moved or replaced by a majority vote of the 
Settlement Commission based on a failure of 
the member to carry out the duties of the 
member. 

(4) DuTIES.—The duties and authority of 
the Settlement Commission shall be set 
forth in the Settlement Agreement, and the 
Settlement Commission shall not possess or 
exercise any duty or authority not stated in 
the Settlement Agreement. 

(h) WAIVERS AND RELEASES OF CLAIMS.— 

(1) CLAIMS BY THE NATIONS AND THE UNITED 
STATES AS TRUSTEE FOR THE NATIONS.—Sub- 
ject to the retention of rights and claims 
provided in paragraph (2) and except to the 
extent that rights are recognized in the Set- 
tlement Agreement or this section, the Na- 
tions and the United States, acting as a 
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trustee for the Nations, shall execute a waiv- 
er and release of— 

(A) all claims asserted or which could have 
been asserted in any proceeding filed or that 
could have been filed during the period end- 
ing on the enforceability date, including 
Chickasaw Nation, Choctaw Nation v. Fallin 
et al., CIV 11-927 (W.D. Ok.), OWRB v. United 
States, et al. CIV 12-275 (W.D. Ok.), or any 
general stream adjudication, including— 

(i) claims to the ownership of water in the 
State; 

(ii) claims to water rights and rights to use 
water diverted or taken from a location 
within the State; 

(iii) claims to authority over the alloca- 
tion and management of water and adminis- 
tration of water rights, including authority 
over third-party ownership of or rights to 
use water diverted or taken from a location 
within the State and ownership or use of 
water on allotments by allottees or any 
other person using water on an allotment 
with the permission of an allottee; 

(iv) claims that the State lacks authority 
over the allocation and management of 
water and administration of water rights, in- 
cluding authority over the ownership of or 
rights to use water diverted or taken from a 
location within the State; 

(v) any other claim relating to the owner- 
ship of water, regulation of water, or author- 
ized diversion, storage, or use of water di- 
verted or taken from a location within the 
State, if the claim is based on the status of 
the Chickasaw Nation or the Choctaw Nation 
as a federally recognized Indian tribe; and 

(vi) claims or defenses asserted in Chicka- 
saw Nation, Choctaw Nation v. Fallin et al., 
CIV 11-927 (W.D. Ok.), OWRB v. United 
States, et al. CIV 12-275 (W.D. Ok.), or any 
general stream adjudication; 

(B) all claims for damages, losses or inju- 
ries to water rights or water, or claims of in- 
terference with, diversion, storage, taking, 
or use of water (including claims for injury 
to land resulting from the damages, losses, 
injuries, interference with, diversion, stor- 
age, taking, or use of water) attributable to 
any action by the State, the OWRB, or any 
water user authorized pursuant to State law 
to take or use water in the State, including 
the City, that accrued during the period end- 
ing on the enforceability date; 

(C) all claims and objections relating to 
the amended permit application, and the 
City permit, including— 

(i) all claims regarding regulatory control 
over or OWRB jurisdiction relating to the 
permit application and permit; and 

(ii) all claims for damages, losses or inju- 
ries to water rights or rights to use water, or 
claims of interference with, diversion, stor- 
age, taking, or use of water (including claims 
for injury to land resulting from the dam- 
ages, losses, injuries, interference with, di- 
version, storage, taking, or use of water) at- 
tributable to the issuance and lawful exer- 
cise of the City permit; 

(D) all claims to regulatory control over 
the Permit Numbers P80-48 and 54-613 of the 
City for water rights from the Muddy Boggy 
River for Atoka Reservoir and P73-282D for 
water rights from the Muddy Boggy River, 
including McGee Creek, for the McGee Creek 
Reservoir; 

(E) all claims that the State lacks regu- 
latory authority over or OWRB jurisdiction 
relating to Permit Numbers P80-48 and 54-613 
for water rights from the Muddy Boggy 
River for Atoka Reservoir and P73-282D for 
water rights from the Muddy Boggy River, 
including McGee Creek, for the McGee Creek 
Reservoir; 
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(F) all claims to damages, losses or inju- 
ries to water rights or water, or claims of in- 
terference with, diversion, storage, taking, 
or use of water (including claims for injury 
to land resulting from such damages, losses, 
injuries, interference with, diversion, stor- 
age, taking, or use of water) attributable to 
the lawful exercise of Permit Numbers P80-48 
and 54-613 for water rights from the Muddy 
Boggy River for Atoka Reservoir and P73- 
282D for water rights from the Muddy Boggy 
River, including McGee Creek, for the McGee 
Creek Reservoir, that accrued during the pe- 
riod ending on the enforceability date; and 

(G) all claims and objections relating to 
the approval by the Secretary of the assign- 
ment of the 1974 storage contract pursuant 
to the amended storage contract. 

(2) RETENTION AND RESERVATION OF 
CLAIMS.— 

(A) RESERVATION OF RIGHTS AND RETENTION 
OF CLAIMS BY NATIONS AND THE UNITED 
STATES.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding the waiv- 
er and releases of claims authorized under 
paragraph (1), the Nations and the United 
States, acting as trustee, shall retain— 

(I) all claims for enforcement of the Settle- 
ment Agreement and this section; 

(II) all rights to use and protect any water 
right of the Nations recognized by or estab- 
lished pursuant to the Settlement Agree- 
ment, including the right to assert claims 
for injuries relating to the rights and the 
right to participate in any general stream 
adjudication, including any inter se pro- 
ceeding; 

(III) all claims relating to activities affect- 
ing the quality of water that are not waived 
under paragraph (1)(A)(v), including any 
claims the Nations may have under— 

(aa) the Comprehensive Environmental Re- 
sponse, Compensation, and Liability Act of 
1980 (42 U.S.C. 9601 et seq.), including for 
damages to natural resources; 

(bb) the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 
300f et seq.); 

(cc) the Federal Water Pollution Control 
Act (33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.); and 

(dd) any regulations implementing the 
Acts described in items (aa) through (cc); 

(IV) all claims relating to damage, loss, or 
injury resulting from an unauthorized diver- 
sion, use, or storage of water, including dam- 
ages, losses, or injuries to land or nonwater 
natural resources associated with any hunt- 
ing, fishing, gathering, or cultural right; and 

(V) all rights, remedies, privileges, immu- 
nities, and powers not specifically waived 
and released pursuant to this section or the 
Settlement Agreement. 

(ii) AGREEMENT.— 

(I) IN GENERAL.—As provided in the Settle- 
ment Agreement, the Chickasaw Nation 
shall convey an easement to the City, which 
easement shall be as described and depicted 
in Exhibit 15 to the Settlement Agreement. 

(II) APPLICATION.—The Chickasaw Nation 
and the City shall cooperate and coordinate 
on the submission of an application for ap- 
proval by the Secretary of the Interior of the 
conveyance under subclause (I), in accord- 
ance with applicable Federal law. 

(III) RECORDING.—On approval by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior of the conveyance of 
the easement under this clause, the City 
shall record the easement. 

(IV) CONSIDERATION.—In exchange for con- 
veyance of the easement under clause (ii), 
the City shall pay to the Chickasaw Nation 
the value of past unauthorized use and con- 
sideration for future use of the land bur- 
dened by the easement, based on an appraisal 
secured by the City and Nations and ap- 
proved by the Secretary of the Interior. 
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(B) RESERVATION OF RIGHTS AND RETENTION 
OF CLAIMS BY NATIONS AGAINST THE UNITED 
STATES.—Notwithstanding the waivers and 
releases of claims authorized under para- 
graph (1), each Nation shall retain— 

(i) all claims for enforcement of the Settle- 
ment Agreement and this section; 

(ii) all rights to use and protect any water 
rights of the Nations recognized by or estab- 
lished pursuant to the Settlement Agree- 
ment and this section, including the right to 
assert claims for injuries relating to the 
rights and the right to participate in any 
stream adjudication, including any inter se 
proceeding; 

(iii) all claims relating to activities affect- 
ing the quality of water that are not waived 
under paragraph (1), including any claims 
the Nations may have under— 

(I) the Comprehensive Environmental Re- 
sponse, Compensation, and Liability Act of 
1980 (42 U.S.C. 9601 et seq.), including for 
damages to natural resources; 

(II) the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 
300f et seq.); 

(III) the Federal Water Pollution Control 
Act (83 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.); and 

(IV) any regulations implementing the 
Acts described in subclauses (I) through (III); 

(iv) all claims relating to damage, loss, or 
injury resulting from the unauthorized di- 
version, use, or storage of water by a person, 
including damages, losses, or injuries to land 
or nonwater natural resources associated 
with any hunting, fishing, gathering, or cul- 
tural right; and 

(v) all rights, remedies, privileges, immu- 
nities, and powers not specifically waived 
and released pursuant to this section. 

(3) EFFECTIVE DATE OF WAIVER AND RE- 
LEASES.—The waivers and releases under this 
subsection take effect on the enforceability 
date. 

(i) ENFORCEABILITY DATE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Settlement Agree- 
ment shall take effect and be enforceable on 
the date on which the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior publishes in the Federal Register a cer- 
tification that— 

(A) to the extent the Settlement Agree- 
ment conflicts with this section, the Settle- 
ment Agreement has been amended to con- 
form with this section; 

(B) the Settlement Agreement, as amend- 
ed, has been executed by the Secretary of the 
Interior, the Nations, the Governor of the 
State, the OWRB, the City, and the Trust; 

(C) to the extent the amended storage con- 
tract conflicts with this section, the amend- 
ed storage contract has been amended to 
conform with this section; 

(D) the amended storage contract, as 
amended to conform with this section, has 
been— 

(i) executed by the State, the City, and the 
Trust; and 

(ii) approved by the Secretary; 

(E) an order has been entered in United 
States v. Oklahoma Water Resources Board, 
Civ. 98-C-521-E with any modifications to 
the order dated September 11, 2009, as pro- 
vided in the Settlement Agreement; 

(F) orders of dismissal have been entered in 
Chickasaw Nation, Choctaw Nation v. Fallin 
et al., Civ 11-297 (W.D. Ok.) and OWRB v. 
United States, et al. Civ 12-275 (W.D. OK.) as 
provided in the Settlement Agreement; 

(G) the OWRB has issued the City Permit; 

(H) the final documentation of the 
Kiamichi Basin hydrologic model is on file 
at the Oklahoma City offices of the OWRB; 
and 

(I) the Atoka and Sardis Conservation 
Projects Fund has been funded as provided in 
the Settlement Agreement. 
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(2) EXPIRATION DATE.—If the Secretary of 
the Interior fails to publish a statement of 
findings under paragraph (1) by not later 
than September 30, 2020, or such alternative 
later date as is agreed to by the Secretary of 
the Interior, the Nations, the State, the 
City, and the Trust under paragraph (4), the 
following shall apply: 

(A) This section, except for this subsection 
and any provisions of this section that are 
necessary to carry out this subsection (but 
only for purposes of carrying out this sub- 
section) are not effective beginning on Sep- 
tember 30, 2020, or the alternative date. 

(B) The waivers and release of claims, and 
the limited waivers of sovereign immunity, 
shall not become effective. 

(C) The Settlement Agreement shall be 
null and void, except for this paragraph and 
any provisions of the Settlement Agreement 
that are necessary to carry out this para- 
graph. 

(D) Except with respect to this paragraph, 
the State, the Nations, the City, the Trust, 
and the United States shall not be bound by 
any obligations or benefit from any rights 
recognized under the Settlement Agreement. 

(E) If the City permit has been issued, the 
permit shall be null and void, except that the 
City may resubmit to the OWRB, and the 
OWBB shall be considered to have accepted, 
OWRB permit application No. 2007-017 with- 
out having waived the original application 
priority date and appropriative quantities. 

(F) If the amended storage contract has 
been executed or approved, the contract 
shall be null and void, and the 2010 agree- 
ment shall be considered to be in force and 
effect as between the State and the Trust. 

(G) If the Atoka and Sardis Conservation 
Projects Fund has been established and fund- 
ed, the funds shall be returned to the respec- 
tive funding parties with any accrued inter- 
est. 

(3) NO PREJUDICE.—The occurrence of the 
expiration date under paragraph (2) shall not 
in any way prejudice— 

(A) any argument or suit that the Nations 
may bring to contest— 

(i) the pursuit by the City of OWRB permit 
application No. 2007-017, or a modified 
version; or 

(ii) the 2010 agreement; 

(B) any argument, defense, or suit the 
State may bring or assert with regard to the 
claims of the Nations to water or over water 
in the settlement area; or 

(C) any argument, defense or suit the City 
may bring or assert— 

(i) with regard to the claims of the Nations 
to water or over water in the settlement 
area relating to OWRB permit application 
No. 2007-017, or a modified version; or 

(ii) to contest the 2010 agreement. 

(4) EXTENSION.—The expiration date under 
paragraph (2) may be extended in writing if 
the Nations, the State, the OWRB, the 
United States, and the City agree that an ex- 
tension is warranted. 

(j) JURISDICTION, WAIVERS OF IMMUNITY FOR 
INTERPRETATION AND ENFORCEMENT.— 

(1) JURISDICTION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.— 

(i) EXCLUSIVE JURISDICTION.—The United 
States District Court for the Western Dis- 
trict of Oklahoma shall have exclusive juris- 
diction for all purposes and for all causes of 
action relating to the interpretation and en- 
forcement of the Settlement Agreement, the 
amended storage contract, or interpretation 
or enforcement of this section, including all 
actions filed by an allottee pursuant to sub- 
section (e)(4)(B). 

(ii) RIGHT TO BRING ACTION.—The Choctaw 
Nation, the Chickasaw Nation, the State, the 
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City, the Trust, and the United States shall 
each have the right to bring an action pursu- 
ant to this section. 

(iii) NO ACTION IN OTHER COURTS.—No ac- 
tion may be brought in any other Federal, 
Tribal, or State court or administrative 
forum for any purpose relating to the Settle- 
ment Agreement, amended storage contract, 
or this section. 

(iv) NO MONETARY JUDGMENT.—Nothing in 
this section authorizes any money judgment 
or otherwise allows the payment of funds by 
the United States, the Nations, the State 
(including the OWRB), the City, or the 
Trust. 

(B) NOTICE AND CONFERENCE.—An entity 
seeking to interpret or enforce the Settle- 
ment Agreement shall comply with the fol- 
lowing: 

(i) Any party asserting noncompliance or 
seeking interpretation of the Settlement 
Agreement or this section shall first serve 
written notice on the party alleged to be in 
breach of the Settlement Agreement or vio- 
lation of this section. 

(ii) The notice under clause (i) shall iden- 
tify the specific provision of the Settlement 
Agreement or this section alleged to have 
been violated or in dispute and shall specify 
in detail the contention of the party assert- 
ing the claim and any factual basis for the 
claim. 

(iii) Representatives of the party alleging a 
breach or violation and the party alleged to 
be in breach or violation shall meet not later 
than 30 days after receipt of notice under 
clause (i) in an effort to resolve the dispute. 

(iv) If the matter is not resolved to the sat- 
isfaction of the party alleging breach not 
later than 90 days after the original notice 
under clause (i), the party may take any ap- 
propriate enforcement action consistent 
with the Settlement Agreement and this 
subsection. 
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(2) LIMITED WAIVERS OF SOVEREIGN IMMU- 
NITY.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The United States and 
the Nations may be joined in an action filed 
in the United States District Court for the 
Western District of Oklahoma. 

(B) UNITED STATES IMMUNITY.—Any claim 
by the United States to sovereign immunity 
from suit is irrevocably waived for any ac- 
tion brought by the State, the Chickasaw 
Nation, the Choctaw Nation, the City, the 
Trust, or (solely for purposes of actions 
brought pursuant to subsection (e)) an allot- 
tee in the Western District of Oklahoma re- 
lating to interpretation or enforcement of 
the Settlement Agreement or this section, 
including of the appellate jurisdiction of the 
United States Court of Appeals for the Tenth 
Circuit and the Supreme Court of the United 
States. 

(C) CHICKASAW NATION IMMUNITY.—For the 
exclusive benefit of the State (including the 
OWRB), the City, the Trust, the Choctaw Na- 
tion, and the United States, the sovereign 
immunity of the Chickasaw Nation from suit 
is waived solely for any action brought in 
the Western District of Oklahoma relating to 
interpretation or enforcement of the Settle- 
ment Agreement or this section, if the ac- 
tion is brought by the State or the OWRB, 
the City, the Trust, the Choctaw Nation, or 
the United States, including the appellate 
jurisdiction of the United States Court of 
Appeals for the Tenth Circuit and the Su- 
preme Court of the United States. 

(D) CHOCTAW NATION IMMUNITY.—For the 
exclusive benefit of the State (including of 
the OWRB), the City, the Trust, the Chicka- 
saw Nation, and the United States, the Choc- 
taw Nation shall expressly and irrevocably 
consent to a suit and waive sovereign immu- 
nity from a suit solely for any action 
brought in the Western District of Oklahoma 
relating to interpretation or enforcement of 
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the Settlement Agreement or this section, if 
the action is brought by the State, the 
OWRB, the City, the Trust, the Chickasaw 
Nation, or the United States, including the 
appellate jurisdiction of the United States 
Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit and 
the Supreme Court of the United States. 

(k) DISCLAIMER.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Settlement Agree- 
ment applies only to the claims and rights of 
the Nations. 

(2) NO PRECEDENT.—Nothing in this section 
or the Settlement Agreement shall be con- 
strued in any way to quantify, establish, or 
serve as precedent regarding the land and 
water rights, claims, or entitlements to 
water of any American Indian Tribe other 
than the Nations, including any other Amer- 
ican Indian Tribe in the State. 


SA 4980. Mr. INHOFE proposed an 
amendment to amendment SA 4979 pro- 
posed by Mr. INHOFE to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; as follows: 

Strike section 6002 and insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. 6002. AUTHORIZATION OF PROJECT MODI- 
FICATIONS RECOMMENDED BY THE 
SECRETARY. 

The following project modifications for 
water resources development and conserva- 
tion and other purposes are authorized to be 
carried out by the Secretary substantially in 
accordance with the recommendations of the 
Director of Civil Works, as specified in the 
reports referred to in this section: 


A. State B. Name C. Date of Director’s Report D. Updated Authorization Project Costs 

1.KS, MO Turkey Creek Basin November 4, 2015 Estimated Federal: $97,067,750 
Estimated Non-Federal: $55,465,250 
Total: $152,533,000 

2. MO Blue River Basin November 6, 2015 Estimated Federal: $34,860,000 
Estimated Non-Federal: $11,620,000 
Total: $46,480,000 

3. FL Picayune Strand March 9, 2016 Estimated Federal: $308,983,000 
Estimated Non-Federal: $308,983,000 
Total: $617,967,000 

4. KY Ohio River Shoreline March 11, 2016 Estimated Federal: $20,309,900 
Estimated Non-Federal: $10,936,100 
Total: $31,246,000 

5. TX Houston Ship Channel May 18, 2016 Estimated Federal: $381,032,000 
Estimated Non-Federal: $127,178,000 
Total: $508,210,000 

6. AZ Rio de Flag, Flagstaff June 22, 2016 Estimated Federal: $65,514,650 
Estimated Non-Federal: $35,322,350 
Total: $100,837,000 

7. MO Swope Park Industrial Area, | April 21, 2016 Estimated Federal: $20,205,250 

Blue River Estimated Non-Federal: $10,879,750 

Total: $31,085,000 
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SA 4981. Mr. HELLER (for himself 
and Mr. HEINRICH) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 2848, to provide for 
the conservation and development of 
water and related resources, to author- 
ize the Secretary of the Army to con- 
struct various projects for improve- 
ments to rivers and harbors of the 
United States, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. . RURAL WESTERN WATER. 

Section 595 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 1999 (Public Law 106-53; 113 
Stat. 383; 128 Stat. 1816) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsection (h) as sub- 
section (i); 

(2) by inserting after subsection (g) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘*(h) ELIGIBILITY.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Assistance under this 
section shall be made available to all eligible 
States and locales described in subsection (b) 
consistent with program priorities deter- 
mined by the Secretary in accordance with 
criteria developed by the Secretary to estab- 
lish the program priorities, with priority 
given to projects in any applicable State 
that— 

“(A) execute new or amended project co- 
operation agreements; and 

‘“(B) commence promptly after the date of 
enactment of the Water Resources Develop- 
ment Act of 2016. 

““(2) RURAL PROJECTS.—The Secretary shall 
consider a rural project authorized under 
this section and environmental infrastruc- 
ture projects authorized under section 219 of 
the Water Resources Development Act of 
1992 (Public Law 102-580; 106 Stat. 4835) for 
new starts on the same basis as any other 
program funded from the construction ac- 
count.’’; and 

(3) in subsection (i) (as redesignated by 
paragraph (1)), by striking ‘‘which shall—,”’ 
and all that follows through ‘‘remain’’ and 
inserting ‘‘to remain’’. 


SA 4982. Mr. BLUMENTHAL (for 
himself and Mr. MURPHY) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 2848, to provide for 
the conservation and development of 
water and related resources, to author- 
ize the Secretary of the Army to con- 
struct various projects for improve- 
ments to rivers and harbors of the 
United States, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

Strike section 2004. 


SA 4983. Mr. BLUMENTHAL sub- 
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed to amendment SA 4979 pro- 
posed by Mr. INHOFE to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

In section 2004, strike ‘‘applicable State 
water quality standards’? and insert ‘“‘the 
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State water quality standards of the State in 
which the disposal occurs, as’’. 


SA 4984. Mr. BLUNT (for himself and 
Mrs. MCCASKILL) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
INHOFE to the bill S. 2848, to provide for 
the conservation and development of 
water and related resources, to author- 
ize the Secretary of the Army to con- 
struct various projects for improve- 
ments to rivers and harbors of the 
United States, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of section 5001, add the fol- 
lowing: 

(i) HANNIBAL SMALL BOAT HARBOR, HAN- 
NIBAL, MISSOURI.—The project for navigation 
at Hannibal Small Boat Harbor on the Mis- 
sissippi River, Hannibal, Missouri, author- 
ized by section 101 of the River and Harbor 
Act of 1950 (Public Law 81-516; 64 Stat. 166, 
chapter 188), is no longer authorized begin- 
ning on the date of enactment of this Act, 
and any maintenance requirements associ- 
ated with the project are terminated. 


EEE 


AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 


Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I 
have five requests for committees to 
meet during today’s session of the Sen- 
ate. They have the approval of the Ma- 
jority and Minority leaders. 

Pursuant to Rule XXVI, paragraph 
5(a), of the Standing Rules of the Sen- 
ate, the following committees are au- 
thorized to meet during today’s session 
of the Senate: 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 

The Committee on Foreign Relations 
is authorized to meet during the ses- 
sion of the Senate on September 7, 2016, 
at 10 a.m. to conduct a hearing entitled 
“The Administration’s Proposal for a 
UN Resolution on the Comprehensive 
Nuclear Test-Ban Treaty.” 

COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS 

The Committee on Indian Affairs is 
authorized to meet during the session 
of the Senate on September 7, 2016, in 
room SD-628 of the Dirksen Senate Of- 
fice Building, at 2:30 p.m. 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 

The Committee on the Judiciary is 
authorized to meet during the session 
of the Senate on September 7, 2016, at 
10 a.m., in room SD-226 of the Dirksen 
Senate Office Building, to conduct a 
hearing entitled ‘‘Nominations.’’ 

COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS 

The Committee on Veterans’ Affairs 
is authorized to meet during the ses- 
sion of the Senate on September 7, 2016, 
at 2:30 p.m., in room SR-418 of the Rus- 
sell Senate Office Building, to conduct 
a hearing entitled “VHA Best Prac- 
tices: Exploring the Diffusion of Excel- 
lence Initiative.” 

SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON AGING 

The Special Committee on Aging is 

authorized to meet during the session 
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of the Senate on September 7, 2016, at 
2:30 p.m., in room SD-562 of the Dirk- 
sen Senate Office Building to conduct a 
hearing entitled ‘“‘Securing America’s 
Retirement Future: Examining the Bi- 
partisan Policy Center’s Recommenda- 
tions to Boost Savings.” 


——— 


MEASURES READ THE FIRST 
TIME—S. 3296 AND S. 3297 


Mr. PERDUE. Mr. President, I under- 
stand there are two bills at the desk, 
and I ask for their first reading en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will read the bills by title for the 
first time. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 3296) to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to provide an exemption to 
the individual mandate to maintain health 
coverage for individuals residing in counties 
with fewer than 2 health insurance issuers 
offering plans on an Exchange. 

A bill (S. 3297) to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to provide an exemption to 
the individual mandate to maintain health 
coverage for certain individuals whose pre- 
mium has increased by more than 10 percent, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. PERDUE. Mr. President, I now 
ask for a second reading, and I object 
to my own request, all en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion is heard. 

The bills will be read for the second 
time on the next legislative day. 


—— 


ORDERS FOR THURSDAY, 
SEPTEMBER 8, 2016 


Mr. PERDUE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the Sen- 
ate completes its business today, it ad- 
journ until 9:30 a.m., Thursday, Sep- 
tember 8; that following the prayer and 
pledge, the Senate observe a moment 
of silence in remembrance of the lives 
lost in the attacks of September 11, 
2001; further, that the morning hour be 
deemed expired, the Journal of pro- 
ceedings be approved to date, and the 
time for the two leaders be reserved for 
their use later in the day; finally, that 
following leader remarks, the Senate 
resume consideration of S. 2848. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


Ee 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 9:30 A.M. 
TOMORROW 


Mr. PERDUE. Mr. President, if there 
is no further business to come before 
the Senate, I ask unanimous consent 
that it stand adjourned under the pre- 
vious order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 6:53 p.m., adjourned until Thursday, 
September 8, 2016, at 9:30 a.m. 


September 7, 2016 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


The House met at 10 a.m. and was 
called to order by the Speaker pro tem- 
pore (Mr. VALADAO). 


Ee 


DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
September 7, 2016. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable DAVID G. 
VALADAO to act as Speaker pro tempore on 
this day. 

PAUL D. RYAN, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


EE 


MORNING-HOUR DEBATE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the order of the House of Janu- 
ary 5, 2016, the Chair will now recog- 
nize Members from lists submitted by 
the majority and minority leaders for 
morning-hour debate. 

The Chair will alternate recognition 
between the parties, with each party 
limited to 1 hour, and each Member 
other than the majority and minority 
leaders and the minority whip limited 
to 5 minutes, but in no event shall de- 
bate continue beyond 11:50 a.m. 


Ee 


THE INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, to 
understand what is wrong with Amer- 
ican politics, especially the dysfunc- 
tional Republican House of Representa- 
tives, look no further than the spec- 
tacle surrounding the IRS and the im- 
peachment of its Commissioner. 

The Internal Revenue Service im- 
pacts 150 million American taxpayers 
every year, virtually every family and 
all legal businesses. This is how we fi- 
nance essential services, from Social 
Security to medical research, our na- 
tional defense, national parks, vet- 
erans’ services, and so much more. Ev- 
erything that matters to Americans 
depends on the ability to finance gov- 
ernment efficiently and fairly. 

Look, Americans from the dawn of 
the Republic have chafed at paying 
taxes, continuing a tradition that 
dates back to Biblical times, and al- 
most everybody says they hate the 
IRS, which is the cheapest, quickest 
political applause line for any politi- 
cian. Yet, over the years, we have man- 


aged to collect money that allows us to 
win wars, struggle through depressions, 
and provide what used to be some of 
the finest public services on the face of 
the planet. 

Yes, the Internal Revenue Service ad- 
ministers a hopelessly complex, con- 
voluted, and unfair Tax Code because 
that is what the American Congress 
has given them to work with. Congress 
created this mess and then blames the 
people who try to administer it. 

If we are ever to make the IRS bet- 
ter, more efficient, and fairer, it is 
going to require a degree of coopera- 
tion, candor, and hard work. The cur- 
rent spectacle of destroying the reputa- 
tion of a distinguished public servant, 
an accomplished businessman, is going 
to make that task even harder. 

Make no mistake. The treatment of 
John Koskinen, with the possibility of 
being the first Cabinet official im- 
peached in nearly 140 years, is not just 
embarrassing for the people who are 
perpetrating it; it represents a threat 
to the ability to administer the IRS. 

John Koskinen came to this position 
after a lifetime of success in business 
as a turnaround expert at the highest 
levels as well as in public service, hold- 
ing senior positions in both Republican 
and Democratic administrations. The 
Bush administration turned to him to 
prevent the implosion of the housing fi- 
nance giant, Freddie Mac, and he spent 
3 years guiding and rebuilding it. 

There is absolutely no evidence that 
he did anything wrong. The Republican 
inspector general, a former Republican 
staff member, found nothing wrong. 
This impeachment action is going no- 
where in the Senate. It has got to be an 
embarrassment for the Speaker, com- 
mittee chairmen, and Republicans ev- 
erywhere. It only serves to highlight 
ideological divisions, lack of respect 
for due process, and the exaggerated 
power of the Republican echo chamber 
of rightwing talk radio. 

But it does more than add to disdain 
for the political process. It is a cloud 
over public service. While people claim 
we don’t need the IRS or that our tax 
filing can be reduced to a postcard and 
that we can generate all the money we 
need with reduced tax rates and more 
exemptions, it is a fantasy that any re- 
sponsible Republican businessperson or 
independent economist will verify. 

Going down this impeachment path 
will make it harder to recruit some- 
body for the hardest job in government 
and will only deepen the divides at a 
time when we need clear thinking and 
nonpartisan cooperation to fix a bro- 
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ken IRS, establish the trust and hard 
work to make the mechanics of rev- 
enue collection work, and avoid the 
breakdown of the system. 

This is playing with fire and should 
be beneath America’s elected officials. 
Tarnishing the stellar reputation of an 
outstanding citizen who is doing his 
country a favor by volunteering to 
take this thankless task is simply 
something that should not be toler- 
ated. 


EE 


THE TIME FOR WAITING IS OVER 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. MURPHY) for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, this is Suicide Prevention 
Month, and we have a lot of work to do. 
In July the House passed H.R. 2646, our 
mental health reform act called the 
Helping Families in Mental Health Cri- 
sis Act; but since September 1, the be- 
ginning of Suicide Prevention Month, 
826 people have died by suicide. Since 
we passed the bill, 7,484 have died from 
suicide. 

Let me tell you one quick story 
about a young man, a constituent by 
the name of Chuck Mahoney, who, 
while in college, suffered from depres- 
sion. Despite his fraternity brothers 
going to the administrators and to his 
counselor, and despite Chuck telling 
his counselor that he thought he was 
going to die and there was no reason to 
live, no one spoke up. No one told the 
parents. 

Sadly, young Chuck, who had been a 
student, who had been captain of his 
high school football team, a decorated 
student with great grades, took his 
own life, hanging himself with his dog’s 
leash, a suicide that could have been 
prevented if he had seen people who 
really could treat suicide. 

But so often what happens in this Na- 
tion, when someone cries out for sui- 
cide risk, there is no one there to help. 
Actually, as it turns out, mental ill- 
ness is a contributing factor in 90 per- 
cent of suicides. When a person makes 
a decision, it usually happens in the 
first 5 minutes or, at the most, the 
first hour. There is no time for waiting 
lists. 

We have a crisis shortage of psychia- 
trists and psychologists. We have too 
few hospital beds. We need something 
like 100,000 more crisis hospital beds. 
We have not reauthorized the Suicide 
Prevention Act in this Congress. We 
simply don’t have enough to treat for a 
problem that is treatable. 
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When you add to this people who may 
do a drug overdose, 90 percent of people 
who are addicted do not get any treat- 
ment. Of the 100 out of 1,000 who try to 
get treatment, 37 can’t find any treat- 
ment. Of those 63 left who get treat- 
ment, only 6 of them get treatment be- 
cause we simply don’t have enough 
people to treat. This is the mess we are 
in as a country, but we can do some- 
thing about that—but it gets worse. 


In addition to these suicide deaths, if 
you look at just the mental illness-re- 
lated deaths in this country, since Sep- 
tember 1, as of today, 6,713 have died of 
a mental illness-related death and 
60,000 since we passed our bill in July. 


The House did its job, but now the 
Senate needs to do their job. We hear 
rumors that the Senate is talking 
about passing the continuing resolu- 
tion and then going home—going home 
while this sits on the table in the Sen- 
ate. 


Mr. Speaker, I hope that those mil- 
lions of Americans who have a family 
member who has been lost to suicide or 
a chronic illness or a homicide or freez- 
ing on some park bench in some un- 
known part of America, that those 
families will speak up and let the Sen- 
ate know: Do not go home and leave 
this unfinished business on the table. I 
mean, after all, why campaign and say 
we could have done something but we 
didn’t? 

What we ought to be doing is looking 
at the passage in the Senate of H.R. 
2646, which provides more psychiatric 
crisis hospital beds, more psychia- 
trists, more psychologists. It revises 
the HIPAA law that allows the compas- 
sionate communication between a doc- 
tor and a family member at very select 
times when someone is at high risk for 
their health or safety. It reauthorizes 
the Suicide Prevention Act. It does a 
host of other things, and all these 
things can happen only if it gets to the 
President’s desk for a signature. But 
very little can happen if we maintain 
the status quo where people are left to 
die while Congress sits. 


We did our job in the House. It took 
years, but when we passed this bill 422- 
2, Members of Congress, Members of 
the House of Representatives knew 
that they had passed a bill that could 
save lives, but only if we take action. If 
no action is taken, what do we do? 
What comfort is there to the families 
who are dying, who are suffering, say- 
ing we could have done something but 
we decided to wait? 


The time for waiting is over. I hope, 
Mr. Speaker, that Members of the 
House and of the community at large 
will call their Senators and say the 
time for passage is now because where 
there is help there is hope. 
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THE PUERTO RICO CONTROL 
BOARD 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. GUTIERREZ) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Speaker, I 
want to talk about the beautiful, en- 
chanted island of Puerto Rico, the 
birthplace of my father and mother and 
my wife. 

Yes, the colony of the United States 
in the Caribbean Sea where, in case 
you forgot, everyone is born a citizen 
and now even more of a colony of the 
United States now that Washington 
has appointed a Financial Oversight 
and Management Board or, as most 
people call it, the Control Board, la 
Junta de Control. 

Seven members—four put forward by 
Republicans, three put forward by 
Democrats—were announced last week, 
and I was not pleasantly surprised. I 
have made it clear in this Congress and 
elsewhere that I oppose the PROMESA 
legislation that created the board that 
Congress passed before we left. 

Now I look at the board, and I see a 
mix of people, some with ties to the 
former Tea Party Governor’s regime, 
some with close ties to Wall Street, 
and most with experience examining 
the legal and administrative aspects of 
bankruptcy, not in governing an island 
of 3.5 million actual living, breathing 
human beings. 

I was not surprised to see political 
insiders or those who are close to the 
bondholders. I assumed as much and 
still assume, until proven otherwise, 
that most everyone on the Control 
Board or who lobbies and influences or 
helps the Control Board is doing the 
bidding of the bondholders who profit 
from Puerto Rico’s debt and economic 
hard times. 

The fact that four of the seven mem- 
bers are Puerto Rican doesn’t make me 
feel any more optimistic. If you look at 
recent history in Puerto Rico, just hav- 
ing a majority of Puerto Ricans 
shouldn’t give you much comfort. 
Wasn’t it Puerto Ricans who beat and 
pepper-sprayed demonstrators at the 
university and at the legislature, who 
have gone after journalists and unions 
and lawyers in politically motivated 
attacks, who have put the needs of in- 
vestors, big Wall Street fat cats, and 
political insiders ahead of the people, 
the environment, and the future of the 
island? 

The Control Board and its members, 
no matter who they are, start with a 
deep ocean of mistrust from the Puerto 
Rican people who question why a new 
layer of opaque, undemocratic, colonial 
oversight and control is being imposed 
in secrecy. 

That is why I challenged the ap- 
pointees to the board to go the extra 
mile to make their deliberations and 
meetings and decisions as transparent 
as possible. Do not meet in secret just 
because Congress allowed you to. When 
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they are governing the people of Puer- 
to Rico, will they do so in Spanish, the 
language of the Puerto Rican people? 
Will they even meet on the island of 
Puerto Rico? Will they make available 
the logs of who they meet with, who 
tries to exert influence over them, 
what Wall Street executives are spin- 
ning them or treating them to expen- 
sive meals and giving them gifts, as au- 
thorized under PROMESA? Yes, they 
can take gifts. 

When this Control Board is making 
decisions that close schools or hos- 
pitals, that threaten the environment, 
public institutions, and every aspect of 
society in Puerto Rico, will the Puerto 
Rican people even be given a minimum 
amount of information in their own 
language about who is influencing the 
seven members of the Control Board? 

The Junta de Control must take the 
extra effort to tell the Puerto Rican 
people what their decisions mean, why 
they are being made, and how decisions 
were determined. 

As Members of Congress who have es- 
sentially grabbed the reins of self-de- 
termination from the Puerto Rican 
people and handed them to this Control 
Board, are we going to be afforded the 
level of transparency that we need to 
determine if what is happening is what 
we want to happen? 

I understand, Mr. Speaker, that some 
of our colleagues do not like to be re- 
minded of policy issues that were al- 
ready voted on, especially complicated 
policy issues that don’t seem to impact 
them directly or people in their dis- 
trict. They just want to vote on them 
and forget. Well, I am not going to let 
Congress forget about Puerto Rico or 
the board that we have appointed to 
rule in secrecy over the people of Puer- 
to Rico. 

We cannot just set it and forget it 
like one of those super-duper wonder 
machines they sell on infomercials. 
Puerto Rico is ours. Its people are ours. 
Its land is ours. Its bays are ours. Its 
toxic landfills and lush forests, its 
schools and hospitals and health care 
clinics—these are all ours in the sense 
that we have been given a sacred duty 
to govern over Puerto Rico respon- 
sibly. 

An unelected, unaccountable Control 
Board with no mechanism for over- 
sight, with no commitment to trans- 
parency, with no promise of bilin- 
gualism or inclusion, stocked with in- 
siders and people with questionable 
links to the very problems the board is 
supposed to resolve, this does not give 
me great confidence that this Congress 
will be alert when the people of Puerto 
Rico, our fellow citizens and, more im- 
portantly, our fellow human beings, 
are in need of help. 

Tell the board, do not meet in secret, 
do not take the free gifts and dinners 
just because Congress allowed you to; 
serve the people of Puerto Rico. 
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1015 
URGING ACTION ON ZIKA 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Florida (Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN) for 5 min- 
utes. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to speak out against the pa- 
ralysis in Congress over funding Zika 
virus eradication efforts. 

I have been warning my colleagues in 
Congress for months that the Zika 
virus would severely impact our Na- 
tion, and especially south Florida, the 
gateway to the Americas. And while 
Washington has slumbered through the 
late summer, it has been a busy August 
in south Florida dealing with the fall- 
out. It is because of Federal inaction 
that now Miami-Dade County will be 
spending $10 million of our own budget 
to cover for some of the expenses in the 
fight against Zika. 

Back in February, I cosponsored four 
bills to help start comprehensive prep- 
arations for the virus’ arrival, includ- 
ing opening up funding sources for 
mosquito control, freeing the adminis- 
tration to reprogram unspent Ebola 
funds for fighting Zika, and incen- 
tivizing pharmaceutical companies to 
begin developing treatments and vac- 
cines for Zika. 

In March, I requested that $177 mil- 
lion be made available specifically for 
aid to local mosquito control pro- 
grams, extra funding for the CDC’s Di- 
vision of Vector-Borne Diseases, and 
new dollars for innovative mosquito 
control tool development. 

In April, I voted in favor of using the 
FDA’s Priority Review Voucher Pro- 
gram to incentivize Zika virus treat- 
ment development. 

In May, I voted to give State and 
local authorities a temporary waiver 
providing more flexibility in using 
EPA-approved insecticides for mos- 
quito control. 

I also voted against an inadequate 
$600 million Zika supplemental funding 
bill, joining 183 other Members, be- 
cause public health experts contended 
that it would not be enough to deal 
with the expected impact of Zika in the 
U.S. 

In June, I voted in favor of a $1.1 bil- 
lion Zika funding bill that passed the 
House but did not pass the Senate. Yes- 
terday, the Senate again stopped any 
debate on Zika funding. 

In response to a meager grant sum 
delivered to the State of Florida after 
the discovery of mosquito transmission 
in Wynwood, a section in the city of 
Miami, in early August, I led the entire 
Florida congressional delegation in a 
letter urging the CDC to deliver more 
funds to Florida, where they were most 
needed. 

As a result of that letter and other 
efforts, the Obama administration an- 
nounced that it would indeed repro- 
gram another $81 million for anti-Zika 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


efforts. But now, the CDC Director has 
stated that the CDC has no more funds 
available to use for Zika interdiction 
and eradication. 

We need a comprehensive response, 
Mr. Speaker, that limits the spread of 
this virus as quickly as possible. This 
is long overdue. I was ready to go back 
into an emergency session weeks and 
weeks ago to pass a comprehensive 
package, but despite my pleas, this 
House did not reconvene. Now the 
House is back in session, but to this 
point, no votes on a Zika funding bill 
are scheduled. 

How much longer do south Floridians 
need to wait for the government to 
commit more resources to fighting 
Zika? 

My constituents are tired and fed up 
with excuses and buck-passing. I am 
sick of Congress’ partisan fighting and 
political grandstanding. I stand united 
with the hardworking residents and 
families of south Florida, and I will 
continue working on their behalf to de- 
mand that this Congress do its job and 
protect the American people. 

Let’s pass the President’s request for 
$1.1 billion to fight Zika and develop a 
vaccine—a clean bill, with no policy 
riders—and pass it before this virus 
spreads even wider throughout our 
great Nation. 

Here we have a picture of an area of 
the district that is impacted already. 
We have other areas that are impacted. 
We have other areas in Florida. We 
have other areas throughout the 
United States. Let’s stop Zika. We can 
do it. Let’s pass the funding bill. 


EEE 
NATIONAL SECURITY 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. ISRAEL) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. ISRAEL. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to discuss our national security. 

Our first obligation as Members of 
Congress is to keep the American peo- 
ple safe. That responsibility ultimately 
rests with our Commander in Chief. 

We need a Commander in Chief who 
will support our troops and their fami- 
lies. We need a Commander in Chief 
who is going to build robust alliances. 
We need a Commander in Chief who is 
going to be tough with adversaries. We 
need a Commander in Chief who is 
going to be smart on foreign policy. 

Mr. Speaker, yesterday, the Repub- 
lican nominee for President said that 
he would ask China to handle the prob- 
lem of a nuclear North Korea. Now, I 
know that the Republican nominee for 
President has outsourced jobs to China. 
Now he is outsourcing national secu- 
rity to China. 

He has insulted Gold Star families, 
Mr. Speaker. That is not supporting 
our troops and their families. He has 
announced that he would weaken our 
commitment to NATO. That is not 
building robust alliances. He has said 
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that he has asked Russia to commit 
cyber espionage against the United 
States of America. That is not being 
tough with our adversaries. Outsourc- 
ing a nuclear-equipped North Korea to 
China is not being smart on foreign 
policy. 

Mr. Speaker, the Republican nominee 
for President is dangerously unfit for 
command. 

I understand that some don’t have all 
the facts and may not be well-read. 
That is one thing. Not having the facts 
and not being well-read and being dan- 
gerous is a threat to the United States 
of America. 

a 


FUNDING FOR ZIKA VIRUS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. JOLLY) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. JOLLY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to talk about Zika. I rise with about 
100 mosquitoes straight from Florida— 
Aedes aegypti mosquitoes capable of 
carrying the Zika virus. This is the 
reason for the urgency. This is the rea- 
son for the fear. 

These mosquitoes can travel only 150 
feet, but through the assistance of a 
plane ticket and researchers at Univer- 
sity of South Florida, they have made 
their way from Florida to the well of 
this House. 

Now, they are not active carriers, but 
they could be. The University of South 
Florida is one of very few research fa- 
cilities capable of responding. Through 
the efforts and leadership of Dr. Robert 
Novak at the College of Global Health, 
his team of medical public health and 
research professionals led an insectary 
to study control and containment and 
medical and public health solutions to 
combat, eradicate, and ultimately find 
a vaccine for Zika. But they can only 
do so with money. 

Mr. Speaker, it is time to act. The 
politics of Zika have gone on far too 
long. The politics of Zika are wrong. 

The President proposed a plan that 
was imperfect. It assumes a 2-year cri- 
sis, when, in fact, there might only be 
a l-year crisis. It expanded Medicaid 
for non-Zika-related health care. 

Why would we dilute Zika-related 
emergency funding with non-Zika-re- 
lated health care? 

It proposed construction of capital 
properties on leased lands with no re- 
capture provision. That was the Presi- 
dent’s plan. 

The Senate reached a bipartisan com- 
promise of $1.1 billion. The House had 
its own plan. And through the leader- 
ship of the Appropriations Committee 
chairman, who traveled to study this 
issue, money has continued to flow, but 
we know that money will end. 

Mr. Speaker, people are scared. Dur- 
ing the 7 weeks of August recess that 
we were gone, cases of Zika rose from 
4,000 to, by some estimates, over 16,000 
in the country, including a new non- 
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travel-related case in Pinellas County, 
Florida, my home, my community. 

There are roughly a million people in 
that county who are scared, who have 
fear. In that fear, they are demanding 
action. And they are seeing inaction. 
And in that inaction, they are angry. 
Angry. And they should be. 

It is now our job to try to explain to 
the American people why we know bet- 
ter. It is our job to respond to the fear 
and the anxiety and the anger of a pop- 
ulation concerned about a pending pub- 
lic health crisis concerned about mos- 
quitoes. 

You see, I brought these mosquitoes 
here today to convey that fear and anx- 
iety of millions of Americans and Flo- 
ridians. 

Can you imagine, Mr. Speaker, the 
fear and anxiety in this Chamber if 
these 100 mosquitoes were outside this 
jar, not inside this jar? 

Members of Congress would run down 
the halls to the physician’s office to be 
tested. They would spray themselves 
before coming down here. 

This is the fear of Floridians right 
here. It is not good enough to work on 
a compromise for months and months 
and months with no solution. The time 
for the politics of Zika is over. The pol- 
itics of Zika are garbage right now. 
The fact that candidates are going to 
spend money on commercials about 
Zika instead of responding together in 
a bipartisan, bicameral way in a di- 
vided government to a public health 
crisis that Americans understand, we 
are wasting time. That is why I am 
joined by these mosquitoes today. 
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FOREIGN INTERFERENCE IN U.S. 
ELECTIONS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
California (Mr. SCHIFF) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
express my deep concern with a pattern 
of foreign interference in U.S. elections 
and the need to confront Russian ag- 
gression and interference in all of its 
malicious forms. 

Over the past several months, we 
have seen a clear pattern of cyber- 
attacks and leaks designed to target 
our electoral institutions, including 
the DNC, DCCC, and our State election 
agencies, and to discredit the example 
of our democracy around the world. 
Evidence collected by private security 
firms indicates that these attacks are 
part of a Russian intelligence oper- 
ation, a campaign of propaganda and 
disinformation known as active meas- 
ures. 

Sowing distrust and chaos in U.S. 
elections by a foreign adversary should 
concern Americans of all parties. Along 
with Senator FEINSTEIN, I have written 
to the President to urge that he make 
a public attribution of these attacks. If 
a hostile foreign power is attempting 
to disrupt or influence our elections, 
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the American people have a right to 
know it. I also urge the GOP to refrain 
from using hacked documents, which 
can be easily doctored or seeded with 
false information. An attack on our 
election system is an attack on our de- 
mocracy, and all Americans must 
stand against it. 

It is time we acknowledge the hard 
truth that Russia poses a significant 
threat not only to the United States, 
but to freedom-loving people all over 
the world. It has invaded its neighbors 
and attempted to remake the map of 
Europe through the use of force. It has 
interfered in the elections of its neigh- 
bors. Now it is attempting to interfere 
in our own elections. 

The GOP nominee sees nothing 
wrong with Russian behavior. He ad- 
mires Putin, belittles NATO, expresses 
recognition for the illegal annexation 
of Crimea, and also expresses a positive 
receptivity to the idea of repealing 
sanctions on Russia for its illegal an- 
nexation of part of the land of its 
neighbor. He invites Russia to illegally 
hack his opponent. 

This is dangerous. We are now en- 
gaged in a high stakes battle of ideas 
around the world. The United States, 
as always, is the beacon of democracy; 
and Russia, the champion of a creeping 
authoritarianism that is spreading its 
destructive influences in the Caucasus, 
Eastern Europe, and the West. 

It is now an iron curtain descending 
across the continent by the slow 
smothering of freedoms the world holds 
dear: the right to choose one’s own rep- 
resentatives, the right to speak as we 
choose, the right to associate with like 
mind and intent, and what has been de- 
scribed as the most precious right of 
all, the right to simply be left alone. 

All of these universal human rights 
are under assault by a newly aggressive 
and belligerent Kremlin. We need a 
Commander in Chief who will resist 
this assault, not endorse; who will af- 
front Russian aggression, not ratify it; 
who has the experience, judgment, and 
fitness to meet this and other grave 
challenges facing the United States of 
America. 


EE 
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HONORING THE LIFE AND DEDI- 
CATED SERVICE OF GEORGE 
KOEHL III 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. CONAWAY) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor the life and dedicated 
service of George Koehl II. On August 
28 of this year, the Midland community 
celebrated his life and service with 
Sunday services and a memorial serv- 
ice on Saturday afternoon, August 27. 

George was born and reared in Mid- 
land, Texas, to Maggie and George 
Koehl, Jr., on August 19, 1954, and he 
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went to meet his Lord on his birthday, 
August 19, 2016. He graduated from 
Midland High School in 1972, and later 
received a bachelor’s degree in church 
music and a master’s degree in music 
theory and composition from Hardin- 
Simmons University in Abilene, Texas. 
While studying at Hardin-Simmons, 
George met the love of his life, DiAnn 
Schmidt. The two married and had four 
children and five grandsons. 

After completing his degrees from 
Hardin-Simmons University, George 
answered God’s call to service and 
began his career in ministry. Over the 
course of the next 16 years, George 
served as a youth and music minister 
for multiple congregations throughout 
Texas. In August of 1998, God called 
George back to his hometown to serve 
at the First Baptist Church of Midland, 
where he labored and worked for 23 
years. 

I was privileged to attend First Bap- 
tist Church throughout George’s entire 
tenure. Under his leadership, the music 
ministry excelled and touched many 
lives. The Passion Plays at Easter and 
the Christmas programs he directed 
were first-class productions that were 
enjoyed by capacity audiences whose 
lives were blessed. 

I watched George and DiAnn walk a 
path that I am not unfamiliar with in 
the battle of cancer. George battled his 
illness with grace and dignity and 
courage and a palpable faith in Jesus 
Christ. All who knew him were inspired 
by his dogged and iron-willed deter- 
mination to not let cancer rob him of 
the service to Christ’s kingdom. DiAnn 
set the bar for how spouses should sup- 
port each other in good times and hard 
times, all the while battling cancer 
herself. 

During George’s memorial service on 
August 27, 2016, his children blessed us 
all in reaffirming their faith in a lov- 
ing and sovereign God. While their 
prayers for their dad’s healing on 
Earth were not answered, they ac- 
knowledged that God had healed their 
dad for all eternity. 

Throughout his career, he consist- 
ently placed the needs of others ahead 
of his own, and he did so with the ut- 
most integrity and devotion. The many 
qualities George exhibited serve as a 
shining example of how each of us 
should serve the Lord. 

George lived a life that blessed every- 
one that he met and made every com- 
munity he lived in a much better place. 
The City of Midland declared August 28 
as George Koehl III Day. He is greatly 
missed, but his legacy will be carried 
on by the many people whose lives he 
has touched by his living example. 


ee 


15TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE 2001 
AUMF 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. LEE) for 5 minutes. 
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Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
really challenge my colleagues to re- 
store Congress’ constitutional over- 
sight on matters of war and peace. 

Next Wednesday, September 14, will 
mark the 15th year since Congress 
passed an open-ended blank check for 
endless war. This authorization surren- 
dered our constitutional authority to 
the executive branch. 

We continue to mourn the loss and 
cherish the memories of those killed in 
these attacks and continue to support 
and help those who were injured and 
whose lives were changed forever. 

Now, just 3 days after the horrific 
terrorist attacks on 9/11, this House 
rushed to pass a 60-word authorization, 
with little debate, that has been used 
to wage endless war around the globe. 
In the 15 years since its passage, this 
authorization, designed to punish the 
perpetrators of the brutal and deadly 
attacks on September 11, has allowed 
endless war to rage out of control. 

A recent report from the Congres- 
sional Research Service shows that 
this authorization has been used more 
than 37 times in 14 countries to justify 
military action, and this report only 
looked at unclassified military actions. 
How many others have been authorized 
that the American people don’t know 
about? 

The American people and Congress 
deserve to know what is being done in 
their name. Sadly, Congress has been 
missing in action. 

It is unacceptable that our brave 
servicemen and -women are facing 
snipers and mortar rounds, but Con- 
gress can’t even muster the courage to 
debate the war that we are asking 
them to now continue to fight. It is 
just plain wrong. 

Mr. Speaker, we have a constitu- 
tional and moral duty to debate on this 
war and any war. So why have you not 
scheduled a debate on this vital issue 
that affects our national security? 

I have asked, the President has 
asked, members of your own caucus, 
Mr. Speaker, have asked, even mem- 
bers of our military forces have asked, 
and still you have not scheduled a de- 
bate or vote. What is the hold up? 

During the amendment debate sur- 
rounding this year’s National Defense 
Authorization Act, we got a few mo- 
ments to discuss this issue. We were al- 
lotted 10 minutes, the same amount of 
time allotted to debate what brand of 
sneakers should be available to our 
servicemembers. If these issues get 10 
minutes of debate, one would think 
that our national security and the Con- 
stitution deserve more than a rushed 
amendment debate allotted. 

Now, my colleagues and I might dis- 
agree on what specifics of an authoriza- 
tion should look like; and that is why 
we need this debate, so Members under- 
stand all of the options, the costs, and 
the consequences and we can advance 
policies that protect the Constitution 
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and ensure our national security. The 
American people deserve more than a 
Congress that is missing in action. 

In February of last year, President 
Obama sent a draft authorization to 
Congress. Mr. Speaker, it has sat on 
your desk ever since, with no action, 
no hearings, no formal debate, and not 
one vote. 

While Congress has been missing in 
action, more bombs have fallen, more 
American servicemembers have been 
put in harm’s way, and, yes, we have 
poured more than $1.7 trillion into war- 
making. 

Right now, any President can unilat- 
erally wage war under the outdated 
2001 authorization. The last four Presi- 
dents have bombed the Middle East. 
Will this Congress allow a fifth Presi- 
dent the same unlimited power to wage 
unchecked war? We can’t and we 
shouldn’t. It is past time for this de- 
bate. 

Now, in 2001, when I opposed this au- 
thorization, I challenged my colleagues 
with the words of the Reverend Nathan 
Baxter, the dean of the National Cathe- 
dral. He said: 

Let us hope that we may not, through our 
actions, become the evil that we deplore. 

Fifteen years later, we, this Con- 
gress, have attacked our Constitution, 
the balance of power, and the voice of 
the American people on matters of war 
and peace. We, yes, have surrendered 
the Constitution and the voice of the 
American people. We have ignored the 
advice of our Founders and have di- 
vested our Nation’s war-making power 
from Congress, which, yes, is the voice 
of the American people. 

So it is past time to stop this law- 
lessness. It is past time to restore the 
Constitution. It is past time for us, as 
Members of Congress, to live up to our 
responsibility we were elected to ful- 
fill. It is past time that we do our job 
and repeal the blank check for endless 
war and have a debate and a vote on a 
new authorization for this new war 
footing that this country has embarked 
upon. 


Eee 


RECOGNIZING 70TH ANNIVERSARY 
OF TRI-TOWN FIRE COMPANY 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. THOMPSON) for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today in recogni- 
tion of the 70th anniversary of the Tri- 
Town Fire Company in Potter County, 
located in Ulysses, Pennsylvania, with- 
in the Pennsylvania Fifth Congres- 
sional District. 

The company was founded in 1946, 
and currently serves Ulysses Borough, 
Northern Ulysses Township, Southern 
Bingham Township, Northern Hector 
Township, and Eastern Allegheny 
Township. Under the Tioga/Potter 
County Mutual Aid Plan, they also re- 
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spond on the first alarm to certain 
calls in Harrison, Pike, Genesee, and 
Sweden Townships. 

Although the fire company is located 
in a very rural area, they protect a 
large and vital part of America’s na- 
tional infrastructure, including the 
Northern Potter County natural gas 
storage field, compressor stations, 
transfer stations, pipelines, and wells. 

The station is also responsible for 
protecting nearly 35,000 acres of Penn- 
sylvania forestland, which is some- 
thing of high importance to me as 
chairman of the House Agriculture 
Subcommittee on Conservation and 
Forestry. 

Mr. Speaker, as a volunteer fire- 
fighter myself, I have the deepest re- 
spect for the men and women who step 
forward to help their communities, to 
help their neighbors, putting their 
lives on the line and asking for nothing 
in return. 

I wish the men and women of the Tri- 
Town Fire Company the best of luck in 
the future. 

HONORING SWEDEN VALLEY MANOR 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today in honor of 
the efforts at Sweden Valley Manor, a 
nursing home in Coudersport, Potter 
County, serving people in that county, 
along with McKean, Tioga, and Cam- 
eron Counties. 

In particular, I want to commend the 
efforts of local master gardener Bonnie 
Wood, who has worked over the course 
of the past 5 years to create what are 
now called ‘‘Enabling Gardens” at the 
facility. 

As a former licensed nursing home 
administrator, the opportunity to visit 
Sweden Valley and, specifically, to 
visit these healing gardens—what a re- 
source this is for the men and women 
and the individuals who live and work 
within that facility. 

The gardens are designed so that 
residents can exercise their green 
thumbs. All the planters that Bonnie 
built are wheelchair-height, and a lazy 
Susan actually allows for the planters 
to rotate for maximum accessibility no 
matter what the physical mobility or 
orthopedic issues that an individual 
may be experiencing. 

She has cultivated relationships with 
corporate sponsors, volunteers, and 
youth groups from across the region, 
and has also welcomed students in- 
volved in FFA and 4H to work with 
Sweden Valley Manor’s_ residents. 
Bonnie has educated staff and residents 
on how to take care of plants and 
where particular plants should be 
placed in a garden, dedicating her own 
time to get plants and vegetables start- 
ed on their growth at the home. 

Mr. Speaker, I am proud of Bonnie 
Wood’s dedicated service to her com- 
munity and to the citizens of Potter 
County and the surrounding region 
and, certainly, to the residents who 
make their home at Sweden Valley. 
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AMERICA NEEDS A STRONG AND 
SMART COMMANDER IN CHIEF 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
the Virgin Islands (Ms. PLASKETT) for 5 
minutes. 

Ms. PLASKETT. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to highlight a matter of critical 
and immediate importance to our na- 
tional security. 

As we combat the growing threat of 
terrorism both at home and abroad, it 
is absolutely critical that we elect a 
Commander in Chief who will be strong 
and smart when it comes to our na- 
tional security, a Commander in Chief 
who will work with our allies, employ 
diplomacy across the globe, and be 
thoughtful when it comes to using 
military force to defend the United 
States. 

Time and again, the Republican 
nominee has shown that he completely 
lacks the temperament to lead Amer- 
ica on the world stage. Our Commander 
in Chief must support our men and 
women in the military and our vet- 
erans. Instead, our servicemembers and 
veterans have weathered verbal attack 
after verbal attack since the Repub- 
lican nominee began his campaign. 

Mr. Speaker, our men and women in 
uniform deserve better. Those of us 
who have children who can be called up 
deserve better. For those who put 
themselves in harm’s way, they deserve 
better. For Americans who rely on the 
Commander in Chief to make reasoned, 
well thought-out, balanced decisions, 
they deserve better. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair would remind Members to refrain 
from engaging in personalities toward 
nominees for the Office of the Presi- 
dent. 


EE 
A TRUE MINNESOTA HERO 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Minnesota (Mr. EMMER) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. EMMER of Minnesota. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to honor the in- 
credible life of General John W. Vessey 
Jr. 

Just 16 years old when he lied about 
his age and enlisted as a private in the 
Minnesota National Guard, John 
Vessey quickly found himself on the 
front lines in World War II. It didn’t 
take long for John to distinguish him- 
self as a war hero, and, in 1944, he re- 
ceived a battlefield commission. 

General Vessey’s military career 
didn’t end with his service in World 
War II. More than two decades later, he 
also served in Vietnam. 

In 1982, General Vessey was chosen as 
the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff by President Ronald Reagan, due 
to his impressive reputation for high 
integrity and strong character. 

Some of us might remember General 
Vessey for becoming our Nation’s long- 
est serving active soldier, but most of 
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us will remember him for the work he 
did for his fellow soldiers. 

President Reagan once called him a 
“soldier’s soldier,” which he undoubt- 
edly was, as he never forgot about the 
men who stood next to him in battle, 
including the ones who never made it 
home. This was proven by his advocacy 
for MIA/POW issues, for which he was 
awarded the Presidential Medal of 
Freedom in 1992. 

General John W. Vessey Jr. was a 
true Minnesotan hero and he is a leg- 
end. We were lucky to have him; and 
while he will be missed, he will never 
be forgotten. 
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MINNESOTA’S OWN BEST BUY TURNS 50 

Mr. EMMER of Minnesota. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to celebrate a 
Minnesota company that has reached a 
major milestone. This past month, 
Best Buy turned 50 years old. 

Best Buy was founded in 1966 by 
Richard Schulze. Originally named The 
Sound of Music, this store sold stereo 
equipment to college students in the 
Twin Cities area. When the stereo mar- 
ket began to decline, the store eventu- 
ally expanded its merchandise to offer 
other popular products, ultimately 
leading to major future success. 

Like any business, Best Buy has 
faced highs and lows. In 1981, a tornado 
destroyed the main store in Roseville. 
Instead of letting the disaster win, 
Schulze and his employees banded to- 
gether to continue to sell great prod- 
ucts at a great price and provide excel- 
lent customer service along the way. 

Today there are now 1,600 stores lo- 
cated throughout North America, prov- 
ing that both determination and hard 
work can pay off. Their success is wide- 
ly recognized, so much so that Forbes 
magazine even named Best Buy the 
company of the year in 2004. 

Congratulations to Best Buy on 50 
years of business. Thanks for rep- 
resenting Minnesota so well. And 
here’s to the next 50 years. 

PROOF OF TRUE SERVICE TO OUR COUNTRY 

Mr. EMMER of Minnesota. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to honor Matthew 
C.G. Boucher of Ramsey, Minnesota. 
Matthew recently received a Veterans’ 
Voices Award meant to highlight the 
incredible contributions of Minnesota’s 
veterans. 

Matthew is a veteran of the Army 
National Guard and spent 12 years cou- 
rageously serving our Nation. Today he 
continues his service to our country 
and to the State of Minnesota through 
his work as a middle school principal. 

Matthew’s love for the military and 
his fellow veterans is a large part of 
what inspires him in his current posi- 
tion. 

At Fridley Middle School, he started 
a Veterans Day program to teach stu- 
dents to recognize the many sacrifices 
that the members of our military 
make. He also works to promote the 


September 7, 2016 


belief within every one of his students 
that anything they set their minds to 
is possible. He is especially dedicated 
to helping his students pursue their 
education beyond high school. 

Thank you, Matthew, for your brave 
service and for continuing to better our 
Nation. Our Nation and our State is a 
better place because of you. 

A VOICE FOR VETERANS 

Mr. EMMER of Minnesota. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to honor Jolaina 
Falkenstein of Carver, Minnesota, for 
receiving a Veterans’ Voices Award. 
These awards are meant to honor the 
outstanding contributions made by 
Minnesota’s veterans. 

Jolaina is an Army Reserve veteran 
who serves aS a senior noncommis- 
sioned officer in the 88th Regional Sup- 
port Command. 

In her primary role as a lead training 
officer for the Yellow Ribbon Re- 
integration Program, Jolaina strives to 
help military members prepare for de- 
ployment as well as for what they will 
need when they return home. 

Additionally, Jolaina works as a li- 
censed therapist for Lutheran Social 
Services, working with our military 
members and their families. 

We are truly thankful to have an in- 
dividual like Jolaina in our commu- 
nity. Not only has she served in the 
Armed Forces, but she continues to 
serve by providing our Nation’s vet- 
erans and their families with the care 
that they not only deserve, but they so 
desperately need. 


EE 


ZIKA FUNDING 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE) for 5 minutes. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, 
there was such expectation, as Mem- 
bers returned from their work recess in 
August. Many times, the American 
people are quizzical, inquisitive about 
the structure of our work. 

We are constitutionally mandated; 
and, in fact, we have major responsibil- 
ities of oversight; but we also are the 
umbrella on a rainy day. The Congress 
must rise to the occasion in time of 
war. It is our authority to declare war. 
We must rush to the aid of those Amer- 
icans in need by our oversight over ex- 
ecutive agencies, such as Homeland Se- 
curity and FEMA, as we watched the 
suffering of our fellow Americans in 
the terrible storms of Baton Rouge, of 
the hurricanes up and down the east 
coast, of what happened on 9/11 or 
Sandy or Katrina or Rita or Hurricane 
Ike and many others. Hurricanes and 
others, it is up to us to do our work. 

Well, we are not doing our work. 

We left this place having had the 
Senate pass a $1.1 billion Zika funding 
bill—not what the executive asked, but 
a reasoned response to the crisis and 
emergency that we are facing. It is dev- 
astating in Puerto Rico, which is part 
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of the United States. It is devastating 
to the people there. They are suffering 
greatly. Now we have found cases in 
parts of Florida, including areas that 
my colleague, Congresswoman WILSON, 
represents, and areas around Miami 
Beach. More importantly, there are 
2,000 Zika cases in the United States, 
600-plus are pregnant women, babies 
not yet born; and 35 cases have been 
found to have been transmitted here in 
the United States—and yet fiddling is 
going on. Unnecessary riders are being 
included in something that should sim- 
ply pass because it is an emergency. 

Shame on those who would cloud leg- 
islation with preventing the health 
clinics that women need, run by 
Planned Parenthood, from getting 
money. Shame on those who would try 
to undermine the executive order about 
confederate flags in veterans ceme- 
teries on official flagpoles. You have 
every right to put it at your personal 
grave, or the family does. How ridicu- 
lous, how undermining of our author- 
ity, our constitutional responsibility 
to govern this Nation. 

I am saddened because the image 
that is being perceived is that we can- 
not do our job. We can. We have to be 
Americans united together, facing the 
emergency. 

Many Americans are not focused on 
the Zika virus. I understand. It has 
been a time of summer and frolic and 
time with family. But most infectious 
disease doctors—the regional task 
force that I have organized: Dr. Hotez, 
an infectious disease doctor at Baylor 
who is well renowned; and Dr. Persse, a 
well renowned medical professional in 
public health; along with OB/GYN and 
State officials. I want to thank them 
for their work. 

They are asking me: Where are the 
resources for mosquito control, for the 
research, for the vaccine? 

Just so you Know, the cost of a baby 
that has been impacted by this terrible 
disease is $10 million. 

IRS COMMISSIONER 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, and 
then on the question of our duties, why 
would there be any discussion to im- 
peach or to suggest the impeachment 
of a public servant like the IRS com- 
missioner, who I know has done noth- 
ing wrong, including the words of the 
inspector general who can find nothing 
wrong that this retired private citizen, 
who came to help turn the IRS around, 
who came way after the trouble was 
raised about targeting different 
groups—he had nothing to do with it. 
And yet someone is suggesting he 
should be impeached. 

What are you going to do with Amer- 
icans who sacrifice and say, I want to 
serve, and then you abuse them and 
abuse the power of this Congress and 
suggest some kind of an impeachment? 

I have gone through impeachment 
proceedings. Read the Madison papers. 
There is no suggestion of misconduct 
or treason by this individual. 
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We can’t impeach people because the 
IRS is some entity that most of us 
would find not a welcomed guest at our 
dinner table. And then again, they do 
great work. They are a part of the 
structure of this government. 

So I would ask the question: Why? 

That is not oversight; that is abuse. 

CELEBRATING THE RETURN OF THE CHIBOK 

SCHOOLGIRLS 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I 
want to celebrate the return of the 
Chibok schoolgirls. Many of you know 
that 200-plus girls were taken back in 
2014, in Nigeria, snatched out of their 
beds, snatched out of a boarding 
school, abused, and taken by Boko 
Haram. Boko Haram, of course, is an 
ISIS cousin. 

I want to acknowledge that FRED- 
ERICA WILSON, LOIS FRANKEL, and my- 
self, we went to Nigeria when they 
were taken. Mr. Speaker, I am de- 
lighted to celebrate those girls are 
back. But we are going to fight Boko 
Haram in every way that we can pos- 
sibly fight. 

Finally, congratulations to the Uni- 
versity of Houston football team that 
beat Oklahoma. 
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MEDICARE PART B PROPOSED 
PLAN FOR DRUG REIMBURSEMENT 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. CARTER) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I rise today on behalf of seniors in 
the First Congressional District of 
Georgia. Many seniors in the First 
Congressional District of Georgia and 
across the Nation battle medically 
complex diagnoses, including cancer, 
rheumatoid arthritis, severe immune 
deficiency, epilepsy, and macular de- 
generation. These Medicare patients 
face significant complexities in their 
care and treatment options. 

This spring, I joined over 240 of my 
colleagues in sending a letter to CMS 
that expressed our deep concerns with 
a sweeping, nationwide experiment 
that the Center for Medicare & Med- 
icaid Innovation has proposed. 

Patients and physicians in my dis- 
trict told me with no uncertainty that 
the CMMI experiment with part B drug 
payment will have negative con- 
sequences for millions of Medicare pa- 
tients who depend on access to life- 
saving treatments to live better lives. 
Under the part B drug experiment, in 
many cases, Medicare payment for cer- 
tain drugs would be significantly below 
a physician’s acquisition cost for the 
drug. This will put patients at tremen- 
dous risk, potentially forcing them to 
abandon treatments for other treat- 
ments that have shown less success. 
Ultimately, CMS will manipulate 
choice of treatment for Medicare pa- 
tients using heavy-handed reimburse- 
ment techniques that undermine any 
efforts by medical professionals who 
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have dedicated their lives to treating 
complex conditions like cancer. 

To make matters worse, CMS sought 
little to no stakeholder input, and has 
provided little turnaround time before 
medication treatment will be based on 
cost, rather than what is best for the 
patient. 

As a lifelong pharmacist, I trust 
clinically trained medical professionals 
to determine the best treatment for pa- 
tients, not an unaccountable bureau- 
crat. Adding to the outlandish nature 
of this part B drug pilot project, there 
is nearly no escaping it. CMMI pro- 
poses to force nearly 75 percent of the 
country to participate in this Medicare 
drug experiment. 75 percent of the 
country is not a pilot project. It is near 
full implementation of a new program. 

Just last week, CMS responded to the 
letter we sent them and simply 
thanked us for sharing our opinion. 
Such a brief and dismissive response is 
indifferent to the risk posed to our Na- 
tion’s sickest patients and to this con- 
gressional body. 

For all these reasons, I applaud my 
colleague from Indiana, Dr. LARRY 
BUCSHON, for sponsoring H.R. 5122 to 
prohibit CMS from moving forward 
with this dangerous, misguided experi- 
ment with seniors’ lives. I proudly join 
him in his effort as a cosponsor of H.R. 
5122 and encourage my colleagues to 
support this legislation. 


———— 


REMEMBERING GEORGE 
KOMELASKY 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. FITZPATRICK) for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, 
George Komelasky of Northampton 
Township, Bucks County, Pennsyl- 
vania, was a friend and political col- 
league. His passing last month at the 
age of 66 was a personal loss that also 
leaves a gap in the township govern- 
ment where he served for 31 years. He 
was first elected in 1985, and he suc- 
cessfully was reelected just last year to 
another 6-year term. 

At all times, George viewed his re- 
sponsibilities in elective office as pub- 
lic service and performed intelligently 
and honorably term after term. Those 
with whom he served know he was con- 
scious of his responsibilities to the tax- 
payers while providing necessary serv- 
ices that enhanced the quality of life in 
his hometown. 

He was a leader who left his partisan- 
ship at the door and was viewed as a 
role model and also a mentor. Most of 
all, our friend, George Komelasky, will 
be remembered for his good nature and 
the values that guided his public and 
his private life. 

MARGARET R. GRUNDY MEMORIAL LIBRARY 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, as 
we recognize the 50th anniversary of 
the Margaret R. Grundy Memorial Li- 
brary in the borough of Bristol, Bucks 
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County, Pennsylvania, we also ac- 
knowledge the legacy of United States 
Senator Joseph R. Grundy, who estab- 
lished this beautiful library on the 
banks of the Delaware River in the 
name of his sister Margaret. 

This remains a privately funded pub- 
lic library with an ongoing mission: 
opening doors, inspiring minds, and 
connecting community. Now in its 
milestone year, the library is a testa- 
ment to the generosity and vision of 
Senator Grundy and Margaret Grundy 
and the dedication of those who fol- 
lowed. 

The original mission has made this 
library a vital educational institution, 
valued by local and regional learners of 
every age. Grundy Foundation grants 
carry on the Grundy family legacy by 
continuing to improve the quality of 
life for residents of Bristol Borough 
and people throughout all of Bucks 
County. 

The Grundy Foundation supports the 
Margaret R. Grundy Memorial Library, 
the adjacent Memorial Museum, and 
countless local projects. 

On October 6, 2016, the library will 
hold a public anniversary celebration 
with a reception and exhibition fea- 
turing historic artifacts, photographs, 
and primary documents. 

Heartiest congratulations to all of 
those involved, past and present, who 
have carried on and enriched so many 
lives and will continue to do so for gen- 
erations to come. 


EE 


1100 


LOUISIANA UPDATE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Louisiana (Mr. GRAVES) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to give an update 
from home. I represent south Lou- 
isiana. A few weeks ago, we had a rain- 
fall event that has been categorized as 
a 1,000-year storm. 

Mr. Speaker, in some areas of south 
Louisiana we received 31 inches of rain. 
To put that in perspective, that would 
take 5 years for the city of Bakersfield, 
California, to achieve that number. 
That would take 10 years for the city of 
Yuma, Arizona, to receive that level of 
rain. For those Americans that haven’t 
realized they can live in the pleasure of 
the subtropics and you live up north, to 
translate that to snowfall, that is the 
equivalent of a 25-foot snowstorm; a 
storm that leaves 25 feet of snow. This 
is categorized, again, as a 1,000-year 
event: 31 inches of rain in, in some 
cases, as short as perhaps 36 hours. 

Mr. Speaker, we have areas that have 
never, ever flooded, never seen water, 
never retained or held water in any 
way, shape, or form, that dealt with 
several feet of water in their homes 
and businesses. In Livingston Parish, 
Louisiana, it is estimated that 86 per- 
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cent of the homes and 91 percent of the 
businesses were flooded. This has been 
a devastating event for many folks in 
our community. 

Mr. Speaker, aS we move forward, 
certainly the Stafford Act, the Federal 
disaster law, has a role in helping our 
communities to recover. But what hap- 
pened when this storm first came about 
and the flooding began is that it wasn’t 
the Stafford Act or FEMA that came to 
the rescue. It was our neighbors, it was 
our community, many of which were 
flooded themselves. They got their own 
boats and went out and rescued folks 
and rescued their neighbors to the tune 
of thousands and thousands of people 
rescued by what we deem the Cajun 
Navy. I had a chance to go out there in 
my own kayak and paddle board and 


rescue dozens of folks that were 
trapped in their homes. 

Mr. Speaker, it didn’t stop there. 
When shelters weren’t open and 


weren’t available, Cajun Navy shelters 
opened up. People just opened up their 
own homes and businesses to shelter 
those that were homeless. We had 
Cajun Navy chefs, many of which just 
for the first time deemed or designated 
themselves chefs, that cooked tens of 
thousands of meals not for compensa- 
tion or because they were told to do so. 
They did it because we had friends and 
neighbors that were hungry and that 
were homeless. So we cooked for those 
folks. 

And it didn’t stop there. We had a 
cadre of folks that we deemed the 
Cajun Army that have come together 
and helped to gut and de-muck thou- 
sands and thousands of homes across 
south Louisiana, again, Mr. Speaker, 
not because they were compelled to do 
so by any requirement or compensa- 
tion. They were compelled to do so out 
of their selflessness, out of their gen- 
erosity, and out of their hospitality. 

Mr. Speaker, we are now at a point to 
where the volunteerism, the hospi- 
tality, the generosity of our commu- 
nity is going to be exceeded. The needs 
are going to be greater than we can 
volunteer ourselves out of. We have 
thousands and thousands of home- 
owners across south Louisiana that are 
facing this scenario. They have a home 
that may be worth $200,000 but, because 
it was flooded and is entirely gutted 
now, it may be worth just half that. 
They may have a mortgage balance 
that is in excess of the value of the 
home, which means they are upside 
down in their mortgage. 

But that is not all. They have lost 
both of their cars, adding tens of thou- 
sands of dollars to the equation. They 
have to rebuild their home, which adds 
tens or maybe even six figures of liabil- 
ity. They have to replace their clothes, 
their wardrobe. And in some cases, 
their employers are under water; there- 
fore, they don’t even have a way of 
making money. 

Mr. Speaker, we are not a commu- 
nity that sits around and asks for a 
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handout. That is not what we do. But 
in this case, I will say it again: as gen- 
erous, as hospitable, as selfless as our 
community has been, we are now at a 
point to where we are unable to address 
the needs. Again, the Stafford Act 
works in most disasters. This one is an 
anomaly. This is an extraordinary dis- 
aster. 

I am looking forward to working 
with colleagues on both sides of the 
aisle moving forward on tailoring a re- 
covery package for this region. This is 
estimated or projected to be the fourth 
most costly flood event in U.S. history. 
It is an extraordinary event that, un- 
fortunately, has not received the na- 
tional media attention that most disas- 
ters of this nature would. 

Disasters are awful. At some point, 
everyone in this country is going to ex- 
perience some type of disaster—a flood, 
a tornado, a hurricane, an earthquake, 
a terrorist attack, or something else. 
When you have these catastrophic 
events, it is time for us to come to- 
gether as a Nation to offer a helping 
hand. I am looking forward, again, to 
working with colleagues across the 
country to do that. 


EE 


REMEMBERING JACOB 
WETTERLING 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Minnesota (Mr. PAULSEN) for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. PAULSEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to remember and honor Jacob 
Wetterling and offer my deepest pray- 
ers to his family. 

Over the weekend, we learned of the 
tragic details and reached the awful 
end of this 27-year-long saga filled with 
grief, with hope, and with pain that 
moved Minnesota and the entire Na- 
tion. It was 27 years ago, Mr. Speaker, 
that Jacob was taken, kidnapped from 
a small rural Minnesota community, 
and went missing. 

As a community, we extend our deep- 
est sympathies to Jacob’s parents, 
Patty and Jerry Wetterling. Through- 
out these 27 trying years, they have re- 
mained strong and became tireless ad- 
vocates for children’s safety. Their ef- 
forts have resulted in widespread 
awareness of effective measures to pro- 
tect children, Federal legislation to 
monitor known and potential preda- 
tors, and the founding of the Jacob 
Wetterling Resource Center to inform 
and prevent similar tragedies from im- 
pacting other families. They channeled 
their heartbreak to activism for the 
good of children and their families all 
across this country even as they 
grieved themselves. Because of their ef- 
forts, countless children have been 
saved from various forms of exploi- 
tation. 

Mr. Speaker, while this is not the 
ending that we had hoped for after all 
these years, Jacob will never be forgot- 
ten, nor will his family’s undying love 
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and commitment to protecting our pre- 
cious sons and daughters. 
Jacob, may you rest in peace. 


—— 


RECESS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until noon 
today. 

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 7 min- 
utes a.m.), the House stood in recess. 


EE 
1200 
AFTER RECESS 


The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker at 
noon. 


Ee 


PRAYER 


Reverend Marvin Jacobo, City Min- 
istry Network, Modesto, California, of- 
fered the following prayer: 

Master, I give thanks for our United 
States of America. I am grateful for 
every man and woman holding govern- 
mental positions of authority. Make 
Your truth known to them. Cause them 
to be men and women of integrity, con- 
cerned first and foremost with the 
common good. Grant them the deepest 
of insight to solve our most daunting 
challenges. 

I pray that each Member would exer- 
cise the humility to discern how to 
best co-labor with those that might see 
issues differently than them. Make 
their hearts and ears alert to good 
counsel. Honor each one, Master, for 
the investment they make partici- 
pating in this, our representative gov- 
ernment. I pray a blessing over their 
families, acknowledging that they, too, 
sacrifice for the sake of our country. 
May our national proceedings be held 
in a spirit of mutual respect and civil- 
ity. 

I pray in the name of my Lord and 
Savior, Jesus Christ. 

Amen. 


ee 


THE JOURNAL 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam- 
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro- 
ceedings and announces to the House 
his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour- 
nal stands approved. 


EE 


PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The SPEAKER. Will the gentle- 
woman from Florida (Ms. CASTOR) 
come forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Ms. CASTOR of Florida led the 
Pledge of Allegiance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 
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WELCOMING REVEREND MARVIN 
JACOBO 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
DENHAM) is recognized for 1 minute. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DENHAM. Mr. Speaker, it is my 
honor today to introduce to the House 
our guest chaplain, Reverend Marvin 
Jacobo. Reverend Jacobo is the execu- 
tive director of City Ministry Network, 
an incredible organization that is the 
catalyst for transformation in the city 
of Modesto, California. 

As lifelong Modesto residents, 
Marvin and his wife, Cheryl, have con- 
tinued to minister to thousands of 
youth in our community, changing 
lives and bringing people from humble 
backgrounds to leaders in our commu- 
nity. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to 
join me in welcoming him today. We 
thank him for offering this afternoon’s 
prayer in the United States House of 
Representatives. 


EE 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will enter- 
tain up to 15 further requests for 1- 
minute speeches on each side of the 
aisle. 


m 


SUPPORT THE LIVE LIKE BELLA 
CHILDHOOD FOUNDATION 


(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, as 
we observe Childhood Cancer Aware- 
ness Month and shed light on the types 
of cancer that afflict approximately 
16,000 children every year, I would like 
to recognize the work of the Live Like 
Bella Childhood Cancer Foundation. 

Inspired by Bella Rodriguez-Torres— 
this sweet young girl—a young girl who 
courageously fought cancer six times 
before her death in 2013, this founda- 
tion supports the fight against pedi- 
atric cancer, while offering much-need- 
ed support for families. This wonderful 
organization, based in my home area of 
Miami, Florida, was established by 
Bella’s parents, Shannah and Raymond 
Rodriguez. 

I encourage our south Florida com- 
munity to lend their support to these 
children and families who are battling 
cancer by attending Bella’s Ball. This 
lively event, Mr. Speaker, will take 
place Saturday, September 10, at the 
JW Marriott Marquis. 

Together, we can raise awareness in 
our community and finally end the 
number one disease killer of children 
today: pediatric cancer. 

a 

HONORING THE LIFE OF LESLIE 

WITT REICHENBACH 


(Mr. QUIGLEY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
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minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor the life of Leslie Witt 
Reichenbach, an important and re- 
spected member of the Chicago com- 
munity. For nearly 40 years, she woke 
up generations of Chicago’s WXRT lis- 
teners on weekend mornings. 

Leslie, often called ‘‘the overnight 
angel,” was known for her kind smile 
and her ability to connect with others. 
She embodied the heart of our city 
with her enthusiasm for radio and her 
strong dedication to her WXRT lis- 
teners. Her contributions to the Chi- 
cago community changed countless 
lives and will continue to do so for gen- 
erations. 

Sadly, in July, Leslie passed away 
after her courageous battle with ovar- 
ian cancer. Leslie bravely fought her 
illness by listening to new albums, at- 
tending concerts, and practicing ballet. 

Leslie’s top priority was always her 
family. The love and support they pro- 
vided her was the most important 
thing in her life. She is survived by her 
husband, Chuck, and their children, 
Kay and Kurt. 

As this is National Ovarian Cancer 
Awareness Month, I ask that her mem- 
ory not be forgotten and that we appro- 
priately fund the critical research nec- 
essary. 


EE 
ANNUAL AUGUST BUS TOUR 


(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, each August, I look forward 
to an annual district bus tour, where I 
travel across all five counties of the 
Second Congressional District. During 
this time, I meet with constituents and 
hear their opinions about issues impor- 
tant to the families in South Carolina, 
along with my wife, Roxanne, and dedi- 
cated staff. 

This year, I was grateful to visit 
nearly 20 businesses, schools, civic 
clubs, and chambers of commerce. At 
each location, I took the opportunity 
to thank employees for their service 
and thank employers for their work 
creating jobs. I also took the oppor- 
tunity to present Speaker PAUL RYAN’S 
positive policy agenda, “ʻA Better 
Way,” that presents positive proposals 
for some of the greatest challenges fac- 
ing our country. 

When I was elected to Congress, I 
pledged to be accessible and account- 
able, and this bus tour is one of many 
ways that I fulfill this promise. While I 
regularly visit with families, schools, 
and businesses in the Second District, I 
especially appreciate the nonstop tra- 
dition of visiting with the community I 
am humbled and inspired to represent. 

In conclusion, God bless our troops, 
and may the President, by his actions, 
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never forget September the 11th in the 
global war on terrorism. 


EE 


FUND ZIKA RESEARCH NOW 


(Ms. CASTOR of Florida asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend her remarks.) 

Ms. CASTOR of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
17 babies in the United States have 
been born with birth defects tied to the 
Zika virus. Currently, over 80 pregnant 
women in my home State of Florida 
and over 1,600 women in the United 
States have the Zika virus. 

I urge the Speaker and my GOP col- 
leagues who control the agenda here in 
the House to act immediately and 
bring an emergency Zika package to 
the floor of this House. They can do it 
quickly. They can do it today. They 
can do it this week. But, unfortu- 
nately, there is no plan to do so. This 
is unconscionable. 

My neighbors back home and all 
across the country need the tools to 
prevent this public health crisis from 
growing. The Centers for Disease Con- 
trol and the National Institutes of 
Health need the tools to prevent this 
public health crisis. To do otherwise 
would be unconscionable. We need ac- 
tion now. 


a — 


TRIBUTE TO CORPORAL WILLIAM 
“BILL” COOPER 


(Mr. WOMACK asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. WOMACK. Mr. Speaker, it is 
with a heavy heart that I rise today to 
honor the memory of Corporal William 
“Bill” Cooper, a dedicated law enforce- 
ment officer in Arkansas. 

Bill, a veteran of the U.S. Marine 
Corps, served the Sebastian County 
Sheriff's Office since 2001, in addition 
to 5 years with the Fort Smith Police 
Department. 

On August 10, Mr. Speaker, while re- 
sponding to a domestic disturbance 
near Greenwood, Arkansas, Corporal 
Cooper was shot and killed in the line 
of duty. His is a great loss to Arkansas 
law enforcement and a reminder of the 
bravery of our men and women in blue 
who put their lives on the line every 
day to keep our citizens safe. 

Sebastian County and the entire 
Third District of Arkansas mourns the 
loss of Corporal Cooper. My prayers are 
with his wife, Ruth, his son, Scott, his 
sister, Ginger Cox, his three grand- 
children, and Corporal Cooper’s fellow 
law enforcement officers. May God 
bless those he leaves behind as they 
search for peace and understanding 
through this terrible tragedy. 


-o 


DUTIES OF A COMMANDER IN 
CHIEF 
(Mr. KILDEE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 
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Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I think we 
all know that now more than ever it is 
critical that our next Commander in 
Chief is ready to walk into the Oval Of- 
fice and be ready to lead on day one. 

Keeping Americans safe is the Presi- 
dent’s most solemn duty. That is why 
Americans need a strong and smart na- 
tional security plan led by a Com- 
mander in Chief with experience, the 
highest respect for our troops, and with 
a level head. 

However, the Republican nominee for 
President has repeatedly proven he 
lacks the qualities it takes to lead our 
Nation and our Armed Forces. He has 
insulted veterans and Gold Star fami- 
lies while claiming he knows more 
about how to protect this Nation than 
our own military leadership. He has 
openly advocated torture, in contradic- 
tion to what our generals suggest. 

When presented with a Purple Heart 
by a wounded veteran, he responded by 
saying: “I always wanted to get the 
Purple Heart. This was much easier.” 

Our military represents the absolute 
best of our country. In July, when we 
met the Khans, he ridiculed them. We 
need a Commander in Chief that com- 
mands the respect of the American peo- 
ple. 


EE 
ASTRONAUT JEFF WILLIAMS 


(Mr. SHIMKUS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, I want 
to welcome home Jeff Williams and the 
crew of Expedition 48, which landed 
safely last night in Kazakhstan. 

Jeff is a Wisconsin native and a West 
Point classmate of mine from the class 
of 1980. In fact, when he landed, he put 
a hat on that had our class crest and 
motto. 

He holds the U.S. record for the most 
cumulative days in space by a United 
States astronaut. He has completed 
five space walks, including two on this 
last mission. 

Jeff is a member of Gloria Dei Lu- 
theran Church in Houston. He is also a 
noted and published photographer. He 
says: “It’s a very humbling experience 
to view the Earth’’—and everything it 
represents—‘‘and to begin to imagine 
the creative power of our God.” 

I would like to end with Psalm 19:1: 
“The heavens declare the glory of God; 
the skies proclaim the work of his 
hands.” 

Welcome home, Jeff. Have NASA up- 
date the photo in your biography, 
which is about 20 years old. 

— 
21ST CENTURY HEARTLAND TOUR 

(Mrs. BUSTOS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 


Mrs. BUSTOS. Mr. Speaker, during 
the past month, I have been to every 
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corner of my congressional district as 
part of a 21st Century Heartland Tour. 
I have spoken with the hardworking 
men and women who truly make the 
Heartland the greatest place in Amer- 
ica to live, work, and raise a family. 

But our region faces serious chal- 
lenges, and these challenges need to be 
addressed by Congress. That is why I 
held a roundtable in Monmouth, Illi- 
nois, to discuss rural broadband. In 
rural America, just over half of our 
families have access to high-speed 
Internet, as opposed to 90 percent in 
the more urban areas. 

That is why I was in Stronghurst, Il- 
linois, to talk about rural health care. 
Although one in four Americans live in 
rural America, we only have a tenth of 
the Nation’s practicing physicians. 

These are just a couple of the issues 
facing our families in rural America. 
They can’t wait for solutions. I urge 
my colleagues on both sides of the aisle 
to come together to support a thriving, 
modern 21st century heartland. 


EE 
1215 
SUICIDE PREVENTION MONTH 


(Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, as September is National Sui- 
cide Prevention Month, I am proud to 
join my colleague, EARL BLUMENAUER 
of Oregon, in introducing a resolution 
to address this silent epidemic which 
took the lives of near 43,000 Americans 
last year. 

Last month, the CDC reported the 
suicide rate has increased across nearly 
all age groups. And over the past dec- 
ade, while mortality rates decreased 
for homicide, AIDS, heart disease, 
stroke, auto accidents, and cancer, the 
overall suicide rate increased again for 
the 11th time in 14 years. 

Last July, the House passed H.R. 
2646, the Helping Families in Mental 
Health Crisis Act, by a near-unanimous 
vote of 422-2. This month alone, 826 
Americans have died by suicide, and 
about 7,434 have died since we passed 
this bill. 

We fervently hope the Senate does 
not delay in passing this bill. Lives 
hang in the balance. Every 12 minutes 
a person dies of suicide. Every 13 min- 
utes a family mourns a lost life who 
will never go home again. The Senate 
needs to pass this bill before they go 
home again themselves. 

Where there is help, there is hope. 


EE 


MAKE THE INVESTMENT OUR 
ECONOMY NEEDS 


(Mr. HIGGINS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Speaker, the fi- 
nancial research firm of Standard & 
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Poor’s reports that for every $1.3 bil- 
lion invested in our infrastructure, 
30,000 American jobs are created; it 
adds $2 billion in economic growth; and 
reduces deficit by more than $200 mil- 
lion. 

Economists at the Council on For- 
eign Relations explained that ‘‘the 
compelling case is that a dollar in ona 
macro basis in our economy results in 
more than a dollar out;’’ which is to 
say, Mr. Speaker, that to shortchange 
infrastructure is to reject and under- 
mine economic growth in this country. 

Policies that create growth and re- 
duce the deficit should be embraced by 
everybody, including conservatives. In- 
deed, it was the Republican President 
Eisenhower who initiated the National 
Highway System, and the Chamber of 
Commerce is a leading voice in calling 
for infrastructure spending today. 

I urge this body to embrace sound ec- 
onomics and the tradition of bipartisan 
support for infrastructure spending, 
and make the investment that our Na- 
tion needs to nation-build, not in Af- 
ghanistan, not in Iraq, but right here 
at home in America. 


ESS 


HONORING THE LIFE AND SERVICE 
OF DEPUTY CORPORAL BILL 
COOPER 


(Mr. WESTERMAN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Speaker, in 
recent months, our Nation’s police 
have come under attack. Last month, 
the violence against our police hit 
home as Sebastian County, Arkansas, 
Sheriff's Deputy Corporal Bill Cooper 
was shot and killed responding to a call 
for help on August 10. 

In the days and weeks since his un- 
timely death, thousands of Sebastian 
County residents paid their respects to 
Corporal Cooper by remembering his 
dedication to God, his family, the sher- 
iff's department, and the country he 
loved. 

I don’t pretend that my words will 
fill the void left by his death, but I 
hope my words can properly honor a 
man who paid the ultimate price up- 
holding the oath he swore to defend. I 
thank him for his service, and I thank 
his family for sharing him with the 
community. 

Psalm 34:18 says: “The Lord is close 
to the brokenhearted; He rescues those 
whose spirits are crushed.” 

May God bless and comfort Deputy 
Cooper’s family and friends during this 
time of grief. 


ee 


FUNDING TO COMBAT THE ZIKA 
VIRUS 


(Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend his remarks.) 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to express my dis- 
appointment that Congress left in mid- 
July without adequately funding the 
Zika crisis. 

The number of confirmed Zika cases 
across the United States and terri- 
tories quadrupled while Congress was 
on recess. The number of cases rose 
from 4,222 in mid-July to 16,822 last 
week. Zika poses a grave, unprece- 
dented threat to public health. 

It is time for Congress to fulfill its 
constitutional and moral duty to pro- 
tect the health and welfare of our 
country. It is an appalling disservice to 
the American people that we have not 
yet provided resources to combat this 
virus that already is having real effects 
on our families. 

We have delayed funds for medical 
research and help to our local commu- 
nities. The majority’s reluctance is 
putting the health and lives of the 
American people at risk, and inaction 
now is only more costly in the long 
run. 

I sincerely hope we can return to 
work with a renewed sense of responsi- 
bility for health and welfare of our Na- 
tion and approve the funds necessary 
to prevent Zika spreading in the coun- 
try. We need our communities safe. 
Pass a clean Zika funding bill. 


Ee 


COMMEMORATING THE LIFE OF 
POLICE CHIEF JACK STORNE 


(Mr. LAMALFA asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to commemorate the life of Po- 
lice Chief Jack Storne, of Gridley, Cali- 
fornia, who passed away on August 27. 

Serving others is part of what was 
hardwired into Jack’s existence. From 
being in the Marine Corps from 1963 to 
1965, many, many years in law enforce- 
ment, and in his church, and also in 
dedication to his recently passed wife 
of 47 years, Wilma, his commitment to 
protecting and caring and serving for 
others, for his community, sets a gold 
star standard for public service. 

In his 37 years in the police force, 
Jack worked his way up from reserve 
officer in Modesto, California, to a pa- 
trolman, to the beloved police chief of 
Gridley and Biggs, where he was widely 
respected for his community-focused 
approach in protecting residents and 
enforcing law. 

He implemented many important 
new ideas and programs in his depart- 
ment, such as the Retired Senior Vol- 
unteer Program, the Gang-Resistance 
Education and Training platform, Po- 
lice Explorers program, the D.A.R.E. 
Officer program, the K-9 program, and 
the unit’s first-ever detective position. 

Following his retirement, Chief 
Storne continued to dedicate his time 
as a chaplain to the Gridley Police De- 
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partment, as well as a minister at the 
Live Oak Church of the Brethren, 
where he was recently ordained. 

Chief Jack Storne wasn’t so much in- 
terested in being known as a great 
man, but as a good man; and there is a 
distinction there. Indeed, I think he 
would be most proud to have said about 
him: well done, good and faithful serv- 
ant. 

Our thoughts go out to his family, 
his children and his grandchildren. 
May they take comfort in knowing the 
profound impact their father and 
grandfather had on an entire commu- 
nity, and the legacy he left. 


ES 


FOR-PROFIT COLLEGES 


(Mrs. DAVIS of California asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speak- 
er, ITT Tech, like other for-profit col- 
leges before it, has misled students and 
mismanaged funds. 

Mr. Speaker, for-profit schools are 
often where our most vulnerable stu- 
dents seek brighter futures, students 
going back to their education after 
years away, single parents and vet- 
erans, and students with limited 
means. These students frequently re- 
ceive financial aid, and the school’s 
recklessness can do irreparable damage 
to their ability to complete their de- 
grees, and ruin their credit ratings. 

Over a quarter of all Department of 
Education student aid funds, a third of 
all post-9/11 GI benefits, and half of 
DOD tuition assistance funds go to for- 
profit colleges. 

Shouldn’t we make sure these Fed- 
eral funds are a worthwhile invest- 
ment? 

We must remember that beyond the 
dollar amounts and industry regula- 
tions, there are students’ lives at risk, 
and doing right by them protects their 
interests and our competitiveness in 
our global economy. 


EE 
RECOGNIZING NIC DIDIA, THE 
“PATROLMAN OF FRANKLIN 


STREET” 


(Mr. BUCSHON asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. BUCSHON. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize a source of inspira- 
tion for a community in the Eighth 
District of Indiana. 

Known as the patrolman of Franklin 
Street on the west side of Evansville, 
Nic Didia, an 18-year-old with muscular 
dystrophy, is often seen patrolling the 
area in front of his mother’s stores. Nic 
has always wanted to be a police officer 
and has become known for his support 
of local law enforcement and first re- 
sponders. 

His dream recently became a reality 
as he was welcomed on to the Evans- 
ville Police Department as an honorary 
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officer during a ceremony with family, 
friends, and other members of the com- 
munity. He now proudly wears badge 
number 980. 

Congratulations, Nic. Your dedica- 
tion and service to your community 
serve as an example to us all. 


EE 
TAKE ACTION ON THE ZIKA CRISIS 


(Ms. McCOLLUM asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to demand the House take action 
on the Zika crisis. The Zika virus is 
being transmitted by mosquitoes right 
inside the United States now. Parts of 
Miami are under Zika-related travel 
warnings. The total number of Amer- 
ican cases has climbed to almost 17,000, 
including 1,600 expecting mothers. 

Six months ago, the public health ex- 
perts told us what they needed to ad- 
dress Zika. House Republicans have ig- 
nored those experts’ pleas. Now the 
Centers for Disease Control and State 
public health agencies are running out 
of money for Zika response. 

The CDC Director tells us that the 
money to fight this disease will be gone 
by the end of September. The NIH Di- 
rector has warned that congressional 
inaction is cannibalizing resources for 
other public health needs. 

Families in States like Florida, Lou- 
isiana, and Texas are in danger. They 
cannot wait any longer for this Con- 
gress to act. 

The House must give our public 
health experts the resources that they 
need to help keep the American people 
safe. 


EES 


CELEBRATING THE LIFE OF MAS- 
TER PATROL OFFICER FRED AR- 
NOLD III 


(Mr. JOLLY asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. JOLLY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to celebrate the life and honor the 
memory of Tampa Police Master Pa- 
trol Officer Fred Arnold III. Fred 
passed away last month while scuba 
diving in Nevada. He was 48 years old. 

For nearly three decades, Officer Ar- 
nold served and protected the residents 
of Tampa, Florida. When he was just 23 
years old, while off-duty, he jumped 
through a window into a burning house 
to save a mother and her two young 
children, ages 4 months and 4 years old. 
All three were unconscious when Ar- 
nold pulled them out. For his heroism, 
he was given an award for valor. 

Over the years, Officer Arnold also 
helped mentor hundreds of teens 
through the community’s Police Ex- 
plorers program. Those he helped de- 
scribed Arnold as a father figure, some- 
one who was easygoing, always ap- 
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proachable, and had a laugh that was 
so infectious, it would brighten your 
day. 

As Tampa’s mayor said: ‘‘Arnold’s 
service to the city was unparalleled, 
and he leaves behind a lasting legacy.” 

Mr. Speaker, Fred Arnold III was a 
well-known and well-respected man 
who served his community with dis- 
tinction, made a lasting impact, and 
will be sorely missed by the lives he 
touched. 

May God bless Officer Fred Arnold 
III, his family, his friends, and his 
Tampa Police Department colleagues. 


EE 


EMERGENCY FUNDS TO COMBAT 
ZIKA VIRUS EPIDEMIC 


(Mr. SCHIFF asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to urge the Republican majority 
to act immediately on the administra- 
tion’s request for emergency funds to 
combat the Zika virus epidemic. 

It is shameful that we have waited 7 
months to act while the threat from 
Zika grows more and more apparent. 
This majority is failing the most basic 
function of government, to protect its 
people. 

In the United States and territories, 
as many as 14,000 locally acquired cases 
have already been reported, and at 
least 1,600 pregnant women have been 
infected, putting their babies at risk 
for microcephaly and other devastating 
birth defects. Every week we fail to 
act, more children and families will 
suffer the consequences. 

Let’s heed the call of public health 
experts to launch an aggressive cam- 
paign against the Zika virus and pass a 
funding bill immediately. 


————— 


CONGRATULATING OLYMPIC GOLD 
MEDALIST RYAN HELD 


(Mr. LAHOOD asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. LAHOOD. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to congratulate Springfield, Illi- 
nois, native Ryan Held on his Olympic 
gold medal for swimming at the 2016 
Olympic Games in Rio de Janeiro. 

The 2016 Rio Games were Ryan Held’s 
first Olympics, and he represented the 
United States in the 4 100 meter free- 
style relay, along with Nathan Adrian, 
Caeleb Dressel, and Michael Phelps. 
Ryan took over for Phelps for the third 
leg of the freestyle relay. Ryan’s fast 
split time of 47.73 seconds maintained 
the lead for the U.S. and helped the 
team swim to gold. 

I know I speak for everyone in 
Springfield when I say that we are very 
proud of Ryan Held. He represented his 
community, his State, and his country 
with the strength, speed, humility, and 
dignity befitting an Olympic cham- 
pion. 
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This past Friday, our hometown 
Olympian was warmly celebrated by 
the city of Springfield at Sacred Heart- 
Griffin, his alma mater, where hun- 
dreds from the community came out to 
congratulate him. 

Illinois Governor Bruce Rauner de- 
clared September 2, 2016, as Ryan Held 
Day during a ceremony at Sacred 
Heart-Griffin High School. I hope this 
day serves as a reminder to Ryan of 
our support and pride in him as he pre- 
pares for the rest of what will undoubt- 
edly be a decorated swimming career. 


—— 


FUNDING FOR RESPONSE TO THE 
ZIKA CRISIS 


(Mr. HIMES asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. HIMES. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
ask, to beseech, really, that this House 
take immediate action to fully fund 
our country’s response to the spreading 
horror of Zika. 

Mr. Speaker, there are now thou- 
sands of confirmed cases of Zika in the 
United States. Hundreds of these cases 
are pregnant women. 

Can you imagine the terror they ex- 
perience wondering whether their child 
will be born with horrible disabilities? 

What must they think as they see 
our public health experts coming to 
Congress? 

These are the people who helped end 
the Ebola crisis. They come to Con- 
gress and they say: We need these re- 
sources. 

The call has been made, but it has 
not been answered because some in this 
House think that, yes, your concerns 
are real, but we have to continue the 
fight about Planned Parenthood. Yes, 
my pregnant friend, your concerns are 
real, but we have unfinished business 
about the Confederate flag. 

What must they think? 

Mr. Speaker, the call has been issued. 
This is a national emergency. We need 
to act not tomorrow, not next week, 
but today to help these people with the 
Zika virus. 


EE 
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TM BACK 


(Mr. POE of Texas asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, dur- 
ing the week of July Fourth celebra- 
tions of our Nation’s independence, I 
was diagnosed with leukemia. After en- 
tering the best cancer center in the 
world, MD Anderson Hospital in Hous- 
ton, Texas, my hometown, in just 8 
weeks, incredible progress has been 
made. 

Thanks to the good Lord, the doc- 
tors, and staff at MD Anderson, I am 
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able to be back in Washington, D.C., 
and on the House floor. I will be here as 
much as my treatment will allow. 

Importantly, I want to thank the 
Members and people from all over the 
country for their outpouring of encour- 
agement and prayers. It has been re- 
markably overwhelming and humbling 
to me. The caring concern of Members, 
their staffs, and my staff have shown 
proves, once again, that there are a lot 
of good people who work for the United 
States House of Representatives. 

This September during Leukemia 
Awareness Month, I intend to keep 
fighting this cancer with all that I 
have while fighting for Texans in this 
House. I intend to be independent and 
free from this cancer. Christopher 
Reeve once said: ‘‘Once you choose 
hope, anything’s possible.” 

Mr. Speaker, I choose hope. 

And that is just the way it is. 


EE 
GUN VIOLENCE 


(Mr. HONDA asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. HONDA. Mr. Speaker, this week 
we return after an epic recess of House 
Republican inaction on stemming gun 
violence, and yet gun violence does not 
recess. Between Memorial Day and this 
past weekend, 4,100 Americans died 
from gun-related activities, and nearly 
8,700 were wounded. 

Mr. Speaker, this week we return to 
the American people’s ever-growing 
impatience for Congress to finally take 
measures that will reduce gun violence 
and save lives. 

Keeping guns out of the hands of sus- 
pected terrorists and criminals—what 
can be more common sense about that? 
The vast majority of Americans cer- 
tainly believe such policies are com- 
mon sense. 

Give us a vote, Mr. Speaker. Give 
Americans a vote. 


a 


A BETTER WAY TO FIGHT 
POVERTY 


(Mrs. WALORSKI asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Mrs. WALORSKI. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to applaud the important work 
being done in Indiana’s Second Con- 
gressional District to fight poverty and 
end hunger. This August I visited the 
Food Bank of Northern Indiana, which 
serves six counties and church commu- 
nity services in Elkhart. Both have 
been doing incredible work fighting 
poverty for decades. 

I also toured the Washington Dis- 
covery Academy in Plymouth, where 
they have a garden to teach kids about 
nutrition and grow produce for a local 
food pantry, and the Marshall County 
Neighborhood Center, whose food pan- 
try serves 400 families each month. 
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Mr. Speaker, hearing from those on 
the front lines of the fight against pov- 
erty is the best way to learn what 
works and what doesn’t. That idea is 
central to our House Republicans’ A 
Better Way agenda. Too many people 
are getting trapped in a cycle of pov- 
erty. That is why A Better Way calls 
for innovative and evidence-based solu- 
tions. 

By listening to people in our commu- 
nities and testing new ideas, we can 
build a bridge out of poverty. 


EE 


HONORING THE LATE 
REPRESENTATIVE MARK TAKAI 


(Ms. JUDY CHU of California asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend her remarks.) 

Ms. JUDY CHU of California. Mr. 
Speaker, as chair of the Congressional 
Asian Pacific American Caucus, or 
CAPAC, I rise today to honor our col- 
league, the Honorable Mark Takai of 
Hawaii, who passed away in July after 
a hard-fought battle with pancreatic 
cancer. 

Mark was a true patriot, public serv- 
ant, and friend who truly had the aloha 
spirit. His strong commitment to im- 
proving the lives of the people of Ha- 
waii and all Americans was integrally 
woven into the fabric of his distin- 
guished military and public service ca- 
reer. 

In Congress, he led notable efforts to 
reunite Filipino World War II veterans 
with their families and to assist atomic 
war veterans suffering from radiation 
exposure. 

It was a privilege to work with Mark, 
and I will never forget his warmth, 
kindness, and strong dedication to 
bettering our community and our 
country. On behalf of CAPAC, I thank 
Mark for his lifetime of leadership and 
service. 

Mahalo, Mark. 


Ee 


AMERICANS BELIEVE THE MEDIA 
IS BIASED 


(Mr. SMITH of Texas asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, a 
recent poll by Morning Consult found 
that only 27 percent of Americans be- 
lieve the media is fair and unbiased. 
Americans know that the media is not 
impartial and that objectivity is not a 
priority when reporting on current 
events. 

For example, the media has routinely 
ignored former Secretary of State Hil- 
lary Clinton’s wrongful use of a private 
server, her improperly handling classi- 
fied emails, and her using the Clinton 
Foundation as a way for donors to re- 
ceive access to both Clinton and the 
State Department. 

The Associated Press recently re- 
ported that at least 85 of 154 donors to 
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the Clinton Foundation were granted a 
meeting with then-Secretary of State 
Clinton. The New York Times did not 
find this newsworthy. 

The national media should give the 
American people the facts, not slant 
the news or just give them one side. 


EEE 
ZIKA VIRUS 


(Mr. CARDENAS asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. CARDENAS. Mr. Speaker, in the 
United States, the Zika virus is spread- 
ing faster and infecting more people 
every single day. We are staring down 
the barrel of a new Flint water crisis, 
yet we fail to act because we are argu- 
ing over a price tag while Americans 
are truly paying the price every day. 
The March of Dimes estimates that the 
cost of treating one child with micro- 
cephaly may be more than $10 million 
over that person’s lifetime. 

Right now, according to the CDC, the 
Centers for Disease Control, over 14,000 
people have been infected with the 
Zika virus right here in the United 
States so far, and 20 babies have al- 
ready been born with birth defects. 

Like Flint, the longer we wait, the 
more this will cost the American pub- 
lic. Congress must act immediately. 
We must get ahead of this epidemic and 
slow the threat of the Zika virus across 
the United States. 

Whether you are White, Black, man, 
woman, a doctor, or a child, the virus 
does not discriminate. No one is im- 
mune. 


Ee 


REMEMBERING THOSE WHO LOST 
THEIR LIVES ON SEPTEMBER 11, 
2001 


(Mr. YODER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. YODER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in remembrance of those who 
lost their lives on September 11, 2001. 
This Sunday marks the 15th anniver- 
sary of that horrific day when nearly 
3,000 innocent people were killed. It 
was a despicable act of terrorism and 
one that we will never, ever forget. 

Mother, fathers, sisters, brothers, 
sons, and daughters who all went to 
work that Tuesday had their lives cut 
short by terrorists who attacked us 
merely because we believe in the prin- 
ciples of freedom, justice, and liberty 
for all. 

Some of those who perished were the 
brave first responders who ran into the 
burning buildings as others ran out. 
Their heroism showed the world Amer- 
ica’s true colors—something that no 
attack can ever take away. 

President Bush said that evening in 
his address to the Nation: ‘‘Terrorist 
attacks can shake the foundations of 
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our biggest buildings, but they cannot 
touch the foundation of America. 
These acts shatter steel, but they can- 
not dent the steel of America’s re- 
solve.” 

Mr. Speaker, those words still ring 
true as we thank those first responders 
and mourn for all those who were lost 
that fateful day. 


EE 


FLINT FUNDING 


(Mr. ELLISON asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. ELLISON. Mr. Speaker, it is our 
job here in Congress to support com- 
munities in crisis. 

It has been a year since we learned 
about the lead-contaminated water in 
Flint. It is way past time to act, Mr. 
Speaker. 

We are here to call on our Republican 
colleagues to do their job and to ad- 
dress the urgent needs of the people of 
Flint. We have to consider funding a 
bill that will take care of the needs of 
the people in Flint. 

This crisis happened when Governor 
Snyder ripped democratic rights away 
from the people of Flint and tried to 
run the government like it was a busi- 
ness. The State made decisions in the 
name of fiscal responsibility, but when 
it comes to people’s health, the govern- 
ment should not be run on the cheap 
with people’s health. 

Funding from Congress can help 
Flint replace corroded pipes, support 
health and education assistance for 
kids exposed to lead, and deliver eco- 
nomic development opportunities for 
the community. 

Earlier this year, I traveled to Flint 
with Representative KILDEE and 25 
other of my colleagues to hear directly 
from the people. Mr. Speaker, here are 
a few of the things that they said: 

One woman spoke about the loss of 
dignity she felt while waiting in line 
just for water, and many others gave us 
important stories which I will put into 
the RECORD at a later time. 


EE 


STORMONT HOUSE AGREEMENT 


(Mr. McGOVERN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, last 
month the Tom Lantos Human Rights 
Commission, which I co-chair, hosted a 
briefing by women from Belfast on the 
aftermath of the Northern Ireland con- 
flict in which 3,500 people died, 90 per- 
cent of them men. Women survived to 
pick up the pieces. 

The 1998 Good Friday agreement that 
ended the war protected human rights 
going forward but did not address the 
past, so the needs of victims of human 
rights violations committed by both 
sides are still unmet. 

Women in Northern Ireland who have 
supported survivors have now devel- 
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oped gender principles for dealing with 
the legacy of the past. The 2014 
Stormont House Agreement could help 
victims and survivors access truth, jus- 
tice, and reparations. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge all those con- 
cerned with human rights, peace, and 
security in Northern Ireland to encour- 
age the British and Irish Governments 
and the Northern Ireland Assembly to 
fully implement the legacy parts of the 
Stormont House Agreement incor- 
porating the gender principles. 


Ee 


COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
WESTMORELAND) laid before the House 
the following communication from the 
Clerk of the House of Representatives: 


OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, September 7, 2016. 
Hon. PAUL D. RYAN, 
The Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per- 
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of 
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa- 
tives, the Clerk received the following mes- 
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on 
September 7, 2016 at 9:41 a.m.: 

Appointment: 

Evidence-Based Policymaking Commis- 
sion. 

National Advisory Committee on Institu- 
tional Quality and Integrity. 

United States Commission 
national Religious Freedom. 

With best wishes, I am 

Sincerely, 


on Inter- 


KAREN L. HAAS. 


u 


PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 5063, STOP SETTLEMENT 
SLUSH FUNDS ACT OF 2016 


Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, by direction of the Committee on 
Rules, I call up House Resolution 843 
and ask for its immediate consider- 
ation. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 

H. RES. 843 


Resolved, That at any time after adoption 
of this resolution the Speaker may, pursuant 
to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the 
House resolved into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 5063) to limit 
donations made pursuant to settlement 
agreements to which the United States is a 
party, and for other purposes. The first read- 
ing of the bill shall be dispensed with. All 
points of order against consideration of the 
bill are waived. General debate shall be con- 
fined to the bill and shall not exceed one 
hour equally divided and controlled by the 
chair and ranking minority member of the 
Committee on the Judiciary. After general 
debate the bill shall be considered for 
amendment under the five-minute rule. It 
shall be in order to consider as an original 
bill for the purpose of amendment under the 
five-minute rule the amendment in the na- 
ture of a substitute recommended by the 
Committee on the Judiciary now printed in 
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the bill. The committee amendment in the 
nature of a substitute shall be considered as 
read. All points of order against the com- 
mittee amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute are waived. No amendment to the 
committee amendment in the nature of a 
substitute shall be in order except those 
printed in the report of the Committee on 
Rules accompanying this resolution. Each 
such amendment may be offered only in the 
order printed in the report, may be offered 
only by a Member designated in the report, 
shall be considered as read, shall be debat- 
able for the time specified in the report 
equally divided and controlled by the pro- 
ponent and an opponent, shall not be subject 
to amendment, and shall not be subject to a 
demand for division of the question in the 
House or in the Committee of the Whole. All 
points of order against such amendments are 
waived. At the conclusion of consideration of 
the bill for amendment the Committee shall 
rise and report the bill to the House with 
such amendments as may have been adopted. 
Any Member may demand a separate vote in 
the House on any amendment adopted in the 
Committee of the Whole to the bill or to the 
committee amendment in the nature of a 
substitute. The previous question shall be 
considered as ordered on the bill and amend- 
ments thereto to final passage without inter- 
vening motion except one motion to recom- 
mit with or without instructions. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Georgia is recognized for 1 
hour. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, for the purpose of debate only, I 
yield the customary 30 minutes to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
MCGOVERN), pending which I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. Dur- 
ing consideration of this resolution, all 
time yielded is for the purpose of de- 
bate only. 


GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent that all 
Members may have 5 legislative days 
to revise and extend their remarks and 
include extraneous materials on House 
Resolution 843, currently under consid- 
eration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I am pleased today to bring forward 
this rule on behalf of the Rules Com- 
mittee. The rule provides for consider- 
ation of H.R. 5063, the Stop Settlement 
Slush Funds Act of 2016. 

The rule provides for 1 hour of debate 
equally divided and controlled by the 
chair and the ranking member of the 
Judiciary Committee and also provides 
a motion to recommit. 

Additionally, the rule makes in order 
7 of the 11 amendments submitted, rep- 
resenting ideas from Members on both 
sides of the aisle. 

Yesterday, the Rules Committee re- 
ceived testimony from the chairman of 
the Judiciary Committee and the rank- 
ing member of the Judiciary Sub- 
committee on Regulatory Reform, 
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Commercial and Antitrust Law. Sub- 
committee hearings were held on both 
H.R. 5063 and on the topic of the De- 
partment of Justice’s mortgage lending 
settlements with major lending banks. 
In May of this year, H.R. 5063 was 
marked up and reported by the Judici- 
ary Committee. The bill passed the Ju- 
diciary Committee after the consider- 
ation of several amendments. The Stop 
Settlement Slush Funds Act went 
through regular order and enjoyed 
thorough discussion at both the sub- 
committee and full committee level. 

H.R. 5063 is supported by the Insti- 
tute for Legal Reform, Americans for 
Limited Government, and Americans 
for Tax Reform because it increases ac- 
countability for how settlement funds 
are spent and it helps to restore the 
balance of power between the branches 
of government. 

The Stop Settlement Slush Funds 
Act was introduced after the nearly 20- 
month investigation by the House Ju- 
diciary Committee found that the De- 
partment of Justice was systematically 
circumventing Congress and directing 
settlement money to activist groups. 
This bill will help address that prob- 
lem. 

The power of the purse is one of Con- 
gress’ greatest tools to rein in the ex- 
ecutive branch and exercise oversight. 
It is no surprise, then, that this admin- 
istration would want to find a way 
around that oversight and grow its au- 
thority. In fact, in the last 2 years 
alone, the Department of Justice has 
funneled non-victim third-party groups 
as much as $880 million. 

The Department of Justice does this 
by collecting money from parties who 
have broken the law and then use that 
money to create a slush fund, rather 
than sending the money to the victims 
of the illicit activity. The Department 
of Justice allows the ‘‘donations’’—if 
that is what they are called—required 
under the settlements to count as a 
double credit against defendants’ pay- 
ment obligations. Interestingly, credit 
for direct relief to consumers is only 
counted as dollar for dollar, indicating 
the importance the Department of Jus- 
tice places on directing these funds to 
non-victim third-party groups. 

For example, the Department of Jus- 
tice negotiated settlement agreements 
to the tune of millions of dollars with 
major banks for misleading investors 
over mortgage-backed securities, well 
within what they are supposed to do. 
Then the Department of Justice said 
that banks, or other parties it has set- 
tled with, could meet some of their set- 
tlement obligations by making dona- 
tions to certain groups. The money 
goes to these groups partially under 
the guise that those groups would pro- 
vide services to the aggrieved parties. 
In reality, this practice directs funds 
away from victims and allows the De- 
partment of Justice to steer money to 
non-victim third-party groups, usually 
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administration friendly, 
motivated organizations. 

Additionally, the parties that receive 
these funds, these non-victim third- 
party organizations, aren’t a part of 
the case, they don’t represent the vic- 
tims, and aren’t subject to congres- 
sional oversight for the funds they re- 
ceive. Even if most of these groups 
weren’t activist groups, this would be a 
concerning scenario. 

The donations to third-party groups 
allow the Department of Justice to 
funnel money to friendly parties out- 
side of the appropriations process and 
outside congressional approval. Many 
of these third-party groups are unques- 
tionably political and certainly 
wouldn’t be considered nonpartisan by 
mutual observers. In fact, the mort- 
gage settlement cases, groups like the 
National Council of La Raza received 
more than $1 million in Department of 
Housing and Urban Development 
grants under the settlements. 

I don’t know about you, but I think 
that when DOJ requires a settlement, 
the funds should go back to the victims 
involved in the case, including victims 
back home in northeast Georgia. And if 
the victims cannot be found or if the 
problem cannot be directly rectified, 
then the settlement funds should go on 
to the Treasury so that Congress can 
appropriately decide how to use them. 

I don’t think it is acceptable to 
shortchange victims to benefit special 
interests and politically friendly third- 
party organizations, but that is exactly 
what the administration has been 
doing. The administration is trying to 
usurp the power of the purse through 
these settlement slush funds and has 
only gotten more confident that they 
can get away with it. 

Maybe even more troubling, despite 
repeated requests for more informa- 
tion, the Department of Justice is re- 
fusing to provide it. What little infor- 
mation has been provided indicates 
that groups that stood to gain from the 
mandatory donations actually lobbied 
DOJ to include them in settlements. 

Mr. Speaker, listen to what that 
says. Actually, one of the things that 
we have gained from this is the fact 
that the groups that stood to gain from 
these ‘‘mandatory’’ donations were lob- 
bying DOJ to get the money—not a 
party to the case, not a party to the 
victims, but wanting their cut of the 
pie. 

In at least one case, the Department 
of Justice restored funding to a pro- 
gram that Congress specifically cut. 
Congress cut funding in half for a 
Housing and Urban Development pro- 
gram known as the Housing Counseling 
Assistance Program. But after grant 
recipients of this program expressed 
their displeasure at the cuts, they re- 
ceived a helping hand from who else— 
the Department of Justice. 

The DOJ mortgage settlements en- 
sured that, despite congressional ac- 
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tion to the contrary, eliminating fund- 
ing for these groups would be restored. 
DOJ didn’t just stop at circumventing 
Congress’ funding authority in that 
case; instead, they directly violated 
the congressional intent. Again, a con- 
gressional oversight overstep misused 
because the agency decided it knew 
better than the elected representatives 
of the people. 

It is time to reassert congressional 
authority over this process so that 
hardworking folks are protected from 
more executive overreach and the sepa- 
ration of powers is restored. At a Judi- 
ciary hearing in May on this bill, Her- 
itage Foundation scholar Paul Larkin 
testified that ‘‘Congress identifies pre- 
cisely who may receive Federal funds.” 

That is what we do. I agree with him, 
but the Department of Justice’s settle- 
ment process in recent years undercuts 
that critical function of the separation 
of powers. That is why we have to act 
and why the underlying bill is so im- 
portant. 

The Stop Settlement Slush Funds 
Act prohibits settlement terms that re- 
quire donations to non-victim third 
parties. Importantly, the bill clarifies 
that payments that provide restitution 
for harm caused are not donations. 

Additionally, H.R. 5063 restores the 
separation of powers by establishing 
that settlement funds remaining after 
victims have been compensated are 
overseen by Congress. Rather than di- 
recting money outside the appropria- 
tions process, the bill returns the funds 
to the Treasury to remediate damages 
after victims have been taken care of. 

I urge everyone here today to think 
about their constituents who one day 
may be victims looking for restitution. 
I want to go home and tell those hard- 
working Georgians that I represent 
that I am making sure they are put 
first, not special interests. I hope that 
others will share that feeling by sup- 
porting the rule and the underlying 
bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I want to thank the 
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. COLLINS), 
my friend, for yielding me the cus- 
tomary 30 minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, this week, we return 
from 7 weeks away from the Capitol, 
the longest summer recess in modern 
times, and House Republicans continue 
to delay action on the most pressing 
issues facing our country, instead fo- 
cusing on issues that benefit special in- 
terests, and issues, quite frankly, that 
are going nowhere. 

I had hoped that after we all spent 
some time with our constituents over 
the summer recess, the priorities of 
this Republican leadership would 
change to reflect what the American 
people actually care about, but they 
haven’t. During our 252 days in ses- 
sion—which, by the way, includes 42 
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pro forma days where no legislative 
business was accomplished—we have 
voted on countless bills to repeal the 
Affordable Care Act, undermine finan- 
cial protections put in place by Dodd- 
Frank, and weaken environmental pro- 
tections. We are back on the floor this 
week to deregulate Wall Street, take 
away critical investor protections, and 
make it easier for those who break the 
law to get away without paying a fi- 
nancial price. 

Today’s rule provides for the consid- 
eration of a bill that eliminates public 
interest protections, creates needless 
litigation and delay, and imposes dra- 
conian penalties on Federal officials. It 
is a misinformed response to a non- 
existent problem, and just one more 
corporate giveaway by this Republican 
Congress. And, again, remember, it is 
going nowhere. 

This isn’t leadership, Mr. Speaker. It 
is like a recurring nightmare. While 
spending time on efforts that are noth- 
ing more than sound bites from my 
friends on the other side of the aisle to 
use on the campaign trail, this Repub- 
lican Congress has repeatedly ignored 
the calls of our constituents to act on 
issues they care about—issues that im- 
pact our communities, our neighbor- 
hoods, and our families. 

House Republicans continue to ob- 
struct meaningful action on the great- 
est public health crisis impacting our 
country. Almost 17,000 Americans, in- 
cluding nearly 1,600 pregnant women, 
are currently suffering from the Zika 
virus. This month, the Centers for Dis- 
ease Control and Prevention will run 
out of resources to fight Zika. In the 
words of Dr. Thomas Frieden of the 
CDC, “We need Congress to act.” 

For 7 months, President Obama and 
Democrats in Congress have urged the 
Republican leadership to take up and 
pass the administration’s emergency 
supplemental request. But instead of 
considering a bipartisan Zika funding 
bill, the Republican leadership in this 
House has, once again, caved to the 
most extreme faction of their con- 
ference to produce an inadequate, par- 
tisan bill loaded with poison pill off- 
sets. 

This is an emergency. We should 
treat it as such. But Republicans have 
spent months making excuses about 
why we don’t need to provide the full 
funding that our Nation’s public health 
experts say we need. We have had pub- 
lic health expert after public health ex- 
pert tell us that we need to act, and yet 
my Republican friends think they 
know better. They have brought to the 
floor legislation to undermine the 
Clean Water Act under the guise of 
containing the Zika virus. They have 
even insisted on poison pill riders that 
continue the Republican assault on 
women’s access to comprehensive 
health care, instead of bringing legisla- 
tion that is focused solely on pro- 
tecting American families from the 
terrible impacts of Zika. 
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House Republicans have blocked the 
full emergency resources needed to 
combat the Zika virus seven times, and 
left town for a 58-day recess without 
committing a dime to address this 
growing public health crisis. It is 
shameful. 

In addition to shirking our respon- 
sibilities on the Zika virus, this Repub- 
lican leadership has prevented action 
on other public health emergencies 
like the opiate crisis and the terrible 
tragedy in Flint, Michigan, and the 
epidemic of gun violence plaguing our 
communities. 

Congress passed a bill to address the 
opiate crisis and it was an important 
step, but we must do more. We need to 
pass a strong piece of legislation that 
actually funds our fight against the 
opiate crisis and gives State and local 
partners the resources they need to 
help so many of our communities that 
have been hit hard by this epidemic. 
Passing a bill that has all these nice 
statements in it and nice goals and not 
funding it, well, that is just a press re- 
lease, and that is about the extent of 
what this Congress has done to deal 
with this terrible opiate crisis. 

For 2 years, 100,000 people in Flint, 
Michigan, could not access safe water 
from their own faucets—100,000 people. 
For 2 years, hardworking Americans 
were denied the fundamental right of 
access to potable water. We are not 
talking about some tiny country half- 
way around the world. This has been 
happening right here in the United 
States of America. 

The Families of Flint Act, led by my 
friend and colleague, Congressman DAN 
KILDEE, would help the people of Flint, 
Michigan, recover from this man-made 
disaster that they are still dealing 
with; but this Congress is too busy 
wasting its time to even consider 
bringing this vitally important, non- 
controversial bill up for a vote. 

Where is the majority leadership on 
this? Why are they simply sitting back 
and allowing countless families in 
Flint to continue to be unable to turn 
on their faucets and receive the safe 
water that they need and, quite frank- 
ly, that should be a basic right in this 
country, the very same safe water that 
Speaker RYAN and so many of us take 
for granted? 

In fact, it was recently discovered 
that there were elevated levels of lead 
in the Cannon House Office Building. 
Congress has spared no expense in ad- 
dressing that issue, yet has failed to 
give the Families of Flint Act a single 
vote or hearing even in this Chamber. 
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This Republican Congress has failed 
Flint by refusing to adequately fund 
our water infrastructure for years, and 
we are failing them again by not pass- 
ing this commonsense legislation. 

While we have delayed action on a re- 
sponse to the Zika virus and to the cri- 
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sis in Flint, Michigan, House Repub- 
licans have also refused to act on bi- 
partisan, commonsense legislation to 
keep guns out of the hands of suspected 
terrorists and criminals. In fact, House 
Republicans have voted 24 times to 
block the no-fly, no-buy measure, 
which polls indicate is supported by 74 
percent of our constituents. They have 
blocked debate on legislation to expand 
and strengthen background checks. 

If you go to a licensed gun dealer, 
you have to go through a background 
check, but if you go to a gun show or 
if you buy a gun online, you don’t have 
to go through a background check. 
What sense does that make? Who could 
be against that? Yet they have voted 
time and time again to deny us the 
right to bring that to the floor. They 
have voted five times against lifting 
the 19-year-long ban on Federal re- 
search on gun violence. What is the Re- 
publican Congress so afraid of? 

We came back yesterday. I was look- 
ing through the press and was trying to 
figure out if, maybe, the Republican 
leadership in this House would actually 
do something about gun violence in 
order to protect the American people 
and to make sure that people who have 
a history of violent crime don’t have 
access to guns or that people who are 
dangerously, mentally ill don’t have 
access to guns. I thought, maybe, some 
of their constituents would kind of 
knock some common sense into their 
heads while they were on recess. 

But we come back, and what do we 
read? What is the Republican leader- 
ship’s response to all of this? 

They want to bring a resolution to 
the floor to punish Democrats for hav- 
ing the audacity to raise our voices in 
protest over the fact that we cannot 
even get a vote on any of these bills 
that we think could save lives. They 
want to punish us; they want to sanc- 
tion us; they want to condemn us be- 
cause we said that, in the greatest de- 
liberative body in the world, we ought 
to be able to deliberate. 

Apparently, the Republican leader- 
ship is outraged over what they say is 
a breach of decorum that shut down 
the Chamber for 25 hours because 
Democrats had a sit-in here in protest 
over the fact that we can’t bring any 
legislation up for a debate. They are 
outraged over that. That is where their 
outrage is. 

My question is: Where is the outrage 
over the 50 innocent civilians who were 
killed in Orlando? Where is the outrage 
over the 14 people who were killed in 
San Bernardino or over the 9 people 
who were killed in a church in Charles- 
ton, South Carolina? Is there any out- 
rage over that? Where is the outrage 
over the 27, mostly children, who were 
killed in Newtown, Connecticut, or 
over the 12 people who were killed in a 
movie theater in Aurora, Colorado, or 
the outrage over the 6 people who were 
killed in Tucson, Arizona, where our 
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former colleague, Gabby Giffords, was 
shot, or over the 32 people who were 
killed at Virginia Tech? 

Since my Republican friends have 
been in recess, over 4,000 Americans 
have been shot and killed in gun vio- 
lence in this country—over 4,000. Where 
is the outrage? The only outrage that 
my Republican friends seem to have is 
over the fact that Democrats have had 
the audacity to raise this question 
about maybe we should do something, 
maybe we can do something to protect 
our constituents. 

I say to my colleagues: We don’t need 
a slap on the wrist from the Republican 
leadership here. We need to reform our 
laws to ensure that guns are kept out 
of the wrong hands. 

Over 32,000 people in America die 
from gun violence each year—about 89 
people per day. If this isn’t a public 
health emergency, Mr. Speaker, I don’t 
know what is. 

But you come back, and this is what 
we are going to be debating on the 
House floor? Oh, my God. This is it? I 
mean the outrage, quite frankly, from 
the American people against the lead- 
ership of this House is over the fact 
that the Republican leaders have 
turned this place into a Congress in 
which trivial issues are debated pas- 
sionately and important ones not at 
all. Enough. Let’s do the people’s busi- 
ness. We are not doing it today, and I 
hope that my colleagues will recon- 
sider their agenda for the time we are 
back here and will actually do some- 
thing meaningful. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Let me just clarify, Mr. Speaker, why 
we are here. This is a rule for H.R. 5063, 
the Stop Settlement Slush Funds Act. 
One clarification as to what was just 
mentioned is that this bill does not 
allow any company to get off the hook. 
They are going through the process, 
and they are paying their fines. What 
we are trying to let off the hook here 
is the Department of Justice, which be- 
lieves that it is the arbitrator of the 
world to their own pet projects. 

Let’s get back to the basics of this 
bill. If we want to pontificate on the 
world, fine, then we can pontificate on 
the world; but let’s get back to the rule 
for today, for this moment, and do not 
tell stories that don’t exist. Congress— 
both sides—should decide that the De- 
partment of Justice should not be hav- 
ing a settlement of mandatory dona- 
tions to pet groups because they don’t 
get enough funding. How about they 
just go get another job instead of living 
off settlements from others when they 
are not the victims? 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I just 
say to my friend from Georgia that I 
am not pontificating; I am just ex- 
pressing frustration over the fact that 
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we are not doing anything of any con- 
sequence here on the House floor. This 
legislation that we are dealing with 
today—in fact, the legislation that we 
are going to deal with later in the 
week—is going nowhere. Yet we have a 
Zika crisis; we have a crisis in Flint, 
Michigan; and we have a crisis of peo- 
ple who are dying from gun violence in 
this country. For some reason, the Re- 
publicans who run this House can’t find 
the time to spend even 1 day talking 
about those things. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the 
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. PAS- 
CRELL). 

Mr. PASCRELL. I thank the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, and I thank the 
gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. Speaker, I am glad you had a lit- 
tle reference here: don’t allow compa- 
nies or corporations to avoid their re- 
sponsibilities. I want to speak to that 
issue. I think it is very, very, very crit- 
ical. 

Mr. Speaker, let’s not beat around 
the bush. We are on the floor today de- 
bating H.R. 5063 under the guise of ‘‘en- 
suring responsibility.” I mean, who 
would be against that? That is like 
apple pie. However, this bill is nothing 
more than a political exercise void of 
real reprimand for these practices, re- 
forms to the system, or redress to ac- 
tual victims. If that is what it did, I 
would be here supporting it. 

We have known for years of instances 
where deferred prosecution agreements 
have gotten out of hand. You don’t re- 
member those days? I will bring them 
back to you. 

When I tried to make modest reforms 
to improve the transparency of these 
agreements, I was rebuffed by Members 
on the other side of the aisle. They 
have short memories. They have selec- 
tive memories. Where was this outrage 
when I was screaming about seven de- 
ferred prosecution agreements with 
large medical device companies that 
were negotiated by New Jersey’s 
former United States Attorney Chris 
Christie? There is a name. 

One of the settlements allowed Bris- 
tol-Myers Squibb to avoid prosecution 
for securities fraud in exchange for a $5 
million donation to Mr. Christie’s law 
school alma mater; and I am listening 
to preaching over here and pontifi- 
cating about what is going on today 
about these groups that are lined up to 
get their money from the Justice De- 
partment. I didn’t hear one word—not 
one word. In fact, if the gentleman has 
a word to interject, I will hold on for 10 
seconds and listen. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. PASCRELL. I yield to the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, the chairman of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee has brought this issue up al- 
ready. If the gentleman does not know 
this, he needs to go back, and he can 
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see it. That is why this is a bipartisan 
issue. We can be together on this. 

Mr. PASCRELL. Reclaiming my 
time, Mr. Speaker, in all of the settle- 
ments, Chris Christie appointed polit- 
ical allies and supporters as monitors 
to oversee corporate compliance, which 
the gentleman is talking about, which 
netted those allies tens of millions of 
dollars. These allies then served as 
major donors to a political campaign 
account. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
the gentleman an additional 2 minutes. 

Mr. PASCRELL. Now, these arrange- 
ments were so problematic that they 
prompted the Department of Justice— 
we have selective memory—to issue a 
new guidance limiting prosecutors’ dis- 
cretion in reaching such agreements, 
and the Judiciary Committee held an 
oversight hearing in 2009. 

When Democrats tried to highlight 
the issue of using a public office to fun- 
nel large legal fees to cronies who then 
turned around and bankrolled cam- 
paigns, those on the other side said 
they did not see it for what it was— 
crony capitalism. They have heard the 
term before. Rather, they bent over 
backward to praise Mr. Christie and ac- 
cused Democrats of grasping for ways 
to embarrass a “rising Republican 
star.” Now that time has passed and a 
different administration is in charge, 
we are now hearing a different story, 
but very real issues with these prac- 
tices still remain. 

I agree that we need reforms, my 
friend from Georgia. I agree. I hope 
that my colleagues will take a look at 
the deferred prosecution agreements 
reform legislation that I, Mr. PALLONE, 
and Mr. COHEN have introduced. 

The issue here is not the government 
forcing companies to use deferred pros- 
ecution agreements to potentially di- 
vert funds away from helping victims 
when it comes to corporate malfea- 
sance. The more egregious issue is that 
firms have avoided prosecution to 
begin with. The little guy gets it in the 
neck, and the banks and the corpora- 
tions are never held accountable. The 
other side knows. The gentleman, my 
friend, has opened up a can of worms 
here—and I mean that sincerely. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has again ex- 
pired. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
the gentleman an additional 2 minutes. 

Mr. PASCRELL. We are on a roll 
here. 

Mr. Speaker, the Financial Crisis In- 
quiry Commission made recommenda- 
tions to the Department of Justice to 
criminally prosecute top executives at 
several large financial institutions, but 
we have yet to see a major Wall Street 
executive be criminally charged. That 
is criminal. You want to know what 
“criminal” is? That is criminal. So we 
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come here today, and I urge my col- 
leagues to oppose this bill. 

I don’t question the motivations of 
the sponsor, by the way. That is not 
my motive. We learned in March that 
the Financial Crisis Inquiry Commis- 
sion—I will repeat—recommended that 
the Department of Justice criminally 
prosecute. Nothing has been done. I 
have also written a letter to the chair- 
man of the Judiciary Committee. By 
the way, this is not partisan. Our own 
Justice Department hasn’t done any- 
thing either. 

I am being fair about this, but they 
have to look into this. They can’t come 
before us and tell us they are trying to 
save the little guy or the victims when 
they allow this and permit this to go 
on day in and day out when the banks 
never were held accountable. No one 
has ever been brought before a court. 
Hight years later, and we are here. 

Rather than wasting time on this 
fishing expedition, if the House really 
wants to ensure punishment is carried 
out and that the actual victims receive 
compensation, we need to actually ad- 
dress the root cause of the problem. 

Mr. Ranking Member, my friend from 
Georgia, we have to address the root 
problem. 
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Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

I appreciate the gentleman from New 
Jersey. I think the interesting thing is 
that I have listened to him—as he said, 
he is on a roll—and I think we are 
probably in more agreement than we 
are disagreeing here. 

I wasn’t here to—in fact, you said to 
“turn a blind eye.” This is a problem, 
and it doesn’t matter who is there. If it 
is a Republican, it is wrong; if it is a 
Democrat, it is wrong, Mr. Speaker. 
That is why we are here. 

I agree with the outrage. It shouldn’t 
happen, especially when you get into 
the fact that the Department of Jus- 
tice is actually taking money and put- 
ting money to departments and pro- 
grams that this Congress had cut fund- 
ing from. That is not right. I don’t care 
who the administration is; I don’t care 
who the President is. 

I agree with the gentleman from New 
Jersey. He makes a passionate argu- 
ment. Maybe you just need to come 
over here and help me out. We are 
making the right argument here. 

So the question now becomes—no 
matter where it comes from—and the 
interesting issue here is this shouldn’t 
be taking place, no matter who is over 
it. The problem is, and what I would 
love to ask is: Where has the Depart- 
ment of Justice been for the last 7 
years on any issue, for the most part? 
It has been very frustrating to both 
sides of the aisle. On this one, I actu- 
ally think we can find more agreement 
than we can find disagreement. 
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I appreciate the gentleman from New 
Jersey’s remarks because, frankly, this 
is what this does. It doesn’t let them 
off the hook. It just simply goes back 
to looking at these mandatory dona- 
tions which, again, party is irrelevant. 
This is not a role for the Department of 
Justice. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, can I 
inquire of the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. COLLINS) how many more speakers 
he has who want to speak on this bill 
on his side? I know the demand has 
been really great. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, they have been pulling at my coat- 
tails, but I think at this time they are 
going to hold back. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time to close. 

Mr. Speaker, let me put this in per- 
spective for everybody. We can have 
this conversation here and maybe peo- 
ple can do press releases after we have 
a vote on it, but I think we all know 
that this bill is going nowhere, and it 
is going nowhere fast. So we are essen- 
tially wasting our time, we are wasting 
taxpayer dollars, and we are doing so 
at a moment when we have some seri- 
ous challenges and serious crises facing 
our country. 

I mentioned gun violence. My friends 
don’t want to do anything about that; 
although, according to the press, they 
want to bring a resolution to slap our 
wrists. That is their outrage over all 
the gun violence that we have seen, the 
massacres that we have seen in this 
country. I find that stunning, quite 
frankly. I mean, it takes my breath 
away that, in the aftermath of all that 
has gone on, that that is the best they 
can do. Nonetheless, that is their solu- 
tion, and it is another waste of time. 

We have a crisis in Flint, Michigan, 
where people still can’t turn on their 
faucets. We are not talking about a 
country halfway around the world. We 
are talking about a community here in 
the United States of America where 
clean water ought to be a right, and 
yet we can’t seem to schedule the time 
to do anything to help solve that prob- 
lem. 

We passed a bill that had some good 
goals in it with regard to the opiate 
crisis that we are facing, but we 
haven’t passed any funding for it yet. 
So people can go back home and say, 
“Oh, we did something,” but really 
they didn’t, because a bill that sets out 
nice goals that doesn’t have any fund- 
ing really is nothing more than a press 
release. We are not talking about fund- 
ing for any of those priorities to deal 
with the opiate crisis. 

Then there is the Zika crisis, which 
is getting worse and worse and worse, 
and yet we can’t find the time this 
week to do anything about it. I find 
that appalling. 

Mr. Speaker, I am going to urge my 
colleagues to defeat the previous ques- 
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tion. If we defeat the previous ques- 
tion, I will offer an amendment to the 
rule to bring up legislation that fully 
funds the administration’s efforts to 
mount a robust and long-term response 
to the growing Zika crisis. 

The administration requested fund- 
ing 7 months ago, and the Republican 
majority has refused to consider legis- 
lation that would adequately address 
the seriousness of this situation. Due 
to Republican inaction, the adminis- 
tration has been forced to repurpose 
nearly $600 million dedicated to other 
pressing public health needs to stem 
the growing tide of this disaster. Guess 
what. That money is about to run out, 
and there are now nearly 17,000 cases of 
Zika in the United States and terri- 
tories. As CDC Director Frieden said, 
“The cupboard is bare.” The time for 
half measures and political posturing 
has long since passed. The time to act 
is now. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to insert the text of the amend- 
ment in the RECORD, along with extra- 
neous material immediately prior to 
the vote on the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McGOVERN. In conclusion, Mr. 
Speaker, I again appeal to the leader- 
ship of this House: Do something. Do 
something that will help somebody in 
this country. 

I get it. Elections are coming up, and 
everybody is engaged in political pos- 
turing. You know, we were elected to 
actually try to help people and help 
solve problems. 

I have to tell you, by any objective 
measure, the leadership of this House 
has failed. I mean, it has failed on 
Flint. It has failed on the Zika crisis. 
It has failed on gun violence. It has 
failed on confronting this opiate crisis. 
I can go on and on and on again. I can 
point to 70-plus times that we voted to 
repeal the Affordable Care Act. All of 
these messaging bills that were written 
in the basement of the Republican Con- 
gressional Campaign Committee, I 
guess you go back home and brag about 
those things, but at the end of the day, 
you haven’t done anything. 

I hope that in these few weeks that 
we are back before we recess again that 
maybe some common sense can prevail 
on the Republican side and we can ac- 
tually do something, something that 
will help all of our constituents, espe- 
cially with this Zika crisis. This is a 
crisis. If that doesn’t compel everybody 
to do something to provide the funding 
necessary to combat it, I mean, given 
what we have seen, then I don’t know 
what will move my Republican col- 
leagues. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
vote “no” and defeat the previous ques- 
tion, and then vote ‘‘no”’ on this rule to 
consider a bill that, quite frankly, is 
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going nowhere and is a waste of our 
time. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield myself the balance of my 
time. 

It is fairly amazing to me that we 
can actually find agreement, that we 
agree that this should not be hap- 
pening. The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts made this statement several 
times, and he said ‘‘this bill is going 
nowhere.” I would just ask him, Mr. 
Speaker, why not? If we want to find 
agreement and move forward, then, 
why not? 

Why wouldn’t a bill brought forward 
by this Congress that addresses a bi- 
partisan issue of Republican and Demo- 
crat abuses to a Department of Justice 
settlement program, why shouldn’t it 
move forward? Instead of saying it is a 
waste of time, instead of saying it is 
something we are just doing to get 
along and to not address real issues, 
this is a real issue. Why don’t we move 
it forward? Instead, we will posture. We 
will vote ‘‘no,’’ and we will complain 
about what we don’t want to have. Why 
not move it forward? 

We have heard from my friends 
across the aisle, the ones who came, 
two witnesses, that we agree on this. It 
should not be happening. Instead, this 
is a big issue. In fact, I believe it is the 
one issue right now that is percolating 
not only in our Presidential elections, 
but in our congressional elections. It is 
in our Senatorial elections. It is in our 
State elections. 

It is this understanding of the Amer- 
ican people that right now government 
is not working. Government is broken, 
the government that they grew up 
going to school with. As school has 
started back over the last month in 
Georgia—my home State, Mr. Speaker, 
and yours—up to New York where it 
starts tomorrow, they go to social 
studies and they learn about the 
Founders and they learn about the 
Constitution and they learn about 
three branches of government and how 
Congress does the bills and the appro- 
priating and how the executive branch 
carries those instructions out and how 
the judiciary comports that to the con- 
stitutionality of what we do. 

I cannot think of a better way than 
to live within those Founders’ frame- 
work and to say, ‘‘Why isn’t this bill 
going somewhere?” instead of Congress 
sitting back and letting the executive 
branch do whatever it wants to do, 
however it wants to do it just because 
they throw a tantrum because they 
don’t get their way. 

The bill does not protect people from 
getting away from the law. The bill 
does not keep people from being pros- 
ecuted. The bill does not keep punitive 
damages. Just go through the long list 
of what they have said, the list of 
horribles, that this would not do. It 
does not. It simply says you can’t 
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stroke your pet projects with money 
from ‘‘mandatory donations,” either 
side, Republican or Democrat. 

So tell me again, Mr. Speaker, why 
shouldn’t this bill go forward? We will 
have time to debate the rest. Well, why 
shouldn’t this bill go forward? Because 
it hits at the very frustration of the 
American people right now because 
what they see is not what they learned 
in those classrooms years ago. What 
they see is an executive branch that 
does whatever it wants to do, some- 
times under both parties. They see a 
Congress that doesn’t stand up for 
itself. 

As far as I am concerned, this Mem- 
ber will stand up for this institution 
and for the role that the Founders laid 
out for us. So H.R. 5063, the Stop Set- 
tlement Slush Funds Act, does what it 
says it will do, and I am proud to co- 
sponsor this bill. 

There are many things we get a 
chance to vote for. We can complain or 
we can vote. My recommendation is 
vote to move this forward. Vote “yes” 
on this rule. Vote ‘‘yes’’ on the under- 
lying bill. Instead of saying it ain’t 
going anywhere, then grab a hold of 
the shovel and say let’s try and make 
something work in this country. 

The material previously referred to 
by Mr. MCGOVERN is as follows: 

AN AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 843 OFFERED BY 

Mr. MCGOVERN 

At the end of the resolution, add the fol- 
lowing new sections: 

SEC. 2. Immediately upon adoption of this 
resolution the Speaker shall, pursuant to 
clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the House 
resolved into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for consider- 
ation of the bill (H.R. 5044) making supple- 
mental appropriations for fiscal year 2016 to 
respond to Zika virus. The first reading of 
the bill shall be dispensed with. All points of 
order against consideration of the bill are 
waived. General debate shall be confined to 
the bill and shall not exceed one hour equal- 
ly divided among and controlled by the chair 
and ranking minority member of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and the chair and 
ranking minority member of the Committee 
on the Budget. After general debate the bill 
shall be considered for amendment under the 
five-minute rule. All points of order against 
provisions in the bill are waived. At the con- 
clusion of consideration of the bill for 
amendment the Committee shall rise and re- 
port the bill to the House with such amend- 
ments as may have been adopted. The pre- 
vious question shall be considered as ordered 
on the bill and amendments thereto to final 
passage without intervening motion except 
one motion to recommit with or without in- 
structions. If the Committee of the Whole 
rises and reports that it has come to no reso- 
lution on the bill, then on the next legisla- 
tive day the House shall, immediately after 
the third daily order of business under clause 
1 of rule XIV, resolve into the Committee of 
the Whole for further consideration of the 
bill. 

SEC. 3. Clause 1(c) of rule XIX shall not 
apply to the consideration of H.R. 5044. 


THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT 
IT REALLY MEANS 

This vote, the vote on whether to order the 

previous question on a special rule, is not 
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merely a procedural vote. A vote against or- 
dering the previous question is a vote 
against the Republican majority agenda and 
a vote to allow the Democratic minority to 
offer an alternative plan. It is a vote about 
what the House should be debating. 

Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the 
House of Representatives (VI, 308-311), de- 
scribes the vote on the previous question on 
the rule as ‘ʻa motion to direct or control the 
consideration of the subject before the House 
being made by the Member in charge.” To 
defeat the previous question is to give the 
opposition a chance to decide the subject be- 
fore the House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s 
ruling of January 18, 1920, to the effect that 
“the refusal of the House to sustain the de- 
mand for the previous question passes the 
control of the resolution to the opposition”’ 
in order to offer an amendment. On March 
15, 1909, a member of the majority party of- 
fered a rule resolution. The House defeated 
the previous question and a member of the 
opposition rose to a parliamentary inquiry, 
asking who was entitled to recognition. 
Speaker Joseph G. Cannon (R-Illinois) said: 
“The previous question having been refused, 
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Fitz- 
gerald, who had asked the gentleman to 
yield to him for an amendment, is entitled to 
the first recognition.” 

The Republican majority may say ‘‘the 
vote on the previous question is simply a 
vote on whether to proceed to an immediate 
vote on adopting the resolution ... [and] 
has no substantive legislative or policy im- 
plications whatsoever.” But that is not what 
they have always said. Listen to the Repub- 
lican Leadership Manual on the Legislative 
Process in the United States House of Rep- 
resentatives, (6th edition, page 135). Here’s 
how the Republicans describe the previous 
question vote in their own manual: ‘‘Al- 
though it is generally not possible to amend 
the rule because the majority Member con- 
trolling the time will not yield for the pur- 
pose of offering an amendment, the same re- 
sult may be achieved by voting down the pre- 
vious question on the rule. ... When the 
motion for the previous question is defeated, 
control of the time passes to the Member 
who led the opposition to ordering the pre- 
vious question. That Member, because he 
then controls the time, may offer an amend- 
ment to the rule, or yield for the purpose of 
amendment.”’ 

In Deschler’s Procedure in the U.S. House 
of Representatives, the subchapter titled 
“Amending Special Rules” states: ‘‘a refusal 
to order the previous question on such a rule 
[a special rule reported from the Committee 
on Rules] opens the resolution to amend- 
ment and further debate.” (Chapter 21, sec- 
tion 21.2) Section 21.3 continues: ‘‘Upon re- 
jection of the motion for the previous ques- 
tion on a resolution reported from the Com- 
mittee on Rules, control shifts to the Mem- 
ber leading the opposition to the previous 
question, who may offer a proper amendment 
or motion and who controls the time for de- 
bate thereon.”’ 

Clearly, the vote on the previous question 
on a rule does have substantive policy impli- 
cations. It is one of the only available tools 
for those who oppose the Republican major- 
ity’s agenda and allows those with alter- 
native views the opportunity to offer an al- 
ternative plan. 


Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield back the balance of my time, 
and I move the previous question on 
the resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question. 
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The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 9 of rule XX, the Chair 
will reduce to 5 minutes the minimum 
time for any electronic vote on the 
question of adoption of the resolution. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 231, nays 
177, not voting 23, as follows: 


[Roll No. 481] 


on 


YEAS—231 
Abraham Granger Mulvaney 
Aderholt Graves (GA) Murphy (PA) 
Allen Graves (MO) Neugebauer 
Amash Griffith Newhouse 
Amodei Grothman Noem 
Babin Guinta Nunes 
Barletta Guthrie Olson 
Barr Hanna Palmer 
Barton Hardy Paulsen 
Benishek Harper Pearce 
Bilirakis Harris Perry 
Bishop (MI) Hartzler Pittenger 
Black Heck (NV) Pitts 
Blackburn Hensarling Poe (TX) 
Blum Herrera Beutler Poliquin 
Bos Hice, Jody B. Pompeo 
Brady (TX) Hill Posey 
Bra Holding Price, Tom 
Bridenstine Hudson Ratcliffe 
Brooks (AL) Huelskamp Reed 
Brooks (IN) Huizenga (MI) Renacci 
Buchanan Hultgren Ribble 
Buck Hunter Rice (SC) 
Bucshon Hurd (TX) Rigell 
Burgess Hurt (VA) Roby 
Byrne Issa Roe (TN) 
Carson (IN) Jenkins (KS) Rogers (AL) 
Carter (GA) Jenkins (WV) Rogers (KY) 
Carter (TX) Johnson (OH) Rohrabacher 
Chabot Jolly Rokita 
Chaffetz Jones Rooney (FL) 
Coffman Jordan Ros-Lehtinen 
Cole Joyce Roskam 
Collins (GA) Katko Rothfus 
Collins (NY) Kelly (MS) Rouzer 
Comstock Kelly (PA) Royce 
Conaway King (IA) Salmon 
Cook King (NY) Sanford 
Costello (PA) Kinzinger (IL) Scalise 
Cramer Kline Schweikert 
Crawford Knight Scott, Austin 
Crenshaw Labrador Sensenbrenner 
Culberson LaHood Sessions 
Curbelo (FL) LaMalfa Shimkus 
Davidson Lamborn Shuster 
Davis, Rodney Lance Simpson 
Denham Latta Smith (MO) 
Dent LoBiondo Smith (NE) 
DeSantis Long Smith (NJ) 
Diaz-Balart Loudermilk Smith (TX) 
Dold Love Stefanik 
Donovan Lucas Stewart 
Duffy Luetkemeyer Stivers 
Duncan (SC) Lummis Stutzman 
Duncan (TN) MacArthur Thompson (PA) 
Ellmers (NC) Marchant Thornberry 
Emmer (MN) Marino Tiberi 
Farenthold Massie Tipton 
Fincher McCarthy Trott 
Fitzpatrick McCaul Turner 
Fleischmann McClintock Upton 
Fleming McHenry Wagner 
Flores MeMorris Walberg 
Forbes Rodgers Walden 
Fortenberry McSally Walker 
Foxx Meadows Walorski 
Franks (AZ) Meehan Walters, Mimi 
Frelinghuysen Messer Weber (TX) 
Garrett Mica Webster (FL) 
Gibbs Miller (FL) Wenstrup 
Gibson Miller (MI) Westerman 
Goodlatte Moolenaar Westmoreland 
Gosar Mooney (WV) Williams 
Gowdy Mullin Wilson (SC) 


Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 


Adams 
Aguilar 
Ashford 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 
F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Enge 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 


Bishop (UT) 
Boustany 
Brown (FL) 
Calvert 
Clawson (FL) 
DesJarlais 
Duckworth 
Gohmert 


Yoho 

Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 


NAYS—177 


Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
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Zeldin 
Zinke 


Napolitano 

Neal 

Nolan 

Norcross 

O’Rourke 

Pallone 

Pascrell 

Payne 

Pelosi 

Perlmutter 

Peters 

Peterson 

Pingree 

Pocan 

Polis 

Quigley 

Rangel 

Rice (NY) 

Richmond 

Roybal-Allard 

Ruiz 

Ruppersberger 

Ryan (OH) 

Sanchez, Linda 
E 

Sarbanes 

Schakowsky 

Schiff 

Schrader 

Scott (VA) 

Scott, David 

Serrano 

Sewell (AL) 

Sherman 

Sires 

Slaughter 

Smith (WA) 

Speier 

Swalwell (CA) 

Takano 

Thompson (CA) 

Thompson (MS) 

Titus 

Tonko 

Torres 

Tsongas 

Van Hollen 

Vargas 

Veasey 

Vela 

Velázquez 

Visclosky 

Walz 

Wasserman 
Schultz 

Waters, Maxine 

Watson Coleman 

Welch 

Wilson (FL) 

Yarmuth 


NOT VOTING—23 


Graves (LA) 
Johnson, Sam 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
McKinley 
Nugent 
Palazzo 

Price (NC) 
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Reichert 

Ross 

Rush 

Russell 

Sanchez, Loretta 
Sinema 

Valadao 


Mr. MOULTON, Mrs. DINGELL, and 
Mr. ELLISON changed their vote from 
“yea” to “nay.” 

So the previous question was ordered. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

Stated for: 

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, on 
rollcall No. 481, | was detained discussing 
flood recovery efforts in Louisiana. Had | been 
present, | would have voted “yes.” 
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Mr. VALADAO. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 
481 | missed the vote because my meeting 
with constituents about very important trans- 
portation, agriculture, air quality, and grant 
issues went longer than scheduled. Had | 
been present, | would have voted “aye.” 

Stated against: 

Mr. CARSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, dur- 
ing rollcall Vote No. 481 on the previous ques- 
tion, | mistakenly recorded my vote as “yea” 
when | should have voted “nay.” 


1345 


(By unanimous consent, Mr. GRAVES 
of Louisiana was allowed to speak out 


of order.) 
MOMENT OF SILENCE FOR VICTIMS OF LOUISIANA 
FLOODS 
Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 


Speaker, for the last 2 weeks, many 
across our Nation have been preparing 
the children for school. They have been 
preparing to end their summer vaca- 
tion. 

In our home State of Louisiana, near- 
ly 500,000 of our citizens have been af- 
fected by a 1,000-year flood event, caus- 
ing extraordinary ruin for our families 
and businesses, everything inundated. 
Everything that people own—family 
heirlooms, photo albums, hard disk 
drives, and generations of work—has 
been destroyed. We lost 13 of our fellow 
citizens, at least, with more perhaps to 
be found. 

Today, hundreds of thousands across 
south Louisiana are sifting through 
what remains of their belongings, fac- 
ing imminent and extraordinary finan- 
cial decisions and life-altering deci- 
sions. We stand here in this Chamber 
today, as their representatives, and ask 
you to join us in a moment of silence 
and to keep them in our prayers. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem- 
bers will stand for a moment of silence. 

Without objection, 5-minute voting 
will continue. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
question is on the resolution. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I de- 
mand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
will be a 5-minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 231, noes 178, 
not voting 22, as follows: 

[Roll No. 482] 


The 


This 


AYES—231 
Abraham Bishop (UT) Buck 
Aderholt Black Burgess 
Allen Blackburn Byrne 
Amash Blum Carter (GA) 
Amodei Bost Carter (TX) 
Babin Brady (TX) Chabot 
Barr Brat Chaffetz 
Barton Bridenstine Coffman 
Benishek Brooks (AL) Cole 
Bilirakis Brooks (IN) Collins (GA) 


Bishop (MI) Buchanan Collins (NY) 
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Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 

Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 

Hurd (TX) 
Issa 

Jenkins (KS) 


Adams 
Aguilar 
Ashford 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 
F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 


Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Jolly 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Katko 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 


NOES—178 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
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Renacci 
Ribble 

Rice (SC) 
Rigell 

Roby 

Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 

Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 

Yoho 

Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 

Zinke 


Doyle, Michael 
P 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 


Honda Maloney, Sean Sánchez, Linda 
Hoyer Matsui T 
Huffman McCollum Sarbanes 
Israel McDermott Schakowsky 
Jackson Lee McGovern Schiff 
Jeffries McNerney Schrader 
Toinaon Ga Meeks Zo ee 

ohnson, E. B. Meng cott, Davi 
Kaptur Moore Serrano 
Keating Moulton Sewell (AL) 
Kelly (IL) Murphy (FL) Sherman 
Kennedy Nadler Sires 

g Neal 4 
Kind : Nolan Speier 
Kirkpatrick N Swalwell (CA) 
Kuster eee oss Takano 

i O’Rourke 

Langevin Pallone Thompson (CA) 
Larsen (WA) Pascrell Thompson (MS) 
Larson (CT) P Titus 
Lawrence ayne Tonko 
Lee Pelosi Torres 
Levin Perlmutter Tsongas 
Lewis Peters Van Hollen 
Lipinski Peterson Vargas 
Loebsack Pingree Veasey 
Lofgren ae Vela 
Lowenthal olis Velazquez 
Lowey Quigley Visclosky 
Lujan Grisham Rangel Walz 

(NM) Rice (NY) Wasserman 
Lujan, Ben Ray Richmond Schultz 

(NM) Roybal-Allard Watson Coleman 
Lynch Ruiz Welch 
Maloney, Ruppersberger Wilson (FL) 

Carolyn Ryan (OH) Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—22 

Barletta Hurt (VA) Rooney (FL) 
Boustany Johnson, Sam Ross 
Brown (FL) Lieu, Ted Rush 
Bucshon McKinley Sanchez, Loretta 
Calvert Nugent Sinema 
Clawson (FL) Palazzo Waters, Maxine 
DesJarlais Price (NC) 
Duckworth Reichert 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain- 
ing. 
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So the resolution was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

Stated for: 

Mr. ROONEY of Florida. Mr. Speaker, on 
rollcall No. 482, | was unavoidably detained. 
Had | been present, | would have voted “aye.” 

Mr. BUCSHON. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 
482, | was unavoidably detained. Had | been 
present, | would have voted “aye.” 

Mr. HURT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, | was 
not present for rollcall Vote No. 482 On Agree- 
ing to the Resolution Providing for consider- 
ation of H.R. 5063, the Stop Settlement Slush 
Funds Act of 2016. Had | been present, | 
would have voted “yes.” 


AUTHORIZING THE USE OF THE 
CAPITOL GROUNDS FOR THE DIS- 
TRICT OF COLUMBIA SPECIAL 
OLYMPICS LAW ENFORCEMENT 
TORCH RUN 


Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table the concurrent resolu- 
tion (H. Con. Res. 131) authorizing the 
use of the Capitol Grounds for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia Special Olympics 
Law Enforcement Torch Run, and ask 
for its immediate consideration in the 
House. 
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The Clerk read the title of the con- 
current resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 

The text of the concurrent resolution 
is as follows: 

H. CoN. RES. 131 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the 

Senate concurring), 


SECTION 1. AUTHORIZATION OF USE OF CAPITOL 
GROUNDS FOR D.C. SPECIAL OLYM- 
PICS LAW ENFORCEMENT TORCH 
RUN. 


On September 30, 2016, or on such other 
date as the Speaker of the House of Rep- 
resentatives and the Committee on Rules 
and Administration of the Senate may joint- 
ly designate, the 31st annual District of Co- 
lumbia Special Olympics Law Enforcement 
Torch Run (in this resolution referred to as 
the ‘‘event’’) may be run through the Capitol 
Grounds to carry the Special Olympics torch 
to honor local Special Olympics athletes. 


SEC. 2. RESPONSIBILITY OF CAPITOL POLICE 
BOARD. 


The Capitol Police Board shall take such 
actions as may be necessary to carry out the 
event. 


SEC. 3. CONDITIONS RELATING TO PHYSICAL 
PREPARATIONS. 


The Architect of the Capitol may prescribe 
conditions for physical preparations for the 
event. 

SEC. 4. ENFORCEMENT OF RESTRICTIONS. 

The Capitol Police Board shall provide for 
enforcement of the restrictions contained in 
section 5104(c) of title 40, United States Code, 
concerning sales, advertisements, displays, 
and solicitations on the Capitol Grounds, as 
well as other restrictions applicable to the 
Capitol Grounds, in connection with the 
event. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed 
to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


EE 


STOP SETTLEMENT SLUSH FUNDS 
ACT OF 2016 


GENERAL LEAVE 


Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re- 
marks and include extraneous mate- 
rials on H.R. 5063. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to House Resolution 843 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consider- 
ation of the bill, H.R. 5063. 

The Chair appoints the gentleman 
from Utah (Mr. STEWART) to preside 
over the Committee of the Whole. 


1400 
IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
Accordingly, the House resolved 


itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
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consideration of the bill (H.R. 5063) to 
limit donations made pursuant to set- 
tlement agreements to which the 
United States is a party, and for other 
purposes, with Mr. STEWART in the 
chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the 
bill is considered read the first time. 

The gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 
GOODLATTE) and the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. JOHNSON) each will con- 
trol 30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Virginia. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Two years ago, the House Judiciary 
Committee commenced a pattern or 
practice investigation into the Justice 
Department’s mortgage lending settle- 
ments. We found that the Department 
of Justice is systematically subverting 
Congress’ spending power by requiring 
settling parties to donate money to ac- 
tivist groups. 

In just the last 2 years, the Depart- 
ment of Justice has directed nearly $1 
billion to third parties entirely outside 
of Congress’ spending and oversight au- 
thorities. Of that, over half a billion 
has already been disbursed or is com- 
mitted to being disbursed. In some 
cases, these mandatory donation provi- 
sions reinstate funding Congress spe- 
cifically cut. 

The spending power is one of Con- 
gress’ most effective tools in reining in 
the executive branch. This is true no 
matter which party is in the White 
House. A Democrat-led Congress passed 
the Cooper-Church amendment to end 
the Vietnam War. More recently, bipar- 
tisan funding restrictions blocked lav- 
ish salary and conference spending by 
Federal agencies and grantees. This 
policy control is lost if the executive 
gains authority over spending. 

Serious people on both sides of the 
aisle understand this. A former Deputy 
Assistant Attorney General for the Of- 
fice of Legal Counsel in the Clinton ad- 
ministration warned in 2009 that the 
Department of Justice has ‘‘the ability 
to use settlements to circumvent the 
appropriations authority of Congress.” 

In 2008, a top Republican Department 
of Justice official restricted mandatory 
donation provisions because they ‘‘can 
create actual or perceived conflicts of 
interest and/or other ethical issues.” 

Any objections to this bill would be 
unfounded. Whether the beneficiaries 
of these donations are worthy entities 
is entirely beside the point. The Con- 
stitution grants Congress the power to 
decide how money is spent, not the De- 
partment of Justice. 

This is not some esoteric point. It 
goes to the heart of the Constitution’s 
separation of powers and Congress’ 
ability to rein in executive overreach 
in practice. 

Nor does the bill restrict prosecu- 
torial discretion. That discretion per- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


tains to the decision to prosecute. Set- 
ting penalties and remedial policy is 
the proper purview of Congress. 

Opponents’ central concern is that 
there may be cases of generalized harm 
to communities that cannot be ad- 
dressed by restitution, but this misses 
the fundamental point. The Depart- 
ment of Justice has authority to ob- 
tain redress for victims. Federal law 
defines victims to be those ‘‘directly 
and proximately harmed’’ by a defend- 
ant’s acts. 

Once those victims have been com- 
pensated, deciding what to do with ad- 
ditional funds extracted from defend- 
ants becomes a policy question prop- 
erly decided by elected Representatives 
in Congress, not agency bureaucrats or 
prosecutors. It is not that DOJ officials 
will always be funding bad projects. It 
is that, outside of compensating actual 
victims, it is not their decision to 
make. 

Rather than suspend the practice of 
mandatory donations in response to 
these bipartisan concerns, the Depart- 
ment of Justice has doubled down. In 
April 2016, a major DOJ bank settle- 
ment required $240 million in financing 
and/or donations toward affordable 
housing. 

DOJ’s June 2016 settlement with 
Volkswagen requires a $2 billion pay- 
ment to fund the administration’s 
green energy agenda. This payment 
cannot be justified as remedial because 
the settlement states explicitly that a 
separate $2.7 billion payment is in- 
tended to fully mitigate the harm 
caused. 

It is time for Congress to end this 
abuse. The Stop Settlement Slush 
Funds Act of 2016 bars mandatory do- 
nation terms in DOJ settlements. It is 
a bipartisan bill. It makes clear that 
payments to provide restitution for ac- 
tual harm directly caused, including 
harm to the environment, are per- 
mitted. 

Do not be fooled by opponents’ scare 
tactics. They claim that the legislation 
could prohibit conduct remedies used 
in settlements covering workplace dis- 
crimination, harassment, and con- 
sumer privacy. The bill does not pre- 
clude such remedies. Nothing bars DOJ 
from requiring a defendant to imple- 
ment workplace training and moni- 
toring programs. 

The ban on third-party payments 
merely ensures that the defendant re- 
mains responsible for performing these 
remedies itself, and is not required to 
outsource such set sums for the work 
to third parties who might be friendly 
with a given administration. 

This bill addresses an institutional 
issue. That is one reason similar lan- 
guage passed the House last year by 
voice vote. I thank all of the bill’s co- 
sponsors, and I urge the bill’s passage. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Chair- 
man, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 


September 7, 2016 


Mr. Chair, the Stop Settlement Slush 
Funds Act of 2016, H.R. 5063, would re- 
move an important civil enforcement 
tool available to agencies to hold cor- 
porations accountable for the general 
harm caused by unlawful conduct. 

H.R. 5063 would have potentially dis- 
astrous, unintended consequences on 
the remediation of generalized harms 
in civil enforcement actions like the 
one that the chairman just noted at 
the very beginning of his speech. He 
talked about mortgage lending settle- 
ments that the Department of Justice 
had obtained after filing suit in court 
against Wall Street bankers who took 
billions of dollars in equity, home eq- 
uity, from Americans throughout the 
country by way of predatory lending 
instruments, which blew up in their 
faces; caused the Wall Street melt- 
down. Wall Street got bailed out. 

The American people who had these 
mortgages that then were underwater 
lost their homes, so the Department of 
Justice sued, and this is what this leg- 
islation seeks to get at. 

My friends on the other side of the 
aisle don’t want the common people of 
this country to have the protection of 
government. They want a government 
that is hands off; let the private sector, 
let the free market work its will. No 
rules. Whatever will be will be. The 
bottom line is the rich get richer and 
the poor get poorer; and this legisla- 
tion would work to enforce that eco- 
nomic philosophy that is held so dear 
by my friends on the other side of the 
aisle. 

So these mortgage lending settle- 
ments, the DOJ sued the big banks. 
The big banks came to the table and 
decided to settle. As a result of the set- 
tlement, there were directives that 
were agreed to by the Wall Street 
banks, that they would give money to 
certified HUD counseling agencies. 

Those agencies have done a good job 
of helping people who have not lost 
their homes continue to stay in their 
homes, to get their mortgages refi- 
nanced, to get their situation in order, 
to give them the ability to hold on to 
their homes after they had lost their 
jobs and were unable to pay the mort- 
gage for a number of months. These 
housing counseling agencies were able 
to be effective at keeping people in 
their homes, but my friends on the 
other side of the aisle, they don’t want 
to have any part of that because it is 
costing their friends on Wall Street 
money. 

This same settlement that the chair- 
man excoriated in his presentation just 
a minute ago, it gave money to State- 
based legal aid firms that were about 
helping people to avoid foreclosure, 
helping the very people that these 
banks stole from and hurt. So this is 
what they want to stop, and they cloak 
it in the—they say that Congress 
should be the one to appropriate 
money, and that is true. 
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There is nothing about Article I, the 
legislative branch, Congress, that is a 
part of the lawsuit that the Justice De- 
partment, an Article II body, would file 
in a Federal court, an Article III court, 
that results in a settlement. There is 
no legislative implication in that 
whatsoever. There is no appropriations 
from the legislature. 

What it is is a court-enforced trans- 
fer of the very wealth that was stolen 
from the people, back to the people, by 
way of these agencies, which my col- 
league refers to as activist, third-party 
entities. Well, these are third-party en- 
tities that are acting on behalf of the 
very people who have been harmed. 

What this legislation seeks to do is 
to take away the ability of the Justice 
Department to obtain a settlement to 
help people who have been harmed, and 
then would force the money to come 
into the hands of the legislative branch 
so that the legislative branch could 
then appropriate it. And we know that 
this legislative branch controlled by 
the other side of the aisle is not inter- 
ested in helping people who lost their 
homes due to Wall Street fraud. 

So that is what this legislation is all 
about, and it comes at a time when we 
have people who are afflicted with the 
Zika virus. We can’t even pass legisla- 
tion in this Chamber that would get at 
that public health emergency, which is 
right here on our doorstep where it is 
in the House now. 

This is an emergency. We have al- 
most 2,000 babies born having been af- 
flicted with the Zika virus. It’s going 
to take $10 million for the remainder of 
their lives, average, to take care of 
them. That is $2 billion right there. 

The President has come to us, 
months ago, requesting $1.9 billion— 
less than the $2 billion—to fund oper- 
ations to get at this Zika virus, to pre- 
vent it from taking hold, and we can’t 
even pass it in this Congress because 
we are too busy passing bills to help 
Wall Street. 

That is not what the American peo- 
ple want. That is not what the Amer- 
ican people need. I ask my colleagues 
to vote against this legislation. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself 30 seconds to respond to 
the gentleman from Georgia and say 
that no one gets off the hook; not Wall 
Street, not anybody in this legislation. 

All we are saying is that if money 
goes, as a fine, it should either be paid 
into the general Treasury, as required 
by the law, or to actual victims of the 
wrongdoing by the parties. And if it is 
paid into the general Treasury, the 
Constitution requires that it be paid, 
that it be appropriated by this Con- 
gress, not by bureaucrats and prosecu- 
tors at the Department of Justice. 

At this time, it is my pleasure to 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. HENSARLING), the chairman 
of the Financial Services Committee 
and a great leader on this issue. 
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Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, our Constitution is 
under assault, so I rise today in sup- 
port of H.R. 5063, the Stop Settlement 
Slush Funds Act. A nearly 2-year-long 
investigation jointly conducted by the 
Financial Services Committee, which I 
have the privilege of chairing, and the 
Judiciary Committee, chaired by Mr. 
GOODLATTE, the sponsor of this legisla- 
tion, has shockingly revealed that the 
so-called Justice Department is not 
only pushing, but even requiring some 
defendants in settlements to send the 
fines not to victims, not to the U.S. 
Treasury, but, instead, to political al- 
lies of the Obama administration. 

As one commentator wrote: ‘‘Imagine 
if the President of the United States 
forced America’s biggest banks to fun- 
nel hundreds of millions—and poten- 
tially billions—of dollars to the cor- 
porations and lobbyists who supported 
his agenda.”’ 

Mr. Chairman, there is nothing to 
imagine. It is real. It is happening. Mr. 
Chairman, our committees’ investiga- 
tion uncovered that the Obama Justice 
Department has done exactly this. 
They have used mandatory—manda- 
tory—donations to direct as much as 
$880 million to political organizations 
that just so happen to be allies of the 
Obama administration. 

Now, I might expect to see such a 
corrupt practice in a place like Russia, 
but in the United States of America? 
How can this possibly be legal? 

These payments occur entirely out- 
side of the transparent and accountable 
congressional appropriations and over- 
sight process—a clear violation of Con- 
gress’ Article I power of the purse, ac- 
cording to Article I, section 9 of our 
Constitution. By allowing for direct 
payments to nonvictim, third-party po- 
litical organizations, the Justice De- 
partment is trampling upon the Con- 
stitution, threatening due process, 
threatening separation of powers, and 
threatening checks and balances. Mr. 
Chairman, there is simply no justice to 
be found in the Obama Justice Depart- 
ment. 

I also note the sheer hypocrisy of 
what the Obama administration is 
doing while self-righteously claiming 
to be ‘‘tough on the big banks” and all 
for “protecting consumers,” the Obama 
Justice Department’s special deals for 
big banks actually give the big banks 
double credit or more toward their pen- 
alties for each ‘‘donation’’ made to po- 
litical allies. This means these big 
banks could erase, potentially, hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars in Federal 
penalties this way, not to mention 
avoid giving the money to actual vic- 
tims. 

Using cash to reward your political 
allies instead of helping victims who 
have been genuinely wronged is the 
epitome of what is unfair and wrong 
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about this administration. Mr. Chair- 
man, I urge all Members—all Mem- 
bers—to protect the Constitution and 
to vote for H.R. 5063, the Stop Settle- 
ment Slush Funds Act. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Chair- 
man, the last speaker spoke about how 
the banks, Wall Street banks, are able 
to get a break from the executive 
branch when they pay out these settle- 
ments, but those are matters of legisla- 
tive action that has been passed by this 
Congress which coddles the banks and 
puts them in a position where they just 
simply can’t lose. When it comes to 
these fines, as they call it, these are 
not fines. These are settlement 
amounts that are going to help the vic- 
tims. They are not going to play poli- 
tics anywhere. These are funds that are 
directed to entities which help the vic- 
tims of the Wall Street excesses. So I 
want to make that clear. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 3 minutes to 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
NADLER). 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
strong opposition to the so-called Stop 
Settlement Slush Funds Act. 

The Republican majority likes to put 
creative names on their legislation, but 
what they call slush funds are really 
voluntary settlements between the 
government and corporate wrongdoers. 
These settlements sometimes include 
payments to third parties to address 
the generalized harms caused by cor- 
porate bad actors. But this bill would 
prohibit any payments to a third party 
unless the funds would be used to help 
only the people directly harmed by the 
defendants, not those who may have 
been harmed on a broader level by 
their actions. This is unnecessarily 
narrow and restrictive when trying to 
address the harm inflicted by corporate 
wrongdoers. 

Furthermore, the bill would restrict 
the flexibility of the government to re- 
solve claims and make it harder to as- 
sist broad categories of people who are 
hurt by corporate malfeasance. For ex- 
ample, in the wake of the mortgage 
foreclosure crisis, the Department of 
Justice sued several big banks respon- 
sible for egregious misconduct that 
threw millions of people out of their 
homes and put millions more in peril, 
while the banks reaped massive profits. 
The banks agreed to resolve their 
claims by paying record-setting fines 
to the government in recognition of 
the tremendous damage they had 
caused. Under well-established legal 
authority, some of these settlements 
also included payments to certain com- 
munity organizations responsible for 
assisting homeowners and the commu- 
nities devastated by the foreclosure 
crisis caused by the banks. 

These payments have had a dramatic 
effect. In New York State, thanks to 
the consumer relief funds from these 
settlements, more than 60,000 people 
have received housing counseling and 
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legal services free of charge over the 
last 4 years. Almost one-third of these 
homeowners have consequently re- 
ceived a mortgage modification or have 
one pending. 

Other funds have gone to support 
community development institutions 
like land banks, which are nonprofit 
organizations formed by local and 
county governments. These land banks 
help cities address vacant and aban- 
doned properties known as zombie 
homes, zombie homes that were cre- 
ated by the foreclosure crisis caused by 
the malfeasance of the big banks. Land 
banks acquire these properties, secure 
them, and rehabilitate them for resale 
as affordable housing, thereby increas- 
ing the tax rolls, reducing crime, and 
preserving property values for neigh- 
boring homeowners and undoing some 
of the damage done by the malfeasance 
of the banks. In just the last 3 years, 
land banks in New York have acquired 
more than 1,300 vacant and abandoned 
properties. 

Mr. Chairman, homeowners and cit- 
ies are still struggling with the after- 
math of the foreclosure crisis, and the 
third-party donations included in legal 
settlements have proven vital in help- 
ing those directly affected and those 
secondarily harmed by the banks’ ac- 
tions. These payments were mutually 
agreed-upon terms in a legal settle- 
ment, but Republicans call them slush 
funds. They went to nationally recog- 
nized community organizations or lo- 
cally important community organiza- 
tions doing important work to help 
homeowners in crisis, in crisis because 
of the actions by the malefactor banks. 

The majority sneers and calls these 
organizations activist groups. The ma- 
jority was so outraged by these pay- 
ments that they launched a burden- 
some investigation that yielded not a 
single shred of evidence of any wrong- 
doing by anyone. I don’t know what the 
majority calls that, but I call it a 
waste of time. 

Mr. Chairman, this legislation is a 
waste of time, too, and I urge my col- 
leagues to vote ‘‘no.”’ 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself 1 minute to respond to the 
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. JOHN- 
SON), who would not yield but who con- 
tinues to claim that this legislation 
helps these major financial institutions 
while he defends the Justice Depart- 
ment, which enters into agreements 
with these financial institutions that 
owe hundreds of millions of dollars—in 
many instances, billions of dollars—to 
the Treasury in fines as a result of 
these settlements, but say if you give 
money to our preferred third-party 
group that wasn’t even injured as a 
part of this process, if you give the 
money to them instead of to the gov- 
ernment, instead of to the taxpayers, 
instead of to the general Treasury, we 
will give you $2 off for every $1 you 
give them, $2 off the fine for every $1 
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you give them, $2 million off the fine 
for every $1 million you give them. 

It adds up pretty quickly, but the 
taxpayers are the ones taking a bath 
here. Guess who benefits. Those big 
banks that he says we are protecting? 
No. The Justice Department is pro- 
tecting them, and this is why we need 
this legislation. It is the Congress that 
appropriates funds, not the bureaucrats 
and prosecutors in the Department of 
Justice. 

Mr. Chairman, it is my pleasure to 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. MARINO), the chair- 
man of the Regulatory Reform, Com- 
mercial and Antitrust Law Sub- 
committee. 

Mr. MARINO. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the chairman for the time and his lead- 
ership throughout the committee’s in- 
vestigation and as we have moved this 
important piece of legislation to the 
floor. 

The Stop Settlement Slush Funds 
Act focuses on accountability and gov- 
ernance. As we have heard here, this 
bill is the product of a nearly 2-year- 
long House Judiciary Committee inves- 
tigation into the Department of Jus- 
tice’s settlement practices. During 
that time, the Department of Justice 
has funneled nearly $1 billion of this 
settlement money to third-party 
groups that benefit this administra- 
tion. But under Federal law—under 
Federal law—all money obtained 
through Department of Justice settle- 
ments must be deposited directly to 
the Treasury. 

Our concerns are not with the serv- 
ices provided by the groups receiving 
the money. They provide worthy serv- 
ices to individuals in need across the 
country. Nor are our concerns along 
party lines. Good governance and ac- 
countability apply to Republican and 
Democratic administrations alike. 

This piece of legislation focuses on 
concerted and repeated actions that 
have subverted the will of Congress, 
disrespected our separation of powers, 
and failed to assist the individuals di- 
rectly harmed by the behavior war- 
ranting the settlements. The Judiciary 
Committee’s investigation has revealed 
that entities with access to high-rank- 
ing Department of Justice officials re- 
ceived the funds. 

The Stop Settlement Slush Funds 
Act will end this practice without lim- 
iting the Department of Justice’s abil- 
ity to reach settlements that directly 
provide restitution to those harmed. It 
does not block the ability to provide 
restitution for victims. Instead, it en- 
sures that money belonging to the U.S. 
Treasury and, therefore, to the Amer- 
ican people is not siphoned off for the 
pet projects of political appointees. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues 
to support good governance, account- 
ability, and the powers granted to Con- 
gress and vote ‘‘yes.”’ 

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Chair- 
man, I just can’t believe what I heard 
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the gentleman from Virginia say about 
the big banks being coddled by the Jus- 
tice Department, being given a break. 
So he is complaining that the big 
banks are being given a break, but then 
the purpose of this legislation is to 
take the big banks off of the hook. It is 
ironic. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 5 minutes to 
the gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. 
JACKSON LEE). 


Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the distinguished ranking mem- 
ber of the subcommittee. I acknowl- 
edge the chairman of the full com- 
mittee and, as well, the ranking mem- 
ber of the full committee. 


I am going to announce some break- 
ing news. The Judiciary Committee 
gets along. We do a lot of good work to- 
gether. Iam looking forward to moving 
legislation dealing with a number of 
good policy suggestions and legislative 
initiatives involving the criminal jus- 
tice system. I hope we can continue to 
work together. 


But I would raise concern as to this 
legislation, and I raise it in the context 
of all that this Congress has to do. I 
would also raise it in the context that 
the administration has indicated on 
this bill, H.R. 5063, the misnamed Stop 
Settlement Slush Funds—totally mis- 
named—a veto threat. We don’t know 
whether anyone in the United States 
Senate, the other body, has any inter- 
est in this legislation at all. 


So in the meantime, there are any 
number of issues that should be ad- 
dressed. My State of Texas is suffering 
under the threat of the Zika virus. The 
State of Florida is already in the eye of 
the storm, Puerto Rico, all of the Gulf 
States, maybe as far reaching as New 
York. That work needs to be done. The 
children of Flint are still asking us to 
respond to their concerns. The people 
of Baton Rouge, Louisiana, are still 
asking us to respond to the devastation 
that they are facing. Yet we deal with 
legislation that has totally mis- 
construed what has been done by the 
Department of Justice. 


It is important to note that it is not 
unconstitutional. There is no breach of 
the Constitution by way of what is 
going on here. 

First of all, it is not billions of dol- 
lars. It is minute in the course of help- 
ing individuals—$50 million—less than 
1.1 percent of a total settlement of $23.5 
billion. 


We know that the Congressional Re- 
search Service must be nonpartisan. 
All of us use the Congressional Re- 
search Service. I would venture to say 
that it is one of the most nonpartisan, 
independent entities that we have. He 
has indicated twice that the settle- 
ments are lawful. I said, Mr. Chairman, 
lawful. That is my concern with this 
misnamed legislation. This legislation 
hurts the vulnerable and victims. 
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This legislation is not dealing with 
the crux of the issue. These are settle- 
ments engaging in agencies. These are 
not appropriated dollars. These are 
judgments within the context of the 
court. What is happening is that, out of 
the settlement, the agency is attempt- 
ing to help people to help victims. 

Let me give you an example as it re- 
lates to HUD counseling. Just a few 
days ago, we saw mention of the ongo- 
ing concerns involving foreclosures. 
Many people may think that that is a 
thing of the past, but it is not. It is 
clearly something that is important to 
many people. 

Working with HUD counseling orga- 
nizations, they are providing resources 
to help individuals get out of the pit of 
a foreclosure. It is well known that if 
individuals get counseling, they are 
nearly three times more likely to ob- 
tain a money-saving mortgage modi- 
fication. 

If an individual family all over this 
Nation was to get that, they would be 
more likely to receive a payment re- 
duction of approximately $61 a month 
greater, on average, than noncounseled 
homeowners. They would be nearly 
twice as likely to get their mortgage 
back on track without a modification. 
Maybe, Mr. Chairman, a family of four, 
six, eight, or nine might not get kicked 
out of their house because of HUD 
counseling resources that have been 
given through a settlement, not forced 
through a settlement, not oppressed 
and overbearing, but through a settle- 
ment, through a legal justified settle- 
ment. 

What would our friends want us to 
do? To ignore these people. 

Counseling would bring about, if nec- 
essary, an ability to complete short 
sales faster than homeowners who 
don’t work with housing counselors 
and about 60 percent less likely to re- 
default after curing a serious delin- 
quency. 

That is the kind of agency that is 
being called some kind of slush fund. 
This is totally skewed into the needs of 
our citizens, and it is opposed by indi- 
viduals who work with our citizens— 
clean water action, individuals who 
work dealing with consumers, the Na- 
tional Council of La Raza, employment 
lawyers, the National Fair Housing Al- 
liance, and the National Urban League. 
These are organizations that can docu- 
ment that they help people in their 
worst needs. 

Who is helping to assist in the Baton 
Rouge floods after FEMA? It will prob- 
ably be a lot of nonprofits dealing with 
housing counseling. 

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. SIMPSON). 
The time of the gentlewoman has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Chair- 
man, I yield the gentlewoman an addi- 
tional 1 minute. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. So what I argue 
today is that we are within the con- 
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fines of the law. It is a minute portion. 
It is not the billions of dollars that 
have been represented. It is certainly 
not a slush fund. 

Mr. Chairman, I include in the 
RECORD an article from the Houston 
Chronicle, dated Sunday, September 4, 
2016. It involves shooting victims. 
These are the survivors of the Aurora, 
Colorado, shooting. And guess what. 
The theater prevailed. They didn’t 
have to pay a dime. They didn’t have 
to have any check as to whether or not 
their doors could have been more se- 
cure. They could have had security, but 
it said the shooting survivors owe 
$700,000 to the theater. 

Do you want to hear who one of the 
victims was? Let me just share with 
you a victim who just couldn’t bring 
herself to accept. I feel sorry. Her suf- 
fering had been profound. Her child was 
killed in the shooting. She was left par- 
alyzed, and the baby she was carrying 
had been lost. Do you know what she 
got? Zero, zero, zero. I just wish the 
Justice Department could have shared 
a resource with her or a group or the 
class action lawsuit that was thrown 
out of court causing them to have to 
pay $700,000 to the theater. 

This bill does not deal with those in 
need. Vote against this bill. 


(The following article appeared on 
September 4, 2016 in the Houston Chronicle:) 
[From the Los Angeles Times] 
SHOOTING SURVIVORS OWE $700K TO THEATER 
(By Nigel Duara) 

DENVER.—They had survived brain damage, 
paralysis and the deaths of their children. 
For four years, they met in secret as a group. 
Now, they were finally prepared to settle 
with the Aurora, Colo., movie theater that 
became the site of one of the deadliest mas- 
sacres in U.S. history. 

On a conference call, the federal judge 
overseeing the case told the plaintiffs’ attor- 
neys that he was prepared to rule in the the- 
ater chain’s favor. He urged the plaintiffs to 
settle with Cinemark, owner of the Century 
Aurora 16 multiplex where the July 20, 2012, 
shooting occurred. They had 24 hours. 

But before that deadline, the settlement 
would collapse and 15 survivors of the mas- 
sacre would be ordered to pay the theater 
chain more than $700,000. 

The settlement conference, corroborated 
by the Los Angeles Times with four parties 
present at the conference, was hastily con- 
vened after a separate set of survivors suf- 
fered defeat in state court, where a jury de- 
cided that Cinemark could not have foreseen 
the events of that night in 2012, when James 
Holmes killed 12 people and injured 70 others 
in a 10-minute rampage at a screening of 
“The Dark Knight Rises.” 

In the federal case, survivors agreed to 
split $150,000 among 41 plaintiffs. The deal 
came with an implied threat: If the survivors 
rejected the deal, moved forward with their 
case and lost, under Colorado law, they 
would be responsible for the astronomical 
court fees accumulated by Cinemark. 

Then one plaintiff rejected the deal. Her 
suffering had been profound: Her child was 
killed in the shooting, she was left paralyzed 
and the baby she was carrying had been lost. 

None of the plaintiffs would receive a 
dime. 
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Although a source close to the theater 
chain said that there is no intention to actu- 
ally seek recovery of the court costs, the 
theater chain has not issued any statement 
about its intentions. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume to respond to the gentlewoman 
from Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE), who is 
a valued member of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, and we do work on bipartisan 
issues. I will say that this issue is bi- 
partisan as well, and she should take 
note of the fact that it is also bi- 
cameral. The United States Senate is, 
indeed, interested in this issue. The bill 
that we are considering in the House 
has also been introduced in the Senate 
by Senator LANKFORD from Oklahoma. 

Also very, very importantly, it is im- 
portant to understand that when the 
Congress appropriates funds, it is the 
duty of the executive branch to carry 
out the appropriations made by the 
Congress, not to go out and change 
those decisions. 

The gentlewoman talks about hous- 
ing counseling. Well, the Congress ap- 
propriates funds for housing coun- 
seling, has and will continue to do so, 
I am sure. When we cut back on some 
of those funds—it is still a lot of funds. 
When we cut back on some, I guess 
there were some people, some bureau- 
crats in the Justice Department who 
felt that that was not the right thing 
to do. Or maybe it was the organiza- 
tions that receive these funds that 
couldn’t get them from the Congress, 
so instead they went over to the Jus- 
tice Department and said: Well, when 
you get settlements from these big 
banks, make sure that you give some 
of those funds to us. 

Well, that actually subverts the di- 
rect intent of the Congress in terms of 
how much money to spend. The funds 
are owed to the Treasury of the United 
States and to the people who are di- 
rectly the victims of wrongdoing. They 
should definitely be compensated. If 
they are compensated as a part of a 
settlement that any Justice Depart- 
ment prosecutor enters into, they 
should benefit from that. 

People who are not victims need to 
go through the appropriations process, 
come to the Congress for funding. If 
the Congress doesn’t give them the 
funding they want, they shouldn’t have 
other places to go in the Federal Gov- 
ernment to get that money by simply 
going around the Congress and going to 
the Justice Department, having them 
take money that is supposed to go into 
the Treasury and then be appropriated 
by the Congress, and say: No, no, we 
will beef you back up in terms of the 
amount of money for housing coun- 
seling and put that money, instead, to 
you directly here without it going 
through the appropriations process in 
the people’s House. 

That is what we are trying to fix 
here. It is a very, very important thing 
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that we fix and a very important prin- 
ciple that we protect in our Constitu- 
tion. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Chair- 
man, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Even though the Senate may take up 
this ill-fated measure, the President 
has promised to veto it. So what we are 
doing here today is another messaging 
bill that distracts the American people 
perhaps from the more important 
issues of the day, such as the spreading 
of this public health crisis, the Zika 
virus, which is afflicting almost 17,000 
Americans infected by mosquitos car- 
rying the Zika virus—17,000 people—200 
babies born, 1,600 infected women. 

This is a crisis that is going to cost 
the American people from a public 
health perspective. It is going to cost 
the lives of the unborn whose mothers 
are afflicted with this virus, giving 
birth to them, and they have the virus 
and suffer from microcephaly, a 
shrunken head and brain which renders 
them severely developmentally im- 
pacted as they make it through life and 
add a severe burden to the taxpayers. 
Instead of dealing with this issue, we 
took a 7-week vacation and refused to 
come back to work to deal with the 
Zika virus. 

At the same time as we have got the 
Zika virus, a public health issue af- 
flicting the Nation, we are also seeing 
more and more and more people dying 
from opioid abuse in this country. This 
Congress has been insufficient in deal- 
ing with this, applying the resources to 
deal with that issue. 

We have got the issue of Flint, Michi- 
gan, where lead was found in the water. 
This Congress has done absolutely 
nothing to address the financial impli- 
cations of that and what we can do to 
help remediate it and to keep it from 
happening. 

Now we get East Chicago, Indiana, 
with people living atop a lead dump, 


basically, thousands of people im- 
pacted, and this Congress will do noth- 
ing. 


That is not to mention anything 
about the other public health problem 
that afflicts the Nation, and that is the 
ongoing gun violence issue, which this 
Congress will do nothing about other 
than to hold a hearing on this coming 
Friday to censure those of us who had 
the gall to sit in the well of this House 
Chamber to demand that this body 
take some action. What did the body do 
back then? It adjourned for 7 weeks. 

This is a spectacle that the American 
people are looking at. You can’t help 
but to see it. You can’t help but to un- 
derstand it. The American people are 
being adversely impacted by the poli- 
cies of my friends on the other side of 
the aisle. They have caught a bad case 
of the Trump syndrome, the Trump 
syndrome which causes people to forget 
about the truth, forget about reality, 
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start seeing things the way that they 
want to see them, and they don’t care 
what impact it has on the American 
people. All they want to do is be able 
to retain their positions, although they 
say that they hate government, they 
want to be here so that they can shrink 
government, make it smaller, leave ev- 
erything to the private sector, and 
leave the American people fending for 
themselves. 

We have had that happening for 
much too long. That is what the Amer- 
ican people are so angry about on both 
sides of the aisle. That is why the 
mainstream portion of the other side of 
the aisle has completely lost control of 
their apparatus. We have the Trump 
syndrome that has taken hold, and this 
body is sick because it is being led by 
folks who have fallen victim to the 
Trump syndrome. Enough is enough. 
The American people are sick and tired 
of it. 

With respect to Congress appro- 
priating funds, this Congress still has 
to pass a budget. But you are talking 
about dealing with what is called a 
slush fund, the Stop Settlement Slush 
Funds Act of 2016. They say that Con- 
gress should be the one to allocate re- 
sources; it shouldn’t come out of a set- 
tlement. Well, the fact is that there are 
no public dollars coming to fruition in 
a settlement between a big bank and 
the Justice Department. Those are all 
privately held funds that are being dis- 
gorged from the wrongdoer and placed 
back in the service of the very people 
that were harmed by the wrongdoing of 
the big banks. There is no legislative 
appropriation there because there is no 
public money. It is private money, but 
it is being redirected to those from 
whom it was wrongfully taken. That is 
what makes this legislation so hurtful 
to the process. 

I would ask my colleagues to, again, 
be in opposition to it. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield the balance of 
my time to the gentleman from Michi- 
gan (Mr. CONYERS), my chairman—or 
my ranking member. I say ‘‘chairman”’ 
in a very hopeful way. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Chairman, the 
gentleman from Georgia is much ap- 
preciated in the clarity of his analysis 
and his commitment for us to use, if we 
can, the right terminology when we are 
approaching these subjects, because 
this bill would prohibit the enforce- 
ment or negotiation of any settlement 
agreement requiring donations to re- 
mediate harms that are not directly 
and proximately caused by a party’s 
unlawful conduct. 

My opposition to this measure, to 
begin with, is that the bill will prohibit 
the use of various types of settlement 
agreements that have been successfully 
used to remedy various harms caused 
by reckless corporate actors. For ex- 
ample, these settlement agreements 
have been utilized to facilitate an ef- 
fective response to predatory and 


September 7, 2016 


fraudulent mortgage lending activities 
that nearly caused the economic col- 
lapse of our Nation. 
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In fact, settlement agreements with 
two of these culpable financial institu- 
tions—Bank of America and 
Citigroup—required a donation of less 
than 1 percent of the overall settle- 
ment amount to help affected con- 
sumers. 

H.R. 5063 is a dangerous measure that 
would undermine the ability of civil 
enforcement agencies to hold wrong- 
doers accountable and to provide com- 
plete relief to victims. 

A broad coalition of public interest 
organizations, including the Americans 
for Financial Reform, Public Citizen, 
the National Fair Housing Alliance, 
and the National Urban League, notes 
that this bill is a gift to lawbreakers 
that comes at the expense of families 
and communities that are impacted by 
injuries that cannot be addressed by di- 
rect restitution. The National Council 
of La Raza, which is the largest na- 
tional Hispanic civil rights and advo- 
cacy organization in our country, simi- 
larly notes that H.R. 5063 is a far- 
reaching and misguided solution to a 
nonexistent problem. 

I urge my colleagues to look at this 
bill clearly and to oppose this flawed 
legislation. 

I thank the leader of this measure on 
the floor today, the gentleman from 
Georgia. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Chair- 
man, I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

First, I say to my friend, the gen- 
tleman from Michigan (Mr. CONYERS), 
of course, the National Council of La 
Raza would not like this legislation be- 
cause the National Council of La Raza 
is the largest beneficiary of what the 
Justice Department is doing. They are 
getting the money. They are one of the 
largest recipients. So I am not at all 
surprised to hear that they wouldn’t 
like us to stop this cozy relationship in 
which they go to the Justice Depart- 
ment and say, “Hey, we need more 
money,” and the Justice Department 
says, ‘Okay. In the next settlement we 
do, we will send some of that money 
over to you.” This is an abuse. It is 
clearly a slush fund, and it needs to be 
stopped. 

I prefer to focus on institutional con- 
cerns with mandatory donations rather 
than on the nature of the recipients. 
However, there is no ignoring the trou- 
bling May 19, 2016, testimony to the Fi- 
nancial Services Committee that the 
donation beneficiaries were ‘‘Democrat 
special interests.’’ These include the 
Neighborhood Assistance Corporation 
of America, whose director calls him- 
self a “bank terrorist.” Documents 
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show that the groups that benefited 
from mandatory donation provisions 
actively lobbied the DOJ to include 
them. 

The bill’s opponents have proffered a 
series of specious arguments. The prin- 
cipal ones I refuted earlier. The others 
I will address now. 

We are told that required donations 
represent just a fraction of the overall 
settlement amounts. That is true, but 
irrelevant. In absolute terms, there is a 
tremendous amount of money—nearly 
$1 billion—flowing to activist groups at 
the unilateral discretion of the execu- 
tive just in these financial service in- 
dustry settlements and another $2 bil- 
lion more for the Volkswagon settle- 
ment. In any event, the $1 billion is 
over twice the annual Congressional 
appropriation for the Legal Services 
Corporation and is a huge windfall to 
the recipient organizations. An anal- 
ysis of 80 beneficiaries of the Bank of 
America settlement revealed that, on 
average, the DOJ required donations 
accounted for more than 10 percent of 
their 2015 budgets. Such largesse 
should not be conferred unilaterally. 

Critics contend that there is insuffi- 
cient evidence that the DOJ structured 
the settlements to direct funds to ac- 
tivist groups. This is disingenuous. The 
opposition knows that the DOJ refuses 
to let the committee make the most 
troubling documents it found public. 

Opponents also argued that manda- 
tory donations are plainly lawful; but 
the House Financial Services Com- 
mittee heard from three experts that 
mandatory donations are an unconsti- 
tutional subversion of Congress’ spend- 
ing power. That view is echoed by 
former President Clinton’s own head of 
the Department of Justice’s Office of 
Legal Counsel. Yet, even if these pay- 
ments were not unlawful, they are defi- 
nitely bad policy, which is precisely 
why legislation should prohibit them. 

Another unfounded objection is that 
it is unrealistic for Congress to legis- 
late redress every time a violation oc- 
curs that causes generalized harm. 

In the banking settlements, the hous- 
ing groups that received donations 
were in categories that were already 
specifically receiving grants from Con- 
gress. This shows that the infrastruc- 
ture to direct funding to community 
projects is already in place. 

The Department of Justice could also 
recommend to Congress, for example, 
as part of the President’s budget, 
projects to fund that address general- 
ized harm. 

Finally, as the renowned liberal legal 
scholar and former D.C. circuit judge, 
Abner Mikva, has explained, on this 
point, efficiency is outweighed by the 
principles of representative govern- 
ment. The Founders knew the spending 
power was ‘‘the most far-reaching and 
effectual,” and they wanted to ‘‘ensure 
Congress would act as the first branch 
of government.” Accordingly, they un- 
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derstood Congress ‘‘would less effi- 
ciently and less coherently devise fis- 
cal policy than would a single ‘treas- 
urer’ or ‘fiscal czar.’ Yet they chose, 
for good reason, to suffer this cost and 
bear its risks.” 

This bipartisan legislation is a crit- 
ical opportunity to marry oversight 
with action and to effectuate the 
Founders’ vision of Congress’ spending 
power as key to reining in the execu- 
tive branch. This is a commonsense 
bill, the objections to which are un- 
founded; so I urge all of my colleagues 
to support this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Chair, today, | will 
vote against H.R. 5063, a bill that would pro- 
hibit the federal government from entering into 
settlement agreements that include payments 
directed to appropriate third parties. This bill, 
if enacted, would defang federal civil enforce- 
ment agencies as they seek to address and 
provide restitution for illegal actions that 
threaten a community’s health and safety and 
the environment, and to prevent the recur- 
rence of those illegal actions. 

The harms caused by, for instance, viola- 
tions of environmental laws, predatory lending 
by financial institutions, and workplace expo- 
sure to toxic chemicals, harm individuals and 
our communities. These harms can be difficult 
to adequately compensate. Settlements that 
only require payments to those directly 
harmed by the wrongdoing addressed in the 
enforcement action fails to adequately capture 
the full cost of unlawful conduct. 

For decades, the United States government 
has entered into settlement agreements with 
defendants to pay for the direct harms they 
have caused. In many instances, these settle- 
ments also include payments to organizations 
that advance programs assisting with the re- 
covery of a community harmed by the wrong- 
doing addressed in the enforcement action. 
The ability of the federal government to direct 
payments from these settlements to third par- 
ties is often the best way to hold wrongdoers 
accountable for the indirect harm done to the 
public at large. 

Mr. ELLISON. Mr. Chair, | rise today in op- 
position to this bill. | offered an amendment to 
rename it Another Wall Street Request to 
Avoid Accountability for Fraud. But, my 
amendment for a more accurate title was not 
accepted. 

Today, the majority wants to defund the or- 
ganizations and attorneys that help people 
have a fighting chance against deep-pocketed 
multi-national corporations and banks. 

Mr. Speaker, Congress returns after a 
seven-week district work period. During that 
time, | held many constituent meetings. Not 
one person asked me to weaken regulations 
on hedge fund managers or Wall Street bank- 
ers. And yet, Wall Street requests are what 
the majority prioritized for our first week back. 

This bill would defund the network of hous- 
ing counselors and legal aid attorneys who 
help homeowners facing foreclosure. 

Homeowners who were tricked into buying a 
home with teaser rates that exploded into 
unaffordable payments. 

Homeowners who deserved a chance to 
catch up after a missed payment or two but 
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were unable to get a response from their lend- 
er. 

And homeowners like Alan Schroit. Alan, a 
retired cancer researcher, visited his rental 
house in Galveston, Texas. He found the 
locks had been changed, the electricity shut 
off and a notice on the door said Bank of 
America was foreclosing on his home. Alan 
did not have a mortgage with Bank of Amer- 
ica. Alan didn’t even have a mortgage. His 
home was paid off. It took him 30 days to get 
someone at Bank of America to call him back. 

Homeowners like Nilly Mauck who lost all 
her possessions when a company mistakenly 
evicted her instead of her neighbor. 

Or homeowners like Charlie and Maria 
Cardoso who bought their retirement home 
with cash in 2005. While they continued living 
in their primary home, they rented their retire- 
ment home out. Their tenants came home one 
day to find the house cleared of all the pos- 
sessions—again by Bank of America. 

Nilly, Alan and Charlie and Maria’s fore- 
closures were some of thirteen million be- 
tween 2006-2010. Far too many of them were 
fraudulent, people foreclosed on by firms who 
did not have clear title to the property. A sig- 
nificant number of these foreclosures could 
have been prevented if the lenders involved 
had followed the law. The new book, Chain of 
Title, by David Dayen reports that across our 
nation, homeowners who should have re- 
ceived assistance with a loan modification, or 
allowed to cure a delinquency, instead were 
hit with outrageous late fines, sold over-priced 
forced-placed insurance, punished with month- 
ly property inspection and other junk fees. 
Using robo-signing, their eviction papers were 
signed by people who had no ownership of 
the loan. 

Congress and the states demanded change. 
Legal settlements pursued by the Department 
of Justice, the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development, the banking regulators 
and the states made sure that people have a 
fighting chance against deep-pocketed multi- 
national corporations. 

And yes, to correct this massive wrongdoing 
required that Bank of America, JPMorgan 
Chase, Citigroup, Ally Financial and others 
pay fines. Some of those fines supported non- 
profit agencies who knew how to get banks to 
respond to homeowners and follow the law. 
The funds supported legal aid attorneys who 
knew how to ensure the banking doing the 
eviction actually had a right to the property. 
When lenders foreclose on the wrong people, 
or lie about their ownership of a mortgage, 
there should be consequences. 

When we require banks to fund housing 
counseling and legal aid agencies, we leveled 
the playing field. We realized it was unfair to 
require each individual person to figure out the 
unresponsive, complicated and too often pred- 
atory home mortgage market on their own. 

| oppose gutting initiatives to help home- 
owners, small business owners and families 
do battle with global corporations who have 
defrauded them out of their home or business, 
polluted their water or land or harmed their 
health. 

Therefore | will oppose H.R. 5063. 

| urge my colleagues to do the same. 

The Acting CHAIR. All time for gen- 
eral debate has expired. 
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Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be 
considered for amendment under the 5- 
minute rule. 

It shall be in order to consider as an 
original bill for the purpose of amend- 
ment under the 5-minute rule the 
amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute, recommended by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, printed in the 
bill. The committee amendment in the 
nature of a substitute shall be consid- 
ered as read. 

The text of the committee amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute is as 
follows: 

H.R. 5063 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the “Stop Settlement 
Slush Funds Act of 2016”. 

SEC. 2. LIMITATION ON DONATIONS MADE PUR- 
SUANT TO SETTLEMENT AGREE- 


MENTS TO WHICH THE UNITED 
STATES IS A PARTY. 

(a) LIMITATION ON REQUIRED DONATIONS.—An 
official or agent of the Government may not 
enter into or enforce any settlement agreement 
on behalf of the United States, directing or pro- 
viding for a payment to any person or entity 
other than the United States, other than a pay- 
ment that provides restitution for or otherwise 
directly remedies actual harm (including to the 
environment) directly and proximately caused 
by the party making the payment, or constitutes 
payment for services rendered in connection 
with the case. 

(b) PENALTY.—Any official or agent of the 
Government who violates subsection (a), shall be 
subject to the same penalties that would apply 
in the case of a violation of section 3302 of title 
31, United States Code. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Subsections (a) and (b) 
apply only in the case of a settlement agreement 
concluded on or after the date of enactment of 
this Act. 

(d) DEFINITION.—The term ‘‘settlement agree- 
ment’’ means a settlement agreement resolving a 
civil action or potential civil action. 

The Acting CHAIR. No amendment 
to the committee amendment in the 
nature of a substitute shall be in order 
except those printed in House Report 
114-724. Each such amendment may be 
offered only in the order printed in the 
report, by a Member designated in the 
report, shall be considered read, shall 
be debatable for the time specified in 
the report, equally divided and con- 
trolled by the proponent and an oppo- 
nent, shall not be subject to amend- 
ment, and shall not be subject to a de- 
mand for division of the question. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. CONYERS 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 1 printed in 
House Report 114-724. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Chair, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 3, line 11, insert after ‘‘settlement 
agreement” the following: ‘(other than an 
excepted settlement agreement)”. 

Page 4, strike line 1, and insert the fol- 
lowing: 
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(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this Act: 

(1) The term ‘‘excepted settlement agree- 
ment” means a settlement agreement that 
resolves a civil action or potential civil ac- 
tion in relation to discrimination based on 
race, religion, national origin, or any other 
protected category. 

(2) The term ‘‘settlement agreement’’ 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 848, the gentleman 
from Michigan (Mr. CONYERS) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Chairman, my 
amendment would exempt from the 
legislation settlement agreements that 
provide payments to third parties as 
general relief for violations of title VII 
of the Civil Rights Act of 1964. 

Title VII prohibits discrimination in 
employment on the basis of race, color, 
sex, religion, or national origin. Plain- 
tiffs in employment discrimination 
cases typically seek payment and other 
relief for economic losses that result 
from unlawful employer conduct. These 
cases often involve multiple victims 
who are subjected to the same wide- 
spread discriminatory employment 
practice or policy that violate the Civil 
Rights Act. They also tend to affect 
the interests of persons who are not 
parties to the civil action or who are 
otherwise unlikely to receive com- 
pensation for unlawful conduct. 

Given the often systemic nature of 
discriminatory conduct, settlement 
agreements should be able to provide 
relief for non-identifiable victims 
through such means as requiring pay- 
ments to address generalized harm or 
to prevent future discriminatory acts. 
Examples include workplace moni- 
toring and training programs. Never- 
theless, H.R. 5063 would prohibit these 
types of payment remedies unless they 
provide restitution for actual harm di- 
rectly and proximately caused by the 
party making the payment. 

At last month’s hearing on the bill, 
Professor David Uhlmann of the Uni- 
versity of Michigan Law School testi- 
fied that this requirement would poten- 
tially preclude all third-party pay- 
ments and settlement agreements 
other than restitution to identifiable 
victims. The majority’s own witness, 
our former colleague, Daniel Lungren, 
who previously served as California 
State Attorney General, concurred. He 
observed that the bill prohibits the 
United States Government from enter- 
ing into a settlement agreement that 
requires a defendant to donate to an 
organization or individual who is not a 
party to the litigation. 

I am concerned that the bill’s broad 
and ill-defined prohibition would effec- 
tively deter civil enforcement agencies 
from providing general relief in dis- 
crimination cases, would discourage 
courts from enforcing these settle- 
ments, and would invite costly and 
needless litigation concerning these 
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provisions. Accordingly, my amend- 
ment would accept payments to reme- 
diate generalized harms in settlement 
agreements in this important category 
of civil rights cases. 

I am indebted to and thank my col- 
leagues: the gentleman from Georgia, 
who is leading this opposition to the 
measure—the ranking member of the 
Committee on Regulatory Reform, 
Commercial and Antitrust Law—as 
well as the gentleman from New York, 
Congressman MEEKS, for co-sponsoring 
this amendment. I urge its support. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Virginia is recognized for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Chairman, the 
amendment would exempt certain dis- 
crimination settlements from the bill’s 
ban on third-party payments, but noth- 
ing in the underlying bill prevents a 
victim of discrimination from obtain- 
ing relief. The Stop Settlement Slush 
Funds Act of 2016 explicitly permits re- 
medial payments to third-party vic- 
tims who were wrongly and proxi- 
mately harmed by the defendant’s 
wrongdoing; nor does the bill preclude 
wider conduct remedies used in dis- 
crimination cases. Nothing in the bill 
bars the Department of Justice, for ex- 
ample, from requiring a defendant to 
implement workplace training and 
monitoring programs. The ban on 
third-party payments merely ensures 
that the defendant remains responsible 
for performing these tasks itself and is 
not forced to outsource set sums for 
the work to third parties that might be 
friendly with a given administration. 

I also say to the gentleman from 
Michigan that former Congressman 
Dan Lungren of California, a distin- 
guished former colleague of ours on the 
House Judiciary Committee, was in- 
strumental in helping us move this leg- 
islation forward and is a supporter of 
the legislation, notwithstanding the 
comments of the gentleman’s that 
might confuse people as to what his po- 
sition was. He strongly supports this 
legislation. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 
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The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Michigan (Mr. CONYERS). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Chairman, I 
demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Michigan will be 
postponed. 
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AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. CICILLINE 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 2 printed in 
House Report 114-724. 

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 38, line 11, insert after ‘‘settlement 
agreement” the following: ‘(other than an 
excepted settlement agreement)”. 

Page 4, strike line 1, and insert the fol- 
lowing: 

(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this Act: 

(1) The term ‘‘excepted settlement agree- 
ment” means a settlement agreement that 
pertains to the protection of the privacy of 
Americans. 

(2) The term ‘‘settlement agreement” 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 843, the gentleman 
from Rhode Island (Mr. CICILLINE) and 
a Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Rhode Island. 

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Chairman, my 
amendment would exempt settlement 
agreements that strengthen the per- 
sonal privacy of Americans from the 
blanket prohibition in this legislation. 
More specifically, it would preserve the 
ability of civil enforcement agencies to 
compel large corporations to adopt pro- 
grams to protect consumer data. 

Under this bill, these agencies would 
be prohibited from reaching settlement 
agreements that provide payments to 
nongovernmental parties. It would 
only exempt payments to provide res- 
titution for actual harm directly and 
proximately caused by the party mak- 
ing the payment. As a result, H.R. 5063 
would potentially prohibit payments 
for required monitoring and other pay- 
ments for generalized harm due to pri- 
vacy breaches. 

As Professor David Uhlmann of the 
University of Michigan Law School 
pointed out during the subcommittee 
hearing for this bill, it could ‘‘preclude 
all third-party payments in settlement 
agreements, other than restitution to 
identifiable victims.”’ 

This is particularly problematic in 
the consumer privacy context where 
the harms may be diffuse or systemic. 
In such instances, the most appropriate 
remedy may involve prescribing steps 
that effectively prevent future mis- 
conduct rather than ones that focus ex- 
clusively on addressing previous faults. 
For instance, the Federal Trade Com- 
mission has used its authority under 
Section 5(a) of the FTC Act to resolve 
complaints involving unfair or decep- 
tive practices. 

As part of settlement agreements for 
these complaints, the FTC typically re- 
quires the offending party to adopt a 
series of preventative privacy meas- 
ures. These requirements usually in- 
clude employee training and moni- 
toring requirements, third-party audit- 
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ing, regular testing of privacy control 
and procedures, and other reasonable 
steps to maintain data security prac- 
tices consistent with the underlying 
settlement. 

These steps are not frivolous, and the 
payments involved are not opaque con- 
tributions to any so-called slush funds. 
To the contrary, these programs are 
carefully tailored to protect consumer 
privacy. Such agreements are an im- 
portant and substantive component of 
the toolbox that enforcement agencies 
have at their disposals. But under the 
terms of H.R. 5063, these programs 
would be likely prohibited since they 
do not provide restitution to an identi- 
fiable victim or a party to the litiga- 
tion. 

The majority claims that their bill 
would allow for monitoring, but that is 
unclear in the language and, at best, 
would have to be litigated by the 
courts. Moreover, any monitoring al- 
lowed by this language would be done 
by the very defendant paying restitu- 
tion in these cases, which defies best 
practices, especially in privacy cases. 

In cases of data breaches, in which it 
is frequently impossible to identify all 
victims of a leak, it is common to put 
funds into victim relief funds or con- 
sumer privacy funds, which would be 
prohibited by this legislation as well. 

My amendment would simply ensure 
that these agreements, which protect 
the privacy of American consumers, 
are not endangered by this bill’s vague 
and broad prohibition on payments in 
settlement agreements. 

I urge my colleagues to support my 
amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Virginia is recognized for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Chairman, I 
oppose this amendment. The amend- 
ment would exempt settlement agree- 
ments pertaining to the protection of 
Americans’ privacy, but nothing in the 
underlying bill prevents victims of a 
privacy invasion from obtaining relief. 

The Stop Settlement Slush Funds 
Act of 2016 explicitly permits remedial 
payments to third-party victims who 
are directly and proximately harmed 
by the defendant’s wrongdoing, nor 
does the bill preclude wider conduct 
remedies used in privacy cases. 

Nothing in the bill bars DOJ from re- 
quiring a defendant to implement 
measures to strengthen privacy. The 
ban on third-party payments merely 
ensures that the defendant remains re- 
sponsible for performing these privacy- 
strengthening tasks and is not forced 
to outsource set sums for the work to 
third parties who might be friendly 
with a given administration. 

Accordingly, I urge my colleagues to 
oppose this amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
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Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield the balance of my time to the 
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. JOHN- 
SON). 

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Chair- 
man, with increased opportunities for 
private organizations to obtain, main- 
tain, and disseminate sensitive private 
information of citizens, it is critical 
that we not prevent or delay enforce- 
ment of consumer protection laws de- 
signed to protect Americans’ privacy 
rights. 

As Professor David Uhlmann of 
Michigan Law noted during the hearing 
on H.R. 5063, this measure ‘‘fails to ade- 
quately address the fact that general- 
ized harm arises in civil cases,” includ- 
ing cases brought under consumer pro- 
tection laws under section 5 of the Fed- 
eral Trade Commission Act. 

H.R. 5063 only exempts payments to 
parties other than the government to 
provide restitution for actual harm 
“directly and proximately caused by 
the party making the payment.’’ Con- 
gress has expressly granted authority 
to the Federal Trade Commission, how- 
ever, to resolve complaints against cor- 
porations for unfair or deceptive acts 
or practices under section 5 of the FTC 
Act. 

As part of resolving potential civil li- 
ability of corporations for unlawful 
conduct, FTC settlement agreements 
typically require parties to address 
generalized harms of unlawful conduct 
by adopting a privacy program, em- 
ployee training and monitoring re- 
quirements, third-party auditing, reg- 
ular testing of privacy controls and 
procedures, and other reasonable steps 
to maintain security practices con- 
sistent with the underlying settlement. 

The protection of Americans’ privacy 
is not a Democratic or a Republican 
issue. Indeed, it is one of the few that 
those across the political spectrum 
have long embraced, including my 
friends on the other side of the aisle. 
Yet, notwithstanding these shared con- 
cerns, this bill could impose burden- 
some requirements on settlement 
agreements that are intended to pro- 
tect privacy. 

I voice my support for the amend- 
ment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentleman from Rhode Island has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Rhode Island (Mr. 
CICILLINE). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Chairman, I 
demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Rhode Island will 
be postponed. 
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AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MS. JACKSON 
LEE 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 3 printed in 
House Report 114-724. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 3, line 11, insert after ‘‘settlement 
agreement” the following: ‘(other than an 
excepted settlement agreement)”. 

Page 4, strike line 1, and insert the fol- 
lowing: 

(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this Act: 

(1) The term ‘‘excepted settlement agree- 
ment” means a settlement agreement that 
pertains to providing restitution for a State. 

(2) The term ‘‘settlement agreement” 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 843, the gentlewoman 
from Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
woman from Texas. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Chairman, I 
want to, again, reiterate that words do 
matter. The naming of this bill, unfor- 
tunately, skews and distorts a legiti- 
mate right that agencies in litigation 
have. 

In particular, I want to take note of 
the fact, again—I think it is always im- 
portant to set the record straight—that 
the settlement donations have been 1.1 
percent of $23.5 billion, that a govern- 
ment-independent entity has indicated 
that these settlements are lawful. The 
sledgehammer effect that has been 
taken in order to ensure that we stop 
victims, innocent persons from getting 
some relief is unbelievable. 

So the Jackson Lee amendment No. 3 
would address the problematic concern 
with H.R. 5063, which would only ex- 
empt payments to third parties to pro- 
vide restitution for actual harm di- 
rectly and proximately caused by the 
party making the payment. 

The Jackson Lee amendment No. 3 
would carve out an additional exemp- 
tion to enable States to act as third- 
party actors with the ability to remedy 
generalized harm for mass injuries 
where the actual party responsible for 
directly or proximately causing the 
harm is there. 

For example, the Jackson Lee 
amendment No. 3 would allow for 
States, such as Texas and other Gulf 
Coast States, to address the environ- 
mental harms resulting in settlement 
agreements to impacted parties such as 
those harmed by a variety of man- 
made disasters. 

I urge adoption of this particular 
amendment because, again, it would 
provide an opportunity for States to 
remediate generalized harm of unlaw- 
ful conduct beyond harms to identifi- 
able victims. 

I believe, in particular, the bill here 
that we have would ban the following 
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entirely legitimate, appropriate uses of 
SEP funds that are currently per- 
mitted by EPA: pollution prevention 
projects that improve plant procedures 
and technologies and/or operation and 
maintenance practices that will pre- 
vent additional pollution at its source. 

I ask my colleagues to support the 
amendment. 

Mr. Chair, the Jackson Lee Amendment No. 
3 exempts from H.R. 5063 settlement agree- 
ments that pertain to providing restitution for a 
State. 

Mr. Chair, H.R. 5063, as currently drafted, is 
flawed and misguided. 

This bill seeks to exempt only those pay- 
ments to parties other than the government to 
provide restitution for actual harm “directly and 
proximately caused by the party making the 
payment.” 

Mr. Chair, | urge adoption of the Jackson 
Lee Amendment No. 3 which seeks to ad- 
dress the additional case exception for those 
instances where funds are directed to states 
to remediate the generalized harm of unlawful 
conduct beyond harms to identifiable victims. 

One clear example of where such an ex- 
emption is needed is concerning the Deep- 
water Horizon Settlement agreements direct- 
ing payments to states as third parties for gen- 
eral remediation of harms. 

Under current law, the Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency (EPA) may include Supple- 
mental Environmental Projects (SEPs) in set- 
tlement agreements to offset the harms of un- 
lawful conduct by requiring parties to under- 
take an environmentally beneficial project or 
activity that is not required by law, but that a 
defendant agrees to undertake as part of the 
settlement of an enforcement action. 

In 2012, the EPA and Justice Department 
resolved the civil liability of MOEX Offshore 
through a settlement agreement resulting from 
the Deepwater Horizon oil spill, that included 
funds to several Gulf states, including Texas, 
where Texas was not party to the complaint, 
but received $3.25 million for SEPs and other 
responsive actions. 

Professor Joel Mintz of Nova Southeastern 
University College of Law, a former chief attor- 
ney with the EPA, noted in his written state- 
ment on H.R. 5063, that the proposed bill 
would prohibit these agreements. 

That is, many of the important benefits now 
provided by EPA’s SEPs program would be 
excluded by H.R. 5063. 

The bill’s definition, according to Professor 
Mintz, excludes “any payment by a party to 
provide restitution for or otherwise remedy the 
actual harm (including to the environment), di- 
rectly and proximately caused by the alleged 
conduct of the party that is the basis for the 
settlement agreement.” 

As such, this exception is too narrowly 
drawn to allow for numerous beneficial uses of 
SEP monies. 

Thus, for example, the bill would appear to 
ban the following entirely legitimate, appro- 
priate uses of SEP funds that are currently 
permitted by EPA: 

Pollution prevention projects that improve 
plant procedures and technologies, and/or op- 
eration and maintenance practices, that will 
prevent additional pollution at its source; 

Environmental restoration projects including 
activities that protect local ecosystems from 
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actual or potential harm resulting from the vio- 
lation; 

Facility assessments and audits, including 
investigations of local environmental quality, 
environmental compliance audits, and inves- 
tigations into opportunities to reduce the use, 
production and generation of toxic materials; 

Programs that promote environmental com- 
pliance by promoting training or technical sup- 
port to other members of the regulated com- 
munity; and 

Projects that provide technical assistance or 
equipment to a responsible state or local 
emergency response entity for purposes of 
emergency planning or preparedness. 

Each of these types of programs provide im- 
portant protections of human health and the 
environment in communities that have been 
harmed by environmental violations. 

However, because they are unlikely to be 
construed as redressing “actual (environ- 
mental) harm, directly and proximately 
caused” by the alleged violator, the bill before 
this committee would prohibit every one of 
them. 

The Jackson Lee Amendment No. 3 would 
eliminate this harmful prohibition by imple- 
menting a common sense exception for these 
very types of cases. 

Accordingly, | urge my colleagues to support 
the Jackson Lee Amendment No. 3. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Virginia is recognized for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Chairman, 
this amendment would exempt settle- 
ments providing restitution to a State, 
but that is unnecessary. Nothing in the 
underlying bill prevents States that 
have been wronged from obtaining res- 
titution. The Stop Settlement Slush 
Funds Act of 2016 explicitly permits re- 
medial payments to third-party vic- 
tims who are directly and proximately 
harmed by the defendant’s wrongdoing, 
which would include States. 

If there is no State that is a true vic- 
tim, the defendant is not let off the 
hook. It still must pay. But in the ab- 
sence of direct victims, the money goes 
to the U.S. Treasury. That is appro- 
priate because if the State is not a di- 
rect victim, accountable Representa- 
tives in Congress, not agency bureau- 
crats, should decide whether the State 
should receive money recovered by the 
Federal Government. 

Accordingly, I urge my colleagues to 
oppose this amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Chairman, 
quite the contrary to my dear friend, 
this bill is unclear. It is not clear. So 
victims are impacted positively by en- 
vironmental restoration projects, in- 
cluding activities to protect local eco- 
systems, facility assessments and au- 
dits, including investigations of local 
environmental quality, programs that 
promote environmental compliance, 
projects that provide technical assist- 
ance or equipment. 
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Each of these types of programs pro- 
vide important protections of human 
health and the environment in commu- 
nities that have been harmed by envi- 
ronmental violations and others. 

It is not clear whether or not these 
kinds of projects or programs that the 
State may be able to utilize are, in 
fact, able to be utilized in this legisla- 
tion. That is why I offer amendment 
No. 3. 

Again, I will raise the terrible head- 
line of victims having to pay $700,000. 
Let’s not make victims pay by this un- 
derlying bill, H.R. 5063. Let’s support 
the Jackson Lee amendment that 
takes into consideration the victims 
who need to be compensated and pro- 
vide a pathway for restoration. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
Jackson Lee amendment No. 38. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself the balance of my time to 
say, again, that direct victims, like the 
one that the gentlewoman has cited, in 
a terrible case are not in any way af- 
fected by this legislation because they 
can be compensated. 

It is the reappropriating of funds, if 
you will, to people who are not in any 
way harmed by the underlying lawsuit 
that is our complaint because those 
dollars should be coming to the U.S. 
Treasury to be appropriated by the 
people’s elected Representatives here 
in the House of Representatives. 

For that reason, I oppose this legisla- 
tion, and I urge my colleagues to join 
me in opposing this amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tlewoman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON 
LEE). 

The amendment was rejected. 
AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MS. JACKSON 
LEE 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 4 printed in 
House Report 114-724. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Chairman, I 
have amendment No. 4 at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 3, line 11, insert after ‘‘settlement 
agreement” the following: ‘‘(other than an 
excepted settlement agreement)”. 

Page 4, strike line 1, and insert the fol- 
lowing: 

(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this Act: 

(1) The term ‘‘excepted settlement agree- 
ment’’ means a settlement agreement that 
resolves a civil action or potential civil ac- 
tion in relation to sexual harassment, vio- 
lence, or discrimination in the workplace. 

(2) The term ‘‘settlement agreement” 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 843, the gentlewoman 
from Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
woman from Texas. 
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Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Chairman, 
again, as I have indicated, there are 
victims that are not in the purview or 
even in the eyesight of this legislation 
that will be harmed by this legislation. 

The Jackson Lee amendment No. 4 
would address the problematic concern 
with H.R. 5068, which would only pro- 
vide an exemption for payments to par- 
ties, other than the government, to 
provide restitution for actual harm di- 
rectly and proximately caused by the 
party making the payment. The Jack- 
son Lee amendment would provide an 
exemption for cases where funds are 
necessary to remedy generalized harm, 
other than for restitution, to specific 
or immediately identifiable victims. 

In particular, Jackson Lee amend- 
ment No. 4 would allow the Federal 
Government to engage with third par- 
ties that help carry out settlement 
agreements—again, settlement agree- 
ments—dollars that are under the pur- 
view of the settlement and that are 
minute in distribution, indicated 1.1 
percent, in furtherance of resolution of 
the civil action or potential civil ac- 
tion in specific relation to sexual har- 
assment, violence, or discrimination in 
the workplace. 
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Jackson Lee amendment No. 4 would 
carve out this additional exception to 
protect such actions and the ability to 
provide the mediators or other third 
parties to intervene on behalf of civil 
action litigants. 

It is clear that we have had a number 
of civil rights violations in this coun- 
try. We are not yet through with over- 
coming discrimination in many aspects 
of life, particularly in workplace dis- 
crimination. 

For instance, in the settlement of an 
EEOC sexual harassment case of fe- 
male laundry workers, a consent decree 
resolving the case provides that in ad- 
dition to paying $582,000, Suffolk Laun- 
dry will adopt new procedures to pre- 
vent sexual harassment and will train 
its managers and staff on identifying 
and preventing sexual harassment and 
retaliation. The policies and staff 
training will be available in Spanish. 
EEOC will monitor Suffolk Laundry’s 
compliance with these obligations and 
title VII of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 
for a period of 4 years. 

Because of this consent decree, these 
women will receive due compensation 
for the abuse they suffered; and there 
is confidence, with the consent decree 
in place and the conditions of that con- 
sent decree, that no more employees 
will be victimized in the future. 

In another example of an EEOC sex 
discrimination lawsuit—and so there 
will be those that will help implement 
this settlement—the Cintas Corpora- 
tion settled to pay $1.5 million. The 
corporation entered into a further 
agreement: to hire an outside expert to 
reevaluate the criteria used to screen, 
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interview, and select employees and 
the interview guides used in employee 
hiring; to provide training to the indi- 
viduals involved in the selection of em- 
ployees, whereby such training would 
cover record retention and an expla- 
nation of what constitutes an unlawful 
employment practice under title VII; 
to continue to provide diversity, har- 
assment, and antidiscrimination train- 
ing annually to employees; to post a 
notice informing employees that Fed- 
eral law prohibits discrimination; and 
to report to EEOC over an approximate 
28-month period information and mate- 
rials on training programs, recruiting 
logs, descriptions, and explanations for 
any changes. 

I would argue the point that this 
helps to promote the antidiscrimina- 
tion necessary to correct the pathway 
that some have found their way in. The 
Jackson Lee amendment No. 4 would 
create an appropriate exemption to the 
absolute block and prohibition that the 
underlying legislation provides. 

Mr. Chair, the Jackson Lee Amendment No. 
4 exempts from H.R. 5063 settlement agree- 
ments that resolves a civil action or potential 
civil action in relation to sexual harassment, vi- 
olence, or discrimination in the workplace. 

Mr. Chair, H.R. 5063 as currently drafted is 
flawed and misguided. 

This bill seeks to exempt only those pay- 
ments to parties other than the government to 
provide restitution for actual harm “directly and 
proximately caused by the party making the 
payment.” 

A few months ago we saw that the Justice 
Department filed a federal civil rights lawsuit 
against the state of North Carolina and other 
parties declaring North Carolina House Bill 2’s 
restroom restriction unlawfully discriminatory. 

Attorney General Loretta Lynch stated that 
this complaint was about “a great deal more 
than just bathrooms.” 

She explained: 

“This is about the dignity and respect we 
accord our fellow citizens and the laws that 
we, as a people and as a country, have en- 
acted to protect them—indeed, to protect all of 
us. And it’s about the founding ideals that 
have led this country—haltingly but inex- 
orably—in the direction of fairness, inclusion 
and equality for all Americans.” 

Enforcing these rights is as important today 
as they were during the enactment of the Civil 
Rights Act over fifty years ago. 

H.R. 5063 would prohibit remediation of 
generalized harm in civil rights cases, restrict- 
ing relief for non-parties to the litigation and 
non-identifiable victims of discrimination. 

Professor David Uhlmann observed during 
last month’s hearing on this bill “fails to ade- 
quately address the fact that generalized harm 
arises in civil cases,” including cases involving 
“harm to our communities . . . that cannot be 
addressed by restitution.” 

In these cases, Professor Uhlmann con- 
cluded, third-party payments are appropriate. 

Yet, the Majority witness, Daniel Lungren, 
specifically testified on behalf of the Chamber 
that the bill should prohibit “the U.S. govern- 
ment from entering into a settlement agree- 
ment requiring a defendant to donate to an or- 
ganization or individual not a party to the liti- 
gation.” 
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The Jackson Lee Amendment No. 4 would 
remedy this flaw by creating an exception to 
cases where settlement funds are directed to 
the remediation of generalized harm other 
than restitution to identifiable victims. 

For instance, in the settlement of an EEOC 
sexual harassment case of female laundry 
workers and a consent decree resolving the 
case provides that: 

In addition to paying $582,000, Suffolk 
Laundry will adopt new procedures to prevent 
sexual harassment and will train its managers 
and staff on identifying and preventing sexual 
harassment and retaliation. 

The policies and staff training will be avail- 
able in Spanish. 

EEOC will monitor Suffolk Laundry’s compli- 
ance with these obligations and Title VII of the 
Civil Rights Act of 1964 for a period of four 
years. 

Because of this consent decree, these 
women will receive due compensation for the 
abuse they suffered and, there is confidence, 
with the consent decree in place and the con- 
ditions of that consent decree, that no more 
employees will be victimized in the future. 

In another example of an EEOC sex dis- 
crimination lawsuit where Cintas Corporation 
settled to pay $1.5 million, the corporation en- 
tered into a further agreement: 

To hire an outside expert to revalidate the 
criteria used to | screen, interview and select 
employees and the interview guides used in 
employee hiring. 

To provide training to the individuals in- 
volved in the selection of employees, whereby 
such training would cover record retention and 
an explanation of what constitutes an unlawful 
employment practice under Title VII. 

To continue to provide diversity, harassment 
and antidiscrimination training annually to em- 
ployees. 

To post a notice informing employees that 
federal law prohibits discrimination, and to re- 
port to EEOC over an approximate 28-month 
period information and materials on training 
programs; recruiting logs; descriptions and ex- 
planations for any changes made to the em- 
ployee hiring process; its expert revalidation 
findings; unprivileged materials and reports 
from any audits made of a facility's employee 
hiring or recruitment methods or practices, 
should an audit be done; record retention and 
reporting on applicant data. 

According to EEOC General Counsel, David 
Lopez, the injunctive relief obtained provides 
confidence and a strong foundation for elimi- 
nating barriers in recruiting and hiring women 
and will prevent the reoccurrence of this type 
of situation. 

The Jackson Lee Amendment No. 4 would 
have a direct impact on these very types of 
cases by providing an exception to cases 
where funds are directed to the remediation of 
generalized harm, as highlighted in the above 
agreements that falls within the category of 
other than direct restitution to the identifiable 
victims. 

Accordingly, | urge adoption of the Jackson 
Lee Amendment No. 4. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Virginia is recognized for 5 min- 
utes. 
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Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Chairman, 
this amendment would exempt settle- 
ments resolving workplace sexual har- 
assment, violence, or discrimination; 
but nothing in the underlying bill pre- 
vents victims of workplace harass- 
ment, violence, or discrimination from 
obtaining relief. 

The Stop Settlement Slush Funds 
Act of 2016 explicitly permits remedial 
payments to third-party victims who 
were directly and proximately harmed 
by the defendant’s wrongdoing. Nor 
does the bill preclude wider conduct 
remedies used in discrimination cases. 

Nothing in the bill debars the De- 
partment of Justice from requiring a 
defendant to implement workplace 
training and monitoring programs. The 
ban on third-party payments merely 
ensures that the defendant remains re- 
sponsible for performing these tasks 
itself and is not forced to outsource set 
sums for the work of two third parties 
who might be friendly with a given ad- 
ministration. 

Accordingly, I urge my colleagues to 
oppose this amendment, and I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Chairman, I 
think the chairman of the Committee 
on the Judiciary just answered, this is 
a political bill. If an independent enti- 
ty in the settlement wants to retain an 
entity to help train, to help provide in- 
formation, to speak Spanish, why is 
that prohibited? 

My amendment says there should be 
an affirmative affirmation through an 
exemption that this is not disallowed 
because specifically what they are try- 
ing to go to is blocking the particular 
settlement and the parties from mak- 
ing an informed decision as to who 
would best implement the settlement; 
and if that required funding to do so to 
an entity that may happen to be a civil 
rights group, an NAACP, an Urban 
League, La Raza, then it seems that 
my friends on the other side of the 
aisle want to make sure that those or- 
ganizations’ storied histories in civil 
rights does not get a chance to help im- 
prove and to eliminate sexual harass- 
ment, workplace harassment, work- 
place discrimination, sexual violence, 
none of these things. 

I can’t, for the life of me, understand 
why the Jackson Lee amendment No. 4 
would not be an acceptable affirmation 
that it is all right for these corpora- 
tions to engage with other entities 
that can do the job better than them. 

Let’s work together to eliminate dis- 
crimination in America once and for 
all, and let’s work together so that we 
don’t read any more headlines like the 
Aurora, Colorado, headline victims, 
where they were told to pay $700,000 
back to the theater. I am appalled, and 
I think none of us would agree with 
that. 

I ask my colleagues to support the 
Jackson Lee amendment No. 4. It is 
right for justice and equality. 


September 7, 2016 


Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself the balance of my time. 

The fact of the matter is that the 
principle here of making sure that 
when the Department of Justice goes 
and extracts settlement payments from 
defendants in lawsuits brought against 
them is spent to directly compensate 
the victims is what this legislation is 
all about. We want to see them com- 
pensated. 

We also want to make sure that if 
they are not harmed by this, it doesn’t 
matter who they are. It could be a Re- 
publican administration and their fa- 
vored groups may be a whole different 
list of organizations that might be sit- 
ting there at the door hoping to be able 
to get some money from the Federal 
trough by simply applying to a Federal 
prosecutor or a Federal bureaucrat in- 
stead of going through the process that 
the United States Constitution re- 
quires, and that is that Article I of the 
Constitution says the Congress shall 
appropriate funds. If the funds are not 
to go to people directly harmed, they 
should come to the General Treasury; 
and the Congress itself, the people’s 
elected representatives in the people’s 
House, should appropriate the funds as 
they believe is most appropriate. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues 
to oppose this amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tlewoman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON 
LEE). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Chairman, I 
demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from Texas will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. GOSAR 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 5 printed in 
House Report 114-724. 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Add at the end of the bill the following: 

(e) SPECIAL RULE FOR ATTORNEY FEES IN 
ENVIRONMENTAL CASES.—In the case of a set- 
tlement agreement which is permissible 
under subsection (a), and which directs or 
provides for payment for services rendered in 
connection with a case relating to the envi- 
ronment, the settlement agreement may not 
provide for payment of attorney fees in ex- 
cess of $125 per hour. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 843, the gentleman 
from Arizona (Mr. GOSAR) and a Mem- 
ber opposed each will control 5 min- 
utes. 
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The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today to offer a commonsense amend- 
ment that will prevent the abuse of 
Justice Department settlements to line 
the pockets of environmental lawyers. 

The Gosar amendment caps settle- 
ment payments for attorneys’ fees pro- 
vided in relation to environmental 
cases at $125 per hour. The Equal Ac- 
cess to Justice Act, HAJA, already con- 
tains a fee cap of $125 per hour for at- 
torney fees. Unfortunately, EAJA also 
contains a loophole that allows special- 
ized attorneys to violate that cap with- 
out explicitly defining who meets this 
standard. The result has been the 
rampant abuse of this loophole by envi- 
ronmental groups who routinely argue 
that their lawyers are specialized and 
can therefore violate the cap. Further- 
more, the Endangered Species Act does 
not contain this cap. 

As a report by the Congressional 
Working Group on the Endangered Spe- 
cies Act explains: ‘‘The effect is large, 
deep-pocketed environmental groups 
with annual revenues well over $100 
million are reaping taxpayer reim- 
bursements from a law intended for the 
‘little guy.’ 

“These groups—and their lawyers— 
are making millions of taxpayer dol- 
lars by suing the Federal Government, 
being deemed the ‘prevailing party’ by 
Federal courts, and being awarded fees 
either through settlement with DOJ or 
by courts. 

“According to the documents pro- 
vided by DOJ, some attorneys rep- 
resenting nongovernmental entities 
have been reimbursed at rates as much 
as $500 per hour, and at least two law- 
yers have each received over $2 million 
in attorneys’ fees from filing ESA 
cases.”’ 

Perhaps most egregious, many of 
these lawsuits are not even litigated. 
These attorneys are raking in these ri- 
diculously high fees by filing and set- 
tling. This has massively incentivized 
the “sue and settle” tactics that have 
become all too common in these types 
of cases. 

Again, U.S. Code section 504, sub- 
section (b)(1) already caps attorney 
fees at $125 per hour. My amendment 
simply closes the loophole that envi- 
ronmental groups use to violate this 
cap and charge inordinate attorney 
fees at taxpayer expense. 

Similar legislation has been intro- 
duced in the past, including the Endan- 
gered Species Litigation Reasonable- 
ness Act, introduced by Representative 
HUIZENGA. AS Representative HUIZENGA 
accurately stated in April of 2015: ‘‘The 
goal of the Endangered Species Act is 
to enhance wildlife preservation, not 
line the pockets of trial attorneys with 
taxpayer dollars. Every taxpayer dollar 
spent on litigation is a dollar that 
could have been spent protecting the 
environment.” 
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This amendment is endorsed by the 
Americans for Limited Government, 
the American Conservative Union, 
Family Farm Alliance, the Motorcycle 
Industry Council, National Rural Elec- 
tric Cooperative Association, the Rec- 
reational Off-Highway Vehicle Associa- 
tion, the Specialty Vehicle Institute of 
America, Taxpayers Protection Alli- 
ance, the U.S. Chamber of Commerce, 
and the Arizona Farm Bureau. 

I commend the chairman and the 
committee for their efforts on this leg- 
islation and for recognizing that the 
settlement process is in desperate need 
of reform. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Chair- 
man, I rise in opposition to the amend- 
ment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Georgia is recognized for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Chair- 
man, this amendment would limit the 
ability of the prevailing party to re- 
ceive reasonable attorneys’ fees for 
services rendered in connection with a 
settlement agreement. 

Where citizens, through a private en- 
forcement action, hold the government 
or a private party accountable, Con- 
gress has authorized payments for rea- 
sonable attorneys’ fees. 

Bringing meritorious claims to hold 
corporate wrongdoing accountable is 
often time consuming and expensive. In 
many cases, Congress has already au- 
thorized reasonable attorneys’ fees spe- 
cifically to encourage these types of 
lawsuits to ensure a level playing field 
and an accessible justice system. 

This amendment would limit these 
fees to outdated rates—$125 an hour; 
that is ridiculous—and that will dis- 
courage citizens from bringing these 
important lawsuits. Accordingly, I en- 
courage my colleagues to oppose this 
amendment. 

I yield the balance of my time to the 
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Goop- 
LATTE), the chairman of the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. 

The Stop Settlement Slush Funds 
Act of 2016 is intended to bolster Con- 
gress’ Article I institutional authority 
over all types of cases, not to carve out 
special rules for particular categories 
of cases. Attorneys’ fee issues are not 
the focus of the bill and would be bet- 
ter addressed by separate legislation. 

I commend the gentleman from Ari- 
zona for his concern about the abuse 
that he has cited, but this amendment 
could also have significant, unintended 
adverse consequences. First and fore- 
most, it could hinder the ability of 
small businesses challenging govern- 
ment overreach to obtain representa- 
tion. This could occur, for example, in 
Fifth Amendment takings cases, many 
of which involve the environment. 
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Indeed, fee recoveries under the 
Equal Access to Justice Act, although 
often abused by environmental NGOs, 
as was cited by the gentleman from Ar- 
izona, were originally intended to go to 
small businesses and other small enti- 
ties to help them sue against over- 
reaching government action. The prob- 
lem he cites needs to be addressed, but 
not here. Accordingly, I urge my col- 
leagues to oppose the amendment. 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, first of 
all, I would like to agree with the 
chairman on his analysis of the Equal 
Access to Justice Act. It has been 
abused. As I mentioned before, environ- 
mental groups with well over $100 mil- 
lion in annual revenues are using the 
law intended to protect the little guy 
to siphon money from the American 
taxpayers. That is why my amendment 
is so important. By closing this loop- 
hole, we can uphold the intent of the 
law and ensure its continued efficacy. 

Furthermore, line 15 of the Stop Set- 
tlement Slush Funds Act contains a 
carve-out for environmental litigation. 
My amendment is, therefore, both ger- 
mane and critical to preventing attor- 
neys in these environmental lawsuits 
from using the currently existing loop- 
hole to charge upwards of $500 per hour 
for their service. 

As my colleague Representative 
HUIZENGA has perviously pointed out, 
every dollar spent on litigation is a 
dollar that cannot go to protecting or 
restoring the environment. 

I also want to make clear that my 
amendment does nothing to prohibit 
groups from engaging in litigation or 
to prohibit repayments for their legal 
fees. The $125 cap already exists in cur- 
rent law. My amendment simply closes 
the loophole that environmental 
groups have used to exceed that cap. 

Once again, I would like to thank my 
colleagues for their efforts on this im- 
portant issue. I encourage the passage 
of the Gosar amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 
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Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Chair, 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Arizona (Mr. GOSAR). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chair, I demand a 
recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Arizona will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MR. TOM PRICE 
OF GEORGIA 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 6 printed in 
House Report 114-724. 

Mr. TOM PRICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Chairman, I have an amendment at the 
desk made in order under the rule. 
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The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Add at the end of the bill the following: 

(e) REPORTS ON SETTLEMENT AGREE- 
MENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Beginning at the end of 
the first fiscal year that begins after the 
date of the enactment of this Act, and annu- 
ally thereafter, the head of each Federal 
agency shall submit electronically to the 
Congressional Budget Office a report on each 
settlement agreement entered into by that 
agency during that fiscal year that directs or 
provides for a payment to a person or entity 
other than the United States that provides 
restitution for or otherwise directly rem- 
edies actual harm (including to the environ- 
ment) directly and proximately caused by 
the party making the payment, or con- 
stitutes payment for services rendered in 
connection with the case, including the par- 
ties to each settlement agreement, the 
source of the settlement funds, and where 
and how such funds were and will be distrib- 
uted. 

(2) PROHIBITION ON ADDITIONAL FUNDING.— 
No additional funds are authorized to be ap- 
propriated to carry out this subsection. 

(3) SUNSET.—This subsection shall cease to 
be effective on the date that is 7 years after 
the date of the enactment of this Act. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 843, the gentleman 
from Georgia (Mr. TOM PRICE) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

Mr. TOM PRICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Chairman, let me first commend Chair- 
man GOODLATTE for his work on the 
underlying bill. I want to thank him 
and the staff of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee for their support and assistance 
on crafting this and the following 
amendment. I also want to thank the 
chairman, staff, and members of the 
Rules Committee for their help as well. 

This amendment, Mr. Chairman, re- 
quires the head of each Federal agency 
to provide an annual electronic report 
to the Congressional Budget Office of 
any settlement agreements entered 
into by an official or agency during the 
previous year, consistent with the limi- 
tations of the underlying bill, H.R. 
5063. 

This annual submission to CBO is 
critical to ensure the transparency of 
these settlements and to provide Con- 
gress an opportunity to obtain the in- 
formation on these from the agencies. 
Further, with this information, CBO 
can begin building a database of these 
settlements, which is essential for Con- 
gress to track and to monitor the size 
and number of these agreements made 
by the Federal Government. 

I should point out that it also in- 
cludes language to ensure that no addi- 
tional funds are appropriated for this 
administrative reporting requirement 
to make certain that the amendment 
has no budgetary impact. I want to 
also state, finally, that this amend- 
ment includes a 7-year sunset provision 
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to comply with the House’s CutGo pro- 
vision. 

I want to once again thank the chair- 
man of the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim time in opposition to the amend- 
ment, although I am not opposed. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the gentleman from Virginia is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Chairman, I 
support this amendment. It would re- 
quire Federal agencies to submit re- 
ports electronically to the Congres- 
sional Budget Office on settlement 
agreements into which they enter. The 
amendment’s electronic reporting re- 
quirement would help alert Congress to 
problem settlements, is efficient, and 
would aggregate information in one 
place, which would aid oversight. Ac- 
cordingly, I urge my colleagues to sup- 
port this valuable amendment. 

Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. TOM PRICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Chairman, I want to thank the chair- 
man once again. I urge adoption of the 
amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Georgia (Mr. TOM PRICE). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 7 OFFERED BY MR. TOM PRICE 
OF GEORGIA 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 7 printed in 
House Report 114-724. 

Mr. TOM PRICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Chairman, I have an amendment at the 
desk made in order under the rule. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Add at the end of the bill the following: 

(e) ANNUAL AUDIT REQUIREMENT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Beginning at the end of 
the first fiscal year that begins after the 
date of the enactment of this Act, and annu- 
ally thereafter, the Inspector General of each 
Federal agency shall submit a report to the 
Committees on the Judiciary, on the Budget 
and on Appropriations of the House of Rep- 
resentatives and the Senate, on any settle- 
ment agreement entered into in violation of 
this section by that agency. 

(2) PROHIBITION ON ADDITIONAL FUNDING.— 
No additional funds are authorized to be ap- 
propriated to carry out this subsection. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 848, the gentleman 
from Georgia (Mr. TOM PRICE) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

Mr. TOM PRICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Chairman, this is the sister or cousin 
amendment to the one just adopted by 
the House, and it requires the inspector 
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general of each Federal agency to pro- 
vide an annual report to the House and 
Senate Committees on the Judiciary, 
Appropriations, and the Budget con- 
cerning any settlement agreements 
that may violate section 2(a) of H.R. 
5063. 

The previous amendment identified 
all those settlements made consistent 
with H.R. 5063, and this is a report that 
would be required that would identify 
those settlements outside the agree- 
ments under H.R. 5063. 

This information is vital to help en- 
sure that the Federal agencies are not 
usurping Congress’ power of the purse 
by continuing past practices and to 
confirm Federal agencies are fulfilling 
the requirements of the underlying 
bill. It also includes, once again, lan- 
guage to ensure that no additional 
funds are appropriated for the adminis- 
trative reporting requirement and 
makes sure that it is budget-neutral. 

I urge the adoption of the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim time in opposition, even though I 
do not oppose the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the gentleman from Virginia is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Mr. Chairman, I support this amend- 
ment. It is another good amendment by 
the chairman of the Budget Com- 
mittee, who has not only a great appre- 
ciation for the issues involved here, but 
has been very constructive and helpful 
in supporting this underlying legisla- 
tion. 

This amendment would require agen- 
cy inspectors general to report to Con- 
gress annually any settlement agree- 
ments that violate the provisions of 
this bill. This audit requirement would 
aid enforcement, both by deterring 
agency noncompliance and by ensuring 
noncompliance is reported back to 
Congress, so it can be addressed. 

Accordingly, I thank Chairman PRICE 
for his thoughtful amendment and for 
working with me on it. The amend- 
ment improves the bill, and I urge my 
colleagues to support it. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. TOM PRICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Chairman, once again, I thank the 
Chairman for his support and for his 
assistance in this, and I urge adoption 
of the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Georgia (Mr. TOM PRICE). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 

clause 6 of rule XVIII, proceedings will 
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now resume on those amendments 
printed in House Report 114-724 on 
which further proceedings were post- 
poned, in the following order: 

Amendment No. 1 by Mr. CONYERS of 
Michigan. 

Amendment No. 2 by Mr. CICILLINE of 
Rhode Island. 

Amendment No. 4 by Ms. JACKSON 
LEE of Texas. 

Amendment No. 5 by Mr. GOSAR of 
Arizona. 

The Chair will reduce to 2 minutes 
the minimum time for any electronic 
vote after the first vote in this series. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. CONYERS 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. CoN- 
YERS) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the ayes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


the 


RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 178, noes 234, 
not voting 19, as follows: 

[Roll No. 483] 


AYES—178 

Adams Deutch Larsen (WA) 
Aguilar Dingell Larson (CT) 
Bass Doggett Lawrence 
Beatty Doyle, Michael Lee 
Becerra F. Levin 
Bera Edwards Lewis 
Beyer Ellison Lipinski 
Bishop (GA) Engel Loebsack 
Blumenauer Eshoo Lofgren 
Bonamici Esty Lowenthal 
Boyle, Brendan Farr Lowey 

F. Foster Lujan Grisham 
Brady (PA) Frankel (FL) (NM) 
Brownley (CA) Fudge Lujan, Ben Ray 
Bustos Gabbard (NM) 
Butterfield Gallego Lynch 
Capps Garamendi Maloney, 
Capuano Gibson Carolyn 
Cárdenas Graham Maloney, Sean 
Carney Grayson Matsui 
Carson (IN) Green, Al McCollum 
Cartwright Green, Gene McDermott 
Castor (FL) Grijalva McGovern 
Castro (TX) Gutiérrez McNerney 
Chu, Judy Hahn Meeks 
Cicilline Hastings Meng 
Clark (MA) Heck (WA) Moore 
Clarke (NY) Higgins Moulton 
Clay Himes Murphy (FL) 
Cleaver Hinojosa Nadler 
Clyburn Honda Napolitano 
Cohen Hoyer Neal 
Connolly Huffman Nolan 
Conyers Israel Norcross 
Costa Jackson Lee O’Rourke 
Courtney Jeffries Pallone 
Crowley Johnson (GA) Pascrell 
Cuellar Johnson, E. B. Payne 
Cummings Kaptur Pelosi 
Davis (CA) Keating Perlmutter 
Davis, Danny Kelly (IL) Pingree 
DeFazio Kennedy Pocan 
DeGette Kildee Polis 
Delaney Kilmer Price (NC) 
DeLauro Kind Quigley 
DelBene Kirkpatrick Rangel 
Dent Kuster Rice (NY) 
DeSaulnier Langevin Richmond 


Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Linda 
T: 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 


Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Ashford 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 

Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 

Bost 

Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Coffman 
Cole 

Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Cooper 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
DeSantis 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 


Sherman 

Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 

Tonko 

Torres 

Tsongas 

Van Hollen 


NOES—234 


Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Jolly 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Katko 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palmer 
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Vargas 

Veasey 

Vela 

Velazquez 

Visclosky 

Walz 

Wasserman 
Schultz 

Waters, Maxine 

Watson Coleman 

Welch 

Wilson (FL) 

Yarmuth 


Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 

Peters 
Peterson 
Pittenger 
Pitts 

Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 

Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Renacci 
Ribble 

Rice (SC) 
Rigell 

Roby 

Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 
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NOT VOTING—19 


Boustany Lieu, Ted Rush 
Brown (FL) Loudermilk Sanchez, Loretta 
Calvert Nugent Sinema 
Clawson (FL) Palazzo Stivers 
DesJarlais Reichert Westmoreland 
Duckworth Rokita 
Johnson, Sam Ross 
1558 

Messrs. RATCLIFFE, WOODALL, 

FITZPATRICK, and ASHFORD 


changed their vote from ‘‘aye’’ to “no.” 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas changed her vote from ‘‘no’’ to 
“aye.” 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. CICILLINE 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Rhode Island (Mr. 
CICILLINE) on which further pro- 
ceedings were postponed and on which 
the ayes prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


the 


RECORDED VOTE 


The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 
minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 175, noes 236, 
not voting 20, as follows: 

[Roll No. 484] 


AYES—175 

Adams DeGette Johnson, E. B. 
Aguilar Delaney Kaptur 
Bass DeLauro Keating 
Beatty DelBene Kelly (IL) 
Becerra DeSaulnier Kennedy 
Bera Deutch Kildee 
Beyer Dingell Kilmer 
Bishop (GA) Doggett Kind 
Blumenauer Doyle, Michael Kirkpatrick 
Bonamici F. Kuster 
Boyle, Brendan Duncan (TN) Langevin 

F. Edwards Larsen (WA) 
Brady (PA) Ellison Larson (CT) 
Brownley (CA) Engel Lawrence 
Bustos Eshoo Lee 
Butterfield Esty Levin 
Capps Farr Lewis 
Capuano Foster Lipinski 
Cárdenas Frankel (FL) Loebsack 
Carney Fudge Lofgren 
Carson (IN) Gabbard Lowenthal 
Cartwright Gallego Lowey 
Castor (FL) Gibson Lujan Grisham 
Castro (TX) Graham (NM) 
Chu, Judy Grayson Lujan, Ben Ray 
Cicilline Green, Al (NM) 
Clark (MA) Green, Gene Lynch 
Clarke (NY) Grijalva Maloney, 
Clay Gutiérrez Carolyn 
Cleaver Hahn Maloney, Sean 
Clyburn Hastings Matsui 
Cohen Heck (WA) McCollum 
Connolly Higgins McDermott 
Conyers Himes McGovern 
Costa Hinojosa McNerney 
Courtney Honda Meeks 
Crowley Hoyer Meng 
Cuellar Huffman Moore 
Cummings Israel Moulton 
Davis (CA) Jackson Lee Murphy (FL) 
Davis, Danny Jeffries Napolitano 
DeFazio Johnson (GA) Neal 
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Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 

Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Pingree 
Pocan 

Polis 

Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 

Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 


Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Ashford 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 

Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 

Bost 

Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Coffman 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Cooper 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garamendi 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 


Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Linda 
T 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 


NOES—236 


Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Jolly 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Katko 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
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Titus 

Tonko 

Torres 

Tsongas 

Van Hollen 

Vargas 

Veasey 

Vela 

Velazquez 

Visclosky 

Walz 

Wasserman 
Schultz 

Waters, Maxine 

Watson Coleman 

Welch 

Wilson (FL) 

Yarmuth 


Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nunes 

Olson 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pittenger 
Pitts 

Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 

Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Renacci 
Ribble 

Rice (SC) 
Rigell 

Roby 

Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 


Webster (FL) Wilson (SC) Young (AK) 
Wenstrup Womack Young (IA) 
Westerman Woodall Young (IN) 
Westmoreland Yoder Zeldin 
Williams Yoho Zinke 

NOT VOTING—20 
Bishop (MI) Duckworth Ross 
Boustany Guthrie Rush 
Brown (FL) Johnson, Sam Sanchez, Loretta 
Calvert Lieu, Ted Scott, David 
Clawson (FL) Nugent Sinema 
Cole Palazzo Wittman 
DesJarlais Reichert 
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So the amendment was rejected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

Stated against: 

Mr. WITTMAN. Mr. Chair, on rollcall No. 
484, | was unavoidably detained. Had | been 
present, | would have voted “no.” 

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Chair, on rollcall No. 
484, | was unavoidably detained. Had | been 
present, | would have voted “no.” 

AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MS. JACKSON 

LEE 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON 
LEE) on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the noes pre- 
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


redesignate the 


RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 
minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 178, noes 235, 
not voting 18, as follows: 

[Roll No. 485] 


AYES—178 

Adams Conyers Green, Al 
Aguilar Costa Green, Gene 
Ashford Courtney Grijalva 
Bass Crowley Gutiérrez 
Beatty Cuellar Hahn 
Becerra Cummings Hastings 
Bera Davis (CA) Heck (WA) 
Beyer Davis, Danny Higgins 
Bishop (GA) DeFazio Himes 
Blumenauer DeGette Hinojosa 
Bonamici Delaney Honda 
Boyle, Brendan DeLauro Hoyer 

F. DelBene Huffman 
Brady (PA) DeSaulnier Israel 
Brownley (CA) Deutch Jackson Lee 
Bustos Dingell Jeffries 
Butterfield Doggett Johnson (GA) 
Capps Doyle, Michael Johnson, E. B. 
Capuano E Kaptur 
Cárdenas Edwards Keating 
Carney Ellison Kelly (IL) 
Carson (IN) Engel Kennedy 
Cartwright Eshoo Kildee 
Castor (FL) Esty Kilmer 
Castro (TX) Farr Kind 
Chu, Judy Foster Kirkpatrick 
Cicilline Frankel (FL) Kuster 
Clark (MA) Fudge Langevin 
Clarke (NY) Gabbard Larsen (WA) 
Clay Gallego Larson (CT) 
Cleaver Garamendi Lawrence 
Clyburn Gibson Lee 
Cohen Graham Levin 
Connolly Grayson Lewis 


Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 


Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 

Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 

Bost 

Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Coffman 
Cole 

Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Cooper 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 


September 7, 2016 


O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Rohrabacher 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Linda 
T, 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 


NOES—235 


Foxx 

Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 

Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 

Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 

Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 

Hurd (TX) 
Issa 

Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Jolly 

Jones 

Jordan 

Joyce 

Katko 

Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 

Knight 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 

Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 

Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 


Sherman 

Sires 

Slaughter 

Smith (WA) 

Speier 

Swalwell (CA) 

Takano 

Thompson (CA) 

Thompson (MS) 

Titus 

Tonko 

Torres 

Tsongas 

Van Hollen 

Vargas 

Veasey 

Vela 

Velazquez 

Visclosky 

Walz 

Wasserman 
Schultz 

Waters, Maxine 

Watson Coleman 

Welch 

Wilson (FL) 

Yarmuth 


Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
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Shuster Trott Westmoreland 
Simpson Turner Williams 
Smith (MO) Upton Wilson (SC) 
Smith (NE) Valadao Wittman 
Smith (NJ) Wagner Womack 
Smith (TX) Walberg Woodall 
Stefanik Walden Yoder 
Stewart Walker 

Yoho 
Stivers Walorski 
Stutzman Walters, Mimi ied ae 
Thompson (PA) Weber (TX) 
Thornberry Webster (FL) Young (CIN) 
Tiberi Wenstrup Ze din 
Tipton Westerman Zinke 

NOT VOTING—18 

Boustany Duckworth Rangel 
Brooks (AL) Hurt (VA) Reichert 
Brown (FL) Johnson, Sam Ross 
Calvert Lieu, Ted Rush 
Clawson (FL) Nugent Sanchez, Loretta 
DesJarlais Palazzo Sinema 
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So the amendment was rejected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

Stated against: 

Mr. HURT of Virginia. Mr. Chair, | was not 
present for rollcall vote No. 485 On Agreeing 
to the Jackson Lee of Texas Amendment No. 
4 to H.R. 5063, the Stop Settlement Slush 
Funds Act of 2016. Had | been present, | 
would have voted “nay.” 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Chair, on rollcall votes 
481, 482, 483, 484, and 485, | was unable to 
vote as | was detained in my congressional 
district to attend the funeral of a dear friend. 
Had | been present, | would have voted “yes” 
on rollcall votes 481, and 482. Had | been 
present, | would have voted “no” on rollcall 
votes 483, 484, and 485. 

AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. GOSAR 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. GOSAR) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the noes pre- 
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


redesignate the 


RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 
minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 155, noes 262, 
not voting 14, as follows: 

[Roll No. 486] 


AYES—155 
Abraham Brooks (AL) Cramer 
Allen Buck Crawford 
Amodei Bucshon Culberson 
Babin Burgess Davidson 
Barletta Byrne DeSantis 
Barr Calvert Donovan 
Barton Carter (GA) Duffy 
Benishek Carter (TX) Duncan (SC) 
Bishop (UT) Chabot Duncan (TN) 
Black Chaffetz Emmer (MN) 
Blackburn Coffman Farenthold 
Blum Collins (GA) Fleischmann 
Brady (TX) Collins (NY) Fleming 
Brat Comstock Flores 
Bridenstine Cook Franks (AZ) 


Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Guthrie 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Jenkins (WV) 
Jones 
Jordan 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Latta 

Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 

Lucas 


Adams 
Aderholt 
Aguilar 
Amash 
Ashford 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (MI) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Bost 
Boyle, Brendan 
F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 


Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Marchant 
Marino 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Messer 
Miller (FL) 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Olson 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Pitts 
Pompeo 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Rice (SC) 
Roe (TN) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Salmon 


NOES—262 


DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellmers (NC) 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frankel (FL) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Goodlatte 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Hastings 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holding 
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Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Tipton 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Williams 
Wittman 
Woodall 
Yoder 

Yoho 

Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 

Zinke 


Honda 

Hoyer 

Huffman 

Huizenga (MI) 

Hurd (TX) 

Hurt (VA) 

Israel 

Issa 

Jackson Lee 

Jeffries 

Jenkins (KS) 

Johnson (GA) 

Johnson (OH) 

Johnson, E. B. 

Jolly 

Joyce 

Kaptur 

Katko 

Keating 

Kelly (IL) 

Kennedy 

Kildee 

Kilmer 

Kind 

Kinzinger (IL) 

Kirkpatrick 

Kline 

Kuster 

Lance 

Langevin 

Larsen (WA) 

Larson (CT) 

Lawrence 

Lee 

Levin 

Lewis 

Lipinski 

LoBiondo 

Loebsack 

Lofgren 

Lowenthal 

Lowey 

Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 

Luján, Ben Ray 
(NM) 

Lynch 

MacArthur 

Maloney, 
Carolyn 

Maloney, Sean 

Massie 

Matsui 

McCollum 

McDermott 

McGovern 
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McKinley Rangel Speier 
McNerney Reed Stivers 
Meehan Renacci Swalwell (CA) 
Meeks Ribble Takano 
Meng Rice (NY) Thompson (CA) 
Mica Richmond Thompson (MS) 
Miller (MI) Rigell Thornberry 
Moolenaar Roby Tiberi 
Moore Rogers (AL) Titus 
Moulton Rogers (KY) Tonko 
Murphy (FL) Rooney (FL) Torres 
Nadler Ros-Lehtinen m 

i rott 
Napolitano Roskam Tsongas 
Neal Roybal-Allard Turner 
Nolan Royce Upton 
Norcross Ruiz Valadao 
Nunes Ruppersberger Van Holl 
O’Rourke Russell ae 
Pallone Ryan (OH) Vargas 
Pascrell Sanchez, Linda Veasey 
Payne T, Vela 
Pelosi Sarbanes Velazquez 
Perlmutter Schakowsky Visclosky 
Peters Schifi Walters, Mimi 
Peterson Schrader Walz 
Pingree Scott (VA) Wasserman 
Pittenger Scott, David Schultz 
Pocan Serrano Waters, Maxine 
Poe (TX) Sewell (AL) Watson Coleman 
Poliquin Sherman Welch 
Polis Shimkus Wilson (FL) 
Posey Sires Wilson (SC) 
Price (NC) Slaughter Womack 
Quigley Smith (NJ) Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—14 
Boustany Johnson, Sam Ross 
Brown (FL) Lieu, Ted Rush 
Clawson (FL) Nugent Sanchez, Loretta 
DesJarlais Palazzo Sinema 
Duckworth Reichert 
1612 


Mr. ROTHFUS changed his vote from 
a at e h to “aye.” 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the committee amendment in the 
nature of a substitute, as amended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Acting CHAIR. Under the rule, 
the Committee rises. 

Accordingly, the Committee rose; 
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
WOMACK) having assumed the chair, 
Mr. SIMPSON, Acting Chair of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, reported that that Com- 
mittee, having had under consideration 
the bill (H.R. 5063) to limit donations 
made pursuant to settlement agree- 
ments to which the United States is a 
party, and for other purposes, and, pur- 
suant to House Resolution 848, he re- 
ported the bill back to the House with 
an amendment adopted in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the rule, the previous question is or- 
dered. 

Is a separate vote demanded on any 
amendment to the amendment re- 
ported from the Committee of the 
Whole? 

If not, the question is on the com- 
mittee amendment in the nature of a 
substitute, as amended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

MOTION TO RECOMMIT 

Ms. MENG. Mr. Speaker, I have a mo- 
tion to recommit at the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 
gentlewoman opposed to the bill? 

Ms. MENG. I am opposed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the motion to recom- 
mit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ms. Meng moves to recommit the bill H.R. 
5063 to the Committee on the Judiciary with 
instructions to report the same back to the 
House forthwith with the following amend- 
ment: 

Page 3, line 11, insert after ‘‘settlement 
agreement” the following: ‘(except as pro- 
vided in subsection (e))’’. 

Add at the end of the bill the following: 

(e) EXCEPTION FOR A SETTLEMENT AGREE- 
MENT THAT SAVES LIVES AND REDUCES 
HEALTHCARE COSTS.—The provisions of this 
Act do not apply in the case of a settlement 
agreement that reduces the cost of life-sav- 
ing medical devices through the enforcement 
of the antitrust laws. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from 
New York is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. MENG. Mr. Speaker, this is the 
final amendment to the bill, which will 
not kill the bill or send it back to com- 
mittee. If adopted, the bill will imme- 
diately proceed to final passage as 
amended. 

The purpose of my motion is simple. 
It says that the restrictions in the un- 
derlying bill do not apply to settlement 
agreements that ultimately result in 
lower prices for lifesaving medical de- 
vices. 

Mr. Speaker, Americans are hurting 
across this country. Far too often, 
there have been companies that have 
sought to profit off of the most vulner- 
able among us through monopoly-like 
action and power. 

When that happens, Mr. Speaker, 
particularly when it comes to medical 
devices, it is the Federal Government’s 
role to ensure that consumers are pro- 
tected, to ensure that all Americans 
have access to devices they need, par- 
ticularly when it is a matter of life and 
death. 

In my opinion, we have to look no 
further than the actions of the maker 
of EpiPens, the device every parent of 
a child with severe allergies is aware 
of. When a child goes into shock, this is 
the device that will save his or her life. 

Unfortunately, EpiPen’s maker, 
Mylan, has chosen to systematically 
inflate its profits over the past several 
years without reinvesting those profits 
for further business activities such as 
research and development. Instead, we 
have seen CEO pay raised astronomi- 
cally, and quarterly profits skyrocket, 
all off the backs of vulnerable Ameri- 
cans. 

This is wrong. It is so wrong that we 
have taken notice of these actions, and 
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Congress is investigating whether or 
not violations of antitrust law have oc- 
curred with respect to Mylan. If we 
find that it has, and DOJ or another 
government agency agrees, let’s not 
hamstring the settlement that may ul- 
timately be reached with Mylan. 

Clearly, we are not the jurors in this 
case, and we are not structuring the 
terms of any eventual, possible deal. 
But let’s not preclude the agencies 
seeking to protect us from reaching a 
deal that may solve problems for 
Americans in need, a deal that may ac- 
tually reduce the cost of lifesaving 
medical devices. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge support for this 
motion. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. MARINO. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
opposition to the motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania is recog- 
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MARINO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Nothing in this bill interferes with 
antitrust settlement. Nothing. The bill 
goes to Congress’ constitutional power. 
That is why every Member of Congress 
should oppose this motion to recom- 
mit. 

I say this because it targets legisla- 
tion designed exclusively to strengthen 
Congress. Serious people on both sides 
of the aisle understand the importance 
of Congress’ spending power. 

A major theme of the Speaker’s A 
Better Way Initiative is that the 
spending power is one of Congress’ 
most effective tools in reining in exec- 
utive overreach. Liberal legal scholar 
Abner Mikva agrees: 

To ensure that Congress would act as the 
first branch of government, the constitu- 
tional Framers gave the legislature virtually 
exclusive power to control the Nation’s purse 
strings. They knew that the power of the 
purse was the most far-reaching and effec- 
tual of all governmental powers. 

This motion stems from a misunder- 
standing of the governing principle of 
this bill, which is simply this: DOJ’s 
authority to settle cases requires the 
ability to obtain redress for actual vic- 
tims—actual victims. However, once 
direct victims have been compensated, 
deciding what to do with additional 
funds extracted from defendants be- 
comes a policy question properly de- 
cided by elected representatives in 
Congress, not agency bureaucrats or 
prosecutors. 

The Framers assigned this job to 
Congress. It is in everyone’s interest to 
preserve the careful balance of our 
Framers’ wisely struck constitutional 
issues. If you believe in checks and bal- 
ances, oppose the motion and support 
this bill. If you believe that effective 
congressional oversight of the execu- 
tive branch is important, oppose this 
motion and support this bill. If you be- 
lieve that Congress’ ability to rein in 
executive overreach will be important 
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in future administrations, oppose this 
motion and support this bill. 

I urge my colleagues to defend Con- 
gress’ institutional interest by oppos- 
ing this motion. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the previous question is or- 
dered on the motion to recommit. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion to recommit. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Ms. MENG. Mr. Speaker, I demand a 
recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 9 of rule XX, this 5- 
minute vote on the motion to recom- 
mit will be followed by a 5-minute vote 
on passage of the bill, if ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 181, noes 234, 
not voting 16, as follows: 

[Roll No. 487] 


AYES—181 

Adams Engel Maloney, 
Aguilar Eshoo Carolyn 
Ashford Esty Maloney, Sean 
Bass Farr Matsui 
Beatty Foster McCollum 
Becerra Frankel (FL) McDermott 
Bera Fudge McGovern 
Beyer Gabbard McNerney 
Bishop (GA) Gallego Meeks 
Blum Garamendi Meng 
Blumenauer Graham Moore 
Bonamici Green, Al Moulton 
Boyle, Brendan Green, Gene Murphy (FL) 

F. Grijalva Nadler 
-N E a 

Hahn 

P Hastings ae 
Capps Heck (WA) O’Rourke 
Capuano pee Pallone 
Carney Hinojosa Bayne” 
Carson (IN) Honda Pelosi 
Cartwright Hoyer Perlmutter 
Castor (FL) Huffman Peters 
Castro (TX) Israel Peterson 
Chu, Judy Jackson Lee Pingree 
Cicilline Jeffries Pocan 
Clark (MA) Johnson (GA) Polis 
Clarke (NY) Johnson, E. B. Price (NC) 
Clay Jones Quigley 
Cleaver Kaptur Rangel 
Clyburn Keating Rice (NY) 
Cohen Kelly (IL) Richmond 
Connolly Kennedy Roybal-Allard 
Conyers Kildee Ruiz 
Costa Kilmer Ruppersberger 
Courtney Kind Ryan (OH) 
Crowley Kirkpatrick Sanchez, Linda 
Cuellar Kuster T 
Cummings Langevin Sarbanes 
Davis (CA) Larsen (WA) Schakowsky 
Davis, Danny Larson (CT) Schiff 
DeFazio Lawrence Schrader 
DeGette Lee Scott (VA) 
Delaney Levin Scott, David 
DeLauro Lewis Serrano 
DelBene Lipinski Sewell (AL) 
DeSaulnier Loebsack Sherman 
Deutch Lofgren Sires 
Dingell Lowenthal Slaughter 
Doggett Lowey Smith (WA) 
Doyle, Michael Lujan Grisham Speier 

E; (NM) Swalwell (CA) 
Duncan (TN) Luján, Ben Ray Takano 
Edwards (NM) Thompson (CA) 
Ellison Lynch Thompson (MS) 
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Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 


Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Bos 
Brady (TX) 
Bra 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Cooper 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 

Dent 
DeSantis 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 

Donovan 
Duffy 

Duncan (SC) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 

Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 

Gibbs 

Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 

Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Grayson 


Boustany 
Brown (FL) 
Clawson (FL) 
DesJarlais 
Duckworth 


Vela 

Velazquez 

Visclosky 

Walz 

Wasserman 
Schultz 

Waters, Maxine 


NOES—234 


Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Jolly 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Katko 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palmer 
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Watson Coleman 
Welch 

Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 


Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Pittenger 
Pitts 

Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 

Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Renacci 
Ribble 

Rice (SC) 
Rigell 

Roby 

Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 

Yoho 

Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 


NOT VOTING—16 


Franks (AZ) 
Johnson, Sam 
Lieu, Ted 
Nugent 
Palazzo 


Reichert 
Rokita 


Ross Sanchez, Loretta 
Rush Sinema 
1627 
So the motion to recommit was re- 
jected. 


The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

Stated against: 

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, on 
rollcall No. 487, had | been present, | would 
have voted “no.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I de- 
mand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a 
5-minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 241, noes 174, 
not voting 16, as follows: 

[Roll No. 488] 


AYES—241 
Abraham Ellmers (NC) Kinzinger (IL) 
Aderholt Emmer (MN) Kline 
Allen Farenthold Knight 
Amash Fincher Labrador 
Amodei Fitzpatrick LaHood 
Ashford Fleischmann Lamborn 
Babin Fleming Lance 
Barletta Flores Latta 
Barr Forbes LoBiondo 
Barton Fortenberry Long 
Benishek Foxx Loudermilk 
Bilirakis Franks (AZ) Love 
Bishop (MI) Frelinghuysen Lucas 
Bishop (UT) Garrett Luetkemeyer 
Black Gibbs Lummis 
Blackburn Gibson MacArthur 
Blum Gohmert Marchant 
Bost Goodlatte Marino 
Brady (TX) Gosar Massie 
Brat Gowdy McCarthy 
Bridenstine Granger McCaul 
Brooks (AL) Graves (GA) McClintock 
Brooks (IN) Graves (LA) McHenry 
Buchanan Graves (MO) McKinley 
Buck Griffith McMorris 
Bucshon Grothman Rodgers 
Burgess Guinta McSally 
Byrne Guthrie Meadows 
Calvert Hanna Meehan 
Carter (GA) Hardy Messer 
Carter (TX) Harper Mica 
Chabot Harris Miller (FL) 
Chaffetz Hartzler Miller (MI) 
Coffman Heck (NV) Moolenaar 
Cole Hensarling Mooney (WV) 
Collins (GA) Herrera Beutler Mullin 
Collins (NY) Hice, Jody B. Mulvaney 
Comstock Hill Murphy (PA) 
Conaway Holding Neugebauer 
Cook Hudson Newhouse 
Cooper Huelskamp Noem 
Costello (PA) Huizenga (MI) Nunes 
Cramer Hultgren Olson 
Crawford Hunter Palmer 
Crenshaw Hurd (TX) Paulsen 
Cuellar Hurt (VA) Pearce 
Culberson Issa Perry 
Curbelo (FL) Jenkins (KS) Peters 
Davidson Jenkins (WV) Peterson 
Davis, Rodney Johnson (OH) Pittenger 
Denham Jolly Pitts 
Dent Jones Poe (TX) 
DeSantis Jordan Poliquin 
Diaz-Balart Joyce Pompeo 
Dold Katko Posey 
Donovan Kelly (MS) Price, Tom 
Duffy Kelly (PA) Ratcliffe 
Duncan (SC) King (IA) Reed 
Duncan (TN) King (NY) Renacci 
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Ribble 

Rice (SC) 
Rigell 

Roby 

Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 


Adams 
Aguilar 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 
F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 


Beyer 
Boustany 
Brown (FL) 
Clawson (FL) 
DesJarlais 
Duckworth 


Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 


NOES—174 


Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
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Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 

Yoho 

Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 

Zinke 


Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Linda 
Ts 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velazquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 
Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 


NOT VOTING—16 


Johnson, Sam 
LaMalfa 
Lieu, Ted 
Nugent 
Palazzo 
Reichert 


Ross 

Rush 

Sanchez, Loretta 
Sinema 
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So the bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


EE 


PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF MOTIONS TO SUSPEND THE 
RULES 


Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that it be in order 
at any time on the legislative day of 
September 9, 2016, for the Speaker to 
entertain motions that the House sus- 
pend the rules, as though under clause 
1 of rule XV, relating to the bill (S. 
2040) to deter terrorism, provide justice 
for victims, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. COL- 
LINS of New York). Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There was no objection. 


— 


APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREE ON 
S. 2012, NORTH AMERICAN EN- 
ERGY SECURITY AND INFRA- 
STRUCTURE ACT OF 2016 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the Chair appoints the fol- 
lowing conferee on S. 2012 to fill the va- 
cancy caused by the resignation of 
Representative Whitfield of Kentucky: 

Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois. 

There was no objection. 


EE 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair 
will postpone further proceedings 
today on motions to suspend the rules 
on which a recorded vote or the yeas 
and nays are ordered, or on which the 
vote incurs objection under clause 6 of 
rule XX. 

Record votes on postponed questions 
will be taken later. 


ee 


EXPRESSING SUPPORT FOR THE 
TERRITORIAL INTEGRITY OF 
GEORGIA 


Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and agree to the reso- 
lution (H. Res. 660) expressing the sense 
of the House of Representatives to sup- 
port the territorial integrity of Geor- 
gia. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu- 
tion. 

The text of the resolution is as fol- 
lows: 

H. REs. 660 

Whereas since 1993, the sovereignty and 
territorial integrity of Georgia have been re- 
affirmed by the international community in 
all United Nations Security Council resolu- 
tions on Georgia; 

Whereas the Government of Georgia has 
pursued a peaceful resolution of the conflict 
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with Russia over Georgia’s territories of 
Abkhazia and the Tskhinvali region/South 
Ossetia; 

Whereas principle IV of the Helsinki Final 
Act of 1975 states that, ‘“‘The participating 
States will respect the territorial integrity 
of each of the participating States. Accord- 
ingly, they will refrain from any action in- 
consistent with the purposes and principles 
of the Charter of the United Nations against 
the territorial integrity, political independ- 
ence or the unity of any participating State, 
and in particular from any such action con- 
stituting a threat or use of force ... and 
participating States will likewise refrain 
from making each other’s territory the ob- 
ject of military occupation.”’; 

Whereas the Charter of the United Nations 
states that, ‘‘All Members shall refrain in 
their international relations from the threat 
or use of force against the territorial integ- 
rity or political independence of any state.’’; 

Whereas the recognition by the Govern- 
ment of the Russian Federation of Abkhazia 
and Tskhinvali region/South Ossetia on Au- 
gust 26, 2008, was in violation of the sov- 
ereignty and territorial integrity of Georgia 
and contradicting principles of Helsinki 
Final Act of 1975, the Charter of the United 
Nations as well as the August 12, 2008, 
Ceasefire Agreement; 

Whereas the United States-Georgia Char- 
ter on Strategic Partnership, signed on Jan- 
uary 9, 2009, underscores that ‘‘support for 
each other’s sovereignty, independence, ter- 
ritorial integrity and inviolability of borders 
constitutes the foundation of our bilateral 
relations.’’; 

Whereas according to the Government of 
Georgia’s ‘‘State Strategy on Occupied Ter- 
ritories’’, the Government of Georgia has 
committed itself to a policy of peaceful en- 
gagement, the protection of economic and 
human rights, freedom of movement, and the 
preservation of cultural heritage, language, 
and identity for the people of Abkhazia and 
the Tskhinvali region/South Ossetia; 

Whereas the August 2008 war between the 
Russian Federation and Georgia resulted in 
civilian and military casualties, the viola- 
tion of the sovereignty and territorial integ- 
rity of Georgia, and large numbers of inter- 
nally displaced persons; 

Whereas the annual United Nations Gen- 
eral Assembly Resolution on the “Status of 
Internally Displaced Persons and Refugees 
from Abkhazia, Georgia and the Tskhinvali 
region/South Ossetia, Georgia’’, recognizes 
the right of return of all internally displaced 
persons and refugees and their descendants, 
regardless of ethnicity, as well as their prop- 
erty rights, remains unfulfilled; 

Whereas the Russian Federation is build- 
ing barbed wire fences and installing, so- 
called ‘‘border signs” and other artificial 
barriers along the occupation line and de- 
priving the people residing within the occu- 
pied regions and in the adjacent areas of 
their fundamental rights and freedoms, in- 
cluding, but not limited to the freedom of 
movement, family life, education in their na- 
tive language, and other civil and economic 
rights; 

Whereas the August 12, 2008, Ceasefire 
Agreement, agreed to by the Governments of 
the Russian Federation and Georgia— 


(1) provides that all troops of the Russian 
Federation shall be withdrawn to pre-war po- 
sitions; 

(2) provides that free access shall be grant- 
ed to organizations providing humanitarian 
assistance in regions affected by the violence 
in August 2008; and 
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(3) launched the Geneva International Dis- 
cussions between Georgia and the Russian 
Federation; 

Whereas, on November 23, 2010, Georgian 
President Saakashvili declared before the 
European Parliament that ‘‘Georgia will 
never use force to restore its territorial in- 
tegrity and sovereignty.” ; 

Whereas, on March 7, 2018, the bipartisan 
Resolution of the Parliament of Georgia on 
Basic Directions of Georgia’s Foreign Policy 
confirmed ‘‘Georgia’s commitment for the 
non-use of force, pledged by the President of 
Georgia in his address to the international 
community from the European Parliament 
in Strasburg on November 23, 2010.’’; 

Whereas, on June 27, 2014, in the Associa- 
tion Agreement between Georgia and the Eu- 
ropean Union, Georgia reaffirmed its com- 
mitment ‘‘to restore its territorial integrity 
in pursuit of a peaceful and lasting conflict 
resolution, of pursuing the full implementa- 
tion of’’ the August 12, 2008, ceasefire agree- 
ment; 

Whereas despite the unilateral legally 
binding commitment to the non-use of force 
pledged by the Georgian Government, the 
Russian Federation still refuses to recip- 
rocate with its own legally binding non-use 
of force pledge; 

Whereas the European Union Monitoring 
Mission (EUMM) is still denied access to the 
occupied regions of Abkhazia and the 
Tskhinvali region/South Ossetia, despite the 
fact that its mandate covers the whole terri- 
tory of Georgia within its internationally 
recognized borders; 

Whereas the Russian Federation continues 
to enhance its military bases illegally sta- 
tioned in occupied regions of Abkhazia and 
the Tskhinvali region/South Ossetia without 
the consent of the Government of Georgia or 
a mandate from the United Nations or other 
multilateral organizations; 

Whereas the Russian Federation continues 
the process of aggression carried out against 
Georgia since the early 1990s and occupation 
of Georgia’s territories following the August 
2008 Russia-Georgia War; 

Whereas the Russian Federation’s policy 
vis-a-vis Georgia and the alarming develop- 
ments in the region illustrate that Moscow 
does not accept the independent choice of 
sovereign states and strives for the restora- 
tion of zones of influence in the region, in- 
cluding through the use of force, occupation, 
factual annexation, and other aggressive 
acts; and 

Whereas the United States applied the doc- 
trine of non-recognition in 1940 to the coun- 
tries of Estonia, Latvia, and Lithuania, and 
every Presidential administration of the 
United States honored this doctrine until 
independence was restored to those countries 
in 1991: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa- 
tives— 

(1) supports the policy, popularly known as 
the ‘Stimson Doctrine”, of the United 
States to not recognize territorial changes 
effected by force, and affirms that this pol- 
icy should continue to guide the foreign pol- 
icy of the United States; 

(2) condemns the military intervention and 
occupation of Georgia by the Russian Fed- 
eration and its continuous illegal activities 
along the occupation line in Abkhazia and 
Tskhinvali region/South Ossetia; 

(3) calls upon the Russian Federation to 
withdraw its recognition of Georgia’s terri- 
tories of Abkhazia and the Tskhinvali re- 
gion/South Ossetia as independent countries, 
to refrain from acts and policies that under- 
mine the sovereignty and territorial integ- 
rity of Georgia, and to take steps to fulfill 
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all the terms and conditions of the August 
12, 2008, Ceasefire Agreement between Geor- 
gia and the Russian Federation; 

(4) stresses the necessity of progress on 
core issues within the Geneva International 
Discussions, including a legally binding 
pledge from Russia on the non-use of force, 
the establishment of international security 
arrangements in the occupied regions of 
Georgia, and the safe and dignified return of 
internally displaced persons and refugees to 
the places of their origin; 

(5) urges the United States Government to 
declare unequivocally that the United States 
will not recognize the de jure or de facto sov- 
ereignty of the Russian Federation over any 
part of Georgia, its airspace, or its terri- 
torial waters, including Abkhazia and the 
Tskhinvali region/South Ossetia under any 
circumstances; 

(6) urges the United States Administration 
to deepen cooperation with Georgia in all 
areas of the United States-Georgia Charter 
on Strategic Partnership, including Geor- 
gia’s advancement towards Euro-Atlantic in- 
tegration; 

(7) urges the United States Administration 
to place emphasis on enhancing Georgia’s se- 
curity through joint military trainings and 
providing self-defensive capabilities in order 
to enhance Georgia’s independent statehood 
and national sovereignty; and 

(8) affirms that a free, united, democratic, 
and sovereign Georgia is in the long-term in- 
terest of the United States as it promotes 
peace and stability in the region. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
California (Mr. ROYCE) and the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. ENGEL) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex- 
tend their remarks and to include any 
extraneous material for the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. POE), the chairman of the Foreign 
Affairs Subcommittee on Terrorism, 
Nonproliferation, and Trade, and he is 
the author of this measure. 

Mr. POE of Texas. I thank the chair- 
man of the committee and the ranking 
member for their support on this legis- 
lation. 

Mr. Speaker, I was in Georgia in 2008 
when the Russians invaded that sov- 
ereign country and took one-fifth of 
their nation away from them. I saw the 
Russian tanks on the hill, and, unfortu- 
nately, many years later, those Rus- 
sian tanks are still on the hills of Geor- 
gia. 

Russia is a cancer in the area. It is 
trying to infiltrate countries in the re- 
gion, trying to spread its propaganda 
and conquering ideas to the former So- 
viet Republics. Russian troops main- 
tain a stranglehold on the occupied ter- 
ritories of Georgia. Russians have 
forced ethnic Georgians to leave and 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


have forbidden everyone who still lives 
there from speaking the Georgian lan- 
guage or from traveling to Georgia. 
The illegal Russian occupation of Geor- 
gia is not a simple matter of terri- 
tory—it is an attack on ideas; it is an 
assault on the very freedoms and lib- 
erties that are God given. 

Georgia is a small and young democ- 
racy despite the rough neighborhood 
that it lives in—surrounded by corrupt 
dictators, including Russia. In fact, 
over the past 25 years, Georgia has be- 
come the freest nation in the region. It 
has championed good governance, eco- 
nomic reform, and democracy while 
combating corruption and ensuring 
press freedom. This is no small 
achievement. I have met with the first 
Georgian Government and the second 
Georgian Government and have met 
with many of their officials. Mostly, I 
have met with the people of Georgia, 
and they are freedom-loving individ- 
uals. 

Georgia sets up a strong contrast to 
the authoritarian Putin up north. 
Putin does not like having a beacon of 
freedom shining brightly from the 
south with his imperial aggression 
kingdom looking down on them. This is 
exactly why Putin decided to invade 
Georgia 8 years ago. Georgia represents 
the democratic potential in the region. 
Putin would like nothing more than to 
cause unrest and turmoil in Georgia, 
like he has done in other nations, in- 
cluding in Ukraine. 

Georgia is a strong ally of the United 
States. Georgia has more troops in Af- 
ghanistan who are fighting alongside 
our troops than any non-NATO ally, 
and it has made hard reforms in order 
to join NATO and the European Union. 

This resolution expresses our soli- 
darity with Georgia. Iam proud to be a 
co-chair, along with the gentleman 
from Virginia (Mr. CONNOLLY), of the 
Georgia Caucus. This resolution con- 
demns Russia’s illegal occupation of 
Georgian territory, and it sends a clear 
message to Putin that the United 
States will never recognize his control 
over any part of Georgia. 

Our friends in Georgia and the region 
must know that the United States will 
not waver in its longstanding support 
for its allies in the face of the Napoleon 
of Siberia. We must be clear about our 
commitment to our friends. Instead of 
retreating from the world stage, the 
United States must deepen its relation- 
ships with our allies. Georgia is a valu- 
able ally threatened by the cold Rus- 
sian winds of authoritarianism. John 
F. Kennedy, our President 50 years ago, 
said that we would support any friend 
who believes in freedom. 

It is time we step up and support the 
nation of Georgia. I urge my colleagues 
to support this important resolution 
and send a signal to our enemies and 
our friends all over the world that the 
United States means it when it says it 
will support its allies. 
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And that is just the way it is. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

I rise in support of this measure. 

I am glad that Mr. POE said, ‘‘That is 
just the way it is,” because I agree. It 
is just the way it is. I agree with every- 
thing he says, and I want to thank him 
and Mr. CONNOLLY for their work on 
this very timely resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, it is clear that Russian 
President Vladimir Putin is doing ev- 
erything in his power to steamroll the 
efforts of the U.S. and our allies over 
many decades to build a Europe that is 
whole, free, and at peace; and we 
shouldn’t forget that the illegal occu- 
pation of Crimea and parts of eastern 
Ukraine isn’t the first time he has 
trampled on his neighbors’ territorial 
integrity. 

Last month, we marked 8 years since 
Russian troops moved into Georgia, 
where they remain to this day. Now, I 
believe keeping Georgia out of NATO 
in 2008 was a terrible mistake, and, in- 
deed, then-President Medvedev cited 
the alliance’s failure to put out the 
welcome mat for Georgia as a signal 
that Russia needed to push across the 
border. 
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Yet, even with its sovereignty frac- 
tured for eight years, Georgia will soon 
write another chapter in its history of 
freedom and democracy by holding par- 
liamentary elections. 

We went to a celebration—and, I be- 
lieve Mr. POE was there—celebrating 
the 25th anniversary of freedom from 
communism by Georgia. Your heart 
really has to go out to the Georgian 
people and what they have been able to 
accomplish under very, very adverse 
circumstances. 

Georgia was a part of the Soviet 
Union for so many years. It was clear 
that they didn’t wish to be, but they 
were forced to be. Then when the So- 
viet Union collapsed, Georgia, of 
course, was an independent country 
and declared so, but that wasn’t good 
enough for Mr. Putin. 

So the resolution we are considering 
today reaffirms the commitment of the 
United States to our partners in Geor- 
gia. We believe that Georgia’s terri- 
torial integrity should be restored, just 
as with Ukraine. We do not recognize 
Russia’s occupation of parts of that 
country as legitimate, and we never 
will. I think we have to state that 
again. The Russian occupation of parts 
of Georgia is illegal, and Georgia 
should remain whole and free, and the 
Russians ought to get out. 

We view Georgia’s democracy and vi- 
brant society as a beacon in an increas- 
ingly challenging part of the world, 
and we continue to believe that the 
door should be open to Georgia to work 
with us. I continue to believe that the 
door should remain open to Georgia for 
both NATO and the EU membership. 
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I am glad to support this resolution. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, since it regained its 
independence back in 1991 with the col- 
lapse of the Soviet Empire at the time, 
Georgia has repeatedly proven that it 
is indeed a strong partner of the United 
States. 

Russian President Vladimir Putin is 
trying to sever our connection in order 
to reestablish Russia’s domination over 
Georgia. That is part of the problem 
here. Ever since he came to power in 
2000, President Putin has pursued an 
aggressive policy toward Georgia that 
has included economic coercion, armed 
conflict, and occupation of the regions 
of Abkhazia and South Ossetia. This is 
similar to his ongoing campaign, 
frankly, against Ukraine where Russia 
has annexed Crimea outright. 

President Putin has these territorial 
ambitions in Georgia as well and is 
promoting separatist forces in 
Abkhazia and in South Ossetia with 
the ultimate goal of annexing those re- 
gions outright or in all but name. In 
fact, Russia has already formally rec- 
ognized these two regions as inde- 
pendent countries. 

As part of that effort, Russia is using 
its enormous propaganda machine to 
convince the Georgian people that the 
U.S. and the west have abandoned 
them and that they have no option but 
to submit to Moscow and to submit to 
its imperial ambitions. 

This strategy will soon be put to the 
test. It is going to be put to the test in 
Georgia’s parliamentary elections on 
October 8 because Moscow is hoping 
that its campaign of disinformation 
will convince the Georgian people that 
they are alone and helpless and that 
they must give up close ties with the 
west or they will face greater hardship. 
Our broadcasts through Radio Free Eu- 
rope/Radio Liberty should be an impor- 
tant counter to this harmful propa- 
ganda. 

By voting overwhelmingly for this 
resolution, the House will send a pow- 
erful message that will be heard, not 
only throughout Georgia, but in the 
Kremlin as well, and that message is 
the United States will not accept Rus- 
sia’s efforts to undermine Georgia’s 
sovereignty and their territorial integ- 
rity and that we will always remain a 
strong partner of this embattled de- 
mocracy and of the brave Georgian 
people. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. 
SANFORD). 

Mr. SANFORD. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Chairman ROYCE so much for his indul- 
gence in terms of time. 

I had the pleasure of going to Georgia 
over the recess with Congressman DUN- 
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CAN, and we had an incredible experi- 
ence in that we saw firsthand the very 
thing that you are talking about with 
regard to the Russian occupation of 
nearly 20 percent of the landmass of 
Georgia. It is having a real-world im- 
pact in terms of a threat to that part 
of the region, a threat in terms of in- 
vestment, and a threat in terms of fur- 
ther economic development to that 
country. 

What has been, I think, impressive 
are the market reforms that have 
taken place there, the way that the 
economy has burgeoned as a con- 
sequence of those market reforms, but, 
again, the way in which the Russian 
threat threatens all of that in terms of 
the growing democratic movement, the 
growing economy, and the change in 
people’s lives. 

So I just want to praise the gen- 
tleman from California and thank him 
for bringing this resolution to the floor 
because I think it does make a dif- 
ference in terms of a signal to that 
part of the world wherein people that 
we met with and saw firsthand are see- 
ing the consequence of the Russian oc- 
cupation. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

It is clear that Vladimir Putin has no 
regard for his neighbor’s sovereignty, 
and I think we should be doing more to 
push back against Russia’s aggression. 

We also need to take every chance we 
get to make clear that his past bad be- 
havior is not acceptable. Russia’s ille- 
gal occupation, as we have said of 
Georgia, has gone on for too long. He 
has occupied other places as well: 
Moldova, Crimea, and Ukraine, which 
is part of Crimea. If we just let him do 
this, there will be no end in sight. The 
United States has to really be strong 
about this. 

I am glad we are sending this mes- 
sage today that we stand with the peo- 
ple of Georgia. We want to see their 
country made whole again, and we will 
never accept Russia’s illegal claims. 

I am glad to support this measure. I 
urge my colleagues to do the same. 
Again, this is a bipartisan resolution 
because we all oppose aggression, and 
Abkhazia and South Ossetia should not 
be occupied. It should go back and be 
part of the rest of the country in a free 
and independent Georgia. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
measure. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

I would just close by acknowledging 
again and thanking Judge POE, Chair- 
man POE, a valued member of the For- 
eign Affairs Committee and author of 
this measure, for this resolution and 
for his focus to see that we collectively 
send a clear and powerful message to 
the people of Georgia and to President 
Vladimir Putin that the U.S. is and 
will remain a steadfast friend of this 
embattled democracy. 
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I would also add that Judge POE’s 
resolution comes at a crucial time be- 
cause the Kremlin is trying to convince 
the Georgian people that we have aban- 
doned them and that they have no 
choice but to submit to Moscow. 

I think by passing this resolution we 
will send our own message. We will 
send a powerful message of support to 
the people of Georgia and ensure that, 
when the Georgians cast their vote in 
next month’s parliamentary elections, 
they will do so confident that the 
American people will stand by them. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise in strong support of this resolution (H. 
Res. 660) to support the territorial integrity of 
Georgia. 

| want to thank my good friends and col- 
leagues Mr. POE and Mr. CONNOLLY for intro- 
ducing this excellent resolution, which con- 
demns Russia’s ongoing illegal activities along 
the occupation line in Abkhazia and South 
Ossetia. 

Mr. Speaker, Russia’s invasion and occupa- 
tion of Georgian territory violates the Helsinki 
Final Act, as well as the core principles of sev- 
eral multilateral agreements, the Budapest 
Memorandum, and the United Nations Char- 
ter. The United States has not recognized 
Russia’s illegal attempt to separate Abkhazia 
and South Ossetia from Georgia as legitimate 
in any way—and this resolution sends a pow- 
erful message that in this policy the adminis- 
tration has the full support of Congress. 

| was in Georgia in August, 2008, arriving 
about two weeks after the Russian invasion. 
The human suffering generated by the inva- 
sion was immense, with over 192,000 people 
displaced and several hundred killed. Several 
of my constituents found themselves trapped 
behind Russian lines in South Ossetia—we 
were able to get them out with help from our 
very capable ambassador, John Tefft, now 
serving as our ambassador to Russia, and the 
assistance of another country’s diplomatic mis- 
sion. 

The Russian occupation of Georgian terri- 
tory is a festering sore that has not healed in 
the eight years that have elapsed since the in- 
vasion. 

Mr. Speaker, the resolution notes: “the Rus- 
sian Federation is building barbed wire fences 
and installing, so-called ‘border signs’ and 
other artificial barriers along the occupation 
line and depriving the people residing within 
the occupied regions and in the adjacent 
areas of their fundamental rights and free- 
doms.” 

Mr. Speaker, | saw this new Iron Curtain 
with my own eyes in July. | was in Georgia, 
leading the U.S. Delegation to the OSCE Par- 
liamentary Assembly, and made a visit to what 
our embassy calls the occupation line with 
some of my congressional colleagues. We 
looked over Russia’s fortified line from an ob- 
servation platform—and what we saw re- 
minded me of the old Soviet Union. The Rus- 
sian troops came to the checkpoint and made 
people wait upwards of 12 hours to cross over 
with foodstuffs and reach people on the other 
side. A Russian guard used a camera to film 
me and the other members who were standing 
on the platform. Tensions were thick. 
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Mr. Speaker, this resolution comes at a 
timely moment, as Georgia prepares for its 
parliamentary elections in October. It reminds 
Georgians as they prepare to go to the polls 
that the U.S. supports them in their efforts to 
develop a sovereign, independent, and pros- 
perous country. 

| thank my good friend Mr. POE for intro- 
ducing this resolution in support of Georgia 
and urge my colleagues to support it. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
in support of H. Res. 660, expressing support 
for the territorial integrity of Georgia. 

| want to thank the Chairman and Ranking 
Member for shepherding this measure through 
the House Foreign Affairs Committee. 

| introduced this resolution with my col- 
league and fellow co-chair of the Congres- 
sional Caucus on Georgia, Judge TED POE. 

It serves as a clear and unequivocal state- 
ment in support of the sovereign territory of 
Georgia and it reiterates the longstanding pol- 
icy of the United States to not recognize terri- 
torial changes effected by force, as dictated by 
the Stimson Doctrine—established in 1932 by 
then Secretary of State Henry L. Stimson. 

In Georgia and elsewhere in the region, 
Russia has committed gross violations of 
these principles by fomenting unrest and aid- 
ing separatist movements in the countries 
along its periphery. 

Foundational multilateral agreements 
reached for the purpose of maintaining a 
peaceful and stable international order, such 
as the Helsinki Final Act of 1975 and the 
Charter of the United Nations, have been will- 
fully disregarded by Russia at Putin’s behest. 

This resolution condemns strongly the forc- 
ible and illegal occupation of the Abkhazia and 
South Ossetia regions in Georgia, and calls on 
Russia to withdraw its troops from the terri- 
tories. 

Russian forces continue to harass civilian 
communities along the administrative bound- 
ary line and impede the right of return of inter- 
nally displaced persons. 

This resolution is about restoring the terri- 
torial integrity of a sovereign state and uphold- 
ing the commitments and promise of the U.S.- 
Georgia Charter on Strategic Partnership—a 
framework founded on support for each oth- 
ers sovereignty, the strengthening of Geor- 
gian democracy, and the Euro-Atlantic integra- 
tion of Georgia. 

Support for this resolution would be con- 
sistent with the recent Warsaw Summit Com- 
munique issued by the NATO Heads of State 
and Government on July 9, 2016 in which 
NATO reaffirmed its support for the territorial 
integrity, independence, and sovereignty of 
Georgia. 

| would ask that my colleagues support this 
important and timely resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
YODER). The question is on the motion 
offered by the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia (Mr. ROYCE) that the House sus- 
pend the rules and agree to the resolu- 
tion, H. Res 660. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 
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The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro- 
ceedings on this motion will be post- 
poned. 


Ea 


RECOGNIZING THE IMPORTANCE 
OF THE UNITED STATES-REPUB- 
LIC OF KOREA-JAPAN TRI- 
LATERAL RELATIONSHIP 


Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and agree to the reso- 
lution (H. Res. 634) recognizing the im- 
portance of the United States-Republic 
of Korea-Japan trilateral relationship 
to counter North Korean threats and 
nuclear proliferation, and to ensure re- 
gional security and human rights. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu- 
tion. 

The text of the resolution is as fol- 
lows: 

H. RES. 634 


Whereas, on January 6, 2016, North Korea 
conducted its fourth nuclear test and on Feb- 
ruary 6, 2016, North Korea conducted an 
Intercontinental Ballistic Missile technology 
test, both constituting direct and egregious 
violations of United Nations Security Coun- 
cil resolutions; 

Whereas each of the governments of the 
United States, the Republic of Korea (ROK), 
and Japan have condemned the tests, under- 
scoring the importance of a strong and 
united international response; 

Whereas the ROK President Park Geun-hye 
and Japan Prime Minister Shinzo Abe have 
agreed to work with the United States both 
to institute strong measures in reaction to 
North Korean provocations, and to prevent 
North Korea from becoming a nuclear weap- 
ons state; 

Whereas the United States, ROK, and 
Japan have signed a framework to enhance 
information sharing called the ‘‘Trilateral 
Information Sharing Arrangement Con- 
cerning the Nuclear and Missile Threats 
Posed by North Korea’’; 

Whereas Seoul, the capital of the Republic 
of Korea (ROK), is 35 miles from the Demili- 
tarized Zone, and Japan is 650 miles from 
North Korea, both within reach of North Ko- 
rea’s weapons; 

Whereas North Korea already has an esti- 
mated stockpile of nuclear material that 
could be converted into 13-21 nuclear weap- 
ons, with clear intentions to continue build- 
ing its nuclear arsenal; 

Whereas North Korea consistently con- 
ducts destabilizing domestic military drills, 
including firing short range missiles into the 
territorial waters of its neighbors; 

Whereas Admiral William Gortney, Com- 
mander of the United States Northern Com- 
mand has assessed on October 5, 2015, that 
the North Koreans ‘‘have the capability to 
reach the [U.S.] homeland with a nuclear 
weapon from a rocket? and U.S. Forces 
Korea Commander General Curtis M. 
Scaparrotti said on October 24, 2014, that 
North Koreans ‘‘have the capability to have 
miniaturized the device [a nuclear warhead] 
at this point, and they have the technology 
to potentially deliver what they say they 
have.’’; 

Whereas the United States’ deployment of 
the Terminal High Altitude Area Defense 
(THAAD) system would greatly improve the 
ROK’s missile defense capabilities and the 
ability of the United States-ROK-Japan co- 
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operative efforts to deter North Korea’s 
threats and provocations; 

Whereas from June 20, 2016, through June 
28, 2016, the United States Navy, the Japa- 
nese Maritime Self Defense Force, and the 
Republic of Korea Navy conducted their 
third biennial Pacific Dragon exercise, a tri- 
lateral event focusing on ballistic missile de- 
fense; 

Whereas the Report of the United Nations 
Commission of Inquiry on human rights in 
North Korea highlights that North Korea’s 
own citizens are starved of life’s basic neces- 
sities and basic human rights; 

Whereas the United Nations Office of the 
High Commissioner for Human Rights has 
established a field-based structure for assess- 
ing continued North Korean human rights 
violations in Seoul, with the strong support 
of the Governments of the United States, 
ROK, and Japanese governments; and 

Whereas a strong United States-Republic 
of Korea-Japan trilateral relationship is a 
stabilizing force for peace and security in the 
region, with capabilities to combat future 
provocations from North Korea: Now, there- 
fore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa- 
tives— 

(1) strongly condemns North Korea’s nu- 
clear tests, missile launches, and continued 
provocations; 

(2) reaffirms the importance of the United 
States-Republic of Korea (ROK)-Japan tri- 
lateral relationship to counter North Korea’s 
destabilizing activities and nuclear prolifera- 
tion, and to bolster regional security; 

(3) supports joint military exercises and 
other efforts to strengthen cooperation, im- 
prove defense capabilities, and oppose re- 
gional threats like North Korea; 

(4) encourages the deployment and United 
States-ROK-Japan coordination of regional 
advanced ballistic missile defense systems 
against North Korea’s nuclear and missile 
threats and provocations; 

(5) calls for the expansion of information 
and intelligence sharing and sustained diplo- 
matic cooperation between the United 
States, ROK, and Japan; and 

(6) underscores the importance of the tri- 
lateral relationship in tracking North Korea 
human rights violations and holding it ac- 
countable for its abuses against its citizens 
and the citizens of other countries. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
California (Mr. ROYCE) and the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. ENGEL) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex- 
tend their remarks and to include any 
extraneous material on this resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H. 
Res. 634, recognizing the importance of 
the United States-Republic of Korea- 
Japan trilateral relationship to 
counter North Korean threats and nu- 
clear proliferation, and to ensure re- 
gional security and human rights. 
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With North Korea’s continued belli- 
cose rhetoric and their belligerent ac- 
tions, it is critical that we stand with 
our Korean and Japanese allies to en- 
sure the stability of the Asia Pacific. 
And this resolution expresses strong 
support for not only increased tri- 
lateral cooperation, but for the deploy- 
ment of the missile defense system, 
THAAD, which will be deployed late 
next year. 

Importantly, this bill states that a 
strong United States-Republic of 
Korea-Japan trilateral relationship is a 
stabilizing force for peace and security 
in the region with capabilities to com- 
bat future provocations from North 
Korea. Today, with an ever more bel- 
ligerent North Korea, this partnership 
has never been more crucial. 

As we know, only weeks ago, the Kim 
regime test-fired a submarine-launched 
ballistic missile. Although the missile 
traveled only 310 miles in the direction 
of Japan, clearly Pyongyang is one 
step closer to being able to target any 
site in the Pacific. Our governments 
rightly stood side by side condemning 
this act. 

Mr. Speaker, our defense cooperation 
with South Korea and Japan is strong, 
but we must remain vigilant. While 
there are a seemingly inexhaustible 
number of threats around the world, I 
believe Navy Admiral Harry Harris, 
commander of PACOM, was fundamen- 
tally correct when he identified North 
Korea, for now, and Kim Jong-un as the 
greatest immediate threat to Asia, the 
Pacific, and the United States. 

I urge my colleagues to support our 
close alliances with South Korea and 
Japan and pass this important resolu- 
tion. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

I rise in support of this measure. Let 
me start by thanking the gentleman 
from Arizona (Mr. SALMON), the chair 
of the Subcommittee on Asia and the 
Pacific, for offering this resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, this week the Kim re- 
gime in North Korea has again shown 
the world that it has no intention of 
abandoning its destabilizing and pro- 
vocative pattern of behavior. The re- 
cent missile launches are a reminder 
that we must keep up the pressure on 
that rogue country. 

I am glad President Obama and 
President Park of South Korea met 
this week about these latest tests, and 
I am glad they agreed that the new 
U.N. sanctions against Pyongyang 
should be fully implemented. 

That meeting was a reminder that 
one of our best tools for dealing with 
North Korea is the United States- 
Japan-South Korea trilateral relation- 
ship. These ties allow our countries to 
coordinate more closely on security 
issues, to share intelligence more 
quickly and effectively, and to pack a 
bigger punch as we work to hold the 
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Kim regime in North Korea account- 
able for its atrocious record and dan- 
gerous record and terrible record on 
human rights. 

I visited North Korea twice, Mr. 
Speaker, and I can tell you the people 
of that country deserve much, much 
better. In my view, we should be look- 
ing for ways to work even more closely 
with South Korea and Japan; and we 
need to keep up the pressure on China 
and Russia to do more to address the 
challenge of North Korea. China can 
put pressure on North Korea. China is 
the only one that can control what 
North Korea does, and yet all we get is 
lip service. It is not acceptable. 

So Iam glad to support this measure. 
It sends a message that Congress un- 
derstands the value of this trilateral 
relationship as a cornerstone of re- 
gional stability. 

I thank Chairman ROYCE, and I thank 
Mr. SALMON for his hard work and lead- 
ership. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 


1700 


Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 
minutes to the gentleman from Ari- 
zona (Mr. SALMON). He is chairman of 
the Foreign Affairs Subcommittee on 
Asia and the Pacific. He is also author 
of this measure, but I wanted to thank 
him particularly for his deep engage- 
ment in Asia on this and so many other 
issues as well. 

Mr. SALMON. Mr. Speaker, today I 
rise in support of House Resolution 634, 
recognizing the importance of the 
United States-Republic of Korea-Japan 
trilateral relationship to counter 
North Korean threats and nuclear pro- 
liferation, and to ensure regional secu- 
rity and human rights. 

I thank Chairman ROYCE and Rank- 
ing Member ENGEL for their support of 
this legislation as well as all of my col- 
leagues on both sides of the aisle for 
this bipartisan effort. 

As we have all seen, North Korea 
continues its provocations, which we 
saw again as recently as 2 days ago, 
when Kim Jong-Un’s regime launched 
three more missiles during the final 
day of the G20 summit. Not only did 
this fly in the face of multiple U.N. res- 
olutions, but was a calculated chal- 
lenge to the international order. 

The administration’s strategy of 
strategic patience with North Korea 
clearly has not worked. What is also 
clear is that we must work proactively 
with our allies to counter North Ko- 
rean threats and nuclear proliferation. 

The Republic of Korea-Japan rela- 
tionship has improved dramatically in 
recent years as each partner has recog- 
nized the shared interests and values of 
the other, demonstrated by the deep 
and longstanding alliances each of 
them has with the United States. Our 
three nations working together as one 
against North Korea’s threats will fos- 
ter improved regional security and se- 
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cure fundamental human rights for the 
North Korean people. 

I have no doubt that North Korea 
will continue its provocations, and we 
must stand firm with our allies to 
counter its aggression. This resolution 
puts forth congressional intent to bol- 
ster the trilateral relationship and of- 
fers further support for regional bal- 
listic missile defense systems. 

Our alliances with Korea and Japan 
are the cornerstones of peace and secu- 
rity in northeast Asia. We enjoy robust 
security with both countries, from the 
forward deployment of assets, to joint 
military exercises, to information and 
intelligence sharing. In fact, Korea re- 
cently elected to deploy, as Mr. ROYCE 
just referred to, the U.S. Terminal 
High Altitude Area Defense system, 
known as THAAD, which will support 
existing U.S. and Japanese assets in 
the region in our mission to deter 
North Korean aggression. In light of 
North Korea’s ongoing nuclear tests 
and missile launches, it is imperative 
that the United States work even more 
closely with these allies to counter this 
persistent threat. 

I introduced this resolution to reaf- 
firm the importance of the trilateral 
relationship in this tense and unstable 
time. It supports regional allied re- 
sponses to North Korean threats and 
human rights abuses, and calls for ex- 
pansion of information sharing and 
other diplomatic relationships between 
our three countries. 

This is a very important measure for 
the security of our homeland; that of 
our allies, Korea and Japan; and the 
international community at large. I 
encourage all Members to support this 
legislation. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I will close 
now if there are no speakers on the 
other side. If there is a speaker, then I 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. SMITH). He is the chairman 
of the Foreign Affairs Subcommittee 
on Africa, Global Health, Global 
Human Rights, and International Orga- 
nizations. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. 
Speaker, I want to thank the distin- 
guished chairman for yielding and for 
his leadership on this issue and Rank- 
ing Member ENGEL, and especially 
thank Chairman SALMON for authoring 
this important piece of legislation. 

North Korea, aS we know, poses an 
existential threat to its neighbors and 
requires constant vigilance and close 
cooperation of regional allies. The alli- 
ance between the United States, South 
Korea, and Japan is vital to curtail 
North Korea’s ever-worsening saber 
rattling and to ensure regional secu- 
rity and human rights. 

A strong relationship between the re- 
gion’s leading democracies is also criti- 
cally important to provide a balance to 
China’s increasingly uncertain diplo- 
macy. China subsidizes North Korea’s 
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bad behavior, enables the torture of 
asylum seekers by repatriating those 
who escape to China in direct con- 
travention of the Refugee Convention, 
which they have signed and ratified, 
and provides Kim Jong-Un needed cur- 
rency by employing thousands of traf- 
ficked workers. 

Though the U.N. Commission of In- 
quiry on North Korea recommended 
the U.N. impose targeted sanctions on 
the North Korean leaders responsible 
for massive crimes against humanity, 
China blocked effective U.N. actions. 
That is why the U.S., South Korea, and 
Japan must work together to identify 
and list those North Koreans respon- 
sible for egregious human rights 
abuses. 

Pyongyang’s enablers, abusers, and 
nuclear customers must be identified, 
and those responsible individuals for 
gross human rights violations ought to 
be held to account individually. 

There is growing evidence that sanc- 
tions are having some effect. We know 
that high-level diplomats and military 
leaders are defecting, recognizing that 
they will be held accountable if they 
continue to support Kim Jong-Un’s 
barbaric regime. 

The trilateral relationship is also 
critically important to ensure regional 
security. North Korea’s nuclear quest 
and the multiple recent tests of missile 
technology demonstrate again that 
China cannot or will not control its 
protege. Despite China’s objections, 
there is need for deployment of the 
Terminal High Altitude Area Defense 
system and to conduct joint military 
exercises to strengthen coordination 
and cooperation posed by the threat of 
the North Korean military. 

I support the resolution strongly and 
hope the House votes unanimously for 


it. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I continue 
to reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Utah 
(Mr. STEWART), a member of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and the Per- 
manent Select Committee on Intel- 
ligence. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to thank the chairman and Mr. 
SALMON for letting me speak in support 
of this resolution. I have worked very 
closely over the last several years with 
the Embassy of Japan. I was honored, 
for example, to host the Deputy Am- 
bassador last month in Utah. My par- 
ents lived for 3 years as a military fam- 
ily in Japan, and I remember growing 
up, our house was filled with Japanese 
art and beautiful bonsai trees. I also 
feel a personal connection with South 
Korea, where one of my sons served as 
a missionary for 2 years. Both Japan 
and South Korea are not only critical 
allies of the United States, but they 
are critical to security and to peace 
throughout Asia. 

As a member of the House Permanent 
Select Committee on Intelligence, I am 
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reminded every day that we live in a 
dangerous world. On top of the list of 
dangerous challenges is North Korea, 
which is a brutal, thuggish, repressive 
regime that unquestionably challenges 
international security and stability. 
For example, as has been mentioned 
here a number of times now, we learned 
just within the last few weeks that 
three new ballistic missiles had been 
launched toward Japan. Unfortunately, 
this isn’t new. Reports of similar mis- 
sile launches from North Korea seem to 
be almost routine, and that is why this 
resolution is so important. Not only 
does it condemn North Korea’s nuclear 
test and missile launches, it also reaf- 
firms the importance of a strong rela- 
tionship, once again, between Japan, 
South Korea, and the United States. 

A strong relationship between our 
three countries is more important now 
than it ever has been before, as we co- 
ordinate more advanced regional bal- 
listic missile defense systems and work 
to counter North Korea’s destabilizing 
activities. 

Shifting gears just a little bit, I 
would also like to take a moment to 
mention an American student, David 
Sneddon, who disappeared in 2004 with- 
out explanation while hiking in south- 
west China. He was fluent in Korean, 
and some respective experts have sug- 
gested that he may have been abducted 
by North Korea to train their intel- 
ligence operatives in English and West- 
ern culture. Recently—in fact, just last 
week—a news outlet in Japan reported 
that a North Korea defector had seen 
David and that he was alive, that he 
was teaching English in North Korea. 

I have sponsored a House resolution 
that asks the State Department to in- 
vestigate the theory that David may 
have been abducted by the North Ko- 
rean regime, and I urge the House to 
vote on this important resolution. 
That is why this resolution that we are 
speaking about today is so important. 
It is one of the foundations that is nec- 
essary in order for us to move forward 
on these others. So I urge my col- 
leagues to support House Resolution 
634, as a strong United States, Japan, 
and South Korea relationship is crit- 
ical to stopping North Korea expansion 
and operating as a criminal enterprise. 

I thank the chairman again for let- 
ting me speak on behalf of this resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, in closing, 
let me say that greater stability and 
security across the Asia Pacific needs 
to be a top priority for the United 
States. Our interests in the alliances in 
that part of the world are only growing 
more and more important with each 
passing day. 

So when we see a threat like North 
Korea, we need to work with our part- 
ners in the region to respond. That is 
why our trilateral ties with South 
Korea and Japan are so important. 
This is an alliance that has under- 
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pinned and will continue to underpin 
security in Asia for years to come, and 
we are doing the right thing by voicing 
our strong support for it. I support this 
measure, and I ask all my colleagues to 
support it. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, in closing, 
I would just point out that as Kim 
Jong-Un continues to ratchet up his 
aggressive actions, we need to stand 
shoulder to shoulder with our Korean 
and Japanese allies, and part of this 
also means being more proactive in im- 
plementing the North Korea sanctions 
law that was passed earlier this year. 

It is unacceptable that no Chinese 
companies have yet been sanctioned 
under the new law by the administra- 
tion. We are working on that, but 
today this resolution before us sends a 
very strong signal that our trilateral 
partnership will remain a standard for 
security in the Asia Pacific. I urge all 
Members’ support. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
in support of H. Res. 634, expressing support 
for the U.S.-Republic of Korea-Japan trilateral 
relationship. 

The United States-Republic of Korea-Japan 
trilateral relationship is strategically vital to 
countering the provocations emanating from 
North Korea, and this resolution provides guid- 
ance for what should be our shared priorities 
in addressing the threat posed by the paranoid 
regime in Pyongyang. 

As a co-chair of the Congressional Caucus 
on Korea, | remain deeply concerned with the 
volatility and ever-present potential of conflict 
on the Korean Peninsula. 

It is a specter that looms over 75 million Ko- 
reans and, for their sake and that of the re- 
gion, the U.S., the Republic of Korea, Japan, 
China, and other regional stakeholders must 
demonstrate commitment to addressing this 
threat. 

The Korean Peninsula is one of the most 
dangerous flashpoints on the globe. There 
have been recent developments in the North 
Korea saga that are profoundly troubling and 
deserve an immediate response from Con- 
gress. 

North Korea’s fourth nuclear weapons test 
and ongoing ballistic missile tests confirm that 
the regime in Pyongyang is committed to 
defying international norms and destabilizing 
the Asia-Pacific region. 

This resolution, sanctions passed by Con- 
gress, the United Nations Security Council 
Resolution 2270, the R.O.K.’s decision to 
close Kaesong Industrial Complex, and the re- 
cent agreement to deploy the THAAD missile 
defense system to the Peninsula constitute a 
concerted effort to target North Korea’s illicit 
trade networks and protect a vital U.S. ally 
from the illicit nuclear program that has made 
North Korea a world pariah. 

The North Korean threat endangers the se- 
curity and stability of close and valued de- 
fense treaty allies, the R.O.K. and Japan. 

The U.S. has met this challenge with secu- 
rity assurances, military resources, deepened 
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economic ties, and an effort to marshal the 
opposition of the international community 
against a nuclear armed North Korea. 

We must continue to demonstrate the re- 
solve to achieve a nuclear-weapon-free Ko- 
rean Peninsula. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
ROYCE) that the House suspend the 
rules and agree to the resolution, H. 
Res. 634, as amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the resolu- 
tion, as amended, was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


EE 


EDUCATION FOR ALL ACT OF 2016 


Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the Dill 
(H.R. 4481) to amend the Foreign As- 
sistance Act of 1961 to provide assist- 
ance for developing countries to pro- 
mote quality basic education and to es- 
tablish the goal of all children in 
school and learning as an objective of 
the United States foreign assistance 
policy, and for other purposes, as 
amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 4481 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘‘Education for All Act of 2016”. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con- 
tents for this Act is as follows: 


Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 

Sec. 2. Sense of Congress. 

Sec. 3. Assistance to promote sustainable, 
quality basic education. 

Sec. 4. Comprehensive integrated United 
States strategy to promote 
basic education. 

Sec. 5. Improving coordination and over- 
sight. 

Sec. 6. Monitoring and evaluation of pro- 
grams. 

Sec. 7. Transparency and reporting to Con- 
gress. 

Sec. 8. Definitions. 


SEC. 2. SENSE OF CONGRESS. 

It is the sense of Congress that— 

(1) education lays the foundation for in- 
creased civic participation, democratic gov- 
ernance, sustained economic growth, and 
healthier, more stable societies; 

(2) it is in the national interest of the 
United States to promote access to sustain- 
able, quality universal basic education in de- 
veloping countries; 

(3) United States resources and leadership 
should be utilized in a manner that best en- 
sures a successful international effort to pro- 
vide children in developing countries with a 
quality basic education in order to achieve 
the goal of quality universal basic education; 
and 

(4) promoting gender parity in basic edu- 
cation from childhood through adolescence 
serves United States diplomatic, economic, 
and security interests worldwide. 
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SEC. 3. ASSISTANCE TO PROMOTE SUSTAINABLE, 
QUALITY BASIC EDUCATION. 

Section 105 of the Foreign Assistance Act 
of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2151c) is amended by adding 
at the end the following: 

“(¢) ASSISTANCE TO PROMOTE SUSTAINABLE, 
QUALITY BASIC EDUCATION.— 

“(1) PoLicy.—In carrying out this section, 
it shall be the policy of the United States to 
work with partner countries, other donors, 
multilateral institutions, the private sector, 
and nongovernmental and civil society orga- 
nizations, including faith-based organiza- 
tions and organizations that represent teach- 
ers, students, and parents, to promote sus- 
tainable, quality basic education through 
programs and activities that, consistent 
with Article 26 of the Universal Declaration 
of Human Rights— 

“(A) align with and respond to the needs, 
capacities, and commitment of developing 
countries to strengthen educational systems, 
expand access to safe learning environments, 
ensure continuity of education, measurably 
improve teacher skills and learning out- 
comes, and support the engagement of par- 
ents in the education of their children, so 
that all children, including marginalized 
children and other vulnerable groups, may 
have access to and benefit from quality basic 
education; and 

““(B) promote education as a foundation for 
sustained economic growth and development 
within a holistic assistance strategy that 
places partner countries on a trajectory to- 
ward graduation from assistance provided 
under this section and contributes to im- 
proved— 

““(j) early childhood development; 

“(i) life skills and workforce development; 

“(ii) economic opportunity; 

“(iv) gender parity; 

“(v) food and nutrition security; 

““(vi) water, sanitation, and hygiene; 

“(vii) health and disease prevention and 
treatment; 

““(viii) disaster preparedness; 

‘“(ix) conflict and violence reduction, miti- 
gation, and prevention; and 

“(x) democracy and governance; and 

“(C) monitor and evaluate the effective- 
ness and quality of basic education pro- 
grams. 

‘“(2) PRINCIPLES.—In carrying out the pol- 
icy referred to in paragraph (1), the United 
States shall be guided by the following prin- 
ciples of aid effectiveness: 

“(A) ALIGNMENT.—Assistance provided 
under this section to support programs and 
activities under this subsection shall be 
aligned with and advance United States dip- 
lomatic, development, and national security 
interests. 

(B) COUNTRY OWNERSHIP.—To the greatest 
extent practicable, assistance provided under 
this section to support programs and activi- 
ties under this subsection should be aligned 
with and support the national education 
plans and country development strategies of 
partner countries, including activities that 
are appropriate for and meet the needs of 
local and indigenous cultures. 

“*(C) COORDINATION.— 

“G) IN GENERAL.—Assistance provided 
under this section to support programs and 
activities under this subsection should be co- 
ordinated with and leverage the unique capa- 
bilities and resources of local and national 
governments in partner countries, other do- 
nors, multilateral institutions, the private 
sector, and nongovernmental and civil soci- 
ety organizations, including faith-based or- 
ganizations and organizations that represent 
teachers, students, and parents. 
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“(ii) MULTILATERAL PROGRAMS AND INITIA- 
TIVES.—Assistance provided under this sec- 
tion to support programs and activities 
under this subsection should be coordinated 
with and support proven multilateral edu- 
cation programs and financing mechanisms, 
which may include the Global Partnership 
for Education, that demonstrate commit- 
ment to efficiency, effectiveness, trans- 
parency, and accountability. 

“(D) EFFICIENCY.—The President shall seek 
to improve the efficiency and effectiveness of 
assistance provided under this section to 
support programs and activities under this 
subsection by coordinating the related ef- 
forts of relevant Executive branch agencies 
and officials, including efforts to increase 
gender parity and to provide a continuity of 
basic education activities in humanitarian 
responses and other emergency settings. 

“(E) EFFECTIVENESS.—Programs and ac- 
tivities supported under this subsection shall 
be designed to achieve specific, measurable 
goals and objectives and shall include appro- 
priate targets, metrics and indicators that 
can be applied with reasonable consistency 
across such programs and activities to meas- 
ure progress and outcomes. 

‘(F) TRANSPARENCY AND ACCOUNTABILITY.— 
Programs and activities supported under this 
subsection shall be subject to rigorous moni- 
toring and evaluation, which may include 
impact evaluations, the results of which 
shall be made publically available in a fully 
searchable, electronic format. 

‘(8) PRIORITY AND OTHER REQUIREMENTS.— 
The President shall ensure that assistance 
provided under this section to support pro- 
grams and activities under this subsection is 
aligned with the diplomatic, economic, and 
national security interests of the United 
States and that priority is given to devel- 
oping countries in which— 

“(A) there is the greatest need and oppor- 
tunity to expand access to basic education 
and to improve learning outcomes, including 
for marginalized and vulnerable groups, par- 
ticularly women and girls, or populations af- 
fected by conflict or crisis; and 

‘(B) such assistance can produce a sub- 
stantial, measurable impact on children and 
educational systems. 

‘*(4) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 

‘(A) BASIC EDUCATION.—The term 
education’ includes— 

“(i) all program and policy efforts aimed at 
improving early childhood, preprimary edu- 
cation, primary education, and secondary 
education, which can be delivered in formal 
and nonformal education settings, and in 
programs promoting learning for out-of- 
school youth and adults; 

“(ii) capacity building for teachers, admin- 
istrators, counselors, and youth workers; 

“(iii) literacy, numeracy, and other basic 
skills development that prepare an indi- 
vidual to be an active, productive member of 
society and the workforce; and 

“(iv) workforce development, vocational 
training, and digital literacy that is in- 
formed by real market needs and opportuni- 
ties. 

‘“(B) PARTNER COUNTRY.—The term ‘partner 
country’ means a developing country that 
participates in or benefits from basic edu- 
cation programs under this subsection pursu- 
ant to the prioritization criteria described in 
paragraph (3), including level of need, oppor- 
tunity for impact, and the availability of re- 
sources. 

‘(C) RELEVANT EXECUTIVE BRANCH AGENCIES 
AND OFFICIALS.—The term ‘relevant Execu- 
tive branch agencies and officials’ means— 
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“(i) the Department of State, the United 
States Agency for International Develop- 
ment, the Department of the Treasury, the 
Department of Labor, the Department of 
Education, the Department of Health and 
Human Services, the Department of Agri- 
culture, and the Department of Defense; 

“(ii) the Chief Executive Officer of the Mil- 
lennium Challenge Corporation, the Coordi- 
nator of United States Government Activi- 
ties to Combat HIV/AIDS Globally, the Na- 
tional Security Advisor, the Director of the 
Peace Corps, and the National Economic Ad- 
visor; and 

“(iii) any other department, agency, or of- 
ficial of the United States Government that 
participates in activities to promote quality 
basic education pursuant to the authorities 
of such department, agency, or official or 
pursuant to this Act. 

“(D) NATIONAL EDUCATION PLAN.—The term 
‘national education plan’ means a com- 
prehensive national education plan devel- 
oped by partner country governments in con- 
sultation with other stakeholders as a means 
for wide-scale improvement of the country’s 
education system, including explicit, cred- 
ible strategies informed by effective prac- 
tices and standards to achieve quality uni- 
versal basic education. 

“(E) HIv/AIDS.—The term ‘HIV/AIDS’ has 
the meaning given that term in section 
104A(h). 

‘(F) MARGINALIZED CHILDREN AND VULNER- 
ABLE GROUPS.—The term ‘marginalized chil- 
dren and vulnerable groups’ includes girls, 
children affected by or emerging from armed 
conflict or humanitarian crises, children 
with disabilities, children in remote or rural 
areas (including those who lack access to 
safe water and sanitation), religious or eth- 
nic minorities, indigenous peoples, orphans 
and children affected by HIV/AIDS, child la- 
borers, married adolescents, and victims of 
trafficking. 

‘(G) GENDER PARITY IN BASIC EDUCATION.— 
The term ‘gender parity in basic education’ 
means that girls and boys have equal access 
to quality basic education. 

‘(H) NONFORMAL EDUCATION.—The term 
‘nonformal education’— 

“(i) means organized educational activities 
outside the established formal system, 
whether operating separately or as an impor- 
tant feature of a broader activity, that are 
intended to serve identifiable learning clien- 
teles and learning objectives; and 

“(ii) includes youth programs and commu- 
nity training offered by community groups 
and organizations. 

“(I) SUSTAINABILITY.—The term ‘sustain- 
ability’ means, with respect to any basic 
education program that receives funding 
pursuant to this section, the ability of a 
service delivery system, community, part- 
ner, or beneficiary to maintain, over time, 
such basic education program.’’. 


SEC. 4. COMPREHENSIVE INTEGRATED UNITED 
STATES STRATEGY TO PROMOTE 
BASIC EDUCATION. 


(a) STRATEGY REQUIRED.—Not later than 
October 1, 2016, October 1, 2021, and October 
1, 2026, the President shall submit to the ap- 
propriate congressional committees a com- 
prehensive United States strategy to pro- 
mote quality basic education in partner 
countries by— 

(1) seeking to equitably expand access to 
basic education for all children, particularly 
marginalized children and vulnerable groups; 
and 

(2) measurably improving the quality of 
basic education and learning outcomes. 
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(b) REQUIREMENT TO CONSULT.—In devel- 
oping the strategy required by subsection 
(a), the President shall consult with— 

(1) the appropriate congressional commit- 
tees; 

(2) relevant Executive branch agencies and 
officials; 

(8) partner country governments; and 

(4) local and international nongovern- 
mental organizations, including faith-based 
organizations and organizations representing 
students, teachers, and parents, and other 
development partners engaged in basic edu- 
cation assistance programs in developing 
countries. 

(c) PUBLIC COMMENT.—The President shall 
provide an opportunity for public comment 
on the strategy required by subsection (a). 

(d) INITIAL STRATEGY.—For the purposes of 
this section, the strategy entitled “USAID 
education strategy’’, as in effect on the day 
before the date of the enactment of this Act, 
shall be deemed to fulfill the initial require- 
ments of subsection (a) for 2016. 

(e) ELEMENTS.—The strategy required by 
subsection (a) shall be developed and imple- 
mented consistent with the principles set 
forth in subsection (c) of section 105 of the 
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 (as added by 
section 3 of this Act) and shall seek to— 

(1) build the capacity of relevant actors in 
partner countries, including in government 
and in civil society, to develop and imple- 
ment national education plans that are 
aligned with and advance country develop- 
ment strategies; 

(2) identify and replicate successful inter- 
ventions that improve access to and quality 
of education; 

(3) project general levels of resources need- 
ed to achieve stated program objectives; 

(4) leverage United States capabilities, in- 
cluding through technical assistance, train- 
ing and research; and 

(5) improve coordination and reduce dupli- 
cation among relevant Executive branch 
agencies and officials, other donors, multi- 
lateral institutions, nongovernmental orga- 
nizations, and governments in partner coun- 
tries. 

(f) ACTIVITIES SUPPORTED.—Assistance pro- 
vided under section 105 of the Foreign Assist- 
ance Act of 1961 (as amended by section 3 of 
this Act) should advance the strategy re- 
quired by subsection (a), including through 
efforts to— 

(1) ensure an adequate supply and contin- 
ued support for trained, effective teachers; 

(2) design and deliver relevant curricula, 
uphold quality standards, and supply appro- 
priate teaching and learning materials; 

(3) build the capacity of basic education 
systems in partner countries by improving 
management practices and supporting their 
ability to collect relevant data and monitor, 
evaluate, and report on the status and qual- 
ity of education services, financing, and stu- 
dent-learning outcomes; 

(4) help mobilize domestic resources to 
eliminate or offset fees for educational serv- 
ices, including fees for tuition, uniforms, and 
materials; 

(5) support education on human rights and 
conflict-resolution while ensuring that 
schools are not incubators for violent extre- 
mism; 

(6) work with communities to help girls 
overcome relevant barriers to their receiving 
a safe, quality basic education, including by 
improving girls’ safety in education settings, 
helping girls to obtain the skills needed to 
find safe and legal employment upon conclu- 
sion of their education, and countering 
harmful practices such as child, early, and 
forced marriage and gender-based violence; 
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(7) ensure access to education for the most 
marginalized children and vulnerable groups, 
including through the provision of appro- 
priate infrastructure, flexible learning op- 
portunities, accelerated and second-chance 
classes, and opportunities that support lead- 
ership development; 

(8) make schools safe and secure learning 
environments without threat of physical, 
psychological, and sexual violence, including 
by supporting safe passage to and from 
schools and constructing separate latrines 
for boys and girls; and 

(9) support a communities-of-learning ap- 
proach that utilizes schools as centers of 
learning and development for an entire com- 
munity, to leverage and maximize the im- 
pact of other development efforts, and reduce 
duplication and waste. 

(g) ADDITIONAL ACTIVITIES SUPPORTED FOR 
COUNTRIES AFFECTED BY CONFLICT AND CRI- 
SES.—In addition to the activities supported 
under subsection (f), assistance provided 
under section 105 of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961 (as amended by section 8 of this 
Act) to foreign countries or those parts of 
the territories of foreign countries that are 
affected by or emerging from armed conflict, 
humanitarian crises, or other emergency sit- 
uations may be used to support efforts to— 

(1) ensure a continuity of basic education 
for all children through appropriate formal 
and nonformal education programs and serv- 
ices; 

(2) ensure that basic education assistance 
of the United States to countries in emer- 
gency settings shall be informed by the Min- 
imum Standards of the Inter-Agency Net- 
work for Education in Emergencies (‘INEE 
Minimum Standards’’); 

(3) coordinate basic education programs 
with complementary services to protect chil- 
dren from physical harm, psychological and 
social distress, recruitment into armed 
groups, family separation, and abuses related 
to their displacement; 

(4) support, train, and provide professional 
development for educators working in emer- 
gency settings; 

(5) help build national capacity to coordi- 
nate and manage basic education during 
emergency response and through recovery; 

(6) promote the reintegration of teachers 
and students affected by conflict, whether 
refugees or internally displaced, into edu- 
cational systems; and 

(7) ensure the safety of children in school, 
including through support for— 

(A) the provision of safe learning environ- 
ments with appropriate facilities, especially 
for girls; 

(B) safe passage to and from school, includ- 
ing landmine awareness, the designation of 
schools as conflict-free zones, the adoption 
and support of community-owned protective 
measures to reduce the incidence of attacks 
on educational facilities and personnel by 
local actors, armed groups, and armed forces; 

(C) out-of-school and flexible-hour edu- 
cation programs in areas where security con- 
ditions are prohibitive; 

(D) safety plans in case of emergency with 
clearly defined roles for school personnel; 
and 

(E) appropriate infrastructure, including 
emergency communication systems and ac- 
cess to mobile telecommunications with 
local police and security personnel. 

SEC. 5. IMPROVING COORDINATION AND OVER- 
SIGHT. 

(a) SENIOR COORDINATOR OF UNITED STATES 
INTERNATIONAL BASIC EDUCATION ASSIST- 
ANCE.—There is established within the 
United States Agency for International De- 
velopment a Senior Coordinator of United 
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States International Basic Education Assist- 
ance (referred to in this Act as the “Senior 
Coordinator’’), who shall be appointed by the 
President. 

(b) DUTIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Senior Coordinator 
shall have primary responsibility for the 
oversight and coordination of all resources 
and activities of the United States Govern- 
ment relating to the promotion of inter- 
national basic education programs and ac- 
tivities. 

(2) SPECIFIC DUTIES.—The Senior Coordi- 
nator shall— 

(A) facilitate program and policy coordina- 
tion of international basic education pro- 
grams and activities among relevant Execu- 
tive branch agencies and officials, partner 
governments, multilateral institutions, the 
private sector, and nongovernmental and 
civil society organizations; 

(B) develop and revise the strategy re- 
quired under section 4; 

(C) monitor, evaluate, and report on activi- 
ties undertaken pursuant to the strategy re- 
quired under section 4; and 

(D) establish due diligence criteria for all 
recipients of funds provided by the United 
States to carry out activities under this Act 
and the amendments made by this Act. 

(c) OFFSET.—To offset any costs incurred 
by the United States Agency for Inter- 
national Development to carry out the es- 
tablishment and appointment of a Senior Co- 
ordinator of United States International 
Basic Education Assistance in accordance 
with subsection (a), the President shall 
eliminate such positions within the United 
States Agency for International Develop- 
ment, unless otherwise authorized or re- 
quired by law, as the President determines 
to be necessary to fully offset such costs. 
SEC. 6. MONITORING AND EVALUATION OF PRO- 

GRAMS. 

The President shall seek to ensure that 
programs carried out under the strategy re- 
quired under section 4 shall— 

(1) apply rigorous monitoring and evalua- 
tion methodologies to focus on learning and 
accountability; 

(2) include methodological guidance in the 
implementation plan and support systemic 
data collection using internationally com- 
parable indicators, norms, and methodolo- 
gies, to the extent practicable and appro- 
priate; 

(3) disaggregate all data collected and re- 
ported by age, gender, marital status, dis- 
ability, and location, to the extent prac- 
ticable and appropriate; 

(4) be planned and budgeted to include 
funding for both short- and long-term moni- 
toring and evaluation to enable assessment 
of the sustainability and scalability of as- 
sistance programs; and 

(5) support the increased use and public 
availability of education data for improved 
decision making, program effectiveness, and 
monitoring of global progress. 

SEC. 7. TRANSPARENCY AND REPORTING TO 
CONGRESS. 

(a) ANNUAL REPORT ON THE IMPLEMENTA- 
TION OF STRATEGY.—Not later than March 31 
of each year through 2031, the President shall 
submit to the appropriate congressional 
committees a report on the implementation 
of the strategy developed pursuant to section 
4 and make the report available to the pub- 
lic. 

(b) MATTERS TO BE INCLUDED.—The report 
required under subsection (a) shall include— 

(1) a description of the efforts made by rel- 
evant Executive branch agencies and offi- 
cials to implement the strategy developed 
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pursuant to section 4 with a particular focus 
on the activities carried out; 

(2) a description of the extent to which 
each partner country selected to receive as- 
sistance for basic education meets the pri- 
ority criteria specified in subsection (c) of 
section 105 of the Foreign Assistance Act (as 
added by section 3 of this Act); and 

(3) a description of the progress achieved 
over the reporting period toward meeting the 
goals, objectives, benchmarks, and time- 
frames specified in the strategy developed 
pursuant to section 4 at the program level, 
as developed pursuant to monitoring and 
evaluation specified in section 6. 

SEC. 8. DEFINITIONS. 

(a) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT- 
TEES.—In this Act, the term ‘‘appropriate 
congressional committees” means— 

(1) the Committee on Appropriations and 
the Committee on Foreign Relations of the 
Senate; and 

(2) the Committee on Appropriations and 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the 
House of Representatives. 

(b) OTHER DEFINITIONS.—In this Act, the 
terms ‘‘basic education’’, ‘‘partner country”, 
“relevant Executive branch agencies and of- 
ficials’’, “national education plan”, ‘‘mar- 
ginalized children and vulnerable groups’’, 
and ‘‘gender parity in basic education’’ have 
the meanings given such terms in subsection 
(c) of section 105 of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961 (as added by section 3 of this Act). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
California (Mr. ROYCE) and the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. ENGEL) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex- 
tend their remarks and to include any 
extraneous material on this measure. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, at the outset, let me 
thank our colleague, NITA LOWEY, the 
author of this measure. I very much 
appreciate her and her team’s good 
work on this bill. Also, Jessica Kelch, a 
staff member here on the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, I appreciate her ef- 
forts as well in making sure that this 
came to the floor. 

We all recognize the importance of 
education for economic growth. We 
know the impact that it has on social 
mobility. We know that the overall 
stability around the globe is partly de- 
pendent upon this, and as Congress- 
woman NITA LOWEY would tell you, 
education raises the productivity of 
people. It empowers men, it empowers 
women to better care for themselves, 
better care for their families, and in- 
creases their civic participation. Even 
one extra year of schooling has been 
found to significantly increase a work- 
er’s earnings and their lifespan. 

But despite widespread agreement 
about the benefits of education, the 
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fact remains that an alarming number 
of children worldwide are out of school. 
At present, over 120 million children 
around the globe have never attended 
or have dropped out of school. More 
than one-third of these children come 
from countries suffering from war and 
suffering from conflict. With many re- 
cent conflicts lasting well over a dec- 
ade, it is easy to see how, tragically, 
we now have entire generations of chil- 
dren who are failing to receive even the 
most basic education. 
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Certainly, this is a humanitarian cri- 
sis. But there are clear implications for 
global stability and our national secu- 
rity as well. 

What opportunities are available to 
children who remain out of school or 
leave school unable to read, write, or 
perform basic arithmetic? Sadly, we 
know these children face a greatly in- 
creased risk of abuse at the hands of 
traffickers, early marriage or forced 
marriage, and recruitment by criminal 
or terrorist organizations. 

Nowhere is this harsh reality more 
clear than in Syria, where an esti- 
mated 4 million Syrian children are 
currently out of school. Inside Syria, 
these children are being shaped by vio- 
lence and a lack of alternatives that 
place them at a high risk of exploi- 
tation and of radicalization. As refu- 
gees, they are placing tremendous pres- 
sure on the education systems of coun- 
tries like Lebanon, Jordan, Turkey. 

That is why I rise today in support of 
H.R. 4481, the Education for All Act. 
This bill increases direction and ac- 
countability for U.S. efforts to impose 
access to basic education in developing 
and in conflict-torn countries. 

It requires the President to establish 
a strategy for, and report to Congress 
on, how the administration will work 
with other countries and donors on how 
to build that capacity and how to re- 
duce duplication, how to measure 
progress, and how to replicate success 
in its basic education programming, es- 
pecially for children affected by con- 
flict and crisis. It also requires in- 
creased attention to some of the spe- 
cific barriers to education that women 
and girls face. 

Lastly, the bill establishes a senior 
coordinator within the U.S. Agency for 
International Development to ensure 
accountability and oversight across all 
U.S. agencies that are involved in this 
work. 

So, again, I want to thank Represent- 
ative LOWEY for her continued bipar- 
tisan leadership on this issue, as well 
as my committee’s ranking member, 
Mr. ENGEL, and the chair of our Africa, 
Global Health, Global Human Rights, 
and International Organizations Sub- 
committee, Mr. SMITH, for their work 
on this legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 
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Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of this 
legislation. 

Let me again thank our chairman, 
Ep ROYCE, for his leadership; and I 
want to acknowledge my good friend 
and neighbor from New York, NITA 
LOWEY, who authored this bill and has 
long been a champion for expanding ac- 
cess to education not just here in the 
United States, but around the world. 

Mr. Speaker, a recent report from the 
United Nations tells us that, around 
the world, more than 260 million young 
people are not in school. That is 260 
million, a staggering amount. Millions 
more are only able to gain a sub- 
standard education. 

We cannot overstate the importance 
of getting young people off to a good 
start by getting them into the class- 
room. Every year of primary school in- 
creases an individual’s earning poten- 
tial by 5 to 15 percent. More educated 
populations are healthier and more 
productive, so it is a win all the way 
around. 

Promoting access to education isn’t 
about helping young people reaching 
their potential. It is also about enhanc- 
ing security and stability. For every 
year a young man spends in school, the 
likelihood of him becoming involved in 
violence and extremism drops by 20 
percent. In places like Afghanistan and 
South Sudan, where roughly half of the 
children are not in school, we know 
that violent extremists and others are 
only too happy to provide a rotten al- 
ternative for these vulnerable young 
people. That is why access to basic edu- 
cation needs to be a foreign policy pri- 
ority. 

This legislation calls for a 5-year 
strategy for expanding opportunities 
for kids to go to school all over the 
world, especially where children are 
most vulnerable. It would put a new 
point person in charge of making sure 
that our efforts across government are 
coordinated and effective. It would 
place a special emphasis on monitoring 
and evaluation so we know we are get- 
ting the best bang for our buck when it 
comes to our investments in basic edu- 
cation. 

This is a good bill that will actually 
help to put children in classrooms 
around the world, giving them a better 
shot at a full and successful life. 

I, again, thank my friend NITA 
LOWEY, and I thank the chairman. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I continue 
to reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentlewoman from New 
York (Mrs. LOWEY), my friend and a 
wonderful colleague. 

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
thank Chairman ROYCE and Ranking 
Member ENGEL for their support and 
their enthusiasm for this bill. 
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Mr. Speaker, I rise in full support of 
H.R. 4481, the Education for All Act, 
which I introduced earlier this year 
with our colleague DAVID REICHERT. 

Today, millions of American children 
are settling into new classrooms and 
getting back in the swing of their 
school routines. Despite the challenges 
many students and schools face, it is 
hard for us to imagine this time of year 
not being occupied with the excitement 
of new school supplies, teachers, and 
school sporting events. Unfortunately, 
the ability to access education at all 
remains a luxury in too many areas 
around the world. In fact, in 2014, 263 
million children, adolescents, and 
youth were not in school. Our own U.S. 
Agency for International Development 
has reported: 

The world is in the midst of a global learn- 
ing crisis. 

As of 2014, an estimated 25 million 
children were never expected to enroll 
in school, and 758 million adults could 
not read or write a simple sentence. 
Women and girls represent two-thirds 
of these staggering figures. Even dar- 
ing to attend school requires taking 
life-threatening risk for girls in many 
regions. 

Malala Yousafzai was shot by the 
Taliban in Pakistan at the age of 15 for 
attending school and advocating for 
other girls to do so. Hundreds of girls 
have been kidnapped by Boko Haram 
for seeking a basic education and still 
remain hostage. That is why this legis- 
lation is so critical. 

The promotion of international basic 
education must be among our chief de- 
velopment priorities. Not only is it in 
the national security interests of the 
United States, it is simply the right 
thing to do. 

The bill before us today prioritizes 
USAID’s work with foreign govern- 
ments, NGOs, and multilateral organi- 
zations to help nations develop and im- 
plement quality programs, address key 
barriers to school attendance, and in- 
crease completion rates for the poorest 
and most vulnerable children world- 
wide. 

With a comprehensive strategy, the 
U.S. can lead the world in expanding 
access to millions of children who 
aren’t in school and improving the 
quality of education for millions who 
are. 

Measurable learning outcomes and 
updates to this strategy every 5 years, 
with feedback from local and inter- 
national education and development 
partners, will ensure we build upon our 
successes to make progress toward uni- 
versal education. 

Additionally, the legislation 
strengthens Congress’ role and en- 
hances oversight of these efforts by 
creating a Senior Coordinator of 
United States International Basic Edu- 
cation Assistance tasked with improv- 
ing coordination, monitoring the edu- 
cation strategy, and reporting to Con- 
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gress on implementation. These efforts 
will not only teach students the three 
Rs, they will ultimately help protect 
vulnerable children from poverty, dis- 
ease, hunger, and, ultimately, extre- 
mism. 

I have long said there is no greater 
force multiplier than education. An 
education is the fundamental tool with 
which girls and boys are empowered to 
increase their economic potential, im- 
prove their health outcomes, provide 
for their families, address cultural bi- 
ases, and participate in their commu- 
nities. 

Children who receive a quality edu- 
cation also contribute to more pros- 
perous economies and healthier, peace- 
ful, and democratic societies. That is 
why the 9/11 Commission concluded 
that ensuring educational opportunity 
is essential to defeating global ter- 
rorism. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentlewoman has expired. 

Mr. ENGLE. I yield the gentlewoman 
an additional 2 minutes. 

Mrs. LOWEY. First introduced in 
2004, the bill we consider today rep- 
resents many years of hard work to 
elevate the importance of global edu- 
cation, bipartisan compromise, and the 
support of over 30 nonprofit and advo- 
cacy organizations, including RE- 
SULTS, the Basic Education Coalition, 
the Global Campaign for Education, 
the Global Poverty Project, the Malala 
Fund, and many other vital partners. 

So, in closing, I want to thank, 
again, Chairman ROYCE, Ranking Mem- 
ber ENGEL, and their hardworking 
staffs for their diligent efforts to bring 
the Education for All Act before the 
House today. 

I urge immediate passage. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time to close. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

In closing, let me say that, if chil- 
dren around the world cannot get a 
basic education, it will obviously be 
that much harder for them to get 
ahead later on in life, to contribute to 
their economies and communities, to 
help build stability and prosperity, and 
to deprive violent extremists of poten- 
tial recruits. 

I think that is an important point. 
At a time that we are fighting extre- 
mism, children who are uneducated are 
much more vulnerable to be swayed by 
the allure of violent extremists. 

That is why we have made expanding 
access to education a part of our for- 
eign policy. With this legislation, we 
are building on existing efforts and 
making sure administrations—this one 
and ones to come—will focus on this 
priority for many, many years to come. 

So, again, I want to thank Chairman 
Royce for always working with me 
hand in hand on important measures 
like this in a bipartisan fashion. I want 
to thank Congresswoman LOWEY for 
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her hard work. She has been cham- 
pioning this for many, many years. I 
support this bill enthusiastically and 
urge all Members to do the same. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I, again, want to thank 
NITA LOWEY and ELIOT ENGEL. 

Today, more than 65 million men, 
women, and children around the globe 
have been displaced by conflict. This is 
the highest level of displacement on 
record—even more than during World 
War II. 

It is critical that we continue to 
work with other countries and partners 
to help address the massive education 
deficit that so many children now face 
and that our efforts be as efficient and 
effective as possible. The Education for 
All Act outlines clear priorities for this 
work, with an emphasis on sustain- 
ability and alignment with U.S. diplo- 
matic development and national secu- 
rity interests. 

I urge Members to support this meas- 
ure. 

Again, I thank my colleagues for 
working on a bipartisan basis on the 
provisions here. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
ROYCE) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4481, as 
amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


Ee 


DIGITAL GLOBAL ACCESS POLICY 
ACT OF 2016 


Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 5537) to promote internet access 
in developing countries and update for- 
eign policy toward the internet, and for 
other purposes, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 5537 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the 
Global Access Policy Act of 2016” 
“Digital GAP Act”. 

SEC. 2. PURPOSE. 

The purpose of this Act is to encourage the 
efforts of developing countries to improve 
mobile and fixed access to the internet in 
order to spur economic growth and job cre- 
ation, improve health, education, and finan- 
cial services, reduce poverty and gender in- 
equality, mitigate disasters, promote democ- 
racy and good governance, strengthen cyber- 
security, and update the Department of 


“Digital 
or the 
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State’s structure to address cyberspace pol- 
icy. 
SEC. 3. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds the following: 

(1) Since 2005, the number of internet users 
has more than tripled from 1,000,000,000 to 
3,200,000,000. 

(2) 4.2 billion people, 60 percent of the 
world’s population, remain offline and the 
growth rate of internet access is slowing. An 
estimated 75 percent of the offline popu- 
lation lives in just 20 countries and is largely 
rural, female, elderly, illiterate, and low-in- 
come. 

(3) Studies suggest that across the devel- 
oping world, women are nearly 50 percent 
less likely to access the internet than men 
living within the same communities, and 
that this digital gender divide carries with it 
a great economic cost. According to a study, 
“Women and the Web”, bringing an addi- 
tional 600,000,000 women online would con- 
tribute $13,000,000,000-$18,000,000,000 to annual 
GDP across 144 developing countries. 

(4) Without increased internet access, the 
developing world risks falling behind. 

(5) Internet access in developing countries 
is hampered by a lack of infrastructure and 
a poor regulatory environment for invest- 
ment. 

(6) Build-once policies and approaches are 
policies or practices that minimize the num- 
ber and scale of excavation and construction 
activities when installing telecommuni- 
cations infrastructure in rights-of-way, 
thereby lowering the installation costs for 
high-speed internet networks and serve as a 
development best practice. 

SEC. 4. STATEMENT OF POLICY. 

Congress declares that it is the policy of 
the United States to partner, consult, and 
coordinate with the governments of foreign 
countries, international organizations, re- 
gional economic communities, businesses, 
civil society, and other stakeholders in a 
concerted effort to— 

(1) promote first-time internet access to 
mobile or broadband internet for at least 1.5 
billion people in developing countries by 2020 
in both urban and rural areas; 

(2) promote internet deployment and re- 
lated coordination, capacity building, and 
build-once policies and approaches in devel- 
oping countries, including actions to encour- 
age— 

(A) a build-once approach by standardizing 
the inclusion of broadband conduit pipes 
which house fiber optic communications 
cable that support broadband or wireless fa- 
cilities for broadband service as part of 
rights-of-way projects, including sewers, 
power transmission facilities, rail, pipelines, 
bridges, tunnels, and roads, that are funded, 
co-funded, or partially financed by the 
United States or any international organiza- 
tion that includes the United States as a 
member, in consultation with telecommuni- 
cations providers, unless a cost-benefit anal- 
ysis determines that the cost of such ap- 
proach outweighs the benefits; 

(B) national and local government agencies 
of developing countries and donor govern- 
ments and organizations to coordinate road 
building, pipe laying, and major infrastruc- 
ture with the private sector so that, for ex- 
ample, fiber optic cable could be laid below 
roads at the time such roads are built; and 

(C) international organizations to increase 
their financial support, including grants and 
loans, and technical assistance to expand in- 
formation and communications access and 
internet connectivity; 

(3) promote policy changes that encourage 
first-time affordable access to the internet 
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in developing countries, including actions to 
encourage— 

(A) integration of universal and gender-eq- 
uitable internet access goals, to be informed 
by the collection of related gender dis- 
aggregated data, and internet tools into na- 
tional development plans and United States 
Government country-level strategies; 

(B) reforms of competition laws and spec- 
trum allocation processes that may impede 
the ability of companies to provide internet 
services; and 

(C) efforts to improve procurement proc- 
esses to help attract and incentivize invest- 
ment in internet infrastructure; 

(4) promote the removal of tax and regu- 
latory barriers to internet access; 

(5) promote the use of the internet to in- 
crease economic growth and trade, includ- 
ing— 

(A) policies and strategies to remove re- 
strictions to e-commerce, cross-border infor- 
mation flows, and competitive marketplaces; 
and 

(B) entrepreneurship and distance learning 
enabled by access to technology; 

(6) promote the use of the internet to bol- 
ster democracy, government accountability, 
transparency, and human rights, including— 

(A) policies, initiatives, and investments, 
including the development of national inter- 
net plans, that are consistent with United 
States human rights goals, including free- 
dom of expression, religion, and association; 

(B) policies and initiatives aimed at pro- 
moting the multistakeholder model of inter- 
net governance; and 

(C) policies and support programs, re- 
search, and technologies that safeguard 
human rights and fundamental freedoms on- 
line, and enable political organizing and ac- 
tivism, free speech, and religious expression 
that are in compliance with international 
human rights standards; 

(7) promote internet access and inclusion 
into internet policymaking for women, peo- 
ple with disabilities, minorities, low-income 
and marginalized groups, and underserved 
populations; and 

(8) promote cybersecurity and data protec- 
tion, including international use of the Na- 
tional Institute of Standards and Technology 
(NIST) Framework for Improving Critical In- 
frastructure Cybersecurity that are indus- 
try-led, globally recognized cybersecurity 
standards and best practices. 

SEC. 5. DEPARTMENT OF STATE ORGANIZATION. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the Secretary of State should 
redesignate an existing Assistant Secretary 
position to be the Assistant Secretary for 
Cyberspace to lead the Department of 
State’s diplomatic cyberspace policy gen- 
erally, including for cybersecurity, internet 
access, internet freedom, and to promote an 
open, secure, and reliable information and 
communications technology infrastructure. 

(b) ACTIVITIES.—In recognition of the added 
value of technical knowledge and expertise 
in the policymaking and diplomatic chan- 
nels, the Secretary of State should— 

(1) update existing training programs rel- 
evant to policy discussions; and 

(2) promote the recruitment of candidates 
with technical expertise into the Civil Serv- 
ice and the Foreign Service. 

(c) OFFSET.—To offset any costs incurred 
by the Department of State to carry out the 
designation of an Assistant Secretary for 
Cyberspace in accordance with subsection 
(a), the Secretary of State shall eliminate 
such positions within the Department of 
State, unless otherwise authorized or re- 
quired by law, as the Secretary determines 
to be necessary to fully offset such costs. 
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(d) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—The redesigna- 
tion of the Assistant Secretary position de- 
scribed in subsection (a) may not be con- 
strued as increasing the number of Assistant 
Secretary positions at the Department of 
State above the current level of 24 as author- 
ized in section 1(c)(1) of the State Depart- 
ment Basic Authorities Act of 1956 (22 U.S.C. 
2651a(c)(1)). 

SEC. 6. USAID. 

It is the sense of Congress that the Admin- 
istrator of the United States Agency for 
International Development should— 

(1) integrate efforts to expand internet ac- 
cess, develop appropriate technologies, and 
enhance digital literacy into the education, 
development, and economic growth programs 
of the agency, where appropriate; 

(2) expand the utilization of information 
and communications technologies in human- 
itarian aid and disaster relief responses and 
United States operations involving stabiliza- 
tion and security to improve donor coordina- 
tion, reduce duplication and waste, capture 
and share lessons learned, and augment dis- 
aster preparedness and risk mitigation strat- 
egies; and 

(3) establish and promote guidelines for the 
protection of personal information of indi- 
viduals served by humanitarian, disaster, 
and development programs directly through 
the United States Government, through con- 
tracts funded by the United States Govern- 
ment and by international organizations. 
SEC. 7. PEACE CORPS. 

Section 3 of the Peace Corps Act (22 U.S.C. 
2502) is amended by— 

(1) redesignating subsection (h) as sub- 
section (e); and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
subsections: 

“(f) It is the sense of Congress that access 
to technology can transform agriculture, 
community economic development, edu- 
cation, environment, health, and youth de- 
velopment which are the sectors in which 
Peace Corps currently develops positions for 
Volunteers. 

‘“(¢) In giving attention to the programs, 
projects, training, and other activities re- 
ferred to in subsection (f), the Peace Corps 
should develop positions for Volunteers that 
are focused on leveraging technology for de- 
velopment, education, and social and eco- 
nomic mobility.’’. 

SEC. 8. LEVERAGING INTERNATIONAL SUPPORT. 

In pursuing the policy described in section 
4, the President should direct United States 
representatives to appropriate international 
bodies to use the influence of the United 
States, consistent with the broad develop- 
ment goals of the United States, to advocate 
that each such body— 

(1) commit to increase efforts to promote 
gender-equitable internet access, in partner- 
ship with stakeholders and consistent with 
host countries’ absorptive capacity; 

(2) enhance coordination with stakeholders 
in increasing affordable and gender-equitable 
access to the internet; 

(3) integrate gender-equitable affordable 
internet access into existing economic and 
business assessments, evaluations, and in- 
dexes such as the Millennium Challenge Cor- 
poration constraints analysis, the Doing 
Business Report, International Monetary 
Fund Article IV assessments and country re- 
ports, the Open Data Barometer, and the Af- 
fordability Drivers Index; 

(4) standardize inclusion of broadband con- 
duit—fiber optic cables that support broad- 
band or wireless facilities for broadband 
service—as part of highway or highway-com- 
parable construction projects in developing 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


countries, in consultation with tele- 
communications providers, unless such in- 
clusion would create an undue burden, is not 
necessary based on the availability of exist- 
ing broadband infrastructure, or a cost-ben- 
efit analysis determines that the cost out- 
weighs the benefits; 

(5) provide technical assistance to the reg- 
ulatory authorities in developing countries 
to remove unnecessary barriers to invest- 
ment in otherwise commercially viable 
projects and strengthen weak regulations or 
develop new ones to support market growth 
and development; 

(6) utilize clear, accountable, and metric- 
based targets, including targets with gender- 
disaggregated metrics, to measure the effec- 
tiveness of efforts to promote internet ac- 
cess; and 

(7) promote and protect human rights on- 
line, such as the freedoms of speech, assem- 
bly, association, religion, and belief, through 
resolutions, public statements, projects, and 
initiatives, and advocating that other mem- 
ber states of such bodies are held account- 
able when major violations are uncovered. 
SEC. 9. PARTNERSHIP FRAMEWORK. 

Not later than 180 days after the date of 
the enactment of this Act, the President 
shall transmit to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Foreign Relations of the 
Senate plans to promote partnerships by 
United States development agencies, includ- 
ing the United States Agency for Inter- 
national Development and the Millennium 
Challenge Corporation, as well as inter- 
national agencies funded by the United 
States Government for partnership with 
stakeholders, that contain the following ele- 
ments: 

(1) Methods for stakeholders to partner 
with such agencies in order to provide inter- 
net access or internet infrastructure in de- 
veloping countries. 

(2) Methods of outreach to stakeholders to 
explore partnership opportunities for ex- 
panding internet access or internet infra- 
structure, including coordination with the 
private sector, when financing roads and 
telecommunications infrastructure. 

(8) Methods for early consultation with 
stakeholders concerning projects in tele- 
communications and road construction to 
provide internet access or internet infra- 
structure. 

SEC. 10. REPORTING REQUIREMENT ON IMPLE- 
MENTATION EFFORTS. 

Not later than 180 days after the date of 
the enactment of this Act, the President 
shall transmit to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Foreign Relations of the 
Senate a report on efforts to implement the 
policy specified in section 4 and a discussion 
of the plans and existing efforts by the 
United States Government in developing 
countries to accomplish the following: 

(1) Develop a technical and regulatory road 
map for promoting internet access in devel- 
oping countries and a path to implementing 
such road map. 

(2) Identify the regulatory barriers that 
may unduly impede internet access, includ- 
ing regulation of wireline broadband deploy- 
ment or the infrastructure to augment wire- 
less broadband deployment. 

(3) Strengthen and support development of 
regulations that incentivize market growth 
and sector development. 

(4) Encourage further public and private 
investment in internet infrastructure, in- 
cluding broadband networks and services. 

(5) Increase gender-equitable internet ac- 
cess and otherwise encourage or support 
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internet deployment, competition, and adop- 
tion. 

(6) Improve the affordability of internet 
access. 

(7) Promote technology and cybersecurity 
capacity building efforts and consult tech- 
nical experts for advice regarding options to 
accelerate the advancement of internet de- 
ployment, adoption, and usage. 

(8) Promote internet freedom globally and 
include civil society and the private sector 
in the formulation of policies, projects, and 
advocacy efforts to protect human rights on- 
line. 

(9) Promote and strengthen the multi- 
stakeholder model of internet governance 
and actively participate in multistakeholder 
international fora, such as the Internet Gov- 
ernance Forum. 

SEC. 11. CYBERSPACE STRATEGY. 

The President should include in the next 
White House Cyberspace Strategy informa- 
tion relating to the following: 

(1) Methods to promote internet access in 
developing countries. 

(2) Methods to globally promote cybersecu- 
rity policy consistent with the National In- 
stitute of Standards and Technology (NIST) 
Framework for Improving Critical Infra- 
structure Cybersecurity. 

(3) Methods to promote global internet 
freedom principles, such as the freedoms of 
expression, assembly, association, and reli- 
gion, while combating efforts to impose re- 
strictions on such freedoms. 

SEC. 12. DEFINITION. 

In this Act— 

(1) BUILD ONCE POLICIES AND APPROACHES.— 
The term ‘build once policies and ap- 
proaches” means policies or practices that 
minimize the number and scale of excavation 
and construction activities when installing 
telecommunications infrastructure in rights- 
of-way. 

(2) CYBERSPACE.—The term ‘‘cyberspace’’ 
means the interdependent network of infor- 
mation technology infrastructures, and in- 
cludes the internet, telecommunications net- 
works, computer systems, and embedded 
processors and controllers in critical indus- 
tries, and includes the virtual environment 
of information and interactions between peo- 
ple. 

(3) STAKEHOLDERS.—The term ‘‘stake- 
holders’’ means the private sector, the public 
sector, cooperatives, civil society, the tech- 
nical community that develops internet 
technologies, standards, implementation, op- 
erations, and applications, and other groups 
that are working to increase internet access 
or are impacted by the lack of internet ac- 
cess in their communities. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
California (Mr. ROYCE) and the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. ENGEL) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 
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GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex- 
tend their remarks and to include ex- 
traneous material in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 
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Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, as the author of this 
measure, I want to particularly recog- 
nize the invaluable contributions of the 
professional staff. I mentioned Jessica 
Kelch, but there is another staff mem- 
ber here who has played an outsized 
role to help shape the work of this 
committee, and not just on the Digital 
GAP Act, which is before us, but 
Nilmini Rubin has played a critical 
role in energy, in trade, in development 
legislation that we have passed out of 
the committee, and so I wanted to rec- 
ognize her for that contribution. 

I also want to focus the attention of 
the Members on the fact that more 
than 60 percent of the world’s popu- 
lation still lacks access to the Inter- 
net. That is 3 billion people left out of 
one of the largest technological trans- 
formations of our time, leaving them 
lagging on economic growth, lagging 
on health, lagging in terms of potential 
for education. 

The dearth of global Internet access 
negatively impacts us here at home, 
too. Sixty percent of the world’s popu- 
lation can’t buy American goods on- 
line, if you think about it. They are 
shut out of e-commerce. They are lim- 
ited in their ability to connect with 
others through social media. 

So the Digital Global Access Policy 
Act calls on the administration to inte- 
grate into U.S. development efforts a 
“build-once’”’ policy when expanding 
Internet access, and this is common 
sense. 

If a U.S. development project sup- 
ports the construction of a rural road, 
let’s invite the private sector to lay 
down cable before our government 
helps pay to pour the concrete. We are 
maximizing U.S. taxpayer dollar assist- 
ance; we are providing more support to 
the disadvantaged community; we are 
making it easier for business to invest 
if we change our policies to do this. 

This bill complements existing ef- 
forts to promote partnerships with the 
private sector to expand Internet ac- 
cess through the Global Connect Initia- 
tive. 

One of the many letters of support we 
received was from NetHope, which out- 
lined why the build-once approach in 
the Digital GAP Act is so important. 
As NetHope’s letter explained, years 
ago, a $100 million road construction 
project in Liberia failed to include the 
laying of fiber-optic lines as a part of 
the project. At the time, the cost of 
laying this cable would have been neg- 
ligible. It would have been maybe 1 
percent of the total investment. It 
would have been—I don’t know—prob- 
ably not even a million. 

However, you know, if you look back, 
this is one example of many that we 
pulled out of the file where the donors 
chose not to include the Internet infra- 
structure in the project; and so, as a 
result, when you go to Liberia, as I 
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have, there is poor Internet access, a 
fact that hampered Ebola response ef- 
forts as community health centers 
struggled to coordinate their efforts. 

If that Internet access were in place, 
it would have helped the U.S. and pub- 
lic health officials safely track the 
spread of Ebola. It could have reduced 
the disease’s spread. It could have 
saved lives. 

As NetHope explained, there is now a 
new project under consideration to do 
that same connectivity work that 
would have cost—would have been neg- 
ligible if it had been laid at the time 
that the road was put in. However, 
since it is being considered after the 
fact, it will now cost tens of millions of 
dollars if it is done, and it will take 
years and years to complete. 

The build-once approach is smart ec- 
onomics. It is smart development. We 
simply get more bang for our buck 
when we coordinate these types of in- 
frastructure investments with the pri- 
vate sector. So I think the case is com- 
pelling for this. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support of this bill, and I yield myself 
such time as I may consume. 

I, first of all, want to thank our 
chairman, ED ROYCE, from California. 
He has worked very, very hard on this 
bill for a long, long time, so I am very 
pleased to support this bill that he has 
introduced to help expand access to the 
Internet around the world. I know how 
strongly he feels about it. We all share 
his goal, but he was the impetus, obvi- 
ously, for this bill, and this is really a 
good bill. 

Mr. Speaker, a generation ago, few 
could have envisioned the way the 
Internet would open up new gateways 
for information, connect people around 
the world, and change the global econ- 
omy. 

Today, a classroom with broadband 
access gives students a window to the 
rest of the world, allowing them to 
build relationships face-to-face with 
people thousands and thousands of 
miles away. A relief worker with a 
smartphone can relay information in 
an instant about where help and re- 
sources are needed to deal with a crisis. 
A farmer with a laptop can make sure 
his or her produce is fetching a fair 
price on the global market. A jour- 
nalist in a closed society who can get 
online can shine a light on abuses and 
corruption. 

And while we know this tool can be 
used for harm, such as the way ISIS 
uses social media to recruit fighters 
and spread propaganda, we also know 
that, in the right hands, the Internet 
expands opportunity, drives growth, 
and makes people’s lives fuller and 
more productive. The ripple effects 
help strengthen communities and coun- 
tries. 

But like so many resources around 
the world, access to the Internet often 
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depends on where you live and what 
you have and if you can afford it. Liv- 
ing in a poor community or a rural 
area, or even being a woman in some 
places, may make it harder to take ad- 
vantage of the Internet. 

Roughly 60 percent of the world’s 
population is not able to use this tool, 
and the growth rate of Internet access 
is slowing down. Three-quarters of 
those who are offline live in just 20 
countries. Think of what a difference it 
would make if these populations had 
access to a resource so many of us take 
for granted. This bill aims to close that 
gap. 

Chairman ROyYCcE’s legislation calls 
on the administration to ramp up ef- 
forts around the world to expand access 
to the Internet. It encourages the 
State Department, USAID, and the 
Peace Corps to focus on Internet access 
as a diplomatic and developmental pri- 
ority; and it states clearly, expanding 
Internet access, especially in the devel- 
oping world, is an American foreign 
policy priority. 

I applaud Chairman Royce for doing 
this, and I am glad to support this 
measure. 

I want to also thank two staff per- 
sons for their hard work: Nilmini 
Rubin on the majority’s staff, and Jan- 
ice Kaguyutan on our side. They both 
worked very, very hard, and I think 
they deserve special mention. 

So I urge all my colleagues to sup- 
port this very important bill. I, again, 
commend Chairman ROYCE for working 
so hard on it. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I am pre- 
pared to close. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

As I said before, the way the Internet 
has changed the world would have been 
hard to believe just a few decades ago. 
It would also have been hard to believe 
that we would be thinking of the Inter- 
net as a foreign policy priority, but we 
can and we should. 

Today, we know that the Internet 
has driven so much of the inter- 
connectedness that we now see across 
the global landscape, so it is important 
that our foreign policy keep up with 
these changes. We want to see this tool 
used in a positive way by as many peo- 
ple as possible, while guarding against 
abuses or exploitation by those who 
mean to harm us. 

This bill helps us move in the right 
direction. Again, I am grateful to the 
chairman for bringing it forward. I am 
glad to support it. I urge my colleagues 
to do the same. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

I would like to thank the cosponsors 
of the Digital GAP Act who helped me 
with this legislation, and the first 
among them is Ranking Member ELIOT 
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ENGEL, and then also CATHY MCMoRRIS 
RODGERS, Representative GRACE MENG, 
and Chairman McCAUL for their col- 
laboration on this bill. 

The Digital GAP Act would increase 
Internet access with a relatively minor 
communications change. It would re- 
quire that the United States-supported 
infrastructure projects are made trans- 
parent so that the private sector can 
coordinate their investments in Inter- 
net infrastructure. This is a common- 
sense approach that we should imple- 
ment now. 

The Digital GAP Act also expresses 
the sense of Congress that the State 
Department should elevate and reform 
its efforts to address cyberspace policy 
internationally. As technological pol- 
icy issues multiply and as they become 
more complex, it is important to iden- 
tify clear lines of responsibility at the 
State Department so that problems do 
not fall between the cracks of the 
many different offices that touch on 
these issues now. Cybersecurity, Inter- 
net freedom, and Internet access are 
now core parts of our national security 
agenda and need to be treated as such 
by the State Department. 

Lastly, I will simply close by again 
recognizing the work of Nilmini Rubin 
on this legislation. She has been with 
the committee for over 3 years. She has 
done outstanding work on technology 
and trade and other issues promoting 
development worldwide. Nilmini will 
be leaving us and will be greatly 
missed, but she will be continuing to 
do impressive and important things, 
improving lives overseas and improv- 
ing the welfare of Americans. 

Thank you, Nilmini. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
HILL). The question is on the motion 
offered by the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia (Mr. ROYCE) that the House sus- 
pend the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 
5537, as amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


EE 
AGOA ENHANCEMENT ACT OF 2015 


Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the Dill 
(H.R. 2845) to promote access to bene- 
fits under the African Growth and Op- 
portunity Act, and for other purposes, 
as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 2845 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the “AGOA En- 

hancement Act of 2015”. 
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SEC. 2. STATEMENT OF POLICY. 

It is the policy of the United States to sup- 
port efforts to— 

(1) improve the rule of law, promote free 
and fair elections, strengthen and expand the 
private sector, and fight corruption in sub- 
Saharan Africa; and 

(2) promote the role of women in social, po- 
litical, and economic development in sub-Sa- 
haran Africa. 

SEC. 3. ACTIVITIES IN SUPPORT OF TRANS- 
PARENCY. 

(a) AGOA WEBSITE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The President shall estab- 
lish a website for the collection and dissemi- 
nation of information regarding the African 
Growth and Opportunity Act (in this section 
referred to as the “AGOA website”). 

(2) CONTENTS.—The President shall publish 
on the AGOA website the information de- 
scribed in paragraph (1), including— 

(A) information and technical assistance 
provided at United States Agency for Inter- 
national Development regional trade hubs; 
and 

(B) a link to websites of United States em- 
bassies located in eligible sub-Saharan Afri- 
can countries. 

(3) ACTIONS BY UNITED STATES EMBASSIES.— 
The Secretary of State should direct United 
States embassies located in eligible sub-Sa- 
haran African countries to— 

(A) promote the use by such countries of 
the benefits available under the African 
Growth and Opportunity Act; and 

(B) include on a publicly available Internet 
website of such diplomatic missions a link to 
the AGOA website. 

(b) AGOA FoORUM.—The President should, 
after each meeting of the United States-Sub- 
Saharan Africa Trade and Economic Co- 
operation Forum, publish on the AGOA 
website established under subsection (a) the 
following: 

(1) All outcomes of the meeting of the 
Forum, including any commitments made by 
member countries and the private sector. 

(2) An assessment of progress made with 
respect to any commitments made by mem- 
ber countries and the private sector from the 
previous meeting of the Forum. 

(c) OTHER INFORMATION.—The President 
should disseminate information required by 
this section in a digital format to the public 
and publish such information on the AGOA 
website established under subsection (a). 

(d) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term 
“eligible sub-Saharan African country” 
means a country that the President has de- 
termined meets the eligibility requirements 
set forth in section 104 of the African Growth 
and Opportunity Act. 

SEC. 4. ACTIVITIES IN SUPPORT OF TRADE CA- 
PACITY BUILDING. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The President should 
take the following actions: 

(1) Develop and implement policies to— 

(A) encourage and facilitate trans-bound- 
ary cooperation among eligible sub-Saharan 
African countries in order to facilitate trade; 
and 

(B) encourage the provision of technical as- 
sistance to eligible sub-Saharan African 
countries to establish and sustain adequate 
trade capacity development. 

(2) Provide specific training for business in 
eligible sub-Saharan African countries and 
government trade officials of eligible sub-Sa- 
haran African countries on utilizing access 
to the benefits of the African Growth and 
Opportunity Act and other trade preference 
programs. 

(3) Provide capacity building for African 
entrepreneurs and trade associations on pro- 
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duction strategies, quality standards, forma- 
tion of cooperatives, and market research 
and market development. 

(4) Provide capacity building training to 
promote diversification of African products 
and value-added processing. 

(5) Provide capacity building and technical 
assistance funding for African businesses and 
institutions to help such businesses and in- 
stitutions comply with United States 
counter-terrorism initiatives and policies. 

(b) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term 
“eligible sub-Saharan African country” 
means a country that the President has de- 
termined meets the eligibility requirements 
set forth in section 104 of the African Growth 
and Opportunity Act. 

SEC. 5. CONCURRENT COMPACTS UNDER THE 
MILLENNIUM CHALLENGE ACT OF 
2003. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 609 of the Millen- 
nium Challenge Act of 2003 (22 U.S.C. 7708) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking the first sentence of sub- 
section (k); 

(2) by redesignating subsection (k) (as so 
amended) as subsection (1); and 

(8) by inserting after subsection (j) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘(k) CONCURRENT COMPACTS.—An eligible 
country that has entered into and has in ef- 
fect a Compact under this section may enter 
into and have in effect at the same time not 
more than one additional Compact in accord- 
ance with the requirements of this title if— 

“(1) one or both of the Compacts are or will 
be for purposes of regional economic integra- 
tion, increased regional trade, or cross-bor- 
der collaborations; and 

(2) the Board determines that the country 
is making considerable and demonstrable 
progress in implementing the terms of the 
existing Compact and supplementary agree- 
ments thereto.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
613(b)(2)(A) of such Act (22 U.S.C. 
7712(b)(2)(A)) is amended by striking ‘‘the’’ 
before ‘‘Compact’’ and inserting ‘‘any’’. 

(c) APPLICABILITY.—The amendments made 
by this section apply with respect to Com- 
pacts entered into between the United States 
and an eligible country under the Millen- 
nium Challenge Act of 2003 before, on, or 
after the date of the enactment of this Act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
California (Mr. ROYCE) and the gentle- 
woman from California (Ms. BASS) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex- 
tend their remarks and to include ex- 
traneous material on this measure. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

I would just begin by thanking Con- 
gresswoman Bass for her important 
work on this initiative. I am proud to 
have been part of the African Growth 
and Opportunity Act coalition. I have 
been part of that coalition since 2000, 
when we wrote the original bill. 


11972 


I would also just recognize Tom 
Sheehy for his contribution on this, 
our professional staff member. 

But AGOA allows African countries 
that respect the rule of law and respect 
free market principles to export many 
goods to the United States on a duty- 
free basis. The program has boosted Af- 
rica’s economic growth, and especially 
benefiting women. 

I can tell you from my trips there 
and seeing the results, it has strength- 
ened the trade relationship between 
the United States and Africa, which is 
several multiples today of what it was 
when the bill was originally passed. 

When Congress reauthorized AGOA 
earlier this year, I successfully pressed, 
along with my colleague Congress- 
woman KAREN BASS, for a 10-year ex- 
tension; and this extension will provide 
U.S. and African businesses the cer- 
tainty needed to build supply chains 
and deepen their strong trade relation- 
ships. 
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I also championed, as well as KAREN 
BASS, the inclusion of country strate- 
gies in AGOA’s reauthorization so that 
African countries could identify and 
make policy reforms to help them 
boost trade and take advantage of 
AGOA’s provisions. 

This bill, the AGOA Enhancement 
Act, includes important measures that 
seek, thus, to improve trade capacity 
building, to increase the ability of Af- 
rican companies to export to the 
United States and improve trade facili- 
tation, to help remove the bureaucratic 
barriers and the needless red tape that 
thwarts trade. 

So this bill would, first, grant more 
flexibility to the Millennium Challenge 
Corporation—a U.S. development agen- 
cy—to support regional efforts to bol- 
ster trade; leveraging the Internet so 
that companies on both sides of the At- 
lantic can learn about how to utilize 
AGOA; and foster U.S.-African private 
sector engagement. It will put the 
trade hubs online, giving African busi- 
nesses that are not near the existing 
trade hubs the information that they 
need to send their exports to the 
United States. And, lastly, this bill 
will increase transparency of the 
pledges and results made by the U.S. 
and African leaders at the AGOA 
Forum, an annual meeting of govern- 
ment and business leaders looking to 
increase U.S.-Africa trade. 

So with these measures, we can help 
African countries and businesses fully 
utilize the benefits offered through 
AGOA. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, DC, September 2, 2016. 
Hon. KEVIN BRADY, 
Chairman, Committee on Ways and Means, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for con- 

sulting with the Committee on Foreign Af- 
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fairs on H.R. 2845, the AGOA Enhancement 
Act, and for deciding to forgo a sequential 
referral request on that bill. 

I agree that your forgoing further action 
on this measure does not in any way dimin- 
ish or alter the jurisdiction of your Com- 
mittee, or prejudice its jurisdictional prerog- 
atives on this bill or similar legislation in 
the future. I would support your effort to 
seek appointment of an appropriate number 
of conferees to any House-Senate conference 
involving this legislation. 

I will seek to place our letters on H.R. 2845 
into the Congressional Record during floor 
consideration of the bill. I appreciate your 
cooperation regarding this legislation and 
look forward to continuing to work with 
your Committee as this measure moves 
through the legislative process. 

Sincerely, 
EDWARD R. ROYCE, 
Chairman. 
COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS, 
U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, September 6, 2016. 
Hon. EDWARD R. ROYCE, 
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN ROYCE, I am writing with 
respect to H.R. 2845, the “AGOA Enhance- 
ment Act of 2015.” As a result of your having 
consulted with us on this legislation, I agree 
not to request a sequential referral on this 
bill so that it may proceed expeditiously to 
the House floor. 

The Committee on Ways and Means takes 
this action with the mutual understanding 
that by forgoing formal consideration of 
H.R. 2845, we do not waive any jurisdiction 
over the subject matter contained in this or 
similar legislation, and the Committee will 
be appropriately consulted and involved as 
the bill or similar legislation moves forward 
so that we may address any remaining issues 
that fall within our Rule X jurisdiction. The 
Committee also reserves the right to seek 
appointment of an appropriate number of 
conferees to any House-Senate conference in- 
volving this or similar legislation, and re- 
quests your support for such request. 

Finally, I would appreciate your response 
to this letter confirming this understanding, 
and would ask that a copy of our exchange of 
letters on this matter be included in the 
Congressional Record during floor consider- 
ation thereof. 

Sincerely, 
KEVIN BRADY, 
Chairman. 

Ms. BASS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

I rise in support of H.R. 2845, the 
AGOA Enhancement Act of 2015. This 
critical bill complements, supports, 
and empowers the reauthorized African 
Growth and Opportunity Act that was 
passed into law last June. 

I want to thank Ranking Member 
ENGEL, Chairman ROYCE, and Speaker 
RYAN for their leadership on this. 

I also believe in the last piece of leg- 
islation I heard the chairman say that 
Nilmini Rubin is leaving us. I am very 
disappointed to hear that, but I do 
want to really compliment her for all 
of her efforts not just on AGOA, but 
also on the piece of legislation that we 
just passed. She will be sorely missed. 

I also want to compliment Margot 
Sullivan, who worked many, many, 
many hours on AGOA that we reau- 
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thorized as well as the AGOA Enhance- 
ment Act. 

By way of background, AGOA is the 
foundation of the U.S.-Africa economic 
platform. AGOA, a trade preference 
program, can help to grow and stabilize 
jobs in eligible participating countries 
throughout Sub-Saharan Africa and in 
the U.S. AGOA has definitely helped to 
increase African exports to the U.S., 
and it has also helped to raise Africa’s 
economic profile in this country. 

Further, AGOA has helped maintain 
and increase employment, generating 
approximately 350,000 direct jobs and 1 
million indirect jobs in Sub-Saharan 
Africa and approximately 100,000 jobs 
in the U.S. 

With the tremendous potential of a 
growing middle class in several African 
countries, plus the growth of regional 
economic communities on the con- 
tinent, Africa has become one of the 
most dynamic global marketplaces. 
Why? Because each of these regional 
economic communities encompasses a 
number of countries that are evolving 
into regional economic powerhouses 
with huge markets of millions of 
upwardly mobile populations inter- 
ested in quality goods and services. 

This is why Sub-Saharan Africa is 
currently one of the most dynamic 
global marketplaces. Countries such as 
China, India, Turkey, and the Euro- 
pean Union recognize that doing busi- 
ness with Africa is increasingly critical 
and good for their bottom lines. 

Ironically, most African countries 
look to the U.S. to play a leading role 
in trade and investment with Sub-Sa- 
haran Africa, yet we hear repeatedly 
from officials, business people, and aca- 
demics from the region, that while sev- 
eral African countries do considerable 
business with other countries, they do 
so because these countries are seeking 
to do business with Africa. These same 
observers note candidly that U.S. prod- 
ucts, maintenance arrangements, and 
capacity building opportunities are by 
far more superior. 

It is with these experiences in mind 
that AGOA stakeholders in the House 
under the leadership of Chairman 
ROYCE and others supported the reau- 
thorization of AGOA last year. This is 
also why the passage of the AGOA En- 
hancement Act—which strongly com- 
plements reauthorized AGOA—is equal- 
ly as important. 

While the reauthorization is for 10 
years, this was a giant step in the right 
direction. AGOA cannot live up to its 
full potential or be implemented as ef- 
fectively as it must be without com- 
plementary legislation. AGOA will ben- 
efit from this complementary legisla- 
tion as it has benefited from a host of 
initiatives such as the administration’s 
signature Power Africa initiative and 
Feed the Future initiative, just to 
name a few. 

Arguably, AGOA cannot be fully ef- 
fective without an increase in access to 
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electricity in Sub-Saharan Africa. 
Chairman ROYCE led the effort to pass 
Electrify Africa and proactively called 
for a multi-year strategy to assist 
countries in Sub-Saharan Africa ad- 
dress the power deficit. Africa’s ex- 
panding cities and rural areas need ac- 
cess to considerable and reliable 
sources of electricity. 

Feed the Future is also central to 
building opportunity and development 
throughout the region. This innovative 
program helps to support critical food 
security in several nations by sup- 
porting family enterprises and by sup- 
porting smallholder farmers. Local 
farmers are able to lower risks to their 
farms, increasing yield and produc- 
tivity and address threats posed by 
droughts, floods, and other natural dis- 
asters. 

The AGOA Enhancement Act helps to 
implement a more effective AGOA as it 
calls for the administration to estab- 
lish an AGOA Web site to inform eligi- 
ble AGOA-participating countries 
about critical information and tech- 
nical assistance. H.R. 2845 also encour- 
ages the administration to support re- 
gional trade development in Sub-Saha- 
ran Africa by facilitating trans-bound- 
ary trade and providing crucial capac- 
ity building skills for entrepreneurs. 

One of the most important aspects of 
H.R. 2845 was originally a separate 
piece of legislation that I authored and 
is now included that enables eligible 
countries with Millennium Challenge 
Corporation compacts in good standing 
to enter simultaneously into one addi- 
tional compact if the country is mak- 
ing considerable progress toward im- 
plementing the terms of the existing 
compacts. The other piece of this is 
that compacts can be used for regional 
economic integration. 

An example of MCC projects, I was 
recently in Liberia, and Liberia has an 
energy project that totals $201 million 
that will provide a new hydropower 
turbine to an existing facility, provide 
training to Liberia Economic Corpora- 
tion employees, and help establish an 
independent regulator. 

In summary, by the establishment of 
an AGOA Web site, the prioritization of 
capacity training, and by encouraging 
greater regional economic integration, 
H.R. 2845 helps to promote and develop 
a stronger economic relationship be- 
tween Sub-Saharan Africa and the 
United States, creating increased jobs 
and a win-win for both. 

Once again, I thank Chairman ROYCE 
for his distinguished leadership on this 
crucial issue. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I see the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. RAN- 
GEL) on the floor, also one of the origi- 
nal authors of the African Growth and 
Opportunity Act, along with Chairman 
CHRIS SMITH and Ranking Member 
KAREN BASS, one of the most engaged 
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on initiatives to put Africa on the map 
for U.S. trade and investment. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the 
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
SMITH), chairman of the Africa, Global 
Health, Global Human Right, and 
International Organizations Sub- 
committee, and I thank him for his as- 
sistance with this legislation. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank Chairman ROYCE for 
his leadership on AGOA in general. I 
thank KAREN BASS, who has worked 
doggedly for years, last year for the re- 
authorization. I see Mr. MCDERMOTT, 
who has also been so active over the 
years on this and critical to its passage 
at the beginning. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support 
of H.R. 2845, the AGOA Enhancement 
Act. When the African Growth and Op- 
portunity Act was enacted into law in 
May of 2000, it was intended to help eli- 
gible Sub-Saharan African countries 
increase economic growth by providing 
duty-free, quota-free access to U.S. 
markets for more than 6,400 items from 
meats to textiles and apparel, to petro- 
leum, to leather goods. Because there 
were issues that needed to be addressed 
to enable AGOA to be more effective as 
intended, Congress has fine-tuned this 
important legislation since then and 
made adjustments several times to fa- 
cilitate African exports to the United 
States. 

H.R. 2845 is the latest noble effort to 
make AGOA work for more African 
producers primarily by enhancing the 
technical assistance and information 
provided to African producers, includ- 
ing the establishment of a Web site to 
provide this information. People need 
to know what is available and how 
they can access this important treaty 
and its subsidies. 

The bill further allows for countries 
with the Millennium Challenge ac- 
count grants to foster regional eco- 
nomic integration. It also targets 
inter-Africa trade, which is still less 
than 10 percent of all Africa inter- 
national trade. 

My colleagues have explained other 
aspects of the bill in great detail, so I 
won’t be redundant. But extending 
AGOA as we did in the last Congress 
was a laudable achievement but will 
not have the full intended effect if Af- 
rican producers have limited informa- 
tion or abilities to effectively take ad- 
vantage of international trade oppor- 
tunity. This is a job creator both in Af- 
rica and in the United States. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank the chairman 
for his authorship. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I also 
wanted to recognize the gentleman 
from Washington (Mr. MCDERMOTT). 
Mr. JIM MCDERMOTT was also one of 
the original authors of the AGOA legis- 
lation. He worked for many, many 
years to see it come to fruition. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 
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Ms. BASS. Mr. Speaker, I have to say 
that Mr. RANGEL is one of the lions in 
this House. I have had the honor of 
serving with him for the last 6 years. 
He knows I am upset with him because 
he is choosing to retire. When I came 
here and really wanted to work on Af- 
rican issues, I sought out those two 
gentlemen, both Mr. RANGEL and Mr. 
MCDERMOTT. I knew of their legacy. I 
knew of the work that they had done. 
I went to Mr. RANGEL, and I told him I 
wanted to get involved in the reauthor- 
ization of AGOA and would he help me. 
We sat on the floor over there. He 
called over a bunch of Members and 
told them what I wanted to do, and the 
gentleman ordered them all to help me. 
We worked on it and were able to get it 
done. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. RAN- 
GEL). 

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, as I 
spend my final hours in this august 
body, I think of all of the fond memo- 
ries that I have enjoyed. I guess during 
these political times, one of the things 
that I am enjoying the most today is 
shattering the myth that Republicans 
and Democrats really can’t work with 
each other. 

Chairman ROYCE has indicated a con- 
cern for the world and the country, 
which shatters the myth that parties 
can’t work together for the good of the 
United States of America. Certainly 
my colleague from New York, ELIOT 
ENGEL, and the chairman have proven 
that in working together. 

Yes, when Ms. BASS first came to the 
Congress, she didn’t come as an ordi- 
nary freshman. She had earned her 
stripes in the legislature of California, 
indeed was the speaker. I was a little 
shocked when she was trying to get 
support for her legislative committees 
that her interests would be foster care 
and Africa. That is unusual, but it is an 
indication of a person who comes here 
to this body with the type of commit- 
ment that makes you proud to be a 
Member of Congress and more proud 
even to be an American. There could be 
some connection between foster care 
and Africa because if there was any 
continent that has been treated as a 
foster child, it has been the developing 
countries in Africa. 

Of course, I see an old-timer sitting 
there with his white hair, JIM 
MCDERMOTT. I can wonder whether or 
not as a Peace Corps volunteer in Afri- 
ca, whether among his fondest dreams, 
that he would be a Member of the 
House and creating a climate where 
people have dignity and pride and be 
able to be a part of the world rather 
than just being a resource for stronger 
countries. 
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I can think of nobody that has 
brought more to the committee than 
Mr. WILLIAMS and Rosa Whitfield in 
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working with Mr. Gingrich, in working 
with Mr. Crane, in working with Re- 
publicans, and how the leadership not 
only was able to get their sides but to 
see how the African Diplomatic Corps 
actually became the strongest lobbying 
force that we have had in the Congress 
as they found themselves pioneers in 
dealing with our great country that 
they loved so much and really had no 
understanding of why they didn’t seem 
to be on our agenda. 

With AGOA, we knew it was just the 
beginning, we knew it was an oppor- 
tunity. We take pride in the success 
that it has had, but we also know how 
far they had to come from behind. 

This enhancement piece of legisla- 
tion has a lot of fancy words, but it 
sends out words to our embassies that 
this is American foreign policy. You 
don’t just read the words. Make it 
work. Whether it is with the Millen- 
nium Challenge Corporation, whether 
it is with AID, whether it is giving in- 
formation, whether it is helping them 
out, whether it is teaching them to 
learn, it is bringing them into the 
international trade. 

And what does it do? Is this a bill 
that just helped people in Africa escape 
poverty and disease? No. It helps the 
United States, and it helps the world. 
It helps people to be able to trade with 
each other, to talk with each other, to 
understand each other, and have com- 
passion for each other. What a wonder- 
ful opportunity it is for the United 
States of America to look at a country 
that is struggling to enjoy the things 
that we believe in, to find out that now 
they don’t have to lobby for it. Repub- 
licans and Democrats want what is 
best for the United States of America, 
and the developing countries in Africa 
need us so badly. 

There are a lot of reasons why I re- 
gret that I have to leave the Congress 
and retire to go back home, but know- 
ing that I leave behind such people who 
are so dedicated, that are willing to go 
to the other party and give up a lot of 
their capital to make certain that the 
small countries in Africa appreciate 
the fact that we consider them an im- 
portant part not only of our trade pol- 
icy, our foreign policy, but, indeed, the 
policy of the United States of America. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank Ms. Bass for 
the opportunity to express myself on 
this most important issue. And I thank 
JIM MCDERMOTT, who will be leaving— 
I don’t know whether he is going back 
to Africa, but he won’t be going back 
as a Peace Corps volunteer, I will tell 
you that. I thank him for his friend- 
ship. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I continue 
to reserve the balance of my time. 

Ms. BASS. Mr. Speaker, as I men- 
tioned before, I have had the honor of 
serving with Mr. MCDERMOTT for the 
last 6 years, knowing that he was a 
Peace Corps volunteer in Africa. He 
was the one that led the effort around 
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conflict minerals, something many 
people were concerned about in the 
country. They even made movies about 
the subject and all of the havoc that 
was wrought in many African countries 
because of conflict minerals. And also 
my work with him on child welfare 
issues and his legacy on both of those 
issues. 

I yield 5 minutes to the gentleman 
from Washington (Mr. MCDERMOTT). 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, it is 
kind of awesome to become a myth in 
your own time. I was not a Peace Corps 
volunteer. I was in Africa in 1961 before 
the Peace Corps ever existed. When we 
were in Ghana in 1961, the first Peace 
Corps volunteers arrived, so I was there 
when it all started. 

I also want to remind you—when you 
know the history of something, it is 
kind of interesting to listen to it—this 
started in 1995. We put a bill in and, ac- 
tually, Speaker Gingrich got it out of 
the House. It passed the House in 2000. 
We couldn’t get it through the Senate. 
It had to come back under Mr. Bush. 
Then we finally got it through the 
House and the Senate, and it became 
law. 

It has been an issue that everyone 
recognizes something needs to be done. 
As I look at this bill today, I read some 
of the language that the President is 
directed to provide training for busi- 
ness and government trade officials, 
provide capacity building for entre- 
preneurs and trade associations, and 
promote diversification of African 
products. 

Now, I don’t know how many bills I 
have seen that in. What is missing 
here, unfortunately, in my view—I am 
going to support the bill, and the ideas 
of it are great, but what has been miss- 
ing ever since 1995 or 2000 has been a 
commitment of the resources to actu- 
ally help the Africans figure out how to 
use our system. 

I can give you one example. There 
are shrimp all over the coastline. Now, 
why don’t shrimp from Africa come 
into the United States? Because they 
can’t pass the phytosanitary rules of 
our government. We won’t let food 
come into this country that we think 
will be problematic for our people. So 
if we are going to actually help the Af- 
ricans—we tried several times to get 
the Department of Agriculture to base 
people in some of the places along the 
coast, Senegal and some other places, 
in order to give them the instructions 
necessary to be able to bring those 
products in. What I hope will happen— 
and CHARLIE RANGEL and I are going to 
leave the scene, and we did everything 
we could during the time we were 
here—for the rest of you, you have got 
to put some money in, put some money 
down on the ground. 

I had a project in one of the bills. 
Lions are a huge issue in Africa. If you 
want to have lions, and you want to 
have people go out and hunt them, 
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well, if you kill a lion, it is only worth 
$800. But if you leave a lion there for 
tourism purposes, it is worth $50,000. So 
we have encouraged these countries to 
get the poachers to become game war- 
dens and the women to run B&Bs out 
there, so we would have tourism which 
would bring foreign exchange into Afri- 
ca to give them the ability to invest 
and do more. 

An epidemic of tuberculosis occurred 
in the African lions. There were only 
two people in all of Africa who had ever 
dealt with a big game animal, so we 
thought, let’s start a school; we will 
start a veterinary school. We couldn’t 
get the money. There are a lot of 
things that we could do with very 
small amounts of money in terms of 
helping them develop the capacity be- 
cause the bill is filled with this capac- 
ity building. Give them the oppor- 
tunity to develop capacity. 

But sometimes it takes a small in- 
vestment on our part, and that is real- 
ly what I hope will come. Maybe the 
bill will pass and then we can get a lit- 
tle bit of money into the Foreign Oper- 
ations appropriations act and use it for 
that kind of program. 

I think this is a work in progress. It 
won’t be done when I leave and CHAR- 
LIE leaves. I remember the first meet- 
ing CHARLIE and I had with the ambas- 
sadors from all of Africa. Nobody 
thought that it would ever happen. So 
we called them all up and said: Do you 
want to trade or do you want aid? 

They said: We want trade. 

We said: Okay. Come in here, in the 
office, and sign a paper. 

We got them to sign a paper where 
they all asked the President of the 
United States to give them a trade act. 
That is the only time it has ever oc- 
curred around here that I know of. 

So it has been there, and it has 
gradually developed, but more slowly 
than it could have. I hope that we will 
pass it and the message will get to the 
appropriators that a little bit of money 
could make this go a long way. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I continue 
to reserve the balance of my time. 

Ms. BASS. Mr. Speaker, as Mr. 
MCDERMOTT leaves, I will take his com- 
ments as my marching orders for what 
I am supposed to do in the next session, 
so I thank him very much. 

I would urge my colleagues to sup- 
port H.R. 2845. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self the balance of my time. 

In closing, I have been to the fac- 
tories across Africa, and I have seen 
the women employed. I have seen how 
AGOA is improving economies in Afri- 
ca. AGOA is making a difference and 
could have even more impact on the 
continent if the measures included in 
this AGOA Enhancement Act are im- 
plemented. 

This bill improves how we offer as- 
sistance through the Millennium Chal- 
lenge Corporation to increase the abil- 
ity of people in Africa to trade, and 
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helping cut the bureaucratic barriers 
and needless red tape that thwarts 
trade. 

This bill helps unlock the potential 
of AGOA so that people in Africa can 
strengthen their markets, and so 
Americans can improve trade relation- 
ships with countries in Africa. And yes, 
it has been slow going, slow progress. 
We have gotten a few more staffed posi- 
tions from the U.S. Department of Ag- 
riculture, a few more ag inspectors po- 
sitioned there. And JIM MCDERMOTT is 
right, we need to do more. We have 
been slow going, but we have more for- 
eign commercial service officers now in 
these positions in AGOA. 

In 2 weeks’ time, we will have the 
AGOA forum. We will again be bringing 
these issues up. In the following ses- 
sion, the effort will continue, as JIM 
MCDERMOTT laid it out, to see this 
through and to try to make AGOA as 
effective as we possibly can. In the in- 
terim, this legislation is a big step in 
the right direction. 

I really want to thank not only Con- 
gresswoman KAREN BASS, but also my 
colleagues from their original efforts, 
CHARLIE RANGEL and JIM MCDERMOTT, 
and urge a unanimous vote, again, in 
support of the extension of AGOA. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
ROYCE) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2845, as 
amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


a 


COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
DEMOCRATIC LEADER 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Honorable NANCY 
PELOSI, Democratic Leader: 

SEPTEMBER 7, 2016. 
Hon. PAUL D. RYAN, 
Speaker of the House, United States Capitol, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to Section 
4(a) of the John F. Kennedy Centennial Com- 
mission Act (P.L. 114215), I am pleased to 
appoint The Honorable Joseph P. Kennedy 
III of Massachusetts to the John F. Kennedy 
Centennial Commission. 

Thank you for your consideration of this 
recommendation. 

Best regards, 
NANCY PELOSI, 
Democratic Leader. 


EE 
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FEDERAL LANDS POLICY 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan- 
uary 6, 2015, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. GOHMERT) is recognized for 60 min- 
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utes as the designee of the majority 
leader. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, our 
Natural Resources Committee—and 
great work from the Natural Resources 
Committee’s staff—has been trying to 
get a handle on just how much land the 
United States—the Federal Govern- 
ment—has taken over. 

West of the Mississippi, it is abso- 
lutely extraordinary. Now, we have 
heard in recent months and over the 
last few years of incidents in which 
landowners, according to the media, 
just went off and did something crazy, 
overreacted—maybe had a gun—but it 
bears looking into what the Federal 
Government has been doing to the 
landowners, to the local governments, 
to the State governments in the West- 
ern United States. Our committee has 
been able to pull together maps that 
show just how much Federal Govern- 
ment property we have. 

On this, we have the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs showing in these burgundy, or 
maroon, areas. These are areas in the 
West that the Bureau of Indian Affairs 
is in charge of. 

When we look at the next map here, 
added to that of the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs, we have the Bureau of Land 
Management. Those are these areas 
here, the pale color, the soft orange. It 
is 247.3 million acres. That would be 
larger than Arizona, plus Iowa, plus 
Colorado, plus Nevada all put together 
that is owned by the Bureau of Land 
Management—those are all of these 
kind of light orange areas—all the way 
up here, into Montana. It is just ex- 
traordinary, when you look at Nevada, 
how much land the State of Nevada 
and the citizens of Nevada control and 
how much the Bureau of Land Manage- 
ment controls. Absolutely extraor- 
dinary. We run into the same thing 
here just north of California and get- 
ting into Oregon and over into Idaho, 
Colorado, Wyoming. It is just incred- 
ible. 

Then the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service 
gets some of their land in here. Then 
you also have the United States Forest 
Service. Those are these green areas. 
They have got a lot of California, a lot 
of Oregon, Washington, Idaho. You 
have got Montana, Wyoming, Colorado, 
right on down. You have got even Ari- 
zona and New Mexico. Extraordinary. 
That is this light green area. Then you 
have the national parks. 

Oh, by the way, the Forest Service 
has 197.1 million acres. Twice the size 
of Montana is what the U.S. Forest 
Service has. The U.S. Fish & Wildlife 
Service has 89.1 million acres. That is 
larger than Utah and North Carolina 
put together. The national parks have 
84 million acres. That is larger than 
New Mexico and New Hampshire put 
together. Then there are other agen- 
cies. We add on the Department of En- 
ergy, the Department of Transpor- 
tation, the TVA, the Bureau of Rec- 
lamation—extraordinary. 


11975 


When you look at how much land is 
white—meaning that belongs to State, 
local, or private owners—and how 
much is owned by the Federal Govern- 
ment, you begin to think, perhaps, the 
Soviet Union didn’t disappear and that 
the Soviet Union is now in the Western 
United States when a government con- 
trols that much of what used to be pri- 
vate property, much of it. 

We look at the next map, and we are 
adding on another overlay. With this 
one, we have the endangered species’ 
critical habitat. That is for 704 species 
of plants and animals. I know, in my 
district, we have two plants that grow 
wild, and they are all over the place. 
They were notified that they are now 
listed as threatened, and my local gov- 
ernments are already suffering because 
of the Federal land, the national for- 
ests. They get no tax money. They are 
not getting revenue. The Federal Gov- 
ernment is not producing the renew- 
able resource of timber off of them 
anymore. Then they get notified that 
they have got a couple of threatened 
plants with critical habitats there. 

The local government was saying: 
Wait a minute. These things are every- 
where. These plants are all over the 
place. Look, we have got pictures. 
They are all over the place. You can 
find them anywhere. 

What does the Federal Government 
say? 

Yes, but we have a scientific study 
that says they are threatened. We don’t 
care if you have got pictures that show 
they are everywhere. That is not sci- 
entific, because we had somebody in a 
cubicle in a little office, who never 
went to those areas, and he says they 
are threatened, so we are going to say 
they are threatened. You people who 
live in that area and who took pictures 
of them everywhere must not know 
what you are talking about. 

Wilderness areas, we have got 765 wil- 
derness areas on Federal land. That is 
109 million acres in 44 States. Then we 
have the Clean Air Act and Class I 
areas also added in here. 

Then, on our last map here, we have 
added on the wetlands—110.1 million 
acres are subject to section 404 regula- 
tions of the Clean Water Act—and ma- 
rine protected areas. There are 13 ma- 
rine sanctuary areas in more than 
170,000 square miles of waters. Then 
you have got the Outer Continental 
Shelf at 1.712 billion acres. 

We will add this additional map. We 
have added Wild and Scenic Rivers. 
There are 12,709 miles of 208 rivers— 
amazing—that are managed by BLM, 
the National Park Service, the U.S. 
Fish & Wildlife Service, and the Forest 
Service. Then we have 49 heritage areas 
in 32 States. It is absolutely extraor- 
dinary. When you look at all of the 
overlays of federally owned controlled 
land, there is just not much left there. 

Now, I love the idea that our chair- 
man, ROB BISHOP, had for a bill. How 
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about if we don’t allow the Federal 
Government to get any more land—to 
take over any more land—west of the 
Mississippi until 10 percent of all of the 
land east of Mississippi is owned by the 
Federal Government? That might slow 
things down with the people who are 
east of the Mississippi starting to have 
to lose their private property as the 
Federal Government takes up more and 
more. 

I am pleased to be joined by the gen- 
tleman from California. He knows Cali- 
fornia as well as anybody in the coun- 
try, certainly better, probably, than 
the current Governor. I yield to the 
gentleman from California (Mr. 
MCCLINTOCK). 

Mr. McCLINTOCK. I thank the gen- 
tleman for yielding, and I particularly 
want to thank Congressman GOHMERT 
for organizing this discussion on Fed- 
eral lands policy and for his high- 
lighting of the Federal Footprint Map. 

You can find that at natural re- 
sources.house.gov/federalfootprint or 
just Google ‘‘Federal Footprint.” When 
you do, you will have a complete pic- 
ture of how much land the Federal 
Government owns and how much of 
your State and your community is af- 
fected. It may surprise you. 

For example, the Federal Govern- 
ment owns just seven-tenths of 1 per- 
cent of the entire State of New York. It 
owns just 1.1 percent of the State of Il- 
linois. It owns just 1.8 percent of the 
State of Texas; but then go further 
west, and you will see the reason for 
the Western revolt. The Federal Gov- 
ernment owns and controls 62 percent 
of the State of Alaska. It owns and 
controls two-thirds of the State of 
Utah and 81 percent of the State of Ne- 
vada. In my home State of California, 
the Federal Government owns nearly 
half; 48 percent is Federal land. In one 
county in my district, Alpine County, 
the Federal Government owns 93 per- 
cent of the land. 

If you are not from one of the West- 
ern States, you need to understand 
what that means. That is all land that 
is completely off the local tax rolls. 
That is land that carries increasingly 
severe restrictions on public use and 
access, which means it is generating 
very little economic activity to these 
regions; and, often, Federal ownership 
means that Federal land use policies 
are in direct contravention to the wish- 
es of the local communities that are 
entangled with it. 

Recently, the Natural Resources 
Committee held a field hearing in 
north Las Vegas at the request of Con- 
gressman CRESENT HARDY. Now, if you 
have ever flown into Las Vegas, you 
know how vast are the empty and un- 
utilized lands of Nevada, stretching as 
far as the horizon. Yet the local leaders 
there all complained of how the re- 
gion’s economy suffers from a great 
shortage of land—land for homes and 
shops, for businesses and infrastruc- 
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ture. What an irony and what a com- 
mentary about the harm that is being 
done by the decisions of our Federal 
land managers. 

More than a century ago, we began 
setting aside the most beautiful lands 
in the Nation for the ‘‘use, resort, and 
recreation” of the American people. 
That was the wording of the original 
Yosemite Land Grant that was signed 
by Abraham Lincoln in 1864; but some- 
where along the way, public ‘‘use, re- 
sort, and recreation”? became ‘‘look, 
but don’t touch,’’ and the Federal Gov- 
ernment became indiscriminate and 
voracious in the amount of land under 
its direct control. 

As I said, my congressional district is 
in the heart of the Sierra Nevada. Com- 
mon complaints from my constituents 
and from local government officials 
range from abusive Federal regulatory 
enforcement to inflated fees that have 
forced families to abandon cabins they 
have held for generations, exorbitant 
new fees that are closing down long-es- 
tablished community events, road clo- 
sures, and the arbitrary denial of graz- 
ing permits for family ranchers who go 
back generations on that land. A small 
town in my district that is trying to 
install a $2 million spillway gate for 
their reservoir was just given a $6 mil- 
lion estimate from the Forest Service 
just to relocate a hiking trail and a 
handful of campsites. 

Let me relate one quick story of 
what it means to be entangled in this 
Federal morass that came to me from 
the sheriff of Plumas County, which is 
just outside of my district. 

An elderly couple goes horseback 
riding near their home. They come 
across an old horseshoe. The wife picks 
it up, and an ambitious, young Forest 
Service official saw her pick it up. The 
next thing they knew, six armed Fed- 
eral law enforcement officers de- 
scended upon their home. They tore it 
apart and, ultimately, prosecuted this 
elderly couple for removing the horse- 
shoe, charging them criminally with 
stealing from the Federal Government. 
Ultimately, the Federal judge dis- 
missed the charges and chastised the 
officials who were responsible for this 
travesty, but only after this couple had 
gone through hell. 

Ask yourself how your local economy 
would fare if the Federal Government 
owned 93 percent of the land in your 
county, forbade or greatly restricted 
any economic activity on it, and ig- 
nored the pleas of your local city coun- 
cil or county board. 
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In my district, the Federal Govern- 
ment consigned our forests to a policy 
of benign neglect. We now have, rough- 
ly, four times more trees per acre than 
the land can support. In this over- 
crowded and stressed condition, the 
trees can no longer resist the drought 
and beetle infestation. Today, an esti- 
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mated 85 percent of the pine trees in 
the Sierra National Forest—that is ad- 
jacent to Yosemite National Park—are 
dead. And I am talking about Christ- 
mas-tree-in-July dead just waiting to 
be consumed by catastrophic fire. 

The National Park Service estimates 
it is facing more than $12 billion of 
maintenance backlog, yet we keep add- 
ing to the Federal holdings that we 
can’t take care of now. That is why the 
Federal footprint map is so important 
to understand and why fundamental re- 
form of our land use policy is of para- 
mount importance. 

Now, the Federal Lands Subcom- 
mittee has three principal goals: to re- 
store public access to the public lands, 
to restore sound management to the 
public lands, and to restore the Federal 
Government as a good neighbor to 
those communities most impacted by 
the Federal lands. But overarching all 
of these imperatives is the simple fact 
that excessive Federal land ownership 
in the West has become a stultifying 
drag on our economies and a direct im- 
pediment to our ability to take good 
care of our public lands. 

I thought Congressman GOHMERT put 
it best in a subcommittee hearing we 
held almost 2 years ago now when he 
compared the Federal Government’s 
land use policies to the old miser whose 
great mansion has become the town 
eyesore—overgrown with weeds, paint 
peeling, roof dilapidated, broken win- 
dows—while the old miser spends all of 
his time and money plotting how he 
can buy his neighbor’s land. 

There needs to be a proper balance 
between Federal ownership, State and 
local stewardship, and the productive 
private ownership of the lands. One 
look at the Federal footprint map 
should warn even the most casual ob- 
servers that we have lost that balance 
and that we need to restore it. 

I, again, thank the gentleman from 
Texas for organizing this time today 
and for yielding time. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
MCCLINTOCK) so much for his in-depth 
observations. 

I yield to the gentleman from New 
Mexico (Mr. PEARCE), who knows a 
great deal about this situation. 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Texas. Again, I ap- 
preciate the comments of the gen- 
tleman from California. 

I am sure most of you have seen this 
chart, but the color red designates the 
Federal ownership of land. So you can 
see some of the statistics that were 
quoted by the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia that, in the Eastern part of the 
U.S.—and it begins at New Mexico, Col- 
orado, Wyoming, and Montana—is 
where the great mass of Federal lands 
come into play. You might ask why? 

These are the States that came in 
after Teddy Roosevelt was President. 
So in the early 1900s, he began the pol- 
icy of holding many of the lands that 
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were supposed to be given back to the 
States. He wanted the large national 
parks that we were many times enam- 
ored with, the large national forests. 
But they go beyond that. And that 
going beyond, that holding of land that 
has productive use but will not be used 
productively by the government, is the 
great source of economic problems in 
the West. 

Now, in New Mexico, which is the 
State here, we have many national for- 
ests in the areas covered with red. At 
one point, New Mexico had 123 mills 
that were processing timber that were 
cut out of our national forests. So 20 or 
30 years ago, the Fish and Wildlife 
Service said that we have to protect 
the spotted owl and logging is the prob- 
lem. They killed 85 percent of the tim- 
ber industry nationwide. They killed 
those jobs nationwide. 

In New Mexico, of the 123 mills that 
we had processing timber at one point, 
we have closed 122 of them. So imagine 
these rural communities up in the 
mountains of a sparsely populated 
State, they have no economic basis 
now that the Forest Service has shut 
these mills down. By the way, about 3 
years ago, they came out with a find- 
ing that logging was never the prob- 
lem. 

So economic devastation occurred in 
the areas where the national forest had 
stopped all logging for a lie that had 
come from the Fish and Wildlife Serv- 
ice. So people in the West are under- 
standably irritated, they are angry, 
and they are mad because their way of 
life has disappeared in these logging 
communities. But it goes much further 
beyond that. 

A couple of years ago, the Forest 
Service took a look at the grazing al- 
lotments in one of the forests and said: 
“Oh, we have got to eliminate you 17 
ranchers.” 

We asked later if they would show us 
the science which said they have to get 
the people off. They showed me a pic- 
ture of an orange, 5-gallon can turned 
upside-down in the forest and said: 
“Look, the grass height is not high 
enough.” 

I began to ridicule their orange-buck- 
et science in public. It embarrassed 
them tremendously. Meanwhile, we 
asked the scientists at New Mexico 
State University to come and study the 
grazing and the height of the grass, and 
they said it is probably at historic 
heights. 

So we got involved in the issue. All 
the ranchers were eventually rein- 
stated into their allotments, but these 
are private property rights. The allot- 
ments are things that have been pur- 
chased and sometimes passed along 
from generation to generation. 

Those private property rights, con- 
stitutional rights, were removed with 
no reason, with no understanding of 
what they are doing from a Forest 
Service that was arrogant with its 
power. 
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Again, you see the effect on our econ- 
omy. New Mexico is one of the lowest 
economies in the U.S.’s 50 States. So to 
find the U.S. Government at odds with 
the jobs in the State in this rural area 
just does not make sense to most peo- 
ple. So you find this budding anger 
across the entire West because the 
same policies affect everyone out 
there. 

Right now, we have a situation where 
one family has been fighting the U.S. 
Forest Service for their water rights. 
The court said the water rights belong 
to them. The Forest Service responded 
by putting a fence around the 23 acres. 
And they said: ‘‘Well, it may be his 
water, but it is our 23 acres sur- 
rounding the water.” 

The rancher went back to the courts. 
The courts said, over a period of time, 
he does not have a right to walk his 
cows on their 23 acres, but he does have 
the right to move the water from the 23 
acres to his cows. The Forest Service 
responded by electrifying the fence. 

Now, our office has been engaged for 
12 years trying to get some reasonable 
understandings between the rancher 
and the Forest Service, but it, again, is 
this arrogance that is willing to drive 
one of the largest ranchers in that area 
out of business over something that is, 
to most people, not understandable. 

We continue to analyze the effect, 
again, of these big red areas in our 
States. And at the end of the day, the 
most pressure is put on the Western 
schools. Now, the gentleman from Utah 
(Mr. BISHOP) has done a magnificent 
study showing that the schools in these 
States are 20 percent below in funding 
all of the States in the rest of the 
country. 

So at the end of the day, the problem 
beyond the tax base, the problem be- 
yond the jobs, the problem is in our 
schools that are starved for resources 
because we have no tax base on which 
to fund the schools and which to fund 
the local governments. So as you look 
at these footprints of the Federal Gov- 
ernment ownership in the West, under- 
stand the trauma that it brings to us in 
our schools, in our jobs, and in our way 
of life. 

It is time for the U.S. Government to 
change its policies. It is time for the 
U.S. Government to begin to deal with 
the fact that people need to raise fami- 
lies in rural States, they need the ac- 
cess to good schools, and we need to be 
able to access the land which they are 
currently curtailing at an amazing 
rate. So that is the perspective from 
New Mexico on the ownership of Fed- 
eral lands. 

Again, I thank the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. GOHMERT) for his leadership 
on this issue. I thank him for the time 
that he has yielded to us on this par- 
ticular subject matter. I would, again, 
state that we can do better and we 
must do better. 
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Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from New Mexico (Mr. 
PEARCE). 

So often we hear from people here on 
this floor from the other side of the 
aisle talking about how much they 
care about the children, for the chil- 
dren, for the children. And I know, in 
my district, we have counties that 
have national forests. There is no tax 
base, as Mr. PEARCE points out. 

You can’t tax it when they are not 
producing the renewable resource of 
timber. These aren’t sequoias. These 
are not redwoods. These are just pine 
trees that grow back every 15 or 20 
years or so. And the schools are hurt- 
ing, the local governments are hurting, 
but the children suffer because of the 
Federal Government’s usurping the 
land, failing to utilize it, and leaving 
people high and dry. 

We had a hearing. I learned a lot, and 
I was pleased that my friend, Mr. 
HARDY, had requested the hearing be- 
cause I learned a lot. 

I yield to the gentleman from Nevada 
(Mr. HARDY). 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from the great State of 
Texas for yielding me the time. 

Nowhere are the challenges of the 
Federal land mismanagement more 
evident than in Nevada, where more 
than 85 percent of our State is con- 
trolled by the Federal Government. 
Land management is an issue that af- 
fects all Nevadans, both urban and 
rural. That is why I was proud to have 
the opportunity to hold a Natural Re- 
sources Committee field hearing in my 
district examining the unique chal- 
lenges facing southern Nevada commu- 
nities. 

At the hearing, we heard from local 
agencies, a nonprofit organization, a 
university professor, a private sector 
trade association, and the Federal Gov- 
ernment. By bringing all of these dif- 
ferent stakeholders to the table at 
once, one thing became abundantly 
clear: the status quo Federal land man- 
agement isn’t working, and we need to 
do something about it. If we fail to act, 
we will not only harm the quality of 
life for our constituents, but we will 
also be endangering the public safety. 

I would like to highlight a few exam- 
ples that were raised at this field hear- 
ing and expose the stark reality. 

First, we had a chief engineer for the 
Clark County Regional Flood Control 
District testify that erroneous BLM re- 
quirements prevent the county offi- 
cials from removing excess sediment 
and debris from detention basins after 
desert flash floods. It is amazing that 
you would have to ask the Federal 
Government to return to clean out de- 
bris where you have already done EISes 
and NEPA reports; that you can’t go 
remove it before the next flood comes. 

Anybody that knows the desert 
southwest knows that we don’t get 
much rain, but when we get it, we get 


11978 


it all at once. In our area, we can have 
3% inches of annual rainfall, but it can 
all come in a couple of floods. And if we 
don’t get those detention basins 
cleaned, we have the stark reality of 
shirking the responsibility of local 
governments and the county govern- 
ments by protecting for the life, safety, 
and health of the citizens that are the 
taxpayers. 

He also stated that these aggres- 
sively lengthy and convoluted Federal 
processes poses a significant public 
safety issue in the event of future 
floods. 

Next we heard from a board member 
of the Opportunity Village, a commu- 
nity organization that serves thou- 
sands of people with intellectual dis- 
abilities. She emphasized the need of 
making affordable land available for 
important public purposes, including 
those carried out by qualified nonprofit 
organizations. According to her testi- 
mony, the fundraising dollars of chari- 
table community organizations would 
be better off spent applied directly to 
their mission and the people they serve 
instead of going into the coffers of the 
Federal bureaucracy. Unfortunately, 
these charities are forced to expend 
their limited dollars to acquire the 
land from the Federal Government. 

So you see that the current Federal 
land management is preventing com- 
munities like ours in southern Nevada 
from carrying out some of their most 
important responsibilities, like public 
safety and helping individuals with dis- 
abilities. 

Those of us on the committee, in- 
cluding my colleague from Texas, firm- 
ly believe that there is a better way 
forward to protect our public lands and 
natural heritage while allowing the 
communities to thrive. If we want to 
grow and diversify our economy to sup- 
port a growing and diverse population 
in Nevada, we cannot afford to stand 
still. As Nevada continues to change, 
so, too, must our land management. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman 
from Texas for leading this important 
conversation on the Federal footprint 
out West. 
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Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Nevada. It was 
quite a learning experience, and it was 
amazing to hear testimony about the 
Federal Government not only not being 
helpful when ditches needed to be 
cleaned out to prevent massive flood- 
ing problems, but actually being a big- 
ger problem than the floods them- 
selves. 

At this time, I yield to the gentle- 
woman from Wyoming (Mrs. LUMMIS), 
my dear friend, who is going to be se- 
verely missed come next year. 

Mrs. LUMMIS. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Texas. Texas is a 
State that has very little Federal land. 
And the fact that he took the reins as 
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subcommittee chairman for the Com- 
mittee on Natural Resources Sub- 
committee on Oversight and has taken 
such an active interest in this issue is 
something for which those of us from 
the public lands States in the West are 
very grateful. Thank you very much, 
Mr. GOHMERT. 

Now, what does this mean on the 
ground? What we have told you tonight 
is roughly 640 million acres of this 
country, or about 30 percent—1 in 3 
acres in this country—are owned by 
the Federal Government. So we have 
gotten that far. 

We have also told you that there are 
a variety of Federal agencies that own 
this land. The biggest one is the Bu- 
reau of Land Management, BLM, which 
is under the umbrella of the Depart- 
ment of the Interior. The BLM man- 
ages about 250 million acres, and 99.9 
percent of that BLM land is in the 11 
Western States and Alaska. 

So this is an agency that really 
doesn’t deal with 38 of the States. It 
only deals with 12. But those States are 
so dramatically affected by this agen- 
cy, if you combine those 250 million 
acres, roughly, that BLM manages, 
that is like the States of Colorado, Ari- 
zona, Nevada, and Iowa combined. It is 
a huge geographic area. 

It is not taxed. It is off the property 
tax rolls. So that is why our schools 
and other public services in our 11 
Western States and Alaska are so im- 
pacted by the presence of BLM land. 
We are given payments in lieu of taxes, 
but they are not the equivalent of get- 
ting taxes, and they are certainly not 
something that we can count on every 
year. Some years Congress gives PILT 
money and some years it does not, so it 
is not a reliable source of revenue for 
these States. Yet they are tremen- 
dously impacted by these lands. 

The science has changed so much, 
but our statutory scheme in managing 
these lands has not caught up to the 
better science that we have today. For 
example, let’s look at this picture. I 
hope you can see it from where you are 
sitting. Some of the brownish areas are 
land that has not been logged. The 
trees are clogged close together. They 
have small diameters. They are com- 
peting for moisture, for root space, for 
the nutrients in the soil. Because they 
are so crowded together, they become 
less healthy. Bark beetles and other 
forest killers are killing them out. So 
what you are seeing here in the 
crammed areas is unhealthy forests 
that have not been logged. 

Now, what you are seeing in these 
green, beautiful areas has been logged. 
So what has happened there? There has 
been selective logging. It has been done 
with the natural contours of the land- 
scape. It has been done in the high 
ground, so you can keep some high 
mountain meadows that help keep 
snow and a source of grass growing 
below the tree canopy for wildlife, 
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hopefully keeping them in the high 
country longer in the year. Further- 
more, those trees can breathe; they are 
better resistant to disease; they are 
healthier and better resistant to fires. 

One of the big consequences of having 
overcrowded, unhealthy, unlogged for- 
ests is these massive wildfires that we 
have been having these last few years. 
That is bad public policy that was 
probably generated by people who were 
well intentioned, who thought that we 
were overlogging, so their viewpoint 
was to quit logging, when, in fact, that 
made matters worse. Instead of quit- 
ting logging, we should have been more 


selective and more careful using 
silviculture techniques and horti- 
culture techniques that have been 


proven in the 21st century. 

Let’s look at grazing, which is a 
more common use of BLM land. What 
we have found—and I strongly encour- 
age you to go listen to this TED Talk. 
If you have ever listened to a TED 
Talk, this is one of the best ones I have 
ever heard by a man named Allan Sa- 
vory. So get on TED Talks, go to Allan 
Savory, and you will finally under- 
stand what I have been saying here for 
8 years about 21st century grazing 
practices. 

As it happens, Allan Savory, who is 
probably the preeminent global expert 
on grazing, has his ranch in Zimbabwe, 
and the areas that he was working in 
Zimbabwe were horribly, horribly erod- 
ed. They attributed it to overgrazing. 
They were worried that there were too 
many elephants, so they did a massive 
killing off of thousands of elephants, 
only to find out that was not the cause. 

When they changed their grazing 
practices and put four times as many 
split-hoofed animals, meaning cattle or 
sheep or goats, on that land and herded 
them, it actually made the grass 
healthier. Grass grew back in stronger 
stands of grass. They sequester more 
carbon, so it is good for carbon capture 
and sequestration, and the grass stands 
were healthier. Eroded draws healed 
up; the grasses came back. 

These practices were brought to the 
United States. Interestingly, my fam- 
ily purchased some land on the ranch 
next door to us that had a Savory graz- 
ing system on it. It had 2,600 acres that 
were divided into 16 smaller pastures, 
with the water source in the middle, 
and we would move our cattle among 
these 16 small cells; and you would put 
all of them in one cell for a very short 
period of time, maybe 10 days, and they 
would graze that grass down to the 
nubs. 

They would eat the grass that was 
more palatable, but they would also 
eat the noxious weeds, and then you 
move them. So you continue to move 
them among these 16 cells on 2,600 
acres. As we grazed that way, we found 
out that healthy stands of grass, palat- 
able grass, good buffalo grass, short 
grass, prairie grasses were thriving. 
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The noxious weeds were declining. The 
eroded draws were healing. There was 
more opportunity to sequester carbon. 

When you concentrate cattle into 
those small areas, their manure be- 
comes a tremendously valuable source 
of fertilizer. The grass stand is 
healthier. This process was proven in 
Africa in grazing, and it is being done 
successfully all over the United States. 
Please go to the Allan Savory TED 
Talk. You will understand what I am 
saying. What he shows on that TED 
Talk, I have experienced on my own 
land. 

We should be doing that on BLM 
land. We have BLM land that is over- 
grazed, and some people come here to 
Congress and say, well, if you would 
just take cattle and sheep off the pub- 
lic lands, it is just being overgrazed, 
then we can have as many wild horses 
as we want. The problem with that is, 
wild horses have a solid hoof, so when 
they pound the ground with their solid 
hoof, they are compacting the soil. 
When it rains, it runs off instead of 
seeping into the soil. 

If you put cattle, goats, sheep, elk, 
deer, moose that have split hooves on 
that ground, they actually knead the 
soil with their hoof action, and it de- 
velops an opportunity for more of that 
rain to seep into the ground. It is a bet- 
ter grazing ungulate. We have learned 
all this recently. This is not 21st cen- 
tury science. This is late 20th century 
and now 21st century science. 

The problem is our statutes were 
passed in the 1970s when the thought 
was we should concentrate power and 
authority and public input into Wash- 
ington, and we should make these graz- 
ing policies and forestry policies out of 
Washington because the people in the 
States can’t be trusted. They will 
overlog, and they will overgraze to line 
their pockets. You know, it is just not 
true anymore, but our statutes are 
stuck in a 1970s command-and-control 
scheme. 

So we need to update our statutes to 
reflect our greater understanding of 
logging and grazing and how mankind 
can actually benefit and sustain these 
resources and improve these resources 
well into the 21st century. We owe it to 
our children and grandchildren. 

I thank Mr. GOHMERT so much. 

Mr. GOHMERT. I thank my friend 
from Wyoming. Well-made points. 
When you look at Wyoming on the map 
and you see just how much of it is col- 
ored, meaning how much is controlled 
by the Federal Government, how much 
is owned by the Federal Government— 
I think about the movie where one law- 
yer got upset because the judge kept 
interrupting, and the lawyer ulti- 
mately says: Well, Judge, if you are 
going to try my case, just don’t lose it 
for me. 

I think about that with regard to the 
Federal Government taking over all of 
this land. If you are going to take over 
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our land, Federal Government, at least 
just don’t ruin it, which has been going 
on. In fact, what we have seen with the 
fund that has been used by the Depart- 
ment of the Interior to acquire more 
and more land, I think we may be $9-, 
$10 billion behind in upkeep and main- 
tenance of our national parks. Our Fed- 
eral properties as facilities are declin- 
ing. Where they are not getting proper 
repair, it is like, as Mr. MCCLINTOCK 
mentioned, all they can see is, wow, we 
have got money, let’s get more land 
and more land and more land, and they 
are not properly taking care of what 
they have. 

At this time, I yield to the gen- 
tleman from California (Mr. LAMALFA). 
He knows all about the problems the 
Federal Government continues to cre- 
ate and aggravate. 

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, I really 
appreciate my colleague, Mr. GOHMERT, 
once again for yielding to me on so 
many of these important topics that 
we have worked on together during my 
relatively short time here. 

This, of course, is very key to all of 
us in the West, and the reality of which 
needs to be pressed upon all the people 
of the country and all of our legislative 
colleagues across the country, espe- 
cially on the East Coast that really 
can’t quite fathom how far-reaching 
this is in Western States. So it is really 
a pleasure to be able to join with my 
other Western colleagues and Mr. GOH- 
MERT who have spoken here tonight. 

We need to raise the awareness of yet 
another new map being released by the 
Committee on Natural Resources. Now, 
the map I am illustrating here, this ac- 
tually breaks it down into a smaller 
size. This is the First Congressional 
District of California, this being Or- 
egon up top and Nevada on the side, 
where you have that top corner there, 
which is part of a State that is owned 
approximately 45 percent by the Fed- 
eral Government—actually, not by the 
Federal Government. It belongs to the 
people. It is the public’s land. Our 
neighboring State, Nevada, is approxi- 
mately 84 percent Federal land. 

We know how poorly they are man- 
aged as we watch them go up in flames 
each summer. The visible result is that 
millions of acres in the West burn each 
year. The amount of timber and fuel 
reduction is done. You see most of that 
is done on private lands where they can 
actually go out and have the incentive 
to take care of their assets versus the 
other side, with U.S. Forest Service 
and BLM and others that don’t seem to 
be able to get out of their own tracks 
on the issue. 

For example, last year, 576,000 acres 
of Federal land burned in California— 
this is the public’s land—about 1.3 per- 
cent of all Federal land in the State. 
Even worse, fires which began on na- 
tional forest lands burned hundreds of 
thousands of acres of private and State 
land as well where, as part of the strat- 
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egy, the Federal Government was even 
resorting to a backfire-setting strategy 
on private lands, as they are doing 
right now to let it burn its way out. 
This happened partly up in my district 
in Siskiyou County right now, thou- 
sands of acres of private land back- 
fired. 

We know that the Forest Service and 
National Park Service alone have a de- 
ferred maintenance backlog, by their 
own estimate, of over $16 billion—$16 
billion that would have to come from 
the national Treasury. Yet both agen- 
cies are continually attempting to ac- 
quire even more land. 
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The result, of course, is that these 
agencies’ funds are stretched more and 
more thinly, making the backlog even 
worse. At the same time, they are also 
complaining that, with the increased 
amount of fire suppression, the costs 
have shifted for the Forest Service 
from one-third of the budget just a few 
years ago to, now, two-thirds of their 
entire budget for fire suppression, mak- 
ing it harder for the things they should 
be doing, with getting out harvest per- 
mits and doing their other green work 
during the nonfire season. That doesn’t 
happen anymore. 

Another impact of Federal land ac- 
quisition is to deny the local govern- 
ments the property tax revenue they 
would receive and generate and deny 
the rural communities the jobs and 
economic activity that responsible 
timber, ranching, farming, and mining 
operations would generate. 

Thanks to Federal land acquisition 
and this administration’s refusal to 
properly manage national forests, rural 
communities are heavily reliant on the 
secure rural schools fund, a program 
the Federal Government funds to help 
local schools, police, and local infra- 
structure, to the tune of about $285 
million last year. Counties are also 
heavily reliant on the PILT fund—pay- 
ment in lieu of taxes—to the tune of 
about $450 million last year. 

In both cases, local governments 
have less funding than if they were 
simply allowed to have the functioning 
economies that Federal regulations 
have destroyed. Both of these funds are 
something we have to fight for each 
budget year to make sure they stay in 
place, because people seem to forget 
these are backfills for what has been 
taken away from rural communities 
and rural economies. 

These rural economies don’t want 
handouts. They want to have the op- 
portunity to be self-sufficient, while 
not having to come begging for PILT 
funds or the secure rural schools fund. 
This means jobs for these economies, 
for these local areas, versus high unem- 
ployment and the social ills that come 
from an economy that has now dis- 
appeared, the social ills that affect 
families and affect homes, that affect 
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local government and what you have 
now with the issues of people who are 
now basically in depression. More do- 
mestic violence happens because they 
don’t have a job anymore. 

However, the Federal footprint isn’t 
limited solely to federally owned land. 
The map identifies not just land owned 
by the Federal Government, but also 
areas with restrictions on human ac- 
tivities due to Federal regulations. 

As you can see, between national for- 
ests and other Federal public lands and 
areas under critical habitat, wetland, 
or other restrictions, economic activ- 
ity is restricted in the vast majority of 
my district. These colors in green and 
orange are pretty much dominated by 
Federal land ownership or, supposedly, 
stewardship. The areas in white are 
where the offers are still for people in 
private areas to carry out economic ac- 
tivity. 

You can see from the color of that 
map that there are not a whole lot of 
options left. Indeed, by the time they 
establish wildlife corridors and more 
and more of these things that are in 
the plans, you can see our options are 
going to be just about zero. 

This means that local voices, once 
again, are ignored. Communities have 
little recourse when Federal agencies 
arbitrarily decide to close roads, limit 
economic activities like hunting, fish- 
ing, hiking, what have you, and expand 
their reach through regulations and 
habitat designations. 

Rural Sierra Nevada communities 
have long been told by environmental- 
ists that they must shift to a tourism 
economy now that Federal and State 
restrictions have nearly killed the tim- 
ber and mining industries in those 
areas. But what happens when the 
same environmental agenda, extended 
in the form of critical habitat and 
other designations, even damages the 
fledgling tourist economy that they 
want to promote for these commu- 
nities? 

The Fish and Wildlife Service re- 
cently bent to the demands of extrem- 
ist groups and listed the Sierra Nevada 
yellow-legged frog and the Yosemite 
toad under the Endangered Species 
Act, affecting much of this area on the 
east side in my district and extending 
down into Mr. MCCLINTOCK’s district 
south of mine there. 

During this process, my colleagues 
heard from many people in the several 
public meetings that Mr. MCCLINTOCK 
and I had on this very subject a couple 
of years ago. We wanted the public to 
be able to be part of this process to en- 
sure that the Service heard the con- 
cerns of our constituents directly. 

The Service’s initial habitat maps 
were riddled with obvious errors, like 
the inclusion of parking lots and other 
areas which contained zero amphibian 
habitat; and over 20,000 public com- 
ments were submitted, which were 
overwhelmingly opposed to the des- 
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ignation of this so-called critical habi- 
tat. 

However, when the final designations 
were released just a few days ago, they 
differed little from the initial maps. 
Nearly 2 million acres of Sierra Ne- 
vada, all down the east side of Cali- 
fornia—about half within my district, 
the other half pretty much all within 
Mr. MCCLINTOCK’s district—were des- 
ignated as critical habitat. 

Again, throughout this process, the 
Fish and Wildlife Service claimed there 
would be no negative impacts to Sierra 
communities. We learned that claim to 
be false almost immediately. 

For years, a race called the Lost Si- 
erra Endurance Run, a 50-kilometer, 
has been held on existing trails and 
roads throughout the town of Graeagle 
in Plumas County, California. Run by a 
local small local nonprofit, the race 
generates thousands of dollars for trail 
maintenance and has a significant eco- 
nomic impact on a little town know as 
Graeagle, with local hotels, res- 
taurants, and shops benefiting from the 
visitors the race draws to the area, as 
well as people being able to enjoy the 
outdoors and see what their public 
lands are all about. 

However, last year, before the crit- 
ical habitat designation was even com- 
plete, the nonprofit was told they 
would need to pay to conduct a study 
on the impacts of the race on the yel- 
low-legged frog—an impact study. Fed- 
eral agencies were concerned that run- 
ners using existing trails might nega- 
tively impact the frogs. 

The study the Federal agencies de- 
manded was costly enough to more 
than wipe out any proceeds from the 
race, and the organizers were forced to 
cancel it. Not only would runners not 
be visiting the area, but now, trail con- 
ditions will deteriorate without the 
funding the race generated. Yes, the 
funding that the race generated was 
there to help keep the habit and the 
trails maintained. 

This is the second year that the race 
has not occurred, and it is likely that 
it, with the visitors it brought to the 
area, is gone permanently. What is 
next? Limits on walking through the 
area within a critical habitat? 

Colleagues, it may sound absurd, but 
Federal agencies have already ex- 
pressed concern that running within 
this designation could harm frogs. 
Imagine all the other activities—using 
off-road vehicles, hunting, fishing, 
camping, bird watching, hiking—that 
agencies likely view as dangerous to 
frogs. 

As we watch the West burn this time 
of year, we observe the failure of Fed- 
eral ownership and nonmanagement of 
the public’s lands. 

Compare private timberlands versus 
the public. Private is fire-resistant and 
healthy, by and large, where they are 
able to manage their own lands. You 
can fly over it and see the checker- 
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board pattern of public versus private. 
Before a fire, you see it being managed. 
After a fire, you see the private lands, 
where they go back out there and get 
the lands re-covered and replanted 
again. Public land sits there with a 
bunch of snags, dead timber, brush 
growing up, and becomes the next tin- 
derbox in 5 or 7 years. 

Indeed, the damage from these mas- 
sive fires we have these days, these cat- 
astrophic fires, isn’t just to the trees. 
It is to the habitat, to the wildlife—the 
very habitat they are fighting against 
us on. 

When you have these devastating 
fires, the next winter, what do you get? 
Ash and silt all washing down into the 
creeks, streams, rivers, and lakes, 
making it bad for the fish. You don’t 
have the habitat there for owls or any- 
thing else that used to be there when 
the forest was still standing. Somehow, 
there are a handful of extremists that 
think this is somehow good. Oh, we 
need these burned lands. 

California is full, at this point, with 
about 66 million dead trees, by the U.S. 
Forest Service’s own estimates. This 
isn’t just an isolated tree here and 
there. Now you can see entire groves 
that are just waiting for the next light- 
ning strike or the next spark, and it is 
going to be big-time problems for those 
areas to try and put them out. 

The Forest Service even goes so far 
as to resist the opportunity for doing 
land swaps with land that has already 
been managed, thinned, properly left 
by private concerns. Where they can 
then move on to take some trails into 
public ownership, that would be bene- 
ficial for the public as well as private 
entities being able to manage the for- 
merly public land. They resist these 
kind of swaps because they want to buy 
more, acquire more, with money we 
don’t have. 

Each new national monument, wil- 
derness, critical habitat designation, or 
study area limits the tools to promote 
healthy forests. With the desire and 
even mandate for new renewable elec- 
tricity—especially the mandates in 
California—forest biomass is one of the 
greatest opportunity potentials we 
have. It is something we need to be 
doing yesterday, in order to generate 
the electricity and bring the jobs that 
would come from removing that extra 
material in a way that is good for the 
ecology, for the forest, and bring those 
jobs right in the district—not building 
solar cells in China or wind machines 
in Europe, but jobs right in our own 
backyard; thinning these forests, using 
the material and putting it into a 
power plant that can generate renew- 
able electricity to meet the mandate of 
50 percent California sees and that 
other States will probably start adopt- 
ing. We can be putting these jobs back 
home, improving forest safety and fire 
safety, preserving the habitat, keeping 
the water quality up, and, yes, bringing 
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the jobs home for those paper and wood 
products that we still all need. 

Instead, we watch them burn because 
they are unwilling to do what needs to 
be done. They are afraid to do what 
needs to be done. There is not enough 
money in the U.S. Treasury to go out 
and try to recover all that habitat, 
plant those forests back, which is what 
the private sector could be doing when 
it manages it and is allowed to make a 
little bit of living at a time. 

So we have got a lot of work to do in 
getting this message across on the way 
the West is dominated by poor manage- 
ment at the Federal level. I hope those 
people listening tonight will take this 
to heart and give us the backing we 
need to accomplish better policy goals 
and make it so that our Western lands, 
our Western economies, our Western 
habitats can actually be preserved with 
wise management, not this debacle we 
see happening every fire season. 

So, again, to my colleague, Mr. GOH- 
MERT, I thank him so much for having 
this time here tonight for us to be able 
to spotlight this once again for our 
American people and for our col- 
leagues. I appreciate it. 

Mr. GOHMERT'. I am grateful to Mr. 
LAMALFA, a man that has been edu- 
cated in agriculture. He knows what it 
is to be a farmer. He knows what it is 
to be a good steward of the land. 

At this point, we have someone else 
who knows something about use of the 
land. He is a dentist but knows about 
use of the land. 

I yield to the gentleman from Ari- 
zona (Mr. GOSAR). 

Mr. GOSAR. I would like to thank 
my good friend and colleague, the gen- 
tleman from Texas, for taking the time 
to lead on this important conversation 
about the size of the U.S. Federal foot- 
print. 

It is a conversation that many Amer- 
icans, specifically those living east of 
the Mississippi River, have never had 
to think much about. However, in 
Western States like my home State of 
Arizona, we face unfair burdens on our 
communities due to the fact that over 
90 percent of all Federal land is located 
in the West. In Arizona, only 18 percent 
of the land remaining in the State is 
privately held. 

Where land is locked up by the Fed- 
eral Government, the government con- 
trols all aspects of use, development, 
and access. Local school districts and 
businesses suffer, having no private 
land base to grow or tax to support in- 
frastructure. 

Imagine the impact on corn if only 18 
percent of the land in Iowa was pri- 
vately held, or cotton production in 
Mississippi or oranges grown in Flor- 
ida. The agriculture that defines many 
Eastern States would be severely lim- 
ited if they faced the same Federal 
footprint that Arizona and Western 
farmers must confront. 

Farmers and ranchers in the West 
face a tsunami of bureaucracy pre- 
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venting them from doing their jobs. 
Additionally, energy development, in- 
cluding traditional and renewable en- 
ergy, is almost nonexistent on Federal 
lands. 

I have held numerous townhall meet- 
ings and field hearings to hear from 
small-business owners, sportsmen, 
farmers, ranchers, elected officials, and 
many other stakeholders who ada- 
mantly oppose furthering the reach 
and size of the Federal Government’s 
footprint. 

Adding insult to injury is the fact 
that the Federal Government manage- 
ment agencies like the BLM have iden- 
tified hundreds of thousands of acres of 
Federal land for disposal that the agen- 
cy admits it is not effectively and effi- 
ciently utilizing. 

Imagine for a moment that the BLM 
knows it has land that it doesn’t use 
and yet the Federal Government still 
keeps the land for itself. The BLM is 
not alone though. In April of this year, 
it was reported that the National Park 
Service has a nearly $12 million de- 
ferred maintenance backlog. Wow. 

The Forest Service Federal footprint 
is 192.9 million acres, and the total 
Federal estate exceeds more than 635 
million acres. 

When businesses and the private sec- 
tor don’t develop their leases quickly 
enough for the extremist environ- 
mental groups, they are labeled as 
“greedy.” Yet these same groups give 
the Federal Government a pass and ac- 
tually encourage them to acquire more 
land. The Federal Government is sup- 
posed to represent we the people, not 
the special interest groups like the Si- 
erra Club. 

In order to return Federal land that 
is not being used back to the State and 
communities who desperately need it, I 
am proud to have introduced a com- 
monsense solution that ensures public 
lands are utilized more efficiently, 
while also yielding significant benefits 
for stakeholders. 

This legislation, known as the 
HEARD Act, establishes an orderly 
process for the sale, conveyance, and 
exchange of Federal lands not being 
utilized by public land management 
agencies that have been identified for 
disposal. 

The HEARD Act will yield signifi- 
cant benefits for education, sportsmen, 
agriculture and natural resource users, 
counties and States by establishing a 
revenue-sharing mechanism that en- 
sures a fair return for all. 
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Now the Heard Act is modeled after 
the Southern Nevada Public Land Man- 
agement Act. This Federal law, en- 
acted in 1998, has a proven track record 
of success in Nevada. To date, more 
than 35,000 acres identified by the BLM 
for disposal have been sold, conveyed, 
or exchanged in Nevada, and sales have 
generated nearly $3 billion in revenue. 
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The revenue-sharing mechanism in- 
stituted by this law has benefited edu- 
cation, enhanced recreational opportu- 
nities, public access, and achieved bet- 
ter overall management of public 
lands. Imagine what we could do if we 
returned public lands that were up for 
disposal back to the public and back to 
the State. 

It is long past time that Congress 
takes action to responsibly shrink our 
635-million acre Federal footprint and 
empower western States to have a 
voice in determining our land manage- 
ment policies. 

I thank the gentleman from Texas 
for giving me the time to talk about 
this. 

Mr. GOHMERT. I thank the gen- 
tleman from Arizona. I yield back the 
balance of my time. 


EE 


STATEHOOD FOR THE DISTRICT 
OF COLUMBIA 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
JODY B. HICE of Georgia). Under the 
Speaker’s announced policy of January 
6, 2015, the Chair recognizes the gentle- 
woman from the District of Columbia 
(Ms. NORTON) for 30 minutes. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I appre- 
ciate this time on the House floor this 
evening because there has been a his- 
toric development in the District of 
Columbia. Today, a new group called 
Statehood Yes announced what 
amounts to bipartisan support for D.C. 
statehood. 

The fact is that the Republican Party 
of the District of Columbia had not al- 
ways—in fact, had not been officially a 
part of the statehood movement, which 
is not to say that some Republicans 
have not been for D.C. statehood. 

But today was very different. Today, 
a D.C. resident, George Vradenburg, a 
philanthropist in our city, a long-term 
resident, and a former AOL executive, 
announced that he was chairing a cam- 
paign that is part of the effort of the 
District of Columbia to achieve state- 
hood. That effort is being led by the 
Mayor and the City Council who, ear- 
lier this year, launched what is called 
the Tennessee Plan. 

The Tennessee Plan is simply a 
shorthand way to get statehood. The 
way in which my statehood bill oper- 
ates is that, yes, the House and the 
Senate would vote for statehood, and it 
would then ask the city to submit a 
constitution and do what is necessary 
to become a State. 

The Tennessee plan simply reverses 
that process. It does what Tennessee 
did. What Tennessee did was what the 
District is in the process of doing. 
What Tennessee did was to present a 
constitution to the people to be rati- 
fied. And when it had done all of the 
preliminaries, preliminaries that are 
often done after the statehood vote, 
they simply came to the Congress and 
said: Approve us for admission to the 
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State. And, indeed, that is exactly 
what the Congress did 200 years ago. 

The District is trying to imitate that 
approach to statehood. In order to do 
so, there needs to be a vote. You are 
not going to get statehood if you don’t 
want it. So as part of the democratic 
process, the District would have to 
vote on whether or not it wants state- 
hood. That is what the Statehood Yes 
campaign is trying to facilitate as part 
of what is required by the Tennessee 
plan. 

What this means is—much like the 
State of Tennessee, it was a Federal 
territory at the time—this bill would 
be submitted to the President after the 
House and the Senate had voted for 
D.C. statehood if the voters answered 
four questions. 

What are these questions? 

First, the voters will have to answer 
yes or no whether the District should 
become a State. 

Second, the District will have to an- 
swer whether voters, those of us who 
live in the District and vote in the Dis- 
trict, approve of a constitution. That 
constitution is being adopted as I 
speak by the Council of the District of 
Columbia. 

Third, the voters will have to ap- 
prove the proposed boundaries for the 
State. That is important since the Fed- 
eral sector would continue to exist. 
That Federal sector would be the areas 
where The Mall and monuments and 
other Federal buildings are now lo- 
cated. The new State would be the 
neighborhoods of the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

And the fourth question the voters 
will be asked to approve is whether 
they pledge to support an elected rep- 
resentative form of government. 

I was very pleased to hear Mr. 
Vradenburg speak today at Busboys 
and Poets, one of our local meeting 
places, about why he supports D.C. 
statehood and why he has taken on this 
effort to be the chairman. Among the 
things he discussed, of course, is how 
he intends, with the effort of Statehood 
Yes, to reach out to all parts of the 
country. 

The District recognizes that, in spite 
of this bipartisan support in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, statehood remains 
an uphill climb. 

What important change in our coun- 
try has not been an uphill climb? 

We are undaunted by that prospect. 

We recognize that the Republican 
Party nationally has certainly not 
been supportive of D.C. statehood. At 
its convention this year, the Repub- 
licans did not include language sup- 
porting D.C. statehood. In fact, there 
was language that appeared to oppose 
D.C. statehood. 

But at that time we did not have 
what we apparently have today, and 
that is the official support of the Re- 
publican Party of the District of Co- 
lumbia. That official support could not 
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be more important. Present at the 
Statehood Yes announcement today 
was Patrick Mara, the Executive Direc- 
tor of the Republican Party of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

This bipartisanship is minimally nec- 
essary for us to move forward; just as 
we recognize we will have to work with 
Republicans here in the Congress in 
order to get the same rights they have. 

District of Columbia residents are 
number one per capita, first in taxes 
paid to support the government of the 
United States, and yet, the City’s 
budget comes here every year. It is a 
local budget. That is money, $4 billion, 
raised in the District of Columbia. I am 
sure my colleagues would tear their 
hair out, Republican and Democrat, if 
their local budget had to come here. 

The reason the District has moved to 
statehood is that there is no other way 
to achieve equality as American citi- 
zens except as a new State. 

Today’s effort came as every Member 
of this House is running for office. As I 
thought about what this first bipar- 
tisan effort, the first thought that 
crossed my mind was that D.C. is run- 
ning for statehood. It is going to the 
people and saying: We can’t move for- 
ward with the effort the Congress- 
woman has made, or with this effort 
through the Tennessee Plan, a short- 
hand way to get statehood, but one 
that has been used by other States, un- 
less D.C. wants statehood. 

So in D.C. that is like second nature. 

Why would you ask somebody if they 
wanted statehood? 

We all know the answer, but getting 
an official answer, an answer through a 
vote, is very different from answer, an 
answer through a vote, is very different 
from everyone understanding that no- 
body would choose to have Congress in 
your local business if you had a choice, 
particularly a Congress which has 
shown for a number of years now that 
it can’t even run itself, much less try 
to have anything to do with running a 
District of almost 700,000 American 
citizens. 

So, yes, we do need a strong vote 
from residents to move forward with 
statehood. I am not at all concerned 
about that vote. A poll showed that 
more than three-quarters—that is a 
poll that was taken by one of our news- 
papers, The Washington Post—support 
D.C. statehood. 

You can be assured that the District 
is—those who are working as part of 
the Tennessee Plan for the necessary 
vote—are trying to get an even bigger 
vote than that. We haven’t had a vote 
for statehood now for decades. This is 
an entirely new effort on the part of 
the City. 

In fact, the best expression of where 
the residents stand on statehood came 
about 4 years ago when we had our first 
official Senate hearing on statehood. 
Now, I knew there would be some resi- 
dents who came. What I did not antici- 
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pate is that they would come in such 
large numbers that, after the standing- 
room-only room where the hearing was 
being held was filled, the Senate would 
have to open up other rooms in order 
to accommodate all the residents. So 
they have voted. They have voted with 
their feet. 

What the District wants now and 
what Statehood Yes is trying its very 
best to get is an official recognition, an 
official voice from the residents of 
whether they want statehood or not. 
And the best way to get that is the way 
they began today, with bipartisan sup- 
port, with an AOL executive who lives 
in the District chairing the effort to 
get that vote. 

D.C. showed up. They showed up in 
record numbers when the question was: 
Do you want to listen to the first offi- 
cial hearing in the Senate on D.C. vot- 
ing rights—sorry—on D.C. statehood? 

I am glad I mentioned D.C. voting 
rights there because the District didn’t 
come to statehood easily. When Tom 
Davis—Representative Tom Davis, who 
decided several years ago to retire 
from the Congress—was here, he ap- 
proached me about a bipartisan effort 
to get a vote, just a vote, in the peo- 
ple’s House. Tom, a Republican, had 
been in the Republican leadership. He 
was in the majority. He and I worked 
together on what was really an impor- 
tant effort. 

Utah had just missed getting the 
vote. Utah may be the most Republican 
State in the union, and the reason it 
missed getting the vote was heart- 
breaking. Its young people fan out 
every year to other countries as part of 
their missionary work. In past eras, 
those missionaries had been counted in 
the way they must because they have 
to come home after 2 years. 

For some reason they weren’t count- 
ed, and Utah went all the way to the 
Supreme Court of the United States, 
but did not prevail. So it was quite a 
bipartisan effort. I remember working 
not only with the Utah delegation, but 
with the Governor of the State and 
with the House and the Senate of that 
State, who approved that bipartisan ef- 
fort to achieve a House vote for D.C. 
residents and a House vote for Utah. 
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That effort succeeded in the House 
and the Senate at a time when the 
Democrats controlled both parties. 
What kept it from fruition is also 
heartbreaking, and that is that there 
was a rider from the National Rifle As- 
sociation attached that, in essence, 
said, yes, you can give D.C. a Member 
of Congress if—if—the District elimi- 
nates all of its gun safety laws. That is 
an offer that had to be refused. It was 
a cynical offer. 

How can you be in the Nation’s Cap- 
ital and not have strong gun safety 
laws? Not only do 700,000 of us live 
here, but the most controversial fig- 
ures in the world come here. Heads of 
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state frequent our streets and our res- 
taurants. They come by in caravans of 
cars every day. So it was an offer that 
had to be refused. 

But it does show that the District 
has tried to find incremental ways to 
statehood and been rebuffed. Even as I 
speak, there is a new and important ef- 
fort going on; and that is the District 
has moved, pursuant to a budget au- 
tonomy referendum, to manage its own 
budget without coming to the House of 
Representatives or the Senate. 

For this referendum, The District 
was sued. It lost in the U.S. district 
court and went to the court of appeals. 
As someone who practiced constitu- 
tional law, I can tell you I had never 
seen what resulted. The U.S. court of 
appeals eliminated—the District Court 
decision, and submitted the issue of the 
constitutionality and the legality of 
budget autonomy to the Superior 
Court of the District of Columbia. The 
Superior Court of the District of Co- 
lumbia held that the District’s budget 
autonomy referendum is valid. So, the 
irony is that the only court decision 
upholds budget autonomy for the Dis- 
trict. 

Understand what we mean by that. It 
is the same autonomy that every Mem- 
ber here not only cherishes, but insists 
upon. It is your own money. It has 
nothing to do with this House, which 
contributes nothing. The only thing 
the House contributes to the District 
of Columbia is what it contributes to 
everybody else. It doesn’t give us a 
thing. Yet if you go out in the streets 
of the District of Columbia, you should 
be envious of what we have done with 
our economy because what you will see 
is building going on everywhere. People 
are moving into the District, not mov- 
ing out. 

We know how to support ourselves. 
We have got more than $2 billion in 
surplus funds. How many Members of 
this House can boast that? So you can 
see how we object to those who dare 
tell us how to run our city, particu- 
larly as we see this House floundering 
on the Zika virus, a health emergency, 
and we still can’t get it done. D.C. 
doesn’t have that kind of problem. We 
can govern ourself without interference 
by others. 

The District is particularly to be 
complimented on this longer effort to 
achieve D.C. statehood. It has been 
going on now for the better part of 6 
months. Too often the city and its resi- 
dents have grown angry when Congress 
did something to our city. There was 
an arrest led by the former Mayor 
when he was Mayor and members of 
the council when there was an attach- 
ment to our budget after we had gotten 
every single rider or attachment re- 
moved that had been undemocratically 
attached by this House. People were ar- 
rested. 

But the problem with that approach 
is not that civil disobedience is not to 
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be expected when somebody takes away 
rights that every American citizen 
should have. The problem with it is 
you can’t wait for the Congress to do 
something really horrendous to you 
and then say that we are now in the 
mode to get our rights. It has to be a 
sustained effort. What the District is 
doing now as it tries to use the Ten- 
nessee Plan to get statehood is part of 
a sustained effort. 

Today I called for a yearlong plan 
after that because I do not suffer the il- 
lusion that a House that can’t pass a 
Zika virus is going to reach into its 
long lost democratic treasure house 
and give the District statehood, but I 
do certainly believe that it won’t hap- 
pen unless you have the kind of effort 
that is going on now. What the District 
is doing in its effort to achieve state- 
hood, using the Tennessee Plan with 
the bipartisan effort announced today, 
to me, is particularly noteworthy. 

When I come to the House floor, as I 
often do, as I am this evening, to speak 
about statehood, you are within your 
rights to say: Says who? My answer to 
that—when the vote comes in in No- 
vember, with this question on the bal- 
lot answered by the residents of the 
District of Columbia, I will be able to 
say: Says who? Says the American citi- 
zens who live in your Nation’s Capital, 
who also happen to pay the highest 
taxes per capita in the United States of 
America; that is who. That is what I 
was will say. 

I say to my Republican friends in the 
District of Columbia, you have sent a 
worthy signal to this House that bipar- 
tisanship for D.C. statehood begins in 
the District of Columbia, and now it 
must be taken up by both parties in the 
House and Senate as well. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 


EE 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


By unanimous consent, leave of ab- 
sence was granted to: 

Mr. CLAWSON of Florida (at the re- 
quest of Mr. MCCARTHY) for September 
6 and today on account of illness. 


EE 
ADJOURNMENT 


Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord- 
ingly (at 7 o’clock and 37 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Thursday, September 8, 2016, at 10 a.m. 
for morning-hour debate. 


EE 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

6686. A letter from the Director, Inter- 
national Cooperation, Acquisition, Tech- 
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nology, and Logistics, Department of De- 
fense, transmitting Transmittal No. 2-16, in- 
forming of an intent to sign the Memo- 
randum of Agreement Among the Federal 
Ministry of Defense of the Federal Republic 
of Germany, the Ministry of Defense of the 
State of Israel, and the Department of De- 
fense of the United States of America, pursu- 
ant to 22 U.S.C. 2767(f); Public Law 90-629, 
Sec. 27(f) (as amended by Public Law 1138-27 6, 
Sec. 208(a)(4)); (128 Stat. 2993); to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

6687. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting the Department’s report on 
progress toward a negotiated solution of the 
Cyprus question covering the period of April 
1—May 31, 2016, pursuant to Sec. 620C(c) of 
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, as 
amended, and in accordance with Sec. 1(a)(6) 
of Executive Order 13313; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

6688. A letter from the Deputy Director, Of- 
fice of Presidential Appointments, Depart- 
ment of State, transmitting a notification of 
a federal vacancy and designation of acting 
officer, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 3349(a); Public 
Law 105-277, 151(b); (112 Stat. 2681-614); to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

6689. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting two notifications of change in 
previously submitted reported information 
and discontinuation of service in acting role, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 3349(a); Public Law 105- 
277, 151(b); (112 Stat. 2681-614); to the Com- 
mittee on Oversight and Government Re- 
form. 

6690. A letter from the Secretary, Judicial 
Conference of the United States, transmit- 
ting the Report of the Proceedings of the Ju- 
dicial Conference of the United States for 
the March 2016 session, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 
331; June 25, 1948, ch. 646 (as amended by Pub- 
lic Law 110-177, Sec. 101(b)); (121 Stat. 2534); 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

6691. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs, transmitting a let- 
ter reporting a violation of the Anti- 
deficiency Act, in the Medical Support and 
Compliance account (36-0152), pursuant to 31 
U.S.C. 1351; Public Law 97-258; (96 Stat. 926); 
to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 


EE 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. MILLER of Florida: Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs. H.R. 5178. A bill to amend 
title 38, United States Code, to direct the 
Secretary of Veterans Affairs to provide edu- 
cational and vocational counseling for vet- 
erans on campuses of institutions of higher 
learning, and for other purposes; with an 
amendment (Rept. 114-727). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 


EE 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred, as follows: 

By Mr. YOUNG of Indiana (for himself, 
Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mrs. MCMOoRRIS 
RODGERS, and Mr. CARDENAS): 
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H.R. 5942. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to establish a dem- 
onstration program to provide integrated 
care for Medicare beneficiaries with end- 
stage renal disease, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
and in addition to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with- 
in the jurisdiction of the committee con- 
cerned. 

By Mr. DONOVAN (for himself, Mr. 
KATKO, Mr. KING of New York, Miss 
RICE of New York, Mr. PAYNE, and 
Mr. MCCAUL): 

H.R. 5943. A bill to amend the Imple- 
menting Recommendations of the 9/11 Com- 
mission Act of 2007 to clarify certain allow- 
able uses of funds for public transportation 
security assistance grants and establish peri- 
ods of performance for such grants, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Home- 
land Security. 

By Mr. UPTON (for himself, 
CRAMER, and Mr. HIGGINS): 

H.R. 5944. A bill to amend title 49, United 
States Code, with respect to certain grant 
assurances, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure. 

By Mr. BRADY of Texas (for himself, 
Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. BOU- 
STANY, Mr. TOM PRICE of Georgia, Mr. 
SMITH of Nebraska, Mr. REED, Mr. 
KELLY of Pennsylvania, Mr. HOLDING, 
Mr. SMITH of Missouri, Mr. RICE of 
South Carolina, and Mr. ROSKAM): 

H.R. 5945. A bill to amend title III of the 
Social Security Act to allow States to drug 
test applicants for unemployment compensa- 
tion to ensure they are ready to work; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DOLD (for himself and Mr. 
FARENTHOLD): 

H.R. 5946. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to exclude from gross in- 
come any prizes or awards won in competi- 
tion in the Olympic Games or the 
Paralympic Games; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MCDERMOTT (for himself, Mr. 
REICHERT, Mr. DOGGETT, Mr. DANNY 
K. DAVIS of Illinois, and Mr. REED): 

H.R. 5947. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to include foster care tran- 
sition youth as members of targeted groups 
for purposes of the work opportunity credit; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mrs. DAVIS of California (for her- 
self, Mr. HUNTER, Mr. ISSA, Mr. 
PETERS, and Mr. VARGAS): 

H.R. 5948. A bill to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
830 Kuhn Drive in Chula Vista, California, as 
the “Jonathan ‘J.D.’ De Guzman Post Office 
Building’; to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

By Mr. LANCE (for himself and Mr. 
KINZINGER of Illinois): 

H.R. 5949. A bill to prohibit the use of funds 
to make payments to Iran relating to the 
settlement of claims brought before the 
Iran-United States Claims Tribunal until 
Iran has paid certain compensatory damages 
awarded to United States persons by United 
States courts; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. TIPTON: 

H.R. 5950. A bill to extend the authoriza- 
tion of the Uranium Mill Tailings Radiation 
Control Act of 1978 relating to the disposal 
site in Mesa County, Colorado; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 


Mr. 
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By Mr. LANCE (for himself, Mr. 
WELCH, Mr. LATTA, and Ms. CLARKE 
of New York): 

H. Res. 847. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives about 
a national strategy for the Internet of 
Things to promote economic growth and con- 
sumer empowerment; to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania (for 
himself, Mr. VISCLOSKY, Mr. DENT, 
Mr. MCKINLEY, Mr. Bost, Mr. RYAN of 
Ohio, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. JONES, Mr. 
JOHNSON of Ohio, Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. 
LIPINSKI, Mr. BROOKS of Alabama, 
Mr. CRAWFORD, Mr. TIPTON, Mr. 
REED, Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. NOLAN, Mr. HARPER, Mr. 
PITTENGER, Ms. SEWELL of Alabama, 
Ms. McCoLLuM, Mr. BYRNE, Mr. HUD- 
SON, Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas, Mr. 
CARSON of Indiana, and Mr. 
BARLETTA): 

H. Res. 848. A resolution calling for the 
maintenance of effective trade remedies for 
United States manufacturers and producers 
by ensuring that any foreign country des- 
ignated as a nonmarket economy country 
under the Tariff Act of 1930 retain this status 
until it demonstrates that it meets all of the 
criteria for treatment as a market economy 
set forth in section 771(18)(B) of such Act; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 


EE 


MEMORIALS 


Under clause 3 of rule XII, memorials 
were presented and referred as follows: 


292. The SPEAKER presented a memorial 
of the Legislature of the State of Arkansas, 
relative to Interim Resolution 2015-007, en- 
couraging the United States Congress to 
amend the Food Allergen Labeling and Con- 
sumer Protection Act of 2004, to include 
mammalian meat, dairy, and other products; 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

293. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of West Virginia, relative to House 
Concurrent Resolution 36, requesting the 
Congress of the United States call a conven- 
tion of the states to propose amendments to 
the Constitution of the United States; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

294. Also, a memorial of the Manville, Bor- 
ough Council of New Jersey, relative to Res- 
olution 2016-135, confirming support of H.R. 
814 known as the ‘‘Thin Blue Line Act” and 
urging the United States House of Rep- 
resentatives and the U.S. Senate to enact 
this legislation; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 


EE 


CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 


Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa- 
tives, the following statements are sub- 
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu- 
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Indiana: 

H.R. 5942. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority on which this 
bill rests is the power of Congress to make 
rules for the government and regulation of 
the land and naval forces, as enumerated in 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 14 of the United 
States Constitution. 
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By Mr. DONOVAN: 

H.R. 5943. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8 of the Constitution of 
the United States. 

By Mr. UPTON: 

H.R. 5944. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18: The Con- 
gress shall have Power To make all 
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow- 
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con- 
stitution in the Government of the United 


States, or in any Department or Officer 
thereof. 
By Mr. BRADY of Texas: 
H.R. 5945. 


Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 of the United 
States Constitution, to ‘‘provide for the com- 
mon Defence and general Welfare of the 
United States.” 

By Mr. DOLD: 

H.R. 5946. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1. 

By Mr. MCDERMOTT: 

H.R. 5947. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 1 of Section 8 of Article 1 of the 
United States Constitution 

By Mrs. DAVIS of California: 

H.R. 5948. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article 1, Section 
8 of the United States Constitution. 

By Mr. LANCE: 

H.R. 5949. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1 Sec. 8, Clause 3 and Clause 10: The 
Congress shall have the power... to regu- 
late Commerce with foreign Nations, and 
among the several States, and with the In- 
dian Tribes; to define and punish Piracies 
and Felonies committed on the high Seas, 
and offenses committed against the Law of 
Nations. 

By Mr. TIPTON: 

H.R. 5950. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 4 Section 3 Clause 2: The Congress 
shall have Power to dispose of and make all 
needful Rules and Regulations respecting the 
Territory or other Property belonging to the 
United States; and nothing in this Constitu- 
tion shall be so construed as to Prejudice 
any Claims of the United States, or of any 
particular State. 


EEE 


ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 


Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu- 
tions, as follows: 


H.R. 140: Mr. LOUDERMILK, Mr. WEBSTER of 
Florida, Mr. DAVIDSON, and Mr. ROUZER. 

H.R. 213: Mr. HULTGREN, Mr. DENT, Ms. 
EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. POLIS, 
Mr. RIBBLE, Mr. ROTHFUS, Mrs. DAVIS of Cali- 
fornia, Mr. PoE of Texas, and Mr. DEUTCH. 

H.R. 249: Mr. KENNEDY. 

H.R. 267: Mr. YOUNG of Iowa. 

H.R. 333: Mr. GARAMENDI. 
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H.R. 3835: 
VELAZQUEZ. 

H.R. 381: Mr. TED LIEU of California. 

H.R. 430: Ms. LOFGREN. 

H.R. 449: Mr. PERLMUTTER. 

H.R. 546: Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of Cali- 
fornia. 

H.R. 556: Ms. PINGREE. 

H.R. 563: Mr. ISRAEL. 

H.R. 605: Mr. ISRAEL. 

H.R. 612: Mr. MOONEY of West Virginia. 

H.R. 670: Mr. DONOVAN and Mr. SMITH of 
New Jersey. 
. 836: Mr. HILL. 

. 902: Mr. HIMES. 

. 918: Mr. RATCLIFFE. 

. 954: Mr. DOLD. 

. 971: Mr. FITZPATRICK. 
. 1013: Ms. LOFGREN. 

H.R. 1095: Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr. CUMMINGS, 
Ms. Bass, Mr. GRAYSON, Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. 
ENGEL, and Mr. POCAN. 

H.R. 1116: Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. 

H.R. 1192: Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. GRAVES 
of Louisiana, Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Penn- 
sylvania, Mr. CARTER of Texas, Ms. MICHELLE 
LUJAN GRISHAM of New Mexico, Mr. BYRNE, 
and Mr. TED LIEU of California. 

H.R. 1220: Mr. RICHMOND 
WESTERMAN. 

H.R. 1233: Mr. PERRY. 

H.R. 1258: Mr. BECERRA. 

H.R. 1284: Mr. SMITH of Washington, Ms. 
LINDA T. SANCHEZ of California, and Mrs. 
DAVIS of California. 

H.R. 1427: Mr. BROOKS of Alabama and Mrs. 
ROBY. 

H.R. 1453: Mr. GARAMENDI. 

H.R. 1532: Mr. REED. 

H.R. 1545: Mr. COSTA. 

H.R. 1559: Mr. ALLEN. 

H.R. 1595: Mr. MURPHY of Florida and Mr. 
CURBELO of Florida. 

H.R. 1598: Ms. ADAMS. 

H.R. 1643: Mr. Ross. 

H.R. 1707: Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of 
New Mexico. 

H.R. 1763: Ms. 
LEHTINEN. 

. 1779: 
. 1859: 
. 1904: 
. 1905: 
. 1911: 
. 1966: 

H.R. 2001: 
of Florida. 

H.R. 2096: 

H.R. 2280: . LEE. 

H.R. 2294: . DUNCAN of South Carolina. 

H.R. 2429: Mrs. BEATTY. 

H.R. 2500: Mr. HUNTER and Mr. TIBERI. 

H.R. 2622: Mr. SENSENBRENNER, Mr. CART- 
WRIGHT and Mr. POSEY. 

H.R. 2628: Mr. HILL, Mr. JEFFRIES, Mr. TUR- 
NER, and Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. 

H.R. 2641: Mr. GRAYSON. 

H.R. 2738: Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Penn- 
sylvania. 

H.R. 2739: Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mr. DELANEY, Mr. 
PALAZZO, Mr. CARNEY, Mr. OLSON, Mr. 
GARAMENDI, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. HECK of Ne- 
vada, and Mr. PETERS. 

H.R. 2844: Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. 

H.R. 2858: Mr. CLAY and Mr. RUSH. 

H.R. 2866: Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. 

H.R. 2895: Mr. COFFMAN. 

H.R. 2902: Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Mr. COSTA, Mr. 
CARNEY, and Mr. DOLD. 

H.R. 2903: Mr. HIMES. 

H.R. 3012: Mr. BROOKS of Alabama and Mrs. 
BLACK. 

H.R. 3085: Ms. JACKSON LEE. 

H.R. 3137: Mr. KENNEDY. 


Mr. GUTIERREZ and Ms. 


and Mr. 


McCoLLUM and Ms. Ros- 
Mr. RUSH. 

Mr. BROOKS of Alabama. 

. JACKSON LEE. 

. JACKSON LEE. 

. REED. 

. GRAYSON. 

. LOUDERMILK and Mr. ROONEY 


. HECK of Nevada. 
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H.R. 3180: Ms. MCSALLY. 

H.R. 3229: Mrs. RoBy, Mr. KELLY of Mis- 
sissippi, and Ms. STEFANIK. 

H.R. 3235: Mr. NORCROSS. 

H.R. 3255: Mr. YOUNG of Iowa. 

H.R. 3397: Mr. PEARCE and Miss RICE of 
New York. 

H.R. 3406: Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky, Ms. 
PLASKETT, Mr. HIGGINS, Ms. ESHOO, Mrs. 
CAPPS, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, and Mr. KATKO. 

H.R. 3410: Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mrs. NAPOLI- 
TANO, Ms. KAPTUR, and Mr. CARDENAS. 

H.R. 3438: Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. RATCLIFFE, 
Mr. SMITH of Texas, Mr. COLLINS of Georgia, 
Mr. SENSENBRENNER, Mr. ISSA, and Mr. 
TROTT. 

H.R. 3516: Mr. CRAWFORD. 

H.R. 3535: Ms. JACKSON LEE. 

H.R. 3589: Mr. ROGERS of Alabama. 

H.R. 3613: Ms. JACKSON LEE. 

H.R. 3706: Mr. COLE, Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. 
ZELDIN, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mrs. COMSTOCK, 
Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of California, Mr. VIS- 
CLOSKY, and Mr. DELANEY. 

H.R. 3815: Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Penn- 
sylvania. 

H.R. 3822: Mr. THORNBERRY. 

H.R. 3861: Mr. Ross and Mr. BLUMENAUER. 

H.R. 3926: Ms. TITUS. 

H.R. 3991: Mr. RUSH, Ms. CASTOR of Florida, 
Ms. LOFGREN, and Mr. JOLLY. 

H.R. 4027: Mrs. NAPOLITANO. 

H.R. 4043: Mr. RANGEL and Ms. LOFGREN. 

H.R. 4073: Mr. TED LIEU of California, Mr. 
HIMES, and Mr. RENACCI. 

. 4204: Mr. LOBIONDO. 

. 4298: Mr. REICHERT and Mr. JONES. 
. 4320: Mr. SWALWELL of California. 
. 4374: Mr. SWALWELL of California. 
. 4378: Ms. JACKSON LEE. 

H.R. 4381: Mr. RATCLIFFE. 

H.R. 4456: Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. MOONEY of 
West Virginia, and Mr. STIVERS. 

H.R. 4481: Mr. HONDA and Ms. JENKINS of 
Kansas. 

. 4485: 
. 4514: 
. 4525: 
. 4558: 
. 4559: 


. ROUZER and Mr. RIBBLE. 
. SESSIONS and Mr. HARPER. 
. JACKSON LEE. 
. ISRAEL and Ms. KAPTUR. 
. HILL and Mr. LAMBORN. 
. 4564: . BEYER. 
H.R. 4567: Mr. MEEHAN and Mr. ENGEL. 
H.R. 4611: Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Mr. 
MCGOVERN, and Mr. SERRANO. 
H.R. 4632: Mr. PERLMUTTER and Mr. EMMER 
of Minnesota. 


H.R. 4665: Mr. MEEHAN and Mr. POCAN. 

H.R. 4671: Mr. LAMALFA and Mr. 
PITTENGER. 

H.R. 4715: Mr. NOLAN. 

H.R. 4740: Mr. MCGOVERN. 

H.R. 4773: Mr. SCALISE. 

H.R. 4784: Mr. DOLD. 

H.R. 4842: Ms. TITUS. 

H.R. 4907: Mr. COFFMAN and Mr. LANGEVIN. 

H.R. 4919: Mr. PETERS. 

H.R. 4927: Mr. POCAN, Mr. CICILLINE, Mrs. 


BEATTY, and Mrs. DINGELL. 

H.R. 5015: Mrs. COMSTOCK, Mr. KNIGHT, Mrs. 
BLACK, Mr. RATCLIFFE, Mr. BISHOP of Utah, 
and Mr. POMPEO. 

. 5093: Mr. SESSIONS. 

. 5115: Mr. SESSIONS. 

. 5116: Mr. SESSIONS. 

. 5186: Mr. SESSIONS. 

. 5141: Mr. CRAMER. 

. 5167: Mr. RANGEL. 

-R. 5204: Mr. PERLMUTTER. 

H.R. 5205: Mr. LOWENTHAL and Mr. BLU- 
MENAUER. 

H.R. 5213: Mr. ASHFORD. 

H.R. 5226: Mr. SESSIONS. 

H.R. 5256: Mrs. TORRES, Mr. RICHMOND, Mr. 
LANGEVIN, and Mr. TONKO. 
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H.R. 5272: Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Mr. 
WELCH, Mr. GRIJALVA, Miss RICE of New 
York, Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mr. MOULTON, Mr. TED 
LIEU of California, and Mrs. NAPOLITANO. 

H.R. 5292: Mr. HIMES. 

H.R. 5313: Ms. NORTON, Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms. 
McCoLLUM, and Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New 
Mexico. 

H.R. 5348: Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. 

H.R. 5351: Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan, Mr. 
KINZINGER of Illinois, Mr. WENSTRUP, Mr. 
LATTA, Mr. KELLY of Mississippi, Mrs. 
BROOKS of Indiana, Mr. YOHO, Mr. ROTHFUS, 
Ms. JENKINS of Kansas, Mr. SAM JOHNSON of 
Texas, Mr. BISHOP of Michigan, Mr. GRAVES 
of Missouri, Mr. WALKER, Mr. ROKITA, Mr. 
AUSTIN ScoTT of Georgia, Mrs. BLACKBURN, 
and Mr. WITTMAN. 

H.R. 5386: Mr. HUFFMAN. 

H.R. 5396: Ms. SLAUGHTER. 

H.R. 5415: Ms. MCSALLY. 

H.R. 5418: Mr. BRAT, Mr. HILL, Mr. FLORES, 
Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. BRADY of Texas, and 
Mr. POSEY. 

H.R. 5433: Mr. GOSAR. 

H.R. 5462: Mrs. NAPOLITANO. 

H.R. 5474: Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. CLEAVER, 
Mr. RUSH, and Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE of 
Pennsylvania. 

H.R. 5482: Ms. MOORE. 

H.R. 5489: Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 

H.R. 5499: Mr. YounG of Iowa and Mr. 
ROKITA. 

H.R. 5506: Mr. PETERSON, Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. 
HECK of Washington, Mr. COFFMAN, Mr. TED 
LIEU of California, Mr. JOYCE, Mr. HARPER, 
Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. DONOVAN, Mr. KELLY of 


Pennsylvania, Mr. FARENTHOLD, Ms. 
MCSALLY, Mr. BARR, Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. CUM- 
MINGS, Ms. NORTON, Mr. MEEHAN, Mrs. 


BLACK, Mr. CLAY, Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRIS- 
HAM of New Mexico, Mr. LANCE, Mr. 
CUELLAR, Mrs. COMSTOCK, Mr. COHEN, Ms. 
HERRERA BEUTLER, Mr. ROGERS of Alabama, 
and Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. 
. 5618: Mr. YOUNG of Iowa. 
. 55381: Mr. CUELLAR. 
. 5532: Mr. KEATING. 
. 5587: Mr. KILMER. 
. 5555: Mr. RANGEL. 
. 5571: Mr. SWALWELL of California, Ms. 
SLAUGHTER, Mr. CICILLINE, Ms. BONAMICI, Ms. 
JUDY CHU of California, and Mr. MCGOVERN. 
H.R. 5584: Mr. CURBELO of Florida, Ms. LEE, 
Mr. CONNOLLY, Mrs. RADEWAGEN, Ms. LOF- 
GREN, Ms. MCSALLY, Ms. KAPTUR, Ms. ESHOO, 
and Mr. FITZPATRICK. 
H.R. 5587: Mr. PETERS, and Mr. 
Scott of Georgia. 
H.R. 5620: Mrs. ROBY, Mr. YOUNG of Iowa, 
Mr. COLLINS of New York, and Mr. CHAFFETZ. 
H.R. 5630: Mr. COOPER and Mr. CARTWRIGHT. 
H.R. 5646: Mr. SCHWEIKERT and Mr. 
LAMALFA. 
H.R. 5650: Ms. DELBENE and Mr. SCHIFF. 
H.R. 5668: Mr. SMITH of Texas, Mr. BROOKS 
of Alabama, Mr. ABRAHAM, Mr. BISHOP of 
Utah, Mr. BYRNE, and Mr. RATCLIFFE. 
H.R. 5683: Mr. CRAMER, Mr. OLSON, and Mr. 


DAVID 


. 5685: 
. 5691: 
. 5708: 


Mr. POMPEO and Mr. LONG. 
Mr. MCGOVERN. 
Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. 
. 5730: Ms. MCSALLY. 
-R. 5732: Mr. DOLD. 

H.R. 5734: Mrs. COMSTOCK, Mr. SHUSTER, 
and Mrs. ROBY. 

H.R. 5755: Ms. McSALLY and Mr. RODNEY 
DAVIS of Illinois. 

H.R. 5756: Mr. CICILLINE. 

H.R. 5796: Ms. JACKSON LEE. 

H.R. 5817: Mr. CARNEY, Mr. FARR, Mr. GRI- 
JALVA, Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. HUFFMAN, Ms. LEE, 
Ms. NORTON, and Mr. PALLONE. 
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H.R. 5836: Mr. PEARCE. 

H.R. 5867: Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana. 

H.R. 5883: Mr. DESJARLAIS and Mr. BARR. 

H.R. 5904: Mr. ROUZER. 

H.R. 5931: Mr. SALMON, Mr. BARR, Mr. 
EMMER of Minnesota, Mr. ABRAHAM, Mr. 
GARRETT, Mr. MARINO, and Mr. GIBSON. 

H.R. 5940: Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. 

H.J. Res. 2: Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER. 

H.J. Res. 48: Ms. JUDY CHU of California. 

H.J. Res. 95: Mr. BARR and Mrs. BLACK- 
BURN. 

H. Con. Res. 
MULVANEY. 

H. Con. Res. 114: Mr. NUNES and Mr. Roo- 
NEY of Florida. 

H. Con. Res. 140: Mr. RIcE of South Caro- 
lina, Mr. SHIMKUS, and Mr. MARINO. 

H. Res. 12: Mr. BILIRAKIS. 

H. Res. 130: Mr. COFFMAN. 

H. Res. 290: Mr. CONYERS. 

H. Res. 352: Ms. LOFGREN. 

H. Res. 590: Ms. PINGREE, Mr. NUGENT, Mr. 
SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of New York, Mr. 


33: Mr. WITTMAN and Mr. 
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SIMPSON, Mr. HANNA, Mr. LANCE, Mr. YAR- 
MUTH, and Mr. RIBBLE. 


H. Res. 617: Mr. BOUSTANY and Mrs. 
WALORSKI. 

H. Res. 647: Mr. BARR. 

H. Res. 652: Mr. LARSEN of Washington. 

H. Res. 660: Mr. RUSH and Mr. SMITH of New 
Jersey. 

H. Res. 683: Ms. LOFGREN. 

H. Res. 686: Mr. CUMMINGS. 

H. Res. 766: Mr. SWALWELL of California. 

H. Res. 773: Mr. BLUMENAUER, Ms. LOFGREN, 


Ms. LEE, Ms. TITUS, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. TED 
LIEU of California, and Mr. SCHIFF. 

H. Res. 782: Mr. COFFMAN and Mr. YOUNG of 
Iowa. 

H. Res. 792: Mrs. LOWEY. 

H. Res. 810: Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 
New York. 

H. Res. 811: Mr. MEEHAN and Mr. GIBSON. 

H. Res. 831: Mr. PETERSON, Mr. KLINE, Mr. 
POCAN, and Mr. EMMER of Minnesota. 


September 7, 2016 
PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 3 of rule XII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the clerk’s 
desk and referred as follows: 


84. The SPEAKER presented a petition of 
the City of Miami Beach, Florida, relative to 
Resolution No. 2016-29483, urging the United 
States Food and Drug Administration to re- 
peal its prohibition on men who have had sex 
with men within the past 12 months from do- 
nating blood; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 


85. Also, a petition of the Borough Council 
of South Bound Brook, New Jersey, relative 
to Supporting the H.R. 814 known as the 
“Thin Blue Line Act” and urging the United 
States House of Representatives and the U.S. 
Senate to enact this legislation; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


September 7, 2016 
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 


IN RECOGNITION OF THE 9/11 
FIRST RESPONDERS 


HON. BARBARA COMSTOCK 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mrs. COMSTOCK. Mr. Speaker, | rise to ac- 
knowledge the many first responders to the 
September 11th terrorist attacks of 2001, as 
well as to recognize that this September will 
be the 15th anniversary of that national trag- 
edy. 

that day was a time of intense panic and 
immense sorrow for all Americans, with many 
losing friends, family, and loved ones. Yet in 
spite of all of this, our brave first responders 
from our police services, our fire fighters, and 
emergency medical services went above and 
beyond the call of duty to save the lives of 
their fellow citizens, so that they could go 
home to their families and friends. 

These amazing men and women faced this 
terror attack with the greatest courage and 
conviction anyone could exhibit. The valor and 
fortitude which they showed is beyond expres- 
sion, with many giving their lives so that their 
fellow Americans could live. However, many of 
those who endured and survived are still suf- 
fering from the ordeal, with many experiencing 
PTSD, depression, and physical ailments. 
These men and women represent the very 
best of our nation. We should all strive to live 
up to their extraordinary example. 

It is important that we do whatever we can 
for these heroes, and as such | would like to 
thank the Hylton Performing Arts Center for 
their event entitled “Helping First Responders 
Find Hope, Healing and Resilience” which will 
be held in Manassas on September 10th, 
2016. Through events like this, caring Ameri- 
cans are helping raise awareness to these un- 
fortunate conditions. 

Mr. Speaker, | would ask my fellow Mem- 
bers of Congress to join me in honoring some 
of the bravest of our nation’s heroes, and to 
thank them for all that they did during our 
country’s most desperate hour. May God bless 
them, and all those whose lives were affected 
by this day. 


HONORING THE PEDROZO FAMILY 


HON. JIM COSTA 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize The Pedrozo Family. The Pedrozo’s 
have deep rooted ties to public service in 
Merced County and are known for their tire- 
less efforts on behalf of the community. They 
are being honored by Catholic Charities of 
Merced in appreciation of their service to the 
Valley. 


The late Joe and Barbra Pedrozo raised 
their six children on the family’s dairy farm. 
They instilled the importance of faith and serv- 
ing others in their children. Those guiding 
words have shaped the Pedrozo family. They 
have been actively involved in Our Lady of 
Mercy School, St. Patrick’s Parish and Sacred 
Heart Churches, among many other local 
causes. 

Joe is a local business owner and was a 
volunteer coach for Our Lady of Mercy School 
sports and City Leagues for 25 years. He 
gave classes to vocational instruction students 
at the Juvenile Hall for Merced County Office 
of Education. Diana has also been an active 
member of the community, having served as 
the Executive Director of the Merced County 
Farm Bureau and as a member of the Merced 
County California Women for Agriculture. 

John and Kelly Pedrozo are parents to two 
sons and a daughter, 6 grandsons and one 
granddaughter due this fall. John is a proud 
graduate of Our Lady of Mercy. He has been 
on the Merced County Board of Supervisors 
for twelve years. In this role he has served as 
an advocate for farmers and Merced County’s 
most underserved. John previously served on 
the Our Lady of Mercy School Board and the 
Merced Union High School District Board of 
Trustees. Kelly worked for Merced County 
Child Support Services for 30 years. Kelly and 
John have been supporters of 4-H, St. Pat- 
rick’s Parish and OLM School. 

Ted and Juanita Pedrozo have been mar- 
ried for 35 years, are parents to four children, 
grandparents to one grandson and another 
grandson is due in October. Ted and John 
have a catering business known throughout 
Merced County for providing food for local 
charitable and non-profit organizations. Juanita 
is a teacher and school administrator, serving 
in this role for 36 years. Ted and Juanita are 
active members of St. Patrick’s Parish and 
supporters of Our Lady Of Mercy School and 
local 4-H programs. 

Judy (Pedrozo) and Harry Blackburn have 
been married for 24 years. Judy was a teach- 
er and currently serves as Principal at Our 
Lady of Mercy School. Harry has worked for a 
private company for 24 years and is a store 
manager. Judy serves on the Fresno Dioce- 
san School Board. Judy and Harry are active 
members of St. Patrick and strong supporters 
of Our Lady of Mercy School. 

Josh and Heidi Pedrozo are continuing the 
tradition of service in the Pedrozo Family. 
Josh is a teacher at Merced High School and 
has been a Merced City Councilman for eight 
years. Heidi assisted the people of the 16th 
district while serving as a representative in my 
office, as well as the office of Congressman 
Dennis Cardoza. Heidi is currently a teacher 
at El Capitan High School. Their son Owen is 
a student at Our Lady of Mercy and they are 
expecting a daughter this fall. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
in recognizing the great contributions of the 


Pedrozo Family. Their contributions will have a 
lasting impact on the community for years to 
come. | congratulate the Pedrozo’s for this 
honor and ask that you join me in wishing 
them continued success. 


TRIBUTE TO ANGELA CONNOLLY 
HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to congratulate and recognize Polk 
County (lowa) Supervisor Angela Connolly for 
being honored as a 2016 lowa Women’s Hall 
of Fame recipient by the lowa Commission on 
the Status of Women. 

Angela Connolly, a native lowan, was born 
to second-generation Italian immigrants and 
cultivated a strong work ethic at her parents’ 
small Italian restaurant. She attended college 
in Kansas, returning to lowa and marrying her 
husband, Tom, raising three children and 
overseeing the development of the next gen- 
eration with four grandchildren. 

Ms. Connolly began her career in the Polk 
County Public Works Department, working for 
nearly 20 years before being elected a Polk 
County Supervisor in 1998. She is only one of 
three female Supervisors ever elected in over 
150 years to the Polk County Board of Super- 
visors and still serves in that post today. 

“Community engagement” is the key phrase 
for Ms. Connolly. Evidenced by her dedication 
to civic activities, she currently serves as Co- 
Chairman of The Tomorrow Plan and is Tri- 
Chairman for Capital Crossroads: A Vision for 
Greater Des Moines and Central lowa as well 
as Chairman for Rebuilding Together. She 
aptly represents the Polk County Board of Su- 
pervisors on a long list of boards and commis- 
sions. 

Ms. Connolly has played a leadership role in 
many significant efforts to improve the lives of 
area residents. She advocates for mental 
health issues, domestic violence victims, 
homeless challenges, and most visibly in re- 
cent months, the efforts to stop hunger in Polk 
County. She is a proponent of the Des Moines 
downtown revitalization efforts as well as up- 
dating the historical Polk County Courthouse 
complex. She never stops and works tirelessly 
for all lowans. 

Mr. Speaker, it is a profound honor to rep- 
resent leaders like Angela Connolly in the 
United States Congress and it is with great 
pride that | recognize and applaud her for uti- 
lizing her talents to better both her community 
and the great state of lowa. | invite my col- 
leagues in the United States House of Rep- 
resentatives to join me in congratulating An- 
gela Connolly on receiving this esteemed des- 
ignation and in wishing Ms. Connolly a long 
and successful career. 


@ This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 


Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor. 
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IN RECOGNITION OF CYRUS JONES 


HON. PATRICK MEEHAN 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. MEEHAN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor Cyrus Jones, head coach of Lincoln 
University’s men’s and women’s track and 
field from 1974 to 2010, on his retirement. 

Coach Jones led the track and field team at 
Lincoln to 15 NCAA Division Ill champion- 
ships. The men’s team won 11 national titles 
during his tenure, and the women’s team won 
4 NCAA championships. He also coached 
more than 300 All American athletes. Coach 
Jones has been honored as a six-time recipi- 
ent of the Division IlI National Coach of the 
Year Award, the Mid East Region Track 
Coach of the Year, the Linback Teaching 
Award, the Outstanding Men of America 
Award, the Lifetime Achievement Award, one 
of the top 100 sports figures in the Philadel- 
phia region in the last 100 years by the Phila- 
delphia Tribune and an honorary official during 
the Penn Relays in 2002. In 2007 Coach 
Jones was inducted into the U.S. Track and 
Field and Cross Country Coaches Associa- 
tion’s Hall of Fame. 

Mr. Speaker, | congratulate Coach Jones on 
an illustrious career at Lincoln University and 
wish him the best in his retirement. 


SYLVIA BROCKNER 


HON. ED PERLMUTTER 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and applaud Sylvia 
Brockner for receiving the West Chamber's 
2016 Jefferson County Hall of Fame Award. 

An avid author and environmentalist, Sylvia 
Brockner has led the Evergreen area preser- 
vation movement for more than forty years. 
Her works culminate in her published book, 
entitled Birds in our Evergreen World. In 1968, 
Sylvia and her late husband founded the Ever- 
green Naturalists which has since evolved to 
the Evergreen Audubon and Nature Center. 

Sylvia helped Jefferson County Open Space 
acquire 319 acres for what would become the 
Lair O’ Bear Open Space Park in 1987, open- 
ing to the public in 1991. Sylvia also was a 
founding member of the Mountain Area Land 
Trust in 1993, which helped to preserve thou- 
sands of acres of open lands within 50 miles 
of Evergreen. Sylvia’s long time role as an ad- 
vocate for animals and plants has been influ- 
ential to the community, as evidence of her 
being honored with the Evergreen Area Com- 
munity Service Award and Evergreen Audu- 
bon Founders’ Award. At age 97, Sylvia con- 
tinues to pursue writing and illustration in her 
weekly column for the Canyon Courier. 

| extend my deepest congratulations to Syl- 
via Brockner for this well-deserved recognition 
by the West Chamber. 
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RECOGNIZING M. SMITH COFFMAN 
FOR HER INSPIRATIONAL POEM, 
GHOSTS OF THE PAST 


HON. KENNY MARCHANT 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. MARCHANT. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to recognize M. Smith Coffman for her power- 
ful poem and kind words of inspiration to 
many. While the poem is meant to move and 
inspire our service members and veterans in 
times of need, | believe everyone should ex- 
perience it. | intend for everyone to procure 
some good fortune and hope from her mes- 
sage. 


GHOSTS OF THE PAST 


The fog shrouded, silent vale, 

comes to life before my trail. 

Ghosts of the past, ride in the predawn mist, 
in their stirring Iam by angels kissed. 


Here, the plan of war was born, 

and there, soldiers’ lives were torn. 

Brave warriors on snorting, restless steeds, 
our heroes against men of evil deeds. 


See Lexington and Concord’s men of pride. 
Rebs and Yanks who at Chickamauga died. 
See the tired, straggling wagon train, 
faces parched by sun, in battle’s strain. 


Indians silently move their camps, 
past sod houses lit by dim oil lamps. 
I see the brave men from the Alamo, 
as on, and on, and on they go. 


Oh, ancient rocks, you saw it all, 

you saw where gallant man did fall. 

You echoed the shot, felt the glance of spear, 
the price for freedom, we hold dear. 


Our troops who fell on foreign soils, 
they the victors, won the spoils. 

There were those from the sky 

and from the sea, 

They gave of themselves to keep us free. 
Their souls, at last, are at home, 

no more foreign lands to roam. 


All are soothed in the mist, 

as o’er their separate paths they twist. 
Their laughter softly echoes from the rills, 
and across the windswept, rugged hills. 
Mingling, they have enemies no more, 
here at home or foreign shore. 

In cadence, I heard them say, 

“Let not our sons go this way. 

Alas the new born cries at birth, 

but men must know of joy on earth. 
Oh, that we could right the wrong, 

Oh, that we could leave but song.” 


Oh Lord, many of our brave, gallant men of 
pride, 

put their lives upon the line, fought and 
died. 

Men with bodies and emotions torn, 

this great loss we all should mourn. 

I stand and salute you, one and all. 

You went through hell, for country’s call. 


Dear Lord, I pray their pain relive, 

give them strength and hope, and ease. 

They should receive the best of care, 

For Freedom’s Cause They did not bend, 

they pledged their allegiance to the flag 
until the end. 


“Children, Listen,” the midst does sing. 

“We know not what this day or the years 
will bring. 

Stand brave and strong for liberty’s call. 

Your country needs you one and all. 

Give thanks for all that was and is. 

and for the heroes who lived, and live. 
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Give thanks for freedom that was not lost. 

Give thanks to those who paid the cost.” 

The mist soon melted into the morning sun. 

THEY ARE OUR HEART’S BLOOD 

THEY ARE NOT GONE. 

These brave men and women did not live or 
die in vain. 

Our flag unfurled we will sustain. 

IN GOD WE TRUST 

AMEN 


Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the 24th Congres- 
sional District of Texas, | ask all my distin- 
guished colleagues to join me in recognizing 
M. Smith Coffman for her encouraging words. 


ee 


MS. THAO NHI DO RECEIVES 
PRESTIGIOUS FULBRIGHT AWARD 


HON. PETE OLSON 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate Thao Nhi Do of Houston, TX for 
receiving a Fulbright award for teaching 
English in Taiwan during the 2015 through 
2016 academic year. 

Each year the Fulbright Program grants stu- 
dents with the opportunity to study, research 
or teach English abroad in an effort to inter- 
nationalize communities and campuses 
around the world. Fulbright scholars focus on 
the conditions and challenges differing regions 
face, as well as building valuable U.S. rela- 
tionships. Thao graduated Summa Cum Laude 
in 2011 from Clear Brook High School and 
earned a full scholarship to Harvard Univer- 
sity. As a Fulbright participant, she helped 
teach English in Taiwan. 

On behalf of the Twenty-Second Congres- 
sional District of Texas, congratulations again 
to Ms. Thao Nhi Do for receiving this Fulbright 
award. Keep up the great work. 


———— 


IN RECOGNITION OF 
DUDLEY BROWN 


HON. WILLIAM R. KEATING 


OF MASSACHUSETTS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. KEATING. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize Dudley Brown, a Plymouth, Massa- 
chusetts native who passed away on Sep- 
tember 24, 2015 at the age of 88. 

A man truly devoted to the service of his 
country, Mr. Brown spent his life working to 
honor America both in and out of uniform. Mr. 
Brown, who served from 1944 to 1947 in 
World War II and from 1950 to 1952 in the Ko- 
rean war, was not content to sit back and rest 
upon his return to civilian life. 

Balancing his career as a market researcher 
and salesman around the country for three 
decades, Mr. Brown sustained a lifelong pas- 
sion for studying the genealogy of his family 
and the history of this country. As a direct de- 
scendant to William Brewster, one of the origi- 
nal Mayflower pilgrims and a respected reli- 
gious leader within Plymouth County, Mr. 
Brown was a proud member of the General 
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Society of Mayflower Descendants. In 2014, 
Mr. Brown received an award for 20 years of 
membership with the National Society of the 
Sons of the American Revolution, and also 
acted with admirable integrity as a Private ist 
Class within Boston’s Ancient and Honorable 
Artillery Company. 

In addition to his passion for family and 
American history, Mr. Brown was also an avid 
tennis player and enjoyed speed skating, 
biking and racing motorcycles as a young 
man. He is survived by his loving partner, 
three children, and four grandchildren. Known 
for his sense of humor and good cheer, Mr. 
Brown is sorely missed by his family and 
many friends. 

Mr. Speaker, | am proud to honor Dudley 
Brown’s many achievements on the anniver- 
sary of his passing. | ask that my colleagues 
join me in recognizing his life and his service. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. KEVIN BRADY 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, on roll 
call no. 479, | was unavoidably detained to 
cast my vote in time. Had | been present, | 
would have voted YES. 


STEVE CAMINS 


HON. ED PERLMUTTER 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and applaud Steve Camins 
for receiving the West Chamber’s 2016 Jeffer- 
son County Hall of Fame Award. 

Since moving to Colorado in 1970, Steve 
Camins has played an active role in the Jeffer- 
son County community. Steve received his 
bachelor’s in Psychology from Colorado State 
University in 1968, and soon after became a 
certified financial planner and insurance coun- 
selor. For more than forty years, Steve has 
worked as an insurance agent for his self- 
owned and -managed company, Financial Di- 
mensions Ltd., an Arvada business that helps 
Jefferson County citizens manage risk and 
protect assets. 

Steve served on the board of the Arvada 
Economic Development Association for more 
than fifteen consecutive years, and also 
served on the Arvada Chamber of Commerce 
Board of Directors. He played an instrumental 
role in the formation of the Arvada Enterprise 
Center which joined with the West Chamber 
nine years ago to create the Jefferson County 
Business Resource Center. 

Steve’s determination and passion was rec- 
ognized in 1996 when he was named the Ar- 
vada Chamber of Commerce Man of the Year 
and continues to lift the Jefferson County 
economy to new heights. 

| extend my deepest congratulations to 
Steve Camins for this well-deserved recogni- 
tion by the West Chamber. 
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IN RECOGNITION OF 
JUNE ROBBINS 


HON. PATRICK MEEHAN 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. MEEHAN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor June Robbins, a life member of the 
Rosie the Riveter Association for her service 
during World War Il. 

Ms. Robbins was born into poverty during 
the Great Depression. She married her hus- 
band, Melvin Robbins, of 65 years, on Novem- 
ber 27, 1947. Ms. Robbins is the mother of 7 
children, grandmother of 18, and great-grand- 
mother of 8. She comes from a family of 
“Rosies,” as her mother and aunts were also 
part of the Association. 

During World War II, Ms. Robbins applied 
for a training position at the Philadelphia Naval 
Shipyard, the first and only female in her 
class. There, she gained the skills necessary 
to work as a draftsman in the Shipyard during 
the War. In addition to a full time job, Ms. 
Robbins volunteered for the War effort through 
the Red Cross and the United Service Organi- 
zations (USO). As a volunteer for the USO, 
she was honored by the Netherlands govern- 
ment for her service as a Rosie in helping 
save the lives of the Holland people during the 
War. 

Wesley Enhanced Living Main Line honored 
Ms. Robbins for her service as a Rosie the 
Riveter with a celebration on September 4, 
2016. The celebration included a special plant- 
ing of a Pink Dogwood, which is a symbol of 
the Riveter movement and of women who 
served as Rosies. 

Mr. Speaker, the United States of America 
owes a great debt of gratitude to Ms. Robbins. 
It is an honor to represent her in Congress. 


EE 


IN HONOR OF BRAMBLETON’S 15TH 
BIRTHDAY 


HON. BARBARA COMSTOCK 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mrs. COMSTOCK. Mr. Speaker, | would like 
to honor the town of Brambleton, Virginia on 
its 15th birthday. Established in 2001, 
Brambleton has grown to become a thriving 
community in Loudoun County full of wonder- 
ful families and extraordinary localities. 

In the span of 15 years Brambleton has 
gone from a newly planned community to the 
home of almost 10,000 people. The commu- 
nity has received multiple awards, including 
the Loudon County Environmental Preserva- 
tion Award, and in 2013 was named Commu- 
nity of the Year by the Great American Living 
Awards. In addition to the six excellent 
schools which already serve the community, 
three additional schools will be added by 
2020. Its many parks, trails, and pools allow 
for its residents to enjoy the outdoors and 
spend time with their friends and family. | am 
proud to represent such a vibrant community. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join in 
recognizing the 15th birthday of the 
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Brambleton community and thanking the resi- 
dents who bring it to life. | know the commu- 
nity will continue to provide a wonderful envi- 
ronment for families to call home for many 
years to come. 


TRIBUTE TO EMILY ABBAS 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to congratulate and recognize Emily 
Abbas, Chief Marketing Officer and Chief of 
Staff at Bankers Trust Company for being 
named a 2016 Women of Influence honoree 
as Meredith Emerging Woman of Influence by 
the award-winning central lowa publication, 
Business Record. 

For 17 years, the Business Record has un- 
dertaken an exhaustive annual review to iden- 
tify a standout group of women who have 
made a significant difference in business, civic 
and philanthropic endeavors throughout the 
Greater Des Moines Area. Ms. Abbas has de- 
voted her life to doing so many challenges 
which many others might avoid. She has 
spent countless hours on various boards while 
blazing a trail for others to follow. She was se- 
lected for the chosen field of expertise, the 
lasting impact on the community, involvement 
with civic or nonprofit organization and being 
seen as a role model because of her lofty 
achievements and high ethical standards. 

Emily Abbas has the determination and 
drive to be successful in anything she does. 
Ms. Abbas is charged with furthering Bankers 
Trust’s strategic focus on customers, commu- 
nity and employees, and solid business rela- 
tionships. In all aspects of her life Emily Abbas 
is an example of hard work and service who 
makes lowans proud. 

Mr. Speaker, it is a profound honor to rep- 
resent leaders like Emily Abbas in the United 
States Congress and it is with great pride that 
| recognize and applaud her for utilizing her 
talents to better both her community and the 
great state of lowa. | invite my colleagues in 
the United States House of Representatives to 
join me in congratulating Emily Abbas on re- 
ceiving this esteemed designation, thanking 
those at Business Record for their great work, 
and wishing Ms. Abbas a long and successful 
career. 


RED ROCKS COMMUNITY COLLEGE 


HON. ED PERLMUTTER 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Red 
Rocks Community College on the completion 
of their Arvada campus expansion. This ex- 
pansion triples the size and capacity of the 
current campus located in Arvada, Colorado. | 
applaud Red Rocks Community College on 
this $22.5 million expansion project as it is the 
largest expansion project in the history of the 
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college. This expansion will have a lasting im- 
pact on generations to come as well as result 
in significant economic impact for the Kipling 
Corridor and Ralston Road Corridor and Ar- 
vada and Wheat Ridge communities. 

The Physician’s Assistant Program at Red 
Rocks Community College is one of the first of 
its kind in the country. The relocation of this 
program to the new Arvada Campus will allow 
for even more students to participate in this 
unique program. In addition, the new campus 
will house all of the college’s health profes- 
sions programs in one place and will host 
more than four times the current number of 
faculty and staff. 

| congratulate the Red Rocks team for their 
success on this important expansion. | ap- 
plaud the school and faculty for their dedica- 
tion to this project and their leadership and 
commitment to helping community college stu- 
dents blaze a path for our country’s future 
leaders and innovators. | am proud of the 
work Red Rocks Community College does 
every day and | look forward to celebrating fu- 
ture accomplishments of the school and its 
students in the years to come. 


a 


IN RECOGNITION OF THE 150TH AN- 
NIVERSARY OF THE BOROUGH 
OF SHENANDOAH 


HON. MATT CARTWRIGHT 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. CARTWRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to honor the Borough of Shenandoah, 
which celebrated its 150th anniversary on Au- 
gust 27, 2016. Shenandoah is located in 
Schuylkill County, Pennsylvania. 

The area that became Shenandoah was first 
settled in 1835 by Peter Kehley, who devel- 
oped the land for farming. The settlement was 
maintained for two decades. After anthracite 
coal was discovered, the land was sold to the 
Philadelphia Land Company. Planning for the 
town began under Peter Schaeffer in 1862. 

Shenandoah was officially incorporated on 
January 16, 1866. Situated in the Middle 
Western Coal Field, the area around Shen- 
andoah contained rich deposits of anthracite. 
As mining got under way, the borough’s popu- 
lation grew in response to the increased de- 
mand for labor. Shenandoah became a hub 
for business, attracting depots for three major 
railroad companies to ship coal to New York 
and Philadelphia. Immigrants came first from 
Wales, Ireland, and Germany. Later, immi- 
grants from Lithuania, Poland, Ukraine and 
Slovakia arrived. With each new wave of im- 
migrants, parochial schools and places of wor- 
ship arose unique to their own ethnic group. 
By the 1920s, Shenandoah had developed a 
garment industry with 15 large factories at the 
peak of clothing production. 

Today, Shenandoah is experiencing a revi- 
talization. People are moving into the region, 
some in retirement and many to raise their 
families. Houses are being restored, busi- 
nesses are being opened. Shenandoah is now 
home to popular brands such as Mrs. T’s 
Pierogies, Lee’s Oriental Foods, Kowalonek’s 
Kielbasy Shop, Lucky’s, and Capitols 
Kielbasy. 
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It is an honor to recognize Shenandoah on 
its sesquicentennial. | am proud to represent a 
community so rich in history. May the people 
of Shenandoah be proud of their past and look 
forward to a bright future as they celebrate the 
city’s 150th anniversary. 


a 


CONGRATULATIONS TO THE 
SOCORRO POLICE DEPARTMENT 


HON. WILL HURD 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. HURD of Texas. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to congratulate the Police Department of 
the City of Socorro for their selfless and dedi- 
cated service to the City of Socorro. The ex- 
traordinary efforts of the 28 uniformed officers 
and their civilian counterparts have helped en- 
sure that Socorro remains a safe city for resi- 
dents and businesses and for the third time in 
three years, led to Socorro being named one 
of the 50 safest cities in the State of Texas. 
| am proud to represent a community as 
closely-knit and dedicated to service and safe- 
ty as Socorro, TX. 

| would also like to acknowledge the ex- 
traordinary leadership of Police Chief Carlos 
R. Maldonado, who has used his leadership 
skills and intimate knowledge of community-fo- 
cused law enforcement to keep Socorro safe. 
Chief Maldonado’s work in bringing a new 
training facility to Socorro, his role in ensuring 
upper-level training for his officers, and his in- 
fluence in bringing a canine unit to Socorro 
have benefited the City tremendously. On be- 
half of the 23rd Congressional District of 
Texas, congratulations to the entire Socorro 
Police Department for their excellent work. 


— EE 


IN RECOGNITION OF 
Cwo4 CHAD ADAMS 


HON. MICHAEL C. BURGESS 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor Chief Warrant Officer Chad Adams 
upon his retirement from 28 years of honor- 
able service to the United States Army, the 
Kentucky National Guard, the United States 
Coast Guard, and this great nation. 

Adams currently serves as the Coast Guard 
Food Service Program Manager within the Of- 
fice of Work-Life, Health, Safety, and Work- 
Life Directorate at Coast Guard Headquarters 
(Commandant CG-1111). In this capacity, he 
is responsible for providing strategic policy 
and support to the entire $175M Food Service 
enterprise, consisting of 1,200 Food Service 
Specialist (FS) members and over 370 Coast 
Guard Dining Facilities worldwide. The Food 
Service Program office is the central authority 
responsible for the overall technical and ad- 
ministrative management policy, planning, and 
subsistence requirements to ensure service- 
wide mission success. 

Upon graduation from Shelby County High 
School in May 1988, Chief Warrant Officer 
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Adams served with the U.S. Army in the 82nd 
Airborne Division during Operations Just 
Cause (Panama) and Desert Shield/Storm as 
a paratrooper in the Infantry. After being re- 
leased from the Army, and later the Kentucky 
National Guard, he enlisted into the Coast 
Guard in March 1994 and graduated boot 
camp as the basic training honor graduate for 
Company E-144. His first assignment was 
CGC WHITE PINE out of Mobile, AL where he 
decided to become a Subsistence Specialist 
(SS) after only six months aboard mess cook- 
ing. He graduated SS “A” school as an SS3 
in 1995 and was assigned to the CGC 
MADRONA in Charleston, SC. As the duty 
cook, he advanced to SS2 and fleeted-up into 
the Jack of the Dust position, responsible for 
developing menus and ordering supplies to 
feed a crew of 50 personnel. He also took 
over as the Food Service Officer (FSO) when 
the FS1 was unable to get underway. On his 
last day aboard the cutter, he advanced to 
FS1 and reported to isolated duty at LORAN 
Station St. Paul Island, AK where he served 
as FSO and was awarded runner-up for galley 
of the year small ashore for the entire Coast 
Guard. After one year in isolation, he was se- 
lected to become a Company Commander 
(Drill Instructor) at Cape May, NJ. He trained 
over 1,500 recruits and advanced to Chief 
Petty Officer (E—7) during this tour. He also pi- 
loted one of the first training sessions with 
Coast Guard Academy cadets for swab sum- 
mer in 2001, where he and another Company 
Commander indoctrinated 100 academy ca- 
dets from the Class of 2003. Chief Adams 
transferred to TRACEN Petaluma, CA in 2002 
and took over as Chief of the Watch for FS 
“A” School, running one of the largest galleys 
in the Coast Guard. He led a team of three 
other FSs to re-open the upper galley which 
had been dormant for over a decade. He was 
promoted to Chief Warrant Officer in 2005 and 
transferred to ISC NOLA six weeks before 
Hurricane Katrina made land fall and flooded 
his home. In 2006, he graduated from Chief 
Warrant Officer professional development at 
the Coast Guard Academy in New London, 
CT, where he was selected by his peers as 
the Distinguished Officer of his class. His du- 
ties included assisting the Comptroller and Lo- 
gistics Branch Chief in providing support to all 
lower 8th Coast Guard District units. He was 
the D8 IMT Logistics Chief during Hurricanes 
Gustav and Ike and the 2008 New Orleans oil 
spill. He was selected to become the FS As- 
signment Officer in 2010, executing assign- 
ments (orders) for hundreds of FSs including 
the White House, DHS Secretary’s Mess, 
Commandant and Flag Officer Special Com- 
mand Aides, Instructor, and FSO positions 
and operational units. In 2012, he was invited 
to the White House to help cook for the United 
Kingdom State Dinner and Greek Independ- 
ence Day Dinner and has assisted the White 
House chefs for many events since. In July 
2014, he was assigned to his current position 
at CG-1111. In September 2016, he will as- 
sume the duties as the new Subsistence Pro- 
gram Manager as a civil service employee. 
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. JOE WILSON 


OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. Speak- 
er, on Roll Call Number 480, which took place 
Tuesday, September 6, 2016, | am not re- 
corded because of a scheduling conflict. Had 
| been present, | would have voted AYE. | 
stand with my colleagues in the House in sup- 
port of H.R. 3881, the Cooperative Manage- 
ment of Mineral Rights Act. 


Ee 


HONORING THE WORLD WAR II 
AND KOREAN WAR VETERANS 
OF ILLINOIS 


HON. MIKE QUIGLEY 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker, | rise to honor 
the World War II and Korean War veterans 
who traveled to Washington, D.C. on August 
10, 2016 with Honor Flight Chicago, a pro- 
gram that provides World War II and Korean 
War veterans the opportunity to visit their me- 
morials on The National Mall in Washington, 
D.C. These memorials were built to honor 
their courage and service to their country. 

The American Veteran is one of our great- 
est treasures. The Soldiers, Airmen, Sailors, 
Marines, and Coast Guardsmen who traveled 
here on August 10th answered our nation’s 
call to service during one of its greatest times 
of need. From the European Campaign to the 
Pacific Asian Theatre to the African Theater, 
these brave Americans risked life and limb, 
gave service and sacrificed much, all while 
embodying what it is to be a hero. We owe 
them more gratitude than can ever be ex- 
pressed. 

| welcome these brave veterans to Wash- 
ington and to their memorials. | am proud to 
submit the names of these men and women 
for all to see, hear, and recognize, and | call 
on my colleagues to rise and join me in ex- 
pressing gratitude. 

John A. Andersen, Thomas L. Bajt, Floyd 
Seine, Gerald Allen Bendle, Richard T. 
Blaskie, Louis Bommelje, Sarkis Boyajian, 
Robert P. Campbell, Manuel A. Ceralde, Ru- 
dolph F. Chavez Sr., Mark L. Dames, Edward 
G. Dasbach, Frank J. DePaul, Charles F. 
Dickason Jr., Jessie B. Dodd, Ronald C. 
Donner, Richard C. Druse, John R. Durrbeck, 
William R. Elliott, William P. Erzig, Charles 
Felski, Harold P. Fleig, William J. Ganson, 
Salvador T. Garcia, Robert A. Garritano, Ed- 
ward J. Gawel, Charles T. Germann, Robert 
A. Green, John Grzywa, Pleze Haynes, Robert 
M. Healy, Steve J. Horgash, James L. Hubbs, 
Donald T. Humphrey, Clarence A. Jannush, 
George Jasencak, Robert J. Jaskula, Ralph S. 
Jensen, Andrew E. Joseph, John J. Kanya, 
Michael J. Kidney Jr., Donald E. Klein, Gene 
R. Krohn, Donald P. Kuech, Joseph T. 
Lakatos, Frank Laos Jr., Tony Lara, Kenneth 
W. Larsen, Albert L. Lemak, Robert G. Lemke, 
John M. Ley, Harlan M. Lunde, Arthur R. Man- 
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son, Gerald L. Martin, Glenn J. Masek, James 
R. Matela, William McNutt, Robert T. McPeek, 
Edward F. Meier, Robert J. Moore, Joseph J. 
Muren, Richard E. Nelson, Carl J. Noto, Stuart 
L. Novy, William F. O’Brien, Daniel D. Ogilvie, 
Thomas P Oker, Anthony P. Oleynichak, 
Charles E. Olson, Henry F. Osters, Raymond 
J. Paluch, Vernon Mitchell Penland, Joseph A. 
Pisarczyk, Myron J. Rasmussen, Ricardo E. 
Reyna, James W. Riordan, John B. Ritzema, 
Paul William Rodewald, Ramon M. Rodriguez, 
William L. Rogers, Paul E. Rueff, Robert M. 
Schiavone, Raymond G. Schmid, Roy E. 
Schroeder Sr., Lawrence W. Schweik, Henry 
C. Schwenk, John M. Sherly, Richard S. 
Simester, Edmond J. Sinnema, Donald David 
Slovin, Ronald C. Smith, Robert H. Sroka, 
Robert Stanbery, Creighton Styler, Bruce M. 
Sublette, Andrew Szocka, Myles N. Tlusty, 
John Torchalski, Thomas J. Vanek, Sherman 
Vaughn, Gerald G. Veglia, Arthur T. Vos, Dan- 
iel R. Walsh Sr., Philip Warren, Clarence W. 
Young, James J. Zalusky. 


Ea 


MEDIA DOWNPLAYS “RANSOM 
PAYMENT” TO IRAN 


HON. LAMAR SMITH 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, last 
month the Wall Street Journal reported that 
the Obama administration secretly sent $400 
million in cash to Iran on the same day four 
American hostages detained in Tehran were 
released. 

The president should admit that the ransom 
payment to the world’s leading state sponsor 
of terrorism was bad policy and endangers the 
lives of Americans at home and abroad. 

The spokesman for the State Department 
even admitted that the payment was “lever- 
age,” which sounds like he’s trying to find a 
nice word for “ransom.” 

The media also has not been forthcoming. 
The Media Research Center found that the 
Big Three networks devoted ten times more 
coverage to Olympic swimmer Ryan Lochte’s 
alleged robbery in Brazil than to the $400 mil- 
lion cash payment to Iran. 

Is not a surprise why three-quarters of 
Americans feel the news media are biased in 
their reporting. 


EE 


IN RECOGNITION OF THE DOUG- 
LASS SCHOOL’S 75TH ANNIVER- 
SARY 


HON. BARBARA COMSTOCK 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mrs. COMSTOCK. Mr. Speaker, | rise to 
recognize the Douglass School, of Leesburg, 
Virginia, on their 75th anniversary. This is an 
important milestone for this wonderful school 
in my District. The Douglass School cele- 
brated this anniversary in Loudoun County last 
month on the 13th of August, and it is my 
pleasure to briefly highlight the impact this 
school has had on my constituents. 
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The Douglass School has had a terrific his- 
tory of success since first opening its doors in 
1941. Named after Fredrick Douglass, the fa- 
mous African-American anti-slavery leader, the 
Douglass School has stood as a pillar of edu- 
cation for those it serves. Before its founding, 
African-American families needed a place to 
educate their children. These parents worked 
tirelessly to raise the four thousand dollars 
necessary to purchase the land for building 
the school. Since the school was deseg- 
regated in 1968, it has provided high quality 
education to students from every race, back- 
ground, and creed. Equipped with top tier 
teachers and staff, this school has produced 
countless student success stories. 

Coming from a family of educators, | under- 
stand how important a strong education is to 
the future of our nation. It is schools like the 
Douglass School that will continue to help 
shape the United States’ role in the ever- 
changing global economy, while also pro- 
ducing many of our nation’s future leaders. 
Over the years, the faculty has shown an im- 
pressive dedication not only to its students, 
but to the Loudoun community as a whole. 
The success of this school is a tremendous 
accomplishment that should make past and 
present faculty proud. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask that my colleagues join 
me in congratulating the Douglass School for 
75 years of serving children and their families. 
| wish them all the best in their future endeav- 
ors. 


OSCAR REISS, Ph.D. 
HON. ED PERLMUTTER 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and honor Oscar Reiss, 
Ph.D. and World War Il Army veteran for his 
service to our country. 

Dr. Reiss served in the United States Army 
from January 1944 to 1947. During his time he 
was assigned as a replacement to the 79th In- 
fantry, 315th Division B Company, in Alsace, 
France, guarding the right flank during the 
Battle of the Bulge. His company was trans- 
ported to a small town in the Netherlands, 
near the German border to practice crossing 
the Rhine in confiscated German boats. In 
1945, he was wounded by shrapnel and taken 
to a hospital in Liege, Belgium. He was later 
awarded the Purple Heart for these injuries. 
His awards and decorations include the Silver 
Star Medal, the Purple Heart Medal, the Army 
Good Conduct Medal, European-African-Mid- 
dle Eastern Campaign Medal (with 2 bronze 
service stars), World War II Victory Medal, the 
Army of Occupation of Germany Medal, and 
the Honorable Service Lapel WWII pin. 

In 1947, after being discharged from the 
U.S. Army he returned to the U.S. and was 
accepted to the University of Chicago chem- 
istry program, beginning his long career in 
medical research. Dr. Reiss received his Ph.D. 
from the University of Chicago and continued 
his postdoctoral fellowship with the American 
Heart Association’s Department of Cardiology. 
Dr. Reiss’s decades long service in environ- 
mental biochemistry and medicine culminated 
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in 1991. During his distinguished career he 
served as a lecturer in various courses on en- 
vironmental and dental biochemistry at the 
University of Colorado Medical School and 
taught foreign seminars, most notably in Ger- 
many, France and Bulgaria. Through his cou- 
rageous service in the military and medical 
fields, Dr. Reiss charted the path for future 
generations in this country. 

| extend my deepest appreciation to Dr. 
Reiss for his dedication, integrity and out- 
standing service to the United States of Amer- 
ica. 


Ee 


HONORING THE SERVICE OF 
COKE HALLOWELL 


HON. JIM COSTA 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize my good friend Ms. Coke Hallowell 
in honor of the outstanding contributions she 
has made to the arts community and the en- 
tire San Joaquin Valley. Coke is being hon- 
ored by the Fresno Arts Council in apprecia- 
tion of her tireless efforts on behalf of the Val- 
ley. Her commitment and dedication to her 
community deserve to be commended. 

Coke’s career began by teaching remedial 
reading for ten years at Sanger Unified School 
District. Later she was elected and served two 
terms on the State Center Community College 
District and continued her educational leader- 
ship by going on to serve on the State Center 
Foundation for seventeen years. Coke has 
been very active in various community organi- 
zations such as, the National Parks Conserva- 
tion Association, the Fresno Arts Council, the 
U.C. Merced Foundation, the Downtown Fres- 
no Coalition and Revive the San Joaquin. 
Coke presently serves on the boards of the 
Planning and Conservation League Founda- 
tion and the California Council of Land Trusts. 

Coke has strong roots in San Joaquin Val- 
ley and is the founding member of the San 
Joaquin River Parkway and Conservation 
Trust, and she has served as President of 
Board of Directors for twenty years. Most re- 
cently Coke was elected Chairman of the new 
San Joaquin River Parkway and Conservation 
Trust Board. 

In addition to all her career accomplish- 
ments she also has numerous awards includ- 
ing the YWCA Business and Professional 
Women of the Year, the Fresno Arts Council 
Horizon Award, and the NSFRE Outstanding 
Philanthropist and Volunteer Fund Raiser. In 
2002, she received an Honorary Doctorate of 
Humane Letters from California State Univer- 
sity Fresno, and in 2005 she was selected by 
the Jefferson Awards Board to receive the 
Jacquiline Kennedy Onassis Award for “Out- 
standing Community Service Benefiting Local 
Communities.” 

Mr. Speaker, it is with great pleasure that | 
ask my colleagues to join me as we honor and 
celebrate Coke Hallowell for her dedication to 
the arts, her community, and education. | am 
grateful to have had the opportunity to work 
with Coke and witness firsthand her giving 
spirit and commitment to causes near to her 
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heart. She is a true steward of the San Joa- 
quin Valley and we are grateful for her service 
and the lasting impact of her efforts in the Val- 


ley. 


TRIBUTE TO EILEEN WIXTED 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to congratulate and recognize Eileen 
Wixted, Owner and Principal for Wixted & 
Company for being named a 2016 Women of 
Influence honoree as CAPTRUST Woman 
Business Owner of the Year by the award-win- 
ning central lowa publication, Business 
Record. 

For 17 years, the Business Record has un- 
dertaken an exhaustive annual review to iden- 
tify a standout group of women who have 
made a significant difference in business, civic 
and philanthropic endeavors throughout the 
Greater Des Moines Area. Ms. Wixted has de- 
voted her life to doing so many challenges 
which many others might avoid. She has 
spent countless hours on various boards while 
blazing a trail for others to follow. She was se- 
lected for the chosen field of expertise, the 
lasting impact on the community, involvement 
with civic or nonprofit organization and being 
seen as a role model because of her lofty 
achievements and high ethical standards. 

Eileen Wixted has the determination and 
drive to be successful in anything she does. 
She is nationally recognized as an expert in 
strategic communication and crisis manage- 
ment. For over 20 years, Ms. Wixted has ac- 
tively assisted clients manage potentially 
brand-damaging issues and prepared them for 
the media, shareholder meeting and govern- 
ment investigations. In all aspects of her life 
Eileen Wixted is an example of hard work and 
service who makes lowans proud. 

Mr. Speaker, it is a profound honor to rep- 
resent leaders like Eileen Wixted in the United 
States Congress and it is with great pride that 
| recognize and applaud her for utilizing her 
talents to better both her community and the 
great state of lowa. | invite my colleagues in 
the House to join me in congratulating Eileen 
Wixted on receiving this esteemed designa- 
tion, thanking those at Business Record for 
their great work, and wishing Ms. Wixted a 
long and successful career. 


Ee 


IN RECOGNITION OF KELLER HIGH 
SCHOOL SOFTBALL WINNING THE 
6A STATE CHAMPIONSHIP 


HON. MICHAEL C. BURGESS 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor the Keller High School softball team, 
winners of the Texas UIL state championship 
in the 6A conference. The Indians defeated 
Pearland High School on June 4th with a final 
score of 5-0. This is the third state champion- 
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ship in the school’s history. Keller ISD Ath- 
letics Hall of Fame teams also took home the 
state championship title in both 2003 and 
2005. 

Bryan Poehler, head coach of the Indians, 
was named 2016 All-Area Softball “Coach of 
the Year” by the Dallas Morning News. All 
spring, Coach Poehler pushed his team to 
prepare for the anticipated difficult season 
ahead. The advancements made in practice 
and during the course of competition resulted 
in players being recognized for their achieve- 
ments at both the district and state levels. 

Kaylee Rodgers, senior pitcher for the Keller 
Indians, was awarded numerous accolades 
throughout the season. She was recognized 
as a 1st team All-American pitcher, UIL State 
All-Tournament pitcher, Dallas Morning News 
All-Area pitcher of the year, Texas Girls 
Coaches Association All-State pitcher, and 
was named MVP of the state game after pitch- 
ing a shut-out. In addition, Kaylee’s teammate, 
senior catcher Shelby Henderson, was chosen 
as a 2nd team All-American for the 2015- 
2016 season, 1st team for the Dallas Morning 
News All-Area Team, and was awarded UIL 
State All-Tournament catcher. Other acco- 
lades granted to individual players included 
2nd basewoman Camryn Woodall receiving 
the title as a 1st team All-American for the 
2015-2016 season, UIL State All-Tournament 
2nd basewoman, and ist team Dallas Morning 
News All-Area Team. Additionally, Amanda 
Desario was awarded UIL State All-Tour- 
nament outfielder and 1st team Dallas Morn- 
ing News All-Area Team. 

Congratulations to the Keller Indian Softball 
team! The Indians were able ambassadors for 
Keller High School and effectively advanced 
the athletic achievements of Keller ISD. It is 
my privilege to represent such an outstanding 
group of student athletes in the U.S. House of 
Representatives. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. RON KIND 


OF WISCONSIN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. KIND. Mr. Speaker, | was unable to 
have my votes recorded on the House floor on 
Tuesday, September 6, 2016. Weather across 
the Midwest delayed my flight to Washington, 
DC until after votes had been called. Had | 
been present, | would have voted in favor of 
H.R. 5578 and H.R. 3881. 


EE 


LOOKING BACK OVER THE PAST 18 
YEARS OF THE CATALINA IS- 
LAND CONSERVANCY 


HON. ALAN S. LOWENTHAL 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, September 7, 2016 

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Speaker, as Dr. Ann 
M. Muscat retired on June 25, 2016 as presi- 
dent and CEO of the Catalina Island Conser- 
vancy, it is important to step back and look 
over her successful tenure. She has served as 
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president and CEO for more than 13 years— 
the second longest tenure of any previous 
Conservancy president. 

“Ann and the Conservancy have achieved a 
lot,” said Los Angeles County Supervisor Don 
Knabe. “I’ve had the great pleasure of working 
with Ann and her team, all of them consum- 
mate professionals who are dedicated to get- 
ting things done.” 

“Under Ann’s leadership, the Conservancy 
has become a living laboratory of innovation in 
conservation, education and financial sustain- 
ability for nonprofit organizations,” said Cat- 
alina Island Conservancy Board of Directors 
Chair Stephen Chazen, Ph.D. “The Conser- 
vancy has significantly improved the Island’s 
ecological health, greatly increased access to 
Catalina’s wildlands and expanded and en- 
hanced its educational programs to better 
serve students living in Avalon and visitors 
from the mainland.” 

Here is a look back at how the Conservancy 
and its stewardship of Catalina Island have 
flourished since Muscat joined the organiza- 
tion in 2003: 

During Ann’s 13-year tenure, and through its 
Catalina Habitat Improvement and Restoration 
Program (CHIRP), the Conservancy staff has 
completed vegetation mapping of the entire Is- 
land, including non-native and invasive plant 
species. It has controlled and eradicated nu- 
merous invasive plant species that were elimi- 
nating native and rare biodiversity. It also ex- 
panded the native plant nursery’s scope to in- 
clude landscaping initiatives on the Island, 
along with restoration, and significantly ex- 
panded the native seed collection. 

The Conservancy has been a leader in re- 
moving non-native and highly destructive ani- 
mal species from the Island, leading to the re- 
discovery of native plants previously believed 
to be extinct. It also brought the Catalina Is- 
land fox back from the brink of extinction and 
supported the successful recovery of the bald 
eagle. 

Its wildlife biologists have implemented inno- 
vative social (repatriation) and scientific meth- 
odologies (contraception) for managing the 
bison herd. They also have conducted bird 
and small mammal surveys, discovering nest- 
ing sea birds on cliffs and nearby rocks, and 
implementing protective measures for bat pop- 
ulations. 

In addition, the Conservancy has pursued 
research partnerships with universities and 
museums from across the country, including a 
multi-institution collaboration that resulted in a 
comprehensive look at the Island’s oak wood- 
lands. 

Working with the Long Beach Unified 
School District, the community and philan- 
thropic organizations, the Conservancy has 
greatly increased access to natural and intel- 
lectual resources over the past 13 years. It im- 
plemented extensive educational enrichment 
and internship programs for the local school 
population through the establishment of the K- 
12 NatureWorks workforce development and 
STEM education initiative. 

In its continuing service to the local commu- 
nity, the Conservancy provided free access to 
the wildlands of Catalina for Island families 
without vehicles. It implemented a free of 
charge Naturalist Training Program for tour 
operators and local businesses, as well as 
Conservancy front line staff. 
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To ensure visitors to the Island could ac- 
cess the wildlands and learn about Catalina’s 
ecosystem, the Conservancy created the 37.5 
mile Trans-Catalina Trail. It also has secured 
funding and developed plans for further trail 
improvements and expansions. 

It significantly expanded and improved the 
Jeep Eco-Tour program and developed a sign- 
age and way finding system across the Island. 
It added new running and biking events, an Is- 
land Ecology Travel Program and Wild Side 
Art Program to increase access and aware- 
ness. In addition, it increased volunteer pro- 
gram initiatives to include AmeriCorps, Amer- 
ican Conservation Experience and numerous 
university-level spring break programs. 

So that visitors and others had more infor- 
mation about Catalina Island and the Conser- 
vancy, it added a Nature Center in Avalon and 
a Mobile Nature Station that has served Ava- 
lon and Two Harbors, along with interpretive 
panels in the Garden and at campgrounds and 
trailheads. The Conservancy also expanded 
and revamped its outreach and marketing ma- 
terials, including maps, field guides, monthly 
e-newsletters, videos, an extensive photo li- 
brary and expanded web site. 

To serve a greater good beyond Catalina’s 
shores, the Conservancy launched a success- 
ful radio show and web site, Isla Earth, on en- 
vironmental issues that aired for 10 years on 
over 320 radio stations across the country. 

To provide the needed programs and en- 
sure the organization’s long-term financial 
health, the Conservancy has focused on rais- 
ing revenues and creating a sustainable busi- 
ness model that will ensure the Island will con- 
tinue to be restored and protected for future 
generations. 

In the past 13 years, the Conservancy has 
increased its operating budget nearly three 
times through an increase in philanthropic giv- 
ing and mission-based earned income. It has 
significantly expanded its donor base and cre- 
ated a reserve fund to address deferred main- 
tenance projects across its 42,000 acres. 
Projects have included improvements at Air- 
port in the Sky, across its road and bridge 
system, a new pier, replacement and expan- 
sion of its vehicle fleet and upgrades to its nu- 
merous buildings. 

The Conservancy also revamped its organi- 
zational structure, adding new departments 
and expanding existing functions while pro- 
viding professional development and training 
for all staff. The Conservancy’s staff has dou- 
bled in size and moved to a more customer 
service/community orientation. The Conser- 
vancy also expanded and updated employee 
housing, adding 14 new units, to support re- 
cruitment and retention of staff. 

The Board of Directors and the Conser- 
vancy’s staff have worked together to develop 
a strategic vision for the organization’s future, 
called IMAGINE CATALINA. They worked with 
nationally recognized sustainability architect 
William McDonough and landscape architect 
Thomas Woltz to develop a long-term strategic 
vision. 

It imagines an Island that represents Cali- 
fornia as it can be, demonstrating how nature 
and humans can thrive together. It envisions 
Catalina and the Conservancy serving as 
models for science-based conservation, for 
training tomorrow's stewards of the natural 
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world, for connecting people to nature and for 
creating sustainable finances and operations. 

To implement IMAGINE CATALINA, the 
Board and staff launched the Conservancy’s 
first-ever capital campaign, and they are more 
than three-fourths of the way to fully funding 
the first phase. They celebrated the 
groundbreaking for the campaign’s flagship 
project, the Trailhead Visitor Center, on June 
24, 2016. Another groundbreaking is sched- 
uled on October 14, 2016 for the next major 
project, improvement and expansion of Cat- 
alina’s trail system, and planning is well under- 
way for a major ecological restoration effort on 
the Island’s West End. 

“Ann and her team’s excellent stewardship 
work at the Catalina Island Conservancy is 
leading edge and has served as a model for 
many other land trusts,” said California Coun- 
cil of Land Trusts Executive Director Darla 
Guenzler. 

Ann has also been a leader beyond Cat- 
alina. She was a founding Board member of 
the California Council of Land Trusts and 
served as its Chair of the Board. She is also 
a member of the Steering Committee for the 
Southern California Open Space Council and 
an Advisory Board member of University of 
Southern California’s Wrigley Institute for Envi- 
ronmental Studies. 


FORT HUNTER LIGGETT 
HON. SAM FARR 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. FARR. Mr. Speaker, | am pleased to 
bring to my colleagues’ attention the seventy- 
fifth anniversary of Fort Hunter Liggett, Cali- 
fornia. On December 12, 1940, the War De- 
partment purchased 266,950 acres of land be- 
tween the Salinas River and the Pacific Ocean 
from William Randolph Hearst, in anticipation 
of the need to prepare U.S. troops for combat 
in Europe in 1940. On January 10, 1941, the 
Hunter Liggett Military Reservation was estab- 
lished and combat troops immediately began 
training. It is ideally located to provide excel- 
lent training opportunities to all U.S. Armed 
Forces and allied nations. 

From its inception, Fort Hunter Liggett has 
provided a realistic training environment for 
large-scale military exercises for U.S. Armed 
Forces. It is the largest installation in the Army 
Reserve, with more than 165,000 acres of 
unencroached mountains, valleys, rivers, 
plains, and forests, providing ideal maneuver 
areas to meet today’s training requirements. 
Fort Hunter Liggett is one of only a few instal- 
lations that have a 360-degree live-fire capa- 
bility for small arms. Its state-of-the-art ranges, 
training areas, and facilities support year- 
round joint, multi-component, and interagency 
training. 

In its early history, the installation had five 
airstrips that were used during WWII to trans- 
port troops, supplies and the wounded. Wil- 
liam Randolph Hearst’s Milpitas Ranch House, 
commonly referred to as “The Hacienda”, was 
used as the post headquarters. The Army has 
maintained and preserved the building de- 
signed by renowned California architect Julia 
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Morgan, which is on the National Register of 
Historic Places. Today, the historic building is 
a hotel and enjoyed by the public as a tourist 
attraction. 

During the 1970s, Fort Hunter Liggett was 
the home of the Combat Development and Ex- 
perimentation Center which provided critical 
testing and fielding of new weapons and war- 
fare techniques, such as the Cobra Attack 
Helicopter and M16 Assault Rifle. The 4th and 
7th Infantry Divisions used the installation as 
their primary training grounds, as well as Army 
Reserve and National Guard units. 

Today, Fort Hunter Liggett primarily serves 
as a world class training platform for Army Re- 
serve combat support and combat service 
support training and large-scale exercises. 
Fort Hunter Liggett is funded by the U.S. Army 
Reserve and falls under the command of the 
U.S. Army Installation Management Com- 
mand. 

Fort Hunter Liggett is also a leader in meet- 
ing the Department of Defense 2020 Net Zero 
Initiative. The Energy Conservation Investment 
Program established Fort Hunter Liggett as a 
prototype since it will be the first installation to 
achieve Net Zero goals. As one of nine pilot 
installations chosen by the Assistant Secretary 
of the Army for Installations, Energy and Envi- 
ronment, the Garrison has installed solar pan- 
els and energy storage systems, upgraded the 
waste water treatment plant, demolished Ko- 
rean War-era buildings to conserve energy 
consumption, and ensured that all new con- 
struction meets the Leadership in Energy and 
Environmental Design standards. In addition, 
Fort Hunter Liggett has partnered with the 
County of Monterey to field a waste-to-energy 
gasification plant. 

Since 1941, countless numbers of troops 
have come through Fort Hunter Liggett to train 
for their deployments to support WWII, the Ko- 
rean War, the Vietnam War, the Cold War, 
and today’s war on global terrorism. The Fort 
Hunter Liggett military and civilian workforce 
proudly serves all branches of the Armed 
Forces, as well as allied forces. | commend 
the Installation for all its role in enabling unit, 
Soldier, and family readiness. 

Mr. Speaker, for seventy five years, Fort 
Hunter Liggett has been an essential training 
platform for the U.S. Armed Forces, contrib- 
uting to the security of our nation and 
strengthening international partnerships that 
build peace. In times of global unrest both 
past and present, Fort Hunter Liggett has 
demonstrated its capacity to ensure the readi- 
ness of its troops to defend the American 
ideals and freedom. | end with the refrain from 
the Army’s Official Song, “First to fight for the 
right, And to build the Nation’s might, And the 
Army goes rolling along.” 


Ee 


RECOGNIZING SEPTEMBER AS 
NATIONAL PREPAREDNESS MONTH 


HON. MADELEINE Z. BORDALLO 
OF GUAM 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to recognize the month of September as Na- 
tional Preparedness Month. | commend the 
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Guam Homeland Security/Office of Civil De- 
fense (GHS/OCD), first responders and all 
community organizations, local government 
agencies, our military partners, and advocates 
who work to raise awareness and stress the 
importance of emergency preparedness in our 
community. 

The National Preparedness Month theme for 
2016 is “Don’t Wait. Communicate. Make your 
emergency plan today.” National Prepared- 
ness Month serves as a reminder that we all 
must take action to prepare, now and through- 
out the year, for the types of emergencies that 
could affect us where we live, work, and also 
where we visit. Guam joins the national cam- 
paign throughout the month of September to 
stress the importance of planning and pre- 
paring for natural, man-made and techno- 
logical disasters. National Preparedness 
Month gets everyone in the community in- 
volved to build a sager, more prepared island 
community. 

| call upon our community to do our part to 
ensure that we are prepared for any emer- 
gency that may occur. Family members may 
not all be together when a disaster strikes so 
it is important to work in our individual families 
to create a plan. National Preparedness Month 
also encourages businesses, schools and 
communities to take the steps to prepare. 

Additionally, | commend the Guam Home- 
land Security/Office of Civil Defense along 
with our island’s numerous community part- 
ners, organizations and agencies that have 
come together to actively promote, educate, 
and provide resources for our people through 
various programs and initiatives. Guam Home- 
land Security/Office of Civil Defense carries 
out the mission of coordinating and facilitating 
all Government of Guam, military and Federal 
liaison response agencies and their resources 
in mitigating, preparing, responding, and re- 
covering from any and all types of emer- 
gencies in order to protect the lives, environ- 
ment, and property of the island of Guam. 

On behalf of the people of Guam, | join 
Guam Homeland Security/Office of Civil De- 
fense and all local government agencies, our 
military partners, organizations and advocates 
in recognizing survivors on Guam and com- 
mending those who assist in building a strong- 
er, safer and more prepared island commu- 
nity. 


EE 


HONORING ALABAMA MUSIC 
LEGEND JEFF COOK 


HON. ROBERT B, ADERHOLT 


OF ALABAMA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Speaker, | want to rec- 
ognize Alabama country music legend Jeff 
Cook in honor of his birthday and the music 
festival named in his honor in Guntersville, 
Alabama. 

Cook is a lifetime resident of the Fourth 
Congressional District. He was born and 
raised in DeKalb County in Fort Payne. It was 
in Fort Payne that he formed a band with his 
cousins Randy Owen and Teddy Gentry. The 
three young men would first call themselves 
Wild Country, and then in 1977 they changed 
the group’s name to Alabama. 
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During the next four decades their group, 
Alabama, would become one of the best-sell- 
ing music groups in history. Fans of Alabama 
have bought more than 75 million albums and 
singles. They were named the 1980s Enter- 
tainers of the Decade. 

Then, in 2004, Jeff formed the Allstar Good 
Time Band. Jeff plays backup to his wife, Lisa, 
who also sings. Jeff and Lisa spend a great 
deal of their time in Guntersville, Alabama, 
which is in the heart of the Fourth Congres- 
sional District. It is where, each year, Jeff is 
honored for his birthday with the Jeff Cook 
Days. 

On behalf of the citizens of the Fourth Con- 
gressional District of Alabama, | commend, 
recognize and honor Jeff for his accomplish- 
ments and the work he has done and for 
being a positive image for Alabama, and for 
his dedication to his home state. Also, | want 
to take this opportunity to wish him a very 
happy birthday and many more. 


———— 


IN RECOGNITION OF 
DR. JAMES M. LALLY 


HON. NORMA J. TORRES 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mrs. TORRES. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor Dr. James M. Lally for his dedicated 
service to the medical community in the Inland 
Empire and across the United States. 

Dr. Lally is the President and Chief Medical 
Officer at the Chino Valley Medical Center in 
California’s 35th district where he leads by ex- 
ample and works tirelessly every single day to 
give back to his community. In my district 
alone, he oversees the sports medicine pro- 
grams of four local high schools in the Chino 
Valley Unified School District; is a member of 
the YMCA Board of Directors; serves as med- 
ical director for clinics in Chino and Montclair; 
and serves on the Board of Trustees for Chino 
Valley Medical Center and Montclair Hospital 
Medical Center. 

Dr. Lally is also committed to educating the 
next generation of physicians, serving as a 
clinical professor of family medicine at West- 
ern University of Health Sciences, College of 
Osteopathic Medicine in Pomona, California, 
and at Touro University California, College of 
Osteopathic Medicine, in Vallejo. 

However, Mr. Speaker, his generous char- 
acter and service reaches far beyond my dis- 
trict and the state of California. Dr. Lally is a 
past President of the American Osteopathic 
Association and currently serves on the Board 
of Trustees for the Association. Dr. Lally also 
serves as the team physician as well as the 
President of the USA Shooting Team. He is 
the Chairman of the Medical Committee of the 
International Shooting Sports Federation and a 
member of the International Olympic Medical 
Committee. 

Today, Mr. Speaker, it is my honor to recog- 
nize Dr. James M. Lally for yet another lifetime 
achievement. He is being honored as the Phy- 
sician of the Year by the American Osteo- 
pathic Foundation. This accolade is des- 
ignated to an individual whose extraordinary 
accomplishments and service bring a sense of 
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pride to the profession and whose actions pro- 
mote the science of medicine and the better- 
ment of public health. 

For his many contributions to my commu- 
nity, and to the greater national healthcare 
community, | would like to recognize Dr. 
James M. Lally here on the House floor today. 


HONORING COACH STAN SLABY 


HON. THOMAS MacARTHUR 


OF NEW JERSEY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. MACARTHUR. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to honor the memory and life of Coach Stan 
Slaby, of the Third Congressional District, and 
to express my sincerest condolences to his 
family and loved ones he has left behind, as 
well as to recognize his career of service and 
community engagement. 

Coach Slaby was a beloved educator at Ad- 
miral Farragut Academy for 39 years at its 
northern campus in Pine Beach, New Jersey. 
He was born in 1924 to Polish immigrants and 
enlisted in the United States Navy almost im- 
mediately after graduating high school. He re- 
ceived the Navy & Marine Corps medal for 
saving a drowning marine in the sea at Nor- 
mandy on June 9th of 1944 and continued on 
to receive four more service medals before 
being honorably discharged in April of 1946. 

After resuming his education and receiving 
his BA in History with a Minor in Physical Edu- 
cation, Coach Slaby was hired by Admiral Far- 
ragut Academy where he taught history and 
eventually became the full-time Athletic Direc- 
tor. Coach Slaby coached many great teams 
and outstanding student-athletes, won coach- 
ing awards, and was admired by his peers. He 
is remembered fondly for his teachings and 
legacy of discipline, self-reliance, and respect 
that his coaching philosophy was centered 
upon. 

Mr. Speaker, the people of New Jersey’s 
Third Congressional District are tremendously 
honored to have had Coach Stan Slaby as a 
selfless and dedicated member of their com- 
munity, whose coaching legacy and vivacious 
spirit will never be forgotten. It is with a heavy 
heart that | commemorate his honorable serv- 
ice to our nation, as well as his coaching ca- 
reer and life, before the United States House 
of Representatives. 


= 


MOMENT OF SILENCE FOR VIC- 
TIMS OF AUGUST FLOODS IN 
LOUISIANA 


HON. CHARLES W. BOUSTANY, JR. 


OF LOUISIANA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. BOUSTANY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
with a heavy heart in the aftermath of a trying 
and challenging time felt throughout Louisiana, 
where 13 of our own lost their lives as a result 
of the recent flooding. 

The rain started falling on August 10th and 
continued for weeks. Water rose up to roof- 
tops, families lost most of their possessions, 
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schools were damaged, and as the water has 
continued to recede, the extent of devastation 
is still being realized. It was most definitely a 
flood of historic proportions. 

Louisiana is known for its joie de vivre: we 
work together, we play, fish and hunt together, 
and this event showed just how strong that 
community spirit shines throughout our state. 
We came together to volunteer at shelters, 
dispatch our own “Cajun Navy” in rescue ef- 
forts, lend hands to gut flood-stained homes, 
and donate millions of dollars to post storm re- 
lief efforts. 

It has been said before, and remains true, 
Louisianans are resilient. We have persevered 
before and we will again. 

Unfortunately, this tragic event resulted in 
the death of 13 individuals—two deaths in Liv- 
ingston Parish, two in St. Helena, five in East 
Baton Rouge, three in Tangipahoa and one in 
Rapides Parish. 

As our community begins to recover from 
this devastation, | simply ask my colleagues to 
stand with me, my colleagues from our Lou- 
isiana delegation, and with the State of Lou- 
isiana for a moment of silence in remem- 
brance of those we lost. 


JESSICA NOFFSINGER 
HON. ED PERLMUTTER 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and applaud Jessica 
Noffsinger, teacher at the STEM Magnet Lab 
School in Northglenn, CO, for her 2016 Presi- 
dential Award for Excellence in Mathematics 
and Science Teaching (PAEMST). 

The PAEMST program, administered by the 
National Science Foundation on behalf of the 
White House Office of Science and Tech- 
nology Policy, recognizes outstanding teach- 
ers for their contributions to the teaching and 
learning of mathematics and science. Jessica 
has been an active teacher at the STEM Mag- 
net Lab School and has played an integral 
role in ensuring her students are prepared 
with critical thinking and problem-solving skills 
that are vital to their future success. 

Jessica’s dedication to teaching and com- 
mitment to her students serves as a role 
model for other teachers and is exemplary of 
the type of achievement that can be attained 
with hard work and perseverance. 

| extend my deepest congratulations to Jes- 
sica Noffsinger for her PAEMST Award and 
for representing the great State of Colorado 
on a national level. | have no doubt she will 
exhibit the same dedication and character in 
all of her future accomplishments. 


ES 


IN RECOGNITION OF THE LOUDOUN 
COUNTY DIVISION OF PROCURE- 
MENT 


HON. BARBARA COMSTOCK 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mrs. COMSTOCK. Mr. Speaker, | rise to ac- 
knowledge the Loudoun County Division of 
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Procurement (LCDP) which has received the 
Achievement of Excellence in Procurement 
Award from the National Procurement Insti- 
tute. 


The Loudoun County Division of Procure- 
ment has worked tirelessly to achieve this 
award consecutively for the past 18 years. 
Loudoun County is one of only nine govern- 
ment agencies in Virginia and one of only 48 
counties in the United States and Canada to 
receive this important award. By skillfully ac- 
quiring all goods and services, including pro- 
fessional services and construction for 
Loudoun County Government operations, the 
LCDP has continued to exude excellence. 
This has helped many businesses throughout 
Loudoun to receive the tools they need to ad- 
vance and prosper. 


This accolade exemplifies the great levels of 
service which the division provides to its citi- 
zens. The LCDP has succeeded in its mission 
to provide resources and strengthen the eco- 
nomic stability of the Loudoun County area 
and has successfully created an environment 
which conveys expertise and excellence. | am 
certain that it has the resources and the back- 
ing to continue this trend and live up to its rep- 
utation. 


Mr. Speaker, this is an institution which 
helps the American people to thrive and to live 
out their aspirations within Loudoun. It em- 
bodies accomplishing the American dream by 
giving our citizens a chance to let their ideas 
grow. | would ask my colleagues to join me in 
congratulating the Loudoun County Division of 
Procurement. | wish this institution continued 
success in the future. 


EEE 


TRIBUTE TO BARB AND 
LANNY WALKER 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 


IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and honor Barb and Lanny 
Walker of Council Bluffs, lowa, on the very 
special occasion of their 50th wedding anni- 
versary. They were married on June 4, 1966 
at Henderson Christian Church in Henderson, 
lowa. 


Barb and Lanny’s lifelong commitment to 
each other, their children and grandchildren 
truly embodies lowa values. As they reflect on 
their 50th anniversary, | hope it is filled with 
happy memories. May their commitment grow 
even stronger as they continue to love, cher- 
ish, and honor one another for many years to 
come. 


Mr. Speaker, | commend this great couple 
on their 50th year together and | wish them 
many more. | know my colleagues in the 
United States House of Representatives will 
join me in congratulating them on this momen- 
tous occasion. 
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RECOGNIZING NORTHWEST 
INDIANA’S NEWEST CITIZENS 


HON. PETER J. VISCLOSKY 


OF INDIANA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Speaker, it is with 
great pleasure and sincerity that | take this 
time to congratulate twenty-five individuals 
who will take their oath of citizenship on Fri- 
day, September 16, 2016. This memorable oc- 
casion, presided over by Judge Philip Simon, 
will be held at the United States Courthouse 
and Federal Building in Hammond, Indiana. 


America is a country founded by immi- 
grants. From its beginning, settlers have come 
from countries around the world to the United 
States in search of better lives for their fami- 
lies. Oath ceremonies are a shining example 
of what is so great about the United States of 
America—that people from all over the world 
can come together and unite as members of 
a free, democratic nation. These individuals 
realize that nowhere else in the world offers a 
better opportunity for success than here in 
America. 


On September 16, 2016, the following peo- 
ple, representing many nations throughout the 
world, will take their oaths of citizenship in 
Hammond, Indiana: Jolly Rameshchandra 
Joshi, Placido Agustin Lopez Garcia, Gun 
Margaret Porter, Mei Han, Huong Ngoc Kha, 
Albino Akon Ibrahim Akon, Sergio Alaniz, 
Rozeta Bajmakoska, Anjin Balleza Carter, 
Patty Ann Veronica Cornwall, Morten Ring 
Eskildsen, Shylaja Balakrisnan, Balakrishnan 
Rajagopala lyer, Jinwan Jeff Jeong, Vania 
Nshuti Kagabo, Elizabeth Lopez de Martinez, 
Pedro Martin Marin, Celia Martinez de 
Campos, Patricia Navarrete-Arceo, Yejee Oh, 
Pamellah Akinyi Otieno Owilli, Ericka 
Alejandra Sanchez, Oretha Fannie Smith, Abel 
Soto, and Shuhui Grace Yang. 


Although each individual has sought to be- 
come a citizen of the United States for his or 
her own reasons, be it for education, occupa- 
tion, or to offer their loved ones better lives, 
each is inspired by the fact that the United 
States of America is, as Abraham Lincoln de- 
scribed it, a country “. . . of the people, by the 
people, and for the people.” They realize that 
the United States is truly a free nation. By 
seeking American citizenship, they have made 
the decision that they want to live in a place 
where, as guaranteed by the First Amendment 
of the Constitution, they can practice religion 
as they choose, speak their minds without fear 
of punishment, and assemble in peaceful pro- 
test should they choose to do so. 


Mr. Speaker, | respectfully ask you and my 
other distinguished colleagues to join me in 
congratulating these individuals who will be- 
come citizens of the United States of America 
on September 16, 2016. They, too, are Amer- 
ican citizens, and they, too, are guaranteed 
the inalienable rights to life, liberty, and the 
pursuit of happiness. We, as a free and demo- 
cratic nation, congratulate them and welcome 
them. 


EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


HONORING ELIZABETH MARY 
BURKO 


HON. JARED HUFFMAN 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, |, along with 
my colleague, Representative MIKE THOMP- 
SON, rise today in memory of Elizabeth “Liz” 
Mary Burko who gave nearly thirty years of 
service to the California Department of Parks 
and Recreation, and whose career was re- 
cently commemorated by a bridge dedication 
in her name in Bodega Bay, California. 


Liz died tragically on Saturday, August 22, 
2015 in Duncan Mills, California, cutting short 
a career dedicated to our state’s public lands. 
Liz began her career as a volunteer interpreter 
at Ano Nuevo State Reserve and serving as a 
Park Aide. For half of her career, she worked 
as a ranger in several state parks including 
Lake Perris State Recreation Area and parks 
in the Santa Cruz District. Her strong leader- 
ship and deep commitment to parks was ap- 
parent. She was promoted to Supervising 
Ranger at Big Basin Redwoods State Park 
and then to Sector Superintendent in the 
North Coast Redwoods District. In 2007, she 
was promoted again to District Superintendent 
of the Sonoma-Mendocino Coast District. 


As a leader, Liz was a mentor, helping to 
enhance her team’s professional development. 
She had a deep commitment to protecting 
public lands and sharing nature with the pub- 
lic, and she was dedicated to the mission of 
the California State Parks: providing for the 
health, inspiration, and education of Califor- 
nians while protecting the state’s natural and 
cultural resources and creating opportunities 
for high-quality recreation. She held this mis- 
sion to heart and executed her duties with pro- 
fessionalism and respect. Her advocacy to 
keep parks open during state budget cuts is a 
testament to her passion and commitment. 


Liz fostered strong working relationships 
with nonprofits like LandPaths for assistance 
with management of the Willow Creek Addition 
to the Sonoma Coast State Park. She saw the 
great value in leveraging community resources 
for the benefit of parks and its users. 


She will be forever missed for her integrity, 
generosity, sense of humor, unmatched work 
ethic, and warm smile. Her love and devotion 
to parks will continue on in the many lives she 
has touched, the policies she has influenced 
while serving at the California Department of 
Parks and Recreation, and now the bridge 
dedication in her honor at the Bodega Bay 
Coastal Prairie that will be enjoyed by many 
visitors for years to come. 


It is therefore appropriate that we pay tribute 
to Liz today for her enduring legacy and ex- 
press our deepest condolences to her family 
and friends. 
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HONORING FLAT WORLD SUPPLY 
CHAIN ON THEIR 10TH ANNIVER- 
SARY 


HON. BLAINE LUETKEMEYER 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. LUETKEMEYER. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to honor a business in my district, Flat 
World Supply Chain, LLC. It is celebrating 
their 10th anniversary on September 16, 2016. 
In 2006, this business was founded by St. 
Charles County residents, Jeff Rothermich and 
Kirk Ferrell. Two employees and one client 
made up the first Flat World Supply Chain of- 
fice that was located in St. Peters, Missouri. 
Today, there are sixty-three employees at the 
current office location in O’Fallon, Missouri. It 
has several hundred clients throughout the 
United States in addition to many international 
clients. Currently, Flat World Holdings includes 
four operating companies; Flat World Supply 
Chain, Prologue Technology, Ram Inter- 
national, and Ram Custom Crating. 

Flat World Supply Chain provides solutions 
that are delivered through proprietary software 
that is customizable to each clients needs. 
The software has the ability to integrate with 
almost any Enterprise Resource Planning or 
operating system. Prologue Technology was 
founded by Rothermich and Ferrell in 2008; 
this service provides a custom technology tool 
that typically involves logistics and improving 
business processes through various tech- 
nologies. In 2011, Flat World Hospitality was 
created to expand their logistical services to 
the hotel and hospitality industry. The year 
2013 was an exciting year for Flat World Sup- 
ply Chain as it moved to their current office lo- 
cation in O'Fallon, Missouri. In 2015, Flat 
World Supply Chain purchased Ram Inter- 
national, a St. Louis based international freight 
forwarder and U.S. Customs House Brokers 
that was founded in 1982, and Ram Custom 
Crating, a custom crating company that spe- 
cializes in building wooden crates for export of 
any size for transport around the world. In 
January of 2016, Flat World Supply Chain, 
Ram International, Prologue Technology, and 
Ram Custom Crating formed Flat World Hold- 
ings as their operating company. The Flat 
World Supply Chain office expanded in July 
2016 to welcome Ram International freight for- 
warding and U.S. Customs House Brokerage 
staff into the expanded office. 

Flat World Supply has been recognized on 
numerous occasions, starting in 2014 with 
being named the “Fastest Growing” privately 
held company in St. Louis by the St. Louis 
Business Journal. In 2014 and 2015, it was 
recognized by Inc. Magazine as one of the 
“Fastest Growing” companies in the United 
States. Small Business Monthly recognized 
Flat World Supply Chain as “Leader in Tech- 
nology” in 2015. 

| ask you to join me in recognizing Flat 
World Supply Chain on their 10th anniversary. 
The services it provides and commitment it 
has to its clients is what sets Flat World Sup- 
ply Chain apart in this field. Best of luck in the 
future to the owners of Flat World Supply 
Chain, Jeff Rothermich and Kirk Ferrell. 
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. LUIS V. GUTIERREZ 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Speaker, | was un- 
avoidably absent in the House chamber for 
votes on Tuesday, September 6, 2016. Had | 
been present, | would have voted “yea” on roll 
call votes 479 and 480. 

| strongly support the passage of H.R. 5578, 
the Survivors’ Bill of Rights Act of 2016, which 
takes an important and much-needed step in 
ensuring that survivors of sexual assault will 
have access to the administration of a rape kit 
as well as rights to have that kit preserved, to 
be informed of the results, and to be notified 
of intended disposal of that kit. Although the 
rape kit backlog still overwhelms forensic labs 
throughout the country, this bill takes concrete 
steps to empower survivors to be informed of 
and make decisions regarding key evidence. 


EE 


MR. LOGAN PATE WINS TEXAS 
JUNIOR STATE CHAMPIONSHIP 


HON. PETE OLSON 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate Richmond native Logan Pate for 
winning the 90th Texas Junior State Cham- 
pionship. 

After ending two rounds in a three-way tie 
for first place during the local golf tournament, 
Logan beat two brothers in the sudden-death 
playoff hole. Getting par in that last hole put 
him over the edge past the competing broth- 
ers, securing this impressive win. Logan is a 
recent graduate from William B. Travis High 
School and is no stranger to placing first, hav- 
ing won the 2016 UIL Region 3-6A individual 
title. He will continue his promising golf career 
at the University of Arkansas-Little Rock. 

On behalf of the Twenty-Second Congres- 
sional District of Texas, congratulations again 
to Logan Pate for winning the 90th Texas Jun- 
ior State Championship. Thank you for bring- 
ing this prestigious honor to Richmond. | wish 
him success on the links in his impressive golf 
career. 


ee 


CONGRATULATING YEOMAN CHIEF 
NATHANIEL L. ROUNDY ON 22 
YEARS OF HONORABLE SERVICE 
IN THE U.S. NAVY 


HON. MADELEINE Z. BORDALLO 


OF GUAM 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to recognize and congratulate Yeoman Chief 
Nathaniel L. Roundy, who is retiring from the 
Navy after 22 years of honorable service. This 
career U.S. Navy Flag Writer is from Mystic, 
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Connecticut, and the son of a U.S. Naval 
Academy graduate. Chief Roundy graduated 
from Choate Rosemary Hall and joined the 
U.S. Navy in 1994, attending Recruit Training 
Command Great Lakes followed by Yeoman 
training in Meridian, Mississippi. 

Chief Roundy has served onboard two air- 
craft carriers, USS Independence (CV 62) and 
USS Kitty Hawk (CV 63), both forward de- 
ployed to Yokosuka, Japan. While serving on 
these ships, he earned designation as both an 
Enlisted Surface Warfare and Enlisted Aviation 
Warfare specialist and served in multiple posi- 
tions including Air Department Leading Yeo- 
man and Executive Officers Yeoman. He also 
earned the distinction of being the only Third 
Class Petty Officer and non-Damage Control 
rating Sailor to qualify and serve as an aircraft 
carrier repair locker investigator. 

After brief service with the Navy’s Pacific 
Board of Inspection and Survey in San Diego, 
California, Chief Roundy attended Yeoman 
Class ‘C’ Flag Writer School in Millington, Ten- 
nessee, and served as the Flag Writer to Rear 
Admiral Tom S. Fellin, Commander, U.S. 
Naval Forces Marianas in Apra Harbor, Guam. 
Remaining in the South Pacific, Chief Roundy 
then served Rear Admiral Patrick W. Dunne, 
the Department of Defense Representative to 
Guam, the Commonwealth of the Northern 
Mariana Islands, Federated States of Micro- 
nesia, and Republic of Palau. He transferred 
with Rear Admiral Dunne to Monterey, Cali- 
fornia, and continued his service as Admiral 
Dunne’s Flag Writer at Naval Postgraduate 
School. Following Rear Admiral Dunne’s re- 
tirement, Chief Roundy joined the staff of Rear 
Admiral William D. French, Commander, Navy 
Region Northwest in Silverdale, Washington. 
He returned to Guam when Rear Admiral 
French assumed command of Navy Region 
Marianas and followed Rear Admiral French to 
San Diego at Navy Region Southwest and 
subsequently during Vice Admiral French’s 
command of Navy Installations Command in 
Washington, D.C. He currently serves as Flag 
Writer to Vice Admiral Dixon R. Smith, Com- 
mander, Navy Installations Command at the 
Washington Navy Yard in Washington, D.C. 

During his illustrious career, Chief Roundy 
was awarded the Joint Service Commendation 
Medal, six Navy and Marine Corps Com- 
mendation Medals, four Navy and Marine 
Corps Achievement Medals, six Good Conduct 
Medals, the Humanitarian Service Medal, and 
numerous unit, campaign, and service awards. 

Not only has Chief Roundy’s career greatly 
benefitted the Navy, his exemplary service 
during his three assignments in Guam greatly 
enhanced the Navy’s relationship with the 
people and leadership of Guam. He was 
awarded the Ancient Order of the Chamorri 
from the Governor of Guam in 2009. Addition- 
ally, two of his four children were born on 
Guam, making it a place that he will forever 
remember and cherish his time spent there. 

On behalf of the people of Guam and a 
grateful nation, | commend Yeoman Chief Na- 
thaniel L. Roundy and his family for their ex- 
traordinary service and sacrifice to the U.S. 
Navy and our country. | extend a sincere with 
deepest gratitude (un dangkulo na si Yu’os 
ma’ase) and | wish him the best in his retire- 
ment. 
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RECOGNITION OF EMPLOYEES OF 
THE OFFICERS AND INSPECTOR 
GENERAL OF THE U.S. HOUSE OF 
REPRESENTATIVES WITH 25 
YEARS OF SERVICE TO THE 
HOUSE AND RECIPIENTS OF THE 
HOUSE EMPLOYEE EXCELLENCE 
AWARD AND THE OFFICERS’ AND 
INSPECTOR GENERAL’S TEAM 
PLAYER AWARD 


HON. CANDICE S. MILLER 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, 
Ranking Member ROBERT BRADY and | stand 
today to recognize the outstanding employees 
of the Officers (Clerk of the House, Sergeant 
at Arms, and Chief Administrative Officer) and 
the Inspector General of the U.S. House of 
Representatives and congratulate those who 
have reached the milestone of 25 years of 
service to the U.S. House of Representatives, 
as well as the recipients of the House Em- 
ployee Excellence Award and Officers’ and In- 
spector General’s Team Player Award. 

The House’s most important asset is its ex- 
traordinary and dedicated employees, whose 
work, which is often behind the scenes, is es- 
sential to keeping the operations and services 
of the House running efficiently and effectively. 
The employees we acknowledge today are 
commended for their hard work, commitment, 
professionalism, teamwork, support of House 
Members and their staffs and constituents, 
and for their contributions day-in and day-out 
to the overall operations of the House. These 
employees possess a wide range of respon- 
sibilities and skills that support the legislative 
process, ensure the security of the institution, 
maintain our technology and service infrastruc- 
ture, and contribute to a more effective and 
proficiently operating House support structure. 
These dedicated employees have accom- 
plished many great things in a wide range of 
activities, and the House of Representatives, 
its Members, staff, and the American public is 
better served because of them. 

We recognize and honor the individuals 
named below for 25 years of dedicated serv- 
ice to the House. Collectively, this group has 
provided 450 years of service to the U.S. 
House of Representatives: 

Bernard E. Beidel, Office of the Chief Ad- 
ministrative Officer; 

Sherleen V. Boyde, Office of the Chief Ad- 
ministrative Officer; 

Thomas E. Coyne IIl, Office of the Chief Ad- 
ministrative Officer; 

Troy N. Derrington, Office of the Sergeant at 
Arms; 

Peggy Fields, Office of the Clerk; 

John A. Forgione, Office of the Chief Admin- 
istrative Officer; 

Anthony W. Griffith, Office of the Sergeant 
at Arms; 

Michelle Jones, Office of the Chief Adminis- 
trative Officer; 

Christopher W. Martin, Office of the Chief 
Administrative Officer; 

Lisbeth McBride-Chambers, Office of the 
Chief Administrative Officer; 

James P. Muncy, Office of the Chief Admin- 
istrative Officer; 
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Patricia A. Rouse, Office of the Chief Ad- 
ministrative Officer; 


David P. Russell, Office of the Clerk; 


Barbara A. Smith, Office of the Sergeant at 
Arms; 


Clayton V. Williams, Office of the Chief Ad- 
ministrative Officer; 


De’Shun Wimberly, Office of the Chief Ad- 
ministrative Officer; 


Nei F. Wu, Office of the Chief Administrative 
Officer; 


James A. Yerge, Office of the Chief Admin- 
istrative Officer. 


We also recognize and congratulate the 
House employees receiving the Employee Ex- 
cellence Award. This is a merit-based award, 
given to an employee from each House Officer 
organization and the Office of Inspector Gen- 
eral. Selected employees exhibited out- 
standing overall job performance and dis- 
played a willingness to go above and beyond 
the call of duty for their organization through- 
out the last year. We honor the individuals 
named below for receiving this prestigious 
award. 


Kathleen M. Johnson, Office of the Clerk; 


Lisbeth McBride-Chambers, Office of the 
Chief Administrative Officer; 


Debessa M. Moore, Office of the Sergeant 
at Arms; 


Alexander S. Stewart, Jr., Office of Inspec- 
tor General. 


And finally, we recognize and congratulate 
several House employees being presented the 
Team Player Award. This award recognizes 
the value the House Officers and Inspector 
General place on working collaboratively 
across House organizations to strengthen and 
protect the U.S. House of Representatives. 
These awardees have demonstrated a col- 
laborative attitude, commitment to achieving 
team objectives, respect and support of their 
teammates, and dedication to the betterment 
of House operations. We honor the individuals 
named below for receiving this distinguished 
award. 


Toinetta A. Bridgeforth, Office of the Chief 
Administrative Officer; 


Curt Coughlin, Office of the Sergeant at 
Arms; 


Robin Reeder, Office of the Clerk; 


Susan E. Simpson, Office of Inspector Gen- 
eral. 


On behalf of the entire House community, | 
offer our congratulations and once again ac- 
knowledge and thank these employees for 
their professionalism and commitment to the 
U.S. House of Representatives as a whole, 
and in particular to their respective House Offi- 
cers, the Inspector General, and collabo- 
ratively across these organizations. Their long 
hours, hard work, diverse skills, and team spir- 
it are invaluable, and their years of unwaver- 
ing service, dedication, and commitment to the 
House set an example for their colleagues and 
other employees who will follow in their foot- 
steps. | celebrate our honorees, and | am 
proud to stand before you and the Nation on 
their behalf to recognize the importance of 
their public service. 
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JENNY SIMPSON 
HON. ED PERLMUTTER 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and applaud Jenny Simp- 
son for her Bronze Medal finish in the 1500 
meter race at the 2016 Rio Olympic Games. 
Jenny is the first American woman to win an 
Olympic Medal in this event. 

Jenny is a native of Florida and was an 
eight-time state high school champion. She at- 
tended the Univeristy of Colorado, Boulder 
and represented the Buffs winning four NCAA 
titles and set five NCAA records. After gradua- 
tion, she continued her success where she 
took gold in the 2011 World Championships 
and a silver medal in the 2013 World Cham- 
pionships. She was a member of the U.S. 
Olympic Team in the 2008 Beijing and 2012 
London Olympic Games. In addition to her 
elite performances, | had the pleasure of work- 
ing with Jenny while she interned for my office 
in 2009 and have enjoyed watching her suc- 
cess ever since. 

The dedication demonstrated by Jenny 
Simpson is exemplary of the type of achieve- 
ment that can be attained with hard work and 
perseverance. Jenny is a role model for other 
runners and athletes to strive to make the 
most of their education and develop a strong 
work ethic. 

| extend my deepest congratulations to 
Jenny Simpson for her Bronze Medal finish at 
the Rio Olympic Games and for proudly rep- 
resenting the great State of Colorado and the 
University of Colorado Buffaloes. | have no 
doubt she will exhibit the same dedication and 
character in all of her future endeavors. 


EE 


HONORING MRS. ARLENE TAYLOR 
FOR HER 38 YEARS OF SERVICE 
TO THE MISSOURI STATE GOV- 
ERNMENT 


HON. BLAINE LUETKEMEYER 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. LUETKEMEYER. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to honor a constituent of mine, Mrs. Ar- 
lene Taylor who retired on Thursday, Sep- 
tember 1, 2016 after thirty-eight years with 
various departments within the Missouri State 
Government. Mrs. Taylor most recently 
worked as a Personnel Officer for the Missouri 
Department of Labor and Industrial Relations/ 
Human Resources. Previously, she worked for 
the Missouri Department of Social Services 
and the Missouri Department of Corrections. 
For thirty-two of the thirty-eight years, Mrs. 
Taylor has enjoyed working in the human re- 
sources field. Throughout her time working in 
human resources, Mrs. Taylor has served 
many employees. Some of her responsibilities 
have included career counseling, assisting 
employees preparing for retirement, explaining 
benefits, and helping employees with disability 
retirement. 

Mrs. Taylor grew up in Linn, Missouri and 
has called Jefferson City, Missouri home for 
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the last thirty-four years. Throughout her life- 
time, Mrs. Taylor has been a member of Ca- 
thedral of St. Joseph, Missouri Farm Bureau, 
and the Daughters of Isabella. She has also 
been involved with the Jefferson City Apart- 
ment Association and Women’s Auxiliary Offi- 
cer. Mrs. Taylor enjoys participating in various 
craft classes in her spare time. She also loves 
to travel with her husband, Joe. 

With this retirement, Mrs. Taylor will now be 
able to spend more time with her husband of 
thirty-three years, Joe. She'll also treasure 
more moments with her daughter, Kathryn 
Taylor; son, Brian Taylor and daughter-in-law, 
Dawn Taylor. 

| ask you in joining me in recognizing Mrs. 
Arlene Taylor on her retirement. The commit- 
ment she has shown to the State of Missouri 
and to the employees she has helped through- 
out her human resources career is a com- 
mendable accomplishment. 


HONORING JOE & JULIE MARCHINI 


HON. JIM COSTA 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize Joe and Julie Marchini. The 
Marchini’s are being honored by Catholic 
Charities of Merced in appreciation of their 
years of dedicated service to the community. 
Both Joe and Julie have contributed countless 
hours to causes that are close to their hearts 
in order to make their community a better 
place. 

Joe Marchini was born on December 9, 
1938 in Merced, California to Florindo and 
Elisa Marchini. Joe has lived in Merced Coun- 
ty most of his life. A natural love of being out- 
doors led Joe to begin working on his father’s 
farm from a young age. At 20 years old he 
was invited to become a partner in his father’s 
business, the Giampaoli-Marchini Company. 
Upon founding his own company with his 
brother Richard, Joe became the original 
radicchio grower in the United States. 

Julie Marchini was born on September 14, 
1942 in Modesto, California to Jim and Mary 
Louise Thompson. Her family moved to 
Merced when she was ten years old. The fam- 
ily is a staple in the community, as business 
owners in the area, including Merced area fix- 
ture Helen and Louise Dress Shop. 

Joe and Julie were married 56 years ago 
and purchased a ranch in Le Grand where 
they raised their three children. They are par- 
ents to Lisa, Jeff and Fania. Joe and Julie are 
proud grandparents to ten, and come this win- 
ter, great-grandparents to six. 

It has always been important to Joe and 
Julie to have balance between work, family, 
charity and church. They have been active in 
organizations, such as the Le Grand volunteer 
firefighters, Italian Catholic federation and the 
California Tomato Board. Joe has spent many 
hours cooking BBQ for fundraisers, events, 
and people in need. 

Julie has volunteered time to Hinds Hos- 
pice, Our Lady of Lourdes religious education 
program, and school activities her family has 
participated in. 
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Mr. Speaker, | urge my colleagues to join 
me in honoring the Marchini Family for their 
commitment to serving Merced County. The 
community is grateful for their service and the 
impact they have made in the Valley. | con- 
gratulate the Marchini family for this honor and 
ask that you join me in wishing them contin- 
ued success. 


EE 
CONGRATULATING KELLE LYN 
SCOTT ON RECEIVING A PRESI- 


DENTIAL AWARD FOR EXCEL- 
LENCE 


HON. BARBARA COMSTOCK 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mrs. COMSTOCK. Mr. Speaker, | rise to 
recognize Ms. Kelle Lyn Scott on being se- 
lected for a Presidential Award for Excellence 
in Mathematics and Science Teaching 
(PAEMST). This special honor is one shared 
with a select group of other teachers through- 
out the United States. Ms. Scott has earned 
this award through imparting her passion and 
commitment to learning with all of her stu- 
dents. 

The PAEMST program, administered by the 
National Science Foundation (NSF) on behalf 
of the White House Office of Science and 
Technology Policy, recognizes teachers who 
have demonstrated excellence in giving stu- 
dents the tools they need to succeed in be- 
coming the leaders of tomorrow. Because of 
this achievement, Ms. Scott will receive a 
signed citation from President Obama, a 
$10,000 award from NSF, and the opportunity 
to attend an awards ceremony in Washington 
D.C. 

Ms. Scott’s hard work, perseverance, and 
academic excellence are exemplified in her re- 
ceipt of this honor. Coming from a family of 
educators, | understand how important a 
strong education is to the future of our coun- 
try. We need to encourage more teachers like 
Ms. Scott who work hard and dedicate their 
lives to educating our children. 

Mr. Speaker, it is my honor to highlight the 
importance of this award and what it rep- 
resents for Ms. Scott and our district. | ask 
that my colleagues join me in congratulating 
Ms. Scott on receiving a Presidential Award 
for Excellence in Mathematics and Science 
Teaching. | wish her all the best in her future 
endeavors. 


—— 


TRIBUTE TO VIOLA AND 
MYRON ROKER 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and honor Viola and Myron 
Roker of Glenwood, lowa, on the very special 
occasion of their 70th wedding anniversary. 
They were married on June 2, 1946 in Bea- 
trice, Nebraska. 

Viola and Myron’s lifelong commitment to 
each other, their seven children, 21 grand- 
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children, 27 great-grandchildren, and one 
great-great-grandchild, truly embodies lowa 
values. As they reflect on their 70th anniver- 
sary, | hope it is filled with happy memories. 
May their commitment grow even stronger, 
and may they continue to love and cherish 
one another for many years to come. 

Mr. Speaker, | commend this great couple 
on their 70th year together and | wish them 
many more. | know my colleagues in the 
United States House of Representatives will 
join me in congratulating Viola and Myron on 
this momentous occasion. 


— 


IN HONOR OF THE LIFE OF KAYLA 
MUELLER AND CELEBRATING 
THE OPENING OF THE KAYLA 
MUELLER PLAYGROUND 


HON. PAUL A. GOSAR 


OF ARIZONA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
join The Kiwanis Club of Prescott in honoring 
the memory of a constituent in my district who 
| believe is the personification of a compas- 
sionate American citizen. On February 6, 
2015, Kayla Mueller of Prescott, AZ was killed 
by her ISIS captors in Syria. A visage of what 
it means to be a selfless human-being, Kayla’s 
life was taken too short at the young age of 
26. 

In such tragic times it can often be difficult 
to find the light of hope for a better tomorrow. 
Kayla Mueller embodied this every day in her 
service and sacrifice to those less fortunate, 
especially to the children of the world. 

Arizona is blessed to have been home to 
such a compassionate citizen as Kayla. It is 
easy to see that her spirit has touched not 
only the hearts of those in her community and 
state but across this great nation. And with the 
opening of this new playground, that spirit will 
continue to impact lives for the better. 

| extend my sincere admiration and thanks 
to the Kiwanis Club of Prescott for their dili- 
gent efforts on this playground and for their 
engagement in the community. To Mr. and 
Mrs. Mueller, | want to once again express my 
sincerest condolences. While your daughter 
may no longer be with us, her loving spirit will 
live eternally. 


— 


HONORING PROFESSOR CAROL 
ROBERTSON FOR RECEIVING THE 
PRESIDENTIAL AWARD FOR EX- 
CELLENCE IN MATHEMATICS 
AND SCIENCE TEACHING 


HON. BLAINE LUETKEMEYER 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. LUETKEMEYER. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to honor a constituent of mine, Pro- 
fessor Carol Robertson. She has been se- 
lected to receive the Presidential Award for 
Excellence in Mathematics and Science 
Teaching. This is a prestigious award that will 
be presented in Washington, DC at the 
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Daughters of the American Revolution Con- 
stitution Hall. In addition to Professor Robert- 
son having the opportunity to attend various 
recognition events and development activities, 
she will also receive a $10,000 award from the 
National Science Foundation. A citation from 
President Obama will be presented as well. 
Professor Robertson is one of only one hun- 
dred and eight teachers to receive this award 
for the 2014-2015 school year. 

Professor Robertson is receiving this award 
for her work at Fulton High School where she 
was a science teacher for twenty-eight years. 
She retired from Fulton High School following 
the 2015-2016 school year. Professor Robert- 
son also taught as an adjunct professor at 
Central Methodist University from 2007 
through 2014 and Missouri State University 
from 2014 through 2016. She started teaching 
as an adjunct professor at Westminster Col- 
lege this school year. 

The Presidential Awards for Excellence in 
Mathematics and Science Teaching was es- 
tablished by Congress in 1983. This award is 
the highest honor bestowed by the United 
States Government specifically for educators 
that teach mathematics and science. Since the 
establishment of the program, over 4,600 
teachers have been recognized for their con- 
tributions to their students and school districts. 

Professor Robertson has had a lifelong in- 
terest in science and is passionate about 
teaching the next generation the importance of 
engaging in the study of science. Throughout 
her teaching career, she has seen some of 
her students obtain a Ph.D. which affirms the 
dedication with which she teaches. She has 
utilized partnerships with researchers to en- 
hance the experience of her students. 
Through those partnerships, students have 
been able to explore Golden Retriever Mus- 
cular Dystrophy, Osteogenesis Imperfecta, 
Arabidopsis, or maize. This research allowed 
her students to have real-life applications. Pro- 
fessor Robertson received her B.S. in Science 
Education and a M.Ed. in curriculum and in- 
struction from the University of Missouri. 

| ask you to join me in recognizing Pro- 
fessor Robertson on her achievement and this 
honor of receiving the Presidential Award for 
Excellence in Mathematics and Science 
Teaching. 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO FORMER RECORD 
AND CLARION OWNER ROGER 
MOON 


HON. JOHN R. MOOLENAAR 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. MOOLENAAR. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to pay tribute to the late editor and publisher 
of Record and Clarion, Roger Moon. As the 
son of Paul and Velma, the husband of Patri- 
cia and the father of Tracy, Renee and Shane, 
Roger made many contributions to Gladwin 
County and the great state of Michigan. 

Roger began his career in news when he 
was twelve years old, working at the Record 
and Clarion, sweeping and taking out the 
trash. He completed his degree in Journalism 
at Michigan State University in 1960. After 
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Roger graduated he returned to Gladwin and 
began working, yet again, for Record and 
Clarion. He became the head of the news- 
paper in 1972 when his father retired. After 
twenty-one years as the head of the Record, 
Roger sold the newspaper and retired in 1993. 

Roger was more than the editor of the 
newspaper. Roger also served the community 
by working as a firefighter for thirty-three 
years, rising to the rank of assistant chief. He 
was an active member of the Gladwin Rotary 
Club and was honored by the organization for 
his generous donations of time and resources. 

Roger loved to hunt and fish, as well as 
golf. He enjoyed sharing Michigan’s outdoor 
heritage with his children and grandchildren, 
driving his boat and teaching them to waterski. 
He was also a Hall of Fame bowler. 

On behalf of the Fourth Congressional Dis- 
trict of Michigan, | am honored today to recog- 
nize Roger Moon for his lifetime of work to the 
people of Gladwin County. 


-Á 


IN RECOGNITION OF DR. T. BERRY 
BRAZELTON 


HON. WILLIAM R. KEATING 


OF MASSACHUSETTS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. KEATING. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize the life and accomplishments of Dr. 
Thomas Berry Brazelton. Throughout his 98 
years, Dr. Brazelton has been celebrated as a 
critically acclaimed leader in pediatric medi- 
cine and a change-maker in the lives of count- 
less Massachusetts families. 

Although Dr. Brazelton was born in Waco, 
Texas, the Bay State has been lucky to claim 
him as its own since 1945, when he com- 
pleted his residency at Massachusetts General 
Hospital in Boston. In the decades since, Dr. 
Brazelton became a pioneering expert in neo- 
natal behavior, authoring more than 200 jour- 
nal articles and textbook chapters on the sub- 
ject. Any parent might recognize his name 
from one of his thirty books on child develop- 
ment and parenting. 

However, his primary contribution to the 
medical community is the Brazelton Neonatal 
Behavioral Assessment Scale. The scale itself 
is a metric to highlight behavioral differences 
among newborns within the first months of 
their lives. His methods drew the parallel be- 
tween differing parental methods and infant 
behavioral development in the first four 
months of a child’s life. These discoveries led 
to his recognition as a tireless advocate for 
paternal and medical leave, bringing him from 
the halls of Congress to interviews with Oprah 
Winfrey and Ellen DeGeneres to advance that 
cause. His work earned him a Presidential Ci- 
tation from President Obama in February of 
2013. Today, Dr. Brazelton remains an active 
member of the pediatric medicine community. 
He has become a fixture at the Baby Center 
in Hyannis, helping the underprivileged par- 
ents of Cape Cod provide for their children. 

Mr. Speaker, | am proud to recognize Dr. T. 
Berry Brazelton, not simply for his dedicated 
service to the communities of Massachusetts, 
but for the work he has done for families 
across the globe. 
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IN HONOR OF BONNIE 
EDMONDSON, UNITED STATES 
TRACK AND FIELD COACH 


HON. JOE COURTNEY 


OF CONNECTICUT 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Speaker, today | rise 
to congratulate Bonnie Edmondson of Cov- 
entry, Connecticut, an exceptional athlete and 
public servant, for being chosen as a coach 
for Team USA’s track and field team at the 
2016 Summer Olympics in Rio de Janeiro. 

Bonnie has a long and dedicated track and 
field career. During her time at Eastern Con- 
necticut State University in 1987, she threw 
discus and hammer, earning the title of All- 
American. Thanks to her talent and commit- 
ment, Bonnie ranked tenth in the world and 
fifth in the nation in hammer throw between 
1990 and 1996 and won national champion- 
ships for her skills in both 1990 and 1991. 
Later, Bonnie dedicated her career to coach- 
ing at all levels of the sport. Most notably, she 
held positions as an assistant coach in the 
1998 World Junior Championship and as a 
coach for the Team USA throwing events in 
2012 and 2014 during the IAAF World Indoor 
Championships. Most recently, she served as 
a mentor to the 2015 NESCAC hammer throw 
champion, Lily Talesnick. Currently, Bonnie is 
a track and field coach at Trinity College, 
while also working at the Connecticut Depart- 
ment of Education, overseeing a comprehen- 
sive school health education program aimed at 
motivating children to lead healthier lifestyles. 

During her years as a thrower, Bonnie’s 
scores in the 1992 Olympic trials would have 
qualified her for the Games if there had been 
a women’s division in her sport. However, it 
wasn’t until 1995 that the International Olym- 
pic Committee established the Women and 
Sport Advocacy group which works to imple- 
ment gender equality policies in all Olympic 
competitions. In 2000, women’s hammer throw 
was included in the Olympics for the first time. 
Instead of succumbing to disappointment and 
defeat, Bonnie contributed to the evolution of 
the sport, and of the Games, by helping to in- 
troduce women’s events in the hammer throw. 
Her talent and passion for the sport makes her 
an incredible coach, and she has served as a 
wonderful representative of the United States, 
and of Connecticut, this August in Rio de Ja- 
neiro. Bonnie is more than deserving of this 
opportunity, and her debut at the games is 
long overdue. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask all my colleagues to join 
me in congratulating Bonnie and the U.S. 
track and field team for a terrific performance 
in the Summer Games. Bonnie and her team 
have not only brought pride to the State of 
Connecticut, but to the entire nation. 


ELDON LAIDIG 
HON. ED PERLMUTTER 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and applaud Eldon Laidig 
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for receiving the West Chamber’s 2016 Jeffer- 
son County Hall of Fame Award. 

Known for his passion for education and 
community service, Eldon has been a pillar of 
the Jefferson County community for more than 
fifty years. Before becoming a financial plan- 
ner, Eldon spent 42 years in the U.S. Coast 
Guard Reserves and 27 years working for Jef- 
ferson County Public Schools, 25 of which 
were spent as a middle school principal. 

In 1990, Eldon started Personal Benefit 
Services Wealth Management, which has 
been recognized by 5280 Magazine and the 
Arvada Chamber of Commerce. Eldon’s in- 
volvement in the Arvada community is unpar- 
alleled. He was named the Arvada Sentinel’s 
Man of the Year, has served as club president 
of the Arvada Council for the Arts and Human- 
ities and Arvada Rotary Club and Friendship 
Force of Greater Denver, as well as vice 
president of the Arvada Historical Society. In 
his five decades in the Jefferson County area, 
Eldon has worked tirelessly to improve the 
City of Arvada through community service. 

| extend my deepest congratulations to 
Eldon Laidig for this well-deserved recognition 
by the West Chamber. 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO RUBY AND 
DON GODFREY 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and honor Ruby and Don 
Godfrey of Emerson, lowa, on the very special 
occasion of their 70th wedding anniversary. 
They were married on June 2, 1946 at Hen- 
derson Christian Church in Henderson, lowa. 

Ruby and Don’s lifelong commitment to 
each other, their children, Richard and Darrell, 
and their grandchildren, truly embodies lowa 
values. As they reflect on their 70th anniver- 
sary, | hope it is filled with happy memories, 
may their commitment grow even stronger, 
and may they continue to love and cherish 
one another for many years to come. 

Mr. Speaker, | commend this great couple 
on their 70th year together and | wish them 
many more. | know my colleagues in the 
United States House of Representatives will 
join me in congratulating them on this momen- 
tous occasion. 


EE 
IN RECOGNITION OF ERSILIA 
MARIA ANTONIA VERONICA 


GHIRLANDA MONETT BALCAEN 
HON. BARBARA COMSTOCK 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mrs. COMSTOCK. Mr. Speaker, | rise to ac- 
knowledge one of my constituents, Ersilia 
Balcaen, who will be turning 105 this upcom- 
ing September the 17th. Mrs. Balcaen’s life 
has been a truly American story in that despite 
coming from far away, she made the United 
States her home. Facing some of the most un- 
certain times in American history, she not only 
endured, but flourished. 
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Ersilia was born in the small comune of 
Sesta Godano in Italy. She was only five 
years old when she made the dangerous jour- 
ney to America with her family. She quickly 
proved her tenaciousness in her work ethic 
before she had even grown up through help- 
ing her family look after their animals and 
grow crops, and even held several jobs while 
studying in high school. She later moved to 
San Francisco and began work for an insur- 
ance company where she _inspirationally 
fought to keep her job despite her recent mar- 
riage and did so successfully, only finally 
being let go after seven months of pregnancy. 

Ersilia’s tireless aspirations did not end 
there. She eventually showed her aptitude by 
doing a test for the civil service and was soon 
hired by the U.S. Army as a stenographer with 
the Army’s Overseas Supply Division at Pre- 
sidio, California. During her time in service to 
her nation, she was part of the first evacu- 
ations from Pearl Harbor while attempting to 
bring back the wounded from the attacks. Her 
career eventually took her back to California 
where she helped many veterans and civil 
servants find work following the end to the 
war. She was heavily praised for her selfless 
efforts in caring for all those who worked for 
her. Despite some levels of discrimination she 
received, she endured and persisted, leading 
a highly notable career which she retired from 
in 1972, after 31 years. Her public service did 
not end upon retirement. Mrs. Balcaen contin- 
ued to serve her community through her in- 
volvement in local charities. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a woman of extreme 
courage and fortitude, whose tireless efforts in 
spite of discrimination and difficulties, serves 
as an inspiration to all. She has spent nearly 
her entire life in service to others and her self- 
lessness should be acknowledged for all to 
witness. | would ask my fellow members to 
stand with me and applaud Mrs. Balcaen and 
wish her well. 


BEAUTY BEHIND BARS 
HON. MARSHA BLACKBURN 


OF TENNESSEE 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to acknowledge a wonderful event that 
94 FM the Fish hosted called Beauty Behind 
Bars. This event took place on July 30th of 
this year at the Vanderbilt Student Life Center. 
It was an excellent opportunity for women in 
the community to be transformed, inspired, 
and empowered. 

Beauty Behind Bars is an organization de- 
signed to help women and girls break away 
from mental incarceration and _ self-imprison- 
ment of low self-esteem, doubt, depression, 
suicide, and dream killing. They also teach the 
importance of forgiveness, accountability, and 
the significance of loving self from the inside 
out. They educate the community by providing 
seminars and conferences. 

| commend Beauty Behind Bars and 94 FM 
the Fish for their willingness to host a free 
training workshop that will continue to influ- 
ence and change women for the rest of their 
lives. They have set an excellent example of 
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what it means to “set the captives free.” My 
hope is that they will continue to bring free- 
dom to women of all ages and for generations 
to come. 


Ea 


MR. SHAYAK SENGUPTA RECEIVES 
PRESTIGIOUS FULBRIGHT AWARD 


HON. PETE OLSON 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate Shayak Sengupta of Sugar Land, 
TX for receiving a Fulbright award for his en- 
ergy research in India during the 2015 through 
2016 academic year. 

Each year the Fulbright Program grants stu- 
dents with the opportunity to study, research 
or teach English abroad in an effort to inter- 
nationalize communities and campuses 
around the world. Fulbright scholars focus on 
the conditions and challenges differing regions 
face, as well as building valuable U.S. rela- 
tionships. Shayak graduated from Hightower 
High School and attended Rice University. 
Under the Fulbright program, he studied the 
effectiveness and cost of air pollution control 
technologies in Indian coal power plants. 

On behalf of the Twenty-Second Congres- 
sional District of Texas, congratulations again 
to Mr. Shayak Sengupta for receiving this Ful- 
bright award. Keep up the great work. 


EE 


HONORING THE SERVICE OF FRES- 
NO POLICE CHIEF JERRY DYER 


HON. JIM COSTA 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize Police Chief Jerry Dyer of Fresno, 
California. Chief Dyer is being honored by the 
Fresno Police Department in appreciation of 
his 15 years of service as Police Chief. The 
Fresno community is fortunate to have some- 
one who has devoted his career to serving as 
an advocate for our city. 

Chief Dyer attended California State Univer- 
sity, Fresno where he would receive his Bach- 
elor’s Degree in Criminology. He would go on 
to obtain a Masters Degree in Management 
from California Polytechnic University at Po- 
mona and graduate from the California Com- 
mand College for law enforcement leaders. He 
began his service with the Fresno Police De- 
partment in 1979. 

Chief Dyer has been committed to commu- 
nity policing since becoming the Chief of Po- 
lice on August 1, 2001. He has made it a pri- 
ority of the Department to build strong relation- 
ships with the community, and instill trust be- 
tween the officers and the people they serve. 
These efforts have even been recognized na- 
tionally for their effectiveness. Under Chief 
Dyer, the Department’s block parties, forums 
and numerous community events have helped 
build trust between the residents and the offi- 
cers. 

Under his leadership, the Fresno Police De- 
partment has been in the forefront of imple- 
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menting the reforms proposed by President 
Barack Obama’s Task Force on 21st Century 
Policing. By employing new technologies, 
Chief Dyer has made the Fresno Police De- 
partment more effective than ever before. 

During his time as the Chief of Police, Dyer 
and the Department have been acknowledged 
on many occasions for their achievements. In 
2005, Chief Dyer was awarded the Excellence 
in Public Service Award, which is sponsored 
by The Fresno Bee, The Fresno Business 
Council, and the Maddy Institute at California 
State University, Fresno. That same year, the 
Department would become nationally accred- 
ited through the Commission on Accreditation 
for Law Enforcement Agencies; something 
only fourteen other agencies in the state have 
achieved. The Department was also granted 
the prestigious California Highway Patrol Com- 
missioners Award for its traffic safety efforts. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
in recognizing Chief Jerry Dyer in celebration 
of this great achievement. It has been a pleas- 
ure to work with Chief Dyer in serving the 
community we both love. We are lucky to 
have someone who has put in a great effort to 
make the Fresno Police Department one of 
the state’s top law enforcement agencies. | 
ask that you join me in wishing Chief Dyer 
continued success. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. BILLY LONG 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, on September 6, 
2016, | was away from the Capitol and was 
unable to vote on any legislative measures on 
this date. 

On Motion to Suspend the Rules and Pass 
H.R. 5578, the Survivors’ Bill of Rights Act, 
Roll Call Vote Number 479, had | been 
present | would have voted yes. 

On Motion to Suspend the Rules and Pass, 
as Amended, H.R. 3881, the Cooperative 
Management of Mineral Rights Act, Roll Call 
Vote Number 480, had | been present | would 
have voted yes. 


DAWN BAUER 


HON. ED PERLMUTTER 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and applaud Dawn Bauer, 
a teacher at the Carson Elementary School in 
Denver, CO, for her 2016 Presidential Award 
for Excellence in Mathematics and Science 
Teaching (PAEMST). 

The PAEMST program, administered by the 
National Science Foundation on behalf of the 
White House Office of Science and Tech- 
nology Policy, recognizes outstanding teach- 
ers for their contributions to the teaching and 
learning of mathematics and science. Dawn 
has been an active teacher at the Carson Ele- 
mentary School and now in the College and 
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Career Readiness Office at Denver Public 
Schools has played an integral role in ensur- 
ing her students are prepared with critical 
thinking and problem-solving skills that are 
vital to their future success. 

Dawn’s dedication to teaching and commit- 
ment to her students serve as a role model for 
other teachers and is exemplary of the type of 
achievement that can be attained with hard 
work and perseverance. 

| extend my deepest congratulations to 
Dawn Bauer for her PAEMST Award and for 
representing the great State of Colorado on a 
national level. | have no doubt she will exhibit 
the same dedication and character in all of her 
future accomplishments. 


Ee 


HONORING THE LIFE OF 
PETER CHOU VANG 


HON. JIM COSTA 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
pay tribute to the life of Lieutenant Colonel 
Peter Chou Vang who passed away May 4, 
2016. He was 82. Vang Chou was a re- 
spected leader in the Hmong American com- 
munity, whose contributions spanned decades. 

Vang Chou was born on April 5, 1938 in the 
Phac Lac village of Laos to Xia Chong Vang 
and Xay Lo. Vang Chou completed primary 
education and went on to receive his Certificat 
d ’Etudes Primaires Complementaires (French 
High School Diploma). From an early age he 
was known as a benevolent man, providing for 
many members of his extended family. Vang 
Chou made the decision not to pursue his 
education further, due to his family’s financial 
hardship and in order to help his mother pro- 
vide for his seven half siblings. At the age of 
20 he became a national police officer in 
Laos. 

1961 was an eventful year for Vang Chou. 
He began his service as a first Air Guide offi- 
cer for the CIA and married his wife May 
Yang. Vang Chous’s intricate knowledge of 
the terrain led to his service as a guide for 
aerial missions during the Vietnam War. His 
flying career included 116 aerial missions. In 
1968, he was wounded in battle, leaving him 
partially paralyzed in his right arm. Vang Chou 
then became the commander of the joint oper- 
ation center at Long Tien Air Base. He quickly 
earned the respect of his Hmong, Thai and 
American counterparts. 

Following the end of the war, Vang Chou 
and his family arrived in the United States as 
refugees in 1976. The family relocated to 
Santa Ana, California before eventually set- 
tling in Merced County. He initially found work 
as a machinist, before joining the program to 
assist newly arrived refugees with resettle- 
ment. He was one of the founding members of 
Merced Lao Family Community, Inc.—an orga- 
nization that was founded to serve the South- 
east Asian immigrant community. He was in- 
strumental in founding similar organizations in 
California and the Western United States. Ac- 
cording to historian Noah Vang, he was a sig- 
nificant member of the community and played 
a role in building the strong and thriving 
Hmong community we know today. 
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Vang Chou is survived by his wife, May 
Yang Vang; their children, Maly, Wayne, 
Maykou, Bee and Mayko; twelve grandchildren 
and three great grandchildren. 

Mr. Speaker, | urge my colleagues to join 
me on this day in a moment of silence in 
memory of the life and service of Lieutenant 
Colonel Peter Chou Vang. He will be remem- 
bered as a hardworking man, who went above 
and beyond in the service of his community. 
His leadership and dedication to the Hmong 
community will be missed. 


— 


IN HONOR OF LOUDOUN COUNTY 
DISTRICT JUDGE TOM HORNE 


HON. BARBARA COMSTOCK 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mrs. COMSTOCK. Mr. Speaker, | am hon- 
ored to recognize the tremendous work of my 
constituent Tom Horne, a 2016 honoree at the 
Loudoun Laurels Gala. Judge Horne exempli- 
fies the very best of the traditions of public 
service, stewardship, and personal contribu- 
tions to the life and history of Loudoun Coun- 
ty. His dedication to a high standard of con- 
duct allowed him to remain honest and loyal 
while making a positive impact in the legal 
community. 

Mr. Horne graduated from Muhlenberg Col- 
lege in Allentown, Pennsylvania in 1965, and 
went on to attend the Marshall-Wythe School 
of Law at the College of William and Mary. He 
served as a Commonwealth’s Attorney for 
three years before taking the bench in 1982. 
Chief Judge Thomas D. Horne retired after 
over 21 years, having served longer than any 
other judge in the Loudoun County Circuit. 

In addition to his long and distinguished leg- 
acy as a judge, Judge Horne was a driving 
force in education as well. He established the 
20th Judicial Circuits Law Camp, a landmark 
educational experience of young people con- 
sidering a career in the law. The Law Camp 
gives students interested in the legal sphere 
an opportunity to interact with professionals in 
both a classroom lecture and moot court set- 
ting. 

Judge Horne is a keen preservationist and 
has diligently protected and served Loudoun 
County’s historic courthouse building in Lees- 
burg. He is also a member of the Board of the 
Friends of the Thomas Balch Library. 

Mr. Speaker, | now ask that my colleagues 
join me in thanking Judge Thomas Horne for 
the outstanding services he provided to the 
United States throughout his long-lasting ca- 
reer. | wish him all the best in his future en- 
deavors. 


Ee 


TRIBUTE TO NORMA AND 
JACK POPE 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and honor Norma and Jack 
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Pope of Council Bluffs, lowa, on the very spe- 
cial occasion of their 60th wedding anniver- 
sary. They were married May 26, 1956 at St. 
John Lutheran Church in Council Bluffs, lowa. 

Norma and Jack’s lifelong commitment to 
each other and their children, Scott and Julie, 
grandchildren, and great-grandchildren, truly 
embodies lowa values. As they reflect on their 
60th anniversary, | hope it is filled with happy 
memories. May their commitment grow even 
stronger, as they continue to love, cherish, 
and honor one another for many years to 
come. 

Mr. Speaker, | commend this great couple 
on their 60th year together and | wish them 
many more. | know my colleagues in the 
United States House of Representatives will 
join me in congratulating Norma and Jack on 
this momentous occasion. 


Ee 


MINNESOTA MOURNS FOR 
JACOB WETTERLING 


HON. BETTY McCOLLUM 


OF MINNESOTA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Ms. MCCOLLUM. Mr. Speaker, on October 
22, 1989 a heinous, evil crime was committed 
against a young boy. For nearly twenty-seven 
years that unsolved crime devastated a family, 
terrorized a community, and has haunted the 
people of Minnesota. 

The young boy was eleven-year-old Jacob 
Wetterling of St. Joseph, MN, and this week 
we finally learned the truth. Jacob was ab- 
ducted and murdered by a sexual predator 
who is presently facing federal child pornog- 
raphy charges. 

For twenty-seven years the disappearance 
and uncertainty of Jacob’s whereabouts un- 
leashed a mix of emotions—grief, anger, sad- 
ness, but always there was hope. Jacob’s 
mother and father—Patty and Jerry 
Wetterling—never gave up hope. They in- 
spired hope and compassion from the un- 
imaginable pain of losing their son. Patty’s ad- 
vocacy on behalf of missing and exploited chil- 
dren has made her a national expert and a 
leading national voice for laws and policies 
that keep children safe. Not only has she dedi- 
cated her life to bringing Jacob home, but she 
has made protecting families and children her 
mission. Patty is a woman with incredible 
courage, strength, and determination whom | 
admire and respect. 

In 1989, Jacob’s disappearance transfixed 
Minnesota. My own household was no dif- 
ferent. My son was Jacob’s age and my 
daughter a few years younger. We all wanted 
to see Jacob come home. | feared for my chil- 
dren’s safety. Parents were afraid and so were 
children all across Minnesota. 

It is with much sadness and grief that we 
now know that Jacob was murdered soon 
after he was abducted. His remains have been 
found. The truth has been revealed. And, the 
Wetterling family can bring their son home and 
mourn for him with all the love, dignity and re- 
spect that Jacob deserves. 

May Jacob now rest in peace and may the 
prayers of all Minnesotans give the Wetterling 


September 7, 2016 


family comfort during this difficult and sad 
time. And, this October 22nd, as | have every 
year since his disappearance, | leave a light 
on to remember Jacob and all the children 
who are still missing. 


——— 


IMPROVED EMPLOYMENT OUT- 
COMES FOR FOSTER YOUTH ACT 
OF 2016 


HON. JIM McDERMOTT 


OF WASHINGTON 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, along with 
my colleagues Mr. REICHERT, Mr. DOGGETT, 
Mr. Davıs of Illinois, and Mr. REED, | am proud 
to introduce today the Improving Employment 
Outcomes for Foster Youth Act, which pro- 
vides federal tax incentives to private sector 
employers that hire youth transitioning from 
the foster care system to independence. 


The outcomes for transition age foster youth 
in this coup are heartbreaking: half are unem- 
ployed at age 24; half will spend time in a 
homeless shelter; and 70 percent will be reli- 
ant on government assistance after emanci- 
pating from foster care. The federal govern- 
ment has both an economic and moral interest 
in improving outcomes for these youth. 


In 2008, we passed the Fostering Connec- 
tions to Success and Increasing Adoptions 
Act, which recognized the challenges faced by 
youth transitioning out of foster care and en- 
ables them to continue to receive supports 
and services until they turn 21. In passing that 
bill our goal was not to extend dependency on 
the foster care system, but rather to use the 
additional time spent in extended foster care 
to help them become independent. While ex- 
tended foster care is providing a critical lifeline 
for thousands of youth across the country, 
more needs to be done to help these youth 
connect with career opportunities and attain 
self-sufficiency. 


A key strategy will be engaging the private 
sector in this effort. There is a developing 
partnership in California between the nonprofit 
iFoster, public child welfare agencies, commu- 
nity-based organizations, and the grocery in- 
dustry to create an employment pipeline for 
foster youth that is already demonstrating 
great success in preparing foster youth for 
competitive work, and supporting them on the 
job to ensure retention and promotion. The Im- 
proving Employment Outcomes for Foster 
Youth Act will make transition age foster youth 
categorically eligible for the Work Opportunity 
Tax Credit (WOTC), an existing federal credit 
that provides incentives to businesses to hire 
employees from certain populations with spe- 
cific employment challenges. In doing so, this 
bill will help encourage other sectors to follow 
the grocery industry’s lead in hiring and invest- 
ing in our nation’s foster youth and starting 
them on a successful career path. 


| look forward to working with my colleagues 
to advance this important legislation. 
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HONORING OLYMPIC GOLD 
MEDALIST KELSI WORRELL 


HON. THOMAS MacARTHUR 


OF NEW JERSEY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. MACARTHUR. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to honor Olympic gold medalist Kelsi Worrell, 
of the Third Congressional District, in her re- 
cent accomplishments at the 2016 Summer 
Olympic Games in Rio, and to commend her 
for her outstanding dedication to the sport of 
swimming. 

Kelsi, who is a resident of Westampton, 
worked diligently to help the United States 
Women’s Swim Team win a gold medal in the 
women’s 4x100m medley relay. In addition to 
her great accomplishment at the Summer 
Olympic Games, Kelsi has continued to be a 
role model for so many young children with 
aspirations of greatness. Her hard work and 
determination has instilled a great sense of 
pride within the local communities of South 
Jersey. Her achievements exhibit the great 
pride with which Kelsi represents herself and 
the United States of America. 

Mr. Speaker, the people of New Jersey’s 
Third Congressional District are tremendously 
honored to have Olympic gold medalist Kelsi 
Worrell as a member of their community, who 
has shown a desire to represent her nation 
with great honor and has worked continuously 
to do so to the best of her ability. | am hon- 
ored to recognize her accomplishment and 
dedication to her sport, before the United 
States House of Representatives. 


DAN PIKE 
HON. ED PERLMUTTER 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and applaud Dan Pike for 
receiving the West Chamber's 2016 Jefferson 
County Hall of Fame Award. 

An active Colorado conservationist, Dan 
began advocating for the environment in 1976 
when he opened an office for the Nature Con- 
servancy and drafted the first ever Colorado 
conservation easement. Since then, Dan has 
continued to defend the environment as a 
founding member of both the Mountain Area 
Land Trust in Evergreen and Gunnison 
Ranchland Conservation Legacy and as re- 
tired president of Colorado Open Lands. 
Under Dan’s leadership, Colorado Open 
Lands has made vast contributions to the pro- 
tection of open space, preserving five thou- 
sand acres of Jefferson County land overall. 

Dan’s civic achievements include Vice Chair 
of the Colorado Coalition of Land Trusts, Chair 
and Founder of the Mountain Area Land Trust, 
and a legislative member of the Colorado 
Conservation Easement Tax Credit Task 
Force. In 2015, Dan received the Friend of 
Open Space Award from the Palmer Land 
Trust for his recent efforts to protect southern 
Colorado. Recently, Dan has been working on 
the Jeffco Vision 2020 plan as well as coach- 
ing youth sports. 
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| extend my deepest congratulations to Dan 
Pike for this well-deserved recognition by the 
West Chamber. 


IN HONOR OF MARGARET MORTON 
HON. BARBARA COMSTOCK 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mrs. COMSTOCK. Mr. Speaker, | am hon- 
ored to recognize the tremendous work of my 
constituent Margaret Morton, a 2016 honoree 
at the Loudoun Laurels Gala. Ms. Morton ex- 
emplifies the very best of the traditions of pub- 
lic service, stewardship, and personal con- 
tributions to the life and history of Loudoun 
County. Her dedication to a high standard of 
conduct allowed her to remain honest and 
loyal while making a positive impact in the 
journalistic community. 

Margaret Morton is a graduate of Edinburgh 
University in Scotland. She left her home in 
Britain to come to America in 1966. Twenty-six 
years later she entered the world of journalism 
when she joined the staff of Leesburg Today. 
Last year, she became a founding member of 
the writing staff of Loudoun Now, recently 
judged to be Loudoun County’s best new busi- 
ness. 

Ms. Morton has nearly a quarter century of 
experience, granting her the skills and style to 
serve Loudoun. Her writing illustrates both her 
intelligence and her deep understanding of the 
community she loves, and is similarly reflected 
in her meritorious career. Currently, Ms. Mor- 
ton is the Dean of the Loudoun County Press 
Corps. 

Serving on Loudoun County’s first Historic 
Review Board, Ms. Morton is an active pres- 
ervationist. She is an avid supporter of numer- 
ous community charitable activities, for which 
we readily commend her. 

Mr. Speaker, | now ask that my colleagues 
join me in thanking Margaret Morton for the 
outstanding services she provided to our great 
Commonwealth throughout her long-lasting ca- 
reer. | wish her all the best in her future en- 
deavors. 


SE 


TRIBUTE TO PATTY AND 
JIM COWNIE 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Patty and 
Jim Cownie for being awarded the 2016 Rob- 
ert D. Ray Pillar of Character Award, pre- 
sented by the Robert D. and Billie Ray Center 
at Drake University. They were presented with 
the honor during the annual Ray Centers 
lowa Character Awards in Altoona, lowa. 

Each year, a selection committee of 50 
members selects recipients who have exempli- 
fied a life filled with volunteerism and sacrifice. 
The Cownies embody each of those qualities. 
Ever since the Ray Center opened its doors 
as Character Counts back in 1997, Patty and 
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Jim Cownie have given their time and re- 
sources to make sure it was a total success. 

Patty Cownie has always displayed a com- 
mitment to volunteerism throughout her life. 
From 1999 to 2014 she served on the Drake 
University Board of Trustees and now dedi- 
cates her time and expertise to the lowa 
Board of Regents. She has also contributed 
her time to organizations such as the lowa 
State Fair Blue Ribbon Foundation, Meals 
from the Heartland and Bravo! Greater Des 
Moines. 

Recognized as one of the top businessmen 
in the State of lowa, Jim Cownie has still 
found time to dedicate himself to causes and 
organizations of which he cares. Along with 
his wife, Patty, Jim has sacrificed his time and 
given his expertise to many charitable organi- 
zations throughout the state and continues to 
utilize his own resources to improve the lives 
of others. 

Mr. Speaker, | applaud and congratulate 
Patty and Jim Cownie for receiving this es- 
teemed designation. It is truly an honor to rep- 
resent them in the United States Congress. | 
ask that my colleagues in the United States 
House of Representatives join me in congratu- 
lating them and in wishing them nothing but 
continued success. 


HONORING ALICIA DICOCHEA 


HON. JIM COSTA 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize Alicia Dicochea. Alicia is known 
throughout Merced County for her dedication 
and service to her community. She is retiring 
this year after serving as one of the founding 
members of the Board of Directors of Golden 
Valley Health Centers since 1971. Alicia has 
gone above and beyond in the effort to make 
her community a better place, volunteering her 
time in health care, education and church. 

Alicia was born in Cutler, California. She is 
the youngest of five siblings, born to parents 
who immigrated to the Central Valley from 
Mexico in the 1920s. From an early age she 
learned the meaning of hard work, working in 
the fields with her siblings in order to help 
support the family. 

In 1947 Alicia married Jesus Dicochea. The 
young family, along with their children moved 
to Los Banos in 1965 in order to pursue work 


opportunities, where they have lived ever 
since. 
Alicia’s involvement with Golden Valley 


Health Centers began when it was just a sin- 
gle clinic for farm workers. Today the medical 
center has 25 clinics and serves Merced and 
Stanislaus counties. Alicia has been an advo- 
cate for health care for the Valley’s under- 
served since the beginnings of her involve- 
ment with Golden Valley. 

Alicia has also been an advocate in edu- 
cation. She made the decision to play an ac- 
tive role in her children’s school from the day 
the first of her ten children began school. She 
was selected to be a part of a group of par- 
ents and UC Davis students to assess the 
needs of the community in order to properly 
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use funding available to local students and 
families. She was involved in Merced Col- 
lege’s Los Banos campus from its beginnings. 
She taught Spanish and advised on the cur- 
riculum for English as a Second Language 
students. 

Her strong faith has led to a natural involve- 
ment with her church. Alicia served as a dele- 
gate for the Guadalupanas Society in Los 
Banos and served as secretary for District 7, 
which includes Los Banos, Dos Palos, and 
Atwater. 

Alicia’s service to her community knows no 
limits. She has served on the Los Banos Plan- 
ning Commission and as a member of the Na- 
tional Board of National Association of Farm- 
workers Organization. During the holiday sea- 
son, she participates in initiatives to feed the 
homeless. 

Mr. Speaker, | urge my colleagues to join 
me in honoring Alicia Dicochea. Her forty-five 
years of service on the Board of Directors of 
Golden Valley Health Centers, in addition to 
the wonderful work she has done in the com- 
munity, should be commended. Los Banos will 
be forever grateful for the impact she has 
made in the community. 


EE 


REMEMBERING LESLIE WITT 
REICHENBACH 


HON. MIKE QUIGLEY 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
remember and honor the life of an important 
and respected member of the Chicago com- 
munity, Ms. Leslie Witt Reichenbach. 

For nearly 40 years, she woke up genera- 
tions of Chicago’s WXRT listeners on week- 
end mornings. A native Chicagoan, she 
earned a bachelor’s degree in communications 
and environmental science from the University 
of Wisconsin in Madison. Shortly after, she 
began her radio career as a disc jockey at a 
progressive rock station in Massachusetts. 
With her growing enthusiasm for radio, she re- 
turned to Chicago to work at WXRT 93.1 FM 
in 1977. Leslie was also a news reporter for 
WBEZ, Chicago’s Public Radio station in the 
1980s, while still DJ'ing on weekend mornings 
at WXRT. 

Leslie, often referred to as “the overnight 
angel,” was known for her kind smile and her 
ability to connect with others. Her sense of 
wonder was the source of her ability to com- 
municate about the music with conviction. 
Leslie’s dedication helped mentor many new 
D.J.’s who preceded her radio shift. 

Sadly, Leslie passed away on July 17th, 
2016 at age 63 in Riverwoods, Illinois after her 
battle with ovarian cancer. 

Leslie bravely fought her illness by listening 
to new albums, attending concerts, and prac- 
ticing ballet. Leslie’s top priority was always 
her family, and the love and support they pro- 
vided her was the most important thing in her 
life. Leslie is survived by her husband, Chuck 
Reichenbach and their adult children Kay and 
Kurt. 

Mr. Speaker, may God bless the 
Reichenbach family and the memory of a 
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woman who was truly loved by her friends, her 
community, and her family. 


IN MEMORY OF SERGEANT 
KENNETH D. JUMPER, SR. 


HON. JOE WILSON 


OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. Speak- 
er, South Carolina is paying positive tribute to 
the service of American Patriot Kenneth D. 
Jumper, Sr., of Cayce, South Carolina. | espe- 
cially appreciate his dedicated model of mili- 
tary service in the National Guard. He was an 
inspiration to me when we served together in 
the 218th Mechanized Infantry Brigade as he 
lived up to the highest standards of service by 
being the most patriotic, competent, and capa- 
ble of citizens. 

A thoughtful obituary was published in The 
State newspaper on August 27, 2016: 

CAYCE.—Kenneth D. Jumper, 89, of Cayce, 
South Carolina passed away peacefully with 
his family by his side on Thursday, August 
25, 2016. He was born in Swansea, South Caro- 
lina to the late Dewey and Myrtis Smith 
Jumper. 

Kenneth retired from the State Highway 
Department and The SC Army National 
Guard as a Staff Sargent. He was a member 
of Cayce First Baptist Church for over 60 
years. He served several terms on the Cayce 
City Council. Kenneth coached Little League 
baseball for many years in Cayce and spent 
many days helping his neighbors. He will be 
long remembered for his Godly character, his 
acts of kindness and Christian faith. He will 
be missed by all. 

Kenneth is survived by his sons, Kenneth 
D. (Sally) Jumper, Jr. of West Columbia, 
Keith (Emily) Jumper of Lexington, Karl 
Jumper of Cayce and Kim (Kimberley) Jump- 
er of Lexington; his brothers, Conley (Jo- 
anne) Jumper of Pacolet and Coy (Esca) 
Jumper of Swansea; his sister, Orene Carter 
of Cayce; and his daughter-in-law, Lisa 
Jumper of Swansea. He also leaves behind 
his 11 grandchildren and 9 great-grand- 
children. 

He was preceded in death by his loving wife 
of 60 years, Verna B. Jumper and his son, 
Kelvin M. Jumper. 

The family will receive friends at Thomp- 
son Funeral Home of Lexington on Saturday, 
August 27, 2016 from 6-8 p.m. Funeral serv- 
ices will be held at The Harvest, 4865 Sunset 
Blvd., Lexington, SC on Sunday, August 28, 
2016 at 2 p.m. Interment will follow in South- 
land Memorial Gardens. 


The funeral services were lovingly con- 
ducted by his son, Pastor Kenneth D. Jumper, 
Jr. 


BETTY MILLER 


HON. ED PERLMUTTER 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, September 7, 2016 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and applaud Betty Miller for 


receiving the West Chamber’s 2016 Jefferson 
County Hall of Fame Award. 
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When Betty Miller moved in 1959, Jefferson 
County gained a selfless public servant who 
had a significant impact on the community 
until her death in January of 2012. Betty 
began her involvement by volunteering with 
both the local League of Women Voters and 
PTA, and later turned her attention to resolv- 
ing school finance and county zoning issues 
until her election to the Colorado House of 
Representatives in 1964. In that role, she 
helped establish the City of Lakewood, and 
served on the first Lakewood City Council 
from 1965 to 1975. 

The Lakewood Sentinel recognized Betty’s 
hard work and awarded her Outstanding 
Woman of 1972 and the Jeffco Board of Real- 
tors named her Citizen of the Year in 1977. 
Betty continued her commitment to Jefferson 
County as Director of Colorado Local Affairs 
under Governor Dick Lamm and as Chief Ad- 
ministrator for Senator Tim Wirth, where she 
famously helped shut down Rocky Flats. Betty 
was named the Leo Riethmayer Outstanding 
Public Administrator in 1980 and recognized 
for her “outstanding achievement and distin- 
guished service” as Regional Administrator of 
HUD under President Jimmy Carter. In 1992, 
Betty was elected Jefferson County Commis- 
sioner, where she helped inspire and lead 
Jeffco’s first long-term planning efforts that 
helped make our community what it is today. 

| extend my deepest congratulations to 
Betty Miller’s family for this well-deserved rec- 
ognition by the West Chamber. 


——— 


IN HONOR OF THE LADIES BOARD 
OF INOVA LOUDOUN HOSPITAL 


HON. BARBARA COMSTOCK 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mrs. COMSTOCK. Mr. Speaker, | rise to ac- 
knowledge the Ladies Board of Inova Loudoun 
Hospital, which is commemorating over a cen- 
tury of nursing in the Leesburg emergency 
room. | would like to personally commend 
these unselfish women who inspire others 
through their dedication and generosity in 
service to their neighbors, friends, and strang- 
ers. These commendable citizens embody the 
very best of this nation’s values through their 
service to our community and exemplary per- 
formance in healthcare practice. 

The Ladies Board of Inova Loudoun Hos- 
pital has been “the heart and soul” of the hos- 
pital since 1912, when it was formed simulta- 
neously with Loudoun’s first healthcare center. 
Ever since, it has been raising money to sup- 
port the hospital in renovations and supplies, 
and has been consistently rated in the top one 
percent of patient satisfaction in the nation. 
Even more recently, the board gifted one mil- 
lion dollars toward the renovation at the Lees- 
burg campus, which was completed three 
years ago and continues to make important 
strides for the betterment of our Common- 
wealth. This is a clear testament to the out- 
standing work which is conducted by these ex- 
emplary individuals every day and they are 
deserving of recognition. 

Mr. Speaker, it brings me immense pride to 
recognize such a fine group, and | sincerely 
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hope that we all can live up to their tremen- 
dous example. | ask my colleagues to join me 
in congratulating the Ladies Board. | wish 
them good luck and hope that they continue to 
better the future of Loudoun’s exceptional 
healthcare. 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO EAGLE SCOUT 
JARED KAUFMAN 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Jared 
Kaufman of Council Bluffs, lowa for achieving 
the rank of Eagle Scout. Jared is a member of 
Boy Scout Troop 550 in Council Bluffs. 

The Eagle Scout designation is the highest 
advancement rank in scouting. Approximately 
five percent of Boy Scouts earn the Eagle 
Scout Award. The award is a performance- 
based achievement with high standards that 
have been well-maintained over the past cen- 
tury. 

To earn the Eagle Scout rank, a Boy Scout 
is obligated to pass specific tests that are or- 
ganized by requirements and merit badges, as 
well as completing an Eagle Project to benefit 
the community. Jared’s Eagle Project involved 
community service at Jennie Edmundson Hos- 
pital in Council Bluffs. Jared led a team of 
scouts who collected donations and built carts 
to hold entertainment supplies such as books, 
magazines, and puzzles for the patients con- 
fined to the hospital. The work ethic Jared has 
shown in his Eagle Project and every other 
project leading to his Eagle Scout rank speaks 
volumes of his commitment to serving a cause 
greater than himself and assisting his commu- 
nity. 

Mr. Speaker, the example set by Jared 
Kaufman and his supportive family dem- 
onstrates the rewards of hard work, dedica- 
tion, and perseverance. | am honored to rep- 
resent Jared and his family in the United 
States Congress. | know that all of my col- 
leagues in the U.S. House of Representatives 
join me in congratulating him on obtaining the 
Eagle Scout ranking, and | wish him continued 
success in his future education and career. 


EE 


HONORING MS. KATHERINE 
SCHACK FOR RECEIVING THE 
PRESIDENTIAL AWARD FOR EX- 
CELLENCE IN MATHEMATICS 
AND SCIENCE TEACHING 


HON. BLAINE LUETKEMEYER 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. LUETKEMEYER. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to honor a constituent of mine, Ms. 
Katherine Schack. She has been selected to 
receive the Presidential Award for Excellence 
in Mathematics and Science Teaching. This is 
a prestigious award that will be presented in 
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Washington, DC at the Daughters of the 
American Revolution Constitution Hall. In addi- 
tion to Ms. Schack having the opportunity to 
attend various recognition events and develop- 
ment activities, she will also receive a $10,000 
award from the National Science Foundation. 
A citation from President Obama will be pre- 
sented as well. Ms. Schack is one of only one 
hundred and eight teachers to receive this 
award for the 2014—2015 school year. 

Ms. Schack is receiving this award for her 
work at Lakeview Elementary where she 
taught 2nd Grade. During her twelve years as 
an educator, she has taught first and second 
grade in the Wentzville School District at 
Lakeview Elementary School. In 2014, Ms. 
Schack became the first K-8 Mathematics 
Coach/Content Lead in her district. 

The Presidential Awards for Excellence in 
Mathematics and Science Teaching was es- 
tablished by Congress in 1983. This award is 
the highest honor bestowed by the United 
States Government specifically for educators 
that teach mathematics and science. Since the 
establishment of the program, over 4,600 
teachers have been recognized for their con- 
tributions to their students and school districts. 

Ms. Schack has been involved in local dis- 
trict level committees throughout the years, in- 
cluding: Mathematics Curriculum Writing 
Team, Assessment Writing Team, and Cur- 
riculum Review Committee. During her years 
in the classroom setting, she served as a 
Singapore Math trainer which required serving 
the district's ten elementary schools. Most re- 
cently, this past year Ms. Schack took the lead 
in establishing and implementing the district's 
New Teacher Math Curriculum Training and 
Beyond Math In Focus Training. Currently as 
the K-8 Mathematics Coach/Content Lead, 
she works closely with teachers to increase 
student engagement, allow for problem solving 
within and beyond the classroom, and aid in 
creating a structure of learning in the class- 
room. 

| ask you to join me in recognizing Ms. 
Schack on her achievement and this honor of 
receiving the Presidential Award for Excel- 
lence in Mathematics and Science Teaching. 


EEE 


HONORING THE LIFE OF 
RUBY WILSON 


HON. STEVE COHEN 


OF TENNESSEE 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor the life of Ruby Wilson, a legendary 
Memphis Blues singer who was known as the 
“Queen of Beale Street” and was beloved not 
only by the city of Memphis but by fans all 
over the world. Ruby Wilson was born in 1948 
in Fort Worth, Texas before making Memphis, 
Tennessee her home in 1972. Over time, 
Ruby became one of the greatest ambas- 
sadors for Memphis and Blues music alike. 

Ruby’s passion for singing began early as a 
child in Texas singing in her church choir, 
which was directed by her mother. Through 
the choir, Ruby performed with notable gospel 
singers Rosetta Tharpe, The Blind Boys of 
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Alabama and Reverend James Cleveland. At 
age 15, Ruby accepted renowned gospel sing- 
er Shirley Ceasar’s invitation to sing backup 
during a summer tour. 

During this same time in her youth, Ruby 
learned her love of the Blues from her father, 
who was an associate of famed guitarist and 
blues singer Freddie King. It was time spent 
with her father listening to Muddy Waters and 
other Blues musicians on the radio that influ- 
enced her future music career. This included 
listening to Memphis Blues legend B.B. King, 
whom she met in Texas at age 14. They 
formed a friendship that lasted his lifetime. It 
was then that B.B. King named Ruby his god- 
daughter, six years before she would sing with 
him for the first time. 

By 1972, Ruby had lived and worked in Chi- 
cago singing gospel and directing church 
choirs, and had returned to Texas to sing jazz. 
She was touring by then and had, on occa- 
sions, performed in Memphis, where she met 
Stax Records songwriter, recording artist and 
producer Isaac Hayes, who suggested she 
move there. After relocating to Memphis, Ruby 
taught kindergarten for eight years while build- 
ing her music career on the nightclub stages 
of Beale Street and surrounding venues, in- 
cluding Club Handy, Rum Boogie Café, Club 
Royale, Mallard’s, Alfred’s, Silky ’O Sullivan’s, 
The Blues Room, In The Alley on Beale, 
Neil’s, Bosco’s, 50/50 Tower, The Spot, The 
Other Place, Beale Street Blues Club, Elvis 
Presley's (on Beale), and the New Daisy and 
Old Daisy Theaters. Ruby was also a regular 
performer at B.B. King’s Blues Club and its 
upstairs restaurant, Itta Bena. 

Ruby enjoyed new experiences and per- 
forming in new venues across the globe. 
Throughout her career, Ruby performed in 
Asia, Europe and New Zealand for audiences 
that included British and Monégasque royalty. 
She also performed for U.S. President Bill 
Clinton and Vice President Al Gore, and she 
was a featured performer at the New Orleans 
Jazz & Heritage Festival in 2008, 2011 and 
2012. In addition to touring, Ruby Wilson re- 
corded 10 albums and worked alongside Ray 
Charles, the Four Tops, Willie Nelson, Isaac 
Hayes, Al Green’s Full Gospel Tabernacle 
Choir in Memphis and countless others. She 
also appeared in over 10 major films, including 
The Firm (1993), The Client (1994), The Peo- 
ple vs. Larry Flynt (1996), Black Snake Moan 
(2006), and Delta Rising: A Blues Documen- 
tary (2008). 

Ruby was the recipient of numerous awards 
and recognitions. She earned the title “Queen 
of Beale Street” in 1992 and has received the 
“Authentic Beale Street Musician Award,” the 
“Memphis Sound Award for Best Entertainer,” 
the “Blues Ball Award: Special Achievement,” 
the “Willie Mitchell Jus Blues Award,” and the 
“W.C. Handy Heritage Awards: Lifetime 
Achievement.” Ruby also received the St. 
Jude Children’s Hospital “Supporter Award,” 
the “Networking for Memphis Community 
Service Award,” and the “Arc of the Mid-South 
Community Leader Award.” She has been in- 
ducted into the African American Hall of 
Fame, the Afro-American Walk of Fame at 
Lemoyne Owen College in Memphis and has 
a brass note in her honor on the Beale Street 
Walk of Fame. Ruby Wilson received acco- 
lades from critics and fans throughout her ca- 
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reer and she will always be remembered for 
her great voice and warm personality. 

For the city of Memphis, Ruby Wilson was 
more than just the Queen of Beale Street. She 
possessed a voice that was sought after by 
businesses and politicians for television com- 
mercials and radio ads because hers was a 
credible voice of endorsement. She recorded 
for small local businesses and | am forever 
grateful for the ads that she recorded for me 
and the support that she gave me. | am also 
thankful for the opportunity to have watched 
her perform many times in Memphis, including 
at her last benefit performance at B.B. King’s 
Blues Club on July 31st, less than two weeks 
before her passing. As always, she was beau- 
tiful and smiling while performing to a packed 
house as was befitting of her life, achieve- 
ments, contributions and memory. 

Ruby Wilson’s passing places her on the 
same level, if not higher, as many Memphis 
legendary geniuses that we’ve recently lost, 
including Elvis Presley’s guitarist Scott Moore, 
Stax Records and American Sound Studio 
producer Chip Moman, The Memphis Horns 
saxophone and trumpet players Andrew Love 
and Wayne Jackson, and Maurice White, 
founder of the multi-Grammy Award winning 
music group Earth, Wind and Fire. 

Ruby Wilson passed away on Friday, Au- 
gust 12, 2016 at 68 years of age. She is sur- 
vived by her daughters Shallisa Alexander and 
Stacey Ragston, her sons Keith and Kenneth 
Moseley, and 12 grandchildren and five great- 
grandchildren. Ruby Wilson had a unique and 
incredible voice that Memphis, Beale Street, 
the entire music community and all of her fans 
around the world will miss. Hers was a life 
well-lived. 


rE 


COMMEMORATING THE BEGINNING 
OF WORLD WAR II 


HON. TED POE 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the date 
was September 1, 1939. It was a date that 
would change the world forever. Nazi Ger- 
many, under Adolf Hitler, invaded Poland by 
air, land, and sea, igniting the Second World 
War and throwing the world into turmoil. Hitler 
used what is known as the “blitzkrieg strat- 
egy” to occupy Poland. He attacked the coun- 
try by air to destroy its infrastructure; mean- 
while, he directed a massive land and sea in- 
vasion to take the nation. Poland’s troops and 
military were unequipped to effectively fight 
the Germans, so consequently Poland quickly 
fell under the control of Germany and the So- 
viet Union. Hitler had hoped that Britain and 
France would tolerate the invasion like they 
had when Hitler invaded Sudetenland and 
Czechoslovakia. However, the invasion of Po- 
land was one invasion too many, and it signifi- 
cantly altered the course of history, launching 
the allied and axis powers into a full scale 
world war. 

Germany initially intended to invade Poland 
on August 26, not September 1. Hitler had 
signed a nonaggression pact with the Soviet 


September 7, 2016 


Union on August 23 to ensure that the USSR 
would not come to Poland’s aid, and within the 
treaty, Hitler and Stalin agreed to divide Po- 
land between them once conquered. However, 
Hitler made a last minute decision to postpone 
the attack because, on August 25, Britain 
signed the Polish-British Common Defense 
Pact, guaranteeing Poland military support if 
invaded. Hitler utilized false propaganda 
throughout the next few days in an attempt to 
justify Germany’s impending invasion of Po- 
land and to prevent Britain from coming to its 
aid. Hitler secretly attacked small installations 
inside Germany and framed it on Poland, at- 
tempting to pose as the victim instead of the 
aggressor. The propaganda failed, though, 
and both Britain and France entered the con- 
flict when Germany overtook Poland. 

The breakout of WWII, however, cannot be 
attributed to any single event, but rather an 
accumulation of issues that climaxed in a de- 
structive standoff between the Axis powers 
(Germany, Italy, Japan, Hungary, Romania, 
Slovakia, and Bulgaria) and the Allies (The 
United States, Great Britain, France and— 
later—the Soviet Union). The world had been 
anticipating war for a long time preceding 
Adolf Hitler's invasion of Poland. The global 
balance was unstable after World War | (ini- 
tially and ironically considered “the War to 
End All Wars”) and international tensions re- 
mained high. Germany especially was dealing 
with significant instability and neglect as a 
consequence of the First World War, and this 
national crisis led to the election of Adolf Hit- 
ler. Hitlers invasion on this day 77 years ago 
provoked Britain and France to declare war 
against the malicious power on September 3, 
1939, leading to a long and bloody inter- 
national conflict. 

For nearly two years, America attempted to 
remain out of the military conflict, calling itself 
a neutral power. However, on several occa- 
sions before entering the war, American mili- 
tary vessels (including USS Reuben James 
and USS Kearny) and British civilian vessel 
SS Athenia were attacked by German sub- 
marines, resulting in American military and ci- 
vilian casualties. The breaking point for the 
United States eventually occurred during the 
morning hours of December 7, 1941. It was a 
date that would live in infamy, as President 
Franklin Delano Roosevelt announced. Hun- 
dreds of Japanese fighter planes soared over 
Pearl Harbor, the American naval base near 
Honolulu, Hawaii, destroying a significant por- 
tion of our nation’s Pacific Fleet and taking 
thousands of American lives with it. This un- 
forgivable attack against the United States 
provoked Roosevelt and Congress to declare 
war on Japan on December 8, 1941. Subse- 
quently, Germany and Italy declared war on 
the United States, and America joined the Al- 
lied Powers’ fight against the Axis. In the end, 
we notably contributed to the extinguishment 
of Nazi Germany and the defeat of its allies. 

World War Il transformed the globe as the 
deadliest war in history. Over the course of 
the war, more than 72 million people lost their 
lives, leaving nations and families from all 
around the globe in deep despair. Out of the 
690 million people who fought in WWII, 16.1 
million were Americans; of those 16.1 million 
courageous soldiers, nearly 292,000 sacrificed 
their most precious possessions—their lives— 
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for the greater good of our nation and our 
world. The United States was left in grieving. 
Wives cried for their fallen husbands, sisters 
for their brothers, and mothers for their sons. 
These heroes honorably gave everything to 
fight one of the vilest brands of evil the world 
has ever seen. Thanks to our brave military 
and committed allies who fought in World War 
Il, the world is a better place. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. TAMMY DUCKWORTH 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Ms. DUCKWORTH. Mr. Speaker, on Sep- 
tember 6, 2016, on Roll Call Number 479 on 
the motion to suspend the rules and pass H.R. 
5578, Survivors’ Bill of Rights Act of 2016, | 
am not recorded. Had | been present, | would 
have voted YEA on the motion to suspend the 
rules and pass H.R. 5578. 

On September 6, 2016, on Roll Call Number 
480 on the motion to suspend the rules and 
pass H.R. 3881, Cooperative Management of 
Mineral Rights Act of 2016, | am not recorded. 
Had | been present, | would have voted YEA 
on the motion to suspend the rules and pass 
H.R. 3881. 


ee 


THE GROWING CRISIS IN SOUTH 
SUDAN 


HON. CHRISTOPHER H. SMITH 


OF NEW JERSEY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, on 
April 27 of this year, the subcommittee | chair 
held a hearing on South Sudan’s prospects for 
peace. An accord that appeared to finally end 
the civil war that broke out in December 2013 
was reluctantly signed by both the Govern- 
ment of South Sudan and the Sudan People’s 
Liberation Movement—In Opposition in August 
2015. Perhaps too much was read into the 
signing of that agreement and not enough into 
the continuing criticism of the accords by both 
sides. 

Peace was never fully established in South 
Sudan as a result of the August 2015 agree- 
ment. In fact, fighting spread to areas that had 
not previously seen armed conflict. An esti- 
mated 50,000 South Sudanese have been 
killed since December 2013, more than 2.5 
million have been displaced, and 4.8 million 
face severe hunger. According to the UN Mis- 
sion in the Republic of South Sudan, or 
UNMISS, “gross violations of human rights 
and serious violations of humanitarian law 
have occurred on a massive scale.” 

South Sudanese women have long reported 
cases of sexual assault by armed forces 
throughout the country—sometimes in sight of 
UNMISS bases. This past July, between 80- 
100 armed soldiers broke into the Terrain 
apartment compound, which houses aid work- 
ers and international organization staff, and for 
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several hours, they sexually assaulted women, 
beat residents, murdered one South Sudanese 
journalist and looted the facility. 

UNMISS did not respond to the desperate 
calls for help from residents, even though their 
own personnel lived in the Terrain compound, 
and UNMISS officials say the various compo- 
nents of UNMISS didn’t respond to orders to 
mobilize from within the organization. 

UN peacekeepers were minutes away but 
refused to intervene despite being asked and 
having a robust legal mandate to do so. A 
contingent of the South Sudanese military ulti- 
mately rescued the victims from other ram- 
paging troops. The investigation by the South 
Sudanese government is scheduled to be 
completed within days, and there must be 
consequences for those found guilty. The rap- 
idly deteriorating security and the increasingly 
dire humanitarian situation led me to under- 
take an emergency mission to South Sudan 
two weeks ago along with Staff Director Greg 
Simpkins. 

| have known Salva Kiir since he became 
First Vice President in the Government of the 
Republic of Sudan in 2005—as a matter of 
fact | met him in Khartoum only weeks after 
he assumed that office—and | hoped my visit 
might convey to him the outrage over the mur- 
der, rape, sexual assault, attack on aid work- 
ers, and the precarious situation his govern- 
ment faces. South Sudan is at a tipping point. 
The United Nations will likely take up a meas- 
ure to impose an international arms embargo 
on South Sudan this month. The International 
Monetary Fund has strongly recommended a 
mechanism for financial transparency and 
meets next month, likely expecting a response 
from South Sudan. Meanwhile the House and 
Senate both have measures that contain an 
arms embargo and other sanctions. 

In Juba, we met with President Kiir, his De- 
fense Minister Kuol Manyang Juuk and the top 
members of the general staff, including Chief 
of General Staff Paul Malong, considered by 
many to be a major power behind the scenes. 
| emphasized to them that the widespread 
rape and sexual exploitation and abuse by sol- 
diers must stop now, and that perpetrators of 
these despicable crimes must be prosecuted. 
In response, both President Kiir and Defense 
Minister Jook agreed to produce a ‘zero toler- 
ance’ presidential decree against rape and 
sexual exploitation and abuse by all armed 
forces. Such a decree not only informs per- 
petrators that they will be punished for their 
actions, but it places the government on the 
line to enforce such a decree. 

The UN High Commissioner for Human 
Rights has previously described the South 
Sudan government's efforts to hold perpetra- 
tors of abuses accountable as “few and inad- 
equate.” That must change. 

President Kiir also gave us a copy of a 
presidential order forming a commission to in- 
vestigate the incident at the Terrain com- 
pound. The result of that investigation is due 
any day now. There are four military officers 
and one civilian in custody for looting the Ter- 
rain compound, but no one has been arrested 
for the sexual assaults, beatings or the public 
murder of the South Sudanese journalist. 

One of the victims of sexual assault at Ter- 
rain is from my congressional district. After re- 
laying horrible details of the sexual assault by 


12007 


two soldiers, she gave us the name of the sol- 
dier who “rescued” her and who might be able 
to provide information that could be used to 
find and prosecute those who attacked her at 
the Terrain compound. 

There are about 20,000 humanitarian aid 
workers in South Sudan—2,000 of whom are 
from the United States and other foreign coun- 
tries. If there is not greater security for these 
humanitarian personnel and supplies, vital as- 
sistance will diminish at the time it is needed 
most. 

The exploitation of children as child soldiers 
must stop as well. According to UNICEF, 
16,000 child soldiers have been recruited by 
all sides since civil war began in December 
2013. Moreover, this years US State Depart- 
ment Trafficking in Persons Report gave 
South Sudan a failing grade—Tier 3—in part 
because of child soldiers. 

South Sudan faces the possibility of a UN 
arms embargo and other sanctions. A new 
4,000 Regional Protection Force—designed to 
augment the over 13,000 UN uniformed 
peacekeepers—has already been approved by 
the UN Security Council. 

There is yet time for South Sudan to make 
its pivot to peace and good governance by 
faithfully implementing the comprehensive 
peace accord—including and especially the 
establishment of a Hybrid Court—signed one 
year ago but time is running out. 

The governments of the three guarantors of 
South Sudan’s peace—the United States, the 
United Kingdom and Norway—all have ex- 
pressed their disgust with the South Sudan 
government and its armed opposition for not 
adhering to the August 2015 peace agreement 
and providing to the extent it can for the secu- 
rity and well-being of its own people. However, 
expressions of disdain are not enough. 

This hearing | convened on South Sudan 
today was not only intended to examine culpa- 
bility for the current situation, but also to try to 
find solutions that will safeguard the future of 
one of the world’s newest nations and its citi- 
zens. As a guarantor of the peace, we can 
and should do no less. 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO TYPHANIE AND 
NICK MAHLSTADT 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Typhanie 
and Nick Mahlstadt of Indianola, lowa as hon- 
orees of the 2016 Angels in Adoption Award. 

Each year, the Congressional Coalition on 
Adoption Institute (CCAI) selects individuals, 
families or organizations who demonstrate a 
commitment to improving the lives of children 
in need of permanent, loving homes. Many 
have come away from this experience with a 
renewed commitment to serve the needs of 
the millions of children who are waiting for a 
loving family to call their own. 

| am proud that you are being welcomed 
into a select group of distinguished leaders 
who CCAI recognizes as 2016 Angels in 
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Adoption honorees. Your tireless dedication to 
children sets you apart as a shining example 
in Indianola, across lowa and throughout the 
United States, earning you well-deserved rec- 
ognition as extraordinary individuals and quite 
worthy of this award. 

Mr. Speaker, it is an honor to represent 
Typhanie and Nick Mahlstadt in the United 
States Congress and it is with great pride that 
| recognize them today. | ask that my col- 
leagues in the United States House of Rep- 
resentatives join me in congratulating the 
Mahlstadt family as they receive this honor 
and wish them nothing but the best in their 
lives and the lives of children everywhere. 


Ee 


IN RECOGNITION OF INOVA 
LOUDOUN EMERGERCY DEPART- 
MENT EXPANSION 


HON. BARBARA COMSTOCK 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 7, 2016 


Mrs. COMSTOCK. Mr. Speaker, | rise to 
recognize Inova Loudoun’s brick breaking 
ceremony for the emergency department ex- 
pansion, taking place on September 7th, 2016. 
Since 1912, Inova Loudoun’s healthcare pro- 
fessionals have worked to provide their pa- 
tients with the best care and treatments to 
continue saving lives. Not only does Inova 
Loudoun provide a crucial service for its com- 
munity, but the hospital uses state-of-the-art 
technology to give their doctors the tools they 
need to treat their patients. This is an impor- 
tant milestone for this wonderful hospital. 

One of the foundations of modern society is 
the ability of all people to have access to qual- 
ity emergency care. The mission of Inova 
Loudoun, providing top-notch medical serv- 
ices, has given residents in Virginia peace of 
mind, knowing that some of the country’s best 
medical care is right around the corner. 
Through its stellar work, Inova Loudoun has 
proven that it ranks among the best hospitals 
in the country. 

Over the years, this hospital has bettered 
the lives of countless Americans, not only 
through its emergency services, but also 
through its mobile health screenings and edu- 
cation initiatives. Its outstanding work has 
earned it many accolades and awards. Inova 
Loudoun has continued to provide a valuable 
service to communities and their families. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask that my colleagues join 
me in congratulating Inova Loudoun on its 
brick breaking ceremony of the emergency de- 
partment expansion. | wish this hospital all the 
best for its promising future. 


EEE 


SENATE COMMITTEE MEETINGS 


Title IV of Senate Resolution 4, 
agreed to by the Senate of February 4, 
1977, calls for establishment of a sys- 
tem for a computerized schedule of all 
meetings and hearings of Senate com- 
mittees, subcommittees, joint commit- 
tees, and committees of conference. 
This title requires all such committees 
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to notify the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest—designated by the Rules Com- 
mittee—of the time, place and purpose 
of the meetings, when scheduled and 
any cancellations or changes in the 
meetings as they occur. 


As an additional procedure along 
with the computerization of this infor- 
mation, the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest will prepare this information for 
printing in the Extensions of Remarks 
section of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
on Monday and Wednesday of each 
week. 


Meetings scheduled for Thursday, 
September 8, 2016 may be found in the 
Daily Digest of today’s RECORD. 


MEETINGS SCHEDULED 


SEPTEMBER 12 
5 p.m. 
Committee on Foreign Relations 
To receive a closed briefing on the failed 
coup in Turkey and the future of 
United States-Turkish cooperation. 
SVC-217 


SEPTEMBER 13 
9:30 a.m. 
Committee on Armed Services 
To hold hearings to examine encryption 
and cyber matters; with the possibility 
of a closed session in SVC-217, fol- 
lowing the open session. 


SH-216 
10 a.m. 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry 


Business meeting to consider H.R. 2647, 
to expedite under the National Envi- 
ronmental Policy Act of 1969 and im- 
prove forest management activities on 
National Forest System lands, on pub- 
lic lands under the jurisdiction of the 
Bureau of Land Management, and on 
tribal lands to return resilience to 
overgrown, fire-prone forested lands. 

SR-328A 


Committee on Foreign Relations 
To hold hearings to examine Brexit, fo- 
cusing on United States interests in 
the United Kingdom and Europe. 
SD-419 


10:30 a.m. 
Committee on Banking, 
Urban Affairs 
To hold hearings to examine the Na- 
tional Flood Insurance Program, focus- 
ing on reviewing the recommendations 
of the Technical Mapping Advisory 
Council’s 2015 Annual Report. 


Housing, and 


SD-538 
2:30 p.m. 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation 


Subcommittee on Consumer Protection, 
Product Safety, Insurance, and Data 
Security 

To hold hearings to examine an original 
bill entitled, ‘‘Better Online Ticket 
Sales Act of 2016’’. 

SR-253 
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SEPTEMBER 14 
10 a.m. 
Committee on the Judiciary 
Subcommittee on Oversight, Agency Ac- 
tion, Federal Rights and Federal 
Courts 
To hold hearings to examine protecting 
Internet freedom, focusing on the im- 
plications of ending United States 
oversight of the Internet. 
SD-226 


10:30 a.m. 

Committee on Banking, 
Urban Affairs 

Subcommittee on National Security and 
International Trade and Finance 

To hold hearings to examine terror fi- 

nancing risks of America’s $400 million 
cash payment to Iran. 


Housing, and 


SD-538 


2:15 p.m. 
Committee on Foreign Relations 
To hold hearings to examine North At- 
lantic Treaty Organization expansion, 
focusing on the accession of Monte- 
negro. 
SD-419 


Committee on Indian Affairs 
To hold hearings to examine S. 2636, to 
amend the Act of June 18, 1934, to re- 
quire mandatory approval of applica- 
tions for land to be taken into trust if 
the land is wholly within a reservation, 
S. 3216, to repeal the Act entitled ‘‘An 
Act to confer jurisdiction on the State 
of Iowa over offenses committed by or 
against Indians on the Sac and Fox In- 
dian Reservation’’, S. 3222, to authorize 
the Secretary of the Interior to assess 
sanitation and safety conditions at Bu- 
reau of Indian Affairs facilities that 
were constructed to provide treaty 
tribes access to traditional fishing 
grounds and expend funds on construc- 
tion of facilities and structures to im- 
prove those conditions, and an original 


bill entitled, ‘“‘The Hualapai Tribe 
Water Rights Settlement Act of 2016”. 
SD-628 

2:30 p.m. 


Committee on Appropriations 
Subcommittee on Energy and Water Devel- 
opment 
To hold hearings to examine the future 
of nuclear power. 
SD-138 


Committee on the Budget 
To hold an oversight hearing to examine 
the Congressional Budget Office. 
SD-608 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs 
To hold hearings to examine the future 
of the Department of Veterans Affairs, 
focusing on examining the Commission 
on Care report and the VA’s response. 
SR-418 
Special Committee on Aging 
To hold hearings to examine maximizing 
Social Security benefits. 


SD-562 
SEPTEMBER 15 
10 a.m. 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation 


To hold an oversight hearing to examine 
the Federal Communications Commis- 
sion. 

SR-253 
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Committee on Homeland Security and 10:30 a.m. 2:15 p.m. 
Governmental Affairs Committee on Small Business and Entre- Committee on Foreign Relations 
To hold hearings to examine the state of preneurship To hold hearings to examine reviewing 
health insurance markets. To hold hearings to examine the Federal the civil nuclear agreement with Nor- 
SD-342 response and resources for Louisiana way. 
flood victims. SD-419 


SR-428A 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Thursday, September 8, 2016 


The House met at 10 a.m. and was 
called to order by the Speaker pro tem- 
pore (Mr. FLEISCHMANN). 


a 


DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
September 8, 2016. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable CHARLES J. 
FLEISCHMANN to act as Speaker pro tempore 
on this day. 

PAUL D. RYAN, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


EE 


MORNING-HOUR DEBATE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the order of the House of Janu- 
ary 5, 2016, the Chair will now recog- 
nize Members from lists submitted by 
the majority and minority leaders for 
morning-hour debate. 

The Chair will alternate recognition 
between the parties, with each party 
limited to 1 hour and each Member 
other than the majority and minority 
leaders and the minority whip limited 
to 5 minutes, but in no event shall de- 
bate continue beyond 11:50 a.m. 


a 


PAUSE AND REFLECT 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
New Jersey (Mr. LANCE) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. LANCE. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today as we approach the somber anni- 
versary of the attacks of September 11, 
2001, to honor the memory of the inno- 
cent people who perished on that ter- 
rible day and extend our continued 
prayers and sympathy to their loved 
ones. 

For 15 years, I have stood at 
firehouses and schools, churches and 
veterans halls, and heard the stories of 
bravery and heroism from that morn- 
ing that forever changed America. New 
Jersey lost more than 700 residents in 
the attacks, 81 of them from commu- 
nities I represent here in Congress. 

Each personal story is remarkable in 
its own way, offering a different mem- 
ory or perspective on the events of Sep- 
tember 11. In hearing stories from that 
day, Americans relive that morning, 
recalling where they were when they 
heard the news of the planes that 
struck the World Trade Center, the 
sickening realization that our Nation 
was under attack, and the tremendous 
heroism and self-sacrifice of so many 


in New York, at the Pentagon, and on 
a plane over Shanksville, Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Many of these stories are not new but 
need to be retold as a younger genera- 
tion comes of age, that their neigh- 
bors—innocent people in their commu- 
nities—were targeted in an act of war 
upon this Nation, and from such hei- 
nous acts came brave first responders, 
courageously initiating rescues, know- 
ing their lives were in great danger, 
friends and coworkers helping each 
other to safety, and many young Amer- 
icans who then answered a call to serv- 
ice to protect and defend the United 
States. 

It is our duty to instill in the genera- 
tions that follow respect and honor for 
the lives lost that terrible day and the 
lives lost in defense of our Nation in 
the years that have followed. It is our 
duty here in Congress to protect this 
Nation, to provide for the common de- 
fense, and vividly to recall the pain of 
a wounded Nation so that we be aware 
always of what it takes to keep this 
Nation safe and free. 

The lives lost in the ensuing battles 
abroad have continued to try the foun- 
dation of our will. We have proven 
steadfast in the commitment to our 
values. Our freedom and liberty have 
been protected by brave men and 
women who selflessly answered the call 
of service by volunteering for military 
service. 

No matter the challenges we face, we 
must remember that our Nation is 
truly blessed. I ask all Americans 
today to pause and reflect on the trag- 
edy of September 11, 2001. Please pray 
for the victims and honor their mem- 
ory. Please pay tribute to the men and 
women who serve and defend us today 
against the dangers we still face. May 
God bless them, and may God continue 
to bless the United States of America. 


Ee 


CROWN POINT, INDIANA, GUN 
SHOW 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Tllinois (Mr. QUIGLEY) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker, ‘“‘Gun to 
the right, no gun to the left” was the 
greeting I heard as I entered the Indus- 
trial Arts Building in Crown Point, In- 
diana. On this particular sunny Sunday 
afternoon in July, the enormous build- 
ing was playing host to the Central In- 
diana Gun and Knife Show. 

The building, which sits on the Lake 
County Fairgrounds, plays host to gar- 
den shows, home improvement and 
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craft vendors; but on this date, the 90- 
year-old brick building was featuring 
products that were of an altogether dif- 
ferent nature. 

As they enter the gun show, visitors 
carrying weapons had to demonstrate 
to security that their guns were not 
loaded, while those not carrying could 
enter without screening. I paid my $5 
entry and was asked if I resided in Indi- 
ana. Being an Illinois resident, I an- 
swered no and received a hand stamp 
depicting me as out of State. 

At first glance, I saw kids hanging 
around vendors, munching on hot dogs. 
There were several hundred people in 
attendance by lunchtime, mostly 
White, middle-aged men, but a few 
women as well. Judging by the license 
plates in the parking lot, there were a 
healthy number of gun enthusiasts 
from my home State of Illinois in at- 
tendance. 

At most tables, you could hear the 
hagglers looking for a better deal or 
discussing options for their purchase. 
They would ask: Chrome-lined or stain- 
less steel barrel? What about a free- 
float rail? The possibilities seemed 
endless, as people wandered among doz- 
ens of tables. 

Sellers were offering everything from 
high-volume magazines and sophisti- 
cated scope systems to attachable bi- 
pods and customized stocks. Prices for 
assault weapons typically ranged from 
$600 to $2,500, including a bipod and two 
drum magazines, each capable of hold- 
ing 100 rounds. One dealer explained 
that the wide variation in pricing de- 
pended on the bells and whistles and 
the markup. 

Not every weapon was particularly 
pricey. One vendor, who seemed eager 
to reduce inventory, marked down one 
of his assault rifles to under $400. There 
were tables upon tables of handguns for 
sale, as well as a folding single-shot, 
.22-caliber rifle, small enough to fit in 
a backpack, for under $200. Still other 
vendors offered to help customize your 
purchase on the spot. You could choose 
from dozens of barrel lengths and 
styles to go with your choice in stocks 
and other components. 

There was plenty of ammo to go with 
any weapon you might purchase. De- 
pending on the caliber and ammunition 
type, prices started as low as $10 for a 
box of 50. Boxes of ammunition with a 
similar number of rounds for many as- 
sault rifles cost as little as $20. An- 
other dealer offered high-capacity, 50- 
round magazines for a gun show special 
of one for $20 or three for $55. 

There was a lot of gear aimed toward 
women as well, with pink, single-shot 


1407 is 2:07 p.m. 


Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor. 


September 8, 2016 


rifles, body armor tailored for women, 
and purses designed for concealed 
carry. Even local charities got on the 
scene, with an AR-15 being auctioned 
off to benefit the Marine Corps League. 
All you had to do to be included was 
buy a $1 raffle ticket and give your 
first name and phone number. 

It was a surreal atmosphere within 
the midst of recent tragedies. It made 
me wonder if those in attendance were 
either oblivious or all too aware of 
those heartbreaking headlines. The gun 
show returns this month to Crown 
Point, but given the number of deadly 
weapons already on the streets of my 
hometown of Chicago, I think I will 
wait for the next home improvement 
show before making a return trip. 


EE 


KILLING THE INNOCENTS IN 
SYRIA 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. KINZINGER) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois. Mr. 
Speaker, I want to tell you a story. 
There was a little boy named Ali 
Daqneesh, age 10, and his little brother 
is Omran. That is the boy you see in 
the photo here that was shared across 
the Internet, worldwide, 2 weeks ago. 

Ali was a really good big brother. He 
loved to play outside, and he was still 
at that age when kids really get to 
dream big and imagine their future. I 
can only imagine the life that Ali 
looked forward to. Maybe he wanted to 
be a police officer; maybe he wanted to 
be a teacher or a doctor. I really can’t 
say for certain because, tragically, his 
life was cut short by an airstrike. 

Ali’s death is an all-too-common fate 
for many of Syria’s men, women, and 
children. These are the people who 
have lost their chance at life from the 
brutality of Bashar al-Assad and Vladi- 
mir Putin. 

Of the over 500,000 dead Syrians, 
more than 50,000 are Syrian children 
who have been killed since the evil dic- 
tator Bashar al-Assad turned against 
his own people in 2011. Yet, even as the 
world continues to be outraged over 
these atrocities and pictures of dazed 
and bloody Syrian children like Ali’s 
brother Omran, Assad and Russia and 
their Iranian backers are still barrel- 
bombing and launching chemical weap- 
ons against civilian targets. 

On a daily basis, we hear that Syrian 
and Russian fighter planes have 
launched attacks on medical facilities 
and hospitals across the country. When 
these facilities are bombed, it is the 
children who suffer. In fact, the re- 
gime’s belief is don’t target, nec- 
essarily, military assets because, when 
you target innocent civilians, you in- 
flict more collective pain on the popu- 
lation of Syria; and in Assad’s esti- 
mation, that brings the war closer to 
an end. 

At the end of July, a maternity hos- 
pital in Idlib was bombed. A recent 
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story in The New Yorker highlighted 
the horror that comes with these 
bombings. In Aleppo, newborns in incu- 
bators suffocated to death because a 
Syrian or Russian airstrike cut off 
power to a hospital. Who is doing this? 
And why? 

Bashar al-Assad continued the legacy 
of brutality against his people from his 
father—his father, who had one goal, 
and that was to keep power. Power is a 
crazy motivator for some people. The 
people of Syria, in 2011, decided they 
wanted some freedom, as is humanity’s 
right, and they stood up and protested 
peacefully against Assad. 

What did Assad do? Did he respond by 
saying: Well, let’s talk and maybe find 
a way to have an outlet for your inter- 
ests or your concerns? No. Assad rolled 
the tanks. Assad said he would kill his 
opposition. And what ensued after that 
was the incubation of a group we know 
today as ISIS, the opening of a civil 
war in Syria that is now spreading all 
over the Middle East, a massive ref- 
ugee crisis around the world. 

I hear some people in political con- 
versations today express admiration 
for Vladimir Putin. They express admi- 
ration for Vladimir Putin’s strength, 
as if oppressing and killing people is 
something to be proud of. That doesn’t 
show strength. That shows weakness. 

Mr. Speaker, Vladimir Putin and 
Russia are tearing Europe apart. Vladi- 
mir Putin and Russia are delivering 
bombs on medical facilities and on 
children in Syria. They are no ally of 
ours. Sometimes the enemy of our 
enemy is still our enemy. 

Mr. Speaker, I hear people sometimes 
say that dictatorships work in the Mid- 
dle East. Sometimes they say that this 
introduction of freedom has somehow 
been terrible for people who just aren’t 
ready for it. I agree. The introduction 
of freedom to a society that is not used 
to it can sometimes be very messy, and 
sometimes in the course of looking 
back over 20 years of history we see the 
success. That happened in our own 
founding. We went through the Civil 
War. We went through a bloody Revo- 
lution. We went through a time where 
we kept an entire race in chains. But, 
Mr. Speaker, when people say that dic- 
tatorships work, no, they don’t. 

This kid, I always wonder what is 
going through his mind. Probably not 
much because he was stunned at the 
bomb that landed on his house and 
killed his brother. 


EE 
1015 


FUND THE ZIKA EMERGENCY 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. PRICE) for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, we often hear from constitu- 
ents who are frustrated by Congress’ 
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failure to act on many of the most 
pressing issues facing our country. 

Seven weeks ago, as if we were deter- 
mined to confirm this indictment, Con- 
gress adjourned for summer recess with 
a long list of critical unfinished busi- 
ness. We came nowhere near finishing 
our appropriations bills, leaving open 
the question of whether we can even 
keep the government open past Sep- 
tember 30. We failed to pass the most 
rudimentary gun violence measures, 
leaving the tragedies of San 
Bernardino and Orlando unaddressed. 

And then there was Zika, perhaps the 
most incredible failure of all. With an 
epidemic bearing down on us—an epi- 
demic with disastrous human con- 
sequences, but with a prescribed course 
of action that could do much to pre- 
vent and mitigate the catastrophe— 
still, Congress refused to act. 

Now we are back in session, facing 
daily headlines about the dangers 
posed by Zika. The number of Zika 
travel-related cases in the continental 
U.S. is increasing, the number of preg- 
nant women infected is growing, and 
the number of babies being born—or 
worse, lost—with microcephaly or 
other Zika-related complications is ris- 
ing. Increasing numbers of mosquito- 
borne cases have been reported in Puer- 
to Rico and south Florida. I learned 
this week that five service members 
and retirees from Fort Bragg in North 
Carolina are being treated for Zika. 

It has been more than 6 months since 
the President requested an emergency 
supplemental appropriation of $1.9 bil- 
lion from Congress to fund Zika pre- 
paredness, response, and prevention, as 
well as critical research. The request 
was carefully and comprehensively 
documented and justified. 

In the meantime, our local, State, 
and Federal public health agencies and 
authorities have continued to shift 
funds and reorder priorities in an at- 
tempt to get a handle on this public 
health emergency. Indeed, our own uni- 
versities and other research centers 
have been shifting money around for 
months, as I learned at a conference I 
helped organize in North Carolina on 
June 7. 

Researchers testified there as to the 
great promise of the work they are 
doing, but also as to the great efforts 
they have been required to make, in 
the face of inadequate and uncertain 
funding, to ensure that the work con- 
tinues. I left that conference impressed 
and encouraged by the work that was 
going on. But I also left chagrined and 
angered at the way Congress, under Re- 
publican leadership, with no serious at- 
tempt at bipartisan cooperation, is let- 
ting these dedicated researchers and 
the entire country down. 

The House and Senate Republican 
conference report contains only $1.1 
billion of the requested funds, but the 
larger problem is that it robs other 
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critical public health priorities—nota- 
bly, Ebola, but also disaster prepared- 
ness—in order to satisfy Republican 
budget ideologues. 

Adding insult to injury, the Repub- 
lican conference report also includes 
several misguided and dangerous policy 
riders. These poison pills would se- 
verely limit access to contraceptives in 
Puerto Rico, where thousands of cases 
of Zika have been recorded. It would 
take yet another shot at Planned Par- 
enthood and would roll back certain 
clean water regulations, ostensibly to 
allow for the increased spraying of pes- 
ticides. 

I recently met with Director An- 
thony S. Fauci of the National Insti- 
tute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases, 
who explained the incredible lengths to 
which NIH and CDC have gone in order 
to protect the health of the American 
people. They have desperately cobbled 
together a budget, most recently tak- 
ing money even from vital research 
into cancer, Alzheimer’s, heart disease, 
and other diseases. Despite such ex- 
traordinary efforts, the CDC and NIH 
will run out of money after October 1. 

Mr. Speaker, it is imperative that we 
honor the President’s request of $1.9 
billion in a bill free of destructive off- 
sets and ideological riders. It is crucial 
that Congress take action for the preg- 
nant women in their first trimesters 
who are scared to leave their homes; 
for the children born with a range of 
disabilities, of which microcephaly is 
only the worst; for the service men and 
women stationed across the globe who 
are at particular risk; and for the 25 
percent of Puerto Rico’s population 
who will potentially contract this dis- 
ease. 

We can and we must as a country do 
better than this. Let’s do the right 
thing for our constituents, our coun- 
try, and for the rest of the world by fi- 
nally funding this public health emer- 
gency. We have long since run out of 
excuses. We can wait no longer. 


Ee 


OBAMA ADMINISTRATION’S WAR 
ON POLICE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Alabama (Mr. BROOKS) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BROOKS of Alabama. Mr. Speak- 
er, never has an American President 
been so willing to shoot first and ask 
questions later when a police officer 
uses deadly force in self-defense or to 
protect innocent lives. Never in Amer- 
ican history has a President’s legacy 
been a consistent disregard for the rule 
of law. 

Time after time, after police shoot- 
ings of African Americans, the Obama 
administration’s knee-jerk, racially di- 
visive strategy has been to paint a dis- 
turbingly false image of racial bias in 
police shootings that conflicts with a 
recent 2016 Harvard University study 
that found that police are 24 percent 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


less likely to fire upon African Ameri- 
cans than Caucasian Americans. 

For emphasis, let me repeat that. A 
2016 Harvard University study by Afri- 
can American Professor Roland Fryer, 
Jr., found that police fire upon African 
Americans 24 percent less often than 
police fire upon Caucasian Americans. 

On July 7, well before the facts of 
two police shootings of African Ameri- 
cans were known, President Obama, 
again, stoked racial prejudice flames 
by claiming that ‘‘Black folks are more 
vulnerable to these kinds of incidents.”’ 
President Obama even defended subse- 
quent, sometimes violent, protests as 
rather benign ‘‘expressions of outrage.”’ 

Shortly after the Obama administra- 
tion attacked the motives of America’s 
law enforcement officers and, perhaps, 
helped inspire even more violence 
against police, a Dallas sniper gunned 
down five police officers and injured 
many others during a Black Lives Mat- 
ter protest. The shooter justified his 
murders by stating he was upset by po- 
lice shootings, referenced Black Lives 
Matter, and stated that he wanted to 
kill White people, especially White po- 
lice officers. 

Three days later, after these horrific 
murders of police officers, President 
Obama reiterated his politically moti- 
vated, racial division narrative by 
blaming the attacks, in part, on a ra- 
cial prejudice problem that police must 
fix because ‘‘that is what’s going to ul- 
timately help make the job of being a 
cop a lot safer.” 

Showing great hutzpah at the Dallas 
memorial ceremony for the slain offi- 
cers, Obama, again, publicly blamed 
police racial bias as a contributing 
cause of police assassinations. 

Mr. Speaker, when tearful Americans 
seek solace and unification, the Obama 
administration dishes out racism and 
antipolice profiling that helps inspire 
even more violence against police. 

The result of the Obama administra- 
tion’s politics of racial division and ha- 
tred? 

So far this year, as of September 2, 
firearms-related deaths of American 
law enforcement officers are up 56 per- 
cent. 

The Obama administration’s rela- 
tionship with police has deteriorated so 
badly that William Johnson, the execu- 
tive director of the National Associa- 
tion of Police Organizations, accuses 
Barack Obama of engaging in a ‘‘war 
on police,” adding that the Obama ad- 
ministration’s ‘‘continued appease- 
ments at the Federal level with the De- 
partment of Justice, their appeasement 
of violent criminals, their refusal to 
condemn movements like Black Lives 
Matter actively calling for the death of 
police officers, that type of thing, all 
the while blaming police for the prob- 
lems in this country, has led directly 
to the climate that has made Dallas 
possible.” 

Mr. Speaker, no one condones illegal 
shootings by police. Police who ille- 
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gally use excessive force should be, and 
are, prosecuted criminally and civilly 
to the fullest extent of the law. But the 
Obama administration repeatedly 
pours gasoline on an open fire, rushing 
to antipolice judgment before the facts 
are known, and justice had, thereby 
helping to incite murders and assas- 
sinations of American police who dedi- 
cate their lives to our protection. 

The solution, Mr. Speaker, is gener- 
ating more respect for law and order 
and those who enforce it. That solution 
is absent in Obama administration pro- 
nouncements. 

Mr. Speaker, I want the public to 
know that I stand with the rule of law. 
I stand with America’s brave police of- 
ficers who protect the rights and lives 
of all Americans. And I here and now 
publicly thank America’s law enforce- 
ment officers for risking their lives to 
protect law-abiding Americans from 
crime and anarchy. 


EE 
STUDENT LOAN DEBT 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Oregon (Ms. BONAMICI) for 5 minutes. 

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Speaker, when I 
traveled around northwest Oregon last 
month, from town hall meetings to the 
grocery store, I spoke with Oregonians 
about the challenges they are facing 
and what keeps them up at night. Time 
after time, the conversation turned to 
the cost of higher education. 

It is likely we have all spoken with 
parents trying to make ends meet who 
can’t save for their young children’s 
education and recent graduates who 
are worried about finding jobs that will 
cover their looming student loan pay- 
ments. But we also hear from too many 
people who are trying to balance their 
current student loan debt with child 
care, housing, and other expenses. 
Many are getting by, but 1 month of 
unexpected unemployment or illness 
could set them back years. Unfortu- 
nately, for too many, the threat of de- 
fault is already a reality. 

Currently, more than 8 million stu- 
dent loan borrowers are in default on 
their educational debt, and the number 
is growing. These are hardworking 
Americans—mothers, fathers, veterans, 
nurses, teachers, and young people— 
who are trying to improve their lives, 
but have been pulled into financial tur- 
moil. 

The 8 million people in default—a 
group, roughly, twice the size of Or- 
egon—are at risk of financial ruin. 
Their tax refunds and Social Security 
benefits may be withheld. Their wages 
can be garnished and they can face 
legal action. And with damaged credit, 
borrowing for a home, car, or business, 
or even renting an apartment can be an 
impossible task. 

What can Congress do for those who 
are struggling to make their student 
loan payments? 
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The answer is SIMPLE. 


Today I am pleased to introduce leg- 
islation with my friend and colleague 
from Pennsylvania, Congressman RYAN 
COSTELLO. Our bill, the Streamlining 
Income-Driven Manageable Payments 
on Loans for Education, or SIMPLE 
Act, makes it easier for millions of at- 
risk student loan borrowers to access 
protections that are already available 
under the law. 


Income-driven repayment plans allow 
borrowers to make loan payments that 
are based on how much they earn. So, 
in other words, what they can afford. 
As a result, they are much less likely 
than other borrowers to default on 
their debt. That is good for the bor- 
rower, their families, and local econo- 
mies. 


Unfortunately, too many at-risk bor- 
rowers don’t know about these plans or 
they are unable to navigate the com- 
plicated application for enrolling, so 
they don’t receive the benefit of lower 
payments. In fact, 70 percent of bor- 
rowers in default from the govern- 
ment’s largest student loan program, 
the Direct Loan program, would have 
qualified for lower payments. 


Even if borrowers enroll in income- 
driven repayment, they must complete 
a burdensome process to update infor- 
mation. In one study, more than half of 
the borrowers did not recertify their 
income on time. When this happens, a 
borrower’s payments can spike and 
suddenly push the borrower toward de- 
linquency and default. 


In short, the government makes it 
unnecessarily difficult for people who 
are weighed down by student debt to 
get the help the law already affords 
them. 


Our bipartisan SIMPLE Act stream- 
lines the process and removes barriers 
that prevent borrowers from benefiting 
from income-driven repayment. The 
bill uses borrowers’ existing income 
data to automatically provide at-risk 
borrowers on the verge of default with 
lower loan payments. The bill provides 
for automatic updates of borrowers’ in- 
come information each year, so they 
continue to pay what they can afford. 


As college costs continue to rise and 
more students leave school with in- 
creasing levels of debt, it is clear that 
this House needs to act to make higher 
education more affordable for every- 
one. The SIMPLE Act is part of that 
broader effort. It works by reaching at- 
risk borrowers, simplifying the process 
to get them into a plan with repay- 
ment based on income and helping 
them keep their payments affordable 
and avoid default. 


I thank Mr. COSTELLO for his partner- 
ship on this bill and urge all of my col- 
leagues to join us in supporting this 
legislation. 
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HONORING THE LIFE AND SERVICE 
OF DALLAS KNOX 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. JOLLY) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. JOLLY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to celebrate the life and legacy of an 
American patriot, a patriot who served 
his country with honor and distinction 
before passing away last month in a 
boating accident at only 35 years old. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to honor 
Chief Warrant Officer Dallas Knox of 
Treasure Island, Florida. Chief Knox 
faithfully served his country as a Black 
Hawk Medevac helicopter pilot in the 
U.S. Army and the Army Reserve. 
Chief Knox had multiple deployments, 
including tours in Afghanistan, Iraq, 
and Kosovo. Chief Knox also served as 
a Black Hawk instructor pilot. 

Having attended his memorial serv- 
ice, his colleagues each spoke that Dal- 
las was one of the most gifted pilots 
they ever served with, a man of brav- 
ery, valor, always thoughtful, and al- 
ways giving to others. 

The medals Knox earned for his serv- 
ice speak volumes about his dedication 
and his commitment to the country he 
so loved. Knox was awarded the Meri- 
torious Service Medal, the Army Com- 
mendation Medal, the Afghanistan 
Campaign Medal with Bronze Service 
Star, the Iraq Campaign Medal with 
Bronze Service Star, and the Global 
War on Terrorism Service Medal, 
among so many other awards. 

Described by his family as selfless, 
compassionate, loving, and full of life, 
Chief Knox is survived by his mother, 
Carol, his father, Richard, sister, 
Kirsten, as well as loving nieces and 
nephews. 

May God bless Chief Warrant Officer 
Dallas Knox, his family, and his 
friends; and may God bless the country 
Chief Knox so proudly fought for, the 
United States of America. 


— 


DISAPPOINTED BUT NOT 
DEFEATED 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Tllinois (Ms. KELLY) for 5 minutes. 

Ms. KELLY of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 
on July 14, I stood in this very spot to 
express my disappointment that my 
Republican colleagues and leadership 
showed both cowardice and callousness 
by failing to call up a single common- 
sense gun violence prevention measure 
before leaving town for 53 days. 

I rise today not just disappointed. In- 
stead, I am ashamed; I am appalled. 
Republicans adjourned for a historic 7- 
week recess from D.C. without ful- 
filling their duty to the American peo- 
ple, and, once again, our most vulner- 
able communities paid the price. 

I am disappointed, but I am not de- 
feated. So I rise today to remind my 
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colleagues of what 7 weeks of Repub- 
lican inaction looks like. 

In my district in Chicago, gun vio- 
lence claimed the lives of 90 people and 
injured 375 more in August alone. This 
Labor Day weekend, Chicago passed 500 
homicides for the year, the first time 
we have crossed this threshold in two 
decades. 

Outside of my district, 7 weeks of 
congressional inaction meant that 
more than 4,100 families lost a loved 
one to gun violence. In 2016, gun vio- 
lence has taken the lives of almost 
10,000 and wounded more than 20,000; 
10,000 people killed by guns in less than 
9 months—10,000. 

When will this number be high 
enough for us to take action? Who has 
to die for us to have the courage to 
pass commonsense gun legislation? 
Why does Democrats sitting in protest 
outrage Republicans, but 10,000 deaths 
merits no response? 

We have heard the majority threaten 
to admonish Democrats for speaking 
the truth, but 10,000 lives lost to guns 
gets nothing—no votes, and 7 weeks of 
inaction. 

In this D.C. bubble, it is easy to for- 
get that 10,000 isn’t just a number. 
They are 10,000 mothers, fathers, sons, 
and daughters. Behind each gun death 
is a family who once celebrated a life, 
but now mourns the loss of a loved one. 

Behind each gun death, there is a 
fearful mother now too afraid to let her 
children play outside. Behind each gun 
death, another small-business owner 
debates closing up shop for good. 

While it is no secret that gun vio- 
lence affects all communities across 
our Nation, it is our most underserved 
neighborhoods that are the most dev- 
astated. Congressional inaction allows 
the most vulnerable in our Nation to 
continue to suffer. 

So I urge my colleagues, let’s use 
this time in September wisely. Let’s 
work together and pass legislation that 
will reduce gun violence in our commu- 
nities. 

Iam not just talking about a need to 
pass commonsense measures that keeps 
guns out of the hands of those seeking 
to do harm. I am talking about a com- 
prehensive approach that addresses the 
root causes of this gun violence epi- 
demic. 

Too often we boil down this complex 
problem to talking points about com- 
prehensive background checks, closing 
loopholes, and improving mental 
health services when, in reality, it is 
also about economic opportunity, 
building trust between the community 
and law enforcement, as well as passing 
these commonsense gun violence pre- 
vention measures. 

In April, I launched the Urban 
Progress, or UP, Initiative to address 
these root causes of gun violence. UP 
partners with local community leaders, 
activists, business leaders, and elected 
officials to promote economic oppor- 
tunity, improve community policing, 
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and build on commonsense gun vio- 
lence prevention strategies. 

With the input from the UP Initia- 
tive partners and many of my col- 
leagues here in the House, I introduced 
the Urban Progress Act, a bill that 
would ensure that the Federal Govern- 
ment remains committed to reducing 
the gun violence ravaging our commu- 
nities. 

My bill would reinvest in our eco- 
nomically underserved communities, 
take steps to restore the vital trust be- 
tween law enforcement officers and the 
community, and would keep guns out 
of the hands of those seeking to do 
harm. 

Mr. Speaker, let’s talk about these 
issues in my bill. Let’s debate them. 
Let’s vote on them. I urge my col- 
leagues to listen to the American peo- 
ple. 

Lastly, I am outraged that anyone 
would accuse the President of starting 
any type of racial issue. The President 
has spoken about gun violence preven- 
tion and preventing cops from getting 
killed and preventing innocent people 
from getting killed also, so I am out- 
raged to hear these statements. 


EEE 
SUICIDE PREVENTION MONTH 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. MURPHY) for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, since September 1, the first 
day of National Suicide Prevention 
Month, 944 Americans have died by sui- 
cide, including 160 veterans. 

Since the passage of H.R. 2646, the 
mental health reform act, in the House 
of Representatives in July, 7,552 Ameri- 
cans have died from suicide, including 
1,280 veterans. 

I had the honor of meeting the par- 
ents of Sergeant Daniel Somers, who 
served bravely in Operation Iraqi Free- 
dom. On June 18, 2013, Daniel took his 
own life after suffering from PTSD and 
traumatic brain injury. His family is 
heartbroken. 

He left a letter for his family before 
he took his own life, and I would like 
to share his words. He wrote: 

I am sorry that it has come to this. The 
fact is, for as long as I can remember, my 
motivation for getting up every day has been 
so that you would not have to bury me. As 
things have continued to get worse, it has 
become clear that this alone is not a suffi- 
cient reason to carry on. 

The fact is I am not getting better, I am 
not going to get any better, and I will most 
certainly deteriorate further as time goes 
on. From a logical standpoint, it is better to 
simply end things quickly and let any reper- 
cussions from that play out in the short 
term than to drag things out into the long 
term. 

I really have been trying to hang on for 
more than a decade now. Each day has been 
a testament to the extent to which I cared, 
suffering unspeakable horror as quietly as 
possible so that you could feel as though I 
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was still here for you. In truth, I was nothing 
more than a prop, filling space so that my 
absence would not be noted. In truth, I have 
already been absent for a long, long time. 

My body has become nothing but a cage, a 
source of pain and constant problems... It 
is nothing short of torture. My mind is a 
wasteland, filled with visions of incredible 
horror, unceasing depression, and crippling 
anxiety. 

Is it any wonder then that the latest fig- 
ures show 22 veterans killing themselves 
each day? That is more veterans than chil- 
dren who were killed at Sandy Hook every 
single day. Where are the huge policy initia- 
tives? 

Well, Mr. Speaker, this is a letter 
that did not have to be written. I can’t 
even imagine the grief of the parents of 
Daniel, but I also know that they want 
to spare other parents the same kind of 
grief. 

I continue to practice psychology at 
Walter Reed National Military Medical 
Center at Bethesda. I work with vet- 
erans who, like Daniel, suffer from de- 
pression and PTSD and traumatic 
brain injury. I have seen firsthand 
that, with treatment, these soldiers 
can and do get better. 

When our brave men and women 
come home, they and their families de- 
serve better care. Yet we do not have 
enough crisis psychiatric hospital beds. 
Half the counties in America have no 
psychiatrists or no psychologists. And 
for every 1,000 people with an addiction 
disorder, only 6—only 6—get evidence- 
based care, and families are blocked 
from helping by a massive bureauc- 
racy. 

So we can read more sad letters like 
Daniel’s, or we can act. The House an- 
swered that call on July 6, 2016, when 
we passed, by a near-unanimous vote, 
H.R. 2646, the Helping Families in Men- 
tal Health Crisis Act. But it only 
works and it only gives help if it is 
signed into law. 

I don’t want any more moments of si- 
lence for Daniel or the thousands of 
other veterans or citizens who have 
died by suicide. We don’t need more 
moments of silence. We need times of 
action. Those moments of silence are a 
slap in the face to the mothers and fa- 
thers who struggle to get help for their 
sons and daughters. 

So I ask: How can the Senate even 
contemplate the talk of going home be- 
fore this is passed with this death toll 
climbing, even when they have the so- 
lution in their hands? 

Indecision and politics are overruling 
compassion and common sense. What 
about veterans like Daniel, for whom 
help never came? 

On behalf of those silenced voices, I 
call upon the Senate to take action and 
pass H.R. 2646 before they go home at 
the end of September. We must have 
treatment before tragedy. We must 
provide mental health support. After 
all, 90 percent of suicide deaths have a 
co-occurring mental illness. Otherwise, 
what will we tell those family members 
who find the next suicide note, that 


September 8, 2016 


when there was a chance to act, Con- 
gress went home? 

These veterans will never go home. 
These thousands of other people who 
commit suicide, nonveterans, will 
never go home again, and the Senate 
should not go home again in September 
without passing H.R. 2646. 

Remember, where there is help, there 
is hope. 


—— 


NATIONAL SUICIDE PREVENTION 
MONTH 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, it 
is a pleasure for me to follow my good 
friend, Dr. MURPHY, on the floor. I ap- 
preciate his tireless efforts in terms of 
mental health and of suicide preven- 
tion. I was pleased this week to intro- 
duce with him legislation to recognize 
September as National Suicide Preven- 
tion Month. 

We have this ritual of designating 
certain days, weeks, and months in 
honor of issues that can be momentous 
and sometimes arcane, but this one is 
existential. 

We are looking at a time of great di- 
vision not just in Congress but in 
American society. Suicide prevention 
ought to be a great unifier. We lose five 
lives every hour to a cause that is usu- 
ally treatable and often preventable. 
The nature of the suicide epidemic, 
which has been increasing every year 
for the last decade, has the power to 
unite and bring people together to 
make a difference. 

I applaud him for his work on the 
mental health legislation. I hope that 
we are all encouraged and emboldened, 
particularly as relates to our veterans, 
and his work there is commendable. 

We are losing a veteran almost every 
hour to suicide. It is also the second 
leading cause of death among young 
people ages 10 to 34, yet people who 
commit suicide almost always show 
symptoms that could be diagnosed and 
treated. 

In addition to the tragic disruption 
on individuals and families, it is esti- 
mated that suicide results in $44 billion 
in combined economic and work costs. 
It is a national crisis and a tragedy 
that has touched almost every family I 
know. 

The area of suicide prevention is one 
of shared passions that can contribute 
to solutions. For mental health profes- 
sionals, it is rich with possibilities. If 
you are concerned about gun violence, 
this is an area of opportunity. Those 
who attempt suicide with a firearm are 
successful about 85 percent of the time. 

Drug and alcohol abuse is a factor in 
many cases. Due to the underlying sub- 
stance abuse or issues, individual ac- 
tions can be clouded by the influence of 
drug or alcohol when suicide is at- 
tempted. 
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There is a role for each and every one 
of us to play as advocates, as individ- 
uals, for treatment and suicide preven- 
tion counseling, recovery, and to sup- 
port the grief of the family members 
left behind. 

Iam excited about the network of or- 
ganizations across the country, often 
with major volunteer input, who are 
making a difference. I visited one re- 
cently in my community, Lines for 
Life, that has volunteers manning 24- 
hour phone lines to help people in a 
time of crisis. 
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It is overseen by licensed clinicians. 
This one volunteer-driven organization 
handles nearly 55,000 calls per year, of- 
fering immediate assistance to people 
who want to overcome substance 
abuse, prevent suicide, and find treat- 
ment for happier, more productive 
lives. 

Mr. Speaker, I am hopeful that we 
will, in fact, designate September as 
Suicide Prevention Month, but that 
every month will be Suicide Preven- 
tion Month and that we will all rededi- 
cate ourselves to combating this epi- 
demic that touches lives in every one 
of our communities. 


EEE 
THE SIMPLE ACT 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. COSTELLO) for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today in support of the 
Streamlining Income-Driven, Manage- 
able Payments on Loans for Education 
Act or, more simply, the SIMPLE Act. 

I first want to thank Congresswoman 
SUZANNE BONAMICI for her leadership 
and hard work on this bill, which I am 
proud to introduce with her today. 

Education is an area where we should 
be focused on bipartisan solutions be- 
cause every Pennsylvanian—indeed, 
every American—deserves the oppor- 
tunity to succeed, and that path to suc- 
cess starts with an education. 

Many of my constituents have ex- 
pressed concerns about the cost of a 
college education, including making 
payments on their student loans after 
they graduate. The challenge of how to 
responsibly manage student debt 
makes this bill so important. 

The SIMPLE Act would assist mil- 
lions of Americans who carry student 
loan debt. For many young people, stu- 
dent loan debt is the first type of debt 
they incur, but it can leave them un- 
able to invest in their future, despite 
being employed and working hard. 

Consider that borrowers who miss 
payments may face lifelong ramifica- 
tions that make it more expensive and, 
in some cases, prohibitive to rent an 
apartment or purchase a home or a car. 

Our bill would assist borrowers on 
the verge of default by notifying them 
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of more affordable repayment plans. 
“The SIMPLE Act establishes proc- 
esses to automatically enroll severely 
delinquent borrowers in income-driven 
repayment plans with low monthly 
payments. The legislation also 
automates the annual process for up- 
dating income information while en- 
rolled in these plans, ensuring that 
borrowers continue to make affordable 
payments.”’ 

“This measure uses the information 
borrowers already have on file at the 
Internal Revenue Service to eliminate 
the obstacles to enrolling in an afford- 
able repayment plan and lets borrowers 
benefit from lower monthly pay- 
ments.” But even those enrolled in af- 
fordable repayment plans face the pa- 
perwork hassle of a complicated proc- 
ess of having to annually recertify 
their income to keep their low pay- 
ment. Failure to promptly recertify 
can, as I mentioned, result in substan- 
tial economic detriment. That is, 
again, why our legislation will respon- 
sibly relieve some of that burden by 
automatically updating a borrower’s 
income. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
bill. It will assist borrowers in getting 
back on track and, in turn, reduce the 
negative impact of a missed loan pay- 
ment. 

RECOGNIZING 95 YEARS OF EXEMPLARY SERVICE 
OF THE LIMERICK FIRE COMPANY 

Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to recognize 95 
years of exemplary service to the 14,000 
residents of Limerick Township, Mont- 
gomery County, by the Limerick 
Township Fire Company. 

Organized in 1921 and chartered in 
1927, its now 250 members and 35 active 
firefighters are doing a tremendous job 
in keeping Limerick Township safe, 
dedicating thousands of hours every 
year. 

I want to thank the company presi- 
dent, Tom Walters, and all the mem- 
bers of the Limerick Township Fire De- 
partment for the great work that they 
do. I wish them the very best for the 
next 95 years of service to the Limerick 
Township Fire Company and beyond. 


EE 


JULY’S VICTIMS OF GUN 
VIOLENCE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. SPEIER) for 5 minutes. 

Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Speaker, the minor- 
ity has for many months now begged 
and pleaded to have a bill come to this 
floor for a vote on gun violence preven- 
tion. We have even had a sit-in. But all 
that my colleagues on the other side of 
the aisle are willing to do is have mo- 
ments of silence and then be silent. 

The only moments of silence are for 
those names that are in the headlines. 
That is not good enough. All of the 
deaths matter, and all of the deaths 
from mass shootings in the month of 
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July deserve to be recognized by all of 
us. 
So as I have done each month since 
the beginning of this year, I will now 
read the names of all those who were 
killed in mass shootings in the month 
of July: 

Alex Freeman, 28, and Marcus Cal, 
also 28, were killed on July 4 in Chat- 
tanooga. 

Armando Cardona, 45, and Naome 
Innis, 35, were killed on July 4 in Phoe- 
nix. 

Charles Jackson, 28, Jamal Dataunte 
Dixon-Lackey, 26, and Daquarius Tuck- 
er, 19, were killed at a Fourth of July 
block party in Houston, Texas. 
Daquarius’ brother was also shot and 
killed this summer. Police said both 
brothers were innocent bystanders. 

Demetrius Grant, 39, was killed at a 
party on July 5in LA. 

Jeffrey Adams, 52, was killed by his 
neighbor on July 5 in Hiram, Georgia. 

Jennifer Rooney, 44, was killed by a 
mass shooter while driving on July 7 in 
Bristol, Tennessee. 

Five Dallas police officers—Brent 
Thompson, Patrick Zamarripa, Mi- 
chael Krol, Michael Smith, and Lorne 
Aherns—were killed in the line of duty 
on July 7 in Dallas, Texas. 

Domingo Rodriguez Rhines, 40, was 
killed in Shreveport, Louisiana. 

Joseph Zangaro, 61, and Ron Kienzle, 
60, both court bailiffs, were killed by 
an escaping suspect on July 11 in St. 
Joseph, Michigan. 

Jacara Sproaps, 388, and Maurice 
Partlow, 40, were killed by Jacara’s ex- 
boyfriend on July 13 in St. Louis, Mis- 
souri. Jacara was an elementary school 
principal beloved by the community. 

Eric Gaiter, 22, was killed July 14 in 
Akron, Ohio, while at a vigil for an- 
other gun violence victim. 

Three unidentified people were killed 
at a home in Crosby, Texas. 

Joseph Lamar, 38, Janell Renee 
Knight, 43, and Zachary David Thomp- 
son, 36, were killed by their friend on 
July 15 in Woodland, Washington. 

Miguel Bravo, 21, was killed when 
gunmen open-fired on the house party 
next door on July 16 in Bakersfield, 
California. 

Three police officers, Montrell Jack- 
son, 32, Matthew Gerald, 41, and Brad 
Garafola, 45, were killed in the line of 
duty on July 17 in Baton Rouge, Lou- 
isiana. 

Edward James Long, 49, was killed on 
July 17 in Houston, Texas, while stand- 
ing outside a Walgreens. 

Bobbie Odneal, III, 23, and Rickey 
McGowan, 25, were killed on July 23 at 
a nightclub in Cincinnati, Ohio. 

Erica Rodriguez, 21, her 3-year-old 
son, and Paula Nino, 20, were killed by 
Erica’s boyfriend on July 23 in Bastrop, 
Texas. 

Kalif Goens, 22, was killed by his 
brother on July 24 in a bar in Ham- 
ilton, Ohio. 

Sean Archilles, 14, and Stef’An 
Strawder, 18, were killed outside an 
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under-18 club on July 25 in Fort Myers, 
Florida. 

Denzel Childs, 25, and Kayana 
Armond, 34, were killed on July 28 ata 
block party in Chicago, Illinois. Jes- 
sica Williams, 16, witnessed the shoot- 
ing and suffered an asthma attack that 
killed her. 

Davon Harper, 23, was killed on July 
28 in Baltimore, Maryland. 

Anna Bui, Jake Long, and Jordan 
Ebner, all 19, were killed on July 30 in 
Washington when Anna’s ex-boyfriend 
showed up at the house party with an 
AR-15. 

Carole Comer, 71; her son, John 
Comer, 50; and her daughter, Rebecca 
Kelleher, 45, were killed by their hus- 
band and father on July 30 in Bridge- 
ton, Missouri. 

Takeeya Fulton, 39, and her children, 
Nuckeria and Corey, were killed by 
Takeeya’s boyfriend on July 31 in 
Miami-Dade County, Florida. 

A few words about my constituent, 
Teqnika Moultrie, 30, who was killed 
on July 31 in Austin, Texas. 

She was from San Carlos and worked 
as a school bus driver for Sequoia 
Union High School District. She was 
visiting with her wife’s family in Aus- 
tin when a gunman opened fire as she 
exited a doughnut shop. She died in her 
wife’s arms. They had only been mar- 
ried for 3 months. After her death, her 
wife said: We just wanted to live a nor- 
mal life, an everyday life and raise a 
family, be good moms and do it to- 
gether. Now we don’t get to do any- 
thing. 

So many of these people killed at 
parties, on the sidewalks, and in their 
homes by people who were supposed to 
love them don’t get to do any of that. 


Mr. Speaker, deaths matter. All 
deaths matter. 

Í LÁ 

ZIKA FUNDING 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 


Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. CURBELO) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CURBELO of Florida. Mr. Speak- 
er, I rise today to implore Congress to 
take action to fund Zika response ef- 
forts in South Florida, throughout the 
country, and all over the world. Seven 
months have passed since the adminis- 
tration made its initial request for $1.9 
billion to combat Zika, a request I sup- 
ported. 

As of September 7, the State of Flor- 
ida alone has seen 596 travel-related 
cases and 80 Zika infections involving 
pregnant women. Across the United 
States, thousands more have been in- 
fected with the virus. 

Mr. Speaker, Florida has been ground 
zero for Zika, and we are seeing first- 
hand the devastating impacts it has 
not only on public health but on our 
economy as well. 

Neighborhoods in Wynwood and 
Miami Beach and other communities 
across Florida are seeing decreased 
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tourist traffic, and some residents, es- 
pecially pregnant women, are fearful to 
venture outdoors. My wife and I know 
pregnant women who have moved away 
from South Florida to protect them- 
selves and their unborn babies from a 
potential Zika infection. 

Over the months of July and August, 
I met with the director of the Centers 
for Disease Control, Dr. Tom Fried- 
man, as well as other government offi- 
cials, including Senator RUBIO, Gov- 
ernor Scott, and my Florida colleagues 
from both parties to discuss the 
progress of the government’s response 
and the importance of funding these ef- 
forts long-term. 

It is imperative that Congress act on 
Zika legislation as soon as possible to 
provide the CDC and other agencies at 
the national, State, and local levels the 
tools they need to rid our neighbor- 
hoods of this disease. Combating Zika 
is not a Republican or Democrat initia- 
tive. It should be a national priority. 

The mosquitos carrying this disease 
will not discriminate between congres- 
sional lines or infect people from only 
certain States. All Members of Con- 
gress from both parties and across the 
country must appreciate the severity 
of inaction on passing Zika funding 
legislation. Let’s put politics aside and 
get this done for our communities and 
for all Americans. 

CONDEMNING AL-ASSAD’S BRUTALITY 

Mr. CURBELO of Florida. Mr. Speak- 
er, today I rise again to strongly con- 
demn Bashar al-Assad’s_ atrocities 
against the Syrian people. It has been 
reported that the government has, once 
again, unleashed barrel bombs with 
chlorine gas in Aleppo as the regime 
continues its brutal siege of that city. 
Victims of the attack suffered from 
breathing difficulties similar to the 
symptoms we have seen in the past 
when the government ignored inter- 
national law by assaulting innocent 
people with chemical weapons. 

This was the second recent chlorine 
attack that affected Syrians who have 
been cut off from aid and are unable to 
escape. In spite of repeated warnings, 
the Syrian Government continues to 
utilize barrel bombs filled with chem- 
ical weapons as a tool to remain in 
power. 

This continued disregard for human 
life and the well-being of Syrians un- 
derscores why Assad must go and not 
be allowed to take part in the political 
transition discussions or Syria’s fu- 
ture. The death and destruction in 
Syria is one of the greatest blemishes 
on human history. The entire world 
must do more to put an end to it. 

BACK TO SCHOOL 

Mr. CURBELO of Florida. Mr. Speak- 
er, the end of the summer marks the 
beginning of the school year and a 
fresh start for teachers, students, and 
families. As a father of two young stu- 
dents and as a former school board 
member from Miami-Dade County Pub- 
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lic Schools and now the husband of a 
teacher, I greatly cherish this time of 
year and the excitement that children 
feel while preparing to enter the next 
grade. 

Soon after classes started, I visited 
Redland Middle, a school in my district 
that has greatly benefited from my 
amendment to provide students learn- 
ing English an extra year to become 
proficient before test scores count 
against their teachers and schools. 
Like all students, English language 
learners must be counted without 
being counted out, and their teachers 
deserve our support. 

As a proud member of the Education 
and the Workforce Committee, ensur- 
ing young people the brightest future 
possible is a central focus of my work 
in Congress. I wish the students, par- 
ents, teachers, support staff, and fami- 
lies of Miami-Dade and the Florida 
Keys much success as this new school 
year gets underway. 


EE 


1100 


HONORING MS. TANGELA SEARS 


Mr. CURBELO of Florida. Mr. Speak- 
er, I rise today to honor Ms. Tangela 
Sears, a local activist who has spent 
decades serving the south Florida com- 
munity. She has been an outspoken 
leader on many topics, including gun 
violence and the need to protect young 
people in our community from these 
senseless crimes. She is a confident 
leader who stands up for her beliefs, 
and a fearless advocate who works to 
make south Florida a safer place to 
live. 

A year ago, Tangela’s son, David, 
died at the hands of gun violence, a 
tragedy she had worked her entire life 
to prevent. Though heartbroken, she 
used the memory of David as an oppor- 
tunity to continue spreading the mes- 
sage of nonviolence and justice more 
than ever before. 

I thank Ms. Sears for her years of 
service, advocacy, passion, and 
strength to make our community a 
better place for all, especially those 
who live in neighborhoods that have 
seen a troubling spike in violent 
crimes. We are extremely grateful for 
your unrelenting dedication to our 
community, and I know that David is 
extremely proud of you. 


EEE 


DEMANDING ACTION ON FLINT, 
MICHIGAN, AND THE ZIKA VIRUS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. LEE) for 5 minutes. 

Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
join my colleagues who are demanding 
action for the families in Flint, Michi- 
gan. First, I want to acknowledge 
many Members of the Michigan delega- 
tion, led by Flint’s Representative, 
Congressman DAN KILDEE, who are 
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fighting every day to bring justice to 
these families. Their work is essential 
to ensuring the people of Flint have 
the resources that they need to re- 
cover. 

Mr. Speaker, the situation in Flint is 
nothing short of a tragedy, and a trag- 
edy that could have been prevented. 
Michigan State officials sacrificed the 
health and futures of Flint’s children 
in order to save a few dollars in water 
costs. This really is a shame and a dis- 
grace. 

Mr. Speaker, I have to ask, would 
this have happened in a city where the 
residents had the advantage of wealth? 
Or do these gross breaches of public 
trust only happen in cities where poli- 
ticians believe the residents are ex- 
pendable? 

Sadly, I think we all know the an- 
swer to that question. After the incred- 
ible harm that has already been done 
to these families, our elected officials 
are, once again, turning their backs on 
the people of Flint. These families de- 
serve better. 

The people of Flint were already 
hurting before the water crisis. The av- 
erage family income in the city is just 
$24,834 a year. No one can raise a fam- 
ily on that. Many of these courageous 
and resilient families struggle to find 
high-quality child care, access 
healthcare services, and afford healthy 
food. And now the costs of this crisis 
are mounting for families, the schools, 
and the entire community. We can, and 
we must, do more for our fellow Ameri- 
cans in their time of need. 

Two years since this tragedy began, 
families are still relying on bottled 
water for daily life. Imagine using bot- 
tled water for everything from brush- 
ing your teeth to making a bottle for a 
hungry baby. 

We can do better by these families. 
They need support, including health 
care, nutrition, specialized education, 
and developmental care. And we need 
to fix the root of the problem: the de- 
graded, dangerous pipes, and infra- 
structure that caused this tragedy. 

The shortsighted, dangerous actions 
of Michigan officials have already 
caused unimaginable pain for these 
families. We cannot allow Congress to 
betray these families as well. 

Let me just say that I was part of a 
congressional delegation that traveled 
to Flint, Michigan, to listen to the 
residents regarding the horrendous im- 
pact of these government decisions 
that led to the poisoning of those chil- 
dren and families. The environmental 
injustice in Flint is an example of how 
many low-income communities of color 
throughout our country, not just in 
Flint, throughout the United States, 
an example of how they are treated dif- 
ferently than affluent communities. 

Mr. Speaker, Congressman DAN KIL- 
DEE and members of the Michigan dele- 
gation have introduced legislation that 
would help these families rebuild their 
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lives and get the care they need for 
their children. The Families of Flint 
Act, H.R. 4479, is a comprehensive plan 
to address their most urgent needs. It 
would provide for critical investment 
in Flint’s water system to replace the 
lead pipes that poisoned these families. 

This legislation would also provide 
essential support services to the fami- 
lies of Flint to help these children 
mitigate and overcome lead exposure. 

These are simple, commonsense 
measures for the people of Flint. Ad- 
dressing this tragedy really shouldn’t 
be a partisan issue. Every Member of 
this Chamber should understand the 
need for urgent action. It could happen 
in any of our communities. Yet, con- 
gressional Republicans have not held 
one single vote, or even a hearing, on 
this bill. That is just simply out- 
rageous. 

And let me just say that Flint is not 
the only public health crisis that con- 
gressional Republicans have ignored. 
There are 17,000 Americans—including 
almost 1,600 pregnant women—who 
have contracted the Zika virus. The 
President submitted an emergency re- 
quest of $1.9 billion for Zika funding 
more than 6 months ago, and the Re- 
publicans have failed to act on it. Now, 
if we don’t act soon, the CDC will be 
out of money to combat Zika in a mat- 
ter of weeks. 

Congressional Republicans also failed 
to do their job on gun violence. Every 
day, more than 90 million people die 
from gun violence. This, too, is a public 
health crisis; but congressional Repub- 
licans, once again, have refused to take 
up any commonsense gun legislation, 
even though 91 percent of Americans 
support background checks to keep 
guns out of the hands of terrorists and 
criminals. 

It is clear that the American people 
need Congress to do its job. The women 
in Florida who can’t leave their homes 
for fear of a mosquito bite need Con- 
gress to do its job. The families who 
fear gun violence on their block need 
Congress to do its job. 


a 


CALLING FOR ACTION ON PUBLIC 
HEALTH CRISES FACING OUR 
COUNTRY 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Illinois (Ms. SCHAKOWSKy) for 5 min- 
utes. 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, on 
July 14, House Republicans streamed 
out of the Capitol as I stood on this 
floor with my Democratic colleagues 
calling for action on the public health 
crises facing our country: gun violence, 
Zika, and Flint, Michigan’s, poisoned 
water. 

It is now nearly 8 weeks later. Con- 
gress has returned from the longest 
summer recess in more than 60 years, 
but we still have seen no action from 
the Republican majority on our Na- 
tion’s most urgent crises. 
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Meanwhile, we are in the midst of a 
Zika outbreak. Puerto Rico is on track 
to see 25 of its population infected. 
Florida has locally transmitted Zika 
cases, and it is only a matter of time 
until we see cases in other States. Ac- 
tually, we have seen some in other 
States. Parents who should be looking 
forward to the birth of a child are ter- 
rified that the baby may be born with 
devastating lifelong health problems. 

Yet, Republicans refuse to provide 
the funding we need to combat this 
outbreak. Instead of passing a bill with 
sufficient funding, Republicans insist 
on making sure, believe it or not, that 
the Confederate flag can fly at VA 
cemeteries and on preventing family 
planning clinics from helping patients 
with Zika. 

That is right. Even though Zika has 
the greatest impact on women who are, 
or could become, pregnant, Repub- 
licans want to add a rider to stop the 
family planning clinics that serve 
women from responding to Zika. 

Today, family planning clinics, like 
Planned Parenthood, are already on 
the front lines in fighting against Zika. 
In addition to providing family plan- 
ning services, Planned Parenthood vol- 
unteers are visiting 25,000 households 
in Florida to find people of reproduc- 
tive age, especially young women, who 
have likely not been reached by State 
or Federal Zika education efforts. They 
are providing Zika kits for pregnant 
women, containing items like insect 
repellent and standing water treat- 
ment. 

Family planning clinics are an im- 
portant part of our response to Zika. 
But instead of recognizing that fact, 
Republicans have doubled down on 
their extreme views on women’s 
health. 

Dr. Anthony Fauci, the head of the 
Infectious Disease Institute at the Na- 
tional Institutes of Health, has said in 
no uncertain terms that if we do not 
pass additional Zika funding, we will 
have to stop our efforts to develop a 
vaccine. Already, Federal agencies 
have had to borrow money from other 
critical health priorities to address the 
Zika problem. We have allowed money 
to be taken—or the Republicans have— 
from Ebola, cancer, heart disease, and 
diabetes. We can’t keep fighting back 
by cutting back our fight against these 
other diseases. 

Republican’s refusal to pass Zika 
funding will have serious, deadly con- 
sequences for years to come. Ameri- 
cans can’t wait any longer. 

At the same time, the people of Flint 
are still waiting for congressional as- 
sistance after the tragic lead poisoning 
crisis in that city. I joined 25 of my 
Democratic colleagues in Flint earlier 
this year. We heard from nearly 200 
community members, including par- 
ents, worried about their children’s fu- 
ture. After that trip, we said we 
wouldn’t forget these families, and 
Democrats haven’t. 
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Again and again, I have joined with 
my colleagues to call on Republican 
leadership to bring the Families of 
Flint Act—that is a bill—to the floor. 
Flint’s Congressman KILDEE’s Dill 
would provide supplemental funding to 
repair and support this community’s 
needs. Lead has often devastating brain 
development effects, but families can 
meet that challenge if we provide the 
health, education, and the wraparound 
services that they need. 

But months later, we have come up 
dry. No bill to fund Flint aid. No fund- 
ing for Zika. No gun safety legislation. 
Nothing. 

What is on the floor this week? 

Well, we have bills that will help 
Wall Street make even more money. 
And we have a bill to impeach the head 
of the IRS, mentioned by exactly no 
one—zero constituents in my district— 
over the 7-week recess. We have wasted 
critical weeks during the summer re- 
cess, and Republicans are now wasting 
our first week back in session. 

We have only 15 legislative days be- 
fore we are scheduled to leave town 
again. Let’s get to work and pass the 
critical funding for Flint and Zika and 
do something about gun violence. 


a 


HONORING THE CLEAR RIDGE 
BASEBALL TEAM 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. LIPINSKI) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor the Clear Ridge base- 
ball team on winning the Senior Little 
League World Series in Bangor, Maine, 
on August 6. This is the first team from 
Illinois to ever win this prestigious 
international tournament during its 56- 
year history. 

The Clear Ridge Senior League 
Championship team is made up of 16 
extraordinary 15- and 16-year-old men 
from the Garfield Ridge and Clearing 
neighborhoods in Chicago, all of whom 
attend area Catholic high schools. 
Their journeys to becoming champions 
began as tee-ball players when they 
were very young. But this Senior 
League team only came into existence 
in May of this year. In a short amount 
of time, they were able to come to- 
gether to form an extraordinary team. 

Clear Ridge showed dominance 
throughout the summer by not losing a 
single regular season game. In the 
postseason, they continued this trend 
by winning 19 straight games after a 
single loss to neighboring Burbank Na- 
tional in the first game of the district 
playoffs. 

The championship game pitted Clear 
Ridge against Asia-Pacific champion, 
Australia, whom they had already de- 
feated once in the tourney, and who 
were considered by some to be the 
team to beat. But Clear Ridge turned 
out to be that team, prevailing 7-2 to 
capture the world title. 
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The following Saturday, I joined hun- 
dreds of people at Hale Park to honor 
players, coaches, and everyone who 
contributed to the success of the team. 
The title and the celebration were es- 
pecially meaningful to me, having 
played 8 years in Clear Ridge Little 
League when I was growing up. This 
team embodies the best of the close- 
knit neighborhoods on the southwest 
side of Chicago that I know so well. 
These are the people who often seem to 
be forgotten or overlooked in our coun- 
try today. Many of these kids have par- 
ents who are police or firefighters, and 
all come from hardworking, middle 
class families. 
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When I read the names, you will hear 
a diverse mix of Irish, Mexican, Polish, 
and other Central European names. 
The championship players are: Paolo 
Zavala, Mike Skoraczewski, Bobby 
Palenik, Gary Donohue, Gage Olszak, 
Noah Miller, Tom Doyle, Joe Trezek, 
Tim Molloy, Dave Navarro, Mike Rios, 
Jake Gerloski, Jake Duerr, Mel 
Morario, Julian Lopez, and Zach Verta. 

Of course, these kids could not do it 
on their own. Team manager Mark 
Robinson and coaches Ray Verta and 
Will Trezek provided the strong leader- 
ship and dedication that helped dem- 
onstrate the importance of determina- 
tion and the results that come from 
hard work. 

Clear Ridge is more than just this 
one Senior League team. Multiple 
teams of both boys and girls compete 
in various leagues. Heading up all of 
these leagues are President Adam 
Rush, Vice President Ryan Aderman, 
and Treasurer Jay Derby. Without the 
work of these men and countless others 
who prepare the fields, work the con- 
cessions, and do all of the other thank- 
less but necessary jobs, Clear Ridge 
could not function. 

Congratulations go to the parents of 
all of the players. They not only raised 
champion baseball players, but good, 
respectable young men. 

Mr. Speaker, when I met with the 
team at the celebration, I told them 
how proud they make me, and I encour- 
aged them to keep up the good work. 
Now I ask my colleagues to join me in 
recognizing this great achievement by 
the Clear Ridge Senior League team 
and in congratulating them on their 
world championship. I wish each and 
every player continued success. 


Ea 


RECESS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until noon 
today. 

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 17 
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re- 
cess. 


September 8, 2016 


1200 


AFTER RECESS 


The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. HULTGREN) at noon. 


—— 


PRAYER 


The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick 
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer: 

Merciful God, we give You thanks for 
giving us another day. 

We pray this day, O Lord, for peace 
in our world, that freedom will flour- 
ish, and righteousness will be done. 

The attention of our Nation is drawn 
toward an impending election, but 
there is work yet to be done. 

Send Your spirit upon the Members 
of this people’s House, that they might 
judiciously balance seemingly irrecon- 
cilable interests. Help them to execute 
their consciences and judgments with 
clarity and purity of heart, so that all 
might stand before You honestly and 
trust that You can bring forth right- 
eous fruits from their labors. 

Bless us this day and every day, and 
may all that is done be for Your great- 
er honor and glory. 

Amen. 


EE 


THE JOURNAL 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 
last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour- 
nal stands approved. 


EE 


PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentleman from Arkansas (Mr. 
WOMACK) come forward and lead the 
House in the Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. WOMACK led the Pledge of Alle- 
giance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


EE 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will entertain up to 15 requests 
for 1-minute speeches on each side of 
the aisle. 


EE 


CONFRONTING THE ZIKA THREAT 
TO SOUTH FLORIDA 


(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise for the third time this week since 
the House reconvened to demand Fed- 
eral funding to stop the Zika epidemic 
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that is impacting families throughout 
our Nation, but especially in my area 
of south Florida. 

Reports have suggested that even 
those individuals charged with pro- 
tecting our communities—in this case, 
a police officer from Miami Beach—are 
not safe from Zika as they do their jobs 
to patrol our neighborhoods. 

Local businesses in the Miami neigh- 
borhoods most impacted by Zika are 
suffering, including those at the lovely 
Wynwood Yard, a very popular outdoor 
food and culture scene, where small 
businesses are suffering from reduced 
foot traffic. 

Many public outdoor areas are being 
closed to visitors, including the beau- 
tiful Miami Beach Botanical Garden 
after extensive testing found Zika-in- 
fected mosquitos on the ground. 

The Zika virus is costing residents 
their peace of mind and access to their 
public spaces and outdoor recreational 
activities. 

Mr. Speaker, we need more Federal 
funding now to confront this threat. 
When will Congress act? Every day 
that we delay is a threat to our fami- 
lies in south Florida. 


EE 
NEW HAMPSHIRE COLLEGE AND 
UNIVERSITY COUNCIL CELE- 


BRATES 50 YEARS 


(Ms. KUSTER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re- 
marks.) 

Ms. KUSTER. Mr. Speaker, today I 
rise to recognize and celebrate the New 
Hampshire College and University 
Council, which recently celebrated its 
50th anniversary. 

I would also like to recognize Thom- 
as Horgan, the president and CEO of 
the council, who announced earlier this 
week that he will be stepping down 
after 23 years on the job. Tom has been 
a leader in the higher education field 
for many years and has made a tremen- 
dous impact on our community. 

The New Hampshire College and Uni- 
versity Council has long been com- 
mitted to working to strengthen the 
Granite State’s higher education sys- 
tem and ensuring that students are 
given the opportunities they so de- 
serve. The council works tirelessly to 
collaborate with both public and pri- 
vate institutions and to promote great- 
er awareness and understanding of New 
Hampshire higher education at every 
level, from students, professors, and 
administrators, all the way to the col- 
lege presidents. 

New Hampshire’s colleges and univer- 
sities are major contributors to our 
State’s economy, employing over 17,000 
people throughout the Granite State, 
with salaries and benefits exceeding $1 
billion. Education at every level is vi- 
tally important. We must continue to 
promote higher education in New 
Hampshire. 
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RECOGNIZING MR. GUS BELL 


(Mr. CARTER of Georgia asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I rise today to recognize Mr. Gus 
Bell and his 50 years of service to the 
Hussey Gay Bell Firm, a design and ar- 
chitecture company located in Savan- 
nah, Georgia, dedicated to innovating 
the engineering field. 

Mr. Bell joined the company in 1966 
and, with his hard work, purchased the 
company 20 years later. He then led 
Hussey Gay Bell’s expansion to inter- 
national clients, proving itself an 
international pioneer in architecture 
and engineering. 

While a big one, this is only one of 
Mr. Gus Bell’s many accomplishments. 
For the last five decades, Mr. Bell has 
also dedicated himself to the enrich- 
ment of the State of Georgia. He has 
chaired the board of Mercer’s medical 
school, founded the St. Andrew’s 
School Board, and represented the 
State of Georgia in a major water dis- 
pute. Mr. Bell’s influence is felt 
throughout the region and, certainly, 
beyond. 

I am honored that Mr. Bell is a resi- 
dent of Georgia’s First Congressional 
District, and I thank him for his dedi- 
cation to our area. 

On a personal note, I thank him for 
all of his assistance to me while I was 
mayor of the city of Pooler. I am hon- 
ored to call him my friend. 


EEE 
CAMPAIGN FINANCE 


(Mr. KILMER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. KILMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today with a warning, a warning that 
the voices of the American people are 
at risk of not being heard. 

Outside groups funded by the deepest 
of pockets have taken center stage in 
this year’s election. The Center for Re- 
sponsive Politics reported this week 
that outside spending has already 
reached two-thirds of a billion dollars 
in 2016. That is more than twice what 
these groups spent at this point just 4 
years ago. Wave after wave of these ads 
dominate our screens and turn political 
debate into a pro wrestling match. 

But there is more to the problem. 
This system gives a small group of the 
wealthiest Americans a disproportion- 
ately loud voice. It affirms the fear 
that so many Americans have that spe- 
cial interests and deep pockets have 
undue say. That is not good for the fu- 
ture of our country or of our democ- 
racy. 

It is time we stood up and said, 
“Enough.” It is time we stood up and 
said that corporations are not people. 
It is time we pass campaign finance re- 
form, and it is time we revitalize our 
democracy and bring people power 
back. 
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OBAMA’S CASH PAYMENTS TO 
IRAN 


(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, sadly, my remarks con- 
demning the shocking $400 million ran- 
som payment to Iran were understated. 
Yesterday, The Wall Street Journal re- 
vealed: 

The Obama administration followed up a 
planeload of $400 million in cash sent to Iran 
in January with two more shipments total- 
ing $1.3 billion ... lawmakers have voiced 
concern that Iran’s military units... would 
use the cash to finance military allies, in- 
cluding the Assad regime in Syria, Houthi 
militias in Yemen, and the Lebanese militia, 
Hezbollah. 

Last month, The Augusta Chronicle 
disclosed: ‘‘No legitimate case can be 
made that none of the... billions... 
will fund terror. It’s inevitable. The 
White House even admits it.” 

I appreciate House Foreign Affairs 
Committee Chairman ED ROYCE’s ef- 
forts to advance legislation to ensure 
this can’t happen again for enemies 
who still chant, ‘‘Death to America. 
Death to Israel.” 

In conclusion, God bless our troops, 
and may the President, by his actions, 
never forget September the 11th in the 
global war on terrorism. The Presi- 
dent’s legacy is American families at 
greater risk of attack, ever, with fi- 
nancing. 


i—mar 


REMEMBERING CONGRESSMAN 
MARK TAKAI 


(Ms. HAHN asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. HAHN. Mr. Speaker, 2 weeks ago, 
I attended the funeral of one of our col- 
leagues, my good friend, Congressman 
Mark Takai of Hawaii, who lost his 
battle with pancreatic cancer. 

Mark was a great leader. He served 
his country both in the military and 
the Hawaii National Guard, as well as 
being a public servant in the Hawaii 
State House and here in the U.S. Con- 
gress. 

He was taken from us far too soon. 
Mark was only 49 and left behind his 
wife and two children. He was a won- 
derful father and deserved more time 
with them. 

Pancreatic cancer has one of the low- 
est survival rates of any cancer. Just 6 
percent survive 5 years past their diag- 
nosis. While death rates for other can- 
cers are declining, pancreatic cancer is 
projected to become the second leading 
cause of cancer-related death in the 
U.S. in the next 4 years. 

Every year, pancreatic cancer sur- 
vivors and family members walk the 
Halls of Congress advocating for more 
Federal funding for pancreatic cancer 
research, with the goal of doubling 
their survival rates by 2020. 
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For too long, those calls have fallen 
on deaf ears. But perhaps now, in the 
wake of losing one of our own col- 
leagues, Congress will do what is right 
and dedicate much-needed funding to 
curing this deadly disease. 


ee 


TRIBUTE TO MRS. PAT WALKER 


(Mr. WOMACK asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. WOMACK. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to remember the life of Pat 
Walker of Springdale, Arkansas, who 
passed away on September 3 at the age 
of 97. 

Pat was a northwest Arkansas icon 
whose spirit of philanthropy touched so 
many lives. She not only provided crit- 
ical resources for charities involved in 
medicine, the arts, education, and her 
beloved Razorbacks, but she also in- 
spired those around her to get involved 
and be of service to their fellow man. 

She was steadfastly dedicated to our 
community, and the honors bestowed 
upon Pat are evidence of this. A mem- 
ber of the Arkansas Women’s Hall of 
Fame, Pat was named one of the Most 
Distinguished Women in Arkansas. She 
was a lifetime member of the Winthrop 
P. Rockefeller Cancer Institute, the 
2002 American Heart Association Tif- 
fany award recipient, inducted into the 
Towers of Old Main, and was a member 
of the University of Arkansas 
Chancellor’s Society and given the Uni- 
versity of Arkansas for Medical 
Sciences Distinguished Service Award. 

Northwest Arkansas will long re- 
member the contributions made by Pat 
Walker, and we join her 2 children, 7 
grandchildren, and 15 great-grand- 
children in celebrating her wonderful 
life. 


ES 


VOTING RIGHTS 


(Mrs. BEATTY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mrs. BEATTY. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in support of all of those individ- 
uals who died or were assaulted trying 
to register to vote and vote. I rise 
today in support of all of those individ- 
uals who are registering to vote and 
will vote. I also rise to condemn the as- 
sault on Americans’ fundamental right 
to vote. 

Across the country, including in my 
home State of Ohio, we are seeing 
greater restrictions on voting rights 
following the Shelby County v. Holder 
decision. It is no secret these laws are 
designed to make it harder for Ameri- 
cans to vote, specifically, minorities. 
They are laws like the one passed by 
the Ohio Legislature taking away 
“Golden Week,” a week-long period al- 
lowing individuals, Mr. Speaker, to 
both register to vote and cast a ballot 
at the same time. 

Well, I say enough is enough. Our de- 
mocracy is stronger when all Ameri- 
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cans, not just a few select, are able to 
vote. As our chaplain said today, let us 
work together so freedoms flourish. 

Let us not give up, Mr. Speaker. Let 
us pass H.R. 885, the Voting Rights 
Amendment Act, to restore the full 
power of the Voting Rights Act and 
right the wrongs created. 


Ee 


RECOGNIZING KIMBERLY BIGOS 


(Mr. WALBERG asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize Kimberly Bigos, a 
student at Spring Arbor University in 
my district. 

Kimberly created the moving piece of 
artwork displayed to my left. I have 
had the privilege to see it in person, 
and the picture doesn’t do it justice. It 
is a life-size wheelchair made out of lit- 
tle toy green Army men, innocent as 
they might be. She used more than 
1,000 Army men and spent more than 60 
hours to finish it. 

The sculpture signifies all the as- 
pects of military service, from fighting 
on the front lines in battle, to return- 
ing home with life-altering injuries, to 
the supreme sacrifice. 

America’s veterans sacrifice so much 
and we often lose sight of the effects of 
their service. Kimberly’s sculpture is a 
powerful reminder about real life for 
our wounded warriors. These men and 
women have displayed incredible cour- 
age and heroism in service to our coun- 
try, and now it is time for us to serve 
them. 


EEE 
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STARBUCKS AND FEEDING 
AMERICA TACKLING HUNGER 


(Mr. McGOVERN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, to 
kick off Hunger Action Month, today I 
joined with Representative LYNN JEN- 
KINS of Kansas on a tour of Starbucks 
on Capitol Hill to learn about an inno- 
vative partnership between Feeding 
America and Starbucks to donate un- 
used food. 

At the end of each day, Starbucks 
will package surplus ready-to-eat food 
that gets picked up overnight and de- 
livered to local food banks. I was im- 
pressed by the selection of nutritious 
food. We often think of Starbucks as a 
place to stop for a great cup of coffee, 
but we saw a number of healthy op- 
tions like salads, sandwiches, and 
more. 

Starbucks will expand the project to 
all its stores in the next few years. 
They expect to donate 50 million meals 
annually, diverting 60 million pounds 
of surplus food away from landfills and 
to hungry families in need. 
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More than 47 million Americans suf- 
fer from hunger and food insecurity. In 
the richest country in the world, we 
must do all we can to ensure that no 
family goes hungry, and donating un- 
used food is a key step. Starbucks de- 
serves much credit for being a leader in 
the effort to end hunger. 


EE 


SUICIDE PREVENTION MONTH 


(Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, recently, Roger Webb, of the 
University of Manchester, conducted a 
study which found that when parents 
have psychiatric illnesses or have at- 
tempted suicide, their children are at 
increased risk for attempting suicide 
themselves. 

Our healthcare system for families 
with genetic histories of other biologi- 
cal diseases should be no different from 
those of psychiatric diseases. We must 
intervene early before the mental 
health crisis starts. But, unfortu- 
nately, in the United States, with too 
few psychiatric beds, a shortage of psy- 
chiatrists and psychologists, and 112 
Federal agencies that are a disjointed 
mess, no, we are not there yet. 

But the House passed the Helping 
Families in Mental Health Crisis Act in 
July to make a difference in this. We 
now call upon the Senate to make a 
difference as well. They need to make 
sure they pass this bill and don’t pass 
up the opportunity to save lives. 

So far, since September 1, 7,672 lives 
have been lost related to mental ill- 
ness; and since the House-passed bill, 
61,000. We have to understand we must 
have treatment before these tragedies 
and provide help before hope. 

I hope the Senate passes H.R. 2646 be- 
fore they leave in September. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING SUSAN MARCHESE 


(Mr. ASHFORD asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. ASHFORD. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize one of Omaha’s 
most illustrious athletes, Susan Mar- 
chese. Susan has been a dominant fig- 
ure in Nebraska amateur golf for 40 
years, dating back to her first two high 
school State championships in 1977 and 
1978 as a student athlete at Omaha’s 
Duchesne Academy. 

After high school, she attended the 
University of Oklahoma, where she was 
a four-time letter winner and an indi- 
vidual runner-up in the Big Hight tour- 
nament in 1981. 

Throughout the course of her post- 
college career, Susan has won 18 State 
amateur golf championships, 16 Omaha 
city championships, and six Nebraska 
senior women’s golf championships. 
Her success on the green led to her in- 
duction as a member of the Nebraska 
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Golf Hall of Fame, Nebraska High 
School Hall of Fame, Omaha Athletic 
Hall of Fame, and the Duchesne Acad- 
emy Sports Hall of Fame. 

Now, as a Member of the House of 
Representatives, I am here to recognize 
the outstanding career of Susan Mar- 
chese. 


ee 


DEFECTIVE MILITARY EQUIPMENT 


(Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today with grave con- 
cerns over a recent Justice Department 
Inspector General report detailing how 
Federal Prison Industries manufac- 
tured defective military equipment 
that endangered the lives of our troops. 

The DOJ investigation into FPI, 
which is owned and operated by the 
U.S. Bureau of Prisons found that ‘‘FPI 
had endemic manufacturing problems.”’ 

This photo of a test mannequin in an 
NBC News story about defective pris- 
oner-made equipment shows brain dam- 
age likely would have occurred from a 
small 9 millimeter bullet through a 
helmet. 

Making matters worse, the investiga- 
tion also uncovered that FPI employ- 
ees instructed inmates to lie and false- 
ly indicate that the helmets being 
manufactured had passed inspection 
and met the required safety specifica- 
tions. This is completely unacceptable, 
and potentially criminal. 

The FPI response? Reassign the em- 
ployees. 

Can you imagine if these were pri- 
vate sector employees rather than gov- 
ernment bureaucrats? 

In order to hold FPI accountable, I 
have introduced H.R. 4671, the Small 
Business Protection Act. It is our re- 
sponsibility to supply our troops with 
the highest quality, American-made 
gear available. FPI does not deliver on 
that promise, and I request the support 
of my colleagues in this endeavor. 


eS 


ZIKA IS A GROWING PUBLIC 
HEALTH CRISIS 


(Mr. DEUTCH asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. DEUTCH. Mr. Speaker, when we 
left Washington 7 weeks ago, there 
were 311 Zika cases in Florida, and no 
local infections. Now there are over 600 
cases, including 56 local infections, and 
the number of cases in pregnant women 
has doubled. 

Rather than meeting the serious pub- 
lic health crisis with serious policy, 
Republican leadership is playing a dan- 
gerous game by blocking Zika funding 
to make a political statement about 
Planned Parenthood and abortion. 

We get it. You oppose women exer- 
cising their constitutionally protected 
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rights. You would like to live in a 
world where women don’t have access 
to safe and legal abortion. You want to 
live in a world where Roe v. Wade is 
not the law of the land and where 
women do not have access to contra- 
ception. Enough. 

In the real world, Zika is spread by 
mosquitoes and Zika spreads through 
sex. Safe sex means fewer infections, 
and Planned Parenthood will help in 
this fight. 

It is time to protect American fami- 
lies in the real world, where the Con- 
stitution protects women’s health care 
rights, and where we are facing a pub- 
lic health crisis from the Zika virus. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge Republican lead- 
ers to listen to anxious Floridians, 
Democrats and Republicans alike, who 
want Congress to act for them and not 
for attempted political gain. 


—— EE 


100 YEARS OF SUPPORT FOR 
MINNESOTA FARMERS 


(Mr. EMMER of Minnesota asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. EMMER of Minnesota. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to celebrate the 
100th anniversary of the Anoka County 
Farm Bureau. As a supporter of agri- 
culture in Minnesota’s Sixth District, 
the Anoka County Farm Bureau does 
an excellent job promoting the inter- 
ests of Minnesota’s farmers and their 
products and produce. 

For many farmers in Minnesota, 
farming is not just a job; it is a way of 
life often passed from one generation 
to the next. They work 7 days a week, 
from dusk till dawn, to ensure that our 
groceries are stocked and that Min- 
nesotans are fed quality food. It is not 
an easy job, but it is a vital one. 

As the backbone of Minnesota’s econ- 
omy, our farmers deserve as much help 
as possible. Without the constant sup- 
port of the Anoka County Farm Bu- 
reau, our district and our State would 
not be where it is today. That is why I 
not only want to congratulate the 
Anoka County Farm Bureau on this 
very special anniversary, but I want to 
thank them for supporting Minnesota 
farmers for the past century, and we 
look forward to a long future. 


EE 


ZIKA VIRUS IS PUBLIC HEALTH 
EMERGENCY 


(Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas asked and was given permission 
to address the House for 1 minute.) 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Speaker, I rise to discuss 
the Zika virus, which has now become 
a serious public health emergency. Of- 
ficials from the Department of Health 
and Human Services have spent August 
reiterating the dire need for funding to 
protect the American public from Zika 
and its potential harm. 

While the Centers for Disease Control 
worked furiously to control and re- 
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search the mosquitoes that carry this 
virus, and the National Institute of Al- 
lergy and Infectious Diseases labors 
over finding a vaccine for the virus, 
Congress has stalled over funding the 
package. 

You have heard the cry from Demo- 
crats and Republicans about how seri- 
ous this is. In the United States, in- 
cluding territories, we currently have 
16,832 active Zika virus cases. In south 
Florida, we now have cases of local 
transmission that could have been pre- 
vented with better vector control and 
preparedness. 

We must give our health profes- 
sionals the tools they need to fight the 
spread of this virus. Today I ask that 
we in Congress do our jobs, please. 


a 


COMMEMORATING FRANCIS 
BELLAMY 


(Mr. COLLINS of New York asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. COLLINS of New York. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to commemorate 
Francis Bellamy, one of the most influ- 
ential individuals from Mount Morris, 
New York. Francis Bellamy is the au- 
thor of the Pledge of Allegiance. 

Today marks the 124th anniversary 
of the Pledge of Allegiance, which was 
first published in a magazine called 
The Youth’s Companion, on September 
8, 1892. 

The Pledge was originally written as 
part of a campaign to put American 
flags in every school in the United 
States. In its original form, it read: “I 
pledge allegiance to my Flag and the 
Republic for which it stands, one na- 
tion, indivisible, with liberty and jus- 
tice for all.” 

In 1923, the words ‘‘the Flag of the 
United States of America” were added. 

In 1954, Congress added the words 
“under God,” creating the 31l-word 
pledge we say today. 

Bellamy’s words are recited millions 
of times every day and are ingrained in 
our society as an expression of national 
pride and patriotism. 


a 


HURRICANE HERMINE AND THE 
NORTH FLORIDA WAY 


(Ms. GRAHAM asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. GRAHAM. Mr. Speaker, more 
than 250,000 people were without power. 
Ten-foot storm surges destroyed 
homes. Lives were lost. This is what 
my hometown and north Florida has 
experienced in the past week as a re- 
sult of Hermine, the first hurricane to 
strike Florida in 11 years. 

It was one of the worst storms ever 
to hit north Florida, but throughout 
all the devastation and destruction, we 
also witnessed community, kindness, 
and love, or what I like to call the 
north Florida way. 
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Organizations like the Red Cross and 
Salvation Army sheltered and fed those 
in need. Churches opened their doors to 
those suffering, and neighbors took in 
neighbors to help give them respite and 
relief from the heat. 

Mr. Speaker, it will take weeks and 
months for us to recover from this 
storm, but today I want to recognize 
and thank all organizations, volun- 
teers, workers, and people who have 
helped us all in our time of need. 
Thank you from the bottom of my 
heart. We are truly grateful. 


EE 
HURRICANE HERMINE 


(Mr. BILIRAKIS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, this 
past week, the Tampa Bay Area was 
impacted by the flooding as a result of 
Hurricane Hermine. I personally vis- 
ited the flooded areas in my district 
throughout the weekend, and I saw 
families and properties that were dev- 
astated. Some of the worst-hit areas 
were along the Anclote River Basin. 

Unfortunately, despite infrastructure 
improvements throughout the county, 
this area has been repeatedly impacted 
by flooding. One potential solution is 
to dredge the Anclote River to help im- 
prove flood water egress through the 
basin. This will help provide residents 
with long-term relief. 

I have reached out to the Army Corps 
of Engineers to ask that the agency 
help craft a permanent, workable solu- 
tion. The safety of our community is at 
stake, and I will not rest until we get 
this done. 


ee 


ZIKA IS A PUBLIC HEALTH CRISIS 


(Mr. BERA asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. BERA. Mr. Speaker, we have got 
a public health crisis on our hands. We 
have to get funding to address the Zika 
crisis. We now have over 16,000 identi- 
fied cases. It is a terrible virus, and we 
have to get ahead of this. 

As a doctor and public health expert, 
I understand the importance of giving 
our physicians, our healthcare profes- 
sionals, and our scientists all the tools 
that they need. The NIH is doing mag- 
nificent work getting a vaccine up and 
running and into clinical trials, but we 
have to give them the resources; we 
have to get ahead of this. 

We also have to make sure all the pa- 
tients have access to reproductive 
healthcare choices, like Planned Par- 
enthood and other assets, so they can 
prevent the terrible effects of this virus 
on their fetuses and their babies. 

So it is incredibly important, let’s 
get that funding out there. Let’s stop 
playing politics with this, and let’s get 
the help to the places that need it. It is 
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a public health emergency. Let’s do our 
job. 


— 


1230 


SHAME 


(Mr. POE of Texas asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, too 
often victims of human sex trafficking 
are ashamed. But, Mr. Speaker, the 
traffickers and the buyers are the ones 
who should be ashamed and shamed. 

Buyers and sellers want to remain 
anonymous, but those days are over. It 
is time to use public punishment for 
their dastardly deeds. As a judge in 
Texas, I successfully used public pun- 
ishment. 

The SHAME Act will give Federal 
judges the discretion to publish the 
names and photographs of convicted 
human sex traffickers and buyers as 
well as sending them off to prison. 
Buyers and sellers who force victims to 
repeatedly sell their bodies should be 
publicly shamed for all of us to see. 

Photos of slave traders and buyers 
that appear on billboards will also 
deter other would-be criminals. Such 
photographs should appear before large 
conventions or sporting events—events 
where trafficking, unfortunately, in- 
creases. Let the public see the faces of 
slave traders and buyers of children— 
children that are sold on the market- 
place of sex trafficking. 

Shame traffickers, 
them. 

And that is just the way it is. 


and shame on 


EE 


COMPREHENSIVE IMMIGRATION 
REFORM 


(Mr. POLIS asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to call upon the House of Representa- 
tives to address our broken immigra- 
tion system, one that serves our na- 
tional security poorly, one that inhib- 
its the ability of law enforcement to 
keep our communities safe and replace 
it with comprehensive immigration re- 
form so we know who is here, so that 
people who are here illegally will be re- 
quired to register and get right with 
the law and pay a fine, that we provide 
a pathway to citizenship for people who 
are here and playing a productive role 
in our economy, and that we can make 
sure that parents aren’t taken away 
forcibly from their American citizen 
children. 

It has been scored by the Congres- 
sional Budget Office that immigration 
reform would reduce our budget deficit 
by over $200 billion. There are people 
here today working, Mr. Speaker, and 
we don’t even know if they are paying 
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taxes. We need to make sure that ev- 
erybody who works in our country pays 
their just share of taxes, fulfills their 
responsibilities as legal residents or as 
citizens of our country, and the only 
way that we can do that is through 
congressional action. 

I am proud to support comprehensive 
immigration reform. I call upon Speak- 
er RYAN and the Republican majority 
to put a bill forward that secures our 
border, reduces our deficit, and pro- 
vides a way that people are required to 
get right with the law and have work- 
place authentication. 


EE 


DEMAND ACTION ON ZIKA 


(Mr. ALLEN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, with sum- 
mer coming to an end and a new school 
year underway, the threat of Zika still 
lingers on, a threat we in the House 
took up months ago. 

The House passed legislation back in 
June ensuring the administration 
would continue to have resources in 
place to protect the public from the 
threat of Zika. This legislation came 
with tight restrictions to ensure the 
funds are spent appropriately. Despite 
this and after already agreeing to the 
proposed funding levels, Senate Demo- 
crats have repeatedly blocked this 
much-needed funding. Tuesday night, 
HARRY REID and Senate Democrats, 
again, voted to block this legislation— 
leaving the public’s health in limbo. 

This is unacceptable. Before the dis- 
trict work period, I joined my col- 
leagues in the Georgia delegation, 
along with our Senators, ISAKSON and 
PERDUE, in a letter to the President de- 
manding that we put aside politics and 
urge immediate passage of Zika fund- 
ing. 

With newly reported Zika cases in 
our country daily, we should be focus- 
ing on protecting Americans from this 
virus and not petty politics. 

Iam so thankful that our 12th grand- 
child, Robin Hampton Wills, born Mon- 
day, January 12, did not have to face 
this threat. That is why I urge Senate 
Democrats to give up partisan politics 
and move this legislation forward so 
that families do not have to face the 
threat of this terrible virus. 


ES 


HONORING THE MEMORY OF CAP- 
TAIN ROBERT “DAVE” MELTON 


(Mr. YODER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. YODER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor the memory of Captain 
Robert ‘‘Dave’’ Melton, who was killed 
in the line of duty several weeks ago in 
Kansas City, Kansas, in my district. 
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Each night we sleep soundly knowing 
that there are men and women patrol- 
ling the streets and guarding our bor- 
ders to keep us safe and defend our 
freedom. Like Captain Melton, they 
put themselves in harm’s way out of 
service to our community and to our 
country. 

When one of these brave Americans 
loses their life in the line of duty and 
on our behalf, it is a devastating blow 
to all who wear the uniform and the 
families who support them. My heart 
breaks at each and every loss of one of 
these heroes. 

Captain Melton is a true hero who 
served 17 years in law enforcement and 
did tours in the military in Iraq and 
Afghanistan throughout his distin- 
guished career of service to our coun- 
try. He did not deserve to have his life 
cut short at age 46. 

Mr. Speaker, may God bless Captain 
Melton, his family, and all those who 
serve our great Nation. 


RECOGNIZING DEMARCUS COUSINS 


(Mr. BYRNE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 


minute.) 

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize Mobile native 
DeMarcus Cousins for winning an 


Olympic gold medal as a member of the 
U.S. Men’s Basketball Team. 

Throughout Olympic play, he aver- 
aged 9.1 points and 5.8 rebounds. While 
his play on the court is to be com- 
mended, I was more impressed by 
DeMarcus’ work back home in Ala- 
bama. DeMarcus recently held a free 
basketball camp for young children at 
his alma mater, LeFlore Magnet High 
School. 

Following the basketball camp, 
DeMarcus organized an important con- 
versation about relations between 
members of the African American com- 
munity and law enforcement. 

Like many communities across the 
Nation, my hometown of Mobile has 
faced our share of challenges in this 
area; but thanks to local leaders and 
leaders like DeMarcus Cousins, Mobile 
can serve as a prime example of how to 
defuse racial tension and increase un- 
derstanding between all members of 
our community. 

So on behalf of Alabama’s First Con- 
gressional District, I want to, again, 
congratulate DeMarcus on his gold 
medal and applaud him for his contin- 
ued leadership in our community. 


a 


CONGRATULATING DAVID 
PLUMMER 


(Mr. PAULSEN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. PAULSEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
congratulate Wayzata’s David Plum- 
mer on winning the bronze medal in 
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the 100-meter backstroke in this year’s 
Olympic Games. 

David’s path to the Olympics was not 
an easy one. David is an alumnus of the 
University of Minnesota and the very 
first former Golden Gopher men’s 
swimmer to win an Olympic medal for 
the United States. After missing the 
2012 games in London by a fraction of a 
second, he thought his Olympic aspira- 
tions might be shattered. However, 
David never gave up and continued to 
pursue his dream. This year, at the age 
of 30, he made the Olympic team and 
reached his goal of competing and win- 
ning the bronze medal at the Olympic 
Games. 

On top of his achievements in the 
pool, David is also a leader in our com- 
munity. He is the head coach of the 
Wayzata High School boys’ swim and 
dive team, leading them to a State 
championship in his first season, as 
well as winning Minnesota’s State 
Coach of the Year. 

Mr. Speaker, we can draw inspiration 
from David’s determination to over- 
come any obstacle. David has made the 
State of Minnesota and our entire 
country proud. 

Congratulations, David. 


ee 


PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 2357, ACCELERATING AC- 
CESS TO CAPITAL ACT OF 2016, 
AND PROVIDING FOR CONSIDER- 
ATION OF H.R. 5424, INVESTMENT 
ADVISERS MODERNIZATION ACT 
OF 2016 


Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, by di- 
rection of the Committee on Rules, I 
call up House Resolution 844 and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 

H. RES. 844 


Resolved, That at any time after adoption 
of this resolution the Speaker may, pursuant 
to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the 
House resolved into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2357) to direct 
the Securities and Exchange Commission to 
revise Form S-3 so as to add listing and reg- 
istration of a class of common equity securi- 
ties on a national securities exchange as an 
additional basis for satisfying the require- 
ments of General Instruction I.B.1. of such 
form and to remove such listing and reg- 
istration as a requirement of General In- 
struction I.B.6. of such form. The first read- 
ing of the bill shall be dispensed with. All 
points of order against consideration of the 
bill are waived. General debate shall be con- 
fined to the bill and amendments specified in 
this section and shall not exceed one hour 
equally divided and controlled by the chair 
and ranking minority member of the Com- 
mittee on Financial Services. After general 
debate the bill shall be considered for 
amendment under the five-minute rule. It 
shall be in order to consider as an original 
bill for the purpose of amendment under the 
five-minute rule an amendment in the na- 
ture of a substitute consisting of the text of 
Rules Committee Print 114-62. That amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute shall be 
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considered as read. All points of order 
against that amendment in the nature of a 
substitute are waived. No amendment to 
that amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute shall be in order except those printed 
in part A of the report of the Committee on 
Rules accompanying this resolution. Each 
such amendment may be offered only in the 
order printed in the report, may be offered 
only by a Member designated in the report, 
shall be considered as read, shall be debat- 
able for the time specified in the report 
equally divided and controlled by the pro- 
ponent and an opponent, shall not be subject 
to amendment, and shall not be subject to a 
demand for division of the question in the 
House or in the Committee of the Whole. All 
points of order against such amendments are 
waived. At the conclusion of consideration of 
the bill for amendment the Committee shall 
rise and report the bill to the House with 
such amendments as may have been adopted. 
Any Member may demand a separate vote in 
the House on any amendment adopted in the 
Committee of the Whole to the bill or to the 
amendment in the nature of a substitute 
made in order as original text. The previous 
question shall be considered as ordered on 
the bill and amendments thereto to final 
passage without intervening motion except 
one motion to recommit with or without in- 
structions. 

SEC. 2. Upon adoption of this resolution it 
shall be in order to consider in the House the 
bill (H.R. 5424) to amend the Investment Ad- 
visers Act of 1940 and to direct the Securities 
and Exchange Commission to amend its rules 
to modernize certain requirements relating 
to investment advisers, and for other pur- 
poses. All points of order against consider- 
ation of the bill are waived. The amendment 
in the nature of a substitute recommended 
by the Committee on Financial Services now 
printed in the bill shall be considered as 
adopted. The bill, as amended, shall be con- 
sidered as read. All points of order against 
provisions in the bill, as amended, are 
waived. The previous question shall be con- 
sidered as ordered on the bill, as amended, 
and on any further amendment thereto, to 
final passage without intervening motion ex- 
cept: (1) one hour of debate equally divided 
and controlled by the chair and ranking mi- 
nority member of the Committee on Finan- 
cial Services; (2) the further amendment 
printed in part B of the report of the Com- 
mittee on Rules accompanying this resolu- 
tion, if offered by the Member designated in 
the report, which shall be in order without 
intervention of any point of order, shall be 
considered as read, shall be separately debat- 
able for the time specified in the report 
equally divided and controlled by the pro- 
ponent and an opponent, and shall not be 
subject to a demand for a division of the 
question; and (3) one motion to recommit 
with or without instructions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Texas is recognized for 1 
hour. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, for the 
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus- 
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman 
from Colorado (Mr. POLIS), pending 
which I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. During consideration of 
this resolution, all time yielded is for 
the purpose of debate only. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex- 
tend their remarks. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support of this rule, which is a fair rule 
that makes in order every single 
amendment submitted to the Rules 
Committee. The rule provides for con- 
sideration of H.R. 5424, the Investment 
Advisers Modernization Act of 2016, and 
H.R. 2357, the Accelerating Access to 
Capital Act of 2016. 

This package comes to the floor via 
the chairman of the House Financial 
Services Committee, Chairman JEB 
HENSARLING, who brought this package 
to the Rules Committee because of the 
needs of the American people and the 
needs of the financial services industry 
that is trying to grow jobs, investment, 
and opportunity for people in America. 

We have an incredible opportunity 
before us today, Mr. Speaker, an oppor- 
tunity to take good ideas, good ideas 
that come directly from the American 
people. It is called the financial serv- 
ices industry of the United States of 
America, men and women who get up 
and handle our financial needs, many 
men and women who not only have 
dedicated themselves to the success of 
this country, but also to the success of 
the American people. 

We are trying to take this oppor- 
tunity to move those ideas that they 
bring to us today through the House of 
Representatives so that we have a bill 
that we can present on a bipartisan 
basis to the United States Senate and 
to the President of the United States 
and say these are great ideas. 

Mr. Speaker, I will tell you that your 
work that you do personally to make 
sure these ideas are brought forth not 
only to the Financial Services Com- 
mittee, but to other areas of this Con- 
gress to make sure that we are passing 
legislation that is about jobs, job cre- 
ation, and the availability of the Amer- 
ican people to have a better shot at the 
American Dream, is why we are here 
today. 
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The goal of this rule and the under- 
lying legislation is simple: to keep the 
flow of capital moving across our cap- 
ital markets, to make it easier—not 
harder—to make it easier to overcome 
barriers for small businesses, entre- 
preneurs, and startups to have the cap- 
ital that they desperately need to grow 
and thrive. 

Mr. Speaker, this part of the Amer- 
ican Dream is someone who has great 
ideas, the ability, and the desire, and 
to take those ideas and match it up 
with the capital, a marketing plan, and 
the ability to move forth in that plan. 
That is part of the American Dream to 
make not only your life better but, 
along the way, a bunch of other people 
who meet their American Dream also. 

Capital is the lifeblood of growing 
new companies—not a _ surprise—and 
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access to capital can literally make or 
break small business. Mr. Speaker, it 
can make or break a person’s great 
idea also. That is why we are here 
today on the floor. Good ideas that 
come from men and women in the in- 
dustry, men and women who talk to 
the Financial Services Committee on a 
partisan basis, men and women of this 
Congress bringing these great ideas, 
and it is all on behalf of trying to give 
people a better shot at the American 
Dream through growing companies ac- 
cessing capital and making the hard 
break become successful. 

I have seen firsthand the detriment 
of overregulation in industries and 
poorly written laws, and I have also 
seen the power of the free enterprise 
system. While serving as chairman on 
the board of the Greater East Dallas 
Chamber of Commerce, I saw, first- 
hand, companies that could not get the 
capital that they needed because they 
weren’t large enough to qualify or per- 
haps had some other burden or impedi- 
ment in front of them. 

As we know today, because of tech- 
nology, time, and people’s purpose, we 
have the opportunity for doing some- 
thing remarkable. We have the ability 
today to enact legislation that will bol- 
ster opportunities for small businesses 
to secure capital, to reduce the strain 
of a one-size-fits-all regulatory regime, 
and to take that and add an oppor- 
tunity to overcome these by using the 
American spirit and killing regulatory 
things that stand in the way. That is 
why we are here. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

I thank the gentleman for yielding 
me the customary 30 minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, over 6 months ago, the 
Obama administration actually identi- 
fied the Zika virus as a public health 
crisis. It is well reported on. My con- 
stituents are aware of it. It has already 
affected many Americans in States 
like Florida, Texas, and Louisiana. The 
Obama administration requested addi- 
tional resources to combat the virus. 

The White House and the CDC cor- 
rectly predicted that the virus would 
soon spread to the Southern United 
States. In fact, just as Congress left for 
its 7-week break, there were several re- 
ports of Zika transmission in south 
Florida. In fact, just last week, the Di- 
rector of the CDC warned that, without 
congressional action, they will soon 
run out of money for combating Zika. 

Now, in a moment, I will talk about 
the bills we are considering, but I 
think the American people expect Con- 
gress to react to a public health crisis. 
Had we reacted 7 weeks ago, perhaps 
we wouldn’t be where we are today. I 
need and call upon this body to act 
today so that we are in a better situa- 
tion 7 weeks hence. 

In fact, the House is only in session 
for 15 more days before taking at least 
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a 6-week break in October and Novem- 
ber. In the handful of days we have left, 
it is critical to provide an emergency 
package to fight back against Zika. 
That is not currently on the calendar, 
Mr. Speaker. Instead, we are consid- 
ering these bills. I will be going into 
the merits and lack thereof of them; 
but certainly, I think my colleagues on 
the other side of the aisle would agree 
with the objective assessment that 
these bills do nothing to combat Zika 
or address the public health concerns 
around Zika. 

The Senate did pass a partisan Zika 
funding bill to provide emergency re- 
sources. It doesn’t have unrelated poi- 
son pills unrelated to Zika. Obviously, 
issues like where or if the flag of the 
rebel States, the Confederate flag, is 
displayed, or whether Planned Parent- 
hood is funded, these are contentious 
issues here, but I think we all agree 
they have nothing to do with Zika. The 
Confederate flag does not have an im- 
pact on Zika. Planned Parenthood has 
at least a related aspect to it—repro- 
ductive health. 

Of course, one of the symptoms or 
one of the effects of Zika is a higher 
rate of microcephaly among children 
that are born to women who suffer 
from Zika while they are pregnant. So 
certainly the family planning aspect of 
it is relevant, but not central, to the 
issues affecting public health around 
Zika. We need to make sure that there 
aren’t any of those poison pill provi- 
sions and move forward. 

Instead, we have different bills here. 
We have bills related to financial mar- 
kets. 

The first one is the Accelerating Ac- 
cess to Capital Act of 2016. That one 
brings together several different bills 
that had been offered. 

First, it includes a bill that affects 
microcap companies, or pink sheet 
companies, and removes many of the 
SEC transparency regulations around 
how they sell stock and how they are 
listed. It is not a step forward for 
transparency. In fact, this kind of ef- 
fort is likely to decrease confidence in 
our public marketplace. It is likely to 
hurt the very stock market that pre- 
sumably it was designed to help. 

This would effectively allow 
microcap companies worth less than 
$75 million with one class of securities 
to issue an unlimited number of shares 
using shelf registration in a 12-month 
period, not even notifying the SEC 
ahead of the issuance, and permit un- 
listed microcap companies to sell up to 
one-third of the aggregate market 
value of their common equity using 
shelf registration in a 12-month period. 

In many ways, these provisions are 
at odds with the other bills that I will 
talk about, which provides some regu- 
latory relief towards private equity by 
favoring small cap public companies. It 
is hard for a small company to be pub- 
lic. It is questionable whether small 
cap companies should be public. 
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When we talk about private equity in 
a moment, we will see that one of the 
features of that is: A, they have, of 
course, a more sophisticated owner- 
ship; and, B, they have a more con- 
centrated ownership. So, for instance, 
the issues like runaway executive pay, 
CEO pay, is less of a problem with pri- 
vate equity and a significant problem 
with public companies, and, again, in 
particularly small cap companies with 
diffuse ownership, which this bill would 
likely lead to more of. 

It would also remove exchange pro- 
tections like corporate governance re- 
quirements. Again, these kinds of 
measures reduce confidence in the pub- 
lic marketplace, they hurt the stock 
market, and, in the immediate and 
long term, they hurt the ability of 
companies to go public and access pub- 
lic capital because of the reputation of 
the pink sheets and the reputation of 
microcap. 

It is a fine line. I am sure that we 
would probably agree on some regu- 
latory relief around small cap compa- 
nies, but this package is not it. This 
package would hurt the stock market, 
hurt access to capital, and hurt the 
very legitimate players that it is de- 
signed to help. 

The second bill in here is the Micro 
Offering Safe Harbor Act. It would 
eliminate Federal and State investor 
protection around crowdfunding in reg- 
ulation A under certain conditions. 

First, I was an original sponsor of the 
JOBS bill. I worked with many of my 
colleagues on both sides of the aisle to 
get that through. I will be among the 
first to say that I was disappointed 
with the way that that has been imple- 
mented by the administration. Crowd- 
funding should be easy. It should not 
have 900 pages of regulations. 

The main consumer safeguard that 
we have in there is that nonaccredited 
investors are only allowed to invest up 
to $10,000. That is a very important 
protection that we have. This would 
eliminate that protection under several 
circumstances. One, if there are 35 or 
fewer purchasers; or, two, the aggre- 
gate amount of securities sold by the 
issuer is $500,000 or less in a 1-year pe- 
riod. It basically does away with one of 
the legislatively imposed consumer 
protections in the JOBS Act. 

Now, I would agree. I think there has 
been some regulatory-imposed inhibi- 
tions in the JOBS Act that I wish that 
we could strike out in a laser-like way 
with a scalpel. In fact, many States, in- 
cluding my own State of Colorado, 
have implemented more sensible bipar- 
tisan crowdfunding legislation that en- 
ables it to occur at least within a State 
in a much easier way than the very 
cumbersome Federal law which does 
inhibit both the use of crowdfunding as 
well as the presence of crowdfunding as 
part of an overall capital strategy be- 
cause of the difficulties concerning 
other types of capital investors and 
capital partners. 
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I would love to see reform of the 
JOBS Act or reform around micro of- 
fering, but this particular answer real- 
ly undermines the entire concept of the 
consumer protections. It is not tar- 
geted. It removes the protections for 
smaller of the smallest of the small of- 
ferings. And again, what you would 
find and the danger here is folks—we 
can call them scam artists or folks try- 
ing to make a buck off of this and not 
build legitimate businesses—can sim- 
ply set up a number of companies each 
raising under $500,000 to meet the cri- 
teria of this exemption. There is not 
any consumer protection around that. 
There is nothing to stop a bad actor 
from asking for significant invest- 
ments for each of those companies, 
even from the same individual deplet- 
ing the savings of that individual rath- 
er than sticking to the $10,000 cap, 
which was in our JOBS Act. 

So again, I would like, and many of 
my colleagues on my side of the aisle 
would like, crowdfunding to be easier, 
to be done quicker, to remove some of 
the excess paperwork and regulation A 
requirements, but maintaining that 
basic consumer safeguard and not pro- 
viding exemptions just because there 
are 35 or fewer purchasers or $500,000 or 
less over a l-year period. It doesn’t 
even address overlapping ownership or 
related status between, again, multiple 
companies that might each raise 
$500,000, might substantially have the 
same external owners, but would get 
around the JOBS Act consumer protec- 
tion provisions by effectively cloning a 
bunch of small companies and offering 
them up separately for individual in- 
vestors. These things need to be 
thought through. 

There is a kernel of an idea in there. 
I agree that the administration has 
gone beyond the legislative intent of 
the JOBS Act in its implementation of 
the JOBS Act. There is, hopefully, a 
way that we can work together to em- 
power crowdfunding to play a more 
central role in capital development in 
entrepreneurship in our country. This 
bill is not it. 

The final component of that bill, the 
Private Placement Improvement Act of 
2016, would make it very difficult for 
the SEC to finalize investor protec- 
tions that it proposed back in 2013. The 
title would require issuers selling secu- 
rities under an exemption that allows 
companies to raise an unlimited 
amount of money to file within 15 days 
of sale a single notice of sale, which 
the SEC would then be required to 
make available to State and other reg- 
ulators. 

This relates to some current rules 
that the SEC is moving forward with. I 
think that, again, there is a way to 
tweak those rules, but I don’t think 
that this is the way to do it, to allow 
for unlimited capital to be raised under 
a single notice of sale. And, of course, 
this also affects the prerogative of 
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State regulators, and there are a vari- 
ety of practices there, by requiring the 
SEC to make it available to State and 
other regulators. 

I think that there is room for im- 
provement in that area, but, again, the 
bill falls short. 

Now, the other bill, the Investment 
Advisers Modernization Act of 2016, a 
majority of Democrats on the com- 
mittee support it. Many also voiced 
concerns. Some were the concerns of 
the Obama administration about some 
of those provisions. But I am glad to 
say that many of those concerns have 
been addressed by my colleague’s, Mr. 
FOSTER’s, amendment. 

First, a little bit about private eq- 
uity and what this bill does and doesn’t 
do. 
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My State and my district, like, prob- 
ably, every other district in the coun- 
try, has seen the benefits and the im- 
pact of private equity investment in its 
providing growth capital to companies, 
providing stability in ownership. There 
are over 100 private equity-backed 
companies headquartered in Colorado 
that we know of that support close to 
100,000 jobs in Colorado. In 2015, private 
equity firms invested $12 billion in Col- 
orado-based companies. They are real 
jobs, and they have contributed to the 
economic growth that Colorado has 
seen over the last few years and that 
the country will see over the next few 
years. 

Private equity has helped to create 
and sustain thousands of jobs and has 
made substantial investments in every 
State in the country. It provides re- 
turns to public pensions, to university 
endowments, to many people as part of 
their own individual retirement plans 
and savings. It is important both from 
a capital perspective and from an oper- 
ating perspective—a very important 
sector. Firms that are owned by pri- 
vate equity—at least, because, again, 
there could be some that are not part 
of this—employ over 8 million people. 
The private equity industry invested 
over $600 billion into these companies. 
For physical infrastructure, for addi- 
tional hires, for expansion, private eq- 
uity has been a source of capital for 
Main Street businesses across our 
country, in my State, and everywhere 
else in the country. 

That is why the bill passed the Fi- 
nancial Services Committee with a ma- 
jority of Democrats—with strong bi- 
partisan support—and I think it will 
pass this body with strong bipartisan 
support as well. 

Of course, there have been stories 
about bad actors in private equity just 
as there could be bad actors among any 
type of ownership entity. That is what 
private equity is. It is a type of entity 
that may own a local company. 

What are the other kinds of owner- 
ship that a company may have? 
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It may have public ownership. It may 
be public. We talked about that in the 
microcap bill. In many ways, that is a 
worse form of ownership in that there 
is additional administrative overhead 
that is associated with being public. 
Even if the regulatory relief were to 
become the law, there is still signifi- 
cant additional overhead with being 
public. It is very difficult for a $20 mil- 
lion or a $50 million company. 

Two, because of the diffuse owner- 
ship, frequently, there is no one watch- 
ing the shop, meaning that manage- 
ment runs it. We have the problems of 
excess CHO pay, of excess executive 
pay. There are horror stories of CEOs 
making hundreds of times the pay of 
the line workers. Those kinds of things 
don’t happen in private equity-backed 
companies. There is someone minding 
the shop, and the entity that is mind- 
ing the shop is an entity that is look- 
ing for long-term growth, for long-term 
stability. They are not in and out. 

There has been some confusion 
among Members of this body in dis- 
cussing hedge funds versus private eq- 
uity. Private equity is not a hedge 
fund. Hedge funds have liquidity, and 
they make transactions rapidly. They 
don’t participate in governance and 
growth. Private equity is very, very 
different. It is more analogous to ven- 
ture capital. They are in there for 5 
years, 6 or 7 years, 10 years—long-term 
investors who are building the compa- 
nies, serving on boards, recruiting oth- 
ers to serve on boards, providing sound 
corporate governance, making sure 
that CEOs and executives aren’t paid 
too much, making sure that talent is 
in the company, making sure that 
growth capital is available. 

H.R. 5424 just takes a scalpel ap- 
proach to existing regulations by fo- 
cusing on aspects of SEC adviser reg- 
istration that impede the capital for- 
mation in the private equity industry. 
For instance, there are provisions in 
the bill that would make reporting to 
the SEC more efficient and effective 
for their purposes and less costly and 
burdensome for private equity firms. 

Keep in mind that private equity 
firms do not represent, in any way, 
shape, or form, a systemic risk to our 
Nation’s financial security. They are 
simply a type of ownership that Main 
Street companies have. If a private eq- 
uity firm invests poorly, runs compa- 
nies poorly, they will deliver a very 
poor return for their investors. That 
does not impact in any systemic way 
the economy in the way that a hedge 
fund—placing highly leveraged bets on 
derivatives or on some other financial 
instrument—can cause an entire eco- 
nomic meltdown, as we saw during the 
mortgage-backed security crisis in 2008 
and in 2009. 

Private equity firms provide patient, 
stable, long-term capital to privately 
owned businesses across the country. 
In fact, they help take the emphasis off 
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of the quarterly financial reports that 
are so important for public companies. 

One of the failures of public company 
governance is that there is too much 
emphasis on the short term at the ex- 
pense of the long term—too much em- 
phasis to pump up the quarter at the 
expense of medium- and long-term 
growth—2 years, 3 years, 4 years—in 
underinvestment in research and in 
underinvestment in long-term growth. 
Having a private equity ownership of 
an operating company addresses that 
kind of moral hazard that exists with 
regard to the incentives of the public 
marketplace. 

Private equity firms have a long- 
term outlook that results in lower vol- 
atility. While the public company 
model may not perform as well as pri- 
vate equity firms, it, obviously, can 
provide access to capital, to additional 
liquidity that private equity doesn’t 
have. The two are related in that, for 
some private equity investors, their 
goal is a public offering exit in the 5- to 
10-year time frame. That is not always 
the case, but that can be the case; and 
having an operable public market in 
addition to a private equity market is, 
of course, of interest and importance to 
the private equity industry as well, 
which is why the reforms in the other 
bill are so bad, because they deterio- 
rate confidence in the stock market. 
They ultimately will result in decreas- 
ing liquidity for the good actors, mean- 
ing some of the private equity-backed 
or owner-operator-owned companies 
that want to have a public partial exit 
or exit through the public market- 
place. 

Again, the bill isn’t perfect. The 
White House identified a number of 
issues. But, fortunately, my colleague, 
Representative FOSTER, offered an 
amendment, which has been accepted 
and, hopefully, that will address a 
number of these issues. 

The amendment removes a provision 
of the bill that would have allowed cer- 
tain ancillary or minor funds or enti- 
ties that are affiliated with a private 
equity firm to also be exempt from an- 
nual audits or surprise inspections. It 
addresses concerns around trans- 
parency by continuing the current re- 
quirement that advisers provide infor- 
mation about fees and services in a 
brochure. It restores the transparency 
elements while maintaining the con- 
cept of the regulatory relief of redun- 
dant regulations with regard to capital 
formation and private equity. 

The goal is to enact this common- 
sense bill that will make it more effi- 
cient for private equity firms to oper- 
ate and continue to grow businesses on 
Main Street in districts like mine and 
across the country while simulta- 
neously maintaining the regulatory re- 
gime to make sure that nothing unto- 
ward is occurring. 

The bill does not, as some have false- 
ly argued, allow private equity firms to 
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escape regulation by any stretch. In 
fact, most private equity firms have 
embraced the changes that have been 
implemented under Dodd-Frank. They 
have compliance teams to make sure 
they are operating properly under the 
new regulatory scheme. In any form, 
they do not represent a systemic risk, 
but to protect investors, many of them 
agree with the sensible regulations 
that have been imposed with the excep- 
tion of those that we are seeking to re- 
move that are redundant and that cre- 
ate overhead. When you create over- 
head for private equity firms, that re- 
sults in less investment in our Main 
Street businesses. If they have to di- 
vert funds to comply with unnecessary 
regulations for the sake of regulations, 
it is that much less money and that 
many fewer jobs in your Main Street 
businesses located in your districts. 

The substitute amendment makes 
positive changes to the legislation. It 
addresses many of the concerns that 
have been raised about the bill. I and 
many of my colleagues plan to support 
its passage and also take this occasion 
to make sure that our colleagues are 
aware of the contributions of this par- 
ticular model of ownership to our Main 
Street businesses. It has been a growth 
sector, in fact, largely due to showing, 
over time, superior performance to 
companies that have a public govern- 
ance model, in fact, in large part, due 
to their dissipated owner base and lack 
of concentration in ownership. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I appre- 
ciate the gentleman from Colorado’s 
not only observations as a business 
leader from Colorado, but as a member 
of the Rules Committee. He recognizes 
the need for ideas to flow up from the 
industry to Members of Congress, for 
us to, on a bipartisan basis, approach 
these issues to where we can provide 
safety and soundness for the American 
people. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the 
gentleman from Delano, Minnesota 
(Mr. EMMER), the gentleman who is of- 
fering his legislation, which is a part of 
title II of the legislation. 

Mr. EMMER of Minnesota. I thank 
the chairman. 

Mr. Speaker, government doesn’t cre- 
ate jobs; people create jobs. But with 
the President, Congress can create Fed- 
eral policies that establish a pro-work- 
er and pro-business environment to lift 
people out of poverty, to help families, 
and to allow Americans to realize their 
greatest dreams. 

One problem today that is impeding 
job growth is the access to capital for 
small business. Often, American entre- 
preneurs can’t get the money they need 
to start a new enterprise or to grow an 
existing one. In fact, small businesses 
still create the majority of new jobs in 
our country today despite the fact that 
far fewer small business loans are being 
made today than were being made prior 
to the 2008 recession. 
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Compounding this problem even fur- 
ther is the unfortunate reality that en- 
trepreneurs from less affluent commu- 
nities often have the greatest difficulty 
in securing the capital they need to 
make their business dreams come true. 
As a result, thousands of jobs and hun- 
dreds of new products are left on the 
drawing board as unrealized aspira- 
tions of American entrepreneurs. 
Thankfully, if the rule before us today 
is adopted, the House can consider four 
solutions that will address this small 
business access to capital problem im- 
mediately. 

The Accelerating Access to Capital 
Act of 2016 will make it easier for busi- 
nesses to raise capital. First, thanks to 
Congresswoman WAGNER, this legisla- 
tion will make it easier for small com- 
panies to comply with SEC security 
registration requirements by simpli- 
fying the process, by eliminating dupli- 
cative paperwork, and by, ultimately, 
allowing people to do their business in- 
stead of compliance. 

Second, thanks to Congressman GAR- 
RETT’s Private Placement Improve- 
ment Act, the bill will make it easier 
for small businesses to raise capital 
under rule 506 of regulation D, ulti- 
mately leading to greater access to 
capital for small businesses and 
unleashing the full potential of title II 
of the JOBS Act. 

Third, the Micro Offering Safe Har- 
bor Act will make it easier for Ameri- 
cans to raise capital from friends and 
family if three simple criteria are met. 
These three criteria include that the 
investor has a substantive preexisting 
relationship with the owner, that there 
are 35 or fewer investors, and that the 
aggregate amount of the investment 
does not exceed $500,000. 

Additionally, this provision would 
exempt such offerings from blue sky re- 
quirements, but with all Federal and 
State antifraud laws remaining in ef- 
fect. It is important to note that this 
micro offering proposal does not create 
a new law, but, rather, simply clarifies 
an existing law by making an explicit 
safe harbor for certain private security 
offerings under the Securities Act of 
1933. 

Finally, thanks to Congressman 
HURT and Congressman VARGAS, the In- 
vestment Advisers Modernization Act 
will modernize the Investment Advis- 
ers Act by removing redundancies and 
making necessary enhancements to in- 
crease capital formation. 

With American productivity decreas- 
ing, wages essentially stagnant, and 
the U.S. economy struggling to get to 
historically normal GDP growth levels, 
these proposals in the Accelerating Ac- 
cess to Capital Act will help jump-start 
our ailing economy. By providing new 
opportunities to make the most of cap- 
ital formation vehicles that are al- 
ready available or by creating new 
ones, these proposed reforms will en- 
able American entrepreneurs and small 
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businesses to access the capital they 
need to grow and to prosper. 

I thank the Speaker of the House and 
the chairman of the Financial Services 
Committee for prioritizing the consid- 
eration of these pro-business, pro-jobs, 
and antipoverty bills. I encourage my 
colleagues in the House to support the 
rule. This is a tremendous opportunity 
for the House to support Main Street 
mom-and-pop stores, aspiring entre- 
preneurs, and established manufactur- 
ers to create jobs, wealth, and oppor- 
tunity for Americans from all walks of 
life. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I do have a 
speaker, but I can’t locate her right 
now. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, you 
just heard from one of our brightest 
new members of the Committee on Fi- 
nancial Services. This committee is 
full, on a bipartisan basis, of men and 
women who care very much about 
growing our economy. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the 
gentleman from California (Mr. 
ROYCE), a senior member of the Finan- 
cial Services Committee and the chair- 
man of the House Foreign Affairs Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. ROYCE. I thank the chairman. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the 
rule and the underlying legislation of 
this H.R. 2357. It encompasses, by the 
way, H.R. 4850, and this is the Micro Of- 
fering Safe Harbor Act. 

What I will share with my colleagues 
is that California is the innovation 
capital of the world. From Silicon Val- 
ley to Orange County, technology 
startups are reimagining the way that 
the world works, and these new compa- 
nies don’t have thousands of people on 
payroll. 
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They don’t need dozens of floors of 
office space. They don’t need billions of 
dollars to function, but they do need 
capital. They need that capital to oper- 
ate. Our current regulatory framework 
creates impediments to these small 
businesses tapping into the market. 

According to the Federal Reserve, 
the startup rate has fallen sharply over 
the past 30 years. It was 14 percent of 
total companies in a given year, but 
today it is down to 8 percent. The like- 
lihood of a young firm being a high- 
growth firm has also declined over the 
years, and these trends are alarming, if 
you think about the consequences. 
These trends need to be reversed. 

The Micro Offering Safe Harbor Act 
turns the tide by lowering compliance 
burdens for firms seeking low-dollar in- 
vestments from a small group of inves- 
tors that they have a relationship 
with. So the legislation appropriately 
scales the regulatory oversight of cap- 
ital formation, while keeping intact in- 
vestor protections. 

The resources that startups would 
sink into compliance and legal costs 
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could be redirected—to what?—to hir- 
ing workers, redirected to creating new 
products. Uber, Google, and Airbnb, 
these were all startups. Passage of the 
Micro Offering Safe Harbor Act ensures 
that the next success story will be told. 

I thank Mr. EMMER of Minnesota for 
his work on this important issue. 

I urge my colleagues to support both 
the rule and the legislation. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

The gentleman talked about the 
Micro Offering Safe Harbor Act. Again, 
I think that there is the kernel of a 
good idea there, if the good idea would 
be to streamline the excess regulation 
above and beyond the consumer safe- 
guards that were put in the JOBS Act; 
if the bill, for instance, were to take 
some of the best practices from the 
States, including my home State of 
Colorado, around crowdfunding and put 
them into a revised version of Federal 
direction. 

To be clear, I would join my col- 
leagues in agreeing that the adminis- 
tration went well beyond the expressed 
legislative intent and legislative lan- 
guage of the JOBS Act in creating bar- 
riers to micro financing across the 
country. Unfortunately, that is not 
what this bill does. 

It cuts back by providing gaping 
loopholes on the consumer protections 
that Congress very thoughtfully in- 
tended to put in the JOBS Act. So 
these are not the unintended regu- 
latory aspects that the administration 
added to the JOBS Act. These are cut- 
ting away at the very consumer protec- 
tions which Congress deliberately—in- 
cluding, as one of the coauthors of the 
bill along with my Republican col- 
leagues, Mr. ISSA and many others, the 
protections that we actually put into 
the bill, this would gut. So, again, a 
kernel of a good idea. 

Perhaps the inception of this bill is, 
hey, we messed up on the implementa- 
tion of crowdfunding. Let’s fix it. Un- 
fortunately, that is not what this bill 
does. I wish it was what this bill does. 
It is something I am certainly inter- 
ested in doing. I think many of my 
Democratic colleagues are, and we 
would be happy to work on a bipartisan 
basis to address the poor implementa- 
tion of the JOBS Act. 

Of course, if there was something ex- 
pressly provided legislatively, we 
would be happy to go back and look at 
that. But this glaring loophole that is 
opened is simply not it, with regard to 
if there are fewer than 35 purchasers, 
under $500,000, some kind of preexisting 
relationship. These loopholes are sim- 
ply too broad and would effectively re- 
move the consumer protections that we 
have in crowdfunding. 

Mr. Speaker, if we defeat the pre- 
vious question, I will offer an amend- 
ment to the rule to bring up the bipar- 
tisan no fly, no buy legislation, which 
I am proud to support. It would allow 
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the Attorney General to bar the sale of 
firearms and explosives to those on the 
FBI’s terrorist watch list. 

If somebody is on the FBI terrorist 
watch list, they should not be allowed 
to quietly assemble an arsenal to com- 
mit a terrorist act. In fact, the FBI 
should immediately be on top of the 
situation, find out their intent, and see 
what is going on. It is a commonsense 
bill that would help keep America safe. 
My amendment would give the House 
an opportunity to simply vote on this 
commonsense bill, which so far, unfor- 
tunately, the Republicans have not 
even allowed us to debate. We cannot 
wait any longer for Congress to take 
meaningful action to reduce the risk of 
terrorism in our own country, and this 
bill would do that. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to include in the RECORD the text 
of my amendment, along with extra- 
neous material, immediately prior to 
the vote on the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
EMMER of Minnesota). Is there objec- 
tion to the request of the gentleman 
from Colorado? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, we have 
been talking about thoughtful young 
members of the Financial Services 
Committee, who work with people all 
across the United States who are en- 
gaged in financial services to bring 
more capital to bear, not only for small 
business, but also better investment 
tools, investor tools. We have had the 
advantage of having not only Mr. 
POLIS, a young entrepreneur from Colo- 
rado, but we have had ED ROYCE. We 
have had ToM EMMER. 

We now would like to have another 
very bright, young man who serves on 
the Financial Services Committee to 
talk to us, who brings this bill to us 
from Winfield, Illinois. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the 
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
HULTGREN). 

Mr. HULTGREN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in support of H. Res. 844, which 
provides for the consideration of H.R. 
2357, the Accelerating Access to Capital 
Act, and H.R. 5424, the Investment Ad- 
visers Modernization Act. 

I know how hard my colleagues on 
the Financial Services Committee 
worked in crafting this legislation that 
will strengthen our economy. I am, 
also, grateful for the hard work to 
make sure that this is a bipartisan ef- 
fort. I was proud to support this legis- 
lation in the committee, and I am 
hopeful it will see a strong vote of ap- 
proval when voted here on the House 
floor. 

I am proud to join Representatives 
VARGAS, STIVERS, FOSTER, and SINEMA 
as a cosponsor of Mr. HURT’s legisla- 
tion, H.R. 5424, the Investment Advis- 
ers Modernization Act. The modest 
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changes that this legislation would 
make makes it easier to invest in job 
creators, our families, and our commu- 
nities. 

Dan Gallagher, a recent Commis- 
sioner of the Securities and Exchange 
Commission, agrees and has testified in 
the Financial Services Committee that 
the bill ‘‘preserves the registration re- 
gime for private fund advisers while at 
the same time removing or modern- 
izing—in rather modest ways—some of 
the more unnecessary, outdated, and 
overly burdensome requirements of the 
now 76-year old Advisers Act that drive 
costs up for funds and investors, and 
hinder the efficient allocation of cap- 
ital to help grow businesses and create 
jobs.” 

These changes will make it easier to 
invest in our communities, and these 
administrative savings then can be 
passed on to investors. 

The Accelerating Access to Capital 
Act, led by my colleague on the Finan- 
cial Services Committee Mrs. WAGNER, 
would make it easier for small busi- 
nesses and entrepreneurs to access the 
capital they need to grow their compa- 
nies and create jobs. 

It is important that we have smart 
regulations in place that provide cer- 
tainty to investors and to our markets. 
It is equally important that the Securi- 
ties and Exchange Commission not un- 
necessarily inhibit capital formation. 
In fact, the agency has a mission that 
states these two things should be treat- 
ed with equal importance. 

This important package of legisla- 
tion includes relatively modest but 
meaningful changes to our securities 
laws that will improve access to cap- 
ital for smaller businesses and entre- 
preneurs without jeopardizing con- 
sumer protection. 

Title I of this package authorized by 
Mrs. WAGNER makes it easier for more 
small companies to use a less burden- 
some document when registering with 
the SEC. Over the last 5 years, the 
number of smaller companies—those 
with less than 500 employees—has de- 
clined. This is the first time that this 
has happened since the U.S. Census Bu- 
reau began keeping data on the sub- 
ject. 

In 2012, the SEC’s Government-Busi- 
ness Forum on Small Business Capital 
Formation report included a rec- 
ommendation to modernize and expand 
the utility of form S-3 for a great num- 
ber of public companies. This is just 
what Mrs. WAGNER’s legislation pro- 
poses to do. 

Furthermore, the report noted that 
investor protection concerns have been 
substantially eliminated with the ad- 
vanced information technology, includ- 
ing EDGAR, which is the SEC’s elec- 
tronic disclosure filing system. 

The Accelerating Access to Capital 
Act includes two other very important 
titles. The gentleman from Minnesota 
(Mr. EMMER) has put forth legislation 
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that would exempt certain micro offer- 
ings from the registration requirement 
of the Securities Act of 1933. This im- 
portant change in law would allow a 
startup business—the engines driving 
growth in our economy—to solicit 
friends and family to invest in their 
businesses. 

Investors with a preexisting relation- 
ship with those most committed to the 
company’s success likely have the 
greatest understanding of its growth 
trajectory and prospects for generating 
a healthy return on investment. This 
will allow small business to access cap- 
ital without having to navigate more 
complicated Federal securities reg- 
istration or win approval of the SEC. 
Mr. EMMER’s legislation will help fuel 
growth on Main Street and help create 
the jobs our constituents deserve. 

Mr. GARRETT, the chairman of the 
Subcommittee on Capital Markets and 
Government Sponsored Enterprises and 
a strong leader on these issues, has put 
forth legislation to ensure the SEC re- 
turns more of its focus to supporting 
capital formation, just as Congress in- 
tended in the JOBS Act. 

Mr. GARRETT’s legislation would di- 
rect the SEC to revise regulation D, so 
fewer small businesses are required to 
register their securities with the agen- 
cy. It would help eliminate some of the 
most excessive regulation we hear 
about far too often from our constitu- 
ents. 

The legislation will allow entre- 
preneurs and small businesses to go 
back to doing what they do best—inno- 
vating and creating jobs—ensuring 
families in our communities have a 
paycheck to put food on the table, can 
cover the increasing costs of health 
care, and provide opportunities to help 
their children be successful in the 
world. 

Again, I would like to thank Chair- 
man HENSARLING and my colleagues on 
the Financial Services Committee for 
all of this hard work. I encourage all of 
my colleagues to support the rule and 
the legislation to follow. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to inquire if the gentleman has any re- 
maining speakers. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, in fact, 
in this colloquy, I do have an addi- 
tional speaker, and then I would choose 
to close. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, the 
Committee on Financial Services has 
presented a number of their members 
who have come to the floor today to 
offer thoughts and ideas on a bipar- 
tisan basis, thoughts and ideas that 
have emanated up from literally finan- 
cial services experts across the coun- 
try, commonsense ideas, and investor 
ideas. They have been vetted. They 
have been looked at. They have been 
talked about. They have been marked 
up on a bipartisan basis; and that is 
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why we are here today, to make capital 
easier and more available from an in- 
vestor perspective, as well as from the 
perspective of the financial services in- 
dustry. 

One of the leaders from the Financial 
Services Committee for a number of 
years has been our next speaker, and I 
am delighted to yield 5 minutes to a fa- 
vorite son of St. Elizabeth, Missouri 
(Mr. LUETKEMEYER). 

Mr. LUETKEMEYER. Mr. Speaker, I 
want to thank the distinguished gen- 
tleman and friend from Texas, the 
chairman of the Rules Committee, for 
that eloquent introduction. I also 
thank him for all of his hard work on 
his committee as well as bringing this 
important bill to the floor. 

I also want to recognize my col- 
leagues on the Financial Services Com- 
mittee, Mr. GARRETT, Mrs. WAGNER, 
Mr. EMMER, and Mr. HURT, for their 
tireless efforts on behalf of our Na- 
tion’s investors and small businesses. 

Mr. Speaker, today or tomorrow, the 
House will consider legislation that 
will allow small businesses and those 
starting or investing in small busi- 
nesses to access needed capital without 
being subject to burdensome and un- 
necessary regulation. 

As we have seen throughout the fi- 
nancial services sector and across our 
economy, one-size-fits-all rules are 
damaging our Nation’s businesses, fi- 
nancial institutions, and, as a result, 
American workers and their families. 
Main Street has been crushed under 
the weight of this administration’s reg- 
ulatory regime, as even the ranking 
member admits. 

H.R. 2357, composed of three bills 
that passed the Financial Services 
Committee earlier this year, simplifies 
registration requirements for small 
companies and facilitates access to 
capital without triggering costly regu- 
latory expenditures. 

H.R. 5424, the Investment Advisers 
Modernization Act of 2016, eliminates 
duplicative requirements for invest- 
ment advisers, allows for greater cap- 
ital formation and development, and 
streamlines elements of the 76-year-old 
Investment Advisers Act. 

I recently met with a company in my 
district that relied upon private equity 
to stay afloat and continued to employ 
my constituents. Capital should be 
used to create jobs and spur economic 
growth and, as the chairman men- 
tioned in his opening remarks, to help 
Americans realize the American 
Dream. Capital should not be used to 
fulfill meaningless and unproductive 
regulatory requirements. 

Our economy sits in idle. It is time to 
put it in drive. Regulation should serve 
to protect taxpayers and not hurt 
them. It should enhance the economy, 
not stymie it. There is no room for reg- 
ulation that serves to appease bureau- 
cratic demands. 
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Mr. Speaker, I come from the busi- 
ness world, and in another life I was a 
banker on the regulatory side of the 
table as well as a bank examiner. I 
have seen the impact of rules and regu- 
lations on small businesses and com- 
munities, and my community as well. I 
have looked across the table and helped 
those small businesses get started. 
Capital is the lifeblood of these small 
businesses being able to start busi- 
nesses, help employ people, and be able 
to help people have jobs and enhance 
the communities that they come from. 
It is extremely important. 

These discussions that we are having 
today are important from the stand- 
point of enhancing our ability as a na- 
tion to continue to thrive and grow, 
and to stymie what is hurting our- 
selves. The statistics are there. Small 
businesses have been deteriorating. We 
have lost more small businesses in the 
last several years than we have had. 
So, therefore, why do you think we 
have the jobs problem that we have 
today? It is pretty evident to me. 

This rule and the underlying bills we 
will consider during the remainder of 
this week will move us towards an eco- 
nomic recovery and a more responsible 
regulatory environment. 

I want to, again, thank my col- 
leagues on the Committee on Financial 
Services and the Committee on Rules 
for their work on these issues and for 
their advocacy on behalf of our Na- 
tion’s investors, small businesses, and 
employees. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, is the gen- 
tleman from Texas prepared to close? 
Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I would 
expect at this time that I have no fur- 
ther speakers and will close when given 
that opportunity. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self the balance of my time. 

Mr. Speaker, again, while I do ap- 
plaud Democrats and Republicans for 
coming together around H.R. 5424, the 
Investment Advisers Modernization 
Act, I wish that we had come together 
around the pressing public health crisis 
of Zika. I wish we had come together to 
prevent terrorists from assembling ar- 
senals to commit terrorist acts in our 
country. Unfortunately, while the Sen- 
ate has acted in a bipartisan way to ad- 
dress Zika, House Republicans con- 
tinue to sit on their hands and ignore 
this critical public health issue. The 
CDC is quickly running out of money 
to combat Zika. We have yet to even 
begin serious discussions on com- 
prehensive immigration reform, with 
only a couple months left in this ses- 
sion, not to mention the crisis of lead 
in the pipes in Flint, Michigan. And, of 
course, in the weeks after the deadliest 
mass shooting in our Nation’s history, 
Congress has not acted on anything 
around preventing violence, as well. 

We should be voting on those kinds of 
bills. Many of those are also bipartisan, 


12029 


just as this private equity bill is, but I 
would argue that they are more timely, 
more important. Instead of focusing on 
policies that help save lives, Repub- 
licans are instead spending time on two 
bills, one of which will almost cer- 
tainly receive a veto from the Presi- 
dent. The other one, we hope that Mr. 
FOSTER’Ss amendment addresses the 
issues the President had with it, but 
both of which are not likely to pass the 
United States Senate. 

We are spending more of our time 
and taxpayer money ignoring the most 
pressing issues before us, issues that 
could move through the Senate, issues 
that I hear about from my constituents 
every day back home. 

Again, I applaud the Democrats and 
Republicans coming together around 
the H.R. 5424 bill. This bill, if it were to 
become law, would absolutely encour- 
age greater investment in mainstream 
businesses in our communities. It 
might make the difference of them 
making that additional hire or two. 
That might be your neighbor; that 
might be your cousin; that might be 
your spouse; it might even be you, that 
extra job or two or three that is cre- 
ated by encouraging private capital re- 
sources to be put into our commu- 
nities. 

Again, private equity had nothing to 
do with the financial meltdown in 2008 
and 2009. There is nothing systemic 
about it. It is simply ownership groups 
of companies, and whether those own- 
ers are local ownership groups, whether 
they are founders, whether they are 
family offices, whether they are pri- 
vate equity, whether they are publicly 
traded, they all have pros and cons. 

We, of course, like to think of the 
very idealized vision of a mainstream 
business where it is owned by your 
neighbor and somebody who is account- 
able that you know, but those kinds of 
businesses have transition issues as 
well. When their owner-operator gets 
ill or passes on, what is to become of 
those businesses? What is the route to 
sustainability? How can we make sure 
they continue to add value in the com- 
munity? For many, for transition plan- 
ning, private equity can provide that 
answer. 

I urge my colleagues to vote “no” on 
the bill and defeat the previous ques- 
tion so we can reduce the risk of a ter- 
rorist attack in our country, and vote 
‘no’? on this restrictive, misguided 
rule. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, may I 
inquire as to the time I have remain- 
ing. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
HULTGREN). The gentleman from Texas 
has 74% minutes remaining. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, thank 
you very much. I yield myself the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to congratulate 
and thank my colleague, Mr. POLIS. 
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Today has been a thoughtful exercise 
where there was some disagreement. 
That is okay. That does not bother me, 
and it should not bother him that he 
had to speak his mind in areas that he 
felt were important. 

But today, Mr. Speaker, Mr. POLIS 
has very objectively been able to cri- 
tique the bill in front of us, to provide 
his analysis of that bill, acknowledging 
it is a bipartisan bill, acknowledging 
that this bill is about jobs, job cre- 
ation, making life better, albeit that it 
might be one or two people in a neigh- 
borhood. This country is full of neigh- 
borhoods and full of people who want a 
better job, people who want a better 
opportunity to invest, people who want 
to have their ideas taken up, and this 
bill came directly to us today from 
back home, back home people who 
have ideas, back home people who are 
looking at rules and regulations and 
saying, wow, that is an impediment to 
my good idea. 

Mr. LUETKEMEYER, Mr. EMMER, 
Chairman ROYCE all said, oh, by the 
way, they have an American Dream 
they are trying to live up to also, and 
there are things that are getting in the 
way of their dream. So they do the 
things that are necessary to float their 
ideas up to their Member of Congress. 
It came to the Committee on Financial 
Services. The young chairman, JEB 
HENSARLING, creates ideas that are able 
to move to legislation. That is why we 
are here on the floor today, subscribing 
ideas that provide more capital that is 
available. 

The cost of securities regulation con- 
tinues to fall heaviest on small compa- 
nies. Small companies are the engine 
of our economy, where many of the 
bright people who today, by graduating 
from college, going to business school, 
learning things, they realize as they 
enter the marketplace, wow, there is 
another hurdle out there. 

That is why we are here today. They 
want to bring their ideas to the mar- 
ketplace. We are here to help them 
through safety and soundness, through 
working through the instruments of 
government, and to do so so that tradi- 
tional financing options are available 
for small companies that work. 

Our predatory administration—that 
is this Obama administration—is using 
Dodd-Frank as its main weapon 
against the free enterprise system 
today. This administration is using the 
weapons that they have available to 
them to stop and stifle and to make 
more difficult the creation of jobs, the 
creation of more wealth, the creation 
of investment, and it is all done. We 
see this, Mr. Speaker, when we look at 
GDP growth. Our country is stagnant. 

Yesterday, when we were having the 
motion to recommit, the young gentle- 
woman from the Democratic side ac- 
knowledged most forthrightly, these 
are difficult financial times. All across 
America there are terrible financial 
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times because of an administration 
that chooses to strike at the heart of 
the free enterprise system: the heart of 
the free enterprise system in health 
care, the heart of the free enterprise 
system in banking, and regulations on 
the energy industry, striking at the 
heart of people trying to get homes and 
keep jobs and to move things. 

This administration has a constant 
attack against jobs, job creation, and, I 
believe, the American worker, yet they 
find it easier to give lots of money to 
other people but not Americans for our 
own job creation. That is why we are 
here today. But we are not going to 
cast this as what this is about. 

What this is about is a positive effort 
about the American Dream, about good 
ideas, about bipartisanship, about fol- 
lowing the rules to get things through 
a committee, to get things to the Com- 
mittee on Rules, to get things on the 
floor, to get people to vote on a bipar- 
tisan basis. 

We have, essentially, four bills in 
this rule, four bills that I believe are 
desperately—I will use that word, ‘‘des- 
perately’’—needed by small business to 
grow and innovate ideas. What is on 
the other side of that? We have already 
said it 10 times, the American Dream. 
But it is also freedom. When issuers 
sell securities to the public, that 
means more money goes into the com- 
pany, money that can be used to hire 
more people, push a product and make 
it successful. That is why we are here. 
We are here to take the ideas, a proc- 
ess, in a bipartisan way. 

Lastly, Mr. Speaker, I include in the 
RECORD a letter which addresses an 
issue that my dear colleague has 
talked about, and that is the Zika 
funding issue. 

The letter was written to the Presi- 
dent of the United States on July 14, 
2016, and among other things it says: 
“The House passed a conference report 
that would provide an additional $1.1 
billion in emergency supplemental 
funding to continue to prepare for, and 
prevent, Zika both domestically and 
internationally. It is unfortunate that 
Democrats have blocked action on this 
legislation in the Senate.” Mr. Speak- 
er, they continue to do it today. 

This letter—which was signed by the 
chairman of the House Committee on 
Appropriations, the gentleman HAL 
ROGERS; the gentleman THAD COCHRAN, 
chairman of the Senate Committee on 
Appropriations; Chairman TOM COLE, 
House Appropriations Subcommittee 
on Labor, Health and Human Services; 
Roy BLUNT, chairman, Appropriations 
Subcommittee on Labor, Health and 
Human Services; KAY GRANGER from 
Fort Worth, Texas, chairwoman, House 
Appropriations Subcommittee on State 
and Foreign Operations; LINDSEY GRA- 
HAM, chairman, Senate Appropriations 
Subcommittee on State and Foreign 
Operations—very clearly says: Mr. 
President, until that block by Senate 
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Democrats is stopped, we give you au- 
thorization to reprogram money that 
would be available. You seem to find 
lots of money that is available to bring 
people to this country who might be 
displaced in other places around the 
world. Why don’t you spend a little bit 
of money on important issues like the 

Zika virus? 

We are on record. We are waiting for 
the Senate to move the bill. Mr. Speak- 
er, I want you to know your time that 
you have allocated today, the precious 
time of this House, was done today for 
bills that came to us from ideas from 
the American people that floated on a 
bipartisan basis directly up to the 
Committee on Financial Services, 
which brought these bills forward. 
They have been talked about, marked 
up, and vetted. They are good to go, 
and I am in full support of not only 
this rule, but this legislation; and for 
that reason, I urge my colleagues to 
continue to support this rule and the 
underlying bills. 

APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE SENDS JOINT 
HOUSE AND SENATE LETTER TO THE WHITE 
HOUSE URGING ACTION ON ZIKA FUNDING 
WASHINGTON, July 14——House Appropria- 

tions Committee Chairman Hal Rogers, 

along with Senate Appropriations Chairman 

Thad Cochran and other senior members of 

the House and Senate committees, today 

sent a joint letter to President Obama urg- 
ing White House action on Zika funding. 

Senate Democrats today again blocked leg- 
islation that would immediately fund efforts 
to prevent and fight the spread of the Zika 
virus. Chairmen Rogers and Cochran wrote 
that given the critical need for these funds 
and absent the funding that was blocked 
today, the White House should ‘‘aggressively 
use funds already available to mount a 
strong defense against the virus.” 

The full text of the letter is below: 

JULY 14, 2016. 

President BARACK OBAMA, 

The White House, 

Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: Your Administration 
has asked Congress to provide additional re- 
sources to prepare for, and prevent, the 
spread of the Zika virus. We have responded 
by both supporting the reprioritization of ex- 
isting resources and passing through our re- 
spective chambers legislation that would 
provide additional Zika response funding. 

On February 18, 2016, we called upon your 
Administration to repurpose available funds 
to be spent immediately to fight the disease. 
On April 6, 2016, you did so through the use 
of existing authorities, repurposing $589 mil- 
lion for Zika response activities. Given the 
urgency of your request, we were surprised 
last week when Politico reported the fol- 
lowing based on information shared by Ad- 
ministration officials: ‘‘The Obama adminis- 
tration has so far distributed only about one- 
sixth of the unspent Ebola funding that it di- 
verted to combat the Zika virus.” This 
money is available immediately to prepare 
for and combat Zika, yet is seemingly not 
being spent. 

The House passed a conference report that 
would provide an additional $1.1 billion in 
emergency supplemental funding to continue 
to prepare for, and prevent, Zika both do- 
mestically and internationally. It is unfortu- 
nate that Democrats have blocked action on 
this legislation in the Senate. The con- 
ference report provides the same amount of 
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funding that every Senate Democrat pre- 
viously supported. It fully funds vaccine re- 
search, and increases funding for mosquito 
spraying and eradication, Zika surveillance, 
and advanced development of treatments and 
diagnostics. The conference agreement pro- 
vides the same access to health services as 
your supplemental request, contains no new 
prohibition on any health service, and ex- 
pands access to health services in Puerto 
Rico beyond your initial request. 

If Senate Democrats continue to block 
consideration of Zika legislation, we urge 
you to aggressively use funds already avail- 
able to mount a strong defense against the 
virus. We also note that the fiscal year 2016 
appropriations bills allow the Administra- 
tion access to additional funds. The Sec- 
retary of the Department of Health and 
Human Services has transfer authority that 
can be used as an additional source for Zika 
preparedness. The previous Secretary did not 
hesitate to use this authority to support the 
failing Affordable Care Act Exchanges. The 
Secretary of State also has authority to re- 
program funding to provide additional for- 
eign assistance to address the Zika virus 
outside the United States. 

We urge you to use available funding now 
to ensure our nation is prepared. 

Sincerely, 
REP. HAL ROGERS, 

Chairman, House Ap- 
propriations Com- 
mittee. 

SEN. THAD COCHRAN, 

Chairman, Senate Ap- 
propriations Com- 
mittee. 

REP. TOM COLE, 

Chairman, House Ap- 
propriations Sub- 
committee on Labor, 
Health and Human 
Services. 

SEN. ROY BLUNT, 

Chairman, Senate Ap- 
propriations Sub- 
committee on Labor, 
Health and Human 


Services. 
REP. KAY GRANGER, 
Chairwoman, House 


Appropriations Sub- 
committee on State 
and Foreign Oper- 
ations. 

SEN. LINDSEY GRAHAM, 

Chairman, Senate Ap- 
propriations Sub- 
committee on State 
and Foreign Oper- 
ations. 


The material previously referred to 
by Mr. POLIS is as follows: 
AN AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 844 OFFERED BY 
MR. POLIS 


At the end of the resolution, add the fol- 
lowing new sections: 

SEC. 3. Immediately upon adoption of this 
resolution the Speaker shall, pursuant to 
clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the House 
resolved into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for consider- 
ation of the bill (H.R. 1076) to increase public 
safety by permitting the Attorney General 
to deny the transfer of a firearm or the 
issuance of firearms or explosives licenses to 
a known or suspected dangerous terrorist. 
The first reading of the bill shall be dis- 
pensed with. All points of order against con- 
sideration of the bill are waived. General de- 
bate shall be confined to the bill and shall 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


not exceed one hour equally divided and con- 
trolled by the chair and ranking minority 
member of the Committee on the Judiciary. 
After general debate the bill shall be consid- 
ered for amendment under the five-minute 
rule. All points of order against provisions in 
the bill are waived. At the conclusion of con- 
sideration of the bill for amendment the 
Committee shall rise and report the bill to 
the House with such amendments as may 
have been adopted. The previous question 
shall be considered as ordered on the bill and 
amendments thereto to fmal passage without 
intervening motion except one motion to re- 
commit with or without instructions. If the 
Committee of the Whole rises and reports 
that it has come to no resolution on the bill, 
then on the next legislative day the House 
shall, immediately after the third daily 
order of business under clause 1 of rule XIV, 
resolve into the Committee of the Whole for 
further consideration of the bill. 

SEC. 4. Clause 1(c) of rule XIX shall not 
apply to the consideration of H.R. 1076. 


THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT 
IT REALLY MEANS 

This vote, the vote on whether to order the 
previous question on a special rule, is not 
merely a procedural vote. A vote against or- 
dering the previous question is a vote 
against the Republican majority agenda and 
a vote to allow the Democratic minority to 
offer an alternative plan. It is a vote about 
what the House should be debating. 

Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the 
House of Representatives (VI, 308-811), de- 
scribes the vote on the previous question on 
the rule as ‘‘a motion to direct or control the 
consideration of the subject before the House 
being made by the Member in charge.” To 
defeat the previous question is to give the 
opposition a chance to decide the subject be- 
fore the House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s 
ruling of January 13, 1920, to the effect that 
“the refusal of the House to sustain the de- 
mand for the previous question passes the 
control of the resolution to the opposition” 
in order to offer an amendment. On March 
15, 1909, a member of the majority party of- 
fered a rule resolution. The House defeated 
the previous question and a member of the 
opposition rose to a parliamentary inquiry, 
asking who was entitled to recognition. 
Speaker Joseph G. Cannon (R-Illinois) said: 
“The previous question having been refused, 
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Fitz- 
gerald, who had asked the gentleman to 
yield to him for an amendment, is entitled to 
the first recognition.” 

The Republican majority may say ‘“‘the 
vote on the previous question is simply a 
vote on whether to proceed to an immediate 
vote on adopting the resolution ... [and] 
has no substantive legislative or policy im- 
plications whatsoever.” But that is not what 
they have always said. Listen to the Repub- 
lican Leadership Manual on the Legislative 
Process in the United States House of Rep- 
resentatives, (6th edition, page 135). Here’s 
how the Republicans describe the previous 
question vote in their own manual: ‘‘Al- 
though it is generally not possible to amend 
the rule because the majority Member con- 
trolling the time will not yield for the pur- 
pose of offering an amendment, the same re- 
sult may be achieved by voting down the pre- 
vious question on the rule. ... When the 
motion for the previous question is defeated, 
control of the time passes to the Member 
who led the opposition to ordering the pre- 
vious question. That Member, because he 
then controls the time, may offer an amend- 
ment to the rule, or yield for the purpose of 
amendment.” 
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In Deschler’s Procedure in the U.S. House 
of Representatives, the subchapter titled 
“Amending Special Rules” states: ‘‘a refusal 
to order the previous question on such a rule 
[a special rule reported from the Committee 
on Rules] opens the resolution to amend- 
ment and further debate.” (Chapter 21, sec- 
tion 21.2) Section 21.3 continues: ‘‘Upon re- 
jection of the motion for the previous ques- 
tion on a resolution reported from the Com- 
mittee on Rules, control shifts to the Mem- 
ber leading the opposition to the previous 
question, who may offer a proper amendment 
or motion and who controls the time for de- 
bate thereon.” 

Clearly, the vote on the previous question 
on a rule does have substantive policy impli- 
cations. It is one of the only available tools 
for those who oppose the Republican major- 
ity’s agenda and allows those with alter- 
native views the opportunity to offer an al- 
ternative plan. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time, and I 
move the previous question on the res- 
olution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 


Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I demand a 
recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 and clause 9 of rule XX, 
this 15-minute vote on ordering the 
previous question will be followed by 5- 
minute votes on adopting the resolu- 
tion, if ordered; and suspending the 
rules and adopting H. Res. 660. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 238, noes 180, 
not voting 13, as follows: 

[Roll No. 489] 
AYES—238 


Abraham Collins (GA) Gibbs 
Aderholt Collins (NY) Gibson 

Allen Comstock Gohmert 
Amash Conaway Goodlatte 
Amodei Cook Gosar 

Babin Costello (PA) Gowdy 
Barletta Cramer Granger 
Barr Crawford Graves (GA) 
Barton Crenshaw Graves (LA) 
Benishek Culberson Graves (MO) 
Bilirakis Curbelo (FL) Griffith 
Bishop (MI) Davidson Grothman 
Bishop (UT) Davis, Rodney Guinta 
Black Denham Guthrie 
Blackburn Dent Hanna 

Blum DeSantis Hardy 

Bos Diaz-Balart Harper 
Boustany Dold Harris 

Brady (TX) Donovan Hartzler 

Bra’ Duffy Heck (NV) 
Bridenstine Duncan (SC) Hensarling 
Brooks (AL) Duncan (TN) Herrera Beutler 
Brooks (IN) Ellmers (NC) Hice, Jody B. 
Buchanan Emmer (MN) Hill 

Buck Farenthold Holding 
Bucshon Fincher Hudson 
Burgess Fitzpatrick Huelskamp 
Byrne Fleischmann Huizenga (MI) 
Calvert Fleming Hultgren 
Carter (GA) Flores Hunter 
Carter (TX) Forbes Hurd (TX) 
Chabot Fortenberry Hurt (VA) 
Chaffetz Foxx Issa 

Clawson (FL) Franks (AZ) Jenkins (KS) 
Coffman Frelinghuysen Jenkins (WV) 
Cole Garrett Johnson (OH) 
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Jolly Mooney (WV) Scott, Austin Rush Sires Veasey MacArthur Pompeo Smith (TX) 
Jones Mullin Sensenbrenner Ryan (OH) Slaughter Vela Marchant Posey Stefanik 
Jordan Mulvaney Sessions Sanchez, Linda Smith (WA) Velazquez Marino Price, Tom Stewart 
Joyce Murphy (PA) Shimkus A Speier Visclosky Massie Ratcliffe Stivers 
Katko Neugebauer Shuster Sarbanes Swalwell (CA) Walz McCarthy Reed Stutzman 
Kelly (MS) Newhouse Simpson Schakowsky Takano Wasserman McCaw. Renacci Thompson (PA) 
Kelly (PA) Noem Smith (MO) Schiff Thompson (CA) Schultz McClintock Ribble Thornberry 
King (IA) Nunes Smith (NE) Schrader Thompson (MS) Waters, Maxine McHenry Rice (SC) Tiberi 
King (NY) Olson Smith (NJ) Scott (VA) Titus Watson Coleman McKinley Rigell Tipton 
Kinzinger (IL) Palmer Smith (TX) Seoti David ree Welch McMorris Roby Trott 
Kline Paulsen A errano orres ; Rodgers Roe (TN) 
Knight Pearce Saner Sewell (AL) Tsongas eee McSally Rogers (AL) casing 
pton 
Labrador Perry Stivers Sherman Van Hollen Meadows Rogers (KY) saladnd 
LaHood Peterson Stutzman Sinema Vargas Meehan Rohrabacher Wagner 
Fanaa Pittenger Thompson (PA) NOT VOTING—13 Messer Rokita Walberg 
amborn Pitts Thornberry 7 Mica Rooney (FL) Wald 
Lance Poe (TX) Tiberi Bishop (GA) Johnson, Sam Sanchez, Loretta Miller (FL) Ros-Lehtinen hs 
Latta Poliquin Tipton Brown (FL) Nugent Walters, Mimi Miller (MI) Roskam GARE 
LoBiondo Pompeo Trott Clarke (NY) Palazzo Westmoreland Moolenaar Rothfus Walorski 
Long Posey Turner DesJarlais Reichert Mooney (WV) Rouzer Weber (TX) 
Loudermilk Price, Tom Upton Johnson, E. B. Ross Mullin Royce Webster (FL) 
Love Ratcliffe Valadao Mulvaney Russell Wenstrup 
Lucas Reed Wagner 1405 Murphy (PA) Salmon Westerman 
Luetkemeyer Renacci Walberg : Neugebauer Sanford Williams 
Lummis Ribble walden Mr. WALKER changed his vote from Newhouse Scalise Wilson (SC) 
MacArthur Rice (SC) Walker “no” to “aye.” Noem Schweikert Wittman 
Marchant Rigel Walorski So the previous question was ordered. Nunes Scott, Austin Womack 
Marino Roby * Olson Sensenbrenner Woodall 
Massie Roe (TN) Weber (TX) The result of the vote was announced Palmer Sessions Yoder 
McCarthy Rogers (AL) Webster (FL) as above recorded. Paulsen Shimkus Yoho 
a Rogers (KY) Lapel The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Pearce Shuster Young (AK) 
McClintock Rohrabacher Westerman ; : x j Perry Simpson Young (IA) 
McHenry Rokita Williams question is on the resolution. Pittenger Sinoma = g zg 
McKinley Rooney (FL) Wilson (SC) The question was taken; and the Pitts Smith (MO) Fate amy 
McMorris Ros-Lehtinen vee Speaker pro tempore announced that Poe (TX) Smith (NE) otc 
Rodgers Roskam omac ; Poliquin Smith (NJ 
meet ne wos i the ayes appeared to have it. a NJ) 
Meadows Rouzer arn RECORDED VOTE NOES—181 
Meehan Royce oho 
Mese SAAHA Young (AK) Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I demand a Adams Esty Maloney, Sean 
Mica Salmon Young (1A) recorded vote. Aguilar Farr Matsui 
Miller (FL) Sanford Young (IN) A recorded vote was ordered. Ashford Foster McCollum 
Miller (MI) Scalise Zeldin The SPEAKER pro tempore. This isa Pas Pran KOL (IT rane 
Moolenaar Schweikert Zinke . Beatty Fudge McGovern 
5-minute vote. Becerra Gabbard McNerney 
NOES—180 The vote was taken by electronic de- Bera Gallego Meeks 
f vice, and there were—ayes 237, noes 181, Beyer Garamendi Meng 
Adams Doggett Levin j 2 Blumenauer Graham Moore 
Aguilar Doyle, Michael Lewis not voting 13, as follows: Bonamici Grayson Moulton 
Ashford F. Lieu, Ted [Roll No. 490] Boyle, Brendan Green, Al Murphy (FL) 
Bass Duckworth Lipinski AYES—237 F. Green, Gene Nadler 
Beatty Edwards Loebsack Brady (PA) Grijalva Napolitano 
Becerra Ellison Lofgren Abraham Culberson Harris Brownley (CA) Gutiérrez Neal 
Bera Engel Lowenthal Aderholt Curbelo (FL) Hartzler Bustos Hahn Nolan 
Beyer Eshoo Lowey Allen Davidson Heck (NV) Capps Hastings Norcross 
Blumenauer Esty Lujan Grisham Amash Davis, Rodney Hensarling Capuano Heck (WA) O’Rourke 
Bonamici Farr (NM) Amodei Denham Herrera Beutler Cardenas Higgins Pallone 
Boyle, Brendan Foster Lujan, Ben Ray Babin Dent Hice, Jody B. Carney Himes Pascrell 
F. Frankel (FL) (NM) Barletta DeSantis Hill Carson (IN) Hinojosa Payne 
Brady (PA) Fudge Lynch Barr Diaz-Balart Holding Cartwright Honda Pelosi 
Brownley (CA) Gabbard Maloney, Barton Dold Hudson Castor (FL) Hoyer Perlmutter 
Bustos Gallego Carolyn Benishek Donovan Huelskamp Castro (TX) Huffman Peters 
Butterfield Garamendi Maloney, Sean Bilirakis Duffy Huizenga (MI) Chu, Judy Israel Peterson 
Capps Graham Matsui Bishop (MI) Duncan (SC) Hultgren Cicilline Jackson Lee Pingree 
Capuano Grayson McCollum Bishop (UT) Duncan (TN) Hunter Clark (MA) Jeffries Pocan 
Cardenas Green, Al McDermott Black Ellmers (NC) Hurd (TX) Clarke (NY) Johnson (GA) Polis 
Carney Green, Gene McGovern Blackburn Emmer (MN) Hurt (VA) Clay Johnson, E. B. Price (NC) 
Carson (IN) Grijalva McNerney Blum Farenthold Issa Cleaver Kaptur Quigley 
Cartwright Gutiérrez Meeks Bost Fincher Jenkins (KS) Clyburn Keating Rangel 
Castor (FL) Hahn Meng Boustany Fitzpatrick Jenkins (WV) Cohen Kelly (IL) Rice (NY) 
Castro (TX) Hastings Moore Brady (TX) Fleischmann Johnson (OH) Connolly Kennedy Richmond 
Chu, Judy Heck (WA) Moulton Brat Fleming Jolly Conyers Kildee Roybal-Allard 
Cicilline Higgins Murphy (FL) Bridenstine Flores Jones Cooper Kilmer Ruiz 
Clark (MA) Himes Nadler Brooks (AL) Forbes Jordan Costa Kind Ruppersberger 
Clay Hinojosa Napolitano Brooks (IN) Fortenberry Joyce Courtney Kirkpatrick Rush 
Cleaver Honda Neal Buchanan Foxx Katko Crowley Kuster Ryan (OH) 
Clyburn Hoyer Nolan Buck Franks (AZ) Kelly (MS) Cuellar Langevin Sanchez, Linda 
Cohen Huffman Norcross Bucshon Frelinghuysen Kelly (PA) Cummings Larsen (WA) T. 
Connolly Israel O’Rourke Burgess Garrett King (IA) Davis (CA) Larson (CT) Sarbanes 
Conyers Jackson Lee Pallone Byrne Gibbs King (NY) Davis, Danny Lawrence Schakowsky 
Cooper Jeffries Pascrell Calvert Gibson Kinzinger (IL) DeFazio Lee Schiff 
Costa Johnson (GA) Payne Carter (GA) Gohmert Kline DeGette Levin Schrader 
Courtney Kaptur Pelosi Carter (TX) Goodlatte Knight Delaney Lewis Scott (VA) 
Crowley Keating Perlmutter Chabot Gosar Labrador DeLauro Lieu, Ted Scott, David 
Cuellar Kelly (IL) Peters Chaffetz Gowdy LaHood DelBene Lipinski Serrano 
Cummings Kennedy Pingree Clawson (FL) Granger LaMalfa DeSaulnier Loebsack Sewell (AL) 
Davis (CA) Kildee Pocan Coffman Graves (GA) Lamborn Deutch Lofgren Sherman 
Davis, Danny Kilmer Polis Cole Graves (LA) Lance Dingell Lowenthal Sires 
DeFazio Kind Price (NC) Collins (GA) Graves (MO) Latta Doggett Lowey Slaughter 
DeGette Kirkpatrick Quigley Collins (NY) Griffith LoBiondo Doyle, Michael Lujan Grisham Smith (WA) 
Delaney Kuster Rangel Comstock Grothman Long F; (NM) Speier 
DeLauro Langevin Rice (NY) Conaway Guinta Loudermilk Duckworth Luján, Ben Ray Swalwell (CA) 
DelBene Larsen (WA) Richmond Cook Guthrie Love Edwards (NM) Takano 
DeSaulnier Larson (CT) Roybal-Allard Costello (PA) Hanna Lucas Ellison Lynch Thompson (CA) 
Deutch Lawrence Ruiz Cramer Hardy Luetkemeyer Engel Maloney, Thompson (MS) 


Dingell Lee Ruppersberger Crenshaw Harper Lummis Eshoo Carolyn Titus 


September 8, 2016 


Tonko Vela Waters, Maxine 
Torres Velazquez Watson Coleman 
Tsongas Visclosky Welch 

Van Hollen Walz Wilson (FL) 
Vargas Wasserman Yarmuth 
Veasey Schultz 


NOT VOTING—13 


Bishop (GA) Johnson, Sam Sanchez, Loretta 


Brown (FL) Nugent Walters, Mimi 
Butterfield Palazzo Westmoreland 
Crawford Reichert 

DesJarlais Ross 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain- 
ing. 
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So the resolution was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


a 


EXPRESSING SUPPORT FOR THE 
TERRITORIAL INTEGRITY OF 
GEORGIA 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un- 
finished business is the vote on the mo- 
tion to suspend the rules and agree to 
the resolution (H. Res. 660) expressing 
the sense of the House of Representa- 
tives to support the territorial integ- 
rity of Georgia, on which the yeas and 
nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
ROYCE) that the House suspend the 
rules and agree to the resolution. 

This is a 5-minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 410, nays 6, 
not voting 15, as follows: 

[Roll No. 491] 
YEAS—410 


Abraham Brooks (AL) Cole 
Adams Brooks (IN) Collins (GA) 
Aderholt. Brownley (CA) Collins (NY) 
Aguilar Buchanan Comstock 
Allen Buck Conaway 
Amodei Bucshon Connolly 
Ashford Burgess Conyers 
Babin Bustos Cook 
Barletta Butterfield Cooper 
Barr Byrne Costa 
Barton Calvert Costello (PA) 
Bass Capps Courtney 
Beatty Capuano Cramer 
Becerra Cardenas Crawford 
Benishek Carney Crenshaw 
Bera Carson (IN) Crowley 
Beyer Carter (GA) Cuellar 
Bilirakis Carter (TX) Culberson 
Bishop (MI) Cartwright Cummings 
Bishop (UT) Castor (FL) Curbelo (FL) 
Black Castro (TX) Davidson 
Blackburn Chabot Davis (CA) 
Blum Chaffetz Davis, Danny 
Blumenauer Chu, Judy Davis, Rodney 
Bonamici Cicilline DeFazio 
Bost Clark (MA) DeGette 
Boustany Clarke (NY) Delaney 
Boyle, Brendan Clawson (FL) DeLauro 

F. Clay DelBene 
Brady (PA) Cleaver Denham 
Brady (TX) Clyburn Dent 
Brat Coffman DeSantis 
Bridenstine Cohen DeSaulnier 


Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Donovan 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Duckworth 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farenthold 
Farr 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frankel (FL) 
Franks (AZ) 
Fudge 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Graham 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holding 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huffman 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jolly 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 


Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Knight 
Kuster 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lummis 
Lynch 
MacArthur 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Matsui 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Moore 
Moulton 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nolan 
Norcross 
Nunes 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Pallone 
Palmer 
Pascrell 
Paulsen 
Payne 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


Pearce 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Pocan 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Price, Tom 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (NY) 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Russell 
Ryan (OH) 
Salmon 
Sanchez, Linda 
E, 
Sanford 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Trott 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
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Vela Watson Coleman Woodall 
Velázquez Weber (TX) Yarmuth 
Visclosky Webster (FL) Yoder 
Wagner Welch Yoho 
Walden Wenstrup Young (AK) 
Walker Westerman Youne (IA) 
Walorski Williams Young (IN) 
Walz Wilson (FL) Zeldin 
Wasserman Wilson (SC) Zinke 
Schultz Wittman 
Waters, Maxine Womack 
NAYS—6 
Amash Jones Rohrabacher 
Duncan (TN) Massie Smith (TX) 
NOT VOTING—15 
Bishop (GA) Huelskamp Ross 
Brown (FL) Johnson, Sam Sanchez, Loretta 
DesJarlais Nugent Walberg 
Frelinghuysen Palazzo Walters, Mimi 
Gabbard Reichert Westmoreland 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain- 
ing. 
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So (two-thirds being in the affirma- 
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
resolution was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


EE 


ACCELERATING ACCESS TO 
CAPITAL ACT OF 2016 


GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that all Mem- 
bers may have 5 legislative days in 
which to revise and extend their re- 
marks and submit extraneous mate- 
rials on the bill, H.R. 2357, to direct the 
Securities and Exchange Commission 
to revise Form S-8 so as to add listing 
and registration of a class of common 
equity securities on a national securi- 
ties exchange as an additional basis for 
satisfying the requirements of General 
Instruction I.B.1. of such form and to 
remove such listing and registration as 
a requirement of General Instruction 
I.B.6. of such form. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to House Resolution 844 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consider- 
ation of the bill, H.R. 2357. 

The Chair appoints the gentleman 
from Tennessee (Mr. DUNCAN) to pre- 
side over the Committee of the Whole. 
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
Accordingly, the House resolved 


itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2357) to 
direct the Securities and Exchange 
Commission to revise Form S-3 so as to 
add listing and registration of a class 
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of common equity securities on a na- 
tional securities exchange as an addi- 
tional basis for satisfying the require- 
ments of General Instruction I.B.1. of 
such form and to remove such listing 
and registration as a requirement of 
General Instruction I.B.6. of such form, 
with Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee in the 
chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the 
bill is considered read the first time. 

The gentleman from Texas (Mr. HEN- 
SARLING) and the gentlewoman from 
New York (Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY) 
each will control 30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Mr. Chairman, regrettably, we know 
that we continue to be mired in the 
slowest, weakest, and most tepid eco- 
nomic recovery in the history of the 
Republic, and our fellow citizens con- 
tinue to suffer. The economy continues 
to not work for working people. 

Now, we hear a lot of happy talk 
coming out of the administration, and 
they throw statistics at us telling us 
how happy we should be with this econ- 
omy. But the economy is limping along 
at 1.5 to 2 percent of economic growth 
when the historic norm is 3.5 percent; 
and if you can’t grow America’s econ- 
omy, you cannot grow the family econ- 
omy. 

So all this happy talk coming out of 
the administration, try to convince the 
8 million Americans who don’t have a 
job that this is a good economy. Try 
telling that to the 6 million Americans 
who want to work full time but only 
find part-time employment. Mr. Chair- 
man, tell that to the 94 million Ameri- 
cans who are out of the workforce en- 
tirely. So many of them have just 
given up ever being able to find any 
type of gainful employment in this 
economy. 

Again, it is falling so far short of its 
potential. All across America, Amer- 
ican families are worrying: How are 
they going to pay the bills? How are 
they going to pay the mortgage? How 
are they going to be able to pay their 
skyrocketing healthcare premiums 
under ObamaCare? 

We must—we must—get this econ- 
omy moving again, but, Mr. Chairman, 
our great challenge is the job engine of 
America is broken, and the job engine 
is small business. One of the primary 
challenges for small business is they 
cannot access capital. Right now, bank 
lending to small businesses is at a 
25-year low. Entrepreneurship, the 
launching of new business, and innova- 
tion, Mr. Chairman, is at a genera- 
tional low. We have more small-busi- 
ness deaths than we do births in Amer- 
ica today. This cannot be allowed to 
stand. 

That is why, Mr. Chairman, I am so 
happy that today the House Financial 
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Services Committee is putting to- 
gether a package of bills that will help 
unleash capital for our innovators, for 
our entrepreneurs, and for our small 
businesses. 

It is all part of the House Republican 
Better Way. We don’t have to be stuck 
in this lackluster Obamanomics econ- 
omy that is not working for working 
people. We can do better, and we must 
do better. So I am happy today that we 
will soon be voting on H.R. 2357, the 
Accelerating Access to Capital Act, 
sponsored by the gentlewoman from 
Missouri (Mrs. WAGNER), who has been 
a real leader in access to capital. 

This is a bill which simply amends a 
registration form with the Securities 
and Exchange Commission to eliminate 
unnecessary cost for small private 
companies. 

This overburdensome regulation that 
has nothing to do with consumer pro- 
tection is strangling small businesses. 
We need to pass this bill, again, be- 
cause the cost of securities registration 
is falling heaviest—heaviest—on our 
small companies. 

Another bill in this package, Mr. 
Chairman, is H.R. 4850, the Micro Offer- 
ing Safe Harbor Act sponsored by the 
gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. 
EMMER). This would give really small 
businesses and startups more flexi- 
bility to raise funds from existing rela- 
tionships without having the added 
cost of having to register with the Se- 
curities and Exchange Commission. 

The third bill in this package is H.R. 
4852, the Private Placement Improve- 
ment Act sponsored by the chairman of 
our Capital Markets and Government 
Sponsored Enterprises Subcommittee, 
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
GARRETT), and it helps the bipartisan 
JOBS Act reach its full potential by 
maintaining a clear and commonsense 
approach to regulations for private of- 
ferings. 

Again, it simply helps smaller com- 
panies raise capital. You cannot have 
the benefits of capitalism for American 
families without capital. 

I commend each of my colleagues on 
the House Financial Services Com- 
mittee for authoring these bills, for 
furthering these bills, and for what 
they will do to ensure that we can have 
economic growth for all, bank bailouts 
for none. 

Now, we will soon hear from the 
other side of the aisle, Mr. Chairman, 
and if history is our guide, we will have 
great angst, wailing, and gnashing of 
teeth that somehow this is hurting 
consumers. Nothing—nothing—in this 
package does anything to detract from 
the Securities Act of 1933, the Securi- 
ties Exchange Act of 1934, the Invest- 
ment Company Act of 1940, the Inves- 
tors Advisers Act of 1940, the Sarbanes- 
Oxley Act of 2002, and the list goes on. 
Fraud is fraud. Fraud is illegal. You 
cannot have competitive, efficient 
markets with it. 
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But the SEC has a tri-part mission. 
Part of that mission is capital forma- 
tion, and they have failed. They have 
failed. We must succeed on behalf of 
American families. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York. Mr. Chair, I yield myself such 
time as I may consume. 

I am going to oppose this bill because 
I think it rolls back too many investor 
protections. But I understand and ap- 
preciate the chairman’s goals here. We 
all support the goal of increasing cap- 
ital formation. We just disagree on the 
best way to accomplish it. 

My view is that the best way to stim- 
ulate investment is to treat investors 
well and protect them, and that means 
strong investor protections. I firmly 
believe that markets run more, and 
better, on confidence than on capital. 

Unfortunately, this bill goes in the 
wrong direction. It strips away protec- 
tions that investors want in order to 
feel comfortable investing in startups 
and small companies. 

I have particular concerns with title 
I of this bill, which would allow very 
small and thinly traded companies to 
sell securities using the faster shelf 
registration process. This raises seri- 
ous market manipulation concerns. Let 
me explain why. 

Shelf registration allows companies 
to register securities in advance and 
then sell them later on short notice, 
without getting SEC approval. Tradi- 
tionally, shelf registration has been 
limited to larger, well-known compa- 
nies, like GE or Apple, that are already 
widely followed by the markets, in 
other words, companies that investors 
are already very familiar with. 

In 2007, the SEC decided to expand 
the number of companies who are eligi- 
ble to use shelf registration. In doing 
so, however, the SEC was very careful 
to balance this against the need to 
maintain strong investor protection. 

The SEC was comfortable allowing 
certain very small companies to have a 
limited ability to use shelf registration 
to offer securities, but only on the con- 
dition that the company have at least 
one class of securities listed on the ex- 
change. This was because the ex- 
changes have their own standards that 
companies must meet in order to get 
their securities listed on the exchange. 
These listing standards provide inves- 
tors with sufficient assurance that the 
company is legitimate, has a reason- 
ably wide investor base, and will have 
enough trading interest to assure a 
reasonable amount of liquidity in the 
stock. 

Without the comfort provided by the 
exchange’s initial screening procedures 
for these companies, however, I am not 
sure we should be comfortable allowing 
these very small companies to use shelf 
registration. But that is what this bill 
would do. It would allow very small 
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companies that trade in over-the- 
counter markets to sell securities 
using shelf registration. 

Allowing a small company, whose 
stock is very thinly traded to quickly 
sell a large amount of securities under 
the shelf registration raises real con- 
cerns about potential market manipu- 
lation. A company could easily bid up 
the price of its stock and then imme- 
diately dump a large amount of new 
stock to investors at the artificially in- 
flated prices. 

As Columbia Professor John Coffee 
noted in his testimony before the Fi- 
nancial Services Committee on this 
proposal last Congress: ‘‘Letting a 
small company with a modest $50 mil- 
lion public float use shelf registration 
to attempt to sell $150 million in secu- 
rities invites potential disaster and in- 
vestor confusion.” 

Mr. Chair, I include in the RECORD 
his entire, very critical testimony of 
the dangers of this legislation. 
STATEMENT OF PROFESSOR JOHN C. COFFEE, 

JR., ADOLF A. BERLE PROFESSOR OF LAW, 

COLUMBIA UNIVERSITY LAW SCHOOL, APRIL 

9, 2014 
LEGISLATIVE PROPOSALS TO ENHANCE CAPITAL 

FORMATION FOR SMALL AND EMERGING 

GROWTH COMPANIES 

Chairman Garrett, Ranking Member 
Waters, and Fellow Members of the Com- 
mittee: 

Introduction 

I thank you for inviting me. I have been 
asked to comment on seven proposed bills, 
some of which appear to be a still early stage 
of drafting. Reasonable people can disagree 
about several of these provisions, but others 
are beyond the pale. Still, my overarching 
comment is that each of these bills rep- 
resents a piecemeal attempt to ‘‘tweak”’ 
something in our existing system, but collec- 
tively they are uncoordinated and lack any 
consistent vision. If there is any common 
theme to these bills, it is that better inte- 
gration and coordination is desirable be- 
tween our twin disclosure regimes under the 
Securities Act of 1933 and the Securities Ex- 
change Act of 1934. That could well be true. 
If so, the appropriate starting point might be 
to mandate a study by the SEC (within, say, 
a realistic two-year period) of how to better 
coordinate both (1) these two disclosure sys- 
tems, and (2) public and private offerings. 
Absent such an attempt at coordination, we 
will obtain only piecemeal (and fumbling) re- 
forms that resemble the seven blind men 
groping at the elephant. In particular, as 
these proposals suggest, private placements 
may soon overtake public offerings—without 
adequate attention being given to the appro- 
priate role of each. 

More generally, we seem to be moving 
from JOBS Act I to a JOBS Act II without 
any serious evaluation of the impact of the 
first round of changes. On balance, the JOBS 
Act may have had only modest impact, and 
the proposals that are being considered 
today will likely have less. Because my time 
is limited, I will analyze these proposals in 
terms of the intensity of my reaction, mov- 
ing from those that I feel are likely to cause 
real harm to those that are understandable 
(but that probably do not require legisla- 
tion). I will 509 begin with a provision (the 
definition of ‘‘well-kKnown seasoned issuer”) 
whose impact has not been adequately or 
candidly explained. 
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1. The Definition of ‘‘Well-Known Seasoned 
Issuer.” This may be the most radically de- 
regulatory of the seven proposals now before 
this Subcommittee, but it has not been ade- 
quately explained just how far reaching this 
proposal would be. The proposal derives from 
the 2011 Report of the SEC Government-Busi- 
ness Forum on Small Business Capital For- 
mation, where it was the 19th out of 25 rec- 
ommendations made by that body. Frankly, 
it received only lukewarm support. The rec- 
ommendation there made was to: 

“Expand the availability of the special 
public offering provisions currently applica- 
ble only to ‘‘well-Known seasoned issuers” 
(WKSIs) to all public companies, including 
smaller reporting companies and foreign pri- 
vate issuers. This would permit such compa- 
nies to, among other things: 

a. File a universal shelf registration state- 
ment; 

b. Test the waters; 

c. Pay as you go; and 

d. Use forward incorporation by reference 
for Form S-1 registration statements.” (Em- 
phasis added) 

Each of these ‘‘benefits’’ can be debated. 
For example, a WKSI is exempt from the 
“gun jumping” and ‘‘quiet period” restric- 
tions of Section 5(c) of the Securities Act of 
1933, and there can be reasonable debate 
about the wisdom of freeing smaller compa- 
nies from these rules. Still, the key implica- 
tion of expanding the definition of ‘‘well- 
known seasoned issuer” has not been ex- 
plained: it would permit the majority of pub- 
lic companies to qualify for “automatic shelf 
registration.” This may not have been the 
intent, but it is the consequence. 

Under Rule 405, a ‘‘Well-Known Seasoned 
Issuer” generally qualifies for ‘‘automatic 
shelf registration.’’ Since 2005, the instant 
that a ‘‘well-known seasoned issuer” files a 
registration statement, the registration 
statement becomes ‘‘effective’’ and the secu- 
rities can be sold under it—without any prior 
SEC review. As a practical matter, allowing 
a company to qualify for automatic shelf 
registration both (1) denies the SEC’s staff 
any opportunity to review and correct the 
registration statement before sales are 
made, and (2) makes it much more difficult 
for the issuer, its investment bankers, and 
its other agents to conduct a pre-offering 
“due diligence” review of the registration 
statement’s contents (because there no 
longer is a pre-offering period between the 
filing of the registration statement and its 
effectiveness). Further, the SEC has a sub- 
stantial staff in its Division of Corporation 
Finance that conducts a pre-effectiveness re- 
view of the registration statement and en- 
gages in a dialogue with the issuer. This pro- 
vision short-circuits that review and largely 
renders them irrelevant for such issuers. 

At present, a ‘‘well-kKnown seasoned 
issuer” (or ‘‘WKSI’’ in the parlance) basi- 
cally must either (i) have a ‘‘public float” of 
at least $700 million (that is, the worldwide 
market value of its common equity, voting 
and nonvoting, held by non-affiliates must 
equal or exceed $700 million), or (ii) have 
issued over the last three years $1 billion in 
non-convertible debt securities. These are 
high standards. By some estimates, only 
about a third of the issuers on the NYSE 
meet this standard. 

Under the proposed legislation, the $700 
million standard would be reduced to $250 
million. At that point, probably a majority 
of the issuers on both the NYSE and Nasdaq 
could become WKSIs—and in most cases 
could use ‘‘automatic shelf registration.” 
Many of these issuers might be followed by 
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only a single securities analyst, and do not 
necessarily trade in an efficient market. The 
SEC’s staff that reviews registration state- 
ments would be unable to focus on these of- 
ferings and would be left to concentrate on 
IPOs and very smaller issuers. This seems a 
poor allocation of the SEC’s resources. 

Since 1933, prior review by the SEC’s staff 
of the registration statement has been one of 
the bedrock protections of our federal securi- 
ties laws. Thus, I suggest to you that it isa 
fairly radical step to deny the SEC’s staff 
any opportunity for a pre-offering review of 
the securities to be issued by most issuers. 
Yet, that is what this proposed expansion of 
the definition of WKSI does. This result may 
or may have been intended, but it both in- 
vites misbehavior (if an issuer knows it will 
not be subject to prior review) and encour- 
ages costly litigation (if errors are later dis- 
covered). 

Even if this proposal were cut back so that 
it only permitted smaller issuers to use 
“universal shelf registration,” I would still 
have some concerns. When shelf registration 
was first introduced in 1988, the issuer had to 
allocate the gross dollar value of its offering 
to specific types of securities (i.e., debt, eq- 
uity, warrants, etc.). Then, in 1992, the SEC 
permitted unallocated shelf registration. In 
such a ‘‘universal’’ shelf registration, the 
issuer may pre-register debt, equity and 
other classes of securities in a single shelf 
registration statement without any alloca- 
tion of offering amounts among these class- 
es. In 509 1992, the SEC lowered the threshold 
for Form 5-8 and universal shelf registration 
to $75 million (well below the $250 level here 
proposed). 

Thus, smaller issues can already make use 
of universal shelf registration. What then is 
achieved by expanding the definition of 
WKSIs (other than entitling the issuer to use 
“automatic shelf registration’’)? A partial 
answer is that WKSIs can uniquely register 
securities for sale for the account of selling 
shareholders without separately identifying 
“the selling security holders or the securi- 
ties to be sold by such persons” until the 
time of the actual sale by such persons. See 
General Instruction ID(d) to Form 5-8. In 
short, by expanding the definition of WKSI, 
we facilitate not primary offerings by the 
issuer, but secondary sales by large share- 
holders. This does not raise capital for the 
issuer or create jobs, but essentially encour- 
ages a bailout by insiders. Such secondary 
sales, which do not have to be disclosed in 
the original registration statement, seem 
particularly problematic in the case of 
smaller companies. 

To sum up, this provision is not what it 
seems. It does not simplify the issuer’s ac- 
cess to capital, but it does both (i) strip the 
SEC of its pre-offering review authority, and 
(ii) facilitate secondary bailouts by insiders. 

2. HR 2659 (‘‘Accelerated Filer”). This pro- 
vision would modify the definition of ‘‘accel- 
erated filer” in SEC Rule 12b-2 (17 C.F.R. 
240.12b-2), which today makes an issuer an 
“accelerated filer” if it has a ‘‘public float” 
of between $75 million and $700 million (that 
is, the value of its equity shares not held by 
affiliates). Under the proposed revision, the 
new test would be moved up to $250 million 
(instead of $75 million), and in addition the 
issuer would need to have ‘‘annual revenues 
of greater than $100,000,000 during the most 
recently completed fiscal year for which au- 
dited financial statements are available” 
(see Section 2 of H.R. 2629). Thus, many 
issuers today deemed accelerated filers 
would escape that label under this revised 
test, including some with very large market 
capitalizations. 
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What is the consequence of this change? 
First, it will allow many companies to es- 
cape Section 404(b) of the Sarbanes-Oxley 
Act and its requirement of an annual audit 
of internal controls. The JOBS Act already 
did this with respect to ‘‘emerging growth 
companies”? (at least for a five-year ‘‘on 
ramp’’), but this provision would exempt 
older companies that did not qualify for that 
exemption. Also, the exemption could con- 
tinue forever and not just for five years. Sec- 
ond, under the instructions to Form 10-Q, an 
“accelerated filer” must file its Form 10-Q 
within 40 days after the end of the fiscal 
quarter, whereas all other issuers must file 
within 45 days after the end of the quarter. 
This is a further small step away from trans- 
parency. 

If the goal is to cut back further on the 
scope of Section 404(b), this might best be 
done directly without causing any other col- 
lateral consequences. Still, some estimate 
should be made of just how many companies 
will escape Section 404(b) by this back door. 
Finally, the JOBS Act had a stronger ration- 
ale for its Section 404(b) exemption, (namely, 
that it permitted a temporary accommoda- 
tion for young and emerging companies), 
whereas this bill’s exemption covers old 
companies and potentially forever. 

3. Raising the Disclosure Exemption Under 
Rule 701(e) from $5 million to $20 million. 
Currently, Rule 701 exempts from registra- 
tion sales by non-reporting issuers of their 
securities to employees, consultants and ad- 
visors (and their family members) pursuant 
to a written compensatory benefit plan or 
compensatory contract. Effectively, this rule 
shelters non-reporting companies from the 
potentially expensive obligation to register 
stock options and similar equity compensa- 
tion under the Securities Act of 1933. But 
under Rule 701(e), some minimal disclosure 
is required, including financial statements 
and ‘‘information about the risks associated 
with investment in the securities.” This lim- 
ited obligation to provide such information 
is not applicable if the issuer sells less than 
$5 million of its securities under this exemp- 
tion during any consecutive 12-month period. 
The proposed bill before this Committee 
would raise this $5 million level to $20 mil- 
lion. 

Because the disclosure obligation under 
Rule 701 is minimal and does not require the 
preparation of any formal disclosure docu- 
ment, this proposal to raise the exemption 
by 400% to $20 million seems hard to justify. 
First, there is no rationale advanced for the 
$20 million threshold. Second, there is little 
hardship or burden in giving your financial 
statements to your own employees. This pro- 
posal did not even seem to win substantial 
support within the small business commu- 
nity (as it has not been regularly cited at the 
SEC’s Government-Business Forum on Small 
Business Capital Formation). 

Further, once the volume of sales under 
Rule 701 exceeds $5 million and begins to ap- 
proach $20 million, the cost of providing 
minimal disclosure falls as a percentage of 
the total transaction. It may seem a nui- 
sance to an issuer to provide disclosure when 
its Rule 701 sales are minimal, but if the 
sales fall into the $5 to $20 million range, 
this is a major (and probably recurring) ac- 
tivity for the issuer. 

4. Expanding the Availability of Form S-3. 
Today, eligibility for use of Form S-3 (and 
thus the ability to use shelf-registration) 
generally requires that an issuer have a 
“public float’? of at least $75 million. See 
General Instruction IB(1) to Form S-3. In ad- 
dition, other registrants can use Form S-3 if 
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(i) the aggregate market value of securities 
sold by the registrant during the period of 12 
calendar months immediately preceding and 
including the sale does not exceed one-third 
of its public float (i.e., the aggregate market 
value of its common equity held by non-af- 
filiates—see General Instruction IB(6)(a) to 
Form S-3), (ii) the issuer is not a ‘‘shell com- 
pany,” and (iii) the registrant has at least 
one class of common equity registered on a 
national securities exchange (General In- 
struction IB(6)(c) to Form S-3). In effect, 
this alternative test allows listed companies 
with less than a $75 million public float to 
use Form S-3, but places a ceiling on the size 
of the offerings that they may do using Form 
S-3 that is equal to one-third of their public 
float, Letting a small company with a mod- 
est $50 million public float use shelf registra- 
tion to attempt to sell $150 million in securi- 
ties invites potential disaster and investor 
confusion. 

Nonetheless, a bill before this Committee, 
known as the “Small Company Freedom to 
Grow Act of 2014’ would permit this by 
eliminating most of these limitations. Effec- 
tively, it would allow any company, which is 
not a ‘‘shell company” (as defined in Rule 
405) and that has not been a ‘‘shell company 
for at least 12 calendar months, to use Form 
S-8. Under this provision, even microcap 
companies could thus use shelf registration 
and offer securities from time to time in any 
amount, at least if they were reporting com- 
panies and were current in their 1934 filings 
(to thereby satisfy General Instruction IA). 

This would represent a significant change 
in long-standing SEC policy, and I suggest 
that Committee consult the SEC to hear its 
view. Traditionally, shelf registration was 
limited to seasoned issuers with a sizable 
market capitalization and an established 
market following. Under this provision, even 
companies traded only on the Pink Sheets or 
the OTC Bulletin Board might use shelf reg- 
istration and make a sizable offering with no 
prior notice. As a practical matter, I doubt 
that the market will accept such offerings or 
that reputable underwriters will feel com- 
fortable with them, but the door is at least 
opened (and in a frothy market, anything 
can happen and has). 

5. Blue Sky Preemption. The above-noted 
“Small Company Freedom to Grow Act of 
201?” would also preempt state ‘‘Blue Sky” 
laws in the case of ‘‘smaller reporting com- 
panies” and ‘‘emerging growth companies.” 
Currently, Section 18 of the Securities Act 
preempts only ‘‘nationally traded securities” 
that are either (i) listed on certain national 
securities exchanges (under SEC rules that 
look to their listing standards), or (ii) are 
issued in certain exempt transactions involv- 
ing qualified purchasers. This proposal would 
extend the scope of Section 18’s preemption 
of state blue sky law by an order of mag- 
nitude. Potentially, companies traded on the 
Pink Sheets (or not even traded at all) would 
be exempted if the issuer was a reporting 
company. 

This makes little sense at a time when the 
SEC is resource-constrained and cannot 
Challenge every transaction. The cases most 
likely to sneak under the SEC’s radar screen 
are precisely those involving local or re- 
gional companies that are traded over-the- 
counter, on the OTC Bulletin Board, or on 
the Pink Sheets. Unfortunately, these are 
exactly the low visibility companies that 
this statute would exempt from the scrutiny 
of state regulators. 

Perhaps, the sponsors of this bill see state 
“Blue Sky” regulators as difficult, overly 
suspicious, bureaucratic, or prone to delay. I 
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believe such a characterization is unfair. 
State regulators are hard-working, have 
more than enough to do, and typically focus 
their attention on precisely those smaller 
companies that the SEC is most likely to 
overlook. Preempting state law simply be- 
cause an issuer files reports with the SEC 
places excessive reliance on the SEC and in- 
vites fraud and misconduct. 

6. Form S-1 and Forward Integration. For 
some time, the SEC’s Government-Business 
Forum on Small Business Capital Formation 
has called for changes to permit smaller re- 
porting companies that have filed a Form 
S-1 to incorporate by reference documents 
filed with the SEC. Effectively, this would 
make the Form S-1 “‘evergreen’’ in the sense 
that it would not become stale. Of the var- 
ious proposals before this Committee, I be- 
lieve this one does have real efficiency jus- 
tifications and could help smaller issuers. 

Again, I believe the Committee should 
seek the views of the SEC on this matter, 
and I do not suggest that Form S-1 should be 
expanded to become a vehicle for shelf reg- 
istration (which should instead require that 
the issuers qualify for the use of Form S-3). 
But I do see merit in this proposal. 

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York. Mr. Chair, I share Professor Cof- 
fee’s concerns about this proposal. 

I also oppose title II of this bill, 
which would create another exemption 
for the securities law for certain 
microcap offerings of less than $500,000. 

Unfortunately, history has proven 
that there is a good deal of petty fraud 
in microcap offerings. So ensuring that 
there is proper oversight of microcap 
offerings—ideally, by State securities 
regulators—is important if your goal is 
to protect retail investors from fraud. 

Finally, title III of the bill would 
strip away even the most modest inves- 
tor protections that the SEC has pro- 
posed for unregistered, private securi- 
ties. It is important to note that we 
are already seeing a trend toward much 
greater use of unregistered, private se- 
curities rather than publicly registered 
securities. In fact, the private securi- 
ties market is now larger than the pub- 
lic securities market. In 2014, compa- 
nies raised $2.1 trillion through the pri- 
vate securities market compared to 
only $1.35 trillion through the public 
securities market. 

What this means is that more securi- 
ties are being sold with fewer investor 
protections. Title III of this bill would 
take away yet another investor protec- 
tion by allowing companies to sell un- 
registered, private securities without 
having to file any information with the 
SEC first. 

I think this bill goes in the wrong di- 
rection. We should be talking about 
strengthening investor protections, not 
weakening them. 

I would also like to note that Presi- 
dent Obama has issued a veto threat on 
this bill and states that all three titles 
are dangerous for investors. He states 
that markets function more efficiently 
when they are transparent, well regu- 
lated, and trusted by investors and in- 
surers alike. 

These bills would reduce trans- 
parency, inhibit effective regulatory 
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oversight of our capital markets by the 
SEC, and would undermine not only 
the health and integrity of our mar- 
kets, but the very capital formation 
process they claim to promote. 

Mr. Chair, I include in the RECORD 
this veto. 

STATEMENT OF ADMINISTRATION POLICY 
H.R. 2357—ACCELERATING ACCESS TO CAPITAL 
ACT OF 2016-—REP. WAGNER, R—-MO) 

The Administration strongly opposes H.R. 
2357, the Accelerating Access to Capital Act. 
The Rules Committee Print of H.R. 2357 con- 
tains the text of H.R. 2357 as reported (Title 
I), as well as texts of H.R. 4850, the Micro Of- 
fering Safe Harbor Act, as reported (Title II), 
and H.R. 4852, the Private Placement Im- 
provement Act, as reported (Title III). Mar- 
kets function most efficiently when they are 
transparent, well-regulated, and trusted by 
investors and issuers alike. These bills would 
reduce transparency and inhibit effective 
regulatory oversight of our capital markets 
by the Securities and Exchange Commission 
(SEC). These bills would undermine not only 
the health and integrity of our markets, but 
the very capital formation process they 
claim to promote. 

H.R. 2357 (Title I) would weaken investor 
protections by reducing the quality or avail- 
ability of information needed to make in- 
formed investment decisions. By compelling 
the SEC to amend Form S-8, the bill would: 
(1) allow microcap companies traded on an 
exchange to issue an unlimited number of 
shares using shelf registration within a 12- 
month period; and (2) permit unlisted 
microcap companies, including those listed 
on the ‘‘pink sheets,” with less than $75 mil- 
lion in common equity to sell up to % of the 
market value of their common equity using 
shelf registration in a 12-month period. This 
bill would harm investors by reducing disclo- 
sure requirements and infringe on the SEC’s 
ability to appropriately respond to market 
developments. Such changes would increase 
the risks posed by accounting fraud, market 
manipulation, insider trading, and the sale 
of artificially-inflated stock. 

H.R. 4850 (Title II) would similarly under- 
mine investor protections and the integrity 
of capital formation for small businesses. 
Specifically, the bill eliminates all existing 
investor protections for crowdfunding and 
Regulation A offerings, provided that the se- 
curities: (1) are sold to purchasers with a 
substantive pre-existing relationship with 
individuals affiliated with the company, in- 
cluding controlling investors; (2) involve 35 
or fewer purchasers; (3) do not exceed more 
than $500,000, annually; and (4) do not involve 
a person who has violated the securities 
laws. These criteria do not negate the need 
for consumer protections embedded in cur- 
rent regulations. 

This legislation would create yet another 
unnecessary and unwarranted exemption 
from the Securities Act of 1933 to enable the 
sale of microcap offerings (those involving 
sales of securities valued at $500,000 or less in 
a single year) without appropriate regu- 
latory protections. While the legislation 
would limit the total number of investors in 
such offerings, it lacks a requirement that 
those investors have the financial sophistica- 
tion to understand potential risks of the of- 
fering or the financial means to withstand 
losses. It requires only that they have a 
“preexisting relationship” with an officer, 
director, or major shareholder of the issuer, 
a condition that provides no meaningful pro- 
tections. 

Finally, H.R. 4852 (Title III) runs counter 
to SEC efforts to enhance disclosure require- 
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ments, limiting the SEC’s ability to finalize 
previously proposed investor protections, 
and would weaken other key consumer pro- 
tections and provisions of the Dodd-Frank 
Wall Street Reform and Consumer Protec- 
tion Act. Additionally, H.R. 4852 bars the 
SEC from taking appropriate actions to pro- 
vide needed oversight of the financial mar- 
kets, encourages widespread non-compliance 
with existing SEC filing requirements, and 
undermines the SEC’s informed policy- 
making. 

If the President were presented with H.R. 
2357, his senior advisors would recommend 
that he veto the bill. 

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York. Mr. Chair, I would just like to 
close by reminding our colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle why these inves- 
tor protections were put in place. We 
still have not recovered from the 2008 
crisis where literally millions of Amer- 
icans lost their homes, lost their jobs, 
and, depending on which economist you 
listen to, $15 to $18 trillion of wealth in 
this country lost and down the drain. 

I just came from a hearing of the 
Joint Economic Committee where tes- 
timony included a statement that this 
was the first financial crisis in the his- 
tory of our country that could have 
been prevented by better regulation 
and oversight of our markets. I do not 
understand why anyone in this body 
would want to support rolling back in- 
vestor protections. This merely keeps 
in place protections that have worked 
well for this country and for investors. 

I urge all of my colleagues to vote 
against this bill. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chair, I yield 
34% minutes to the gentlewoman from 
Missouri (Mrs. WAGNER), the author of 
H.R. 2357, the Accelerating Access to 
Capital Act. 

Mrs. WAGNER. Mr. Chair, I thank 
the chairman of the Financial Services 
Committee. 

I am proud to sponsor the Accel- 
erating Access to Capital Act, H.R. 
2357. I would also like to thank and 
congratulate my colleagues, Rep- 
resentative EMMER and Chairman GAR- 
RETT, for their legislation as well. 

Regulatory burden is one of the rea- 
sons why we are still in the slowest re- 
covery of our lifetime since the finan- 
cial crisis. Small businesses are finding 
it more and more difficult to find fi- 
nancing in order to grow and expand 
their business. 

Dodd-Frank has made traditional 
bank lending for small businesses more 
scarce. Smaller companies that wish to 
go to the capital markets are finding 
compliance and regulatory require- 
ments too extensive and far too costly. 

This legislation builds upon other ef- 
forts by this committee to provide sim- 
plified disclosure and reduce burdens 
for smaller companies in order to lower 
the cost of raising capital. 

Specifically, this would extend to 
smaller reporting companies the abil- 
ity to utilize Form S-8, a much more 
simplified registration for companies 
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that have already met prior reporting 
requirements with the SEC. Allowing 
small companies to use this form would 
provide significant benefits with its 
shorter length, allowing forward incor- 
poration by reference and the ability to 
offer securities off the shelf, which are 
all things that larger companies are 
currently able to enjoy. 

Streamlining disclosure will lower 
compliance costs associated with filing 
redundant paperwork, which will in 
turn allow companies to direct more 
resources to growing their business. 
Fuel Performance Solutions, which is a 
fantastic company based in my home- 
town of St. Louis, has spent the last 10 
years working on exciting fuel prod- 
ucts that could potentially save Ameri- 
cans money at the pump and reduce 
harmful emissions. 

In order to fund this research in 
breakthrough technology, Fuel Per- 
formance Solutions eventually decided 
to register with the SEC and go public 
to raise more capital and expand their 
business. 

The company conducted a study, Mr. 
Chair, and found that, instead of filling 
out a 100-page registration form which 
takes about 4 to 6 weeks to complete, 
this legislation would allow them to 
fill out a 20-page form which only takes 
2 days to complete. As a result, they 
would have incurred less legal fees, less 
accounting, and less investment bank- 
ing fees and saved close to $225,000. 

Additionally, under this job growth 
legislation, they could have received 
SEC approval in days, rather than 
months, and thereby obtain certainty 
in regard to funding their business. 

I am proud that the greater Metro- 
politan St. Louis region is the fastest 
growing startup scene in the country. 
But we must provide opportunities for 
these businesses and many others to 
grow and drive and thrive in the mar- 
ketplace. 

Extending these cost-saving provi- 
sions to smaller companies that large 
companies are currently able to enjoy 
is absolutely critical and can make the 
difference in their ability to issue an 
additional offering, expand their busi- 
ness, and create more jobs. The Accel- 
erating Access to Capital Act will do 
just that. 

I urge the passage of this legislation. 
Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York. Mr. Chair, I yield 34% minutes to 
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
SARBANES). 

Mr. SARBANBS. Mr. Chair, I thank 
the gentlewoman for yielding. 

I rise in opposition to H.R. 2357, the 
Accelerating Access to Capital Act. 

Mr. Chair, 7 weeks ago, the Repub- 
lican majority recessed the House for 
the summer district work period—7 
weeks. Seven weeks is a long time, 
time that we in Congress could have 
spent addressing the many pressing 
issues that are facing the country right 
now. 
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The 7 weeks did, however, provide me 
and my colleagues an opportunity to 
go back to our districts, meet with our 
constituents, and learn about what 
their priorities are, what the priorities 
are that the American people have for 
the remainder of the 114th Congress. 

I, for one, heard from my constitu- 
ents on a number of things. They are 
concerned about the arrival of Zika in 
the United States, and they want a 
more comprehensive Federal response 
to that outbreak. 
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They were shocked by the devasta- 
tion in Flint, Michigan, and worried 
about their own water quality. 

They were bewildered that the gun 
lobby continues to block sensible gun 
safety reforms in the face of increas- 
ingly routine mass shootings and 
senseless gun violence on our streets. 

Incredibly now, Mr. Chairman, we 
have returned; and what are we doing 
in our first days? What are we doing? 
What are some of the first things that 
we are bringing up in spite of what the 
public has said its priorities are? 

Yet again, we are voting on a bill 
that is designed to roll back the impor- 
tant oversight of our financial markets 
and to eliminate critical consumer pro- 
tections that guard against unscrupu- 
lous securities sales. This bill, H.R. 
2357, the Accelerating Access to Capital 
Act—or, as I call it, the ‘‘Wolf of Wall 
Street Enhancement Act’’—would 
jump-start fraud in our capital mar- 
kets. Each of the bill’s three titles 
would reduce transparency, weaken 
consumer disclosure, and fuel fraud in 
our financial markets. 

I want to ask my colleagues: Who are 
the people out there who are asking for 
these changes in our securities law? 
Did anyone hear in a town hall that 
they did? Did anyone hear at those 
meetings this summer about the need 
to expand shelf registration for 
unproven companies? Who back home 
is clamoring for unregistered, undis- 
closed security offerings? Who wants to 
further tie the hands of the SEC’s in 
adopting even the most modest disclo- 
sure requirements? 

Yet again, Congress’ agenda has been 
warped by the undue influence of nar- 
row special interests. Yet again, we are 
ignoring the real priorities of the 
American people. Mr. Chairman, we 
have more important business than 
this. I urge my colleagues to vote 
against this legislation. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
California (Mr. MCCARTHY), the Repub- 
lican leader and the leader of our Inno- 
vation Initiative. 

Mr. McCARTHY. I thank the gen- 
tleman for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, innovation is the key 
to America’s future. With it, America 
can continue to be the economic and 
cultural leader of the world while pro- 
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viding important and good-paying jobs 
here at home. With it, our government 
can spend more time and money in 
helping Americans who need it and less 
in supporting a wasteful, ineffective, 
and outdated bureaucracy. I have seen 
firsthand the power of innovation in 
America, and it is not just in Silicon 
Valley. Centers of innovation are grow- 
ing across our country and are bringing 
with them new opportunities and sec- 
ond chances. 

I recently visited a company called 
ZeroFOX in south Baltimore. They pro- 
vide social media security and they 
gather intelligence on the threats that 
are facing employees, businesses, and 
other organizations online. ZeroFOX is 
a bright spot in a city, like so many 
others in America, that was hit hard by 
a recession but that was struggling 
long before then. These communities 
were centers of industry—they manu- 
factured and thousands were employed. 
Then some companies closed up shop; 
manufacturing declined; and people 
lost their livelihoods. 

But America is not a story of decline. 
Even today, you can see communities 
rising again, not by trying to recreate 
the past, but by looking to the future. 
New centers of innovation from south 
Baltimore to San Antonio and from 
North Carolina to Louisiana are 
spreading across America and are 
bringing with them new economic ac- 
tivity, new construction, new jobs, and, 
especially, new hope. That is what our 
country needs. That is what working 
people across America need. 

The package of bills we have before 
us today is part of the Innovation Ini- 
tiative—our legislative project to bring 
innovation into government and to 
allow innovation to thrive in the pri- 
vate sector. What this package of bills 
does is to help innovators gain access 
to capital. You can ask any business 
owner or dreamer out there. They 
know that ideas and work ethic are 
fundamental but that it takes capital 
to be able to make those ideas a re- 
ality—to make even more success sto- 
ries in communities across our country 
like in south Baltimore. 

I thank those Members who worked 
on these bills: ANN WAGNER, TOM 
EMMER, SCOTT GARRETT, and, espe- 
cially, Chairman JEB HENSARLING. We 
need more practical solutions like 
these to create new opportunities for 
the American people, not in theory, 
but in their everyday lives. 

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York. Mr. Chairman, I yield myself 
such time as I may consume. 

Iam really underscoring that my col- 
leagues should vote against this bill be- 
cause it rolls back investor protec- 
tions. 

Why in the world do we want to roll 
back investor protections? 

We have heard some of my Repub- 
lican colleagues suggest that, because 
the bill does not alter the securities 
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laws regarding fraud, it has no bearing 
on fraud and will only help small busi- 
nesses. This is wrong for a number of 
reasons. Let me try to explain this 
with a real life example. 

Robbie Dale Walker was a former po- 
lice officer who was living with his 
mother in Dripping Springs, Texas. Mr. 
Walker approached his mother’s best 
friend, Dolores ‘‘Pokey’’ Conn, and of- 
fered to sell her an investment in an oil 
and gas drilling program. Mrs. Conn 
was a 96-year-old widow at the time of 
the solicitation. After gaining her 
trust, Mr. Walker sold Mrs. Conn an in- 
vestment of $100,000 in an oil and gas 
drilling program. Later, he convinced 
her to invest another $100,000. Mr. 
Walker convinced two other individ- 
uals to invest an additional $55,000. 

In this case and in similar instances, 
State securities regulators often get 
calls asking whether an issuer or a 
dealer is selling legitimate securities. 
If the securities are not registered and 
have not filed a Form D with the SEC, 
the State securities regulators can 
warn investors about a potential red 
flag. In addition, the regulators’ en- 
forcement divisions can open investiga- 
tions into the matters. 

If title II of H.R. 2357 is enacted, the 
Texas regulator in this case would not 
be able to quickly provide a red flag to 
a concerned investor like Mrs. Conn be- 
cause Mr. Walker would not have to 
provide any disclosures to investors or 
regulators. 

Although I don’t doubt that the 
Texas regulator eventually would have 
caught Mr. Walker, the most likely 
outcome would have been that he and 
fraudsters like him would have been 
able to have run their schemes for sev- 
eral more years, further defrauding 
other seniors like Mrs. Conn. Today, 
Mr. Walker is serving a 25-year prison 
sentence for this fraud, and Congress 
should not be making it easier for the 
next Mr. Walker to defraud another 
grandmother. 

Again, I urge a ‘‘no”’ vote on this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself 30 seconds just to say, 
with regard to the gentlewoman’s anec- 
dote, if the gentleman engaged in 
fraud, apparently, he went to prison. 
Fraud is against the law, and people 
who perpetrate it should be in prison. 
Apparently, they are, and nothing in 
this bill changes that. 

I was also struck by the previous 
speaker from the Democratic side who 
cited all of these constituent priorities 
and who didn’t once mention the plight 
of middle-income workers, who are 
falling behind, whose paychecks are 
stagnant, and whose savings have been 
decimated. The National Small Busi- 
ness Association has found that 20 per- 
cent of small businesses had to reduce 
the number of employees as a result of 
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tight credit. That is why we are work- 
ing to get access to capital for small 
businesses. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 3 minutes to 
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
GARRETT), the chairman of the Capital 
Markets and Government Sponsored 
Enterprises Subcommittee of the Fi- 
nancial Services Committee, and who 
also happens to be the author of H.R. 
4852, the Private Placement Improve- 
ment Act. 

Mr. GARRETT. I thank the chair- 
man. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of 
H.R. 2357, the Accelerating Access to 
Capital Act of 2015. 

I also want to thank Mrs. WAGNER, 
Mr. EMMER, and all of my colleagues on 
the Financial Services Committee who 
have continued to support legislation 
that will allow our economy to grow 
and to expand opportunities for all 
Americans across this country. 

Mr. Chairman, as I spend time with 
my constituents in the Fifth District, 
the message I hear from them is large- 
ly the same one I have been hearing for 
the last 8 years. People are concerned 
about jobs. They are concerned about 
their economic security and retire- 
ments. Perhaps, most importantly, 
they are concerned about whether their 
kids—their children—are going to have 
the same kinds of opportunities that 
they have enjoyed. 

You see, there is no more ambiguity 
remaining about the economic legacy 
of the Obama administration. Last 
month’s news that the economy grew 
at an abysmal 1.1 percent during the 
second quarter merely confirms what 
we already knew: we are mired in the 
weakest economic recovery since 
World War II. Some economists now 
think we are heading into another re- 
cession. It appears that all of the prom- 
ises that came with the passage of 
Dodd-Frank, ObamaCare, the $800 bil- 
lion stimulus package, and the thou- 
sands of regulations in the last 8 years 
were just that: promises. 

Fortunately, for the last 5 years, the 
Financial Services Committee has been 
an oasis in a desert of bad ideas. Our 
committee has been at the forefront of 
putting forth job-creating, bipartisan 
legislation—most notably, the JOBS 
Act of 2012, as well as a number of 
other important measures that were 
signed into law in 2015. 

Here we have H.R. 2357. It is a com- 
pilation of bills, if you will, that have 
passed our committee and would help 
empower entrepreneurs and small busi- 
nesses, not bureaucrats and Wash- 
ington insiders. 

First, we have Mrs. WAGNER’s bill, 
which would expand the number of 
companies that could take advantage 
of the short form registration. Allow- 
ing more companies to use the form 
would significantly reduce paperwork 
and man-hours. As she has indicated, 
last year, it would have saved 170,000 
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man-hours and over $84 million in com- 
pliance costs. Allowing expanded use 
has been a frequent recommendation of 
something called the SEC’s Govern- 
ment-Businesses Forum on Small Busi- 
ness Capital Formation; but it is not 
surprising that the SEC has ignored 
those ideas year, after year, after year. 

H.R. 2357 also includes Mr. EMMER’s 
ideas, under the Securities Act of 1933, 
to allow the so-called micro offerings. 
What this means in layman’s terms is 
that a business would be allowed to 
stand up before a local Chamber of 
Commerce or Kiwanis Club and solicit 
an investment without running afoul of 
all of the securities laws. This really is 
an innovative idea, and it requires Con- 
gress to step in and facilitate it. 

Finally, you have mine. You have the 
Private Placement Improvement Act, 
which I authored. This is part of the 
package, and it would prohibit the SEC 
from implementing onerous, new regu- 
lations or requirements on companies 
that raise capital—how?—througnh pri- 
vate channels that they proposed back 
in 2018. As several experts have testi- 
fied before our committee, the mere ex- 
istence of these amendments by the 
SEC is preventing more job creation. 

Taken together, finally, Mr. Chair- 
man, all of these bills continue the 
good work of the Financial Services 
Committee, under our chairman, JEB 
HENSARLING, over the last 5 years, to 
bring our capital markets into the 21st 
century and create opportunities for 
American businesses and their fami- 
lies. 

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York. Mr. Chairman, I yield myself 
such time as I may consume. 

I would like to respond to the chair- 
man of the Financial Services Com- 
mittee in that the point of these inves- 
tor protections is to enable regulators 
to stop the abusive practices and fraud, 
as was being perpetrated on the friend 
of Mr. Walker’s mother. Because they 
had disclosure requirements and he had 
not disclosed or filed with the SEC, 
they knew it was a fraud securities and 
were able to intercede and stop the 
fraud and arrest Mr. Walker. 

I feel that these rollbacks are really 
very dangerous to investors, and I can- 
not understand why anyone would 
want to make it easier for a ‘‘Mr. 
Walker” to defraud grandmothers in 
this country. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield such time as 
she may consume to the gentlewoman 
from California (Ms. MAXINE WATERS), 
the distinguished ranking member. 
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Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Chairman, I certainly appreciate 
Congresswoman MALONEY holding down 
the fort while I was away today, and I 
appreciate the work that she has put in 
this committee on these issues. I am 
very pleased to be here with her today. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise today in strong 
opposition to H.R. 2357, a toxic package 
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of bills that would outright encourage 
fraud in our financial markets and put 
retail investors and small businesses at 
risk. Instead of addressing a host of 
critical issues facing the American 
people, including helping the people of 
Baton Rouge, for example, where there 
has been a loss of 160,000 homes, in- 
stead of helping to come together with 
this side of the aisle to deal with Zika, 
instead of helping to deal with the 
problem we have of water up in Flint, 
or dealing with the idea that we need 
to expand Social Security, here we are. 

Those people in Baton Rouge, who 
have just suffered all these devastating 
losses following the historic flooding 
last month, are looking to us for help 
and support. Here we are under the 
leadership of our Republicans priori- 
tizing a bill that would make it easier 
for companies to scam investors by es- 
caping regulatory scrutiny. 

In particular, H.R. 2357 would allow 
small companies that are not listed on 
a national stock exchange to publicly 
offer their stock as an accelerated 
filer, without first alerting the Securi- 
ties and Exchange Commission or gain- 
ing its approval. 

Currently, this accelerated filer sta- 
tus is reserved for larger companies 
that meet the standards of and are 
traded on a national stock exchange. 
They also are closely followed by ana- 
lysts, giving investors more insight 
into their activities. Small companies 
traded off exchange simply don’t have 
the same safeguards in place. 

Providing this type of quick access to 
our securities markets without suffi- 
cient oversight and transparency would 
lead to accounting fraud, market ma- 
nipulation, insider trading, and sales of 
unofficially inflated stock. Anyone 
who has seen the movie, ‘‘The Wolf of 
Wall Street,” can tell you just how bad 
this would be for our investors and 
their savings. 

Next, the bill would recreate a pri- 
vate securities offering that would be 
exempt from Federal and State securi- 
ties laws. The bill would carve out a 
scenario where a private company 
could sell stock to certain investors 
without providing them or the SEC 
with any information. This stock could 
then be distributed to the public at 
large without restriction and, again, 
without any information. 

What is more troubling is that the 
SEC previously eliminated this exact 
type of offering exemption after con- 
cluding that it, in fact, facilitated 
fraud. Specifically, the exemption had 
been used frequently in fraudulent 
pump-and-dump schemes where these 
early investors aggressively promoted 
the stock to artificially inflate its 
price and then dump their shares on 
unsuspecting investors. 

The provision also ignores the fact 
that the JOBS Act created similar, yet 
responsible, exemptions to facilitate 
small company offerings under the 
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crowdfunding rules in regulation A. As 
a result, this bill would simply create a 
big loophole for companies to secretly 
conduct public offerings and swindle 
investors. 

Lastly, the bill would stop the SEC 
dead in its tracks in advancing impor- 
tant investor protections in the tril- 
lion-dollar private securities market. 
In particular, it would block the Com- 
mission from requiring companies to 
file a short, simple notice of a sale to 
alert the SEC and State regulators to 
possible fraud. 

It also would prevent the SEC from 
stopping private equity funds and 
hedge funds from using misleading ad- 
vertising materials. This would essen- 
tially allow bad actors to run wild and 
sell stock to unknowing investors 
about their true intentions. 

Mr. Chairman, it is clear that this 
bill represents reckless shortsighted- 
ness and woeful disregard for the his- 
tory of fraud in the securities market 
by undoing much-needed disclosure re- 
quirements and investor protections. 
The administration has threatened to 
veto this bill saying it would ‘‘under- 
mine not only the health and integrity 
of our markets, but the very capital 
formation process they claim to pro- 
mote.” 

I therefore strongly urge my col- 
leagues to join me, investor advocates, 
and State securities regulators in op- 
posing H.R. 2357. 

I close by raising the questions: Why 
is it, coming back from break, with all 
of these important issues facing the 
American public, do we move so quick- 
ly to protect Wall Street, to protect 
private equity, to protect hedge funds? 
Who are we looking out for in the Con- 
gress of the United States of America? 
Do we have to go back and remind peo- 
ple what happened in this country in 
2008 when we put so many families and 
communities at risk because we didn’t 
have the oversight, we didn’t have the 
transparency, we didn’t have the 
watchful eye of the cop on the block 
really doing the work we needed to pro- 
tect our investors and our citizens? 
Why are we doing this? Why are we 
spending this time? 

I am hopeful that my colleagues will 
join me and vote against this bill and 
send a message to our citizens and our 
constituencies that we are on the side 
of Main Street, not Wall Street. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself 30 seconds to answer the 
ranking member’s question. We are 
here because we care about the plight 
of the working poor. We care about the 
fact that middle-income families are 
falling behind. The other side of the 
aisle has had 8 years of their econom- 
ics, and we don’t have a healthy econ- 
omy. So we are growing the economy 
through this bill, and that is why it is 
so vitally important. 

I must say, Mr. Chairman, I think it 
is the first time since coming here as a 
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Member of Congress that I have heard 
a Hollywood film cited as an authority. 
If I recall the film, the guy went to 
jail, as he well should have. 

I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman 
from Minnesota (Mr. EMMER), the au- 
thor of H.R. 4850, the Micro Offering 
Safe Harbor Act which would give our 
very small businesses and startups 
more flexibility to raise funds and cre- 
ate jobs for a better economy. 

Mr. EMMER of Minnesota. Mr. Chair- 
man, with real unemployment at al- 
most 10 percent, labor force participa- 
tion at an all-time low, and a mere 1 
percent economic growth last quarter, 
it is clear that the American economy 
is just not working. 

Contributing to the problems are the 
regulatory burdens caused by the 
Dodd-Frank Wall Street Reform Act, 
which has reduced the number of credit 
unions and community banks in my 
State of Minnesota by nearly 25 per- 
cent over the past 6 years. 

Because of this, it is increasingly dif- 
ficult for entrepreneurs to find the cap- 
ital they need to start a new business 
or expand an existing one. In fact, 
today there are 3 million fewer small 
business loans made annually than 
prior to the 2008 crisis. 

This is particularly alarming because 
small business creates roughly 70 per- 
cent of the new jobs. And today’s small 
businesses, as we all know, are tomor- 
row’s Fortune 500 companies. Just 
think of all the great businesses in this 
country that started with a dream in a 
garage: Amazon, Apple, Microsoft, Dis- 
ney, Harley Davidson, and Minnesota’s 
own Medtronic. 

I fear that with our current lack of 
access to capital, many of them would 
not have gotten off the ground today. 
Who knows what future American suc- 
cess story we may not be able to wit- 
ness due to these issues. In fact, ac- 
cording to the Kauffman Index, a meas- 
ure that tracks business startups in 
each State, America has dropped from 
prerecession highs when it comes to 
starting new businesses. 

Our legislation, the Micro Offering 
Safe Harbor Act, which is included in 
this proposal before us, will fix the ac- 
cess to capital problem that is limiting 
sustainable growth in our commu- 
nities. It will make it easier for entre- 
preneurs to borrow money from their 
friends and family. Minnesotans will be 
able to launch their business ideas and 
encourage the creation of jobs, wealth, 
and opportunity for everyone. 

Specifically, this legislation allows 
Americans to do a private security of- 
fering, free from any hoops to jump 
through by the SEC if they meet these 
three simple criteria: the investor has 
a substantive preexisting relationship 
with the owner; there are fewer than 35 
investors; and the aggregate amount 
from all investors is no more than 
$500,000. 

Not only will this help Americans, 
but the other two bills we are consid- 
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ering today are equally important. The 
Accelerating Access to Capital Act will 
make it easier for certain companies to 
register securities, and the Private 
Placement Improvement Act will make 
it less complicated to issue securities 
under regulation D. 

Together, these bills will generate 
economic prosperity, boost wages, and 
help Americans from all walks of life 
find good paying and rewarding jobs. 

I want to thank Congresswoman 
WAGNER, Congressman GARRETT, and 
Chairman HENSARLING for their leader- 
ship on these issues. 

I urge all of my colleagues to support 
these proposals. 

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York. Mr. Chairman, I yield myself 
such time as I may consume. 

Again, I want to underscore that this 
bill is bad for investors, bad for the fi- 
nancial industry, and bad for our coun- 
try. It moves us in the wrong direction. 
It treats investors terribly. They were 
treated awfully in the financial crisis 
where millions lost their jobs, millions 
lost their homes, and well over $15 tril- 
lion of private money evaporated from 
the economy of this great country. 

Now, investor protections are there 
to protect investors. I cannot under- 
stand any valid reason why anyone 
would want to roll back protections, 
some of which have been on the books 
since the Great Depression. 

Again, I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote on it. 

I would like to inform the chairman 
of the Financial Services Committee 
that I have no further speakers. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 24% minutes to the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. CHABOT), the chairman 
of the House Small Business Com- 
mittee who knows how desperately 
these bills are needed to aid our small 
business growth. 

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today in support of H.R. 2357, the Ac- 
celerating Access to Capital Act of 
2015. I especially want to voice my 
strong support for the Micro Offering 
Safe Harbor Act, which is now an inte- 
gral part of this bill and which I was 
happy to cosponsor when it was first 
introduced. 

I want to thank Chairman HEN- 
SARLING and all of the folks on the Fi- 
nancial Services Committee for work- 
ing on behalf of small businesses all 
across the country. I happen to chair 
the House Small Business Committee, 
as was mentioned. 

Small businesses are hurting across 
America. There is no question about 
that. Access to capital is a critical 
issue for America’s 28 million small 
businesses. 

At the Small Business Committee, 
we like to acknowledge that every 
small business started with an idea. 
Those ideas can become jobs. In fact, 
those ideas create about 7 out of every 
10 new jobs created in this country 
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every year, but access to capital is the 
key ingredient. 

A lot of our existing laws and far too 
many Federal regulations make access 
to capital harder for small business. It 
is harder for them than it is for larger 
companies, larger corporations, and 
hedge funds. H.R. 2357 takes an impor- 
tant step in addressing this problem. 
By clarifying the law in a way that al- 
lows small businesses to raise capital 
through limited, smaller scale, non- 
public offerings, we are cutting 
through the red tape that has kept far 
too many new investors just out of 
reach from a lot of our small busi- 
nesses. 
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This legislation also addresses the 
unfair share of the Federal regulatory 
burden that our small businesses carry. 
At the Committee on Small Business, 
we hear countless examples of busi- 
nesses that have to decide between 
meeting regulatory costs and meeting 
their payroll, and that affects many, 
many families, American families all 
across the country that depend on 
these small businesses. 

That is what happens when regu- 
lators don’t consider the impact of 
what they are imposing on businesses 
of every size. A regulation that might 
be workable for a large company can 
prove devastating for a small business. 
The Small Business Regulatory Flexi- 
bility Improvements Act, which the 
House passed last year, addresses this 
problem. Today’s legislation also fully 
recognizes that the Federal Govern- 
ment’s regulatory approach cannot be 
a one-size-fits-all, especially where 
small businesses are concerned, and 
that is why I am here to support it. 

I again want to thank Mr. HEN- 
SARLING and all the folks on the Com- 
mittee on Financial Services for their 
hard work in this area. We have to do 
something about helping small busi- 
nesses all across the country. The regu- 
latory burdens that come out of this 
city, out of Washington, D.C., are kill- 
ing companies all across America. 
They are killing jobs. Thank you very 
much for working hard on this legisla- 
tion. 

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York. Mr. Chairman, I continue to re- 
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
am very pleased to yield 3⁄2 minutes to 
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 
HURT), vice chairman of our Sub- 
committee on Capital Markets and 
Government Sponsored Enterprises. 

Mr. HURT of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, 
I rise today in support of the Accel- 
erating Access to Capital Act. Like 
many of us here, when I first ran for 
Congress, I ran because I believed that 
Washington had become too far re- 
moved from the people it is supposed to 
represent. I was concerned then, as I 
am today, that Washington’s policies 
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are negatively impacting Fifth District 
Virginians and the future for our chil- 
dren and grandchildren. 

I represent a sweeping district along 
the Blue Ridge Mountains that spreads 
from Fauquier County south to the 
North Carolina border. Within our dis- 
trict, there are few areas with robust 
economic activity. In fact, most of our 
district is comprised of rural country- 
side and Main Street courthouse towns. 
Unfortunately, much of our district 
has suffered devastating unemploy- 
ment, at times reaching double digits. 
That is why I am pleased with the work 
that we have done on the Committee 
on Financial Services under the leader- 
ship of Chairman HENSARLING, as it has 
a real impact on the economic growth 
of our small companies and their ac- 
cess to our capital markets. Our Na- 
tion’s small businesses are our most 
dynamic job creators, and helping 
them grow and expand ultimately cre- 
ates jobs. 

This bill is not about Wall Street. 
This bill is, indeed, about Main Street. 
H.R. 2357 is comprised of three titles, 
the first being authored by Representa- 
tive WAGNER. This measure would 
amend the Securities and Exchange 
Commission’s Form S-3 registration 
statement to expand eligibility to 
small reporting companies. The cost of 
securities regulation falls heaviest 
upon smaller companies, and title I 
eliminates unnecessary costs by ex- 
panding the use of Form S-3 to smaller 
reporting companies. This would lower 
compliance costs and would not elimi- 
nate the SEC’s ability to bring enforce- 
ment actions. Every one of the investor 
protection provisions in Federal securi- 
ties laws would remain unchanged. 

Title II of the legislation is Mr. 
EMMER’s Micro Offering Safe Harbor 
Act. This measure would amend the Se- 
curities Act of 1933 to provide an ex- 
emption for small, private offerings of 
securities known as micro offerings. 
For this exemption to apply, each in- 
vestor has to have a preexisting rela- 
tionship with the owner, there must be 
35 or fewer purchasers, and the amount 
cannot exceed $500,000. Again, the SEC 
still has the authority to bring enforce- 
ment actions, and every investor pro- 
tection provision in the Federal securi- 
ties laws remains intact. 

Finally, title III, Mr. GARRETT’s Pri- 
vate Placement Improvement Act, 
would direct the SEC to revise reg D to 
eliminate the SEC’s harmful proposed 
rule that is hindering small businesses’ 
ability to raise cash. As we all recall, 
the purpose of the bipartisan JOBS Act 
we passed in 2012 was to make it easier 
for startups to market their securities; 
but when the SEC implemented the 
new law, the SEC proposed a separate 
rule that would impose new regulatory 
requirements on small companies seek- 
ing to use the rule 506 to raise capital. 
This is not consistent with Congress’ 
intent, and now companies seeking to 
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raise capital using rule 506 would be re- 
quired to submit additional form D fil- 
ings on an ongoing basis. The SEC has 
not acted on this proposed rule, which 
is why it is incumbent upon Congress 
to prevent it from doing so. 
In closing, the SEC has the responsi- 
bility to facilitate capital formation 
while remaining true to its duty to 
protect investors. The legislative pack- 
age before this body today is about en- 
suring that our Nation’s small busi- 
nesses are in the best position possible 
to do what they do best: to innovate, 
grow their businesses, and create jobs. 
These commonsense proposals will help 
them do just that. 
I urge my colleagues to support this 
good bill, and I thank the chairman for 
the time. 
Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York. Mr. Chairman, I yield myself 
such time as I may consume. 
I include in the RECORD a letter from 
the North American Securities Admin- 
istrators Association, where they come 
out strongly against this bill. They say 
that it shifts ‘‘policies in the wrong di- 
rection, weakening the oversight of our 
capital markets and placing retail in- 
vestors needlessly at risk.” 
NoRTH AMERICAN SECURITIES AD- 
MINISTRATORS ASSOCIATION, INC. 
Washington, DC, September 8, 2016. 

Hon. PAUL RYAN, 

Speaker, House of Representatives, 

Washington, DC. 

Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 

Democratic Leader, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

Re H.R. 2357—Accelerating Access to Capital 

Act of 2016 


DEAR SPEAKER RYAN AND LEADER PELOSI: 
On behalf of the North American Securities 
Administrators Association (NASAA), I 
write to express strong concern regarding 
H.R. 2357, the Accelerating Access to Capital 
Act, which may be considered by the House 
of Representatives this week. State securi- 
ties regulators have taken steps to help ex- 
pand opportunities for small businesses to 
access investment capital including imple- 
mentation of intrastate crowdfunding re- 
gimes and support of the SEC’s recent pro- 
posal to modernize Rule 147 and increase the 
offering limits of Rule 504. We are, however, 
very concerned that the provisions of the 
H.R. 2357 that are discussed below would 
shift policies in the wrong direction, weak- 
ening oversight of our capital markets and 
placing retail investors needlessly at risk. 


SECTION 2: (THE MICRO-OFFERING SAFE HARBOR 
ACT OF 2016) 

Section 2 of the Accelerating Access to 
Capital Act would amend Section 4 of the Se- 
curities Act to create a new transactional 
exemption from registration for certain se- 
curities offerings, including offers to retail 
investors. As presently constituted, the bill 
would permit the offering of private or un- 
registered securities to an unlimited number 
of unaccredited investors that may lack fi- 
nancial sophistication or wherewithal. For 
reasons that NASAA has already discussed 
extensively in comments to the Financial 
Services Committee regarding this legisla- 
tion, state securities regulators continue to 
question the practical necessity of this pro- 
posed exemption and the nature of the 
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issuers it is intended to serve, We note that 
there are already several provisions at the 
state and federal level that small, microcap 
issuers can rely upon for limited offerings to 
unaccredited investors, including intrastate 
crowdfunding and other limited offering ex- 
emptions. 

Further, Section 2 would preempt state au- 
thority to review securities offerings that 
are by their nature local, state-based offer- 
ings. Preemption for this type of localized 
offering is inconsistent with investor protec- 
tions afforded by state review, and would 
handcuff the regulators best positioned to 
regulate the marketplace for these offerings. 

SECTION 3: (THE PRIVATE PLACEMENT 
IMPROVEMENT ACT OF 2016) 

Section 3 of H.R. 2357 would prohibit the 
Securities and Exchange Commission 
(‘SEC’’) from adopting proposed rules to im- 
plement common-sense reforms for Regula- 
tion D, Rule 506 offerings. 

Title II of the Jumpstart Our Business 
Startups (‘‘JOBS’’) Act repealed the long-es- 
tablished prohibition on general solicitation 
and advertising of securities under Rule 506. 
When the SEC adopted rules to implement 
Title II, on July 10, 2018, it also voted to pro- 
pose rules that could mitigate the risk to or- 
dinary investors from 506 offerings, including 
by requiring a pre-filing of ‘‘Form D’’ when 
issuers intend to advertise Rule 506 securi- 
ties to the general public, and by imposing 
meaningful penalties on issuers who fail to 
file a Form D. Section 8 of H.R. 2357 would 
effectively prohibit the SEC from adopting 
these rules. 

State securities regulators, pursuant to 
their antifraud authority, are the primary 
regulators of offerings under Regulation D, 
Rule 506, and fraudulent offerings involving 
Rule 506 offerings are routinely among the 
most frequent violations reported by state 
securities regulators. The SEC’s proposal to 
require the timely filing of Form D and es- 
tablish consequences for issuers who fail to 
file a Form D when conducting a Regulation 
D, Rule 506 offering, is a common-sense step 
that is long overdue. 

Form D is a short form that captures basic 
information about the issuer including the 
issuer’s business address, officers, directors, 
business type, and minimal information 
about the securities being offered. The infor- 
mation contained in a Form D is crucial to 
state securities regulators, who regularly en- 
courage investors to ‘‘investigate before you 
invest.” When investors contact their state 
regulators, particularly after learning about 
an offering through an advertisement or so- 
licitation, Form D is often the only informa- 
tion available about an issuer when an inves- 
tor calls. In addition to furnishing informa- 
tion that may allow regulators to look for 
“red flags” indicative of a fraudulent offer- 
ing, Form D provides regulators with the 
only direct source of information about the 
“private placement” market generally. The 
modest burden that Form D may impose on 
issuers is vastly outweighed by the essential 
role that it plays in state and federal efforts 
to understand and police the Rule 506 mar- 
ketplace. 

State securities regulators oppose Section 
3 of H.R. 2857 or any action by Congress that 
would further diminish the ability of regu- 
lators to effectively regulate the private 
placement marketplace, effectively address 
investor protection concerns associated with 
these offerings, or gather important data 
that provides minimal transparency of this 
otherwise opaque market. 

Thank you for your consideration of 
NASAA’s views. Please do not hesitate to 
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contact me or Michael Canning, NASAA’s 
Director of Policy, if we may be of any addi- 
tional assistance. 
Sincerely, 
JUDITH M. SHAW, 
NASAA President and Marine 
Securities Administrator. 

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York. Again, I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote on 
this. I feel it is a very dangerous bill, 
but I would also like to point out to 
my good friends on the other side of 
the aisle that keep talking about the 
economy, and I would like to point out 
that when President Obama took of- 
fice, this country was shedding 700,000 
jobs a month, and because of his lead- 
ership and Democratic policies, we 
have climbed out of that deep red val- 
ley of job loss and we are gaining jobs. 
Since March of 2010, this country has 
gained 14.6 million private sector jobs. 
That is a lot better than losing 700,000 
jobs a month. 

When President Obama walked into 
office, we were at 10 percent unemploy- 
ment. We are now at 4.9 percent unem- 
ployment. I can assure you, no Demo- 
crat will be satisfied until every Amer- 
ican who wants a job has a good Amer- 
ican job, but this is a shift in the right 
direction of an improved economy. We 
have had well over 74 months of private 
sector job growth and, again, we are 
climbing—we would like to be doing 
better, but, again, it is a lot better 
than shedding 700,000 jobs a month. 

One of the ways that we grow an 
economy is by having safety and 
soundness in our financial institutions, 
trust in our financial institutions, 
trust that investors will be protected, 
and that is why I feel so strongly that 
this bill is going in the wrong direc- 
tion. We should be protecting inves- 
tors, not putting them more at risk. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
would like to inquire how much time is 
remaining on each side, please. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from 
Texas has 64% minutes remaining. The 
gentlewoman from New York has 3 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Arizona (Mr. SCHWEIKERT), a distin- 
guished member of our Committee on 
Financial Services. 

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Mr. Chairman, I 
was just listening to my friend from 
New York, and I would like just sort of 
a little consistency. At one point we 
talk about job growth and the des- 
perate need for more job growth, but 
then how many have come behind the 
microphones today and talked about a 
little technical problem we have. We 
are shedding—closing—more small 
businesses than we are opening, and 
this has been going on for years now. 

So those of us who were involved in 
the JOBS Act a few years ago—and re- 
member, it was a bipartisan discussion 
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saying we desperately need to find 
ways to move capital to the little busi- 
nesses that are just trying to find some 
cash, some way to grow, some way to 
expand. And then you look at a piece of 
legislation like this, and let’s be bru- 
tally honest with each other, these are 
little tiny things that do good, but this 
isn’t necessarily a revolution of Dodd- 
Frank. It is not a revolution of the cap- 
ital markets. These are silly—excuse 
me, these are simple—simple—logical, 
obvious steps. 

Let’s take a look at some of the 
small offerings. If I am reaching out to 
people who know me, know my busi- 
ness, it is limited to, what, 35? That is 
somehow a risk to the financial sta- 
bility of the country that I am a small 
entrepreneur and I may be able to 
reach out to people who know me and 
my business and ask them to invest in 
my capital formation so I can grow and 
create those jobs and expand the busi- 
ness as I desperately need? 

How about cleaning up what we all 
agreed to, what, 4 or 5 years ago in re- 
gards to reg D offerings of how it me- 
chanically was going to work? Remem- 
ber, we sat there over and over for 
weeks discussing how reg Ds were 
going to work, and then the SEC de- 
cides they are going to change what we 
all thought the understanding was. 
How is that a danger to capital mar- 
kets, fixing where we already thought 
we were? 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen- 
tleman has expired. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield the gentleman an additional 30 
seconds. 

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. In some ways it 
breaks my heart, and I wish we could 
get over this game we play around here 
where it is a Republican piece of legis- 
lation, and a couple of my friends on 
the left feel obligated to stand up and 
oppose it, even though you and I know 
when we had the conversations of 
building parts of this just 4 years ago, 
5 years ago, these were the very things 
we talked about we were agreeing to. 

We desperately need economic expan- 
sion if we are going to keep the social 
entitlement promises of this society, 
and to stand in front of even the small 
attempts to expand the economy—we 
need to get on the same page here. 

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York. Mr. Chairman, I yield myself 
such time as I may consume to respond 
to my good friend on the other side of 
the aisle. 

Democrats certainly support expand- 
ing and growing capital markets and li- 
quidity in the markets. I was one of 
the lead sponsors on portions of the 
JOBS Act, and I supported the JOBS 
Act, but I do not support rolling back 
protections for investors. 

The protections that are in the law 
now, that they are attempting to roll 
back—which they will not be able to 
because the President has said he will 
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veto it—these protections are not 
Dodd-Frank. These have nothing to do 
with Dodd-Frank, although I under- 
stand there will be a markup totally 
repealing it next week, so I have been 
told. But these are protections that 
have been on the books for decades. 
Title III, in particular, concerns a $2.1 
trillion market. Now, that is not a 
small deal. $2.1 trillion is a lot of 
money. 

We just are recovering from massive 
rollbacks of regulations which econo- 
mists say led to the worst economic 
downturn in the history of this coun- 
try. Christina Romer testified before 
this Congress that the economic shocks 
at the time she was the head of the 
President’s Council of Economic Advis- 
ers were three times deeper and strong- 
er than the Great Depression. So I am 
mystified why anyone would want to 
roll back protections for investors that 
have worked well for people in this 
country. 

We have the strongest markets in the 
world. More people invest here, come 
here because they trust our markets. 
Why in the world do we want to under- 
mine that trust? I would say that the 
best way to stimulate investment is to 
treat investors well, and that means 
strong investor protections. 

I yield such time as she may consume 
to the gentlewoman from California 
(Ms. MAXINE WATERS), the distin- 
guished ranking member of the Com- 
mittee on Financial Services. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Chairman, I simply want a little 
colloquy with the gentlewoman from 
New York about what she just alluded 
to. I think she said something about we 
will be faced with legislation very soon 
that would roll back all of the work we 
have done with Dodd-Frank? Did I hear 
her say something like that? 

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York. As the ranking member knows, 
there is a bill before the Committee on 
Financial Services which would com- 
pletely roll back Dodd-Frank. I was 
clarifying that these rollbacks have 
nothing to do with Dodd-Frank. 
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These are protections that have been 
on the books since we recovered from 
the Great Depression. But, apparently, 
that is on the agenda, or so I have been 
told. I am not in charge. The gen- 
tleman across is the chairman. He 
knows the schedule, but I have been 
told that that will be before the com- 
mittee next week. 

Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chair, I yield 
2 minutes to the gentleman from Geor- 
gia (Mr. LOUDERMILK). 

Mr. LOUDERMILEK. I thank the gen- 
tleman from the great State of Texas 
for yielding. 

Mr. Chair, we are at a time when the 
American people are forced to comply 
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with crushing regulations that stifle 
business growth and strip Americans of 
their livelihood. At this time, Congress 
must take steps to reduce the red tape 
in the private sector. 

Earlier this year, the American Ac- 
tion Forum reported that the Dodd- 
Frank Act is costing Americans and 
consumers more now than any time 
since it was enacted. What ObamaCare 
has done to the cost of health care, 
Dodd-Frank has done to our financial 
sector. 

Since it was enacted, this law has re- 
sulted in 73 million hours of paperwork 
and $36 billion of harmful costs riding 
on the backs of taxpayers. In fact, The 
Wall Street Journal reports that regu- 
latory compliance is now the fastest 
growing job field in the financial serv- 
ices sector. 

To put that in perspective, Dodd- 
Frank takes 37,000 full-time employees 
just to comply with the law for 1 year. 
These statistics are evidence of Ronald 
Reagan’s warning that ‘‘government is 
not the solution to our problem; gov- 
ernment is the problem.’’ 

H.R. 2357, the Accelerating Access to 
Capital Act, would expand the number 
of companies that are eligible to use a 
simplified registration form for public 
offerings, which will allow companies 
to obtain SEC approval in a matter of 
days instead of months. 

For too long, the SEC has been a bar- 
rier to investment capital, which is 
contrary to its mission. This change 
would allow private companies to focus 
more on growing their businesses and 
creating jobs and less on complying 
with excessive regulations. 

Mr. Chair, at a time when our Nation 
is in the slowest economic recovery 
since the Great Depression, we must 
take bold and decisive steps to reduce 
the excessive reach of government in 
our lives and foster a healthy economy. 
H.R. 2357 achieves these goals, and I en- 
courage my colleagues to support the 
legislation. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself the balance of my time. 

Mr. Chairman, the American people 
continue to suffer in this lackluster 
economy. 

I don’t care what happy talk there is 
from Washington politicians, the 
American people know the economy is 
not working for them. They have anx- 
iety about how they are going to pay 
their bills. Their paychecks are stag- 
nant. Their savings have been deci- 
mated. And they look around, and 
where is the economic opportunity? 
Small business has been decimated in 
America. The job engine of America 
has been decimated. 

As one of my constituents from Hen- 
derson County told me, when regula- 
tions get out of control, they put many 
small businesses out of business. And 
that is what we are seeing today, Mr. 
Chairman. People aren’t getting ahead. 

We need to unlock capital for our 
innovators, for our entrepreneurs, for 
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our small businesses. We have three 
modest bills today that are doing just 
that. And yet we are being fought 
tooth and nail by those who want to 
grow Washington’s economy and not 
the Main Street economy; those who 
believe that Washington bureaucrats 
always know what is best. 

This House must enact the Accel- 
erating Access to Capital Act. You 
can’t have capitalism without capital. 
Small businesses can’t get it, 
innovators can’t get it, entrepreneurs 
can’t get it. 

So it is time that we move forward. 
And there is great news for the minor- 
ity, who must not realize—I wish they 
would study and see this—we still have 
the Securities Act of 1933, the Securi- 
ties Exchange Act of 1934, Investment 
Company Act of 1940, and it goes on. 

You can’t have an effective market 
without consumer protection. But 
guess what? We also must have capital 
formation if we are going to have a 
healthy economy for working families 
that are falling behind after 8 years of 
Obamanomics. We must pass H.R. 2357, 
the Accelerating Access to Capital Act. 

Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chair, today | rise in support 
of H.R. 2357, the Accelerating-Access to Cap- 
ital Act, which continues to build on the suc- 
cesses of the JOBS Act to stimulate capital 
formation for small businesses to help grow 
the economy and create good-paying jobs. 

Last week, | visited the Venture Center in 
Little Rock, Arkansas, with my good friend 
Mrs. WAGNER, the lead sponsor of this bill. 

The Venture Center has been working with 
the public financial services IT company, Fi- 
delity Information Systems (FIS) to launch the 
VC FinTech Accelerator, a program that will 
bring innovators and entrepreneurs from 
across the world to Little Rock. 

| had the pleasure of attending their Demo 
Day last month, where FIS and the Governor 
of Arkansas announced a two-year partnership 
with the program. 

This exciting program has only been active 
for a short time, but has already proven its 
ability to assist in our efforts to grow new tech- 
nology jobs across the region. 

These start-ups, however, often face signifi- 
cant and costly hurdles to obtain funding in 
the capital markets that is necessary to con- 
tinue to grow or go public, as the cost of secu- 
rities regulation disproportionally falls on small 
companies. 

H.R. 2357 helps reduce some of this regu- 
latory burden by making it easier for small 
companies to register with the Securities and 
Exchange Commission and creates a cost-ef- 
fective way for small companies to raise cap- 
ital through “micro-offerings,” so long as the 
sale meets certain criteria. 

It also prevents the SEC’s costly and com- 
plex proposed Regulation D rules from taking 
effect, which are inconsistent with the JOBS 
Act and Congress’ intent to make it easier for 
small businesses to raise capital. 

We need regulation in our capital markets, 
but we need smart regulation that does not 
unduly burden startups across the nation, who 
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are at the forefront of innovation and job cre- 
ation. 

| thank my colleagues on the Committee— 
Mrs. WAGNER, Mr. EMMER, and Capital Mar- 
kets Subcommittee Chairman GARRETT—for 
their work on this thoughtful legislation, and | 
urge my colleagues to support. 

The CHAIR. All time for general de- 
bate has expired. 

Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be 
considered for amendment under the 5- 
minute rule. 

It shall be in order to consider as an 
original bill for the purpose of amend- 
ment under the 5-minute rule an 
amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute consisting of the text of Rules 
Committee Print 114-62. That amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute shall 
be considered as read. 

The text of the amendment in the na- 
ture of a substitute is as follows: 

H.R. 2357 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Accelerating 

Access to Capital Act of 2016”. 


TITLE I—ACCELERATING ACCESS TO 
CAPITAL 
SEC. 1. EXPANDED ELIGIBILITY FOR USE OF 
FORM S-3. 

Not later than 45 days after the date of the 
enactment of this Act, the Securities and Ex- 
change Commission shall revise Form S-3— 

(1) so as to permit securities to be registered 
pursuant to General Instruction I.B.1. of such 
form provided that either— 

(A) the aggregate market value of the voting 
and non-voting common equity held by non-af- 
filiates of the registrant is $75,000,000 or more; or 

(B) the registrant has at least one class of 
common equity securities listed and registered 
on a national securities exchange; and 

(2) so as to remove the requirement of para- 
graph (c) from General Instruction I.B.6. of 
such form. 

TITLE II—MICRO-OFFERING SAFE HARBOR 
SEC. 2. EXEMPTIONS FOR MICRO-OFFERINGS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 4 of the Securities 
Act of 1933 (15 U.S.C. 77d) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by adding at the end the 
following: 

“(8) transactions meeting the requirements of 
subsection (f).’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(f) CERTAIN MICRO-OFFERINGS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in para- 
graph (2), the transactions referred to in sub- 
section (a)(8) are transactions involving the sale 
of securities by an issuer (including all entities 
controlled by or under common control with the 
issuer) that meet all of the following require- 
ments: 

“(A) PRE-EXISTING RELATIONSHIP.—Each pur- 
chaser has a substantive pre-existing relation- 
ship with an officer of the issuer, a director of 
the issuer, or a shareholder holding 10 percent 
or more of the shares of the issuer. 

“(B) 35 OR FEWER PURCHASERS.—There are no 
more than, or the issuer reasonably believes that 
there are no more than, 35 purchasers of securi- 
ties from the issuer that are sold in reliance on 
the exemption provided under subsection (a)(8) 
during the 12-month period preceding such 
transaction. 

“(C) SMALL OFFERING AMOUNT.—The aggre- 
gate amount of all securities sold by the issuer, 
including any amount sold in reliance on the 
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exemption provided under subsection (a)(8), dur- 
ing the 12-month period preceding such trans- 
action, does not exceed $500,000. 

““(2) DISQUALIFICATION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The exemption provided 
under subsection (a)(8) shall not be available for 
a transaction involving a sale of securities if 
any person described in subparagraph (B) 
would have triggered disqualification pursuant 
to section 230.506(d) of title 17, Code of Federal 
Regulations. 

“(B) PERSONS DESCRIBED.—The persons de- 
scribed in this subparagraph are the following: 

“(G) The issuer. 

“(ii) Any predecessor of the issuer. 

“(iii) Any affiliated issuer. 

“(iv) Any director, executive officer, other of- 
ficer participating in the offering, general part- 
ner, or managing member of the issuer. 

“(v) Any beneficial owner of 20 percent or 
more of the issuer’s outstanding voting equity 
securities, calculated on the basis of voting 
power. 

“(vi) Any promoter connected with the issuer 
in any capacity at the time of such sale. 

‘“(wii) Any investment manager of an issuer 
that is a pooled investment fund. 

‘“(viii) Any person that has been or will be 
paid (directly or indirectly) remuneration for so- 
licitation of purchasers in connection with such 
sale of securities. 

“(ix) Any general partner or managing mem- 
ber of any such investment manager or solicitor. 

“(x) Any director, executive officer, or other 
officer participating in the offering of any such 
investment manager or solicitor or general part- 
ner or managing member of such investment 
manager or solicitor.’’. 

(b) EXEMPTION UNDER STATE REGULATIONS.— 
Section 18(b)(4) of the Securities Act of 1933 (15 
U.S.C. 77r(b)(4)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (F), by striking 
the end; 

(2) in subparagraph (G), by striking the period 
and inserting ‘‘; or”; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

“(H) section 4(a)(8).’’. 

TITLE I1I—PRIVATE PLACEMENT 
IMPROVEMENT 
SEC. 3. REVISIONS TO SEC REGULATION D. 

Not later than 45 days following the date of 
the enactment of this Act, the Securities and Ex- 
change Commission shall revise Regulation D 
(17 C.F.R. 501 et seq.) in accordance with the 
following: 

(1) The Commission shall revise Form D filing 
requirements to require an issuer offering or 
selling securities in reliance on an exemption 
provided under Rule 506 of Regulation D to file 
with the Commission a single notice of sales 
containing the information required by Form D 
for each new offering of securities no earlier 
than 15 days after the date of the first sale of 
securities in the offering. The Commission shall 
not require such an issuer to file any notice of 
sales containing the information required by 
Form D except for the single notice described in 
the previous sentence. 

(2) The Commission shall make the informa- 
tion contained in each Form D filing available 
to the securities commission (or any agency or 
office performing like functions) of each State 
and territory of the United States and the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

(3) The Commission shall not condition the 
availability of any exemption for an issuer 
under Rule 506 of Regulation D (17 C.F.R. 
230.506) on the issuer’s or any other person’s fil- 
ing with the Commission of a Form D or any 
similar report. 

(4) The Commission shall not require issuers to 
submit written general solicitation materials to 
the Commission in connection with a Rule 506(c) 
offering, except when the Commission requests 
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such materials pursuant to the Commission’s 
authority under section 8A or section 20 of the 
Securities Act of 1933 (15 U.S.C. 77h-1 or 77t) or 
section 9, 10(b), 21A, 21B, or 21C of the Securi- 
ties Exchange Act of 1934 (15 U.S.C. 78i, 78i(b), 
7éu-1, 78u-2, or 78u-3). 

(5) The Commission shall not extend the re- 
quirements contained in Rule 156 to private 
funds. 

(6) The Commission shall revise Rule 501(a) of 
Regulation D to provide that a person who is a 
“knowledgeable employee” of a private fund or 
the fund’s investment adviser, as defined in 
Rule 3c-5(a)(4) (17 C.F.R. 270.3c-5(a)(4)), shall 
be an accredited investor for purposes of a Rule 
506 offering of a private fund with respect to 
which the person is a knowledgeable employee. 

The CHAIR. No amendment to that 
amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute shall be in order except those 
printed in part A of House Report 114- 
725. Each such amendment may be of- 
fered only in the order printed in the 
report, by a Member designated in the 
report, shall be considered as read, 
shall be debatable for the time speci- 
fied in the report equally divided and 
controlled by the proponent and an op- 
ponent, shall not be subject to amend- 
ment, and shall not be subject to a de- 
mand for division of the question. 

The Chair understands that amend- 
ment No. 1 and amendment No. 2 will 
not be offered. 

The question is on the amendment in 
the nature of a substitute. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIR. Under the rule, the Com- 
mittee rises. 

Accordingly, the Committee rose; 
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
LOUDERMILK) having assumed the 
chair, Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee, Chair 
of the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, reported that 
that Committee, having had under con- 
sideration the bill (H.R. 2357) to direct 
the Securities and Exchange Commis- 
sion to revise Form S-3 so as to add 
listing and registration of a class of 
common equity securities on a na- 
tional securities exchange as an addi- 
tional basis for satisfying the require- 
ments of General Instruction I.B.1. of 
such form and to remove such listing 
and registration as a requirement of 
General Instruction I.B.6. of such form, 
and, pursuant to House Resolution 844, 
he reported the bill back to the House 
with an amendment adopted in the 
Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the rule, the previous question is or- 
dered. 

The question is on the amendment in 
the nature of a substitute. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

MOTION TO RECOMMIT 

Mr. KILMER. Mr. Speaker, I have a 
motion to recommit at the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 
gentleman opposed to the bill? 
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Mr. KILMER. I am opposed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the motion to recom- 
mit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Kilmer moves to recommit the bill 
H.R. 2357 to the Committee on Financial 
Services with instructions to report the 
same back to the House forthwith with the 
following amendment: 

Add at the end of title III the following: 

(7) CYBERSECURITY RISK DISCLOSURE.—The 
Commission shall revise Rule 506 of Regula- 
tion D to condition the availability of the 
exemption under such Rule on an issuer’s 
disclosure to the Commission of the issuer’s 
cybersecurity risks. The Commission is au- 
thorized to tailor such disclosure require- 
ment based on the size of the issuer making 
the disclosure. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Washington is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 

Mr. KILMER. Mr. Speaker, this is 
the final amendment to the bill, which 
will not kill the bill or send it back to 
committee. If adopted, the bill will im- 
mediately proceed to final passage as 
amended. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to encour- 
age my colleagues to support the mo- 
tion to recommit, which is about pro- 
tecting the personal information of the 
American people. It would require that 
those who are soliciting investments 
directly from individuals to develop a 
plan to ensure their personal financial 
data is protected against cyberattacks. 

Before coming to Congress, I spent a 
decade working in economic develop- 
ment professionally, and before that, I 
was a business consultant advising 
some of the Nation’s leading tech- 
nology companies. I actually agree 
with my Republican colleagues that we 
need to help small, innovative compa- 
nies raise additional capital so that 
they can grow, bring their ideas to 
market, and create jobs. However, we 
need to make sure that these new com- 
panies are taking seriously the risk of 
cybersecurity to ensure that those who 
are putting up capital to fund these 
companies aren’t subject to identity 
theft or other cybercrimes. 

Last month, I met with a group of 
cyber professionals from my State who 
told me that the threat of cybercrime 
is growing exponentially. According to 
these experts, every single business 
that has access to confidential personal 
data should have a plan in place to pro- 
tect that data and to quickly respond 
in the event of a cyber attack. 

This isn’t just anecdotal. We can 
look at the statistics. In 2005, cyber- 
crime cost the average business just 
$24,000. By 2015, that number had 
jumped to over $1.5 million for the av- 
erage American business. 

We all want small and emerging com- 
panies to succeed. We also need to be 
sure that they are prepared to deal 
with the growing threat of cybercrime 
so that the personal information of 
their investors is protected. 
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We also know that the financial serv- 
ices industry is a particularly ripe tar- 
get for cybercriminals. The Securities 
and Exchange Commission is already 
taking action on a case that resulted in 
the private records of more than 100,000 
individuals being compromised. Com- 
mission Chair Mary Jo White has 
called cybersecurity the biggest risk to 
the financial system. 

We also know the impacts of 
cybercrime can be real. For an indi- 
vidual, a stolen identity can be dev- 
astating. It can lead to financial losses, 
lost time at work or with family dedi- 
cated to the stressful and extensive ef- 
fort of clearing up financial records. 
These impacts are even greater when 
the victim is a senior citizen, who are 
often targets of cybercrimes. 

We need action for the future growth 
of our economy and to give investors 
confidence that their personal informa- 
tion will remain secure. The motion to 
recommit would do that. It would re- 
quire companies taking advantage of 
rules that allow them to solicit invest- 
ments directly from wealthy individ- 
uals to disclose their cybersecurity 
risks to the Securities and Exchange 
Commission. This will provide the SEC 
with a better approach to helping 
smaller companies deal with the threat 
of cybercrime. 

The MTR is sensitive to the needs of 
smaller companies by allowing them to 
develop a plan that can be tailored to 
the size and risk profile of the com- 
pany. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a sensible ap- 
proach to addressing a real and grow- 
ing threat. It allows small companies 
to continue to take advantage of expe- 
dited procedures while protecting in- 
vestors from identity theft and other 
crimes. 

I encourage my colleagues to adopt 
the motion to recommit. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, I 
claim the time in opposition. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Texas is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, I 
have some good news for my colleague 
from Washington. The Financial Serv- 
ices Committee has already passed a 
robust cybersecurity bill, and passed it 
on a strong bipartisan basis: 46-9. We 
look forward to working with all of our 
colleagues in the House to forwarding 
this bill, working with our colleagues 
on House Energy and Commerce Com- 
mittee and others. It is a serious topic. 

But I would also point out, Mr. 
Speaker, with respect to this extra dis- 
closure, if cybersecurity is material, it 
already must be disclosed under cur- 
rent law. And I would add that, yet 
again, this is just one more burden, the 
subject matter of the motion to recom- 
mit, when we are trying to ease bur- 
dens on capital formation. 
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I would remind all of my colleagues 
again that a recent report from the Na- 
tional Small Business Association re- 
leased just this week showed that 41 
percent of small businesses said that 
the lack of capital is hindering their 
ability to grow their business. If they 
can’t grow their business, they can’t 
give raises, they can’t expand, they 
can’t promote. Twenty percent said 
they had to reduce—actually lay off 
employees—as a result of tighter cred- 
it. That is the whole purpose, Mr. 
Speaker, of why we are passing this bill 
today. It is to grant greater access to 
capital. 

We have heard from so many small 
businesses and angel investors across 
the Nation about the need for capital 
formation for our entrepreneurs, for 
our small businesses, for our inno- 
vators. We have heard from the co- 
founder and CEO of NextSeed: ‘‘Obtain- 
ing traditional financing from banks 
is still a tall order for many small busi- 


nesses, especially for smaller 
amounts.” 
Well, we want to respond to that. 
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We don’t need yet one more hurdle 
from the motion to recommit to get in 
the way of small businesses’ end cap- 
ital. It is also one more out-of-pocket 
cost. We heard from the senior partner 
at Centerfield Capital: ‘‘These out-of- 
pocket costs and time spent by our pro- 
fessionals on SEC registration and 
compliance detract from our mission of 
empowering small businesses to grow.” 

We want to empower small busi- 
nesses on Main Street to grow, yet the 
motion to recommit would do just the 
opposite. 

Nothing could be more obvious than 
a quote from the gentleman, the CEO 
of Wilde & Company: ‘‘When corpora- 
tions access capital, they hire people.” 

We want people hired. We want peo- 
ple promoted. We want people on good 
career tracks. We want middle-income 
people to rise. We want the working 
poor to become members of middle-in- 
come America, and they can’t do that 
unless we access capital. 

The choice again is: Are we going to 
have another top-down, Washington- 
grown economy, or are we going to 
build our economy from Main Street 
up? 

House Republicans say it is time to 
build it from Main Street up. So it is 
time that we reject the motion to re- 
commit and assure that our small busi- 
nesses can access capital so that we 
can grow this economy, grow the fam- 
ily economy, and have a better Amer- 
ica. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the previous question is or- 
dered on the motion to recommit. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion to recommit. 
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The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. KILMER. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 9 of rule XX, the Chair 
will reduce to 5 minutes the minimum 
time for any electronic vote on the 
question of the passage of the bill. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 180, nays 
233, not voting 18, as follows: 


[Roll No. 492] 


YEAS—180 
Adams Gallego Neal 
Aguilar Garamendi Nolan 
Ashford Graham Norcross 
Bass Grayson O’Rourke 
Beatty Green, Al Pallone 
Becerra Green, Gene Pascrell 
Bera Grijalva Payne 
Beyer Gutierrez Pelosi 
Sh a Perlmutter 
onamici astings 
Boyle, Brendan Heck (WA) PaE 
F. Higgins Pingree 
Brady (PA) Himes 
mee Pocan 
Brownley (CA) Hinojosa h 
Bustos Honda Polis 
Butterfield Hoyer Price (NC) 
Capps Huffman Quigley 
Cardenas Israel Rangel 
Carney Jackson Lee Rice (NY) 
Carson (IN) Jeffries Richmond 
Cartwright Johnson (GA) Roybal-Allard 
Castor (FL) Johnson, E. B. Ruiz 
Castro (TX) Kaptur Ruppersberger 
Chu, Judy Keating Rush 
Cicilline Kelly (IL) Ryan (OH) 
Clark (MA) Kennedy Sanchez, Linda 
Clarke (NY) Kildee T. 
Clay Kilmer Sarbanes 
Cleaver Kind Schakowsky 
Clyburn Kirkpatrick Schiff 
Cohen Kuster Schrader 
Connolly Langevin Scott (VA) 
Conyers Larsen (WA) Scott, David 
Cooper Larson (CT) Serrano 
Costa Lawrence Sewell (AL) 
Courtney Lee Sherman 
Crowley Levin Sinema 
Cuellar Lewis Sires 
hair vere me Slaughter 
avis ipinski ‘ 
Davis, Danny Loebsack ais (WA) 
DeFazio Lofgren Pie 
DeGette Lowenthal ae ates 
ompson (CA) 
Delaney Lowey Thompson (MS) 
DeLauro Lujan Grisham Titus 
DelBene (NM) Tonko 
DeSaulnier Lujan, Ben Ray 
Deutch (NM) Torres 
Dingell Maloney, Tsongas 
Doggett Carolyn Van Hollen 
Doyle, Michael Maloney, Sean Vargas 
F. Matsui Veasey 
Duckworth McCollum Vela 
Edwards McDermott Velazquez 
Ellison McGovern Visclosky 
Engel McNerney Walz 
Eshoo Meeks Wasserman 
Esty Meng Schultz 
Farr Moore Waters, Maxine 
Foster Moulton Watson Coleman 
Frankel (FL) Murphy (FL) Welch 
Fudge Nadler Wilson (FL) 
Gabbard Napolitano Yarmuth 
NAYS—233 
Abraham Benishek Brady (TX) 
Aderholt Bilirakis Brat 
Allen Bishop (MI) Bridenstine 
Amash Bishop (UT) Brooks (AL) 
Amodei Black Brooks (IN) 
Babin Blackburn Buchanan 
Barletta Blum Buck 
Barr Bost Bucshon 
Barton Boustany Burgess 


Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 

Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 

Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guthrie 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 

Holding 


Bishop (GA) 
Brown (FL) 
Capuano 
DesJarlais 
Guinta 
Johnson, Sam 


Messrs. 


BLACK, Messrs. 


Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Jolly 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaw. 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Pittenger 
Pitts 


Katko 
Lynch 
Nugent 
Palazzo 
Reichert 
Rooney (FL) 
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Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 

Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 

Renacci 
Ribble 

Rice (SC) 
Rigell 

Roby 

Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 

Tipton 

Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 


NOT VOTING—18 


Ross 

Sanchez, Loretta 
Stivers 

Swalwell (CA) 
Walters, Mimi 
Westmoreland 


Mrs. 


SCOTT of Georgia, WEBSTER of Flor- 
ida, NEWHOUSE, Mrs. LOVE, and Mr. 
POLIQUIN changed their vote from 
“yea” to “nay.” 

Ms. JACKSON LEE changed her vote 
from “nay” to “yea.” 

So the motion to recommit was re- 


jected. 


The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York. Mr. Speaker, I demand a re- 
corded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a 
5-minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 236, noes 178, 
not voting 17, as follows: 

[Roll No. 493] 


AYES—236 
Abraham Gibbs Messer 
Aderholt Gibson Mica 
Allen Gohmert. Miller (FL) 
Amash Goodlatte Miller (MI) 
Amodei Gosar Moolenaar 
Babin Gowdy Mooney (WV) 
Barletta Granger Mullin 
Barr Graves (GA) Mulvaney 
Barton Graves (LA) Murphy (PA) 
Benishek Graves (MO) Neugebauer 
Bilirakis Griffith Newhouse 
Bishop (MI) Grothman Noem 
Bishop (UT) Guthrie Nunes 
Black Hanna Olson 
Blackburn Hardy Palmer 
Blum Harper Paulsen 
Bos Harris Pearce 
Boustany Hartzler Perry 
Brady (TX) Heck (NV) Peterson 
Bra Hensarling Pittenger 
Bridenstine Herrera Beutler Pitts 
Brooks (AL) Hice, Jody B. Poe (TX) 
Brooks (IN) Hill Poliquin 
Buchanan Holding Pompeo 
Buck Hudson Posey 
Bucshon Huelskamp Price, Tom 
Burgess Huizenga (MI) Ratcliffe 
Byrne Hultgren Reed 
Calvert Hunter Renacci 
Carter (GA) Hurd (TX) Ribble 
Carter (TX) Hurt (VA) Rice (SC) 
Chabot Issa Rigell 
Chaffetz Jenkins (KS) Roby 
Clawson (FL) Jenkins (WV) Roe (TN) 
Coffman Johnson (OH) Rogers (AL) 
Cole Jolly Rogers (KY) 
Collins (GA) Jordan Rohrabacher 
Collins (NY) Joyce Rokita 
Comstock Katko Ros-Lehtinen 
Conaway Kelly (MS) Roskam 
Cook Kelly (PA) Rothfus 
Costello (PA) King (IA) Rouzer 
Cramer King (NY) Royce 
Crawford Kinzinger (IL) Russell 
Crenshaw Kline Salmon 
Cuellar Knight Sanford 
Culberson Labrador Scalise 
Curbelo (FL) LaHood Schweikert 
Davidson LaMalfa Scott, Austin 
Davis, Rodney Lamborn Sensenbrenner 
Denham Lance Sessions 
Dent Latta Shimkus 
DeSantis LoBiondo Shuster 
Diaz-Balart Long Simpson 
Dold Loudermilk Smith (MO) 
Donovan Love Smith (NE) 
Duffy Lucas Smith (NJ) 
Duncan (SC) Luetkemeyer Smith (TX) 
Duncan (TN) Lummis Stefanik 
Ellmers (NC) MacArthur Stewart 
Emmer (MN) Marchant Stivers 
Farenthold Marino Stutzman 
Fincher Massie Thompson (PA) 
Fitzpatrick McCarthy Thornberry 
Fleischmann McCaul Tiberi 
Fleming McClintock Tipton 
Flores McHenry Trott 
Forbes McKinley Turner 
Fortenberry MeMorris Upton 
Foxx Rodgers Valadao 
Franks (AZ) McSally Wagner 
Frelinghuysen Meadows Walberg 
Garrett Meehan Walden 
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Walker Williams Yoho 
Walorski Wilson (SC) Young (AK) 
Weber (TX) Wittman Young (IA) 
Webster (FL) Womack Young (IN) 
Wenstrup Woodall Zeldin 
Westerman Yoder Zinke 
NOES—178 
Adams Gallego Napolitano 
Aguilar Garamendi Neal 
Bass Graham Nolan 
Beatty Grayson Norcross 
Becerra Green, Al O’Rourke 
Bera Green, Gene Pallone 
Beyer Grijalva Pascrell 
Blumenauer Gutierrez Payne 
Bonamici Hahn Pelosi 
Boyle, Brendan Hastings Perlmutter 
F. Heck (WA) Peters 
Brady (PA) Himes Pingree 
Brownley (CA) Hinojosa Pocan 
Bustos Honda Polis 
Butterfield Hoyer Price (NC) 
Capps Huffman Quigley 
Capuano Israel Rangel 
Cardenas Jackson Lee Rice (NY) 
Carney Jeffries Richmond 
Carson (IN) Johnson (GA) Roybal-Allard 
Cartwright Johnson, E. B. Rui 
uiz 
Castor (FL) Jones Ruppersberger 
Castro (TX) Kaptur 
$ Rush 
Chu, Judy Keating Ryan (OH) 
Cicilline Kelly (IL) Sarichex Linda 
Clark (MA) Kennedy T k 
Clarke (NY) Kildee Sarbanes 
Clay Kilmer Schakowsk; 
Cleaver Kind i y 
Clyburn Kirkpatrick r 
Cohen Kuster 
Connolly Langevin Scott (VA) 
Conyers Larsen (WA) Scott, David 
Cooper Larson (CT) Serrano 
Costa Lawrence Sewell (AL) 
Courtney Lee Sherman 
Crowley Levin Sinema 
Cummings Lewis Sires 
Davis (CA) Lieu, Ted Slaughter 
Davis, Danny Lipinski Smith (WA) 
DeFazio Loebsack Speier 
DeGette Lofgren Takano 
Delaney Lowenthal Thompson (CA) 
DeLauro Lowey Thompson (MS) 
DelBene Lujan Grisham Titus 
DeSaulnier (NM) Tonko 
Deutch Lujan, Ben Ray Torres 
Dingell (NM) Tsongas 
Doggett Maloney, Van Hollen 
Doyle, Michael Carolyn Vargas 
F. Maloney, Sean Veasey 
Duckworth Matsui Vela 
Edwards McCollum Velazquez 
Ellison McDermott Visclosky 
Engel McGovern Walz 
Eshoo McNerney Wasserman 
Esty Meeks Schultz 
Farr Meng Waters, Maxine 
Foster Moore Watson Coleman 
Frankel (FL) Moulton Welch 
Fudge Murphy (FL) Wilson (FL) 
Gabbard Nadler Yarmuth 
NOT VOTING—17 
Ashford Johnson, Sam Ross 
Bishop (GA) Lynch Sanchez, Loretta 
Brown (FL) Nugent Swalwell (CA) 
DesJarlais Palazzo Walters, Mimi 
Guinta Reichert Westmoreland 
Higgins Rooney (FL) 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain- 
ing. 
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So the bill was passed. 


The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 


A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 
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CELEBRATING 50TH ANNIVERSARY 


OF WAUBONSEE COMMUNITY 
COLLEGE 
(Mr. HULTGREN asked and was 


given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. HULTGREN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor Waubonsee Community 
College, which is celebrating 50 years 
of service to northern Illinois. 

Founded in August of 1966, it was 
named after a Native American chief, 
whose name means ‘‘early dawn,” and 
provides innovative education to its 
students. Offering career programs, 
business training, and professional 
learning, the college has stayed true to 
its mission of fostering a literate, 
democratic society through accessible, 
quality, and innovative institutions. 

This month, Waubonsee will reopen 
its Aurora Fox Valley Campus, dedi- 
cated to health programs. Critical to 
Waubonsee’s success is President Dr. 
Christine Sobek. 

As a member of my Higher Education 
Advisory Committee, she regularly 
provides me with advice and wisdom on 
the needs of community colleges and 
guidance on improving education pol- 
icy at the Federal level. I am grateful 
for her friendship and leadership in of- 
fering students high-quality education. 

Congratulations, Waubonsee, on your 
50th anniversary. Your hard work helps 
our community’s students succeed. 


ES 


DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL 
COMMITTEE HACKING 


(Mr. LANGEVIN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, 2016 is 
shaping up to be a banner year for cy- 
bersecurity, and not in a good way. 
From attacks on the Ukrainian power 
grid to attempts to undermine Amer- 
ican electoral confidence through the 
dissemination of hacked documents 
from the Democratic National Com- 
mittee, cyber tools are fully emerging 
as instruments of state power. 

If these incidents seem to be dis- 
proportionately affecting us and our al- 
lies, it is because our cybersecurity 
posture has not yet matched the threat 
we face. That being said, we recognize, 
of course, it is easier to attack than to 
defend. 

Thankfully, there are steps we can 
take to protect our networks. We can 
invest in our cyber defenses, we can 
clarify cybersecurity roles and respon- 
sibilities within government, we can 
build our workforce to take on these 
new challenges, and we can also build 
our resilience. 

The goal of our adversaries is not 
necessarily just to leak emails, but it 
is to shake faith in our electoral sys- 
tem. We cannot allow that to happen. 
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PENNSYLVANIA WILDS CENTER 
FOR ENTREPRENEURSHIP 


(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania 
asked and was given permission to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, in August, I was proud to 
announce a grant of $500,000 from the 
Appalachian Regional Commission to 
the Pennsylvania Wilds Center for En- 
trepreneurship, located in Warren 
County in Pennsylvania’s Fifth Con- 
gressional District. 

The Pennsylvania Wilds region in- 
cludes 2 million acres of land in the 
north central and northwestern portion 
of Pennsylvania and includes 12 coun- 
ties. Tourism in that area has in- 
creased dramatically in recent decades, 
with plenty of opportunities for fish- 
ing, hunting, kayaking, and canoeing, 
not to mention plenty of forestland for 
hiking. 

This grant will be dedicated to the 
Center’s Nature Tourism Cluster De- 
velopment in the Pennsylvania Wilds, 
which is intended to develop a network 
of small businesses to support the in- 
creased need for products and services 
in the Pennsylvania Wilds region. 

The Pennsylvania Wilds Center for 
Entrepreneurship currently offers two 
business development programs, assist- 
ing prospective businessowners one on 
one to connect them with lenders, 
technical assistance providers, market- 
ers, public lands managers, and other 
resources needed to start a business. 

Mr. Speaker, tourism is one of Penn- 
sylvania’s largest and most vibrant in- 
dustries. I look forward to seeing what 
this initiative can do to help grow the 
industry in the communities of the 
Pennsylvania Wilds. 


ee 


GUN VIOLENCE IN NEW YORK CITY 


(Mr. MEEKS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. MEEKS. Mr. Speaker, Tiarah 
Poyau was young and full of life, like 
my daughters. She was the same age as 
many of the interns in my office. Like 
them, she had big dreams and she was 
full of promise. She completed her 
bachelor of science at St. John’s Uni- 
versity in my district and was pursuing 
a master’s degree. She dreamt of being 
an accountant. 

At 22, she had the promise of being a 
successful young woman and an out- 
standing and upstanding member of so- 
ciety. But those dreams and that prom- 
ise, they ended this past weekend. 
They ended when Tiarah’s life was cut 
short by a bullet in New York City. 

That same night, less than a block 
away from where she was shot, 17-year- 
old Tyreke Borel was gunned down— 
less than a block away. 

Behind every gun death is a person 
like Tiarah and Tyreke, a person with 
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dreams and with promise. These vic- 
tims of gun violence and their families 
and friends have received thoughts and 
prayers from this Congress, but be- 
cause of the Republican majority, they 
haven’t received action. 

Victims and their loved ones deserve 
better. They deserve a debate and a 
vote on commonsense gun reform on 
the House floor. 

In this Nation, we encourage our kids 
to dream big. We tell them that with 
hard work, they can transform their 
potential into success. We let them 
down if we fail to protect them, and so 
far, that is exactly what we have done. 


— 


HONORING HOWARD “RED” 
McCARRICK 


(Mr. BISHOP of Michigan asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. Mr. Speak- 
er, I rise today to honor Howard “Red” 
McCarrick, a World War II veteran 
from Lake Orion, Michigan. 

On a whim, Mr. McCarrick signed up 
for the United States Army Air Corps 
in 1942. He had to wait until his 18th 
birthday in 1943 before officially join- 
ing. Initially, Mr. McCarrick trained to 
be a pilot, but he changed his focus and 
volunteered to be a ball turret gunner. 

After graduating gunner training as 
a corporal, he flew B-24s on national 
security missions until the end of 
World War II and was honorably dis- 
charged in 1946. 

After his time in the Army Air Corps, 
Mr. McCarrick continued down the 
path of public service, working for the 
Rochester Community Schools for 31 
years. 

Mr. McCarrick is an American hero— 
a patriot, a father, and a proud member 
of the Lake Orion community. He was 
recently honored by Chief Jerry Narsh 
and the Lake Orion Police Department 
as the 2016 Lake Orion Honored Vet- 
eran. 

Mr. Speaker, I am honored to have 
such an outstanding American hero in 
my district. 

Thank you, Mr. McCarrick, for your 
service to our country and your com- 
mitment to our community. 


EE 
RECOGNIZING CLARESSA SHIELDS 


(Mr. KILDEE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
recognize a remarkable young woman 
from Flint, my hometown. Her name is 
Claressa Shields. Her accomplishments 
as an athlete and as an Olympian and 
continued commitment to our State 
and to our community really make us 
proud. 

Introduced to boxing at a young age, 
Claressa has built an impressive career 
that boasts two consecutive gold med- 
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als from the 2012 Olympics in London 
and the 2016 Olympics in Rio de Janei- 
ro. 

That feat makes her the first Amer- 
ican, male or female, to win back-to- 
back gold medals in boxing. She also 
made history in 2012 at the Olympics in 
London when she became the first 
American woman ever to win gold in 
boxing. 

Through her victories, Claressa has 
inspired the dreams of young people in 
Michigan and across the country. She 
is an extraordinary young woman who 
credits her success to hard work and to 
her faith. 

Claressa Shields represents the resil- 
ience of the American Dream and the 
strong, proud spirit of our mutual 
hometown of Flint. I applaud her for 
her dedication to her sport, and thank 
her for her dedication to our home- 
town. The good news is Claressa 
Shields is just getting started. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING THE UNIVERSITY OF 
ARIZONA’S LUNAR AND PLAN- 
ETARY LAB 


(Ms. McSALLY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re- 
marks.) 

Ms. McSALLY. Mr. Speaker, it is 
launch day. I rise today to recognize 
the dedicated men and women at the 
University of Arizona’s Lunar and 
Planetary Lab, who are leading 
NASA’s historic OSIRIS-REx space 
mission. 

Launching from Cape Canaveral, 
Florida, tonight, the OSIRIS-REx 
spacecraft will embark on a ‘7-year 
journey to the Bennu asteroid, where it 
will collect samples before returning to 
Earth. If successful, the mission will 
mark the first time a spacecraft has 
gathered samples from a moving aster- 
oid. 

The University of Arizona’s leader- 
ship of the OSIRIS-REx mission adds 
to its already impressive reputation in 
planetary sciences. 

I would like to extend my best wishes 
to all of the scientists at UA and else- 
where working on this project for a 
successful launch and mission. 


ee 
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JEFF AND DERALYN’S 60TH 
WEDDING ANNIVERSARY 


(Mr. VEASEY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. VEASEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
congratulate Jeff and Deralyn Davis of 
Fort Worth, who celebrated 60 years of 
marriage on August 25 of this year. 

Jeff met his beloved Deralyn and 
began a courtship that led them to the 
sacred union of marriage on August 25, 
1956, in Corsicana, Texas. For 55 years 
of their union, they have been resi- 
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dents of the city of Fort Worth. 
Throughout the years, Jeff and 
Deralyn have been very, very active in 
the community. 

Jeff is a member of the Omega Psi 
Phi Fraternity and has served as the 
assistant superintendent of the 
Everman Independent School District. 
Jeff’s influence in education was such 
that he was commemorated by having 
a school named after him—the Jeffer- 
son Davis 9th Grade Center. 

Deralyn was a graduate of Jackson 
High School in Corsicana and was a 
graduate of Huston-Tillotson Univer- 
sity in Austin. She is also active in 
AKA, Alpha Kappa Alpha Sorority, In- 
corporated, the Fort Worth chapter. 
Deralyn was also very instrumental in 
the creation of the Texas Coalition of 
Black Democrats during its heyday. 

The Davises have two children— 
daughter Jefflyn Davis and their son, 
Jock Kevin Davis, who passed away in 
2005—and three grandchildren. 

I congratulate Jeff and Deralyn on 60 
years of marriage. 


EE 


IN MEMORY OF ROBERT 
KERSTIENS, SR. 


(Mr. LAMALFA asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
commemorate a man who, I think, is 
bigger than life. He is a longtime resi- 
dent of Red Bluff, California. He is a 
cattleman. His name is Robert 
Kerstiens, Sr. He just passed recently 
here at the age of 92. 

Mr. Kerstiens was a World War II vet- 
eran and was also a ranger with CAL 
FIRE in California. He was a well-re- 
spected and revered figure in the com- 
munity, known for his selfless service, 
caring personality, and strong leader- 
ship. 

Straight out of high school, Bob 
joined the Army and was immediately 
sent off to training. When recalling his 
time in serving the country, we learned 
he was involved in the Battle of the 
Bulge and in the Battle of Remagen, 
which earned him a Bronze Star as well 
as a Presidential Unit Citation for his 
group. These are places I have read 
about in history and that movies have 
been made about. Bob Kerstiens has 
lived that, and he was an integral part 
of helping win those battles—very im- 
portant ones for us in winning the war 
in Europe. 

Following his return from the war, 
Kerstiens continued his path of service 
in a new role—as a firefighter foreman 
for CAL FIRE, where he worked his 
way up the ranks to the department’s 
ranger in charge, after which he was 
appointed to the State Board of For- 
estry. His service and contributions to 
our community and State left a lasting 
impact that shaped many of the poli- 
cies that keep our forests safe and 
healthy. 
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In the community, his involvement 
never went unnoticed. An eight-time 
board president on the Tehama District 
Fair Board, a shareholder in the Red 
Bluff Round-Up Association, and a be- 
loved judge of the Wild Horse Race 
Rodeo, his involvement never went un- 
noticed. He was a true cattleman, a 
true gentleman, a great man from 
Tehama County in northern California. 
He will be missed. 


Ee 


PASS THE FAMILIES OF FLINT 
ACT 


(Mr. HUFFMAN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, the on- 
going crisis in Flint, Michigan, is a 
clear reminder that this Congress has 
unfinished work to do. 

Our constituents will rightly judge 
our job performance by our work, not 
by our finger-pointing, not by empty 
expressions of concern. We need to get 
to work, and we need to work together 
to provide clean water for the people of 
Flint; but we can’t stop there because 
Flint is not an isolated incident. We 
have seen dangerous lead levels in 
schools that are outside of Fresno, 
California, and that are even in our 
own Capitol buildings here in Wash- 
ington, D.C. 

What has happened in Flint is a 
symptom of a much greater ill of 
underinvestment in our Nation’s clean 
water infrastructure. A generation ago, 
it was a Republican President and a 
Californian, Ronald Reagan, who 
signed significant updates to the Safe 
Drinking Water Act in 1986. He knew 
then that clean water infrastructure 
was not a partisan issue. Thirty years 
later, it is our turn. The bipartisan 
case for investing in clean water infra- 
structure has never been stronger. 

Every single American deserves ac- 
cess to clean and safe drinking water. 
So let’s get to work. Let’s pass the 
Families of Flint Act, and let’s work 
on a national clean water infrastruc- 
ture plan to prevent another disaster 
like this from happening in the future. 


EE 


THE ZIKA VIRUS AND GUN 
SAFETY 


(Ms. PLASKETT asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re- 
marks.) 

Ms. PLASKETT. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
to echo the pleas of the American peo- 
ple, especially those in my own home 
district of the United States Virgin Is- 
lands, in calling for this Congress to 
pass a Zika funding bill and to pass 
commonsense gun safety legislation. 

It has been more than 6 months since 
the President submitted a plan to this 
Congress and almost 3 months since 
House Democrats took to the floor to 
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call for a vote on commonsense gun 
safety legislation. Instead of passing 
these bills, Congress has decided to 
focus its attention on politically 
charged investigations into investiga- 
tions. While this Congress was in its 
longest recess in 60 years, the number 
of overall confirmed Zika cases and the 
number of Americans. killed and 
wounded by gun violence continued to 
grow. 

There have been 4,500 lives lost to 
gun violence in the time that we have 
been out in recess. This number, sadly, 
includes the lives of almost a dozen 
young men and women in the Virgin Is- 
lands, including the lives of two police 
officers and a firefighter. Additionally, 
there are now more than 11,000 con- 
firmed cases of Zika in the United 
States, 243 of those confirmed cases 
being in the U.S. Virgin Islands, and 14 
of those are pregnant women. 

The lifetime cost of treating a child 
with microcephaly is estimated to be 
more than $10 million for that child—a 
cost that will only exacerbate the fi- 
nancial woes of this country’s and the 
territories’ public health apparatus. 
The lack of funding for these public 
health activities will put hundreds of 
thousands of pregnant women at risk. 

Mr. Speaker, I call on this Congress 
to act quickly and fully fund the Presi- 
dent’s emergency request to fight the 
Zika virus as well as to pass lifesaving, 
commonsense gun safety legislation. 


EE 


THE ZIKA VIRUS: A PUBLIC 
HEALTH EMERGENCY 


(Ms. JACKSON LEE asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, 
you have heard the cries of our col- 
leagues. You have heard the cries of 
the American people. Redundancy is 
not a question here. It is telling the 
truth. In fact, our health professionals 
have indicated that the Zika virus pre- 
sents an unprecedented threat to the 
people of our Nation, especially to 
pregnant women. We cannot hear this 
often enough, and although busy with 
the beginning of the school year and 
with going back to work, it is impor- 
tant to warn the American people of 
this impending and ongoing threat. 

While we are fiddling and doing 
things that have no impact on pro- 
viding a portion of the $1.9 billion that 
is needed by the American people, we 
have 1,600 cases of Zika virus in the 
United States—200 plus women who are 
pregnant and 35 known transmitted 
diseases here in the United States of 
the Zika virus. We also now know, 
through health professionals, that it is 
sexually transmitted. We know that 
the entire United States is vulnerable, 
but most of the vulnerable States are 
in the Gulf region. 

It is time now to address the ques- 
tion of funding without riders, like pre- 
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venting Planned Parenthood from get- 
ting funding, and without riders for al- 
lowing the Confederate flag to be in a 
veterans’ cemetery. 

Where is our concern about the 
American people—for the people in 
Louisiana with a lot of water? for the 
people in Texas with a lot of water? in 
Florida? in Puerto Rico? 

It is important that this funding 
comes now to rapidly expand mosquito 
control programs and to accelerate a 
vaccine. That is really important—to 
be able to provide the American people 
with a vaccine. They are in the midst 
of the research. They need the funding. 
The CDC and the NIH have repro- 
grammed more money than they have 
to try to help those who are desperate. 

I make the argument that it is time 
now for us to do the job. The other 
body needs to engage in providing a 
bill, and this body, this House, needs to 
stop playing those kinds of politics and 
provide the funding—the funding that 
does not take from Ebola but the fund- 
ing that the American people need to 
be safe. 

Mr. Speaker, we are currently in a state of 
a public health crisis as a result of the growing 
rate of Zika infections across the country. 

Sadly, we are failing as our nation’s leaders 
in our ability to respond to this crisis. 

As days and months go by it is alarming 
and the level of action and inaction my col- 
leagues are taking to hamper the ability of our 
federal government to respond to this rapidly 
growing public threat. 

In particular, | am concerned that we—as a 
body of Congress—have not taken the critical 
steps to move forward and appropriate nec- 
essary funding that will help screen, treat, vac- 
cinate and test deadly cases of Zika infec- 
tions. 

According to the Coalition for Sensible Safe- 
guards, Congress should be looking for ways 
to strengthen our nation’s regulatory system 
by identifying gaps and instituting new 
science-based safeguards for the public. 

| cannot agree more—as we are now in per- 
ilous times where the Zika virus presents un- 
precedented threats to the people of our na- 
tion. 

As cited by Tom Frieden, Director of the 
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention 
and Anthony Fauci, Director of the National In- 
stitute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases at 
the National Institutes of Health in an op-ed, 
dated August 21, 2016: 

There have been more than 16,800 cases 
of Zika infection reported to the Centers for 
Disease Control and Prevention in the U.S. 
and its territories, including more than 2,700 
on the mainland. 

Laboratory tests have confirmed that 1,595 
pregnant women have been infected with the 
virus, and tragically, 17 babies have been 
born with birth defects related to Zika. 

As highlighted by Frieden and Fauci—“We 
have an obligation to meet the Zika threat and 
protect this country’—as “the potential cost of 
a funding shortfall will be measured in human 
misery and even death.” 

Now is not the time to pass measures or 
engage in futile debates that will undermine or 
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slow the ability of our federal and local gov- 

ernments to address and respond to this 

growing threat and active cases of Zika infec- 
tions. 

Rather, we need to invest in stopping this 
deadly, but preventable virus, before it is too 
late. 

We cannot afford to stand by with our hands 
tied any longer. 

Our limited time as the days in September 
wane down cannot be wasted. 

We should be focused on the crucial mis- 
sion of protecting our nation’s people. 

That is why, in these critical times of need, 
| am calling upon my colleagues to place the 
growing epidemic of the Zika virus at the top 
of our priorities and demand no less than fully 
financed measures to timely and adequately 
respond to this devastating and deadly public 
health emergency. 

[From Time, Sept. 7, 2016] 

How To FIGHT ZIKA AND CURE NATION’S AIL- 
ING PUBLIC HEALTH SYSTEM—ENACT A LAW 
To RESPOND QUICKLY TO THREATS 

(By Sheila Jackson Lee) 

There is an excellent model that dem- 
onstrates how the U.S. should reform the 
current reactive model of public health 
emergency management—it is the solution 
found to address disasters established by the 
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency As- 
sistance Act. Under the Stafford Act, en- 
acted in 1974 and later updated in 1988, au- 
thorizes the President of the United States, 
when disaster strikes, to deploy the coordi- 
nated efforts and resources of the federal 
government to save lives and property, and 
restore communities hit hard by a calamity. 
The federal government provides warnings of 
hurricanes and floods, and in cases of 
wildfires dispatches resources to extinguish 
flames before they threaten people and prop- 
erty. 

The knowledge of public health experts, 
the Centers for Disease Control and Preven- 
tion, policy makers, health-care profes- 
sionals and patient advocacy organizations 
should be brought together with the relevant 
committees in the House and Senate to de- 
velop measurable criteria to create baselines 
for defining, responding and mitigating pub- 
lic health threats to effectively and imme- 
diately without the delay engendered by the 
need for Congress to pass an emergency sup- 
plemental appropriations. 

The U.S. must be capable of responding 
quickly to emerging threats that are identi- 
fied anywhere in the world. The Ebola and 
Zika viruses for examples existed in other 
nations for many years before they became a 
clear and present threat to public health in 
the Western Hemisphere and the U.S. The 
cost of waiting until a public health threat is 
present in the U.S. increases the threat to 
our nation’s public health systems; it re- 
duces the likelihood of success in winning 
the battle against a pathogen and it risks a 
new contagious disease becoming endemic— 
akin to the common cold. In addition, the 
cost of putting down a public health threat 
increases as time passes. 

There is a long history of threats to public 
health posed by pathogens. In March 1918, in 
Kansas, the U.S. had its first case of the 
Spanish Flu, which is recorded as the first 
HIN1 flu epidemic. This pandemic killed 50 
million persons worldwide it ended abruptly 
in 1919. The mortality rate of the Spanish 
Flu was as high as 1 death for every 5 infec- 
tions and 50% of the deaths, or about 25 mil- 
lion, occurred in the first 25 weeks of the 
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outbreak. We are now in the 31st week of the 
Zika Virus global health emergency, which 
was declared by the World Health Organiza- 
tion on Feb. 1, 2016. 

The world is still battling the HIV/AID 
global pandemic, which became known to 
public health experts well before the disease 
made it into the United States. Still, it took 
President Clinton’s efforts to put the full 
force of the federal government behind find- 
ing an effective treatment for HIV that 
slowed the progression of the disease from 
becoming full blown AIDs. By 2011, more 
than 60 million people globally had been in- 
fected by AIDS and 25 million had died. 

The legislative process has proven itself 
not to respond in a timely manner to public 
health threats. The U.S. to be more robust 
enough needs to have in place mechanisms 
designed to respond systemically to federally 
declared public health emergencies and de- 
liver assistance to support state and local 
governments in carrying out their responsi- 
bility to protect the public health. This is 
the second time in three years that a global 
health emergency has been declared that re- 
quired Congress to act by passing a new law 
to fund the national response. This is the 
second time that the legislative process 
failed to act quickly when the public health 
threat was known and its consequences were 
clearly understood by domestic infectious 
disease experts. 

On Aug. 24, 2014, the Democratic Republic 
of the Congo Ministry of Health notified the 
World Health Organization of an outbreak of 
Ebola virus. On Oct. 8, 2014, Ebola claimed 
the life of Thomas Eric Duncan after he pre- 
sented symptoms at the time of admission to 
an emergency room. He had recently trav- 
eled to a country where the disease was ac- 
tively being transmitted; he had a fever over 
100 degrees accompanied by abdominal pain, 
dizziness, nausea and headache. Communica- 
tions had gone to public health officials, hos- 
pitals, and health-care providers from the 
Centers for Disease Control stating that all 
patients should be asked whether they had 
traveled to West Africa recently; and 
checked for symptoms of Ebola, which in- 
clude a dangerously high fever, abdominal 
pain, nausea and headache. Unfortunately, 
Mr. Duncan having all of the symptoms to be 
considered a possible Ebola patient was not 
admitted for observation, tests, and treat- 
ment, but instead sent home. 

As of April 13, 2016, globally there were 
28,652 suspected Ebola cases; 15,261 labora- 
tory confirmed Ebola cases and 11,325 deaths 
from Ebola. Today, the CDC continue to 
monitor for Ebola disease outbreaks. We can 
no longer act as if a disease outbreak in a 
nation on the other side of the world has no 
relevance or importance to the public health 
status of communities within the U.S. In 
fact, we know that this is not the case. H1N1, 
Ebola, and Zika viruses are hard lessons to 
the global health community teaching that 
the world has changed and that it is time the 
U.S. adjusts by becoming proactive and cease 
being reactive in preparing for and defending 
against public health threats and emer- 
gencies. 

Establishing a model that is quantitative 
and based upon measurable changes in public 
health conditions around the world as well 
as within the U.S. and having the capacity to 
react quickly can save lives and assures pub- 
lic health system stability. Our nation has 
some local health-care systems that are sec- 
ond to none, such as the Houston Medical 
Center, but our national public health sys- 
tem has glaring weaknesses when handling 
pathogens that may be as dangerous as 
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Ebola and as contagious as the Spanish Flu. 
There are only four hospitals in the U.S., and 
a total of 15-16 beds, for persons infected 
with a human viral hemorrhagic fever: 
Emory University Hospital in Atlanta has 
two Ebola beds, St. Patrick Hospital in Mis- 
soula, Montana, has one or two; National In- 
stitutes of Health in Bethesda, Maryland, 
has the capacity to treat two patients in its 
Special Clinical Studies Unit, according to 
the National Institute of Allergy and Infec- 
tious Diseases at the NIH; and Nebraska 
Medical Center in Omaha, reportedly has a 
biocontainment facility with 10 beds total. 

The public health challenge for our nation 
is to effectively address the sudden emer- 
gence of a highly contagious pathogen with a 
mortality rate of 1 in 5 so that the public 
health threat may be identified within hours 
of patient zero, a team of public health ex- 
perts deployed with the requisite equipment 
and resources within 24 hours to any point 
on the globe, establish field labs, hospitals, 
coordinate with local public health officials, 
communicate with public health and disease 
experts globally; type and identify the 
threat; its method of transmission; and de- 
termine what is needed to contain the 
threat; while beginning work on treatments 
and potential cures. Their work would also 
be to calculate mortality rates and the point 
when the disease may become endemic over 
a 25 week time period to stop its spread, 
which should include communicating to 
local, state and tribal public health officials’ 
the information they will need to prepare to 
face the threat that may be just a flight 
away. 

A Public Health Relief and Emergency As- 
sistance Law is overdue—I urge the leader- 
ship of the House and the Senate to work in 
a bipartisan fashion to put on the desk of the 
President of the United States a law that 
will be the cure for the weaknesses in our na- 
tion’s public health system when it is faced 
with public health emergencies. 

President Obama is calling on Congress to 
fight the Zika virus by providing $1.8 billion 
in emergency funds to: 

Rapidly expand mosquito 
grams. 

Accelerate vaccine research and diagnostic 
development 

Educate health providers, 
partners about the disease. 

Improve health services and support for 
low-income pregnant women. 

Help Zika-affected countries better control 
transmission. 

HOW IS ZIKA TRANSMITTED? 

Zika is primarily spread to people through 
the bite of infected Aedes mosquitoes. It can 
also be transmitted from a pregnant mother 
to her baby during pregnancy, though we do 
not know how often that transmission oc- 
curs. 

There is also evidence that the Zika virus 
can be sexually transmitted by a man to his 
partners. At this time, however, there is no 
evidence that women can transmit the Zika 
virus to their sex partners. You can learn 
more about the Zika virus and guidance to 
avoid sexual transmission. 

WHERE ARE PEOPLE CONTRACTING ZIKA? 


People are contracting Zika in areas where 
Aedes mosquitoes are present, which include 
South America, Central America and the 
Caribbean. As the CDC notes, specific areas 
where the Zika virus is being transmitted 
are likely to change over time. 

WHO IS AT RISK OF BEING INFECTED? 

Anyone who is living in or traveling to an 
area where the virus is found is at risk for 
infection. 


control pro- 


women, and 
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WHY ARE THERE SPECIFIC RECOMMENDATIONS 
FOR PREGNANT WOMEN? 

There may be a link between a serious 
birth defect called microcephaly—a condi- 
tion in which a baby’s head is smaller than 
expected—and other poor pregnancy out- 
comes and a Zika infection in a mother dur- 
ing pregnancy. While the link between Zika 
and these outcomes is being investigated the 
CDC recommends that you take special pre- 
cautions if you fall into one of these groups: 

If you are pregnant (in any trimester): 

You should consider postponing travel to 
any area where the Zika virus is active. 


ae 


SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS 
FOR FLOODING IN LOUISIANA 


(Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, yesterday I had the oppor- 
tunity to come and update the House 
on the flooding conditions in the State 
of Louisiana. I talked about how this 
is, potentially, the fourth most costly 
flood disaster in U.S. history. Lou- 
isiana received 31 inches of rain in a 36- 
hour period, which is what the Amer- 
ican average rainfall is. It would trans- 
late to nearly 25 feet of snow if it were 
a snowstorm. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to put this in a 
personal context. Think about a person 
who owns a $200,000 house. That per- 
son’s house is now worth $100,000 be- 
cause it is flooded and gutted. That 
person is going to have to pay $120,000 
to finish his mortgage, which means he 
is upside down on his mortgage. It is 
going to cost him $80,000 to rebuild his 
house, $40,000 to replace his car, $10,000 
to replace his wardrobe. 

Mr. Speaker, the Stafford Act is in- 
sufficient to address these financial 
situations that people are facing today. 
This isn’t one person. This is tens of 
thousands of homeowners and 
businessowners across south Louisiana 
who are facing this impossible finan- 
cial decision before them in the coming 
weeks. 

I urge the White House to imme- 
diately send a supplemental appropria- 
tions request to the Congress. Let’s get 
working on this and resolve this issue. 
Make this an easy decision for folks 
back home so we can get back on our 
feet. 


ee 


15TH ANNIVERSARY OF 
SEPTEMBER 11, 2001 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan- 
uary 6, 2015, the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN) is recog- 
nized for 60 minutes as the designee of 
the majority leader. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Speaker, 
this Sunday, September 11, marks the 
15th anniversary of the vicious attacks 
on America. 

I very much appreciate the leader- 
ship’s scheduling a commemoration on 
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the steps of the Capitol tomorrow 
morning, but more needs to be said as, 
I fear, time and events have dulled our 
memories. 

In addition, our Nation has grown by 
over 60 million since September 11, 
2001—children born after the towers 
came down, including the 13,000 babies 
who came into this world on that in- 
credible day. Unlike the rest of us, 
they have no direct memories of these 
horrendous events that changed our 
Nation forever as hate-filled extremists 
struck in the streets of Lower Manhat- 
tan, in the fields of Pennsylvania, and 
at the Pentagon. Over 700 citizens from 
my State of New Jersey died on that 
day. 

Our mere words cannot possibly cap- 
ture the sentiments that surround Sep- 
tember 11. So in lieu of extended, for- 
mal remarks, I would like to read, as I 
have in past years, “The Names,” a 
poem written by the then-poet laureate 
Billy Collins, which he read before a 
congressional joint session in New 
York City just after the attacks which 
Members of Congress heard firsthand. 

“THE NAMES” 
By Billy Collins 


Yesterday, I lay awake in the palm of the 
night. 

A soft rain stole in, unhelped by any breeze, 

And when I saw the silver glaze on the win- 
dows, 

I started with A, with Ackerman, as it hap- 
pened, 

Then Baxter and Calabro, 

Davis and Eberling, names falling into place 

As droplets fell through the dark. 

Names printed on the ceiling of the night. 

Names slipping around a watery bend. 

Twenty-six willows on the banks of a stream. 

In the morning, I walked out barefoot 

Among thousands of flowers 

Heavy with dew like the eyes of tears, 

And each had a name— 

Fiori inscribed on a yellow petal 

Then Gonzalez and Han, Ishikawa and Jen- 
kins. 

Names written in the air 

And stitched into the cloth of the day. 

A name under a photograph taped to a mail- 
box. 

Monogram on a torn shirt, 

I see you spelled out on storefront windows 

And on the bright, unfurled awnings of this 
city. 

I say the syllables as I turn a corner— 

Kelly and Lee, 

Medina, Nardella, and O’Connor. 

When I peer into the woods, 

I see a thick tangle where letters are hidden 

As in a puzzle concocted for children. 

Parker and Quigley in the twigs of an ash, 

Rizzo, Schubert, Torres, and Upton, 

Secrets in the boughs of an ancient maple. 

Names written in the pale sky. 

Names rising in the updraft amid buildings. 

Names silent in stone 

Or cried out behind a door. 

Names blown over the Earth and out to sea. 

In the evening—weakening light, the last 
swallows. 

A boy on a lake lifts his oars. 

A woman by a window puts a match to a can- 
dle, 

And the names are outlined on the rose 
clouds— 

Vanacore and Wallace, 
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(let X stand, if it can, for the ones unfound) 

Then Young and Ziminsky, the final jolt of 
Z. 

Names etched on the head of a pin. 

One name spanning a bridge, another under- 
going a tunnel. 

A blue name needled into the skin. 

Names of citizens, workers, mothers and fa- 
thers, 

The bright-eyed daughter, the quick son. 

Alphabet of names in a green field. 

Names in the small tracks of birds. 

Names lifted from a hat 

Or balanced on the tip of the tongue. 

Names wheeled into the dim warehouse of 
memory. 

So many names, there is barely room on the 
walls of the heart. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 


EE 
1645 


IGNITING AMERICA’S ECONOMY 
WITH FAIRTAX 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan- 
uary 6, 2015, the gentleman from Geor- 
gia (Mr. WOODALL) is recognized for the 
remainder of the hour as the designee 
of the majority leader. 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I am 
down here with some of my colleagues 
to talk about one thing, and one thing 
only in our time, and that is about ig- 
niting America’s economy. 

We can talk all we want to about 
putting people back to work; but nib- 
bling around the edges of the American 
economy isn’t going to solve the prob- 
lem for the men and women in the Sev- 
enth District of Georgia, nor the men 
and women in the great State of Texas, 
nor the men and women in Alabama, or 
anywhere across this country. 

What we need is a competitive advan- 
tage on the rest of the world. We have 
the most capable workforce on the 
planet. We have the hardest working 
workforce on the planet. We have the 
best infrastructure on the planet. We 
have the most freedom on the planet. 

Why is it, Mr. Speaker, that we then 
would not have the most robust and 
growing economy on the planet? I tell 
you it is for one reason, and one reason 
only, and that is the burden of the 
American Tax Code on the American 
entrepreneur. 

It is the burden of the American Tax 
Code on those men and women who 
want to make America great, who want 
to put people back to work, but who 
cannot do it because the Tax Code dis- 
advantages them relative to the rest of 
the world. 

Mr. Speaker, there is an idea in this 
Chamber—and you know it well—it is 
called the FairTax, and it is H.R. 25. 
Anybody in America can look it up. It 
is at www.congress.gov. 

In just over 100 pages, H.R. 25 de- 
scribes how we could rip this United 
States Tax Code out by the roots and 
replace it—where we can rip this Code 
out by the roots and, rather than hav- 
ing the single worst Tax Code on the 
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planet, have the single best Tax Code 
on the planet. It describes how we 
could rip it out by the roots and, rather 
than punishing people for how produc- 
tive they are, begin to tax people based 
on how much they take out of the 
economy, a consumption tax. That is 
the way our Framers founded this 
country, and that is the way we could 
fund this country again. 

Mr. Speaker, right now is the time. 
With the economic challenges, the 
headwinds blowing against America as 
they are today, right now is the time. 
I do not want to compete with the rest 
of the world based on low wages. I do 
not want to compete with the rest of 
the world based on unsafe workplaces. 
I do not want to compete with the rest 
of the world based on whose air is dirti- 
er or whose water is unsafe. 

I want high wages. I want safe work- 
places. I want clean water, and I want 
clean air. But I do want to compete 
with the rest of the world based on 
whose Tax Code makes the most sense. 

Mr. Speaker, I was elected in 2010, 
just 5% short years ago. One of the 
Members in that freshman class with 
me was Mo BROOKS from northern Ala- 
bama. He’s down here on the floor to- 
night. When I got ready to introduce 
the FairTax in that Congress, MO was 
one of the first folks out of the box to 
say, ROB, we can make a difference, we 
can make a difference for the country, 
and we can make a difference for indi- 
vidual families; put me down as a spon- 
sor of the FairTax. 

I yield to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama (Mr. BROOKS). 

Mr. BROOKS of Alabama. Mr. Speak- 
er, I thank the gentleman from Georgia 
for the opportunity to stand with him 
tonight as we discuss the FairTax. 
Quite frankly, I wish my eloquence was 
that of yours. Certainly, my passion is 
for the FairTax, with all the economic 
benefits that it would yield to the 
American people, the job creation it 
would yield, and the simplification of 
the headaches that occur every March 
and April as American people, includ- 
ing job creators, have to try to figure 
out how much taxes they have to pay. 

In that vein, I have some prepared re- 
marks, but I am available for any col- 
loquy that you may want to have after- 
wards. 

Mr. Speaker, America’s Tax Code is 
so complex as to border on impossible 
for any one person to understand. Ac- 
cording to the National Taxpayers 
Union, in 2016, American taxpayers suf- 
fered an economic loss of $234 billion 
from the 1.9 billion hours of time spent 
trying to figure out and pay their 
taxes. 

Making matters worse, from 1986 
when President Reagan signed the Tax 
Reform Act into law to today, the Tax 
Code has grown from 30,000 to 170,000 
pages, more than doubling in size. Fur- 
ther, the corporate tax rate has sky- 
rocketed to 39.1 percent, easily claim- 
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ing the highest rate in the industri- 
alized world. 

I cannot emphasize enough the detri- 
mental impact America’s complicated 
Tax Code has on our economy and the 
burden it creates for taxpayers and job 
creators alike. 

As such, I strongly support Rep- 
resentative ROB WOODALL’s FairTax 
Act to abolish the Federal income tax, 
employment tax, and estate and gift 
tax, and replace them with a national 
sales tax and prebate that eliminates 
the effect of sales taxes on low-income 
families. 

Businesses and families know how to 
best spend their hard-earned money. 
We need a system that puts power back 
into the hands of the taxpayer, not 
government bureaucrats. The FairTax 
proposal makes this possible. In par- 
ticular, it eliminates the income tax 
and stops the Federal Government’s 
snooping into American citizens’ in- 
comes, savings, and bank accounts, 
while still producing the revenue need- 
ed to fund the Federal Government. 

The FairTax is simpler, thereby sav- 
ing taxpayers billions of hours and 
hundreds of billions of dollars in trying 
to determine tax liability. 

In addition, the FairTax dramati- 
cally stimulates America’s economy by 
eliminating costly income tax and 
compliance costs for America’s em- 
ployers, thus cutting the cost of pro- 
ducing American goods and services by 
roughly 15 to 20 percent, a huge com- 
petitive advantage in an increasingly 
tough international marketplace. This 
competitive advantage for American 
job creators means more jobs and high- 
er incomes for American workers. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge you to bring the 
FairTax legislation to the House floor 
for a vote to simplify the Tax Code, re- 
turn American individual freedom, and 
grow the economy. 

Similarly, Mr. Speaker, I encourage 
the Members of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to support this plain, com- 
monsense way of collecting taxes, 
stimulating the economy, and getting 
the Federal Government more so out of 
our own personal lives. 

Mr. Speaker, to the extent Congress- 
man WOODALL has more that he wants 
to discuss, I am available. 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, the 
gentleman had me at more jobs and 
higher wages for workers. You had me 
there. 

One of the things we don’t ever talk 
about is the snooping that you de- 
scribe. Now, ‘snooping’ is a powerful 
word. As you were talking about that, 
it dawned on me that the Federal Gov- 
ernment knows more about my fi- 
nances than any member of my family. 
Think about that. The Federal Govern- 
ment knows more about me and my fi- 
nances than I am willing to tell any 
member of my family. 

When I think about freedom in this 
country, when I think about what the 
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government needs to do to keep us 
safe, to keep the economy growing, I 
don’t think about that degree of 
invasiveness as being necessary today. 

I yield to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama (Mr. BROOKS). 

Mr. BROOKS of Alabama. Mr. Speak- 
er, it is not just the snooping. It is also 
the coercion where the Federal Govern- 
ment uses, Washington uses the Tax 
Code to compel people to engage in 
conduct that they otherwise would not 
engage in, or to not engage in conduct 
that, under normal circumstances were 
they free to do so without potential re- 
taliation by the IRS, they would en- 
gage in. 

We have some issues, by way of ex- 
ample, where the Internal Revenue 
Service has been used to try to achieve 
political gains, where the Internal Rev- 
enue Service has been used to punish 
people because they have chosen to ex- 
ercise their freedom of speech rights or 
their religious rights or because they 
chose to associate with some people 
rather than other people, all rights 
guaranteed in the United States Con- 
stitution and the Bill of Rights. 

The power that we have given the 
Federal Government and the Internal 
Revenue Service through the Tax Code 
can all be taken away from the Federal 
Government by going to the FairTax. 

The reasons to support the FairTax 
so far greatly outnumber any potential 
harms that detractors may describe. 
Again, I urge the Speaker of the House 
to allow this legislation to come up for 
a House floor vote so that we can sup- 
port it, so that we can pass it through 
the House of Representatives. Should it 
fail, the American people will know 
who was on record in support of liber- 
ating the American people from the In- 
ternal Revenue Service and who wants 
to keep the Internal Revenue Service 
as our masters with our being in bond- 
age to their whims. So there are lots of 
advantages and very few disadvan- 
tages. 

Again, I want to thank the gen- 
tleman from Georgia and the people of 
the great State of Georgia who have 
sent him here so that he can advocate 
on their behalf and advocate for a 
FairTax that just makes sense. 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I have 
appreciated the gentleman’s friendship 
and his leadership since he and I ar- 
rived here together just two terms ago. 

While the gentleman from Alabama 
was speaking, I put up a poster that 
has a postmark that reads April 15. 
You were talking about what it means 
to make March and April less intimi- 
dating, less frightening. He talked 
about coercion and intimidation. 

I would wager there is not a single 
American citizen age 16 or older—any- 
one who has ever held a job and had a 
paycheck—that when I put up a post- 
mark of April 15 they don’t know ex- 
actly what that means. That means 
that is the day the tax man is going to 
come calling. 
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I am going to do the very best I can 
to get it right. But if I don’t because it 
is too complex and I just can’t figure it 
all out, the Federal Government and 
criminal enforcement are going to 
come calling. It is a frightening day for 
folks to do a civic responsibility, and 
that’s to help keep the government 
open. 

If I had to choose a region of the 
country that led as aggressively as 
Alabama leads, as Georgia leads, it 
would have to be the great State of 
Texas. We are joined tonight by the 
chairman from the great State of 
Texas, Mr. CONAWAY. 

I believe, if I went back and counted 
all the cosponsors of the FairTax, the 
FairTax is the single most widely co- 
sponsored tax reform bill in the entire 
United States House of Representa- 
tives. I believe we have more cospon- 
sors from the State of Texas than any 
other State in the Nation. Of course, 
Texas has abolished their income tax 
and is governed by a consumption tax. 

Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Speaker, I am 
not sure Texas ever had an income tax, 
and I am pretty sure we are not ever 
going to have one. 

As part of my professional back- 
ground, I am a CPA and my license is 
still current. Before I joined Congress, 
I spent 30-plus years helping clients 
cope, deal, understand, and pay their 
taxes. 

Speaking of the IRS and the intimi- 
dation factor, as a CPA, if I get a letter 
from the IRS addressed to me, my 
heart rate goes up before I open it. 
Now, it shouldn’t be that way. It 
shouldn’t have that kind of impact on 
any of us because I work really hard, as 
you might expect, to make sure that I 
get my taxes done. 

My colleagues have both hit many of 
the high points on the FairTax. The 
choices we have out there now: there is 
the current Code, and there are advo- 
cates for that; there is a flat tax, and 
there are advocates for that; then there 
is a national sales tax, and I have co- 
sponsored it after six terms and am 
proud to do that. 

There are several reasons I have set- 
tled on the sales tax. One, it eliminates 
the IRS. Every government needs taxes 
in order to run. That tax collection 
scheme should have no other purpose, 
other than collecting the minimum 
amount of money needed to fund that 
government. 

The current Code from ‘86 forward— 
and back, actually, to 1916—has been 
used over and over and over to manipu- 
late this behavior, to incentivize that, 
disincentivize this, reward this half, 
punish, all these kinds of things. 


1700 


That is manipulative and it is ineffi- 
cient, and it is just the wrong use of a 
Tax Code. We shouldn’t be using it that 
way. So that is why I have settled on a 
national sales tax. The reason I do that 
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versus a flat tax is because, quite 
frankly, the flat tax, as most people 
understand it, leaves in place the IRS, 
leaves in place the opportunity for the 
mischief that goes on with the current 
Code. 

We could go to a flat tax, as we did 
sort of in 1986. The 1986 act was more in 
that direction. It reduced rates, flat- 
tened the rates out, eliminated some, 
those kinds of things. Thirty years 
later, we are more complicated today 
than we were in 1986. The flat tax 
leaves all of that opportunity for mis- 
chief in place going forward. 

So the ink wouldn’t be dry on the flat 
tax until somebody would say, hey, you 
know, if you give us a little relief on 
that flat tax thing for this area, look 
how it would prosper, grow the econ- 
omy, create jobs, all those kinds of 
good things, and every one of those 
provisions are in there, so the flat tax 
and the current Code share much of 
that same risk. 

Sales tax, on the other hand, is col- 
lected by the States. You would elimi- 
nate the IRS, so it is collected at the 
point of sale. The compliance, the stud- 
ies show that the compliance with that 
sales tax would be greater than the 
current compliance we have with the 
income tax that we currently have, and 
so compliance would be better. It 
would be left up to the States to col- 
lect it. They would get a little slice for 
doing that on our behalf. The rest of 
the money would come into the Fed- 
eral Government. 

You would eliminate the entire bu- 
reaucracy that is the IRS and the good 
and the bad that they have done in the 
past, more bad lately than good be- 
cause of the punishing taxpayers, going 
after taxpayers because their political 
beliefs are different from the current 
boss of the IRS, who is Barack Obama. 
That goes away, and it is just better. 

I would caution, though, there are 
those who would argue, well, let’s just 
do both. Let’s have a little bitty in- 
come tax and a little bitty sales tax. 
Don’t do that. The jurisdictions who 
have both wind up raising both. Let’s 
pick one and stick with it, as hard as it 
might be to transition and all this kind 
of good stuff. Let’s do that because of 
the impact it has on the opportunity 
for manufacturing in the United States 
to compete, as you just said. In addi- 
tion to the tax, there is that overregu- 
lation thing that hurts them as well, 
but the Tax Code creates a huge com- 
petitive disadvantage that we can do 
something about now. 

Overregulation, you know, that is in 
the eye of the beholder, but the income 
tax, the impact the income tax has on 
the cost of goods sold outside of the 
country, that is clear, and there is defi- 
nitely something we could do about 
that. 

I appreciate my colleague bringing 
this up. 

The one thing that people ask back 
home who are supportive of the 
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FairTax is: What do we do? How do we 
get this done? Quite frankly, it is edu- 
cating taxpayers, because the 
uninitiated would listen to that 30-sec- 
ond commercial that says, you know, 
this politician is in favor of a percent- 
age increase in taxes. They leave out 
the little nugget that we would do 
away with the IRS, do away with in- 
come tax, estate tax. That kind of gets 
left out of that 30-second commercial. 

We have got to have an educated tax- 
payer base out there that looks at that 
commercial and says, no, wait a 
minute, as Paul Harvey said, that is 
not—there is more to it, there is ‘‘the 
rest of the story” associated with that 
tax increase that they would like to 
champion this to go against it—so, 
educating taxpayers. 

I ask folks, when I bring this up at a 
townhall, to look at it themselves. 
What does it do to your business? What 
does it do to you personally? How does 
it impact you? Educate, because there 
is no interest like self-interest. So look 
what it does for you, and it is a better 
way to get at it. 

It has got all these advantages. All 
this investment would stay here in the 
United States. I have cosponsored it for 
6 years. 

One quick anecdote and I will shut 
up. I have not had a CPA come to me 
and complain about sponsoring the 
FairTax, that you are going to put us 
out of business. I did have the mother 
of a CPA come to me, and she was a di- 
minutive little lady who thumped me 
on the chest really hard and said: Don’t 
you put my daughter out of business. I 
said: Ma’am, I have got that. I have got 
that. 

Well, it just so happens I am real 
good friends with the CPA daughter. I 
ran into her a couple weeks later. She 
said: Hey, I understand you saw my 
mom. I said: Yeah, she was worried 
about me putting you out of business. 
She said: Don’t worry about my mom. 
If the Code went away, all that tax 
compliance work went away, we would 
find really good stuff that we could do 
for our clients to promote their busi- 
ness, help them be more efficient, help 
them grow and do all those kinds of 
things that we would really rather do 
than comply with an ever-changing 
Tax Code. 

I appreciate my colleague sponsoring 
this hour tonight and those who are 
about to speak and have spoken, be- 
cause it is important to educate the 
American taxpayer so that that 
groundswell of support—you know, the 
folks who support a national sales tax, 
the folks who support a flat tax, basi- 
cally, are telling Congress, we want 
something other than the current 
Code. The problem is we have got to 
have enough oomph, enough political 
muscle from the electorate—I am not 
sure how she is going to spell that—to 
back it so they would represent that 
two-thirds to overcome a policy that is 
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this invasive, this expansive, and make 
that happen. 

So it is about educating taxpayers, 
getting them on board to create that 
political will that then gets commu- 
nicated to the 435 of us who actually 
have the voting cards that can make it 
happen. 

So I appreciate my colleague for 
sponsoring this tonight and allowing 
me to prattle on for a whole lot longer 
than you probably wanted, but thank 
you for letting me be with you tonight. 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Chairman, your 
leadership has been invaluable on this, 
not just because of the people you rep- 
resent, but because of your background 
as a CPA. The American people know 
instinctively there is a better way to 
do it, and to have it from someone who 
spent a lifetime in that space, we real- 
ly can move on. I laughed at your story 
about getting thumped in the chest. 

We have been joined by JODY HICE 
from the great State of Georgia. In our 
district, folks thump you in the chest 
and say, you better put your name on 
the FairTax. In fact, Congressman HICE 
has constituents out in the hallway 
right now but cared enough about the 
FairTax to come down just for a mo- 
ment. I appreciate him doing that. I 
am happy to yield to him. 

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. It is 
just a great honor anytime to be able 
to speak on the FairTax, and I just 
want to say thank you for your incred- 
ible leadership in keeping this ball 
moving forward. But, yes, you are 
right. In fact, one of the first things I 
did when I took office here was to co- 
sponsor the FairTax. 

If there is any one issue in the 10th 
District of Georgia that I hear more 
than anything else, it is support for the 
FairTax. I think it is because the peo- 
ple know, really, two key things. Num- 
ber one, taxes are far too high, exces- 
sive, and burdensome, and the Tax 
Code is absolutely too complicated. I 
hear this over and over and over. Every 
year it gets more and more com- 
plicated and bigger and bigger and big- 
ger. And so, you know, we are at a 
point that the Tax Code itself literally 
cries out for reform, and I don’t know 
of any better way of dealing with this 
than the FairTax. 

We talk about having an economic 
boom, the likes of which we have never 
seen before. It is all wrapped up in re- 
forming the Tax Code in a manner that 
can be done here with the FairTax. 
And, you know, this is something that 
absolutely we need to do. It is going to 
strengthen individual freedom. 

Just think of this. Individual free- 
dom is wrapped up in economic free- 
dom, and the more we confiscate 
through our current tax system, the 
less individual freedom we have. It is 
going to promote jobs, the likes of 
which we haven’t seen before. It is 
going to eliminate the IRS. Who among 
us doesn’t want to see that happen? 
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The IRS, as we watch it these days 
even targeting individuals, it is just in- 
sane to think of any government agen- 
cy targeting citizens of this country, 
but particularly an agency like the IRS 
that literally has the power to destroy 
lives. It is just an incredibly important 
issue for us to address, and so I am a 
strong supporter of the FairTax, and 
thank you for your leadership on this. 

I think, as we come to the close of 
this 114th Congress, we need to do all 
we can to keep this on the forefront— 
tax reform and, in particular, the 
FairTax. We need to move this needle 
forward. To you and your predecessor, 
John Linder, you have carried this 
weight on your shoulders a long time, 
and I am deeply appreciative of this 
and for your leadership in this Special 
Order. Thank you for letting me par- 
ticipate in it. Iam deeply appreciative. 

Mr. WOODALL. I thank the gen- 
tleman. He is a new, first-term Member 
here, and he is already leading on all of 
these issues, and I am grateful to him 
for that. He has got his ear to the pulse 
of what folks want back home, and 
what folks want is more freedom and 
more economic opportunity. I am so 
grateful to him. 

If I can ask the chairman: Trained as 
a CPA as you are, what is the benefit of 
the Tax Code? Everybody in this Cham- 
ber, from the far left to the far right, 
every Republican, every Democrat, ev- 
erybody wants a better job environ- 
ment. They want growth in the econ- 
omy. They want the American people 
to succeed and be prosperous. What is 
in it for America to keep what we have 
today? 

Mr. CONAWAY. Well, a couple 
things. Obviously, there is an industry 
created to help comply with a really 
complex Code. There is a smaller but, 
nevertheless, powerful industry that is 
in place to promote new changes and 
additional issues to add to the Code to 
make it more complicated. Every one 
of those special programs in the Code— 
deductions or credits—has an advocacy 
group. Somebody somewhere is using 
that piece in their tax return. 

Here is an example. I was talking 
back home about the advantages of 
eliminating—A Better Way has got an- 
other tax program. But I said, making 
a comment, we are going to eliminate 
all those deductions and credits for in- 
dividuals. I said, now, that is going to 
take political will because every one of 
them has an advocate, a taxpayer, not 
a lobbyist or all those kinds of bad 
words, but a taxpayer; and in order to 
overcome it, we are all going to have to 
give up our little special niches to 
make that happen. 

No sooner was that out of my mouth 
and I finished it than a guy came up to 
me and said, hey, I agree with doing 
away with all those tax credits and all 
those deductions, but leave in place 
section 1031. Well, 1031 is that like-kind 
exchange section where I can take in- 
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come-producing property, sell it, defer 
the gain, invest it in another income- 
producing property, and just kind of 
daisy-chain that down the road. Well, 
he is a broker. He sells ranches and 
farms, so it was in his best interest 
personally to make that happen. 

It is hard to make broad statements 
that it does good stuff, but every one of 
those provisions has somebody some- 
where in America who is taking advan- 
tage of it. 

Here is another thing that just hap- 
pened, and this has really nothing 
much to do with this. I got two calls 
today, one while I was sitting here 
waiting for this to start from a voice 
that said, ‘‘Hello,’’ very stern, this is 
so-and-so from the IRS, Internal Rev- 
enue Service, and you have an audit 
problem that you have not addressed. 
There is a big deal going on, and if you 
don’t call this number back right 
away, we will interpret that as you try- 
ing to run from us, and it will enhance 
the charges against you. A clear scam 
because the IRS doesn’t call you. But 
nevertheless, there is a scheme out 
there available that someone could use 
as a scam artist to frighten taxpayers 
because, to an uninitiated person, they 
would call that number back. I have no 
idea what it would do to your phone if 
you called it back. 

There is something going on there 
that hasn’t happened, but here is what 
would never happen. You will never get 
a call that says you have not paid your 
sales taxes, and because you have not 
paid your sales taxes, we are coming to 
get you. No, sales taxes are collected at 
the point of sale, and there will be no 
collection agency. There will be no op- 
portunity for a scam in that regard. 

But back on who benefits. Obviously, 
there are a group of folks who do tax 
compliance, and much of that is 
offshored, quite frankly, and then the 
people who use those individual pieces. 
So part of this is to overcome that in- 
ertia to change. 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Chairman, I am 
glad you mentioned that scam. I am 
going to find the camera that is fo- 
cused down here and tell folks, if you 
get a call from the IRS, it is not legiti- 
mate. Do not deal with somebody at 
the end of a 1-800 number who says 
there is an arrest warrant out for you. 
If you don’t have any other option, call 
your Congressman, and we will inter- 
vene for you in that space. It is hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars that have 
been scammed from American citizens, 
Mr. Chairman, through this scheme. 

The scheme works for one reason and 
one reason only, and that is that the 
IRS really is that scary to the average 
American citizen, and we created it. It 
is our creation, and we are complicit in 
this scam. Please, it is happening to 
your parents, your grandparents. I get 
those calls, too. I am in constituents’ 
homes. The calls are coming in then, 
and not everyone knows it is a scam. 
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Folks are so frightened by the IRS, 
they are paying these folks hundreds of 
millions of dollars today. 

I appreciate you mentioning that. 

Mr. CONAWAY. I thank the gen- 
tleman. Again, I appreciate him spon- 
soring this hour. I know you have a 
couple other Members who want to 
speak. Thank you for your generosity 
tonight. 

Mr. WOODALL. Thank you, 
Chairman. 

We have got down here with us what 
I would say is a gentleman who is sec- 
ond to none in terms of FairTax sup- 
port. He is STEVE KING, from the great 
State of Iowa. Even before I was elect- 
ed to Congress, I could turn on C- 
SPAN, and when folks wanted to talk 
about tax reform, I would see STEVE 
KING down here talking about a better 
way to do a Tax Code. I would hear him 
talking about, from his own personal 
experience, what it was like to be tar- 
geted by an agency like this and what 
it would mean, as a small-business 
owner himself, to be free of that burden 
and be able to go out and hire. I have 
always been grateful for his friendship 
since he has arrived, and I am pleased 
to yield to the gentleman from Iowa 
tonight. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. I thank the gen- 
tleman from Georgia for yielding, but 
especially for his leadership here in the 
United States Congress, and especially 
on the FairTax. And that introduction, 
Mr. Speaker, it flashes back to me 
some of the things that I haven’t really 
spoken to recently and how far we 
haven’t come over the years that this 
became, obviously, the best thing that 
we could possibly do from a tax per- 
spective in America—or anywhere in 
the world, for that matter. 

I have often told the story, but I 
should say I used to tell this story 
often, and that is that Iam running my 
little construction business that I 
started up in 1975, and we have com- 
pleted 41 years in business. I was au- 
dited one too many years in a row by 
the IRS, and I had learned that—we 
didn’t have copy machines in those 
days, so if they could ask for data, I 
would have just said: Here, I will run 
all these copies. You can analyze them. 
I will go out and start a machine up 
and go to work, make a little money so 
I can pay my taxes. 

What it really did was it shut me 
down. It shut me down because I had to 
sit there in my office and serve papers 
out to the auditor because I was the 
one who knew where the papers were, 
and they were in my filing cabinet. 
And I had learned in previous audits 
that I didn’t want to just say: Here is 
the filing cabinet. I am going to work. 
Let me know what the bill is when you 
are done. 

It didn’t work out too well for me. 
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So, I sat there for 4 days, and I served 
papers to the IRS. I would say: I will 
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give you a paper. You can look at it. 
You can take your notes. Do what you 
will. When you are done with that 
paper, hand it back to me and I will 
put it in the file, and then you ask for 
another record and I will give it to you. 

We did that for 4 days. At the end of 
that period of time, we had an intense 
negotiation. It came down to a number. 
I remember it clearly. It doesn’t seem 
so big today as it did then, but it was 
big then, and it was wrong. 

I paid the taxes that I owed and had 
done that with good intent as well. I 
complied with the law, and I had intent 
to comply with the law. But they 
seemed to have intent that they were 
going to justify the 4 days of being 
drug through—I thought I was drug 
through that, not them—but when it 
was all done, I had to go to the bank to 
borrow the money to pay the IRS that 
I believe to this day I did not owe. If I 
had otherwise borrowed the money to 
hire a lawyer to defend myself against 
the IRS and the Federal Government, 
the odds of success were so infinitesi- 
mally small that I had to decide do I 
want to stand on principle or—if I 
stand on principle, I can sacrifice my 
company—or do I want to borrow the 
money and pay bondage to what was an 
unjust principle and try to keep my 
business alive? That is what I decided 
to do. 

Those who know me for the time I 
have been here know how hard that is— 
for me, especially. I had to swallow as 
hard as I have ever had to swallow. But 
I went back out to work, and I fired up 
that old bulldozer and I climbed in the 
seat and the smoke went out the ex- 
haust stack and out of my ears. This is 
the way that a person has to do busi- 
ness in this country. 

My oldest son owns that business 
today. He told me a narrative—not 
telling me the message I would get out 
of it—that he was joining up with an 
engineering firm to start a new busi- 
ness venture in addition to our con- 
struction work. They had a 90-minute 
meeting. 

At the end of that meeting, David 
King said to the engineer: Mike, did 
you realize that we have just talked 
business for 90 minutes? 

Yes, I surely do. 

Do you know what our topic was for 
90 minutes on this business venture? 

Taxes. 

Ninety minutes of human resources 
were burned up on how to set up a tax 
structure to start a new business rath- 
er than figuring how to produce a good 
or a service that has a marketable 
value here or abroad. That is what is 
wrong. It is the waste of human re- 
sources that are consumed in compli- 
ance with the IRS, and it is the waste 
of human resources that could be far 
better used in producing that good or 
service that has a marketable value 
here or abroad. 

I have come not full circle on the 
issue. I stand exactly where I did in 
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that time back in 1980 when I was au- 
dited one too many years in a row. But 
we are in the second generation of King 
Construction today, and I have to go 
back and look. 

Just yesterday, I had a 1-hour meet- 
ing with a Commissioner of the IRS, 
Commissioner Koskinen, who is facing 
a privileged motion as well as a filed 
motion to face impeachment for mal- 
feasance within the IRS; and the viola- 
tions, I believe, happened directly 
under the watch of Lois Lerner. 

So, I never imagined, Mr. Speaker, 
that day that I climbed in the seat of 
that old bulldozer and the smoke came 
out of the exhaust stack and my ears, 
and I began to think, I want to be rid 
of the IRS. I went through the process 
of, if you abolish the IRS, then what to 
do you do to replace the revenue? I 
spent weeks thinking that through. 
There was nobody to talk to in those 
days. 

I would go to, I called it my OshKosh 
B’Gosh caucus, the guys in the overalls 
at 6 a.m. in the morning, and I would 
sit down and I would tell them we need 
to have a national sales tax; we need to 
replace the IRS; we need to abolish the 
IRS. Give people their freedom. Let 
them make their choices on their taxes 
when they purchase, not have some- 
body looking over your shoulder sec- 
ond-guessing all the decisions you have 
to make while you are in business. 

For weeks, we went through that, 
and they got a little tired of hearing 
me talk about going to—I didn’t call it 
a FairTax; I didn’t have a name for it 
except national sales tax. Finally, they 
said, well, if that were such a good 
idea, we would already have done it by 
now. Anybody that served much time 
in Congress knows that is a laugher. 
We have lots of good ideas that we 
don’t do by now because there are com- 
peting interests here. 

I have taken this policy to Alan 
Greenspan, the former chairman, 
shortly after he retired. I went to his 
Spartan office in downtown D.C., and I 
asked him if he would be the national 
spokesman for the FairTax. It was my 
mission to be a good salesman—and I 
am a good salesman; I have a good- 
looking wife, and that is proof posi- 
tive—for the FairTax. 

We went through the FairTax, and he 
said: Congressman, this is not an eco- 
nomic question. You are asking me, as 
an economist, to be your spokesman. It 
is not an economic question. You will 
not find serious economists that dis- 
agree the FairTax does these things 
that you say. 

He said: It’s a political question. So 
economists should not be selling a po- 
litical question. Politicians should sell 
a political question. That is you. You 
go sell it. 

I said: Well, let me try this on you. I 
want to go through this list of things 
that I say the FairTax does that is 
good, and I want you to interrupt me 
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and challenge me at any point along 
the way of any component that I have 
said that can’t be sustained in an eco- 
nomic argument, an economic forum. 

So, I went through the list. I will just 
hit some of them, not all of them. The 
FairTax abolishes the tax on produc- 
tivity. We are punishing productivity 
in America. People on that side of the 
aisle believe that consumption drives 
the economy. Well, if you don’t 
produce, it doesn’t. It is the production 
that drives the economy, especially 
when you are importing or exporting 
it, and we need to get that back. 

It eliminates the tax on production. 
It eliminates corporate income tax, 
personal income tax, estate tax, capital 
gains tax. It allows for the repatriation 
of the U.S. capital that is stranded 
overseas by the trillions of dollars that 
would be reinvested in the U.S. 

I went through this vast list of things 
the FairTax does that are good, and I 
stopped and I said: You are not inter- 
rupting me, Mr. Chairman. He said: I 
don’t need to do that, but you left 
something out. You didn’t mention 
that the FairTax provides an incentive 
for savings and investment, and this 
economy desperately needs an incen- 
tive for savings and investment. 

It wasn’t that I left it out on purpose. 
I just forgot to say it. 

So he said: Add that to what you are 
saying, and keep saying everything 
else. 

And so I turned it into this. Now I 
just tell people the FairTax does every- 
thing good that anybody’s tax policy 
does that is good. It does them all, and 
it does them all better. And that is 
pretty close to the final word on the 
topic. 

Now, America needs to come to her 
senses, and if we want to have a stimu- 
lated economy, if we want to reverse 
this imbalance we have in trade and 
bring it back to where we have an ex- 
port surplus instead of an import sur- 
plus, if we want to stabilize our cur- 
rency, if we want to stimulate manu- 
facturing and production in America, if 
you want to have a stable currency, a 
stable economy, an America that is a 
robust economy in the world again, we 
go to the FairTax. 

That little island of Ireland that has 
attracted over 700 former U.S. compa- 
nies that were domiciled in the U.S., 
now domiciled in Ireland with their lit- 
tle flat tax over there—it was zero for 
10 years, became 10, then 13 percent or 
so. The dynamics that they have seen 
on that little island of Ireland, with 
the FairTax in America, would be mul- 
tiplied by a factor that I hesitate to 
guess at here on the floor of the United 
States Congress. But it would be an 
awesome, dynamic change to our econ- 
omy, and we wouldn’t need to be im- 
porting millions of people from foreign 
countries to do these jobs Americans 
would do, because the wages would go 
up, the benefits would go up, our com- 
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petitiveness would go up, and America 
would be back in the preeminent place 
in the world again. 

That is how good this FairTax is. 
That is why I am here on the floor to 
support Mr. WOODALL, and I thank the 
gentleman for his leadership on this 
issue and the opportunity to say a few 
words. 

Mr. WOODALL. For folks who aren’t 
following those numbers as closely as 
you are, yes, when this Tax Code was 
written in 1986, the average corporate 
income tax rate around the globe was 
almost 50 percent. Today, it is less 
than 25 percent. The rest of the world 
has been moving towards that tax com- 
petitiveness, while America has been 
standing still. 

You asked about the good things that 
happen around here. Generally, the 
good things that happen are because 
folks come with individual experience, 
as you have come with; they come with 
passion, as you have come with. 

What folks may not realize is here 
you are. The family runs King Con- 
struction, and you are not asking for a 
tax cut. You are not asking for a tax 
carveout. You are not asking for a spe- 
cial favor or an exemption or a deduc- 
tion. You are saying do away with all 
the special interests in the Tax Code, 
and let’s just give everybody a fair shot 
at a flat and level code. It is that kind 
of selflessness that is going to drive the 
changes that have to happen here. Yes, 
there are special interests that are 
committed to selfish preservation of 
provisions in the Tax Code. I think 
selflessness is going to win out in that 
debate. 

We are joined on the floor by a new 
Member from the great State of Geor- 
gia. His name is BUDDY CARTER. He rep- 
resents the single fastest growing con- 
tainer port on the entire planet. 

What I am saying to you is, when it 
comes to creating jobs in America, we 
have got to export to a billion new con- 
sumers in India and a billion new con- 
sumers in China, and we are not com- 
petitive with our Tax Code today. 

The gentleman from Georgia sees 
this day in and day out, going out of 
the great Port of Savannah. In fact, I 
am told—the gentleman can correct me 
if I am wrong—out of your automobile 
exporting plant, we now export more 
Mercedes to the rest of the globe than 
any other vehicle out of that American 
port, because we are building Mer- 
cedes-Benz better and cheaper than the 
rest of the globe, and the rest of the 
world wants to buy them. 

I yield to the gentleman from Geor- 
gia (Mr. CARTER). 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. I thank the 
gentleman for holding this important 
debate on tax reform and the FairTax 
Act. 

Tax reform is one of the most press- 
ing issues facing our Nation today. In 
fact, it is so important that my very 
first act in Congress was to cosponsor 
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this bill. I had promised that to my 
constituents. When I got here, that is 
exactly what I did. Without question, 
one of the most pressing issues that 
our citizenry has right now is tax re- 
form. That is at the top of the list. So 
I am very proud to be able to partici- 
pate in this. 

You mentioned the ports. I am very 
blessed and very humble to be able to 
represent the First Congressional Dis- 
trict in Georgia, which includes two 
major seaports: the Port of Savannah, 
which is the number two container 
port on the Eastern seaboard and num- 
ber four in the Nation; and the Port of 
Brunswick, which is the number three 
roll-on, roll-off port in the country, 
meaning that we have cars down there 
that are leaving that port every day 
and going to all corners of the world. 

It is something that we are very, 
very proud of, and something that adds 
to our economy. And it is not just the 
economy of the First Congressional 
District, but of the entire Southeast 
United States. That is how important 
it is. Again, that is why the FairTax is 
so very important to our country and 
why I support it so much. 

We need a tax system that treats ev- 
eryone equally, that encourages Amer- 
ican businesses and the economy to 
grow and prosper. First of all, people 
don’t like paying taxes. We understand 
that. We all understand the need to pay 
taxes. But if they are going to pay a 
tax, they want to pay a consumption 
tax. They don’t want to pay a property 
tax. They would rather pay a consump- 
tion tax. 

I have learned that after years of 
being a mayor and after years serving 
in the State legislature, that has been 
something that has been just very 
clear to me. And people want a tax sys- 
tem that is easy to understand. They 
don’t like our current tax system that 
is so complex. 

When you look at the IRS manual 
and you see how thick it is, it just bog- 
gles the mind to think that we can’t 
come up with something much easier 
than that. That is why I compliment 
you on the FairTax, because it is sim- 
ple and it is straightforward and it is 
fair, and that is what people want. 

But even worse, we have got an out- 
of-control bureaucracy at the IRS that 
has completely lost the trust of the 
American people. When I go home, 
when I meet with my constituents time 
and time again, that is what they tell 
me, that they don’t trust the IRS, that 
it is too complex. They want it to 
where they can file their taxes on a 
postcard. And there is no reason why 
we shouldn’t have that and no reason 
why we shouldn’t continue to work to- 
ward that common goal. 

The FairTax Act would fully repeal 
our current tax system and replace it 
with a national sales tax on the use 
and our consumption of property or 
services in the U.S. By eliminating the 
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Federal income tax, everyone can keep 
their entire paycheck and pay taxes 
only on what they consume. Again, a 
consumption tax. 

No more struggling to understand 
the volumes and volumes of tax codes 
and exemptions. It would do away with 
all that. Simplify, simplify, simplify. 
Everyone would contribute their fair 
share based on what they purchase. 

We all have to purchase. That is what 
makes our economy run, and that is 
why this is such an ideal tax and such 
an ideal system for me and for us as 
Americans. 

You know, as a former small-business 
owner, I am fully aware of how difficult 
it is to be successful and grow when the 
tax system is so complicated and bur- 
densome. I fought those battles. The 
uncertainty alone makes it very hard 
to take on the challenges and risk of 
building capital and hiring employees. 
The economy cannot grow if business- 
owners are held back from making the 
changes and additions that they need 
to expand. We have to have that. 

I believe that a simple and straight- 
forward system like the FairTax will 
provide the certainty that businesses 
need to grow with confidence. Our Na- 
tion is still in an economic recovery 
mode, and businessowners and families 
need all the confidence that they can 
get. 

Again, I want to thank my colleague 
from Georgia for introducing this legis- 
lation and compliment him on the ex- 
cellent job that he is doing. I encour- 
age all my colleagues to support the 
FairTax so that we can finally have the 
fair and simple tax system that Ameri- 
cans deserve. 

Mr. WOODALL. I thank the gen- 
tleman for making the FairTax number 
one out of the gate. I know he leads a 
passionate constituency. 

I listened to you talk about what the 
FairTax would do, and I am thinking 
that is almost unbelievable that there 
is that much out there on the table we 
could seize for the American economy 
and American families that we haven’t 
done. 
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I am reminded that America is the 
only country in the OECD, the only 
economically developed First World 
country that does not have a consump- 
tion tax today. Folks around America 
are accustomed to all of the downsides 
of our current system that you went 
through. There is a better way and the 
rest of the world has found it and we 
are lagging behind. 

I appreciate the gentleman’s leader- 
ship to help get us there. 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. I thank the 
gentleman for his efforts. 

Mr. WOODALL. We also have on the 
floor the chairman of the House Budget 
Committee. Now, I will tell you that if 
there is someone who is working hard- 
er for the American economy than Dr. 
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TOM PRICE, chairman of the Budget 
Committee, I don’t know who it is. And 
he is absolutely trying to cut every 
penny of waste, fraud, and abuse there 
is in the budget, but I don’t know that 
we can cut our way into prosperity. I 
think we are going to have to grow our 
way into prosperity, and this burden- 
some Tax Code seems to be standing 
between us and that kind of success. 

I yield to the gentleman from Geor- 
gia. 

Mr. TOM PRICE of Georgia. I thank 
the gentleman, and let me add my 
voice to the echo and chorus of those 
who are commending him for his work 
on the FairTax. This is incredibly im- 
portant. 

And the gentleman is right. I have 
the privilege of chairing the Budget 
Committee, which is sometimes a 
blessing, sometimes a curse. But you 
put your finger on the thing that I 
want to talk about today because the 
FairTax, as you well know, our current 
tax system is punishing all the things 
that we say that we want. 

So we want hard work, we want suc- 
cess, we want entrepreneurship, we 
want savings, we want investment, we 
want all those things that people talk 
about that. 

They say: Why are we not getting 
those things that allow for that growth 
that has to happen? 

And one of the reasons, I believe— 
and I know you do, too—is because our 
current tax system punishes each and 
every one of them. Every one of those 
things that we say we want, our tax 
system punishes. 

So people make their equation and 
they say: Well, should I do this? Well, 
no. Iam taxed more if I do that. I am 
taxed more if I work hard. I am taxed 
more if I succeed. I am taxed more if I 
hire more people, on and on and on. 

So when you look at where we are, 
from a growth standpoint, which is in- 
credibly important because we can’t 
tax our way out of the challenge that 
we have got. We can’t even cut spend- 
ing to the degree that we need to to get 
out of the challenge that we have from 
a fiscal standpoint. 

We need to grow the economy. And 
the growth rate that we have had over 
the last 40 to 50 years in this Nation, 
average growth rate has been about 3.2 
percent. Your constituents and my 
constituents and people all across this 
great country know that over the past 
6 months we have seen a growth rate of 
1 percent, and over the past 8 years we 
have seen a growth rate in the neigh- 
borhood of 2 percent. So we have had a 
33 to 65 percent reduction in the level 
of growth in this country. 

What does that mean to folks back 
home? 

It means the jobs aren’t being cre- 
ated. It means that there is part-time 
work instead of full-time work. It 
means that you have a son or a daugh- 
ter that graduates from college and 


12057 


they can’t find a job in the endeavor 
that they have chosen. All these things 
that make it so that the economy is 
tamped down, harmed by our current 
system. 

So the FairTax does all sorts of won- 
derful things, but one of the things 
that it does that would just reinvigo- 
rate and enlighten this economy is to 
incentivize the things that we say that 


we want: incentivizing savings, 
incentivize investment, incentivize 
hard work, incentivize entrepreneur- 
ship, incentivize risk-taking. Incen- 


tivize individuals who are out there 
trying to build a better mouse trap and 
we are going to reward them for trying 
to build that better mouse trap. 

So I am enthusiastic about H.R. 25, 
enthusiastic about the support that 
you have continued to generate for 
this. I want to commend John Linder, 
who is a dear friend of yours and mine, 
and the work that he did to begin this 
project. I know that we will ultimately 
get to this point of a FairTax, of a con- 
sumption tax, because it is the right 
thing to do and it is the only thing 
that we can do that actually solves 
many of the challenges that we have 
got. So let me commend you for what 
you are doing. God bless you. It is a 
wonderful, wonderful work. And if you 
keep at it and we keep at it, I know 
that the American people will ensure 
that they invigorate men and women 
in this Chamber so that they support 
this commonsense, logical, exciting so- 
lution to the challenges that we face 
from a fiscal standpoint. 

Mr. WOODALL. If I could say to my 
friend, a lot of folks believe that this 
town is just about talk, talk, talk, 
talk, talk. Yet you, in your budget that 
you have prepared, moved out of the 
Budget Committee, put down in writ- 
ing, black and white, put your name 
behind it for all the world to see, every 
cycle, that there is a better way and we 
can do better. 

Folks are afraid to take a stand on 
issues. You have been unafraid to take 
a stand. We cannot get from here to 
there without that kind of leadership, 
and I am grateful to you for that. 

Mr. TOM PRICE of Georgia. Well, 
thank you, because this only happens 
when people get out there and say this 
is the solution. These are the kind of 
positive solutions that we can put for- 
ward, and if we were to adopt them, 
then it’s ‘‘Katy, bar the door.”’ 

Thanks so much for your great work. 

Mr. WOODALL. I thank my friend. 
And I would encourage folks, if you 
have any—if you want the black and 
white on this issue, go back to the 
Joint Tax Committee Tax Symposium. 
The Joint Tax Committee invited in 
everyone from the far-right economists 
to the far-left economists and said, 
Take a look at America’s Tax Code and 
take a look at a consumption tax like 
the FairTax and tell me what it would 
do for the American economy, for fami- 
lies, for jobs. 
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Every single economist—not some, 
not most, every single economist—said 
a consumption tax, a move away from 
our current tax system will grow the 
American economy. Some said a little, 
some said a lot. 

But we can do better. There is not a 
single Member of this Chamber who de- 
fends the current Tax Code as being the 
best we can do. It is not. The FairTax 
just may be the best we can do. 

If you are not quite ready for the 
FairTax—and I hope you are; it is H.R. 
25—let me refer to the Better Way 
agenda. The chairman mentioned it 
earlier. It is on the Speaker’s Web site, 
betterway.speaker.gov. It is on bet- 
ter.gop as well. 

The chairman of the Ways and Means 
Committee laid out a fundamental 
change in the way we do taxes. It is the 
most consumption tax-based plan a 
Ways and Means chairman has ever 
produced for this institution. It is not 
the FairTax, but dadgummit, it is mov- 
ing us in the right direction. 

If you want some encouragement 
about what is doable, about what we 
are able to bring ourselves together 
around, about what can really, Mr. 
Speaker, make a difference for jobs and 
the economy, look at what Chairman 
KEVIN BRADY from Texas has done. 
Again, it is a part of the House’s Better 
Way agenda, but it is laid out there in 
black and white. 

What my challenge is, not just for 
Members of this Chamber, Mr. Speaker, 
but for all voters across the country is 
the chairman has laid out a plan that 
gets rid of the exemptions, the deduc- 
tions, the carve-outs, all of the lob- 
byist special favors. All of that is gone, 
but it is up to us to keep it gone. Take 
a look at it, believe in it, and then let’s 
work together to make it a reality. 

The only people who are disadvan- 
taged by a change to a competitive Tax 
Code are our foreign competitors over- 
seas. This isn’t about Republicans. 
This isn’t about Democrats. This is 
about America. This is about growth, 
and there absolutely is a better way. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank all of my col- 
leagues for their leadership and for 
joining me here. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 


EE 
PORK SHIPS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan- 
uary 6, 2015, the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. SPEIER) is recognized 
for 60 minutes as the designee of the 
minority leader. 

Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Speaker, tonight 
we are going to talk about pork ships. 
Now, you may be scratching your head. 
What is a pork ship? 

Well, a pork ship was a name coined 
by POLITICO. Some may think, well, 
maybe that is a creative barbecue dish. 
Or military historians might say: Well, 
maybe it has something to do with the 
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Bay of Pigs. Others might think it is 
an Oscar Mayer-sponsored cruise liner. 
But all those guesses would be wrong. 

The term actually applies to a chron- 
ically unreliable ship, the littoral com- 
bat ship. 

Well, how unreliable is this ship? 

In just the last 9 months, four of the 
six ships that we have built as Littoral 
combat ships have been in trouble. 
They have broken down. 

As a member of the Armed Services 
Committee, I have been working to 
rein in this program for years. Unfortu- 
nately, the ship’s manufacturers and 
some Members of Congress seem intent 
on throwing good money after bad. 

The LCS has cost us almost $20 bil- 
lion so far; $20 billion for six ships. But 
we have many more that we are going 
to build that are going to be flawed and 
that will break down. So the total cost 
of the ships over the course of the pro- 
gram is a mind-blowing $120 billion. 
That is right, $120 billion. 

Now, we are scraping right now to 
find enough money for the defense 
budget. We are scraping right now to 
come up with $2 billion to protect 
Americans from the Zika virus. Mean- 
while, we are spending truckloads of 
money on ships that don’t float. 

Now, maybe I am being a little hy- 
perbolic here, but I am going to follow 
through by talking about the history 
of the ship. The ship is so poorly con- 
ceived that even the name, littoral 
combat ship, doesn’t fit. 

The term ‘‘littoral’’ means that the 
ship should be able to operate along 
the shoreline. Yet, Navy officials have 
admitted that they haven’t studied 
carefully enough whether the LCS is 
the right ship for warfare in shallow 
waters. 

Combat. Combat isn’t accurate either 
since the Defense Department’s Test- 
ing Office has said the LCS is not sur- 
vivable in combat settings. 

Littoral combat ship. It doesn’t meet 
the term ‘‘littoral.’’ It doesn’t meet the 
term “combat.” And considering that 
one of these ships spent 58 percent of a 
10-month deployment idle in a port, we 
might suggest that maybe it is not 
even a ship. 

The Navy now wants to call it some- 
thing else. Since this grand scheme 
that was concocted back in the 1990s 
doesn’t quite fit today, let’s just re- 
name it a frigate. 

So what is a frigate? 

A frigate is a heavy, slow, and surviv- 
able ship. The littoral combat ship 
meets the heavy because it is much 
heavier than it was supposed to be. It 
is much slower than it is supposed to 
be, but it is not survivable. 

So the question then becomes: What 
are we doing? We are never going to get 
back the nearly $20 million we have al- 
ready appropriated on that vessel, but 
are we going to spend extraordinary 
sums of money on something that 
didn’t meet the initial expectations 
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and has proven over and over again 
that it is not working? 

Let’s talk about the evolution of the 
LCS and how we got to this point. One 
of the primary reasons for building the 
LCS was to increase the size of the 
Navy by building smaller and presum- 
ably cheaper vessels. However, there 
was never a consistent agreement on 
the LCS’ mission. 

Military correspondent David Axe 
has called the LCS ‘‘Frankenstein’s 
warship”? and questioned whether the 
LCS should be a heavily armored com- 
bat vessel, a mine clearer, a submarine 
hunter, a low-cost patroller. 

How about a small, fast amphibious 
ship? 

It was apparently meant to be all 
those things, yet we seem to have 
ended up with a ship that can do none 
of these things. 

Since the Navy didn’t conduct rig- 
orous analysis on the ship until bil- 
lions of dollars were already spent, 
they were building it without a stra- 
tegic plan. As a result, the LCS pro- 
gram has changed its fundamental ac- 
quisition plan—now, get this—four 
times since 2005. 
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We now have a ship that is less sur- 
vivable and less lethal than originally 
planned. The real threshold question is: 
Do we really want to put our sailors’ 
lives at risk on a vulnerable ship? That 
should be the threshold question. If 
this ship is so plagued with flaws and is 
not survivable in combat, are we not 
putting our sailors at risk? 

On top of the fact that the LCS is 
struggling to perform its intended mis- 
sions, it is turning out to be the pro- 
verbial lemon. As detailed by a Polit- 
ico article in July, the ship’s maiden 
voyages have been marked by cracked 
hulls, engine failures, unexpected rust- 
ing, software glitches, and weapons 
malfunctions. 

So let’s start with February 2011. 
Here we are. What happened there? In 
February 2011, the USS Freedom sprung 
a 6-inch crack in its hull that required 
several months’ worth of repairs. All 
right, that is the USS Freedom. 

Now we are in June 2011, just a few 
months later, and we find that the USS 
Independence has suffered severe corro- 
sion and has been sidelined. 

In December 2012, the Defense De- 
partment’s director of operational test 
and evaluation released a report say- 
ing: “The LCS is not expected to be 
survivable ...in a hostile combat en- 
vironment.’’ Now, this is the office 
within the Department of Defense 
within the Department that is charged 
with making sure our weapons are safe, 
effective, and accurate; and the testing 
office is saying: Do you know what? It 
is not survivable. 

In July 2013, the USS Freedom was, 
once again, immobilized during a trial 
run. So it has got two strikes now. Also 
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in July of 2013, the GAO urged Congress 
to restrict the purchase of new LCS 
until the Navy completed technical and 
design studies and figured out how 
much it will cost to fix the vessel’s 
problems. These were very good sugges- 
tions. Now, we pay these departments 
to make these recommendations. But 
guess what. We just ignored it. 

We move from July 2013 to December 
2014, Secretary of Defense Hagel di- 
rected the Navy to study ways to im- 
prove the program. However, the Navy 
doubled down on its failed strategy and 
prioritized costs and schedule consider- 
ations over mission requirements. 

In December 2015, the USS Mil- 
waukee—yet another LCS—broke down 
and had to be towed 40 miles after a 
software malfunction. In the same 
month, Secretary of Defense Carter di- 
rected the Navy to cut the program 
which would save billions of dollars. 
Once again, Congress resisted these ef- 
forts. 

Another LCS, the USS Fort Worth, in 
January 2016 was sidelined because its 
operators failed to follow proper main- 
tenance procedures. 

In June of this year, GAO rec- 
ommended Congress not fund any LCS 
for 2017. So what did Congress do? In a 
strained budget, did we heed the GAO? 
No. No, we didn’t. The NDAA author- 
ized not one, not two, but three new 
ships—three new ships—adding $1.5 bil- 
lion to the budget. Now, this is after 
the GAO said: Do not authorize any 
more LCS this year. What did we do? 
We actually upped the department’s re- 
quest of two to three. 

But there is more. In July of this 
year, the USS Freedom—oh, my God, 
the third time—yet again encountered 
more mechanical issues. How bad is it? 
This time its engine will need to be re- 
built or replaced. This is a $400 million 
ship that has been in dock, paralyzed, 
and towed in three times already, and 
now we are being told we have to re- 
place or rebuild the engine. 

Then most recently, yet another— 
there are only six of them, mind you, 
and five of them have had problems. In 
August of this year, the USS Coronado 
broke down because of an engineering 
problem. 

Despite all of these problems and all 
of these warnings, what do we do in 
Congress? We continue to throw money 
at this ship. Lemons may float in 
water, but this lemon of a ship evi- 
dently does not, and it is taking tax- 
payer money to the bottom of the 
ocean with it. 

Even the Republican chairman of the 
Senate Armed Services Committee, 
JOHN MCCAIN, has questioned the LCS 
program, demonstrating that this is 
not a partisan issue. 

Members, we have a responsibility to 
take care of the taxpayers’ dollars. It 
makes you wonder why certain House 
Members are so committed to not just 
sustaining, but boosting the LCS pro- 
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duction. Aren’t we supposed to be pru- 
dent with taxpayer money? 

The answer may be looking at what 
the shipbuilders were doing in Wash- 
ington from January to March of this 
year. During that time, these ship- 
builders were spending hundreds of 
thousands of dollars to lobby Congress. 
Do you know what? I bet we are all 
paying for that in the bottom line of 
that particular contract. 

I experienced firsthand what that 
money can buy when I attempted to in- 
troduce an amendment to the FY 2017 
Defense Appropriations bill that would 
have reduced the total ships purchased 
from three to two for this fiscal year. 

Now, the Rules Committee appar- 
ently decided that my amendment was 
not germane to the bill. I mean, truly, 
that is right. An amendment on de- 
fense spending was deemed not rel- 
evant to a defense spending bill. This 
wasn’t an absurd proposal either; it 
was in line with the President’s budget 
request. It certainly wasn’t a poison 
pill. That one ship represented only 
about 0.06 percent of the total defense 
budget. 

In hindsight, I should have followed 
GAO’s recommendation to not fund 
any LCS next year. I thought only 
going with two ships was a fair com- 
promise. We won’t know because we 
weren’t even allowed to vote on it. 
That is what we do here. We avoid vot- 
ing on controversial issues. But that is 
our job, and this is more than just con- 
troversial. This is spending taxpayer 
money and spending it poorly. 

Even LCS shipbuilder Lockheed Mar- 
tin must have been surprised that my 
amendment never reached the House 
floor. They had already sent out a let- 
ter urging a ‘‘no’’ vote on it. Now, as I 
mentioned, it never even got consid- 
ered because it was held to be non- 
germane in a defense spending bill. But 
their arguments for voting against the 
amendment are about effective as a lit- 
toral combat ship is at a littoral com- 
bat, which is to say not very. 

Lockheed said that if we reduced the 
LCS program, the Navy would be ‘‘un- 
able to sustain fleet capability and 
meet global requirements.’’ However, 
the Secretary of Defense said that cut- 
ting the LCS would actually improve 
our naval forces by allowing us to in- 
vest in more pressing needs. 

Lockheed’s letter also said that we 
shouldn’t reduce the LCS program be- 
cause ‘‘ship count is crucial for the 
Navy to meet its tactical missions.” 
Ship count may be an important meas- 
urement of capability, but we should 
not be spending billions of dollars just 
to reach an arbitrary ship number, es- 
pecially if those ships aren’t survivable 
in combat or stall out on the open seas 
and have to be towed back to port. But 
that is what we are funding. We are 
funding flawed ship design, and we are 
funding flawed ships that are costing 
us a truckload of money. 
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Lockheed also maintains if we cut 
the program it would force the ship- 
yards to shut down. But that is not 
even true. The GAO says both compa- 
nies who work on the LCS variants al- 
ready have enough work on the books 
to keep their shipyards running to the 
year 2021. 

Fortunately, there is still an oppor- 
tunity to salvage some savings from 
this shipbuilding program. The NDAA 
conference committee has been meet- 
ing to discuss provisions for the final 
bill. The Senate version supports Sec- 
retary Carter’s directive to reduce the 
number of LCS. As a member of the 
conference committee, I have argued 
for the adoption of this provision. Cut- 
ting the total number of ships will save 
billions of dollars of taxpayer money 
over the long run. 

As wasteful and as unnecessary as 
this program has been, it is just the tip 
of the iceberg of Congress forcing the 
Defense Department to spend taxpayer 
money on weapons it does not want and 
only seem to benefit certain industries. 

For example, the House NDAA bill 
redirects $18 billion in critical funding 
for wartime operations towards pro- 
grams the Defense Department did not 
request. As a result, the bill would only 
fund the Defense Department through 
next April, effectively sidestepping the 
Bipartisan Budget Act compromise 
signed onto by both Republicans and 
Democrats that we reached just last 
year and putting funding for combat 
operations at risk. 

In any budget environment, this is 
not the way we should be doing busi- 
ness, but House Republicans think 
nothing of engaging in these wasteful 
and irresponsible budget shenanigans— 
and some Democrats, too. 

Now, I am all for Congress revisiting 
budget caps and looking for waste and 
areas where spending and support 
should be increased. But I do not sup- 
port cutting funding to crucial, exist- 
ing programs to fund programs the 
military doesn’t even want. 

Furthermore, should we be funding 
programs and should we be funding 
weapons that have not been fully test- 
ed, as the LCS is, that has already 
shown that it is flawed, that has al- 
ready shown that five out of the six 
ships that are afloat have had prob- 
lems, and they are big problems? 

Whom do we work for? Do we work 
for big business; or do we work for the 
American people? Throwing taxpayer 
money at failed programs solely for the 
benefit of industry is not how we 
should be operating. 

I am going to stop here. I am joined 
by my colleague from Minnesota. He is 
one of the most outspoken people in 
this Congress on issues around fairness 
in budgeting, and I am grateful that he 
is here. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Minnesota (Mr. ELLISON). 

Mr. ELLISON. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Representative SPEIER for yielding. I 
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appreciate the gentlewoman being the 
leader on this issue, looking after the 
public dollar and looking after our na- 
tional security making sure that we 
don’t waste any money but that we put 
our energy into making sure that we 
protect the American people at the 
most proper cost because a dollar that 
we waste is a dollar we cannot use to 
do anything else. So the gentlewoman’s 
advocacy here, I think, is absolutely 
important. 

I would like to thank the gentle- 
woman for organizing this hour to 
highlight an area of incredible waste of 
funds, the littoral combat ship. The 
Operational Test and Evaluation office 
in the Pentagon said in January that 
the ship is not reliable. 
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The Pentagon wants to pay for only 
two of these ships in 2017, enough to 
preserve competition and to make sure 
that taxpayers get the best deal for 
their money. Yet some in Congress 
want to force the Pentagon to buy 
three ships. Key Members of the Con- 
gress have expressed their concerns 
about the ship. 

Senators JOHN MCCAIN and JACK 
REED do not believe that the littoral 
combat ship could defeat an enemy 
fleet “unless the enemy fleet consists 
of a small number of lightly armed 
boats at extremely short range.”’ 

The GAO thinks the problems with 
the littoral combat ship are severe 
enough to merit a complete production 
pause. The GAO recommends that Con- 
gress not fund these ships in 2017. The 
last of the Navy’s survivability tests 
will not be completed until 2018, giving 
us the answers we need to guide future 
development. 

The events of this week only rein- 
force the GAO’s recommendation. The 
Navy ordered all littoral combat ship 
crews to stand down and halt oper- 
ations in order to review procedures 
and engineering standards. Every sin- 
gle sailor with an engineering role on 
the crew will need to be retrained. This 
is due to ongoing challenges. That 
ought to be enough for us to take no- 
tice. 

Yet Congress is not listening to the 
facts. The House appropriated an extra 
$348 million for this ship in 2017. $348 
million goes a long way to buying 
other things that can promote national 
security, but also things that can help 
domestic security—things like housing, 
things like food, jobs, all these kinds of 
things that we have urgent needs to ad- 
dress. We haven’t taken up the Zika. 
We haven’t dealt with Flint. Many ur- 
gent needs. 

This is not a worthwhile meritorious 
expenditure. Somebody is getting paid, 
and it is not right. The American peo- 
ple’s interest should be upheld first. 
That is $348 million above what the 
President requested for a ship that is 
not even working. 
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There are better uses for the tax- 
payer’s money. Like I said, Zika. Let’s 
make sure that our veterans are stably 
housed and support mental health pro- 
grams. How about universal child care 
for working families? There are so 
many urgent needs that the American 
people have. Or, if we stick to military 
needs, let’s support our troops overseas 
for an entire year, not just a few 
months. 

I want to thank the gentlewoman 
from California (Ms. SPEIER) for bring- 
ing to light this critical issue. She al- 
ways is at the forefront when justice 
needs a champion. I want to urge Ms. 
SPEIER to keep up the fight. We are 
very proud of her and the work that 
she does. We will always be standing by 
her side. 

Ms. SPEIER. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from Minnesota 
(Mr. ELLISON) for his comments. He hit 
the nail on the head. There are so 
many important resources, there are so 
many important services that we need 
to fund, and yet we don’t find the 
money for that. Meanwhile, we have 
six ships, five of which have had prob- 
lems, flaws, and yet we will not only 
continue to fund those ships, continue 
to rehabilitate those ships, but they 
are going to add three more. 

When will we finally get the message 
that there is something wrong with 
this ship? Let’s go back to the drawing 
board. Let’s do this the right way. 
Let’s not build more ships until we find 
out what is really wrong. This ship has 
not been fully tested yet. 

Imagine if we put cars on the road 
that haven’t been fully tested and then 
were breaking down and they were 
being towed. Would we put up with 
that? Absolutely not. But we are put- 
ting up with it when it comes to the 
funding of these ships, and I think it is 
a travesty. 

I would say the LCS program has to 
go. Not just the name, because we have 
already proven that it is not subject to 
littoral shorelines. It is not eligible for 
combat survivability, and there is a big 
question as to whether or not it is a 
ship at all since it has the potential, or 
the propensity, to sink or to break 
down. 

Let’s trim the fat from this pork ship 
and finally sink it. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 


EE 


ZIKA VIRUS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs. 
COMSTOCK). Under the Speaker’s an- 
nounced policy of January 6, 2015, the 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. JOLLY) for 30 minutes. 

Mr. JOLLY. Madam Speaker, I appre- 
ciate the opportunity tonight to come 
to the floor of the House together with 
a bipartisan group of legislators from 
the State of Florida to talk about the 
importance of urgent action on the 
Zika virus. 
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Perhaps no story has captivated the 
anxiety of the American people more 
than Zika has recently. Neither has a 
topic more angered the American peo- 
ple, angered people throughout Florida, 
because of the inability of a Congress 
and a President and a divided govern- 
ment to put policy ahead of politics 
and actually address what is a growing 
public health crisis. 

Many issues that we face today—and 
the Founders intended this—are re- 
gional issues, from flooding, to health 
scares, to infrastructure issues. We 
have regional representation here in 
the House. Florida, in the continental 
United States, is ground zero for the 
impact of the Zika virus. 

What has emerged within the Florida 
delegation, I am proud to say, is con- 
sensus that continues to grow among 
Republicans and Democrats around ur- 
gency. Now, we all have different opin- 
ions about the packages that have been 
proposed. Over the past 6 months, we 
have seen three primary options: 

The President proposed a plan of $1.9 
billion over 2 years. That was his ini- 
tial proposal. 

The House proposal had money flow- 
ing at about that same rate by reallo- 
cating $600 million from unspent Ebola 
money that was to be delivered over 
about 6 months, so $100 million a 
month, depending on how you calculate 
the color of money. 

The Senate reached a compromised 
plan at about $1.1 billion. Now, I am 
sure we all have differences of opinions 
about which plan is best. We have seen 
that. We have seen demands for votes 
on the President’s plan. In fact, in the 
Appropriations Committee, we have 
had to take those votes many times. 
We have seen the Senate act on their 
plan. We have seen the House act on 
theirs. 

I had great reservations about some 
of the elements of the President’s plan, 
and I was honest about this. The Presi- 
dent’s plan assumed a 2-year crisis in- 
stead of just 1. I had questions about 
that. The President’s plan allowed for 
construction of capital properties on 
leased lands with no recapture provi- 
sions. I had concerns about that in 
terms of stewardship of taxpayer dol- 
lars. The President’s plan also expands 
Medicaid services of taxpayer sup- 
ported health care in Puerto Rico by 
an additional 10 percent for any 
healthcare needs, not just Zika, argu- 
ably diluting money going to Zika. 
Those were my concerns. The system is 
set up for us to have that debate. It is 
okay that we have that debate. 

Others have great concerns about the 
House bill and some of the provisions 
and riders in the House bill. They have 
objected to those. That is understand- 
able as well. 

In the Senate, they reached a com- 
promise around a $1.1 billion clean bill. 

We should have these debates early 
on. Nothing should be rubber-stamped. 
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We wouldn’t be doing our job if we 
didn’t actually read the legislation, see 
what is in it, and talk about a contest 
of ideas. But we can never let those dif- 
ferences lead us to inaction. That is 
what is at risk in the current Zika de- 
bate. We cannot let our differences lead 
us to doing nothing. 

I believe we have a pathway forward 
around a consensus, clean $1.1 billion 
package we have seen in the Senate 
today with my colleague, CURT CLAW- 
SON, from the State of Florida and oth- 
ers. We have introduced the clean 
version with no riders of the Senate 
plan here in the House of Representa- 
tives to hopefully give us a platform 
where we can build consensus around 
it. I believe that is the way to do it. 
Drop the riders, fund Zika. Let’s do it. 
Let’s do it now. 

But at the end of the day, whatever 
package comes through here, we are 
called to support it. This is a public 
health crisis that we must address, 
which is why, despite my objections 
initially to the President’s plan, I have 
begun to vote for the President’s plan 
in the Appropriations Committee be- 
cause the urgency is now, and it is 
time that we pass a Zika package. 

The American people are angry, but 
they are scared. It is not our job to 
take the nuances of legislation, the nu- 
ances of different colors of money in 
the Federal budget process, and try to 
preach at the American people why one 
side is right or the other. Our job is to 
listen to the anxiety of the American 
people and address a pending health 
concern in a divided government. 

The anger is that this issue perfectly 
reflects the dysfunction we often see in 
Congress, and it is doing so in the con- 
text of a public health crisis. We have 
to seize upon the better angels in this 
Chamber and in this town. You see, it 
doesn’t help when either side plays pol- 
itics with the Zika issue when the first 
thing that happens after a vote is the 
two campaign committees rush emails 
out the door in Members’ home dis- 
tricts trying to raise money or blame 
politics, blame each other. 

As a Florida delegation, let us lead 
tonight in trying to form consensus 
around a solution on Zika. 

In that light, Iam happy to be joined 
this evening, first, by a colleague of 
mine from south Florida and the Keys, 
one of the most beautiful districts next 
to Pinellas County, I would say. 

Madam Speaker, I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Florida (Mr. CURBELO), a 
champion and early endorser of Zika 
funding. 

Mr. CURBELO of Florida. Madam 
Speaker, I thank the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. JOLLY), my distinguished 
colleague, for leading this very impor- 
tant discussion here this evening on a 
topic that has a lot of people worried 
back home. 

I remind people that, in the State of 
Florida, this is, obviously, a public 
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health crisis. There are a lot of women 
who are pregnant and are very con- 
cerned. A few weeks ago, we got a call 
from my wife’s OB/GYN telling us that 
his office was full of patients asking 
questions—a lot of anxiety, a lot of 
nervous people in our State. 

In Florida, this is also an economic 
issue. I met recently with business- 
owners in the Wynwood-Allapattah 
area near downtown Miami. They tell 
me that business in that area is down 
60 percent. That means jobs. That 
means people who aren’t going to be 
able to take income home to their fam- 
ilies, income that they need. 

For us, of course, it is a public health 
crisis, and that is our number one con- 
cern because we want to make sure 
that people can live comfortably and 
feel safe in our State. We actually 
know a few people who have left the 
State because they are pregnant and 
they don’t want to risk exposing their 
unborn babies to the effects, the dev- 
astating effects, that we have seen 
Zika cause throughout the world, pri- 
marily microcephaly, babies born with 
brain disorders. 

By the way, we are still learning a 
lot about the Zika virus. We don’t 
know what the long-term effects are 
because, until recently, this isn’t a 
virus that had really come under the 
microscope. 

The bottom line is that we need these 
funds because we need long-term cer- 
tainty in the fight against Zika. We 
need long-term certainty so that all 
the Federal agencies—the CDC, Health 
and Human Services, State agencies, 
local agencies—can all respond, de- 
velop a vaccine, and, of course, help 
partner nations overseas. 

In Florida, we get tourists from all 
over the world, but especially from 
Latin America, from South America. 
We need to help nations like Brazil get 
this virus under control; otherwise, we 
will continue to be exposed. 

Madam Speaker, I am so thankful to 
my colleague, Mr. JOLLY, for his lead- 
ership on this issue, for bringing us to- 
gether here tonight—Republicans and 
Democrats—asking for common sense, 
asking to make the American people 
proud of this Congress, to show that we 
can be competent, that we can solve 
people’s problems, that we can help 
people feel safe and secure in their 
communities, especially throughout 
the State of Florida. 

Mr. JOLLY. Madam Speaker, my ap- 
preciation to Congressman CURBELO. 

Carlos raises an interesting insight, 
which is part of getting to the bottom 
of this early on, that, as stewards of 
taxpayer dollars, what is the money to 
be used for? Those questions initially 
are very important. As I mentioned, I 
had some early objections with the 
President’s plan that I have resigned 
over that I will support if it is what it 
takes to get a package done. But what 
is the money used for? That is an im- 
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portant question for the American peo- 
ple. 

One of the questions was: Is mosquito 
control really a Federal activity? That 
is a legitimate question. Should we 
rely on States and localities for mos- 
quito control? 

Here is the important thing you will 
learn when you get into why we need a 
Federal bill to support Zika. It is about 
the vaccine development. It is about 
the research into how do we have a 
cure and eradicate the Zika virus, how 
do we partner with States and local- 
ities who are deploying resources right 
now for mosquito control, mosquito 
abatement and education; but how does 
the Federal Government also step in in 
the midst of what is a public health 
crisis with national implications both 
to people’s health, to their lives, and 
also to our Nation’s economy and Flor- 
ida’s economy? What is the proper role 
of the Federal Government? 

In this case, I believe it is to provide 
the funding, hopefully at the $1.1 bil- 
lion level, but I would be happy to sup- 
port the $1.9 billion as well, whatever it 
takes to get it done. 
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Representing the urgency and con- 
sensus to get this done, we are joined 
by a Democratic colleague of ours from 
Palm Beach and the Broward County 
area, the gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
DEUTCH). 

Mr. DEUTCH. I thank the gentleman. 

Madam Speaker, I thank my Repub- 
lican colleagues for joining here on 
this vitally important issue. 

I rise to call for a vote on a Zika 
funding bill that is free of partisan hot 
button issues and that is free of polit- 
ical gamesmanship. 

I am proud to join in this call for ac- 
tion with my Florida colleagues, 
Democrats and Republicans alike. We 
have come together—above partisan di- 
visions—to support the administra- 
tion’s request for emergency Zika fund- 
ing. Our ability to come together and 
the refusal of the rest of this Congress 
to do the same is telling. South Florida 
is actively fighting outbreaks in South 
Beach and Wynwood. There are cases in 
Broward County, and there are cases in 
Palm Beach County, and we have seen 
locally acquired cases in my home dis- 
trict. 

My constituents and the constituents 
of my colleagues throughout Florida 
are feeling the anxiety and the fear 
that come when there is so much that 
is out of their control. It is time for 
Congress to do all that we can to help 
stop the spread of this virus. This Con- 
gress’ inaction is hurting Florida’s 
families. As Representative CURBELO 
pointed out, it is hurting our economy. 

I have three children. My twin 
daughters are just settling back in to 
start a new year of college. Today, by 
the way—I share with my Florida col- 
leagues—they are celebrating their 21st 
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birthday. My son is finishing up high 
school; but it feels like just yesterday 
when my wife and I were anxiously ex- 
pecting each of their arrivals into our 
lives. Like most Americans who are 
starting a family or who are growing a 
family, we experienced the full range of 
complex emotions as we waited for 
their births: the sense of not knowing 
exactly what is going to come, the ex- 
citement, the anxiety, the anticipa- 
tion, the joy. Unfortunately, the Zika 
virus is threatening the joy of growing 
a family for thousands of Floridians, 
and we are just not doing all that we 
can to stop it. 

In December of last year, after out- 
breaks in Brazil were connected to dev- 
astating birth defects, The New York 
Times reported a warning for the 
United States Centers for Disease Con- 
trol and Prevention. The CDC warned 
at the time that imported cases ‘‘will 
likely increase and may result in local 
spread of the virus in some areas of the 
United States.” 

Now, at that time in December, 2,700 
babies had been born with micro- 
cephaly in Brazil—an increase from 150 
the year before. These babies were born 
with abnormally small heads, and now 
we know, from subsequent research, 
that the Zika virus attacks growing 
cells that cause incomplete brain de- 
velopment and smaller heads in these 
children. These birth defects are dev- 
astating. They are also incurable. 
These children will have lifelong prob- 
lems with their vision and with their 
cognitive abilities and will have other 
complications. 

Now we know that the CDC’s warning 
in December has become a reality in 
Puerto Rico and in south Florida. 

Verified cases have exploded in Puer- 
to Rico. In the span of only a few 
weeks—from the end of July until 
today—the total cases of Zika on the 
island have jumped from 5,500 total and 
672 in pregnant women to nearly 14,000 
total and 1,000 cases in pregnant 
women. If these trends continue, ex- 
perts expect that a quarter of the popu- 
lation of Puerto Rico will be infected— 
or 887,000 infections. That, unfortu- 
nately, would represent tens of thou- 
sands of babies being born with 
microcephaly. 

The costs of care and the toll on fam- 
ilies is staggering. This is an issue that 
affects families. It is also an issue that 
winds up affecting their communities. 
The lifetime costs of medical care for 
each of these children will be in the 
millions of dollars. 

While the virus is spreading rapidly 
in Puerto Rico, experts like virologist 
Tim Tellinghuisen of Scripps Research 
Institute said that the situation in 
Puerto Rico could very much happen in 
Florida. Over the past 7 weeks, as Con- 
gress was in recess, Florida cases went 
from 31l—and no local infections—to 
over 600 cases, including 56 local infec- 
tions. The number of cases in pregnant 
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women has doubled. Our constituents 
are at risk. 

For us, this is not a political fight. 
Honestly, in my heart, I do not under- 
stand how this has become a political 
fight for those leaders who have 
blocked the Zika funding in a clean 
bill. I understand and my colleagues 
here understand that we serve in the 
most polarized Congress in history. 
There are all kinds of issues that we 
could debate and ways that we might 
get at that and ways that we could 
change it as we need to. We have seen 
the divide over and over again between 
Republicans in Congress and President 
Obama; but the funds requested in this 
Zika battle—the funds requested to 
fight Zika—are not grounded in ide- 
ology. 

The President didn’t wake up one day 
and say: Hmm, I think we should have 
$1.9 billion to fund Zika. 

After the warnings that followed the 
outbreaks in Brazil, President Obama 
went to the scientists and to the ex- 
perts at the NIH and the CDC and other 
agencies, and he asked: What will it 
take to respond? 

His request to this Congress rep- 
resents their answer. 

As we heard last week, the funding 
situation is now dire. Dr. Tom Frieden, 
the Director of the CDC, said, basi- 
cally, we are out of money. 

So I join my colleagues here because 
it is past time to act. We have to put 
these political battles behind us. We 
have to do—and we have the oppor- 
tunity to do here—something that, I 
think, is not only the right thing for us 
and, more importantly, for our con- 
stituents—for the American people— 
but we could do something that would 
actually, perhaps, set an example. We 
should elevate the common good. We 
have to protect American families, and 
we have to pass a clean funding bill to 
stop the spread of Zika. 

To Mr. JOLLY, I will relay just one 
conversation I had on my way out of 
the office. I was talking to a staffer of 
mine about the coming months, and 
the conversation turned to November, 
when there is an election. Sometimes 
people from D.C. like to volunteer on 
campaigns on the weekend before the 
election. I have a young woman in my 
office who said she just doesn’t think 
that she is going to be willing to go 
down this year out of fear of Zika. 

How do we not show that we can act 
in a way that responds to a public 
health emergency, and only to that 
public health emergency, without 
bringing in all of these other issues? 

We have to do this. I am really grate- 
ful to be here on the House floor, and I 
am really thrilled to be here with my 
Republican colleagues, who are as com- 
mitted to doing this as I am. I am so 
grateful for the opportunity to share 
this time with you. 

Mr. JOLLY. I thank my colleague, 
Mr. DEUTCH. 
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That is the urgency. My colleague, 
Mr. DEUTCH, mentioned his family, and 
birthday wishes are in order. 

Congratulations. 

My wife and I just got married last 
year, and we are hoping to have a fam- 
ily ourselves. We live within 5 or 10 
miles of one of the non-travel-related 
cases. Folks do understand the anxiety 
that creates for people in Florida who 
are hoping to have a family. 

Yesterday and the day before—and it 
created a bit of a buzz—I brought about 
100 mosquitoes of the Aedes aegypti va- 
riety, which are capable of carrying 
Zika. Through working with the Uni- 
versity of South Florida, we were able 
to get these mosquitoes here to Wash- 
ington, D.C., because I wanted col- 
leagues to understand the urgency of 
what happens to families in Florida 
when they are in the proximity of 
these mosquitoes. 

When I gave a speech with these mos- 
quitoes, do you know what the Amer- 
ican people said—hundreds and thou- 
sands of people? 

“Release them.” “Smash the jar.” 

Do you want to see Congress work 
fast? 

Expose Zika mosquitoes in this 
Chamber. We would shut it down. We 
would scrub the Chamber. People 
would get tested. That is the anxiety. 
That is the urgency. 

It doesn’t know partisanship. It is 
okay that we have had this debate ini- 
tially over what the right response is— 
the President’s proposal, the House’s, 
or the Senate’s. That is okay. That is 
doing our job, but it is not doing our 
job when we let the fighting and debat- 
ing lead us to do nothing. 

We are joined tonight by another 
leader in our delegation from the pan- 
handle—the Tallahassee area of Flor- 
ida—a good friend, a Democratic 
friend, Ms. GWEN GRAHAM. 

Ms. GRAHAM. I thank Congressman 
JOLLY, and I thank Congressman 
DEUTCH very much for arranging this 
tonight. It means a lot. I feel the same 
anxiety just being as close to the lar- 
vae as others feel, and I might just ask 
that the gentleman keeps them in the 
jar. 

Madam Speaker, let me talk about 
my home State of Florida. I was born 
and raised in south Florida. I think, 
right around now, the Sun is probably 
setting in south Florida. The weather 
is nice. It is 80 degrees. The sky is that 
beautiful pink that we get. Vaca- 
tioning tourists are strolling along the 
beach or are enjoying dinner on a 
patio. Somewhere—I know this—there 
is a dad outside who is grilling steaks, 
and moms are watching soccer prac- 
tice. That is our life. That is our life in 
the beautiful State of Florida. It is like 
a lot of other places around this coun- 
try except, right now in Florida, fami- 
lies are scared. 

I have thought about the gentleman 
and Laura, and I understand that fear. 
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Families are scared because, as the 
Sun sets, the mosquitoes are coming 
out. For all of our lives we have lived 
with mosquitoes. It is part of our life 
in Florida, but now they are more than 
a nuisance. Now they are a deadly 
threat. We are scared because there is 
a deadly virus spreading. Parents are 
scared that, if their children are bitten, 
they could get terribly sick. Seniors 
are scared that, if they catch the dis- 
ease, they may not survive. Pregnant 
women are scared that they will wake 
up one morning with a mosquito bite 
and that it may cause the children in- 
side them to be born with terrible birth 
defects. 

My daughter would be appalled for 
me to say this, but she is 25. She 
doesn’t live in Florida right now. I 
hope she will move back, but the risk 
of pregnancy right now would not be 
one that I would want her to take. 

So this is the new normal in Florida. 
More than 600 people in Florida have 
been infected with the Zika virus. Al- 
most 100 pregnant women in Florida 
have been infected. 

We have been sounding the alarm for 
months, haven’t we, Congressman 
JOLLY? 

I have come on this floor to ask for 
funding to fight the disease. I led a let- 
ter with more than 120 Democrats that 
asked Speaker RYAN to have a vote on 
full funding to fight the disease. I did a 
workday with the local mosquito con- 
trol team in Bay County, and I have 
asked my constituents in north Florida 
to do their part to fight off the spread- 
ing disease. 

I ask again—particularly now, fol- 
lowing Hermine, as we have had a lot 
of water in our area—to please go out 
and make sure that you dump any 
standing water. 

I am really proud of all that we are 
doing as Floridians to try and stop the 
spread of Zika in Florida. 

Florida State University is research- 
ing the virus and making important 
breakthroughs. 
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Local municipalities are spraying. 
Ordinary people, as I said, are dumping 
standing water out of their yard. We 
are doing our part in Florida. Now, it is 
time for Congress to act and do their 
part as well. 

Madam Speaker, yesterday I joined a 
bipartisan letter with Florida Repub- 
licans and Democrats who are asking 
for one simple thing: Give us a vote on 
a clean bill that would fully fund the 
fight against Zika. Give us a vote ona 
clean bill that would fully fund the 
fight against Zika. 

This is a public health emergency. 

Just as important, let’s give sci- 
entists the certainty they need to re- 
search and develop a vaccine for Zika, 
and this could take several years. Pre- 
maturely cutting off resources before 
the vaccine is ready could be just as 
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dangerous as not providing enough 
money today. 

I spoke with the scientists. As they 
develop vaccines, they go through dif- 
ferent trial stages. Ethically, you can’t 
start a vaccine study, ask people to 
participate, and then say: ‘‘Never 
mind. Our funding has dried up. You 
are not going to be able to continue.” 
That is not something that we could 
do. 

Our delegation has shown that Re- 
publicans and Democrats have come to- 
gether on this issue, and I believe that 
the entire Congress can as well. 

There are Republicans and Demo- 
crats in States along the Gulf Coast— 
Texas, Mississippi, Louisiana—who will 
come together and support full funding 
because their constituents are at risk, 
too. 

I am still holding out hope that 
Speaker RYAN will be able to support 
full funding to fight this deadly virus. 

Time is running out. It is time to put 
partisanship aside and vote on full 
funding to fight this horrific disease, 
Zika. We must all come together to 
make sure that the resources are there 
for mosquito control and for vaccine 
production. 

Mr. JOLLY. Madam Speaker, I thank 
my colleague, Ms. GRAHAM. We are 
down to 4 or 5 minutes. We have two 
more speakers remaining. 

I yield to the gentleman from 
Pinellas County, Florida (Mr. BILI- 
RAKIS). 

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Madam Speaker, I 
agree with Representative GRAHAM 
that we must fund this and we must 
fund a clean bill. Whatever it takes, 
Madam Speaker, we have to get this 
done as soon as possible. 

I have been focused on the growing 
problem of Zika since March, when the 
Energy and Commerce Committee held 
a hearing on Zika preparedness, and we 
have been working together in a bipar- 
tisan fashion to get this done. 

Zika is a unique problem that will 
only increase. As of the end of August, 
there were 2,686 cases of travel-associ- 
ated Zika within the United States. 
These cases came from international 
travel where the individual acquired 
Zika abroad and discovered it when 
they returned to the United States. 

There have also been 35 cases of lo- 
cally acquired mosquito-borne Zika. As 
a matter of fact, we have a nontravel- 
related case in our county, Pinellas 
County. 

There are 35 individuals who got Zika 
because a mosquito bit them within 
the United States. Because of this local 
transmission for the first time ever, we 
now have a CDC travel advisory about 
an area within the United States in the 
Miami area. 

If you expand the incidences of Zika 
to include the territories, there would 
be 14,059 cases of locally acquired infec- 
tions of Zika. Mr. Speaker, this is a 
large amount. We must act now. The 
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Commonwealth of Puerto Rico has 
nearly 14,000 cases of locally acquired 
Zika. That number will only grow, un- 
fortunately. 

624 women within the United States 
had Zika while pregnant, and 971 
women from the territories. We don’t 
know the full impact that Zika will 
have on their infants. Already, CDC re- 
ports that 16 infants have been born 
with birth defects within the United 
States. I don’t know how many more 
when we include the territories. 

Zika can cause microcephaly, a birth 
defect where a baby’s head is smaller 
than expected when compared to other 
babies. Babies with microcephaly often 
have smaller brains that might not 
have developed properly. 

People are really scared, Madam 
Speaker. We have to get this done ina 
bipartisan fashion. 

Not all babies who have been exposed to 
Zika while in utero, have been born with visi- 
ble birth defects. 

However, we cannot say that they were 
born without any effect of Zika. 

It is possible that they may have delayed 
development. 

That’s why | plan on introducing tomorrow, 
the Pregnant Women and Infants Zika Reg- 
istry. 

This bill will establish a CDC registry pro- 
gram for pregnant women and will track in- 
fants up to age five, so that researchers can 
get a better understanding of the impact of 
Zika. 

This registry will collect information on preg- 
nancy and infant outcomes following labora- 
tory evidence of Zika virus infection during 
pregnancy. 

The data collected will be used to update 
recommendations for clinical care, to plan for 
services for pregnant women and families af- 
fected by the Zika virus, and to improve pre- 
vention of Zika virus infection during preg- 
nancy. 

| invite all my fellow Floridians and fellow 
members to cosponsor this bill. 

It's a responsible tool to increase our knowl- 
edge of Zika and help increase the quality and 
standard of care for patients. 

Mr. JOLLY. Madam Speaker, we are 
about out of time. We have one last 
speaker. 

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Madam Speaker, 
hopefully I get an opportunity to speak 
and continue tomorrow. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. JOLLY. Madam Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in- 
sert extraneous materials on the topic 
of this Special Order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Florida? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JOLLY. Madam Speaker, I yield 
to the gentleman from Jupiter, Florida 
(Mr. MURPHY). 

Mr. MURPHY of Florida. Madam 
Speaker, I thank my colleague and my 
friend (Mr. JOLLY) for organizing this 
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Special Order, for his leadership on this 
issue, and convening this important 
conversation on the need for imme- 
diate action to combat Zika. 

It is clear to us in Florida that Zika 
is not a partisan issue. It is about pro- 
tecting our families and our children. 
Yet, 7 months after the World Health 
Organization declared an international 
public health emergency over Zika and 
the administration submitted its re- 
quest for $1.9 billion in emergency 
funds to combat the virus, no bipar- 
tisan agreement has been reached to 
pass a bill providing the resources 
needed for this fight. 

As the number of Zika cases con- 
tinues to grow across the Nation, in- 
cluding more than 50 local trans- 
missions in Florida alone, this pro- 
longed congressional inaction is unac- 
ceptable. That is why over a dozen 
members of Florida’s congressional 
delegation are calling on congressional 
leaders to take immediate action on a 
clean Zika funding bill. 

I was proud to lead this bipartisan 
letter with Congressman JOLLY, and I 
want to thank those Representatives 
who have joined us. 

Our hope is that the rest of Congress 
will work together like our delegation 
and treat this matter with the serious- 
ness that it deserves, taking action 
needed to protect the American people 
and public health. That starts with 
ending the political posturing and 
dropping divisive, unrelated policy rid- 
ers and immediately passing a clean 
funding bill to provide the resources 
necessary to fight Zika. 

This is an emergency, not an oppor- 
tunity to be exploited to score points 
against Planned Parenthood or to 
weaken the Affordable Care Act. Con- 
gress’ delay has only made the problem 
worse and more expensive as babies 
tragically born with microcephaly will 
require a lifetime of care. 

The need for emergency funding 
could not be more urgent given the 
CDC Director’s recent statements that 
current Zika funding is nearly ex- 
hausted, so we must find the bipartisan 
cooperation. We must pass a clean bill 
and get this done immediately. The 
people of Florida deserve it. 

This is even after the extraordinary move of 
reallocating over $80 million from research on 
Ebola, HIV, cancer, diabetes, and other chron- 
ic conditions to prioritize Zika efforts. 

Beyond the funding, we also need to make 
sure the scientists and researchers working on 
developing a Zika vaccine have the necessary 
tools to do just that. 

For example, during a recent visit to Scripps 
Florida, a leading research facility in my Con- 
gressional district, | heard from their Zika re- 
search team about the need for location-spe- 
cific blood samples for their ongoing work. 

Additionally, we must make sure that states 
and local partners have the resources needed 
to implement and maintain world-leading mos- 
quito control programs to prevent the spread 
of mosquito-borne diseases. 
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| am proud to have put forward the SMASH 
Act with my colleague, the gentleman from 
Florida, Mr. CLAWSON, who knows firsthand 
how important mosquito control districts are. 

The SMASH Act will support our local mos- 
quito control districts to help fight the spread 
of Zika. 

Additionally, the bill provides grants to sup- 
port the work of state and local health depart- 
ments, our partners on the ground, for treating 
infectious diseases like Zika. 

To further bolster prevention, detection, and 
treatment efforts, Governor Scott should ex- 
pand Medicaid in Florida. 

Up to one million Floridians could be newly 
covered if the governor would simply accept 
available federal dollars. 

These dollars would go directly to strength- 
ening our public health and responding to 
Zika. 

This crisis requires collective action, with all 
levels of government working together on both 
immediate and long-term solutions to combat 
this virus. 

There are also a few simple steps Floridians 
can take to protect themselves. 

To prevent bites and the spread of mosqui- 
toes, this includes wearing bug spray and 
draining standing water. 

Furthermore, it is important to remember 
that Zika can be sexually transmitted and the 
same safe sex practices that help prevent the 
spread of HIV will also prevent the spread of 
Zika. 

Zika and mosquitoes don’t care if you’re a 
Democrat or Republican. 

This is a serious health crisis that impacts 
all Americans. 

It is great to see growing bipartisan support 
in Congress to do the right thing, putting polit- 
ical posturing aside to move forward a clean 
funding bill to combat this virus and keep fami- 
lies safe. 

Again, | thank the gentleman from Florida, 
Mr. JOLLY, and the rest of our delegation for 
showing the leadership needed to get this 
done and enlist Congress in the fight against 
Zika. 

Mr. JOLLY. Madam Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 
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COMMEMORATING THE LIFE OF 
PHYLLIS SCHLAFLY 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan- 
uary 6, 2015, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Iowa (Mr. KING) for 30 
minutes. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Madam Speaker, 
it is my honor to be recognized to ad- 
dress the floor of the United States 
House of Representatives. I intend to 
take up the topic of the commemora- 
tion of the life of Phyllis Schlafly. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Madam Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that all Mem- 
bers have 5 legislative days on which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in- 
sert extraneous materials on the topic 
of this Special Order here this evening. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa? 
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There was no objection. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Madam Speaker, 
this sad news came to me this past 
weekend that the relatively long and 
extraordinarily productive and 
impactful life of Phyllis Schlafly had 
come to an end at the age of 92. 

I got to know Phyllis throughout the 
political activism of the country 
among conservative politics. It goes 
back for me quite a ways now, too, I 
might add. But I didn’t pay a lot of at- 
tention to what was going on in the 
early ‘70s when Phyllis Schlafly’s eyes 
went on some of the transformative 
shifts that were taking place in Amer- 
ica. 

Phyllis was a pro-life activist before 
Roe v. Wade. She saw it coming. She 
knew what it meant. She became one 
of the strongest pro-life voices in all of 
America and, I would say, the most 
persistent, the most consistent, and 
the most relentless voice for the long- 
est period of time. 

Phyllis was active on the public 
scene from at least as far back as 1952, 
all the way up until the last days of her 
life, which ended this past weekend. I 
would like to go through some of those 
milestones of Phyllis Schlafly’s life, 
and then perhaps have some comments 
about those milestones along her life. 

As I review some of that material, 
Madam Speaker, I look back on her im- 
pact, particularly in Republican poli- 
tics. She was a campaign manager for a 
successful Republican candidate for 
Congress in St. Louis in 1946. It was for 
Claude Bakewell. 

She served as an elected delegate to 
eight Republican National Conven- 
tions. I don’t know that there has been 
a more consistent or persistent voice 
at our Republican National Conven- 
tions over more than a half a century 
than we have heard from Phyllis 
Schlafly. 

She was an elected delegate to the 
Republican National Conventions in 
1956, 1964, 1968, 1984, 1992, 1996, 2004, and 
2012. You might wonder what she was 
doing in those missing convention 
years of 1960, 1980, 2000, and 2008. Well, 
she was an elected alternate in those 
conventions. And I would suspect that 
her choice was similar to that of what 
I had made a time or two in the past as 
well—that I wanted to make sure that 
there were young people that had an 
opportunity to be a delegate and that 
young people had an opportunity to 
come up and be active in politics. Phyl- 
lis Schlafly had facilitated thousands 
of young people to come into active 
politics. 

Phyllis attended the Republican Na- 
tional Convention in Cleveland this 
last July where it was the last time 
that I saw her as she came into the Re- 
publican reception, the Members recep- 
tion upstairs. I had an opportunity to 
speak a few words with her and see 
that radiant smile on her face. She was 
dressed in just a very, very colorful and 
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gracious dress and seated in a wheel- 
chair. The brightness in her eyes told 
me there was a lot of spirit left in 
Phyllis Schlafly. 

Phyllis has played an active role in 
every Republican National Convention 
since 1952. The earliest real impact— 
when people began to notice who Phyl- 
lis Schlafly was—was when she pub- 
lished on May 1, 1964, the book, “A 
Choice Not an Echo.” It was a small 
little book that gave us an under- 
standing about how presidential can- 
didates are selected. It was a descrip- 
tion of some of the backroom deals 
that were made about the dynamics of 
the presidential process. She called it 
for 1964. She identified who the back- 
room supporters would be, how they 
would try to stop Barry Goldwater 
from being nominated. 

The book, “A Choice Not an Echo,” 
holds up to this day. She wrote a sup- 
plement to it as well to bring it up to 
speed, and published that book some- 
time in the last year or two. 

“A Choice Not an Echo” was an 
impactful book, and it was one that is 
one of the foundational documents that 
identifies the basis of modern-day con- 
servatism. Phyllis Schlafly was one of 
a very few original conservatives here 
in America. She has been one of about 
three voices that were still active in 
the public scene that go back to the 
era in the early ‘60s. For Phyllis, it 
goes back as far back as 1946, when she 
managed a congressional campaign. 

Phyllis’ life has been deeply engaged 
in this kind of activity. She was elect- 
ed first vice president for the National 
Federation of Republican Women, 1960 
to 1964. She was a candidate for Con- 
gress in 1952 and 1970, in two different 
districts. 

Phyllis received numerous awards. 
She founded the Republican National 
Coalition for Life in 1990 with the spe- 
cific mission of protecting the pro-life 
plank in the Republican platform, and 
no one has been more active and had 
more voice on the pro-life movement 
and more effective than Phyllis 
Schlafly throughout these years. Her 
voice on this public scene will sorely be 
missed. 

She was a volunteer and a founder of 
Eagle Forum. The people that worked 
with and for Eagle Forum out across 
through the States came as volunteers. 
She also established offices in all of Il- 
linois and here in Washington, D.C., 
and kept a voice and a presence here. 

Phyllis Schlafly became a conscience 
for conservatives. As we are trying to 
clarify the meaning of the Constitu- 
tion, understand our place in history, 
and stand up for those principles that 
matter, often the voice of Phyllis 
Schlafly was echoing in our ears here 
on the floor of the House of Represent- 
atives. 
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She would gather the young Eagles 
to come here at least once a year, usu- 
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ally twice a year to hear from them 
and give a number of us an opportunity 
to speak to the young people and take 
questions, but the bright lights that 
she identified, that she brought into 
activism have made, I think, a dra- 
matic difference across America as 
that conscience of conservatism has 
multiplied across hundreds and then 
thousands of young Eagles that I had 
an opportunity to meet with and ex- 
change ideas with and listen to. 

One of my stories about Phyllis 
Schlafly, I will start it first with this. 
When I arrived here in this Congress 14 
years ago, one of the first days that I 
was here to walk out on this floor to 
vote, I walked back through the back 
of these Chambers, and one of the 
Members from Missouri, Todd Akin, 
came over to me and introduced him- 
self. He said: I want to talk to you 
about Court stripping. And I said to 
him: You mean Article III, section 2 of 
the Constitution? And he said: Yes. 
How do you know that? 

Well, the reason I had paid attention 
to that was because it was Phyllis 
Schlafly who had written about it. In 
my years that I had been working in 
my construction office, all I ever really 
wanted to do was raise my family and 
run my construction business. I didn’t 
really think about being involved and 
trying to be in the middle of public pol- 
icy. I thought there were good, reliable 
people who would be here making those 
decisions. 

But I would send off for what, at that 
time, were little articles that I would 
call—you had to sign up for them, and 
you had to send off a check, and they 
would send you the mailing of her 
Forum document. Phyllis was all over 
the newspapers. I can’t count all the 
publications, but I know she has pub- 
lished at least 27 books. 

I would read these articles that 
would show up in these publications. 
Maybe the headline caught me, but I 
would skip the author. I would read the 
story, I would read the article, and, 
boy, that is clarity of thought, utter 
clarity of thought. And then I would 
look up: Who wrote that? Phyllis 
Schlafly. Time after time after time. 
Before I really knew who Phyllis was, I 
was reading her material. She was im- 
pacting my thinking, and I am won- 
dering: Who wrote this document? 
Phyllis Schlafly. Hundreds and thou- 
sands of documents, hundreds and 
thousands of analyses that she had 
done. 

And not only that, she was not dis- 
ciplined to stick to a particular topic. 
I was looking through some of these 
topics that Phyllis had written books 
on. Of the 27 books, she picked a few 
topics: family and feminism, her book 
on family and feminism, ‘‘The Power of 
the Positive Woman” and ‘‘Feminist 
Fantasies,” those things that won’t 
come true. 

Phyllis Schlafly, her comment on the 
judiciary, the book called, ‘“‘The Su- 
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premacists: The Tyranny of Judges and 
How to Stop It.” I have it here. I have 
a story about that I might tell if we 
have time a little later. 

On religion, her book, “No Higher 
Power: Obama’s War on Religious Free- 
dom”; her book on nuclear strategy, 
“Strike From Space” and ‘‘Kissinger 
on the Couch.” Then her book on edu- 
cation, ‘‘Child Abuse in the Class- 
room’’; her book on child care, ‘‘Who 
Will Rock the Cradle?” and on phonics, 
“First Reader” and ‘‘Turbo Reader.” 
That is an example of the kind of work 
that Phyllis did. 

She wasn’t narrow at all in her scope. 
She understood her faith, her Christi- 
anity, her religion, her role as a moth- 
er of six, a grandmother, a great-grand- 
mother. She understood her role as a 
wife; she understood her role as a stu- 
dent, as a law student with a law de- 
gree; and she understood her role here 
in America. 

When the ERA came forward—and it 
was a mistake then, it would be a mis- 
take now—Phyllis Schlafly, when they 
thought it was all done and the Equal 
Rights Amendment was going to be 
ratified—there were a few States left— 
Phyllis Schlafly started the battle to 
shut down the ERA; and it was almost 
singlehanded for a long time, but she 
mobilized a nation and put an end to 
the Equal Rights Amendment, which 
would have ended up with drafting 
women into the military. 

There is much going on today that 
she didn’t agree with, but we have 
slowed down this train of liberalism. 
She has been a significant player in it. 

I see that we have some Members 
who have arrived at the floor that I be- 
lieve would like to add some words to 
this. I yield to the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. DAVIDSON), if he is prepared 
to offer some words. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Thank you, Mr. 
KING. It is an honor to be able to talk 
about Phyllis Schlafly. Though I never 
personally met her, like many of the 
heroes of our country, all Americans 
benefit from the service that she ren- 
dered to our country, and in particular 
to the Republican Party. She is the 
person, perhaps more than anyone, who 
made sure that the Republican Party is 
the party of life, that really is out 
there to this day on the side of science 
showing when life begins and showing 
what is happening at every stage of 
life. 

Iam more optimistic than ever about 
what is happening to show this fact, 
but a voice there that just knew the 
truth and was unashamed in speaking 
for it, unashamed in helping our party 
coalesce around a core set of beliefs, 
and those core beliefs are the same 
ones that our Founders had. So when 
people look back and think that, you 
know, hey, the Founders were this era 
of giants, it is neat to have lived in an 
era when we have some of our own. 
Phyllis Schlafly was one of them. 
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She certainly set the stage for Ron- 
ald Reagan’s speech, “A Time for 
Choosing,” because of her activities in 
the 1964 campaign and because of “A 
Time for Choosing” and Reagan’s suc- 
cess in that, success as Governor, and 
really shaping our modern party for 
the era that has been a conservative 
movement for a long time. That set the 
stage for Justice Scalia. 

So an eventful year, a sad year to see 
her pass and Justice Scalia pass in the 
same year, but also, you know, an era 
when we can look forward to future 
success and an era when we can see 
what the true meaning of womanhood 
is all about. She was a champion for 
women in a way she may never get 
credit for. 

So I am honored for her service to 
our country, for her defense of her 
faith and my faith, and for her con- 
tributions to make this the kind of 
country that really inspires so many 
around the world to see it as the land 
of opportunity. So thank you. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from Ohio for his 
presentation here. I not only appre- 
ciate the kind words about the life of 
Phyllis Schlafly, but the voice of com- 
mitment to conservative cause that 
emerges as we listen to the gentle- 
man’s words from Ohio. 

I would like to now, if I could, yield 
to the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
WEBER), who has arrived. I would note 
also that our great friend Michele 
Bachmann from Minnesota is here on 
the floor of the House of Representa- 
tives tonight, and that adds a tremen- 
dous amount of joy to me to what oth- 
erwise is a sad occasion, but we have to 
be also celebrating the glorious life of 
Phyllis Schlafly. It helps commemo- 
rate it here to know that one of the 
people who was closest to Phyllis has 
made the trip here to be on the floor as 
we discuss her life and celebrate her 
life. 

Mr. WEBER of Texas. Madam Speak- 
er, I thank my colleague, Mr. KING, and 
I, too, want to echo that, for Congress- 
woman Michele Bachmann being here, 
what a treat. What an absolute treat. 
We miss her, by the way. We do miss 
her. I want to thank Michele for being 
here and all that she has done. 

Madam Speaker, we did not recently 
lose a true conservative. We didn’t re- 
cently lose the ‘‘first lady of the con- 
servative movement.” We didn’t just 
lose someone who was a threat to the 
liberal agenda and a threat to Com- 
munists. No, no, no. Phyllis Schlafly 
was much more than that. You know, 
eagles are known, Madam Speaker, for 
their strength and their ability to soar 
high above the clouds. Eagles are 
known to be above the fray. Phyllis 
was our eagle. However, she was that 
eagle who, while in the fray, main- 
tained that 30,000-foot view. And she 
was much more than that. She was a 
warrior. She was a leader. She em- 
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bodied American patriotism and lib- 
erty. 

In 1975, Mrs. Schlafly founded the 
Eagle Forum, which has been a pillar 
in the pro-family conservative move- 
ment for four decades and counting. 
There is no doubt, Madam Speaker, 
that the Eagle Forum will live on, and 
we will see her eagle soar higher and 
higher with time. 

Mrs. Schlafly was the heart and soul 
of the conservative movement in the 
early days. Many people thought she 
wouldn’t make a difference, but as we 
look back, Madam Speaker, history is 
telling us otherwise. You hear it over 
and over again that one person cannot 
make a difference. Well, I will tell you 
that Phyllis Schlafly was living proof 
that one person can make a difference. 
Phyllis soared the highest, cared the 
most, and fought the hardest—more 
than anyone else—for our conservative 
values. 

Madam Speaker, since the day I was 
sworn in not quite 4 years ago, I have 
been saying it is time to put America 
first. Through all of Mrs. Schlafly’s 
work, at the very core of her efforts, 
she wanted to ensure that our country 
was first and that Americans were our 
top priority and that the Federal Gov- 
ernment and even State governments 
knew their place. I find great comfort, 
Madam Speaker, in knowing that in 
some small way, Lord willing, I might 
be allowed to take part in ensuring 
that the work of Phyllis Schlafly con- 
tinues. 

She was a passionate woman who 
loved this country, loved her family, 
and was fiercely, fiercely driven to en- 
sure that our liberties were protected 
and that the unborn—the unborn— 
would have a fighting chance to the 
guarantee of life, liberty, and the pur- 
suit of happiness. 

Madam Speaker, those who know 
Phyllis know she always put family 
first, politics second. I can’t help but 
believe that she knew that at the core 
of politics, it really was, really is, God 
first, family and country second, and 
political activism stemmed from that. 
Phyllis knew that. 

By the way, she cared so much for 
this country, she came out early on in 
support of Donald Trump, knowing it 
would raise eyebrows. But that was 
Phyllis. You never doubted where she 
stood. You never doubted her convic- 
tions. Madam Speaker, she did all that 
for her family because she cared about 
future generations of Americans. 

Above all, I appreciate her commit- 
ment to our Lord and Savior, Jesus 
Christ. We can take great heart in 
knowing that Phyllis joins her husband 
of 44 years, Fred, in the kingdom of 
Heaven with our Lord and Savior 
Jesus. Our hearts and prayers go out to 
her family. Mr. KING, you said 6 kids, 
16 grandchildren—16 grandchildren. 

Phyllis was an amazing person who 
lived an amazing life and did so much 
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good for our country. For that, I will 
be forever grateful to her and the work 
she did for the conservative movement. 

I want to thank you, my colleague, 
Mr. KING, for allowing me this oppor- 
tunity to memorialize one of the great- 
est Americans. Madam Speaker, you 
know I am right. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from Texas for 
coming down to help memorialize the 
life of Phyllis Schlafly. 

Madam Speaker, the things that 
come to mind as I listened to Mr. 
WEBER talk about Phyllis Schlafly and 
I look across at Michele Bachmann, I 
think about a time that Phyllis took 
us back into a room in St. Louis to sit 
and talk to both of us about the future 
and the destiny of the country. It was 
three of us sitting there having a little 
snack and chatting away on the Con- 
stitution and the value of life and mar- 
riage and the current and the destiny 
of America. Phyllis always saw it, as I 
think somebody mentioned, from 30,000 
feet. 

The time I spend here in this Con- 
gress, the time I have the privilege of 
dealing with people at some of the 
highest levels in the country, the 
longer I am at this, the fewer people I 
am able to identify who can see with 
clarity the big picture and understand 
the currents of the course of history 
and the cultural movements that oper- 
ate within this course of history that 
are actually driving it. Phyllis always 
saw it. She always saw it with a clar- 
ity, and that is what drove her to put 
27 books out, and one of them was in 
support of Donald Trump. 

She had time in the last years of her 
life, ‘‘The Conservative Case for 
Trump” that is published. I think of 
the work that she got done. If some- 
body said to me: ‘‘Well, Donald Trump 
is going to be the nominee’’—and we 
maybe know this about the time of the 
Indiana primary—‘‘why don’t you just 
go out and write a book and publish 
that?’’—to pull that off and get that 
done, to do that when you are 92. 

I recall the time when Phyllis broke 
her hip and she was in a hospital in St. 
Louis. 
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So, I thought, I need to talk to Phyl- 
lis. I just want to wish her well. I call 
her up and, yes, she is in a hospital bed 
all right, but already, first thing when 
she comes out from the anesthetic, she 
asked for her laptop. She is at the hos- 
pital bed with a laptop, no doubt writ- 
ing, producing documents, printing 
things, moving public policy in Amer- 
ica from the hospital bed. 

On another occasion, I had the privi- 
lege to be named to present an award 
to Phyllis here in Washington, D.C. It 
was at an event at a hotel here in town. 
So, Iam thinking: How do I make this 
work? Actually, my schedule wouldn’t 
work for that. I thought: I can’t let 
Phyllis down. 
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Then, I learned that Phyllis had hurt 
her back and she had gone in for back 
surgery. I said: I think I know how to 
do this. I will tape a video for the peo- 
ple that are there to commemorate 
Phyllis, and then I will go visit her in 
St. Louis on my way back to Iowa. 

I flew to St. Louis and went to the 
nursing home where she was recovering 
from this back surgery. Her lap was 
covered with books and works and 
things we know. She sat there and told 
me how, yes, they had to put some ce- 
ment in her back. I said: Just like it 
comes out of the truck? Well, pretty 
much, she said: They just go in there 
and fill in the gaps that I have, and 
now I have to take a little therapy and 
I will be fine. 

Well, she was fine, mentally. This 
woman had an aura about her. There 
was a radiance about her. I can only 
name three people that I have laid eyes 
on in my lifetime that when they were 
in the room you knew it; and you knew 
there was something emanating from 
the character, the spirit, the soul, and 
the intellect of Phyllis Schlafly. It is 
extraordinary. It is an extraordinary 
life. 

I know that one of her close friends 
was LOUIE GOHMERT, who is here to- 
night on the floor. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Texas (Mr. GOHMERT) to 
say a few words about Phyllis. 

Mr. GOHMERT. What a woman. What 
a person. 

Phyllis Schlafly led efforts to return 
America to being the shining light ona 
hill that it had been, but the light was 
dimming. She would see that. She 
could see the harm that was happening 
to our most vulnerable, and she led an 
effort more years than anybody that I 
have ever known personally to return 
America to being a citadel for freedom 
and for morality from which freedom 
can only grow. She saw us losing our 
way, yet she remained relentless. 

Those who despised her know better 
than most anyone else this is someone 
who would never, ever give up. She was 
a leader, a warrior, a mentor, and a 
friend. Like very dear friends, like 
family, you have disagreements some- 
times, but you know her heart. You 
knew she wanted what was best for 
you, for this country, for the world. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. I would interject; 
when I disagreed with Phyllis, I started 
with the assumption that I was prob- 
ably wrong. 

Mr. GOHMERT. That is a great as- 
sumption when it comes to Phyllis. 

Well, she has fought the good fight, 
she has finished her course, and she has 
kept the faith. I will be there Saturday 
morning with her family, but the best 
memorial we can give to Phyllis 
Schlafly is to make sure the light of 
freedom and morality does not die in 
America. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. I thank the gen- 
tleman from Texas for a very moving 
presentation here. I know that it 
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means something very deeply in his 
heart, as it does in ours here on this 
floor and across this country by the 
thousands. 

A couple of things that I want to just 
quickly inject into this discussion. 

She would want me to say on article 
3, section 2, Court stripping, we don’t 
need to genuflect to the supremacists. 
The Court has gotten out of control. 
The Constitution is set up to where 
they are to be the weakest of the three 
branches of government, not a superior 
supremacist branch of government. 

Phyllis handed me the manuscript to 
this book, as I had a lot of long plane 
flights to do. The manuscript was just 
printed off a copy machine and kind of 
clipped together. I worked through all 
of that. I wrote my edits on it, my 
notes in the margins, red ink. I worked 
through it for hours—in fact, it was 
days. It got lost on the plane on the 
way back from Africa. 

I went to her and said: Phyllis, I need 
a little more time to work on the edits 
of your book because the manuscript 
has been lost in the luggage. She 
looked at me and she said: Well, Con- 
gressman, I didn’t intend for you to 
edit my book. I just intended for you to 
have an early copy. I knew exactly 
what I wanted to say. 

The book stands out. She knew ex- 
actly what she wanted to say. That is 
a lot about her intellect and her per- 
sonality. 

With utter clarity, the clearest polit- 
ical thinker of our time, based in Bib- 
lical values, values of Christians, con- 
stitutional values, a clear under- 
standing of people and humanity and 
faith and family, she wrote on so many 
topics with utter clarity on topic, after 
topic, after topic. 

She lived a life of 92 years and was a 
player in the public arena since imme- 
diately post-World War II, and she is a 
player in our lives to this day. She is in 
our hearts, she is in our souls, she is in 
our conscience, and she affects our 
thinking and our actions—and she will 
for a long, long time to come. 

This is a woman who has redirected 
the destiny of America. I can’t think of 
any woman who had more impact on 
the course of the history in the United 
States of America nor weighs more 
heavily on our sense of duty of what we 
need going forward to continue to 
honor the glorious life of Phyllis 
Schlafly. 

Rest in peace, Phyllis. God love you. 
We do. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. BABIN. Madam Speaker, | rise today to 
honor the life and legacy of conservative icon 
and founder of the Eagle Forum Phyllis 
Schlafly. 

Phyllis Schlafly was a courageous and de- 
termined leader who spent her entire adult life 
fighting for America and our traditional family 
values. She stood up and spoke up when oth- 
ers did not. 
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She was a fearless and outspoken defender 
of the unborn—and a leading voice in pro- 
tecting America’s sovereignty and supporting 
the U.S. military. 

Until her final day on Earth, Phyllis Schlafly 
fought tirelessly for these commonsense prin- 
ciples and the conservative foundations that 
have made America strong. She never 
stopped exposing the absurdity of the liberal 
left and the appalling failures of the policies 
they advocate. 

Often referred to as the “First Lady of the 
Conservative Movement,” Phyllis Schlafly’s 
leadership, candor and tenacity was a breath 
of fresh air—and it will be greatly missed. 

While we have lost a powerful voice and ad- 
vocate for the American people, we can be 
certain that Phyllis Schlafly’s tremendous pride 
in America and passion for the conservative 
movement will undoubtedly live on and con- 
tinue to inspire future conservative leaders for 
generations to come. 

My thoughts and prayers are with the entire 
Schlafly family during this very difficult time. 
On behalf of the many Americans she in- 
spired, we say thank you. 


— 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


By unanimous consent, leave of ab- 
sence was granted to: 

Mr. BISHOP of Georgia (at the request 
of Ms. PELOSI) for today. 

Mr. LYNCH (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today after 3 p.m. and the 
balance of the week on account of offi- 
cial business. 

Mr. SWALWELL of California (at the 
request of Ms. PELOSI) for today after 
3:30 p.m. and the balance of the week 
on account of brother’s wedding. 


EE 
ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. KING of Iowa. Madam Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord- 
ingly (at 7 o’clock and 6 minutes p.m.), 
the House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Friday, September 9, 2016, at 9 a.m. 


Ee 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


6692. A letter from the Congressional Re- 
view Coordinator, Animal and Plant Health 
Inspection Service, Department of Agri- 
culture, transmitting the Department’s final 
rule — Viruses, Serums, Toxins, and Analo- 
gous Products; Packaging and Labeling 
[Docket No.: APHIS-2008-0008] (RIN: 0579- 
AD19) received August 30, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture. 

6693. A letter from the Acting Director, 
PDRA Rural Utilities Service, Department 
of Agriculture, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s interim rule — Rural Broadband Ac- 
cess Loans and Loan Guarantees (RIN: 0572- 
AC34) received September 1, 2016, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture. 
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6694. A letter from the Under Secretary, 
Acquisition, Technology, and Logistics, De- 
partment of Defense, transmitting an Update 
to the Report on Efficient Utilization of De- 
partment of Defense Real Property, pursuant 
to Public Law 113-66, Sec. 2814(a); (127 Stat. 
1014); to the Committee on Armed Services. 

6695. A letter from the Alternate OSD Fed- 
eral Register Liaison Officer, Office of the 
Secretary, Department of Defense, transmit- 
ting the Department’s final rule — Interpre- 
tive Rule Under the Military Lending Act 
Limitations on Terms of Consumer Credit 
Extended to Service Members and Depend- 
ents [Docket ID: DOD-2013-OS-0133] (RIN: 
0790-ZA11) received September 1, 2016, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

6696. A letter from the Chairman, Federal 
Deposit Insurance Corporation, transmitting 
the Corporation’s FY 2015 report entitled 
“Preservation and Promotion of Minority 
Depository Institutions”, pursuant to 12 
U.S.C. 1463 note; Public Law 101-78, Sec. 308 
[as amended by Public Law 111-203, Sec. 
367(4)]; (124 Stat. 1556); to the Committee on 
Financial Services. 

6697. A letter from the Chief Counsel, 
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Suspension of Community Eligibility (Ath- 
ens-Clarke County, GA, et al.) [Docket ID: 
FEMA-2016-0002; Internal Agency Docket 
No.: FEMA-8447] received September 1, 2016, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com- 
mittee on Financial Services. 

6698. A letter from the Secretary, Securi- 
ties and Exchange Commission, transmitting 
the Commission’s final rule — Access to 
Data Obtained by Security-Based Swap Data 
Repositories [Release No.: 34-78716; File No.: 
$7-15-15] (RIN: 3235-AL74) received August 31, 
2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public 
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 

6699. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of Education, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final regulations — Programs and Ac- 
tivities Authorized by the Adult Education 
and Family Literacy Act (Title II of the 
Workforce Innovation and Opportunity Act) 
[Docket No.: 2015-ED-OCTAE-0003] (RIN: 1830- 
AA22) received August 23, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and the Workforce. 

6700. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of Education, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final regulations — State Vocational 
Rehabilitation Services program; State Sup- 
ported Employment Services program; Limi- 
tations on Use of Subminimum Wage [ED- 
2015-OSERS-0001] (RIN: 1820-AB70) received 
August 28, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce. 

6701. A letter from the Assistant General 
Counsel, Office of General Counsel, Depart- 
ment of Education, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final regulations — Programs and Ac- 
tivities Authorized by the Adult Education 
and Family Literacy Act (Title II of the 
Workforce Innovation and Opportunity Act) 
[Docket No.: 2015-ED-OCTAE-0003] (RIN: 1830- 
AA22) received September 2, 2016, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, 
Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce. 

6702. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Employee Benefits Security Administration, 
Department of Labor, transmitting the De- 
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partment’s final rule — Savings Arrange- 
ments Established by States for Non-Govern- 
mental Employees (RIN: 1210-AB71) received 
August 30, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce. 

6703. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen- 
cy’s final rule — Butanedioic acid, 2-meth- 
ylene-, polymer with 1,3-butadiene, 
ethylbenzene and 2-hydroxyethyl-2- 
propenoate; Tolerance Exemption [EPA-HQ- 
OPP-2016-0201; FRL-9950-63] received August 
30, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

6704. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen- 
cy’s final rule — Citrus tristeza virus ex- 
pressing spinach defensin proteins 2, 7, and 8; 
Temporary Exemption from the Require- 
ment of a Tolerance [EPA-HQ-OPP-2016-0034; 
FRL-9947-19] received August 30, 2016, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

6705. A letter from the Chief of Staff, Media 
Bureau, Federal Communications Commis- 
sion, transmitting the Commission’s final 
rule — 2014 Quadrennial Regulatory Review 
— Review of the Commission’s Broadcast 
Ownership Rules and Other Rules Adopted 
Pursuant to Section 202 of the Telecommuni- 
cations Act of 1996 [MB Docket No.: 14-50]; 
2010 Quadrennial Regulatory Review — Re- 
view of the Commission’s Broadcast Owner- 
ship Rules and Other Rules Adopted Pursu- 
ant to Section 202 of the Telecommuni- 
cations Act of 1996 [MB Docket No.: 09-182]; 
Promoting Diversification of Ownership In 
the Broadcasting Services [MB Docket No.: 
07-294]; Rules and Policies Concerning Attri- 
bution of Joint Sales Agreements in Local 
Television Markets [MB Docket No.: 04-256] 
received September 2, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

6706. A letter from the Deputy Chief, Con- 
sumer and Governmental Affairs Bureau, 
Federal Communications Commission, trans- 
mitting the Commission’s final rule — Rules 
and Regulations Implementing the Tele- 
phone Consumer Protection Act of 1991 [CG 
Docket No.: 02-278] received September 2, 
2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public 
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

6707. A letter from the Assistant General 
Counsel for Legislation, Regulation and En- 
ergy Efficiency, Office of Energy Efficiency 
and Renewable Energy, Department of En- 
ergy, transmitting the Department’s final 
rule — Energy Conservation Program: Test 
Procedure for Compact Fluorescent Lamps 
[Docket No.: EERE-2015-BT-TP-0014] (RIN: 
1904-AC74) received August 30, 2016, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, 
Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

6708. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting the Department’s report cov- 
ering the period from April 11, 2016 to June 9, 
2016 on the Authorization for Use of Military 
Force Against Iraq Resolution, pursuant to 
50 U.S.C. 1541 note; Public Law 107-248, Sec. 
4(a); (116 Stat. 1501) and 50 U.S.C. 1541 note; 
Public Law 102-1, Sec. 3 [as amended by Pub- 
lic Law 106-118, Sec. 1000(a)(7)]; (113 Stat. 
1501A-422); to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. 
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6709. A letter from the Director, Inter- 
national Cooperation, Office of the Under 
Secretary of Defense, Acquisition, Tech- 
nology and Logistics, Department of De- 
fense, transmitting the Department’s intent 
to sign an Agreement Between the Govern- 
ment of the United States of America and 
the Government of the Republic of Chile, 
Transmittal No. 21-16, pursuant to Sec. 27(f) 
of the Arms Export Control Act, and Execu- 
tive Order 13637; to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

6710. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Export Administration, Bureau of Indus- 
try and Security, Department of Commerce, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Temporary General License: Extension of 
Validity [Docket No.: 160106014-6728-04] (RIN: 
0694-AG82) received August 30, 2016, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, 
Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

6711. A letter from the Senior Procurement 
Executive, Office of Acquisition Policy, Gen- 
eral Services Administration, transmitting 
the Administration’s Major final rule — Fed- 
eral Acquisition Regulation; Fair Pay and 
Safe Workplaces [FAC 2005-90; FAR Case 
2014-025; Docket No.: 2014-0025, Sequence No.: 
1] (RIN: 9000-AM81) received August 23, 2016, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com- 
mittee on Oversight and Government Re- 
form. 

6712. A letter from the Architect of the 
Capitol, transmitting the semiannual report 
of disbursements for the operations of the 
Architect of the Capitol for the period of 
January 1, 2016 through June 30, 2016, pursu- 
ant to 2 U.S.C. 1868a(a); Public Law 118-76, 
div. I, title I, Sec. 1801(a); (128 Stat. 428) (H. 
Doc. No. 114-162); to the Committee on House 
Administration and ordered to be printed. 

6713. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Assistant Secretary, Policy, Management 
and Budget, Department of the Interior, 
transmitting an order cancelling debts 
against individual Indians or tribes of Indi- 
ans, pursuant to 25 U.S.C. 386a; July 1, 1932, 
ch. 369 [as amended by Public Law 97-375, 
Sec. 208(a)(1)]; (96 Stat. 1824); to the Com- 
mittee on Natural Resources. 

6714. A letter from the Division Chief, Reg- 
ulatory Affairs, Bureau of Land Manage- 
ment, Department of the Interior, transmit- 
ting the Department’s final rule — BLM 
Internet-Based Auctions 
[16X.LLW0310000.L13100000.P P0000] (RIN: 
1004-A E48) received September 2, 2016, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Natural Resources. 

6715. A letter from the Acting Director, Of- 
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion, transmitting the Administration’s tem- 
porary rule — Fisheries of the Exclusive Eco- 
nomic Zone Off Alaska; Northern Rockfish in 
the Western Regulatory Area of the Gulf of 
Alaska [Docket No.: 150818742-6210-02] (RIN: 
0648-XE707) received September 2, 2016, pur- 
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Natural Resources. 

6716. A letter from the Chief Counsel, 
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Removal of Environmental Considerations 
Regulations [Docket ID: FEMA-2016-0018] 
(RIN: 1660-AA87) received August 30, 2016, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com- 
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc- 
ture. 
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6717. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; Pacific Aerospace Limited Airplanes 
[Docket No.: FAA-2016-8838; Directorate 
Identifier 2016-CE-020-AD; Amendment 39- 
18601; AD 2016-16-03] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received 
September 1, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

6718. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; Fokker Services B.V. Airplanes [Dock- 
et No.: FAA-2015-8472; Directorate Identifier 
2014-NM-106-AD; Amendment 39-18603; AD 
2016-16-05] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received Sep- 
tember 1, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

6719. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; Dassault Aviation Airplanes [Docket 
No.: FAA-2016-5594; Directorate Identifier 
2014-NM-169-AD; Amendment 39-18596; AD 
2016-15-05] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received Sep- 
tember 1, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

6720. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Standard Instrument Ap- 
proach Procedures, and Takeoff Minimums 
and Obstacle Departure Procedures; Mis- 
cellaneous Amendments [Docket No.: 31088; 
Amdt. No. 3706] received September 1, 2016, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com- 
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc- 
ture. 

6721. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Standard Instrument Ap- 
proach Procedures, and Takeoff Minimums 
and Obstacle Departure Procedures; Mis- 
cellaneous Amendments [Docket No.: 31086; 
Amdt. No. 3704] received September 1, 2016, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com- 
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc- 
ture. 

6722. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; Bombardier, Inc. Airplanes [Docket 
No.: FAA-2016-5459; Directorate Identifier 
2015-NM-148-AD; Amendment 39-18597; AD 
2016-15-06] received September 1, 2016, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6723. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Standard Instrument Ap- 
proach Procedures, and Takeoff Minimums 
and Obstacle Departure Procedures; Mis- 
cellaneous Amendments [Docket No.: 31085; 
Amdt. No. 3703] received September 1, 2016, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com- 
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc- 
ture. 

6724. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
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Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; Airbus Airplanes [Docket No.: FAA- 
2016-0466; Directorate Identifier 2014-NM-188- 
AD; Amendment 39-18604; AD 2016-16-06] (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received September 1, 2016, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6725. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; Airbus Airplanes [Docket No.: FAA- 
2016-5460; Directorate Identifier 2015-NM-188- 
AD; Amendment 39-18599; AD 2016-16-01] (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received September 1, 2016, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6726. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; The Boeing Company Airplanes [Dock- 
et No.: FAA-2015-8429; Directorate Identifier 
2015-NM-122-AD; Amendment 3839-18608; AD 
2016-16-10] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received Sep- 
tember 1, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

6727. A letter from the Assistant Chief 
Counsel, PHMSA Office of Chief Counsel, De- 
partment of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Hazardous Ma- 
terials: FAST Act Requirements for Flam- 
mable Liquids and Rail Tank Cars [Docket 
No.: PHMSA-2016-0011 (HM-251C)] (RIN: 2137- 
AF17) received September 1, 2016, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, 
Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6728. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; Airbus Airplanes [Docket No.: FAA- 
2015-3989; Directorate Identifier 2014-NM-250- 
AD; Amendment 39-18600; AD 2016-16-02] (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received September 1, 2016, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6729. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; BAE Systems (Operations) Limited 
Airplanes [Docket No.: FAA-2016-5465; Direc- 
torate Identifier 2015-NM-041-AD; Amend- 
ment 39-18609; AD 2016-16-11] (RIN: 2120-AA64) 
received September 1, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6730. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; Continental Motors, Inc. Recipro- 
cating Engines [Docket No.: FAA-2012-0002; 
Directorate Identifier 2011-NE-42-AD; 
Amendment 39-18610; AD 2016-16-12] (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received September 1, 2016, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6731. A letter from the Federal Register Li- 
aison Officer, Alcohol and Tobacco Tax and 
Trade Bureau, Department of the Treasury, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Expansion of the Sta. Rita Hills Viticultural 
Area [Docket No.: TTB-2014-0007; T.D. TTB- 
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141; Ref: Notice No. 145] (RIN: 1513-AC10) re- 
ceived August 31, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

6732. A letter from the Attorney, Office of 
the Chief Counsel for Trade Enforcement and 
Compliance, International Trade Adminis- 
tration, Enforcement and Compliance, De- 
partment of Commerce, transmitting the De- 
partment’s final rule — Correction to Appli- 
cability Date for Modification of Regulations 
Regarding Price Adjustments in Anti- 
dumping Duty Proceedings [Docket No.: 
140929814-6136-02] (RIN: 0625-AB02) received 
August 30, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 


— EE 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 


Mr. KLINE: Committee on Education and 
the Workforce. H.R. 5587. A bill to reauthor- 
ize the Carl D. Perkins Career and Technical 
Education Act of 2006; with an amendment 
(Rept. 114-728). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CHAFFETZ: Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. H.R. 5226. A bill to 
amend chapter 3 of title 5, United States 
Code, to require the publication of informa- 
tion relating to pending agency regulatory 
actions, and for other purposes (Rept. 114- 
729). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 


EE 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred, as follows: 


By Mr. GRIFFITH (for himself, Mr. 
WELCH, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. CARTER of 
Georgia, Mr. JONES, Mr. BARLETTA, 
Mr. CRAWFORD, Mr. BLUM, and Mrs. 
McMorRRIS RODGERS): 

H.R. 5951. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to prohibit prescription 
drug plan sponsors and MA-PD organizations 
under the Medicare program from retro- 
actively reducing payment on clean claims 
submitted by pharmacies; to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce, and in addition to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, for a pe- 
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of Cali- 
fornia (for herself, Mr. HONDA, Mr. 
SMITH of Washington, Mr. CONYERS, 
Mr. NADLER, Ms. NORTON, Mr. ELLI- 
SON, Ms. CLARKE of New York, Ms. 
JUDY CHU of California, Mr. LYNCH, 
Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. 
COHEN, Mr. PocaNn, Mr. TED LIEU of 


California, Mr. McDERMOTT, Mr. 
JEFFRIES, Mr. HASTINGS, Mrs. LAW- 
RENCE, Ms. LEE, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, 


Ms. KAPTUR, Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, 
Ms. SLAUGHTER, Ms. JACKSON LEE, 
Mr. KEATING, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. 
BRADY of Pennsylvania, Ms. 
DELAURO, Mr. VEASEY, Mr. TAKANO, 
Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. 
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GRAYSON, Mr. MCNERNEY, Ms. MAX- 
INE WATERS of California, Ms. PIN- 
GREE, Mr. LARSON of Connecticut, Mr. 
GALLEGO, Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr. CICILLINE, 
Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Ms. BASS, 
Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. CART- 
WRIGHT, Mr. SERRANO, Mr. YARMUTH, 
and Mr. PAYNE): 

H.R. 5952. A bill to improve the retirement 
security of American families by strength- 
ening Social Security; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and in addition to the Com- 
mittee on Education and the Workforce, for 
a period to be subsequently determined by 
the Speaker, in each case for consideration 
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Ms. MAXINE WATERS of Cali- 
fornia: 

H.R. 5953. A bill to forgive the indebtedness 
of the National Flood Insurance Program, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Financial Services, and in addition to the 
Committee on the Budget, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. BLUMENAURER (for himself and 
Mrs. LOWEY): 

H.R. 5954. A bill to prohibit use of body- 
gripping traps by personnel of the Depart- 
ment of the Interior and the Department of 
Agriculture and on lands of such depart- 
ments; to the Committee on Natural Re- 
sources, and in addition to the Committee on 
Agriculture, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with- 
in the jurisdiction of the committee con- 
cerned. 

By Ms. CASTOR of Florida: 

H.R. 5955. A bill to amend the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act to allow the 
charitable distribution of traditional large 
and premium cigars to members of the 
Armed Forces, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts (for 
herself and Mr. BUCSHON): 

H.R. 5956. A bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to better address sub- 
stance use and substance use disorders 
among young people; to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. LARSEN of Washington (for 
himself and Mr. LOBIONDO): 

H.R. 5957. A bill to include disabled veteran 
leave in the personnel management system 
of the Federal Aviation Administration; to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure. 

By Mr. CLAWSON of Florida (for him- 
self, Mr. JOLLY, Mrs. KIRKPATRICK, 
and Ms. WILSON of Florida): 

H.R. 5958. A bill making supplemental ap- 
propriations for fiscal year 2016 for Zika re- 
sponse and preparedness; to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and in addition to the 
Committee on the Budget, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. CARTWRIGHT (for himself and 
Ms. NORTON): 

H.R. 5959. A bill to require reporting of bul- 
lying to appropriate authorities and assist 
with equal protection claims against entities 
who fail to respond appropriately to bul- 
lying, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mrs. ELLMERS of North Carolina: 

H.R. 5960. A bill to amend title XXVII of 
the Public Health Service Act to make pub- 
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licly available, through 2021, the amount of 
premium rate increases of health insurance 
plans in advance of such increases taking ef- 
fect, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. SMITH of New Jersey (for him- 
self, Ms. ESHoo, Mr. FRANKS of Ari- 
zona, and Mr. FORTENBERRY): 

H.R. 5961. A bill to provide for relief of vic- 
tims of genocide, crimes against humanity, 
and war crimes in Iraq and Syria, for ac- 
countability for perpetrators of these crimes, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and in addition to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Ms. BONAMICI (for herself and Mr. 
COSTELLO of Pennsylvania): 

H.R. 5962. A bill to amend the Higher Edu- 
cation Act of 1965 to provide for the auto- 
matic recertification of income for income- 
driven repayment plans, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Education and 
the Workforce, and in addition to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. CURBELO of Florida (for him- 
self, Mr. CARTER of Georgia, Mr. 
KLINE, Mr. ScoTT of Virginia, Mrs. 
DAVIS of California, and Ms. WILSON 
of Florida): 

H.R. 5963. A bill to reauthorize and improve 
the Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Pre- 
vention Act of 1974, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce. 

By Mr. BOUSTANY (for himself, Mr. 
ABRAHAM, and Mr. RICHMOND): 

H.R. 5964. A bill to provide a Federal share 
for disaster assistance provided to the State 
of Louisiana in connection with flooding 
events occurring during 2016, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. ELLISON (for himself, Mr. GRI- 
JALVA, Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, Ms. 
VELÁZQUEZ, Ms. NORTON, Ms. JACKSON 
LEE, and Mr. DESAULNIER): 

H.R. 5965. A bill to amend the Higher Edu- 
cation Act of 1965 to require institutions of 
higher education to disclose their concealed 
carry or open carry policies with respect to 
firearms, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. GUTHRIE: 

H.R. 5966. A bill a bill to convey certain 
locks and dams; to the Committee on Trans- 
portation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois: 

H.R. 5967. A bill to amend chapter 301 of 
title 49, United States Code, to improve ac- 
cess to motor vehicle information, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

By Mr. KNIGHT (for himself, Ms. 
MENG, and Mr. CURBELO of Florida): 

H.R. 5968. A bill to amend the Small Busi- 
ness Investment Act of 1958 to increase the 
amount of leverage made available to small 
business investment companies; to the Com- 
mittee on Small Business. 

By Ms. MENG (for herself, Mr. CURBELO 
of Florida, and Mr. KNIGHT): 

H.R. 5969. A bill to amend the Small Busi- 
ness Investment Act of 1958 to increase the 
amount that certain banks and savings asso- 
ciations may invest in small business invest- 
ment companies, subject to the approval of 
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the appropriate Federal banking agency, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Small Business. 
By Mr. POE of Texas (for himself and 
Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York): 

H.R. 5970. A bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to permit sentencing judges in 
child sex trafficking cases to order the At- 
torney General to publicize the name and 
photograph of the convicted defendants, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. SENSENBRENNER: 

H.R. 5971. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to increase the amount ex- 
cludable from gross income for dependent 
care assistance and dependent care flexible 
spending arrangements and to provide for a 
carryover of unused dependent care benefits 
in dependent care flexible spending arrange- 
ments; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Ms. SPEIER (for herself, Mr. DOLD, 
Ms. HAHN, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, 
Mr. GOSAR, Ms. NORTON, Mr. FOSTER, 


Mrs. Bustos, Mr. GALLEGO, Mrs. 
NAPOLITANO, Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. 
Costa, Ms. ESHOO, and Mr. CARSON of 
Indiana): 


H.R. 5972. A bill to amend the Higher Edu- 
cation Act of 1965 to provide protection for 
students that report sexual assault, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and the Workforce, and in addition to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak- 
er, in each case for consideration of such pro- 
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. TIBERI (for himself and Mr. 
KIND): 

H.R. 5973. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to clarify the tax treat- 
ment of certain life insurance contract 
transactions, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TROTT: 

H.R. 5974. A bill to require the Secretary of 
State to submit an annual report to Con- 
gress regarding efforts to restore or repair 
Christian property in the Arab Republic of 
Egypt that was burned, damaged, or other- 
wise destroyed during the sectarian violence 
in August 2013, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WALKER (for himself, Mr. 
WEBER of Texas, and Mrs. ELLMERS of 
North Carolina): 

H.R. 5975. A bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to provide mandatory minimum 
terms of imprisonment for certain traf- 
ficking offenses, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Iowa: 

H.R. 5976. A bill to provide for the issuance 
of a semipostal to support Department of Ag- 
riculture conservation programs, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Over- 
sight and Government Reform, and in addi- 
tion to the Committee on Agriculture, for a 
period to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. KING of New York (for himself, 
Mr. GIBSON, Mrs. MILLER of Michi- 
gan, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Ms. NORTON, 
Ms. BORDALLO, Mrs. COMSTOCK, Mr. 
DONOVAN, Mr. KILMER, Mr. JONES, Mr. 
THOMPSON of Pennsylvania, Mrs. 
WAGNER, Mr. LOEBSACK, Ms. 
BONAMICI, Mr. BYRNE, Mr. PASCRELL, 
Mr. Costa, Ms. MCCOLLUM, Mr. LAR- 
SEN of Washington, Mr. SWALWELL of 
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California, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. QUIGLEY, 
Mr. HURT of Virginia, Mr. NADLER, 
Mr. ROKITA, Ms. SINEMA, Mr. 
CARDENAS, Mr. JOYCE, Mr. GRIJALVA, 
Mr. COHEN, Ms. TITUS, Mrs. CAROLYN 
B. MALONEY of New York, Mr. SEAN 
PATRICK MALONEY of New York, Mr. 
JEFFRIES, Mr. FITZPATRICK, Miss RICE 
of New York, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. 
CARSON of Indiana, and Ms. EDDIE 
BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas): 

H. Con. Res. 149. Concurrent resolution ex- 
pressing a commitment by Congress to never 
forget the service of aviation’s first respond- 
ers; to the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure. 

By Mr. PASCRELL (for himself, Mr. 
TIBERI, Ms. DELAURO, Mr. THOMPSON 
of California, Mr. HECK of Nevada, 
Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. MARINO, Ms. 
BONAMICI, Mr. PALLONE, Mr. DEFAZIO, 
Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. BARLETTA, Mr. 
BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
CICILLINE, Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. MICHAEL 
F. DOYLE of Pennsylvania, and Mr. 
LARSON of Connecticut): 

H. Res. 849. A resolution expressing condo- 
lences to the people of Italy and support for 
the Government of Italy in the aftermath of 
the devastating earthquake that struck the 
Lazio and Marche regions of Italy; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania (for 
himself, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. 
THOMPSON of Pennsylvania, Mrs. 
BLACK, Mr. WALDEN, Mr. YOUNG of 
Iowa, Mr. CURBELO of Florida, Mr. 
COSTELLO of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
BARLETTA, Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois, 
Mr. GIBSON, Ms. CLARKE of New York, 
Mr. DEUTCH, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE 
JOHNSON of Texas, Ms. MATSUI, Ms. 
BoNAMICI, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. RYAN of 
Ohio, Ms. NoRTON, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. 
DESANTIS, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. 
KELLY of Pennsylvania, Mr. KNIGHT, 
Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. SHUSTER, Mr. 
JOHNSON of Ohio, Mr. FITZPATRICK, 
Mr. DESAULNIER, Mrs. NOEM, Mr. 
ROTHFUS, Mr. EMMER of Minnesota, 
and Mr. KATKO): 

H. Res. 850. A resolution recognizing sui- 
cide as a public health problem and express- 
ing support for designation of September as 
“National Suicide Prevention Month’’; to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ (for 
herself, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. DUN- 
CAN of South Carolina, Mr. SIRES, Mr. 
ROYCE, Mr. DEUTCH, Mr. HASTINGS, 
Mr. CURBELO of Florida, Mr. MCCAUL, 
Mr. DESANTIS, Mr. ENGEL, Ms. 
FRANKEL of Florida, Mr. CICILLINE, 
Mr. BUCHANAN, Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mr. 
GRAYSON, Mr. MuRPHY of Florida, Mr. 
BILIRAKIS, Ms. WILSON of Florida, Mr. 
YOHO, Mr. CASTRO of Texas, and Mr. 
DIAZ-BALART): 

H. Res. 851. A resolution expressing pro- 
found concern about the ongoing political, 
economic, social and humanitarian crisis in 
Venezuela, urging the release of political 
prisoners, and calling for respect of constitu- 
tional and democratic processes; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HANNA (for himself, Mr. ISSA, 
Mr. ABRAHAM, Mr. PALLONE, Mr. 
CICILLINE, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. HIG- 
GINS, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. BOUSTANY, 
Mr. BEYER, Ms. GRAHAM, Ms. SCHA- 
KOWSKY, Mr. WEBER of Texas, Ms. 
KAPTUR, and Mr. FORTENBERRY): 

H. Res. 852. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives on the 
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challenges posed to long-term stability in 
Lebanon by the conflict in Syria; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania: 

H. Res. 853. A resolution authorizing the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives to 
initiate or intervene in a civil action regard- 
ing the compliance of the executive branch 
with the provision of law prohibiting relin- 
quishment of the responsibility of the Na- 
tional Telecommunications and Information 
Administration with respect to Internet do- 
main name system functions; to the Com- 
mittee on Rules, and in addition to the Com- 
mittee on House Administration, for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak- 
er, in each case for consideration of such pro- 
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 


Ee 


CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 


Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa- 
tives, the following statements are sub- 
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu- 
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: 

H.R. 5951. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article I, Section 
8 of the United States Constitution. 

By Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of Cali- 
fornia: 

H.R. 5952. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article One, section 8, clause 18: 

Congress shall have Power—To make all 
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow- 
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con- 
stitution in the Government of the United 


States, or in any Department of Officer 
thereof. 
By Ms. MAXINE WATERS of Cali- 
fornia: 
H.R. 5953. 


Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 5 and Clause 18 
of the United States Constitution 
By Mr. BLUMENAUER: 
H.R. 5954. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2 
The Congress shall have Power to dispose 
of and make all needful Rules and Regula- 
tions respecting the Territory or other Prop- 
erty belonging to the United States; and 
nothing in this Constitution shall be so con- 
strued as to Prejudice any Claims of the 
United States, or of any particular State. 
By Ms. CASTOR of Florida: 
H.R. 5955. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 of the Constitution of 
the United States. 
By Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts: 
H.R. 5956. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clauses 1 and 18 of the 
United States Constitution 
By Mr. LARSEN of Washington: 
H.R. 5957. 
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Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

As described in Article 1, Section 1 ‘‘all 
legislative powers herein granted shall be 
vested in a Congress.” 

By Mr. CLAWSON of Florida: 

H.R. 5958. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The principal constitutional authority for 
this legislation is clause 7 of section 9 of ar- 
ticle I of the Constitution of the United 
States (the appropriation power), which 
states: “No Money shall be drawn from the 
Treasury, but in Consequence of Appropria- 
tions made by Law .. .”’ In addition, clause 
1 of section 8 of article I of the Constitution 
(the spending power) provides: ‘‘The Con- 
gress shall have the Power ... to pay the 
Debts and provide for the common Defence 
and general Welfare of the United States 
...’ Together, these specific constitutional 
provisions establish the congressional power 
of the purse, granting Congress the author- 
ity to appropriate funds, to determine their 
purpose, amount, and period of availability, 
and to set forth terms and conditions gov- 
erning their use. 

By Mr. CARTWRIGHT: 

H.R. 5959. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8 (relating to the power 
of Congress to lay and collect taxes, duties, 
imposts and excises, to pay the debts and 
provide for the common defense and general 
welfare of the United States.) 

By Mrs. ELLMERS of North Carolina: 

H.R. 5960. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Commerce Clause—Article 1, Section 
8, Clause 3: ‘To regulate Commerce with for- 
eign nations, and among the several states, 
and with the Indian tribes;”’ 

By Mr. SMITH of New Jersey: 

H.R. 5961. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, section 8 of the Constitution 

By Ms. BONAMICI: 

H.R. 5962. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Section 8 of Article I of the Constitution 

By Mr. CURBELO of Florida: 

H.R. 5963. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, section 8 of the Constitution of 
the United States 

By Mr. BOUSTANY: 

H.R. 5964. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 of the United States 
Constituion, specifically Clause 1 (relating 
to providing for the commond defense and 
general welfare of the United States) and 
Clause 18 (relating to the power to make all 
laws necessary and proper for carrying out 
the powers vested in Congress) 

By Mr. ELLISON: 

H.R. 5965. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 and Clause 18 

By Mr. GUTHRIE: 

H.R. 5966. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2 

The Congress shall have Power to dispose 
of and make all needful Rules and Regula- 
tions respecting the Terrority or other Prop- 
erty belonging to the United States; and 
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nothing in this Constitution shall be so con- 
strued as to Prejudice any Claims of the 
United States, or of any particular State. 

By Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois: 

H.R. 5967. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 of the Con- 
stitution 

By Mr. KNIGHT: 

H.R. 5968. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1 Section 8 Clause 3 

“To regulate commerce with foreign na- 
tions, and among the several states, and with 
the Indian Tribes.” 

By Ms. MENG: 

H.R. 5969. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

U.S. Constitution, Article I, Section 8 

By Mr. POE of Texas: 

H.R. 5970. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 18 of section 8 of article I of the 
Constitution which states that Congress has 
the power ‘‘to make all laws which shall be 
necessary and proper for carrying into Exe- 
cution the foregoing Powers, and all other 
Powers vested by this Constitution in the 
Government of the United States, or in any 
Department or Officer thereof. 

By Mr. SENSENBRENNER: 

H.R. 5971. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 

By Ms. SPEIER: 

H.R. 5972. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

According to Article 1: Section 8: Clause 
18: of the United States Constitution, seen 
below, this bill falls within the Constitu- 
tional Authority of the United States Con- 
gress. 

Article 1: Section 8: Clause 18: To make all 
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow- 
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con- 
stitution in the Government of the United 


States, or in any Department or Officer 
thereof. 
By Mr. TIBERI: 
H.R. 5973. 


Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
Clause 1 of Section 8 of Article I of the 
United States Constitution. 
By Mr. TROTT: 
H.R. 5974. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 of the United States 
Constitution 
By Mr. WALKER: 
H.R. 5975. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 of the United 
States Constitution 
By Mr. YOUNG of Iowa: 
H.R. 5976. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 of the United States 
Constitution. 


EE 
ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 


Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu- 
tions, as follows: 
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H.R. 25: Mr. BENISHEK and Mrs. MILLER of 
Michigan. 

. 218: Mr. UPTON and Ms. JACKSON LEE. 

. 407: Mr. KENNEDY. 

. 546: Ms. FUDGE. 

. 605: Mr. KING of New York. 

. 662: Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee. 

. 756: Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
Mr. TED LIEU of California, and Ms. 

JACKSON LEE. 

H.R. 793: Mr. GRAVES of Georgia. 

H.R. 846: Mrs. TORRES, Ms. ROYBAL- 
ALLARD, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. DANNY K. 
DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. BRADY of Pennsyl- 
vania, Mr. CLAY, Mrs. LAWRENCE, Mr. COSTA, 
Ms. MENG, and Mr. VARGAS. 

H.R. 923: Mr. NEWHOUSE. 

H.R. 971: Mr. LANCE. 

H.R. 1100: Mr. Issa. 

H.R. 1292: Mr. RUIZ. 

H.R. 1427: Mr. STEWART and Ms. FUDGE. 

H.R. 1457: Mr. RUIZ. 

H.R. 1459: Ms. DUCKWORTH and Mr. SEAN 
PATRICK MALONEY of New York. 

H.R. 1519: Mr. BECERRA. 

H.R. 1600: Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. 

H.R. 1618: Mr. RUIZ. 

H.R. 1686: Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of 
New Mexico, Ms. PINGREE, Mr. RIBBLE, Ms. 
ROYBAL-ALLARD, and Ms. LOFGREN. 

H.R. 1779: Mr. DESAULNIER. 

H.R. 2096: Mrs. HARTZLER. 

H.R. 2124: Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali- 
fornia, Mr. YOUNG of Iowa, and Mr. COFFMAN. 

H.R. 2132: Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York. 

H.R. 2156: Mr. COFFMAN. 

H.R. 2218: Mr. ISRAEL. 

H.R. 2290: Mr. CALVERT. 

H.R. 2296: Mr. TED LIEU of California and 
Ms. JACKSON LEE. 

H.R. 2315: Mr. YARMUTH. 

H.R. 2348: Mr. GUTHRIE, Mr. Ross, and Mr. 
COLLINS of New York. 

H.R. 2368: Ms. MENG, Mr. NOLAN, Mrs. WAT- 
SON COLEMAN, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Mr. KIND, 
Mr. ELLISON, Mr. KENNEDY, Ms. CLARK of 
Massachusetts, Mr. CASTRO of Texas, Mrs. 
DINGELL, Mr. FARR, Mrs. KIRKPATRICK, Mr. 
SWALWELL of California, Ms. WASSERMAN 
ScHULTz, Mr. BEN Ray LUJAN of New Mexico, 


Mr. LEWIS, Mr. SIRES, Mr. AGUILAR, Mr. 
MCNERNEY, Mr. Ruiz, Mr. SHERMAN, Ms. GRA- 
HAM, Ms. FuDGE, Mr. DoGGETT, and Mr. 
COURTNEY. 


H.R. 2515: Mr. JOLLY. 

H.R. 2566: Mrs. NOEM and Mr. LATTA. 

H.R. 2656: Mr. DOLD and Mr. SHERMAN. 

H.R. 2680: Mr. PALLONE. 

H.R. 2694: Mr. SMITH of Washington and Mr. 
LOEBSACK. 

H.R. 2715: Mr. LOWENTHAL, 

H.R. 2787: Mr. EMMER of Minnesota, Mr. 
YOUNG of Alaska, Mr. SARBANES, Mr. 
GALLEGO, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. NEAL, Mr. 
JODY B. HICE of Georgia, Mr. BILIRAKIS, Ms. 
MOORE, Mr. JEFFRIES, Mr. MURPHY of Flor- 
ida, Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. GAR- 
RETT, Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mr. DAVID SCOTT of 
Georgia, Mr. YARMUTH, Mr. BLUMENAUER, 
Mrs. TORRES, Mr. VALADAO, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. 
CICILLINE, Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. COOPER, Mr. 
VISCLOSKY, Mrs. HARTZLER, Mr. HUFFMAN, 
Mr. STEWART, Ms. STEFANIK, Mr. YOUNG of 
Iowa, Mr. AUSTIN ScoTT of Georgia, Mr. 
GUTHRIE, and Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. 

H.R. 2739: Mr. KELLY of Mississippi and 
Mrs. BEATTY. 

H.R. 2793: Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. MULVANEY, 
Mr. LAMALFA, Mr. HUELSKAMP, Mr. CHABOT, 
Mr. KING of Iowa, Mr. WILSON of South Caro- 
lina, Mr. SMITH of Texas, Mr. ROE of Ten- 
nessee, Mr. WEBSTER of Florida, Mr. YOHO, 
and Mr. YouNG of Iowa. 
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H.R. 2799: Ms. FRANKEL of Florida, Ms. PIN- 
GREE, Mr. COHEN, Mr. GRAVES of Georgia, Ms. 
KAPTUR, Mr. ENGEL, Mr. PALAZZO, Mr. 
O’ROURKE, Ms. DELBENE, Mr. BRENDAN F. 
BOYLE of Pennsylvania, Mr. DUFFY, Mr. SES- 
SIONS, Mr. CARDENAS, and Mr. ALLEN. 

H.R. 2849: Mr. Pocan, Mr. BRENDAN F. 
BOYLE of Pennsylvania, and Ms. ADAMS. 

H.R. 2875: Mr. PAYNE. 

H.R. 2889: Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Ms. MOORE, 
Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. JEFFRIES, Mr. SEAN PAT- 
RICK MALONEY of New York, and Mr. NADLER. 

H.R. 2902: Mr. CASTRO of Texas, Ms. FUDGE, 
and Ms. GRAHAM. 

H.R. 2948: Mr. DOLD. 

H.R. 2992: Mr. JONES and Mr. GARRETT. 

H.R. 3099: Mr. BARLETTA, Mr. HIMES, Ms. 
McCouuvuM, Mr. DEFAZIO, and Mr. FOSTER. 

H.R. 3117: Mr. TED LIEU of California. 

H.R. 3216: Mr. MCCLINTOCK. 

H.R. 3261: Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. 

H.R. 3316: Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. LINDA T. 
SANCHEZ of California, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, and 
Mr. GUTIERREZ. 

H.R. 3355: Mr. BOUSTANY. 

H.R. 3381: Mr. GOODLATTE, Mr. GUTHRIE, 
and Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina. 

H.R. 3438: Mr. DESANTIS, Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. 
LABRADOR, Mr. BISHOP of Michigan, and Mr. 
FRANKS of Arizona. 

H.R. 3463: Mr. SIMPSON, Mr. KILMER, Mr. 
SESSIONS, and Mr. BLUMENAUER. 

H.R. 3520: Mr. KEATING and Ms. SLAUGHTER. 

H.R. 3522: Mr. RUSH. 

H.R. 3523: Ms. FUDGE. 

H.R. 3538: Mr. LONG. 

H.R. 3546: Ms. 
GUTIERREZ. 

H.R. 3666: Mr. 

H.R. 3690: Mr. 

H.R. 3720: Mr. QUIGLEY. 

H.R. 3742: Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Mr. LOBI- 
ONDO, Ms. DELBENE, Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE 
of Pennsylvania, Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. ROONEY 
of Florida, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. TED 
LIEU of California, Mr. MCCLINTOCK, Ms. 
Moore, Mrs. BLACK, and Mr. POMPEO. 

H.R. 3815: Mr. MACARTHUR. 

H.R. 3841: Mr. DOGGETT, Ms. MICHELLE 
LUJAN GRISHAM of New Mexico, Mr. RYAN of 
Ohio, and Ms. ADAMS. 

H.R. 3957: Mr. CUELLAR. 

H.R. 3991: Mr. Scott of Virginia, Ms. 
SINEMA, Ms. EsHoo, Mr. DESAULNIER, Ms. 
JACKSON LEE, Mr. THOMPSON of California, 
Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas, Mr. MURPHY of 
Florida, and Mrs. TORRES. 

H.R. 4013: Mr. CARDENAS. 

H.R. 4055: Ms. BROWNLEY of California. 

H.R. 4080: Mr. MCGOVERN. 

H.R. 4184: Ms. ADAMS. 

H.R. 4216: Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas, Mr. ROTHFUS, and Mr. SESSIONS. 

H.R. 4272: Mr. RUSH. 

H.R. 4275: Mr. MEEHAN. 

H.R. 4865: Mr. STEWART. 

H.R. 4520: Mr. ROTHFUS 
WESTERMAN. 

. 4547: Mr. JONES. 

. 4559: Mr. MARCHANT and Mr. PERRY. 

. 4625: Mr. LAMALFA and Mr. VALADAO. 
. 4626: Mr. DESAULNIER. 

. 4657: Mr. ZINKE. 

. 4707: Mr. QUIGLEY. 

. 4715: Mr. WENSTRUP. 

H.R. 4760: Mr. TROTT. 

H.R. 4764: Mrs. NOEM, Mr. BLUMENAUER, 
and Ms. PINGREE. 

. 4773: Mr. NEWHOUSE. 

. 4818: Mr. AMODEI. 

. 4867: Mrs. COMSTOCK. 

. 4880: Mr. FLORES. 

. 5008: Mr. HIMES. 

. 5015: Mr. NEWHOUSE and Mr. CALVERT. 


BONAMICI and Mr. 
COFFMAN. 


LARSEN of Washington. 


and Mr. 
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H.R. 5127: Mr. VEASEY and Mr. DOLD. 

H.R. 5143: Mr. CRAWFORD. 

H.R. 5188: Ms. CASTOR of Florida, Ms. 
MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of New Mexico, 
Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. PALAZZO, and Ms. 
STEFANIK. 

H.R. 5221: Ms. NORTON and Mrs. DAVIS of 
California. 

H.R. 5351: Mr. SMITH of Missouri, Mrs. 
NoEM, Mr. JORDAN, Mr. MESSER, Ms. Ros- 
LEHTINEN, Mr. TOM PRICE of Georgia, and Mr. 
CALVERT. 

H.R. 5369: Mr. PASCRELL, Ms. FUDGE, Ms. 
KAPTUR, Mr. COFFMAN, Ms. WASSERMAN 
SCHULTZ, Ms. LEE, Mr. LEWIS, Mrs. CAPPS, 
Ms. PINGREE, Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. MEEHAN, 
Ms. CASTOR of Florida, and Ms. NORTON. 

H.R. 5373: Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. DEFAZIO, 
Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of California, Mr. 
O’ROURKE, Mr. ENGEL, and Mr. DOGGETT. 

H.R. 5410: Mr. GUTHRIE and Mr. COLLINS of 
New York. 

H.R. 5488: Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. CICILLINE, and 
Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. 

H.R. 5499: Mr. MCHENRY. 

H.R. 5542: Ms. CLARKE of New York. 

H.R. 5583: Mr. GROTHMAN and Mr. COOPER. 

H.R. 5587: Mrs. ROBY and Mr. COSTELLO of 
Pennsylvania. 

H.R. 5593: Mr. JONES. 

H.R. 5600: Mrs. WALORSKI and Mr. PETERS. 

H.R. 5610: Mr. LAMALFA and Mr. HONDA. 
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H.R. 5620: Mrs. WALORSKI, Mr. GOODLATTE, 
Mr. BENISHEK, Mr. JONES, Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. 
GOSAR, and Mr. HILL. 

H.R. 5650: Ms. STEFANIK and Mr. DEFAZIO. 

H.R. 5679: Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. HONDA, Mr. 
PASCRELL, Mr. TAKANO, and Mr. WELCH. 

H.R. 5683: Mr. MACARTHUR. 

H.R. 5720: Mr. Cook. 

H.R. 5735: Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. 

H.R. 5756: Mr. DESAULNIER and Mr. McGov- 
ERN. 

H.R. 5785: Mr. CONNOLLY, Mrs. WALORSKI, 
Mr. LYNCH, and Mr. COLE. 

H.R. 5798: Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois, 
Mr. RoskaM, Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. LAHOooD, and 
Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois. 

H.R. 5877: Mr. MCCAUL. 

H.R. 5883: Mr. KELLY of Mississippi. 

H.R. 5894: Mr. HUFFMAN. 

H.R. 5931: Mr. Posey, Mr. KELLY of Mis- 
sissippi, and Mr. MESSER. 

H.R. 5935: Mr. SCHWEIKERT. 

H.R. 5940: Mr. SANFORD. 

H.R. 5941: Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. 

H.R. 5942: Mr. CUELLAR, Mr. COSTELLO of 
Pennsylvania, Ms. NORTON, Mr. MEEHAN, Mr. 
MESSER, Ms. MCSALLY, Mr. BISHOP of Geor- 
gia, Mrs. WALORSKI, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. TED 
LIEU of California, Mr. ROYCE, Mr. SWALWELL 
of California, Mr. KIND, Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. 
RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois, Ms. HERRERA 
BEUTLER, Mr. DONOVAN, Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN 
GRISHAM of New Mexico, Mr. ROGERS of Ala- 
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bama, Mr. PETERSON, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. 
NUNES, and Mr. DAVID ScoTT of Georgia. 

H.R. 5947: Ms. BASS. 

H.R. 5949: Mr. GARRETT and Mr. BURGESS. 

H.J. Res. 22: Mr. BERA. 

H. Con. Res. 51: Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois. 

H. Con. Res. 140: Mr. KING of Iowa, Mr. WIL- 
SON of South Carolina, Mr. WENSTRUP, Mr. 
STUTZMAN, and Mr. O’ROURKE. 

H. Con. Res. 141: Mr. CRAMER. 

. 860: Mr. PETERS. 

. 586: Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina. 
. 617: Mr. POSEY. 

. 625: Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. 

. 717: Mr. YARMUTH. 

. 729: Mr. JORDAN. 

776: Mr. RICHMOND, Mr. PERL- 
MUTTER, Mr. JONES, Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. 
WALZ, Ms. DELBENE, Mr. DENT, Mr. LAN- 
GEVIN, Mr. ROGERS of Alabama, Mr. GAR- 
RETT, Mr. BRIDENSTINE, Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr. 
CARTER of Texas, Mr. SIRES, and Ms. 
DELAURO. 

H. Res. 845: Ms. DELBENE, Mr. KEATING, Mr. 
HONDA, Ms. BONAMICI, Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. 
NADLER, Mr. SMITH of Washington, Mr. 
GARAMENDI, Mr. HECK of Washington, Mr. 
McDERMOTT, Mr. PIERLUISI, Mr. DESAULNIER, 
Mr. HARRIS, Mr. PALLONE, and Ms. LEE. 

H. Res. 848: Mr. TIBERI and Mr. WEBER of 
Texas. 
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SENATE—Thursday, September 8, 2016 


The Senate met at 9:30 a.m. and was 
called to order by the President pro 
tempore (Mr. HATCH). 


—— 


PRAYER 


The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of- 
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 

Eternal Spirit, by whose providence 
our forebears brought forth this Na- 
tion, use our lawmakers to make a bet- 
ter world. Empower them to remove 
those things that obstruct the coming 
of Your Kingdom on Earth. As they 
strive for human betterment, may they 
experience the constancy of Your pres- 
ence. 

Lord, give them the wisdom to give 
primacy to prayer, seeking Your guid- 
ance in all they think, say, and do. 
Teach them the lessons they ought to 
learn, enabling them to grow in grace 
and in a knowledge of You. 

And, Lord, with the approach of Sep- 
tember 11, we pause to thank You for 
Your sustaining and prevailing provi- 
dence. Remind us to not put our trust 
in human might, but in Your grace, 
mercy, and power. 

We pray in Your strong Name. Amen. 


a 


PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The President pro tempore led the 
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


ES 


MOMENT OF SILENCE 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will now 
observe a moment of silence in remem- 
brance of the lives lost in the attacks 
of September 11, 2001. 

(Moment of silence.) 


EE 


RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
HELLER). The majority leader is recog- 
nized. 


EE 


MEASURES PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR—S. 3296 AND S. 3297 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
understand there are two bills at the 
desk due for a second reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will read the bills by title for the 
second time. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 3296) to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to provide an exemption to 
the individual mandate to maintain health 
coverage for individuals residing in counties 
with fewer than 2 health insurance issuers 
offering plans on an Exchange. 

A bill (S. 3297) to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to provide an exemption to 
the individual mandate to maintain health 
coverage for certain individuals whose pre- 
mium has increased by more than 10 percent, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. McCONNELL. In order to place 
the bills on the calendar under the pro- 
visions of rule XIV, I object to further 
proceedings en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion having been heard, the bills will be 
placed on the calendar. 


EEE 


REMEMBERING SEPTEMBER 11 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, 15 
years ago this Sunday, Al Qaeda ter- 
rorists launched brutal and vicious at- 
tacks against our country. Yet this 
weekend America will remember not 
only the horror of those attacks but 
also the heroism of our response. 

We saw firefighters, police officers, 
and first responders rush in to confront 
danger. We saw the men and women of 
our Armed Forces stand ready and sac- 
rifice greatly in defense of our country. 
We saw Americans across the land 
work together in a spirit of unity. So 
15 years later, it is clear that the ter- 
rorists did not succeed. We remain 
united against terror. 

So this Sunday is a day to remember 
and honor the victims of September 11 
and pray for their families. It is also a 
day to express gratitude to the many 
Americans who have fought to keep us 
safe ever since—the men and women 
who fight for the very thing that 
makes this the greatest Nation on 
Earth—freedom. 


EE 


CONGRATULATING BRIAN DUFFY 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
want to take a few moments to con- 
gratulate a fellow Kentuckian and a 
good friend of mine who has recently 
taken up the leadership reins of Amer- 
ica’s oldest and largest war veterans 
organization. 

This summer, Brian Duffy, of Louis- 
ville, was elected commander in chief 
of the Veterans of Foreign Wars. Brian 
is the first Operation Desert Storm 
veteran to lead the VFW. His election 
is good news, not only for his fellow 
Desert Storm veterans but for veterans 
of every generation. That is because 
Brian lives to serve his fellow veterans, 
and he has been doing so for decades as 
a proud member of the VFW for 33 
years. 


Let me give one example of what 
Brian has done for the veterans of Ken- 
tucky. He is the founder of the Blue- 
grass chapter of an organization called 
Honor Flight, a group that flies World 
War II and Korean war veterans to 
Washington to visit the memorials 
that were built in dedication of their 
military service. 

The program provides transportation 
and food for the veterans of this by- 
gone era, those whose numbers, unfor- 
tunately, continue to shrink year after 
year. Without Honor Flight, many of 
these veterans would never be able to 
see the World War II Memorial or the 
Korean War Veterans Memorial. It is 
important that they know, more than 
six decades later, that America still 
deeply respects and honors their serv- 
ice and sacrifice. 

My father served in World War II. I 
have had the pleasure of meeting many 
of his contemporaries when they came 
to Washington to make this important 
trip. Hundreds of Kentucky veterans 
have completed this journey, thanks to 
Brian and subsequent leaders of Blue- 
grass Honor Flight. 

That is just one way Brian has 
worked to see that America stands up 
for its veterans, just as they have so 
bravely stood up for their country. It is 
one reason why I know he will make an 
excellent commander in chief for the 
VFW. 

Brian served in the U.S. Air Force as 
a jet engine mechanic on F-4 Phantom 
fighter aircraft before becoming a 
flight engineer aboard a C-141 
Starlifter transport aircraft. He has de- 
ployed to Grenada and Panama as well 
as on Operations Desert Shield and 
Desert Storm. 

Brian and his wife Jean, who has also 
served in leadership posts for the VFW, 
live in Louisville and have two chil- 
dren, Tara and Andrew. I am sure his 
family is proud of Brian, along with 
many Kentucky veterans, particularly 
his fellow VFW members at Post 1170. 

Let me also congratulate my good 
friend Carl Kaelin, whom I have also 
worked with for decades on behalf of 
Bluegrass State veterans, for his ap- 
pointment to serve as chief of staff to 
the commander in chief. Carl and Brian 
will make quite a team. Kentucky and 
the Nation are grateful for their lead- 
ership and for their service. 

Brian has previously served the VFW 
as its junior vice commander in chief. 
He also served as the senior vice com- 
mander in chief. I know Brian is a huge 
hockey fan. So he will know what I 
mean when I say that his election as 
commander in chief makes quite a hat 
trick—to the benefit of Kentucky vet- 
erans and veterans across America. 


@ This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 
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In Brian’s own words, the VFW is “an 
organization of doers” and ‘‘an organi- 
zation comprised of patriots.’’ Both of 
these descriptions aptly fit the VFW’s 
new chief. Under Brian’s leadership, I 
am sure the VFW will continue to pay 
it forward to every veteran who has 
raised his or her right hand and taken 
an oath to defend a nation dedicated to 
the preservation of life and liberty. 


EE 
OBAMACARE 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, 
President Obama said something inter- 
esting just days before signing his 
namesake health takeover into law. In 
explaining the need for ObamaCare, 
here is what he said: 

[W]jhat’s happening to your premiums? 
What’s happening to your co-payments? 
What’s happening to your deductible? 
They’re all going up. That’s money straight 
out of your pocket. 

So, the bottom line is this: The status quo 
on health care is simply unsustainable. 

“Simply unsustainable’? was the 
President’s view on the state of our 
health care system before ObamaCare. 
Here is his view on the health care sys- 
tem 6 years later: ‘‘Too many Ameri- 
cans still strain to pay for their physi- 
cian visits and prescriptions, cover 
their deductibles, or pay their monthly 
insurance bills; struggle to navigate a 
complex, sometimes bewildering sys- 
tem; and remain uninsured.” 

That is the President on the state of 
America’s health care law 6 years after 
ObamaCare. The President wrote this 
just last month. It sounds an awful lot 
like what we heard from him years ago, 
in the pre-ObamaCare world. It throws 
the reality of this partisan law into 
stark relief. It is not only that 
ObamaCare is failing to live up to the 
many promises invoked to sell it, but 
it is often making things worse. 

Just pick up any paper or turn on the 
news, and you will see that more trou- 
bling projections are rolling in when it 
comes to ObamaCare. In fact, each day 
seems to bring more forecasts of sky- 
rocketing premiums and dwindling 
choices. It is a trend hitting Americans 
across the country. 

For instance, here is the headline 
people in my home State recently 
awoke to: ‘‘Get ready to pay more for 
health insurance in Kentucky.” The 
story goes on to warn of ObamaCare 
premium rates that could skyrocket by 
as high as 47 percent. Nearly 160,000 
people are expected to be impacted. 

Here is a letter from a man from 
Louisville who recently contacted my 
office. “How,” he asks, “are working 
class Americans, like myself, able to 
budget for such drastic changes?” ‘‘The 
so-called Affordable Care Act,” he said, 
“is unaffordable.” 

He and other Kentuckians are hardly 
alone in feeling this way. Take Illinois, 
where premiums could soar by as much 
as 55 percent; or Tennessee and Mon- 
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tana, where some rates could sky- 
rocket by more than 60 percent; or 
Minnesota, where premiums could rise 
by an average of more than 50 percent. 
Minnesota’s Democratic Governor said 
he was “alarmed” by these ‘‘drastic in- 
creases” and called them ‘‘reason for 
very serious concerns.” 

Even my friend, the Democratic lead- 
er, referred to ObamaCare’s premium 
increases yesterday as ‘‘huge.’’ He is 
right. He was right to mention 
ObamaCare’s ‘‘tax increases” too. This 
partisan law raised taxes that hit the 
middle class after Democrats promised 
that it wouldn’t. 

So these huge premium increases 
aren’t the only reason ObamaCare is 
raising costs for the middle class. Pre- 
miums aren’t the only reason that 
Americans recently cited health costs 
as their No. 1 financial concern. It isn’t 
hard to see why Americans might be 
hurting. Taxes are up, copays are up, 
and deductibles are outpacing wages. 
Now, with more and more insurance 
companies pulling out of the 
ObamaCare State exchanges, Ameri- 
cans are being left with another big 
problem—fewer coverage options. 

The Obama administration used to 
promise us that the ObamaCare mar- 
ketplace would ‘“‘provide more choice 
and control over health insurance op- 
tions” and result in ‘‘a significant in- 
crease in competition and an array of 
options for consumers everywhere.” 
That was the promise of ObamaCare. 

But that is not the reality for many 
Americans today. ObamaCare has 
forced out so many insurers that about 
one in five ObamaCare customers will 
be forced to find a new insurance com- 
pany this fall. More than half of the 
country could have two or fewer insur- 
ers to choose from in the exchanges 
next year, and about one-third of all 
counties in the United States, along 
with seven entire States, are set to 
have just a single insurer offering plans 
in their areas. That includes one coun- 
ty in Arizona that, until just last 
night, would have had no options in the 
exchange at all. I know this is some- 
thing that Senator MCCAIN has been 
deeply concerned about, and he has in- 
troduced good legislation to address it. 

ObamaCare co-ops continue to col- 
lapse at every turn, too, with less than 
one-third expected to offer plans next 
year. When these co-ops collapse, they 
can cost taxpayers millions and disrupt 
coverage for thousands of enrollees. 
They can force patients to start over 
on their deductibles midyear and even 
to find new doctors. These are the lat- 
est reverberating echoes of the Presi- 
dent’s most famous broken promise: ‘‘If 
you like your health care plan, you can 
keep it.” That was the President’s 
promise. 

Here is a Kentuckian from 
Campbellsburg, who wrote to me after 
losing his insurance: 

I lost my health insurance that I had for 
many years because of ObamaCare. Instead 
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of something affordable, I face the possi- 
bility of struggling to purchase an Obama 
health plan that costs two to three times 
what I had been paying. 

To top it off, he said, the ‘‘process of 
trying to find coverage has been a 
nightmare.” 

Here is something to keep in mind 
when Democrats try to spin the Amer- 
ican people on ObamaCare. For all of 
this chaos and pain for middle-class 
families, ObamaCare still has not 
achieved its stated purpose of universal 
coverage—not even close. Tens of mil- 
lions still remain uninsured—tens of 
millions. And those who do have insur- 
ance are now discovering that simply 
having health insurance isn’t the same 
thing as having health coverage. They 
have insurance, but it isn’t the same 
thing as having health coverage. 

Take one New Jersey man who has 
suffered for years from chronic mi- 
graines and needs medication to help 
alleviate the pain. The moment 
ObamaCare placed him on Medicaid, he 
lost his access to each of his doctors, 
which meant waiting 4 months to see a 
new doctor and get a prescription for 
the medication he needs. He said: 

You have a card saying you have health in- 
surance, but if no doctors take it, it’s almost 
like having one of those fake IDs. Your medi- 
cation is all paid for, but if you can’t get the 
pills, it’s worthless. 

According to a Gallup poll released 
just this morning, many more Ameri- 
cans report that ObamaCare has hurt 
rather than helped their families—and 
many more Americans say that 
ObamaCare will make their family’s 
health situation worse rather than bet- 
ter over the long run. 

Is it any wonder? Americans were 
told that ObamaCare would allow them 
to keep the health plans they liked. 
They couldn’t. Americans were told 
that ObamaCare would drive down 
health care premiums by $2,500 per 
family. It hasn’t. Americans were told 
that ObamaCare would not raise taxes 
on the middle class. It did. Americans 
were told that ObamaCare would in- 
crease choice and competition. The 
very opposite is proving true. 

And remember the promise that ‘‘if 
you like your doctor, you can keep 
your doctor’’? It has been broken too. 
In fact, the Obama administration re- 
cently erased references to ‘‘keeping 
your doctor” from its Web site. These 
entirely predictable consequences are 
not just flukes or quirks of ObamaCare. 
They are not just small wrinkles in the 
system that will work themselves out 
with time. They represent fundamental 
flaws built into the law’s original de- 
sign. 

Republicans warned about 
ObamaCare’s consequences repeatedly 
from the very start. Democrats mocked 
us for doing so and rammed through 
their partisan law anyway. Every sin- 
gle Democrat in the Senate was needed 
to pass it, and they got every one of 
them. 
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I invite Democrats to now consider 
following the lead of one of the Presi- 
dent’s own former health care advisers 
who recently penned an op-ed titled 
“How I was wrong about ObamaCare.”’ 
The problems Democrats caused for the 
middle class aren’t going away until 
ObamaCare does. So if Democrats are 
serious about helping the middle class, 
they will work with us to build a 
bridge beyond ObamaCare to better 
care. Anything else is just more hollow 
rhetoric. 

Today, 6 years on, ObamaCare is fail- 
ing the middle class, but the President 
still hasn’t offered a serious solution to 
fix it. He is now trying to convince 
Americans that the solution to his 
bloated, unwieldy, and expensive law is 
to make it more bloated, more un- 
wieldy, and more expensive. In other 
words, it is more of the same—more of 
the same, just worse. His preferred 
Presidential candidate says the same 
thing. So do congressional Democrats. 

How can anyone conclude, after read- 
ing all these stories about how 
ObamaCare is hurting the middle class, 
that what we need now is more 
ObamaCare in the form of a govern- 
ment-run plan? That is their solution 
now—more ObamaCare in the form of a 
government-run plan. 

Look, Democrats can continue to 
spin us on how great this law is. They 
can continue to tell Americans to ‘get 
over” this law and its pain for the mid- 
dle class. They can continue to laugh 
at Americans who lose their plans. 
They can continue to crow about ex- 
ploiting ‘‘the stupidity of the American 
voter” to push this partisan law on the 
middle class. Or they can work with us 
to move beyond the failed experiment 
of ObamaCare. They can prove that 
they are finally willing to put people 
before ideology. 

This much is clear: ObamaCare is a 
direct attack on the middle class. It 
hurts the very people it was designed 
to help. It raises costs, crushes choice, 
and is now crashing down around us. It 
simply isn’t working. 

To quote what President Obama said 
6 years ago, ‘“‘The bottom line is this: 
The status quo of health care is simply 
unsustainable.” 


——— 


RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 
LEADER 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Democratic leader is recognized. 


EE 
REMEMBERING SEPTEMBER 11 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, it seems it 
was just a few minutes ago, but it 
wasn’t; it was 15 years ago that, just a 
few feet from where I stand now, I went 
to a meeting. It was approaching 9 
o’clock, and no one was in the room, S- 
211. Senator Breaux from Louisiana 
walked in, and he said: Flip on the TV. 
And we did. We could see the tower had 
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been hit in New York. We thought a 
plane had hit it by mistake. So we shut 
off the TV and Senator Daschle came 
in and started the meeting. In just a 
few minutes, some people came in and 
ushered Senator Daschle out of the 
meeting. He came back in quickly and 
said: The building has to be evacuated; 
there is a plane headed toward the Cap- 
itol. As we walked out of the room and 
looked out the window, we could all see 
the smoke billowing from the place we 
learned was the Pentagon. I will al- 
ways remember that. Of course I will. 
And, of course, we have learned since of 
the many heroes of that day—people 
running not away from danger but to- 
ward danger. 

On that day, I was first taken home. 
I had to rush back to the Capitol, 
through police barricades. Four Mem- 
bers of the leadership were 
helicoptered out of the Capitol to a se- 
cure location outside of DC. As the sun 
was going down, we came back to the 
Capitol steps. BARBARA MIKULSKI, the 
Senator from Maryland, who is known 
for giving dynamic speeches, didn’t 
give a speech that day. In front of this 
bipartisan group of Senators, she very 
simply said: I think what we should 
sing is ‘‘God Bless America.” We all did 
that. It was a beautiful rendition of all 
the varied voices of Senators, Repub- 
licans and Democrats, singing that 
song. We didn’t know what that 
meant—what tomorrow would bring— 
but that gave us some inspiration to 
think about how great our country is. 

The perpetrators sought to attack 
our democracy, our way of life, but 
they failed. The tragedy of that day re- 
minded every American of our collec- 
tive strength and resilience, led by 
George Bush who did such a remark- 
able job of rallying the Nation. 

We exhibited the best of ourselves in 
front of the world, and we resolved to 
degrade and destroy the terrorists re- 
sponsible. After many failed attempts 
and in spite of some people saying 
“Let’s wait, President Obama said 
“Let’s do this.” And they killed Bin 
Laden. That was the right thing to do. 
It was a courageous move on behalf of 
President Obama but the right thing to 
do. He was ultimately brought to jus- 
tice. 

Today, 15 years later—I will always 
remember that experience a few feet 
from here, but we will all remember, in 
our own way, September 11, and in our 
own way honor the victims and the he- 
roes of that day and never forget. We 
are always stronger together when we 
are united. 


EEE 
OBAMACARE 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I have trou- 
ble comprehending my friend the Re- 
publican leader—how he can, with a 
straight face, talk about how terrible 
America is today. Things are upside 
down; it is terrible. 
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Remember, Obama was elected Presi- 
dent almost 8 years ago. That month, 
under the prior administration, for lots 
of reasons we have all talked about, 
our country lost 800,000 jobs in one 
month. That wasn’t the only month. 
Our unemployment rate shot up in 
places like the Presiding Officer’s and 
my State to more than 14 percent. Un- 
employment in America was raging. 
Major companies failed. I saw the Sec- 
retary of Treasury on his knees in the 
White House begging the Speaker of 
the House, NANCY PELOSI, for help. 

We joined together with President 
Bush. There was nothing partisan 
about what we did. Even though there 
were some small steps, we did our best 
to help the country. Since then, under 
the last 8 years of President Obama’s 
leadership, the country has been sig- 
nificantly turned in the right direc- 
tion. 

For my friend the Republican leader 
to parrot what Donald Trump is say- 
ing: ‘Make America great again’’— 
America is great right now. Unemploy- 
ment is less than 5 percent. Millions of 
jobs have been created in this adminis- 
tration—millions and millions of jobs— 
about 16 million. 

We have no ground troops, except in 
Afghanistan. They have been brought 
home, and rightfully so. To hear my 
friend the Republican leader talk about 
the awfulness of ObamaCare—you don’t 
have to have a long memory to know 
what it was like before ObamaCare. In- 
surance companies were canceling poli- 
cies, denying insurance, not writing in- 
surance because you are a woman, be- 
cause you had a prior disability. I don’t 
know if my friend is briefed by his of- 
fice, reads the newspapers, or watches 
the news. Three days ago the word 
came out that the uninsured are at all- 
time lows in our country. Ninety-two 
percent of Americans have health in- 
surance. Is that bad? Is the insurance 
perfect? Of course it is not. We have 19 
States led by Republican Governors 
who refuse to accept Medicaid. The Re- 
publican Governor from Nevada made 
the right choice, and it has been good 
for the State of Nevada. 

It is interesting that after more than 
6 years, we still have never seen a plan 
by the Republicans and what they want 
to do other than vote against 
ObamaCare. ObamaCare has expanded 
coverage to millions of Americans. It 
has improved the quality of health in- 
surance. A lot of people who don’t like 
the plan don’t like it because they 
don’t think it is strong enough and 
they want to do more. The market- 
place will continue to connect Ameri- 
cans to quality, affordable health in- 
surance. 

I thought Republicans believed in the 
free enterprise system, and that is 
what we have with ObamaCare. The 
health insurance marketplace is so 
much better than pre-Affordable Care 
Act. They should stop trying to repeal 
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ObamaCare and work with us to im- 
prove what we have. It is not going to 
go away. 

The Affordable Care Act has shown 
that it has had a positive impact on 
the stated goal of lowering the number 
of people without coverage. Millions of 
people have health insurance who 
didn’t before. He and other Republicans 
continue to come down to the floor and 
complain, although not as often as 
they used to because they have been 
embarrassed too many times. The Re- 
publican leader seems to think that 
things were better before Americans 
had coverage, including the 500,000 peo- 
ple in Kentucky who now have insur- 
ance because of ObamaCare. I guess he 
seems to be saying that he liked it bet- 
ter when insurance companies could 
deny coverage for any reason that they 
thought was appropriate; it didn’t have 
to be a good reason. 


EE 
SUICIDE PREVENTION 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, September 
10 is World Suicide Prevention Day. I 
had occasion to visit with our former 
colleague, Gordon Smith, a tremen- 
dously good Senator from the State of 
Oregon, while I was in Las Vegas a cou- 
ple of weeks ago. Even now we often 
speak—as we did in Las Vegas that 
evening—about our experience with 
those who have committed suicide. 
Gordon lost a son, I lost a father, and 
there are a small number of people here 
in this room today—if we could do an 
oral poll, we would find that many peo- 
ple in this room have been affected by 
suicide. 

Think about it. Each year, about 
33,000 people commit suicide. That is a 
lot of people. It took me a while to ac- 
cept not feeling sorry for myself and to 
try to do something about it, and we 
have done some things here as a body 
about suicide. 

We really don’t understand it very 
well. For example, most suicides occur 
in the western part of the United 
States. I would have thought just the 
opposite. The West has bright, 
sunshiny skies, and the weather is a lot 
better than places like New York, but 
for some reason, west of the Mis- 
sissippi, we have a problem with sui- 
cide that doesn’t occur in other places. 

It is a national problem, and we have 
to do something about it. We have 
33,000 people die every year, and those 
are the ones we know about. There are 
hunting accidents, car accidents, and 
hiking accidents that are really sui- 
cides but they are not acknowledged as 
such. 

From 1999 through 2014, the suicide 
rate in the United States increased by 
24 percent, both men and women of all 
ages. Women are now becoming more 
equal to men in killing themselves. 

If we are going to actively address 
the increasing rate of suicides, we can’t 
ignore the role firearms play. Guns are 
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the most common device men turn to 
when they commit suicide. That is ac- 
cording to the CDC and not some left- 
wing group the Republicans like to ha- 
rangue about. Almost 23,000 suicides 
were carried out with firearms in 2013— 
that is the last information that we 
have—which is 10 percent higher than 3 
years earlier. 

We don’t really know what is hap- 
pening in the military. Twenty-two 
people in the military will kill them- 
selves today. It is mostly done after 
they have been honorably discharged 
from the military. 

We need to invest in evidence-based 
prevention. Young people are killing 
themselves. One of my wonderful staff 
members, my chief of staff—she is such 
a dear friend—comes from a large fam- 
ily of 10 children. One of her brothers is 
a medical doctor with twins. One of 
them hanged himself—an 11-year-old 
boy, dead. 

We have to have more science-based 
information, and we don’t have it. Mr. 
President, 33,000 people are dying each 
year as a result of self-inflicted inju- 
ries. 

I note with a degree of seriousness 
that September 10 is World Suicide 
Prevention Day. I hope we can all ac- 
knowledge this is something on which 
we need to work together. It is not a 
partisan issue; just ask Gordon Smith. 
It is not a partisan issue; just ask me. 
As I have indicated, many people who 
work in these wonderful buildings in 
the Capitol have been affected by sui- 
cide. 

Will the Chair announce the business 
of the day. 


EE 
RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
ROUNDS). Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 


Ee 


WATER RESOURCES 
DEVELOPMENT ACT OF 2016 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will re- 
sume consideration of S. 2848, which 
the clerk will report. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A bill (S. 2848) to provide for the conserva- 
tion and development of water and related 
resources, to authorize the Secretary of the 
Army to construct various projects for im- 
provements to rivers and harbors of the 
United States, and for other purposes. 

Pending: 

McConnell (for Inhofe) amendment No. 
4979, in the nature of a substitute. 

Inhofe amendment No. 4980 (to Amendment 
No. 4979), to make a technical correction. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Alaska. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, I wish 
to speak on the bill we are debating, 
the Water Resources Development Act. 
I will begin by commending the chair- 
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man of the EPW Committee, Senator 
INHOFE, and the ranking member, Sen- 
ator BOXER, for their leadership on this 
legislation. 

Sometimes it is important to just 
look at what these bills are doing. The 
Water Resources Development Act— 
WRDA, we call it here—the title says: 

To provide for the conservation and devel- 
opment of water and related resources, to 
authorize the Secretary of the Army to con- 
struct various projects for improvements to 
rivers and harbors of the United States, and 
for other purposes. 

One of the things I have come to the 
floor of the Senate to speak on a num- 
ber of times is one of the most impor- 
tant things I think we should be doing 
in the Senate, and that is focusing on 
our economy. With all due respect to 
the minority leader with regard to the 
economy in the United States, things 
are not going well. Just over the past 
two quarters, we again had numbers 
that were dismal by any historical 
measure in the United States. Last 
quarter, I think we had 1.5 percent 
GDP growth, and the quarter before 
that, we had 0.8 percent GDP growth. 
As a matter of fact, President Obama 
will be the first President in U.S. his- 
tory who never hit 8 percent GDP 
growth in 1 year—never. No President 
has had such a dismal regard in terms 
of growing the economy. 

What should we be doing? First of all, 
we need to focus on the economy. One 
of the critical things we should be 
doing in the Congress—one of the 
things we need to unleash to the pri- 
vate sector is better infrastructure for 
this country. Again, I commend the 
chairman of the EPW Committee and 
the ranking member because they have 
been leaders on this issue. Last year, 
we passed the first long-term highway 
bill in many years with the FAST Act. 
That is infrastructure for the country. 
Right now, hopefully, the Senate will 
pass the WRDA bill. 

These aren’t perfect pieces of legisla- 
tion. No piece of legislation ever is. For 
example, I think both of them could 
have had provisions that streamlined 
the permitting process to build bridges, 
roads, and ports. Right now in this 
country, it often takes years to cut 
through the redtape to get permission 
from the Federal Government to build 
infrastructure. We need to do a better 
job on that. But the FAST Act and now 
the WRDA bill are important bills. 
They are important bills to help us 
grow our economy, and that is why I 
am supporting the WRDA bill we are 
debating here on the floor. 

There are many provisions in this 
bill that are going to benefit different 
parts of the country. It will certainly 
benefit the State of Alaska. We are a 
young State. We are infrastructure 
poor, for sure, in terms of roads, ports, 
and harbors. 

One provision I wish to highlight is 
section 7106, the Small and Disadvan- 
taged Communities Grant Program. 
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This is a new program that I had the 
opportunity to work on with my team, 
Senator INHOFE’S team, Senator 
BOXER’s team, and Senator WICKER. We 
are all focused on this issue. It 
stemmed from an important topic we 
were discussing. 

I know my colleague and friend, Sen- 
ator PETERS from Michigan, is going to 
talk about Flint, MI, and what hap- 
pened there and the topic of our aging 
infrastructure. I certainly respect his 
advocacy for his constituents on this 
topic. 

We have been talking about our 
aging infrastructure, but one topic we 
didn’t talk a lot about in the Senate— 
and I certainly tried to raise it a lot— 
is not just aging infrastructure, but 
how about the topic of no infrastruc- 
ture for communities in the United 
States? I know a lot of Americans 
don’t know this, but there are a lot of 
communities in our great Nation that 
have no clean water, no sewer, and no 
toilets that flush—entire communities 
in America. Think about that. They 
have no running water and no toilets 
that flush. They have what we call in 
Alaska honey buckets. Sounds sweet, 
of course, but it is not sweet; it is lit- 
erally American citizens having to 
haul their own waste from their house 
to a lagoon and dump it there. Can you 
believe that in America we have entire 
communities—in my State over 30— 
that have that problem? What this 
causes is often very high rates of dis- 
ease, such as skin disease, ear infec- 
tions, and sometimes at third-world 
disease rates. Again, this is happening 
in America. I think it is unacceptable, 
and I think most of my colleagues be- 
lieve it is unacceptable. It is not right. 

That is where the new provision, the 
Small and Disadvantaged Communities 
Grant Program, comes in as part of 
this bill. It prioritizes assistance to 
small communities throughout our 
country that don’t have basic drinking 
water or wastewater services. This is a 
5-year program that is in the bill. It 
authorizes $1.4 billion to address what I 
think the vast majority of Americans 
would agree is an unacceptable condi- 
tion in certain communities through- 
out our great Nation. No American 
community should have to rely on 
honey buckets. No American commu- 
nity should have Third World disease 
rates because they don’t have water 
and sewer. 

So this WRDA bill is a serious start 
to address this issue. It is a significant 
challenge. It is not going to be ad- 
dressed overnight, but I think every- 
body in this Senate can agree we 
shouldn’t have communities of hun- 
dreds of people in our great Nation who 
don’t have basic services that the vast 
majority of Americans take for granted 
and assume that every community in 
our great country has, but we don’t. 

This is a good start to do what one 
Governor of Alaska put out as a vision 
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and a goal, which is to put the honey 
bucket in a museum, and that is what 
we are going to try to do beginning 
with this program. 

I encourage my colleagues to support 
the WRDA bill that is being debated on 
the floor. I again wish to thank Chair- 
man INHOFE and Senator BOXER for 
their leadership on this important 
piece of legislation. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Michigan. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. President, I rise to 
speak about the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act, known as WRDA as 
well, which we are now considering and 
we expect to vote on next week. 

This bill will significantly reduce the 
threat of lead exposure and other 
drinking water contamination for our 
communities across the United States, 
and it will invest in our aging water in- 
frastructure. I am particularly pleased 
that language addressing the Flint 
water crisis—language I worked on 
with my colleagues Senator STABENOW, 
Senator INHOFE, Senator BOXER, and 
many others—is included in the WRDA 
bill before us. Their strong leadership 
has been invaluable, and I thank them 
for their efforts. 

WRDA provides resources that will 
improve drinking water infrastructure 
in Flint, MI, and other places where 
pipes, pumps, and treatment plants are 
crumbling and are woefully out of date. 
This bill also funds health care pro- 
grams for communities that have been 
affected by lead contamination. Also, 
all of the direct spending is fully paid 
for. 

Crafting this bill has been a con- 
structive process with input from 
many Senators. There are a number of 
new, smart policy changes that will 
vastly improve water quality and tack- 
le accessibility challenges. For exam- 
ple, this bill delivers funding for pro- 
grams that will reduce lead in drinking 
water, test for lead in schools and 
childcare facilities, and invest in new 
water technologies. 

WRDA also authorizes over $12 bil- 
lion for 29 Corps of Engineers projects 
in 18 States. These projects invest in 
ports and inland waterways, flood con- 
trol and hurricane protection, and the 
restoration of critical ecosystems. 

This worthy bill has earned the en- 
dorsements from a long list of critical 
stakeholders, and I appreciate the bi- 
partisan support that has made 
crafting and considering this bill such 
a collaborative process. 

While floor time for this measure is 
certainly long overdue, what really 
matters now is that we have an agree- 
ment to move forward. This is a fan- 
tastic opportunity to help millions of 
people all across our great country. 

We now have a pathway to success if 
we can move the final vote of this leg- 
islation next week. I urge my fellow 
Senators to show the American people 
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we can continue to work together to 
address urgent needs across our coun- 
try, invest in critical infrastructure, 
and deliver much needed—and fully 
paid for—support for Flint families. 

Mr. President, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. COONS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

NOMINATION OF MERRICK GARLAND 

Mr. COONS. Mr. President, I rise be- 
cause of three numbers—three simple 
but important numbers—100, 176, and 9. 
What do all of those have to do with 
the matter that I think should be be- 
fore us today? Well, it has been 176 
days since President Obama did his job 
under the Constitution and nominated 
Chief Judge Merrick Garland of the DC 
Circuit Court, a consensus candidate, 
to our Nation’s highest Court following 
the untimely passing of Justice Scalia. 
We have, of course, 100 Senators whose 
challenge it is to find ways to work to- 
gether across the aisle and do our job 
and make progress for our country. It 
has also been 100 years that the U.S. 
Senate has had a Judiciary Com- 
mittee—a committee on which I have 
the honor of serving. In the 100 years 
we have had a Judiciary Committee in 
the U.S. Senate, we have never had this 
situation, where the President does his 
job under the Constitution and nomi- 
nates an eminently qualified jurist and 
the Senate Judiciary Committee re- 
fuses—just refuses—to conduct a hear- 
ing, to give a vote, to bring it to the 
floor, and to offer a final vote. 

Obviously, we have disagreements. 
We have disagreements in this body 
over principles and ideology. That is 
part of our job to come here rep- 
resenting our States and their different 
priorities and values. But to stead- 
fastly refuse for 176 days to even con- 
vene a hearing, to even begin the proc- 
ess to allow the American people to 
have some insight into the quality and 
caliber of the man nominated by our 
President strikes me as an unprece- 
dented refusal. It is the first time in a 
century that we have so blatantly had 
one group in this body refusing to pro- 
ceed. 

Our window for acting is closing be- 
cause in just a few weeks, on October 3, 
the Supreme Court’s new term begins. 
So the refusal to act and to fill the 
ninth vacant seat has now had a seri- 
ous ongoing impact on one term of the 
Supreme Court and now soon on a sec- 
ond term of the Supreme Court. We 
have never had a Supreme Court va- 
cancy go this long in modern history. 

In terms of the qualifications of the 
candidate, let’s just take a quick look 
at the public record so far. 
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A bipartisan group of former Solici- 
tors General—the lawyers of the 
United States, the persons who rep- 
resent the United States in court and 
often before the Supreme Court—in- 
cluding Paul Clement, Ted Olson, and 
Ken Starr, have endorsed Judge Gar- 
land as ‘“‘superbly qualified,” having 
“demonstrated the temperament, in- 
tellect, and experience to serve” on the 
Supreme Court. This is not a sharply 
divisive nominee who is pursuing a par- 
ticular ideological agenda. This is a 
well-regarded, well-respected, seasoned 
senior member of the Federal judici- 
ary. 

Top lawyers at 44 U.S. companies 
have written to the Senate calling 
Judge Garland ‘‘exceptionally well- 
qualified” and noting that a prolonged 
vacancy continues to leave important, 
even vital, business issues unresolved 
before the Court, giving them a lack of 
predictability and leading them to 
have to make decisions in the absence 
of clear guidance from the Court. 

Just yesterday my colleagues and I 
joined some of Judge Garland’s former 
law clerks in front of the Supreme 
Court. Sometimes when I have had the 
opportunity to review nominees for 
Federal judgeships, I like to hear from 
those who previously worked for them. 
In a letter to the Senate, a group of 
Judge Garland’s former clerks noted 
that ‘‘Chief Judge Garland deeply be- 
lieves that our system of justice works 
best when those who see things dif- 
ferently are able to work together, in a 
collegial manner, to arrive at a just re- 
sult.” 

Yesterday we heard again firsthand 
accounts from Judge Garland’s clerks 
of his wisdom, mentorship, decency, 
and commitment to justice. I wish we 
could follow the same approach in the 
Senate that Judge Garland’s clerks and 
other former coworkers said he fol- 
lowed in the Department of Justice, as 
a career prosecutor, and as a judge on 
the DC Circuit—an approach that fo- 
cuses on collegiality and success. 

I had the honor of meeting with 
Judge Garland on April 7. In addition 
to his truly impressive intellect and 
compelling and long judicial experi- 
ence, our conversation revealed to me a 
person of real character, good judg- 
ment, deep sensitivity, and thoughtful- 
ness. I wish I had the opportunity in 
front of a public hearing of the Judici- 
ary Committee to ask him similar 
questions that would allow my con- 
stituents, the President’s constituents, 
and other Members of this body to ask 
and answer important questions before 
the American people, before a com- 
mittee of this body, and before our col- 
leagues so that we could do our job and 
move forward. Yet we haven’t had this 
hearing—the hearing that the Amer- 
ican people so need and deserve. 

In May, my Democratic colleagues 
held a public meeting to try to further 
explore and air Judge Garland’s back- 
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ground, where we heard from four es- 
teemed, significant, and experienced 
individuals deeply familiar with Judge 
Garland’s experience and character—a 
former court of appeals judge, a former 
U.S. attorney, a former Cabinet Sec- 
retary, and a U.S. law professor who 
clerked for Judge Garland. All four of 
them urged us to move forward and 
consider his nomination. 

Of those four, Judge Lewis’ testi- 
mony has particularly stuck with me. 
He was nominated by President George 
H.W. Bush in September of 1992, which, 
to the best of my recollection, was an 
election year. He was then confirmed 
by a Democratic-led Senate in October 
of 1992, less than a month before a 
hotly contested Presidential election. 
Judge Lewis previously came to testify 
in support of then-Judge Samuel Alito 
of the Third Circuit before his ele- 
vation to the Supreme Court. Judge 
Lewis warned us earlier this year in 
this meeting that what we are doing is 
not only deadlocking the Supreme 
Court, but it is diminishing it. 

Our system of justice, our Federal 
courts, and our constitutional order 
are one of America’s most precious as- 
sets. As a Member of the Foreign Rela- 
tions Committee, I have the honor of 
traveling to other countries to rep- 
resent our country, most often on bi- 
partisan delegations, where we urge 
them to follow our model. Sadly, in too 
many countries I have visited, they 
cannot depend upon their judiciary to 
be truly independent, to enforce the 
rule of law, to issue judgments that are 
in keeping with their laws, traditions, 
or, most importantly, their constitu- 
tion. That is why I am disappointed 
that we are engaging in this unprece- 
dented refusal to follow the rules, to 
follow the process of the Constitution 
and the Senate and to give this impor- 
tant nominee a hearing. That is why I 
am disappointed by Leader MCCONNELL 
and Chairman GRASSLEY in their re- 
fusal to consider Judge Garland’s 
qualifications. It is my hope they will 
reconsider. 

In Chief Judge Garland’s nomination, 
President Obama fulfilled one of his 
most important constitutional respon- 
sibilities. Now all 100 Senators, on this 
176th day that we are waiting to fill 
this 9th vacancy on the Supreme 
Court, must do our job and provide ap- 
propriate advice and possibly consent 
to the President’s nominee. The Senate 
has a valuable opportunity to show our 
constituents, the American people, and 
the world that even in the midst of a 
divisive Presidential campaign, our 
democratic and constitutional system 
still works. We cannot allow yearlong 
Supreme Court vacancies to become 
routine, and I am deeply concerned 
about the manner in which the Senate 
is conducting itself and the possibility 
that this unprecedented inaction will 
set a precedent for future vacancies 
and send a signal to the world that our 
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constitutional order cannot still func- 
tion. 

I remain hopeful that my colleagues 
will give serious thought to the sys- 
temic consequences of what we are 
doing through our refusal to even hold 
a hearing on Judge Garland. It is long 
past time to put the good of our Nation 
and the Constitution above the politics 
of the day and to get to work on this 
confirmation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The as- 
sistant Democratic leader. 

NOMINATION OF MERRICK GARLAND 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I would 
like to thank my colleague from Dela- 
ware for joining me yesterday on the 
steps of the Supreme Court. We had 
law clerks who had served Judge Gar- 
land over the years who spoke in glow- 
ing terms about the man’s ability to 
serve. In fact, I have not heard any de- 
tractors or critics who have come for- 
ward to suggest that the President’s 
nominee is not a serious candidate for 
this job and one who would fill it with 
great competence. 

Here is the reality of what we face. 
This is the Executive Calendar, which 
is passed out every single day in the 
Senate. You will see it on the desks of 
many of my colleagues. In this publica- 
tion are nominations pending before 
the Senate. There are 27 Federal judi- 
cial nominees whose nominations are 
pending before the Senate. 

One nomination that might be of in- 
terest to those who are following this 
debate is a nomination that goes back 
to October of 2015 of Edward L. Stanton 
III, of Tennessee. Now, we know the 
way the process works is that Mr. 
Stanton’s name would not be on the 
calendar to be considered by the Sen- 
ate were it not for the support of both 
Senators from Tennessee—in this case, 
both Republican Senators of Ten- 
nessee. So we have a nomination to fill 
a vacancy on a Federal district court of 
Tennessee that has been approved by 
both Republican Senators and reported 
out of the Senate Judiciary Committee 
in October of last year—almost 1 year 
ago. 

Obviously, a question must be raised. 
What is wrong with Mr. Stanton? What 
did he do? How did he get approved by 
both Senators and out of committee 
only to be sitting on the calendar for a 
year? What he did was he ran into a 
concerted, deliberate plan by Senate 
Republicans to stop filling judicial va- 
cancies under President Barack 
Obama. There are 26 like him who have 
been reported from the committee and 
sent to the calendar. 

Listen, here is the interesting part. 
Senator GRASSLEY, the chairman of the 
Senate Judiciary Committee, has 
called a special meeting of the com- 
mittee today to take place right after 
the first vote, right off the floor here. 
To do what? To add five more names to 
the calendar—five more nominees to 
the calendar. Why? Is there going to be 
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one magic day when all 32 are going to 
fly out of the Senate by a handful of 
votes? 

Well, nobody said that is going to 
happen. Unfortunately, it means that 
for each of these nominees—starting 
with Mr. Stanton, 1 year ago—their 
lives are going to be on hold. They 
made a good-faith effort to step for- 
ward to serve the United States of 
America in the Federal judiciary. They 
submitted themselves to elaborate 
background checks by the FBI and 
other agencies, and then, when re- 
ported by the White House, they went 
through further background checks by 
the staff of the Senate Judiciary Com- 
mittee. 

Each of these individuals went 
through a hearing where, under oath, 
they were asked questions. Each of 
them, in many instances, was asked to 
present additional support materials 
for their nomination. They did it all. 
They did everything that was asked of 
them, and they sit on the calendar. 
What is this all about? 

Well, I would say Senator McCon- 
NELL and Senate Republicans are not 
very veiled in concealing their strat- 
egy. They don’t want a Democratic 
President to fill a vacancy on the Fed- 
eral bench, despite the fact that the 
people of the United States chose 
President Barack Obama by an over- 
whelming margin, despite the fact that 
he continues to have the powers of of- 
fice. They want to thwart and stop that 
authority of the President to fill Fed- 
eral judicial vacancies. Their hope is 
that their favorite candidate, their be- 
loved nominee Donald Trump, will pick 
the next set of Federal judges. Can you 
imagine? 

What really is behind this is not just 
to give Mr. Trump his moment to pick 
the nominees and make nominations to 
pick the future members of the judici- 
ary but really to serve a specific polit- 
ical agenda. The Senate Republicans 
are afraid of what would happen to a 
Federal court system if independent ju- 
rists served. They want their friends 
instead. They want those who will lean 
in their direction when it comes to the 
important issues of corporate interests, 
Wall Street banks, and the Koch broth- 
ers. The courts mean an awful lot to 
companies and wealthy people, and 
they want to make sure the right peo- 
ple are sitting there making decisions 
when it comes to the future. 

So 27 nominees sit on the Senate cal- 
endar, and the Senate Republicans 
refuse to call them for a vote. Senator 
GRASSLEY on the Senate Judiciary 
Committee wants to add five more to 
the list today. Why? Why are we doing 
this to these poor people, putting them 
through this charade of nomination 
when there is no intention to fill the 
vacancy? Incidentally, among the va- 
cancies currently pending on the Fed- 
eral judiciary—we are now up to 90 va- 
cancies across the United States—a 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


third of them are in emergency situa- 
tions, which means that the courts 
cannot properly function because of 
the vacancies on the Federal bench. 
Despite this, the Senate Republicans 
refuse, being in control of the Senate, 
to call these names for consideration. 
They know they will pass. They are not 
controversial. They went through the 
committee, and they languish on the 
calendar because of this political deci- 
sion. 

I wish that were the worst example, 
but it is not. The worst example relates 
to the 176 days pending since the nomi- 
nation of Judge Merrick Garland, chief 
judge of the U.S. Court of Appeals for 
the District of Columbia Circuit. He 
has had his name before the Senate in 
nomination and has not been called for 
a hearing or a vote. 

Each of us, when we become a Sen- 
ator, walks down this aisle and over to 
the side where the Vice President of 
the United States administers an oath 
of office. We don’t take oaths lightly. 
For most of us, there are only a hand- 
ful of moments in our lifetime where 
we raise our hand and swear that we 
are going to do certain things. In this 
case, we stand there in the well of the 
Senate and swear to uphold the Con- 
stitution of the United States of Amer- 
ica. You might think it is a formal dec- 
laration—and it is—but it is also a 
meaningful declaration. This country 
was riven and also destroyed because of 
a dispute over our Constitution which 
led to a civil war. So we make certain, 
if you walk down this aisle and put up 
your hand over there, one hand on the 
Bible, one hand reaching to the heav- 
ens, taking an oath to uphold the Con- 
stitution, we are serious about it. 

Yet, when it comes to filling this Su- 
preme Court vacancy, the Constitution 
is explicit about our responsibility in 
the Senate. Article II, section 2, speaks 
to the President’s constitutional re- 
sponsibility—responsibility—to fill va- 
cancies on the U.S. Supreme Court. 
Why did the Founding Fathers make it 
a responsibility and a mandate? Be- 
cause they knew what would happen if 
vacancies on the Court could be used 
for political purposes, if leaving slots 
vacant on the Court advantaged one 
political party or the other. 

So they came forward and said: It is 
all about a full set of Justices and the 
President’s responsibility to nominate 
those who would fill the vacancies. The 
death of Antonin Scalia created a va- 
cancy. The Court across the street now 
has eight Justices. They have already 
been hamstrung by the fact that one 
Justice is missing and they were un- 
able to reach a decision in critical 
cases. 

So the President met his responsi- 
bility 176 days ago and sent the nomi- 
nation of Merrick Garland to be consid- 
ered by the Senate. I don’t use this 
term loosely. I have looked it up. I 
have researched it. I want to say ex- 
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plicitly, the Senate of the United 
States of America has never, never in 
its history since the Judiciary Com- 
mittee has been in business, never once 
refused a Presidential nominee a hear- 
ing. It has never happened. 

Oh, I know, some of my critics on the 
other side will say: Well, if the shoe 
were on the other foot, if it were a 
Democratic Congress and a Republican 
lameduck President, you would do the 
same. Wrong. In recent memory, in re- 
cent history, when President Ronald 
Reagan was in the last year of his term 
and there was a vacancy on the Su- 
preme Court, he sent the nomination of 
Anthony Kennedy to a Democratic- 
controlled Senate, and instead of refus- 
ing to do our job, the Democratic Sen- 
ate approved Justice Anthony Ken- 
nedy, the Reagan nominee, in the last 
year of the Reagan Presidency. 

But Senator MITCH MCCONNELL and 
the Senate Republicans have said no. 
No, we are just not going to do it. We 
don’t care if the Constitution requires 
it. We don’t care if we have taken an 
oath to live up to the Constitution. We 
don’t care if it has never been done be- 
fore in the history of the Senate. We 
are going to stop this President from 
filling this Supreme Court vacancy be- 
cause our friends, our special interest 
groups, corporate interests, Wall 
Street banks, and the Koch brothers, 
don’t want to see an Obama nominee 
filling this vacancy. 

It is a shame. Merrick Garland is an 
extraordinarily gifted jurist. He is a 
son of Illinois—maybe I come to it with 
some prejudice—born in Chicago, 
raised in Lincolnwood, valedictorian of 
his high school, Niles West. He recently 
gave a graduation speech to that 
school. 

His father ran a small business. His 
mother worked as the director of vol- 
unteer services at Chicago’s Council for 
Jewish Elderly. Judge Merrick Garland 
is an intelligent man. He earned his un- 
dergraduate and law degrees from Har- 
vard, clerked for distinguished jurists 
Henry Friendly and William Brennan. 
He spent years in public service as a 
prosecutor at the Department of Jus- 
tice. He led the investigation of the 
1995 Oklahoma City bombing. He served 
as a judge on the DC Circuit since 1997. 
Incidentally, he was confirmed by the 
Senate with a broad bipartisan vote for 
that position. 

Throughout his career, he has won 
praise from across the political spec- 
trum for his fairness, his brilliance, his 
work ethic, and his judgment. The 
American Bar Association took a look 
at this nominee and said: He is unani- 
mously ‘‘well qualified’’ to serve on the 
Supreme Court—unanimously. This is 
a man who has given decades of his life 
to public service, and the Senate Re- 
publicans will not even give him a 
hearing. They will not give him a mo- 
ment under oath to answer questions. 

The way the Senate Republican ma- 
jority has handled this Supreme Court 
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vacancy is shameful. Since Justice 
Antonin Scalia’s untimely passing last 
February, the Supreme Court has had 
to operate with eight Justices. As 
President Ronald Reagan said back in 
1987, “Every day that passes with the 
Supreme Court below full strength im- 
pairs the people’s business in that cru- 
cially important body.” 

During the last Supreme Court term, 
the Court was unable to reach a final 
decision on the merits seven times be- 
cause the Justices were deadlocked 4 to 
4. Major legal questions have been left 
unresolved. On September 26, the Court 
will hold its first conference of its new 
term, still with only eight Justices, 
though the Senate has had plenty of 
time to fill a vacancy, but the Senate 
Republicans have refused to do their 
job. 

Unlike any other Senate in the his- 
tory of the United States, in the his- 
tory of this country, the Senate Repub- 
licans have refused a Presidential 
nominee to the Supreme Court a fair 
hearing—any hearing—and a vote. It is 
shameful. The Senate is now failing 
under the Constitution to do its job. 
The Senate Republicans, by design, are 
responsible. 

Judge Garland, the Supreme Court, 
and the American people deserve bet- 
ter. The Senate should give Merrick 
Garland a hearing and a vote. 

ZIKA VIRUS FUNDING 

Mr. President, when they write the 
history of this Republican-controlled 
Senate, they will surely note that we 
are a little over 2 weeks away from a 
deadline, when we were supposed to 
have a budget and appropriations bills, 
and we don’t have them. 

That has happened before. It is not 
the first time in recent memory. We 
have been tied up in knots before, but 
that is a reality. Despite promises to 
the contrary, we have not passed an ap- 
propriations bill. I might say in fair- 
ness, in defense, of the Senate Appro- 
priations Committee and the Repub- 
lican chairman, THAD COCHRAN, as well 
as the ranking Democrat, BARBARA MI- 
KULSKI, we did our job. 

We held hearings on the important 
bills. They are ready for consideration 
on the floor. What has stopped their 
consideration is the Republican House 
of Representatives and Senator McCon- 
NELL. The Republicans in the House 
just cannot reach an agreement. That 
is why John Boehner left. That is why 
PAUL RYAN’s hair is turning gray, try- 
ing to deal with a handful of tea party 
Republicans who would rather see the 
whole Congress grind to a halt and the 
government shut down. 

So when it comes to passing appro- 
priations and spending bills, there is 
not much to brag about on the Repub- 
lican side of the aisle. When it comes 
to the Zika virus in February, Presi- 
dent Obama said: Be careful. We have a 
public health crisis looming. This mos- 
quito we have discovered can cause ex- 
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traordinary damage to pregnant 
women and to the babies they carry. 

So he asked us, in February of this 
year, 7 months ago, he asked us for $1.8 
billion so they could stop the spread of 
this mosquito virus and start the re- 
search for a vaccine to protect every- 
one. He said it was an emergency. Obvi- 
ously, the Senate Republicans did not 
care. In May, we finally reached an 
agreement to a reduced amount, $1.1 
billion, passed it out of the Senate. I 
believe the vote was 89 to 8, a strong 
bipartisan rollcall. 

Many of us breathed a sigh of relief. 
It was before the mosquito season real- 
ly got in full force in most of the coun- 
try. It looked like we were going to re- 
spond to the President’s call for emer- 
gency funding. Then what happened? It 
went over to the House of Representa- 
tives, and instead of taking the clean, 
bipartisan bill that passed the Senate, 
no, they decided they would embellish 
it with political poison pill riders. Lis- 
ten to one of them. They said women 
who were concerned about family plan- 
ning and their pregnancies because of 
this issue could not seek family coun- 
seling and women’s health care at 
Planned Parenthood clinics. Two mil- 
lion American women used those clin- 
ics last year. The Republicans are now 
saying: Sorry. As important and pop- 
ular as they may be, we are going to 
prohibit any money being spent for 
women to turn to these clinics for fam- 
ily planning advice because of the Zika 
virus. 

They went further. They took $500 
million out of the Veterans’ Adminis- 
tration that was going to be used to 
process claims to get rid of the back- 
log. No, they will take $500 million 
away from that and put it into the 
Zika virus. Then, to add insult to in- 
jury, the Republicans in the House in- 
sisted on a provision that would allow 
them to display the Confederate flag at 
U.S. military cemeteries. 

What we had was a simple, straight- 
forward, clean bill to deal with the 
public health crisis turned into a polit- 
ical grab bag. They sent it over here 
knowing it would fall and it did, re- 
peatedly. 

Now the question is, whether Senator 
MCCONNELL and Senate Republicans 
will follow the lead of House Repub- 
lican Members who are telling them: 
Enough. Members from Florida—Con- 
gressman YOHO, for example—a Repub- 
lican Member says: Let’s clean up this 
bill and do something about Zika. Why 
is he saying that? Because the Centers 
for Disease Control has done something 
extraordinary, something I don’t think 
has ever been done before. They have 
warned Americans not to travel to 
parts of the United States, certain sec- 
tions of Florida, where the Zika mos- 
quito is showing up. 

Congressmen from Florida, including 
Republicans, have said: Enough of the 
political games. Pass the clean bill 


12081 


funding Zika. Senate Republicans 
refuse. They will not move forward on 
it. We are stuck, stuck with the situa- 
tion that we can cure and should cure 
on a bipartisan basis. 

My colleagues from Louisiana come 
to tell us about the terrible devasta- 
tion that has taken place in their State 
because of the flooding, national dis- 
aster, loss of life, damage to property. 
It is not the first time we have had a 
situation this serious—Katrina and 
others come to mind—but it is a re- 
minder, when it comes to natural dis- 
asters or public health disasters, for 
goodness’ sake, isn’t that where poli- 
tics should end and people should, on a 
bipartisan basis, set out to solve a 
problem instead of create a problem? 

So now it is up to Speaker RYAN and 
it is up to Senator MCCONNELL to show 
real leadership in the Senate. I know 
they are not going to back off on these 
judges. They have dug in real hard on 
those, but I would hope, when it comes 
to passing spending bills in a sensible 
fashion and funding our efforts to stop 
the spread of this Zika virus, that we 
will do something meaningful. 

They estimate, by the end of this 
year, one out of four people in Puerto 
Rico will have been infected by this 
virus. By the end of next year, it will 
be closer to 90 percent. It is a serious 
public health crisis. It is one we need 
to do something about. Ultimately, we 
need a vaccine. The Centers for Disease 
Control announced this week that they 
brought to a halt their efforts. They 
have run out of money. Now it is up to 
Congress. It is up to the Senate. It is 
up to the Republican leadership. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Minnesota. 

FILLING THE SUPREME COURT VACANCY 

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President, I 
come to the floor once again on the 
topic of the vacant seat on our Su- 
preme Court. I would also echo Sen- 
ators DURBIN’s comments about the 
need to move immediately on the fund- 
ing on Zika. We of course passed some- 
thing here that had clear bipartisan 
support. Now we wait to get this done 
again and to not politicize this incred- 
ible public health threat. 

Today I am focusing my remarks on 
the damage to our system of govern- 
ance that is being done by leaving a 
seat open on our Nation’s highest 
Court. For years, we have seen some 
fraying of our democracy, the polariza- 
tion, but the citizens of America have 
always believed in an independent Su- 
preme Court. We have seen some polit- 
ical creep, aS we know, into our judi- 
cial selection process. Nonetheless, the 
citizens of America have respected the 
rule of law. They continue to do that. 

When our Founding Fathers sat down 
to sketch out the framework of our Na- 
tion, they did not issue decrees. No, 
they set up a system of governance 
with three equal branches. The Fed- 
eralist Papers outline this balance of 
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paper in detail. 
once wrote about this balance. 
wrote: 

The regular distribution of power into dis- 
tinct departments; the introduction of legis- 
lative balances and checks; the institution of 
courts composed of judges holding their of- 
fices during good behavior. ... They are 
means, and powerful means, by which the 
excellences of republican government may be 
retained and its imperfections lessened or 
avoided. 

Well, that is not going to happen if 
we have a Court that cannot fully func- 
tion. We have, in the most recent term, 
less cases brought up before the Court 
because we don’t have a full composite 
of Justices. We have had split deci- 
sions. Think back in time. What if we 
only had eight Justices and a 4-to-4 de- 
cision on Bush v. Gore or in the Mi- 
randa case or Brown v. Board of Edu- 
cation? 

Actually, an interesting fact is, the 
Brown decision may not have happened 
if it were not for the swift filling of a 
Supreme Court vacancy. Chief Justice 
Vincent died just before the reargu- 
ment of the case. By most accounts, 
the eight-person Court was split on the 
issue. Had this Senate refused to give 
Earl Warren a hearing and a vote, we 
would not have had the decision, but 
the Senate allowed for a vote and Chief 
Justice Warren was confirmed, the 
Brown decision was handed down, and 
our Nation has seen great progress to- 
ward equality as a result of that deci- 
sion. 

In fact, the process in the Senate for 
the last 100 years is that the Judiciary 
Committee holds hearings. In the few 
instances where they have not, that is 
because those nominees were con- 
firmed in 11 days or less. Since 1916, 
every nominee has been handled in 
that fashion. Justice Kagan has said 
the current Justices on the Court are 
doing everything they can to build a 
consensus and avoid a 4-to-4 split. 
While I appreciate that effort, that is 
just not how it is supposed to work. We 
want laws to rise or fall because the 
Supreme Court has decided them, not 
because of a 4-to-4 split. 

Look at the nominee we have. He is 
someone who has had broad support on 
both sides of the aisle. Senator HATCH 
once came before this body and said he 
challenged everyone to come to the 
floor to say something negative about 
Judge Garland. Judge Garland oversaw 
both the Oklahoma City bombing case 
and the Unabomber case at nearly the 
same time. He earned a 76-to-23 vote in 
this Chamber for his last job, and he is 
someone who has routinely received 
positive comments from judges and 
commentators from the other side of 
the aisle who basically have acknowl- 
edged he is someone who looks for that 
common ground. 

I have no doubt he would excel in his 
hearing, but right now we are not going 
to know that. 

I just ask my colleagues: What are 
they afraid of? Are they afraid the citi- 
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zens of America will be able to see this 
fine judge and how smart he is or how 
he answers questions? As my friend 
Senator ANGUS KING has said, are they 
afraid they would like him too much? 

I do not understand why we simply 
cannot have a hearing. I had to put 
myself—I think, well, what would hap- 
pen if we had a Republican President 
and a Democratic Senate, what would I 
do? I have clearly thought this 
through, as a lawyer and as someone 
who is a member of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, and know I would say we have 
to have a hearing because the Constitu- 
tion says our duty is to advise and con- 
sent. It doesn’t say advise and consent 
after a Presidential election or when- 
ever it is convenient. It says advise and 
consent. 

I am hopeful my colleagues are lis- 
tening to us, that they will find it 
within themselves to allow this great 
judge, this great jurist a hearing. I was 
there in the Rose Garden when Presi- 
dent Obama nominated him. I saw him 
tear up, and I thought to myself, not 
only is this a monumental moment in 
his own life, to be nominated for the 
highest Court of the land, but perhaps 
he was tearing up because he knew the 
burden he was carrying, one man, on 
his shoulders, the burden of carrying 
forward the American tradition of an 
independent judiciary, this simple con- 
cept that politics isn’t supposed to dic- 
tate our processes, that our Founding 
Fathers set out three  co-equal 
branches of government. Our job in the 
Senate is to make sure the judiciary is 
funded so it can function, our job is to 
pass laws they then look at and apply 
when there are questions about those 
laws, and our job is to advise and con- 
sent on nominees to the Federal judici- 
ary. 

So let’s get our act together and do 
our job. 

I yield the floor. 

Mr. President, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

TRIBUTE TO PATTY WETTERLING 

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President, I 
wish to take just a few minutes to give 
a brief tribute to someone I know well, 
Patty Wetterling, and to her family. 
They are longtime Minnesota resi- 
dents. Patty and I know each other 
well. We actually ran against each 
other for the Senate in 2005, and out of 
that experience we came to be very 
good friends. 

Patty Wetterling is a woman of unbe- 
lievable courage. Her son Jacob was 
kidnapped at gunpoint 27 years ago. All 
that time she has kept the hope alive 
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that he would be found. She knew it 
was a small hope, but, as we know, 
there have been cases in America 
where missing children are found 10 
years, 20 years later, and that is what 
she was hoping for. 

This past week, those dreams were 
dashed, as a very evil man came for- 
ward to law enforcement—he was al- 
ready in captivity—and admitted to 
this crime and brought law enforce- 
ment to Jacob’s remains. 

The story, which I will not put on the 
record, is a horrific one, but I think the 
most poignant moment in this horrible 
story were Jacob’s last words, which 
were: What did I do wrong? 

This little boy did nothing wrong. He 
was an 11-year-old riding his bicycle in 
his town, in a very rural part of 
Stearns County, MN, where things are 
supposed to be safe. Well, they weren’t 
safe that day. The amazing part of this 
story is not only the memory of this 
little boy, but it is how for years Patty 
Wetterling and her family have turned 
their grief into action. 

Understandably, many people try to 
hang tight to their family. She has 
done that. She has been a great mom, 
but she went beyond that. She served 
on the board of directors of the Na- 
tional Center for Missing and Exploited 
Children. She has been a nationally 
recognized educator on child abduction 
and the sexual exploitation of children. 
She and her husband cofounded the 
Jacob Wetterling Resource Center to 
educate communities about child safe- 
ty issues and to prevent child exploi- 
tation and abduction. She served for 
more than 7 years as director of the 
Sexual Violence Prevention Program 
for the Minnesota Department of 
Health. She was named one of the ‘‘100 
Most Influential Minnesotans of the 
Century” by one of our newspapers. 

She has kept this hope alive, but 
what is amazing about it is, she has 
saved other lives. A number of bills, 
legislation—including the sexual pred- 
ator registration—have come out of the 
work, better collaboration between 
local and Federal law enforcement. She 
has saved so many lives in Jacob’s 
memory. 

Senator FRANKEN and I are going to 
be putting a resolution on the record 
today on this topic, but I just wanted 
to take a moment personally to recog- 
nize Patty for her strength, her cour- 
age, and her grace. 

I yield the floor. 

Mr. President, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 
RUBIO). The clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
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UNANIMOUS CONSENT AGREEMENT—EXECUTIVE 
CALENDAR 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that at 1:45 
p.m. today the Senate proceed to exec- 
utive session for the consideration of 
Calendar No. 685; that the Senate vote 
on the nomination without intervening 
action or debate; that, if confirmed, 
the motion to reconsider be considered 
made and laid upon the table; that the 
President be immediately notified of 
the Senate’s action and the Senate 
then resume legislative session without 
any intervening action or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. CRUZ. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

REMEMBERING PHYLLIS SCHLAFLY 

Mr. CRUZ. Mr. President, I rise to 
honor the first lady of the conservative 
movement. On Sunday, surrounded by 
her loving family, Phyllis Schlafly 
passed away. Few will ever match 
Phyllis’s conviction and tenacity. She 
literally stood on the frontlines, fight- 
ing against forces that threatened to 
upend families and sought to under- 
mine the Judeo-Christian values upon 
which our great Nation was founded. 

Without question, Phyllis Schlafly 
loved America. Her contributions to 
our country went far beyond her work 
exposing the illogic of liberalism. Phyl- 
lis led the charge to make the Repub- 
lican Party pro-life and defended the 
sanctity of marriage. She was a pas- 
sionate defender of U.S. sovereignty 
and championed Reagan’s policy of 
“peace through strength” during a cru- 
cial time in American history. The 
women and men of Eagle Forum, which 
she founded, are incredible patriots and 
grassroots activists who today, along 
with all of us, are mourning Phyllis’s 
passing. 

Our Nation continues to face many 
dangers, both foreign and domestic, 
and we need more individuals, more 
leaders such as Mrs. Schlafly, who are 
not afraid to stand and fight for the 
freedoms so richly bestowed upon us by 
our Creator. May she rest in peace. 

THE INTERNET 

Mr. President, today our country 
faces a threat to the Internet as we 
know it. In 22 short days, if Congress 
fails to act, the Obama administration 
intends to give away control of the 
Internet to an international body akin 
to the United Nations. 

I rise to discuss the significant, irrep- 
arable damage this proposed Internet 
giveaway could wreak not only on our 
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Nation but on free speech across the 
world. So today I urge my colleagues 
on both sides of the aisle to join me, 
along with Senators LANKFORD and 
LEE, along with the Presiding Officer 
and his leadership, along with Con- 
gressman SEAN DUFFY to stop the 
Obama administration from relin- 
quishing U.S. control of the Internet. 

Many have stood with us in both 
Chambers, and we are very grateful for 
Senators THUNE, GRASSLEY, BURR, COT- 
TON, SASSE, MORAN, SESSIONS, and 
RUBIO, along with a number of our col- 
leagues in the House, including Con- 
gresswoman BLACKBURN and Congress- 
men DUFFY, BARTON, BRADY, BURGESS, 
CULBERSON, and FLORES. And I urge 
even more of my colleagues to come to- 
gether and stand united to stop the 
Obama administration’s Internet give- 
away. 

The Internet has been one of those 
transformational inventions that has 
changed how we communicate, how we 
do commerce, how we live our lives. 
For many, especially young people, it 
is hard to even imagine life before the 
Internet. Look at what the Internet 
has done. It has created an oasis of 
freedom for billions around the world. 

One of the great problems with some- 
one trying to start a business is what is 
known as the barrier to entry. What 
the Internet has done is dramatically 
reduce the barriers to entry for anyone 
who wants to be an entrepreneur. If 
you are a man or a woman or even a 
boy or a girl somewhere across the 
country or around the world and you 
have an idea, a service you want to sell 
or a good you want to make, you can 
put up a Web site, and instantly you 
have international marketing capac- 
ity. You have a portal to communicate 
with people. Anyone can go online and 
order whatever your good or service is. 
And between that and FedEx or UPS, 
you can ship it anywhere in the world. 
That is an extraordinary and trans- 
formational ability. 

That freedom of the Internet—that 
you don’t have to go and get anybody’s 
approval; you don’t have to go to a 
board for business authorization if you 
want to create a new business—is de- 
mocratizing in that effect. The Inter- 
net empowers those with nothing but 
hope and a dream to be able to achieve 
those ambitions. 

Right now the proposal of the Obama 
administration to give away control of 
the Internet poses a significant threat 
to our freedom, and it is one many 
Americans don’t know about. It is 
scheduled to go into effect on Sep- 
tember 30, 2016—22 days away, just over 
3 weeks. 

What does it mean to give away con- 
trol of the Internet? From the very 
first days of the Internet, when it was 
developed here in America, the U.S. 
Government has maintained its core 
functions to ensure equal access to ev- 
eryone, with no censorship. The gov- 
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ernment role isn’t to monitor what we 
say or censor what we say; it is simply 
to ensure that it works—that when you 
type in a Web site, it actually goes to 
that Web site and not somewhere else. 
Yet that can change. 

The Obama administration is, in- 
stead, pushing through a radical pro- 
posal to take control of Internet do- 
main names and give it to an inter- 
national organization—ICANN—which 
includes 162 foreign countries. If that 
proposal goes through, it will empower 
countries like Russia, like China, like 
Iran to be able to censor speech on the 
Internet—your speech. Countries like 
Russia and China and Iran are not our 
friends, and their interests are not our 
interests. 

Imagine searching the Internet and 
instead of seeing your standard search 
results, you see a disclaimer that the 
information you were searching for is 
censored—that it is not consistent with 
the standards of this new international 
body and does not meet their approval. 
If you are in China, that situation 
could well come with the threat of ar- 
rest for daring to merely search for 
such a thing that didn’t meet the ap- 
proval of the censors. Thankfully, that 
doesn’t happen in America. But giving 
control of the Internet to an inter- 
national body with Russia and China 
and Iran having power over it could 
lead to precisely that threat. And it is 
going to take Congress, acting affirma- 
tively, to stop this. 

If we look at the influence of foreign 
governments within ICANN, it should 
give us greater and greater concern. 
For example, ICANN’s former CEO, 
Fadi Chehade, left ICANN to lead a 
high-level working group for China’s 
World Internet Conference. Mr. 
Chehade’s decision to use his insider 
knowledge of how ICANN operates to 
help the Chinese Government and their 
conference is more than a little con- 
cerning. This is the person who was 
leading ICANN—the body we are being 
told to trust with our freedoms. Yet 
this man has gone to work for the 
China Internet conference, which has 
rightly been criticized for banning 
members of the press, such as the New 
York Times and the Washington Post. 

Even reporters we may fundamen- 
tally disagree with have a right to re- 
port and to say what they believe. Yet 
the World Internet Conference banned 
them. They said ‘‘We do not want these 
reporters here,” presumably because 
they don’t like what they are saying. 
That led Reporters Without Borders to 
demand an international boycott of the 
conference, calling China the ‘‘enemy 
of the Internet.”’ 

If China is the enemy of the Internet, 
do we want the enemy of the Internet 
having power over what we are allowed 
to say, what we are allowed to search 
for, what we are allowed to read on- 
line? Do we want China and Russia and 
Iran having the power to determine 
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that if a Web site is unacceptable, it is 
taken down? 

I would note that once this transi- 
tion happens, there are serious indica- 
tions that ICANN intends to seek to 
flee U.S. jurisdiction and to flee U.S. 
laws. Indeed, earlier this summer 
ICANN held a global conference in Fin- 
land in which jurisdiction shopping was 
part of their agenda—trying to figure 
out which jurisdiction they should base 
control of the Internet out of around 
the globe. A representative of Iran is 
already on record stating: ‘‘[W]e should 
not take it [for] granted that jurisdic- 
tion is already agreed to be totally 
based on U.S. law.”’ 

Our enemies are not hiding what 
they intend to do. Not only is there a 
concern of censorship and foreign juris- 
diction stripping U.S. law from author- 
ity over the Internet, there are also 
real national security concerns. Con- 
gress has received no assurances from 
the Obama administration that the 
U.S. Government will continue to have 
exclusive ownership and control of the 
dot-gov and dot-mil top-level domains 
in perpetuity, which are vital to our 
national security. The Department of 
Defense, the Army, the Navy, the Air 
Force and the Marines all use the dot- 
mil top-level domain. The White 
House, the CIA, the FBI, the Depart- 
ment of Homeland Security all use dot- 
gov. 

The only assurance ICANN has pro- 
vided the Federal Government regard- 
ing dot-gov and dot-mil is that ICANN 
will notify the government in the fu- 
ture if it decides to give dot-gov or dot- 
mil to another entity. So if someone is 
going to the IRS—or what you think is 
the IRS—and your comfort is that it is 
on a dot-gov Web site so you know it 
must be safe, you may instead find 
yourself victim of a foreign scam, a 
phishing scam or some other means of 
fraud, with no basic protections. 

Congress should not sit by and let 
this happen. Congress must not sit by 
and let censorship happen. Some de- 
fenders of the Obama proposal say: 
This is not about censorship; it is 
about handing control to a multistake- 
holder unit. They would never dream of 
censoring content on the Internet. 


Well, recently, leading technology 
companies in the United States— 
Facebook, YouTube, Twitter, and 


Microsoft reached an agreement with 
the European Union to remove ‘‘hate 
speech” from their online platforms 
within 24 hours. Giant U.S. corpora- 
tions are signing on with the govern- 
ment to say: We are going to help you 
censor speech that is deemed unaccept- 
able. 

By the way, we have seen that the 
definition of ‘‘hate speech” can be very 
malleable, depending upon what norms 
are trying to be enforced. For example, 
the Human Rights Campaign, which is 
active within ICANN, has featured the 
Family Research Institute, the Na- 
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tional Corporation for Marriage, the 
American Center for Law and Justice, 
and other conservative and religious 
groups in a report entitled ‘‘The Export 
of Hate.” 

We are facing the real possibility of 
an international body having the abil- 
ity to censor political speech if it is 
contrary to the norms they intend to 
enforce. In their view it is hate to ex- 
press a view different from whatever 
prevailing orthodoxy is being enforced. 

It is one thing dealing with govern- 
ment organizations that try to stifle 
speech. That is profoundly inconsistent 
with who we are as Americans. But to 
hand over control of the Internet and 
to potentially muzzle everybody on the 
Internet is to ensure that what you say 
is only consistent with whatever is ap- 
proved by the powers that be, and that 
ought to frighten everyone. 

There is something we can do about 
that. Along with Congressman SEAN 
DUFFY in the House, I have introduced 
the Protecting Internet Freedom Act, 
which, if enacted, will stop the Inter- 
net transition and it will also ensure 
the U.S. Government keeps exclusive 
ownership and control of the dot-gov 
and dot-mil top-level domains. Our leg- 
islation is supported by 17 key groups 
around the country—advocacy groups, 
consumer groups—and it also has the 
formal endorsement of the House Free- 
dom Caucus. 

This should be an issue that brings us 
all together—Republicans, Demo- 
crats—all of us coming together. There 
are partisan issues that divide us. 
There always will be. We can have Re- 
publicans and Democrats argue until 
the cows come home about the top 
marginal tax rate, and that is a good 
and healthy debate to have. But when 
it comes to the Internet, when it comes 
to basic principles of freedom—letting 
people speak online without being 
censored—that ought to bring every 
one of us together. 

As Members of the legislative branch, 
Congress should stand united to rein in 
this President, to protect the constitu- 
tional authority expressly given to 
Congress to control disposition of prop- 
erty of the United States. To put the 
matter very simply: The Obama admin- 
istration does not have the authoriza- 
tion of Congress, and yet they are en- 
deavoring to give away this valuable, 
critical property—to give it away with 
no authorization of law. 

I would note that the government 
employees doing so are doing so in vio- 
lation of Federal law, and they risk 
personal liability in going forward con- 
trary to law. That ought to trouble all 
of us. Who in their right mind looks at 
the Internet and says: You know what 
we need? We need Russia to have more 
control over this. What is the thought 
process behind this, and what does it 
gain? What does it gain? When you 
look at the Internet, the Internet is 
working. The Internet works just fine. 
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It lets us speak, it lets us operate, and 
it lets us engage in commerce. Why 
would this administration risk giving 
it up? 

Mr. President, when you and I were 
children, Jimmy Carter gave away the 
Panama Canal. He gave it away, even 
though Americans had built it. Ameri- 
cans had died building the Panama 
Canal, but he nonetheless gave it away. 
For some reason President Obama 
seems to want to embody the spirit of 
Jimmy Carter, and instead of giving 
away the Panama Canal, he wants to 
give away the Internet. We shouldn’t 
let him. 

The U.S. Constitution prohibits 
transferring government property to 
anyone without the authorization of 
Congress. Article IV, Section 3 of the 
Constitution explicitly requires con- 
gressional authorization. 

For several years now, Congress has 
also prohibited the administration 
from using any funds to ‘‘relinquish”’ 
control of the Internet. Yet, in typical 
lawless fashion, the Department of 
Commerce has been racing to prepare 
to relinquish control by September 30— 
directly violating Federal law and 
using taxpayer funding to do so. The 
administration’s continued contempt 
for the law and the Constitution, while, 
sadly, not surprising anymore, is par- 
ticularly dangerous here, as it is con- 
tempt in service of undermining Inter- 
net freedom for billions of people 
across the world. 

With the Federal Government main- 
taining supervision over ICANN and 
domain names, it means the First 
Amendment is protected. Other coun- 
tries don’t have First Amendment pro- 
tections. Other countries don’t protect 
free speech the way America does. And 
America does that for the world, pro- 
tecting free speech on the Internet by 
preventing the government from en- 
gaging in censorship. We shouldn’t 
muck it up. 

If the Obama administration jams 
this through, hands control of the 
Internet over to this international or- 
ganization, this United Nations-like 
unaccountable group, and they take it 
overseas, it is not like the next Presi- 
dent can magically snap his or her fin- 
gers and bring it back. Unscrambling 
those eggs may well not be possible. I 
suspect that is why the Obama admin- 
istration is trying to jam it through on 
September 30—to get it done in a way 
that the next President can’t undo it, 
that the Internet is lost for genera- 
tions to come. 

To stop the giveaway of our Internet 
freedom, Congress should act by con- 
tinuing and by strengthening the ap- 
propriations rider in the continuing 
resolution we will be considering this 
month and by preventing the Obama 
administration from giving away con- 
trol of the Internet. 

Next week I will be chairing a hear- 
ing on the harms to our freedom that 


September 8, 2016 


come from the Obama administration’s 
proposal to give away the Internet. 
President Ronald Reagan stated: 

Freedom is never more than one genera- 
tion away from extinction. We didn’t pass it 
on to our children in the bloodstream. It 
must be fought for, protected, and handed on 
for them to do the same, or one day we will 
spend our sunset years telling our children 
and our children’s children what it was once 
like in the United States when men were 
free. 

I don’t want us to have to tell our 
children and our children’s children 
what it was once like when the Inter- 
net wasn’t censored, wasn’t in the con- 
trol of foreign governments. I urge my 
colleagues on both sides of the aisle to 
come together, to stand together and 
ensure that we protect freedom of the 
Internet for generations to come. It is 
not too late to act. And I am encour- 
aged by the leadership of Members of 
both Houses of Congress who stand up 
and protect the freedom of the Internet 
going forward. 

Mr. President, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. CARPER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

ITT TECH AND THE GI BILL 

Mr. CARPER. Mr. President, here in 
this Chamber and in this country of 
ours, we often talk about the dream of 
a college education. A college edu- 
cation opens doors, leads to a higher 
quality of life. A college education can 
boost our wages and our incomes. A 
college education is a first-class ticket 
to the middle class. 

We often talk about the young people 
in our communities who have made 
that dream a reality, and they may not 
have come from much. Their parents 
saved what they could. In many cases, 
they are the first in their family to go 
to college. They took out loans, they 
worked nights in many cases and on 
weekends, they hit the books. In many 
cases, they graduated with honors. 
They got good-paying jobs. They raised 
a family, and they planned to send 
their kids to college too. That is the 
dream we talk about, but for too many 
students across our country today, the 
dream of a college education has 
turned into a nightmare. 

I learned this week that 45,000 college 
students who were enrolled at a school 
called ITT Tech awoke and learned 
that their college was closed—not for a 
snow day, not for a holiday; ITT Tech 
closed its doors for good after years of 
questionable business practices and fi- 
nancial woes. Many of these 45,000 stu- 
dents are living a nightmare this week. 
They are scrambling to transfer to an- 
other school. They are hoping their 
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credits will count elsewhere so they 
don’t have to start over again. They 
are scrambling to find out if they are 
eligible for debt forgiveness on their 
student loans. 

I rise today, though, to talk about a 
particular group of students who have 
been harmed by the sudden closure of 
ITT Tech—our Nation’s veterans and 
their families. Until this week, there 
were nearly 7,000 veterans enrolled at 
ITT Tech, using the post-9/11 GI bill to 
help finance their education. As a vet- 
eran myself of the Vietnam war, I 
know what it is to be eligible for the GI 
bill, which I and my generation were. 
While it was not as generous as this 
one today, nonetheless, it was a great 
lifesaver for me and a lot of other folks 
with whom I served. But the post-9/11 
GI bill, while generous, is a finite ben- 
efit. It provides up to 36 months of tui- 
tion and housing benefits for veterans 
as well as members of their family. If 
the veteran doesn’t use their benefit, 
their spouse can. If their spouse doesn’t 
use the benefit, their dependent chil- 
dren may. It is an incredible benefit. 
But veteran students at ITT Tech have 
no recourse to get those GI tuition ben- 
efits back to put toward their studies 
at another college. 

The housing allowance that our vet- 
erans’ families have spent will come to 
an abrupt halt because they are no 
longer enrolled in classes. They have 
been robbed of their time and their 
hard-earned benefits, and, frankly, tax- 
payers have been robbed of their tax 
dollars. 

When I think about the men and 
women who volunteer to serve our 
country during a time of war, it is 
unfathomable that this is the position 
in which we could leave them—at a 
defunct college, without a plan to help 
them get their benefits back, and with- 
out a way to pay their rent or their 
mortgage next month. I think it is 
shameful. I also think enough is 
enough. Congress must act to protect 
our veterans in this instance, as we do 
in so many others. 

I don’t believe that all for-profit 
schools are bad actors. They aren’t. 
Some do a good job. But the poor edu- 
cational employment outcomes for stu- 
dents across this sector are undeniable. 
The damage ITT Tech has inflicted 
upon students and taxpayers is undeni- 
able. Let’s take a moment and look at 
the facts. 

ITT Tech is facing lawsuits by the 
Consumer Financial Protection Bu- 
reau, the Securities and Exchange 
Commission, and multiple State attor- 
neys general for illegal loan schemes, 
deceiving shareholders, and for decep- 
tive recruiting. 

ITT Tech’s accreditor recently found 
that the school ‘‘is not in compliance, 
and is unlikely to become in compli- 
ance” with accrediting standards. ITT 
Tech’s closure leaves taxpayers on the 
hook for a half billion dollars in closed 
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school loan discharges—half a billion 
dollars. 

ITT Tech is one of the top recipients 
of post-9/11 GI bill dollars since 2009. 
ITT Tech did not use this massive tax- 
payer investment to provide a high- 
quality education to too many vet- 
erans. They used it for recruitment, 
they used those dollars for advertising 
and ultimately for profit. 

ITT Tech failed veterans and tax- 
payers for years. When they closed 
their doors this week, they left tax- 
payers and veterans and their families 
in the lurch. It is shameful. Again, 
enough is enough. 

The Department of Veterans Affairs 
must now work closely with the De- 
partment of Education to ensure that 
ITT Tech’s student veterans have the 
resources and guidance they need to 
transfer and continue their studies at a 
high-quality institution of higher 
learning. We in Congress have work to 
do too. I believe we have a particular 
responsibility to hold bad actors ac- 
countable and increase protection for 
veterans who plan on enrolling at for- 
profit schools that are under investiga- 
tion and heading for bankruptcy. 

For-profit schools, such as ITT Tech 
and Corinthian Colleges, which also 
suddenly collapsed last year, target 
veterans for their generous benefits 
that we as taxpayers provide for them, 
and those schools exploit something 
called the 90-10 loophole that allows 
for-profit schools to be 100 percent reli- 
ant on Federal taxpayer dollars—100 
percent. 

Congress can take meaningful steps 
to protect veterans and their families, 
and chief among them would be closing 
this loophole. The 90-10 loophole has 
directly led to this ongoing nightmare 
for the student veterans at Corinthian, 
at ITT Tech, and at countless other 
schools failing to deliver on the prom- 
ise of a higher quality education. 

In conclusion, Congress must act. We 
must act to restore the dream of a 
high-quality college education for our 
Nation’s veterans. It is well past time 
to address this situation. Enough is 
enough. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Nevada. 

Mr. HELLER. Mr. President, I rise 
today—— 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, if the 
Senator will just yield for a moment. 
Mr. HELLER. I will yield. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont. 

Mr. LEAHY. Could the Senator give 
me some idea how long he will be? 

Mr. HELLER. About 5 minutes. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I thank 
the Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Nevada. 

Mr. HELLER. Mr. President, I rise in 
support of the Heller-Heinrich amend- 
ment No. 4981. 
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Mr. President, with your experience 
in the West, you know water is the life- 
blood of our economy and culture. 
Without water, our communities can- 
not grow. Improving the rural water 
supply, their security, and economic 
development all goes hand in hand, 
which is why I have teamed up with my 
friend from New Mexico Senator HEIN- 
RICH to offer this western water amend- 
ment that will help ensure every drop 
of western water goes as far as it can. 

Our amendment simply ensures that 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers im- 
plements its western water infrastruc- 
ture program as Congress intended. It 
will help advance projects like storm 
and sewer systems, water treatment 
plants, and delivery projects in Idaho, 
Montana, Nevada, New Mexico, Utah, 
and Wyoming. 

It was first established in 1999. This 
program has been helpful to rural 
counties surrounded by Federal lands. 
Increasing the West’s water security is 
essential to the long-term economic 
competitiveness. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
important bipartisan western initia- 
tive. 

Mr. President, I want to change top- 
ics and talk about something that is 
important to all of us; that is, Lake 
Tahoe. Mark Twain once said: ‘‘The 
Lake had a _ bewilderingly richness 
about it that enchanted the eye and 
held it with the stronger fascination.” 

Over the past year and a half, I have 
worked with my good friend from Okla- 
homa, Environment and Public Works 
Chairman JIM INHOFE. I thank him for 
helping advance a longstanding pri- 
ority of mine—the Lake Tahoe Res- 
toration Act. This is a bill I cham- 
pioned in the House before I came to 
the Senate, and I am proud to be the 
lead sponsor of it in the Senate during 
the 114th Congress. 

This bipartisan legislation, which has 
garnered the unanimous support of Ne- 
vada’s congressional delegation and my 
California colleagues Senators FEIN- 
STEIN and BOXER, is focused on reduc- 
ing wildlife threats, improving water 
quality and clarity, improving public 
land management, and combating 
invasive species. Specifically, this bill 
invests $415 million into the Lake 
Tahoe Basin over the next 10 years. 
These important resources will address 
major issues that threaten the jewel of 
the Sierra’s economic and ecological 
health. That includes: helping prevent 
and manage the introduction of the 
quagga mussel and other harmful 
invasive species; prioritizing the im- 
portant fuel reduction projects that 
prevent catastrophic wildfire; and it 
advances storm water management and 
initiatives for transportation solutions 
that reduce congestion, minimize im- 
pact to the lake, and improve outdoor 
recreational activities. 

Collaborative efforts between Nevada 
and California, like the Lake Tahoe 
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Restoration Act, are prime examples of 
what can be accomplished when we set 
our minds toward a common goal. Here 
in the 114th Congress, the first where I 
have been the lead sponsor, we are clos- 
er to enactment than ever before. The 
bill has advanced through committee 
in both the House and Senate for the 
first time in the same Congress. When 
it passed the Environment and Public 
Works Committee, it garnered unani- 
mous support among committee mem- 
bers for the first time. My hope is, 
when we finish consideration of this 
bill, the Lake Tahoe Restoration Act 
will have passed the full Senate for the 
first time in its legislative history. 

Before I conclude, I thank the chair- 
man for his leadership on infrastruc- 
ture and for teaming up with our dele- 
gations to preserve this lake. I am ap- 
preciative that the Environment and 
Public Works Committee moved our 
bill through the process, both as a 
standalone bill and part of the water 
resources bill in the past year. 

Like you, I know one of the core con- 
stitutional functions the Federal Gov- 
ernment is creating is the infrastruc- 
ture necessary to conduct commerce, 
trade, and allow for general transpor- 
tation. Infrastructure development is 
one of my top priorities in Congress 
and has been a top priority of this 
Chamber’s majority. It is important to 
note that we have successfully enacted 
important policies in this Congress to 
improve travel and infrastructure 
across our country but particularly 
here at Lake Tahoe. 

In July, the FAA Extension, Safety, 
and Security Act was enacted into law. 
This important legislation imple- 
mented important reforms that make 
U.S. air travel safer, more efficient, 
critical to Nevada’s tourism like Lake 
Tahoe. 

Last year we enacted the first long- 
term highway bill in nearly a decade— 
the Fixing America’s Surface Trans- 
portation Act. It is better known as the 
FAST Act. This bill is already advanc- 
ing a variety of important transpor- 
tation projects across our country. In 
fact, I secured a variety of provisions 
in that bill that will facilitate the de- 
velopment of new and innovative tran- 
sit, highway, and bridge projects spe- 
cifically in the Tahoe Basin, as well as 
a provision aimed at improving pedes- 
trian and cyclist safety. These trans- 
portation solutions improve mobility 
and outdoor recreation at the lake, 
while reducing the impacts transpor- 
tation has on water quality and clar- 
ity. 

Again, this week I stand with Chair- 
man INHOFE to advance yet another im- 
portant infrastructure bill—the Water 
Resources Development Act. This bill 
will strengthen our Nation’s infra- 
structure and mitigates flood risks, im- 
proves the route for movement of 
goods, and invests in aging infrastruc- 
ture for drinking water and waste- 
water. 
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Initiatives such as these are impor- 
tant to maintaining public health, im- 
proving water security, and keeping 
our Nation competitive in the global 
market. I urge my colleagues to help 
preserve Lake Tahoe and other cher- 
ished places across our Nation so fu- 
ture generations can enjoy these nat- 
ural sceneries for generations to come. 
Let’s add another major infrastructure 
win for the 114th Congress—support for 
the Heller-Heinrich amendment, the 
Lake Tahoe Restoration Act, and the 
Water Resources Development Act of 
2016. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont. 

NOMINATION OF MERRICK GARLAND 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, next 
month, on the first Monday in October, 
the Supreme Court will begin its new 
term. The question we have before us 
as Senators is whether there should be 
an empty seat on the dais when the Su- 
preme Court convenes. 

On the first Monday in October, we 
have always been accustomed to seeing 
all nine Justices there. For 7 months, 
the Court has been missing a Justice, 
and because of that vacancy, it has 
been repeatedly unable to serve as the 
final arbiter of the law. There have 
been eight Justices. There has been a 
vacancy most of this year. 

The President fulfilled his constitu- 
tional duty in nominating somebody. 
We have failed to do our constitutional 
duty of advice and consent. The uncer- 
tainty in the law has been harmful to 
businesses, law enforcement, and to 
families and children across the coun- 
try. It is a constitutional crisis. Worst 
of all, this constitutional crisis is 
wholly of the Senate Republicans’ 
making, and they have the power to 
stop this constitutional crisis. 

In February, the Republican leader 
claimed, because it was an election 
year, the Senate would somehow be 
justified in not doing its job in denying 
any consideration of the next Supreme 
Court nominee. Based on my conversa- 
tions with Vermonters across the polit- 
ical spectrum and in every poll taken 
on this issue, the American people re- 
ject this partisan justification. 

There is no election-year exception 
to Senators doing their jobs, there is 
no election-year exception to the 
President doing his job, and there is no 
election-year exception to the inde- 
pendent judiciary doing its job. Each 
branch of our government has its duty 
under the Constitution. The Repub- 
lican leadership has said the Senate is 
going to reject its duty. It will damage 
the function of our Supreme Court. 
That needs to stop. 

Since public confirmation hearings 
began in the Judiciary Committee for 
Supreme Court nominees a century 
ago, the Senate has never denied a 
nominee a hearing and a vote. The late 
Justice Scalia received a hearing 42 
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days after his nomination. Justice Ken- 
nedy, who was the last Justice con- 
firmed in a Presidential election year, 
received a hearing in the Judiciary 
Committee, which was under the con- 
trol of Democrats, just 14 days after 
President Reagan nominated him in a 
Presidential election year. The Demo- 
crats held a hearing in 14 days for this 
Republican nominee. 

Contrast that to Chief Judge Gar- 
land’s nomination that has been pend- 
ing for 176 days. It is a totally unprece- 
dented situation, and certainly that 
unprecedented delay has provided 
enough time for Senators and their 
staff to become familiar with his 
record in preparation for a hearing on 
debate. 

The press may be focused on what 
might happen in a lameduck session, 
but this Vermonter is focused on his 
job now. The time for the Senate to act 
on the Supreme Court nomination is 
now. We should have a hearing next 
week. The Judiciary Committee can 
debate and consider the nomination 
the following week, and then the full 
Senate can debate and vote on his con- 
firmation by the end of September. We 
have taken far less time in the past to 
confirm Supreme Court Justices, as the 
Senate has realized the urgency of hav- 
ing a Court at full strength. 

Chief Judge Garland is ideally suited 
to serve on the Supreme Court on day 
one. He is currently the chief judge on 
the DC Circuit, which is also known as 
the second highest court. He has been a 
Federal judge for nearly two decades. 
He has more Federal judicial experi- 
ence than any Supreme Court nominee 
in our Nation’s history. As a former 
Federal prosecutor, he has been praised 
for his work leading the Justice De- 
partment’s efforts on the ground in 
Oklahoma City in the days after the 
worst act of homegrown terrorism in 
our country’s history. Republicans and 
Democrats alike have recognized Chief 
Judge Garland as a brilliant, impartial 
judge with unwavering fidelity to the 
rule of law. Republicans serving in this 
body, as well as Democrats in this 
body, said so when they voted for his 
confirmation to the DC Circuit. 

Republicans should let this Chamber 
finally get to work on Chief Judge Gar- 
land’s nomination. Bring the Supreme 
Court back to full strength in time for 
the first oral argument of October. Of 
all the challenges facing our country, 
ensuring that our Supreme Court can 
serve as high as its constitutional func- 
tion should not be one of them. This is 
a promise that Senate Republicans are 
making, but it is one they could easily 
solve this month. 

Let’s do our job. We took an oath to 
uphold the Constitution. Let’s show 
that when we raised our hand to swear 
to uphold the Constitution, we really 
meant it. The President fulfilled his 
oath; it is time for us to do our job and 
fulfill ours. 
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I see my friend on the floor seeking 
recognition. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. 
FISCHER). The Senator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. INHOFE. Madam President, we 
have a couple of votes coming up that 
are very significant, and the occupier 
of the chair is fully aware of it, having 
served on the committee that has 
worked on this legislation. 

I have to say one thing about the 
stuff we crank out of our Environment 
and Public Works Committee, and that 
is that it has been pretty significant. 
We had the FAST Act, the first high- 
way reauthorization bill in 17 years, 
which was a major one. Then we did 
the chemical bill, which was great, and 
now we are going to do the WRDA bill. 
One of the things that is interesting 
about it is the number of ports we are 
talking about. I often prided Tulsa as 
being the most inland port; however, it 
could conceivably be that Omaha may 
be giving us competition. Nonetheless, 
it gives you an idea of the significance 
of this legislation. 

Yesterday I talked about what would 
happen if this legislation doesn’t be- 
come a law this year. If that happens, 
29 navigation, flood control, and envi- 
ronmental restoration projects will not 
happen. There will be no new Corps re- 
forms to let sponsors improve infra- 
structure at their own expense. There 
will be no FEMA assistance to States 
to rehabilitate unsafe dams. There will 
be no reforms to help communities ad- 
dress clean and safe drinking water in- 
frastructures, which is a serious prob- 
lem in my State of Oklahoma. There 
will be no deal on the coal ash, which 
has plagued the coal utilities for years 
with lawsuits. Finally, we have a very 
difficult issue that we have dealt with 
to most people’s satisfaction, and so we 
want to get this done in fast order, and 
today is a very important day in ac- 
complishing that. 

Here are some other reasons why the 
bill is so important. The bill gets us 
back to every 2 years. At one time 
when the first WRDA came out—and I 
was there when it happened—we were 
supposed to have a Water, Resources, 
and Development Act every 2 years, 
but then we started slipping. During 
the last 8 years, prior to our coming 
back as a majority, we really didn’t ad- 
dress this issue. This puts us back into 
our schedule of doing it every 2 years. 
These reforms can’t wait any longer. 

Secondly, we have recently been re- 
minded several times of the need for 
Corps projects. We saw the algae wash 
up on the beaches in Florida this sum- 
mer. The project that will fix Lake 
Okeechobee and prevent this problem 
in the future is in WRDA 2016. 

I generally don’t like everglades 
projects. In fact, I can remember—it 
wasn’t that many years ago—when I 
was the only one voting against the 
Everglades Restoration Act. However, 
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let’s keep in mind that at that time 
there was not a chief report on it, and 
now that there is, we have something 
very significant that does affect that. 

This chart shows the algae blooms in 
St. Lucie, FL. This is a picture of the 
algae blooms, which were caused by de- 
teriorating water conditions. Not only 
are these blooms environmentally haz- 
ardous, but they are also economically 
debilitating to the communities living 
along south Florida’s working coast- 
line. Communities along the coast de- 
pend on clean, fresh waterflows to draw 
in tourism. As these blooms spread 
along the coast, economic development 
is negatively impacted. If we don’t au- 
thorize the Central Everglades Plan- 
ning Project, those communities will 
cease to exist. 

We also saw historic flooding in 
Baton Rouge, LA. There are two ongo- 
ing Corps projects that could have pre- 
vented much of the damage that we 
saw last month. WRDA 2016 directs the 
Corps to expedite the completion of 
these projects. 

This chart shows the Baton Rouge, 
LA, flooding. We can no longer use the 
“fix as it fails approach” as America’s 
flood protection. It is not about eco- 
nomic losses that communities face 
after a devastating flood; it is about 
loss of human lives. We are talking 
about human lives, and not acting is 
just not an option. 

Last year there were several colli- 
sions in the Houston Ship Channel be- 
cause of the design deficiency. The 
channel is too narrow, and the Coast 
Guard has declared it to be a pre- 
cautionary zone. This chart shows the 
Houston Ship Channel collision that 
happened in 2015. Without this bill, the 
navigation safety project to correct 
this issue will not move forward. 

The Corps of Engineers projects that 
these projects help generate $109 billion 
in annual economic development and 
generate $32 billion in revenue for the 
U.S. Treasury. Few understand the eco- 
nomic benefits associated with WRDA. 
As I noted yesterday, expansion of the 
Panama Canal is complete, now allow- 
ing the larger—I think they call them 
the post-Panamax boats—to pass 
through the canal. Look at the com- 
parison of the two vessels. This is what 
they can use today, and that is what is 
happening now. 

This chart shows the pre- and post- 
Panamax ships. By not passing this 
bill, many of the important deepening 
projects for our nations will go un- 
funded, making it difficult for them to 
accommodate new Panamax shipping 
vessels. 

One port that I pointed out yesterday 
was Charleston, SC. They have a 45- 
foot channel. With this bill, they will 
now be able to get to the 50- to 51-foot 
channel range that is necessary for this 
ship to be able to come in. The alter- 
native to that is going somewhere in 
the Caribbean so they can break down 
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these loads and put them on smaller 
ships. That increases the costs dra- 
matically, and we are not going to 
allow that to happen. 

The investments in drinking water 
and other investments are important, 
but let’s not forget the fact that there 
are ports we can’t use right now be- 
cause they can’t accommodate the big 
ships. The investments in drinking 
water and wastewater infrastructure 
will benefit both public health and our 
economy. Earlier I mentioned that this 
is really significant for my State of 
Oklahoma. We have States that are not 
wealthy States and are primarily rural 
areas, and the unfunded mandates that 
come in are just unbearable. I say this 
from experience. I used to be mayor of 
a major city, Tulsa, OK, for a number 
of years. At that time our biggest prob- 
lem was unfunded mandates, and that 
is what we are separating from today. 
We can pretty much correct that with 
the changes we are making in our 
WRDA bill. 

A recent study by the Water Environ- 
ment Federation shows, just as this 
chart shows, that for every million dol- 
lars of Federal spending on drinking 
water and clean water infrastructure, 
we get $2.95 million in economic output 
for the U.S. economy. Due to the ripple 
effect through the economy, these in- 
vestments will result in new Federal 
tax revenues nearly equal to infra- 
structure investments. That is why we 
need to pass the WRDA bill now, and 
we have it in front of us today. It is a 
bill that will help protect America’s 
working people and has major eco- 
nomic benefits. 

The main reason I wanted to come to 
the floor—this is the second time that 
we have made this. It is not a mandate. 
It is just that the managers of this 
bill—that is Senator BOXER from Cali- 
fornia, the leadership, and I—all agree 
that in order to finally get people to 
bring their amendments to the floor, 
we need to have a deadline, which will 
be noon tomorrow. We ask that you get 
your amendments down here this after- 
noon. We are talking about amend- 
ments to the managers’ package. We 
will not be able to consider those not 
in our package. That doesn’t mean we 
are shutting them off because next 
week we will have the opportunity to 
present some, but if you want to have 
them seriously considered, they need 
to be in our package. This should come 
as no surprise, as our committee had 
asked for any and all amendments in 
July, prior to the August recess, in 
preparation for consideration in Sep- 
tember. Last week, the Inhofe-Boxer 
substitute to S. 2848 was circulated, 
and our office stands ready to assist in 
any technical capacity in answering 
questions. 

I have to say that Senator BOXER and 
I have worked very closely together. 
There are a lot of amendments that 
have come up and have been discussed. 
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Some have been accepted, and others 
are being considered. Some are popular 
with Democrats but not Republicans, 
and the reverse is also true. This is our 
opportunity to do it. 

If Members are unable to make the 
noon deadline tomorrow for our man- 
agers’ package, we will still work to 
ensure that all amendments receive 
equal consideration as we work to clear 
as many amendments as possible and 
work to move amendments in regular 
order prior to the amendment-filing 
deadline for the underlying bill next 
week. 

We have the opportunity to do this. 
We are now operating on deadlines. It 
has been my experience in the Senate 
that until you have a deadline where 
you have to do it, people, generally 
speaking, find other things to do. We 
are going to hold their feet to the fire 
this time. Let’s try to get this through. 

Let me just comment on Senator 
BOXER. We have worked on so many 
bills that are very meaningful to the 
American people. I can remember when 
they said on our side that we were not 
going to have a 5-year massive highway 
reauthorization bill. Yet I tried to ex- 
plain to my conservative friends that 
that is the conservative approach be- 
cause the only alternative to that is 
extensions. If you have extensions, 
that doesn’t work at all. 

We have worked very well together 
on that legislation, and of course we 
also were able to work on our chemical 
bill and do that, and now we are going 
to get this done next week. 

I wish to yield to Senator BOXER and 
then retake the floor for the motions 
that will be necessary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from California. 

Mrs. BOXER. Madam President, I say 
to my colleague that I will speak for 30 
seconds because I said a lot yesterday, 
and I agree with the Senator’s analysis 
of how important this bill is. I cer- 
tainly agree that we have shown this 
body that we can overcome our dif- 
ferences and bring important bills to 
the floor. This one is critical. My 
friend has gone into it in great detail. 
We are talking about clean drinking 
water, navigation, the economy, and 
how we need to move products in ports 
and so on. It just covers the gamut of 
issues that are so important. I think 
we have done it in a way that is fis- 
cally responsible. 

I am here to again associate myself 
with your remarks and also to call on 
my side if anybody has amendments. I 
don’t think our side has any more than 
the few that we have already started to 
work on. Look, we are trying to get 
this done quickly and trying to accom- 
modate everybody. I think most people 
agree that if Senator INHOFE and I can 
agree on something, then it is pretty 
much not controversial. I am here to 
lend my aye to the voice votes we are 
about to take, so I turn it back over to 
the chairman. 
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Mr. INHOFE. I think Senator 
BOXER’s side has done a better job of 
getting their amendments in than our 
side. In talking to her and the leader 
over there, the Democratic side is down 
to about seven amendments that are 
being considered. 

I encourage our Republicans to do 
the same thing and get this thing done 
so we can make it happen. 

I take this opportunity to thank the 
Senator from California for the hard 
work we have done together. 

AMENDMENT NOS. 4981 AND 4991 EN BLOC TO 

AMENDMENT NO. 4979 

Madam President, I ask unanimous 
consent that the following amend- 
ments be called up en bloc: Heller No. 
4981 and Merkley No. 4991. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The clerk will report. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

The Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. INHOFE], 
for others, proposes amendments numbered 
4981 and 4991 to amendment No. 4979. 

The amendments are as follows: 

AMENDMENT NO. 4981 
(Purpose: To ensure the proper implementa- 
tion of the rural Western water program) 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. - . RURAL WESTERN WATER. 

Section 595 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 1999 (Public Law 106-53; 113 
Stat. 383; 128 Stat. 1816) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsection (h) as sub- 
section (i); 

(2) by inserting after subsection (g) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘(h) ELIGIBILITY.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Assistance under this 
section shall be made available to all eligible 
States and locales described in subsection (b) 
consistent with program priorities deter- 
mined by the Secretary in accordance with 
criteria developed by the Secretary to estab- 
lish the program priorities, with priority 
given to projects in any applicable State 
that— 

“(A) execute new or amended project co- 
operation agreements; and 

(B) commence promptly after the date of 
enactment of the Water Resources Develop- 
ment Act of 2016. 

‘(2) RURAL PROJECTS.—The Secretary shall 
consider a rural project authorized under 
this section and environmental infrastruc- 
ture projects authorized under section 219 of 
the Water Resources Development Act of 
1992 (Public Law 102-580; 106 Stat. 4835) for 
new starts on the same basis as any other 
program funded from the construction ac- 
count.’’; and 

(3) in subsection (i) (as redesignated by 
paragraph (1)), by striking ‘‘which shall—,”’ 
and all that follows through ‘‘remain’’ and 
inserting ‘‘to remain’’. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4991 
(Purpose: To provide loan forgiveness under 

Clean Water State Revolving Funds to 

local irrigation districts) 

At the end of subtitle B of title VII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 7206. LOAN FORGIVENESS FOR LOCAL IRRI- 
GATION DISTRICTS. 

Subsection (j)(1) of section 603 of the Fed- 

eral Water Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 
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1383) (as redesignated by 
7202(b)(1)(A)(ii)) is amended— 

(1) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by striking ‘‘to a municipality or an 
intermunicipal, interstate, or State agency” 
and inserting ‘‘to an eligible recipient”; and 

(2) in subparagraph (A), in the matter pre- 
ceding clause (i), by inserting ‘‘in assistance 
to a municipality or intermunicipal, inter- 
state, or State agency” before ‘‘to benefit”. 

Mr. INHOFE. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
now vote on these amendment en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. INHOFE. I know of no further de- 
bate on these amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 
is no further debate, the question is on 
agreeing to the amendments en bloc. 

The amendments (Nos. 4981 and 4991) 
were agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Arizona. 

OBAMACARE 

Mr. McCAIN. Madam President, over 
the last few weeks, my home State of 
Arizona has been thrust into the na- 
tional spotlight. I wish I could say it is 
because of the success of our sports 
teams or the strength of our univer- 
sities. Instead, it is because Arizona 
has become ground zero for the col- 
lapse of ObamaCare, leaving most of 
our citizens with limited choices and 
higher costs when it comes to the 
President’s signature health care law, 
which is a law that I fought against for 
weeks on end and which the then-ma- 
jority on the other side of the aisle, 
with 60 votes and without a single Re- 
publican vote and without a single Re- 
publican amendment, passed into law. 

In 2009 the President said: ‘‘[I]f 
you’ve got health insurance, you like 
your doctor, you like your plan—you 
can keep your doctor, you can keep 
your plan. Nobody is talking about 
taking that away from you.” 

Let me repeat the words of the Presi- 
dent of the United States after, on a 
strict party-line basis, he passed 
ObamaCare: ‘‘[I]f you’ve got health in- 
surance, you like your doctor, you like 
your plan—you can keep your doctor, 
you can keep your plan. Nobody is 
talking about taking that away from 
you.” 

That is a quote from the President of 
the United States when ObamaCare 
was passed. He also said that if you 
like your health insurance policy, you 
can keep your policy, period, in his 
own inimitable style. 

Ever since the passage of ObamaCare, 
Americans have been hit by broken 
promise after broken promise and met 
with higher costs, fewer choices, and 
poor quality of care. 

Let me read just a few of the most re- 
cent headlines addressing the collapse 
of ObamaCare in Arizona. 

Madam President, I ask unanimous 
consent that relevant articles be print- 
ed in today’s RECORD. 


section 
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There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From politico.com, Aug. 22, 2016] 
THE COUNTY OBAMACARE FORGOT 
(By Rachana Pradhan) 


An Arizona county is poised to become an 
Obamacare ghost town because no insurer 
wants to sell exchange plans there. 

Aetna’s recent announcement that it 
would exit most of the states where it offers 
Obamacare plans leaves residents of Pinal 
County, Arizona, without any options to get 
subsidized health coverage next year, unless 
regulators scramble to find a carrier to fill 
the void between now and early October. 

About 9,700 people in Pinal signed up for 
Obamacare plans this year, according to ad- 
ministration data. 

The predicament of Pinal County is an ex- 
treme example of the contraction of insurers 
in the Obamacare markets expected in 2017. 
The federal health care law was supposed to 
offer a range of affordable health care plans 
through competition among private insurers. 
But that competition has dramatically de- 
clined in some states, as a result of pull- 
backs by national insurers and failed co-op 
plans. Decline in competition means fewer 
choices and, often, higher prices for con- 
sumers. 

Nearly 1 in 5 potential Obamacare cus- 
tomers may have just one insurer selling 
plans in their communities—up from just 2 
percent of customers who had one option 
this year, according to the McKinsey Center 
for U.S. Health System Reform. 

But in Pinal County, a rural community 
within the Phoenix metropolitan area, many 
may lose health care coverage altogether. 

“If you have a several-hundred-dollar-a- 
month subsidy available and you lose that, 
that’s going to be huge,” said Thomas 
Schryer, director of the Pinal County Public 
Health Services District. 

He predicted that many Pinal residents 
would be unable to afford more costly insur- 
ance plans outside the Obamacare market- 
place and were likely to roll the dice and go 
without coverage—something that will be far 
more risky for those with chronic health 
problems or who are in the middle of treat- 
ments. 

Arizona’s Obamacare marketplace had pre- 
viously offered plans sold by national insur- 
ers like United-Health Group and Humana, 
as well as by a nonprofit co-op plan seeded 
with Obamacare loans. But the co-op col- 
lapsed, and United and Humana, like Aetna, 
are leaving the exchange. Other companies, 
like Blue Cross Blue Shield of Arizona, are 
scaling back their presence. 

“It’s a dramatic case of a more general 
thing: There are weaker markets that are 
going to be less attractive for carriers,” said 
Katherine Hempstead of the Robert Wood 
Johnson Foundation. 

It isn’t entirely clear why insurers are flee- 
ing this particular county, which had about 
an 18 percent poverty rate in 2014—higher 
than the roughly 15 percent for the country 
as a whole but not extreme. Median house- 
hold income was around $50,250, according to 
the Census. 

Yet there are higher rates of adult obesity, 
physical inactivity and teen births in Pinal 
County compared with statewide figures, ac- 
cording to data from the Robert Wood John- 
son Foundation. A shortage of health pro- 
viders is also acute, with only one primary 
care doctor for every 6,700 people. 

“The reason why it’s empty is because no- 
body wants to be there,” one insurance in- 
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dustry source said of Pinal County. ‘‘The 
only thing a [regulator] can do is beg.” 

Although Pinal experienced a population 
boom in the 2000s, it doesn’t have much of an 
economic base, so most people work and 
likely receive their health care in nearby 
Phoenix, according to Arizona State Univer- 
sity professor Tom Rex. 

“The health care infrastructure often 
takes many years to catch up with the popu- 
lation,” said Schryer. 

Begging on behalf of Obamacare can be po- 
litically problematic in a red state like Ari- 
zona, where Obamacare has been a promi- 
nent feature of at least one reelection cam- 
paign in the current cycle. Sen. John McCain 
has made it a centerpiece of his bid for an- 
other term. 

Such was the case in Mississippi in 2013, 
when state Insurance Commissioner Mike 
Chaney had to convince an insurer to offer 
plans in 36 counties that had no options 
ahead of the first open enrollment period. 
Chaney said federal regulators helped the 
state because it was ‘very unpopular” for a 
Republican to help recruit someone to cover 
the entire state. Humana eventually agreed 
to sell on the exchange in those counties, 
and it’s still there. 

“What were having to do now to keep 
companies in our state to cover all of the 
counties is to grant some pretty heavy rate 
increases,” Chaney said in a recent inter- 
view. 

Health policy experts say that Blue Cross 
Blue Shield of Arizona would be the most 
likely to sell plans in Pinal if regulators can 
coax it back. The company had offered plans 
in the county this year but decided to drop 
its offerings there, as well as in neighboring 
Maricopa County, where Phoenix is located, 
according to its 2017 rate filings. 

The company has said that in light of 
Aetna’s exit, it is re-evaluating where it will 
offer plans next year. But an agreement to 
return would likely come at a price. BCBS of 
Arizona had initially requested a rate in- 
crease of 65 percent on average for individual 
plans, when Maricopa and Pinal counties 
were part of its filing. When it dropped those 
counties, the company revised its proposed 
increase to 51 percent. 

Aetna initially submitted an 18 percent 
rate increase for its individual plans on the 
exchange. It later jacked up its requested 
rate increase to 86 percent, before pulling 
out entirely. 

Trish Riley, executive director of the Na- 
tional Academy for State Health Policy, said 
regulators have discretion in setting cov- 
erage rules but few things can be done quick- 
ly. Agreeing to look at rates again would 
offer an incentive to insurers to participate, 
she said. 

“What are your options?” she said of state 
regulators. ‘‘Disenfranchised consumers are 
going to sue you. People aren’t going to get 
coverage. Those aren’t good options.” 

In the long term, Riley said the recent 
spate of insurance company exits should spur 
a broader conversation about strategies to 
stabilize the exchanges. 

“I think this is a wake-up call,” she said. 

But state Insurance Department spokes- 
man Stephen Briggs offered a different per- 
spective, saying regulators ‘‘are not scram- 
bling” to find another company. He also dis- 
missed the notion that regulators might 
grant higher rate increases to an insurer if it 
agreed to serve Pinal. He said the depart- 
ment is still reviewing plan rates for 2017 and 
final rates would be released in September. 

“The decision to really offer a product is a 
business decision that the company still has 
the right to make,” he said. 
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[From The Republic, Aug. 26, 2016] 


ARIZONA CONSUMERS FRET AS ‘OBAMACARE’ 
INSURANCE OPTIONS DWINDLE 


(By Ken Altucker) 


For many who buy their own health insur- 
ance, next year is shaping up to be a chal- 
lenging and financially painful year. 

Six major health insurers that sell plans 
directly to consumers are bowing out or scal- 
ing back on the Affordable Care Act market- 
place in Arizona. 

Only two marketplace insurers will remain 
in Arizona’s largest county, Maricopa Coun- 
ty, and the exodus has left Pinal County 
without a single insurer willing to offer a 
marketplace option next year to the nearly 
10,000 people now enrolled. 

Federal and state officials caution that 
things could change between now and Nov. 1, 
the scheduled start of the three-month en- 
rollment period. They cite regulatory efforts 
to woo at least one Pinal County insurance 
provider. 

Arizona Department of Insurance officials 
do not expect to finalize the list of insurers 
until mid- to late September, said depart- 
ment spokesman Stephen Briggs. The state 
agency, which regulates the insurance mar- 
ket in Arizona, can’t say for certain at this 
point which plans will be available during 
enrollment. 

But six insurance companies already have 
announced plans or disclosed in state filings 
their intention to drop out or scale back 
marketplace coverage in 2017. Aetna, Health 
Choice Insurance Co., Humana and 
UnitedHealth Group will discontinue mar- 
ketplace plans in Arizona. Health Net will 
offer plans only in Pima County next year, 
according to state Department of Insurance 
filings. 

Blue Cross Blue Shield of Arizona, Arizo- 
na’s health insurance mainstay, announced 
in June that steep financial losses had 
prompted it to stop selling marketplace 
plans in Maricopa and Pinal counties start- 
ing next year. The company had offered 
plans in every county since the Affordable 
Care Act marketplace launched in 2014. 

However, Blue Cross Blue Shield has since 
said it is reconsidering in the wake of 
Aetna’s exit. 

The trickle of insurers exiting—and rate- 
hike requests of as much as 122 percent for 
remaining insurers—is making consumers 
nervous. Some are taking step to prepare for 
what they fear could be delayed care and 
long trips to doctors’ offices and hospitals. 

‘YOU’LL NEVER SEE A DOCTOR’ 


Claburn Niven Jones, who owns a home in 
Scottsdale and a condo in the San Francisco 
Bay area, said the insurance shakeout has 
prompted him to take steps to relocate to 
California. The reason? The 63-year-old can- 
cer patient doesn’t think that there will be 
enough insurance and health-provider op- 
tions for Maricopa County residents next 
year. 

Diagnosed with prostate and thyroid can- 
cers, Jones envisions long waits for special- 
ists with crowded appointment calendars. 

He doesn’t want to take that chance. 

Enrollment figures show that more than 
126,000 Maricopa County residents selected 
marketplace health plans offered by eight in- 
surance companies as of Feb. 1. Those mar- 
ketplace customers who seek to continue 
coverage will have only two options left by 
Jan. 1, 2017—Phoenix Health Plans Inc. and 
Cigna. 

“If you add them all up and throw them 
into a network, you’ll never see a doctor,” 
said Jones, a retired certified public ac- 
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countant. “It’s going to be a health care dis- 
aster for the people of Phoenix.” 

Neither Phoenix Health Plans nor Cigna 
are willing to discuss proposed provider net- 
works until state and federal insurance regu- 
lators sign off on their plans for next year. 

Briggs said the state insurance department 
uses formulas to make sure there are enough 
doctors, labs and hospitals to handle the pro- 
jected number of customers. 

He acknowledged that the remaining insur- 
ers could face heavier customer loads after 
so many other insurers have dropped out or 
scaled back. 

“They do have to demonstrate their ability 
to—or lack thereof—to handle the (cus- 
tomers) in their network,” Briggs said. 

Jones has an insurance plan through a unit 
of UnitedHealth Group that will expire Dec. 
31. UnitedHealth won’t offer an individual 
plan next year in Maricopa County. 

Jones said he began investigating other 
marketplace options even though he does not 
qualify for subsidized ACA coverage. 

He believes both Cigna and Phoenix Health 
Plans will be inundated with marketplace 
customers, and he said he can’t wait until 
Nov. 1 to find detailed information on the in- 
surers’ networks of doctors and hospitals. 

He will undergo proton radiation treat- 
ment this fall for his prostate cancer. He 
also needs regular appointments with an 
endocrinologist to monitor his thyroid can- 
cer, which requires periodic scans following 
an earlier surgery. 

Jones said he is preparing to establish full- 
time residency in California, where he owns 
a condominium in San Mateo. 

We moved to Arizona for a quality of life 
and (lower) expense,” said Niven. “I can’t get 
insurance, so I will have to leave.” 

Other Arizonans, too, are worried that 
Maricopa County’s narrowing options could 
pose challenges. 

North Scottsdale resident Jane Vesely, 62, 
has a Blue Cross Blue Shield plan that will 
expire at the end of this year. She wants a 
marketplace plan, but she worries that nei- 
ther Cigna nor Phoenix Health Plans will 
provide an in-network hospital near her 
house. 

Cigna’s current marketplace plans this 
year use its Connect network, which includes 
Banner Health hospitals and some specialty 
hospitals. The network does not include 
HonorHealth’s Scottsdale hospitals closest 
to Vesely’s home. 

The other marketplace plan, Phoenix 
Health Plans, is owned by the for-profit hos- 
pital chain Tenet Healthcare, It also does 
not contract with Scottsdale-based 
HonorHealth. 

It’s unclear if the Department of Insurance 
will ask the two plans to expand their exist- 
ing networks. 

Vesely long had access to hospitals, doc- 
tors and specialists near her home through 
her husband’s employer-provided health 
plan. Her husband retired in 2014 and is on 
Medicare. She has to wait more than two 
years before she’s eligible for the federal 
health program for those 65 and older. 

“The exchange was healthy (in 2014) and we 
made the decision that I don’t really have to 
go back to work,” said Vesely. Now she may 
need to get a job that offers health insurance 
due to the fraying marketplace. 

“I have a feeling there are a lot of people 
like me who may be in a similar position,” 
she said. 

FEDS SAY MARKETPLACE PLANS REMAIN 
AFFORDABLE FOR MOST 


The U.S. Department of Health and Human 
Services released a report Wednesday high- 
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lighting the affordability of marketplace 
plans for most people. Even if insurers raised 
rates by an average of 50 percent, 72 percent 
of Arizonans could buy health coverage next 
year for $100 or less each month, after tax 
credit subsidies are calculated, the report 
said. 

Tax credits are an Affordable Care Act tool 
used to offset the cost of monthly premiums 
for individuals who earn between 138 percent 
to 400 percent of the federal poverty level. 
More than 124,000 Arizonans who were en- 
rolled in a plan as of March 31 had received 
a tax credit. But another 55,000-plus resi- 
dents paid the full amount for marketplace 
plans, and they could face significant rate 
hikes next year. 

Phoenix Health Plans will seek to raise 
rates on marketplace plans by an average of 
122 percent, while Cigna has requested a 19 
percent increase. Blue Cross Blue Shield, ex- 
pected to be the only marketplace option in 
most rural Arizona counties, is seeking an 
average rate increase of 51 percent. 

The Department of Insurance is reviewing 
the proposed rate increases. However, it does 
not have the authority under state law to re- 
ject a rate increase. The state’s review can 
only determine whether an insurer’s rate 
change is reasonable or unreasonable. 

In the past, insurers have agreed to modify 
rate requests that state regulators deter- 
mined were unreasonable. There’s no guar- 
antee that insurers will do that this year, 
particularly with a majority of Arizona 
counties expected to have only one market- 
place insurer. 

“Even if we go back to a provider to say, 
‘You haven’t demonstrated or justified the 
increase,’ they can say, ‘Well, we appreciate 
that. This is what we think we have to 
charge in order to not go bankrupt,” Briggs 
said. 

While the HHS report emphasized the af- 
fordability of plans for those who qualify for 
health subsidies, it did not did not address 
the narrowing of health-care options in Ari- 
zona and other states. 

Ben Wakana, HHS’ deputy assistant sec- 
retary for public affairs, said it’s important 
to look at how the federal health law has 
transformed the insurance market. 

“Four years ago, companies in the indi- 
vidual market relied on a business model of 
largely denying coverage to people with pre- 
existing conditions,” Wakana said. 

He noted that the federal health-care law 
now forbids marketplace insurers from deny- 
ing coverage to the sick, and most people 
can buy coverage at subsidized rates, he said. 

“It has helped to get this country to the 
lowest uninsured rate on record,” he said. 


[From Cronkite News, Aug. 10, 2016] 


OBAMACARE CONSUMERS FACE HIGHER COSTS 
IN FALL 


(By Keshia Butts) 


WASHINGTON.—When it comes to 
Obamacare in Arizona, not much is certain, 
but this much is: Coverage will still be avail- 
able, but it will cost more. 

Five insurance companies that had offered 
coverage in the Affordable Care Act market- 
place have told state regulators that they 
will opt out or scale back coverage when the 
next open season for Affordable Care Act 
coverage begins Nov. 1. 

There will still be coverage, but with fewer 
providers experts say costs will likely go up 
“much higher in 2017 than they had in the 
past couple of years.” 

A national estimate by the Kaiser Family 
Foundation predicts that premiums for one 
of the lower-costs plans could rise as much 


September 8, 2016 


as 9 percent next year, compared to 2 percent 
this year. In Arizona, those higher premiums 
could hit more than 100,000 people. 

“The general trend is, as premiums are 
going up they are going up faster then cer- 
tainly consumers would like and even sup- 
porters of the law expected or hoped,” said 
Michael Cannon, the director of health pol- 
icy studies at the Cato Institute. 

Insurance companies had until Tuesday to 
let state regulators, and their customers, 
know whether they will still be offering cov- 
erage at all or scaling back plans when the 
next open enrollment period under the Af- 
fordable Care Act begins on Nov. 1. 

As of last week, five companies in Arizona 
had announced plans to pull out or pull back: 
Health Choice, United Healthcare, Humana, 
Blue Cross Blue Shield of Arizona and Health 
Net. 

For the insurers, it’s a business decision: 
They are losing money on the policies they 
have offered in previous rounds of the Afford- 
able Care Act, better known as Obamacare. 

Jeff Stelnik, senior vice president of Blue 
Cross Blue Shield of Arizona, said the com- 
pany lost $185 million on ACA plans in two 
years and expects to continue to see losses. 

‘Our focus will be on our customers and 
finding the best way for them,” Stelnik said. 

Health Choice opted out of the Arizona 
marketplace for similar reasons, said Laura 
Waugh, the director of marketing and com- 
munications there. 

“The business and regulatory uncertain- 
ties that exist at this time with respect to 
the federal health insurance marketplace 
significantly impacted our decision to dis- 
continue our marketplace product offer- 
ings,” Waugh said in an emailed statement. 

The shifting marketplace was not unex- 
pected, as it is still a relatively new market, 
said Allen Gjersvig, director of navigator and 
enrollment services at the Arizona Alliance 
for Community Health Centers. But he said 
he also expects ‘‘as we go forward for some 
companies to expand coverage.” 

In the meantime, people looking for cov- 
erage in the next round of Obamacare, which 
runs from Nov. 1 to Jan. 31, should still have 
plenty of plans to choose from, analysts said. 

“In the key population areas of Arizona 
there is still going to be significant competi- 
tion so that people can choose among a vari- 
ety of plans, and that’s going to be very 
helpful to them,” said Ron Pollack, execu- 
tive director of Families USA. 

But they should brace for higher costs. 

“What we are seeing so far is that pre- 
miums are going up much higher in 2017 than 
they had in the past couple of years,” said 
Cynthia Cox, associate director of health re- 
form and private insurance at Kaiser Family 
Foundation. 

Cato’s Cannon said there are several rea- 
sons why premium prices are rising. 

“It requires people to buy more coverage 
than they did otherwise and it prevents in- 
surance companies from saying no to people 
who have pre-existing conditions,” Cannon 
said of Obamacare. ‘And then it encourages 
those with expensive illnesses to sign up for 
the most comprehensive plans.” 

But Pollack said that while premium 
prices will increase, so will the federal sub- 
sidies many consumers get to help them pay 
for their coverage. 

“Even if somebody’s premiums are some- 
what higher than they were before, their 
subsidies will be somewhat higher than they 
were before and the ultimate thing that a 
consumer cares about is how much do I have 
to pay out of pocket,” Pollack said. 


Mr. McCAIN. Phoenix Business Jour- 
nal, September 2, 2016: ‘‘Phoenix 
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Health Plan dumps Obamacare Ex- 
change, leaves Cigna as sole carrier in 
Maricopa County.” 

The Arizona Republic, August 17, 
2016: “Pinal County left with no ACA 
options as Aetna exits Arizona.”’ 

Politico, August 22, 2016: ‘‘The coun- 
ty Obama forgot.” 

USA TODAY, August 30, 2016: 
“Health Care Choices Choked Fur- 
ther.” 

Havasu News, 
“Obamacare consumers 
costs in fall.” 

TIME, August 25, 2016: “Aetna Has 
Revealed Obamacare’s Many Broken 
Promises.” 

The Arizona Republic, August 26, 
2016: ‘‘Arizona consumers fret as 
‘Obamacare’ insurance options dwin- 
dle.” 

The Arizona Republic, June 14, 2016: 
“Insurers seek rate hikes for ACA 
plans.” 

Come November 1, this will be the re- 
ality for hundreds of thousands of 
hard-working Arizonans currently en- 
rolled in ObamaCare. Already, 
UnitedHealth, Humana, Health Choice 
Insurance Co., Aetna, and now Phoenix 
Health Plan have all announced they 
are exiting Arizona’s marketplace. 

Up until late last night, Arizona had 
the dubious distinction of being home 
to the only county in America without 
a single health insurance provider of- 
fering plans in 2017. While I am pleased 
that Blue Cross Blue Shield of Arizona 
decided to step in to save Pinal County 
from having no choices in the Federal 
marketplace, there is no reason to be- 
lieve this is an economically viable or 
sustainable end result. The fact re- 
mains that this is a far cry from what 
President Obama promised before and 
after signing his signature health care 
reform bill into law. 

The mass exodus of health insurers 
from the ObamaCare marketplace 
should come as no surprise to anyone. 
Over the last few years, these providers 
have reported massive financial losses 
as a result of their participation in the 
Federal exchanges. UnitedHealth, for 
example, recently projected to lose 
well over $1 billion as a result of the 
poorly constructed ObamaCare mar- 
ketplace. For the insurers who con- 
tinue to participate in the exchanges, 
their only option is to raise premium 
rates astronomically high in order to 
cover their losses. In fact, one of the 
insurers in Arizona, in Maricopa Coun- 
ty, said they are going to ask for a 65- 
percent rate increase. Copays are going 
up into the thousands of dollars. 

What is clear is that ObamaCare is 
crumbling and Arizonans are being left 
to pick up the pieces. 

Let me direct the attention of my 
colleagues to this map. As we can see, 
as it stands today, 14 of Arizona’s 15 
counties will have a single—that is 
one—a single health insurer to shop for 
coverage when open enrollment begins 
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on November 1. That includes Maricopa 
County, Arizona’s most populous coun- 
ty, impacting more than 120,000 of my 
fellow citizens. This is down from the 
eight health insurance options Mari- 
copa County residents had in 2016. Let 
me repeat that. In 2016, they had eight 
health insurers to choose from. Guess 
what they are going to have in 2017. 
One, along with every other county in 
Arizona, with one exception that will 
have two. AS we can see, none have 
three. Up until yesterday, Pinal Coun- 
ty was in the red. Worse still, of those 
14 counties, 13 Arizona counties will 
see their premiums increase on average 
by 51 percent. Thirteen of these coun- 
ties will see their premiums increase 
on average by 51 percent. For some 
families, this could mean thousands of 
dollars per month out of their pay- 
checks. I doubt that their standard of 
living and their pay has increased suffi- 
ciently to cover a 5l-percent increase 
in their premiums. 

That is why Cynthia Cox, associate 
director of health reform and private 
insurance at the Kaiser Family Foun- 
dation, recently stated: 

In most other parts of the country, large 
cities like Phoenix have multiple insurers 
participating in them. Arizona is by far the 
most affected state when it comes to these 
exits. 

For a law that President Obama said 
would bring ‘‘[more] choice, more com- 
petition [and] real health care secu- 
rity,” ObamaCare has delivered noth- 
ing more than empty promises. 

Today, thousands of my fellow citi- 
zens are asking ‘‘What happens if the 
only plan being offered in my county 
doesn’t cover my current doctor or the 
coverage is insufficient for my family’s 
needs?” or “Should I purchase health 
insurance at all, given all the upheaval 
in the market?” 

Well, when crafting this law, Presi- 
dent Obama and congressional Demo- 
crats thought it would be a good idea 
to penalize those people who don’t en- 
roll by forcing them to pay a fine—to 
pay a fine if they didn’t enroll. Put 
simply, if you don’t enroll, you pay a 
fine. If there is a monopoly in a given 
county with no competition, you are 
penalized. 

Being forced to choose between a 
much more expensive plan and paying 
a fine is unconscionable. In other 
words, they have two choices: not ac- 
cepting the one plan or paying a fine. 
That is unconscionable. That is why 
yesterday I joined Senators COTTON, 
SASSE, FLAKE, JOHNSON, and BARRASSO 
in introducing legislation that would 
protect individuals living in a county 
with no competition in the Federal 
marketplace from having to pay a pen- 
alty. These Americans should not be 
forced to bear the burdens of a health 
care system that was fatally flawed 
from conception. 

The collapse of ObamaCare in Ari- 
zona and across the country confirms 
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what Republicans have warned about 
all along: Government-mandated 
health care is unsustainable. Now that 
the law is unraveling, it is no surprise 
that Democrats are clamoring for a so- 
called ‘‘public option” that is nothing 
more than government-run health care. 
If anything is clear about this failed 
law, it is that more government inter- 
vention is the wrong solution to fixing 
our health care system. 

This failed law will only continue to 
place undue burdens on Arizona fami- 
lies unless we repeal and replace 
ObamaCare with real reform that en- 
courages competition and empowers 
patients to make their own health care 
decisions. 

I will continue to push for this bill 
with Senator PERDUE that would do 
just that—replace ObamaCare with 
commonsense solutions that empower 
patients and doctors, not the govern- 
ment, to take back control of their 
health care. Until then, hard-working 
Americans will continue to bear the 
consequences of a failed ObamaCare. 

Madam President, I ask unanimous 
consent to engage in a colloquy with 
the Senator from Wyoming. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. McCAIN. I see my friend Dr. BAR- 
RASSO. I would ask Dr. BARRASSO, what 
happens to average citizens when, as is 
the case in my State, all but one coun- 
ty only have one option, one health 
care provider? What happens then? 

Mr. BARRASSO. Well, it is so inter- 
esting that the Senator would bring 
this up because the entire State of Wy- 
oming has found itself in exactly the 
same situation where there is only one 
choice. Remember, the President prom- 
ised a marketplace. What the Amer- 
ican people have gotten is a monopoly. 
In one-third of all the counties in the 
country, they are down to a single— 
and it is not really a choice; it is a 
take-it-or-leave-it situation. I call all 
of these places falling into what is 
called the ‘‘ObamaCare wasteland.” It 
is unfortunate to see it happening in 
county after county. 

I know you have been talking about 
the headlines: 31 percent, one in three 
counties, one choice. That is not what 
the President promised. One broken 
promise after another. 

I don’t know if you saw the most re- 
cent polling today out from Gallup. It 
said a couple of things: The number of 
people who disapprove of the health 
care has gone up and the number who 
approve has dropped. The headlines are 
telling the true story about how bad 
this is. People are finally seeing the 
truth, in spite of all the things the 
Obama administration and the Demo- 
crats who passed these things have 
been saying for a number of years. 

Mr. McCAIN. If I could ask another 
question, and that is, we see—and it is 
well publicized—the increases in pre- 
miums. For example, in Maricopa 
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County, the health care provider re- 
maining is asking for 65 percent in- 
creases in premiums, but what about 
the copays? In other words, isn’t it 
hard for Americans to understand why 
they would literally pay thousands of 
dollars before they would be eligible to 
receive the care? 

Mr. BARRASSO. Well, that is it. The 
deductibles and the copays are one of 
the reasons that people are saying they 
are disapproving of the health care law. 
The premiums have continued to go up, 
but on top of that, even if you get a 
subsidy that President Obama says is 
helpful, it doesn’t touch it that first 
time or the second or the 5,000th be- 
cause people, before they actually get 
to use the so-called insurance, have to 
come up with, for families, sometimes 
up to $10,000 out of their own pocket 
before that. So the insurance is not 
really useful. 

It is interesting when we listen to 
the President say they have coverage— 
but not if they can’t get care. It is use- 
less coverage. It is empty coverage. It 
is not what people want, which is af- 
fordable care. 

Mr. McCAIN. So if you are an aver- 
age citizen and you see your deductible 
at a couple thousand dollars, it seems 
to me that your only other option real- 
ly is to go to the emergency room, the 
most expensive form of health care. 

Mr. BARRASSO. That is very often 
the case, and we are seeing more and 
more of that across the country. Emer- 
gency room doctors are saying they are 
swamped. 

The President says that when they 
get ObamaCare, they will find family 
doctors. That is not what is happening. 
What is happening is the emergency 
rooms are being more and more in- 
cluded and involved, and that is where 
patients are turning today, which is 
why the Gallup poll today says 29 per- 
cent of Americans say they have per- 
sonally been hurt by the health care 
law, and this may also be true in Ari- 
zona, or worse. So to help people who 
didn’t have insurance, the President 
and the Democrats and those who 
voted for this bill should never have 
had to hurt so many Americans, and 
today about one in three Americans 
says they have been personally hurt by 
this law. Those are the numbers that 
are out today. 

Mr. McCAIN. So at the next townhall 
meeting you or I have, somebody is 
going to stand up and say: OK, 
ObamaCare has failed, Senator BAR- 
RASSO, or Senator McCAIN. What is the 
answer? 

Mr. BARRASSO. Senator GRAHAM 
from South Carolina and I introduced a 
bill called the Health Care Choice Act 
to let the States have much more of a 
say in this. The State Health Care 
Choice Act provides freedom, flexi- 
bility, choice. So much of the reason 
prices have gone up so high is, the 
President has decided what kind of in- 
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surance people need to buy instead of 
letting the people themselves decide 
what they need, what is best for them 
and their families. I have gotten let- 
ters, and I know you have as well, 
where families had insurance that 
worked for them, but it wasn’t good 
enough for President Obama because he 
feels he knows better than the people 
know about themselves and their fami- 
lies. 

We want to provide the freedom and 
the flexibility of choice to let States 
decide whether they want to comply 
with the mandates of ObamaCare. 
States have much more involvement 
than Washington’s one-size-fits-all that 
I know sure doesn’t work for Wyoming 
and I suspect doesn’t work in Arizona 
either. 

Mr. McCAIN. In a townhall meeting, 
someone will stand up in Cody or Tuc- 
son and say: Senator McCAIN, the cost 
of my prescription drugs has gone up 
100 percent, 200 percent or whatever. 
How do we answer people who literally 
can no longer afford, in some cases, 
lifesaving prescription drugs? 

Mr. BARRASSO. ObamaCare has ac- 
tually made that worse because if you 
take a look at the numbers in the 
deductibles and copays, people who get 
insurance through ObamaCare have 
found out in the last several years that 
they have paid twice as much out of 
pocket for prescription drugs as people 
who got insurance through work be- 
cause at work the copays are lower, the 
deductibles are lower, and there is cov- 
erage for medications which are expen- 
sive because of medical breakthroughs. 

The life expectancy of human beings 
continues to go up because of the ad- 
vances in medicine and technology. All 
of these advances have been very help- 
ful for us as citizens of this country 
and as people living on this planet, but 
the costs are there, and with 
ObamaCare we are finding that those 
people who have to get prescriptions 
filled through ObamaCare are paying 
over twice as much as what people are 
paying who get insurance through 
work, which is why we need to get 
away from ObamaCare and repeal it 
and replace it with patient-centered 
care, which we are not getting under 
the ObamaCare law. 

Mr. McCAIN. It seems to me that as 
we debated for weeks on the floor of 
the Senate, the fundamental premise of 
ObamaCare was to take money from 
healthy young Americans in order to 
pay for the health care needs of older, 
not so well Americans. We are seeing a 
lot of young Americans who are saying: 
I would rather pay the fine. I would 
rather pay the fine. So the estimates of 
those who would be enrolled is roughly 
half of what the Congressional Budget 
Office predicted would be enrolled. Ob- 
viously, this has a huge effect on the 
whole ability of health care, 
ObamaCare, to care for these people. 

Mr. BARRASSO. That was the front 
page story in the Washington Post on 
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Sunday, August 28, ‘‘Health Exchange 
Sign-Ups Fall Short.” 

The Congressional Budget Office ex- 
pected 24 million people to sign up, and 
less than 11 million have signed up. So 
less than half of the people they pre- 
dicted would sign up have done so, and 
the reason is, so many people looked at 
it and didn’t sign up. Why don’t people 
sign up? Because they believe it is a 
bad deal for them personally. They 
looked at the high copays, the high 
deductibles, as the Senator from Ari- 
zona made reference to, and the high 
premiums. They decided it was cheaper 
to pay a fine than to buy the insurance. 
They find they cannot use it anyway 
because the deductibles and copays are 
so high. 

Mr. McCAIN. If you are a young per- 
son and you have paid the fine and 
then you get in an automobile accident 
on the way to the hospital, wouldn’t 
you want to sign up for ObamaCare? 

Mr. BARRASSO. Interestingly 
enough, President Obama has made it 
pretty easy to do that. What we found 
in watching some of these testimonies 
from around the country, in one State, 
you had over 250 people who signed up, 
got treatment, over $100,000 worth of 
treatment, and then dropped the insur- 
ance. They are gaming the system left 
and right because that is the way 
President Obama has it set up. 

Look, it was written behind closed 
doors in the office of the then-majority 
leader, HARRY REID, but because it has 
become such a disaster, the Democrats 
have lost the majority and are now in 
the minority because so many people 
are bothered by the way the President 
and the believers in his process have 
said: It is all right. We have the votes. 
We are going to do it. We are not going 
to listen to Republicans. We are not 
going to listen to doctors who have 
practiced medicine their whole lives. 
We know what is better for the Amer- 
ican people. That is exactly what we 
have happening. That is why so many 
people are saying: It is not a good deal 
for me. I don’t want any part of it. Now 
we see this Gallup poll where 49 per- 
cent of Americans believe this health 
care law has hurt them personally. 
Today we are seeing that a greater 
number of Americans believe this law 
is going to hurt health care for them 
and their families into the future. So 
that is not a good projection about 
what we need as Americans in a time 
when we have more people who are liv- 
ing longer and older and want to lead 
healthier lives. 

Mr. McCAIN. I would like to say to 
Dr. BARRASSO that I have appreciated 
your leadership on this issue, and your 
knowledge and background, frankly, 
ever since ObamaCare was passed. The 
Senator has been very helpful to people 
such as I as we have gone through this 
odyssey, where the President had said 
there would be more choice, more com- 
petition, and real health care security. 
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He also said, by the way—I think you 
might recall it, in his own inimitable 
style, saying: If you like your health 
care plan, you can keep your health 
care plan, period. Remember the ‘‘pe- 
riod” he added to the comment? 

So I thank the Senator, and I want to 
assure the citizens of Arizona that I 
will do everything in my power to re- 
peal and replace ObamaCare, which is 
causing so much harm to the people of 
my State. It is unconscionable, unnec- 
essary, and I would have it as one of 
my highest priorities. 

I thank Dr. BARRASSO and I yield the 
floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Florida. 

Mr. RuBIO. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that I be permitted 
to speak as in morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

(The remarks of Mr. RUBIO pertaining 
to the introduction of S. 3301 are print- 
ed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘State- 
ments on Introduced Bills and Joint 
Resolutions.’’) 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio. 

SENIOR TAX HIKE PREVENTION ACT 

Mr. PORTMAN. Madam President, I 
rise to talk about a tax increase in the 
President’s Affordable Care Act. I want 
to start, though, by commending my 
colleague from Florida for his remarks 
regarding the Zika virus and the im- 
pact it is having, not just on his State 
but on so many others in our country. 
I thank him for his diligence in trying 
to get to a solution. 

We are so close. We did pass some- 
thing in the Senate. The House passed 
something a little different. It is time 
for us to figure out how to resolve 
these relatively small differences and 
provide the help that is needed. This is 
an emergency. It is a medical emer- 
gency. I was on the floor yesterday 
speaking about another emergency, 
which is the opioid issue and the heroin 
and prescription drug addiction and 
now fentanyl addiction issue that is 
facing Ohio and so many other States 
in this country. So these are both 
issues that I hope Congress will act on 
as part of the process of being sure the 
government is funded at the year’s end. 
Again, I commend my colleague from 
Florida, Senator RUBIO, for his good 
work on this. 

Again, Madam President, what I 
want to talk about is a tax increase 
that is actually in the Affordable Care 
Act. This is a tax increase that many 
people don’t know about, but sadly it 
goes into effect at year’s end, and it is 
going to affect a lot of middle-income 
seniors in Ohio and around the coun- 
try. There are millions of seniors who 
are potentially vulnerable to this tax 
increase. Some of them don’t even 
know about it. 

By the way, it comes at a time when 
middle-class families all around this 
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country are feeling squeezed. It is 
those very middle-class families who 
are going to be hit hardest by this tax 
increase. Let’s face it. Wages are flat, 
even declining, on average, when you 
take inflation into account; whereas, 
the cost of living has gone up, hasn’t 
it. There are a number of factors to 
that. Electricity costs have gone up in 
my home State of Ohio by about 25 per- 
cent in the last several years, for in- 
stance. 

But with regard to health care costs, 
there is no question that everybody is 
experiencing an  increase—families, 
small businesses, seniors. The Presi- 
dent’s health care law, the Affordable 
Care Act, of course, was advertised as 
helping on that. The notion was, as was 
explained at the time, that there would 
be about a $2,500-per-family decrease in 
the cost of health care premiums. That 
has not happened. 

In fact, costs have skyrocketed to 
the point that for many people it is 
their biggest cost increase and they 
simply cannot afford health care cov- 
erage. It was supposed to bend the cost 
curve and bring health care costs down, 
but it simply hasn’t. The Ohio Depart- 
ment of Insurance just did an analysis. 
They say the average cost of health 
care insurance premiums for the indi- 
vidual market in Ohio has increased 
over the past 7 years by 90 percent—90 
percent—almost a doubling. 

When you look at the Affordable Care 
Act exchanges themselves, it was just 
reported that we are expecting a 12-per- 
cent, on average, increase—12-percent, 
on average, increase—for people in the 
exchanges. Who can afford that? This is 
a double-digit increase. The result, 
again, is people are feeling the squeeze. 
Wages are flat, expenses up. There is a 
survey that was done by the Federal 
Reserve recently that said about half 
of all Americans say they have to bor- 
row money or sell something to cover a 
$400 emergency expense—$400. 

If you have ever had a health emer- 
gency, you know that can catch you by 
surprise. It can happen to anyone. 
Trust me, it usually costs more than 
$400. Seniors are especially vulnerable 
to these expenses, particularly seniors 
who are on fixed incomes. One econo- 
mist testified to the Senate Finance 
Committee at a hearing we had that, in 
part, because of those unexpected 
health care cost increases, more than 
85 percent of Americans are at risk of 
having insufficient income in retire- 
ment—more than 85 percent. 

We think this middle-class squeeze is 
going to get worse, not better, in Ohio 
because so many companies are pulling 
out of the health care exchanges. So, in 
Ohio, 6 of the 17 companies that offer 
health care on the Ohio exchanges have 
now decided to pull out because they 
are losing money. Aetna is the most re- 
cent one. This means, of course, less 
choice. When you have less choice, 
what happens? Less competition. Less 
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competition, what happens? You tend 
to have higher costs and lower quality. 

So this is going to make things even 
worse. The Congressional Budget Of- 
fice, the nonpartisan group in Con- 
gress, and the Joint Committee on 
Taxation projects that health insur- 
ance premiums over the next decade 
will continue to grow at about 5 per- 
cent per year, on average. So that 
steady increase is just impossible for 
people to be able to afford. 

For seniors, the Medicare trustees 
project Medicare’s monthly Part B pre- 
mium and deductible will increase even 
faster than that, by about 5.5 percent 
per year. Again, for a lot of people in 
that situation, they are on a fixed in- 
come. Their income is not going up 5.5 
percent per year. One way seniors have 
found relief from the squeeze, of 
course, is take advantage of what is 
called the medical expense tax deduc- 
tion. It is very simple. It says that if 
your medical expenses exceed 7.5 per- 
cent of your income, then you can de- 
duct all of those medical expenses. 

A lot of seniors take advantage of 
that. Again, what a lot of seniors may 
not know is that as of the end of this 
year, under the Affordable Care Act, it 
increases—that threshold increases 
from 7.5 percent up to 10 percent. What 
does that mean? It means a lot of mid- 
dle-income seniors are not going to be 
able to deduct their medical expenses 
because they exceed 7.5 percent, but 
they don’t exceed 10 percent of their in- 
come. 

By the way, there are about 10 mil- 
lion Americans who use this deduction 
every year. Most of them are seniors. A 
lot of them make less than the na- 
tional average household income. In 
fact, most make less than that. Of 
course, a lot are on a fixed income. I 
have met with some of these people 
back home who are directly affected by 
this. One would be Susan Culbertson. 
She is from Zanesville, OH. I was with 
her in Columbus last week. 

Susan said she started working when 
she was 14 years old. She contributed 
to Social Security. She thought she 
had a decent plan for health care with 
Medicare and being able to take this 
deduction. Now, as a senior citizen, she 
has a chronic illness. She is losing 
sleep over how she is going to pay for 
all of her medical bills if this threshold 
goes up to 10 percent. 

Her husband Michael McVicker 
worked as a substance abuse counselor 
in a school. He is now living off of So- 
cial Security and, boy, that is hard to 
do, as seniors will tell you. When he 
had a heart attack a few years ago, the 
medical expense deduction helped him 
and his wife Susan be able to stay 
afloat financially. The difference be- 
tween the 7.5 percent and the 10 per- 
cent may not seem like much to some 
people, but it matters a lot to Susan, 
to her husband Michael, and to many 
other seniors in Ohio. 
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I met with Lanny Hawkins. He is 
from Ontario, OH. He volunteers to 
help seniors do their taxes. God bless 
him. That is a hard job because the Tax 
Code has gotten so doggone com- 
plicated that people need help from 
these advisers. He tries to help them 
walk through the Tax Code. He told me 
that in his experience, the medical ex- 
pense deduction is especially helpful to 
seniors who have just lost their spouse. 
He says then only one income is there, 
and often they still have to pay their 
spouse’s medical bills after they are de- 
ceased. 

So in his practice, he has found peo- 
ple who fall between that 7.5 and that 
10 percent number who are in that situ- 
ation. 

By the way, I was supposed to meet 
with somebody named Regina George— 
Regina is from Hamilton, OH—to talk 
about this very tax increase. I was 
looking forward to it, but she couldn’t 
make it. Do you know why she couldn’t 
make it? Because of the very health 
care problems we are talking about 
here. Regina just had triple bypass sur- 
gery and she has a broken hip. She has 
some out-of-pocket expenses. She has 
to depend on her son who lives with 
her. Her out-of-pocket health costs 
each month are increasing. She is very 
worried it is going to exceed 7.5 percent 
but not exceed 10 percent, and she is 
going to find herself in a situation 
where she cannot deduct these health 
care expenses. 

The Ohio AARP has done a good job 
of providing specific information on 
this to me and to other members of the 
Ohio delegation. That is really helpful 
because this is just not about numbers; 
this is about people. When you talk to 
these people and see what they are 
going through, I think it is something 
Republicans and Democrats alike 
should be able to come together on to 
solve before we leave during this ses- 
sion of Congress. 

By the way, the data from the Inter- 
nal Revenue Service shows that seniors 
who use this deduction end to be the 
oldest, the least healthy, and, by the 
way, disproportionately women. Think 
about it. To have medical expenses 
above the threshold means you either 
have to have low income, high out-of- 
pocket medical expenses, or both. 
These are not folks we should be rais- 
ing taxes on, especially not now when 
they are feeling squeezed. 

Even with Medicare, as I said earlier, 
seniors still spend a large percentage of 
their income on health care. The aver- 
age Medicare beneficiary spent more 
than $6,000 a year in out-of-pocket 
health care expenses in the last year 
we have information for. 

The result is that some 8.3 million 
seniors rely on Medicaid in addition to 
Medicare. While this billion-dollar tax 
increase we are talking about today is 
intended to pay for part of the Presi- 
dent’s health care law, it could actu- 
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ally, in the long run, cause more strain 
on an already struggling Medicaid sys- 
tem. I think that is sort of the defini- 
tion of pennywise and pound foolish, 
another reason for us to pass this legis- 
lation. 

Again, it is not about numbers. It is 
about people, some of the most vulner- 
able in our communities. That is why 
Senator BROWN and I have introduced 
this legislation—it is called the Senior 
Tax Hike Prevention Act—to block 
this tax increase from going into effect 
at the end of the year and to extend 
the current 17.5-percent threshold so 
many seniors are counting on. 

The bill is bipartisan. It is common 
sense. It is a chance for this body to 
show it does work for the most vulner- 
able in our society, that we stand with 
middle-class families who are feeling 
squeezed right now, and that we stand 
with our seniors. 

I thank Senator BROWN for being an 
indispensable partner with me in this 
effort. I also thank the many sup- 
porters of our legislation, like the 
AARP, the American Senior Housing 
Alliance, and the Ohio Alliance of Area 
Agencies on Aging. 

I urge my colleagues to join Senator 
BROWN, join others, join all these orga- 
nizations that represent millions of 
seniors, and join me in blocking this 
billion-dollar tax increase by sup- 
porting this commonsense legislation 
for the sake of those seniors who are 
caught in the squeeze, those seniors 
whom we represent. 

I yield back the remainder of my 
time. 

Madam President, I suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SASSE). Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. 2952 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, shortly I 
will ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate pass S. 2952, the Stopping Mass 
Hacking Act. 

Colleagues, the bill is just one sen- 
tence long. What it does is simple, but 
in my view it is extraordinarily impor- 
tant. If the Senate does nothing, if the 
Senate fails to act, what is ahead for 
Americans is a massive expansion of 
government hacking and surveillance 
powers, and it will take place auto- 
matically on December 1 of this year. 
The legislation that I seek to pass, 
which has been bipartisan in the Sen- 
ate, would stop this automatic expan- 
sion of government hacking and sur- 
veillance powers. 

I have said it before and I want to say 
it again this afternoon: There is no 
question that it is a dangerous world 
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out there, and I take a backseat to 
none when it comes to making sure our 
law enforcement and intelligence offi- 
cers have the tools they need to keep 
America safe. In fact, I was actually 
able to add the specific provision ex- 
panding emergency powers for our gov- 
ernment to act when there is a threat 
so that the government could move to 
protect the American people and come 
back and get the warrant later. But 
that is not what we are talking about 
here. What we are talking about here is 
a staggering expansion of government 
hacking and surveillance authority. 
These are major changes to Federal 
policy that are going to come about 
through amendments to rule 41 of the 
Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure. 

This is the kind of major issue that 
traditionally comes before the Judici- 
ary Committee. I see that two of my 
colleagues with whom I enjoy working 
very much are here. Chairman GRASS- 
LEY is here and also Senator CORNYN, a 
member of the Judiciary Committee 
and a distinguished member of the Fi- 
nance Committee. We have big policy 
issues that come before the Finance 
Committee and that come before the 
Judiciary Committee. We work on 
them. We work on them in a bipartisan 
fashion. Chairman HATCH and I meet 
every Wednesday afternoon to work on 
these kinds of matters. That is not 
what is going to happen with this mas- 
sive expansion of government hacking 
and surveillance authority. 

Colleagues, these rules are going into 
effect on December 1 if Congress doss 
nothing. If Congress just says, ‘‘Oh, 
gee, we have other things to do,” these 
rules will go into effect. I guarantee 
you there are going to be many Ameri- 
cans who are going to be very unhappy, 
and they are going to ask their Mem- 
bers of Congress what they did to stop 
this ill-advised approach. 

By the way, in the other body, some 
of the most senior Republicans—Con- 
gressman SENSENBRENNER, the distin- 
guished Congressman from Wisconsin, 
is very concerned about this issue. 

The American people want security 
and liberty, but these amendments 
don’t give them much of either. This 
major policy change is going to make 
it easier for the government to hack 
into the personal devices of Americans 
and collect more information about 
them. They are going to do it by using 
computer programs called malware. 
The ‘‘mal,’’ in my view, is like ‘‘malev- 
olent.” It is going to make us less safe, 
not more. 

Allowing the government to use se- 
cret, untested malware could end up 
damaging not only our personal devices 
but the power grid or hospitals and 
nearly any other system connected to 
the Internet. Get your arms around 
that—hospitals in Iowa, Texas, and Or- 
egon being damaged not because the 
Congress made a policy decision but 
because something was done automati- 
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cally as a result of a change in the 
rules of criminal procedure. I just want 
to say to my colleagues that I think 
there will be a lot of unhappy Ameri- 
cans if that is the case. 

The rule change says that the gov- 
ernment can potentially search mil- 
lions of computers with one single war- 
rant issued by one single judge. There 
is no difference, in terms of law en- 
forcement access, between the victims 
of a hack and the perpetrator himself. 
These changes will make people the 
victims twice over—once by a hacker 
and once again by their government. 
You wouldn’t punish the victims of a 
tax scam or a Ponzi scheme with a 
painful audit. It just doesn’t add up. 

I understand that passing legislation 
by unanimous consent is a difficult 
task. These days, you can hardly get 
unanimous consent to drink a soda at 
lunchtime. But this isn’t an issue 
where the Senate can do some kind of 
ostrich act and ignore the problem. By 
sitting here and doing nothing, the 
Senate will be giving consent to a sub- 
stantial expansion of government 
hacking and surveillance authority. By 
not acting, the Senate would give a 
stamp of approval on a major policy 
change that has received no hearing, 
no oversight, and no discussion in spite 
of the fact that some of the most im- 
portant companies in America are 
speaking in opposition to this. 

In my view, the limits of search and 
seizure are unquestionably an issue for 
this Congress to debate. The Justice 
Department should not have the power 
to change the practical meaning of the 
Fourth Amendment without the peo- 
ple’s elected leaders weighing in. In- 
stead, the Senate ought to be doubly 
concerned by the fact that the adminis- 
tration wants to conduct proactive 
cyber security policy through some 
kind of obscure bureaucratic process 
like rule 41. 

There aren’t folks in Oregon, Texas, 
Iowa, or anywhere else who are fol- 
lowing the details of something called 
rule 41, but I am telling everybody that 
they are going to be very concerned 
about the expansion of the govern- 
ment’s hacking authority. So I hope 
my colleagues will join me in sup- 
porting this bipartisan, bicameral leg- 
islation. If this bill does not pass today 
by unanimous consent, I look forward 
to having a hearing on this issue. I 
know there has been bipartisan inter- 
est in the Judiciary Committee. Lead- 
ers of the Judiciary Committee have 
talked about it, and I hope that hear- 
ing will take place shortly so that 
Americans can have a chance to under- 
stand exactly how devastating this pro- 
posal would be for them. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the Judiciary Committee be 
discharged from further consideration 
of S. 2952; that the Senate proceed to 
its immediate consideration; that the 
bill be read a third time and passed and 
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the motion to reconsider be considered 
made and laid upon the table with no 
intervening action or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

The majority whip. 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, reserv- 
ing the right to object, let me start by 
saying to my friend from Oregon that I 
admire his passion and I admire his 
creativity at branding legislation. But 
for reasons I will explain, this is a com- 
monsense procedure that doesn’t relate 
to the Fourth Amendment—the con- 
stitutional right to be protected from 
unreasonable searches and seizures. 
This is a venue provision. This has to 
do with what court to go to in order to 
get a court order and to get permission 
of a court, after establishing probable 
cause, to conduct that search. 

Senator WYDEN is seeking consent to 
block proposed changes in the Federal 
Rules of Criminal Procedure that have 
already been the product of thoughtful 
and lengthy consideration, including 
public hearing and deliberation. These 
rules, as all rules that are plied in the 
courts are, have been approved by the 
rules advisory committee. This is a 
group of judges, law professors, and 
practicing attorneys. Then they were 
approved by the Judicial Conference of 
the United States. Then, most signifi- 
cantly perhaps, they were endorsed by 
the U.S. Supreme Court. So if there 
were constitutional or other legal 
issues and concerns about this, one 
would think the highest Court in the 
land would have flagged those and de- 
clined to endorse them, but they 
didn’t. 

These changes have been approved 
because they are commonsense meas- 
ures, as I said a moment ago, that re- 
late solely to the appropriate venue for 
a search warrant. They simply make 
clear which Federal district court the 
government should go to in order to 
apply to a judge for a search warrant in 
cases involving sophisticated cyber 
criminals and people like child pornog- 
raphers and even terrorists. Ulti- 
mately, that makes our government 
more efficient—by making it clear 
which courts can consider these re- 
quests for search warrants—and better 
equipped to stop these heinous crimes. 

As I said earlier, these aren’t sub- 
stantive changes. This doesn’t change 
the balance between privacy and secu- 
rity in the Fourth Amendment to the 
Constitution. Rather, the government 
must still go before a judge and make 
the requisite showing in order to get a 
search warrant. 

I can’t understand who but the most 
radical of privacy advocates would say 
that—even after meeting the require- 
ments of the Fourth Amendment be- 
fore a judge establishing probable 
cause to get a search warrant, would 
say: No, we don’t want that to happen. 
I can’t imagine circumstances where 
we would say the Fourth Amendment 
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is trumped by concerns about privacy, 
especially when the targets that must 
be proven up in court are cyber crimi- 
nals, child pornographers, and even ter- 
rorists. We can’t let that happen, and 
that is why these rule changes are so 
important. 

Our colleague claims the rule 
changes will allow for mass hacking 
and forum shopping. That is the cre- 
ative branding I told him I admired in 
the beginning. But these are the same 
claims that have been considered and 
rejected through a thoughtful, thor- 
ough process that I have already de- 
scribed. These changes are modernizing 
our laws and updating the tools gov- 
ernment has to investigate so they can 
better protect us from the very real 
and increasing threat of cyber crimi- 
nals and terrorists. The truth is, there 
are more things we need to do in addi- 
tion to this to update and modernize 
our laws. 

I would close by saying that I know 
public concerns have been raised. In- 
deed, I believe there have been some 
briefings—even today—by Federal law 
enforcement agencies and the intel- 
ligence community with regard to Rus- 
sian activities in cyber space, even fo- 
cused on our very system of electing 
our officials in the November 8 elec- 
tion. This is not a time to retreat and 
to allow cyber space to be run amuck 
by cyber criminals or people who would 
steal intellectual property or child por- 
nographers or terrorists. This is a very 
sensible tool of venue. It just says 
where the search warrant can be 
sought, not the substantive require- 
ments for what needs to be proven. 
That is preserved under the Fourth 
Amendment to the Constitution that 
protects all of us, as it should, against 
unreasonable searches and seizures. 

So for all those reasons, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I object to the unanimous con- 
sent request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion is heard. 

The Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I am 
going to yield in just a moment to Sen- 
ator DAINES, but just so we are clear in 
terms of my response to the distin- 
guished Senator from Texas, he has—as 
some have tried to do—sought to char- 
acterize this as kind of a routine kind 
of matter; that this was a rule of crimi- 
nal procedure of no great import and 
without any far-reaching consider- 
ation. I can tell you that cyber secu- 
rity experts around the country have 
spoken out virtually unanimously 
about the consequences of the govern- 
ment accidentally breaking their com- 
puters without telling them. 

I don’t know of anything that is rou- 
tine about this at all. Under this 
change, the government can search po- 
tentially millions of computers with 
one single warrant issued by one single 
judge. And, tragically, there is no dif- 
ference, in terms of law enforcement 
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access, between the victims of a hack 
and the perpetrators themselves. So we 
are talking about clobbering victims 
twice. First they get clobbered by a 
hacker and then they could get hurt by 
the government. 

The distinguished Senator from 
Texas seeks to portray this as some 
kind of far-out kind of matter. Vir- 
tually all of the major technology com- 
panies in this country have written in 
opposition to this. Scores of cyber se- 
curity experts have written in opposi- 
tion. One of the key points they make 
is that you don’t punish victims twice 
in America. You wouldn’t punish the 
victims of a tax scam or a Ponzi 
scheme with a painful audit. That is 
what can happen here. 

The idea that a change of this mag- 
nitude would be made without any de- 
bate, consideration—there has been no 
hearing on this matter. I know of no 
meetings. I would like to hear any 
Member of the Senate tell me about 
some meeting they went to. I know of 
no sessions where the public voice 
could be heard. 

I am very hopeful, and I intend to 
come back to this floor again in an ef- 
fort to make sure the public is at least 
brought into this. I can tell you that 
Senator DAINES and I represent a lot of 
rural hospitals, for example. Well, cer- 
tainly if you heard some of what we 
have been told could happen in terms 
of what it could mean to computer sys- 
tems at hospitals and other kinds of fa- 
cilities, they are going to ask their 
Senators: What did you do about that? 
Why did you just let that rule go 
through that would damage those sys- 
tems that are a lifeline for Americans? 

So we are going to be back. As I men- 
tioned before, my colleague in the 
other body was starting to make a fair 
amount of progress. JIM SENSEN- 
BRENNER, who is a very influential 
Member of the other body, has taken a 
great interest in this, as have a number 
of colleagues on both sides. So we will 
be back. 

I am going to yield now. I know my 
colleague from Montana has been a 
wonderful partner in this effort, and he 
has some comments to make that will 
highlight once again the bipartisan 
concern about the magnitude of this 
change that would take place without 
any involvement, none, here in the 
Senate—no hearings, no debates, no 
discussions. This is a big change, and I 
hope we will discuss it. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Montana. 

Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, my dis- 
tinguished colleague from Oregon com- 
mented about how technology compa- 
nies are concerned about what is going 
on. I spent over a decade in the private 
sector—in fact, 12 years with a cloud 
computing company. We had 17 offices 
around the world and a product in 33 
different languages. I saw firsthand 
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what it means to be engaged in the 
high-tech business and the challenges 
related to hacking. I also know first- 
hand the challenge our country does 
face when it comes to cyber criminals. 
We were attacked routinely in our 
company and had to defend those at- 
tacks off and build rock-solid, hard- 
ened firewalls to protect our cus- 
tomers. 

Technology has made it easier for 
bad actors to steal our identities, to 
distribute malware, and to commit a 
whole host of other crimes, all from be- 
hind a computer screen anywhere in 
the world. Our law enforcement faces 
tremendous challenges in tracking and 
stopping these criminals. The fact is, 
our law enforcement policies need to be 
updated to reflect the 2lst-century re- 
alities, but these policy changes need 
to be made through a process that is 
transparent and that is effective and, 
importantly, protects our civil lib- 
erties. 

The changes to rule 41 of the Federal 
Rules of Criminal Procedure would 
allow the government to hack an un- 
limited number of Americans’ com- 
puters, including innocent victims, 
with a single warrant. This rule change 
was approved behind the closed doors 
of a little-known judicial conference. 

Fundamental changes to the way we 
allow law enforcement to execute 
searches need to be made, there is no 
doubt about that. We are in agreement 
that changes need to be made; however, 
it must be through a process that is 
fully transparent to the American peo- 
ple. We cannot give the Federal Gov- 
ernment a blank check to infringe 
upon our civil liberties. 

If Congress does not act, this rule 
change will automatically go into ef- 
fect on December 1. S. 2952, the Stop- 
ping Mass Hacking Act, stops the rule 
change and will allow Congress to con- 
sider new law enforcement tools 
through—and this is very important— 
the full, open, transparent process they 
deserve. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
not only bipartisan but also bicameral 
piece of legislation. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Iowa. 

FILLING THE SUPREME COURT VACANCY 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I 
come to the floor to speak about the 
work of the Judiciary Committee and 
to make a short speech on the issue of 
the Affordable Care Act. 

Earlier this week, the minority lead- 
er came to the floor to speak about the 
Supreme Court vacancy. He made per- 
sonal insults and threats, as he tends 
to do. But political stunts and childish 
tantrums aside, the minority leader 
knows the American people deserve to 
have their voices heard on the future of 
the Supreme Court. We have made the 
decision that the next President will 
select the next Justice of the Supreme 
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Court. We have done that because the 
next Justice will have a profound im- 
pact on issues that matter to all of us 
for decades to come, and we think the 
people should have a voice in that mat- 
ter. 

I spent the past several weeks meet- 
ing with Iowans across my State and 
discussing issues that concern them 
and what is on their minds looking for- 
ward to the election this fall. The va- 
cancy on the Supreme Court created by 
the death of Justice Scalia came up 
time and again. At meeting after meet- 
ing during this summer, Iowans told 
me they appreciate the Senate’s deci- 
sion that the next President should 
nominate Justice Scalia’s replacement. 
They understood that this nomination 
will affect the Court for years to come. 
For that reason, they want to have a 
voice in the matter, and we will give 
them that voice. That is the position 
the Judiciary Committee took after 
Justice Scalia’s death. We wrote to 
Leader MCCONNELL on February 23 to 
advise him that the next President 
should select the next Justice. We ex- 
plained it this way: 

The Presidential election is well underway. 
. .. The American people are presented with 
an exceedingly rare opportunity to decide, in 
a very real and concrete way, the direction 
the Court will take over the next generation. 
We believe The People should have this op- 
portunity. 

Our explanation is all the more true 
as we find ourselves just 2 months 
away from the Presidential election 
this fall. I remain convinced that we 
owe the people a chance to speak their 
minds on the Supreme Court during 
this election. 

I have not been surprised to hear 
from my fellow Iowans that they want 
their voices heard on the issue, and the 
Senate’s decision to give the people 
this opportunity is no surprise either. 
We are acting in the Senate’s long tra- 
dition as a check on the President’s 
power to nominate. 

I would like to take as one example, 
because I have given several examples 
in other speeches—but go back to 1968. 
On June 26 of that Presidential elec- 
tion year, President Johnson an- 
nounced his nomination of Justice Abe 
Fortas to be Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court when Chief Justice War- 
ren declared his intentions to retire. 
Abe Fortas, of course, was already an 
Associate Justice of the Supreme Court 
and had been unanimously confirmed 
by the Senate just a few years earlier. 
But that confirmation didn’t take 
place in an election year like 1968. 

Within 24 hours of Justice Fortas’s 
nomination to be Chief Justice, 19 Re- 
publican Senators issued the following 
statement: ‘‘[TJhe next Chief Justice 
should be selected . . . after the people 
have expressed themselves in the No- 
vember elections.” 

At the time, Democrats held the Sen- 
ate, so these 19 Republican Members 
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did not control the Judiciary Commit- 
tee’s proceedings on the floor. But 
those 19 Senators promised that if the 
issue was forced to a vote, they would 
“vote against confirming any Supreme 
Court nominees by the incumbent 
President.” 

These 19 Senators made this commit- 
ment immediately following the Presi- 
dent’s announcement of his intended 
nomination for the same reasons the 
Judiciary Committee has elected not 
to move forward the President’s nomi- 
nation of a successor to Justice Scalia. 

Here is what Senator Howard Baker 
said, as one among those 19 Senators: 

I have no questions concerning the legal 
capability of Justice Fortas .. . [but] there 
are, in my opinion, more important consider- 
ations at this time. 

Then, to continue to quote Senator 
Baker: 

The appointment of the Chief Justice real- 
ly ought to be the prerogative of the new ad- 
ministration... . In my opinion, the judicial 
branch is not an isolated branch of Govern- 
ment... . It is and must be responsive to the 
sentiment of the people of the Nation. 

Those are my thoughts exactly, and 
they are not just shared by Repub- 
licans. Recall of course that then- 
Chairman BIDEN said in 1992 that proc- 
essing a Supreme Court nomination in 
an election year harms the nominee, 
the country, and the Senate. And he 
only spoke of coming together on a 
nominee in the next Congress with a 
new President. 

I would finally like to address one 
more argument I have heard recently 
from those who support the President’s 
nomination this election year. AS we 
have drawn closer and closer to this 
Presidential election, they have tried 
to use the length of this vacancy as 
reason to move forward with this 
President’s nomination. I have even 
heard some say that this is the longest 
Supreme Court vacancy ever. That is 
just plain false. I will list just a few ex- 
amples. 

Two vacancies to fill the seats of Jus- 
tices Baldwin and Daniel lasted longer 
than 2 years in the 1800s. Six Supreme 
Court vacancies have lasted longer 
than a year, and two more have lasted 
nearly that long. 

As this election draws closer by the 
day, the Judiciary Committee’s posi- 
tion remains consistent. The next 
President will choose Justice Scalia’s 
replacement. 

Senators have made this choice be- 
fore—like the 19 who declared during 
the 1968 election year that the next 
President should choose Justice War- 
ren’s replacement. They did so, just as 
then-Chairman BIDEN said, because 
that course was best for the country 
during a politically charged election 
year. The same thing is true this elec- 
tion year. The next President will se- 
lect the next Supreme Court Justice. 

OBAMACARE 

Mr. President, I would like to say 

just a few words on the Affordable Care 
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Act. I would like to give a direct quote 
from President Obama about 
ObamaCare: ‘Too many Americans 
still strain to pay for their physician 
visits and prescriptions, cover their 
deductibles or pay their monthly insur- 
ance bill.” 

I am glad that the President has fi- 
nally heard that message. When I was 
having meetings in some of the 99 
counties in Iowa this year, I heard 
plenty from families who felt duped by 
the promises of ObamaCare. Two fami- 
lies told me that their ObamaCare in- 
surance premium was more than their 
house payment. Many said they did not 
know how they would continue to pay 
the premiums. 

But President Obama says, in effect, 
“Pay no attention to rising pre- 
miums,’’ and then promises to give 
people subsidies. But 97 percent of 
Americans do not receive ObamaCare 
subsidies. 

ObamaCare seems to be collapsing. 
Insurers are leaving the exchanges. 
There has been a lot of news on that 
lately. Premiums are increasing by 
double digits. In Iowa, some of those 
premiums increased as much as 28 per- 
cent, and I have heard a lot of States 
are much higher. Americans have fewer 
health care choices every day, despite 
the many promises that ObamaCare 
would improve just about every aspect 
of our health care system. Twenty per- 
cent of ObamaCare customers will be 
forced to find a new insurance company 
this fall. So much for the promise that 
was made in 2008 that ‘“‘if you like your 
[insurance], you can keep it.” 

And it is official: You can no longer 
keep your doctor. So much for the 
promise of 2008 that ‘if you like your 
doctor, you can keep your doctor.” The 
Obama administration has now even 
erased all references on its Web site to 
the words ‘‘keeping your doctor.” The 
link to the web page that used to say 
“how to keep your doctor’ now says 
“how to pick a health plan.” 

So ObamaCare seems to be col- 
lapsing. This comes as no surprise. 
ObamaCare has worked as well as pil- 
ing 2 tons of fertilizer on a 1-ton truck, 
and of course any farmer can tell you, 
that just doesn’t work very well for a 
long haul. 

We could enact alternative reforms 
aimed at solving America’s biggest 
health care problems. Good places to 
start would be cracking down on frivo- 
lous lawsuits, letting people purchase 
insurance across State lines, improving 
transparency in the health care pric- 
ing, giving States more freedom to im- 
prove Medicaid, using consumer choice 
to drive competition, which in turn 
drives down costs, and changing the 
Tax Code so that small businesses can 
provide affordable health insurance to 
their employees. That financial help is 
something that ObamaCare took away, 
and this is exactly what my legisla- 
tion, S. 1697, the Small Business 
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Healthcare Relief Act, will do to give 
those employers an opportunity to pro- 
vide that help to their employees. 

I have given only a partial list of pol- 
icy changes so the American people can 
know that the failing ObamaCare pro- 
gram is not the only answer. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Maine. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent to speak as in morning 
business for up to 5 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
COMPREHENSIVE ADDICTION AND RECOVERY BILL 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, last March 
this body passed CARA, the Com- 
prehensive Addiction and Recovery 
Act. Unfortunately, at the same time, 
we didn’t fund it. We didn’t provide any 
additional funds to support the treat- 
ment and recovery of people through- 
out the country. Since we passed that 
bill and failed to fund it, 15,000 people— 
78 a day, 3 an hour—have died because 
we haven’t acted on funding. 

A group of us got together on March 
2 and brought forth an amendment to 
provide $600 million of emergency fund- 
ing to give some substance to this bill, 
which had so much promise, and to 
provide support for recovery and treat- 
ment. That amendment was defeated. 

Passing that bill without funding is 
like sending the fire department to a 
five-alarm fire with no water. We don’t 
have the means to do what has to be 
done to defeat this scourge, which has 
taken the life of a constituent or more 
in every State in the Union. Every one 
of us has lost lives in our State because 
of this. 

Treatment works. Recovery is pos- 
sible. It is hard, but the greatest trag- 
edy—the greatest tragedy—is when 
someone struggles with this awful dis- 
ease, is ready to seek help, seeks help, 
and is told: Sorry, there is a 3-month 
waiting list. That is unconscionable. 

This is something that is taking lives 
right now. This isn’t an abstract, 
“maybe this will happen in the fu- 
ture.” This is right now, today, in 
Maine, in Florida, in California, in Ari- 
zona, in Washington, in Nebraska, in 
Texas—all across this country. It is the 
greatest public health crisis of my life- 
time. Seventy-eight people a day are 
dying, and it is preventable. 

There are three legs to the stool of 
dealing with this: One is law enforce- 
ment, one is prevention, and one is 
treatment. And without all three of 
those legs, the stool collapses and peo- 
ple die. These are real people. 

I have had roundtables in Maine. I 
sat next to a deputy sheriff who lost 
his daughter and one woman who said 
she hoped her son would be arrested so 
maybe then he could get into treat- 
ment. These are regular, ordinary 
Americans that are being affected by 
this, not only young people. These are 
older people, middle class, middle-aged 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


people. This is a major crisis. There are 
lots of aspects to it, and I can talk 
about the fact that opioid prescription 
drugs lead to heroin and other drugs, 
but the real subject today is funding. 

I was told back in the spring: Don’t 
worry, we are going to take up CARA 
in appropriations. We are going to have 
appropriations bills, and it will all be 
dealt with. Well, now we are talking 
about a continuing resolution that 
would not have any additional funding 
unless we find a way to do it, and that 
is my plea today. 

I have written to the President; I 
have written to the chair of the Appro- 
priations Committee saying: Let’s find 
a way to at least fund the $181 million 
that is authorized in CARA. At least do 
that, even if we are doing a continuing 
resolution. 

By the way, I don’t understand why 
we are doing continuing resolutions 
when the agreement has been reached 
on the amount of the budget, the 
amount of the appropriations. The Ap- 
propriations Committee has done their 
work. Why aren’t we doing appropria- 
tions? That is another subject. 

But however we do the funding this 
fall, let’s deal with this terrible prob- 
lem that is taking lives, tearing fami- 
lies apart, and deeply wounding the 
heart of America. 

I ask the consideration of this whole 
body for this urgent problem and that 
we take real steps to deliver help to 
those people who are asking for it. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 


a 


EXECUTIVE SESSION 


NOMINATION OF PETER MICHAEL 
McKINLEY 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will pro- 
ceed to executive session to consider 
the following nomination, which the 
clerk will report. 

The assistant bill clerk read the 
nomination of Peter Michael McKin- 
ley, of Virginia, a Career Member of 
the Senior Foreign Service, Class of 
Minister-Counselor, to be Ambassador 
Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary of 
the United States of America to the 
Federative Republic of Brazil. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the question is, Will 
the Senate advise and consent to the 
McKinley nomination? 

Mr. COATS. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec- 
ond. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll. 

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Tennessee (Mr. ALEXANDER), the 
Senator from Wisconsin (Mr. JOHNSON), 
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the Senator from Illinois (Mr. KIRK), 
and the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
MORAN). 

Further, if present and voting, the 
Senator from Tennessee (Mr. ALEX- 
ANDER) would have voted “yea.” 

Mr. REID. I announce that the Sen- 
ator from California (Mrs. BOXER), the 
Senator from Illinois (Mr. DURBIN), the 
Senator from Virginia (Mr. KAINE), and 
the Senator from Michigan (Mr. 
PETERS) are necessarily absent. 

I further announce that, if present 
and voting, the Senator from Virginia 
(Mr. KAINE) would vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
HOEVEN). Are there any other Senators 
in the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 92, 
nays 0, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 137 Ex.] 


YEAS—92 

Ayotte Flake Paul 
Baldwin Franken Perdue 
Barrasso Gardner Portman 
Bennet Gillibrand Reed 
Blumenthal Graham Reid 
Blunt Grassley Risch 
Booker Hatch Roberts 
Boozman Heinrich Rounds 
Brown Heitkamp Rubio 
Burr Heller 
Cantwell Hirono aie 

‘i asse 
Capito Hoeven s 

: chatz 
Cardin Inhofe Schumer 
Carper Isakson Scott 
Casey King i 
Cassidy Klobuchar Sessions 
Coats Lankford Shaheen 
Cochran Leahy Shelby 
Collins Lee Stabenow 
Coons Manchin Sullivan 
Corker Markey Tester 
Cornyn McCain Thune 
Cotton McCaskill Tillis 
Crapo McConnell Toomey 
Cruz Menendez Udall 
Daines Merkley Vitter 
Donnelly Mikulski Warner 
Enzi Murkowski Warren 
Ernst Murphy Whitehouse 
Feinstein Murray Wicker 
Fischer Nelson Wyden 
NOT VOTING—8 

Alexander Johnson Moran 
Boxer Kaine Peters 
Durbin Kirk 


The nomination was confirmed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the motion to re- 
consider is considered made and laid 
upon the table, and the President will 
be immediately notified of the Senate’s 
action. 


ť— 


LEGISLATIVE SESSION 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 


the previous order, the Senate will now 
resume legislative session. 


ee 


WATER RESOURCES DEVELOP- 
MENT ACT OF 2016—Continued 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma- 

jority leader. 
CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
send a cloture motion to the desk for 
the Inhofe-Boxer amendment No. 4979. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo- 
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord- 
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on Senate 
amendment No. 4979. 

Mitch McConnell, James M. Inhofe, John 
Cornyn, Orrin G. Hatch, Shelley Moore 
Capito, Thom Tillis, Dan Sullivan, 
Mike Rounds, Marco Rubio, Cory Gard- 
ner, Dean Heller, Pat Roberts, David 
Vitter, Roy Blunt, John Barrasso, 
Roger F. Wicker, Steve Daines. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
send a cloture motion to the desk for 
the underlying bill, S. 2848. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo- 
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord- 
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on Calendar 
No. 523, S. 2848, a bill to provide for the con- 
servation and development of water and re- 
lated resources, to authorize the Secretary 
of the Army to construct various projects for 
improvements to rivers and harbors of the 
United States, and for other purposes. 

Mitch McConnell, James M. Inhofe, John 
Cornyn, Orrin G. Hatch, Shelley Moore 
Capito, Thom Tillis, Dan Sullivan, 
Mike Rounds, Marco Rubio, Cory Gard- 
ner, Dean Heller, Pat Roberts, David 
Vitter, Roy Blunt, John Barrasso, 
Roger F. Wicker, Steve Daines. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the man- 
datory quorum calls with respect to 
the cloture motions be waived. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the filing 
deadline for first-degree amendments 
for the cloture motions filed today be 
at 3:30 p.m. on Monday, September 12. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 


a 


MORNING BUSINESS 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ate be in a period of morning business, 
with Senators permitted to speak 
therein for up to 10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Kansas. 


OBAMACARE 


Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. President, I rise 
today to share some flashbacks for 
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throwback Thursdays, if we want to 
call it that, with regard to ObamaCare. 

There have been a lot of speeches 
made about ObamaCare recently. Spe- 
cifically, I want to look at the facts 
about ObamaCare, as we all know them 
now, more than 6 years after it was 
signed into law—6 long years—and re- 
mind the country what the President 
and my colleagues across the aisle 
promised all of us when they pushed 
this bill through the Congress. I say 
“push” because it passed without one 
single Republican vote and certainly 
not mine. 

First, the reality. All summer long, 
we have read the headlines about dras- 
tic premium increases being requested, 
insurers pulling out from different 
States, and patients being caught in 
the middle. 

My State of Kansas has not been im- 
mune. Last year, UnitedHealthcare an- 
nounced it would leave our State. 
Aetna was going to start offering cov- 
erage next year and then announced a 
massive exit from exchange markets 
across the country, including Kansas. 
We were at risk of having just one in- 
surer in many parts of the State, with 
no competition with regard to pricing. 

In June, the State insurance depart- 
ment announced a proposed rate in- 
crease for next year. The good news: A 
new insurer, Medica, was proposing to 
offer coverage in Kansas. However, 
there is bad news. The bad news is that 
premiums could be increased by nearly 
50 percent next year for some individ- 
uals in our State and I know in many 
other States. Last year, the highest ap- 
proved increase was 24.5 percent. Next 
year’s rates are still being finalized, 
but they could be double that. 

Now let’s throw it back. In 2018, 
President Obama said about the law 
that ‘‘the result is more choice, more 
competition, real health care secu- 
rity.” Today, however, we see less 
choice, less competition. And with in- 
surers coming and going and rising pre- 
miums, I think Kansas families would 
agree they are not secure in their 
health care coverage. I don’t know any 
State that is. 

These are not just headlines in the 
paper or on the Internet; real folks 
back home are hurting. A nurse in 
Miltonvale, KS, wrote to me about 
what she calls the devastating effect 
ObamaCare is having on her patients 
and her loved ones. She says: “I am 
very concerned that continuing along 
these lines will further limit care and 
accelerate a decline in health care in 
our state, as well as our nation.”’ 

But, again, let’s throw back to what 
we were initially promised. Way back 
on the campaign trail in 2008, then- 
Candidate Obama promised that he 
would enact health care reform which 
would lower a typical family’s pre- 
mium by $2,500 a year. I don’t foresee 
any way those savings could be realized 
if a Kansan’s premium is going to be up 
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to over 40 percent, on top of about 25 
percent last year. 

Looking back to 2013, Congress- 
woman NANCY PELOSI said the imple- 
mentation of this law was ‘‘fabulous.’’ 
Fabulous, indeed. This was, of course, 
before open enrollment started and the 
failed launch of the healthcare.gov Web 
site, which crashed. 

More issues of concern to me have 
come from recent regulations that 
have been used to implement this law. 
This law has massive regulations. The 
law has 2,000 pages. We are now at over 
10,000 pages of regulations. 

The administration has proposed 
changing how they verify individuals 
as being eligible to receive taxpayer as- 
sistance for their premiums under the 
law. Discrepancies between what a per- 
son claims their income is and what is 
received from trusted data sources 
must now be off by 25 percent. Pre- 
viously, it was 10 percent in order for 
the administration to investigate a 
possible fraud. So I guess you can be 
fraudulent up to 24.9 percent now. The 
administration should not be lowering 
the standard by which it verifies eligi- 
bility for folks to receive our scarce 
taxpayer dollars. It is unacceptable for 
implementation of this law to further 
burden taxpayers by failing to protect 
against fraud and abuse. 

Another recent regulation gets at 
one of my biggest fears from the law’s 
passage: the ability of the government 
to ration care. There were four provi- 
sions of this law that I believed would 
decrease individual choice and open the 
door to rationing, one of which was the 
Centers for Medicare and Medicaid In- 
novation, CMMI. In March, this outfit 
passed a proposal to test, as the agency 
calls it, how we pay for prescription 
drugs for our seniors under Medicare 
Part B. Patient groups, doctors, and 
many of us in Congress are gravely 
concerned about how this test could af- 
fect the patient’s quality of and access 
to care. As the Kansas Medical Society 
explained to me, this so-called dem- 
onstration ‘‘will force Kansas Medicare 
beneficiaries with serious, sometimes 
life-threatening conditions to partici- 
pate, disrupt their treatment proc- 
esses, and impede their access to need- 
ed medications with no evidence of im- 
proved health outcomes or financial 
gains for the Medicare system.” Such a 
so-called test is now allowable because 
of the rationing provisions of 
ObamaCare. 

The law is simply not working for 
the large majority of Americans. Insur- 
ers are pulling out, citing large losses 
in covering the population of people 
who are seeking coverage on the ex- 
changes. So Americans are left with 
fewer options in selecting their health 
care coverage, and, most concerning, 
they are paying more for it—a lot 
more. 

Looking back to December of 2015 
when this body sent legislation to the 
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President’s desk to repeal ObamaCare, 
the President’s Statement of Adminis- 
tration Policy stated simply, ‘‘The Af- 
fordable Care Act is Working.’’ Yet, 
last month the President wrote in the 
Journal of the American Medical Asso- 
ciation that ‘‘too many Americans still 
strain to pay for their physician visits 
and prescriptions, cover their 
deductibles, or pay their monthly in- 
surance bills.” That is a true state- 
ment. I thank the President for waking 
up to this nightmare. 

Despite his new revelation that the 
Affordable Care Act is, in fact, the 
unaffordable care act for most, the 
President and his party’s candidate to 
succeed him say the answer is greater 
government control—a public option. 
Folks, that is government health care. 
That is what we are talking about. The 
failings of ObamaCare cannot be cor- 
rected with more government interven- 
tion, more restrictions, and more regu- 
lations. 

We must triage the pain this law is 
inflicting on hard-working Americans. 
We must repeal and we must replace 
this law. I know that many colleagues 
will join me in continuing to work to 
provide freedom from its mandates and 
increased taxes to all and enact re- 
forms to our health care system that 
will actually lower the cost of coverage 
and increase access to care for individ- 
uals. 

Simply put, this law is failing. It is 
our job to correct it, and we will con- 
tinue fighting to do so. 

I was talking about this matter in 
the cloakroom just moments ago. Sev- 
eral of our Members have been very ac- 
tive in this whole endeavor to try to 
not only repeal but to replace this law, 
and they pause a little bit and say: You 
know, maybe this law was designed to 
fail. Maybe this law is so bad in terms 
of falling apart that people could not 
help but know that and then come in 
and say that the only thing we can now 
move to is national health care, gov- 
ernment-run health insurance. If that 
is true, that is a 6-year effort with a lot 
of pain and suffering and in terms of 
political deceit, probably ranks right 
at the top. 

We have to repeal this law. We have 
to replace it. We have to get to work. 
And we have to prevent further steps 
toward national health insurance. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Michigan. 


WRDA 


Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, I 
rise to speak about legislation that is 
currently on the floor, the Water Re- 
sources Development Act. 

I start by thanking a great legisla- 
tive team of opposites who come to- 
gether—and when they do they get 
things done—that is, Senator INHOFE, 
the chair of the committee, and the 
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ranking member, Senator BOXER. I 
thank both of them for tireless effort, 
including their staffs for bringing for- 
ward something that is very important 
to my home State but important to 
communities all across the country. I 
also want to thank our two leaders for 
coming together and finding a way to 
have a path forward that allows us to 
come to the bill without a vote on a 
motion to proceed, and that involves 
all of our colleagues wanting to work 
together and that is evident on this bill 
and I very much appreciate 
everybody’s efforts. 

This comes after the Environment 
and Public Works Committee approved 
the Water Resources Development Act 
by 19 to 1 in the committee. Clearly, 
there is very strong bipartisan support, 
and it comes because the water infra- 
structure needs of the country are so 
great for every community, every 
State. I know the distinguished Pre- 
siding Officer would be able to tell the 
same story in North Dakota. 

I particularly want to focus on one 
part—and then I will speak more 
broadly about the bill—but the part 
that deals with lead exposure and lead 
in water, which is very important to 
me, as colleagues know, and very im- 
portant to a community called Flint, 
MI, where 100,000 people, through no 
fault of their own, were exposed to ex- 
cessive levels of lead. There are efforts 
going on now to try to fix that, and we 
will focus on the long-term health and 
nutrition needs of the children and 
families, but the water is still not 
fixed. 

People have said to me: Gosh, that 
was really bad what happened before in 
Flint. I say: No, no, it is not what hap- 
pened in Flint, it is still happening. 
There are still bottles of water being 
delivered to homes, and people have 
been waiting. So we are grateful to be 
at this point, and there certainly is a 
sense of urgency coming from families 
in Flint and all around Michigan as 
well. 

More than one-half million preschool 
students in the United States are ex- 
posed to elevated lead levels. So this is 
an issue not only in Flint but in 
schools and other parts of Michigan, 
where the drinking fountains in the 
school—you know, when you are walk- 
ing down the hall and see the drinking 
fountain in the school is shut down be- 
cause of high lead exposure, that has 
happened in schools across the coun- 
try. 

We have a particular concern because 
there are 9,000 children under the age 
of 6, not counting all the children in 
school, who have elevated lead levels. 
It is quite frightening because some of 
the homes in Flint actually have reg- 
istered levels higher than a toxic waste 
dump. It is pretty scary and incredibly 
important that we support their efforts 
to get the pipes replaced as quickly as 
possible. 
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The cost of lead exposure goes far be- 
yond the $50 billion a year Americans 
have to pay in health care and in bot- 
tled water and all of the other health 
issues. Having unsafe water costs us 
our well-being, the health of the com- 
munities, economic development. It 
costs us a sense of dignity. As Ameri- 
cans, we think one of the basic rights 
that we don’t think about—we just 
take it for granted that you are going 
to turn on the faucet and clean water 
is going to come out and you can drink 
it. That sense of basic confidence in in- 
frastructure has been shaken in Flint 
but also in other communities across 
the country. That is something we are 
addressing in this bill that is so very 
important. 

I am very pleased we have a bill in 
front of us that will comprehensively 
not only address a community that we 
have been fighting for and care deeply 
about but other communities around 
Michigan and around the country. We 
need the funding in this bill—the au- 
thorization in this bill because of a 
number of reasons. Let me again— 
speaking about lead, there are 5,300 
American cities that have been found 
to be in violation of Federal lead rules. 
So there are 5,300 cities right now that 
we know don’t meet the standards for 
safety. In USA TODAY they reported 
that excessive lead has been detected 
in nearly 2,000 public water systems 
across all 50 States. This is an impor- 
tant bill, and it addresses something 
that not only I have been focused on 
and my colleague Senator PETERS has 
been focused on but I know other col- 
leagues are focusing on in communities 
in their States. 

Frankly, there is no safe level of lead 
exposure and even a small amount can 
harm people over their lifetime. One 
study from Rhode Island found a cor- 
relation between even the lowest levels 
of lead exposure and declines in read- 
ing scores. There are certainly many 
other studies. 

When we look at what is happening 
in this bill, the first thing I am very 
pleased to say is that we have a provi- 
sion that helps our communities that 
have literally been shut down, not only 
families with bottled water, but can 
you imagine being a downtown res- 
taurant and we have economic develop- 
ment going on downtown and all of a 
sudden people don’t want to come be- 
cause they are worried the restaurant 
is using contaminated water. In fact, it 
is totally safe to come to downtown 
Flint, and they are making great ef- 
forts on economic development and re- 
vitalization. I was pleased to host the 
SBA Administrator a number of 
months ago, talking with small busi- 
ness entrepreneurs who are excited 
about being in Flint. 

When we look at the broad ripple ef- 
fect when a water system isn’t safe, it 
is most importantly about families and 
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children, but it also affects small busi- 
nesses and it affects the entire econ- 
omy. So in this bill, we are very 
pleased we have a provision fully paid 
for by phasing out another program 
that will help address this. 

We also address lead contamination 
in communities across the country. 
There is a very important loan pro- 
gram that was put in place by the 
chairman and ranking member in the 
last WRDA bill but not activated, not 
funded, that we fund that will activate 
loans—$800 million, possibly more, in 
loans available for communities all 
across the country. The structure was 
set up in the last WRDA bill and now in 
this one we are actually funding it. So 
communities can activate very impor- 
tant loans to upgrade their water infra- 
structure. 

We also know that when we are look- 
ing at issues around lead contamina- 
tion, we see across the country drink- 
ing water issues in 22 percent of the 
homes in Jackson, MS, were found to 
exceed the Federal action lead levels. I 
remember the Mayor of Jackson saying 
to pregnant moms and children: Don’t 
drink the water. 

It is not just water. There are 37 mil- 
lion housing units in the United States 
that contain lead-based paint. Even 
though we have come a long way, we 
have addressed lead-based paint, but we 
still have problems there in older 
homes that are still affecting children. 

Soil is another issue, and certainly 
those of us who work with our farmers 
understand that as a critical resource 
in growing our food in East Chicago, 
IN, some show lead levels up to 227 
times above the Federal lead limits 
and 135 times above the arsenic limit. 
It is pretty tough to be growing things 
when you have that kind of contamina- 
tion in the soil. 

The top 6 inches of soil had up to 30 
times more lead than the level consid- 
ered safe for children. Atlantic City, 
Philadelphia, Allentown, Pennsylvania, 
where over 500,000 children have 
enough lead in their blood to merit a 
visit to the doctor. 

In this bill, we provide resources as 
well to address issues related to public 
health and lead in children. We know 
that for the 286 million Americans who 
get their tapwater from community 
water systems, this bill is an incredibly 
important investment in many dif- 
ferent ways. It is necessary for public 
health and safety, it is necessary for 
economic development, and commu- 
nities across America will benefit from 
this. 

I also thank the committee for once 
again focusing on something else we in 
Michigan care about—the Great Lakes. 
We are surrounded. We have the penin- 
sula surrounded by water and great 
beauty. Another wonderful summer we 
just had, where boating, fishing, and 
tourism is a very important part of our 
economy as well as a way of life. In 
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this bill, for the first time, we estab- 
lished the Great Lakes Restoration Ini- 
tiative, formally in law, and it will au- 
thorize $300 million for the Great 
Lakes Restoration Initiative over the 
next 5 years. This is important for all 
of us in the Great Lakes State. It is 
also important because 27 percent of 
the world’s freshwater comes from the 
Great Lakes. So it is a very important 
economic resource for all of us. 

This bill also authorizes new pro- 
grams to help with drought by pro- 
moting innovative water technology 
and research, for desalinization and 
water reuse and recycling. 

It authorizes very important Army 
Corps projects. There are 25 critical 
Army Corps projects in 17 different 
States that are authorized in this legis- 
lation. These are authorizations for in- 
frastructure projects that protect and 
address concerns in communities in 
South Carolina, Florida, New Jersey, 
and Louisiana, where we know about 
the hurricane and storm damage, and 
flood control projects in Texas, Mis- 
souri, Kansas, and California. There 
are environmental restoration projects 
in Oregon and in Washington State. 

There are additional dam improve- 
ment programs, new programs that 
allow FEMA to help rehabilitate high- 
hazard potential dams. America’s 84,000 
dams are rapidly aging, and 14,000 of 
them are considered high risk, high 
hazard. We have about 88 of those dams 
in Michigan that are considered high 
hazard. 

So this is a bill that touches every 
single State. I know Members across 
the aisle have worked on this together. 
Clearly, it is something that is very 
important to Michigan, very important 
to families in Michigan. The piece that 
allows us to support the 100,000 people 
in Michigan is incredibly important for 
us, but we also understand that in the 
process of legislating, we have been 
able to support efforts and needs 
around the country and come together 
to do something that is important for 
communities in all of our States. 

I think that is what legislating is all 
about, as the Presiding Officer knows. 
You and I have worked together on 
many different projects that try to ad- 
dress concerns across the country. 

Again, I thank the chairman and 
ranking member for doing an out- 
standing job, for supporting our efforts 
but also supporting efforts of other 
Members. Hopefully, as we work our 
way through this process, we can come 
together on commonsense amendments 
that relate to this bill so we can have 
a very big vote on final passage and 
send it to the House, and hopefully our 
colleagues in the House will recognize 
how important this is to their districts 
and their States as well, and we will be 
able to get this to the President as 
soon as possible. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Louisiana. 
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HONORING CORPORAL MONTRELL 
JACKSON, DEPUTY BRAD 
GARAFOLA, AND OFFICER MAT- 
THEW GERALD 


Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. President, I rise 
today to honor three brave men: Cor- 
poral Montrell Jackson, Deputy Brad 
Garafola, and Officer Matthew Gerald. 

It has been a tough summer in Lou- 
isiana. Not only did we have the floods 
of which I spoke yesterday, but we had 
the Alton Sterling shooting, the civil 
unrest afterwards, and then these three 
officers killed and several others shot. 
I will speak today to these officers. 

On July 17, the three men I just men- 
tioned gave their lives while protecting 
our community when ambushed while 
reporting to a 9-1-1 call. Deputy Nick 
Tullier, Deputy Bruce Simmons, and 
Officer Chad Montgomery were injured 
during this attack. Thankfully, Deputy 
Simmons and Officer Montgomery have 
returned home to their families, but 
Deputy Tullier remains in the hospital. 
Please keep him in your thoughts and 
prayers. 

Speaking of those who died, Corporal 
Jackson was a 10-year veteran of the 
Baton Rouge Police Department, a lov- 
ing husband to his wife Trenisha, and a 
father to his 4-month-old child, Mason. 
Following the shooting of Mr. Alton 
Sterling, Montrell wrote on his 
Facebook page: 

I personally want to send prayers out to 
everyone affected by this tragedy. These are 
trying times. Please don’t let hate infect 
your heart. This city must and will get bet- 
ter. 

Deputy Garafola served the East 
Baton Rouge Sheriff’s Office for over 24 
years. He was a beloved son, husband to 
his wife Tonja, and father to their four 
children: Garrett, Braley, Brad, and 
Samantha. He was remembered for al- 
ways selflessly trying to help others. 
At the time of his death, he again 
acted selflessly, giving his life when he 
saw another officer down, running to 
that officer who was injured during the 
attack and by doing so exposing him- 
self to fatal gunfire. 

Officer Matthew Gerald joined the 
Baton Rouge Police Department just 
last year. Before this, he had bravely 
served our country in both the Army 
and Marine Corps. Between 2002 and 
2009, Matt completed three tours of 
duty in Iraq as a crew chief on a heli- 
copter crew and received numerous 
awards and medals. Prior to his service 
in the Army, he had enlisted in the Ma- 
rine Corps in New Orleans and served 4 
years from 1994 to 1998. Matt was a lov- 
ing son, husband to his wife Dechia, 
and father to Dawelyn and Fynleigh. 
His wife recently announced she is 
pregnant with their third child. 

Each of those men shared common 
core values that guided them: service, 
stewardship, and sacrifice. They put 
the needs and well-being of others be- 
fore their own. Scripture says, ‘‘Great- 
er love hath no man than this, that a 
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man lay down his life for his friends.” 
In protecting their community, these 
men paid the ultimate sacrifice. I 
honor their lives and thank their fami- 
lies for their selfless service to the city 
of Baton Rouge, to the State of Lou- 
isiana, and to the United States of 
America. 

I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAs- 
SIDY). Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 


EE 
WRDA 


Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, as the 
Presiding Officer knows, we are work- 
ing on a bill we call WRDA, W-R-D-A, 
which is the Water Resources Develop- 
ment Act. This is important to the en- 
tire country because what it focuses on 
is obviously clean drinking water but 
also the kinds of infrastructure that 
protect public safety and make com- 
merce and transportation possible. 

I commend the leadership of Chair- 
man INHOFE, the Senator from Okla- 
homa, and Ranking Member BOXER, the 
Senator from California, for the work 
they have done getting us this far. 

In particular, I wanted to mention 
the application of this legislation to 
my home State of Texas. Texas under- 
stands that water is a precious re- 
source and one that needs to be man- 
aged effectively. There is an old saying 
in Texas that whiskey is for drinking 
and water is for fighting. It kind of 
makes you chuckle, but it dem- 
onstrates the point that water is essen- 
tial to life. It is essential to our agri- 
cultural community to be able to grow 
our crops and water our livestock. It is 
indispensable, but it is easy to over- 
look all the work it takes to craft good 
legislation that looks out for the whole 
country’s water supply and also pro- 
tects our ports, our waterways, and 
helps guard against flooding. These are 
just a few of the projects included in 
this bill. 

In April, this legislation overwhelm- 
ingly passed out of committee. I am 
pleased this bill serves as just another 
example of what we can accomplish 
when we put politics aside and work to- 
gether in the best interests of the 
American people. 

I wish to mention that I am also 
grateful this legislation includes part 
of a bill that I introduced last spring 
called the COAST Act. Texas has hun- 
dreds of miles of coastline, and the 
State’s location in the Gulf of Mexico 
makes it particularly vulnerable to 
hurricanes, storms, and other weather 
impacts such as flooding, storm surges, 
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and high winds. I don’t need to tell the 
Presiding Officer about that, as Lou- 
isiana recently suffered terrible flood- 
ing. 

In 2008, Texans saw firsthand when 
Hurricane Ike made landfall. It became 
the second most costly U.S. hurricane 
on record. 

Of course, because the area is so 
densely populated and includes one of 
our Nation’s busiest ports and energy 
hubs, major damage along the Texas 
coast would likely be felt well beyond 
our State in much of the rest of the 
country as well, particularly the eco- 
nomic impacts. Safeguarding the gulf 
coast from the next major hurricane 
should be a priority not just to Texas 
but a national priority, as I say, both 
to those who live there and those who 
would suffer the potential economic 
consequences. That is why this par- 
ticular provision, the coastal Texas 
protection provision in the Water Re- 
sources Development Act legislation, is 
so important. 

This is very straightforward. All it 
would do is require the Army Corps of 
Engineers to take advantage of pre- 
existing studies and not have to dupli- 
cate those studies as a prerequisite to 
addressing this issue. The Corps 
wouldn’t have to duplicate efforts but 
could instead build on the good work of 
leaders in the State that had already 
been done, so the Texas coast can get 
the protection it needs sooner rather 
than later. 

Fortunately, the Water Resources 
Development Act also includes projects 
that will benefit communities across 
my State, such as infrastructure im- 
provements to help reduce flooding, 
provisions that make our ship channels 
more efficient and strengthen our ports 
by making them safer and better 
equipped to handle growing amounts of 
trade. I know there is a lot of discus- 
sion about trade, particularly in the 
Presidential election season, but I will 
tell you that trade is viewed as an un- 
mitigated good in my State. We are the 
No. 1 exporting State in the Nation, 
and that is just one reason why our 
economy is growing faster than the na- 
tional economy. 

We have learned a very simple lesson; 
that is, when you grow things—when 
you make things—and you have more 
people and more markets to sell to 
around the world, it is good for jobs, 
and it is good for the economy. I hope 
that some of our leaders and those who 
aspire to become the next President of 
the United States learn from some of 
the lessons that we have learned from 
in Texas—that trade is good. 

That is not to say that with 
globalization there aren’t some people 
disadvantaged, and we can address 
some of those concerns with funds dedi- 
cated to retraining efforts. But the fact 
of the matter is that more technology 
and more globalization are changing 
our economy and our labor markets in 
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ways that we will never be able to re- 
verse. So we shouldn’t throw the baby 
out with the bath water and just turn 
our backs on the benefits of trade, 
which means we need to have efficient 
ports that are equipped to handle grow- 
ing amounts of trade globally. 

In conclusion, on the Water Re- 
sources Development Act, let me say 
again that I express my gratitude to 
Chairman INHOFE and Ranking Member 
BOXER for this solid, bipartisan legisla- 
tion. I hope it passes the Senate soon. 
I trust it will be out of the Senate by 
the middle of next week. 


EE 


JUSTICE AGAINST SPONSORS OF 
TERRORISM ACT 


Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, this 
weekend is the 15th anniversary of the 
terrible attacks on our country on Sep- 
tember 11, 2001. It is impossible to for- 
get the horrible events of that day and 
the pain, grief, and mourning that our 
country felt. I think it is one of those 
seminal events in my life—and I am 
sure I am not alone—that I will always 
remember what I was doing and where 
I was when those planes hit the World 
Trade Center. It reminds me of when 
President John F. Kennedy was assas- 
sinated when I was much younger. I re- 
member where I was and what I was 
doing. 

I know communities across the coun- 
try will spend time on this anniversary 
of 9/11 honoring the lives of the vic- 
tims, their families, and the friends 
that they left behind, as well as the 
first responders and volunteers who put 
others before themselves in the wake of 
so much destruction. 

One way that Congress can honor the 
victims of that day and lend support to 
their families is by sending the Justice 
Against Sponsors of Terrorism Act to 
President Obama’s desk for his signa- 
ture. This bill would enable Americans 
and their family members to pursue 
justice against those who sponsor acts 
of terrorism on the U.S. homeland, 
such as that which occurred on Sep- 
tember 11, 2001. 

A few months ago this legislation 
passed unanimously in the Senate. 
Again, there is not much legislation 
that passes this body unanimously, but 
this did. 

I believe unanimous passage of this 
bill sends an unmistakable message 
that we will combat terrorism with 
every tool we have. Just as impor- 
tantly, we will make sure that simple 
justice is available to the victims of 
terrorist attacks on our soil by not 
erecting any unnecessary roadblocks to 
the pursuit of justice in the courts of 
law. 

I understand that the House of Rep- 
resentatives will vote on this legisla- 
tion, perhaps as soon as today or to- 
morrow, and I hope they send a similar 
message to the victims and their fami- 
lies on this 15th anniversary of 9/11. 
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Finally, I hope the President will 
rethink his previous statements ex- 
pressing an intent to perhaps veto this 
legislation. It makes absolutely no 
sense to prevent the families who suf- 
fered losses as a result of terrorist at- 
tacks on our soils from having their 
day in court against whoever is respon- 
sible. This legislation does not purport 
to decide who is responsible but merely 
removes the impediments under the 
sovereign immunity act that prevent 
them from even presenting their case 
in court. 

It is time we help victims of ter- 
rorism in our country to seek justice, 
and it is time that the Justice Against 
Sponsors of Terrorism Act becomes the 
law of the land. 

With that, I yield the floor. 

Mr. President, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. COATS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 
WASTEFUL SPENDING 


Mr. COATS. Mr. President, today I 
return to the floor for talk No. 49—49 
weeks of coming to the floor to talk 
about what we have described as 
“waste of the week.” We originally 
started this about 50 weeks ago in this 
cycle, with some skipping of weeks 
when we were not in session, trying to 
look at ways to make government 
more efficient and effective and to save 
taxpayer dollars. We set a goal of 
reaching $100 billion. 

Whether it was the Congressional 
Budget Office, whether it was the in- 
spectors general overseeing expendi- 
tures in the various agencies, we kept 
receiving these reports about taxpayer 
money that is wasted through waste, 
fraud, and abuse. We have talked about 
everything from the ridiculous to the 
really serious in terms of mismanage- 
ment, fraud, and waste that has oc- 
curred in this Federal Government. 

At a time when we cannot begin to 
balance our budget, when expenditures 
keep significantly exceeding revenues 
that are coming in no matter how 
much tax we collect, we find ourselves 
in a situation where we are continuing 
to borrow and borrow and borrow and 
borrow into the trillions and trillions 
and trillions of dollars—a truly 
unsustainable rate which will cause 
great harm to the American people at 
some point, if it hasn’t already. Clear- 
ly, it is holding down our ability to 
grow. Clearly, it is putting us in a situ- 
ation where expenditures on just pay- 
ing interest on the money we have to 
borrow continues to increase, depriving 
us of the opportunity to address some 
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essential needs, such as infrastructure 
and basic science. NIH research, the 
CDC, and others are being squeezed be- 
cause we simply don’t have the funds 
available without continuing to go into 
debt. 

So this is No. 49. It is one of the more 
minor ones. Keep tuning in because 
next week we have a big one coming. 
We could come down here almost every 
day and talk about something, with 
the backlog of waste, fraud, and abuse 
documented by agencies that are non- 
partisan. They are not Republican. 
They are not Democratic. These are 
agencies that just deal with numbers, 
they just deal with facts, and they re- 
port to us, as Members of the Senate 
and the Congress, to make this avail- 
able to the public and to demonstrate 
that we could run a much better shop 
here and save the taxpayers a lot of 
money. 

Today I want to highlight abuse of a 
fund that exists within the Department 
of Health and Human Services. It is 
called the Nonrecurring Expenses 
Fund, otherwise known as NEF. ‘‘Non- 
recurring expense fund” is another 
fancy description the Federal Govern- 
ment has put out so that nobody can 
understand what it is, but we looked 
into this and found that the Non- 
recurring Expenses Fund is a fund that 
was created to place money which 
wasn’t used. There was money appro- 
priated by Congress for specific pur- 
poses, but they didn’t use all of it. In- 
stead of turning it back to the Treas- 
ury or the taxpayer, they said: Let’s 
create this fund that we can put this 
excess money in that hasn’t been used 
for the purpose it was designated. We 
will put it in a fund, and it will be 
there for use for some other purposes. 

Well, you know how government 
works: Never return a penny of the 
money that has been allocated to you 
by the Congress because the next time 
it comes up on an annual basis for your 
allocation, Congress may say: Well, 
they didn’t need all that money, so 
let’s give them less money next year. 

Oh, no, we don’t want to be in that 
position, so let’s make sure we find a 
way to spend it. 

Anyway, the money is sitting here in 
this slush fund called the Nonrecurring 
Expenses Fund, and it is supposed to be 
used for one-time expenses that come 
up on construction or IT projects and 
they can go to the fund and take some 
money out and use it for specified pur- 
poses. Well, all that was fine, I guess. I 
think it should have gone back to the 
Treasury. They did put a 5-year limit 
on it, and if it is still there after 5 
years, it is supposed to go back to the 
Treasury but instead goes to this fund. 

Well, along came ObamaCare and all 
of its promises: Don’t worry, it is not 
going to cost you a penny more than 
what is already being paid. If you like 
your doctor, you can keep your doctor. 
Your premiums won’t go up. 
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All that was promised to us by the 
President. After every declarative 
thing he said, he added: Period. Not 
one penny increase, period. Keep your 
doctor, period. Done deal, folks. Trust 
us. 
Well, of course none of that hap- 
pened. ObamaCare seems to be col- 
lapsing under the weight of its own 
regulations and rules and operations. 
We read every day, almost every week 
of an exchange closing, of premiums 
skyrocketing. We are in for a very big 
surprise this fall. Some of this has been 
documented about the numbers coming 
in and the increases in premiums in the 
various States that are staggering. 
People are dropping out, people can’t 
afford to get in, and on and on it goes. 

In any event, under ObamaCare, as 
we all remember, when they set it up, 
the Web site didn’t work and people 
couldn’t make the phone calls, so the 
expenditures have been significantly 
higher than what we were told and 
what was projected, and we are talking 
about big money here. So the adminis- 
tration thought, well, let’s sort of look 
around, dig around, and maybe we will 
find a fund somewhere where there is 
some excess money we can use to prop 
up ObamaCare rather than having to 
go back to the Congress. 

Now, this is money appropriated for a 
specific purpose and not to be used or 
tapped into to pay for some other fail- 
ing program over here, but, of course, 
that didn’t stop the White House from 
doing that. It seems nothing does stop 
them, including laws passed by the 
Congress. 

In any event, they determined that, 
wow, here is a slush fund. Over the 
course of 4 years, it had about $1.3 bil- 
lion in it. So why don’t we just take it? 
It breaches the rules, maybe even the 
constitutionality of the fact that Con- 
gress appropriates money for specific 
purposes and puts it in specific places, 
and the administration doesn’t have 
the right to simply go over there and 
say: Oh, there is a pot of money over 
there. It has been sitting there. Even 
though the law says it should expire 
after 5 years and it has to go back to 
the Treasury, we will ignore that and 
take that money, and we will apply it 
to pay for some of the bills on 
ObamaCare. 

And that is exactly what they did. So 
$1.3 billion was taken from a fund with- 
out a congressional vote—an abuse of 
power undermining Congress’s con- 
stitutional authority over appropria- 
tions. So here we are adding to our 
total the $1.3 billion that could have 
been saved, that was appropriated but 
not used. It could have been used for 
many things. We are talking about try- 
ing to find ways to pay for Zika fund- 
ing. This is a serious matter. Zika is 
having an impact. We have known 
that. The opposition here—the Demo- 
crats—have voted three times to pro- 
hibit us from going forward on that. 
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But one of the issues here is the pay- 
for that we are under. If we are going 
to start a new program or appropriate 
more money to a program, we want to 
find something else to pay for it. Well, 
here is the perfect way to do it, and the 
amount of money is more than actu- 
ally requested. Mr. President, $1.3 bil- 
lion could be easily used as a pay-for 
for the Zika problem. That would get 
the CDC and get the States out there 
to deal with this very significant and 
difficult problem. But no, nope; it had 
to go to ObamaCare. It had to sort of 
once again fill the gap from expendi- 
tures that have gone all over the place. 

So what we have done is shown that 
this is money that we could have saved 
the taxpayer or that could have used 
for a better purpose, and under the 
waste of the week total here, we are 
now adding this $1.3 billion, which 
brings our total to $240 Dbillion— 
$240,785,726,817. It just keeps going up. 
Here we are sitting on a total of nearly 
$241 billion of waste, fraud and abuse. 

As I said, fasten your seatbelts, folks; 
the next one coming in next week is a 
staggering number of documented 
waste, fraud and abuse. 

Mr. President, with that, I yield the 
floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EEE 
ZIKA VIRUS FUNDING 


Mr. MARKEY. Mr. President, we are 
in a race against time. The number of 
confirmed locally acquired Zika infec- 
tions in Florida now total 56. In Puerto 
Rico, it is estimated that 50 pregnant 
women are infected with Zika each 
day. There are now 67 countries and 
territories around the world reporting 
Zika cases. The Director of the Centers 
for Disease Control and Prevention has 
announced that the agency has ex- 
hausted its current funds to combat 
the Zika virus, but thus far the Repub- 
licans have refused to work with the 
Democrats to actually provide the new 
funding in the race to find a vaccine. 
This is simply unacceptable. 

Last month, I visited Cabo Verde off 
the coast of Africa. I saw firsthand the 
devastating impacts of the Zika virus. 
Through a Catholic Relief Services pro- 
gram, I met with mothers and their in- 
fants suffering from microcephaly, the 
birth defect which causes smaller 
brains and other developmental defects 
in newborns. I was able to meet with 
two loving mothers: Dunia, the mother 
of Dara; and Suely, who is the mother 
of Senilson. Both babies were born on 
June 5, 2016. The first case of 
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microcephaly associated with the Zika 
virus on Cabo Verde was detected in 
March, just 6 months after the disease 
was declared an epidemic in the coun- 
try. Now there are more than 7,500 re- 
ported cases of Zika on Cabo Verde, 
and the number continues to grow. 

Zika is a terrifying virus. It is the 
only known mosquito-borne virus that 
can cause birth defects and also be sex- 
ually transmitted. In addition to 
microcephaly, Zika also has been con- 
nected to neurological effects in indi- 
viduals of any age, including a link to 
the onset of Guillain-Barre syndrome, 
which can cause paralysis for months. 
One bite from an infected mosquito 
could damage the course of a life for- 
ever. 

We need only look back a few chap- 
ters in our own history books to under- 
stand how important it is for humanity 
to find a vaccine for a virus like Zika. 

In 1953, there were 35,000 annual cases 
of polio in the United States. Mothers 
and fathers all across America were 
frightened that their children would be 
next to contract the debilitating dis- 
ease. Two U.S. researchers, Dr. Albert 
Sabin and Dr. Jonas Salk, were locked 
in a historic race to develop a safe and 
effective polio vaccine. Fortunately, 
they were both successful. Today, 
those vaccines have virtually elimi- 
nated polio around the world. 

Now, in 2016, millions of parents and 
dozens of countries around the world 
are once again praying that the med- 
ical community can be catalyzed to de- 
velop a solution for today’s global dis- 
ease threat—the Zika virus. 

We are fortunate that in today’s new 
race for a cure, there are at least three 
leading Zika vaccine candidates. Last 
month, I toured the laboratories at 
Beth Israel Deaconess Medical Center 
in Boston, which is collaborating with 
Walter Reed Army Institute of Re- 
search. Their vaccine candidate has 
been found to offer universal protec- 
tion against the Zika virus in labora- 
tory tests. The results were so prom- 
ising that the vaccine will be tested in 
a small group of individuals—human 
beings—this fall. 

There are two other vaccine can- 
didates also showing positive results. 
One is made by the National Institutes 
of Health and the other by Inovio Phar- 
maceuticals. Both are far enough along 
that they are already utilizing human 
subjects, but if the current trials in- 
volving just the small groups are suc- 
cessful, we will need to provide much 
more funding to cover the costs of ex- 
panding this research to thousands of 
participants. That next step in the 
Zika clinical trials, if both of these 
candidates that I just mentioned are 
successful, could cost upward of $100 
million to $200 million, beginning as 
soon as this January, if these clinical 
trials are successful with small num- 
bers of human beings. That is a small 
amount of money when one considers 
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that the cost of caring for one infant 
born with Zika-caused microcephaly 
will cost potentially up to $10 million 
through the life of that baby. 

Six months ago, knowing the imped- 
ing and impending threat of Zika once 
we entered the warm, mosquito-loving, 
hot summer months, fueled further by 
climate change, President Obama re- 
quested $1.9 billion in emergency funds 
from Congress to combat Zika, but in- 
stead of approving emergency funding 
at the start of the summer, Repub- 
licans, unfortunately, did not finish 
the business that we should have fin- 
ished before they recessed Congress for 
7 weeks. Families cancelled their sum- 
mer vacations out of fear, while Repub- 
licans made Congress go on a vacation. 
Meanwhile, cases of Zika on our own 
soil, in Puerto Rico, and around the 
world ticked higher and higher. 

Whether it is Zika, Ebola, SARS, or 
the next global pandemic, we simply 
cannot treat every global health threat 
like a game of Whac-A-Mole. We need a 
sustainable and comprehensive emer- 
gency medical system that is put in 
place so we can respond to all emerging 
infectious disease threats. 

First, we need a Federal fund that is 
readily available for use when a global 
disease represents itself. Second, we 
need a single person at the White 
House responsible for organizing do- 
mestic efforts as well as liaising with 
our international partners in the face 
of an infectious disease pandemic. We 
did this on Ebola. We should do it for 
every global health threat. 

The truth is, though, that if on Ebola 
we had already had a pandemic re- 
sponse team in place, we probably 
could have cut the amount of death 
and harm that was done by that disease 
by a dramatic amount, but the most 
important thing we need right now is 
we need the congressional Republicans 
to stop playing politics and work with 
Democrats to pass a real and serious 
response to the Zika crisis, including 
emergency funding. The fastest way to 
do this is for the House to bring a bi- 
partisan, Senate-passed $1.1 billion 
compromise bill to address the Zika 
epidemic and bring it up for a vote. We 
have already passed that through the 
Senate. House Republicans should just 
take it up, vote on it, and we will get 
it done. It is only a matter of time be- 
fore the fear of local transmission in 
Florida becomes the reality for nearly 
every State in this Nation. That is why 
immediate funding is a critical compo- 
nent of the U.S. and global fight 
against the Zika virus. We have the in- 
tellectual capacity to develop faster di- 
agnostic tests, efficient vaccines, and 
advanced therapeutics with Zika, but 
what we need now is the financial cer- 
tainty to support this kind of work in 
an accelerated way. The next pandemic 
that awaits the global community is 
just one frequent flier account away. 
This crisis demands that Congress pass 
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a Zika funding package as soon as pos- 
sible. The continuation of vaccine de- 
velopment depends on it, our ability to 
stop the spread of the virus depends on 
it, and the lives of millions of people 
around the world depend on it. 

We won the race against polio in the 
1950s. With accelerated funding, we 
have the opportunity today with these 
three vaccine candidates and others on 
the way to find a safe and effective so- 
lution to combat Zika by 2018. It is 
time to recognize the threat to human- 
kind and the impact such a harmful 
disease will have on an entire genera- 
tion of children by ensuring our 21st 
century scientists—our Sabins and 
Salks—have the funding they need to 
banish this virus to the history books. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Nebraska. 


HONORING NEBRASKA’S SOLDIERS 
WHO LOST THEIR LIVES IN COM- 
BAT 


Mrs. FISCHER. Mr. President, I rise 
to continue my tribute to Nebraska’s 
heroes and the current generation of 
men and women who have given their 
lives defending our freedom in Iraq and 
Afghanistan. Each of these Nebraskans 
has a powerful story. 

CAPTAIN ROBERT J. YLLESCAS 

Today I will reflect upon the life of 
Army CPT Robert Yllescas of Osceola, 
NE. 

Rob’s life began in Guatemala, where 
he was born and raised. His mother 
Barbara would often bring young Rob 
to Nebraska during visits to her family 
in Osceola. When in Nebraska, Rob 
made plenty of friends, and he fell in 
love with the good life. 

He also met a young girl named 
Dena, who would one day become his 
wife. After graduating high school in 
Guatemala in 1996, Rob moved to Ne- 
braska permanently, and he enrolled at 
the University of Nebraska-Lincoln. He 
also enlisted in the Nebraska Army Na- 
tional Guard. Rob had always wanted 
to serve in the military. He hoped to 
become a general one day. With this in 
mind, Rob enrolled in Army ROTC at 
UNL. 

Fate had something else in store for 
Rob during his college years too. He re- 
connected with Dena. They fell in love, 
were engaged a year later, and were 
married on July 29, 2000. Rob continued 
his studies and training, later grad- 
uating from UNL in May, 2001, receiv- 
ing his commission as a second lieuten- 
ant in the U.S. Army. 

That August, Rob and Dena wel- 
comed the birth of their first daughter, 
Julia. A short time later, Lieutenant 
Rob Yllescas began his first Active- 
Duty assignment on September 10, 2001. 
The very next day, everything changed 
for Rob, his family, and our Nation. 
America’s military priorities trans- 
formed dramatically, focusing on a new 
mission to combat terrorism. 
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From the beginning of his military 
service, Rob’s commanding officers 
took note of his character and his lead- 
ership. One commander said, ‘‘Yllescas 
was an extraordinary person to be 
around. He brought that ‘lead from the 
front’ mentality into his work.”’ 

Another soldier who served with him 
said Rob ‘‘was strong as an ox with a 
smile as big as Nebraska.” 

Over the next several years, life be- 
came fast-paced for the Yllescas fam- 
ily. Rob deployed to Iraq in 2003 for a 
year, and then he returned for a second 
deployment in 2005, when the fighting 
grew more intense. Returning home to 
Nebraska in 2006, Rob continued to 
excel in the military, later graduating 
from Army Ranger’ School. Rob 
achieved the rank of captain and was 
assigned to the 6th Squadron of the 4th 
Cavalry Regiment. He took command 
of Bravo Troop, known as the 
Blackfoots. 

After nearly 2 years of training and 
earning the respect of his troops, Rob 
learned he would deploy to Afghani- 
stan. Shortly before his deployment, 
Rob and Dena welcomed their second 
daughter, Eva, on February 1, 2008. 
Upon arriving in Afghanistan, Captain 
Yllescas and Bravo Troop were sta- 
tioned at Camp Keating. This outpost, 
located in the eastern province of 
Nuristan, was known to many as the 
most dangerous territory in Afghani- 
stan. Camp Keating had been under 
constant attack since becoming oper- 
ational in 2006. Two prior camp com- 
manders had been killed before the 
Blackfoots arrived. 

Once again, Captain Yllescas made 
an immediate impact. His lead-from- 
the-front approach earned the respect 
of his men and improved the relations 
with the local Afghan leaders. Rob car- 
ried himself with a grace that would 
calm the nerves of these community 
leaders, and he often met with them 
unarmed and without that full battle 
rattle, but his charismatic style and 
the improved relations quickly became 
a threat to the enemy forces in the re- 
gion. 

Camp Keating, located in the 
Kamdesh District, was known to Amer- 
ican troops as the ‘“‘Tip of the Spear.” 
Al Qaeda and militants moved freely 
through this area from safe havens in 
Pakistan. They filtered weapons and 
ammunition through this region to en- 
gage with coalition forces throughout 
Afghanistan. 

One soldier described his tour at 
Camp Keating, saying: “I was either 
extremely bored or extremely terri- 
fied.” For months, Captain Yllescas 
and his Blackfoots continued their 
focus on improving relations with the 
local Afghan community, and things 
seemed to be moving in the right direc- 
tion. 

As Captain Yllescas made progress, 
he also drew the attention of the 
enemy militants. By the fall of 2008, 
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they were coordinating plans to re- 
move this threat to their supply chain. 
On October 28, 2008, a remotely con- 
trolled IED was detonated and seri- 
ously wounded Captain Yllescas as part 
of a planned assassination attempt. 
Rob was quickly evacuated out of Af- 
ghanistan. He was stabilized and moved 
to the Bethesda Naval Medical Center 
outside of Washington, DC. 

Throughout this time at the medical 
center, Dena remained at his side. Dur- 
ing Rob’s second week at Bethesda 
Medical Naval Center, President 
George W. Bush visited him on Novem- 
ber 10 and personally awarded him the 
Purple Heart. Rob’s best day occurred 
when his daughter Julia entered his 
hospital room. Just seeing Julia 
seemed to ease his mind. 

Ultimately, Rob’s severe leg and head 
wounds were too much to overcome. 
CPT Robert Yllescas died on December 
1, 2008. A week later, the auditorium in 
Osceola, NE, was filled to capacity 
with people honoring their hometown 
hero. In the time since, Dena and Rob’s 
mother Barbara have become very ac- 
tive in the Gold Star family activities 
throughout Nebraska. His daughters 
Julia, who is now 15, and Eva, now 8, 
are also active in this cause. The two 
of them are well known for their beau- 
tiful voices and singing of patriotic 
songs at veterans events. 

For his service to our Nation, CPT 
Rob Yllescas earned many military 
decorations. Among the many impor- 
tant badges and decorations he earned, 
Captain Yllescas was awarded the 
Bronze Star, Purple Heart, Iraq Cam- 
paign Medal, Afghanistan Campaign 
Medal, and the Ranger Tab. CPT Rob- 
ert Yllescas embodied the pride of his 
State, served his country, and loved his 
family. I am honored to tell his story. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from New Jersey. 


EE 
ZIKA VIRUS FUNDING 


Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I 
rise to voice my concern as an Amer- 
ican and my outrage as a grandfather- 
to-be about the lack of action to fund 
our response to the Zika epidemic. 
Zika has come to Miami, FL, and Con- 
gress needs to step up and provide the 
necessary funds to fight this terrible 
virus. 

Zika is like any other national emer- 
gency, and we are a nation that al- 
ways—always—responds to emer- 
gencies. While I am encouraged with 
the news that Republicans are seeing 
fit to do their job and drop some of the 
conditions in their Zika bill, which this 
body has voted down three times al- 
ready, there is no excuse for any fur- 
ther delay—no excuse for doing noth- 
ing while Americans face a risk that 
we have the power to mitigate. 

The alarms have been ringing for 
months. We knew Zika wasn’t coming, 
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but instead of being proactive and pre- 
pared for what was about to hit our 
shores, Republicans in Congress chose 
to poison our response with rightwing 
ideological policy riders that prevented 
us from appropriately addressing this 
issue. To make matters worse, rather 
than removing these unacceptable pro- 
visions from the bill, they simply chose 
to ignore it entirely and send Congress 
on vacation without acting. 

Since that time, we have had at least 
43 instances of locally acquired Zika in 
the Miami area and nearly 16,000 lo- 
cally acquired cases in Puerto Rico. In 
the 50 United States, we now have 3,000 
total cases, including those that were 
acquired outside of the country. Most 
frightening for families throughout our 
Nation is that we know of at least 1,751 
cases of pregnant women infected with 
Zika—a truly devastating diagnosis for 
everyone involved. 

Today we have heard from the head 
of the National Institutes of Health’s 
Infectious Disease Institute that with- 
out immediate funding, the current on- 
going clinical trials into a Zika vac- 
cine will be forced to shut down—put- 
ting a halt to any real chance we have 
of developing a preventive vaccine in 
the near term. 

We, as Democrats, have fought the 
opposition to pass the President’s re- 
quest for $1.9 billion to battle Zika. In 
May, the Senate, in a bipartisan com- 
promise, agreed by a vote of 89 to 8 to 
fund $1.1 billion in response funding, 
but that bipartisan agreement was de- 
railed in the House of Representatives, 
where Republicans insisted on adding a 
poison pill provision that had nothing 
to do with Zika and everything to do 
with seizing the opportunity to pursue 
an anti-family political social agenda 
that would prohibit family planning 
clinics from getting Zika funds—di- 
rectly impacting the health of women 
in the most high-risk areas at a time 
that we know Zika can be contracted 
not only by a bite of a mosquito but by 
sexual intercourse. 

Every major health organization, 
from the Centers for Disease Control to 
the World Health Organization, to the 
American Congress of Obstetricians 
and Gynecologists, has recommended 
that the best course of action is to in- 
crease access to contraception and 
family planning services to decrease 
transmission of the virus. 

Today I call, once again, on the ma- 
jority leader and the Speaker of the 
House to address this crisis now. Let’s 
do our jobs and help keep the American 
people safe, healthy, and secure by ad- 
dressing this crisis with everything we 
have and all we can provide to women 
and families who face an emergency 
situation no less important and no less 
threatening than tornadoes, hurri- 
canes, wildfires, or superstorms such as 
Sandy. 

We need to quickly and decisively re- 
spond. We are already behind. We have 
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lost critical time and sacrificed the 
progress we should have already made 
to political obstructionism that has 
prevented us from providing what we 
need to ensure maximum protection. 
We need to act now, not tomorrow, not 
the next day, not next week—now. But 
here we are 7 months after the Presi- 
dent’s original call for an emergency 
response to Zika and 5 months—long 
before Miami had become ground zero 
for the virus in the continental United 
States—5 months before the first con- 
firmed cases of locally acquired trans- 
mission occurred and began to spread. 

My Republican colleagues talk a lot 
about national security, about defend- 
ing this Nation and its people and I 
agree with them, but there are many 
ways to defend America from the many 
threats we face, and Zika is one of 
them. If we believe what we say about 
keeping America and Americans safe, 
then quickly passing the necessary 
funding to defeat Zika is in the per- 
sonal security interest of the United 
States. 

We are dealing with a virus that has 
tremendous costs. We do not yet know 
all the potential birth defects that 
Zika can cause, and we do not know all 
the potential effects of microcephaly 
to a newborn or the life expectancy of 
a Zika baby, but the health care costs 
for the 3l-year-old mother in Hacken- 
sack, NJ, who gave birth to the first 
Zika baby born in the United States, 
will, no doubt, be staggering—in the 
millions of dollars. 

At the end of the day, protecting our 
people from an insidious virus that ul- 
timately can affect the next generation 
that is being born is in fact protecting 
the public. In my mind, it is not ac- 
ceptable to play politics with a na- 
tional emergency. We can have all the 
debates in the world about family plan- 
ning and access to women’s health 
care, but we are delaying the possibili- 
ties of a vaccine being prepared, of 
mosquito abatement to limit the popu- 
lation of infected insects. We are deny- 
ing care to those women who could be 
or are infected. We need to act now and 
pass the necessary funding just as we 
do in any national emergency, against 
any threat or any enemy, and Zika is a 
real and direct threat. 

I can talk from personal experience. 
It has affected my family and me. My 
daughter lives in Miami. She is now 6 
months pregnant with her first child, 
and I am deeply concerned about her 
health, her well-being and the well- 
being of my first grandchild. While this 
moment is a moment of great joy, 
every young mother already has con- 
cerns about the normal course of 
events: Will my child be healthy? Will 
my child be safe and free from illness? 
These are normal concerns, but Zika 
adds a new dimension to those normal 
worries, and we could have done some- 
thing to stop it if it were not for Re- 
publican obstructionism in the House. 
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Shame on us that we have not done all 
we could to mitigate the fear that 
young mothers are feeling, and that 
fear is palpable. It cannot be ignored, 
not by me, not by any father, not by 
any grandfather, and it should not be 
ignored by Republicans in Congress. 
This isn’t for me or my daughter. It is 
too late for her to take advantage of a 
vaccine or cure, but it is not too late 
for other mothers and their children 
across this country. How can we, in 
good conscience, not do all we can to 
attack this problem as best as we can? 

My daughter has taken precautions 
and is doing everything possible to pro- 
tect herself, but this issue goes beyond 
the personal aspect of what is hap- 
pening in my family, and while having 
a child is a moment of great joy, any 
woman who is pregnant in Miami—ac- 
tually, in reality, this knows no limita- 
tions geographically. It will continue 
to spread across the country. It is an 
added risk that is very real and should 
be of deep concern to all of us. 

We want to protect our children. We 
talked about that in many different di- 
mensions in different debates, whether 
it is about education or health care, 
and now we are doing something that 
every person who is a father or may be 
a grandfather understands very clearly. 
Every woman who serves in the Senate 
and has had a child understands very 
well the whole emotional process that 
goes on, like worrying about that 
child, taking care of themselves, hav- 
ing the right nutrition, and doing all 
the prenatal care they have to do so 
they can have a child who is born 
healthy. 

Women throughout the country are 
doing their best to protect themselves 
to the extent that they can, but not all 
of them have the ability to do some- 
thing about it like those of us in this 
Chamber. It is our responsibility, obli- 
gation, and duty to act in the interest 
of every family who cannot do what we 
can by simply passing this legislation 
and doing it now. 

The alarms have been ringing for 
months. We knew Zika was coming, 
but instead of being proactive and pre- 
pared for what was about to hit our 
shores, Republican leaders in Congress 
chose to ignore the warning signs and 
adjourn Congress without acting. Now 
we are back and our Nation faces an 
emergency. We are here. There are no 
excuses. There is no political justifica- 
tion for inaction. At the end of the day, 
lives are at stake and we swore to pro- 
tect every American. I call on my col- 
leagues in both Chambers to put this 
nonsense aside, stop the pointless po- 
litical posturing, and do your job. 

We are living in a political season 
that has devolved into a race to the 
bottom. Let’s not participate in that 
race by letting the rigid, fundamen- 
talist social agenda with the most ex- 
treme elements in our politics overrule 
common sense and shared values in the 
face of a crisis and danger to America. 
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We know what is right. We know 
what we have to do, and now is the 
time to do it. It is with that hope that 
we break the shackles of this absurd 
political obstructionist chain that is 
holding us back from doing what is 
right and necessary. 

I look forward to next week—since it 
seems we will be out of session now— 
ultimately addressing the concerns 
that women and families have across 
this country. We hear a lot about the 
protection of the unborn. Well, this is 
the very essence of being able to pro- 
tect the unborn from an insidious dis- 
ease that can affect their lives forever. 

I hope the conscience of the Senate 
will ultimately move itself to its bet- 
ter judgment. 

With that, I yield the floor and sug- 
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 
WRDA 


Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, I take 
this time on the floor to first express 
my appreciation to the leadership for 
bringing forward the Water Resources 
Development Act. I know we are going 
to have a chance to vote on cloture on 
Monday, and I just want to thank the 
leadership for making the bill available 
for floor time. 

I also congratulate Senator INHOFE, 
the chairman of our committee, and 
Senator BOXER, the ranking Democrat, 
because I am a proud member of the 
Environment and Public Works Com- 
mittee that has recommended the 
Water Resources Development Act to 
the full Senate. 

The process that was used by Chair- 
man INHOFE and Ranking Member 
BOXER is the way the legislative proc- 
ess should work in the U.S. Senate. We 
had a very open process, where many 
Members—all of the members of our 
committee and many other Members of 
the Senate—participated in one of the 
most important bills that we consider 
during the congressional session. It 
deals with the conservation and devel- 
opment of our water resources and au- 
thorizes the construction projects for 
the improvement of rivers and harbors. 
In other words, this bill very much af- 
fects every State in the Nation because 
it affects our economy, our environ- 
ment, clean water, and public health. 
It is an extremely important piece of 
legislation. 

When we look at the content of this 
bill, we see that the leaders of our com- 
mittee were able to work out the right 
types of compromises so that we don’t 
have a contentious bill before the U.S. 
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Senate. We have a bill that is focused 
on the purposes of WRDA, to conserve 
and develop our water resources and to 
authorize the construction projects for 
our rivers and harbors. 

For Maryland this bill is particularly 
important. When we look at the WRDA 
bill, so many projects and so many op- 
portunities in my State are involved. 
In Maryland we have the Port of Balti- 
more, which is the economic hub. I was 
there last week visiting the Port of 
Baltimore. I am there frequently. 
There are tens of thousands of jobs 
there. It is one of the most active ports 
in our country. It depends on the 
WRDA bill for the authorizations of 
the projects to keep the Port of Balti- 
more competitive and able to do the 
important economic work of our re- 
gion. So for the economic impact that 
our ports have on America, and cer- 
tainly the Port of Baltimore and Mary- 
land, this bill is particularly impor- 
tant. 

I make a point of being in Ocean 
City, MD, during the Association of 
County Conferences and had a chance 
to see firsthand the impact of these re- 
nourishing programs that are impacted 
by the WRDA bill. The protection of 
the Chesapeake Bay in my State, the 
largest estuary in our hemisphere, is 
very much impacted by this bill. The 
public health of the people of Maryland 
and indeed our Nation are very much 
impacted by the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act. 

So let me talk specifically about 
what is included in this bill that will 
help the people of Maryland and the 
people of our country. First, to the eco- 
nomic impact—as I said earlier, the 
passage of this bill will provide for job 
growth and economic growth in our 
country. It also will protect our public 
health. The dredging and maintenance 
of our rivers and harbors are para- 
mount to this. As a result of the pre- 
vious WRDA bills and continuing to 
this WRDA bill, we in our region are 
able to maintain our channels. We also 
have been able to find locations where 
we can put the dredge material. 

For example, in Maryland we had a 
national model for what we did at Pop- 
lar Island. Poplar Island was a dis- 
appearing island in the Chesapeake 
Bay that was basically all submerged. 
It was an environmental negative. It 
was a liability. Through the use of de- 
posits of dredge material, Poplar Island 
has been converted not just to a dredge 
site but an environmental restoration 
site and has helped very much in deal- 
ing with the diversity of species that 
we find in the Chesapeake Bay region. 
Through WRDA authorizations and ap- 
propriations, we have been able to con- 
vert a negative on our environment to 
a positive and at the same time find a 
way to use dredge materials to keep 
our harbors open. That is a win-win- 
win situation, and it is those types of 
projects that are included in the Water 
Resources Development Act. 


12107 


But there are many other commu- 
nities. In Maryland we have the Port of 
Baltimore—I talked about that—but 
we have a lot of smaller ports and har- 
bors in Maryland. During the break I 
visited Salisbury, MD. They have a 
port. They want to expand their port so 
they can not only import products as 
they do, but use it as an export loca- 
tion. In Salisbury, they have Chesa- 
peake Shipbuilding, which is one of the 
premier shipbuilding facilities we have, 
and they benefit from what is done in 
Salisbury Harbor. By way of example, I 
want to point out to the people I rep- 
resent in Maryland the important eco- 
nomic projects that are very much im- 
pacted by the passage of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act. 

The economic impact goes beyond 
just what we do in our harbors; it also 
involves our shoreline protection. 
While I was in Ocean City, I visited 
with Mayor Meehan, the mayor of 
Ocean City, who pointed out to me 
what happened during the last storm. 
We get storms along the East Coast; we 
always get storms. But he pointed out 
to me the impact that the beach re- 
nourishment programs have had in 
minimizing damage to property and to 
the shoreline. We invest in beach re- 
nourishment as basically an insurance 
policy against damage that could be 
much greater. We could have our 
money back and much more through 
the investments we make in beach re- 
nourishment in the Water Resources 
Development Act. I can state that peo- 
ple who have their homes and busi- 
nesses in Ocean City, MD, very much 
appreciate the fact that this Congress 
is paying attention to this issue. 

Then I can go to Smith Island. Smith 
Island is the last habitable island in 
Maryland on the Chesapeake Bay. It is 
eroding, and it has serious issues about 
its sustainability. For the people who 
live on Smith Island, it is not only 
their homes but part of the history of 
our State and Nation that they are pre- 
serving. We have provided in the 
WRDA bill a way that we can do living 
shorelines so a community like Smith 
Island continues to be safe from the 
devastation we are seeing with erosion. 
I am proud of all those provisions that 
are in this WRDA bill that will help us 
deal with those issues. 

As I pointed out earlier, the WRDA 
bill is important for our Chesapeake 
Bay. The Chesapeake Bay is the largest 
estuary in our hemisphere. I talk about 
it frequently on the floor of the U.S. 
Senate. It has been declared by many 
presidents as a national treasure. It is 
a national treasure. We have a com- 
prehensive program in partnership 
with the Federal Government and with 
the State governments of five States 
and the District of Columbia. We have 
a partnership with local governments, 
with the private sector, and we are 
making progress. 

In this bill, to give one example, we 
increased the authorization for oyster 
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recovery programs. I was proud to offer 
this amendment from $60 million to 
$100 million, almost doubling the dol- 
lars that are going to be available for 
oyster recovery programs. Why is that 
important? I think most Members un- 
derstand that oysters are cash crops. It 
is nice to be able to harvest oysters 
and be able to serve them and to use 
them as watermen do. So we are in- 
creasing dramatically the number of 
oysters that can be harvested, using 
new methods, including ways in which 
we can seed oysters off the bottom, as 
well as on the bottom of the river, and 
it is taking. We are seeing our oyster 
crops increase dramatically, which is 
helping the economy of the watermen 
of Maryland in our region. 

Oysters are also a filtering agent for 
the Chesapeake Bay. They cleanse the 
water. They give us a better quality 
water in the Chesapeake Bay, which 
helps all species and the future of the 
Chesapeake Bay. We were down to a 
small percentage of the historic crop of 
oysters when we started the recovery 
program. Now that we have been in the 
recovery program, we are recovering a 
significant number of oysters. We are 
not there yet; we have got a lot more 
to do. But this extra Federal help in 
oyster recovery will certainly help in 
that regard. 

Oysters also, by the way, build the 
infrastructure for the different species 
within the Bay. They actually become 
what the living organisms can live on 
and produce the type of food chain nec- 
essary for a healthy diversity within 
the Chesapeake Bay. So I was particu- 
larly pleased that the committee rec- 
ommended my amendment to increase 
our programs for oyster recovery. 

This bill also deals with clean water. 
In the 111th Congress, when I was chair 
of the Water Subcommittee of the En- 
vironment and Public Works Com- 
mittee, I filed S. 1005, which deals with 
our State revolving funds. Let me ex- 
plain for my colleagues—I think most 
know—that the State revolving funds 
are the major Federal partnership to 
help local governments deal with safe 
drinking water and clean water. 

Wastewater treatment is done 
through State revolving funds. We have 
taken some actions in order to mod- 
ernize this program. In this WRDA bill, 
we incorporate many of the elements of 
the legislation that I filed that will up- 
date and improve the revolving loan 
programs. It makes it much more pre- 
dictable and flexible for our States, so 
they can plan their projects accord- 
ingly, which is critically important for 
safe drinking water and economic 
growth. We expand the eligibility to in- 
clude preconstruction, to deal with re- 
placement and rehab, and for the first 
time allow these funds to be used for 
source water protection plans so that 
we actually can make sure we are get- 
ting safe water into our water supply. 

We also allow for the prioritization of 
sustainability, and we provide incen- 
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tives for water efficiency that is cost 
saving and uses better technology, so 
that the way we handle our water can 
be done with less leakage, less waste, 
less energy, and more efficiency, which 
saves money. 

There is $900 million authorized for 
the Water Resources Research Act, and 
I was pleased to offer that to the com- 
mittee, and I was pleased it was in- 
cluded in the final bill that is before 
the committee. 

Let me talk for a moment about pub- 
lic health. The WRDA bill also deals 
with public health, which is very im- 
portant. I know every Member is aware 
of what happened in Flint, MI, on lead 
poisoning. We know how tragic that 
was. We know how many families and 
children were directly impacted by de- 
cisions that were made there. This bill 
does much to deal with the tragedies in 
Flint, but Flint is not unique in the 
risk factors to our children on the ex- 
posures to lead. 

I can give Baltimore City as an ex- 
ample. The schools in Baltimore City 
have turned off their water fountains 
because it would not be safe for the 
children in schools to use the water 
fountains that are there. The pipes 
that lead into the schools are contami- 
nated by lead. The city doesn’t have 
the resources to replace those pipes 
that come in and therefore have closed 
the water fountains and use bottled 
water instead. 

So we have problems in our water in- 
frastructure in America as it relates to 
the vulnerability of exposure to exces- 
sive lead. I think the Presiding Officer 
is aware that there is no acceptable 
level of lead in a child’s blood. We 
know that lead in the blood of children 
has an impact on their capacity to 
grow. I will give one example. Freddie 
Gray, who was tragically killed over a 
year ago in a police incident that 
caused a disturbance in Baltimore, had 
high levels of lead from his youth in 
his blood. 

These are matters we could take 
steps to correct, and this WRDA bill 
does exactly that. First, it takes many 
of the provisions of the bill that I filed 
working with many of my colleagues. 
It called for true leadership. We put to- 
gether many of our ideas on what we 
can do to combat lead poisoning. I put 
that bill together with my colleagues 
and filed that bill with Senator INHOFE 
and Senator BOXER’s leadership. We 
were able to incorporate many of those 
provisions—most of those provisions 
into this WRDA bill that is now before 
the U.S. Senate so that we will be able 
to give public notice and transparency 
when public officials discover an unac- 
ceptably high level of lead in the water 
system. The public will know, and they 
can avoid the risks. 

We are providing money for testing 
of schools, testing of childcare centers, 
and individual children. In Maryland 
every child between 1 and 2 years of 
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age will be tested to see whether they 
have excessive lead levels in their 
blood. There is truly an all-out effort. 

There is one provision I want to un- 
derscore. There is $300 million in this 
bill so we can secure the last line of 
pipe coming from the main sources 
into homes. There are a lot of individ- 
uals, families, and low-income families 
who live in homes where the water sys- 
tem itself is safe but the pipes that 
lead into their home produce lead and 
subject their families to lead poi- 
soning. They don’t have the resources 
to correct it, and this bill provides a 
program where low-income families 
can get help in correcting the pipes 
that feed into their house to make sure 
they are lead-free so their children 
aren’t susceptible to lead poisoning. 

These are all good-news issues. I ap- 
preciate the time and attention given 
to this, but I wanted to emphasize that 
this bill is a very important bill. It 
contains issues, as I said, from pro- 
tecting our environment to our public 
health, to our economy. It is a bill that 
deserves the strong support of the 
Members of the Senate. I hope my col- 
leagues in the House will also approve 
this bill. 

It reflects the hard work and leader- 
ship of Senator INHOFE and Senator 
BOXER and the Environment and Public 
Works Committee and many Members 
of the Senate. I am very proud to sup- 
port this legislation. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, I ask 
to speak in morning business for up to 
10 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator is recognized. 


Se 


HONORING CORPORAL BILL 
COOPER 


Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, I rise 
to honor the service and sacrifice of 
Corporal Bill Cooper of the Sebastian 
County Sheriff's Office. Corporal Coo- 
per gave his life in the line of duty on 
August 10, 2016. As a veteran of the 
U.S. Marine Corps who spent 15 years 
in the Sebastian County Sheriff’s Of- 
fice and 6 years with the Ft. Smith Po- 
lice Department, Bill Cooper was a true 
public servant. 

Corporal Cooper was remembered by 
his colleagues as a model law enforce- 
ment officer who did things the right 
way. He loved the men and women he 
worked with, and he exemplified what 
many in law enforcement aspire to, 
which was being an officer who never 
failed to show how much he cared 
about his community. 
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As such, he continued to serve long 
after he was eligible to retire. Cooper 
was also a devoted husband, father, and 
grandfather who loved his family very, 
very much. Last month, Corporal Coo- 
per responded to a domestic call in- 
volving an armed suspect near Hack- 
ett, AR. The suspect opened fire on 
Cooper and Hackett police chief Dar- 
rell Spells. 

Corporal Cooper was fatally wounded. 
Chief Spells and Greenwood K-9 officer 
Kina were injured. The suspect later 
surrendered and was taken into police 
custody. In a true testament to the im- 
pact that Corporal Cooper had on so 
many who served with him or knew 
him, he was laid to rest at a funeral 
service attended by several thousand 
people, including law enforcement offi- 
cers from across the State and around 
the country. His colleagues and friends 
remembered him to have always treat- 
ed citizens with respect and dignity, 
while also being a loyal partner and 
friend. 

While our hearts break for those who 
knew him, we also respect and admire 
Corporal Cooper for his lifetime of 
service. He truly was someone who ran 
toward danger in order to protect oth- 
ers. Corporal Cooper was a hero, and 
today we honor his sacrifice. My 
thoughts and prayers are with his wife 
Ruth, his son Scott, along with many 
other family members, friends, and col- 
leagues in the law enforcement com- 
munity. 

I humbly and sincerely offer my con- 
dolences and my gratitude to them as 
they grieve for Bill. Bill was a class- 
mate of mine at the Northside High 
School in Fort Smith. We as a class are 
very, very proud of him for his sac- 
rifice, for our safety, but also, and cer- 
tainly as important, the way he lived 
his life. May we always remember Cor- 
poral Cooper’s life and legacy of serv- 
ice. 

I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 


U.S. INTERNATIONAL TRADE 
COMMISSION 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, today the 
U.S. International Trade Commission, 
or the USITC, is celebrating its 100th 
anniversary. That makes today an ap- 
propriate day for us to acknowledge 
the distinguished service that this 
independent and nonpartisan Federal 
agency has provided, and continues to 
provide, in the field of international 
trade. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I concur 
with Senator HATCH and also congratu- 
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late the USITC on its centennial and 
commend the agency for its service 
over the last century. 

Established by the Congress as the 
U.S. Tariff Commission on September 
8, 1916, the agency was reconfigured 
and redesignated as the USITC by the 
Trade Act of 1974. As mandated by Con- 
gress, the USITC performs three prin- 
cipal functions: No. 1, fairly and objec- 
tively administer U.S. trade remedy 
laws within its mandate; No. 2, provide 
the Congress, the President, and the 
United States Trade Representative 
with independent analysis, informa- 
tion, and support concerning matters 
related to international trade, tariffs, 
and U.S. competitiveness; and No. 3 
maintain the Harmonized Tariff Sched- 
ule of the United States. 

By successfully executing these func- 
tions, the USITC performs a valuable 
service to the U.S. Government and the 
American people. Those of us in Con- 
gress particularly appreciate the high- 
ly technical data and analyses that the 
USITC provides to help inform our for- 
mulation of U.S. trade policy. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, of course, 
the core of the USITC’s success derives 
from the agency’s people. For decades 
now, the impressive and skilled com- 
missioners and staff at the USITC have 
driven the agency’s success. We con- 
gratulate the USITC for reaching this 
centennial milestone and for accom- 
plishing a well-deserved tenure of valu- 
able and professional service. 


EEE 
RECOGNIZING THE 
JEFFERSONTOWN POLICE DE- 


PARTMENT ANGEL PROGRAM 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
have spoken many times on this floor 
about the threat that opioid abuse rep- 
resents to our country. Rates of sub- 
stance abuse have been on the rise in 
recent years, and Kentucky has been 
hit particularly hard by this epidemic. 
A recent State report from the Ken- 
tucky Office of Drug Control Policy 
said that, last year, over 1,200 deaths in 
the Commonwealth were caused by 
drug abuse. 

Well, I am glad to share with my col- 
leagues some good news in the fight 
against opioid abuse in Kentucky. This 
August, I visited with and saw up close 
a program that is changing how law en- 
forcement deals with drug addiction, a 
program that is saving lives. It is the 
Jeffersontown Angel Program, an ini- 
tiative spearheaded by the 
Jeffersontown, KY, Police Department. 

At the Jeffersontown Police Depart- 
ment, a priority has been placed on 
getting treatment for folks who re- 
quest help for their addiction to opi- 
ates by connecting them with local 
treatment facilities. In many cases, 
those with substance-abuse disorders 
can be taken immediately to a treat- 
ment facility to start their recovery. 
People who abuse drugs can also turn 
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over their drugs or drug equipment 
without being charged with a crime. 

The new Jeffersontown Police De- 
partment Angel Program is the first of 
its kind in Kentucky. It is modeled 
after a successful program launched in 
Gloucester, MA, in 2015, which has so 
far referred more than 450 people to 
treatment and produced a 33 percent 
reduction in property crime rates. 

That evidence was enough to con- 
vince Jeffersontown Police Chief Ken 
Hatmaker. ‘‘When you can have a 33 
percent drop in property crime,” he 
says, “Im going to listen.” 

While the Jeffersontown Police De- 
partment remains strenuously com- 
mitted to investigating, pursuing, and 
arresting drug traffickers to the fullest 
extent of the law, the Angel Program 
helps reduce those traffickers’ clientele 
by working to remove the stigma of ad- 
diction and making it easier to access 
recovery programs. 

Fighting drug abuse is a cause I have 
embraced here in the Senate as well, 
and it has been a focus of mine for 
many years. I have traveled through- 
out the Commonwealth speaking with 
people, learning about the scope of sub- 
stance abuse in my State, and working 
with Kentuckians to combat it. 

A few years ago, I convened a listen- 
ing session in northern Kentucky, a re- 
gion particularly hard hit by this epi- 
demic, to hear from informed Kentuck- 
ians in the medical, public health, and 
law-enforcement fields. I testified be- 
fore the Senate’s Drug Caucus to share 
my findings with my colleagues. 

I have also met with the Nation’s Di- 
rector of National Drug Control Pol- 
icy—better known as the drug czar— 
and successfully persuaded him to visit 
Kentucky to see firsthand the damage 
done by drugs. His visit and greater 
Federal funding for law enforcement in 
Kentucky have both been a part of a 
multilayered strategy to stop drug 
trafficking. 

I also made it a priority to pass the 
Comprehensive Addiction and Recov- 
ery Act, or CARA, a bill I was proud to 
see recently signed into law. CARA isa 
comprehensive approach to tackling 
the opioid drug epidemic that bolsters 
treatment, prevention and recovery ef- 
forts, and gives law enforcement tools 
to help those already suffering with ad- 
diction and help prevent more senseless 
loss of life. 

CARA authorizes new grants for 
vital, lifesaving programs to help treat 
those suffering from drug addiction. It 
also includes several important policy 
reforms. It will expand treatment by 
giving prescribing authority to nurse 
practitioners and physician assistants 
to administer medication-assisted 
treatments for opioid addiction. It will 
increase the availability of naloxone, 
which can instantly reverse a drug 
overdose, to law enforcement agencies 
and other first responders. And it will 
strengthen and enhance prescription 
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drug monitoring programs to crack 
down on ‘‘doctor shopping.” 

Substance abuse destroys lives. It in- 
creases crime, rips apart families, and 
leaves too many bodies in its wake. I 
want to commend the Jeffersontown 
Police Department for launching the 
Angel Program and leading the way in 
Kentucky in efforts to battle substance 
abuse. With the good work done by the 
Jeffersontown Police Department, 
along with the continued efforts we are 
doing here in Congress, I believe we can 
fight back against this scourge of ad- 
diction, and reduce its devastating ef- 
fects. 

The Louisville Courier-Journal re- 
cently published an article describing 
the Jeffersontown Police Department’s 
Angel Program. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that said article be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From The Louisville Courier Journal, 
Aug. 25, 2016] 
J-TOWN’S NEW STRATEGY TO COMBAT 
ADDICTION 
(By Amanda Beam) 

Set. Brittney Garrett wants to save lives 
through changing attitudes. 

Her influence can be seen in the waiting 
area inside the Jeffersontown Police Depart- 
ment, the law-enforcement agency for which 
she works. Pamphlets about overcoming sub- 
stance abuse and local addiction support 
groups can be found on most every table 
there. 

This lobby welcomes with acceptance, not 
doubt, supporting the revolutionary initia- 
tive Garrett has embraced. 

It’s called The Angel Program, and it’s re- 
defining the way law enforcement views drug 
addiction. 

Through cooperation with community 
partners, the initiative gives resources to 
people searching for sobriety. 

During their intake hours of 10 a.m. to 6 
p.m. Monday through Friday, the J-Town PD 
serves as a conduit to connect those who 
seek therapy for their addiction with pro- 
viders who can access and provide treatment 
for their needs. Folks, in most cases, will be 
immediately taken to a treatment facility to 
begin their recovery. 

People who use can also turn over drugs for 
disposal to the police without fear of re- 
prisal. 

“The hard part isn’t coming in,” Garrett 
said of those who enter the station to obtain 
assistance. ‘“‘The hard part is getting through 
your treatment.” 

Certain exclusions do apply. If you have an 
active warrant, a felony sex conviction, a 
violent history or are under 18 years old, you 
may not qualify. Garrett invites those with 
questions to phone the station at (502) 267- 
0503. 

Since the program’s August 1, 2016 start, 
seven people have entered the program and 
been placed directly into residential rehab 
facilities. 

No wait lists. No jail. No criminalization of 
their illness. Just help is received. 

“We have to find innovative ways to deal 
with the heroin problem,” said Garrett, the 
Angel Program Coordinator. “A lot of it 
comes down to just being empathetic, com- 
passionate and educated of what we’re deal- 
ing with.” 
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A NATIONAL SCOURGE 


What J-Town and other communities 
across the nation are dealing with is an epi- 
demic. Heroin use continues to rise, and 
overdoses soar. Jefferson County on average 
experiences one overdose death each day. 

In addition to health concerns, crime has 
risen in the town of about 27,000. Increased 
thefts, general incidence reports and car ac- 
cidents occur as ramifications of drug use. 
Garrett has even seen an uptick in more seri- 
ous offenses as well. 

“Hspecially on the level of law enforce- 
ment, when you deal with people with sub- 
stance abuse disorder on the street, it’s al- 
ways bad. It’s never good. It’s someone com- 
mitting a crime,” Garrett said. 

“It’s hard for us to see the human side of 
addiction, that you committed a crime be- 
cause of your addiction.” 

But humanizing those with substance- 
abuse issues is a hallmark of the program’s 
creation. 


THE BEGINNING 


The Gloucester Police Department in Mas- 
sachusetts established the now national ini- 
tiative in 2015, with the aim of targeting the 
demand side of the drug problem. Get help 
for those who are addicted so they stop 
using, and both supply and crime should go 
down too. Furthermore, law-enforcement 
agencies would face less strain on their lim- 
ited resources, and be able to concentrate on 
serious criminal cases. 

Not only did they find these actions more 
compassionate, but also more successful. 

So far, roughly 400 people have been re- 
ferred to treatment facilities through the 
Gloucester program. As predicted, drug-re- 
lated crimes in the surrounding area fell by 
more than 30 percent. Costs for treatment 
also fall far below the price of housing pris- 
oners, providing another incentive. 

“Tf you have a choice between a bed in in- 
carceration, or a bed in treatment, I’m for 
the bed in treatment,” said Jeffersontown 
Police Chief Ken Hatmaker. 

Enforcement still remains important, he 
added. When people break the law, con- 
sequences must be faced. 

But providing treatment opportunities to 
those suffering from substance-use disorder 
can stop many of the more serious crimes 
from happening in the first place, a bal- 
ancing act between service and enforcement 
that Hatmaker has learned to embrace. 

“That’s what it took for me to buy in was 
the education,” the chief said. “When you 
can have a 33 percent drop in property crime, 
I’m going to listen.” 

THE IMPACT 


Changing perceptions isn’t always easy for 
law enforcement or those who find them- 
selves addicted. At times, both face stereo- 
types. The program aims to correct these bi- 
ases and facilitate greater communication 
between the police department and the larg- 
er community. 

“People tend to believe that (substance- 
abuse disorder) is a moral failing, that peo- 
ple chose to have a life of destruction, which 
couldn’t be further from the truth,” said 
Tara Moseley, a recovery advocate and Angel 
Program volunteer. 

Moseley understands the impact of addic- 
tion. For more than five years, the 30-year- 
old Louisville resident has been in recovery. 
Now, through her work in organizations like 
Young People in Recovery and the Angel 
Program, she tells others with the illness 
that better days can be in their future. 

“People need to know there is a way out 
and that there is hope,” she said. ‘‘A pro- 
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gram like the Angel Program, they actually 
do all that stuff for you. They’re going to 
help you and take you where you need to go 
and make sure you are in somewhere and it’s 
right now.”’ 

The immediacy of the initiative plays a 
key role in its ingenuity. Those seeking as- 
sistance oftentimes face long wait lists to 
get into residential treatment. Not so with 
the Angel Program. 

“Unfortunately, as it relates to the drugs 
of choice today, it’s very possible they are 
risking their lives by waiting on a waiting 
list,” said Jennifer Hancock, president and 
CEO of Volunteers of America (VOA) Mid- 
States, a non-profit partner of Angel Pro- 
gram. 

In addition to providing a staff member to 
help with the station’s intake center three 
days a week, VOA also has placed several of 
the referrals from the program into its fa- 
cilities. 

“It’s important that we strike while the 
iron is hot and make sure we’re providing 
them with immediate access. Otherwise... 
then they’re waiting without the security 
and safety net of a very structured and ac- 
countable program, and it’s extremely com- 
mon that they will continue using.”’ 

Through several different initiatives that 
focus on specific populations, VOA maintains 
185 residential treatment beds in Louisville 
and Lexington. More, though, are needed. 
Only additional funding can alleviate the 
overwhelming demand. 

And that’s the tricky part. 

The J-Town Angel Program only facili- 
tates people finding treatment. Funding of 
that treatment remains with the patient and 
the medical provider. Some facilities have 
pledged scholarships to the program, and 
many others can enroll patients in Medicaid 
or work with them to manage costs if they 
can’t afford the treatment. 

But funding doesn’t come close to meeting 
the demand. 

“If we have people lined up at our door, 
that’s great,” Garrett said. ‘‘But if we can’t 
take them somewhere because there are no 
beds available, no funding for these treat- 
ment centers, we’re just turning people away 
at that point and doing the opposite of what 
we’re wanting to do.” 

Current legislation in Congress called the 
Comprehensive Addiction and Recovery Act 
could give more money to address these 
broader funding problems for treatment ini- 
tiatives. But until that occurs, the Angel 
Program will do its best to continue combat- 
ting the effects of the addiction epidemic one 
life at a time. 

“We've always been counselors and social 
workers as law enforcement, mediating con- 
flict and these types of things, but this is a 
whole new level,’’ Garrett said. ‘‘We’re enter- 
ing into a new realm.” 


EEE 


REMEMBERING SEPTEMBER 11 


Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, it is hard 
to believe that 15 years ago this Sun- 
day the Twin Towers fell, smoke from 
the Pentagon could be seen from miles 
away, and a plane went down in a 
Pennsylvania field. For those who lived 
through that horrible day, the memory 
still feels fresh. 

Of course, this is especially true for 
those who lost loved ones. This week- 
end, Americans across the country will 
gather to remember the thousands of 
innocent lives that were taken so cal- 
lously and indiscriminately in those 
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terrorist attacks. And we remember 
the first responders, law enforcement, 
intelligence, and military personnel 
who work every single day to keep our 
country safe. 

This year, we must also take a mo- 
ment to remember the spirit that 
united us in the days after the attacks. 
Americans of all races, religions, and 
backgrounds stood together in soli- 
darity to support one another and 
stand against the cowardice of ter- 
rorism. Following the attacks, Presi- 
dent George W. Bush visited a mosque. 
At a joint session of Congress, he re- 
minded Americans that ‘‘no one should 
be singled out for unfair treatment or 
unkind words because of their ethnic 
background or religious faith.” In the 
years after September 11, our country 
did not always live up to those words, 
but we must remember the ideals, val- 
ues, and humanity that sustained us 
through those first dark days. 

In today’s political environment, it is 
easy to lose sight of that common spir- 
it. Some are trying hard to divide us. A 
Federal judge has been accused of bias 
because of his ethnic heritage. Reli- 
gious and ideological tests for visitors 
to the United States are discussed as 
though they are serious policy pro- 
posals. The sacrifices of war heroes and 
Gold Star families are belittled. And 
that is just the beginning. 

On this 15th anniversary of Sep- 
tember 11, we must reject this divisive- 
ness. While Americans will continue to 
mourn the loss of so many on Sep- 
tember 11 and in the wars that fol- 
lowed, we will never lose sight of the 
core principles that so many genera- 
tions of Americans fought to protect. 

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, this 
Sunday we will solemnly observe the 
15th anniversary of the 9/11 terrorist 
attacks that killed 2,977 people from 93 
different nations and injured more 
than 6,000 others at the World Trade 
Center, the Pentagon, and a field near 
Shanksville, PA. For those of us old 
enough to remember, the events of that 
horrific day are seared into our memo- 
ries as if they just happened yesterday. 
Over 3,000 children lost at least one 
parent on 9/11. Many of these children 
were too young at the time to com- 
prehend what was happening or to re- 
member it today, even though they suf- 
fered such a devastating personal loss. 
According to the Census Bureau, near- 
ly 59 million Americans have been born 
since 9/11. Most of these young people 
learn about 9/11 in school, much the 
same way an earlier generation of 
Americans learned about Pearl Harbor. 

For those younger Americans who 
don’t remember 9/11, I think it is im- 
portant for them to understand that 
the attacks did not just test our char- 
acter; they revealed it. The worst at- 
tack in American history brought out 
the best in the American people. Amer- 
icans responded with courage and self- 
sacrifice, with charity and compassion 
and volunteerism and with resolve. 
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There were incredible acts of indi- 
vidual heroism. ‘‘Numerous civilians in 
all stairwells, numerous burn [victims] 
are coming down. We’re trying to send 
them down first ... We’re still head- 
ing up.” So said New York City Fire 
Department Captain Patrick “Paddy” 
Brown, Ladder 3, as he and 11 of his 
men climbed an emergency stairwell in 
the North Tower, making it to the 40th 
floor before the Tower collapsed. His 
remains were recovered 3 months later. 
Three hundred and forty-three mem- 
bers of the New York City Fire Depart- 
ment and 71 law enforcement officers 
gave their lives while helping evacuate 
25,000 people to safety. 

“Are you guys ready? Let’s roll.’’—so 
said 32-year Todd Beamer as he and 
other passengers aboard United Air- 
lines flight 93 rushed the cockpit in an 
attempt to regain control of the jet, 
which the four al-Qaeda hijackers ap- 
parently intended to crash into the 
White House or the U.S. Capitol. The 
heroism of the flight 93 passengers un- 
doubtedly saved thousands of lives here 
in Washington. Todd’s wife, Lisa, was 
one of at least 17 pregnant women who 
became widows on 9/11; Morgan Kay 
Beamer was born on January 9, 2002. 

There were incredible acts of charity 
and compassion and volunteerism. The 
National September 11 Memorial & Mu- 
seum at the World Trade Center has 
documented some of them. Ada Rosario 
Dolch was the principal of a high 
school located just two blocks from the 
World Trade Center. On 9/11, she helped 
to evacuate 600 students safely; mean- 
while, Ada’s sister Wendy Wakeford 
was killed. To honor Wendy’s memory, 
Ada helped to build a school in Afghan- 
istan that opened in 2005. 

In 2006, Tad Millinger started the 
“Walk to Raise” campaign with high 
school friends Brandon Reinhard, Chad 
Coulter, and Dustin Dean. They walked 
650 miles from their hometown of 
Rossford, OH, to New York City to 
raise money for the National Sep- 
tember 11 Memorial & Museum at the 
World Trade Center and the Flight 93 
National Memorial in Pennsylvania. 
Tad is now a volunteer firefighter and 
emergency medical technician in his 
hometown. 

Sonali Beaven was 5 years old when 
her father, Alan, was killed on Flight 
93. “My loss is central to my identity,” 
Sonali has said. “In a sense, each 
choice I’ve made since that day has 
been crafted by my experience. But, be- 
cause of my loss and the nature of my 
loss, I choose love and life every day. 
Because of my father and the other 
passengers, I can’t let fear limit me. I 
have to take today and every day and 
try to improve the world we live in and 
spread the ideology of love.” 

There has been resolve. We resolved 
as a nation to bring to justice the peo- 
ple responsible for 9/11. Roughly 2.5 
million Americans have served in the 
wars in Afghanistan and Iraq; despite 
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the horrors of war and multiple deploy- 
ments, 89 percent of those veterans say 
they would join the military again. On 
May 2, 2011, Navy SEAL Team Six lo- 
cated and killed Osama bin Laden in 
Abbottabad, Pakistan, in Operation 
Neptune Spear. The global war on ter- 
ror is far from over, but I am confident 
we will prevail. As President Franklin 
Delano Roosevelt said in his May 26, 
1940 fireside chat, ‘‘We defend and we 
build a way of life, not for America 
alone, but for all mankind.” 

What I hope our young people—those 
who don’t have a personal memory of 
9/11—will understand is that, out of 
many, we are truly one. That was evi- 
dent on 9/11, and it is still true. Our 
partisan, political, philosophical, and 
regional differences come to the fore 
during a Presidential campaign. But 
these differences ultimately are 
dwarfed by what binds us together as 
Americans: our hopes for our families, 
our communities, our Nation, and the 
world. The best way for all of us to 
honor those who died on 9/11 is to re- 
member that and act accordingly—cou- 
rageously, generously, compas- 
sionately, and with resolve to defend 
and promote justice, freedom, and 
peace at home and abroad. 

(At the request of Mr. REID, the fol- 
lowing statement was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD.) 


Ee 


VOTE EXPLANATION 


èe Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I was 
necessarily absent from this after- 
noon’s vote on confirmation of the 
nomination of Peter Michael McKinley 
to be Ambassador Extraordinary and 
Plenipotentiary of the United States of 
America to the Federative Republic of 
Brazil. 

On vote No. 187, had I been present, I 
would have voted yea on the McKinley 
nomination. I hope the Senate will con- 
tinue to confirm President Obama’s 
highly qualified nominees in the weeks 
ahead.e 


EE 


BUDGET SCOREKEEPING REPORT 


Mr. ENZI. Mr. President, I submit to 
the Senate the budget scorekeeping re- 
port for September 2016. The report 
compares current law levels of spend- 
ing and revenues with the amounts the 
Senate agreed to in the budget resolu- 
tion for Fiscal Year 2016, the con- 
ference report to accompany S. Con. 
Res. 11, and the Bipartisan Budget Act 
of 2015, P.L. 114-74, BBA 15. This infor- 


mation is necessary for the Senate 
Budget Committee to determine 
whether budget points of order lie 


against pending legislation. It has been 
prepared by the Republican staff of the 
Senate Budget Committee and the Con- 
gressional Budget Office, CBO, pursu- 
ant to section 308(b) of the Congres- 
sional Budget Act, CBA. 
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This is the sixth report I have made 
this calendar year. It is the third re- 
port since I filed the statutorily re- 
quired Fiscal Year 2017 enforceable 
budget limits on April 18, 2016, pursu- 
ant to section 102 of BBA 15, and the 
tenth report I have made since adop- 
tion of the Fiscal Year 2016 budget res- 
olution on May 5, 2015. My last filing 
can be found in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD on June 8, 2016. The informa- 
tion contained in this report is current 
through September 6, 2016. 

Tables 1-7 of this report are prepared 
by my staff on the Budget Committee. 
Only table 1, which tracks compliance 
with committee allocations pursuant 
to section 302 of the CBA, has changed 
from my previous report due to legisla- 
tive activity. Of the 16 authorizing 
committees in the Senate, 14 are in 
compliance with their allocation over 
the enforceable 10-year period, Fiscal 
Year 2017-2026. The two committees not 
in compliance, the Senate Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources and 
the Senate Committee on Environment 
and Public Works, were pushed out of 
compliance through passage of the 
Puerto Rico Oversight, Management 
and Economic Stability Act, 
PROMESA, P.L. 114-187, and the Frank 
R. Lautenberg Chemical Safety for the 
21st Century Act, P.L. 114-182, respec- 
tively. During this same period, the 
Senate Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation reduced 
direct spending by $8 million over the 
10-year period with the passage of the 
FAA Extension, Safety and Security 
Act of 2016, P.L. 114-190. In total, table 
1 shows that authorizing committees 
are $502 million in budget authority 
and $483 million in outlays above al- 
lowable direct spending levels over the 
10-year window. 
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Tables 2-7 remain unchanged due to 
the legislative impasse over the Fiscal 
Year 2017 appropriations process. 

In addition to the tables provided by 
the Senate Budget Committee Repub- 
lican staff, I am submitting additional 
tables from CBO that I will use for en- 
forcement of budget totals agreed to by 
the Congress. 

Because legislation can still be en- 
acted that would have an effect on Fis- 
cal Year 2016, CBO provided a report 
both for Fiscal Year 2016 and Fiscal 
Year 2017. This information is used to 
enforce aggregate spending levels in 
budget resolutions under section 311 of 
the CBA. CBO’s estimates show that 
current law levels of spending for Fis- 
cal Year 2016 exceed the amounts in 
last year’s budget resolution by $138.9 
billion in budget authority and $103.6 
billion in outlays. Revenues are $155.2 
billion below the revenue floor for Fis- 
cal Year 2016 set by the budget resolu- 
tion. As well, Social Security outlays 
are at the levels assumed for Fiscal 
Year 2016, while Social Security reve- 
nues are $23 million below levels in the 
budget. 

For Fiscal Year 2017, CBO estimates 
that current law levels are below the 
Fiscal Year 2017 enforcement filing’s 
allowable budget authority and outlay 
aggregates by $974.1 billion and $592.2 
billion, respectively. The allowable 
spending room will be reduced as ap- 
propriations bills for Fiscal Year 2017 
are enacted. Revenues are above the 
levels assumed in the enforcement fil- 
ing by $200 million in Fiscal Year 2017, 
$410 million over 5 years, and $544 mil- 
lion over 10 years. This is the product 
of revenue increases in both 
PROMESA, $370 million over 10 years, 
and P.L. 114-182, $192 million over 10 
years, and an $18 million reduction in 
revenues over 10 years from the Com- 
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prehensive Addiction and Recovery Act 
of 2016, CARA, P.L. 114-198. Finally, So- 
cial Security outlays are at the levels 
assumed in the Fiscal Year 2017 en- 
forcement filing, but the enactment of 
CARA reduced Social Security reve- 
nues by $6 million over 10 years. 


CBO’s report also provides informa- 
tion needed to enforce the Senate’s 
pay-as-you-go rule. As part of the Fis- 
cal Year 2017 enforcement filing, the 
Senate’s pay-as-you-go scorecard was 
reset to zero. Since my last filing, leg- 
islative activity has resulted in an in- 
crease in the deficit of $81 million over 
the Fiscal Year 2016-2021 period, but 
deficit reduction of $61 million over the 
Fiscal Year 2016-2026 period. Over the 
initial 6-year period, Congress has en- 
acted legislation that increased out- 
lays by $491 million and revenues by 
$410 million. Over the 1l-year period, 
outlays were increased by $483 million 
and revenues by $544 million. The Sen- 
ate’s pay-as-you-go rule is enforced by 
section 201 of S. Con. Res. 21, the Fiscal 
Year 2008 budget resolution. 


Finally, there is one new entry in the 
enforcement table included at the end 
of this submission, which tracks the 
Senate’s budget enforcement activity 
on the floor. On June 29, 2016, a 425(a)(2) 
unfunded-mandate budget point of 
order was raised against PROMESA. 
This point of order was waived through 
a motion from Senator HATCH by a vote 
of 85-13. 

All years in the accompanying tables 
are fiscal years. 

I ask unanimous consent that the ac- 
companying tables be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
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TABLE 1.—SENATE AUTHORIZING COMMITTEES—ENACTED DIRECT SPENDING ABOVE (+) OR BELOW (—) BUDGET RESOLUTIONS 


[In millions of dollars] 
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2016 2017 2017-2021 2017-2026 
Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry 
Budget Authori 0 0 0 0 
Outlays 0 0 0 0 
Armed Services 
Budge’ i —66 0 0 0 
Outlays —50 0 0 0 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs 
Budget Authority 0 0 0 0 
Outlays . 0 0 0 0 
Commerce, Sci 
Budge' 130 -3 -33 —8 
Outlays 0 -3 —33 -8 
Energy and Natural 
Budge 0 200 365 370 
Outlays 0 200 365 370 
Environmen 
Budge 2,880 2 72 212 
Outlays 252 1 57 193 
Finance 
Budge’ 365 0 0 0 
Outlays 365 0 0 0 
Foreign Relations 
Budge’ 0 0 0 0 
Outlays 0 0 0 0 
omeland Securi 
Budge’ 0 0 0 0 
Outlays 0 0 0 0 
udiciary 
Budget Au — 3,358 -9 102 -72 
1,713 -9 102 -72 
ealth, Education, Labor, and Pensions 
Budget Authority 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
ntelligen 
Bu 0 0 0 0 
Ou 0 0 0 0 
Veterans’ 
Bu =2 0 0 0 
Ou 388 0 0 0 
ndian A 
Bu 0 0 0 0 
Ou 0 0 0 0 
Small Bu 
Budge’ 0 0 0 0 
Outlays 1 0 0 0 
Total 
Budget Authority .. —51 190 506 502 
Outlays 2,669 189 491 483 
TABLE 2.—SENATE APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE—ENACTED REGULAR DISCRETIONARY APPROPRIATIONS ! 
[Budget authority, in millions of dollars] 
2016 
Security 2 Nonsecurity 2 
Statutory Discretionary Limits 548,091 518,491 
Amount Provided by Senate Appropriations Subcommittee 
Agriculture, Rural Development, and Related Agencies 0 21,750 
Commerce, Justice, Science, and Related Agencies 5,101 50,621 
Defense iaaa 514,000 136 
Energy and Water Development 18,860 18,325 
Financial Services and General Government . 44 23,191 
Homeland Security 0.0... aaan 1,705 39,250 
Interior, Environment, and Related Agencies . 0 32,159 
Labor, Health and Human Services, Education and Related Agencies .. 0 162,127 
Legislative Branch 0 4,363 
Military Construction and Veterans Affairs, and Related Agencies 8,171 71,698 
State Foreign Operations, and Related Programs ..........cecsssecseeoe 0 37,780 
Transportation and Housing and Urban Development, and Related Agencies ... 210 57,091 
Current Level Total 548,091 518,491 
Total Enacted Above (+) or Below (—) Statutory Limits . 0 0 
'This table excludes spending pursuant to adjustments to the discretionary spending limits. These adjustments are allowed for certain purposes in section 251(b)(2) of BBEDCA. 
2 Security spending is defined as spending in the National Defense budget function (050) and nonsecurity spending is defined as all other spending. 
TABLE 3.—SENATE APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE—ENACTED REGULAR DISCRETIONARY APPROPRIATIONS 4 
[Budget authority, in millions of dollars] 
2017 
Security 2 Nonsecurity 2 
Statutory Discretionary Limits 551,068 518,531 
Amount Provided by Senate Appropriations Subcommittee 
Agriculture, Rural Development, and Related Agencies 0 9 
Commerce, Justice, Science, and Related Agencies 0 0 
Defense SE sangeet oa 45 0 
Energy and Water Development 0 0 
Financial Services and General Government . 0 0 
Homeland Security... 0 9 
Interior, Environment, and Related Agencies . 0 0 
Labor, Health and Human Services, Education and Related Agencies .. 0 24,690 
Legislative Branch 0 0 
Military Construction and Veterans Affairs, and Related Agencies 0 60,634 
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TABLE 3.—SENATE APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE—ENACTED REGULAR DISCRETIONARY APPROPRIATIONS !—Continued 


[Budget authority, in millions of dollars] 


2017 
Security 2 Nonsecurity 2 
State Foreign Operations, and Related Programs 0 0 
Transportation and Housing and Urban Development, and Related Agencies 0 4,400 
Current Level Total 45 89,742 
Total Enacted Above (+) or Below (—) Statutory Limits . — 551,023 — 428,789 


1 This table excludes spending pursuant to adjustments to the discretionary spending limits. These adjustments are allowed for certain purposes in section 251(b)(2) of BBEDCA. 
2 Security spending is defined as spending in the National Defense budget function (050) and nonsecurity spending is defined as all other spending. 


TABLE 4.—SENATE APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE—ENACTED OVERSEAS CONTINGENCY OPERATIONS/GLOBAL WAR ON TERRORISM DISCRETIONARY APPROPRIATIONS 


[In millions of dollars] 


2016 
BA OT 
OCO/GWOT Allocation 1 73,693 32,079 
Amount Provided by Senate Appropriations Subcommittee 

Agriculture, Rural Development, and Related Agencies 0 0 
Commerce, Justice, Science, and Related Agencies 0 0 
Defense . 58,638 27,354 

Energy an 0 
Financial Services and General Gi 0 0 
Homeland Security... miaii 160 128 
Interior, Environment, and Related Agencies . 0 0 
Labor, Health and Human Services, Education and Related Agencies .. 0 0 
Legislative Branch 0.00... R 0 0 
Military Construction and Veterans Affairs, and Related Agencies 0 0 
State Foreign Operations, and Related Programs ..........cccscecseeoe 14,895 4,597 

Transportation and Housing and Urban Development, and Related Agencies 0 
Current Level Total .... 73,693 32,079 

Total OCO/GWOT Spending vs. Budget Resolution 0 

BA = Budget Authority; OT = Outlays. 
'This allocation may be adjusted by the Chairman of the Budget Committee to account for new information, pursuant to section 3102 of S. Con. Res. 11, the Concurrent Resolution of the Budget for Fiscal Year 2016. 


TABLE 5.—SENATE APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE—ENACTED CHANGES IN MANDATORY SPENDING PROGRAMS (CHIMPS) 
[Budget authority, millions of dollars] 


2016 
GHIMPS EMI TOE Fiscal’ Year: 2006: yaxini ni E RAAE AA Sees des Shek Sects Se SEE Sack S NAS ECS iA ATETEA NAE AANAND AAEN A R databace cha ca Sted Med halt ated tet AEA ANA 19,100 
Senate Appropriations Subcommittees 
Agriculture, Rural Development, and Related Agencies . 600 
Commerce, Justice, Science, and Related Agencies 9,458 
Defense 0 
Energy and Water Development 0 
Financial Services and General Government . 725 
Homeland Security 0... 176 
Interior, Environment, and Related Agencies . 28 
Labor, Health and Human Services, Education an 6,799 
Legislative Branch 0 
Military Construction and Veterans Affairs, and Related Agencies 0 
State Foreign Operations, and Related Programs ...........cssseseee 0 
Transportation and Housing and Urban Development, and Related Agencies 0 
Current Level Total 17,786 
Total CHIMPS Above (+) or Below (—) Budget Resolution — 1,314 
TABLE 6.—SENATE APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE—ENACTED CHANGES IN MANDATORY SPENDING PROGRAM (CHIMP) TO THE CRIME VICTIMS FUND 
[Budget authority, millions of dollars] 
2016 
Grime’ Victims: Punt COVEI CHIMP Limit tor Fiscal Voar DMG iiini hn isani ra i i tiaa aian ae a ia ia a ia iaia 10,800 
Senate Appropriations Subcommittees 
Agriculture, Rural Development, and Related Agencies . 0 
Commerce, Justice, Science, and Related Agencies 9,000 
AE SAARA S E 0 
Energy and Water Development 0 
Financial Services and General Government . 0 
Homeland Security 0... 0 
Interior, Environment, and Related Agencies . 0 
Labor, Health and Human Services, Education and Related Agencies .. 0 
Legislative Branch 0 
Military Construction and Veterans Affairs, and Related Agencies 0 
State Foreign Operations, and Related Programs . 0 
Transportation and Housing and Urban Development, 0 
Current Level Total 9,000 
Total CVF CHIMP Above (+) or Below (—) Budget Resolution — 1,800 
TABLE 7.—SENATE APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE—ENACTED CHANGES IN MANDATORY SPENDING PROGRAMS (CHIMPS) 
[Budget authority, millions of dollars] 
2017 
CHIMPS Limit: for Fiscal Year- 2017 | asssssccccsscescssassicscscessicecasassicsssaccstasessasctstccssanslisassadcohesSsanaossaeVandsuesssauaSvatenscacanatsasasnsastailsshacsdavtondsdsiuccbasestatavacdbidsouacasaatei¥ecbeschaabesdicdyaseidSancaesaidaadéeisissuasatSactassecstaibsatesicss¥aedsaeieasasbetevanzsandbaaiilendstastiatane 19,100 
Senate Appropriations Subcommittees 
Agriculture, Rural Development, and Related Agencies . 0 
Commerce, Justice, Science, and Related Agencies .. 0 
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TABLE 7.—SENATE APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE—ENACTED CHANGES IN MANDATORY SPENDING PROGRAMS (CHIMPS)—Continued 
[Budget authority, millions of dollars] 


2017 


Defense 
Energy and Water Development 
Financial Services and General Government . 
Homeland Security 00... 
Interior, Environment, and Related Agencies . 
Labor, Health and Human Services, Education and Related Agencies .. 
Legislative Branch . 
Military Construction i 
State Foreign Operations, and Related Programs 0.0... 
Transportation and Housing and Urban Development, and Related Agencies 


Current Level Total 
Total CHIMPS Above (+) or Below (—) Budget Resolution 


U.S. CONGRESS, through September 6, 2016. This report is Since our last letter dated June 


8, 2016, the 


CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE, submitted under section 308(b) and in aid of Congress has not cleared any legislation for 
Washington, DC, September 8, 2016. section 311 of the Congressional Budget Act, the President’s signature that has signifi- 


Hon. MIKE ENZI, as amended. ; 
Chairman, Committee on the Budget, The estimates of budget authority, out- EEA o re 
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC. lays, and revenues are consistent with the f 


DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: The enclosed report technical and economic assumptions of S. Sincerely, 


outlays, or 


shows the effects of Congressional action on Con. Res. 11, the Concurrent Resolution on KEITH HALL. 
the fiscal year 2016 budget and is current the Budget for Fiscal Year 2016. Enclosure. 
TABLE 1.—SENATE CURRENT LEVEL REPORT FOR SPENDING AND REVENUES FOR FISCAL YEAR 2016, AS OF SEPTEMBER 6, 2016 
[In billions of dollars] 
Current Level 
Budget Current 
Resolution Level a Duer Perie ) 

On-Budget 

Budget Authority 3,069.8 3,208.7 138.9 

Outlays ..... 3,091.2 3,194.9 103.6 

Revenues ... 2,676.0 2,520.7 — 155.2 
Off-Budget 

Social Security Outlays ® ... 3 7711.1 777.1 0.0 

Social Security Revenues .. 7 794.0 794.0 0.0 


Source: Congressional Budget Office. 
a Excludes emergency funding that was not designated as an emergency requirement pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(A) of the Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 


Þ Excludes administrative expenses paid from the Federal Old-Age and Survivors Insurance Trust Fund and the Federal Disability Insurance Trust Fund of the Social Security Administration, which are off-budget, but are appropriated an- 


nually. 
TABLE 2.—SUPPORTING DETAIL FOR THE SENATE CURRENT LEVEL REPORT FOR ON-BUDGET SPENDING AND REVENUES FOR FISCAL YEAR 2016, AS OF SEPTEMBER 6, 2016 
[In millions of dollars] 
stir Outlays Revenues 
Previously Enacted: @ 
Revenues n.a. n.a. 2,676,733 
Permanents and oi ,968,496 ,902,345 n.a. 
Appropriation legislation 0 500,825 n.a. 
Offsetting receipts .... — 784,820 — 784,879 n.a. 
lotal;Previotisly Enacted: S ai EAN OERA AE E aaa AOR EES AN A AN A Seit r S ri cd S oA ea Ari A N a AN A ARA ANANE ,183,676 ,618,291 2,676,733 
Enacted Legislation: 
An act to extend the authorization to carry out the replacement of the existing medical center of the Department of Veterans Affairs in Denver, Colorado, to authorize transfers 
of amounts to carry out the replacement of such medical center, and for other purposes (P.L. 114-25) sessed 0 20 0 
Defending Public Safety Employees’ Retirement Act & Bipartisan Congressional Trade Priorities and Accountability Act of 2015 (P.L. 114-26) 0 0 0 
rade Preferences Extension Act of 2015 (P.L. 1 445 175 —766 
Steve Gleason Act of 2015 (P.L. 114-40) .. 5 5 0 
Surface Transportation and Veterans Healt 0 0 99 
Continuing Appropriations Act, 2016 (P.L. 700 775 0 
Airport and Airway Extension Act of 2015 (P.L. 130 0 0 
Department of Veterans Affairs Expiring Authorities Act of 2015 (P.L. 114-58) .. =2 368 0 
Protecting Affordable Coverage for Employees Act (P.L. 114-60) 0 0 40 
Bipartisan Budget Act of 2015 (P.L. 114-74) 3,424 4,870 269 
Recovery Improvements for Small Entities After Disaster Act of 2015 (P.L. 114-88) 0 1 0 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2016 (P.L. 114-92) —66 —50 0 
Fixing America’s Surface Transportation Act (P.L. 114-94) ......... 2,880 252 471 
Federal Perkins Loan Program Extension Act of 2015 (P.L. 114-105) .. 269 269 0 
Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2016 (P.L. 114-113)> .. 2,008,016 1,563,177 — 156,107 
Patient Access and Medicare Protection Act (P.L. 114-115) 32 32 0 
rade Facilitation and Trade Enforcement Act of 2015 (P.L. 20 20 =] 
Total:Enacted Legislation maaana t A A a a bh aid that an Misch eve dado eat neh hea ab ea a AA 2,015,853 1,569,914 — 155,996 
Entitlements and Mandatories: 
Budget resolution estimates of appropriated entitlements and other mandatory programs . 9,170 6,674 0 
Total Current Level € 3,208,699 3,194,879 2,520,737 
Total Senate Resolu' 3,069,829 3,091,246 2,675,967 
Current Level Over Senate Resolution .. 138,870 103,633 na. 
Current Level Under Senate Resolution n.a. n.a. 155,230 

Source: Congressional Budget Office. 

Notes: n.a. = not applicable; P.L. = Public Law. 

a Includes the following acts that affect budget authority, outlays, or revenues, and were cleared by the Congress during this session, but before the adoption of S. Con. Res. 11, the Concurrent Resolution on the Budget for Fiscal Year 
2016; the Terrorism Risk Insurance Program Reauthorization Act of 2014 (P.L. 114-1); the Department of Homeland Security Appropriations Act, 2015 (P.L. 114-4); and the Medicare Access and CHIP Reauthorization Act of 2015 (P.L. 114- 
10). 

bEmergency funding that was not designated as an emergency requirement pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(A) of the Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985 shall not count for certain budgetary enforcement pur- 


poses. These amounts, which are not included in the current level totals, are as follows: 


Budget 
Authority Outlays 


Surface Transportation and Veterans Health Care Choice Improvement Act of 2015 (P.L. 114-41) . 
Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2016 (P.L. 114-113) 


0 917 
—2 0 


Revenues 


oo 
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Total ........ 
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Budget 


Authority Revenues 


Outlays 


—2 917 0 


c For purposes of enforcing section 311 of the Congressional Budget Act in the Senate, the resolution, as approved by the Senate, does not include budget authority, outlays, or revenues for off-budget amounts. As a result, current level 


does not include these items. 


Periodically, the Senate Committee on the Budget revises the budgetary levels in S. Con. Res. 11, pursuant to various provisions of the resolution. The Initial Senate Resolution total below excludes $6,872 million in budget authority 
and $344 million in outlays assumed in S. Con. Res. 11 for disaster-related spending. The Revised Senate Resolution total below includes amounts for disaster-related spending: 


Initial Senate: Resoluton:;-.s 2 e A A N a n A AA A a A Aachen A tng E Hostshgteintiaesethbsebl A rA A a S RER 


Revisions: 


Pursuant to section 311 of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 and section 4311 of S. Con. Res. 11 .. 
Pursuant to section 311 of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 and S. Con. Res. 11 ... 
Pursuant to section 311 of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 and S. Con. Res. 11 ... 
Pursuant to section 311 of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 and section 4313 of S. . Res. 11. 
Pursuant to section 311 of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 and section 3404 of S. Con. Res. 11 .. 


Revised Senate Resolution 


Anis Outlays Revenues 
3,032,343 3,091,098 2,676,733 
445 175 —766 
700 700 0 
0 1 0 
269 269 0 
36,072 —997 0 
3,069,829 3,091,246 2,675,967 


U.S. CONGRESS, 
CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE, 
Washington, DC, September 8, 2016. 
Hon. MIKE ENZI, 
Chairman, Committee on the Budget, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC. 


DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: The enclosed report 
shows the effects of Congressional action on 
the fiscal year 2017 budget and is current 
through September 6, 2016. This report is 
submitted under section 308(b) and in aid of 


section 311 of the Congressional Budget Act, 
as amended. 

The estimates of budget authority, out- 
lays, and revenues are consistent with the 
allocations, aggregates, and other budgetary 
levels printed in the Congressional Record on 
April 18, 2016, pursuant to section 102 of the 
Bipartisan Budget Act of 2015 (Public Law 
114-74). 

Since our last letter dated June 8, 2016, the 
Congress has cleared and the President has 
signed the following acts that have signifi- 


cant effects on budget authority, outlays, or 
revenues: Frank R. Lautenberg Chemical 
Safety for the 21st Century Act (Public Law 
114-182); Puerto Rico Oversight, Management 
and Economic Stability Act (Public Law 114- 
187); Federal Aviation Administration Reau- 
thorization Act of 2016 (Public Law 114-190); 
and Comprehensive Addiction and Recovery 
Act of 2016 (Public Law 114-198). 
Sincerely, 
KEITH HALL, Director. 
Enclosure. 


TABLE 1.—SENATE CURRENT LEVEL REPORT FOR SPENDING AND REVENUES FOR FISCAL YEAR 2017, AS OF SEPTEMBER 6, 2016 


[In billions of dollars] 


Current Level 


Budget Current 
p Over/Under (—) 
Resolution Level Resolution 

On-Budget: 

Budget Authority 3,212.4 2,238.2 —974.1 

Outlays . 3,219.2 2,627.0 — 592.2 

Revenues ... 2,682.0 2,682.2 0.2 
Off-Budget: 

Social Security Outlays ... 805.4 805.4 0.0 

Social Security Revenues .. 826.1 826.1 0.0 


Source: Congressional Budget Office. 


a Excludes administrative expenses paid from the Federal Old-Age and Survivors Insurance Trust Fund and the Federal Disability Insurance Trust Fund of the Social Security Administration, which are off-budget, but are appropriated an- 


nually. 


TABLE 2.—SUPPORTING DETAIL FOR THE SENATE CURRENT LEVEL REPORT FOR ON-BUDGET SPENDING AND REVENUES FOR FISCAL YEAR 2017, AS OF SEPTEMBER 6, 2016 


[In millions of dollars] 


men Outlays Revenues 
Previously Enacted: 
Revenues .. n.a. n.a. 2,681,976 
Permanents 2,054,886 1,960,659 n.a. 
Appropriation legislati 0 504,803 n.a. 
Offsetting receipts ........ — 834,250 — 834,301 n.a. 
MO EINS ies EIE a i i s AP AAA A E AE P A E ENASI AA OE E E BA EEO E E EN E PE EA E IAE AE EAA E A N A E E 1,220,636 1,631,161 2,681,976 
Enacted Legislation: 
Frank R. Lautenberg Chemical Safety for the 21st Century Act (P.L. 114-182) .. 2 1 0 
Puerto Rico Oversight, Management, and Economic Stability Act (P.L. 114-187) 200 200 200 
Federal Aviation Administration Reauthorization Act of 2016 (P.L. 114-190) .. -3 -3 0 
Comprehensive Addiction and Recovery Act of 2016 (P.L. 114-198) -9 -9 0 
Fatal, Enacted Legislation’ ata eA anai eA aAA aii rA ioa A ataei a A aa iaria aa S Ae aea Aiai AS e AE S 190 189 200 
Entitlements and Mandatories: 
Budget resolution estimates of appropriated entitlements and other mandatory programs . 1,017,381 995,610 0 
otal Current Level® ..... 2,238,207 2,626,960 2,682,176 
otal Senate Resolution 3,212,350 3,219,191 2,681,976 
Current Level Over Senate Resolution .. n.a. n.a. 200 
Current Level Under Senate Resolution 974,143 592,231 n.a. 
Memorandum: 
Revenues, 2017—2026: 
Senate Current Leve! n.a. n.a. 32,351,296 
Senate Resolution ..... n.a. n.a. 32,350,752 
Current Level Over Senate Resolution .. n.a. n.a. 544 
Current Level Under Senate Resolution n.a. n.a. n.a. 
Source: Congressional Budget Office. 
Notes: n.a. = not applicable; P.L. = Public Law. 
aFor purposes of enforcing section 311 of the Congressional Budget Act in the Senate, the budget resolution does not include budget authority, outlays, or revenues for off-budget amounts. As a result, current level does not include 


these items. 


TABLE 3.—SUMMARY OF THE SENATE PAY-AS-YOU-GO SCORECARD FOR THE 114TH CONGRESS, AS OF SEPTEMBER 6, 2016 


[In millions of dollars] 


2016-2021 2016-2026 


Beginning Balance .. 
Enacted Legislation: 6.4 


Breast Cantor Awareness Commemorative’ Coin: Act: (Pils 114-148) .e ss sessicccccescassseacsasocassscesnasesdeedesavascessiciatansieiiaiecebavtevdodna gazsdususvanbsabateateldessatstdoaseldsaindséeyecissavardotedssabeddaluaasdadbisasatentotaiSasbadeiselesteduseasaitedieial® 


September 8, 2016 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


12117 


TABLE 3.—SUMMARY OF THE SENATE PAY-AS-YOU-GO SCORECARD FOR THE 114TH CONGRESS, AS OF SEPTEMBER 6, 2016—Continued 


[In millions of dollars] 


2016-2021 2016-2026 
Protect and Preserve International Cultural Property Act (P.L. 114-151) . ii 
Defend Trade Secrets Act of 2016 (P.L. 114—153) i * 
ransnational Drug Trafficking Act of 2015 (P.L. * ai 
A bill to direct the Administrator of General Services, on behalf of the Archivist of the United States, to convey certain Federal property located in the State of Alaska to the Municipality of An- 
chorage, Alaska (P.L. 114-161) ........... NA x id 
o take certain Federal lands located in Lassen County, California, into trust for the benefit of the Susanville Indian Rancheria, and for other purposes (P.L. 114—181) . ka 
Frank R. Lautenberg Chemical Safety for the 21st Century Act (P.L. 114-182) -5 1 
FOIA Improvement Act of 2016 (P.L. 114-185) ..... a bi 
Fraud Reduction and Data Analytics Act of 2015 (P.L. 114-18! * ja 
Puerto Rico Oversight, Management, and Economic Stability Aci 0 0 
FAA Extension, Safety, and Security Act of 2016 (P.L. 114-190) ...... -33 -8 
Venezuela Defense of Human Rights and Civil Society Extension Act of 2016 (P.L. 114-194) a a 
nited States Semiquincentennial Commission Act of 2016 (P.L. 114-196) f hi 
Comprehensive Addiction and Recovery Act of 2016 (P.L. 114-198) .... 199 —54 
Making Electronic Government Accountable By Yielding Tangible Efficiencies Act of 2016 (P.L. 114-210) . * $ 
ohn F. Kennedy Centennial Commission Act (P.L. 114-215) ........... hi * 
A bill to reauthorize and amend the National Sea Grant College Program Act, and for other purposes (P.L. 114-216) . * i 
Current Balance 81 61 
Memorandum: 
Changes to Revenues 410 544 
Changes to Outlays .. 491 483 


Source: Congressional Budget Office. 


Notes: n.e. = not able to estimate; P.L. = Public Law; FOIA = Freedom of Information Act; FAA = Federal Aviation Administration; * = between — $500,000 and $500,000. 
a Pursuant to the statement printed in the Congressional Record on April 18, 2016, the Senate Pay-As-You-Go Scorecard was reset to zero. 
>The amounts shown represent the estimated impact of the public laws on the deficit. Negative numbers indicate an increase in the deficit; positive numbers indicate a decrease in the deficit. 


c Excludes off-budget amounts. 
a Excludes amounts designated as emergency requirements. 


e CBO estimates that P.L. 114-148 will cause a decrease in spending of $7 million in 2018 and an increase in spending of $7 million in 2020, resulting in a net effect on the deficit of zero over the six-year and eleven-year periods. 
fE0 estimates that P.L. 114-187 will cause an increase in spending over the six-year and eleven-year periods but would also increase revenues by the same amount over the same periods resulting in a net effect on the deficit of zero 


over the six-year and eleven-year periods. 


ENFORCEMENT REPORT OF LEGISLATION POST-BIPARTISAN BUDGET ACT OF 2015 ENFORCEMENT FILING 


Vote Date Measure Violation Motion to Waive e Result 

53 April 19, 2016 circinata S. Amdt. 3787 (Sen. Paul, R-KY) to S. Amdt. 2953 to S. 2012 311(a)(2)(B)—Revenues reduced below levels Sen. Paul (R-KY) uo... 33-64, Not Waived 
(Energy Policy Modernization Act of 2015). assumed in the budget resolution è. 

76 May 19, 2016 eee S. Amdt. 3900 (Sen. Blunt, R-MO) to S. Amdt. 3896 to H.R. 314(e)—Inclusion of emergency designations Sen. Collins (R—-ME) ............0 70-28, Waived 
2577 (Transportation, Housing and Urban Development Appro- pursuant to Sec. 251 of BBEDCA®. 
priations Act of 2017). 

79 May 1952016 nran S. Amdt. 4039 (Sen. McCain, R-AZ) to S. Amdt. 3896 to H.R. 314(e)—Inclusion of emergency designations Sen. McCain (R-AZ) ...........+ 84-14, Waived 
2577 (Transportation, Housing and Urban Development Appro- pursuant to Sec. 251 of BBEDCAs. 
priations Act of 2017). 

115 June 29, 2016 eee House Amendment to S. 2328, the vehicle for the Puerto Rico 425(a)(2)—Unfunded intergovernmental man- Sen. Hatch (RUT) ....0.... eee 85-13, Waived 
Oversight, Management, and Economic Stability Act date in excess of limit 4. 
(PROMESA). 


aAt the time of consideration, a point estimate was unavailable for 


bThis amendment designated $1.1 billion in outlays as being for emergency purposes. 
cThis amendment designated $7.7 billion in outlays as being for emergency purposes. 
din its estimate for PROMESA, the Congressional Budget Office found that the bill would impose a number o 


his funding, which was not offset, woul 
his funding, which was not offset, woul 
mandates on the 


ties would exceed the annual threshold in UMRA for intergovernmental mandates ($77 million in 2016, adjusted annually for inflation). 


eUnless otherwise noted, the motion to waive was offered pursuant 


o section 904 of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974. 


he Paul amendment. However, it was estimated that it would decrease revenues below the levels assumed in the budget resolution. 

be used to combat the Zika virus. 

be used to extend the Veterans Choice Program. 

erritorial government of Puerto Rico and its instrumentalities. The costs of these mandates on public enti- 


mse aa 


LAUNCH OF THE OSIRIS-REX 
SPACE CRAFT 


Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I am 
proud to come to the Senate floor to 
call attention and to honor the OSI- 
RIS-REx spacecraft, which is scheduled 
to launch from Cape Canaveral, FL, to- 
night at 7 p.m. 

In the finest traditions of space ex- 
ploration, this spacecraft will journey 
on a 7-year roundtrip mission to an as- 
teroid that NASA has classified as ‘‘po- 
tentially hazardous” to Earth—to com- 
plete a survey and return to Earth with 
the largest sample of extraterrestrial 
material since the Apollo lunar mis- 
sions. 

This program will yield insights into 
asteroid composition and how asteroids 
move in space. The truth is that, de- 
spite the potential for large asteroids 
to impact the Earth in catastrophic 
ways, we still know relatively little 
about them. The OSIRIS-REx mission 
will shed light onto both their physical 
and chemical properties, which is in- 
formation that will be critical for pre- 
dicting their movements and designing 
strategies to prevent catastrophic as- 


teroid impacts to the Earth, as well as 
aid in the commercial exploitation of 
near-earth objects. 

The most unique aspect of the OSI- 
RIS-REx mission is the large and pris- 
tine sample of the asteroid that will be 
brought back to Earth, which will 
allow scientists to examine the com- 
position of an asteroid using instru- 
ments and techniques that are far more 
advanced than what could be done in 
space. Scientists from the University 
of Arizona, UA, will also examine the 
sample for the resources that could be 
mined from asteroids in the future, 
such as precious metals. Interestingly, 
medium- to large-sized space rocks 
might contain hundreds of millions, if 
not billions, of dollars in minerals and 
precious metals. 

Perhaps the most important aspect 
of this mission is the research into the 
origins of our universe and galaxy it 
will provide. The samples that the mis- 
sion will bring back will help begin to 
answer some of the most profound and 
fundamental questions that have in- 
trigued mankind since the beginning. 

The OSIRIS-REx mission is funded 
by NASA and led by UA from my own 


great State of Arizona. I would like to 
congratulate UA president Ann Weaver 
Hart and former president Robert 
Shelton for championing space explo- 
ration; Dr. Dante Lauretta of the UA 
Lunar and Planetary Laboratory for 
his leadership as principal investi- 
gator; and his team, for bringing this 
exciting mission to the launch stage. I 
understand that under the leadership 
of the late Dr. Michael Drake and Dr. 
Lauretta, UA has been working on this 
concept for the last 15 years. 

I would also like to acknowledge the 
other project partners, which include 
NASA’s Goddard Space Center; Lock- 
heed Martin, which built the spacecraft 
bus on which the various science in- 
struments are mounted; Arizona State 
University, which built an instrument 
on the spacecraft that will investigate 
mineral abundances and provide tem- 
perature information; KinetX Aero- 
space; Massachusetts Institute of Tech- 
nology; and United Launch Alliance. 

I also appreciate our international 
collaborators, including, the Canadian 
Space Agency and the Centre National 
d’Etudes Spatiales, CNES, i.e., the 
French Government space agency. 
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This mission is the latest of a long 
list of achievements by UA and its 
globally recognized space scientists. In 
fact, UA scientists have collaborated in 
every single American mission to the 
Moon and contributed to every mission 
to Mars since 1964, including serving as 
the lead on the Phoenix Mars Mission. 

With this mission, UA is expanding 
the boundaries of space science, includ- 
ing innovating in the global challenge 
of planetary orbital object tracking 
through their Space Object Behavioral 
Sciences, SOBS, Initiative. Further- 
more, I applaud UA, NASA, and Lock- 
heed Martin for helping maintain U.S. 
leadership in near-Earth space, par- 
ticularly at a time when the inter- 
national community is showing a high 
interest in moving into this arena. 

I wish the OSIRIS-REx team the best 
of luck for a successful launch. As the 
OSIRIS-REx countdown clock that has 
been hanging in my office for the last 
year gets very close to zero, I look for- 
ward to tuning in to NASA TV to 
watch history being made. 

Thank you. 


EE 
HONORING CHARLES WATERBURY 


Ms. AYOTTE. Mr. President, today I 
wish to recognize the exceptional serv- 
ice and the extraordinary life of New 
Hampshire firefighter Charles ‘‘Char- 
lie” Waterbury of Orford, NH. 

Born and raised in Orford, Charlie 
graduated from Orford High School in 
1978. Following graduation, Charlie en- 
listed in the U.S. Army and served for 
4 years. After returning home, Charlie 
continued to serve his country and 
joined the New Hampshire Army Na- 
tional Guard. After 20 years of dedi- 
cated service to our State and our Na- 
tion, Charlie rose to the rank of E-5 
sergeant. 

Demonstrating his commitment to 
service, Charlie was a devoted member 
of the Orford community and known 
for his willingness to step up whenever 
help was needed. Prior to becoming a 
firefighter, Charlie served his home- 
town as a member of the town budget 
advisory committee, as a town tree 
warden, and, impressively, as a road 
agent for 17 years. 

Ten years ago, Charlie joined the all- 
volunteer Orford Fire Department, 
where he soon became a beloved mem- 
ber of the team. Orford fire chief Terry 
Straight described Charlie as an excel- 
lent public servant whom ‘“‘everyone re- 
spected and looked up to” and ‘‘a great 
go-to guy.” On Sunday, July 24, as re- 
ports of a brush fire in Lyme came in, 
Charlie rushed to the scene, as he had 
done so many times before, placing the 
safety of others first. Sadly, Charlie 
gave his life in the line of duty to help 
extinguish the fire in Lyme. We are all 
grateful for Charlie’s selfless service to 
Orford and the rest of our State. 

Firefighter Waterbury leaves behind 
a daughter, Whitney Banker; a grand- 
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son, Arlo Austin Banker, and parents; 
Allan and Shirley Waterbury. We are 
all deeply saddened by the loss of a 
wonderful friend to many and an out- 
standing public servant, Charlie Water- 
bury. 

Charlie represented the best of our 
State, and I send my deepest condo- 
lences to Whitney, Arlo, Allan, and 
Shirley during this difficult time. 
While we mourn the loss of an extraor- 
dinary man, we know that he served 
our State, Nation, and community 
with honor, courage, and dedication. 
Charlie gave so much to New Hamp- 
shire and our Nation, and we are for- 
ever grateful for his sacrifice and serv- 
ice. 


EEE 
REMEMBERING HENRY RUEMPLER 


Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. President, I wish 
to recognize the life and service of my 
friend and former staff member Henry 
Ruempler, who passed away on August 
29, 2016. 

Mr. Henry Ruempler served as staff 
counsel to the House Committee on 
Government Operations before joining 
my staff in 1979 as counsel and later 
served as legislative director. Henry 
worked many years in my Washington, 
DC, office, and was a trusted colleague 
and friend to those who knew him. Fol- 
lowing his departure from the U.S. 
Senate, he worked in the private sec- 
tor, specializing in taxation and bank- 
ing until his retirement in 2003. 

Henry’s accomplishments and service 
extended beyond the workforce. He was 
a Boy Scout leader, for which he re- 
ceived the Silver Beaver Award for dis- 
tinguished service; PTA board member; 
and treasurer of Northern Virginia 
Senior Softball. Above all, Henry was a 
dedicated family man. He was married 
for 45 years to his wife Susan. They 
have two children, Kyle and Shannon; 
and two grandchildren, Maryella and 
Charlie. 

For myself and all those who knew 
Henry, I commemorate his years of 
service, his friendship, and a life well 
lived. 


EE 


ENDOCRINE SOCIETY CENTENNIAL 
ANNIVERSARY 


Mr. MARKEY. Mr. President, today I 
wish to recognize and congratulate the 
Endocrine Society in honor of its Cen- 
tennial anniversary this year. 

Founded in 1916, the Endocrine Soci- 
ety is the world’s oldest and largest 
professional society for 
endocrinologists and endocrine sci- 
entists, who focus their efforts on un- 
derstanding and caring for the large 
interconnected system of glands in our 
bodies that produce hormones needed 
for the daily function of our bodies. 
These physicians and researchers are 
at the core of solving the most pressing 
health problems of our time—from dia- 
betes and obesity, to infertility, bone 
health, and hormone-related cancers. 
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Throughout this year, the Endocrine 
Society is celebrating its 100th anni- 
versary by focusing on endocrinology’s 
past contributions to science and pub- 
lic health, while keeping an eye on to- 
day’s promising research, which will 
lead to the discoveries of tomorrow. I 
am very pleased that this included 
holding its annual meeting and expo in 
Boston which drew thousands of 
endocrinologists from around the globe 
to Massachusetts. I am also pleased to 
note that this year the president of the 
Endocrine Society is Dr. Henry 
Kronenberg, chief of the endocrine unit 
at Massachusetts General Hospital, and 
Professor of Medicine at Harvard Med- 
ical School in Boston, MA. 

Over the Endocrine Society’s past 100 
years, there have been remarkable dis- 
coveries and advances in biomedical re- 
search, but there is still much to learn. 
Thankfully, advances in endocrine re- 
search are accelerating. Today, thanks 
in part to funding from the National 
Institutes of Health, we have many 
doctors and scientists working to cre- 
ate fascinating tools to improve human 
health. 

As one example, the bionic pancreas, 
developed by Dr. Ed Damiano, a pro- 
fessor of biomedical engineering at 
Boston University, completely 
automates the process of tracking and 
adjusting blood sugar. This device does 
not cure diabetes, but it battles its 
greatest threat: the dramatic fluctua- 
tions in blood sugar that cause signifi- 
cant side effects and even death. 

Iam truly appreciative of the accom- 
plishments of endocrinologists and en- 
docrine researchers—many who work, 
study, and practice in Massachusetts— 
over the past 100 years, and I am ex- 
cited about the future of this field and 
better understanding how our environ- 
ment impacts the way in which our 
hormones function and contribute to 
disease. 

I offer sincere congratulations to the 
Endocrine Society on their 100th anni- 
versary, and I look forward to seeing 
future advancements in the field that 
lead to women and men living longer, 
healthier lives. 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO MAJOR WILLIAM 
GORBY 


Mr. MANCHIN. Mr. President, today 
I wish to acknowledge the service of 
my former defense fellow MAJ William 
Gorby, who is coming to the end of his 
assignment as part of his experience in 
the Army Congressional Fellowship 
Program. 

Mike joined my office in 2014, and im- 
mediately, his dedication, work ethic, 
and intelligence made him a trusted 
voice on my legislative team. A proud 
member of the West Virginia National 
Guard, Mike has deployed multiple 
times in defense of our country, and 
through his service, our Nation is a 
safer place. Most importantly, Mike is 
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also a devoted husband and father, and 
I have had the pleasure of watching his 
family grow over the last several years. 

As Mike moves on to another assign- 
ment outside the realm of legislation, I 
want to extend my thanks for his serv- 
ice and wish him and his family contin- 
ued success in his future endeavors. 


Ee 


ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 


RECOGNIZING HOPE FOR NEW 
HAMPSHIRE RECOVERY DURING 
NATIONAL RECOVERY MONTH 


e Ms. AYOTTE. Mr. President, today I 
wish to recognize National Recovery 
Month and to applaud the accomplish- 
ments of a great organization in my 
home State: HOPE for New Hampshire 
Recovery. AS New Hampshire battles a 
growing heroin and prescription opioid 
abuse crisis, the team at HOPE has 
brought a compassionate approach to 
caring for their fellow Granite Staters. 
Across our State, HOPE has opened six 
recovery centers in Manchester, Derry, 
Newport, Claremont, Concord, and Ber- 
lin. I was glad to join them at many of 
these grand opening ceremonies. These 
centers are important community re- 
sources, and I appreciate their work to 
reach every corner of our State. On 
Sunday, September 17, 2016, HOPE is 
hosting the Rally4Recovery NH, so 
that New Hampshire residents can 
show support for their families, friends, 
neighbors, and loved ones living in or 
seeking recovery. 

National Recovery Month is spon- 
sored by the Substance Abuse and Men- 
tal Health Services Administration as 
a means to bring greater awareness and 
understanding of mental and substance 
use disorders and to celebrate people in 
recovery. 

Ensuring support exists for policies, 
programs, and initiatives that can lead 
to long-term recovery is a critically 
important piece of our comprehensive 
response to the heroin and prescription 
opioid abuse epidemic. This crisis 
touches all of us and as a significant 
public health crisis; our response must 
be comprehensive in nature, focusing 
on prevention, treatment, recovery, 
and support for first responders, in ad- 
dition to working together to elimi- 
nate the stigma associated with addic- 
tion. National Recovery Month helps 
bring awareness to the efforts of groups 
like HOPE, who work in their commu- 
nities to provide long-term resources 
for individuals seeking and in recovery. 

We are fortunate for the dedicated 
work that HOPE does on a daily basis 
to support recovery in New Hampshire, 
and I am deeply grateful for their ef- 
forts to change the conversation 
around substance use disorders and 
show that long-term recovery is 
achievable. AS we recognize National 
Recovery Month this September, I ap- 
plaud organizations like HOPE for New 
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Hampshire Recovery that are making 
significant differences in their commu- 
nities and helping to save and improve 
lives.@ 


EE 


50TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE NEW 
HAMPSHIRE COLLEGE & UNIVER- 
SITY COUNCIL 


e Ms. AYOTTE. Mr. President, today I 
wish to help commemorate the 50th an- 
niversary of the founding of the New 
Hampshire College & University Coun- 
cil, NHCUC. Throughout the past half 
century, the NHCUC has consistently 
endeavored to advance the interests of 
both public and private higher edu- 
cation in my home State of New Hamp- 
shire. 

Established in 1966 as a statewide 
consortium of both public and private 
higher education institutions, the 
council is committed to enhancing the 
quality of higher education in New 
Hampshire, offering students attending 
its member institutions opportunities 
for enriched experiences, as well as 
providing a foundation for enhanced 
communication among the member in- 
stitutions. 

The NHCUC is directed by the 
chancellors and presidents of the mem- 
ber institutions who have supported 
the collaborative work of the organiza- 
tion for 50 years. The council serves its 
member institutions through programs 
in academic affairs, admissions, library 
services, career services, and many 
other programs and initiatives in serv- 
ice to the students, faculty, and staff 
at the member institutions. 

In addition, the NHCUC offers an im- 
portant voice in advocating awareness 
of and appreciation for the importance 
of the higher education sector as a 
partner in growing New Hampshire’s 
economic prosperity, educating the 
next generation of skilled workers for 
the twenty-first century, and enhanc- 
ing the civic life of our State and local 
communities. 

I appreciate the work of this unique 
statewide higher education consortium 
that strives to encourage all of New 
Hampshire’s citizens to promote and 
advance both public and private higher 
education in the Granite State. It is 
my honor to recognize and congratu- 
late the New Hampshire College & Uni- 
versity Council as they reach this his- 
toric milestone, and I wish them many 
more years of success.@ 


EE 
FIFTEENTH ANNIVERSARY OF THE 
NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF 


FREE & CHARITABLE CLINICS 


e Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. President, I wish 
to congratulate the National Associa- 
tion of Free & Charitable Clinics on 
their 15th anniversary and to recognize 
the outstanding work of our Nation’s 
1,200 free and charitable clinics in pro- 
viding vital medical services to low-in- 
come, uninsured residents, including 
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the eight clinics in my home State of 
West Virginia. 

West Virginia’s free and charitable 
clinics, with the assistance of their 
more than 1,000 dedicated volunteer 
professionals, provide health care for 
over 42,000 working poor of West Vir- 
ginia. These clinics focus on the over- 
all needs of patients by providing med- 
ical, dental, pharmaceutical, behavior 
health, vision, and health education 
services and ensure a medical home for 
vulnerable at-risk West Virginians. 

Annually, America’s 1,200 free and 
charitable clinics provide health care 
to 1.7 million people through 5.9 mil- 
lion patient visits. This is accom- 
plished through a dedicated staff and 
over 160,000 volunteers, including 30,000 
medical providers, 21,000 nurses, and al- 
most 71,000 nonmedical volunteers. 

Free and charitable clinics do not re- 
ceive dedicated Federal funding. In- 
stead, these clinics rely heavily on pri- 
vate donations from individual donors, 
foundations, grants, and volunteers, 
which allow them to keep their doors 
open and to deliver health care to 
those who need it the most. 

I look forward to continuing to work 
with my colleagues in Congress to bet- 
ter address the needs of the medically 
underserved and to increase awareness 
and understanding of the important 
work that free and charitable clinics do 
every day.e 


Í 
TRIBUTE TO LAURANCE M. 
MILLER 
e Mr. CRUZ. Mr. President, I am 


pleased to share with my colleagues a 
remarkable achievement by a very dis- 
tinguished American citizen, Laurance 
M. Miller. On October 29, 2016, Mr. Mil- 
ler will have devoted over 50 years of 
his life to the service of his country as 
an officer and civil servant in the U.S. 
Air Force. His honorable career began 
when he was commissioned as a second 
lieutenant in the U.S. Air Force on 
June 6, 1966, from ROTC at the Univer- 
sity of Akron. 

Miller was stationed at Chanute Air 
Force Base in Illinois for training as an 
aircraft maintenance officer and as- 
signed to the 526th TAC Fighter Squad- 
ron in 1967. In 1969, Miller received his 
orders to Vietnam, but the Pueblo Cri- 
sis diverted him to Kunsan Air Force 
Base in Korea, where he served as a 
maintenance officer for the next year 
and was promoted to captain. 

In 1970, Miller was honorably dis- 
charged from Active Duty, but re- 
mained an Air Force Reservist with the 
916th TAC Fighter Squadron in 
Youngstown, OH, until 1977. 

On August 11, 1973, Miller made the 
best decision of his life when he mar- 
ried Patricia Kraus at St. Sebastian’s 
Catholic Church in Akron, OH. They 
are the proud parents of Kevin, Me- 
lissa, and Matthew, and now grand- 
parents of Ethan, Joy, Dylan, and 
Joshua. 
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Miller resumed Active Duty in 1977 
and was assigned to Air Force Reserve 
Headquarters, AFRH, at Robins Air 
Force Base in Georgia. During his as- 
signment at AFRH, he was promoted to 
major and honorably discharged from 
Active Duty in 1982. 

He and his family then moved to New 
Orleans, LA, where he was assigned to 
626th TAC Fighter Squadron and the 
New Orleans Naval Air Station as an 
air reserve technician. There he had 
the unique distinction of serving simul- 
taneously as a civil servant for the Air 
Force, as well as an active Air Force 
Reservist. 

Miller was assigned to Air Force Ma- 
teriel Command, AFMC, individual mo- 
bilization augmentee at Hanscom Air 
Force Base in Massachusetts in 1984. 
During this time, he continued to serve 
as both a civil service employee and an 
active Reservist for the U.S. Air Force. 

Mr. Laurance Miller devoted his life 
to the U.S. Air Force. His patriotic and 
unselfish commitment to his chosen 
branch of service and to the United 
States of America are extraordinary. I 
am honored to recognize him for a job 
well done, and I sincerely wish Larry 
and Pat happy trails as they enjoy a 
well-earned retirement together.e 


EE 
TRIBUTE TO TOM RUMMEL 


e Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Tom Rummel of Sanders 
County, who has served as sheriff since 
2010. Thanks to his initiative and hard 
work, citizens affected by the Copper 
King Fire have been kept safe and up 
to speed on the latest fire activity. 

Sheriff Rummel has coordinated 
local law enforcement and emergency 
services for weeks to ensure the safety 
of Montanans and their property as the 
Copper King Fire has grown to be the 
largest wildfire in the State. 

As the fire increased in size to over 
28,000 acres, Mr. Rummel implemented 
evacuation and pre-evacuation notices 
to numerous residences. In addition to 
phone calls, public notices around the 
county, and house visits, Sheriff 
Rummel has used Facebook to keep the 
community apprised of the very latest 
information about the fire. He has 
posted regular updates to the Sanders 
County Sheriffs Facebook page, using 
the power of social media to get the 
word out to his community. 

While recent weather has tempered 
the spread of the Copper King Fire, 
Sanders County will not be completely 
out of the woods until we see a season- 
ending weather event. As Montanans 
continue to suffer the consequences of 
Federal mismanagement of our forests, 
it is often up to local leaders to protect 
our communities from wildfires. 

I commend Sheriff Rummel for his 
tireless work to keep Montanans safe 
and keep his community informed. All 
Montanans, and indeed all Americans, 
owe our local law enforcement and 
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emergency responders a debt of grati- 
tude for their daily efforts on our be- 
half. 


EE 
REMEMBERING DOUGLAS MOORE 


e Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, today 
I wish to pay tribute to Douglas Moore 
from Montgomery, AL, who passed 
away on June 4, 2016. Doug was a good 
man who loved his family, his country, 
his many friends, and was always posi- 
tive and productive, and he was a good 
friend adviser, and helper to me. He 
made his own decisions and worked 
hard to achieve the values he believed 
in even when it was not easy to do so. 
That determination and courage was 
something I appreciated and admired, 
as did so many. 

Doug and I knew each other for many 
years and grew up in rural Alabama 
not too far away from each other and 
at a similar time. We understood each 
other and shared a history of time and 
place. Doug was one of my favorite peo- 
ple. His positive spirit was contagious, 
as he was always thinking and always 
working to make America a better 
place. That is the definition of a pa- 
triot. 

He was a man of many talents and a 
successful businessman. He owned a 
wide variety of businesses, from res- 
taurants to a cosmetics line, courier 
service, and a car dealership. He 
worked particularly hard in Alabama 
to promote small and minority busi- 
nesses. I was pleased to successfully 
urge his appointment by President 
Bush to the committee overseeing the 
U.S. Department of Agriculture respon- 
sibilities in Alabama. The Alabama 
Farm Service Agency handles pro- 
grams including commodities, loans, 
disaster assistance, food assistance, 
and export credits. He had a farming 
background and was a valuable mem- 
ber of the committee, fully under- 
standing the needs of small and minor- 
ity farmers in the State. 

Doug will always be remembered for 
his love of his family, church, and fel- 
low man. He leaves behind his wife of 
45 years, Shirley Ann Moore; his loving 
daughter, Carmen Moore-Zeigler; son- 
in-law, Henry Zeigler; a granddaughter 
who was the apple of his eye, Da 
Brianna Zeigler; and 11 brothers and 
sisters. 


EE 


REMEMBERING TYREE A. 
RICHBURG 


e Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I rise 
today to remember Tyree A. Richburg 
of Mobile, AL. Reverend, marshal, and 
chief, Richburg had a wonderful life 
that blessed so many. He was a great 
law enforcement officer, starting as a 
patrolman for the Mobile Police De- 
partment, where he worked for over 40 
years earning the rank of lieutenant in 
1978, and then as chief of police for 
Prichard, AL. Following that, he was 
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appointed as U.S. marshal for the 
Southern District of Alabama, where 
he served with distinction from 1978 to 
1981. Appointed by the President and 
confirmed by the Senate, U.S. marshals 
stand with the U.S. attorney as the 
representatives for the executive 
branch of the government in the judi- 
cial districts. Marshal Richburg was 
supported by his fine team of deputies 
and staff and, under his leadership, he 
fulfilled his duties in an exceptional 
manner. 

In 1988, after years of dedicated serv- 
ice in law enforcement, he accepted a 
calling to ministry and in 2001 began 
his tenure as pastor of the Tabernacle 
Missionary Baptist Church. Indeed, in 
many ways his concept of law enforce- 
ment was as a ministry. He was firm 
with lawbreakers, but he treated each 
one with dignity and the kindness the 
situation would allow. 

Tyree Richburg was honest, coura- 
geous, determined, generous, and kind. 
He reflected the great qualities we 
should all strive for. During the time I 
was U.S. attorney, he was a good 
friend, and we worked together in a re- 
lationship of confidence and trust. 

His beloved wife of 63 years, Celestine 
Richburg, preceded him in death, but 
he leaves behind 4 children, 10 grand- 
children, 5 great-grandchildren, and 
many loving clergy associates and 
friends. 


ee 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 


Messages from the President of the 
United States was communicated to 
the Senate by Mr. Williams, one of his 
secretaries. 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 


As in executive session the Presiding 
Officer laid before the Senate messages 
from the President of the United 
States submitting nominations which 
were referred to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

(The message received today is print- 
ed at the end of the Senate pro- 
ceedings.) 


EE 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


At 11:47 a.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mr. Novotny, one of its reading clerks, 
announced that the House has passed 
the following bills, in which it requests 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

H.R. 2845. An act to promote access to ben- 
efits under the African Growth and Oppor- 
tunity Act, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 4481. An act to amend the Foreign As- 
sistance Act of 1961 to provide assistance for 
developing countries to promote quality 
basic education and to establish the goal of 
all children in school and learning as an ob- 
jective of the United States foreign assist- 
ance policy, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 5063. An act to limit donations made 
pursuant to settlement agreements to which 
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the United States is a party, and for other 
purposes. 

H.R. 5537. An act to promote internet ac- 
cess in developing countries and update for- 
eign policy toward the internet, and for 
other purposes. 

The message further announced that 
the House has agreed to the following 
concurrent resolution, in which it re- 
quests the concurrence of the Senate: 

H. Con. Res. 131. Concurrent resolution au- 
thorizing the use of the Capitol Grounds for 
the District of Columbia Special Olympics 
Law Enforcement Torch Run. 

The message also announced that the 
Speaker appoints Mr. KINZINGER of Illi- 
nois as a conferee to fill the vacancy 
caused by the resignation of Mr. Whit- 
field of Kentucky on the conference 
committee on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendment of 
the House to the bill (S. 2012) to pro- 
vide for the modernization of the en- 
ergy policy of the United States, and 
for other purposes. 

The message further announced that 
pursuant to section 4(a) of the John F. 
Kennedy Centennial Commission Act 
(Public Law 114-215), the Minority 
Leader appoints Mr. JOSEPH P. KEN- 
NEDY III of Massachusetts to the John 
F. Kennedy Centennial Commission. 


ES 


MEASURES REFERRED 


The following bills were read the first 
and the second times by unanimous 
consent, and referred as indicated: 


H.R. 2845. An act to promote access to ben- 
efits under the African Growth and Oppor- 
tunity Act, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

H.R. 4481. An act to amend the Foreign As- 
sistance Act of 1961 to provide assistance for 
developing countries to promote quality 
basic education and to establish the goal of 
all children in school and learning as an ob- 
jective of the United States foreign assist- 
ance policy, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

H.R. 5063. An act to limit donations made 
pursuant to settlement agreements to which 
the United States is a party, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary. 

H.R. 5537. An act to promote internet ac- 
cess in developing countries and update for- 
eign policy toward the internet, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 


ee 


MEASURES PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR 


The following bills were read the sec- 
ond time, and placed on the calendar: 


S. 3296. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to provide an exemption to 
the individual mandate to maintain health 
coverage for individuals residing in counties 
with fewer than 2 health insurance issuers 
offering plans on an Exchange. 

S. 3297. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to provide an exemption to 
the individual mandate to maintain health 
coverage for certain individuals whose pre- 
mium has increased by more than 10 percent, 
and for other purposes. 
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EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 


The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc- 
uments, and were referred as indicated: 

EC-6740. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Citrus tristeza virus expressing spin- 
ach defensin proteins 2, 7, and 8; Temporary 
Exemption from the Requirement of a Toler- 
ance” (FRL No. 9947-19) received during ad- 
journment of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on August 30, 2016; to 
the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, 
and Forestry. 

EC-6741. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Butanedioic acid, 2-methylene-, poly- 
mer with 1,3 butanediene, ethylbenzene and 2 
hydroxyethyl-2-propenoate; Tolerance Ex- 
emption’’ (FRL No. 9950-63) received during 
adjournment of the Senate in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on August 30, 
2016; to the Committee on Agriculture, Nu- 
trition, and Forestry. 

EC-6742. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Chlorantraniliprole; Pesticide Toler- 
ances” (FRL No. 9950-04) received in the Of- 
fice of the President of the Senate on Sep- 
tember 6, 2016; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

EC-6743. A communication from the Board 
Chair and Chief Executive Officer, Farm 
Credit Administration, transmitting the Ad- 
ministration’s proposed fiscal year 2016 budg- 
et; to the Committee on Agriculture, Nutri- 
tion, and Forestry. 

EC-6744. A communication from the Acting 
Deputy Director of Program Development 
and Regulatory Analysis, Rural Utilities 
Service, Department of Agriculture, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled “Rural Broadband Access Loans and 
Loan Guarantees’? (RIN0572-AC34) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of- 
fice of the President of the Senate on Sep- 
tember 1, 2016; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

EC-6745. A communication from the Con- 
gressional Review Coordinator, Animal and 
Plant Health Inspection Service, Department 
of Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Viruses, 
Serums, Toxins, and Analogous Products; 
Packaging and Labeling”? ((RIN0579-AE19) 
(Docket No. APHIS-2008-0008)) received dur- 
ing adjournment of the Senate in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on August 30, 
2016; to the Committee on Agriculture, Nu- 
trition, and Forestry. 

EC-6746. A communication from the Direc- 
tor, Pension Benefit Guaranty Corporation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report rel- 
ative to a violation of the Antideficiency 
Act; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

EC-6747. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of Veterans Affairs, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report relative to a viola- 
tion of the Antideficiency Act; to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

EC-6748. A communication from the Alter- 
nate Federal Register Liaison Officer, Office 
of the Secretary, Department of Defense, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Interpretive Rule Under the 
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Military Lending Act Limitations on Terms 
of Consumer Credit Extended to Service 
Members and Dependents’? (RIN0790-ZA11) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on September 1, 2016; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

EC-6749. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary for Export Administration, 
Bureau of Industry and Security, Depart- 
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Updated 
Statements of Legal Authority for the Ex- 
port Administration Regulations to Include 
August 4, 2016 Continuation of Emergency 
Declared in Executive Order 13222” (RIN0694— 
AH09) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on September 6, 2016; to the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs. 

EC-6750. A communication from the Execu- 
tive Vice President and Chief Financial Offi- 
cer, Federal Home Loan Bank of Chicago, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the Bank’s 
2015 management reports; to the Committee 
on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC-6751. A communication from the Chief 
Counsel, Federal Emergency Management 
Agency, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Suspension of Community 
Eligibility; Sacramento County, CA, et al.” 
((44 CFR Part 64) (Docket No. FEMA-2016- 
0002)) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on September 1, 2016; to the Com- 
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af- 
fairs. 

EC-6752. A communication from the Chief 
Counsel, Federal Emergency Management 
Agency, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Suspension of Community 
Eligibility; Athens-Clarke County, GA, et 
al.” ((44 CFR Part 64) (Docket No. FEMA- 
2016-0002)) received during adjournment of 
the Senate in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on September 1, 2016; to the Com- 
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af- 
fairs. 

EC-6753. A communication from the Sec- 
retary, Securities and Exchange Commis- 
sion, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re- 
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Access to Data Ob- 
tained by Security-Based Swap Data Reposi- 
tories”? (RIN3235-AL74) received during ad- 
journment of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on September 1, 2016; 
to the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 

EC-6754. A communication from the Presi- 
dent of the United States, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, a report relative to the con- 
tinuation of the national emergency with re- 
spect to the terrorist attacks on the United 
States of September 11, 2001; to the Com- 
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af- 
fairs. 

EC-6755. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, transmitting proposed 
legislation to approve the location of the Na- 
tional Desert Storm War Memorial; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

EC-6756. A communication from the Assist- 
ant General Counsel for Legislation, Regula- 
tion and Energy Efficiency, Office of Energy 
Efficiency and Renewable Energy, Depart- 
ment of Energy, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Energy 
Conservation Program: Test Procedure for 
Compact Fluorescent Lamps” ((RIN1904- 
AC74) (Docket No. HERE-2015-BT-TP-0014)) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 


12122 


in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on August 30, 2016; to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Natural Resources. 

EC-6757. A communication from the Divi- 
sion Chief, Bureau of Land Management, De- 
partment of the Interior, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“BLM Internet-Based Auctions’? (RIN1004— 
AE46) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on September 1, 2016; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 

EC-6758. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the annual report on the activities of 
the U.S. Economic Development Administra- 
tion (EDA) for fiscal year 2015; to the Com- 
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC-6759. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary of the Army (Civil Works), 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report rel- 
ative to the West Sacramento project in 
Yolo County, California; to the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works. 

EC-6760. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary of the Army (Civil Works), 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report rel- 
ative to the Craig Harbor, Alaska, Naviga- 
tion Improvement Project; to the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works. 

EC-6761. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary of the Army (Civil Works), 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report rel- 
ative to the American River Common Fea- 
tures project in Sacramento and Yolo Coun- 
ties, California; to the Committee on Envi- 
ronment and Public Works. 

EC-6762. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘National Priorities List’? (FRL No. 
9952-06-OLEM) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on September 6, 2016; 
to the Committee on Environment and Pub- 
lic Works. 

EC-6763. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Air Plan Approval; Connecticut; NOx 
Emission Trading Orders as Single Source 
SIP Revisions” (FRL No. 9957-94-Region 1) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on September 6, 2016; to the Com- 
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC-6764. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled “Ocean Dumping: Modification of an 
Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Off- 
shore of Charleston, South Carolina’ (FRL 
No. 9951-96-Region 4) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on September 6, 
2016; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

EC-6765. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air 
Quality Implementation Plans; Indiana; Re- 
designation of the Indiana Portion of the 
Louisville Area to Attainment of the 1997 
Annual Standard for Fine Particulate Mat- 
ter”? (FRL No. 9951-95-Region 5) received in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
September 6, 2016; to the Committee on Envi- 
ronment and Public Works. 

EC-6766. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
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titled ‘‘Outer Continental Shelf Air Regula- 
tions Consistency Update for Maryland” 
(FRL No. 9950-98-Region 3) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on Sep- 
tember 6, 2016; to the Committee on Environ- 
ment and Public Works. 

EC-6767. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Imple- 
mentation Plans; State of Kansas; Infra- 
structure SIP Requirements for the 2012 An- 
nual Fine Particulate Matter (PM2.5) Na- 
tional Ambient Air Quality Standards 
(NAAQS)? (FRL No. 9951-87-Region 7) re- 
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on September 6, 2016; to the Com- 
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC-6768. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Air Quality Designations for the 2012 
Primary Annual Fine Particle Matter 
(PM2.5) National Ambient Air Quality 
Standard (NAAQS) for Areas in Georgia and 
Florida” (FRL No. 9951-91-OAR) received in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
September 6, 2016; to the Committee on Envi- 
ronment and Public Works. 

EC-6769. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘State of Iowa; Approval and Promul- 
gation of the Title V Operating Permits Pro- 
gram, the State Implementation Plan, and 
112(1) Plan” (FRL No. 9951-86-Region 7) re- 
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on September 6, 2016; to the Com- 
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC-6770. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘National Emission Standards for Haz- 
ardous Air Pollutants for Area Sources: In- 
dustrial, Commercial, and Institutional Boil- 
ers” ((RIN2060-AS10) (FRL No. 9951-64-OAR)) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on September 6, 2016; to the Com- 
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC-6771. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Approval of Air Quality Implementa- 
tion Plans; Puerto Rico; Infrastructure Re- 
quirements for the 1997 and 2008 Ozone, 1997 
and 2006 Fine Particulate Matter and 2008 
Lead NAAQS” (FRL No. 9945-84-Region 2) re- 
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on September 6, 2016; to the Com- 
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC-6772. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Fuel 
Efficiency Standards for Medium- and 
Heavy-Duty Engines and Vehicles—Phase 2” 
((RIN2060-A S16 and RIN2127-AL52) (FRL No. 
9950-25-OAR)) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on September 6, 2016; 
to the Committee on Environment and Pub- 
lic Works. 

EC-6773. A communication from the Direc- 
tor, Office of Regulations and Reports Clear- 
ance, Social Security Administration, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Extension of Expiration Dates for 
Four Body Systems Listings” (RIN0960—A1I03) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
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in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on August 29, 2016; to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

EC-6774. A communication from the Senior 

Advisor, Bureau of Political-Military Af- 
fairs, Department of State, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, an addendum to a certifi- 
cation, of the proposed sale or export of de- 
fense articles and/or defense services to a 
Middle East country (OSS-2016-1114); to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 
EC-6775. A communication from the Senior 
Advisor, Bureau of Political-Military Af- 
fairs, Department of State, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, an addendum to a certifi- 
cation, of the proposed sale or export of de- 
fense articles and/or defense services to a 
Middle East country (OSS-2016-1115); to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC-6776. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart- 
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report relative to section 36(c) of the 
Arms Export Control Act (DDTC 16-014); to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC-6777. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart- 
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report consistent with the Authoriza- 
tion for Use of Military Force Against Iraq 
Resolution of 2002 (P.L. 107-243) and the Au- 
thorization for the Use of Force Against Iraq 
Resolution (P.L. 102-1) for the April 11, 2016- 
June 9, 2016 reporting period; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

EC-6778. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart- 
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report relative to section 36(c) of the 
Arms Export Control Act (DDTC 16-045); to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC-6779. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart- 
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report relative to section 36(d) of the 
Arms Export Control Act (DDTC 16-027); to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC-6780. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart- 
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report relative to section 36(c) of the 
Arms Export Control Act (DDTC 16-030); to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC-6781. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart- 
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report relative to section 36(c) of the 
Arms Export Control Act (DDTC 16-047); to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC-6782. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart- 
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report relative to section 36(c) and 
36(d) of the Arms Export Control Act (DDTC 
16-041); to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

EC-6783. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart- 
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report relative to section 36(c) and 
36(d) of the Arms Export Control Act (DDTC 
16-050); to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

EC-6784. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart- 
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report prepared by the Department of 
State on progress toward a negotiated solu- 
tion of the Cyprus question covering the pe- 
riod April 1, 2016 through May 31, 2016; to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC-6785. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Director, Office of Presidential Appoint- 
ments, Department of State, transmitting, 
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pursuant to law, a report of a vacancy in the 
position of Assistant Secretary of State 
(Western Hemisphere Affairs), received dur- 
ing adjournment of the Senate in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on August 26, 
2016; to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC-6786. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Director, Office of Presidential Appoint- 
ments, Department of State, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report of a vacancy in the 
position of Ambassador at Large for War 
Crimes Issues, received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on August 26, 2016; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

EC-6787. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Director, Office of Presidential Appoint- 
ments, Department of State, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report of a vacancy in the 
position of Assistant Secretary of State (Po- 
litical-Military Affairs), received during ad- 
journment of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on August 26, 2016; to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC-6788. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart- 
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report relative to section 36(d) of the 
Arms Export Control Act (DDTC 16-056); to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC-6789. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of Regulations and Policy Management 
Staff, Food and Drug Administration, De- 
partment of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Food Labeling; Technical 
Amendments” (Docket No. FDA-2016—-N-0011) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on September 6, 2016; to the Com- 
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

EC-6790. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of Regulations and Policy Management 
Staff, Food and Drug Administration, De- 
partment of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Requirements for Foreign 
and Domestic Establishment Registration 
and Listing for Human Drugs, Including 
Drugs That Are Regulated Under a Biologics 
License Application, and Animal Drugs” 
(CRIN0910-AA49) (Docket No. FDA-2005-N- 
0464)) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on September 6, 2016; to the 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

EC-6791. A communication from the Rail- 
road Retirement Board, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the Board’s 2016 Annual Report; 
to the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions. 

EC-6792. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary for Legislation, Department of 
Health and Human Services, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report entitled ‘National 
Plan to Address Alzheimer’s Disease: 2016 
Update’’; to the Committee on Health, Edu- 
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC-6793. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of Health and Human Services, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, a report entitled 
“Health, United States, 2015’; to the Com- 
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

EC-6794. A communication from the Assist- 
ant General Counsel, Office of General Coun- 
sel, Department of Education, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Programs and Activities Authorized by the 
Adult Education and Family Literacy Act 
(Title II of the Workforce Innovation and Op- 
portunity Act)? (RIN1830-AA22) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of- 
fice of the President of the Senate on Sep- 
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tember 2, 2016; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC-6795. A communication from the Assist- 
ant General Counsel, Office of General Coun- 
sel, Department of Education, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Workforce Innovation and Opportunity Act, 
Miscellaneous Program Changes” (RIN1820- 
AB71) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on September 2, 2016; to the Com- 
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

EC-6796. A communication from the Assist- 
ant General Counsel, Office of General Coun- 
sel, Department of Education, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“State Vocational Rehabilitation Services 
Program; State Supported Employment 
Services Program; Limitations on Use of 
Subminimum Wage” (RIN1820-AB70) re- 
ceived during adjournment of the Senate in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
September 2, 2016; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC-6797. A communication from the Regu- 
lations Coordinator, Administration for 
Children and Families, Department of 
Health and Human Services, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Head Start Performance Standards” 
(RIN0970-AC63) received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on September 2, 2016; to the 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

EC-6798. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of Education, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Work- 
force Innovation and Opportunity Act, Mis- 
cellaneous Program Changes”? ((RIN1820- 
AB71) (Docket ID ED-2015-OSERS-0002)) re- 
ceived in the Office of the President pro tem- 
pore of the Senate; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC-6799. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of Education, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Pro- 
grams and Activities Authorized by the 
Adult Education and Family Literacy Act 
(Title II of the Workforce Innovation and Op- 
portunity Act)” ((RIN1830-AA22) (Docket ID 
ED-2015-OCTAE-0003)) received in the Office 
of the President pro tempore of the Senate; 
to the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions. 

EC-6800. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of Education, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘State 
Vocational Rehabilitation Services program; 
State Supported Employment Services pro- 
gram; Limitations on Use of Subminimum 
Wage” ((RIN1820-AB70) (Docket ID ED-2015- 
OSERS-0001)) received in the Office of the 
President pro tempore of the Senate; to the 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

EC-6801. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary, Employee Benefits Security 
Administration, Department of Labor, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Savings Arrangements Established 
by States for Non-Governmental Employees” 
(RIN1210-AB71) received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on August 30, 2016; to the Com- 
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

EC-6802. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of Regulations and Policy Management 
Staff, Food and Drug Administration, De- 
partment of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘The Food and Drug Adminis- 
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tration Food Safety Modernization Act; Ex- 
tension and Clarification of Compliance 
Dates for Certain Provisions of Four Imple- 
menting Rules” ((RIN0910-AG10; RIN0910- 
AG85; RINO0910-AG36; and RIN0910-AG64) 
(Docket Nos. FDA-2011-N-0920; FDA-2011-N- 
0921; FDA-2011-N-0922; and FDA-2011—N-0143)) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on August 29, 2016; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC-6803. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of Regulations and Policy Management 
Staff, Food and Drug Administration, De- 
partment of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘New Animal Drugs for Use in 
Animal Feed; Category Definitions” (Docket 
No. FDA-2016-N-1896) received during ad- 
journment of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on August 29, 2016; to 
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions. 

EC-6804. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Assistant General Counsel for Regu- 
latory Services, Office of Special Education 
and Rehabilitative Services, Department of 
Education, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Final priority 
and requirement—Equity Assistance Cen- 
ters” ((CFDA No. 84.004D.) (Docket No. ED- 
2016-OESE-0015)) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on September 6, 2016; 
to the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions. 

EC-6805. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 21-449, ‘‘Medical Marijuana Cul- 
tivation Center Relocation Temporary 
Amendment Act of 2016’’; to the Committee 
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af- 
fairs. 

EC-6806. A communication from the Dis- 
trict of Columbia Auditor, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, a report entitled, ‘District 
Agencies Did Not Provide Sufficient Over- 
sight of Private Development Projects and 
Have Not Collected Potentially Significant 
Fines”; to the Committee on Homeland Se- 
curity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC-6807. A communication from the Office 
Program Manager, Office of Regulation Pol- 
icy and Management, Department of Vet- 
erans Affairs, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled “Loan Guar- 
antee: Delegation of Authority” (RIN2900- 
APTT) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on August 29, 2016; to the Committee 
on Veterans’ Affairs. 

EC-6808. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Planning and Policy Analysis, Of- 
fice of Personnel Management, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Federal Employees Health Benefits Pro- 
gram and Federal Employees Dental and Vi- 
sion Insurance Program: Excepted Service 
and Pathways Programs Miscellaneous Clari- 
fications and Corrections”? (RIN38206-AM97) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on August 31, 2016; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af- 
fairs. 

EC-6809. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Pay and Leave, Office of Personnel 
Management, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Prevailing Rate 
Systems; Redefinition of the Asheville, NC, 
and Charlotte, NC, Appropriated Fund Fed- 
eral Wage System Wage Areas”? (RIN3206- 
AN87) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
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Senate on August 31, 2016; to the Committee 
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af- 
fairs. 

EC-6810. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Pay and Leave, Office of Personnel 
Management, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Prevailing Rate 
Systems; Abolishment of the Newburgh, NY, 
Appropriated Fund Federal Wage System 
Wage Area’’ (RIN3206-AN26) received during 
adjournment of the Senate in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on August 31, 
2016; to the Committee on Homeland Secu- 
rity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC-6811. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Planning and Policy Analysis, Of- 
fice of Personnel Management, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Federal Employees’ Group Life Insurance 
Program: Court Orders Prior to July 22, 
1998’? (RIN3206-AM67) received during ad- 
journment of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on August 31, 2016; to 
the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC-6812. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 21-469, ‘‘Grocery Store Restric- 
tive Covenant Prohibition Temporary Act of 
2016’’; to the Committee on Homeland Secu- 
rity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC-68138. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 21-471, ‘‘Washington Metropoli- 
tan Area Transit Authority Compact Tem- 
porary Amendment Act of 2016”; to the Com- 
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern- 
mental Affairs. 

EC-6814. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 21-470, “Gas Station Advisory 
Board Temporary Amendment Act of 2016”; 
to the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC-6815. A communication from the Chief, 
Administrative Law Division, Central Intel- 
ligence Agency, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report relative to a vacancy in the po- 
sition of Inspector General, Central Intel- 
ligence Agency, received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on August 31, 2016; to the Se- 
lect Committee on Intelligence. 

EC-6816. A communication from the Chair 
of the Committee on Rules of Practice and 
Procedure, Judicial Conference of the United 
States, transmitting, pursuant to law, a re- 
port on a pending amendment to Federal 
Rule of Civil Procedure.; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

EC-6817. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Attorney General, Office of Legislative 
Affairs, Department of Justice, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, an annual report rel- 
ative to the activities and operations of the 
Public Integrity Section, Criminal Division, 
and the nationwide federal law enforcement 
effort against public corruption; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

EC-6818. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi- 
ness Directives; Airbus Airplanes” ((RIN2120- 
AA64) (Docket No. FAA~-2016-5462)) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of- 
fice of the President of the Senate on Sep- 
tember 1, 2016; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6819. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
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Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi- 
ness Directives; Airbus Airplanes” ((RIN2120— 
AA64) (Docket No. FAA~-2015-3989)) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of- 
fice of the President of the Senate on Sep- 
tember 1, 2016; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6820. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi- 
ness Directives; Airbus Airplanes” ((RIN2120— 
AA64) (Docket No. FAA-2016-0466)) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of- 
fice of the President of the Senate on Sep- 
tember 1, 2016; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6821. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi- 
ness Directives; Airbus Airplanes” ((RIN2120— 
AA64) (Docket No. FAA-2016-5460)) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of- 
fice of the President of the Senate on Sep- 
tember 1, 2016; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6822. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi- 
ness Directives; Airbus Airplanes” ((RIN2120— 
AA64) (Docket No. FAA~-2015-8468)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on September 6, 2016; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6823. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi- 
ness Directives; The Boeing Company Air- 
planes” ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. FAA- 
2015-8429)) received during adjournment of 
the Senate in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on September 1, 2016; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-6824. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi- 
ness Directives; The Boeing Company Air- 
planes” ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. FAA- 
2016-8841)) received during adjournment of 
the Senate in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on September 1, 2016; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-6825. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi- 
ness Directives; Dassault Aviation Air- 
planes” ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. FAA- 
2016-5464)) received during adjournment of 
the Senate in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on September 1, 2016; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-6826. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi- 
ness Directives; Dassault Aviation Air- 
planes” ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. FAA- 
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2016-5594)) received during adjournment of 
the Senate in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on September 1, 2016; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-6827. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi- 
ness Directives; Fokker Services B.V. Air- 
planes” ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. FAA- 
2015-8472)) received during adjournment of 
the Senate in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on September 1, 2016; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-6828. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi- 
ness Directives; Pacific Aerospace Limited 
Airplanes”? ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. 
FAA-2016-8838)) received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on September 1, 2016; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC-6829. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi- 
ness Directives; Bombardier, Inc. Airplanes” 
((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. FAA~-2016-5459)) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on September 1, 2016; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6830. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi- 
ness Directives; Continental Motors, Inc. Re- 
ciprocating Engines” ((RIN2120-AA64) (Dock- 
et No. FAA~-2012-0002)) received during ad- 
journment of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on September 1, 2016; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC-6831. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi- 
ness Directives; BAE Systems (Operations) 
Limited Airplanes” ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket 
No. FAA-2016-5465)) received during adjourn- 
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on September 1, 2016; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC-6832. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Standard 
Instrument Approach Procedures, and Take- 
off Minimums and Obstacle Departure Proce- 
dures; Miscellaneous Amendments (62); 
Amdt. No. 3703” (RIN2120-AA65) received dur- 
ing adjournment of the Senate in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on September 
1, 2016; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6833. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Standard 
Instrument Approach Procedures, and Take- 
off Minimums and Obstacle Departure Proce- 
dures; Miscellaneous Amendments (69); 
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Amdt. No. 3704” (RIN2120-AA65) received dur- 
ing adjournment of the Senate in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on September 
1, 2016; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6834. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Standard 
Instrument Approach Procedures, and Take- 
off Minimums and Obstacle Departure Proce- 
dures; Miscellaneous Amendments (56); 
Amdt. No. 3706” (RIN2120-A A65) received dur- 
ing adjournment of the Senate in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on September 
1, 2016; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6835. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Standard 
Instrument Approach Procedures, and Take- 
off Minimums and Obstacle Departure Proce- 
dures; Miscellaneous Amendments (73); 
Amdt. No. 3705” (RIN2120-A A65) received dur- 
ing adjournment of the Senate in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on September 
1, 2016; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6836. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Establish- 
ment of Class E Airspace; Linton, ND” 
((RIN2120-A A66) (Docket No. FAA-2016-5456)) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on September 1, 2016; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6837. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Establish- 
ment of Class E Airspace; Platte, SD” 
((RIN2120-A A66) (Docket No. FAA-2016-5386)) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on September 1, 2016; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6838. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Establish- 
ment of Class E Airspace; Harvey, ND” 
((RIN2120-A A66) (Docket No. FAA-2016-5487)) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on September 1, 2016; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6839. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Establish- 
ment of Class E Airspace; Park River, ND” 
((RIN2120-A A66) (Docket No. FAA-2016-5856)) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on September 1, 2016; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6840. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend- 
ment of Class E Airspace for the following 
Michigan towns; Alma, MI; Bellaire, MI; 
Cadillac, MI; Drummond Island, MI; 
Gladwin, MI; Holland, MI; and Three Rivers, 
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MT” ((RIN2120-AA66) (Docket No. FAA-2016- 
4629)) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on September 1, 2016; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-6841. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend- 
ment of Class E Airspace for the following 
Minnesota Towns; Hutchinson, MN; Jackson, 
MN; Pipestone, MN; Two Harbors, MN; and 
Waseca, MN” ((RIN2120-AA66) (Docket No. 
FAA-2016—4271)) received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on September 1, 2016; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC-6842. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend- 
ment of Class C Airspace; Syracuse Hancock 
International Airport, NY” ((RIN2120-AA66) 
(Docket No. FAA~-2016-3937)) received during 
adjournment of the Senate in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on September 1, 
2016; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6843. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend- 
ment of Class C Airspace; Boise, ID” 
((RIN2120-AA66) (Docket No. FAA~-2016-7467)) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on September 1, 2016; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6844. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend- 
ment of Class C Airspace; Peoria, IL” 
((RIN2120-AA66) (Docket No. FAA~-2016-7416)) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on September 1, 2016; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6845. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Revoca- 
tion of Class E Airspace; Lake Providence, 
LA” ((RIN2120-AA66) (Docket No. FAA~-2016- 
4236)) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on September 1, 2016; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-6846. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Revoca- 
tion of Class D Airspace; North, SC” 
((RIN2120-AA66) (Docket No. FAA~-2016-1074)) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on September 1, 2016; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6847. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De- 
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Fisheries of the Northeastern United 
States; Small-Mesh Multispecies Fishery; 
Adjustment to the Northern Red Hake 
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Inseason Possession Limit” (RIN0648—XE787) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on September 2, 2016; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6848. A communication from the Direc- 
tor, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Depart- 
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Fish- 
eries of the Exclusive Economic Zone Off 
Alaska; Dusky Rockfish in the Western Reg- 
ulatory Area of the Gulf of Alaska” 
(RIN0648-XE708) received during adjourn- 
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on September 1, 2016; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC-6849. A communication from the Direc- 
tor, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Depart- 
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Fish- 
eries of the Exclusive Economic Zone Off 
Alaska; Reallocation of Pollock in the Ber- 
ing Sea and Aleutian Islands’? (RIN0648- 
XE789) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on September 1, 2016; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-6850. A communication from the Direc- 
tor, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Depart- 
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Fish- 
eries of the Northeastern United States; 
Summer Flounder Fishery; Commercial 
Quota Harvested for the Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts’? (RIN0648-XE810) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of- 
fice of the President of the Senate on Sep- 
tember 1, 2016; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6851. A communication from the Direc- 
tor, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Depart- 
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Fish- 
eries of the Northeastern United States; At- 
lantic Bluefish Fishery; Quota Transfer” 
(RIN0648-XEH802) received during adjourn- 
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on September 1, 2016; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC-6852. A communication from the Direc- 
tor, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Depart- 
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Fish- 
eries of the Northeastern United States; 
Scup Fishery; Adjustment to the 2016 Winter 
II Quota” (RIN0648-XE755) received during 
adjournment of the Senate in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on September 1, 
2016; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6853. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Office of Proceedings, Surface 
Transportation Board, Department of Trans- 
portation, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘On-Time Perform- 
ance Under Section 213 of the Passenger Rail 
Investment and Improvement Act of 2008” 
(RIN2140-AB22) received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on August 29, 2016; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-6854. A communication from the Fed- 
eral Register Liaison Officer, Alcohol and 
Tobacco Tax and Trade Bureau, Department 
of the Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Establish- 
ment of the Champlain Valley of New York 
Viticultural Area” (RIN1513-AC19) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of- 
fice of the President of the Senate on Sep- 
tember 1, 2016; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 
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EC-6855. A communication from the Fed- 
eral Register Liaison Officer, Alcohol and 
Tobacco Tax and Trade Bureau, Department 
of the Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Expansion 
of the Sta. Rita Hills Viticultural Area” 
(RIN15138-AC10) received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on September 1, 2016; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC-6856. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Chief Counsel for Hazmat Division, Pipe- 
line and Hazardous Materials Safety Admin- 
istration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Hazardous Materials: FAST 
Act Requirements for Flammable Liquids 
and Rail Tank Cars” (RIN2187-AF17) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of- 
fice of the President of the Senate on Sep- 
tember 1, 2016; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6857. A communication from the Chief 
of Staff, Media Bureau, Federal Communica- 
tions Commission, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend- 
ment of Section 73.202(b), FM Table of Allot- 
ments, FM Broadcast Stations (Maryville, 
Missouri)” ((MB Docket No. 16-68) (DA 16- 
894)) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on September 2, 2016; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-6858. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Chief, Consumer and Governmental Af- 
fairs Bureau, Federal Communications Com- 
mission, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Rules and Regula- 
tions Implementing the Telephone Consumer 
Protection Act of 1991” ((FCC 16-99) (CG 
Docket No. 02-278)) received during adjourn- 
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on September 2, 2016; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC-6859. A communication from the Chief 
of Staff, Media Bureau, Federal Communica- 
tions Commission, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘2014 Quad- 
rennial Regulatory Review—Review of the 
Commission’s Broadcast Ownership Rules 
and Other Rules Adopted Pursuant to Sec- 
tion 202 of the Telecommunications Act of 
1996; 2010 Quadrennial Regulatory Review— 
Review of the Commission’s Broadcast Own- 
ership Rules and Other Rules Adopted Pursu- 
ant to Section 202 of the Telecommuni- 
cations Act of 1996; Promoting Diversifica- 
tion of Ownership in the Broadcasting Serv- 
ices; Rules and Policies Concerning Attribu- 
tion of Joint Sales Agreements in Local Tel- 
evision Markets” ((FCC 16-107) (MB Docket 
No. 14-50; MB Docket No. 09-182; MB Docket 
No. 07-294; and MB Docket No. 04-256)) re- 
ceived during adjournment of the Senate in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
September 2, 2016; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6860. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the National Endowment for the 
Arts, transmitting, pursuant to law, a notice 
relative to the Semiannual Report of the In- 
spector General and the Chairman’s Semi- 
annual Report on Final Action Resulting 
from Audit Reports, Inspection Reports, and 
Evaluation Reports for the period from Octo- 
ber 1, 2015 through March 31, 2016; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov- 
ernmental Affairs. 

EC-6861. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De- 
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu- 
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ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
Off Alaska; Northern Rockfish in the West- 
ern Regulatory Area of the Gulf of Alaska’’ 
(RIN0648-XE707) received during adjourn- 
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on September 1, 2016; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation 


EE 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 


By Ms. MURKOWSKI, from the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources, with an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute: 

S. 815. A bill to provide for the conveyance 
of certain Federal land in the State of Or- 
egon to the Cow Creek Band of Umpqua 
Tribe of Indians (Rept. No. 114-345). 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI, from the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources, without 
amendment and an amendment to the title: 

S. 1007. A bill to amend the Dayton Avia- 
tion Heritage Preservation Act of 1992 to re- 
name a site of the Dayton Aviation Heritage 
National Historical Park (Rept. No. 114-346). 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI, from the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources, with an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute and 
an amendment to the title: 

S. 1448. A bill to designate the Frank 
Moore Wild Steelhead Sanctuary in the 
State of Oregon (Rept. No. 114-347). 

S. 2309. A bill to amend title 54, United 
States Code, to establish within the National 
Park Service the U.S. Civil Rights Network, 
and for other purposes (Rept. No. 114-348). 


a 


EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF 
COMMITTEE 


The following executive reports of 
nominations were submitted: 

By Mr. GRASSLEY for the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Kathleen Marie Sweet, of New York, to be 
United States District Judge for the Western 
District of New York. 

Danny C. Reeves, of Kentucky, to be a 
Member of the United States Sentencing 
Commission for a term expiring October 31, 
2019. 

Charles R. Breyer, of California, to be a 
Member of the United States Sentencing 
Commission for a term expiring October 31, 
2021. 


(Nominations without an asterisk 
were reported with the recommenda- 
tion that they be confirmed.) 


——— 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


The following bills and joint resolu- 
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con- 
sent, and referred as indicated: 


By Ms. AYOTTE: 

S. 3299. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Homeland Security to notify air carriers and 
security screening personnel of the Trans- 
portation Security Administration of the 
guidelines of the Administration regarding 
permitting baby formula, breast milk, and 
juice on aircraft, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

By Mr. FLAKE (for himself and Mr. 
McCAIN): 


September 8, 2016 


S. 3300. A bill to approve the settlement of 
water rights claims of the Hualapai Tribe 
and certain allottees in the State of Arizona, 
to authorize construction of a water project 
relating to those water rights claims, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. RUBIO: 

S. 3301. A bill to amend the Small Business 
Act to ensure small businesses affected by 
the onset of transmissible diseases are eligi- 
ble for disaster relief; to the Committee on 
Small Business and Entrepreneurship. 

By Mrs. BOXER: 

S. 3302. A bill establishing the Centers for 
Disease Control and Prevention Emergency 
Response Fund for the Director of the Cen- 
ters for Disease Control and Prevention to 
provide assistance for a public health emer- 
gency, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TOOMEY: 

S. 3303. A bill to exempt firefighters and 
police officers from the Government Pension 
Offset and Windfall Elimination Provisions 
under the Social Security Act; to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

By Mr. THUNE: 

S. 3304. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs to improve the Veterans 
Crisis Line; to the Committee on Veterans’ 
Affairs. 

By Mr. GRASSLEY: 

S. 3305. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to require the use of 
electronic visit verification systems for 
home health services under the Medicare 
program; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. LANKFORD (for himself and 
Mr. MORAN): 

S. 3306. A bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to prohibit dismemberment 
abortions, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WARNER (for himself and Ms. 
COLLINS): 

S. 3307. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 and the Employee Retire- 
ment Income Security Act of 1974 to avoid 
duplicative annual reporting, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Health, Edu- 
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. PAUL (for himself, Mr. MUR- 
PHY, Mr. LEE, and Mr. FRANKEN): 

S.J. Res. 39. A joint resolution relating to 
the disapproval of the proposed foreign mili- 
tary sale to the Government of the Kingdom 
of Saudi Arabia of M1A1/A2 Abrams Tank 
structures and other major defense equip- 
ment; to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 


SE 


SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 


The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 


By Mr. MARKEY (for himself, Ms. 
WARREN, Mr. CASEY, Mrs. QILLI- 
BRAND, and Mr. BOOKER): 

S. Res. 549. A resolution expressing a com- 
mitment by the Senate to never forget the 
service of aviation’s first responders; consid- 
ered and agreed to. 

By Ms. MIKULSKI (for herself, Ms. 
COLLINS, Ms. STABENOW, Ms. BALD- 
WIN, Mrs. BOXER, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, 
Mrs. MCCASKILL, Ms. WARREN, Mrs. 
MURRAY, Mrs. SHAHEEN, Ms. KLO- 
BUCHAR, Mrs. ERNST, Ms. HIRONO, 
Mrs. FISCHER, Mr. PETERS, and Mr. 
CARDIN): 


September 8, 2016 


S. Res. 550. A resolution designating the 
week of September 5 through September 9, 
2016, as ‘Recognizing the 40th Anniversary of 
Women at the United States Naval Academy 
Week’’; considered and agreed to. 


Ee 


ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 


S. 17 
At the request of Mr. VITTER, the 
name of the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. TESTER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 17, a bill to repeal the provision of 
law that provides automatic pay ad- 
justments for Members of Congress. 
S. 275 
At the request of Mr. ISAKSON, the 
names of the Senator from Georgia 
(Mr. PERDUE) and the Senator from 
Mississippi (Mr. WICKER) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 275, a bill to amend 
title XVIII of the Social Security Act 
to provide for the coverage of home as 
a site of care for infusion therapy 
under the Medicare program. 
S. 1476 
At the request of Mrs. BOXER, the 
name of the Senator from Washington 
(Mrs. MURRAY) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 1476, a bill to require States to 
report to the Attorney General certain 
information regarding shooting inci- 
dents involving law enforcement offi- 
cers, and for other purposes. 
S. 1634 
At the request of Ms. KLOBUCHAR, the 
name of the Senator from Wisconsin 
(Ms. BALDWIN) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 1634, a bill to amend the Fed- 
eral antitrust laws to provide expanded 
coverage and to eliminate exemptions 
from such laws that are contrary to the 
public interest with respect to rail- 
roads. 


S. 2253 
At the request of Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 
the names of the Senator from 


Vermont (Mr. SANDERS) and the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota (Ms. KLOBUCHAR) 
were added as cosponsors of S. 2253, a 
bill to amend title 38, United States 
Code, to provide veterans affected by 
closures of educational institutions 
certain relief and restoration of edu- 
cational benefits, and for other pur- 
poses. 
S. 2311 

At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND, 
the name of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania (Mr. CASEY) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 2311, a bill to amend the 
Public Health Service Act to authorize 
the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services, acting through the Adminis- 
trator of the Health Resources and 
Services Administration, to make 
grants to States for screening and 
treatment for maternal depression. 

S. 2645 

At the request of Ms. MURKOWSKI, her 
name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2645, a bill to impose sanctions with re- 
spect to foreign persons responsible for 
gross violations of internationally rec- 
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ognized human rights against lesbian, 
gay, bisexual, and transgender individ- 
uals, and for other purposes. 

At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the 
names of the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. SANDERS), the Senator from 
Vermont (Mr. LEAHY), the Senator 
from Maine (Ms. COLLINS), the Senator 
from New York (Mr. SCHUMER), the 
Senator from Rhode Island (Mr. WHITE- 
HOUSE), the Senator from California 
(Mrs. BOXER), the Senator from Ohio 
(Mr. BROWN), the Senator from New 
Mexico (Mr. HEINRICH) and the Senator 
from Illinois (Mr. DURBIN) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 2645, supra. 

S. 2702 

At the request of Mr. CASEy, the 
name of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts (Mr. MARKEY) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 2702, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to allow 
individuals with disabilities to save ad- 
ditional amounts in their ABLE ac- 
counts above the current annual max- 
imum contribution if they work and 
earn income. 

S. 2708 

At the request of Mr. CASEY, the 
name of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts (Mr. MARKEY) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 2703, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to allow 
rollovers between 529 programs and 
ABLE accounts. 

S. 2704 

At the request of Mr. CASEY, the 
name of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts (Mr. MARKEY) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 2704, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to in- 
crease the age requirement with re- 
spect to eligibility for qualified ABLE 
programs. 

S. 2720 

At the request of Ms. BALDWIN, the 
name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. MENENDEZ) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 2720, a bill to require the Secu- 
rities and Exchange Commission to 
amend certain regulations, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 2768 

At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the 
name of the Senator from North Caro- 
lina (Mr. TILLIS) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 2763, a bill to provide the 
victims of Holocaust-era persecution 
and their heirs a fair opportunity to re- 
cover works of art confiscated or mis- 
appropriated by the Nazis. 

S. 2890 

At the request of Ms. AYOTTE, the 
name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. FEINSTEIN) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 2890, a bill to require the 
Secretary of the Treasury to mint 
coins in recognition of Christa 
McAuliffe. 

S. 2927 

At the request of Mr. LANKFORD, the 
name of the Senator from North Da- 
kota (Mr. HOEVEN) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 2927, a bill to prevent gov- 
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ernmental discrimination against pro- 
viders of health services who decline 
involvement in abortion, and for other 
purposes. 
S. 2932 
At the request of Mr. CASSIDY, the 
name of the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
ROBERTS) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 2932, a bill to amend the Controlled 
Substances Act with respect to the pro- 
vision of emergency medical services. 
S. 2934 
At the request of Mr. SCHUMER, the 
name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. FEINSTEIN) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 2934, a bill to ensure that 
all individuals who should be prohib- 
ited from buying a firearm are listed in 
the national instant criminal back- 
ground check system and require a 
background check for every firearm 
sale. 
S. 2993 
At the request of Mrs. FISCHER, the 
name of the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mr. SASSE) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2993, a bill to direct the Adminis- 
trator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency to change the spill prevention, 
control, and countermeasure rule with 
respect to certain farms. 
S. 3039 
At the request of Mr. KING, the name 
of the Senator from North Carolina 
(Mr. TILLIS) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 3039, a bill to support programs 
for mosquito-borne and other vector- 
borne disease surveillance and control. 
S. 3065 
At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the 
name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Ms. STABENOW) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 3065, a bill to amend parts B 
and E of title IV of the Social Security 
Act to invest in funding prevention and 
family services to help keep children 
safe and supported at home, to ensure 
that children in foster care are placed 
in the least restrictive, most family- 
like, and appropriate settings, and for 
other purposes. 
S. 3153 
At the request of Mr. ROUNDS, the 
name of the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. GARDNER) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 3158, a bill to require the Fed- 
eral financial institutions regulatory 
agencies to take risk profiles and busi- 
ness models of institutions into ac- 
count when taking regulatory actions, 
and for other purposes. 
S. 3155 
At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 
name of the Senator from New Mexico 
(Mr. UDALL) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 3155, a bill to amend chapter 97 of 
title 28, United States Code, to clarify 
the exception to foreign sovereign im- 
munity set forth in section 1605(a)(8) of 
such title. 
S. 3164 
At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the 
name of the Senator from New Jersey 
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(Mr. MENENDEZ) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 3164, a bill to provide protec- 
tion for survivors of domestic violence 
or sexual assault under the Fair Hous- 
ing Act. 
S. 3179 
At the request of Ms. HEITKAMP, the 
name of the Senator from Wyoming 
(Mr. BARRASSO) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 3179, a bill to amend the Inter- 
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to improve 
and extend the credit for carbon diox- 
ide sequestration. 
S. 3195 
At the request of Mr. CASSIDY, the 
name of the Senator from North Caro- 
lina (Mr. TILLIS) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 3195, a bill to amend title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act to 
preserve Medicare beneficiary access to 
ventilators, and for other purposes. 
S. 3230 
At the request of Mr. KING, the name 
of the Senator from Maine (Ms. COL- 
LINS) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
3230, a bill to amend the Older Ameri- 
cans Act of 1965 to establish an initia- 
tive, carried out by the Assistant Sec- 
retary for Aging, to coordinate Federal 
efforts and programs for home modi- 
fications enabling older individuals to 
live independently and safely in a 
home environment, and for other pur- 
poses. 
S. 3251 
At the request of Mr. COTTON, the 
name of the Senator from Georgia (Mr. 
PERDUE) was added as a cosponsor of 8. 
3251, a bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to provide an exemp- 
tion to the individual mandate to 
maintain health coverage for certain 
individuals whose premium has in- 
creased by more than 10 percent, and 
for other purposes. 
S. 3256 
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 
name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. BOXER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 3256, a bill to amend the Foreign 
Assistance Act of 1961 to provide assist- 
ance for developing countries to pro- 
mote quality basic education and to es- 
tablish the goal of all children in 
school and learning as an objective of 
the United States foreign assistance 
policy, and for other purposes. 
S. 3276 
At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the 
names of the Senator from Alabama 
(Mr. SHELBY) and the Senator from 
Kentucky (Mr. MCCONNELL) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 3276, a bill to make 
habitual drunk drivers inadmissible 
and removable and to require the de- 
tention of any alien who is unlawfully 
present in the United States and has 
been charged with driving under the in- 
fluence or driving while intoxicated. 
S. 3281 
At the request of Mr. REID, the 
names of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
MERKLEY) and the Senator from New 
Mexico (Mr. HEINRICH) were added as 
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cosponsors of S. 3281, a bill to extend 
the Iran Sanctions Act of 1996. 
S. 3285 

At the request of Mr. RUBIO, the 
name of the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mr. SASSE) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 3285, a bill to prohibit the Presi- 
dent from using funds appropriated 
under section 1304 of title 31, United 
States Code, to make payments to 
Iran, to impose sanctions with respect 
to Iranian persons that hold or detain 
United States citizens, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 3296 

At the request of Mr. MCCAIN, the 
names of the Senator from Georgia 
(Mr. ISAKSON), the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi (Mr. WICKER), the Senator from 
Colorado (Mr. GARDNER), the Senator 
from North Carolina (Mr. TILLIS) and 
the Senator from Georgia (Mr. PERDUE) 
were added as cosponsors of S. 3296, a 
bill to amend the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 to provide an exemption to 
the individual mandate to maintain 
health coverage for individuals resid- 
ing in counties with fewer than 2 
health insurance issuers offering plans 
on an Exchange. 

S. CON. RES. 49 

At the request of Mr. UDALL, the 
name of the Senator from Alaska (Ms. 
MURKOWSKI) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. Con. Res. 49, a concurrent resolu- 
tion supporting efforts to stop the 
theft, illegal possession or sale, trans- 
fer, and export of tribal cultural items 
of Indians, Alaska Natives, and Native 
Hawaiians in the United States and 
internationally. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4981 

At the request of Mr. REID, his name 
was added as a cosponsor of amend- 
ment No. 4981 proposed to S. 2848, a bill 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4983 

At the request of Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 
the name of the Senator from Con- 
necticut (Mr. MURPHY) was added as a 
cosponsor of amendment No. 4983 in- 
tended to be proposed to S. 2848, a bill 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses. 


Ea 


STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


By Mr. RUBIO: 

S. 3301. A bill to amend the Small 
Business Act to ensure small busi- 
nesses affected by the onset of trans- 
missible diseases are eligible for dis- 
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aster relief; to the Committee on Small 
Business and Entrepreneurship. 

Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, I come to 
the floor again—I believe for the 10th 
time since March—to discuss the Zika 
virus. 

The first time I talked about this was 
back in January. There was a report 
out that said Zika, the disease, was 
being transmitted by mosquitoes and 
there was an outbreak in Brazil. Imme- 
diately for me alarm bells went off be- 
cause being from Miami, FL, my home- 
town, if you go to the airport and look 
at the board, the number of flights 
coming from Brazil to South Florida, 
the numbers are high. There are dozens 
of flights a week back and forth. My 
immediate thought at that time was 
that this is going to be an issue for 
Florida and ultimately for America, 
given the amount of travel back and 
forth. 

I also saw the outbreak in the terri- 
tory of Puerto Rico, a place I have 
taken a tremendous interest in since 
my time here. As everyone knows, 
Puerto Rico is not officially rep- 
resented in this Chamber, but I, along 
with my colleagues Senator MENENDEZ 
of New Jersey and Senator NELSON of 
Florida, have always looked out for the 
interests of the island and its people 
who are U.S. citizens. So knowing the 
link between Florida and Puerto Rico 
and the link between Zika and Puerto 
Rico, I knew as early as January that 
this was going to be an issue. I imme- 
diately talked to our Border Patrol 
folks and our Customs people at our 
airports and seaports about ensuring 
we are doing everything we can. 

In March, when the President came 
out in February and March and talked 
about the need for $1.9 billion to fight 
Zika, I believe I was the first Repub- 
lican—certainly in this Chamber—to 
come out in favor of that request be- 
cause my argument at the time was, 
we don’t know fully what we are deal- 
ing with here, but let’s get ahead of it. 
Let’s jump in front of it and let’s deal 
with it. Otherwise it will only get 
worse. Unfortunately, that didn’t hap- 
pen. 

In much of April and March, there 
was not much attention paid to this. 
So cases started coming up domesti- 
cally, mostly travel-related. The Sen- 
ate did move, and I am proud of the 
fact that after some back and forth, 
this place worked. We worked across 
the aisle, and I worked with Senator 
NELSON on his proposal and other pro- 
posals. In fact, I believe I am the only 
Member of Congress who voted in favor 
of every single Zika proposal because 
in my mind I wanted the money to flow 
so local governments and States could 
deal with it and researchers could de- 
velop a vaccine. We passed a law for 
$1.1 billion. It was a product of com- 
promise. It was less than what the 
President asked for, but it began to 
move. Unfortunately, the House had a 
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different idea and this is where we are 
today. 

When we left in July, there had not 
been a reported case of a transmission 
of Zika by a mosquito, but as I warned 
through April, May, June, and July, it 
was only a matter of time. If you spent 
any amount of time in Florida, you 
know it is hot, it is humid, that it 
rains, and there are a lot of mosqui- 
toes. You have a State which is a key 
entry point between key areas and the 
continental United States and you 
have mosquitoes. It didn’t take a sci- 
entist or an expert in Zika to know the 
combination of those two things were 
going to lead to locally based trans- 
mission. Sadly, that is what is hap- 
pening. 

There is a neighborhood in Miami, 
FL, called Wynwood. This was an area 
that is economically depressed and it 
has come alive. It is a center of art. 
They have these murals where graffiti 
artists were allowed to come in and put 
in these extraordinary murals. It is not 
graffiti. It is art. It is a place where the 
art community is centered and has 
come alive with some of the best res- 
taurants in South Florida. This is the 
Wynwood community. 

It is a magnet for tourists. There are 
people who fly to Florida, and South 
Florida in particular, and go straight 
to Wynwood because they want to be in 
that area. It was the first area im- 
pacted, and the CDC came out with a 
warning telling people to avoid a 
neighborhood. This is usually the kind 
of advisory that goes out about avoid- 
ing other countries, telling Americans 
and travelers, specifically, to avoid a 
certain part of a certain neighborhood. 

Can you imagine the impact it had 
on the businesses in that community? 
We talked about the human toll of 
Zika, of the infection, and of what it 
does to unborn children, but there is 
also the economic impact of having a 
lead health care agency in charge of 
public health in America issue a warn- 
ing to Americans to avoid a neighbor- 
hood in an American city. I promise 
you that was not good for those busi- 
nesses. Some of these businesses had to 
close for weeks on end and days on end. 

Then a few weeks later we had re- 
ports of the disease being transmitted 
on Miami Beach. I don’t need to tell 
you about Miami Beach. Everyone 
knows about Miami Beach. It is the 
cornerstone of tourism in South Flor- 
ida. People come to Miami Beach from 
all over the world to enjoy world-class 
beaches, nightlife, entertainment, and 
restaurants. I want you to put yourself 
in a position of a small business 
owner—not just a large hotel chain, 
which is relevant here, but a small 
business owner. 

Imagine if you are a family who runs 
a restaurant on Collins Avenue in 
Miami Beach. You are depending your 
whole year, your budget and your pay- 
roll is built on a predictable pattern of 
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travelers coming in the summer and 
coming in the fall and especially in the 
winter. You are estimating the number 
of travelers who will come in. They 
will leave money at these restaurants 
and they are going to go home. Now 
you have a report of these trans- 
missions and similar warnings as well. 
What you learn from this is that this 
Zika issue is not just a health care 
issue—and that is by far the primary 
focus of what our attention should be— 
but it is also an economic issue and it 
is hurting small businesses. It is hurt- 
ing the municipalities. Miami Beach as 
a city is going to see tax revenues go 
down. It is going to hurt the State of 
Florida because of failed tax revenue 
and so forth. It is going to hurt one of 
the engines of our tourism sector—the 
reports of this transmission. You know 
what is hurting it even worse? When 
people turn on the news, people are 
hearing there are people being infected 
with Zika in Florida and Congress is 
still haggling and fighting over it and 
can’t get anything done. That does not 
inspire confidence. 

So today I have filed a bill, an addi- 
tional bill, in addition to calling on us 
to move on Zika. Let me touch on this 
first. It is inexcusable. How did we get 
to this point? How did a public health 
crisis become a political tool to be 
played with back and forth? Yet that is 
what Washington has become, a place 
that has become expert at literally 
turning any issue into a political issue, 
and it has done so again with this 
issue. That is why people are grossed 
out and disgusted with American poli- 
tics. When they watch the news and see 
this fighting, they don’t get it. They 
understand there is this problem with 
Zika, and it is spreading and hurting 
people. We just had a case of a child 
born in Miami Dade County, at the 
Jackson Memorial Hospital—not with 
microcephaly but with Zika—a child, a 
baby, starting out life infected with 
Zika. They are asking: How can you 
guys turn this thing into a political 
issue? That is what Washington has 
done. Both parties are to blame. It 
took too long for some in my party to 
come to the realization this was impor- 
tant. On the Democratic side, they 
have come up with excuses to be 
against the proposal, but I will say 
this: The Senate did it. The Senate 
funded it. I think at this point, that is 
probably the fastest and best way for- 
ward, if we are serious about funding 
this, is to go back to what the Senate 
did. I continue to work with our col- 
leagues to make sure that is a part of 
whatever vehicle we use to fund the 
government and keep it open through 
most of the rest of this year. 

But today I filed a bill to help people 
being economically impacted by it. It 
is a bill that deals with the Small Busi- 
ness Administration. What it does is it 
basically gives the Small Business Ad- 
ministration the authority to give out 
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small business loans to communities 
negatively impacted by health-related 
travel advisories issued by the Centers 
for Disease Control and Prevention. As 
you know, as I said earlier, the CDC 
has already issued those travel 
advisories to Wynwood and for the 
South Beach areas of Miami-Dade 
County, but that does not mean a week 
from now there will not be another 
area added to that, including another 
area in your State, my colleagues. You 
don’t know when that is coming. So if 
they were hit by a storm, they would 
qualify for this. If they were hit by any 
other disaster, they would qualify for 
this. They have been hit by a storm. It 
happens to be a health care storm. It is 
hurting them economically. We need to 
make sure they have the flexibility and 
the ability to provide this short-term, 
low-interest loans to small businesses 
to be able to weather this health care 
Zika storm. 

I don’t know for the life of me why 
anybody would be against this. I don’t 
know what possible way you could try 
to politicize it. Iam not sure why any- 
body would object to it. My hope is, we 
can move quickly on this. It is impor- 
tant. 

I know there is a lot of jurisdictional 
pride around here and committees will 
say: Well, you have to come through us 
first because we are the chairmen and 
this is our committee. I hope you can 
make an exception on this issue be- 
cause these businesses are hurting. 
They are hurting badly because of what 
has happened, and it is only going to 
get worse for them as these reports 
come out. 

I hope we can get that passed. Here is 
another thing people don’t know. Our 
service men and women are deployed 
all over the world. Unlike people who 
travel, they don’t have a choice. When 
the U.S. military tells you and your de- 
pendents you must now go to Hon- 
duras, you are now going to be sta- 
tioned at a base in Guantanamo Bay or 
you are going to be stateside, but you 
are going to be in Puerto Rico—when 
they deploy you, you can’t say: Well, I 
am not going because there is Zika 
there. You have to go. We need to 
make sure we are protecting our men 
and women. 

According to the Pentagon, as of 
today, there are 81 servicemembers and 
19 dependents who have tested positive 
for the Zika virus. Three of them, by 
the way, are pregnant. So I have filed 
a second bill to protect our service- 
members from Zika. It is called the 
Servicemembers’ Zika Protection Act. 
It provides U.S. troops with additional 
protections from the Zika virus by au- 
thorizing the Secretary of Defense to 
transfer funds within the existing De- 
partment of Defense medical and 
health research accounts in order to 
combat the Zika virus. 

I am hopeful we can unite behind 
that as well. With over 100 members of 
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our military and their families already 
infected with Zika, we need to take 
specific precautions to help them and 
to help our foreign partners who host 
Americans on military bases in regions 
that are affected by Zika. So I am also 
hopeful Congress will ultimately arrive 
at an agreement this month to fund 
our Nation’s response to Zika, but also 
that we ensure that those being de- 
ployed on our behalf receive every pro- 
tection we can provide. 

So these, in addition to the broader 
argument about Zika, these are two 
commonsense approaches giving the 
Department of Defense flexibility to 
move existing money around, to pro- 
vide additional protections for our 
service men and women and their de- 
pendents who are being deployed and 
impacted by Zika. This is not a theory. 
We have over 100 people now, including 
81 in uniform, who have been impacted 
by it, and 19 of their dependents, 3 of 
them who are pregnant. 

Second, the small business relief. 
Please put yourself in the position of a 
family-owned business on South Beach 
or in Wynwood. They are being hurt. 
Instead of having 50 people coming in a 
day, they have 5 or 10. They need help. 
If they had lost power or been hit by a 
hurricane or a tornado, this would not 
be an issue, but they have been hit by 
a tornado of a different kind, one they 
did not cause and they could not pre- 
dict and they could not insure against; 
that is, Zika. 

Let’s make sure the SBA has the 
flexibility to provide them their loans. 
So in addition to funding this—we have 
to get the Zika thing done, it cannot 
continue to languish—we have to get 
the SBA flexibility built into our law 
so these small businesses can be pro- 
vided the resources they need to stay 
open and not close down as a result of 
a travel advisory because of a disease 
being spread by mosquitoes. 

I think we would all agree we have to 
make sure we are doing everything we 
can to protect our men and women in 
uniform who are not going by choice. 
They are being deployed to these places 
where Zika is prevalent. They are 
being infected. There is no excuse for 
us to not help them as well. So these 
are the three things I hope we will do 
before Congress adjourns at the end of 
this month: Fund Zika fully, give flexi- 
bility for our small businesses that 
have been impacted by Zika to get SBA 
loans, and do everything we can by 
passing a law that gives the Depart- 
ment of Defense the flexibility they 
need to use existing money to protect 
our men and women in uniform and 
their families from being infected by 
Zika when deployed. 


By Mrs. BOXER: 

S. 3302. A bill establishing the Cen- 
ters for Disease Control and Prevention 
Emergency Response Fund for the Di- 
rector of the Centers for Disease Con- 
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trol and Prevention to provide assist- 
ance for a public health emergency, 
and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions. 

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, today I 
have introduced legislation that will 
ensure that when there is a public 
health emergency or the threat of a 
public health emergency, the Centers 
for Disease Control and Prevention can 
respond immediately to prevent it 
from becoming a national or global cri- 
sis. 


EE 


SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 


SENATE RESOLUTION 549—EX- 

PRESSING A COMMITMENT BY 
THE SENATE TO NEVER FORGET 
THE SERVICE OF AVIATION’S 
FIRST RESPONDERS 


Mr. MARKEY (for himself, Ms. WAR- 
REN, Mr. CASEY, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, and 
Mr. BOOKER) submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

S. REs. 549 


Whereas the events of September 11, 2001, 
forever changed the United States as the 
people of the United States faced unspeak- 
able destruction and grief that touched mil- 
lions of lives; 

Whereas 4 commercial aircraft were turned 
into weapons of mass destruction, killing 
nearly 3,000 innocent people at the World 
Trade Center, the Pentagon, and in 
Shanksville, Pennsylvania; 

Whereas the crewmembers of United Flight 
175, American Flight 11, American Flight 77, 
and United Flight 93 acted as first respond- 
ers, providing the first information about 
the unfolding attacks and selflessly pro- 
tecting the United States and the lives of 
countless others; 

Whereas ever since 9/11, pilots and flight 
attendants in the United States report to 
work with heightened responsibilities as 
first responders and as the last line of de- 
fense in aviation security; and 

Whereas the bravery of the crewmembers 
15 years ago and our crewmember heroes are 
prominent in the hearts and minds of the 
people of the United States; Now, therefore, 
be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) forever memorializes the service of 
aviation’s first responders on that fateful 
day; and 

(2) will always seek to honor the sacrifice 
of aviation’s first responders, who continue 
to keep the United States safe today. 


EE 


SENATE RESOLUTION 550—DESIG- 
NATING THE WEEK OF SEP- 
TEMBER 5 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 
9, 2016, AS “RECOGNIZING THE 
40TH ANNIVERSARY OF WOMEN 
AT THE UNITED STATES NAVAL 
ACADEMY WEEK” 


Ms. MIKULSKI (for herself, Ms. COL- 
LINS, Ms. STABENOW, Ms. BALDWIN, Mrs. 
BOXER, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mrs. McCAs- 
KILL, Ms. WARREN, Mrs. MURRAY, Mrs. 
SHAHEEN, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mrs. ERNST, 
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Ms. HIRONO, Mrs. FISCHER, Mr. PETERS, 
and Mr. CARDIN) submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was consid- 
ered and agreed to: 

S. RES. 550 


Whereas, in 1975, Congress authorized 
women to attend military service academies; 

Whereas, on July 6, 1976, 81 women mid- 
shipmen were inducted into the United 
States Naval Academy; 

Whereas, in 1976, an African-American 
woman became the first African-American 
woman to attend the United States Naval 
Academy, and graduated in 1980; 

Whereas, in 1980, 55 women became the 
first women to graduate from the United 
States Naval Academy, 47 percent of whom 
later became career officers; 

Whereas, in 1980, a woman became the first 
woman to be a distinguished graduate and 
Trident Scholar of the United States Naval 
Academy; 

Whereas, on May 24, 1984, a woman became 
the first woman to graduate first in class 
from the United States Naval Academy; 

Whereas, in 1988, an African-American 
woman became the first African-American 
woman to be commissioned as a Naval Flight 
Officer from the United States Naval Acad- 
emy; 

Whereas, in 1991, a woman midshipman be- 
came the first woman Brigade Commander at 
the United States Naval Academy; 

Whereas, on May 13, 1993, a member of the 
United States Naval Academy class of 1981 
became the first woman to be assigned to a 
combat aircrew; 

Whereas, on March 2, 1995, a member of the 
United States Naval Academy class of 1981 
became the first woman from the Navy to 
travel to space aboard space shuttle Endeav- 
or; 

Whereas, on March 12, 1999, a member of 
the United States Naval Academy class of 
1982 became the first African-American 
woman to captain a United States Naval 
Ship, the USS Rushmore; 

Whereas, in 2004, a member of the United 
States Naval Academy class of 1998 became 
the first woman to be selected to attend the 
Fighter Weapons School of the Navy and be- 
come a Top Gun pilot; 

Whereas, in 2004, a woman was first ap- 
pointed Vice Academic Dean at the United 
States Naval Academy; 

Whereas, in 2006, a member of the United 
States Naval Academy class of 1981 became 
the first woman Commandant of Midshipmen 
at the United States Naval Academy; 

Whereas, in 2007, a member of the United 
States Naval Academy class of 1989 became 
the first woman to assume command of an 
operational fighter squadron; 

Whereas, in May 2010, the first 11 women to 
be trained for the Ohio Class Submarine 
graduated from the United States Naval 
Academy; 

Whereas, in 2013, the woman that was the 
first woman graduate of the United States 
Naval Academy to command an operational 
fighter squadron became the first woman to 
assume command of a carrier air wing; 

Whereas, on July 1, 2014, a member of the 
United States Naval Academy class of 1982 
became the first woman to be a 4-star naval 
officer and was the first woman and first Af- 
rican-American to be appointed to the posi- 
tion of Vice Chief of Naval Operations; 

Whereas, on June 17, 2011, a member of the 
United States Naval Academy class of 1986 
became the first woman to be Commander of 
the Marine Corps Recruit Depot at Parris Is- 
land; 
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Whereas, in 2013, a member of the United 
States Naval Academy class of 1991 became 
the first woman to be Deputy Commandant 
of the United States Naval Academy; 

Whereas, in 2016, 25 percent of the grad- 
uating class of the United States Naval 
Academy were women; and 

Whereas, between 1980 and 2016, more than 
4,800 women commissioned through the 
United States Naval Academy: Now, there- 
fore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) designates the week of September 5 
through September 9, 2016, as ‘‘Recognizing 
the 40th Anniversary of Women at the 
United States Naval Academy Week”; and 

(2) honors past and present women who 
serve in the Armed Forces of the United 
States. 


EE 


AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 


SA 4985. Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for herself, Mr. 
PORTMAN, Ms. STABENOW, and Mr. KIRK) sub- 
mitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by her to the bill S. 2848, to provide for 
the conservation and development of water 
and related resources, to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Army to construct various 
projects for improvements to rivers and har- 
bors of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 4986. Mr. PAUL submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 2848, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 4987. Mr. JOHNSON (for himself and 
Ms. BALDWIN) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 4979 
proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE) 
to the bill S. 2848, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 4988. Mr. HOEVEN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. McCon- 
NELL (for Mr. INHOFE) to the bill S. 2848, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 4989. Mr. MARKEY (for himself and Ms. 
WARREN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 4979 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE) to 
the bill S. 2848, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SA 4990. Mr. MARKEY (for himself, Ms. 
WARREN, Ms. STABENOW, and Mr. PETERS) 
submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE) to the bill S. 
2848, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 4991. Mr. MERKLEY (for himself and 
Mr. WYDEN) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 4979 
proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE) 
to the bill S. 2848, supra. 

SA 4992. Mr. WYDEN (for himself, Mr. SUL- 
LIVAN, Mr. MERKLEY, and Ms. HIRONO) sub- 
mitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE) to the bill S. 
2848, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 4993. Mr. MCCAIN (for himself, Mr. COT- 
TON, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. SASSE, Mr. FLAKE, 
and Mr. JOHNSON) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the bill S. 
2848, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 4994. Mr. BURR (for himself and Mr. 
TILLIS) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 4979 proposed 
by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE) to the 
bill S. 2848, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 
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SA 4995. Mr. BLUNT submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 2848, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 4996. Mrs. FISCHER (for herself, Mrs. 
ERNST, Mr. ROBERTS, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. 
RIscH, Mr. SASSE, and Mr. CRAPO) submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. McCon- 
NELL (for Mr. INHOFE) to the bill S. 2848, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 4997. Mr. McCAIN (for himself and Mr. 
FLAKE) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 4979 proposed 
by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE) to the 
bill S. 2848, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 4998. Mr. KIRK (for himself, Ms. KLO- 
BUCHAR, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. 
JOHNSON, Mr. DONNELLY, Mr. BROWN, Ms. 
STABENOW, Ms. BALDWIN, and Mr. FRANKEN) 
submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE) to the bill S. 
2848, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 4999. Mr. BOOZMAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. McCon- 
NELL (for Mr. INHOFE) to the bill S. 2848, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5000. Mr. MARKEY (for himself and Ms. 
WARREN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 4979 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE) to 
the bill S. 2848, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SA 5001. Mr. SANDERS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. McCon- 
NELL (for Mr. INHOFE) to the bill S. 2848, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5002. Mr. HATCH (for himself and Mr. 
LEE) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the bill S. 2848, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5003. Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself and 
Mr. SULLIVAN) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 4979 
proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE) 
to the bill S. 2848, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 5004. Mrs. GILLIBRAND submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. MCCON- 
NELL (for Mr. INHOFE) to the bill S. 2848, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5005. Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself and 
Mr. SULLIVAN) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed by her to the bill S. 
2848, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 5006. Mr. WARNER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. McCon- 
NELL (for Mr. INHOFE) to the bill S. 2848, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5007. Mr. McCAIN (for himself and Mr. 
FLAKE) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 4979 proposed 
by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE) to the 
bill S. 2848, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 


EE 
TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 


SA 4985. Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for her- 
self, Mr. PORTMAN, Ms. STABENOW, and 
Mr. KIRK) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed by her to the bill 
S. 2848, to provide for the conservation 
and development of water and related 
resources, to authorize the Secretary 
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of the Army to construct various 
projects for improvements to rivers 
and harbors of the United States, and 
for other purposes; which was ordered 
to lie on the table; as follows: 


At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 
SEC. . AMENDMENTS TO THE GREAT LAKES 

FISH AND WILDLIFE RESTORATION 

ACT OF 1990. 

(a) REFERENCES.—Except as otherwise ex- 
pressly provided, wherever in this section an 
amendment is expressed in terms of an 
amendment to a section or other provision, 
the reference shall be considered to be made 
to a section or other provision of the Great 
Lakes Fish and Wildlife Restoration Act of 
1990 (16 U.S.C. 941 et seq.). 

(b) FINDINGS.—The Act is amended by 
striking section 1002 and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“SEC. 1002. FINDINGS. 

“Congress finds that— 

“(1) the Great Lakes have fish and wildlife 
communities that are structurally and func- 
tionally changing; 

“(2) successful fish and wildlife manage- 
ment focuses on the lakes as ecosystems, and 
effective management requires the coordina- 
tion and integration of efforts of many part- 
ners; 

“(3) it is in the national interest to under- 
take activities in the Great Lakes Basin that 
support sustainable fish and wildlife re- 
sources of common concern provided under 
the Great Lakes Restoration Initiative Ac- 
tion Plan based on the recommendations of 
the Great Lakes Regional Collaboration au- 
thorized under Executive Order 13340 (69 Fed. 
Reg. 29043; relating to the Great Lakes Inter- 
agency Task Force); 

“(4) additional actions and better coordina- 
tion are needed to protect and effectively 
manage the fish and wildlife resources, and 
the habitats on which the resources depend, 
in the Great Lakes Basin; 

“(5) as of the date of enactment of this 
Act, actions are not funded that are consid- 
ered essential to meet the goals and objec- 
tives in managing the fish and wildlife re- 
sources, and the habitats on which the re- 
sources depend, in the Great Lakes Basin; 
and 

“(6) this Act allows Federal agencies, 
States, and Indian tribes to work in an effec- 
tive partnership by providing the funding for 
restoration work.”’. 

(c) IDENTIFICATION, REVIEW, AND IMPLEMEN- 
TATION OF PROPOSALS AND REGIONAL 
PROJECTS.— 

(1) REQUIREMENTS FOR PROPOSALS AND RE- 
GIONAL PROJECTS.—Section 1005(b)(2)(B) (16 
U.S.C. 941c(b)(2)(B)) is amended— 

(A) in clause (v), by striking ‘‘and’’ at the 
end; 

(B) in clause (vi), by striking the period at 
the end and inserting a semicolon; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(vii) the strategic action plan of the 
Great Lakes Restoration Initiative; and 

‘“(viii) each applicable State wildlife action 
plan.’’. 

(2) REVIEW OF PROPOSALS.—Section 
1005(c)(2)(C) (16 U.S.C. 941c(c)(2)(C)) is amend- 
ed by striking “Great Lakes Coordinator of 
the”. 

(3) COST SHARING.—Section 1005(e) 
U.S.C. 941c(e)) is amended— 

(A) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘Except as provided in para- 
graphs (2) and (4), not less than 25 percent of 
the cost of implementing a proposal” and in- 
serting the following: 
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‘“(A) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—Except as pro- 
vided in paragraphs (3) and (5) and subject to 
paragraph (2), not less than 25 percent of the 
cost of implementing a proposal or regional 
project”; and 

(ii) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(B) TIME PERIOD FOR PROVIDING MATCH.— 
The non-Federal share of the cost of imple- 
menting a proposal or regional project re- 
quired under subparagraph (A) may be pro- 
vided at any time during the 2-year period 
preceding January 1 of the year in which the 
Director receives the application for the pro- 
posal or regional project.”’; 

(B) by redesignating paragraphs (2) 
through (4) as paragraphs (3) through (5), re- 
spectively; and 

(C) by inserting before paragraph (8) (as so 
redesignated) the following: 

‘(2) AUTHORIZED SOURCES OF NON-FEDERAL 
SHARE.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Director may deter- 
mine the non-Federal share under paragraph 
(1) by taking into account— 

“(i) the appraised value of land or a con- 
servation easement as described in subpara- 
graph (B); or 

“(ii) as described in subparagraph (C), the 
costs associated with— 

‘(T) land acquisition or securing a con- 
servation easement; and 

“(ID) restoration or enhancement of that 
land or conservation easement. 

‘(B) APPRAISAL OF LAND OR CONSERVATION 
EASEMENT.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—The value of land or a 
conservation easement may be used to sat- 
isfy the non-Federal share of the cost of im- 
plementing a proposal or regional project re- 
quired under paragraph (1)(A) if the Director 
determines that the land or conservation 
easement— 

“(D) meets the requirements of subsection 
(b)(2); 

‘(II) is acquired before the end of the grant 
period of the proposal or regional project; 

‘“(IIT) is held in perpetuity for the con- 
servation purposes of the programs of the 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service re- 
lated to the Great Lakes Basin, as described 
in section 1006, by an accredited land trust or 
conservancy or a Federal, State, or tribal 
agency; 

‘“(IV) is connected either physically or 
through a conservation planning process to 
the proposal or regional project; and 

‘“(V) is appraised in accordance with clause 
(ii). 

‘“(ii) APPRAISAL.—With respect to the ap- 
praisal of land or a conservation easement 
described in clause (i)— 

“(I) the appraisal valuation date shall be 
not later than 1 year after the price of the 
land or conservation easement was set under 
a contract; and 

‘(II) the appraisal shall— 

“(aa) conform to the Uniform Standards of 
Professional Appraisal Practice (USPAP); 
and 

‘“(bb) be completed by a Federal- or State- 
certified appraiser. 

‘(C) COSTS OF LAND ACQUISITION OR SECUR- 
ING CONSERVATION EASEMENT.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—AI1 costs associated with 
land acquisition or securing a conservation 
easement and restoration or enhancement of 
that land or conservation easement may be 
used to satisfy the non-Federal share of the 
cost of implementing a proposal or regional 
project required under paragraph (1)(A) if the 
activities and expenses associated with the 
land acquisition or securing the conservation 
easement and restoration or enhancement of 
that land or conservation easement meet the 
requirements of subparagraph (B)(i). 
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“(ii) INCLUSION.—The costs referred to in 
clause (i) may include cash, in-kind con- 
tributions, and indirect costs. 

“(iii) EXCLUSION.—The costs referred to in 
clause (i) may not be costs associated with 
mitigation or litigation (other than costs as- 
sociated with the Natural Resource Damage 
Assessment program).’’. 

(d) ESTABLISHMENT OF OFFICES.—Section 
1007 (16 U.S.C. 941e) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in the subsection heading, by striking 
“FISHERY RESOURCES” and inserting ‘‘FISH 
AND WILDLIFE CONSERVATION”; and 
(B) by striking ‘‘Fishery Resources’’ each 
place it appears and inserting ‘‘Fish and 
Wildlife Conservation’’; 

(2) in subsection (c)— 

(A) in the subsection heading, by striking 
“FISHERY RESOURCES” and inserting ‘‘FISH 
AND WILDLIFE CONSERVATION”; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘Fishery Resources’’ each 
place it appears and inserting ‘‘Fish and 
Wildlife Conservation’’; 

(3) by striking subsection (a); and 

(4) by redesignating subsections (b) and (c) 
as subsections (a) and (b), respectively. 

(e) REPORTS.—Section 1008 (16 U.S.C. 941f) 
is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), in the matter pre- 
ceding paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘2011’’ and 
inserting ‘‘2021’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by striking ‘‘2007 through 2012” and inserting 
‘2016 through 2020”; and 

(B) in paragraph (5), by inserting ‘‘the 
Great Lakes Restoration Initiative Action 
Plan based on” after ‘‘in support of”; and 

(3) by striking subsection (c) and inserting 
the following: 

“(c) CONTINUED MONITORING AND ASSESS- 
MENT OF STUDY FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDA- 
TIONS.—The Director— 

“(1) shall continue to monitor the status, 
and the assessment, management, and res- 
toration needs, of the fish and wildlife re- 
sources of the Great Lakes Basin; and 

““(2) may reassess and update, as necessary, 
the findings and recommendations of the Re- 
port.’’. 

(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 1009 (16 U.S.C. 941g) is amended— 

(1) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by striking ‘‘2007 through 2012” and inserting 
‘2016 through 2021”; 

(2) in paragraph (1)— 

(A) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by striking ‘‘$14,000,000’’ and inserting 
“*$6,000,000’’; 


(B) in subparagraph (A), by striking 
“*$4,600,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$2,000,000’’; and 
(C) in subparagraph (B), by striking 


“*$700,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$300,000’’; and 

(3) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘the ac- 
tivities of’ and all that follows through 
“section 1007” and inserting ‘‘the activities 
of the Upper Great Lakes Fish and Wildlife 
Conservation Offices and the Lower Great 
Lakes Fish and Wildlife Conservation Office 
under section 1007”. 

(g) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 8 of 
the Great Lakes Fish and Wildlife Restora- 
tion Act of 2006 (16 U.S.C. 941 note; Public 
Law 109-826) is repealed. 


SA 4986. Mr. PAUL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 2848, to provide for 
the conservation and development of 
water and related resources, to author- 
ize the Secretary of the Army to con- 
struct various projects for improve- 
ments to rivers and harbors of the 


September 8, 2016 


United States, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. ___. (a) Congress finds that neither 
the 2001 Authorization for Use of Military 
Force (Public Law 107-40; 50 U.S.C. 1541 note) 
or the Authorization for Use of Military 
Force Against Iraq Resolution of 2002 (Public 
Law 107-248; 50 U.S.C. 1541 note) authorize 
the use of military force against the Islamic 
State in Iraq and al-Sham (ISIS). 

(b) It is the sense of Congress that the 
President, unless acting out of self-defense 
or to address an imminent threat to the 
United States, is not authorized to conduct 
military operations against ISIS without ex- 
plicit authorization for the use of such force, 
and Congress should debate and pass such an 
authorization. 


SA 4987. Mr. JOHNSON (for himself 
and Ms. BALDWIN) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE) to the bill 
S. 2848, to provide for the conservation 
and development of water and related 
resources, to authorize the Secretary 
of the Army to construct various 
projects for improvements to rivers 
and harbors of the United States, and 
for other purposes; which was ordered 
to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of title VI, add the following: 
SEC. 60__. STUDY ON OWNERSHIP OF NEENAH 

DAM, WISCONSIN. 

The Secretary shall conduct a study to de- 
termine if it is in the interest of the Federal 
Government and the Secretary to assume 
ownership of the Neenah Dam, Fox River, 
Wisconsin. 


SA 4988. Mr. HOEVEN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE) to the bill 
S. 2848, to provide for the conservation 
and development of water and related 
resources, to authorize the Secretary 
of the Army to construct various 
projects for improvements to rivers 
and harbors of the United States, and 
for other purposes; which was ordered 
to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of title VIII, add the following: 


SEC. 80 . PATTERSON LAKE LAND CONVEY- 
ANCES. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) DEPARTMENT.—The term ‘‘Department’’ 
means Dickinson Parks & Recreation in 
Dickinson, North Dakota (or a successor in 
interest to that entity). 

(2) DICKINSON RESERVOIR.—The term 
“Dickinson Reservoir’’’ means the Dickin- 
son Reservoir constructed as part of the 
Dickinson Unit, Heart Division, Pick-Sloan 
Missouri Basin Program, as authorized by 
section 9 of the Act of December 22, 1944 
(commonly known as the ‘‘Flood Control Act 
of 1944’’) (58 Stat. 891, chapter 665). 

(3) PERMITTEE.—The term ‘‘permittee”’ 
means the holder of a permit for a property. 

(4) PROPERTY.—The term  ‘‘property’’ 
means any 1 of the cabin sites located on 
Federal property around the Dickinson Res- 
ervoir for which a permit is in effect on the 
date of enactment of this Act. 

(5) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior, acting 
through the Commissioner of Reclamation. 
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(b) PURCHASE OF PROPERTY BY PERMITTEE; 
TRANSFERS TO DEPARTMENT.— 

(1) OPTION.—The Secretary shall provide to 
the permittee of a property the first option 
to purchase that property for fair market 
value in accordance with paragraph (2). 

(2) PURCHASE.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—On an election by a per- 
mittee to exercise the option to purchase a 
property pursuant to paragraph (1), the Sec- 
retary shall convey to the permittee, for fair 
market value— 

(i) all right, title, and interest of the 
United States in and to the property, subject 
to valid existing rights; and 

(ii) easements for— 

(I) vehicular access to the property; 

(II) access to, and use of, a dock for the 
property; and 

(III) access to, and use of, all boathouses, 
ramps, retaining walls, and other improve- 
ments for which access is provided in the 
permit for use of the property as of the date 
of enactment of this Act. 

(B) PERIOD FOR CONVEYANCE.—The Sec- 
retary shall convey to a permittee a prop- 
erty pursuant to subparagraph (A) during the 
period— 

(i) beginning on the date that is 1 year 
after the date of enactment of this Act; and 

(ii) ending on the date that is 2 years after 
that date of enactment. 

(C) DISPUTES REGARDING FAIR MARKET 
VALUE.—Any dispute regarding the fair mar- 
ket value of a property shall be resolved in 
accordance with section 2201.4 of title 43, 
Code of Federal Regulations (or successor 
regulations). 

(3) TRANSFERS TO DEPARTMENT.— 

(A) FAILURE TO PURCHASE.—If a permittee 
fails to exercise the option to purchase a 
property under paragraph (2) by the date 
that is 2 years after the date of enactment of 
this Act, the Secretary shall transfer the 
property to the Department, without cost. 

(B) CERTAIN OTHER LAND.—Effective begin- 
ning on the date that is 2 years after the 
date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
shall transfer to the Department, without 
cost, any Federal land, as of that date— 

on which no cabin is located. 

(c) OIL, GAS, MINERAL, AND OTHER OUT- 
STANDING RIGHTS.—Each conveyance to a 
permittee, and each transfer to the Depart- 
ment, pursuant to subsection (b), shall be 
made subject to— 

(1) oil, gas, and other mineral rights re- 
served of record, as of the date of enactment 
of this Act, by, or in favor of, a third party; 
and 

(2) any permit, license, lease, right-of-use, 
or right-of-way of record in, on, over, or 
across the applicable property or land that is 
outstanding to a third party as of the date of 
enactment of this Act. 

(d) RELEASE FROM LIABILITY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Effective on the date of 
conveyance or transfer of any property or 
land under this section, the United States 
shall not be liable for damages of any kind 
arising out of any act, omission, or occur- 
rence relating to the property or land, except 
for damages for acts of negligence com- 
mitted by the United States or an employee, 
agent, or contractor of the United States be- 
fore the date of conveyance. 

(2) NO ADDITIONAL LIABILITY.—Nothing in 
this section affects any liability of the 
United States under chapter 171 of title 28, 
United States Code (commonly known as the 
“Federal Tort Claims Act’’). 

(e) REQUIREMENTS RELATING TO CONVEY- 
ANCES AND TRANSFERS.— 

(1) INTERIM REQUIREMENTS.—During the pe- 
riod beginning on the date of enactment of 
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this Act and ending on the date of convey- 
ance or transfer of a property or land, the 
provisions of the document entitled ‘‘Man- 
agement Agreement between the Bureau of 
Reclamation, et al., for the Development, 
Management, Operation, and Maintenance of 
Lands and Recreation Facilities at Dickin- 
son Reservoir” that are applicable to the 
property or land shall remain in force and ef- 
fect. 

(2) LEGAL DESCRIPTIONS.—Not later than 
180 days after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary, in consultation with the 
Department, shall provide to the Depart- 
ment a legal description of all properties and 
land that may be conveyed or transferred 
pursuant to this section. 

(f) PROCEEDS FROM SALES OF FEDERAL 
LAND.—Any revenues from a sale of Federal 
land pursuant to this section shall be made 
available to the Secretary, without further 
appropriation, for— 

(1) the costs to the Secretary of carrying 
out this section; and 

(2) deferred maintenance activities relat- 
ing to the operation of the dam in the Dick- 
inson Reservoir. 

SEC. 80... USE OF TRAILER HOMES AT HEART 
BUTTE DAM AND RESERVOIR (LAKE 
TSCHIDA). 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) ADDITION.—The term ‘‘addition’’ means 
any enclosed structure added onto the struc- 
ture of a trailer home that increases the liv- 
ing area of the trailer home. 

(2) CAMPER OR RECREATIONAL VEHICLE.—The 
term ‘‘camper or recreational vehicle” in- 
cludes— 

(A) a camper, motorhome, trailer camper, 
bumper hitch camper, fifth wheel camper, or 
equivalent mobile shelter; and 

(B) a recreational vehicle. 

(3) IMMEDIATE FAMILY.—The term ‘‘imme- 
diate family’’ means a spouse, grandparent, 
parent, sibling, child, or grandchild. 

(4) PERMIT.—The term ‘‘permit’’ means a 
permit issued by the Secretary authorizing 
the use of a lot in a trailer area. 

(5) PERMIT YEAR.—The term ‘‘permit year” 
means the period beginning on April 1 of a 
calendar year and ending on March 31 of the 
following calendar year. 


(6) PERMITTEE.—The term ‘‘permittee’’ 
means a person holding a permit. 
(7) SECRETARY.—The term “Secretary” 


means the Secretary of the Interior, acting 
through the Commissioner of Reclamation. 

(8) TRAILER AREA.—The term ‘‘trailer area” 
means any of the following areas at Heart 
Butte Dam and Reservoir (Lake Tschida) (as 
described in the document of the Bureau of 
Reclamation entitled ‘‘Heart Butte Res- 
ervoir Resource Management Plan” (March 
2008)): 

(A) Trailer Area 1 and 2, also known as 
Management Unit 034. 

(B) Southside Trailer Area, also known as 
Management Unit 014. 

(9) TRAILER HOME.—The term ‘“‘trailer 
home” means a dwelling placed on a sup- 
porting frame that— 

(A) has or had a tow-hitch; and 

(B) is made mobile, or is capable of being 
made mobile, by an axle and wheels. 

(b) PERMITTED USE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the require- 
ments of this section, on request by a per- 
mittee, the Secretary shall issue a 5-year 
permit for the use of a lot in a trailer area 
as described in paragraphs (2) and (3). 

(2) TRAILER HOMES.—With respect to a 
trailer home, a permit for each permit year 
shall authorize the permittee— 

(A) from April 1 to October 31— 
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(i) to park the trailer home on the lot; 

(ii) to use the trailer home on the lot; and 

(iii) to physically move the trailer home 
on and off the lot; and 

(B) at any time during the permit year— 

(i) to leave the trailer home parked on the 
lot; and 

(ii) to leave on the lot any addition, deck, 
porch, entryway, step to the trailer home, 
propane tank, or storage shed. 

(3) CAMPERS OR RECREATIONAL VEHICLES.— 
With respect to a camper or recreational ve- 
hicle, a permit shall, for each permit year— 

(A) from April 1 to October 31, authorize 
the permittee— 

(i) to park the camper or recreational vehi- 
cle on the lot; 

(ii) to use the camper or recreational vehi- 
cle on the lot; and 

(iii) to move the camper or recreational ve- 
hicle on and off the lot; and 

(B) from November 1 to March 31, require a 
permittee to remove the camper or rec- 
reational vehicle from the lot. 

(c) RENEWAL OF PERMITS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 
when a permit expires, on request by the per- 
mittee, the Secretary shall renew the permit 
for an unlimited number of additional 5-year 
terms. 

(2) REQUIREMENT FOR TRAILER HOMES.—The 
Secretary shall require removal of a trailer 
home in a trailer area if the trailer home has 
been flooded a majority of the years during 
any 5-year permit period. 

(3) REMOVAL AND NEW USE.—If the Sec- 
retary requires removal of a trailer home 
under paragraph (2), on request by the per- 
mittee, the Secretary shall authorize the 
permittee— 

(A) to remain on the lot; and 

(B) to replace the trailer home with a 
camper or recreational vehicle. 

(d) TRANSFER OF PERMITS.— 

(1) TRANSFER OF TRAILER HOME TITLE.—If a 
permittee transfers title to a trailer home 
permitted on a lot in a trailer area, the Sec- 
retary shall issue a permit to the transferee, 
subject to the conditions described in para- 
graph (8). 

(2) TRANSFER OF CAMPER OR RECREATIONAL 
VEHICLE TITLE.—If a permittee who has a per- 
mit to use a camper or recreational vehicle 
on a lot in a trailer area transfers title to 
the interests of the permittee on or to the 
lot, the Secretary shall issue a permit to the 
transferee, subject to the conditions de- 
scribed in paragraph (8). 

(3) CONDITIONS.—A permit issued by the 
Secretary under paragraph (1) or (2) shall be 
subject to the following conditions: 

(A) A permit may not be held in the name 
of a corporation. 

(B) A permittee may not have an interest 
in, or control of, more than 1 seasonal trailer 
home site in the Great Plains Region of the 
Bureau of Reclamation, inclusive of sites lo- 
cated on tracts permitted to organized 
groups on Reclamation reservoirs. 

(C) Not more than 2 persons may be per- 
mittees under 1 permit, unless— 

(i) approved by the Secretary; or 

(ii) the additional persons are immediate 
family members of the permittees. 

(e) ANCHORING REQUIREMENTS FOR TRAILER 
HOMES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall re- 
quire compliance with— 

(A) for each trailer home in a trailer area 
(other than a trailer home described in para- 
graph (2)(B)), the anchoring requirements de- 
scribed in paragraph (2)(A); and 

(B) for other objects on a lot in a trailer 
area, the anchoring requirements described 
in paragraph (8). 
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(2) ANCHORING REQUIREMENTS DESCRIBED.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—For trailer homes other 
than the trailer homes described in subpara- 
graph (B), the anchoring requirements re- 
ferred to in paragraph (1)(A) are the fol- 
lowing: 

(i) For a trailer home that is fewer than 50 
feet in length, a minimum of 6 frame ties per 
side shall be provided, to be located as fol- 
lows: 

(I) One frame tie at each corner. 

(II) The remaining frame ties at inter- 
mediate locations. 

(ii) For a trailer home that is 50 feet or 
more in length, a minimum of 7 frame ties 
per side shall be provided, to be located as 
follows: 

(I) One frame tie at each corner. 

(II) The remaining frame ties at inter- 
mediate locations. 

(iii) If the quantity of frame ties and over- 
the-top ties provided on a trailer home by 
the trailer home manufacturer is in excess of 
the minimum quantity required under clause 
(i) or (ii), as applicable, the total quantity 
provided by the trailer home manufacturer 
shall be used. 

(iv) If an over-the-top tie is located di- 
rectly above a frame tie, both the over-the- 
top tie and the frame tie may be fastened to 
the same anchor. 

(v)(I) Each frame tie shall connect the an- 
chor to the main structural frame that runs 
lengthwise under the trailer home. 

(II) Any tie made to an outrigger beam 
shall not be credited to the minimum quan- 
tity of frame ties required in clause (i) or 
(ii), as applicable. 

(vi) With respect to each flat steel strap 
used as a tie— 

(I) the steel strap shall— 

(aa) be 1.25 inches by .035 inch, with a min- 
imum breaking strength of 4,800 pounds; and 

(bb) be— 

(AA) fastened to a ground anchor, and fas- 
tened in such a manner that will not cause 
distortion on the strap or reduce the break- 
ing strength of the strap; and 

(BB) drawn tight with 1 or more galvanized 
fasteners or connectors and a tensioning de- 
vice; 

(II) any sharp edge of the trailer home that 
would tend to cut the steel strap shall be 
protected by a suitable device to prevent 
cutting; and 

(III) if necessary, the steel strap shall be 
prevented from knifing through the trailer 
home. 

(vii) Each ground anchor shall be of the 
auger-type, at least 48 inches long, and 
equipped with at least 1 helix having a min- 
imum diameter of at least 6 inches. 

(viii) Each ground anchor shall have— 

(I) at least a %4-inch steel shaft; 

(II) a fastener or connector and a ten- 
sioning device; and 

(III) a minimum breaking strength of 4,800 
pounds. 

(B) ALTERNATIVE ANCHORING REQUIREMENTS 
FOR TRAILER HOMES.—A trailer home shall 
not be required to comply with the anchor- 
ing requirements described in subparagraph 
(A) if— 

(i)() the trailer home was or is installed 
after 2005; and 

(II) the installation complied with and con- 
tinues to comply with foundation installa- 
tion requirements of the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development (as in effect 
at the time of the installation); or 

(ii) the anchoring system of the trailer 
home is certified to be of equal or better 
strength than the system described in sub- 
paragraph (A), as determined by a person 
qualified to make such a certification. 
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(3) ADDITIONAL ANCHORING REQUIREMENTS.— 

(A) ADDITIONS TO TRAILER HOMES.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—Each addition to a trailer 
home subject to the anchoring requirements 
described in paragraph (2)(A) shall be an- 
chored in accordance with the applicable re- 
quirements described in that paragraph. 

(ii) ALTERNATIVE REQUIREMENTS.—Each ad- 
dition to a trailer home subject to the an- 
choring requirements described in paragraph 
(2)(B)(@ii) shall be anchored in accordance 
with the requirements described in that 
paragraph. 

(B) OTHER OBJECTS.—Each deck, porch, 
entryway, step, propane tank, and storage 
shed on a lot in a trailer area shall be an- 
chored in a secure and practical manner. 

(f) REPLACEMENT REMOVAL AND RETURN.— 

(1) REPLACEMENT.—Permittees may replace 
their trailer home with another trailer 
home. 

(2) REMOVAL AND RETURN.—Permittees 
may— 

(A) remove their trailer home; and 

(B) if the permittee removes their trailer 
home under subparagraph (A), return the 
trailer home to the lot of the permittee. 

(g) LIABILITY.—The United States shall not 
be liable for damages arising out of any act, 
omission, or occurrence relating to a lot to 
which a permit applies, other than for dam- 
ages caused by an act or omission of the 
United States or an employee, agent, or con- 
tractor of the United States before the date 
of enactment of this Act. 


SA 4989. Mr. MARKEY (for himself 
and Ms. WARREN) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE) to the bill 
S. 2848, to provide for the conservation 
and development of water and related 
resources, to authorize the Secretary 
of the Army to construct various 
projects for improvements to rivers 
and harbors of the United States, and 
for other purposes; which was ordered 
to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of title II, add the following: 


SEC. 20 _ . REGIONAL SEDIMENT MANAGE- 
MENT. 

Section 204 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 1992 (33 U.S.C. 2326) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in subsection (a)(1)— 

(A) by striking “For sediment” and insert- 
ing the following: 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—For sediment”’; 

(B) in subparagraph (A) (as designated by 
subparagraph (A))— 

(i) by striking ‘‘an authorized” and insert- 
ing “any type of authorized”; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘at locations” and insert- 
ing ‘‘at nearshore or onshore locations’’; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

“(B) SEDIMENT FROM OTHER FEDERAL 
SOURCES AND NON-FEDERAL SOURCES.—For 
purposes of projects carried out under this 
section, the Secretary may include sediment 
from other Federal sources and non-Federal 
sources, subject to the requirement that any 
sediment obtained from a non-Federal source 
shall not be obtained at Federal expense.’’; 
and 

(2) in subsection (c), by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘(3) APPROPRIATE APPLICATION OF NON-FED- 
ERAL RESPONSIBILITIES.— 

‘(A) DEFINITION OF PERIOD OF ANALYSIS.—In 
this paragraph, the term ‘period of analysis’, 
with respect to a project under this section, 
means the period— 
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“(i) beginning on the date of implementa- 
tion of the project; and 

“(ii) ending on the date on which the 
project no longer produces the beneficial 
outputs for which the project was designed. 

“(B) REQUIREMENT.—For any project under 
this section, the Secretary shall ensure that 
the non-Federal requirements described in 
subsections (a)(1)(B), (b)(1), and (i) of section 
103 of the Water Resources Development Act 
of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2213) shall apply to the 
project only during the period of analysis of 
the project.’’. 


SA 4990. Mr. MARKEY (for himself, 
Ms. WARREN, Ms. STABENOW, and Mr. 
PETERS) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 4979 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL 
(for Mr. INHOFE) to the bill S. 2848, to 
provide for the conservation and devel- 
opment of water and related resources, 
to authorize the Secretary of the Army 
to construct various projects for im- 
provements to rivers and harbors of the 
United States, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of title II, add the following: 
SEC. 20 . EDUCATION AND RESEARCH HAR- 

BORS. 

(a) DEFINITION OF ELIGIBLE HARBOR.—The 
term ‘eligible harbor” means a harbor that 
supports or will support a federally owned 
vessel operated by— 

(1) a State maritime academy (as defined 
in section 51102 of title 46, United States 
Code); or 

(2) a non-Federal oceanographic research 
facility. 

(b) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM.—The Sec- 
retary may establish a program to provide 
assistance to a non-Federal interest for a 
project relating to an eligible harbor. 

(c) FORM OF ASSISTANCE.—A non-Federal 
interest may receive assistance for a project 
for— 

(1) the construction and maintenance 
dredging of an eligible harbor; 

(2) the construction, installation, or main- 
tenance of infrastructure in an eligible har- 
bor, including bulkheads, aprons, and piles; 

(8) the construction and maintenance 
dredging of a berth in an eligible harbor; or 

(4) the construction and maintenance 
dredging providing access from an eligible 
harbor to the nearest navigation channel or 
deep water. 

(d) LOCAL COOPERATION AGREEMENT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Before providing assist- 
ance under this section, the Secretary shall 
enter into a local cooperation agreement (re- 
ferred to in this subsection as an ‘‘agree- 
ment’’) with a non-Federal interest to pro- 
vide for design and construction of the 
project to be carried out with the assistance. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—An agreement entered 
into under this subsection shall provide for 
the following: 

(A) PLAN.—Development by the Secretary, 
in consultation with appropriate Federal and 
State officials, of a facilities or resource pro- 
tection and development plan, including ap- 
propriate engineering plans and specifica- 
tions. 

(B) LEGAL AND INSTITUTIONAL STRUC- 
TURES.—Establishment of such legal and in- 
stitutional structures as are necessary to en- 
sure the effective long-term operation of the 
project by the non-Federal interest. 

(3) COST SHARING.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro- 
vided in this paragraph, the Federal share of 
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project costs for a project under this sec- 
tion— 

(i) shall not exceed 50 percent; and 

(ii) may be in the form of grants or reim- 
bursements of project costs. 

(B) CREDIT FOR DESIGN WORK.—The non- 
Federal interest shall receive credit for the 
reasonable costs of design work completed 
by the non-Federal interest before entering 
into an agreement with the Secretary for a 
project. 

(C) CREDIT FOR INTEREST.—In the case of a 
delay in the funding of the Federal share of 
the costs of a project under this section, the 
non-Federal interest shall receive credit for 
reasonable interest incurred in providing the 
Federal share of the project costs. 

(D) LAND, EASEMENTS, RIGHTS-OF-WAY, AND 
RELOCATIONS.—The non-Federal interest 
shall receive credit for land, easements, 
rights-of-way, and relocations provided by 
the non-Federal interest toward the non- 
Federal share of project costs (including all 
reasonable costs associated with obtaining 
permits necessary for the construction, oper- 
ation, and maintenance of the project on 
publicly owned or controlled land), but not 
to exceed 25 percent of the total project cost. 

(E) OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE.—The 
non-Federal share of operation and mainte- 
nance costs for a project under this section 
shall be 100 percent. 

(e) APPLICABILITY OF OTHER FEDERAL AND 
STATE LAws.—Nothing in this section 
waives, limits, or otherwise affects the appli- 
cability of any provision of Federal or State 
law (including regulations) that would other- 
wise apply to a project under this section. 

(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section for each fiscal year an 
amount not greater than $5,000,000, to remain 
available until expended. 


SA 4991. Mr. MERKLEY (for himself 
and Mr. WYDEN) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE) to the bill 
S. 2848, to provide for the conservation 
and development of water and related 
resources, to authorize the Secretary 
of the Army to construct various 
projects for improvements to rivers 
and harbors of the United States, and 
for other purposes; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title VII, add 
the following: 


SEC. 7206. LOAN FORGIVENESS FOR LOCAL IRRI- 
GATION DISTRICTS. 

Subsection (j)(1) of section 603 of the Fed- 
eral Water Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 
1383) (as redesignated by section 
7202(b)(1)(A)(ii)) is amended— 

(1) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by striking ‘‘to a municipality or an 
intermunicipal, interstate, or State agency” 
and inserting ‘‘to an eligible recipient”; and 

(2) in subparagraph (A), in the matter pre- 
ceding clause (i), by inserting ‘‘in assistance 
to a municipality or intermunicipal, inter- 
state, or State agency” before ‘‘to benefit”. 


SA 4992. Mr. WYDEN (for himself, 
Mr. SULLIVAN, Mr. MERKLEY, and Ms. 
HIRONO) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 4979 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL 
(for Mr. INHOFE) to the bill S. 2848, to 
provide for the conservation and devel- 
opment of water and related resources, 
to authorize the Secretary of the Army 
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to construct various projects for im- 
provements to rivers and harbors of the 
United States, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of title II, add the following: 
SEC. 20 . EMERGING HARBOR PROJECTS. 

Section 210(c)(8) of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2238(c)(3)) 
(as amended by section 2009) is amended by 
striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2015’’. 


SA 4993. Mr. McCAIN (for himself, 
Mr. COTTON, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. SASSE, 
Mr. FLAKE, and Mr. JOHNSON) sub- 
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill S. 2848, to 
provide for the conservation and devel- 
opment of water and related resources, 
to authorize the Secretary of the Army 
to construct various projects for im- 
provements to rivers and harbors of the 
United States, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 
SEC. 


. MODIFICATIONS TO EXEMPTION FROM 
REQUIREMENT TO MAINTAIN 
HEALTH COVERAGE. 

(a) EXEMPTION FOR INDIVIDUALS IN AREAS 
WITH FEWER THAN 2 ISSUERS OFFERING PLANS 
ON AN EXCHANGE.—Section 5000A(e) of the In- 
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by 
adding at the end the following new para- 
graph: 

“(6) INDIVIDUALS IN AREAS WITH FEWER THAN 
2 ISSUERS OFFERING PLANS ON AN EXCHANGE.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Any applicable indi- 
vidual for any period during a calendar year 
if there are fewer than 2 health insurance 
issuers offering qualified health plans on an 
Exchange for such period in the county in 
which the applicable individual resides. 

““(B) AGGREGATION RULES.—For purposes of 
subparagraph (A), all health insurance 
issuers treated as a single employer under 
subsection (a) or (b) of section 52, or sub- 
section (m) or (0) of section 414, shall be 
treated as a single health insurance issuer.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to months 
beginning after the date of the enactment of 
this Act. 


SA 4994. Mr. BURR (for himself and 
Mr. TILLIS) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 4979 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL 
(for Mr. INHOFE) to the bill S. 2848, to 
provide for the conservation and devel- 
opment of water and related resources, 
to authorize the Secretary of the Army 
to construct various projects for im- 
provements to rivers and harbors of the 
United States, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of title VIII, add the following: 


SEC. 80... RECREATIONAL ACCESS OF FLOAT- 
ING CABINS. 

The Tennessee Valley Authority Act of 
1933 is amended by inserting after section 9a 
(16 U.S.C. 831h-1) the following: 

“SEC. 9b. RECREATIONAL ACCESS. 

“(a) DEFINITION OF FLOATING CABIN.—In 
this section, the term ‘floating cabin’ means 
a watercraft or other floating structure— 

“(1) primarily designed and used for human 
habitation or occupation; and 
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‘“(2) not primarily designed or used for 
navigation or transportation on water. 

‘(b) RECREATIONAL ACCESS PERMITTED.— 
The Board may approve and allow the con- 
struction and use of a floating cabins on 
waters under the jurisdiction of the Corpora- 
tion if— 

“(1) the floating cabin is maintained by the 
owner to reasonable health, safety, and envi- 
ronmental standards, as required by the 
Board; and 

‘(2) the Corporation has authorized the use 
of recreational vessels on the waters. 

“(c) FEES.—The Board may assess fees on 
the owner of a floating cabin on waters 
under the jurisdiction of the Corporation for 
the purpose of ensuring compliance with sub- 
section (b) if the fees are necessary and rea- 
sonable for those purposes. 

‘(d) CONTINUED RECREATIONAL USE.—With 
respect to a floating cabin located on waters 
under the jurisdiction of the Corporation on 
the date of enactment of this section, the 
Board— 

‘“(1) may not require the removal of the 
floating cabin— 

“(A) in the case of a floating cabin that 
was granted a permit by the Corporation be- 
fore the date of enactment of this section, 
for a period of 15 years beginning on that 
date of enactment; and 

“(B) in the case of a floating cabin not 
granted a permit by the Corporation before 
the date of enactment of this section, for a 
period of 5 years beginning on that date of 
enactment; and 

‘“(2) shall approve and allow the use of the 
floating cabin on waters under the jurisdic- 
tion of the Corporation at such time and for 
such duration as— 

“(A) the floating cabin meets the require- 
ments of subsection (b); and 

“(B) the owner of the floating cabin has 
paid any fee assessed pursuant to subsection 
(c).”. 


SA 4995. Mr. BLUNT submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 2848, to provide for 
the conservation and development of 
water and related resources, to author- 
ize the Secretary of the Army to con- 
struct various projects for improve- 
ments to rivers and harbors of the 
United States, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of title VI, add the following: 
SEC. 60__. TABLE ROCK LAKE, MISSOURI. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, the Secretary— 

(1) shall extend the public comment period 
for the Table Rock Lake Master Plan revi- 
sion; and 

(2) shall not finalize the revision for the 
Table Rock Lake Master Plan during the 5- 
year period beginning on the date of enact- 
ment of this Act. 

(b) SHORELINE USE PERMITS.—During the 
period described in subsection (a)(2), the Sec- 
retary shall lift or suspend the moratorium 
on issuance of shoreline use permits for 
Table Rock Lake. 

(c) STUDY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall— 

(A) carry out a study on the need to revise 
permit fees relating to Table Rock Lake to 
better reflect the cost of issuing those fees 
and achieve cost savings; and 

(B) submit to Congress a report on the re- 
sults of the study described in subparagraph 
(A). 

(2) REQUIREMENT.—The Secretary shall 
complete the study under paragraph (1)(A) 
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before adopting any revision to the Table 
Rock Lake Shoreline Management Plan. 


SA 4996. Mrs. FISCHER (for herself, 
Mrs. ERNST, Mr. ROBERTS, Mr. BOOZ- 
MAN, Mr. RISCH, Mr. SASSE, and Mr. 
CRAPO) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 4979 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL 
(for Mr. INHOFE) to the bill S. 2848, to 
provide for the conservation and devel- 
opment of water and related resources, 
to authorize the Secretary of the Army 
to construct various projects for im- 
provements to rivers and harbors of the 
United States, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of title VIII, add the following: 
SEC. 8 . SPILL PREVENTION, CONTROL, AND 

COUNTERMEASURE RULE. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘‘Adminis- 
trator” means the Administrator of the En- 
vironmental Protection Agency. 

(2) FARM.—The term ‘‘farm’’ has the mean- 
ing given the term in section 112.2 of title 40, 
Code of Federal Regulations (or a successor 
regulation). 

(3) GALLON.—The term “gallon” means a 
United States liquid gallon. 

(4) HISTORY OF A SPILL.—The term ‘‘history 
of a spill” has the meaning given the term 
“reportable oil discharge history” in section 
1049(a) of the Water Resources Reform and 
Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 1861 note; 
Public Law 113-121). 

(5) SPILL PREVENTION, CONTROL, AND COUN- 
TERMEASURE RULE.—The term ‘‘spill preven- 
tion, control, and countermeasure rule” 
means the regulations promulgated by the 
Administrator under part 112 of title 40, Code 
of Federal Regulations (as in effect on the 
date of enactment of this Act). 

(b) APPLICABILITY OF SPILL PREVENTION, 
CONTROL, AND COUNTERMEASURE RULE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—In implementing the spill 
prevention, control, and countermeasure 
rule with respect to any farm, the Adminis- 
trator shall— 

(A) require a certification of compliance 
with the spill prevention, control, and coun- 
termeasure rule by— 

(i) a professional engineer for a farm 
with— 

(I) an individual tank with an aboveground 
storage capacity that is greater than 10,000 
gallons; 

(II) an aggregate aboveground storage ca- 
pacity that is not less than 42,000 gallons; or 

(III) a history of a spill; or 

(ii) the owner or operator of the farm (via 
self-certification) for a farm with— 

(I) an aggregate aboveground storage ca- 
pacity that is— 

(aa) greater than 10,000 gallons; and 

(bb) less than 42,000 gallons; and 

(II) no history of a spill; and 

(B) exempt from all requirements of the 
spill prevention, control, and counter- 
measure rule any farm with— 

(i) an aggregate aboveground storage ca- 
pacity that is not greater than 10,000 gallons; 
and 

(ii) no history of a spill. 

(2) CALCULATION OF ABOVEGROUND STORAGE 
CAPACITY.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of para- 
graph (1), the calculation of the aggregate 
aboveground storage capacity of a farm shall 
not include any container on a separate par- 
cel with a capacity that is less than 1,320 gal- 
lons. 
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(B) ANIMAL FEED INGREDIENTS.—For pur- 
poses of paragraph (1), the calculations of 
the aggregate aboveground storage capacity 
of a farm and the aboveground storage ca- 
pacity of an individual tank on a farm shall 
not include any container holding animal 
feed ingredients that are approved by the 
Commissioner of Food and Drugs for use in 
livestock feed. 


SA 4997. Mr. McCAIN (for himself and 
Mr. FLAKE) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 4979 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL 
(for Mr. INHOFE) to the bill S. 2848, to 
provide for the conservation and devel- 
opment of water and related resources, 
to authorize the Secretary of the Army 
to construct various projects for im- 
provements to rivers and harbors of the 
United States, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of title VIII, add the following: 
SEC. 8 . INTERNATIONAL OUTFALL INTER- 


CEPTOR REPAIR, OPERATIONS, AND 
MAINTENANCE. 


Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, including the memorandum of agree- 
ment between the United States Section of 
the International Boundary and Water Com- 
mission and the City of Nogales, Arizona, 
dated January 20, 2006, the United States 
Section of the International Boundary and 
Water Commission shall be the sole entity 
responsible for the repair, operating costs, 
and maintenance of the international outfall 
interceptor and the Nogales wash, located in 
Nogales, Arizona. 


SA 4998. Mr. KIRK (for himself, Ms. 
KLOBUCHAR, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. DURBIN, 


Mr. JOHNSON, Mr. DONNELLY, Mr. 
BROWN, Ms. STABENOW, Ms. BALDWIN, 
and Mr. FRANKEN) submitted an 


amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE) to the bill 
S. 2848, to provide for the conservation 
and development of water and related 
resources, to authorize the Secretary 
of the Army to construct various 
projects for improvements to rivers 
and harbors of the United States, and 
for other purposes; which was ordered 
to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of title II, add the following: 
SEC. 20 . GREAT LAKES NAVIGATION SYSTEM. 

Section 210(c)(4) of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1986 (83 U.S.C. 2238(c)(4)) 
is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘To sustain” and inserting 
the following: 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—To sustain”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

(B) FUNDING.—Notwithstanding any other 
provision of this subsection, in making ex- 
penditures under paragraph (1) for each of 
fiscal years 2015 through 2024, the Secretary 
shall allocate for operation and maintenance 
costs of projects within the Great Lakes 
Navigation System an amount that is not 
less than 10 percent of the funds made avail- 
able under this section for fiscal year 2015 to 
pay the costs described in subsection (a)(2).’’. 


SA 4999. Mr. BOOZMAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE) to the bill 
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S. 2848, to provide for the conservation 
and development of water and related 
resources, to authorize the Secretary 
of the Army to construct various 
projects for improvements to rivers 
and harbors of the United States, and 
for other purposes; which was ordered 
to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of title VIII, add the following: 
SEC. 80 _ . EXEMPTION OF RURAL WATER 

PROJECTS FROM CERTAIN RENTAL 
FEES. 

Section 504(g) of the Federal Land Policy 
and Management Act of 1976 (43 U.S.C. 
1764(¢)) is amended in the eighth sentence by 
inserting ‘‘and for any rural water project 
serving fewer than 3,300 individuals that is 
federally financed (including a project that 
receives Federal funds under the Consoli- 
dated Farm and Rural Development Act (7 
U.S.C. 1921 et seq.) or from a State drinking 
water treatment revolving loan fund estab- 
lished under section 1452 of the Safe Drink- 
ing Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12))” after 
“such facilities”. 

SA 5000. Mr. MARKEY (for himself 
and Ms. WARREN) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE) to the bill 
S. 2848, to provide for the conservation 
and development of water and related 
resources, to authorize the Secretary 
of the Army to construct various 
projects for improvements to rivers 
and harbors of the United States, and 
for other purposes; which was ordered 
to lie on the table; as follows: 


At the end of section 5001, add the fol- 
lowing: 

(i) ESSEX RIVER, MASSACHUSETTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The portions of the 
project for navigation, Essex River, Massa- 
chusetts, authorized by the first section of 
the Act of July 13, 1892 (27 Stat. 96, chapter 
158), and modified by the first section of the 
Act of March 3, 1899 (30 Stat. 1133, chapter 
425), and the first section of the Act of March 
2, 1907 (34 Stat. 1075, chapter 2509), that do 
not lie within the areas described in para- 
graph (2) are no longer authorized beginning 
on the date of enactment of this Act. 

(2) AREAS DESCRIBED.—The areas described 
in this paragraph are— 

(A) beginning at a point N. 3056139.82, E. 
851780.21; 

(B) running southwesterly about 156.88 feet 
to a point N. 3055997.75, E. 851713.67; 

(C) running southwesterly about 64.59 feet 
to a point N. 3055959.37, E. 851661.72; 

(D) running southwesterly about 145.14 feet 
to a point N. 3055887.10, E. 851535.85; 

(E) running southwesterly about 204.91 feet 
to a point N. 3055855.12, E. 851833.45; 

(F) running northwesterly about 423.50 feet 
to a point N. 3055976.70, E. 850927.78; 

(G) running northwesterly about 58.77 feet 
to a point N. 3056002.99, E. 850875.21; 

(H) running northwesterly about 240.57 feet 
to a point N. 3056232.82, E. 850804.14; 

(I) running northwesterly about 203.60 feet 
to a point N. 3056485.41, E. 850783.93; 

(J) running northwesterly about 78.63 feet 
to a point N. 3056499.63, E. 850738.56; 

(K) running northwesterly about 60.00 feet 
to a point N. 3056526.30, E. 850684.81; 

(L) running southwesterly about 85.56 feet 
to a point N. 3056523.33, E. 850599.31; 

(M) running southwesterly about 36.20 feet 
to a point N. 3056512.37, E. 850564.81; 
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(N) running southwesterly about 80.10 feet 
to a point N. 3056467.08, E. 850498.74; 

(O) running southwesterly about 169.05 feet 
to a point N. 3056334.36, E. 850394.03; 

(P) running northwesterly about 48.52 feet 
to a point N. 3056354.38, E. 850349.83; 

(Q) running northeasterly about 83.71 feet 
to a point N. 3056486.35, E. 850366.84; 

(R) running northeasterly about 212.38 feet 
to a point N. 3056548.70, E. 850547.07; 

(S) running northeasterly about 47.60 feet 
to a point N. 3056563.12, E. 850592.48; 

(T) running northeasterly about 101.16 feet 
to a point N. 3056566.62, E. 850693.53; 

(U) running southeasterly about 80.22 feet 
to a point N. 3056530.97, E. 850765.40; 

(V) running southeasterly about 99.29 feet 
to a point N. 3056449.88, E. 850822.69; 

(W) running southeasterly about 210.12 feet 
to a point N. 3056240.79, E. 850843.54; 

(X) running southeasterly about 219.46 feet 
to a point N. 3056031.13, E. 850908.38; 

(Y) running southeasterly about 38.23 feet 
to a point N. 3056014.02, E. 850942.57; 

(Z) running southeasterly about 410.93 feet 
to a point N. 3055896.06, E. 851336.21; 

(AA) running northeasterly about 188.43 
feet to a point N. 3055925.46, E. 851522.33; 

(BB) running northeasterly about 1385.47 
feet to a point N. 3055992.91, E. 851639.80; 

(CC) running northeasterly about 52.15 feet 
to a point N. 3056023.90, E. 851681.75; and 

(DD) running northeasterly about 91.57 feet 
to a point N. 3056106.82, E. 851720.59. 


SA 5001. Mr. SANDERS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE) to the bill 
S. 2848, to provide for the conservation 
and development of water and related 
resources, to authorize the Secretary 
of the Army to construct various 
projects for improvements to rivers 
and harbors of the United States, and 
for other purposes; which was ordered 
to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of title VIII, add the following: 
SEC. 80___. LAKE OAHE EASEMENT. 

The Secretary shall not grant an easement 
for the Lake Oahe crossing for the Dakota 
Access Pipeline until the date on which an 
environmental impact statement with re- 
spect to the easement is completed. 


SA 5002. Mr. HATCH (for himself and 
Mr. LEE) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 2848, to provide for the conserva- 
tion and development of water and re- 
lated resources, to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Army to construct var- 
ious projects for improvements to riv- 
ers and harbors of the United States, 
and for other purposes; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of title VIII, add the following: 
SEC. 8 . PREPAYMENT OF CERTAIN REPAY- 

MENT OBLIGATIONS UNDER CON- 
TRACTS BETWEEN THE UNITED 
STATES AND THE WEBER BASIN 
WATER CONSERVANCY DISTRICT. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) COVERED CONTRACT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘covered con- 
tract’? means the repayment contract num- 
bered 14-06-400-33 between the United States 
and the Weber Basin Water Conservancy Dis- 
trict, dated December 12, 1952, which pro- 
vides for the repayment of Weber Basin 
Project construction costs allocated to irri- 
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gation and municipal and industrial purposes 
for which repayment is provided pursuant to 
the contract under terms and conditions 
similar to the terms and conditions used in 
implementing the prepayment provisions in 
section 210 of the Central Utah Project Com- 
pletion Act (Public Law 102-575; 106 Stat. 
4624). 

(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘‘covered con- 
tract” includes— 

(i) any amendments and supplements to 
the contract described in subparagraph (A); 
and 

(ii) any applicable contracts related to the 
contract described in subparagraph (A). 

(2) DISTRICT.—The term ‘‘District’’ means 
the Weber Basin Water Conservancy District. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF PREPAYMENT.—The 
Secretary of the Interior shall allow for the 
prepayment of Central Utah Project, Bonne- 
ville Unit, repayment obligations under the 
covered contract. 

(c) REQUIREMENTS AND AUTHORITIES.—The 
prepayment authorized under subsection 
(b)— 

(1) shall result in the United States recov- 
ering the net present value of all repayment 
streams that would have been payable to the 
United States if this section was not in ef- 
fect; 

(2) may be provided in several install- 
ments; 

(3) may not be adjusted on the basis of the 
type of prepayment financing used by the 
District; and 

(4) shall be made in a manner that provides 
that total repayment is made not later than 
September 30, 2026. 


SA 5003. Ms. MURKOWSKI (for her- 
self and Mr. SULLIVAN) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE) to the bill 
S. 2848, to provide for the conservation 
and development of water and related 
resources, to authorize the Secretary 
of the Army to construct various 
projects for improvements to rivers 
and harbors of the United States, and 
for other purposes; which was ordered 
to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 
SEC. REAUTHORIZATION OF DENALI 
COMMISSION. 

(a) ADMINISTRATION.—Section 303 of the 
Denali Commission Act of 1998 (42 U.S.C. 3121 
note; Public Law 105-277) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (c)— 

(A) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘The 
Federal Cochairperson’’ and inserting the 
following: 

“(1) TERM OF FEDERAL COCHAIRPERSON.— 
The Federal Cochairperson’’; 

(B) in the second sentence, by striking ‘‘All 
other members” and inserting the following: 

“(3) TERM OF ALL OTHER MEMBERS.—AI1 
other members’’; 

(C) in the third sentence, by striking ‘‘Any 
vacancy” and inserting the following: 

““(4) VACANCIES.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), any vacancy”; and 

(D) by inserting before paragraph (3) (as 
designated by subparagraph (B)) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(2) INTERIM FEDERAL COCHAIRPERSON.—In 
the event of a vacancy for any reason in the 
position of Federal Cochairperson, the Sec- 
retary may appoint an Interim Federal Co- 
chairperson, who shall have all the authority 
of the Federal Cochairperson, to serve until 
such time as the vacancy in the position of 
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Federal Cochairperson is filled in accordance 
with subsection (b)(2)).’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(f) NO FEDERAL EMPLOYEE STATUS.—No 
member of the Commission, other than the 
Federal Cochairperson, shall be considered 
to be a Federal employee for any purpose. 

‘“(¢) CONFLICTS OF INTEREST.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraphs (2) and (8), no member of the 
Commission (referred to in this subsection as 
a ‘member’) shall participate personally or 
substantially, through decision, approval, 
disapproval, recommendation, the rendering 
of advice, investigation, or otherwise, in any 
proceeding, application, request for a ruling 
or other determination, contract claim, con- 
troversy, or other matter in which, to the 
knowledge of the member, 1 or more of the 
following has a direct financial interest: 

“(A) The member. 

‘“(B) The spouse, minor child, or partner of 
the member. 

“(C) An organization described in subpara- 
graph (B), (C), (D), (Œ), or (F) of subsection 
(b)(1) for which the member is serving as of- 
ficer, director, trustee, partner, or employee. 

‘(D) Any individual, person, or organiza- 
tion with which the member is negotiating 
or has any arrangement concerning prospec- 
tive employment. 

‘(2) DISCLOSURE.—Paragraph (1) shall not 
apply if the member— 

“(A) immediately advises the designated 
agency ethics official for the Commission of 
the nature and circumstances of the matter 
presenting a potential conflict of interest; 

“(B) makes full disclosure of the financial 
interest; and 

‘(C) before the proceeding concerning the 
matter presenting the conflict of interest, 
receives a written determination by the des- 
ignated agency ethics official for the Com- 
mission that the interest is not so substan- 
tial as to be likely to affect the integrity of 
the services that the Commission may ex- 
pect from the member. 

‘(3) ANNUAL DISCLOSURES.—Once per cal- 
endar year, each member shall make full dis- 
closure of financial interests, in a manner to 
be determined by the designated agency eth- 
ics official for the Commission. 

‘(4) TRAINING.—Once per calendar year, 
each member shall undergo disclosure of fi- 
nancial interests training, as prescribed by 
the designated agency ethics official for the 
Commission. 

‘“(5) VIOLATION.—Any person that violates 
this subsection shall be fined not more than 
$10,000, imprisoned for not more than 2 years, 
or both.’’. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 310 of the Denali 
Commission Act of 1998 (42 U.S.C. 3121 note; 
Public Law 105-277) (as redesignated by sec- 
tion 196011) of SAFETEA-LU (Public Law 
109-59; 119 Stat. 1516)) is amended, in sub- 
section (a), by striking ‘‘under section 4 
under this Act” and all that follows through 
“2008 and inserting ‘‘under section 304, 
$20,000,000 for fiscal year 2017, and such sums 
as are necessary for each of fiscal years 2018 
through 2021.”’. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—Section 310 of 
the Denali Commission Act of 1998 (42 U.S.C. 
3121 note; Public Law 105-277) (as redesig- 
nated by section 196011) of SAFETEA-LU 
(Public Law 109-59; 119 Stat. 1516)) is redesig- 
nated as section 312. 


SA 5004. Mrs. GILLIBRAND sub- 
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed to amendment SA 4979 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
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INHOFE) to the bill S. 2848, to provide 
for the conservation and development 
of water and related resources, to au- 
thorize the Secretary of the Army to 
construct various projects for improve- 
ments to rivers and harbors of the 
United States, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end subtitle A of title VII, add the 
following: 
SEC. 71__. MONITORING FOR UNREGULATED 
CONTAMINANTS. 

Section 1445 of the Safe Drinking Water 
Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-4) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(2)— 

(A) by striking subparagraph (A) and in- 
serting the following: 

‘(A) ESTABLISHMENT.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 
promulgate regulations establishing the cri- 
teria for a monitoring program for unregu- 
lated contaminants for all public water sys- 
tems, regardless of the number of people 
served by a public water system. 

““(ji) REQUIREMENTS.—In promulgating reg- 
ulations under clause (i), the Administrator 
shall— 

“(D) require the monitoring of drinking 
water supplied by public water systems; and 

(II) vary the frequency and schedule for 
monitoring requirements for public water 
systems based on— 

“(aa) the number of people served by a pub- 
lic water system; 

‘““(pb) the source of the water supply; and 

“(cc) the contaminants likely to be found 
in the water supply.’’; and 

(B) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘(i) IN 
GENERAL” and all that follows through ‘‘(ii) 
GRANTS FOR SMALL SYSTEM COSTS—’’; and 

(2) in subsection (g), by striking paragraph 
(7) and inserting the following: 

“(7) UNREGULATED CONTAMINANTS.—With 
respect to contaminants for which a national 
primary drinking water regulation has not 
been established, the data base shall in- 
clude— 

“(A) monitoring information collected by 
public water systems under subsection (a); 
and 

‘(B) other reliable and appropriate moni- 
toring information on the occurrence of the 
contaminants in public water systems that 
is available to the Administrator.’’. 


SA 5005. Ms. MURKOWSKI (for her- 
self and Mr. SULLIVAN) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
her to the bill S. 2848, to provide for 
the conservation and development of 
water and related resources, to author- 
ize the Secretary of the Army to con- 
struct various projects for improve- 
ments to rivers and harbors of the 
United States, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. _ - . KING COVE. 

(a) FINDING.—Congress finds that the land 
exchange required under this section (includ- 
ing the designation of the road corridor and 
the construction of the road along the road 
corridor) is in the public interest. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) FEDERAL LAND.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘Federal land’’ 
means the approximately 206 acres of Fed- 
eral land located within the Refuge as de- 
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picted on the map entitled ‘‘Project Area 
Map” and dated September 2012. 

(B) INCLUSION.—The term ‘‘Federal land’’ 
includes the 181 acres of Federal land in the 
Wilderness, which shall be used for the road 
corridor along which the road is to be con- 
structed in accordance with subsection 
(c)(2)(B). 

(2) NON-FEDERAL LAND.—The term ‘‘non- 
Federal land? means the approximately 
43,093 acres of land owned by the State as de- 
picted on the map entitled ‘‘Project Area 
Map” and dated September 2012. 

(3) REFUGE.—The term ‘‘Refuge’’ means the 
Izembek National Wildlife Refuge in the 
State. 

(4) ROAD CORRIDOR.—The term ‘‘road cor- 
ridor’’ means the road corridor designated 
under subsection (c)(2)(A). 

(5) SECRETARY.—The term “Secretary” 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

(6) STATE.—The term “State” means the 
State of Alaska. 

(7) WILDERNESS.—The term ‘‘Wilderness”’ 
means the Izembek Wilderness designated by 
section 702(6) of the Alaska National Interest 
Lands Conservation Act (16 U.S.C. 1132 note; 
Public Law 96-487). 

(c) LAND EXCHANGE REQUIRED.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—If the State offers to con- 
vey to the Secretary all right, title, and in- 
terest of the State in and to the non-Federal 
land, the Secretary shall convey to the State 
all right, title, and interest of the United 
States in and to the Federal land. 

(2) USE OF FEDERAL LAND.—The Federal 
land shall be conveyed to the State for the 
purposes of— 

(A) designating a road corridor through the 
Refuge; and 

(B) constructing a single-lane gravel road 
along the road corridor subject to the re- 
quirements in subsection (e). 

(3) VALUATION, APPRAISALS, AND EQUALI- 
ZATION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The value of the Federal 
land and the non-Federal land to be ex- 
changed under this subsection— 

(i) shall be equal, as determined by ap- 
praisals conducted in accordance with sub- 
paragraph (B); or 

(ii) if not equal, shall be equalized in ac- 
cordance with subparagraph (C). 

(B) APPRAISALS.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—As soon as practicable 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary and State shall select an appraiser 
to conduct appraisals of the Federal land and 
non-Federal land. 

(ii) REQUIREMENTS.—The appraisals re- 
quired under clause (i) shall be conducted in 
accordance with nationally recognized ap- 
praisal standards, including— 

(I) the Uniform Appraisal Standards for 
Federal Land Acquisitions; and 

(II) the Uniform Standards of Professional 
Appraisal Practice. 

(C) EQUALIZATION.— 

(i) SURPLUS OF FEDERAL LAND.—If the final 
appraised value of the Federal land exceeds 
the final appraised value of the non-Federal 
land to be conveyed under the land exchange 
under this subsection, the value of the Fed- 
eral land and non-Federal land shall be 
equalized— 

(D) by conveying additional non-Federal 
land in the State to the Secretary, subject to 
the approval of the Secretary; 

(II) by the State making a cash payment to 
the United States; or 

(III) by using a combination of the meth- 
ods described in subclauses (I) and (II). 

(ii) SURPLUS OF NON-FEDERAL LAND.—If the 
final appraised value of the non-Federal land 
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exceeds the final appraised value of the Fed- 
eral land to be conveyed under the land ex- 
change under this subsection, the value of 
the Federal land and non-Federal land shall 
be equalized by the State adjusting the acre- 
age of the non-Federal land to be conveyed. 

Gii) AMOUNT OF PAYMENT.—Notwith- 
standing section 206(b) of the Federal Land 
Policy and Management Act of 1976 (43 
U.S.C. 1716(b)), the Secretary may accept a 
payment under clause (i)(II) in excess of 25 
percent of the value of the Federal land con- 
veyed. 

(4) ADMINISTRATION.—On completion of the 
exchange of Federal land and non-Federal 
land under this subsection— 

(A) the boundary of the Wilderness shall be 
modified to exclude the Federal land; and 

(B) the non-Federal land shall be— 

(i) added to the Wilderness; and 

(ii) administered in accordance with— 

(I) the Wilderness Act (16 U.S.C. 1131 et 
seq.); and 

(II) other applicable laws. 

(5) DEADLINE.—The land exchange under 
this subsection shall be completed not later 
than 180 days after the date of enactment of 
this Act. 

(d) ROUTE OF ROAD CORRIDOR.—The route of 
the road corridor shall follow the southern 
road alignment as described in the alter- 
native entitled ‘‘Alternative 2-Land Ex- 
change and Southern Road Alignment” in 
the final environmental impact statement 
entitled ‘‘Izembek National Wildlife Refuge 
Land Exchange/Road Corridor Final Environ- 
mental Impact Statement” and dated Feb- 
ruary 5, 2013. 

(e) REQUIREMENTS RELATING TO ROAD.—The 
requirements relating to usage, barrier ca- 
bles, and dimensions and the limitation on 
support facilities under subsections (a) and 
(b) of section 6403 of the Omnibus Public 
Land Management Act of 2009 (Public Law 
111-11; 123 Stat. 1180) shall apply to the road 
constructed in the road corridor. 

(f) EFFECT.—The exchange of Federal land 
and non-Federal land and the road to be con- 
structed under this section shall not con- 
stitute a major Federal action for purposes 
of the National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.). 


SA 5006. Mr. WARNER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE) to the bill 
S. 2848, to provide for the conservation 
and development of water and related 
resources, to authorize the Secretary 
of the Army to construct various 
projects for improvements to rivers 
and harbors of the United States, and 
for other purposes; which was ordered 
to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of title VIII, add the following: 


SEC. 8 . GUIDELINES FOR SPECIFICATION OF 
CERTAIN DISPOSAL SITES. 

Section 404(b) of the Federal Water Pollu- 
tion Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1344(b)) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) by striking ‘‘(b) Subject to subsection 
(c) of this section” and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

‘(b) SPECIFICATION FOR DISPOSAL SITES.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection 
(c)”’; 

(2) by striking ‘‘the Secretary (1) through” 
and inserting the following: “the Secretary— 

“(A) through’’; 

(3) by striking ‘‘section 403(c), and (2) in 
any case where such guidelines under clause 
(1) alone” and inserting the following: ‘‘sec- 
tion 403(c); and 
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“(B) in any case in which guidelines under 
subparagraph (A) alone’’; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(2) LIMITATION.—Guidelines under para- 
graph (1) may not prohibit the specification 
of a site due to the lack of a final site plan 
resulting from the lack of an identified end 
user or industry or industrial classification 
for the site when determining whether there 
is a practicable alternative to a proposed dis- 
charge that would result in less adverse im- 
pact on the aquatic ecosystem.’’. 


SA 5007. Mr. McCAIN (for himself and 
Mr. FLAKE) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 4979 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL 
(for Mr. INHOFE) to the bill S. 2848, to 
provide for the conservation and devel- 
opment of water and related resources, 
to authorize the Secretary of the Army 
to construct various projects for im- 
provements to rivers and harbors of the 
United States, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of title VIII, add the following: 


SEC. 80__. SALT CEDAR REMOVAL PERMIT RE- 
VIEWS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subsection (b), any action by the Secretary 
relating to reviewing an application for a 
permit under section 404 of the Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act (83 U.S.C. 1344) 
or section 10 of the Act of March 3, 1899 
(commonly known as the ‘‘Rivers and Har- 
bors Appropriation Act of 1899’’) (33 U.S.C. 
403), and any action by the Director of the 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service (re- 
ferred to in this section as the ‘‘Director’’) 
pursuant to section 7 of the Endangered Spe- 
cies Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1586), relating to 
the mechanized removal of salt cedar from 
an area that consists of not more than 500 
acres shall be completed by the Secretary or 
the Director, as applicable, by not later than 
90 days after the date of receipt of the appli- 
cation. 

(b) EXCEPTION.—The Secretary may pro- 
vide to an office conducting a review de- 
scribed in subsection (a) an extension of not 
longer than an additional 90 days to com- 
plete the review, if the Secretary determines 
that such an extension is warranted. 


EE 


AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 


Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. President, I have 
four requests for committees to meet 
during today’s session of the Senate. 
They have the approval of the Majority 
and Minority leaders. 

Pursuant to Rule XXVI, paragraph 
5(a), of the Standing Rules of the Sen- 
ate, the following committees are au- 
thorized to meet during today’s session 
of the Senate: 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 

The Committee on Foreign Relations 
is authorized to meet during the ses- 
sion of the Senate on September 8, 2016, 
at 10 a.m., to conduct a hearing enti- 
tled ‘‘Pakistan: Challenges for U.S. In- 
terests.’’ 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 

The Committee on the Judiciary is 
authorized to meet during the session 
of the Senate on September 8, 2016, fol- 
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lowing the first vote of the Senate, in 
S-216 of the Capitol. 
SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE 

The Select Committee on Intel- 
ligence is authorized to meet during 
the session of the Senate on September 
8, 2016, at 2 p.m., in room SH-219 of the 
Hart Senate Office Building. 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON REGULATORY AFFAIRS AND 

FEDERAL MANAGEMENT 

The Subcommittee on Regulatory Af- 
fairs and Federal Management of the 
Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs is authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
on September 8, 2016, at 10 a.m. to con- 
duct a hearing entitled, ‘‘Reviewing 
Independent Agency Rulemaking.”’ 


eS 


MASTER CHIEF PETTY OFFICER 
JESSE DEAN VA CLINIC 


Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs be dis- 
charged from further consideration of 
H.R. 3969 and the Senate proceed to its 
immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The clerk will report the bill by title. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 3969) to designate the Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs community-based 
outpatient clinic in Laughlin, Nevada, as the 
“Master Chief Petty Officer Jesse Dean VA 
Clinic.”’ 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the bill be 
read a third time and passed and the 
motion to reconsider be considered 
made and laid upon the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The bill (H.R. 3969) was ordered to a 
third reading, was read the third time, 
and passed. 


— m 


EXPRESSING A COMMITMENT BY 
THE SENATE TO NEVER FORGET 
THE SERVICE OF AVIATION’S 
FIRST RESPONDERS 


Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the immediate consider- 
ation of S. Res. 549, submitted earlier 
today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 549) expressing a com- 
mitment by the Senate to never forget the 
service of aviation’s first responders. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, I fur- 
ther ask unanimous consent that the 
resolution be agreed to, the preamble 
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be agreed to, and the motions to recon- 
sider be considered made and laid upon 
the table with no intervening action or 
debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

(The resolution, with its preamble, is 
printed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Sub- 
mitted Resolutions.’’) 


a 


RECOGNIZING THE 40TH ANNIVER- 
SARY OF WOMEN AT THE 
UNITED STATES NAVAL ACAD- 
EMY WEEK 


Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the immediate consider- 
ation of S. Res. 550, submitted earlier 
today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 550) designating the 
week of September 5 through September 9, 
2016, as ‘Recognizing the 40th Anniversary of 
Women at the United States Naval Academy 
Week.” 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Ms. MIKULSKI. Mr. President, I rise 
today having submitted a resolution 
honoring the 40th anniversary of 
women attending the U.S. Naval Acad- 
emy in Annapolis, MD. Forty years 
ago, in 1975, Congress proudly author- 
ized women to attend military service 
academies. That act of Congress, cre- 
ated a milestone in our military his- 
tory, setting the national stage for 
women’s equality. 

On July 6, 1976, the very first class of 
women entered the U.S. Naval Acad- 
emy. Four years later, the graduating 
class of 1980, commissioned 55 women. 
Since then, more than 4,800 women, in- 
cluding this year’s graduating class of 
2016, have graduated from the U.S. 
Naval Academy and have transcended 
traditional military roles for women. 

Women have had to fight every single 
day and in every single way to be able 
to advance ourselves. Today, women 
make up 27 percent of the U.S. Naval 
Academy’s student body, the highest in 
the school’s history. This year, mid- 
shipmen were admitted from every 
state in the U.S., as well as the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, Guam, Puerto Rico, 
and the U.S. Virgin Islands. The Naval 
Academy continues to evolve, depict- 
ing our Nation’s diversity, and pro- 
moting equality. 

Our country is stronger today be- 
cause women have advanced in the 
military. There are 2.2 million women 
serving in our military, serving with 
their male counterparts in leadership 
capacities that now include combat oc- 
cupations. These strong, powerful, and 
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intelligent women have unselfishly 
chosen to serve their country in a time 
when our Nation’s military is needed 
the most, and they have done so with 
passion, heroism and integrity. 

The U.S. Naval Academy was founded 
in 1845. A school that began with mere- 
ly 50 midshipman students and 7 pro- 
fessors now fosters a graduating class 
of 1,076 commissioned officers. A school 
rich with tradition, the Academy offers 
43 different majors within 19 fields of 
study. The U.S. Naval Academy offers 
a premier education and continues to 
bolster some of the finest and most 
hardworking patrons of our society. 
But that society would not be complete 
without our women service members. 
When women succeed in the workplace, 
our economy succeeds, and our country 
is stronger for it. 

The U.S. Naval Academy has 
groomed trailblazers, women who have 
commanded in combat, women who 
have set standards for success, and 
women who have paved the way for our 
daughters and granddaughters. I wish 
to honor just a few of those trail- 
blazers, aS we recount the importance 
of this 40-year revolution. 

In 1995, CDR Wendy Lawrence, class 
of 1981, became the first Navy woman 
in space aboard space shuttle Endeav- 
or. 

In 2006, RADM Margaret D. Klein, 
class of 1981, became the first woman 
commandant at the U.S. Naval Acad- 
emy. Later she served as the Chief of 
Staff for U.S. Cyber Command, pio- 
neering in the cyber field. 

In 2011, Marine Brig. Gen. Lori Rey- 
nolds, class of 1986, was the first 
woman to command the Marine Corps 
Recruiting Depot in Parris Island. 

Of course, we can’t celebrate the U.S. 
Naval Academy without celebrating 
the accomplishments of ADM Michelle 
J. Howard, class of 1982; who was the 
first African-American woman to com- 
mand a Navy ship. In 2014, Admiral 
Howard became the first woman to be- 
come a four-star admiral, and was then 
appointed the Vice Chief of Naval Oper- 
ations; becoming the first African- 
American and the first woman to hold 
that position. 

This list of accomplishments from 
our U.S. Naval Academy women grad- 
uates goes on. It is the reason I have 
introduced this resolution. We must 
ensure the legacy of this institution 
and the accomplishments of these 
amazing women are recognized and 
celebrated. 

Last May, the U.S. Naval Academy 
commissioned 265 women officers. 
These women, like their predecessors, 
will go on to serve in some of the most 
demanding assignments in the Navy, 
the Marine Corps, and even inter-serv- 
ice agencies such as the U.S. Coast 
Guard. They will continue to break 
new ground and become firsts in their 
fields. 

It is because of our Nation’s heroes 
we are able to stand here today, but 
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the service of women in the military is 
a milestone we must honor. These 
women have proven equality matters. 
These women have proven that they 
can achieve anything. These women 
have made many sacrifices to make our 
country safe. 

We must continue to promote equal- 
ity and encourage women to strive for 
success in order to guarantee future 
parity. In today’s increasingly uncer- 
tain world, women serving in military 
leadership roles, are more important 
than ever before. Women service mem- 
bers are a necessity—they are dynamic, 
resilient leaders who inspire millions 
to make the world a better place. I am 
proud to promote and recognize such 
strength. 

As the Navy proudly proclaims, 
“Through Knowledge, Sea Power.” As 
dean of the Women Senators, I am here 
to proudly proclaim, through women’s 
equality, we gain knowledge and create 
power that is unstoppable. As a soci- 
ety, we must continue to promote and 
recognize our Nation’s heroines and 
their outstanding efforts for future 
generations. 

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, I fur- 
ther ask unanimous consent that the 
resolution be agreed to, the preamble 
be agreed to, and the motions to recon- 
sider be considered made and laid upon 
the table with no intervening action or 
debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

(The resolution, with its preamble, is 
printed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Sub- 
mitted Resolutions.’’) 


EE 


ORDERS FOR MONDAY, 
SEPTEMBER 12, 2016 


Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the Sen- 
ate completes its business today, it ad- 
journ until 3 p.m., Monday, September 
12; that following the prayer and 
pledge, the morning hour be deemed 
expired, the Journal of proceedings be 
approved to date, and the time for the 
two leaders be reserved for their use 
later in the day; further, that following 
leader remarks, the Senate resume 
consideration of S. 2848; finally, that 
notwithstanding the provisions of rule 
XXII, the Senate vote on the motion to 
invoke cloture on the Inhofe-Boxer 
substitute amendment, No. 4979, at 5:30 
p.m. on Monday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY, 
SEPTEMBER 12, 2016, AT 3 P.M. 


Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, if 
there is no further business to come be- 
fore the Senate, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that it stand adjourned under the 
previous order. 
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There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 5:09 p.m., adjourned until Monday, 
September 12, 2016, at 3 p.m. 


i—i 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive nominations received by 
the Senate: 


IN THE AIR FORCE 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI- 
CATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE 
AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 
601: 


To be general 


GEN. JOHN E. HYTEN 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE REGULAR AIR FORCE 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 531: 


To be major 


PAUL K. CLARK 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES AIR 
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 624 AND 1552: 


To be colonel 


ENRIQUE J. GWIN 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE REGULAR AIR FORCE 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 531: 


To be lieutenant colonel 
ANTHONY S. ROBBINS 
IN THE ARMY 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
AS PERMANENT PROFESSOR AT THE UNITED STATES 
MILITARY ACADEMY IN THE GRADE INDICATED UNDER 
TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 4333(B) AND 4336(A): 


To be colonel 


GAIL E. S. YOSHITANI 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 


To be major 


VEDNER BELLOT 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 


To be major 


GRAHAM F. INMAN 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 


To be major 


ALEXANDER M. WILLARD 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 


To be lieutenant colonel 


RICHARD A. DORCHAK, JR. 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR REGULAR AP- 
POINTMENT IN THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED 
STATES ARMY MEDICAL CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., 
SECTIONS 531 AND 3064: 


To be major 


ARISTIDIS KATERELOS 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY 
MEDICAL CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 624 
AND 3064: 


To be colonel 


SCOTT C. MORAN 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY 
MEDICAL SERVICE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SEC- 
TIONS 624 AND 3064: 


To be major 


MONA M. MCFADDEN 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED ARMY NATIONAL GUARD OF 
THE UNITED STATES OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT TO 
THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12211: 


To be colonel 


NICOLE N. CLARK 
MARION R. COLLINS 
RONALD A. CUPPLES 


September 8, 2016 


DAVID C. FEELEY 
ANNETTE R. GRANDPRE 
CHRISTINE L. HOFFMANN 
NICK JOHNSON 

THOMAS H. MANCINO 
SHANE M. MARTIN 
DOUGLAS L. SIMON 
SUSAN R. SINGALEWITCH 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY 
JUDGE ADVOCATE GENERAL’S CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, 
U.S.C., SECTIONS 624 AND 3064: 


To be major 


CLAYTON T. HERRIFORD 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY 
AS CHAPLAINS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 624 AND 
3064: 


To be colonel 


JAMES R. BOULWARE 
ADDISON BURGESS 
MITCHELL A. BUTTERWORTH 
LOUIS A. DELTUFO 
DAVID J. DEPPMEIER 
RICHARD D. GARVEY 
JAMES R. GRIFFIN 
ROBERT H. HART, JR. 
MILTON JOHNSON 
CHUL W. KIM 

DAVID W. LILE 

KAREN L. MEEKER 
ROY M. MYERS 
DANIEL S. OH 

JULIE M. ROWAN 
JACK J. STUMME 
DAVID E. WAKE 
MATTHEW S. WYSOCKI 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 


To be lieutenant colonel 


DAVID E. FOSTER 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY 
MEDICAL SERVICE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SEC- 
TIONS 624 AND 3064: 


To be major 


JUSTIN J. ORTON 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
AS PERMANENT PROFESSOR AT THE UNITED STATES 
MILITARY ACADEMY IN THE GRADE INDICATED UNDER 
TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 4333(B) AND 4336(A): 


To be colonel 


TINA R. HARTLEY 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE 
ARMY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 


To be colonel 


MELAINE A. WILLIAMS 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE 
ARMY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 


To be colonel 
ANTHONY T. SAMPSON 
IN THE NAVY 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUAL FOR APPOINT- 
MENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES 
NAVY RESERVE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 


To be captain 


WILLIAM J. KAISER 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 


To be lieutenant commander 


NICOLE A. AGUIRRE 
TRAVIS C. ALLEMANG 
JOSEPH AN 

SARAH ANDERSON 
CHAD T. ANDICOCHEA 
JACOB T. ANKENY 
STEPHEN S. AUSTAD 
ANDREA L. AUSTIN 
DEREK A. AUSTIN 
THOMAS J. AVALLONE 
JOSHUA C. BARNHILL 
THOMAS S. BARROS II 
ROBERT J. BEERS 
PASHA L. BENTLEY 
MICHAEL J. BERGE 
JENNIFER E. BERGSTROM 
MATTHEW S. BERNIARD 
ANDREW J. BIGGS 
JESSICA L. BLUHM 
DAVID R. BOLTHOUSE 
DANIEL E. BRADLEY 
STEPHANIE M. BRASHEAR 


BENJAMIN J. BRIGGS 
MATTHEW R. BROCK 
TIMOTHY R. BROOKS 
KELLY L. BROWN 

ADAM K. BRUST 
ANDREW C. BUCHHOLZ 
SARAH E. L. BUMPS 
JACQUELYN M. BURNETT 
KENDRA R. CAGNIART 
PIERREETIENNE C. CAGNIART 
SVETLANA CARAGHEAUR 
MATTHEW D. CARPINELLO 
HILLARY A. CHACE 
ANDRE L. CHARTIER 
JULIA H. CHERINGAL 
COLEEN L. COLAHAN 
JASON J. CONDINO 
AARON C. CONWAY 
JASON R. CROAD 
ANTHONY M. CRUZ 
CAITLIN O. CRUZ 

MARK M. CRUZ 

ANDREW J. DELLEDONNE 
JOHN A. DERENNE 
KATRINA L. DESTREE 
BENJAMIN A. DREW 
STEPHEN A. DUMONTIER 
THOMAS A. EDWARDS 
TAYLER B. ELDRIDGE 
ROBERT P. ELIAS 
MICHAEL J. ELIASON 
THOMAS R. EVANS 
MICHAEL C. FANGEROW 
GREGORY R. FAULKNER 
RYAN K. FAWLEY 
MATTHEW T. FEELEY 
JEFFREY P. FENNELLY 
CHRISTOPHER W. FERGUSON 
JASON F. FISHER 
DANIEL J. GALKA 

KIA M. GALLAGHER 
CHIRAAG N. GANGAHAR 
MICHELLE T. GANYO 
DANIEL S. GARVIN 
BETHANY J. GOD 

JOAN M. GONZALEZ 
MICA D. GRANTHAM 

IAN A. GRASSO 
MARGARET C. GREEN 
JONATHAN E. S. GRUBER 
ROBERT J. GRZYBOWSKI 
JUAN D. GUERRA 
MATTHEW L. HALDEMAN 
GREGORY W. HALL 
MATTHEW G. HANLEY 
FRANCIS J. HARTGE IV 
RUSTON L. HESS 
ADRIENNE S. HIATT 
MICHAEL H. HIGHT 
CHARLES J. HORN 
ALEXANDER HRAY III 
JENNIFER L. HUNT 
JOHN E. JACKSON 
SUZANNE M. H. JENKINS 
FREDERIC C. JEWETT III 
MARC J. KAJUT 

SEAN S. KIM 

CHASE A. KISSLING 
LAURA 8. KLEIN 
ANDREW S. KNECHT 
PETER F. KNICKERBOCKER 
STEPHEN A. KOPLIN 
ADRIAN B. KORDUBA 
ERICA J. KRELLER 
JANELLE R. KRINGEL 
JULIAN S. KU 

COLLEEN F. LAIL 

JOHN K. LAMBRIX 
KATRINA N. LANDA 
GRACE D. LANDERS 
ALISON B. LANE 
JONATHAN T. LAU 
JOSHUA R. LEBENSON 
NANCY A. LENTZ 

DANA R. LILLI 

DIANA R. LINDSEY 
SAMUEL F. LIVINGSTON 
ROBERT J. LONG 
STARLA N. LYLES 
JESSE H. LYNN 
KRISTINE E. LYONS 
HARRY T. MADHANAGOPAL 
KRISTIN N. MANSON 
GEORGIA L. MARSH 
JOSEPH S. MARTIN 
ADAM D. MARUSZEWSKI 
HORACE G. MATTHEWS 
KATIE M. MCAULIFFE 
CASEY E. MCCANN 
BRENT J. MCDANIEL 
SEAN C. MCINTIRE 
RUTH E. MCLAUGHLIN 
STEPHEN M. MCMULLAN 
STEPHANIE P. MEYER 
WILLIAM E. MICHAEL 
JUSTIN G. MILLER 
MICHAEL J. MILLER 
ERICA N. MINGO 

ADRIAN J. MORA 

JOHN W. MORRISON, JR. 
PATRICK B. MORRISSEY 
SHEILA MULLIGAN 
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KELLI R. MURPHY 

PRITI V. NATH 
MATTHEW D. NEALEIGH 
KARI A. NEAMANDCHENEY 
VU Q. NGHIEM 

KIM T. NGUYEN 

YUMMY NGUYEN 
NATHAN M. OEHRLEIN 
THOMAS F. OLSON 
EJIROGHENE ONOS 
CLAUDIO A. OSORIO 
AMY A. OSTROFE 

ADAM N. OVERBEY 
KAITLIN D. PALA 

BRIAN B. PARK 

BRIAN Y. PARK 

HYUN J. PARK 
JENNIFER L. PARK 
JOSEPHINE A. PEARSON 
KELLY C. PENG 
RICHARD A. PIERSON 
DOUGLAS M. POKORNY 
WILLIAM B. POKORNY 
CATHERINE A. POPADIUK 
MANDY M. POTTER 
BRITTANY E. POWELL 
WILLIAM M. PULLEN 
CHRISTINE M. PUTHAWALA 
MICHAEL J. RACS 
VICTOR A. RAMOS 
JEFFEREY M. RAUNIG 
CLIFFORD J. RAYMOND 
MATTHEW C. RE 
MATTHEW J. RICHTER 
BRENDAN J. RINGHOUSE 
SHAYNA C. RIVARD 
MELANIE E. ROBERSON 
JOHN S. ROBERTS 
CARRIE L. ROBINSON 
CHRISTOPHER M. ROCK 
AMY E. ROGERS 
ANTHONY M. ROMERO 
BENJAMIN J. ROPER 
ANNA L. RUTHERFORD 
RAUBBY C. SABALERIO 
ALANA B. SABENE 
STEVEN W. SAITO 
GORDON P. SALGADO 
JORGE SALGADO 
JOSEPH N. SARUBBI 
PATRICK L. SCARBOROUGH 
ERIC C. SCHMIDGAL 
RYAN J. SCHUTT 
ANGELA L. SENESE 
MATTHEW S. SERAFINE 
CHARLES I. SIMERMAN 
BRIGHID H. SIMMONS 
PATRICK C. SIMPSON III 
ANUMEHA SINGH 

EVAN P. SLEIPNESS 
HEATHER S. SLUSSER 
EUGENE R. SMITH III 
MARGO Z. SMITH 
MATTHEW E. SMITH 
CHRISTOPHER L. SNITCHLER 
HEATHER M. SOLORIA 
KIMBERLY M. SPAHN 
SHELBY R. SPANDL 
ALISON P. SPANIOL 
JOSEPH W. SPELLMAN 
CASANDRA M. SPREEN 
CARL E. STARR 

JENA L. SWINGLE 
TESHOME M. TAFES 
NICHOLAS A. TAMORIA 
BRIAN E. TAYLOR 
ALEXANDER S. TEEFEY 
PATRICK M. THOMAE 
JENNIFER L. THOMPSON 
KIMBERLY A. THOMPSON 
MATTHEW M. THOMPSON 
KATHLEEN T. TILMAN 
TIMOTHY D. TODD 

DUY P. TRAN 

GABRIEL S. VALERIO 
TIMOTHY M. VEAL 
BRANDON R. VIER 
ADAM D. VOELCKERS 
AUDREY C. VOSS 
KATHERINE N. VU 

SEAN M. S. WADE 
MERCY D. WAGNER, 
ANDREW L. WARD 
BRIAN P. WEIMERSKIRCH 
JASON J. WEINER 
ALLISON G. WESSNER 
MATTHEW J. WESSNER 
ANDREW H. WESTMORELAND 
STEVEN A. WHELPLEY 
NATHAN R. WHITLOW 
JESSICA R. WINTERS 
AMELIA L. WRIGHT 
KEVIN T. WRIGHT 

KURT C. WUKITSCH 
PHILIP M. YAM 

JOSEPH M. YETTO 
TATYANA O. YETTO 
CELESTE D. YOUNG 
RYAN M. ZALESKI 

KRIS E. ZAPORTEZA 
AMETHYST K. ZIMMERMAN 
AMY F. ZUCHARO 
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THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 


To be lieutenant commander 


ALICE A. T. ALCORN 
ERIK D. ANDERSON 
KARIMA AYESH 

ERIN S. BAILEY 

BRYAN J. BEHM 
BRADLEY A. BENNETT 
NICHOLAS A. BENNETTS 
SPENCER W. BJARNASON 
DAVID G. BURKE 
CAMRON S. BUTTARS 
JOSEPH R. BYRAM 
ADAM J. CATZ 

JOHN A. CHAMBERLAIN 
KAI C. J. CHANG 

JERRY CHENG 

SARAH H. CHILDS 
KELVIN Z. C. CHOU 
JOSEPH R. COOK 
JOSEPH E. DEHMER 
RACHEL V. DULEBOHN 
DANIEL J. FISHER, 
MICHAEL P. FITZGERALD 
ERIC H. FREDERIKSEN 
BRANDON L. GEDDES 
GREGORY M. GITTLEMAN 
LINDSAY A. GODFREY 
JOSEPH GRANT IIT 
UJVAL R. GUMMI 
PETER J. HAM 

FARID HAMIDZADEH 
DANIEL A. HAMMER 
MARINA HERNANDEZFELDPAUSCH 
SEAN B. HERSHBERGER 
MARKUS S. HILL 
CYNTHIA R. HOLLIDAY 
RYAN K. HUKILL 

ELISE V. HURRELL 
JOSEPH M. JARMAN 
MELISSA M. JOY 
GABRIELLE K. JUNG 
DAVID J. KOSEK 
CATHERINE L. KUBERA 
BRITTANY L. KURZWEG 
TAYLOR M. LANDON 
MICHAEL H. LEE 
MICHAEL J. LEWIS 
CHRISTINA L. LILLI 
ELLA T. A. K. LIM 
ALICE C. L. MA 

JAREN T. MAY 
REBECCA S. MCGUIRE 
STEPHANIE N. MORA 
JAMES S. MORRIS, JR. 
DAVID L. NELSON 

KYLE T. NELSON 
BRANDI B. NOORDMANS 
JASON M. NOTARIO 
ERIC W. OLENDORF 
ELIZABETH G. PADILLA 
DONALD G. PRITCHETT, JR. 
RYAN J. PRYOR 
STEVEN G. RABENSTEIN 
HILLARY C. REEVES 
AMANDA L. RICE 
MATTHEW A. ROUSE 
DAVID L. SANDBERG 
ABIGAIL L. SCHMIDT 
ADAM E. SCHMIDT 
LINDSEY G. SHOWERS 
JEREMIAH J. SPARKS 
ALEXANDER TARASOV 
ARTHUR S. VALERI 
WILLIAM S. WALKER III 
GEOFFREY L. WARD 
WESLEY D. WEIBEL 
BEECHER C. WHITEAKER III 
NATHANIEL D. WILLIAMS 
KEVIN C. WIMAN 

DAVID S. YI 

STACY L. YU 

MALKA ZIPPERSTEIN 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 


To be lieutenant commander 


JULIE M. C. ANDERSON 
BRIAN C. ANDREWSSHIGAKI 
ELIZABETH R. ANGELO 
THOMAS S. ANNABEL 
MICHAEL C. AVANTS 
JOHN L. BALSAMO 
RENARDIS D. BANKS 
BENJAMIN J. BARRUS 
MICHAEL B. BAUN 
CHRISTINE S. BRADY 
BYRON M. BREEDING 
KEVIN M. BRIGHTON 
DAVID L. BRODERICK 
ALEXANDER P. BULAN 
GRETCHEN S. BURNS 
WILLIAM J. BURRELL 
QINGYUAN CAO 
AUDREY J. CARTER, 
HUNTER R. COATES 
CARLOS M. COLEMAN 
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BRENT D. COLLINS 
JORGE L. CONCEPCION 
COLLEEN I. CORDRICK 
FRANCISCO A. CORNEJO 
JILL S. CUNNINGHAM 
TAMMY L. DALESANDRO 
JONATHON R. DAVIS 
LEONARDA M. DEGUZMAN 
JOSEPH W. DICLARO II 
PHILLIP S. DOBBS 
KATHERINE V. DOZIER 
KIMBERLY A. EDGEL 
ANTHONY M. EISENHARDT 
DAVID B. ENGLAND II 
ANALIZA M. ENRIQUEZ 
LUIS A. ESTRELLA 
ELIZABETH D. FARRAR 
FELIPE P. FINLEY 
JOSEPH C. FISCUS 
SARAH E. FLETCHER 
JEREMIAH D. FORD 
SETH L. GARCIA 
AMANDA A. GARDNER 
KRYSTAL S. GLAZE 
LINDSAY H. GLEASON 
KEVIN A. GOODELL 
KRISTEN D. GROSS 
MATTHEW D. GRYPP 
ZACHARY W. HARE 
WILLIAM F. HAYES, JR. 
RICK W. HECKERT 
JEFFREY C. HERTZ 
SUSAN A. HINEGARDNER 
TONY H. HUGHES 

ANN M. HUMMEL 
ANDREW J. HUNTER 
KYLEIGH B. HUPFL 

ERIC J. INFANTE 
VINCENT P. JONES 
JOSEPH K. KALEIOHI 
MICHAEL D. KAVANAUGH 
MICAH J. KINNEY 
SANDEEP KUMAR 
RACHEL E. LANTIERI 
THUY D. T. LE 

LAURA A. J. LETCHWORTH 
AMANDA F. LIPPERT 
MELISSA M. LIWANAG 
WILFREDO L. LUCAS, JR. 
ENKELEIDA MABRY 
JOHN W. MAHONEY III 
RYAN P. MAID 

DANIEL N. MANNIS 
CRYSTAL C. MASSEY 
KARL M. MATLAGE 
ALISTAIR S. MCLEAN 
RODERICK S. MEDINA 
JUSTIN W. MEEKER 
LYNDSY M. MEYER 
JACQUELINE L. MILLER 
JEREMY K. MILLER 
REBECCA M. L. MIRANDA 
LEAH D. MOSS 

ANGELA M. MYERS 
MARY L. NEAL 

JOSEPH W. NEIL 

JAMES A. NEIPP 

JOHN O. OCHIENG 

JOHN R. OLIVA 

NINA A. PADDOCK 
CHRISTOPHER L. PAULETT 
GIAO B. PHUNG 

JOHN J. PICCONE 
AILEEN M. PLETTA 
JOSE A. PULIDO 

EVA K. REED 

MARK A. RIEBEL 
REBECCA L. ROOT 
HEATHER L. ROSATI 
ROBERT A. RUSSELL 
VAHE L. SARKISSIAN 
JESSE J. SCHMIDT 

LEE W. SCIARINI 

GARY L. SEARS 

BRENDA L. SHARPE 
ADAM J. SHARRITS 
RYAN L. SHEPPARD 
MATTHEW R. SHIPMAN 
TARA M. SMALLIDGE 
RYAN W. SMITH 

GEORGE T. STEGEMAN, JR. 
ROBERT C. SUMMERS 
JOSHUA M. SWIFT 
BRENT A. SZYCHULDA 
BLAKE V. TOWNS 
MARION G. VANZIE 
DAWN B. WALKER 
CHRISTOPHER WASHINGTON 
BRADLEY S. WELLS 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 


To be lieutenant commander 


BENJAMIN D. ADAMS 
ADRIENNE M. BALDONI 
LAURA R. BATEMAN 
KEVIN R. BRANDWEIN 
SHAWN W. BRENNAN 
DANIEL M. BRIDGES 
STEPHEN W. BUCKLEY 
AUBREY D. CHARPENTIER 
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STEPHANIE L. CIRONE 
ANDREW M. COFFIN 
MARGARET V. COLE 
BRIAN D. CORCORAN 
MATTHEW C. COX 

ARI E. CRAIG 

THOMAS L. EATON 
SCOTT W. FISHER 
JESSICA L. FORD 
JARROD R. FRANKS 
GEOFFREY T. GILLESPIE 
CHARLES C. GOUGH 
EDWARD T. GRIFFIS, JR. 
LEIGHA B. F. GROVES 
CANDACE M. HOLMES 
ALEXANDER G. HOMME 
LAUREN E. HUGEL 
CHRISTOPHER H. HUTTON 
ADAM E. INCH 

MEGAN R. JACKLER 
MATTHEW J. KADLEC 
JENNIFER L. LUCE 
JEFFREY S. MARDEN 
LAUREN A. S. MAYO 
ANDREW J. MOORE 
PAUL B. MORRIS 

SARA P. NEUGROSCHEL 
KATHRYN A. PARADIS 
ADAM G. PARTRIDGE 
MICHAEL T. PIERCE, JR. 
THERESA D. POINDEXTER 
PHILIP W. ROHLFING 
CHARLES M. ROMAN 
DENISE L. ROMEO 
BRANDON H. SARGENT 
JOHN A. SCHAFFER 
KEVEN P. SCHREIBER 
KIMI K. SCHULTHEISS 
ANTHONY P. SHAM 
NICOLE T. STARING 

TIA R. SUPLIZIO 

JAMES C. SYLVAN 

JON T. TAYLOR 
MATTHEW P. THRASHER 
MICHAEL F. WHITICAN 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 


To be lieutenant commander 


STEPHEN K. AFFUL 
BETSY L. ALBERS 
NGUYET N. ALLBAUGH 
JUSTIN E. ALLEN 
RACHEL D. ALLNUTT 
CANDY S. ANDERSON 
DAVID A. ANTICO 

AMY E. APARICIO 
JOURDAN K. ASKINS 
KRISTIN S. AUCKER 
JONATHAN M. AUKEMAN 
ROBERT B. BAILEY 
ERIC S. BANKER 

AMY H. BARENDSE 
KATHRYN A. BARGER 
JOHN B. BENEFIELD III 
TRACI L. BENSON 
RACHEL A. BRADSHAW 
JASON L. BROUGH 
JERRY J. BROWN 
TERRY J. BROWN 
TRACI E. BURRELL 
JOHANNA M. CARLSON 
ROGER G. CASON 
CHERYL Q. CASTRO 
CHANTEL D. CHARAIS 
KRYSTAL M. CHUNACO 
SHARON A. CROWDER 
LESLIE A. DALEY 
JESSICA E. DALRYMPLE 
ALAWAH C. DAVIS 

ADA C. DEE 

WILBERT C. DIXON III 
BRIAN C. DUENAS 

ERIC E. DUNBAR 
PHYLLIS J. A. DYKES 
DANNY J. EASON, JR. 
ALESHA K. EGTS 

APRIL L. EHRHARDT 
NICHOLAS W. EIGHMY 
DARCEY L. R. ENDICOTT 
YVES H. EYIKE 

COREY M. FANCHER 
SARAH E. FARIS 
JESSICA M. FERRARO 
TRAVIS J. FITZPATRICK 
JEAN A. FORTUNATO 
ROBERT H. FOWLER III 
CLEMENT FRANCIS 
JENNIFER T. FRANCIS 
KEITH J. FREEMAN 
JOHN D. GARDNER 
LEEYANNA M. GERBICH 
CARLA J. GRAHAM 
STACIE B. GROVES 
JONATHAN D. HAMRICK 
LANAE Z. HARRISON 
CHRISTOPHER L. HARVIE 
ANGELA R. HEALY 
NANCY G. HELFRICH 
KIMBERLEY L. HENDRICKS 
SERINA A. HERNANDEZ 
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ANTHONY S. HOFER 
JUANITA T. HOPKINS 
MICHAEL J. HOWARD 
JASMYNE C. IRIZARRY 
SARAH A. JAGGER 
SAMANTHA J. JENNINGS 
ANDY L. KELLER 
JENIQUE B. KEYS 
JAMES W. KILPATRICK 
CHARLES J. KINARD 
MARY E. KING 

ROBERT M. LEAHY 
JENNIFER H. LORAN 
YVONNE M. MARENCO 
SCOTT E. MCCLURE 
LEAH U. MCCOY 
LINDSAY K. MCQUADE 
DANILO R. MENDOZA, JR. 
MEGAN K. MOODY 
JOSHUA J. MORGAN 
AMANDA P. MUNRO 
ERICA H. NICOLETTI 
FARZAN NOBBEE 
STEFANIE A. NOCHISAKI 
OTIS OSEI 

RHYS A. PARKER 
ALLEN K. PAYNE 

ERICA L. PHILLIPS 
COURTNEY V. POWELL 
NIKKI L. PRITCHARD 
RENEE M. QUEZADA 

TY M. QUINN 

JERICHO H. RAMIREZ 
BARBARA M. REMEDIOS 
MARY K. REYNA 
BRANDON A. RUDY 
EDWARD L. S. RUNYON 
SARAH D. RUSHNOV 
BRETT A. SALAZAR 
KAREN J. SANCHEZ 
CRYSTAL M. M. SARACENI 
BRANDON J. SARTAIN 
ERIKA D. SCHILLING 
LESLIE R. SCHNEIDER 
NATHANIEL J. SCHWARTZ 
RACHEL I. SEHNERT 
JUAN D. SERRATO 
MELISSA A. SLACK 
JUDITH SMART 
LATARYA D. SMITH 
DONELLE J. SPIVEY 
ANGELA G. SPRUILL 
JENNIFER D. SQUAZZA 
STEVEN A. STARR 
DOMINICK B. STELLY 
KIMBERLY A. STEVENS 
MICHAEL A. STEVENS 
KRISTIN P. STONIECKI 
LOUIS D. STREB 

KASSY L. STRICKLAND 
CHRISTOPHER O. SUTHERLAND 
STACEY A. SWINDELLS 
ADAM M. TAYLOR 

KOA J. THOMAS 
ANDREW B. TINGUE 
MARYPAT A. TOBOLA 
JOEL P. TRAUSCH 
MEREDITH K. TVERDOSI 
DAVID T. UHLMAN 
NATESHA A. VAILLANCOURT 
SUSAN R. VIDAURRE 
CLAIRE M. VIDRINE 
STEPHANIE E. WALLACE 
CRAIG A. WILKINS 
MELINDA S. WILLIAMS 
MICHAEL C. WILLIAMS, JR. 
VANITA J. WILLIAMS 
BRIAN C. WILSON 
PETER J. WOODS 
CAITLIN M. WORKMAN 
JOSHUA A. WYMER 
BRITTANY L. YANG 
ALESSANDRA E. ZIEGLER 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 


To be lieutenant commander 


SCOTT E. ADAMS 
PATRICK D. AMUNDSON 
LAURA A. ANDERSON 
ANJA D. ANLIKER, 
ZACHARY J. ARMSTRONG 
CARNELL P. AURELIO 
JATAN BASTOLA 

JOHN R. BING 

STEPHEN T. BLONSKI 
BERT R. BRATTON, JR. 
ANDREA K. BUCK 
ANTHONY M. CASTLEBERRY 
JENNIFER L. CHARLTON 
LISA CHEN 

PHILIP F. CLARK, JR. 
KATHRYN M. DAMORE 
MICHAEL P. DAUSEN 
ELDRIDGE L. DAVIS 
JAMMIE L. DOWNER 
BRADFORD L. EDENFIELD 
JEFFREY J. EOM 
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GARRY K. FERGUSON 
ANDREW W. FOURSHA 
PAUL D. FUERY 

JOSE A. GALVAO 

JARED A. GIBSON 

CASEY J. GILLETTE 
RAYFIELD N. GOLDEN 
JASON E. HARNISH 
DAVID W. HILL 

TIMOTHY M. HILL 

ADAM G. HILLIARD 
WESLEY P. HITT 

EUGENE K. J. HO 
THOMAS D. HOUSE 
FRANKLIN J. JENSEN, JR. 
KYLE A. JOHNSON 
JAMES W. JONES 

PAUL J. KLOEPPING 
ANDREW J. KRANTZ 
JOSHUA L. G. LANGHORNE 
CHRISTOPHER M. LEBEL 
JOSHUA D. LONGWORTH 
MATTHEW M. LORGE 
DANIEL MALDONADO III 
STEPHEN J. MANNILA 
CHRISTOPHER M. MASON 
RUDY MASON 

CHARLES E. MCCANDLESS 
JAY T. MCFARLAND 
JOHN W. G. MCNEIL 
DAVID A. MEDICI 

TRAVIS M. MILLER 
WILLIAM E. MORRISON 
EDUARDO A. NICHOLLSCARVAJAL 
EDWARD P. NIXON 

DAVID F. ODOM 

JOHN P. ODONNELL 
JONATHAN P. PAGNUCCO 
BRANDON W. PALMER 
CARLISLE C. PENNYCOOKE 
SHANNON E. PERCIVAL 
JESSE P. PETTY 
JEFFREY M. PHILLIPS 
JASON L. REVITZER 
JONATHAN R. RICHMOND 
PETER RIESTER 
STEPHEN C. RYAN 
ALBERTO H. SABOGAL 
WILLIAM E. SHIELDS 
MARY E. B. SLY 

JOSEPH A. SMUTZ 
AMPHAY SOUKSAVATDY 
JAMIE J. STEFFENSMEIER 
EDWIN J. STEVENS 
DAVID J. STONECIPHER 
TYHEEM SWEAT 

AARON T. THORNTON 
BENJAMIN D. THORNTON 
MICHAEL S. TUDDENHAM 
GILBERT P. UY 

REMUIS D. WALLS 

XIAO Y. WANG 

DWANN E. WASHINGTON 
ANTHONIO R. WEATHERSPOON 
CHARMAINE R. YAP 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 


To be lieutenant commander 


RAYMOND B. ADKINS 
MICHAEL W. BEASLEY 
JEREMY P. BLYTHE 
STEPHEN B. BROWN 
STEPHEN B. CHAPMAN 
YOON J. CHOI 
VITO M. CRECCA III 
DAVID A. DAIGLE 
JOEL R. DEGRAEVE 
CONRAD T. DELANEY 
CHRISTOPHER N. EARLEY 
JOSHUA R. EARLS 
KEN R. ESPINOSA 
ROBERT D. FASNACHT 
CHAD O. HAMILTON 
DIANE M. HAMPTON 
GREGORY R. HAZLETT 
JAMES P. HOGAN 
CLAYTON D. JONES 
MICHAEL S. KENNEDY 
TAE H. KIM 
DIEGO H. LONDONO 
SCOTT P. MASON 
DANIEL J. MCGRATH 
DAVID S. PAHS 
JEFFREY A. PERRY 
MATTHEW A. PICKERING 
JAMES C. RAGAIN III 
JOSEPH L. ROACH 
ARTHUR J. ROBBINS II 
JAMES M. RUTAN 
MARK A. TORRES 
STEPHEN E. VELTHUIS 
CHRISTILENE WHALEN 
GALE B. WHITE 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 
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To be lieutenant commander 


PAUL I. AHN 

JAMES G. ANGERMAN 
JOSHUA S. BETTIS 
BRYAN J. BEYER 
RICHARD E. BUECHEL 
BRENDAN B. BUNN 
MICHELLE S. B. CAPONIGRO 
NATHAN H. DEUNK 
BENJAMIN R. DUNN 
DOUGLASS G. FARRAR 
JOHN D. FRANK 

BRIAN R. GATES 

ADAM J. GERLACH 
JANNIRA L. GREGORY 
MARJORIE J. GRUBER 
DEREK B. HALL 

JOHN H. HEATHERLY 
KIRK W. HEUTEL 

BRIAN A. HOLMES 

SEAN R. HUGHES 
CHRISTOPHER E. JAMES 
RUSSELL B. JARVIS 
MARK S. JUSTISS 

CODY W. KEESEE 
HARRY Y. KIM 
MATTHEW J. KING 
DOUGLAS H. KNOTTS 
JOHN D. KVANDAL 
JOSHUA M. LEWIS 
CHRISTOPHER J. MCDOWELL 
JAMIE R. MCFARLAND 
JACK D. MCLEOD 
MATTHEW R. MILKOWSKI 
KENA K. MONTGOMERY 
JOSE D. MORA 

NIGEL T. MORRISSEY 
ANDREW G. MOYER 
RAMA K. MUTYALA 
CHRISTOPHER J. OVER 
JONATHAN M. PILON 
BRADLEY J. ROBERTS 
MARK Z. ROUSSEL 
JOHN V. RUGGIERO 
DAVID N. SARE 
HENDRIK A. SCHOEMAN, JR. 
ANDREW M. TAKACH 
GEORGE C. TOMALA 
JOSHUA A. TURNER 

IAN H. UNDERWOOD 
MICHAEL A. WARREN 
JEFFREY J. WATSON 
CHRISTOPHER J. WIDHALM 
ANTHONY L. WILLIAMS 
ANDREW P. WINCKLER 
SHANNON L. WRIGHT 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 


To be lieutenant commander 
DENNIS L. LANG, JR. 
YASMIRA LEFFAKIS 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE REGULAR NAVY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 531: 


To be lieutenant commander 


KAREN J. SANKESRITLAND 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE GRADES INDICATED IN THE REGULAR NAVY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 531: 


To be commander 
MARK F. BIBEAU 
To be lieutenant commander 


MATTHEW K. KOKKELER 
JASON A. LAURION 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE REGULAR NAVY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 531: 


To be lieutenant commander 


RANDALL L. MCATEE 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
RESERVE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 


To be captain 


JOHN F. CAPACCHIONE 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 


To be commander 


STUART T. KIRKBY 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUAL FOR APPOINT- 
MENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE REGULAR NAVY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 531: 


To be lieutenant commander 
CARRIE M. MERCIER 
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 


HONORING MR. CRAIG J. ROLISH 
OF JOHNSTOWN, PENNSYLVANIA 


HON. KEITH J. ROTHFUS 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 8, 2016 


Mr. ROTHFUS. Mr. Speaker, | rise to honor 
Mr. Craig J. Rolish of Johnstown, Pennsyl- 
vania. He is an Airforce veteran who served in 
Vietnam as an enlisted airman, and is a 2002 
recipient of the Four Chaplains Legion of 
Honor Award. 

In 1993, Craig was involved in the founding 
of the Veteran Community Initiatives (VCI). 
For the past 23 years, Mr. Rolish has been in- 
strumental in the growth and credibility of the 
VCl’s efforts to enhance the lives and well- 
being of veterans and their families. 

As the Vice President-Treasurer, and origi- 
nal Board Member, Mr. Rolish has been long 
involved in ensuring VCI assists in meeting 
the social and economic needs of the dis- 
abled, disadvantaged, physically and mentally 
challenged, unemployed and underemployed, 
and current and previously incarcerated. 

Craig’s dedication to veterans and their fam- 
ilies for more than 20 years has created a 
lasting legacy at VCI. 

Mr. Speaker, Pennsylvania values its vet- 
erans, and it is my great pleasure to honor the 
man who has spent more than two decades 
building an organization that provides assist- 
ance to those who have served in our armed 
military and their families. 


HONORING JAMES CARMICHAEL 
HON. JAMES B. RENACCI 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 8, 2016 


Mr. RENACCI. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
pay tribute to my friend and a great American, 
James “Jim” Carmichael, of Wooster, Ohio. 
Our nation, the state of Ohio, and his beloved 
Wayne County lost a friend, a father, a hus- 
band, and a dedicated public servant on July 
13, 2016. 

God, country, and family were Jim’s guiding 
stars. He was a man of incredible faith, integ- 
rity, and love. Jim served in the Ohio Army 
National Guard from 1959 to 1964, and from 
1971 to 1979, he was the mayor of Shreve, 
Ohio. During this time he was president of the 
Wayne County Mayors Association and presi- 
dent of the Shreve Friends of the Library. Jim 
was also a member of the Shreve Police and 
Fire Departments. He continued his public 
service as a member of the Wayne County 
Board of Elections from 1980 to 1999, and 
served as the board’s chairman from 1989 to 
1999; Jim also served as chairman of the 
Wayne County Republican Party from 1981 to 
2000. 


In 2001, Jim was elected to the Ohio House 
of Representatives, an office he held until 
2009. During his time in the legislature, he 
held a number of positions including Assistant 
Majority Whip, Majority Whip, and Assistant 
Majority Floor Leader. He also led as the 
Chairman of the House State Government 
Committee and Chairman of the Ohio House 
and Senate Cancer Caucus. After his tenure 
in the Ohio House of Representatives, Jim 
was elected Commissioner for Wayne County 
from 2009 until this year. Jim loved his com- 
munity. He served as a Merit Badge Coun- 
selor for the Boy Scouts’ Citizen in the Nation 
merit badge. He was also very proud to be a 
longtime fan of Tri-Way-Shreve School and 
sports, and loved to cheer on the home team. 

Jim is survived by his wife Carolyn, his 
daughters Keely and Debbie, grandchildren 
Matt, Lindsay, Jamie, Garrett, Grace, and 
Gavin; great-grandchildren, Aubrey, Gage, and 
Evelyn, and his sisters, Ruth Flinner and Jane 
Carmichael. 

| ask my colleagues in the House to join me 
in paying tribute to a reliable friend, a thought- 
ful lawmaker, and very simply, a good man. 


KINGWOOD HIGH SCHOOL RUGBY 
HON. TED POE 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 8, 2016 


Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to congratulate the Kingwood Girls’ Rugby 
Club 2015-2016 team for going undefeated in 
the regular season, making it to the state 
finals, and participating in the 2016 High 
School Division at the Penn Mutual Rugby 
Championship in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 
Their achievement is a testament to the dedi- 
cation of head coach, Josh Dill, and assistant 
coach, Nick Carline, and the players work 
ethic. Balancing school and athletics is not an 
easy task and these student athletes work 
hard in the classroom and continually strive to 
improve their craft. The families, teachers, 
friends, and the entire community are very 
proud of the Kingwood Girls’ Rugby team. It is 
with great pleasure to recognize the members 
of the 2015-2016 Kingwood Girls’ Rugby 
team: 

Amber Balow 

Mckenzie Borchers 

Isabelle Haro 

Ella Hurley 

Avery Lobusch 

Delanna Martin 

Bryanna Matschiner 

Monica Reescano 

Katie Rozum 

Deja Steinbrecher 

Sierra Titus 

Jennifer Villanueva 

Taylor Welch 


Tori Wilson 

Nick Carline (assistant coach) 
Josh Dill (head coach) 

And that’s just the way it is. 


a 


HONORING THE 25TH ANNIVER- 
SARY OF MACEDONIAN INDE- 
PENDENCE 


HON. CANDICE S. MILLER 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 8, 2016 


Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise today to recognize the Macedonian-Amer- 
ican community in honor of their homeland’s 
25th Independence Day. The people of the 
Republic of Macedonia voted on September 8, 
1991, to officially gain independence from the 
former Yugoslavia. By voting for independ- 
ence, the people decided that it was time for 
their country to forge its own democratic path 
and to begin a new era in their history. This 
25th anniversary of their independence pro- 
vides us all an opportunity to recognize the 
Macedonian-American community’s significant 
contributions within the United States. 

But first, | would like to ask for a moment of 
silence for the 24 victims of devastating floods 
that affected Macedonia’s capital Skopje 
(Scop-yay) last month, which left hundreds in- 
jured and thousands displaced. Our own gov- 
ernment provided over $50,000 in aid to help 
these flood victims and repair schools in time 
for the start of the school year. 

Since 2001, Macedonia has been one of the 
staunchest allies of the United States in the 
War on Terror. Macedonia was the fourth and 
fifth largest contributor of troops, per capita, in 
the mission in Afghanistan. Macedonian troops 
guarded American troops at the compound in 
Kabul. And, Macedonia welcomed 50,000 and 
400,000 refugees during the wars in Bosnia 
and Kosovo, respectively. For a country of lit- 
tle over two million, Macedonia has done its 
fair share and deserves to be in NATO. On 
that note, | ask that you join me, and 35 col- 
leagues, in cosponsoring H. Res. 56 in sup- 
port of Macedonia’s NATO accession as soon 
as possible. 

With American support, Macedonia has be- 
come a model of stability in a region known 
for ethnic strife and tension. Up until earlier 
this year, Macedonia was struck with the un- 
precedented refugee crisis facing Europe, as 
hundreds of thousands of migrants and refu- 
gees fled war-torn countries in the Middle East 
and North Africa. In one year, an estimated 
one million migrants traveled through Mac- 
edonia, and the country’s institutions orga- 
nized an orderly response to the influx of peo- 
ple, including organizing daily trains to ferry 
migrants from the southern to the northern 
border. If the partnership between the United 
States and Macedonia is to remain strong, the 
country needs our continued support. 


@ This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 


Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor. 
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| also use this opportunity to urge Macedo- 
nia’s leaders to continue strengthening their 
institutions and reforming its democracy and 
rule of law, especially following the slated De- 
cember 11, 2016 elections, which will prove a 
true test of its democracy. 

As a way to recognize and strengthen this 
strategic U.S.-Macedonia partnership, | started 
the first Congressional Caucus on Macedonia 
and Macedonian-Americans. This Caucus is a 
bipartisan group of members of Congress 
dedicated to maintaining and strengthening a 
positive and mutually beneficial relationship 
between the United States and the Republic of 
Macedonia, as well as advocating for the con- 
cerns and interests of the Macedonian-Amer- 
ican community in the United States. 

Michigan’s 10th District has one of the larg- 
est populations of Macedonian-Americans in 
the Nation. | would like to acknowledge their 
contributions to our District and our State, and 
| look forward to continuing that relationship as 
we deal with the problems facing our great 
Nation. 

Again, congratulations to all of Macedonian 
heritage for their achievements as we com- 
memorate this important 25th anniversary of 
Macedonia’s independence. 

Long Live Macedonia 
Makedonija) 

Long Live the United States (Da Zivee 
Amerika) 


(Da Zivee 


a 


“TURN THE PAGE” LITERACY 
INITIATIVE 


HON. TED POE 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 8, 2016 


Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, every sum- 
mer youth without access to books lose aca- 
demic skills, while those who are reading con- 
tinue to make progress in developing their pro- 
ficiency. Studies show that summer learning 
loss is a significant cause of the achievement 
gap between lower- and higher-income youth. 
Students from low-income households learn at 
the same rate as their peers while school is in 
session, but while middle- and upper-income 
students show slight gains in their reading per- 
formance after the summer months, lower in- 
come students experience a two-month loss in 
reading achievement. 

It is what teachers refer to as the “summer 
slide” or “summer setback.” This loss is cu- 
mulative: while teachers spend 4 to 6 weeks 
re-teaching material to the students who have 
fallen behind over the summer, other students 
are progressing with their skills. The result? 
By the end of the sixth grade, children who 
lose reading skills during the summer are on 
average 2 years behind their peers. Even 
more startling is the conclusion of University of 
Nevada research, which has shown that stu- 
dents without access to books are less likely 
to complete their basic education. 

The simple fact is that there are fewer op- 
portunities for daily summer reading when 
both parents are away at work. Without ac- 
cess to books, our kids fall behind. 

My daughter teaches English at Baylor Uni- 
versity. She has dedicated her life to edifying 
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the young people of this country by instilling in 
them a love for reading, and for the intellectual 
tradition it gives them access to. This love 
needs to start early, and the inheritance of 
that tradition should be accessible to all Amer- 
icans. That is why | am proud of the efforts of 
KHOU and Star Furniture, who are rolling out 
a new community effort to increase the literacy 
rate in Houston. They are soliciting donations 
for the non-profit group “Books Between 
Kids,” which provides at-risk children with 
books that they can keep in their home. We 
need more programs like this in our country. 


IN HONOR OF JAN BLACK 
HON. SAM FARR 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 8, 2016 


Mr. FARR. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to com- 
mend the remarkable personal and profes- 
sional achievements of Dr. Jan Black, a great 
educator, selfless activist, and dear personal 
friend. Jan is at the same time a model Amer- 
ican and a global citizen. Over the years she 
has devoted countless hours to local political 
campaigns for offices ranging from the Presi- 
dent and Congress to city council and school 
board. Equally, she has been a tireless advo- 
cate and traveled around the world on behalf 
of international education and human rights. 

Jan has taught for many years at the 
Middlebury Institute of International Studies in 
Monterey, California. She earned her BA in Art 
and Spanish from the University of Ten- 
nessee. She earned her MA in Latin American 
Studies and PhD in International Studies at 
the American University School of Inter- 
national Service in Washington DC. 

Jan’s international experience includes Sen- 
ior Associate Membership at St. Antony’s Col- 
lege, Oxford University; Fulbright, Mellon and 
other grants and Fellowships in South Amer- 
ica, the Caribbean, and India; on-site or short- 
term teaching and honorary faculty positions in 
several Latin American countries, and exten- 
sive overseas lecturing and research. She was 
also a Peace Corps Volunteer in Chile and a 
faculty member with the University of Pitts- 
burgh’s Semester-at-Sea program. 

Jan was a research professor in the Division 
of Public Administration, University of New 
Mexico, and editor and research administrator 
in American University’s Foreign Area Studies 
Division. She has also served on some two 
dozen international editorial and non-govern- 
mental organization boards and has published 
numerous articles and books, including most 
recently a 2009 book titled “The Politics of 
Human Rights Protection.” 

In 2011, Jan was elected to the Board of Di- 
rectors of Amnesty International USA, she is a 
member of the Advisory Boards of the Inter- 
national Political Science Association’s Com- 
mittee on Civil-Military Affairs; the Global Stud- 
ies Program of California State University, San 
Jose; and the PhD Fellowship Program of the 
U.S. Inter-American Foundation. 

Mr. Speaker, | know | speak for the whole 
House in recognizing Dr. Jan Black for her re- 
markable personal and professional achieve- 
ments. The world is a better place because of 
her efforts. 


September 8, 2016 


RECOGNIZING THE 90TH BIRTHDAY 
OF THE CITY OF MIAMI SPRINGS 


HON. MARIO DIAZ-BALART 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 8, 2016 


Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Speaker, | rise to 
recognize the city of Miami Springs on the oc- 
casion of its 90th birthday. 

Miami Springs was founded in 1926 by avia- 
tion pioneer Glenn H. Curtiss. Since that time, 
Miami Springs has grown to be home to 
14,000 Floridians who prize the town for its 
small-town feel and civic amenities. 

Miami Springs has been distinguished with 
several awards. In recognition of the historic 
nature of the town and numerous buildings 
and memorials that illustrate Florida history, 
the city was designated a “Preserve America 
Community” by former First Lady Laura Bush 
in 2008. Today, visitors and residents can tour 
over twenty historic sites. Additionally, Miami 
Springs has been certified as a Tree City USA 
since 1993. 

For 90 years, Miami Springs has profited 
from and contributed to the community sur- 
rounding Miami International Airport. The city 
is a vibrant part of South Florida, and con- 
tinues to be a wonderful place to live, raise a 
family, and open a business. | am proud to 
have collaborated with the thriving City of 
Miami Springs, and look forward to partnering 
with its leaders for many years to come. 

Mr. Speaker, | am honored to pay tribute to 
the City of Miami Springs on this auspicious 
milestone, and | ask my colleagues to join me 
in recognizing this exceptional city. 


CONSTITUTION WEEK 2016 


HON. TOM RICE 


OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 8, 2016 


Mr. RICE of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, | 
would like to submit the following proclama- 
tion: 

Whereas, it is the privilege and duty of the 
American people to commemorate the two 
hundred and twenty-ninth anniversary of the 
drafting of the Constitution of the United 
States of America by the Constitutional Con- 
vention; and 

Whereas, it is fitting and proper to officially 
recognize this magnificent document and the 
anniversary of its creation; and 

Whereas, public law 915 guarantees the 
issuing of a proclamation each year by the 
President of the United States of America des- 
ignating September 17 through 23 as Con- 
stitution Week; 

Now, therefore, lI, TOM RICE, by virtue of the 
authority vested in me as Representative of 
the Seventh District of the State of South 
Carolina, do hereby proclaim September 17 
through 23, 2016 to be Constitution Week and 
ask our citizens to reaffirm the ideals the 
Framers of the Constitution had in 1787. 


September 8, 2016 


HONORING EAGLE SCOUT REECE 
O’CONNOR 


HON. PETER J. ROSKAM 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 8, 2016 


Mr. ROSKAM. Mr. Speaker, | am pleased to 
recognize Reece O’Connor, an exceptional 
and accomplished young man from the Sixth 
District of Illinois. Reece is a senior at 
Hinsdale Central High School and has not 
only earned the rank of Eagle Scout but has 
earned every single merit badge the Boy 
Scouts of America have to offer. 

This achievement represents many years of 
diligence and personal determination in sup- 
port of the ideals of scouting. What makes this 
achievement even more impressive is the fact 
that Reece did not join Boy Scouts until the 
7th grade. 

Even with the late start, Reece made it his 
goal to “catch up” to the rest of his scout 
mates—and ultimately he surpassed his goal. 
While the Scouts only offer 136 merit badges, 
he currently has 138 badges. The Boy Scouts 
frequently add new badges and retire old ones 
for special occasions; for example Reece 
earned several badges that were only offered 
during the Scouts’ 100th anniversary. Accord- 
ing to a spokesman for the Boy Scouts of 
America Reece’s success is “an extremely 
rare achievement.” 

Reece’s Eagle Scout project was also an 
impressive accomplishment. In 2013, the sum- 
mer before he started high school, he orga- 
nized a shoe drive and collected more than 
1,000 pairs of shoes. These shoes were sent 
to people in Oklahoma displaced by torna- 
does, and to refugees in Nicaragua and 
Rwanda. Reece is a testament to the Boy 
Scouts organization and all that it stands for. 

Mr. Speaker, please join me in honoring 
Reece for his remarkable achievements. 


EE 


11TH ANNUAL NATIONAL NIGHT 
OUT IN THE CITY OF BULVERDE, 
TEXAS ON OCTOBER 4, 2016 


HON. LAMAR SMITH 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 8, 2016 


Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, National 
Night Out is an annual community-building 
campaign that promotes police-community 
partnerships and neighborhood camaraderie in 
order to make our neighborhoods safer. The 
City of Bulverde, which is located in the 21st 
Congressional District in Texas, facilitates Na- 
tional Night Out as a unique opportunity to join 
with thousands of other communities across 
the country in promoting cooperative, police- 
community crime prevention efforts. 

Congratulations to the City of Bulverde as it 
marks its 11th consecutive year participating 
in this important event with the Bulverde Po- 
lice Department. Each year, community partici- 
pation has increased. In 2015, Bulverde 
placed 2nd in Texas in the National Night Out 
Awards Program and 14th in the U.S. in their 
population category. 


EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


Thanks go to the citizens of Bulverde as 
they join the Bulverde Police Department and 
the National Association of Town Watch in 
supporting the Annual National Night Out on 
October 4, 2016. These efforts keep our com- 
munities, and our citizens, more safe and se- 
cure. 


u 


HONORING THE LIFE AND SERVICE 
OF ST. JOHN THE BAPTIST FIRE 
CHIEF SPENCER CHAUVIN 


HON. CEDRIC L. RICHMOND 


OF LOUISIANA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 8, 2016 


Mr. RICHMOND. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to recognize the life and service of St. John 
the Baptist Fire Chief Spencer Chauvin. Chief 
Chauvin lost his life on August 28th after 
being struck by a charter bus while responding 
to a car accident. 

From the time he was a teenager, Chauvin 
knew that he wanted to serve his community 
by following in the footsteps of his father and 
grandfather who both served as firefighters. At 
the age of 14, Chauvin became a volunteer 
firefighter with the St. John the Baptist Parish 
Westside Volunteer Fire Department. 

He continued to show his dedication to serv- 
ice by working as an EMT for Acadian Ambu- 
lance then later receiving his Associate’s De- 
gree in Fire Science. In 2004, Chauvin joined 
the St. John the Baptist Fire Department full- 
time where he then became District Chief. 

After 40 years of service, Chief Chauvin 
leaves behind a legacy that will resonate for 
years to come. My deepest condolences and 
prayers are with Chief Chauvin’s family, his 
fellow firefighters, and especially his two 
young children. 


FL INVENTOR HALL OF FAME 2016 


HON. GUS M. BILIRAKIS 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 8, 2016 


Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor the seven inventors who have been rec- 
ognized as the 2016 Inductees of the Florida 
Inventors Hall of Fame. These inventors were 
nominated by their peers and have undergone 
the scrutiny of the Florida Inventors Hall of 
Fame Selection Committee, having had their 
innovations deemed as making a significant 
impact for the citizens of Florida and the 
United States on quality of life, economic de- 
velopment, and welfare of society. 

The Florida Inventors Hall of Fame was 
founded in 2013 by Paul R. Sanberg, Senior 
Vice President for Research, Innovation and 
Economic Development, and Judy Genshaft, 
President, at the University of South Florida. It 
was recognized by the Florida Senate with 
Senate Resolution 1756 and adopted on April 
30, 2014. Its mission is to encourage individ- 
uals of all ages and backgrounds to strive to- 
ward the betterment of Florida and society 
through continuous, groundbreaking innovation 
by commending the incredible scientific work 
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that has been or is being accomplished in 
Florida and by its citizens. 

Nominations to the Florida Inventors Hall of 
Fame are open to all Florida inventors who 
are or who were residents of Florida and 
whose connection to the state has informed 
their inventive work. The nominee must be a 
named inventor on a patent issued by the 
United States Patent and Trademark Office. 
The impact of the inventor and his or her in- 
vention should be significant to society as a 
whole, and the invention should have been 
commercialized, utilized, or led to important in- 
novations. 

The 2016 Inductees of the Florida Inventors 
Hall of Fame are: William Dalton, Tampa phy- 
sician, founder and CEO of M2Gen at Moffitt 
Cancer Center, for his revolutionary develop- 
ments in personalized cancer treatment; Yogi 
Goswami, Distinguished Professor at the Uni- 
versity of South Florida in Tampa, for his pio- 
neering contributions and technology develop- 
ment in solar energy and indoor air quality; 
Alan Marshall, professor and chief scientist at 
Florida State University in Tallahassee, who 
invented the Fourier transform ion cyclotron 
resonance (FT-ICR) mass spectrometry, used 
to analyze complex structures; Nicholas 
Muzyczka, microbiologist at University of Flor- 
ida in Gainesville, whose ground breaking re- 
search in adeno-associated virus has led to 
numerous breakthroughs in gene therapy; Jac- 
queline Quinn, environmental engineer at Ken- 
nedy Space Center in Cape Canaveral, who 
invented multiple, globally-impacting environ- 
mental cleanup technologies, including 
NASA’s most licensed and recognized tech- 
nology for groundwater remediation, 
Emulsified Zero Valent Iron (EZVI); Andrew 
Schally, Nobel Laureate, Distinguished Pro- 
fessor at University of Miami School of Medi- 
cine, and Distinguished Medical Research Sci- 
entist and Chief of the Endocrine, Polypeptide 
and Cancer Institute at the Miami Veterans Af- 
fairs Medical Center, for his discovery of hypo- 
thalamic hormones and subsequent applica- 
tions of their analogues to treatment of cancer 
and other diseases; and MJ Soileau, professor 
at the University of Central Florida in Orlando, 
for his innovative research in the advancement 
of high energy laser optics used by the De- 
partment of Defense and leading the develop- 
ment of UCF’s internationally recognized Cen- 
ter for Research & Education in Optics & La- 
sers (CREOL). 

These contributions made to society through 
innovation and invention are significant and 
life changing. | commend these individuals for 
the work they have done to benefit the world. 
In contemplating the work of these inventors, 
future generations can strive to emulate these 
honorees and their dedication to innovation. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
HON. KYRSTEN SINEMA 


OF ARIZONA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, September 8, 2016 

Ms. SINEMA. Mr. Speaker, | was unavoid- 
ably detained. Had | been present, | would 


have voted: 
Roll Call Number 479, yes. 
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Roll Call Number 480, yes. 


EE 


IN RECOGNITION OF HOME IN- 
STEAD SENIOR CARE’S 10TH AN- 
NIVERSARY 


HON. BARBARA COMSTOCK 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 8, 2016 


Mrs. COMSTOCK. Mr. Speaker, please 
allow me to take a moment to congratulate the 
Home Instead Senior Care in Manassas, Vir- 
ginia who are celebrating their 10th anniver- 
sary this October. Opened by Jack and Jac- 
queline St. Clair in 2006, Home Instead pro- 
vides quality care to nearly 600 senior citizens 
throughout our great Commonwealth. 

Home Instead caregivers seek to build qual- 
ity relationships with the clients they serve, 
giving a personal touch to home care. The 
company operations are all derived from their 
mission “to enhance the lives of again adults 
and their families”. This mission is evident as 
their care allows seniors to remain at home 
with family where they are comfortable and 
happy. Home Instead Senior Care in Manas- 
sas is a company run with compassion and a 
focus on providing excellent care for their cli- 
ents. As local residents themselves, Jack and 
Jacqueline St. Clair pride themselves on pro- 
viding friendly and responsive service to their 
neighbors and have dedicated themselves to 
making their community a better place to live 
for seniors and their families. 

In closing Mr. Speaker, | ask that my col- 
leagues join me in sending our most sincere 
appreciation to a company that has given so 
much to their neighbors. Jack, Jacqueline, and 
the staff at Home Instead Senior Care in Ma- 
nassas serve as an example to all. On behalf 
of Virginia’s 10th Congressional District | wish 
them continued success in the future. 


IN RECOGNITION OF TIO TACHIAS 
HON. KYRSTEN SINEMA 


OF ARIZONA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 8, 2016 


Ms. SINEMA. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize the tenure and accomplishments of 
a community leader, an elected official, and an 
advocate for higher education in Arizona, Mr. 
Tio Tachias. 

Mr. Tachias has proudly served the state of 
Arizona for over 40 years through his work as 
a Coconino County Supervisor, a member of 
the Arizona Board of Regents and a board 
member for countless community and edu- 
cational organizations. 

He developed personal and political relation- 
ships with Arizona Governors Castro, Babbitt, 
Mofford and Napolitano and is widely regarded 
as the best person to identify, register and 
turnout new voters on the Navajo Nation. His 
work contributed to countless electoral vic- 
tories and he has helped thousands of new 
voters exercise their right to vote on Election 
Day. 

Mr. Tachias has also served as a mentor for 
the next generation of Latino and Native 
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American youth in Arizona. He has been in- 
volved in organizations such as the Boy’s and 
Gir’s Club of Flagstaff, the Phoenix Boys 
Choir and Northern Arizona Crisis Nursery. 

Arizona is lucky to have Tio as part of our 
community and | know that even in retirement 
he will continue to contribute to our state in 
countless ways. 


Ee 


CITY OF BRONSON’S 
SESQUICENTENNIAL CELEBRATION 


HON. TIM WALBERG 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 8, 2016 


Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in 
recognition of the City of Bronson’s Sesqui- 
centennial celebration. 

The city of Bronson—located in the heart of 
Branch County—was first incorporated as a 
village in 1866 under the name Bronson’s 
Prairie. Named for Jabez B. Bronson, who 
was the first settler to the area and later the 
first village postmaster, Bronson was officially 
chartered as a city in 1934. 

Known as the “Gladiolus Capital of the 
United States,” Bronson grows the finest gla- 
diola flowers along with other diverse agricul- 
tural commodities on over 300 local farms. 
The city is also home to a strong industrial 
base, with a mixture of precision metal ma- 
chining, tool and die, and automotive assem- 
bly, among numerous other manufacturing 
shops. 

With its many lakes and trails, farmer’s mar- 
kets, and concerts in the park, Bronson is 
busy with countless activities for all. Its yearly 
Polish Festival attracts visitors from throughout 
the region, featuring Polish food, vendors, 
crafters, and a parade. 

A gem of the community—the Bronson Pub- 
lic Library—remains as one of the few remain- 
ing Carnegie Libraries still in its original 
unaltered configuration. 

It is truly an honor to commemorate this ex- 
citing celebration for the people of Bronson— 
where family, friends, and neighbors proudly 
come together to make the community a spe- 
cial place to call home. Congratulations to the 
citizens of Bronson as they celebrate 150 
years. 


ES 


THANKING TINA HANONU FOR HER 
DEDICATED SERVICE TO THE 
HOUSE 


HON. CANDICE S. MILLER 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 8, 2016 


Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise today to acknowledge and thank Ms. Tina 
Hanonu, who, after 31 years of dedicated 
service to the United States House of Rep- 
resentatives, retired August 5, 2016. 

Tina began her career in 1984 serving as 
an advisor and consultant to Representative 
Connie Morella and went on to become a sen- 
ior systems administrator for Representative 
Sherwood Boehlert. Recognizing her technical 
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know-how and proven ability to provide seam- 
less customer solutions in the IT field, Ms. 
Hanonu was hired by the House’s Chief Ad- 
ministrative Officer as a systems administrator 
for House Information Resources. During her 
tenure with House Information Resources, Ms. 
Hanonu was promoted multiple times and took 
on several important roles, including the Direc- 
tor of Technology Support, Assistant Chief Ad- 
ministrative Officer and then finally the Senior 
Advisor for the Transition to the 115th Con- 
gress. 

Having worked in various capacities on the 
Hill, Tina developed a comprehensive under- 
standing of the House’s complex IT needs and 
worked tirelessly to serve the House commu- 
nity. Tina’s colleagues at the CAO and the 
countless congressional offices she worked 
with over the course of her three-decade ca- 
reer, not only praised her many skills, but also 
her upbeat attitude, positive approach to every 
problem and strong work ethic that cultivated 
strong relationships between Member offices 
and administrative House organizations. 

Ms. Hanonu’s supervisor, Chief Information 
Officer Catherine Szpindor, praised Tina’s 
“deep commitment to the House and genuine 
love for the role she played in supporting the 
Member, Committee, and Leadership offices 
and CAO offices over her 31 year tenure.” 

Tina once said that despite her many years 
working on the Hill, she would get 
“goosebumps every day” when she saw the 
Capitol Dome. The privilege of working here at 
the Capitol was not lost on Ms. Hanonu and 
it showed every day. Mr. Speaker, | think it’s 
clear that those who worked with Ms. Hanonu 
considered it a privilege to call her a colleague 
and a friend. 

On behalf of the U.S. House of Representa- 
tives, | personally congratulate Tina on her re- 
tirement, and thank her for her outstanding 
dedication and contributions to this institution. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING TEXAS 
INSTRUMENTS INCORPORATED 


HON. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 8, 2016 


Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 
Mr. Speaker, today | rise to applaud the work 
of Texas Instruments Incorporated and to rec- 
ognize the important contributions they have 
made to accelerate U.S. innovation and in- 
crease access to high-quality science, tech- 
nology, engineering, and mathematics (STEM) 
education in my home state of Texas. 

Texas Instruments was founded in 1951, 
when Cecil H. Green, J. Erik Jonsson, Eugene 
McDermott, and Patrick E. Haggerty reorga- 
nized Geophysical Service Incorporated after 
the company had produced the world’s first 
commercial silicon transistor. They evolved the 
business from a company primarily serving the 
oil and gas industry to a semiconductor manu- 
facturer. As an organization fundamentally 
built by engineers and scientists, research and 
development has always been a top priority. 
Sincere in their desire to invest in innovation 
and education in their own community, the 
founders helped establish the University of 
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Texas at Dallas in 1969 with the vision of cre- 
ating a local science, technology, and re- 
search institution. 

Over the years, the leadership of Texas In- 
struments has not lost the vision of the found- 
ers. They have continued a commitment to im- 
proving STEM education in Texas and cre- 
ating high-skilled jobs across the nation by in- 
vesting in the surrounding community and 
schools and by maintaining manufacturing fa- 
cilities within the United States. 

In early August 2016, Texas Instruments 
and the Texas Instruments Foundation an- 
nounced a commitment of $5.4 million to the 
advancement of STEM education in public 
schools, with an emphasis on creating oppor- 
tunities for girls and minorities. The majority of 
this contribution will be distributed to North 
Texas schools, including $1.7 million for 
Southern Methodist University to train a large 
new cadre of middle school science teachers. 
An additional $2 million will support the profes- 
sional development of math and science 
teachers as well as teacher training for Ad- 
vanced Placement courses through the proven 
National Math and Science Initiative. 

Mr. Speaker, Texas Instrument’s generous 
2016 contribution to STEM education is testa- 
ment to their unwavering 65-year commitment 
to the Dallas area and to our nation. Their 
philanthropic history represents the best of 
what can be accomplished in partnership be- 
tween companies and their local communities. 
| am proud to honor Texas Instruments today, 
and | look forward to all they will continue to 
do in the future. 


ee 


IN RECOGNITION OF THE 125TH AN- 
NIVERSARY OF THE RIALTO UNI- 
FIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 


HON. NORMA J. TORRES 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 8, 2016 


Mrs. TORRES. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize the Rialto Unified School District 
(USD) on their 125th anniversary. For 125 
years, the Rialto USD has taken part in edu- 
cating our children and fostering the bright 
leaders of tomorrow. 

Rialto USD services a diverse population of 
approximately 25,500 students, with more than 
2,700 district employees. Presently, the Dis- 
trict has three comprehensive high schools, 
one adult education school, one continuation 
high school, 5 middle schools, 19 elementary 
schools, and 20 preschools. Not only is the Ri- 
alto USD the largest employer of the City, but 
they are always looking for ways to give back 
to their community. They embrace a vision of 
providing an education that prepares all stu- 
dents for their future. They pursue a mission 
to provide high levels of instruction for all stu- 
dents and to inspire every student to set goals 
and maximize their potential. 

In 2010, Rialto USD inaugurated the ‘Cesar 
Chavez/Dolores Huerta Center for Education,’ 
a new professional development center and 
location for community events. 

Under the leadership of Dr. Cuauhtémoc 
Avila, the District’s first Latino school chief, Ri- 
alto USD has received several awards includ- 


EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


ing state academic, athletic, and fine arts 
awards. In 2015, Dollahan and Myers Elemen- 
tary Schools in Rialto were honored as the 
California ‘Gold Ribbon Schools’ which recog- 
nizes outstanding educational programs and 
practices. 

For their many contributions to the greater 
community of Rialto, | would like to recognize 
the Rialto Unified School District for their 125 
years of service to the 35th District. 


Se 


HONORING DR. JUAN QUINTANA, 
DNP, MHS, CRNA, PRESIDENT OF 
THE AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF 
NURSE ANESTHETISTS 


HON. JANICE D. SCHAKOWSKY 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 8, 2016 


Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to pay tribute to Dr. Juan Quintana, 
DNP, MHS, CRNA. Dr. Quintana will soon 
complete his year as national president of the 
American Association of Nurse Anesthetists 
(AANA) whose headquarters are located in my 
district. | am proud that Dr. Quintana was 
elected as 2015-2016 president, and | want to 
congratulate him on his year of leadership of 
this prestigious national organization. 

Certified Registered Nurse Anesthetists 
(CRNAs) are advanced practice registered 
nurses who administer approximately 43 mil- 
lion anesthetics to patients each year. They 
work in every setting where anesthesia is de- 
livered, including the Veteran Health Adminis- 
tration, Department of Defense, hospital sur- 
gical suites, obstetrical delivery rooms, ambu- 
latory surgical centers, and the offices of den- 
tists, podiatrists, and specialty surgeons. They 
also provide acute and chronic pain manage- 
ment services to patients in need of such 
care. CRNAs provide anesthesia for all types 
of surgical cases and are the sole anesthesia 
providers in many rural hospitals. 

The president of Sleepy Anesthesia, an an- 
esthesia practice founded in 1999, Dr. Quin- 
tana has been practicing anesthesia since 
1997. Graduating with a Doctor of Nursing 
Practice degree from Texas Christian Univer- 
sity in 2009, Dr. Quintana is a leader in the 
area of education and evaluation of cost-effec- 
tiveness and efficiency. A highly sought-after 
lecturer, he has been invited to speak at hos- 
pitals and numerous anesthesia meetings on 
the state and national levels about the busi- 
ness of anesthesia, cost effectiveness of best 
anesthesia practice models, cost effectiveness 
of anesthesia professionals, and anesthesia 
billing and compliance. 

In 2010, Dr. Quintana became the first 
CRNA to serve on the Medicare Evidence De- 
velopment and Coverage Advisory Council 
(MEDCAC), an independent body that pro- 
vides the Medicare agency guidance and ex- 
pert advice on the science and technology af- 
fecting healthcare delivery. 

Dr. Quintana, is also an educator, ex-officio 
faculty to the Texas Christian University (TCU) 
Doctor of Nursing Practice program, and ad- 
junct faculty to TCU’s Nurse Anesthesia Pro- 
gram, both in Fort Worth, Texas. Dr. Quintana 
resides in Winnsboro, Texas. 
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During his AANA Presidency, Dr. Quintana 
has been a prominent advocate before federal 
agencies and with members of Congress for 
nurse anesthetists and the patients they serve 
so well. He has worked tirelessly to improve 
veterans’ access to care through recognition 
of CRNAs and other advanced practice reg- 
istered nurses as Full Practice Authority Pro- 
viders in the Veterans Health Administration 
(VHA), promote anesthesia patient safety and 
the value of CRNAs to our healthcare system, 
ensure proper implementation of the provider 
non-discrimination provision of the Affordable 
Care Act, and obtain appropriate recognition 
of the full scope of CRNA practice including 
pain management and related services in the 
Medicare system. 

| extend my sincere congratulations to Dr. 
Quintana today on a job well done. His service 
to the AANA, our veterans, and patients is 
deeply appreciated, and his commitment to 
guaranteeing access to high quality health 
care nationwide is commendable. | ask my 
colleagues to join me in recognizing his nota- 
ble career and outstanding achievements. 


Ee 


INTRODUCTION OF THE LIMITING 
INHUMANE FEDERAL TRAPPING 
(LIFT) FOR PUBLIC SAFETY ACT 


HON. EARL BLUMENAUER 


OF OREGON 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 8, 2016 


Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, today | 
am introducing legislation to severely restrict 
the use of inhumane body-gripping traps on 
certain public lands and by certain public offi- 
cials. Countless dogs, cats, and wild animals 
are injured and killed each year in body-grip- 
ping traps such as leg and foothold, Conibear, 
and snare traps. These traps are used by fed- 
eral agencies, state and local governments, 
private entities, and individual trappers to 
catch creatures for their fur, keep animals 
away from livestock and crops, and even for 
recreational purposes. Unfortunately, body- 
gripping traps subject captured animals to in- 
tense pain—sometimes for hours or even 
days—before they may eventually die from de- 
hydration, injuries, predation, or when a trap- 
per eventually finds them. Furthermore, these 
traps are non-selective in their victims, and 
may capture and even kill non-target species 
such as pets and other companion animals, 
particularly if set in popular areas. There are 
many effective non-lethal methods that can be 
deployed in place of these cruel traps. 

Wildlife Services, a federal agency notorious 
for its secrecy and use of inhumane animal 
management techniques, is responsible for the 
death or capture of thousands of animals per 
year in cruel body-gripping traps, often used 
as a first resort. Wildlife Services also advises 
and enters into contracts and cooperative 
agreements with state and local governments, 
as well as with private entities, to kill animals 
using these traps. Other federal agencies, too, 
use body-gripping traps to control animal spe- 
cies—too often without attempting more hu- 
mane, effective, and non-lethal control options 
first. This bill will severely limit Wildlife Serv- 
ices’ and other agencies’ ability to deploy or 
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counsel others to deploy cruel body-gripping 
traps, increasing transparency for this agency 
and ensuring that taxpayer dollars are 
prioritized for nonlethal methods of control. 

Although trapping is regulated at the state 
level, federal land management agencies have 
oversight of where and when trapping occurs 
on federal land. Unfortunately, federal agen- 
cies have limited data showing where traps 
are deployed on public lands, thereby pro- 
longing the suffering of trapped animals and 
leaving the public to learn about traps only 
when pets and humans are injured. The bill 
tackles this issue as well, making sure that 
federal agencies in the Departments of Agri- 
culture and Interior do a better job of regu- 
lating trapping by non-federal entities on public 
lands, thereby limiting cruelty and protecting 
public safety. 

In Oregon and across the country, there 
have been too many concerning examples of 
wild animals suffering and pets falling victim to 
these traps. This bill complements efforts by 
other colleagues in the House and Senate to 
crack down on the use of body-gripping traps, 
in light of the growing public acknowledgement 
that we should not and cannot continue to en- 
dorse the widespread use of these inhumane 
devices. 


——— 


BIG BEAR CITY COMMUNITY SERV- 
ICES DISTRICT CELEBRATES 
50TH ANNIVERSARY 


HON. PAUL COOK 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 8, 2016 


Mr. COOK. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in 
celebration of the Big Bear City Community 
Services District (BBCCSD) 50th anniversary. 
BBCCSD hosted a special ceremony on Mon- 
day, August 1, 2016 during their regularly 
scheduled board meeting to mark this special 
occasion. 

BBCCSD was formed in 1966 to provide 
water, solid waste, and sewer services to resi- 
dents of Big Bear City and East Valley. 

As the representative of Big Bear City in the 
U.S. House of Representatives, I’d like to con- 
gratulate BBCCSD Board President Paul 
Terry, Board Vice President John Green, 
Board Member Karyn Oxandaboure, Board 
Member Larry Walsh, and Board Member Al 
Ziegler. In addition, ld like to recognize past 
and current BBCCSD employees for their con- 
tributions to the residents of Big Bear City and 
surrounding communities. 


ES 


CAPE LOOKOUT LIFE SAVING 
STATION 


HON. WALTER B. JONES 


OF NORTH CAROLINA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 8, 2016 


Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, commencing first 
in 1848, the United States Life Saving Service 
was a federal government agency that grew 
out of private and local humanitarian efforts to 
create and man rescue stations along the 


EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


coast. These outposts were often remote. The 
men stationed there took great pride in their 
deep commitment to save the lives of ship- 
wrecked mariners and passengers, often 
against overwhelming odds. In 1874, life sav- 
ing stations were added along the coast of 
Maine, Cape Cod, and the famed Outer Banks 
of North Carolina. In 1878, this network of sta- 
tions was formally organized as a separate 
agency of the United States Department of the 
Treasury. In 1915, the Service formally 
merged with the Revenue Cutter Service to 
form the United States Coast Guard. These 
lonely, isolated outposts were always manned 
by the bravest of men who knew no fear, and 
who were dedicated to their sworn duty of res- 
cuing seamen in distress. Their motto was “to 
always go, but not always return”. Even now, 
many stories are told about the daring rescues 
by such men, some admittedly embellished a 
bit for literary interest. Proudly beat the hearts 
today of all who can call themselves their de- 
scendants. 

One of the most notable of these rescues 
occurred on a cold, blustery winters night in 
February of 1905. The three-masted schooner, 
Sarah D. J. Rawson, was two days out of 
Georgetown, South Carolina and bound for 
New York with a full cargo of lumber. While 
running under reefed sails in a heavy winter 
squall on February 8, she ran up hard 
aground on Cape Lookout Shoals at approxi- 
mately 5:00 PM. Managing as best he could 
under extreme conditions, the captain gave or- 
ders to take in all canvas and prepare for the 
worst. While the brave crew performed its 
work, a Norwegian seaman—Jacob Hansen— 
was swept overboard to his death, his body 
given up to the shoals. The violent onslaughts 
of the treacherous waves continually broke 
over the ship eventually carrying away her 
spars, deckhouses, running rigging, and life 
boat, her cargo of lumber likewise being scat- 
tered like match sticks among the unforgiving 
seas. Positioning themselves among the high- 
est points of her masts, the crewmen did the 
best they could to preserve their lives while 
hoping and praying throughout the night that 
help would soon arrive, but no doubt fearful of 
a bad ending to their ordeal. 

The following morning broke with a thick 
mantle of fog enshrouding the sea. While 
scanning the ocean at approximately noon of 
the 9th, the duty watchman of the Cape Look- 
out life saving crew who was posted atop the 
watch tower spotted the uppermost mast 
heads of the Rawson through the fog bank. 
Realizing the ship was in dire distress, he im- 
mediately called forth his fellow life savers 
from their barracks. Though many had high fe- 
vers and suffering from the flu, all leapt into 
action according to their rigorous training and 
hastened to the shore with their mule drawn 
wagon and such other equipment as they 
knew would be required. The surf boat was 
then launched through breaking seas, and 
with all hands aboard, they began to row the 
nine mile journey through the shoal waters to 
the stricken ship. Arriving on the scene about 
4 PM, the life savers found themselves seri- 
ously surrounded and endangered by floating 
wreckage and lumber being cast about in the 
waves. As night was setting in, orders were 
given to stand away a bit and wait for more fa- 
vorable sea conditions. With anchor set, these 
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crewmen spent the entire night in the freezing 
cold huddled together in their little boat, await- 
ing the morning hour when seas would sub- 
side and be more in their favor for a rescue 
attempt. Throughout the night, the surf men 
suffered greatly from exposure, fatigue, and 
hunger, but none failed or faltered to perform 
their sworn duty as life savers. 

At about 1 PM of the 10th, and with their 
hopes encouraged and renewed, the life sav- 
ers were able to commence a rescue attempt 
due to better conditions of wind and tide, and 
so they approached the Rawson close enough 
to lay in amongst the nearby wave troughs 
and cast over their “heaving line” to the deck 
of the ship. With the first attempt successful, 
the first fortunate seaman tied the rope around 
his waist, jumped into the sea, and was pulled 
to the safety of the life boat. His companions 
followed his example, and one by one in turn, 
all hands were rescued in like fashion. Once 
all were brought aboard, the life savers began 
the long, exhausting pull back to the shore, 
now loaded with the weight of fourteen men— 
eight life savers and the six rescued seamen. 
The savers gave up their oil skins and 
wrapped those and other garments about the 
huddled, suffering seamen so they could bet- 
ter endure the perils of the freezing weather. 

The crew of the Rawson had been forty- 
eight hours without food or water. The life sav- 
ers had spent twenty-eight hours in their 
cramped, open boat being cast about in the 
treacherous seas without food or sufficient 
warmth, uncertain whether a successful res- 
cue could even be achieved, given the per- 
ilous conditions. Upon their return to the 
shore, the Rawson seamen were given food 
and shelter at the station and eventually re- 
turned to their families and employers through 
intermediary assistance. The fate of the Sarah 
D. J. Rawson and her crew would never have 
been known but for the unflinching heroism of 
the crew of the Cape Lookout Life Saving Sta- 
tion. Each member was subsequently awarded 
the Gold Lifesaving Medal for extreme and 
selfless service in this famous rescue. All had 
admirably performed their sworn duty in the 
face of incredible obstacles and in the highest 
traditions of the Life Saving Service. A more 
complete report of the Rawson rescue ap- 
pears at: http://www.coastalguide.com/helms- 
man/rawsonrescue.shtml. 

The names of the members who were at- 
tached to the Cape Lookout Station and par- 
ticipated in this rescue are: William H. Gaskill 
(the “Keeper’), Kilby Guthrie, Walter M. Yeo- 
mans, Tyre Moore, James W. Fulcher, John 
E. Kirkman, Calupt T. Jarvis, and Joseph L. 
Lewis, some of the bravest “Tar Heel” sons 
ever hatched out of Carteret County homes. 
During World War Il, the U.S. Government 
made a request of these men to return their 
gold medals to support the war effort. The 
medals have never been returned to the men 
or their families. 

| thank the United States Coast Guard for 
agreeing to provide replicas of these medals 
to the surviving families of the members of the 
Cape Lookout life saving crew. These brave 
men will be honored in perpetuity by the dis- 
play of these replica medals in the Core 
Sound Waterfowl Museum in Harkers Island, 
North Carolina for their brave efforts they gave 
during the rescue of the Sarah D. J. Rawson. 
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IN RECOGNITION OF LOUDOUN 
COUNTY’S 2016 FUTURE LEADERS 


HON. BARBARA COMSTOCK 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 8, 2016 


Mrs. COMSTOCK. Mr. Speaker, | rise to ac- 
knowledge the eight Loudoun County students 
selected by the Claude Moore Charitable 
Foundation to be a part of the 2016 Future 
Leaders Program. | would like to personally 
commemorate Gabby Lewis, Ryan Wells, 
Maria Fernando Pena, Matthew Eberhart, 
Oriella Meija, Jasmine Lu, Devin MacGoy, and 
Madison Ojeda, each of whom has proven to 
be both outstanding students and remarkable 
people. They truly embody the very best of 
this nation’s values through their continued 
hard work and commitment to excellence in 
education. 

Loudoun County has continually provided a 
top notch learning environment with numerous 
opportunities and programs above and beyond 
its expectations, which has cultivated many 
young leaders like the ones | am recognizing 
today. These future leaders have developed 
amiable qualities similar to those of our na- 
tion’s leaders. This recognition is a clear testa- 
ment to the outstanding works these exem- 
plary individuals exhibit and they are deserv- 
ing of recognition. 

Mr. Speaker, it brings me immense pride to 
recognize such a fine group of students, and 
| sincerely hope that we all can live up to their 
remarkable example. | ask my colleagues to 
join me in congratulating them and | wish 
them the best of luck and continued success 
in their futures. 


EE 


IN RECOGNITION OF STATER 
BROS. 80TH ANNIVERSARY 


HON. NORMA J. TORRES 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 8, 2016 


Mrs. TORRES. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize Inland Empire based supermarket 
chain Stater Bros. on their 80th year anniver- 
sary and their commitment to provide value, 
quality, and friendly service to families all 
across Southern California. 

On August 17, 1936, the first Stater Bros. 
store was opened in the San Bernardino 
County by two World War II veteran brothers, 
Cleo & Leo Stater. The company has become 
the largest privately owned chain of super- 
market stores in Southern California and is the 
largest private employer in both San 
Bernardino County and Riverside County. 

Stater Bros. currently operates 168 super- 
markets with approximately 18,000 members 
working as part of the Stater Bros. family. As 
a company that was founded by veterans, 
nearly 2,000 employees have served or con- 
tinue to serve in multiple branches of our 
armed forces. Stater Bros. advances the leg- 
acy of its founders by continuing to give back 
to the communities it serves. 

Stater Bros. is among the top 100 privately 
owned businesses in the country and it is a 
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valued and valuable member of the commu- 
nity. They have provided funding to countless 
local organizations benefitting hunger relief, 
children’s well-being, education, health care, 
and help for our nation’s veterans. This in- 
cludes support for organizations such as 
Feeding America, Toys for Tots, the Children’s 
Fund, and the ‘Believe Walk’ to fight cancer. 

Their generosity has garnered Stater Bros. 
several honors and recognitions such as the 
Donor of the Year award from Feeding Amer- 
icas Riverside/San Bernardino chapter for 
leading efforts to donate over 3 million pounds 
of food to local food charities each year. 
Stater Bros. also received the Best Emissions 
Rate award from the U.S. Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency for helping remove nearly 40 
million pounds of waste from landfills each 
year through their Green Waste Composting 
Program. 

Because they go above and beyond to 
serve their community, | would like to recog- 
nize and congratulate Stater Bros. on their 
80th Anniversary. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
HON. KYRSTEN SINEMA 


OF ARIZONA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, September 8, 2016 

Ms. SINEMA. Mr. Speaker, | was unavoid- 
ably detained. Had | been present, | would 
have voted: Roll Call Number 481, No; Roll 
Call Number 482, No. 


IN RECOGNITION OF BURR GRAY 
HON. CHRIS VAN HOLLEN 


OF MARYLAND 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 8, 2016 


Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to recognize the remarkable service of Burr 
Gray to our community. Burr has served as 
the President of the Cabin John Citizens As- 
sociation in Cabin John, Maryland for 20 
years. He was elected to lead the Association 
in 1997 and has served the Cabin John com- 
munity with vision and distinction ever since. 

Burr is an exemplar of what it means to be 
engaged in a community. In 1997, at the be- 
ginning of his first term, Burr encouraged 
members of the Cabin John community to be- 
come volunteers, to be active in its Citizens 
Association, and to participate in the first 
Cabin John Stream Cleanup. Thanks to Burr’s 
leadership, the Cabin John Stream Cleanup is 
now a community tradition that keeps this wa- 
terway to the Potomac River and, ultimately, 
the Chesapeake Bay, clean. Burr also encour- 
aged community members to support Friends 
of Cabin John Creek, a coalition of neighbor- 
hood community organizations working to curb 
stormwater runoff. 

Burr brought the community’s love for the 
Potomac River to a new level when he began 
the Cabin John Regatta in 1999. This annual 
canoe trip has increased respect for the River 
within the community and allows members of 
the community to enjoy the natural beauty of 
Cabin John. 
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Burrs other endeavors are numerous and 
include an annual community blood drive, 
plans for a playground at the Clara Barton 
Community Center, and formation of Friends 
of the Clara Barton Community Center. The 
list goes on and on. 

In 2008, Burr spearheaded the neighbor- 
hood effort to celebrate the 400th Anniversary 
of Captain John Smith’s voyage on the Poto- 
mac River in 1608. This event brought the 
community together and led the Citizens Asso- 
ciation to publish Cabin John: Legends and 
Life of an Uncommon Place. 

Burr has served on the Boards of the Poto- 
mac Conservancy and Glen Echo Park. He 
also spearheaded efforts to preserve Gibson 
Grove, a cemetery for freed slaves. These ef- 
forts led to the restoration of the area and a 
historical panel to highlight the significance of 
the site. 

Over the last two decades, Burr has put the 
needs of the Cabin John community first and 
has personified Cabin John’s traditions of 
service and leadership. | ask my colleagues to 
join me in expressing our deepest gratitude 
and appreciation to Burr Gray for his 20 years 
of creative and visionary service to the com- 
munity. 


Ss 


OUR UNCONSCIONABLE NATIONAL 
DEBT 


HON. MIKE COFFMAN 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 8, 2016 


Mr. COFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, on January 
20, 2009, the day President Obama took of- 
fice, the national debt was 
$10,626,877,048,913.08. 

Today, it is $19,478,308,415,366.69. We've 
added $8,851 ,431,366,453.61 to our debt in 6 
years. This is over $7.5 trillion in debt our na- 
tion, our economy, and our children could 
have avoided with a balanced budget amend- 
ment. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING BURNHAM JOHN 
“BUD” PHILBROOK’S 70TH BIRTH- 
DAY 


HON. BETTY McCOLLUM 


OF MINNESOTA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 8, 2016 


Ms. MCCOLLUM. Mr. Speaker, | rise to rec- 
ognize Burnham John “Bud” Philbrook as he 
celebrates his 70th birthday. As Bud com- 
memorates this milestone with his wife 
Michele and their family, | would like to call to 
attention some of the remarkable work that 
Bud has done in his 70 years. 

As newlyweds, Bud and Michele embarked 
on a honeymoon they would later describe as 
a “blending of Disney World and the real 
world”. From Florida, Bud and Michele trav- 
eled to Guatemala to volunteer in the rural vil- 
lage of Conacaste. This experience stayed 
with Bud and Michele and changed the course 
of their lives, 

This tireless couple went on to found Saint 
Paul-based Global Volunteers. This non-profit 
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sends as many as 2,500 volunteers each year 
to 100 communities in 20 countries around the 
world. Bud and Michele understood that for 
programs like theirs to work, change had to 
come from within the developing communities. 
By building local partnerships, Global Volun- 
teers has made strides in agriculture, edu- 
cation, and public health care, impacting thou- 
sands of lives. 

Before Bud co-founded Global Volunteers, 
he was already acting as a community leader 
in Minnesota. Bud worked on the campaigns 
of Senators Eugene McCarthy and George 
McGovern. After law school, Bud represented 
the people of Minnesota in the State Legisla- 
ture, where he served on the education, agri- 
culture, and financial institutions committees. 
Later, he became the Assistant Commissioner 
for the Minnesota Department of Natural Re- 
sources. 

In 2009, Agriculture Secretary Tom Vilsack 
appointed Bud as the U.S. Department of Ag- 
riculture’s Deputy Under Secretary for Farm 
and Foreign Agricultural Services (FFAS). In 
this role, Bud coordinated the international ele- 
ments of the FFAS mission. Keeping with his 
past international development work, at the 
USDA Bud was also able to provide food aid 
as well as technical assistance to foreign 
countries in times of need. 

In his 70 years, Bud has come to exemplify 
the term “global citizen”. From his leadership 
at home in Minnesota to the countless lives 
Bud and Michele have improved around the 
world, Bud represents the positive change a 
person can make in the world. Here is to a 
happy birthday for Bud, and for many more 
years of family, health, and happiness. 


EE 


THE CENTENNIAL OF THE CRE- 
ATION OF THE UNITED STATES 
INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMIS- 
SION 


HON. SANDER M. LEVIN 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 8, 2016 


Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
commemorate the centennial of the creation of 
the United States International Trade Commis- 
sion. As Ranking Member of the Committee 
on Ways and Means, the committee that over- 
sees the Commission, | want to congratulate 
the Commission on this anniversary and the 
Commission’s staff who do important work. 

Congress has tasked the Commission with 
a number of important roles, including admin- 
istering U.S. trade remedies laws in a neutral 
and objective fashion, maintaining the har- 
monized tariff schedule, and determining 
whether foreign goods violate U.S. intellectual 
property laws or are otherwise unfairly traded. 

Congress has also called upon the Commis- 
sion to independently investigate and analyze 
a wide range of issues related to international 
economics. The Commission’s role in this re- 
gard is highlighted by the lack of detailed anal- 
ysis on many international economic issues 
that impact the lives of American workers and 
families. The impact of U.S. trade agreements 
is not a hypothetical issue, and we cannot 
simply assume that the benefits of trade will 
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outweigh its costs or that those who benefit 
will compensate those who lose. We need 
new models and new thinking regarding how 
we analyze the impact of international trade, 
and it is important that the Commission be a 
leader in that regard. 

| look forward to working with the Commis- 
sion, as it begins its second century of work, 
to ensure that the analysis of international 
trade addresses 21st century economic 
issues. 


MR. GEORGE PIRO 
HON. LEE M. ZELDIN 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 8, 2016 


Mr. ZELDIN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
pay a special tribute to Mr. George Piro, who 
passed away on July 23, 2016, at the age of 
95. 

George’s story is unlike any other. When he 
answered his country’s call to duty and en- 
listed in the U.S. Army in January of 1942 dur- 
ing World War Il, he could have never envi- 
sioned the trials and tribulations that would 
await him just a year later. In September 
1943, on his ninth combat mission, George 
was forced to parachute from a B-24 Liberator 
after it was shot down in the mountains about 
80 miles east of Rome. When they made land- 
fall, they were unfortunately taken by the local 
police and found themselves continually on 
the move from one POW camp to the next 
until they arrived at Stalag Luft 1, where they 
would spend the remainder of the war as pris- 
oners. 

George and his fellow service members 
were finally liberated on April 30, 1945, the 
same year he returned to Bellport, NY. In 
1946, he married Madeleine Myers, whom he 
had met prior to enlisting, and started working 
at the local post office. In addition to all he 
managed to accomplish as a service member 
and in his personal life; he was also a charter 
member of the VFW in East Patchogue, NY. 
George is survived by his brother, daughter, 
two grandchildren, four great-grandchildren, 
and two great-great grandchildren. 

| would like to take this opportunity to thank 
George for his years of dedication and service 
to our country and community. What he had to 
endure as a POW cannot be summarized in a 
few words; however it is important we honor 
these types of individuals as best we can. It is 
my hope that many will follow in his footsteps 
and give back to our country as graciously as 
he did. People like him are a rare breed and 
they help make not only our country, but our 
world a much safer and better place. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING THE SERVICE AND 
DEDICATION OF THE MEMBERS 
AND VOLUNTEERS AT GLEANING 
FOR THE WORLD, INC. 


HON. ROBERT HURT 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 8, 2016 


Mr. HURT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, | submit 
these remarks to recognize the service and 
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dedication of the members and volunteers at 
Gleaning for the World, Inc. 

Gleaning for the World is a non-profit, hu- 
manitarian aid organization that provides life- 
saving supplies and equipment to those in 
need at home and abroad. From its begin- 
nings in the basement of its founder, Rev- 
erend Ronald Davidson, the organization ex- 
panded to an ever-growing facility in Concord, 
Virginia and now serves more than 55 coun- 
tries. Gleaning for the World currently utilizes 
over 2,100 local volunteers and expects that 
number to increase to over 4,000 with the re- 
cent addition of its new Volunteer Center. 

The organization prides itself on operating 
innovatively and efficiently. Forbes Magazine 
recognized Gleaning for the World four of the 
last five years as “The Most Efficient Large 
Charity in America.” Rather than serving as a 
stand-alone charity, it partners with churches 
and other charitable organizations to coordi- 
nate and maximize the strengths of all for the 
common good. Over the course of 17 years, 
Gleaning for the World saved over 35 acres of 
landfill space by repurposing products for hu- 
manitarian purposes. For every dollar donated, 
it places $103 worth of supplies domestically 
and $212 worth of supplies internationally. 

Gleaning for the World serves as a first re- 
sponder non-profit for emergencies in the 
United States and provides water and other 
critical supplies within hours of natural disas- 
ters at home. Recently, the organization 
served as a critical resource in its own back- 
yard following devastating tornado damage in 
Appomattox County. Gleaning for the World 
continues that role to this day as a long-term 
relief coordinator for Appomattox County. 

| ask the Members of this House of Rep- 
resentatives to join with me in thanking Glean- 
ing for the World, Reverend Ronald Davidson, 
and all of its members and volunteers, for its 
unwavering, dedicated service at home and 
abroad. 


EE 


IN TRIBUTE TO RICHARD 
MASLOWSKI 


HON. GWEN MOORE 


OF WISCONSIN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 8, 2016 


Ms. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize Richard Maslowski who has served 
as the City of Glendale, Wisconsin’s City Ad- 
ministrator since 1980. After 36 years of ex- 
emplary service to the City of Glendale, he re- 
tired effective on August 31, 2016. Richard 
Maslowski may well be the longest-serving city 
administrator in the State of Wisconsin and is 
a native of South Milwaukee, Wisconsin. He 
held similar positions in West Bend and Butler 
prior to assuming the Glendale City Adminis- 
trator position. 

Richard Maslowski has been a trans- 
formative figure for the City of Glendale, Wis- 
consin. He leaves behind a city that has un- 
dergone major positive changes due in large 
part to his broad influence and great leader- 
ship. When Richard Maslowski started working 
as Glendale’s City Administrator, the commu- 
nity’s most visible properties were Bayshore 
Mall and Jos. Schlitz Brewing Co.’s massive 
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grain elevator. More than three decades later, 
the mall has been redeveloped as the mixed- 
use Bayshore Town Center, while a business 
park has replaced the grain elevator. 

Under Mr. Maslowski’s direction, Glendale 
created its first tax incremental financing (TIF) 
district in 1981, for a hotel project; eight more 
districts followed during his tenure. The nine 
commercial developments developed during 
Mr. Maslowski’s tenure utilizing the city’s TIF 
district authority include: hotels, business 
parks, apartments and the conversion of 
Bayshore Mall into Bayshore Town Center 
being the largest TIF project. 

Mr. Maslowski always found a way to move 
the project forward. | was proud to work with 
Richard Maslowski to obtain a federal grant to 
help finance an off-ramp from l-43 to 
Bayshore’s main parking structure on N. Port 
Washington Road. At the time, | obtained the 
funds | did not represent Glendale in Con- 
gress but had previously represented Glendale 
in Wisconsin’s State Senate. | knew the area 
well and knew what it represented for the fu- 
ture of the City of Glendale and for this devel- 
opment, Bayshore Town Center, which 
opened in 2006. 

Mr. Maslowski has been an innovator, he 
was among the first to utilize TIFs for environ- 
mental cleanup costs. In 1992, Glendale used 
a TIF for environmental cleanup costs, an un- 
usual tactic then but is now commonplace, to 
convert a closed hotel, built on the site of a 
former dump, into a new Hotel complex. Glen- 
dale also became perhaps the first city in Wis- 
consin where the developer/company paid the 
costs upfront for environmental cleanup. The 
company later received property tax rebates to 
compensate it for the environmental cleanup 
costs. 

Mr. Speaker, | am proud to recognize Mr. 
Richard Maslowski. He leaves big shoes to fill 
and a rich legacy of innovation, creativity, 
growth and sustainability for the City of Glen- 
dale. Mr. Maslowski has many skill sets and is 
always professional. However, | believe per- 
haps his strongest ability is bringing the right 
people together at critical times to complete a 
project and ultimately recreate a city. He is a 
true trailblazer. The citizens of the Fourth Con- 
gressional District, the State of Wisconsin and 
the nation have benefited tremendously from 
his dedicated service. | am honored for these 
reasons to pay tribute to Mr. Richard 
Maslowski. 


a 


HONORING NASA’S LAUNCH OF 
THE OSIRIS-REX 


HON. RAUL M. GRIJALVA 


OF ARIZONA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 8, 2016 


Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in 
honor of NASA’s launch of the spacecraft OSI- 
RIS-REx to the asteroid Bennu. | am ex- 
tremely proud that Tucson is once again a key 
player in a critical NASA mission, as it was 
with the Mars Phoenix Lander mission a few 
years ago, and many others throughout our 
Nation’s history. 

In a seven-year roundtrip mission, OSIRIS- 
REx will journey to an asteroid that NASA has 
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classified as “potentially hazardous” to Earth 
to complete a survey and return with the larg- 
est sample of extra-terrestrial material since 
the Apollo lunar missions. This program will 
yield insights into asteroid composition and 
how asteroids move in space. The most 
unique aspect of the OSIRIS-REx mission is 
the large and pristine sample that will be 
brought back to Earth, which will allow sci- 
entists to research the origins of our universe 
and galaxy and help us answer some of the 
most profound and fundamental questions that 
have intrigued mankind since our beginnings. 
We will be able to examine the composition of 
the asteroid using instruments and techniques 
that are far more advanced than those in 
space, including the potential for resources 
that could be mined from asteroids. 

The OSIRIS REx mission is funded by 
NASA and its science is led by the University 
of Arizona (UA). | would like to congratulate 
Dr. Dante Lauretta of the UA Lunar and Plan- 
etary Laboratory for his leadership as principal 
investigator and, along with his team, for 
bringing this exciting mission to the launch 
stage. | understand that Dante has been work- 
ing on this concept for the last 15 years, and 
| greatly look forward to celebrating even more 
milestones with his team as the mission pro- 
gresses. 

This mission is the latest in a long list of 
achievements by scientists at the University of 
Arizona in my home district. In fact, UA sci- 
entists have collaborated in every single 
American mission to the Moon and Mars since 
1964, including serving as the lead on the 
Phoenix Mars Mission. | look forward to an- 
nouncing the next big milestone in Aug. of 
2018, when the spacecraft will rendezvous 
with the asteroid called “Bennu” to begin sur- 
veying it before taking a sample and returning 
to Earth by 2023. In the meantime, the Univer- 
sity of Arizona will house mission control, as 
it did for the Phoenix Mars mission, continuing 
to involve undergraduate and graduate stu- 
dents in the research, which will help cultivate 
the next generation of STEM leaders—many 
of whom will be from my home state of Ari- 
zona. 

| wish the OSIRIS REx team the best of 
luck in their historic mission and congratulate 
them in their profound success. 


HONORING HELEN LANDERS 
HON. THEODORE E. DEUTCH 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 8, 2016 


Mr. DEUTCH. Mr. Speaker, I, along with 
Representative WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Rep- 
resentative HASTINGS, and Representative 
FRANKEL, rise today to honor the life and leg- 
acy of Helen Landers, who passed away on 
September 4, 2016. We commend Mrs. 
Landers’ decades of service to Broward Coun- 
ty and offer our sincerest condolences to her 
loved ones on her passing. 

Helen Landers served as Broward County 
Historian for over twenty years until her retire- 
ment at the age of 90. With her knowledge of 
the region and passion for history, she edu- 
cated South Floridians young and old about 
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our rich heritage. Through her participation in 
historical events like Pioneer Days, she fos- 
tered a love of learning about the past. 

Helen Landers also dedicated much of her 
life to helping women empower women. She 
was a member of the Broward County Wom- 
en’s Hall of Fame, a founding member of the 
Broward County Women’s History Coalition, 
Chair of the Broward County Commission on 
the Status of Women 1989, and served on the 
National Board of Directors of the American 
Association of University Women. She advo- 
cated remarkably for women’s rights and pas- 
sage of the Equal Rights Amendment. 

Through her archival work and community 
service, Helen Landers preserved the stories 
of how South Florida came to be the home we 
know and love today. Her many contributions 
to our community will never be forgotten. It is 
with gratitude that we remember her life of 
service in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 


EE 


HONORING MARION ASHEN 
LUSARDI 


HON. CANDICE S. MILLER 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 8, 2016 


Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise today to recognize Marion Ashen Lusardi, 
or Midge as she is known to many. Midge is 
a longtime Michigan resident and a community 
treasure. 

Midge is the wife of Dr. Bob Lusardi, whom 
she married in 1970, and the proud mom of 
Matthew and Gregory. She graduated from St. 
Mary’s College in Indiana with a Bachelor of 
Arts in 1973 and received her Master's degree 
in Library Science from Wayne State Univer- 
sity in 1991. She worked tirelessly as a Librar- 
ian at the Troy Public Library for several years 
before becoming the Director of the Chester- 
field Township Library, where she has served 
for the past 20 years. 

Throughout her time at the Chesterfield 
Township library, she secured over $1.2 mil- 
lion in awards and grants, which have pro- 
vided innumerable resources to our local com- 
munity. She is also the recipient of several 
awards, including the State Librarian’s Citation 
of Excellence Awards from the Library of 
Michigan. She also chaired the Michigan Li- 
brary Association’s Public Policy Committee in 
2002. 

In addition to her service at the library, she 
has been a member of many community orga- 
nizations that have all been proud to have her 
input and positivity. She has promoted a love 
of reading and learning throughout the 10th 
District of Michigan, and, although she is retir- 
ing from her current post at the Chesterfield 
Township Library, | have no doubt that she will 
continue to serve our community in countless 
ways. 

Mr. Speaker, | believe we can all agree that 
providing our children and our communities 
with invaluable educational resources is a 
noble pursuit, and Midge has been a diligent 
example of this. | ask that my colleagues join 
me today in honoring Midge for her contribu- 
tions to the 10th District of the great State of 
Michigan, our children, and the future of this 
country. 
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. KYRSTEN SINEMA 


OF ARIZONA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 8, 2016 


Ms. SINEMA. Mr. Speaker, | was unavoid- 
ably detained. Had | been present, | would 
have voted: Roll Call Number 483, no; Roll 
Call Number 484, no; Roll Call Number 485, 
no; Roll Call Number 486, no; Roll Call Num- 
ber 487, yes; Roll Call Number 488, yes. 


ES 


HONORING MAJ. RAYMOND 
WINDMILLER 


HON. JIM COOPER 


OF TENNESSEE 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 8, 2016 


Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize Maj. Raymond Windmiller on his re- 
tirement from the United States Army. 

Ray enlisted in the Army in 1989. After com- 
pleting Basic Combat Training, Advanced Indi- 
vidual Training and Airborne School, he was 
stationed with the 82nd Airborne Division in 
Fort Bragg, NC. Ray has served our nation 
honorably over his long and distinguished ca- 
reer spanning numerous assignments here 
and abroad, most notably two deployments to 
Iraq and one to Afghanistan. A decorated 
combat veteran and infantryman, Ray has 
earned dozens of awards, including a Bronze 
Star. 

| was fortunate to have Ray on my staff as 
an Army Congressional Fellow in 2012. His 
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hands-on field and training experience and in- 
depth knowledge of national security affairs 
assisted me greatly in my role as a senior 
member of the House Armed Services Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. Speaker, Ray has dedicated himself to 
the United States Army every day for 27 
years. | want to thank Ray, his wife, Amy, and 
their children, Hailey and Alex; they have 
served our community and made many sac- 
rifices for our country. Ray represents the very 
best of our Armed Forces, and | wish him all 
the best in his future endeavors. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
HON. TAMMY DUCKWORTH 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 8, 2016 


Ms. DUCKWORTH. Mr. Speaker, on Sep- 
tember 7, 2016, on Roll Call No. 481 on the 
motion on ordering the previous question on 
H. Res. 843, Providing for consideration of 
H.R. 5063, the Stop Settlement Slush Funds 
Act of 2016, | am not recorded. Had | been 
present, | would have voted no on the motion 
on ordering the previous question on H. Res. 
843. 

On September 7, 2016, on Roll Call No. 482 
on agreeing to the Resolution, H. Res. 843, 
Providing for consideration of H.R. 5063, the 
Stop Settlement Slush Funds Act of 2016, | 
am not recorded. Had | been present, | would 
have voted no on agreeing to the Resolution, 
H. Res. 843. 

On September 7, 2016, on Roll Call No. 483 
on agreeing to the Amendment, Conyers of 
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Michigan Amendment No. 1, offered to H.R. 
5063, | am not recorded. Had | been present, 
| would have voted yea on agreeing to the 
Amendment, Conyers of Michigan Amendment 
No. 1. 


On September 7, 2016, on Roll Call No. 484 
on agreeing to the Amendment, Cicilline of 
Rhode Island Amendment No. 2, offered to 
H.R. 5063, | am not recorded. Had | been 
present, | would have voted yea on agreeing 
to the Amendment, Cicilline of Rhode Island 
Amendment No. 2. 


On September 7, 2016, on Roll Call No. 485 
on agreeing to the Amendment, Jackson Lee 
of Texas Amendment No. 4, offered to H.R. 
5063, | am not recorded. Had | been present, 
| would have voted yea on agreeing to the 
Amendment, Jackson Lee of Texas Amend- 
ment No. 4. 


On September 7, 2016, on Roll Call No. 486 
on agreeing to the Amendment, Gosar of Ari- 
zona Amendment No. 5, offered to H.R. 5063, 
| am not recorded. Had | been present, | 
would have voted no on agreeing to the 
Amendment, Gosar of Arizona Amendment 
No. 5. 


On September 7, 2016, on Roll Call No. 487 
on the motion to recommit with instructions, 
H.R. 5063, Stop Settlement Slush Funds Act 
of 2016, | am not recorded. Had | been 
present, | would have voted yea on the motion 
to recommit with instructions. 


On September 7, 2016, on Roll Call No. 488 
on passage of H.R. 5063, Stop Settlement 
Slush Funds Act of 2016, | am not recorded. 
Had | been present, | would have voted no on 
passage of H.R. 5063. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Friday, September 9, 2016 


The House met at 9 a.m. and was 
called to order by the Speaker. 


EE 
PRAYER 


The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick 
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer: 

God of mercy, we give You thanks for 
giving us another day. 

On this day, we ask Your blessing on 
the men and women of the people’s 
House who have been entrusted with 
the care of this great Nation’s people. 
Because of the great blessings you have 
bestowed on our Nation, may we em- 
brace the opportunity to build a better 
world beyond our borders as well. 

As another election approaches, 
Members are understandably focused 
on their campaigns. Give them the en- 
ergy and courage to remain focused as 
well on the demands of office facing 
them now. 

This is difficult, but our Nation and 
our world have many issues calling for 
attention, and these few have the privi- 
lege of addressing them with some hope 
of bringing resolution that may be of 
benefit to us all. 

May all that they do this day be for 
Your greater honor and glory. 

Amen. 


EE 
THE JOURNAL 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam- 
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro- 
ceedings and announces to the House 
his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour- 
nal stands approved. 


EE 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman 
from California (Mr. COSTA) come for- 
ward and lead the House in the Pledge 
of Allegiance. 

Mr. COSTA led the Pledge of Alle- 
giance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


a 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will enter- 


tain up to five requests for 1-minute 
speeches on each side of the aisle. 


EE 
CONGRATULATIONS TO TEAM USA 


(Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois 
asked and was given permission to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend his remarks.) 


Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to congratulate 
all of our Olympians and Paralympians 
who represented Team USA in Rio de 
Janeiro this year. 

The United States brought in 121 
medals at the Olympic Games last 
month, and with the start of the 
Paralympics this week, I am confident 
that Team USA’s staggering medal 
count will rise even higher. 

The Illinois 13th District sent some 
incredibly talented athletes to the 
Games this year. Nichole Millage; my 
friend Tatyana McFadden and her sis- 
ter Hannah; Ryan Held, a gold medalist 
from Springfield, Illinois; Lauren 
Doyle and Kelsey Card; as well as 
wheelchair basketball coach Stephanie 
Wheeler were selected to represent 
their country on Team USA; for many, 
the dream of a lifetime. 

These individuals endured hours of 
rigorous training, overcame personal 
struggles, and sacrificed simple pleas- 
ures to represent our country on the 
global stage. They are the best and 
brightest our country has to offer, as 
well as some of the world’s most 
skilled athletes. They have certainly 
made their hometowns proud, and it is 
an honor to represent them in Con- 
gress. 

a 
PROGRESO LATINO’S 39TH 
ANNIVERSARY 


(Mr. CICILLINE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 


minute.) 
Mr. CICILLINE. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to recognize Progreso 


Latino, the State of Rhode Island’s 
leading Latino human services organi- 
zation that is celebrating its 39th anni- 
versary this weekend. 

For nearly four decades, Progreso 
Latino has empowered Rhode Island’s 
Latino community, providing direct 
advocacy, adult education, child care, 
and youth programs that have helped 
build strong, sustainable neighbor- 
hoods across our State. They have done 
this work with great professionalism 
and a deep commitment to the commu- 
nity. 

Progreso Latino has gone above and 
beyond to provide essential healthcare 
services for families, including 
wellness programs, preventive care, 
and regular checkups. 

Headquartered in the city of Central 
Falls, this organization continues to 
play a critical role today in meeting 
the needs of Rhode Island’s Latino fam- 
ilies and ensuring they have an oppor- 
tunity to get ahead. 


This symbol represents the time of day during the House proceedings, e.g., 


I am delighted to congratulate 
Progreso Latino and the dedicated men 
and women of this extraordinary orga- 
nization as they celebrate 39 years of 
service this Saturday. 


EE 


SUICIDE PREVENTION MONTH 


(Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, the death toll due to mental 
illness continues to climb. Yesterday 
we lost another 118 lives to suicide, and 
this brings the total lives lost since 
passage of H.R. 2646 to 7,670. 

We lost another 959 lives to mental 
illness, bringing the total of lives lost 
to 62,355 since House passage of my bill 
in July. If nothing is done today, then 
tomorrow we will lose more. By Mon- 
day, another 2,800. 

I hope my colleagues in the Senate 
are moved to action by this continued 
loss of lives, which is preventable. But 
if it’s popularity, approval ratings, or 
upcoming elections that our friends are 
worried about, my friends should know 
that most Americans believe the coun- 
try is losing ground in dealing with 
mental health. In fact, 83 percent of 
the country thinks so, according to a 
national mental health survey. 

Mr. Speaker, how high does the death 
toll need to climb before the Senate de- 
cides to act? We only have a few legis- 
lative days left in September. We can 
either spend that time reading more 
obituaries or news clips of tragedies or 
passage of H.R. 2646. It is absolutely 
clear that America wants us to act 
now. The question is: Will the Senate 
finally act and bring treatment before 
tragedy? 


EE 
CALIFORNIA’S WATER CRISIS 


(Mr. COSTA asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
call attention today to the ongoing 
water crisis facing California. The 
drought is not over, nor has Congress 
addressed the underlying reasons for 
the disproportional impact on the San 
Joaquin Valley communities and the 
conditions that we face. 

It has been reported that California 
could be facing a La Nina condition 
this upcoming winter. That means that 
we will have dry conditions and further 
loss of available water for people, 
farms, and the environment. 


1407 is 2:07 p.m. 
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We must pass legislation that will be 
signed into law which will create a ra- 
tional, balanced water policy, both in 
the short and long term, that benefits 
California’s farm communities and the 
environment. 

I will submit later for the RECORD a 
thoughtful op-ed piece written by a 
constituent and friend of mine, Cannon 
Michael. He is a farmer in the valley. 
We share a lot of the same frustration 
over how Congress has failed to pass 
legislation to solve California’s water 
problems. This op-ed piece describes 
exactly how the people of the valley 
feel, and I urge my colleagues to come 
together to enact legislation that Cali- 
fornia desperately needs this year. 


-Á 


RECOGNIZING THE JEWISH COM- 
MUNITY SERVICES OF SOUTH 
FLORIDA 


(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise in recognition of the Jewish Com- 
munity Services of South Florida, an 
organization that is committed in lend- 
ing a hand to those members of our so- 
ciety who need it the most. 

Through its many programs, such as 
mental health counseling, homeless- 
ness prevention, and assistance to 
those with developmental disabilities, 
JCS is dedicated to bringing aid and 
smiles and providing the necessary 
care for those in need. 

Since its founding in 1920, this orga- 
nization has not strayed from its clear 
goals to improve the quality of life for 
families in our south Florida commu- 
nity. 

The Jewish Community Services of 
South Florida will be delivering its 
10,000th Rosh Hashanah holiday basket 
to homebound seniors, many living at 
or below the poverty level. 

Mr. Speaker, I am truly honored to 
recognize this organization’s mission, 
and to JCS I say mazel tov on a job 
well done. 


EEE 
THE 15TH ANNIVERSARY OF 9/11 


(Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York asked and was given permis- 
sion to address the House for 1 minute.) 

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York. Mr. Speaker, this Sunday marks 
the 15th anniversary of 9/11, a day when 
we suffered from the savagery of man- 
kind at its worst and witnessed the 
courage of humanity at its best. 

In our collective sorrow, I have never 
seen this body so united and deter- 
mined to protect our people, to protect 
America. We found strength from one 
another. I am proud of the way my 
city, my country, and my colleagues 
responded. 

I am grateful for the privilege of 
working with our first responders, sur- 
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vivors, and families, and my colleagues 
from both sides of the aisle to pass the 
James Zadroga 9/11 Health and Com- 
pensation Reauthorization Act, so that 
anyone suffering from the wounds of 9/ 
11 will never have to worry about the 
health care and assistance they de- 
serve. 

It is in this way we remember and 
honor those who carry the wounds of 
that very dark day and who deserve the 
thanks of a grateful nation. It is in this 
way that we show we will never forget. 


ea 


MESQUITE, NEVADA, A PURPLE 
HEART CITY 


(Mr. HARDY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, the Purple 
Heart is our Nation’s oldest military 
decoration. It is a unifying symbol that 
binds together men and women who 
have bled for freedom. 

When these brave warriors return to 
our communities, we cannot forget 
them and their sacrifice. That is why I 
am proud to recognize my hometown of 
Mesquite, Nevada, for its decision to 
become a Purple Heart City. 

The decision, which will be formally 
announced next week, will signal to all 
veterans throughout southern Nevada 
and around the country that Mesquite 
welcomes them and is proud to honor 
their service. I would like to thank 
Chapter 711 of the Military Order of the 
Purple Heart for working with the city 
of Mesquite to make this day possible. 

It is my hope that more communities 
take this step to honor the sacrifices of 
these heroes by becoming Purple Heart 
communities. 

I can’t wait to see that Purple Heart 
flag proudly flying over Mesquite. 


—— 


HONORING MAJOR TRAVIS 
BRUNELLE 


(Mr. JOLLY asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. JOLLY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to honor a man who spent his entire 
adult life serving our country, a man 
who served with great distinction, and 
a man who truly was an American pa- 
triot. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor U.S. Army Major Travis 
Brunelle of Tampa, Florida. 

Major Brunelle enlisted in the Army 
in 1991. In 2002, he graduated from Flor- 
ida State University with a bachelor’s 
degree in information studies and was 
commissioned a 2nd lieutenant in the 
infantry, gaining his commission 
through ROTC at Florida State. He at- 
tended the Infantry Officer’s Basic 
Course, where he served as a platoon 
leader and would go on to attend the 
Special Forces Officers Qualification 
Course. In October 2004, Brunelle 
earned the coveted Green Beret. 
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Then-Captain Brunelle served as a 
detachment commander for Company 
C, 3rd Battalion, 20th Special Forces 
Group. He deployed in support of Oper- 
ation Iraqi Freedom and Operation En- 
during Freedom. 

For his service to our Nation, 
Brunelle was decorated with two 
Bronze Star Medals, three Army Com- 
mendation Medals, four Army Achieve- 
ment Medals, and multiple OEF and 
OIF deployment ribbons. Additional 
recognitions included the Expert Infan- 
tryman Badge, Combat Infantryman 
Badge, Master Parachutist Badge, 
Ranger Tab, and the Special Forces 
Tab. 

A Master Mason and president of the 
Tampa Bay Ranger Regiment motor- 
cycle club, Major Brunelle was known 
by his community as selfless, compas- 
sionate, and full of life. 

Today, Major Brunelle is survived by 
his wife, Renee, and many countless, 
loving friends and family. May God 
bless Major Travis Brunelle for his 
service to our Nation. May God bless 
his family, his friends, and may God 
bless the country he so valiantly and 
proudly fought for, the United States 
of America. 


Ee 


I AM STUNNED 


(Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California 
asked and was given permission to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute.) 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I come this morning rath- 
er stunned because I am witnessing 
comments by Presidential candidate 
Trump and Vice Presidential candidate 
Mike Pence that stuns me. 

Today I heard that Pence basically 
said that Vladimir Putin has been a 
stronger leader in his country than 
Barack Obama in his country. And 
then, of course, Donald Trump is argu- 
ing that the Russians are not meddling 
in American Presidential politics, de- 
spite the fact he was interviewing on a 
Russian television station. 

What is going on here? Is this patri- 
otism? I don’t know why all of a sudden 
we have a Presidential candidate who 
is praising or talking about basically a 
dictator being better than the Presi- 
dent of the United States of America. 


EE 
0915 


ZIKA EMERGENCY 


(Ms. WILSON of Florida asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Ms. WILSON of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
have you ever heard of a travel ban on 
an American city? Now, we have one in 
the beautiful boutique district called 
Wynwood, in the heart of my district. 
It is time to lift that ban. 

District 24, Miami, Florida; and the 
entire State have been besieged by the 
Zika virus. We are in the epicenter of 
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this growing epidemic and living in 
fear of the damaging impact a single 
mosquito bite can have on an unborn 
fetus. 

The vibrant, bustling millennial area 
of Wynwood has the best restaurants, 
the best trendy art galleries, museums, 
antique shops, hat stores, and tourist 
attractions. Tourists flock there from 
all over the world. 

Now, with the travel ban in place be- 
cause of Zika, people are being laid off; 
businesses are on the verge of closing. 
In comparison, it is a ghost town. The 
unborn babies are not the only ones af- 
fected by the virus. The economy is 
suffering immensely. 

We need your help, Mr. Speaker. Zika 
is taking a huge bite out of Florida’s 
booming economy and is devastating 
the tourism industry. 

Mr. Speaker, please bring a clean 
Zika bill to the floor with no riders, no 
poison pills; just a clean bill. The un- 
born, families, and the businesses of 
America are depending on you. Zika is 
an ever-evolving nightmare and we 
must do that. When this travel ban has 
been lifted, I am looking forward to 
saying: Business as usual in Wynwood. 


ee 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois). The Chair 
would remind all Members to refrain 
from engaging in personalities toward 
the nominees for the Office of Presi- 
dent and Vice President. 


Ee 


EXPRESSING THE SENSE OF THE 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
REGARDING THE TERRORIST AT- 
TACKS LAUNCHED AGAINST THE 
UNITED STATES ON SEPTEMBER 
11, 2001, ON THE 15TH ANNIVER- 
SARY OF THAT DATE 


Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Oversight and Government 
Reform, Committee on Homeland Secu- 
rity, Committee on the Judiciary, 
Committee on Transportation and In- 
frastructure, Committee on Armed 
Services, Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs, and the Permanent Select Com- 
mittee on Intelligence, be discharged 
from further consideration of House 
Resolution 842, and ask for its imme- 
diate consideration in the House. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 

The text of the resolution is as fol- 
lows: 

H. REs. 842 

Whereas, on September 11, 2001, while 
Americans were attending to their daily rou- 
tines, terrorists hijacked four civilian air- 
craft, crashing two of them into the towers 
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of the World Trade Center in New York City, 
a third into the Pentagon near Washington, 
DC, and a fourth was prevented from also 
being used as a weapon against America by 
brave passengers who placed their country 
above their own lives; 

Whereas thousands of innocent Americans 
were killed and injured as a result of these 
attacks, including the passengers and crew 
of the four aircraft, workers in the World 
Trade Center and in the Pentagon, rescue 
workers, and bystanders; 

Whereas the crewmembers of United Flight 
175, American Flight 11, American Flight 77, 
and United Flight 93 acted as first respond- 
ers, reporting the first intelligence of a war 
the United States did not know it was fight- 
ing and sacrificing their own lives to protect 
the United States and the lives of countless 
others; 

Whereas 15 years later the country con- 
tinues to, and shall forever, mourn their 
tragic loss and honor their memory; 

Whereas these attacks destroyed both tow- 
ers of the World Trade Center, as well as ad- 
jacent buildings, and seriously damaged the 
Pentagon; 

Whereas these attacks were by far the 
deadliest terrorist attacks ever launched 
against the United States, and, by targeting 
symbols of American strength and success, 
were intended to assail the principles, val- 
ues, and freedoms of the United States and 
the American people, intimidate our Nation, 
and weaken its resolve; 

Whereas memorials have been constructed 
to honor the victims of these attacks at the 
Pentagon, in Shanksville, Pennsylvania, and 
on the World Trade Center grounds, so that 
Americans and people from around the world 
can visit to mourn those lost and to pay trib- 
ute to the heroic action and sacrifice of 
those who have served our communities and 
our country in the years since the attacks; 

Whereas 15 years after September 11, 2001, 
the United States continues to fight terror- 
ists and other extremists who threaten 
America and her friends and allies; 

Whereas successive Congresses have passed 
and President Bush and President Obama 
have signed numerous laws to assist victims 
of terrorism, protect our Nation, combat ter- 
rorism at home and abroad, and support the 
members of the Armed Forces who coura- 
geously defend the United States; 

Whereas by the tireless efforts of our intel- 
ligence, military, and law enforcement pro- 
fessionals, the United States has been able to 
significantly degrade the al Qaida network, 
by taking into custody or killing senior al 
Qaida leaders, operational managers, and 
key facilitators, and owes a debt of gratitude 
to the focused and persistent efforts of all 
those personnel involved in the removal of 
Osama bin Laden; 

Whereas the terrorist attacks that have 
occurred around the world since September 
11, 2001, remind us of the hateful inhumanity 
of terrorism and the ongoing threat it poses 
to freedom, justice, and the rule of law; 

Whereas United States law enforcement 
and intelligence agencies and allies of the 
United States around the world have worked 
together to detect and disrupt terrorist net- 
works and numerous terror plots since Sep- 
tember 11, 2001; 

Whereas the Nation is indebted to the 
brave military, intelligence, law enforce- 
ment, and civilian personnel serving in Af- 
ghanistan, Iraq, and elsewhere in advance- 
ment of United States national interests; 

Whereas thousands of families have lost 
loved ones in the defense of freedom and lib- 
erty against the tyranny of terror; and 
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Whereas the passage of 15 years has not di- 
minished the pain caused by the senseless 
loss of nearly 3,000 persons killed on Sep- 
tember 11, 2001: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa- 
tives— 

(1) recognizes September 11 as a day of sol- 
emn commemoration; 

(2) extends again its deepest sympathies to 
the thousands of innocent victims of the 
September 11, 2001, terrorist attacks, and to 
their families, friends, and loved ones; 

(3) honors the heroism and the sacrifices of 
United States military and civilian per- 
sonnel and their families who have sacrificed 
much, including their lives and health, in de- 
fense of their country; 

(4) credits the heroism of first responders, 
law enforcement personnel, State and local 
officials, volunteers, and others who aided 
the victims of these attacks and, in so doing, 
bravely risked their own lives and long-term 
health; 

(5) expresses thanks and gratitude to the 
foreign leaders and citizens of all nations 
who have assisted and continue to stand in 
solidarity with the United States against 
terrorism in the aftermath of the attacks on 
September 11, 2001, and asks them to con- 
tinue to stand with the United States 
against international terrorism; 

(6) commends the military and intelligence 
personnel involved in the removal of Osama 
bin Laden; 

(7) reasserts its commitment to opposing 
violent extremism arrayed against American 
interests and to providing the United States 
military, intelligence, and law enforcement 
communities with the resources and support 
to do so effectively and safely; 

(8) vows that it will continue to identify, 
intercept, and disrupt terrorists and their 
activities; 

(9) reaffirms that the American people will 
never forget the sacrifices made on Sep- 
tember 11, 2001, and will never bow to ter- 
rorist demands; and 

(10) declares that when Congress adjourns 
today, it stands adjourned out of respect to 
the victims of the terrorist attacks. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


———— 


PERMISSION TO POSTPONE PRO- 
CEEDINGS ON MOTION TO RE- 
COMMIT ON H.R. 5424, INVEST- 
MENT ADVISERS MODERNIZA- 
TION ACT OF 2016 


Mr. HURT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that the ques- 
tion of adopting a motion to recommit 
on H.R. 5424 may be subject to post- 
ponement as though under clause 8 of 
rule XX. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia? 

There was no objection. 


EE 


INVESTMENT ADVISERS 
MODERNIZATION ACT OF 2016 
Mr. HURT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 
pursuant to House Resolution 844, I 
call up the bill (H.R. 5424) to amend the 
Investment Advisers Act of 1940 and to 
direct the Securities and Exchange 
Commission to amend its rules to mod- 
ernize certain requirements relating to 
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investment advisers, and for other pur- 
poses, and ask for its immediate con- 
sideration in the House. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to House Resolution 844, the 
amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute recommended by the Com- 
mittee on Financial Services, printed 
in the bill, is adopted, and the bill, as 
amended, is considered read. 

The text of the bill, as amended, is as 
follows: 

H.R. 5424 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Investment Ad- 
visers Modernization Act of 2016”. 

SEC. 2. MODERNIZING CERTAIN REQUIREMENTS 
RELATING TO INVESTMENT ADVIS- 
ERS. 

(a) INVESTMENT ADVISORY CONTRACTS.— 

(1) ASSIGNMENT.— 

(A) ASSIGNMENT DEFINED.—Section 202(a)(1) of 
the Investment Advisers Act of 1940 (15 U.S.C. 
80b-2(a)(1)) is amended by striking ‘‘; but” and 
all that follows and inserting “‘; but no assign- 
ment of an investment advisory contract shall be 
deemed to result from the death or withdrawal, 
or the sale or transfer of the interests, of a mi- 
nority of the members, partners, shareholders, 
or other equity owners of the investment adviser 
having only a minority interest in the business 
of the investment adviser, or from the admission 
to the investment adviser of one or more mem- 
bers, partners, shareholders, or other equity 
owners who, after such admission, shall be only 
a minority of the members, partners, share- 
holders, or other equity owners and shall have 
only a minority interest in the business.’’. 

(B) CONSENT TO ASSIGNMENT BY QUALIFIED 
CLIENTS.—Section 205(a)(2) of the Investment 
Advisers Act of 1940 (15 U.S.C. 80b-5(a)(2)) is 
amended by inserting before the semicolon the 
following: ‘‘, except that if such other party is 
a qualified client (as defined in section 275.205- 
3 of title 17, Code of Federal Regulations, or any 
successor thereto), such other party may provide 
such consent at the time the parties enter into, 
extend, or renew such contract’’. 

(2) NOT REQUIRED TO PROVIDE FOR NOTIFICA- 
TION OF CHANGE IN MEMBERSHIP OF PARTNER- 
SHIP.—Section 205 of the Investment Advisers 
Act of 1940 (15 U.S.C. 80b-5) is amended— 

(A) in subsection (a)— 

(i) in paragraph (1), by striking the semicolon 
and inserting ‘‘; or”; 

(ii) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘; or 
inserting a period; and 

(iii) by striking paragraph (3); and 

(B) in subsection (d), by striking ‘“‘paragraphs 
(2) and (3) of subsection (a)? and inserting 
“subsection (a)(2)’’. 

(b) ADVERTISING RULE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the Com- 
mission shall amend section 275.206(4)-1 of title 
17, Code of Federal Regulations, to provide that 
paragraphs (a)(1) and (a)(2) of such section do 
not apply to an advertisement that an invest- 
ment adviser publishes, circulates, or distributes 
solely to persons described in paragraph (2) of 
this subsection. 

(2) PERSONS DESCRIBED.—A person is described 
in this paragraph if such person is, or the in- 
vestment adviser reasonably believes such per- 
son is— 

(A) a qualified client (as defined in section 
275.205-3 of title 17, Code of Federal Regula- 
tions), determined as of the time of the publica- 


” 


and 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


tion, circulation, or distribution of the adver- 
tisement rather than immediately prior to or 
after entering into the investment advisory con- 
tract referred to in such section; 

(B) a knowledgeable employee (as defined in 
section 270.3c-5 of title 17, Code of Federal Reg- 
ulations) of any private fund to which the in- 
vestment adviser acts as an investment adviser; 

(C) a qualified purchaser (as defined in sec- 
tion 2(a) of the Investment Company Act of 1940 
(15 U.S.C. 80a-2(a))); or 

(D) an accredited investor (as defined in sec- 
tion 230.501 of title 17, Code of Federal Regula- 
tions), determined as if the investment adviser 
were the issuer of securities referred to in such 
section and the time of the publication, circula- 
tion, or distribution of the advertisement were 
the sale of such securities. 

SEC. 3. REMOVING DUPLICATIVE BURDENS AND 
APPROPRIATELY TAILORING CER- 
TAIN REQUIREMENTS. 

(a) BROCHURE DELIVERY.—Not later than 90 
days after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Commission shall amend section 275.204-3(c) 
of title 17, Code of Federal Regulations, to pro- 
vide that an investment adviser is not required 
to deliver a brochure or brochure supplement to 
a client that is a limited partnership, limited li- 
ability company, or other pooled investment ve- 
hicle for which each limited partner, member, or 
other equity owner has received, before pur- 
chasing a security issued by the pooled invest- 
ment vehicle, a prospectus, private placement 
memorandum, or other offering document con- 
taining (to the extent material to an under- 
standing of the pooled investment vehicle, the 
business of the pooled investment vehicle, and 
the securities being offered by the pooled invest- 
ment vehicle) substantially the same informa- 
tion as would be required by Part 2A or 2B of 
Form ADV at the time of delivery of the bro- 
chure or brochure supplement, as the case may 
be. 

(b) FORM PF.—Not later than 90 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the Com- 
mission shall amend section 275.204(b)-1 of title 
17, Code of Federal Regulations, to provide that 
an investment adviser to a private fund is not 
required to report any information beyond that 
which is required by sections la and 1b of Form 
PF, unless such investment adviser is a large 
hedge fund adviser or a large liquidity fund ad- 
viser (as such terms are defined in such Form). 

(c) CUSTODY RULE.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Commission shall amend section 275.206(4)-2 of 
title 17, Code of Federal Regulations, as follows: 

(1) The Commission shall provide additional 
exceptions to the independent verification re- 
quirement of paragraph (a)(4) of such section 
for an investment adviser with respect to funds 
and securities of a limited partnership (or a lim- 
ited liability company or other type of pooled in- 
vestment vehicle), as follows: 

(A) An exception that applies if the out- 
standing securities (other than short-term 
paper, as defined in section 2(a) of the Invest- 
ment Company Act of 1940 (15 U.S.C. 80a-2(a))) 
of the pooled investment vehicle are beneficially 
owned exclusively by— 

(i) the investment adviser; 

(ii) affiliated persons of the investment ad- 
viser; 

(iii) supervised persons of the investment ad- 
viser; 

(iv) officers, directors, and employees of the 
affiliated persons of the investment adviser; 

(v) family members and former family members 
(as such terms are defined in section 
275.202(a)(11)(G)-1 of title 17, Code of Federal 
Regulations) of persons described in clause (iii) 
or (iv); or 

(vi) officers, directors, employees, or affiliated 
persons of, or persons who provide, have pro- 
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vided, or have entered into a contract to provide 
services to— 

(I) the investment adviser of the pooled invest- 
ment vehicle; 

(II) one or more clients of the investment ad- 
viser of the pooled investment vehicle; or 

(III) issuers from which the pooled investment 
vehicle or any other client of the investment ad- 
viser of the pooled investment vehicle has ac- 
quired securities, such as the portfolio company 
of a private fund. 

(B) An exception that applies if the pooled in- 
vestment vehicle has been established to hold 
only the securities of a single issuer in which 
one or more pooled investment vehicles managed 
by the investment adviser have acquired a con- 
trolling interest. 

(2) Consistent with, and expanding on, IM 
Guidance Update No. 2013-04, titled ‘‘Privately 
Offered Securities under the Investment Advis- 
ers Act Custody Rule’’, published by the Divi- 
sion of Investment Management of the Commis- 
sion, the Commission shall, with respect to the 
exception for certain privately offered securities 
in paragraph (b)(2) of such section— 

(A) remove the requirement of clause (i)(B) of 
such paragraph (relating to the uncertificated 
nature and recordation of ownership of the se- 
curities); and 

(B) remove the requirement of clause (ii) of 
such paragraph (relating to audit and financial 
statement distribution requirements with respect 
to securities of pooled investment vehicles). 

(da) PROXY VOTING RULE.—Not later than 90 
days after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Commission shall amend section 275.206(4)-6 
of title 17, Code of Federal Regulations, to pro- 
vide that such section does not apply to any 
voting authority with respect to client securities 
that are not public securities. 

SEC. 4. FACILITATING ROBUST CAPITAL FORMA- 
TION BY PREVENTING REGULATORY 
MISMATCH. 

The Commission may not— 

(1) amend section 230.156 of title 17, Code of 
Federal Regulations, to extend the provisions of 
such section to offerings of securities issued by 
private funds; or 

(2) adopt rules applicable to offerings of secu- 
rities issued by private funds that are substan- 
tially the same as the provisions of such section. 
SEC. 5. EXCLUSION OF ADVISORY SERVICES TO 

REGISTERED INVESTMENT COMPA- 
NIES. 

This Act shall not apply with respect to advi- 
sory services provided, or proposed to be pro- 
vided, to an investment company registered 
under the Investment Company Act of 1940 (15 
U.S.C. 80a-1 et seq.). 

SEC. 6. REFERENCES TO REGULATIONS. 

In this Act, any reference to a regulation shall 
be construed to refer to such regulation or any 
successor thereto. 

SEC. 7. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 

(1) PUBLIC SECURITY.—The term ‘‘public secu- 
rity” means a security issued by an issuer 
that— 

(A) is required to submit reports under section 
13(a) or 15(d) of the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934 (15 U.S.C. 78m(a); 780(d)); or 

(B) has a security that is listed or traded on 
any exchange or organized market operating in 
a foreign jurisdiction. 

(2) TERMS DEFINED IN INVESTMENT ADVISERS 
ACT OF 1940.—The terms defined in section 202(a) 
of the Investment Advisers Act of 1940 (15 U.S.C. 
80b-2(a)) have the meanings given such terms in 
such section. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill, 
as amended, shall be debatable for 1 
hour equally divided and controlled by 
the chair and ranking minority mem- 
ber of the Committee on Financial 
Services. 
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After 1 hour of debate on the bill, as 
amended, it shall be in order to con- 
sider the further amendment printed in 
part B of House Report 114-725, if of- 
fered by the Member designated in the 
report, shall be considered read, shall 
be separately debatable for the time 
specified in the report equally divided 
and controlled by the proponent and an 
opponent, and shall not be subject to a 
demand for a division of the question. 

The gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 
HURT) and the gentlewoman from Cali- 
fornia (Ms. MAXINE WATERS) each will 
control 30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Virginia. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. HURT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that all Mem- 
bers may have 5 legislative days in 
which to revise and extend their re- 
marks and submit extraneous mate- 
rials on the bill under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HURT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 
5424, the Investment Advisers Mod- 
ernization Act of 2016. 

I represent a rural district in Vir- 
ginia, Virginia’s Fifth District, which 
stretches from Fauquier County to the 
North Carolina border. 

As I traveled through my district 
during August, much as I have done 
throughout my time in Congress, I con- 
tinued to hear hardworking Americans 
express concern about the current 
state of our economy and the economic 
uncertainty facing their children and 
grandchildren. I think every Member of 
this body can agree that, with millions 
of Americans out of work, our top 
focus in Congress should be on enacting 
policies to help spur job creation 
throughout our country. 

Today, we are discussing several leg- 
islative efforts that, if enacted, will en- 
courage economic growth and job cre- 
ation by reducing unnecessary regu- 
latory burdens. One of these measures 
is a bipartisan piece of legislation that 
I have been working on with Rep- 
resentatives FOSTER, VARGAS, STIVERS, 
HULTGREN, SINEMA, and others. In fact, 
during a June markup in the Financial 
Services Committee, H.R. 5424 garnered 
broad bipartisan support, passing by 
47-12. 

This measure, the Investment Advis- 
ers Modernization Act, is an effort to 
modernize a 76-year-old law to reflect 
current industry needs and standards. 
The legislation directs the SEC to up- 
date rules that clarify provisions with- 
in the Investment Advisers Act. 

Specifically, the legislation modern- 
izes the outdated portions of the In- 
vestment Advisers Act, such as ‘“‘as- 
signment’’ definition; it removes dupli- 
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cative requirements, such as the notifi- 
cation to clients for any change in 
membership of a partnership; and it 
tailors current reporting metrics so 
that advisers are not required to pro- 
vide burdensome and unnecessary in- 
formation on their portfolio compa- 
nies, among other things. Most impor- 
tantly, it streamlines the regulatory 
scheme, while giving the SEC suffi- 
cient discretion to craft these rules to 
ensure investor protection. To be clear, 
this bill would in no way compromise 
investor protection, nor would it 
hinder the SEC’s ability to pursue en- 
forcement actions. 

In our district, the investment of pri- 
vate capital is responsible for thou- 
sands of jobs. These critical invest- 
ments allow our small businesses to in- 
novate, expand their operations, and 
create jobs that our communities need. 

Over the past three Congresses, there 
has been growing concern about the 
burden that Dodd-Frank unnecessarily 
placed on advisers to private equity, 
while at the same time exempting ad- 
visers to similar investment funds. 

Over recent years, many of us have 
worked together in a bipartisan effort 
to eliminate the registration required 
by Dodd-Frank, but this bill does not 
do that and would not change the reg- 
istration requirement that Dodd-Frank 
mandated. It simply updates the In- 
vestment Advisers Act. Instead, this 
legislation is a pragmatic and bipar- 
tisan approach to addressing some of 
the concerns with the Investment Ad- 
visers Act. 

No matter your views on Dodd- 
Frank, the Investment Advisers Mod- 
ernization Act represents the view that 
Congress should continuously look for 
bipartisan, commonsense solutions to 
update and streamline its laws in order 
to encourage economic growth and job 
creation. 

I ask my colleagues on both sides of 
the aisle to support H.R. 5424, the In- 
vestment Advisers Modernization Act. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, we stand here today 
after an extraordinarily long recess, 
and Republicans’ first order of busi- 
nesses is to protect Wall Street profits 
instead of dealing with a host of crit- 
ical issues facing the American public. 

I recently visited Baton Rouge, Lou- 
isiana, where thousands of residents 
are still without homes and commu- 
nities are struggling to recover in the 
wake of last month’s historic dev- 
astating flooding. 

There is so much that we need to do 
as Members of Congress to help our 
constituents in the short amount of 
time we have left in session, whether it 
is helping the people of Baton Rouge, 
ending the crisis of homelessness in 
America, or preventing senseless gun 
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violence. However, rather than work- 
ing together to pass sensible legisla- 
tion to address these issues, we are de- 
bating H.R. 5424, a bad bill that would 
put Americans’ savings and invest- 
ments at risk by opening the door to 
further abuses in the private equity in- 
dustry. 

This is an industry that touches all 
of us because it is not just private busi- 
nesses looking to these funds to raise 
capital. One-quarter of the investments 
held by private equity firms come from 
our public pension funds that are hold- 
ing our teachers’ and firefighters’ re- 
tirement savings. And it is not just our 
public pensions that are on the line. It 
is also our emergency services and 
mortgages and consumer lending mar- 
kets where private equity funds are in- 
creasing their presence. 

That is why it is so important to 
have adequate oversight of this indus- 
try. We must ensure that Wall Street 
does not turn a profit at the expense of 
investors, consumers, and retirees. 

Unfortunately, H.R. 5424 would roll 
back Dodd-Frank’s much-needed over- 
sight and transparency measures for 
the shadow banking industry. Dodd- 
Frank required advisers to private eq- 
uity funds and hedge funds with more 
than $150 million in assets under man- 
agement to register with the SEC and 
comply with important reporting and 
audit requirements. In addition, it re- 
quired newly registered advisers to file 
systemic risk reports with the Finan- 
cial Stability Oversight Council, be- 
cause we had sufficient information on 
the risks that private funds could pose 
to our economy as a whole. 

Thanks to this new oversight, the Se- 
curities and Exchange Commission has 
been able to examine and, where appro- 
priate, bring enforcement actions 
against private fund advisers. In fact, 
the SEC has brought numerous en- 
forcement actions against private fund 
advisers for a variety of transgressions 
in the past few years. 

In 2013, the SEC identified violations 
or weaknesses in more than 50 percent 
of cases where it had examined how 
fees and expenses are handled by advis- 
ers. Recently, the SEC Director of En- 
forcement urged greater transparency 
in this area and said the Commission 
“will continue to aggressively bring 
impactful cases in this space.” 

All of this comes on top of recent 
news reports showing how private eq- 
uity firms are investing in our fire de- 
partments, ambulance services, and 
mortgage and consumer lending mar- 
kets. Their profit-driven tactics have 
resulted in slower reaction times in our 
emergency services, exorbitant inter- 
est rates, and the same sort of fore- 
closure abuses that we witnessed before 
and during the financial crisis. 

So, when it comes to private equity 
funds and hedge funds, it is clear that 
more regulation is needed, not less. Yet 
this bill takes us in the wrong direc- 
tion. For example, advisers would no 
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longer have to notify clients of a 
change in ownership or provide them 
with information on their procedures 
for handling conflicts of interest in 
voting proxies. Additionally, they 
would not have to disclose information 
on large funds to the FSOC, making it 
harder to monitor and detect systemic 
risk. 

Also troubling is that the bill would 
create a Bernie Madoff loophole by pro- 
viding a broad exception from an an- 
nual audit requirement for funds whose 
investors may have a relationship with 
the adviser and for funds invested in 
private securities that are not rep- 
resented by a paper certificate. 

I must note that, despite efforts by 
my colleagues to amend this bill and 
remove some of its harmful provisions, 
there are still too many problematic 
provisions in this bill that would put 
investors, retirees, and consumers at 
risk. That is why it is opposed by con- 
sumer and investor advocates, State 
security regulators, institutional in- 
vestors, and labor unions representing 
workers whose pensions could be af- 
fected. 

Moreover, the White House has 
threatened to veto the bill, saying it 
“would enable private fund advisers to 
slip back into the shadows” and ‘‘un- 
necessarily put working and middle 
class families at risk, while benefiting 
Wall Street and other narrow special 
interests.” 

I, therefore, strongly urge my col- 
leagues to oppose H.R. 5424. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
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Mr. HURT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri (Mr. LUETKEMEYER), who is 
the chairman of our Housing and Insur- 
ance Subcommittee. 

Mr. LUETKEMEYER. Mr. Speaker, I 
first would like to thank the gen- 
tleman from Virginia (Mr. HURT) for 
his hard work on H.R. 5424. Since join- 
ing this body, Mr. HURT has been a 
tireless advocate for small business 
creation, capital formation, and work- 
ing with families across Virginia and 
throughout the United States. He is to 
be commended for his efforts. 

Today, Mr. Speaker, we will consider 
his legislation, H.R. 5424, the Invest- 
ment Advisers Modernization Act. This 
bill makes long-awaited and sensible 
changes to the 76-year-old Investment 
Advisers Act. H.R. 5424 also stream- 
lines requirements for private equity 
funds and sophisticated investors in 
private equity funds. 

As I said on the floor yesterday, 
there should be no room for regulation 
that serves only to appease bureau- 
cratic demands. Capital should be used 
to create jobs and further growth, not 
fulfill meaningless and unproductive 
regulatory requirements. 

Private equity plays a vital role in 
our economy. I have seen it firsthand 
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in my district and across Missouri, and 
hope my colleagues recognize that pri- 
vate equity is responsible for saving 
and creating jobs in each of their con- 
gressional districts. Capital is the life- 
blood of businesses. 

At a time when investment returns 
are down and options are limited, when 
investment advice is more expensive 
and may soon be out of reach for many 
Americans, and when our economy con- 
tinues to stagnate, we need to take 
measured steps to streamline regula- 
tions and free equity. That is the way 
you fuel an economic recovery. 

This bill came to us from constitu- 
ents who we have been listening to dur- 
ing all of the different times that we go 
home and talk to them. They said 
these are the rules and regulations 
that are strangling their ability to do 
business. 

The ranking member just talked 
about a shadow banking system. I 
would argue that we have a shadow 
regulatory system that is producing 
rules and regulations at a furious clip, 
and without understanding the con- 
sequences of those rules and regula- 
tions. 

H.R. 5424 will make modest but 
meaningful changes to existing law. 
This is a bipartisan bill that received 
support from the majority of the mi- 
nority during the Financial Services 
Committee markup. It is legislation 
that merits support from all my col- 
leagues, and that is because H.R. 5424 is 
about modernization, capital forma- 
tion and, ultimately, American jobs. 

I ask my colleagues to join me in 
supporting this legislation. I thank the 
gentleman from Virginia for his leader- 
ship on these issues and Chairman HEN- 
SARLING for bringing this bill to the 
floor. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield 3⁄2 minutes to the 
gentlewoman from New York (Mrs. 
CAROLYN B. MALONEY), the ranking 
member of our Subcommittee on Cap- 
ital Markets and Government Spon- 
sored Enterprises. 

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York. I thank the gentlewoman for 
yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in opposi- 
tion to H.R. 5424. 

While my good friend from Illinois, 
Mr. FOSTER, is going to offer an amend- 
ment that would remove two of the 
most problematic provisions, I, unfor- 
tunately, still have serious concerns 
with the remaining provisions in the 
bill, which makes changes to core as- 
pects of a regulatory regime that has 
been very successful for decades. 

For one thing, this entire bill applies 
to more than just private equity funds. 
It applies to private equity funds, 
hedge funds, and commodity pools. So, 
as a threshold matter, this is not nar- 
row or targeted relief. 

I also have a problem with the provi- 
sion exempting private equity advisers 
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from the Proxy Voting Rule for private 
securities. The Proxy Voting Rule sim- 
ply requires advisers to have a policy— 
just a policy—in place to deal with con- 
flicts of interest when the adviser is 
voting on shareholder proposals on 
their clients’ behalf. 

Proxy voting is not limited to public 
companies, and conflicts of interest 
exist whether a company is public or 
private. So there is really no reason 
why private securities should get an 
exemption here. 

In fact, private equity advisers are 
even more likely to have a conflict of 
interest when they are voting on share- 
holder proposals on a client’s behalf be- 
cause the entire business model a of 
private equity funds is premised on the 
funds having a significant amount of 
influence, if not outright control; and, 
in some cases, they even manage the 
company. 

So a private equity adviser that is 
voting on a client’s behalf would have 
a conflict of interest virtually every 
time it is faced with a proposal that is 
good for management, but bad for 
shareholders. 

Requiring a private equity adviser to 
have policies in place to manage these 
conflicts of interest is really not too 
much to ask. We are just asking for 
policies to be in place. 

While I think there are some very 
good things in this bill that are reason- 
able, I think too many of the provi- 
sions go too far, so I urge my col- 
leagues to oppose this bill. 

Mr. HURT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. HULTGREN). 

Mr. HULTGREN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in support of H.R. 5424, the In- 
vestment Advisers Modernization Act. 
I am proud to be a cosponsor of this 
legislation, which was introduced by 
Congressman HURT. I would especially 
like to thank Speaker RYAN and Chair- 
man HENSARLING for their work in 
bringing this up for a vote today. 

Private equity has a long history of 
making a positive difference for Illi- 
nois companies, their employees, and 
our communities. Over the last 10 
years, private equity firms have in- 
vested hundreds of billions of dollars in 
Illinois-based companies. In fact, Illi- 
nois ranked number one nationally in 
attracting private equity investment 
in 2015, according to the American In- 
vestment Council. 

It comes as no surprise that these 
companies, backed by strong financing 
and experienced management, with in- 
novative products and services, support 
hundreds of thousands of workers and 
their families. 

In addition to the economic growth 
driven by private equity, we also 
shouldn’t overlook its importance to 
investors. For example, the State Uni- 
versities Retirement System of Illinois 
and its 200,000 members depend on in- 
vestments in private equity-backed 
companies. 
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So why shouldn’t we, as legislators, 
seize an opportunity to make private 
equity investment easier? 

This bill would make relatively mod- 
est updates to a 76-year-old Investment 
Advisers Act. 

Our securities laws are meant to re- 
flect the sophistication of the inves- 
tors. We should not apply cumbersome 
regulations intended for less-sophisti- 
cated retail investors to professionals 
with deep knowledge and expertise of 
investment advising. 

The majority of private equity funds 
in Illinois are middle market and do 
not have large administrative staffs. 
Generally, the staff is just one or two 
finance professionals. The proliferation 
of rules, reporting, and regulation at 
both the Federal and State level has 
severely taxed these firms and taken 
valuable resources away from the im- 
portant job of identifying, investing in 
and growing companies and, thus, 
growing our economy. 

The Investment Advisers Moderniza- 
tion Act will reduce administrative 
costs, making it easier to invest in our 
communities, and improve the rate of 
return, whether they are saving for re- 
tirement or for a university’s endow- 
ment. 

In closing, I would like to thank 
Chairman HENSARLING again and Mr. 
HURT for their leadership on this legis- 
lation. 

It is no surprise that such a common- 
sense bill already has a strong bipar- 
tisan record. I urge all of my col- 
leagues to support the Investment Ad- 
visers Modernization Act. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, after general debate, 
my colleague from Illinois will offer an 
amendment to eliminate two toxic pro- 
visions of this bill. While I am sup- 
portive of his effort, I am concerned 
that his amendment does not go far 
enough. 

I am going to describe the six provi- 
sions Mr. FOSTER’s amendment leaves 
intact but that are still harmful to in- 
vestors and threatens the ability of the 
SEC to oversee private equity funds 
and hedge funds. As such, even if the 
amendment is adopted, I urge all Mem- 
bers to oppose final passage of H.R. 
5424. 

The first reason to vote against final 
passage is that H.R. 5424 would still re- 
move systemic risk reporting require- 
ments for private equity funds. Con- 
gress created the Financial Stability 
Oversight Council when it passed the 
Dodd-Frank Act to look for risks 
across the entire financial system, in- 
cluding those within shadow banks like 
private equity funds. 

Democrats understood that one of 
the most important lessons of the cri- 
sis was the value of sunshine into all of 
the dark corners of our markets. We do 
not want another AIG to make enough 
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risky financial bets to take down the 
entire economy without anyone know- 
ing until it is too late. 

H.R. 5424, however, would repeal the 
requirement that large private equity 
firms provide certain information 
about their portfolio companies and 
their leverage. 

The second reason to vote “no” on an 
amended H.R. 5424 is that the bill still 
would prohibit the SEC from applying 
the antifraud guidance related to ad- 
vertising materials of mutual funds to 
private equity funds and hedge funds. 
This is a basic investor protection. 

Private equity funds should not be 
able to selectively use performance 
data to dupe investors into buying 
their funds. It works for mutual funds 
and it will work for other funds simi- 
larly. 

Reason number three to oppose H.R. 
5424 is that the amended bill would re- 
move the bright-line test for fraudu- 
lent and misleading advertising mate- 
rials, thereby allowing private equity 
advisers to use testimonials and past 
recommendations to create a false per- 
ception of the adviser’s performance. 
This provision will enable private eq- 
uity funds to more easily sell key secu- 
rities to unsuspecting investors. 

Reason number four to vote ‘‘no’’ is 
the bill would still remove the require- 
ment that fund advisers notify inves- 
tors of ownership changes. This would 
allow an adviser to sell its business or 
the fund it manages to anyone, raising 
the concern that an unacceptable party 
would suddenly be managing a pen- 
sion’s invested money without their 
consent. The public pension plans have 
a right to know if the star manager has 
been replaced with an underachiever. 

An amended H.R. 5424 also would re- 
peal disclosures of proxy voting proce- 
dures for handling conflicts of interest. 
Namely, the bill eliminates a require- 
ment that advisers to private equity 
funds and hedge funds have policies and 
procedures in place to dictate how and 
when the adviser will vote a proxy and 
how it will mitigate any conflicts of in- 
terest. 

Because these policies and procedures 
inform investors and the SEC to 
whether an adviser is meeting some of 
its fiduciary responsibilities, I find it 
hard to understand how Democrats who 
stood up to protect the fiduciary obli- 
gations of everyday Americans can now 
support weakening it for the funds in- 
vesting on behalf of those Americans. 

Finally, even though the Foster 
amendment preserves the audit re- 
quirement for certificated securities, 
the bill would remove the audit re- 
quirement under the SEC’s custody 
rules for private, uncertificated securi- 
ties for which advisers would not have 
to keep any record. Although such se- 
curities may not be common in the pri- 
vate space, this distinction between 
two types of securities has all the 
trappings of a loophole in the making 
and would create a terrible incentive. 
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So I would urge all Members to op- 
pose H.R. 5424 even if the Foster 
amendment is adopted. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. HURT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. FOSTER). 
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Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. 

I cosponsored this bill because pri- 
vate equity makes considerable invest- 
ment in Illinois and, specifically, in my 
district. Nationwide, many businesses 
are backed by private equity and are a 
key driving force behind our economy, 
making critical national and local eco- 
nomic contributions. These businesses 
support 11 million jobs nationwide. 

This bill is about applying the provi- 
sions of the Investment Advisers Mod- 
ernization Act that make sense for the 
private equity business model. That 
business model involves making long- 
term investments in companies that a 
fund intends to turn around or grow 
over a period of years. 

This bill, from the very beginning, 
was an effort to apply those require- 
ments in a way that makes sense, and 
it is the culmination of a great deal of 
bipartisan work. 

Working across the aisle, I have 
worked with Congressman HURT of Vir- 
ginia to remove the provisions that my 
colleagues on my side of the aisle have 
indicated are the most troubling to 
them. Together, we worked on two 
amendments. The amendment passed 
in committee resulted in more than 
half of the Democrats on the com- 
mittee supporting the bill. 

Today I will be offering an amend- 
ment that will address two concerns 
that have been most prominently ex- 
pressed by Democrats and advocates 
through the amendment I will be pro- 
posing and answers their main objec- 
tions. 

First, the amendment will address 
concerns over transparency into the 
fund’s policies. It will continue current 
law that the adviser is required to de- 
liver a brochure to the client with in- 
formation about fees and brokerage 
services and, in turn, deliver that in- 
formation to the SEC. 

Second, we are addressing concerns 
over investor confidence that funds 
hold the assets that they say they do. 
The provision that we are removing 
would have provided a narrow exemp- 
tion to the annual audit and surprise 
inspection requirements for some 
funds, so they will continue to be sub- 
ject to these after my amendment is, 
hopefully, adopted. 

My amendment will ensure that 
funds continue to receive a third-party 
look to ensure that the fund has the as- 
sets it has represented to clients that 
it has, including that the asset is held 
in the name of the client. 

I know that there are other concerns, 
but after careful consideration, I be- 
lieve they can be addressed. Opponents 


12162 


say that advisers will no longer keep 
records of the private securities that 
are held in custody, but this is actually 
not accurate. The adviser does need to 
keep records. These securities are il- 
liquid and require issuer consent to 
sell, and these securities will be sub- 
ject to annual audit and surprise in- 
spection. 

Opponents also say that the clients 
might find that they have a new ad- 
viser without their consent, but cur- 
rent law allows for minority stakes in 
an adviser organized as a partnership 
to be done without consent. So this 
provision just treats an LLC and cor- 
porate structures identically. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HURT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield the gentleman an additional 1 
minute. 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, this bill 
would remove the requirement for pri- 
vate equity funds to submit certain in- 
formation on Form PF to the FSOC; 
but that information is intended to 
capture funds that have built up lever- 
aged and risky positions that pose a 
systemic risk through counterparty ex- 
posure. This is very different from the 
business model of private equity firms. 

I know that for those Members who 
supported H.R. 1105 in the last Con- 
gress, this should actually be easier be- 
cause it provides a very narrow, tar- 
geted relief. I voted against H.R. 1105, 
but I support this bill after thinking 
carefully about it and the changes. 

The bill received the support of more 
than half the Democrats on the Finan- 
cial Services Committee, and I hope 
that many more Democrats will sup- 
port this bill on the floor after my 
amendment has been adopted. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this bipartisan bill that will 
support businesses and economic 
growth around the country. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Speaker, investors, consumer advo- 
cates, public pension funds, and others 
have spoken on H.R. 5424, and they 
have deemed it to be harmful. 

Let me read for you a few excerpts 
from opposition letters received by the 
House of Representatives. First of all, 
let me tell you who they are: Ameri- 
cans for Financial Reform; the Amer- 
ican Federation of State, County, and 
Municipal Employees; the American 
Federation of Teachers; the Consumer 
Federation of America; Communica- 
tions Workers of America; and U.S. 
PIRG. 

“Far from modernizing the regula- 
tion of investment advisers, this legis- 
lation would roll back the clock to the 
years before private fund advisers were 
subject to elementary oversight meas- 
ures, measures that numerous docu- 
mented abuses have shown to be nec- 
essary for investor protection. The 
laundry list of regulatory exemptions 
in this bill would enable the exploi- 
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tation of investors, possibly including 
outright fraud. It would also reduce the 
information available to regulators to 
address systemic risk.”’ 

North American Securities Adminis- 
trators Association, Incorporated, 
these are our State securities regu- 
lators, the cops on the beat policing 
Main Street from financial crime, let 
me give you their quote: 

“Although the bill purports to be an 
updating of the framework for the reg- 
ulation of investment advisers, it is in 
fact little more than an effort to shield 
advisers to private funds from the scru- 
tiny of SEC registration and examina- 
tion oversight.” 

Let’s hear what CalPERS has to say: 
“We believe that H.R. 5424 would erode 
the Dodd-Frank provisions that estab- 
lished greater transparency into pri- 
vate equity funds, protected investors 
against fraud by fund advisers, and en- 
hanced the ability of regulators to ef- 
fectively monitor systemic risk in the 
private fund industry.” 

CalSTRS: ‘‘This current legislation 
amends the Investment Advisers Act of 
1940 to purportedly ‘modernize’ certain 
requirements related to private equity 
advisers. In actuality, this proposed 
legislation would roll back important 
investor protections provided to funds, 
in terms of transparency and oversight 
by the Securities and Exchange Com- 
mission.” 

Let’s hear from the Institutional 
Limited Partners Association: ‘‘The 
ILPA believes that the changes to 
mandatory disclosures and other re- 
quirements as proposed in H.R. 5424 
would be counterproductive to pro- 
viding institutional limited partners 
with the transparency they need to en- 
sure alignment of interest in their pri- 
vate equity fund investments, and to 
carry out their duty to protect the in- 
terests of millions of beneficiaries of 
these investments—retirees, policy- 
holders, nonprofit and educational in- 
stitutions.” 

Let’s hear from the Council Institu- 
tional Investors: 

“H.R. 5424 rolls back important 
transparency and reporting require- 
ments that we and many of our mem- 
bers believe are critical to investor 
protection. For example, section 3(b) of 
H.R. 5424 would provide exceptions for 
private equity and hedge funds from 
existing disclosure requirements on 
Form PF, a confidential form used by 
the U.S. Securities and Exchange Com- 
mission and other regulators to track 
risks in the financial system.” 

Let’s hear from Public Citizen: ‘‘This 
bill allows investment advisers to es- 
cape current safeguards designed to re- 
duce inflated sales pitches or obfusca- 
tion of investment risks. Specifically, 
investment advisers need to make sure 
that potential private equity investors 
have basic sales documents such as the 
company prospectus before consum- 
mating a sale. Investors in private 
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funds should be accorded ample infor- 
mation. The bill also frustrates efforts 
by investors to gain access to company 
records in so-called books-and-records 
requests.” 

Unite Here: “H.R. 5424 is an invita- 
tion for private equity managers to 
make false and misleading statements 
to the public. At a time when the near- 
ly $4 trillion private equity industry 
should become more transparent, H.R. 
5424 would enable it to become more 
opaque, putting workers, retirees, and 
the general public at risk.” 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. HURT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield such time as he may consume to 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. HEN- 
SARLING). Chairman HENSARLING has 
done so much to promote pro-growth 
policies in the Financial Services Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise in strong support of H.R. 5424. I 
want to thank the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia for his leadership and the gen- 
tleman from Illinois as well. 

This is a strong, bipartisan bill out of 
the House Financial Services Com- 
mittee having passed on a vote of 47-12, 
which means 80 percent of the members 
of the House Financial Services Com- 
mittee, including over half of the 
Democrats, support this commonsense, 
pro-growth, pro-jobs legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, as children—including 
my own—all across this Nation go back 
to school, we would be negligent if we 
didn’t acknowledge the latest report 
card that Americans received on our 
economy less than 2 weeks ago. The re- 
port card shows our economy growing 
at a measly 1.1 percent, roughly one- 
third of its normal growth. In other 
words, it has received a failing grade, 
Mr. Speaker. One economics writer has 
said the report suggests ‘‘the economy 
could be on the brink of recession.” 

Americans deserve better. Hard- 
working Americans do deserve better. 
Again, economic growth has been far 
stronger in our country. The economy 
grew on an average of 3.7 percent dur- 
ing every other recovery in the postwar 
era. But growth has averaged nearly 2 
percent in the last 7 years, and even 
worse, about 1 percent so far this year. 
It is just more evidence that the econ- 
omy is not working for working Ameri- 
cans. They have seen their paycheck 
shrink, and they have seen their wages 
stagnate. Seven years after recession 
ended, nearly 14 million Americans are 
unemployed or underemployed. 

I am confident that all of us—Repub- 
licans and Democrats alike—want this 
to change. We want to help Americans 
who are struggling, who are under- 
employed and unemployed. We have to 
lift the nearly 7 million additional 
Americans who have been thrown into 
poverty during these last 7 years. We 
must help them. We know—or should 
know—that nothing helps the poor, the 
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unemployed, and the underemployed 
like economic growth. Growth means 
more jobs, more growth means higher 
average wages, more growth means less 
government borrowing, and growth en- 
ables Americans to achieve the dream 
of financial independence. 

But if we want to ignite growth and 
revive our struggling economy, the an- 
swer is not more debt, more spending, 
or more onerous regulations from 
Washington. Instead, we need more en- 
trepreneurs, more innovation, and 
more small business expansion on Main 
Street. So at this time, when record 
levels of debt and Federal regulation 
hinder growth and slow our economy, 
it is critical for us to find bipartisan 
solutions—not always easy to come 
by—that will accelerate growth and get 
our economy back on track. 

Mr. Speaker, we have exactly that 
kind of bill before us today. Again, it is 
a bipartisan bill supported and spon- 
sored by the gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. HURT), Mr. VARGAS of California 
from the Democratic side of the aisle, 
Mr. STIVERS of Ohio from the Repub- 
lican side of the aisle, and Mr. FOSTER 
of Illinois from the Democratic side of 
the aisle. I have the honor of serving 
with all four of these gentlemen on the 
House Financial Services Committee, 
and I thank them for their bipartisan 
work on this bill. 

Again, this passed in our committee 
47-12. Over half the Democrats on the 
committee support the bill—80 percent 
of the committee. There is no reason 
why every Member of the House 
shouldn’t approve this bipartisan In- 
vestment Advisers Modernization Act 
because, Mr. Speaker, again, it is bi- 
partisan, it is pragmatic, and it is com- 
monsense. It simply updates portions 
of a 76-year-old law by updating regula- 
tions that have made it harder for the 
job growth engine of America—our 
small businesses—to access the capital 
they need to create jobs on Main 
Street. 
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We know, again, that small busi- 
nesses across the country are strug- 
gling to find investment and financing 
options that enable them to open their 
doors, hire workers, and succeed. They 
are struggling, again, because of a 
growing regulatory burden imposed by 
Washington, by a Washington-knows- 
best mentality. 

Witnesses have testified before our 
committee, Mr. Speaker, that there 
has been a serious decline in loans from 
banks to small businesses over the past 
few years, and our Nation has gone a 
decade—a decade—with no growth in 
the value of small business loans. 

It is not surprising that, during the 
second quarter of this year, one of 
every three small-business owners said 
they had to transfer personal assets to 
keep their businesses running, accord- 
ing to a recent report from Pepperdine 
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University. This same report found 
that 50 percent of small-business own- 
ers said their growth opportunities are 
restricted by the current business fi- 
nancing environment. 

As a small-business owner, my home- 
town of Dallas wrote me recently: ‘‘We 
have seen wave after wave of Federal 
regulations affecting our ability to 
grow.” Another small business owner 
from the town of Chandler, in the Fifth 
District I have the privilege of rep- 
resenting, summed up the economic 
harm caused by Washington’s regu- 
latory burden this way: “No one can 
keep up.”’ 

In order for the economy to grow for 
small businesses to create jobs that 
Americans need, we have to remove un- 
necessary regulations that tie up pri- 
vate capital and cause economic uncer- 
tainty. We must put in their place poli- 
cies that encourage investment, inno- 
vation, and entrepreneurial spirit that 
makes America a beacon of oppor- 
tunity for all. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, we have a bipar- 
tisan bill before us having passed 47-12, 
80 percent of our committee having ap- 
proved. It is a modest, but important, 
step in the right direction. But as one 
witness told us: It will go a long way 
towards facilitating capital formation 
while maintaining our commitment to 
investor protection. 

I urge all of my colleagues to support 
the bipartisan bill. By doing so, they 
will remove unnecessary burdens on 
our small businesses, and we will help 
grow not only the American economy 
but the Main Street economy as well. 

I thank Members on both sides of the 
aisle for their bipartisan work on this 
very, very strong bill. And I thank the 
gentleman from Virginia for his leader- 
ship and for yielding the time. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. 

I think I heard my colleague on the 
opposite side of the aisle reference 
Main Street, but I did not hear him de- 
scribe who his Main Street is, and we 
don’t know who he is talking about. 

Let me just remind the Members one 
more time who is opposing this bill— 
this is truly representative of Main 
Street—AFL-CIO; American Federa- 
tion of Teachers; American Federation 
of State, County and Municipal Em- 
ployees; Americans for Financial Re- 
form; Communications Workers of 
America; Consumer Federation of 
America; Council of Institutional In- 
vestors; CalPERS; CalSTRS; Institu- 
tional Limited Partners Association; 
North American Securities Adminis- 
trators Association; Public Citizen; 
UNITE HERE; United Automobile, 
Aerospace and Agricultural Implement 
Workers of America, UAW; and U.S. 
Public Interest Research Group. 

We have opposition from working 
people, from the real people of Main 
Street, on this legislation. I think, as 
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Members begin to read and look at this 
bill, they will understand how dan- 
gerous it is and how we would be roll- 
ing back the clock, jeopardizing the re- 
forms that we have made with Dodd- 
Frank, and also taking us back to un- 
dermining the SEC in extraordinary 
ways. 

Recently, Mr. Speaker, there was an 
investigative series initiated by The 
New York Times looking into the oper- 
ations of private equity firms. I would 
like to read for you a few key excerpts 
from the articles which I think might 
highlight the need for further regula- 
tion of private equity and not the 
rollbacks we see today in H.R. 5424. 

This is from a June 25, 2016, article 
titled: “When You Dial 911 and Wall 
Street Answers.” 

“Since the 2008 financial crisis, pri- 
vate equity firms, the ‘corporate raid- 
ers’ of an earlier era, have increasingly 
taken over a wide array of civic and fi- 
nancial services that are central to 
American life. 

“Unlike other for-profit companies, 
which often have years of experience 
making a product or offering a service, 
private equity is primarily skilled in 
making money. And in many of these 
businesses, The Times found, private 
equity firms applied a sophisticated 
moneymaking playbook: a mix of cost 
cuts, price increases, lobbying and liti- 
gation. 

“In emergency care and firefighting, 
this approach creates a fundamental 
tension: the push to turn a profit while 
caring for people in their most vulner- 
able moments.”’ 

This article then goes on to describe 
how response times slowed and lives 
were put in danger—and I am talking 
about the response time of fire depart- 
ments that are now controlled by eq- 
uity funds—when these profit-hungry 
Wall Street firms took over essential 
public health services, like ensuring 
ambulances arrived to victims on time. 

From an article titled, ‘How 
Housing’s New Players Spiraled into 
Banks’ Old Mistakes,” dated June 26, 
2016: “When the housing crisis sent the 
American economy to the brink of dis- 
aster in 2008, millions of people lost 
their homes. The banking system had 
failed homeowners and their families. 

“New investors soon swept in—main- 
ly private equity firms—promising to 
do better. 

“But some of these new investors are 
repeating the mistakes that banks 
committed throughout the housing cri- 
sis, an investigation by The New York 
Times has found. They are quickly 
foreclosing on homeowners. They are 
losing families’ mortgage paperwork, 
much as the banks did. And many of 
these practices were enabled by the 
federal government, which sold tens of 
thousands of discounted mortgages to 
private equity investors, while making 
few demands on how they treated 
struggling homeowners. 


12164 


“The rising importance of private eq- 
uity in the housing market is one of 
the most consequential trans- 
formations of the post-crisis American 
financial landscape. A home, after all, 
is the single largest investment most 
families will ever make. 

“Private equity firms, and the mort- 
gage companies they own, face less 
oversight than the banks. And yet they 
are the cleanup crew for the worst 
housing crisis since the Great Depres- 
sion.” 

The article then goes on to describe 
how private equity firms can squeeze 
fees out of homeowners during every 
stage of the foreclosure process, often 
through conflicts of interest that make 
foreclosure more profitable than pro- 
viding sustainable loan modifications. 

Mr. Speaker, this investigated series 
by The New York Times exposes prac- 
tices that I think no credible Member 
of Congress would want to be associ- 
ated with. This is horrible that we 
could even think that we are allowing 
our citizens to be placed at risk and 
their lives jeopardized because we have 
a private equity firm that is brought 
up and is now in control of critical 
services to our citizens, and they have 
to do it and make a profit. The way 
they make that profit is they cut back 
on personnel, equipment, machinery, 
or whatever it takes to turn that dol- 
lar. 

I am absolutely amazed that any 
Member of Congress would dare to 
think about supporting this kind of 
legislation that would allow these 
practices not only to continue in ways 
that I have described, and let me just 
remind you, I don’t know how we can 
soon forget the crisis that this country 
experienced in 2008 when we had this 
subprime meltdown and we had so 
many foreclosures, so many families 
that were literally put on the streets 
because they lost their home because 
of practices that were not regulated by 
this government. 

This is amazing. This is absolutely 
amazing, and it is outrageous. I believe 
when the Members who come to vote 
today take a look at the fine print that 
they will understand what is happening 
here today. I think even if some Mem- 
bers thought they could, or should, 
support this bill, I think they are going 
to change their minds. And while it is 
being touted as a bipartisan effort, I 
don’t think so. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. HURT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
California (Mr. KNIGHT). 

Mr. KNIGHT. Mr. Speaker, it is an 
honor to be here today to talk about 
what is very essential in America, and 
that is getting people to work and cre- 
ating opportunities. 

Small businesses are essential to 
America’s economic competitiveness. 
Not only do they employ half the Na- 
tion’s private sector, but they also cre- 
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ate two-thirds of the net jobs in our 
country. 

Unfortunately, in recent years, small 
businesses have been slow to recover 
from a recession and credit crisis that 
has hit them especially hard. Unlike 
large enterprises that can obtain funds 
from commercial debt and equity mar- 
kets, small businesses must often rely 
on their own personal assets, retained 
earnings, community banks, and credit 
unions for needed capital. 

Last month, in the great city of 
Santa Clarita, I hosted my annual 
small business conference and expo. 
The conference was designed to hear 
from constituents exactly what was 
happening and their problems in small 
businesses. After listening to small- 
business owners and employees talk 
about the challenges they face, it was 
very evident that overregulation and 
lack of access to capital were the big- 
gest issues. 

That is why I applaud and support 
Mr. HURT’s work on H.R. 5424, the In- 
vestment Advisers Modernization Act 
of 2016. The Investment Advisers Act 
has proven to be a duplicative burden 
that not only drives up costs but also 
blocks an efficient allocation of cap- 
ital. 

We need to modernize these laws so 
that we can remove existing barriers 
and tailor our policy to help facilitate 
capital formation. H.R. 5424 would do 
exactly that. The legislation takes into 
consideration the business model of to- 
day’s private equity and not one from 
70 years ago. 

I look forward to continuing my 
work with Mr. HURT, and with all of 
my colleagues here in the House, on 
commonsense measures like the In- 
vestment Advisers Modernization Act 
of 2016, so that we can ensure our small 
businesses can grow and employ more 
of our neighbors. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, I support H.R. 
5424, and ask my colleagues to vote in 
favor of this bill because access to cap- 
ital is not a partisan issue, it is some- 
thing that we need and will help our 
small businesses. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield myself as such 
time as I may consume. 

I will remind the Members that 
NANCY PELOSI, our leader, has weighed 
in on this pretty heavily. She doesn’t 
weigh in on a lot of things, but she has 
put out an advisory here today titled: 
H.R. 5424, a House GOP giveaway to the 
shadow banking industry. 

We have from the administration 
that a Presidential veto will take place 
on this legislation should it get to his 
desk. 

This morning’s debate illustrates Re- 
publican’s misguided priorities. When 
we are here in Washington, the Amer- 
ican public expects us to address the 
pressing needs of our Nation and not 
waste our time with Wall Street give- 
aways that the financial crisis taught 
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us is neither prudent nor without dev- 
astating consequences. 

Why is it that the interest of Wall 
Street takes high priority when we re- 
turn from our break? 
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Why aren’t we talking about home- 
lessness? Why aren’t we talking about 
Flint? Why aren’t we talking about 
Zika? Why aren’t we talking about 
Baton Rouge? 

I will tell you that there are those 
who think, perhaps, they have to take 
care of Wall Street, that it comes first, 
but I do not think so. I ask for a “no” 
vote on this bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. HURT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

In closing, I urge all of the Members 
of this body to support this good bill. 

Let’s remember where we started 
with this registration requirement for 
private equity. In the Dodd-Frank Act, 
in the aftermath of the financial crisis, 
private equity was swept into the 
Dodd-Frank Act in an effort, osten- 
sibly, to try to stop future systemic 
crises in the United States’ markets. 
As a consequence, over the last couple 
of years, we have introduced legisla- 
tion to repeal that registration re- 
quirement. This bill does not do that. 
Those efforts were bipartisan in na- 
ture. They were designed to promote 
more investment in jobs across this 
country, but that was met with resist- 
ance. Registration is now a fact of life. 
There are Members on the other side 
who did not support our previous ef- 
forts, Mr. FOSTER being one of them. 

As has been said, we have more than 
half of the Democrats on the Financial 
Services Committee supporting this 
legislation because it is not a repeal of 
the registration requirement. What it 
is, in fact, is a streamlining of a 76- 
year-old law that has made it more dif- 
ficult for investment funds to be able 
to be successful. 

This bill is not about rolling back in- 
vestor protection. In fact, investor pro- 
tection will still be strong. The SEC 
has the power to bring enforcement ac- 
tions. Nothing has been done, again, to 
repeal the registration requirement. 
These firms will still continue to have 
to be registered. This is not about in- 
vestor protection. All of the antifraud 
provisions that are currently in Fed- 
eral securities law will continue to 
apply. 

This is about teachers. It is about 
firefighters. This is about the pension 
funds in these investment funds that 
have had success over the last 10 years. 
These have been the places where these 
pension funds have, in fact, invested 
because they have been solid-per- 
forming funds. That is good for teach- 
ers and firefighters and their retire- 
ments. That is what this bill is about. 
It is about making it easier for these 


September 9, 2016 


funds to be successful so that they can 
bring back those returns for the retire- 
ments of our teachers and our fire- 
fighters. 

At the end of the day, probably as 
important as anything to me are the 
jobs that are created all across this 
country because of the investments of 
these funds—places like Main Street in 
Martinsville, Virginia, where we have 
seen, over the last 15 years, unemploy- 
ment as high as 25 percent. There have 
been investments in places like South- 
side, Virginia, that have created jobs, 
that have grown companies. 

That is what this bill is about. It is 
about those jobs in Martinsville, Vir- 
ginia. It is about those families in 
Martinsville, Virginia, or in Rocky 
Mount, or in Charlottesville, in Vir- 
ginia’s Fifth District. That is what this 
bill is about. That is why it has gar- 
nered strong bipartisan support on our 
committee, and I hope it will garner 
strong bipartisan support today on this 
floor. I urge my colleagues to support 
this measure. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, | rise in opposi- 
tion to H.R. 5424, the so-called “Investment 
Advisers Modernization Act of 2016.” Regret- 
tably, instead of modernizing the regulation of 
investment advisors, as the bill’s title sug- 
gests, the legislation under consideration 
today would take us back to a time when 
there was minimal transparency and reporting 
requirements for private firms such as private 
equity and hedge funds. 

Over the past few months, | have been fol- 
lowing the New York Times investigative se- 
ries that exposed abuses by the private equity 
industry that impact our daily lives. | am con- 
cerned that private equity firms are now over- 
taking our fire departments, our ambulance 
services, our public water services, and our 
mortgage market. The influence of these pri- 
vate firms in services that traditionally have 
been provided by our government is resulting 
in slower reaction times for emergency serv- 
ices, aggressive collection practices, and the 
type of foreclosure abuse that we saw before 
the 2008 financial crisis. Given the increased 
influence of these firms in our daily lives, it is 
critical that we do not roll back crucial over- 
sight and transparency requirements through 
this legislation. 

| served on the Financial Services Com- 
mittee during the 2008 financial crisis. | wit- 
nessed the harmful impact that the lack of reg- 
ulation had on hard-working families around 
our nation. | had the honor of helping to re- 
form our financial system through the enact- 
ment of the Dodd-Frank Wall Street Reform 
and Consumer Protection Act (The Dodd- 
Frank Act). The Dodd-Frank Act increased the 
transparency of private funds by requiring in- 
creased reporting and compliance require- 
ments. 

Unfortunately, this legislation would destroy 
much of the hard work we did through the 
Dodd-Frank Act. According to Americans for 
Financial Reform, the regulatory exemptions 
included in this bill would enable the exploi- 
tation of investors and would reduce the infor- 
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mation available to regulators to address sys- 
temic risk. Specifically, this harmful legislation 
removes certain requirements made applicable 
by the Dodd-Frank Act to investment advisers 
to private equity funds and hedge funds, so 
that they do not have to notify their investors 
of ownership changes, report certain informa- 
tion on large private equity funds in their sys- 
temic risk reports to the Financial Stability 
Oversight Council, or annually deliver plain- 
text disclosures to clients. It also exempts 
these private funds from the annual inde- 
pendent audit requirement, which was 
strengthened by the Securities and Exchange 
Commission following the Bernie Madoff scan- 
dal. 

A quarter of the investments in private eq- 
uity funds comes from public pensions, which 
invest the retirement savings of our nation’s 
teachers and firefighters. We cannot repeal 
these important protections for our nation’s 
public servants. 

In closing, this harmful bill would provide 
regulatory relief for an industry that needs 
more regulation. It is a dangerous step in the 
wrong direction. This is why | urge my col- 
leagues to vote “no” on this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
CARTER of Georgia). All time for debate 
on the bill has expired. 

AMENDMENT PRINTED IN PART B OF HOUSE 

REPORT 114-725 OFFERED BY MR. FOSTER 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 6, strike line 14 and all that follows 
through page 7, line 5. 

Page 7, strike line 18 and all that follows 
through ‘‘Consistent with” on page 9, line 16, 
and insert ‘‘Regulations, consistent with”. 

Page 9, beginning on line 20, strike ‘‘the 
Commission shall,’’. 

Page 9, line 28, insert ‘‘, so as to” after 
“such section”. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to House Resolution 844, the gen- 
tleman from Illinois (Mr. FOSTER) and 
a Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my friend from Virginia (Mr. HURT) for 
working with me on this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, the amendment that I 
am proposing addresses two of the con- 
cerns that have been most prominently 
expressed by Democrats and advocates, 
including the two major objections 
that the administration’s statement, 
which opposed this bill before the 
amendment, highlighted. I hope this 
will lead most of the Caucus to join me 
in voting for this bipartisan bill after 
my amendment addresses the chief 
concerns voiced by my colleagues. 

First, the amendment will address 
concerns over transparency into the 
fund’s policies. It will continue current 
law that the adviser is required to de- 
liver a brochure to the client with in- 
formation about fees and brokerage 
services and, in turn, deliver that in- 
formation to the SEC. 
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Second, my amendment will address 
concerns over investor confidence that 
the funds hold the assets that they say 
they do. It removes a provision that 
would have provided a narrow exemp- 
tion from the annual audit or surprise 
inspection requirements for some 
funds; so they will now, with this 
amendment, continue to be fully sub- 
ject to annual audits and surprise in- 
spections. My amendment will ensure 
that the funds continue to receive a 
third-party look to confirm the assets 
it has represented to clients, including 
that the asset is actually held in the 
name of the client. 

These are the two concerns most 
prominently expressed, but I know 
there are others. 

After careful consideration, I do not 
believe that they are problematic or 
should prevent Members from sup- 
porting this bill. The adviser does need 
to keep records on the securities in its 
custody. The securities eligible to be 
held in its custody are illiquid and will 
be subject to the annual audit or sur- 
prise inspection. Funds that have built 
up leveraged and risky positions that 
could pose a systemic risk through 
counterparty exposure and other mech- 
anisms will still be required to submit 
the additional information on Form PF 
to the FSOC. 

My amendment will remove the pro- 
visions that had been the main features 
for the opposition during this process, 
so I urge my colleagues to support this 
bipartisan bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. HURT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to claim the 
time in opposition. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. HURT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I 
commend Representative FOSTER and 
his staff for working with us on this 
measure and for making it a truly bi- 
partisan effort, for which I am grateful. 

This amendment is simple; yet, much 
like the amendment that was offered 
by Representative FOSTER during the 
July markup of this bill, it helps al- 
leviate some outstanding concerns, and 
it helps ensure that the legislation con- 
tinues to gain bipartisan support. 

This amendment would remove two 
sections: 

First, it would remove the brochure 
delivery changes that were made a part 
of this bill. While I believe the private 
fund sponsors already disclose substan- 
tial information in their private place- 
ment memoranda, which are included 
in the books and records requirements 
that advisers are required to maintain, 
there was concern that removing the 
requirement that advisers complete 
and deliver a brochure and a brochure 
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supplement to a client that is a limited 
partnership or otherwise would make it 
more difficult for the SEC to conduct 
examinations and compile information. 

The second change would remove the 
first part of the custody rule changes 
that were made in the bill. The legisla- 
tion would, as reported, require the 
SEC to provide additional exemptions 
to the custody rule, which will gen- 
erally require an adviser of a pooled in- 
vestment vehicle to have an inde- 
pendent accountant conduct surprise 
or scheduled audits every year of its 
clients’ funds and securities. While I 
believe that the proposed exemption is 
carefully tailored to limit its scope to 
persons with whom the fund sponsor 
has a close relationship, there were 
concerns about the level of connected- 
ness and how far current SEC staff 
guidance could be extended. This is an 
issue that should continue to be evalu- 
ated as, I believe, the current SEC 
guidance is too narrow, and the cost of 
the audit is often greater than the in- 
vestor protection it provides. 

While I think there are serious policy 
merits to the legislation as reported, I 
do think that these two changes that 
have been proposed by Mr. FOSTER al- 
leviate some concerns and help make 
the bill even more bipartisan than it 
was when it received the strong vote 
that it did in the Financial Services 
Committee. I support this amendment, 
and I thank the gentleman from Illi- 
nois (Mr. FOSTER) for offering this 
amendment. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, 
much time do I have remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Illinois has 2% minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2% 
minutes to the gentlewoman from Ari- 
zona (Ms. SINEMA). 

Ms. SINEMA. Thank you to Chair- 
man HENSARLING, Ranking Member 
WATERS, and Congressmen HURT, FOS- 
TER, VARGAS, and STIVERS for all of 
their work on this bipartisan legisla- 
tion to streamline the antiquated regu- 
latory framework for private equity 
fund advisers while maintaining appro- 
priate industry oversight and investor 
protections. 

Private equity investors across the 
country provide billions of dollars each 
year to Main Street businesses, and 
over 11 million Americans work for pri- 
vate equity-backed businesses. Last 
year alone, private equity firms in- 
vested an estimated $18 billion in more 
than 60 Arizona-based companies. To- 
gether, these companies support over 
130,000 workers and their families. 

GoDaddy is the world’s largest do- 
main name register with more than 12 
million customers, and like thousands 
of large and small American busi- 
nesses, GoDaddy is a private equity- 
backed company. Last month, I visited 
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their Tempe, Arizona, facility in my 
district. It is a state-of-the-art com- 
plex that promotes collaboration and 
innovation, and it employs over 1,000 
Arizonans, including engineers, devel- 
opers, and small business consultants. 
With the help and investment of pri- 
vate equity, GoDaddy will create hun- 
dreds of quality technology jobs for 
years to come. 

By providing narrowly targeted regu- 
latory relief to private equity fund ad- 
visers, this legislation improves the 
flow of capital to businesses in every 
community and in every district in the 
United States. This bill passed out of 
the House Financial Services Com- 
mittee on a bipartisan vote. Following 
the committee vote, we worked to- 
gether on a bipartisan fix to address 
two specific concerns. 

First, the amendment strikes the 
bill’s narrow exemption from the an- 
nual audit or surprise inspection re- 
quirements for some funds, ensuring 
that investors are able to verify that 
funds actually contain particular in- 
vestments as claimed. Second, the 
amendment ensures that advisers will 
continue to deliver a plain language 
narrative brochure annually to both 
clients and the SEC. 

All currently registered investment 
advisers remain subject to SEC reg- 
istration and examination and the 
antifraud provisions of the Investment 
Advisers Act. This legislation does not 
reduce the SEC’s authority to examine 
or to bring enforcement actions 
against private fund managers or 
eliminate any of the tools that the SEC 
has to pursue such actions. Further, 
private equity funds invest in compa- 
nies for several years and, therefore, do 
not present systemic risks. 

Private equity-backed businesses are 
a key driving force behind our econ- 
omy, making critical national and 
local economic contributions. We must 
work together to create an environ- 
ment that enables these companies to 
grow and succeed and expand opportu- 
nities for hardworking Americans. 

Thank you again to my colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle for their work on 
this important legislation. 

Mr. HURT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from New York (Mrs. CAROLYN B. 
MALONEY). 

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York. I thank the gentleman for yield- 
ing. 

Mr. Speaker, I support the Foster 
amendment that has been offered by 
my good friend and colleague from Illi- 
nois, and I thank him for his hard work 
in responding to concerns that the 
Democrats raised. I thank Chairman 
HENSARLING for accepting the amend- 
ment and Congressman HURT for ac- 
cepting the amendment. 

This amendment removes a provision 
in the bill that would exempt certain 
funds from the annual audit require- 
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ment of the custody rule. The custody 
rule is a longstanding investor protec- 
tion that guards against outright theft 
of clients’ funds, so I think that is a 
very huge burden of proof if you want 
to even think about rolling it back. 

There are so many ways to comply 
with the custody rule, but this bill 
without the Foster amendment would 
allow certain advisers to be exempt 
from having an annual audit, from hav- 
ing an annual surprise exam, and the 
requirement to hold a client’s securi- 
ties at an independent qualified custo- 
dian. In other words, it would exempt 
certain advisers from all of the protec- 
tions of the custody rule. I think that 
is a bridge too far, and I am so pleased 
that Mr. FOSTER’s amendment would 
remove this provision. It makes it a 
much better bill. 

I still have concerns about the re- 
maining provisions of the bill, but I 
think that this amendment is a huge 
step in the right direction, and I urge 
my colleagues to support the Foster 
amendment. 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. HURT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I 
close simply by saying that I have cer- 
tainly appreciated being able to work 
with Mr. FOSTER on this over the last 
several months. I appreciate his leader- 
ship on the issue, and I hope this body 
will approve this amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the previous question 
is ordered on the bill, as amended, and 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois (Mr. FOSTER). 

The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. FOSTER). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 
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MOTION TO RECOMMIT 

Mrs. TORRES. Mr. Speaker, I have a 
motion to recommit at the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 
gentlewoman opposed to the bill? 

Mrs. TORRES. I am opposed in its 
current form. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, I re- 
serve a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A point 
of order is reserved. 

The Clerk will report the motion to 
recommit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mrs. Torres moves to recommit the bill 
H.R. 5424 to the Committee on Financial 
Services with instructions to report the 
same back to the House forthwith with the 
following amendment: 

Add at the end the following: 
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SEC. 8. REPORT ON EMERGENCY VEHICLE RE- 
SPONSE TIMES OF COMPANIES 
OWNED BY PRIVATE FUNDS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 204(b) of the In- 
vestment Advisers Act of 1940 (15 U.S.C. 80b- 
4(b)) is amended by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing: 

‘(12) REPORT ON EMERGENCY VEHICLE RE- 
SPONSE TIMES OF COMPANIES OWNED BY PRI- 
VATE FUNDS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Each investment adviser 
required to file annual or other reports under 
this section and who advises a private fund 
that owns a controlling interest in an emer- 
gency services company shall, not less often 
than annually, disclose to the Commission— 

“(i) the change in the average response 
time of emergency vehicles since the private 
fund acquired a controlling interest in the 
emergency services company, disaggregated 
by the response times of emergency vehicles 
deployed to— 

“(I) rural areas; and 

“(ID) urban areas; 

“(ii) if a required response time is estab- 
lished by a contract for emergency services 
between the emergency services company 
and a unit of local government or by an ordi- 
nance of a unit of local government, the per- 
centage of response times of emergency vehi- 
cles deployed by the emergency services 
company to that unit of local government 
that do not meet such requirement; and 

“(iii) if the response times failed to meet 
the required response time described under 
clause (ii), a description of the impact of 
such failure on the value of the emergency 
services company to the private fund. 

‘(B) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this 
paragraph: 

‘(i) EMERGENCY SERVICES COMPANY.—The 
term ‘emergency services company’ means a 
company that provides ambulance, fire- 
fighter, or other emergency services in re- 
sponse to 9-1-1 calls. 

“(ii) EMERGENCY VEHICLE.—The term 
‘emergency vehicle’ means an ambulance, 
fire engine, or other vehicle deployed in re- 
sponse to a 9-1-1 call.’’. 

(b) RULEMAKING.—Not later than 270 days 
after the date of the enactment of this sec- 
tion, the Commission shall issue regulations 
to carry out paragraph (12) of section 204(b) 
of the Investment Advisers Act of 1940, as 
added by subsection (a). 

Mrs. TORRES (during the reading). 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to dispense with the reading. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
woman from California? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tlewoman from California is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 

Mrs. TORRES. Mr. Speaker, this is a 
final amendment to the bill, which will 
not kill the bill or send it back to com- 
mittee. If adopted, the bill will imme- 
diately proceed to final passage, as 
amended. 

Mr. Speaker, a June 26 New York 
Times article revealed some of the 
troubling consequences of private eq- 
uity firms taking over local emergency 
services. 

According to the article, since the 
2008 financial crisis, private equity 
firms are investing in growing numbers 
in emergency services companies, 
sometimes with disastrous results. The 
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piece found cases where emergency re- 
sponse times were so slow, personnel 
even had time for a cigarette break be- 
fore arriving to the scene. 

Some emergency services companies 
also reported mismanagement, specifi- 
cally, that their parent companies are 
not able to pay their salaries or re- 
stock ambulances with critical medical 
supplies. 

My amendment will make sure that 
there is accountability and trans- 
parency when private equity firms in- 
vest in emergency services. My amend- 
ment will not prohibit private equity 
funds from investing in these services 
or place any restrictions on how they 
choose to invest, nor will it deny the 
fact that private equity has and can 
play an important role in investing in 
companies in communities across our 
country. It would simply provide reas- 
surance to our constituents that when 
they call 9-1-1, their lives won’t be put 
at risk because their local fire or am- 
bulance service wants to turn a profit. 

This motion to recommit would re- 
quire private equity firms to report the 
change in response time of emergency 
vehicles since the private fund ac- 
quired a controlling interest in the 
emergency services company. Addi- 
tionally, the report will require data 
on the percent of emergency response 
times that violate contracts entered 
into by local governments and emer- 
gency services companies and include 
an explanation as to why response 
times did not meet requirements set 
out in such contracts. 

At a time when local jurisdictions 
are struggling to make ends meet and 
the demands on emergency services are 
only growing, there is certainly a role 
for private equity firms to play in 
making sure our constituents have the 
services they need and expect. But if a 
private equity firm decides to invest in 
an emergency service company, they 
also take on the responsibility to pro- 
vide those services to the best of their 
capacity. 

As a former 9-1-1 dispatcher, I know 
that when it comes to getting emer- 
gency personnel to those in need, every 
second matters. There is no margin of 
error, and under absolutely no cir- 
cumstances should profit come before 
saving lives. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
motion. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, I 
withdraw my reservation of a point of 
order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The res- 
ervation of a point of order is with- 
drawn. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, I 
claim the time in opposition. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Texas is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, I 
am just curious where this amendment 
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was during the bipartisan process to 
bring H.R. 5424 to the floor. I am curi- 
ous where it was in our committee de- 
liberations. I am curious why it was 
never presented to the Rules Com- 
mittee and we are just seeing it now. 

Again, H.R. 5424, the Investment Ad- 
visers Modernization Act, is a bipar- 
tisan piece of legislation to make sure 
our small businesses, entrepreneurs, 
and innovators can access capital. It 
passed the committee 49-12. More than 
half of the Democrats supported it. 

Now we have a motion to recommit 
that moves it in the complete opposite 
direction—one more disclosure, dis- 
claimer, more job-killing regulations 
to be put upon those who are trying to 
fund our small businesses, to try to 
help the working poor better them- 
selves, to try to help improve the pay- 
checks and the well-being of middle-in- 
come America. 

It is time to reject the motion to re- 
commit. Let’s work on a bipartisan 
basis. Let’s pass H.R. 5424. Vote down 
the motion to recommit. Vote for the 
bipartisan bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the previous question is or- 
dered on the motion to recommit. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion to recommit. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

Mrs. TORRES. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the order 
of the House of today, further pro- 
ceedings on this question will be post- 
poned. 


——— 


RECESS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess subject to 
the call of the Chair. 

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 36 
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re- 
cess. 


EE 
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AFTER RECESS 


The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. CARTER of Georgia) at 11 
o’clock and 5 minutes a.m. 


a 


JUSTICE AGAINST SPONSORS OF 
TERRORISM ACT 


Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (S. 2040) to deter terrorism, provide 
justice for victims, and for other pur- 
poses. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
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The text of the bill is as follows: 
S. 2040 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 


This Act may be cited as the ‘Justice 
Against Sponsors of Terrorism Act”. 
SEC. 2. FINDINGS AND PURPOSE. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the fol- 
lowing: 


(1) International terrorism is a serious and 
deadly problem that threatens the vital in- 
terests of the United States. 

(2) International terrorism affects the 
interstate and foreign commerce of the 
United States by harming international 
trade and market stability, and limiting 
international travel by United States citi- 
zens as well as foreign visitors to the United 
States. 

(3) Some foreign terrorist organizations, 
acting through affiliated groups or individ- 
uals, raise significant funds outside of the 
United States for conduct directed and tar- 
geted at the United States. 

(4) It is necessary to recognize the sub- 
stantive causes of action for aiding and abet- 
ting and conspiracy liability under chapter 
113B of title 18, United States Code. 

(5) The decision of the United States Court 
of Appeals for the District of Columbia in 
Halberstam v. Welch, 705 F.2d 472 (D.C. Cir. 
1983), which has been widely recognized as 
the leading case regarding Federal civil aid- 
ing and abetting and conspiracy liability, in- 
cluding by the Supreme Court of the United 
States, provides the proper legal framework 
for how such liability should function in the 
context of chapter 118B of title 18, United 
States Code. 

(6) Persons, entities, or countries that 
knowingly or recklessly contribute material 
support or resources, directly or indirectly, 
to persons or organizations that pose a sig- 
nificant risk of committing acts of terrorism 
that threaten the security of nationals of the 
United States or the national security, for- 
eign policy, or economy of the United States, 
necessarily direct their conduct at the 
United States, and should reasonably antici- 
pate being brought to court in the United 
States to answer for such activities. 

(7) The United States has a vital interest 
in providing persons and entities injured as a 
result of terrorist attacks committed within 
the United States with full access to the 
court system in order to pursue civil claims 
against persons, entities, or countries that 
have knowingly or recklessly provided mate- 
rial support or resources, directly or indi- 
rectly, to the persons or organizations re- 
sponsible for their injuries. 

(b) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this Act is to 
provide civil litigants with the broadest pos- 
sible basis, consistent with the Constitution 
of the United States, to seek relief against 
persons, entities, and foreign countries, 
wherever acting and wherever they may be 
found, that have provided material support, 
directly or indirectly, to foreign organiza- 
tions or persons that engage in terrorist ac- 
tivities against the United States. 

SEC. 3. RESPONSIBILITY OF FOREIGN STATES 

FOR INTERNATIONAL TERRORISM 
AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 97 of title 28, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after section 1605A the following: 

“$1605B. Responsibility of foreign states for 
international terrorism against the United 
States 
“(a) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term 

‘international terrorism’— 
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“(1) has the meaning given the term in sec- 
tion 2331 of title 18, United States Code; and 

‘“(2) does not include any act of war (as de- 
fined in that section). 

“(b) RESPONSIBILITY OF FOREIGN STATES.— 
A foreign state shall not be immune from the 
jurisdiction of the courts of the United 
States in any case in which money damages 
are sought against a foreign state for phys- 
ical injury to person or property or death oc- 
curring in the United States and caused by— 

“(1) an act of international terrorism in 
the United States; and 

(2) a tortious act or acts of the foreign 
state, or of any official, employee, or agent 
of that foreign state while acting within the 
scope of his or her office, employment, or 
agency, regardless where the tortious act or 
acts of the foreign state occurred. 

“(¢) CLAIMS BY NATIONALS OF THE UNITED 
STATES.—Notwithstanding section 2337(2) of 
title 18, a national of the United States may 
bring a claim against a foreign state in ac- 
cordance with section 2333 of that title if the 
foreign state would not be immune under 
subsection (b). 

“(d) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—A foreign 
state shall not be subject to the jurisdiction 
of the courts of the United States under sub- 
section (b) on the basis of an omission or a 
tortious act or acts that constitute mere 
negligence.’’. 

(b) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND- 
MENTS.— 

(1) The table of sections for chapter 97 of 
title 28, United States Code, is amended by 
inserting after the item relating to section 
1605A the following: 

““1605B. Responsibility of foreign states for 
international terrorism against 
the United States.’’. 


(2) Subsection 1605(g)(1)(A) of title 28, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
“or section 1605B”’ after ‘‘but for section 
1605A”. 

SEC. 4. AIDING AND ABETTING LIABILITY FOR 
CIVIL ACTIONS REGARDING TER- 
RORIST ACTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 2333 of title 18, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

“(d) LIABILITY.— 

“(1) DEFINITION.—In this subsection, the 
term ‘person’ has the meaning given the 
term in section 1 of title 1. 

‘“(2) LIABILITY.—In an action under sub- 
section (a) for an injury arising from an act 
of international terrorism committed, 
planned, or authorized by an organization 
that had been designated as a foreign ter- 
rorist organization under section 219 of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1189), as of the date on which such act of 
international terrorism was committed, 
planned, or authorized, liability may be as- 
serted as to any person who aids and abets, 
by knowingly providing substantial assist- 
ance, or who conspires with the person who 
committed such an act of international ter- 
rorism.”. 

(b) EFFECT ON FOREIGN SOVEREIGN IMMUNI- 
TIES ACT.—Nothing in the amendment made 
by this section affects immunity of a foreign 
state, as that term is defined in section 1603 
of title 28, United States Code, from jurisdic- 
tion under other law. 

SEC. 5. STAY OF ACTIONS PENDING STATE NEGO- 
TIATIONS. 

(a) EXCLUSIVE JURISDICTION.—The courts of 
the United States shall have exclusive juris- 
diction in any action in which a foreign state 
is subject to the jurisdiction of a court of the 
United States under section 1605B of title 28, 
United States Code, as added by section 3(a) 
of this Act. 
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(b) INTERVENTION.—The Attorney General 
may intervene in any action in which a for- 
eign state is subject to the jurisdiction of a 
court of the United States under section 
1605B of title 28, United States Code, as 
added by section 3(a) of this Act, for the pur- 
pose of seeking a stay of the civil action, in 
whole or in part. 

(c) STAY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—A court of the United 
States may stay a proceeding against a for- 
eign state if the Secretary of State certifies 
that the United States is engaged in good 
faith discussions with the foreign state de- 
fendant concerning the resolution of the 
claims against the foreign state, or any 
other parties as to whom a stay of claims is 
sought. 

(2) DURATION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—A stay under this section 
may be granted for not more than 180 days. 

(B) EXTENSION.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The Attorney General 
may petition the court for an extension of 
the stay for additional 180-day periods. 

(ii) RECERTIFICATION.—A court shall grant 
an extension under clause (i) if the Secretary 
of State recertifies that the United States 
remains engaged in good faith discussions 
with the foreign state defendant concerning 
the resolution of the claims against the for- 
eign state, or any other parties as to whom 
a stay of claims is sought. 

SEC. 6. SEVERABILITY. 

If any provision of this Act or any amend- 
ment made by this Act, or the application of 
a provision or amendment to any person or 
circumstance, is held to be invalid, the re- 
mainder of this Act and the amendments 
made by this Act, and the application of the 
provisions and amendments to any other per- 
son not similarly situated or to other cir- 
cumstances, shall not be affected by the 
holding. 

SEC. 7. EFFECTIVE DATE. 

The amendments made by this Act shall 
apply to any civil action— 

(1) pending on, or commenced on or after, 
the date of enactment of this Act; and 

(2) arising out of an injury to a person, 
property, or business on or after September 
11, 2001. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. GOODLATTE) and the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. NADLER) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Virginia. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re- 
marks and include extraneous mate- 
rials to S. 2040, under current consider- 
ation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, the Justice Against 
Sponsors of Terrorism Act has been in- 
troduced over several successive Con- 
gresses and has twice passed the Sen- 
ate. Over the years that this legisla- 
tion has been considered, I have 
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worked with its sponsors to make the 
bill’s language more precise in order to 
ensure that any unintended con- 
sequences are kept to a minimum. 

In particular, I have worked to make 
sure that JASTA’s extension of sec- 
ondary liability under the Anti-Ter- 
rorism Act closely tracks the common 
law standard for aiding and abetting li- 
ability and is limited to State Depart- 
ment-designated foreign terrorist orga- 
nizations. 

Secondary liability should only at- 
tach to persons who have actual knowl- 
edge that they are directly providing 
substantial assistance to a designated 
foreign terrorist organization in con- 
nection with the commission of an act 
of international terrorism. JASTA, as 
revised in the Senate Judiciary Com- 
mittee, ensures that aiding and abet- 
ting liability is limited in this manner. 

In addition to the Anti-Terrorism 
Act, JASTA amends the Foreign Sov- 
ereign Immunities Act to waive the 
sovereign immunity of any country 
that sponsors an act of international 
terrorism that causes physical injury 
on U.S. soil. 

JASTA makes this change because, 
under current law, a foreign nation can 
provide financing and other substantial 
assistance for a terrorist attack in our 
country and escape liability so long as 
the support is provided overseas. 

For example, under current law, if 
the intelligence agency of a foreign 
government handed a terrorist a bag of 
money in New York City to support an 
attack on U.S. soil, the country would 
be liable under the Foreign Sovereign 
Immunities Act’s tort exception right 
now. However, if we change the fact 
pattern slightly so that, rather than 
giving a terrorist money in New York 
City, the money is provided in Paris, 
the foreign state will not be subject to 
liability in U.S. courts. 

This is a troubling loophole in our 
antiterrorism laws to say that a ter- 
rorist attack occurring in the United 
States, a tort occurring in the United 
States on U.S. citizens, would not 
allow U.S. citizens access to their own 
courts for a tort that occurred in their 
own country. 

When Congress enacted the Foreign 
Sovereign Immunities Act in 1976, it 
put in place a broad set of exceptions 
to sovereign immunity, including an 
exception for tort claims involving in- 
juries occurring in the United States. 
However, the courts have not consist- 
ently interpreted those exceptions in 
such a manner that they cover the 
sponsoring of a terrorist attack on U.S. 
soil. 

JASTA addresses this inconsistency 
with a concrete rule that is consistent 
with the nine, longstanding exceptions 
to foreign sovereign immunity already 
provided for under U.S. law. 

JASTA ensures that those, including 
foreign governments, who sponsor ter- 
rorist attacks on U.S. soil are held 
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fully accountable for their actions. We 
can no longer allow those who injure 
and kill Americans to hide behind legal 
loopholes, denying justice to the vic- 
tims of terrorism. 

I urge my colleagues to vote in favor 
of this legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Michigan (Mr. CONYERS) control 
the balance of the time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank my col- 
league from New York, a senior mem- 
ber of the committee with whom I have 
worked for many years, for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, the September 11, 2001, 
terrorist attack on the United States 
was the deadliest foreign attack on 
American soil in our Nation’s history. 
Its impact has been immeasurable, as 
evidenced by the fact that we are still 
grappling with the cultural and policy 
implications stemming from the events 
of that day. And, 15 years on, most 
Americans continue to feel its searing 
emotional impact, particularly as the 
anniversary date approaches this Sun- 
day. This is especially true for those 
who lost loved ones or were injured as 
a result of this horrific attack. They 
deserve our deepest sympathy and our 
help. 

So it is in this vein that we consider 
S. 2040, the Justice Against Sponsors of 
Terrorism Act, which, among other 
things, amends the Foreign Sovereign 
Immunities Act of 1976 to create a new 
exception to the act’s general grant of 
foreign sovereign immunity. 

The Judiciary Committee held a 
hearing on this bill last July, at which 
the bill’s supporters presented compel- 
ling and sympathetic arguments in 
favor of ensuring that the 9/11 families 
have access to a well-deserved day in 
court. At the same time, however, the 
administration and others raised a 
number of concerns about the bill’s po- 
tential impact that we should keep in 
mind. 

First, the administration, some al- 
lied nations, and others, assert that 
the enactment of S. 2040 may lead to 
retaliation by other countries against 
the United States, given the breadth of 
our interests and the expansive reach 
of our global activities. 

Secondly, they assert that the bill 
will hamper cooperation from other na- 
tions because they may become more 
reluctant to share sensitive intel- 
ligence, in light of the greater risk 
that such information may be revealed 
in litigation. 

Moreover, they raise the concern 
that the bill, effectively, would allow 
private litigants rather than the gov- 
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ernment to determine foreign and na- 
tional security policy questions like 
which states are sponsors of terrorism. 

Because of the moral imperative of 
enacting legislation and the serious- 
ness of the concerns raised, I remain 
hopeful that we can continue to work 
with the administration to resolve 
these issues so that legislation can be 
signed into law by the President. 

I also want to acknowledge Rep- 
resentatives PETER KING and, particu- 
larly, JERROLD NADLER, and Senators 
JOHN CORNYN and CHARLES SCHUMER for 
their tireless leadership and efforts to 
achieve congressional passage of this 
measure. There is no doubt as to the 
passion they bring for advocating for 
victims of the September 11, 2001, at- 
tacks—a passion that I, and many oth- 
ers, share. 
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Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, at 
this time, it is my pleasure to yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. POE), a distinguished member of 
the Judiciary Committee, and welcome 
him back. 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, Sun- 
day marks 15 years since America was 
viciously attacked in 2001. Everyone re- 
members what they were doing. I was 
driving my Jeep to the courthouse in 
Texas, where I was a judge. People 
stopped on the side of the road because 
they were listening to the radio about 
how planes were used as a weapon to 
attack our Nation. 

Three thousand Americans and peo- 
ple from other nations were murdered 
at the hands of evil, malicious terror- 
ists, and our country changed forever 
that day. The lives of those families es- 
pecially changed, those families that 
suffered loved ones who were killed and 
injured and are still injured today. 

Meanwhile, we are here debating 
whether or not these families of the 
victims deserve their basic right, under 
the Constitution of the U.S., to their 
day in court, the right to sue the per- 
petrators. I don’t think there should be 
much dissenting on this issue. 

Mr. Speaker, if any foreign govern- 
ment, if it can be shown to have sup- 
ported a terrorist attack on U.S. soil, 
American victims ought to have the 
right to sue that country. Based on the 
28 pages held secret for years, there 
may be evidence that the country of 
Saudi Arabia and their officials may 
have had some involvement in planning 
the elements of that attack. I don’t 
know. That is what the courtroom is 
for. Whether this involvement rises to 
the level to be held accountable at 
trial is an issue for a jury of Americans 
to decide. 

It is interesting that Saudi Arabia 
objects to this legislation. Methinks 
they object too much. 

Like any other issue, we should let a 
jury decide the damages, what they 
should be, whether there should be any 
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at all. The legislation gives the vic- 
tims’ families access to the courts, to 
the rule of law, and we, as a people, 
should be more concerned about these 
victims of terror than we are about 
diplomatic niceties with other coun- 
tries. 

The voices of the murdered cry out 
for us to do justice, and justice has 
been waiting too long; 15 years for jus- 
tice. 

Mr. Speaker, justice is what we do in 
this country, and that is what these 
victims and their families want. 

And that is just the way it is. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased now to yield 3 minutes to the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. NAD- 
LER), who has been working on this 
issue for such a long time. 

Mr. NADLER. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support 
of JASTA. I am proud to be the lead 
Democratic sponsor of this bill, along- 
side my friend from New York (Mr. 
KING), and I appreciate all of his hard 
work on this legislation. 

On Sunday, we will observe the 15th 
anniversary of the September 11 ter- 
rorist attacks, when thousands of 
Americans were brutally murdered in 
my district in New York, as well as at 
the Pentagon, and in Shanksville, 
Pennsylvania. JASTA would help en- 
sure that those responsible for aiding 
and abetting those attacks are held ac- 
countable for their actions. 

Unfortunately, because of certain 
court decisions misinterpreting the 
Foreign Sovereign Immunities Act and 
the Anti-Terrorism Act, the 9/11 vic- 
tims and their families have been un- 
able to pursue their claims in court 
against some of the parties they be- 
lieve were responsible for funding the 
attacks. 

JASTA simply reinstates what was 
understood to be the law for 30 years, 
that foreign states may be brought to 
justice for aiding and abetting acts of 
international terrorism that occur on 
American soil, whether or not the con- 
duct that facilitated the attack oc- 
curred in the United States. 

Think of it this way: some courts 
have held that if a foreign government 
agent hands over a $1 million check to 
al Qaeda in a cafe in New York in order 
to fund a terrorist attack in the United 
States, that government can be sued in 
an American court. But if that same 
foreign agent funds the same attack by 
handing over the same $1 million check 
in a cafe in Geneva, his government 
should be immune from liability. 

That makes no sense, and it flies in 
the face of what had been settled law 
for many years. We must correct these 
erroneous court decisions so that any- 
one who facilitates a terrorist attack 
on our people can be brought to justice. 

Let me be clear. This legislation does 
not prejudge the merits of any par- 
ticular case. It simply ensures that the 
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9/11 families, or anyone who may face 
the same situation, can plead their 
case in court. 

Some critics of this bill have argued 
that if we pass it, other nations may 
retaliate by enacting similar laws that 
could subject Americans, or the United 
States itself, to liability in those coun- 
tries. I find this argument 
unpersuasive. The United States does 
not engage in international terrorist 
activity and would not face any legal 
jeopardy if a law like JASTA were en- 
acted anywhere else. 

Furthermore, the Foreign Sovereign 
Immunities Act, and its well-estab- 
lished tort exception, have been the 
law for 40 years. In that time, we sim- 
ply have not seen the parade of 
horribles that some critics imagine 
would happen if this bill were to be- 
come law. 

We cannot allow threats from a coun- 
try that fears being held to account for 
its actions, and may threaten retalia- 
tion of some sort, to deny victims of 
terrorist attacks their day in court. 
Moreover, this legislation contains a 
reasonable provision allowing for a 
stay of court proceedings if the Presi- 
dent is engaging in good faith negotia- 
tions to resolve the claim through dip- 
lomatic channels. 

We need not fear retaliation from an- 
other country. This is not the 1790s. 
The United States is a major power and 
can hold our own. 

JASTA is a narrow bill that has been 
carefully negotiated over the last 6 
years, and which passed the Senate 
unanimously in May. It would provide 
clarity to the courts, and justice to the 
victims of 9/11, and it deserves swift 
passage today. 

I urge all my colleagues to vote for 
this bill. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, at 
this time, it is my pleasure to yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. KING), the chief sponsor of 
this legislation. 

Mr. KING of New York. I thank the 
chairman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a great day for 
America. Let me, at the outset, com- 
mend Chairman GOODLATTE for the 
outstanding work that he has done, for 
always keeping his word, for being a 
person we could always count on to do 
what had to be done, and always told 
us what he was doing, and always car- 
ried everything out. So I thank BOB 
very much. 

Let me thank the Speaker of the 
House, Mr. RYAN; the Majority Leader, 
Mr. MCCARTHY; the Democratic lead- 
ers, NANCY PELOSI and STENY HOYER; 
and my good friend, JERRY NADLER, for 
being there from day one. 

Also, let me thank former Congress- 
man Dan Lungren, who was the origi- 
nal lead sponsor of this bill going back 
several years. 

Let me also thank the 9/11 families 
for the fact that they have never, ever 
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yielded. They have never stepped back. 
They have always kept this issue on 
the front burner at a time when too 
many Americans choose to look the 
other way. 

I especially want to thank Terry 
Strada and the great work that she has 
done. Her husband, Tom, her father-in- 
law, Ernie, and her mother-in-law, 
Mary Ann, are very good friends. I 
want to again thank her for the job 
that she did. And her husband, cer- 
tainly she is carrying on his name; and 
Terry, I thank you for that. 

This is essential. It is essential that 
justice be done. It is essential that 9/11 
families have the right to bring action 
in American courts. As Judge POE said, 
this is the most basic constitutional 
right. This is an obligation. It is an ob- 
ligation we, in the Congress, have to 
not allow foreign lobbyists or foreign 
countries or anyone else to intimidate 
us. 
Justice must be done, and we want to 
make sure that there are no more 9/11s. 
This is one more step we can take to 
show foreign governments they cannot 
step aside, they cannot walk away 
when something is carried out, where 
they are sort of looking the other way 
to make believe it is not happening. 

I am not prejudging the case, but the 
fact is the 9/11 families have the right 
to have this resolved in court, and I am 
proud to stand with them. 

I want to commend my colleague, 
DAN DONOVAN. From the day he arrived 
here in Congress, this has been a major 
issue for him. The Zadroga Act and 
JASTA is what propels him and cer- 
tainly has motivated me. 

So, again, I want to thank all the 
9/11 families for all the work they have 
done. It is a bipartisan effort. It is an 
American effort, and we can be very 
proud as we go into the 15th anniver- 
sary of the most horrible day in Amer- 
ica that we have not given up the fight. 
We will continue to fight and we will 
win. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, it is my 
pleasure to yield 3 minutes to the gen- 
tlewoman from New York (Mrs. CARO- 
LYN B. MALONEY). 

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York. Mr. Speaker, I thank the gen- 
tleman for yielding and for all of his 
hard work on this bill and others. 

I thank Chairman GOODLATTE for his 
hard work in helping to bring it to the 
floor. I thank my colleagues from New 
York, Congressmen KING and NADLER, 
for their hard work. 

This is an important, important bill, 
and I rise today, 2 days before the 15th 
anniversary of 9/11, to express my 
strong support for the passage of the 
Justice Against Sponsors of Terrorism 
Act. 

The attacks of 9/11 were acts of ap- 
palling cruelty. They targeted, know- 
ingly and specifically, innocent Ameri- 
cans who just got up and went to work 
like every other American and were 
killed on 9/11. 
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Though the hijackers of those planes 
died that day, it is virtually indis- 
putable that people who conspired with 
them in the planning, preparation, exe- 
cution, and financing of those horrific 
acts walk the streets freely in foreign 
capitals today. 

In fact, they are protected by a pecu- 
liar interpretation of international law 
that shields them from justice in U.S. 
courts for terrorist acts on U.S. soil. 

This bill, a version of which passed 
the Senate unanimously, would correct 
misinterpretations of previous legisla- 
tion and lower court decisions, and em- 
power survivors and families of the vic- 
tims of international terrorism to seek 
a measure of justice through our civil 
court system. 

This bill is needed because both the 
Congress and the executive have af- 
firmed that civil litigation against ter- 
ror sponsors, including governments, 
can have an important deterrent effect. 

This bill is also mindful of the con- 
cerns some have about its possible ef- 
fect on sovereign immunity. For that 
reason, it is narrowly focused and ap- 
plies only to attacks committed on 
U.S. soil that harm U.S. nationals. 

The attacks of 9/11 were roundly con- 
demned by people and governments 
around the world, so this bill is needed 
not just for the families of those who 
died in New York and at the Pentagon 
and in Pennsylvania, but it is needed 
by people around the world. 

We know we lost, roughly, 3,000 peo- 
ple on 9/11, but thousands and thou- 
sands more have died since the attacks 
because of the diseases that they now 
have because of being exposed to the 
toxins down at Ground Zero. Now they 
are predicting that, roughly, 15 people 
a day are concerned because cancer is 
now in their bodies from the exposure. 
So our people are still suffering. 

Fifteen years is a long time to wait. 
This bill is needed. Justice, we need 
justice. I think it is a strong deterrent. 
I am proud of the United States Con- 
gress and the legislative body of this 
country for standing up and passing 
this bill. 

I strongly urge my colleagues to not 
forget and to support overwhelmingly 
this bill. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, at 
this time, it is my pleasure to yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. LANCE). 

Mr. LANCE. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in strong support of the Justice 
Against Foreign Terrorists Act spon- 
sored by Mr. KING of New York. As we 
approach the 15th anniversary of the 
horrific terrorist attacks of September 
11, 2001, it is appropriate that we, in 
Congress, are finally authorizing that 
victims from that terrible day have the 
right to pursue full justice in our 
courts of law. 

Iam a lawyer and I have worked with 
constitutional and statutory issues. 
This legislation does not convict any 
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one person or any one nation, but it 
gives the loved ones of those who died 
recourse for full justice and compensa- 
tion. 

New Jersey lost more than 700 resi- 
dents in the attacks, 81 of them from 
communities I represent here in Con- 
gress. I know some of those names, and 
I know all of those communities. They 
deserve their day in court, and they de- 
serve the assistance of the Federal 
Government in being as transparent as 
possible with the evidence and the in- 
telligence. The truth is the truth, and 
it is time that we all know this. 

This measure passed the United 
States Senate with unanimous support, 
yet there are some who believe that 
the White House may threaten to veto 
the legislation, citing how it may com- 
promise our relationship with certain 
other nations. This is backward logic. 

Those nations should recognize the 
fundamental justice and legal remedies 
against a terrorist network that killed 
more than 3,000 Americans. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote. I 
am sure this will pass overwhelmingly, 
perhaps unanimously, in a bipartisan 
fashion. 
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Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. DOGGETT). 

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, look 
around the world. In Europe, in Asia, in 
the Middle East, and in Africa, wher- 
ever you see evidence of radical Islam, 
that extremism can usually be traced 
to preachers of hate from Saudi Arabia. 

The Kingdom has blood on its hands. 
Is it the blood of the victims of 9/11? 
Possibly. Fifteen of the nineteen hi- 
jackers were Saudis. Some Saudis were 
permitted to flee this country without 
thorough interviews. ‘‘Saudi Arabia 
has long been considered the primary 
source of funding for al Qaeda.” [The 
9/11 Commission Report, p. 171] 

Intelligence Committee Chair Sen- 
ator Bob Graham saw ‘‘a direct line be- 
tween at least some of the terrorists 
who carried out the September 11 at- 
tacks and the Government of Saudi 
Arabia.” [Saudi Arabia May Be Tied to 9/11, 
2 Ex-Senators Say; New York Times; Feb. 29. 
2012] But evaluating all of this evi- 
dence, the evidence of both sides, is 
why we have a judicial system in the 
first place. And for our government to 
obstruct the 9/11 victims—their fami- 
lies—from seeking the truth about 
Saudi Arabia and its involvement is 
just flat wrong. 

Some in our government have tried 
to hide as much as they could for as 
long as they could about the Saudis. 
Ignoring Saudi treachery, we had a 
President who literally held hands with 
the Crown Prince while attacking an- 
other country in the biggest foreign 
policy disaster in our Nation’s history 
that continues to plague us. 

The Muslims that I know, who are 
my neighbors in Texas, and those with 
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whom I meet here in Washington, do 
not deserve blanket blame for them- 
selves or for Islam, but neither should 
there be blanket immunity for those 
who may have committed wrong. 

I salute the bipartisan sponsors of 
this legislation. Give these 9/11 families 
their day in court and accord the 
Saudis all of the rights in a judicial 
proceeding that they so regularly deny 
their own citizens. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. DONOVAN). 

Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Speaker, to 
begin, I would like to acknowledge and 
thank Speaker RYAN, Chairman GooD- 
LATTE, and Chairman UPTON. I have 
been a Member of this distinguished in- 
stitution for only 16 months, and, in 
that time, they have done right by the 
heroes I represent in Congress. I thank 
them, and the thousands of heroes and 
their families from my district thank 
them as well. 

My good friend, the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. KING), has been a fierce 
advocate for all 9/11 heroes and their 
families for the last 15 years, and it is 
an honor to stand by his side. 

I would like to read into the RECORD 
part of a letter written to me last week 
by Lori Mascali, the widow of fire- 
fighter, and my good friend, Joseph 
Mascali from New York City Fire De- 
partment’s Rescue 5: 

“It’s Sunday morning, and the smell 
of coffee fills the air as I wait to hear 
the sound of the key in the front door. 
I know that sound of that key will be 
followed by the words, ‘I’m home,’ and 
my heart is excited. No longer do I 
hear the sound of the key in the door 
on a Sunday morning. No longer do I 
hear the simple words, ‘I’m home.’ Sov- 
ereign immunity should not be allowed 
as a Shield of protection for persons or 
nations that fund terrorists and cause 
mass murder. JASTA must be passed 
to send a strong message to all nations: 
if you fund terrorism, there will be ac- 
countability.”’ 

Mr. Speaker, this bill is about giving 
victims of terror attacks on United 
States soil their day in court and the 
chance to hold everybody account- 
able—including foreign governments 
that may have been involved. 

9/11 devastated families in my dis- 
trict—and for me, their priorities are 
my priorities. I support this bill, and 
ask my colleagues to join me in voting 
for passage. 

As my good friend from New Jersey 
(Mr. LANCE) said, the President has 
threatened to veto this bill, but, for 
those Americans who have earned the 
right for justice, I hope he has the con- 
viction and courage to sign JASTA 
into law. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. ISRAEL). 

Mr. ISRAEL. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my friend, the distinguished ranking 
member. 
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Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the 
Justice Against Sponsors of Terrorism 
Act. Mr. Speaker, 15 years ago, my 
Congressional District lost 200 men and 
women—families named Downey, fami- 
lies named Murphy, families named 
Uggiano, and so many other families. 
In the years since, those who responded 
to that act of terror have been getting 
sicker and sicker and sicker. 

They all deserve justice, Mr. Speak- 
er. You get justice on the battlefield. 
You can get justice in the courtroom. 
This bill ensures that they have the 
right to justice in the courtroom. For 
that simple and very profound reason, I 
support this bill. I was pleased to co- 
sponsor the bill with my friend from 
New York (Mr. KING). 

Mr. Speaker, I urge the President not 
to veto this bill. I thank my friend 
from Michigan. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
New Jersey (Mr. SMITH). 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. 
Speaker, I want to thank Chairman 
GOODLATTE for his extraordinary work 
on this legislation, Mr. CONYERS, and, 
of course, PETER KING who has been ab- 
solutely tenacious picking up the good 
work that Dan Lungren, a former 
member of Congress and Attorney Gen- 
eral of California, had done on this leg- 
islation previously. 

This is a bipartisan piece of legisla- 
tion, and it has to be signed by the 
President. I certainly hope—echoing 
comments of the previous speaker— 
that the President will, indeed, sign it 
into law. 

This bill holds the promise of some 
measure of justice for the victims of al 
Qaeda’s horrific terrorist attack on the 
United States 15 years ago this Sun- 
day. 

Time has not diminished the suf- 
fering of those who have lost loved 
ones on that day, nor has it brought ac- 
countability and, certainly, has not 
brought closure. 

This bill aims to change that to some 
degree by overturning the legal chal- 
lenges that have stood between the vic- 
tims and the justice they rightly seek 
from foreign governments and individ- 
uals suspected of financing the 9/11 at- 
tacks. 

I have worked extensively with the 
9/11 survivors and the family members. 
I have worked with the Jersey Girls, as 
they became known, who pushed so 
hard for the 9/11 Commission that was 
chaired by my former Governor Tom 
Kean, who did yeoman’s work to get to 
the bottom of what happened and what 
we might do to mitigate such a crisis 
going forward. Unfortunately, there 
still are gaps, and this is one of those 
gaping holes that need to be closed. 

Here today are some of those family 
members, many of them widows: Kathy 
Wisniewski, who works on my staff 
who lost her husband, Alan; Mindy 
Kleinberg; Lorie Van Auken; Monica 
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Gabrielle; and Carol Ashley are here in 
the Chamber and have pushed so hard 
for this legislation. 

Not here but here in spirit: Kristen 
Breitweiser, Patty Casazza, and Sheila 
Martello. 

Mary and Frank Fetchet also are 
with us. They lost their son Brad. 

These are people who have said 
“never again” needs to mean never 
again so no other Americans would suf- 
fer what they have endured at the loss 
of their loved ones. This is why this 
legislation is another major step for- 
ward. 

Look at the Foreign Sovereign Im- 
munities Act and the impediments that 
it has placed. As some of my colleagues 
have said earlier, we just want in court 
to be able to get at the truth: who was 
part of the facilitating and the financ- 
ing of the 9/11 murderers—the terror- 
ists—that killed some 3,000 people, 50 of 
whom—more than 50 who lived in my 
own congressional district. 

This bill also would amend the Anti- 
Terrorism Act of 1987. The bill will 
open foreign officials to accountability 
to so-called secondary liability, such as 
aiding and abetting or conspiring with 
terrorist perpetrators. These are very 
commonsense and modest changes to 
the law that will hopefully get us clos- 
er to justice for those who have suf- 
fered so much. It is a great bill. 

Again, I thank Chairman GOODLATTE. 
PETE KING has been absolutely tena- 
cious, and our leadership has heeded 
those calls and is supportive. I want to 
thank them for ensuring it came up 
today prior to the 15th anniversary of 
that infamous event. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the biparti- 
sanship of this bill and the emotional 
but clear discussion that has gone on 
in support of it. Because of the impor- 
tance of enacting legislation of this 
importance and the recognition of the 
concerns raised, I know that we can 
continue to work with the administra- 
tion to resolve these issues so that this 
measure can be signed into law by the 
President of the United States. 

I thank everyone who has partici- 
pated. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to say, first of 
all, thank you very much to the rank- 
ing member of the committee, the gen- 
tleman from Michigan (Mr. CONYERS) 
for working with us on this legislation. 
I want to congratulate the chief spon- 
sors of the legislation, particularly 
Congressman KING of New York who 
has, as many have said here, been tena- 
cious at pursuing justice. 

I urge all of my colleagues to support 
this legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 
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Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, | wish to join with 
my colleagues in support of today’s vote on S. 
2040, the Justice Against Sponsors of Ter- 
rorism Act (JASTA). 

Next week, our nation will mark the 15th an- 
niversary of the September 11th attacks. The 
United States suffered an immeasurable trag- 
edy that day, but for the victims and their fami- 
lies, their loss was even more profound. Their 
lives were irrevocably changed that day, and 
their road to healing has been made all the 
more difficult by the questions that remain un- 
answered and by the justice that has yet to be 
served. 

S. 2040, along with its House companion bill 
H.R. 3815, of which | am a proud cosponsor, 
would go a long way in providing answers to 
the victims and their families. In pursuing civil 
claims against terrorists, as well as those who 
aided and abetted them, we will be able to en- 
sure greater transparency. The process of try- 
ing civil suits in a court of law would bring to 
light new evidence about how those events 
came about including identifying the money 
flows to the hijackers, as well as any connec- 
tions the perpetrators had to foreign govern- 
ment officials. Ultimately, it will help to provide 
a more complete story of the September 11th 
attacks, not only of what happened that day, 
but also of what happened in the days leading 
up to them. 

| have worked over the last number of years 
with my colleagues Congressman WALTER 
JONES and Congressman THOMAS MASSIE in 
calling for the declassification of the 28 pages 
of the Joint Congressional Inquiry into Intel- 
ligence Activities before and after the Terrorist 
Attacks of September 2001. In doing so, | 
have also had the honor and privilege of get- 
ting to know some of the families who lost 
loved ones during the attacks. These families 
need and deserve answers and justice. Their 
representatives in Congress should be work- 
ing tirelessly to give them that. 

The release of the 28 pages earlier this 
summer was an important first step in getting 
answers for the families. Passing JASTA 
today, and getting it enacted, would be an 
equally important next step towards getting 
justice for the victims, survivors and their fami- 
lies. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, this Sun- 
day will mark the 15th year since that day our 
nation faced the greatest loss of life on U.S. 
soil from a terrorist attack. 

The years that have passed since that day 
have not dimmed my memory or diminished 
my resolve to see an end to terrorism not only 
in the United States, but around the world. 

As a Member of Congress and a senior 
Member of the Committees on Homeland Se- 
curity and the Judiciary, both of which deal 
with national security issues, | have long been 
committed and engaged in efforts to develop 
policies that anticipate and respond to new 
and emerging challenges to the security of our 
nation and the peace and safety of the world. 

| will never forget September 11, 2001 when 
2,977 men, women and children were mur- 
dered by 19 hijackers who took commercial 
aircraft and used them as missiles. 

| stood on the East Front steps of the Cap- 
itol on September 11, 2001, along with 150 
members of the House of Representatives and 
sang “God Bless America.” 
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| visited the site of the World Trade Center 
Towers in the aftermath of the attacks and 
grieved over the deaths of so many of our 
men, women, and children. 

| want to thank and commend the work of 
our first responder community on that day and 
every day since September 11 for their efforts 
to protect their communities and our nation 
from acts of terrorism. 

Mr. Speaker, September 11, 2001 will al- 
ways be remembered as a day of tragedy and 
heroism, heartbreak and courage, and shared 
loss. 

But the loss remains especially painful to 
those whose loved ones died or were injured 
by the criminal acts of terrorists on that fateful 
day. 

They remain in our thoughts and prayers 
and they have our sympathies. 

Mr. Speaker, this past July the Judiciary 
Committee, upon which | sit, held a hearing on 
S. 2040, the “Justice Against Sponsors of Ter- 
rorism Act,” at which the bils supporters of- 
fered powerful and compelling testimony in 
favor of insuring that 9/11 families have ac- 
cess to their day in court against the parties 
directly and vicariously liable for the injuries 
they suffered. 

The “Justice Against Sponsors of Terrorism 
Act,” amends the Foreign Sovereign Immuni- 
ties Act of 1976 to create a new exception to 
the Act’s general grant of foreign sovereign 
immunity. 

As the Ranking Member of the Judiciary 
Subcommittee on Crime, Terrorism, Homeland 
Security, and Investigation, | am committed to 
doing all that | can to ensure that they receive 
their day in court. 

| am sensitive, however, to the concerns 
raised by the Administration regarding unin- 
tended consequences that may result if the bill 
is passed in its current form. 

In particular, the Administration, allied na- 
tions, and others point out that enactment of 
S. 2040 in its current form may lead to retalia- 
tion by other countries against the United 
States. 

Additionally, the Administration raises the le- 
gitimate concern that if enacted in its current 
form, S. 2040 may hamper cooperation from 
other nations because they may become more 
reluctant to share sensitive intelligence out of 
fear that such information may be disclosed in 
litigation. 

| am confident, however, that these legiti- 
mate concerns can be addressed and re- 
solved as the legislation makes its way 
through the legislative process and | look for- 
ward to working with the Administration and 
the bill's sponsors and supporters to craft ac- 
ceptable legislation that can be presented to 
the President for signature. 

| thank the House and Senate sponsors of 
this important legislation, my colleagues Con- 
gressmen PETER KING and JERROLD NADLER of 
New York, and Senators JOHN CORNYN of 
Texas and CHARLES SCHUMER of New York, 
for their tireless efforts on behalf of fairness 
and justice for the 9/11 families. 

Mr. KING of New York. Mr. Speaker, as the 
lead sponsor of the House companion to this 
legislation, | would also like to address two 
technical items in the Justice Against Spon- 
sors of Terrorism Act that deserve clarification. 

The first issue deals with Section 4 of 
JASTA. Section 4 amends the Anti-Terrorism 
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Act to create a cause of action for aiding and 
abetting terrorism. It is a narrowly crafted pro- 
vision aimed at any “person,” as defined in 
section 1 of title 1 of the U.S. Code. After the 
Senate passed JASTA, one commentator 
speculated that the definition of “person” in 
this section was too limited and would not per- 
mit such a cause of action against a foreign 
government. This would be an inaccurate in- 
terpretation of the text. Section 3 of JASTA 
expressly authorized jurisdiction for claims 
made under section 2333 of title 18 and made 
clear that such claims would be permitted 
against foreign states in any case in which the 
new jurisdictional exception of JASTA, pro- 
posed section 1605B, might apply. This lan- 
guage should be interpreted as controlling. 
This point should be obvious given the under- 
lying purpose and structure of JASTA, but | 
wanted to make it emphatically clear here. 


The second item addresses Section 5 of 
JASTA, the provision authorizing a stay of ac- 
tions in appropriate circumstances. When the 
Senate passed JASTA on May 17, Senator 
CHARLES SCHUMER emphasized that, should 
the government pursue a stay pursuant to this 
provision, it should be prepared to provide 
substantial evidence of good faith negotiations 
to the court such as details about those in- 
volved in the discussions and their authority to 
reach a resolution, where and when the dis- 
cussions occurred, and a timeline for resolving 
the matter. 


| agree with Senator SCHUMER that these 
factors are important, but | also understand 
the concept of “good faith” to include addi- 
tional requirements that the court should con- 
sider. First, we expect that good faith settle- 
ment discussions will include appropriate rep- 
resentatives of the plaintiffs in any litigation, 
such as the lead counsel designated by the 
court or otherwise. Second, as the court eval- 
uates whether good faith discussions are on- 
going, it should also remember that those dis- 
cussions are designed to achieve a fair and 
equitable resolution of the disputes, taking 
fully into account the gravity of the harm and 
scope of the claims in issue, the length of the 
pendency of the claims, and other relevant 
factors. In other words, the purpose of nego- 
tiations is not simply to come to a settlement, 
but to come to a fair and equitable one. 


Third and finally, given the realities of inter- 
national terrorism and the sometimes murky 
relationship between private and state parties, 
any discussions occurring pursuant to a stay 
may properly encompass the resolution of 
claims against private parties, so as to enable 
a comprehensive resolution of disputes arising 
under JASTA that implicate foreign relations. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 
GOODLATTE) that the House suspend 
the rules and pass the bill, S. 2040. 


The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 


A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will remind all persons in the 
gallery that they are here as guests of 
the House and that any manifestation 
of approval or disapproval of pro- 
ceedings is in violation of the rules of 
the House. 


EEE 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, and the 
order of the House of today, pro- 
ceedings will resume on questions pre- 
viously. 

Votes will be taken in the following 
order: 

Adoption of the motion to recommit 
on H.R. 5424; and passage of H.R. 5424, if 
ordered. 

The first electronic vote will be con- 
ducted as a 15-minute vote. The re- 
maining electronic vote will be con- 
ducted as a 5-minute vote. 


ES 


INVESTMENT ADVISERS 
MODERNIZATION ACT OF 2016 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un- 
finished business is the vote on the mo- 
tion to recommit on the bill (H.R. 5424) 
to amend the Investment Advisers Act 
of 1940 and to direct the Securities and 
Exchange Commission to amend its 
rules to modernize certain require- 
ments relating to investment advisers, 
and for other purposes, offered by the 
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. HURT), 
on which the yeas and nays were or- 
dered. 

The Clerk will redesignate the mo- 
tion. 

The Clerk redesignated the motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion to recommit. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 176, nays 
232, not voting 23, as follows: 

[Roll No. 494] 


YEAS—176 

Adams Cicilline Edwards 
Aguilar Clark (MA) Ellison 
Ashford Clarke (NY) Engel 
Bass Clay Eshoo 
Beatty Cleaver Esty 
Becerra Clyburn Farr 
Bera Cohen Foster 
Beyer Conyers Frankel (FL) 
Bishop (GA) Cooper Fudge 
Blumenauer Costa Gabbard 
Bonamici Courtney Gallego 
Boyle, Brendan Crowley Garamendi 

F. Cuellar Graham 
Brady (PA) Cummings Grayson 
Brownley (CA) Davis (CA) Green, Al 
Bustos Davis, Danny Green, Gene 
Butterfield DeFazio Grijalva 
Capps DeGette Gutiérrez 
Capuano Delaney Hahn 
Cardenas DeLauro Heck (WA) 
Carney DelBene Higgins 
Carson (IN) DeSaulnier Himes 
Cartwright Deutch Hinojosa 
Castor (FL) Dingell Honda 
Castro (TX) Doggett Hoyer 
Chu, Judy Duckworth Huffman 
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Israel 

Jackson Lee 

Jeffries 

Johnson (GA) 

Johnson, E. B. 

Kaptur 

Keating 

Kelly (IL) 

Kennedy 

Kildee 

Kilmer 

Kind 

Kirkpatrick 

Kuster 

Langevin 

Larsen (WA) 

Larson (CT) 

Lawrence 

Lee 

Levin 

Lewis 

Lieu, Ted 

Lipinski 

Loebsack 

Lofgren 

Lowenthal 

Lowey 

Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 

Luján, Ben Ray 
(NM) 

Maloney, 
Carolyn 

Maloney, Sean 

Matsui 


Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 

Bos 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bra 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 

Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 

Cole 

Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 

Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 

Dent 
DeSantis 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 

Donovan 
Duffy 

Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 


McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Nea 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Sanchez, Linda 
T: 


NAYS—232 


Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 

Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 

Gibson 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 

Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guthrie 
Hanna 

Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 

Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 

Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 

Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Jolly 

Jones 

Jordan 

Joyce 

Katko 

Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
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Sarbanes 

Schakowsky 

Schiff 

Schrader 

Scott (VA) 

Scott, David 

Serrano 

Sewell (AL) 

Sherman 

Sires 

Slaughter 

Smith (WA) 

Speier 

Takano 

Thompson (CA) 

Thompson (MS) 

Titus 

Tonko 

Torres 

Tsongas 

Van Hollen 

Vargas 

Veasey 

Vela 

Velazquez 

Visclosky 

Walz 

Wasserman 
Schultz 

Waters, Maxine 

Watson Coleman 

Welch 

Wilson (FL) 

Yarmuth 


Knight 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 


Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 


Brown (FL) 
Connolly 
DesJarlais 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Fincher 
Gohmert 
Guinta 


Messrs. 


Simpson 
Sinema 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 


Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 

Yoho 

Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 


NOT VOTING—23 


Hastings 
Johnson, Sam 
Lynch 

Miller (FL) 
Neugebauer 
Nugen 
Palazzo 
Reichert 


1203 
COFFMAN, 


Ross 

Rush 

Russell 

Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Swalwell (CA) 
Westmoreland 
Zinke 


BISHOP of 


Michigan, MCHENRY, SIMPSON, Mrs. 


HARTZLER, 
changed their vote from 


“nay.” 


and 


Mr. 


STIVERS 
‘ ‘yea”’ to 


Mrs. CAPPS and Mr. PERLMUTTER 
changed their vote from ‘‘nay’’ to 


“yea.” 


So the motion to recommit was re- 


jected. 


The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


The 


question is on the passage of the bill. 
The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 
Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Speaker, on that I demand the yeas 


and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a 
5-minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 261, nays 
145, not voting 25, as follows: 


Abraham 
Aderholt 
Aguilar 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Ashford 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Benishek 
Beyer 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 

Bost 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 


[Roll No. 495] 
YEAS—261 


Buck 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carney 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 

Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Cook 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 


Curbelo (FL) 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
Delaney 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Esty 
Farenthold 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 

Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 


Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 

Gibbs 

Gibson 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 

Gowdy 
Graham 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Grothman 
Guthrie 
Hanna 

Hardy 

Harper 

Harris 
Hartzler 

Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 

Himes 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 

Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Jolly 

Jordan 
Joyce 

Katko 

Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kilmer 

Kind 

King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lance 
Larsen (WA) 
Latta 

Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 

Lucas 


Adams 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 
E; 
Brady (PA) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Courtney 


September 9, 2016 


Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Maloney, Sean 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Moulton 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Quigley 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (NY) 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 


NAYS—145 


Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Duckworth 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 

Farr 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Higgins 
Hinojosa 
Honda 


Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Russell 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Vargas 
Veasey 

Vela 

Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 

Yoho 

Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 

Zinke 


Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 


September 9, 2016 


Maloney, Pelosi Takano 

Carolyn Pingree Thompson (CA) 
Matsui Pocan Thompson (MS) 
McCollum Price (NC) Titus 
McDermott Rangel Tonko 
McGovern Richmond Torres 
McNerney Roybal-Allard Tsongas 
Meeks Ruiz 
Meng Sanchez, Linda ae 
Mopre ne Visclosky 
Murphy (FL) Sarbanes 
Nadler Schakowsky Walz 
Napolitano Schiff Wasserman 
Neal Scott (VA) Schultz 
Nolan Serrano Waters, Maxine 
Norcross Sherman Watson Coleman 
O’Rourke Sires Welch 
Pallone Slaughter Wilson (FL) 
Pascrell Smith (WA) Yarmuth 
Payne Speier 

NOT VOTING—25 

Barton Griffith Palazzo 
Brown (FL) Guinta Reichert 
Bucshon Hastings Ross 
DesJarlais Johnson, Sam Rush 
Doggett Lamborn Ryan (OH) 
Doyle, Michael Lynch Sanchez, Loretta 
Fincher Miller (FL) TEOD 
Gotimert Nugent Westmoreland 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
KELLY of Mississippi) (during the vote). 
There are 2 minutes remaining. 
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So the bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

Stated for: 

Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Speaker, | was unavoid- 
ably detained for rollcall vote 495. Had | been 
present, | would have voted “aye”. 

Mr. BUCSHON. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 
495, | was unavoidably detained. Had | been 
present, | would have voted “yes.” 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall vote 
494, the vote on the Motion to Recommit H.R. 
5424, the Investment Advisers Modernization 
Act of 2016, had | been able to vote, | would 
have voted “aye.” 

Mr. Speaker, on rollcall vote 495, the vote 
on Final Passage of H.R. 5424, the Invest- 
ment Advisers Modernization Act of 2016, had 
| been able to vote, | would have voted “nay.” 


EE 
1215 
LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 


(Mr. HOYER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
McCARTHY) for the purpose of giving us 
the schedule for the next week. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, on Monday the House 
will meet at noon for morning hour and 
2 p.m. for legislative business. Votes 
will be postponed until 6:30 p.m. 

On Tuesday and Wednesday, the 
House will meet at 10 a.m. for morning 
hour and noon for legislative business. 

On Thursday, the House will meet at 
9 a.m. for legislative business. 
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On Friday, no votes are expected in 
the House. 

Mr. Speaker, the House will consider 
a number of suspensions next week, a 
complete list of which will be an- 
nounced by close of business today. 

The House will also consider H.R. 
3590, the Halt Tax Increases on the 
Middle Class and Seniors Act, spon- 
sored by Representative MARTHA 
MCSALLY. This critical bill will prevent 
Americans with high healthcare costs 
from facing a tax increase next year. 

Additionally, the House will consider 
H.R. 5620, the VA Accountability First 
and Appeals Modernization Act, spon- 
sored by Representative JEFF MILLER, 
which ensures that employees at the 
Department of Veterans Affairs are 
held accountable for misconduct or 
poor performance. This bill will also 
modernize the disability appeals proc- 
ess to reduce the unacceptable backlog 
of claims. 

The House will also consider H.R. 
5226, the Regulatory Integrity Act, 
sponsored by Representative TIM 
WALBERG, which is a commonsense bill 
requiring agencies to publish informa- 
tion about proposed regulations on 
their Web sites. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, the House will 
consider H.R. 5351, sponsored by Rep- 
resentative JACKIE WALORSKI, which 
prohibits the transfer of any individ- 
uals detained at Guantanamo Bay, 
Cuba. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for that schedule. I 
won’t discuss any of the bills that the 
gentleman mentioned on the schedule, 
but I do want to note a couple of ab- 
sences. One is, of course, the con- 
tinuing resolution. 

As the gentleman knows, after next 
week where the CR is not included, we 
have 9 legislative days left before the 
scheduled adjournment. As the gen- 
tleman knows, we have not passed a 
single appropriations bill. And without 
finding fault with either side—because 
I know each side thinks the other side 
is at fault—the fact remains we have 
not passed a single appropriations bill. 

So there is no alternative to a con- 
tinuing resolution, and we must pass a 
continuing resolution if the govern- 
ment is going to operate on October 1 
in the new fiscal year. The limited 
number of days in session—9 days after 
next week. 

There are reports that the House Re- 
publicans are already divided on how 
long the CR ought to be, whether or 
not we ought to go into the 115th Con- 
gress or not. Representative TOM COLE 
was quoted as saying, ‘Since we’re all 
drawing our checks, we ought to actu- 
ally do our job and get it done’’—mean- 
ing the appropriations process and the 
funding of the government—‘‘and rec- 
ognize that the next administration 
and the next Congress are going to 
have plenty to do and to deal with on 
their own and not throw additional 
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work at them because we are either too 
lazy or incompetent to do our work.” 

That is Representative TOM COLE, 
one of the senior Members of this body, 
a former chairman of the campaign 
committee, and a respected Member of 
this body. 

Mr. Leader, I believe we ought to 
pass a CR as soon as possible, consider 
it as soon as possible. My own belief is 
that it ought to be short-term. I be- 
lieve many people share that view. Ap- 
parently, Senator MCCONNELL shares 
that view as well. 

It is my understanding the Senate is 
going to consider such a CR and send it 
to us. Obviously, it is our responsi- 
bility on fiscal matters under the Con- 
stitution to move pieces of legislation. 
They may well amend theirs into a 
House bill, as I am sure you know that 
both sides do from time to time. 

Can you tell me, A, how long do you 
expect the CR—first of all, when do you 
believe we will consider a continuing 
resolution to fund government past 
September 30? Secondly, how long do 
you think that CR will extend? Third- 
ly, as we did last year, is it your expec- 
tation that we will do an omnibus in 
December in the lameduck? 

I yield to the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Well, I thank the 
gentleman for yielding. 

I do want to just clarify one of your 
statements. Surely the gentleman did 
not mean from the point that no appro- 
priations bills have passed this floor 
because six have passed. They just have 
not been sent to the President. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, reclaiming 
my time, as the gentleman and I both 
Know, no appropriations bills have 
been enacted. As I pointed out, forget- 
ting about who is to blame—and I am 
sure you and I have different perspec- 
tives on that—the fact of the matter is 
they haven’t passed, and they haven’t 
been signed by the President. When I 
say ‘‘passed,’’ that’s the Congress. 
They haven’t passed the Congress, and 
the President hasn’t signed any. So 
there is no possibility we are going to 
pass one or more of those bills. 

As you know, there are 12 appropria- 
tions bills to fund government. We 
haven’t passed one of them. It doesn’t 
look like we are going to pass any of 
them, so we are going to need a CR. So 
my question relates to the CR. There 
are three points. 

I thank the gentleman for clarifying 
it. 

I yield to the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia. 

Mr. McCARTHY. I thank the gen- 
tleman for clarifying. 

Just one more little clarification, if 
the gentleman may. All 12 of the appro- 
priations bills have passed out of com- 
mittee. So it is our desire to finish that 
work. 

Yes, it looks as though we will be 
into a continuing resolution. We have 
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funding up until September 30. It is our 
intent to have that done before we de- 
part. We will not depart without fin- 
ishing that work. 

The duration is up for discussion, and 
we have been having discussions on 
both sides of the aisle about that. But 
as soon as that decision is made, Mem- 
bers will be advised when the floor ac- 
tion is scheduled. But I assure the gen- 
tleman it will be done before any Mem- 
ber is departing. 

Mr. HOYER. Well, I presume that. I 
presume that the majority—and I will 
say this, that for whatever reasons— 
and your party is in control of both the 
House and the Senate. Yes, we have the 
Presidency, the Democrats, but no bills 
have reached his desk. Whether they 
got out of committee or not, no bills 
have reached his desk. 

You and I both know getting out of 
committee means nothing. Nothing 
happens because it gets out of com- 
mittee, other than it is eligible to 
come to the floor. Beyond that, noth- 
ing happens with respect to funding 
government. And your party is in the 
majority. It is not a question of blame. 
It is a question of no bill has passed 
from the Congress to the President of 
the United States for signature. He 
hasn’t vetoed any bills because they 
haven’t gotten to him. So we need to 
adopt a CR. 

I think the gentleman is correct that 
we are not going to go home, I pre- 
sume, without passing a CR. The gov- 
ernment was shut down for 16 days 
some years ago because we wouldn’t re- 
peal the Affordable Care Act. I don’t 
presume that is going to happen this 
time. 

I certainly hope that we address the 
CR. It is not scheduled for next week. 

I am going to discuss another subject 
in just a second that should have been 
scheduled, in my view, this week. But 
we did bills that, frankly, aren’t going 
to pass or be sent to the President. We 
spent a full week—otherwise known as 
25 percent of the time—that is sched- 
uled for us to be here before the elec- 
tion. 

Next week, it will make it 50 percent 
of the time, and still no CR is being 
brought forward. We left town in July 
without passing the Senate Dill—it 
passed 68-30, a bipartisan bill—to ad- 
dress the critical health crisis con- 
fronting the American people, Zika. 
You don’t schedule that for next week 
either on your schedule, Mr. Leader. 

I am very concerned. I think America 
is very concerned. Certainly, on this 
side of the aisle, we are very concerned. 

I want to make a representation here 
publicly, so that America will know 
and you will know, that I am prepared 
to say that almost everybody in our 
caucus—I would say “unanimous,” but 
I haven’t talked to everybody—is ready 
to pass the bipartisan Senate bill, 
which passed 68-30, which would appro- 
priate $1.1 billion. 
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Tony Fauci was on the Hill, who is 
the director of NIH’s NIAID, National 
Institute of Allergies and Infectious 
Diseases, which of course Zika falls 
within the ambit of his expertise and 
authority. 


1230 


He has said as of October 1, he is 
going to have no money to deal with 
the development of a vaccine. I know 
the gentleman is as concerned as I am 
because we have talked about setting 
up funds for disasters; and this is a 
health crisis, obviously a disaster. 

Let me ask the gentleman if he ex- 
pects Zika funding to come to the floor 
either with the CR or as a separate bill, 
and again, I represent to him, I believe 
every Democrat—I haven’t talked to 
every Democrat, but I believe every 
Democrat will support the bipartisan 
Senate bill which passed 68-30, which 
appropriates money and has the virtue, 
unlike the conference report, which the 
House added poison pill language that 
they knew neither the Democrats 
would support in the House nor the 
Senate nor would the President sup- 
port, undermining, frankly, the ability 
to have health services delivered in 
Puerto Rico to women, the epicenter of 
the Zika crisis. 

It should have been no surprise that 
that was not going to be supported, and 
the President made it very clear he was 
not going to support it. We need to 
reach a compromise. The Senate 
reached a compromise. I urge the ma- 
jority leader to address this and bring 
it to the floor. I tell him, he will have 
my full support and engagement for 
the Senate bill, which was a bipartisan 
bill. 

I yield to my friend to let us know 
when he expects to deal with this crit- 
ical health crisis confronting the 
American people. 

Mr. McCARTHY. I thank the gen- 
tleman for yielding. 

Before I begin, I want to thank the 
gentleman. At the very beginning of 
this crisis, you and I sat together. At 
the very beginning of this crisis, you 
and I compiled a group of Members on 
both sides of the aisle with the exper- 
tise to deal with it. $600 million quick- 
ly went out the door to fight it, to 
combat it. The Senate approved $1.1 
billion. 

I am somewhat excited to hear that 
all the Democrats will change their 
mind now and vote for the bill because 
I would like to remind the gentleman 
that in June this House took up this 
issue because we knew what would hap- 
pen in the summer. We know what is 
transpiring in Florida because we pre- 
dicted that it would because it was al- 
ready happening in Puerto Rico, but 
that was not the case on this floor that 
night. Everyone on the other side said 
‘no.’ 

Well, you know what, in the Senate, 
they have taken this up three times. 
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Your side of the aisle decided to leave 
without dealing with this issue. They 
could have dealt with this issue this 
week. This is the exact amount of 
money that the Senate voted for unani- 
mously over there—maybe not unani- 
mously, but bipartisanly. This is not 
one to play politics with. We did our 
job here. 

It is quite ironic that in clarification 
on your past remark saying Repub- 
licans are in the majority here, yes, 
that is true, and you saw that happen. 
The rules in the Senate are much dif- 
ferent, where it empowers the minority 
to stop. That is why we are talking 
about a CR. But this should not be the 
case. You could have challenged your 
colleagues in that Senate, in your 
party, to stop the filibuster, that the 
people should not have to wait. 

We have been in those rooms to- 
gether. I know your desire. When you 
and I talked about putting the emer- 
gency funding together, you know 
what, that is an appropriations issue. 
We need this to get done. They need 
the money. We need to combat it, and 
we need to continue to monitor it. 
That is why we dealt with this in June. 

That is why I have the frustration 
that I have. Even when we came back 
this week, the Senate Democrats were 
in the exact same place they were be- 
fore. This money goes to the commu- 
nity centers in Puerto Rico, exactly as 
the President requested. 

So it is not a time to play politics. It 
is not a time to get frustrated about a 
different issue that you had that night 
so you couldn’t vote “yes.” That is the 
truth behind this, and that is wrong. 

Mr. HOYER. I could get very ani- 
mated in my answer. The fact of the 
matter is, what the majority leader 
represents, in my view, is inaccurate. 
The Senate sent us a bipartisan bill, 
and because you think you needed to 
serve some of your most hard-line 
Members, you made it a political bill. 
And we were not going to take it. We 
are not going to see you eliminate 
Planned Parenthood, which over- 
whelmingly is the—listen to me, Mr. 
Majority Leader. I listened to you re- 
spectfully. 

The bill eliminated Planned Parent- 
hood services and funding to deliver 
services in Puerto Rico, the epicenter 
of this disease. And you put other leg- 
islation in that bill you knew was un- 
acceptable to us. The Senate did not do 
that because they need 60 votes, which 
means they need to come to a bipar- 
tisan agreement. You rejected a bipar- 
tisan agreement on your side of the 
aisle. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
KELLY of Mississippi). The Chair would 
remind Members to direct their re- 
marks to the Chair. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, the major- 
ity party rejected the bipartisan legis- 
lation that came from the Senate with 
68 votes. That is more than two-thirds 
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of the Senate. Half of the Republicans 
in the United States Senate passed 
that bill over to us, and we could have 
passed it. 

I know some people said we needed 
the $1.1 billion, but I will tell you, had 
you brought that bill to the floor with- 
out adding political aspects to it that 
you knew we would not support, it 
would have passed. You could have 
passed it on your own, but you chose to 
make it a political bill. And we are not 
going to accept that because the Amer- 
ican—you are right, Mr. Speaker, the 
American people deserve that we deal 
with this issue now. 

The President asked for this money 
on February 22. We are now at Sep- 
tember 10, Mr. Speaker, and we have 
not dealt with this except in a way 
that, frankly, the majority party knew 
would not be acceptable, would not be 
bipartisan, would not pass the Senate, 
and would not be signed by the Presi- 
dent. 

It is, I say with all due respect, Mr. 
Majority Leader, not credible to say 
because we didn’t take what you want- 
ed to jam down our throat when we had 
an agreement—not everybody agreed. I 
understand some people on my side 
said, oh, no, 1.1 is not enough, and I 
frankly don’t think it is enough. But it 
is a very substantial sum that would 
enable NIH to pursue vaccines and pur- 
sue other matters in Puerto Rico and 
Florida and other places in this Nation 
to keep our people safe. 

So I tell the majority leader, again, 
bring the bipartisan bill passed to us 
by the United States Senate with 68 
votes. Bring it to the floor as a House 
bill and we will pass it, and that is why 
I tell the majority leader, Mr. Speaker, 
that I believe every Member on my side 
of the aisle will vote for that, not be- 
cause they believe $1.1 billion will be 
sufficient to address this problem. 

Leader PELOSI makes the very cogent 
point, Mr. Speaker, the Director of 
CDC says that it will cost $10 million 
per child who suffers from 
microcephaly, which is the result of 
Zika. Very frankly, in Brazil they 
found that the results go beyond that. 
$10 million. If 200 children get 
microcephaly, that gets to the dollars 
that the President wants from us to 
prevent this horrible consequence to 
the children and to the families of 
America. 

So I say with all due respect, Mr. Ma- 
jority Leader, you can say all you 
want—and I know the spin: the Demo- 
crats in the Senate are holding this up. 
I do not accept that. I think it is inac- 
curate. What is holding it up is putting 
in items in a bill that is absolutely es- 
sential, gratuitously, that you know 
we will object to as opposed to doing 
what the Senate did, Mr. Speaker, and 
that is reaching a bipartisan agree- 
ment. It is very tough to reach bipar- 
tisan agreements in this House because 
we have a group in this House who 
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wants to wag the dog. And that is not 
what the American people expect. 

I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that I 
have great respect for the majority 
leader, and he is accurate. We do sit 
down, we work together, and we can 
come to bipartisan agreements. We 
didn’t sit down on this. The conference 
report was not signed by a single Dem- 
ocrat. There was no doubt that when it 
came to this House floor, there were no 
Democrats on that conference report, 
and we had no debate. 

Now, one of the reasons we had no de- 
bate—I want to make it clear because 
the majority leader, Mr. Speaker, is 
going to make that clear as well—was 
our side, we thought there was another 
important issue, but the fact of the 
matter is not whether it was debated. 
There would have only been 30 minutes 
a side anyway, a short debate. 

But the fact of the matter is the ma- 
jority leader knows that the $1.1 billion 
bill that the Senate passed, even 
though it is not the President’s re- 
quest, would have passed on this floor, 
and it would pass on this floor today. 
And NIH and CDC would have the re- 
sources, Mr. Speaker, that they need to 
protect the American people. Mr. 
Speaker, that is what we ought to do. 

I now yield to my friend, the major- 
ity leader. 

Mr. McCARTHY. I thank the gen- 
tleman. 

I think the best thing for the Amer- 
ican people is to actually read the bill. 
So let me just read the section that 
you referred to, that you stated that no 
Democrat in Appropriations would sign 
on to, that no Democrats on the other 
side wanted to vote for. It referred to a 
block grant. Let me quote it. This is in 
the bill dealing with Zika. ‘‘For the 
funding for health services provided by 
public health departments, hospitals or 
reimbursed through public health 
plans.” 

Seriously, you are opposed to that? 
That is what you are fighting over 
while the mosquitoes begin to grow and 
go beyond State by State? This is what 
we are fighting over? 

That $1.1 billion, added with the 
other $600 million, took place in June. 
Yeah, we couldn’t get to the floor to 
debate it because you wouldn’t give us 
one microphone. But I am sorry, I 
know there is a lot of politics that goes 
around here, but this is not. This is the 
moment, this is the time that we rise 
above it. The American people do not 
deserve that, and I say let’s put this 
paragraph out, let the public read what 
the bill says, and I will promise you, 
the majority wants you to vote for it 
and stop playing games. 

Mr. HOYER. I understand the major- 
ity wants to vote for what they want 
us to vote for. They don’t want to 
reach a bipartisan—— 

Mr. McCARTHY. You voted against 
that. Explain. 

Mr. HOYER. I did vote against that. 
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Mr. McCARTHY. If the gentleman 
would please explain to me what—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair would remind Members to direct 
their remarks to the Chair. 

Mr. HOYER. It is so hard, Mr. Speak- 
er. 
Mr. McCARTHY. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. HOYER. I will be glad to yield to 
my friend. I have a comment, but I will 
yield to him first. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, to the 
gentleman across the aisle, it is true, 
we work closely together on the big 
issues, and we try to find common 
ground. In that spirit, will you tell me 
what in that paragraph you disagree 
with? 

Mr. HOYER. Reclaiming my time, 
Mr. Speaker, is the gentleman aware 
that the major deliverer of health serv- 
ices to women in Puerto Rico is 
through Planned Parenthood? Is the 
gentleman aware of that? 

I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Did the President 
request, when he requested money, 
that it get delivered that way? Or in 
here may I remind the gentleman what 
I am requesting, ‘‘the funding goes for 
health services provided by public 
health departments, hospitals, or reim- 
bursed through public health plans.” 

Public health means that is the way 
the health care is provided, so we are 
funding the entities that provide the 
health care, exactly when the Presi- 
dent had requested it. 

Mr. HOYER. Reclaiming my time, 
Mr. Speaker, that language was clearly 
designed, as the gentleman knows, as 
the staff knows, and as has been pub- 
licized, to preclude one of the agencies 
that delivers health care in Puerto 
Rico from doing so, and that is Planned 
Parenthood that gets public funds. 
This is designed, we believe, to restrict 
it. But let’s put that aside. Let’s say 
we have a disagreement on that. Let’s 
accept that. 
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What the Senate said, if we have dis- 
agreements on these things, we are 
going to pass a bill that gets that 
money out the door. And they passed it 
68-30, which means approximately one- 
half of the Republicans voted for it be- 
cause—and, very frankly—a prede- 
cessor of yours, Mr. BLUNT, was a co- 
sponsor of that bill—one of my very 
close friends, as you know—along with 
Mrs. MURRAY. 

So, they achieved the objective in the 
United States Senate of doing exactly 
what I think you are actually correct, 
Mr. Speaker, in saying, and that is 
that the people want us to act. 

It is not on the schedule this week. It 
is not on the schedule next week. And 
it ought to be on the schedule for con- 
sideration, and it ought to be in a bi- 
partisan way, which means that both 
you and I could say that, yes, our sides 
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can support this. Without, we have 
some very significant differences, Mr. 
Speaker. We all understand that. The 
American people understand that. And 
we ought not to try to deal with those 
in something as critically important. 

That is what the Senate decided to 
do. That is what Roy BLUNT decided to 
do. That is what Senator MURRAY de- 
cided to do. And that is what 68 Mem- 
bers of the United States Senate de- 
cided to do. 

Now, let’s, just for the sake of argu- 
ment, agree that we have a disagree- 
ment on the interpretation of what 
that does, but if we have a disagree- 
ment, that means that we are not able 
to pass that bill. You may disagree 
with our reasoning, but that is the 
fact. And that is the conclusion the 
United States Senate came to, Mr. 
Speaker. So they did a bill that they 
could agree on in a bipartisan way. 

And I tell you, Mr. Speaker—I will 
reiterate it once again—bring the Sen- 
ate bill. It wasn’t our bill. This is a 
Blunt-Murray bill. Mr. BLUNT is the 
former majority leader and majority 
whip and minority whip of the House of 
Representatives. The Senator from 
Missouri, a Republican leader in the 
Senate, sent us a bipartisan bill. 

Let’s take that bill, and whatever 
other differences we have, let’s debate 
them, Mr. Speaker. Those provisions 
can be brought to the floor separate 
and apart, without undermining the 
need to immediately fund the Zika 
public health efforts. 

So, I, again, say to my friend, those 
two issues—and I might also add, per- 
haps in closing, that we ought to be 
dealing with Flint as well, another 
public health issue that has been pend- 
ing, Mr. Speaker, for over a year. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Will the gentleman 
yield, before he goes to a new subject? 
Mr. HOYER. I would be glad to yield 
to my friend. 

Mr. McCARTHY. The only thing I 
want to clarify here is: Do you believe 
in debate and having the opportunity 
for people to air different sides? 

Mr. HOYER. I do. That is why we 
didn’t have a lot of debate because we 
were asking for Mr. KING’s bills to be 
brought to the floor, as I recall. So I do 
believe in that. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Will the gentleman 
yield to me? 

Mr. HOYER. I would be glad to yield 
to the gentleman. 

Mr. McCARTHY. I would ask the gen- 
tleman to join with me, then, in re- 
questing that the Democrats on the 
Senate—the filibuster denies the bill to 
even come up for debate, let alone it be 
voted for. So would you not join with 
me in asking the Democrats to stop 
playing politics with a filibuster and 
allow the bill to come up? If the bill 
fails, the bill fails. But it is not even 
being allowed to be debated. 

You were always so good with read- 
ing articles, and I don’t know that I 
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have ever read one to you, but I would 
like to. If you will indulge me. 
PolitiFact—this is the organization 
that looks at what we say and tries to 
put truth to it. This is the headline: 
“Democrats Stretch Impact of Planned 
Parenthood Exclusions in Zika Bill.” 

This is one highlighted: 

“The bill also provided funds that 
would potentially help clinics and hos- 
pitals in nearly every municipality on 
the island.” 

Could we not agree that that is more 
important than politics? Could we not 
agree that people are being affected 
every day and that those who are 
watching this debate shake their head 
and wonder why we are even having 
this fight? 

In June, we passed a bill. Since that 
time, Democrats in the Senate will not 
even allow it to be debated, not even 
allow it to be debated, to vote it up or 
vote it down. 

There is one thing Americans believe 
in: fairness. And I don’t believe that 
that is fairness, if you deny a bill from 
coming forward. If you deny the bill 
from coming forward, you are blocking 
it. 

So, if you want the true definition of 
what is happening in the Zika battle, it 
is that those on the other side of the 
aisle in the Senate are blocking the 
discussion from even taking place. 

Mr. HOYER. Reclaiming my time, 
they are not blocking anything. They 
passed a bill 68-30. They sent it here, 
and it was blocked from coming to the 
floor. And it would have passed. 

If you believe, as you asked me, do I 
believe, should we consider things, the 
answer, of course, is yes. 

And I said, as an aside, PETER KING, 
the former chairman of the Homeland 
Security Committee has two bills that 
are supported by over 85 percent of the 
American public. Bring them to the 
floor on the premise, Mr. Speaker, that 
we ought to debate, consider, and vote. 
Bring them to the floor. Bring Mr. 
KING’s bills to the floor. Bring the Sen- 
ate bill. You know the Senate bill has 
68 votes. 

Mr. Speaker, I will tell the majority 
leader that, had he brought the Senate 
bill to the floor—we were precluded 
from voting on the Senate bill, Mr. 
Speaker. The majority leader just said, 
Oh, we ought to bring the bill to the 
floor. Isn’t that the right thing to do? 
Well, if it is right for the Senate—and 
we can’t control the Senate, but we can 
control the House. And, as a matter of 
fact, Mr. Speaker, as you know, I was 
the majority leader, and I could decide 
whether to bring the bills on the floor 
or not bring them on the floor. The ma- 
jority leader has that authority. 

Bring the Senate bill to the floor. If, 
in fact, as the majority leader just said 
we ought to have debate, we ought to 
consider it, and we ought to vote, and 
if it goes down, fine; if it passes, that is 
the will of the House—will of the Sen- 
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ate, you said. If that is a good premise 
in the Senate, it is an even better 
premise in the House of Representa- 
tives. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I ask my friend, the 
majority leader, to bring that bill to 
the floor. Let’s vote on it. That is what 
he said his premise was and what we 
were committed to. I agree with him. 

I don’t like the filibuster. I don’t like 
the 60-vote rule in the Senate, I will 
tell you that. The 60-vote rule under- 
mines democracy. If a bill has 50 per- 
cent and a committee reports it out, it 
ought to come to the floor. I agree with 
the majority leader on that. And Mr. 
REID and I have had some discussions 
on that. My colleague Senator CARDIN 
and I have had some discussions on 
that. 

But if it is good for the Senate, it is 
good for the House. And the House does 
that. The majority can rule in this 
House. And if he brings that bill to the 
floor, it will pass. It will pass on Mon- 
day, I guarantee the gentleman. 

And I know we need to conclude this. 
In all consideration, Ms. KELLY is com- 
ing over to explain to me schedules. 

But this is serious, and I don’t say 
this—the majority leader and I do work 
together. But let’s pass this Zika bill, 
as the Senate passed it, and then have 
the arguments on stuff that we don’t 
agree on. We do agree on the Senate 
bill, at least to the extent it goes, and 
there are things that we don’t agree. 

To make an aside, you stripped the 
Confederate Flag amendment from the 
conference report on the MILCON bill 
because you didn’t want your guys to 
vote on it. Mr. Speaker, I understand 
that. That is why it was done. I didn’t 
like that, but that passed the House, 
stripped out of the bill, not by the Sen- 
ate, but by us. But that is an aside. 

It is an aside because, you are right, 
Mr. Speaker, the majority leader is 
right, that doesn’t affect Zika. What 
affects Zika is that $1.1 billion that we 
can get to them on Monday, Mr. Speak- 
er. If the majority leader will bring it 
to the floor, we can pass it on suspen- 
sion. 

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the major- 
ity leader’s discussion on this matter, 
but we have some critical issues, Mr. 
Speaker, that we need to deal with: 
funding government, getting Zika 
passed, helping the people in Flint, 
funding opioids. We passed a bill. It 
was a good bill. The President signed 
it. We passed it in a bipartisan way, 
but we didn’t fund it. Another health 
crisis. 

We need to address these critical 
matters. These other bills may have 
merit, but they are not a crisis. 

Mr. Speaker, unless the majority 
leader wants to say something further, 
I yield back the balance of my time. 


EE 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate by Ms. 
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced 
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that the Senate has passed without 
amendment a bill of the House of the 
following titles: 

H.R. 3969. An act to designate the Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs community-based 
outpatient clinic in Laughlin, Nevada, as the 
“Master Chief Petty Officer Jesse Dean VA 
Clinic”. 

ee 


ADJOURNMENT FROM FRIDAY, 
SEPTEMBER 9, 2016, TO MONDAY, 
SEPTEMBER 12, 2016 


Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourns today, it adjourn to 
meet on Monday, September 12, 2016, 
when it shall convene at noon for 
morning-hour debate and 2 p.m. for leg- 
islative business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
DOLD). Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from California? 

There was no objection. 


ee 


9/11 ANNIVERSARY 


(Mr. WILLIAMS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, Sunday 
will mark 15 years since the September 
11 attacks. Each year, this anniversary 
seems to sneak up on us faster than it 
did the year before. 

September 11 forever changed who we 
are individually and as a country. It 
prompted grief, fear, and anger. The 
images of the Twin Towers collapsing 
one after the other are just as tragic 
today as they were a decade and a half 
ago. The scene of smoke rising from 
the Pentagon is seared in our memory. 
The gaping hole left in an open Penn- 
sylvania field is something we will 
never forget. 

September 11 also brought stories of 
courage, hope, and leadership. It tested 
the resolve of this great Nation. From 
the brave passengers of Flight 93, who 
quite possibly saved this very building 
we are standing in today, to the first 
responders who gave their life to en- 
sure the well-being and safety of oth- 
ers. 

We will never forget the President, 
who confidently stood on the rubble of 
collapsed buildings in New York to 
comfort an uncertain nation. I will al- 
ways remember the first pitch Presi- 
dent Bush threw at Yankee Stadium 
several weeks later. 

As tens of thousands of fans looked 
on, the ball went right down the mid- 
dle. He threw a perfect strike. It was a 
symbolic moment. It was symbolic of 
America’s ability to not only recover 
from tragedy but reemerge as a greater 
country than it was before. 

In God we trust. 


EE 
REMEMBERING 9/11 


(Ms. JACKSON LEE asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
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for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, 
today, on the steps of the House, we 
sang ‘‘God Bless America.” 

Standing on those steps some 15 
years ago, the searing memory comes 
back again—the horrific bloodshed, the 
dividing of families, the loss of lives, 
the pain, and the tragedy. To those re- 
maining loved ones, I offer my deepest 
sympathy. And to America: we will 
never forget. 

I am grateful that we passed S. 2040 
today, the Justice Against Sponsors of 
Terrorism Act. The reason is, our citi- 
zens should never be denied the right 
to enter courts and to petition for jus- 
tice. As well, the pain needs to be 
eased. 

I want to thank those first-respond- 
ers. I visited Ground Zero. I have felt 
that pain. Every year, I think it is im- 
portant for Americans to understand 
that we must remember to give honor 
and respect to those fallen and recog- 
nize the values of this Nation. 

As this legislation makes its way, I 
am committed to working with the ad- 
ministration in ensuring that all is 
well. It is important to note today, as 
we sang ‘‘God Bless America,” we hon- 
ored those families still in pain by 
passing S. 2040, Justice Against Spon- 
sors of Terrorism Act. 

God bless America. 

Mr. Speaker, | rise to join my colleagues in 
recognizing and commemorating the 15th an- 
niversary of the attacks on our homeland on 
September 11, 2001. 

This Sunday will mark the 15th year since 
that day our nation faced the greatest loss of 
life on U.S. soil from an enemy attack since 
the attack on Pearl Harbor. 

The years that have passed since that day 
have not dimmed my memory or diminished 
my resolve to see an end to terrorism not only 
in the United States, but around the world. 

As a Member of Congress and a senior 
Member of the Committees on Homeland Se- 
curity and the Judiciary, both of which deal 
with national security issues, | have long been 
committed and engaged in efforts to develop 
policies that anticipate and respond to new 
and emerging challenges to the security of our 
nation and the peace and safety of the world. 

| will never forget September 11, 2001 when 
2,977 men, women and a children were mur- 
dered by 19 hijackers who took commercial 
aircraft and used them as missles. 

| stood on the East Front steps of the Cap- 
itol on September 11, 2001, along with 150 
members of the House of Representatives and 
sang “God Bless America.” 

September 11, 2001 remains a tragedy that 
defines our nation’s history, but the final chap- 
ter will be written by those who are charged 
with keeping our nation and its people safe 
while preserving the way of life that terrorists 
seek to change. 

| visited the site of the World Trade Center 
Towers in the aftermath of the attacks and 
grieved over the deaths of so many of our 
men, women, and children. 

| want to thank and commend the work of 
our first responder community on that day and 
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every day since September 11 for their efforts 
to protect their communities and our nation 
from acts of terrorism. 

| watched as thousands of first responders, 
construction workers, and volunteers worked 
to recover the remains of the dead, and re- 
moved the tons of debris, while placing their 
own lives and health at risk. 

The men and women who worked at 
“Ground Zero” were called by a sense of duty 
to help in our nation’s greatest time of need 
since the bombing of Pearl Harbor. 

There is unfinished work for those first re- 
sponders who were injured or suffered ill- 
nesses during and after the September 11, 
2001 attacks. 

September 11 will forever remain a part of 
our national memory and for those who serve 
in Congress a clarion call to be vigilant against 
those who would do our nation harm. 

To respond to the medical needs of the 
thousands of people who became ill from ex- 
posure to the toxic environment at Ground 
Zero, Congress passed the James Zadroga 
September 11 Care Act (9/11 Care Act), which 
provides rescue and recovery workers with 
health care to treat the conditions that resulted 
from their exposure to toxic dust after the ter- 
ror attack. 

Under the leadership of President Obama, 
Bin Laden was found and killed. 

President Obama accepted, and succeeded 
in the mission to bring justice to those respon- 
sible for the carnage of September 11, 2001. 

Today, let us remember those who perished 
on this awful day 14 years ago, and rededi- 
cate ourselves to honoring their sacrifice by 
doing all we can to protect our homeland and 
all who dwell peaceably therein. 


EE 
BIRTHDAY CARDS FOR AVA 


(Mr. YOUNG of Iowa asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. YOUNG of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, ev- 
eryone, meet Ava. 

Ava hails from Bondurant, Iowa, and 
is turning 11 years old next week. She 
is the beautiful daughter of Kris and 
Joni Hutchinson. Something you 
should know about Ava? Ava is a war- 
rior. She is a fighter. She also is bat- 
tling brain cancer. 

Now, cancer is not new to Ava. It is 
something she has fought as a toddler. 
The battle began again, though, for 
Ava this summer. 

Ava has faced the heartbreaking re- 
alities and struggles in her fight 
against cancer that many folks are 
lucky enough to never encounter in 
their lifetime, but Ava is strong, Ava is 
brave, and Ava is an inspiration to us 
all. She makes us all smile—everyone 
she has met. 

With her 11th birthday quickly ap- 
proaching, you may be asking yourself: 
What does she wish for? Ava wants a 
birthday card from you—anyone—ev- 
eryone who would like to send one. 

Folks from across the country and 
around the world are sending birthday 
cards for Ava. Of the cards, she said: I 
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like getting them because I know peo- 
ple are praying for me and thinking 
about me every day. 

Let’s help make Ava’s birthday one 
to remember. I encourage all who can— 
everybody—to take part in this out- 
pouring of love and support for Ava. 
Anyone can send a card to Ava at: 
cards for Ava, 104 9th Street SE, Al- 
toona, Iowa 50009. The address is right 
here. 

Mr. Speaker, today, let us take a mo- 
ment to send our thoughts and prayers 
to Ava and her family. Let us wish Ava 
a happy birthday. The best one is yet 
to come. 

Happy birthday, Ava. 


—— 


1300 


CONGRESS NEEDS TO DO ITS JOB 
NOW AND FULLY FUND ZIKA 


(Ms. FRANKEL of Florida asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend her remarks.) 

Ms. FRANKEL of Florida. Mr. Speak- 
er, Congress needs to stop playing 
around with people’s lives and fully 
fund the fight against Zika now. 

For my home State, Florida, at stake 
is the future of our newborns, our tour- 
ism jobs, and the hopes and dreams of 
folks like Andrew and Christina 
Rosebrough. For the past 9 years, they 
have battled the ups and downs of in- 
fertility, seen numerous doctors, 
spending thousands of dollars on treat- 
ments and drugs. After years of heart- 
ache and disappointment, they actu- 
ally gave up; and then their own mir- 
acle, Christina became pregnant. 

They were elated. They were excited. 
But now their joy is tempered by anx- 
iety and trepidation. Christina has to 
stay confined to her home, scared of 
that poisonous mosquito that would 
devastate her baby’s brain. 

Mr. Speaker, Congress needs to do its 
job now and fully fund Zika. 


ee 


HONORING THE KENNEWICK AMER- 
ICAN YOUTH BASEBALL TEAM 


(Mr. NEWHOUSE asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, today 
I rise to recognize the remarkable 
achievements of the Kennewick Amer- 
ican Youth baseball team, the reigning 
U.S. champions. 

The Kennewick American team won 
the United States Division of the Cal 
Ripken World Series Tournament to 
become the U.S. champions. They then 
finished second in the world, competing 
against the best young baseball talent 
from around the world. Kennewick’s 
own Simeon Howard was named the 
MVP of the U.S. side of the tour- 
nament, while setting a tournament 
record for hits. 

With the support of their families 
and local community, Kennewick 
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American concluded its season with an 
impressive 36 and 5 record, while be- 
coming the first team from the Pacific 
Northwest to ever reach the champion- 
ship game. This is an incredible 
achievement for the State of Wash- 
ington as well as the Pacific North- 
west. 

I am proud to represent these young 
men in Congress. I congratulate the 
players and their coach, Bryan Knapik, 
on their tremendous success and look 
forward to following their run next sea- 
son. 


EE 
HEAR THE AMERICAN PEOPLE 


(Ms. NORTON asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re- 
marks.) 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, after Or- 
lando, the largest mass shooting in our 
history, Democrats focused the Con- 
gress and the country on the urgent 
need to expand background checks. 
Many jurisdictions, including the Na- 
tion’s Capital, have strong gun safety 
laws, but they are countermanded 
daily by congressional failure to pass 
national legislation to keep criminals 
from bringing guns from neighboring 
jurisdictions. 

EHighty-one percent of the American 
people support background checks be- 
fore purchase of a deadly weapon. They 
want Congress to check the recent 
spike in gun violence nationwide. They 
want us to pass H.R. 1217, our bipar- 
tisan background check bill. Hear the 
American people. 


Ee 


RECOGNIZING THE SERVICE OF 
LIEUTENANT ROBERT HESS 


(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania 
asked and was given permission to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today in recogni- 
tion of Lieutenant Robert Hess, a resi- 
dent of Lock Haven, Pennsylvania, in 
the Pennsylvania Fifth Congressional 
District. Lieutenant Hess was recently 
chosen by the Military Chaplains Asso- 
ciation to receive its Distinguished 
Service Award, which annually recog- 
nizes excellent chaplains in the Army, 
Navy, Air Force, Veterans Affairs, and 
Civil Air Patrol. 

Lieutenant Hess was born in Lock 
Haven and joined the Navy after grad- 
uating from Lock Haven High School 
in 1990. AS a member of the Navy, he 
has traveled extensively during his 
service, including time spent in Spain, 
France, England, Slovenia, Germany, 
Greece, and the Netherlands. He is cur- 
rently attached to the Destroyer 
Squadron, DESRON 60. 

Lieutenant Hess also spent several 
years as a civilian pastor before being 
recalled to Active Duty after the ter- 
rorist attacks on September 11, 2001, 
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which, of course, occurred 15 years ago 
this Sunday. 

As an Army dad, I have the deepest 
respect for our servicemen and -women, 
including those such as Lieutenant 
Hess, who work every day to counsel, 
teach, and minister to the spiritual 
needs of those servicemembers. 


Ee 


TRIBUTE TO THE VICTIMS OF 
SEPTEMBER 11, 2001 


(Mr. AL GREEN of Texas asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speak- 
er, I love my country, and I rise today 
to pay tribute to those who lost their 
lives on 9/11. It has been a very painful 
thing for those of us who love our 
country. 

But notwithstanding all of the pain 
that I and the many others endure, it is 
not the same pain as those who have 
loved ones who made a transition on 
that day. So today I rise in honor of 
those who made the transition, those 
who went forward when others were 
running away. 

I salute those who are willing to 
stand and secure this country. I salute 
the police officers. I salute the mili- 
tary. I thank them for their service. 

I also want to honor those who lost 
their lives, and I have great sympathy 
for those who survived and the family 
members. 

I ask for a moment of silent prayer. 

Mr. Speaker, I know that there are 
still people who are willing to go into 
harm’s way to make the ultimate sac- 
rifice so that we can have a better 
quality of life in the freest country in 
the world. 


— 


CELEBRATING THE 50TH ANNIVER- 
SARY OF THE SHASTA LIVE- 
STOCK AUCTION 


(Mr. LAMALFA asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, this 
year marks the 50th anniversary of the 
Shasta Livestock Auction, located in 
Cottonwood, California, which was 
opened in 1966 by Ellington Peek and 
his wife, Betty, and family. 

Ellington is well known in California 
agriculture. He was named Tehama 
County’s first Cattleman of the Year, 
California Livestock Man of the Year, 
and an inductee into the Cowboy Hall 
of Fame. 

In May, the Shasta Historical Soci- 
ety presented a program commemo- 
rating the auction yard, and while it 
tells a lot about the business, it also 
focuses on the person Ellington is that 
has made him so successful—an honest, 
hardworking man who represents the 
epitome of the American story. 

Around the time Ellington Peek 
began buying and selling cattle at his 
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yard, the industry started experiencing 
a lot of ups and downs in the market, 
forcing many ranchers out of the busi- 
ness. Refusing to give up, he took his 
business on the road, busing prospec- 
tive buyers and sellers to different 
ranches and showing available cattle 
up on a slide show for purchase. 

Later, this innovative model that 
was such a success ultimately led him 
to the business of video auction, start- 
ing the Western Video Market, with 
one of the first auctions selling over 
25,000 head of cattle. 

This innovation and vision not only 
gave California and Western cattlemen 
access to a national marketplace, but 
entirely changed the market. Today, it 
is a very viable and strong and thriving 
enterprise, the Shasta Livestock Auc- 
tion, with the video market. 

So I just want to say thank you to 
the Peeks; and also remembering their 
son they lost a few years ago, Andy, 
and what that means to that family op- 
eration and what it means, this anni- 
versary of the 50th, to all of us in 
northern California. 


EE 
CONGRATULATING UNITED 
LAUNCH ALLIANCE FOR AN- 
OTHER SUCCESSFUL SPACE 
LAUNCH 


(Mr. COFFMAN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. COFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to congratulate the men and 
women of United Launch Alliance on 
another successful space launch on 
Thursday. United Launch Alliance, or 
ULA, is headquartered in Centennial, 
Colorado, and has provided assured ac- 
cess to space since 2006. 

ULA’s most recent launch propelled 
NASA’s OSIRIS-REx into space. The 
payload will travel to a near-Earth as- 
teroid called Bennu, map the chemical 
elements on the asteroid’s surface, and 
then return a sample to Earth in 2023. 

This launch marks ULA’s 111th con- 
secutive successful space launch. This 
amazing success record is a testament 
to the hard work of ULA’s dedicated 
team of professionals. 

Congratulations on a job well done. 


ae 


NATIONAL SUICIDE PREVENTION 
WEEK 


(Mr. DOLD asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. DOLD. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
because this week is National Suicide 
Prevention Week. 

Studies have shown that roughly 90 
percent of people who commit suicide 
struggled with mental illness. In July, 
with enormous bipartisan support, the 
House passed the Helping Families in 
Mental Health Crisis Act to tackle our 
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Nation’s mental health crisis. In rec- 
ognition of this week, I believe the 
Senate should immediately take up 
this very important piece of legisla- 
tion. 

Sadly, Mr. Speaker, veterans who 
have served our Nation are even more 
at risk. The disturbing reality is that 
far too many of our veterans who 
fought for our freedom are not truly 
free when they return home. 

We cannot be bystanders as our Na- 
tion’s heroes struggle with mental ill- 
ness and suicide. That is why we passed 
and signed into law the Clay Hunt SAV 
Act, which prioritizes mental health 
care for our veterans. 

But there is still so much work to be 
done to reach out to those who may 
need our help. Together, we can and 
must erase the stigma surrounding sui- 
cide and mental health. 


EE 


REPLACE LEAD PIPES 


(Mr. TED LIEU of California asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. TED LIEU of California. Mr. 
Speaker, it has been 2 years since the 
people of Flint were able to turn on 
their faucets and get clean water, and 
Congress has not acted to help the peo- 
ple of Flint. That is a travesty and an 
injustice, and the issues since then 
have gotten even worse, not just for 
the people of Flint, but across Amer- 
ica. 

Multiple reports indicate that now at 
least 29 States have issues with lead in 
their drinking water. We need an in- 
vestment for infrastructure that is not 
only going to help people no longer get 
poisoned, but also create new jobs. 

That is why, on the House Budget 
Committee, I introduced an amend- 
ment to increase, by over $3 billion, the 
funding to the State’s Clean Water Re- 
volving Fund to help local municipali- 
ties upgrade and replace lead pipes. 
There is now new technology such as 
plastic PVC pipes that do not leach 
lead that are safe. They are less expen- 
sive. 

Cities and municipalities and States 
across the Nation should be investing 
in plastic pipes to deliver lead-free 
water to our residents. It is my hope 
that Congress acts on this soon. 


EE 


CONGRATULATING UNIVERSITY OF 
SOUTHERN INDIANA’S COLLEGE 
OF NURSING AND HEALTH PRO- 
FESSIONS 


(Mr. BUCSHON asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. BUCSHON. Mr. Speaker, the Uni- 
versity of Southern Indiana’s College 
of Nursing and Health Professions re- 
ceived the first-ever Nexus Award from 
the National Center for Interprofes- 
sional Practice and Education in Au- 
gust. 
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The Nexus Award is a prestigious na- 
tional honor that recognizes the inter- 
professional, team-based approaches 
that connect higher education and 
health care with goals to transform 
healthcare delivery, improve health 
outcomes, and decrease costs. 

I have personally toured USI’s 
healthcare programs and met with the 
college’s leadership as recently as last 
month, and I have long supported USI’s 
work to fill healthcare delivery gaps, 
including serving urban and rural pop- 
ulations that would otherwise not re- 
ceive primary healthcare services. 

Congratulations to USI Dean Dr. Ann 
White, as well as the professors and 
students, for this outstanding national 
recognition. 


EE 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


By unanimous consent, leave of ab- 
sence was granted to: 

Mr. HASTINGS (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today. 


EE 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. DOLD. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord- 
ingly (at 1 o’clock and 15 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order and pur- 
suant to House Resolution 842, the 
House adjourned until Monday, Sep- 
tember 12, 2016, at noon, for morning- 
hour debate, out of respect to the vic- 
tims of the terrorist attacks. 


a 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

6733. A letter from the Chief Counsel, 
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Suspension of Community Eligibility (Sac- 
ramento County, CA, et al.) [Docket ID: 
FEMA-2016-0002; Internal Agency Docket 
No.: FEMA-8451] received September 1, 2016, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com- 
mittee on Financial Services. 

6734. A letter from the Regulations Coordi- 
nator, Office of Head Start, Administration 
for Children and Families, Department of 
Health and Human Services, transmitting 
the Departments Major final rule — Head 
Start Performance Standards (RIN: 0970- 
AC63) received September 2, 2016, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and the Workforce. 

6735. A letter from the Secretary, Bureau 
of Consumer Protection, Federal Trade Com- 
mission, transmitting the Commission’s 
final rule — Rules, Regulations, Statements 
of General Policy or Interpretation and Ex- 
emptions Under the Fair Packaging and La- 
beling Act (RIN: 3084-AB33) received Sep- 
tember 6, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

6736. A letter from the Director, Regula- 
tions Policy and Management Staff, FDA, 
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Department of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
The Food and Drug Administration Food 
Safety Modernization Act; Extension and 
Clarification of Compliance Dates for Cer- 
tain Provisions of Four Implementing Rules 
[Docket Nos.: FDA-2011-N-0920, FDA-2011-N- 
0921, FDA-2011-N-0922, FDA-2011-N-0143] (RIN: 
0910-AG10, 0910-AG35, 0910-AG36, 0910-AG64) 
received September 2, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

6737. A letter from the Director, Regula- 
tions Policy and Management Staff, FDA, 
Department of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting the Department’s direct final 
rule — New Animal Drugs for Use in Animal 
Feed; Category Definitions [Docket No.: 
FDA-2016-N-1896] received September 2, 2016, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

6738. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
Administrator, Office of Diversion Control, 
Drug Enforcement Administration, Depart- 
ment of Justice, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Schedules of Controlled 
Substances: Placement of PB-22, 5F-PB-22, 
AB-FUBINACA and ADB-PINACA into 
Schedule I [Docket No.: DEA-433] received 
September 6, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

6739. A letter from the Chief of Staff, Media 
Bureau, Federal Communications Commis- 
sion, transmitting the Commission’s final 
rule — Amendment of Section 173.202(b), 
Table of Allotments, FM Broadcast Stations 
(Maryville, Missouri) [MB Docket No.: 16-68] 
[RM-11762] received September 2, 2016, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

6740. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Export Administration, Bureau of Indus- 
try and Security, Department of Commerce, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Updated Statements of Legal Authority for 
the Export Administration Regulations to 
Include August 4, 2016 Continuation of Emer- 
gency Declared in Executive Order 13222 
[Docket No.: 160808698-6698-01] (RIN: 0694- 
AH09) received September 6, 2016, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, 
Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

6741. A letter from the Acting Assistant 
Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Department 
of State, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — International Traffic in Arms: 
Revisions to Definition of Export and Re- 
lated Definitions (RIN: 1400-AD70) received 
September 6, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. 

6742. A letter from the Acting Director, Of- 
fice of Personnel Management, transmitting 
the Office’s final rule — Federal Employees’ 
Group Life Insurance Program: Court Orders 
Prior to July 22, 1998 (RIN: 3206-AM67) re- 
ceived September 1, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

6743. A letter from the Acting Director, Of- 
fice of Personnel Management, transmitting 
the Office’s final rule — Prevailing Rate Sys- 
tems; Abolishment of the Newburgh, NY, Ap- 
propriated Fund Federal Wage System Wage 
Area (RIN: 3206-AN26) received September 1, 
2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public 
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Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

6744. A letter from the Acting Director, Of- 
fice of Personnel Management, transmitting 
the Office’s final rule — Prevailing Rate Sys- 
tems; Redefinition of the Asheville, NC, and 
Charlotte, NC, Appropriated Fund Federal 
Wage System Wage Areas (RIN: 3206-AN87) 
received September 1, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

6745. A letter from the Acting Director, Of- 
fice of Personnel Management, transmitting 
the Office’s final rule — Federal Employees 
Health Benefits Program and Federal Em- 
ployees Dental and Vision Insurance Pro- 
gram: Excepted Service and Pathways Pro- 
grams Miscellaneous Clarifications and Cor- 
rections (RIN: 3206-AM97) received Sep- 
tember 1, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

6746. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Standards Branch, Bureau of Safety and 
Environmental Enforcement, Department of 
the Interior, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Oil and Gas and Sulfur Oper- 
ations on the Outer Continental Self —— Oil 
and Gas Production Safety Systems [Docket 
ID: BSEE-2012-0005; 16XE1700DX 
EX1SF0000.DAQ000 EEEE500000] (RIN: 1014- 
AA10) received September 7, 2016, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, 
Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 

6747. A letter from the Acting Deputy Di- 
rector, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, 
NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, transmitting the Adminis- 
tration’s temporary rule — Fisheries of the 
Caribbean, Gulf of Mexico, and South Atlan- 
tic; Snapper-Grouper Resources of the South 
Atlantic; Trip Limit Reduction [Docket No.: 
130312235-3658-02] (RIN: 0648-XH824) received 
September 2, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Natural Re- 
sources. 

6748. A letter from the Acting Deputy Di- 
rector, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, 
NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, transmitting the Adminis- 
tration’s temporary rule — Fisheries of the 
Northeastern United States; Atlantic Blue- 
fish Fishery; Quota Transfer [Docket No.: 
151130999-6225-01] (RIN: 0648-XE782) received 
September 2, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Natural Re- 
sources. 

6749. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, National Oce- 
anic and Atmospheric Administration, trans- 
mitting the Administration’s temporary rule 
— Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
Off Alaska; Atka Mackerel in the Bering Sea 
and Aleutian Islands Management Area 
[Docket No.: 150916863-6211-02] (RIN: 0648- 
XE833) received September 2, 2016, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, 
Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 

6750. A letter from the Acting Director, Of- 
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion, transmitting the Administration’s tem- 
porary rule — Fisheries of the Exclusive Eco- 
nomic Zone Off Alaska; Pacific Ocean Perch 
in the West Yakutat District of the Gulf of 
Alaska [Docket No.: 150818742-0610-02] (RIN: 
0648-XE772) received September 2, 2016, pur- 
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suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Natural Resources. 

6751. A letter from the Acting Deputy Di- 
rector, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, 
NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, transmitting the Adminis- 
tration’s temporary rule — Fisheries of the 
Northeastern United States; Small-Mesh 
Multispecies Fishery; Adjustment to the 
Northern Red Hake Inseason Possession 
Limit [Docket No.: 120109034-2171-01] (RIN: 
0648-XE787) received September 2, 2016, pur- 
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Natural Resources. 

6752. A letter from the Acting Director, Of- 
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion, transmitting the Administration’s tem- 
porary rule — International Fisheries; West- 
ern and Central Pacific Fisheries for Highly 
Migratory Species; Closure of Purse Seine 
Fishery in the ELAPS in 2016 [Docket No.: 
160322276-6276-01] (RIN: 0648-XE741) received 
September 2, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Natural Re- 
sources. 

6753. A letter from the Acting Director, Of- 
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion, transmitting the Administration’s tem- 
porary rule — Atlantic Highly Migratory 
Species; Atlantic Bluefin Tuna Fisheries 
[Docket No.: 150121066-5717-02] (RIN: 0648- 
XE725) received September 2, 2016, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, 
Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 

6754. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, National Oce- 
anic and Atmospheric Administration, trans- 
mitting the Administration’s temporary rule 
— Atlantic Highly Migratory Species; North 
Atlantic Swordfish Fishery [Docket No.: 
120627194-3657-02] (RIN: 0648-XE567) received 
September 6, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Natural Re- 
sources. 

6755. A letter from the Regulations Coordi- 
nator, Assistant Secretary for Financial Re- 
sources, Department of Health and Human 
Services, transmitting the Department’s in- 
terim final rule — Adjustment of Civil Mone- 
tary Penalties for Inflation (RIN: 0991-ACO0) 
received September 2, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

6756. A letter from the Acting Chief, Border 
Security Regulations Branch, U.S. Customs 
and Border Protection, Department of Home- 
land Security, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Technical Corrections 
Relating to Issuance of Notices to Appear, 
Warrants of Removal, Exercise of Power by 
Immigration Officers, and Standards for En- 
forcement Activities (CBP Dec. 16-14) re- 
ceived September 2, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

6757. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; Dassault Aviation Airplanes [Docket 
No.: FAA-2016-5464; Directorate Identifier 
2015-NM-097-AD; Amendment 39-18607; AD 
2016-16-09] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received Sep- 
tember 1, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
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Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

6758. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; Airbus Airplanes [Docket No.: FAA- 
2015-8468; Directorate Identifier 2014-NM-208- 
AD; Amendment 39-18605; AD 2016-16-07] (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received September 1, 2016, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6759. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; Airbus Airplanes [Docket No.: FAA- 
2016-5462; Directorate Identifier 2015-NM-131- 
AD; Amendment 39-18606; AD 2016-16-08] (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received September 1, 2016, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6760. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Amendment of Class E 
Airspace for the following Michigan Towns; 
Alma, MI; Bellaire, MI; Cadillac, MI; Drum- 
mond Island, MI; Gladwin, MI; Holland, MI; 
and Three Rivers, MI [Docket No.: FAA-2016- 
4629; Airspace Docket No.: 16-AGL-8] received 
September 1, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

6761. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Amendment of Class C 
Airspace; Peoria, IL [Docket No.: FAA-2016- 
7416; Airspace Docket No.: 16-AWA-5] (RIN: 
2120-AA66) received September 1, 2016, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6762. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Amendment of Class C 
Airspace; Boise, ID [Docket No.: FAA-2016- 
7467; Airspace Docket No.: 16-AWA-2] (RIN: 
2120-AA66) received September 1, 2016, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6763. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Amendment of Class C 
Airspace; Syracuse Hancock International 
Airport, NY [Docket No.: FAA-2016-3937; Air- 
space Docket No.: 16-AWA-1] (RIN: 2120- 
AA66) received September 1, 2016, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, 
Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6764. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Amendment of Class E 
Airspace for the Minnesota Towns; Hutch- 
inson, MN; Jackson, MN; Pipestone, MN; 
Two Harbors, MN; and Waseca, MN [Docket 
No.: FAA-2016-4271; Airspace Docket No.: 16- 
AGL-6] received September 1, 2016, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, 
Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6765. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Revocation of Class E 
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Airspace; Lake Providence, LA [Docket No.: 
FAA-2016-4236; Airspace Docket No.: 16-ASW- 
5] received September 1, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6766. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Revocation of Class D 
Airspace; North, SC [Docket No.: FAA-2016- 
1074; Airspace Docket No.: 16-ASO-3] received 
September 1, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

6767. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Establishment of Class E 
Airspace; Park River, ND [Docket No.: FAA- 
2016-5856; Airspace Docket No.: 16-AGL-9] re- 
ceived September 1, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6768. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Establishment of Class E 
Airspace; Harvey, ND [Docket No.: FAA-2016- 
5387; Airspace Docket No.: 16-AGL-138] re- 
ceived September 1, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6769. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Establishment of Class E 
Airspace; Platte, SD [Docket No.: FAA-2016- 
5386; Airspace Docket No.: 16-AGL-12] re- 
ceived September 1, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6770. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Establishment of Class E 
Airspace; Linton, ND [Docket No.: FAA-2016- 
5456; Airspace Docket No.: 16-AGL-11] re- 
ceived September 1, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6771. A letter from the Federal Register Li- 
aison Officer, Alcohol and Tobacco Tax and 
Trade Bureau, Department of the Treasury, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Establishment of the Champlain Valley of 
New York Viticultural Area [Docket No.: 
TTB-2015-0010; T.D. TTB-142; Ref: Notice No.: 
154] (RIN: 15138-AC19) received August 31, 2016, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 


EE 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. BRADY of Texas: Committee on Ways 
and Means. H.R. 5523. A bill to amend title 
31, United States Code, to prohibit the Inter- 
nal Revenue Service from carrying out sei- 
zures relating to a structuring transaction 
unless the property to be seized derived from 
an illegal source or the funds were struc- 
tured for the purpose of concealing the viola- 
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tion of another criminal law or regulation, 
to require notice and a post-seizure hearing 
for such seizures, and for other purposes; 
with an amendment (Rept. 114-730, Pt. 1). Re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. UPTON: Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. H.R. 5111. A bill to prohibit the 
use of certain clauses in form contracts that 
restrict the ability of a consumer to commu- 
nicate regarding the goods or services of- 
fered in interstate commerce that were the 
subject of the contract, and for other pur- 
poses; with an amendment (Rept. 114-731). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. UPTON: Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. H.R. 1801. A bill to direct the 
Federal Communications Commission to ex- 
tend to private land use restrictions its rule 
relating to reasonable accommodation of 
amateur service communications; with 
amendments (Rept. 114-732). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. UPTON: Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. H.R. 5104. A bill to prohibit, as an 
unfair and deceptive act or practice in com- 
merce, the sale or use of certain software to 
circumvent control measures used by Inter- 
net ticket sellers to ensure equitable con- 
sumer access to tickets for any given event, 
and for other purposes; with an amendment 
(Rept. 114-783). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. UPTON: Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. H.R. 670. A bill to amend title 
XIX of the Social Security Act to extend the 
Medicaid rules regarding supplemental needs 
trusts for Medicaid beneficiaries to trusts es- 
tablished by those beneficiaries, and for 
other purposes; with an amendment (Rept. 
114-734). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. UPTON: Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. H.R. 3299. A bill to amend the 
Public Health Service Act to ensure pre- 
paredness for chemical, radiological, biologi- 
cal, and nuclear threats, and for other pur- 
poses; with an amendment (Rept. 114-735). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

DISCHARGE OF COMMITTEE 

Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XIII, the Com- 
mittee on Financial Services discharged 
from further consideration. H.R. 5523 re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 


EE 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred, as follows: 


By Mr. SHUSTER (for himself and Mr. 
DEFAZIO): 

H.R. 5977. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Transportation to provide to the appropriate 
committees of Congress advance notice of 
certain announcements, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. HUNTER (for himself, Mr. 
FARENTHOLD, Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr. 
YOUNG of Alaska, and Mr. ROUZER): 

H.R. 5978. A bill to amend title 14, United 
States Code, to clarify the functions of the 
Chief Acquisition Officer of the Coast Guard, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

By Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas (for herself and Mr. CART- 
WRIGHT): 
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H.R. 5979. A bill to ensure consideration of 
water intensity in the Department of Ener- 
gy’s energy research, development, and dem- 
onstration programs to help guarantee effi- 
cient, reliable, and sustainable delivery of 
energy and clean water resources; to the 
Committee on Science, Space, and Tech- 
nology. 

By Ms. MENG (for herself, Ms. KAPTUR, 
Mr. POLIQUIN, Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. 
GALLEGO, Miss RICE of New York, Mr. 
ASHFORD, Mr. GRAYSON, Mr. TAKANO, 
Mr. PERLMUTTER, Mr. DEFAZIO, Ms. 
DELAURO, Mrs. KIRKPATRICK, Mr. 
LOWENTHAL, Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. 
HONDA, Ms. TITUS, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. 
NEWHOUSE, Mr. THOMPSON of Cali- 
fornia, Mr. JONES, Ms. BORDALLO, 
Mrs. DINGELL, Mr. POCAN, and Mr. 
BRADY of Pennsylvania): 

H.R. 5980. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to provide for the treatment of 
veterans who participated in the cleanup of 
Enewetak Atoll as radiation exposed vet- 
erans for purposes of the presumption of 
service-connection of certain disabilities by 
the Secretary of Veterans Affairs; to the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Ms. VELAZQUEZ: 

H.R. 5981. A bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to improve the provision 
of medical services to aliens present in the 
United States; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

By Mr. ISSA (for himself, Mr. Goop- 
LATTE, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. MARINO, 
Mr. COLLINS of Georgia, Mr. BISHOP of 
Michigan, and Mr. PETERSON): 

H.R. 5982. A bill to amend chapter 8 of title 
5, United States Code, to provide for en bloc 
consideration in resolutions of disapproval 
for ‘‘midnight rules’’, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and in 
addition to the Committee on Rules, for a 
period to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. HENSARLING (for himself, Mr. 
GARRETT, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr. 
LUETKEMEYER, Mr. HUIZENGA of 
Michigan, and Mr. DUFFY): 

H.R. 5983. A bill to create hope and oppor- 
tunity for consumers, investors, and entre- 
preneurs by ending bailouts and Too Big to 
Fail, holding Washington and Wall Street ac- 
countable, eliminating red tape to increase 
access to capital and credit, and repealing 
the provisions of the Dodd-Frank Act that 
make America less prosperous, less stable, 
and less free, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Financial Services, and in ad- 
dition to the Committees on Agriculture, 
Ways and Means, the Judiciary, Oversight 
and Government Reform, Transportation and 
Infrastructure, Rules, the Budget, and Edu- 
cation and the Workforce, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. CALVERT (for himself and Mr. 
HUNTER): 

H.R. 5984. A bill to authorize the Pechanga 
Band of Luiseno Mission Indians Water 
Rights Settlement, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. MILLER of Florida: 

H.R. 5985. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to extend certain expiring pro- 
visions of law administered by the Secretary 
of Veterans Affairs, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, and 
in addition to the Committees on Armed 
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Services, and the Budget, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. CURBELO of Florida: 

H.R. 5986. A bill to amend the Small Busi- 
ness Act to ensure small businesses affected 
by the onset of transmissible diseases are eli- 
gible for disaster relief; to the Committee on 
Small Business. 

By Mr. MEADOWS: 

H.R. 5987. A bill to provide for recreational 
access for floating cabins on the Tennessee 
River System, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure. 

By Mr. COURTNEY (for himself, Mr. 
WOODALL, and Ms. ESTY): 

H.R. 5988. A bill to provide penalties for 
countries that systematically and unreason- 
ably refuse or delay repatriation of certain 
nationals, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and in addition 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, for a 
period to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. KILMER (for himself, Mr. 
BRIDENSTINE, Mr. DIAZ-BALART, and 
Mr. VEASEY): 

H.R. 5989. A bill to provide for continuing 
cooperation between the National Aero- 
nautics and Space Administration and the 
Israel Space Agency, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Science, Space, and 
Technology. p 

By Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New Mex- 
ico (for himself, Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN 
GRISHAM of New Mexico, and Mr. 
PEARCE): 

H.R. 5990. A bill to grant the Congressional 
Gold Medal to the troops who defended Ba- 
taan during World War II; to the Committee 
on Financial Services, and in addition to the 
Committee on House Administration, for a 
period to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mrs. WAGNER (for herself and Mr. 
FOSTER): 

H.R. 5991. A bill to amend the Securities 
Exchange Act of 1934 with respect to risk- 
based examinations of Nationally Recog- 
nized Statistical Rating Organizations; to 
the Committee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. POE of Texas: 

H. Con. Res. 150. Concurrent resolution ex- 
pressing the sense of Congress that child 
safety is the first priority of custody and vis- 
itation adjudications, and that state courts 
should improve adjudications of custody 
where family violence is alleged; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DONOVAN (for himself, Mr. 
FORTENBERRY, Mr. MULVANEY, and 
Mr. HARRIS): 

H. Con. Res. 151. Concurrent resolution ex- 
pressing the sense of Congress that every ef- 
fort should be made to assist in the recon- 
struction and development of communities 
against whom the Islamic State of Iraq and 
the Levant has committed acts of genocide, 
war crimes, or crimes against humanity as 
determined by the United States Govern- 
ment; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. FORTENBERRY (for himself, 
Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. SMITH of New Jer- 
sey, Mr. VARGAS, Mr. FRANKS of Ari- 
zona, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. ADER- 
HOLT, Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. DONOVAN, 
Mr. HARRIS, Mrs. COMSTOCK, and Mr. 
PITTS): 
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H. Con. Res. 152. Concurrent resolution ex- 
pressing the sense of Congress that the 
United States and the international commu- 
nity should support the Republic of Iraq and 
its people to recognize a province in the 
Nineveh Plain region, consistent with lawful 
expressions of self-determination by its in- 
digenous peoples; to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. DENT (for himself, Mr. JOYCE, 
Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York, Mr. JENKINS of West Virginia, 
Mr. COOPER, and Ms. DELAURO): 

H. Res. 854. A resolution supporting State, 
local, and community initiatives to encour- 
age parents, teachers, camp counselors, and 
child-care professionals to take measures to 
prevent sunburns in the minors they care 
for, and expressing the sense of the House of 
Representatives that State, local, and com- 
munity entities should continue to support 
efforts to curb the incidences of skin cancer 
beginning with childhood skin protection; to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
and in addition to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and the Workforce, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Ms. GABBARD (for herself, Mr. 
PERRY, Mr. TED LIEU of California, 
Mr. ZINKE, Mr. HECK of Nevada, and 
Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois): 

H. Res. 855. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives to re- 
member and honor the members of the 
United States Armed Forces, veterans, and 
military families who served in the after- 
math of September 11, 2001; to the Com- 
mittee on Armed Services, and in addition to 
the Committees on Veterans’ Affairs, and 
Foreign Affairs, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas: 

H. Res. 856. A resolution expressing support 
for designation of the week of September 12, 
2016, through September 18, 2016, as ‘‘Balance 
Awareness Week’’; to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 


EE 


MEMORIALS 


Under clause 3 of rule XII, 

295. The SPEAKER presented a memorial 
of the Legislature of the State of West Vir- 
ginia, relative to House Concurrent Resolu- 
tion 36, requesting the Congress of the 
United States call a convention of the states 
to propose amendments to the Constitution 
of the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


—— EEE 


CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 


Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa- 
tives, the following statements are sub- 
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu- 
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 

By Mr. SHUSTER: 

H.R. 5977. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 of the United States 
Constitution, specifically Clause 7 (related 
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to establishment of Post Offices and Post 
Roads). 
By Mr. HUNTER: 

H.R. 5978. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 of the United States 
Constitution, specifically Clause 3 (to regu- 
late Commerce with foreign Nations, and 
among the several States, and with Indian 
Tribes) and Clause 14 (to make Rules for the 
Government and Regulation of the land and 
naval Forces). 

By Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas: 

H.R. 5979. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 of the Constitution of 
the United States. 

By Ms. MENG: 

H.R. 5980. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu- 
tion. . 

By Ms. VELAZQUEZ: 

H.R. 5981. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 

“The Congress shall have Power to lay and 
collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, 
to pay the Debts and provide for the common 
Defence and general Welfare of the United 
States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United 
States.” 

By Mr. ISSA: 

H.R. 5982. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 1, Clause 1 of the United 
States Constitution, in that the legislation 
concerns the exercise of legislative powers 
generally granted to Congress by that sec- 
tion, including the exercise of those powers 
when delegated by Congress to the Execu- 
tive; Article I, Section 8, Clauses 1 to 17, of 
the United States Constitution, in that the 
legislation concerns the exercise of specific 
legislative powers granted to Congress by 
those sections, including the exercise of 
those powers when delegated by Congress to 
the Executive; Article I, Section 8, clause 18 
of the United States Constitution, in that 
the legislation exercises legislative power 
granted to Congress by that clause ‘‘to make 
all Laws which shall be necessary and proper 
for carrying into Execution the foregoing 
Powers, and all other Powers vested by this 
Constitution in the Government of the 
United States, or in any Department or Offi- 
cer thereof;’’ and, Article I, Section 5, Clause 
2, of the United States Constitution, in that 
the legislation concerns the powers of each 
House of Congress to determine the rules of 
its proceedings. 

By Mr. HENSARLING: 

H.R. 5983. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 (‘‘To regulate 
Commerce with foreign Nations, and among 
the several States, and with the Indian 
Tribes’’); 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 5 (“To coin 
Money, regulate the Value thereof, and of 
foreign Coin, and fix the Standard of Weights 
and Measures’’); 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 6 (‘‘To provide 
for the Punishment of counterfeiting the Se- 
curities and current Coin of the United 
States’’); and 
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Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 (‘‘To make 
all Laws which shall be necessary and proper 
for carrying into Execution the foregoing 
Powers, and all other Powers vested by this 
Constitution in the Government of the 
United States or in any Department or Offi- 
cer thereof.’’). 

By Mr. CALVERT: 

H.R. 5984. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority of Congress 
to enact this legislation is provided by Arti- 
cle I, section 8 of the United States Constitu- 
tion, specifically clause 18 (relating to the 
power to make all laws necessary and proper 
for carrying out the powers vested in Con- 
gress). 

By Mr. MILLER of Florida: 

H.R. 5985. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8 of the United States 
Constitution. 

By Mr. CURBELO of Florida: 

H.R. 5986. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3, the Com- 
merce Clause 

By Mr. MEADOWS: 

H.R. 5987. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2 

By Mr. COURTNEY: 

H.R. 5988. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8. 

By Mr. KILMER: 

H.R. 5989. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8 of the United States 
Constitution. : 

By Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New Mex- 
ico: 

H.R. 5990. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 5 

By Mrs. WAGNER: 

H.R. 5991. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 

The Congress shall have Power * * * To 
regulate Commerce with foreign Nations, 
and among the several States, and with the 
Indian Tribes. 


——— 


ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 


Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu- 
tions, as follows: 

H.R. 213: Mr. PETERS and Ms. MCCOLLUM. 

H.R. 379: Mr. DOGGETT, Ms. LEE, Mrs. CARO- 
LYN B. MALONEY of New York, and Mr. 
MEEKS. 

H.R. 532: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 

H.R. 563: Mr. SIRES. 

H.R. 800: Mr. LANGEVIN. 

H.R. 814: Mr. COLLINS of New York. 

H.R. 842: Mr. MILLER of Florida. 

H.R. 846: Ms. GRAHAM and Mr. CURBELO of 
Florida. 

H.R. 921: Mr. HIMES and Mr. KELLY of Mis- 
sissippi. 

H.R. 1220: Ms. DEGETTE. 

H.R. 1348: Mr. COHEN, Mr. COFFMAN, and 
Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New York. 
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H.R. 1399: Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali- 
fornia and Mr. MCDERMOTT. 

H.R. 1439: Mr. WALZ and Mr. PERLMUTTER. 

H.R. 1441: Mr. KIND. 

H.R. 1460: Ms. BONAMICI. 

H.R. 1538: Mr. BISHOP of Georgia. 

H.R. 1559: Mr. DESJARLAIS 
CUELLAR. 
. 1571: 
. 1594: 
. 1708: 
. 1969: 
. 2050: 


and Mr. 


Ms. STEFANIK. 

Mr. Issa. 

Ms. MENG. 

Mrs. BEATTY. 

Mr. EMMER of Minnesota. 
. 2142: Mr. GIBSON. 

. 2293: Mr. BECERRA. 

H.R. 2368: Mr. PERLMUTTER, Mr. 
GARAMENDI, Mr. CAPUANO, Ms. Ros- 
LEHTINEN, Mrs. BuSTOS, Mr. YARMUTH, Mr. 
LARSON of Connecticut, Mr. LOEBSACK, Mrs. 
BEATTY, Ms. SINEMA, Mr. VEASEY, Mr. 
BECERRA, and Ms. ESTY. 

H.R. 2715: Mr. VEASEY. 

H.R. 2716: Mr. MILLER of Florida. 

H.R. 2799: Mr. CARTER of Georgia. 

H.R. 2846: Mr. NORCROSS. 

H.R. 2902: Mr. BECERRA, Mr. CAPUANO, and 
Mr. THOMPSON of California. 

H.R. 3061: Mr. DEUTCH. 

H.R. 3068: Mrs. BEATTY. 

H.R. 3099: Mr. LOWENTHAL, Ms. LORETTA 
SANCHEZ of California, Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of 
Illinois, and Mr. ENGEL. 

H.R. 3185: Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN and Mr. CLAY. 

H.R. 3235: Ms. KELLY of Illinois. 

H.R. 3268: Mr. BECERRA. 

H.R. 3323: Mrs. LAWRENCE. 

H.R. 3378: Mrs. NAPOLITANO. 

H.R. 3455: Mr. GUTIERREZ, Ms. DELAURO, 
Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of New Mex- 
ico, Ms. McCoLLUM, Mr. GRIJALVA, and Mr. 
VAN HOLLEN. 

H.R. 3520: Mr. KING of New York, Mr. 
POCAN, and Ms. KAPTUR. 

H.R. 3522: Mr. ScoTr of Virginia and Ms. 
MOORE. 

. 3599: 
. 3666: 
. 3721: 
. 3742: 
. 3815: 


. JONES. 

. LOFGREN. 

. PETERS. 

. HERRERA BEUTLER. 
. GUINTA. 

. 8913: . POMPEO. 

. 8952: Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, 

. 8991: Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana. 
. 4118: Mr. LEVIN. 

H.R. 4479: Mrs. LOWEY. 

H.R. 4514: Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 
New York. 

H.R. 4526: Mr. JEFFRIES. 

H.R. 4537: Mr. DESJARLAIS. 

H.R. 4615: Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD and Ms. 
TITUS. 

H.R. 4621: Mr. SWALWELL of California. 

H.R. 4773: Mr. DESANTIS. 

H.R. 4919: Mr. TIBERI, Mr. LANCE, Mr. PRICE 
of North Carolina, Mrs. COMSTOCK, Ms. JEN- 
KINS of Kansas, and Mr. HONDA. 

H.R. 4938: Mr. FARR, Mr. DELANEY, Mr. 
CULBERSON, Mr. WITTMAN, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE 
JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. YARMUTH, and Mr. 
MILLER of Florida. 

. 5002: . RYAN of Ohio. 

. 5109: . SESSIONS. 

. 5122: . LANCE and Mrs. COMSTOCK. 
. 5166: . BARLETTA. 

. 5180: . MILLER of Florida. 

. 5204: . MEEHAN. 

H.R. 5215: Mr. HUFFMAN. 

H.R. 5256: Mr. SWALWELL of California, 
Miss RICE of New York, Ms. BROWNLEY of 
California, Ms. DELBENE, and Mr. VELA. 

H.R. 5258: Mr. SMITH of Washington. 

H.R. 5271: Mr. MILLER of Florida. 

H.R. 5275: Mr. CALVERT. 

H.R. 5292: Ms. FUDGE. 


12186 


H.R. 5821: Ms. DELBENE. 

H.R. 53837: Mr. BISHOP of Utah, Mr. JONES, 
and Mr. PETERS. 

H.R. 5348: Ms. TSONGAS. 

H.R. 5851: Mr. COLLINS of New York, Mr. 
CRAMER, Mr. FARENTHOLD, Mr. BUCSHON, Mr. 
ROONEY of Florida, Mr. POLIQUIN, Mr. PALM- 
ER, Mr. HARDY, Mr. KNIGHT, Mr. KING of New 
York, Mr. SHUSTER, Mr. RUSSELL, Mr. BUCK, 
Mr. HILL, and Mr. LOBIONDO. 

H.R. 5861: Mr. PERRY. 

H.R. 5865: Mr. TAKANO. 

H.R. 5418: Mr. DESJARLAIS. 

H.R. 5428: Mr. MILLER of Florida. 

H.R. 5440: Mr. SMITH of Missouri. 

H.R. 5493: Mr. EMMER of Minnesota. 

H.R. 5499: Mr. HURD of Texas. 

H.R. 5501: Mrs. KIRKPATRICK, Mr. HASTINGS, 
and Mr. JONES. 

H.R. 5518: Mr. LOWENTHAL. 

H.R. 5519: Mr. LOWENTHAL. 

H.R. 5568: . McCOLLuUM. 

H.R. 5620: . KLINE. 

H.R. 5632: . PINGREE. 

H.R. 5650: . GIBSON. 

H.R. 5708: . SALMON. 

H.R. 5721: . SESSIONS and Mr. BLUM. 

H.R. 5732: Mr. MOoONEY of West Virginia, 
Mr. JENKINS of West Virginia, Mr. BRENDAN 


F. BOYLE of Pennsylvania, and Mrs. 
HARTZLER. 

H.R. 5756: Mr. TAKANO. 

H.R. 5785: Mr. SESSIONS and Mr. COLLINS of 
New York. 

H.R. 5836: Mr. MILLER of Florida. 

H.R. 5859: Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana. 

H.R. 5867: Mr. LARSEN of Washington. 

H.R. 5879: Mr. SIMPSON. 


H.R. 5904: Mr. BURGESS, Mr. SANFORD, and 
Mr. BABIN. 
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H.R. 5931: Mr. BURGESS, Mr. WEBER of 
Texas, Mr. FLORES, Mr. HUIZENGA of Michi- 
gan, Mr. KING of New York, Mr. OLSON, Mrs. 
WAGNER, and Mr. BLUM. 

H.R. 5941: Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. 

H.R. 5942: Mr. HECK of Washington, Mr. 
CALVERT, Mr. HECK of Nevada, Mr. HASTINGS, 
Ms. LOFGREN, and Mr. FLEISCHMANN. 

H.R. 5946: Mr. TURNER, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. 
PERRY, and Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. 

H.R. 5948: Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mr. 
BERA, Ms. ESHOO, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. ROHR- 


ABACHER, Ms. MATSUI, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Ms. 
HAHN, Mr. HUFFMAN, Mr. MCNERNEY, Mr. 
GARAMENDI, Ms. PELOSI, Mr. DENHAM, Ms. 


Bass, Mr. MCCARTHY, Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ 
of California, Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali- 
fornia, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. TAKANO, Ms. 
MAXINE WATERS of California, Mr. HONDA, 
Mr. THOMPSON of California, Mrs. TORRES, 
Mr. Cook, Mr. FARR, Ms. LOFGREN, and Mr. 
COSTA. 

H.R. 5951: Mr. AUSTIN ScoTT of Georgia and 
Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. 

H.R. 5958: Mr. MILLER of Florida. 

H.R. 5961: Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. KING of Iowa, 
Mr. MEADOWS, and Mr. VARGAS. 

H. J. Res. 94: Mr. BILIRAKIS and Mr. STIv- 
ERS. 

H. Con. Res. 40: Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. 

H. Con. Res. 114: Mr. NEWHOUSE. 

H. Con. Res. 140: Mr. KING of New York, Mr. 
THOMPSON of California, Mr. GIBBS, Mr. 
LUETKEMEYER, and Mr. STIVERS. 

H. Con. Res. 141: Mr. MILLER of Florida. 

H. Con. Res. 149: Mr. KATKO, Mr. COLLINS of 
New York, Ms. DELAURO, Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. 
MILLER of Florida, and Mr. NEWHOUSE. 

H. Res. 28: Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. 

H. Res. 220: Mr. MULVANEY. 
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H. Res. 590: Mr. TONKO. 

H. Res. 617: Mr. BURGESS. 

H. Res. 729: Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. 

H. Res. 762: Mr. PALLONE. 

H. Res. 829: Mr. CUELLAR, Mr. GENE GREEN 
of Texas, Mr. GIBSON, and Mr. WALZ. 

H. Res. 840: Mr. VEASEY. 

H. Res. 848: Mr. POCAN. 

H. Res. 850: Mr. BILIRAKIS and Mr. 
BENISHEK. 


EE 


CONGRESSIONAL EARMARKS, LIM- 
ITED TAX BENEFITS, OR LIM- 
ITED TARIFF BENEFITS 


Under clause 9 of rule XXI, lists or 
statements on congressional earmarks, 
limited tax benefits, or limited tariff 
benefits were submitted as follows: 

OFFERED BY MR. MILLER OF FLORIDA 

The provisions that warranted a referral to 
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs in H.R. 
5620 do not contain any congressional ear- 
marks, limited tax benefits, or limited tariff 
benefits as defined in clause 9 of rule XXI. 


EE 


DISCHARGE PETITIONS— 
ADDITIONS AND WITHDRAWALS 


The following Member added his 
name to the following discharge peti- 
tion: 

Petition 5 by Mrs. LOWEY on H.R. 5044: 
Mr. Murphy of Florida. 


September 9, 2016 
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 


INTRODUCING THE IRAQ AND 
SYRIA GENOCIDE RELIEF AND 
ACCOUNTABILITY ACT OF 2016 


HON. CHRISTOPHER H. SMITH 


OF NEW JERSEY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, September 9, 2016 


Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise today to introduce H.R. 5961, the Iraq and 
Syria Genocide Relief and Accountability Act 
of 2016. Since ISIS’ blitzkrieg across the multi- 
ethnic and religiously diverse mosaic of east- 
ern Syria and western Iraq in 2014, | have 
chaired four hearings focused on the implica- 
tions of this appalling advance for religious 
and ethnic minorities in those areas. Events in 
the region and the expert testimony of wit- 
nesses quickly revealed that ISIS was not 
merely focused on territorial conquest—the 
group was ideologically committed to extermi- 
nating ancient religious communities and 
cleansing its self-proclaimed caliphate of any- 
thing but its vicious and fundamentalist inter- 
pretation of Islam. Many of my colleagues and 
| were certain early on that ISIS was commit- 
ting genocide. We pressed the Administration 
to formally acknowledge that fact until the 
Secretary of State did so in March of this year. 
But the most pressing question issue has al- 
ways been the lives of those religious minori- 
ties right now that face extinction under this 
tyranny of terror. 

The Iraq and Syria Genocide Relief and Ac- 
countability Act of 2016 is an answer to the 
question of what the United States can do to 
mitigate this suffering, save lives, and build a 
more sustainable future for Syria and Iraq. 
The bill tackles this overwhelming challenge 
on three fronts by directing the Administration 
to take additional measures to improve the 
lives of displaced genocide survivors, provide 
some of them with an additional lifeline to es- 
cape their war torn lands, and support efforts 
that will help preserve the presence of reli- 
gious minority communities in those areas for 
years to come. 

In a hearing this May that | chaired called 
“The ISIS Genocide Declaration: What Next?” 
Carl Anderson, Supreme Knight of the Knights 
of Columbus—who has been a leader in draw- 
ing attention to the plight of Christians in this 
conflict—testified that “Repeatedly we hear 
from Church leaders in the region that Chris- 
tians—and other genocide survivors—are last 
in line for assistance from governments.” We 
can and must do better. To that end, H.R. 
5961 requires the Administration to assess 
and address the humanitarian vulnerabilities, 
needs, and triggers to flee, of religious and 
ethnic communities that were targeted for 
genocide or otherwise severely persecuted. It 
directs the Administration to fund entities that 
are effectively providing assistance to these 
communities and guarantees that faith-based 
organizations on the ground are not excluded 
from U.S. assistance. 


One such example is the Chaldean Catholic 
Archdiocese of Erbil, which provides assist- 
ance to internally displaced families of Yezidis, 
Muslims, and Christians, including food and 
resettlement from tents to permanent housing, 
as well as rental assistance, for Yezidis, med- 
ical care and education to Yezidis and Mus- 
lims through its clinics, schools, and univer- 
sity—which are open to everyone. The Arch- 
diocese provides some form of each of these 
kinds of assistance to all of the estimated 
10,500 internally displaced Christian families 
in the greater Erbil region. Yet as it provides 
these critical services, it has not received a 
single penny from any government. H.R. 5961 
is clear that the Administration must be sup- 
porting entities, regardless of whether they are 
faith-based, that are heroically providing as- 
sistance to genocide survivors on the ground. 

In recognition of the extraordinary suffering 
of these religious and ethnic communities, and 
their extraordinary vulnerability to persecution, 
H.R. 5961 requires the Administration to cre- 
ate a Priority Two, or “P-2,” visa category of 
special humanitarian concern that would pro- 
vide one additional avenue for genocide sur- 
vivors to seek resettlement in the United 
States through the U.S. Refugee Admissions 
Program. It is important to note that this is not 
a “fast track” to resettlement—P-2 applicants 
undergo the same security screening as all 
refugee applicants. But this special category 
allows them to access an overseas interview 
wherever the United States interviews refugee 
applicants, without needing a referral from the 
UN, an NGO, or a US Embassy, as is usually 
the case. 

This bill also addresses a critical factor that 
will influence the continued presence of small- 
er, vulnerable religious communities in Syria 
and Iraq beyond this conflict: accountability for 
those who perpetrate heinous crimes against 
them. H.R. 5961 directs the Administration to 
prioritize supporting the criminal investigation, 
prosecution, and conviction of perpetrators of 
genocide, crimes against humanity, and war 
crimes. These efforts will be focused on fund- 
ing and supporting entities that are conducting 
criminal investigations, building Syrian and 
Iraqi investigative and judicial capacity, or col- 
lecting and preserving evidence for eventual 
use in domestic courts, hybrid courts, or inter- 
nationalized domestic courts. Whether they 
are members of the Assad regime, ISIS, or 
some of the Popular Mobilization Brigades in 
Iraq, there can be no impunity for individuals 
who committed these dreadful crimes. 

H.R. 5961 also directs the Administration to 
identify gaps in our criminal statutes to facili- 
tate the prosecution of American perpetrators, 
and non-Americans present in the United 
States, of crimes against humanity and war 
crimes. 

Without accountability, without humanitarian 
assistance reaching these religious and ethnic 
communities, we risk losing the invaluable, an- 
cient presence of these communities in these 


countries altogether. This will feed violent ex- 
tremism and dim the future of Iraq and Syria. 

| urge my House colleagues to support this 
measure that will deliver immediate assistance 
to genocide survivors, help prosecute and 
punish perpetrators, and invest in a sustain- 
able future for these persecuted religious and 
ethnic communities in the lands in which they 
have lived for so many generations. 


PAYING TRIBUTE TO ED MORLAN 
HON. SCOTT R. TIPTON 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, September 9, 2016 


Mr. TIPTON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor the retirement of Mr. Ed Morlan of 
Bayfield, Colorado. Ed has worked tirelessly 
for decades to grow the economy of South- 
west Colorado and provide opportunities for 
countless families in his community to suc- 
ceed and prosper. 

Ed’s life of service started before his work in 
local economic development when he fought 
for his country in three tours in Vietnam. For 
his actions he received a Purple Heart and a 
Silver Star. Returning from Vietnam, Ed set 
his sights on making a difference in his com- 
munity, becoming a town board member of 
Bayfield, CO, for five terms while also working 
with the Region 9 Economic Development Dis- 
trict of Southwest Colorado, a nonprofit organi- 
zation that supports business startups, that 
has given more than $19 million to advance 
growth and opportunity in the region which en- 
compasses five counties and two Indian Res- 
ervations. 

Through his hard work over 27 years, as 
Executive Director of Region 9—a fledgling or- 
ganization with a $30,000 deficit when Ed took 
over in 1989. Ed has overseen an expansion 
of the organization that now boasts an oper- 
ating budget of close to $2 million dollars and 
has for decades been instrumental in the eco- 
nomic health of Southwest Colorado. 

The mining industry in Silverton, CO has 
faced several rounds of layoffs in recent dec- 
ades. Ed’s work with Region 9 has helped to 
offset many of these negative impacts by cre- 
ating a thriving environment for small busi- 
nesses. Through the years, under Ed’s direc- 
tion, Region 9 has assisted businesses from 
hardware stores, to ski areas, and even an 
animal hospital. 

Mr. Speaker, Ed Morlan is an outstanding 
citizen of Colorado’s Third Congressional Dis- 
trict. He embodies the spirit of entrepreneur- 
ship and commitment to community that 
makes this such a special place to live. With- 
out Ed’s hard work, many rural businesses 
would not be thriving today. Although Ed is re- 
tiring from Region 9, he plans on continuing to 
help the community. On behalf of the people 
of Colorado’s Third District | want to thank Ed 


@ This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 
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for his work, and service to his country and 
community. We wish him the very best in his 
future endeavors. 


— 


CELEBRATING “EDDIE GAEDEL 
DAY” 


HON. DENNY HECK 


OF WASHINGTON 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, September 9, 2016 


Mr. HECK of Washington. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise to call the attention of my House col- 
leagues to one of the most unusual careers in 
our national pastime of baseball, one that 
began and ended with just one trip to the plate 
at Sportsman’s Park in St. Louis on August 
19, 1951. In the bottom of the first inning, dur- 
ing the second game of a Sunday afternoon 
doubleheader against the Detroit Tigers, the 
St. Louis Browns sent a pinch hitter to the 
plate, 3’7” Eddie Gaedel, whose 65 pound 
weight made him the shortest and lightest 
player in Major League Baseball history. 

Wearing the uniform of the Browns nine 
year old batboy, Eddie drew a walk on four 
straight pitches from Detroit pitcher Bob Cain, 
and was replaced by a pinch runner. His one 
day professional baseball career came to an 
abrupt halt several days later when American 
League president Will Harridge voided 
Gaedel’s contract. Nevertheless, his place in 
baseball history was preserved in the record 
books as one of the only players to have a 
perfect 1.000 on base percentage for his en- 
tire career. Eddie Gaedel’s autograph is now 
worth more than Babe Ruth’s, and the bat he 
used in the game recently sold at auction for 
over fifty thousand dollars. 

St. Louis Browns owner Bill Veeck promised 
Eddie Gaedel immortality when he signed him 
to a contract to play for the Browns. In Spo- 
kane, WA, an organization works annually to 
help Eddie achieve the immortality he was 
promised. Founded in 2011 at O’Doherty Irish 
Grille and Pub, the Eddie Gaedel Society, 
Spokane Chapter No. 1 has launched a na- 
tional campaign to make each August 19th 
“Eddie Gaedel Fan Appreciation Day” in ball- 
parks everywhere. The club is also seeking 
Eddie Gaedel’s induction into the Baseball 
Hall of Fame, where his jersey bearing the 
number 1/8 was displayed for many years be- 
fore being returned to St. Louis, where it now 
hangs in the St. Louis Cardinals Hall of Fame 
and Museum. | am a proud honorary member 
of that organization. 

Several years ago, Spokane Mayor David 
Condon declared August 19, “Eddie Gaedel 
Day” and St. Louis Mayor Francis Slay did so 
this year, the sixty-fifth anniversary of Eddie 
Gaedel’s one day, four pitch baseball career. 
In addition, the St. Louis Cardinals have made 
their home game on Friday, September 9, 
“Eddie Gaedel Bobblehead Night,” and will 
give away thirty thousand of the miniature 
statues of baseball’s smallest player to fans 
who attend their home game against the Mil- 
waukee Brewers. 

Of particular note is the fact that the St. 
Louis Browns batboy who literally gave Eddie 
Gaedel the shirt off his back in August of 1951 
so he could go to bat, Bill DeWitt, Jr., is now 


EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


principal owner of the St. Louis Cardinals. His 
son, Bill DeWitt Ill, is the team president. The 
DeWitt family’s involvement in professional 
baseball in both St. Louis and other cities 
stretches back over one hundred years. Bill 
DeWitt, Sr. sold the St. Louis Browns to Bill 
Veeck only weeks before Eddie came up to 
bat, and was serving as the team’s general 
manager at the time. 

Several days after his one day career 
ended, Eddie Gaedel told a sportswriter “Any 
young fellow dreams of being a big leaguer— 
and that’s what | consider myself. I’ve got a 
Browns uniform with No. 1/8 on the back, a 
glove, and a contract. I’ve spent all my life in 
Chicago and never played ball, but I’ve always 
wanted to. | made up for it by becoming a red 
hot fan. I’ve followed the game for years.” 

Mr. Speaker, Eddie Gaedel was the one 
and only red hot fan who ever appeared in a 
Major League Baseball game, drawing a walk 
to first base and into the record books. On this 
sixty-fifth anniversary of his historic achieve- 
ment, | join with his many fans in Spokane, St. 
Louis, and around the baseball world in a tip 
of the cap to the immortal Eddie Gaedel. Take 
a walk, Eddie. 


HONORING KAYL AUCH 


HON. SAM GRAVES 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, September 9, 2016 


Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, | 
proudly pause to recognize Kayl Auch. Kayl is 
a very special young man who has exempli- 
fied the finest qualities of citizenship and lead- 
ership by taking an active part in the Boy 
Scouts of America, Troop 1376, and earning 
the most prestigious award of Eagle Scout. 

Kayl has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many scout activities. Over the 
many years Kayl has been involved with 
scouting, he has not only earned numerous 
merit badges, but also the respect of his fam- 
ily, peers, and community. Most notably, Kayl 
has contributed to his community through his 
Eagle Scout project. Kayl built a tennis back- 
board located at Bennett Park in Liberty, Mis- 
souri, to allow people to practice tennis by 
themselves, along with providing the Liberty 
North High School tennis team the use of this 
facility during their practice times and during 
the off-season. 

Mr. Speaker, | proudly ask you to join me in 
commending Kayl Auch for his accomplish- 
ments with the Boy Scouts of America and for 
his efforts put forth in achieving the highest 
distinction of Eagle Scout. 


TRIBUTE TO DANIEL LEONARD 
HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Friday, September 9, 2016 

Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Daniel 
Leonard, of Mount Ayr, lowa for earning the 
Gold Medal in “Electrical Construction Wiring” 
at the 2016 SkillsUSA competition. 
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SkillsUSA is a collaborative effort among 
students, instructors and industry representa- 
tives to ensure the nation has a skilled work- 
force. The purpose of this championship is to 
reward students for excellence, involve indus- 
try professionals in directly evaluating stu- 
dents’ performance and keep training relevant 
to employers’ needs today. Daniel Leonard re- 
ceived the highest score ever awarded at this 
competition. He is a 2009 graduate of Mount 
Ayr High School, and earned his Associate of 
Arts degree from Southwestern Community 
College in Creston in 2011, completing his As- 
sociate of Applied Science degree in electrical 
technology in 2015. 

Mr. Speaker, the example set by Daniel 
Leonard demonstrates the rewards of har- 
nessing one’s talents and sharing them with 
the world. His efforts embody the lowa spirit. 
| am honored to represent lowans like him in 
the United States Congress. | know that all of 
my colleagues in the United States House of 
Representatives will join me in congratulating 
Daniel Leonard for his achievements and in 
wishing him nothing but continued success. 


HONORING DANIEL FOSTER 


HON. SAM GRAVES 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, September 9, 2016 


Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, | 
proudly pause to recognize Daniel Foster. 
Daniel is a very special young man who has 
exemplified the finest qualities of citizenship 
and leadership by taking an active part in the 
Boy Scouts of America, Troop 378, and earn- 
ing the most prestigious award of Eagle Scout. 

Daniel has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many scout activities. Over the 
many years Daniel has been involved with 
scouting, he has not only earned numerous 
merit badges, but also the respect of his fam- 
ily, peers, and community. Most notably, Dan- 
iel has led his troop as the patrol leader on 
two separate occasions. Daniel has also con- 
tributed to his community through his Eagle 
Scout project. Daniel collected stuffed animals 
and blankets for a shelter in the Kansas City 
area for children who have been removed 
from abusive situations. 

Mr. Speaker, | proudly ask you to join me in 
commending Daniel Foster for his accomplish- 
ments with the Boy Scouts of America and for 
his efforts put forth in achieving the highest 
distinction of Eagle Scout. 


IN HONOR OF MS. ANN JOHNSON 
HON. ROD BLUM 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, September 9, 2016 


Mr. BLUM. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in 
honor of my constituent, Ann Johnson, a re- 
cipient of the Presidential Award for Excel- 
lence in Mathematics and Science Teaching. 

This prestigious award is administered by 
the National Science Foundation on behalf of 
the White House Office of Science and Tech- 
nology Policy and recognizes outstanding 
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teachers across the country for their contribu- 
tions to the teaching of mathematics and 
science. Ms. Johnson was awarded the Presi- 
dential Award for Excellence in Mathematics 
and Science Teaching for her dedication and 
work at the Sageville Elementary School in 
Dubuque, lowa. 

Teachers like Ann enable students to realize 
their potential and pave the path for the next 
generation of doctors, engineers, and 
innovators. On behalf of the Dubuque commu- 
nity and the First District of lowa, | sincerely 
thank Ann for her commitment to educating 
our children in mathematics and science. 

Congratulations on this impressive award. | 
am proud to represent Ann, an extraordinary 
educator, in Congress. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING THE DOPE PROJECT 
FOR INSPIRING MESSAGE ABOUT 
FLINT 


HON. DANIEL T. KILDEE 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, September 9, 2016 


Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, | ask the United 
States House of Representatives to join me in 
recognizing The Dope Project for the edu- 
cational opportunities it has provided to Flint 
high school students. 

The Dope Project was founded in 2013 by 
Fred Walker to teach youth how to be busi- 
ness leaders of tomorrow. The Dope Project 
stands for The Development of Positive En- 
ergy Project. TDP allows high school students 
to interact with business leaders as if they 
were in the real workplace. The program of- 
fers six-week workshops to teach business, 
leadership, and life skills to students as well 
as expose them to future career opportunities. 

The most recent TDP workshop created a 
commercial for the city of Flint. The commer- 
cial was created by Flint teenagers and sends 
an inspiring message about unity. The mes- 
sage of the video focuses on fighting against 
labels and not giving up on the city of Flint. 

It is my honor to represent such active and 
inspiring young members of our community. 
The message shared by these Flint students 
and TDP instills hope in the community of Flint 
and anyone who views their video. 

Mr. Speaker, | applaud the work done by 
The Dope Project, Mr. Walker, and all the stu- 
dents involved in the program for their hard 
work and the services they have provided for 
the City of Flint. 


Ee 


TRIBUTE TO DONALD AND 
MARILYN ROBERTS 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, September 9, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Donald 
and Marilyn Roberts on the very special occa- 
sion of their 65th wedding anniversary. 

Donald and Marilyn were married in the 
summer of 1951 and make their home in Stu- 
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art, lowa. Their lifelong commitment to each 
other and their family truly embodies lowa’s 
values. As the years pass, may their love con- 
tinue to grow even stronger and may they 
continue to love, cherish, and honor one an- 
other for many more years to come. 

Mr. Speaker, | commend this lovely couple 
on their 65 years of life together and | wish 
them many more. | ask that my colleagues in 
the United States House of Representatives 
join me in congratulating them on this momen- 
tous occasion. 


——— EE 


IN RECOGNITION OF GOLDEN 
STATE FARM CREDIT 


HON. DAVID G. VALADAO 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, September 9, 2016 


Mr. VALADAO. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize Golden State Farm Credit for re- 
ceiving the Lemoore Chamber of Commerce 
Ag Supporter of the Year award at the 2016 
Kings County Salute to Ag Banquet. 

Golden State Farm Credit has been dedi- 
cated to lending to farmers, ranchers, and ag- 
ribusiness for ninety years, despite difficult 
economic climate. It is the largest financial 
service provider in California’s Central Valley. 
Golden State Farm Credit is a strong sup- 
porter of the agriculture industry and has 
helped Central Valley Farmers purchase real 
estate, develop property, and expand dairy fa- 
cilities. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues in the 
United States House of Representatives to 
join me in recognizing and congratulating 
Golden State Farm Credit for its service to 
Kings County and for receiving the Lemoore 
Chamber of Commerce Ag Supporter of the 
Year award at the 2016 Kings County Salute 
to Ag Banquet. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING THE ACCOMPLISH- 
MENTS OF CLARESSA SHIELDS 


HON. DANIEL T. KILDEE 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, September 9, 2016 


Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, | ask the United 
States House of Representatives to join me in 
recognizing Claressa Shields for her history- 
making accomplishments as an athlete and 
Olympian, and continued commitment to the 
State of Michigan and to my hometown of 
Flint, Michigan. 

Introduced to boxing at a young age, 
Claressa has built an impressive career that 
boasts, among many victories in national and 
world championships, two successive gold 
medals from the 2012 Olympics in London 
and 2016 Olympics in Rio de Janeiro. This 
feat makes her the first American, male or fe- 
male, to win back-to-back gold medals in Box- 
ing. On August 23, 2016, upon her return from 
the Games of the XXXI Olympiad in Rio de 
Janeiro, Brazil, my home town of Flint wel- 
comed home Claressa Shields in a celebration 
to spotlight her mark in history and inspiring 
story. 
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Through her victories, Claressa has 
breathed life into the dreams of young athletes 
and individuals in Michigan and across the na- 
tion. She is a remarkable woman who credits 
her success, her journey, to hard work and 
her faith. Her support system has been a 
small group of dedicated individuals ranging 
from the coaches whom have driven her to 
victory, to her grandmother who taught her 
that gender could not hold her back. Now, 
Claressa, who describes herself as “just a kid 
from Flint,” is dedicating herself to supporting 
individuals, young and old, in Flint as they 
face the challenges of poverty, gun violence 
and the ongoing water crisis. 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, | submit Claressa 
Shields before the House as an example of 
not only a great athlete, but a great American. 
She represents the resilience of the American 
dream, and the strong, proud spirit of Flint, 
Michigan. | applaud Claressa for her dedica- 
tion to her sport, and her dedication to our 
community. The change that she will effect 
has only begun. 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO THE 2016 JOHNSTON 
HIGH SCHOOL SOFTBALL TEAM 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, September 9, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate the John- 
ston High School Softball team for winning the 
lowa Girls State Class 5A Softball Tournament 
on July 21, 2016. 

| would like to congratulate each member of 
the Team: 

Players: Brooke Sandstoe, Chloe Fehn, 
Kylee Walker, Olivia Goodale, Emily Flint, 
Hannah Espeland, Sydney llig, Emma Ford, 
Alisha Rusch, Haley Pemble, Taylor Canny, 
Alyssa Shepherd, Mercedes Worsfold, Brooke 
Wilmes, Sophie Maras, Haylee Towers, Bailey 
Sutton, Madison Thilges, Halle Van Roekel, 
Ally Schaer, Ellie Roquet 

Manager: Eilise Murray 

Coaches: Todd Merical, Destiny Willer, 
Abby Sonner, Laura Calvert, Leah Embrey 

Mr. Speaker, the example set by these stu- 
dents and their coaches demonstrates the re- 
wards of hard work, dedication, and persever- 
ance. | am honored to represent them in the 
United States Congress. | know all of my col- 
leagues in the United States House of Rep- 
resentatives join me in congratulating these 
young women for competing in this rigorous 
competition and wishing them all nothing but 
continued success. 


ee 


CALIFORNIA WATER SUPPLY 
SHORTAGE 


HON. JIM COSTA 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Friday, September 9, 2016 


Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, | would like to 
submit the following: 
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ABSOLUTELY NOTHING 
(By Cannon Michael, Sept. 8, 2016) 

California’s water supply shortage is a mi- 
crocosm of what’s wrong in U.S. politics. The 
San Joaquin Valley in Central California is 
the most productive agricultural area in the 
world and is the envy of many countries that 
rely on imported food supplies because their 
climate or soil is not suitable to sustain 
farming. But California’s water supply to 
this region has been critically curtailed by 
the government’s inability to manage water 
resources. 

That breakdown caused President Obama 
to visit the Central Valley in 2014 and sit 
down with farmers to hear about water sup- 
ply problems. Several members of his admin- 
istration, including the Secretary of Interior 
and recently the Secretary of Commerce, 
have personally visited the area and listened 
to local business and community leaders 
talk about their concern for the future of the 
region. Former Speaker John Boehner and 
numerous members of Congress, including 
Senate Energy Committee Chairwoman Lisa 
Murkowski, have toured the ravaged area 
and committed to work with their colleagues 
to assist Central Valley communities. Re- 
publican members of Congress, including Ma- 
jority Leader Kevin McCarthy and Rep. 
David Valadao, as well as their Democratic 
colleagues, Sen. Dianne Feinstein and Rep. 
Jim Costa, have introduced legislation to try 
to fix the problem. 

Remarkably, the highest leadership in the 
country has focused on the water supply 
problem and a bipartisan group of legislators 
has been working on legislative solutions. 
They all claim that the status quo is unac- 
ceptable. And what has happened? 

Nothing. 

Absolutely nothing. 

This is why so many people are frustrated 
with politics as usual and are demanding 
that things change. We have an identified 
problem—a water delivery system that has 
been completely overrun and strangled by a 
regulatory process run amok. We have a 
water delivery system that was brilliantly 
designed and constructed decades ago to 
withstand five consecutive years of extreme 
drought, but when the state is blessed with 
rainfall and snowpack, as we were this year, 
the system still can’t even provide water to 
communities. As a result, a key part of the 
U.S. food supply is in jeopardy and millions 
of Californians are seeing an important part 
of their state in decline. 

Many people outside of California often 
ask why this is happening to such a produc- 
tive area of the country? Unfortunately, 
there is no acceptable answer. The current 
policies restricting water deliveries are in- 
tended to protect endangered species, but 
those policies have failed miserably. Despite 
the massive redistribution of water from 
people, schools, communities and farms in a 
misguided attempt to save a fish, the fish 
populations have actually declined. After 
three very dry years, California had a wet 
winter in early 2016 but rather than using 
the water to re-supply reservoirs and com- 
munities, the government sent over 200 bil- 
lion gallons of water into the ocean. The re- 
sult? Dead fish, depleted reservoirs, and 
dying communities. Nobody wins. 

This is not a recent problem; the water 
system has been failing for more than 20 
years. Part of the problem is that progress 
on a solution is being held hostage by federal 
agencies that are serving narrow interests 
and creating legal issues that prohibit any 
progress toward achieving comprehensive so- 
lutions. The agencies’ water management 
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policies might be defensible if the policies 
were working and providing some beneficial 
result. But farmland continues to die out, 
jobs have been lost, fish populations are at 
greater risk, land subsidence and other envi- 
ronmental consequences are continuing, and 
poverty rates are rising in the impacted 
communities. The result, agencies hide be- 
hind the law and the Administration and 
Congress have been unable to agree on a so- 
lution that will reverse this horrible decline. 

To be fair, there are efforts from both sides 
of the aisle working to solve the problem. S. 
1894 or S. 2533 (Feinstein) and HR 2898 
(Valadao) are proposing to modify current 
policies and rein in federal agencies. These 
are not radical proposals, but are measured 
policy changes designed to improve all the 
outcomes—increased water supply for com- 
munities, better water management, and in- 
creased funding for environmental programs. 
This is what government is supposed to do— 
find solutions that are compatible with a va- 
riety of interests. 

With the critical period for California 
water supply system to be replenished arriv- 
ing in less than six months, Congress has 
very little time to act on legislation. For 
farmers and farmworkers, planning and fi- 
nancial decisions about crops and food pro- 
duction and hiring start long before planting 
season begins in February. There is no more 
time to waste. 

Absolutely nothing is no longer acceptable. 
Congress needs to pass legislation that 
solves this decades-long problem. If they do 
not, absolutely nothing is what they should 
expect from us in return. 


— 


RECOGNIZING DORIS M. JACQUES 
AS SHE RECEIVES THE GOV- 
ERNOR GEORGE ROMNEY LIFE- 
TIME ACHIEVEMENT AWARD 


HON. DANIEL T. KILDEE 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, September 9, 2016 


Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, | ask the United 
States House of Representatives to join me in 
recognizing Doris M. Jacques of Saginaw for 
her unwavering commitment to serving her 
community. 

The Michigan Community Service Commis- 
sion will award Ms. Jacques the Governor 
George Romney Lifetime Achievement Award. 
The award honors an individual, usually a sen- 
ior citizen, who has demonstrated a lifelong 
commitment to community involvement and 
volunteer service. 

Ms. Jacques began her service career in 
the 1950s at St. Stephen’s Church (now St. 
Dominic Parish) completing miscellaneous er- 
rands around the church, co-chaired the “First 
Nighter’s” family entertainment series for 19 
years, organized the first church library and 
served on the funeral luncheon ministry. 

The more Ms. Jacques involved herself in 
service, the more friends she made, the more 
she accomplished and the more sense of pur- 
pose she experienced. This led her to volun- 
teer with the Volunteer Auxiliary at St. Mary’s 
of Michigan hospital in 1960, where she is cur- 
rently the longest serving volunteer with well 
over 50,000 hours. 

Ms. Jacques is a co-founder of the Hospital 
Gift Shop, frequented by hospital visitors, staff 
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and community members seeking gifts and 
sundries. In 1981 she co-founded Timeless 
Treasures Thrift Store, dedicated to providing 
low-cost household and clothing items for the 
needy. During her 55 year tenure at the hos- 
pital, Ms. Jacques’ inspiring leadership has 
helped raise $3.5 million through Auxiliary 
fundraisers, vendor sales, and sales proceeds 
from the Gift Shop and the Thrift Shop. These 
proceeds have been used by the hospital for 
major medical equipment purchases, two Can- 
cer Care Vans and renovations. 

Mr. Speaker, | applaud Doris M. Jacques for 
her magnanimity and unyielding commitment 
to philanthropy. 


Ee 


IN RECOGNITION OF MR. TONY 
WILLIAM DEGROOT 


HON. DAVID G. VALADAO 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, September 9, 2016 


Mr. VALADAO. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
commend the late Tony William DeGroot for 
receiving the Lemoore Chamber of Commerce 
Lifetime Commitment to Kings County Agri- 
culture Award. 

Raised in Bennekom, Netherlands, Mr. 
DeGroot was the youngest of eleven children. 
During World War Il, Mr. DeGroot’s family was 
heavily involved in the Dutch Resistance, 
which led to his admiration of the bravery of 
the American soldiers and later his emigration 
to the United States at the age of twenty-one. 
On May 15, 1957, Mr. DeGroot and his wife, 
Betty, were married in Hollandale, Minnesota. 
They later moved to Southern California in 
1959, and five years later they began their 
successful dairy farm operation in the Central 
Valley. In 1965, Mr. DeGroot became a found- 
ing member of the Visalia Christian Reformed 
Church where he worshiped, sang in the choir, 
and led song service. He was also a youth 
group leader and hosted Bible studies with his 
wife. 

Having been a dairy farmer, Mr. DeGroot 
was significantly involved in the dairy commu- 
nity of the Central Valley for many years. He 
was passionate about involving future genera- 
tions in the industry and supported participants 
in FFA and 4-H. He served on the board for 
Rabobank and Alltech, among others. Mr. 
DeGroot was also one of the developers of 
DG Bar Ranch, which he started for his wife. 

In September of 2015, Mr. DeGroot passed 
at the age of eighty in a plane accident while 
on a fishing trip in Alaska, doing what he 
loved. He had a great sense for adventure, 
loved agriculture, and cared deeply for his 
family. He was a remarkable man who was 
hospitable to all who entered his life. Mr. 
DeGroot is survived by his loving wife, Betty, 
daughter, Rochelle, son, Tony, and grandson 
Jason. 

Mr. DeGroot was unanimously selected by 
the Kings County Agriculture Selection Com- 
mittee as the honoree for this award due to 
his important contributions to the agriculture 
industry in the Central Valley. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues in the 
United States House of Representatives to 
join me in commending the late Tony William 
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DeGroot for receiving the Lemoore Chamber 
of Commerce Lifetime Commitment to Kings 
County Agriculture Award. 


Se 


IN RECOGNITION OF THE 80TH AN- 
NIVERSARY OF SCHUYLKILL 
UNITED WAY 


HON. MATT CARTWRIGHT 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, September 9, 2016 


Mr. CARTWRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to honor the Schuylkill United Way, 
which celebrates its 80th anniversary today, 
September 9, 2016. The Schuylkill United Way 
is dedicated to providing funding, guidance, 
and encouragement to partner organizations 
that provide a variety of programs and serv- 
ices to the residents of Schuylkill County. The 
Schuylkill United Way supports fifteen organi- 
zations and has provided invaluable assist- 
ance to the Schuylkill County community over 
the last 80 years. 

The organization was founded in 1936 to 
help local groups that offered human services 
at little or no cost. Originally known as the 
Community Chest, the organization became 
an independent member of United Way World- 
wide in 1976 and changed its name to Schuyl- 
kill United Way. 

Today, Schuylkill United Way partners with 
entities such as American Red Cross, Big 
Brothers Big Sisters, Salvation Army, Boy 
Scouts of America, Girl Scouts in the Heart of 
Pennsylvania and Meals on Wheels. 
Partnering efforts and contributions come from 
local businesses and individuals alike, and 
ninety-nine percent of the assistance mar- 
shalled stays within Schuylkill County. Schuyl- 
kill United Way organizes events like Stuff the 
Bus, which provides school supplies to chil- 
dren in need, and the Captain Jason B. Jones 
Day of Caring, where volunteers donate their 
time working at nonprofit and government lo- 
cations. 

It is an honor to recognize the Schuylkill 
United Way as it celebrates 80 years of help- 
ing others. | am deeply grateful for the many 
services they provide to the people of Schuyl- 
kill County. May they continue their great work 
for welfare of their neighbors for many years 
to come. 


TRIBUTE TO PATRICIA YOUNG 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, September 9, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Patricia 
Young of Jamaica, lowa for receiving the Life- 
time Achievement Award from the National Al- 
liance of State and Territorial AIDS Directors 
(NASTAD). 

Ms. Young manages the lowa HIV and Hep- 
atitis Prevention Program. She earned the 
award because of her passion, leadership and 
dedication in working to improve the lives of 
people living with HIV and hepatitis as well as 
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her tireless service and devotion to NASTAD. 
She has engaged in HIV prevention and care 
for nearly three decades and has held many 
roles in the lowa Department of Health includ- 
ing prevention, care and community planning. 


Mr. Speaker, it’s an honor to represent 
lowans like Patricia Young in the United 
States Congress. | ask that my colleagues in 
the United States House of Representatives 
join me in congratulating her on receiving this 
award and in wishing her nothing but contin- 
ued success. 


— 


RECOGNIZING DOCTOR SAMUEL 
SHAHEEN AND THE SHAHEEN 
FAMILY AS THEY RECEIVE THE 
COMMUNITY PHILANTHROPY 
AWARD 


HON. DANIEL T. KILDEE 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, September 9, 2016 


Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, | ask the United 
States House of Representatives to join me in 
recognizing Dr. Samuel J. Shaheen and his 
family for their unwavering commitment to the 
betterment of their local community. The Sha- 
heen family was selected as the 2016 recipi- 
ent for the Community Philanthropy Award 
presented by the Council of Michigan Founda- 
tions, the Michigan Nonprofit Association and 
the Governor's office. 


The members of the family honored as re- 
cipients include Dr. Samuel Shaheen and his 
wife, Holly, brother and sister-in-law, Peter 
and Kari Shaheen, sister and brother-in-law, 
Sabrina and Kevin Cronin, and parents Patri- 
cia and the late Dr. Samuel “Doc” Shaheen. 


As the Member of Congress representing 
the Fifth District of Michigan, | am honored to 
have constituents like Dr. Samuel J. Shaheen 
and his family. Much can be said of the many 
charitable accomplishments of this wonderful 
family. The Temple Theatre, the Saginaw Bay 
Symphony Orchestra, the Mid-Michigan Chil- 
dren’s Museum and the Saginaw Art Museum 
have all benefitted so much as a result of Dr. 
Shaheen’s personal contributions of time, ef- 
fort, fundraising and selfless giving. 


Through his efforts with the Saginaw County 
Chamber of Commerce and Saginaw Future, 
Sam has also worked diligently for the eco- 
nomic betterment of the local community—de- 
veloping both a thriving surgical practice and 
building a dynamic real estate development 
company. These results have provided com- 
munity leaders with inspiration, hope and an 
unprecedented level of optimism. 


Dr. Samuel J. Shaheen and his family are 
people of tremendous substance and accom- 
plishment. Sam has vision and makes things 
happen through an unwavering commitment to 
achieving results for his community. The chari- 
table impact he has made is immeasurable. 

Mr. Speaker, | applaud Dr. Samuel J. Sha- 


heen and his family for their strong leadership 
and unyielding commitment to philanthropy. 
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CONGRATULATING JEFF KESTER 
ON WINNING THE R. LAYNE MOR- 
RILL AWARD 


HON. BILLY LONG 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, September 9, 2016 


Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to rec- 
ognize and congratulate Jeff Kester, current 
board president of the Greater Springfield 
Board of REALTORS, on being presented the 
R. Layne Morrill Award by the Member Boards 
and Associations of the Missouri REALTORS. 

The R. Layne Morrill Award aims to recog- 
nize one person who has made it their goal, 
through political involvement, to advance RE- 
ALTORS in Missouri's legislative agenda. 

Jeff Kester has spent 21 years as an advo- 
cate for Missouri REALTORS. 

| am honored to recognize Jeff Kester, and 
| congratulate him on receiving the 2016 R. 
Layne Morrill Award. 


FRANCESC DE PAULA SOLER 


HON. JOSE E. SERRANO 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, September 9, 2016 


Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Speaker, it is with great 
pleasure that | rise today to once again pay 
tribute to Francesc de Paula Soler, a gifted 
and world-renowned musician. 

Mr. Soler grew up in Spain and comes from 
a Catalan family of well-known artists. He 
began studying the guitar at the age of six and 
was completely immersed in it by age 11, 
earning the highest honors in the prestigious 
Conservatorio Superior de Musica in Bar- 
celona, Spain. Mr. Soler received rigorous 
training from legendary guitarists Andres 
Segovia, known as the “Father of Classical 
Guitar,” and Narciso Yepes. 

Mr. Soler has become a legend in his own 
right due to his unique skills in conveying 
emotions through the strings of his guitar. Mr. 
Soler has performed in music halls and audito- 
riums throughout the United States and Eu- 
rope for audiences of all ages and back- 
grounds. Some of the venues include the Li- 
brary of Congress, the Levine School of Music 
and the Acheson Auditorium at the United 
States Department of State. 

Commonly known as the “Poet of the Gui- 
tar,” Mr. Soler has received numerous awards 
and recognitions, including: Medal of St. Vladi- 
mir of the Russian Orthodox Church, Honorary 
Citizen of Dallas, Honorary Citizen of Corpus 
Christi, Golden Key of the Corpus Christi City, 
Medal of the U.S. Military Academy and the 
Plaque of the Catalan Catholic Church Coun- 
cil. 

In commemoration of Hispanic Heritage 
Month and the positive contributions of His- 
panic-Americans throughout our nation’s his- 
tory, Mr. Soler will once again grace the Li- 
brary of Congress with his music. | encourage 
all of my colleagues to attend Mr. Soler’s con- 
cert on September 16, 2016 as we commemo- 
rate the 400th Anniversary of the death of 
Miguel de Cervantes Saavedra, author of the 
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most influential work of literature in the Span- 
ish language—Don Quijote de la Mancha. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
in paying tribute to Francesc de Paula Soler 
for his contributions to the world of music. 


ae 


IN RECOGNITION OF MR. GARY 
ESAJIAN 


HON. DAVID G. VALADAO 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, September 9, 2016 


Mr. VALADAO. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
commend Mr. Gary Esajian on being honored 
as the Lemoore Chamber of Commerce 2016 
Agriculturalist of the Year. 

Mr. Gary Esajian’s family has lived in the 
Central Valley since the 1920s, and as a third 
generation Kings County farmer, he has great- 
ly contributed to the community throughout his 
life. Mr. Esajian has shown dedication to his 
hometown of Lemoore and the Central Valley 
for decades through both his community work 
and success as a farmer. As a farmer, Mr. 
Esajian grows many different crops including 
almonds, pistachios, garlic, tomatoes, wine 
grapes, walnuts, and onions. 

Mr. Esajian has further shown his service to 
the community by serving as the Westlands 
Water District Board of Directors for fourteen 
years, as a Board member of the San Joaquin 
Valley Cotton Board, and as the Director of a 
Suncrest Bank in Visalia. In regards to Califor- 
nia’s current drought issue, Mr. Esajian con- 
ducted a study on water in California, specifi- 
cally the impacts to Kings and Fresno Coun- 
ties, which has benefited his peers greatly. 

Known for being unassuming and humble, 
upon receiving his award Mr. Esajian credited 
his family’s long agricultural history and not his 
own success. He is also known for being a 
hardworking and organized man, who suc- 
cessfully achieves whatever he puts his mind 
to. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues in the 
United States House of Representatives to 
join me in commending Mr. Gary Esajian on 
his dedicated service to the Central Valley and 
on being honored as the Lemoore Chamber of 
Commerce 2016 Agriculturalist of the Year. 


TRIBUTE TO KIM AVEY 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, September 9, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Kim Avey 
for being honored in her community as the 
2016 Good Egg Days Citizen of the Year. 

Ms. Avey is a great volunteer throughout the 
community, helping at Scoop the Loop and the 
local skating rink. She also works as a rural 
mail delivery person, well-known to go out of 
her way to make sure her route patrons get 
their mail in the best shape and in a timely 
manner. 

Mr. Speaker, it is an honor to represent Kim 
Avey in the United States Congress. | ask that 
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my colleagues in the United States House of 
Representatives join me in congratulating her 
on receiving this award and in wishing her 
nothing but continued success. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
HON. TIM WALBERG 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Friday, September 9, 2016 

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, on Thursday, 
September 8, 2016, | was unavoidably de- 
tained and missed a roll call vote. Had | been 
present, | would have voted: “aye” on roll call 
vote No. 491. 


EE 


IN RECOGNITION OF OTIS 
REDDING, JR. 


HON. SANFORD D. BISHOP, JR. 


OF GEORGIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, September 9, 2016 


Mr. BISHOP of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize a brilliant artist, homegrown 
legend, and loving father, the Late Great Otis 
Redding, Jr. In recognition of Otis Redding’s 
contribution to music that touched souls 
across the world, the Redding Foundation will 
be celebrating what would be his 75th birthday 
the weekend of September 9 through Sep- 
tember 11, 2016 in Macon, Georgia. 

Otis Redding was born in Dawson, Georgia 
on September 9, 1941. At a young age, he 
and his family moved to Macon, where he 
began singing at Vineville Baptist Church. Em- 
bracing his budding musicianship, he joined 
the school band at Ballard-Hudson High 
School and competed in the Douglass Theatre 
talent show. After winning the talent show fif- 
teen consecutive times, he was no longer al- 
lowed to compete. However, this certainly did 
not discourage him from embarking on his 
path to becoming the King of Soul. 

In 1958, Otis Redding officially began his 
professional music career when he joined 
Johnny Jenkins and the Pinetoppers. After the 
group finished recording with Booker T. and 
the MGs, Mr. Redding wanted to use the last 
few minutes at the end of the session to sing 
for everyone. As he started to sing what would 
become his first hit single of 17 hit singles in 
a row, “These Arms of Mine,” everyone in the 
studio became captivated by his voice. Jim 
Stewart, then co-owner of Stax Records, came 
running into the studio and began yelling, 
“That’s it! That’s it! Where is everybody? We 
gotta get this on tape!” 

A man with his own voice and a unique 
sound, Otis Redding’s short but spectacular 
music career led to his releasing hit single 
after hit single, including “I’ve Been Loving 
You Too Long,” “Respect,” and “Try A Little 
Tenderness.” On his journey to becoming the 
King of Soul, he performed across the country 
and the world with shows in the United States, 
Canada, Europe, and the Caribbean. In 1965, 
his business acumen allowed him to create his 
own label: Jotis Records. His concerts were 
box office smashes, some of the biggest of 
any performer during his time. 
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In 1966, Otis Redding received the NAACP 
Lifetime Membership Award. The National 
Academy of Recording Arts & Sciences 
(NARAS) nominated him for awards in three 
categories for his recordings from 1967. He 
also accrued countless other honors and rec- 
ognition for his music after his passing in De- 
cember 1967, most notably of which are two 
1969 Grammys for Best R&B Vocal Perform- 
ance and Best Rhythm & Blues Song for his 
number one hit single, “(Sittin’ On) The Dock 
of the Bay;” the 1999 Grammy Lifetime 
Achievement Award; and his 1998, 2011, and 
2015 Grammy Hall of Fame Inductions. 

Otis Redding was much more than his 
beautiful voice. Above all else, he was a fam- 
ily man. He married his wife, Zelma, in August 
of 1961 and together, they raised three won- 
derful children: Dexter, Karla, and Otis Red- 
ding, Ill. Mrs. Redding also adopted Demetria 
after Mr. Redding’s passing. There was a spe- 
cial place in Otis Redding’s heart and soul re- 
served only for his family. He worked tirelessly 
to provide for them. His ambition, drive, and 
sacrifices paid off when he was able to move 
his family to “The Big O Ranch” in 1965, a 
300-acre property in Round Oak, Georgia. 

Reflected in the mission of the Otis Redding 
Foundation, which was established in 2007 by 
Mrs. Zelma Redding in her late husband’s 
honor, Otis Redding was dedicated to improv- 
ing the quality of life for his community 
through education and empowerment. Those 
who knew Otis Redding personally speak 
fondly of him and his closest friends described 
him as a wonderful person to be around, and 
always 100 percent full of energy. They re- 
member him being big in every way: phys- 
ically, in his talent, in wisdom about other peo- 
ple, and in his love for his family and commu- 
nity. 

Mir. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join 
me, my wife Vivian, and the more than 
730,000 residents of Georgia’s Second Con- 
gressional District in recognizing Otis Redding, 
Jr. for his remarkable accomplishments as a 
pioneering and world-renowned musician. His 
timeless talent and everlasting legacy live on 
in the hearts of those who loved him and will 
continue to be remembered by generations to 
come. 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO NANCY AND WALTER 
COZIAHR 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, September 9, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and honor Nancy and Wal- 
ter Coziahr of Council Bluffs, lowa, on the very 
special occasion of their 60th wedding anni- 
versary. They were married June 8, 1956 in 
Council Bluffs. 

Nancy and Walter’s lifelong commitment to 
each other and their children, Mary, David, 
Tom, and Jane, as well as their eight grand- 
children, truly embodies lowa values. As they 
reflect on their 60th anniversary, | hope it is 
filled with happy memories and for continued 
hope for the future. 

Mr. Speaker, | commend this great couple 
on their 60th year together and | wish them 
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many more. | know my colleagues in the 
United States House of Representatives will 
join me in congratulating them on this momen- 
tous occasion. 


HONORING GEORGE ALTAMURA 


HON. MIKE THOMPSON 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, September 9, 2016 


Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. Speaker, 
| rise today to honor George Altamura, who is 
being recognized for his support of young 
Latino leaders at the 33rd Annual Napa Coun- 
ty Hispanic Network Scholarship Gala. 

Mr. Altamura was born in Buffalo, New 
York, and fulfilled a long-held dream when he 
moved to California in 1949 following his high 
school graduation. After settling in Napa 
County, Mr. Altamura worked as a carpenter's 
apprentice before he eventually earned his 
contractors license. Only three years after 
moving to Napa County, Mr. Altamura started 
his own company, Altamura Enterprises and 
embarked on a successful career purchasing 
and developing property. 

Just as impressive as Mr. Altamura’s profes- 
sional successes is his dedication to giving 
back to our community. Together with his wife 
Jackie, Mr. Altamura has been an incredible 
supporter of our Latino community and has 
sponsored multiple scholarships through the 
Hispanic Network each year for more than two 
decades. Many of the young leaders the 
Altamuras’ have supported now live and work 
throughout Napa County, ensuring that the 
Altamuras’ legacy of civic engagement and 
community service will be carried on for gen- 
erations to come. 

Mr. Altamura is the founder and president of 
Hands Across the Valley and the Napa Sher- 
iffs Youth Activity, both of which aim to help 
those in need, and young people in particular, 
throughout our community. Furthermore, Mr. 
Altamura has supported the important work of 
organizations like Queen of the Valley Hos- 
pital, Uptown Theater Napa, and Meals on 
Wheels. 

Mr. Speaker, George Altamura has not only 
achieved his own American dream, but he has 
worked hard to ensure that young people 
throughout our community will have a fair shot 
at achieving theirs, too. It is therefore fitting 
and proper that we honor him here today. 


ES 


75TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE DE- 
PARTMENT OF THE NAVY OF- 
FICE OF THE GENERAL COUNSEL 


HON. J. RANDY FORBES 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, September 9, 2016 


Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, today | ask my 
colleagues in the House to join me in honoring 
the Department of the Navy Office of the Gen- 
eral Counsel as it celebrates 75 years of pro- 
viding timely, effective, and candid legal ad- 
vice and counsel to the Navy and Marine 
Corps. 
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The origins of DON OGC can be traced 
back to 1862, when the first civilian attorney 
was appointed to serve as Solicitor of the 
Navy. However, it was not until September 10, 
1941, when James Forrestal, then Under Sec- 
retary of the Navy, recruited attorneys from 
private practice and formally established DON 
OGC’s predecessor organization, the Procure- 
ment Legal Division, to consistently address 
the numerous legal issues surrounding the 
rapid increase in volume and complexity of 
ship and aircraft acquisition during World War 
Il mobilization efforts. 


Over the last three quarters of a century, 
what began as a small cadre of civilian attor- 
neys has evolved into an elite government law 
firm composed of civilian and military attor- 
neys, and professional support staff, located in 
140 offices worldwide. In addition, DON OGC 
has expanded its practice areas beyond busi- 
ness and commercial law to include acquisi- 
tion integrity, federal employment/labor law, 
environmental law, fiscal law, intellectual prop- 
erty law, real estate law, ethics and standards 
of conduct, energy law, Freedom of Informa- 
tion Act/Privacy Act, intelligence law, cyber se- 
curity law, arms control law, legislation, and 
litigation, to ensure its attorneys possess the 
expertise needed to support the multifaceted 
mission of the warfighter. 


Mr. Speaker, | congratulate DON OGC on 
75 years of dedicated service to our Sailors 
and Marines across the globe, and wish DON 
OGC continued success in expertly navigating 
the legal challenges confronting the Navy and 
the Marine Corps and significantly contributing 
to the national defense. 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO LOIS AND DAVID 
AISTROPE 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, September 9, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Lois and 
David Aistrope of Randolph, lowa, on the very 
special occasion of their 60th wedding anni- 
versary. They celebrated their anniversary on 
June 10, 2016. 


Lois and David’s lifelong commitment to 
each other and their children, Duane, Doug, 
and Dalene, seven grandchildren, and four 
great-grandchildren, truly embodies lowa val- 
ues. As they reflect on their 60th anniversary, 
| hope it is filled with happy memories. May 
their commitment grow even stronger, as they 
continue to love, cherish, and honor one an- 
other for many years to come. 


Mr. Speaker, | commend this great couple 
on their 60th year together and | wish them 
many more. | know my colleagues in the 
United States House of Representatives will 
join me in congratulating them on this momen- 
tous occasion. 
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COMMEMORATING THE 150TH ANNI- 
VERSARY OF MOUNT ZION BAP- 
TIST CHURCH 


HON. G. K. BUTTERFIELD 


OF NORTH CAROLINA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, September 9, 2016 


Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today on behalf of the Congressional Black 
Caucus of the 114th Congress to commemo- 
rate the sesquicentennial anniversary of Mount 
Zion Baptist Church, located in Arlington, Vir- 
ginia. 

Mr. Speaker, Mount Zion Baptist Church 
has been blessed to serve as the spiritual 
home and faith community for thousands of 
people over the last 150 years. Founded in 
1866, a year after the U.S. Congress passed 
the 13th Amendment to abolish slavery; Mount 
Zion Baptist Church was organized under the 
leadership of Reverend Joseph Matthews. 

In 1914, Reverend James E. Green was 
elected pastor after many years of service. 
The Church relocated twice during Reverend 
Green’s pastorate with property being pur- 
chased at 19th and Lowell Streets in 1944. In 
1956, Doctor Oswald G. Smith had the vision 
to establish a Deacon’s Fund to assist the 
community in meeting emergency costs for 
medicine, shelter, and other necessities. 

Finally, in March 1992, Bishop Leonard N. 
Smith was installed as Mount Zion’s ninth sen- 
ior minister. Today, under Bishop Smith’s 
leadership, the Church remains a place of 
worship and fellowship for its community and 
surrounding communities. 

With a mission focused on preserving the 
precepts of its rich heritage, Mount Zion con- 
tinues to experience blessings in ways that 
were once thought to be unimaginable. Recent 
accomplishments of Mount Zion include signifi- 
cant growth in membership, rededication of a 
refurbished and modernized facility in 2012, 
purchase of 22 acres of land in Woodbridge, 
VA in order to further the mission, and wide 
community outreach that spans from radio to 
social media. | am confident that Mount Zion 
will continue to serve its congregants and 
community for generations to come. 

By the grace of God, Mount Zion Baptist 
Church has survived the test of time and is 
still going strong today. While the frame of 
Mount Zion has undergone many renovations, 
its faith remains the same—firmly rooted in 
Christ. 

Mr. Speaker, | celebrate the rich history and 
accomplishments of Mount Zion Baptist 
Church in Arlington, Virginia. | ask that my col- 
leagues join me in congratulating Bishop 
Smith, the congregation, and the residents of 
Arlington on this truly momentous occasion. 


ee 


RECOGNIZING THE EXTRAOR- 
DINARY AUGUSTO BORDELOIS 


HON. MARCY KAPTUR 
OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Friday, September 9, 2016 
Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize Augusto Bordelois, an internation- 
ally acclaimed artist who is opening a new art 
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studio, Augusto Fine Art, in Berea, Ohio, this 
week. 


Augusto has a deep connection to Berea, 
as the city has been his home since 1999. 
Augusto Fine Art studio will establish a dedi- 
cated art space for the entire community, 
building Berea, brick by brick, in the same way 
Augusto creates his own artwork. 


At the new location Augusto will be teaching 
jointly with watercolorist Nancy Notarianni, 
who will also have a gallery in the Berea stu- 
dio. His vision is to create a centralized space 
that will foster community and collaboration 
among local Cleveland-area artists who wish 
to teach or display their work, and by Cleve- 
land-area residents who wish to connect with 
their artistic, creative side. 


Augusto, who emigrated from Cuba as a 
young man, describes his painting style as 
‘magic realism’ that has been largely influ- 
enced by the Renaissance, as is typical for 
prominent and gifted artists from Latin Amer- 
ica and the Caribbean. He graduated from the 
University of Havana in Cuba, and has an in- 
estimable and broad knowledge base that he 
is more than willing to share with others. 


Augusto is a natural and enthusiastic leader 
and an active member of the arts community 
in Northern Ohio, where he is a teaching artist 
and member of the Center for Arts-Inspired 
Learning, the Ohio Arts Council, and most re- 
cently The Art House. He has been awarded 
‘Best in Show’ and an Ohio Arts Council Spe- 
cial award at the Ohio State Fair Fine Arts ex- 
hibition. 

Through his leadership in judging Ohio’s 9th 
Congressional District's annual Art Caucus 
competition for promising high school artists, | 
have been fortunate to witness firsthand his 
influence across Northern Ohio, and his pas- 
sion for helping others reach their full poten- 
tial. | greatly appreciate his efforts to continue 
fostering and promoting a growing art commu- 
nity. Augusto’s passion has inspired resur- 
gence in community art and, through the new 
Augusto Fine Art Studio, a dedication to in- 
creased access to community art spaces. 


Northern Ohio should have a minimum of 
1,000 art studios across our lush region, which 
has a natural beauty and rich culture, and 
Augusto is a leader in reaching that goal. 


The arts have long been celebrated 
throughout northern Ohio, with each region 
hosting multiple arts festivals, in addition to 
the many small, locally owned shops that pop- 
ulate the region. From the Black Swamp Arts 
Festival in Bowling Green to the FireFish Arts 
Festival in Lorain, there are many opportuni- 
ties to be immersed in the local northern Ohio 
art scene. 


| greatly admire Augusto Bordelois and cele- 
brate his vision and legacy in northern Ohio. 
His unwavering dedication to teaching and 
promoting the arts has made a lasting mark. 

Please join me to congratulate and cele- 
brate Augusto Bordelois on this exciting next 
phase. 
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COMMENDING THE NORTH CARO- 
LINA JUSTICE CENTER’S 2016 
CHAMPIONS OF JUSTICE 


HON. G. K. BUTTERFIELD 


OF NORTH CAROLINA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, September 9, 2016 


Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize five individuals from my 
home state of North Carolina who are being 
honored as Champions of Justice by the North 
Carolina Justice Center: Former North Caro- 
lina Governor Jim Hunt, President of the NC 
State AFL-CIO James Andrews, North Caro- 
lina State Representative Henry “Mickey” 
Michaux Jr., former University of North Caro- 
lina System President Tom Ross, and former 
North Carolina State Senator Leslie Winner. | 
also applaud Former Chief Justice |. Beverly 
Lake, Jr. on being presented with the Center's 
Executive Director Award for Service. 

Mr. Speaker, these individuals will be hon- 
ored by the North Carolina Justice Center at 
its 20th Annual Champion of Justice Gala on 
September 10, 2016 in Raleigh, North Caro- 
lina. Since its founding in 1996, the North 
Carolina Justice Center has been a leader in 
progressive research and advocacy for eco- 
nomic and social justice in North Carolina. The 
Center focuses on issues of concern to low- 
and middle-income North Carolinians by en- 
suring access to resources, services, and fair 
treatment for all. 

Former North Carolina Governor Jim Hunt is 
a native of my hometown, Wilson, North Caro- 
lina. He will be presented with the Champion 
of Justice Award for his work on behalf of 
North Carolina’s students, families, and com- 
munities in the areas of education and equal 
rights during his record four terms as gov- 
ernor. 

Mr. James Andrews is the current President 
of the North Carolina state AFL-CIO, and the 
first full-time elected African-American state 
federation president in the country’s history. A 
Vietnam Veteran and recipient of the Purple 
Heart, Mr. Andrews has been a lifelong and 
passionate activist for civil rights and social 
justice in North Carolina and has also served 
on the AFL—CIO’s Executive Council. 

The Honorable Henry “Mickey” Michaux, Jr. 
is the longest-serving member of the North 
Carolina General Assembly. A lifelong resident 
of Durham, North Carolina, Representative 
Michaux has dedicated his life and career to 
voting rights advocacy in North Carolina. He is 
a founding member and was the first chairman 
of the North Carolina Black Leadership Cau- 
cus. 

Mr. Thomas W. Ross, Sr. is the former 
president of the 17-campus University of North 
Carolina System. Prior to becoming President 
of the UNC System, Mr. Ross had a long ca- 
reer in education, where he served as Presi- 
dent of Davidson College, executive director of 
the Z. Smith Reynolds Foundation, and as a 
Superior Court judge. 

Ms. Leslie Winner is a three-term State 
Senator and a former Senate majority whip. 
She currently serves as the executive director 
of the Winston-Salem based Z. Smith Rey- 
nolds Foundation, where she has led the foun- 
dation’s statewide influence in civic, edu- 
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cational, and philanthropic initiatives through 
grants to small nonprofits, and by supporting 
the creation of BEST NC, a group of business 
leaders who present elected officials with a 
business rationale and recommendations for 
supporting public education. 

The Honorable |. Beverly Lake, Jr. is a 
former Chief Justice on the North Carolina Su- 
preme Court and the driving force behind 
North Carolina’s nationally recognized Actual 
Innocence Commission. He has devoted his 
career to public service. He will be presented 
with the Executive Director Award for Service 
to North Carolina for his work on criminal jus- 
tice reform. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask that my colleagues join 
me in recognizing these outstanding North 
Carolinians, who have selflessly sought justice 
and equality for their fellow citizens. 


————— 


TRIBUTE TO ESTEL AND MARVA 
LEA SHARON 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, September 9, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Estel and 
Marva Lea Sharon on the very special occa- 
sion of their 60th wedding anniversary. 

Estel and Marva Lea were married on June 
17, 1956 and make their home in Guthrie 
Center, lowa. Their lifelong commitment to 
each other and their family truly embodies 
lowa’s values. As the years pass, may their 
love continue to grow even stronger and may 
they continue to love, cherish, and honor one 
another for many more years to come. 

Mr. Speaker, | commend this lovely couple 
on their 60 years of life together and | wish 
them many more. | know my colleagues in the 
United States House of Representatives will 
join me in congratulating them on this momen- 
tous occasion. 


EE 


PAYING TRIBUTE TO THE VICTIMS 
OF THE 9/11 TERRORIST ATTACK 


HON. CHARLES B. RANGEL 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, September 9, 2016 


Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in 
remembrance of those who lost their lives in 
terrorist attacks that occurred fifteen years ago 
on September 11, 2001. | was blocks away 
from the World Trade Center on that morning 
and will never forget the horror we faced in 
New York City. Nearly 3,000 people lost their 
lives in a senseless act of hatred. As we re- 
flect on that terrible tragedy, we are reminded 
of the resiliency of the people of New York 
and our Country as a whole. 

Today, we honor their memories and thank 
our brave first responders who selflessly 
rushed forward to save as many people as 
they could. While we can never fully express 
our gratitude for the sacrifices of the many po- 
lice, fire and emergency personnel, we can 
come together as Americans and provide 
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those heroes with the continued respect and 
care they deserve. The actions of the first re- 
sponders are a testament to the power of 
working with one another. 

Although these attacks left us shaken, they 
did not destroy us. We were able to rebound 
and grow stronger. We put aside our dif- 
ferences and rose together as one nation. On 
that day, we were not concerned with past dis- 
agreements or misunderstandings or partisan 
politics. This year, on September 11, let us not 
only remember those we lost with moments of 
silence and memorial ceremonies. Let us also 
commemorate them by once again setting 
aside our differences and becoming united as 
Americans. 


Ee 


IN HONOR OF REPRESENTATIVE 
ED JUTILA UPON HIS RETIRE- 
MENT 


HON. JOE COURTNEY 


OF CONNECTICUT 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, September 9, 2016 


Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to thank an outstanding public servant for his 
many years of service to my home state of 
Connecticut. Mr. Ed Jutila has served as State 
Representative for the 37th District of Con- 
necticut since 2005, where he earned a rep- 
utation of pragmatism and commitment to the 
residents of East Lyme and Salem. When he 
retires from public service at the end of this 
term, he will wrap up a robust and multi- 
faceted career serving his community. Ed 
served on the local Democratic Town Com- 
mittee, the East Lyme Board of Selectmen, 
Charter Revision Commission, and as Deputy 
Town Meeting Moderator. His lifetime of serv- 
ice began at age 15 when he joined the junior 
firefighters. 

In the State House, Ed currently serves as 
the Chairman of the Government Administra- 
tion and Elections Committee as well as a 
member of the Transportation Committee. He 
also served as vice chairman of the General 
Law Committee and Public Safety and Secu- 
rity Committee and as assistant majority lead- 
er and deputy majority whip. His constituents 
know him as a friendly, warm and completely 
dedicated stalwart in the community. In his ca- 
pacity on the Transportation Committee, he 
successfully advocated for expansion of the 
Shoreline East rail line to New London. Ed 
and | worked together towards gaining federal 
recognition of the Eightmile River as a Wild 
and Scenic watershed, an example of his 
commitment to protecting Eastern Connecti- 
cut’s natural beauty and precious resources. 

Although his time as an elected official will 
end at the conclusion of this term, | suspect 
that his involvement in Salem and East Lyme 
will not come to an end. For someone like Ed, 
community engagement is a way of life. | ask 
my colleagues to join me in thanking Ed for 


EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


his decades of service, and wish him well in 
life after public service. 


TRIBUTE TO PHYLLIS AND 
HAROLD SCHOLL 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, September 9, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and honor Phyllis and Har- 
old Scholl of Adair, lowa, on the very special 
occasion of their 60th wedding anniversary. 
They were married on June 10, 1956. 

Phyllis and Harold’s lifelong commitment to 
their six daughters, 13 grandchildren and one 
great-grandchild truly embodies lowa values. 
As they reflect on their 60th anniversary, | 
hope it is filled with happy memories. May 
their commitment grow even stronger, as they 
continue to love, cherish, and honor one an- 
other for many years to come. 

Mr. Speaker, | commend this great couple 
on their 60th year together and | wish them 
many more. | know my colleagues in the 
United States House of Representatives will 
join me in congratulating them on this momen- 
tous occasion. 


— 


CELEBRATING NANCY MAST’S DIS- 
TINGUISHED WORK IN SERVICE 
TO THE UNITED STATES MILI- 
TARY 


HON. JACKIE WALORSKI 


OF INDIANA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, September 9, 2016 


Mrs. WALORSKI. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to recognize Nancy Mast for her outstanding 
leadership of The HUGS Project of Elkhart 
County. 

Having always been the type of individual to 
serve others, Nancy diligently searched for an 
organization that would benefit from her tal- 
ents as a seamstress. After scouring the inter- 
net, she came across a worthy cause known 
as The HUGS Project, which delivers cooling 
neckties (nicknamed “hugs’) to American 
troops in the Middle East. In 2006, Nancy 
launched The HUGS Project of Elkhart County 
and made it her mission to help grow and 
steer this organization in the right direction. 
What began as a handful of volunteers in a 
basement is now a bustling organization with 
50 volunteers that continues to grow to this 
very day. 

In Nancy’s capacity with The HUGS Project, 
she has overseen the shipping of approxi- 
mately 100,000 hugs and 50,000 pounds of 
“care” items, which include at least one hand- 
written note per box, to our troops. Her lasting 
commitment to such a worthy cause is a shin- 
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ing example of devotion and selflessness in 
our very own Hoosier community. She had a 
dream of doing “something” for our troops that 
sacrifice so much for each of us every day— 
she has truly made that dream a reality. 

On behalf of Hoosiers in the Second Con- 
gressional District and as a member of the 
House Armed Services Committee, | would 
like to personally thank Nancy for the signifi- 
cant contributions she has made to the 
wellbeing of the U.S. military. Her dedication 
to selflessly serving those who protect Amer- 
ica means so much to me and all the military 
families across the world. In addition, | would 
like to extend my applause to every member 
of The HUGS Project. It is my hope that their 
organization continues to flourish with each 
passing year. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. JAMES R. LANGEVIN 


OF RHODE ISLAND 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, September 9, 2016 


Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, | want to state 
that on July 13, 2016, during House Roll Call 
number 444, | incorrectly voted “aye” when | 
had intended to vote “nay.” 

| strongly support the administration’s imple- 
mentation of the Well Control Rule, which was 
developed in the wake of the disastrous Deep- 
water Horizon oil spill in the Gulf of Mexico. | 
would also like to state that | continue to advo- 
cate for adequate protection of our offshore 
natural resources and the conservation of our 
marine environment. 


ee 


11 SEPTEMBER 2001—AMERICA 
REMAINS FEARLESS 


HON. TED POE 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, September 9, 2016 


Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, September 
9/11. | was driving my Jeep to the courthouse 
where | was a judge. On radio station KILT, 
Willie Nelson was singing “Blue Eyes Crying 
in the Rain.” Suddenly, local radio newscaster 
Robert B. McEntire interrupted. 

An airplane had crashed into the north 
tower of the World Trade Center. Minutes later 
a second airplane crashed into the south 
tower of the World Trade Center in New York 
City. After | got to the courthouse we learned 
the Pentagon was hit. 

A fourth flight was headed towards D.C. But 
good folks on the flight took down the air- 
plane. They gave their lives so that others 
could live. Our Nation was under attack. 


12196 


The cold blooded, calculated massacre was 
done by 19 radical Islamic jihadists who mur- 
dered in the name of religion. America stood 
hand in hand that day. United. 


First Responders rushed to the scene, pull- 
ing people from the rubble. They were peace 
officers, firefighters, paramedics and everyday 
folks. Many of them died that day. Today we 
remember them all. The ones who were mur- 
dered, and the ones who gave their lives res- 
cuing the victims. Mr. Speaker, America sur- 
vived that day. And America remains fearless 
on every front. 


And that is just the way it is. 
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TRIBUTE TO DONNA AND VAN 
LOBENDO 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, September 9, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Donna 
and Van Lobendo of Council Bluffs, lowa, on 
the very special occasion of their 70th wed- 
ding anniversary. They were married on June 
8, 1946 in Glenwood, lowa. They were the 
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owners of the Council Bluffs Hatchery and 
Donna’s Beauty Salon. 

Donna and Van’s lifelong commitment to 
each other, their children, Stanley and Dani, 
six grandchildren, 13 great-grandchildren, and 
one great-great-grandchild, truly embodies 
lowa values. As they reflect on their 70th anni- 
versary, | hope it is filled with happy memories 
and for continued hope for the future. 

Mr. Speaker, | commend this great couple 
on their 70th year together and | wish them 
many more. | know my colleagues in the 
United States House of Representatives join 
me in congratulating them on this momentous 
occasion. 


September 12, 2016 
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SENATE—Monday, September 12, 2016 


The Senate met at 3 p.m. and was 
called to order by the Honorable JAMES 
LANKFORD, a Senator from the State of 
Oklahoma. 


Ee 


PRAYER 


The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of- 
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 

Almighty God, Ruler of all nations, 
show our lawmakers clearly what their 
duty is and strengthen them to be 
faithful in doing it. May they do even 
the small duties in a way that will glo- 
rify You, transforming common tasks 
into acts of worship. May they fear 
only to be disloyal to the highest and 
best they know, never betraying those 
who trust them. Help them to meet to- 
day’s joys with gratitude, its difficul- 
ties with fortitude, and its duties with 
fidelity. Bring them to this evening 
unashamed and with peaceful hearts. 

We pray in Your sacred Name. Amen. 


EE 


PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The Presiding Officer led the Pledge 
of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


EE 


APPOINTMENT OF ACTING 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please read a communication 
to the Senate from the President pro 
tempore (Mr. HATCH). 

The legislative clerk read the fol- 
lowing letter: 

U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 
Washington, DC, September 12, 2016. 
To the Senate: 

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3, 
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby 
appoint the Honorable JAMES LANKFORD, a 
Senator from the State of Oklahoma, to per- 
form the duties of the Chair. 

ORRIN G. HATCH, 
President pro tempore. 

Mr. LANKFORD thereupon assumed 
the Chair as Acting President pro tem- 
pore. 


Ee 


RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The majority leader is recog- 
nized. 


LEGISLATIVE BRANCH APPRO- 
PRIATIONS ACT, 2017—MOTION TO 
PROCEED 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
move to proceed to H.R. 5825. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The clerk will report the motion. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

Motion to proceed to Calendar No. 516, H.R. 
5325, a bill making appropriations for the 
Legislative Branch for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2017, and for other purposes. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. McCONNELL. I send a cloture 
motion to the desk. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The cloture motion having been 
presented under rule XXII, the Chair 
directs the clerk to read the motion. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord- 
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the mo- 
tion to proceed to Calendar No. 516, H.R. 
5325, an act making appropriations for the 
Legislative Branch for fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2017, and for other purposes. 

Mitch McConnell, John Cornyn, Orrin G. 
Hatch, Shelley Moore Capito, Thom 
Tillis, Mike Rounds, Marco Rubio, 
Cory Gardner, Pat Roberts, Roy Blunt, 
John Barrasso, Roger F. Wicker, Steve 
Daines, Daniel Coats, John Thune, 
Thad Cochran, Susan M. Collins. 

Mr. McCONNELL. I ask unanimous 
consent that the mandatory quorum 
call with respect to the cloture motion 
be waived. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

CONTINUING RESOLUTION 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, 
Members on both sides have been work- 
ing toward an agreement to respon- 
sibly fund the government. We have 
made a lot of important progress al- 
ready. I expect to move forward this 
week on a continuing resolution 
through December 9 at last year’s en- 
acted levels that includes funds for 
Zika control and our veterans. Talks 
are continuing and leaders from both 
parties will meet later this afternoon 
at the White House to discuss the 
progress and the path forward. 

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The minority leader is recog- 
nized. 

CONTINUING RESOLUTION 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, my staff 
has been working diligently to work 
with the majority to come up with a 
way to go forward on spending. We es- 
pecially need to take care of that, but 


we also need to address Zika funding. I 
am not going to lay down any markers 
here today because we are still trying 
to work something out, but I do want 
to say this. Republicans need to get 
away from their vendetta against 
Planned Parenthood. We are not going 
to play any funny games and try to 
find the money someplace else. 
Planned Parenthood should not be part 
of Zika funding. 

More than 2 million women received 
care at Planned Parenthood clinics 
around the country last year. They 
didn’t go there for abortions. They 
went there because they needed help 
with their health care. The women 
needed that, and they still need it. 
They need it more than ever now with 
this scourge that is sweeping our coun- 
try, which is Zika. I just want to make 
sure that everyone understands that we 
are not going to play any games with 
Planned Parenthood. It is through. Do 
your vendetta someplace else because 
it will not be on the Zika funding. 

KOCH BROTHERS 

Mr. President, Webster’s dictionary 
defines an oligarchy as “a government 
in which a small group exercises con- 
trol for corrupt and selfish purposes.” I 
will state that again: ‘‘a government in 
which a small group exercises control 
for corrupt and selfish purposes.” By 
that definition, it appears that our 
government is moving ever closer to an 
oligarchy just like Putin’s Russia. 

For the last 8 years, Charles and 
David Koch and their inner circle of 
billionaires have wielded immense 
power within our democracy. Indeed, it 
is no exaggeration to say that the Re- 
publican Congress is bought and paid 
for by the Koch brothers. These two 
brothers, who are worth $100 billion, 
are going to spend any amount nec- 
essary to ensure that their interests 
are represented in city halls, state- 
houses, and even the very Capitol. 

Last year, at one of their secret plan- 
ning meetings, the Kochs and their cro- 
nies vowed to spend unlimited monies 
to exert influence in this year’s elec- 
tions. I have been disappointed that 
this Republican Senate has done noth- 
ing to stop the Koch’s crooked oligar- 
chy agenda. Campaign finance reform 
is a nasty word to Senate Republicans. 

The Senate has a history of standing 
up to the corrupt interests of tycoons 
like the Kochs. The Sherman Antitrust 
Act was written by the Judiciary Com- 
mittee against the wishes of the Car- 
negie family, the Carnegie monopoly, 
the Vanderbilt family, the Vanderbilt 
monopoly, the Rockefeller family, and 
the Rockefeller monopoly. When the 
system is broken, we have a responsi- 
bility to try to fix it. Our system of 


@ This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 
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government is being attacked by the 
Koch oligarchy money, but Repub- 
licans have done nothing to oppose this 
march toward an oligarchy. 

This Republican Senate has showed 
no spine—zero—in confronting the 
Kochs, who are trying to buy America. 
In fact, the evidence suggests that they 
are more than content to go along with 
the billionaire brothers from Kansas. 

The Republican leader’s voting 
record is a perfect example. Between 
2009 and 2015, the senior Senator from 
Kentucky has voted in lockstep with 
the Koch brothers at least 178 times. 
Think about that—178 times in 7 years. 

The senior Senator from Kentucky is 
not the only Republican with a docu- 
mented history of siding with the 
Kochs. The junior Senator from Flor- 
ida has voted with the Kochs 92 percent 
of the time. The senior Senator from 
Oklahoma has voted with the Kochs 85 
percent of the time. The junior Senator 
from Pennsylvania has voted with the 
Kochs 84 percent of the time. The as- 
sistant Republican leader has voted 
with the Kochs 82 percent of the time. 
There are many others in the Repub- 
lican caucus who I could refer to, but I 
think the foregoing gives us all an idea 
of this unprecedented hold on Senate 
Republicans by the Koch brothers. 

Let’s look at another example. We all 
remember—and we should if we don’t— 
what happened earlier this year when 
the junior Senator from Kansas, Mr. 
MORAN, had the audacity to admit and 
suggest that Merrick Garland’s nomi- 
nation to the Supreme Court deserved 
consideration. He didn’t say he was 
going to vote for him. He simply said 
he deserved consideration. 

What happened after that? Senator 
MORAN may be the Kochs’ biggest and 
most outspoken supporter in the Sen- 
ate. He has proven that time and again. 
He has defended his home State billion- 
aires here on the Senate floor multiple 
times, but even the loyalty he showed 
could not spare him from the Kochs’ 
wrath. The Koch brothers rallied their 
massive political machine against 
their home State Senator, Mr. MORAN. 
One of their groups, the Judicial Crisis 
Network, threatened to launch an ad 
campaign against Senator MORAN. 

What happened? Senator MORAN per- 
formed a breathtaking about-face in 
about 10 minutes, and he has since re- 
fused to support a hearing or a vote for 
Merrick Garland. Whether it is the 
nomination for the Supreme Court, the 
Keystone Pipeline, or the Export-Im- 
port Bank, Senate Republicans always 
seem to take the Koch brothers’ side, 
and the Kochs’ interest is always based 
on the profit motive—their profit. 

Since Republicans took control of 
the Senate, they have done nothing for 
the middle class, nothing to increase 
the minimum wage or to help to ease 
the burden of student debt—nothing. 
But the Republican leader has sched- 
uled multiple votes on Keystone and 
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has tried to roll back EPA greenhouse 
gas emissions often. 

How long will it take Republicans to 
deny climate change? Climate change 
is real, and it is here. A week ago yes- 
terday, the New York Times had an un- 
precedented article giving specific ex- 
amples of what is happening now—not 
in the future but now—with climate 
change, but Senate Republicans, be- 
cause of the Kochs, continue to close 
their eyes to the reality that the water 
levels are rising, putting neighbor- 
hoods, whole cities, bridges, and mili- 
tary installations under water. There 
are the islands off our coasts that have 
causeways that go to them. You can’t 
go many weeks of the year because 
they are now swamped with water. 

It is clear who this Republican Sen- 
ate is trying to help, and it is certainly 
not working American families. But 
Charles and David Koch are not satis- 
fied. They want to expand their bud- 
ding oligarchy until it consumes our 
American democracy. The Kochs don’t 
even mask their intention. Their own 
publicist explained that the Koch 
brothers are trying to buy a new gov- 
ernment. Here is what he said: “It is 
because we can make more profit, 
OK?” That is a direct quote. In order to 
add a few more billion dollars to their 
bottom line, the Kochs are dumping 
piles of money in Senate races across 
the country. They are trying to tighten 
their grip on the Chamber by electing 
more stooges. 

The Kochs and their dark-money em- 
pire are flooding the airwaves with 
misleading and false advertisements. 
The ads from the Koch brothers are not 
always easy to identify. The groups 
that sponsor them have names that 
sound harmless enough. Turn on your 
TV or open your mailbox, and you will 
see a quick disclaimer in tiny print 
that says who paid for it. It says things 
like: ‘“‘Sponsored by Concerned Vet- 
erans of America,” ‘‘Sponsored by 
Freedom Partners,” ‘‘Paid for by the 
LIBRE Initiative,” or “Paid for by 
Americans for Prosperity.” They are 
afraid to tell us how much money they 
get from the Koch brothers. Take, for 
example, the U.S. Chamber of Com- 
merce. No one knows and they won’t 
tell us. It has been suggested that 80 
percent of their money comes from the 
Koch brothers. I don’t know if that is 
right, but I do know that they are 
doing a lot of spending against the in- 
terests of Democrats. As to this dis- 
claimer, such as being paid for by 
Americans for Prosperity, the LIBRE 
Initiative, Freedom Partners, or Con- 
cerned Veterans of America, it would 
be accurate to simply say: Paid for by 
the billionaires, the Koch brothers. 

Take a look at Nevada, where the 
Koch brothers are spending millions of 
dollars through their shadow organiza- 
tions so they can tip the scales for 
their anointed Senate candidate, JOE 
HECK. He is their puppet. Who is he 
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going to side with on issues that are 
important to Nevada? The out-of-State 
billionaire barons who spent millions 
in buying his election or Nevadans? We 
already know the answer to that ques- 
tion. JOE HECK’s voting record in the 
House of Representatives says it all. He 
voted with the Koch brothers 90 per- 
cent of the time—in the last year, 90 
percent, and in the past, just about the 
same. So it is 90 percent of the time. 

I will give one example from earlier 
this year. House Republicans had a bill 
called the Preventing IRS Abuse and 
Protecting Free Speech Act. The 
names are a little misleading, and that 
is an understatement. 

Notwithstanding that bill’s mis- 
leading title, the legislation sought to 
make it even easier for the Koch broth- 
ers to funnel even more dark money to 
their dark money groups. That is what 
it was all about. 

The Koch network got the word to 
House Republicans to vote for this bill. 
So how did JOE HECK vote? Of course he 
voted with the Kochs. He and his Re- 
publican colleagues overwhelmingly 
voted with the Kochs. That is whom 
the Kochs want in the Senate—lackeys 
who will gut consumer and environ- 
mental protection and streamline Koch 
Industries’ path to even more profit. 
Bankrolling extreme candidates is seen 
as an investment by the Kochs, and 
they want these investments to pay 
off—for them. 

Charles Koch admitted as much in an 
interview last year. When asked what 
he hoped to get from his hundreds of 
millions of dollars in political dona- 
tions, here is what he answered—and 
this is a direct quote: “I expect some- 
thing in return.” Yes, he does. 

This is not the American democracy 
our Founding Fathers established. 

The Supreme Court’s disastrous Citi- 
zens United decision has constructed a 
political system that has effectively 
put our government up for sale to the 
highest bidder. Because of Citizens 
United, our country has no real restric- 
tions on the money a billionaire or 
anyone else can spend to buy the gov- 
ernment they want. This is proven day 
after day with the Kochs. They are in 
fat city. They have unlimited amounts 
of money. 

I went to one of these minor billion- 
aires a couple of years ago, and I said: 
You have wasted your money. It didn’t 
help. You know what he said to me? He 
said: It doesn’t matter. I have it to 
waste. I guess the Kochs, with their 
$100 billion—the man I met was just a 
billionaire, but they have even more to 
waste. 

As a country we must reject the Koch 
brothers’ efforts to buy our democracy. 
We must work to rid the system of this 
dark money. We must address the issue 
of campaign finance and the unre- 
strained spending that is squeezing the 
American people out of their own gov- 
ernment. 
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It is time we revive our constituents’ 
faith in the electoral system and let 
them know their voices are being heard 
and not just the Koch brothers’ voices. 

Mr. President, will the Chair an- 
nounce the business of the day. 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 


Sas 


WATER RESOURCES 
DEVELOPMENT ACT OF 2016 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Under the previous order, the 
Senate will resume consideration of S. 
2848, which the clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 2848) to provide for the conserva- 
tion and development of water and related 
resources, to authorize the Secretary of the 
Army to construct various projects for im- 
provements to rivers and harbors of the 
United States, and for other purposes. 

Pending: 

McConnell (for Inhofe) amendment 
4979, in the nature of a substitute. 

Inhofe amendment No. 4980 (to amendment 
No. 4979), to make a technical correction. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The majority whip. 

CONTINUING RESOLUTION 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, shortly 
the two leaders of this Chamber will be 
headed to the White House to update 
the President on discussions over keep- 
ing the government funded and up and 
running past the end of the fiscal year, 
which is September 30. I want to brief- 
ly remind our colleagues how we ended 
up in this situation, why it is we are 
talking about a short-term continuing 
resolution from this point until Decem- 
ber 9 and then revisiting the issue be- 
yond that by December 9. 

It is pretty clear everybody under- 
stands that a CR, as we call it around 
here—a continuing resolution—is real- 
ly a stop-gap spending bill to fund the 
government, and it is the result of our 
Democratic colleagues filibustering the 
regular appropriations process. As the 
Presiding Officer knows, there are 12 
appropriations bills that need to be 
considered by each of the appropria- 
tions subcommittees, then they are 
voted on by the committee itself, and 
then they come to the floor of the U.S. 
Senate, where we take them up in a 
transparent and orderly sort of way— 
each of those 12 bills—or at least that 
is the plan. We brought up bill after 
bill to do just exactly that this year, 
and this is the first time since 2009 that 
all 12 bills have been voted out of the 
committee and are now available for us 
to act upon. 

That is the way the legislative proc- 
ess is supposed to work and that is the 
way that is transparent to the Amer- 
ican people so they know exactly what 
we are doing, and they can call us and 
say: We don’t like that or they can call 
us and say: Well, I do like that. The 


No. 
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point is, this is far superior to short- 
term continuing resolutions or the 
dreaded omnibus bill that we had to 
deal with last year; again, as a result 
of our inability to get the appropria- 
tions process to work. 

This year, our Democratic colleagues 
stopped the regular orderly process of 
passing appropriations bills. One might 
ask: For what purpose? Well, it is pret- 
ty obvious their purpose was to make 
sure they had maximum leverage in 
order to force the Federal Government 
to spend more money—not just on na- 
tional security matters, which would 
enjoy a lot of support on this side of 
the aisle, but to use any increase in na- 
tional security spending to leverage 
more nondefense discretionary spend- 
ing, breaking the caps that have been 
agreed upon in a bipartisan way pre- 
viously. 

So this is the reason we find our- 
selves in this distasteful and unpleas- 
ant position—Democratic obstruction. 
Now we are forced to deal with a short- 
term stopgap bill, which is nobody’s 
first solution. It is not my second or 
third, but it is something we must deal 
with, and we will. 

JUSTICE AGAINST SPONSORS OF TERRORISM ACT 

Mr. President, separately, yesterday 
our country observed the 15th anniver- 
sary of the terrorist attacks on the 
World Trade Center and at the Pen- 
tagon and in a field in Pennsylvania, 
where brave patriots brought down this 
plane rather than allow it to come to 
the Capitol and create or cause other 
damage and perhaps loss of life. We 
know that about 3,000 Americans died 
just in the attack on the World Trade 
Center. 

All of us remember where we were on 
that day. I certainly do. The only other 
time in my life that I can tie back to 
a historic and sad event like that was 
when John F. Kennedy was killed when 
I was in junior high school. I remember 
exactly where I was when President 
Kennedy was assassinated. So it is that 
I remember exactly where I was and 
what I was doing when those planes hit 
the World Trade Center and those 3,000 
Americans lost their lives. 

It is important for us to send a mes- 
sage that evil shall not prevail. Ameri- 
cans from all backgrounds came to- 
gether in a beautiful display of patriot- 
ism and fraternity following that ter- 
rible day of September 11, 2001. Of 
course, following those attacks, the 
United States took military and diplo- 
matic action to bring justice not only 
to those families but to demonstrate 
the consequences of attacking the 
American homeland, but the truth is, 
the victims and their families still 
don’t have the ability to get justice 
from the people—including the govern- 
ments—who helped fund those terrorist 
attacks. That is where the bill, the 
Justice Against Sponsors of Terrorism 
Act, comes into play because if this 
legislation is signed by the President, 
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it will become the law of the land. It 
will amend the Foreign Sovereign Im- 
munities Act in a way that will allow 
Americans to sue State sponsors of ter- 
rorism when the terrorist attack oc- 
curs on American soil. Believe it or 
not, under current law, that can’t hap- 
pen. So this law is one that is designed 
to make sure these families who are 
still grieving and still don’t have clo- 
sure will be able to seek justice in a 
court of law against the people who 
killed their loved ones on September 
11. 

This is a bipartisan bill. My primary 
cosponsor in the Senate is Senator 
SCHUMER from New York. As a matter 
of fact, this is so bipartisan as to be 
nonpartisan. It passed the U.S. Senate 
by unanimous consent. Any individual 
Senator who wanted to, could stand up 
and say: I object, and it wouldn’t have 
happened, but nobody did. So by unani- 
mous consent, we passed this legisla- 
tion in the U.S. Senate. Last Friday, in 
the U.S. House of Representatives, it 
passed without any objection. It passed 
unanimously. I know it is pretty hard 
for people to actually believe anything 
gets passed unanimously here in Wash- 
ington in this polarized political envi- 
ronment, but this bill was passed 
unanimously. 

Now, just after the anniversary of 
these tragic attacks, the Justice 
Against Sponsors of Terrorism Act is 
headed to the President’s desk, perhaps 
as early as today. This legislation will 
give victims of terror attacks and their 
families the opportunity to seek jus- 
tice in a court of law from those who 
fund and facilitate terrorist attacks. 

I want to make clear that contrary 
to some of the reports, this legislation 
doesn’t mention any foreign govern- 
ment at all. It is agnostic. What it says 
is, if you fund and facilitate a terrorist 
attack on American soil, you can be 
hauled into court to answer for your 
crimes, and the families can seek com- 
pensation as they would in any other 
personal injury or wrongful death law- 
suit. 

This is a straightforward piece of leg- 
islation. It simply provides the mecha- 
nism to help victims of terrorist at- 
tacks on U.S. soil find the justice they 
need. The American people, through 
their elected representatives, have 
been clear in their support for this leg- 
islation. 

Unfortunately, President Obama has 
already threatened to veto it, and for 
what reason I simply am at a loss to 
say, but I want to point out that this 
veto threat isn’t about a President and 
his soured relationships with Congress; 
it is about the victims of 9/11 who have 
made clear they deserve to have this 
avenue of justice made into law. 

Again, this legislation doesn’t men- 
tion any particular country, and it 
doesn’t decide the merits of any claim 
these family members may have. That 
is left to our justice system, as it 
should be. 
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Just yesterday, the families of the 
9/11 victims sent a letter imploring 
President Obama to sign this bill. This 
is a powerful letter. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the full text of the letter be 
printed in the RECORD following my re- 
marks. 

The families speak openly in this let- 
ter about the grief they still feel not 
just on the anniversary of 9/11 but 
every single day. They talk about why 
justice is so important and how this 
legislation would help ensure that 
“justice delayed for the 9/11 families 
will not become justice denied.” And 
they are right. That justice may have 
been delayed, but it will not be denied 
under this bill. 

At the end of the letter, they plead 
with President Obama and ask him not 
to “slam the door shut and abandon us. 
We need the Executive Branch to join 
Congress and protect us and all future 
victims of terrorism.” 

They say: ‘‘Please sign JASTA.”’ 

These victims have certainly been 
through a lot and they certainly have 
the strength of their conviction. I ad- 
mire the courage they display every 
single day to get up in the morning and 
go on about their lives in the after- 
math of so much loss and so much 
tragedy. The least we can do is to 
make JASTA law so they and others in 
the future can have access to the 
courts and a path to justice. 

Again, this bill doesn’t decide the 
case; that is left to the court of law. It 
doesn’t target an individual country; it 
says that any country who sponsors 
and facilitates and funds terrorist ac- 
tivities on American soil can be called 
to answer for it in court. 

Frankly, I find it baffling that Presi- 
dent Obama would rather make life 
easier for State sponsors of terrorism 
than he would lend support to the fam- 
ilies of 9/11. He should sign this bill. It 
has an overwhelming display of support 
in Congress on behalf of the American 
people. I hope he reconsiders his pre- 
viously threatened veto, but if Presi- 
dent Obama does veto it, I hope he 
doesn’t leave the American people and 
the victims of terrorism in limbo. If he 
is going to veto this legislation, he 
should not delay so Congress can 
quickly consider whether to override 
that veto and make the Justice 
Against Sponsors of Terrorism Act the 
law of the land. There is a way, if the 
President decided to play games with 
the victims of 9/11 and these families 
who have suffered so much, that he 
could make it hard, if not impossible, 
for Congress to vote to override the 
veto, but one thing he can do, out of re- 
spect for them and the memory of their 
lost loved ones, is to go ahead and veto 
it, if that is his determination, and 
then send it back here and then let 
Congress vote to override the veto, 
which I am confident we will. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
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There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 


SEPTEMBER 11, 2016. 
The PRESIDENT, 
The White House, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: We are all mothers, 
fathers, wives, husbands or children who lost 
loved ones in the cruel and devastating at- 
tack on America fifteen years ago today. 

We miss them. And we grieve at what they 
have missed in lives cut short by terrorists 
whose immediate targets were innocents and 
whose ongoing target is everything America 
has stood for, fought for and promised to 
protect and defend since our union was 
formed. And we anguish especially as we wit- 
ness the spread of the poisonous ideology 
that is determined to ensure that 9/11 was 
only the beginning. 

This is a hard day for all of us. But, as we 
are sure you must know, they are all hard, 
not just the anniversaries. For some of us, 
though, this day is harder than any since the 
attack and we want you to understand why. 

We and so many other families have fought 
for years to know all of the truth about 9/11. 
We have fought to ensure that anyone and 
any entity that may have had a responsible 
role in the murder of 3000 people in New 
York, at the Pentagon and across a field in 
Pennsylvania is held to account for their ac- 
tions. And, we have struggled to make sure 
that our laws—and those who are sworn to 
uphold them—leave nothing undone in our 
battle against terrorism. 

The Justice Against Sponsors of Terrorism 
Act addresses a missing piece of America’s 
antiterrorism campaign—a piece that is 
missing because of grievously errant mis- 
constructions of earlier laws meant to en- 
sure that the families of Americans harmed 
or killed as a result of terrorist attacks with 
respect to which foreign governments may 
be complicit will be able to seek justice in 
our courts. That right is important for our 
Nation, because it will help to deter state- 
sponsored terrorism. It will help uncover 
truth—such as the mysteries surrounding 
the ability of 19 hijackers—barely educated, 
not speaking much English and without visi- 
ble resources—to come to America, learn to 
fly, set up camps in several cities and hijack 
four commercial airliners, crashing them 
spectacularly into the heart of our Govern- 
ment and the heart of our economy. 

You have had your differences with us 
about JASTA. And we have been supportive 
of the reasonable efforts Congress has made 
to address your misgivings. But, now, Con- 
gress is done, and the result is legislation 
that both the United States Senate and the 
House of Representatives passed without a 
single dissenting voice. 

JASTA will be delivered to you soon, per- 
haps tomorrow. And, here lies the reason 
this day is made even harder than past anni- 
versaries: we don’t know what you will do. 
We are left to wait, to hear remembrances 
and reassurances and regrets. 

Mr. President, we don’t need your comfort. 
We have each other. We don’t need words— 
other than the words “I will sign JASTA 
into law when it reaches my desk.” We need 
those words and a simple action—the stroke 
of the only pen that can give us and the 
American people the assurance they need 
that your foreign policy and your defense of 
this great Nation include a determination 
that truth be our guidepost, that victims of 
terrorist attacks also have rights in our 
courts and that the justice delayed for the 9/ 
11 families will not become justice denied. 
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Please, Mr. President, don’t slam the door 
shut and abandon us. We need the Executive 
Branch to join Congress and protect us and 
all future victims of terrorism. Please sign 
JASTA. 

Sincerely, 

Terry Strada, widow of Tom Strada, North 
Tower; Sylvia Carver, sister of Sharon 
Carver, Pentagon; Veronica Carver, sister of 
Sharon Carver, Pentagon; Bill Doyle, father 
of Joseph Doyle, North Tower; Gordon 


Haberman, father of Andrea Haberman, 
North Tower; Alice Hoagland, mother of 
Mark Bingham, Flight 93; Emanuel 


Lipscomb, survivor, civilian rescuer, NYC; 
Marge Mathers, widow of Charles W. 
Mathers, North Tower; Ellen Saracini, widow 
of Capt. Victor Saracini, pilot of Flight 175. 

Kristen Breitweiser, widow of Ronald 
Breitweiser, South Tower; Curtis F. Brewer, 
widower of Carol K. Demitz, South Tower; 
Gail Eagleson, widow of John B. Eagleson, 
South Tower; Lisa Friedman, widow of An- 
drew Friedman from World Trade Center; 
Tim Frolich, personal injury survivor, North 
Tower; Monica Gabrielle, widow of Richard 
Gabrielle, South Tower; John Jermayn, per- 
sonal injury survivor FDNY; Mindy 
Kleinberg, widow of Alan Kleinberg, North 
Tower; Kathy Owens, widow of Peter J. 
Owens Jr, North Tower; Melissa Raggio 
Granato, daughter of Eugen Raggio, South 
Tower; Charles G. Wolf, widower of Kath- 
erine Wolf, North Tower. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The assistant minority leader. 
THE APPROPRIATIONS PROCESS AND ZIKA VIRUS 

FUNDING 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, my 
friend and colleague from Texas came 
to the floor to describe the budget and 
appropriations process which we face in 
this session of Congress. Our fiscal year 
begins October 1, and it is only a few 
weeks away. Under the orderly course 
of business, we would pass 12 different 
appropriations bills and fund the gov- 
ernment for the next fiscal year. To 
date, we have not passed any of those 
bills in the Senate. 

I would like to say a word in defense 
of the Senate Appropriations Com- 
mittee on which I am honored to serve. 
This committee has had lengthy hear- 
ings and has produced 12 appropria- 
tions bills. I would say that these bills 
are good, bipartisan bills and with only 
a few exceptions are being brought for- 
ward in good faith in an effort to meet 
our constitutional obligation to fund 
the government. 

One of the earliest bills that were 
brought forward was the Military Con- 
struction and Veterans Affairs bill. It 
is not considered to be a highly con- 
troversial bill, and it was understand- 
able that it was one of the first appro- 
priations bills brought to the floor. The 
Senators who prepared the bill—Repub- 
lican Senator KIRK from Illinois, my 
home State, Democratic Senator JON 
TESTER—brought it to the floor. They 
added a provision in the bill that the 
President asked for to deal with the 
Zika crisis. 

Back in February, President Obama 
asked for $1.9 billion to deal with the 
public health crisis caused by this mos- 
quito-borne disease, the Zika virus. We 


September 12, 2016 


have reports from around the world 
that pregnant women who are infected 
with this virus by a mosquito or by 
other means are giving birth to chil- 
dren with terrible birth defects. The 
President called on us in February to 
give him the resources to help fight the 
spread of this mosquito in Puerto Rico, 
one of the territories of the United 
States, and in the United States of 
America and also asked for the re- 
sources to help develop a vaccine, 
which all of us would be interested in 
seeing as quickly as possible, to pro- 
tect innocent people from this mos- 
quito-borne disease. 

So we took the President’s request, 
and after some debate, Senators MUR- 
RAY and BLUNT, a Democrat and Repub- 
lican, agreed on $1.1 billion of the $1.9 
billion asked for by the President. 
They added it to the Military Con- 
struction spending bill. It made sense. 
When they called it for a vote here in 
the Senate, the vote was 89 Senators in 
favor of this Military Construction ap- 
propriation bill with the Zika money 
included. I felt pretty good about that. 

On a bipartisan basis, we had re- 
sponded to the President in May of this 
year and passed the first appropriation 
bill to be sent to the House. What my 
friend from Texas, the Senate majority 
whip, failed to mention was what hap- 
pened to that bill once it left the Sen- 
ate. So 89 Senators, both Democrats 
and Republicans, supported the bill and 
sent over what we considered to be a 
responsible, clean bill. What did the 
House do? Did it take up this measure 
and pass it with the emergency provi- 
sions to deal with the Zika crisis? No. 
Therein lies the problem with the ap- 
propriation process. The same House 
Republican majority that ran John 
Boehner of Ohio out of town as Speaker 
decided to flex their muscles on this 
bill. Do you know what they put in the 
bill? They took this bill that was a bi- 
partisan clean bill and added the most 
objectionable political issues. 

Let me give an example. They added 
into this bill a question about whether 
Planned Parenthood would be funded 
to provide family planning, especially 
for women who were trying to avoid a 
pregnancy because of the threat of the 
Zika virus. They put a prohibition 
against the funding of Planned Parent- 
hood. Last year, 2 million American 
women used Planned Parenthood. It is 
understandable that when they attack 
Planned Parenthood, it is a controver- 
sial issue. I stand in favor of what 
Planned Parenthood does when it 
comes to family planning. Others dis- 
agree. But why would you add that to 
a bill on a public health crisis about 
Zika? Why would you put it in a Mili- 
tary Construction and Veterans Affairs 
bill that has nothing to do with 
Planned Parenthood’s activities? 

Secondly, the House Republicans cut 
$500 million out of the Veterans’ Ad- 
ministration that was being used to ex- 
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pedite the claims of veterans. We know 
the story back in Chicago and Illinois. 
A lot of our deserving veterans have 
been waiting in line for month after 
wary month for approval of their dis- 
ability claims. We put in resources to 
speed that up. The House Republicans 
took the $500 million out of the Vet- 
erans’ Administration. That is con- 
troversial, unnecessary, and unfair to 
veterans. 

Then, to add insult to injury, there 
was a third provision. They decided to 
suspend the authority of the Environ- 
mental Protection Agency when it 
came to the use of certain chemicals to 
fight the mosquitoes. Well, that carries 
controversy with it. Clean water is cer- 
tainly something we all value, and we 
wouldn’t want to compromise it. The 
House Republicans added that in. 

There was one more provision they 
added to make it clear that this was a 
political exercise from the House. Lis- 
ten to this one. There was a ban on the 
display of Confederate flags at U.S. 
military cemeteries. The House Repub- 
licans removed that ban so that Con- 
federate flags could be displayed at 
U.S. military cemeteries. 

So a bill we passed with 89 votes—a 
strong, bipartisan bill—a bill that in- 
cluded a bipartisan compromise to deal 
with the Zika virus in a timely fashion, 
was sent over to the House of Rep- 
resentatives and was freighted with the 
most political issues imaginable to be 
sent back home over here. 

If the Senator from Texas wonders 
why the appropriations process broke 
down, don’t blame the Senate Appro- 
priations Committee. For the most 
part, they have done their work. Don’t 
even blame the Senate itself. When it 
came to voting on the Military Con- 
struction bill, we voted on a bipartisan 
basis to go forward. The process fell 
apart across the Rotunda with the 
House Republicans. 

So if we are going to get this done— 
and I hope we do—we need a short-term 
spending bill called a continuing reso- 
lution. It will take us through the 
month of October, a campaign month, 
through the month of November, when 
we return and face the Thanksgiving 
holidays, and into early December. 
That, to me, is a reasonable thing to do 
to give us time to finish the appropria- 
tions process, but in the meantime, we 
have to get back on track—and the 
President joins me in what I am about 
to say—to take out these controversial 
political provisions, particularly those 
originating in the House from the Re- 
publican leadership, and get down to 
the business of funding this govern- 
ment in a responsible fashion. 

I will take exception to one state- 
ment by the Senator from Texas. He 
said the Democrats were trying to 
spend more money. That didn’t quite 
tell the whole story. We have an agree- 
ment which says that if we want to in- 
crease defense spending—I will vote for 
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that—we have to increase nondefense 
spending in a similar fashion—same 
amount, equal amount. Why would we 
want to increase nondefense spending? 
Education, Pell grants, student loans, 
helping children in Head Start Pro- 
grams, making sure hungry families 
across America have enough to eat, 
making certain the FBI is adequately 
funded—there are a lot of things when 
it comes to the nondefense side that 
are important for America’s future and 
for our security. All we are asking for 
is fair treatment. Increase the Depart- 
ment of Defense, similar increase in 
nondefense spending—that is it. 

If we can get back on track, I think 
we can, incidentally, get this done. I 
hope the leadership on the Republican 
side—and they control the House and 
the Senate—will decide to give us this 
short-term CR until early December 
and put a clean Zika provision in, the 
same one that passed the Senate. That 
would be a way to resolve our dif- 
ferences and to address this public 
health crisis which has taken too many 
lives across the world and has certainly 
caused horrible outcomes when it 
comes to pregnancies of women who 
are infected. 

AFFORDABLE CARE ACT 

Mr. President, last week a number of 
my Republican colleagues came to the 
Senate floor to discuss the Affordable 
Care Act, otherwise known as 
ObamaCare. They didn’t come to offer 
the Republican alternative to the Af- 
fordable Care Act. They didn’t come 
forward with proposals on how to im- 
prove the Affordable Care Act. They 
came here basically to say they were 
against it, period. That is no surprise. 

Considering that the Republicans 
have spent the last 6 years attacking 
the Affordable Care Act, I think it is 
time that America hears at least some 
part of the other side of the story. I 
would like to take a moment to talk 
about what has happened in this coun- 
try since the passage of the Affordable 
Care Act, or ObamaCare. 

Since the Affordable Care Act be- 
came law, the uninsured rate has de- 
clined by 43 percent in America, from 
16 percent uninsured in 2010 to 9.1 per- 
cent in 2015. To put it another way, the 
number of uninsured people in the 
United States has declined from 49 mil- 
lion in 2010 to 29 million in 2015. Stated 
another way, more than 20 million peo- 
ple have gained health insurance be- 
cause of this law. For the first time 
ever, more than 9 out of 10 Americans 
have health insurance. 

Have you ever been in a position in 
your life when you didn’t have health 
insurance? Have you ever been a father 
with a brandnew baby who needed the 
best medical care and you didn’t have 
health insurance? Have you ever won- 
dered how you would take care of your 
child and your family when you 
couldn’t provide them with health in- 
surance? I have. I went through it. It 
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scared me to death—a brandnew dad, so 
happy and proud, and then a medical 
challenge in my family occurred, and 
we had no health insurance. I went to 
a local hospital here with my wife and 
baby, sat in the chair in the ward, and 
waited for our number to be called. I 
was a law student and I didn’t know 
what was going to happen next. Luck- 
ily, we had good medical care. We paid 
for it. The care that wasn’t covered by 
insurance cost us quite a bit of money 
in those days, and it took us a long 
time to pay it off. But I never felt more 
inadequate as a father than sitting 
there without health insurance. Have 
you ever been there? If you have, you 
will never forget it. I have been there. 

For this country, 20 million people 
today have the peace of mind of health 
insurance who did not have it before 
ObamaCare. This represents the largest 
decline in the uninsured rate since we 
created Medicare and Medicaid in the 
1960s. 

Since the Affordable Care Act be- 
came law, Americans no longer have to 
worry about a lot of discriminatory 
things that were being done to families 
before we passed the law. Health insur- 
ance companies can no longer refuse to 
provide you insurance because of a pre- 
existing condition. 

Does anybody in your family have a 
preexisting condition? Certainly in our 
family, and most. It could be diabetes, 
a child who survived cancer—think of 
all the possibilities. In the old days be- 
fore the Affordable Care Act, they 
could just say no in terms of covering 
your family or raise the rates to high 
heaven to make it impossible to pay 
for insurance. This provision alone on 
preexisting conditions protects 129 mil- 
lion Americans, 19 million children. 
When the Republicans come to the 
floor to say they want to abolish the 
Affordable Care Act, what do they say 
about the 129 million Americans with 
preexisting conditions? What do they 
say about the 19 million children with 
preexisting conditions? Not one word. 

These insurance companies can no 
longer charge women more than men 
for the same insurance policies. That is 
right. There was blatant discrimina- 
tion—charging women more than men 
for the same health insurance policies. 
Who is protected by that? Well, 157 mil- 
lion women in America. Did the Repub- 
licans suggest, when they abolish 
ObamaCare, what they are going to do 
to protect these women? Not a word. 

Insurance companies can no longer 
impose annual or lifetime caps on ben- 
efits. Remember those days? People get 
gravely ill, a diagnosis they hadn’t ex- 
pected, an accident, and then they find 
out they are in for a long period of 
care, which is very expensive, and they 
check and find that their health insur- 
ance plan has a cap on how much it 
will pay. The rest of it was on your 
shoulders, and for many people that 
meant a trip to bankruptcy court. This 
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provision alone protects 105 million 
Americans—including 39.5 million 
women and 28 million children—who 
were previously subject to these arbi- 
trary caps. What did these Republican 
Senators say about protecting these 
families if they abolished ObamaCare? 
Nothing. 

No longer, incidentally, under 
ObamaCare, can insurers spend large 
percentages of your premium dollars 
on advertising and the salaries of the 
fat cats who run the company. This has 
protected 5.5 million consumers who 
received nearly $470 million in rebates 
last year. Under ObamaCare, insurers 
can’t impose copays on important pre- 
ventive health services, such as immu- 
nizations, cancer screenings, and birth 
control. 

Because of the Affordable Care Act, 
because of ObamaCare, Medicare is bet- 
ter for the 55 million seniors who de- 
pend on it. There was the dreaded 
doughnut hole. Do you remember that 
one? That was when a senior on Medi- 
care would have pharmacy bills. The 
original Medicare Program for phar- 
macy didn’t cover all expenses. It is a 
strange thing to explain, but it would 
cover expenses on the front end of the 
year, and then they would have to go 
into their savings accounts. I would 
say to the Senator from Florida, who 
knows senior issues better than most, 
it was called the doughnut hole, and we 
changed it. 

So we changed it. We are filling the 
doughnut hole. We are closing it and 
phasing it out. That saves 10.7 million 
Medicare prescription drug bene- 
ficiaries an average of almost $2,000 
each. What have we heard from Repub- 
licans about replacing that provision? 
Nothing. 

The Affordable Care Act also encour- 
ages health care providers to focus on 
quality of care, not just quantity. As a 
result, American lives are being saved. 
Because of the provisions in 
ObamaCare, hospital-acquired condi- 
tions have declined 17 percent in 6 
years. Infections, adverse drug events 
that resulted in patients staying in 
hospitals longer and even dying have 
dramatically decreased. That has pre- 
vented 87,000 deaths over the last 4 
years. 

In Illinois, we have seen the benefits 
as well. Between 2013 and 2015, the rate 
of uninsured among 18- to 64-year-olds 
decreased from 17.8 percent to 10.6 per- 
cent, a 7.2-percent drop, one of the 
largest in the Nation. Prior to 
ObamaCare, the Affordable Care Act, 
an estimated 1.8 million Illinoisans 
were uninsured. Today, the number is 
below 800,000. 

In terms of health insurance monthly 
premium costs, Illinois ranks 15th as 
one of the most affordable nationwide. 
Now Republican Senators single out 
newspaper headlines talking about pre- 
mium increases. They have claimed 
ObamaCare is the reason. I am troubled 
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by certain aspects of these rate in- 
creases. I think it is important to take 
a close look at them. 

In recent years, there have been a lot 
of stories in the press about premium 
increases for some plans, in some cit- 
ies, for some people. The Republicans 
have come to the floor to tell all of 
these stories that they can. It is impor- 
tant to note that premiums for em- 
ployer coverage, Medicare spending, 
and health care prices have all grown 
more slowly under the Affordable Care 
Act than before. 

For employer premiums, the past 5 
years included four of the five slowest 
growth rate years on record. Medicare 
spending is $473 billion less than was 
projected before the Affordable Care 
Act. Health care price growth since the 
Affordable Care Act became law has 
been the slowest in 50 years. You don’t 
hear that in the speeches from the 
other side of the aisle. 

Where premium increases have been 
most prevalent is in the individual 
market. Out of 350 million Americans, 
11 million are in this market. I am 
troubled by the increases in those mar- 
kets. But it is important to remember 
that is a small portion of the overall 
market. Most people who get coverage 
through the insurance exchanges of 
ObamaCare—that is more than 80 per- 
cent of them—receive a tax credit to 
help them pay their premiums. Let’s 
not forget that premium increases were 
around long before the Affordable Care 
Act. 

In 2005, 5 years before the Affordable 
Care Act, a Los Angeles Times headline 
read, ‘‘Rising Premiums Threaten Job- 
Based Health Coverage.” In 2006, 4 
years before the Affordable Care Act, a 
New York Times headline read, 
“Health Care Costs Rise Twice as Much 
as Inflation.’’ In 2008, 2 years before we 
passed the law, the Washington Post 
headline read, “Rising Health Costs 
Cut Into Wages.”’ 

Democrats passed the Affordable 
Care Act to combat these premium in- 
creases, which were devastating fami- 
lies, bankrupting individuals, and 
squeezing employers’ budgets. Despite 
all the anti-ObamaCare rhetoric being 
peddled by my Republican colleagues, 
the major aspects of this law are work- 
ing. More Americans are insured than 
ever before. We have ended the most 
discriminatory and dishonorable prac- 
tices of the health insurance industry, 
and we have taken important steps to 
improve and strengthen Medicare. 

Is the law perfect? No. The only per- 
fect law was carried down the side of a 
mountain on clay tablets by Senator 
Moses. All the rest of our efforts can 
use a little work. I think Senator NEL- 
SON from Florida and I would agree. We 
supported the bill, but we would sit 
down with the Republicans tomorrow 
to find ways to strengthen it, make it 
fairer, make it better. That is con- 
structive, but that is not what we hear 
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from the other side. The other side 
says: It must go away. That is no way 
to bargain. 

Instead of working, Republicans 
have, at every possible opportunity, 
tried to end the Affordable Care Act. 
They broke all records in the House of 
Representatives. We think they voted 
60 times to abolish the Affordable Care 
Act. It almost became the regular vote 
before they went into recess: Oh, before 
we leave, let’s vote to abolish it— 
knowing that that wasn’t going to hap- 
pen and shouldn’t happen. 

What we know now is that we can 
make this law better. We should work 
to do it. We have to deal with some of 
the issues that are before us. If the Re- 
publicans would sit down, there are 
some steps we could take together. The 
marketplaces are working for the vast 
majority of Americans. Some 88 per- 
cent of enrollees live in a county with 
at least three choices for health care. 
There is still more we can do for those 
who have only one or two choices to 
face in their areas. 

When we debated the Affordable Care 
Act, many of us on the Democratic 
side, myself included, said: Why don’t 
we have one Medicare-like public plan 
that is available across the United 
States? That could compete with pri- 
vate insurers and bring prices down. 
There was a lot of fearmongering. Peo- 
ple stopped us from our efforts to in- 
clude a universal Medicare plan as part 
of it. I would like to return to it. 

To help balance the risk pool and at- 
tract Americans in the marketplaces, 
particularly healthier younger people, 
we should expand financial assistance 
to help middle-class families better af- 
ford coverage. We must address one 
other issue that we all know is front 
and center—the price of pharma- 
ceuticals, the price of drugs. This is the 
elephant in the room when it comes to 
this conversation. It is one which most 
Members of the Senate and House are 
running away from. 

When drug companies increase their 
prices or put new treatments on the 
market that are exceedingly expensive, 
insurance companies are forced to 
come up with the money to cover the 
cost, and often they pass the cost along 
in higher premiums. An Illinois insurer 
recently told me that drug expenses, 
the cost of pharmaceuticals, used to 
account for about 15 percent of this 
health insurance policy cost. The num- 
ber now, a year later, is up to 25 per- 
cent, and there is no end in sight. 

We have asked doctors and hospitals 
and medical device companies and 
other medical professionals to bring us 
quality and lower costs, but we put no 
burden on the pharmaceutical compa- 
nies. The most recent Medicare Part D 
data show that 46 percent of the most 
commonly prescribed drugs had a dou- 
ble-digit price increase in 2014. A re- 
cent Reuters report found that prices 
for 4 of our Nation’s top 10 drugs have 
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increased by more than 100 percent 
since 2011. Six others went up 50 per- 
cent. What did that mean for those who 
use the drugs? 

The price for the arthritis drug 
Humira went up 126 percent. The mul- 
tiple sclerosis drug COPAXONE went 
up 118 percent. The asthma drug Advair 
went up 67 percent. Mylan Pharma- 
ceuticals just increased the price of 
EpiPens. Did you read about that one? 
They increased the price of EpiPens 
from less than $100 for a pack of two in 
2007 to more than $600 today. It is the 
same drug but a 550-percent increase in 
cost. 

This last Friday in Chicago, a young 
man came to see me. He has been bat- 
tling diabetes for as long as he has 
been alive. It is a daily battle; it is an 
hourly battle to try to ensure that he 
doesn’t succumb to this disease. His 
mom and dad were with him. He put in 
front of me a list of what it costs now 
for insulin and for the basics that dia- 
betics need across America. The costs 
just keep going dramatically. It is not 
pinned to the original research cost of 
the drug at all. Many of these drugs 
were on the market for years at a rea- 
sonable cost, but now the pharma- 
ceutical companies are kiting the 
costs. Let me be clear. We will not be 
able to get a handle on rising health 
care costs if we are unable or politi- 
cally unwilling to address escalating 
drug prices. 

Something has to be done. I support 
a wide range of ideas, from requiring 
drug companies to disclose how they 
arrive at pricing, to allowing Medicare 
to negotiate for drug prices, from 
shortening the monopoly period that 
drug companies enjoy before generic 
competition, to ending the pay-for- 
delay arrangements that necessarily 
keep generic drugs and lower prices 
away from consumers. We should also 
explore imposing a tax on companies 
that arbitrarily raise their prescription 
drug prices significantly over the pre- 
vious year. 

I will close. The bottom line is, the 
Affordable Care Act is working. Twen- 
ty million Americans now have health 
insurance. Being a woman is no longer 
considered a preexisting condition. 
Kids can stay on their parent’s health 
care plans up to age 26. Insurers can no 
longer kick someone off insurance if 
they get sick or cost too much. 

Just as we had to make changes and 
improvements in Medicare over the 
years, the Affordable Care Act can 
work better if we set aside politics and 
sit down together and work on it. The 
Affordable Care Act is here to stay. So 
let’s stop trying to repeal it and under- 
mine it. Let’s make it stronger and 
better for the future of America. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I will be 
happy to yield through the Chair. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I want 
to say to the Senator from Illinois that 
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that was an excellent recitation of 
what the Affordable Care Act has done 
to ensure health insurance and provide 
health care for the people of our coun- 
try. This Senator just wants to under- 
score one statistic that the Senator 
from Illinois cited. The Senator cited 
that 20 million people in the country 
have health insurance who did not have 
it before. 

If the Senator would recall, when we 
started this deliberation on cobbling 
together this new law, we were told 
that there were approximately 45 mil- 
lion people in the country who did not 
have health insurance. Now, when you 
break down that 45 million, 11 million 
of them are undocumented and, there- 
fore, under the law are not eligible to 
have health insurance. 

So that leaves 34 million. When you 
take the 20 million that presently have 
health care that the Senator cited and 
add to that 4 million more that will be 
covered by Medicaid expansion in the 
16 States that have refused to expand 
Medicaid to 138 percent of poverty, now 
we are talking about 24 million of an 
eligible population of 34 million. That 
is two-thirds. That is extraordinary. 
That has happened just in the last few 
years. 

Would the Senator from Illinois be- 
lieve that? 

Mr. DURBIN. In response through the 
Chair, the Senator from Florida knows 
this issue as well as or better than 
most. He understands the progress that 
has been made. I am sure he agrees 
with me that we can do better; we can 
improve this law. We can make it work 
better, but only if we do it in a con- 
structive, bipartisan way. I listen care- 
fully when my Republican colleagues 
come to the floor thinking they want 
to abolish the Affordable Care Act and 
replace it with—they never finish the 
sentence. They don’t have a replace- 
ment. 

So what are we going to say to the 20 
million Americans who now have 
health insurance because of this law? 
You are on your own again. Sorry, your 
family is not covered. That is no an- 
swer. I would agree with the Senator 
from Florida that we have come a long 
way. We can improve this law and 
make it better and stronger. I think 
our goal to bring more people under 
the protection of health insurance and 
to slow the rate of growth in health 
care costs has been achieved. But to 
make it go forward in the right way we 
need to work together. 

I yield the floor. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The Senator from Florida. 

ZIKA VIRUS FUNDING 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I want 
to speak about health care, and it is a 
health care crisis that is upon us right 
now. It is the Zika crisis. Happily, if 
my voice will hold out, I am here to 
share with the Senate that I think we 
have finally found a path forward to 
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fund the fight against Zika. The spe- 
cifics are still being worked out, but it 
seems that there will be a deal, and we 
will soon be able to move forward on 
doing what we tried to do last summer, 
which is to fund the crisis that we 
know as the Zika crisis. 

Let me just briefly describe it. Popu- 
lations outside of the continental 
United States, such as Brazil, are high- 
ly infected populations because of the 
presence of this type of mosquito, the 
Aedes aegypti mosquito. It is not like a 
normal mosquito. Normal mosquitoes 
come out at night. They fly all around 
in the countryside. When this Florida 
boy grew up, I was bitten by so many 
mosquitoes I was almost immune. But 
this aegypti mosquito lurks in the dark 
corners of your house. She lays her 
eggs, her larva, in stagnant water—but 
not a pool, not a pond like normal mos- 
quitoes; they can lay their larva in a 
still surface of water as small as a bot- 
tle cap that has caught water. As a re- 
sult, this mosquito transmitting the 
virus feeds not on one person at a feed- 
ing but four people. Thus, an infected 
mosquito has now transmitted the 
virus to four people who, in turn, can 
now transmit it to others by sexual 
contact or another uninfected mos- 
quito bites the infected person. Now 
that mosquito is infected and it goes go 
on. You see how it can expand. 

In Florida, there are 756 cases of the 
virus that we know of, and that in- 
cludes 84 pregnant women. Why do I 
say pregnant women? Because if you 
get the virus, it is just like a mild flu, 
but if you are pregnant and you get the 
virus in the first trimester of preg- 
nancy, there is a 2-percent to 11-per- 
cent chance that your baby is going to 
be deformed. The virus attacks the de- 
veloping fetus in the brain stem and 
causes the brain and the head to 
shrink. That is what we are dealing 
with. 

When we left in the summer, early 
July, to some Senators it was ‘‘out of 
sight, out of mind,’’ but we have seen 
the increasing numbers of cases, thou- 
sands now nationwide, 756 in Florida 
alone. By the way, that is just what we 
know of. The CDC is estimating that 
there are four people walking around 
with the virus for every one that we 
know of, so you see the problem. 

To bring this back to politics, I can 
tell you that the people in Florida are 
very agitated. I have been there the 
last two weekends, and I can tell you it 
is the No. 1 issue on their minds. The 
fact that some of our Republican col- 
leagues—particularly in the House of 
Representatives—are willing to put ri- 
diculous riders on the Zika funding bill 
and insist on that for three votes—let 
me take you back. Remember, we had 
an overwhelming, bipartisan vote in 
this Senate for $1.1 billion to get at it. 
To do what? Local mosquito control, 
health care assistance, and continued 
research on the vaccine. We are an- 
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other 1 year or 2 years away from the 
vaccine, but the Food and Drug Admin- 
istration is ready to go with the first 
trial. It takes money. They have run 
out of money. We need to do it. The 
Senate recognized that. 

We passed it months ago, I think by 
89 votes out of the 100 Senators. We 
sent it to the House, and the House de- 
cided to play politics. They add some- 
thing to do with the Confederate flag. 
They add something to do with 
defunding Planned Parenthood. They 
add something that has to do with cut- 
ting Medicaid money going to Puerto 
Rico. Why is that particularly onerous? 
The CDC estimates that 25 percent of 
the population of Puerto Rico is in- 
fected, that a quarter of the people are 
infected. Of all places, an island terri- 
tory with American citizens—a terri- 
tory of the United States—is where we 
ought to be helping with health care 
for a very poor population. We 
shouldn’t be cutting additional funds 
for Puerto Rico. Yet that is what we 
have been faced with. 

I am of a mind of new optimism now 
because I think common sense is begin- 
ning to break out. 

In this Florida situation of 756 cases, 
we have seen newspaper reports that 
the State of Florida government hasn’t 
been transparent about the spread of 
the virus in our State. Over the week- 
end, the Miami Herald reported that 
“the information issued by the gov- 
ernor and state agencies has not been 
timely or accurate—cases announced 
as ‘new’ are often several weeks old, 
because of a time lag in diagnosis—and 
excludes details that public health ex- 
perts say would allow people to make 
informed decisions and provide a com- 
plete picture of Zika’s foothold in Flor- 
ida.” 

As we have said many times on this 
floor, this is not the time for political 
games. Those games should be over, 
and we should do it. The wonderful 
news that a deal is being struck is wel- 
come news to this Senator. 

The threat that this country faces 
from the spread of this virus is real. 
The virus-carrying mosquito, the Aedes 
aegypti, is in the State of the Senator 
from Iowa—a State you wouldn’t nor- 
mally think of as having mosquitoes. 
We are in the midst of a public health 
crisis, and it should be treated like the 
emergency it is. 

So as we await the final details of 
this possible deal, it is important to re- 
member that no one agency, State, or 
leader is going to solve this crisis 
alone. Those who saw this virus as a 
political opportunity are the ones who 
got us into this mess of delay, month 
after month. The virus is not a polit- 
ical opportunity; it is a public health 
emergency. To stop the spread of the 
virus, we are going to have to do what 
we did months ago—come together in a 
bipartisan fashion. 

As Congress comes together to fi- 
nally act, we are going to need leaders 
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across the country to act prudently 
and expeditiously to put these funds to 
use as quickly as possible. 

Members of Congress, pass the Zika 
bill. We need it now. 

I yield the floor. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The Senator from Iowa. 

FBI’S RELEASE OF CLINTON INVESTIGATION 

MATERIAL 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in 
the RECORD at the end of my speech ar- 
ticles from the Boston Globe on Sep- 
tember 6, 2016, and the New York Times 
on September 8, 2016. 

Mr. President, today I wish to discuss 
my very serious concerns about the 
FBI’s selective release of Clinton inves- 
tigation material and especially how 
the Senate is handling the unclassified 
but not yet public information pro- 
vided by the FBI. 

On the Friday before a holiday week- 
end, the FBI chose to release to the 
public only two of the dozens of unclas- 
sified documents it provided to the 
Congress. 

Director Comey said: ‘‘The American 
people deserve the details in a case of 
intense public interest” and ‘‘unusual 
transparency is in order.” He is right. 
The people have a right to know, but 
actions speak louder than words. Right 
now the public has only a very narrow 
slice of the facts gathered by the FBI. 

The FBI has released only its sum- 
mary of the investigation and the re- 
port of the interview with Secretary 
Clinton. However, its summary is mis- 
leading or inaccurate in some key de- 
tails and leaves out other important 
facts altogether. There are dozens of 
unclassified reports describing what 
other witnesses said, but those reports 
are still hidden away from the public. 
They are even being hidden from most 
congressional staff, including some 
who have been conducting oversight of 
the FBI on these issues. Why? Because 
the FBI improperly bundled these un- 
classified reports with a very small 
amount of classified information and 
told the Senate to treat it all as if it 
were classified. 

This is certainly not the ‘‘unusual 
transparency” Director Comey said he 
would provide. In fact, it is just the op- 
posite: unusual secrecy. Normally, 
when an agency sends unclassified in- 
formation to the Office of Senate Secu- 
rity, the office that handles and con- 
trols classified information, there is a 
very simple solution. The executive 
order and regulations governing classi- 
fied information require that informa- 
tion be properly marked so that the re- 
cipient knows what is and is not classi- 
fied. 

In the past, when the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, which I chair, needed to sepa- 
rate classified information from un- 
classified information, the Office of 
Senate Security very simply looked at 
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the markings on the paper and pro- 
vided copies of the unclassified infor- 
mation without any restrictions, but 
that has not been done in this specific 
case. Why not? Because the FBI has in- 
structed the Senate office that handles 
classified information not to separate 
the unclassified information which 
could then be made public. Think 
about that. The FBI, part of the execu- 
tive branch of government, is instruct- 
ing a Senate office about how to handle 
unclassified information. 

Our Constitution creates a carefully 
balanced system of separation of pow- 
ers—executive, judicial, legislative. 
The executive branch cannot instruct a 
legislative branch office to keep infor- 
mation from the public unless the leg- 
islative branch agrees or there is a 
legal basis for keeping the information 
secret. 

There are laws governing the han- 
dling of classified information, but 
those laws cannot and should not be 
used to shield unclassified FBI docu- 
ments from public scrutiny and vig- 
orous constitutional, congressional 
oversight. But even setting aside the 
constitutional concerns, what is hap- 
pening now is totally inconsistent with 
the executive branch’s own rules and 
regulations regarding classified infor- 
mation. This is what Executive Order 
No. 13526 says: 

The classification authority shall, when- 
ever practicable, use a classified addendum 
whenever classified information constitutes 
a small portion of an otherwise unclassified 
document or prepare a product to allow for 
the dissemination at the lowest level of clas- 
sification or in unclassified form. 

That is the quote from Executive 
Order No. 18526. The binder the FBI de- 
livered containing interview reports is, 
very largely, unclassified. The vast ma- 
jority of these reports are unclassified 
in full and the rest have only a few 
classified paragraphs in each one. 

According to the executive order I 
just quoted, the FBI—part of the exec- 
utive branch of government—should 
have provided a separate set containing 
primarily classified material that 
could not be separated from an unclas- 
sified portion. 

Further, that same executive order 
states—and I want everybody to get 
this quote: ‘‘In no case shall informa- 
tion be classified, continued to be 
maintained as classified, or fail to be 
declassified in order to: prevent or 
delay the release of information that 
does not require protection in the in- 
terest of national security.” 

That is an executive order that ought 
to bind the FBI. Unclassified material 
is, by definition, information that does 
not require protection in the interest 
of national security. Yet contrary to 
this executive order, it is being locked 
away from the public and even most 
congressional staff and maintained as 
if it were classified. 

Americans deserve accountability 
from their government. There will not 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


be any accountability if the Federal 
Government is not transparent. The 
American people deserve to know the 
truth. I want to be clear with the 
American people about what is going 
on here. If the FBI wants to provide 
unclassified information to Congress 
but also keep it hidden from the public, 
then it should discuss the issue with 
the committee and negotiate any re- 
strictions beforehand. It should not be 
allowed to unilaterally impose its will 
on its oversight committee by deliv- 
ering documents with all kinds of re- 
strictions that prevent the committee 
from using those documents. The selec- 
tive releases of some of the documents 
deprives Congress and the public of the 
full context. It is not fair to the public, 
to the Congress, or to Secretary Clin- 
ton. That is why, using common sense, 
even Secretary Clinton has called for 
information to be released in full. I 
agree with her 100 percent. 

The FBI says it sent these documents 
to the Hill in keeping with our over- 
sight responsibilities. Well, oversight 
and investigation mean more than just 
receiving whatever information the 
FBI provides. Independent oversight 
means double-checking the facts, it 
means contacting witnesses, and it 
means asking followup questions. We 
can’t use these documents to help us 
perform these three steps if they are 
locked away in the basement of this 
building. In order to do its job, the 
committee will have to refer to these 
documents in the course of speaking to 
other witnesses and writing oversight 
letters. This is principles of investiga- 
tion 101—very elementary. 

The FBI is still trying to have it both 
ways. At the same time the FBI talks 
about ‘“‘unprecedented transparency,” 
it is placing unprecedented hurdles in 
the way of congressional oversight of 
unclassified law enforcement matters. 
It turns over documents but with 
strings attached. It unilaterally in- 
structed the Senate to keep them se- 
cret, even though they are unclassified. 
They want to keep the information 
locked up. If we honor that instruction, 
we cannot do our constitutional duty 
of acting as an independent check on 
the executive branch and, in this case, 
the FBI. 

At least the FBI has publicly re- 
leased small portions of this unclassi- 
fied material I am talking about. How- 
ever, that selective release has contrib- 
uted to inaccuracies in the public dis- 
cussion of this issue. That is why I 
agree with Secretary Clinton that it 
should all be released as soon as pos- 
sible. 

Here is why: On Tuesday, the Boston 
Globe article wrote about evidence 
from the publicly released FBI sum- 
mary that suggests an engineer for an 
IT company managing the server may 
have intentionally deleted emails, even 
though that engineer knew they were 
the subject of a congressional inves- 
tigation subpoena. 
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That is the article I asked for and re- 
ceived permission to put into the CoN- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD. 

The timeline of that deletion the 
Boston Globe is talking about occurred 
around the conference call with that 
engineer, Cheryl Mills, and David Ken- 
dall—Hillary Clinton’s lawyers. Rely- 
ing on the publicly available informa- 
tion, some have claimed the engineer 
deleted the emails on his own volition. 

Whether he did so on his own or at 
the instruction of somebody else is of 
course a very key question, and there 
is key information related to that issue 
that is still being kept secret, even 
though—it is being kept secret—even 
though it is unclassified. If I honor the 
FBI’s instructions not to disclose the 
unclassified information it provided to 
Congress, I cannot explain why. 

Meanwhile, the New York Times has 
reported that a second computer expert 
that worked on Secretary Clinton’s 
servers for a contractor was also given 
immunity by the Department of Jus- 
tice. The Department of Justice didn’t 
inform Congress about the immunity 
deal. The Department of Justice is 
briefing the New York Times anony- 
mously while refusing to answer ques- 
tions from its oversight committee 
about the immunity deals. 

Why is it the New York Times gets 
information for investigation, but the 
Committee of Commerce doesn’t get 
that same information? At the same 
time, the FBI is putting a stranglehold 
on unclassified documents that de- 
scribe what these witnesses said to the 
FBI. This is the opposite of the trans- 
parency which we are told by the FBI 
is so important because this is a high- 
profile case. 

The other witness granted immu- 
nity—Bryan Pagliano—pled the Fifth 
to Congress. Congress has a right to 
question these individuals. They have 
reportedly received some sort of immu- 
nity for their cooperation with the 
FBI. The public ought to know what 
information they provided in exchange 
for a get-out-of-jail-free card. 

The American people deserve the 
whole truth. The public’s business 
ought to be public, and if it is not clas- 
sified, then all the facts should be part 
of the public discussion. 

Inaccuracies are spreading because of 
the FBI’s selective release. For exam- 
ple, the FBI’s recently released sum- 
mary memo may be contradicted by 
other unclassified interview summaries 
that are being kept locked away from 
the public. Unfortunately, the public 
can’t know without disclosure of infor- 
mation, that the FBI has instructed 
the Senate not to disclose. 

I have objected to those restrictions. 
I have written to the Office of Senate 
Security twice, noting that the Judici- 
ary Committee did not agree to those 
restrictions. I have asked the FBI to 
provide the unclassified material di- 
rectly to the committee. That letter 
has not been answered. 
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These kinds of restrictions and docu- 
ment controls on unclassified informa- 
tion have no legal basis and there is no 
authority for them. They are unprece- 
dented and out of bounds. They violate 
the executive order I quoted—the exec- 
utive order on classified information— 
and they intrude on Congress’s con- 
stitutional authority of oversight. 

This is not only an issue for the Judi- 
ciary Committee, this isn’t only an 
issue in regard to what the FBI inves- 
tigated or didn’t investigate in regard 
to Secretary Clinton, this is an issue 
for every Senator—all 100 Members of 
the Senate—and every Senate com- 
mittee to give deep consideration to 
because Senators need to consider the 
consequences of allowing the executive 
branch to unilaterally impose restric- 
tions on unclassified information like 
this and tell a separate branch of gov- 
ernment what we can do under the 
Constitution. 

Every Senator should realize, if this 
is allowed to stand, that other agencies 
will be able to abuse the system to un- 
dermine transparency, and we need 
transparency in government to have 
accountability in government. The 
Senate should not allow its controls on 
classified material to be manipulated 
to hide embarrassing material from 
public scrutiny, even when that mate- 
rial is unclassified. 

The FBI ought to do what it should 
have done from the very beginning: re- 
lease all the unclassified information 
to the public. 

When Director Comey told me that 
he was going to bring these binders to 
the Hill and cooperate with Congress, 
giving us this information, I raised this 
very question with him in that tele- 
phone conversation. 

Now more than ever, the public has a 
right to know the whole picture and all 
the facts gathered by the FBI. Let the 
people see all of the evidence, and let 
the people judge for themselves. That 
would be true transparency. 

As a constitutionally elected official, 
I have an obligation to my constitu- 
ents to represent them, be honest with 
them, assist them to the best of my 
abilities, and to make sure that what is 
the public’s business actually is public. 
I cannot in good conscience do that 
when the FBI attempts to assert a vise 
grip on unclassified information that 
would be helpful in answering the calls 
and letters from my constituents. How 
can I look Americans in the eye and 
tell them that I have answers but can’t 
share those answers because the FBI 
says so, even though the answers come 
from unclassified information? 

So to my fellow Americans but most 
importantly to my colleagues here in 
the Senate, in times like these, I can- 
not help but think about a quote from 
Thomas Jefferson: ‘‘It is the people, to 
whom all authority belongs.” It is the 
Federal Government that works for us; 
we do not work for the Federal Govern- 
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ment. Facts and information gathered 
by public officials that are relevant to 
the debate over a public controversy 
belong to the public. I urge my col- 
leagues to discuss and resolve this 
issue together. 

I will continue to do everything in 
my power to ensure that the full set of 
facts is brought to light. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From The Boston Globe, Sept. 6, 2016] 
HOUSE REPUBLICANS SEEK INQUIRY ON WHETH- 
ER CLINTON OBSTRUCTED JUSTICE OVER E- 
MAILS 


(By Michael S. Schmidt) 


WASHINGTON.—House Republicans asked 
the Justice Department on Tuesday to inves- 
tigate whether Hillary Clinton, her lawyers, 
and the company that housed her e-mail ac- 
count obstructed justice when e-mails were 
deleted from her personal server. 

It was the second time in two months that 
Republicans urged authorities to open an in- 
quiry related to Clinton. 

Representative Jason Chaffetz of Utah, 
chairman of the House Oversight and Gov- 
ernment Reform Committee, said the e-mails 
should not have been deleted because there 
were orders in place at the time from two 
congressional committees to preserve mes- 
sages on the account. 

“The department should investigate and 
determine whether Secretary Clinton or her 
employees and contractors violated statutes 
that prohibit destruction of records, obstruc- 
tion of congressional inquiries, and conceal- 
ment or coverup of evidence material to a 
congressional investigation,” Chaffetz said 
in a letter to the US attorney’s office for the 
District of Columbia. 

Chaffetz also sent a letter to the Denver- 
based company that housed the account, 
Platte River Networks, with a request for 
documents and information related to the 
account and the deletions. 

Since FBI Director James B. Comey an- 
nounced July 5 that the bureau would rec- 
ommend that Clinton not be charged in con- 
nection with her use of the account, Repub- 
licans have pushed the Justice Department 
to continue investigating her. 

Just five days after Comey’s announce- 
ment, they asked the department to open an 
inquiry into whether Clinton had lied in Oc- 
tober when she testified before the com- 
mittee investigating the 2012 attacks in 
Benghazi, Libya. 

Clinton dismissed Chaffetz’s request when 
asked about it by reporters on her campaign 
plane in Tampa, Fla. ‘‘The FBI resolved all 
of this,” she said. ‘‘Their report answered all 
the questions; the findings included debunk- 
ing the latest conspiracy theories.” 

Representative Elijah E. Cummings, the 
top Democrat on the Oversight and Govern- 
ment Reform Committee, said the request 
for another investigation was ‘‘just the lat- 
est misguided attempt to use taxpayer funds 
to help the Republican nominee, Donald 
Trump, and to essentially redo what the FBI 
has already investigated because Repub- 
licans disagree with the outcome for polit- 
ical reasons.” 

The Republicans’ request has been met 
with silence from the Justice Department 
and the FBI, and prosecutors have shown no 
indication that they are willing to open an- 
other investigation. Legal analysts have said 
making a perjury case against Clinton would 
be hard. 
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The FBI released 58 pages of investigative 
documents Friday related to its inquiry into 
Clinton’s e-mail practices and whether she 
and her aides mishandled classified informa- 
tion. The documents included a summary of 
an interview agents conducted with her and 
a memorandum about the case. 

According to the documents, a top aide to 
Clinton told Platte River Networks in De- 
cember 2014 to delete an archive of e-mails 
from her account. But Platte River appar- 
ently never followed those instructions. 

Roughly three weeks after the existence of 
the account was revealed in March 2015, a 
Platte River employee deleted e-mails using 
a program called BleachBit. By that time, 
both Chaffetz’s committee and the special 
committee investigating the Benghazi at- 
tacks had called for the e-mails to be pre- 
served, according to Chaffetz. 

“This timeline of events raises questions 
as to whether the PRN engineer violated fed- 
eral statutes that prohibit destruction of 
evidence and obstruction of a congressional 
investigation, among others, when the engi- 
neer erased Secretary Clinton’s e-mail con- 
trary to congressional preservation orders 
and a subpoena,” Chaffetz said in the letter 
to Platte River. 

Chaffetz said a series of events in the days 
leading up to the deletions, including a con- 
ference call with Clinton’s lawyers and the 
creation of a work ticket, ‘‘raises questions 
about whether Secretary Clinton, acting 
through her attorneys, instructed PRN to de- 
stroy records relevant to the then-ongoing 
congressional investigations.” 

Democrats said Chaffetz’s facts were 
wrong. The FBI’s memo shows that the 
Platte River employee who deleted the docu- 
ments ‘‘did so on his own volition and before 
the conference call with Clinton’s attor- 
neys,” said Jennifer Werner, a Cummings 
spokeswoman. 

The FBI said it was later able to find some 
of the e-mails, but it did not say how many 
had been deleted or whether they were in- 
cluded in the 60,000 e-mails that Clinton said 
she had sent and received as secretary of 
state from 2009 to 2013. 


[From The New York Times, Sept. 8, 2016] 
JUSTICE DEPT. GRANTED IMMUNITY TO SPE- 

CIALIST WHO DELETED HILLARY CLINTON’S 

EMAILS 
(By Adam Goldman and Michael S. Schmidt) 

WASHINGTON.—A computer specialist who 
deleted Hillary Clinton’s emails despite or- 
ders from Congress to preserve them was 
given immunity by the Justice Department 
during its investigation into her personal 
email account, according to a law enforce- 
ment official and others briefed on the inves- 
tigation. 

Republicans have called for the depart- 
ment to investigate the deletions, but the 
immunity deal with the specialist, Paul 
Combetta, makes it unlikely that the re- 
quest will go far. Representative Jason 
Chaffetz of Utah, the top Republican on the 
House oversight committee, asked the Jus- 
tice Department on Tuesday to investigate 
whether Mrs. Clinton, her lawyers or the spe- 
cialist obstructed justice when the emails 
were deleted in March 2015. 

Mr. Combetta is one of at least two people 
who were given immunity by the Justice De- 
partment as part of the investigation. The 
other was Bryan Pagliano, a former cam- 
paign staff member for Mrs. Clinton’s 2008 
presidential campaign, who was granted im- 
munity in exchange for answering questions 
about how he set up a server in Mrs. Clin- 
ton’s home in Chappaqua, N.Y., around the 
time she became secretary of state in 2009. 
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The F.B.I. described the deletions by Mr. 
Combetta in a summary of its investigation 
into Mrs. Clinton’s account that was re- 
leased last Friday. The documents blacked 
out the specialist’s name, but the law en- 
forcement official and others familiar with 
the case identified the employee as Mr. 
Combetta. They spoke on the condition of 
anonymity because they did not want to be 
identified discussing matters that were sup- 
posed to remain confidential. 

Brian Fallon, a spokesman for Mrs. Clin- 
ton’s presidential campaign, said that the 
deletions by the specialist, who worked for a 
Colorado company called Platte River Net- 
works, had already been ‘‘thoroughly exam- 
ined by the F.B.I. prior to its decision to 
close out this case.” 

“As the F.B.I.’s report notes,” Mr. Fallon 
said, ‘‘neither Hillary Clinton nor her attor- 
neys had knowledge of the Platte River Net- 
work employee’s actions. It appears he acted 
on his own and against guidance given by 
both Clinton’s and Platte River’s attorneys 
to retain all data in compliance with a con- 
gressional preservation request.” 

A lawyer for Mr. Combetta and a spokes- 
man for the Justice Department declined to 
comment. 

In July, the F.B.I. director, James B. 
Comey, announced that the bureau would 
not recommend that Mrs. Clinton and her 
aides be charged with a crime for their han- 
dling of classified information on the ac- 
count. 

Five days later, Mr. Chaffetz—who has led 
the charge in raising questions about the 
F.B.I.’s decision—asked prosecutors to inves- 
tigate whether Mrs. Clinton had lied to Con- 
gress about her email account in testimony 
in October before the special committee in- 
vestigating the 2012 attacks in Benghazi, 
Libya. That request has been met with si- 
lence from the Justice Department. 

The House oversight committee has asked 
officials from Platte River Networks, Mr. 
Combetta and others to appear at a hearing 
before his committee on Tuesday about how 
the email account was set up and how the 
messages were deleted. 

According to the F.B.I. documents, Mr. 
Combetta told the bureau in February that 
he did not recall deleting the emails. But in 
May, he told a different story. 

In the days after Mrs. Clinton’s staffers 
called Platte River Networks in March 2015, 
Mr. Combetta said realized that he had not 
followed a December 2014 order from Mrs. 
Clinton’s lawyers to have the emails deleted. 
Mr. Combetta then used a program called 
BleachBit to delete the messages, the bureau 
said. 

In Mr. Combetta’s first interview with the 
F.B.I. in February, he said he did not recall 
seeing the preservation order from the 
Benghazi committee, which Mrs. Clinton’s 
lawyer, Cheryl D. Mills, had sent to Platte 
River. But in his May interview, he said that 
at the time he made the deletions ‘‘he was 
aware of the existence of the preservation re- 
quest and the fact that it meant he should 
not disturb Clinton’s email data’’ on the 
Platte River server. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SUL- 
LIVAN). Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 
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Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that I be recog- 
nized for such time as I may consume. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, we are 
going to have a vote here shortly, and 
it is going to be one of the major, sig- 
nificant votes. 

First of all, I know the occupier of 
the Chair is very aware of the things 
we have been doing in the committee 
called Environment and Public Works. 
Most of the stuff we have been doing is 
very meaningful, including the high- 
way bill, the chemical bill, and now the 
WRDA bill. These are all things that 
have to be done. 

Last week I talked about the WRDA 
bill and why it is important to pass it 
now. Just to take a look at some of the 
major news stories from the past few 
months, earlier this summer we saw 
algae wash up on the beaches of Flor- 
ida. This is a problem that will have 
significant impact on the health of 
Floridians, as well as negatively im- 
pacting Florida’s biggest industry— 
tourism. 

The WRDA bill 2016 has a solution to 
the problem. We have a project that 
will fix Lake Okeechobee to prevent 
this problem in the future. 

I know a little bit about this because 
a lot of people are not aware that in 
my State of Oklahoma we have more 
miles of freshwater shoreline than any 
of the 50 States. That is because most 
of them are manmade lakes. They have 
a dam down here with lots of shoreline 
going around them, but, nonetheless, I 
had a personal experience with what 
they call blue-green algae. You think 
you are on your deathbed when you are 
there. 

This chart behind me shows a plume 
in St. Lucie, FL. It is a picture of an 
algae plume caused by deteriorating 
water conditions. Not only are these 
plumes environmentally hazardous, but 
they also are economically debilitating 
to communities living along South 
Florida’s working coastline. Commu- 
nities along the coast depend on clean, 
freshwater flows to drive tourism. 

Just weeks ago, we saw historic 
flooding in Baton Rouge, LA, and we 
have seen communities destroyed and 
lives turned upside down. In this 
WRDA bill, there are two ongoing 
Corps projects that will prevent the 
damages we saw. WRDA 2016 directs 
the Corps to expedite the completion of 
these projects. 

The second chart shows the flooding 
in Baton Rouge, LA. We can no longer 
use a fix-as-it-fails approach as it con- 
cerns America’s flood control. There is 
just too much on the line. We are not 
just talking about economic loss but 
devastating floods. We have all seen 
that, experienced that, and we are 
talking about loss of human life. So 
this is not an option. 

Last year there were several colli- 
sions in the Houston Ship Channel. Due 
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to a design deficiency, the channel is 
too narrow and the Coast Guard has de- 
clared it to be a precautionary zone. 
The Houston Ship Channel collision in 
2015 was a serious one, and without this 
bill, the navigation safety project to 
correct this problem will not move for- 
ward. 

Last week I spoke about what we will 
lose if we don’t pass this important leg- 
islation. There are 29 navigation flood 
control and environmental restoration 
projects that will not happen. There 
will be no new Corps reforms to let 
local sponsors improve infrastructure 
at their own expense. I am talking 
about this for a minute because this is 
significant. They are willing to spend 
their own money and yet it is not legal 
for them to do. We correct that. 

There will be no FEMA assistance to 
States to rehabilitate unsafe dams. 

There will be no reforms to help com- 
munities address clean water and safe 
drinking water infrastructure man- 
dates. This is something that those of 
us from rural States—in my State of 
Oklahoma, we have a lot of small com- 
munities, and there is nothing that 
horrifies them more when they have an 
unfunded mandate. They say we are 
going to have to treat the water and it 
is going to cost $14 million. They don’t 
have any access to that kind of money. 
I suggested last week that there are a 
lot of similar problems. So this goes a 
long way to correcting these unfunded 
mandates. When I was mayor of Tulsa, 
the biggest problem we had was un- 
funded mandates. 

Without this bill, there will be no 
new assistance for innovative ap- 
proaches to clean water and drinking 
water needs, and there will be no pro- 
tection for coal utilities from runaway 
coal ash lawsuits. We will be address- 
ing this and recognizing that there is a 
great value to coal ash if properly used. 

These are not State problems or even 
regional problems, but what we have is 
a bill that addresses problems faced by 
our Nation as a whole. 

To reiterate how important this bill 
is, I want to give a few more real exam- 
ples to show how the problems we are 
facing now are affecting our citizens, 
the people who sent us here, and in 
Washington, this is what we are sup- 
posed to be doing. 

The water resources of this bill ex- 
pand our economy and protect infra- 
structure and lives by authorizing new 
navigation, flood control, and eco- 
system restoration projects, all based 
on a recommendation from the Corps of 
Engineers and a determination that 
the projects will provide significant na- 
tional benefits. 

The Corps has built 14,700 miles of 
levees that protect billions of dollars’ 
worth of infrastructure and homes. 
These are referred to as high-hazard 
dams or high-hazard levees, and that 
definition means that if something 
happens to one, people will die. It is 
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not saying people will be hurt; people 
are going to die. We have many exam- 
ples of that so the Corps projects near- 
ly $50 billion a year in damages. Many 
of these levees were built a long time 
ago and some have failed just recently. 

Chart 4 is the Iowa River levee 
breach. If that doesn’t tell the story, 
the significance of this—this is a levee 
in Iowa that was overtopped and even- 
tually breached by disastrous flood- 
waters. In many cases, levees like this 
one were constructed by the Army 
Corps of Engineers decades ago but no 
longer meet the Corps’ post-Katrina 
engineering and design guidelines. 
WRDA 2016 will end the bureaucratic 
nightmare local levee districts face by 
allowing them to increase the level of 
flood protection most of the time at 
their own expense when the Corps is re- 
building after a flood—something they 
can’t do now. 

Let’s look at the economic benefits 
of investing in our Nation’s port and 
inland waterway system. We need to 
invest in our ports and inland water- 
way system to keep the cost of goods 
low. If we don’t do that, costs will go 
up, and of course we want to keep cre- 
ating good-paying jobs. 

WRDA 2016 has a number of provi- 
sions that will ensure we grow the 
economy, increase our competitiveness 
in the global marketplace, and pro- 
mote long-term prosperity. These pro- 
visions include important harbor-deep- 
ening projects, such as those in 
Charleston, SC; Port Everglades, FL; 
and Brownsville, TX. 

Take Charleston as an example. They 
have a 45-foot harbor. Now that they 
have expanded the Panama Canal and 
we have the boats called Panamax ves- 
sels going through—those are the great 
big vessels, and this poster gives you 
an idea of what can be carried on those. 
The problem with the Panamax vessels 
is that they take up 50 to 51 feet in the 
harbor. What happens to Charleston, 
SC, if they have the big vessels coming 
through the Panama Canal, coming up 
to come into our harbors in the United 
States, they have to instead go into 
one of the harbors in the Caribbean and 
divide up the containers. It is very ex- 
pensive. That is just one of several of 
the harbors we are working on. 

Everyone knows the Corps’ mainte- 
nance budget is stretched thin, but 
WRDA 2016 comes up with a solution. 
This is a solution that we have in the 
bill we will be voting on, and we will 
have the major vote tonight. In the 
WRDA bill, we will let local sponsors, 
such as ports, either give money to the 
Corps to carry out the maintenance or 
get in and start maintaining using 
their own dollars. That is something 
you would think they could do now, 
but they can’t. That is in this bill. 
That was the major thing the ports 
were pushing for in this bill. 

What about in communities? I men- 
tioned that in my State of Oklahoma, 
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we have a lot of rural towns that don’t 
really have the resources to do a lot of 
these things in the form of mandates. 
The bill provides Federal assistance to 
communities facing unaffordable EPA 
safe water and clean water mandates. 
WRDA 2016 targets these Federal dol- 
lars to those who need it the most. I 
know that years ago when I was the 
mayor of Tulsa, that was the biggest 
concern we had, and it is even more of 
a concern in these small communities. 
So we do it by having assistance for 
smaller, disadvantaged communities, 
with priority for underserved commu- 
nities that lack basic water infrastruc- 
ture; assistance for lead service line re- 
placement, with a priority for dis- 
advantaged communities; and assist- 
ance to address the very costly sewer 
overflow system. 

It is worth noting that all the money 
in this bill is either subject to the 
Budget Control Act caps that govern 
the annual appropriations bills or is 
fully offset. 

This is an introduction to economics. 
By passing this legislation and secur- 
ing the appropriate funding, we can im- 
prove economic opportunities for all 
Americans. This is a critical moment. 
We must get back to regular order, 
passing WRDA every 2 years. We went 
through a period in 2007—we didn’t 
have a WRDA bill following that until 
2014. The year 2014 was the last time we 
did it. We decided then that if we are 
supposed to do it every 2 years, then 
starting in 2014, we are going to do it. 
The best evidence of that is that we are 
going to do it tonight. 

So we will have a 2016 budget. Doing 
this will help us modernize the water 
transportation infrastructure through 
flood protection and environmental 
restoration around the country. The 
process we follow in this is very open. 
I think one of the reasons we have been 
successful in our committee doing the 
Transportation bill, the chemical bill, 
and now this bill, is because everybody 
knows what is going on and they have 
time to determine what is the best 
thing for their State. 

Way back on December 9, we sent 
this bill from the committee to all 
Members of the Senate saying: We are 
going to do the WRDA bill, so go ahead 
and start working on amendments. 
They did that, and then, of course, for 
the last few weeks, we have been talk- 
ing about getting amendments down to 
the floor, and we have done that. We 
brought a substitute amendment that 
was a result of that work to the full 
Senate on September 8. That amend- 
ment included over 40 provisions that 
were added after the committee mark- 
up. 
Finally, last week I came to the floor 
and let all of you know that Senator 
BOXER and I needed to see your amend- 
ments by noon on Friday for the man- 
agers’ package. By noon on Friday, we 
had amendments in. We considered 
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some 35 provisions, and we have ad- 
dressed most of these—I think to some 
degree all of them. Now those provi- 
sions are in the Inhofe-Boxer amend- 
ment that we filed today and hope to 
get consent to adopt shortly after the 
cloture vote tonight. 

This has been a very open and colle- 
gial process, and all Members have had 
their concerns and priorities heard. We 
have done our best to address Members’ 
priorities. After cloture this evening, 
we will continue to do our best to clear 
germane amendments until final pas- 
sage this week. 

I am very excited that we are going 
to be able to get this done. A lot of peo- 
ple sit back and say that nothing ever 
gets done in Washington. I have to say 
that in our committee we get things 
done, and we are going to get this done 
tonight. 

With that, I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant 
to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the 
Senate the pending cloture motion, 
which the clerk will state. 

The assistant bill clerk read as fol- 
lows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord- 
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on Senate 
amendment No. 4979. 

Mitch McConnell, James M. Inhofe, John 
Cornyn, Orrin G. Hatch, Shelley Moore 
Capito, Thom Tillis, Dan Sullivan, 
Mike Rounds, Marco Rubio, Cory Gard- 
ner, Dean Heller, Pat Roberts, David 
Vitter, Roy Blunt, John Barrasso, 
Roger F. Wicker, Steve Daines. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan- 
imous consent, the mandatory quorum 
call has been waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on amendment No. 
4979, offered by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, Mr. MCCONNELL, to S. 2848, shall 
be brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll. 

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Indiana (Mr. COATS), the Senator 
from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE), the Senator 
from South Carolina (Mr. GRAHAM), the 
Senator from Alaska (Ms. MURKOWSKI), 
the Senator from Georgia (Mr. 
PERDUE), and the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. TOOMEY). 

Further, if present and voting, the 
Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
TOOMEY) would have voted “yea.” 
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Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Virginia (Mr. KAINE), the 
Senator from Nevada (Mr. REID), and 
the Senator from Vermont (Mr. SAND- 
ERS) are necessarily absent. 

I further announce that, if present 
and voting, the Senator from Virginia 
(Mr. KAINE) would vote “yea.” 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Are there any other Senators in 
the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 90, 
nays 1, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 138 Leg.] 


YEAS—90 
Alexander Ernst Murphy 
Ayotte Feinstein Murray 
Baldwin Fischer Nelson 
Barrasso Franken Paul 
Bennet Gardner Peters 
Blumenthal Gillibrand Portman 
Blunt Grassley Reed 
Booker Hatch Risch 
Boozman Heinrich Roberts 
Boxer Heitkamp Rounds 
Brown Heller Rubio 
Burr Hirono Sasse 
Cantwell Hoeven Schatz 
Capito Inhofe Schumer 
Cardin Isakson Scott 
Carper Johnson Sessions 
Casey King Shaheen 
Cassidy Kirk Shelby 
Cochran Klobuchar Stabenow 
Collins Lankford Sullivan 
Coons Leahy Tester 
Corker Manchin Thune 
Cornyn Markey Tillis 
Cotton McCain Udall 
Crapo McCaskill Vitter 
Cruz McConnell Warner 
Daines Menendez Warren 
Donnelly Merkley Whitehouse 
Durbin Mikulski Wicker 
Enzi Moran Wyden 
NAYS—1 
Lee 
NOT VOTING—9 
Coats Murkowski Toomey 
Flake Perdue 
Graham Reid 
Kaine Sanders 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. On this vote, the yeas are 90, the 
nays are 1. 

Three-fifths of the Senators duly cho- 
sen and sworn having voted in the af- 
firmative, the motion is agreed to. 

The Senator from Wisconsin. 


——— 


MORNING BUSINESS 


Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate be 
in a period of morning business, with 
Senators permitted to speak therein 
for up to 10 minutes each. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 


EE 


HONORING OUR ARMED FORCES 


STAFF SERGEANT MATTHEW VAIL THOMPSON 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I come 
to the floor to pay tribute to an Amer- 
ican soldier who has given his last full 
measure of devotion to this Nation and 
to the noble pursuits of liberty and 
peace. 
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Twenty-eight-year-old SSG Matthew 
Vail Thompson grew up in Brookfield, 
WI, and was a proud member of the 
Army Special Forces. Tragically, on 
August 23, 2016, he became the second 
American this year to lose his life 
while on combat duty in Afghanistan. 

Staff Sergeant Thompson was truly 
one of the finest among us. I had the 
honor of attending a memorial service 
for Matthew at his family’s church in 
Brookfield, where hundreds of his 
friends and family members paid their 
final respects. They loved him, of 
course, but they also admired him. 
They told stories of a generous young 
man, adventurous, and always ready to 
make friends. His father spoke about 
and his pastor read us something Mat- 
thew wrote 10 years ago, a list of “all 
the little things” that make life sweet- 
er. In effect, 10 rules to live by. It 
shows striking maturity, especially for 
a young man still in his teens when he 
and his best friend wrote the rules. 

Now, the rules are actually quite 
deep, and there is an awful lot written, 
but I just want to read the 10 rules bul- 
let points and just refer everybody to 
my Web site for the full rules and all 
he has written. 

1. Never grow up. 

2. Learn. 

. Never have any regrets. 

. Live for the moment. 

Do what you love. 

Pursue with a passion. 

. Never settle. 

Always take time to listen and to talk. 
. Keep a positive attitude. 

10. I need God and will live for Him. 

His father gave an extraordinary eu- 
logy about his son, and he asked the 
congregation at the very end—he 
hoped, the congregation would learn 
from what Matthew had written. 

Matthew began college at Marquette 
University in Milwaukee. In paying 
tribute to Matthew, one of his fellow 
resident assistants said: ‘‘He was one of 
the best humans I ever knew.” He 
transferred to Concordia University in 
California, where he earned a degree in 
theological studies and met his wife 
Rachel. 

Rachel Thompson says Matthew was 
reluctant to date at first because of his 
plans to serve in the military. She said: 
“He knew he wanted to go into a really 
specialized, extremely dangerous job.” 
His first thought was to spare her the 
possible pain. 

That danger was real. Staff Sergeant 
Thompson served as a medic with 
America’s elite forces in hazardous 
places. He was first deployed to Iraq 
and then to Afghanistan. The mission 
he and his unit were on was considered 
to be ‘‘noncombat’’—advising Afghan 
forces on how to free their country 
from ongoing attacks by the Taliban, 
Islamic terrorists who seek to reimpose 
their oppressive rule. Their mission 
was noncombat in name only, but Staff 
Sergeant Thompson and his unit were 
patrolling ‘‘outside the wire.” They 
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were exposed to every danger. They 
were patrolling on foot, looking for im- 
provised explosive devices left by an 
enemy that seeks to kill indiscrimi- 
nately. One of those bombs went off, 
killing six Afghan soldiers, wounding 
another American soldier, and taking 
the life of Matthew—a courageous 
young man who was defending the lib- 
erties on which this Nation was found- 
ed, liberties our Founders said are the 
birthright of everyone on Earth. 

For 240 years, our service men and 
women have defended those liberties, 
and they have paid a very high price. 
Since the Revolutionary War, more 
than 42 million men and women have 
served in our military, and more than 
1 million of these heroes have died in 
that service. Staff Sergeant Matthews’ 
home State has done its part. Since 
statehood, more than 27,000 of Wiscon- 
sin’s sons and daughters have died in 
military service. Every one of us wish- 
es they could have lived in peace, to 
fulfill their hopes and dreams, to en- 
rich this country in ways we will never 
know. Every one of us is grateful that 
when freedom demanded such sacrifice, 
they stood on guard for America. 

A nation’s gratitude can scarcely 
comfort those who loved Matthew 
Thompson and who suffer his loss. His 
wife Rachel, his parents Mark and 
Linda, and his sisters Karen and 
Robyn—but also his extended family, 
his friends, and his band of brothers 
and sisters in the Army. Our hearts go 
out to them, and I pray they will find 
consolation and peace in fond memo- 
ries, in spite of their loss. 

But a Nation’s gratitude, inadequate 
as it may be, is what Staff Sergeant 
Thompson is fully due. Rachel Thomp- 
son recounted her last conversation 
with her husband. Because she knew he 
was doing dangerous work, she said: 

I was crying. I was afraid. And he would 
just listen and tell me he loved me and that 
it was going to be OK. 

For America it will be OK, as long as 
men and women of the caliber and spir- 
it of Staff Sergeant Thompson con- 
tinue to stand on our behalf and in de- 
fense of our freedom. 

May God bless and comfort Staff Ser- 
geant Thompson’s loved ones. May He 
watch over all those who answer our 
Nation’s call. May God bless America. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 


EE 
NATIONAL POW/MIA RECOGNITION 
DAY 


Mr. CRAPO. Mr. President, in honor 
of National POW/MIA Day, today I 


12210 


wish to pay tribute to our Nation’s 
servicemembers who have been taken 
as prisoners of war, POWs, and those 
missing in action, MIA. I also pray for 
resolution for the military families 
who await answers about their loved 
ones and thank those who work to en- 
sure that all our Nation’s veterans are 
accounted for and their service is not 
forgotten. 

A great source of pride and comfort 
in being an American is knowing that 
if we get in harm’s way, strong and re- 
sourceful Americans stand with us. Un- 
fortunately, 10, 20, 30, 40, 50, 60 and 
even 70-plus years have passed since 
some Americans have gone _ unac- 
counted for while serving our Nation, 
and they have yet to be returned home. 

The Defense POW/MIA Accounting 
Agency reports that more than 83,000 
Americans remain missing from World 
War II, the Korean war, the Vietnam 
war, the Cold War, and the Gulf wars 
and other conflicts. This includes 333 
Idahoans who have not been recovered 
following World War II and 25 Idahoans 
who remain unaccounted for who 
served in the Korean war. Additionally, 
eight Idahoans went missing while 
serving in the Vietnam war and remain 
missing: Capt. Jon K. Bodahl, Capt. 
Curtis R. Bohlscheid, CPT Gregg N. 
Hollinger, ENS Hal T. Hollingsworth, 
SSG William B. Hunt, 1LT William E. 
Lemmons, LT Roderick L. Mayer, and 
Warrant Officer Jon M. Sparks. Their 
names and service must be fixed in our 
national attention. 

My heart hurts for the thousands of 
military families who have remained in 
limbo all these years. We can never for- 
get their pain and the enduring service 
of all our service personnel who have 
not made it home. We must be resolute 
in our duty to bring them home. That 
is part of our responsibility as a nation 
to those Americans who have answered 
the call of duty to defend our country 
and its interests. 

AS we pay tribute to POW/MIA fami- 
lies and veterans, we cannot lose sight 
of the ongoing price they bear for our 
freedoms and security. 


a 


WELCOMING THE MONGOLIAN 
DELEGATION TO PHILADELPHIA 


Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, I wish to 
welcome the visit of Mongolian Presi- 
dent Tsakhiagiin Elbegdorj to Phila- 
delphia on September 23, 2016. This is a 
truly historic occasion. President 
Elbegdorj’s visit marks the beginning 
of an important chapter in the rela- 
tionship between our two countries and 
between the people of Pennsylvania 
and the people of Mongolia. Despite the 
geographic distance between our coun- 
tries, we have in common the pursuit 
of a healthy democratic system of gov- 
ernance and of stability and economic 
prosperity in the region. 

I have no doubt that, during his visit, 
President Elbegdorj will be impressed 
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with the city of Philadelphia, the musi- 
cal talent of the Philadelphia Orches- 
tra, and the scholarship at the Univer- 
sity of Pennsylvania. Philadelphia is a 
truly global city, and the people of 
Philadelphia are excellent cultural am- 
bassadors. I am pleased to share with 
my colleagues that, in 2017, the Phila- 
delphia Orchestra plans to embark on 
its tour of Asia, which will include an 
unprecedented visit to Ulaanbaatar, 
Mongolia. 

I want to convey my gratitude and 
appreciation for the Philadelphia Or- 
chestra, the University of Pennsyl- 
vania, and the Philadelphians who are 
making this important visit possible. I 
want to express my best wishes to 
President Elbegdorj, Foreign Minister 
Tsend Munkh-Orgil, Ambassador 
Bulgaa Altangerel, and the rest of the 
delegation for a successful and produc- 
tive visit to Philadelphia. 


Se 


REMEMBERING JOE HOSTEEN 
KELLWOOD 


Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, today I 
wish to join the entire State of Arizona 
in mourning the passage of Joe 
Hosteen Kellwood this week. Joe, a 
decorated war hero, father, and grand- 
father, was a loyal servant and patriot 
of this country. It is with great respect 
that I commemorate the passing of this 
honorable man, who volunteered his 
life during one of the most trying 
times for our Nation. 

Joe will be remembered as one of the 
legendary Navajo Code Talkers of 
World War II, who developed the only 
Allied code that the enemy was never 
able to decipher. Using their unique 
language skills, about 480 Native Amer- 
icans turned the tide of battle against 
the Japanese, which military experts 
estimate shortened the war in the Pa- 
cific. Their bravery, resourcefulness, 
and tenacity in the line of duty re- 
mains a testament to their remarkable 
service. 

During World War II, Joe was in- 
spired by the brave acts of servicemen 
during the Battle of Guadalcanal. He 
then enlisted in 1942, telling his sister, 
“Pm going to war’’ to defend his na- 
tion. Shortly thereafter, he was se- 
lected for the Navajo Talkers’ School 
at Camp Elliot in San Diego where he 
studied on his own at night and ardu- 
ously memorized those codes. On his 
transport ship to Australia, where he 
would join the lst Marine Regiment, 
Joe conducted a Navajo ritual for safe 
return. Although such rituals were not 
allowed under military rules, he se- 
cretly used a piece of gum mixed with 
corn pollen he had brought from home 
and spat the mixture into the ocean as 
he prayed to the Holy People. His faith 
gave him the confidence he needed. 

Joe received numerous awards and 
honors including the Congressional Sil- 
ver Medal, Presidential Unit Citation, 
Combat Action Ribbon, Naval Unit 
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Commendation, Good Conduct, Amer- 
ican Campaign Medal, Asiatic-Pacific 
Campaign Medal, and WWII Victory 
Medal for his heroic service. 

After returning to the Navajo res- 
ervation, Joe returned to his trade as 
carpenter and lived for over 60 years in 
his same Sunnyslope home with his 
loving wife, Andrena, where they 
watched his 5 sons, 15 grandchildren, 
and 20 great-grandchildren grow. He 
served as an inspiration for his fellow 
Navajo as a speaker at numerous 
events and sang the ‘‘Marine Corps 
Hymn” in his native language. Joe was 
a proud member of Veterans of Foreign 
Wars post 9400 and American Legion 
post 75 for many years. 

We owe a debt of gratitude to the 
sacrifices of selfless patriots like Joe 
whose remarkable courage and patriot- 
ism will be long remembered by his 
country. 


Ee 


ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 


REMEMBERING GRIFFIN DALIANIS 


e Ms. AYOTTE. Mr. President, today I 
recognize the extraordinary life of a 
dear friend and champion of veterans’ 
rights, Griffin “Griff” Dalianis. 

Griff served with the 1st Special Op- 
erations Group of the Strategic Air 
Command in the U.S. Air Force from 
1961 to 1965. His service here may have 
influenced his work later in life—Griff 
was well known and loved in his com- 
munity for his tireless work on behalf 
of his fellow veterans. After his service, 
Griff Dalianis earned his bachelor’s de- 
gree in history and psychology from 
Suffolk University in Boston, followed 
by a master’s degree of education. He 
then earned a certificate in advanced 
graduate study in counseling from 
Northeastern University in 1975 and 
earned his doctorate of philosophy 
from California Western University in 
1982. 

The next several years of Griff’s life 
show a man who was deeply dedicated 
to serving others. In addition to found- 
ing Southern New Hampshire Family 
Counseling Associates in 1975 and serv- 
ing as an instructor of psychology at 
Rivier College in Nashua, Griff became 
an active and respected member of the 
Nashua community. He was affiliated 
with numerous Nashua groups, includ- 
ing the Nashua Rotary Club, the Nash- 
ua Youth Council, Nashua Planning 
Board, and Nashua Chamber of Com- 
merce. 

Griff Dalianis’s advocacy on behalf of 
his fellow veterans was unparalleled. In 
addition to serving as chairman of the 
State Veterans Advisory Committee, 
chairman of the U.S. Veterans Admin- 
istration Committee on Rehabilitation, 
civilian aide to the Secretary of the 
Army, and receiving a Distinguished 
Service Medal, Griff worked with Har- 
bor Homes, an organization in New 
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Hampshire that provides transitional 
housing for homeless veterans. An 
apartment house Griff worked to estab- 
lish with Harbor Homes was named 
after him. As a result of his efforts, ap- 
proximately 40 veterans at risk of 
homelessness now have homes. Griff 
even had a weekly column in the Nash- 
ua Telegraph called “Ask the Com- 
mander.” 

Griff leaves behind his wife, New 
Hampshire Supreme Court Chief Jus- 
tice Linda Stewart Dalianis, daughters 
Deborah A. Bischoff and Cynthia E. 
Godfrey, sons Matthew Dalianis and 
Benjamin Dalianis, grandchildren Alli- 
son Bischoff and Mariah Willis, and 
many other family members and loved 
ones. We are all deeply saddened by the 
loss of such an influential and exem- 
plary member of Nashua’s community 
and dear friend to so many. 

Our thoughts and prayers are with 
Chief Justice Linda Dalianis and her 
family during this difficult time. 
Griff’s legacy of service and advocacy 
will live on in Nashua and across New 
Hampshire, and we are forever grateful 
that he called our great State home.e 


EE 


REMEMBERING LIEUTENANT 
COLONEL EDWARD H. JOSEPHSON 


e Ms. AYOTTE. Mr. President, today I 
wish to recognize the exceptional serv- 
ice and the extraordinary life of a dear 
friend and champion for veterans, Lt. 
Col. Edward ‘‘Ed’’ H. Josephson, U.S. 
Air Force retired. 

Born in Syracuse, NY, on February 
21, 1938, to Edward Josephson and 
Kathleen Beatrice, the family soon re- 
turned to Concord, NH, where Ed grew 
up. At an early age, he enjoyed hunting 
and fishing, his paper route, and vis- 
iting the New Hampshire Historical 
Building. Joining the New Hampshire 
Civil Air Patrol, Ed quickly encourage 
his love for flying, and during his sen- 
ior year at Concord High School, he 
learned of the new U.S. Air Force 


Academy, which would be accepting 
candidates for its first graduating 
class. 


Ed wrote a letter to Congressman 
Perkins Bass and, soon after, received 
a letter stating he had been nominated 
for the U.S. Air Force Academy. Not 
long after that, he received a telegram 
from the Air Force Academy saying he 
had been accepted. In a long and distin- 
guished career flying transport planes 
for the U.S. Air Force, Ed visited all 50 
States, many countries, and all 7 con- 
tinents. 

After his retirement from the U.S. 
Air Force, Ed joined AVCO, which be- 
came Textron Systems Division. As- 
suming many roles with many jobs and 
titles for Textron, he worked his way 
up to become vice president and om- 
budsman, a title and job he thoroughly 
enjoyed. 

Ed Josephson has been a strong and 
effective advocate for many New 
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Hampshire veteran organizations, hav- 
ing served with great distinction as the 
chair of the legislative committee for 
the New Hampshire State Veterans Ad- 
visory Committee, and with the board 
of directors for the Military Officers 
Association of New Hampshire. Ed was 
proud of his work in the U.S. Air Force 
Academy Association, which was an 
important part of his life. He believed 
the values expressed in the Honor Code 
were the most important, and he lived 
his life by those values every day. 

Lt. Col. Ed Josephson passed away on 
September 4 with his family at his side. 
He joins his daughter Karen Baker, 
who predeceased him on December 22, 
2014, and leaves behind his wife, Judy 
Josephson, of 53 years, son Edward An- 
drew ‘‘Andy’’ Josephson from Charles- 
ton, SC, and granddaughter Monica 
Louise Josephson of Bayreuth, Ger- 
many, now living in Bucksport, ME, 
his brother Michael A. Josephson from 
Webster, NH, and many others. Our 
thoughts and prayers are with Judy 
and the family, but we are confident 
that they will be comforted in knowing 
that Ed’s legacy of service and advo- 
cacy will live on across New Hamp- 
shire. We will be forever grateful that 
he called our great State home.e 


EEE 
TRIBUTE TO KRISTIN ARMSTRONG 


e Mr. CRAPO. Mr. President, my col- 
league Senator JIM RISCH joins me 
today in congratulating fellow Idahoan 
Kristin Armstrong on winning the gold 
medal in cycling at the XXXI Olympic 
Summer Games in Rio de Janeiro, 
Brazil. 

Kristin Armstrong, of Boise, ID, rep- 
resented our State and Nation with dis- 
tinction, winning an unprecedented 
third straight gold medal in the Olym- 
pic cycling individual time trial. This 
gold is another achievement in her re- 
markable cycling career. She also took 
home the gold in the 2012 Olympics in 
London and the 2008 Olympics in Bei- 
jing after competing in the 2004 Olym- 
pics in Athens. In addition to her 
Olympic and many other successes, 
Kristin has earned two gold, a silver, 
and a bronze medals in world cham- 
pionship competitions. 

Kristin inspires countless others to 
push beyond the limits of what is 
thought possible. We join with her hus- 
band, Joe; son, Lucas; their many 
friends and loved ones; and fellow Ida- 
hoans and Americans in celebrating 
the hard work and dedication that paid 
off in Rio. Congratulations, Kristin, on 
bringing home the gold yet again. We 
wish you continued success in all of 
your future challenges.e 

Í -E 
TRIBUTE TO DON BERNARD 
e Mr. HELLER. Mr. President, today I 
wish to congratulate Clark County 


School District special education 
teacher Don Bernard on receiving the 
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Heart of Education Award. This award 
is truly prestigious and attained by 
only the most influential educators 
throughout our State. 

The Heart of Education Award recog- 
nizes educators who have gone above 
and beyond for their students. The 
Smith Center for the Performing Arts 
honored 800 finalists for their excep- 
tional service to our Nation’s youth. Of 
those 800 finalists, 21 educators re- 
ceived special recognition and an out- 
standing commemorative Heart of Edu- 
cation Award for their dedication. Spe- 
cifically, Mr. Bernard was recognized 
for his outstanding work with special 
education students. 

Mr. Bernard began his career as an 
attorney, working to assist juveniles 
who struggled within the justice sys- 
tem. In 1997, he moved to Las Vegas 
and continued his endeavors to aid vul- 
nerable youth as a special needs teach- 
er. For over a decade, Mr. Bernard has 
been a dedicated Clark County School 
District educator, and he continues to 
better the lives of special needs chil- 
dren in and out of the classroom. 
Southern Nevada is fortunate to have 
someone of such dedication working on 
behalf of Nevada’s students. 

As a father of four children who at- 
tended Nevada’s public schools and as 
the husband of a teacher, I understand 
the important role that educators play 
in enriching the lives of Nevada’s 
youth. Mr. Bernard has worked tire- 
lessly to help prepare students across 
southern Nevada to succeed in their 
academic endeavors, and I am grateful 
to have him serving as an ally to fu- 
ture generations of Nevadans. 

I ask my colleagues and all Nevadans 
to join me in thanking Mr. Bernard for 
his dedication to enriching the lives of 
Nevada’s students and congratulating 
him on receiving this award. I wish 
him well as he continues creating suc- 
cess for all students who enter the 
Clark County School District.e 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO PATRICK AND 
LAURA MUNSON 


e Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, today I 
wish to recognize Patrick and Laura 
Munson of Sioux Falls, SD, as my 
nominees for the 2016 Angels in Adop- 
tion Award. Since 1999, the Angels in 
Adoption Program, through the Con- 
gressional Coalition on Adoption Insti- 
tute, has honored over 2,000 individ- 
uals, couples, and organizations na- 
tionwide for their work in providing 
children with loving, stable homes. 
Patrick and Laura’s adoption story 
began when Patrick was finishing up 
his medical residency in Arkansas. 
Patrick and Laura, along with their 
three children, Jadon, Will, and David, 
decided to foster Micah, a boy born pre- 
mature and coping with special needs. 
After hearing the statistics on chil- 
dren in foster homes, Patrick and 
Laura did not give a second thought; 
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they knew that fostering Micah would 
give him the best chance to succeed. 
Soon after, the Munsons adopted 
Micah. 

While the Munson family will tell 
you that raising a child who has spent 
time in foster care can sometimes 
present its challenges, they fully and 
wholeheartedly embrace their life with 
Micah. 

Each year, awardees from all 50 
States, plus the District of Columbia 
and Puerto Rico, are invited to come 
together in Washington, DC, to partici- 
pate in events that celebrate their he- 
roic actions and enable them to use 
their personal experience to effect 
change on a national level. 

It is important that we recognize 
families like the Munsons who fulfill 
the roles of foster and adoptive par- 
ents. They open their hearts and homes 
to children in need of loving families. 
These families have bestowed a gift 
onto others in an immeasurable way, 
and the impact of their love is pro- 
found. It brings me great pride to 
honor Patrick and Laura as my nomi- 
nees for the 2016 Angels in Adoption 
Award.e 


a 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 


Messages from the President of the 
United States were communicated to 
the Senate by Mr. Pate, one of his sec- 
retaries. 


a 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 


As in executive session the Presiding 
Officer laid before the Senate messages 
from the President of the United 
States submitting sundry nominations 
and a withdrawal which were referred 
to the appropriate committees. 

(The messages received today are 
printed at the end of the Senate pro- 
ceedings.) 


ee 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


At 3:02 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mr. Novotny, one of its reading clerks, 
announced that the House has passed 
the following bills, in which it requests 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

H.R. 2357. An act to direct the Securities 
and Exchange Commission to revise Form S- 
3 so as to add listing and registration of a 
class of common equity securities on a na- 
tional securities exchange as an additional 
basis for satisfying the requirements of Gen- 
eral Instruction I.B.1. of such form and to re- 
move such listing and registration as a re- 
quirement of General Instruction I.B.6. of 
such form. 

H.R. 5424. An act to amend the Investment 
Advisers Act of 1940 and to direct the Securi- 
ties and Exchange Commission to amend its 
rules to modernize certain requirements re- 
lating to investment advisers, and for other 
purposes. 


The message also announced that the 
House has passed the following bill, 
without amendment: 
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S. 2040. An act to deter terrorism, provide 
justice for victims, and for other purposes. 


MEASURES REFERRED 


The following bills were read the first 
and the second times by unanimous 
consent, and referred as indicated: 


H.R. 2357. An act to direct the Securities 
and Exchange Commission to revise Form S- 
3 so as to add listing and registration of a 
class of common equity securities on a na- 
tional securities exchange as an additional 
basis for satisfying the requirements of Gen- 
eral Instruction I.B.1. of such form and to re- 
move such listing and registration as a re- 
quirement of General Instruction I.B.6. of 
such form; to the Committee on Banking, 
Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

H.R. 5424. An act to amend the Investment 
Advisers Act of 1940 and to direct the Securi- 
ties and Exchange Commission to amend its 
rules to modernize certain requirements re- 
lating to investment advisers, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Banking, 
Housing, and Urban Affairs. 


EE 


MEASURES PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR 


The following bill was read the first 
and second times by unanimous con- 
sent, and placed on the calendar: 


H.R. 3839. An act to transfer administra- 
tive jurisdiction over certain Bureau of Land 
Management land from the Secretary of the 
Interior to the Secretary of Veterans Affairs 
for inclusion in the Black Hills National 
Cemetery, and for other purposes. 


EE 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


The following bills and joint resolu- 
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con- 
sent, and referred as indicated: 


By Mrs. CAPITO (for herself, Mr. 
TESTER, Mr. BOOZMAN, and Mr. COT- 
TON): 

S. 3308. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to prohibit prescription 
drug plan sponsors and MA-PD organizations 
under the Medicare program from retro- 
actively reducing payment on clean claims 
submitted by pharmacies; to the Committee 
on Finance. 

By Mrs. GILLIBRAND (for herself, Mr. 
BROWN, Mr. MURPHY, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, 
Mrs. BOXER, Mr. WYDEN, Mr. COONS, 
Mr. SANDERS, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. 
CARDIN, Mr. MERKLEY, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, and Mr. WHITEHOUSE): 

S. 3309. A bill to modernize voter registra- 
tion, promote access to voting for individ- 
uals with disabilities, protect the ability of 
individuals to exercise the right to vote in 
elections for Federal office, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Rules and Ad- 
ministration. 

By Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for herself and 
Mr. DAINES): 

S. 3310. A bill to establish a grant program 
to support landscape-scale restoration and 
management, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry. 

By Mr. SASSE (for himself, Mr. 
PORTMAN, Mr. COTTON, Mr. MCCAIN, 
and Mr. VITTER): 
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S. 3311. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to exempt individuals 
whose health plans under the Consumer Op- 
erated and Oriented Plan program have been 
terminated from the individual mandate 
penalty; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. GARDNER: 

S. 3312. A bill to extend the authorization 
of the Uranium Mill Tailings Radiation Con- 
trol Act of 1978 relating to the disposal site 
in Mesa County, Colorado; to the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources. 


EEE 


SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 


The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. SCHUMER (for himself and 
Mrs. GILLIBRAND): 

S. Res. 551. A resolution honoring the 
Maine-Endwell Little League Team of 
Endwell, New York, for the victory of the 
team in the 2016 Little League World Series; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COONS (for himself, Mr. 
CARDIN, Mrs. SHAHEEN, Mrs. BOXER, 
Mr. MURPHY, Mr. KAINE, and Mr. 
MENENDEZ): 

S. Res. 552. A resolution commemorating 
the fifteenth anniversary of NATO’s invoca- 
tion of Article V to defend the United States 
following the terrorist attacks of September 
11, 2001; to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 


EEE 


ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 


S. 311 
At the request of Mr. CASEy, the 
name of the Senator from Virginia (Mr. 
WARNER) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
311, a bill to amend the Elementary 
and Secondary Education Act of 1965 to 
address and take action to prevent bul- 
lying and harassment of students. 
S. 804 
At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the 
name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. MENENDEZ) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 804, a bill to amend title XVIII 
of the Social Security Act to specify 
coverage of continuous glucose moni- 
toring devices, and for other purposes. 
S. 1212 
At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the 
name of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania (Mr. CASEY) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 1212, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 and the 
Small Business Act to expand the 
availability of employee stock owner- 
ship plans in S corporations, and for 
other purposes. 
S. 1566 
At the request of Mr. KIRK, the name 
of the Senator from Mississippi (Mr. 
COCHRAN) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1566, a bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to require group 
and individual health insurance cov- 
erage and group health plans to provide 
for coverage of oral anticancer drugs 
on terms no less favorable than the 
coverage provided for anticancer medi- 
cations administered by a health care 
provider. 
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S. 1684 
At the request of Mr. KIRK, the name 
of the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
MORAN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1684, a bill to amend the Volunteer Pro- 
tection Act of 1997 to provide for liabil- 
ity protection for organizations and en- 
tities. 
S. 1874 
At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 
name of the Senator from Kentucky 
(Mr. PAUL) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1874, a bill to provide protections for 
workers with respect to their right to 
select or refrain from selecting rep- 
resentation by a labor organization. 
S. 2031 
At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, the 
name of the Senator from Tennessee 
(Mr. ALEXANDER) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 2031, a bill to reduce tem- 
porarily the royalty required to be paid 
for sodium produced on Federal lands, 
and for other purposes. 
S. 2098 
At the request of Mr. MURPHY, the 
name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. FRANKEN) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 2098, a bill to amend the High- 
er Education Act of 1965 to improve the 
determination of cohort default rates 
and provide for enhanced civil pen- 
alties, to ensure personal liability of 
owners, officers, and executives of in- 
stitutions of higher education, and for 
other purposes. 
S. 2216 
At the request of Ms. COLLINS, the 
name of the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mr. BOOZMAN) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 2216, a bill to provide immu- 
nity from suit for certain individuals 
who disclose potential examples of fi- 
nancial exploitation of senior citizens, 
and for other purposes. 
S. 2531 
At the request of Mr. KIRK, the 
names of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. WICKER), the Senator from Colo- 
rado (Mr. GARDNER) and the Senator 
from Arkansas (Mr. COTTON) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 2531, a bill to 
authorize State and local governments 
to divest from entities that engage in 
commerce-related or investment-re- 
lated boycott, divestment, or sanctions 
activities targeting Israel, and for 
other purposes. 
S. 2572 
At the request of Mr. TESTER, the 
name of the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 2572, a bill to make dem- 
onstration grants to eligible local edu- 
cational agencies or consortia of eligi- 
ble local educational agencies for the 
purpose of increasing the numbers of 
school nurses in public elementary 
schools and secondary schools. 
S. 2598 
At the request of Ms. WARREN, the 
name of the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. REED) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 2598, a bill to require the Secretary 
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of the Treasury to mint coins in rec- 
ognition of the 60th anniversary of the 
Naismith Memorial Basketball Hall of 
Fame. 
S. 2645 
At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the 
names of the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. CARPER), the Senator from Rhode 
Island (Mr. REED), the Senator from 
Michigan (Ms. STABENOW) and the Sen- 
ator from Colorado (Mr. BENNET) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 2645, a bill to 
impose sanctions with respect to for- 
eign persons responsible for gross vio- 
lations of internationally recognized 
human rights against lesbian, gay, bi- 
sexual, and transgender individuals, 
and for other purposes. 
S. 2697 
At the request of Mrs. MURRAY, the 
name of the Senator from New Mexico 
(Mr. HEINRICH) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 2697, a bill to amend the Fair 
Labor Standards Act of 1938 and the 
Portal-to-Portal Act of 1947 to prevent 
wage theft and assist in the recovery of 
stolen wages, to authorize the Sec- 
retary of Labor to administer grants to 
prevent wage and hour violations, and 
for other purposes. 
S. 2711 
At the request of Mr. MCCAIN, the 
name of the Senator from South Caro- 
lina (Mr. SCOTT) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 2711, a bill to expand oppor- 
tunity for Native American children 
through additional options in edu- 
cation, and for other purposes. 
S. 2763 
At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the 
name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 2763, a bill to provide the 
victims of Holocaust-era persecution 
and their heirs a fair opportunity to re- 
cover works of art confiscated or mis- 
appropriated by the Nazis. 
S. 2803 
At the request of Mr. SASSE, the 
name of the Senator from Louisiana 
(Mr. VITTER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2803, a bill to require the Sec- 
retary of Health and Human Services 
to deposit certain funds into the gen- 
eral fund of the Treasury in accordance 
with provisions of Federal law with re- 
gard to the Patient Protection and Af- 
fordable Care Act’s Transitional Rein- 
surance Program. 
S. 2869 
At the request of Mr. BURR, the name 
of the Senator from Connecticut (Mr. 
MURPHY) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2869, a bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to improve college 
savings under section 529 programs, 
and for other purposes. 
S. 2873 
At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 
name of the Senator from Texas (Mr. 
CORNYN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2873, a bill to require studies and re- 
ports examining the use of, and oppor- 
tunities to use, technology-enabled col- 
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laborative learning and capacity build- 
ing models to improve programs of the 
Department of Health and Human 
Services, and for other purposes. 
S. 2932 
At the request of Mr. CASSIDY, the 
name of the Senator from Missouri 
(Mr. BLUNT) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2932, a bill to amend the Con- 
trolled Substances Act with respect to 
the provision of emergency medical 
services. 
S. 3065 
At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the 
names of the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. Coons), the Senator from Con- 
necticut (Mr. MURPHY) and the Senator 
from Missouri (Mr. BLUNT) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 3065, a bill to amend 
parts B and E of title IV of the Social 
Security Act to invest in funding pre- 
vention and family services to help 
keep children safe and supported at 
home, to ensure that children in foster 
care are placed in the least restrictive, 
most family-like, and appropriate set- 
tings, and for other purposes. 
S. 3076 
At the request of Mr. COTTON, the 
name of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. BLUMENTHAL) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 3076, a bill to amend title 
38, United States Code, to authorize 
the Secretary of Veterans Affairs to 
furnish caskets and urns for burial in 
cemeteries of States and tribal organi- 
zations of veterans without next of kin 
or sufficient resources to provide for 
caskets or urns, and for other purposes. 
S. 3127 
At the request of Mr. HEINRICH, the 
name of the Senator from Hawaii (Mr. 
SCHATZ) was added as a cosponsor of 8. 
3127, a bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to enhance protections of 
Native American cultural objects, and 
for other purposes. 
S. 3130 
At the request of Mr. MARKEY, the 
name of the Senator from Louisiana 
(Mr. CASSIDY) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 3130, a bill to amend title XVIII of 
the Social Security Act to provide for 
a permanent Independence at Home 
medical practice program under the 
Medicare program. 
S. 3132 
At the request of Mrs. FISCHER, the 
names of the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
ROBERTS) and the Senator from Arkan- 
sas (Mr. BOOZMAN) were added as co- 
sponsors of S. 3132, a bill to direct the 
Secretary of Veterans Affairs to carry 
out a pilot program to provide service 
dogs to certain veterans with severe 
post-traumatic stress disorder. 
S. 3155 
At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 
name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 3155, a bill to amend chap- 
ter 97 of title 28, United States Code, to 
clarify the exception to foreign sov- 
ereign immunity set forth in section 
1605(a)(3) of such title. 
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S. 3164 
At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the 
names of the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND) and the Senator 
from Minnesota (Ms. KLOBUCHAR) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 3164, a bill to 
provide protection for survivors of do- 
mestic violence or sexual assault under 
the Fair Housing Act. 
S. 3198 
At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 
names of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. MURPHY) and the Senator from 
West Virginia (Mr. MANCHIN) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 3198, a bill to 
amend title 38, United States Code, to 
improve the provision of adult day 
health care services for veterans. 
S. 3210 
At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the 
name of the Senator from Georgia (Mr. 
PERDUE) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
3210, a bill to identify and combat cor- 
ruption in countries, to establish a 
tiered system of countries with respect 
to levels of corruption by their govern- 
ments and their efforts to combat such 
corruption, and to assess United States 
assistance to designated countries in 
order to advance anti-corruption ef- 
forts in those countries and better 
serve United States taxpayers. 
S. 3244 
At the request of Mr. ROBERTS, the 
name of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire (Ms. AYOTTE) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 3244, a bill to amend title 
XXVII of the Public Health Service Act 
to clarify the treatment of pediatric 
dental coverage in the individual and 
group markets outside of Exchanges es- 
tablished under the Patient Protection 
and Affordable Care Act, and for other 
purposes. 
S. 3279 
At the request of Ms. KLOBUCHAR, the 
name of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania (Mr. CASEY) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 3279, a bill to realign 
structures and reallocate resources in 
the Federal Government in keeping 
with the core belief that families are 
the best protection for children and the 
bedrock of any society to bolster 
United States diplomacy targeted at 
ensuring that every child can grow up 
in a permanent, safe, nurturing, and 
loving family, and to ensure that inter- 
country adoption to the United States 
becomes a viable and fully developed 
option for providing families for chil- 
dren in need, and for other purposes. 
S. 3285 
At the request of Mr. RUBIO, the 
names of the Senator from Missouri 
(Mr. BLUNT), the Senator from Indiana 
(Mr. COATS) and the Senator from Alas- 
ka (Ms. MURKOWSKI) were added as co- 
sponsors of S. 3285, a bill to prohibit 
the President from using funds appro- 
priated under section 1304 of title 31, 
United States Code, to make payments 
to Iran, to impose sanctions with re- 
spect to Iranian persons that hold or 
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detain United States citizens, and for 
other purposes. 
S. 3296 
At the request of Mr. MCCAIN, the 
name of the Senator from Oklahoma 
(Mr. INHOFE) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 3296, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to provide an ex- 
emption to the individual mandate to 
maintain health coverage for individ- 
uals residing in counties with fewer 
than 2 health insurance issuers offering 
plans on an Exchange. 
S. 3297 
At the request of Mr. COTTON, the 
names of the Senator from Georgia 
(Mr. PERDUE), the Senator from North 
Carolina (Mr. TILLIS), the Senator from 
Colorado (Mr. GARDNER) and the Sen- 
ator from Oklahoma (Mr. INHOFE) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 3297, a bill to 
amend the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 to provide an exemption to the in- 
dividual mandate to maintain health 
coverage for certain individuals whose 
premium has increased by more than 10 
percent, and for other purposes. 
S. 3298 
At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the 
name of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire (Ms. AYOTTE) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 3298, a bill to amend the 
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act 
to require the label of any drug con- 
taining an opiate to prominently state 
that addiction is possible. 
S. CON. RES. 4 
At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, the 
name of the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mrs. FISCHER) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. Con. Res. 4, a concurrent reso- 
lution supporting the Local Radio 
Freedom Act. 
S. RES. 199 
At the request of Mr. NELSON, the 
names of the Senator from Missouri 
(Mr. BLUNT) and the Senator from 
North Carolina (Mr. BURR) were added 
as cosponsors of S. Res. 199, a resolu- 
tion expressing the sense of the Senate 
regarding establishing a National Stra- 
tegic Agenda. 
AMENDMENT NO. 4985 
At the request of Ms. KLOBUCHAR, the 
names of the Senator from Michigan 
(Mr. PETERS) and the Senator from 
Minnesota (Mr. FRANKEN) were added 
as cosponsors of amendment No. 4985 
intended to be proposed to S. 2848, a 
bill to provide for the conservation and 
development of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses. 
AMENDMENT NO. 4988 
At the request of Mr. HOEVEN, the 
name of the Senator from North Da- 
kota (Ms. HEITKAMP) was added as a co- 
sponsor of amendment No. 4988 in- 
tended to be proposed to S. 2848, a bill 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
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sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses. 
AMENDMENT NO. 4992 

At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the 

names of the Senator from Washington 


(Mrs. MURRAY), the Senator from 
Washington (Ms. CANTWELL) and the 
Senator from Connecticut (Mr. 


BLUMENTHAL) were added as cosponsors 
of amendment No. 4992 intended to be 
proposed to S. 2848, a bill to provide for 
the conservation and development of 
water and related resources, to author- 
ize the Secretary of the Army to con- 
struct various projects for improve- 
ments to rivers and harbors of the 
United States, and for other purposes. 
AMENDMENT NO. 4998 

At the request of Mr. KIRK, the name 
of the Senator from Michigan (Mr. 
PETERS) was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 4998 intended to be pro- 
posed to S. 2848, a bill to provide for 
the conservation and development of 
water and related resources, to author- 
ize the Secretary of the Army to con- 
struct various projects for improve- 
ments to rivers and harbors of the 
United States, and for other purposes. 


EE 


SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 


SENATE RESOLUTION  551—HON- 
ORING THE MAINE-ENDWELL 
LITTLE LEAGUE TEAM OF 


ENDWELL, NEW YORK, FOR THE 
VICTORY OF THE TEAM IN THE 
2016 LITTLE LEAGUE WORLD SE- 
RIES 


Mr. SCHUMER (for himself and Mrs. 
GILLIBRAND) submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary: 

S. RES. 551 


Whereas on Saturday, August 27, 2016, the 
Maine-Endwell Little League Team won the 
United States championship at the Little 
League Baseball World Series, defeating a 
talented and energetic team from Good- 
lettsville, Tennessee, by 4 to 2; 

Whereas on Sunday, August 28, 2016, the 
Maine-Endwell Little League Team com- 
peted against the East Seoul Little League 
Team of South Korea in the 70th Little 
League Baseball World Series championship 
and won 2 to 1, rounding out an amazing 
undefeated season in which the team won 24 
games and lost none; 

Whereas the Maine-Endwell Little League 
Team is the first United States team to win 
the Little League Baseball World Series title 
since 2011 and the first team from the State 
of New York to win the championship since 
1964; 

Whereas the Maine-Endwell Little League 
Team showed humility and grace both on 
and off the diamond, earning the 2016 Jack 
Losch Little League Baseball World Series 
Team Sportsmanship Award, and was the 
first team ever to win the World Series title 
and the sportsmanship award in the same 
year; 
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Whereas the Maine-Endwell Little League 
Team is comprised of Billy Dundon, Jude 
Abbadessa, Brody Raleigh, Michael Mancini, 
Jordan Owens, Conner Rush, Justin Ryan, 
Jack Hopko, James Fellows, Jayden Fanara, 
and Ryan Harlost; 

Whereas the Maine-Endwell Little League 
Team is managed and coached by Scott 
Rush, Joe Mancini, and Joe Hopko, among 
others; and 

Whereas the Maine-Endwell Little League 
Team has brought tremendous excitement, 
pride, and honor to the Southern Tier of New 
York, the State of New York, and the United 
States: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) congratulates and honors the Maine- 
Endwell Little League Team and their fans 
on the victory of the team at the 70th Little 
League Baseball World Series championship; 

(2) recognizes and commends the hard 
work, dedication, determination, and com- 
mitment to excellence of the members, par- 
ents, families, coaches, and managers of the 
Maine-Endwell Little League Team; and 

(3) recognizes and commends the people of 
the Town of Union, Broome County, and the 
Southern Tier of New York for their incred- 
ible dedication, loyalty, and support for the 
Maine-Endwell Little League Team through- 
out the season. 


EE 


SENATE RESOLUTION  552—COM- 
MEMORATING THE FIFTEENTH 
ANNIVERSARY OF NATO’S INVO- 
CATION OF ARTICLE V TO DE- 
FEND THE UNITED STATES FOL- 
LOWING THE TERRORIST AT- 
TACKS OF SEPTEMBER 11, 2001 


Mr. COONS (for himself, Mr. CARDIN, 
Mrs. SHAHEEN, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. MUR- 
PHY, Mr. KAINE, and Mr. MENENDEZ) 
submitted the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations: 

S. RES. 552 


Whereas the North Atlantic Treaty Organi- 
zation (NATO), the world’s most effective, 
strongest international political-military al- 
liance, was established in 1949 by the North 
Atlantic Treaty; 

Whereas the principle of collective defense, 
whereby NATO member states agree to mu- 
tual defense in response to an attack by an 
external party, is at the very heart of 
NATO’s founding treaty; 

Whereas NATO’s commitment to collective 
defense is enshrined in Article V of the 
North Atlantic Treaty, which states that 
“an armed attack against one’? NATO mem- 
ber ‘‘shall be considered an attack against 
them all’’; 

Whereas, on September 11, 2001, the United 
States was attacked by the al Qaeda ter- 
rorist network, headed by Osama bin Laden 
and protected by the Taliban regime in Af- 
ghanistan; 

Whereas, on September 12, 2001, less than 
24 hours after the attacks, NATO invoked 
Article V for the first time in history; 

Whereas, in October 2001, NATO launched 
its first ever counterterrorism operation, Op- 
eration Active Endeavor, to support the 
United States and safeguard all allies; 

Whereas, from October 2001 to May 2002, as 
part of Operation Active Endeavor, NATO 
deployed seven NATO Airborne Warning And 
Control System (AWACS) Surveillance air- 
craft to help patrol the skies over the United 
States; 

Whereas 830 crew members from 18 NATO 
countries flew more than 360 sorties to sup- 
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port Operation Eagle Assist to protect the 
United States from further attack; 

Whereas NATO activities under Operation 
Active Endeavor also included NATO ships 
patrolling the Mediterranean and moni- 
toring shipping to help deter, defend, dis- 
rupt, and protect against terrorist activity; 

Whereas, from 2003 until 2014, NATO com- 
manded the International Security Assist- 
ance Force (ISAF) in Afghanistan, tasked 
with conducting security operations 
throughout the country and helping to build 
the Afghan National Defense and Security 
Forces; 

Whereas ISAF was the longest, largest, and 
most challenging combat mission in NATO’s 
history and at its height comprised more 
than 130,000 troops from 51 NATO and part- 
ner countries, including at least 40,000 from 
countries other than the United States; 

Whereas at least 3,519 NATO troops, in- 
cluding 2,383 United States troops and more 
than 1,000 from NATO allies and partners, 
have died fighting in Afghanistan; 

Whereas, in January 2015, in a sign of con- 
tinued solidarity, NATO launched a new mis- 
sion in Afghanistan, Operation Resolute Sup- 
port, to advise and assist Afghan security 
forces; 

Whereas, as of June 2016, approximately 
12,000 NATO personnel were contributing to 
the Resolute Support Mission, 7,000 of whom 
are from the United States; 

Whereas, on July 8 and 9, 2016, Heads of 
State and Government of the 28 NATO allies 
met in Warsaw, Poland to ‘‘ensure that the 
Alliance remains an unparalleled community 
of freedom, peace, security, and shared val- 
ues, including individual liberty, human 
rights, democracy, and the rule of law”; 

Whereas leaders at the Warsaw Summit de- 
cided to— 

(1) strengthen the Alliance’s military pres- 
ence in Eastern Europe with four battalions 
in Poland, Estonia, Latvia, and Lithuania on 
a rotational basis starting in 2017; 

(2) develop a tailored forward presence in 
southeastern Europe; 

(8) strengthen cyber defenses; 

(4) train and build capacity inside Iraq in 
support of the global coalition to defeat the 
so-called Islamic State, including by pro- 
viding a NATO AWACS Surveillance plane 
and to expand maritime presence in the Med- 
iterranean Sea; 

(5) continue contributions to NATO’s Reso- 
lute Support Mission in Afghanistan beyond 
2016 and confirm funding commitments to 
2020; 

(6) welcome Ukraine’s plans for reform and 
endorse a Comprehensive Assistance Pack- 
age for Ukraine; 

(7) welcome the vital progress made in im- 
plementing the Substantial NATO-Georgia 
Package and activating the Joint Training 
and Evaluation Center to strengthen Geor- 
gia’s self-defense and resilience capabilities; 
and 

(8) reiterate support for the territorial in- 
tegrity and sovereignty of both Ukraine and 
Georgia within their internationally recog- 
nized borders; 

Whereas the NATO alliance has served the 
interests of the United States and its trans- 
atlantic allies for more than seven decades; 

Whereas, on April 6, 2016, NATO Secretary 
General Jens Stoltenberg stated, “NATO isa 
powerful tool in which all our nations have 
made great investments. For almost seventy 
years, NATO has brought Europe and North 
America together. Providing security for 
both sides of the Atlantic. I know that I can 
count on the continued leadership of the 
United States. I also know that the mutual 
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interests of Europe and the United States 
are best served by a strong North Atlantic 
Alliance. Because the security of Europe and 
North America is indivisible. And only by 
standing together will we remain safe and se- 
cure.’’; and 

Whereas, on July 9, 2016, following the 
Warsaw Summit, President Barack Obama 
stated, “NATO is as strong, as nimble, and as 
ready as ever. . . Nobody should ever doubt 
the resolve of this Alliance to stay united 
and focused on the future. And just as our 
nations have stood together over the past 
hundred years, I know that we’ll stay united 
and grow even stronger for another hundred 
more.’’: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) commemorates the fifteenth anniver- 
sary of NATO’s invocation of Article V to de- 
fend the United States after the terrorist at- 
tacks of September 11, 2001; 

(2) commends the contributions of our 
NATO allies and partners in our common 
fight against terrorism and in pursuit of 
international security; 

(3) honors those men and women who have 
died for the cause of common defense of the 
North Atlantic Treaty allies; 

(4) recommits the United States to the 
North Atlantic Treaty, especially to com- 
mon defense of Treaty allies, and affirms 
that the United States remains fully pre- 
pared, capable, and willing to honor its com- 
mitments under Article V; 

(5) encourages all NATO allies to continue 
their valuable contributions to the Alliance, 
including by investing at least two percent 
of gross domestic product in national defense 
spending; 

(6) commends the NATO Alliance for deci- 
sions taken at the July 2016 Warsaw Summit 
and the President for investing in the Euro- 
pean Reassurance Initiative to enhance de- 
terrence and project international stability 
beyond NATO; and 

(7) reaffirms the commitment of the 
United States to deterring those who seek to 
destabilize the Euro-Atlantic area, and to 
maintaining an ‘‘Open Door” policy on wel- 
coming new members, and welcomes the Al- 
liance’s invitation to Montenegro. 


Í 
AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 
SA 5008. Mr. DONNELLY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 


amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. McCon- 
NELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. 
BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, to provide for the 
conservation and development of water and 
related resources, to authorize the Secretary 
of the Army to construct various projects for 
improvements to rivers and harbors of the 
United States, and for other purposes; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5009. Mr. INHOFE (for Mr. PERDUE (for 
himself and Mr. ISAKSON)) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. McCon- 
NELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. 
BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, supra; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5010. Mr. INHOFE (for Mr. FLAKE) sub- 
mitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for himself and 
Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5011. Mr. INHOFE (for Mr. FLAKE) sub- 
mitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for himself and 
Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 
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SA 5012. Mr. INHOFE (for Mr. FLAKE) sub- 
mitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for himself and 
Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5013. Mr. INHOFE (for Mr. FLAKE) sub- 
mitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for himself and 
Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5014. Mr. INHOFE (for Mr. FLAKE) sub- 
mitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for himself and 
Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5015. Mr. INHOFE (for Mr. FLAKE) sub- 
mitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for himself and 
Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5016. Mr. INHOFE (for Mr. FLAKE) sub- 
mitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for himself and 
Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5017. Mr. INHOFE (for Mr. FLAKE) sub- 
mitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for himself and 
Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5018. Mr. INHOFE (for Mr. FLAKE) sub- 
mitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for himself and 
Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5019. Mr. SASSE submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 4979 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to the 
bill S. 2848, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5020. Mr. SASSE submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 4979 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to the 
bill S. 2848, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5021. Mr. SASSE submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 4979 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to the 
bill S. 2848, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5022. Mr. SASSE submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 4979 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to the 
bill S. 2848, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5023. Mr. SASSE submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 4979 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to the 
bill S. 2848, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5024. Mr. PAUL submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 4979 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to the 
bill S. 2848, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5025. Mr. PAUL submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 4979 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to the 
bill S. 2848, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 
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SA 5026. Mr. PAUL submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 4979 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to the 
bill S. 2848, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5027. Mr. DAINES submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 4979 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to the 
bill S. 2848, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5028. Mr. GARDNER (for himself, Mr. 
UDALL, Mr. BENNET, Mr. HATCH, Mr. HEIN- 
RICH, and Mr. McCAIN) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 4979 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to the 
bill S. 2848, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5029. Mr. VITTER submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 4979 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to the 
bill S. 2848, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5030. Mr. CASSIDY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 2848, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 5031. Mr. CORNYN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. McCon- 
NELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. 
BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, supra; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5032. Mr. CORNYN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. McCon- 
NELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. 
BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, supra; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5033. Mr. COCHRAN (for himself and 
Mr. WICKER) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 4979 
proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE 
(for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 
2848, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 5034. Mr. COCHRAN (for himself and 
Mr. WICKER) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 4979 
proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE 
(for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 
2848, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 5035. Mr. ISAKSON (for himself and Mr. 
PERDUE) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 4979 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for 
himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5036. Mr. ISAKSON (for himself and Mr. 
PERDUE) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 4979 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for 
himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5037. Mr. McCAIN (for himself, Mr. COR- 
NYN, Mr. COTTON, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. BURR, 
and Mr. GRAHAM) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment SA 
4979 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to the 
bill S. 2848, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5038. Mrs. CAPITO submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. McCon- 
NELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. 
BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, supra; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5039. Mrs. ERNST (for herself and Mr. 
GRASSLEY) submitted an amendment in- 
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tended to be proposed to amendment SA 4979 
proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE 
(for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 
2848, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 5040. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. McCon- 
NELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. 
BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, supra; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5041. Mr. TESTER submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 4979 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to the 
bill S. 2848, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5042. Mr. INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. 
BOXER) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 4979 proposed 
by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5043. Mr. BROWN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 4979 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to the 
bill S. 2848, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5044. Mr. MURPHY (for himself and Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 4979 
proposed by Mr. McCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE 
(for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 
2848, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 5045. Mr. BOOZMAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. McCon- 
NELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. 
BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, supra; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5046. Ms. BALDWIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. McCon- 
NELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. 
BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, supra; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5047. Mr. BOOKER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. McCon- 
NELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. 
BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, supra; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5048. Mr. BOOKER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. McCon- 
NELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. 
BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, supra; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5049. Mr. BOOKER (for himself and Mr. 
MENENDEZ) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 4979 
proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE 
(for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 
2848, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 5050. Mr. BOOKER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. McCCoNn- 
NELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. 
BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, supra; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5051. Mr. BOOKER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. McCon- 
NELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. 
BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, supra; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5052. Mr. CARDIN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 4979 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to the 
bill S. 2848, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 
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SA 5053. Mr. REID (for Mr. SANDERS) sub- 
mitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for himself and 
Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5054. Mr. REID (for Mr. SANDERS) sub- 
mitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for himself and 
Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5055. Mr. REID submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 4979 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to the 
bill S. 2848, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5056. Ms. BALDWIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. McCon- 
NELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. 
BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, supra; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5057. Ms. CANTWELL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. McCon- 
NELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. 
BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, supra; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5058. Mr. WYDEN (for himself and Mr. 
MERKLEY) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 4979 
proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE 
(for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 
2848, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 5059. Mr. SASSE (for himself, Mr. COT- 
TON, and Mr. McCAIN) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 2848, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5060. Mr. MURPHY (for himself and Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 4979 
proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE 
(for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 
2848, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 


EEE 
TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 


SA 5008. Mr. DONNELLY submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

On page 233, strike lines 18 through 17 and 
insert the following: 

“*(1) $500,000,000 for fiscal year 2017; 

““(2) $600,000,000 for fiscal year 2018; 

“*(3) $700,000,000 for fiscal year 2019; 

“*(4) $800,000,000 for fiscal year 2020; and 

(5) $1,000,000,000 for fiscal year 2021. 


SA 5009. Mr. INHOFE (for Mr. 
PERDUE (for himself and Mr. ISAKSON)) 
submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 4979 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to 
the bill S. 2848, to provide for the con- 
servation and development of water 
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and related resources, to authorize the 
Secretary of the Army to construct 
various projects for improvements to 
rivers and harbors of the United 
States, and for other purposes; which 
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol- 
lows: 

At the end of title VIII, add the following: 
SEC. 8 __ . WETLAND DELINEATIONS. 

Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, the Secretary may not reevaluate or re- 
vise any jurisdictional determination for 
wetland delineations for the Atlantic and 
Gulf Coast region that was valid as of Janu- 
ary 1, 2008, or that has an effective approval 
date of January 1, 2008, through December 31, 
2014. 


SA 5010. Mr. INHOFE (for Mr. FLAKE) 
submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 4979 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to 
the bill S. 2848, to provide for the con- 
servation and development of water 
and related resources, to authorize the 
Secretary of the Army to construct 
various projects for improvements to 
rivers and harbors of the United 
States, and for other purposes; which 
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol- 
lows: 

Beginning on page 270, strike line 18 and 
all that follows through page 272, line 2, and 
insert the following: 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 8 of the Water Desalination Act of 
1996 (42 U.S.C. 10301 note; Public Law 104-298) 
is amended— 

(1) in the first sentence of subsection (a)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘$5,000,000’’ and inserting 
‘$8,000,000’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘2013” and inserting ‘‘2021’’; 
and 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘for each 
of fiscal years 2012 through 2013” and insert- 
ing ‘“‘for each of fiscal years 2017 through 
2021”. 

(c) CONSULTATION.—Section 9 of the Water 
Desalination Act of 1996 (42 U.S.C. 10301 note; 
Public Law 


SA 5011. Mr. INHOFE (for Mr. FLAKE) 
submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 4979 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to 
the bill S. 2848, to provide for the con- 
servation and development of water 
and related resources, to authorize the 
Secretary of the Army to construct 
various projects for improvements to 
rivers and harbors of the United 
States, and for other purposes; which 
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol- 
lows: 

In section 7307(a), strike ‘‘Administrator, 
in conjunction with the Secretary of the In- 
terior,” and insert ‘‘Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, in conjunction with”. 


SA 5012. Mr. INHOFE (for Mr. FLAKE) 
submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 4979 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to 
the bill S. 2848, to provide for the con- 
servation and development of water 
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and related resources, to authorize the 
Secretary of the Army to construct 
various projects for improvements to 
rivers and harbors of the United 
States, and for other purposes; which 
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol- 
lows: 

At the end of section 5001, add the fol- 
lowing: 

(i) PROJECT DEAUTHORIZATIONS.—Section 
1001(b)(2) of the Water Resources Develop- 
ment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 579a(b)(2)) is 
amended— 

(1) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘every 
year after the transmittal of the list under 
paragraph (1)’’ and inserting ‘‘not later than 
October 1 of each fiscal year’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: ‘‘If 
the Secretary fails to submit to Congress the 
list of projects by October 1 of any fiscal 
year, no Federal funds made available to the 
Secretary for the fiscal year shall be ex- 
pended for nonessential travel expenses of 
employees of the Corps of Engineers, as de- 
termined by the Secretary, until the date on 
which the list is submitted to Congress in ac- 
cordance with this paragraph.”’. 


SA 5013. Mr. INHOFE (for Mr. FLAKE) 
submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 4979 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to 
the bill S. 2848, to provide for the con- 
servation and development of water 
and related resources, to authorize the 
Secretary of the Army to construct 
various projects for improvements to 
rivers and harbors of the United 
States, and for other purposes; which 
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol- 
lows: 

Strike section 2011 (relating to harbor 
deepening). 


SA 5014. Mr. INHOFE (for Mr. FLAKE) 
submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 4979 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to 
the bill S. 2848, to provide for the con- 
servation and development of water 
and related resources, to authorize the 
Secretary of the Army to construct 
various projects for improvements to 
rivers and harbors of the United 
States, and for other purposes; which 
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol- 
lows: 

At the end, add the following: 

TITLE IX—LOW PRIORITY STUDIES AND 

CONSTRUCTION FUNDING 


SEC. 9001. LOW PRIORITY STUDIES AND CON- 
STRUCTION FUNDING. 

Notwithstanding any other provision of 
this Act, in accordance with the budget of 
the President for fiscal year 2017, the Sec- 
retary may use for low priority studies and 
construction of Corps of Engineers projects 
during fiscal year 2017 an amount not more 
than $1,175,000,000. 


SA 5015. Mr. INHOFE (for Mr. FLAKE) 
submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 4979 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to 
the bill S. 2848, to provide for the con- 
servation and development of water 
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and related resources, to authorize the 
Secretary of the Army to construct 
various projects for improvements to 
rivers and harbors of the United 
States, and for other purposes; which 
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol- 
lows: 

At the end of title VI, add the following: 
SEC. 60 . CONSTRUCTION OF NEW WATER RE- 

SOURCES PROJECTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 7001 of the Water 
Resources Reform and Development Act of 
2014 (33 U.S.C. 2282d) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsection (f) as sub- 
section (g); and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (e) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘“(f) RECOMMENDATIONS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—As part of the report 
under subsection (a), the Secretary shall in- 
clude a list of projects based on the satisfac- 
tion of the criteria under paragraph (2). 

‘“(2) CRITERIA.—A project under this sub- 
section shall be a project for which— 

“(A) a feasibility study or major decision 
document has been prepared— 

“(i) after the date of enactment of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 2016; 
and 

“(ii) prior to the date on which the report 
under subsection (a) is submitted to Con- 
gress; and 

‘(B) a report of the Chief of Engineers has 
been completed prior to the date on which 
the report under subsection (a) is submitted 
to Congress that determines that the 
project— 

“(i) is in the national interest; 

“(ii) results in a benefit to cost ratio of not 
less than 2 to 1, exclusive of any environ- 
mental restoration activities; 

“(iii) complies with applicable Federal en- 
vironmental law (including regulations); and 

““(iv) is technically feasible. 

“(3) CERTAIN PROJECTS.—The list under 
paragraph (1) shall also include a list of 
projects that, in the aggregate, have a cost 
of greater than twice the average amount of 
funds appropriated for construction for the 
Corps of Engineers for the previous 3 fiscal 
years.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Subsection 
(a)(2)(A) of section 204 of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 
2232) (as amended by section 1020(38)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘section 7001(f)’’ and in- 
serting ‘‘section 7001(g)’’. 


SA 5016. Mr. INHOFE (for Mr. FLAKE) 
submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 4979 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to 
the bill S. 2848, to provide for the con- 
servation and development of water 
and related resources, to authorize the 
Secretary of the Army to construct 
various projects for improvements to 
rivers and harbors of the United 
States, and for other purposes; which 
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol- 
lows: 

At the end of title VI, add the following: 
SEC. 60 . CONSTRUCTION OF NEW WATER RE- 

SOURCES PROJECTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law and subject to sub- 
sections (b) and (c), once every 2-year con- 
gressional period, the Secretary may submit 
to the Committee on Environment and Pub- 
lic Works of the Senate and the Committee 
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on Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives a report that iden- 
tifies not more than 9 new water resources 
project that the Secretary recommends for 
construction. 

(b) CRITERIA.—The Secretary shall only 
recommend a project in the report under 
subsection (a) if— 

(1) a feasibility study or major decision 
document has been prepared for the project— 

(A) after the date of enactment of this Act; 
and 

(B) prior to the date on which the report 
under subsection (a) is submitted to Con- 
gress; and 

(2) a report of the Chief of Engineers has 
been completed for the project prior to the 
date on which the report under subsection 
(a) is submitted to Congress that determines 
that the project— 

(A) is in the national interest; 

(B) results in a benefit to cost ratio of not 
less than 2 to 1, exclusive of any environ- 
mental restoration activities; 

(C) complies with applicable Federal envi- 
ronmental law (including regulations); and 

(D) is technically feasible. 

(c) LIMITATIONS.—The Secretary shall not 
include in the report under subsection (a)— 

(1) more than 2 new construction projects 
that are located in any 1 division of the 
Corps of Engineers; 

(2) any project that is the result of 2 or 
more combined construction projects; or 

(8) any project for which a feasibility study 
or major decision document was completed 
more than 10 years prior to date on which 
the report under subsection (a) is submitted. 

(d) CONTENTS OF REPORT.—The report 
under subsection (a) shall— 

(1) for each project, explain the method- 
ology used by the Secretary to determine 
that the project meets the criteria under 
subsection (b); and 

(2) for each division of the Corps of Engi- 
neers, explain the methodology and criteria 
used by the Secretary in selecting the 1 or 
more projects from that division for inclu- 
sion in the report over other projects in the 
division that meet the criteria under sub- 
section (b). 

(e) PUBLIC PARTICIPATION.—The report 
under subsection (a) shall be made available 
to the public, including on the Internet. 

(£) ADMINISTRATION.—The Secretary shall 
not be authorized to carry out any project 
included in the report under subsection (a) 
unless the project is explicitly authorized by 
an Act of Congress during the 2-year period 
described in subsection (a). 

(g) EXEMPTIONS.—This section shall not 
apply to any water resources construction 
project that is authorized under a provision 
designated as an emergency requirement 
pursuant to 251(b)(2)(A) of the Balanced 
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act 
of 1985 (2 U.S.C. 901(b)(2)(A)). 


SA 5017. Mr. INHOFE (for Mr. FLAKE) 
submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 4979 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to 
the bill S. 2848, to provide for the con- 
servation and development of water 
and related resources, to authorize the 
Secretary of the Army to construct 
various projects for improvements to 
rivers and harbors of the United 
States, and for other purposes; which 
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol- 
lows: 

At the end of section 5001, add the fol- 
lowing: 
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(i) PROJECT DEAUTHORIZATIONS.—Section 
1001(b)(2) of the Water Resources Develop- 
ment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 579a(b)(2)) is 
amended, in the first sentence— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘(including environmental 
infrastructure projects)’ after ‘‘list of 
projects”; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘such list” and inserting 
“the list, or, in the case of environmental in- 
frastructure projects, during the 3 full fiscal 
years preceding the transmittal of the list’’. 


SA 5018. Mr. INHOFE (for Mr. FLAKE) 
submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 4979 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to 
the bill S. 2848, to provide for the con- 
servation and development of water 
and related resources, to authorize the 
Secretary of the Army to construct 
various projects for improvements to 
rivers and harbors of the United 
States, and for other purposes; which 
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol- 
lows: 

At the end of title IV, add the following: 


SEC. 4 __ __. PROHIBITION ON USE OF FEDERAL 
FUNDS FOR BEACH NOURISHMENT 
ACTIVITIES. 

Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, the Secretary or the Administrator of 
the Environmental Protection Agency shall 
not use Federal funds for the conduct of 
beach nourishment activities (other than for 
the conduct of beach nourishment activities 
in areas with a high risk of flooding in which 
the Secretary or the Administrator of the 
Environmental Protection Agency deter- 
mines beach nourishment activities to be 
necessary). 


SA 5019. Mr. SASSE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

On page 207, strike lines 1 through 10 and 
insert the following: 

“(4) COST SHARING.—The non-Federal share 
of the total cost of a project funded by a 
grant under this subsection shall be not less 
than 20 percent. 


SA 5020. Mr. SASSE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

On page 202, strike lines 7 through 14 and 
insert the following: 

“(h) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There 
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SA 5021. Mr. SASSE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of title VIII, add the following: 
SEC. 80 . PROTECTION OF CONGRESSIONAL 

OVERSIGHT. 

Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, the Secretary or the Administrator of 
the Environmental Protection Agency may 
not enter into an agreement related to re- 
solving a dispute or claim with an individual 
that would restrict in any way the individual 
from speaking to members of Congress or 
their staff on any topic not otherwise prohib- 
ited from disclosure by Federal law. 


SA 5022. Mr. SASSE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

Strike section 1009 and insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. 1009. PROJECT COMPLETION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—For any project author- 
ized under section 219 of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1992 (Public Law 102-580; 
106 Stat. 4835), the authorization of appro- 
priations is increased by the amount, includ- 
ing in increments, necessary to allow com- 
pletion of the project if— 

(1) as of the date of enactment of this Act, 
the project has received more than $4,000,000 
in Federal appropriations and those appro- 
priations equal an amount that is greater 
than 80 percent of the authorized amount; 

(2) significant progress has been dem- 
onstrated toward completion of the project 
or segments of the project but the project is 
not complete as of the date of enactment of 
this Act; and 

(8) the benefits of the Federal investment 
will not be realized without an increase in 
the authorization of appropriations to allow 
completion of the project. 

(b) GAO REVIEW AND REPORT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp- 
troller General of the United States shall 
conduct a review, and submit to Congress a 
report describing the results of the review, 
on the implementation and effectiveness of 
the projects carried out under section 219 of 
the Water Resources Development Act of 
1992 (Public Law 102-580; 106 Stat. 4835). 

(2) FOCUS OF REVIEW.—The review under 
paragraph (1) shall focus on the extent to 
which the projects described in that para- 
graph— 

(A) fall within the mission of the Corps of 
Engineers; 

(B) have been determined to meet an im- 
portant national priority; and 
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(C) have experienced cost overruns and the 
reasons for any cost overruns. 


SA 5023. Mr. SASSE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

Strike section 1007 (relating to a challenge 
cost-sharing program for management of 
recreation facilities). 


SA 5024. Mr. PAUL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of title I, add the following: 

SEC. 10___. MODIFICATION OF CORPS OF ENGI- 


NEERS CRITERIA TO DREDGE SMALL 
PORTS. 

(a) MINIMUM TONNAGE REQUIREMENT.—Not- 
withstanding any other provision of law (in- 
cluding regulations), effective beginning on 
the date of enactment of this Act, the ton- 
nage requirement with respect to the consid- 
eration of dredging of small ports by the 
Corps of Engineers shall be a minimum of 
500,000 tons, as calculated in accordance with 
subsection (b). 

(b) CALCULATION.—For purposes of sub- 
section (a) and any other activity of the 
Corps of Engineers carried out on or after 
the date of enactment of this Act, tonnage 
shall be calculated by each relevant port au- 
thority and submitted to the Corps of Engi- 
neers. 


SA 5025. Mr. PAUL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of title I, add the following: 

SEC. 1 __ . SURPLUS WATER STORAGE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall not 
charge a fee for surplus water under a con- 
tract entered into pursuant to section 6 of 
the Act of December 22, 1944 (83 U.S.C. 708) 
(commonly known as the “Flood Control Act 
of 1944”) or the Water Supply Act of 1958 (43 
U.S.C. 390b) if the contract is for surplus 
water stored in the Lake Cumberland Water- 
shed, Kentucky and Tennessee. 

(b) OFFSET.— 
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(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 
of any amounts made available to the Sec- 
retary by title I of division D of the Consoli- 
dated Appropriations Act, 2016 (Public Law 
114-118; 129 Stat. 2397) to carry out activities 
under the heading ‘‘OPERATION AND MAINTE- 
NANCE” under the heading ‘‘CORPS OF ENGI- 
NEERS—CIVIL’’ that remain unobligated as of 
the date of enactment of this Act, $5,000,000 
is rescinded. 

(2) RESTRICTION.—No amounts that have 
been designated by Congress as being for 
emergency requirements pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985 (2 
U.S.C. 901(b)(2)(A)(i)) shall be rescinded 
under paragraph (1). 

(c) TERMINATION.—The limitation under 
subsection (a) shall expire on the date that is 
10 years after the date of enactment of this 
Act. 

(d) APPLICABILITY.—Nothing in this sec- 
tion— 

(1) affects the authority of the Secretary 
under section 2695 of title 10, United States 
Code, to accept funds or to cover the admin- 
istrative expenses relating to certain real 
property transactions; 

(2) affects the application of section 6 of 
the Act of December 22, 1944 (33 U.S.C. 708) 
(commonly known as the ‘‘Flood Control Act 
of 1944’’) or the Water Supply Act of 1958 (43 
U.S.C. 390b) to surplus water stored outside 
of the Lake Cumberland Watershed, Ken- 
tucky and Tennessee; or 

(3) affects the authority of the Secretary 
to accept funds under section 216(c) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1996 (33 
U.S.C. 2321a). 


SA 5026. Mr. PAUL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of title I, add the following: 

SEC. 1__ . SURPLUS WATER STORAGE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall not 
charge a fee for surplus water under a con- 
tract entered into pursuant to section 6 of 
the Act of December 22, 1944 (33 U.S.C. 708) 
(commonly known as the ‘‘Flood Control Act 
of 1944”) if the contract is for surplus water 
stored in the Lake Cumberland Watershed, 
Kentucky and Tennessee. 

(b) OFFSET.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 
of any amounts made available to the Sec- 
retary by title I of division D of the Consoli- 
dated Appropriations Act, 2016 (Public Law 
114-118; 129 Stat. 2397) to carry out activities 
under the heading ‘‘OPERATION AND MAINTE- 
NANCE” under the heading ‘‘CORPS OF ENGI- 
NEERS—CIVIL’’ that remain unobligated as of 
the date of enactment of this Act, $5,000,000 
is rescinded. 

(2) RESTRICTION.—No amounts that have 
been designated by Congress as being for 
emergency requirements pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985 (2 
U.S.C. 901(b)(2)(A)(i)) shall be rescinded 
under paragraph (1). 

(c) TERMINATION.—The limitation under 
subsection (a) shall expire on the date that is 
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10 years after the date of enactment of this 
Act. 

(d) APPLICABILITY.—Nothing in this sec- 
tion— 

(1) affects the authority of the Secretary 
under section 2695 of title 10, United States 
Code, to accept funds or to cover the admin- 
istrative expenses relating to certain real 
property transactions; or 

(2) affects the application of section 6 of 
the Act of December 22, 1944 (33 U.S.C. 708) 
(commonly known as the ‘‘Flood Control Act 
of 1944’’) to surplus water stored outside of 
the Lake Cumberland Watershed, Kentucky 
and Tennessee. 


SA 5027. Mr. DAINES submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of title I, add the following: 

SEC. 10 . ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF EN- 
ERGY EXPORT FACILITIES. 

To the extent that the National Environ- 
mental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4821 et 
seq.) applies to the issuance of a permit for 
the construction, operation, or maintenance 
of a facility for the export of bulk commod- 
ities (including any permit denied by the 
Corps of Engineers in a letter dated May 9, 
2016), the permit shall not be considered de- 
nied until each applicable Federal agency 
has completed all reviews required for the fa- 
cility under that Act. 


SA 5028. Mr. GARDNER (for himself, 
Mr. UDALL, Mr. BENNET, Mr. HATCH, 
Mr. HEINRICH, and Mr. MCCAIN) sub- 
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed to amendment SA 4979 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to 
the bill S. 2848, to provide for the con- 
servation and development of water 
and related resources, to authorize the 
Secretary of the Army to construct 
various projects for improvements to 
rivers and harbors of the United 
States, and for other purposes; which 
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol- 
lows: 

At the end of title VIII, add the following: 
SEC. 8 . GOLD KING MINE SPILL RECOV- 

ERY. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘‘Adminis- 
trator” means the Administrator of the En- 
vironmental Protection Agency. 

(2) CLAIMANT.—The term “claimant” 
means a State, Indian tribe, or any person 
who submits a claim under subsection (c). 

(3) GOLD KING MINE SPILL.—The term “Gold 
King Mine spill” means the discharge on Au- 
gust 5, 2015, of approximately 3,000,000 gal- 
lons of contaminated water from the Gold 
King Mine north of Silverton, Colorado, into 
Cement Creek that occurred while contrac- 
tors of the Environmental Protection Agen- 
cy were conducting an investigation of the 
Gold King Mine. 

(4) NATIONAL CONTINGENCY PLAN.—The term 
“National Contingency Plan” means the Na- 
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tional Contingency Plan prepared and pub- 
lished under section 311(d) of the Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 
1821(d)), as revised pursuant to section 105 of 
the Comprehensive Environmental Response, 
Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 (42 
U.S.C. 9605). 

(5) RESPONSE.—The term ‘‘response’’ has 
the meaning given the term in section 101 of 
the Comprehensive Environmental Response, 
Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 (42 
U.S.C. 9601). 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that— 

(1) the Environmental Protection Agency 
should be considered liable for all injuries 
arising out of, or relating to, the Gold King 
Mine spill; 

(2) any injured person, including any State 
or Indian tribe, may bring a claim under 
chapter 171 of title 28, United States Code 
(commonly known as the ‘Federal Tort 
Claims Act’’) for any injury arising out of, or 
relating to, the Gold King Mine spill; and 

(8) the Administrator should receive, proc- 
ess, and facilitate payment of claims for in- 
juries arising out of, or relating to, the Gold 
King Mine spill pursuant to that chapter of 
that title. 

(c) GOLD KING MINE SPILL CLAIMS PURSU- 
ANT TO THE COMPREHENSIVE ENVIRONMENTAL 
RESPONSE, COMPENSATION, AND LIABILITY 
ACT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall, 
consistent with the National Contingency 
Plan, receive and process under the Com- 
prehensive Environmental Response, Com- 
pensation, and Liability Act of 1980 (42 
U.S.C. 9601 et seq.), and pay from appropria- 
tions made available to the Administrator to 
carry out that Act, any claim for response 
costs arising out of, or related to, the Gold 
King Mine spill. 

(2) ELIGIBLE COSTS.—Response costs— 

(A) are eligible for payment by the Admin- 
istrator under this subsection without re- 
gard to the date on which the response costs 
are incurred; and 

(B) include any response cost incurred by a 
claimant that is not inconsistent with the 
National Contingency Plan. 

(3) PRESUMPTION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 
consider response costs claimed under para- 
graph (1) to be eligible costs, unless the Ad- 
ministrator presents substantial evidence 
that the response costs are inconsistent with 
the National Contingency Plan. 

(B) APPLICABLE STANDARD.—The Adminis- 
trator shall make a determination regarding 
whether a response cost is not inconsistent 
with the National Contingency Plan based 
on the same standard that the United States 
applies in seeking recovery of the response 
costs of the United States from responsible 
parties under section 107 of the Comprehen- 
sive Environmental Response, Compensa- 
tion, and Liability Act of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 
9607). 

(4) TIMING.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator shall make a decision on, and 
pay, any response costs submitted to the Ad- 
ministrator before that date of enactment. 

(B) SUBSEQUENTLY FILED COSTS.—Not later 
than 90 days after the date on which a re- 
sponse cost is submitted to the Adminis- 
trator, the Administrator shall make a deci- 
sion on, and pay, any response costs. 

(C) NOTIFICATION.—Not later than 30 days 
after the date on which the Administrator 
makes a decision under subparagraph (A) or 
(B), the Administrator shall notify the 
claimant of the decision. 
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(d) WATER QUALITY PROGRAM.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—In response to the Gold 
King Mine spill, the Administrator, in con- 
junction with affected States, Indian tribes, 
and local governments, shall develop and im- 
plement a program for long-term water qual- 
ity monitoring of rivers contaminated by the 
Gold King Mine spill. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—In carrying out the 
program described in paragraph (1), the Ad- 
ministrator, in conjunction with affected 
States, Indian tribes, and local governments, 
shall— 

(A) collect water quality samples and sedi- 
ment data; 

(B) provide the public with a means of 
viewing the samples and data referred to in 
subparagraph (A) by, at a minimum, posting 
the information on the website of the Ad- 
ministrator; 

(C) take any other relevant measure nec- 
essary to assist affected States, Indian 
tribes, and local governments with long-term 
water monitoring; and 

(D) carry out additional program activi- 
ties, as determined by the Administrator. 

(3) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Administrator such sums as may be nec- 
essary to reimburse affected States, Indian 
tribes, and local governments for the costs of 
long-term water quality monitoring of any 
river contaminated by the Administrator. 


SA 5029. Mr. VITTER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 
SEC. 


PRELIMINARY CONCEPT DESIGN 
PROCESS. 

(a) PRELIMINARY CONCEPT DESIGN Docu- 
MENT.—After receipt of a preliminary per- 
mit, a non-Federal entity seeking to develop 
hydroelectric power at a civil works project 
of the Corps of Engineers may submit to the 
Corps of Engineers a preliminary concept de- 
sign that is consistent with the license appli- 
cation process of the Federal Energy Regu- 
latory Commission. 

(b) INTEGRATED REVIEW.—The heads of the 
district, division, and headquarters levels of 
the Corps of Engineers shall conduct an inte- 
grated review of any preliminary concept de- 
sign submitted under subsection (a). 

(c) PRELIMINARY FINDING.—Not later than 
60 days after a non-Federal entity submits a 
preliminary concept design under subsection 
(a), the Corps of Engineers shall— 

(1) complete the review under subsection 
(b); and 

(2) provide the non-Federal entity with— 

(A) preliminary findings that include an 
analysis and comments on the concept de- 
sign, as the concept design relates to ap- 
proval for use in the Corps of Engineers li- 
censing process and the ultimate develop- 
ment of the project; 

(Bi) preliminary approval, denial, or re- 
quest for additional information of the con- 
cept design; and 

(ii) a description of any measures nec- 
essary for the Corps of Engineers to permit 
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the project, including engineering designs 
and measures necessary for permits under 
section 14 of the Act of March 3, 1899 (com- 
monly known as the ‘‘Rivers and Harbors Ap- 
propriations Act of 1899”) (33 U.S.C. 408); and 

(C) the assignment of a project delivery co- 
ordinator or a Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission coordinator, designated by the 
Chief of Engineers, who shall— 

(i) coordinate the project within the Corps 
of Engineers; and 

(ii) be given direct oversight over selection 
to the project delivery team members who 
have appropriate expertise during the licens- 
ing process. 

(d) PERMIT REVIEW.—If a non-Federal enti- 
ty has submitted to the Corps of Engineers a 
design concept under subsection (a), the ap- 
plications from that non-Federal entity for 
permits under section 14 of the Act of March 
3, 1899 (commonly known as the “Rivers and 
Harbors Appropriations Act of 1899’’) (33 
U.S.C. 408) to develop hydroelectric power at 
the civil works project of the Corps of Engi- 
neers identified by the non-Federal entity 
shall be considered by the project delivery 
coordinator or Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission coordinator designated under 
subsection (c)(2)(C). 

(e) NON-FEDERAL HYDROELECTRIC POWER 
DEVELOPMENT OMBUDSMAN.— 

(1) DESIGNATION.—The Chief of Engineers 
shall designate from within the Corps of En- 
gineers an ombudsman, to be known as the 
“Ombudsman for Non-Federal Hydroelectric 
Power Development” (referred to in this sec- 
tion as the ‘‘Ombudsman’’). 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—The Ombudsman— 

(A) shall not be otherwise involved in the 
review of any Corps of Engineers permit to 
develop hydroelectric power at any civil 
works project of the Corps of Engineers; 

(B) shall be located at the headquarters of 
the Corps of Engineers; and 

(C) shall be an employee serving with the 
minimum rank of Colonel. 

(3) RESPONSIBILITIES.—With respect to the 
development of non-Federal hydroelectric 
power at any civil works project of the Corps 
of Engineers, the Ombudsman shall, on re- 
quest made in writing by the non-Federal en- 
tity or the project delivery coordinator or 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission co- 
ordinator designated under subsection 
(c)(2)(C)— 

(A) within 60 days of the request, resolve, 
with respect to Corps of Engineers permits, 
disputes— 

(i) within the Corps of Engineers; or 

(ii) between the non-Federal entity and the 
Corps of Engineers; and 

(B) ensure that the development standards 
and procedures are consistent in all districts 
of the Corps of Engineers. 


SA 5030. Mr. CASSIDY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 2848, to provide for 
the conservation and development of 
water and related resources, to author- 
ize the Secretary of the Army to con- 
struct various projects for improve- 
ments to rivers and harbors of the 
United States, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 12, strike lines 14 through 19 and 
insert the following: 

“(b) LOCAL FLOOD PROTECTION WORKS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Permission under sub- 
section (a) for alterations to a Federal levee, 
floodwall, or flood risk management channel 
project and associated features may be 
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granted by a District Engineer of the Depart- 
ment of the Army or an authorized rep- 
resentative. 

‘(2) TIMELY APPROVAL OF PERMITS.—On the 
date that is 120 days after the date on which 
the Secretary receives an application for a 
permit under subsection (a), the application 
shall be approved if— 

“(A) the Secretary has not made a deter- 
mination on the approval or disapproval of 
the application; and 

“(B) the plans detailed in the application 
were prepared and certified by a professional 
engineer licensed by the State in which the 
project is located. 


SA 5031. Mr. CORNYN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of title I, add the following: 


SEC. 10 . CONVERSION OF SURPLUS WATER 
AGREEMENTS. 

Section 6 of the Act of December 22, 1944 
(33 U.S.C. 708), is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘sEc. 6. That the Secretary” 
and inserting the following: 

“SEC. 6. SALE OF SURPLUS WATERS FOR DOMES- 
TIC AND INDUSTRIAL USES. 

‘*(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(b) PERMANENT STORAGE AGREEMENTS.—In 
any case in which a water supply agreement 
with a duration of 30 years or longer was 
predicated on water that was surplus to a 
purpose and provided for the complete pay- 
ment of the actual investment costs of stor- 
age to be used, and that purpose is no longer 
authorized, the Secretary of the Army shall 
provide to the non-Federal entity an oppor- 
tunity to convert the agreement to a perma- 
nent storage agreement in accordance with 
section 301 of the Water Supply Act of 1958 
(43 U.S.C. 390b), with the same payment 
terms incorporated in the agreement.’’. 


SA 5032. Mr. CORNYN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of title I, add the following: 


SEC. 10 . CONVERSION OF SURPLUS WATER 
AGREEMENTS. 
Section 6 of the Act of December 22, 1944 
(83 U.S.C. 708), is amended— 
(1) by striking ‘‘sEc. 6. That the Secretary” 
and inserting the following: 
“SEC. 6. SALE OF SURPLUS WATERS FOR DOMES- 
TIC AND INDUSTRIAL USES. 
‘*(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary”; and 
(2) by adding at the end the following: 
“(b) CONTINUATION OF CERTAIN WATER SUP- 
PLY AGREEMENTS.—In any case in which a 
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water supply agreement was predicated on 
water that was surplus to a purpose and pro- 
vided for contingent permanent storage 
rights under section 301 of the Water Supply 
Act of 1958 (48 U.S.C. 390b) pending the need 
for storage for that purpose, and that pur- 
pose is no longer authorized, the Secretary 
of the Army shall continue the agreement 
with the same payment and all other terms 
as in effect prior to deauthorization of the 
purpose if the non-Federal entity has met all 
of the conditions of the agreement. 

“(c) PERMANENT STORAGE AGREEMENTS.—In 
any case in which a water supply agreement 
with a duration of 30 years or longer was 
predicated on water that was surplus to a 
purpose and provided for the complete pay- 
ment of the actual investment costs of stor- 
age to be used, and that purpose is no longer 
authorized, the Secretary of the Army shall 
provide to the non-Federal entity an oppor- 
tunity to convert the agreement to a perma- 
nent storage agreement in accordance with 
section 301 of the Water Supply Act of 1958 
(43 U.S.C. 390b), with the same payment 
terms incorporated in the agreement.’’. 


SA 5033. Mr. COCHRAN (for himself 
and Mr. WICKER) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of title IV, add the following: 
SEC. 40 . PEARL RIVER BASIN, MISSISSIPPI. 

The project for flood damage reduction au- 
thorized by section 401(e)(3) of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 1986 (100 Stat. 
4132), as amended by section 3104 of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 2007 
(121 Stat. 1134), is modified to authorize the 
Secretary to carry out the project substan- 
tially in accordance with the findings of the 
Integrated Feasibility and Environmental 
Impact Statement Record of Decision ap- 
proved by the Assistant Secretary of the 
Army for Civil Works. 


SA 5034. Mr. COCHRAN (for himself 
and Mr. WICKER) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of title IV, add the following: 
SEC. 40 . YAZOO BASIN, MISSISSIPPI. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The project for flood 
damage reduction, bank stabilization, and 
sediment and erosion control known as the 
“Yazoo Basin, Mississippi, Mississippi Delta 
Headwaters Project, MS’’, authorized by 
title I of Public Law 98-8 (97 Stat. 22), and 
which consists of 16 watersheds located in 
the eastern foothills of the Yazoo River 
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Basin, is expanded to include an additional 
16 watersheds as follows: 

(1) Arkabutla Creek. 

(2) Ascalmore Creek. 

(3) Big Sand Creek. 

(4) Camp Creek. 

(5) Indian Creek. 

(6) Johnson Creek. 

(7) Little Tallahatchie River. 

(8) Long Creek. 

(9) McIvor Creek. 

(10) Peach Creek. 

(11) Potacocowa Creek. 

(12) Skuna River. 

(18) Teoc Creek. 

(14) Tillatoba Creek. 

(15) Turkey Creek. 

(16) Yocona River. 

(b) OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE.—The 
Secretary may operate and maintain those 
features of the project described in sub- 
section (a) that are located on property on 
which the Federal Government retains a real 
property interest, including both features 
completed before the date of enactment of 
this Act and features not completed as of the 
date of enactment of this Act. 


SA 5035. Mr. ISAKSON (for himself 
and Mr. PERDUE) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of title I, add the following: 

SEC. 1 __. USE OF OPTIMAL FUNDING LEVELS. 

Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, in the preparation of each cost estimate 
and post-authorization cost adjustment for a 
construction project of the Corps of Engi- 
neers, the Secretary shall use the applicable 
optimal funding level for that project. 


SA 5036. Mr. ISAKSON (for himself 
and Mr. PERDUE) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in section 5001 (re- 
lating to deauthorizations), insert the fol- 
lowing: 

(__) NEW SAVANNAH BLUFF LOCK AND DAM, 
GEORGIA AND SOUTH CAROLINA.— 

(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 

(A) NEW SAVANNAH BLUFF LOCK AND DAM.— 
The term ‘‘New Savannah Bluff Lock and 
Dam” has the meaning given the term in 
section 348(1)(1) of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 2000 (114 Stat. 2630) (as in 
effect on the day before the date of enact- 
ment of this Act). 

(B) PROJECT.—The term ‘‘Project’? means 
the project for navigation, Savannah Harbor 
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expansion, Georgia, authorized by section 
101(b)(9) of the Water Resources Develop- 
ment Act of 1999 (118 Stat. 279; 117 Stat. 141). 

(2) DEAUTHORIZATION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Effective beginning on 
the date of enactment of this Act— 

(i) the New Savannah Bluff Lock and Dam 
is deauthorized; and 

(ii) notwithstanding section 348(/)(2)(B) of 
the Water Resources Development Act of 
2000 (114 Stat. 2630; 114 Stat. 2763A-228) (as in 
effect on the day before the date of enact- 
ment of this Act) or any other provision of 
law, the New Savannah Bluff Lock and Dam 
shall not be conveyed to the city of North 
Augusta and Aiken County, South Carolina, 
or any other non-Federal entity. 

(B) REPEAL.—Section 348 of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 2000 (114 Stat. 
2630; 114 Stat. 2763A—228) is amended— 

(i) by striking subsection (1); and 

(ii) by redesignating subsections (m) and 
(n) as subsections (J) and (m), respectively. 

(3) PROJECT MODIFICATIONS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, the Project is modi- 
fied to include, as the Secretary determines 
to be necessary— 

(i)(D repair of the lock wall of the New Sa- 
vannah Bluff Lock and Dam and modifica- 
tion of the structure such that the structure 
is able— 

(aa) to maintain the pool for navigation, 
water supply, and recreational activities, as 
in existence on the date of enactment of this 
Act; and 

(bb) to allow safe passage via a rock ramp 
over the structure to historic spawning 
grounds of Shortnose sturgeon, Atlantic 
sturgeon, and other migratory fish; or 

(II(aa) construction at an appropriate lo- 
cation across the Savannah River of a rock 
weir that is able to maintain the pool for 
water supply and recreational activities, as 
in existence on the date of enactment of this 
Act; and 

(bb) removal of the New Savannah Bluff 
Lock and Dam on completion of construction 
of the weir; and 

(ii) conveyance by the Secretary to Au- 
gusta-Richmond County, Georgia, of the 
park and recreation area adjacent to the 
New Savannah Bluff Lock and Dam, without 
consideration. 

(B) OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE COSTS.— 
The Federal share of the costs of operation 
and maintenance of any Project feature con- 
structed pursuant to subparagraph (A) shall 
be 100 percent. 

(4) PROJECT cosTs.—There are authorized 
to be appropriated to the Secretary such 
sums as are necessary to carry out the 
Project, as modified by paragraph (8). 


SA 5037. Mr. McCAIN (for himself, 
Mr. CORNYN, Mr. COTTON, Mr. SESSIONS, 
Mr. BURR, and Mr. GRAHAM) submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 


At the end of title VIII, add the following: 
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. COUNTERINTELLIGENCE ACCESS TO 
TELEPHONE TOLL AND TRANS- 
ACTIONAL RECORDS. 

Section 2709 of title 18, United States Code, 
is amended by striking subsection (b) and in- 
serting the following: 

‘(b) REQUIRED CERTIFICATION.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Director of the Fed- 
eral Bureau of Investigation, or his or her 
designee in a position not lower than Deputy 
Assistant Director at Bureau headquarters 
or a Special Agent in Charge in a Bureau 
field office designated by the Director, may, 
using a term that specifically identifies a 
person, entity, telephone number, or account 
as the basis for a request, request informa- 
tion and records described in paragraph (2) of 
a person or entity, but not the contents of an 
electronic communication, if the Director 
(or his or her designee) certifies in writing to 
the wire or electronic communication serv- 
ice provider to which the request is made 
that the information and records sought are 
relevant to an authorized investigation to 
protect against international terrorism or 
clandestine intelligence activities, provided 
that such an investigation of a United States 
person is not conducted solely on the basis of 
activities protected by the first amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States. 

‘*(2) OBTAINABLE TYPES OF INFORMATION AND 
RECORDS.—The information and records de- 
scribed in this paragraph are the following: 

“(A) Name, physical address, e-mail ad- 
dress, telephone number, instrument num- 
ber, and other similar account identifying 
information. 

“(B) Account number, login history, length 
of service (including start date), types of 
service, and means and sources of payment 
for service (including any card or bank ac- 
count information). 

“(C) Local and long distance toll billing 
records. 

“(D) Internet Protocol (commonly known 
as ‘IP’) address or other network address, in- 
cluding any temporarily assigned IP or net- 
work address, communication addressing, 
routing, or transmission information, includ- 
ing any network address translation infor- 
mation (but excluding cell tower informa- 
tion), and session times and durations for an 
electronic communication.’’. 

SEC. 80__. PERMANENT AUTHORITY FOR INDI- 

VIDUAL TERRORISTS TO BE TREAT- 

ED AS AGENTS OF FOREIGN POWERS 


SEC. 80 


UNDER THE FOREIGN INTEL- 
LIGENCE SURVEILLANCE ACT OF 
1978. 


Section 6001 of the Intelligence Reform and 
Terrorism Prevention Act of 2004 (50 U.S.C. 
1801 note) is amended by striking subsection 
(b). 


SA 5038. Mrs. CAPITO submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of title I, add the following: 

SEC. 10___. CONSIDERATION OF FACTORS IN DIS- 
POSITION STUDIES. 

In carrying out any disposition study for a 
project of the Corps of Engineers (including 
an assessment and inventory under section 
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6002 of the Water Resources Reform and De- 
velopment Act of 2014 (Public Law 113-121; 
128 Stat. 1349)), the Secretary shall consider 
the extent to which the applicable property 
has— 

(1) economic or recreational significance; 
or 

(2) an impact at the national, State, or 
local level. 


SA 5039. Mrs. ERNST (for herself and 
Mr. GRASSLEY) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of title VI, add the following: 
SEC. 60 _. GAO STUDY ON CORPS OF ENGI- 


NEERS METHODOLOGY AND PER- 
FORMANCE METRICS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Comptroller General shall submit to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works of the Senate and the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives a study of the 
methodologies and performance metrics used 
by the Corps of Engineers to calculate ben- 
efit-cost ratios and evaluate construction 
projects. 

(b) CONSIDERATIONS.—The study under sub- 
section (a) shall address— 

(1) whether and to what extent the current 
methodologies and performance metrics 
place small and rural geographic areas at a 
competitive disadvantage; 

(2) whether the value of property for which 
damage would be prevented as a result of a 
flood risk management project is the best 
measurement for the primary input in ben- 
efit-cost calculations for flood risk manage- 
ment projects; 

(3) any recommendations for approaches to 
modify the metrics used to improve benefit- 
cost ratio results for small and rural geo- 
graphic areas; and 

(4) whether a reevaluation of existing ap- 
proaches and the primary criteria used to 
calculate the economic benefits of a Corps of 
Engineers construction project could provide 
greater construction project completion re- 
sults for small and rural geographic areas 
without putting a strain on the budget of the 
Corps of Engineers. 


SA 5040. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of title VIII, add the following: 
SEC.8 __. BEACH MONITORING. 

(a) WATER POLLUTION SOURCE IDENTIFICA- 
TION.— 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


(1) MONITORING PROTOCOLS.—Section 
406(a)(1)(A) of the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act (83 U.S.C. 1846(a)(1)(A)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘methods for moni- 
toring”? and inserting ‘‘protocols for moni- 
toring that are most likely to detect patho- 
genic contamination”. 

(2) SOURCE TRACKING.—Section 406(b) of 
such Act (83 U.S.C. 1346(b)) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

“(5) CONTENTS OF MONITORING AND NOTIFICA- 
TION PROGRAMS.—For the purposes of this 
section, a program for monitoring, assess- 
ment, and notification shall include, con- 
sistent with performance criteria published 
by the Administrator under subsection (a), 
monitoring, public notification, storm event 
testing, source tracking, and sanitary sur- 
veys, and may include prevention efforts, not 
already funded under this Act to address 
identified sources of contamination by 
pathogens and pathogen indicators in coastal 
recreation waters adjacent to beaches or 
similar points of access that are used by the 
public.”’’. 

(3) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 406(i) of such Act (33 U.S.C. 1846(i)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘2001 through 2005” and 
inserting ‘‘2017 through 2021”. 

(b) FUNDING FOR BEACHES ENVIRONMENTAL 
ASSESSMENT AND COASTAL HEALTH ACT.—Sec- 
tion 8 of the Beaches Environmental Assess- 
ment and Coastal Health Act of 2000 (Public 
Law 106-284) is amended by striking ‘‘2005” 
and inserting ‘‘2019’’. 

(c) STATE REPORTS.—Section 406(b)(3)(A)(ii) 
of the Federal Water Pollution Control Act 
(83 U.S.C. 1346(b)(3)(A)(ii)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘public’’ and inserting ‘‘public and 
all environmental agencies of the State with 
authority to prevent or treat sources of 
pathogenic contamination in coastal recre- 
ation waters”. 

(d) USE OF RAPID TESTING METHODS.— 

(1) CONTENTS OF STATE AND LOCAL GOVERN- 
MENT PROGRAMS.—Section 406(c)(4)(A) of the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act (83 
U.S.C. 1346(c)(4)(A)) is amended by striking 
“methods” and inserting ‘‘methods, includ- 
ing a rapid testing method after the last day 
of the one-year period after the date of vali- 
dation of that rapid testing method by the 
Administrator,’’. 

(2) REVISED CRITERIA.—Section 304(a)(9)(A) 
of such Act (33 U.S.C. 1314(a)(9)(A)) is amend- 
ed by striking ‘‘methods, as appropriate” 
and inserting ‘‘methods, including rapid test- 
ing methods’’. 

(3) VALIDATION AND USE OF RAPID TESTING 
METHODS.— 

(A) VALIDATION OF RAPID TESTING METH- 
opDs.—Not later than 6 months after the date 
of enactment of this Act, the Administrator 
of the Environmental Protection Agency (in 
this section referred to as the ‘‘Adminis- 
trator’’) shall complete an evaluation and 
validation of a rapid testing method for the 
water quality criteria and standards for 
pathogens and pathogen indicators described 
in section 304(a)(9)(A) of the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 
1314(a)(9)(A)). 

(B) GUIDANCE FOR USE OF RAPID TESTING 
METHODS.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after completion of the validation under sub- 
paragraph (A), after providing notice and an 
opportunity for public comment, the Admin- 
istrator shall publish guidance for the use at 
coastal recreation waters adjacent to beach- 
es or similar points of access that are used 
by the public of a rapid testing method that 
will enhance the protection of public health 
and safety through rapid public notification 
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of any exceedance of applicable water qual- 
ity standards for pathogens and pathogen in- 
dicators. 

(ii) PRIORITIZATION.—In developing such 
guidance, the Administrator shall require 
the use of a rapid testing method at those 
beaches or similar points of access that are 
the most used by the public. 

(4) DEFINITION.—Section 502 of such Act (33 
U.S.C. 1862) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘(27) RAPID TESTING METHOD.—The term 
‘rapid testing method’ means a method of 
testing the water quality of coastal recre- 
ation waters for which results are available 
as soon as practicable and not more than 4 
hours after receipt of the applicable sample 
by the testing facility.’’. 

(5) REVISIONS TO RAPID TESTING METHODS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Upon completion of the 
validation required under paragraph (8)(A), 
and every 5 years thereafter, the Adminis- 
trator shall identify and review potential 
rapid testing methods for existing water 
quality criteria for pathogens and pathogen 
indicators for coastal recreation waters. 

(B) REVISIONS TO RAPID TESTING METHODS.— 
If a rapid testing method identified under 
subparagraph (A) will make results available 
in less time and improve the accuracy and 
reproducibility of results when compared to 
the existing rapid testing method, the Ad- 
ministrator shall complete an evaluation 
and validation of the rapid testing method as 
expeditiously as practicable. 

(C) REPORTING REQUIREMENT.—Upon com- 
pletion of the review required under subpara- 
graph (A), the Administrator shall publish in 
the Federal Register the results of the re- 
view, including information on any potential 
rapid testing method proposed for evaluation 
and validation under subparagraph (B). 

(D) DECLARATION OF GOALS FOR RAPID TEST- 
ING METHODS.—It is a national goal that by 
2019, a rapid testing method for testing water 
quality of coastal recreation waters be devel- 
oped that can produce accurate and repro- 
ducible results in not more than 2 hours 
after receipt of the applicable sample. 

(e) NOTIFICATION OF FEDERAL, STATE, AND 
LOCAL AGENCIES.—Section 406(c) of the Fed- 
eral Water Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 
1346(c)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (5), in the matter pre- 
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking 
“prompt communication” and inserting 
“communication, within 2 hours of the re- 
ceipt of the results of a water quality sam- 
ple,”’; 

(2) by striking paragraph (5)(A) and insert- 
ing the following: 

“(A) in the case of— 

“(i) any State in which the Administrator 
is administering the program under section 
402, the Administrator, in such form as the 
Administrator determines to be appropriate; 
and 

“(ii) any State other than a State to which 
clause (i) applies, all agencies of the State 
government with authority to require the 
prevention or treatment of the sources of 
coastal recreation water pollution; and’’; 

(3) by redesignating paragraphs (6) and (7) 
as paragraphs (7) and (8), respectively; and 

(4) by inserting after paragraph (5) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘“(6) measures for an annual report to the 
Administrator, in such form as the Adminis- 
trator determines appropriate, on the occur- 
rence, nature, location, pollutants involved, 
and extent of any exceedance of applicable 
water quality standards for pathogens and 
pathogen indicators;”’. 

(f) CONTENT OF STATE AND LOCAL PRO- 
GRAMS.—Section 406(c) of the Federal Water 
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Pollution Control Act (83 U.S.C. 1346(c)) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (7) (as redesignated by sub- 
section (e)(3))— 

(A) by striking ‘‘the posting” and inserting 
“the immediate posting”; and 

(B) by striking “and” at the end; 

(2) by striking the period at the end of 
paragraph (8) (as redesignated by subsection 
(e)(8)) and inserting a semicolon; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

“(9) the availability of a geographic infor- 
mation system database that such State or 
local government program shall use to in- 
form the public about coastal recreation 
waters and that— 

“(A) is publicly accessible and searchable 
on the Internet; 

‘“(B) is organized by beach or similar point 
of access; 

‘(C) identifies applicable water quality 
standards, monitoring protocols, sampling 
plans and results, and the number and cause 
of coastal recreation water closures and ad- 
visory days; and 

‘(D) is updated within 12 hours of the 
availability of information indicating the 
presence of pathogens or pathogen indica- 
tors; and 

“(10) measures to ensure that closures or 
advisories are made or issued within 2 hours 
after the receipt of the results of a water 
quality sample that exceeds applicable water 
quality standards for pathogens and patho- 
gen indicators.’’. 

(g) COMPLIANCE REVIEW.—Section 406(h) of 
the Federal Water Pollution Control Act (83 
U.S.C. 1846(h)) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (1) and (2) 
as subparagraphs (A) and (B), respectively; 

(2) by moving such subparagraphs 2 ems to 
the right; 

(3) by striking ‘‘In the” and inserting the 
following: 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—In the”; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 

(2) COMPLIANCE REVIEW.—On or before 
July 31 of each calendar year beginning after 
the date of enactment of this paragraph, the 
Administrator shall— 

“(A) prepare a written assessment of com- 
pliance with all statutory and regulatory re- 
quirements of this section for each State and 
local government and of compliance with 
conditions of each grant made under this 
section to a State or local government; 

“(B) notify the State or local government 
of such assessment; and 

“(C) make each of the assessments avail- 
able to the public in a searchable database 
on the Internet on or before December 31 of 
such calendar year. 

“(3) CORRECTIVE ACTION.—If a State or 
local government that the Administrator no- 
tifies under paragraph (2) is not in compli- 
ance with any requirement or grant condi- 
tion described in paragraph (2) fails to take 
such action as may be necessary to comply 
with such requirement or condition within 
one year after the date of notification, any 
grants made under subsection (b) to the 
State or local government, after the last day 
of such one-year period and while the State 
or local government is not in compliance 
with all requirements and grant conditions 
described in paragraph (2), shall have a Fed- 
eral share of not to exceed 50 percent. 

“(4) GAO REVIEW.—Not later than Decem- 
ber 31 of the third calendar year beginning 
after the date of enactment of this para- 
graph, the Comptroller General shall con- 
duct a review of the activities of the Admin- 
istrator under paragraphs (2) and (8) during 
the first and second calendar years beginning 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


after such date of enactment and submit to 
Congress a report on the results of such re- 
view.”’. 

(h) PUBLICATION OF COASTAL RECREATION 
WATERS PATHOGEN LIST.—Section 304(a)(9) of 
the Federal Water Pollution Control Act (33 
U.S.C. 1314(a)(9)) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

“(C) PUBLICATION OF PATHOGEN AND PATHO- 
GEN INDICATOR LIST.—Upon publication of the 
new or revised water quality criteria under 
subparagraph (A), the Administrator shall 
publish in the Federal Register a list of all 
pathogens and pathogen indicators studied 
under section 104(v).’’. 

(i) ADOPTION OF NEW OR REVISED CRITERIA 
AND STANDARDS.—Section 303(i) of the Fed- 
eral Water Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 
1813(i)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)(A), by striking ‘‘water 
quality criteria and standards” and inserting 
“the most protective water quality criteria 
and standards practicable”; and 

(2) in paragraph (2)(A), by striking ‘‘para- 
graph (1)(A)”’ each place it appears and in- 
serting ‘“‘paragraph (1)’’. 

(j) NATIONAL LIST OF BEACHES.—Section 
406(¢) of the Federal Water Pollution Control 
Act (83 U.S.C. 1346(g)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘, regard- 
less of the presence of a lifeguard,” after 
“that are used by the public”; and 

(2) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘The Ad- 
ministrator’’ and all that follows through 
the period and inserting ‘‘Not later than 12 
months after the date of the enactment of 
the Water Resources Development Act of 
2016, and biennially thereafter, the Adminis- 
trator shall update the list described in para- 
graph (1).’’. 

(k) IMPACT OF CLIMATE CHANGE ON PATHO- 
GENIC CONTAMINATION OF COASTAL RECRE- 
ATION WATERS.— 

(1) STtupy.—The Administrator shall con- 
duct a study on the long-term impact of cli- 
mate change on pathogenic contamination of 
coastal recreation waters. 

(2) REPORT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than one year 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator shall submit to Congress a re- 
port on the results of the study conducted 
under paragraph (1). 

(B) INFORMATION ON POTENTIAL CONTAMINA- 
TION IMPACTS.—The report shall include in- 
formation on the potential impacts of patho- 
genic contamination on ground and surface 
water resources as well as public and eco- 
system health in coastal communities. 

(C) FEDERAL ACTIONS.—The report shall 
highlight necessary Federal actions to help 
advance the availability of information and 
tools to assess and mitigate these effects in 
order to protect public and ecosystem 
health. 

(D) CONSULTATION.—In developing the re- 
port, the Administrator shall work in con- 
sultation with agencies active in the devel- 
opment of the National Water Quality Moni- 
toring Network and the implementation of 
the Ocean Research Priorities Plan and Im- 
plementation Strategy. 

(1) IMPACT OF EXCESS NUTRIENTS ON COAST- 
AL RECREATION WATERS.— 

(1) STupy.—The Administrator shall con- 
duct a study to review the available sci- 
entific information pertaining to the im- 
pacts of excess nutrients on coastal recre- 
ation waters. 

(2) REPORT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than one year 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator shall transmit to the Com- 
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
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of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works of the Senate a report on the results 
of the study conducted under paragraph (1). 

(B) IMPACTS.—Such report shall include in- 
formation on any adverse impacts of excess 
nutrients on coastal recreation waters, in- 
cluding adverse impacts caused by algal 
blooms resulting from excess nutrients. 

(C) RECOMMENDATIONS.—Such report shall 
include recommendations for action to ad- 
dress adverse impacts of excess nutrients and 
algal blooms on coastal recreation waters, 
including the establishment and implemen- 
tation of numeric water quality criteria for 
nutrients. 

(D) CONSULTATION.—In developing such re- 
port, the Administrator shall consult with 
the heads of other appropriate Federal agen- 
cies (including the National Oceanic and At- 
mospheric Administration), States, and local 
government entities. 


SA 5041. Mr. TESTER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
McCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end, add the following: 

TITLE IX—BLACKFEET WATER RIGHTS 

SETTLEMENT ACT 
SEC. 9001. SHORT TITLE. 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Blackfeet 
Water Rights Settlement Act’’. 

SEC. 9002. PURPOSES. 

The purposes of this title are— 

(1) to achieve a fair, equitable, and final 
settlement of claims to water rights in the 
State of Montana for— 

(A) the Blackfeet Tribe of the Blackfeet In- 
dian Reservation; and 

(B) the United States, for the benefit of the 
Tribe and allottees; 

(2) to authorize, ratify, and confirm the 
water rights compact entered into by the 
Tribe and the State, to the extent that the 
Compact is consistent with this title; 

(3) to authorize and direct the Secretary of 
the Interior— 

(A) to execute the Compact; and 

(B) to take any other action necessary to 
carry out the Compact in accordance with 
this title; and 

(4) to authorize funds necessary for the im- 
plementation of the Compact and this title. 
SEC. 9003. DEFINITIONS. 

In this title: 

(1) ALLOTTEE.—The term ‘‘allottee’’ means 
any individual who holds a beneficial real 
property interest in an allotment of Indian 
land that is— 

(A) located within the Reservation; and 

(B) held in trust by the United States. 

(2) BIRCH CREEK AGREEMENT.—The term 
“Birch Creek Agreement” means— 

(A) the agreement between the Tribe and 
the State regarding Birch Creek water use 
dated January 31, 2008 (as amended on Feb- 
ruary 13, 2009); and 

(B) any amendment or exhibit (including 
exhibit amendments) to that agreement that 
is executed in accordance with this title. 

(3) BLACKFEET IRRIGATION PROJECT.—The 
term ‘‘Blackfeet Irrigation Project’? means 
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the irrigation project authorized by the mat- 
ter under the heading ‘‘MONTANA”’ of title 
II of the Act of March 1, 1907 (84 Stat. 1035, 
chapter 2285), and administered by the Bu- 
reau of Indian Affairs. 

(4) Compact.—The 
means— 

(A) the Blackfeet-Montana water rights 
compact dated April 15, 2009, as contained in 
section 85-20-1501 of the Montana Code Anno- 
tated (2015); and 

(B) any amendment or exhibit (including 
exhibit amendments) to the Compact that is 
executed to make the Compact consistent 
with this title. 

(5) ENFORCEABILITY DATE.—The term ‘‘en- 
forceability date” means the date described 
in section 9020(f). 

(6) LAKE ELWELL.—The term ‘‘Lake Elwell’’ 
means the water impounded on the Marias 
River in the State by Tiber Dam, a feature of 
the Lower Marias Unit of the Pick-Sloan 
Missouri River Basin Program authorized by 
section 9 of the Act of December 22, 1944 
(commonly known as the ‘‘Flood Control Act 
of 1944’’) (58 Stat. 891, chapter 665). 

(7) MILK RIVER BASIN.—The term ‘‘Milk 
River Basin” means the North Fork, Middle 
Fork, South Fork, and main stem of the 
Milk River and tributaries, from the head- 
waters to the confluence with the Missouri 
River. 

(8) MILK RIVER PROJECT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘Milk River 
Project? means the Bureau of Reclamation 
project conditionally approved by the Sec- 
retary on March 14, 1903, pursuant to the Act 
of June 17, 1902 (82 Stat. 388, chapter 1093), 
commencing at Lake Sherburne Reservoir 
and providing water to a point approxi- 
mately 6 miles east of Nashua, Montana. 

(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘Milk River 
Project” includes— 

(i) the St. Mary Unit; 

(ii) the Fresno Dam and Reservoir; and 

(iii) the Dodson pumping unit. 

(9) MILK RIVER PROJECT WATER RIGHTS.— 
The term ‘‘Milk River Project water rights” 
means the water rights held by the Bureau of 
Reclamation on behalf of the Milk River 
Project, as finally adjudicated by the Mon- 
tana Water Court. 

(10) MILK RIVER WATER RIGHT.—The term 
“Milk River water right’’ means the portion 
of the Tribal water rights described in arti- 
cle III.F of the Compact and this title. 

(11) MISSOURI RIVER BASIN.—The term 
“Missouri River Basin” means the hydro- 
logic basin of the Missouri River (including 
tributaries). 

(12) MR&I SYSTEM.—The term “MR&I Sys- 
tem’’ means the intake, treatment, pumping, 
storage, pipelines, appurtenant items, and 
any other feature of the system, as generally 
described in the document entitled ‘‘Black- 
feet Regional Water System”, prepared by 
DOWL HKM, and dated June 2010, and modi- 
fied by DOWL HKM, as set out in the adden- 
dum to the report dated March 2013. 

(13) OM&R.—The term ‘‘SOM&R’’ means— 

(A) any recurring or ongoing activity asso- 
ciated with the day-to-day operation of a 
project; 

(B) any activity relating to scheduled or 
unscheduled maintenance of a project; and 

(C) any activity relating to replacing a fea- 
ture of a project. 

(14) RESERVATION.—The term ‘‘Reserva- 
tion’? means the Blackfeet Indian Reserva- 
tion of Montana, as— 

(A) established by the Treaty of October 17, 
1855 (11 Stat. 657); and 

(B) modified by— 

(i) the Executive Order of July 5, 1873 (re- 
lating to the Blackfeet Reserve); 


term “Compact” 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


(ii) the Act of April 15, 1874 (18 Stat. 28, 
chapter 96); 

(iii) the Executive order of August 19, 1874 
(relating to the Blackfeet Reserve); 

(iv) the Executive order of April 13, 1875 
(relating to the Blackfeet Reserve); 

(v) the Executive order of July 13, 1880 (re- 
lating to the Blackfeet Reserve); 

(vi) the Agreement with the Blackfeet, 
ratified by the Act of May 1, 1888 (25 Stat. 
113, chapter 213); and 

(vii) the Agreement with the Blackfeet, 
ratified by the Act of June 10, 1896 (29 Stat. 
353, chapter 398). 

(15) ST. MARY RIVER WATER RIGHT.—The 
term “St. Mary River water right’’ means 
that portion of the Tribal water rights de- 
scribed in article III.G.1.a.i. of the Compact 
and this title. 

(16) ST. MARY UNIT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term “St. Mary 
Unit”? means the St. Mary Storage Unit of 
the Milk River Project authorized by Con- 
gress on March 25, 1905. 

(B) INCLUSIONS.—The 
Unit” includes— 

(i) Sherburne Dam and Reservoir; 

(ii) Swift Current Creek Dike; 

(iii) Lower St. Mary Lake; 

(iv) St. Mary Canal Diversion Dam; and 

(v) St. Mary Canal and appurtenances. 

(17) SECRETARY.—The term “Secretary” 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

(18) STATE.—The term “State” means the 
State of Montana. 

(19) SWIFTCURRENT CREEK BANK STABILIZA- 
TION PROJECT.—The term ‘‘Swiftcurrent 
Creek Bank Stabilization Project’’ means 
the project to mitigate the physical and en- 
vironmental problems associated with the 
St. Mary Unit from Sherburne Dam to the 
St. Mary River, as described in the report en- 
titled ‘‘Boulder/Swiftcurrent Creek Sta- 
bilization Project, Phase II Investigations 
Report”, prepared by DOWL HKM, and dated 
March 2012. 

(20) TRIBAL WATER RIGHTS.—The term 
“Tribal water rights?” means the water 
rights of the Tribe described in article III of 
the Compact and this title, including— 

(A) the Lake Elwell allocation provided to 
the Tribe under section 9009; and 

(B) the instream flow water rights de- 
scribed in section 9019. 

(21) TRIBE.—The term “Tribe” means the 
Blackfeet Tribe of the Blackfeet Indian Res- 
ervation of Montana. 


SEC. 9004. RATIFICATION OF COMPACT. 


(a) RATIFICATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—As modified by this title, 
the Compact is authorized, ratified, and con- 
firmed. 

(2) AMENDMENTS.—Any amendment to the 
Compact is authorized, ratified, and con- 
firmed, to the extent that such amendment 
is executed to make the Compact consistent 
with this title. 

(b) EXECUTION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—To the extent that the 
Compact does not conflict with this title, the 
Secretary shall execute the Compact, includ- 
ing all exhibits to, or parts of, the Compact 
requiring the signature of the Secretary. 

(2) MODIFICATIONS.—Nothing in this title 
precludes the Secretary from approving any 
modification to an appendix or exhibit to the 
Compact that is consistent with this title, to 
the extent that the modification does not 
otherwise require congressional approval 
under section 2116 of the Revised Statutes (25 
U.S.C. 177) or any other applicable provision 
of Federal law. 


(c) ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE.— 
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(1) IN GENERAL.—In implementing the Com- 
pact and this title, the Secretary shall com- 
ply with all applicable provisions of— 

(A) the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16 
U.S.C. 1531 et seq.); 

(B) the National Environmental Policy Act 
of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4821 et seq.); and 

(C) all other applicable environmental laws 
and regulations. 

(2) EFFECT OF EXECUTION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The execution of the 
Compact by the Secretary under this section 
shall not constitute a major Federal action 
for purposes of the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.). 

(B) COMPLIANCE.—The Secretary shall 
carry out all Federal compliance activities 
necessary to implement the Compact and 
this title. 

SEC. 9005. MILK RIVER WATER RIGHT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—With respect to the Milk 
River water right, the Tribe— 

(1) may continue the historical uses and 
the uses in existence on the date of enact- 
ment of this title; and 

(2) except as provided in article III.F.1.d of 
the Compact, shall not develop new uses 
until the date on which— 

(A) the Tribe has entered into the agree- 
ment described in subsection (c); or 

(B) the Secretary has established the terms 
and conditions described in subsection (e). 

(b) WATER RIGHTS ARISING UNDER STATE 
LAW.—With respect to any water rights aris- 
ing under State law in the Milk River Basin 
owned or acquired by the Tribe, the Tribe— 

(1) may continue any use in existence on 
the date of enactment of this title; and 

(2) shall not change any use until the date 
on which— 

(A) the Tribe has entered into the agree- 
ment described in subsection (c); or 

(B) the Secretary has established the terms 
and conditions described in subsection (e). 

(c) TRIBAL AGREEMENT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—In consultation with the 
Commissioner of Reclamation and the Direc- 
tor of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, the Tribe 
and the Fort Belknap Indian Community 
shall enter into an agreement to provide for 
the exercise of their respective water rights 
on the respective reservations of the Tribe 
and the Fort Belknap Indian Community in 
the Milk River. 

(2) CONSIDERATIONS.—The agreement en- 
tered into under paragraph (1) shall take 
into consideration— 

(A) the equal priority dates of the 2 Indian 
tribes; 

(B) the water supplies of the Milk River; 
and 

(C) historical, current, and future uses 
identified by each Indian tribe. 

(d) SECRETARIAL DETERMINATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 120 days 
after the date on which the agreement de- 
scribed in subsection (c) is submitted to the 
Secretary, the Secretary shall review and ap- 
prove or disapprove the agreement. 

(2) APPROVAL.—The Secretary shall ap- 
prove the agreement if the Secretary finds 
that the agreement— 

(A) equitably accommodates the interests 
of each Indian tribe in the Milk River; 

(B) adequately considers the factors de- 
scribed in subsection (c)(2); and 

(C) is otherwise in accordance with appli- 
cable law. 

(3) DEADLINE EXTENSION.—The deadline to 
review the agreement described in paragraph 
(1) may be extended by the Secretary after 
consultation with the Tribe and the Fort 
Belknap Indian Community. 

(e) SECRETARIAL DECISION.— 
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(1) IN GENERAL.—If the Tribe and the Fort 
Belknap Indian Community do not, by 3 
years after the Secretary certifies under sec- 
tion 9020(f)(5) that the Tribal membership 
has approved the Compact and this title, 
enter into an agreement approved under sub- 
section (d)(2), the Secretary, in the Sec- 
retary’s sole discretion, shall establish, after 
consultation with the Tribe and the Fort 
Belknap Indian Community, terms and con- 
ditions that reflect the considerations de- 
scribed in subsection (c)(2) by which the re- 
spective water rights of the Tribe and the 
Fort Belknap Indian Community in the Milk 
River may be exercised. 

(2) CONSIDERATION AS FINAL AGENCY AC- 
TION.—The establishment by the Secretary of 
terms and conditions under paragraph (1) 
shall be considered to be a final agency ac- 
tion for purposes of review under chapter 7 of 
title 5, United States Code. 

(3) JUDICIAL REVIEW.—An action for judi- 
cial review pursuant to this section shall be 
brought by not later than the date that is 1 
year after the date of notification of the es- 
tablishment of the terms and conditions 
under this subsection. 

(4) INCORPORATION INTO DECREES.—The 
agreement under subsection (c), or the deci- 
sion of the Secretary under this subsection, 
shall be filed with the Montana Water Court, 
or the district court with jurisdiction, for in- 
corporation into the final decrees of the 
Tribe and the Fort Belknap Indian Commu- 
nity. 

(5) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The agreement under 
subsection (c) and a decision of the Secretary 
under this subsection— 

(A) shall be effective immediately; and 

(B) may not be modified absent— 

(i) the approval of the Secretary; and 

(ii) the consent of the Tribe and the Fort 
Belknap Indian Community. 

(f) USE OF FUNDS.—The Secretary shall dis- 
tribute equally the funds made available 
under section 9018(a)(2)(C)(ii) to the Tribe 
and the Fort Belknap Indian Community to 
use to reach an agreement under this sec- 
tion, including for technical analyses and 
legal and other related efforts. 

SEC. 9006. WATER DELIVERY THROUGH 
RIVER PROJECT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the avail- 
ability of appropriations, the Secretary, act- 
ing through the Commissioner of Reclama- 
tion, shall carry out the activities author- 
ized under this section with respect to the 
St. Mary River water right. 

(b) TREATMENT.—Notwithstanding article 
IV.D.4 of the Compact, any responsibility of 
the United States with respect to the St. 
Mary River water right shall be limited to, 
and fulfilled pursuant to— 

(1) subsection (c) of this section; and 

(2) subsection (b)(3) of section 9016 and sub- 
section (a)(1)(C) of section 9018. 

(c) WATER DELIVERY CONTRACT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the enforceability date, the Secretary 
shall enter into a water delivery contract 
with the Tribe for the delivery of not greater 
than 5,000 acre-feet per year of the St. Mary 
River water right through Milk River 
Project facilities to the Tribe or another en- 
tity specified by the Tribe. 

(2) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The contract 
under paragraph (1) shall establish the terms 
and conditions for the water deliveries de- 
scribed in paragraph (1) in accordance with 
the Compact and this title. 

(3) REQUIREMENTS.—The water delivery 
contract under paragraph (1) shall include 
provisions requiring that— 

(A) the contract shall be without limit as 
to term; 
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(B) the Tribe, and not the United States, 
shall collect, and shall be entitled to, all 
consideration due to the Tribe under any 
lease, contract, or agreement entered into by 
the Tribe pursuant to subsection (f); 

(C) the United States shall have no obliga- 
tion to monitor, administer, or account for— 

(i) any funds received by the Tribe as con- 
sideration under any lease, contract, or 
agreement entered into by the Tribe pursu- 
ant to subsection (f); or 

(ii) the expenditure of such funds; 

(D) if water deliveries under the contract 
are interrupted for an extended period of 
time because of damage to, or a reduction in 
the capacity of, St. Mary Unit facilities, the 
rights of the Tribe shall be treated in the 
same manner as the rights of other contrac- 
tors receiving water deliveries through the 
Milk River Project with respect to the water 
delivered under this section; 

(E) deliveries of water under this section 
shall be— 

(i) limited to not greater than 5,000 acre- 
feet of water in any 1 year; 

(ii) consistent with operations of the Milk 
River Project and without additional costs 
to the Bureau of Reclamation, including op- 
eration, maintenance, and replacement 
costs; and 

(iii) without additional cost to the Milk 
River Project water users; and 

(F) the Tribe shall be required to pay 
OM&R for water delivered under this section. 

(d) SHORTAGE SHARING OR REDUCTION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The 5,000 acre-feet per 
year of water delivered under paragraph 
(8)(E)(i) of subsection (c) shall not be subject 
to shortage sharing or reduction, except as 
provided in paragraph (8)(D) of that sub- 
section. 

(2) NO INJURY TO MILK RIVER PROJECT WATER 
USERS.—Notwithstanding article IV.D.4 of 
the Compact, any reduction in the Milk 
River Project water supply caused by the de- 
livery of water under subsection (c) shall not 
constitute injury to Milk River Project 
water users. 

(e) SUBSEQUENT CONTRACTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—As part of the studies au- 
thorized by section 9007(c)(1), the Secretary, 
acting through the Commissioner of Rec- 
lamation, and in cooperation with the Tribe, 
shall identify alternatives to provide to the 
Tribe water from the St. Mary River water 
right in quantities greater than the 5,000 
acre-feet per year of water described in sub- 
section (c)(3)(E)(i). 

(2) CONTRACT FOR WATER DELIVERY.—If the 
Secretary determines under paragraph (1) 
that more than 5,000 acre-feet per year of the 
St. Mary River water right can be delivered 
to the Tribe, the Secretary shall offer to 
enter into 1 or more contracts with the Tribe 
for the delivery of that water, subject to the 
requirements of subsection (c)(3), except sub- 
section (c)(3)(E)(i), and this subsection. 

(3) TREATMENT.—Any delivery of water 
under this subsection shall be subject to re- 
duction in the same manner as for Milk 
River Project contract holders. 

(f) SUBCONTRACTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Tribe may enter into 
any subcontract for the delivery of water 
under this section to a third party, in ac- 
cordance with section 9015(e). 

(2) COMPLIANCE WITH OTHER LAW.—AII sub- 
contracts described in paragraph (1) shall 
comply with— 

(A) this title; 

(B) the Compact; 

(C) the tribal water code; and 

(D) other applicable law. 

(8) NO LIABILITY.—The Secretary shall not 
be liable to any party, including the Tribe, 
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for any term of, or any loss or other det- 
riment resulting from, a lease, contract, or 
other agreement entered into pursuant to 
this subsection. 

(€) EFFECT OF PROVISIONS.—Nothing in this 
section— 

(1) precludes the Tribe from taking the 
water described in subsection (c)(8)(E)(i), or 
any additional water provided under sub- 
section (e), from the direct flow of the St. 
Mary River; or 

(2) modifies the quantity of the Tribal 
water rights described in article III.G.1 of 
the Compact. 

(h) OTHER RIGHTS.—Notwithstanding the 
requirements of article III.G.1.d of the Com- 
pact, after satisfaction of all water rights 
under State law for use of St. Mary River 
water, including the Milk River Project 
water rights, the Tribe shall have the right 
to the remaining portion of the share of the 
United States in the St. Mary River under 
the International Boundary Waters Treaty of 
1909 (36 Stat. 2448) for any tribally authorized 
use or need consistent with this title. 

SEC. 9007. BUREAU OF RECLAMATION ACTIVITIES 
TO IMPROVE WATER MANAGEMENT. 

(a) MILK RIVER PROJECT PURPOSES.—The 
purposes of the Milk River Project shall in- 
clude— 

(1) irrigation; 

(2) flood control; 

(3) the protection of fish and wildlife; 

(4) recreation; 

(5) the provision of municipal, rural, and 
industrial water supply; and 

(6) hydroelectric power generation. 

(b) USE OF MILK RIVER PROJECT FACILITIES 
FOR THE BENEFIT OF TRIBE.—The use of Milk 
River Project facilities to transport water 
for the Tribe pursuant to subsections (c) and 
(e) of section 9006, together with any use by 
the Tribe of that water in accordance with 
this title— 

(1) shall be considered to be an authorized 
purpose of the Milk River Project; and 

(2) shall not change the priority date of 
any Tribal water rights. 

(c) ST. MARY RIVER STUDIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the avail- 
ability of appropriations, the Secretary, in 
cooperation with the Tribe and the State, 
shall conduct— 

(A) an appraisal study— 

(i) to develop a plan for the management 
and development of water supplies in the St. 
Mary River Basin and Milk River Basin, in- 
cluding the St. Mary River and Milk River 
water supplies for the Tribe and the Milk 
River water supplies for the Fort Belknap In- 
dian Community; and 

(ii) to identify alternatives to develop ad- 
ditional water of the St. Mary River for the 
Tribe; and 

(B) a feasibility study— 

(i) using the information resulting from 
the appraisal study conducted under para- 
graph (1) and such other information as is 
relevant, to evaluate the feasibility of— 

(I) alternatives for the rehabilitation of 
the St. Mary Diversion Dam and Canal; and 

(II) increased storage in Fresno Dam and 
Reservoir; and 

(ii) to create a cost allocation study that is 
based on the authorized purposes described 
in subsections (a) and (b). 

(2) COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT.—On request 
of the Tribe, the Secretary shall enter into a 
cooperative agreement with the Tribe with 
respect to the portion of the appraisal study 
described in paragraph (1)(A). 

(3) COSTS NONREIMBURSABLE.—The cost of 
the studies under this subsection shall not 
be— 
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(A) considered to be a cost of the Milk 
River Project; or 

(B) reimbursable in accordance with the 
reclamation laws. 

(d) SWIFTCURRENT CREEK BANK STABILIZA- 
TION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the avail- 
ability of appropriations, the Secretary, act- 
ing through the Commissioner of Reclama- 
tion, shall carry out appropriate activities 
concerning the Swiftcurrent Creek Bank 
Stabilization Project, including— 

(A) a review of the final project design; and 

(B) value engineering analyses. 

(2) MODIFICATION OF FINAL DESIGN.—Prior 
to beginning construction activities for the 
Swiftcurrent Creek Bank Stabilization 
Project, on the basis of the review conducted 
under paragraph (1), the Secretary shall ne- 
gotiate with the Tribe appropriate changes, 
if any, to the final design— 

(A) to ensure compliance with applicable 
industry standards; 

(B) to improve the cost-effectiveness of the 
Swiftcurrent Creek Bank Stabilization 
Project; and 

(C) to ensure that the Swiftcurrent Creek 
Bank Stabilization Project may be con- 
structed using only the amounts made avail- 
able under section 9018. 

(3) APPLICABILITY OF ISDEAA.—At the re- 
quest of the Tribe, and in accordance with 
the Indian Self-Determination and Edu- 
cation Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 5301 et seq.), 
the Secretary shall enter into 1 or more 
agreements with the Tribe to carry out the 
Swiftcurrent Bank Stabilization Project. 

(e) ADMINISTRATION.—The Commissioner of 
Reclamation and the Tribe shall negotiate 
the cost of any oversight activity carried out 
by the Bureau of Reclamation under any 
agreement entered into under this section, 
subject to the condition that the total cost 
for the oversight shall not exceed 4 percent 
of the total costs incurred under this sec- 
tion. 

(f) MILK RIVER PROJECT RIGHTS-OF-WAY 
AND EASEMENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraphs (2) 
and (8), the Tribe shall grant the United 
States a right-of-way on Reservation land 
owned by the Tribe for all uses by the Milk 
River Project (permissive or otherwise) in 
existence as of December 31, 2015, including 
all facilities, flowage easements, and access 
easements necessary for the operation and 
maintenance of the Milk River Project. 

(2) AGREEMENT REGARDING EXISTING USES.— 
The Tribe and the Secretary shall enter into 
an agreement for a process to determine the 
location, nature, and extent of the existing 
uses referenced in this subsection. The agree- 
ment shall require that— 

(A) a panel of 3 individuals determine the 
location, nature, and extent of existing uses 
necessary for the operation and maintenance 
of the Milk River Project (the ‘‘Panel Deter- 
mination’’), with the Tribe appointing 1 rep- 
resentative of the Tribe, the Secretary ap- 
pointing 1 representative of the Secretary, 
and those 2 representatives jointly appoint- 
ing a third individual; 

(B) if the Panel Determination is unani- 
mous, the Tribe grant a right-of-way to the 
United States for the existing uses identified 
in the Panel Determination in accordance 
with applicable law without additional com- 
pensation; 

(C) if the Panel Determination is not unan- 
imous— 

(i) the Secretary adopt the Panel Deter- 
mination with any amendments the Sec- 
retary reasonably determines necessary to 
correct any clear error (the ‘‘Interior Deter- 
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mination’’), provided that if any portion of 
the Panel Determination is unanimous, the 
Secretary will not amend that portion; and 

(ii) the Tribe grant a right-of-way to the 
United States for the existing uses identified 
in the Interior Determination in accordance 
with applicable law without additional com- 
pensation, with the agreement providing for 
the timing of the grant to take into consid- 
eration the possibility of review under para- 
graph (5). 

(3) EFFECT.—Determinations made under 
this subsection— 

(A) do not address title as between the 
United States and the Tribe; and 

(B) do not apply to any new use of Reserva- 
tion land by the United States for the Milk 
River Project after December 31, 2015. 

(4) INTERIOR DETERMINATION AS FINAL AGEN- 
CY ACTION.—Any determination by the Sec- 
retary under paragraph (2)(C) shall be consid- 
ered to be a final agency action for purposes 
of review under chapter 7 of title 5, United 
States Code. 

(5) JUDICIAL REVIEW.—An action for judi- 
cial review pursuant to this section shall be 
brought by not later than the date that is 1 
year after the date of notification of the In- 
terior Determination. 

(g) FUNDING.—The total amount of obliga- 
tions incurred by the Secretary shall not ex- 
ceed— 

(1) $3,800,000 to carry out subsection (c); 

(2) $20,700,000 to carry out subsection (d); 
and 

(3) $3,100,000 to carry out subsection (f). 
SEC. 9008. ST. MARY CANAL HYDROELECTRIC 

POWER GENERATION. 

(a) BUREAU OF RECLAMATION JURISDIC- 
TION.—Effective beginning on the date of en- 
actment of this title, the Commissioner of 
Reclamation shall have exclusive jurisdic- 
tion to authorize the development of hydro- 
power on the St. Mary Unit. 

(b) RIGHTS OF TRIBE.— 

(1) EXCLUSIVE RIGHT OF TRIBE.—Subject to 
paragraph (2) and notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, the Tribe shall have the ex- 
clusive right to develop and market hydro- 
electric power of the St. Mary Unit. 

(2) LIMITATIONS.—The exclusive right de- 
scribed in paragraph (1)— 

(A) shall expire on the date that is 15 years 
after the date of enactment of an Act appro- 
priating funds for rehabilitation of the St. 
Mary Unit; but 

(B) may be extended by the Secretary at 
the request of the Tribe. 

(3) OM&R costs.—Effective beginning on 
the date that is 10 years after the date on 
which the Tribe begins marketing hydro- 
electric power generated from the St. Mary 
Unit to any third party, the Tribe shall 
make annual payments for operation, main- 
tenance, and replacement costs attributable 
to the direct use of any facilities by the 
Tribe for hydroelectric power generation, in 
amounts determined in accordance with the 
guidelines and methods of the Bureau of Rec- 
lamation for assessing operation, mainte- 
nance, and replacement charges. 

(c) BUREAU OF RECLAMATION COOPERA- 
TION.—The Commissioner of Reclamation 
shall cooperate with the Tribe in the devel- 
opment of any hydroelectric power genera- 
tion project under this section. 

(d) AGREEMENT.—Before construction of a 
hydroelectric power generation project 
under this section, the Tribe shall enter into 
an agreement with the Commissioner of Rec- 
lamation that includes provisions— 

(1) requiring that— 

(A) the design, construction, and operation 
of the project shall be consistent with the 
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Bureau of Reclamation guidelines and meth- 
ods for hydroelectric power development at 
Bureau facilities, as appropriate; and 

(B) the hydroelectric power generation 
project will not impair the efficiencies of the 
Milk River Project for authorized purposes; 

(2) regarding construction and operating 
criteria and emergency procedures; and 

(3) under which any modification proposed 
by the Tribe to a facility owned by the Bu- 
reau of Reclamation shall be subject to re- 
view and approval by the Secretary, acting 
through the Commissioner of Reclamation. 

(e) USE OF HYDROELECTRIC POWER BY 
TRIBE.—Any hydroelectric power generated 
in accordance with this section shall be used 
or marketed by the Tribe. 

(f) REVENUES.—The Tribe shall collect and 
retain any revenues from the sale of hydro- 
electric power generated by a project under 
this section. 

(g) LIABILITY OF UNITED STATES.—The 
United States shall have no obligation to 
monitor, administer, or account for— 

(1) any revenues received by the Tribe 
under this section; or 

(2) the expenditure of those revenues. 

(h) PREFERENCE.—During any period for 
which the exclusive right of the Tribe de- 
scribed in subsection (b)(1) is not in effect, 
the Tribe shall have a preference to develop 
hydropower on the St. Mary Unit facilities, 
in accordance with Bureau of Reclamation 
guidelines and methods for hydroelectric 
power development at Bureau facilities. 

SEC. 9009. STORAGE ALLOCATION FROM LAKE 
ELWELL. 

(a)(1) STORAGE ALLOCATION TO TRIBE.—The 
Secretary shall allocate to the Tribe 45,000 
acre-feet per year of water stored in Lake 
Elwell for use by the Tribe for any beneficial 
purpose on or off the Reservation, under a 
water right held by the United States and 
managed by the Bureau of Reclamation, as 
measured at the outlet works of Tiber Dam 
or through direct pumping from Lake Elwell. 

(2) REDUCTION.—Up to 10,000 acre-feet per 
year of water allocated to the Tribe pursuant 
to paragraph (1) will be subject to an acre- 
foot for acre-foot reduction if depletions 
from the Tribal water rights above Lake 
Elwell exceed 88,000 acre-feet per year of 
water because of New Development (as de- 
fined in article II.37 of the Compact). 

(b) TREATMENT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The allocation to the 
Tribe under subsection (a) shall be consid- 
ered to be part of the Tribal water rights. 

(2) PRIORITY DATE.—The priority date of 
the allocation to the Tribe under subsection 
(a) shall be the priority date of the Lake 
Elwell water right held by the Bureau of 
Reclamation. 

(3) ADMINISTRATION.—The Tribe shall ad- 
minister the water allocated under sub- 
section (a) in accordance with the Compact 
and this title. 

(c) ALLOCATION AGREEMENT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—As a condition of receiv- 
ing an allocation under this section, the 
Tribe shall enter into an agreement with the 
Secretary to establish the terms and condi- 
tions of the allocation, in accordance with 
the Compact and this title. 

(2) INCLUSIONS.—The agreement under 
paragraph (1) shall include provisions estab- 
lishing that— 

(A) the agreement shall be without limit as 
to term; 

(B) the Tribe, and not the United States, 
shall be entitled to all consideration due to 
the Tribe under any lease, contract, or 
agreement entered into by the Tribe pursu- 
ant to subsection (d); 
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(C) the United States shall have no obliga- 
tion to monitor, administer, or account for— 

(i) any funds received by the Tribe as con- 
sideration under any lease, contract, or 
agreement entered into by the Tribe pursu- 
ant to subsection (d); or 

(ii) the expenditure of those funds; 

(D) if the capacity or function of Lake 
Elwell facilities are significantly reduced, or 
are anticipated to be significantly reduced, 
for an extended period of time, the Tribe 
shall have the same rights as other storage 
contractors with respect to the allocation 
under this section; 

(E) the costs associated with the construc- 
tion of the storage facilities at Tiber Dam al- 
locable to the Tribe shall be nonreimburs- 
able; 

(F) no water service capital charge shall be 
due or payable for any water allocated to the 
Tribe pursuant to this section or the alloca- 
tion agreement, regardless of whether that 
water is delivered for use by the Tribe or 
under a lease, contract, or by agreement en- 
tered into by the Tribe pursuant to sub- 
section (d); 

(G) the Tribe shall not be required to make 
payments to the United States for any water 
allocated to the Tribe under this title or the 
allocation agreement, except for each acre- 
foot of stored water leased or transferred for 
industrial purposes as described in subpara- 
graph (H); 

(H) for each acre-foot of stored water 
leased or transferred by the Tribe for indus- 
trial purposes— 

(i) the Tribe shall pay annually to the 
United States an amount necessary to cover 
the proportional share of the annual oper- 
ation, maintenance, and replacement costs 
allocable to the quantity of water leased or 
transferred by the Tribe for industrial pur- 
poses; and 

(ii) the annual payments of the Tribe shall 
be reviewed and adjusted, as appropriate, to 
reflect the actual operation, maintenance, 
and replacement costs for Tiber Dam; and 

(I) the adjustment process identified in 
subsection (a)(2) will be based on specific 
enumerated provisions. 

(d) AGREEMENTS BY TRIBE.—The Tribe may 
use, lease, contract, exchange, or enter into 
other agreements for use of the water allo- 
cated to the Tribe under subsection (a), if— 

(1) the use of water that is the subject of 
such an agreement occurs within the Mis- 
souri River Basin; and 

(2) the agreement does not permanently al- 
ienate any portion of the water allocated to 
the Tribe under subsection (a). 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The allocation under 
subsection (a) takes effect on the enforce- 
ability date. 

(f) No CARRYOVER STORAGE.—The alloca- 
tion under subsection (a) shall not be in- 
creased by any year-to-year carryover stor- 
age. 

(g) DEVELOPMENT AND DELIVERY COSTS.— 
The United States shall not be required to 
pay the cost of developing or delivering any 
water allocated under this section. 

SEC. 9010. IRRIGATION ACTIVITIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the avail- 
ability of appropriations, the Secretary, act- 
ing through the Commissioner of Reclama- 
tion and in accordance with subsection (c), 
shall carry out the following actions relating 
to the Blackfeet Irrigation Project: 

(1) Deferred maintenance. 

(2) Dam safety improvements for Four 
Horns Dam. 

(3) Rehabilitation and enhancement of the 
Four Horns Feeder Canal, Dam, and Res- 
ervoir. 
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(b) LEAD AGENCY.—The Bureau of Reclama- 
tion shall serve as the lead agency with re- 
spect to any activities carried out under this 
section. 

(c) SCOPE OF DEFERRED MAINTENANCE AC- 
TIVITIES AND FOUR HORNS DAM SAFETY IM- 
PROVEMENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the conditions 
described in paragraph (2), the scope of the 
deferred maintenance activities and Four 
Horns Dam safety improvements shall be as 
generally described in— 

(A) the document entitled ‘‘Engineering 
Evaluation and Condition Assessment, 
Blackfeet Irrigation Project’’, prepared by 
DOWL HKM, and dated August 2007; and 

(B) the provisions relating to Four Horns 
Rehabilitated Dam of the document entitled 
“Four Horns Dam Enlarged Appraisal Eval- 
uation Design Report’’, prepared by DOWL 
HKM, and dated April 2007. 

(2) CONDITIONS.—The conditions referred to 
in paragraph (1) are that, before commencing 
construction activities, the Secretary shall— 

(A) review the design of the proposed reha- 
bilitation or improvement; 

(B) perform value engineering analyses; 

(C) perform appropriate Federal environ- 
mental compliance activities; and 

(D) ensure that the deferred maintenance 
activities and dam safety improvements may 
be constructed using only the amounts made 
available under section 9018. 

(d) SCOPE OF REHABILITATION AND ENHANCE- 
MENT OF FOUR HORNS FEEDER CANAL, DAM, 
AND RESERVOIR.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The scope of the rehabili- 
tation and improvements shall be as gen- 
erally described in the document entitled 
“Four Horns Feeder Canal Rehabilitation 
with Export’’, prepared by DOWL HKM, and 
dated April 2018, subject to the condition 
that, before commencing construction ac- 
tivities, the Secretary shall— 

(A) review the design of the proposed reha- 
bilitation or improvement; 

(B) perform value engineering analyses; 

(C) perform appropriate Federal environ- 
mental compliance activities; and 

(D) ensure that the rehabilitation and im- 
provements may be constructed using only 
the amounts made available under section 
9018. 

(2) INCLUSIONS.—The activities carried out 
by the Secretary under this subsection shall 
include— 

(A) the rehabilitation or improvement of 
the Four Horns feeder canal system to a ca- 
pacity of not fewer than 360 cubic feet per 
second; 

(B) the rehabilitation or improvement of 
the outlet works of Four Horns Dam and 
Reservoir to deliver not less than 15,000 acre- 
feet of water per year, in accordance with 
subparagraph (C); and 

(C) construction of facilities to deliver not 
less than 15,000 acre-feet of water per year 
from Four Horns Dam and Reservoir, to a 
point on or near Birch Creek to be des- 
ignated by the Tribe and the State for deliv- 
ery of water to the water delivery system of 
the Pondera County Canal and Reservoir 
Company on Birch Creek, in accordance with 
the Birch Creek Agreement. 

(3) NEGOTIATION WITH TRIBE.—On the basis 
of the review described in paragraph (1)(A), 
the Secretary shall negotiate with the Tribe 
appropriate changes to the final design of 
any activity under this subsection to ensure 
that the final design meets applicable indus- 
try standards. 

(e) FUNDING.—The total amount of obliga- 
tions incurred by the Secretary in carrying 
out this section shall not exceed $54,900,000, 
of which— 
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(1) $40,900,000 shall be allocated to carry 
out the activities described in subsection (c); 
and 

(2) $14,000,000 shall be allocated to carry 
out the activities described in subsection 
(d)(2). 

(£) NONREIMBURSABILITY OF CostTs.—All 
costs incurred by the Secretary in carrying 
out this section shall be nonreimbursable. 

(g) NON-FEDERAL CONTRIBUTION.—No part 
of the project under subsection (d) shall be 
commenced until the State has made avail- 
able $20,000,000 to carry out the activities de- 
scribed in subsection (d)(2). 

(h) ADMINISTRATION.—The Commissioner of 
Reclamation and the Tribe shall negotiate 
the cost of any oversight activity carried out 
by the Bureau of Reclamation under any 
agreement entered into under subsection 
(m), subject to the condition that the total 
cost for the oversight shall not exceed 4 per- 
cent of the total project costs for each 
project. 

(i) PROJECT EFFICIENCIES.—If the total cost 
of planning, design, and construction activi- 
ties relating to the projects described in this 
section results in cost savings and is less 
than the amounts authorized to be obligated, 
the Secretary, at the request of the Tribe, 
may— 

(1) use those cost savings to carry out a 
project described in section 9007(d), 9011, 9012, 
or 9018; or 

(2) deposit those cost savings to the Black- 
feet OM&R Trust Account. 

(j) OWNERSHIP BY TRIBE OF BIRCH CREEK 
DELIVERY FACILITIES.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, the Secretary shall 
transfer to the Tribe, at no cost, title in and 
to the facilities constructed under sub- 
section (d)(2)(C). 

(k) OWNERSHIP, OPERATION, AND MAINTE- 
NANCE.—On transfer to the Tribe of title 
under subsection (j), the Tribe shall— 

(1) be responsible for OM&R in accordance 
with the Birch Creek Agreement; and 

(2) enter into an agreement with the Bu- 
reau of Indian Affairs regarding the oper- 
ation of the facilities described in that sub- 
section. 

(q) LIABILITY OF UNITED STATES.—The 
United States shall have no obligation or re- 
sponsibility with respect the facilities de- 
scribed in subsection (d)(2)(C). 

(m) APPLICABILITY OF ISDEAA.—At the re- 
quest of the Tribe, and in accordance with 
the Indian Self-Determination and Edu- 
cation Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 5301 et seq.), 
the Secretary shall enter into 1 or more 
agreements with the Tribe to carry out this 
section. 

(n) EFFECT.—Nothing in this section— 

(1) alters any applicable law (including reg- 
ulations) under which the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs collects assessments or carries out 
Blackfeet Irrigation Project OM&R; or 

(2) impacts the availability of amounts 
made available under subsection (a)(1)(B) of 
section 9018. 

SEC. 9011. DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION OF MR&I 
SYSTEM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the avail- 
ability of appropriations, the Secretary, act- 
ing through the Commissioner of Reclama- 
tion, shall plan, design, and construct the 
water diversion and delivery features of the 
MR&I System in accordance with 1 or more 
agreements between the Secretary and the 
Tribe. 

(b) LEAD AGENCY.—The Bureau of Reclama- 
tion shall serve as the lead agency with re- 
spect to any activity to design and construct 
the water diversion and delivery features of 
the MR&I System. 
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(c) SCOPE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The scope of the design 
and construction under this section shall be 
as generally described in the document enti- 
tled ‘‘Blackfeet Regional Water System”, 
prepared by DOWL HKM, dated June 2010, 
and modified by DOWL HKM in the adden- 
dum to the report dated March 2018, subject 
to the condition that, before commencing 
final design and construction activities, the 
Secretary shall— 

(A) review the design of the proposed reha- 
bilitation and construction; 

(B) perform value engineering analyses; 
and 

(C) perform appropriate Federal compli- 
ance activities. 

(2) NEGOTIATION WITH TRIBE.—On the basis 
of the review described in paragraph (1)(A), 
the Secretary shall negotiate with the Tribe 
appropriate changes, if any, to the final de- 
sign— 

(A) to ensure that the final design meets 
applicable industry standards; 

(B) to improve the cost-effectiveness of the 
delivery of MR&I System water; and 

(C) to ensure that the MR&I System may 
be constructed using only the amounts made 
available under section 9018. 

(d) NONREIMBURSABILITY OF CostTs.—All 
costs incurred by the Secretary in carrying 
out this section shall be nonreimbursable. 

(e) FUNDING.—The total amount of obliga- 
tions incurred by the Secretary in carrying 
out this section shall not exceed $76,200,000. 

(f) NON-FEDERAL CONTRIBUTION.— 

(1) CONSULTATION.—Before completion of 
the final design of the MR&I System re- 
quired by subsection (c), the Secretary shall 
consult with the Tribe, the State, and other 
affected non-Federal parties to discuss the 
possibility of receiving non-Federal con- 
tributions for the cost of the MR&I System. 

(2) NEGOTIATIONS.—If, based on the extent 
to which non-Federal parties are expected to 
use the MR&I System, a non-Federal con- 
tribution to the MR&I System is determined 
by the parties described in paragraph (1) to 
be appropriate, the Secretary shall initiate 
negotiations for an agreement regarding the 
means by which the contributions shall be 
provided. 

(g) OWNERSHIP BY TRIBE.—Title to the 
MR&I System and all facilities rehabilitated 
or constructed under this section shall be 
held by the Tribe. 

(h) ADMINISTRATION.—The Commissioner of 
Reclamation and the Tribe shall negotiate 
the cost of any oversight activity carried out 
by the Bureau of Reclamation under any 
agreement entered into under this section, 
subject to the condition that the total cost 
for the oversight shall not exceed 4 percent 
of the total costs incurred under this sec- 
tion. 

(i) OM&R CostTs.—The Federal Govern- 
ment shall have no obligation to pay for the 
operation, maintenance, or replacement 
costs for any facility rehabilitated or con- 
structed under this section. 

(j) PROJECT EFFICIENCIES.—If the total cost 
of planning, design, and construction activi- 
ties relating to the projects described in this 
section results in cost savings and is less 
than the amounts authorized to be obligated, 
the Secretary, at the request of the Tribe, 
may— 

(1) use those cost savings to carry out a 
project described in section 9007(d), 9010, 
9011(a), 9012, or 9013; or 

(2) deposit those cost savings to the Black- 
feet OM&R Trust Account. 

(k) APPLICABILITY OF ISDEAA.—At the re- 
quest of the Tribe, and in accordance with 
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the Indian Self-Determination and Edu- 

cation Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 5301 et seq.), 

the Secretary shall enter into 1 or more 
agreements with the Tribe to carry out this 
section. 

SEC. 9012. DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION OF 
WATER STORAGE AND IRRIGATION 
FACILITIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the avail- 
ability of appropriations, the Secretary, act- 
ing through the Commissioner of Reclama- 
tion, shall plan, design, and construct 1 or 
more facilities to store water and support ir- 
rigation on the Reservation in accordance 
with 1 or more agreements between the Sec- 
retary and the Tribe. 

(b) LEAD AGENCY.—The Bureau of Reclama- 
tion shall serve as the lead agency with re- 
spect to any activity to design and construct 
the irrigation development and water stor- 
age facilities described in subsection (c). 

(c) SCOPE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The scope of the design 
and construction under this section shall be 
as generally described in the document enti- 
tled ‘“‘Blackfeet Water Storage, Develop- 
ment, and Project Report’’, prepared by 
DOWL HKM, and dated March 13, 2013, as 
modified and agreed to by the Secretary and 
the Tribe, subject to the condition that, be- 
fore commencing final design and construc- 
tion activities, the Secretary shall— 

(A) review the design of the proposed con- 
struction; 

(B) perform value engineering analyses; 
and 

(C) perform appropriate Federal compli- 
ance activities. 

(2) MODIFICATION.—The Secretary may 
modify the scope of construction for the 
projects described in the document referred 
to in paragraph (1), if— 

(A) the modified project is— 

(i) similar in purpose to the proposed 
projects; and 

(ii) consistent with the purposes of this 
title; and 

(B) the Secretary has consulted with the 
Tribe regarding any modification. 

(3) NEGOTIATION WITH TRIBE.—On the basis 
of the review described in paragraph (1)(A), 
the Secretary shall negotiate with the Tribe 
appropriate changes, if any, to the final de- 
sign— 

(A) to ensure that the final design meets 
applicable industry standards; 

(B) to improve the cost-effectiveness of 
any construction; and 

(C) to ensure that the projects may be con- 
structed using only the amounts made avail- 
able under section 9018. 

(d) NONREIMBURSABILITY OF COoSsTS.—AII1 
costs incurred by the Secretary in carrying 
out this section shall be nonreimbursable. 

(e) FUNDING.—The total amount of obliga- 
tions incurred by the Secretary in carrying 
out this section shall not exceed $87,300,000. 

(f) OWNERSHIP BY TRIBE.—Title to all facili- 
ties rehabilitated or constructed under this 
section shall be held by the Tribe, except 
that title to the Birch Creek Unit of the 
Blackfeet Indian Irrigation Project shall re- 
main with the Bureau of Indian Affairs. 

(g) ADMINISTRATION.—The Commissioner of 
Reclamation and the Tribe shall negotiate 
the cost of any oversight activity carried out 
by the Bureau of Reclamation under any 
agreement entered into under this section, 
subject to the condition that the total cost 
for the oversight shall not exceed 4 percent 
of the total costs incurred under this sec- 
tion. 

(h) OM&R Costs.—The Federal Govern- 
ment shall have no obligation to pay for the 
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operation, maintenance, or replacement 
costs for the facilities rehabilitated or con- 
structed under this section. 

(i) PROJECT EFFICIENCIES.—If the total cost 
of planning, design, and construction activi- 
ties relating to the projects described in this 
section results in cost savings and is less 
than the amounts authorized to be obligated, 
the Secretary, at the request of the Tribe, 
may— 

(1) use those cost savings to carry out a 
project described in section 9007(d), 9010, 9011, 
or 9018; or 

(2) deposit those cost savings to the Black- 
feet OM&R Trust Account. 

(j) APPLICABILITY OF ISDEAA.—At the re- 
quest of the Tribe, and in accordance with 
the Indian Self-Determination and Edu- 
cation Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 5301 et seq.), 
the Secretary shall enter into 1 or more 
agreements with the Tribe to carry out this 
section. 

SEC. 9013. BLACKFEET WATER, STORAGE, AND 
DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.— 

(1) ScoPpE.—The scope of the construction 
under this section shall be as generally de- 
scribed in the document entitled ‘‘Blackfeet 
Water Storage, Development, and Project 
Report’’, prepared by DOWL HKM, and dated 
March 18, 2013, as modified and agreed to by 
the Secretary and the Tribe. 

(2) MODIFICATION.—The Tribe may modify 
the scope of the projects described in the 
document referred to in paragraph (1) if— 

(A) the modified project is— 

(i) similar to the proposed project; and 

(ii) consistent with the purposes of this 
title; and 

(B) the modification is approved by the 
Secretary. 

(b) NONREIMBURSABILITY OF CostTs.—All 
costs incurred by the Secretary in carrying 
out this section shall be nonreimbursable. 

(c) FUNDING.—The total amount of obliga- 
tions incurred by the Secretary in carrying 
out this section shall not exceed $91,000,000. 

(da) OM&R Costs.—The Federal Govern- 
ment shall have no obligation to pay for the 
operation, maintenance, or replacement 
costs for the facilities rehabilitated or con- 
structed under this section. 

(e) OWNERSHIP BY TRIBE.—Title to any fa- 
cility constructed under this section shall be 
held by the Tribe. 

SEC. 9014. EASEMENTS AND RIGHTS-OF-WAY. 

(a) TRIBAL EASEMENTS AND RIGHTS-OF- 
Way.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—On request of the Sec- 
retary, the Tribe shall grant, at no cost to 
the United States, such easements and 
rights-of-way over tribal land as are nec- 
essary for the construction of the projects 
authorized by sections 9010 and 9011. 

(2) JURISDICTION.—An easement or right-of- 
way granted by the Tribe pursuant to para- 
graph (1) shall not affect in any respect the 
civil or criminal jurisdiction of the Tribe 
over the easement or right-of-way. 

(b) LANDOWNER EASEMENTS AND RIGHTS-OF- 
Way.—In partial consideration for the con- 
struction activities authorized by section 
9011, and as a condition of receiving service 
from the MR&I System, a landowner shall 
grant, at no cost to the United States or the 
Tribe, such easements and rights-of-way over 
the land of the landowner as may be nec- 
essary for the construction of the MR&I Sys- 
tem. 

(c) LAND ACQUIRED BY UNITED STATES OR 
TRIBE.—Any land acquired within the bound- 
aries of the Reservation by the United States 
on behalf of the Tribe, or by the Tribe on be- 
half of the Tribe, in connection with achiev- 
ing the purposes of this title shall be held in 
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trust by the United States for the benefit of 
the Tribe. 
SEC. 9015. TRIBAL WATER RIGHTS. 

(a) CONFIRMATION OF ‘TRIBAL WATER 
RIGHTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Tribal water rights 
are ratified, confirmed, and declared to be 
valid. 

(2) UsE.—Any use of the Tribal water 
rights shall be subject to the terms and con- 
ditions of the Compact and this title. 

(3) CONFLICT.—In the event of a conflict be- 
tween the Compact and this title, the provi- 
sions of this title shall control. 

(b) INTENT OF CONGRESS.—It is the intent of 
Congress to provide to each allottee benefits 
that are equivalent to, or exceed, the bene- 
fits the allottees possess on the day before 
the date of enactment of this title, taking 
into consideration— 

(1) the potential risks, cost, and time delay 
associated with litigation that would be re- 
solved by the Compact and this title; 

(2) the availability of funding under this 
title and from other sources; 

(8) the availability of water from the Trib- 
al water rights; and 

(4) the applicability of section 7 of the Act 
of February 8, 1887 (25 U.S.C. 381), and this 
title to protect the interests of allottees. 

(c) TRUST STATUS OF TRIBAL WATER 
RIGHTS.—The Tribal water rights— 

(1) shall be held in trust by the United 
States for the use and benefit of the Tribe 
and the allottees in accordance with this 
title; and 

(2) shall not be subject to forfeiture or 
abandonment. 

(d) ALLOTTEES.— 

(1) APPLICABILITY OF ACT OF FEBRUARY 8, 
1887.—The provisions of section 7 of the Act of 
February 8, 1887 (25 U.S.C. 381), relating to 
the use of water for irrigation purposes shall 
apply to the Tribal water rights. 

(2) ENTITLEMENT TO WATER.—Any entitle- 
ment to water of an allottee under Federal 
law shall be satisfied from the Tribal water 
rights. 

(3) ALLOCATIONS.—An allottee shall be enti- 
tled to a just and equitable allocation of 
water for irrigation purposes. 

(4) CLAIMS.— 

(A) EXHAUSTION OF REMEDIES.—Before as- 
serting any claim against the United States 
under section 7 of the Act of February 8, 1887 
(25 U.S.C. 381), or any other applicable law, 
an allottee shall exhaust remedies available 
under the tribal water code or other applica- 
ble tribal law. 

(B) ACTION FOR RELIEF.—After the exhaus- 
tion of all remedies available under the trib- 
al water code or other applicable tribal law, 
an allottee may seek relief under section 7 of 
the Act of February 8, 1887 (25 U.S.C. 381), or 
other applicable law. 

(5) AUTHORITY OF SECRETARY.—The Sec- 
retary shall have the authority to protect 
the rights of allottees in accordance with 
this section. 

(e) AUTHORITY OF TRIBE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Tribe shall have the 
authority to allocate, distribute, and lease 
the Tribal water rights for any use on the 
Reservation in accordance with the Com- 
pact, this title, and applicable Federal law. 

(2) OFF-RESERVATION USE.—The Tribe may 
allocate, distribute, and lease the Tribal 
water rights for off-Reservation use in ac- 
cordance with the Compact, subject to the 
approval of the Secretary. 

(3) LAND LEASES BY ALLOTTEES.—Notwith- 
standing paragraph (1), an allottee may lease 
any interest in land held by the allottee, to- 
gether with any water right determined to 
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be appurtenant to the interest in land, in ac- 
cordance with the tribal water code. 

(f) TRIBAL WATER CODE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding article 
IV.C.1 of the Compact, not later than 4 years 
after the date on which the Tribe ratifies the 
Compact in accordance with this title, the 
Tribe shall enact a tribal water code that 
provides for— 

(A) the management, regulation, and gov- 
ernance of all uses of the Tribal water rights 
in accordance with the Compact and this 
title; and 

(B) establishment by the Tribe of condi- 
tions, permit requirements, and other re- 
quirements for the allocation, distribution, 
or use of the Tribal water rights in accord- 
ance with the Compact and this title. 

(2) INCLUSIONS.—Subject to the approval of 
the Secretary, the tribal water code shall 
provide— 

(A) that use of water by allottees shall be 
satisfied with water from the Tribal water 
rights; 

(B) a process by which an allottee may re- 
quest that the Tribe provide water for irriga- 
tion use in accordance with this title, includ- 
ing the provision of water under any allottee 
lease under section 4 of the Act of June 25, 
1910 (25 U.S.C. 403); 

(C) a due process system for the consider- 
ation and determination by the Tribe of any 
request by an allottee (or a successor in in- 
terest to an allottee) for an allocation of 
water for irrigation purposes on allotted 
land, including a process for— 

(i) appeal and adjudication of any denied or 
disputed distribution of water; and 

(ii) resolution of any contested administra- 
tive decision; and 

(D) a requirement that any allottee assert- 
ing a claim relating to the enforcement of 
rights of the allottee under the tribal water 
code, or to the quantity of water allocated to 
land of the allottee, shall exhaust all rem- 
edies available to the allottee under tribal 
law before initiating an action against the 
United States or petitioning the Secretary 
pursuant to subsection (d)(4)(B). 

(3) ACTION BY SECRETARY.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—During the period begin- 
ning on the date of enactment of this title 
and ending on the date on which a tribal 
water code described in paragraphs (1) and (2) 
is enacted, the Secretary shall administer, 
with respect to the rights of allottees, the 
Tribal water rights in accordance with this 
title. 

(B) APPROVAL.—The tribal water code de- 
scribed in paragraphs (1) and (2) shall not be 
valid unless— 

(i) the provisions of the tribal water code 
required by paragraph (2) are approved by 
the Secretary; and 

(ii) each amendment to the tribal water 
code that affects a right of an allottee is ap- 
proved by the Secretary. 

(C) APPROVAL PERIOD.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall ap- 
prove or disapprove the tribal water code or 
an amendment to the tribal water code not 
later than 180 days after the date on which 
the tribal water code or amendment is sub- 
mitted to the Secretary. 

(ii) EXTENSION.—The deadline described in 
clause (i) may be extended by the Secretary 
after consultation with the Tribe. 

(g) ADMINISTRATION.— 

(1) NO ALIENATION.—The Tribe shall not 
permanently alienate any portion of the 
Tribal water rights. 

(2) PURCHASES OR GRANTS OF LAND FROM IN- 
DIANS.—An authorization provided by this 
title for the allocation, distribution, leasing, 
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or other arrangement entered into pursuant 
to this title shall be considered to satisfy 
any requirement for authorization of the ac- 
tion by treaty or convention imposed by sec- 
tion 2116 of the Revised Statutes (25 U.S.C. 
177). 

(3) PROHIBITION ON FORFEITURE.—The non- 
use of all or any portion of the Tribal water 
rights by a lessee or contractor shall not re- 
sult in the forfeiture, abandonment, relin- 
quishment, or other loss of all or any portion 
of the Tribal water rights. 

(h) EFFECT.—Except as otherwise expressly 
provided in this section, nothing in this 
title— 

(1) authorizes any action by an allottee 
against any individual or entity, or against 
the Tribe, under Federal, State, tribal, or 
local law; or 

(2) alters or affects the status of any action 
brought pursuant to section 1491(a) of title 
28, United States Code. 

SEC. 9016. BLACKFEET SETTLEMENT TRUST 
FUND 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
in the Treasury of the United States a trust 
fund, to be known as the ‘‘Blackfeet Settle- 
ment Trust Fund” (referred to in this sec- 
tion as the ‘‘Trust Fund”), to be managed, 
invested, and distributed by the Secretary 
and to remain available until expended, con- 
sisting of the amounts deposited in the Trust 
Fund under subsection (c), together with any 
interest earned on those amounts, for the 
purpose of carrying out this title. 

(b) ACCOUNTS.—The Secretary shall estab- 
lish in the Trust Fund the following ac- 
counts: 

(1) The Administration and Energy Ac- 
count. 

(2) The OM&R Account. 

(3) The St. Mary Account. 

(4) The Blackfeet Water, Storage, and De- 
velopment Projects Account. 

(c) DEPOSITS.—The Secretary shall deposit 
in the Trust Fund— 

(1) in the Administration and Energy Ac- 
count, the amount made available pursuant 
to section 9018(a)(1)(A); 

(2) in the OM&R Account, the amount 
made available pursuant to section 
9018(a)(1)(B); 

(3) in the St. Mary Account, the amount 
made available pursuant to section 
9018(a)(1)(C); and 

(4) in the Blackfeet Water, Storage, and 
Development Projects Account, the amount 


made available pursuant to section 
9018(a)(1)(D). 
(d) MANAGEMENT.—The Secretary shall 


manage, invest, and distribute all amounts 
in the Trust Fund in a manner that is con- 
sistent with the investment authority of the 
Secretary under— 

(1) the first section of the Act of June 24, 
1938 (25 U.S.C. 162a); 

(2) the American Indian Trust Fund Man- 
agement Reform Act of 1994 (25 U.S.C. 4001 et 
seq.); and 

(3) this section. 

(e) AVAILABILITY OF AMOUNTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Amounts appropriated to, 
and deposited in, the Trust Fund, including 
any investment earnings, shall be made 
available to the Tribe by the Secretary be- 
ginning on the enforceability date. 

(2) FUNDING FOR TRIBAL IMPLEMENTATION 
ACTIVITIES.—Notwithstanding paragraph (1), 
on approval pursuant to this title and the 
Compact by a referendum vote of a majority 
of votes cast by members of the Tribe on the 
day of the vote, as certified by the Secretary 
and the Tribe and subject to the availability 
of appropriations, of the amounts in the Ad- 
ministration and Energy Account, $4,800,000 
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shall be made available to the Tribe for the 
implementation of this title. 

(f) WITHDRAWALS UNDER AIFRMRA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Tribe may withdraw 
any portion of the funds in the Trust Fund 
on approval by the Secretary of a tribal 
management plan submitted by the Tribe in 
accordance with the American Indian Trust 
Fund Management Reform Act of 1994 (25 
U.S.C. 4001 et seq.). 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—In addition to the re- 
quirements under the American Indian Trust 
Fund Management Reform Act of 1994 (25 
U.S.C. 4001 et seq.), the tribal management 
plan under paragraph (1) shall require that 
the Tribe shall spend all amounts withdrawn 
from the Trust Fund in accordance with this 
title. 

(B) ENFORCEMENT.—The Secretary may 
carry out such judicial and administrative 
actions as the Secretary determines to be 
necessary to enforce the tribal management 
plan to ensure that amounts withdrawn by 
the Tribe from the Trust Fund under this 
subsection are used in accordance with this 
title. 

(g) WITHDRAWALS 
PLAN.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Tribe may submit to 
the Secretary a request to withdraw funds 
from the Trust Fund pursuant to an ap- 
proved expenditure plan. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—To be eligible to with- 
draw funds under an expenditure plan under 
paragraph (1), the Tribe shall submit to the 
Secretary for approval an expenditure plan 
for any portion of the Trust Fund that the 
Tribe elects to withdraw pursuant to this 
subsection, subject to the condition that the 
funds shall be used for the purposes described 
in this title. 

(3) INCLUSIONS.—An expenditure plan under 
this subsection shall include a description of 
the manner and purpose for which the 
amounts proposed to be withdrawn from the 
Trust Fund will be used by the Tribe, in ac- 
cordance with subsection (h). 

(4) APPROVAL.—On receipt of an expendi- 
ture plan under this subsection, the Sec- 
retary shall approve the plan, if the Sec- 
retary determines that the plan— 

(A) is reasonable; and 

(B) is consistent with, and will be used for, 
the purposes of this title. 

(5) ENFORCEMENT.—The Secretary may 
carry out such judicial and administrative 
actions as the Secretary determines to be 
necessary to enforce an expenditure plan to 
ensure that amounts disbursed under this 
subsection are used in accordance with this 
title. 

(h) USES.—Amounts from the Trust Fund 
shall be used by the Tribe for the following 
purposes: 

(1) The Administration and Energy Ac- 
count shall be used for administration of the 
Tribal water rights and energy development 
projects under this title and the Compact. 

(2) The OM&R Account shall be used to as- 
sist the Tribe in paying OM&R costs. 

(3) The St. Mary Account shall be distrib- 
uted pursuant to an expenditure plan ap- 
proved under subsection (g), subject to the 
conditions that— 

(A) during the period for which the amount 
is available and held by the Secretary, 
$500,000 shall be distributed to the Tribe an- 
nually as compensation for the deferral of 
the St. Mary water right; and 

(B) any additional amounts deposited in 
the account may be withdrawn and used by 
the Tribe to pay OM&R costs or other ex- 
penses for 1 or more projects to benefit the 
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Tribe, as approved by the Secretary, subject 
to the requirement that the Secretary shall 
not approve an expenditure plan under this 
paragraph unless the Tribe provides a resolu- 
tion of the tribal council— 

(i) approving the withdrawal of the funds 
from the account; and 

(ii) acknowledging that the Secretary will 
not be able to distribute funds under sub- 
paragraph (A) indefinitely if the principal 
funds in the account are reduced. 

(4) The Blackfeet Water, Storage, and De- 
velopment Projects Account shall be used to 
carry out section 9013. 

(i) LIABILITY.—The Secretary and the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury shall not be liable for 
the expenditure or investment of any 
amounts withdrawn from the Trust Fund by 
the Tribe under subsection (f) or (g). 

(j) No PER CAPITA DISTRIBUTIONS.—No por- 
tion of the Trust Fund shall be distributed 
on a per capita basis to any member of the 
Tribe. 

(k) DEPOSIT OF FUNDS.—On request by the 
Tribe, the Secretary may deposit amounts 
from an account described in paragraph (1), 
(2), or (4) of subsection (b) to any other ac- 
count the Secretary determines to be appro- 
priate. 

SEC. 9017. BLACKFEET WATER SETTLEMENT IM- 
PLEMENTATION FUND. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
in the Treasury of the United States a 
nontrust, interest-bearing account, to be 
known as the “Blackfeet Water Settlement 
Implementation Fund” (referred to in this 
section as the “Implementation Fund’’), to 
be managed and distributed by the Sec- 
retary, for use by the Secretary for carrying 
out this title. 

(b) ACCOUNTS.—The Secretary shall estab- 
lish in the Implementation Fund the fol- 
lowing accounts: 

(1) The MR&I System, 
Water Storage Account. 

(2) The Blackfeet Irrigation Project De- 
ferred Maintenance and Four Horns Dam 
Safety Improvements Account. 

(3) The St. Mary/Milk Water Management 
and Activities Fund. 

(c) DEPOSITS.—The Secretary shall deposit 
in the Implementation Fund— 

(1) in the MR&I System, Irrigation, and 
Water Storage Account, the amount made 
available pursuant to section 9018(a)(2)(A); 

(2) in the Blackfeet Irrigation Project De- 
ferred Maintenance and Four Horns Dam 
Safety Improvements Account, the amount 
made available pursuant to section 
9018(a)(2)(B); and 

(3) in the St. Mary/Milk Water Manage- 
ment and Activities Fund, the amount made 
available pursuant to section 9018(a)(2)(C). 

(d) USES.— 

(1) MR&I SYSTEM, IRRIGATION, AND WATER 
STORAGE ACCOUNT.—The MR&I System, Irri- 
gation, and Water Storage Account shall be 
used to carry out sections 9011 and 9012. 

(2) BLACKFEET IRRIGATION PROJECT DE- 
FERRED MAINTENANCE AND FOUR HORNS DAM 
SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS ACCOUNT.—The Black- 
feet Irrigation Project Deferred Maintenance 
and Four Horns Dam Safety Improvements 
Account shall be used to carry out section 
9010. 

(3) ST. MARY/MILK WATER MANAGEMENT AND 
ACTIVITIES ACCOUNT.—The St. Mary/Milk 
Water Management and Activities Account 
shall be used to carry out sections 9005 and 
9007. 

(e) MANAGEMENT.—Amounts in the Imple- 
mentation Fund shall not be available to the 
Secretary for expenditure until the enforce- 
ability date. 


Irrigation, and 
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SEC. 9018. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (b), 
there are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary— 

(1) as adjusted on appropriation to reflect 
changes since April 2010 in the Consumer 
Price Index for All Urban Consumers West 
Urban 50,000 to 1,500,000 index for the amount 
appropriated— 

(A) for deposit in the Administration and 
Energy Account of the Blackfeet Settlement 
Trust Fund established under section 
9016(b)(1), $28,900,000; 

(B) for deposit in the OM&R Account of the 
Blackfeet Settlement Trust Fund estab- 
lished under section 9016(b)(2), $27,760,000; 

(C) for deposit in the St. Mary Account of 
the Blackfeet Settlement Trust Fund estab- 
lished under section 9016(b)(3), $27,800,000; 
and 

(D) for deposit in the Blackfeet Water, 
Storage, and Development Projects Account 
of the Blackfeet Settlement Trust Fund es- 
tablished under section 9016(b)(4), $91,000,000; 
and 

(2) as adjusted annually to reflect changes 
since April 2010 in the Bureau of Reclama- 
tion Construction Cost Trends Index applica- 
ble to the types of construction involved— 

(A) for deposit in the MR&I System, Irriga- 
tion, and Water Storage Account of the 
Blackfeet Water Settlement Implementation 
Fund established under section 9017(b)(1), 
$163,500,000; 

(B) for deposit in the Blackfeet Irrigation 
Project Deferred Maintenance, Four Horns 
Dam Safety, and Rehabilitation and En- 
hancement of the Four Horns Feeder Canal, 
Dam, and Reservoir Improvements Account 
of the Blackfeet Water Settlement Imple- 
mentation Fund established under section 
9017(b)(2), $54,900,000, of which— 

(i) $40,900,000 shall be made available for 
activities and projects under section 9010(c); 
and 

(ii) $14,000,000 shall be made available for 
activities and projects under section 
9010(d)(2); and 

(C) for deposit in the St. Mary/Milk Water 
Management and Activities Account of the 
Blackfeet Water Settlement Implementation 
Fund established under section 9017(b)(3), 
$28,100,000, of which— 

(i) $27,600,000 shall be allocated in accord- 
ance with section 9007(g); and 

(ii) $500,000 shall be used to carry out sec- 
tion 9005. 

(b) ADJUSTMENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The adjustment of the 
amounts authorized to be appropriated pur- 
suant to subsection (a)(1) shall occur each 
time an amount is appropriated for an ac- 
count and shall add to, or subtract from, as 
applicable, the total amount authorized. 

(2) REPETITION.—The adjustment process 
under this subsection shall be repeated for 
each subsequent amount appropriated until 
the amount authorized, as adjusted, has been 
appropriated. 

(3) TREATMENT.—The amount of an adjust- 
ment may be considered— 

(A) to be authorized as of the date on 
which congressional action occurs; and 

(B) in determining the amount authorized 
to be appropriated. 

SEC. 9019. WATER RIGHTS IN LEWIS AND CLARK 
NATIONAL FOREST AND GLACIER 
NATIONAL PARK. 

The instream flow water rights of the 
Tribe on land within the Lewis and Clark 
National Forest and Glacier National Park— 

(1) are confirmed; and 

(2) shall be as described in the document 
entitled ‘‘Stipulation to Address Claims by 
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and for the Benefit of the Blackfeet Indian 
Tribe to Water Rights in the Lewis & Clark 
National Forest and Glacier National Park”, 
and as finally decreed by the Montana Water 
Court, or, if the Montana Water Court is 
found to lack jurisdiction, by the United 
States district court with jurisdiction. 

SEC. 9020. WAIVERS AND RELEASES OF CLAIMS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.— 

(1) WAIVER AND RELEASE OF CLAIMS BY 
TRIBE AND UNITED STATES AS TRUSTEE FOR 
TRIBE.—Subject to the reservation of rights 
and retention of claims under subsection (d), 
as consideration for recognition of the Tribal 
water rights and other benefits as described 
in the Compact and this title, the Tribe, act- 
ing on behalf of the Tribe and members of 
the Tribe (but not any member of the Tribe 
as an allottee), and the United States, acting 
as trustee for the Tribe and the members of 
the Tribe (but not any member of the Tribe 
as an allottee), shall execute a waiver and re- 
lease of all claims for water rights within 
the State that the Tribe, or the United 
States acting as trustee for the Tribe, as- 
serted or could have asserted in any pro- 
ceeding, including a State stream adjudica- 
tion, on or before the enforceability date, ex- 
cept to the extent that such rights are recog- 
nized in the Compact and this title. 

(2) WAIVER AND RELEASE OF CLAIMS BY 
UNITED STATES AS TRUSTEE FOR ALLOTTEES.— 
Subject to the reservation of rights and the 
retention of claims under subsection (d), as 
consideration for recognition of the Tribal 
water rights and other benefits as described 
in the Compact and this title, the United 
States, acting as trustee for allottees, shall 
execute a waiver and release of all claims for 
water rights within the Reservation that the 
United States, acting as trustee for the 
allottees, asserted or could have asserted in 
any proceeding, including a State stream ad- 
judication, on or before the enforceability 
date, except to the extent that such rights 
are recognized in the Compact and this title. 

(3) WAIVER AND RELEASE OF CLAIMS BY 
TRIBE AGAINST UNITED STATES.—Subject to 
the reservation of rights and retention of 
claims under subsection (d), the Tribe, act- 
ing on behalf of the Tribe and members of 
the Tribe (but not any member of the Tribe 
as an allottee), shall execute a waiver and re- 
lease of all claims against the United States 
(including any agency or employee of the 
United States)— 

(A) relating to— 

(i) water rights within the State that the 
United States, acting as trustee for the 
Tribe, asserted or could have asserted in any 
proceeding, including a stream adjudication 
in the State, except to the extent that such 
rights are recognized as Tribal water rights 
under this title; 

(ii) damage, loss, or injury to water, water 
rights, land, or natural resources due to loss 
of water or water rights (including damages, 
losses, or injuries to hunting, fishing, gath- 
ering, or cultural rights due to loss of water 
or water rights, claims relating to inter- 
ference with, diversion, or taking of water, 
or claims relating to failure to protect, ac- 
quire, replace, or develop water, water 
rights, or water infrastructure) within the 
State that first accrued at any time on or 
before the enforceability date; 

(iii) a failure to establish or provide a mu- 
nicipal rural or industrial water delivery 
system on the Reservation; 

(iv) a failure to provide for operation or 
maintenance, or deferred maintenance, for 
the Blackfeet Irrigation Project or any other 
irrigation system or irrigation project on the 
Reservation; 
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(v) the litigation of claims relating to the 
water rights of the Tribe in the State; and 

(vi) the negotiation, execution, or adoption 
of the Compact (including exhibits) or this 
title; 

(B) reserved in subsections (b) through (d) 
of section 6 of the settlement for the case 
styled Blackfeet Tribe v. United States, No. 
02-127L (Fed. Cl. 2012); and 

(C) that first accrued at any time on or be- 
fore the enforceability date— 

(i) arising from the taking or acquisition of 
the land of the Tribe or resources for the 
construction of the features of the St. Mary 
Unit of the Milk River Project; 

(ii) relating to the construction, operation, 
and maintenance of the St. Mary Unit of the 
Milk River Project, including Sherburne 
Dam, St. Mary Diversion Dam, St. Mary 
Canal and associated infrastructure, and the 
management of flows in Swiftcurrent Creek, 
including the diversion of Swiftcurrent 
Creek into Lower St. Mary Lake; 

(iii) relating to the construction, oper- 
ation, and management of Lower Two Medi- 
cine Dam and Reservoir and Four Horns Dam 
and Reservoir, including any claim relating 
to the failure to provide dam safety improve- 
ments for Four Horns Reservoir; or 

(iv) relating to the allocation of waters of 
the Milk River and St. Mary River (including 
tributaries) between the United States and 
Canada pursuant to the International Bound- 
ary Waters Treaty of 1909 (86 Stat. 2448). 


(b) EFFECTIVENESS.—The waivers and re- 
leases under subsection (a) shall take effect 
on the enforceability date. 


(c) WITHDRAWAL OF OBJECTIONS.—The Tribe 
shall withdraw all objections to the water 
rights claims filed by the United States for 
the benefit of the Milk River Project, except 
objections to those claims consolidated for 
adjudication within Basin 40J, within 14 days 
of the certification under subsection (f)(5) 
that the Tribal membership has approved the 
Compact and this title. 

(1) Prior to withdrawal of the objections, 
the Tribe may seek leave of the Montana 
Water Court for a right to reinstate the ob- 
jections in the event the conditions of en- 
forceability in paragraphs (1) through (8) of 
subsection (f) are not satisfied by the date of 
expiration described in section 9023 of this 
title. 

(2) If the conditions of enforceability in 
paragraphs (1) through (8) of subsection (f) 
are satisfied, and any authority the Montana 
Water Court may have granted the Tribe to 
reinstate objections described in this section 
has not yet expired, the Tribe shall notify 
the Montana Water Court and the United 
States in writing that it will not exercise 
any such authority. 


(d) RESERVATION OF RIGHTS AND RETENTION 
OF CLAIMS.—Notwithstanding the waivers 
and releases under subsection (a), the Tribe, 
acting on behalf of the Tribe and members of 
the Tribe, and the United States, acting as 
trustee for the Tribe and allottees, shall re- 
tain— 

(1) all claims relating to— 

(A) enforcement of, or claims accruing 
after the enforceability date relating to 
water rights recognized under, the Compact, 
any final decree, or this title; 

(B) activities affecting the quality of 
water, including any claim under— 

(i) the Comprehensive Environmental Re- 
sponse, Compensation, and Liability Act of 
1980 (42 U.S.C. 9601 et seq.), including dam- 
ages to natural resources; 

(ii) the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 
300f et seq.); 
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(iii) the Federal Water Pollution Control 
Act (33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.) (commonly re- 
ferred to as the ‘‘Clean Water Act’’); and 

(iv) any regulations implementing the Acts 
described in clauses (i) through (iii); or 

(C) damage, loss, or injury to land or nat- 
ural resources that are not due to loss of 
water or water rights (including hunting, 
fishing, gathering, or cultural rights); 

(2) all rights to use and protect water 
rights acquired after the date of enactment 
of this title; and 

(3) all rights, remedies, privileges, immuni- 
ties, and powers not specifically waived and 
released pursuant to this title or the Com- 
pact. 

(e) EFFECT OF COMPACT AND ACT.—Nothing 
in the Compact or this title— 

(1) affects the ability of the United States, 
acting as a sovereign, to take any action au- 
thorized by law (including any law relating 
to health, safety, or the environment), in- 
cluding— 

(A) the Comprehensive Environmental Re- 
sponse, Compensation, and Liability Act of 
1980 (42 U.S.C. 9601 et seq.); 

(B) the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 
300f et seq.); 

(C) the Federal Water Pollution Control 
Act (33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.) (commonly re- 
ferred to as the ‘‘Clean Water Act’’); and 

(D) any regulations implementing the Acts 
described in subparagraphs (A) through (C); 

(2) affects the ability of the United States 
to act as trustee for any other Indian tribe 
or allottee of any other Indian tribe; 

(3) confers jurisdiction on any State 
court— 

(A) to interpret Federal law regarding 
health, safety, or the environment; 

(B) to determine the duties of the United 
States or any other party pursuant to a Fed- 
eral law regarding health, safety, or the en- 
vironment; or 

(C) to conduct judicial review of a Federal 
agency action; 

(4) waives any claim of a member of the 
Tribe in an individual capacity that does not 
derive from a right of the Tribe; 

(5) revives any claim waived by the Tribe 
in the case styled Blackfeet Tribe v. United 
States, No. 02-127L (Fed. Cl. 2012); or 

(6) revives any claim released by an allot- 
tee or a tribal member in the settlement for 
the case styled Cobell v. Salazar, No. 
1:96CV01285-JR (D.D.C. 2012). 

(£) ENFORCEABILITY DATE.—The_ enforce- 
ability date shall be the date on which the 
Secretary publishes in the Federal Register a 
statement of findings that— 

(XA) the Montana Water Court has ap- 
proved the Compact, and that decision has 
become final and nonappealable; or 

(B) if the Montana Water Court is found to 
lack jurisdiction, the appropriate United 
States district court has approved the Com- 
pact, and that decision has become final and 
nonappealable; 

(2) all amounts authorized under section 
9018(a) have been appropriated; 

(3) the agreements required by sections 
9006(c), 9007(f), and 9009(c) have been exe- 
cuted; 

(4) the State has appropriated and paid 
into an interest-bearing escrow account any 
payments due as of the date of enactment of 
this title to the Tribe under the Compact, 
the Birch Creek Agreement, and this title; 

(5) the members of the Tribe have voted to 
approve this title and the Compact by a ma- 
jority of votes cast on the day of the vote, as 
certified by the Secretary and the Tribe; 

(6) the Secretary has fulfilled the require- 
ments of section 9009(a); 
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(7) the agreement or terms and conditions 
referred to in section 9005 are executed and 
final; and 

(8) the waivers and releases described in 
subsection (a) have been executed by the 
Tribe and the Secretary. 

(g) TOLLING OF CLAIMS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Each applicable period of 
limitation and time-based equitable defense 
relating to a claim described in this section 
shall be tolled during the period beginning 
on the date of enactment of this title and 
ending on the date on which the amounts 
made available to carry out this title are 
transferred to the Secretary. 

(2) EFFECT OF SUBSECTION.—Nothing in this 
subsection revives any claim or tolls any pe- 
riod of limitation or time-based equitable de- 
fense that expired before the date of enact- 
ment of this title. 

(h) EXPIRATION.—If all appropriations au- 
thorized by this title have not been made 
available to the Secretary by January 21, 
2026, the waivers and releases described in 
this section shall— 

(1) expire; and 

(2) have no further force or effect. 

(i) VOIDING OF WAIVERS.—If the waivers and 
releases described in this section are void 
under subsection (h)— 

(1) the approval of the United States of the 
Compact under section 9004 shall no longer 
be effective; 

(2) any unexpended Federal funds appro- 
priated or made available to carry out the 
activities authorized by this title, together 
with any interest earned on those funds, and 
any water rights or contracts to use water 
and title to other property acquired or con- 
structed with Federal funds appropriated or 
made available to carry out the activities 
authorized under this title shall be returned 
to the Federal Government, unless otherwise 
agreed to by the Tribe and the United States 
and approved by Congress; and 

(3) except for Federal funds used to acquire 
or develop property that is returned to the 
Federal Government under paragraph (2), the 
United States shall be entitled to offset any 
Federal funds appropriated or made avail- 
able to carry out the activities authorized 
under this title that were expended or with- 
drawn, together with any interest accrued, 
against any claims against the United States 
relating to water rights in the State asserted 
by the Tribe or any user of the Tribal water 
rights or in any future settlement of the 
water rights of the Tribe or an allottee. 

SEC. 9021. SATISFACTION OF CLAIMS. 

(a) TRIBAL CLAIMS.—The benefits realized 
by the Tribe under this title shall be in com- 
plete replacement of, complete substitution 
for, and full satisfaction of all— 

(1) claims of the Tribe against the United 
States waived and released pursuant to sec- 
tion 9020(a); and 

(2) objections withdrawn pursuant to sec- 
tion 9020(c). 

(b) ALLOTTEE CLAIMS.—The benefits real- 
ized by the allottees under this title shall be 
in complete replacement of, complete substi- 
tution for, and full satisfaction of— 

(1) all claims waived and released pursuant 
to section 9020(a)(2); and 

(2) any claim of an allottee against the 
United States similar in nature to a claim 
described in section 9020(a)(2) that the allot- 
tee asserted or could have asserted. 

SEC. 9022. MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS. 

(a) WAIVER OF SOVEREIGN IMMUNITY.—Ex- 
cept as provided in subsections (a) through 
(c) of section 208 of the Department of Jus- 
tice Appropriation Act, 1953 (43 U.S.C. 666), 
nothing in this title waives the sovereign im- 
munity of the United States. 
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(b) OTHER TRIBES NOT ADVERSELY AF- 
FECTED.—Nothing in this title quantifies or 
diminishes any land or water right, or any 
claim or entitlement to land or water, of an 
Indian tribe, band, or community other than 
the Tribe. 

(c) LIMITATION ON CLAIMS FOR REIMBURSE- 
MENT.—With respect to any Indian-owned 
land located within the Reservation— 

(1) the United States shall not submit 
against that land any claim for reimburse- 
ment of the cost to the United States of car- 
rying out this title or the Compact; and 

(2) no assessment of that land shall be 
made regarding that cost. 

(d) LIMITATION ON LIABILITY OF UNITED 
STATES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The United States has no 
obligation— 

(A) to monitor, administer, or account for, 
in any manner, any funds provided to the 
Tribe by the State; or 

(B) to review or approve any expenditure of 
those funds. 

(2) INDEMNITY.—The Tribe shall indemnify 
the United States, and hold the United 
States harmless, with respect to all claims 
(including claims for takings or breach of 
trust) arising from the receipt or expendi- 
ture of amounts described in the subsection. 

(e) EFFECT ON CURRENT LAW.—Nothing in 
this section affects any provision of law (in- 
cluding regulations) in effect on the day be- 
fore the date of enactment of this title with 
respect to preenforcement review of any Fed- 
eral environmental enforcement action. 

(f) EFFECT ON RECLAMATION LAWS.—The ac- 
tivities carried out by the Commissioner of 
Reclamation under this title shall not estab- 
lish a precedent or impact the authority pro- 
vided under any other provision of the rec- 
lamation laws, including— 

(1) the Reclamation Rural Water Supply 
Act of 2006 (48 U.S.C. 2401 et seq.); and 

(2) the Omnibus Public Land Management 
Act of 2009 (Public Law 111-11; 123 Stat. 991). 

(g) IRRIGATION EFFICIENCY IN UPPER BIRCH 
CREEK DRAINAGE.—Any activity carried out 
by the Tribe in the Upper Birch Creek Drain- 
age (as defined in article II.50 of the Com- 
pact) using funds made available to carry 
out this title shall achieve an irrigation effi- 
ciency of not less than 50 percent. 

(h) BIRCH CREEK AGREEMENT APPROVAL.— 
The Birch Creek Agreement is approved to 
the extent that the Birch Creek Agreement 
requires approval under section 2116 of the 
Revised Statutes (25 U.S.C. 177). 

(i) LIMITATION ON EFFECT.—Nothing in this 
title or the Compact— 

(1) makes an allocation or apportionment 
of water between or among States; or 

(2) addresses or implies whether, how, or to 
what extent the Tribal water rights, or any 
portion of the Tribal water rights, should be 
accounted for as part of, or otherwise 
charged against, an allocation or apportion- 
ment of water made to a State in an inter- 
state allocation or apportionment. 

SEC. 9023. EXPIRATION ON FAILURE TO MEET EN- 
FORCEABILITY DATE. 

If the Secretary fails to publish a state- 
ment of findings under section 9020(f) by not 
later than January 21, 2025, or such alter- 
native later date as is agreed to by the Tribe 
and the Secretary, after reasonable notice to 
the State, as applicable— 

(1) this title expires effective on the later 
of— 

(A) January 22, 2025; and 

(B) the day after such alternative later 
date as is agreed to by the Tribe and the Sec- 
retary; 

(2) any action taken by the Secretary and 
any contract or agreement entered into pur- 
suant to this title shall be void; 
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(3) any amounts made available under sec- 
tion 9018, together with any interest on those 
amounts, that remain unexpended shall im- 
mediately revert to the general fund of the 
Treasury, except for any funds made avail- 
able under section 9016(e)(2) if the Montana 
Water Court denies the Tribe’s request to re- 
instate the objections in section 9020(c); and 

(4) the United States shall be entitled to 
offset against any claims asserted by the 
Tribe against the United States relating to 
water rights— 

(A) any funds expended or withdrawn from 
the amounts made available pursuant to this 
title; and 

(B) any funds made available to carry out 
the activities authorized by this title from 
other authorized sources, except for any 
funds provided under section 9016(e)(2) if the 
Montana Water court denies the Tribe’s re- 
quest to reinstate the objections in section 
9020(c). 

SEC. 9024. ANTIDEFICIENCY. 

The United States shall not be liable for 
any failure to carry out any obligation or ac- 
tivity authorized by this title (including any 
obligation or activity under the Compact) 
if— 

(1) adequate appropriations are not pro- 
vided expressly by Congress to carry out the 
purposes of this title; or 

(2) there are not enough monies available 
to carry out the purposes of this title in the 
Reclamation Water Settlements Fund estab- 
lished under section 10501(a) of the Omnibus 
Public Land Management Act of 2009 (43 
U.S.C. 407(a)). 

SEC. 9025. OFFSETS. 

If insufficient funds are appropriated to 
carry out this title for a fiscal year, the Sec- 
retary may use to carry out this title such 
amounts as are necessary from other 
amounts made available to the Secretary for 
that fiscal year that are not otherwise obli- 
gated. 


SA 5042. Mr. INHOFE (for himself 
and Mrs. BOXER) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

Strike titles I through VIII and insert the 
following: 

TITLE I—PROGRAM REFORMS 
SEC. 1001. STUDY OF WATER RESOURCES DEVEL- 


OPMENT PROJECTS BY NON-FED- 
ERAL INTERESTS. 

Section 203 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2231) is amend- 
ed by adding at the end the following: 

‘(e) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—On the re- 
quest of a non-Federal interest, the Sec- 
retary may provide technical assistance re- 
lating to any aspect of the feasibility study 
if the non-Federal interest contracts with 
the Secretary to pay all costs of providing 
the technical assistance.’’. 

SEC. 1002. ADVANCED FUNDS FOR WATER RE- 
SOURCES DEVELOPMENT STUDIES 
AND PROJECTS. 

The Act of October 15, 1940 (33 U.S.C. 701h- 
1), is amended— 

(1) in the first sentence— 
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(A) by striking ‘‘Whenever any” and in- 
serting the following: 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—Whenever any”; 

(B) by striking ‘‘a flood-control project 
duly adopted and authorized by law” and in- 
serting ‘‘an authorized water resources de- 
velopment study or project,’’; and 

(C) by striking ‘‘such work’’ and inserting 
“such study or project”; 

(2) in the second sentence— 

(A) by striking ‘“‘The Secretary of the 
Army” and inserting the following: 

“(b) REPAYMENT.—The Secretary of the 
Army”; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘from appropriations which 
may be provided by Congress for flood-con- 
trol work” and inserting ‘“‘if specific appro- 
priations are provided by Congress for such 
purpose”; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

“(c) DEFINITION OF STATE.—In this section, 
the term ‘State’ means— 

“(1) a State; 

“(2) the District of Columbia; 

“(3) the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico; 

“(4) any other territory or possession of 
the United States; and 

“(5) a federally recognized Indian tribe or a 
Native village, Regional Corporation, or Vil- 
lage Corporation (as those terms are defined 
in section 3 of the Alaska Native Claims Set- 
tlement Act (43 U.S.C. 1602)).’’. 

SEC. 1003. AUTHORITY TO ACCEPT AND USE MA- 
TERIALS AND SERVICES. 

Section 1024 of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
2325a) is amended— 

(1) by striking subsection (a) and inserting 
the following: 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection 
(b), the Secretary is authorized to accept and 
use materials, services, or funds contributed 
by a non-Federal public entity, a nonprofit 
entity, or a private entity to repair, restore, 
replace, or maintain a water resources 
project in any case in which the District 
Commander determines that— 

“(1) there is a risk of adverse impacts to 
the functioning of the project for the author- 
ized purposes of the project; and 

‘“(2) acceptance of the materials and serv- 
ices or funds is in the public interest.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (c), in the matter pre- 
ceding paragraph (1)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘Not later than 60 days 
after initiating an activity under this sec- 
tion,” and inserting “Not later than Feb- 
ruary 1 of each year after the first fiscal year 
in which materials, services, or funds are ac- 
cepted under this section,’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘a report” and inserting 
“an annual report’’. 

SEC. 1004. PARTNERSHIPS WITH NON-FEDERAL 
ENTITIES TO PROTECT THE FED- 
ERAL INVESTMENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (c), 
the Secretary is authorized to partner with a 
non-Federal interest for the maintenance of 
a water resources project to ensure that the 
project will continue to function for the au- 
thorized purposes of the project. 

(b) FORM OF PARTNERSHIP.—Under a part- 
nership referred to in subsection (a), the Sec- 
retary is authorized to accept and use funds, 
materials, and services contributed by the 
non-Federal interest. 

(c) NO CREDIT OR REIMBURSEMENT.—Any 
entity that contributes materials, services, 
or funds under this section shall not be eligi- 
ble for credit, reimbursement, or repayment 
for the value of those materials, services, or 
funds. 

SEC. 1005. NON-FEDERAL STUDY AND CONSTRUC- 
TION OF PROJECTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may ac- 

cept and expend funds provided by non-Fed- 
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eral interests to undertake reviews, inspec- 
tions, monitoring, and other Federal activi- 
ties related to non-Federal interests car- 
rying out the study, design, or construction 
of water resources development projects 
under section 203 or 204 of the Water Re- 

sources Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 

2231, 2232) or any other Federal law. 

(b) INCLUSION IN CostTs.—In determining 
credit or reimbursement, the Secretary may 
include the amount of funds provided by a 
non-Federal interest under this section as a 
cost of the study, design, or construction. 
SEC. 1006. MUNITIONS DISPOSAL. 

Section 1027 of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
426e-2) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), in the matter pre- 
ceding paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘, at full 
Federal expense,” after “The Secretary 
may”; and 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘funded’’ 
and inserting ‘‘reimbursed’’. 

SEC. 1007. CHALLENGE COST-SHARING PROGRAM 
FOR MANAGEMENT OF RECREATION 
FACILITIES. 

Section 225 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 1992 (33 U.S.C. 2328) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub- 
section (d); and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(c) USER FEES.— 

**(1) COLLECTION OF FEES.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may 
allow a non-Federal public or private entity 
that has entered into an agreement pursuant 
to subsection (b) to collect user fees for the 
use of developed recreation sites and facili- 
ties, whether developed or constructed by 
that entity or the Department of the Army. 

‘“(B) USE OF VISITOR RESERVATION SERV- 
IcES.—A public or private entity described in 
subparagraph (A) may use to manage fee col- 
lections and reservations under this section 
any visitor reservation service that the Sec- 
retary has provided for by contract or inter- 
agency agreement, subject to such terms and 
conditions as the Secretary determines to be 
appropriate. 

‘“(2) USE OF FEES.—A non-Federal public or 
private entity that collects user fees under 
paragraph (1) may— 

“(A) retain up to 100 percent of the fees 
collected, as determined by the Secretary; 
and 

“(B) notwithstanding section 210(b)(4) of 
the Flood Control Act of 1968 (16 U.S.C. 460d- 
3(b)(4)), use that amount for operation, main- 
tenance, and management at the recreation 
site at which the fee is collected. 

“(3) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The authority 
of a non-Federal public or private entity 
under this subsection shall be subject to 
such terms and conditions as the Secretary 
determines necessary to protect the inter- 
ests of the United States.’’. 

SEC. 1008. STRUCTURES AND FACILITIES 
STRUCTED BY THE SECRETARY. 

Section 14 of the Act of March 8, 1899 (33 
U.S.C. 408) (commonly known as the ‘“‘Rivers 
and Harbors Act of 1899’’), is amended— 

(1) by striking “That it shall not be law- 
ful” and inserting the following: 

‘“(a) PROHIBITIONS AND PERMISSIONS.—It 
shall not be lawful’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

““(b) CONCURRENT REVIEW.— 

“(1) NEPA REVIEW.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—In any case in which an 
activity subject to this section requires a re- 
view under the National Environmental Pol- 
icy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4821 et seq.), review 
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and approval under this section shall, to the 
maximum extent practicable, occur concur- 
rently with any review and decisions made 
under that Act. 

‘(B) CORPS OF ENGINEERS AS A COOPERATING 
AGENCY.—If the Corps of Engineers is not the 
lead Federal agency for an environmental re- 
view described in subparagraph (A), the Chief 
of Engineers shall, to the maximum extent 
practicable— 

“(i) participate in the review as a cooper- 
ating agency (unless the Chief of Engineers 
does not intend to submit comments on the 
project); and 

“(ii) adopt and use any environmental doc- 
ument prepared under the National Environ- 
mental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4821 et 
seq.) by the lead agency to the same extent 
that a Federal agency could adopt or use a 
document prepared by another Federal agen- 
cy under— 

“(J) the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.); and 

“(IT) parts 1500 through 1508 of title 40, 
Code of Federal Regulations (or successor 
regulations). 

‘(2) REVIEWS BY SECRETARY.—In any case 
in which the Secretary of the Army is re- 
quired to approve an action under this sec- 
tion and under another authority, including 
sections 9 and 10 of this Act, section 404 of 
the Federal Water Pollution Control Act (83 
U.S.C. 1344), and section 103 of the Marine 
Protection, Research, and Sanctuaries Act of 
1972 (83 U.S.C. 1413), the Secretary shall— 

“(A) coordinate the reviews and, to the 
maximum extent practicable, carry out the 
reviews concurrently; and 

‘(B) adopt and use any document prepared 
by the Corps of Engineers for the purpose of 
complying with the same law and that ad- 
dresses the same types of impacts in the 
same geographic area if the document, as de- 
termined by the Secretary, is current and 
applicable. 

‘“(3) CONTRIBUTED FUNDS.—The Secretary of 
the Army may accept and expend funds re- 
ceived from non-Federal public or private en- 
tities to evaluate under this section an alter- 
ation or permanent occupation or use of a 
work built by the United States.’’. 

SEC. 1009. PROJECT COMPLETION. 

For any project authorized under section 
219 of the Water Resources Development Act 
of 1992 (Public Law 102-580; 106 Stat. 4835), 
the authorization of appropriations is in- 
creased by the amount, including in incre- 
ments, necessary to allow completion of the 
project if— 

(1) as of the date of enactment of this Act, 
the project has received more than $4,000,000 
in Federal appropriations and those appro- 
priations equal an amount that is greater 
than 80 percent of the authorized amount; 

(2) significant progress has been dem- 
onstrated toward completion of the project 
or segments of the project but the project is 
not complete as of the date of enactment of 
this Act; and 

(8) the benefits of the Federal investment 
will not be realized without an increase in 
the authorization of appropriations to allow 
completion of the project. 

SEC. 1010. CONTRIBUTED FUNDS. 

(a) CONTRIBUTED FUNDS.—Section 5 of the 
Act of June 22, 1936 (33 U.S.C. 701h) (com- 
monly known as the ‘‘Flood Control Act of 
1936”), is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘funds appropriated by the 
United States for’’; and 

(2) in the first proviso, by inserting after 
“authorized purposes of the project:’’ the fol- 
lowing: ‘‘Provided further, That the Secretary 
may receive and expend funds from a State 
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or a political subdivision of a State and 

other non-Federal interests to formulate, re- 

view, or revise, consistent with authorized 
project purposes, operational documents for 
any reservoir owned and operated by the 

Secretary (other than reservoirs in the 

Upper Missouri River, the Apalachicola- 

Chattahoochee-Flint River system, the Ala- 

bama-Coosa-Tallapoosa River system, and 

the Stones River):’’ 

(b) REPORT.—Section 1015 of the Water Re- 
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014 
is amended by striking subsection (b) (83 
U.S.C. 701h note; Public Law 113-121) and in- 
serting the following: 

“(b) REPORT.—Not later than February 1 of 
each year, the Secretary shall submit to the 
Committees on Environment and Public 
Works and Appropriations of the Senate and 
the Committees on Transportation and In- 
frastructure and Appropriations of the House 
of Representatives a report that— 

“(1) describes the number of agreements 
executed in the previous fiscal year for the 
acceptance of contributed funds under sec- 
tion 5 of the Act of June 22, 1936 (33 U.S.C. 
701h) (commonly Known as the ‘Flood Con- 
trol Act of 1936’); and 

‘“(2) includes information on the projects 
and amounts of contributed funds referred to 
in paragraph (1).’’. 

SEC. 1011. APPLICATION OF CERTAIN BENEFITS 
AND COSTS INCLUDED IN FINAL 
FEASIBILITY STUDIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—For a navigation project 
authorized after November 7, 2007, involving 
offshore oil and gas fabrication ports, the 
recommended plan by the Chief of Engineers 
shall be the plan that uses the value of fu- 
ture energy exploration and production fab- 
rication contracts and the transportation 
savings that would result from a larger navi- 
gation channel in accordance with section 
6009 of the Emergency Supplemental Appro- 
priations Act for Defense, the Global War on 
Terror, and Tsunami Relief, 2005 (Public Law 
109-18; 119 Stat. 282). 

(b) SPECIAL RULE.—In addition to projects 
described in subsection (a), this section shall 
apply to— 

(1) a project that has undergone an eco- 
nomic benefits update; and 

(2) at the request of the non-Federal spon- 
sor, any ongoing feasibility study for which 
the benefits under section 6009 of the Emer- 
gency Supplemental Appropriations Act for 
Defense, the Global War on Terror, and Tsu- 
nami Relief, 2005 (Public Law 109-18; 119 
Stat. 282) may apply. 

SEC. 1012. LEVERAGING FEDERAL INFRASTRUC- 
TURE FOR INCREASED WATER SUP- 
PLY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—At the request of a non- 
Federal interest, the Secretary may review 
proposals to increase the quantity of avail- 
able supplies of water at Federal water re- 
sources projects through— 

(1) modification of a water resources 
project; 

(2) modification of how a project is man- 
aged; or 

(3) accessing water released from a project. 

(b) PROPOSALS INCLUDED.—A proposal 
under subsection (a) may include— 

(1) increasing the storage capacity of the 
project; 

(2) diversion of water released or with- 
drawn from the project— 

(A) to recharge groundwater; 

(B) to aquifer storage and recovery; or 

(C) to any other storage facility; 

(3) construction of facilities for delivery of 
water from pumping stations constructed by 
the Secretary; 
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(4) construction of facilities to access 
water; and 

(5) a combination of the activities de- 
scribed in paragraphs (1) through (4). 

(c) EXCLUSIONS.—This section shall not 
apply to a proposal that— 

(1) reallocates existing water supply or hy- 
dropower storage; or 

(2) reduces water available for any author- 
ized project purpose. 

(d) OTHER FEDERAL PROJECTS.—In any case 
in which a proposal relates to a Federal 
project that is not owned by the Secretary, 
this section shall apply only to activities 
under the authority of the Secretary. 

(e) REVIEW PROCESS.— 

(1) NoTICE.—On receipt of a proposal sub- 
mitted under subsection (a), the Secretary 
shall provide a copy of the proposal to each 
entity described in paragraph (2) and if appli- 
cable, the Federal agency that owns the 
project, in the case of a project owned by an 
agency other than the Department of the 
Army. 

(2) PUBLIC PARTICIPATION.—In reviewing 
proposals submitted under subsection (a), 
and prior to making any decisions regarding 
a proposal, the Secretary shall comply with 
all applicable public participation require- 
ments under law, including consultation 
with— 

(A) affected States; 

(B) Power Marketing Administrations, in 
the case of reservoirs with Federal hydro- 
power projects; 

(C) entities responsible for operation and 
maintenance costs; 

(D) any entity that has a contractual right 
from the Federal Government or a State to 
withdraw water from, or use storage at, the 
project; 

(E) entities that the State determines hold 
rights under State law to the use of water 
from the project; and 

(F) units of local government with flood 
risk reduction responsibilities downstream 
of the project. 

(f) AUTHORITIES.—A proposal submitted to 
the Secretary under subsection (a) may be 
reviewed and approved, if applicable and ap- 
propriate, under— 

(1) the specific authorization for the water 
resources project; 

(2) section 216 of the Flood Control Act of 
1970 (83 U.S.C. 549a); 

(3) section 301 of the Water Supply Act of 
1958 (43 U.S.C. 390b); and 

(4) section 14 of the Act of March 3, 1899 
(commonly known as the ‘‘Rivers and Har- 
bors Act of 1899’’) (83 U.S.C. 408). 

(g) LIMITATIONS.—The Secretary shall not 
approve a proposal submitted under sub- 
section (a) that— 

(1) is not supported by the Federal agency 
that owns the project if the owner is not the 
Secretary; 

(2) interferes with an authorized purpose of 
the project; 

(8) adversely impacts contractual rights to 
water or storage at the reservoir; 

(4) adversely impacts legal rights to water 
under State law, as determined by an af- 
fected State; 

(5) increases costs for any entity other 
than the entity that submitted the proposal; 
or 

(6) if a project is subject to section 301(e) of 
the Water Supply Act of 1958 (43 U.S.C. 
390b(e)), makes modifications to the project 
that do not meet the requirements of that 
section unless the modification is submitted 
to and authorized by Congress. 

(h) COST SHARE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), 100 percent of the cost of de- 
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veloping, reviewing, and implementing a pro- 
posal submitted under subsection (a) shall be 
provided by an entity other than the Federal 
Government. 

(2) PLANNING ASSISTANCE TO STATES.—In 
the case of a proposal from an entity author- 
ized to receive assistance under section 22 of 
the Water Resources Development Act of 
1974 (42 U.S.C. 1962d-16), the Secretary may 
use funds available under that section to pay 
50 percent of the cost of a review of a pro- 
posal submitted under subsection (a). 

(3) OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE COSTS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraphs (B) and (C), the operation and 
maintenance costs for the non-Federal spon- 
sor of a proposal submitted under subsection 
(a) shall be 100 percent of the separable oper- 
ation and maintenance costs associated with 
the costs of implementing the proposal. 

(B) CERTAIN WATER SUPPLY STORAGE 
PROJECTS.—For a proposal submitted under 
subsection (a) for constructing additional 
water supply storage at a reservoir for use 
under a water supply storage agreement, in 
addition to the costs under subparagraph 
(A), the non-Federal costs shall include the 
proportional share of any joint-use costs for 
operation, maintenance, repair, replacement, 
or rehabilitation of the reservoir project de- 
termined in accordance with section 301 of 
the Water Supply Act of 1958 (48 U.S.C. 390b). 

(C) VOLUNTARY CONTRIBUTIONS.—An entity 
other than an entity described in subpara- 
graph (A) may voluntarily contribute to the 
costs of implementing a proposal submitted 
under subsection (a). 

(i) CONTRIBUTED FUNDS.—The Secretary 
may receive and expend funds contributed by 
a non-Federal interest for the review and ap- 
proval of a proposal submitted under sub- 
section (a). 

(j) ASSISTANCE.—On request by a non-Fed- 
eral interest, the Secretary may provide 
technical assistance in the development or 
implementation of a proposal under sub- 
section (a), including assistance in obtaining 
necessary permits for construction, if the 
non-Federal interest contracts with the Sec- 
retary to pay all costs of providing the tech- 
nical assistance. 

(k) EXCLUSION.—This section shall not 
apply to reservoirs in— 

(1) the Upper Missouri River; 

(2) the Apalachicola-Chattahoochee-Flint 
river system; 

(3) the Alabama-Coosa-Tallapoosa river 
system; and 

(4) the Stones River. 

(1) EFFECT OF SECTION.—Nothing in this 
section affects or modifies any authority of 
the Secretary to review or modify reservoirs. 
SEC. 1013. NEW ENGLAND DISTRICT HEAD- 

QUARTERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (b), 
using amounts available in the revolving 
fund established by section 101 of the Civil 
Functions Appropriations Act, 1954 (33 U.S.C. 
576) and not otherwise obligated, the Sec- 
retary may— 

(1) design, renovate, and construct addi- 
tions to 2 buildings located on Hanscom Air 
Force Base in Bedford, Massachusetts for the 
headquarters of the New England District of 
the Army Corps of Engineers; and 

(2) carry out such construction and infra- 
structure improvements as are required to 
support the headquarters of the New England 
District of the Army Corps of Engineers, in- 
cluding any necessary demolition of the ex- 
isting infrastructure. 

(b) REQUIREMENT.—In carrying out sub- 
section (a), the Secretary shall ensure that 
the revolving fund established by section 101 
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of the Civil Functions Appropriations Act, 
1954 (33 U.S.C. 576) is appropriately reim- 
bursed from funds appropriated for programs 
that receive a benefit under this section. 

SEC. 1014. BUFFALO DISTRICT HEADQUARTERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (b), 
using amounts available in the revolving 
fund established by section 101 of the Civil 
Functions Appropriations Act, 1954 (33 U.S.C. 
576) and not otherwise obligated, the Sec- 
retary may— 

(1) design and construct a new building in 
Buffalo, New York, for the headquarters of 
the Buffalo District of the Army Corps of En- 
gineers; and 

(2) carry out such construction and infra- 
structure improvements as are required to 
support the headquarters and related instal- 
lations and facilities of the Buffalo District 
of the Army Corps of Engineers, including 
any necessary demolition or renovation of 
the existing infrastructure. 

(b) REQUIREMENT.—In carrying out sub- 
section (a), the Secretary shall ensure that 
the revolving fund established by section 101 
of the Civil Functions Appropriations Act, 
1954 (33 U.S.C. 576) is appropriately reim- 
bursed from funds appropriated for programs 
that receive a benefit under this section. 

SEC. 1015. COMPLETION OF ECOSYSTEM RES- 
TORATION PROJECTS. 

Section 2039 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 2007 (33 U.S.C. 2330a) is amend- 
ed by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(d) INCLUSIONS.—A monitoring plan under 
subsection (b) shall include a description of— 

“(1) the types and number of restoration 
activities to be conducted; 

‘“(2) the physical action to be undertaken 
to achieve the restoration objectives of the 
project; 

“(3) the functions and values that will re- 
sult from the restoration plan; and 

“(4) a contingency plan for taking correc- 
tive actions in cases in which monitoring 
demonstrates that restoration measures are 
not achieving ecological success in accord- 
ance with criteria described in the moni- 
toring plan. 

‘(e) CONCLUSION OF OPERATION AND MAIN- 
TENANCE RESPONSIBILITY.—The responsibility 
of the non-Federal sponsor for operation, 
maintenance, repair, replacement, and reha- 
bilitation of the ecosystem restoration 
project shall cease 10 years after the date on 
which the Secretary makes a determination 
of success under subsection (b)(2).’’. 

SEC. 1016. CREDIT FOR DONATED GOODS. 

Section 221(a)(4)(D)(iv) of the Flood Con- 
trol Act of 1970 (42 U.S.C. 1962d- 
5b(a)(4)(D)(iv)) is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘regardless of the cost in- 
curred by the non-Federal interest,” before 
“shall not”; and 

(2) by striking 
“value”. 

SEC. 1017. STRUCTURAL HEALTH MONITORING. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall de- 
sign and develop a structural health moni- 
toring program to assess and improve the 
condition of infrastructure constructed and 
maintained by the Corps of Engineers, in- 
cluding research, design, and development of 
systems and frameworks for— 

(1) response to flood and earthquake 
events; 

(2) pre-disaster mitigation measures; 

(3) lengthening the useful life of the infra- 
structure; and 

(4) identifying risks due to sea level rise. 

(b) CONSULTATION AND CONSIDERATION.—In 
developing the program under subsection (a), 
the Secretary shall— 

(1) consult with academic and other ex- 
perts; and 
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(2) consider models for maintenance and 
repair information, the development of deg- 
radation models for real-time measurements 
and environmental inputs, and research on 
qualitative inspection data as surrogate sen- 
sors. 

SEC. 1018. FISH AND WILDLIFE MITIGATION. 

Section 906 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2283) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in subsection (h)— 

(A) in paragraph (4)— 

(i) by redesignating subparagraphs (D) and 
(E) as subparagraphs (E) and (F), respec- 
tively; and 

(ii) by inserting after subparagraph (C) the 
following: 

‘“(D) include measures to protect or restore 
habitat connectivity”; 

(B) in paragraph (6)(C), by striking ‘‘im- 
pacts” and inserting ‘‘impacts, including im- 
pacts to habitat connectivity”; and 

(C) by striking paragraph (11) and inserting 
the following: 

“(11) EFFECT.—Nothing in this subsection— 

“(A) requires the Secretary to undertake 
additional mitigation for existing projects 
for which mitigation has already been initi- 
ated, including the addition of fish passage 
to an existing water resources development 
project; or 

“(B) affects the mitigation responsibilities 
of the Secretary under any other provision of 
law.”’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(j) USE OF FUNDS.—The Secretary may 
use funds made available for preconstruction 
engineering and design prior to authoriza- 
tion of project construction to satisfy miti- 
gation requirements through third-party ar- 
rangements or to acquire interests in land 
necessary for meeting mitigation require- 
ments under this section. 

‘“(k) MEASURES.—The Secretary shall con- 
sult with interested members of the public, 
the Director of the United States Fish and 
Wildlife Service, the Assistant Adminis- 
trator for Fisheries of the National Oceanic 
and Atmospheric Administration, States, in- 
cluding State fish and game departments, 
and interested local governments to identify 
standard measures under subsection (h)(6)(C) 
that reflect the best available scientific in- 
formation for evaluating habitat 
connectivity.’’. 

SEC. 1019. NON-FEDERAL INTERESTS. 

Section 221(b)(1) of the Flood Control Act 
of 1970 (42 U.S.C. 1962d-5b(b)(1)) is amended 
by inserting “or a Native village, Regional 
Corporation, or Village Corporation (as those 
terms are defined in section 3 of the Alaska 
Native Claims Settlement Act (43 U.S.C. 
1602))’’ after ‘‘Indian tribe”. 

SEC. 1020. DISCRETE SEGMENT. 

Section 204 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2232) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) by striking ‘‘project or separable ele- 
ment” each place it appears and inserting 
“project, separable element, or discrete seg- 
ment”’; 

(2) by striking ‘‘project, or separable ele- 
ment thereof,” each place it appears and in- 
serting ‘‘project, separable element, or dis- 
crete segment of a project”; 

(3) in subsection (a)— 

(A) by  redesignating paragraphs (1) 
through (8) as subparagraphs (A) through (C), 
respectively, and indenting appropriately; 
and 

(B) by striking the subsection designation 
and all that follows through ‘‘In this section, 
the” and inserting the following: 

“(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
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‘(1) DISCRETE SEGMENT.—The term ‘dis- 
crete segment’, with respect to a project, 
means a physical portion of the project, as 
described in design documents, that is envi- 
ronmentally acceptable, is complete, will 
not create a hazard, and functions independ- 
ently so that the non-Federal sponsor can 
operate and maintain the discrete segment 
in advance of completion of the total project 
or separable element of the project. 

‘(2) WATER RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT 
PROJECT.—The’’; 

(4) in subsection (b)(1), in the matter pre- 
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking 
“project, or separate element thereof” and 
inserting ‘‘project, separable element, or dis- 
crete segment of a project”; and 

(5) in subsection (d)— 

(A) in paragraph (3)(B), in the matter pre- 
ceding clause (i), by striking ‘‘project’’ and 
inserting ‘‘project, separable element, or dis- 
crete segment’’; 

(B) in paragraph (4), in the matter pre- 
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking 
“project, or a separable element of a water 
resources development project,’’ and insert- 
ing ‘‘project, separable element, or discrete 
segment of a project”; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(5) REPAYMENT OF REIMBURSEMENT.—If the 
non-Federal interest receives reimbursement 
for a discrete segment of a project and fails 
to complete the entire project or separable 
element of the project, the non-Federal in- 
terest shall repay to the Secretary the 
amount of the reimbursement, plus inter- 
est.’’. 

SEC. 1021. FUNDING TO PROCESS PERMITS. 

Section 214(a) of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 2000 (83 U.S.C. 2352(a)) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by adding at the end 
the following: 

“(C) RAIL CARRIER.—The term ‘rail carrier’ 
has the meaning given the term in section 
10102 of title 49, United States Code.”’; 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘or natural 
gas company” and inserting ‘‘, natural gas 
company, or rail carrier”; 

(3) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘or natural 
gas company” and inserting ‘‘, natural gas 
company, or rail carrier”; and 

(4) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘and nat- 
ural gas companies” and inserting ‘‘, natural 
gas companies, and rail carriers, including 
an evaluation of the compliance with all re- 
quirements of this section and, with respect 
to a permit for those entities, the require- 
ments of all applicable Federal laws’’. 

SEC. 1022. INTERNATIONAL OUTREACH PRO- 
GRAM. 

Section 401 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 1992 (33 U.S.C. 2329) is amend- 
ed by striking subsection (a) and inserting 
the following: 

“(a) AUTHORIZATION.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may en- 
gage in activities to inform the United 
States of technological innovations abroad 
that could significantly improve water re- 
sources development in the United States. 

‘(2) INCLUSIONS.—Activities under para- 
graph (1) may include— 

“(A) development, monitoring, assessment, 
and dissemination of information about for- 
eign water resources projects that could sig- 
nificantly improve water resources develop- 
ment in the United States; 

‘“(B) research, development, training, and 
other forms of technology transfer and ex- 
change; and 

“(C) offering technical services that can- 
not be readily obtained in the private sector 
to be incorporated into water resources 
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projects if the costs for assistance will be re- 
covered under the terms of each project.’’. 
SEC. 1023. WETLANDS MITIGATION. 

Section 2036(c) of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 2007 (83 U.S.C. 2317b) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘*(4) MITIGATION BANKS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of this para- 
graph, the Secretary shall issue implementa- 
tion guidance that provides for the consider- 
ation in water resources development feasi- 
bility studies of the entire amount of poten- 
tial in-kind credits available at mitigation 
banks and in-lieu fee programs with an ap- 
proved service area that includes the pro- 
jected impacts of the water resource develop- 
ment project. 

‘“(B) REQUIREMENTS.—AI1 potential mitiga- 
tion bank and in-lieu fee credits that meet 
the criteria under subparagraph (A) shall be 
considered a reasonable alternative for plan- 
ning purposes if the applicable mitigation 
bank— 

“(i) has an approved mitigation banking 
instrument; and 

“(ii) has completed a functional analysis of 
the potential credits using the approved 
Corps of Engineers certified habitat assess- 
ment model specific to the region. 

‘(C) EFFECT.—Nothing in this paragraph 
modifies or alters any requirement for a 
water resources project to comply with ap- 
plicable laws or regulations, including sec- 
tion 906 of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2283).’’. 

SEC. 1024. USE OF YOUTH SERVICE AND CON- 
SERVATION CORPS. 

Section 213 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 2000 (33 U.S.C. 2339) is amend- 
ed by adding at the end the following: 

‘(d) YOUTH SERVICE AND CONSERVATION 
CorPs.—The Secretary shall encourage each 
district of the Corps of Engineers to enter 
into cooperative agreements authorized 
under this section with qualified youth serv- 
ice and conservation corps to perform appro- 
priate projects.’’. 

SEC. 1025. DEBRIS REMOVAL. 

Section 3 of the Act entitled “An Act au- 
thorizing the construction, repair, and pres- 
ervation of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes’’, ap- 
proved March 2, 1945 (33 U.S.C. 603a), is 
amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘$1,000,000’’ and inserting 
‘*$5,000,000”’; 

(2) by striking ‘‘accumulated snags and 
other debris” and inserting ‘‘accumulated 
snags, obstructions, and other debris located 
in or adjacent to a Federal channel’’; and 

(3) by striking ‘‘or flood control” and in- 
serting ‘‘, flood control, or recreation”. 

SEC. 1026. AQUACULTURE STUDY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Comptroller General 
shall carry out an assessment of the shellfish 
aquaculture industry, including— 

(1) an examination of Federal and State 
laws (including regulations) in each relevant 
district of the Corps of Engineers; 

(2) the number of shellfish aquaculture 
leases, verifications, or permits in place in 
each relevant district of the Corps of Engi- 
neers; 

(3) the period of time required to secure a 
shellfish aquaculture lease, verification, or 
permit from each relevant jurisdiction; and 

(4) the experience of the private sector in 
applying for shellfish aquaculture permits 
from different jurisdictions of the Corps of 
Engineers and different States. 

(b) STUDY AREA.—The study area shall 
comprise, to the maximum extent prac- 
ticable, the following applicable locations: 
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(1) The Chesapeake Bay. 

(2) The Gulf Coast States. 

(3) The State of California. 

(4) The State of Washington. 

(c) FINDINGS.—Not later than 225 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp- 
troller General shall submit to the Commit- 
tees on Environment and Public Works and 
on Energy and Natural Resources of the Sen- 
ate and the Committees on Transportation 
and Infrastructure and on Natural Resources 
of the House of Representatives a report con- 
taining the findings of the assessment con- 
ducted under subsection (a). 

SEC. 1027. LEVEE VEGETATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 3013(g¢)(1) of the 
Water Resources Reform and Development 
Act of 2014 (83 U.S.C. 701n note; Public Law 
113-121) is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘remove existing vegeta- 
tion or” after ‘‘the Secretary shall not”; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘as a condition or require- 
ment for any approval or funding of a 
project, or any other action”. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 30 days after 
the enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
shall submit to the Committee on Environ- 
ment and Public Works of the Senate and 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure of the House of Representatives a 
report that— 

(1) describes the reasons for the failure of 
the Secretary to meet the deadlines in sub- 
section (f) of section 3013 of the Water Re- 
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014 
(83 U.S.C. 701n note; Public Law 113-121); and 

(2) provides a plan for completion of the ac- 
tivities required in that subsection (f). 

SEC. 1028. PLANNING ASSISTANCE TO STATES. 

Section 22(a)(1) of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 1962d- 
16(a)(1)) is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘, a group of States, or a 
regional or national consortia of States” 
after ‘‘working with a State’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘located within the bound- 
aries of such State”. 

SEC. 1029. PRIORITIZATION. 

Section 1011 of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
2341a) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)(C), by inserting ‘‘re- 
store or” before ‘‘prevent the loss”; and 

(B) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by striking ‘‘the date of enactment of 
this Act” and inserting “the date of enact- 
ment of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 2016”; and 

(ii) in subparagraph (A)(ii), by striking 
“that—’’ and all that follows through ‘‘(II)”’ 
and inserting ‘‘that’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by redesignating sub- 
paragraphs (A) through (C) as clauses (i) 
through (iii), respectively, and indenting ap- 
propriately; 

(B) by redesignating paragraphs (1) and (2) 
as subparagraphs (A) and (B), respectively, 
and indenting appropriately; 

(C) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A) (as so redesignated), by striking “For” 
and inserting the following: 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—For’”’; and 

(D) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(2) EXPEDITED CONSIDERATION OF CUR- 
RENTLY AUTHORIZED PROGRAMMATIC AUTHORI- 
TIES.—Not later than 180 days after the date 
of enactment of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 2016, the Secretary shall sub- 
mit to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works of the Senate and the Com- 
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
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of the House of Representatives a report that 
contains— 

“(A) a list of all programmatic authorities 
for aquatic ecosystem restoration or im- 
provement of the environment that— 

“(i) were authorized or modified in the 
Water Resources Development Act of 2007 
(Public Law 110-114; 121 Stat. 1041) or any 
subsequent Act; and 

“(ii) that meet the criteria described in 
paragraph (1); and 

‘(B) a plan for expeditiously completing 
the projects under the authorities described 
in subparagraph (A), subject to available 
funding.’’. 

SEC. 1030. KENNEWICK MAN. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) CLAIMANT TRIBES.—The term ‘‘claimant 
tribes” means the Indian tribes and band re- 
ferred to in the letter from Secretary of the 
Interior Bruce Babbitt to Secretary of the 
Army Louis Caldera, relating to the human 
remains and dated September 21, 2000. 

(2) DEPARTMENT.—The term ‘‘Department’’ 
means the Washington State Department of 
Archaeology and Historic Preservation. 

(3) HUMAN REMAINS.—The term “human re- 
mains” means the human remains that— 

(A) are known as Kennewick Man or the 
Ancient One, which includes the projectile 
point lodged in the right ilium bone, as well 
as any residue from previous sampling and 
studies; and 

(B) are part of archaeological collection 
number 45BN495. 

(b) TRANSFER.—Notwithstanding any other 
provision of Federal law, including the Na- 
tive American Graves Protection and Repa- 
triation Act (25 U.S.C. 3001 et seq.), or law of 
the State of Washington, not later than 90 
days after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary, acting through the Chief of 
Engineers, shall transfer the human remains 
to the Department, on the condition that the 
Department, acting through the State His- 
toric Preservation Officer, disposes of the re- 
mains and repatriates the remains to claim- 
ant tribes. 

(c) CosT.—The Corps of Engineers shall be 
responsible for any costs associated with the 
transfer. 

(d) LIMITATIONS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The transfer shall be lim- 
ited solely to the human remains portion of 
the archaeological collection. 

(2) SECRETARY.—The Secretary shall have 
no further responsibility for the human re- 
mains transferred pursuant to subsection (b) 
after the date of the transfer. 

SEC. 1031. DISPOSITION STUDIES. 

In carrying out any disposition study for a 
project of the Corps of Engineers (including 
a study under section 216 of the Flood Con- 
trol Act of 1970 (33 U.S.C. 549a)), the Sec- 
retary shall consider the extent to which the 
property has economic or recreational sig- 
nificance or impacts at the national, State, 
or local level. 

SEC. 1032. TRANSFER OF EXCESS CREDIT. 

Section 1020 of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
2223) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) by striking the subsection designation 
and heading and all that follows through 
“Subject to subsection (b)’’ and inserting the 
following: 

‘(a) APPLICATION OF CREDIT.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection 
(b)’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(2) REASONABLE INTERVALS.—On request 
from a non-Federal interest, the credit de- 
scribed in subsection (a) may be applied at 
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reasonable intervals as those intervals occur 
and are identified as being in excess of the 
required non-Federal cost share prior to 
completion of the study or project if the 
credit amount is verified by the Secretary.”’; 

(2) by striking subsection (d); and 

(3) by redesignating subsection (e) as sub- 
section (d). 

SEC. 1033. SURPLUS WATER STORAGE. 

Section 1046(c) of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (Public 
Law 1138-121; 128 Stat. 1254) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘(5) TIME LIMIT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—If the Secretary has doc- 
umented the volume of surplus water avail- 
able, not later than 60 days after the date on 
which the Secretary receives a request for a 
contract and easement, the Secretary shall 
issue a decision on the request. 

‘(B) OUTSTANDING INFORMATION.—If the 
Secretary has not documented the volume of 
surplus water available, not later than 30 
days after the date on which the Secretary 
receives a request for a contract and ease- 
ment, the Secretary shall provide to the re- 
quester— 

“(i) an identification of any outstanding 
information that is needed to make a final 
decision; 

“(ii) the date by which the information re- 
ferred to in clause (i) shall be obtained; and 

“(iii) the date by which the Secretary will 
make a final decision on the request.’’. 

SEC. 1034. HURRICANE AND STORM DAMAGE RE- 
DUCTION. 

Section 3(c)(2)(B) of the Act of August 18, 
1946 (83 U.S.C. 426g(c)(2)(B)) is amended by 
striking “*$5,000,000’’ and inserting 
‘$10,000,000. 

SEC. 1035. FISH HATCHERIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, the Secretary may 
operate a fish hatchery for the purpose of re- 
storing a population of fish species located in 
the region surrounding the fish hatchery 
that is listed as a threatened species or an 
endangered species under the Endangered 
Species Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.) or 
a similar State law. 

(b) Costs.—A non-Federal entity, another 
Federal agency, or a group of non-Federal 
entities or other Federal agencies shall be 
responsible for 100 percent of the additional 
costs associated with managing a fish hatch- 
ery for the purpose described in subsection 
(a) that are not authorized as of the date of 
enactment of this Act for the fish hatchery. 
SEC. 1036. FEASIBILITY STUDIES AND WATER- 

SHED ASSESSMENTS. 

(a) VERTICAL INTEGRATION AND ACCELERA- 
TION OF STUDIES.—Section 1001(d) of the 
Water Resources Reform and Development 
Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 2282c(d)) is amended by 
striking paragraph (3) and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“(3) REPORT.—Not later than February 1 of 
each year, the Secretary shall submit to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works of the Senate and the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives a report that iden- 
tifies any feasibility study for which the Sec- 
retary in the preceding fiscal year approved 
an increase in cost or extension in time as 
provided under this section, including an 
identification of the specific 1 or more fac- 
tors used in making the determination that 
the project is complex.’’. 

(b) COST SHARING.—Section 105(a)(1)(A) of 
the Water Resources Development Act of 
1986 (33 U.S.C. 2215(a)(1)(A)) is amended— 

(1) by striking the subparagraph designa- 
tion and heading and all that follows 
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through “The Secretary” and inserting the 
following: 

‘“(A) REQUIREMENT.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
clause (ii), the Secretary”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

““(i) EXCEPTION.—For the purpose of meet- 
ing or otherwise communicating with pro- 
spective non-Federal sponsors to identify the 
scope of a potential water resources project 
feasibility study, identifying the Federal in- 
terest, developing the cost sharing agree- 
ment, and developing the project manage- 
ment plan, the first $100,000 of the feasibility 
study shall be a Federal expense.’’. 

(c) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—Section 1729(f)(1) 
of the Water Resources Development Act of 
1986 (83 U.S.C. 2267a(f)(1)) is amended by in- 
serting before the period at the end ‘‘, except 
that the first $100,000 of the assessment shall 
be a Federal expense”. 

SEC. 1037. SHORE DAMAGE PREVENTION OR MITI- 
GATION. 

Section 111 of the River and Harbor Act of 
1968 (33 U.S.C. 426i) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘meas- 
ures” and all that follows through ‘‘project”’ 
and inserting ‘‘measures, including a study, 
shall be cost-shared in the same proportion 
as the cost-sharing provisions applicable to 
construction of the project”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(e) REIMBURSEMENT FOR FEASIBILITY 
STUDIES.—Beginning on the date of enact- 
ment of this subsection, in any case in which 
the Secretary implements a project under 
this section, the Secretary shall reimburse 
or credit the non-Federal interest for any 
amounts contributed for the study evalu- 
ating the damage in excess of the non-Fed- 
eral share of the costs, as determined under 
subsection (b).”. 

SEC. 1038. ENHANCING LAKE RECREATION OP- 
PORTUNITIES. 

Section 3134 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 2007 (Public Law 110-114; 121 
Stat. 1142) is amended by striking subsection 
(e). 

SEC. 1039. COST ESTIMATES. 

Section 2008 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 2007 (33 U.S.C. 2340) is amend- 
ed by striking subsection (c). 

SEC. 1040. TRIBAL PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM. 

Section 203 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 2000 (33 U.S.C. 2269) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), in the matter pre- 
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘the 
Secretary” and all that follows through 
“projects” and inserting ‘‘the Secretary may 
carry out water-related planning activities, 
or activities relating to the study, design, 
and construction of water resources develop- 
ment projects or projects for the preserva- 
tion of cultural and natural resources,”’; 

(B) in paragraph (2), in the matter pre- 
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘(2) 
MATTERS TO BE STUDIED.—A study” and in- 
serting the following: 

‘“(2) AUTHORIZED ACTIVITIES.—Any activ- 
ity”; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

‘*(3) FEASIBILITY STUDY AND REPORTS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—On the request of an In- 
dian tribe, the Secretary shall conduct a 
study, and provide to the Indian tribe a re- 
port describing the feasibility of a water re- 
sources development project or project for 
the preservation of cultural and natural re- 
sources described in paragraph (1). 

“(B) RECOMMENDATION.—A report under 
subparagraph (A) may, but shall not be re- 
quired to, contain a recommendation on a 
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specific water resources 
project. 

‘“(C) FUNDING.—The first $100,000 of a study 
under this paragraph shall be at full Federal 
expense. 

‘*(4) DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may 
carry out the design and construction of a 
water resources development project or 
project for the preservation of cultural and 
natural resources described in paragraph (1) 
that the Secretary determines is feasible if 
the Federal share of the cost of the project is 
not more than $10,000,000. 

‘(B) SPECIFIC AUTHORIZATION.—If the Fed- 
eral share of the cost of a project described 
in subparagraph (A) is more than $10,000,000, 
the Secretary may only carry out the project 
if Congress enacts a law authorizing the Sec- 
retary to carry out the project.’’; 

(2) in subsection (c)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘studies’’ 
and inserting ‘‘any activity”; and 

(B) in paragraph (2)(B), by striking ‘‘car- 
rying out projects studied? and inserting 
“any activity conducted’’; 

(3) in subsection (d)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)(A), by striking “a 
study” and inserting ‘“‘any activity con- 
ducted’’; and 

(B) by striking paragraph (2) and inserting 
the following: 

“(2) CREDIT.—The Secretary may credit to- 
ward the non-Federal share of the costs of 
any activity conducted under subsection (b) 
the cost of services, studies, supplies, or 
other in-kind contributions provided by the 
non-Federal interest. 

‘(3) SOVEREIGN IMMUNITY.—The Secretary 
shall not require an Indian tribe to waive the 
sovereign immunity of the Indian tribe as a 
condition to entering into a cost-sharing 
agreement under this subsection. 

‘(4) WATER RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT 
PROJECTS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The non-Federal share 
of costs for the study of a water resources de- 
velopment project described in subsection 
(b)(1) shall be 50 percent. 

“(B) OTHER COSTS.—The non-Federal share 
of costs of design and construction of a 
project described in subparagraph (A) shall 
be assigned to the appropriate project pur- 
poses described in sections 101 and 103 of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (33 
U.S.C. 2211, 2213) and shared in the same per- 
centages as the purposes to which the costs 
are assigned. 

‘(5) PROJECTS FOR THE PRESERVATION OF 
CULTURAL AND NATURAL RESOURCES.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The non-Federal share 
of costs for the study of a project for the 
preservation of cultural and natural re- 
sources described in subsection (b)(1) shall be 
50 percent. 

‘“(B) OTHER COSTS.—The non-Federal share 
of costs of design and construction of a 
project described in subparagraph (A) shall 
be 65 percent. 

‘(6) WATER-RELATED PLANNING ACTIVI- 
TIES.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The non-Federal share 
of costs of a watershed and river basin as- 
sessment shall be 25 percent. 

‘“(B) OTHER COSTS.—The non-Federal share 
of costs of other water-related planning ac- 
tivities described in subsection (b)(1) shall be 
65 percent.’’; and 

(4) by striking subsection (e). 

SEC. 1041. COST SHARING FOR TERRITORIES AND 
INDIAN TRIBES. 

Section 1156 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2310) is amend- 
ed— 
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(1) in the section heading, 
“TERRITORIES”? and inserting 
AND INDIAN TRIBES’’; and 

(2) by striking subsection (a) and inserting 
the following: 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
waive local cost-sharing requirements up to 
$200,000 for all studies, projects, and assist- 
ance under section 22(a) of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 
1962d-16(a))— 

“(1) in American Samoa, Guam, the North- 
ern Mariana Islands, the Virgin Islands, 
Puerto Rico, and the Trust Territory of the 
Pacific Islands; and 

“(2) for any Indian tribe (as defined in sec- 
tion 102 of the Federally Recognized Indian 
Tribe List Act of 1994 (25 U.S.C. 5130)).’’. 

SEC. 1042. LOCAL GOVERNMENT WATER MANAGE- 
MENT PLANS. 

The Secretary, with the consent of the 
non-Federal sponsor of a feasibility study for 
a water resources development project, may 
enter into a feasibility study cost-sharing 
agreement under section 221(a) of the Flood 
Control Act of 1970 (42 U.S.C. 1962d-5b(a)), to 
allow a unit of local government in a water- 
shed that has adopted a local or regional 
water management plan to participate in the 
feasibility study to determine if there is an 
opportunity to include additional feasible 
elements in the project being studied to help 
achieve the purposes identified in the local 
or regional water management plan. 

SEC. 1043. CREDIT IN LIEU OF REIMBURSEMENT. 

Section 1022 of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
2225) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘that has 
been constructed by a non-Federal interest 
under section 211 of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 1996 (83 U.S.C. 701b-13) be- 
fore the date of enactment of this Act” and 
inserting ‘‘for which a written agreement 
with the Corps of Engineers for construction 
was finalized on or before December 31, 2014, 
under section 211 of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 1996 (33 U.S.C. 701b-13) (as 
it existed before the repeal made by section 
1014(c)(3))’”’; and 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘share of 
the cost of the non-Federal interest of car- 
rying out other flood damage reduction 
projects or studies” and inserting ‘‘non-Fed- 
eral share of the cost of carrying out other 
water resources development projects or 
studies of the non-Federal interest’’. 

SEC. 1044. RETROACTIVE CHANGES TO COST- 
SHARING AGREEMENTS. 

Study costs incurred before the date of 
execution of a feasibility cost-sharing agree- 
ment for a project to be carried out under 
section 206 of the Water Resources Develop- 
ment Act of 1996 (33 U.S.C. 2330) shall be Fed- 
eral costs, if— 

(1) the study was initiated before October 
1, 2006; and 

(2) the feasibility cost-sharing agreement 
was not executed before January 1, 2014. 

SEC. 1045. EASEMENTS FOR ELECTRIC, TELE- 
PHONE, OR BROADBAND SERVICE 
FACILITIES ELIGIBLE FOR FINANC- 
ING UNDER THE RURAL ELEC- 
TRIFICATION ACT OF 1936. 

(a) DEFINITION OF WATER RESOURCES DE- 
VELOPMENT PROJECT.—In this section, the 
term ‘‘water resources development project” 
means a project under the administrative ju- 
risdiction of the Corps of Engineers that is 
subject to part 327 of title 36, Code of Federal 
Regulations (or successor regulations). 

(b) NO CONSIDERATION FOR EASEMENTS.— 
The Secretary may not collect consideration 
for an easement across water resources de- 
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velopment project land for the electric, tele- 
phone, or broadband service facilities of non- 
profit organizations eligible for financing 
under the Rural Electrification Act of 1936 (7 
U.S.C. 901 et seq.). 

(c) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—Nothing in 
this section affects the authority of the Sec- 
retary under section 2695 of title 10, United 
States Code, or under section 9701 of title 31, 
United State Code, to collect funds to cover 
reasonable administrative expenses incurred 
by the Secretary. 

SEC. 1046. STUDY ON THE PERFORMANCE OF IN- 
NOVATIVE MATERIALS. 

(a) DEFINITION OF INNOVATIVE MATERIAL.— 
In this section, the term ‘‘innovative mate- 
rial”, with respect to a water resources de- 
velopment project, includes high perform- 
ance concrete formulations, geosynthetic 
materials, advanced alloys and metals, rein- 
forced polymer composites, and any other 
material, as determined by the Secretary. 

(b) STUDY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall offer 
to enter into a contract with the Transpor- 
tation Research Board of the National Acad- 
emy of Sciences— 

(A) to develop a proposal to study the use 
and performance of innovative materials in 
water resources development projects car- 
ried out by the Corps of Engineers; and 

(B) after the opportunity for public com- 
ment provided in accordance with subsection 
(c), to carry out the study proposed under 
subparagraph (A). 

(2) CONTENTS.—The study under paragraph 
(1) shall identify— 

(A) the conditions that result in degrada- 
tion of water resources infrastructure; 

(B) the capabilities of the innovative mate- 
rials in reducing degradation; 

(C) barriers to the expanded successful use 
of innovative materials; 

(D) recommendations on including per- 
formance-based requirements for the incor- 
poration of innovative materials into the 
Unified Facilities Guide Specifications; 

(E) recommendations on how greater use of 
innovative materials could increase perform- 
ance of an asset of the Corps of Engineers in 
relation to extended service life; 

(F) additional ways in which greater use of 
innovative materials could empower the 
Corps of Engineers to accomplish the goals 
of the Strategic Plan for Civil Works of the 
Corps of Engineers; and 

(G) recommendations on any further re- 
search needed to improve the capabilities of 
innovative materials in achieving extended 
service life and reduced maintenance costs in 
water resources development infrastructure. 

(c) PUBLIC COMMENT.—After developing the 
study proposal under subsection (b)(1)(A) and 
before carrying out the study under sub- 
section (b)(1)(B), the Secretary shall provide 
an opportunity for public comment on the 
study proposal. 

(d) CONSULTATION.—In carrying out the 
study under subsection (b)(1), the Secretary, 
at a minimum, shall consult with relevant 
experts on engineering, environmental, and 
industry considerations. 

(e) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 2 
years after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary shall submit to Congress 
a report describing the results of the study 
required under subsection (b)(1). 

SEC. 1047. DEAUTHORIZATION OF INACTIVE 
PROJECTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 6001(c) of the 
Water Resources Reform and Development 
Act of 2014 (83 U.S.C. 579b(c)) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘(5) DEFINITION OF CONSTRUCTION.—In this 
subsection, the term ‘construction’ includes 
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the obligation or expenditure of non-Federal 
funds for construction of elements integral 
to the authorized project, whether or not the 
activity takes place pursuant to any agree- 
ment with, expenditure by, or obligation 
from the Secretary.’’. 

(b) NOTICES OF CORRECTION.—Not later than 
60 days after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary shall publish in the Fed- 
eral Register a notice of correction removing 
from the lists under subsections (c) and (d) of 
section 6001 of the Water Resources Reform 
and Development Act of 2014 (83 U.S.C. 579b) 
any project that was listed even though con- 
struction (as defined in subsection (c)(5) of 
that section) took place. 

SEC. 1048. REVIEW OF RESERVOIR OPERATIONS. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) RESERVED WORKS.—The term ‘‘reserved 
works” means any Bureau of Reclamation 
project facility at which the Secretary of the 
Interior carries out the operation and main- 
tenance of the project facility. 

(2) TRANSFERRED WORKS.—The term ‘‘trans- 
ferred works” means a Bureau of Reclama- 
tion project facility, the operation and main- 
tenance of which is carried out by a non-Fed- 
eral entity under the provisions of a formal 
operation and maintenance transfer con- 
tract. 

(3) TRANSFERRED WORKS OPERATING ENTI- 
Ty.—The term ‘“‘transferred works operating 
entity” means the organization that is con- 
tractually responsible for operation and 
maintenance of transferred works. 

(b) APPLICABILITY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—This section applies to 
reservoirs that are subject to regulation by 
the Secretary under section 7 of the Act of 
December 22, 1944 (83 U.S.C. 709) located in a 
State in which a Bureau of Reclamation 
project is located. 

(2) EXCLUSIONS.—This section shall not 
apply to— 

(A) any project authorized by the Boulder 
Canyon Project Act (48 U.S.C. 617 et seq.); 

(B) the initial units of the Colorado River 
Storage Project, as authorized by the first 
section of the Act of April 11, 1956 (com- 
monly known as the ‘‘Colorado River Stor- 
age Project Act”) (43 U.S.C. 620); 

(C) any dam or reservoir operated by the 
Bureau of Reclamation as reserved works, 
unless all non-Federal project sponsors of 
the reserved works jointly provide to the 
Secretary a written request for application 
of this section to the project; 

(D) any dam or reservoir owned and oper- 
ated by the Corps of Engineers; or 

(E) any Bureau of Reclamation transferred 
works, unless the transferred works oper- 
ating entity provides to the Secretary a 
written request for application of this sec- 
tion to the project. 

(c) REVIEW.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—In accordance with the 
authorities of the Secretary in effect on the 
day before the date of enactment of this Act, 
at the reservoirs described in paragraph (2), 
the Secretary may— 

(A) review any flood control rule curves de- 
veloped by the Secretary; and 

(B) determine, based on the best available 
science (including improved weather fore- 
casts and forecast-informed operations, new 
watershed data, or structural improvements) 
whether an update to the flood control rule 
curves and associated changes to the water 
operations manuals is appropriate. 

(2) DESCRIPTION OF RESERVOIRS.—The res- 
ervoirs referred to in paragraph (1) are res- 
ervoirs— 

(AXi) located in areas with prolonged 
drought conditions; or 
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(ii) for which no review has occurred dur- 
ing the 10-year period preceding the date of 
enactment of this Act; and 

(B) for which individuals or entities, in- 
cluding the individuals or entities respon- 
sible for operations and maintenance costs 
or that have storage entitlements or con- 
tracts at a reservoir, a unit of local govern- 
ment, the owner of a non-Federal project, or 
the non-Federal transferred works operating 
entity, as applicable, have submitted to the 
Secretary a written request to carry out the 
review described in paragraph (1). 

(8) REQUIRED CONSULTATION.—In carrying 
out a review under paragraph (1) and prior to 
updating any flood control rule curves and 
manuals under subsection (e), the Secretary 
shall comply with all applicable public par- 
ticipation and agency review requirements, 
including consultation with— 

(A) affected States, Indian tribes, and 
other Federal and State agencies with juris- 
diction over a portion of or all of the project 
or the operations of the project; 

(B) the applicable power marketing admin- 
istration, in the case of reservoirs with Fed- 
eral hydropower projects; 

(C) any non-Federal entity responsible for 
operation and maintenance costs; 

(D) any entity that has a contractual right 
to withdraw water from, or use storage at, 
the project; 

(E) any entity that the State determines 
holds rights under State law to the use of 
water from the project; and 

(F) any unit of local government with flood 
risk reduction responsibilities downstream 
of the project. 

(d) AGREEMENT.—Before carrying out an 
activity under this section, the Secretary 
shall enter into a cooperative agreement, 
memorandum of understanding, or other 
agreement with an affected State, any owner 
or operator of the reservoir, and, on request, 
any non-Federal entities responsible for op- 
eration and maintenance costs at the res- 
ervoir, that describes the scope and goals of 
the activity and the coordination among the 
parties. 

(e) UPDATES.—If the Secretary determines 
under subsection (c) that an update to a 
flood control rule curve and associated 
changes to a water operations manual is ap- 
propriate, the Secretary may update the 
flood control rule curve and manual in ac- 
cordance with the authorities in effect on 
the day before the date of enactment of this 
Act. 

(f) FUNDING.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (d), 
the Secretary may accept and expend 
amounts from the entities described in para- 
graph (2) to fund all or part of the cost of 
carrying out a review under subsection (c) or 
an update under subsection (e), including 
any associated environmental documenta- 
tion. 

(2) DESCRIPTION OF ENTITIES.—The entities 
referred to in paragraph (1) are— 

(A) non-Federal entities responsible for op- 
erations and maintenance costs at the af- 
fected reservoir; 

(B) individuals and non-Federal entities 
with storage entitlements at the affected 
reservoir; 

(C) a Federal power marketing agency that 
markets power produced by the affected res- 
ervoir; 

(D) units of local government; 

(E) public or private entities holding con- 
tracts with the Federal Government for 
water storage or water supply at the affected 
reservoir; and 

(F) a nonprofit entity, with the consent of 
the affected unit of local government. 
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(3) IN-KIND CONTRIBUTIONS.—The Secretary 
may— 

(A) accept and use materials and services 
contributed by an entity described in para- 
graph (2) under this subsection; and 

(B) credit the value of the contributed ma- 
terials and services toward the cost of car- 
rying out a review or revision of operational 
documents under this section. 

(g) PROTECTION OF EXISTING RIGHTS.—The 
Secretary shall not issue an updated flood 
control rule curve or operations manual 
under subsection (e) that— 

(1) interferes with an authorized purpose of 
the project or the existing purposes of a non- 
Federal project regulated for flood control 
by the Secretary; 

(2) reduces the ability to meet contractual 
rights to water or storage at the reservoir; 

(3) adversely impacts legal rights to water 
under State law; 

(4) fails to address appropriate credit for 
the appropriate power marketing agency, if 
applicable; or 

(5) if a project is subject to section 301(e) of 
the Water Supply Act of 1958 (43 U.S.C. 
390b(e)), makes modifications to the project 
that do not meet the requirements of that 
section, unless the modification is submitted 
to and authorized by Congress. 

(h) EFFECT OF SECTION.—Nothing in this 
section— 

(1) authorizes the Secretary to take any 
action not otherwise authorized as of the 
date of enactment of this Act; 

(2) affects or modifies any obligation of the 
Secretary under Federal or State law; or 

(8) affects or modifies any other authority 
of the Secretary to review or modify res- 
ervoir operations. 

SEC. 1049. WRITTEN AGREEMENT REQUIREMENT 
FOR WATER RESOURCES PROJECTS. 

Section 221(a)(8) of the Flood Control Act 
of 1970 (42 U.S.C. 1962d-5b(a)(3)) is amended 
by striking ‘‘State legislature, the agree- 
ment may reflect’’ and inserting ‘‘State leg- 
islature, on the request of the State, body 
politic, or entity, the agreement shall re- 
flect’’. 

SEC. 1050. MAXIMUM COST OF PROJECTS. 

Section 902 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2280) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(2)(A), by striking ‘‘in- 
dexes’’ and inserting ‘‘indexes, including ac- 
tual appreciation in relevant real estate 
markets”; and 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘Notwithstanding sub- 
section (a), in accordance with section 5 of 
the Act of June 22, 1936 (33 U.S.C. 701h)” and 
inserting the following: 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sub- 
section (a)’’; 

(B) in paragraph (1) (as so designated)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘funds’’ the first place it ap- 
pears and inserting ‘‘funds, in-kind contribu- 
tions, and land, easements, and right-of-way, 
relocations, and dredged material disposal 
areas”; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘such funds” each place it 
appears and inserting ‘‘the contributions”; 
and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(2) LIMITATION.—Funds, in-kind contribu- 
tions, and land, easements, and right-of-way, 
relocations, and dredged material disposal 
areas provided under this subsection are not 
eligible for credit or repayment and shall not 
be included in calculating the total cost of 
the project.’’. 

SEC. 1051. CONVERSION 
AGREEMENTS. 

Section 6 of the Act of December 22, 1944 

(83 U.S.C. 708), is amended— 
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(1) by striking ‘‘sEc. 6. That the Secretary” 
and inserting the following: 

“SEC. 6. SALE OF SURPLUS WATERS FOR DOMES- 
TIC AND INDUSTRIAL USES. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘*(b) CONTINUATION OF CERTAIN WATER SUP- 
PLY AGREEMENTS.—In any case in which a 
water supply agreement was predicated on 
water that was surplus to a purpose and pro- 
vided for contingent permanent storage 
rights under section 301 of the Water Supply 
Act of 1958 (48 U.S.C. 390b) pending the need 
for storage for that purpose, and that pur- 
pose is no longer authorized, the Secretary 
of the Army shall continue the agreement 
with the same payment and all other terms 
as in effect prior to deauthorization of the 
purpose if the non-Federal entity has met all 
of the conditions of the agreement. 

“(c) PERMANENT STORAGE AGREEMENTS.—In 
any case in which a water supply agreement 
with a duration of 30 years or longer was 
predicated on water that was surplus to a 
purpose and provided for the complete pay- 
ment of the actual investment costs of stor- 
age to be used, and that purpose is no longer 
authorized, the Secretary of the Army shall 
provide to the non-Federal entity an oppor- 
tunity to convert the agreement to a perma- 
nent storage agreement in accordance with 
section 301 of the Water Supply Act of 1958 
(43 U.S.C. 390b), with the same payment 
terms incorporated in the agreement.’’. 

SEC. 1052. AUTHORIZED FUNDING FOR INTER- 
AGENCY AND INTERNATIONAL SUP- 
PORT. 

Section 234(d)(1) of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1996 (33 U.S.C. 
2323a(d)(1)) is amended by striking 
‘*$1,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$5,000,000’’. 

TITLE II—NAVIGATION 
SEC. 2001. PROJECTS FUNDED BY THE INLAND 
WATERWAYS TRUST FUND. 

Beginning on June 10, 2014, and ending on 
the date that is 15 years after the date of en- 
actment of this Act, section 1001(b)(2) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (33 
U.S.C. 579a(b)(2)) shall not apply to any 
project authorized to receive funding from 
the Inland Waterways Trust Fund estab- 
lished by section 9506(a) of the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986. 

SEC. 2002. OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF 
FUEL-TAXED INLAND WATERWAYS. 

Section 102(c) of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 1986 (83 U.S.C. 2212(c)) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘*(3) CREDIT OR REIMBURSEMENT.—The Fed- 
eral share of operation and maintenance car- 
ried out by a non-Federal interest under this 
subsection after the date of enactment of the 
Water Resources Reform and Development 
Act of 2014 shall be eligible for reimburse- 
ment or for credit toward— 

“(A) the non-Federal share of future oper- 
ation and maintenance under this sub- 
section; or 

“(B) any measure carried out by the Sec- 
retary under section 3017(a) of the Water Re- 
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014 
(33 U.S.C. 3308a note; Public Law 1138-121).’’. 
SEC. 2003. FUNDING FOR HARBOR MAINTENANCE 

PROGRAMS. 

Section 2101 of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
2238b) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)(1), in the matter pre- 
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘The 
target total” and inserting ‘‘Except as pro- 
vided in subsection (c), the target total’’; 

(2) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub- 
section (d); and 

(3) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol- 
lowing: 
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““(c) EXCEPTION.—If the target total budget 
resources for a fiscal year described in sub- 
paragraphs (A) through (J) of subsection 
(b)(1) is lower than the target total budget 
resources for the previous fiscal year, then 
the target total budget resources shall be ad- 
justed to be equal to the lesser of— 

“(1) 103 percent of the total budget re- 
sources appropriated for the previous fiscal 
year; or 

‘(2) 100 percent of the total amount of har- 
bor maintenance taxes received in the pre- 
vious fiscal year.’’. 

SEC. 2004. DREDGED MATERIAL DISPOSAL. 

Disposal of dredged material shall not be 
considered environmentally acceptable for 
the purposes of identifying the Federal 
standard (as defined in section 335.7 of title 
33, Code of Federal Regulations (or successor 
regulations)) if the disposal violates applica- 
ble State water quality standards approved 
by the Administrator of the Environmental 
Protection Agency under section 303 of the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act (83 
U.S.C. 1818). 

SEC. 2005. CAPE ARUNDEL DISPOSAL SITE, 
MAINE. 

(a) DEADLINE.—The Cape Arundel Disposal 
Site selected by the Department of the Army 
as an alternative dredged material disposal 
site under section 103(b) of the Marine Pro- 
tection, Research, and Sanctuaries Act of 
1972 (33 U.S.C. 1413(b)) and reopened pursuant 
to section 118 of the Energy and Water De- 
velopment and Related Agencies Appropria- 
tions Act, 2014 (Public Law 113-76; 128 Stat. 
158) (referred to in this section as the ‘‘Site’’) 
may remain open until the earlier of— 

(1) the date on which the Site does not 
have any remaining disposal capacity; 

(2) the date on which an environmental im- 
pact statement designating an alternative 
dredged material disposal site for southern 
Maine has been completed; or 

(3) the date that is 5 years after the date of 
enactment of this Act. 

(b) LIMITATIONS.—The use of the Site as a 
dredged material disposal site under sub- 
section (a) shall be subject to the conditions 
that— 

(1) conditions at the Site remain suitable 
for the continued use of the Site as a dredged 
material disposal site; and 

(2) the Site not be used for the disposal of 
more than 80,000 cubic yards from any single 
dredging project. 

SEC. 2006. MAINTENANCE OF HARBORS OF REF- 
UGE. 

The Secretary is authorized to maintain 
federally authorized harbors of refuge to re- 
store and maintain the authorized dimen- 
sions of the harbors. 

SEC. 2007. AIDS TO NAVIGATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall— 

(1) consult with the Commandant of the 
Coast Guard regarding navigation on the 
Ouachita-Black Rivers; and 

(2) share information regarding the assist- 
ance that the Secretary can provide regard- 
ing the placement of any aids to navigation 
on the rivers referred to in paragraph (1). 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec- 
retary shall submit to the Committee on En- 
vironment and Public Works of the Senate 
and the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure of the House of Representa- 
tives a report on the outcome of the con- 
sultation under subsection (a). 

SEC. 2008. BENEFICIAL USE OF DREDGED MATE- 
RIAL. 

Section 204 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 1992 (33 U.S.C. 2326) is amend- 
ed by adding at the end the following: 
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(1) in subsection (a)(1)— 

(A) by striking “For sediment” and insert- 
ing the following: 

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—For sediment’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

“(B) SEDIMENT FROM OTHER FEDERAL 
SOURCES AND NON-FEDERAL SOURCES.—For 
purposes of projects carried out under this 
section, the Secretary may include sediment 
from other Federal sources and non-Federal 
sources, subject to the requirement that any 
sediment obtained from a non-Federal source 
shall not be obtained at Federal expense.’’; 
and 

(2) in subsection (d), by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘“(3) SPECIAL RULE.—Disposal of dredged 
material under this subsection may include a 
single or periodic application of sediment for 
beneficial use and shall not require oper- 
ation and maintenance. 

“(4) DISPOSAL AT NON-FEDERAL COST.—The 
Secretary may accept funds from a non-Fed- 
eral interest to dispose of dredged material 
as provided under section 103(d)(1) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (83 
U.S.C. 2213(d)(1)).”’. 

SEC. 2009. OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF 
HARBOR PROJECTS. 

Section 210(c)(8) of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1986 (83 U.S.C. 2238(c)(3)) 
is amended by striking ‘‘for each of fiscal 
years 2015 through 2022’? and inserting ‘‘for 
each fiscal year’’. 

SEC. 2010. ADDITIONAL MEASURES AT DONOR 
PORTS AND ENERGY TRANSFER 
PORTS. 

Section 2106 of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
2238c) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) by  redesignating paragraphs (2) 
through (6) as paragraphs (3) through (7), re- 
spectively; 

(B) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘(2) DISCRETIONARY CARGO.—The term ‘dis- 
cretionary cargo’ means maritime cargo that 
is destined for inland locations and that can 
be economically shipped through multiple 
seaports located in different countries or re- 
gions.”’; 

(C) in paragraph (8) (as redesignated)— 

(i) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) 
through (D) as clause (i) through (iv), respec- 
tively, and indenting appropriately; 

(ii) in the matter preceding clause (i) (as 
redesignated), by striking ‘The term” and 
inserting the following: 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The term’’; and 

(iii) by adding at the end the following: 

““(B) CALCULATION.—For the purpose of cal- 
culating the percentage described in sub- 
paragraph (A)(iii), payments described under 
subsection (c)(1) shall not be included.’’; 

(D) in paragraph (5)(A) (as redesignated), 
by striking ‘‘Code of Federal Regulation’’ 
and inserting ‘‘Code of Federal Regulations”; 
and 

(E) by adding at the end the following: 

‘*(8) MEDIUM-SIZED DONOR PORT.—The term 
‘medium-sized donor port’ means a port— 

“(A) that is subject to the harbor mainte- 
nance fee under section 24.24 of title 19, Code 
of Federal Regulations (or a successor regu- 
lation); 

‘“(B) at which the total amount of harbor 
maintenance taxes collected comprise annu- 
ally more than $5,000,000 but less than 
$15,000,000 of the total funding of the Harbor 
Maintenance Trust Fund established under 
section 9505 of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986; 

“(C) that received less than 25 percent of 
the total amount of harbor maintenance 
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taxes collected at that port in the previous 5 
fiscal years; and 

‘(D) that is located in a State in which 
more than 2,000,000 cargo containers were un- 
loaded from or loaded onto vessels in fiscal 
year 2012.”’; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘donor 
ports” and inserting ‘‘donor ports, medium- 
sized donor ports,”’; 

(B) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
at the end; and 

(ii) by striking subparagraph (B) and in- 
serting the following: 

‘“(B) shall be made available to a port as ei- 
ther a donor port, medium-sized donor port, 
or an energy transfer port, and no port may 
receive amounts from more than 1 designa- 
tion; and 

‘(C) for donor ports and medium-sized 
donor ports— 

“(i) 50 percent of the funds shall be equally 
divided between the eligible donor ports as 
authorized by this section; and 

“(ii) 50 percent of the funds shall be divided 
between the eligible donor ports and eligible 
medium-sized donor ports based on the per- 
centage of the total Harbor Maintenance Tax 
revenues generated at each eligible donor 
port and medium-sized donor port.”’; 

(3) in subsection (c), in the matter pre- 
ceding paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘donor 
port” and inserting ‘‘donor port, a medium- 
sized donor port,”’; 

(4) by striking subsection (d) and inserting 
the following: 

‘(d) ADMINISTRATION OF PAYMENTS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—If a donor port, a me- 
dium-sized donor port, or an energy transfer 
port elects to provide payments to importers 
or shippers under subsection (c), the Sec- 
retary shall transfer to the Commissioner of 
Customs and Border Protection the amount 
that would otherwise be provided to the port 
under this section that is equal to those pay- 
ments to provide the payments to the im- 
porters or shippers of the discretionary cargo 
that is— 

“(A) shipped through respective eligible 
ports; and 

‘(B) most at risk of diversion to seaports 
outside of the United States. 

“(2) REQUIREMENT.—The Secretary. in con- 
sultation with the eligible port, shall limit 
payments to top importers or shippers 
through an eligible port, as ranked by value 
of discretionary cargo.’’; and 

(5) in subsection (f)— 

(A) by striking paragraph (1) and inserting 
the following: 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—If the total amounts 
made available from the Harbor Mainte- 
nance Trust Fund exceed the total amounts 
made available from the Harbor Mainte- 
nance Trust Fund in fiscal year 2012, there is 
authorized to be appropriated to carry out 
this section $50,000,000 from the Harbor 
Maintenance Trust Fund.”’; 

(B) by striking paragraph (2) and inserting 
the following: 

‘(2) DIVISION BETWEEN DONOR PORTS, ME- 
DIUM-SIZED DONOR PORTS, AND ENERGY TRANS- 
FER PORTS.—For each fiscal year, amounts 
made available to carry out this section 
shall be provided in equal amounts to— 

“(A) donor ports and medium-sized donor 
ports; and 

‘“(B) energy transfer ports.’’; 

(C) by striking paragraph (3). 
SEC. 2011. HARBOR DEEPENING. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 101(a)(1) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (33 
U.S.C. 2211(a)(1)) is amended— 


and 
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(1) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by striking ‘‘the date of enactment of 
this Act” and inserting “the date of enact- 
ment of the Water Resources Reform and De- 
velopment Act of 2014 (Public Law 113-121; 
128 Stat. 1193)”; 

(2) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘45 
feet” and inserting ‘‘50 feet”; and 

(3) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘45 
feet’’ and inserting ‘‘50 feet’’. 

(b) DEFINITION OF DEEP-DRAFT HARBOR.— 
Section 214(1) of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2241(1)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘45 feet” and inserting 
‘50 feet”. 

SEC. 2012. OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE OF 
INLAND MISSISSIPPI RIVER PORTS. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) INLAND MISSISSIPPI RIVER.—The term 
“inland Mississippi River’? means the por- 
tion of the Mississippi River that begins at 
the confluence of the Minnesota River and 
ends at the confluence of the Red River. 

(2) SHALLOW DRAFT.—The term ‘‘shallow 
draft? means a project that has a depth of 
less than 14 feet. 

(b) DREDGING ACTIVITIES.—The Secretary 
shall carry out dredging activities on shal- 
low draft ports located on the inland Mis- 
sissippi River to the respective authorized 
widths and depths of those inland ports, as 
authorized on the date of enactment of this 
Act. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
For each fiscal year, there is authorized to 
be appropriated to the Secretary to carry 
out this section $25,000,000. 

SEC. 2013. IMPLEMENTATION GUIDANCE. 

Section 2102 of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (Public 
Law 1138-121; 128 Stat. 1273) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

“(d) GUIDANCE.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of enactment of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 2016 the Sec- 
retary shall publish on the website of the 
Corps of Engineers guidance on the imple- 
mentation of this section and the amend- 
ments made by this section.’’. 

SEC. 2014. REMOTE AND SUBSISTENCE HARBORS. 

Section 2006 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 2007 (33 U.S.C. 2242) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in subsection (a)(3), by inserting ‘‘in 
which the project is located or of a commu- 
nity that is located in the region that is 
served by the project and that will rely on 
the project” after “community”; and 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘or of a 
community that is located in the region to 
be served by the project and that will rely on 
the project” after “community”; 

(B) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘local pop- 
ulation” and inserting ‘‘regional population 
to be served by the project”; and 

(C) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘commu- 
nity” and inserting ‘‘local community or to 
a community that is located in the region to 
be served by the project and that will rely on 
the project”. 

SEC. 2015. NON-FEDERAL INTEREST DREDGING 
AUTHORITY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may per- 
mit a non-Federal interest to carry out, for 
an authorized navigation project (or a sepa- 
rable element of an authorized navigation 
project), such maintenance activities as are 
necessary to ensure that the project is main- 
tained to not less than the minimum project 
dimensions. 

(b) COST LIMITATIONS.—Except as provided 
in this section and subject to the availability 
of appropriations, the costs incurred by a 
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non-Federal interest in performing the main- 
tenance activities described in subsection (a) 
shall be eligible for reimbursement, not to 
exceed an amount that is equal to the esti- 
mated Federal cost for the performance of 
the maintenance activities. 

(c) AGREEMENT.—Before initiating mainte- 
nance activities under this section, the non- 
Federal interest shall enter into an agree- 
ment with the Secretary that specifies, for 
the performance of the maintenance activi- 
ties, the terms and conditions that are ac- 
ceptable to the non-Federal interest and the 
Secretary. 

(d) PROVISION OF EQUIPMENT.—In carrying 
out maintenance activities under this sec- 
tion, a non-Federal interest shall— 

(1) provide equipment at no cost to the 
Federal Government; and 

(2) hold and save the United States free 
from any and all damage that arises from 
the use of the equipment of the non-Federal 
interest, except for damage due to the fault 
or negligence of a contractor of the Federal 
Government. 

(e) REIMBURSEMENT ELIGIBILITY LIMITA- 
TIONS.—Costs that are eligible for reimburse- 
ment under this section are those costs di- 
rectly related to the costs associated with 
operation and maintenance of the dredge 
based on the lesser of the period of time for 
which— 

(1) the dredge is being used in the perform- 
ance of work for the Federal Government 
during a given fiscal year; and 

(2) the actual fiscal year Federal appro- 
priations identified for that portion of main- 
tenance dredging that are made available. 

(f) AUDIT.—Not earlier than 5 years after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec- 
retary may conduct an audit on any mainte- 
nance activities for an authorized navigation 
project (or a separable element of an author- 
ized navigation project) carried out under 
this section to determine if permitting a 
non-Federal interest to carry out mainte- 
nance activities under this section has re- 
sulted in— 

(1) improved reliability and safety for navi- 
gation; and 

(2) cost savings to the Federal Govern- 
ment. 

(g) TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY.—The au- 
thority of the Secretary under this section 
terminates on the date that is 10 years after 
the date of enactment of this Act. 

SEC. 2016. TRANSPORTATION COST SAVINGS. 

Section 210(e)(8) of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1986 (83 U.S.C. 2238(e)(3)) 
is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subparagraph (B) as 
subparagraph (C); and 

(2) by inserting after subparagraph (A) the 
following: 

“(B) ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENT.—For the 
first report following the date of enactment 
of the Water Resources Development Act of 
2016, in the report submitted under subpara- 
graph (A), the Secretary shall identify, to 
the maximum extent practicable, transpor- 
tation cost savings realized by achieving and 
maintaining the constructed width and 
depth for the harbors and inland harbors re- 
ferred to in subsection (a)(2), on a project-by- 
project basis.’’. 

SEC. 2017. DREDGED MATERIAL. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding part 335 
of title 38, Code of Federal Regulations, the 
Secretary may place dredged material from 
the operation and maintenance of an author- 
ized Federal water resources project at an- 
other authorized water resource project if 
the Secretary determines that— 

(1) the placement of the dredged material 
would— 


September 12, 2016 


(AXi) enhance protection from flooding 
caused by storm surges or sea level rise; or 

(ii) significantly contribute to shoreline 
resiliency, including the resilience and res- 
toration of wetland; and 

(B) be in the public interest; and 

(2) the cost associated with the placement 
of the dredged material is reasonable in rela- 
tion to the associated environmental, flood 
protection, and resiliency benefits. 

(b) ADDITIONAL Costs.—If the cost of plac- 
ing the dredged material at another author- 
ized water resource project exceeds the cost 
of depositing the dredged material in accord- 
ance with the Federal standard (as defined in 
section 335.7 of title 33, Code of Federal Reg- 
ulations (as in effect on the date of enact- 
ment of this Act)), the Secretary shall not 
require a non-Federal entity to bear any of 
the increased costs associated with the 
placement of the dredged material. 

SEC. 2018. GREAT LAKES NAVIGATION SYSTEM. 

Section 210(d)(1) of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2238(d)(1)) 
is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A), in the matter pre- 
ceding clause (i), by striking “For each of 
fiscal years 2015 through 2024” and inserting 
“For each fiscal year”; and 

(2) in subparagraph (B), in the matter pre- 
ceding clause (i), by striking “For each of 
fiscal years 2015 through 2024” and inserting 
“For each fiscal year”. 

SEC. 2019. HARBOR MAINTENANCE TRUST FUND. 

Notwithstanding section 102 of division D 
of the Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2016 
(Public Law 114-113; 129 Stat. 2402), the Sec- 
retary shall allocate funding made available 
to the Secretary from the Harbor Mainte- 
nance Trust Fund, established under section 
9505 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, in 
accordance with section 210 of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 
2238). 

TITLE ITI—SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS 
SEC. 3001. REHABILITATION ASSISTANCE FOR 
NON-FEDERAL FLOOD CONTROL 
PROJECTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 5 of the Act of 
August 18, 1941 (33 U.S.C. 701n), is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘(3) DEFINITION OF NONSTRUCTURAL ALTER- 
NATIVES.—In this subsection, ‘nonstructural 
alternatives’ includes efforts to restore or 
protect natural resources including streams, 
rivers, floodplains, wetlands, or coasts, if 
those efforts will reduce flood risk.’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(d) INCREASED LEVEL OF PROTECTION.—In 
conducting repair or restoration work under 
subsection (a), at the request of the non-Fed- 
eral sponsor, the Secretary may increase the 
level of protection above the level to which 
the system was designed, or, if the repair and 
rehabilitation includes repair or rehabilita- 
tion of a pumping station, will increase the 
capacity of a pump, if— 

“(1) the Chief of Engineers determines the 
improvements are in the public interest, in- 
cluding consideration of whether— 

“(A) the authority under this section has 
been used more than once at the same loca- 
tion; 

‘(B) there is an opportunity to decrease 
significantly the risk of loss of life and prop- 
erty damage; or 

‘(C) there is an opportunity to decrease 
total life cycle rehabilitation costs for the 
project; and 

‘(2) the non-Federal sponsor agrees to pay 
the difference between the cost of repair, res- 
toration, or rehabilitation to the original de- 
sign level or original capacity and the cost of 
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achieving the higher level of protection or 
capacity sought by the non-Federal sponsor. 

“(e) NOTICE.—The Secretary shall notify 
the non-Federal sponsor of the opportunity 
to request implementation of nonstructural 
alternatives to the repair or restoration of 
the flood control work under subsection 
(a).”’. 

(b) PROJECTS IN COORDINATION WITH CER- 
TAIN REHABILITATION REQUIREMENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—In any case in which the 
Secretary has completed a study deter- 
mining a project for flood damage reduction 
is feasible and such project is designed to 
protect the same geographic area as work to 
be performed under section 5(c) of the Act of 
August 18, 1941 (33 U.S.C. 701n(c)), the Sec- 
retary may, if the Secretary determines that 
the action is in the public interest, carry out 
such project with the work being performed 
under section 5(c) of that Act, subject to the 
limitations in paragraph (2). 

(2) COST-SHARING.—The cost to carry out a 
project under paragraph (1) shall be shared in 
accordance with section 103 of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 
2213). 

SEC. 3002. REHABILITATION OF EXISTING LEV- 
EES. 

Section 3017 of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
3303a note; Public Law 113-121) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘if the 
Secretary determines the necessary work is 
technically feasible, environmentally accept- 
able, and economically justified’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘This section’’ and insert- 
ing the following: 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—This section”; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

“(2) REQUIREMENT.—A measure carried out 
under subsection (a) shall be implemented in 
the same manner as the repair or restoration 
of a flood control work pursuant to section 5 
of the Act of August 18, 1941 (33 U.S.C. 
701n).”’; 

(8) in subsection (c)(1), by striking ‘‘The 
non-Federal’’ and inserting “Notwith- 
standing subsection (b)(2), the non-Federal’’; 
and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary to carry out this section 
$125,000,000.’’. 

SEC. 3003. MAINTENANCE OF HIGH RISK FLOOD 
CONTROL PROJECTS. 

In any case in which the Secretary has as- 
sumed, as of the date of enactment of this 
Act, responsibility for the maintenance of a 
project classified as class III under the Dam 
Safety Action Classification of the Corps of 
Engineers, the Secretary shall continue to be 
responsible for the maintenance until the 
earlier of the date that— 

(1) the project is modified to reduce that 
risk and the Secretary determines that the 
project is no longer classified as class III 
under the Dam Safety Action Classification 
of the Corps of Engineers; or 

(2) is 15 years after the date of enactment 
of this Act. 

SEC. 3004. REHABILITATION OF HIGH HAZARD 
POTENTIAL DAMS. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 2 of the National 
Dam Safety Program Act (33 U.S.C. 467) is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (4), (5), (6), 
(7), (8), (9), 10), (11), (12), and (13) as para- 
graphs (5), (6), (7), (8), (9), (11), (18), (14), (15), 
and (16), respectively; 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (3) the fol- 
lowing: 
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‘“(4) ELIGIBLE HIGH HAZARD POTENTIAL 
DAM.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘eligible high 
hazard potential dam’ means a non-Federal 
dam that— 

“(i) is located in a State with a State dam 
safety program; 

“(i) is classified as ‘high hazard potential’ 
by the State dam safety agency in the State 
in which the dam is located; 

“Gii) has an emergency action plan ap- 
proved by the relevant State dam safety 
agency; and 

‘“(iv) the State in which the dam is located 
determines— 

“(D) fails to meet minimum dam safety 
standards of the State; and 

‘(II) poses an unacceptable risk to the pub- 
lic. 

“(B) EXCLUSION.—The term ‘eligible high 
hazard potential dam’ does not include— 

“(i) a licensed hydroelectric dam; or 

“(ii) a dam built under the authority of the 
Secretary of Agriculture.’’; 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (9) (as re- 
designated by paragraph (1)) the following: 

“(10) NON-FEDERAL SPONSOR.—The term 
‘non-Federal sponsor’, in the case of a 
project receiving assistance under section 
8A, includes— 

“(A) a governmental organization; and 

“(B) a nonprofit organization.” and 

(4) by inserting after paragraph (11) (as re- 
designated by paragraph (1)) the following: 

‘*(12) REHABILITATION.—The term ‘rehabili- 
tation’ means the repair, replacement, re- 
construction, or removal of a dam that is 
carried out to meet applicable State dam 
safety and security standards.’’. 

(b) PROGRAM FOR REHABILITATION OF HIGH 
HAZARD POTENTIAL DAMS.—The National 
Dam Safety Program Act is amended by in- 
serting after section 8 (33 U.S.C. 467f) the fol- 
lowing: 

“SEC. 8A. REHABILITATION OF HIGH HAZARD PO- 
TENTIAL DAMS. 

‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM.—The Ad- 
ministrator shall establish, within FEMA, a 
program to provide technical, planning, de- 
sign, and construction assistance in the form 
of grants to non-Federal sponsors for reha- 
bilitation of eligible high hazard potential 
dams. 

‘“(b) ELIGIBLE ACTIVITIES.—A grant award- 
ed under this section for a project may be 
used for— 

“(1) repair; 

**(2) removal; or 

(3) any other structural or nonstructural 
measures to rehabilitate a high hazard po- 
tential dam. 

‘(c) AWARD OF GRANTS.— 

“(1) APPLICATION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—A non-Federal sponsor 
interested in receiving a grant under this 
section may submit to the Administrator an 
application for the grant. 

“(B) REQUIREMENTS.—An application sub- 
mitted to the Administrator under this sec- 
tion shall be submitted at such time, be in 
such form, and contain such information as 
the Administrator may prescribe by regula- 
tion pursuant to section 3004(c) of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 2016. 

“(2) GRANT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator may 
make a grant in accordance with this section 
for rehabilitation of a high hazard potential 
dam to a non-Federal sponsor that submits 
an application for the grant in accordance 
with the regulations prescribed by the Ad- 
ministrator. 

“(B) PROJECT GRANT AGREEMENT.—The Ad- 
ministrator shall enter into a project grant 
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agreement with the non-Federal sponsor to 
establish the terms of the grant and the 
project, including the amount of the grant. 

“(C) GRANT ASSURANCE.—AsS part of a 
project grant agreement under subparagraph 
(B), the Administrator shall require the non- 
Federal sponsor to provide an assurance, 
with respect to the dam to be rehabilitated 
under the project, that the owner of the dam 
has developed and will carry out a plan for 
maintenance of the dam during the expected 
life of the dam. 

‘(D) LIMITATION.—A grant provided under 
this section shall not exceed the lesser of— 

“(i) 12.5 percent of the total amount of 
funds made available to carry out this sec- 
tion; or 

‘*(ii) $7,500,000. 

‘(d) REQUIREMENTS.— 

“(1) APPROVAL.—A grant awarded under 
this section for a project shall be approved 
by the relevant State dam safety agency. 

‘(2) NON-FEDERAL SPONSOR REQUIRE- 
MENTS.—To receive a grant under this sec- 
tion, the non-Federal sponsor shall— 

‘(A) participate in, and comply with, all 
applicable Federal flood insurance programs; 

‘“(B) have in place a hazard mitigation plan 
that— 

“(i) includes all dam risks; and 

“(ii) complies with the Disaster Mitigation 
Act of 2000 (Public Law 106-390; 114 Stat. 
1552); 

“(C) commit to provide operation and 
maintenance of the project for the 50-year 
period following completion of rehabilita- 
tion; 

‘(D) comply with such minimum eligi- 
bility requirements as the Administrator 
may establish to ensure that each owner and 
operator of a dam under a participating 
State dam safety program— 

“(i) acts in accordance with the State dam 
safety program; and 

“(ii) carries out activities relating to the 
public in the area around the dam in accord- 
ance with the hazard mitigation plan de- 
scribed in subparagraph (B); and 

“(E) comply with section 611(j)(9) of the 
Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer- 
gency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5196(j)(9)) (as 
in effect on the date of enactment of this 
section) with respect to projects receiving 
assistance under this section in the same 
manner as recipients are required to comply 
in order to receive financial contributions 
from the Administrator for emergency pre- 
paredness purposes. 

‘*(e) FLOODPLAIN MANAGEMENT PLANS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—AS a condition of receipt 
of assistance under this section, the non- 
Federal entity shall demonstrate that a 
floodplain management plan to reduce the 
impacts of future flood events in the area 
protected by the project— 

“(A) is in place; or 

“(B) will be— 

“(i) developed not later than 1 year after 
the date of execution of a project agreement 
for assistance under this section; and 

“(ii) implemented not later than 1 year 
after the date of completion of construction 
of the project. 

‘(2) INCLUSIONS.—A plan under paragraph 
(1) shall address— 

“(A) potential measures, practices, and 
policies to reduce loss of life, injuries, dam- 
age to property and facilities, public expend- 
itures, and other adverse impacts of flooding 
in the area protected by the project; 

‘(B) plans for flood fighting and evacu- 
ation; and 

‘(C) public education and awareness of 
flood risks. 
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‘(3) TECHNICAL SUPPORT.—The Adminis- 
trator may provide technical support for the 
development and implementation of flood- 
plain management plans prepared under this 
subsection. 

““(f) PRIORITY SYSTEM.—The Administrator, 
in consultation with the Board, shall develop 
a risk-based priority system for use in iden- 
tifying high hazard potential dams for which 
grants may be made under this section. 

‘“(¢) FUNDING.— 

‘*(1) COST SHARING.— 

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—Any assistance provided 
under this section for a project shall be sub- 
ject to a non-Federal cost-sharing require- 
ment of not less than 35 percent. 

‘(B) IN-KIND CONTRIBUTIONS.—The non-Fed- 
eral share under subparagraph (A) may be 
provided in the form of in-kind contribu- 
tions. 

‘(2) ALLOCATION OF FUNDS.—The total 
amount of funds made available to carry out 
this section for each fiscal year shall be dis- 
tributed as follows: 

‘(A) EQUAL DISTRIBUTION.—'% shall be dis- 
tributed equally among the States in which 
the projects for which applications are sub- 
mitted under subsection (c)(1) are located. 

‘(B) NEED-BASED.—%s shall be distributed 
among the States in which the projects for 
which applications are submitted under sub- 
section (c)(1) are located based on the pro- 
portion that— 

“(i) the number of eligible high hazard po- 
tential dams in the State; bears to 

“(ii) the number of eligible high hazard po- 
tential dams in all States in which projects 
for which applications are submitted under 
subsection (c)(1). 

(h) USE OF FUNDS.—None of the funds pro- 
vided in the form of a grant or otherwise 
made available under this section shall be 
used— 

“(1) to rehabilitate a Federal dam; 

‘(2) to perform routine operation or main- 
tenance of a dam; 

“(3) to modify a dam to produce hydro- 
electric power; 

‘“(4) to increase water supply storage ca- 
pacity; or 

“(5) to make any other modification to a 
dam that does not also improve the safety of 
the dam. 

‘(i) CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS.— 

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 
as a condition on the receipt of a grant under 
this section of an amount greater than 
$1,000,000, a non-Federal sponsor that re- 
ceives the grant shall require that each con- 
tract and subcontract for program manage- 
ment, construction management, planning 
studies, feasibility studies, architectural 
services, preliminary engineering, design, 
engineering, surveying, mapping, and related 
services entered into using funds from the 
grant be awarded in the same manner as a 
contract for architectural and engineering 
services is awarded under— 

“(A) chapter 11 of title 40, United States 
Code; or 

‘“(B) an equivalent qualifications-based re- 
quirement prescribed by the relevant State. 

‘(2) NO PROPRIETARY INTEREST.—A contract 
awarded in accordance with paragraph (1) 
shall not be considered to confer a propri- 
etary interest upon the United States. 

‘(j) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section— 

**(1) $10,000,000 for fiscal years 2017 and 2018; 

(2) $25,000,000 for fiscal year 2019; 

“*(3) $40,000,000 for fiscal year 2020; and 

“(4) $60,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2021 
through 2026.”’. 
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(c) RULEMAKING.— 

(1) PROPOSED RULEMAKING.—Not later than 
90 days after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Administrator of the Federal Emer- 
gency Management Agency shall issue a no- 
tice of proposed rulemaking regarding appli- 
cations for grants of assistance under the 
amendments made by subsection (b) to the 
National Dam Safety Program Act (83 U.S.C. 
467 et seq.). 

(2) FINAL RULE.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator of the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency shall promulgate a 
final rule regarding the amendments de- 
scribed in paragraph (1). 

SEC. 3005. EXPEDITED COMPLETION OF AUTHOR- 
IZED PROJECTS FOR FLOOD DAM- 
AGE REDUCTION. 

The Secretary shall expedite the comple- 
tion of the following projects for flood dam- 
age reduction and flood risk management: 

(1) Chicagoland Underflow Plan, Illinois, 
phase 2, as authorized by section 3(a)(5) of 
the Water Resources Development Act of 
1988 (Public Law 100-676; 102 Stat. 4013) and 
modified by section 319 of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 1996 (Public Law 
104-303; 110 Stat. 3715) and section 501 of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1999 
(Public Law 106-53; 113 Stat. 334). 

(2) Cedar River, Cedar Rapids, Iowa, as au- 
thorized by section 7002(2)(3) of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 2014 (Public 
Law 113-121; 128 Stat. 1366). 

(3) Comite River, Louisiana, authorized as 
part of the project for flood control, Amite 
River and Tributaries, Louisiana, by section 
101(11) of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 1992 (Public Law 102-580; 106 Stat. 4802) 
and modified by section 301(b)(5) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1996 
(Public Law 104-03; 110 Stat. 3709) and section 
371 of the Water Resources Development Act 
of 1999 (Public Law 106-53; 113 Stat. 321). 

(4) Amite River and Tributaries, Louisiana, 
East Baton Rouge Parish Watershed, as au- 
thorized by section 101(a)(21) of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 1999 (Public 
Law 106-53; 113 Stat. 277) and modified by 
section 116 of division D of Public Law 108-7 
(117 Stat. 140) and section 3074 of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 2007 (Public 
Law 110-114; 121 Stat. 1124). 

SEC. 3006. CUMBERLAND RIVER BASIN DAM RE- 
PAIRS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Costs incurred in car- 
rying out any repair to correct a seepage 
problem at any dam in the Cumberland River 
Basin shall be— 

(1) treated as costs for a dam safety 
project; and 

(2) subject to cost-sharing requirements in 
accordance with section 1203 of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 
467n). 

(b) APPLICATION.—Subsection (a) shall 
apply only to repairs for projects for which 
construction has not begun and appropria- 
tions have not been made as of the date of 
enactment of this Act. 

SEC. 3007. INDIAN DAM SAFETY. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) DAM.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘dam’’ has the 
meaning given the term in section 2 of the 
National Dam Safety Program Act (33 U.S.C. 
467). 

(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘‘dam’’ includes 
any structure, facility, equipment, or vehicle 
used in connection with the operation of a 
dam. 

(2) FUND.—The term “Fund” means, as ap- 
plicable— 
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(A) the High-Hazard Indian Dam Safety 
Deferred Maintenance Fund established by 
subsection (b)(1)(A); or 

(B) the Low-Hazard Indian Dam Safety De- 
ferred Maintenance Fund established by sub- 
section (b)(2)(A). 

(3) HIGH HAZARD POTENTIAL DAM.—The term 
“high hazard potential dam” means a dam 
assigned to the significant or high hazard po- 
tential classification under the guidelines 
published by the Federal Emergency Man- 
agement Agency entitled ‘‘Federal Guide- 
lines for Dam Safety: Hazard Potential Clas- 
sification System for Dams” (FEMA Publi- 
cation Number 333). 

(4) INDIAN TRIBE.—The term ‘‘Indian tribe’’ 
has the meaning given the term in section 4 
of the Indian Self-Determination and Edu- 
cation Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 5304). 

(5) LOW HAZARD POTENTIAL DAM.—The term 
“low hazard potential dam’’ means a dam as- 
signed to the low hazard potential classifica- 
tion under the guidelines published by the 
Federal Emergency Management Agency en- 
titled ‘‘Federal Guidelines for Dam Safety: 
Hazard Potential Classification System for 
Dams” (FEMA Publication Number 333). 

(6) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior, acting 
through the Assistant Secretary for Indian 
Affairs, in consultation with the Secretary 
of the Army. 

(b) INDIAN DAM SAFETY DEFERRED MAINTE- 
NANCE FUNDS.— 

(1) HIGH-HAZARD FUND.— 

(A) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
in the Treasury of the United States a fund, 
to be known as the ‘‘High-Hazard Indian 
Dam Safety Deferred Maintenance Fund”, 
consisting of— 

(i) such amounts as are deposited in the 
Fund under subparagraph (B); and 

(ii) any interest earned on investment of 
amounts in the Fund under subparagraph 
(D). 

(B) DEPOSITS TO FUND.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—For each of fiscal years 
2017 through 2037, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall deposit in the Fund $22,750,000 from 
the general fund of the Treasury. 

(ii) AVAILABILITY OF AMOUNTS.—Amounts 
deposited in the Fund under clause (i) shall 
be used, subject to appropriation, to carry 
out this section. 

(C) EXPENDITURES FROM FUND.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to clause (ii), for 
each of fiscal years 2017 through 2037, the 
Secretary may, to the extent provided in ad- 
vance in appropriations Acts, expend from 
the Fund, in accordance with this section, 
not more than the sum of— 

(I) $22,750,000; and 

(II) the amount of interest accrued in the 
Fund. 

(ii) ADDITIONAL EXPENDITURES.—The Sec- 
retary may expend more than $22,750,000 for 
any fiscal year referred to in clause (i) if the 
additional amounts are available in the Fund 
as a result of a failure of the Secretary to ex- 
pend all of the amounts available under 
clause (i) in 1 or more prior fiscal years. 

(D) INVESTMENTS OF AMOUNTS.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the 
Treasury shall invest such portion of the 
Fund as is not, in the judgment of the Sec- 
retary, required to meet current with- 
drawals. 

(ii) CREDITS TO FUND.—The interest on, and 
the proceeds from the sale or redemption of, 
any obligations held in the Fund shall be 
credited to, and form a part of, the Fund. 

(E) TRANSFERS OF AMOUNTS.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The amounts required to 
be transferred to the Fund under this para- 
graph shall be transferred at least monthly. 
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(ii) ADJUSTMENTS.—Proper adjustment 
shall be made in amounts subsequently 
transferred to the extent prior estimates are 
in excess of or less than the amounts re- 
quired to be transferred. 

(F) TERMINATION.—On September 30, 2037— 

(i) the Fund shall terminate; and 

(ii) the unexpended and unobligated bal- 
ance of the Fund shall be transferred to the 
general fund of the Treasury. 

(2) LOW-HAZARD FUND.— 

(A) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
in the Treasury of the United States a fund, 
to be known as the ‘‘Low-Hazard Indian Dam 
Safety Deferred Maintenance Fund’’, con- 
sisting of— 

(i) such amounts as are deposited in the 
Fund under subparagraph (B); and 

(ii) any interest earned on investment of 
amounts in the Fund under subparagraph 
(D). 

(B) DEPOSITS TO FUND.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—For each of fiscal years 
2017 through 2037, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall deposit in the Fund $10,000,000 from 
the general fund of the Treasury. 

(ii) AVAILABILITY OF AMOUNTS.—Amounts 
deposited in the Fund under clause (i) shall 
be used, subject to appropriation, to carry 
out this section. 

(C) EXPENDITURES FROM FUND.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to clause (ii), for 
each of fiscal years 2017 through 2037, the 
Secretary may, to the extent provided in ad- 
vance in appropriations Acts, expend from 
the Fund, in accordance with this section, 
not more than the sum of— 

(I) $10,000,000; and 

(II) the amount of interest accrued in the 
Fund. 

(ii) ADDITIONAL EXPENDITURES.—The Sec- 
retary may expend more than $10,000,000 for 
any fiscal year referred to in clause (i) if the 
additional amounts are available in the Fund 
as a result of a failure of the Secretary to ex- 
pend all of the amounts available under 
clause (i) in 1 or more prior fiscal years. 

(D) INVESTMENTS OF AMOUNTS.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the 
Treasury shall invest such portion of the 
Fund as is not, in the judgment of the Sec- 
retary, required to meet current with- 
drawals. 

(ii) CREDITS TO FUND.—The interest on, and 
the proceeds from the sale or redemption of, 
any obligations held in the Fund shall be 
credited to, and form a part of, the Fund. 

(E) TRANSFERS OF AMOUNTS.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The amounts required to 
be transferred to the Fund under this para- 
graph shall be transferred at least monthly. 

(ii) ADJUSTMENTS.—Proper adjustment 
shall be made in amounts subsequently 
transferred to the extent prior estimates are 
in excess of or less than the amounts re- 
quired to be transferred. 

(F) TERMINATION.—On September 30, 2037— 

(i) the Fund shall terminate; and 

(ii) the unexpended and unobligated bal- 
ance of the Fund shall be transferred to the 
general fund of the Treasury. 

(c) REPAIR, REPLACEMENT, AND MAINTE- 
NANCE OF CERTAIN INDIAN DAMS.— 

(1) PROGRAM ESTABLISHMENT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es- 
tablish a program to address the deferred 
maintenance needs of Indian dams that— 

(i) create flood risks or other risks to pub- 
lic or employee safety or natural or cultural 
resources; and 

(ii) unduly impede the management and ef- 
ficiency of Indian dams. 

(B) FUNDING.— 

(i) HIGH-HAZARD FUND.—Consistent with 
subsection (b)(1)(B), the Secretary shall use 
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or transfer to the Bureau of Indian Affairs 
not less than $22,750,000 of amounts in the 
High-Hazard Indian Dam Safety Deferred 
Maintenance Fund, plus accrued interest, for 
each of fiscal years 2017 through 2037 to carry 
out maintenance, repair, and replacement 
activities for 1 or more of the Indian dams 
described in paragraph (2)(A). 

(ii) LOW-HAZARD FUND.—Consistent with 
subsection (b)(2)(B), the Secretary shall use 
or transfer to the Bureau of Indian Affairs 
not less than $10,000,000 of amounts in the 
Low-Hazard Indian Dam Safety Deferred 
Maintenance Fund, plus accrued interest, for 
each of fiscal years 2017 through 2037 to carry 
out maintenance, repair, and replacement 
activities for 1 or more of the Indian dams 
described in paragraph (2)(B). 

(C) COMPLIANCE WITH DAM SAFETY POLI- 
cIES.—Maintenance, repair, and replacement 
activities for Indian dams under this section 
shall be carried out in accordance with the 
dam safety policies of the Director of the Bu- 
reau of Indian Affairs established to carry 
out the Indian Dams Safety Act of 1994 (25 
U.S.C. 3801 et seq.). 

(2) ELIGIBLE DAMS.— 

(A) HIGH HAZARD POTENTIAL DAMS.—The 
dams eligible for funding under paragraph 
(XBi) are Indian high hazard potential 
dams in the United States that— 

(i) are included in the safety of dams pro- 
gram established pursuant to the Indian 
Dams Safety Act of 1994 (25 U.S.C. 3801 et 
seq.); and 

(ii)(D(aa) are owned by the Federal Gov- 
ernment, as listed in the Federal inventory 
required by Executive Order 13327 (40 U.S.C. 
121 note; relating to Federal real property 
asset management); and 

(bb) are managed by the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs (including dams managed under con- 
tracts or compacts pursuant to the Indian 
Self-Determination and Education Assist- 
ance Act (25 U.S.C. 5301 et seq.)); or 

(II) have deferred maintenance documented 
by the Bureau of Indian Affairs. 

(B) LOW HAZARD POTENTIAL DAMS.—The 
dams eligible for funding under paragraph 
(1)(B)Gi) are Indian low hazard potential 
dams in the United States that, on the date 
of enactment of this Act— 

(i) are covered under the Indian Dams Safe- 
ty Act of 1994 (25 U.S.C. 3801 et seq.); and 

(ii)(D(aa) are owned by the Federal Gov- 
ernment, as listed in the Federal inventory 
required by Executive Order 13327 (40 U.S.C. 
121 note; relating to Federal real property 
asset management); and 

(bb) are managed by the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs (including dams managed under con- 
tracts or compacts pursuant to the Indian 
Self-Determination and Education Assist- 
ance Act (25 U.S.C. 5301 et seq.)); or 

(II) have deferred maintenance documented 
by the Bureau of Indian Affairs. 

(3) REQUIREMENTS AND CONDITIONS.—Not 
later than 120 days after the date of enact- 
ment of this Act and as a precondition to 
amounts being expended from the Fund to 
carry out this subsection, the Secretary, in 
consultation with representatives of affected 
Indian tribes, shall develop and submit to 
Congress— 

(A) programmatic goals to carry out this 
subsection that— 

(i) would enable the completion of repair- 
ing, replacing, improving, or performing 
maintenance on Indian dams as expedi- 
tiously as practicable, subject to the dam 
safety policies of the Director of the Bureau 
of Indian Affairs established to carry out the 
Indian Dams Safety Act of 1994 (25 U.S.C. 
3801 et seq.); 
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(ii) facilitate or improve the ability of the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs to carry out the 
mission of the Bureau of Indian Affairs in op- 
erating an Indian dam; and 

(iii) ensure that the results of government- 
to-government consultation required under 
paragraph (4) be addressed; and 

(B) funding prioritization criteria to serve 
as a methodology for distributing funds 
under this subsection that take into ac- 
count— 

(i) the extent to which deferred mainte- 
nance of Indian dams poses a threat to— 

(I) public or employee safety or health; 

(II) natural or cultural resources; or 

(III) the ability of the Bureau of Indian Af- 
fairs to carry out the mission of the Bureau 
of Indian Affairs in operating an Indian dam; 

(ii) the extent to which repairing, replac- 
ing, improving, or performing maintenance 
on an Indian dam will— 

(I) improve public or employee safety, 
health, or accessibility; 

(II) assist in compliance with codes, stand- 
ards, laws, or other requirements; 

(IIT) address unmet needs; or 

(IV) assist in protecting natural or cul- 
tural resources; 

(iii) the methodology of the rehabilitation 
priority index of the Secretary, as in effect 
on the date of enactment of this Act; 

(iv) the potential economic benefits of the 
expenditures on job creation and general 
economic development in the affected tribal 
communities; 

(v) the ability of an Indian dam to address 
tribal, regional, and watershed level flood 
prevention needs; 

(vi) the need to comply with the dam safe- 
ty policies of the Director of the Bureau of 
Indian Affairs established to carry out the 
Indian Dams Safety Act of 1994 (25 U.S.C. 
3801 et seq.); 

(vii) the ability of the water storage capac- 
ity of an Indian dam to be increased to pre- 
vent flooding in downstream tribal and non- 
tribal communities; and 

(viii) such other factors as the Secretary 
determines to be appropriate to prioritize 
the use of available funds that are, to the 
fullest extent practicable, consistent with 
tribal and user recommendations received 
pursuant to the consultation and input proc- 
ess under paragraph (4). 

(4) TRIBAL CONSULTATION AND USER INPUT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), before expending funds on 
an Indian dam pursuant to paragraph (1) and 
not later than 60 days after the date of en- 
actment of this Act, the Secretary shall— 

(i) consult with the Director of the Bureau 
of Indian Affairs on the expenditure of funds; 

(ii) ensure that the Director of the Bureau 
of Indian Affairs advises the Indian tribe 
that has jurisdiction over the land on which 
a dam eligible to receive funding under para- 
graph (2) is located on the expenditure of 
funds; and 

(iii) solicit and consider the input, com- 
ments, and recommendations of the land- 
owners served by the Indian dam. 

(B) EMERGENCIES.—If the Secretary deter- 
mines that an emergency circumstance ex- 
ists with respect to an Indian dam, subpara- 
graph (A) shall not apply with respect to 
that Indian dam. 

(5) ALLOCATION AMONG DAMS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(B), to the maximum extent practicable, the 
Secretary shall ensure that, for each of fiscal 
years 2017 through 2037, each Indian dam eli- 
gible for funding under paragraph (2) that 
has critical maintenance needs receives part 
of the funding under paragraph (1) to address 
critical maintenance needs. 
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(B) PRIORITY.—In allocating amounts 
under paragraph (1)(B), in addition to consid- 
ering the funding priorities described in 
paragraph (3), the Secretary shall give pri- 
ority to Indian dams eligible for funding 
under paragraph (2) that serve— 

(i) more than 1 Indian tribe within an In- 
dian reservation; or 

(ii) highly populated Indian communities, 
as determined by the Secretary. 

(C) CAP ON FUNDING.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to clause (ii), in 
allocating amounts under paragraph (1)(B), 
the Secretary shall allocate not more than 
$10,000,000 to any individual dam described in 
paragraph (2) during any consecutive 3-year 
period. 

(ii) EXCEPTION.—Notwithstanding the cap 
described in clause (i), if the full amount 
under paragraph (1)(B) cannot be fully allo- 
cated to eligible Indian dams because the 
costs of the remaining activities authorized 
in paragraph (1)(B) of an Indian dam would 
exceed the cap described in clause (i), the 
Secretary may allocate the remaining funds 
to eligible Indian dams in accordance with 
this subsection. 

(D) BASIS OF FUNDING.—Any amounts made 
available under this paragraph shall be non- 
reimbursable. 

(E) APPLICABILITY OF ISDEAA.—The Indian 
Self-Determination and Education Assist- 
ance Act (25 U.S.C. 5301 et seq.) shall apply to 
activities carried out under this paragraph. 


(d) TRIBAL SAFETY OF DAMS COMMITTEE.— 

(1) ESTABLISHMENT OF COMMITTEE.— 

(A) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary of the 
Interior shall establish within the Bureau of 
Indian Affairs the Tribal Safety of Dams 
Committee (referred to in this paragraph as 
the ‘‘Committee’’). 

(B) MEMBERSHIP.— 

(i) COMPOSITION.—The Committee shall be 
composed of 15 members, of whom— 

(I) 11 shall be appointed by the Secretary 
of the Interior from among individuals who, 
to the maximum extent practicable, have 
Knowledge and expertise in dam safety issues 
and flood prevention and mitigation, of 
whom not less than 1 shall be a member of 
an Indian tribe in each of the Bureau of In- 
dian Affairs regions of— 

(aa) the Northwest Region; 

(bb) the Pacific Region; 

(cc) the Western Region; 

(dd) the Navajo Region; 

(ee) the Southwest Region; 

(ff) the Rocky Mountain Region; 

(gg) the Great Plans Region; and 

(hh) the Midwest Region; 

(II) 2 shall be appointed by the Secretary of 
the Interior from among employees of the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs who have knowledge 
and expertise in dam safety issues and flood 
prevention and mitigation; 

(III) 1 shall be appointed by the Secretary 
of the Interior from among employees of the 
Bureau of Reclamation who have knowledge 
and expertise in dam safety issues and flood 
prevention and mitigation; and 

(IV) 1 shall be appointed by the Secretary 
of the Army from among employees of the 
Corps of Engineers who have knowledge and 
expertise in dam safety issues and flood pre- 
vention and mitigation. 

(ii) NONVOTING MEMBERS.—The members of 
the Committee appointed under subclauses 
(II) and (III) of clause (i) shall be nonvoting 
members. 

(iii) DATE.—The appointments of the mem- 
bers of the Committee shall be made as soon 
as practicable after the date of enactment of 
this Act. 
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(C) PERIOD OF APPOINTMENT.—Members 
shall be appointed for the life of the Com- 
mittee. 

(D) VACANCIES.—Any vacancy in the Com- 
mittee shall not affect the powers of the 
Committee, but shall be filled in the same 
manner as the original appointment. 

(E) INITIAL MEETING.—Not later than 30 
days after the date on which all members of 
the Committee have been appointed, the 
Committee shall hold the first meeting. 

(F) MEETINGS.—The Committee shall meet 
at the call of the Chairperson. 

(G) QUORUM.—A majority of the members 
of the Committee shall constitute a quorum, 
but a lesser number of members may hold 
hearings. 

(H) CHAIRPERSON AND VICE CHAIRPERSON.— 
The Committee shall select a Chairperson 
and Vice Chairperson from among the mem- 
bers. 

(2) DUTIES OF THE COMMITTEE.— 

(A) STUDY.—The Committee shall conduct 
a thorough study of all matters relating to 
the modernization of the Indian Dams Safety 
Act of 1994 (25 U.S.C. 3801 et seq.). 

(B) RECOMMENDATIONS.—The Committee 
shall develop recommendations for legisla- 
tion to improve the Indian Dams Safety Act 
of 1994 (25 U.S.C. 3801 et seq.). 

(C) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date on which the Committee holds the 
first meeting, the Committee shall submit a 
report containing a detailed statement of the 
findings and conclusions of the Committee, 
together with recommendations for legisla- 
tion that the Committee considers appro- 
priate, to— 

(i) the Committee on Indian Affairs of the 
Senate; and 

(ii) the Committee on Natural Resources of 
the House of Representatives. 

(3) POWERS OF THE COMMITTEE.— 

(A) HEARINGS.—The Committee may hold 
such hearings, sit and act at such times and 
places, take such testimony, and receive 
such evidence as the Committee considers 
appropriate to carry out this paragraph. 

(B) INFORMATION FROM FEDERAL AGENCIES.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The Committee may se- 
cure directly from any Federal department 
or agency such information as the Com- 
mittee considers necessary to carry out this 
paragraph. 

(ii) REQUEST.—On request of the Chair- 
person of the Committee, the head of any 
Federal department or agency shall furnish 
information described in clause (i) to the 
Committee. 

(C) POSTAL SERVICES.—The Committee may 
use the United States mails in the same 
manner and under the same conditions as 
other departments and agencies of the Fed- 
eral Government. 

(D) GIFrTs.—The Committee may accept, 
use, and dispose of gifts or donations of serv- 
ices or property. 

(4) COMMITTEE PERSONNEL MATTERS.— 

(A) COMPENSATION OF MEMBERS.— 

(i) NON-FEDERAL MEMBERS.—Each member 
of the Committee who is not an officer or 
employee of the Federal Government shall 
be compensated at a rate equal to the daily 
equivalent of the annual rate of basic pay 
prescribed for level IV of the Executive 
Schedule under section 5315 of title 5, United 
States Code, for each day (including travel 
time) during which the member is engaged in 
the performance of the duties of the Com- 
mittee. 

(ii) FEDERAL MEMBERS.—EHach member of 
the Committee who is an officer or employee 
of the Federal Government shall serve with- 
out compensation in addition to that re- 
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ceived for services as an officer or employee 
of the Federal Government. 

(B) TRAVEL EXPENSES.—The members of 
the Committee shall be allowed travel ex- 
penses, including per diem in lieu of subsist- 
ence, at rates authorized for employees of 
agencies under subchapter I of chapter 57 of 
title 5, United States Code, while away from 
their homes or regular places of business in 
the performance of services for the Com- 
mittee. 

(C) STAFF.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.— 

(I) APPOINTMENT.—The Chairperson of the 
Committee may, without regard to the civil 
service laws and regulations, appoint and 
terminate an executive director and such 
other additional personnel as may be nec- 
essary to enable the Committee to perform 
the duties of the Committee. 

(II) CONFIRMATION.—The employment of an 
executive director shall be subject to con- 
firmation by the Committee. 

(ii) COMPENSATION.—The Chairperson of the 
Committee may fix the compensation of the 
executive director and other personnel with- 
out regard to chapter 51 and subchapter III of 
chapter 53 of title 5, United States Code, re- 
lating to classification of positions and Gen- 
eral Schedule pay rates, except that the rate 
of pay for the executive director and other 
personnel may not exceed the rate payable 
for level V of the Executive Schedule under 
section 5316 of that title. 

(D) DETAIL OF GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES.— 
Any Federal Government employee may be 
detailed to the Committee without reim- 
bursement, and such detail shall be without 
interruption or loss of civil service status or 
privilege. 

(E) PROCUREMENT OF TEMPORARY AND 
INTERMITTENT SERVICES.—The Chairperson of 
the Committee may procure temporary and 
intermittent services under section 3109(b) of 
title 5, United States Code, at rates for indi- 
viduals that do not exceed the daily equiva- 
lent of the annual rate of basic pay pre- 
scribed for level V of the Executive Schedule 
under section 5316 of that title. 

(5) TERMINATION OF THE COMMITTEE.—The 
Committee shall terminate 90 days after the 
date on which the Committee submits the re- 
port under paragraph (2)(C). 

(6) FUNDING.—Of the amounts authorized to 
be expended from either Fund, $1,000,000 shall 
be made available from either Fund during 
fiscal year 2017 to carry out this subsection, 
to remain available until expended. 


(e) INDIAN DAM SURVEYS.— 

(1) TRIBAL REPORTS.—The Secretary shall 
request that, not less frequently than once 
every 180 days, each Indian tribe submit to 
the Secretary a report providing an inven- 
tory of the dams located on the land of the 
Indian tribe. 

(2) BIA REPORTS.—Not less frequently than 
once each year, the Secretary shall submit 
to Congress a report describing the condition 
of each dam under the partial or total juris- 
diction of the Secretary. 


(f) FLOOD PLAIN MANAGEMENT PILOT PRO- 
GRAM.— 

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall 
establish, within the Bureau of Indian Af- 
fairs, a flood plain management pilot pro- 
gram (referred to in this subsection as the 
“program’’) to provide, at the request of an 
Indian tribe, guidance to the Indian tribe re- 
lating to best practices for the mitigation 
and prevention of floods, including consulta- 
tion with the Indian tribe on— 

(A) flood plain mapping; or 

(B) new construction planning. 
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(2) TERMINATION.—The program shall ter- 
minate on the date that is 4 years after the 
date of enactment of this Act. 

(3) FUNDING.—Of the amounts authorized to 
be expended from either Fund, $250,000 shall 
be made available from either Fund during 
each of fiscal years 2017, 2018, and 2019 to 
carry out this subsection, to remain avail- 
able until expended. 


TITLE IV—RIVER BASINS, WATERSHEDS, 
AND COASTAL AREAS 
SEC. 4001. GULF COAST OYSTER BED RECOVERY 
PLAN. 

(a) DEFINITION OF GULF STATES.—In this 
section, the term ‘‘Gulf States” means each 
of the States of Alabama, Florida, Louisiana, 
Mississippi, and Texas. 

(b) GULF COAST OYSTER BED RECOVERY 
PLAN.—The Secretary, in coordination with 
the Gulf States, shall develop and implement 
a plan to assist in the recovery of oyster 
beds on the coast of Gulf States that were 
damaged by events including— 

(1) Hurricane Katrina in 2005; 

(2) the Deep Water Horizon oil spill in 2010; 
and 

(3) floods in 2011 and 2016. 

(c) INCLUSION.—The plan developed under 
subsection (b) shall address the beneficial 
use of dredged material in providing sub- 
strate for oyster bed development. 

(d) SUBMISSION.—Not later than 18 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall submit to the Committee of 
Environment and Public Works of the Senate 
and the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure of the House of Representa- 
tives the plan developed under subsection 
(b). 

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary to carry out this section $2,000,000, 
to remain available until expended. 

SEC. 4002. COLUMBIA RIVER, PLATTE RIVER, AND 
ARKANSAS RIVER. 

(a) ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION.—Section 
536(g) of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 2000 (Public Law 106-541; 114 Stat. 2662; 
128 Stat. 1814) is amended by striking 
‘*$50,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$75,000,000’’. 

(b) WATERCRAFT INSPECTION STATIONS.— 
Section 104 of the River and Harbor Act of 
1958 (33 U.S.C. 610) is amended— 

(1) by striking subsection (b) and inserting 
the following: 

‘(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to 
be appropriated such sums as are necessary, 
but not more than $65,000,000, to carry out 
this section for each fiscal year, of which— 

“(A) $20,000,000 shall be made available to 
carry out subsection (d)(1)(A)(i); and 

‘“(B) $25,000,000 shall be made available to 
carry out clauses (ii) and (iii) of subsection 
ODA). 

“(2) ALLOCATION.—Any funds made avail- 
able under paragraph (1) that are employed 
for control operations shall be allocated by 
the Chief of Engineers on a priority basis, 
based on— 

“(A) the urgency and need of each area; 
and 

“(B) the availability of local funds.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (d)— 

(A) by striking paragraph (1) and inserting 
the following: 

“(1) ESTABLISHMENT, OPERATION, AND MAIN- 
TENANCE.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out this sec- 
tion, the Secretary may establish, operate, 
and maintain watercraft inspection stations 
to protect— 

“(i) the Columbia River Basin; 
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“(ii) the Platte River Basin located in the 
States of Colorado, Nebraska, and Wyoming; 
and 

‘“(iii) the Arkansas River Basin located in 
the States of Arkansas, Colorado, Kansas, 
New Mexico, Oklahoma, and Texas. 

‘“(B) LOCATION.. The watercraft inspection 
stations under subparagraph (A) shall be lo- 
cated in areas, as determined by the Sec- 
retary, with the highest likelihood of pre- 
venting the spread of aquatic invasive spe- 
cies at reservoirs operated and maintained 
by the Secretary.” ; and 

(B) in paragraph (3), by striking subpara- 
graph (A) and inserting the following: 

“(A) the Governor of each State in which a 
station is established under paragraph (1);”. 

(c) TRIBAL HOUSING.— 

(1) DEFINITION OF REPORT.—In this sub- 
section, the term ‘“‘report’’ means the final 
report for the Portland District, Corps of En- 
gineers, entitled ‘‘Columbia River Treaty 
Fishing Access Sites, Oregon and Wash- 
ington: Fact-finding Review on Tribal Hous- 
ing” and dated November 19, 2013. 

(2) ASSISTANCE AUTHORIZED.—As_ replace- 
ment housing for Indian families displaced 
due to the construction of the Bonneville 
Dam, on the request of the Secretary of the 
Interior, the Secretary may provide assist- 
ance on land transferred by the Department 
of the Army to the Department of the Inte- 
rior pursuant to title IV of Public Law 100- 
581 (102 Stat. 2944; 110 Stat. 766; 110 Stat. 3762; 
114 Stat. 2679; 118 Stat. 544) for the number of 
families estimated in the report as having 
received no relocation assistance. 

(3) Stupy.—The Secretary shall— 

(A) conduct a study to determine the num- 
ber of Indian people displaced by the con- 
struction of the John Day Dam; and 

(B) identify a plan for suitable housing to 
replace housing lost to the construction of 
the John Day Dam. 

(d) COLUMBIA AND LOWER WILLAMETTE RIV- 
ERS BELOW VANCOUVER, WASHINGTON AND OR- 
EGON.—The Secretary shall conduct a study 
to determine the feasibility of modifying the 
project for navigation, Columbia and Lower 
Willamette Rivers below Vancouver, Wash- 
ington and Portland, Oregon, authorized by 
section 101 of the River and Harbor Act of 
1962 (Public Law 87-874; 76 Stat. 1177) to ad- 
dress safety risks. 

SEC. 4003. MISSOURI RIVER. 

(a) RESERVOIR SEDIMENT MANAGEMENT.— 

(1) DEFINITION OF SEDIMENT MANAGEMENT 
PLAN.—In this subsection, the term ‘“‘sedi- 
ment management plan” means a plan for 
preventing sediment from reducing water 
storage capacity at a reservoir and increas- 
ing water storage capacity through sediment 
removal at a reservoir. 

(2) UPPER MISSOURI RIVER BASIN PILOT PRO- 
GRAM.—The Secretary shall carry out a pilot 
program for the development and implemen- 
tation of sediment management plans for 
reservoirs owned and operated by the Sec- 
retary in the Upper Missouri River Basin, on 
request by project beneficiaries. 

(3) PLAN ELEMENTS.—A sediment manage- 
ment plan under paragraph (2) shall— 

(A) provide opportunities for project bene- 
ficiaries and other stakeholders to partici- 
pate in sediment management decisions; 

(B) evaluate the volume of sediment in a 
reservoir and impacts on storage capacity; 

(C) identify preliminary sediment manage- 
ment options, including sediment dikes and 
dredging; 

(D) identify constraints; 

(E) assess technical feasibility, economic 
justification, and environmental impacts; 

(F) identify beneficial uses for sediment; 
and 
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(G) to the maximum extent practicable, 
use, develop, and demonstrate innovative, 
cost-saving technologies, including struc- 
tural and nonstructural technologies and de- 
signs, to manage sediment. 

(4) COST SHARE.—The beneficiaries request- 
ing the plan shall share in the cost of devel- 
opment and implementation of a sediment 
management plan allocated in accordance 
with the benefits to be received. 

(5) CONTRIBUTED FUNDS.—The Secretary 
may accept funds from non-Federal interests 
and other Federal agencies to develop and 
implement a sediment management plan 
under this subsection. 

(6) GUIDANCE.—The Secretary shall use the 
knowledge gained through the development 
and implementation of sediment manage- 
ment plans under paragraph (2) to develop 
guidance for sediment management at other 
reservoirs. 

(7) PARTNERSHIP WITH SECRETARY OF THE IN- 
TERIOR.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall carry 
out the pilot program established under this 
subsection in partnership with the Secretary 
of the Interior, and the program may apply 
to reservoirs managed or owned by the Bu- 
reau of Reclamation on execution of a 
memorandum of agreement between the Sec- 
retary and the Secretary of the Interior es- 
tablishing the framework for a partnership 
and the terms and conditions for sharing ex- 
pertise and resources. 

(B) LEAD AGENCY.—The Secretary that has 
primary jurisdiction over the reservoir shall 
take the lead in developing and imple- 
menting a sediment management plan for 
that reservoir. 

(8) OTHER AUTHORITIES NOT AFFECTED.— 
Nothing in this subsection affects sediment 
management or the share of costs paid by 
Federal and non-Federal interests relating to 
sediment management under any other pro- 
vision of law (including regulations). 

(b) SNOWPACK AND DROUGHT MONITORING.— 
Section 4003(a) of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (Public 
Law 113-121; 128 Stat. 1311) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘“(5) LEAD AGENCY.—The Corps of Engineers 
shall be the lead agency for carrying out and 
coordinating the activities described in para- 
graph (1).”. 

SEC. 4004. PUGET SOUND NEARSHORE ECO- 
SYSTEM RESTORATION. 

Section 544(f) of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 2000 (Public Law 106-541; 
114 Stat. 2675) is amended by striking 
‘*$5,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$10,000,000’’. 

SEC. 4005. ICE JAM PREVENTION AND MITIGA- 
TION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may carry 
out projects under section 205 of the Flood 
Control Act of 1948 (33 U.S.C. 701s), including 
planning, design, construction, and moni- 
toring of structural and nonstructural tech- 
nologies and measures for preventing and 
mitigating flood damages associated with ice 
jams. 

(b) INCLUSION.—The projects described in 
subsection (a) may include the development 
and demonstration of cost-effective tech- 
nologies and designs developed in consulta- 
tion with— 

(1) the Cold Regions Research and Engi- 
neering Laboratory of the Corps of Engi- 
neers; 

(2) universities; 

(8) Federal, State, and local agencies; and 

(4) private organizations. 

(c) PILOT PROGRAM.— 

(1) AUTHORIZATION.—In addition to the 
funding authorized under section 205 of the 
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Flood Control Act of 1948 (33 U.S.C. 701s), the 
Secretary is authorized to expend $30,000,000 
to carry out pilot projects to demonstrate 
technologies and designs developed in ac- 
cordance with this section. 

(2) PRIORITY.—In carrying out pilot 
projects under paragraph (1), the Secretary 
shall give priority to projects in the Upper 
Missouri River Basin. 

(3) SUNSET.—The pilot program under this 
subsection shall terminate on December 31, 
2026. 

SEC. 4006. CHESAPEAKE BAY OYSTER RESTORA- 
TION. 

Section 704(b)(1) of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2263(b)(1)) 
is amended by striking ‘‘$60,000,000’’ and in- 
serting ‘‘$100,000,000’’. 

SEC. 4007. NORTH ATLANTIC COASTAL REGION. 

Section 4009 of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (Public 
Law 113-121; 128 Stat. 1816) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘conduct 
a study to determine the feasibility of car- 
rying out projects” and inserting ‘‘develop a 
comprehensive assessment and management 
plan at Federal expense’’; 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking the sub- 
section designation and heading and all that 
follows through ‘‘In carrying out the study” 
and inserting the following: 

‘*(b) ASSESSMENT AND MANAGEMENT PLAN.— 
In developing the comprehensive assessment 
and management plan”; and 

(3) in subsection (c)(1), in the matter pre- 
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘identi- 
fied in the study pursuant to subsection (a)’’ 
and inserting ‘“‘identified in the comprehen- 
sive assessment and management plan under 
this section’’. 

SEC. 4008. RIO GRANDE. 

Section 5056(f) of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 2007 (Public Law 110-114; 
121 Stat. 1214; 128 Stat. 1815) is amended by 
striking ‘‘2019” and inserting ‘‘2024’’. 

SEC. 4009. TEXAS COASTAL AREA. 

In carrying out the Coastal Texas eco- 
system protection and restoration study au- 
thorized by section 4091 of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 2007 (Public Law 
110-114; 121 Stat. 1187), the Secretary shall 
consider studies, data, or information devel- 
oped by the Gulf Coast Community Protec- 
tion and Recovery District to expedite com- 
pletion of the study. 

SEC. 4010. UPPER MISSISSIPPI AND ILLINOIS RIV- 
ERS FLOOD RISK MANAGEMENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con- 
duct a study at Federal expense to determine 
the feasibility of carrying out projects to ad- 
dress systemic flood damage reduction in the 
upper Mississippi and Illinois River basins. 

(b) PURPOSE.—The purposes of the study 
under subsection (a) are— 

(1) to develop an integrated, comprehen- 
sive, and systems-based approach to mini- 
mize the threat to health and safety result- 
ing from flooding by using structural and 
nonstructural flood risk management meas- 
ures; 

(2) to reduce damages and costs associated 
with flooding; 

(3) to identify opportunities to support en- 
vironmental sustainability and restoration 
goals of the Upper Mississippi River and Illi- 
nois River floodplain as part of any systemic 
flood risk management plan; and 

(4) to seek opportunities to address, in con- 
cert with flood risk management measures, 
other floodplain specific problems, needs, 
and opportunities. 

(c) STUDY COMPONENTS.—In carrying out 
the study under subsection (a), the Secretary 
shall— 
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(1) as appropriate, coordinate with the 
heads of other appropriate Federal agencies, 
the Governors of the States within the Upper 
Mississippi and Illinois River basins, the ap- 
propriate levee and drainage districts, non- 
profit organizations, and other interested 
parties; 

(2) recommend projects for reconstruction 
of existing levee systems so as to develop 
and maintain a comprehensive system for 
flood risk reduction and floodplain manage- 
ment; 

(3) perform a systemic analysis of critical 
transportation systems to determine the fea- 
sibility of protecting river approaches for 
land-based systems, highways, and railroads; 

(4) develop a basin-wide hydrologic model 
for the Upper Mississippi River System and 
update as changes occur and new data is 
available; and 

(5) use, to the maximum extent prac- 
ticable, any existing plans and data. 

(d) BASIS FOR RECOMMENDATIONS.—In rec- 
ommending a project under subsection (c)(2), 
the Secretary may justify the project based 
on system-wide benefits. 

SEC. 4011. SALTON SEA, CALIFORNIA. 

Section 3032 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 2007 (Public Law 110-114; 121 
Stat. 1113) is amended— 

(1) in the section heading, by inserting 
“PROGRAM” after ‘‘RESTORATION’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in the subsection heading, by striking 
“PILOT PROJECTS” and inserting ‘‘PROGRAM”’; 

(B) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) and 
(B) as subparagraphs (B) and (C), respec- 
tively; 

(ii) by inserting before subparagraph (B) 
(as redesignated) the following: 

‘“(A) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall 
carry out a program to implement projects 
to restore the Salton Sea in accordance with 
this section.’’; 

(iii) in subparagraph (B) (as redesignated 
by clause (i)), by striking ‘‘the pilot”; and 

(iv) in subparagraph (C) (as redesignated by 
clause (i))— 

(I) in clause (i), in the matter preceding 
subclause (1), by striking ‘‘the pilot projects 
referred to in subparagraph (A)’’ and insert- 
ing ‘‘the projects referred to in subparagraph 
(B)”’; 

(II) in subclause (I), by inserting ‘‘, Salton 
Sea Authority, or other non-Federal inter- 
est” before the semicolon at the end; and 

(III) in subclause (II), by striking ‘“‘pilot’’; 

(C) in paragraph (2), in the matter pre- 
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘pilot’’; 
and 

(D) in paragraph (3)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘pilot’’ each place it ap- 
pears; and 

(ii) by inserting ‘‘, Salton Sea Authority, 
or other non-Federal interest” after ‘‘State’’; 
and 

(3) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘pilot’’. 
SEC. 4012. ADJUSTMENT. 

Section 219(f)(25) of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1992 (Public Law 102-580; 
113 Stat. 336) is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘Berkeley’’ before ‘‘Cal- 
houn’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘“‘Orangeberg, and Sumter” 
and inserting ‘‘and Orangeberg’’. 

SEC. 4013. COASTAL RESILIENCY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 4014(b) of the 
Water Resources Reform and Development 
Act of 2014 (83 U.S.C. 2803a(b)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘Indian 
tribes,” after ‘nonprofit organizations,”’; 

(2) by redesignating paragraphs (3) and (4) 
as paragraphs (4) and (5), respectively; and 
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(3) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘(3) give priority to projects in commu- 
nities the existence of which is threatened 
by rising sea level, including projects relat- 
ing to shoreline restoration, tidal marsh res- 
toration, dunal habitats to protect coastal 
infrastructure, reduction of future and exist- 
ing emergency repair costs, and projects that 
use dredged materials;’’. 

(b) INTERAGENCY COORDINATION ON COASTAL 
RESILIENCE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con- 
vene an interagency working group on resil- 
ience to extreme weather, which will coordi- 
nate research, data, and Federal investments 
related to sea level rise, resiliency, and vul- 
nerability to extreme weather, including 
coastal resilience. 

(2) CONSULTATION.—The interagency work- 
ing group convened under paragraph (1) 
shall— 

(A) participate in any activity carried out 
by an organization authorized by a State to 
study and issue recommendations on how to 
address the impacts on Federal assets of re- 
current flooding and sea level rise, including 
providing consultation regarding policies, 
programs, studies, plans, and best practices 
relating to recurrent flooding and sea level 
rise in areas with significant Federal assets; 
and 

(B) share physical, biological, and socio- 
economic data among such State organiza- 
tions, as appropriate. 

SEC. 4014. REGIONAL INTERGOVERNMENTAL 
COLLABORATION ON COASTAL RE- 
SILIENCE. 

(a) REGIONAL ASSESSMENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may con- 
duct regional assessments of coastal and 
back bay protection and of Federal and State 
policies and programs related to coastal 
water resources, including— 

(A) an assessment of the probability and 
the extent of coastal flooding and erosion, 
including back bay and estuarine flooding; 

(B) recommendations for policies and other 
measures related to regional Federal, State, 
local, and private participation in shoreline 
and back-bay protection projects; 

(C) an evaluation of the performance of ex- 
isting Federal coastal storm damage reduc- 
tion, ecosystem restoration, and navigation 
projects, including recommendations for the 
improvement of those projects; 

(D) an assessment of the value and impacts 
of implementation of regional, systems- 
based, watershed-based, and interstate ap- 
proaches if practicable; 

(E) recommendations for the demonstra- 
tion of methodologies for resilience through 
the use of natural and nature-based infra- 
structure approaches, as appropriate; and 

(F) recommendations regarding alternative 
sources of funding for new and existing 
projects. 

(2) COOPERATION.—In carrying out para- 
graph (1), the Secretary shall cooperate 
with— 

(A) heads of appropriate Federal agencies; 

(B) States that have approved coastal man- 
agement programs and appropriate agencies 
of those States; 

(C) local governments; and 

(D) the private sector. 

(b) STREAMLINING.—In carrying out this 
section, the Secretary shall— 

(1) to the maximum extent practicable, use 
existing research done by Federal, State, re- 
gional, local, and private entities to elimi- 
nate redundancies and related costs; 

(2) receive from any of the entities de- 
scribed in subsection (a)(2)— 
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(A) contributed funds; or 

(B) research that may be eligible for credit 
as work-in-kind under applicable Federal 
law; and 

(3) enable each District or combination of 
Districts of the Corps of Engineers that 
jointly participate in carrying out an assess- 
ment under this section to consider region- 
ally appropriate engineering, biological, eco- 
logical, social, economic, and other factors 
in carrying out the assessment. 

(c) REPORTS.—The Secretary shall submit 
to the Committee on Environment and Pub- 
lic Works of the Senate and the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives all reports and rec- 
ommendations prepared under this section, 
together with any necessary supporting doc- 
umentation. 


SEC. 4015. SOUTH ATLANTIC COASTAL STUDY. 


(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con- 
duct a study of the coastal areas located 
within the geographical boundaries of the 
South Atlantic Division of the Corps of Engi- 
neers to identify the risks and vulner- 
abilities of those areas to increased hurri- 
cane and storm damage as a result of sea 
level rise. 

(b) REQUIREMENTS.—In carrying out the 
study under subsection (a), the Secretary 
shall— 

(1) conduct a comprehensive analysis of 
current hurricane and storm damage reduc- 
tion measures with an emphasis on regional 
sediment management practices to sus- 
tainably maintain or enhance current levels 
of storm protection; 

(2) identify risks and coastal vul- 
nerabilities in the areas affected by sea level 
rise; 

(3) recommend measures to address the 
vulnerabilities described in paragraph (2); 
and 

(4) develop a long-term strategy for— 

(A) addressing increased hurricane and 
storm damages that result from rising sea 
levels; and 

(B) identifying opportunities to enhance 
resiliency, increase sustainability, and lower 
risks in— 

(i) populated areas; 

(ii) areas of concentrated economic devel- 
opment; and 

(iii) areas with vulnerable environmental 
resources. 

(c) CONSULTATION.—The Secretary shall co- 
ordinate, as appropriate, with the heads of 
other Federal departments and agencies, the 
Governors of the affected States, regional 
governmental agencies, and units of local 
government to address coastal impacts re- 
sulting from sea level rise. 

(d) REPORT.—Not later than 4 years after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec- 
retary shall submit to the Committee on En- 
vironment and Public Works of the Senate 
and the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure of the House of Representa- 
tives a report recommending specific and de- 
tailed actions to address risks and 
vulnerabilities of the areas described in sub- 
section (a) to increased hurricane and storm 
damage as a result of sea level rise. 


SEC. 4016. KANAWHA RIVER BASIN. 


The Secretary shall conduct studies to de- 
termine the feasibility of implementing 
projects for flood risk management, eco- 
system restoration, navigation, water sup- 
ply, recreation, and other water resource re- 
lated purposes within the Kanawha River 
Basin, West Virginia, Virginia, and North 
Carolina. 
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SEC. 4017. CONSIDERATION OF FULL ARRAY OF 
MEASURES FOR COASTAL RISK RE- 
DUCTION. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) NATURAL FEATURE.—The term ‘‘natural 
feature?” means a feature that is created 
through the action of physical, geological, 
biological, and chemical processes over time. 

(2) NATURE-BASED FEATURE.—The term ‘‘na- 
ture-based feature” means a feature that is 
created by human design, engineering, and 
construction to protect, and in concert with, 
natural processes to provide risk reduction 
in coastal areas. 

(b) REQUIREMENT.—In developing projects 
for coastal risk reduction, the Secretary 
shall consider, as appropriate— 

(1) natural features; 

(2) nature-based features; 

(3) nonstructural measures; and 

(4) structural measures. 

(c) REPORT TO CONGRESS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than February 1, 
2020, the Secretary shall submit to the Com- 
mittee on Environment and Public Works of 
the Senate and the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure of the House of 
Representatives a report on the implementa- 
tion of subsection (b). 

(2) CONTENTS.—The report under paragraph 
(1) shall include, at a minimum, the fol- 
lowing: 

(A) A description of guidance or instruc- 
tions issued, and other measures taken, by 
the Secretary and the Chief of Engineers to 
implement subsection (b). 

(B) An assessment of the costs, benefits, 
impacts, and trade-offs associated with 
measures recommended by the Secretary for 
coastal risk reduction and the effectiveness 
of those measures. 

(C) A description of any statutory, fiscal, 
or regulatory barriers to the appropriate 
consideration and use of a full array of meas- 
ures for coastal risk reduction. 

SEC. 4018. WATERFRONT COMMUNITY REVITAL- 
IZATION AND RESILIENCY. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 

(1) many communities in the United States 
were developed along waterfronts; 

(2) water proximity and access is a recog- 
nized economic driver; 

(3) water shortages faced by parts of the 
United States underscore the need to man- 
age water sustainably and restore water 
quality; 

(4) interest in waterfront revitalization 
and development has grown, while the cir- 
cumstances driving waterfront development 
have changed; 

(5) waterfront communities face challenges 
to revitalizing and leveraging water re- 
sources, such as outdated development pat- 
terns, deteriorated water infrastructure, in- 
dustrial contamination of soil and sediment, 
and lack of public access to the waterfront, 
which are often compounded by overarching 
economic distress in the community; 

(6) public investment in waterfront com- 
munity development and_ infrastructure 
should reflect changing ecosystem condi- 
tions and extreme weather projections to en- 
sure strategic, resilient investments; 

(7) individual communities have unique 
priorities, concerns, and opportunities re- 
lated to waterfront restoration and commu- 
nity revitalization; and 

(8) the Secretary of Commerce has unique 
expertise in Great Lakes and ocean coastal 
resiliency and economic development. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) INDIAN TRIBE.—The term ‘‘Indian tribe” 
has the meaning given the term in section 4 
of the Indian Self-Determination and Edu- 
cation Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 5304). 
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(2) RESILIENT WATERFRONT COMMUNITY.— 
The term ‘‘resilient waterfront community” 
means a unit of local government or Indian 
tribe that is— 

(A)(i) bound in part by— 

(I) a Great Lake; or 

(II) an ocean; or 

(ii) bordered or traversed by a riverfront or 
an inland lake; 

(B) self-nominated as a resilient water- 
front community; and 

(C) designated by the Secretary as a resil- 
ient waterfront community on the basis of 
the development by the community of an eli- 
gible resilient waterfront community plan, 
with eligibility determined by the Secretary 
after considering the requirements of para- 
graphs (2) and (3) of subsection (c). 

(8) SECRETARY.—The term “Secretary” 
means the Secretary of Commerce. 

(c) RESILIENT WATERFRONT COMMUNITIES 
DESIGNATION.— 

(1) DESIGNATION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(B), the Secretary shall designate resilient 
waterfront communities based on the extent 
to which a community meets the criteria de- 
scribed in paragraph (2). 

(B) COLLABORATION.—For inland lake and 
riverfront communities, in making the des- 
ignation described in subparagraph (A), the 
Secretary shall work with the Administrator 
of the Environmental Protection Agency and 
the heads of other Federal agencies, as the 
Secretary determines to be necessary. 

(2) RESILIENT WATERFRONT COMMUNITY 
PLAN.—A resilient waterfront community 
plan is a community-driven vision and plan 
that is developed— 

(A) voluntarily at the discretion of the 
community— 

(i) to respond to local needs; or 

(ii) to take advantage of new water-ori- 
ented opportunities; 

(B) with the leadership of the relevant gov- 
ernmental entity or Indian tribe with the ac- 
tive participation of— 

(i) community residents; 

(ii) utilities; and 

(iii) interested business and nongovern- 
mental stakeholders; 

(C) as a new document or by amending or 
compiling community planning documents, 
as necessary, at the discretion of the Sec- 
retary; 

(D) in consideration of all applicable Fed- 
eral and State coastal zone management 
planning requirements; 

(E) to address economic 
strengths; and 

(F) to complement and incorporate the ob- 
jectives and recommendations of applicable 
regional economic plans. 

(3) COMPONENTS OF A RESILIENT WATER- 
FRONT COMMUNITY PLAN.—A resilient water- 
front community plan shall— 

(A) consider all, or a portion of, the water- 
front area and adjacent land and water to 
which the waterfront is connected eco- 
logically, economically, or through local 
governmental or tribal boundaries; 

(B) describe a vision and plan for the com- 
munity to develop as a vital and resilient 
waterfront community, integrating consider- 
ation of— 

(i) the economic opportunities resulting 
from water proximity and access, including— 

(I) water-dependent industries; 

(II) water-oriented commerce; and 

(III) recreation and tourism; 

(ii) the community relationship to the 
water, including— 

(I) quality of life; 

(II) public health; 
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(IIT) community heritage; and 

(IV) public access, particularly in areas in 
which publicly funded ecosystem restoration 
is underway; 

(iii) ecosystem challenges and projections, 
including unresolved and emerging impacts 
to the health and safety of the waterfront 
and projections for extreme weather and 
water conditions; 

(iv) infrastructure needs and opportunities, 
to facilitate strategic and sustainable cap- 
ital investments in— 

(I) docks, piers, and harbor facilities; 


(II) protection against storm surges, 
waves, and flooding; 
(III) stormwater, sanitary sewer, and 


drinking water systems, including green in- 
frastructure and opportunities to control 
nonpoint source runoff; and 

(IV) other community facilities and pri- 
vate development; and 

(v) such other factors as are determined by 
the Secretary to align with metrics or indi- 
cators for resiliency, considering environ- 
mental and economic changes. 

(4) DURATION.—After the designation of a 
community as a resilient waterfront commu- 
nity under paragraph (1), a resilient water- 
front community plan developed in accord- 
ance with paragraphs (2) and (3) may be— 

(A) effective for the 10-year period begin- 
ning on the date on which the Secretary ap- 
proves the resilient waterfront community 
plan; and 

(B) updated by the resilient waterfront 
community and submitted to the Secretary 
for the approval of the Secretary before the 
expiration of the 10-year period. 


(d) RESILIENT WATERFRONT COMMUNITIES 
NETWORK.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall de- 
velop and maintain a resilient waterfront 
communities network to facilitate the shar- 
ing of best practices among waterfront com- 
munities. 

(2) PUBLIC RECOGNITION.—In consultation 
with designated resilient waterfront commu- 
nities, the Secretary shall provide formal 
public recognition of the designated resilient 
waterfront communities to promote tourism, 
investment, or other benefits. 


(e) WATERFRONT COMMUNITY REVITALIZA- 
TION ACTIVITIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—To support a community 
in leveraging other sources of public and pri- 
vate investment, the Secretary may use ex- 
isting authority to support— 

(A) the development of a resilient water- 
front community plan, including planning 
and feasibility analysis; and 

(B) the implementation of strategic com- 
ponents of a resilient waterfront community 
plan after the resilient waterfront commu- 
nity plan has been approved by the Sec- 
retary. 

(2) NON-FEDERAL PARTNERS.— 

(A) LEAD NON-FEDERAL PARTNERS.—A unit 
of local government or an Indian tribe shall 
be eligible to be considered as a lead non- 
Federal partner if the unit of local govern- 
ment or Indian tribe is— 

(i) bound in part by— 

(I) a Great Lake; or 

(II) an ocean; or 

(ii) bordered or traversed by a riverfront or 
an inland lake. 

(B) NON-FEDERAL IMPLEMENTATION PART- 
NERS.—Subject to paragraph (4)(C), a lead 
non-Federal partner may contract with an 
eligible non-Federal implementation partner 
for implementation activities described in 
paragraph (4)(B). 

(3) PLANNING ACTIVITIES.— 
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(A) IN GENERAL.—Technical assistance may 
be provided for the development of a resil- 
ient waterfront community plan. 

(B) ELIGIBLE PLANNING ACTIVITIES.—In de- 
veloping a resilient waterfront community 
plan, a resilient waterfront community 
may— 

(i) conduct community visioning and out- 
reach; 

(ii) identify challenges and opportunities; 

(iii) develop strategies and solutions; 

(iv) prepare plan materials, including text, 
maps, design, and preliminary engineering; 

(v) collaborate across local agencies and 
work with regional, State, and Federal agen- 
cies to identify, understand, and develop re- 
sponses to changing ecosystem and economic 
circumstances; and 

(vi) conduct other planning activities that 
the Secretary considers necessary for the de- 
velopment of a resilient waterfront commu- 
nity plan that responds to revitalization and 
resiliency issues confronted by the resilient 
waterfront community. 

(4) IMPLEMENTATION ACTIVITIES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Implementation assist- 
ance may be provided— 

(i) to initiate implementation of a resilient 
waterfront community plan and facilitate 
high-quality development, including 
leveraging local and private sector invest- 
ment; and 

(ii) to address strategic community prior- 
ities that are identified in the resilient wa- 
terfront community plan. 

(B) ASSISTANCE.—Assistance may be pro- 
vided to advance implementation activities, 
such as— 

(i) site preparation; 

(ii) environmental review; 

(iii) engineering and design; 

(iv) acquiring easements or land for uses 
such as green infrastructure, public amen- 
ities, or assembling development sites; 

(v) updates to zoning codes; 

(vi) construction of— 

(I) public waterfront or boating amenities; 
and 

(II) public spaces; 

(vii) infrastructure upgrades to improve 
coastal resiliency; 

(viii) economic and community develop- 
ment marketing and outreach; and 

(ix) other activities at the discretion of the 
Secretary. 

(C) IMPLEMENTATION PARTNERS.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—To assist in the comple- 
tion of implementation activities, a lead 
non-Federal partner may contract or other- 
wise collaborate with a non-Federal imple- 
mentation partner, including— 

(I) a nonprofit organization; 

(II) a public utility; 

(III) a private entity; 

(IV) an institution of higher education; 

(V) a State government; or 

(VI) a regional organization. 

(ii) LEAD NON-FEDERAL PARTNER RESPONSI- 
BILITY.—The lead non-Federal partner shall 
ensure that assistance and resources re- 
ceived by the lead non-Federal partner to ad- 
vance the resilient waterfront community 
plan of the lead non-Federal partner and for 
related activities are used for the purposes 
of, and in a manner consistent with, any ini- 
tiative advanced by the Secretary for the 
purpose of promoting waterfront community 
revitalization and resiliency. 

(5) USE OF NON-FEDERAL RESOURCES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—A resilient waterfront 
community receiving assistance under this 
subsection shall provide non-Federal funds 
toward completion of planning or implemen- 
tation activities. 
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(B) NON-FEDERAL RESOURCES.—Non-Federal 
funds may be provided by— 

(i) 1 or more units of local or tribal govern- 
ment; 

(ii) a State government; 

(iii) a nonprofit organization; 

(iv) a private entity; 

(v) a foundation; 

(vi) a public utility; or 

(vii) a regional organization. 

(f) INTERAGENCY AWARENESS.—At regular 
intervals, the Secretary shall provide a list 
of resilient waterfront communities to the 
applicable States and the heads of national 
and regional offices of interested Federal 
agencies, including at a minimum— 

(1) the Secretary of Transportation; 

(2) the Secretary of Agriculture; 

(3) the Administrator of the Environ- 
mental Protection Agency; 

(4) the Administrator of the Federal Emer- 
gency Management Agency; 

(5) the Assistant Secretary of the Army for 
Civil Works; 

(6) the Secretary of the Interior; and 

(7) the Secretary of Housing and Urban De- 
velopment. 

(€) No NEW REGULATORY AUTHORITY.— 
Nothing in this section may be construed as 
establishing new authority for any Federal 
agency. 

(h) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary to carry out this section $50,000,000 
for each of fiscal years 2017 through 2021. 

(i) FUNDING.—Out of any funds in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall transfer to 
the Secretary to carry out this section 
$800,000, to remain available until expended. 
SEC. 4019. TABLE ROCK LAKE, ARKANSAS AND 

MISSOURI. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, the Secretary— 

(1) shall include a 60-day public comment 
period for the Table Rock Lake Master Plan 
and Table Rock Lake Shoreline Management 
Plan revision; and 

(2) shall finalize the revision for the Table 
Rock Lake Master Plan and Table Rock 
Lake Shoreline Management Plan during the 
2-year period beginning on the date of enact- 
ment of this Act. 

(b) SHORELINE USE PERMITS.—During the 
period described in subsection (a)(2), the Sec- 
retary shall lift or suspend the moratorium 
on the issuance of new, and modifications to 
existing, shoreline use permits based on the 
existing Table Rock Lake Master Plan and 
Table Rock Lake Shoreline Management 
Plan. 

(c) OVERSIGHT COMMITTEE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 120 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall establish an oversight com- 
mittee (referred to in this subsection as the 
“Committee’’). 

(2) PURPOSES.—The purposes of the Com- 
mittee shall be— 

(A) to review any permit to be issued under 
the existing Table Rock Lake Master Plan at 
the recommendation of the District Engi- 
neer; and 

(B) to advise the District Engineer on revi- 
sions to the new Table Rock Lake Master 
Plan and Table Rock Lake Shoreline Man- 
agement Plan. 

(3) MEMBERSHIP.—Membership in the Com- 
mittee shall not exceed 6 members and shall 
include— 

(A) not more than 1 representative each 
from the State of Missouri and the State of 
Arkansas; 
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(B) not more than 1 representative each 
from local economic development organiza- 
tions with jurisdiction over Table Rock 
Lake; and 

(C) not more than 1 representative each 
representing the boating and conservation 
interests of Table Rock Lake. 

(4) StuDy.—The Secretary shall— 

(A) carry out a study on the need to revise 
permit fees relating to Table Rock Lake to 
better reflect the cost of issuing those fees 
and achieve cost savings; 

(B) submit to Congress a report on the re- 
sults of the study described in subparagraph 
(A); and 

(C) begin implementation of the new per- 
mit fee structure based on the findings of the 
study described in subparagraph (A). 

SEC. 4020. PEARL RIVER BASIN, MISSISSIPPI. 

The Secretary shall expedite review and 
decision on the recommendation for the 
project for flood damage reduction author- 
ized by section 401(e)(3) of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 1986 (100 Stat. 
4132), as amended by section 3104 of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 2007 
(121 Stat. 1134), submitted to the Secretary 
under section 211 of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 1996 (33 U.S.C. 701b-18) (as 
in effect on the day before the date of enact- 
ment of the Water Resources Reform and De- 
velopment Act of 2014). 

TITLE V—DEAUTHORIZATIONS 
SEC. 5001. DEAUTHORIZATIONS. 

(a) VALDEZ, ALASKA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 
the portions of the project for navigation, 
Valdez, Alaska, identified as Tract G, Harbor 
Subdivision, shall not be subject to naviga- 
tion servitude beginning on the date of en- 
actment of this Act. 

(2) ENTRY BY FEDERAL GOVERNMENT.—The 
Federal Government may enter on the prop- 
erty referred to in paragraph (1) to carry out 
any required operation and maintenance of 
the general navigation features of the 
project described in paragraph (1). 

(b) RED RIVER BELOW DENISON DAM, ARKAN- 
SAS, LOUISIANA, AND TEXAS.—The portion of 
the project for flood protection on Red River 
Below Denison Dam, Arkansas, Louisiana 
and Texas, authorized by section 10 of the 
Flood Control Act of 1946 (60 Stat. 647, chap- 
ter 596), consisting of the portion of the West 
Agurs Levee that begins at lat. 32°32’50.86” N., 
by long. 93°46'16.82” W., and ends at lat. 32° 
3122.79” N., by long. 93°45’2.47” W., is no 
longer authorized beginning on the date of 
enactment of this Act. 

(c) SUTTER BASIN, CALIFORNIA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The separable element 
constituting the locally preferred plan incre- 
ment reflected in the report of the Chief of 
Engineers dated March 12, 2014, and author- 
ized for construction under section 7002(2)(8) 
of the Water Resources Reform and Develop- 
ment Act of 2014 (Public Law 113-121; 128 
Stat. 1866) is no longer authorized beginning 
on the date of enactment of this Act. 

(2) SAVINGS PROVISIONS.—The deauthoriza- 
tion under paragraph (1) does not affect— 

(A) the national economic development 
plan separable element reflected in the re- 
port of the Chief of Engineers dated March 
12, 2014, and authorized for construction 
under section 7002(2)(8) of the Water Re- 
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014 
(Public Law 113-121; 128 Stat. 1366); or 

(B) previous authorizations providing for 
the Sacramento River and major and minor 
tributaries project, including— 

(i) section 2 of the Act of March 1, 1917 (39 
Stat. 949; chapter 144); 

(ii) section 12 of the Act of December 22, 
1944 (58 Stat. 900; chapter 665); 
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(iii) section 204 of the Flood Control Act of 
1950 (64 Stat. 177; chapter 188); and 

(iv) any other Acts relating to the author- 
ization for the Sacramento River and major 
and minor tributaries project along the 
Feather River right bank between levee sta- 
tioning 1483+33 and levee stationing 2368+00. 

(d) STONINGTON HARBOR, CONNECTICUT.— 
The portion of the project for navigation, 
Stonington Harbor, Connecticut, authorized 
by the Act of May 23, 1828 (4 Stat. 288; chap- 
ter 73) that consists of the inner stone break- 
water that begins at coordinates N. 
682,146.42, E. 1231,378.69, running north 83.587 
degrees west 166.79’ to a point N. 682,165.05, E. 
1,231,212.94, running north 69.209 degrees west 
380.89’ to a point N. 682,300.25, E. 1,230,856.86, 
is no longer authorized as a Federal project 
beginning on the date of enactment of this 
Act. 

(e) GREEN RIVER AND BARREN RIVER, KEN- 
TUCKY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Beginning on the date of 
enactment of this Act, commercial naviga- 
tion at the locks and dams identified in the 
report of the Chief of Engineers entitled 
“Green River Locks and Dams 3, 4, 5, and 6 
and Barren River Lock and Dam 1, Ken- 
tucky” and dated April 30, 2015, shall no 
longer be authorized, and the land and im- 
provements associated with the locks and 
dams shall be— 

(A) disposed of consistent with paragraph 
(2); and 

(B) subject to such terms and conditions as 
the Secretary determines to be necessary 
and appropriate in the public interest. 

(2) DISPOSITION.— 

(A) GREEN RIVER LOCK AND DAM 3.—The Sec- 
retary shall convey to the Rochester Dam 
Regional Water Commission all right, title, 
and interest of the United States in and to 
Green River Lock and Dam 3, located in Ohio 
County and Muhlenberg County, Kentucky, 
together with any improvements on the 
land. 

(B) GREEN RIVER LOCK AND DAM 4.—The Sec- 
retary shall convey to Butler County, Ken- 
tucky, all right, title, and interest of the 
United States in and to Green River Lock 
and Dam 4, located in Butler County, Ken- 
tucky, together with any improvements on 
the land. 

(C) GREEN RIVER LOCK AND DAM 5.—The Sec- 
retary shall convey to the State of Ken- 
tucky, a political subdivision of the State of 
Kentucky, or a nonprofit, nongovernmental 
organization all right, title, and interest of 
the United States in and to Green River 
Lock and Dam 5 for the express purposes of— 

(i) removing the structure from the river 
at the earliest feasible time; and 

(ii) making the land available for conserva- 
tion and public recreation, including river 
access. 

(D) GREEN RIVER LOCK AND DAM 6.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall trans- 
fer to the Secretary of the Interior adminis- 
trative jurisdiction over the portion of Green 
River Lock and Dam 6, Edmonson County, 
Kentucky, that is located on the left de- 
scending bank of the Green River, together 
with any improvements on the land, for in- 
clusion in Mammoth Cave National Park. 

(ii) TRANSFER TO THE STATE OF KENTUCKY.— 
The Secretary shall transfer to the State of 
Kentucky all right, title, and interest of the 
United States in and to the portion of Green 
River Lock and Dam 6, Edmonson County, 
Kentucky, that is located on the right de- 
scending bank of the Green River, together 
with any improvements on the land, for use 
by the Department of Fish and Wildlife Re- 
sources of the State of Kentucky for the pur- 
poses of— 
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(I) removing the structure from the river 
at the earliest feasible time; and 

(II) making the land available for con- 
servation and public recreation, including 
river access. 

(E) BARREN RIVER LOCK AND DAM 1.—The 
Secretary shall convey to the State of Ken- 
tucky, all right, title, and interest of the 
United States in and to Barren River Lock 
and Dam 1, located in Warren County, Ken- 
tucky, together with any improvements on 
the land, for use by the Department of Fish 
and Wildlife Resources of the State of Ken- 
tucky for the purposes of— 

(i) removing the structure from the river 
at the earliest feasible time; and 

(ii) making the land available for conserva- 
tion and public recreation, including river 
access. 

(3) CONDITIONS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The exact acreage and 
legal description of any land to be disposed 
of, transferred, or conveyed under this sub- 
section shall be determined by a survey sat- 
isfactory to the Secretary. 

(B) QUITCLAIM DEED.—A conveyance under 
subparagraph (A), (B), (D), or (E) of para- 
graph (2) shall be accomplished by quitclaim 
deed and without consideration. 

(C) ADMINISTRATIVE COSTS.—The Secretary 
shall be responsible for all administrative 
costs associated with a transfer or convey- 
ance under this subsection, including the 
costs of a survey carried out under subpara- 
graph (A). 

(D) REVERSION.—If the Secretary deter- 
mines that the land transferred or conveyed 
under this subsection is not used by a non- 
Federal entity for a purpose that is con- 
sistent with the purpose of the transfer or 
conveyance, all right, title, and interest in 
and to the land, including any improvements 
on the land, shall revert, at the discretion of 
the Secretary, to the United States, and the 
United States shall have the right of imme- 
diate entry onto the land. 

(f) ESSEX RIVER, MASSACHUSETTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The portions of the 
project for navigation, Essex River, Massa- 
chusetts, authorized by the first section of 
the Act of July 18, 1892 (27 Stat. 96, chapter 
158), and modified by the first section of the 
Act of March 3, 1899 (30 Stat. 1133, chapter 
425), and the first section of the Act of March 
2, 1907 (34 Stat. 1075, chapter 2509), that do 
not lie within the areas described in para- 
graph (2) are no longer authorized beginning 
on the date of enactment of this Act. 

(2) AREAS DESCRIBED.—The areas described 
in this paragraph are— 

(A) beginning at a point N. 3056139.82, E. 
851780.21; 

(B) running southwesterly about 156.88 feet 
to a point N. 3055997.75, E. 851713.67; 

(C) running southwesterly about 64.59 feet 
to a point N. 3055959.37, E. 851661.72; 

(D) running southwesterly about 145.14 feet 
to a point N. 3055887.10, E. 851535.85; 

(E) running southwesterly about 204.91 feet 
to a point N. 3055855.12, E. 851833.45; 

(F) running northwesterly about 423.50 feet 
to a point N. 3055976.70, E. 850927.78; 

(G) running northwesterly about 58.77 feet 
to a point N. 3056002.99, E. 850875.21; 

(H) running northwesterly about 240.57 feet 
to a point N. 3056232.82, E. 850804.14; 

(I) running northwesterly about 203.60 feet 
to a point N. 3056435.41, E. 850783.93; 

(J) running northwesterly about 78.63 feet 
to a point N. 3056499.63, E. 850738.56; 

(K) running northwesterly about 60.00 feet 
to a point N. 3056526.30, E. 850684.81; 

(L) running southwesterly about 85.56 feet 
to a point N. 3056523.33, E. 850599.31; 
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(M) running southwesterly about 36.20 feet 
to a point N. 3056512.37, E. 850564.81; 

(N) running southwesterly about 80.10 feet 
to a point N. 3056467.08, E. 850498.74; 

(O) running southwesterly about 169.05 feet 
to a point N. 3056334.36, E. 850394.03; 

(P) running northwesterly about 48.52 feet 
to a point N. 3056354.38, E. 850349.83; 

(Q) running northeasterly about 83.71 feet 
to a point N. 3056486.35, E. 850366.84; 

(R) running northeasterly about 212.38 feet 
to a point N. 3056548.70, E. 850547.07; 

(S) running northeasterly about 47.60 feet 
to a point N. 3056563.12, E. 850592.48; 

(T) running northeasterly about 101.16 feet 
to a point N. 3056566.62, E. 850693.53; 

(U) running southeasterly about 80.22 feet 
to a point N. 3056530.97, E. 850765.40; 

(V) running southeasterly about 99.29 feet 
to a point N. 3056449.88, E. 850822.69; 

(W) running southeasterly about 210.12 feet 
to a point N. 3056240.79, E. 850843.54; 

(X) running southeasterly about 219.46 feet 
to a point N. 3056031.13, E. 850908.38; 

(Y) running southeasterly about 38.23 feet 
to a point N. 3056014.02, E. 850942.57; 

(Z) running southeasterly about 410.93 feet 
to a point N. 3055896.06, E. 851836.21; 

(AA) running northeasterly about 188.43 
feet to a point N. 3055925.46, E. 851522.33; 

(BB) running northeasterly about 135.47 
feet to a point N. 3055992.91, E. 851639.80; 

(CC) running northeasterly about 52.15 feet 
to a point N. 3056023.90, E. 851681.75; and 

(DD) running northeasterly about 91.57 feet 
to a point N. 3056106.82, E. 851720.59. 

(g) HANNIBAL SMALL BOAT HARBOR, HAN- 
NIBAL, MISSOURI.—The project for navigation 
at Hannibal Small Boat Harbor on the Mis- 
sissippi River, Hannibal, Missouri, author- 
ized by section 101 of the River and Harbor 
Act of 1950 (Public Law 81-516; 64 Stat. 166, 
chapter 188), is no longer authorized begin- 
ning on the date of enactment of this Act, 
and any maintenance requirements associ- 
ated with the project are terminated. 

(h) PORT OF CASCADE LOCKS, OREGON.— 

(1) TERMINATION OF PORTIONS OF EXISTING 
FLOWAGE EASEMENT.— 

(A) DEFINITION OF FLOWAGE EASEMENT.—In 
this paragraph, the term ‘‘flowage ease- 
ment” means the flowage easements identi- 
fied as tracts 302EH-1 and 304H-1 on the ease- 
ment deeds recorded as instruments in Hood 
River County, Oregon, as follows: 

(i) A flowage easement dated October 38, 
1936, recorded December 1, 1936, book 25 at 
page 531 (records of Hood River County, Or- 
egon), in favor of United States (302E-1-Per- 
petual Flowage Easement from October 5, 
1987, October 5, 1936, and October 8, 1936) (pre- 
viously acquired as tracts OH-36 and OH-41 
and a portion of tract OH-47). 

(ii) A flowage easement recorded October 
17, 1936, book 25 at page 476 (records of Hood 
River County, Oregon), in favor of the United 
States, that affects that portion below the 
94-foot contour line above main sea level (304 
E-1-Perpetual Flowage Easement from Au- 
gust 10, 1987 and October 3, 1936) (previously 
acquired as tract OH-42 and a portion of 
tract OH-47). 

(B) TERMINATION.—With respect to the 
properties described in paragraph (2), begin- 
ning on the date of enactment of this Act, 
the flowage easements are terminated above 
elevation 82.4 feet (NGVD29), the ordinary 
high water mark. 

(2) AFFECTED PROPERTIES.—The properties 
described in this paragraph, as recorded in 
Hood River, County, Oregon, are as follows: 

(A) Lots 8, 4, 5, and 7 of the “Port of Cas- 
cade Locks Business Park” subdivision, in- 
strument #2014-00436. 
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(B) Parcels 1, 2, and 3 of Hood River County 
Partition plat No. 2008-25P. 

(3) FEDERAL LIABILITIES; CULTURAL, ENVI- 
RONMENTAL, OTHER REGULATORY REVIEWS.— 

(A) FEDERAL LIABILITY.—The United States 
shall not be liable for any injury caused by 
the termination of the easement under this 
subsection. 

(B) CULTURAL AND ENVIRONMENTAL REGU- 
LATORY ACTIONS.—Nothing in this subsection 
establishes any cultural or environmental 
regulation relating to the properties de- 
scribed in paragraph (2). 

(4) EFFECT ON OTHER RIGHTS.—Nothing in 
this subsection affects any remaining right 
or interest of the Corps of Engineers in the 
properties described in paragraph (2). 

(i) DECLARATIONS OF NON-NAVIGABILITY FOR 
PORTIONS OF THE DELAWARE RIVER, PHILA- 
DELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraphs (2) 
and (8), unless the Secretary determines, 
after consultation with local and regional 
public officials (including local and regional 
project planning organizations), that there 
are substantive objections, the following por- 
tions of the Delaware River, bounded by the 
former bulkhead and pierhead lines estab- 
lished by the Secretary of War and succes- 
sors, are declared to be non-navigable waters 
of the United States: 

(A) Piers 70 South through 38 South, en- 
compassing an area bounded by the southern 
line of Moore Street extended to the north- 
ern line of Catherine Street extended, in- 
cluding the following piers: Piers 70, 68, 67, 
64, 61-68, 60, 57, 55, 46, 48, 40, and 38. 

(B) Piers 24 North through 72 North, en- 
compassing an area bounded by the southern 
line of Callowhill Street extended to the 
northern line of Hast Fletcher Street ex- 
tended, including the following piers: 24, 25, 
27-35, 35.5, 36, 37, 38, 39, 49, 51-52, 53-57, 58-65, 
66, 67, 69, 70-72, and Rivercenter. 

(2) DETERMINATION.—The Secretary shall 
make the determination under paragraph (1) 
separately for each portion of the Delaware 
River described in subparagraphs (A) and (B) 
of paragraph (1), using reasonable discretion, 
by not later than 150 days after the date of 
submission of appropriate plans for that por- 
tion. 

(3) LIMITS ON APPLICABILITY.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (1) applies 
only to those parts of the areas described in 
that paragraph that are or will be bulk- 
headed and filled or otherwise occupied by 
permanent structures, including marina and 
recreation facilities. 

(B) OTHER FEDERAL LAWS.—Any work de- 
scribed in subparagraph (A) shall be subject 
to all applicable Federal law (including regu- 
lations), including— 

(i) sections 9 and 10 of the Act of March 3, 
1899 (commonly known as the “River and 
Harbors Appropriation Act of 1899’’) (83 
U.S.C. 401, 403); 

(ii) section 404 of the Federal Water Pollu- 
tion Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1344); and 

(iii) the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4821 et seq.). 

(j) SALT CREEK, GRAHAM, TEXAS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The project for flood con- 
trol, environmental restoration, and recre- 
ation, Salt Creek, Graham, Texas, author- 
ized by section 101(a)(30) of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 1999 (Public Law 
106-53; 113 Stat. 278-279), is no longer author- 
ized as a Federal project beginning on the 
date of enactment of this Act. 

(2) CERTAIN PROJECT-RELATED CLAIMS.—The 
non-Federal sponsor for the project described 
in paragraph (1) shall hold and save the 
United States harmless from any claim that 
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has arisen, or that may arise, in connection 
with the project. 

(3) TRANSFER.—The Secretary is authorized 
to transfer any land acquired by the Federal 
Government for the project on behalf of the 
non-Federal sponsor that remains in Federal 
ownership on or after the date of enactment 
of this Act to the non-Federal sponsor. 

(4) REVERSION.—If the Secretary deter- 
mines that the land that is integral to the 
project described in paragraph (1) ceases to 
be owned by the public, all right, title, and 
interest in and to the land and improve- 
ments shall revert, at the discretion of the 
Secretary, to the United States. 

SEC. 5002. CONVEYANCES. 

(a) PEARL RIVER, MISSISSIPPI AND LOU- 
ISIANA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The project for naviga- 
tion, Pearl River, Mississippi and Louisiana, 
authorized by the first section of the Act of 
August 30, 1935 (49 Stat. 1033, chapter 831) and 
section 101 of the River and Harbor Act of 
1966 (Public Law 89-789; 80 Stat. 1405), is no 
longer authorized as a Federal project begin- 
ning on the date of enactment of this Act. 

(2) TRANSFER.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraphs 
(B) and (C), the Secretary is authorized to 
convey to a State or local interest, without 
consideration, all right, title, and interest of 
the United States in and to— 

(i) any land in which the Federal Govern- 
ment has a property interest for the project 
described in paragraph (1); and 

(ii) improvements to the land described in 
clause (i). 

(B) RESPONSIBILITY FOR COSTS.—The trans- 
feree shall be responsible for the payment of 
all costs and administrative expenses associ- 
ated with any transfer carried out pursuant 
to subparagraph (A), including costs associ- 
ated with any land survey required to deter- 
mine the exact acreage and legal description 
of the land and improvements to be trans- 
ferred. 

(C) OTHER TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—A trans- 
fer under subparagraph (A) shall be subject 
to such other terms and conditions as the 
Secretary determines to be necessary and ap- 
propriate to protect the interests of the 
United States. 

(3) REVERSION.—If the Secretary deter- 
mines that the land and improvements con- 
veyed under paragraph (2) ceases to be owned 
by the public, all right, title, and interest in 
and to the land and improvements shall re- 
vert, at the discretion of the Secretary, to 
the United States. 

(b) SARDIS LAKE, MISSISSIPPI.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary is author- 
ized to convey to the lessee, at full fair mar- 
ket value, all right, title and interest of the 
United Sates in and to the property identi- 
fied in the leases numbered DACW88-1-15-7, 
DACW88-1-15-33, DACW388-1-15-34, and 
DACW88-1-15-38, subject to such terms and 
conditions as the Secretary determines to be 
necessary and appropriate to protect the in- 
terests of the United States. 

(2) HASEMENT AND RESTRICTIVE COVENANT.— 
The conveyance under paragraph (1) shall in- 
clude— 

(A) a restrictive covenant to require the 
approval of the Secretary for any substantial 
change in the use of the property; and 

(B) a flowage easement. 

(c) PENSACOLA DAM AND RESERVOIR, GRAND 
RIVER, OKLAHOMA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding the Act 
of June 28, 1938 (52 Stat. 1215, chapter 795), as 
amended by section 3 of the Act of August 18, 
1941 (55 Stat. 645, chapter 377), and notwith- 
standing section 3 of the Act of July 31, 1946 
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(60 Stat. 744, chapter 710), the Secretary shall 
convey, by quitclaim deed and without con- 
sideration, to the Grand River Dam Author- 
ity, an agency of the State of Oklahoma, for 
flood control purposes, all right, title, and 
interest of the United States in and to real 
property under the administrative jurisdic- 
tion of the Secretary acquired in connection 
with the Pensacola Dam project, together 
with any improvements on the property. 

(2) FLOOD CONTROL PURPOSES.—If any inter- 
est in the real property described in para- 
graph (1) ceases to be managed for flood con- 
trol or other public purposes and is conveyed 
to a non-public entity, the transferee, as 
part of the conveyance, shall pay to the 
United States the fair market value for the 
interest. 

(3) NO EFFECT.—Nothing 
section— 

(A) amends, modifies, or repeals any exist- 
ing authority vested in the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission; or 

(B) amends, modifies, or repeals any au- 
thority of the Secretary or the Chief of Engi- 
neers pursuant to section 7 of the Act of De- 
cember 22, 1944 (83 U.S.C. 709). 

(d) JOE POOL LAKE, TEXAS.—The Secretary 
shall accept from the Trinity River Author- 
ity of Texas, if received by December 31, 2016, 
$31,233,401 as payment in full of amounts 
owed to the United States, including any ac- 


in this sub- 
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crued interest, for the approximately 61,747.1 
acre-feet of water supply storage space in 
Joe Pool Lake, Texas (previously known as 
Lakeview Lake), for which payment has not 
commenced under Article 5.a (relating to 
project investment costs) of contract number 
DACW63-76-C-0106 as of the date of enact- 
ment of this Act. 


(e) WEBER BASIN PROJECT, UTAH.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the Inte- 
rior shall allow for the prepayment of repay- 
ment obligations under the repayment con- 
tract numbered 14-06-400-33 between the 
United States and the Weber Basin Water 
Conservancy District (referred to in this sub- 
section as the ‘‘District’’), dated December 
12, 1952, and supplemented and amended on 
June 30, 1961, on April 15, 1966, on September 
20, 1968, and on May 9, 1985, including any 
other amendments and all related applicable 
contracts to the repayment contract, pro- 
viding for repayment of Weber Basin Project 
construction costs allocated to irrigation 
and municipal and industrial purposes for 
which repayment is provided pursuant to the 
repayment contract under terms and condi- 
tions similar to the terms and conditions 
used in implementing the prepayment provi- 
sions in section 210 of the Central Utah 
Project Completion Act (Public Law 102-575; 
106 Stat. 4624) for prepayment of Central 
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Utah Project, Bonneville Unit repayment ob- 
ligations. 

(2) AUTHORIZATIONS AND REQUIREMENTS.— 
The prepayment authorized under paragraph 
(dy) — 

(A) shall result in the United States recov- 
ering the net present value of all repayment 
streams that would have been payable to the 
United States if this section was not in ef- 
fect; 

(B) may be provided in several install- 
ments; 

(C) may not be adjusted on the basis of the 
type of prepayment financing used by the 
District; and 

(D) shall be made in a manner that pro- 
vides that total repayment is made not later 
than September 30, 2026. 


TITLE VI—WATER RESOURCES 
INFRASTRUCTURE 


SEC. 6001. AUTHORIZATION OF FINAL FEASI- 
BILITY STUDIES. 


The following final feasibility studies for 
water resources development and conserva- 
tion and other purposes are authorized to be 
carried out by the Secretary substantially in 
accordance with the plan, and subject to the 
conditions, described in the respective re- 
ports designated in this section: 

(1) NAVIGATION.— 


C. Date of Report of . 
A. State B. Name Chief of Engineers D. Estimated Costs 
1. TX Brazos Island Harbor November 3, 2014 Federal: $116,116,000 
Non-Federal: $135,836,000 
Total: $251,952,000 
2. LA Calcasieu Lock December 2, 2014 Federal: $16,700,000 
Non-Federal: $0 
Total: $16,700,000 
3. NH, ME Portsmouth Harbor and | February 8, 2015 Federal: $15,580,000 
Piscataqua River Non-Federal: $5,190,000 
Total: $20,770,000 
4. KY Green River Locks and Dams | April 30, 2015 Federal: $0 
3, 4, 5, and 6 and Barren Non-Federal: $0 
River Lock and Dam 1 Dis- Total: $0 
position 
5. FL Port Everglades June 25, 2015 Federal: $220,200,000 
Non-Federal: $102,500,000 
Total: $322,700,000 
6. AK Little Diomede August 10, 2015 Federal: $26,015,000 
Non-Federal: $2,945,000 
Total: $28,960,000 
7. SC Charleston Harbor September 8, 2015 Federal: $224,300,000 
Non-Federal: $269,000,000 
Total: $493,300,000 
8. AK Craig Harbor March 16, 2016 Federal: $29,062,000 
Non-Federal: $3,255,000 
Total: $32,317,000 
9. PA Upper Ohio River, Allegheny | September 12, 2016 Federal: $1,324,235,500 
and Beaver Counties Non-Federal: $1,324,235,500 
Total: $2,648,471,000 
(2) FLOOD RISK MANAGEMENT.— 
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C. Date of Report of 


A. State B. Name Chief of Engineers D. Estimated Costs 
1. TX Leon Creek Watershed, San | June 30, 2014 Federal: $18,314,000 
Antonio Non-Federal: $9,861,000 
Total: $28,175,000 
2. MO, KS Armourdale and Central In- | January 27, 2015 Federal: $207,036,000 
dustrial District Levee Non-Federal: $111,481,000 
Units, Missouri River and Total: $318,517,000 
Tributaries at Kansas City 
3. KS City of Manhattan April 30, 2015 Federal: $15,440,100 
Non-Federal: $8,313,900 
Total: $23,754,000 
4. KS Upper Turkey Creek Basin December 22, 2015 Federal: $24,584,000 
Non-Federal: $13,238,000 
Total: $37,822,000 
5. NC Princeville February 23, 2016 Federal: $14,001,000 
Non-Federal: $7,539,000 
Total: $21,540,000 
6. CA West Sacramento April 26, 2016 Federal: $776,517,000 
Non-Federal: $414,011,000 
Total: $1,190,528,000 
7. CA American River Watershed | April 26, 2016 Federal: $876,478,000 
Common Features Non-Federal: $689,272,000 
Total: $1,565,750,000 
8. TN Mill Creek, Nashville October 15, 2015 Federal: $17,759,000 


Non-Federal: $10,745,000 
Total: $28,504,000 


(3) HURRICANE AND STORM DAMAGE RISK RE- 


DUCTION.— 


A. State 


B. Name 


C. Date of Report of 
Chief of Engineers 


D. Estimated Initial Costs and 
Estimated Renourishment Costs 


1. SC 


Edisto Beach, Colleton County 


September 5, 2014 


Initial Federal: $13,733,850 

Initial Non-Federal: $7,395,150 

Initial Total: $21,129,000 
Renourishment Federal: $16,371,000 
Renourishment Non-Federal: $16,371,000 
Renourishment Total: $32,742,000 


Flagler County 


December 23, 2014 


Initial Federal: $9,218,300 

Initial Non-Federal: $4,963,700 

Initial Total: $14,182,000 
Renourishment Federal: $15,390,000 
Renourishment Non-Federal: $15,390,000 
Renourishment Total: $30,780,000 


Bogue Banks, Carteret County 


December 23, 2014 


Initial Federal: $24,263,000 

Initial Non-Federal: $13,064,000 

Initial Total: $37,327,000 

Renourishment Federal: $114,728,000 
Renourishment Non-Federal: $114,728,000 
Renourishment Total: $229,456,000 


Hereford Inlet to Cape May 
Inlet, New Jersey Shoreline 
Protection Project, Cape 
May County 


January 23, 2015 


Initial Federal: $14,040,000 

Initial Non-Federal: $7,560,000 

Initial Total: $21,600,000 
Renourishment Federal: $41,215,000 
Renourishment Non-Federal: $41,215,000 
Renourishment Total: $82,430,000 
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A. State B. Name 


C. Date of Report of 
Chief of Engineers 


D. Estimated Initial Costs and 
Estimated Renourishment Costs 


West Shore Lake 


chartrain 


Pont- 


June 12, 2015 


Federal: $466,760,000 
Non-Federal: $251,330,000 
Total: $718,090,000 


6.CA Encinitas-Solana Beach Coast- 


al Storm Damage Reduction 


April 29, 2016 


Initial Federal: $20,166,000 

Initial Non-Federal: $10,858,000 

Initial Total: $31,024,000 
Renourishment Federal: $68,215,000 
Renourishment Non-Federal: $68,215,000 
Renourishment Total: $136,430,000 


Southwest Coastal Louisiana 


July 29, 2016 


Federal: $2,011,279,000 
Non-Federal: $1,082,997,000 
Total: $3,094,276,000 


(4) FLOOD RISK MANAGEMENT AND ENVIRON- 
MENTAL RESTORATION.— 


C. Date of Report of P 
A. State B. Name Chief of Engineers D. Estimated Costs 
1. IL, WI Upper Des Plaines River and | June 8, 2015 Federal: $199,393,000 
Tributaries Non-Federal: $107,694,000 
Total: $307,087,000 
2.CA South San Francisco Bay | December 18, 2015 Federal: $69,521,000 
Shoreline Non-Federal: $104,379,000 
Total: $173,900,000 
(5) ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION.— 
C. Date of Report of . 
A. State B. Name Chief of Engineers D. Estimated Costs 
1. FL Central Everglades Planning | December 23, 2014 Federal: $976,375,000 
Project, Comprehensive Ev- Non-Federal: $974,625,000 
erglades Restoration Plan, Total: $1,951,000,000 
Central and Southern Flor- 
ida Project 
2. OR Lower Willamette River Envi- | December 14, 2015 Federal: $19,143,000 
ronmental Dredging Non-Federal: $10,631,000 
Total: $29,774,000 
3. WA Skokomish River December 14, 2015 Federal: $12,782,000 
Non-Federal: $6,882,000 
Total: $19,664,000 
4. CA LA River Ecosystem Restora- | December 18, 2015 Federal: $375,773,000 
tion Non-Federal: $980,835,000 
Total: $1,356,608,000 
(6) SPECIAL RULE.—The portion of the Mill SEC. 6002. AUTHORIZATION OF PROJECT MODI- carried out by the Secretary substantially in 


Creek Flood Risk Management project au- 
thorized by paragraph (2) that consists of 


FICATIONS RECOMMENDED BY THE 


SECRETARY. 


accordance with the recommendations of the 
Director of Civil Works, as specified in the 


measures within the Mill Creek Basin shall 
be carried out pursuant to section 205 of the 
Flood Control Act of 1948 (33 U.S.C. 701s). 


The following project modifications for 
water resources development and conserva- 
tion and other purposes are authorized to be 


reports referred to in this section: 
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A. State B. Name C. Date of Director’s Report D. Updated Authorization Project Costs 

1.KS, MO Turkey Creek Basin November 4, 2015 Estimated Federal: $97,067,750 
Estimated Non-Federal: $55,465,250 
Total: $152,533,000 

2. MO Blue River Basin November 6, 2015 Estimated Federal: $34,860,000 
Estimated Non-Federal: $11,620,000 
Total: $46,480,000 

3. FL Picayune Strand March 9, 2016 Estimated Federal: $308,983,000 
Estimated Non-Federal: $308,983,000 
Total: $617,967,000 

4. KY Ohio River Shoreline March 11, 2016 Estimated Federal: $20,309,900 
Estimated Non-Federal: $10,936,100 
Total: $31,246,000 

5. TX Houston Ship Channel May 18, 2016 Estimated Federal: $381,032,000 
Estimated Non-Federal: $127,178,000 
Total: $508,210,000 

6. AZ Rio de Flag, Flagstaff June 22, 2016 Estimated Federal: $65,514,650 
Estimated Non-Federal: $35,322,350 
Total: $100,837,000 

7. MO Swope Park Industrial Area, | April 21, 2016 Estimated Federal: $20,205,250 

Blue River Estimated Non-Federal: $10,879,750 

Total: $31,085,000 


SEC. 6003. AUTHORIZATION OF STUDY AND MODI- 
FICATION PROPOSALS SUBMITTED 
TO CONGRESS BY THE SECRETARY. 

(a) ARCTIC DEEP DRAFT PORT DEVELOPMENT 
PARTNERSHIPS.—Section 2105 of the Water 
Resources Reform and Development Act of 
2014 (33 U.S.C. 2243) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘(25 U.S.C. 450b)” each 
place it appears and inserting ‘(25 U.S.C. 
5304)) and a Native village, Regional Cor- 
poration, or Village Corporation (as those 
terms are defined in section 3 of the Alaska 
Native Claims Settlement Act (48 U.S.C. 
1602)”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(e) CONSIDERATION OF NATIONAL SECURITY 
INTERESTS.—In carrying out a study of the 
feasibility of an Arctic deep draft port, the 
Secretary— 

“(1) shall consult with the Secretary of 
Homeland Security and the Secretary of De- 
fense to identify national security benefits 
associated with an Arctic deep draft port; 
and 

‘(2) if appropriate, as determined by the 
Secretary, may determine a port described 
in paragraph (1) is feasible based on the bene- 
fits described in that paragraph.’’. 

(b) OUACHITA-BLACK RIVERS, ARKANSAS AND 
LOUISIANA.—The Secretary shall conduct a 
study to determine the feasibility of modi- 
fying the project for navigation, Ouachita- 
Black Rivers, authorized by section 101 of 
the River and Harbor Act of 1960 (Public Law 
86-645; 74 Stat. 481) to include bank stabiliza- 
tion and water supply as project purposes. 

(c) CACHE CREEK BASIN, CALIFORNIA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pre- 
pare a general reevaluation report on the 
project for flood control, Cache Creek Basin, 
California, authorized by section 401(a) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 
(Public Law 99-662; 100 Stat. 4112). 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—In preparing the report 
under paragraph (1), the Secretary shall 
identify specific needed modifications to ex- 
isting project authorities— 

(A) to increase basin capacity; 


(B) to decrease the long-term maintenance; 
and 

(C) to provide opportunities for ecosystem 
benefits for the Sacramento River flood con- 
trol project. 

(d) COYOTE VALLEY DAM, CALIFORNIA.—The 
Secretary shall conduct a study to determine 
the feasibility of carrying out a project for 
flood damage reduction, environmental res- 
toration, and water supply by modifying the 
Coyote Valley Dam, California. 

(e) DEL ROSA DRAINAGE AREA, CALI- 
FORNIA.—The Secretary shall conduct a 
study to determine the feasibility of car- 
rying out projects for flood control and eco- 
system restoration in the cities of San 
Bernardino and Highland, San Bernardino 
County, California. 

(f) MERCED COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.—The Sec- 
retary shall prepare a general reevaluation 
report on the project for flood control, 
Merced County streams project, California, 
authorized by section 10 of the Act of Decem- 
ber 22, 1944 (58 Stat. 900; chapter 665), to in- 
vestigate the flood risk management oppor- 
tunities and improve levee performance 
along Black Rascal Creek and Bear Creek. 

(g) MISSION-ZANJA DRAINAGE AREA, CALI- 
FORNIA.—The Secretary shall conduct a 
study to determine the feasibility of car- 
rying out projects for flood control and eco- 
system restoration in the cities of Redlands, 
Loma Linda, and San Bernardino, California, 
and unincorporated counties of San 
Bernardino County, California. 

(h) SANTA ANA RIVER BASIN, CALIFORNIA.— 
The Secretary shall conduct a study to de- 
termine the feasibility of modifying the 
project for flood damage reduction by modi- 
fying the San Jacinto and Bautista Creek 
Improvement Project, part of the Santa Ana 
River Basin Project in Riverside County, 
California. 

(i) DELAWARE BAY COASTLINE, DELAWARE 
AND NEW JERSEY-ROOSEVELT INLET-LEWES 
BEACH, DELAWARE.—The Secretary shall con- 
duct a study to determine the feasibility of 
modifying the project for shoreline protec- 


tion and ecosystem restoration, Delaware 
Bay Coastline, Delaware and New Jersey- 
Roosevelt Inlet-Lewes Beach, Delaware, au- 
thorized by section 101(a)(13) of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 1999 (Public 
Law 106-53; 113 Stat. 276), to extend the au- 
thorized project limit from the current east- 
ward terminus to a distance of 8,000 feet east 
of the Roosevelt Inlet east jetty. 

(j) MISPILLION INLET, CONCH BAR, DELA- 
WARE.—The Secretary shall conduct a study 
to determine the feasibility of carrying out a 
project for navigation and shoreline protec- 
tion at Mispillion Inlet and Conch Bar, Sus- 
sex County, Delaware. 

(k) DAYTONA BEACH FLOOD PROTECTION, 
FLORIDA.—The Secretary shall conduct a 
study to determine the feasibility of car- 
rying out projects for flood control in the 
city of Daytona Beach, Florida. 

(1) BRUNSWICK HARBOR, GEORGIA.—The Sec- 
retary shall conduct a study to determine 
the feasibility of modifying the project for 
navigation, Brunswick Harbor, Georgia, au- 
thorized by section 101(a)(19) of the Water 
Resources and Development Act of 1999 (Pub- 
lic Law 106-53; 113 Stat. 277)— 

(1) to widen the existing bend in the Fed- 
eral navigation channel at the intersection 
of Cedar Hammock and Brunswick Point Cut 
Ranges; and 

(2) to extend the northwest side of the ex- 
isting South Brunswick River Turning 
Basin. 

(m) SAVANNAH RIVER BELOW AUGUSTA, 
GEORGIA.—The Secretary shall conduct a 
study to determine the feasibility of modi- 
fying the project for navigation, Savannah 
River below Augusta, Georgia, authorized by 
the first section of the Act of July 3, 1930 (46 
Stat. 924, chapter 847), to include aquatic 
ecosystem restoration, water supply, recre- 
ation, sediment management, and flood con- 
trol as project purposes. 

(n) DUBUQUE, IowA.—The Secretary shall 
conduct a study to determine the feasibility 
of modifying the project for flood protection, 
Dubuque, Iowa, authorized by section 208 of 
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the Flood Control Act of 1965 (Public Law 89- 
298; 79 Stat. 1086), to increase the level of 
flood protection and reduce flood damages. 

(0) MISSISSIPPI RIVER SHIP CHANNEL, GULF 
TO BATON ROUGE, LOUISIANA.—The Secretary 
shall conduct a study to determine the feasi- 
bility of modifying the project for naviga- 
tion, Mississippi River Ship Channel, Gulf to 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana, authorized by sec- 
tion 201l(a) of the Harbor Development and 
Navigation Improvement Act of 1986 (Public 
Law 99-662; 100 Stat. 4090), to deepen the 
channel approaches and the associated area 
on the left descending bank of the Mis- 
sissippi River between mile 98.3 and mile 
100.6 Above Head of Passes (AHP) to a depth 
equal to the Channel. 

(p) ST. TAMMANY PARISH GOVERNMENT COM- 
PREHENSIVE COASTAL MASTER PLAN, Lovu- 
ISIANA.—The Secretary shall conduct a study 
to determine the feasibility of carrying out 
projects described in the St. Tammany Par- 
ish Comprehensive Coastal Master Plan for 
flood control, shoreline protection, and eco- 
system restoration in St. Tammany Parish, 
Louisiana. 

(q) CAYUGA INLET, ITHACA, NEW YORK.—The 
Secretary shall conduct a study to determine 
the feasibility of modifying the project for 
flood protection, Great Lakes Basin, author- 
ized by section 203 of the Flood Control Act 
of 1960 (Public Law 86-645; 74 Stat. 488) to in- 
clude sediment management as a project 
purpose on the Cayuga Inlet, Ithaca, New 
York. 

(r) CHAUTAUQUA COUNTY, NEW YORK.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con- 
duct a study to determine the feasibility of 
carrying out projects for flood risk manage- 
ment, navigation, environmental dredging, 
and ecosystem restoration on the 
Cattaraugus, Silver Creek, and Chautauqua 
Lake tributaries in Chautauqua County, New 
York. 

(2) EVALUATION OF POTENTIAL SOLUTIONS.— 
In conducting the study under paragraph (1), 
the Secretary shall evaluate potential solu- 
tions to flooding from all sources, including 
flooding that results from ice jams. 

(s) DELAWARE RIVER BASIN, NEW YORK, NEW 
JERSEY, PENNSYLVANIA, DELAWARE.—The 
Secretary shall conduct a study to determine 
the feasibility of modifying the operations of 
the projects for flood control, Delaware 
River Basin, New York, New Jersey, Penn- 
sylvania, and Delaware, authorized by sec- 
tion 10 of the Flood Control Act of 1946 (60 
Stat. 644, chapter 596), and section 203 of the 
Flood Control Act of 1962 (Public Law 87-874; 
76 Stat. 1182), to enhance opportunities for 
ecosystem restoration and water supply. 

(t) CINCINNATI, OHIO.— 

(1) REviEW.—The Secretary shall review 
the Central Riverfront Park Master Plan, 
dated December 1999, and the Ohio River- 
front Study, Cincinnati, Ohio, dated August 
2002, to determine the feasibility of carrying 
out flood risk reduction, ecosystem restora- 
tion, and recreation components beyond the 
ecosystem restoration and recreation compo- 
nents that were undertaken pursuant to sec- 
tion 5116 of the Water Resources Develop- 
ment Act of 2007 (Public Law 110-114; 121 
Stat. 1238) as a second phase of that project. 

(2) AUTHORIZATION.—The project authorized 
under section 5116 of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 2007 (Public Law 110-114; 
121 Stat. 1238) is modified to authorize the 
Secretary to undertake the additional flood 
risk reduction and ecosystem restoration 
components described in paragraph (1), at a 
total cost of $30,000,000, if the Secretary de- 
termines that the additional flood risk re- 
duction, ecosystem restoration, and recre- 
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ation components, considered together, are 
feasible. 

(u) TULSA AND WEST TULSA, ARKANSAS 
RIVER, OKLAHOMA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con- 
duct a study to determine the feasibility of 
modifying the projects for flood risk man- 
agement, Tulsa and West Tulsa, Oklahoma, 
authorized by section 3 of the Act of August 
18, 1941 (55 Stat. 645; chapter 377). 

(2) REQUIREMENTS .— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out the study 
under paragraph (1), the Secretary shall ad- 
dress project deficiencies, uncertainties, and 
significant data gaps, including material, 
construction, and subsurface, which render 
the project at risk of overtopping, breaching, 
or system failure. 

(B) ADDRESSING DEFICIENCIES.—In address- 
ing deficiencies under subparagraph (A), the 
Secretary shall incorporate current design 
standards and efficiency improvements, in- 
cluding the replacement of mechanical and 
electrical components at pumping stations, 
if the incorporation does not significantly 
change the scope, function, or purpose of the 
project. 

(3) PRIORITIZATION TO ADDRESS SIGNIFICANT 
RISKS.—In any case in which a levee or levee 
system (as defined in section 9002 of the 
Water Resources Reform and Development 
Act of 2007 (33 U.S.C. 3301)) is classified as a 
Class I or II under the levee safety action 
classification tool developed by the Corps of 
Engineers, the Secretary shall expedite the 
project for budget consideration. 

(v) JOHNSTOWN, PENNSYLVANIA.—The Sec- 
retary shall conduct a study to determine 
the feasibility of modifying the project for 
flood control, Johnstown, Pennsylvania, au- 
thorized by the Act of June 22, 1936 (49 Stat. 
1570, chapter 688; 50 Stat. 880) (commonly 
known as the “Flood Control Act of 1936’’), 
to include aquatic ecosystem restoration, 
recreation, sediment management, and in- 
crease the level of flood control. 

(w) CHACON CREEK, TEXAS.—Notwith- 
standing any other provision of law (includ- 
ing any resolution of a Committee of Con- 
gress), the study conducted by the Secretary 
described in the resolution adopted by the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure of the House of Representatives on 
May 21, 2003, relating to flood damage reduc- 
tion, environmental restoration and protec- 
tion, water conservation and supply, water 
quality, and related purposes in the Rio 
Grande Watershed below Falcon Dam, shall 
include the area above Falcon Dam. 

(x) CORPUS CHRISTI SHIP CHANNEL, TEXAS.— 
The Secretary shall conduct a study to de- 
termine the feasibility of modifying the 
project for navigation and ecosystem res- 
toration, Corpus Christi Ship Channel, 
Texas, authorized by section 1001(40) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 2007 
(Public Law 110-114; 121 Stat. 1056), to de- 
velop and evaluate alternatives that address 
navigation problems directly affecting the 
Corpus Christi Ship Channel, La Quinta 
Channel, and La Quinta Channel Extension, 
including deepening the La Quinta Channel, 
2 turning basins, and the wye at La Quinta 
Junction. 

(y) TRINITY RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, 
TEXAS.— 

(1) REVIEW.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec- 
retary shall review the economic analysis of 
the Center for Economic Development and 
Research of the University of North Texas 
entitled ‘‘Estimated Economic Benefits of 
the Modified Central City Project (Trinity 
River Vision) in Fort Worth, Texas” and 
dated November 2014. 
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(2) AUTHORIZATION.—The project for flood 
control and other purposes on the Trinity 
River and tributaries, Texas, authorized by 
the River and Harbor Act of 1965 (Public Law 
89-298; 79 Stat. 1091), as modified by section 
116 the Energy and Water Development Ap- 
propriations Act, 2005 (Public Law 108-447; 
118 Stat. 2944), is further modified to author- 
ize the Secretary to carry out projects de- 
scribed in the recommended plan of the eco- 
nomic analysis described in paragraph (1), if 
the Secretary determines, based on the re- 
view referred to in paragraph (1), that— 

(A) the economic analysis and the process 
by which the economic analysis was devel- 
oped complies with Federal law (including 
regulations) applicable to economic analyses 
for water resources development projects; 
and 

(B) based on the economic analysis, the 
recommended plan in the supplement to the 
final environmental impact statement for 
the Central City Project, Upper Trinity 
River entitled ‘‘Final Supplemental No. 1” is 
economically justified. 

(3) LIMITATION.—The Federal share of the 
cost of the recommended plan described in 
paragraph (2) shall not exceed $520,000,000, of 
which not more than $5,500,000 may be ex- 
pended to carry out recreation features of 
the project. 

(z) CHINCOTEAGUE ISLAND, VIRGINIA.—The 
Secretary shall conduct a study to determine 
the feasibility of carrying out projects for 
ecosystem restoration and flood control, 
Chincoteague Island, Virginia, authorized by 
section 8 of Public Law 89-195 (16 U.S.C. 459f-— 
7) (commonly known as the ‘‘Assateague Is- 
land National Seashore Act’’) for— 

(1) assessing the current and future func- 
tion of the barrier island, inlet, and coastal 
bay system surrounding Chincoteague Is- 
land; 

(2) developing an array of options for re- 
source management; and 

(3) evaluating the feasibility and cost asso- 
ciated with sustainable protection and res- 
toration areas. 

(aa) BURLEY CREEK WATERSHED, WASH- 
INGTON.—The Secretary shall conduct a 
study to determine the feasibility of car- 
rying out projects for flood control and 
aquatic ecosystem restoration in the Burley 
Creek Watershed, Washington. 

SEC. 6004. EXPEDITED COMPLETION OF RE- 
PORTS. 

The Secretary shall expedite completion of 
the reports for the following projects, in ac- 
cordance with section 2045 of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 2007 (33 U.S.C. 
2348), and, if the Secretary determines that a 
project is justified in the completed report, 
proceed directly to project preconstruction, 
engineering, and design in accordance with 
section 910 of the Water Resources Develop- 
ment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2287): 

(1) The project for navigation, St. George 
Harbor, Alaska. 

(2) The project for flood risk management, 
Rahway River Basin, New Jersey. 

(3) The Hudson-Raritan Estuary Com- 
prehensive Restoration Project. 

(4) The project for navigation, Mobile Har- 
bor, Alabama. 
SEC. 6005. EXTENSION OF EXPEDITED CONSIDER- 

ATION IN SENATE. 

Section 7004(b)(4) of the Water Resources 
Reform and Development Act of 2014 (Public 
Law 118-121; 128 Stat. 1374) is amended by 
striking ‘‘2018’’ and inserting ‘‘2020’’. 

SEC. 6006. GAO STUDY ON CORPS OF ENGINEERS 
METHODOLOGY AND PERFORMANCE 
METRICS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 2 years 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
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Comptroller General shall submit to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works of the Senate and the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives a study of the 
methodologies and performance metrics used 
by the Corps of Engineers to calculate ben- 
efit-to-cost ratios and evaluate construction 
projects. 

(b) CONSIDERATIONS.—The study under sub- 
section (a) shall address— 

(1) whether and to what extent the current 
methodologies and performance metrics 
place small and rural geographic areas at a 
competitive disadvantage; 

(2) whether the value of property for which 
damage would be prevented as a result of a 
flood risk management project is the best 
measurement for the primary input in ben- 
efit-to-cost calculations for flood risk man- 
agement projects; 

(3) any recommendations for approaches to 
modify the metrics used to improve benefit- 
to-cost ratio results for small and rural geo- 
graphic areas; and 

(4) whether a reevaluation of existing ap- 
proaches and the primary criteria used to 
calculate the economic benefits of a Corps of 
Engineers construction project could provide 
greater construction project completion re- 
sults for small and rural geographic areas 
without putting a strain on the budget of the 
Corps of Engineers. 

SEC. 6007. INVENTORY ASSESSMENT. 

Not later than 1 year after the date of en- 
actment of this Act, the Secretary shall 
complete the assessment and inventory re- 
quired under section 6002(a) of the Water Re- 
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014 
(Public Law 113-121; 128 Stat. 1349). 
SEC. 6008. SAINT LAWRENCE SEAWAY 

ERNIZATION. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) GREAT LAKES REGION.—The term ‘‘Great 
Lakes region” means the region comprised of 
the Great Lakes States. 

(2) GREAT LAKES STATES.—The term ‘‘Great 
Lakes States’? means each of the States of 
Illinois, Indiana, Michigan, Minnesota, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, New York, and Wisconsin. 

(8) SEAWAY.—The term “Seaway” means 
the Saint Lawrence Seaway. 

(b) STUDY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Comptroller General, 
in cooperation with appropriate Federal, 
State, and local authorities, shall conduct a 
study to— 

(A) assess the condition of the Seaway; and 

(B) evaluate options available in the 21st 
century for modernizing the Seaway as a 
globally significant transportation corridor. 

(2) SCOPE OF STUDY.—In conducting the 
study under paragraph (1), the Comptroller 
General shall— 

(A) assess the condition of the Seaway and 
the capacity of the Seaway to drive com- 
merce and other economic activity in the 
Great Lakes region; 

(B) detail the importance of the Seaway to 
the functioning of the United States econ- 
omy, with an emphasis on the domestic man- 
ufacturing sector, including the domestic 
steel manufacturing industry; 

(C) evaluate options— 

(i) to modernize physical navigation infra- 
structure, facilities, and related assets not 
operated or maintained by the Secretary 
along the corridor of the Seaway, including 
an assessment of alternative means for the 
Great Lakes region to finance large-scale 
initiatives; 

(ii) to increase exports of domestically pro- 
duced goods and study the trade balance and 
regional economic impact of the possible in- 
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crease in imports of agricultural products, 
steel, aggregates, and other goods commonly 
transported through the Seaway; 

(iii) increase economic activity and devel- 
opment in the Great Lakes region by advanc- 
ing the multimodal transportation and eco- 
nomic network in the region; 

(iv) ensure the competitiveness of the Sea- 
way as a transportation corridor in an in- 
creasingly integrated global transportation 
network; and 

(v) attract tourists to the Great Lakes re- 
gion by improving attractions and removing 
barriers to tourism and travel throughout 
the Seaway; and 

(D) evaluate the existing and potential fi- 
nancing authorities of the Seaway as com- 
pared to other Federal agencies and instru- 
mentalities with development responsibil- 
ities. 

(3) DEADLINE.—The Comptroller General 
shall complete the study under paragraph (1) 
as soon as practicable and not later than 2 
years after the date of enactment of this 
Act. 

(4) COORDINATION.—The Comptroller Gen- 
eral shall conduct the study under paragraph 
(1) with input from representatives of the 
Saint Lawrence Seaway Development Cor- 
poration, the Economic Development Admin- 
istration, the Coast Guard, the Corps of En- 
gineers, the Department of Homeland Secu- 
rity, and State and local entities (including 
port authorities throughout the Seaway). 

(5) REPORT.—The Comptroller General 
shall submit to Congress a report on the re- 
sults of the study under paragraph (1) not 
later than the earlier of— 

(A) the date that is 180 days after the date 
on which the study is completed; or 

(B) the date that is 30 months after the 
date of enactment of this Act. 

SEC. 6009. YAZOO BASIN, MISSISSIPPI. 

The authority of the Secretary to carry 
out the project for flood damage reduction, 
bank stabilization, and sediment and erosion 
control known as the ‘‘Yazoo Basin, Mis- 
sissippi, Mississippi Delta Headwaters 
Project, MS”, authorized by title I of Public 
Law 98-8 (97 Stat. 22), as amended, shall not 
be limited by language in reports accom- 
panying appropriations bills. 

TITLE VII—SAFE DRINKING WATER AND 

CLEAN WATER INFRASTRUCTURE 
SEC. 7001. DEFINITION OF ADMINISTRATOR. 

In this title, the term ‘‘Administrator”’ 
means the Administrator of the Environ- 
mental Protection Agency. 

SEC. 7002. SENSE OF THE SENATE ON APPRO- 
PRIATIONS LEVELS AND FINDINGS 
ON ECONOMIC IMPACTS. 

(a) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense 
of the Senate that Congress should provide 
robust funding for the State drinking water 
treatment revolving loan funds established 
under section 1452 of the Safe Drinking 
Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12) and the State 
water pollution control revolving funds es- 
tablished under title VI of the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act (83 U.S.C. 1381 et seq.). 

(b) FINDINGS.—Congress finds, based on an 
analysis sponsored by the Water Environ- 
ment Federation and the WateReuse Asso- 
ciation of the nationwide impact of State re- 
volving loan fund spending using the 
IMPLAN economic model developed by the 
Federal Government, that, in addition to the 
public health and environmental benefits, 
the Federal investment in safe drinking 
water and clean water provides the following 
benefits: 

(1) Generation of significant Federal tax 
revenue, as evidenced by the following: 

(A) Every dollar of a Federal capitalization 
grant returns $0.21 to the general fund of the 
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Treasury in the form of Federal taxes and, 
when additional spending from the State re- 
volving loan funds is considered to be the re- 
sult of leveraging the Federal investment, 
every dollar of a Federal capitalization grant 
returns $0.93 in Federal tax revenue. 

(B) A combined $34,700,000,000 in capitaliza- 
tion grants for the clean water and state 
drinking water state revolving loan funds de- 
scribed in subsection (a) over a period of 5 
years would generate $7,4380,000,000 in Federal 
tax revenue and, when additional spending 
from the State revolving loan funds is con- 
sidered to be the result of leveraging the 
Federal investment, the Federal investment 
will result in $32,300,000,000 in Federal tax 
revenue during that 5-year period. 

(2) An increase in employment, as evi- 
denced by the following: 

(A) Every $1,000,000 in State revolving loan 
fund spending generates 16 14 jobs. 

(B) $34,700,000,000 in Federal capitalization 
grants for State revolving loan funds over a 
period of 5 years would result in 506,000 jobs. 

(3) An increase in economic output: 

(A) Every $1,000,000 in State revolving loan 
fund spending results in $2,950,000 in output 
for the economy of the United States. 

(B) $34,700,000,000 in Federal capitalization 
grants for State revolving loan funds over a 
period of 5 years will generate $102,700,000,000 
in total economic output. 

Subtitle A—Drinking Water 
SEC. 7101. PRECONSTRUCTION WORK. 

Section 1452(a)(2) of the Safe Drinking 
Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12(a)(2)) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) by designating the first, second, third, 
fourth, and fifth sentences as subparagraphs 
(A), (B), (D), (E), and (F), respectively; 

(2) in subparagraph (B) (as designated by 
paragraph (1)) by striking ‘‘(not’’ and insert- 
ing ‘‘(including expenditures for planning, 
design, and associated preconstruction ac- 
tivities, including activities relating to the 
siting of the facility, but not”; and 

(3) by inserting after subparagraph (B) (as 
designated by paragraph (1)) the following: 

“(C) SALE OF BONDS.—Funds may also be 
used by a public water system as a source of 
revenue (restricted solely to interest earn- 
ings of the applicable State loan fund) or se- 
curity for payment of the principal and in- 
terest on revenue or general obligation bonds 
issued by the State to provide matching 
funds under subsection (e), if the proceeds of 
the sale of the bonds will be deposited in the 
State loan fund.’’. 

SEC. 7102. PRIORITY SYSTEM REQUIREMENTS. 

Section 1452(b)(8) of the Safe Drinking 
Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12(b)(3)) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) by redesignating subparagraph (B) as 
subparagraph (D); 

(2) by striking subparagraph (A) and in- 
serting the following: 

‘(A) DEFINITION OF RESTRUCTURING.—In 
this paragraph, the term ‘restructuring’ 
means changes in operations (including own- 
ership, cooperative partnerships, asset man- 
agement, consolidation, and alternative 
water supply). 

“(B) PRIORITY SYSTEM.—An intended use 
plan shall provide, to the maximum extent 
practicable, that priority for the use of funds 
be given to projects that— 

“(i) address the most serious risk to 
human health; 

“(ii) are necessary to ensure compliance 
with this title (including requirements for 
filtration); 

“(iii) assist systems most in need on a per- 
household basis according to State afford- 
ability criteria; and 
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‘“(iv) improve the sustainability of sys- 
tems. 

‘(C) WEIGHT GIVEN TO APPLICATIONS.—After 
determining project priorities under sub- 
paragraph (B), an intended use plan shall 
provide that the State shall give greater 
weight to an application for assistance by a 
community water system if the application 
includes such information as the State deter- 
mines to be necessary and contains— 

“(i) a description of utility management 
best practices undertaken by a treatment 
works applying for assistance, including— 

“(I) an inventory of assets, including any 
lead service lines, and a description of the 
condition of the assets; 

‘(II) a schedule for replacement of assets; 

“(IIT) a financing plan that factors in all 
lifecycle costs indicating sources of revenue 
from ratepayers, grants, bonds, other loans, 
and other sources to meet the costs; and 

‘“(IV) a review of options for restructuring 
the public water system; 

“(ii) demonstration of consistency with 
State, regional, and municipal watershed 
plans; 

“(iii) a water conservation plan consistent 
with guidelines developed for those plans by 
the Administrator under section 1455(a); and 

‘“(iv) approaches to improve the sustain- 
ability of the system, including— 

“(T) water efficiency or conservation, in- 
cluding the rehabilitation or replacement of 
existing leaking pipes; 

“(ID) use of reclaimed water; 

“(III) actions to increase energy efficiency; 
and 

‘(IV) implementation of plans to protect 
source water identified in a source water as- 
sessment under section 1458.’’; and 

(3) in subparagraph (D) (as redesignated by 
paragraph (1)), by striking ‘‘periodically”’ 
and inserting ‘‘at least biennially”. 

SEC. 7103. ADMINISTRATION OF STATE LOAN 
FUNDS. 

Section 1452(¢)(2) of the Safe Drinking 
Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12(¢)(2)) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘up to 
4 percent of the funds allotted to the State 
under this section” and inserting ‘‘, for each 
fiscal year, an amount that does not exceed 
the sum of the amount of any fees collected 
by the State for use in covering reasonable 
costs of administration of programs under 
this section, regardless of the source, and an 
amount equal to the greatest of $400,000, % 
percent of the current valuation of the fund, 
or 4 percent of all grant awards to the fund 
under this section for the fiscal year,’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘1419,’’ and all that follows 
through ‘‘1993.” and inserting ‘‘1419.’’. 

SEC. 7104. OTHER AUTHORIZED ACTIVITIES. 

Section 1452(k) of the Safe Drinking Water 
Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12(k)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)(D), by inserting before 
the period at the end the following: ‘‘and the 
implementation of plans to protect source 
water identified in a source water assess- 
ment under section 1453”; and 

(2) in paragraph (2)(E), by inserting after 
“wellhead protection programs’ the fol- 
lowing: ‘‘and implement plans to protect 
source water identified in a source water as- 
sessment under section 1453”. 

SEC. 7105. NEGOTIATION OF CONTRACTS. 

Section 1452 of the Safe Drinking Water 
Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12) is amended by adding 
at the end the following: 

‘*(s) NEGOTIATION OF CONTRACTS.—For com- 
munities with populations of more than 
10,000 individuals, a contract to be carried 
out using funds directly made available by a 
capitalization grant under this section for 
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program management, construction manage- 
ment, feasibility studies, preliminary engi- 
neering, design, engineering, surveying, 
mapping, or architectural or related services 
shall be negotiated in the same manner as— 

“(1) a contract for architectural and engi- 
neering services is negotiated under chapter 
11 of title 40, United States Code; or 

“(2) an equivalent State qualifications- 
based requirement (as determined by the 
Governor of the State).’’. 

SEC. 7106. ASSISTANCE FOR SMALL AND DIS- 
ADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Part E of the Safe Drink- 
ing Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j et seq.) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 
“SEC. 1459A. ASSISTANCE FOR SMALL AND DIS- 

ADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES. 

‘“(a) DEFINITION OF UNDERSERVED COMMU- 
NITY.—In this section: 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘underserved 
community’ means a local political subdivi- 
sion that, as determined by the Adminis- 
trator, has an inadequate drinking water or 
wastewater system. 

**(2) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘underserved 
community’ includes a local political sub- 
division that either, as determined by the 
Administrator— 

“(A) does not have household drinking 
water or wastewater services; or 

‘“(B) has a drinking water system that fails 
to meet health-based standards under this 
Act, including— 

“(j) a maximum contaminant level for a 
primary drinking water contaminant; 

“(i) a treatment technique violation; and 

‘“(iii) an action level exceedance. 

“*(b) ESTABLISHMENT.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 
establish a program under which grants are 
provided to eligible entities for use in car- 
rying out projects and activities the primary 
purposes of which are to assist public water 
systems in meeting the requirements of this 
Act. 

**(2) INCLUSIONS.—Projects and activities 
under paragraph (1) include— 

“(A) infrastructure investments necessary 
to comply with the requirements of this Act, 

‘“(B) assistance that directly and primarily 
benefits the disadvantaged community on a 
per-household basis, and 

“(C) programs to provide household water 
quality testing, including testing for unregu- 
lated contaminants. 

‘“(c) ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—An entity eligible 
to receive a grant under this section— 

(1) is— 

“(A) a public water system as defined in 
section 1401; 

“(B) a system that is located in an area 
governed by an Indian Tribe (as defined in 
section 1401); or 

“(C) a State, on behalf of an underserved 
community; and 

(2) serves a community that, under af- 
fordability criteria established by the State 
under section 1452(d)(3), is determined by the 
State— 

“(A) to be a disadvantaged community; 

‘“(B) to be a community that may become 
a disadvantaged community as a result of 
carrying out an eligible activity; or 

“(C) to serve a community with a popu- 
lation of less than 10,000 individuals that the 
Administrator determines does not have the 
capacity to incur debt sufficient to finance 
the project under subsection (b). 

“(d) PRIORITY.—In prioritizing projects for 
implementation under this section, the Ad- 
ministrator shall give priority to systems 
that serve underserved communities. 

““(e) LOCAL PARTICIPATION.—In prioritizing 
projects for implementation under this sec- 
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tion, the Administrator shall consult with, 
and consider the priorities of, affected 
States, Indian Tribes, and local govern- 
ments. 

‘(f) TECHNICAL, MANAGERIAL, AND FINAN- 
CIAL CAPABILITY.—The Administrator may 
provide assistance to increase the technical, 
managerial, and financial capability of an el- 
igible entity receiving a grant under this 
section if the Administrator determines that 
the eligible entity lacks appropriate tech- 
nical, managerial, and financial capability. 

“(g) COST SHARING.—Before carrying out 
any project under this section, the Adminis- 
trator shall enter into a binding agreement 
with 1 or more non-Federal interests that 
shall require the non-Federal interests— 

“(1) to pay not less than 45 percent of the 
total costs of the project, which may include 
services, materials, supplies, or other in- 
kind contributions; 

‘(2) to provide any land, easements, rights- 
of-way, and relocations necessary to carry 
out the project; and 

“(3) to pay 100 percent of any operation, 
maintenance, repair, replacement, and reha- 
bilitation costs associated with the project. 

“(h) WAIVER.—The Administrator may 
waive the requirement to pay the non-Fed- 
eral share of the cost of carrying out an eli- 
gible activity using funds from a grant pro- 
vided under this section if the Administrator 
determines that an eligible entity is unable 
to pay, or would experience significant fi- 
nancial hardship if required to pay, the non- 
Federal share. 

‘(i) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section— 

**(1) $230,000,000 for fiscal year 2017; and 

**(2) $300,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2018 
through 2021.’’. 

(b) FUNDING.—Out of any funds in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall transfer to 
the Administrator to provide grants to eligi- 
ble entities under section 1459A of the Safe 
Drinking Water Act (as added by subsection 
(a)), $20,000,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended. 

SEC. 7107. REDUCING LEAD IN DRINKING WATER. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Part E of the Safe Drink- 
ing Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j et seq.) (as 
amended by section 7106) is amended by add- 
ing at the end the following: 

“SEC. 1459B. REDUCING LEAD IN DRINKING 
WATER. 

“(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) ELIGIBLE ENTITY.—The term ‘eligible 
entity’ means— 

“(A) a community water system; 

“(B) a system located in an area governed 
by an Indian Tribe; 

“(C) a nontransient noncommunity water 
system; 

‘(D) a qualified nonprofit organization, as 
determined by the Administrator; and 

“(E) a municipality or State, interstate, or 
intermunicipal agency. 

‘(2) LEAD REDUCTION PROJECT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘lead reduc- 
tion project’ means a project or activity the 
primary purpose of which is to reduce the 
level of lead in water for human consump- 
tion by— 

“(i) replacement of publicly owned lead 
service lines; 

“(ii) testing, planning, or other relevant 
activities, as determined by the Adminis- 
trator, to identify and address conditions 
(including corrosion control) that contribute 
to increased lead levels in water for human 
consumption; 

“(iii) assistance to low-income home- 
owners to replace privately owned service 
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lines, pipes, fittings, or fixtures that contain 
lead; and 

“(iv) education of consumers regarding 
measures to reduce exposure to lead from 
drinking water or other sources. 

“(B) LIMITATION.—The term ‘lead reduction 
project’ does not include a partial lead serv- 
ice line replacement if, at the conclusion of 
the service line replacement, drinking water 
is delivered to a household through a pub- 
licly or privately owned portion of a lead 
service line. 

““(3) LOW-INCOME.—The term ‘low-income’, 
with respect to an individual provided assist- 
ance under this section, has such meaning as 
may be given the term by the head of the 
municipality or State, interstate, or inter- 
municipal agency with jurisdiction over the 
area to which assistance is provided. 

“(4) MUNICIPALITY.—The term ‘munici- 
pality’ means— 

“(A) a city, town, borough, county, parish, 
district, association, or other public entity 
established by, or pursuant to, applicable 
State law; and 

“(B) an Indian tribe (as defined in section 
4 of the Indian Self-Determination and Edu- 
cation Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 5304)). 

‘“(b) GRANT PROGRAM.— 

“(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Administrator 
shall establish a grant program to provide 
assistance to eligible entities for lead reduc- 
tion projects in the United States. 

‘“(2) PRECONDITION.—As a condition of re- 
ceipt of assistance under this section, before 
receiving the assistance the eligible entity 
shall take steps to identify— 

“(A) the source of lead in water for human 
consumption; and 

‘“(B) the means by which the proposed lead 
reduction project would reduce lead levels in 
the applicable water system. 

‘(3) PRIORITY APPLICATION.—In providing 
grants under this subsection, the Adminis- 
trator shall give priority to an eligible enti- 
ty that— 

“(A) the Administrator determines, based 
on affordability criteria established by the 
State under section 1452(d)(8), to be a dis- 
advantaged community; and 

“(B) proposes to— 

“(i) carry out a lead reduction project at a 
public water system or nontransient non- 
community water system that has exceeded 
the lead action level established by the Ad- 
ministrator at any time during the 3-year 
period preceding the date of submission of 
the application of the eligible entity; 

“(ii) address lead levels in water for human 
consumption at a school, daycare, or other 
facility that primarily serves children or 
other vulnerable human subpopulation; or 

“(iii) address such priority criteria as the 
Administrator may establish, consistent 
with the goal of reducing lead levels of con- 
cern. 

‘*(4) COST SHARING.— 

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(B), the non-Federal share of the total cost 
of a project funded by a grant under this sub- 
section shall be not less than 20 percent. 

‘“(B) WAIVER.—The Administrator may re- 
duce or eliminate the non-Federal share 
under subparagraph (A) for reasons of afford- 
ability, as the Administrator determines to 
be appropriate. 

‘*(5) LOW-INCOME ASSISTANCE.— 

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(B), an eligible entity may use a grant pro- 
vided under this subsection to provide assist- 
ance to low-income homeowners to carry out 
lead reduction projects. 

“(B) LIMITATION.—The amount of a grant 
provided to a low-income homeowner under 
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this paragraph shall not exceed the cost of 
replacement of the privately owned portion 
of the service line. 

‘*(6) SPECIAL CONSIDERATION FOR LEAD SERV- 
ICE LINE REPLACEMENT.—In carrying out lead 
service line replacement using a grant under 
this subsection, an eligible entity shall— 

“(A) notify customers of the replacement 
of any publicly owned portion of the lead 
service line; 

‘“(B) in the case of a homeowner who is not 
low-income, offer to replace the privately 
owned portion of the lead service line at the 
cost of replacement; 

“(C) in the case of a low-income home- 
owner, offer to replace the privately owned 
portion of the lead service line and any 
pipes, fitting, and fixtures that contain lead 
at a cost that is equal to the difference be- 
tween— 

““(i) the cost of replacement; and 

“(ii) the amount of low-income assistance 
available to the homeowner under paragraph 
(5); 

“(D) notify each customer that a planned 
replacement of any publicly owned portion 
of a lead service line that is funded by a 
grant made under this subsection will not be 
carried out unless the customer agrees to the 
simultaneous replacement of the privately 
owned portion of the lead service line; and 

“(E) demonstrate that the eligible entity 
has considered options for reducing lead in 
drinking water, including an evaluation of 
options for corrosion control. 

“(¢) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $60,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2017 through 2021.’’. 

(b) FUNDING.—Out of any funds in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall transfer to 
the Administrator to provide grants to eligi- 
ble entities under this section under section 
1459B of the Safe Drinking Water Act (as 
added by subsection (a)), $20,000,000, to re- 
main available until expended. 

SEC. 7108. REGIONAL LIAISONS FOR MINORITY, 
TRIBAL, AND LOW-INCOME COMMU- 
NITIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 
appoint not fewer than 1 employee in each 
regional office of the Environmental Protec- 
tion Agency to serve as a liaison to minor- 
ity, tribal, and low-income communities in 
the relevant region. 

(b) PUBLIC IDENTIFICATION.—The Adminis- 
trator shall identify each regional liaison se- 
lected under subsection (a) on the website 
of— 

(1) the relevant regional office of the Envi- 
ronmental Protection Agency; and 

(2) the Office of Environmental Justice of 
the Environmental Protection Agency. 

SEC. 7109. NOTICE TO PERSONS SERVED. 

(a) EXCEEDANCE OF LEAD ACTION LEVEL.— 
Section 1414(c) of the Safe Drinking Water 
Act (42 U.S.C. 300g-8(c)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by adding at the end 
the following: 

“(D) Notice of any exceedance of a lead ac- 
tion level or any other prescribed level of 
lead in a regulation issued under section 
1412, including the concentrations of lead 
found in a monitoring activity.’’; 

(2) in paragraph (2)— 

(A) in subparagraph (C)— 

(i) in clause (iii)— 

(D) by striking ‘‘Administrator or” and in- 
serting ‘‘Administrator, the Director of the 
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, 
and, if applicable,’’; and 

(II) by inserting ‘‘and the appropriate 
State and county health agencies”? after 
“1413”; 
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(B) by redesignating subparagraphs (D) and 
(E) as subparagraphs (E) and (F), respec- 
tively; and 

(C) by inserting after subparagraph (C) the 
following: 

‘(D) EXCEEDANCE OF LEAD ACTION LEVEL.— 
Regulations issued under subparagraph (A) 
shall specify notification procedures for an 
exceedance of a lead action level or any 
other prescribed level of lead in a regulation 
issued under section 1412.”; 

(3) by redesignating paragraphs (3) and (4) 
as paragraphs (4) and (5), respectively; 

(4) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘(3) NOTIFICATION OF THE PUBLIC RELATING 
TO LEAD.— 

‘(A) EXCEEDANCE OF LEAD ACTION LEVEL.— 
Not later than 15 days after the date of an 
exceedance of a lead action level or any 
other prescribed level of lead in a regulation 
issued under section 1412, the Administrator 
shall notify the public of the concentrations 
of lead found in the monitoring activity con- 
ducted by the public water system if the pub- 
lic water system or the State does not notify 
the public of the concentrations of lead 
found in a monitoring activity. 

‘(B) RESULTS OF LEAD MONITORING.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator may 
provide notice of any result of lead moni- 
toring conducted by a public water system 
to— 

“(ID) any person that is served by the public 
water system; or 

“(IT) the local or State health department 
of a locality or State in which the public 
water system is located. 

“(ii) FORM OF NOTICE.—The Administrator 
may provide the notice described in clause 
(i) by— 

‘““T) press release; or 

“(ID) other form of communication, includ- 
ing local media. 

‘“(C) PRiIvAcy.—Notice to the public shall 
protect the privacy of individual customer 
information.’’; and 

(5) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(6) STRATEGIC PLAN.—Not later than 120 
days after the date of enactment of this 
paragraph, the Administrator, in collabora- 
tion with States and owners and operators of 
public water systems, shall establish a stra- 
tegic plan for how the Administrator, a 
State with primary enforcement responsi- 
bility, and the owners and operators of pub- 
lic water systems shall conduct targeted out- 
reach, education, technical assistance, and 
risk communication to populations affected 
by lead in a public water system.”’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section 
1414(c) of the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 
U.S.C. 300g-3(c)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)(C), by striking ‘‘para- 
graph (2)(E)” and inserting ‘‘paragraph 
(2)(F)”; 

(2) in paragraph (2)(B)G)(ID, by striking 
“subparagraph (D)’’ and inserting ‘‘subpara- 
graph (E)’’; and 

(3) in paragraph (4)(B) (as redesignated by 
subsection (a)(8)), in the first sentence, by 
striking ‘‘(D)’’ and inserting “(B)”. 

SEC. 7110. ELECTRONIC REPORTING OF DRINK- 
ING WATER DATA. 

Section 1414 of the Safe Drinking Water 
Act (42 U.S.C. 300g-3) is amended by adding 
at the end the following: 

‘*(j) ELECTRONIC REPORTING OF COMPLIANCE 
MONITORING DATA.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 
require electronic submission of available 
compliance monitoring data, if practicable— 

“(A) by public water systems (or a certified 
laboratory on behalf of a public water sys- 
tem)— 
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“(i) to the Administrator; or 

“(ii) with respect to a public water system 
in a State that has primary enforcement re- 
sponsibility under section 1418, to that 
State; and 

‘(B) by each State that has primary en- 
forcement responsibility under section 1413 
to the Administrator, as a condition on the 
receipt of funds under this Act. 

(FF CONSIDERATIONS.—In determining 
whether the requirement referred to in para- 
graph (1) is practicable, the Administrator 
shall consider— 

“(A) the ability of a public water system 
(or a certified laboratory on behalf of a pub- 
lic water system) or a State to meet the re- 
quirements of sections 3.1 through 3.2000 of 
title 40, Code of Federal Regulations (or suc- 
cessor regulations); 

‘“(B) information system compatibility; 

‘“(C) the size of the public water system; 
and 

“(D) the size of the community served by 
the public water system.’’. 

SEC. 7111. LEAD TESTING IN SCHOOL AND CHILD 
CARE DRINKING WATER. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1464 of the Safe 
Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-24) is 
amended by striking subsection (d) and in- 
serting the following: 

‘(d) VOLUNTARY SCHOOL AND CHILD CARE 
LEAD TESTING GRANT PROGRAM.— 

“(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 

‘(A) CHILD CARE PROGRAM.—The term 
‘child care program’ has the meaning given 
the term ‘early childhood education pro- 
gram’ in section 103 of the Higher Education 
Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1003). 

“(B) LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCY.—The 
term ‘local educational agency’ means— 

“(i) a local educational agency (as defined 
in section 8101 of the Elementary and Sec- 
ondary Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
7801)); 

“(ii) a tribal education agency (as defined 
in section 3 of the National Environmental 
Education Act (20 U.S.C. 5502)); and 

“(iii) an operator of a child care program 
facility licensed under State law. 

‘(2) ESTABLISHMENT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 2016, the Admin- 
istrator shall establish a voluntary school 
and child care lead testing grant program to 
make grants available to States to assist 
local educational agencies in voluntary test- 
ing for lead contamination in drinking water 
at schools and child care programs under the 
jurisdiction of the local educational agen- 
cies. 

‘(B) GRANTS TO LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGEN- 
clIEs.—The Administrator may make grants 
directly available to local educational agen- 
cies for the voluntary testing described in 
subparagraph (A) in— 

“(i) any State that does not participate in 
the voluntary school and child care lead 
testing grant program established under that 
subparagraph; and 

“(ii) any direct implementation area. 

‘(3) APPLICATION.—To be eligible to receive 
a grant under this subsection, a State or 
local educational agency shall submit to the 
Administrator an application at such time, 
in such manner, and containing such infor- 
mation as the Administrator may require. 

‘“(4) LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS.—Not 
more than 4 percent of grant funds accepted 
under this subsection shall be used to pay 
the administrative costs of carrying out this 
subsection. 

‘(5) GUIDANCE; PUBLIC AVAILABILITY.—AS a 
condition of receiving a grant under this sub- 
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section, the State or local educational agen- 
cy shall ensure that each local educational 
agency to which grant funds are distributed 
shall— 

“(A) expend grant funds in accordance 
with— 

“(j) the guidance of the Environmental 
Protection Agency entitled ‘8T's for Reducing 
Lead in Drinking Water in Schools: Revised 
Technical Guidance’ and dated October 2006 
(or any successor guidance); or 

“(i) applicable State regulations or guid- 
ance regarding reducing lead in drinking 
water in schools and child care programs 
that is not less stringent than the guidance 
referred to in clause (i); and 

““(B)(i) make available in the administra- 
tive offices, and to the maximum extent 
practicable, on the Internet website, of the 
local educational agency for inspection by 
the public (including teachers, other school 
personnel, and parents) a copy of the results 
of any voluntary testing for lead contamina- 
tion in school and child care program drink- 
ing water that is carried out with grant 
funds under this subsection; and 

“Gi) notify parent, teacher, and employee 
organizations of the availability of the re- 
sults described in clause (i). 

“(6) MAINTENANCE OF EFFORT.—If resources 
are available to a State or local educational 
agency from any other Federal agency, a 
State, or a private foundation for testing for 
lead contamination in drinking water, the 
State or local educational agency shall dem- 
onstrate that the funds provided under this 
subsection will not displace those resources. 

‘(7) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this subsection $20,000,000 for each 
of fiscal years 2017 through 2021.”’. 

(b) REPEAL.—Section 1465 of the Safe 
Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-25) is re- 
pealed. 

SEC. 7112. WATERSENSE PROGRAM. 

The Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 
300j et seq.) is amended by adding after Part 
F the following: 

“PART G—ADDITIONAL PROVISIONS 
“SEC. 1471. WATERSENSE PROGRAM. 

“(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF WATERSENSE PRO- 
GRAM.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—There is established 
within the Agency a voluntary WaterSense 
program to identify and promote water-effi- 
cient products, buildings, landscapes, facili- 
ties, processes, and services that, through 
voluntary labeling of, or other forms of com- 
munications regarding, products, buildings, 
landscapes, facilities, processes, and services 
while meeting strict performance criteria, 
sensibly— 

“(A) reduce water use; 

‘“(B) reduce the strain on public and com- 
munity water systems and wastewater and 
stormwater infrastructure; 

“(C) conserve energy used to pump, heat, 
transport, and treat water; and 

“(D) preserve water resources for future 
generations. 

‘(2) INCLUSIONS.—The Administrator shall, 
consistent with this section, identify water- 
efficient products, buildings, landscapes, fa- 
cilities, processes, and services, including 
categories such as— 

“(A) irrigation technologies and services; 

‘“(B) point-of-use water treatment devices; 

““(C) plumbing products; 

‘“(D) reuse and recycling technologies; 

“(E) landscaping and gardening products, 
including moisture control or water enhanc- 
ing technologies; 

“(F) xeriscaping and other landscape con- 
versions that reduce water use; 
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““(G) whole house humidifiers; and 

“(H) water-efficient buildings or facilities. 

“(b) DUTIES.—The Administrator, coordi- 
nating as appropriate with the Secretary of 
Energy, shall— 

“(1) establish— 

“(A) a WaterSense label to be used for 
items meeting the certification criteria es- 
tablished in accordance with this section; 
and 

‘(B) the procedure, including the methods 
and means, and criteria by which an item 
may be certified to display the WaterSense 
label; 

‘“(2) enhance public awareness regarding 
the WaterSense label through outreach, edu- 
cation, and other means; 

“(3) preserve the 
WaterSense label by— 

“(A) establishing and maintaining feasible 
performance criteria so that products, build- 
ings, landscapes, facilities, processes, and 
services labeled with the WaterSense label 
perform as well or better than less water-ef- 
ficient counterparts; 

‘(B) overseeing WaterSense certifications 
made by third parties; 

‘“(C) as determined appropriate by the Ad- 
ministrator, using testing protocols, from 
the appropriate, applicable, and relevant 
consensus standards, for the purpose of de- 
termining standards compliance; and 

“(D) auditing the use of the WaterSense 
label in the marketplace and preventing 
cases of misuse; and 

“(4) not more than 6 years after adoption 
or major revision of any WaterSense speci- 
fication, review and, if appropriate, revise 
the specification to achieve additional water 
savings; 

“(5) in revising a WaterSense specifica- 
tion— 

“(A) provide reasonable notice to inter- 
ested parties and the public of any changes, 
including effective dates, and an explanation 
of the changes; 

‘(B) solicit comments from interested par- 
ties and the public prior to any changes; 

‘“(C) as appropriate, respond to comments 
submitted by interested parties and the pub- 
lic; and 

‘(D) provide an appropriate transition 
time prior to the applicable effective date of 
any changes, taking into account the timing 
necessary for the manufacture, marketing, 
training, and distribution of the specific 
water-efficient product, building, landscape, 
process, or service category being addressed; 
and 

“6) not later than December 31, 2018, con- 
sider for review and revision any WaterSense 
specification adopted before January 1, 2012. 

“(c) TRANSPARENCY.—The Administrator 
shall, to the maximum extent practicable 
and not less than annually, regularly esti- 
mate and make available to the public the 
production and relative market shares and 
savings of water, energy, and capital costs of 
water, wastewater, and stormwater attrib- 
utable to the use of WaterSense-labeled 
products, buildings, landscapes, facilities, 
processes, and services. 

‘(d) DISTINCTION OF AUTHORITIES.—In set- 
ting or maintaining specifications for En- 
ergy Star pursuant to section 324A of the En- 
ergy Policy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 
6294a), and WaterSense under this section, 
the Secretary of Energy and Administrator 
shall coordinate to prevent duplicative or 
conflicting requirements among the respec- 
tive programs. 

“(e) NO WARRANTY.—A WaterSense label 
shall not create an express or implied war- 
ranty.’’. 
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SEC. 7113. WATER SUPPLY COST SAVINGS. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 

(1) the United States is facing a drinking 
water infrastructure funding crisis; 

(2) the Environmental Protection Agency 
projects a shortfall of approximately 
$384,000,000,000 in funding for drinking water 
infrastructure from 2015 to 2035 and this 
funding challenge is particularly acute in 
rural communities in the United States; 

(3) there are approximately 52,000 commu- 
nity water systems in the United States, of 
which nearly 42,000 are small community 
water systems; 

(4) the Drinking Water Needs Survey con- 
ducted by the Environmental Protection 
Agency in 2011 placed the shortfall in drink- 
ing water infrastructure funding for small 
communities, which consist of 3,300 or fewer 
persons, at $64,500,000,000; 

(5) small communities often cannot finance 
the construction and maintenance of drink- 
ing water systems because the cost per resi- 
dent for the investment would be prohibi- 
tively expensive; 

(6) drought conditions have placed signifi- 
cant strains on existing surface water sup- 
plies; 

(7) many communities across the United 
States are considering the use of ground- 
water and community well systems to pro- 
vide drinking water; and 

(8) approximately 42,000,000 people in the 
United States receive drinking water from 
individual wells and millions more rely on 
community well systems for drinking water. 

(b) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense 
of the Senate that providing rural commu- 
nities with the knowledge and resources nec- 
essary to fully use alternative drinking 
water systems, including wells and commu- 
nity well systems, can provide safe and af- 
fordable drinking water to millions of people 
in the United States. 

(c) DRINKING WATER TECHNOLOGY CLEAR- 
INGHOUSE.—The Administrator and the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture shall— 

(1) update existing programs of the Envi- 
ronmental Protection Agency and the De- 
partment of Agriculture designed to provide 
drinking water technical assistance to in- 
clude information on cost-effective, innova- 
tive, and alternative drinking water delivery 
systems, including systems that are sup- 
ported by wells; and 

(2) disseminate information on the cost ef- 
fectiveness of alternative drinking water de- 
livery systems, including wells and well sys- 
tems, to communities and not-for-profit or- 
ganizations seeking Federal funding for 
drinking water systems serving 500 or fewer 
persons. 

(d) WATER SYSTEM ASSESSMENT.—Notwith- 
standing any other provision of law, in any 
application for a grant or loan from the Fed- 
eral Government or a State that is using 
Federal assistance for a drinking water sys- 
tem serving 500 or fewer persons, a unit of 
local government or not-for-profit organiza- 
tion shall self-certify that the unit of local 
government or organization has considered, 
as an alternative drinking water supply, 
drinking water delivery systems sourced by 
publicly owned— 

(1) individual wells; 

(2) shared wells; and 

(3) community wells. 

(e) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 3 
years after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Administrator and the Secretary of 
Agriculture shall submit to Congress a re- 
port that describes— 

(1) the use of innovative and alternative 
drinking water systems described in this sec- 
tion; 
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(2) the range of cost savings for commu- 
nities using innovative and alternative 
drinking water systems described in this sec- 
tion; and 

(8) the use of drinking water technical as- 
sistance programs operated by the Adminis- 
trator and the Secretary of Agriculture. 

SEC. 7114. SMALL SYSTEM TECHNICAL ASSIST- 
ANCE. 

Section 1452(q) of the Safe Drinking Water 
Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12(q)) is amended by strik- 
ing ‘appropriated’ and all that follows 
through ‘‘2003’’ and inserting ‘‘made avail- 
able for each of fiscal years 2016 through 
2021”. 

SEC. 7115. DEFINITION OF INDIAN TRIBE. 

Section 1401(14) of the Safe Drinking Water 
Act (42 U.S.C. 300(f)(14)) is amended by strik- 
ing ‘“‘section 1452” and inserting ‘‘sections 
1452, 1459A, and 1459B”. 

SEC. 7116. TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE FOR TRIBAL 
WATER SYSTEMS. 

(a) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—Section 
1442(e)(7) of the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 
U.S.C. 300j-1(e)(7)) is amended by striking 
“Tribes” and inserting ‘‘tribes, including 
grants to provide training and operator cer- 
tification services under section 1452(i)(5)’’. 

(b) INDIAN TRIBES.—Section 1452(i) of the 
Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j—12(i)) 
is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), in the first sentence, 
by striking ‘‘Tribes and Alaska Native vil- 
lages” and inserting ‘‘tribes, Alaska Native 
villages, and, for the purpose of carrying out 
paragraph (5), intertribal consortia or tribal 
organizations”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(5) TRAINING AND OPERATOR CERTIFI- 
CATION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator may 
use funds made available under this sub- 
section and section 1442(e)(7) to make grants 
to intertribal consortia or tribal organiza- 
tions for the purpose of providing operations 
and maintenance training and operator cer- 
tification services to Indian tribes. 

‘“(B) ELIGIBLE TRIBAL ORGANIZATIONS.—An 
intertribal consortium or tribal organization 
eligible for a grant under subparagraph (A) is 
an intertribal consortium or tribal organiza- 
tion that— 

“(i) is the most qualified to provide train- 
ing and technical assistance to Indian tribes; 
and 

‘“(ii) Indian tribes determine to be the 
most beneficial and effective.’’. 

SEC. 7117. REQUIREMENT FOR THE USE OF 
AMERICAN MATERIALS. 

Section 1452(a) of the Safe Drinking Water 
Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12(a)) is amended by add- 
ing at the end the following: 

“(4) REQUIREMENT FOR THE USE OF AMER- 
ICAN MATERIALS.— 

‘“(A) DEFINITION OF IRON AND STEEL PROD- 
ucTs.—In this paragraph, the term ‘iron and 
steel products’ means the following products 
made, in part, of iron or steel: 

“G) Lined or unlined pipe and fittings. 

“Gi) Manhole covers and other municipal 
castings. 

“(iii) Hydrants. 

“(iv) Tanks. 

“(v) Flanges. 

‘“(vi) Pipe clamps and restraints. 

“(vii) Valves. 

“(vili) Structural steel. 

““(ix) Reinforced precast concrete. 

“(x) Construction materials. 

““(B) REQUIREMENT.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (C), funds made available by a 
State loan fund authorized under this sec- 
tion may not be used for a project for the 
construction, alteration, maintenance, or re- 
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pair of a public water system unless all the 
iron and steel products used in the project 
are produced in the United States. 

‘“(C) EXCEPTION.—Subparagraph (B) shall 
not apply in any case or category of cases in 
which the Administrator finds that— 

“(i) applying subparagraph (B) would be in- 
consistent with the public interest; 

“(ii) iron and steel products are not pro- 
duced in the United States in sufficient and 
reasonably available quantities and of a sat- 
isfactory quality; or 

“(iii) inclusion of iron and steel products 
produced in the United States will increase 
the cost of the overall product by more than 
25 percent. 

‘(D) PUBLIC NOTICE; WRITTEN JUSTIFICA- 
TION.— 

“(i) PUBLIC NOTICE.—If the Administrator 
receives a request for a waiver under this 
paragraph, the Administrator shall— 

“(D) make available to the public on an in- 
formal basis, including on the public website 
of the Administrator— 

“(aa) a copy of the request; and 

“(bb) any information available to the Ad- 
ministrator regarding the request; and 

“(IT) provide notice of, and opportunity for 
informal public comment on, the request for 
a period of not less than 15 days before mak- 
ing a finding under subparagraph (C). 

‘(ii) WRITTEN JUSTIFICATION.—If, after the 
period provided under clause (i), the Admin- 
istrator makes a finding under subparagraph 
(C), the Administrator shall publish in the 
Federal Register a written justification as to 
why subparagraph (B) is being waived. 

‘“(E) APPLICATION.—This paragraph shall be 
applied in a manner consistent with United 
States obligations under international 
agreements. 

“(F) MANAGEMENT AND OVERSIGHT.—The 
Administrator may use not more than 0.25 
percent of any funds made available to carry 
out this title for management and oversight 
of the requirements of this paragraph.”’. 


Subtitle B—Clean Water 
SEC. 7201. SEWER OVERFLOW CONTROL GRANTS. 


Section 221 of the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1301) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking the sub- 
section designation and heading and all that 
follows through ‘‘subject to subsection (g), 
the Administrator may” in paragraph (2) and 
inserting the following: 

(a) AUTHORITY.—The 
may— 

“(1) make grants to States for the purpose 
of providing grants to a municipality or mu- 
nicipal entity for planning, designing, and 
constructing— 

“(A) treatment works to intercept, trans- 
port, control, or treat municipal combined 
sewer overflows and sanitary sewer over- 
flows; and 

“(B) measures to manage, reduce, treat, or 
recapture stormwater or subsurface drainage 
water; and 

‘(2) subject to subsection (g),”’; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking the semi- 
colon at the end and inserting ‘‘; or”; 

(B) by striking paragraphs (2) and (3); and 

(C) by redesignating paragraph (4) as para- 
graph (2); 

(3) by striking subsections (e) through (g) 
and inserting the following: 

‘“(e) ADMINISTRATIVE REQUIREMENTS.— 

‘“(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 
a project that receives grant assistance 
under subsection (a) shall be carried out sub- 
ject to the same requirements as a project 
that receives assistance from a State water 
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pollution control revolving fund established 
pursuant to title VI. 

‘((2) DETERMINATION OF GOVERNOR.—The re- 
quirement described in paragraph (1) shall 
not apply to a project that receives grant as- 
sistance under subsection (a) to the extent 
that the Governor of the State in which the 
project is located determines that a require- 
ment described in title VI is inconsistent 
with the purposes of this section. 

‘(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section, to remain available 
until expended— 

**(1) $250,000,000 for fiscal year 2017; 

“*(2) $300,000,000 for fiscal year 2018; 

“*(3) $350,000,000 for fiscal year 2019; 

“*(4) $400,000,000 for fiscal year 2020; and 

“*(5) $500,000,000 for fiscal year 2021. 

‘“(¢) ALLOCATION OF FUNDS.— 

“(1) FISCAL YEAR 2017 AND 2018.—For each of 
fiscal years 2017 and 2018, subject to sub- 
section (h), the Administrator shall use the 
amounts made available to carry out this 
section to provide grants to municipalities 
and municipal entities under subsection 
(a)(2)— 

“(A) in accordance with the priority cri- 
teria described in subsection (b); and 

‘(B) with additional priority given to pro- 
posed projects that involve the use of— 

“(i) nonstructural, low-impact develop- 


ment; 
“(ii) water conservation, efficiency, or 
reuse; or 


“(iii) other decentralized stormwater or 
wastewater approaches to minimize flows 
into the sewer systems. 

‘(2) FISCAL YEAR 2019 AND THEREAFTER.— 
For fiscal year 2019 and each fiscal year 
thereafter, subject to subsection (h), the Ad- 
ministrator shall use the amounts made 
available to carry out this section to provide 
grants to States under subsection (a)(1) in 
accordance with a formula that— 

“(A) shall be established by the Adminis- 
trator, after providing notice and an oppor- 
tunity for public comment; and 

‘“(B) allocates to each State a proportional 
share of the amounts based on the total 
needs of the State for municipal combined 
sewer overflow controls and sanitary sewer 
overflow controls, as identified in the most 
recent survey— 

“(i) conducted under section 210; and 

“(ii) included in a report required under 
section 516(b)(1)(B).’’; and 

(4) by striking subsection (i). 

SEC. 7202. SMALL AND MEDIUM TREATMENT 
WORKS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Title II of the Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act (83 U.S.C. 1281 
et seq.) is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

“SEC. 222. TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE FOR SMALL 
AND MEDIUM TREATMENT WORKS. 

“(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) MEDIUM TREATMENT WORKS.—The term 
‘medium treatment works’ means a publicly 
owned treatment works serving not fewer 
than 10,001 and not more than 100,000 individ- 
uals. 

‘(2) QUALIFIED NONPROFIT MEDIUM TREAT- 
MENT WORKS TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE PRO- 
VIDER.—The term ‘qualified nonprofit me- 
dium treatment works technical assistance 
provider’ means a qualified nonprofit tech- 
nical assistance provider of water and waste- 
water services to medium-sized communities 
that provides technical assistance (including 
circuit rider technical assistance programs, 
multi-State, regional assistance programs, 
and training and preliminary engineering 
evaluations) to owners and operators of me- 
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dium treatment works, which may include 
State agencies. 

‘(3) QUALIFIED NONPROFIT SMALL TREAT- 
MENT WORKS TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE PRO- 
VIDER.—The term ‘qualified nonprofit small 
treatment works technical assistance pro- 
vider’ means a nonprofit organization that, 
as determined by the Administrator— 

“(A) is the most qualified and experienced 
in providing training and technical assist- 
ance to small treatment works; and 

“(B) the small treatment works in the 
State finds to be the most beneficial and ef- 
fective. 

“(4) SMALL TREATMENT WORKS.—The term 
‘small treatment works’ means a publicly 
owned treatment works serving not more 
than 10,000 individuals. 

“(b) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—The Adminis- 
trator may use amounts made available to 
carry out this section to provide grants or 
cooperative agreements to qualified non- 
profit small treatment works technical as- 
sistance providers and grants or cooperative 
agreements to qualified nonprofit medium 
treatment works technical assistance pro- 
viders to provide to owners and operators of 
small and medium treatment works onsite 
technical assistance, circuit-rider technical 
assistance programs, multi-State, regional 
technical assistance programs, and onsite 
and regional training, to assist the treat- 
ment works in achieving compliance with 
this Act or obtaining financing under this 
Act for eligible projects. 

“(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section— 

“(1) for grants for small treatment works 
technical assistance, $15,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2017 through 2021; and 

“(2) for grants for medium treatment 
works technical assistance, $10,000,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2017 through 2021.’’. 

(b) WATER POLLUTION CONTROL REVOLVING 
LOAN FUNDS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 603 of the Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act (83 U.S.C. 1383) 
is amended— 

(A) in subsection (d)— 

(i) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by inserting ‘‘and as provided in subsection 
(e)” after “State law”; 

(ii) by redesignating subsections (e) 
through (i) as subsections (f) through (j), re- 
spectively; and 

(iii) by inserting after subsection (d) the 
following: 

“(e) ADDITIONAL USE OF FUNDS.—A State 
may use an additional 2 percent of the funds 
annually allotted to the State under this 
section for qualified nonprofit small treat- 
ment works technical assistance providers 
and qualified nonprofit medium treatment 
works technical assistance providers (as 
those terms are defined in section 222) to 
provide technical assistance to small treat- 
ment works and medium treatment works 
(as those terms are defined in section 222) in 
the State.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
221(d) of the Federal Water Pollution Control 
Act (33 U.S.C. 1801(d)) is amended by striking 
“section 603(h)’’ and inserting ‘‘section 
603(i)’’. 

SEC. 7203. INTEGRATED PLANS. 

(a) INTEGRATED PLANS.—Section 402 of the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act (83 
U.S.C. 1342) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

“(s) INTEGRATED PLAN PERMITS.— 

‘*(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 

“(A) GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE.—The term 
‘green infrastructure’ means the range of 
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measures that use plant or soil systems, per- 
meable pavement or other permeable sur- 
faces or substrates, stormwater harvest and 
reuse, or landscaping to store, infiltrate, or 
evapotranspirate stormwater and reduce 
flows to sewer systems or to surface waters. 

“(B) INTEGRATED PLAN.—The term ‘inte- 
grated plan’ has the meaning given in Part 
III of the Integrated Municipal Stormwater 
and Wastewater Planning Approach Frame- 
work, issued by the Environmental Protec- 
tion Agency and dated June 5, 2012. 

‘*“(C) MUNICIPAL DISCHARGE.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘municipal dis- 
charge’ means a discharge from a treatment 
works (as defined in section 212) or a dis- 
charge from a municipal storm sewer under 
subsection(p). 

“(ii) INCLUSION.—The term ‘municipal dis- 
charge’ includes a discharge of wastewater or 
storm water collected from multiple munici- 
palities if the discharge is covered by the 
same permit issued under this section. 

‘*(2) INTEGRATED PLAN.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator (or a 
State, in the case of a permit program ap- 
proved under subsection (b)) shall inform a 
municipal permittee or multiple municipal 
permittees of the opportunity to develop an 
integrated plan. 

‘*(B) SCOPE OF PERMIT INCORPORATING INTE- 
GRATED PLAN.—A permit issued under this 
subsection that incorporates an integrated 
plan may integrate all requirements under 
this Act addressed in the integrated plan, in- 
cluding requirements relating to— 

“(i)a combined sewer overflow; 

“(ii) a capacity, management, operation, 
and maintenance program for sanitary sewer 
collection systems; 

“(iii) a municipal stormwater discharge; 

‘“(iv) a municipal wastewater discharge; 
and 

“(v) a water quality-based effluent limita- 
tion to implement an applicable wasteload 
allocation in a total maximum daily load. 

‘*(3) COMPLIANCE SCHEDULES.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—A permit for a munic- 
ipal discharge by a municipality that incor- 
porates an integrated plan may include a 
schedule of compliance, under which actions 
taken to meet any applicable water quality- 
based effluent limitation may be imple- 
mented over more than 1 permit term if the 
compliance schedules are authorized by 
State water quality standards. 

‘(B) INCLUSION.—Actions subject to a com- 
pliance schedule under subparagraph (A) 
may include green infrastructure if imple- 
mented as part of a water quality-based ef- 
fluent limitation. 

“(C) REVIEW.—A schedule of compliance 
may be reviewed each time the permit is re- 
newed. 

‘(4) EXISTING AUTHORITIES RETAINED.— 

‘(A) APPLICABLE STANDARDS.—Nothing in 
this subsection modifies any obligation to 
comply with applicable technology and 
water quality-based effluent limitations 
under this Act. 

“(B) FLEXIBILITY.—Nothing in this sub- 
section reduces or eliminates any flexibility 
available under this Act, including the au- 
thority of— 

“(i) a State to revise a water quality 
standard after a use attainability analysis 
under section 131.10(g) of title 40, Code of 
Federal Regulations (as in effect on the date 
of enactment of this subsection), subject to 
the approval of the Administrator under sec- 
tion 303(c); and 

“(ii) the Administrator or a State to au- 
thorize a schedule of compliance that ex- 
tends beyond the date of expiration of a per- 
mit term if the schedule of compliance meets 
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the requirements of section 122.47 of title 40, 
Code of Federal Regulations (as in effect on 
the date of enactment of this subsection). 

‘*(5) CLARIFICATION OF STATE AUTHORITY.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Nothing in section 
301(b)(1)(C) precludes a State from author- 
izing in the water quality standards of the 
State the issuance of a schedule of compli- 
ance to meet water quality-based effluent 
limitations in permits that incorporate pro- 
visions of an integrated plan. 

“(B) TRANSITION RULE.—In any case in 
which a discharge is subject to a judicial 
order or consent decree as of the date of en- 
actment of the Water Resources Develop- 
ment Act of 2016 resolving an enforcement 
action under this Act, any schedule of com- 
pliance issued pursuant to an authorization 
in a State water quality standard shall not 
revise or otherwise affect a schedule of com- 
pliance in that order or decree unless the 
order or decree is modified by agreement of 
the parties and the court.’’. 

(b) MUNICIPAL OMBUDSMAN.— 

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
within the Office of the Administrator an Of- 
fice of the Municipal Ombudsman. 

(2) GENERAL DUTIES.—The duties of the mu- 
nicipal ombudsman shall include the provi- 
sion of— 

(A) technical assistance to municipalities 
seeking to comply with the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.) 
and the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 
300f et seq.); and 

(B) information to the Administrator to 
help the Administrator ensure that agency 
policies are implemented by all offices of the 
Environmental Protection Agency, including 
regional offices. 

(3) ACTIONS REQUIRED.—The municipal om- 
budsman shall work with appropriate offices 
at the headquarters and regional offices of 
the Environmental Protection Agency to en- 
sure that the municipality seeking assist- 
ance is provided information— 

(A) about available Federal financial as- 
sistance for which the municipality is eligi- 
ble; 

(B) about flexibility available under the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act (83 
U.S.C. 1251 et seq.) and, if applicable, the 
Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300f et 
seq.); and 

(C) regarding the opportunity to develop 
an integrated plan, as defined in section 
402(s)(1)(B) of the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act (as added by subsection (a)). 

(4) PRIORITY.—In carrying out paragraph 
(3), the municipal ombudsman shall give pri- 
ority to any municipality that demonstrates 
affordability concerns relating to compli- 
ance with the Federal Water Pollution Con- 
trol Act (83 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.) or the Safe 
Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300f et seq.). 

(5) INFORMATION SHARING.—The municipal 
ombudsman shall publish on the website of 
the Environmental Protection Agency— 

(A) general information relating to— 

(i) the technical assistance referred to in 
paragraph (2)(A); 

(ii) the financial assistance referred to in 
paragraph (3)(A); 

(iii) the flexibility referred to in paragraph 
3(B); and 

(iv) any resources related to integrated 
plans developed by the Administrator; and 

(B) a copy of each permit, order, or judicial 
consent decree that implements or incor- 
porates an integrated plan. 

(c) MUNICIPAL ENFORCEMENT.—Section 309 
of the Federal Water Pollution Control Act 
(33 U.S.C. 1319) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 
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“(h) IMPLEMENTATION OF INTEGRATED 
PLANS THROUGH ENFORCEMENT TOOLS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—In conjunction with an 
enforcement action under subsection (a) or 
(b) relating to municipal discharges, the Ad- 
ministrator shall inform a municipality of 
the opportunity to develop an integrated 
plan, as defined in section 402(s). 

“*(2) MODIFICATION.—Any municipality 
under an administrative order under sub- 
section (a) or settlement agreement (includ- 
ing a judicial consent decree) under sub- 
section (b) that has developed an integrated 
plan consistent with section 402(s) may re- 
quest a modification of the administrative 
order or settlement agreement based on that 
integrated plan.’’. 

(d) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 2 
years after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Administrator shall submit to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works of the Senate and the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives and make publicly 
available a report on each integrated plan 
developed and implemented through a per- 
mit, order, or judicial consent decree since 
the date of publication of the ‘‘Integrated 
Municipal Stormwater and Wastewater Plan- 
ning Approach Framework” issued by the 
Environmental Protection Agency and dated 
June 5, 2012, including a description of the 
control measures, levels of control, esti- 
mated costs, and compliance schedules for 
the requirements implemented through an 
integrated plan. 
SEC. 7204. GREEN 

MOTION. 

Title V of the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act (83 U.S.C. 1361 et seq.) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) by redesignating section 519 (83 U.S.C. 
1251 note) as section 520; and 

(2) by inserting after section 518 (33 U.S.C. 
1877) the following: 

“SEC. 519. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGEN- 
CY GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE PRO- 
MOTION. 

‘“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 
ensure that the Office of Water, the Office of 
Enforcement and Compliance Assurance, the 
Office of Research and Development, and the 
Office of Policy of the Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency promote the use of green in- 
frastructure in and coordinate the integra- 
tion of green infrastructure into, permitting 
programs, planning efforts, research, tech- 
nical assistance, and funding guidance. 

“(b) DuTIES.—The Administrator shall en- 
sure that the Office of Water— 

“(1) promotes the use of green infrastruc- 
ture in the programs of the Environmental 
Protection Agency; and 

‘“(2) coordinates efforts to increase the use 
of green infrastructure with— 

“(A) other Federal departments and agen- 
cies; 

“(B) State, tribal, and local governments; 
and 

““(C) the private sector. 

“(c) REGIONAL GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE 
PROMOTION.—The Administrator shall direct 
each regional office of the Environmental 
Protection Agency, as appropriate based on 
local factors, and consistent with the re- 
quirements of this Act, to promote and inte- 
grate the use of green infrastructure within 
the region that includes— 

“(1) outreach and training regarding green 
infrastructure implementation for State, 
tribal, and local governments, tribal commu- 
nities, and the private sector; and 

‘“(2) the incorporation of green infrastruc- 
ture into permitting and other regulatory 
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programs, codes, and ordinance development, 
including the requirements under consent 
decrees and settlement agreements in en- 
forcement actions. 

‘(d) GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE INFORMATION- 
SHARING.—The Administrator shall promote 
green infrastructure information-sharing, in- 
cluding through an Internet website, to 
share information with, and provide tech- 
nical assistance to, State, tribal, and local 
governments, tribal communities, the pri- 
vate sector, and the public regarding green 
infrastructure approaches for— 

“(1) reducing water pollution; 

‘(2) protecting water resources; 

“(83) complying with regulatory require- 
ments; and 

‘(4) achieving other environmental, public 
health, and community goals.’’. 

SEC. 7205. FINANCIAL CAPABILITY GUIDANCE. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) AFFORDABILITY.—The term ‘‘afford- 
ability” means, with respect to payment of a 
utility bill, a measure of whether an indi- 
vidual customer or household can pay the 
bill without undue hardship or unreasonable 
sacrifice in the essential lifestyle or spend- 
ing patterns of the individual or household, 
as determined by the Administrator. 

(2) FINANCIAL CAPABILITY.—The term ‘‘fi- 
nancial capability” means the financial ca- 
pability of a community to make invest- 
ments necessary to make water quality or 
drinking water improvements. 

(3) GUIDANCE.—The term ‘‘guidance’’ means 
the guidance published by the Administrator 
entitled ‘‘Combined Sewer Overflows—Guid- 
ance for Financial Capability Assessment 
and Schedule Development” and dated Feb- 
ruary 1997, as applicable to the combined 
sewer overflows and sanitary sewer overflows 
guidance published by the Administrator en- 
titled ‘‘Financial Capability Assessment 
Framework” and dated November 24, 2014. 

(b) USE OF MEDIAN HOUSEHOLD INCOME.— 
The Administrator shall not use median 
household income as the sole indicator of af- 
fordability for a residential household. 

(c) REVISED GUIDANCE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of completion of the National Acad- 
emy of Public Administration study to es- 
tablish a definition and framework for com- 
munity affordability required by Senate Re- 
port 114-70, accompanying S. 1645 (114th Con- 
gress), the Administrator shall revise the 
guidance described in subsection (a)(3). 

(2) USE OF GUIDANCE.—Beginning on the 
date on which the revised guidance referred 
to in paragraph (1) is finalized, the Adminis- 
trator shall use the revised guidance in lieu 
of the guidance described in subsection 
(a)(8). 

(d) CONSIDERATION AND CONSULTATION.— 

(1) CONSIDERATION.—In revising the guid- 
ance, the Administrator shall consider— 

(A) the recommendations of the study re- 
ferred to in subsection (c) and any other rel- 
evant study, as determined by the Adminis- 
trator; 

(B) local economic conditions, including 
site-specific local conditions that should be 
taken into consideration in analyzing finan- 
cial capability; 

(C) other essential community 
ments; 

(D) potential adverse impacts on distressed 
populations, including the percentage of low- 
income ratepayers within the service area of 
a utility and impacts in communities with 
disparate economic conditions throughout 
the entire service area of a utility; 

(E) the degree to which rates of low-income 
consumers would be affected by water infra- 
structure investments and the use of rate 
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structures to address the rates of low-income 
consumers; 

(F) an evaluation of an array of factors, 
the relative importance of which may vary 
across regions and localities; and 

(G) the appropriate weight for economic, 
public health, and environmental benefits 
associated with improved water quality. 

(2) CONSULTATION.—Any revised guidance 
issued to replace the guidance shall be devel- 
oped in consultation with stakeholders. 

(e) PUBLICATION AND SUBMISSION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—On completion of the revi- 
sion of the guidance, the Administrator shall 
publish in the Federal Register and submit 
to the Committee on Environment and Pub- 
lic Works of the Senate and the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives the revised guid- 
ance. 

(2) EXPLANATION.—If the Administrator 
makes a determination not to follow 1 or 
more recommendations of the study referred 
to in subsection (c)(1), the Administrator 
shall include in the publication and submis- 
sion under paragraph (1) an explanation of 
that decision. 

(£) EFFECT.—Nothing in this section pre- 
empts or interferes with any obligation to 
comply with any Federal law, including the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act (83 
U.S.C. 1251 et seq.). 

SEC. 7206. CHESAPEAKE BAY GRASS SURVEY. 

There is authorized to be appropriated to 
the Administrator for the Chesapeake Bay 
Grass Survey $150,000 for fiscal year 2017 and 
each fiscal year thereafter. 

SEC. 7207. GREAT LAKES HARMFUL ALGAL 
BLOOM COORDINATOR. 

The Administrator, acting as the chair of 
the Great Lakes Interagency Task Force, 
shall appoint a coordinator to work with ap- 
propriate Federal agencies and State, local, 
tribal, and foreign governments to coordi- 
nate efforts to address the issue of harmful 
algal blooms in the Great Lakes. 

Subtitle C—Innovative Financing and 
Promotion of Innovative Technologies 
SEC. 7301. WATER INFRASTRUCTURE PUBLIC-PRI- 
VATE PARTNERSHIP PILOT PRO- 

GRAM. 

Section 5014(c) of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
2201 note; Public Law 113-121) is amended by 
striking ‘‘Any activity undertaken under 
this section is authorized only to the extent’’ 
and inserting ‘‘Nothing in this section obli- 
gates the Secretary to expend funds unless’’. 
SEC. 7302. WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCE 

AND INNOVATION. 

(a) AUTHORITY TO PROVIDE ASSISTANCE.— 
Section 5023(b)(2) of the Water Infrastructure 
Finance and Innovation Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
3902(b)(2)) is amended by striking ‘‘carry 
out” and inserting ‘‘provide financial assist- 
ance to carry out’’. 

(b) PROJECTS ELIGIBLE FOR ASSISTANCE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 5026 of the Water 
Infrastructure Finance and Innovation Act 
of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 3905) is amended— 

(A) in paragraph (6)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘desalination project” and 
inserting ‘‘desalination project, including 
chloride control’’; and 

(ii) by striking “or a water recycling 
project’? and inserting “a water recycling 
project, or a project to provide alternative 
water supplies to reduce aquifer depletion”’; 

(B) by redesignating paragraphs (7), (8), 
and (9) as paragraphs (8), (9), and (10), respec- 
tively; 

(C) by inserting after paragraph (6) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘“(7) A project to prevent, reduce, or miti- 
gate the effects of drought, including 
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projects that enhance the resilience of 
drought-stricken watersheds.’’; and 

(D) in paragraph (10) (as redesignated by 
subparagraph (B)), by striking ‘‘or (7) and 
inserting ‘‘(7), or (8)’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 

(A) Section 5023(b) of the Water Infrastruc- 
ture Finance and Innovation Act of 2014 (33 
U.S.C. 3902(b)) is amended— 

(i) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘and (8)’’ 
and inserting ‘‘(7), and (9)’’; and 

(ii) in paragraph (8), by striking ‘‘para- 
graph (7) or (9)’’ and inserting ‘‘paragraph (8) 
or (10)’’. 

(B) Section 5024(b) of the Water Infrastruc- 
ture Finance and Innovation Act of 2014 (33 
U.S.C. 3903(b)) is amended by striking ‘‘para- 
graph (8) or (9)’’ and inserting ‘‘paragraph (9) 
or (10)’’. 

(C) Section 5027(3) of the Water Infrastruc- 
ture Finance and Innovation Act of 2014 (33 
U.S.C. 3906(3)) is amended by striking ‘‘sec- 
tion 5026(7)”’ and inserting ‘‘section 5026(8)’’. 

(D) Section 5028 of the Water Infrastruc- 
ture Finance and Innovation Act of 2014 (33 
U.S.C. 3907) is amended— 

(i) in subsection (a)(1)(E)— 

(I) by striking ‘‘section 5026(9)’’ and insert- 
ing ‘‘section 5026(10)’’; and 

(II) by striking ‘‘section 5026(8)’? and in- 
serting ‘‘section 5026(9)’’; and 

(ii) in subsection (b)(8), by striking ‘‘sec- 
tion 5026(8)”’ and inserting ‘‘section 5026(9)’’. 

(c) DETERMINATION OF ELIGIBILITY AND 
PROJECT SELECTION.—Section 5028(b)(2)(F) of 
the Water Infrastructure Finance and Inno- 
vation Act of 2014 (83 U.S.C. 3907(b)(2)(F)) is 
amended— 

(1) in clause (i), by striking “or” at the 
end; and 

(2) by striking clause (ii) and inserting the 
following: 

“(i) helps maintain or protect the environ- 
ment; 

‘“(iii) resists hazards due to a natural dis- 
aster; 

“(iv) continues to serve the primary func- 
tion of the water resources infrastructure 
project following a natural disaster; 

““(v) reduces the magnitude or duration of 
a disruptive event to a water resources infra- 
structure project; or 

““(vi) has the absorptive, adaptive, and re- 
coverable capacities to withstand a poten- 
tially disruptive event.’’. 

(d) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—Section 5029(b) 
of the Water Infrastructure Finance and In- 
novation Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 3908(b)) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (7)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘The Secretary” and in- 
serting the following: 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), the Secretary”; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

“(B) FINANCING FEES.—On request of an eli- 
gible entity, the Secretary or the Adminis- 
trator, as applicable, shall allow the fees 
under subparagraph (A) to be financed as 
part of the loan.’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

(10) CREDIT.—Any eligible project costs 
incurred and the value of any integral in- 
kind contributions made before receipt of as- 
sistance under this subtitle shall be credited 
toward the 51 percent of project costs to be 
provided by sources of funding other than a 
secured loan under this subtitle (as described 
in paragraph (2)(A).’’. 

(e) REMOVAL OF PILOT DESIGNATION.— 

(1) Subtitle C of title V of the Water Re- 
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014 
(33 U.S.C. 3901 et seq.) is amended by striking 
the subtitle designation and heading and in- 
serting the following: 
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“Subtitle C—Innovative Financing Projects”. 


(2) Section 5023 of the Water Infrastructure 
Finance and Innovation Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
3092) is amended by striking ‘‘pilot’’ each 
place it appears. 

(3) Section 5034 of the Water Infrastructure 
Finance and Innovation Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
3913) is amended by striking the section des- 
ignation and heading and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“SEC. 5034. REPORTS ON PROGRAM IMPLEMEN- 
TATION.”. 

(4) The table of contents for the Water Re- 
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014 
(Public Law 113-121) is amended— 

(A) by striking the item relating to sub- 
title C of title V and inserting the following: 


“Subtitle C—Innovative Financing 
Projects’’.; and 

(B) by striking the item relating to section 
5034 and inserting the following: 

“Sec. 5034. Reports on program implementa- 
tion.’’. 

(f) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense of 
the Senate that— 

(1) appropriations made available to carry 
out the Water Infrastructure Finance and In- 
novation Act of 2014 (83 U.S.C. 3901 et seq.) 
should be in addition to robust funding for 
the State water pollution control revolving 
funds established under title VI of the Fed- 
eral Water Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 
1381 et seq.) and State drinking water treat- 
ment revolving loan funds established under 
section 1452 of the Safe Drinking Water Act 
(42 U.S.C. 300j-12); and 

(2) the appropriations made available for 
the funds referred to in paragraph (1) should 
not decrease for any fiscal year. 

SEC. 7303. WATER INFRASTRUCTURE INVEST- 
MENT TRUST FUND. 

(a) CREATION OF TRUST FUND.—There is es- 
tablished in the Treasury of the United 
States a trust fund to be known as the 
“Water Infrastructure Investment Trust 
Fund” (referred to in this section as the 
“FWund’’), consisting of such amounts as may 
be appropriated to or deposited in such fund 
as provided in this section. 

(b) TRANSFERS TO TRUST FUND.—The Sec- 
retary of the Treasury (referred to in this 
section as the ‘‘Secretary’’) shall deposit in 
the Fund amounts equal to the fees received 
before January 1, 2022, under subsection 
(£)(2). 

(c) EXPENDITURES.—Amounts in the Fund, 
including interest earned and advances to 
the Fund and proceeds from investment 
under subsection (d), shall be available for 
expenditure, without further appropriation, 
as follows: 

(1) 50 percent of the amounts shall be avail- 
able to the Administrator for making cap- 
italization grants under section 601 of the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act (83 
U.S.C. 1881). 

(2) 50 percent of the amounts shall be avail- 
able to the Administrator for making cap- 
italization grants under section 1452 of the 
Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12). 

(d) INVESTMENT.—Amounts in the Fund 
shall be invested in accordance with section 
9702 of title 31, United States Code, and any 
interest on, and proceeds from, any such in- 
vestment shall be available for expenditure 
in accordance with this section. 

(e) LIMITATION ON EXPENDITURES.— 
Amounts in the Fund may not be made 
available for a fiscal year under subsection 
(c) unless the sum of the funds appropriated 
to the Clean Water State Revolving Fund 
and the Safe Drinking Water State Revolv- 
ing Fund through annual capitalization 
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grants is not less than the average of the 
sum of the annual amounts provided in cap- 
italization grants under section 601 of the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act (83 
U.S.C. 1881) and section 1452 of the Safe 
Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12) for the 
5-fiscal-year period immediately preceding 
such fiscal year. 

(f) VOLUNTARY LABELING SYSTEM.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator, in 
consultation with the Administrator of the 
Food and Drug Administration, manufactur- 
ers, producers, and importers, shall develop 
and implement a program under which the 
Administrator provides a label designed in 
consultation with manufacturers, producers, 
and importers suitable for placement on 
products to inform consumers that the man- 
ufacturer, producer, or importer of the prod- 
uct, and other stakeholders, participates in 
the Fund. 

(2) FEE.—The Administrator shall provide 
a label for a fee of 3 cents per unit. 

(€) EPA STUDY ON WATER PRICING.— 

(1) Stupy.—The Administrator, with par- 
ticipation by the States, shall conduct a 
study to— 

(A) assess the affordability gap faced by 
low-income populations located in urban and 
rural areas in obtaining services from clean 
water and drinking water systems; and 

(B) analyze options for programs to provide 
incentives for rate adjustments at the local 
level to achieve ‘‘full cost”? or “true value” 
pricing for such services, while protecting 
low-income ratepayers from undue burden. 

(2) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Ad- 
ministrator shall submit to the Committee 
on the Environment and Public Works of the 
Senate and the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure and the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce of the House of 
Representatives a report on the results of 
the study. 

SEC. 7304. INNOVATIVE WATER TECHNOLOGY 
GRANT PROGRAM. 

(a) DEFINITION OF ELIGIBLE ENTITY.—In this 
section, the term ‘‘eligible entity” means— 

(1) a public utility, including publicly 
owned treatment works and clean water sys- 
tems; 

(2) a unit of local government, including a 
municipality or a joint powers authority; 

(3) a private entity, including a farmer or 
manufacturer; 

(4) an institution of higher education; 

(5) a research institution or foundation; 

(6) a State; 

(7) a regional organization; or 

(8) a nonprofit organization. 

(b) GRANT PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.—The Ad- 
ministrator shall carry out a grant program 
for purposes described in subsection (c) to ac- 
celerate the development of innovative 
water technologies that address pressing 
water challenges. 

(c) GRANTS.—In carrying out the program 
under subsection (b), the Administrator shall 
make to eligible entities grants that— 

(1) finance projects to develop, deploy, 
test, and improve emerging water tech- 
nologies; 

(2) fund entities that provide technical as- 
sistance to deploy innovative water tech- 
nologies more broadly, especially— 

(A) to increase adoption of innovative 
water technologies in— 

(i) municipal drinking water and waste- 
water treatment systems; 

(ii) areas served by private wells; or 

(iii) water supply systems in arid areas 
that are experiencing, or have recently expe- 
rienced, prolonged drought conditions; and 
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(B) in a manner that reduces ratepayer or 
community costs over time, including the 
cost of future capital investments; or 

(3) support technologies that, as deter- 
mined by the Administrator— 

(A) improve water quality of a water 
source; 

(B) improve the safety and security of a 
drinking water delivery system; 

(C) minimize contamination of drinking 
water and drinking water sources, including 
contamination by lead, bacteria, chlorides, 
and nitrates; 

(D) improve the quality and timeliness and 
decrease the cost of drinking water quality 
tests, especially technologies that can be de- 
ployed within water systems and at indi- 
vidual faucets to provide accurate real-time 
tests of water quality, especially with re- 
spect to lead, bacteria, and nitrate content; 

(E) increase water supplies in arid areas 
that are experiencing, or have recently expe- 
rienced, prolonged drought conditions; 

(F) treat edge-of-field runoff to improve 
water quality; 

(G) treat agricultural, municipal, and in- 
dustrial wastewater; 

(H) recycle or reuse water; 

(I) manage urban storm water runoff; 

(J) reduce sewer or stormwater overflows; 

(K) conserve water; 

(L) improve water quality by reducing sa- 
linity; 

(M) mitigate air quality impacts associ- 
ated with declining water resources; 

(N) address treatment byproduct and brine 
disposal alternatives; or 

(O) address urgent water quality and 
human health needs. 

(d) PRIORITY FUNDING.—In making grants 
under this section, the Administrator shall 
give priority to projects that have the poten- 
tial— 

(1) to provide substantial cost savings 
across a sector; 

(2) to significantly improve human health 
or the environment; or 

(3) to provide additional water supplies 
with minimal environmental impact. 

(e) COST-SHARING.—The Federal share of 
the cost of activities carried out using a 
grant made under this section shall be not 
more than 65 percent. 

(f) LIMITATION.—The maximum amount of 
a grant provided to a project under this sec- 
tion shall be $5,000,000. 

(g) REPORT.—Each year, the Administrator 
shall submit to Congress and make publicly 
available on the website of the Adminis- 
trator a report that describes any advance- 
ments during the previous year in develop- 
ment of innovative water technologies made 
as a result of funding provided under this 
section. 

(h) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $50,000,000 for each fis- 
cal year. 

(i) FUNDING.—Out of any funds in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall transfer to 
the Administrator to provide grants to eligi- 
ble entities under this section $10,000,000, to 
remain available until expended. 

SEC. 7305. WATER RESOURCES RESEARCH ACT 
AMENDMENTS. 

(a) CONGRESSIONAL FINDINGS AND DECLARA- 
TIONS.—Section 102 of the Water Resources 
Research Act of 1984 (42 U.S.C. 10301) is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (7) through 
(9) as paragraphs (8) through (10), respec- 
tively; 

(2) in paragraph (8) (as so redesignated), by 
striking “and” at the end; and 
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(3) by inserting after paragraph (6) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘(7) additional research is required to in- 
crease the effectiveness and efficiency of new 
and existing treatment works through alter- 
native approaches, including— 

“(A) nonstructural alternatives; 

‘“(B) decentralized approaches; 

“(C) water use efficiency and conservation; 
and 

‘(D) actions to reduce energy consumption 
or extract energy from wastewater;’’. 

(b) WATER RESOURCES RESEARCH AND TECH- 
NOLOGY INSTITUTES.—Section 104 of the 
Water Resources Research Act of 1984 (42 
U.S.C. 10303) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)(1)— 

(A) in subparagraph (B)(ii), by striking 
“water-related phenomena” and inserting 
“water resources”; and 

(B) in subparagraph (D), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; 

(2) in subsection (c)— 

(A) by striking “From the” and inserting 
the following: 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—From the”; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

(2) REPORT.—Not later than December 31 
of each fiscal year, the Secretary shall sub- 
mit to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works of the Senate, the Committee 
on the Budget of the Senate, the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives, and the Com- 
mittee on the Budget of the House of Rep- 
resentatives a report regarding the compli- 
ance of each funding recipient with this sub- 
section for the immediately preceding fiscal 
year.”’; 

(8) by striking subsection (e) and inserting 
the following: 

‘“(e) EVALUATION OF WATER RESOURCES RE- 
SEARCH PROGRAM.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con- 
duct a careful and detailed evaluation of 
each institute at least once every 3 years to 
determine— 

“(A) the quality and relevance of the water 
resources research of the institute; 

“(B) the effectiveness of the institute at 
producing measured results and applied 
water supply research; and 

““(C) whether the effectiveness of the insti- 
tute as an institution for planning, con- 
ducting, and arranging for research warrants 
continued support under this section. 

‘(2) PROHIBITION ON FURTHER SUPPORT.—If, 
as a result of an evaluation under paragraph 
(1), the Secretary determines that an insti- 
tute does not qualify for further support 
under this section, no further grants to the 
institute may be provided until the quali- 
fications of the institute are reestablished to 
the satisfaction of the Secretary.’’; 

(4) in subsection (f)(1), by striking 
“$12,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2007 
through 2011” and inserting ‘$7,500,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2017 through 2021”; and 

(5) in subsection (g)(1), in the first sen- 
tence, by striking ‘‘$6,000,000 for each of fis- 
cal years 2007 through 2011’’ and inserting 
“*$1,500,000 for each of fiscal years 2017 
through 2021”. 

SEC. 7306. REAUTHORIZATION OF WATER DESALI- 
NATION ACT OF 1996. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF RESEARCH AND STUD- 
IES.—Section 3 of the Water Desalination Act 
of 1996 (42 U.S.C. 10301 note; Public Law 104- 
298) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in paragraph (6), by striking “and” at 
the end; 

(B) in paragraph (7), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting a semicolon; and 
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(C) by adding at the end the following: 

“(8) development of metrics to analyze the 
costs and benefits of desalination relative to 
other sources of water (including costs and 
benefits related to associated infrastructure, 
energy use, environmental impacts, and di- 
versification of water supplies); and 

“9) development of design and siting spec- 
ifications that avoid, minimize, or offset ad- 
verse social, economic, and environmental 
impacts.’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(e) PRIORITIZATION.—In carrying out this 
section, the Secretary shall prioritize fund- 
ing for research— 

“(1) to reduce energy consumption and 
lower the cost of desalination, including 
chloride control; 

‘“(2) to reduce the environmental impacts 
of seawater desalination and develop tech- 
nology and strategies to minimize those im- 
pacts; 

“(3) to improve existing reverse osmosis 
and membrane technology; 

““(4) to carry out basic and applied research 
on next generation desalination tech- 
nologies, including improved energy recov- 
ery systems and renewable energy-powered 
desalination systems that could signifi- 
cantly reduce desalination costs; 

‘“(5) to develop portable or modular desali- 
nation units capable of providing temporary 
emergency water supplies for domestic or 
military deployment purposes; and 

“6) to develop and promote innovative de- 
salination technologies, including chloride 
control, identified by the Secretary.’’. 

(b) DESALINATION DEMONSTRATION AND DE- 
VELOPMENT.—Section 4 of the Water Desali- 
nation Act of 1996 (42 U.S.C. 10301 note; Pub- 
lic Law 104-298) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

“(c) PRIORITIZATION.—In carrying out dem- 
onstration and development activities under 
this section, the Secretary shall prioritize 
projects— 

“(1) for the benefit of drought-stricken 
States and communities; 

“(2) for the benefit of States that have au- 
thorized funding for research and develop- 
ment of desalination technologies and 
projects; 

(3) that can reduce reliance on imported 
water supplies that have an impact on spe- 
cies listed under the Endangered Species Act 
of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.); and 

‘“(4) that demonstrably leverage the experi- 
ence of international partners with consider- 
able expertise in desalination, such as the 
State of Israel.’’. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 8 of the Water Desalination Act of 
1996 (42 U.S.C. 10301 note; Public Law 104-298) 
is amended— 

(1) in the first sentence of subsection (a)— 

(A) by striking ‘$5,000,000’ and inserting 
‘$8,000,000’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘2013” and inserting ‘‘2021”’; 
and 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘for each 
of fiscal years 2012 through 2013” and insert- 
ing “for each of fiscal years 2017 through 
2021”. 

(d) CONSULTATION.—Section 9 of the Water 
Desalination Act of 1996 (42 U.S.C. 10301 note; 
Public Law 104-298) is amended— 

(1) by striking the section designation and 
heading and all that follows through ‘‘In car- 
rying out” in the first sentence and inserting 
the following: 

“SEC. 9. CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION. 

“(a) CONSULTATION.—In carrying out’’; 

(2) in the second sentence, by striking 
“The authorization” and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 
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‘“(c) OTHER DESALINATION PROGRAMS.—The 
authorization”; and 

(3) by inserting after subsection (a) (as des- 
ignated by paragraph (1)) the following: 

“(b) COORDINATION OF FEDERAL DESALINA- 
TION RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT.—The 
White House Office of Science and Tech- 
nology Policy shall develop a coordinated 
strategic plan that— 

“(1) establishes priorities for future Fed- 
eral investments in desalination; 

‘“(2) coordinates the activities of Federal 
agencies involved in desalination, including 
the Bureau of Reclamation, the Corps of En- 
gineers, the United States Army Tank Auto- 
motive Research, Development and Engi- 
neering Center, the National Science Foun- 
dation, the Office of Naval Research of the 
Department of Defense, the National Labora- 
tories of the Department of Energy, the 
United States Geological Survey, the Envi- 
ronmental Protection Agency, and the Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion; 

““(3) strengthens research and development 
cooperation with international partners, 
such as the State of Israel, in the area of de- 
salination technology; and 

“(4) promotes public-private partnerships 
to develop a framework for assessing needs 
for, and to optimize siting and design of, fu- 
ture ocean desalination projects.’’. 

SEC. 7307. NATIONAL DROUGHT RESILIENCE 
GUIDELINES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the In- 
terior, the Secretary of Agriculture, the Sec- 
retary of Commerce, the Administrator, and 
other appropriate Federal agency heads 
along with State, local, and tribal govern- 
ments, shall jointly develop nonregulatory 
national drought resilience guidelines relat- 
ing to drought preparedness planning and in- 
vestments for communities, water utilities, 
and other water users and providers, in a 
manner consistent with the Presidential 
Memorandum entitled ‘‘Building National 
Capabilities for Long-Term Drought Resil- 
ience” (81 Fed. Reg. 16053 (March 21, 2016)). 

(b) CONSULTATION.—In developing the na- 
tional drought resilience guidelines, the Ad- 
ministrator and other Federal agency heads 
referred to in subsection (a) shall consult 
with— 

(1) State and local governments; 

(2) water utilities; 

(8) scientists; 

(4) institutions of higher education; 

(5) relevant private entities; and 

(6) other stakeholders. 

(c) CONTENTS.—The national drought resil- 
ience guidelines developed under this section 
shall, to the maximum extent practicable, 
provide recommendations for a period of 10 
years that— 

(1) address a broad range of potential ac- 
tions, including— 

(A) analysis of the impacts of the changing 
frequency and duration of drought on the fu- 
ture effectiveness of water management 
tools; 

(B) the identification of drought-related 
water management challenges in a broad 
range of fields, including— 

(i) public health and safety; 

(ii) municipal and industrial water supply; 

(iii) agricultural water supply; 

(iv) water quality; 

(v) ecosystem health; and 

(vi) water supply planning; 

(C) water management tools to reduce 
drought-related impacts, including— 

(i) water use efficiency through gallons per 
capita reduction goals, appliance efficiency 
standards, water pricing incentives, and 
other measures; 
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(ii) water recycling; 

(iii) groundwater clean-up and storage; 

(iv) new technologies, such as behavioral 
water efficiency; and 

(v) stormwater capture and reuse; 

(D) water-related energy and greenhouse 
gas reduction strategies; and 

(E) public education and engagement; and 

(2) include recommendations relating to 
the processes that Federal, State, and local 
governments and water utilities should con- 
sider when developing drought resilience pre- 
paredness and plans, including— 

(A) the establishment of planning goals; 

(B) the evaluation of institutional capac- 
ity; 

(C) the assessment of drought-related risks 
and vulnerabilities, including the integra- 
tion of climate-related impacts; 

(D) the establishment of a development 
process, including an evaluation of the cost- 
effectiveness of potential strategies; 

(E) the inclusion of private entities, tech- 
nical advisors, and other stakeholders in the 
development process; 

(F) implementation and financing issues; 
and 

(G) evaluation of the plan, including any 
updates to the plan. 

SEC. 7308. INNOVATION IN STATE WATER POLLU- 
TION CONTROL REVOLVING LOAN 
FUNDS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (j)(1)(B) (as 
redesignated by section 7202(b)(1)(A)(ii)) of 
section 603 of the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act (83 U.S.C. 1383) is amended— 

(1) in clause (iii), by striking ‘‘or’’ at the 
end; 

(2) in clause (iv), by striking the period at 
the end and inserting ‘‘; or”; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

“(v) to encourage the use of innovative 
water technologies related to any of the 
issues identified in clauses (i) through (iv) 
or, as determined by the State, any other eli- 
gible project and activity eligible for assist- 
ance under subsection (c)’’. 

(b) INNOVATIVE WATER TECHNOLOGIES.—Sec- 
tion 603 of the Federal Water Pollution Con- 
trol Act (83 U.S.C. 1383) (as amended by sec- 
tion 7202(b)(1)) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘(k) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—The Adminis- 
trator may provide technical assistance to 
facilitate and encourage the provision of fi- 
nancial assistance for innovative water tech- 
nologies. 

“(1) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 2016, and not 
less frequently than every 5 years thereafter, 
the Administrator shall submit to Congress 
a report that describes— 

“(1) the amount of financial assistance pro- 
vided by State water pollution control re- 
volving funds to deploy innovative water 
technologies; 

‘“(2) the barriers impacting greater use of 
innovative water technologies; and 

‘(3) the cost-saving potential to cities and 
future infrastructure investments from 
emerging technologies.’’. 

SEC. 7309. INNOVATION IN DRINKING WATER 
STATE REVOLVING LOAN FUNDS. 

Section 1452 of the Safe Drinking Water 
Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12) (as amended by section 
7105) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (d)— 

(A) by striking the heading and inserting 
‘ ADDITIONAL ASSISTANCE.—”’; 

(B) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘Notwithstanding” and in- 
serting the following: 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding”’; and 
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(ii) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(B) INNOVATIVE WATER TECHNOLOGY.—Not- 
withstanding any other provision of this sec- 
tion, in the case of a State that makes a loan 
under subsection (a)(2) to carry out an eligi- 
ble activity through the use of an innovative 
water technology (including technologies to 
improve water treatment to ensure compli- 
ance with this title and technologies to iden- 
tify and mitigate sources of drinking water 
contamination, including lead contamina- 
tion), the State may provide additional sub- 
sidization, including forgiveness of principal 
that is not more than 50 percent of the cost 
of the portion of the project associated with 
the innovative technology.”’’; 

(C) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘For each fiscal year” and 
inserting the following: 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—For each fiscal year”; 
and 

(ii) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(B) INNOVATIVE WATER TECHNOLOGY.—For 
each fiscal year, not more than 20 percent of 
the loan subsidies that may be made by a 
State under paragraph (1) may be used to 
provide additional subsidization under sub- 
paragraph (B) of that paragraph.’’; and 

(D) in paragraph (3), in the first sentence, 
by inserting ‘‘, or portion of a service area,” 
after ‘‘service area’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(t) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—The Adminis- 
trator may provide technical assistance to 
facilitate and encourage the provision of fi- 
nancial assistance for the deployment of in- 
novative water technologies. 

“(u) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 2016, and not 
less frequently than every 5 years thereafter, 
the Administrator shall submit to Congress 
a report that describes— 

“(1) the amount of financial assistance pro- 
vided by State loan funds to deploy innova- 
tive water technologies; 

“(2) the barriers impacting greater use of 
innovative water technologies; and 

‘(3) the cost-saving potential to cities and 
future infrastructure investments from 
emerging technologies.’’. 

Subtitle D—Drinking Water Disaster Relief 

and Infrastructure Investments 
SEC. 7401. DRINKING WATER INFRASTRUCTURE. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) ELIGIBLE STATE.—The term ‘eligible 
State’? means a State for which the Presi- 
dent has declared an emergency under the 
Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer- 
gency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq.) 
relating to the public health threats associ- 
ated with the presence of lead or other con- 
taminants in a public drinking water supply 
system. 

(2) ELIGIBLE SYSTEM.—The term ‘‘eligible 
system’’ means a public drinking water sup- 
ply system that has been the subject of an 
emergency declaration referred to in para- 
graph (1). 

(b) STATE REVOLVING LOAN FUND ASSIST- 
ANCE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—An eligible system shall 
be— 

(A) considered to be a disadvantaged com- 
munity under section 1452(d) of the Safe 
Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12(d)); and 

(B) eligible to receive loans with additional 
subsidization under that Act (42 U.S.C. 300f 
et seq.), including forgiveness of principal 
under section 1452(d)(1) of that Act (42 U.S.C. 
800j-12(d)(1)). 

(2) AUTHORIZATION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Using funds provided 
under subsection (e)(1)(A), an eligible State 
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may provide assistance to an eligible system 
within the eligible State, for the purpose of 
addressing lead or other contaminants in 
drinking water, including repair and replace- 
ment of public and private drinking water 
infrastructure. 

(B) INCLUSION.—Assistance provided under 
subparagraph (A) may include additional 
subsidization under the Safe Drinking Water 
Act (42 U.S.C. 300f et seq.), as described in 
paragraph (1)(B). 

(C) EXCLUSION.—Assistance provided under 
subparagraph (A) shall not include assist- 
ance for a project that is financed (directly 
or indirectly), in whole or in part, with pro- 
ceeds of any obligation issued after the date 
of enactment of this Act— 

(i) the interest of which is exempt from the 
tax imposed under chapter 1 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986; or 

(ii) with respect to which credit is allow- 
able under subpart I or J of part IV of sub- 
chapter A of chapter 1 of such Code. 

(8) LIMITATION.—Section 1452(d)(2) of the 
Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j- 
12(d)(2)) shall not apply to— 

(A) any funds provided under subsection 
(e))(A); or 

(B) any other loan provided to an eligible 
system. 

(c) WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING.— 

(1) SECURED LOANS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Using funds provided 
under subsection (e)(2)(A), the Administrator 
may make a secured loan under the Water 
Infrastructure Finance and Innovation Act 
of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 3901 et seq.) to— 

(i) an eligible State to carry out a project 
eligible under paragraphs (2) through (9) of 
section 5026 of that Act (33 U.S.C. 3905) to ad- 
dress lead or other contaminants in drinking 
water in an eligible system, including repair 
and replacement of public and private drink- 
ing water infrastructure; and 

(ii) any eligible entity under section 5025 of 
that Act (33 U.S.C. 3904) for a project eligible 
under paragraphs (2) through (9) of section 
5026 of that Act (83 U.S.C. 3905). 

(B) AMOUNT.—Notwithstanding section 
5029(b)(2) of the Water Infrastructure Fi- 
nance and Innovation Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
3908(b)(2)), the amount of a secured loan pro- 
vided under subparagraph (A)(i) may be 
equal to not more than 80 percent of the rea- 
sonably anticipated costs of the projects. 

(2) FEDERAL INVOLVEMENT.—Notwith- 
standing section 5029(b)(9) of the Water Infra- 
structure Finance and Innovation Act of 2014 
(33 U.S.C. 3908(b)(9)), any costs for a project 
to address lead or other contaminants in 
drinking water in an eligible system that are 
not covered by a secured loan under para- 
graph (1) may be covered using amounts in 
the State revolving loan fund under section 
1452 of the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 
U.S.C. 300j-12). 

(d) NONDUPLICATION OF WORK.—An activity 
carried out pursuant to this section shall not 
duplicate the work or activity of any other 
Federal or State department or agency. 

(e) FUNDING.— 

(1) ADDITIONAL DRINKING WATER STATE RE- 
VOLVING FUND CAPITALIZATION GRANTS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the 
Treasury shall make available to the Admin- 
istrator a total of $100,000,000 to provide ad- 
ditional grants to eligible States pursuant to 
section 1452 of the Safe Drinking Water Act 
(42 U.S.C. 300j-12), to be available for a period 
of 18 months beginning on the date on which 
the funds are made available, for the pur- 
poses described in subsection (b)(2), and after 
the end of the 18-month period, until ex- 
pended for the purposes described in subpara- 
graph (C). 
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(B) SUPPLEMENTED INTENDED USE PLANS.— 
From funds made available under subpara- 
graph (A), the Administrator shall obligate 
to an eligible State such amounts as are nec- 
essary to meet the needs identified in a sup- 
plemented intended use plan by not later 
than 30 days after the date on which the eli- 
gible State submits to the Administrator a 
supplemented intended use plan under sec- 
tion 1452(b) of the Safe Drinking Water Act 
(42 U.S.C. 300j-12(b)) that includes pre- 
application information regarding projects 
to be funded using the additional assistance, 
including, with respect to each such 
project— 

(i) a description of the project; 

(ii) an explanation of the means by which 
the project will address a situation causing a 
declared emergency in the eligible State; 

(iii) the estimated cost of the project; and 

(iv) the projected start date for construc- 
tion of the project. 

(C) UNOBLIGATED AMOUNTS.—Of any 
amounts made available to the Adminis- 
trator under subparagraph (A) that are unob- 
ligated on the date that is 18 months after 
the date on which the amounts are made 
available— 

(i) 50 percent shall be available to provide 
additional grants under section 1459A of the 
Safe Drinking Water Act (as added by sec- 
tion 7106); and 

(ii) 50 percent shall be available to provide 
additional grants under section 1459B of the 
Safe Drinking Water Act (as added by sec- 
tion 7107). 

(D) APPLICABILITY.—Section 1452(b)(1) of 
the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j- 
12(b)(1)) shall not apply to a supplement to 
an intended use plan under subparagraph (B). 

(2) WIFIA FUNDING.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—As soon as practicable 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall make avail- 
able to the Administrator $70,000,000 to pro- 
vide credit subsidies, in consultation with 
the Director of the Office of Management 
and Budget, for secured loans under sub- 
section (c)(1)(A) with a goal of providing se- 
cured loans totaling at least $700,000,000. 

(B) USE.—Secured loans provided pursuant 
to subparagraph (A) shall be available to 
carry out activities described in subsection 
ODA). 

(C) EXCLUSION.—Of the amounts made 
available under subparagraph (A), $20,000,000 
shall not be used to provide assistance for a 
project that is financed (directly or indi- 
rectly), in whole or in part, with proceeds of 
any obligation issued after the date of enact- 
ment of this Act— 

(i) the interest of which is exempt from the 
tax imposed under chapter 1 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986; or 

(ii) with respect to which credit is allow- 
able under subpart I or J of part IV of sub- 
chapter A of chapter 1 of such Code. 

(3) APPLICABILITY.—Unless explicitly 
waived, all requirements under the Safe 
Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300f et seq.) 
and the Water Infrastructure Finance and 
Innovation Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 3901 et seq.) 
shall apply to funding provided under this 
subsection. 

(f) HEALTH EFFECTS EVALUATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Pursuant to section 
104(i)(1)(E) of the Comprehensive Environ- 
mental Response, Compensation, and Liabil- 
ity Act (42 U.S.C. 9604(i)(1)(E)), and on re- 
ceipt of a request of an appropriate State or 
local health official of an eligible State, the 
Director of the Agency for Toxic Substances 
and Disease Registry of the National Center 
for Environmental Health shall in coordina- 
tion with other agencies, as appropriate, 
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conduct voluntary surveillance activities to 
evaluate any adverse health effects on indi- 
viduals exposed to lead from drinking water 
in the affected communities. 

(2) CONSULTATIONS.—Pursuant to section 
104(1)(4) of the Comprehensive Environ- 
mental Response, Compensation, and Liabil- 
ity Act (42 U.S.C. 9604(i)(4)), and on receipt of 
a request of an appropriate State or local 
health official of an eligible State, the Direc- 
tor of the Agency for Toxic Substances and 
Disease Registry of the National Center for 
Environmental Health shall provide con- 
sultations regarding health issues described 
in paragraph (1). 

SEC. 7402. LOAN FORGIVENESS. 

The matter under the heading ‘‘STATE AND 
TRIBAL ASSISTANCE GRANTS” under the head- 
ing “ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY” in title II of division G of the Con- 
solidated Appropriations Act, 2016 (Public 
Law 114-113), is amended in paragraph (1), by 
striking the semicolon at the end and insert- 
ing the following: ‘‘or, if a Federal or State 
emergency declaration has been issued due 
to a threat to public health from heightened 
exposure to lead in a municipal drinking 
water supply, before the date of enactment 
of this Act: Provided further, That in a State 
in which such an emergency declaration has 
been issued, the State may use more than 20 
percent of the funds made available under 
this title to the State for Drinking Water 
State Revolving Fund capitalization grants 
to provide additional subsidy to eligible re- 
cipients;”. 

SEC. 7403. REGISTRY FOR LEAD EXPOSURE AND 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) CITY.—The term ‘‘City’’ means a city 
exposed to lead contamination in the local 
drinking water system. 

(2) COMMITTEE.—The term ‘‘Committee’’ 
means the Advisory Committee established 
under subsection (c). 

(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services. 

(b) LEAD EXPOSURE REGISTRY.—The Sec- 
retary shall establish within the Agency for 
Toxic Substances and Disease Registry or 
another relevant agency at the discretion of 
the Secretary, or establish through a grant 
award or contract, a lead exposure registry 
to collect data on the lead exposure of resi- 
dents of a City on a voluntary basis. 

(c) ADVISORY COMMITTEE.— 

(1) MEMBERSHIP.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es- 
tablish an Advisory Committee in coordina- 
tion with the Director of the Centers for Dis- 
ease Control and Prevention and other rel- 
evant agencies as determined by the Sec- 
retary consisting of Federal members and 
non-Federal members, and which shall in- 
clude— 

(i) an epidemiologist; 

(ii) a toxicologist; 

(iii) a mental health professional; 

(iv) a pediatrician; 

(v) an early childhood education expert; 

(vi) a special education expert; 

(vii) a dietician; and 

(viii) an environmental health expert. 

(B) REQUIREMENTS.—Membership in the 
Committee shall not exceed 15 members and 
not less than 4% of the members shall be Fed- 
eral members. 

(2) CHAIR.—The Secretary shall designate a 
chair from among the Federal members ap- 
pointed to the Committee. 

(3) TERMS.—Members of the Committee 
shall serve for a term of not more than 3 
years and the Secretary may reappoint mem- 
bers for consecutive terms. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


(4) APPLICATION OF FACA.—The Committee 
shall be subject to the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act (5 U.S.C. App.). 

(5) RESPONSIBILITIES.—The 
shall, at a minimum— 

(A) review the Federal programs and serv- 
ices available to individuals and commu- 
nities exposed to lead; 

(B) review current research on lead poi- 
soning to identify additional research needs; 

(C) review and identify best practices, or 
the need for best practices, regarding lead 
screening and the prevention of lead poi- 
soning; 

(D) identify effective services, including 
services relating to healthcare, education, 
and nutrition for individuals and commu- 
nities affected by lead exposure and lead poi- 
soning, including in consultation with, as ap- 
propriate, the lead exposure registry as es- 
tablished in subsection (b); and 

(E) undertake any other review or activi- 
ties that the Secretary determines to be ap- 
propriate. 

(6) REPORT.—Annually for 5 years and 
thereafter as determined necessary by the 
Secretary or as required by Congress, the 
Committee shall submit to the Secretary, 
the Committees on Finance, Health, Edu- 
cation, Labor, and Pensions, and Agri- 
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry of the Sen- 
ate and the Committees on Education and 
the Workforce, Energy and Commerce, and 
Agriculture of the House of Representatives 
a report that includes— 

(A) an evaluation of the effectiveness of 
the Federal programs and services available 
to individuals and communities exposed to 
lead; 

(B) an evaluation of additional lead poi- 
soning research needs; 

(C) an assessment of any effective screen- 
ing methods or best practices used or devel- 
oped to prevent or screen for lead poisoning; 

(D) input and recommendations for im- 
proved access to effective services relating 
to healthcare, education, or nutrition for in- 
dividuals and communities impacted by lead 
exposure; and 

(E) any other recommendations for com- 
munities affected by lead exposure, as appro- 
priate. 

(d) MANDATORY FUNDING.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—On the date of enactment 
of this Act, out of any funds in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall transfer to the Secretary, 
to be available during the period of fiscal 
years 2016 through 2020— 

(A) $17,500,000 to carry out subsection (b); 
and 

(B) $2,500,000 to carry out subsection (c). 

(2) RECEIPT AND ACCEPTANCE.—The Sec- 
retary shall be entitled to receive, shall ac- 
cept, and shall use to carry out subsections 
(b) and (c) the funds transferred under sub- 
paragraphs (A) and (B) of paragraph (1), re- 
spectively, without further appropriation. 
SEC. 7404. ADDITIONAL FUNDING FOR CERTAIN 

CHILDHOOD HEALTH PROGRAMS. 

(a) CHILDHOOD LEAD POISONING PREVENTION 
PROGRAM.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—On the date of enactment 
of this Act, out of any funds in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall transfer to the Director of 
the Centers for Disease Control and Preven- 
tion, to be available during the period of fis- 
cal years 2017 and 2018, $10,000,000 for the 
childhood lead poisoning prevention program 
authorized under section 317A of the Public 
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 247b-1). 

(2) RECEIPT AND ACCEPTANCE.—The Director 
of the Centers for Disease Control and Pre- 
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vention shall be entitled to receive, shall ac- 
cept, and shall use to carry out the child- 
hood lead poisoning prevention program au- 
thorized under section 317A of the Public 
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 247b-1) the 
funds transferred under paragraph (1), with- 
out further appropriation. 

(b) HEALTHY HOMES PROGRAM.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—On the date of enactment 
of this Act, out of any funds in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall transfer to the Secretary 
of Housing and Urban Development, to be 
available during the period of fiscal years 
2017 and 2018, $10,000,000 to carry out the 
Healthy Homes Initiative of the Department 
of Housing and Urban Development. 

(2) RECEIPT AND ACCEPTANCE.—The Sec- 
retary of Housing and Urban Development 
shall be entitled to receive, shall accept, and 
shall use to carry out the Healthy Homes 
Initiative of the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development the funds transferred 
under paragraph (1), without further appro- 
priation. 

(c) HEALTHY START PROGRAM.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—On the date of enactment 
of this Act, out of any funds in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall transfer to the Adminis- 
trator of the Health Resources and Services 
Administration, to be available during the 
period of fiscal years 2017 and 2018, $10,000,000 
to carry out the Healthy Start Initiative 
under section 330H of the Public Health Serv- 
ice Act (42 U.S.C. 254c-8). 

(2) RECEIPT AND ACCEPTANCE.—The Admin- 
istrator of the Health Resources and Serv- 
ices Administration shall be entitled to re- 
ceive, shall accept, and shall use to carry out 
the Healthy Start Initiative under section 
330H of the Public Health Service Act (42 
U.S.C. 254c-8) the funds transferred under 
paragraph (1), without further appropriation. 
SEC. 7405. REVIEW AND REPORT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Attorney General and the Inspector General 
of the Environmental Protection Agency 
shall submit to the Committees on Appro- 
priations, Environment and Public Works, 
and Homeland Security and Governmental 
Affairs of the Senate and the Committees on 
Appropriations, Energy and Commerce, 
Transportation and Infrastructure, and Over- 
sight and Government Reform of the House 
of Representatives a report on the status of 
any ongoing investigations into the Federal 
and State response to the contamination of 
the drinking water supply of the City of 
Flint, Michigan. 

(b) REVIEW.—Not later than 30 days after 
the completion of the investigations de- 
scribed in subsection (a), the Comptroller 
General of the United States shall commence 
a review of issues that are not addressed by 
the investigations and relating to— 

(1) the adequacy of the response by the 
State of Michigan and the City of Flint to 
the drinking water crisis in Flint, Michigan, 
including the timeliness and transparency of 
the response, as well as the capacity of the 
State and City to manage the drinking water 
system; and 

(2) the adequacy of the response by Region 
5 of the Environmental Protection Agency to 
the drinking water crisis in Flint, Michigan, 
including the timeliness and transparency of 
the response. 

(c) CONTENTS OF REPORT.—Not later than 1 
year after commencing each review under 
subsection (b), the Comptroller General of 
the United States shall submit to Congress a 
report that includes— 
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(1) a statement of the principal findings of 
the review; and 

(2) recommendations for Congress and the 
President to take any actions to prevent a 
similar situation in the future and to protect 
public health. 

Subtitle E—Report on Groundwater 
Contamination 

SEC. 7501. DEFINITIONS. 

In this subtitle: 

(1) COMPREHENSIVE STRATEGY.—The term 
“comprehensive strategy” means a plan 


for— 
(A) the remediation of the plume under the 
Comprehensive Environmental Response, 


Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 (42 
U.S.C. 9601 et seq.); or 

(B) corrective action under the Solid Waste 
Disposal Act (42 U.S.C. 6901 et seq.). 

(2) GROUNDWATER.—The term ‘‘ground- 
water’? means water in a saturated zone or 
stratum beneath the surface of land or 
water. 

(3) PLUME.—The term ‘‘plume’’ means any 
hazardous waste (as defined in section 1004 of 
the Solid Waste Disposal Act (42 U.S.C. 6903)) 
or hazardous substance (as defined in section 
101 of the Comprehensive Environmental Re- 
sponse, Compensation, and Liability Act of 
1980 (42 U.S.C. 9601)) found in the ground- 
water supply. 

(4) SITE.—The term ‘‘site’’? means the site 
located at 830 South Oyster Bay Road, 
Bethpage, New York, 11714 (Environmental 
Protection Agency identification number 
NYD002047967). 

SEC. 7502. REPORT ON GROUNDWATER CONTAMI- 
NATION. 

Not later than 180 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act and annually there- 
after, the Secretary of the Navy shall submit 
to Congress a report on the groundwater con- 
tamination from the site that includes— 

(1) a description of the status of the 
groundwater contaminants that are leaving 
the site and migrating to a location within a 
10-mile radius of the site, including— 

(A) detailed mapping of the movement of 
the plume over time; and 

(B) projected migration rates of the plume; 

(2) an analysis of the current and future 
impact of the movement of the plume on 
drinking water facilities; and 

(3) a comprehensive strategy to prevent 
the groundwater contaminants from the site 
from contaminating drinking water wells 
that, as of the date of the submission of the 
report, have not been affected by the migra- 
tion of the plume. 

Subtitle F—Restoration 

PART I—GREAT LAKES RESTORATION 

SEC. 7611. GREAT LAKES RESTORATION INITIA- 
TIVE. 

Section 118(c) of the Federal Water Pollu- 
tion Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1268(c)) is amend- 
ed by striking paragraph (7) and inserting 
the following: 

(7) GREAT LAKES RESTORATION 
TIVE.— 

“(A) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
in the Agency a Great Lakes Restoration 
Initiative (referred to in this paragraph as 
the ‘Initiative’) to carry out programs and 
projects for Great Lakes protection and res- 
toration. 

“(B) FOCUS AREAS.—Each fiscal year under 
a 5-year Initiative Action Plan, the Initia- 
tive shall prioritize programs and projects, 
carried out in coordination with non-Federal 
partners, that address priority areas, such 
as— 

“(i) the remediation of toxic substances 
and areas of concern; 
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“(i) the prevention and control of invasive 
species and the impacts of invasive species; 

“Gii) the protection and restoration of 
nearshore health and the prevention and 
mitigation of nonpoint source pollution; 

“(iv) habitat and wildlife protection and 
restoration, including wetlands restoration 
and preservation; and 

“(v) accountability, monitoring, evalua- 
tion, communication, and partnership activi- 
ties. 

‘“(C) PROJECTS.—Under the Initiative, the 
Agency shall collaborate with Federal part- 
ners, including the Great Lakes Interagency 
Task Force, to select the best combination 
of programs and projects for Great Lakes 
protection and restoration using appropriate 
principles and criteria, including whether a 
program or project provides— 

“(i) the ability to achieve strategic and 
measurable environmental outcomes that 
implement the Great Lakes Action Plan and 
the Great Lakes Water Quality Agreement; 

“(ii) the feasibility of— 

(I) prompt implementation; 

‘(ID timely achievement of results; and 

‘(III) resource leveraging; and 

“Gii) the opportunity to improve inter- 
agency and inter-organizational coordina- 
tion and collaboration to reduce duplication 
and streamline efforts. 

“(D) IMPLEMENTATION OF PROJECTS.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(G)Gi), funds made available to carry out the 
Initiative shall be used to strategically im- 
plement— 

“(I) Federal projects; and 

“(II) projects carried out in coordination 
with States, Indian tribes, municipalities, 
institutions of higher education, and other 
organizations. 

“(ii) TRANSFER OF FUNDS.—With amounts 
made available for the Initiative each fiscal 
year, the Administrator may— 

“(I) transfer not more than $300,000,000 to 
the head of any Federal department or agen- 
cy, with the concurrence of the department 
or agency head, to carry out activities to 
support the Initiative and the Great Lakes 
Water Quality Agreement; 

‘“(ID) enter into an interagency agreement 
with the head of any Federal department or 
agency to carry out activities described in 
subclause (I); and 

“(TIT) make grants to governmental enti- 
ties, nonprofit organizations, institutions, 
and individuals for planning, research, moni- 
toring, outreach, and implementation of 
projects in furtherance of the Initiative and 
the Great Lakes Water Quality Agreement. 

“(E) SCOPE.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—Projects shall be carried 
out under the Initiative on multiple levels, 
including— 

“(T) Great Lakes-wide; and 

‘“(ID) Great Lakes basin-wide. 

“(ii) LIMITATION.—No funds made available 
to carry out the Initiative may be used for 
any water infrastructure activity (other 
than a green infrastructure project that im- 
proves habitat and other ecosystem func- 
tions in the Great Lakes) for which amounts 
are made available from— 

“(I)a State water pollution control revolv- 
ing fund established under title VI; or 

“(ID) a State drinking water revolving loan 
fund established under section 1452 of the 
Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12). 

“(F) ACTIVITIES BY OTHER FEDERAL AGEN- 
CIES.—Each relevant Federal department or 
agency shall, to the maximum extent prac- 
ticable— 

“(i) maintain the base level of funding for 
the Great Lakes activities of that depart- 
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ment or agency without regard to funding 
under the Initiative; and 

“(ii) identify new activities and projects to 
support the environmental goals of the Ini- 
tiative and the Great Lakes Water Quality 
Agreement. 

‘(G) FUNDING.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to be 
appropriated to carry out this paragraph 
$300,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2017 
through 2021. 

“(ii) LIMITATION.—Nothing in this para- 
graph creates, expands, or amends the au- 
thority of the Administrator to implement 
programs or projects under— 

“(I) this section; 

“(ID the Initiative Action Plan; or 

‘“(IIT) the Great Lakes Water Quality 
Agreement.’’. 

SEC. 7612. AMENDMENTS TO THE GREAT LAKES 
FISH AND WILDLIFE RESTORATION 
ACT OF 1990. 

(a) REFERENCES.—Except as otherwise ex- 
pressly provided, wherever in this section an 
amendment is expressed in terms of an 
amendment to a section or other provision, 
the reference shall be considered to be made 
to a section or other provision of the Great 
Lakes Fish and Wildlife Restoration Act of 
1990 (16 U.S.C. 941 et seq.). 

(b) FINDINGS.—The Act is amended by 
striking section 1002 and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“SEC. 1002. FINDINGS. 

“Congress finds that— 

“(1) the Great Lakes have fish and wildlife 
communities that are structurally and func- 
tionally changing; 

“(2) successful fish and wildlife manage- 
ment focuses on the lakes as ecosystems, and 
effective management requires the coordina- 
tion and integration of efforts of many part- 
ners; 

“(3) it is in the national interest to under- 
take activities in the Great Lakes Basin that 
support sustainable fish and wildlife re- 
sources of common concern provided under 
the Great Lakes Restoration Initiative Ac- 
tion Plan based on the recommendations of 
the Great Lakes Regional Collaboration au- 
thorized under Executive Order 13340 (69 Fed. 
Reg. 29043; relating to the Great Lakes Inter- 
agency Task Force); 

“(4) additional actions and better coordina- 
tion are needed to protect and effectively 
manage the fish and wildlife resources, and 
the habitats on which the resources depend, 
in the Great Lakes Basin; 

“(5) as of the date of enactment of this 
Act, actions are not funded that are consid- 
ered essential to meet the goals and objec- 
tives in managing the fish and wildlife re- 
sources, and the habitats on which the re- 
sources depend, in the Great Lakes Basin; 
and 

“(6) this Act allows Federal agencies, 
States, and Indian tribes to work in an effec- 
tive partnership by providing the funding for 
restoration work.”. 

(c) IDENTIFICATION, REVIEW, AND IMPLEMEN- 
TATION OF PROPOSALS AND REGIONAL 
PROJECTS.— 

(1) REQUIREMENTS FOR PROPOSALS AND RE- 
GIONAL PROJECTS.—Section 1005(b)(2)(B) (16 
U.S.C. 941c(b)(2)(B)) is amended— 

(A) in clause (v), by striking ‘‘and’’ at the 
end; 

(B) in clause (vi), by striking the period at 
the end and inserting a semicolon; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

“(vii) the strategic action plan of the 
Great Lakes Restoration Initiative; and 

‘““(viii) each applicable State wildlife action 
plan.’’. 
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(2) REVIEW OF PROPOSALS.—Section 
1005(c)(2)(C) (16 U.S.C. 941c(c)(2)(C)) is amend- 
ed by striking “Great Lakes Coordinator of 
the”. 

(3) COST SHARING.—Section 1005(e) 
U.S.C. 941c(e)) is amended— 

(A) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘Except as provided in para- 
graphs (2) and (4), not less than 25 percent of 
the cost of implementing a proposal” and in- 
serting the following: 

“(A) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—Except as pro- 
vided in paragraphs (8) and (5) and subject to 
paragraph (2), not less than 25 percent of the 
cost of implementing a proposal or regional 
project”; and 

(ii) by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(B) TIME PERIOD FOR PROVIDING MATCH.— 
The non-Federal share of the cost of imple- 
menting a proposal or regional project re- 
quired under subparagraph (A) may be pro- 
vided at any time during the 2-year period 
preceding January 1 of the year in which the 
Director receives the application for the pro- 
posal or regional project.”’; 

(B) by redesignating paragraphs (2) 
through (4) as paragraphs (3) through (5), re- 
spectively; and 

(C) by inserting before paragraph (8) (as so 
redesignated) the following: 

‘(2) AUTHORIZED SOURCES OF NON-FEDERAL 
SHARE.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Director may deter- 
mine the non-Federal share under paragraph 
(1) by taking into account— 

“(i) the appraised value of land or a con- 
servation easement as described in subpara- 
graph (B); or 

“(ii) as described in subparagraph (C), the 
costs associated with— 

‘“(I) land acquisition or securing a con- 
servation easement; and 

“(JI) restoration or enhancement of that 
land or conservation easement. 

‘(B) APPRAISAL OF LAND OR CONSERVATION 
EASEMENT.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—The value of land or a 
conservation easement may be used to sat- 
isfy the non-Federal share of the cost of im- 
plementing a proposal or regional project re- 
quired under paragraph (1)(A) if the Director 
determines that the land or conservation 
easement— 

“(D) meets the requirements of subsection 
(b)(2); 

“(IT) is acquired before the end of the grant 
period of the proposal or regional project; 

“(III) is held in perpetuity for the con- 
servation purposes of the programs of the 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service re- 
lated to the Great Lakes Basin, as described 
in section 1006, by an accredited land trust or 
conservancy or a Federal, State, or tribal 
agency; 

‘(IV) is connected either physically or 
through a conservation planning process to 
the proposal or regional project; and 

‘“(V) is appraised in accordance with clause 
(ii). 

‘“(ii) APPRAISAL.—With respect to the ap- 
praisal of land or a conservation easement 
described in clause (i)— 

“(ID) the appraisal valuation date shall be 
not later than 1 year after the price of the 
land or conservation easement was set under 
a contract; and 

““(IT) the appraisal shall— 

“(aa) conform to the Uniform Standards of 
Professional Appraisal Practice (USPAP); 
and 

‘““pb) be completed by a Federal- or State- 
certified appraiser. 

‘(C) COSTS OF LAND ACQUISITION OR SECUR- 
ING CONSERVATION EASEMENT.— 
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‘“(i) IN GENERAL.—AI1 costs associated with 
land acquisition or securing a conservation 
easement and restoration or enhancement of 
that land or conservation easement may be 
used to satisfy the non-Federal share of the 
cost of implementing a proposal or regional 
project required under paragraph (1)(A) if the 
activities and expenses associated with the 
land acquisition or securing the conservation 
easement and restoration or enhancement of 
that land or conservation easement meet the 
requirements of subparagraph (B)(i). 

‘“(ii) INCLUSION.—The costs referred to in 
clause (i) may include cash, in-kind con- 
tributions, and indirect costs. 

“(iii) EXCLUSION.—The costs referred to in 
clause (i) may not be costs associated with 
mitigation or litigation (other than costs as- 
sociated with the Natural Resource Damage 
Assessment program).’’. 

(d) ESTABLISHMENT OF OFFICES.—Section 
1007 (16 U.S.C. 941e) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in the subsection heading, by striking 
“FISHERY RESOURCES” and inserting ‘‘FISH 
AND WILDLIFE CONSERVATION”; and 
(B) by striking ‘‘Fishery Resources’’ each 
place it appears and inserting ‘‘Fish and 
Wildlife Conservation’’; 

(2) in subsection (c)— 

(A) in the subsection heading, by striking 
“FISHERY RESOURCES” and inserting ‘‘FISH 
AND WILDLIFE CONSERVATION”; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘Fishery Resources” each 
place it appears and inserting ‘‘Fish and 
Wildlife Conservation’’; 

(3) by striking subsection (a); and 

(4) by redesignating subsections (b) and (c) 
as subsections (a) and (b), respectively. 

(e) REPORTS.—Section 1008 (16 U.S.C. 941f) 
is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), in the matter pre- 
ceding paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘2011’’ and 
inserting ‘‘2021’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by striking ‘‘2007 through 2012” and inserting 
‘2016 through 2020”; and 

(B) in paragraph (5), by inserting ‘‘the 
Great Lakes Restoration Initiative Action 
Plan based on” after ‘‘in support of”; and 

(3) by striking subsection (c) and inserting 
the following: 

‘“(c) CONTINUED MONITORING AND ASSESS- 
MENT OF STUDY FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDA- 
TIONS.—The Director— 

“(1) shall continue to monitor the status, 
and the assessment, management, and res- 
toration needs, of the fish and wildlife re- 
sources of the Great Lakes Basin; and 

““(2) may reassess and update, as necessary, 
the findings and recommendations of the Re- 

ort.’’. 
y (f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 1009 (16 U.S.C. 941g) is amended— 

(1) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by striking ‘‘2007 through 2012” and inserting 
‘2016 through 2021”; 

(2) in paragraph (1)— 

(A) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by striking ‘‘$14,000,000’’ and inserting 
“*$6,000,000’’; 


(B) in subparagraph (A), by striking 
‘*$4,600,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$2,000,000’’; and 
(C) in subparagraph (B), by striking 


“*$700,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$300,000’’; and 

(3) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘the ac- 
tivities of’ and all that follows through 
“section 1007” and inserting ‘‘the activities 
of the Upper Great Lakes Fish and Wildlife 
Conservation Offices and the Lower Great 
Lakes Fish and Wildlife Conservation Office 
under section 1007”. 

(g) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 8 of 
the Great Lakes Fish and Wildlife Restora- 
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tion Act of 2006 (16 U.S.C. 941 note; Public 
Law 109-826) is repealed. 

PART II—LAKE TAHOE RESTORATION 
SEC. 7621. FINDINGS AND PURPOSES. 

The Lake Tahoe Restoration Act (Public 
Law 106-506; 114 Stat. 2351) is amended by 
striking section 2 and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“SEC. 2. FINDINGS AND PURPOSES. 

“(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 

“(1) Lake Tahoe— 

“(A) is one of the largest, deepest, and 
clearest lakes in the world; 

“(B) has a cobalt blue color, a biologically 
diverse alpine setting, and remarkable water 
clarity; and 

“(C) is recognized nationally and world- 
wide as a natural resource of special signifi- 
cance; 

“(2) in addition to being a scenic and eco- 
logical treasure, the Lake Tahoe Basin is one 
of the outstanding recreational resources of 
the United States, which— 

“(A) offers skiing, water sports, biking, 
camping, and hiking to millions of visitors 
each year; and 

“(B) contributes significantly to the econo- 
mies of California, Nevada, and the United 
States; 

“(3) the economy in the Lake Tahoe Basin 
is dependent on the conservation and res- 
toration of the natural beauty and recre- 
ation opportunities in the area; 

“(4) the ecological health of the Lake 
Tahoe Basin continues to be challenged by 
the impacts of land use and transportation 
patterns developed in the last century; 

“(5) the alteration of wetland, wet mead- 
ows, and stream zone habitat have com- 
promised the capacity of the watershed to 
filter sediment, nutrients, and pollutants be- 
fore reaching Lake Tahoe; 

“(6) forests in the Lake Tahoe Basin suffer 
from over a century of fire damage and peri- 
odic drought, which have resulted in— 

“(A) high tree density and mortality; 

“(B) the loss of biological diversity; and 

“(C) a large quantity of combustible forest 
fuels, which significantly increases the 
threat of catastrophic fire and insect infesta- 
tion; 

‘“(7) the establishment of several aquatic 
and terrestrial invasive species (including 
perennial pepperweed, milfoil, and Asian 
clam) threatens the ecosystem of the Lake 
Tahoe Basin; 

“(8) there is an ongoing threat to the econ- 
omy and ecosystem of the Lake Tahoe Basin 
of the introduction and establishment of 
other invasive species (such as yellow 
starthistle, New Zealand mud snail, Zebra 
mussel, and quagga mussel); 

(9) 78 percent of the land in the Lake 
Tahoe Basin is administered by the Federal 
Government, which makes it a Federal re- 
sponsibility to restore ecological health to 
the Lake Tahoe Basin; 

“(10) the Federal Government has a long 
history of environmental stewardship at 
Lake Tahoe, including— 

“(A) congressional consent to the estab- 
lishment of the Planning Agency with— 

“(i) the enactment in 1969 of Public Law 
91-148 (83 Stat. 360); and 

“(ii) the enactment in 1980 of Public Law 
96-551 (94 Stat. 3233); 

“(B) the establishment of the Lake Tahoe 
Basin Management Unit in 1973; 

‘“(C) the enactment of Public Law 96-586 (94 
Stat. 3381) in 1980 to provide for the acquisi- 
tion of environmentally sensitive land and 
erosion control grants in the Lake Tahoe 
Basin; 
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“(D) the enactment of sections 341 and 342 
of the Department of the Interior and Re- 
lated Agencies Appropriations Act, 2004 
(Public Law 108-108; 117 Stat. 1317), which 
amended the Southern Nevada Public Land 
Management Act of 1998 (Public Law 105-263; 
112 Stat. 2346) to provide payments for the 
environmental restoration programs under 
this Act; and 

“(E) the enactment of section 382 of the 
Tax Relief and Health Care Act of 2006 (Pub- 
lic Law 109-432; 120 Stat. 3045), which amend- 
ed the Southern Nevada Public Land Man- 
agement Act of 1998 (Public Law 105-263; 112 
Stat. 2346) to authorize development and im- 
plementation of a comprehensive 10-year 
hazardous fuels and fire prevention plan for 
the Lake Tahoe Basin; 

“(11) the Assistant Secretary was an origi- 
nal signatory in 1997 to the Agreement of 
Federal Departments on Protection of the 
Environment and Economic Health of the 
Lake Tahoe Basin; 

“(12) the Chief of Engineers, under direc- 
tion from the Assistant Secretary, has con- 
tinued to be a significant contributor to 
Lake Tahoe Basin restoration, including— 

“(A) stream and wetland restoration; and 

‘(B) programmatic technical assistance; 

(18) at the Lake Tahoe Presidential 
Forum in 1997, the President renewed the 
commitment of the Federal Government to 
Lake Tahoe by— 

“(A) committing to increased Federal re- 
sources for ecological restoration at Lake 
Tahoe; and 

“(B) establishing the Federal Interagency 
Partnership and Federal Advisory Com- 
mittee to consult on natural resources issues 
concerning the Lake Tahoe Basin; 

“(14) at the 2011 and 2012 Lake Tahoe Fo- 
rums, Senator Reid, Senator Feinstein, Sen- 
ator Heller, Senator Ensign, Governor Gib- 
bons, Governor Sandoval, and Governor 
Brown— 

“(A) renewed their commitment to Lake 
Tahoe; and 

‘“(B) expressed their desire to fund the Fed- 
eral and State shares of the Environmental 
Improvement Program through 2022; 

“(15) since 1997, the Federal Government, 
the States of California and Nevada, units of 
local government, and the private sector 
have contributed more than $1,955,500,000 to 
the Lake Tahoe Basin, including— 

“(A) $635,400,000 from the Federal Govern- 
ment; 

‘“(B) $758,600,000 from the State of Cali- 
fornia; 

“(C) $123,700,000 from the State of Nevada; 

“(D) $98,900,000 from units of local govern- 
ment; and 

‘(E) $338,900,000 from private interests; 

(16) significant additional investment 
from Federal, State, local, and private 
sources is necessary— 

“(A) to restore and sustain the ecological 
health of the Lake Tahoe Basin; 

‘“(B) to adapt to the impacts of fluctuating 
water temperature and precipitation; and 

‘“(C) to prevent the introduction and estab- 
lishment of invasive species in the Lake 
Tahoe Basin; and 

“(17) the Secretary has indicated that the 
Lake Tahoe Basin Management Unit has the 
capacity for at least $10,000,000 annually for 
the Fire Risk Reduction and Forest Manage- 
ment Program. 

‘“(b) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this Act 
are— 

“(1) to enable the Chief of the Forest Serv- 
ice, the Director of the United States Fish 
and Wildlife Service, and the Administrator, 
in cooperation with the Planning Agency 
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and the States of California and Nevada, to 
fund, plan, and implement significant new 
environmental restoration activities and for- 
est management activities in the Lake 
Tahoe Basin; 

‘“(2) to ensure that Federal, State, local, 
regional, tribal, and private entities con- 
tinue to work together to manage land in 
the Lake Tahoe Basin; 

‘(3) to support local governments in efforts 
related to environmental restoration, 
stormwater pollution control, fire risk re- 
duction, and forest management activities; 
and 

“(4) to ensure that agency and science 
community representatives in the Lake 
Tahoe Basin work together— 

“(A) to develop and implement a plan for 
integrated monitoring, assessment, and ap- 
plied research to evaluate the effectiveness 
of the Environmental Improvement Pro- 
gram; and 

‘“(B) to provide objective information as a 
basis for ongoing decisionmaking, with an 
emphasis on decisionmaking relating to re- 
source management in the Lake Tahoe 
Basin.’’. 

SEC. 7622. DEFINITIONS. 

The Lake Tahoe Restoration Act (Public 
Law 106-506; 114 Stat. 2351) is amended by 
striking section 3 and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS. 

“In this Act: 

“(1) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘Adminis- 
trator’ means the Administrator of the Envi- 
ronmental Protection Agency. 

‘(2) ASSISTANT SECRETARY.—The term ‘As- 
sistant Secretary’ means the Assistant Sec- 
retary of the Army for Civil Works. 

(3) CHAIR.—The term ‘Chair’ means the 
Chair of the Federal Partnership. 

(4) COMPACT.—The term ‘Compact’ means 
the Tahoe Regional Planning Compact in- 
cluded in the first section of Public Law 96- 
551 (94 Stat. 3233). 

‘“(5) DIRECTORS.—The 
means— 

“(A) the Director of the United States Fish 
and Wildlife Service; and 

‘“(B) the Director of the United States Geo- 
logical Survey. 

‘“(6) ENVIRONMENTAL IMPROVEMENT PRO- 
GRAM.—The term ‘Environmental Improve- 
ment Program’ means— 

“(A) the Environmental Improvement Pro- 
gram adopted by the Planning Agency; and 

‘“(B) any amendments to the Program. 

‘“(7) ENVIRONMENTAL THRESHOLD CARRYING 
CAPACITY.—The term ‘environmental thresh- 
old carrying capacity’ has the meaning given 
the term in Article II of the Compact. 

“(8) FEDERAL PARTNERSHIP.—The term 
‘Federal Partnership’ means the Lake Tahoe 
Federal Interagency Partnership established 
by Executive Order 18057 (62 Fed. Reg. 41249) 
(or a successor Executive order). 

‘“(9) FOREST MANAGEMENT ACTIVITY.—The 


term ‘Directors’ 


term ‘forest management activity’ in- 
cludes— 
“(A) prescribed burning for ecosystem 


health and hazardous fuels reduction; 

“(B) mechanical and minimum tool treat- 
ment; 

“(C) stream environment zone restoration 
and other watershed and wildlife habitat en- 
hancements; 

“(D) nonnative invasive species manage- 
ment; and 

“(E) other activities consistent with For- 
est Service practices, as the Secretary deter- 
mines to be appropriate. 

(10) MAps.—The term ‘Maps’ means the 
maps— 
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“(A) entitled— 

“(i) ‘LTRA USFS-CA Land Exchange/North 
Shore’; 

“(Gi) ‘LTRA USFS-CA Land Exchange/West 
Shore’; and 

“Gii) ‘LTRA USFS-CA Land Exchange/ 
South Shore’; and 

‘“(B) dated January 4, 2016, and on file and 
available for public inspection in the appro- 
priate offices of— 

“(i) the Forest Service; 

“(ii) the California Tahoe Conservancy; 
and 

“(iii) the California Department of Parks 
and Recreation. 

“(11) NATIONAL WILDLAND FIRE CODE.—The 
term ‘national wildland fire code’ means— 

“(A) the most recent publication of the Na- 
tional Fire Protection Association codes 
numbered 1141, 1142, 1148, and 1144; 

‘“(B) the most recent publication of the 
International Wildland-Urban Interface Code 
of the International Code Council; or 

“(C) any other code that the Secretary de- 
termines provides the same, or better, stand- 
ards for protection against wildland fire as a 
code described in subparagraph (A) or (B). 

(12) PLANNING AGENCY.—The term ‘Plan- 
ning Agency’ means the Tahoe Regional 
Planning Agency established under Public 
Law 91-148 (83 Stat. 360) and Public Law 96- 
551 (94 Stat. 3233). 

‘(13) PRIORITY LIST.—The term ‘Priority 
List’ means the environmental restoration 
priority list developed under section 5(b). 

‘14) SECRETARY.—The term ‘Secretary’ 
means the Secretary of Agriculture, acting 
through the Chief of the Forest Service. 

(15) STREAM ENVIRONMENT ZONE.—The 
term ‘Stream Environment Zone’ means an 
area that generally owes the biological and 
physical characteristics of the area to the 
presence of surface water or groundwater. 

(16) TOTAL MAXIMUM DAILY LOAD.—The 
term ‘total maximum daily load’ means the 
total maximum daily load allocations adopt- 
ed under section 303(d) of the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act (83 U.S.C. 1318(d)). 

(17) WATERCRAFT.—The term ‘watercraft’ 
means motorized and non-motorized 
watercraft, including boats, seaplanes, per- 
sonal watercraft, kayaks, and canoes.”’’. 

SEC. 7623. IMPROVED ADMINISTRATION OF THE 
LAKE TAHOE BASIN MANAGEMENT 
UNIT. 

Section 4 of the Lake Tahoe Restoration 
Act (Public Law 106-506; 114 Stat. 2353) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)(3), by striking ‘‘basin’’ 
and inserting ‘‘Basin’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(¢) FOREST MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES.— 

‘**(1) COORDINATION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—In conducting forest 
management activities in the Lake Tahoe 
Basin Management Unit, the Secretary shall, 
as appropriate, coordinate with the Adminis- 
trator and State and local agencies and orga- 
nizations, including local fire departments 
and volunteer groups. 

“(B) GOALS.—The coordination of activi- 
ties under subparagraph (A) should aim to 
increase efficiencies and maximize the com- 
patibility of management practices across 
public property boundaries. 

‘(2) MULTIPLE BENEFITS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—In conducting forest 
management activities in the Lake Tahoe 
Basin Management Unit, the Secretary shall 
conduct the activities in a manner that— 

“(i) except as provided in subparagraph (B), 
attains multiple ecosystem benefits, includ- 
ing— 

“(I) reducing forest fuels; 
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“(ID maintaining biological diversity; 

“(IIT) improving wetland and water qual- 
ity, including in Stream Environment Zones; 
and 

“(IV) increasing resilience to changing 
water temperature and precipitation; and 

“(ii) helps achieve and maintain the envi- 
ronmental threshold carrying capacities es- 
tablished by the Planning Agency. 

“(B)  EXCEPTION.—Notwithstanding sub- 
paragraph (A)(i), the attainment of multiple 
ecosystem benefits shall not be required if 
the Secretary determines that management 
for multiple ecosystem benefits would exces- 
sively increase the cost of a program in rela- 
tion to the additional ecosystem benefits 
gained from the management activity. 

(3) GROUND DISTURBANCE.—Consistent 
with applicable Federal law and Lake Tahoe 
Basin Management Unit land and resource 
management plan direction, the Secretary 
shall— 

“(A) establish post-program ground condi- 
tion criteria for ground disturbance caused 
by forest management activities; and 

‘(B) provide for monitoring to ascertain 
the attainment of the post-program condi- 
tions. 

‘(d) WITHDRAWAL OF FEDERAL LAND.— 

‘“(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to valid existing 
rights and paragraph (2), the Federal land lo- 
cated in the Lake Tahoe Basin Management 
Unit is withdrawn from— 

“(A) all forms of entry, appropriation, or 
disposal under the public land laws; 

‘(B) location, entry, and patent under the 
mining laws; and 

‘(C) disposition under all laws relating to 
mineral and geothermal leasing. 

“(2) EXCEPTIONS.—A conveyance of land 
shall be exempt from withdrawal under this 
subsection if carried out under— 

“(A) this Act; or 

“(B) Public Law 96-586 (94 Stat. 3381) (com- 
monly known as the ‘Santini-Burton Act’). 

‘“(e) ENVIRONMENTAL THRESHOLD CARRYING 
CAPACITY.—The Lake Tahoe Basin Manage- 
ment Unit shall support the attainment of 
the environmental threshold carrying capac- 
ities. 

‘“(f) COOPERATIVE AUTHORITIES.—During 
the 4 fiscal years following the date of enact- 
ment of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 2016, the Secretary, in conjunction 
with land adjustment programs, may enter 
into contracts and cooperative agreements 
with States, units of local government, and 
other public and private entities to provide 
for fuel reduction, erosion control, reforest- 
ation, Stream Environment Zone restora- 
tion, and similar management activities on 
Federal land and non-Federal land within 
the programs.”’. 

SEC. 7624. AUTHORIZED PROGRAMS. 

The Lake Tahoe Restoration Act (Public 
Law 106-506; 114 Stat. 2351) is amended by 
striking section 5 and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“SEC. 5. AUTHORIZED PROGRAMS. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, the As- 
sistant Secretary, the Directors, and the Ad- 
ministrator, in coordination with the Plan- 
ning Agency and the States of California and 
Nevada, may carry out or provide financial 
assistance to any program that— 

“(1) is described in subsection (d); 

“(2) is included in the Priority List under 
subsection (b); and 

‘(3) furthers the purposes of the Environ- 
mental Improvement Program if the pro- 
gram has been subject to environmental re- 
view and approval, respectively, as required 
under Federal law, Article VII of the Com- 
pact, and State law, as applicable. 
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“(b) PRIORITY LIST.— 

“(1) DEADLINE.—Not later than March 15 of 
the year after the date of enactment of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 2016, 
the Chair, in consultation with the Sec- 
retary, the Administrator, the Directors, the 
Planning Agency, the States of California 
and Nevada, the Federal Partnership, the 
Washoe Tribe, the Lake Tahoe Federal Advi- 
sory Committee, and the Tahoe Science Con- 
sortium (or a successor organization) shall 
submit to Congress a prioritized Environ- 
mental Improvement Program list for the 
Lake Tahoe Basin for the program categories 
described in subsection (d). 

‘(2) CRITERIA.—The ranking of the Priority 
List shall be based on the best available 
science and the following criteria: 

‘“(A) The 4-year threshold carrying capac- 
ity evaluation. 

“(B) The ability to measure progress or 
success of the program. 

“(C) The potential to significantly con- 
tribute to the achievement and maintenance 
of the environmental threshold carrying ca- 
pacities identified in Article II of the Com- 
pact. 

“(D) The ability of a program to provide 
multiple benefits. 

“(E) The ability of a program to leverage 
non-Federal contributions. 

“(F) Stakeholder support for the program. 

“(G) The justification of Federal interest. 

“(H) Agency priority. 

““(T) Agency capacity. 

““(J) Cost-effectiveness. 

““(K) Federal funding history. 

“(3) REVISIONS.—The Priority List sub- 
mitted under paragraph (1) shall be revised 
every 2 years. 

“(4) FUNDING.—Of the amounts made avail- 
able under section 10(a), $80,000,000 shall be 
made available to the Secretary to carry out 
projects listed on the Priority List. 

“(c) RESTRICTION.—The Administrator 
shall use not more than 3 percent of the 
funds provided under subsection (a) for ad- 
ministering the programs described in para- 
graphs (1) and (2) of subsection (d). 

““(d) DESCRIPTION OF ACTIVITIES.— 

‘(1) FIRE RISK REDUCTION AND FOREST MAN- 
AGEMENT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Of the amounts made 
available under section 10(a), $150,000,000 
shall be made available to the Secretary to 
carry out, including by making grants, the 
following programs: 

“G) Programs identified as part of the 
Lake Tahoe Basin Multi-Jurisdictional Fuel 
Reduction and Wildfire Prevention Strategy 
10-Year Plan. 

“Gi) Competitive grants for fuels work to 
be awarded by the Secretary to communities 
that have adopted national wildland fire 
codes to implement the applicable portion of 
the 10-year plan described in clause (i). 

“Gii) Biomass programs, including feasi- 
bility assessments. 

“(iv) Angora Fire Restoration under the 
jurisdiction of the Secretary. 

“(v) Washoe Tribe programs on tribal lands 
within the Lake Tahoe Basin. 

“(vi) Development of an updated Lake 
Tahoe Basin multijurisdictional fuel reduc- 
tion and wildfire prevention strategy, con- 
sistent with section 4(c). 

“(vii) Development of updated community 
wildfire protection plans by local fire dis- 
tricts. 

“(viii) Municipal water infrastructure that 
significantly improves the firefighting capa- 
bility of local government within the Lake 
Tahoe Basin. 

“(ix) Stewardship end result contracting 
projects carried out under section 604 of the 
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Healthy Forests Restoration Act of 2003 (16 
U.S.C. 6591c). 

“(B) MINIMUM ALLOCATION.—Of the 
amounts made available to the Secretary to 
carry out subparagraph (A), at least 
$100,000,000 shall be used by the Secretary for 
programs under subparagraph (A)(i). 

“(C) PRIORITY.—Units of local government 
that have dedicated funding for inspections 
and enforcement of defensible space regula- 
tions shall be given priority for amounts pro- 
vided under this paragraph. 

‘(D) COST-SHARING REQUIREMENTS.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—As a condition on the re- 
ceipt of funds, communities or local fire dis- 
tricts that receive funds under this para- 
graph shall provide a 25-percent match. 

‘(ii) FORM OF NON-FEDERAL SHARE.— 

“(I) IN GENERAL.—The non-Federal share 
required under clause (i) may be in the form 
of cash contributions or in-kind contribu- 
tions, including providing labor, equipment, 
supplies, space, and other operational needs. 

‘(II) CREDIT FOR CERTAIN DEDICATED FUND- 
ING.—There shall be credited toward the non- 
Federal share required under clause (i) any 
dedicated funding of the communities or 
local fire districts for a fuels reduction man- 
agement program, defensible space inspec- 
tions, or dooryard chipping. 

“(JIT) DOCUMENTATION.—Communities and 
local fire districts shall— 

“(aa) maintain a record of in-kind con- 
tributions that describes— 

“(AA) the monetary value of the in-kind 
contributions; and 

“(BB) the manner in which the in-kind 
contributions assist in accomplishing pro- 
gram goals and objectives; and 

‘“(bb) document in all requests for Federal 
funding, and include in the total program 
budget, evidence of the commitment to pro- 
vide the non-Federal share through in-kind 
contributions. 

‘(2) INVASIVE SPECIES MANAGEMENT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Of the amounts made 
available under section 10(a), $45,000,000 shall 
be made available to the Director of the 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service for 
the Aquatic Invasive Species Program and 
the watercraft inspections described in sub- 
paragraph (B). 

‘(B) DESCRIPTION OF ACTIVITIES.—The Di- 
rector of the United States Fish and Wildlife 
Service, in coordination with the Assistant 
Secretary, the Planning Agency, the Cali- 
fornia Department of Fish and Wildlife, and 
the Nevada Department of Wildlife, shall de- 
ploy strategies consistent with the Lake 
Tahoe Aquatic Invasive Species Management 
Plan to prevent the introduction or spread of 
aquatic invasive species in the Lake Tahoe 
region. 

“(C) CRITERIA.—The strategies referred to 
in subparagraph (B) shall provide that— 

“(i) combined inspection and decontamina- 
tion stations be established and operated at 
not less than 2 locations in the Lake Tahoe 
region; and 

“(ii) watercraft not be allowed to launch in 
waters of the Lake Tahoe region if the 
watercraft has not been inspected in accord- 
ance with the Lake Tahoe Aquatic Invasive 
Species Management Plan. 

“(D) CERTIFICATION.—The Planning Agency 
may certify State and local agencies to per- 
form the decontamination activities de- 
scribed in subparagraph (C)(i) at locations 
outside the Lake Tahoe Basin if standards at 
the sites meet or exceed standards for simi- 
lar sites in the Lake Tahoe Basin established 
under this paragraph. 

“(E) APPLICABILITY.—The strategies and 
criteria developed under this paragraph shall 
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apply to all watercraft to be launched on 
water within the Lake Tahoe region. 

“(F) FEES.—The Director of the United 
States Fish and Wildlife Service may collect 
and spend fees for decontamination only at a 
level sufficient to cover the costs of oper- 
ation of inspection and decontamination sta- 
tions under this paragraph. 

‘(G) CIVIL PENALTIES.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—Any person that 
launches, attempts to launch, or facilitates 
launching of watercraft not in compliance 
with strategies deployed under this para- 
graph shall be liable for a civil penalty in an 
amount not to exceed $1,000 per violation. 

“(ii) OTHER AUTHORITIES.—Any penalties 
assessed under this subparagraph shall be 
separate from penalties assessed under any 
other authority. 

“(H) LIMITATION.—The strategies and cri- 
teria under subparagraphs (B) and (C), re- 
spectively, may be modified if the Secretary 
of the Interior, in a nondelegable capacity 
and in consultation with the Planning Agen- 
cy and State governments, issues a deter- 
mination that alternative measures will be 
no less effective at preventing introduction 
of aquatic invasive species into Lake Tahoe 
than the strategies and criteria developed 
under subparagraphs (B) and (C), respec- 
tively. 

“(I) SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY.—The au- 
thority under this paragraph is supplemental 
to all actions taken by non-Federal regu- 
latory authorities. 

“(J) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—Nothing in this title 
restricts, affects, or amends any other law or 
the authority of any department, instrumen- 
tality, or agency of the United States, or any 
State or political subdivision thereof, re- 
specting the control of invasive species. 

‘(3) STORMWATER MANAGEMENT, EROSION 
CONTROL, AND TOTAL WATERSHED RESTORA- 
TION.—Of the amounts made available under 
section 10(a), $113,000,000 shall be made avail- 
able— 

“(A) to the Secretary, the Secretary of the 
Interior, the Assistant Secretary, or the Ad- 
ministrator for the Federal share of 
stormwater management and related pro- 
grams consistent with the adopted Total 
Maximum Daily Load and near-shore water 
quality goals; 

“(B) for grants by the Secretary and the 
Administrator to carry out the programs de- 
scribed in subparagraph (A); 

“(C) to the Secretary or the Assistant Sec- 
retary for the Federal share of the Upper 
Truckee River restoration programs and 
other watershed restoration programs identi- 
fied in the Priority List established under 
section 5(b); and 

“(D) for grants by the Administrator to 
carry out the programs described in subpara- 
graph (C). 

“(4) SPECIAL STATUS SPECIES MANAGE- 
MENT.—Of the amounts made available under 
section 10(a), $20,000,000 shall be made avail- 
able to the Director of the United States 
Fish and Wildlife Service for the Lahontan 
Cutthroat Trout Recovery Program.”’’. 

SEC. 7625. PROGRAM PERFORMANCE AND AC- 
COUNTABILITY. 

The Lake Tahoe Restoration Act (Public 
Law 106-506; 114 Stat. 2351) is amended by 
striking section 6 and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“SEC. 6. PROGRAM PERFORMANCE AND AC- 
COUNTABILITY. 

“(a) PROGRAM PERFORMANCE AND ACCOUNT- 
ABILITY.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Of the amounts made 
available under section 10(a), not less than 
$5,000,000 shall be made available to the Sec- 
retary to carry out this section. 
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**(2) PLANNING AGENCY.—Of the amounts de- 
scribed in paragraph (1), not less than 50 per- 
cent shall be made available to the Planning 
Agency to carry out the program oversight 
and coordination activities established under 
subsection (d). 

‘“(b) CONSULTATION.—In carrying out this 
Act, the Secretary, the Administrator, and 
the Directors shall, as appropriate and in a 
timely manner, consult with the heads of the 
Washoe Tribe, applicable Federal, State, re- 
gional, and local governmental agencies, and 
the Lake Tahoe Federal Advisory Com- 
mittee. 

‘“(c) CORPS OF ENGINEERS; 
AGREEMENTS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Assistant Secretary 
may enter into interagency agreements with 
non-Federal interests in the Lake Tahoe 
Basin to use Lake Tahoe Partnership-Mis- 
cellaneous General Investigations funds to 
provide programmatic technical assistance 
for the Environmental Improvement Pro- 
gram. 

‘(2) LOCAL COOPERATION AGREEMENTS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Before providing tech- 
nical assistance under this section, the As- 
sistant Secretary shall enter into a local co- 
operation agreement with a non-Federal in- 
terest to provide for the technical assist- 
ance. 

(B) COMPONENTS.—The agreement entered 
into under subparagraph (A) shall— 

‘“(i) describe the nature of the technical as- 
sistance; 

‘“(ii) describe any legal and institutional 
structures necessary to ensure the effective 
long-term viability of the end products by 
the non-Federal interest; and 

“Gii) include cost-sharing provisions in ac- 
cordance with subparagraph (C). 

“(C) FEDERAL SHARE.— 

‘“(i) IN GENERAL.—The Federal share of pro- 
gram costs under each local cooperation 
agreement under this paragraph shall be 65 
percent. 

“(ii) ForRM.—The Federal share may be in 
the form of reimbursements of program 
costs. 

“(iii) CREDIT.—The non-Federal interest 
may receive credit toward the non-Federal 
share for the reasonable costs of related 
technical activities completed by the non- 
Federal interest before entering into a local 
cooperation agreement with the Assistant 
Secretary under this paragraph. 

‘“(d) EFFECTIVENESS EVALUATION AND MONI- 
TORING.—In carrying out this Act, the Sec- 
retary, the Administrator, and the Directors, 
in coordination with the Planning Agency 
and the States of California and Nevada, 
shall— 

“(1) develop and implement a plan for inte- 
grated monitoring, assessment, and applied 
research to evaluate the effectiveness of the 
Environmental Improvement Program; 

‘“(2) include funds in each program funded 
under this section for monitoring and assess- 
ment of results at the program level; and 

(3) use the integrated multiagency per- 
formance measures established under this 
section. 

“(e) REPORTING REQUIREMENTS.—Not later 
than March 15 of each year, the Secretary, in 
cooperation with the Chair, the Adminis- 
trator, the Directors, the Planning Agency, 
and the States of California and Nevada, con- 
sistent with subsection (a), shall submit to 
Congress a report that describes— 

“(1) the status of all Federal, State, local, 
and private programs authorized under this 
Act, including to the maximum extent prac- 
ticable, for programs that will receive Fed- 
eral funds under this Act during the current 
or subsequent fiscal year— 
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“(A) the program scope; 

‘“(B) the budget for the program; and 

‘(C) the justification for the program, con- 
sistent with the criteria established in sec- 
tion 5(b)(2); 

‘“(2) Federal, State, local, and private ex- 
penditures in the preceding fiscal year to im- 
plement the Environmental Improvement 
Program; 

“3) accomplishments in the preceding fis- 
cal year in implementing this Act in accord- 
ance with the performance measures and 
other monitoring and assessment activities; 
and 

‘(4) public education and outreach efforts 
undertaken to implement programs author- 
ized under this Act. 

““(f) ANNUAL BUDGET PLAN.—As part of the 
annual budget of the President, the Presi- 
dent shall submit information regarding 
each Federal agency involved in the Envi- 
ronmental Improvement Program (including 
the Forest Service, the Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, the United States Fish and 
Wildlife Service, the United States Geologi- 
cal Survey, and the Corps of Engineers), in- 
cluding— 

“(1) an interagency crosscut budget that 
displays the proposed budget for use by each 
Federal agency in carrying out restoration 
activities relating to the Environmental Im- 
provement Program for the following fiscal 
year; 

“(2) a detailed accounting of all amounts 
received and obligated by Federal agencies 
to achieve the goals of the Environmental 
Improvement Program during the preceding 
fiscal year; and 

“(3) a description of the Federal role in the 
Environmental Improvement Program, in- 
cluding the specific role of each agency in- 
volved in the restoration of the Lake Tahoe 
Basin.”’. 

SEC. 7626. CONFORMING AMENDMENTS; UP- 
DATES TO RELATED LAWS. 

(a) LAKE TAHOE RESTORATION AcT.—The 
Lake Tahoe Restoration Act (Public Law 
106-506; 114 Stat. 2351) is amended— 

(1) by striking sections 8 and 9; 

(2) by redesignating sections 10, 11, and 12 
as sections 8, 9, and 10, respectively; and 

(3) in section 9 (as redesignated by para- 
graph (2)) by inserting ‘‘, Director, or Admin- 
istrator”’ after ‘‘Secretary’’. 

(b) TAHOE REGIONAL PLANNING COMPACT.— 
Subsection (c) of Article V of the Tahoe Re- 
gional Planning Compact (Public Law 96-551; 
94 Stat. 3240) is amended in the third sen- 
tence by inserting ‘‘and, in so doing, shall 
ensure that the regional plan reflects chang- 
ing economic conditions and the economic 
effect of regulation on commerce” after 
“maintain the regional plan’’. 

(c) TREATMENT UNDER TITLE 49, UNITED 
STATES CODE.—Section 5303(r)(2)(C) of title 
49, United States Code, is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘and 25 square miles of 
land area” after ‘‘145,000’’; and 

(2) by inserting ‘‘and 12 square miles of 
land area” after ‘‘65,000’’. 

SEC. 7627. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

The Lake Tahoe Restoration Act (Public 
Law 106-506; 114 Stat. 2351) is amended by 
striking section 10 (as redesignated by sec- 
tion 7626(a)(2)) and inserting the following: 
“SEC. 10. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

‘“(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this Act $415,000,000 for a period of 
10 fiscal years beginning the first fiscal year 
after the date of enactment of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 2016. 

‘(b) EFFECT ON OTHER FUNDS.—Amounts 
authorized under this section and any 
amendments made by this Act— 
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“(1) shall be in addition to any other 
amounts made available to the Secretary, 
the Administrator, or the Directors for ex- 
penditure in the Lake Tahoe Basin; and 

“(2) shall not reduce allocations for other 
Regions of the Forest Service, the Environ- 
mental Protection Agency, or the United 
States Fish and Wildlife Service. 

“(c) COST-SHARING REQUIREMENT.—Except 
as provided in subsection (d) and section 
5(d)(1)(D), funds for activities carried out 
under section 5 shall be available for obliga- 
tion on a 1-to-1 basis with funding of restora- 
tion activities in the Lake Tahoe Basin by 
the States of California and Nevada. 

“(d) RELOCATION CostTs.—Notwithstanding 
subsection (c), the Secretary shall provide to 
local utility districts 74 of the costs of relo- 
cating facilities in connection with— 

“(1) environmental restoration programs 
under sections 5 and 6; and 

‘“(2) erosion control programs under sec- 
tion 2 of Public Law 96-586 (94 Stat. 3381). 

“(e) SIGNAGE.—To the maximum extent 
practicable, a program provided assistance 
under this Act shall include appropriate 
signage at the program site that— 

‘(1) provides information to the public 
on— 

“(A) the amount of Federal funds being 
provided to the program; and 

“(B) this Act; and 

‘“(2) displays the visual identity mark of 
the Environmental Improvement Program.’’. 
SEC. 7628. LAND TRANSFERS TO IMPROVE MAN- 

AGEMENT EFFICIENCIES OF FED- 
ERAL AND STATE LAND. 

Section 3(b) of Public Law 96-586 (94 Stat. 
3384) (commonly known as the ‘‘Santini-Bur- 
ton Act’’) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘(b) Lands” and inserting 
the following: 

‘*(b) ADMINISTRATION OF ACQUIRED LAND.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Land’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘*(2) CALIFORNIA CONVEYANCES.— 

‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If the State of Cali- 
fornia (acting through the California Tahoe 
Conservancy and the California Department 
of Parks and Recreation) offers to donate to 
the United States the non-Federal land de- 
scribed in subparagraph (B)(i), the Sec- 
retary— 

“(i) may accept the offer; and 

“(ii) convey to the State of California, sub- 
ject to valid existing rights and for no con- 
sideration, all right, title, and interest of the 
United States in and to the Federal land. 

‘*(B) DESCRIPTION OF LAND.— 

“(i) NON-FEDERAL LAND.—The non-Federal 
land referred to in subparagraph (A) in- 
cludes— 

“(D) the approximately 1,936 acres of land 
administered by the California Tahoe Con- 
servancy and identified on the Maps as 
‘Tahoe Conservancy to the USFS’; and 

‘“(II) the approximately 183 acres of land 
administered by California State Parks and 
identified on the Maps as ‘Total USFS to 
California’. 

“(ii) FEDERAL LAND.—The Federal land re- 
ferred to in subparagraph (A) includes the 
approximately 1,995 acres of Forest Service 
land identified on the Maps as ‘U.S. Forest 
Service to Conservancy and State Parks’. 

“(C) CONDITIONS.—Any land conveyed 
under this paragraph shall— 

“(i) be for the purpose of consolidating 
Federal and State ownerships and improving 
management efficiencies; 

“(ii) not result in any significant changes 
in the uses of the land; and 

“(iii) be subject to the condition that the 
applicable deed include such terms, restric- 
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tions, covenants, conditions, and reserva- 
tions as the Secretary determines nec- 
essary— 

“(I) to ensure compliance with this Act; 
and 

““(II) to ensure that the transfer of develop- 
ment rights associated with the conveyed 
parcels shall not be recognized or available 
for transfer under chapter 51 of the Code of 
Ordinances for the Tahoe Regional Planning 
Agency. 

‘“(D) CONTINUATION OF SPECIAL USE PER- 
MITS.—The land conveyance under this para- 
graph shall be subject to the condition that 
the State of California accept all special use 
permits applicable, as of the date of enact- 
ment of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 2016, to the land described in subpara- 
graph (B)(ii) for the duration of the special 
use permits, and subject to the terms and 
conditions of the special use permits. 

“(3) NEVADA CONVEYANCES.— 

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—In accordance with this 
section and on request by the Governor of 
Nevada, the Secretary may transfer the land 
or interests in land described in subpara- 
graph (B) to the State of Nevada without 
consideration, subject to appropriate deed 
restrictions to protect the environmental 
quality and public recreational use of the 
land transferred. 

‘“(B) DESCRIPTION OF LAND.—The land re- 
ferred to in subparagraph (A) includes— 

“(i) the approximately 38.68 acres of Forest 
Service land identified on the map entitled 
‘State of Nevada Conveyances’ as ‘Van Sick- 
le Unit USFS Inholding’; and 

“(i) the approximately 92.28 acres of For- 
est Service land identified on the map enti- 
tled ‘State of Nevada Conveyances’ as ‘Lake 
Tahoe Nevada State Park USFS Inholding’. 

“(C) CONDITIONS.—Any land conveyed 
under this paragraph shall— 

“G) be for the purpose of consolidating 
Federal and State ownerships and improving 
management efficiencies; 

“(i) not result in any significant changes 
in the uses of the land; and 

“(ii) be subject to the condition that the 
applicable deed include such terms, restric- 
tions, covenants, conditions, and reserva- 
tions as the Secretary determines nec- 
essary— 

“(I) to ensure compliance with this Act; 
and 

“(IT) to ensure that the development rights 
associated with the conveyed parcels shall 
not be recognized or available for transfer 
under section 90.2 of the Code of Ordinances 
for the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency. 

“(D) CONTINUATION OF SPECIAL USE PER- 
MITS.—The land conveyance under this para- 
graph shall be subject to the condition that 
the State of Nevada accept all special use 
permits applicable, as of the date of enact- 
ment of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 2016, to the land described in subpara- 
graph (B)(ii) for the duration of the special 
use permits, and subject to the terms and 
conditions of the special use permits. 

“(4) AUTHORIZATION FOR CONVEYANCE OF 
FOREST SERVICE URBAN LOTS.— 

“(A) CONVEYANCE AUTHORITY.—Except in 
the case of land described in paragraphs (2) 
and (3), the Secretary of Agriculture may 
convey any urban lot within the Lake Tahoe 
Basin under the administrative jurisdiction 
of the Forest Service. 

‘“(B) CONSIDERATION.—A conveyance under 
subparagraph (A) shall require consideration 
in an amount equal to the fair market value 
of the conveyed lot. 

“(C) AVAILABILITY AND USE.—The proceeds 
from a conveyance under subparagraph (A) 
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shall be retained by the Secretary of Agri- 
culture and used for— 

“(i) purchasing inholdings throughout the 
Lake Tahoe Basin; or 

“(ii) providing additional funds to carry 
out the Lake Tahoe Restoration Act (Public 
Law 106-506; 114 Stat. 2351) in excess of 
amounts made available under section 10 of 
that Act. 

“(D) OBLIGATION LIMIT.—The obligation 
and expenditure of proceeds retained under 
this paragraph shall be subject to such fiscal 
year limitation as may be specified in an Act 
making appropriations for the Forest Serv- 
ice for a fiscal year. 

‘(5) REVERSION.—If a parcel of land trans- 
ferred under paragraph (2) or (3) is used in a 
manner that is inconsistent with the use de- 
scribed for the parcel of land in paragraph (2) 
or (8), respectively, the parcel of land, shall, 
at the discretion of the Secretary, revert to 
the United States. 

‘*(6) FUNDING.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Of the amounts made 
available under section 10(a) of the Lake 
Tahoe Restoration Act (Public Law 106-506; 
114 Stat. 2351), $2,000,000 shall be made avail- 
able to the Secretary to carry out the activi- 
ties under paragraphs (2), (8), and (4). 

‘“(B) OTHER FUNDS.—Of the amounts avail- 
able to the Secretary under paragraph (1), 
not less than 50 percent shall be provided to 
the California Tahoe Conservancy to facili- 
tate the conveyance of land described in 
paragraphs (2) and (8).”. 


PART III—LONG ISLAND SOUND 
RESTORATION 


RESTORATION AND STEWARDSHIP 
PROGRAMS. 

(a) LONG ISLAND SOUND RESTORATION PRO- 
GRAM.—Section 119 of the Federal Water Pol- 
lution Control Act (83 U.S.C. 1269) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in subsection (b), by striking the sub- 
section designation and heading and all that 
follows through ‘‘The Office shall” and in- 
serting the following: 

“(b) OFFICE.— 

“(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Administrator 
shall— 

“(A) continue to carry out the conference 
study; and 

“(B) establish an office, to be located on or 
near Long Island Sound. 

‘(2) ADMINISTRATION AND STAFFING.—The 
Office shall’’; 

(2) in subsection (c)— 

(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by striking “Management Conference of the 
Long Island Sound Study” and inserting 
“conference study”’; 

(B) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) in each of subparagraphs (A) through 
(G), by striking the commas at the end of the 
subparagraphs and inserting semicolons; 

(ii) in subparagraph (H), by striking 
and” and inserting a semicolon; 

(iii) in subparagraph (1), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting a semicolon; 
and 

(iv) by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(J) environmental impacts on the Long 
Island Sound watershed, including— 

“(i) the identification and assessment of 
vulnerabilities in the watershed; 

“(ii) the development and implementation 
of adaptation strategies to reduce those 
vulnerabilities; and 

“(iii) the identification and assessment of 
the impacts of sea level rise on water qual- 
ity, habitat, and infrastructure; and 

‘(K) planning initiatives for Long Island 
Sound that identify the areas that are most 
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suitable for various types or classes of ac- 
tivities in order to reduce conflicts among 
uses, reduce adverse environmental impacts, 
facilitate compatible uses, or preserve crit- 
ical ecosystem services to meet economic, 
environmental, security, or social objec- 
tives;’’; 

(C) by striking paragraph (4) and inserting 
the following: 

‘(4) develop and implement strategies to 
increase public education and awareness 
with respect to the ecological health and 
water quality conditions of Long Island 
Sound;”’; 

(D) in paragraph (5), by inserting ‘‘study’’ 
after ‘‘conference’’; 

(E) in paragraph (6)— 

(i) by inserting ‘‘(including on the Inter- 
net)” after ‘‘the public”; and 

(ii) by inserting ‘‘study”’ 
ference”; and 

(F) by striking paragraph (7) and inserting 
the following: 

‘(7) monitor the progress made toward 
meeting the identified goals, actions, and 
schedules of the Comprehensive Conserva- 
tion and Management Plan, including 
through the implementation and support of a 
monitoring system for the ecological health 
and water quality conditions of Long Island 
Sound; and’’; 

(3) in subsection (d)(3), in the second sen- 
tence, by striking ‘50 per centum” and in- 
serting ‘‘60 percent”; 

(4) by redesignating subsection (f) as sub- 
section (i); and 

(5) by inserting after subsection (e) the fol- 
lowing: 

““(f) REPORT.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 2 years 
after the date of enactment of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 2016, and bienni- 
ally thereafter, the Director of the Office, in 
consultation with the Governor of each Long 
Island Sound State, shall submit to Congress 
a report that— 

“(A) summarizes and assesses the progress 
made by the Office and the Long Island 
Sound States in implementing the Long Is- 
land Sound Comprehensive Conservation and 
Management Plan, including an assessment 
of the progress made toward meeting the 
performance goals and milestones contained 
in the Plan; 

“(B) assesses the key ecological attributes 
that reflect the health of the ecosystem of 
the Long Island Sound watershed; 

“(C) describes any substantive modifica- 
tions to the Long Island Sound Comprehen- 
sive Conservation and Management Plan 
made during the 2-year period preceding the 
date of submission of the report; 

‘(D) provides specific recommendations to 
improve progress in restoring and protecting 
the Long Island Sound watershed, including, 
as appropriate, proposed modifications to the 
Long Island Sound Comprehensive Conserva- 
tion and Management Plan; 

“(E) identifies priority actions for imple- 
mentation of the Long Island Sound Com- 
prehensive Conservation and Management 
Plan for the 2-year period following the date 
of submission of the report; and 

“(F) describes the means by which Federal 
funding and actions will be coordinated with 
the actions of the Long Island Sound States 
and other entities. 

‘(2) PUBLIC AVAILABILITY.—The Adminis- 
trator shall make the report described in 
paragraph (1) available to the public, includ- 
ing on the Internet. 

“(g) ANNUAL BUDGET PLAN.—The President 
shall submit, together with the annual budg- 
et of the United States Government sub- 
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mitted under section 1105(a) of title 31, 
United States Code, information regarding 
each Federal department and agency in- 
volved in the protection and restoration of 
the Long Island Sound watershed, includ- 
ing— 

“(1) an interagency crosscut budget that 
displays for each department and agency— 

“(A) the amount obligated during the pre- 
ceding fiscal year for protection and restora- 
tion projects and studies relating to the wa- 
tershed; 

‘“(B) the estimated budget for the current 
fiscal year for protection and restoration 
projects and studies relating to the water- 
shed; and 

“(C) the proposed budget for succeeding 
fiscal years for protection and restoration 
projects and studies relating to the water- 
shed; and 

“(2) a summary of any proposed modifica- 
tions to the Long Island Sound Comprehen- 
sive Conservation and Management Plan for 
the following fiscal year. 

“(h) FEDERAL ENTITIES.— 

“(1) COORDINATION.—The Administrator 
shall coordinate the actions of all Federal 
departments and agencies that impact water 
quality in the Long Island Sound watershed 
in order to improve the water quality and 
living resources of the watershed. 

‘“(2) METHODS.—In carrying out this sec- 
tion, the Administrator, acting through the 
Director of the Office, may— 

“(A) enter into interagency agreements; 
and 

“(B) make 
appointments. 

‘“(3) FEDERAL PARTICIPATION IN WATERSHED 
PLANNING.—A Federal department or agency 
that owns or occupies real property, or car- 
ries out activities, within the Long Island 
Sound watershed shall participate in re- 
gional and subwatershed planning, protec- 
tion, and restoration activities with respect 
to the watershed. 

“(4) CONSISTENCY WITH COMPREHENSIVE CON- 
SERVATION AND MANAGEMENT PLAN.—To the 
maximum extent practicable, the head of 
each Federal department and agency that 
owns or occupies real property, or carries 
out activities, within the Long Island Sound 
watershed shall ensure that the property and 
all activities carried out by the department 
or agency are consistent with the Long Is- 
land Sound Comprehensive Conservation and 
Management Plan (including any related 
subsequent agreements and plans).’’. 

(b) LONG ISLAND SOUND STEWARDSHIP PRO- 
GRAM.— 

(1) LONG ISLAND SOUND STEWARDSHIP ADVI- 
SORY COMMITTEE.—Section 8 of the Long Is- 
land Sound Stewardship Act of 2006 (33 U.S.C. 
1269 note; Public Law 109-359) is amended— 

(A) in subsection (g), by striking ‘‘2011’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2021’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

“(h) NONAPPLICABILITY OF FACA.—The 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (5 U.S.C. 
App.) shall not apply to— 

“(1) the Advisory Committee; or 

‘“(2) any board, committee, or other group 
established under this Act.’’. 

(2) REPORTS.—Section 9(b)(1) of the Long 
Island Sound Stewardship Act of 2006 (33 
U.S.C. 1269 note; Public Law 109-859) is 
amended in the matter preceding subpara- 
graph (A) by striking ‘‘2011’’ and inserting 
“2021”. 

(3) AUTHORIZATION.—Section 11 of the Long 
Island Sound Stewardship Act of 2006 (33 
U.S.C. 1269 note; Public Law 109-859) is 
amended— 

(A) by striking subsection (a); 
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(B) by redesignating subsections (b) 
through (d) as subsections (a) through (c), re- 
spectively; and 

(C) in subsection (a) (as so redesignated), 
by striking ‘‘under this section each” and in- 
serting ‘‘to carry out this Act for a”. 

(4) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this subsection take effect on Octo- 
ber 1, 2011. 

SEC. 7632. REAUTHORIZATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to 
be appropriated to the Administrator such 
sums as are necessary for each of fiscal years 
2017 through 2021 for the implementation of— 

(1) section 119 of the Federal Water Pollu- 
tion Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1269), other than 
subsection (d) of that section; and 

(2) the Long Island Sound Stewardship Act 
of 2006 (33 U.S.C. 1269 note; Public Law 109- 
359). 

(b) LONG ISLAND SOUND GRANTS.—There is 
authorized to be appropriated to the Admin- 
istrator to carry out section 119(d) of the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act (83 
U.S.C. 1269(d)) $40,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2017 through 2021. 

(c) LONG ISLAND SOUND STEWARDSHIP 
GRANTS.—There is authorized to be appro- 
priated to the Administrator to carry out 
the Long Island Sound Stewardship Act of 
2006 (33 U.S.C. 1269 note; Public Law 109-359) 
$25,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2017 
through 2021. 

PART IV—DELAWARE RIVER BASIN 
CONSERVATION 
SEC. 7641. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds that— 

(1) the Delaware River Basin is a national 
treasure of great cultural, environmental, 
ecological, and economic importance; 

(2) the Basin contains over 12,500 square 
miles of land in the States of Delaware, New 
Jersey, New York, and Pennsylvania, includ- 
ing nearly 800 square miles of bay and more 
than 2,000 tributary rivers and streams; 

(3) the Basin is home to more than 8,000,000 
people who depend on the Delaware River 
and the Delaware Bay as an economic en- 
gine, a place of recreation, and a vital habi- 
tat for fish and wildlife; 

(4) the Basin provides clean drinking water 
to more than 15,000,000 people, including New 
York City, which relies on the Basin for ap- 
proximately half of the drinking water sup- 
ply of the city, and Philadelphia, whose most 
significant threat to the drinking water sup- 
ply of the city is loss of forests and other 
natural cover in the Upper Basin, according 
to a study conducted by the Philadelphia 
Water Department; 

(5) the Basin contributes $25,000,000,000 an- 
nually in economic activity, provides 
$21,000,000,000 in ecosystem goods and serv- 
ices per year, and is directly or indirectly re- 
sponsible for 600,000 jobs with $10,000,000,000 
in annual wages; 

(6) almost 180 species of fish and wildlife 
are considered special status species in the 
Basin due to habitat loss and degradation, 
particularly sturgeon, eastern oyster, horse- 
shoe crabs, and red knots, which have been 
identified as unique species in need of habi- 
tat improvement; 

(7) the Basin provides habitat for over 200 
resident and migrant fish species, includes 
significant recreational fisheries, and is an 
important source of eastern oyster, blue 
crab, and the largest population of the Amer- 
ican horseshoe crab; 

(8) the annual dockside value of commer- 
cial eastern oyster fishery landings for the 
Delaware Estuary is nearly $4,000,000, mak- 
ing it the fourth most lucrative fishery in 
the Delaware River Basin watershed, and 


September 12, 2016 


proven management strategies are available 
to increase oyster habitat, abundance, and 
harvest; 

(9) the Delaware Bay has the second larg- 
est concentration of shorebirds in North 
America and is designated as one of the 4 
most important shorebird migration sites in 
the world; 

(10) the Basin, 50 percent of which is for- 
ested, also has over 700,000 acres of wetland, 
more than 126,000 acres of which are recog- 
nized as internationally important, resulting 
in a landscape that provides essential eco- 
system services, including recreation, com- 
mercial, and water quality benefits; 

(11) much of the remaining exemplary nat- 
ural landscape in the Basin is vulnerable to 
further degradation, as the Basin gains ap- 
proximately 10 square miles of developed 
land annually, and with new development, 
urban watersheds are increasingly covered 
by impervious surfaces, amplifying the quan- 
tity of polluted runoff into rivers and 
streams; 

(12) the Delaware River is the longest 
undammed river east of the Mississippi; a 
critical component of the National Wild and 
Scenic Rivers System in the Northeast, with 
more than 400 miles designated; home to one 
of the most heavily visited National Park 
units in the United States, the Delaware 
Water Gap National Recreation Area; and 
the location of 6 National Wildlife Refuges; 

(18) the Delaware River supports an inter- 
nationally renowned cold water fishery in 
more than 80 miles of its northern head- 
waters that attracts tens of thousands of 
visitors each year and generates over 
$21,000,000 in annual revenue through tour- 
ism and recreational activities; 

(14) management of water volume in the 
Basin is critical to flood mitigation and 
habitat for fish and wildlife, and following 3 
major floods along the Delaware River since 
2004, the Governors of the States of Dela- 
ware, New Jersey, New York, and Pennsyl- 
vania have called for natural flood damage 
reduction measures to combat the problem, 
including restoring the function of riparian 
corridors; 

(15) the Delaware River Port Complex (in- 
cluding docking facilities in the States of 
Delaware, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania) is 
one of the largest freshwater ports in the 
world, the Port of Philadelphia handles the 
largest volume of international tonnage and 
70 percent of the oil shipped to the East 
Coast, and the Port of Wilmington, a full- 
service deepwater port and marine terminal 
supporting more than 12,000 jobs, is the busi- 
est terminal on the Delaware River, handling 
more than 400 vessels per year with an an- 
nual import/export cargo tonnage of more 
than 4,000,000 tons; 

(16) the Delaware Estuary, where fresh- 
water from the Delaware River mixes with 
saltwater from the Atlantic Ocean, is one of 
the largest and most complex of the 28 estu- 
aries in the National Estuary Program, and 
the Partnership for the Delaware Estuary 
works to improve the environmental health 
of the Delaware Estuary; 

(17) the Delaware River Basin Commission 
is a Federal-interstate compact government 
agency charged with overseeing a unified ap- 
proach to managing the river system and im- 
plementing important water resources man- 
agement projects and activities throughout 
the Basin that are in the national interest; 

(18) restoration activities in the Basin are 
supported through several Federal and State 
agency programs, and funding for those im- 
portant programs should continue and com- 
plement the establishment of the Delaware 
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River Basin Restoration Program, which is 
intended to build on and help coordinate res- 
toration and protection funding mechanisms 
at the Federal, State, regional, and local lev- 
els; and 

(19) the existing and ongoing voluntary 
conservation efforts in the Delaware River 
Basin necessitate improved efficiency and 
cost effectiveness, as well as increased pri- 
vate-sector investments and coordination of 
Federal and non-Federal resources. 

SEC. 7642. DEFINITIONS. 

In this part: 

(1) BASIN.—The term ‘‘Basin’’ means the 4- 
State Delaware Basin region, including all of 
Delaware Bay and portions of the States of 
Delaware, New Jersey, New York, and Penn- 
sylvania located in the Delaware River wa- 
tershed. 

(2) BASIN STATE.—The term ‘‘Basin State” 
means each of the States of Delaware, New 
Jersey, New York, and Pennsylvania. 

(8) DIRECTOR.—The term ‘‘Director’’ means 
the Director of the United States Fish and 
Wildlife Service. 

(4) FOUNDATION.—The term ‘‘Foundation’’ 
means the National Fish and Wildlife Foun- 
dation, a congressionally chartered founda- 
tion established by section 2 of the National 
Fish and Wildlife Foundation Establishment 
Act (16 U.S.C. 3701). 

(5) GRANT PROGRAM.—The term ‘‘grant pro- 
gram” means the voluntary Delaware River 
Basin Restoration Grant Program estab- 
lished under section 7644. 

(6) PROGRAM.—The term ‘‘program’’ means 
the nonregulatory Delaware River Basin res- 
toration program established under section 
7643. 

(7) RESTORATION AND PROTECTION.—The 
term ‘restoration and protection”? means 
the conservation, stewardship, and enhance- 
ment of habitat for fish and wildlife to pre- 
serve and improve ecosystems and ecological 
processes on which they depend, and for use 
and enjoyment by the public. 

(8) SECRETARY.—The term “Secretary” 
means the Secretary of the Interior, acting 
through the Director. 

(9) SERVICE.—The term “Service” means 
the United States Fish and Wildlife Service. 
SEC. 7643. PROGRAM ESTABLISHMENT. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall establish a nonregula- 
tory program to be known as the ‘‘Delaware 
River Basin restoration program”. 

(b) DUTIES.—In carrying out the program, 
the Secretary shall— 

(1) draw on existing and new management 
plans for the Basin, or portions of the Basin, 
and work in consultation with applicable 
management entities, including representa- 
tives of the Partnership for the Delaware Es- 
tuary, the Delaware River Basin Commis- 
sion, the Federal Government, and other 
State and local governments, and regional 
and nonprofit organizations, as appropriate, 
to identify, prioritize, and implement res- 
toration and protection activities within the 
Basin; 

(2) adopt a Basinwide strategy that— 

(A) supports the implementation of a 
shared set of science-based restoration and 
protection activities developed in accordance 
with paragraph (1); 

(B) targets cost-effective projects with 
measurable results; and 

(C) maximizes conservation outcomes with 
no net gain of Federal full-time equivalent 
employees; and 

(8) establish the voluntary grant and tech- 
nical assistance programs in accordance with 
section 7644. 
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(c) COORDINATION.—In establishing the pro- 
gram, the Secretary shall consult, as appro- 
priate, with— 

(1) the heads of Federal agencies, includ- 
ing— 

(A) the Administrator; 

(B) the Administrator of the National Oce- 
anic and Atmospheric Administration; 

(C) the Chief of the Natural Resources Con- 
servation Service; 

(D) the Chief of Engineers; and 

(E) the head of any other applicable agen- 
cy; 

(2) the Governors of the Basin States; 

(3) the Partnership for the Delaware Estu- 
ary; 

(4) the Delaware River Basin Commission; 

(5) fish and wildlife joint venture partner- 
ships; and 

(6) other public agencies and organizations 
with authority for the planning and imple- 
mentation of conservation strategies in the 
Basin. 

(d) PURPOSES.—The purposes of the pro- 
gram include— 

(1) coordinating restoration and protection 
activities among Federal, State, local, and 
regional entities and conservation partners 
throughout the Basin; and 

(2) carrying out coordinated restoration 
and protection activities, and providing for 
technical assistance throughout the Basin 
and Basin States— 

(A) to sustain and enhance fish and wildlife 
habitat restoration and protection activities; 

(B) to improve and maintain water quality 
to support fish and wildlife, as well as the 
habitats of fish and wildlife, and drinking 
water for people; 

(C) to sustain and enhance water manage- 
ment for volume and flood damage mitiga- 
tion improvements to benefit fish and wild- 
life habitat; 

(D) to improve opportunities for public ac- 
cess and recreation in the Basin consistent 
with the ecological needs of fish and wildlife 
habitat; 

(EŒ) to facilitate strategic planning to 
maximize the resilience of natural systems 
and habitats under changing watershed con- 
ditions; 

(F) to engage the public through outreach, 
education, and citizen involvement, to in- 
crease capacity and support for coordinated 
restoration and protection activities in the 
Basin; 

(G) to increase scientific capacity to sup- 
port the planning, monitoring, and research 
activities necessary to carry out coordinated 
restoration and protection activities; and 

(H) to provide technical assistance to carry 
out restoration and protection activities in 
the Basin. 

SEC. 7644. GRANTS AND ASSISTANCE. 

(a) DELAWARE RIVER BASIN RESTORATION 
GRANT PROGRAM.—To the extent that funds 
are available to carry out this section, the 
Secretary shall establish a voluntary grant 
and technical assistance program to be 
known as the “Delaware River Basin Res- 
toration Grant Program’’ to provide com- 
petitive matching grants of varying amounts 
to State and local governments, nonprofit 
organizations, institutions of higher edu- 
cation, and other eligible entities to carry 
out activities described in section 7648(d). 

(b) CRITERIA.—The Secretary, in consulta- 
tion with the organizations described in sec- 
tion 7643(c), shall develop criteria for the 
grant program to help ensure that activities 
funded under this section accomplish one or 
more of the purposes identified in section 
7643(d)(2) and advance the implementation of 
priority actions or needs identified in the 
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Basinwide strategy adopted under section 
7643(b)(2). 

(c) COST SHARING.— 

(1) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of 
the cost of a project funded under the grant 
program shall not exceed 50 percent of the 
total cost of the activity, as determined by 
the Secretary. 

(2) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—The non-Federal 
share of the cost of a project funded under 
the grant program may be provided in cash 
or in the form of an in-kind contribution of 
services or materials. 

(d) ADMINISTRATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may enter 
into an agreement to manage the grant pro- 
gram with the National Fish and Wildlife 
Foundation or a similar organization that 
offers grant management services. 

(2) FUNDING.—If the Secretary enters into 
an agreement under paragraph (1), the orga- 
nization selected shall— 

(A) for each fiscal year, receive amounts to 
carry out this section in an advance pay- 
ment of the entire amount on October 1, or 
as soon as practicable thereafter, of that fis- 
cal year; 

(B) invest and reinvest those amounts for 
the benefit of the grant program; and 

(C) otherwise administer the grant pro- 
gram to support partnerships between the 
public and private sectors in accordance with 
this part. 

(3) REQUIREMENTS.—If the Secretary enters 
into an agreement with the Foundation 
under paragraph (1), any amounts received 
by the Foundation under this section shall 
be subject to the National Fish and Wildlife 
Foundation Establishment Act (16 U.S.C. 
3701 et seq.), excluding section 10(a) of that 
Act (16 U.S.C. 3709(a)). 

SEC. 7645. ANNUAL REPORTS. 

Not later than 180 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act and annually there- 
after, the Secretary shall submit to Congress 
a report on the implementation of this part, 
including a description of each project that 
has received funding under this part. 

SEC. 7646. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to be 
appropriated to the Secretary to carry out 
this part $5,000,000 for each of fiscal years 
2017 through 2022. 

(b) USE.—Of any amount made available 
under this section for each fiscal year, the 
Secretary shall use at least 75 percent to 
carry out the grant program under section 
7644 and to provide, or provide for, technical 
assistance under that program. 


PART V—COLUMBIA RIVER BASIN 
RESTORATION 
SEC. 7651. COLUMBIA RIVER BASIN RESTORA- 
TION. 

Title I of the Federal Water Pollution Con- 
trol Act (33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 
“SEC. 123. COLUMBIA RIVER BASIN 

TION. 

“(a) DEFINITIONS.— 

‘(1) COLUMBIA RIVER BASIN.—The term ‘Co- 
lumbia River Basin’ means the entire United 
States portion of the Columbia River water- 
shed. 

‘(2) ESTUARY PARTNERSHIP.—The term ‘Es- 
tuary Partnership’ means the Lower Colum- 
bia Estuary Partnership, an entity created 
by the States of Oregon and Washington and 
the Environmental Protection Agency under 
section 320. 

‘(3) ESTUARY PLAN.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘Estuary Plan’ 
means the Estuary Partnership Comprehen- 
sive Conservation and Management Plan 


RESTORA- 
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adopted by the Environmental Protection 
Agency and the Governors of Oregon and 
Washington on October 20, 1999, under sec- 
tion 320. 

‘“(B) INCLUSION.—The term ‘Estuary Plan’ 
includes any amendments to the plan. 

“(4) LOWER COLUMBIA RIVER ESTUARY.—The 
term ‘Lower Columbia River Estuary’ means 
the mainstem Columbia River from the Bon- 
neville Dam to the Pacific Ocean and tidally 
influenced portions of tributaries to the Co- 
lumbia River in that region. 

‘“(5) MIDDLE AND UPPER COLUMBIA RIVER 
BASIN.—The term ‘Middle and Upper Colum- 
bia River Basin’ means the region consisting 
of the United States portion of the Columbia 
River Basin above Bonneville Dam. 

‘“(6) PROGRAM.—The term ‘Program’ means 
the Columbia River Basin Restoration Pro- 
gram established under subsection (b)(1)(A). 

“(b) COLUMBIA RIVER BASIN RESTORATION 
PROGRAM.— 

“(1) ESTABLISHMENT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 
establish within the Environmental Protec- 
tion Agency a Columbia River Basin Res- 
toration Program. 

“(B) EFFECT.— 

“(i) The establishment of the Program does 
not modify any legal or regulatory authority 
or program in effect as of the date of enact- 
ment of this section, including the roles of 
Federal agencies in the Columbia River 
Basin. 

“(ii) This section does not create any new 
regulatory authority. 

‘“(2) SCOPE OF PROGRAM.—The Program 
shall consist of a collaborative stakeholder- 
based program for environmental protection 
and restoration activities throughout the 
Columbia River Basin. 

“(3) DUTIES.—The Administrator shall— 

“(A) assess trends in water quality, includ- 
ing trends that affect uses of the water of the 
Columbia River Basin; 

‘“(B) collect, characterize, and assess data 
on water quality to identify possible causes 
of environmental problems; and 

“(C) provide grants in accordance with sub- 
section (d) for projects that assist in— 

““(i) eliminating or reducing pollution; 

“Gi) cleaning up contaminated sites; 

“(ii) improving water quality; 

‘“(iv) monitoring to evaluate trends; 

“(v) reducing runoff; 

““(vi) protecting habitat; or 

“(vii) promoting citizen engagement or 
knowledge. 

‘(c) STAKEHOLDER WORKING GROUP.— 

“(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Administrator 
shall establish a Columbia River Basin Res- 
toration Working Group (referred to in this 
subsection as the ‘Working Group’). 

‘(2) MEMBERSHIP.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Membership in the 
Working Group shall be on a voluntary basis 
and any person invited by the Administrator 
under this subsection may decline member- 
ship. 

‘“(B) INVITED REPRESENTATIVES.—The Ad- 
ministrator shall invite, at a minimum, rep- 
resentatives of— 

““(i) each State located in whole or in part 
within the Columbia River Basin; 

‘“(ii) the Governors of each State located in 
whole or in part with the Columbia River 
Basin; 

‘“(iii) each federally recognized Indian tribe 
in the Columbia River Basin; 

‘“(iv) local governments located in the Co- 
lumbia River Basin; 

“(v) industries operating in the Columbia 
River Basin that affect or could affect water 
quality; 
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“(vi) electric, water, and wastewater utili- 
ties operating in the Columba River Basin; 

“(vii) private landowners in the Columbia 
River Basin; 

“(viii) soil and water conservation districts 
in the Columbia River Basin; 

“(ix) nongovernmental organizations that 
have a presence in the Columbia River Basin; 

“(x) the general public in the Columbia 
River Basin; and 

“(xi) the Estuary Partnership. 

‘(3) GEOGRAPHIC REPRESENTATION.—The 
Working Group shall include representatives 
from— 

“(A) each State; and 

‘“(B) each of the Lower, Middle, and Upper 
Basins of the Columbia River. 

‘“(4) DUTIES AND RESPONSIBILITIES.—The 
Working Group shall— 

‘(A) recommend and prioritize projects 
and actions; and 

‘“(B) review the progress and effectiveness 
of projects and actions implemented. 

‘(5) LOWER COLUMBIA RIVER ESTUARY.— 

‘(A) ESTUARY PARTNERSHIP.—The Estuary 
Partnership shall perform the duties and ful- 
fill the responsibilities of the Working Group 
described in paragraph (4) as those duties 
and responsibilities relate to the Lower Co- 
lumbia River Estuary for such time as the 
Estuary Partnership is the management con- 
ference for the Lower Columbia River Na- 
tional Estuary Program under section 320. 

(B) DESIGNATION.—If the Estuary Partner- 
ship ceases to be the management conference 
for the Lower Columbia River National Estu- 
ary Program under section 320, the Adminis- 
trator may designate the new management 
conference to assume the duties and respon- 
sibilities of the Working Group described in 
paragraph (4) as those duties and responsibil- 
ities relate to the Lower Columbia River Es- 
tuary. 

“(C) INCORPORATION.—If the Estuary Part- 
nership is removed from the National Estu- 
ary Program, the duties and responsibilities 
for the lower 146 miles of the Columbia River 
pursuant to this Act shall be incorporated 
into the duties of the Working Group. 

(d) GRANTS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 
establish a voluntary, competitive Columbia 
River Basin program to provide grants to 
State governments, tribal governments, re- 
gional water pollution control agencies and 
entities, local government entities, non- 
governmental entities, or soil and water con- 
servation districts to develop or implement 
projects authorized under this section for the 
purpose of environmental protection and res- 
toration activities throughout the Columbia 
River Basin. 

‘(2) FEDERAL SHARE.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), the Federal share of the 
cost of any project or activity carried out 
using funds from a grant provided to any 
person (including a State, tribal, or local 
government or interstate or regional agency) 
under this subsection for a fiscal year— 

“(i) shall not exceed 75 percent of the total 
cost of the project or activity; and 

“(ii) shall be made on condition that the 
non-Federal share of that total cost shall be 
provided from non-Federal sources. 

‘(B) EXCEPTIONS.—With respect to cost- 
sharing for a grant provided under this sub- 
section— 

“(i) a tribal government may use Federal 
funds for the non-Federal share; and 

“(ii) the Administrator may increase the 
Federal share under such circumstances as 
the Administrator determines to be appro- 
priate. 
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“(3) ALLOCATION.—In making grants using 
funds appropriated to carry out this section, 
the Administrator shall— 

“(A) provide not less than 25 percent of the 
funds to make grants for projects, programs, 
and studies in the Lower Columbia River Es- 
tuary; 

‘(B) provide not less than 25 percent of the 
funds to make grants for projects, programs, 
and studies in the Middle and Upper Colum- 
bia River Basin, which includes the Snake 
River Basin; and 

“(C) retain for Environmental Protection 
Agency not more than 5 percent of the funds 
for purposes of implementing this section. 

‘*(4) REPORTING.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Each grant recipient 
under this subsection shall submit to the Ad- 
ministrator reports on progress being made 
in achieving the purposes of this section. 

‘“(B) REQUIREMENTS.—The Administrator 
shall establish requirements and timelines 
for recipients of grants under this subsection 
to report on progress made in achieving the 
purposes of this section. 

‘*(6) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER FUNDING.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Nothing in this sub- 
section limits the eligibility of the Estuary 
Partnership to receive funding under section 
320(g). 

“(B) LIMITATION.—None of the funds made 
available under this subsection may be used 
for the administration of a management con- 
ference under section 320. 

“(e) ANNUAL BUDGET PLAN.—The President, 
as part of the annual budget submission of 
the President to Congress under section 
1105(a) of title 31, United States Code, shall 
submit information regarding each Federal 
agency involved in protection and restora- 
tion of the Columbia River Basin, including 
an interagency crosscut budget that displays 
for each Federal agency— 

“(1) the amounts obligated for the pre- 
ceding fiscal year for protection and restora- 
tion projects, programs, and studies relating 
to the Columbia River Basin; 

“(2) the estimated budget for the current 
fiscal year for protection and restoration 
projects, programs, and studies relating to 
the Columbia River Basin; and 

“(3) the proposed budget for protection and 
restoration projects, programs, and studies 
relating to the Columbia River Basin.’’. 


Subtitle G—Innovative Water Infrastructure 
Workforce Development 


INNOVATIVE WATER INFRASTRUC- 
TURE WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT 
PROGRAM. 

(a) GRANTS AUTHORIZED.—The Adminis- 
trator shall establish a competitive grant 
program to assist the development of innova- 
tive activities relating to workforce develop- 
ment in the water utility sector. 

(b) SELECTION OF GRANT RECIPIENTS.—In 
awarding grants under subsection (a), the 
Administrator shall, to the maximum extent 
practicable, select water utilities that— 

(1) are geographically diverse; 

(2) address the workforce and human re- 
sources needs of large and small public water 
and wastewater utilities; 

(8) address the workforce and human re- 
sources needs of urban and rural public 
water and wastewater utilities; 

(4) advance training relating to construc- 
tion, utility operations, treatment and dis- 
tribution, green infrastructure, customer 
service, maintenance, and engineering; and 

(5)(A) have a high retiring workforce rate; 
or 

(B) are located in areas with a high unem- 
ployment rate. 
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(c) USE OF FUNDS.—Grants awarded under 
subsection (a) may be used for activities 
such as— 

(1) targeted internship, apprenticeship, 
preapprenticeship, and post-secondary bridge 
programs for mission-critical skilled trades, 
in collaboration with labor organizations, 
community colleges, and other training and 
education institutions that provide— 

(A) on-the-job training; 

(B) soft and hard skills development; 

(C) test preparation for skilled trade ap- 
prenticeships; or 

(D) other support services to facilitate 
post-secondary success; 

(2) kindergarten through 12th grade and 
young adult education programs that— 

(A) educate young people about the role of 
water and wastewater utilities in the com- 
munities of the young people; 

(B) increase the career awareness and expo- 
sure of the young people to water utility ca- 
reers through various work-based learning 
opportunities inside and outside the class- 
room; and 

(C) connect young people to post-secondary 
career pathways related to water utilities; 

(8) regional industry and workforce devel- 
opment collaborations to identify water util- 
ity employment needs, map existing career 
pathways, support the development of cur- 
ricula, facilitate the sharing of resources, 
and coordinate candidate development, staff 
preparedness efforts, and activities that en- 
gage and support— 

(A) water utilities employers; 

(B) educational and training institutions; 

(C) local community-based organizations; 

(D) public workforce agencies; and 

(E) other related stakeholders; 

(4) integrated learning laboratories embed- 
ded in high schools or other secondary edu- 
cational institutions that provide students 
with— 

(A) hands-on, contextualized learning op- 
portunities; 

(B) dual enrollment credit for post-sec- 
ondary education and training programs; and 

(C) direct connection to industry employ- 
ers; and 

(5) leadership development, occupational 
training, mentoring, or cross-training pro- 
grams that ensure that incumbent water and 
wastewater utilities workers are prepared for 
higher-level supervisory or management- 
level positions. 

Subtitle H—Offset 
SEC. 7801. OFFSET. 

None of the funds available to the Sec- 
retary of Energy to provide any credit sub- 
sidy under subsection (d) of section 136 of the 
Energy Independence and Security Act of 
2007 (42 U.S.C. 17013) as of the date of enact- 
ment of this Act shall be obligated for new 
loan commitments under that subsection on 
or after October 1, 2020. 

TITLE VIII—MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS 

SEC. 8001. APPROVAL OF STATE PROGRAMS FOR 
CONTROL OF COAL COMBUSTION 
RESIDUALS. 

Section 4005 of the Solid Waste Disposal 
Act (42 U.S.C. 6945) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

‘“(d) STATE PROGRAMS FOR CONTROL OF 
COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUALS.— 

“(1) APPROVAL BY ADMINISTRATOR.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Each State may submit 
to the Administrator, in such form as the 
Administrator may establish, evidence of a 
permit program or other system of prior ap- 
proval and conditions under State law for 
regulation by the State of coal combustion 
residual units that are located in the State 
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in lieu of a Federal program under this sub- 
section. 

‘“(B) REQUIREMENT.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date on which a State submits the 
evidence described in subparagraph (A), the 
Administrator shall approve, in whole or in 
part, a permit program or other system of 
prior approval and conditions submitted 
under subparagraph (A) if the Administrator 
determines that the program or other sys- 
tem requires each coal combustion residual 
unit located in the State to achieve compli- 
ance with— 

“(i) the applicable criteria for coal com- 
bustion residual units under part 257 of title 
40, Code of Federal Regulations (or successor 
regulations), promulgated pursuant to sec- 
tions 1008(a)(8) and 4004(a); or 

“(ii) such other State criteria that the Ad- 
ministrator, after consultation with the 
State, determines to be at least as protective 
as the criteria described in clause (i). 

‘(C) PERMIT REQUIREMENTS.—The Adminis- 
trator may approve under subparagraph 
(B)Gi) a State permit program or other sys- 
tem of prior approval and conditions that al- 
lows a State to include technical standards 
for individual permits or conditions of ap- 
proval that differ from the technical stand- 
ards under part 257 of title 40, Code of Fed- 
eral Regulations (or successor regulations), 
if, based on site-specific conditions, the tech- 
nical standards established pursuant to an 
approved State program or other system are 
at least as protective as the technical stand- 
ards under that part. 

‘(D) WITHDRAWAL OF APPROVAL.— 

“(i) PROGRAM REVIEW.—The Administrator 
shall review programs or other systems ap- 
proved under subparagraph (B)— 

“(I) from time to time, but not less fre- 
quently than once every 5 years; or 

“(IT) on request of any State. 

‘“(ii) NOTIFICATION AND OPPORTUNITY FOR A 
PUBLIC HEARING.—The Administrator shall 
provide to the relevant State notice and an 
opportunity for a public hearing if the Ad- 
ministrator determines that— 

‘“T) a revision or correction to the permit 
program or other system of prior approval 
and conditions of the State is required for 
the State to achieve compliance with the re- 
quirements of subparagraph (B); 

“(IT) the State has not adopted and imple- 
mented an adequate permit program or other 
system of prior approval and conditions for 
each coal combustion residual unit located 
in the State to ensure compliance with the 
requirements of subparagraph (B); or 

‘(III) the State has, at any time, approved 
or failed to revoke a permit under this sub- 
section that would lead to the violation of a 
law to protect human health or the environ- 
ment of any other State. 

“(iii) WITHDRAWAL.— 

“(I) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 
withdraw approval of a State permit pro- 
gram or other system of prior approval and 
conditions if, after the Administrator pro- 
vides notice and an opportunity for a public 
hearing to the relevant State under clause 
(ii), the Administrator determines that the 
State has not corrected the deficiency. 

‘(II) REINSTATEMENT OF STATE APPROVAL.— 
Any withdrawal of approval under subclause 
(I) shall cease to be effective on the date on 
which the Administrator makes a determina- 
tion that the State permit program or other 
system of prior approval and conditions com- 
plies with the requirements of subparagraph 
(B). 

‘(2) NONPARTICIPATING STATES.— 

‘(A) DEFINITION OF NONPARTICIPATING 
STATE.—In this paragraph, the term ‘non- 
participating State’ means a State— 
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“(i) for which the Administrator has not 
approved a State permit program or other 
system of prior approval and conditions 
under paragraph (1)(B); 

“(ii) the Governor of which has not sub- 
mitted to the Administrator for approval 
evidence to operate a State permit program 
or other system of prior approval and condi- 
tions under paragraph (1)(A); 

“(iii) the Governor of which has provided 
notice to the Administrator that, not fewer 
than 90 days after the date on which the Gov- 
ernor provides notice to the Administrator, 
the State relinquishes an approval under 
paragraph (1)(B) to operate a permit program 
or other system of prior approval and condi- 
tions; or 

“(iv) for which the Administrator has 
withdrawn approval for a permit program or 
other system of prior approval and condi- 
tions under paragraph (1)(D)(iii). 

‘(B) PERMIT PROGRAM.—In the case of a 
nonparticipating State for which the Admin- 
istrator makes a determination that the 
nonparticipating State lacks the capacity to 
implement a permit program or other sys- 
tem of prior approval and conditions and 
subject to the availability of appropriations, 
the Administrator may implement a permit 
program to require each coal combustion re- 
sidual unit located in the nonparticipating 
State to achieve compliance with applicable 
criteria established by the Administrator 
under part 257 of title 40, Code of Federal 
Regulations (or successor regulations). 

‘(3) APPLICABILITY OF CRITERIA.—The ap- 
plicable criteria for coal combustion residual 
units under part 257 of title 40, Code of Fed- 
eral Regulations (or successor regulations), 
promulgated pursuant to sections 1008(a)(3) 
and 4004(a), shall apply to each coal combus- 
tion residual unit in a State unless— 

“(A) a permit under a State permit pro- 
gram or other system of prior approval and 
conditions approved by the Administrator 
under paragraph (1)(B) is in effect; or 

‘“(B) a permit issued by the Administrator 
in a State in which the Administrator is im- 
plementing a permit program under para- 
graph (2)(B) is in effect. 

‘*(4) PROHIBITION ON OPEN DUMPING.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B)(i) and subject to subpara- 
graph (B)(ii), the Administrator may use the 
authority provided by sections 3007 and 3008 
to enforce the prohibition against open 
dumping contained in subsection (a) with re- 
spect to a coal combustion residual unit. 

‘(B) FEDERAL ENFORCEMENT IN APPROVED 
STATE.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a coal com- 
bustion residual unit located in a State that 
is approved to operate a permit program or 
other system of prior approval and condi- 
tions under paragraph (1)(B), the Adminis- 
trator may commence an administrative or 
judicial enforcement action under section 
3008 if— 

“(D) the State requests that the Adminis- 
trator provide assistance in the performance 
of the enforcement action; or 

“(ID) after consideration of any other ad- 
ministrative or judicial enforcement action 
involving the coal combustion residual unit, 
the Administrator determines that an en- 
forcement action is likely to be necessary to 
ensure that the coal combustion residual 
unit is operating in accordance with the cri- 
teria established under the permit program 
or other system of prior approval and condi- 
tions. 

“(ii) NOTIFICATION.—In the case of an en- 
forcement action by the Administrator 
under clause (i)(II), before issuing an order or 
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commencing a civil action, the Adminis- 

trator shall notify the State in which the 

coal combustion residual unit is located. 

“Gii) ANNUAL REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not 
later than December 31, 2017, and December 
31 of each year thereafter, the Administrator 
shall submit to the Committee on Environ- 
ment and Public Works of the Senate and 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce of 
the House of Representatives a report that 
describes any enforcement action com- 
menced under clause (i)(II), including a de- 
scription of the basis for the enforcement ac- 
tion. 

‘“(5) INDIAN COUNTRY.—The Administrator 
may establish and carry out a permit pro- 
gram, in accordance with this subsection, for 
coal combustion residual units in Indian 
country (as defined in section 1151 of title 18, 
United States Code) to require each coal 
combustion residual unit located in Indian 
country to achieve compliance with the ap- 
plicable criteria established by the Adminis- 
trator under part 257 of title 40, Code of Fed- 
eral Regulations (or successor regulations). 

“(6) TREATMENT OF COAL COMBUSTION RESID- 
UAL UNITS.—A coal combustion residual unit 
shall be considered to be a sanitary landfill 
for purposes of subsection (a) only if the coal 
combustion residual unit is operating in ac- 
cordance with— 

“(A) the requirements established pursu- 
ant to a program for which an approval is 
provided by— 

“(i) the State in accordance with a pro- 
gram or system approved under paragraph 
(1)(B); or 

“Gi) the Administrator pursuant to para- 
graph (2)(B) or paragraph (5); or 

“(B) the applicable criteria for coal com- 
bustion residual units under part 257 of title 
40, Code of Federal Regulations (or successor 
regulations), promulgated pursuant to sec- 
tions 1008(a)(3) and 4004(a). 

“(7) EFFECT OF SUBSECTION.—Nothing in 
this subsection affects any authority, regu- 
latory determination, other law, or legal ob- 
ligation in effect on the day before the date 
of enactment of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 2016.’’. 

SEC. 8002. CHOCTAW NATION OF OKLAHOMA AND 
THE CHICKASAW NATION WATER 
SETTLEMENT. 

(a) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this section 
are— 

(1) to permanently resolve and settle those 
claims to Settlement Area Waters of the 
Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma and the Chick- 
asaw Nation as set forth in the Settlement 
Agreement and this section, including all 
claims or defenses in and to Chickasaw Na- 
tion, Choctaw Nation v. Fallin et al., CIV 11- 
927 (W.D. OK.), OWRB v. United States, et al. 
CIV 12-275 (W.D. Ok.), or any future stream 
adjudication; 

(2) to approve, ratify, and confirm the Set- 
tlement Agreement; 

(3) to authorize and direct the Secretary of 
the Interior to execute the Settlement 
Agreement and to perform all obligations of 
the Secretary of the Interior under the Set- 
tlement Agreement and this section; 

(4) to approve, ratify, and confirm the 
amended storage contract among the State, 
the City and the Trust; 

(5) to authorize and direct the Secretary to 
approve the amended storage contract for 
the Corps of Engineers to perform all obliga- 
tions under the 1974 storage contract, the 
amended storage contract, and this section; 
and 

(6) to authorize all actions necessary for 
the United States to meet its obligations 
under the Settlement Agreement, the 
amended storage contract, and this section. 
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(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) 1974 STORAGE CONTRACT.—The term 
“1974 storage contract” means the contract 
approved by the Secretary on April 9, 1974, 
between the Secretary and the Water Con- 
servation Storage Commission of the State 
of Oklahoma pursuant to section 301 of the 
Water Supply Act of 1958 (48 U.S.C. 390b), and 
other applicable Federal law. 

(2) 2010 AGREEMENT.—The term ‘‘2010 agree- 
ment”? means the agreement entered into 
among the OWRB and the Trust, dated June 
15, 2010, relating to the assignment by the 
State of the 1974 storage contract and trans- 
fer of rights, title, interests, and obligations 
under that contract to the Trust, including 
the interests of the State in the conservation 
storage capacity and associated repayment 
obligations to the United States. 

(3) ADMINISTRATIVE SET-ASIDE SUB- 
CONTRACTS.—The term ‘‘administrative set- 
aside subcontracts’? means the subcontracts 
the City shall issue for the use of Conserva- 
tion Storage Capacity in Sardis Lake as pro- 
vided by section 4 of the amended storage 
contract. 

(4) ALLOTMENT.—The term ‘allotment’’ 
means the land within the Settlement Area 
held by an allottee subject to a statutory re- 
striction on alienation or held by the United 
States in trust for the benefit of an allottee. 

(5) ALLOTTEE.—The term ‘‘allottee’’ means 
an enrolled member of the Choctaw Nation 
or citizen of the Chickasaw Nation who, or 
whose estate, holds an interest in an allot- 
ment. 

(6) AMENDED PERMIT APPLICATION.—The 
term ‘‘amended permit application” means 
the permit application of the City to the 
OWRB, No. 2007-17, as amended as provided 
by the Settlement Agreement. 

(7) AMENDED STORAGE CONTRACT TRANSFER 
AGREEMENT; AMENDED STORAGE CONTRACT .— 
The terms ‘‘amended storage contract trans- 
fer agreement” and ‘‘amended storage con- 
tract” mean the 2010 Agreement between the 
City, the Trust, and the OWRB, as amended, 
as provided by the Settlement Agreement 
and this section. 

(8) ATOKA AND SARDIS CONSERVATION 
PROJECTS FUND.—The term ‘‘Atoka and Sar- 
dis Conservation Projects Fund” means the 
Atoka and Sardis Conservation Projects 
Fund established, funded, and managed in 
accordance with the Settlement Agreement. 

(9) CITY.—The term ‘‘City’’ means the City 
of Oklahoma City, or the City and the Trust 
acting jointly, as applicable. 

(10) CITY PERMIT.—The term ‘‘City permit” 
means any permit issued to the City by the 
OWRB pursuant to the amended permit ap- 
plication and consistent with the Settlement 
Agreement. 

(11) CONSERVATION STORAGE CAPACITY.—The 
term ‘‘conservation storage capacity” means 
the total storage space as stated in the 1974 
storage contract in Sardis Lake between ele- 
vations 599.0 feet above mean sea level and 
542.0 feet above mean sea level, which is esti- 
mated to contain 297,200 acre-feet of water 
after adjustment for sediment deposits, and 
which may be used for municipal and indus- 
trial water supply, fish and wildlife, and 
recreation. 

(12) ENFORCEABILITY DATE .—The term ‘“‘en- 
forceability date” means the date on which 
the Secretary of the Interior publishes in the 
Federal Register a notice certifying that the 
conditions of subsection (i) have been satis- 
fied. 

(13) FUTURE USE STORAGE.—The term ‘‘fu- 
ture use storage” means that portion of the 
conservation storage capacity that was des- 
ignated by the 1974 Contract to be utilized 
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for future water use storage and was esti- 
mated to contain 155,500 acre feet of water 
after adjustment for sediment deposits, or 
52.322 percent of the conservation storage ca- 
pacity. 

(14) NATIONS.—The term “Nations” means, 
collectively, the Choctaw Nation of Okla- 
homa (‘‘Choctaw Nation’’) and the Chicka- 
saw Nation. 

(15) OWRB.—The term ‘‘OWRB’”’ means the 
Oklahoma Water Resources Board. 

(16) SARDIS LAKE.—The term ‘‘Sardis Lake” 
means the reservoir, formerly known as 
Clayton Lake, whose dam is located in Sec- 
tion 19, Township 2 North, Range 19 East of 
the Indian Meridian, Pushmataha County, 
Oklahoma, the construction, operation, and 
maintenance of which was authorized by sec- 
tion 203 of the Flood Control Act of 1962 
(Public Law 87-874; 76 Stat. 1187). 

(17) SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT.—The term 
“Settlement Agreement” means the settle- 
ment agreement as approved by the Nations, 
the State, the City, and the Trust effective 
August 22, 2016, as revised to conform with 
this section, as applicable. 

(18) SETTLEMENT AREA.—The term ‘“‘settle- 
ment area” means— 

(A) the area lying between— 

(i) the South Canadian River and Arkansas 
River to the north; 

(ii) the Oklahoma-—Texas State line to the 
south; 

(iii) the Oklahoma-—Arkansas State line to 
the east; and 

(iv) the 98th Meridian to the west; and 

(B) the area depicted in Exhibit 1 to the 
Settlement Agreement and generally includ- 
ing the following counties, or portions of, in 
the State: 

(i) Atoka. 

(ii) Bryan. 

(iii) Carter. 

(iv) Choctaw. 

(v) Coal. 

(vi) Garvin. 

(vii) Grady. 

(viii) McClain. 

(ix) Murray. 

(x) Haskell. 

(xi) Hughes. 

(xii) Jefferson. 

(xiii) Johnston. 

(xiv) Latimer. 

(xv) LeF lore. 

(xvi) Love. 

(xvii) Marshall. 

(xviii) McCurtain. 

(xix) Pittsburgh. 

(xx) Pontotoc. 

(xxi) Pushmataha. 

(xxii) Stephens. 

(19) SETTLEMENT AREA WATERS.—The term 
“settlement area waters”? means the waters 
located— 

(A) within the settlement area; and 

(B) within a basin depicted in Exhibit 10 to 
the Settlement Agreement, including any of 
the following basins as denominated in the 
2012 Update of the Oklahoma Comprehensive 
Water Plan: 

(i) Beaver Creek (24, 25, and 26). 

(ii) Blue (11 and 12). 

(iii) Clear Boggy (9). 

(iv) Kiamichi (5 and 6). 

(v) Lower Arkansas (46 and 47). 

(vi) Lower Canadian (48, 56, 57, and 58). 

(vii) Lower Little (2). 

(viii) Lower Washita (14). 

(ix) Mountain Fork (4). 

(x) Middle Washita (15 and 16). 

(xi) Mud Creek (28). 

(xii) Muddy Boggy (7 and 8). 

(xiii) Poteau (44 and 45). 
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(xiv) Red River Mainstem (1, 10, 18, and 21) 

(xv) Upper Little (3). 

(xvi) Walnut Bayou (22). 

(20) STATE.—The term “State” means the 
State of Oklahoma. 

(21) TRUST.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term “Trust” means 
the Oklahoma City Water Utilities Trust, 
formerly known as the Oklahoma City Mu- 
nicipal Improvement Authority, a public 
trust established pursuant to State law with 
the City as the beneficiary. 

(B) REFERENCES.—A reference in this sec- 
tion to “Trust” shall refer to the Oklahoma 
City Water Utilities Trust, acting severally. 

(c) APPROVAL OF THE SETTLEMENT AGREE- 
MENT.— 

(1) RATIFICATION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as modified by 
this section, and to the extent the Settle- 
ment Agreement does not conflict with this 
section, the Settlement Agreement is au- 
thorized, ratified, and confirmed. 

(B) AMENDMENTS.—If an amendment is exe- 
cuted to make the Settlement Agreement 
consistent with this section, the amendment 
is also authorized, ratified and confirmed to 
the extent the amendment is consistent with 
this section. 

(2) EXECUTION OF SETTLEMENT AGREE- 
MENT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—To the extent the Settle- 
ment Agreement does not conflict with this 
section, the Secretary of the Interior shall 
promptly execute the Settlement Agree- 
ment, including all exhibits to or parts of 
the Settlement Agreement requiring the sig- 
nature of the Secretary of the Interior and 
any amendments necessary to make the Set- 
tlement Agreement consistent with this sec- 
tion. 

(B) NOT A MAJOR FEDERAL ACTION.—Execu- 
tion of the Settlement Agreement by the 
Secretary of the Interior under this sub- 
section shall not constitute a major Federal 
action under the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.). 

(d) APPROVAL OF THE AMENDED STORAGE 
CONTRACT AND 1974 STORAGE CONTRACT.— 

(1) RATIFICATION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except to the extent any 
provision of the amended storage contract 
conflicts with any provision of this section, 
the amended storage contract is authorized, 
ratified, and confirmed. 

(B) 1974 STORAGE CONTRACT.—To the extent 
the amended storage contract, as authorized, 
ratified, and confirmed, modifies or amends 
the 1974 storage contract, the modification 
or amendment to the 1974 storage contract is 
authorized, ratified, and confirmed. 

(C) AMENDMENTS.—To the extent an 
amendment is executed to make the amend- 
ed storage contract consistent with this sec- 
tion, the amendment is authorized, ratified, 
and confirmed. 

(2) APPROVAL BY THE SECRETARY.—After 
the State and the City execute the amended 
storage contract, the Secretary shall ap- 
prove the amended storage contract. 

(3) MODIFICATION OF SEPTEMBER 11, 2009, 
ORDER IN UNITED STATES V. OKLAHOMA WATER 
RESOURCES BOARD, CIV 98-00521 (N.D. OK).—The 
Secretary, through counsel, shall cooperate 
and work with the State to file any motion 
and proposed order to modify or amend the 
order of the United States District Court for 
the Northern District of Oklahoma dated 
September 11, 2009, necessary to conform the 
order to the amended storage contract trans- 
fer agreement, the Settlement Agreement, 
and this section. 

(4) CONSERVATION STORAGE CAPACITY.—The 
allocation of the use of the conservation 
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storage capacity in Sardis Lake for adminis- 
trative set-aside subcontracts, City water 
supply, and fish and wildlife and recreation 
as provided by the amended storage contract 
is authorized, ratified and approved. 

(5) ACTIVATION; WAIVER.— 

(A) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 

(i) the earliest possible activation of any 
increment of future use storage in Sardis 
Lake will not occur until after 2050; and 

(ii) the obligation to make annual pay- 
ments for the Sardis future use storage oper- 
ation, maintenance and replacement costs, 
capital costs, or interest attributable to Sar- 
dis future use storage only arises if, and only 
to the extent, that an increment of Sardis 
future use storage is activated by with- 
drawal or release of water from the future 
use storage that is authorized by the user for 
a consumptive use of water. 

(B) WAIVER OF OBLIGATIONS FOR STORAGE 
THAT IS NOT ACTIVATED.—Notwithstanding 
section 301 of the Water Supply Act of 1958 
(43 U.S.C. 390b), section 203 of the Flood Con- 
trol Act of 1962 (Public Law 87-874; 76 Stat. 
1187), the 1974 storage contract, or any other 
provision of law, effective as of January 1, 
2050— 

(i) the entirety of any repayment obliga- 
tions (including interest), relating to that 
portion of conservation storage capacity al- 
located by the 1974 storage contract to fu- 
ture use storage in Sardis Lake is waived 
and shall be considered nonreimbursable; and 

(ii) any obligation of the State and, on exe- 
cution and approval of the amended storage 
contract, of the City and the Trust, under 
the 1974 storage contract regarding capital 
costs and any operation, maintenance, and 
replacement costs and interest otherwise at- 
tributable to future use storage in Sardis 
Lake is waived and shall be nonreimburs- 
able, if by January 1, 2050, the right to future 
use storage is not activated by the with- 
drawal or release of water from future use 
storage for an authorized consumptive use of 
water. 

(6) CONSISTENT WITH AUTHORIZED PURPOSES; 
NO MAJOR OPERATIONAL CHANGE.— 

(A) CONSISTENT WITH AUTHORIZED PUR- 
POSE.—The amended storage contract, the 
approval of the Secretary of the amended 
storage contract, and the waiver of future 
use storage under paragraph (5)— 

(i) are deemed consistent with the author- 
ized purposes for Sardis Lake as described in 
section 203 of the Flood Control Act of 1962 
(Public Law 87-874; 76 Stat. 1187) and do not 
affect the authorized purposes for which the 
project was authorized, surveyed, planned, 
and constructed; and 

(ii) shall not constitute a reallocation of 
storage. 

(B) NO MAJOR OPERATIONAL CHANGE.—The 
amended storage contract, the approval of 
the Secretary of the amended storage con- 
tract, and the waiver of future use storage 
under paragraph (5) shall not constitute a 
major operational change under section 
301(e) of the Water Supply Act of 1958 (43 
U.S.C. 390b(e)). 

(7) NO FURTHER AUTHORIZATION REQUIRED.— 
This section shall be considered sufficient 
and complete authorization, without further 
study or analysis, for— 

(A) the Secretary to approve the amended 
storage contract; and 

(B) after approval under subparagraph (A), 
the Corps of Engineers to manage storage in 
Sardis Lake pursuant to and in accordance 
with the 1974 storage contract, the amended 
storage contract, and the Settlement Agree- 
ment. 

(e) SETTLEMENT AREA WATERS.— 
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(1) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 

(A) pursuant to the Atoka Agreement as 
ratified by section 29 of the Act of June 28, 
1898 (30 Stat. 505, chapter 517) (as modified by 
the Act of July 1, 1902 (32 Stat. 641, chapter 
1362)), the Nations issued patents to their re- 
spective tribal members and citizens and 
thereby conveyed to individual Choctaws and 
Chickasaws, all right, title, and interest in 
and to land that was possessed by the Na- 
tions, other than certain mineral rights; and 

(B) when title passed from the Nations to 
their respective tribal members and citizens, 
the Nations did not convey and those indi- 
viduals did not receive any right of regu- 
latory or sovereign authority, including with 
respect to water. 

(2) PERMITTING, ALLOCATION, AND ADMINIS- 
TRATION OF SETTLEMENT AREA WATERS PURSU- 
ANT TO THE SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT.—Begin- 
ning on the enforceability date, settlement 
area waters shall be permitted, allocated, 
and administered by the OWRB in accord- 
ance with the Settlement Agreement and 
this section. 

(3) CHOCTAW NATION AND CHICKASAW NA- 
TION.—Beginning on the enforceability date, 
the Nations shall have the right to use and 
to develop the right to use settlement area 
waters only in accordance with the Settle- 
ment Agreement and this section. 

(4) WAIVER AND DELEGATION BY NATIONS.—In 
addition to the waivers under subsection (h), 
the Nations, on their own behalf, shall per- 
manently delegate to the State any regu- 
latory authority each Nation may possess 
over water rights on allotments, which the 
State shall exercise in accordance with the 
Settlement Agreement and this subsection. 

(5) RIGHT TO USE WATER.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—An allottee may use 
water on an allotment in accordance with 
the Settlement Agreement and this sub- 
section. 

(B) SURFACE WATER USE.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—An allottee may divert 
and use, on the allotment of the allottee, 6 
acre-feet per year of surface water per 160 
acres, to be used solely for domestic uses on 
an allotment that constitutes riparian land 
under applicable State law as of the date of 
enactment of this Act. 

(ii) EFFECT OF STATE LAW.—The use of sur- 
face water described in clause (i) shall be 
subject to all rights and protections of State 
law, as of the date of enactment of this Act, 
including all protections against loss for 
nonuse. 

(iii) NO PERMIT REQUIRED.—An allottee may 
divert water under this subsection without a 
permit or any other authorization from the 
OWRB. 

(C) GROUNDWATER USE.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—An allottee may drill 
wells on the allotment of the allottee to take 
and use for domestic uses the greater of— 

(I) 5 acre-feet per year; or 

(II) any greater quantity allowed under 
State law. 

(ii) EFFECT OF STATE LAW.—The ground- 
water use described in clause (i) shall be sub- 
ject to all rights and protections of State 
law, as of the date of enactment of this Act, 
including all protections against loss for 
nonuse. 

(iii) NO PERMIT REQUIRED.—An allottee may 
drill wells and use water under this sub- 
section without a permit or any other au- 
thorization from the OWRB. 

(D) FUTURE CHANGES IN STATE LAW.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—If State law changes to 
limit use of water to a quantity that is less 
than the applicable quantity specified in 
subparagraph (B) or (C), as applicable, an al- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


lottee shall retain the right to use water in 
accord with those subparagraphs, subject to 
paragraphs (6)(B)(iv) and (7). 

(ii) OPPORTUNITY TO BE HEARD.—Prior to 
taking any action to limit the use of water 
by an individual, the OWRB shall provide to 
the individual an opportunity to dem- 
onstrate that the individual is— 

(D) an allottee; and 

(II) using water on the allotment pursuant 
to and in accordance with the Settlement 
Agreement and this section. 

(6) ALLOTTEE OPTIONS FOR ADDITIONAL 
WATER.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—To use a quantity of 
water in excess of the quantities provided 
under paragraph (5), an allottee shall— 

(i) file an action under subparagraph (B); 
or 

(ii) apply to the OWRB for a permit pursu- 
ant to, and in accordance with, State law. 

(B) DETERMINATION IN FEDERAL DISTRICT 
COURT.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—In lieu of applying to the 
OWRB for a permit to use more water than 
is allowed under paragraph (5), an allottee 
may, after written notice to the OWRB, file 
an action in the United States District Court 
for the Western District of Oklahoma for de- 
termination of the right to water of the al- 
lottee. 

(ii) JURISDICTION.—For purposes of this 
subsection— 

(I) the United States District Court for the 
Western District of Oklahoma shall have ju- 
risdiction; and 

(II) the waivers of immunity under sub- 
paragraphs (A) and (B) of subsection (j)(2) 
shall apply. 

(iii) REQUIREMENTS.—An allottee filing an 
action pursuant to this subparagraph shall— 

(I) join the OWRB as a party; and 

(II) publish notice in a newspaper of gen- 
eral circulation within the Settlement Area 
Hydrologic Basin for 2 consecutive weeks, 
with the first publication appearing not later 
than 30 days after the date on which the ac- 
tion is filed. 

(iv) DETERMINATION FINAL.— 

(I) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subclause (II), 
if an allottee elects to have the rights of the 
allottee determined pursuant to this sub- 
paragraph, the determination shall be final 
as to any rights under Federal law and in 
lieu of any rights to use water on an allot- 
ment as provided in paragraph (5). 

(II) RESERVATION OF RIGHTS.—Subclause (I) 
shall not preclude an allottee from— 

(aa) applying to the OWRB for water rights 
pursuant to State law; or 

(bb) using any rights allowed by State law 
that do not require a permit from the OWRB. 

(7) OWRB ADMINISTRATION AND ENFORCE- 
MENT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—If an allottee exercises 
any right under paragraph (5) or has rights 
determined under paragraph (6)(B), the 
OWBB shall have jurisdiction to administer 
those rights. 

(B) CHALLENGES.—An allottee may chal- 
lenge OWRB administration of rights deter- 
mined under this paragraph, in the United 
States District Court for the Western Dis- 
trict of Oklahoma. 

(8) PRIOR EXISTING STATE LAW RIGHTS.— 
Water rights held by an allottee as of the en- 
forceability date pursuant to a permit issued 
by the OWRB shall be governed by the terms 
of that permit and applicable State law (in- 
cluding regulations). 

(f) CITY PERMIT FOR APPROPRIATION OF 
STREAM WATER FROM THE KIAMICHI RIVER.— 
The City permit shall be processed, evalu- 
ated, issued, and administered consistent 
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with and in accordance with the Settlement 
Agreement and this section. 

(g) SETTLEMENT COMMISSION.— 

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established a 
Settlement Commission. 

(2) MEMBERS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Settlement Commis- 
sion shall be comprised of 5 members, ap- 
pointed as follows: 

(i) 1 by the Governor of the State. 

(ii) 1 by the Attorney General of the State. 

(iii) 1 by the Chief of the Choctaw Nation. 

(iv) 1 by the Governor of the Chickasaw 
Nation. 

(v) 1 by agreement of the members de- 
scribed in clauses (i) through (iv). 

(B) JOINTLY APPOINTED MEMBER.—If the 
members described in clauses (i) through (iv) 
of subparagraph (A) do not agree on a mem- 
ber appointed pursuant to subparagraph 
(A)(v)— 

(i) the members shall submit to the Chief 
Judge for the United States District Court 
for the Eastern District of Oklahoma, a list 
of not less than 3 persons; and 

(ii) from the list under clause (i), the Chief 
Judge shall make the appointment. 

(C) INITIAL APPOINTMENTS.—The initial ap- 
pointments to the Settlement Commission 
shall be made not later than 90 days after 
the enforceability date. 

(3) MEMBER TERMS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Each Settlement Com- 
mission member shall serve at the pleasure 
of appointing authority. 

(B) COMPENSATION.—A member of the Set- 
tlement Commission shall serve without 
compensation, but an appointing authority 
may reimburse the member appointed by the 
entity for costs associated with service on 
the Settlement Commission. 

(C) VACANCIES.—If a member of the Settle- 
ment Commission is removed or resigns, the 
appointing authority shall appoint the re- 
placement member. 

(D) JOINTLY APPOINTED MEMBER.—The 
member of the Settlement Commission de- 
scribed in paragraph (2)(A)(v) may be re- 
moved or replaced by a majority vote of the 
Settlement Commission based on a failure of 
the member to carry out the duties of the 
member. 

(4) DuTIES.—The duties and authority of 
the Settlement Commission shall be set 
forth in the Settlement Agreement, and the 
Settlement Commission shall not possess or 
exercise any duty or authority not stated in 
the Settlement Agreement. 

(h) WAIVERS AND RELEASES OF CLAIMS.— 

(1) CLAIMS BY THE NATIONS AND THE UNITED 
STATES AS TRUSTEE FOR THE NATIONS.—Sub- 
ject to the retention of rights and claims 
provided in paragraph (3) and except to the 
extent that rights are recognized in the Set- 
tlement Agreement or this section, the Na- 
tions and the United States, acting as a 
trustee for the Nations, shall execute a waiv- 
er and release of— 

(A) all of the following claims asserted or 
which could have been asserted in any pro- 
ceeding filed or that could have been filed 
during the period ending on the enforce- 
ability date, including Chickasaw Nation, 
Choctaw Nation v. Fallin et al., CIV 11-927 
(W.D. Ok.), OWRB v. United States, et al. 
CIV 12-275 (W.D. OK.), or any general stream 
adjudication, relating to— 

(i) claims to the ownership of water in the 
State; 

(ii) claims to water rights and rights to use 
water diverted or taken from a location 
within the State; 

(iii) claims to authority over the alloca- 
tion and management of water and adminis- 
tration of water rights, including authority 
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over third-party ownership of or rights to 
use water diverted or taken from a location 
within the State and ownership or use of 
water on allotments by allottees or any 
other person using water on an allotment 
with the permission of an allottee; 

(iv) claims that the State lacks authority 
over the allocation and management of 
water and administration of water rights, in- 
cluding authority over the ownership of or 
rights to use water diverted or taken from a 
location within the State; 

(v) any other claim relating to the owner- 
ship of water, regulation of water, or author- 
ized diversion, storage, or use of water di- 
verted or taken from a location within the 
State, which claim is based on the status of 
the Chickasaw Nation or the Choctaw Nation 
as a federally recognized Indian tribe; and 

(vi) claims or defenses asserted or which 
could have been asserted in Chickasaw Na- 
tion, Choctaw Nation v. Fallin et al., CIV 11- 
927 (W.D. Ok.), OWRB v. United States, et al. 
CIV 12-275 (W.D. OK.), or any general stream 
adjudication; 

(B) all claims for damages, losses or inju- 
ries to water rights or water, or claims of in- 
terference with, diversion, storage, taking, 
or use of water (including claims for injury 
to land resulting from the damages, losses, 
injuries, interference with, diversion, stor- 
age, taking, or use of water) attributable to 
any action by the State, the OWRB, or any 
water user authorized pursuant to State law 
to take or use water in the State, including 
the City, that accrued during the period end- 
ing on the enforceability date; 

(C) all claims and objections relating to 
the amended permit application, and the 
City permit, including— 

(i) all claims regarding regulatory control 
over or OWRB jurisdiction relating to the 
permit application and permit; and 

(ii) all claims for damages, losses or inju- 
ries to water rights or rights to use water, or 
claims of interference with, diversion, stor- 
age, taking, or use of water (including claims 
for injury to land resulting from the dam- 
ages, losses, injuries, interference with, di- 
version, storage, taking, or use of water) at- 
tributable to the issuance and lawful exer- 
cise of the City permit; 

(D) all claims to regulatory control over 
the Permit Numbers P80-48 and 54-613 of the 
City for water rights from the Muddy Boggy 
River for Atoka Reservoir and P73-282D for 
water rights from the Muddy Boggy River, 
including McGee Creek, for the McGee Creek 
Reservoir; 

(E) all claims that the State lacks regu- 
latory authority over or OWRB jurisdiction 
relating to Permit Numbers P80-48 and 54-613 
for water rights from the Muddy Boggy 
River for Atoka Reservoir and P73-282D for 
water rights from the Muddy Boggy River, 
including McGee Creek, for the McGee Creek 
Reservoir; 

(F) all claims to damages, losses or inju- 
ries to water rights or water, or claims of in- 
terference with, diversion, storage, taking, 
or use of water (including claims for injury 
to land resulting from such damages, losses, 
injuries, interference with, diversion, stor- 
age, taking, or use of water) attributable to 
the lawful exercise of Permit Numbers P80-48 
and 54-613 for water rights from the Muddy 
Boggy River for Atoka Reservoir and P73- 
282D for water rights from the Muddy Boggy 
River, including McGee Creek, for the McGee 
Creek Reservoir, that accrued during the pe- 
riod ending on the enforceability date; 

(G) all claims and objections relating to 
the approval by the Secretary of the assign- 
ment of the 1974 storage contract pursuant 
to the amended storage contract; and 
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(H) all claims for damages, losses, or inju- 
ries to water rights or water, or claims of in- 
terference with, diversion, storage, taking, 
or use of water (including claims for injury 
to land resulting from such damages, losses, 
injuries, interference with, diversion, stor- 
age, taking, or use of water) attributable to 
the lawful exercise of rights pursuant to the 
amended storage contract. 

(2) WAIVERS AND RELEASES OF CLAIMS BY 
THE NATIONS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES.— 
Subject to the retention of rights and claims 
provided in paragraph (8) and except to the 
extent that rights are recognized in the Set- 
tlement Agreement or this section, the Na- 
tions are authorized to execute a waiver and 
release of all claims against the United 
States (including any agency or employee of 
the United States) relating to— 

(A) all of the following claims asserted or 
which could have been asserted in any pro- 
ceeding filed or that could have been filed by 
the United States as a trustee during the pe- 
riod ending on the enforceability date, in- 
cluding Chickasaw Nation, Choctaw Nation 
v. Fallin et al., CIV 11-9272 (W.D. Ok.) or 
OWRB v. United States, et al. CIV 12-275 
(W.D. Ok.), or any general stream adjudica- 
tion, relating to— 

(i) claims to the ownership of water in the 
State; 

(ii) claims to water rights and rights to use 
water diverted or taken from a location 
within the State; 

(iii) claims to authority over the alloca- 
tion and management of water and adminis- 
tration of water rights, including authority 
over third-party ownership of or rights to 
use water diverted or taken from a location 
within the State and ownership or use of 
water on allotments by allottees or any 
other person using water on an allotment 
with the permission of an allottee; 

(iv) claims that the State lacks authority 
over the allocation and management of 
water and administration of water rights, in- 
cluding authority over the ownership of or 
rights to use water diverted or taken from a 
location within the State; 

(v) any other claim relating to the owner- 
ship of water, regulation of water, or author- 
ized diversion, storage, or use of water di- 
verted or taken from a location within the 
State, which claim is based on the status of 
the Chickasaw Nation or the Choctaw Nation 
as a federally recognized Indian tribe; and 

(vi) claims or defenses asserted or which 
could have been asserted in Chickasaw Na- 
tion, Choctaw Nation v. Fallin et al., CIV 11- 
927 (W.D. OK.), OWRB v. United States, et al. 
CIV 12-275 (W.D. Ok.), or any general stream 
adjudication; 

(B) all claims for damages, losses or inju- 
ries to water rights or water, or claims of in- 
terference with, diversion, storage, taking, 
or use of water (including claims for injury 
to land resulting from the damages, losses, 
injuries, interference with, diversion, stor- 
age, taking, or use of water) attributable to 
any action by the State, the OWRB, or any 
water user authorized pursuant to State law 
to take or use water in the State, including 
the City, that accrued during the period end- 
ing on the enforceability date; 

(C) all claims and objections relating to 
the amended permit application, and the 
City permit, including— 

(i) all claims regarding regulatory control 
over or OWRB jurisdiction relating to the 
permit application and permit; and 

(ii) all claims for damages, losses or inju- 
ries to water rights or rights to use water, or 
claims of interference with, diversion, stor- 
age, taking, or use of water (including claims 
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for injury to land resulting from the dam- 
ages, losses, injuries, interference with, di- 
version, storage, taking, or use of water) at- 
tributable to the issuance and lawful exer- 
cise of the City permit; 

(D) all claims to regulatory control over 
the Permit Numbers P80-48 and 54-6138 for 
water rights from the Muddy Boggy River 
for Atoka Reservoir and P73-282D for water 
rights from the Muddy Boggy River, includ- 
ing McGee Creek, for the McGee Creek Res- 
ervoir; 

(E) all claims that the State lacks regu- 
latory authority over or OWRB jurisdiction 
relating to Permit Numbers P80-48 and 54-613 
for water rights from the Muddy Boggy 
River for Atoka Reservoir and P73-282D for 
water rights from the Muddy Boggy River, 
including McGee Creek, for the McGee Creek 
Reservoir; 

(F) all claims to damages, losses or inju- 
ries to water rights or water, or claims of in- 
terference with, diversion, storage, taking, 
or use of water (including claims for injury 
to land resulting from the damages, losses, 
injuries, interference with, diversion, stor- 
age, taking, or use of water) attributable to 
the lawful exercise of Permit Numbers P80-48 
and 546138 for water rights from the Muddy 
Boggy River for Atoka Reservoir and P73- 
282D for water rights from the Muddy Boggy 
River, including McGee Creek, for the McGee 
Creek Reservoir, that accrued during the pe- 
riod ending on the enforceability date; 

(G) all claims and objections relating to 
the approval by the Secretary of the assign- 
ment of the 1974 storage contract pursuant 
to the amended storage contract; 

(H) all claims relating to litigation 
brought by the United States prior to the en- 
forceability date of the water rights of the 
Nations in the State; and 

(I) all claims relating to the negotiation, 
execution, or adoption of the Settlement 
Agreement (including exhibits) or this sec- 
tion. 

(3) RETENTION AND RESERVATION OF CLAIMS 
BY NATIONS AND THE UNITED STATES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding the 
waiver and releases of claims authorized 
under paragraphs (1) and (2), the Nations and 
the United States, acting as trustee, shall re- 
tain— 

(i) all claims for enforcement of the Settle- 
ment Agreement and this section; 

(ii) all rights to use and protect any water 
right of the Nations recognized by or estab- 
lished pursuant to the Settlement Agree- 
ment, including the right to assert claims 
for injuries relating to the rights and the 
right to participate in any general stream 
adjudication, including any inter se pro- 
ceeding; 

(iii) all claims relating to activities affect- 
ing the quality of water that are not waived 
under paragraph (1)(A)(v) or paragraph 
(2)(A)(v), including any claims the Nations 
may have under— 

(I) the Comprehensive Environmental Re- 
sponse, Compensation, and Liability Act of 
1980 (42 U.S.C. 9601 et seq.), including for 
damages to natural resources; 

(II) the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 
300f et seq.); 

(III) the Federal Water Pollution Control 
Act (83 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.); and 

(IV) any regulations implementing the 
Acts described in items (aa) through (cc); 

(iv) all claims relating to damage, loss, or 
injury resulting from an unauthorized diver- 
sion, use, or storage of water, including dam- 
ages, losses, or injuries to land or nonwater 
natural resources associated with any hunt- 
ing, fishing, gathering, or cultural right; and 
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(v) all rights, remedies, privileges, immu- 
nities, and powers not specifically waived 
and released pursuant to this section or the 
Settlement Agreement. 

(B) AGREEMENT.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—As provided in the Settle- 
ment Agreement, the Chickasaw Nation 
shall convey an easement to the City, which 
easement shall be as described and depicted 
in Exhibit 15 to the Settlement Agreement. 

(ii) APPLICATION.—The Chickasaw Nation 
and the City shall cooperate and coordinate 
on the submission of an application for ap- 
proval by the Secretary of the Interior of the 
conveyance under clause (i), in accordance 
with applicable Federal law. 

(iii) RECORDING.—On approval by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior of the conveyance of 
the easement under this clause, the City 
shall record the easement. 

(iv) CONSIDERATION.—In exchange for con- 
veyance of the easement under clause (i), the 
City shall pay to the Chickasaw Nation the 
value of past unauthorized use and consider- 
ation for future use of the land burdened by 
the easement, based on an appraisal secured 
by the City and Nations and approved by the 
Secretary of the Interior. 

(4) EFFECTIVE DATE OF WAIVER AND RE- 
LEASES.—The waivers and releases under this 
subsection take effect on the enforceability 
date. 

(5) TOLLING OF CLAIMS.—Each applicable 
period of limitation and time-based equi- 
table defense relating to a claim described in 
this subsection shall be tolled during the pe- 
riod beginning on the date of enactment of 
this Act and ending on the earlier of the en- 
forceability date or the expiration date 
under subsection (i)(2). 

(i) ENFORCEABILITY DATE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Settlement Agree- 
ment shall take effect and be enforceable on 
the date on which the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior publishes in the Federal Register a cer- 
tification that— 

(A) to the extent the Settlement Agree- 
ment conflicts with this section, the Settle- 
ment Agreement has been amended to con- 
form with this section; 

(B) the Settlement Agreement, as amend- 
ed, has been executed by the Secretary of the 
Interior, the Nations, the Governor of the 
State, the OWRB, the City, and the Trust; 

(C) to the extent the amended storage con- 
tract conflicts with this section, the amend- 
ed storage contract has been amended to 
conform with this section; 

(D) the amended storage contract, as 
amended to conform with this section, has 
been— 

(i) executed by the State, the City, and the 
Trust; and 

(ii) approved by the Secretary; 

(E) an order has been entered in United 
States v. Oklahoma Water Resources Board, 
Civ. 98-C-521-E with any modifications to 
the order dated September 11, 2009, as pro- 
vided in the Settlement Agreement; 

(F) orders of dismissal have been entered in 
Chickasaw Nation, Choctaw Nation v. Fallin 
et al., Civ 11-297 (W.D. Ok.) and OWRB v. 
United States, et al. Civ 12-275 (W.D. Ok.) as 
provided in the Settlement Agreement; 

(G) the OWRB has issued the City Permit; 

(H) the final documentation of the 
Kiamichi Basin hydrologic model is on file 
at the Oklahoma City offices of the OWRB; 
and 

(I) the Atoka and Sardis Conservation 
Projects Fund has been funded as provided in 
the Settlement Agreement. 

(2) EXPIRATION DATE.—If the Secretary of 
the Interior fails to publish a statement of 
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findings under paragraph (1) by not later 
than September 30, 2020, or such alternative 
later date as is agreed to by the Secretary of 
the Interior, the Nations, the State, the 
City, and the Trust under paragraph (4), the 
following shall apply: 

(A) This section, except for this subsection 
and any provisions of this section that are 
necessary to carry out this subsection (but 
only for purposes of carrying out this sub- 
section) are not effective beginning on Sep- 
tember 30, 2020, or the alternative date. 

(B) The waivers and release of claims, and 
the limited waivers of sovereign immunity, 
shall not become effective. 

(C) The Settlement Agreement shall be 
null and void, except for this paragraph and 
any provisions of the Settlement Agreement 
that are necessary to carry out this para- 
graph. 

(D) Except with respect to this paragraph, 
the State, the Nations, the City, the Trust, 
and the United States shall not be bound by 
any obligations or benefit from any rights 
recognized under the Settlement Agreement. 

(E) If the City permit has been issued, the 
permit shall be null and void, except that the 
City may resubmit to the OWRB, and the 
OWBB shall be considered to have accepted, 
OWRB permit application No. 2007-017 with- 
out having waived the original application 
priority date and appropriative quantities. 

(F) If the amended storage contract has 
been executed or approved, the contract 
shall be null and void, and the 2010 agree- 
ment shall be considered to be in force and 
effect as between the State and the Trust. 

(G) If the Atoka and Sardis Conservation 
Projects Fund has been established and fund- 
ed, the funds shall be returned to the respec- 
tive funding parties with any accrued inter- 
est. 

(3) NO PREJUDICE.—The occurrence of the 
expiration date under paragraph (2) shall not 
in any way prejudice— 

(A) any argument or suit that the Nations 
may bring to contest— 

(i) the pursuit by the City of OWRB permit 
application No. 2007-017, or a modified 
version; or 

(ii) the 2010 agreement; 

(B) any argument, defense, or suit the 
State may bring or assert with regard to the 
claims of the Nations to water or over water 
in the settlement area; or 

(C) any argument, defense or suit the City 
may bring or assert— 

(i) with regard to the claims of the Nations 
to water or over water in the settlement 
area relating to OWRB permit application 
No. 2007-017, or a modified version; or 

(ii) to contest the 2010 agreement. 

(4) EXTENSION.—The expiration date under 
paragraph (2) may be extended in writing if 
the Nations, the State, the OWRB, the 
United States, and the City agree that an ex- 
tension is warranted. 

(j) JURISDICTION, WAIVERS OF IMMUNITY FOR 
INTERPRETATION AND ENFORCEMENT.— 

(1) JURISDICTION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.— 

(i) EXCLUSIVE JURISDICTION.—The United 
States District Court for the Western Dis- 
trict of Oklahoma shall have exclusive juris- 
diction for all purposes and for all causes of 
action relating to the interpretation and en- 
forcement of the Settlement Agreement, the 
amended storage contract, or interpretation 
or enforcement of this section, including all 
actions filed by an allottee pursuant to sub- 
section (e)(4)(B). 

(ii) RIGHT TO BRING ACTION.—The Choctaw 
Nation, the Chickasaw Nation, the State, the 
City, the Trust, and the United States shall 
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each have the right to bring an action pursu- 
ant to this section. 

(iii) NO ACTION IN OTHER COURTS.—No ac- 
tion may be brought in any other Federal, 
Tribal, or State court or administrative 
forum for any purpose relating to the Settle- 
ment Agreement, amended storage contract, 
or this section. 

(iv) NO MONETARY JUDGMENT.—Nothing in 
this section authorizes any money judgment 
or otherwise allows the payment of funds by 
the United States, the Nations, the State 
(including the OWRB), the City, or the 
Trust. 

(B) NOTICE AND CONFERENCE.—An entity 
seeking to interpret or enforce the Settle- 
ment Agreement shall comply with the fol- 
lowing: 

(i) Any party asserting noncompliance or 
seeking interpretation of the Settlement 
Agreement or this section shall first serve 
written notice on the party alleged to be in 
breach of the Settlement Agreement or vio- 
lation of this section. 

(ii) The notice under clause (i) shall iden- 
tify the specific provision of the Settlement 
Agreement or this section alleged to have 
been violated or in dispute and shall specify 
in detail the contention of the party assert- 
ing the claim and any factual basis for the 
claim. 

(iii) Representatives of the party alleging a 
breach or violation and the party alleged to 
be in breach or violation shall meet not later 
than 30 days after receipt of notice under 
clause (i) in an effort to resolve the dispute. 

(iv) If the matter is not resolved to the sat- 
isfaction of the party alleging breach not 
later than 90 days after the original notice 
under clause (i), the party may take any ap- 
propriate enforcement action consistent 
with the Settlement Agreement and this 
subsection. 

(2) LIMITED WAIVERS OF SOVEREIGN IMMU- 
NITY.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The United States and 
the Nations may be joined in an action filed 
in the United States District Court for the 
Western District of Oklahoma. 

(B) UNITED STATES IMMUNITY.—Any claim 
by the United States to sovereign immunity 
from suit is irrevocably waived for any ac- 
tion brought by the State, the Chickasaw 
Nation, the Choctaw Nation, the City, the 
Trust, or (solely for purposes of actions 
brought pursuant to subsection (e)) an allot- 
tee in the Western District of Oklahoma re- 
lating to interpretation or enforcement of 
the Settlement Agreement or this section, 
including of the appellate jurisdiction of the 
United States Court of Appeals for the Tenth 
Circuit and the Supreme Court of the United 
States. 

(C) CHICKASAW NATION IMMUNITY.—For the 
exclusive benefit of the State (including the 
OWRB), the City, the Trust, the Choctaw Na- 
tion, and the United States, the sovereign 
immunity of the Chickasaw Nation from suit 
is waived solely for any action brought in 
the Western District of Oklahoma relating to 
interpretation or enforcement of the Settle- 
ment Agreement or this section, if the ac- 
tion is brought by the State or the OWRB, 
the City, the Trust, the Choctaw Nation, or 
the United States, including the appellate 
jurisdiction of the United States Court of 
Appeals for the Tenth Circuit and the Su- 
preme Court of the United States. 

(D) CHOCTAW NATION IMMUNITY.—For the 
exclusive benefit of the State (including of 
the OWRB), the City, the Trust, the Chicka- 
saw Nation, and the United States, the Choc- 
taw Nation shall expressly and irrevocably 
consent to a suit and waive sovereign immu- 
nity from a suit solely for any action 
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brought in the Western District of Oklahoma 
relating to interpretation or enforcement of 
the Settlement Agreement or this section, if 
the action is brought by the State, the 
OWRB, the City, the Trust, the Chickasaw 
Nation, or the United States, including the 
appellate jurisdiction of the United States 
Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit and 
the Supreme Court of the United States. 

(K) DISCLAIMER.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Settlement Agree- 
ment applies only to the claims and rights of 
the Nations. 

(2) NO PRECEDENT.—Nothing in this section 
or the Settlement Agreement shall be con- 
strued in any way to quantify, establish, or 
serve as precedent regarding the land and 
water rights, claims, or entitlements to 
water of any American Indian Tribe other 
than the Nations, including any other Amer- 
ican Indian Tribe in the State. 

SEC. 8003. LAND TRANSFER AND TRUST LAND 
FOR THE MUSCOGEE (CREEK) NA- 
TION. 

(a) TRANSFER.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2) 
and for the consideration described in sub- 
section (c), the Secretary shall transfer to 
the Secretary of the Interior the land de- 
scribed in subsection (b) to be held in trust 
for the benefit of the Muscogee (Creek) Na- 
tion. 

(2) CONDITIONS.—The land transfer under 
this subsection shall be subject to the fol- 
lowing conditions: 

(A) The transfer— 

(i) shall not interfere with the Corps of En- 
gineers operation of the Eufaula Lake 
Project or any other authorized civil works 
projects; and 

(ii) shall be subject to such other terms 
and conditions as the Secretary determines 
to be necessary and appropriate to ensure 
the continued operation of the Eufaula Lake 
Project or any other authorized civil works 
project. 

(B) The Secretary shall retain the right to 
inundate with water the land transferred to 
the Secretary of the Interior under this sub- 
section, as necessary to carry out an author- 
ized purpose of the Eufaula Lake Project or 
any other civil works project. 

(C) No gaming activities may be conducted 
on the land transferred under this sub- 
section. 

(b) LAND DESCRIPTION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The land to be transferred 
pursuant to subsection (a) is the approxi- 
mately 18.38 acres of land located in the 
Northwest Quarter (NW 1/4) of sec. 3, T. 10 N., 
R. 16 E., McIntosh County, Oklahoma, gen- 
erally depicted as ‘‘USACE”’ on the map enti- 


tled ‘‘Muscogee (Creek) Nation Proposed 
Land Acquisition’? and dated October 16, 
2014. 


(2) SURVEY.—The exact acreage and legal 
description of the land to be transferred 
under subsection (a) shall be determined by a 
survey satisfactory to the Secretary and the 
Secretary of the Interior. 

(c) CONSIDERATION.—The Muscogee (Creek) 
Nation shall pay— 

(1) to the Secretary an amount that is 
equal to the fair market value of the land 
transferred under subsection (a), as deter- 
mined by the Secretary, which funds may be 
accepted and expended by the Secretary; and 

(2) all costs and administrative expenses 
associated with the transfer of land under 
subsection (a), including the costs of — 

(A) the survey under subsection (b)(2); 

(B) compliance with the National Environ- 
mental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4821 et 
seq.); and 
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(C) any coordination necessary with re- 
spect to requirements related to endangered 
species, cultural resources, clean water, and 
clean air. 

SEC. 8004. REAUTHORIZATION OF DENALI COM- 
MISSION. 

(a) ADMINISTRATION.—Section 303 of the 
Denali Commission Act of 1998 (42 U.S.C. 3121 
note; Public Law 105-277) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (c)— 

(A) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘The 
Federal Cochairperson’’ and inserting the 
following: 

“(1) TERM OF FEDERAL COCHAIRPERSON.— 
The Federal Cochairperson’’; 

(B) in the second sentence, by striking ‘‘All 
other members” and inserting the following: 

“(3) TERM OF ALL OTHER MEMBERS.—AI1 
other members’’; 

(C) in the third sentence, by striking ‘‘Any 
vacancy” and inserting the following: 

“(4) VACANCIES.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), any vacancy”; and 

(D) by inserting before paragraph (3) (as 
designated by subparagraph (B)) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(2) INTERIM FEDERAL COCHAIRPERSON.—In 
the event of a vacancy for any reason in the 
position of Federal Cochairperson, the Sec- 
retary may appoint an Interim Federal Co- 
chairperson, who shall have all the authority 
of the Federal Cochairperson, to serve until 
such time as the vacancy in the position of 
Federal Cochairperson is filled in accordance 
with subsection (b)(2)).’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(f) NO FEDERAL EMPLOYEE STATUS.—No 
member of the Commission, other than the 
Federal Cochairperson, shall be considered 
to be a Federal employee for any purpose. 

“(¢) CONFLICTS OF INTEREST.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraphs (2) and (8), no member of the 
Commission (referred to in this subsection as 
a ‘member’) shall participate personally or 
substantially, through decision, approval, 
disapproval, recommendation, the rendering 
of advice, investigation, or otherwise, in any 
proceeding, application, request for a ruling 
or other determination, contract claim, con- 
troversy, or other matter in which, to the 
knowledge of the member, 1 or more of the 
following has a direct financial interest: 

“(A) The member. 

‘“(B) The spouse, minor child, or partner of 
the member. 

“(C) An organization described in subpara- 
graph (B), (C), (D), (Œ), or (F) of subsection 
(b)(1) for which the member is serving as of- 
ficer, director, trustee, partner, or employee. 

“(D) Any individual, person, or organiza- 
tion with which the member is negotiating 
or has any arrangement concerning prospec- 
tive employment. 

(2) DISCLOSURE.—Paragraph (1) shall not 
apply if the member— 

“(A) immediately advises the designated 
agency ethics official for the Commission of 
the nature and circumstances of the matter 
presenting a potential conflict of interest; 

‘“(B) makes full disclosure of the financial 
interest; and 

“(C) before the proceeding concerning the 
matter presenting the conflict of interest, 
receives a written determination by the des- 
ignated agency ethics official for the Com- 
mission that the interest is not so substan- 
tial as to be likely to affect the integrity of 
the services that the Commission may ex- 
pect from the member. 

‘“(3) ANNUAL DISCLOSURES.—Once per cal- 
endar year, each member shall make full dis- 
closure of financial interests, in a manner to 
be determined by the designated agency eth- 
ics official for the Commission. 
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(4) TRAINING.—Once per calendar year, 
each member shall undergo disclosure of fi- 
nancial interests training, as prescribed by 
the designated agency ethics official for the 
Commission. 

‘(5) VIOLATION.—Any person that violates 
this subsection shall be fined not more than 
$10,000, imprisoned for not more than 2 years, 
or both.’’. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 310 of the Denali 
Commission Act of 1998 (42 U.S.C. 3121 note; 
Public Law 105-277) (as redesignated by sec- 
tion 196011) of SAFETEA-LU (Public Law 
109-59; 119 Stat. 1516)) is amended, in sub- 
section (a), by striking ‘‘under section 4 
under this Act” and all that follows through 
“2008 and inserting ‘‘under section 304, 
$20,000,000 for fiscal year 2017, and such sums 
as are necessary for each of fiscal years 2018 
through 2021.”’. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—Section 310 of 
the Denali Commission Act of 1998 (42 U.S.C. 
3121 note; Public Law 105-277) (as redesig- 
nated by section 196011) of SAFETEA-LU 
(Public Law 109-59; 119 Stat. 1516)) is redesig- 
nated as section 312. 

SEC. 8005. RECREATIONAL ACCESS OF FLOATING 
CABINS. 

The Tennessee Valley Authority Act of 
1933 is amended by inserting after section 9a 
(16 U.S.C. 831h-1) the following: 

“SEC. 9b. RECREATIONAL ACCESS. 

“(a) DEFINITION OF FLOATING CABIN.—In 
this section, the term ‘floating cabin’ means 
a watercraft or other floating structure— 

“(1) primarily designed and used for human 
habitation or occupation; and 

“(2) not primarily designed or used for 
navigation or transportation on water. 

“(b) RECREATIONAL ACCESS.—The Board 
may allow the use of a floating cabin if— 

“(1) the floating cabin is maintained by the 
owner to reasonable health, safety, and envi- 
ronmental standards, as required by the 
Board; 

‘(2) the Corporation has authorized the use 
of recreational vessels on the waters; and 

“(3) the floating cabin was located on 
waters under the jurisdiction of the Corpora- 
tion as of the date of enactment of this sec- 
tion. 

“(c) FEES.—The Board may assess fees on 
the owner of a floating cabin on waters 
under the jurisdiction of the Corporation for 
the purpose of ensuring compliance with sub- 
section (b) if the fees are necessary and rea- 
sonable for those purposes. 

‘(d) CONTINUED RECREATIONAL USE.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—With respect to a float- 
ing cabin located on waters under the juris- 
diction of the Corporation on the date of en- 
actment of this section, the Board— 

“(A) may not require the removal of the 
floating cabin— 

“(i) in the case of a floating cabin that was 
granted a permit by the Corporation before 
the date of enactment of this section, for a 
period of 15 years beginning on that date of 
enactment; and 

“(ii) in the case of a floating cabin not 
granted a permit by the Corporation before 
the date of enactment of this section, for a 
period of 5 years beginning on that date of 
enactment; and 

‘“(B) shall approve and allow the use of the 
floating cabin on waters under the jurisdic- 
tion of the Corporation at such time and for 
such duration as— 

“(i) the floating cabin meets the require- 
ments of subsection (b); and 

“(ii) the owner of the floating cabin has 
paid any fee assessed pursuant to subsection 
(Cc). 
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‘*(2) SAVINGS PROVISIONS.— 

“(A) Nothing in this subsection restricts 
the ability of the Corporation to enforce 
health, safety, or environmental standards. 

‘(B) This section applies only to floating 
cabins located on waters under the jurisdic- 
tion of the Corporation. 

‘“(e) NEW CONSTRUCTION.—The Corporation 
may establish regulations to prevent the 
construction of new floating cabins.’’. 

SEC. 8006. REGULATION OF ABOVEGROUND 
STORAGE AT FARMS. 

Section 1049(c) of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
1361 note; Public Law 113-121) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (1) and (2) 
as subparagraphs (A) and (B), respectively, 
and indenting appropriately; 

(2) by striking the subsection designation 
and heading and all that follows through 
“subsection (b),’’ and inserting the following: 

‘(¢) REGULATION OF ABOVEGROUND STORAGE 
AT FARMS.— 

“(1) CALCULATION OF AGGREGATE ABOVE- 
GROUND STORAGE CAPACITY.—For purposes of 
subsection (b),’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(2) CERTAIN FARM CONTAINERS.—Part 112 of 
title 40, Code of Federal Regulations (or suc- 
cessor regulations), shall not apply to the 
following containers located at a farm: 

“(A) Containers on a separate parcel that 
have— 

“(i) an individual capacity of not greater 
than 1,000 gallons; and 

“(ii) an aggregate capacity of not greater 
than 2,000 gallons. 

“(B) A container holding animal feed in- 
gredients approved for use in livestock feed 
by the Commissioner of Food and Drugs.’’. 
SEC. 8007. SALT CEDAR REMOVAL PERMIT RE- 

VIEWS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—In the case of an applica- 
tion for a permit for the mechanized removal 
of salt cedar from an area that consists of 
not more than 500 acres— 

(1) any review by the Secretary under sec- 
tion 404 of the Federal Water Pollution Con- 
trol Act (33 U.S.C. 1344) or section 10 of the 
Act of March 3, 1899 (commonly known as 
the “Rivers and Harbors Appropriation Act 
of 1899’’) (33 U.S.C. 403), and any review by 
the Director of the United States Fish and 
Wildlife Service (referred to in this section 
as the ‘‘Director’’) under section 7 of the En- 
dangered Species Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1536), 
shall, to the maximum extent practicable, 
occur concurrently; 

(2) all participating and cooperating agen- 
cies shall, to the maximum extent prac- 
ticable, adopt and use any environmental 
document prepared by the lead agency under 
the National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) to the same ex- 
tent that a Federal agency could adopt or 
use a document prepared by another Federal 
agency under— 

(A) that Act; and 

(B) parts 1500 through 1508 of title 40, Code 
of Federal Regulations (or successor regula- 
tions); and 

(3) the review of the application shall, to 
the maximum extent practicable, be com- 
pleted not later than the date on which the 
Secretary, in consultation with, and with 
the concurrence of, the Director, establishes. 

(b) CONTRIBUTED FUNDS.—The Secretary 
may accept and expend funds received from 
non-Federal public or private entities to con- 
duct a review referred to in subsection (a). 

(c) LIMITATIONS.—Nothing in this section 
preempts or interferes with— 

(1) any obligation to comply with the pro- 
visions of any Federal law, including— 
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(A) the National Environmental Policy Act 
of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4821 et seq.); and 

(B) any other Federal environmental law; 

(2) the reviewability of any final Federal 
agency action in a court of the United States 
or in the court of any State; 

(3) any requirement for seeking, consid- 
ering, or responding to public comment; or 

(4) any power, jurisdiction, responsibility, 
duty, or authority that a Federal, State, or 
local governmental agency, Indian tribe, or 
project sponsor has with respect to carrying 
out a project or any other provision of law 
applicable to projects. 

SEC. 8008. INTERNATIONAL OUTFALL INTER- 
CEPTOR REPAIR, OPERATIONS, AND 
MAINTENANCE. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that, pursuant to the Act of July 
27, 1953 (22 U.S.C. 277d-10 et seq.), and not- 
withstanding the memorandum of agreement 
between the United States Section of the 
International Boundary and Water Commis- 
sion and the City of Nogales, Arizona, dated 
January 20, 2006 (referred to in this section 
as the ‘“‘Agreement’’), an equitable propor- 
tion of the costs of operation and mainte- 
nance of the Nogales sanitation project to be 
contributed by the City of Nogales, Arizona 
(referred to in this section as the ‘‘City’’), 
should be based on the average daily volume 
of wastewater originating from the City. 

(b) CAPITAL COSTS EXCLUDED.—Pursuant to 
the Agreement and the Act of July 27, 1953 
(22 U.S.C. 277d-10 et seq.), the City shall have 
no obligation to contribute to any capital 
costs of repairing or upgrading the Nogales 
sanitation project. 

(c) OVERCHARGES.—Notwithstanding the 
Agreement and subject to subsection (d), the 
United States Section of the International 
Boundary and Water Commission shall reim- 
burse the City for, and shall not charge the 
City after the date of enactment of this Act 
for, operations and maintenance costs in ex- 
cess of an equitable proportion of the costs, 
as described in subsection (a). 

(d) LIMITATION.—Costs reimbursed or a re- 
duction in costs charged under subsection (c) 
shall not exceed $4,000,000. 

SEC. 8009. PECHANGA BAND OF LUISENO MIS- 
SION INDIANS WATER RIGHTS SET- 
TLEMENT. 

(a) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this section 
are— 

(1) to achieve a fair, equitable, and final 
settlement of claims to water rights and cer- 
tain claims for injuries to water rights in the 
Santa Margarita River Watershed for— 

(A) the Band; and 

(B) the United States, acting in its capac- 
ity as trustee for the Band and Allottees; 

(2) to achieve a fair, equitable, and final 
settlement of certain claims by the Band and 
Allottees against the United States; 

(8) to authorize, ratify, and confirm the 
Pechanga Settlement Agreement to be en- 
tered into by the Band, RCWD, and the 
United States; 

(4) to authorize and direct the Secretary— 

(A) to execute the Pechanga Settlement 
Agreement; and 

(B) to take any other action necessary to 
carry out the Pechanga Settlement Agree- 
ment in accordance with this section; and 

(5) to authorize the appropriation of 
amounts necessary for the implementation 
of the Pechanga Settlement Agreement and 
this section. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) ADJUDICATION COURT.—The term ‘“‘Adju- 
dication Court? means the United States 
District Court for the Southern District of 
California, which exercises continuing juris- 
diction over the Adjudication Proceeding. 
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(2) ADJUDICATION PROCEEDING.—The term 
“Adjudication Proceeding” means litigation 
initiated by the United States regarding rel- 
ative water rights in the Santa Margarita 
River Watershed in United States v. 
Fallbrook Public Utility District et al., Civ. 
No. 3:51-cv—01247 (S.D.C.A.), including any 
litigation initiated to interpret or enforce 
the relative water rights in the Santa Mar- 
garita River Watershed pursuant to the con- 
tinuing jurisdiction of the Adjudication 
Court over the Fallbrook Decree. 

(3) ALLOTTEE.—The term ‘‘Allottee’’ means 
an individual who holds a beneficial real 
property interest in an Indian allotment 
that is— 

(A) located within the Reservation; and 

(B) held in trust by the United States. 

(4) BAND.—The term “Band”? means 
Pechanga Band of Luiseno Mission Indians, a 
federally recognized sovereign Indian tribe 
that functions as a custom and tradition In- 
dian tribe, acting on behalf of itself and its 
members, but not acting on behalf of mem- 
bers in their capacities as Allottees. 

(5) CLAIMS.—The term ‘‘claims’’ means 
rights, claims, demands, actions, compensa- 
tion, or causes of action, whether known or 
unknown. 

(6) EMWD.—The term ‘“EMWD” means 
Eastern Municipal Water District, a munic- 
ipal water district organized and existing in 
accordance with the Municipal Water Dis- 
trict Law of 1911, Division 20 of the Water 
Code of the State of California, as amended. 

(7) EMWD CONNECTION FEE.—The term 
“HMWD Connection Fee” has the meaning 
set forth in the Extension of Service Area 
Agreement. 

(8) ENFORCEABILITY DATE.—The term ‘“‘en- 
forceability date” means the date on which 
the Secretary publishes in the Federal Reg- 
ister the statement of findings described in 
subsection (f)(5). 

(9) ESAA CAPACITY AGREEMENT.—The term 
“HSAA Capacity Agreement’? means the 
“Agreement to Provide Capacity for Deliv- 
ery of ESAA Water’’, among the Band, 
RCWD and the United States. 

(10) ESAA WATER.—The term ‘“ESAA 
Water”? means imported potable water that 
the Band receives from EMWD and MWD 
pursuant to the Extension of Service Area 
Agreement and delivered by RCWD pursuant 
to the ESAA Water Delivery Agreement. 

(11) ESAA WATER DELIVERY AGREEMENT.— 
The term “ESAA Water Delivery Agree- 
ment” means the agreement among EMWD, 
RCWD, and the Band, establishing the terms 
and conditions of water service to the Band. 

(12) EXTENSION OF SERVICE AREA AGREE- 
MENT.—The term ‘‘Extension of Service Area 
Agreement” means the ‘‘Agreement for Ex- 
tension of Existing Service Area’’, among 
the Band, EMWD, and MWD, for the provi- 
sion of water service by EMWD to a des- 
ignated portion of the Reservation using 
water supplied by MWD. 

(13) FALLBROOK DECREE.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘Fallbrook De- 
cree” means the ‘‘Modified Final Judgment 
And Decree’’, entered in the Adjudication 
Proceeding on April 6, 1966. 

(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘‘Fallbrook De- 
cree” includes all court orders, interlocutory 
judgments, and decisions supplemental to 
the ‘‘Modified Final Judgment And Decree”, 
including Interlocutory Judgment No. 30, In- 
terlocutory Judgment No. 35, and Interlocu- 
tory Judgment No. 41. 

(14) FunD.—The term “Fund” means the 
Pechanga Settlement Fund established by 
subsection (h). 

(15) INDIAN TRIBE.—The term ‘Indian 
tribe” has the meaning given the term in 
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section 4 of the Indian Self-Determination 
and Education Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 
5304). 

(16) INJURY TO WATER RIGHTS.—The term 
‘injury to water rights” means an inter- 
ference with, diminution of, or deprivation 
of water rights under Federal or State law. 

(17) INTERIM CAPACITY.—The term ‘‘Interim 
Capacity” has the meaning set forth in the 
ESAA Capacity Agreement. 

(18) INTERIM CAPACITY NOTICE.—The term 
“Interim Capacity Notice” has the meaning 
set forth in the ESAA Capacity Agreement. 

(19) INTERLOCUTORY JUDGMENT NO. 41.—The 
term ‘‘Interlocutory Judgment No. 41” 
means Interlocutory Judgment No. 41 issued 
in the Adjudication Proceeding on November 
8, 1962, including all court orders, judgments 
and decisions supplemental to that inter- 
locutory judgment. 

(20) MWD.—The term “MWD” means the 
Metropolitan Water District of Southern 
California, a metropolitan water district or- 
ganized and incorporated under the Metro- 
politan Water District Act of the State of 


California (Stats. 1969, Chapter 209, as 
amended). 
(21) MWD CONNECTION FEE.—The term 


“MWD Connection Fee’’ has the meaning set 
forth in the Extension of Service Area Agree- 
ment. 

(22) PECHANGA ESAA DELIVERY CAPACITY AC- 
COUNT.—The term ‘‘Pechanga ESAA Delivery 
Capacity account” means the account estab- 
lished by subsection (h)(3)(B). 

(23) PECHANGA RECYCLED WATER INFRA- 
STRUCTURE ACCOUNT.—The term ‘‘Pechanga 
Recycled Water Infrastructure account” 
means the account established by subsection 
(h)(3)(A). 

(24) PECHANGA SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT.— 
The term ‘‘Pechanga Settlement Agree- 
ment? means the Pechanga Settlement 
Agreement, dated June 17, 2014, together 
with the exhibits to that agreement, entered 
into by the Band, the United States on be- 
half of the Band, its members and Allottees, 
MWD, EMWD, and RCWD, including— 

(A) the Extension of Service Area Agree- 
ment; 

(B) the ESAA Capacity Agreement; and 

(C) the ESAA Water Delivery Agreement. 

(25) PECHANGA WATER CODE.—The term 
“Pechanga Water Code” means a water code 
to be adopted by the Band in accordance 
with subsection (d)(6). 

(26) PECHANGA WATER FUND ACCOUNT.—The 
term ‘‘Pechanga Water Fund account” 
means the account established by subsection 
(h)(3)(C). 

(27) PECHANGA WATER QUALITY ACCOUNT.— 
The term ‘‘Pechanga Water Quality ac- 
count”? means the account established by 
subsection (h)(3)(D). 

(28) PERMANENT CAPACITY.—The term ‘‘Per- 
manent Capacity” has the meaning set forth 
in the ESAA Capacity Agreement. 

(29) PERMANENT CAPACITY NOTICE.—The 
term ‘‘Permanent Capacity Notice” has the 
meaning set forth in the ESAA Capacity 
Agreement. 

(30) RCWD.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘RCWD” means 
the Rancho California Water District orga- 
nized pursuant to section 34000 et seq. of the 
California Water Code. 

(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘‘RCWD”’’ in- 
cludes all real property owners for whom 
RCWD acts as an agent pursuant to an agen- 
cy agreement. 

(31) RECYCLED WATER INFRASTRUCTURE 
AGREEMENT.—The term ‘‘Recycled Water In- 
frastructure Agreement” means the ‘‘Agree- 
ment for Recycled Water Infrastructure” 
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among the Band, RCWD, and the United 
States. 

(32) RECYCLED WATER TRANSFER AGREE- 
MENT.—The term ‘‘Recycled Water Transfer 
Agreement” means the ‘‘Recycled Water 
Transfer Agreement” between the Band and 
RCWD. 

(33) RESERVATION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘Reservation”’ 
means the land depicted on the map attached 
to the Pechanga Settlement Agreement as 
Exhibit I. 

(B) APPLICABILITY OF TERM.—The term 
“Reservation” shall be used solely for the 
purposes of the Pechanga Settlement Agree- 
ment, this section, and any judgment or de- 
cree issued by the Adjudication Court ap- 
proving the Pechanga Settlement Agree- 
ment. 

(34) SANTA MARGARITA RIVER WATERSHED.— 
The term “Santa Margarita River Water- 
shed” means the watershed that is the sub- 
ject of the Adjudication Proceeding and the 
Fallbrook Decree. 

(35) SECRETARY.—The term “Secretary” 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

(36) STATE.—The term “State” means the 
State of California. 

(87) STORAGE POND.—The term ‘‘Storage 
Pond” has the meaning set forth in the Re- 
cycled Water Infrastructure Agreement. 

(38) TRIBAL WATER RIGHT.—The term ‘‘Trib- 
al Water Right’’ means the water rights rati- 
fied, confirmed, and declared to be valid for 
the benefit of the Band and Allottees, as set 
forth and described in subsection (d). 

(c) APPROVAL OF THE PECHANGA SETTLE- 
MENT AGREEMENT.— 

(1) RATIFICATION OF PECHANGA SETTLEMENT 
AGREEMENT .— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as modified by 
this section, and to the extent that the 
Pechanga Settlement Agreement does not 
conflict with this section, the Pechanga Set- 
tlement Agreement is authorized, ratified, 
and confirmed. 

(B) AMENDMENTS.—Any amendment to the 
Pechanga Settlement Agreement is author- 
ized, ratified, and confirmed, to the extent 
that the amendment is executed to make the 
Pechanga Settlement Agreement consistent 
with this section. 

(2) EXECUTION OF PECHANGA SETTLEMENT 
AGREEMENT .— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—To the extent that the 
Pechanga Settlement Agreement does not 
conflict with this section, the Secretary is 
directed to and promptly shall execute— 

(i) the Pechanga Settlement Agreement 
(including any exhibit to the Pechanga Set- 
tlement Agreement requiring the signature 
of the Secretary); and 

(ii) any amendment to the Pechanga Set- 
tlement Agreement necessary to make the 
Pechanga Settlement Agreement consistent 
with this section. 

(B) MODIFICATIONS.—Nothing in this sec- 
tion precludes the Secretary from approving 
modifications to exhibits to the Pechanga 
Settlement Agreement not inconsistent with 
this section, to the extent those modifica- 
tions do not otherwise require congressional 
approval pursuant to section 2116 of the Re- 
vised Statutes (25 U.S.C. 177) or other appli- 
cable Federal law. 

(3) ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—In implementing the 
Pechanga Settlement Agreement, the Sec- 
retary shall promptly comply with all appli- 
cable requirements of— 

(i) the National Environmental Policy Act 
of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4821 et seq.); 

(ii) the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16 
U.S.C. 1531 et seq.); 
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(iii) all other applicable Federal environ- 
mental laws; and 

(iv) all regulations promulgated under the 
laws described in clauses (i) through (iii). 

(B) EXECUTION OF THE PECHANGA SETTLE- 
MENT AGREEMENT.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—Execution of the Pechanga 
Settlement Agreement by the Secretary 
under this subsection shall not constitute a 
major Federal action under the National En- 
vironmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4821 
et seq.). 

(ii) COMPLIANCE.—The Secretary is directed 
to carry out all Federal compliance nec- 
essary to implement the Pechanga Settle- 
ment Agreement. 

(C) LEAD AGENCY.—The Bureau of Reclama- 
tion shall be designated as the lead agency 
with respect to environmental compliance. 

(d) TRIBAL WATER RIGHT.— 

(1) INTENT OF CONGRESS.—It is the intent of 
Congress to provide to each Allottee benefits 
that are equal to or exceed the benefits 
Allottees possess as of the date of enactment 
of this section, taking into consideration— 

(A) the potential risks, cost, and time 
delay associated with litigation that would 
be resolved by the Pechanga Settlement 
Agreement and this section; 

(B) the availability of funding under this 
section; 

(C) the availability of water from the Trib- 
al Water Right and other water sources as 
set forth in the Pechanga Settlement Agree- 
ment; and 

(D) the applicability of section 7 of the Act 
of February 8, 1887 (25 U.S.C. 381), and this 
section to protect the interests of Allottees. 

(2) CONFIRMATION OF TRIBAL WATER RIGHT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—A Tribal Water Right of 
up to 4,994 acre-feet of water per year that, 
under natural conditions, is physically avail- 
able on the Reservation is confirmed in ac- 
cordance with the Findings of Fact and Con- 
clusions of Law set forth in Interlocutory 
Judgment No. 41, as affirmed by the 
Fallbrook Decree. 

(B) USE.—Subject to the terms of the 
Pechanga Settlement Agreement, this sec- 
tion, the Fallbrook Decree and applicable 
Federal law, the Band may use the Tribal 
Water Right for any purpose on the Reserva- 
tion. 

(3) HOLDING IN TRUST.—The Tribal Water 
Right, as set forth in paragraph (2), shall— 

(A) be held in trust by the United States on 
behalf of the Band and the Allottees in ac- 
cordance with this subsection; 

(B) include the priority dates described in 
Interlocutory Judgment No. 41, as affirmed 
by the Fallbrook Decree; and 

(C) not be subject to forfeiture or abandon- 
ment. 

(4) ALLOTTEES.— 

(A) APPLICABILITY OF ACT OF FEBRUARY 8, 
1887.—The provisions of section 7 of the Act of 
February 8, 1887 (25 U.S.C. 381), relating to 
the use of water for irrigation purposes shall 
apply to the Tribal Water Right. 

(B) ENTITLEMENT TO WATER.—Any entitle- 
ment to water of allotted land located within 
the exterior boundaries of the Reservation 
under Federal law shall be satisfied from the 
Tribal Water Right. 

(C) ALLOCATIONS.—Allotted land located 
within the exterior boundaries of the Res- 
ervation shall be entitled to a just and equi- 
table allocation of water for irrigation and 
domestic purposes from the Tribal Water 
Right. 

(D) EXHAUSTION OF REMEDIES.—Before as- 
serting any claim against the United States 
under section 7 of the Act of February 8, 1887 
(25 U.S.C. 381), or any other applicable law, 
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an Allottee shall exhaust remedies available 
under the Pechanga Water Code or other ap- 
plicable tribal law. 

(E) CLAIMS.—Following exhaustion of rem- 
edies available under the Pechanga Water 
Code or other applicable tribal law, an Allot- 
tee may seek relief under section 7 of the Act 
of February 8, 1887 (25 U.S.C. 381), or other 
applicable law. 

(F) AUTHORITY.—The Secretary shall have 
the authority to protect the rights of 
Allottees as specified in this subsection. 

(5) AUTHORITY OF BAND.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), the Band shall have au- 
thority to use, allocate, distribute, and lease 
the Tribal Water Right on the Reservation in 
accordance with— 

(i) the Pechanga Settlement Agreement; 
and 

(ii) applicable Federal law. 

(B) LEASES BY ALLOTTEES.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—An Allottee may lease any 
interest in land held by the Allottee, to- 
gether with any water right determined to 
be appurtenant to that interest in land. 

(ii) WATER RIGHT APPURTENANT.—Any 
water right determined to be appurtenant to 
an interest in land leased by an Allottee 
shall be used on the Reservation. 

(6) PECHANGA WATER CODE.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 18 months 
after the enforceability date, the Band shall 
enact a Pechanga Water Code, that provides 
for— 

(i) the management, regulation, and gov- 
ernance of all uses of the Tribal Water Right 
in accordance with the Pechanga Settlement 
Agreement; and 

(ii) establishment by the Band of condi- 
tions, permit requirements, and other limi- 
tations relating to the storage, recovery, and 
use of the Tribal Water Right in accordance 
with the Pechanga Settlement Agreement. 

(B) INCLUSIONS.—The Pechanga Water Code 
shall provide— 

(i) that allocations of water to Allottees 
shall be satisfied with water from the Tribal 
Water Right; 

(ii) that charges for delivery of water for 
irrigation purposes for Allottees shall be as- 
sessed in accordance with section 7 of the 
Act of February 8, 1887 (25 U.S.C. 381); 

(iii) a process by which an Allottee (or any 
successor in interest to an Allottee) may re- 
quest that the Band provide water for irriga- 
tion or domestic purposes in accordance with 
this section; 

(iv) a due process system for the consider- 
ation and determination by the Band of any 
request by an Allottee (or any successor in 
interest to an Allottee) for an allocation of 
such water for irrigation or domestic pur- 
poses on allotted land, including a process 
for— 

(I) appeal and adjudication of any denied or 
disputed distribution of water; and 

(II) resolution of any contested administra- 
tive decision; and 

(v) a requirement that any Allottee (or any 
successor in interest to an Allottee) with a 
claim relating to the enforcement of rights 
of the Allottee (or any successor in interest 
to an Allottee) under the Pechanga Water 
Code or relating to the amount of water allo- 
cated to land of the Allottee must first ex- 
haust remedies available to the Allottee 
under tribal law and the Pechanga Water 
Code before initiating an action against the 
United States or petitioning the Secretary 
pursuant to paragraph (4)(D). 

(C) ACTION BY SECRETARY.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall ad- 
minister the Tribal Water Right until the 
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Pechanga Water Code is enacted and ap- 
proved under this subsection. 

(ii) APPROVAL.—Any provision of the 
Pechanga Water Code and any amendment to 
the Pechanga Water Code that affects the 
rights of Allottees— 

(I) shall be subject to the approval of the 
Secretary; and 

(II) shall not be valid until approved by the 
Secretary. 

(iii) APPROVAL PERIOD.—The Secretary 
shall approve or disapprove the Pechanga 
Water Code within a reasonable period of 
time after the date on which the Band sub- 
mits the Pechanga Water Code to the Sec- 
retary for approval. 

(7) EFFECT.—Except as otherwise specifi- 
cally provided in this section, nothing in this 
section— 

(A) authorizes any action by an Allottee 
(or any successor in interest to an Allottee) 
against any individual or entity, or against 
the Band, under Federal, State, tribal, or 
local law; or 

(B) alters or affects the status of any ac- 
tion pursuant to section 1491(a) of title 28, 
United States Code. 

(e) SATISFACTION OF CLAIMS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The benefits provided to 
the Band under the Pechanga Settlement 
Agreement and this Act shall be in complete 
replacement of, complete substitution for, 
and full satisfaction of all claims of the Band 
against the United States that are waived 
and released pursuant to subsection (f). 

(2) ALLOTTEE CLAIMS.—The benefits real- 
ized by the Allottees under this section shall 
be in complete replacement of, complete sub- 
stitution for, and full satisfaction of— 

(A) all claims that are waived and released 
pursuant to subsection (f); and 

(B) any claims of the Allottees against the 
United States that the Allottees have or 
could have asserted that are similar in na- 
ture to any claim described in subsection (f). 

(3) NO RECOGNITION OF WATER RIGHTS.—Ex- 
cept as provided in subsection (d)(4), nothing 
in this section recognizes or establishes any 
right of a member of the Band or an Allottee 
to water within the Reservation. 

(4) CLAIMS RELATING TO DEVELOPMENT OF 
WATER FOR RESERVATION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The amounts authorized 
to be appropriated pursuant to subsection (j) 
shall be used to satisfy any claim of the 
Allottees against the United States with re- 
spect to the development or protection of 
water resources for the Reservation. 

(B) SATISFACTION OF CLAIMS.—Upon the 
complete appropriation of amounts author- 
ized pursuant to subsection (j), any claim of 
the Allottees against the United States with 
respect to the development or protection of 
water resources for the Reservation shall be 
deemed to have been satisfied. 

(f) WAIVER OF CLAIMS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.— 

(A) WAIVER OF CLAIMS BY THE BAND AND THE 
UNITED STATES ACTING IN ITS CAPACITY AS 
TRUSTEE FOR THE BAND.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the retention of 
rights set forth in paragraph (8), in return 
for recognition of the Tribal Water Right 
and other benefits as set forth in the 
Pechanga Settlement Agreement and this 
section, the Band, on behalf of itself and the 
members of the Band (but not on behalf of a 
tribal member in the capacity of Allottee), 
and the United States, acting as trustee for 
the Band, are authorized and directed to exe- 
cute a waiver and release of all claims for 
water rights within the Santa Margarita 
River Watershed that the Band, or the 
United States acting as trustee for the Band, 
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asserted or could have asserted in any pro- 
ceeding, including the Adjudication Pro- 
ceeding, except to the extent that such 
rights are recognized in the Pechanga Settle- 
ment Agreement and this section. 

(ii) CLAIMS AGAINST RCWD.—Subject to the 
retention of rights set forth in paragraph (3) 
and notwithstanding any provisions to the 
contrary in the Pechanga Settlement Agree- 
ment, the Band and the United States, on be- 
half of the Band and Allottees, fully release, 
acquit, and discharge RCWD from— 

(I) claims for injuries to water rights in 
the Santa Margarita River Watershed for 
land located within the Reservation arising 
or occurring at any time up to and including 
June 30, 2009; 

(II) claims for injuries to water rights in 
the Santa Margarita River Watershed for 
land located within the Reservation arising 
or occurring at any time after June 30, 2009, 
resulting from the diversion or use of water 
in a manner not in violation of the Pechanga 
Settlement Agreement or this section; 

(III) claims for subsidence damage to land 
located within the Reservation arising or oc- 
curring at any time up to and including June 
30, 2009; 

(IV) claims for subsidence damage arising 
or occurring after June 30, 2009, to land lo- 
cated within the Reservation resulting from 
the diversion of underground water in a man- 
ner consistent with the Pechanga Settle- 
ment Agreement or this section; and 

(V) claims arising out of, or relating in any 
manner to, the negotiation or execution of 
the Pechanga Settlement Agreement or the 
negotiation or execution of this section. 

(B) CLAIMS BY THE UNITED STATES ACTING IN 
ITS CAPACITY AS TRUSTEE FOR ALLOTTEES.— 
Subject to the retention of claims set forth 
in paragraph (3), in return for recognition of 
the water rights of the Band and other bene- 
fits as set forth in the Pechanga Settlement 
Agreement and this section, the United 
States, acting as trustee for Allottees, is au- 
thorized and directed to execute a waiver 
and release of all claims for water rights 
within the Santa Margarita River Watershed 
that the United States, acting as trustee for 
the Allottees, asserted or could have as- 
serted in any proceeding, including the Adju- 
dication Proceeding. 

(C) CLAIMS BY THE BAND AGAINST THE 
UNITED STATES.—Subject to the retention of 
rights set forth in paragraph (3), the Band, 
on behalf of itself and the members of the 
Band (but not on behalf of a tribal member 
in the capacity of Allottee), is authorized to 
execute a waiver and release of— 

(i) all claims against the United States (in- 
cluding the agencies and employees of the 
United States) relating to claims for water 
rights in, or water of, the Santa Margarita 
River Watershed that the United States, act- 
ing in its capacity as trustee for the Band, 
asserted, or could have asserted, in any pro- 
ceeding, including the Adjudication Pro- 
ceeding, except to the extent that those 
rights are recognized in the Pechanga Settle- 
ment Agreement and this section; 

(ii) all claims against the United States 
(including the agencies and employees of the 
United States) relating to damages, losses, 
or injuries to water, water rights, land, or 
natural resources due to loss of water or 
water rights (including damages, losses or 
injuries to hunting, fishing, gathering, or 
cultural rights due to loss of water or water 
rights, claims relating to interference with, 
diversion, or taking of water or water rights, 
or claims relating to failure to protect, ac- 
quire, replace, or develop water, water 
rights, or water infrastructure) in the Santa 
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Margarita River Watershed that first ac- 
crued at any time up to and including the 
enforceability date; 

(iii) all claims against the United States 
(including the agencies and employees of the 
United States) relating to the pending litiga- 
tion of claims relating to the water rights of 
the Band in the Adjudication Proceeding; 
and 

(iv) all claims against the United States 
(including the agencies and employees of the 
United States) relating to the negotiation or 
execution of the Pechanga Settlement 
Agreement or the negotiation or execution 
of this section. 

(2) EFFECTIVENESS OF WAIVERS AND RE- 
LEASES.—The waivers under paragraph (1) 
shall take effect on the enforceability date. 

(3) RESERVATION OF RIGHTS AND RETENTION 
OF CLAIMS.—Notwithstanding the waivers 
and releases authorized in this section, the 
Band, on behalf of itself and the members of 
the Band, and the United States, acting in 
its capacity as trustee for the Band and 
Allottees, retain— 

(A) all claims for enforcement of the 
Pechanga Settlement Agreement and this 
section; 

(B) all claims against any person or entity 
other than the United States and RCWD, in- 
cluding claims for monetary damages; 

(C) all claims for water rights that are out- 
side the jurisdiction of the Adjudication 
Court; 

(D) all rights to use and protect water 
rights acquired on or after the enforceability 
date; and 

(Œ) all remedies, privileges, immunities, 
powers, and claims, including claims for 
water rights, not specifically waived and re- 
leased pursuant to this section and the 
Pechanga Settlement Agreement. 

(4) EFFECT OF PECHANGA SETTLEMENT 
AGREEMENT AND ACT.—Nothing in the 
Pechanga Settlement Agreement or this sec- 
tion— 

(A) affects the ability of the United States, 
acting as sovereign, to take actions author- 
ized by law, including any laws relating to 
health, safety, or the environment, includ- 
ing— 

(i) the Comprehensive Environmental Re- 
sponse, Compensation, and Liability Act of 
1980 (42 U.S.C. 9601 et seq.); 

(ii) the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 
300f et seq.); 

(iii) the Federal Water Pollution Control 
Act (33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.); and 

(iv) any regulations implementing the Acts 
described in clauses (i) through (iii); 

(B) affects the ability of the United States 
to take actions acting as trustee for any 
other Indian tribe or an Allottee of any 
other Indian tribe; 


(C) confers jurisdiction on any State 
court— 
(i) to interpret Federal law regarding 


health, safety, or the environment; 

(ii) to determine the duties of the United 
States or other parties pursuant to Federal 
law regarding health, safety, or the environ- 
ment; or 

(iii) to conduct judicial review of Federal 
agency action; 

(D) waives any claim of a member of the 
Band in an individual capacity that does not 
derive from a right of the Band; 

(E) limits any funding that RCWD would 
otherwise be authorized to receive under any 
Federal law, including, the Reclamation 
Wastewater and Groundwater Study and Fa- 
cilities Act (48 U.S.C. 390h et seq.) as that 
Act applies to permanent facilities for water 
recycling, demineralization, and desalina- 
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tion, and distribution of nonpotable water 
supplies in Southern Riverside County, Cali- 
fornia; 

(F) characterizes any amounts received by 
RCWD under the Pechanga Settlement 
Agreement or this section as Federal for pur- 
poses of section 1649 of the Reclamation 
Wastewater and Groundwater Study and Fa- 
cilities Act (43 U.S.C. 390h-82); or 

(G) affects the requirement of any party to 
the Pechanga Settlement Agreement or any 
of the exhibits to the Pechanga Settlement 
Agreement to comply with the National En- 
vironmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4821 
et seq.) or the California Environmental 
Quality Act (Cal. Pub. Res. Code 21000 et 
seq.) prior to performing the respective obli- 
gations of that party under the Pechanga 
Settlement Agreement or any of the exhibits 
to the Pechanga Settlement Agreement. 

(5) ENFORCEABILITY DATE.—The_ enforce- 
ability date shall be the date on which the 
Secretary publishes in the Federal Register a 
statement of findings that— 

(A) the Adjudication Court has approved 
and entered a judgment and decree approving 
the Pechanga Settlement Agreement in sub- 
stantially the same form as Appendix 2 to 
the Pechanga Settlement Agreement; 

(B) all amounts authorized by this section 
have been deposited in the Fund; 

(C) the waivers and releases authorized in 
paragraph (1) have been executed by the 
Band and the Secretary; 

(D) the Extension of Service Area Agree- 
ment— 

(i) has been approved and executed by all 
the parties to the Extension of Service Area 
Agreement; and 

(ii) is effective and enforceable in accord- 
ance with the terms of the Extension of 
Service Area Agreement; and 

(E) the ESAA Water Delivery Agreement— 

(i) has been approved and executed by all 
the parties to the ESAA Water Delivery 
Agreement; and 

(ii) is effective and enforceable in accord- 
ance with the terms of the ESAA Water De- 
livery Agreement. 

(6) TOLLING OF CLAIMS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Each applicable period of 
limitation and time-based equitable defense 
relating to a claim described in this sub- 
section shall be tolled for the period begin- 
ning on the date of enactment of this Act 
and ending on the earlier of— 

(i) April 30, 2030, or such alternate date 
after April 30, 2030, as is agreed to by the 
Band and the Secretary; or 

(ii) the enforceability date. 

(B) EFFECTS OF SUBSECTION.—Nothing in 
this subsection revives any claim or tolls 
any period of limitation or time-based equi- 
table defense that expired before the date of 
enactment of this Act. 

(C) LIMITATION.—Nothing in this sub- 
section precludes the tolling of any period of 
limitations or any time-based equitable de- 
fense under any other applicable law. 

(7) TERMINATION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—If all of the amounts au- 
thorized to be appropriated to the Secretary 
pursuant to this section have not been made 
available to the Secretary by April 30, 2030— 

(i) the waivers authorized by this sub- 
section shall expire and have no force or ef- 
fect; and 

(ii) all statutes of limitations applicable to 
any claim otherwise waived under this sub- 
section shall be tolled until April 30, 2030. 

(B) VOIDING OF WAIVERS.—If a waiver au- 
thorized by this subsection is void under sub- 
paragraph (A)— 

(i) the approval of the United States of the 
Pechanga Settlement Agreement under sub- 
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section (c) shall be void and have no further 
force or effect; 

(ii) any unexpended Federal amounts ap- 
propriated or made available to carry out 
this section, together with any interest 
earned on those amounts, and any water 
rights or contracts to use water and title to 
other property acquired or constructed with 
Federal amounts appropriated or made avail- 
able to carry out this section shall be re- 
turned to the Federal Government, unless 
otherwise agreed to by the Band and the 
United States and approved by Congress; and 

(iii) except for Federal amounts used to ac- 
quire or develop property that is returned to 
the Federal Government under clause (ii), 
the United States shall be entitled to set off 
any Federal amounts appropriated or made 
available to carry out this section that were 
expended or withdrawn, together with any 
interest accrued, against any claims against 
the United States relating to water rights 
asserted by the Band or Allottees in any fu- 
ture settlement of the water rights of the 
Band or Allottees. 

(€) WATER FACILITIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall, sub- 
ject to the availability of appropriations, 
using amounts from the designated accounts 
of the Fund, provide the amounts necessary 
to fulfill the obligations of the Band under 
the Recycled Water Infrastructure Agree- 
ment and the ESAA Capacity Agreement, in 
an amount not to exceed the amounts depos- 
ited in the designated accounts for such pur- 
poses plus any interest accrued on such 
amounts from the date of deposit in the 
Fund to the date of disbursement from the 
Fund, in accordance with this section and 
the terms and conditions of those agree- 
ments. 

(2) NONREIMBURSABILITY OF COSTS.—AII1 
costs incurred by the Secretary in carrying 
out this subsection shall be nonreimburs- 
able. 

(3) RECYCLED WATER INFRASTRUCTURE.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall, 
using amounts from the Pechanga Recycled 
Water Infrastructure account, provide 
amounts for the Storage Pond in accordance 
with this paragraph. 

(B) STORAGE POND.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall, sub- 
ject to the availability of appropriations, 
provide the amounts necessary to fulfill the 
obligations of the Band under the Recycled 
Water Infrastructure Agreement for the de- 
sign and construction of the Storage Pond, 
in an amount not to exceed $2,656,374. 

(ii) PROCEDURE.—The procedure for the 
Secretary to provide amounts pursuant to 
this paragraph shall be as set forth in the 
Recycled Water Infrastructure Agreement. 

(iii) LEAD AGENCY.—The Bureau of Rec- 
lamation shall be the lead agency for pur- 
poses of the implementation of this para- 
graph. 

(iv) LIABILITY.—The United States shall 
have no responsibility or liability for the 
Storage Pond. 

(4) ESAA DELIVERY CAPACITY.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall, 
using amounts from the Pechanga ESAA De- 
livery Capacity account, provide amounts for 
Interim Capacity and Permanent Capacity in 
accordance with this paragraph. 

(B) INTERIM CAPACITY.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall, sub- 
ject to the availability of appropriations, 
using amounts from the ESAA Delivery Ca- 
pacity account, provide amounts necessary 
to fulfill the obligations of the Band under 
the ESAA Capacity Agreement for the provi- 
sion by RCWD of Interim Capacity to the 
Band in an amount not to exceed $1,000,000. 
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(ii) PROCEDURE.—The procedure for the 
Secretary to provide amounts pursuant to 
this subparagraph shall be as set forth in the 
ESAA Capacity Agreement. 

(iii) LEAD AGENCY.—The Bureau of Rec- 
lamation shall be the lead agency for pur- 
poses of the implementation of this subpara- 
graph. 

(iv) LIABILITY.—The United States shall 
have no responsibility or liability for the In- 
terim Capacity to be provided by RCWD. 

(v) TRANSFER TO BAND.—If RCWD does not 
provide the Interim Capacity Notice required 
pursuant to the ESAA Capacity Agreement 
by the date that is 60 days after the date re- 
quired under the ESAA Capacity Agreement, 
the amounts in the Pechanga ESAA Delivery 
Capacity account for purposes of the provi- 
sion of Interim Capacity and Permanent Ca- 
pacity, including any interest that has ac- 
crued on those amounts, shall be available 
for use by the Band to provide alternative in- 
terim capacity in a manner that is similar to 
the Interim Capacity and Permanent Capac- 
ity that the Band would have received had 
RCWD provided such Interim Capacity and 
Permanent Capacity. 

(C) PERMANENT CAPACITY.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—On receipt of the Perma- 
nent Capacity Notice pursuant to section 
5(b) of the ESAA Capacity Agreement, the 
Secretary, acting through the Bureau of Rec- 
lamation, shall enter into negotiations with 
RCWD and the Band to establish an agree- 
ment that will allow for the disbursement of 
amounts from the Pechanga ESAA Delivery 
Capacity account in accordance with clause 
(ii). 

(ii) SCHEDULE OF DISBURSEMENT.—Subject 
to the availability of amounts under sub- 
section (h)(5), on execution of the ESAA Ca- 
pacity Agreement, the Secretary shall, sub- 
ject to the availability of appropriations and 
using amounts from the ESAA Delivery Ca- 
pacity account, provide amounts necessary 
to fulfill the obligations of the Band under 
the ESAA Capacity Agreement for the provi- 
sion by RCWD of Permanent Capacity to the 
Band in an amount not to exceed the amount 
available in the ESAA Delivery Capacity ac- 
count as of the date on which the ESAA Ca- 
pacity Agreement is executed. 

(iii) PROCEDURE.—The procedure for the 
Secretary to provide funds pursuant to this 
subparagraph shall be as set forth in the 
ESAA Capacity Agreement. 

(iv) LEAD AGENCY.—The Bureau of Rec- 
lamation shall be the lead agency for pur- 
poses of the implementation of this subpara- 
graph. 

(v) LIABILITY.—The United States shall 
have no responsibility or liability for the 
Permanent Capacity to be provided by 
RCWD. 

(vi) TRANSFER TO BAND.—If RCWD does not 
provide the Permanent Capacity Notice re- 
quired pursuant to the ESAA Capacity 
Agreement by the date that is 5 years after 
the enforceability date, the amounts in the 
Pechanga ESAA Delivery Capacity account 
for purposes of the provision of Permanent 
Capacity, including any interest that has ac- 
crued on those amounts, shall be available 
for use by the Band to provide alternative 
permanent capacity in a manner that is 
similar to the Permanent Capacity that the 
Band would have received had RCWD pro- 
vided such Permanent Capacity. 

(h) PECHANGA SETTLEMENT FUND.— 

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
in the Treasury of the United States a fund 
to be known as the ‘‘Pechanga Settlement 
Fund’’, to be managed, invested, and distrib- 
uted by the Secretary and to be available 
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until expended, and, together with any inter- 
est earned on those amounts, to be used sole- 
ly for the purpose of carrying out this sec- 
tion. 

(2) TRANSFERS TO FUND.—The Fund shall 
consist of such amounts as are deposited in 
the Fund under subsection (j), together with 
any interest earned on those amounts, which 
shall be available in accordance with para- 
graph (5). 

(3) ACCOUNTS OF PECHANGA SETTLEMENT 
FUND.—The Secretary shall establish in the 
Fund the following accounts: 

(A) Pechanga Recycled Water Infrastruc- 
ture account, consisting of amounts author- 
ized pursuant to subsection (j)(1). 

(B) Pechanga ESAA Delivery Capacity ac- 
count, consisting of amounts authorized pur- 
suant to subsection (j)(2). 

(C) Pechanga Water Fund account, con- 
sisting of amounts authorized pursuant to 
subsection (j)(8). 

(D) Pechanga Water Quality account, con- 
sisting of amounts authorized pursuant to 
subsection (j)(4). 

(4) MANAGEMENT OF FUND.—The Secretary 
shall manage, invest, and distribute all 
amounts in the Fund in a manner that is 
consistent with the investment authority of 
the Secretary under— 

(A) the first section of the Act of June 24, 
1938 (25 U.S.C. 162a); 

(B) the American Indian Trust Fund Man- 
agement Reform Act of 1994 (25 U.S.C. 4001 et 
seq.); and 

(C) this subsection. 

(5) AVAILABILITY OF AMOUNTS.—Amounts 
appropriated to, and deposited in, the Fund, 
including any investment earnings accrued 
from the date of deposit in the Fund through 
the date of disbursement from the Fund, 
shall be made available to the Band by the 
Secretary beginning on the enforceability 
date. 

(6) WITHDRAWALS BY BAND PURSUANT TO THE 
AMERICAN INDIAN TRUST FUND MANAGEMENT 
REFORM ACT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Band may withdraw 
all or part of the amounts in the Fund on ap- 
proval by the Secretary of a tribal manage- 
ment plan submitted by the Band in accord- 
ance with the American Indian Trust Fund 
Management Reform Act of 1994 (25 U.S.C. 
4001 et seq.). 

(B) REQUIREMENTS.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—In addition to the require- 
ments under the American Indian Trust 
Fund Management Reform Act of 1994 (25 
U.S.C. 4001 et seq.), the tribal management 
plan under subparagraph (A) shall require 
that the Band shall spend all amounts with- 
drawn from the Fund in accordance with this 
section. 

(ii) ENFORCEMENT.—The Secretary may 
carry out such judicial or administrative ac- 
tions as the Secretary determines to be nec- 
essary to enforce the tribal management 
plan to ensure that amounts withdrawn by 
the Band from the Fund under this para- 
graph are used in accordance with this sec- 
tion. 

(7) WITHDRAWALS BY BAND PURSUANT TO AN 
EXPENDITURE PLAN.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Band may submit an 
expenditure plan for approval by the Sec- 
retary requesting that all or part of the 
amounts in the Fund be disbursed in accord- 
ance with the plan. 

(B) REQUIREMENTS.—The expenditure plan 
under subparagraph (A) shall include a de- 
scription of the manner and purpose for 
which the amounts proposed to be disbursed 
from the Fund will be used, in accordance 
with paragraph (8). 
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(C) APPROVAL.—If the Secretary deter- 
mines that an expenditure plan submitted 
under this subsection is consistent with the 
purposes of this section, the Secretary shall 
approve the plan. 

(D) ENFORCEMENT.—The Secretary may 
carry out such judicial or administrative ac- 
tions as the Secretary determines necessary 
to enforce an expenditure plan to ensure that 
amounts disbursed under this paragraph are 
used in accordance with this section. 

(8) USES.—Amounts from the Fund shall be 
used by the Band for the following purposes: 

(A) PECHANGA RECYCLED WATER INFRA- 
STRUCTURE ACCOUNT.—The Pechanga Recy- 
cled Water Infrastructure account shall be 
used for expenditures by the Band in accord- 
ance with subsection (g)(8). 

(B) PECHANGA ESAA DELIVERY CAPACITY AC- 
COUNT.—The Pechanga ESAA Delivery Ca- 
pacity account shall be used for expenditures 
by the Band in accordance with subsection 
(g)(4). 

(C) PECHANGA WATER FUND ACCOUNT.—The 
Pechanga Water Fund account shall be used 
for— 

(i) payment of the EMWD Connection Fee; 

(ii) payment of the MWD Connection Fee; 
and 

(iii) any expenses, charges, or fees incurred 
by the Band in connection with the delivery 
or use of water pursuant to the Pechanga 
Settlement Agreement. 

(D) PECHANGA WATER QUALITY ACCOUNT.— 
The Pechanga Water Quality account shall 
be used by the Band to fund groundwater de- 
salination activities within the Wolf Valley 
Basin. 

(9) LIABILITY.—The Secretary and the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury shall not be liable for 
the expenditure of, or the investment of any 
amounts withdrawn from, the Fund by the 
Band under paragraph (6) or (7). 

(10) NO PER CAPITA DISTRIBUTIONS.—No por- 
tion of the Fund shall be distributed on a per 
capita basis to any member of the Band. 

(i) MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS.— 

(1) WAIVER OF SOVEREIGN IMMUNITY BY THE 
UNITED STATES.—Except as provided in sub- 
sections (a) through (c) of section 208 of the 
Department of Justice Appropriation Act, 
1953 (48 U.S.C. 666), nothing in this section 
waives the sovereign immunity of the United 
States. 

(2) OTHER TRIBES NOT ADVERSELY AF- 
FECTED.—Nothing in this section quantifies 
or diminishes any land or water right, or any 
claim or entitlement to land or water, of an 
Indian tribe, band, or community other than 
the Band. 

(3) LIMITATION ON CLAIMS FOR REIMBURSE- 
MENT.—With respect to Indian land within 
the Reservation— 

(A) the United States shall not submit 
against any Indian-owned land located with- 
in the Reservation any claim for reimburse- 
ment of the cost to the United States of car- 
rying out this section and the Pechanga Set- 
tlement Agreement; and 

(B) no assessment of any Indian-owned 
land located within the Reservation shall be 
made regarding that cost. 

(4) EFFECT ON CURRENT LAW.—Nothing in 
this subsection affects any provision of law 
(including regulations) in effect on the day 
before the date of enactment of this Act with 
respect to preenforcement review of any Fed- 
eral environmental enforcement action. 

(j) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

(1) PECHANGA RECYCLED WATER INFRASTRUC- 
TURE ACCOUNT.—There is authorized to be ap- 
propriated $2,656,374, for deposit in the 
Pechanga Recycled Water Infrastructure ac- 
count, to carry out the activities described 
in subsection (g)(38). 
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(2) PECHANGA ESAA DELIVERY CAPACITY AC- 
COUNT.—There is authorized to be appro- 
priated $17,900,000, for deposit in the 
Pechanga ESAA Delivery Capacity account, 
which amount shall be adjusted for changes 
in construction costs since June 30, 2009, as 
is indicated by ENR Construction Cost 
Index, 20-City Average, as applicable to the 
types of construction required for the Band 
to provide the infrastructure necessary for 
the Band to provide the Interim Capacity 
and Permanent Capacity in the event that 
RCWD elects not to provide the Interim Ca- 
pacity or Permanent Capacity as set forth in 
the ESAA Capacity Agreement and con- 
templated in subparagraphs (B)(v) and (C)(vi) 
of subsection (g)(4), with such adjustment 
ending on the date on which funds author- 
ized to be appropriated under this subsection 
have been deposited in the Fund. 

(3) PECHANGA WATER FUND ACCOUNT.—There 
is authorized to be appropriated $5,483,653, 
for deposit in the Pechanga Water Fund ac- 
count, which amount shall be adjusted for 
changes in appropriate cost indices since 
June 30, 2009, with such adjustment ending 
on the date of deposit in the Fund, for the 
purposes set forth in subsection (h)(8)(C). 

(4) PECHANGA WATER QUALITY ACCOUNT.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated 
$2,460,000, for deposit in the Pechanga Water 
Quality account, which amount shall be ad- 
justed for changes in appropriate cost indices 
since June 30, 2009, with such adjustment 
ending on the date of deposit in the Fund, for 
the purposes set forth in subsection (h)(8)(D). 

(k) REPEAL ON FAILURE OF ENFORCEABILITY 
DATE.—If the Secretary does not publish a 
statement of findings under subsection (f)(5) 
by April 30, 2021, or such alternative later 
date as is agreed to by the Band and the Sec- 
retary, as applicable— 

(1) this section is repealed effective on the 
later of May 1, 2021, or the day after the al- 
ternative date agreed to by the Band and the 
Secretary; 

(2) any action taken by the Secretary and 
any contract or agreement pursuant to the 
authority provided under any provision of 
this section shall be void; 

(3) any amounts appropriated under sub- 
section (j), together with any interest on 
those amounts, shall immediately revert to 
the general fund of the Treasury; and 

(4) any amounts made available under sub- 
section (j) that remain unexpended shall im- 
mediately revert to the general fund of the 
Treasury. 

(1) ANTIDEFICIENCY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any au- 
thorization of appropriations to carry out 
this section, the expenditure or advance of 
any funds, and the performance of any obli- 
gation by the Department in any capacity, 
pursuant to this section shall be contingent 
on the appropriation of funds for that ex- 
penditure, advance, or performance. 

(2) LIABILITY.—The Department of the In- 
terior shall not be liable for the failure to 
carry out any obligation or activity author- 
ized by this section if adequate appropria- 
tions are not provided to carry out this sec- 
tion. 

SEC. 8010. GOLD KING MINE SPILL RECOVERY. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘‘Adminis- 
trator” means the Administrator of the En- 
vironmental Protection Agency. 

(2) CLAIMANT.—The term “claimant” 
means a State, Indian tribe, or local govern- 
ment that submits a claim under subsection 
(Cc). 

(3) GOLD KING MINE RELEASE.—The term 
“Gold King Mine release” means the dis- 
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charge on August 5, 2015, of approximately 
3,000,000 gallons of contaminated water from 
the Gold King Mine north of Silverton, Colo- 
rado, into Cement Creek that occurred while 
contractors of the Environmental Protection 
Agency were conducting an investigation of 
the Gold King Mine to assess mine condi- 
tions. 

(4) NATIONAL CONTINGENCY PLAN.—The term 
“National Contingency Plan’’ means the Na- 
tional Contingency Plan prepared and pub- 
lished under part 300 of title 40, Code of Fed- 
eral Regulations (or successor regulations). 

(5) RESPONSE.—The term ‘‘response’’ has 
the meaning given the term in section 101 of 
the Comprehensive Environmental Response, 
Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 (42 
U.S.C. 9601). 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the Administrator should re- 
ceive and process, as expeditiously as pos- 
sible, claims under chapter 171 of title 28, 
United States Code (commonly known as the 
“Federal Tort Claims Act’’) for any injury 
arising out of the Gold King Mine release. 

(c) GOLD KING MINE RELEASE CLAIMS PUR- 
SUANT TO THE COMPREHENSIVE ENVIRON- 
MENTAL RESPONSE, COMPENSATION, AND LI- 
ABILITY ACT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall, 
consistent with the National Contingency 
Plan, receive and process under the Com- 
prehensive Environmental Response, Com- 
pensation, and Liability Act of 1980 (42 
U.S.C. 9601 et seq.), and pay from appropria- 
tions made available to the Administrator to 
carry out that Act, any claim made by a 
State, Indian tribe, or local government for 
eligible response costs relating to the Gold 
King Mine release. 

(2) ELIGIBLE RESPONSE COSTS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Response costs incurred 
between August 5, 2015, and September 9, 
2016, are eligible for payment by the Admin- 
istrator under this subsection, without prior 
approval by the Administrator, if the re- 
sponse costs are not inconsistent with the 
National Contingency Plan. 

(B) PRIOR APPROVAL REQUIRED.—Response 
costs incurred after September 9, 2016, are el- 
igible for payment by the Administrator 
under this subsection if— 

(i) the Administrator approves the re- 
sponse costs under section 111(a)(2) of the 
Comprehensive Environmental Response, 
Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 (42 
U.S.C. 9611(a)(2)); and 

(ii) the response costs are not inconsistent 
with the National Contingency Plan. 

(3) PRESUMPTION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 
consider response costs claimed under para- 
graph (1) to be eligible response costs if a 
reasonable basis exists to establish that the 
response costs are not inconsistent with the 
National Contingency Plan. 

(B) APPLICABLE STANDARD.—In determining 
whether a response cost is not inconsistent 
with the National Contingency Plan, the Ad- 
ministrator shall apply the same standard 
that the United States applies in seeking re- 
covery of the response costs of the United 
States from responsible parties under section 
107 of the Comprehensive Environmental Re- 
sponse, Compensation, and Liability Act of 
1980 (42 U.S.C. 9607). 

(4) TIMING.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator shall make a decision on, and 
pay, any eligible response costs submitted to 
the Administrator before that date of enact- 
ment. 

(B) SUBSEQUENTLY FILED CLAIMS.—Not later 
than 90 days after the date on which a claim 
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is submitted to the Administrator, the Ad- 
ministrator shall make a decision on, and 
pay, any eligible response costs. 

(C) DEADLINE.—Al1l claims under this sub- 
section shall be submitted to the Adminis- 
trator not later than 180 days after the date 
of enactment of this Act. 

(D) NOTIFICATION.—Not later than 30 days 
after the date on which the Administrator 
makes a decision under subparagraph (A) or 
(B), the Administrator shall notify the 
claimant of the decision. 

(d) WATER QUALITY PROGRAM.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—In response to the Gold 
King Mine release, the Administrator, in 
conjunction with affected States, Indian 
tribes, and local governments, shall, subject 
to the availability of appropriations, develop 
and implement a program for long-term 
water quality monitoring of rivers contami- 
nated by the Gold King Mine release. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—In carrying out the 
program described in paragraph (1), the Ad- 
ministrator, in conjunction with affected 
States, Indian tribes, and local governments, 
shall— 

(A) collect water quality samples and sedi- 
ment data; 

(B) provide the public with a means of 
viewing the water quality sample results and 
sediment data referred to in subparagraph 
(A) by, at a minimum, posting the informa- 
tion on the website of the Administrator; 

(C) take any other reasonable measure nec- 
essary to assist affected States, Indian 
tribes, and local governments with long-term 
water monitoring; and 

(D) carry out additional program activities 
related to long-term water quality moni- 
toring that the Administrator determines to 
be necessary. 

(3) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Administrator such sums as may be nec- 
essary to carry out this subsection, includ- 
ing the reimbursement of affected States, In- 
dian tribes, and local governments for the 
costs of long-term water quality monitoring 
of any river contaminated by the Adminis- 
trator. 

(e) EXISTING STATE AND TRIBAL LAW.— 
Nothing in this section affects the jurisdic- 
tion or authority of any department, agency, 
or officer of any State government or any In- 
dian tribe. 

(f) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—Nothing in this sec- 
tion affects any right of any State, Indian 
tribe, or other person to bring a claim 
against the United States for response costs 
or natural resources damages pursuant to 
section 107 of the Comprehensive Environ- 
mental Response, Compensation, and Liabil- 
ity Act of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 9607). 


SA 5043. Mr. BROWN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

On page 218, strike line 6 and insert the fol- 
lowing: 
affected by lead in a public water system. 

“(7) SHORT-TERM REMEDY FOR LEAD IN 
DRINKING WATER.—In the case of an exceed- 
ance of a lead action level or any other pre- 
scribed level of lead in a regulation issued 
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under section 1412, including the concentra- 
tions of lead found in a monitoring activity 
or any other level of lead determined by the 
Administrator to warrant notice under para- 
graph (3), not later than 7 days after the date 
on which notice is provided to the public 
under paragraph (3), the State that has pri- 
mary enforcement responsibility under sec- 
tion 1413 shall identify short-term remedies, 
including bottled water or a water filtration 
system, for affected households.’’. 


SA 5044. Mr. MURPHY (for himself 
and Mr. BLUMENTHAL) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert: 

It is the sense of Congress that— 

1) State water quality standards that im- 
pact the disposal of dredged material should 
be developed collaboratively, with input 
from all relevant stakeholders; 

2) Open-water disposal of dredged material 
should be reduced to the maximum extent 
practicable; 

3) Disputes between states related to the 
disposal of dredged material and the protec- 
tion of water quality should be resolved be- 
tween the states in accordance with regional 
plans and involving regional bodies. 


SA 5045. Mr. BOOZMAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of title VIII, add the following: 
SEC. 80 __. EXEMPTION OF RURAL WATER 

PROJECTS FROM CERTAIN RENTAL 
FEES. 

Section 504(g) of the Federal Land Policy 
and Management Act of 1976 (48 U.S.C. 
1764(¢)) is amended in the eighth sentence by 
inserting ‘‘and for any rural water project 
serving fewer than 3,300 individuals that is 
federally financed (including a project that 
receives Federal funds under the Consoli- 
dated Farm and Rural Development Act (7 
U.S.C. 1921 et seq.) or from a State drinking 
water treatment revolving loan fund estab- 
lished under section 1452 of the Safe Drink- 
ing Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12)) (referred to 
in this subsection as a ‘covered project’), 
subject to the requirement that the total 
amount of rental fees that may be exempted 
with respect to covered projects shall not ex- 
ceed $50,000 in any 1 year” after ‘‘such facili- 
ties”. 


SA 5046. Ms. BALDWIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
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MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of section 4018, add the fol- 
lowing: 

(h) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. — 
There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary to carry out this section $50,000,000 
for each fiscal year. 


SA 5047. Mr. BOOKER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle A of title VII, add 
the following 
SEC. 71 . SCHOOL TESTING AND NOTIFICA- 

TION; GRANT PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1464 of the Safe 
Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C.300j-24) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

“(e) TESTING AND NOTIFICATION REQUIRE- 
MENTS FOR PUBLIC WATER SYSTEMS THAT 
SERVE SCHOOLS.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 2016, the Admin- 
istrator shall promulgate a regulation that— 

“(1) requires— 

“(A) each public water system that serves 
a school or licensed childcare facility deter- 
mined by the Administrator to have a risk of 
lead in the drinking water at a level that 
meets or exceeds the lead action level estab- 
lished by the Administrator under section 
1412(b) to offer to the local educational agen- 
cy that operates the school assistance in 
sampling for lead in the drinking water of 
the school; 

“(B) in the case of a local educational 
agency that accepts assistance in sampling 
for lead in the drinking water of the school, 
the public water system to sample for lead; 
and 

‘“(2) requires a public water system that 
provides assistance under paragraph (1) and 
obtains the sampling results for a school to 
provide the sampling results to the local 
educational agency that has jurisdiction 
over the school and the head of the State 
agency that has primary responsibility to 
carry out this title in the State not later 
than 5 business days after the date on which 
the public water system receives the sam- 
pling results. 

“(f) SCHOOL LEAD TESTING AND REMEDI- 
ATION GRANT PROGRAM.— 

“(1) DEFINITION OF ELIGIBLE ENTITY.—In 
this subsection, the term ‘eligible entity’ 
means— 

“(A) a local educational agency (as defined 
in section 8101 of the Elementary and Sec- 
ondary Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
7801)); 

“(B) a public water system that provides 
assistance to a local education agency under 
subsection (e)(1); or 
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“(C) a State agency that administers a 
statewide program to test for, or remediate, 
lead contamination in drinking water. 

(2) GRANTS AUTHORIZED.—Not later than 1 
year after the date of enactment of this sub- 
section, the Administrator shall establish a 
grant program to make grants available to 
eligible entities to test for, or remediate, 
lead contamination in school drinking water. 

“(3) USE OF FUNDS.—An eligible entity that 
receives a grant under this subsection may 
use grant funds— 

“(A) to recover the costs incurred by the 
eligible entity for testing for lead contami- 
nation in school drinking water conducted 
by the eligible entity or another entity ap- 
proved by the Administrator or the State to 
conduct the testing; or 

‘(B) to replace lead pipes and short-term 
measures, pipe fittings, plumbing fittings, 
and fixtures of any school with drinking 
water that contains a level of lead that ex- 
ceeds the action level established by the Ad- 
ministrator under section 1412(b) with lead 
free (as defined in section 1417) pipes, pipe 
fittings, plumbing fittings, and fixtures. 

‘(4) GUIDANCE; PUBLIC AVAILABILITY.—AS a 
condition of receiving a grant under this sub- 
section, an eligible entity shall— 

“(A) expend grant funds in accordance 
with— 

“(i) the guidance of the Environmental 
Protection Agency entitled ‘3Ts for Reducing 
Lead in Drinking Water in Schools: Revised 
Technical Guidance’ and dated October 2006 
(or any successor guidance); or 

“(ii) applicable State regulations or guid- 
ance regarding the reduction of lead in 
drinking water in schools that is consistent 
with the guidance referred to in clause (i), as 
determined by the Administrator; 

‘“(B) make publicly available, including, to 
the maximum extent practicable, on the 
Internet website of the eligible entity, a 
copy of the results of any testing for lead 
contamination in school drinking water that 
is carried out with funds under this sub- 
section; and 

‘(C) notify parent, teacher, and employee 
organizations of the availability of the re- 
sults described in subparagraph (B).’’. 


SA 5048. Mr. BOOKER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle A of title VII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 7118. CAPACITY DEVELOPMENT. 

Section 1420 of the Safe Drinking Water 
Act (42 U.S.C. 300g-9) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b), by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘(4) HISTORICAL 
PLIERS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The head of the State 
agency that has primary responsibility to 
carry out this title in the State shall provide 
written notice to a public water system that 
the Administrator has determined the public 
water system to be a historical significant 
noncomplier of this part. 

‘(B) RETURN TO COMPLIANCE ASSESSMENT.— 
Not later than 180 days after the date on 
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which a public water system receives a no- 
tice under subparagraph (A), the public 
water system shall carry out, and submit to 
the head of the State agency that has pri- 
mary responsibility to carry out this title in 
the State for review, a return to compliance 
assessment that may include consideration 
of partnership options (as described in sub- 
section (d)(8)(A)). 

‘“(C) NO ENFORCEMENT ACTION.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
clause (ii), neither the Administrator nor a 
State shall take any action against a histor- 
ical significant noncomplier of this part dur- 
ing the time period described in subpara- 
graph (B) if the historical significant non- 
complier is pursuing a partnership actively 
and in good faith. 

“(ii) EXCEPTION.—Notwithstanding clause 
(i), the Administrator or a State may take 
an action against a historical significant 
noncomplier during the time period de- 
scribed in subparagraph (B) to address an im- 
minent or acute public health risk.’’; 

(2) in subsection (c)— 

(A) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) in subparagraph (C)(ii), by inserting 
“that are determined to be historical signifi- 
cant noncompliers and public water systems 
that are not determined to be historical sig- 
nificant noncompliers” after ‘‘public water 
systems’’; 

(ii) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
after the semicolon; 

(iii) in subparagraph (E), by striking the 
period at the end and inserting ‘‘; and”; and 

(iv) by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(F) a description of— 

“(i) the efforts of the head of the State 
agency that has primary responsibility to 
carry out this title in the State to promote 
partnerships; and 

“(ii) how many partnerships the head of 
the State agency that has primary responsi- 
bility to carry out this title in the State ex- 
pects to be successful.’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (3), by inserting ‘‘, efforts 
to promote partnerships, number of success- 
ful partnerships,” after ‘efficacy of the 
strategy”; 

(3) in subsection (d)— 

(A) by redesignating paragraph (3) and (4) 
as paragraphs (9) and (10), respectively; and 

(B) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘*(3) PARTNERSHIPS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—A partnership described 
in this paragraph includes— 

“(i)a change in the ownership or the finan- 
cial, technical, and operational management 
structure of a water system determined by 
the Administrator to be a historical signifi- 
cant noncomplier of this part; 

“(ii) a partnership between a water system 
determined by the Administrator to be a his- 
torical significant noncomplier of this part 
and a water system that is not determined 
by the Administrator to be a historical sig- 
nificant noncomplier of this part; and 

“(iii) a partnership between 2 or more 
water systems determined by the Adminis- 
trator to be historical significant noncom- 
pliers of this part. 

‘(B) DEADLINE FOR RETURN TO COMPLI- 
ANCE.—A water system determined by the 
Administrator to be a historical significant 
noncomplier of this part that enters into a 
partnership agreement shall return to com- 
pliance— 

“(i) in the case of an approved State plan, 
as soon as practicable but not later than 3 
years after the date on which the water sys- 
tem enters into the partnership agreement; 
or 
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“(ii) in the case of an enforceable agree- 
ment approved by the State and the Admin- 
istrator, not later than 6 years after the date 
on which the water system enters into the 
partnership agreement. 

“(C) STATE REVOLVING LOAN FUNDS.—The 
Administrator may not withhold from a 
State funds under section 1452 or reduce any 
State allotment or set-aside under that sec- 
tion based on the action or inaction of a 
State with respect to new partnerships under 
this section. 

‘(4) PARTNERSHIP INCENTIVES.—The Admin- 
istrator shall— 

“(A) establish incentives for public water 
systems to enter into a partnership described 
in paragraph (3)(A), including allowing a 
State to award grant and loan funds to a 
public water system that is determined by 
the Administrator to be a historical signifi- 
cant noncomplier of this part— 

“(i) to assess partnership options; and 

“Gi) to engage in peer-to-peer assistance; 
and 

‘“(B) provide other technical assistance as 
necessary to achieve compliance with this 
section. 

“(5) SAFE HARBOR.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—A public water system 
that enters into a partnership described in 
clause (i) or (ii) of paragraph (8)(A) and ac- 
quires ownership or control of a water sys- 
tem determined by the Administrator to be a 
historical significant noncomplier of this 
part shall be held harmless from any fines or 
penalties associated with violations of Fed- 
eral law by the historical significant non- 
complier that occurred on a date that is be- 
fore the change in ownership or control of 
that public water system if the public water 
system discloses the violations to the State 
and the Administrator under such notice re- 
quirements as the Administrator may estab- 
lish. 

‘“(B) PARTNERSHIP BETWEEN 2 OR MORE HIS- 
TORICAL SIGNIFICANT NONCOMPLIERS.—Sub- 
paragraph (A) shall not apply to a partner- 
ship described in clause (iii) of paragraph 
(8)(A). 

“(6) VOLUNTARY COMPLIANCE AUDITS.—The 
Administrator shall establish incentives for 
public water systems to assess compliance 
with this title, including the use of Federal 
or State audit and self-disclosure policies 
that include an assessment of the complete- 
ness and accuracy of monitoring and data re- 
ported to the head of the State agency that 
has primary responsibility to carry out this 
title in the State to determine compliance. 

“(7) GUIDANCE; COFUNDING.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 18 
months after the date of enactment of this 
paragraph, the Administrator, in coordina- 
tion with the Secretary of Agriculture and 
the Secretary of Housing and Urban Develop- 
ment, shall develop guidance on the use of 
all available Federal grants and loan funds 
for public water systems that enter into a 
partnership agreement. 

‘“(B) COFUNDING.—The Administrator shall 
maximize flexibility for the use of cofunding 
for public water systems that enter into a 
partnership agreement. 

**(8) RECIPROCITY.—The Administrator 
shall develop incentives to encourage reci- 
procity among States to provide greater mo- 
bility of certified operators, with a focus on 
rural and disadvantaged communities.’’; and 

(4) in subsection (g)(2)— 

(A) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘The 
Administrator” and inserting the following: 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator”; 

(B) in the second sentence, by striking 
“The Administrator” and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 
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(2) NO DUPLICATION.—The Administrator”; 
and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

‘*(3) BEST PRACTICES DATABASE.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator, in 
coordination with the States, shall establish 
a best practices database to share examples 
of practices involving operational, technical, 
and financial capacity under this part. 

‘(B) GRANTS AUTHORIZED.—The Adminis- 
trator may make grants available to an ap- 
propriate nonprofit organization to develop 
and maintain the database described in sub- 
paragraph (A).’’. 


SA 5049. Mr. BOOKER (for himself 
and Mr. MENENDEZ) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of section 6004, add the fol- 
lowing: 

(3) The Hudson-Raritan Estuary Com- 
prehensive Restoration Project. 


SA 5050. Mr. BOOKER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of title VIII, add the following: 


SEC. 8 E WATER INFRASTRUCTURE AND 
WORKFORCE INVESTMENT. 


(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 
(1) utilities and local governments invest 
significant resources in planning, designing, 


constructing, operating, and maintaining 
water, wastewater, and stormwater sys- 
tems— 


(A) to ensure a safe and reliable water sup- 
ply for customers; and 

(B) to maintain public health, safety, and 
environmental quality; 

(2) during the 10-year period beginning on 
the date of enactment of this Act, 30 of the 
largest water and wastewater utilities in the 
United States will— 

(A) invest $233,000,000,000 in operating and 
capital spending; and 

(B) support 290,000 jobs annually; 

(3) every $1,000,000,000 in Federal invest- 
ment in water and wastewater infrastructure 
creates an estimated 26,000 jobs; 

(4) jobs in the water and wastewater sec- 
tor, including apprenticeship positions, typi- 
cally pay more than 3 times the minimum 
wage; 

(5) the median age of water sector workers 
is 48 years old, which is 6 years older than 
the national median age of workers; 

(6) water and wastewater utilities antici- 
pate unprecedented workforce replacement 
needs over the 10-year period described in 
paragraph (2) because 37 percent of water 
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utility workers and 31 percent of wastewater 
utility workers will retire during that pe- 
riod; 

(7) during the period described in para- 
graph (6), workforce replacement needs in 
the water sector will exceed the 23-percent 
nationwide replacement need of the total 
workforce; and 

(8) water infrastructure projects and per- 
manent water utility jobs can offer access to 
stable, high-quality jobs with competitive 
wages and benefits. 


(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that— 

(1) water and wastewater utilities provide 
a unique opportunity for access to stable, 
high-quality careers; 

(2) as water and wastewater utilities make 
critical investments in infrastructure, water 
and wastewater utilities can invest in the de- 
velopment of local workers and local small 
businesses to strengthen communities and 
ensure a strong pipeline of skilled and di- 
verse workers for today and tomorrow; and 

(3) to further the goal of ensuring a strong 
pipeline of skilled and diverse workers in the 
water and wastewater utilities sector, Con- 
gress urges— 

(A) increased collaboration among Federal, 
State, and local governments; and 

(B) institutions of higher education, ap- 
prentice programs, high schools, and other 
community-based organizations to align 
workforce training programs and community 
resources with water and wastewater utili- 
ties to accelerate career pipelines and pro- 
vide access to workforce opportunities. 


(c) INNOVATIVE WATER INFRASTRUCTURE 
WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM.— 

(1) GRANTS AUTHORIZED.—The Adminis- 
trator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency and the Secretary shall establish a 
competitive grant program to assist the de- 
velopment of innovative activities relating 
to workforce development in the water util- 
ity sector. 

(2) SELECTION OF GRANT RECIPIENTS.—In 
awarding grants under paragraph (1), the Ad- 
ministrator or the Secretary, as applicable, 
shall, to the maximum extent practicable, 
select water utilities that— 

(A) are geographically diverse; 

(B) address the workforce and human re- 
sources needs of large and small public water 
and wastewater utilities; 

(C) address the workforce and human re- 
sources needs of urban and rural public 
water and wastewater utilities; 

(D) advance training relating to construc- 
tion, utility operations, treatment and dis- 
tribution, green infrastructure, customer 
service, maintenance, and engineering; and 

(E)(i) have a high retiring workforce rate; 
or 

(ii) are located in areas with a high unem- 
ployment rate. 

(8) USE OF FUNDS.—Grants awarded under 
paragraph (1) may be used for activities such 
as— 

(A) targeted internship, apprenticeship, 
preapprenticeship, and post-secondary bridge 
programs for mission-critical skilled trades, 
in collaboration with labor organizations, 
community colleges, and other training and 
education institutions that provide— 

(i) on-the-job training; 

(ii) soft and hard skills development; 

(iii) test preparation for skilled trade ap- 
prenticeships; or 

(iv) other support services to facilitate 
post-secondary success; 

(B) kindergarten through 12th grade and 
young adult education programs that— 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


(i) educate young people about the role of 
water and wastewater utilities in the com- 
munities of the young people; 

(ii) increase the career awareness and ex- 
posure of the young people to water utility 
careers through various work-based learning 
opportunities inside and outside the class- 
room; and 

(iii) connect young people to post-sec- 
ondary career pathways related to water 
utilities; 

(C) regional industry and workforce devel- 
opment collaborations to identify water util- 
ity employment needs, map existing career 
pathways, support the development of cur- 
ricula, facilitate the sharing of resources, 
and coordinate candidate development, staff 
preparedness efforts, and activities that en- 
gage and support— 

(i) water utilities employers; 

(ii) educational and training institutions; 

(iii) local community-based organizations; 

(iv) public workforce agencies; and 

(v) other related stakeholders; 

(D) integrated learning laboratories em- 
bedded in high schools or other secondary 
educational institutions that provide stu- 
dents with— 

(i) hands-on, contextualized learning op- 
portunities; 

(ii) dual enrollment credit for post-sec- 
ondary education and training programs; and 

(iii) direct connection to industry employ- 
ers; and 

(E) leadership development, occupational 
training, mentoring, or cross-training pro- 
grams that ensure that incumbent water and 
wastewater utilities workers are prepared for 
higher-level supervisory or management- 
level positions. 


SA 5051. Mr. BOOKER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

On page 79, strike lines 22 through 25 and 
insert the following: 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (4), (5), (6), 
(7), (8), (9), (40), (11), (12), and (13) as para- 
graphs (5), (6), (7), (9), (10), (12), (14), (15), (16), 
and (17), respectively; 

On page 81, strike lines 3 through 5 and in- 
sert the following: 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (7) (as re- 
designated by paragraph (1)) the following: 

‘(8) FISH PASSAGE.—The term ‘fish passage’ 
means any activity or structure that im- 
proves the movement of native fish or other 
native aquatic species by reconnecting up- 
stream and downstream habitats.”’; 

(4) by inserting after paragraph (10) (as re- 
designated by paragraph (1)) the following: 

“(11) NON-FEDERAL SPONSOR.—The term 

On page 81, strike lines 9 through 15 and in- 
sert the following: 

“(B) a nonprofit organization.’’; and 

(5) by inserting after paragraph (12) (as re- 
designated by paragraph (1)) the following: 

‘(13) REHABILITATION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘rehabilita- 
tion’ means the repair, replacement, recon- 
struction, or removal of a dam that is car- 
ried out to meet applicable State dam safety 
and security standards. 
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“(B) INCLUSION.—The term ‘rehabilitation’ 
includes the construction or restoration of a 
structure that effectively accomplishes fish 
passage.’’. 

On page 82, strike lines 7 through 9 and in- 
sert the following: 

‘(8) the restoration of fish passage. 


SA 5052. Mr. CARDIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of title VIII, add the following: 
SEC. 80___. CHESAPEAKE BAY GRASS SURVEY. 

There is authorized to be appropriated to 
the Administrator of the Environmental 
Protection Agency for the Chesapeake Bay 
Grass Survey $150,000 for fiscal year 2017 and 
each fiscal year thereafter. 


SA 5053. Mr. REID (for Mr. SANDERS) 
submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 4979 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to 
the bill S. 2848, to provide for the con- 
servation and development of water 
and related resources, to authorize the 
Secretary of the Army to construct 
various projects for improvements to 
rivers and harbors of the United 
States, and for other purposes; which 
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol- 
lows: 

On page 80, line 24, insert ‘‘with a gener- 
ating capacity of more than 6 megawatts” 
after “dam”. 


SA 5054. Mr. REID (for Mr. SANDERS) 
submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 4979 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to 
the bill S. 2848, to provide for the con- 
servation and development of water 
and related resources, to authorize the 
Secretary of the Army to construct 
various projects for improvements to 
rivers and harbors of the United 
States, and for other purposes; which 
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol- 
lows: 

At the end of title I, add the following: 

SEC. 10___. FLOOD CONTROL RESERVOIRS. 

Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, the Secretary may study, design, and 
construct a control gate, spillway, or dam 
safety improvement for a flood control res- 
ervoir— 

(1) that was constructed, in whole or in 
part, by the Corps of Engineers; 

(2) for which the construction was com- 
pleted before 1940; and 

(3) that is operated by a non-Federal enti- 
ty. 


SA 5055. Mr. REID submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
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MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 
At the end of title III, add the following: 

SEC. 30. MODIFICATION OF COST ALLOCA- 


TION FOR BOCA RESERVOIR DAM, 
CALIFORNIA. 

Section 4(c)(1) of the Reclamation of Safe- 
ty of Dams Act of 1978 (48 U.S.C. 508(c)(1)) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking the period at the end and in- 
serting ‘‘; and’’; 

(2) by striking 
“case of—’’; 

(3) by striking “Jackson Lake Dam” and 
inserting the following: 

“(A) Jackson Lake Dam”; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 

“(B) Boca Reservoir Dam, Truckee River 
Storage Project, California, such costs shall 
be allocated— 

“(i) in accordance with the authorized pur- 
poses of the Truckee-Carson-Pyramid Lake 
Water Rights Settlement Act (Public Law 
101-618; 104 Stat. 3294); and 

“(ii) in proportion to the beneficial use of 
waters, as determined by the Truckee River 
Operating Agreement Administrator.’’. 


SA 5056. Ms. BALDWIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At end of subtitle A of title VII, add the 
following: 
SEC. 71 __ 


“case of’? and inserting 


. REPLACEMENT OF LEAD SERVICE 
LINES. 

Section 1452(a)(2) of the Safe Drinking 
Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12(a)(2)) (as amend- 
ed by section 7101) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

‘(G) LEAD SERVICE LINE REPLACEMENT.— 
Funds may be used to provide assistance for 
complete service line replacement, regard- 
less of pipe material and ownership of the 
property, if— 

“(i) the assistance is provided to an entity 
that is eligible to receive assistance under 
this section; and 

“(ii) the project complies with all other re- 
quirements under this section.’’. 


SA 5057. Ms. CANTWELL submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 
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At the end of title VIII, add the following: 
SEC. 80 . SHELLFISH FARMS. 

Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, any verification letter or other permit 
coverage issued to a new or existing shellfish 
farm in the State of Washington by the Sec- 
retary under 2012 Nationwide Permit 48 (de- 
scribed in the final notice entitled 
‘“‘Reissuance of Nationwide Permits” (77 Fed. 
Reg. 10184 (February 21, 2012))), and before 
the effective date of the 2017 Nationwide Per- 
mit 48 (described in the notice of proposed 
rulemaking entitled ‘‘Proposal to Reissue 
and Modify Nationwide Permits” (81 Fed. 
Reg. 35186 (June 1, 2016))), shall be in effect 
during the period beginning on the date of 
issuance of the permit and ending on the 
date that is 5 years after the effective date of 
the 2017 Nationwide Permit 48. 


SA 5058. Mr. WYDEN (for himself and 
Mr. MERKLEY) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of title IV, add the following: 
SEC. 40 . COLUMBIA RIVER FLOOD RISK. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pre- 
pare a report that includes a cost estimate 
and a proposed scope and schedule for assess- 
ing the appropriate level of flood risk in the 
Columbia River basin to ensure resiliency 
and continuation of the multiple-purpose 
benefits and economic viability provided by 
the existing system of dams, reservoirs, and 
levees in the region. 

(b) CONSULTATION.—In preparing the report 
under subsection (a), the Secretary— 

(1) shall consult with— 

(A) the heads of Federal agencies with re- 
sponsibilities in the Columbia River basin; 

(B) the Governors of the States of Wash- 
ington, Oregon, Idaho, and Montana; and 

(C) the heads of affected Columbia Basin 
Indian tribes in the region; and 

(2) is encouraged to solicit input from the 
public and other interested parties regarding 
the proposed scope and schedule. 

(c) LIMITATIONS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—In preparing the report 
under subsection (a), the Secretary shall not 
expend more than $3,000,000. 

(2) COST SHARE.—The report under sub- 
section (a) shall be prepared at full Federal 
expense. 

(da) DEADLINE.—The report under 
section (a) shall be completed— 

(1) not earlier than 2 years after the date of 
enactment of this Act; and 

(2) not later than 3 years after the date of 
enactment of this Act. 


SA 5059. Mr. SASSE (for himself, Mr. 
CoTTON, and Mr. MCCAIN) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 2848, to provide for 
the conservation and development of 
water and related resources, to author- 
ize the Secretary of the Army to con- 
struct various projects for improve- 
ments to rivers and harbors of the 
United States, and for other purposes; 


sub- 
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which was ordered to lie on the table; 

as follows: 

At the end, insert the following: 

SEC. 8003. EXEMPTION FROM INDIVIDUAL MAN- 
DATE PENALTY OF PARTICIPANTS IN 
TERMINATED PLANS UNDER CON- 
SUMER OPERATED AND ORIENTED 
PLAN PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (e) of section 
5000A of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new paragraph: 

‘(6) PARTICIPANTS IN CERTAIN TERMINATED 
CONSUMER OPERATED AND ORIENTED PLAN PRO- 
GRAM PLANS.—Any applicable individual, if— 

“(A) the individual was enrolled in a quali- 
fied health plan offered by a qualified non- 
profit health insurance issuer (as defined in 
subsection (c) of section 1322 of the Patient 
Protection and Affordable Care Act) receiv- 
ing funds through the Consumer Operated 
and Oriented Plan program established under 
such section for such plan, and 

“(B) during any month while the indi- 
vidual was so enrolled, such issuer termi- 
nated or otherwise discontinued providing 
all plans of the issuer in the area in which 
the individual resides, 
for such month and any subsequent month.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to months 
in taxable years beginning after December 
31, 2013. 


SA 5060. Mr. MURPHY (for himself 
and Mr. BLUMENTHAL) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert: 

It is the sense of Congress that— 

1) State water quality standards that im- 
pact the disposal of dredged material should 
be developed collaboratively, with input 
from all relevant stakeholders; 

2) Open-water disposal of dredged material 
should be reduced to the maximum extent 
practicable; 

3) Where practicable, the preference is for 
disputes between states related to the dis- 
posal of dredged material and the protection 
of water quality to be resolved between the 
states in accordance with regional plans and 
involving regional bodies. 


ES 


AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 


Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I have 
one request for a committee to meet 
during today’s session of the Senate. It 
has the approval of the Majority and 
Minority leaders. 

Pursuant to Rule XXVI, paragraph 
5(a), of the Standing Rules of the Sen- 
ate, the following committee is author- 
ized to meet during today’s session of 
the Senate: 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 

The Committee on Foreign Relations 
is authorized to meet during the ses- 
sion of the Senate on September 12, 
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2016, at 5 p.m., to hold a classified 
briefing entitled ‘The Failed Coup in 
Turkey and the Future of U.S.-Turkish 
Cooperation.” 


—m 


SIGNING AUTHORITY 


Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the junior 
Senator from North Carolina and the 
senior Senator from Texas be granted 
signing authority for Monday, Sep- 
tember 12, 2016. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 


-Á 


ORDERS FOR TUESDAY, 
SEPTEMBER 13, 2016 


Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that when the 
Senate completes its business today, it 
adjourn until 10 a.m., Tuesday, Sep- 
tember 13; that following the prayer 
and pledge, the morning hour be 
deemed expired, the Journal of pro- 
ceedings be approved to date, and the 
time for the two leaders be reserved for 
their use later in the day; further, that 
following leader remarks, the Senate 
resume consideration of S. 2848; fur- 
ther, that the Senate recess from 12:30 
p.m. until 2:15 p.m. to allow for the 
weekly conference meetings; finally, 
that all time during recess or adjourn- 
ment of the Senate count postcloture 
on amendment No. 4979. 
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The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 


EE 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 10 A.M. 
TOMORROW 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, if 
there is no further business to come be- 
fore the Senate, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that it stand adjourned under the 
previous order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 6:46 p.m., adjourned until Tuesday, 
September 18, 2016, at 10 a.m. 


EEE 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive nominations received by 
the Senate: 
CORPORATION FOR PUBLIC BROADCASTING 
DAVID J. ARROYO, OF NEW YORK, TO BE A MEMBER OF 
THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE CORPORATION FOR 


PUBLIC BROADCASTING FOR A TERM EXPIRING JANU- 
ARY 31, 2022. (REAPPOINTMENT) 


POSTAL REGULATORY COMMISSION 
ROBERT G. TAUB, OF NEW YORK, TO BE A COMMIS- 


SIONER OF THE POSTAL REGULATORY COMMISSION FOR 
A TERM EXPIRING OCTOBER 14, 2022. (REAPPOINTMENT) 


ADMINISTRATIVE CONFERENCE OF THE UNITED 
STATES 
MATTHEW LEE WIENER, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE CHAIRMAN 
OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE CONFERENCE OF THE UNITED 


STATES FOR THE TERM OF FIVE YEARS, VICE PAUL R. 
VERKUIL, RESIGNED. 


IN THE NAVY 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 601: 


To be vice admiral 
REAR ADM. CHRISTOPHER W. GRADY 


September 12, 2016 
DISCHARGED NOMINATIONS 


The Senate Committee on Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs was 
discharged from further consideration 
of the following nomination under the 
authority of the order of the Senate of 
01/07/2009 and the nomination was 
placed on the Executive Calendar: 

*SUSAN S. GIBSON, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE INSPECTOR 
GENERAL OF THE NATIONAL RECONNAISSANCE OFFICE. 

The Senate Committee on Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs was 
discharged from further consideration 
of the following nomination under the 
authority of the order of the Senate of 
01/07/2009 and the nomination was 
placed on the Executive Calendar: 

*PEGGY E. GUSTAFSON, OF MARYLAND, TO BE INSPEC- 
TOR GENERAL, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE. 

*Nominee has committed to respond 
to requests to appear and testify before 
any duly constituted committee of the 
Senate. 


WITHDRAWAL 


Executive Message transmitted by 
the President to the Senate on Sep- 
tember 12, 2016 withdrawing from fur- 
ther Senate consideration the fol- 
lowing nomination: 


BRODI L. FONTENOT, OF LOUISIANA, TO BE CHIEF FI- 
NANCIAL OFFICER, DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY, 
VICE DANIEL M. TANGHERLINI, RESIGNED, WHICH WAS 
SENT TO THE SENATE ON FEBRUARY 12, 2015. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Monday, 


The House met at noon and was 
called to order by the Speaker pro tem- 
pore (Mr. MEADOWS). 


a 


DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
September 12, 2016. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable MARK 
MEADOWS to act as Speaker pro tempore on 
this day. 

PAUL D. RYAN, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


EE 


MORNING-HOUR DEBATE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the order of the House of Janu- 
ary 5, 2016, the Chair will now recog- 
nize Members from lists submitted by 
the majority and minority leaders for 
morning-hour debate. 

The Chair will alternate recognition 
between the parties, with each party 
limited to 1 hour and each Member 
other than the majority and minority 
leaders and the minority whip limited 
to 5 minutes, but in no event shall de- 
bate continue beyond 1:50 p.m. 


———— 


EPA’S REGULATIONS NEGATIVELY 
AFFECT JOBS AND THE RURAL 
COMMUNITY 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. CONAWAY) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Speaker, farm- 
ers, ranchers, and foresters take great 
pride in the stewardship of the land. 
They are the original conservationists. 
While it may be popular among some 
to blame farmers and ranchers for any 
and every environmental concern that 
crops up, I know that nobody cares 
more for the environment than those 
who work the land every day. When a 
farm family’s livelihood depends on 
caring for natural resources, there is 
an undeniable economic incentive to 
adopt practices to enhance the land’s 
long-term viability. 

Unfortunately, the Obama adminis- 
tration has pursued an agenda seem- 
ingly absent of any recognition of the 
consequences for rural America and 
production agriculture. Obama’s EPA 
is creating regulations that are burden- 
some, overreaching, and negatively af- 
fecting jobs and the rural economy. 

Perhaps the most poignant example 
is the EPA and Army Corps of Engi- 


neers’ recent power grab with the 
waters of the U.S. rule or, as the EPA 
calls it, the clean water rule. I will be 
frank, this rule is not about clean 
water. Everybody wants and deserves 
clean water. This rule simply embodies 
EPA’s insatiable appetite for power. 
When EPA Administrator Gina McCar- 
thy testified before the House Com- 
mittee on Agriculture in February, 
members of the committee brought 
forth many concerns with the WOTUS 
rule. Numerous times Administrator 
McCarthy simply brushed off their con- 
cerns with statements that were in- 
tended to assure us that farmers would 
have the same longstanding farming 
exemptions that were originally in- 
cluded in the Clean Water Act. 


These verbal assurances give little 
comfort to farmers and ranchers who 
will face steep civil fines for any viola- 
tion. While the Administrator was tell- 
ing the farming community that they 
have nothing to fear with the new 
WOTUS rule, a California farmer was 
being prosecuted by the Justice De- 
partment for simply plowing his field. 


The lawsuit brought against this pro- 
ducer claims that by plowing a field, 
which every farmer I know considers a 
normal farming practice, this farmer 
has created, get this, ‘‘mini mountain 
ranges” in his field. These mountain 
ranges are furrows from normal farm- 
ing. The suit also claims that this pro- 
ducer discharged a pollutant into the 
waters of the U.S. This so-called pol- 
lutant was the soil he was plowing. 
These perceived violations only came 
to light when an overzealous court bu- 
reaucrat just happened to be driving by 
the property and discovered perceived 
WOTUS violations on the land. 


Regardless of the degree to which 
some deem government regulation jus- 
tifiable, all regulations must be devel- 
oped in a manner that is based on 
science and mindful of the economic 
consequences. This rule clearly was 
not. Farmers, ranchers, and foresters 
believe the EPA is attacking them, and 
it is easy to understand why. 


Instead of using the EPA and Corps’ 
preferred strategy of fear and intimida- 
tion, coupled with punitive enforce- 
ment and overreaching regulatory au- 
thority, we should be building on the 
successful approach taken in the 2014 
farm bill and previous farm bills to 
protect our natural resources through 
voluntary incentive-based conservation 
programs. 


This symbol represents the time of day during the House proceedings, e.g., 
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RECESS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until 2 
p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 4 min- 
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 


EE 


1400 


AFTER RECESS 


The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. COLLINS of New York) at 
2p.m. 


EE 


PRAYER 


The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick 
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer: 

Merciful God, we give You thanks for 
giving us another day. 

In this year of post-9/11, we pray that 
the children of this generation and 
their children’s children may never 
have to experience another day like the 
one that flooded our TV screens so 
many years ago. 

Protect and guide this Nation to a 
new security, built upon human integ- 
rity and communal solidarity with all 
who love freedom and human dignity, 
while respecting the lives and beliefs of 
others. 

Empower the Members of Congress 
and governments around the world to 
establish just laws and seek the com- 
mon good that will lead to ways of eq- 
uity and peace. 

May all that is done this day be for 
Your greater honor and glory. 

Amen. 


EE 


THE JOURNAL 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 
last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour- 
nal stands approved. 


EE 


PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. Ros- 
LEHTINEN) come forward and lead the 
House in the Pledge of Allegiance. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN led the Pledge 
of Allegiance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


1407 is 2:07 p.m. 


Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor. 
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ZIKA FUNDING AND ACCURATE IN- 
FORMATION ARE PARAMOUNT 
TO PROTECT AMERICANS 


(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
come to Congress this week with expec- 
tations that perhaps this is the week 
when, as elected officials, we will do 
the right thing for south Florida fami- 
lies and Americans across our Nation. 
Perhaps this is the week in which the 
Senate will finally pass the long-await- 
ed Zika funding bill and then for the 
House to act, finally. 

South Floridians are correctly push- 
ing Congress to leave politics aside and 
to do our job to protect the public. We 
are already way late in doing so, Mr. 
Speaker. 

I look forward to Governor Scott’s 
meeting with our south Florida con- 
gressional delegation later this week, 
because the facts and figures related to 
how big a problem Zika is appear not 
to have been accurately reflected in 
the summaries provided by the Florida 
Department of Health, according to a 
report in the Miami Herald. Detailed, 
timely, and accurate information is 
needed to protect our communities 
from this epidemic. 

Mr. Speaker, let’s pass the Federal 
funding needed to fight Zika and en- 
sure that State agencies are providing 
thorough and accurate reporting of 
local Zika infections. 


EE 


GUN VIOLENCE 


(Mr. HONDA asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. HONDA. Mr. Speaker, by the end 
of today, 90 people in America will 
have died from gun violence. That is 
beyond tragic. That is heartbreaking. 
That is 90 too many. 

While House Republicans shamefully 
stand idle, I am proud to say that, in 
my district in the Silicon Valley, my 
hometown community hereby says: 
enough. 

Several years ago, the city of Sunny- 
vale overwhelmingly passed critical, 
courageous, and commonsense gun vio- 
lence prevention measures. Today, the 
city of San Jose is on the verge of 
adopting similar measures. I am proud 
that Silicon Valley is leading by exam- 
ple. It is time now for Congress to act. 

Mr. Speaker, we cannot allow one 
more day to go by, and 90 people to die, 
without doing all that we can to end 
the epidemic of gun violence. Enough 
is enough. Give us a vote, Mr. Speaker. 
Give America a vote. 


SS 
JEFF HENDERSON OLYMPIC GOLD 


(Mr. HILL asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
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minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to recognize Jeff Henderson, who won a 
gold medal in the long jump during 
this summer’s Rio Games. 

A native of McAlmont, the Mac Side, 
Arkansas, Jeff has been pushing him- 
self to succeed since the humble begin- 
nings of his athletic career. After grad- 
uating from Sylvan Hills High School 
in 2007, where he played football and 
ran track, Jeff surprised himself and 
his peers as he tore through the com- 
petition in both collegiate and profes- 
sional track and field. His perseverance 
would not dwindle in Rio, and Jeff 
promised his mother, who is battling 
Alzheimer’s, that he would bring home 
the gold. 

After trailing other athletes during 
the majority of the event, on August 
18, 2016, Jeff leapt his way to gold on 
the final jump, edging past the silver 
medalist by just 1 centimeter. 

Our Olympic athletes in Arkansas 
and throughout the country made our 
Nation proud this summer, and I am 
honored to recognize today this Mac 
Side star, Jeff Henderson, for his his- 
toric accomplishment. 


— 


UNFINISHED BUSINESS IN 
CONGRESS 


(Mr. KILDEE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, last week, 
Vice President JOE BIDEN said, ‘‘We are 
facing a simple reality; we are not 
doing the people’s most urgent busi- 
ness.” He is right. It is long past time 
that we take up this staggering list of 
unfinished business in this House. 

The people in my hometown of Flint 
still can’t drink the water that comes 
out of their tap, yet House Republicans 
have pushed off any meaningful action 
that would send help to this commu- 
nity in its moment of greatest need. 
Further, the CDC will run out of re- 
sources to fight Zika, with almost 
17,000 Americans, including 1,600 preg- 
nant women, infected. 

Republicans in Congress continue to 
put their own partisan messaging agen- 
da ahead of fighting Zika, helping the 
kids of Flint, and even with the opioid 
epidemic killing 78 people a day. We 
lose 78 young people a day. No action. 

We have bipartisan approaches to all 
of these problems. This body is called 
together to do the people’s work. We 
should take up this legislation, and we 
should do it now, Mr. Speaker. 


EEE 
MEDIA SHOWS THEIR BIAS 


(Mr. SMITH of Texas asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
the media’s credibility is at a new low, 
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and it is self-inflicted. That is because 
they have set out on a maniacal mis- 
sion to destroy anyone who doesn’t bow 
to their political views. Why? Clearly, 
one person poses a threat to the me- 
dia’s liberal views. He wants to secure 
the borders; they want mass amnesty 
for illegal immigrants. He wants to re- 
duce government regulations; they 
favor more government control. He op- 
poses political correctness; they sup- 
port speech police. 

The liberal media think they know 
better than the American people what 
is good for them. Let’s hope the voters 
won’t let the liberal media tell them 
what to think or how to vote. The fu- 
ture of our democracy depends on a 
fair, balanced, and unbiased media. 


EE 
FUND ZIKA 


(Mr. DEUTCH asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. DEUTCH. Mr. Speaker, I just re- 
turned after a weekend in south Flor- 
ida where people wanted to talk about 
two things: remembering 9/11 and won- 
dering why Congress can’t figure out 
how to find the necessary funding for 
Zika. 

This morning, Dr. Fauci of the NIH 
said that if we don’t act, we are at risk 
of halting the investigation into com- 
ing up with a vaccine that can help 
prevent people from getting Zika. 

After 9/11, everyone in this country 
was able to come together as one. We 
all remember how that felt. My col- 
league, ILEANA ROS-LEHTINEN, stood on 
the floor just now and talked about the 
bipartisan support for funding research 
and a response to Zika. In this partisan 
body, let’s remember how that felt to 
stand together, and let’s stand to- 
gether for the people of south Florida 
and the people in this country and do 
the right thing and pass a clean Zika 
funding bill. 


EE 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair 
will postpone further proceedings 
today on motions to suspend the rules 
on which a recorded vote or the yeas 
and nays are ordered, or on which the 
vote incurs objection under clause 6 of 
rule XX. 

Record votes on postponed questions 
will be taken later. 


EE 


EXPRESSING THE SENSE OF THE 
HOUSE REGARDING THE LIFE 
AND WORK OF ELIE WIESEL 


Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and agree to 
the resolution (H. Res. 810) expressing 
the sense of the House of Representa- 
tives regarding the life and work of 
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Elie Wiesel in promoting human rights, 
peace, and Holocaust remembrance, as 
amended. 


The Clerk read the title of the resolu- 
tion. 


The text of the resolution is as fol- 
lows: 


H. REs. 810 


Whereas Elie Wiesel was born in Sighet, 
Romania, on September 30, 1928, to Sarah 
Feig and Shlomo Wiesel; 

Whereas in 1944, the Wiesel family was de- 
ported to the Auschwitz concentration camp 
in German-occupied Poland; 

Whereas in 1945, Wiesel was moved to the 
Buchenwald concentration camp in Ger- 
many, where he was eventually liberated; 

Whereas Wiesel’s mother and younger sis- 
ter, Tzipora, died in the gas chamber at 
Auschwitz and his father died at Buchen- 
wald; 

Whereas Wiesel and his two older sisters, 
Beatrice and Hilda, survived the horrors of 
the Holocaust; 

Whereas after World War II Wiesel studied 
in France, worked as a journalist, and subse- 
quently became a United States citizen in 
1963; 

Whereas Wiesel’s first book ‘‘Night’’, pub- 
lished in 1958, told the story of his family’s 
deportation to Nazi concentration camps 
during the Holocaust and has been trans- 
lated into more than 30 languages and 
reached millions across the globe; 

Whereas Wiesel would go on to author 
more than 60 books, plays, and essays im- 
parting much knowledge and lessons of his- 
tory on his readers; 

Whereas in 1978, Wiesel was appointed to 
chair the President’s Commission on the 
Holocaust, which was tasked with submit- 
ting a report regarding a suitable means by 
which to remember the Holocaust and those 
who perished; 

Whereas in 1979, the Commission submitted 
its report and included a recommendation 
for the creation of a Holocaust Memorial/ 
Museum, education foundation, and Com- 
mittee on Conscience; 

Whereas in 1980, Wiesel became the Found- 
ing Chairman of the United States Holocaust 
Memorial Council and helped lead the effort 
for the United States Holocaust Memorial 
Museum to open its doors in 1993; 

Whereas in 1986, Wiesel and his wife, Mar- 
ion, created The Elie Wiesel Foundation for 
Humanity in order to fight indifference, in- 
tolerance, and injustice; 

Whereas Wiesel, dedicated to teaching, 
served as a Visiting Scholar at Yale Univer- 
sity from 1972 to 1976, professor at the City 
University of New York from 1972 to 1976, 
and Boston University from 1976 until his 
passing; 

Whereas Wiesel has received several 
awards for his work to promote human 
rights, peace, and Holocaust remembrance, 
including the Nobel Peace Prize, Presi- 
dential Medal of Freedom, the United States 
Congressional Gold Medal, the National Hu- 
manities Medal, the Medal of Liberty, the 
rank of Grand-Croix in the French Legion of 
Honor, and the United States Holocaust Me- 
morial Museum Award; and 

Whereas, on July 2, 2016, at the age of 87, 
Elie Wiesel passed away, leaving behind a 
legacy of ensuring a voice for the voiceless, 
promotion of peace and tolerance, and com- 
bating indifference, intolerance, and geno- 
cide: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa- 
tives— 
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(1) extends its deepest sympathies to the 
members of the family of Elie Wiesel in their 
bereavement; and 

(2) urges the continuation of the monu- 
mental work and legacy of Elie Wiesel to 
preserve the memory of those individuals 
who perished and prevent the recurrence of 
another Holocaust, to combat hate and intol- 
erance in any manifestation, and to never 
forget and to learn from the lessons of his- 
tory. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from 
Florida (Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN) and the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. DEUTCH) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
woman from Florida. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that all Mem- 
bers may have 5 legislative days to re- 
vise and extend their remarks and to 
include extraneous material on this 
measure. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
woman from Florida? 

There was no objection. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, when Elie Wiesel passed 
away this past July, the world lost one 
of its greatest champions of human 
rights and a tireless and powerful force 
against tyranny, hate, and intolerance. 

This resolution honors Elie Wiesel’s 
life, work, and legacy; extends our 
deepest sympathies to his family; and 
reaffirms his efforts to learn from the 
lessons of the past in order to prevent 
another Holocaust. 

I want to thank my good friend, my 
colleague, STEVE ISRAEL, as well as 
PATRICK MEEHAN and my Florida col- 
league, TED DEUTCH, for their leader- 
ship in bringing this resolution for- 
ward, as well as Chairman ROYCE and 
Ranking Member ENGEL for their lead- 
ership in shepherding it through the 
Foreign Affairs Committee and now 
here to the House floor. 

I was proud to work with Elie Wiesel 
on a number of issues over the years, 
including raising awareness about the 
Holocaust and the rise of anti-Semi- 
tism, as well as other human rights 
issues, and I was honored to present 
the Congressional Gold Medal to the 
Dalai Lama alongside Mr. Wiesel in the 
year 2007. Elie Wiesel had himself been 
awarded the Gold Medal in 1984, as well 
as the Presidential Medal of Freedom, 
the Nobel Peace Prize, and many other 
awards and honorary degrees. 

A survivor of Auschwitz and Buchen- 
wald, Elie Wiesel helped reveal the 
ugly truth about the atrocities that 
took place at Nazi concentration 
camps, detailing his experiences in one 
of his best-read books, entitled, 
“Night.” 

In that book, Elie Wiesel explained 
why he dedicated his life to Holocaust 
awareness, saying that to forget 


12299 


“would be not only dangerous but of- 
fensive; to forget the dead would be 
akin to killing them a second time.” 

Mr. Wiesel warned about what hap- 
pens when the world is silent in the 
face of evil, saying that ‘‘we must take 
sides. Neutrality helps the oppressor, 
never the victim. Silence encourages 
the tormentor, never the tormented. 
Sometimes we must interfere.” 

Elie Wiesel was never afraid to inter- 
fere, raising his voice when others were 
silent in order to remind us, again and 
again, that human suffering, wherever 
and whenever it occurs, cannot and 
must not be ignored. 
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Whether it was genocide in Sudan, 
the plight of Tibetans suffering under 
the Communist regime in Beijing, or 
warning against the mullahs in Iran 
who continue to say that Israel should 
be wiped off the face of the Earth, Elie 
Wiesel was always there to speak out 
against tyranny. He was committed to 
ensuring that the oppressed and the 
suffering knew that they are not alone, 
that those without freedom, that those 
without human rights are not being ig- 
nored and are not forgotten by the out- 
side world. 

Elie Wiesel’s legacy will endure as a 
reminder that people must never be ig- 
nored, that we must learn from the 
past, and that we must never be silent. 
I urge my colleagues to pass this reso- 
lution. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. DEUTCH. Mr. Speaker, it is my 
honor to yield 5 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. ISRAEL), 
my friend and the author of this reso- 
lution. 

Mr. ISRAEL. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my very good friend from Florida (Mr. 
DEUTCH), who was an original cospon- 
sor of this resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to also thank 
Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN for her leadership 
and her support of this resolution, as 
well as the chairman of the committee, 
Mr. ROYCE, for holding a markup on 
this and ensuring that it received a 
vote on the floor of the House. Finally, 
Mr. Speaker, I want to thank the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. MEE- 
HAN) for being the lead original cospon- 
sor of this bipartisan resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, I introduced this resolu- 
tion shortly after Elie Wiesel’s passing 
because I wanted to ensure that my 
colleagues, my constituents, and citi- 
zens around the world would never for- 
get the horrors of the Holocaust and 
the very special and unique legacy of 
Elie Wiesel. 

Mr. Wiesel’s tremendous impact has 
reached millions across the globe, and I 
believe he truly is one of the most in- 
fluential and important figures of our 
time, perhaps of all time. 

After surviving one of the darkest 
moments in history, he spoke up and 
offered a voice to the voiceless. He of- 
fered hope to people without hope. He 


12300 


spoke for the millions that we lost in 
the Holocaust, but also those who sur- 
vived. He helped educate the entire 
world on the atrocities committed dur- 
ing the Holocaust, and he ensured, Mr. 
Speaker, that we would never forget. 

He was born on September 30, 1928, 
and in 1944 was deported, along with his 
family, to Auschwitz. In 1945, he was 
moved to Buchenwald, where he was 
eventually liberated. 

Unfortunately, tragically, many 
members of his family did not survive. 
His mother and younger sister died in 
the gas chamber in Auschwitz. His fa- 
ther passed away in Buchenwald. Only 
Wiesel and his two older sisters sur- 
vived. 

He went on to become a journalist. 
He published his first book, ‘‘Night,’’ in 
1958. I have read it many times. 
Through the book, he tells the story of 
his family’s deportation to the con- 
centration camps, and he illuminated 
the unthinkable atrocities committed 
by the Nazis. 

He wrote the book not to reflect on 
the past, but to warn us about the fu- 
ture, to call out violations of human 
rights wherever and whenever they 
occur. And he didn’t stop there. He 
published so many more books and 
plays and essays, and he helped all of 
us have a better understanding and 
learn from history. 

Mr. Speaker, he also helped found the 
U.S. Holocaust Memorial Museum and, 
along with his wife, Marion, created 
the Elie Wiesel Foundation for Human- 
ity. Elie Wiesel was a true humani- 
tarian, fighting against intolerance 
and injustice and leaving behind a leg- 
acy like no other. 

I met him personally several years 
ago. I will never forget that meeting. 
None of us should ever forget his mean- 
ing in the world. 

I am honored to have introduced this 
resolution in the House, and I know 
that my colleagues will support this 
measure in order to honor the life, 
work, and legacy of Elie Wiesel. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield such time as he may consume to 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
ROYCE), our esteemed chairman of the 
House Foreign Affairs Committee. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I would 
begin by saying I appreciate the efforts 
of the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
ISRAEL). I appreciate his work here for 
authoring this resolution. 

I think it, again, has been said, but 
his life’s work, Elie Wiesel’s life’s 
work, cannot possibly be overstated. I 
think that for those who have called 
for us to remember, who have called for 
us to take action, no time is more 
probably important than today, when 
we see the anti-Semitism, when we saw 
the attacks in Paris, when we see these 
attitudes. People say never forget. 
That is correct. 

Here are some of the words that he 
spoke when he was awarded the Nobel 
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Prize in 1986. He said: ‘‘I remember: it 
happened yesterday or eternities ago. 
A young Jewish boy discovered the 
kingdom of night.” 

I think he was 15 at the time that he 
was held in the Nazi death camps of 
Auschwitz and later Buchenwald, 15 
years of age. 

He said: “I remember his bewilder- 
ment,” speaking of himself. He said: “I 
remember the anguish. It all happened 
so fast. The ghetto. The deportation. 
The sealed cattle car. The fiery altar 
upon which the history of our people 
and the future of mankind were meant 
to be sacrificed. 

“I remember,” and he asked his fa- 
ther, ‘‘‘Can this be true?’ This is the 
20th century, not the Middle Ages. Who 
would allow such crimes to be com- 
mitted? How could the world remain si- 
lent? 

“And now the boy is turning to me,” 
he said later in life as he reflected on 
this. ‘‘‘Tell me, ” he asks. ‘What have 
you done with my future? What have 
you done with your life?’ 

“And I tell him that I have tried. 
That I have tried to keep the memory 
alive, that I have tried to fight those 
who would forget. Because if we forget, 
we are guilty.’’ If we forget, then ‘‘we 
are accomplices.” 

So today, we honor his memory by 
committing to continue his work, to 
preserve the memory of those who per- 
ished in the Holocaust, to protect op- 
pressed minorities that face other gen- 
ocidal campaigns, and to promote the 
eternal values of peace, of tolerance, 
and of understanding for future genera- 
tions. By passing this resolution, the 
House will commit to uphold Elie 
Wiesel’s pledge to never forget. 

I thank the gentlewoman from Flor- 
ida for her work on this resolution 
with Mr. STEVE ISRAEL. 

Mr. DEUTCH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank Chairman 
ROYCE and Ranking Member ENGEL for 
moving this bill swiftly through the 
committee to the floor. 

I am proud and appreciative to have 
introduced this bill with my friends 
Congressman ISRAEL and Congressman 
MEEHAN, my colleagues on the U.S. 
Holocaust Memorial Museum Council. 
It is a testament to Elie Wiesel’s inspi- 
rational reach across our country that 
158 of our colleagues from both sides of 
the aisle joined us as original cospon- 
sors. 

In particular, I am grateful to my 
friend and colleague, Representative 
ROS-LEHTINEN, for her commitment to 
all of the ideals that Elie Wiesel lived 
out. 

H. Res. 810 recognizes the incredible 
life of accomplishments of Elie Wiesel. 
Elie Wiesel was a legend, the kind of 
influential figure that changes people 
around him and leaves the world in a 
much better place. His story is taught 
in classrooms, his work is read by mil- 
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lions in dozens of languages, and his 
accomplishments are recalled in halls 
of governments around the world. 

He lived through one of history’s 
darkest moments. He survived Ausch- 
witz and Buchenwald, scenes of some of 
the manifestations of the worst evil of 
humankind in modern history, and he 
went on to become an acclaimed writ- 
er, human rights activist, and Nobel 
laureate. 

This giant of a man refused to stay 
silent as other atrocities took place 
around the world in the years following 
the Holocaust. From Rwanda to 
Kosovo, from Cambodia to Sudan, Elie 
Wiesel always spoke out because, as he 
put it, “I swore never to be silent 
whenever and wherever human beings 
endure suffering and humiliation. We 
must always take sides. Neutrality 
helps the oppressor, never the victim. 
Silence encourages the tormentor, 
never the tormented.” 

The last sentence reverberates loudly 
around the world today: ‘‘Silence en- 
courages the tormentor, never the tor- 
mented.” 

Mr. Speaker, this resolution is the 
least we can do to respect and to honor 
Elie Wiesel’s memory, so let’s do more. 
Over 70 years after the Holocaust, big- 
otry and prejudice continue to plague 
societies around the world. 

Anti-Semitism, the millennia-old ha- 
tred of Jews that spawned Hitler’s 
Final Solution, can still be found 
today; anti-Semitism from Paris to 
Buenos Aires, from Malmo to Mar- 
seilles, to London, and anti-Semitism 
on the streets, online, and on college 
campuses. 

Time after time, Jewish communities 
around the world are forced to make a 
decision: Is it safe for me to send my 
children to a Jewish school? Can we 
walk to synagogue without fear of the 
heckling? And might it be time for me 
and for my family to move from our 
neighborhood, our community, or even 
our country because of the antagonism 
and hatred and violence that forces us 
to flee, like other times in Jewish his- 
tory? 

I am proud of the bipartisanship that 
this topic receives from my colleagues 
and the widespread membership of the 
Bipartisan Taskforce for Combating 
Anti-Semitism, and I know that we 
will continue to use our platforms and 
our tools to keep Jewish communities 
safe. 

But the intolerance that Wiesel 
spoke out against wasn’t limited to 
anti-Semitism. His life’s experiences 
compelled him to focus our attention 
on any part of the world where inno- 
cent people are being targeted. 

Five and a half years into the Syrian 
conflict, over 400,000 people have lost 
their lives; millions of others are dis- 
placed. Thousands of Syrian children 
born in the last 5 years now know only 
the life of living in a refugee camp or 
makeshift residences. 
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I am hopeful that the recently an- 
nounced ceasefire will hold; but there 
have been some egregious injustices 
done to innocent Syrians by both the 
Assad regime and radical terrorist 
groups like ISIS. We cannot allow 
these violations to go unpunished, and 
we must pay attention to these atroc- 
ities every day, not only on the days 
when painful images of young children 
dominate social media, whether a ref- 
ugee washed ashore or a bloodstained 
boy from Aleppo who has known only 
war. 

Whether it is war in Syria, turmoil in 
South Sudan, systemic human rights 
violations in Venezuela or in Iran, or 
attacks on women and girls in too 
many places in the world, it is our duty 
to keep the attention and pressure on 
human rights violators and do every- 
thing we can to protect innocent civil- 
jans. 

We must commit ourselves to pro- 
moting tolerance, speaking out against 
injustice, taking action against bigotry 
in all its forms, and upholding and liv- 
ing out the principle that comes from 
the Holocaust: ‘‘Never Again.” 

Elie Wiesel did his part and changed 
our world. Let’s elevate Elie Wiesel’s 
memory and continue his work. Silence 
encourages the tormentor. Today we 
speak out. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. DEUTCH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. ENGEL), the ranking member 
of the Foreign Affairs Committee. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I thank my 
friend from Florida for yielding to me. 
I rise in support of his resolution. 

Let me start by thanking my col- 
league and friend from New York 
(STEVE ISRAEL) for his hard work on 
this measure. 

Mr. Speaker, on July 2, a light went 
out of this world. Elie Wiesel was a 
champion of human rights, peace, and 
Holocaust remembrance. And though 
he is gone, his life and work and mes- 
sage are seared on our collective con- 
science. 

Born in Romania in 1928, he survived 
the Sighet ghetto, Auschwitz, and Bu- 
chenwald. He was inmate number A- 
7713, and his number was tattooed on 
his arm. His mother and sister died in 
death camps. 

When I was a little boy growing up in 
the Bronx, we had many people who 
were Holocaust survivors, and they had 
tattoos all over their arms, on the 
other side of their wrists. I remember 
that very, very vividly, and it is some- 
thing that has been seared into my 
memory through the years. 

When Wiesel was liberated by the 
United States in 1945, he moved to 
France and then immigrated to Amer- 
ica. 
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In 1955, while living in France, he 
wrote “Night,” the story of his experi- 
ence with his father in the Nazi death 
camps, and this book became the foun- 
dation of Holocaust literature. I would 
advise everyone to read this book. He 
was one of the first to put pen to paper 
to chronicle his own view of the dark- 
est chapter in human history. 

He won the Nobel Peace Prize in 1986. 
Upon giving him the prize, the Nobel 
Committee announced, ‘‘Wiesel is a 
messenger to mankind; his message is 
one of peace, atonement and human 
dignity Wiesel’s commitment, 
which originated in the sufferings of 
the Jewish people, has been widened to 
embrace all repressed peoples and 
races.” 

Wiesel’s advocacy for victims of op- 
pression around the world was his most 
recent legacy. He championed the 
cause of saving Darfur. He defended the 
Tamil people in Sri Lanka. He was out- 
spoken against the Iranian nuclear pro- 
gram, and he spoke out for people 
around the world who were being mis- 
treated. 

Most recently, he dedicated himself 
to stopping the massacres of the Syr- 
jan people. He called for an inter- 
national criminal trial against Assad, 
charging him with crimes against hu- 
manity. We on the Foreign Affairs 
Committee have seen documentations 
of those crimes against humanity of 
what Assad has been doing to his own 
people. Wiesel said that the public re- 
sponse to Assad’s use of gas against the 
Syrian people was inadequate. I cer- 
tainly agree. 

Elie Wiesel constantly reminded us 
that indifference to the suffering of 
others is what allows evil to take hold. 
We must all take it upon ourselves to 
live Wiesel’s legacy. 

As was mentioned by my colleague 
before, anti-Semitism, once again, is 
rearing its ugly head around the world, 
and we have to speak out and condemn 
it and condemn all other kinds of dis- 
crimination as well. So never again— 
not to Jews, not to Syrians, not to Af- 
rican Americans, not to anyone. 

This resolution honors the legacy of 
Elie Wiesel and reflects our commit- 
ment to carry his work and his mes- 
sage forward. It is important that we 
come together on this. 

I remember when we had our annual 
Holocaust Remembrance services right 
in the Capitol discussing things with 
Elie Wiesel. We took a few pictures to- 
gether. It is certainly something that I 
will cherish for the rest of my life. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I’m glad to support 
this measure. I ask everyone to vote 
for it. 

Mr. DEUTCH. Mr. Speaker, through 
his writing, his work, and his life, Elie 
Wiesel helped the world know what 
transpired when Hitler tried to annihi- 
late the Jews; and he lifted up the 
world in committing himself, and now 
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all of us, to doing everything we can to 
ensure that nothing like that ever 
transpires again. 

I am so grateful to my friend, Mr. 
ISRAEL, and to the other Members who 
coauthored this resolution. Mr. Speak- 
er, I urge its passage. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, as we have heard from 
every eloquent speaker before us, Elie 
Wiesel represented the best of human- 
ity. He was someone who refused to 
allow human suffering to continue 
without protest, no matter the race, 
the religion, or the political views of 
the suffering. There you would always 
find Elie Wiesel’s voice. He said: 
“There may be times when we are pow- 
erless to prevent injustice, but there 
must never be a time when we fail to 
protest.” 

Elie Wiesel dedicated his life to en- 
suring that we learn the lessons of the 
past, that we remember atrocities like 
the Holocaust, and that we refuse to 
allow indifference to condemn the op- 
pressed to a life without the world’s as- 
sistance or solidarity. 

As we move to pass this resolution 
here today, Mr. Speaker, we reaffirm 
our commitment to Elie Wiesel’s leg- 
acy to combating hate, to fighting 
against intolerance in all of its forms, 
and ensuring that we will never forget 
the consequences of indifference. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge passage of this 
important resolution, but I also urge 
my colleagues to take a moment to re- 
flect upon Elie Wiesel’s lifelong mes- 
sage and his mission. It is fitting that 
the House is acting today on this reso- 
lution honoring the life of this great 
man, Elie Wiesel, but later today will 
also be considering a resolution recog- 
nizing the plight of Holocaust sur- 
vivors. 

The United States has a responsi- 
bility and, indeed, a moral obligation 
to fulfill this legacy. For too long we 
have allowed human rights to merely 
be an afterthought rather than a driv- 
ing force in our foreign policy. We can 
do better, and we must do better. Let’s 
do so with Elie Wiesel in mind. 

Mr. Speaker, | would like to include the fol- 
lowing remarks from Elie Wiesel: 

I remember: On April 18th, 1944 on a house 
to house operation destined to rob all Jewish 
families of their fortunes, a policeman and 
an elegantly dressed Hungarian lieutenant 
entered our home in Sighet and asked for all 
our valuables: he confiscated: 431 Pengös, our 
entire cash, 1 camera, my fountain pen, 1 
pair of seemingly gold earrings, 1 golden 
ring, 1 silver ring, 3 ancient silver coins, 1 
military gas mask, 1 sewing machine and 3 
batteries for flashlights. 

They dutifully signed a document, which I 
have in my possession, and left for my grand- 
mother Nissel’s home, two houses away. 

She was a war widow. Her husband, my 
grandfather whose name Eliezer I try to 
wear with pride, fell in battle as a medic. 

In mourning, a profoundly pious woman, 
she wore black clothes, rarely spoke and 
read Psalms uninterruptedly. 
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A similar official document listed HER 
valuables... 

One Pengo, two coins, three smaller coins. 

And two pieces of 2l-cm tall solid brass 
candlesticks. That’s all she possessed. 

Bureaucracy was supreme and eternal even 
then: whether official murder or robbery, not 
fearing embarrassment or retribution, every- 
thing had to be recorded. 

Why the Hungarian and German armies 
needed was her pitiful life’s savings and her 
Shabbat candlesticks to win their war is be- 
yond me. At times I am overcome with anger 
thinking of the red coat my little 8-year old 
sister Tsipuka had received for our last holi- 
day: she wore it in Birkenau walking, walk- 
ing hand in hand with my mother and grand- 
mother towards ... A daughter of an SS 
must have received it as a birthday present. 

Just measure the added ugliness of their 
hideous crimes: they stole not only the 
wealth of wealthy but also the poverty of the 
poor. 

The first transport left our ghetto one 
month later. 

Only later did I realize that what we so 
poorly call the Holocaust deals not only with 
political dictatorship, racist ideology and 


military conquest; but also with. . . finan- 
cial gain. State-organized robbery, or just 
money. 


Yes, The Final solution was ALSO meant 
to remove from Jewish hands all their build- 


ings, belongings, acquisitions, possessions, 
valuable objects and properties ... Indus- 
tries, art work, bank accounts. . . And sim- 


ple everyday objects .. . Remember: before 
being shot by Hinsatzkommandos, or before 
pushed into the gas-chambers, victims were 
made to undress. . . Six millions shirts, un- 
dershirts, suits, scarfs, pairs of shoes, coats, 
belts, hats countless watches, pens, 
rings, knives, glasses, children’s toys, walk- 
ing sticks ... Take any object and multi- 
plied it by six million ... All were appro- 
priated by the Third Reich. It was all use- 


fully calculated, almost scientifically 
thought through, programmed, industri- 
alized . . . Jews were made to be deprived of 


their identity, and also of their reality .. . 
In their nakedness, with names and title and 
relations worthless, deprived of their self es- 
teem of being the sum total of their lives 
both comprised all that had accumulated in 
knowledge and in visible categories... 

When the war ended, what was the first re- 
sponse to its unspeakable tragedy? For us in- 
dividual Jews, the obsession was not venge- 
ance but the need to find lost family mem- 
bers. Collectively, in all DP camps, a power- 
ful movement was created to help build a 
Jewish State in Palestine. 

In occupied Germany itself, the response 
moved to the judiciary. The Nuremberg 
Trials, the SS trials, the Doctors trials. 
Wiedergutmachung, restitution, compensa- 
tion: were not on the agenda. The immensity 
of the suffering and the accompanying mel- 
ancholy defied any expression in material 
terms. 

In liberated countries, in Eastern Europe, 
surviving Jews who were lucky to return to 
their homes and/or stores were shamelessly 
and brutally thrown out by their new occu- 
pants. Some were killed in instantaneous po- 
groms. Who had the strength to turn their 
attention to restitution? 

Then came the Goldmann-Adenauer agree- 
ment on Wiedergutmachung. The first 
Israelo-German conference took place early 
1953 in Vassenaar, Holland. Israeli officials 
and wealthy Jews from America and England 
allegedly spoke on behalf of survivors, none 
of whom was present. I covered the pro- 
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ceedings for Israel’s Yedioth Ahronoth. I dis- 
liked what I witnessed. I worried it might 
lead to precarious reconciliation. It did. The 
icy mood of the first meetings quickly devel- 
oped in friendly conversations at the bar. 
Then also, deep down, I opposed the very 
idea of ‘Shilumim’. I felt that money and 
memory are irreconcilable. The Holocaust 
has ontological implications; in its shadow 
monetary matters seem quasi frivolous. In 
the name of Israel’s national interest, David 
Ben Gurion’s attitude was, on the other 
hand, quoting the prophet’s accusation of 
David, ‘Haratzachta vegam yarashta’: should 
the killer be his victim’s heir? Logic was on 
his side, emotion was on mine. 

In the beginning we spoke about millions, 
at the end the number reached billions. 
International accords with governments, in- 
surance companies, private and official insti- 
tutions in Germany, Switzerland and various 
countries. In Israel, local industry benefitted 
from the endeavor. As did needy individual 
survivors elsewhere too, including Europe 
and America. 

Throughout those years, chroniclers, 
memorialists, psychologists, educators and 
historians discovered the Holocaust as their 
new field of enquiry. Some felt inadequate 
and even unworthy to loon into mystics 
would call forbidden ground, Having written 
enough pages on the subject, I confess that 
am not satisfied with my own words. The 
reason: there are no words. We forever re- 
main on the threshold of language itself. We 
know what happened and how it happened; 
but not WHY it happened. First, because it 
could have been prevented. Second, the why 
is a metaphysical question. It has no answer. 

As for the topic before us this morning. I 
am aware of the debate that was going on 
within various Jewish groups on the use to 
be made of the monies requested and re- 
ceived: who should get how much: institu- 
tions or persons? The immediate answer is: 
both. 

However, it is with pained sincerity that I 
must declare my conviction that living sur- 
vivors of poor health or financial means, de- 
serve first priority. They suffered enough. 
And enough people benefitted FROM their 
suffering. Why not do everything possible 
and draw from all available funds to help 
them live their last years with a sense of se- 
curity, in dignity and serenity. All other 
parties can and must wait. Do not tell me 
that it ought to be the natural task of local 
Jewish communities; let’s not discharge our 
responsibilities by placing them on their 
shoulders. WE have the funds. Let’s use them 
for those survivors in our midst who are on 
the threshold of despair. 

Whenever we deal with this Tragedy, we 
better recall the saying of a great Hasidic 
Master: You wish to find the spark, look for 
it in the ashes. 

(Prague restitution: unedited draft) 

ELIE WIESEL. 


ELIE WIESEL REMARKS, USHMM NATIONAL 
TRIBUTE DINNER, MAY 16, 2011 

I’ve always believed that a human being 
can be defined by his or her openness to grat- 
itude. For someone who has none, something 
is wrong with that person. I believe in grati- 
tude, as a Jew, because in our tradition the 
first thing we do in the morning when we get 
up is recite a prayer of gratitude to God for 
making us realize that we are still alive. 

Listening tonight to all you said about my 
work, I wonder whether words of gratitude 
are enough. Maybe I should compose a poem, 
or sing a song. It is more than rewarding. 

Often my wife, the love of my life, and I 
discuss when I have to travel somewhere. 


September 12, 2016 


“Look,” she says, ‘‘you are getting older.” 
She doesn’t say ‘‘old.’’ “Maybe you should 
stop, it’s enough.” Then I try to make her 
realize that it’s never enough. 

And now, a story. And a poem. The poem 
was written by a very great Israeli author 
called Uri Zvi Greenberg and the poem, in 
Hebrew, is about Sipur al Na’ar Yerushalmi. 
This is the story about a Jerusalemite boy 
who one day turned to his mother and said, 
“Mother, I want to go to Rome.” And the 
mother says ‘‘What? You are in Jerusalem! 
Why do you want to go to Rome?” ‘‘Mother, 
I want to learn something about Roman cul- 
ture.” In the beginning she refused. Then she 
gave in, but she said to him, ‘‘Look my son, 
you go to Rome. Do you know anybody 
there?” “No.” “What will you do in the 
evening?” He said, “I don’t know. ..I will 
go into the field and lie down and sleep.” 
And she said, “Okay, but one thing I want 
you to take from me: a pillow, and when you 
lie down to sleep you will at least have a pil- 
low under your head.” He did, and every day, 
he left Rome, went into the fields, went to 
sleep, on his pillow. 

One night, the pillow caught fire. That 
night, the temple of Jerusalem went up in 
flames. Can we live like that? That an event 
which takes place thousands of miles away 
has such an effect on us? That, I believe, is 
what the memory of the fire is doing to all 
of us. It makes us aware of all those who 
need us, all those who need maybe our words 
and occasionally our silence—but I mean si- 
lence in the mystical sense, not in a prag- 
matic situation when silence is forbidden. 

What can we do with our memories unless 
these memories help others in their lives, in 
their endeavors? There is so much to remem- 
ber. Sometimes it’s not easy. Hegel spoke of 
the excess of knowledge. We have another 
problem: the excess of memory. It is simply 
too much, too heavy. We have here a man 
whose name should be remembered: Mark 
Talisman. He was vice chairman when I was 
chairman. I remember we spoke about it in 
our meetings: whom are we to remember? 
Naturally, first the Jews: they were the first 
victims, six million Jews. But we must limit 
that memory, which means what? I came up 
with an idea: that not all victims were Jew- 
ish, but all Jews were victims. So that 
means, as Jews, because we remember our 
Jewish tragedy, we make it more universal. 
That is the definition almost of our Jewish- 
ness: the more Jewish the Jew, the more uni- 
versal the message. 

And we worked on it here, and then we said 
okay, we remember the suffering, we remem- 
ber the fire, but what about the next step? 
What did those who survived do with their 
survival? Their message is not a message of 
despair. It is a message of hope. We taught 
the world how to build on the ruins. There- 
fore, among the priorities that we had for 
this project was actually to give the sur- 
vivors their place of honor in our society 
however we could, always for survivors first, 
not only because what they could say no one 
else had the authority to say, but also be- 
cause they as human beings, as fathers, 
grandfathers, had something to say again, 
and it is almost impossible not to listen to 
them. And by the way, what Mark tells me 
now: there are survivors .. . Now of course 
many have done very well, and the fact is, 
what they have done among you, what they 
have done here in the Museum—the role of 
the survivors not only morally but also fi- 
nancially—is extraordinary. But there are 
survivors today who are still living in pov- 
erty, and I believe that we in this Museum 
should pay attention to that and do what- 
ever we can to help them. And naturally, 
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more than anyone else, we must feel empa- 
thy with those who suffer today, in Rwanda, 
in Darfur, in Cambodia... 

I addressed the General Assembly, some 
ten years ago or more. I gave my address, en- 
titled ‘“‘Will the World Ever Learn?” and I 
came out with a very sad answer: ‘‘no.’’ Be- 
cause it hasn’t learned yet. Had the world 
learned, there would have been no Rwanda, 
and no Darfur, and no genocide, and no mass 
murder. It hasn’t learned, otherwise there 
would be no antisemitism today. Anti- 
semitism is the most irrational, absurd emo- 
tion that one can encounter. Somewhere, 
anywhere, there is someone who hates me, 
although he or she never met me. He or she 
hated me before I was born, and here it is, 
still practiced in certain places. 

But then because of our experience we 
must feel—and we have felt—those who suf- 
fer today from all kinds of diseases. Take 
children. What you said about my little sis- 
ter is true: I carmot speak about her without 
shedding tears. Because of her, my major 
preoccupation are the children of the world. 
Whenever I espouse a human rights cause it 
always has to do with children. Every 
minute that we spend here tonight, some- 
where on this planet a child dies of hunger, 
of disease, of violence, or of indifference. 

Life is not made of years. Life is made of 
moments. Sara, you called them ‘‘formative 
moments.” I simply say moments. At the 
end of my life, when I come to heaven, and 
there will be a scale, my good deeds, my 
other deeds, it’s not my years that will be on 
the scale, but the moments. Some are good, 
glorious. Others are less so. Nothing of my 
life in this project—most of that experience 
was as rewarding. Every moment has its 
weight, has its meaning, and has left its leg- 
acy here in this extraordinary experience 
which the Museum is for anyone who enters 
it. 

I remember during the inauguration, what 
President Clinton mentioned. I turned to 
him and I said he must do something about 
Sarajevo, about the tragedy in Bosnia. It was 
Clinton who later on, on television, spoke 
about the role of the citizen. And he simply 
said, “you want to know what a simple cit- 
izen can do? A simple citizen can change 
America’s policy in the Balkans.” He turned 
to me and said, ‘‘He did it.” 

What we can do with memory is of incom- 
mensurable importance. We really can 
change the world. And so, for these moments 
and for your kindness and for all the com- 
mitment to remembrance which is the no- 
blest endeavor a human being can undertake: 
simply to remember the dead. To forget the 
dead would mean not only to betray them 
but to give them a second death, to kill them 
again. We couldn’t prevent the first death, 
but the second one we can, and therefore we 
must. 

And so, whenever we deal with memory, 
you should think that the pillow under your 
head is burning. 

Thank you. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. 
ROS-LEHTINEN) that the House suspend 
the rules and agree to the resolution, 
as amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the resolu- 
tion, as amended, was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 
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EXPRESSING SUPPORT FOR THE 
GOAL OF ENSURING THAT ALL 
HOLOCAUST VICTIMS LIVE WITH 
DIGNITY, COMFORT, AND SECU- 
RITY IN THEIR REMAINING 
YEARS 


Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and concur in the 
concurrent resolution (S. Con. Res. 46) 
expressing support for the goal of en- 
suring that all Holocaust victims live 
with dignity, comfort, and security in 
their remaining years, and urging the 
Federal Republic of Germany to con- 
tinue to reaffirm its commitment to 
comprehensively address the unique 
health and welfare needs of vulnerable 
Holocaust victims, including home 
care and other medically prescribed 
needs. 

The Clerk read the title of the con- 
current resolution. 

The text of the concurrent resolution 
is as follows: 

S. CoN. RES. 46 


Whereas the annihilation of 6,000,000 Jews 
during the Holocaust and the murder of mil- 
lions of others by the Nazi German state 
constitutes one of the most tragic and hei- 
nous crimes in human history; 

Whereas hundreds of thousands of Jews 
survived persecution by the Nazi regime de- 
spite being imprisoned, subjected to slave 
labor, moved into ghettos, forced to live in 
hiding or under false identity or curfew, or 
required to wear the ‘‘yellow star”; 

Whereas in fear of the oncoming Nazi 
Einsatzgruppen, or ‘‘Nazi Killing Squads”, 
and the likelihood of extermination, hun- 
dreds of thousands of Jewish Nazi victims 
fled for their lives; 

Whereas whatever type of persecution suf- 
fered by Jews during the Holocaust, the com- 
mon thread that binds Holocaust victims is 
that they were targeted for extermination 
and they lived with a constant fear for their 
lives and the lives of their loved ones; 

Whereas Holocaust victims immigrated to 
the United States from Europe, the Middle 
East, North Africa, and the former Soviet 
Union between 1933 and the date of adoption 
of this resolution; 

Whereas it is estimated that there are at 
least 100,000 Holocaust victims living in the 
United States and approximately 500,000 Hol- 
ocaust victims living around the world, in- 
cluding child survivors of the Holocaust; 

Whereas tens of thousands of Holocaust 
victims are at least 80 years old, and the 
number of surviving Holocaust victims is di- 
minishing; 

Whereas at least 50 percent of Holocaust 
victims alive today will pass away within 
the next decade, and those living victims are 
becoming frailer and have increasing health 
and welfare needs; 

Whereas Holocaust victims throughout the 
world continue to suffer from permanent 
physical and psychological injuries and dis- 
abilities and live with the emotional scars of 
a systematic genocide against the Jewish 
people; 

Whereas many of the emotional and psy- 
chological scars of Holocaust victims are ex- 
acerbated in the old age of the Holocaust vic- 
tims; 

Whereas the past haunts and overwhelms 
many aspects of the lives of Holocaust vic- 
tims when their health fails them; 

Whereas Holocaust victims suffer par- 
ticular trauma when their emotional and 
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physical circumstances force them to leave 
the security of their homes and enter insti- 
tutional or other group living residential fa- 
cilities; 

Whereas tens of thousands of Holocaust 
victims live in poverty and cannot afford, 
and do not receive, sufficient medical care, 
home care, mental health care, medicine, 
food, transportation, and other vital life-sus- 
taining services that allow individuals to 
live their final years with comfort and dig- 
nity; 

Whereas Holocaust victims often lack fam- 
ily support networks and require social 
worker-supported case management in order 
to manage their daily lives and access gov- 
ernment-funded services; 

Whereas in response to a letter sent by 
Members of Congress to the Minister of Fi- 
nance of Germany in December 2015 relating 
to increased funding for Holocaust victims, 
German officials acknowledged that ‘‘recent 
experience has shown that the care financed 
by the German Government to date is insuf- 
ficient” and that ‘“‘it is imperative to expand 
these assistance measures quickly given the 
advanced age of many of the affected per- 
sons”’; 

Whereas German Chancellor Konrad Ade- 
nauer acknowledged, in 1951, the responsi- 
bility of Germany to provide moral and fi- 
nancial compensation to Holocaust victims 
worldwide; 

Whereas every successive German Chan- 
cellor has reaffirmed that acknowledgment, 
including Chancellor Angela Merkel, who, in 
2007, reaffirmed that ‘‘only by fully accept- 
ing its enduring responsibility for this most 
appalling period and for the cruelest crimes 
in its history, can Germany shape the fu- 
ture’’; 

Whereas, in 2015, the spokesperson of Chan- 
cellor Angela Merkel confirmed that ‘‘all 
Germans know the history of the murderous 
race mania of the Nazis that led to the break 
with civilization that was the Holocaust... 
we know the responsibility for this crime 
against humanity is German and very much 
our own’’; and 

Whereas Congress believes it is the moral 
and historical responsibility of Germany to 
comprehensively, permanently, and urgently 
provide resources for the medical, mental 
health, and long-term care needs of all Holo- 
caust victims: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep- 
resentatives concurring), That Congress— 

(1) acknowledges the financial and moral 
commitment of the Federal Republic of Ger- 
many over the past seven decades to provide 
a measure of justice for Holocaust victims; 
and 

(2) supports the goal of ensuring that all 
Holocaust victims in the United States and 
around the world are able to live with dig- 
nity, comfort, and security in their remain- 
ing years. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
California (Mr. ROYCE) and the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. ENGEL) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex- 
tend their remarks and to include any 
extraneous material in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from California? 
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There was no objection. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

I would like to start by thanking 
Senator NELSON for advancing this 
measure through the other body. I 
would also like to recognize the good 
work of Chairman Emeritus Ros- 
LEHTINEN as well as Congressman 
DEUTCH for their companion resolution 
which passed this body in June with 
the unanimous support of our col- 
leagues. 

The horrors wrought by the Nazi re- 
gime did not end when the prisoners fi- 
nally walked out from behind the 
barbed wire fences in 1945. The 
aftereffects of Hitler’s death camps 
still haunt the lives of those who re- 
main. 

Tens of thousands of Holocaust sur- 
vivors throughout the world live in 
poverty. The problem is staggering. 
There are 195,000 survivors and their 
families, according to the Registry of 
Holocaust Survivors, that remain. 
Most of those survivors, original sur- 
vivors, are in their eighties today. The 
world loses 1,000 of those survivors 
every month. 

But today, more than one in four 
lack sufficient access to or funds for 
necessary medical, home care, mental 
health care, medicine, and transpor- 
tation—essential tools which would 
allow them to live their final years in 
comfort and in dignity. 

For decades, Germany has instituted 
and funded a number of aid programs 
in recognition of its moral obligation 
to guarantee for those survivors—to 
guarantee—a chance at such a life. 
However, as they age, Holocaust vic- 
tims’ health and assistance needs—al- 
ready more demanding than those of 
their peers—evolve and intensify. Ger- 
man evaluations of government pro- 
grams this year exposed gaps in home 
care, in mental health programs, and 
in long-term medical care, and this 
must be remedied. 

Chancellor Merkel has acknowledged 
Germany’s responsibility to those who 
survived Hitler’s terror. The govern- 
ment has also affirmed that more must 
be done. A high-level working group 
was recently established to develop 
proposals for more extensive assistance 
for home care and for social welfare 
needs, but the negotiations for these 
changes, these program changes, under 
German law have stalled. 

Time is of the essence. Every day 
that decisions are stalled, we lose an- 
other survivor, we lose another story, 
and we lose another chance to show our 
respect for those individuals who have 
already endured what no one should. 
That is why our ranking member, 
ELIOT ENGEL, and I are supportive of 
this measure and would urge all Mem- 
bers to support it. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 
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Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support 
of this resolution. 

I want to thank the chairman, as al- 
ways, for being so cooperative and im- 
portant in passing this legislation. I 
want to thank my friends from Florida, 
Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN and Mr. DEUTCH, 
who introduced the House companion 
to this resolution, which I was proud to 
cosponsor and which passed the House 
in June. 

Mr. Speaker, there are roughly a half 
million survivors of the Holocaust 
alive today—many people think it is 
not much, but it is, a half million—all 
over the world. Many of these men and 
women are now reaching their eighties 
and nineties, and some even older. 

These individuals, of course, lived 
through the darkest chapter in human 
history. They endured unspeakable 
horrors, and many still suffer the phys- 
ical and emotional trauma stemming 
from that experience. So it is abso- 
lutely tragic that so many survivors 
today are forced to live in poverty with 
inadequate health care, food, and ac- 
cess to transportation. It is uncon- 
scionable that, at the end of their lives, 
these people find themselves without 
adequate support. 

Now, the Government of Germany ac- 
cepts responsibility to support these 
survivors and, over the decades, has 
done a great deal, but even their offi- 
cials acknowledge that more needs to 
be done. This resolution calls on the 
authorities in Germany to make sure 
every Holocaust survivor has the sup- 
port and resources they need to live in 
dignity. 

We know it is never easy for a gov- 
ernment to dig deeper, but in the case 
of this generation of survivors, there 
should not be any question that they 
should be able to live out their lives 
without worrying over how to pay the 
medical bills or the grocery bills. It is 
important that we do this. Iam glad to 
support this measure. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as she may consume to the 
gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. Ros- 
LEHTINEN). 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank my good friend, our wonderful 
chairman of the Foreign Affairs Com- 
mittee, for the time, and I thank the 
ranking member as well. What a joy it 
has been to work with my Florida col- 
league, TED DEUTCH, on this important 
bill. 

Mr. Speaker, we have before us a con- 
current resolution introduced by our 
wonderful Florida Senator, BILL NEL- 
SON. This measure follows a similar bi- 
partisan resolution that my south 
Florida friend, TED DEUTCH, and I in- 
troduced earlier this year, which this 
body passed unanimously in June. The 
vote was 363-0. 

I want to thank Senator NELSON as 
well as Senator COLLINS for taking the 
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lead on this initiative in the Senate 
and for the Senate taking action, pass- 
ing this important resolution, and 
bringing it back to us. I want to thank 
Chairman RoyYcE and Ranking Member 
ENGEL for their support on this meas- 
ure and helping it get to the floor 
today. 

This bipartisan resolution, Mr. 
Speaker, is simple, but it is so impor- 
tant. It calls on Germany to honor its 
moral and historical obligations to all 
Holocaust survivors and to provide for 
their unmet needs immediately and 
comprehensively. That is something 
that is going to happen thanks to all of 
the good men and women here. 

For TED, for Senator NELSON, and for 
me, this issue hits very close to home, 
Mr. Speaker. AS Members of Congress 
from the State of Florida, we represent 
thousands of Holocaust survivors. 
Some 15,000 are estimated to be living 
in south Florida alone. 

But it hits even closer to home 
today. Why? Because, when I spoke on 
this floor in June in support of the 
version that Mr. DEUTCH and I intro- 
duced in the House, I mentioned sev- 
eral of the Holocaust survivors whom 
TED and I have been honored to call 
our dear friends. Among them was a re- 
markable and incomparable gentleman 
named Jack Rubin. Sadly, Jack passed 
away July 11, at the age of 88. 
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Jack and his two sisters survived the 
unimaginable, Mr. Speaker—the atroc- 
ities of humanity’s darkest period. 
Jack managed to survive the night- 
mares of Auschwitz and three other 
death camps, four in total, until he 
was, as he testified in Congress in 2008, 
‘liberated on May 1, 1945, from hell, by 
the U.S. Army.” 

Once Jack came to the United 
States, he served in the U.S. Army. 
That is how much he loved his new 
country. 

For all that Jack had witnessed, for 
all that Jack had lived through, some- 
how he drew strength from his trials 
and tribulations and became a leading 
force in the fight for justice and dig- 
nity for all Holocaust survivors. And 
on this issue that we have before us 
today, Mr. Speaker, Jack was an un- 
wavering voice and a force for justice. 
He led the call for Germany to honor 
its commitments to provide for all of 
the survivors’ medical, mental, and 
home care needs. 

Thankfully, Jack lived to see the 
House pass our resolution. He even 
lived to see the Claims Conference in 
Germany announce an alleged major 
expansion in home care for Holocaust 
survivors. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I think that if 
Jack were here today, he would say: 
But we must do more. 

You see, as part of the heralded an- 
nouncement by the Claims Conference 
in Germany, Germany was supposed to 
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lift the home care caps for all con- 
centration camp and ghetto survivors. 

Yet, the sad truth is, Mr. Speaker, 
according to the reports that we have 
seen, this claim is just not true, and 
many survivors are still subjected to 
arbitrary caps on home care hours, 
some even having their weekly hours 
reduced. 

What has happened? 

To make matters worse, the Claims 
Conference in Germany’s recent nego- 
tiations did not even address the hor- 
rendous shortfalls in funding for emer- 
gency services such as medicine, med- 
ical care, dental care, hearing aids, and 
other vital services for survivors. This 
omission is inexcusable, Mr. Speaker. 
It will cause further needless suffering 
and deaths among survivors in need of 
help. 

Germany has an obligation to do bet- 
ter than that, and I am optimistic that 
it will. We have an obligation to Holo- 
caust survivors to do better to ensure 
that they live out their days in the dig- 
nity and comfort that they deserve. 

What does this mean, Mr. Speaker? 

It means full funding for all health 
and welfare needs for all survivors. 
That is why this resolution before us 
today is so timely and so important. 

My friend, Jack Rubin—and I know 
that he was Mr. DEUTCH’s friend as 
well—dedicated his life to justice for 
all Holocaust survivors. It is up to us 
to keep fighting for all the Jack 
Rubins of the world to continue Jack’s 
legacy until justice is finally won. I 
will keep fighting for Jack’s legacy and 
for all survivors. 

I urge my colleagues to do the right 
thing and to support this resolution. 
We must urge our German friends to do 
more, to do the right thing for all Hol- 
ocaust survivors. Passing this resolu- 
tion will send a strong message that we 
believe the job is not yet done and that 
more must be done. 

Those of us—like Mr. DEUTCH, like 
Mr. ROYCE, and like Mr. ENGEL—who 
have been in the forefront—Senators 
NELSON and COLLINS—of the fight for 
Holocaust survivors’ rights, needs, and 
interests are grateful for the unani- 
mous support of our colleagues in the 
House and in the Senate for these reso- 
lutions. 

Mr. Speaker, it has been over 70 
years since humanity’s darkest period, 
yet many survivors today still face lin- 
gering injustices of the Holocaust. We 
have had opportunities to address these 
injustices and, indeed, we have had an 
obligation to address them and to try 
to fix the wrongs of the past. 

Germany has acknowledged its re- 
sponsibility and its obligations to Hol- 
ocaust survivors. Congress has ac- 
knowledged that we have a moral obli- 
gation to survivors—many of whom are 
American citizens, many of whom are 
our constituents, and many of whom 
live today at or below the poverty line. 

We must acknowledge that too many 
Holocaust survivors are forced, even 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


today, over 70 years later, to continue 
to suffer the injustices of the past and 
the indifference of the present. But for 
the survivors who remain and for all 
whom we have lost, we must—and we 
are here today—take a stand. We hope 
Chancellor Merkel of Germany and the 
German Government will hear our 
pleas for action and take them to heart 
so that the remaining survivors may 
live out their lives in the comfort and 
the dignity that they deserve. 

In closing, Mr. Speaker, I would say 
that if we are going to stand for justice 
for all survivors, then we must also ac- 
knowledge the other still unresolved 
injustices being inflicted on Holocaust 
survivors in our time—specifically, the 
act of being denied their day in court. 
It is simply unconscionable that insur- 
ance companies such as Allianz and 
Generali have managed to dishonor 
tens of thousands of insurance policies 
they sold to Jews in Europe before the 
Holocaust, and continue to deny Holo- 
caust survivors and their families these 
paid-for obligations. To this day, they 
refuse to acknowledge this. 

The obligations of the insurers are 
moral and financial. I believe it is im- 
perative that this Congress rectify the 
unfortunate reality that makes Holo- 
caust survivors second-class citizens by 
denying them access to U.S. courts to 
attempt to reclaim these family leg- 
acies. 

It is quite simply a right they have 
been denied far too long. We cannot 
bring them back, we cannot correct the 
problems that happened in the past, 
but we can correct them now, Mr. 
Speaker. We can correct them for the 
heirs who deserve justice. It is within 
our power to do so. 

Mr. Speaker, I applaud my colleagues 
in Congress for supporting this resolu- 
tion. I thank them for lending their 
voices to the cause of justice for all 
Holocaust survivors. This is just one 
step—it is an important step—in the 
long road to justice. I implore my 
friends and colleagues to continue to 
do more in support for all Holocaust 
survivors. 

I thank my good friend, the chairman 
of our committee, for this time. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
first congratulate my colleague from 
south Florida for her outstanding 
statement and her outstanding work. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. DEUTCH), 
a valued member of the Foreign Affairs 
Committee and an author of the House 
companion to this resolution. 

Mr. DEUTCH. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my friends, Ranking Member ENGEL 
and Chairman ROYCE, for their efforts. 
A sincere thanks to my dear friend, 
Chairman ILEANA ROS-LEHTINEN, for 
her partnership on this effort, her 
unyielding commitment to seeing that 
there is justice. She has been a tireless 
advocate for Holocaust survivors and 
the entire community. I also want to 
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thank our Florida colleague, Senator 
BILL NELSON, and Senator COLLINS, for 
spearheading this effort in the Senate. 
We share a deep commitment to ensur- 
ing that every survivor can live out his 
or her life with dignity. It is a commit- 
ment that was inspired each and every 
day by those in our own communities. 
But for me, especially, it was a com- 
mitment inspired every day by our 
great friend and Holocaust survivor, 
my constituent, Jack Rubin. 

Jack survived Auschwitz and three 
other death camps before he was liber- 
ated at age 16. He was the only member 
of his family to survive. 

For decades, Jack fought for the 
needs of the survivor community. He 
fought for the right to seek justice. He 
was a voice for so many of those who 
had no one to speak for them. He trav- 
eled to Washington, D.C., many times 
at his own expense, well into his 
eighties. He testified in front of Con- 
gress. For me, Jack was a friend and a 
mentor. He was a cheerleader, he was 
an eternal optimist. He believed that it 
wasn’t too late, it was never too late, 
to make a real difference in the lives of 
those who had suffered history’s great- 
est tragedy. 

When the House version of this reso- 
lution passed back in June, Jack was 
watching from his home in Boynton 
Beach, Florida. When I returned to my 
office from speaking on the floor, I had 
a message from Jack telling me that he 
had tears in his eyes as he watched the 
House vote and that it was the best 
birthday present he could have asked 
for. 

Jack Rubin passed away in July, just 
days before the Senate passed this res- 
olution. His wife, Shirley, his children, 
and especially his grandchildren, un- 
derstood the commitment that he 
made throughout his lifetime to help 
those in need, especially in the sur- 
vivor community. And while signifi- 
cant progress has been made on sur- 
vivor care, Jack did not, unfortu- 
nately, live to see the day when every 
Holocaust survivor has his or her med- 
ical and mental health care needs met. 
So we continue this fight. We will press 
on, and passing this resolution today is 
the first step in continuing the legacy 
of my friend, Jack Rubin. 

When the House passed a version of 
this resolution in June, we were await- 
ing the results of a special round of ne- 
gotiations between the German Gov- 
ernment and the Claims Conference. In 
December 2015, the Government of Ger- 
many acknowledged the significant gap 
in funding for survivor care. AS a re- 
sult, Germany agreed to a new, high- 
level working group that would con- 
duct additional negotiations aimed to 
close the gap for funding of home care 
needs. 

In an effort to make clear the sever- 
ity of the needs and the critical impor- 
tance of these negotiations, Chairman 
ROS-LEHTINEN and I introduced the 
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House companion to this resolution. 
The introduction and passage of that 
resolution, which urged the German 
Government to fulfill its moral and fi- 
nancial obligations to victims of the 
Holocaust, sent a very clear message to 
our German friends that the U.S. Con- 
gress was watching these negotiations. 
As we watched, a significant increase 
in home care funding was announced 
for 2016 and 2017, and a new agreement 
reached for 2018. Arbitrary caps placed 
on the number of home care hours al- 
lowed were also lifted. This is a com- 
mendable step forward, but there are 
still so many unmet needs. 

I am deeply appreciative of the dec- 
ades-long commitment of the German 
Government to caring for survivors. I 
have spoken directly to Chancellor 
Merkel about this commitment, and I 
know that it is personal for her. I want 
our German friends to understand that 
this isn’t about getting to a specific 
dollar figure. This is about continuing 
to meet all needs for a very small, very 
fragile part of the population that is 
rapidly aging. 

This is the last chance to make sure 
that those who suffered through the 
most horrific crimes against humanity 
are cared for. Survivors are in their 
eighties, nineties, and into their one 
hundreds. There is a finite amount of 
time left. This is not an indefinite 
commitment on the part of Germany. 

The resolution before us today con- 
tinues to support the goal of ensuring 
that all Holocaust victims in the 
United States and around the world are 
able to live with dignity, comfort, and 
security in their remaining years. 

No amount of money can ever erase 
the tragedies of the past. No amount of 
money is ever a substitute for justice. 
But the day-to-day suffering of this 
very vulnerable population can be 
eased. The needs of elderly survivors 
are exacerbated by their physical and 
mental experiences during the Holo- 
caust. Leaving their own homes for in- 
stitutionalized care is often not an op- 
tion. The tragic loss of many family 
members at the hands of Nazis means 
that many survivors rely on social 
services for meal deliveries or rides to 
doctor appointments. These are the 
most basic of human needs, and they 
deserve to have them met. 

I want to thank my friend, Chairman 
ROS-LEHTINEN, and I want to thank 
Ranking Member ENGEL and Chairman 
ROYCE for their support, and Senator 
NELSON and Senator COLLINS for their 
efforts in the Senate. 

I want to urge my colleagues to join 
us in urging Germany to ensure basic 
dignity and comfort for survivors. 

When you look into the eyes of sur- 
vivors in my district, as I do quite 
often, they worry about others. They 
say: Never again. 

But we should worry about them. For 
their remaining time on this Earth, 
they deserve peace through living out 
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their lives with dignity. Germany can 
help make sure that they do. Jack 
Rubin knew and fought for that lit- 
erally until his last breath, and this 
resolution commits Congress to that 
fight for dignity. 
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Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self the balance of my time. 

Our colleagues have been very elo- 
quent this afternoon, and I agree with 
everything that has been said here, 
along with what the chairman has said. 

Mr. Speaker, every year we lose more 
and more of those who lived through 
the Holocaust, and it is unthinkable 
that many spend their last days in pov- 
erty with no support network. Nobody 
wants that. 

With this resolution, we are simply 
saying that this should not be the case. 
We are saying that these survivors 
should never go without assistance and 
resources and that it is time for the 
Government of Germany to work with 
its partners and correct this problem. 

So for all the reasons that were men- 
tioned, I support this measure. I urge 
my colleagues to do the same. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self the balance of my time. 

So I think, for the Members here, we 
all understand that we have to commit 
to do all we can to honor and to sup- 
port those survivors who are still with 
us. Their stories serve as testaments to 
the consequences of doing nothing in 
the face of evil. 

Within these victims’ lifetimes, we 
have already seen the minimization 
and the outright denial of the night- 
mares visited personally upon them 
during the Holocaust. We have already 
seen those who deny the existence of 
the Holocaust, as Iran did in May of 
this year again when it hosted yet an- 
other denial of the Holocaust and Holo- 
caust cartoon contest. 

We owe it to those who suffered 
through Hitler’s genocide to empower 
them to live the remainder of their 
lives in dignity and to hold to Elie 
Wiesel’s pledge: that we shall never for- 
get. 

I urge every Member’s support for 
this resolution. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
ROYCE) that the House suspend the 
rules and concur in the concurrent res- 
olution, S. Con. Res. 46. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the concur- 
rent resolution was concurred in. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the concur- 
rent resolution was concurred in. 
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A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


EXPRESSING SUPPORT FOR A NEW 
MEMORANDUM OF UNDER- 
STANDING ON MILITARY ASSIST- 
ANCE TO ISRAEL 


Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and agree to the reso- 
lution (H. Res. 729) expressing support 
for the expeditious consideration and 
finalization of a new, robust, and long- 
term Memorandum of Understanding 
on military assistance to Israel bpe- 
tween the United States Government 
and the Government of Israel. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu- 
tion. 

The text of the resolution is as fol- 
lows: 

H. REs. 729 


Whereas in April 1998 the United States 
designated Israel as a ‘‘major non-NATO 
ally”; 

Whereas, on August 16, 2007, the United 
States and Israel signed a 10-year Memo- 
randum of Understanding (MoU) on United 
States military assistance to Israel, the 
total assistance over the course of this un- 
derstanding would equal $30,000,000,000; 

Whereas since the signing of the 2007 
Memorandum of Understanding, intelligence 
and defense cooperation has continued to 
grow; 

Whereas, on October 15, 2008, the Naval 
Vessel Transfer Act of 2008 was signed into 
law (Public Law 110-429) and defined Israel’s 
qualitative military edge (QME) as ‘‘the abil- 
ity to counter and defeat any credible con- 
ventional military threat from any indi- 
vidual state or possible coalition of states or 
from non-state actors, while sustaining 
minimal damage and casualties, through the 
use of superior military means, possessed in 
sufficient quantity, including weapons, com- 
mand, control, communication, intelligence, 
surveillance, and reconnaissance capabilities 
that in their technical characteristics are 
superior in capability to those of such other 
individual or possible coalition of states or 
non-state actors’’; 

Whereas, on July 27, 2012, the United 
States-Israel Enhanced Security Cooperation 
Act of 2012 (Public Law 112-150) declared it to 
be the policy of the United States ‘‘to help 
the Government of Israel preserve its quali- 
tative military edge amid rapid and uncer- 
tain regional political transformation’’; 

Whereas Israel faces immediate threats to 
its security from the United States des- 
ignated Foreign Terrorist Organization, 
Hezbollah, and its missile and rocket stock- 
pile estimated to number around 150,000, and 
from the United States designated Foreign 
Terrorist Organization, Hamas, that con- 
tinues to attempt to rebuild its tunnel net- 
work to infiltrate Israel and restock its own 
missile and rocket stockpiles; 

Whereas Israel also faces immediate 
threats to its security from the ongoing re- 
gional instability in the Middle East, espe- 
cially from the ongoing conflict in Syria and 
from militant groups in the Sinai; 

Whereas Iran remains a threat to Israel, as 
demonstrated by Iran’s continued belli- 
cosity, including several illegal tests of bal- 
listic missiles capable of carrying nuclear 
warheads, even reportedly marking several 
of these weapons with Hebrew words declar- 
ing ‘‘Israel must be wiped out’; 
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Whereas the National Defense Authoriza- 
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2016 authorized 
funds to be appropriated for Israeli coopera- 
tive missile defense program codevelopment 
and coproduction, including funds to be pro- 
vided to the Government of Israel to procure 
the David’s Sling weapon system as well as 
the Arrow 3 Upper Tier Interceptor Program; 
and 

Whereas, on December 19, 2014, the Presi- 
dent signed into law the United States-Israel 
Strategic Partnership Act of 2014 (Public 
Law 113-296) which stated the sense of Con- 
gress that Israel is a major strategic partner 
of the United States and declared it to be the 
policy of the United States ‘‘to continue to 
provide Israel with robust security assist- 
ance, including for the procurement of the 
Iron Dome Missile Defense System’’: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa- 
tives— 

(1) reaffirms that Israel is a major stra- 
tegic partner of the United States; 

(2) reaffirms that it is the policy and law of 
the United States to ensure that Israel main- 
tains its qualitative military edge and has 
the capacity and capability to defend itself 
from all threats; 

(3) reaffirms United States support of a ro- 
bust Israeli tiered missile defense program; 

(4) supports continued discussions between 
the Government of the United States and the 
Government of Israel for a robust and long- 
term Memorandum of Understanding on 
United States military assistance to Israel; 

(5) urges the expeditious finalization of a 
new Memorandum of Understanding between 
the Government of the United States and the 
Government of Israel; and 

(6) supports a robust and long-term Memo- 
randum of Understanding negotiated be- 
tween the United States and Israel regarding 
military assistance which increases the 
amount of aid from previous agreements and 
significantly enhances Israel’s military ca- 
pabilities. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
California (Mr. ROYCE) and the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. ENGEL) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex- 
tend their remarks and to include any 
extraneous material for the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

I want to thank my good friends, the 
gentlewoman and gentleman from 
Florida, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN and Mr. 
DEUTCH, who are chair and ranking 
member of the Middle East and North 
Africa Subcommittee, for their hard 
work and leadership in bringing this 
important measure to the floor today. 
And I also thank the ranking member, 
Mr. ELIOT ENGEL from New York, for 
his work on the resolution as well. 

Israel is one of America’s closest 
friends, and Israel is facing growing 
threats. Today Iran’s leading terrorist 
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proxy, Hezbollah, has thousands of mis- 
siles and rockets and mortars that are 
aimed at Israel—over 100,000. And the 
threat from Iran’s Revolutionary 
Guard Corps is even worse, as we hear 
from those chants: ‘‘Death to Israel.” 

The United States must stand with 
Israel to help promote security and 
stability in the volatile Middle Hast. 
And next year, the current memo- 
randum of understanding signed with 
Israel in 2007 that guaranteed Israel 
$3.1 billion per year in foreign military 
financing will expire. 

The administration and Israel are 
currently negotiating the terms of a 
new package for the next 10 years, en- 
suring that Israel will maintain its 
qualitative military edge in the region. 
That is the goal of Mr. ELIOT ENGEL. 
That is my goal. That is the goal of our 
subcommittee chairman and ranking 
member. 

This new agreement will guide our 
security cooperation: from Iron Dome 
and David’s Sling, defending Israel 
from the air, to cooperative initiatives 
aimed at tunnel detection, defending 
Israel from below. 

This relationship has real benefits for 
the United States. The two countries 
share intelligence on terrorism, on nu- 
clear proliferation, on regional insta- 
bility. Israel’s military experiences 
have shaped the United States’ ap- 
proach to counterterrorism and our ap- 
proach to homeland security. The two 
governments work together to develop 
sophisticated military technology for 
defense, such as the missile and sub- 
terranean detection systems that I 
have mentioned. These systems devel- 
oped jointly may soon be ready for ex- 
port to other U.S. allies. 

In part because of this security part- 
nership, U.S. and Israeli companies 
partner in technological innovations 
that are helping the United States 
maintain its advantage in a range of 
military and nonmilitary security 
challenges. 

So I urge my colleagues to strongly 
support this resolution, urging the ex- 
peditious finalization of a new memo- 
randum of understanding between the 
Government of the United States and 
the Government of Israel so that Israel 
maintains its qualitative military edge 
and has the capacity to work with us 
to defend itself from all threats. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self as much time as I might consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of this 
resolution. I am proud to cosponsor 
this resolution, which calls for the ex- 
peditious consideration and finaliza- 
tion of a new, robust, and long-term 
memorandum of understanding on 
military assistance to Israel. The bond 
between United States and Israel is un- 
breakable. We share common values 
and goals, including democracy, rule of 
law, minority rights, and basic human 
freedom. 
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In 2008, the George W. Bush adminis- 
tration negotiated a memorandum of 
understanding with Israel that guaran- 
teed $3.1 billion in annual security as- 
sistance. Since then, the Obama admin- 
istration has delivered on this commit- 
ment and has provided additional funds 
for missile defense, including the 2014 
emergency supplemental for Iron 
Dome, which we passed in this House. 

Since that agreement, Israel has 
faced some of the most urgent threats 
in history: rockets and tunnels from 
Gaza and Lebanon, nuclear threats 
from Syria and Iran, and the spread of 
ISIS throughout the region. And the 
United States has been there by 
Israel’s side throughout this dangerous 
time. 

These threats are only becoming 
more complex. ISIS has grown in the 
Sinai. Israel’s neighbors are facing new 
burdens from refugees, leading to in- 
stability. And Iran’s behavior in the re- 
gion has, unfortunately, become even 
more dangerous. 

So yesterday’s insurance policy has 
become today’s lifeline. As Israel con- 
fronts new threats, the United States 
must step up to defend our ally. Part of 
this will be through a new, negotiated 
MOU, or memorandum of under- 
standing, to reflect the changing times 
and evolving threats in the Middle 
East. 

Israel will need its American partner; 
but, make no mistake, the United 
States needs Israel as well. This rela- 
tionship isn’t a one-way street. Our se- 
curity cooperation and intelligence 
sharing with Israel has never been clos- 
er. Israel helps develop new technology 
that the United States uses in our own 
security efforts. And the military hard- 
ware we are providing to help Israel de- 
fend itself will be spent here in the 
United States, saving or creating thou- 
sands of American jobs. 

This resolution and its robust sup- 
port here in the House, in both parties, 
demonstrates the true nature of the re- 
lationship between the United States 
and Israel. The support is bipartisan. 
Neither Democrats nor Republicans 
have a monopoly on support for Israel. 
Democrats and Republicans stand to- 
gether, united with Israel. The Amer- 
ican people stand with Israel. 

The next MOU will be the next chap- 
ter in this friendship. It shows that no 
matter who the next President will be, 
Israel has America’s promise of sup- 
port. As Israel faces uncertainties 
throughout its region, at least it can 
count on American support, and Con- 
gress should work to make that hap- 
pen. Israel has never asked for Amer- 
ican troops or soldiers or for anyone to 
defend them except themselves, and we 
ought to continue to help them do 
that. 

I ask all Members to support this res- 
olution. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as she may consume to the 
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gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. Ros- 
LEHTINEN), who chairs the Foreign Af- 
fairs Subcommittee on the Middle East 
and North Africa and is the author of 
this measure. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank my good friend, the chairman of 
our wonderful committee, the gen- 
tleman from California (Mr. ROYCE). 

Mr. Speaker, I cannot emphasize 
enough just how important it is that 
the United States and Israel finalize a 
new, long-term, and robust memo- 
randum of understanding on U.S. mili- 
tary assistance to Israel. And an over- 
whelming majority of our colleagues in 
Congress agree. 

This bipartisan resolution, Mr. 
Speaker, H. Res. 729, that I introduced 
alongside my friend and colleague, the 
gentleman from south Florida (Mr. 
DEUTCH), the ranking member of our 
Middle East and North Africa Sub- 
committee, has over 275 cosponsors. 
This is the kind of support we don’t see 
very often, but it underscores the level 
of commitment and support that the 
United States Congress has for our 
closest friend and ally, the democratic, 
Jewish State of Israel. 

It is absolutely imperative, Mr. 
Speaker, that the administration final- 
ize and sign a new memorandum of un- 
derstanding with Israel as soon as pos- 
sible because the threats to Israel 
aren’t going away anytime soon. 

Just last week, it was reported that 
the Israeli military had assessed that 
it expects ISIS attacks on its southern 
border within 6 months. This is ex- 
tremely alarming and, if true, all the 
more reason to finalize a new MOU 
with Israel. 

We know that Egypt has been fight- 
ing ISIS in the Sinai for quite some 
time now; but if ISIS is able to con- 
tinue moving north toward Israel, it 
would leave Israel vulnerable on al- 
most every border, except the border 
that it shares with Jordan, where the 
King and the Jordanians have been so 
important in the fight against ISIS. 

As if the thought of ISIS surrounding 
the Jewish state was not daunting 
enough, as a result of the Iran nuclear 
deal, the threats to Israel have only in- 
creased in magnitude and severity. 
Iran has shown that it has no intention 
of slowing down its ballistic missile 
program, which it uses to repeatedly 
threaten Israel. We have recently 
learned that the nuclear deal is full of 
secret concessions and exemptions to 
Iran which allow Iran to exceed limits 
that are set forth in the deal. And 
these are just the ones that we know of 
now. There are likely a lot more. 

We just heard testimony last week 
that the administration may have sent 
Iran up to $33.6 billion in cash pay- 
ments, including $1.7 billion in ransom 
payments. Administration officials 
have said that there is no way of trac- 
ing the money or of telling if that 
money will be used to support terror; 
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but Iran had said that it needed hard 
currency, so we sent it because that is 
a great idea: to give a state sponsor of 
terror an infusion of billions of dollars 
of cold, hard cash. That makes a lot of 
sense. 

So now Iran has as much as $33.6 bil- 
lion in cash; and, no doubt, it will be 
used to support terror. There is no 
doubt. It will be used to shore up 
Hezbollah’s weapons supply. It will be 
used to increase the missile stockpile 
of Hezbollah. It will be used for many 
nefarious activities. And with Iran’s 
stated intention to wipe Israel off the 
map, there should be no time wasted in 
ensuring that the Jewish state has the 
capability, has the capacity to defend 
itself and her people from every threat. 

With all of the concessions that the 
administration has made to Iran, we 
need to make sure that this memo- 
randum of understanding goes above 
and beyond. 

As my former chief of staff of the 
Foreign Affairs Committee, Dr. Yleem 
Poblete, wrote in a piece for the 
Gatestone Institute a couple of months 
ago: 

“The terms of any U.S.-Israel agree- 
ment must withstand comparison to 
the concessions offered Iran in the 
JCPOA and show unequivocally that 
Israel, a trusted ally and major stra- 
tegic partner, fared better in negotia- 
tions than an unconstrained enemy.” 

This is why the administration must 
conclude this MOU with Israel. It 
would send a strong message to the 
people of Israel that the United States 
continues to stand by them and sup- 
port them. But, Mr. Speaker, it would 
send an even stronger message to those 
who seek to harm Israel by signifying 
that the United States is committing 
to fully support Israel’s defense and se- 
curity needs. 

So I urge my colleagues to support 
this measure. I call upon the adminis- 
tration to put the politicking aside, get 
this agreement done, secure Israel’s 
safety and our own interests. 

We are going to hear a lot of support 
for this resolution. We have heard 
about the many threats facing Israel. 
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And I spoke about the nuclear threat 
and how it has placed Israel in greater 
jeopardy. But what we don’t hear too 
much about, Mr. Speaker, is how the 
nuclear deal has threatened Israel’s 
qualitative military edge, the QMH, 
that, by U.S. law, we are supposed to 
ensure. 

When the administration signed that 
weak and dangerous nuclear deal with 
Iran, it had to sell it to the inter- 
national community. How did it do 
that? Well, in order to sell the deal to 
our allies in the Gulf, the administra- 
tion had to promise them that we 
would provide them with advanced 
weapon sales. 

The administration likes to say that 
the Iran deal will make the world safer. 
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But if that is true, then why are we 
going to increase so much the mili- 
tarization of the Gulf countries? 

Mr. Speaker, I expect that Gulf 
states sales of military jets to Bahrain, 
to Qatar, and to Kuwait will be ap- 
proved by the administration as early 
as this month. We are about to open 
the spigot of cash that Iran can then 
use to build up its ballistic missiles, its 
military, and its terror activities. So 
we need to make sure that Israel un- 
derstands that we are there to support 
her. 

It makes no sense, Mr. Speaker, that 
we should be concentrating on stopping 
Iran, not assisting the regime, to fur- 
ther carrying out its nefarious activi- 
ties and certainly not helping to build 
up its conventional nuclear arms race 
in the region. Not to mention that by 
doing this we are undermining the dis- 
tinct advantage that Israel has mili- 
tarily over its neighbors. 

Even though Israel and our other 
partners in the region may have better 
relations now than ever before—and 
that is true, and that is wonderful—be- 
cause they have an Iran, a mutual 
enemy that they understand is their 
greatest threat, history tells that it is 
better to be safe than sorry. So that is 
another important reason why we need 
to conclude this MOU with the Jewish 
state and ensure its qualitative mili- 
tary edge. 

We have an ever increasingly dan- 
gerous Iran, a heavily militarized Mid- 
dle East with advanced weaponry, ISIS 
becoming an even greater threat to 
Israel, Hezbollah on the Golan Heights 
and in Lebanon, and, of course, Hamas 
in Gaza. That is a daunting task to ask 
of even the largest country, Mr. Speak- 
er, let alone the tiny Jewish state. 

So I urge my colleagues to support 
this resolution. I urge them to call 
upon the administration to uphold 
longstanding U.S. policy toward our 
closest friend and ally, the democratic 
Jewish state of Israel. 

I thank the gentleman for the time. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I now yield 
3 minutes to the gentleman from Flor- 
ida (Mr. DEUTCH), an author of this res- 
olution and a very valued member of 
the Foreign Affairs Committee. 

Mr. DEUTCH. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Ranking Member ENGEL for his support 
of this resolution and his outspoken 
and unwavering support for the U.S.- 
Israel relationship. I also thank Chair- 
man RoycE for his support of this as 
well. And to my friend and partner, 
Representative ROS-LEHTINEN, I thank 
her as well. It is wonderful working 
with her on so many issues, but in par- 
ticular our work on the committee to 
strengthen the U.S.-Israel relationship. 
Thanks as well to Representatives 
GRANGER and LOWEYy for their efforts. 

Mr. Speaker, reports indicate that 
the United States and Israel are very 
close to signing a new memorandum of 
understanding, a 10-year MOU on secu- 
rity systems. 
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This resolution before us today is 
very straightforward. It urges the con- 
clusion of those negotiations. It 
doesn’t prescribe terms of the MOU. It 
says that we need to get the MOU fin- 
ished. This resolution has the over- 
whelming bipartisan support of over 
275 Members of this House who are co- 
sponsors. 

Now, the MOU is the backbone of our 
security relationship with Israel. The 
assistance provided has ensured and 
will continue to ensure that Israel is 
able to defend herself against any and 
all threats. 

The threats that Israel faces increase 
every day. Every day the threat of 
rocket attacks from Hamas, Islamic 
Jihad, or Hezbollah looms. Every day 
Hezbollah adds more advanced rockets 
to its arsenal of over 150,000 capable of 
reaching every corner of Israel. Every 
day Iran transfers advanced technology 
and weapons to its terror proxies who 
target Israel. And every day Hamas is 
attempting to re-dig tunnels farther 
and farther into Israel. 

ISIS militants edge closer to Israel’s 
border in the Sinai, and the fighting in 
Syria creeps closer and closer into the 
Golan Heights. Terrorist groups now 
have unprecedented, sophisticated ca- 
pabilities, and many of these pose a 
strategic threat to the broader region. 

Mr. Speaker, Israel must have the re- 
sources that it needs to protect the 
safety and security of its territory and 
its people and, in turn, to preserve our 
own security and interests in the re- 
gion. 

Throughout these negotiations, the 
administration has said that it is pre- 
pared to conclude the largest ever aid 
package to Israel. Now, these funds, 
coupled with our enduring commit- 
ment to preserving Israel’s qualitative 
military edge, will help Israel remain 
strong and secure. And as the only de- 
mocracy in the region, Israel stands as 
a beacon of hope for those around the 
world who recognize the global threat 
of terrorism and for those who value 
opportunity, equality, and freedom. 

When this Congress speaks with one 
voice, Israel is stronger and safer. By 
passing this resolution, this Congress 
is sending a message to the world that 
we stand united in support of a new 
MOU, in support of Israel’s right to 
self-defense, and in strong support of 
the U.S.-Israel relationship. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
resolution. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. YOHO), a member of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. YOHO. Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to thank my colleague. I stand in sup- 
port of Representative ROS-LEHTINEN’S 
H. Res. 729. 

It is imperative that the United 
States finalize a new MOU with Israel 
on military assistance that provides 
for a robust defense posture of Israel 
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while ensuring congressional oversight 
and scrutiny in the years to come. 

Israel continues to face a growing 
threat from not only state sponsors of 
terrorism like Iran, but also from ter- 
rorist organizations like Hezbollah and 
Hamas. Both Iran and those terrorist 
organizations are determined to de- 
stroy Israel. 

Israel, one of the United States’ 
greatest allies in the region, is under 
constant threat; and the United States 
must stand strong and support her. 

Hezbollah has an estimated stockpile 
of 150,000 rockets and missiles. Let me 
repeat that. It has over 150,000 rockets 
and missiles, which Iran has made a 
commitment to add smart bomb tech- 
nology. This constant threat is grow- 
ing and needs to be countered by the 
passage of a robust, long-term MOU. 
This will ensure Israel’s defense and 
military capabilities are able to meet 
these growing threats. 

I urge my colleagues to support H. 
Res. 729 and support the continued de- 
fense cooperation with Israel. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, may I ask 
if there are any more speakers on the 
Republican side? 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, there are 
no further speakers other than myself 
to close. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

I want to thank the sponsors of this 
resolution, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN and Mr. 
DEUTCH, for their hard work in crafting 
such a timely resolution. I thank, once 
again, Chairman RoọoycE for working 
with me and the sponsors of this reso- 
lution to move this forward expedi- 
tiously. 

Mr. Speaker, one of the things I al- 
ways say is that the relationship be- 
tween the United States and Israel is 
bigger than any of the personalities in- 
volved. Presidents come and go, Prime 
Ministers come and go, Members of 
Congress come and go, members of the 
Knesset come and go, but the relation- 
ship between the U.S. and Israel en- 
dures and endures strongly. 

The success of the last MOU between 
the United States and Israel is a great 
illustration of that fact. I think this 
resolution and the next memorandum 
of understanding, which we are expect- 
ing any day now, are more indications 
that, regardless of party, regardless of 
personalities, the U.S.-Israel alliance is 
serious business and a major foreign 
policy concern. 

Those that try to denigrate Israel 
overlook the fact that Israel is the 
only democracy in the Middle East and 
overlook the fact that we have no bet- 
ter ally in the United States than the 
people of Israel. 

I am glad to support this measure. I 
urge all Members to do the same. 
Again, the U.S.-Israel alliance is seri- 
ous business, a major foreign policy 
concern, and the right thing to do, not 
only for Israel but for the United 
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States as well. So I support this meas- 
ure, and I urge all our colleagues to do 
the same. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. ROYCE. I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, as this resolution notes, 
Israel faces a growing number of 
threats, and I think I would just speak 
for a moment about the nature of those 
threats. I appreciate Representative 
ILEANA ROS-LEHTINEN bringing this res- 
olution before us. 

Representative ELIOT ENGEL and I 
had a rather unique opportunity of see- 
ing how these threats keep evolving. 
We were near the border in Israel and 
had an invitation on the Gaza border to 
go into one of these tunnels that had 
been discovered. Imagine the shock 
when we found out the intentions of 
why this tunnel was dug. It ended up 
coming up underneath an elementary 
school. 

Now, imagine for a minute the situa- 
tion Israel is in when you have an ad- 
versary, Hamas in this case, who wish- 
es to tunnel underneath an elementary 
school in order to capture children, 
take them back into Gaza, and force 
the IDF, as you and I knew they would 
do, to fight block by block by block to 
try to free those children. That was the 
strategy. Now, luckily the tunnels 
were discovered before they could carry 
this out. 

I was in Israel also in 2006, back dur- 
ing the second Lebanon war. The 
Hezbollah rockets came down across 
northern Israel every day. And in 
Haifa, every day there were victims 
that were brought into that trauma 
hospital. 

Back then, Hezbollah had a collec- 
tion of about 10,000 rockets and mis- 
siles. That is what they had left in the 
inventory. They had shot off about half 
of their inventory. And in each of 
those, there were probably 90,000 ball 
bearings. And when they shot those 
rockets, they aimed at the city center 
in Haifa. 

Today is 10 years later. Hezbollah, as 
Mr. YOHO shared with you, has a nasty 
collection today of over 100,000 of these 
rockets and missiles. Now, if you were 
to take the United States out of the 
equation with respect to NATO, and 
you were to take a look at the NATO 
arsenal without us in it, Hezbollah, 
which is now equipped by Iran, has a 
larger number of weapons, rockets and 
missiles, than all of NATO combined 
without us. 

Included in that class are 700 long- 
range, high-payload rockets that have 
now been provided to Hezbollah, and 
these new rockets that carry these 
huge payloads are capable of taking 
out a city block and just creating 
havoc. 

And while the threat from Hezbollah 
is bad, let’s talk about the threat from 
its sponsor for a minute. Let’s reflect 
on the threat from Iran itself. If you 
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wonder whether Iran intends what they 
say, think about their continued ag- 
gression in the region, and think about 
their testing of ballistic missiles capa- 
ble of carrying nuclear warheads. 

In case there is any mistake about 
how we might interpret it, they put on 
the side of these missiles, in Arabic, in 
Farsi, and in Hebrew, the words, 
“Israel must be wiped out.” That is the 
action of the Iran Revolutionary Guard 
Corps. That is what it puts on its mis- 
siles. 

Of course, under the administration’s 
Iran deal, Tehran will keep much of its 
nuclear infrastructure and continue to 
develop advanced centrifuges faster 
and faster. They can continue to work 
on this, thus gaining the ability to 
produce nuclear fuel on an industrial 
scale. The ayatollah won’t even have to 
cheat to be just steps away from a nu- 
clear weapon 10 years from now when 
that agreement is phased out and ex- 
pires. And that is about the same time 
that the next MOU will expire. 

So for those who are wondering why 
we are passionate about this memo- 
randum of understanding with Israel, it 
is because we have seen the threats. 
Mr. ELIOT ENGEL and I, in our trips to 
Israel to the border, have seen those 
threats. 
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Given that, and given that Israel 
faces, not just from the proxies like 
Iran, not just from Hamas that are 
funded, but also from Iran itself Israel 
faces this threat, we need to ensure 
that the security package currently 
being negotiated is as robust as pos- 
sible. I urge my colleagues to support 
this resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. COL- 
LINS of Georgia). The question is on the 
motion offered by the gentleman from 
California (Mr. ROYCE) that the House 
suspend the rules and agree to the reso- 
lution, H. Res. 729. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro- 
ceedings on this motion will be post- 
poned. 


-Á 


SUPPORTING HUMAN RIGHTS, DE- 
MOCRACY, AND THE RULE OF 
LAW IN CAMBODIA 


Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and agree to the reso- 
lution (H. Res. 728) supporting human 
rights, democracy, and the rule of law 
in Cambodia, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu- 
tion. 
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The text of the resolution is as fol- 
lows: 
H. RES. 728 


Whereas since the Paris Peace Accords in 
1991, Cambodia has undergone a gradual, par- 
tial, and unsteady transition to democracy, 
including elections and multiparty govern- 
ment; 

Whereas Prime Minister Hun Sen has been 
in power in Cambodia uninterrupted since 
1985 and is the longest-serving leader in 
Southeast Asia; 

Whereas Freedom House rated Cambodia as 
“Not Free” in its “Freedom in the World 
2015” report, noting that ‘‘political opposi- 
tion is restricted”, “harassment or threats 
against opposition supporters are not un- 
common”, ‘‘freedom of speech is not fully 
protected’’, and ‘‘the government’s tolerance 
for freedoms of association and assembly has 
declined in recent years”; 

Whereas Cambodia held a general election 
on July 28, 2013, though widespread reports of 
irregularities largely related to the voter 
lists bring into question the integrity of the 
election; 

Whereas a coalition of election monitors, 
including the National Democratic Institute 
(NDI), Transparency International Cam- 
bodia, and other domestic and international 
organizations, in a joint report on the 2013 
election found ‘‘significant challenges that 
undermined the credibility of the process”; 

Whereas Transparency International Cam- 
bodia, a nonprofit, nonpartisan organization, 
conducted a survey during the 2013 election 
that found at 60 percent of polling stations, 
citizens with proper identification were not 
allowed to vote; 

Whereas the Cambodian National Election 
Committee (NEC) was accused of lack of 
independence and pro-government bias dur- 
ing its oversight of the 2013 election; 

Whereas the composition of the NEC was 
changed after the 2013 election to include 
equal membership from both political par- 
ties, and the NEC’s continued independence 
is essential to free and fair elections; 

Whereas the United States Congress has 
taken steps to protect democracy and human 
rights in Cambodia, making certain 2014 for- 
eign aid funds intended to Cambodia condi- 
tioned upon the Government of Cambodia 
conducting an independent and credible in- 
vestigation into the irregularities associated 
with the July 28, 2013, parliamentary elec- 
tions and reforming the NEC or when all par- 
ties have agreed to join the National Assem- 
bly to conduct business; 

Whereas United States aid to Cambodia 
has funded work in areas including develop- 
ment assistance, civil society, global health, 
and the Khmer Rouge Tribunal, largely via 
nongovernmental organizations (NGOs); 

Whereas both NDI and the International 
Republican Institute (IRI) operate in Cam- 
bodia, engaging local partners and building 
capacity for civil society, democracy, and 
good governance; 

Whereas the Government of Cambodia has 
acted to restrict the right to freely assemble 
and protest, including the following in- 
stances; 

Whereas, on January 3, 2014, Cambodian se- 
curity forces violently cracked down on pro- 
tests of garment workers, killing 4 people in 
Phnom Penh; 

Whereas, on March 31, 2014, Cambodian po- 
lice beat protestors with batons and clubs 
during a protest calling for a license for the 
independent Beehive Radio to establish a tel- 
evision channel; 

Whereas in August 2015, the Government of 
Cambodia passed the ‘‘Law on Associations 
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and Non-Governmental Organizations”’ 
which threatens to restrict the development 
of civil society by requiring registration and 
government approval of both domestic and 
international NGOs; 

Whereas, on October 26, 2015, 2 opposition 
lawmakers, including dual United States cit- 
izen Nhay Chamreoun, were violently at- 
tacked by pro-government protestors in 
front of the National Assembly; 

Whereas, on November 16, 2015, the stand- 
ing committee of the National Assembly ex- 
pelled leader of the parliamentary opposition 
and President of the Cambodian National 
Rescue Party (CNRP) Sam Rainsy and re- 
voked his parliamentary immunity; 

Whereas Mr. Rainsy is the subject of a 
Government of Cambodia investigation of 7- 
year-old defamation charges against him 
which is widely believed to be politically mo- 
tivated; 

Whereas the United States Embassy in 
Cambodia has publicly called on the Govern- 
ment of Cambodia to revoke the arrest war- 
rant issued against Mr. Rainsy, allow all op- 
position lawmakers to ‘‘return to Cambodia 
without fear of arrest and persecution”, and 
“to take immediate steps to guarantee a po- 
litical space free from threats or intimida- 
tion in Cambodia”; 

Whereas political advocate and anti-cor- 
ruption activist Kem Ley was shot and killed 
in Phnom Penh on July 10, 2016; 

Whereas the Government of Cambodia con- 
tinues efforts to prosecute CNRP leaders on 
politically-motivated charges, bringing Mr. 
Sokha’s case to trial in Phnom Penh; and 

Whereas national elections in 2018 will be 
closely watched to ensure openness and fair- 
ness, and to monitor whether all political 
parties and civil society are allowed to freely 
participate: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa- 
tives— 

(1) reaffirms the commitment of the 
United States to promoting democracy, 
human rights, and the rule of law in Cam- 
bodia; 

(2) condemns all forms of political violence 
in Cambodia and urges the cessation of ongo- 
ing human rights violations; 

(8) calls on the Government of Cambodia to 
respect freedom of the press and the rights of 
its citizens to freely assemble, protest, and 
speak out against the government; 

(4) supports electoral reform efforts in 
Cambodia and free and fair elections in 2018 
monitored by international observers; and 

(5) urges Prime Minister Hun Sen and the 
Cambodian People’s Party to— 

(A) end all harassment and intimidation of 
Cambodia’s opposition; 

(B) drop all politically motivated charges 
against opposition lawmakers; 

(C) allow them to return to Cambodia and 
freely participate in the political process; 
and 

(D) foster an environment where democ- 
racy can thrive and flourish. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
California (Mr. ROYCE) and the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. ENGEL) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex- 
tend their remarks and to include any 
extraneous material in the RECORD. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I am rising here in 
strong support for H. Res. 728, sup- 
porting human rights and democracy 
and the rule of law in Cambodia. 

We have all seen the consequences of 
land grabbing and the destruction of 
human liberty in that country. I want 
to thank the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia (Mr. LOWENTHAL), my colleague, 
for introducing this resolution. I want 
to thank him for his advocacy for the 
people of Cambodia. 

Mr. Speaker, since Cambodia held its 
deeply flawed elections in 2013, we have 
seen significant attacks on those Cam- 
bodians peacefully opposing their gov- 
ernment. Hun Sen’s thuggish regime 
continues to crack down on the polit- 
ical opposition and on activists, and 
they continue to arrest and beat those 
who point out violations of freedom of 
speech, violations, frankly, of a stolen 
election. 

As noted in this resolution, Freedom 
House’s most recent report card rated 
Cambodia as not free, noting restric- 
tions on and the harassment of the 
government’s political opposition. And 
that is putting it mildly. Last year op- 
position lawmaker and American cit- 
izen Nhay Chamroeun was severely and 
brutally attacked by plainclothes 
bodyguards who repeatedly kicked and 
stomped him. He was hospitalized for 
months. 

We have all seen the pictures of oppo- 
sition figures who have been beaten 
and stomped and put in the hospital 
there. Several months later, Kem Ley, 
a popular Cambodian political com- 
mentator, was murdered in broad day- 
light for his outspoken protest of the 
regime. So much for freedom of speech 
in Cambodia. 

Then just last week, Hun Sen took 
yet another step to consolidate his grip 
on power, to make it impossible for 
people to run against him. He sen- 
tenced the de facto leader of the Cam- 
bodia National Rescue Party, Kem 
Sokha, to 5 months in prison on the 
spurious charge of refusing to appear 
for questioning in a politically moti- 
vated case that was brought against 
him. Although his sentence is short, 
the repercussions are dire, as convicted 
criminals are prohibited from holding 
office; and that, again, was what this 
was about: intimidation and trying to 
force a system where the opposition 
party leader already in exile would 
then be in a position where they 
couldn’t run somebody against Hun 
Sen. 

Mr. Speaker, these attacks on the op- 
position must stop. This systemic per- 
secution of the government’s opposi- 
tion completely undermines the legit- 
imacy of upcoming local elections as 
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well as the country’s 2018 national elec- 
tions. 

Without the full and free participa- 
tion of the CNRP, future elections will 
be deeply flawed and cannot be accept- 
ed. Hun Sen’s continued attack on his 
political opponents is something we 
cannot accept, and for the sake of the 
Cambodian people, I urge my col- 
leagues to adopt this resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

I also rise in support of this resolu- 
tion. 

Let me, first of all, thank Mr. 
LOWENTHAL, a valued member of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, for his 
hard work on this measure; and let me 
just thank the chairman of the com- 
mittee, as well, for always cooperating 
with us on bipartisan resolutions and 
things that are for the good of the 
country. That is the way we try to con- 
duct ourselves here. 

Mr. Speaker, for the last three dec- 
ades, the people of Cambodia have 
hoped to see their country move to- 
ward a freer, more democratic system, 
but that progress has been halting and 
the results are incomplete. Hun Sen, 
that country’s Prime Minister, has 
held on to power since 1985, making 
him currently the longest serving lead- 
er in Southeast Asia. Though elections 
are scheduled for 2018, it seems likely 
that the opposition party will endure 
the same sort of intimidation and har- 
assment that it has for years. 

This lack of progress and account- 
ability on the part of the Hun Sen gov- 
ernment has meant that Cambodia re- 
mains one of the poorest and most cor- 
rupt countries in the region. Cambodia 
leans on China for imports and eco- 
nomic assistance and has adopted some 
of China’s most draconian laws and 
practices as well. 

Despite these obstacles, the people of 
Cambodia remain remarkably resilient 
and entrepreneurial. For years the 
United States has provided develop- 
ment assistance to improve Cambodian 
human rights protections, bolster civil 
society, and improve health, education, 
and opportunity. These investments 
are paying dividends in the form of a 
new generation of bright, thoughtful 
Cambodian leaders who seek more for 
themselves and their fellow citizens. 
These young leaders, along with many 
reformers and activists, deserve to 
have their voices heard. 

I have been to Cambodia a few times, 
and it is especially poignant when you 
think of the terrible events, the 
killings there decades ago—practically 
genocide—it is just intolerable, un- 
thinkable, and unacceptable that Cam- 
bodia would still have these difficulties 
with all the things that the people of 
Cambodia have suffered. 

This resolution calls on the Govern- 
ment of Cambodia to push ahead with 
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real and meaningful reform that will 
advance democracy. It calls for 
changes to the electoral system that 
would allow for truly free and fair elec- 
tions. It calls on the Hun Sen govern- 
ment to act now so that the 2018 elec- 
tions are transparent and credible, and 
it calls for the end of politically moti- 
vated harassment and violence against 
the people of Cambodia. 

Mr. Speaker, the people of Cambodia 
want and deserve real democracy for 
their country. They want to chart the 
course for their own future and live the 
lives they choose for themselves. This 
measure sends a strong message that 
the United States stands with them 
and wants to see them realize the 
democratic aspirations. 

Mr. Speaker, I am glad to support 
this measure. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I continue 
to reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia (Mr. LOWENTHAL), a valued mem- 
ber of our Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs and the author of this resolution. 

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank Ranking Member ENGEL for 
yielding. 

First, I want to acknowledge the 
great work and the collaboration from 
my colleagues on both sides of the aisle 
to bring this resolution to the floor 
today. Chairman ROYCE has long been a 
champion on Cambodian issues, and 
this resolution would not have been 
possible without his support. 

I would also like to thank the Repub- 
lican lead on this resolution, the chair- 
man of the Subcommittee on Asia and 
the Pacific, Chairman MATT SALMON; 
and also I would like to thank the gen- 
tleman from Ohio (Mr. CHABOT), who 
joined with me in founding the Con- 
gressional Cambodia Caucus. I also, ob- 
viously, want to thank Ranking Mem- 
ber ENGEL for his support of the resolu- 
tion. 

Recently, the Cambodian Govern- 
ment, as has been pointed out, presided 
over by Prime Minister Hun Sen for 
the past 31 years, has severely cracked 
down on political opposition and all 
forms of dissent in Cambodia. 

As we know, national elections in 
Cambodia in 2013 prolonged Hun Sen’s 
grip on power, but they were marred by 
allegations of voting irregularities. 
After the election, Hun Sen’s party and 
the opposition party agreed to a series 
of electoral reforms and power-sharing 
compromises. 

However, since that time, the Cam- 
bodian Government has undertaken a 
comprehensive campaign to undermine 
the political opposition. Last year, the 
Cambodian Government revived a 7- 
year-old defamation charge against the 
opposition leader, Mr. Sam Rainsy, ex- 
pelling him from the Parliament and 
forcing him into self-imposed exile. 

The deputy leader, Kem Sokha, who 
is acting as the opposition’s leader, has 
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been under effective house arrest at the 
party’s headquarters in Phnom Penh, 
where he was facing charges that are 
similarly politically motivated, and re- 
cently he was convicted in court and is 
now serving time in jail. 

When I spoke to the deputy leader, he 
told me that he not only fears this ar- 
rest by the government, which has just 
taken place, but he truly fears for his 
life. And his fears are well founded. In 
July, aS was pointed out, prominent 
political activist and outspoken critic 
of the government Kem Ley was bru- 
tally murdered in broad daylight in 
Phnom Penh. 

The passage of this resolution could 
not come at a more urgent time. The 
Cambodian Government has renewed 
its efforts to seek out, to harass, and to 
intimidate the leaders of the opposi- 
tion. As I pointed out, last week Kem 
Sokha was tried and sentenced to 5 
months in jail. In the lead-up to the 
trial, the government deployed secu- 
rity forces in the vicinity of the opposi- 
tion party’s headquarters. 

Hun Sen’s strategy could not be more 
clear: intimidate and threaten arrest 
to silence the opposition in advance of 
local elections next year and national 
elections the following year. 

As long as these politically moti- 
vated charges remain outstanding, the 
current political climate in Cambodia 
is not one that will allow for free and 
fair elections. That is why it is so im- 
portant for us to pass this resolution 
and show that the United States stands 
with the people of Cambodia. We will 
send an important signal to the Cam- 
bodian Government that political vio- 
lence of any kind will not be tolerated 
and that the Cambodian people must be 
able to enjoy the freedom to choose 
their own leaders. Only under these 
conditions can elections in Cambodia 
be considered free and fair by the inter- 
national community. 

Again, I want to thank all the Mem- 
bers who worked so closely with me to 
bring this resolution to the floor. I 
urge passage of this resolution to send 
a strong message that the United 
States supports human rights and sup- 
ports democracy and the rule of law in 
Cambodia. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self the balance of my time. 

Let me again repeat: we all have high 
hopes for the future of democracy in 
Cambodia. We want to see the people 
there exercise real rights and deter- 
mine the future for their country. We 
know that real democracy is the key to 
helping countries prosper. Real democ- 
racy makes governments more trans- 
parent and accountable. When citizens 
are allowed to fully participate in their 
political systems, governments become 
more responsive and do a better job at 
providing services and opportunity; 
countries become better equipped as 
partners on the global stage and cen- 
ters of regional stability. 
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We know that Cambodia has this po- 
tential just waiting to be unleashed. So 
today, with this resolution, we are say- 
ing that we look forward to the day 
when democracy in Cambodia is al- 
lowed to flourish, and we hope that day 
comes soon. It is important to focus on 
Cambodia. We want to see that country 
make a change for the benefit of all its 
people. 

So I support this measure, and I urge 
my colleagues to do the same. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, as I mentioned in my 
opening remarks, Hun Sen and the 
Cambodian People’s Party took yet an- 
other authoritarian step last week 
when they arrested and tried opposi- 
tion leader Kem Sokha. In their at- 
tempts to consolidate power, they have 
utterly obliterated the opposition. 

Mr. Speaker, the long-suffering peo- 
ple of Cambodia deserve the oppor- 
tunity to elect a government of their 
choosing. By attempting to disqualify 
and harassing all the political opposi- 
tion, Hun Sen is denying the people 
this opportunity. 

By passing this resolution, Congress 
is sending a message to Hun Sen that 
the United States is watching and will 
not accept his brutality. It will send an 
important signal of support, I believe, 
to all Cambodians who wish to live 
under a government that respects the 
rights of the Cambodian people. 

I urge passage of the resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
ROYCE) that the House suspend the 
rules and agree to the resolution, H. 
Res. 728, as amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the resolu- 
tion, as amended, was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


Ea 


STATE SPONSORS OF TERRORISM 
REVIEW ENHANCEMENT ACT 


Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 5484) to modify authorities that 
provide for rescission of determina- 
tions of countries as state sponsors of 
terrorism, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 5484 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 


This Act may be cited as the ‘‘State Spon- 
sors of Terrorism Review Enhancement 
Act”. 
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SEC. 2. MODIFICATIONS OF AUTHORITIES THAT 
PROVIDE FOR RESCISSION OF DE- 
TERMINATIONS OF COUNTRIES AS 
STATE SPONSORS OF TERRORISM. 

(a) FOREIGN ASSISTANCE ACT OF 1961.—Sec- 
tion 620A of the Foreign Assistance Act of 
1961 (22 U.S.C. 2371) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (c)(2)— 

(A) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by striking ‘45 days” and inserting ‘‘90 
days”; and 

(B) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘6- 
month period’’ and inserting ‘‘24-month pe- 
riod’’; 

(2) by redesignating subsection (d) as sub- 
section (e); 

(3) by inserting after subsection (c) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘(d) DISAPPROVAL OF RESCISSION.—No re- 
scission under subsection (c)(2) of a deter- 
mination under subsection (a) with respect 
to the government of a country may be made 
if the Congress, within 90 days after receipt 
of a report under subsection (c)(2), enacts a 
joint resolution described in subsection (f)(2) 
of section 40 of the Arms Export Control Act 
with respect to a rescission under subsection 
®©) of such section of a determination 
under subsection (d) of such section with re- 
spect to the government of such country.’’; 

(4) in subsection (e) (as redesignated), in 
the matter preceding paragraph (1), by strik- 
ing ‘‘may be” and inserting ‘‘may, on a case- 
by-case basis, be”; and 

(5) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

‘(f) NOTIFICATION AND BRIEFING.—Not later 
than— 

“(1) ten days after initiating a review of 
the activities of the government of the coun- 
try concerned within the 24-month period re- 
ferred to in subsection (c)(2)(A), the Presi- 
dent, acting through the Secretary of State, 
shall notify the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Foreign Relations of the Sen- 
ate of such initiation; and 

‘(2) 20 days after the notification described 
in paragraph (1), the President, acting 
through the Secretary of State, shall brief 
such committees on the status of such re- 
view.’’. 

(b) ARMS EXPORT CONTROL ACT.—Section 40 
of the Arms Export Control Act (22 U.S.C. 
2780) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (f)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)(B)— 

(i) in the matter preceding clause (i), by 
striking ‘‘45 days” and inserting ‘‘90 days”; 
and 

(ii) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘6-month pe- 
riod” and inserting ‘‘24-month period”; and 

(B) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘45 
days” and inserting ‘‘90 days”; and 

(ii) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘45- 
day period” and inserting ‘‘90-day period”; 

(2) in subsection (g), in the matter pre- 
ceding paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘may 
waive” and inserting ‘‘may, on a case-by- 
case basis, waive”; 

(3) by redesignating subsection (1) as sub- 
section (m); and 

(4) by inserting after subsection (k) the fol- 
lowing new subsection: 

‘“(1) NOTIFICATION AND BRIEFING.—Not later 
than— 

“(1) ten days after initiating a review of 
the activities of the government of the coun- 
try concerned within the 24-month period re- 
ferred to in subsection (f)(1)(B)(i), the Presi- 
dent, acting through the Secretary of State, 
shall notify the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Foreign Relations of the Sen- 
ate of such initiation; and 
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‘(2) 20 days after the notification described 
in paragraph (1), the President, acting 
through the Secretary of State, shall brief 
such committees on the status of such re- 
view.’’. 

(c) EXPORT ADMINISTRATION ACT OF 1979.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 6(j) of the Export 
Administration Act of 1979 (50 U.S.C. App. 
2405(j)), as continued in effect under the 
International Emergency Economic Powers 
Act, is amended— 

(A) in paragraph (4)(B)— 

(i) in the matter preceding clause (i), by 
striking ‘‘45 days” and inserting ‘‘90 days’’; 
and 

(ii) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘6-month pe- 
riod” and inserting ‘‘24-month period”; 

(B) by redesignating paragraphs (6) and (7) 
as paragraphs (7) and (8), respectively; and 

(C) by inserting after paragraph (4) the fol- 
lowing new paragraphs: 

‘(5) DISAPPROVAL OF RESCISSION.—No re- 
scission under paragraph (4)(B) of a deter- 
mination under paragraph (1)(A) with respect 
to the government of a country may be made 
if the Congress, within 90 days after receipt 
of a report under paragraph (4)(B), enacts a 
joint resolution described in subsection (f)(2) 
of section 40 of the Arms Export Control Act 
with respect to a rescission under subsection 
®©) of such section of a determination 
under subsection (d) of such section with re- 
spect to the government of such country. 

‘(6) NOTIFICATION AND BRIEFING.—Not later 
than— 

“(A) ten days after initiating a review of 
the activities of the government of the coun- 
try concerned within the 24-month period re- 
ferred to in paragraph (4)(B)(i), the Presi- 
dent, acting through the Secretary and the 
Secretary of State, shall notify the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on For- 
eign Relations of the Senate of such initi- 
ation; and 

‘(B) 20 days after the notification de- 
scribed in paragraph (1), the President, act- 
ing through the Secretary and the Secretary 
of State, shall brief such committees on the 
status of such review.’’. 

(2) REGULATIONS.—The President shall 
amend the Export Administration Regula- 
tions under subchapter C of chapter VII of 
title 15, Code of Federal Regulations, to the 
extent necessary and appropriate to carry 
out the amendment made by paragraph (1). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
California (Mr. ROYCE) and the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. ENGEL) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex- 
tend their remarks and to include ex- 
traneous material on the measure. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. YOHO), for 
his leadership in authoring this critical 
legislation. 

The designation of a foreign govern- 
ment as a state sponsor of terrorism is 
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one of our government’s most powerful 
statements. In addition to imposing 
sanctions and other restrictions, the 
designation itself earns a state pariah 
status internationally, and that is de- 
served. After all, these are countries 
whose governments back the killing of 
innocents as a matter of policy. 

To be added to the list, the Secretary 
of State must determine that the gov- 
ernment of such country has repeat- 
edly provided support for acts of inter- 
national terrorism. The designation 
then triggers unilateral sanctions by 
the United States. These sanctions in- 
clude a ban on exports of weapons. It 
also includes limits on financing and 
economic assistance and restrictions 
on exports that can be used by that 
country to enhance its military capa- 
bility or, of course, its ability to sup- 
port terrorism. 

These are important tools. They are 
powerful tools. Yet, under current law, 
to delist a state sponsor of terrorism, 
the administration only needs to cer- 
tify that the country has refrained 
from supporting terrorism for a mere 6 
months. 

Administrations from both parties 
have abused this process. In 2008, North 
Korea’s designation was rescinded fol- 
lowing commitments it made to dis- 
mantle its nuclear weapons program. 
North Korea, of course, was delisted 
prematurely, but it kept its nuclear 
program, as evidenced by its fifth nu- 
clear test last week. 

Likewise, Cuba continues to harbor 
terrorists, both foreign and domestic 
terrorists. It continues to meddle in 
Venezuela. It continues its support for 
Iran’s designs on Latin America. Just 
last month, Cuba hosted the Iranian 
foreign minister, as Tehran seeks to 
expand its presence in the hemisphere. 

This legislation is an important 
check against administration over- 
reach, increasing the period of time a 
country must refrain from supporting 
terrorism from 6 months to 2 years be- 
fore it is eligible for being delisted. The 
bill also increases the period of time 
that Congress has to review any such 
proposed action by the President from 
45 days to 90 days. So the bill strength- 
ens congressional oversight of the proc- 
ess. 

I strongly urge my colleagues to sup- 
port the legislation authored by Mr. 
TED YOHO. I think it is critical. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of this 
measure. I want to thank Chairman 
ROYCE and Mr. Youo of Florida for 
their hard work on the bill. 

Mr. Speaker, under current law, 
there are only two ways off the State 
Sponsors of Terrorism list. The first is 
a fundamental change in the leadership 
and policies of a country’s government. 
The other is if the President certifies 
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to Congress that a government has not 
provided any support for international 
terrorism for at least 6 months, and 
that the country has provided assur- 
ances that it will not support inter- 
national terrorism in the future. This 
legislation would stretch that 6-month 
period to 2 years. It would also double 
the length of time Congress has to re- 
view such a certification, from 45 days 
to 90 days. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I don’t think we 
are going to find ourselves in a situa- 
tion in which any of the countries cur- 
rently on that list would need to be 
rushed off, particularly Syria and Iran. 
But our job as legislators is not just to 
look at what is in front of us as we 
draft a law, but to consider what unin- 
tended consequences we might face 
down the road. 

As I said when we marked up this bill 
in June at the committee, I do think 
we need to carefully consider the im- 
plications of extending the waiting pe- 
riod so dramatically. No one wants a 
terrorist state to come off the list be- 
fore circumstances justify, but un- 
likely as it may seem today, we could 
encounter diplomatic opportunities 
where the flexibility to act quickly 
might be in our own national security 
interests. We just can’t envision what 
kind of challenges we will face years 
down the road. 

So I support the measure, but I do 
have some trepidation that the 2-year 
waiting period could potentially ham- 
string our government’s ability to re- 
spond strategically to rapidly changing 
events. I hope that, as we monitor this, 
Members will keep an open mind with 
respect to the waiting period as the 
legislative process goes forward. Again, 
I support the legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 
minutes to the gentlewoman from 
Florida (Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN), the chair- 
man emeritus of the Foreign Affairs 
Committee. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the chairman and Dr. YOHO for 
putting forth this wonderful bill. The 
State Sponsors of Terrorism Review 
Enhancement Act is the work of our 
Florida colleague, TED YOHO. I thank 
Dr. YOHO for his leadership on this bill, 
as well as Chairman ROYCE and Rank- 
ing Member ENGEL for their leadership 
in getting it to the House floor. 

This bill is an important and nec- 
essary legislative fix to a broken proc- 
ess: the manner in which nations are 
delisted as state sponsors of terrorism. 

Over the years, through three dif- 
ferent statutes, Congress developed the 
State Sponsors of Terrorism list and 
the consequences for being on the list. 
The three laws—the Foreign Assistance 
Act, the Arms Export Control Act, and 
the Export Administration Act—work 
to prevent state sponsors of terrorism 
from receiving assistance, goods, and 
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technology that could help support ter- 
rorism. 

In past decades, administrations 
from both sides of the aisle have mis- 
takenly and prematurely delisted 
states, for example, including taking 
North Korea off the list in 2008, as the 
chairman pointed out, and removing 
Cuba, as the chairman pointed out, last 
year. North Korea has armed and sup- 
ported organizations like Hezbollah 
and Hamas and has reportedly assisted 
the regime in Syria and in Iran in de- 
veloping their nuclear weapons pro- 
gram. 

Other examples of North Korea’s 
provocations and destructive behavior 
are prolific, including continued illegal 
nuclear weapons tests like the one that 
we just saw last week; missiles 
launches; cyberattacks, sinking a 
South Korean naval vessel; and ship- 
ping weapons systems likes those that 
were intercepted out of Cuba in the 
year 2013. 

Cuba has links to North Korea and 
state sponsors of terrorism Iran and 
Syria. It provides safe haven to terror 
groups like the Colombian FARC and 
Spanish ETA, and harbors fugitives, as 
the chairman pointed out, from Amer- 
ican justice, like convicted cop killer 
JoAnne Chesimard. 

AS we saw in the cases of Cuba and 
North Korea, the process in which Con- 
gress is able to weigh in on whether a 
nation should or should not be delisted 
as a state sponsor of terrorism is a bro- 
ken process, and only one of three laws 
provides a legislative mechanism to 
stop it. Only one. 

This bill aims to fix that, extending 
the amount of time that Congress has 
to review an administration’s proposal 
to delist a country and providing Con- 
gress with a mechanism, under each 
law, to block its removal by enacting a 
joint resolution of disapproval. 

It is a simple legislative fix, Mr. 
Speaker, that allows Congress to fulfill 
its oversight responsibility, determine 
whether these countries are still sup- 
porting terrorism, and prevent them 
from being delisted should there not be 
enough evidence for their removal. 

Congress needs to have the ability 
that it always had and that we thought 
it had to weigh in on attempts to re- 
move countries from the list and to en- 
sure that countries that are still sup- 
porting terrorism remain sanctioned, 
restricted from any material that they 
might be receiving that could aid in 
their terrorism, and remain on the 
State Sponsors of Terrorism list where 
they belong. 

So it makes a change to the law, the 
review process that should have been 
made a long time ago. I thank Dr. 
YOHO for doing this. It allows Congress 
to execute its proper oversight respon- 
sibilities and prevent the executive 
branch from delisting countries as 
state sponsors of terrorism pre- 
maturely. 
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We have seen in cases of both North 
Korea and Cuba, delisted by Republican 
and Democratic administrations re- 
spectively, that giving these nations 
these concessions only emboldens the 
rogue regimes and undermines our na- 
tional security. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 
minutes to the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. YOHO), the author of this impor- 
tant antiterrorism legislation. 

Mr. YOHO. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Chairman RoycE, Ranking Member 
ENGEL, and my colleague, Ms. Ros- 
LEHTINEN, for the kind words and for 
pointing out that, just 2 years ago, 
Cuba was caught shipping armaments 
to North Korea. 

I stand in support, obviously, of the 
bill, H.R. 5484, the State Sponsors of 
Terrorism Review Enhancement Act. 
This designation of a foreign govern- 
ment, as Mr. ROYCE has already point- 
ed out, as a state sponsor of terrorism, 
is one of the United States’ most pow- 
erful statements as a nation that we 
can stamp on another country. 

Besides imposing sanctions, the 
stamp of state sponsor of terrorism la- 
bels a state untouchable to the inter- 
national community. This pariah sta- 
tus, as pointed out, is much deserved, 
as these are states that support the 
killing of innocent people as a matter 
of policy. 

However, under current law, in order 
for a state to be delisted, the President 
of the United States only needs to cer- 
tify that the country being considered 
for delisting has not engaged in sup- 
porting terrorism for a paltry 6 
months. As Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN pointed 
out, just 2 years ago, Cuba sent mis- 
siles to North Korea. 

Considering the heinous acts of vio- 
lence these countries have supported in 
the past, we should not be allowing 
them to be delisted for political pur- 
poses or whatever reasons after only 6 
months. This increases the oversight of 
one of Congress’ oldest committees, the 
Foreign Affairs Committee, and adds 
another layer of protection not just for 
America, but for the world community. 
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To address this, my legislation will 
quadruple the time a designated coun- 
try must refrain from sponsoring ter- 
rorism before the President can remove 
it from the sponsor list from 6 months 
to 24 months; it increases congres- 
sional oversight by doubling the time 
Congress has to review the President’s 
proposed removal from 45 to 90 days; it 
establishes a uniform process through 
which Congress can disapprove of the 
President’s decision to remove a coun- 
try from the list; and it requires the 
administration to notify and brief Con- 
gress—and I think this is probably one 
of the most important things—upon 
initiating a review of a designated 
country’s potential removal from that 
list. 
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This legislation will assert congres- 
sional scrutiny and oversight and, 
hopefully, bring to an end politically 
motivated delistings. Successive ad- 
ministrations, as was pointed out, both 
Republicans and Democrats alike, 
delisted countries based on their 
Precedency’s legacy rather than the 
facts. H.R. 5484 will stop absurd 
delistings like that of North Korea in 
2008. 

AS we have already talked about, 
North Korea was delisted in exchange 
for their promise of dismantling their 
nuclear program. However, 8 years and 
five nuclear tests later, as the gen- 
tleman pointed out, they remain off 
the list and threatening America with 
their videos and their acts of irrespon- 
sibility, North Korea, supporting ter- 
rorism abroad. 

By increasing the amount of time for 
a state to not be engaged in terrorism 
and increasing congressional oversight 
and scrutiny, H.R. 5484, hopefully, will 
not allow mistakes such as the 
delisting of North Korea to take place. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

I thank the chairman again, and 
thank Mr. YoHo for his hard work and 
commitment on this. 

Obviously, the handful of countries 
on the State Sponsors of Terrorism list 
are some of the worst actors in the 
world: Sudan, Syria, and Iran. We need 
policies that are tough, and any 
changes to that list must be preceded 
by real, permanent changes in the way 
those governments do business. And, of 
course, I believe Congress has an im- 
portant oversight role to play on such 
matters. 

I have voiced my concerns about 
parts of this legislation, namely, that 
multiplying the waiting period by a 
factor of four might have unintended 
consequences. Perhaps it should have 
been a little less than that. But I trust 
that if we do run into trouble down the 
road, we will do whatever it takes to 
make sure that our government has 
the tools needed to act in America’s 
best interests. 

So I support this measure and, again, 
I thank Mr. Yono for his hard work. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, 6 months to get off of 
that list for a terrorist country, that is 
an odd situation. We should not be giv- 
ing terrorist regimes a clean bill of 
health in such a short time in that, by 
definition, these are regimes that kill 
innocents as a matter of policy. That is 
what terrorism is. And given that this 
process has been abused, in the case of 
North Korea, what is to prevent an- 
other White House from removing 
countries from the list to advance their 
own flawed agendas? 

Congress, I think, has a responsi- 
bility to prevent that from happening; 
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and, ultimately, these regimes must 
understand that the only way to be 
delisted is to actually change their be- 
havior and discontinue their support 
for terrorism, not simply press for 
their status to be reversed as a condi- 
tion of a separate negotiation. That is 
what North Korea did some years ago. 
That is what concerns us here. 

Again, I would like to recognize Mr. 
YOHO for his excellent work on this leg- 
islation, and I urge its adoption. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
ROYCE) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5484. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


EEE 


WEST LOS ANGELES LEASING ACT 
OF 2016 


Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
I move to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill (H.R. 5936) to amend title 38, 
United States Code, to authorize the 
Secretary of Veterans Affairs to enter 
into agreements with certain health 
care providers to furnish health care to 
veterans, to authorize the Secretary to 
enter into certain leases at the Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs West Los An- 
geles Campus in Los Angeles, Cali- 
fornia, to make certain improvements 
to the enhanced-use lease authority of 
the Department, and for other pur- 
poses, aS amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 5936 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘West Los 
Angeles Leasing Act of 2016”. 

SEC. 2. AUTHORITY TO ENTER INTO CERTAIN 
LEASES AT THE DEPARTMENT OF 
VETERANS AFFAIRS WEST LOS AN- 
GELES CAMPUS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Vet- 
erans Affairs may carry out leases described 
in subsection (b) at the Department of Vet- 
erans Affairs West Los Angeles Campus in 
Los Angeles, California (hereinafter in this 
section referred to as the ‘‘Campus’’). 

(b) LEASES DESCRIBED.—Leases described in 
this subsection are the following: 

(1) Any enhanced-use lease of real property 
under subchapter V of chapter 81 of title 38, 
United States Code, for purposes of providing 
supportive housing, as that term is defined 
in section 8161(8) of such title, that prin- 
cipally benefit veterans and their families. 

(2) Any lease of real property for a term 
not to exceed 50 years to a third party to 
provide services that principally benefit vet- 
erans and their families and that are limited 
to one or more of the following purposes: 

(A) The promotion of health and wellness, 
including nutrition and spiritual wellness. 
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(B) Education. 

(C) Vocational training, skills building, or 
other training related to employment. 

(D) Peer activities, socialization, or phys- 
ical recreation. 

(E) Assistance with legal issues and Fed- 
eral benefits. 

(F) Volunteerism. 

(G) Family support services, 
child care. 

(H) Transportation. 

(I) Services in support of one or more of 
the purposes specified in subparagraphs (A) 
through (H). 

(3) A lease of real property for a term not 
to exceed 10 years to The Regents of the Uni- 
versity of California, a corporation organized 
under the laws of the State of California, on 
behalf of its University of California, Los 
Angeles (UCLA) campus (hereinafter in this 
section referred to as ‘‘The Regents’’), if— 

(A) the lease is consistent with the master 
plan described in subsection (g); 

(B) the provision of services to veterans is 
the predominant focus of the activities of 
The Regents at the Campus during the term 
of the lease; 

(C) The Regents expressly agrees to pro- 
vide, during the term of the lease and to an 
extent and in a manner that the Secretary 
considers appropriate, additional services 
and support (for which The Regents is not 
compensated by the Secretary or through an 
existing medical affiliation agreement) 
that— 

(i) principally benefit veterans and their 
families, including veterans that are se- 
verely disabled, women, aging, or homeless; 
and 

(ii) may consist of activities relating to 
the medical, clinical, therapeutic, dietary, 
rehabilitative, legal, mental, spiritual, phys- 
ical, recreational, research, and counseling 
needs of veterans and their families or any of 
the purposes specified in any of subpara- 
graphs (A) through (I) of paragraph (2); and 

(D) The Regents maintains records docu- 
menting the value of the additional services 
and support that The Regents provides pur- 
suant to subparagraph (C) for the duration of 
the lease and makes such records available 
to the Secretary. 

(c) LIMITATION ON LAND-SHARING AGREE- 
MENTS.—The Secretary may not carry out 
any land-sharing agreement pursuant to sec- 
tion 8153 of title 38, United States Code, at 
the Campus unless such agreement— 

(1) provides additional health-care 
sources to the Campus; and 

(2) benefits veterans and their families 
other than from the generation of revenue 
for the Department of Veterans Affairs. 

(d) REVENUES FROM LEASES AT THE CAM- 
pus.—Any funds received by the Secretary 
under a lease described in subsection (b) 
shall be credited to the applicable Depart- 
ment medical facilities account and shall be 
available, without fiscal year limitation and 
without further appropriation, exclusively 
for the renovation and maintenance of the 
land and facilities at the Campus. 

(e) EASEMENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law (other than Federal 
laws relating to environmental and historic 
preservation), pursuant to section 8124 of 
title 38, United States Code, the Secretary 
may grant easements or rights-of-way on, 
above, or under lands at the Campus to— 

(A) any local or regional public transpor- 
tation authority to access, construct, use, 
operate, maintain, repair, or reconstruct 
public mass transit facilities, including, 
fixed guideway facilities and transportation 
centers; and 
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(B) the State of California, County of Los 
Angeles, City of Los Angeles, or any agency 
or political subdivision thereof, or any pub- 
lic utility company (including any company 
providing electricity, gas, water, sewage, or 
telecommunication services to the public) 
for the purpose of providing such public util- 
ities. 

(2) IMPROVEMENTS.—Any improvement 
proposed pursuant to an easement or right- 
of-way authorized under paragraph (1) shall 
be subject to such terms and conditions as 
the Secretary considers appropriate. 

(3) TERMINATION.—Any easement or right 
of-way authorized under paragraph (1) shal 
be terminated upon the abandonment or non 
use of the easement or right-of-way and all 
right, title, and interest in the land covered 
by the easement or right-of-way shall revert 
to the United States. 

(£) PROHIBITION ON SALE OF PROPERTY.— 
Notwithstanding section 8164 of title 38, 
United States Code, the Secretary may not 
sell or otherwise convey to a third party fee 
simple title to any real property or improve- 
ments to real property made at the Campus. 

(g) CONSISTENCY WITH MASTER PLAN.—The 
Secretary shall ensure that each lease car- 
ried out under this section is consistent with 
the draft master plan approved by the Sec- 
retary on January 28, 2016, or successor mas- 
ter plans. 

(h) COMPLIANCE WITH CERTAIN LAWS.— 

(1) LAWS RELATING TO LEASES AND LAND 
USE.—If the Inspector General of the Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs determines, as part 
of an audit report or evaluation conducted 
by the Inspector General, that the Depart- 
ment is not in compliance with all Federal 
laws relating to leases and land use at the 
Campus, or that significant mismanagement 
has occurred with respect to leases or land 
use at the Campus, the Secretary may not 
enter into any lease or land-sharing agree- 
ment at the Campus, or renew any such lease 
or land-sharing agreement that is not in 
compliance with such laws, until the Sec- 
retary certifies to the Committees on Vet- 
erans’ Affairs of the Senate and House of 
Representatives, the Committees on Appro- 
priations of the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives, and each Member of the Senate 
and the House of Representatives who rep- 
resents the area in which the Campus is lo- 
cated that all recommendations included in 
the audit report or evaluation have been im- 
plemented. 

(2) COMPLIANCE OF PARTICULAR LEASES.— 
Except as otherwise expressly provided by 
this section, no lease may be entered into or 
renewed under this section unless the lease 
complies with chapter 33 of title 41, United 
States Code, and all Federal laws relating to 
environmental and historic preservation. 

(i) VETERANS AND COMMUNITY OVERSIGHT 
AND ENGAGEMENT BOARD.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall establish a Veterans and 
Community Oversight and Engagement 
Board (in this subsection referred to as the 
“Board’’) for the Campus to coordinate lo- 
cally with the Department of Veterans Af- 
fairs to— 

(A) identify the goals of the community 
and veteran partnership; 

(B) provide advice and recommendations to 
the Secretary to improve services and out- 
comes for veterans, members of the Armed 
Forces, and the families of such veterans and 
members; and 

(C) provide advice and recommendations 
on the implementation of the draft master 
plan approved by the Secretary on January 
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28, 2016, and on the creation and implementa- 
tion of any successor master plans. 

(2) MEMBERS.—The Board shall be com- 
prised of a number of members that the Sec- 
retary determines appropriate, of which not 
less than 50 percent shall be veterans. The 
nonveteran members shall be family mem- 
bers of veterans, veteran advocates, service 
providers, real estate professionals familiar 
with housing development projects, or stake- 
holders. 

(8) COMMUNITY INPUT.—In carrying out 
paragraph (1), the Board shall— 

(A) provide the community opportunities 
to collaborate and communicate with the 
Board, including by conducting public fo- 
rums on the Campus; and 

(B) focus on local issues regarding the De- 
partment that are identified by the commu- 
nity, including with respect to health care, 
implementation of the draft master plan and 
any subsequent plans, benefits, and memo- 
rial services at the Campus. 

(j) NOTIFICATION AND REPORTS.— 

(1) CONGRESSIONAL NOTIFICATION.—With re- 
spect to each lease or land-sharing agree- 
ment intended to be entered into or renewed 
at the Campus, the Secretary shall notify 
the Committees on Veterans’ Affairs of the 
Senate and House of Representatives, the 
Committees on Appropriations of the Senate 
and House of Representatives, and each 
Member of the Senate and the House of Rep- 
resentatives who represents the area in 
which the Campus is located of the intent of 
the Secretary to enter into or renew the 
lease or land-sharing agreement not later 
than 45 days before entering into or renewing 
the lease or land-sharing agreement. 

(2) ANNUAL REPORT.—Not later than one 
year after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, and not less frequently than annually 
thereafter, the Secretary shall submit to the 
Committees on Veterans’ Affairs of the Sen- 
ate and House of Representatives, the Com- 
mittees on Appropriations of the Senate and 
House of Representatives, and each Member 
of the Senate and the House of Representa- 
tives who represents the area in which the 
Campus is located an annual report evalu- 
ating all leases and land-sharing agreements 
carried out at the Campus, including— 

(A) an evaluation of the management of 
the revenue generated by the leases; and 

(B) the records described in subsection 
(1)(8)(D). 

(3) INSPECTOR GENERAL REPORT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than each of 
two years and five years after the date of the 
enactment of this Act, and as determined 
necessary by the Inspector General of the 
Department of Veterans Affairs thereafter, 
the Inspector General shall submit to the 
Committees on Veterans’ Affairs of the Sen- 
ate and House of Representatives and the 
Committees on Appropriations of the Senate 
and House of Representatives, and each 
Member of the Senate and the House of Rep- 
resentatives who represents the area in 
which the Campus is located a report on all 
leases carried out at the Campus and the 
management by the Department of the use of 
land at the Campus, including an assessment 
of the efforts of the Department to imple- 
ment the master plan described in subsection 
(g) with respect to the Campus. 

(B) CONSIDERATION OF ANNUAL REPORT.—In 
preparing each report required by subpara- 
graph (A), the Inspector General shall take 
into account the most recent report sub- 
mitted to Congress by the Secretary under 
paragraph (2). 

(k) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this section shall be construed as a limita- 
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tion on the authority of the Secretary to 
enter into other agreements regarding the 
Campus that are authorized by law and not 
inconsistent with this section. 

(1) PRINCIPALLY BENEFIT VETERANS AND 
THEIR FAMILIES DEFINED.—In this section the 
term ‘‘principally benefit veterans and their 
families”, with respect to services provided 
by a person or entity under a lease of prop- 
erty or land-sharing agreement— 

(1) means services— 

(A) provided exclusively to veterans and 
their families; or 

(B) that are designed for the particular 
needs of veterans and their families, as op- 
posed to the general public, and any benefit 
of those services to the general public is dis- 
tinct from the intended benefit to veterans 
and their families; and 

(2) excludes services in which the only ben- 
efit to veterans and their families is the gen- 
eration of revenue for the Department of 
Veterans Affairs. 

(m) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 

(1) PROHIBITION ON DISPOSAL OF PROP- 
ERTY.—Section 224(a) of the Military Con- 
struction and Veterans Affairs and Related 
Agencies Appropriations Act, 2008 (Public 
Law 110-161; 121 Stat. 2272) is amended by 
striking ‘‘The Secretary of Veterans Affairs” 
and inserting ‘‘Except as authorized under 
the Los Angeles Homeless Veterans Leasing 
Act of 2016, the Secretary of Veterans Af- 
fairs”. 

(2) ENHANCED-USE LEASES.—Section 8162(c) 
of title 38, United States Code, is amended by 
inserting ‘‘, other than an enhanced-use 
lease under the Los Angeles Homeless Vet- 
erans Leasing Act of 2016,” before ‘‘shall be 
considered’’. 

SEC. 3. IMPROVEMENTS TO ENHANCED-USE 
LEASE AUTHORITY OF DEPARTMENT 
OF VETERANS AFFAIRS. 

(a) PROHIBITION ON WAIVER OF OBLIGATION 
OF LESSEE.—Paragraph (3) of section 8162(b) 
of title 38, United States Code, is amended by 
adding at the following new subparagraph: 

“(D) The Secretary may not waive or post- 
pone the obligation of a lessee to pay any 
consideration under an enhanced-use lease, 
including monthly rent.’’. 

(b) CLARIFICATION OF LIABILITY OF FEDERAL 
GOVERNMENT TO THIRD PARTIES.—Section 
8162 of such title is amended by adding at the 
end the following new subsection: 

“(d)(1) Nothing in this subchapter author- 
izes the Secretary to enter into an enhanced- 
use lease that provides for, is contingent 
upon, or otherwise authorizes the Federal 
Government to guarantee a loan made by a 
third party to a lessee for purposes of the en- 
hanced-use lease. 

(2) Nothing in this subchapter shall be 
construed to abrogate or constitute a waiver 
of the sovereign immunity of the United 
States with respect to any loan, financing, 
or other financial agreement entered into by 
the lessee and a third party relating to an 
enhanced-use lease.’’. 

(c) TRANSPARENCY .— 

(1) NOTICE.—Section 8163(c)(1) of such title 
is amended— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘, the Committees on Ap- 
propriations of the House of Representatives 
and the Senate, and the Committees on the 
Budget of the House of Representatives and 
the Senate” after ‘‘congressional veterans’ 
affairs committees”; 

(B) by striking ‘‘and shall publish” and in- 
serting ‘‘, shall publish”’; 

(C) by inserting before the period at the 
end the following: ‘‘, and shall submit to the 
congressional veterans’ affairs committees a 
copy of the proposed lease’’; and 


September 12, 2016 


(D) by adding at the end the following new 
sentence: ‘‘With respect to a major en- 
hanced-use lease, upon the request of the 
congressional veterans’ affairs committees, 
not later than 30 days after the date of such 
notice, the Secretary shall testify before the 
committees on the major enhanced-use 
lease, including with respect to the status of 
the lease, the cost, and the plans to carry 
out the activities under the lease. The Sec- 
retary may not delegate such testifying 
below the level of the head of the Office of 
Asset Enterprise Management of the Depart- 
ment or any successor to such office.’’. 

(2) ANNUAL REPORTS.—Section 8168 of such 
title is amended— 

(A) by striking ‘‘to Congress” each place it 
appears and inserting ‘‘to the congressional 
veterans’ affairs committees, the Commit- 
tees on Appropriations of the House of Rep- 
resentatives and the Senate, and the Com- 
mittees on the Budget of the House of Rep- 
resentatives and the Senate’’; 

(B) in subsection (a)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘Not later” and inserting 
“(1) Not later”; 

(ii) by striking ‘‘a report” and all that fol- 
lows through the period at the end and in- 
serting ‘‘a report on enhanced-use leases.” ; 
and 

(iii) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘“(2) Hach report under paragraph (1) shall 
include the following: 

“(A) Identification of the actions taken by 
the Secretary to implement and administer 
enhanced-use leases. 

“(B) For the most recent fiscal year cov- 
ered by the report, the amounts deposited 
into the Medical Care Collection Fund ac- 
count that were derived from enhanced-use 
leases. 

“(C) Identification of the actions taken by 
the Secretary using the amounts described 
in subparagraph (B). 

‘(D) Documents of the Department sup- 
porting the contents of the report described 
in subparagraphs (A) through (C).’’; and 

(C) in subsection (b)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘Each year” and inserting 
“(1) Each year’’; 

(ii) by striking ‘‘this subchapter,” and all 
that follows through the period at the end 
and inserting ‘‘this subchapter.’’; and 

(iii) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘“(2) Hach report under paragraph (1) shall 
include the following with respect to each 
enhanced-use lease covered by the report: 

“(A) An overview of how the Secretary is 
using consideration received by the Sec- 
retary under the lease to support veterans. 

“(B) The amount of consideration received 
by the Secretary under the lease. 

“(C) The amount of any revenues collected 
by the Secretary relating to the lease not 
covered by subparagraph (B), including a de- 
scription of any in-kind assistance or serv- 
ices provided by the lessee to the Secretary 
or to veterans under an agreement entered 
into by the Secretary pursuant to any provi- 
sion of law. 

“(D) The costs to the Secretary of carrying 
out the lease. 

“(E) Documents of the Department sup- 
porting the contents of the report described 
in subparagraphs (A) through (D).’’. 

(d) ADDITIONAL DEFINITIONS.—Section 8161 
of such title is amended by adding at the end 
the following new paragraphs: 

““(4) The term ‘lessee’ means the party with 
whom the Secretary has entered into an en- 
hanced-use lease under this subchapter. 

‘“(5) The term ‘major enhanced-use lease’ 
means an enhanced-use lease that includes 
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consideration consisting of an average an- 
nual rent of more than $10,000,000.”’. 

(e) COMPTROLLER GENERAL AUDIT.— 

(1) REPORT.—Not later than 270 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Comptroller General of the United States 
shall submit to the appropriate congres- 
sional committees a report containing an 
audit of the enhanced-use lease program of 
the Department of Veterans Affairs under 
subchapter V of chapter 81 of title 38, United 
States Code. 

(2) MATTERS INCLUDED.—The report under 
paragraph (1) shall include the following: 

(A) The financial impact of the enhanced- 
use lease authority on the Department of 
Veterans Affairs and whether the revenue re- 
alized from such authority and other finan- 
cial benefits would have been realized with- 
out such authority. 

(B) The use by the Secretary of such au- 
thority and whether the arrangements made 
under such authority would have been made 
without such authority. 

(C) An identification of the controls that 
are in place to ensure accountability and 
transparency and to protect the Federal 
Government. 

(D) An overall assessment of the activities 
of the Secretary under such authority to en- 
sure procurement cost avoidance, negotiated 
cost avoidance, in-contract cost avoidance, 
and rate reductions. 

(3) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT- 
TEES DEFINED.—In this subsection, the term 
“appropriate congressional committees” 
means— 

(A) the Committees on Veterans’ Affairs of 
the House of Representatives and the Senate; 

(B) the Committees on Appropriations of 
the House of Representatives and the Senate; 
and 

(C) the Committees on the Budget of the 
House of Representatives and the Senate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. MILLER) and the gen- 
tleman from California (Mr. TAKANO) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent that all Mem- 
bers may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re- 
marks and provide any extraneous ma- 
terial. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Florida? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of H.R. 5936, as amended, the West Los 
Angeles Leasing Act of 2016. 

I would like to express my apprecia- 
tion to Dr. PRICE for his tireless efforts 
in working with our committee on 
scoring that was associated with this 
particular piece of legislation. Without 
his cooperation, we would not be poised 
to pass this bill today. 

This bill would authorize VA to carry 
out certain leases on the VA Greater 
Los Angeles Healthcare System West 
L.A. Medical Center Campus in Los An- 
geles, California, in accordance with 
the draft master plan. 
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Leases that would be considered al- 
lowable under this language include: an 
enhanced-use lease for the purpose of 
providing supportive housing, any lease 
lasting less than 50 years to a third 
party to provide services that benefit 
veterans and their families, or a lease 
lasting less than 10 years to the Uni- 
versity of California if the lease is con- 
sistent with the master plan and the 
University’s activities are principally 
focused on providing services to vet- 
erans. 

Any land-sharing agreements that 
fail to provide additional healthcare 
resources or to benefit veterans and 
their families in ways other than gen- 
erating additional revenue would be 
prohibited, and any funds received 
from leases credited to the West L.A. 
VA Medical facility would be required 
to be used exclusively for renovation 
and maintenance. 

The bill also includes numerous re- 
porting requirements to ensure that 
the VA is fully transparent with Con- 
gress and the American people regard- 
ing the management use and oper- 
ations of the campus. 

I was honored to visit West L.A. and 
their medical center campus earlier 
this year and witness firsthand the 
enormous promise it holds for our vet- 
erans, especially our homeless vet- 
erans. 

This historic site has suffered from 
many years of neglect, misuse, and 
mismanagement; but, with passage of 
H.R. 5936, as amended, today, I am con- 
fident that it will finally be on the 
path to preservation, revitalization, 
and the fulfillment of its mission to 
serve and to provide for veterans in 
need throughout the Greater Los Ange- 
les area. 

I am grateful to my friend and col- 
league, Congressman TED LIEU, from 
California, for joining me in sponsoring 
this legislation, and I urge all of my 
colleagues to join us in supporting this 
piece of legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I rise in support of H.R. 5936. This 
legislation would provide a model for 
how VA campuses can provide services 
to homeless veterans and those at risk 
of homelessness. 

It would authorize VA to carry out 
certain leases on the VA Greater Los 
Angeles Healthcare System West L.A. 
Medical Center Campus, and would pro- 
hibit VA from entering into any land- 
sharing agreements unless the agree- 
ments provide additional healthcare 
resources and also benefit veterans and 
their families in ways other than gen- 
erating additional revenue. 

Mr. Speaker, there is a long history 
here with the West L.A. Campus. With- 
out going into too much detail, this 
provision would ensure that the VA 
West L.A. Campus is used for the bet- 
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terment of veterans, the original in- 
tent of the legacy when the land was 
donated decades ago. It is an important 
step forward for the veterans commu- 
nity in southern California. 

I would like to thank the chairman 
for introducing this bill and Represent- 
ative TED LIEU of California for his 
hard work. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
I have no other speakers at this time, 
so we are prepared to close. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I strongly support this legislation, 
and I urge my colleagues to vote “yes” 
on H.R. 5936, as amended. And I want to 
express, again, my deep appreciation in 
working with the majority to get this 
bill done. It is really important to 
those of us in southern California, and 
I cannot overstate how much this 
means to the veterans community in 
California. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
I urge all Members to support this 
piece of legislation. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. TOM PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
today, the House will consider H.R. 5936, the 
Veterans Care Agreement and West Los An- 
geles Leasing Act of 2016. H.R. 5936 author- 
izes the Department of Veterans Affairs (VA) 
to lease underused Federal property at the 
Department's medical campus in Los Angeles 
to developers who would construct supportive 
housing and rehabilitation facilities for home- 
less veterans. 

Congressional Budget Office [CBO] esti- 
mates of the budgetary effects of VA’s en- 
hanced-use leases have evolved over time. 
Dating back to the first VA enhanced-use 
lease in 1999, CBO believed that VA en- 
hanced-use leasing arrangements were a quid 
pro quo exchange of equal value which would 
not have any scoring implications. As CBO 
continued to gather more information on these 
leases, in addition to monitoring and evalu- 
ating VA’s behavior regarding these lease 
agreements, it changed its scoring practices 
and today scores enhanced-use leases with 
an upfront, direct spending cost. The evolution 
of CBO’s VA enhanced-use lease scoring 
came about from agreements and contracts 
that assured non-Federal lessees would be 
able to recover their capital costs invested in 
leased facilities through guaranteed payments 
from the Federal Government. 

CBO estimates that enacting H.R. 5936 
would provide borrowing authority of $44 mil- 
lion over fiscal years 2017 through 2026, 
which would result in new direct spending. 
Notwithstanding CBO’s conclusion, the House 
Committee on the Budget believes new man- 
datory spending will not be provided by H.R. 
5936 as amended. The Committee, working 
closely with the House Committee on Vet- 
erans’ Affairs, has included section 4 in H.R. 
5936 that would do the following: (1) ensure 
the Department of Veterans Affairs and third- 
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party enhanced-use leasing agreements do 
not include either an explicit or implicit Federal 
Government loan guarantee; (2) prevent the 
Federal government from abrogating its sov- 
ereign immunity with respect to any loan, or 
other financial agreement; and, (3) require 
greater transparency, accountability, and con- 
gressional oversight of VA’s enhanced-use 
lease program. If the Department of Veterans 
Affairs fails to faithfully execute the require- 
ments in H.R. 5936, the House Committee on 
the Budget will revisit this issue in the context 
of future requests for enhanced-use leasing 
authority. 

With these fiscal protections in place, | sup- 
port H.R. 5936, the Veterans Care Agreement 
and West Los Angeles Leasing Act of 2016, 
which ensures America’s homeless veterans 
are provided quality access to care and serv- 
ices, and brings our Nation one step closer to 
ending veteran homelessness. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. MIL- 
LER) that the House suspend the rules 
and pass the bill, H.R. 5936, as amend- 
ed. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

The title of the bill was amended so 
as to read: ‘‘A bill to authorize the Sec- 
retary of Veterans Affairs to enter into 
certain leases at the Department of 
Veterans Affairs West Los Angeles 
Campus in Los Angeles, California, to 
make certain improvements to the en- 
hanced-use lease authority of the De- 
partment, and for other purposes.’’. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


EE 


VETERANS MOBILITY SAFETY ACT 
OF 2016 


Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
I move to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill (H.R. 3471) to amend title 38, 
United States Code, to make certain 
improvements in the provision of auto- 
mobiles and adaptive equipment by the 
Department of Veterans Affairs, as 
amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 3471 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Veterans Mobil- 
ity Safety Act of 2016”. 

SEC. 2. PERSONAL SELECTIONS OF AUTO- 
MOBILES AND ADAPTIVE EQUIP- 
MENT. 

Section 3903(b) of title 38, United States Code, 
is amended— 

(1) by striking “Except” and inserting ‘‘(1) 
Except’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

“(2) The Secretary shall ensure that to the ex- 
tent practicable an eligible person who is pro- 
vided an automobile or other conveyance under 
this chapter is given the opportunity to make 
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personal selections relating to such automobile 

or other conveyance.”’. 

SEC. 3. COMPREHENSIVE POLICY FOR THE AUTO- 
MOBILES ADAPTIVE EQUIPMENT 
PROGRAM. 

(a) COMPREHENSIVE POLICY.—The Secretary 
of Veterans Affairs shall develop a comprehen- 
sive policy regarding quality standards for pro- 
viders who provide modification services to vet- 
erans under the automobile adaptive equipment 
program. 

(b) SCOPE.—The policy developed under sub- 
section (a) shall cover each of the following: 

(1) The Department of Veterans Affairs-wide 
management of the automobile adaptive equip- 
ment program. 

(2) The development of standards for safety 
and quality of equipment and installation of 
equipment through the automobile adaptive 
equipment program, including with respect to 
the defined differentiations in levels of modifica- 
tion complexity. 

(3) The consistent application of standards for 
safety and quality of both equipment and instal- 
lation throughout the Department. 

(4) The certification of a provider by a third 
party organization or manufacturer if the Sec- 
retary designates the quality standards of such 
organization or manufacturer as meeting or ex- 
ceeding the standards developed under this sec- 
tion. 

(5) The education and training of personnel of 
the Department who administer the automobile 
adaptive equipment program. 

(6) The compliance of the provider with the 
Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 
U.S.C. 12101 et seg.) when furnishing automobile 
adaptive equipment at the facility of the pro- 
vider. 

(7) The allowance, where technically appro- 
priate, for veterans to receive modifications at 
their residence or location of choice. 

(c) UPDATES.—Not later than one year after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the Sec- 
retary shall update Veterans Health Adminis- 
tration Handbook 1173.4, or any successor hand- 
book or directive, in accordance with the policy 
developed under subsection (a). Not less fre- 
quently than once every six years thereafter, the 
Secretary shall update such handbook, or any 
successor handbook or directive. 

(da) CONSULTATION.—The Secretary shall de- 
velop the policy under subsection (a), and revise 
such policy under subsection (c), in consultation 
with veterans service organizations, the Na- 
tional Highway Transportation Administration, 
industry representatives, manufacturers of 
automobile adaptive equipment, and other enti- 
ties with expertise in installing, repairing, re- 
placing, or manufacturing mobility equipment 
or developing mobility accreditation standards 
for automobile adaptive equipment. 

(e) CONFLICTS.—In developing and imple- 
menting the policy under subsection (a), the 
Secretary shall— 

(1) minimize the possibility of conflicts of in- 
terest, to the extent practicable; and 

(2) establish procedures that ensure against 
the use of a certifying entity referred to in sub- 
section (b)(4) that has a financial conflict of in- 
terest regarding the certification of an eligible 
provider. 

(f) BIENNIAL REPORT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than one year after 
the date on which the Secretary updates Vet- 
erans Health Administration Handbook 1173.4, 
or any successor handbook or directive, under 
subsection (c), and biennially thereafter 
through 2022, the Secretary shall submit to the 
Committees on Veterans’ Affairs of the House of 
Representatives and the Senate a report on the 
implementation and facility compliance with the 
policy developed under subsection (a). 

(2) CONTENTS.—The report required by para- 
graph (1) shall include the following: 


September 12, 2016 


(A) A description of the implementation plan 
for the policy developed under subsection (a) 
and any revisions to such policy under sub- 
section (c). 

(B) A description of the performance measures 
used to determine the effectiveness of such pol- 
icy in ensuring the safety of veterans enrolled in 
the automobile adaptive equipment program. 

(C) An assessment of safety issues due to im- 
proper installations based on a survey of recipi- 
ents of adaptive equipment from the Depart- 
ment. 

(D) An assessment of the adequacy of the 
adaptive equipment services of the Department 
based on a survey of recipients of adaptive 
equipment from the Department. 

(E) An assessment of the training provided to 
the personnel of the Department with respect to 
administering the program. 

(F) An assessment of the certified providers of 
the Department of adaptive equipment with re- 
spect to meeting the minimum standards devel- 
oped under subsection (b)(2). 

(g) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) The term “automobile adaptive equipment 
program” means the program administered by 
the Secretary of Veterans Affairs pursuant to 
chapter 39 of title 38, United States Code. 

(2) The term “veterans service organization” 
means any organization recognized by the Sec- 
retary for the representation of veterans under 
section 5902 of title 38, United States Code. 

SEC. 4. APPOINTMENT OF LICENSED HEARING 
AID SPECIALISTS IN VETERANS 
HEALTH ADMINISTRATION. 

(a) LICENSED HEARING AID SPECIALISTS.— 

(1) APPOINTMENT.—Section 7401(3) of title 38, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting ‘‘li- 
censed hearing aid specialists,” after ‘‘Audiol- 
ogists,’’. 

(2) QUALIFICATIONS.—Section 7402(b)(14) of 
such title is amended by inserting ‘‘, hearing aid 
specialist” after ‘‘dental technologist”. 

(b) REQUIREMENTS.—With respect to appoint- 
ing hearing aid specialists under sections 7401 
and 7402 of title 38, United States Code, as 
amended by subsection (a), and providing serv- 
ices furnished by such specialists, the Secretary 
shall ensure that— 

(1) a hearing aid specialist may only perform 
hearing services consistent with the hearing aid 
specialist’s State license related to the practice 
of fitting and dispensing hearing aids without 
excluding other qualified professionals, includ- 
ing audiologists, from rendering services in over- 
lapping practice areas; 

(2) services provided to veterans by hearing 
aid specialists shall be provided as part of the 
non-medical treatment plan developed by an au- 
diologist; and 

(3) the medical facilities of the Department of 
Veterans Affairs provide to veterans access to 
the full range of professional services provided 
by an audiologist. 

(c) CONSULTATION.—In determining the quali- 
fications required for hearing aid specialists and 
in carrying out subsection (b), the Secretary 
shall consult with veterans service organiza- 
tions, audiologists, otolaryngologists, hearing 
aid specialists, and other stakeholder and in- 
dustry groups as the Secretary determines ap- 
propriate. 

(d) ANNUAL REPORT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than one year after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, and annu- 
ally thereafter during the five-year period be- 
ginning on the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary of Veterans Affairs shall sub- 
mit to Congress a report on the following: 

(A) Timely access of veterans to hearing 
health services through the Department of Vet- 
erans Affairs. 

(B) Contracting policies of the Department 
with respect to providing hearing health services 
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to veterans in facilities that are not facilities of 
the Department. 

(2) TIMELY ACCESS TO SERVICES.—Each report 
shall, with respect to the matter specified in 
paragraph (1)(A) for the one-year period pre- 
ceding the submittal of such report, include the 
following: 

(A) The staffing levels of audiologists, hearing 
aid specialists, and health technicians in audi- 
ology in the Veterans Health Administration. 

(B) A description of the metrics used by the 
Secretary in measuring performance with re- 
spect to appointments and care relating to hear- 
ing health. 

(C) The average time that a veteran waits to 
receive an appointment, beginning on the date 
on which the veteran makes the request, for the 
following: 

(i) A disability rating evaluation for a hear- 
ing-related disability. 

(ii) A hearing aid evaluation. 

(iii) Dispensing of hearing aids. 

(iv) Any follow-up hearing health appoint- 
ment. 

(D) The percentage of veterans whose total 
wait time for appointments described in sub- 
paragraph (C), including an initial and follow- 
up appointment, if applicable, is more than 30 
days. 

(3) CONTRACTING POLICIES.—Each report shall, 
with respect to the matter specified in para- 
graph (1)(B) for the one-year period preceding 
the submittal of such report, include the fol- 
lowing: 

(A) The number of veterans that the Secretary 
refers to non-Department audiologists for hear- 
ing health care appointments. 

(B) The number of veterans that the Secretary 
refers to non-Department hearing aid specialists 
for follow-up appointments for a hearing aid 
evaluation, the dispensing of hearing aids, or 
any other purpose relating to hearing health. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. MILLER) and the gen- 
tleman from California (Mr. TAKANO) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent that all Mem- 
bers may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re- 
marks and add extraneous material. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Florida? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of H.R. 3471, as amended, the Veterans 
Mobility Safety Act of 2016. 

This bill is sponsored by my friend 
and committee member, Congress- 
woman JACKIE WALORSKI from Indiana, 
and includes a provision from H.R. 353, 
the Veterans’ Access to Hearing Health 
Act of 2015, which is sponsored by Con- 
gressman SEAN DUFFY from Wisconsin. 
I am very grateful to both of them for 
their efforts. 

H.R. 3471, as amended, would direct 
the Department of Veterans Affairs to 
develop a comprehensive policy regard- 
ing quality standards for providers who 
dispense modification services to vet- 
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erans under the Automobile Adaptive 
Equipment program. 

VA’s current handbook governing the 
Automobile Adaptive Equipment pro- 
gram has not been updated since it was 
released in 2000, despite being sched- 
uled for recertification in 2005. Allow- 
ing the handbook for this important 
program to get so outdated is trouble- 
some to me, given that improperly in- 
stalled automobile adaptive equipment 
carries risks for our disabled veterans 
and for all those sharing America’s 
roads. 

The bill would also authorize VA to 
hire and prescribe qualified qualifica- 
tions for hiring hearing aid specialists. 
One of my highest priorities as chair- 
man has been ensuring that our Na- 
tion’s veterans receive timely access to 
quality care. 

That is why I was so frustrated by an 
audit issued by the VA inspector gen- 
eral in 2014 which found that VA took 
17 to 24 days to complete hearing aid 
repair services and that, nationally, 30 
percent of veterans waited more than 
30 days from the estimated date that 
the VA medical facility had received 
the hearing aid from a vendor to the 
date the medical facility actually 
issued the hearing aid to the veteran 
themselves. 

Too many veterans relying on hear- 
ing aids cannot wait for weeks or 
months for VA to make repairs, and I 
am hopeful that, by authorizing VA to 
hire hearing aid specialists to assist 
with basic hearing aid repairs, they 
will no longer have to wait. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge all of my col- 
leagues to join me in supporting this 


legislation. 
I reserve the balance of my time. 
1615 
Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 


myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker. I rise today in support 
of this legislation brought forward 
by my colleague, Representative 
WALORSKI 

This bill directs VA to ensure that an 
eligible disabled veteran who has been 
provided with an automobile is given 
the opportunity to make personal se- 
lections relating to the automobile. 
The provider of any adaptive equip- 
ment modification services must be 
certified by a certification organiza- 
tion or the manufacturer of the adapt- 
ive equipment. 

In addition, the provider of the auto- 
mobile or adaptive equipment or the 
provider of the modification services 
must adhere to specific requirements 
under the Americans with Disabilities 
Act of 1990 and the National Highway 
Traffic Safety Administration Federal 
Motor Vehicle Safety Standards. 

Mr. Speaker, I think these are impor- 
tant protections for those veterans who 
need to personalize the vehicles they 
drive. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge support for this 
legislation. 
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I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
at this time, I yield such time as she 
may consume to the gentlewoman from 
Indiana (Mrs. WALORSKI). She rep- 
resents the Second Congressional Dis- 
trict of Indiana, ‘‘Gin Town.” 

Mrs. WALORSKI. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to urge my colleagues to support 
the Veterans Mobility Safety Act. This 
legislation will improve veterans’ care 
and ensure the quality of the auto- 
mobile adaptive equipment and hearing 
aids disabled veterans depend on. 

Automotive mobility plays a vital 
role in helping our disabled veterans 
live a normal life after being wounded 
on the battlefield. The VA’s Auto- 
mobile Adaptive Equipment, or AAE, 
program provides eligible disabled vet- 
erans with an automobile or modifica- 
tion, such as wheelchair lifts and re- 
duced-effort steering and braking, to 
existing vehicles to improve their qual- 
ity of life. 

Under the current AAE program, 
local VA facilities operate based upon 
their own interpretations of VA proce- 
dures that haven’t been updated since 
2000. It lacks quality standards for pro- 
viders as well. As you can imagine, this 
fragmented and outdated system has 
resulted in cases of improperly in- 
stalled equipment that caused serious 
safety issues for both the veteran and 
the driving public. 

My legislation requires the VA to de- 
velop a comprehensive policy regarding 
quality standards for providers that 
participate in the AAE program in 
close consultation with a host of stake- 
holders, including veterans service or- 
ganizations, the National Highway 
Transportation Safety Administration, 
and industry representatives. The re- 
sult will be a veteran-centric policy 
that ensures access to safe, quality 
equipment. Lastly, it would require VA 
to update the AAE program handbook 
to reflect the new policy, along with bi- 
ennial reports on implementation and 
compliance. 

This legislation also includes Con- 
gressman DUFFY’s bill that would allow 
the VA to utilize hearing aid special- 
ists to help fill the need for certain 
hearing aid services. This legislation 
will decrease audiologists’ workload 
and allow them to focus on special 
cases and complex conditions while 
also decreasing the wait time for a vet- 
eran who just needs a quick tweak to 
their hearing aid. 

I want to thank the chairman for all 
his work on veterans’ issues. I want to 
also thank Representatives BROWNLEY 
and Ruiz for their work on this legisla- 
tion. Lastly, I want to thank Paralyzed 
Veterans of America for all of their 
help and all other veterans service or- 
ganizations for all of their hard work 
advocating for veterans. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this commonsense bill. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Speaker, I have no 
further speakers. I urge my colleagues 
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to join me in passing H.R. 3471, as 
amended. 


Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 


Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
once again, I urge my colleagues to 
join us in supporting this piece of legis- 
lation. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 


Ms. DUCKWORTH. Mr. Speaker, | strongly 
support the Veterans Mobility Safety Act of 
2015. 


As a Veteran with a service-connected dis- 
ability, | have personally participated in the 
Automobile Adaptive Equipment Program 
(AAEP) and | know how valuable this program 
is to Veterans across the country. 


As a mother of a toddler, | care about the 
safety of my car more than ever. | am com- 
mitted to making the best choices for my 
daughter and strive to keep her out of danger. 


My story is not unique. There are so many 
Veterans out there that depend on the AAEP 
to provide transportation for their families. 


Safety and the quality of services provided 
to our wounded Veterans should be a top pri- 
ority. 

Last Congress, | wrote a letter to the U.S. 
Department of Veterans Affairs (VA) urging 
them to reevaluate the AAEP because it does 
not require vendors to meet any standards of 
quality, performance and safety. 


| am extremely concerned that this obvious 
lack of guidelines exposes our most vulner- 
able Veterans to vendors who manufacture 
and install subpar, low quality and dangerous 
equipment. 

It can also lead to higher maintenance costs 
and wastes taxpayer money. 


Unfortunately, this gap in the statute allows 
improper and unsafe installations for our Vet- 
erans and also puts the general driving public 
in harm’s way. 

The fix here is simple—we must have high 
quality and certification standards for those 
who provide automobile adaptive equipment, 
installations and maintenance for disabled Vet- 
erans. 


Veterans with disabilities have earned the 
right to be able to have safe, quality adaptive 
equipment in their cars that meets their needs 
and allows them to live full, independent lives. 


| urge my Colleagues to support this meas- 
ure, and to remedy the VA’s lack of minimum 
standards for the AAE program in order to 
hold vendors accountable, increase quality of 
VA healthcare and ensure safe driving condi- 
tions for Veterans, their families and civilians. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. MIL- 
LER) that the House suspend the rules 
and pass the bill, H.R. 3471, as amend- 
ed. 


The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 


A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 
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AUTHORIZING THE AMERICAN 
BATTLE MONUMENTS COMMIS- 
SION TO ACQUIRE, OPERATE, 
AND MAINTAIN THE LAFAYETTE 
ESCADRILLE MEMORIAL 


Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
I move to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill (H.R. 5937) to amend title 36, 
United States Code, to authorize the 
American Battle Monuments Commis- 
sion to acquire, operate, and maintain 
the Lafayette Escadrille Memorial in 
Marnes-la-Coquette, France, and for 
other purposes, as amended. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 
H.R. 5937 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. AUTHORITY OF THE AMERICAN BAT- 
TLE MONUMENTS COMMISSION TO 
ACQUIRE, OPERATE, AND MAINTAIN 


THE LAFAYETTE ESCADRILLE ME- 
MORIAL. 


(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 21 of title 36, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following new section: 

“$2115. Acquisition, operation, and mainte- 
nance of Lafayette Escadrille Memorial. 
“The American Battle Monuments Com- 

mission may enter into an agreement with 

the Lafayette Escadrille Memorial Founda- 
tion to acquire, operate, and maintain the 

Lafayette Escadrille Memorial in Marnes-la- 

Coquette, France. Under such an agreement, 

the Commission shall make necessary ar- 

rangements to ensure the ongoing mainte- 
nance of the memorial, including the ceme- 
tery at the memorial that contains the re- 
mains of 49 aviators of the United States 

who died during World War I.”. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 21 of 
such title is amended by adding at the end of 
the following new item: 

‘2115. Acquisition, operation, and mainte- 
nance of Lafayette Escadrille 
Memorial.”’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. MILLER) and the gen- 
tleman from California (Mr. TAKANO) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent that all Mem- 
bers have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and add ex- 
traneous materials to H.R. 5987, as 
amended. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Florida? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 
5937, as amended. I want to thank 
Chairman ED ROYCE of the Foreign Af- 
fairs Committee and his staff for their 
assistance in expeditiously scheduling 
this bill. 

My bill would ensure that the Lafay- 
ette Escadrille Memorial located out- 
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side of Paris, France, will continue to 
be cared for in a manner that honors 
America’s servicemembers who fought 
in World War I. 

Before the United States entered 
World War I, 269 brave American volun- 
teers flew in combat missions in the 
French Air Service. These Americans 
were referred to as the Lafayette Esca- 
drille after Marquis de Lafayette, the 
Frenchman who was instrumental to 
America’s victory during the Revolu- 
tionary War. Unfortunately, 68 mem- 
bers of the Lafayette Escadrille lost 
their lives during the war, and the La- 
fayette Escadrille Memorial contains a 
crypt that serves as the final resting 
place for 49 of these brave Americans 
who made the ultimate sacrifice. 

Since 1928, the Lafayette Escadrille 
Memorial has been operated by the La- 
fayette Escadrille Memorial Founda- 
tion. The foundation is running out of 
funds that are needed to maintain the 
memorial. 

H.R. 5937, as amended, would author- 
ize the American Battle Monuments 
Commission to acquire, operate, and 
maintain the Lafayette Escadrille Me- 
morial, which would guarantee that 
the memorial receives the care it de- 
serves as a final resting place for 
Americans. 

The ABMC, a Federal agency, cur- 
rently operates numerous American 
military cemeteries and memorials in 
foreign countries. The ABMC is well 
equipped to ensure that the Lafayette 
Escadrille Memorial continues to stand 
as a reminder that Americans fought 
all around the world in the name of 
freedom. So I would urge my col- 
leagues to support H.R. 5937, as amend- 
ed. 
Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of 
Chairman MILLER’s bill that would au- 
thorize the American Battle Monu- 
ments Commission to acquire, operate, 
and maintain the Lafayette Escadrille 
Memorial in Marnes-la-Coquette, 
France. 

This request was brought to us di- 
rectly from the American Battle Monu- 
ments Commission in order to ensure 
that this memorial that honors the 
service and sacrifice of the Lafayette 
Flying Corps is properly maintained. 

The Lafayette Flying Corps was a 
small group of American aviators who 
volunteered to serve in the Lafayette 
Escadrille prior to the United States 
entering World War I. Forty-nine mem- 
bers of the Lafayette Flying Corps lost 
their lives in the war and are interred 
in the crypts below the memorial. 

This incredible group included 
“Lucky” Herschel McKee, who became 
their youngest ace with 12 kills, and 
Eugene James Bullard, the first Afri- 
can American military pilot who was 
subsequently made a knight of the Le- 
gion of Honor, France’s most coveted 
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award established by Napoleon Bona- 
parte. 

This important effort will incur no 
additional costs as the ABMC has indi- 
cated that they can maintain this im- 
portant memorial within their existing 
appropriations. 

I encourage my colleagues to join me 
in support of passage of this important 
legislation that honors the services and 
sacrifice of our men and women that 
defend our great Nation. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this important legislation, 
H.R. 5937, as amended. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
I too would urge all colleagues to sup- 
port this piece of legislation. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. MIL- 
LER) that the House suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H.R. 5937), as amend- 
ed. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


SS 


ENSURING ACCESS TO PACIFIC 
FISHERIES ACT 


Mrs. RADEWAGEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 4576) to implement the Con- 
vention on the Conservation and Man- 
agement of High Seas Fisheries Re- 
sources in the North Pacific Ocean, to 
implement the Convention on the Con- 
servation and Management of High 
Seas Fishery Resources in the South 
Pacific Ocean, and for other purposes, 
as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 4576 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the “Ensuring Access 
to Pacific Fisheries Act’’. 

TITLE I—NORTH PACIFIC FISHERIES 
CONVENTION IMPLEMENTATION 
SEC. 101. DEFINITIONS. 

In this title: 

(1) COMMISSION.—The term ‘‘Commission”’ 
means the North Pacific Fisheries Commission 
established in accordance with the North Pacific 
Fisheries Convention. 

(2) COMMISSIONER.—The term ‘‘Commissioner”’ 
means a United States Commissioner appointed 
under section 102(a). 

(3) CONVENTION AREA.—The term ‘‘Convention 
Area” means the area to which the Convention 
on the Conservation and Management of High 
Seas Fisheries Resources in the North Pacific 
Ocean applies under Article 4 of such Conven- 
tion. 

(4) COUNCIL.—The term “Council” means the 
North Pacific Fishery Management Council, the 
Pacific Fishery Management Council, or the 
Western Pacific Fishery Management Council 
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established under section 302 of the Magnuson- 
Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management 
Act (16 U.S.C. 1852), as the context requires. 

(5) EXCLUSIVE ECONOMIC ZONE.—The_ term 
“exclusive economic zone” means— 

(A) with respect to the United States, the zone 
established by Presidential Proclamation Num- 
bered 5030 of March 10, 1983 (16 U.S.C. 1453 
note); and 

(B) with respect to a foreign country, a des- 
ignated zone similar to the zone referred to in 
subparagraph (A) for that country, consistent 
with international law. 

(6) FISHERIES RESOURCES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in sub- 
paragraph (B), the term ‘“‘fisheries resources” 
means all fish, mollusks, crustaceans, and other 
marine species caught by a fishing vessel within 
the Convention Area, as well as any products 
thereof. 

(B) EXCLUSIONS.—The_ term 
sources” does not include— 

(i) sedentary species insofar as they are sub- 
ject to the sovereign rights of coastal nations 
consistent with Article 77, paragraph 4 of the 
1982 Convention and indicator species of vulner- 
able marine ecosystems as listed in, or adopted 
pursuant to, Article 13, paragraph 5 of the 
North Pacific Fisheries Convention; 

(ii) catadromous species; 

(iii) marine mammals, 
seabirds; or 

(iv) other marine species already covered by 
preexisting international fisheries management 
instruments within the area of competence of 
such instruments. 

(7) FISHING ACTIVITIES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘fishing activi- 
ties”? means— 

(i) the actual or attempted searching for, 
catching, taking, or harvesting of fisheries re- 
SOUrCEeS; 

(ii) engaging in any activity that can reason- 
ably be expected to result in the locating, catch- 
ing, taking, or harvesting of fisheries resources 
for any purpose; 

(iii) the processing of fisheries resources at 
sea; 

(iv) the transshipment of fisheries resources at 
sea or in port; or 

(v) any operation at sea in direct support of, 
or in preparation for, any activity described in 
clauses (i) through (iv), including trans- 
shipment. 

(B) EXCLUSIONS.—The term ‘“‘fishing activi- 
ties” does not include any operation related to 
an emergency involving the health or safety of 
a crew member or the safety of a fishing vessel. 

(8) FISHING VESSEL.—The term ‘“‘fishing ves- 
sel” means any vessel used or intended for use 
for the purpose of engaging in fishing activities, 
including a processing vessel, a support ship, a 
carrier vessel, or any other vessel directly en- 
gaged in such fishing activities. 

(9) HIGH SEAS.—The term “high seas” does not 
include an area that is within the exclusive eco- 
nomic zone of the United States or of any other 
country. 

(10) NORTH PACIFIC FISHERIES CONVENTION.— 
The term “North Pacific Fisheries Convention”? 
means the Convention on the Conservation and 
Management of the High Seas Fisheries Re- 
sources in the North Pacific Ocean (including 
any annexes, amendments, or protocols that are 
in force, or have come into force) for the United 
States, which was adopted at Tokyo on Feb- 
ruary 24, 2012. 

(11) PERSON.—The term ‘‘person’’ means— 

(A) any individual, whether or not a citizen or 
national of the United States; 

(B) any corporation, partnership, association, 
or other entity, whether or not organized or ex- 
isting under the laws of any State; or 

(C) any Federal, State, local, tribal, or foreign 
government or any entity of such government. 


“fisheries re- 


marine reptiles, or 
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(12) SECRETARY.—Except as otherwise specifi- 
cally provided, the term ‘‘Secretary’’ means the 
Secretary of Commerce. 

(13) STATE.—The term ‘‘State’’ means each of 
the several States of the United States, the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, the Commonwealth of the 
Northern Mariana Islands, American Samoa, 
Guam, and any other commonwealth, territory, 
or possession of the United States. 

(14) STRADDLING STOCK.—The term ‘‘strad- 
dling stock” means a stock of fisheries resources 
that migrates between, or occurs in, the eco- 
nomic exclusion zone of one or more parties to 
the Convention and the Convention Area. 

(15) TRANSSHIPMENT.—The term  ‘‘trans- 
shipment” means the unloading of any fisheries 
resources taken in the Convention Area from 
one fishing vessel to another fishing vessel ei- 
ther at sea or in port. 

(16) 1982 CONVENTION.—The term ‘1982 Con- 
vention” means the United Nations Convention 
on the Law of the Sea of 10 December 1982. 

SEC. 102. UNITED STATES PARTICIPATION IN THE 
NORTH PACIFIC FISHERIES CONVEN- 
TION. 

(a) UNITED STATES COMMISSIONERS.— 

(1) NUMBER OF COMMISSIONERS.—The United 
States shall be represented on the Commission 
by 5 United States Commissioners. 

(2) SELECTION OF COMMISSIONERS.—The Com- 
missioners shall be as follows: 

(A) APPOINTMENT BY THE PRESIDENT.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—Two of the Commissioners 
shall be appointed by the President and shall be 
an officer or employee of— 

(I) the Department of Commerce; 

(II) the Department of State; or 

(III) the Coast Guard. 

(ii) SELECTION CRITERIA.—In making each ap- 
pointment under clause (i), the President shall 
select a Commissioner from among individuals 
who are knowledgeable or experienced con- 
cerning fisheries resources in the North Pacific 
Ocean. 

(B) NORTH PACIFIC FISHERY MANAGEMENT 
COUNCIL.—One Commissioner shall be the chair- 
man of the North Pacific Fishery Management 
Council or a designee of such chairman. 

(C) PACIFIC FISHERY MANAGEMENT COUNCIL.— 
One Commissioner shall be the chairman of the 
Pacific Fishery Management Council or a des- 
ignee of such chairperson. 

(D) WESTERN PACIFIC FISHERY MANAGEMENT 
COUNCIL.—One Commissioner shall be the chair- 
man of the Western Pacific Fishery Manage- 
ment Council or a designee of such chairperson. 

(b) ALTERNATE COMMISSIONERS.—In the event 
of a vacancy in a position as a Commissioner 
appointed under subsection (a), the Secretary of 
State, in consultation with the Secretary, may 
designate from time to time and for periods of 
time considered appropriate an alternate Com- 
missioner to the Commission. An alternate Com- 
missioner may exercise all powers and duties of 
a Commissioner in the absence of a Commis- 
sioner appointed under subsection (a), and shall 
serve the remainder of the term of the absent 
Commissioner for which designated. 

(c) ADMINISTRATIVE MATTERS.— 

(1) EMPLOYMENT STATUS.—An individual serv- 
ing as a Commissioner, or an alternative Com- 
missioner, other than an officer or employee of 
the United States Government, shall not be con- 
sidered a Federal employee, except for the pur- 
poses of injury compensation or tort claims li- 
ability as provided in chapter 81 of title 5, 
United States Code, and chapter 171 of title 28, 
United States Code. 

(2) COMPENSATION.—An individual serving as 
a Commissioner or an alternate Commissioner, 
although an officer of the United States while 
so serving, shall receive no compensation for the 
individual’s services as such Commissioner or al- 
ternate Commissioner. 


12322 


(3) TRAVEL EXPENSES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of State shall 
pay the necessary travel expenses of a Commis- 
sioner or an alternate Commissioner in accord- 
ance with the Federal Travel Regulations and 
sections 5701, 5702, 5704 through 5708, and 5731 
of title 5, United States Code. 

(B) REIMBURSEMENT.—The Secretary may re- 
imburse the Secretary of State for amounts ex- 
pended by the Secretary of State under this 
paragraph. 

SEC. 103. AUTHORITY AND RESPONSIBILITY OF 
THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 

The Secretary of State may— 

(1) receive and transmit, on behalf of the 
United States, reports, requests, recommenda- 
tions, proposals, decisions, and other commu- 
nications of and to the Commission; 

(2) in consultation with the Secretary, act 
upon, or refer to another appropriate authority, 
any communication received pursuant to para- 
graph (1); 

(3) with the concurrence of the Secretary, and 
in accordance with the Convention, object to the 
decisions of the Commission; and 

(4) request and utilize on a reimbursed or non- 
reimbursed basis the assistance, services, per- 
sonnel, equipment, and facilities of other Fed- 
eral departments and agencies, foreign govern- 
ments or agencies, or international intergovern- 
mental organizations, in the conduct of sci- 
entific research and other programs under this 
title. 

SEC. 104. AUTHORITY OF THE SECRETARY OF 
COMMERCE. 

(a) PROMULGATION OF REGULATIONS.— 

(1) AUTHORITY.—The Secretary, in consulta- 
tion with the Secretary of State and, with re- 
spect to enforcement measures, the Secretary of 
the department in which the Coast Guard is op- 
erating, may promulgate such regulations as 
may be necessary to carry out the United States 
international obligations under the North Pa- 
cific Fisheries Convention and this title, includ- 
ing recommendations and decisions adopted by 
the Commission. 

(2) REGULATIONS OF STRADDLING STOCKS.—In 
the implementation of a measure adopted by the 
Commission that would govern a straddling 
stock under the authority of a Council, any reg- 
ulation promulgated by the Secretary to imple- 
ment such measure within the exclusive eco- 
nomic zone shall be approved by such Council. 

(b) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Regulations pro- 
mulgated under subsection (a) shall be applica- 
ble only to a person or a fishing vessel that is or 
has engaged in fishing activities, or fisheries re- 
sources covered by the North Pacific Fisheries 
Convention under this title. 

(c) ADDITIONAL AUTHORITY.—The Secretary 
may conduct, and may request and utilize on a 
reimbursed or nonreimbursed basis the assist- 
ance, services, personnel, equipment, and facili- 
ties of other Federal departments and agencies 
in— 

(1) scientific, research, and other programs 
under this title; 

(2) fishing operations and biological experi- 
ments for purposes of scientific investigation or 
other purposes necessary to implement the North 
Pacific Fisheries Convention; 

(3) the collection, utilization, and disclosure 
of such information as may be necessary to im- 
plement the North Pacific Fisheries Convention, 
subject to sections 552 and 552a of title 5, United 
States Code, and section 402(b) of the Magnu- 
son-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Manage- 
ment Act (16 U.S.C. 1881a(b)); 

(4) the issuance of permits to owners and op- 
erators of United States vessels to engage in 
fishing activities in the Convention Area sea- 
ward of the exclusive economic zone of the 
United States, under such terms and conditions 
as the Secretary may prescribe, including the 
period of time that a permit is valid; and 
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(5) if recommended by the United States Com- 
missioners, the assessment and collection of fees, 
not to exceed 3 percent of the ex-vessel value of 
fisheries resources harvested by vessels of the 
United States in fisheries conducted in the Con- 
vention Area, to recover the actual costs to the 
United States to carry out the functions of the 
Secretary under this title. 

(d) CONSISTENCY WITH OTHER LAWS.—The 
Secretary shall ensure the consistency, to the 
extent practicable, of fishery management pro- 
grams administered under this title, the Magnu- 
son-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Manage- 
ment Act (16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.), the Tuna Con- 
ventions Act of 1950 (16 U.S.C. 951 et seq.), the 
South Pacific Tuna Act of 1988 (16 U.S.C. 973 et 
seq.), section 401 of Public Law 108-219 (16 
U.S.C. 1821 note) (relating to Pacific albacore 
tuna), the Western and Central Pacific Fisheries 
Convention Implementation Act (16 U.S.C. 6901 
et seq.), the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration Authorization Act of 1992 (Pub- 
lic Law 102-567) and the amendments made by 
that Act, and Public Law 100-629 (102 Stat. 
3286). 

(e) JUDICIAL REVIEW OF REGULATIONS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Regulations promulgated by 
the Secretary under this title shall be subject to 
judicial review to the extent authorized by, and 
in accordance with, chapter 7 of title 5, United 
States Code, if a petition for such review is filed 
not later than 30 days after the date on which 
the regulations are promulgated. 

(2) RESPONSES.—Notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, the Secretary shall file a re- 
sponse to any petition filed in accordance with 
paragraph (1), not later than 30 days after the 
date the Secretary is served with that petition, 
except that the appropriate court may extend 
the period for filing such a response upon a 
showing by the Secretary of good cause for that 
extension. 

(3) COPIES OF ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD.—A re- 
sponse of the Secretary under paragraph (2) 
shall include a copy of the administrative record 
for the regulations that are the subject of the 
petition. 

(4) EXPEDITED HEARINGS.—Upon a motion by 
the person who files a petition under this sub- 
section, the appropriate court shall assign the 
matter for hearing at the earliest possible date. 
SEC. 105. ENFORCEMENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary and the Sec- 
retary of the department in which the Coast 
Guard is operating— 

(1) shall administer and enforce this title and 
any regulations issued under this title; and 

(2) may request and utilize on a reimbursed or 
nonreimbursed basis the assistance, services, 
personnel, equipment, and facilities of other 
Federal departments and agencies in the admin- 
istration and enforcement of this title. 

(b) SECRETARIAL ACTIONS.—The Secretary and 
the Secretary of the department in which the 
Coast Guard is operating shall prevent any per- 
son from violating this title with respect to fish- 
ing activities or the conservation of fisheries re- 
sources in the Convention Area in the same 
manner, by the same means, and with the same 
jurisdiction, powers, and duties as though sec- 
tions 308 through 311 of the Magnuson-Stevens 
Fishery Conservation and Management Act (16 
U.S.C. 1858, 1859, 1860, and 1861) were incor- 
porated into and made a part of this title. Any 
person that violates this title is subject to the 
penalties and entitled to the privileges and im- 
munities provided in the Magnuson-Stevens 
Fishery Conservation and Management Act (16 
U.S.C. 1801 et seq.) in the same manner, by the 
same means, and with the same jurisdiction, 
power, and duties as though sections 308 
through 311 of that Act (16 U.S.C. 1858, 1859, 
1860, and 1861) were incorporated into and made 
a part of this title. 
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(c) JURISDICTION OF THE COURTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraphs (2) 
and (3), the district courts of the United States 
shall have jurisdiction over any case or con- 
troversy arising under this title, and any such 
court may at any time— 

(A) enter restraining orders or prohibitions; 

(B) issue warrants, process in rem, or other 
process; 

(C) prescribe and accept satisfactory bonds or 
other security; and 

(D) take such other actions as are in the in- 
terest of justice. 

(2) HAWAII AND PACIFIC INSULAR AREAS.—In 
the case of Hawaii or any possession of the 
United States in the Pacific Ocean, the appro- 
priate court is the United States District Court 
for the District of Hawaii, except that— 

(A) in the case of Guam and Wake Island, the 
appropriate court is the United States District 
Court for the District of Guam; and 

(B) in the case of the Northern Mariana Is- 
lands, the appropriate court is the United States 
District Court for the District of the Northern 
Mariana Islands. 

(3) CONSTRUCTION.—Each violation shall be a 
separate offense and the offense is deemed to 
have been committed not only in the district 
where the violation first occurred, but also in 
any other district authorized by law. Any of- 
fense not committed in any district is subject to 
the venue provisions of section 3238 of title 18, 
United States Code. 

(d) CONFIDENTIALITY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Any information submitted 
to the Secretary in compliance with any require- 
ment under this title, and information submitted 
under any requirement of this title that may be 
necessary to implement the Convention, includ- 
ing information submitted before the date of the 
enactment of this Act, shall be confidential and 
may not be disclosed, except— 

(A) to a Federal employee who is responsible 
for administering, implementing, or enforcing 
this title; 

(B) to the Commission, in accordance with re- 
quirements in the North Pacific Fisheries Con- 
vention and decisions of the Commission, and, 
insofar as possible, in accordance with an 
agreement with the Commission that prevents 
public disclosure of the identity or business of 
any person; 

(C) to State, Council, or marine fisheries com- 
mission employees pursuant to an agreement 
with the Secretary that prevents public disclo- 
sure of the identity or business of any person; 

(D) when required by court order; or 

(E) when the Secretary has obtained written 
authorization from the person submitting such 
information to release such information to an- 
other person for a reason not otherwise provided 
for in this paragraph, and such release does not 
violate other requirements of this title. 

(2) USE OF INFORMATION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in sub- 
paragraph (B), the Secretary shall promulgate 
regulations regarding the procedures the Sec- 
retary considers necessary to preserve the con- 
fidentiality of information submitted under this 
title. 

(B) EXCEPTION.—The Secretary may release or 
make public information submitted under this 
title if the information is in any aggregate or 
summary form that does not directly or indi- 
rectly disclose the identity or business of any 
person. 

(3) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this 
subsection shall be interpreted or construed to 
prevent the use for conservation and manage- 
ment purposes by the Secretary of any informa- 
tion submitted under this title. 

SEC. 106. PROHIBITED ACTS. 

It is unlawful for any person— 

(1) to violate this title or any regulation or 
permit issued under this title; 
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(2) to use any fishing vessel to engage in fish- 
ing activities without, or after the revocation or 
during the period of suspension of, an applica- 
ble permit issued pursuant to this title; 

(3) to refuse to permit any officer authorized 
to enforce this title to board a fishing vessel sub- 
ject to such person’s control for the purposes of 
conducting any search, investigation, or inspec- 
tion in connection with the enforcement of this 
title or any regulation, permit, or the North Pa- 
cific Fisheries Convention; 

(4) to assault, resist, oppose, impede, intimi- 
date, or interfere with any such authorized offi- 
cer in the conduct of any search, investigation, 
or inspection in connection with the enforce- 
ment of this title or any regulation, permit, or 
the North Pacific Fisheries Convention; 

(5) to resist a lawful arrest for any act prohib- 
ited by this title or any regulation promulgated 
or permit issued under this title; 

(6) to ship, transport, offer for sale, sell, pur- 
chase, import, export, or have custody, control, 
or possession of, any fisheries resources taken or 
retained in violation of this title or any regula- 
tion or permit referred to in paragraph (1) or (2); 

(7) to interfere with, delay, or prevent, by any 
means, the apprehension or arrest of another 
person, knowing that such other person has 
committed any act prohibited by this section; 

(8) to submit to the Secretary false informa- 
tion (including false information regarding the 
capacity and extent to which a United States 
fish processor, on an annual basis, will process 
a portion of the optimum yield of a fishery that 
will be harvested by fishing vessels of the United 
States), regarding any matter that the Secretary 
is considering in the course of carrying out this 
title; 

(9) to assault, resist, oppose, impede, intimi- 
date, sexually harass, bribe, or interfere with 
any observer on a vessel under this title, or any 
data collector employed by or under contract to 
any person to carry out responsibilities under 
this title; 

(10) to engage in fishing activities in violation 
of any regulation adopted pursuant to this title; 

(11) to fail to make, keep, or furnish any catch 
returns, statistical records, or other reports re- 
quired by regulations adopted pursuant to this 
title to be made, kept, or furnished; 

(12) to fail to stop a vessel upon being hailed 
and instructed to stop by a duly authorized offi- 
cial of the United States; 

(13) to import, in violation of any regulation 
adopted pursuant to this title, any fisheries re- 
sources in any form of those species subject to 
regulation pursuant to a recommendation, reso- 
lution, or decision of the Commission, or any 
fisheries resources in any form not under regu- 
lation but under investigation by the Commis- 
sion, during the period such fisheries resources 
have been denied entry in accordance with this 
title; 

(14) to make or submit any false record, ac- 
count, or label for, or any false identification of, 
any fisheries resources that have been, or are 
intended to be imported, exported, transported, 
sold, offered for sale, purchased, or received in 
interstate or foreign commerce; or 

(15) to refuse to authorize and accept board- 
ing by a duly authorized inspector pursuant to 
procedures adopted by the Commission for the 
boarding and inspection of fishing vessels in the 
Convention Area. 

SEC. 107. COOPERATION IN CARRYING OUT CON- 
VENTION. 

(a) FEDERAL AND STATE AGENCIES; PRIVATE 
INSTITUTIONS AND ORGANIZATIONS.—The_ Sec- 
retary may cooperate with any Federal agency, 
any public or private institution or organization 
within the United States or abroad, and, 
through the Secretary of State, a duly author- 
ized official of the government of any party to 
the North Pacific Fisheries Convention, in car- 
rying out responsibilities under this title. 
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(b) SCIENTIFIC AND OTHER PROGRAMS; FACILI- 
TIES AND PERSONNEL.—Each Federal agency 
may, upon the request of the Secretary, cooper- 
ate in the conduct of scientific and other pro- 
grams and furnish facilities and personnel for 
the purpose of assisting the Commission in car- 
rying out its duties under the North Pacific 
Fisheries Convention. 

(c) SANCTIONED FISHING OPERATIONS AND BIO- 
LOGICAL EXPERIMENTS.—Nothing in this title, or 
in the laws of any State, prevents the Secretary 
or the Commission from— 

(1) conducting or authorizing the conduct of 
fishing operations and biological experiments at 
any time for purposes of scientific investigation; 
or 

(2) discharging any other duties prescribed by 
the North Pacific Fisheries Convention. 

(d) STATE JURISDICTION NOT AFFECTED.— 
Nothing in this title shall be construed to dimin- 
ish or to increase the jurisdiction of any State in 
the territorial sea of the United States. 

SEC. 108. TERRITORIAL PARTICIPATION. 

The Secretary of State shall ensure participa- 
tion in the Commission and its subsidiary bodies 
by the Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana 
Islands, American Samoa, and Guam to the ex- 
tent allowed under United States law. 

SEC. 109. EXCLUSIVE ECONOMIC ZONE NOTIFICA- 

TION. 

Masters of commercial fishing vessels of coun- 
tries fishing under the management authority of 
the North Pacific Fisheries Convention that do 
not carry vessel monitoring systems capable of 
communicating with United States enforcement 
authorities shall, prior to or as soon as reason- 
ably possible after, entering and transiting the 
exclusive economic zone bounded by the Con- 
vention Area, ensure that all fishing gear on 
board the vessel is stowed below deck or other- 
wise removed from the place it is normally used 
for fishing activities and placed where it is not 
readily available for fishing activities. 

TITLE II—IMPLEMENTATION OF THE CON- 
VENTION ON THE CONSERVATION AND 
MANAGEMENT OF HIGH SEAS FISHERY 
RESOURCES IN THE SOUTH PACIFIC 
OCEAN 

SEC. 201. DEFINITIONS. 

In this title: 

(1) 1982 CONVENTION.—The term ‘‘1982 Con- 
vention” means the United Nations Convention 
on the Law of the Sea of 10 December 1982. 

(2) COMMISSION.—The term ‘‘Commission”’ 
means the Commission of the South Pacific Re- 
gional Fisheries Management Organization es- 
tablished in accordance with the South Pacific 
Fishery Resources Convention. 

(3) CONVENTION AREA.—The term “Convention 
Area” means the area to which the Convention 
on the Conservation and Management of High 
Seas Fishery Resources in the South Pacific 
Ocean applies under Article 5 of such Conven- 
tion. 

(4) COUNCIL.—The term “Council” means the 
Western Pacific Regional Fishery Management 
Council. 

(5) EXCLUSIVE ECONOMIC ZONE.—The_ term 
“exclusive economic zone’’ means— 

(A) with respect to the United States, the zone 
established by Presidential Proclamation Num- 
bered 5030 of March 10, 1983 (16 U.S.C. 1453 
note); and 

(B) with respect to a foreign country, a des- 
ignated zone similar to the zone referred to in 
subparagraph (A) for that country, consistent 
with international law. 

(6) FISHERY RESOURCES.—The term ‘‘fishery 
resources”? means all fish, mollusks, crusta- 
ceans, and other marine species, and any prod- 
ucts thereof, caught by a fishing vessel within 
the Convention Area, but excluding— 

(A) sedentary species insofar as they are sub- 
ject to the national jurisdiction of coastal States 
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pursuant to Article 77 paragraph 4 of the 1982 
Convention; 

(B) highly migratory species listed in Annex I 
of the 1982 Convention; 

(C) anadromous and catadromous species; and 

(D) marine mammals, marine reptiles and sea 
birds. 

(7) FISHING.—The term “‘fishing’’— 

(A) except as provided in subparagraph (B), 
means— 

(i) the actual or attempted searching for, 
catching, taking, or harvesting of fishery re- 
sources; 

(ii) engaging in any activity that can reason- 
ably be expected to result in the locating, catch- 
ing, taking or harvesting of fishery resources for 
any purpose; 

(iii) transshipment and any operation at sea, 
in support of, or in preparation for, any activity 
described in this subparagraph; and 

(iv) the use of any vessel, vehicle, aircraft, or 
hovercraft in relation to any activity described 
in this subparagraph; and 

(B) does not include any operation related to 
emergencies involving the health and safety of 
crew members or the safety of a fishing vessel. 

(8) FISHING VESSEL.—The term ‘‘fishing ves- 
sel” means any vessel used or intended to be 
used for fishing, including any fish processing 
vessel support ship, carrier vessel, or any other 
vessel directly engaged in fishing operations. 

(9) PERSON.—The term ‘“‘person’’ means any 
individual (whether or not a citizen or national 
of the United States); any corporation, partner- 
ship, association, or other entity (whether or 
not organized or existing under the laws of any 
State); and any Federal, State, local, or foreign 
government or any entity of any such govern- 
ment. 

(10) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ means 
the Secretary of Commerce. 

(11) SOUTH PACIFIC FISHERY RESOURCES CON- 
VENTION.—The term ‘‘South Pacific Fishery Re- 
sources Convention” means the Convention on 
the Conservation and Management of the High 
Seas Fishery Resources in the South Pacific 
Ocean (including any annexes, amendments, or 
protocols that are in force, or have come into 
force, for the United States), which was adopted 
at Auckland, New Zealand, on November 14, 
2009, by the International Consultations on the 
Proposed South Pacific Regional Fisheries Man- 
agement Organization. 

(12) STATE.—The term ‘‘State’’ means each of 
the several States of the United States, the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, the Commonwealth of the 
Northern Mariana Islands, American Samoa, 
Guam, and any other commonwealth, territory, 
or possession of the United States. 

SEC. 202. APPOINTMENT OR DESIGNATION 
UNITED STATES COMMISSIONERS. 

(a) APPOINTMENT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The United States shall be 
represented on the Commission by not more than 
3 Commissioners. In making each appointment, 
the President shall select a Commissioner from 
among individuals who are knowledgeable or 
experienced concerning fishery resources in the 
South Pacific Ocean. 

(2) REPRESENTATION.—At least one of the 
Commissioners shall be— 

(A) serving at the pleasure of the President, 
an officer or employee of— 

(i) the Department of Commerce; 

(ii) the Department of State; or 

(iii) the Coast Guard; and 

(B) the chairperson or designee of the Coun- 
cil. 

(b) ALTERNATE COMMISSIONERS.—The_ Sec- 
retary of State, in consultation with the Sec- 
retary, may designate from time to time and for 
periods of time considered appropriate an alter- 
nate Commissioner to the Commission. An alter- 
nate Commissioner may exercise all powers and 
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duties of a Commissioner in the absence of a 
Commissioner appointed under subsection (a). 

(c) ADMINISTRATIVE MATTERS.— 

(1) EMPLOYMENT STATUS.—An individual serv- 
ing as a Commissioner, or as an alternate Com- 
missioner, other than an officer or employee of 
the United States Government, shall not be con- 
sidered a Federal employee, except for the pur- 
poses of injury compensation or tort claims li- 
ability as provided in chapter 81 of title 5, 
United States Code, and chapter 171 of title 28, 
United States Code. 

(2) COMPENSATION.—An individual serving as 
a Commissioner or an alternate Commissioner, 
although an officer of the United States while 
so serving, shall receive no compensation for the 
individual’s services as such Commissioner or al- 
ternate Commissioner. 

(3) TRAVEL EXPENSES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of State shall 
pay the necessary travel expenses of a Commis- 
sioner or an alternate Commissioner in accord- 
ance with the Federal Travel Regulations and 
sections 5701, 5702, 5704 through 5708, and 5731 
of title 5, United States Code. 

(B) REIMBURSEMENT.—The Secretary may re- 
imburse the Secretary of State for amounts ex- 
pended by the Secretary of State under this 
paragraph. 

SEC. 203. AUTHORITY AND RESPONSIBILITY OF 
THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 

The Secretary of State may— 

(1) receive and transmit, on behalf of the 
United States, reports, requests, recommenda- 
tions, proposals, decisions, and other commu- 
nications of and to the Commission; 

(2) in consultation with the Secretary, act 
upon, or refer to other appropriate authority, 
any communication pursuant to paragraph (1); 
and 

(3) with the concurrence of the Secretary, and 
in accordance with the South Pacific Fishery 
Resources Convention, object to decisions of the 
Commission. 

SEC. 204. RESPONSIBILITY OF THE SECRETARY 
AND RULEMAKING AUTHORITY. 

(a) RESPONSIBILITIES.—The Secretary may— 

(1) administer this title and any regulations 
issued under this title, except to the extent oth- 
erwise provided for in this title; 

(2) issue permits to vessels subject to the juris- 
diction of the United States, and to owners and 
operators of such vessels, to fish in the Conven- 
tion Area, under such terms and conditions as 
the Secretary may prescribe; and 

(3) if recommended by the United States Com- 
missioners, assess and collect fees, not to exceed 
3 percent of the ex-vessel value of fisheries re- 
sources harvested by vessels of the United States 
in fisheries conducted in the Convention Area, 
to recover the actual costs to the United States 
to carry out the functions of the Secretary 
under this title. 

(b) PROMULGATION OF REGULATIONS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in consulta- 
tion with the Secretary of State and the Sec- 
retary of the department in which the Coast 
Guard is operating, may promulgate such regu- 
lations as may be necessary and appropriate to 
carry out the international obligations of the 
United States under the South Pacific Fishery 
Resources Convention and this title, including 
decisions adopted by the Commission. 

(2) APPLICABILITY.—Regulations promulgated 
under this subsection shall be applicable only to 
a person or fishing vessel that is or has engaged 
in fishing, and fishery resources covered by the 
Convention on the Conservation and Manage- 
ment of High Seas Fishery Resources in the 
South Pacific Ocean under this title. 

(c) CONSISTENCY WITH OTHER LAWS.—The 
Secretary shall ensure the consistency, to the 
extent practicable, of fishery management pro- 
grams administered under this title, the Magnu- 
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son-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Manage- 
ment Act (16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.), the Tuna Con- 
ventions Act of 1950 (16 U.S.C. 951 et seq.), the 
South Pacific Tuna Act of 1988 (16 U.S.C. 973 et 
seq.), section 401 of Public Law 108-219 (16 
U.S.C. 1821 note) (relating to Pacific albacore 
tuna), the Western and Central Pacific Fisheries 
Convention Implementation Act (16 U.S.C. 6901 
et seq.), the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration Authorization Act of 1992 (Pub- 
lic Law 102-567) and the amendments made by 
that Act, and Public Law 100-629 (102 Stat. 
3286). 

(d) JUDICIAL REVIEW OF REGULATIONS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Regulations promulgated by 
the Secretary under this title shall be subject to 
judicial review to the extent authorized by, and 
in accordance with, chapter 7 of title 5, United 
States Code, if a petition for such review is filed 
not later than 30 days after the date on which 
the regulations are promulgated or the action is 
published in the Federal Register, as applicable. 

(2) RESPONSES.—Notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, the Secretary shall file a re- 
sponse to any petition filed in accordance with 
paragraph (1) not later than 30 days after the 
date the Secretary is served with that petition, 
except that the appropriate court may extend 
the period for filing such a response upon a 
showing by the Secretary of good cause for that 
extension. 

(3) COPIES OF ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD.—A re- 
sponse of the Secretary under paragraph (2) 
shall include a copy of the administrative record 
for the regulations that are the subject of the 
petition. 

(4) EXPEDITED HEARINGS.—Upon a motion by 
the person who files a petition under this sub- 
section, the appropriate court shall assign the 
matter for hearing at the earliest possible date. 
SEC. 205. ENFORCEMENT. 

(a) RESPONSIBILITY.—This title, and any regu- 
lations or permits issued under this title, shall 
be enforced by the Secretary and the Secretary 
of the department in which the Coast Guard is 
operating. Such Secretaries shall, and the head 
of any Federal or State agency that has entered 
into an agreement with either such Secretary 
under this section may (if the agreement so pro- 
vides), authorize officers to enforce this title or 
any regulation promulgated under this title. 
Any officer so authorized may enforce this title 
in the same manner, by the same means, and 
with the same jurisdiction, powers, and duties 
as though section 311 of the Magnuson-Stevens 
Fishery Conservation and Management Act (16 
U.S.C. 1861) were incorporated into and made a 
part of this title. 

(b) ADMINISTRATION AND ENFORCEMENT.—The 
Secretary shall prevent any person from vio- 
lating this title in the same manner, by the same 
means, and with the same jurisdiction, powers, 
and duties as though sections 308 through 311 of 
the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation 
and Management Act (16 U.S.C. 1858 through 
1861) were incorporated into and made a part of 
this title. Any person that violates this title 
shall be subject to the penalties, and entitled to 
the privileges and immunities, provided in the 
Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and 
Management Act (16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.) in the 
same manner and by the same means as though 
sections 308 through 311 of that Act (16 U.S.C. 
1858 through 1861) were incorporated into and 
made a part of this title. 

(c) DISTRICT COURT JURISDICTION.—The dis- 
trict courts of the United States shall have juris- 
diction over any actions arising under this sec- 
tion. Notwithstanding subsection (b), for the 
purpose of this section, for Hawaii or any pos- 
session of the United States in the Pacific 
Ocean, the appropriate court is the United 
States District Court for the District of Hawaii, 
except that in the case of Guam and Wake Is- 
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land, the appropriate court is the United States 
District Court for the District of Guam, and ex- 
cept that in the case of the Northern Mariana 
Islands, the appropriate court is the United 
States District Court for the District of the 
Northern Mariana Islands. Each violation shall 
be a separate offense and the offense is deemed 
to have been committed not only in the district 
where the violation first occurred, but also in 
any other district as authorized by law. Any of- 
fenses not committed in any district are subject 
to the venue provisions of section 3238 of title 18, 
United States Code. 

SEC. 206. PROHIBITED ACTS. 

It is unlawful for any person— 

(1) to violate any provision of this title or of 
any regulation promulgated or permit issued 
under this title; 

(2) to use any fishing vessel to engage in fish- 
ing without a valid permit or after the revoca- 
tion, or during the period of suspension, of an 
applicable permit pursuant to this title; 

(3) to refuse to permit any officer authorized 
to enforce this title to board a fishing vessel sub- 
ject to such person’s control for the purposes of 
conducting any investigation or inspection in 
connection with the enforcement of this title; 

(4) to assault, resist, oppose, impede, intimi- 
date, or interfere with any such authorized offi- 
cer in the conduct of any search, investigation, 
or inspection in connection with the enforce- 
ment of this title or any regulation promulgated 
or permit issued under this title; 

(5) to resist a lawful arrest for any act prohib- 
ited by this title or any regulation promulgated 
or permit issued under this title; 

(6) to ship, transport, offer for sale, sell, pur- 
chase, import, export, or have custody, control, 
or possession of, any fishery resources taken or 
retained in violation of this title or any regula- 
tion or permit referred to in paragraph (1) or (2); 

(7) to interfere with, delay, or prevent, by any 
means, the apprehension or arrest of another 
person, knowing that such other person has 
committed any act prohibited by this title; 

(8) to submit to the Secretary false informa- 
tion, regarding any matter that the Secretary is 
considering in the course of carrying out this 
title; 

(9) to assault, resist, oppose, impede, intimi- 
date, sexually harass, bribe, or interfere with 
any observer on a vessel pursuant to the re- 
quirements of this title, or any data collector 
employed by the National Oceanic and Atmos- 
pheric Administration or under contract to any 
person to carry out responsibilities under this 
title; 

(10) to fail to make, keep, or furnish any catch 
returns, statistical records, or other reports as 
are required by regulations adopted pursuant to 
this title to be made, kept, or furnished; 

(11) to fail to stop a vessel upon being hailed 
and instructed to stop by a duly authorized offi- 
cial of the United States; 

(12) to import, in violation of any regulation 
promulgated under this title, any fishery re- 
sources in any form of those species subject to 
regulation pursuant to a decision of the Com- 
mission; 

(13) to make or submit any false record, ac- 
count, or label for, or any false identification of, 
any fishery resources that have been or are in- 
tended to be imported, exported, transported, 
sold, offered for sale, purchased, or received in 
interstate or foreign commerce; or 

(14) to refuse to authorize and accept board- 
ing by a duly authorized inspector pursuant to 
procedures adopted by the Commission for the 
boarding and inspection of fishing vessels in the 
Convention Area. 

SEC. 207. COOPERATION IN CARRYING OUT THE 
CONVENTION. 

(a) FEDERAL AND STATE AGENCIES; PRIVATE 
INSTITUTIONS AND ORGANIZATIONS.—The_ Sec- 
retary may cooperate with agencies of the 
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United States Government, any public or private 
institutions or organizations within the United 
States or abroad, and, through the Secretary of 
State, the duly authorized officials of the gov- 
ernment of any party to the South Pacific Fish- 
ery Resources Convention, in carrying out re- 
sponsibilities under this title. 

(b) SCIENTIFIC AND OTHER PROGRAMS; FACILI- 
TIES AND PERSONNEL.—AIl Federal agencies 
may, upon the request of the Secretary, cooper- 
ate in the conduct of scientific and other pro- 
grams and to furnish facilities and personnel for 
the purpose of assisting the Commission in car- 
rying out its duties under the South Pacific 
Fishery Resources Convention. 

(c) SANCTIONED FISHING OPERATIONS AND BIO- 
LOGICAL EXPERIMENTS.—Nothing in this title, or 
in the laws or regulations of any State, prevents 
the Secretary or the Commission from— 

(1) conducting or authorizing the conduct of 
fishing operations and biological experiments at 
any time for purposes of scientific investigation; 
or 

(2) discharging any other duties prescribed by 
the South Pacific Fishery Resources Conven- 
tion. 

(d) STATE JURISDICTION NOT AFFECTED.— 
Nothing in this title shall be construed to dimin- 
ish or to increase the jurisdiction of any State in 
the territorial sea of the United States. 

SEC. 208. TERRITORIAL PARTICIPATION. 


The Secretary of State shall ensure participa- 
tion in the Commission and its subsidiary bodies 
by American Samoa, Guam, and the Common- 
wealth of the Northern Mariana Islands to the 
extent allowed under United States law. 

SEC. 209. EXCLUSIVE ECONOMIC ZONE NOTIFICA- 
TION. 

Masters of commercial fishing vessels of coun- 
tries fishing under the management authority of 
the South Pacific Fisheries Convention that do 
not carry vessel monitoring systems capable of 
communicating with United States enforcement 
authorities shall, before or as soon as reason- 
ably possible after, entering and transiting the 
exclusive economic zone bounded by the Con- 
vention Area, ensure that all fishing gear on 
board the vessel is stowed below deck or other- 
wise removed from the place it is normally used 
for fishing activities and placed where it is not 
readily available for fishing activities. 


TITLE III—WESTERN AND CENTRAL 
PACIFIC FISHERIES COMMISSION 
SEC. 301. RECOMMENDATIONS FOR AGENDA OF 
ANNUAL MEETINGS OF WESTERN 
AND CENTRAL PACIFIC FISHERIES 
COMMISSION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Western and Central 
Pacific Fisheries Convention Implementation 
Act is amended— 

(1) in section 503 (16 U.S.C. 6902)— 

(A) in subsection (a), by inserting ‘‘and com- 
mercial fishing” after ‘‘fish stocks”; and 

(B) in subsection (d)(1), by adding at the end 
the following: 

“(E) AGENDA RECOMMENDATIONS.—No_ later 
than 30 days before each annual meeting of the 
Commission, the Advisory Committee shall 
transmit to the United States Commissioners rec- 
ommendations relating to the agenda of the an- 
nual meeting. The recommendations must be 
agreed to by a majority of the Advisory Com- 
mittee members. The United States Commis- 
sioners shall consider such recommendations, 
along with additional views transmitted by Ad- 
visory Committee members, in the formulation of 
the United States position for the Commission 
meeting and during the negotiations at that 
meeting.’’; and 

(2) by redesignating section 511 (16 U.S.C. 
6910) as section 512, and inserting after section 
510 the following: 
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“SEC. 511. UNITED STATES CONSERVATION, MAN- 
AGEMENT, AND ENFORCEMENT OB- 
JECTIVES. 

“The Secretary, in consultation with the Sec- 
retary of State, in the course of negotiations, 
shall seek to— 

“(1) minimize any disadvantage to United 
States fishermen in relation to other members of 
the Commission; 

“(2) maximize the opportunities for fishing 
vessels of the United States to harvest fish 
stocks on the high seas in the Convention area, 
recognizing that such harvests may be restricted 
if the Commission, based on the best available 
scientific information provided by the Scientific 
Committee, determines it is necessary to achieve 
the conservation objective set forth in Article 2 
of the Convention; 

“(3) prevent any requirement for the transfer 
to other nations or foreign entities of the fishing 
capacity, fishing capacity rights, or fishing ves- 
sels of the United States or its territories, unless 
any such requirement is voluntary and market- 
based; and 

“(4) ensure that conservation and manage- 
ment measures take into consideration tradi- 
tional fishing patterns of fishing vessels of the 
United States and the operating requirements of 
the fisheries covered by the Western and Central 
Pacific Convention.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 1(b) of 
the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation 
and Management Reauthorization Act of 2006 is 
amended in the table of contents by striking the 
item relating to section 511 (121 Stat. 3576) and 
inserting the following: 

“Sec. 511. United States conservation, manage- 

ment, and enforcement objectives. 

“Sec. 512. Authorization of appropriations.” . 

TITLE IV—ILLEGAL, UNREGULATED, AND 
UNREPORTED FISHING 

SEC. 401. AMENDMENTS TO THE HIGH SEAS 
DRIFTNET FISHING MORATORIUM 
PROTECTION ACT. 

(a) APPLICATION OF AcT.—Section 606(b) of 
the High Seas Driftnet Fishing Moratorium Pro- 
tection Act (16 U.S.C. 18269(b)) is amended by 
striking “and” at the end of paragraph (7), 
striking the period at the end of paragraph (8) 
and inserting “; and” , and by adding at the 
end the following: 

“(9) the Ensuring Access to Pacific Fisheries 
Act.”. 

(b) BIENNIAL REPORTS.—Section 607 of the 
High Seas Driftnet Fishing Moratorium Protec- 
tion Act (16 U.S.C. 1826h) is amended by insert- 
ing “on June 1 of that year” after “every 2 
years thereafter,’’. 

(c) IDENTIFICATION OF VESSELS.—Section 
609(a) of the High Seas Driftnet Fishing Morato- 
rium Protection Act (16 U.S.C. 1826j(a)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘fishing vessels of that na- 
tion are engaged, or have” and inserting “any 
fishing vessel of that nation is engaged, or has”. 

(d) IDENTIFICATION OF NATIONS.—Section 
610(a)(2)(A) of the High Seas Driftnet Fishing 
Moratorium Protection Act (16 U.S.C. 1826k) is 
amended by striking ‘‘calendar year” and in- 
serting ‘‘3 years”. 

TITLE V—NORTHWEST ATLANTIC FISH- 
ERIES CONVENTION AMENDMENTS ACT 
SEC. 501. SHORT TITLE; REFERENCES TO THE 
NORTHWEST ATLANTIC FISHERIES 

CONVENTION ACT OF 1995. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This title may be cited as 
the “Northwest Atlantic Fisheries Convention 
Amendments Act’’. 

(b) REFERENCES TO THE NORTHWEST ATLANTIC 
FISHERIES CONVENTION ACT OF 1995.—Except as 
otherwise expressly provided, whenever in this 
title an amendment or repeal is expressed in 
terms of an amendment to, or repeal of, a sec- 
tion or other provision, the reference shall be 
considered to be made to a section or other pro- 
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vision of the Northwest Atlantic Fisheries Con- 

vention Act of 1995 (16 U.S.C. 5601 et seq.). 

SEC. 502. REPRESENTATION OF THE UNITED 
STATES UNDER CONVENTION. 

Section 202 (16 U.S.C. 5601) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(1), by striking ‘‘General 
Council and the Fisheries’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)(1), by striking ‘‘at a meet- 
ing of the General Council or the Fisheries Com- 
mission’’; 

(3) in subsection (b)(2), by striking “, at any 
meeting of the General Council or the Fisheries 
Commission for which the Alternate Commis- 
sioner is designated”; 

(4) in subsection (d)(1), by striking ‘‘at a meet- 
ing of the Scientific Council’; 

(5) in subsection (d)(2), by striking “, at any 
meeting of the Scientific Council for which the 
Alternate Representative is designated’’; and 

(6) in subsection (f)(1)(A), by striking ‘‘Mag- 
nuson Act” and inserting ‘‘Magnuson-Stevens 
Fishery Conservation and Management Act’’. 
SEC. 503. REQUESTS FOR SCIENTIFIC ADVICE. 

Section 203 (16 U.S.C. 5602) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) by striking “The Representatives may” 
and inserting “A Representative may”; 

(B) by striking ‘‘described in subsection (b)(1) 
or (2)’’ and inserting ‘‘described in paragraph 
(1) or (2) of subsection (b)’’; and 

(C) by striking “the Representatives have” 
and inserting ‘‘the Representative has”; 

(2) by striking “VII(1)” each place it appears 
and inserting ‘‘VII(10)(b)’’; and 

(3) in subsection (b)(2), by striking ‘“‘VIII(2)”’ 
and inserting ‘“‘VII(11)”’. 

SEC. 504. AUTHORITIES OF SECRETARY OF STATE 
WITH RESPECT TO CONVENTION. 

Section 204 (16 U.S.C. 5603) is amended by 
striking ‘‘Fisheries Commission” each place it 
appears and inserting ‘‘Commission consistent 
with the procedures detailed in Articles XIV and 
XV of the Convention”. 

SEC. 505. INTERAGENCY COOPERATION. 

Section 205(a) (16 U.S.C. 5604(a)) is amended 
to read as follows: 

“(a) AUTHORITIES OF THE SECRETARY.—In 
carrying out the provisions of the Convention 
and this title, the Secretary may arrange for co- 
operation with— 

“(1) any department, agency, or instrumen- 
tality of the United States; 

“(2) a State; 

(3) a Council; or 

“(4) a private institution or an organiza- 
tion.’’. 

SEC. 506. PROHIBITED ACTS AND PENALTIES. 

Section 207(a)(5) (16 U.S.C. 5606(a)(5)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘fish’’ and inserting ‘‘fish- 
ery resources”. 

SEC. 507. CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE. 

Section 208 (16 U.S.C. 5607) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)(2), by striking “two” and 
inserting ‘‘2’’; and 

(2) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘General 
Council or the Fisheries’’ each place it appears. 
SEC. 508. DEFINITIONS. 

Section 210 (16 U.S.C. 5609) is amended to read 
as follows: 

“SEC. 210. DEFINITIONS. 

“In this title: 

“(1) 1982 CONVENTION.—The term ‘1982 Con- 
vention’ means the United Nations Convention 
on the Law of the Sea of 10 December 1982. 

“(2) AUTHORIZED ENFORCEMENT OFFICER.— 
The term ‘authorized enforcement officer’ means 
a person authorized to enforce this title, any 
regulation issued under this title, or any meas- 
ure that is legally binding on the United States 
under the Convention. 

“(3) COMMISSION.—The term ‘Commission’ 
means the body provided for by Articles V, VI, 
XIII, XIV, and XV of the Convention. 
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“(4) COMMISSIONER.—The term ‘Commissioner’ 
means a United States Commissioner to the 
Northwest Atlantic Fisheries Organization ap- 
pointed under section 202. 

“(5) CONVENTION.—The term ‘Convention’ 
means the Convention on Future Multilateral 
Cooperation in the Northwest Atlantic Fisheries, 
done at Ottawa on October 24, 1978, and as 
amended on September 28, 2007. 

“(6) CONVENTION AREA.—The term ‘Conven- 
tion Area’ means the waters of the Northwest 
Atlantic Ocean north of 35°00’ N and west of a 
line extending due north from 35°00’ N and 42°00’ 
W to 59°00’ N, thence due west to 44°00’ W, and 
thence due north to the coast of Greenland, and 
the waters of the Gulf of St. Lawrence, Davis 
Strait and Baffin Bay south of 78°10 N. 

“(7) COUNCIL.—The term ‘Council’ means the 
New England Fishery Management Council or 
the Mid-Atlantic Fishery Management Council. 

“(8) FISHERY RESOURCES.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘fishery re- 
sources’ means all fish, mollusks, and crusta- 
ceans, including any products thereof, within 
the Convention Area. 

“(B) EXCLUSIONS.—The 
sources’ does not include— 

“(i) sedentary species over which coastal 
States may exercise sovereign rights consistent 
with Article 77 of the 1982 Convention; or 

“(ii) in so far as they are managed under 
other international treaties, anadromous and 
catadromous stocks and highly migratory spe- 
cies listed in Annex I of the 1982 Convention. 

“(9) FISHING ACTIVITIES.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘fishing activi- 
ties’ means harvesting or processing fishery re- 
sources, or transhipping of fishery resources or 
products derived from fishery resources, or any 
other activity in preparation for, in support of, 
or related to the harvesting of fishery resources. 

“(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘fishing activities’ 
includes— 

“(i) the actual or attempted searching for or 
catching or taking of fishery resources; 

“ii) any activity that can reasonably be ex- 
pected to result in locating, catching, taking, or 
harvesting of fishery resources for any purpose; 
and 

“(iti) any operation at sea in support of, or in 
preparation for, any activity described in this 
paragraph. 

“(C) EXCLUSIONS.—The term ‘fishing activi- 
ties’ does not include any operation related to 
emergencies involving the health and safety of 
crew members or the safety of a vessel. 

“(10) FISHING VESSEL.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘fishing vessel’ 
means a vessel that is or has been engaged in 
fishing activities. 

“(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘fishing vessel’ 
includes a fish processing vessel or a vessel en- 
gaged in transshipment or any other activity in 
preparation for or related to fishing activities, 
or in experimental or exploratory fishing activi- 
ties. 

“(11) ORGANIZATION.—The term ‘Organiza- 
tion’ means the Northwest Atlantic Fisheries 
Organization provided for by Article V of the 
Convention. 

“(12) PERSON.—The term ‘person’ means any 
individual (whether or not a citizen or national 
of the United States), and any corporation, 
partnership, association, or other entity (wheth- 
er or not organized or existing under the laws of 
any State). 

“(13) REPRESENTATIVE.—The term ‘Represent- 
ative’ means a United States Representative to 
the Northwest Atlantic Fisheries Scientific 
Council appointed under section 202. 

“(14) SCIENTIFIC COUNCIL.—The term ‘Sci- 
entific Council’ means the Scientific Council 
provided for by Articles V, VI, and VII of the 
Convention. 


term ‘fishery re- 
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(15) SECRETARY.—The term ‘Secretary’ means 
the Secretary of Commerce. 

(16) STATE.—The term ‘State’ means each of 
the several States of the United States, the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and any other commonwealth, 
territory, or possession of the United States. 

“(17) TRANSSHIPMENT.—The_ term  ‘trans- 
shipment’ means the unloading of all or any of 
the fishery resources on board a fishing vessel to 
another fishing vessel either at sea or in port.’’. 
SEC. 509. QUOTA ALLOCATION PRACTICE. 

Section 213 (16 U.S.C. 5612) is repealed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from 
American Samoa (Mrs. RADEWAGEN) 
and the gentleman from the Northern 
Mariana Islands (Mr. SABLAN) each will 
control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
woman from American Samoa. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mrs. RADEWAGEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that all Mem- 
bers may have 5 legislative days to re- 
vise and extend their remarks and in- 
clude extraneous materials on the bill 
under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
woman from American Samoa? 

There was no objection. 

Mrs. RADEWAGEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, in American Samoa, 
there are no issues that carry more 
weight to the people who I represent 
than those of our fisheries, which com- 
prise over 80 percent of the island’s rev- 
enue generation. It is for that reason I 
introduced the Ensuring Access to Pa- 
cific Fisheries Act with my colleague 
from Alaska, Congressman DON YOUNG. 

Our bill ensures that our fishermen 
can operate on a level playing field 
with foreign nation vessels. Specifi- 
cally, the bill implements U.S. partici- 
pation in two new international fishery 
management agreements to which the 
United States helped negotiate: the 
Convention on the Conservation and 
Management of High Seas Fisheries 
Resources in the North Pacific Ocean 
and the Convention on the Conserva- 
tion and Management of High Seas 
Fishery Resources in the South Pacific 
Ocean. The bill also includes the 
Northwest Atlantic Fisheries Conven- 
tion Act which was adopted from the 
Senate bill, among other provisions. 

I am proud to say that this bill does 
exactly what the title suggests. It en- 
sures our fishermen’s access to fish- 
eries in international waters where we 
set the example for the rest of the 
world on how to best manage and con- 
serve the ocean’s resources. 

Based on the administration’s pro- 
posal, this bill makes necessary addi- 
tions to ensure that our fishermen are 
properly represented in these inter- 
national forums. Specifically, the first 
two titles of this bill ensure participa- 
tion of the relevant regional fishery 
management councils and territories in 
the international negotiations of the 
North and South Pacific Commissions. 
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However, it is the third title of this 
bill that matters most to the people of 
American Samoa and our other fishing 
communities. Title III makes critical 
amendments to the Western and Cen- 
tral Pacific Fisheries Convention Im- 
plementation Act to minimize the dis- 
advantage and maximize opportunities 
for our fishing fleets, especially those 
targeting migratory tuna stocks in the 
Pacific, which are essential to the sta- 
bility of the American Samoa econ- 
omy. 

Our committee heard firsthand dur- 
ing the hearing on this bill last March 
that science has taken a back seat to 
geopolitics in these negotiations, and 
our fishermen are bearing the burden, 
especially those in the area of fishing 
for bigeye tuna. 

In an effort to remain fair and true 
to the fishermen in American Samoa, 
title III also ensures access to tradi- 
tional fishing grounds, which our peo- 
ple have utilized for centuries and long 
before any relationship with the United 
States, by requiring such grounds to be 
considered in any formal stance taken 
by United States commissioners at the 
WCPFC. 

These are necessary measures due to 
the pressures facing the industry from 
all sides, from the closing off of large 
swaths of the ocean, which the Amer- 
ican Samoan people have utilized for 
centuries, to irresponsible federally 
mandated wage hikes which aim to put 
our remote and economically isolated 
islands on the same level as the States. 
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It is clear that we must ensure that 
those who are negotiating on behalf of 
our interests are doing just that, if we 
are to have any sort of viable fishing 
industry at all. 

I want to thank the minority side for 
working with us in a bipartisan fashion 
on this bill. Their input and sugges- 
tions were very helpful in crafting this 
bill and allowing it to pass by unani- 
mous consent. I would also like to 
thank the executive directors of the 
North Pacific and Western Pacific 
Councils for working with us as well. It 
is always helpful when drafting a bill 
to make sure that those affected by it 
have some input in the process. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank Chairman 
KEVIN BRADY of the Ways and Means 
Committee for agreeing to help expe- 
dite consideration of this bill today. 
This bill, particularly title III, is of the 
utmost importance to the people of 
American Samoa. 

I respectfully urge my colleagues to 
support this important legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON NATURAL RESOURCES, 
Washington, DC, August 3, 2016. 
Hon. KEVIN BRADY, 
Chairman, Committee on Ways and Means, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: On July 13, 2016, the 

Committee on Natural Resources favorably 
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reported as amended H.R. 4576, the Ensuring 
Access to Pacific Fisheries Act, by unani- 
mous consent. My staff has shared the re- 
ported text of the bill with your staff. 

The reported bill contains provisions re- 
garding fishery exports and imports, a mat- 
ter within the jurisdiction of the Committee 
on Ways and Means. I ask that the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means not seek a se- 
quential referral of the bill so that it may be 
scheduled by the Majority Leader when the 
House returns from the August District 
Work Period. This concession in no way af- 
fects your jurisdiction over the subject mat- 
ter of the bill, and it will not serve as prece- 
dent for future referrals. In addition, should 
a conference on the bill be necessary, I would 
support your request to have the Committee 
on Ways and Means represented on the con- 
ference committee. Finally, I would be 
pleased to include this letter and any re- 
sponse in the Congressional Record to docu- 
ment this agreement. 

Thank you for your consideration of my 
request, and I look forward to further oppor- 
tunities to work with you this Congress. 

Sincerely, 
ROB BISHOP, 
Chairman. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS, 
Washington, DC, August 3, 2016. 
Hon. ROB BISHOP, 
Chairman, Committee on Natural Resources, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN BISHOP: Thank you for 
your letter concerning H.R. 4576, the ‘‘Ensur- 
ing Access to Pacific Fisheries Act.” As you 
note, the bill contains provisions within the 
Rule X jurisdiction of the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

I appreciate your willingness to work with 
my Committee on this legislation. In order 
to allow H.R. 4576 to move expeditiously to 
the House floor, I will not seek a sequential 
referral on this bill. The Committee on Ways 
and Means takes this action with our mutual 
understanding that by foregoing formal con- 
sideration of H.R. 4576, we do not waive any 
jurisdiction over subject matter contained in 
this or similar legislation, and that our Com- 
mittee will be appropriately consulted and 
involved as this bill or similar legislation 
moves forward. Our Committee also reserves 
the right to seek appointment of an appro- 
priate number of conferees to any House- 
Senate conference involving this or similar 
legislation, and asks that you support any 
such request. 

I would appreciate your response to this 
letter confirming this understanding, and 
would request that you include a copy of this 
letter and your response in the Congres- 
sional Record during the floor consideration 
of this bill. Thank you in advance for your 
cooperation. 

Sincerely, 
KEVIN BRADY, 
Chairman. 


Mr. SABLAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

This bill implements two important 
fisheries treaties: the Convention on 
the Conservation and Management of 
High Seas Fisheries Resources in the 
North Pacific Ocean and the Conven- 
tion on the Conservation and Manage- 
ment of High Seas Fisheries Resources 
in the South Pacific Ocean. These trea- 
ties cover bottom- and mid-water fish- 
eries in the Pacific Ocean’s inter- 
national waters, and implementing 
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them will give the United States a seat 
at the table to ensure access for our 
fishermen and sound management of 
the resource. 

H.R. 4576 also updates the Northwest 
Atlantic Fisheries Convention Act and 
amends the Western and Central Pa- 
cific Fisheries Convention Act, and 
makes important changes to the High 
Seas Driftnet Fishing Moratorium Pro- 
tection Act. This set of changes will 
enhance our ability to combat illegal, 
unreported, and unregulated fishing 
and give greater protection to sharks. 

I applaud the efforts of the gentle- 
woman from American Samoa (Mrs. 
RADEWAGEN) to bring this bill to the 
floor in its current form. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in 
supporting it. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no further speak- 
ers, and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mrs. RADEWAGEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentlewoman from American 
Samoa (Mrs. RADEWAGEN) that the 
House suspend the rules and pass the 
bill, H.R. 4576, as amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


EE 


REAUTHORIZING THE HISTORI- 
CALLY BLACK COLLEGES AND 
UNIVERSITIES HISTORIC PRES- 
ERVATION PROGRAM 


Mrs. RADEWAGEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 295) to reauthorize the His- 
torically Black Colleges and Univer- 
sities Historic Preservation program, 
as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 295 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 


SECTION 1. HISTORICALLY BLACK COLLEGES 
AND UNIVERSITIES HISTORIC PRES- 
ERVATION PROGRAM REAUTHOR- 
IZED. 


Section 507(d)(2) of the Omnibus Parks and 
Public Lands Management Act of 1996 (54 
U.S.C. 302101 note) is amended by striking the 
period at the end and inserting ‘‘and each of fis- 
cal years 2017 through 2023.’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from 
American Samoa (Mrs. RADEWAGEN) 
and the gentleman from the Northern 
Mariana Islands (Mr. SABLAN) each will 
control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
woman from American Samoa. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mrs. RADEWAGEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that all Mem- 
bers may have 5 legislative days to re- 
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vise and extend their remarks and in- 
clude extraneous materials on the bill 
under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
woman from American Samoa? 

There was no objection. 

Mrs. RADEWAGEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

H.R. 295, introduced by Congressman 
CLYBURN of South Carolina, reauthor- 
izes the Historically Black Colleges 
and Universities Historic Preservation 
program. Since 1988, this program has 
allowed historically Black colleges and 
universities to document, preserve, and 
stabilize historic structures on their 
campuses. Over $60 million has been 
awarded to these colleges and univer- 
sities for this program, ensuring that 
their rich history remains preserved 
for future generations. 

I urge my colleagues to adopt this 
important measure. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. SABLAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. 
CLYBURN), the sponsor of the bill. 

Mr. CLYBURN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support of H.R. 295, my bill to reau- 
thorize the Historically Black Colleges 
and Universities Historic Preservation 
program. This bill has been cospon- 
sored by my colleagues in the Congres- 
sional Black Caucus and is broadly sup- 
ported by all of our colleagues. It re- 
ceived a unanimous vote in the House 
Natural Resources Committee earlier 
this year, and I thank Mrs. RADEWAGEN 
and Mr. SABLAN and all of our col- 
leagues for their support. 

As a former high school history 
teacher, I have worked during my ten- 
ure in Congress to preserve and protect 
our Nation’s historic treasures. His- 
torically Black colleges and univer- 
sities, commonly called HBCUs, are 
some of the most important historic 
educational institutions in our coun- 
try. Many of them have buildings and 
sites on their campuses that have ex- 
isted for over a century. Unfortu- 
nately, many of the historic buildings 
and sites on these campuses have dete- 
riorated over the years and are at risk 
of being lost completely if not pre- 
served and protected. 

In 1998, at the request of the Congres- 
sional Black Caucus, the United States 
Government Accountability Office sur- 
veyed 103 HBCU campuses to identify 
the historically significant sites on 
these campuses and project the cost of 
restoring and preserving these prop- 
erties. The GAO identified 712 historic 
buildings and sites and projected a cost 
of $755 million to restore and preserve 
them. Each of these sites has national 
significance to American history, and I 
believe we have an obligation to be 
stewards of these cultural treasures. 

Congress first authorized grants to 
HBCUs for historic preservation in 
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1996. In 2003, working with our former 
colleague, the gentleman from Utah, 
Jim Hansen, and our current colleague, 
and my friend, the gentleman from 
Tennessee, JIMMY DUNCAN, Congress ex- 
panded the program that was origi- 
nally championed by our former col- 
league, the gentleman from Tennessee, 
Bob Clement. Ten million dollars was 
authorized annually for 5 years. 

The bill before us today extends that 
authorization at the same level for an 
additional 7 years. I have seen the 
transformative effect of these historic 
preservation grants on HBCU campuses 
in my district and across the country. 

Arnette Hall at Allen University in 
Columbia, South Carolina, was de- 
signed by an African American archi- 
tect and constructed by the university 
students themselves in 1891. Before 
being restored to the Secretary of the 
Interior’s standards, Arnette Hall had 
been boarded up for nearly 40 years. 

Testifying before the Committee on 
Natural Resources earlier this year, 
Claflin University’s president, Dr. 
Henry Tisdale, spoke of the tremen- 
dous impact the restorations of Min- 
isters and Tingley Halls have had on 
his institution. 

Last June, I spoke at the rededica- 
tion of historic Chappelle Auditorium, 
on the campus of Allen University, 
which was painstakingly restored 
thanks to funding from this program. 
Originally built in 1925, this building 
was central to the cultural life of Afri- 
can Americans in South Carolina for 
generations. 

In 1947, Reverend Joseph A. DeLaine 
attended a NAACP event at Chappelle 
Auditorium that inspired him to orga- 
nize Black families in Clarendon Coun- 
ty to petition their school district to 
provide buses for Black students who, 
at the time, were forced to make a 
daily walk of 9.4 miles to school. This 
case, Briggs v. Elliot, precipitated the 
frontal attack on segregation in the 
country and was later combined with 
four other cases that became Brown v. 
Board of Education of Topeka, Kansas, 
at the United States Supreme Court. 
Overturning the ‘‘separate but equal” 
fallacy, Brown ended legal segregation 
in this country. 

Historic buildings and sites at 59 
HBCUs in 20 States have benefited from 
this program. Their stories are similar 
to those in my district that I have just 
shared. 

There are many more buildings and 
sites on these campuses that are in dire 
need of restoration and preservation. 
H.R. 295 will renew our commitment to 
the stewardship of this critical aspect 
of American history. 

Although it will not provide all of 
the funding the GAO estimated is need- 
ed to preserve every threatened site, 
H.R. 295 will continue the progress 
Congress has made in preserving these 
unique treasures. 

I thank Chairman BISHOP, sub- 
committee Chairman MCCLINTOCK, and 
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Ranking Members GRIJALVA and TSON- 
GAS for their support of this important 
legislation, and I urge all of my col- 
leagues to support it. 

Mrs. RADEWAGEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
would advise the gentleman that I have 
no additional speakers, and I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. SABLAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

H.R. 295 is a great bill. I would like 
to thank the gentleman from South 
Carolina (Mr. CLYBURN), my esteemed 
colleague, for all of his hard work. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in 
supporting this bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mrs. RADEWAGEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentlewoman from American 
Samoa (Mrs. RADEWAGEN) that the 
House suspend the rules and pass the 
bill, H.R. 295, as amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


EE 


ALYCE SPOTTED BEAR AND WAL- 
TER SOBOLEFF COMMISSION ON 
NATIVE CHILDREN ACT 


Mrs. RADEWAGEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (S. 246) to establish the Alyce Spot- 
ted Bear and Walter Soboleff Commis- 
sion on Native Children, and for other 
purposes, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

S. 246 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the “Alyce Spotted 
Bear and Walter Soboleff Commission on Native 
Children Act”. 

SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 

(1) COMMISSION.—The term ‘‘Commission”’ 
means the Alyce Spotted Bear and Walter 
Soboleff Commission on Native Children estab- 
lished by section 3. 

(2) INDIAN.—The term “Indian” has the mean- 
ing given the term in section 4 of the Indian 
Self-Determination and Education Assistance 
Act (25 U.S.C. 450b). 

(3) INDIAN TRIBE.—The term “Indian tribe” 
has the meaning given the term in section 4 of 
the Indian Self-Determination and Education 
Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 450b). 

(4) NATIVE CHILD.—The term “Native child” 
means— 

(A) an Indian child, as that term is defined in 
section 4 of the Indian Child Welfare Act of 1978 
(25 U.S.C. 1903); 

(B) an Indian who is between the ages of 18 
and 24 years old; and 

(C) a Native Hawaiian who is not older than 
24 years old. 

(5) NATIVE HAWAIIAN.—The term “Native Ha- 
waiian’’ has the meaning given the term in sec- 
tion 7207 of the Elementary and Secondary Edu- 
cation Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 7517). 
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(6) SECRETARY.—The term “Secretary” means 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

(7) TRIBAL COLLEGE OR UNIVERSITY.—The term 
“Tribal College or University” has the meaning 
given the term in section 316(b) of the Higher 
Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1059c(b)). 

SEC. 3. COMMISSION ON NATIVE CHILDREN. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—There is established a com- 
mission in the Office of Tribal Justice of the De- 
partment of Justice, to be known as the ‘‘Alyce 
Spotted Bear and Walter Soboleff Commission 
on Native Children”. 

(b) MEMBERSHIP.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Commission shall be 
composed of 11 members, of whom— 

(A) 3 shall be appointed by the President, in 
consultation with— 

(i) the Attorney General; 

(ii) the Secretary; 

(iti) the Secretary of Education; and 

(iv) the Secretary of Health and Human Serv- 
ices; 

(B) 3 shall be appointed by the Majority Lead- 
er of the Senate, in consultation with the Chair- 
person of the Committee on Indian Affairs of the 
Senate; 

(C) 1 shall be appointed by the Minority Lead- 
er of the Senate, in consultation with the Vice 
Chairperson of the Committee on Indian Affairs 
of the Senate; 

(D) 3 shall be appointed by the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives, in consultation with 
the Chairperson of the Committee on Natural 
Resources of the House of Representatives; and 

(E) 1 shall be appointed by the Minority Lead- 
er of the House of Representatives, in consulta- 
tion with the Ranking Member of the Committee 
on Natural Resources of the House of Represent- 
atives. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS FOR ELIGIBILITY.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(B), each member of the Commission shall have 
significant experience and expertise in— 

(i) Indian affairs; and 

(ii) matters to be studied by the Commission, 
including— 

(I) health care issues facing Native children, 
including mental health, physical health, and 
nutrition; 

(II) Indian education, including experience 
with Bureau of Indian Education schools and 
public schools, tribally operated schools, tribal 
colleges or universities, early childhood edu- 
cation programs, and the development of extra- 
curricular programs; 

(III) juvenile justice programs relating to pre- 
vention and reducing incarceration and rates of 
recidivism; and 

(IV) social service programs that are used by 
Native children and designed to address basic 
needs, such as food, shelter, and safety, includ- 
ing child protective services, group homes, and 
shelters. 

(B) EXPERTS.— 

(i) NATIVE CHILDREN.—1 member of the Com- 
mission shall— 

(I) meet the requirements of subparagraph 
(A); and 

(II) be responsible for providing the Commis- 
sion with insight into and input from Native 
children on the matters studied by the Commis- 
sion. 

(ii) RESEARCH.—1 member of the Commission 
shall— 

(I) meet the requirements of subparagraph 
(A); and 

(II) have extensive experience in statistics or 
social science research. 

(3) TERMS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Each member of the Com- 
mission shall be appointed for the life of the 
Commission. 

(B) VACANCIES.—A vacancy in the Commission 
shall be filled in the manner in which the origi- 
nal appointment was made. 
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(c) OPERATION.— 

(1) CHAIRPERSON.—Not later than 15 days 
after the date on which all members of the Com- 
mission have been appointed, the Commission 
shall select 1 member to serve as Chairperson of 
the Commission. 

(2) MEETINGS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Commission shall meet 
at the call of the Chairperson. 

(B) INITIAL MEETING.—The initial meeting of 
the Commission shall take place not later than 
30 days after the date described in paragraph 
(1). 

(3) QUORUM.—A majority of the members of 
the Commission shall constitute a quorum, but a 
lesser number of members may hold hearings. 

(4) RULES.—The Commission may establish, by 
majority vote, any rules for the conduct of Com- 
mission business, in accordance with this Act 
and other applicable law. 

(ad) NATIVE ADVISORY COMMITTEE.— 

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Commission shall 
establish a committee, to be known as the ‘‘Na- 
tive Advisory Committee”. 

(2) MEMBERSHIP.— 

(A) COMPOSITION.—The Native Advisory Com- 
mittee shall consist of— 

(i) 1 representative of Indian tribes from each 
region of the Bureau of Indian Affairs who is 25 
years of age or older; and 

(ii) 1 Native Hawaiian who is 25 years of age 
or older. 

(B) QUALIFICATIONS.—Each member of the Na- 
tive Advisory Committee shall have experience 
relating to matters to be studied by the Commis- 
sion. 

(3) DUTIES.—The Native Advisory Committee 
shall— 

(A) serve as an advisory body to the Commis- 
sion; and 

(B) provide to the Commission advice and rec- 
ommendations, submit materials, documents, 
testimony, and such other information as the 
Commission determines to be necessary to carry 
out the duties of the Commission under this sec- 
tion. 

(4) NATIVE CHILDREN SUBCOMMITTEE.—The 
Native Advisory Committee shall establish a sub- 
committee that shall consist of at least 1 member 
from each region of the Bureau of Indian Af- 
fairs and 1 Native Hawaiian, each of whom 
shall be a Native child, and have experience 
serving on the council of a tribal, regional, or 
national youth organization. 

(e) COMPREHENSIVE STUDY OF NATIVE CHIL- 
DREN ISSUES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Commission shall con- 
duct a comprehensive study of Federal, State, 
local, and tribal programs that serve Native 
children, including an evaluation of— 

(A) the impact of concurrent jurisdiction on 
child welfare systems; 

(B) the barriers Indian tribes and Native Ha- 
waiians face in applying, reporting on, and 
using existing public and private grant re- 
sources, including identification of any Federal 
cost-sharing requirements; 

(C) the obstacles to nongovernmental finan- 
cial support, such as from private foundations 
and corporate charities, for programs benefit- 
ting Native children; 

(D) the issues relating to data collection, such 
as small sample sizes, large margins of error, or 
other issues related to the validity and statis- 
tical significance of data on Native children; 

(E) the barriers to the development of sustain- 
able, multidisciplinary programs designed to as- 
sist high-risk Native children and families of 
those high-risk Native children; 

(F) cultural or socioeconomic challenges in 
communities of Native children; 

(G) any examples of successful program mod- 
els and use of best practices in programs that 
serve children and families; 
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(H) the barriers to interagency coordination 
on programs benefitting Native children; and 

(I) the use of memoranda of agreement or 
interagency agreements to facilitate or improve 
agency coordination, including the effects of ex- 
isting memoranda or interagency agreements on 
program service delivery and efficiency. 

(2) COORDINATION.—In conducting the study 
under paragraph (1), the Commission shall, to 
the maximum extent practicable— 

(A) to avoid duplication of efforts, collaborate 
with other workgroups focused on similar issues, 
such as the Task Force on American Indian/ 
Alaska Native Children Exposed to Violence of 
the Attorney General; and 

(B) to improve coordination and reduce travel 
costs, use available technology. 

(3) RECOMMENDATIONS.—Taking into consid- 
eration the results of the study under paragraph 
(1) and the analysis of any existing data relat- 
ing to Native children received from Federal 
agencies, the Commission shall— 

(A) develop recommendations for goals, and 
plans for achieving those goals, for Federal pol- 
icy relating to Native children in the short-, 
mid-, and long-term, which shall be informed by 
the development of accurate child well-being 
measures, except that the Commission shall not 
consider or recommend the recognition or the es- 
tablishment of a government-to-government re- 
lationship with— 

(i) any entity not recognized on or before the 
date of enactment of this Act by the Federal 
Government through an Act of Congress, Execu- 
tive action, judicial decree, or any other action; 
or 

(ii) any entity not included in the list author- 
ized pursuant to the Federally Recognized In- 
dian Tribe List Act of 1994 (25 U.S.C. 479a et 
seq.); 

(B) make recommendations on necessary modi- 
fications and improvements to programs that 
serve Native children at the Federal, State, and 
tribal levels, on the condition that the rec- 
ommendations recognize the diversity in cul- 
tural values, integrate the cultural strengths of 
the communities of the Native children, and will 
result in— 

(i) improvements to the child welfare system 
that— 

(I) reduce the disproportionate rate at which 
Native children enter child protective services 
and the period of time spent in the foster sys- 
tem; 

(II) increase coordination among social work- 
ers, police, and foster families assisting Native 
children while in the foster system to result in 
the increased safety of Native children while in 
the foster system; 

(III) encourage the hiring and retention of li- 
censed social workers in Native communities; 

(IV) address the lack of available foster homes 
in Native communities; and 

(V) reduce truancy and improve the academic 
proficiency and graduation rates of Native chil- 
dren in the foster system; 

(ii) improvements to the mental and physical 
health of Native children, taking into consider- 
ation the rates of suicide, substance abuse, and 
access to nutrition and health care, including— 

(I) an analysis of the increased access of Na- 
tive children to Medicaid under the Patient Pro- 
tection and Affordable Care Act (Public Law 
111-148) and the effect of that increase on the 
ability of Indian tribes and Native Hawaiians to 
develop sustainable health programs; and 

(II) an evaluation of the effects of a lack of 
public sanitation infrastructure, including in- 
home sewer and water, on the health status of 
Native children; 

(iii) improvements to educational and voca- 
tional opportunities for Native children that will 
lead to— 

(I) increased school attendance, performance, 
and graduation rates for Native children across 


12329 


all educational levels, including early edu- 
cation, post-secondary, and graduate school; 

(II) localized strategies developed by edu- 
cators, tribal and community leaders, and law 
enforcement to prevent and reduce truancy 
among Native children; 

(III) scholarship opportunities at a Tribal Col- 
lege or University and other public and private 
postsecondary institutions; 

(IV) increased participation of the immediate 
families of Native children; 

(V) coordination among schools and Indian 
tribes that serve Native children, including in 
the areas of data sharing and student tracking; 

(VI) accurate identification of students as Na- 
tive children; and 

(VII) increased school counseling services, im- 
proved access to quality nutrition at school, and 
safe student transportation; 

(iv) improved policies and practices by local 
school districts that would result in improved 
academic proficiency for Native children; 

(v) increased access to extracurricular activi- 
ties for Native children that are designed to in- 
crease self-esteem, promote community engage- 
ment, and support academic excellence while 
also serving to prevent unplanned pregnancy, 
membership in gangs, drug and alcohol abuse, 
and suicide, including activities that incor- 
porate traditional language and cultural prac- 
tices of Indians and Native Hawaiians; 

(vi) taking into consideration the report of the 
Indian Law and Order Commission issued pur- 
suant to section 15(f) of the Indian Law En- 
forcement Reform Act (25 U.S.C. 2812(f)), im- 
provements to Federal, State, and tribal juvenile 
justice systems and detention programs— 

(I) to provide greater access to educational op- 
portunities and social services for incarcerated 
Native children; 

(II) to promote prevention and reduce incar- 
ceration and recidivism rates among Native chil- 
dren; 

(III) to identify intervention approaches and 
alternatives to incarceration of Native children; 

(IV) to incorporate families and the tradi- 
tional cultures of Indians and Native Hawaiians 
in the juvenile justice process, including 
through the development of a family court for 
juvenile offenses; and 

(V) to prevent unnecessary detentions and 
identify successful reentry programs; 

(vii) expanded access to a continuum of early 
development and learning services for Native 
children from prenatal to age 5 that are cul- 
turally competent, support Native language 
preservation, and comprehensively promote the 
health, well-being, learning, and development of 
Native children, such as— 

(I) high quality early care and learning pro- 
grams for children starting from birth, including 
Early Head Start, Head Start, child care, and 
preschool programs; 

(II) programs, including home visiting and 
family resource and support programs, that in- 
crease the capacity of parents to support the 
learning and development of the children of the 
parents, beginning prenatally, and connect the 
parents with necessary resources; 

(IID) early intervention and preschool services 
for infants, toddlers, and preschool-aged chil- 
dren with developmental delays or disabilities; 
and 

(IV) professional development opportunities 
for Native providers of early development and 
learning services; 

(viii) the development of a system that delivers 
wrap-around services to Native children in a 
way that is comprehensive and sustainable, in- 
cluding through increased coordination among 
Indian tribes, schools, law enforcement, health 
care providers, social workers, and families; 

(ix) more flexible use of existing Federal pro- 
grams, such as by— 
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(I) providing Indians and Native Hawaiians 
with more flexibility to carry out programs, 
while maintaining accountability, minimizing 
administrative time, cost, and expense and re- 
ducing the burden of Federal paperwork re- 
quirements; and 

(II) allowing unexpended Federal funds to be 
used flexibly to support programs benefitting 
Native children, while taking into account— 

(aa) the Indian Employment, Training and 
Related Services Demonstration Act of 1992 (25 
U.S.C. 3401 note; 106 Stat. 2302); 

(bb) the Coordinated Tribal Assistance Solici- 
tation program of the Department of Justice; 

(cc) the Federal policy of self-determination; 
and 

(dd) any consolidated grant programs; and 

(x) solutions to other issues that, as deter- 
mined by the Commission, would improve the 
health, safety, and well-being of Native chil- 
dren; 

(C) make recommendations for improving data 
collection methods that consider— 

(i) the adoption of standard definitions and 
compatible systems platforms to allow for great- 
er linkage of data sets across Federal agencies; 

(ii) the appropriateness of existing data cat- 
egories for comparative purposes; 

(iii) the development of quality data and 
measures, such as by ensuring sufficient sample 
sizes and frequency of sampling, for Federal, 
State, and tribal programs that serve Native 
children; 

(iv) the collection and measurement of data 
that are useful to Indian tribes and Native Ha- 
watians; 

(v) the inclusion of Native children in longitu- 
dinal studies; and 

(vi) tribal access to data gathered by Federal, 
State, and local governmental agencies; and 

(D) identify models of successful Federal, 
State, and tribal programs in the areas studied 
by the Commission. 

(f) REPORT.—Not later than 3 years after the 
date on which all members of the Commission 
are appointed and amounts are made available 
to carry out this Act, the Commission shall sub- 
mit to the President, the Committee on Natural 
Resources of the House of Representatives, the 
Committee on Indian Affairs of the Senate, and 
the Committees on Appropriations of the House 
of Representatives and the Senate, a report that 
contains— 

(1) a detailed statement of the findings and 
conclusions of the Commission; and 

(2) the recommendations of the Commission for 
such legislative and administrative actions as 
the Commission considers to be appropriate. 

(g) POWERS.— 

(1) HEARINGS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Commission may hold 
such hearings, meet and act at such times and 
places, take such testimony, and receive such 
evidence as the Commission considers to be ad- 
visable to carry out the duties of the Commission 
under this section, except that the Commission 
shall hold not less than 5 hearings in Native 
communities. 

(B) PUBLIC REQUIREMENT.—The hearings of 
the Commission under this paragraph shall be 
open to the public. 

(2) WITNESS EXPENSES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—A witness requested to ap- 
pear before the Commission shall be paid the 
same fees and allowances as are paid to wit- 
nesses under section 1821 of title 28, United 
States Code. 

(B) PER DIEM AND MILEAGE.—The fees and al- 
lowances for a witness shall be paid from funds 
made available to the Commission. 

(3) INFORMATION FROM FEDERAL, TRIBAL, AND 
STATE AGENCIES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Commission may secure 
directly from a Federal agency such information 
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as the Commission considers to be necessary to 
carry out this section. 

(B) TRIBAL AND STATE AGENCIES.—The Com- 
mission may request the head of any tribal or 
State agency to provide to the Commission such 
information as the Commission considers to be 
necessary to carry out this Act. 

(4) POSTAL SERVICES.—The Commission may 
use the United States mails in the same manner 
and under the same conditions as other agencies 
of the Federal Government. 

(5) GIFTS.—The Commission may accept, use, 
and dispose of gifts or donations of services or 
property related to the purpose of the Commis- 
sion. 

(h) COMMISSION PERSONNEL MATTERS.— 

(1) TRAVEL EXPENSES.—A member of the Com- 
mission shall be allowed travel expenses, includ- 
ing per diem in lieu of subsistence, at rates au- 
thorized for an employee of an agency under 
subchapter I of chapter 57 of title 5, United 
States Code, while away from the home or reg- 
ular place of business of the member in the per- 
formance of the duties of the Commission. 

(2) DETAIL OF FEDERAL EMPLOYEES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—On the affirmative vote of 7 
of the members of the Commission— 

(i) the Attorney General, the Secretary, the 
Secretary of Education, and the Secretary of the 
Health and Human Services shall each detail, 
without reimbursement, 1 or more employees of 
the Department of Justice, the Department of 
the Interior, the Department of Education, and 
the Department of Health and Human Services; 
and 

(ii) with the approval of the appropriate Fed- 
eral agency head, an employee of any other 
Federal agency may be, without reimbursement, 
detailed to the Commission. 

(B) EFFECT ON DETAILEES.—Detail under this 
paragraph shall be without interruption or loss 
of civil service status, benefits, or privileges. 

(3) PROCUREMENT OF TEMPORARY AND INTER- 
MITTENT SERVICES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—On request of the Commis- 
sion, the Attorney General shall provide to the 
Commission, on a reimbursable basis, reasonable 
and appropriate office space, supplies, and ad- 
ministrative assistance. 

(B) NO REQUIREMENT FOR PHYSICAL FACILI- 
TIES.—The Administrator of General Services 
shall not be required to locate a permanent, 
physical office space for the operation of the 
Commission. 

(4) MEMBERS NOT FEDERAL EMPLOYEES.—No 
member of the Commission, the Native Advisory 
Committee, or the Native Children Subcommittee 
shall be considered to be a Federal employee. 

(i) TERMINATION OF COMMISSION.—The Com- 
mission shall terminate 90 days after the date on 
which the Commission submits the report under 
subsection (f). 

(j) NONAPPLICABILITY OF FACA.—The Federal 
Advisory Committee Act (5 U.S.C. App.) shall 
not apply to the Commission, the Native Advi- 
sory Committee, or the Native Children Sub- 
committee. 

(k) EFFECT.—This Act shall not be construed 
to recognize or establish a government-to-gov- 
ernment relationship with— 

(1) any entity not recognized on or before the 
date of enactment of this Act by the Federal 
Government through an Act of Congress, Execu- 
tive action, judicial decree, or any other action; 
or 

(2) any entity not included in the list author- 
ized pursuant to the Federally Recognized In- 
dian Tribe List Act of 1994 (25 U.S.C. 479a et 
seq.). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from 
American Samoa (Mrs. RADEWAGEN) 
and the gentleman from the Northern 
Mariana Islands (Mr. SABLAN) each will 
control 20 minutes. 
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The Chair recognizes the gentle- 

woman from American Samoa. 
GENERAL LEAVE 

Mrs. RADEWAGEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that all Mem- 
bers may have 5 legislative days to re- 
vise and extend their remarks and in- 
clude extraneous materials on the bill 
under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
woman from American Samoa? 

There was no objection. 

Mrs. RADEWAGEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

I rise today in support of S. 246, the 
Alyce Spotted Bear and Walter 
Soboleff Commission on Native Chil- 
dren Act. This bill would establish a 
commission in the Office of Tribal Jus- 
tice at the Department of Justice. The 
commission would be composed of 11 
members appointed by the President 
and congressional leadership. Each 
commissioner would be required to 
have significant expertise in Indian af- 
fairs, healthcare issues facing Native 
children, Indian education, juvenile 
justice programs focused on reducing 
incarceration and recidivism, and so- 
cial services programs used by Native 
children. 
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The commission would report to Con- 
gress and to the President with legisla- 
tive and administrative recommenda- 
tions for improving support for mental 
and physical health and increased edu- 
cational opportunities for Native chil- 
dren. 

Protecting Native children and pro- 
viding safe and supportive commu- 
nities has always been a top priority 
identified by tribal leaders, yet the 
lack of sufficient coordinated research 
on the full scope of the causes, existing 
issues, and challenges inhibits the Fed- 
eral and tribal governments from de- 
veloping appropriate tailored programs 
to deliver the most efficient and tar- 
geted services to Native children. 

S. 246 is a companion bill to H.R. 
2751, sponsored by the gentlewoman 
from Minnesota (Ms. MCCOLLUM). I 
urge adoption of S. 246. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. SABLAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

The studies indicate that Native 
youth experience significantly more 
challenges in virtually every aspect of 
their development from birth to ado- 
lescence than any other population. 
Native infants experience higher infant 
mortality rates than those of other ra- 
cial or ethnic groups. Native children 
are overrepresented in foster care, at 
more than 2.1 times the general popu- 
lation, and 37 percent of Native chil- 
dren live in poverty. 

Finally, it is most troubling that Na- 
tive youth face a higher risk and rate 
of premature death than other youth. 
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In fact, suicide is the second leading 
cause of death, 2.5 times the national 
rate, for Native youth in the 15 to 24 
age group. 

We need to take a comprehensive 
look at the health and well-being of 
Native children and to find the root 
causes of and real solutions to the 
problems and issues that are leading to 
these disturbing trends. This is why I 
wholeheartedly support S. 246 and the 
establishment of the Alyce Spotted 
Bear and Walter Soboleff Commission 
on Native Children. 

The commission will be comprised of 
experts in the areas of juvenile justice, 
social work, education, and mental and 
physical health, working alongside a 
Native advisory committee composed 
of Native tribal representatives. They 
will conduct a comprehensive study of 
current Federal and local programs, 
grants, and support available for Na- 
tive communities and children, and 
will report our recommendations for 
legislative and administrative actions 
and modifications and improvements 
to better serve our Native children. 

I want to thank Senator HEITKAMP 
for introducing this important legisla- 
tion and for tirelessly advocating for 
the creation of this commission. I also 
want to thank the gentlewoman from 
Minnesota (Ms. McCoLLuUM) for cham- 
pioning the House version of the bill, 
H.R. 2751. 

Mr. Speaker, I know that the Alyce 
Spotted Bear and Walter Soboleff Com- 
mission on Native Children will be suc- 
cessful in its endeavor, and I encourage 
my colleagues to swiftly adopt this leg- 
islation. Native children cannot wait 
any longer. 

I have no further speakers, and I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Mrs. RADEWAGEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentlewoman from American 
Samoa (Mrs. RADEWAGEN) that the 
House suspend the rules and pass the 
bill, S. 246, as amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


EE 


NATIVE AMERICAN TOURISM AND 
IMPROVING VISITOR EXPERI- 
ENCE ACT 


Mrs. RADEWAGEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (S. 1579) to enhance and integrate 
Native American tourism, empower 
Native American communities, in- 
crease coordination and collaboration 
between Federal tourism assets, and 
expand heritage and cultural tourism 
opportunities in the United States. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 
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S. 1579 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Native 
American Tourism and Improving Visitor 
Experience Act” or the ‘‘NATIVE Act”. 

SEC. 2. PURPOSES. 

The purposes of this Act are— 

(1) to enhance and integrate Native Amer- 
ican tourism— 

(A) to empower Native American commu- 
nities; and 

(B) to advance the National Travel and 
Tourism Strategy; 

(2) to increase coordination and collabora- 
tion between Federal tourism assets to sup- 
port Native American tourism and bolster 
recreational travel and tourism; 

(8) to expand heritage and cultural tourism 
opportunities in the United States to spur 
economic development, create jobs, and in- 
crease tourism revenues; 

(4) to enhance and improve self-determina- 
tion and self-governance capabilities in the 
Native American community and to promote 
greater self-sufficiency; 

(5) to encourage Indian tribes, tribal orga- 
nizations, and Native Hawaiian organiza- 
tions to engage more fully in Native Amer- 
ican tourism activities to increase visitation 
to rural and remote areas in the United 
States that are too difficult to access or are 
unknown to domestic travelers and inter- 
national tourists; 

(6) to provide grants, loans, and technical 
assistance to Indian tribes, tribal organiza- 
tions, and Native Hawaiian organizations 
that will— 

(A) spur important infrastructure develop- 
ment; 

(B) increase tourism capacity; and 

(C) elevate living standards in Native 
American communities; and 

(7) to support the development of techno- 
logically innovative projects that will incor- 
porate recreational travel and tourism infor- 
mation and data from Federal assets to im- 
prove the visitor experience. 

SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 

(1) AGENCY.—The term ‘‘agency’’ has the 
meaning given the term in section 551 of 
title 5, United States Code. 

(2) INDIAN TRIBE.—The term ‘‘Indian tribe” 
has the meaning given the term in section 4 
of the Indian Self-Determination and Edu- 
cation Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 450b). 

(3) NATIVE HAWAIIAN ORGANIZATION.—The 
term ‘‘Native Hawaiian organization’’ means 
a nonprofit organization— 

(A) that serves the interests of Native Ha- 
waiians; 

(B) in which Native Hawaiians serve in 
substantive and policymaking positions; and 

(C) that is recognized for having expertise 
in Native Hawaiian culture and heritage, in- 
cluding tourism. 

(4) TRIBAL ORGANIZATION.—The term ‘‘trib- 
al organization” has the meaning given the 
term in section 4 of the Indian Self-Deter- 
mination and Education Assistance Act (25 
U.S.C. 450b). 

SEC. 4. INTEGRATING FEDERAL TOURISM ASSETS 
TO STRENGTHEN NATIVE TOURISM 
OPPORTUNITIES. 

(a) SECRETARY OF COMMERCE AND SEC- 
RETARY OF THE INTERIOR.—The Secretary of 
Commerce and the Secretary of the Interior 
shall update the respective management 
plans and tourism initiatives of the Depart- 
ment of Commerce and the Department of 
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the Interior to include Indian tribes, tribal 
organizations, and Native Hawaiian organi- 
zations. 


(b) OTHER AGENCIES.—The head of each 
agency that has recreational travel or tour- 
ism functions or complementary programs 
shall update the respective management 
plans and tourism strategies of the agency to 
include Indian tribes, tribal organizations, 
and Native Hawaiian organizations. 


(c) NATIVE AMERICAN TOURISM PLANS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The plans shall outline 
policy proposals— 

(A) to improve travel and tourism data col- 
lection and analysis; 

(B) to increase the integration, alignment, 
and utility of public records, publications, 
and Web sites maintained by Federal agen- 
cies; 

(C) to create a better user experience for 
domestic travelers and international visi- 
tors; 

(D) to align Federal agency Web sites and 
publications; 

(E) to support national tourism goals; 

(F) to identify agency programs that could 
be used to support tourism capacity building 
and help sustain tourism infrastructure in 
Native American communities; 

(G) to develop innovative visitor portals 
for parks, landmarks, heritage and cultural 
sites, and assets that showcase and respect 
the diversity of the indigenous peoples of the 
United States; 

(H) to share local Native American herit- 
age through the development of bilingual in- 
terpretive and directional signage that could 
include or incorporate English and the local 
Native American language or languages; and 

(I) to improve access to transportation pro- 
grams related to Native American commu- 
nity capacity building for tourism and trade, 
including transportation planning for pro- 
grams related to visitor enhancement and 
safety. 

(2) CONSULTATION WITH INDIAN TRIBES AND 
NATIVE AMERICANS.—In developing the plan 
under paragraph (1), the head of each agency 
shall consult with Indian tribes and the Na- 
tive American community to identify appro- 
priate levels of inclusion of the Indian tribes 
and Native Americans in Federal tourism ac- 
tivities, public records and publications, in- 
cluding Native American tourism informa- 
tion available on Web sites. 


(d) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, in consultation with the Secretary of 
Commerce, shall enter into a memorandum 
of understanding or cooperative agreement 
with an entity or organization with a dem- 
onstrated record in tribal communities of de- 
fining, introducing, developing, and sus- 
taining American Indian, Alaska Native, and 
Native Hawaiian tourism and related activi- 
ties in a manner that respects and honors na- 
tive traditions and values. 

(2) COORDINATION.—The memorandum of 
understanding or cooperative agreement de- 
scribed in paragraph (1) shall formalize a 
role for the organization or entity to serve 
as a facilitator between the Secretary of the 
Interior and the Secretary of Commerce and 
the Indian tribes, tribal organizations, and 
Native Hawaiian organizations— 

(A) to identify areas where technical as- 
sistance is needed through consultations 
with Indian tribes, tribal organizations, and 
Native Hawaiian organizations to empower 
the Indian tribes, tribal organizations, and 
Native Hawaiian organizations to participate 
fully in the tourism industry; and 
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(B) to provide a means for the delivery of 
technical assistance and coordinate the de- 
livery of the assistance to Indian tribes, trib- 
al organizations, and Native Hawaiian orga- 
nizations in collaboration with the Secretary 
of the Interior, the Secretary of Commerce, 
and other entities with distinctive experi- 
ence, as appropriate. 

(3) FUNDING.—Subject to the availability of 
appropriations, the head of each Federal 
agency, including the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, the Secretary of Commerce, the Sec- 
retary of Transportation, the Secretary of 
Agriculture, the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services, and the Secretary of Labor 
shall obligate any funds made available to 
the head of the agency to cover any adminis- 
trative expenses incurred by the organiza- 
tion or entity described in paragraph (1) in 
carrying out programs or activities of the 
agency. 

(4) METRICS.—The Secretary of the Interior 
and the Secretary of Commerce shall coordi- 
nate with the organization or entity de- 
scribed in paragraph (1) to develop metrics to 
measure the effectiveness of the entity or or- 
ganization in strengthening tourism oppor- 
tunities for Indian tribes, tribal organiza- 
tions, and Native Hawaiian organizations. 

(e) REPORTS.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, and occa- 
sionally thereafter, the Secretary of the In- 
terior and the Secretary of Commerce shall 
each submit to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs of the Senate and the Committee on 
Natural Resources of the House of Rep- 
resentatives a report that describes— 

(1) the manner in which the Secretary of 
the Interior or the Secretary of Commerce, 
as applicable, is including Indian tribes, trib- 
al organizations, and Native Hawaiian orga- 
nizations in management plans; 

(2) the efforts of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior or the Secretary of Commerce, as appli- 
cable, to develop departmental and agency 
tourism plans to support tourism programs 
of Indian tribes, tribal organizations, and 
Native Hawaiian organizations; 

(3) the manner in which the entity or orga- 
nization described in subsection (d)(1) is 
working to promote tourism to empower In- 
dian tribes, tribal organizations, and Native 
Hawaiian organizations to participate fully 
in the tourism industry; and 

(4) the effectiveness of the entity or orga- 
nization described in subsection (d)(1) based 
on the metrics developed under subsection 
(d)(4). 

SEC. 5. NATIVE AMERICAN TOURISM AND BRAND- 
ING ENHANCEMENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The head of each agency 
shall— 

(1) take actions that help empower Indian 
tribes, tribal organizations, and Native Ha- 
waiian organizations to showcase the herit- 
age, foods, traditions, history, and con- 
tinuing vitality of Native American commu- 
nities; 

(2) support the efforts of Indian tribes, 
tribal organizations, and Native Hawaiian 
organizations— 

(A) to identify and enhance or maintain 
traditions and cultural features that are im- 
portant to sustain the distinctiveness of the 
local Native American community; and 

(B) to provide visitor experiences that are 
authentic and respectful; 

(3) provide assistance to interpret the con- 
nections between the indigenous peoples of 
the United States and the national identity 
of the United States; 

(4) enhance efforts to promote under- 
standing and respect for diverse cultures and 
subcultures in the United States and the rel- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


evance of those cultures to the national 
brand of the United States; and 

(5) enter into appropriate memoranda of 
understanding and establish public-private 
partnerships to ensure that arriving domes- 
tic travelers at airports and arriving inter- 
national visitors at ports of entry are wel- 
comed in a manner that both showcases and 
respects the diversity of Native American 
communities. 

(b) GRANTS.—To the extent practicable, 
grant programs relating to travel, recre- 
ation, or tourism administered by the Com- 
missioner of the Administration for Native 
Americans, Chairman of the National En- 
dowment for the Arts, Chairman of the Na- 
tional Endowment for the Humanities, or the 
head of an agency with assets or resources 
relating to travel, recreation, or tourism 
promotion or branding enhancement for 
which Indian tribes, tribal organizations, or 
Native Hawaiian organizations are eligible 
may be used— 

(1) to support the efforts of Indian tribes, 
tribal organizations, and Native Hawaiian 
organizations to tell the story of Native 
Americans as the First Peoples of the United 
States; 

(2) to use the arts and humanities to help 
revitalize Native communities, promote eco- 
nomic development, increase livability, and 
present the uniqueness of the United States 
to visitors in a way that celebrates the di- 
versity of the United States; and 

(8) to carry out this section. 

(c) SMITHSONIAN.—The Advisory Council 
and the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian 
Institution shall work with Indian tribes, 
tribal organizations, Native Hawaiian orga- 
nizations, and nonprofit organizations to es- 
tablish long-term partnerships with non- 
Smithsonian museums and educational and 
cultural organizations— 

(1) to share collections, exhibitions, inter- 
pretive materials, and educational strate- 
gies; and 

(2) to conduct joint research and collabo- 
rative projects that would support tourism 
efforts for Indian tribes, tribal organizations, 
and Native Hawaiian organizations and carry 
out the intent of this section. 

SEC. 6. EFFECT. 

Nothing in this Act alters, or demonstrates 
congressional support for the alteration of, 
the legal relationship between the United 
States and any American Indian, Alaska Na- 
tive, or Native Hawaiian individual, group, 
organization, or entity. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from 
American Samoa (Mrs. RADEWAGEN) 
and the gentleman from the Northern 
Mariana Islands (Mr. SABLAN) each will 
control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
woman from American Samoa. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mrs. RADEWAGEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that all Mem- 
bers may have 5 legislative days to re- 
vise and extend their remarks and in- 
clude extraneous materials on the bill 
under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
woman from American Samoa? 

There was no objection. 

Mrs. RADEWAGEN. I yield myself 
such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of S. 1579, the Native American Tour- 
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ism and Improving Visitor Experience 
Act, commonly known as the NATIVE 
Act. This bill would require Federal 
agencies with recreational travel and 
tourism functions to include Indian 
tribes and tribal organization in man- 
agement plans. Furthermore, the bill 
requires the Department of Commerce 
and the Department of the Interior to 
report on how each Department is in- 
cluding tribes to develop Native Amer- 
ican tourism plans to improve travel 
and tourism data collection. 

The U.S. Travel Association esti- 
mates that the tourism industry in the 
United States topped $220 billion in 
2014. According to the American Indian 
Alaska Native Tourism Association, 
there is growing interest in Indian 
Country as a tourist attraction. 

This bill would help strengthen co- 
ordination and collaboration between 
Federal agencies where tourism pro- 
grams currently exist without requir- 
ing any new appropriations. By remov- 
ing any silo systems within govern- 
ment, tribes can seek to seize economic 
opportunities. 

S. 1579 is the companion bill to H.R. 
3477, sponsored by the gentleman from 
Oklahoma, Congressman MARKWAYNE 
MULLIN. I want to thank him for his 
hard work on this legislation. 

I include in the RECORD an exchange 
of letters between the chairman of 
Committee on Energy and Commerce 
and the Committee on House Adminis- 
tration regarding this bill, and we 
thank them for agreeing to help expe- 
dite consideration of this bill today. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON NATURAL RESOURCES, 
Washington, DC, August 24, 2016. 
Hon. CANDICE MILLER, 
Chairman, Committee on House Administration, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MADAM CHAIRMAN: On July 138, 2016, 
the Committee on Natural Resources favor- 
ably reported S. 1579, Native American Tour- 
ism and Improving Visitor Experience Act, 
by unanimous consent. This bill was referred 
primarily to the Committee on Natural Re- 
sources, and in addition to the Committees 
on House Administration and Energy and 
Commerce. My staff has forwarded the re- 
ported text to your committee for review. 

Based on this text, I ask that you allow the 
Committee on House Administration to be 
discharged from further consideration of the 
bill so that it may be scheduled by the Ma- 
jority Leader. This discharge in no way af- 
fects your jurisdiction over the subject mat- 
ter of the bill, and it will not serve as prece- 
dent for future referrals. In addition, should 
a conference on the bill be necessary, I would 
support your request to have the Committee 
on House Administration be represented on 
the conference committee. Finally, I would 
be pleased to include this letter and any re- 
sponse in the bill report filed by the Com- 
mittee on Natural Resources to memorialize 
our understanding, as well as in the Congres- 
sional Record. 

Thank you for your consideration of my 
request, and I look forward to further oppor- 
tunities to work with you this Congress. 

Sincerely, 
ROB BISHOP, 
Chairman. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

COMMITTEE ON HOUSE ADMINISTRATION, 

Washington, DC, August 24, 2016. 
Hon. ROB BISHOP, 
Chairman, Committee on Natural Resources, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for your 
letter regarding S. 1579. As you know, the 
bill was received in the House of Representa- 
tives on June 15, 2015, and referred primarily 
to the Committee on Natural Resources and 
in addition to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce and the Committee on House Ad- 
ministration. The bill seeks to enhance and 
integrate Native American tourism, em- 
power Native American communities, in- 
crease coordination and collaboration be- 
tween Federal tourism assets, and expand 
heritage and cultural tourism opportunities 
in the United States. On July 13, 2016, your 
Committee ordered S. 1579 to be reported by 
unanimous consent. 

The Committee on House Administration 
agrees to discharge from further consider- 
ation of S. 1579 to expedite floor consider- 
ation. It is the understanding of the Com- 
mittee on House Administration that for- 
going action on S. 1579 will not prejudice the 
Committee with respect to appointment of 
conferees or any future jurisdictional claim. 
I request that your letter and this response 
be included in the bill report filed by your 
Committee, as well as in the Congressional 
Record. 

Sincerely, 
CANDICE MILLER, 
Chairman. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON NATURAL RESOURCES, 
Washington, DC, September 6, 2016. 
Hon. FRED UPTON, 
Chairman, Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: On July 13, 2016, the 
Committee on Natural Resources favorably 
reported S. 1579, Native American Tourism 
and Improving Visitor Experience Act, by 
unanimous consent. This bill was referred 
primarily to the Committee on Natural Re- 
sources, and in addition to the Committees 
on Energy and Commerce and House Admin- 
istration. My staff has forwarded the re- 
ported text to your committee for review. 

Based on this text, I ask that you allow the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce to be 
discharged from further consideration of the 
bill so that it may be scheduled by the Ma- 
jority Leader. This discharge in no way af- 
fects your jurisdiction over the subject mat- 
ter of the bill, and it will not serve as prece- 
dent for future referrals. In addition, should 
a conference on the bill be necessary, I would 
support your request to have the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce be represented on 
the conference committee. Finally, I would 
be pleased to include this letter and any re- 
sponse in the bill report filed by the Com- 
mittee on Natural Resources to memorialize 
our understanding, as well as in the Congres- 
sional Record. 

Thank you for your consideration of my 
request, and I look forward to further oppor- 
tunities to work with you this Congress. 

Sincerely, 
ROB BISHOP, 
Chairman. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND COMMERCE, 
Washington, DC, September 6, 2016. 
Hon. ROB BISHOP, 
Chairman, Committee on Natural Resources, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN BISHOP: I write in regard 

to S. 1579, NATIVE Act, which was recently 
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ordered to be reported by the Committee on 
Natural Resources. As you are aware, the 
bill also was referred to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. I wanted to notify 
you that the Committee on Energy and Com- 
merce will forgo action on S. 1579 so that it 
may proceed expeditiously to the House floor 
for consideration. 

This is done with the understanding that 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce’s 
jurisdictional interests over this and similar 
legislation are in no way diminished or al- 
tered. 

I would appreciate your response con- 
firming this understanding with respect to S. 
1579 and ask that a copy of our exchange of 
letters on this matter be included in the 
Congressional Record during consideration 
of the bill on the House floor. 

Sincerely, 
FRED UPTON, 
Chairman. 

Mrs. RADEWAGEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
urge adoption of S. 1579, and I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. SABLAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Like many other communities 
around the country, tribes and tribal 
organizations are looking for ways to 
attract the business of overseas tour- 
ists; and there is a significant oppor- 
tunity for tribes and Native people to 
share and reinforce their cultures, gen- 
erate income, create jobs, and improve 
their quality of life through increased 
tourism. 

According to the Department of Com- 
merce, as my colleague alluded to ear- 
lier, tourism was almost a quarter-of-a- 
trillion-dollar industry in 2014, with al- 
most 34 million overseas travelers vis- 
iting the United States. And overseas 
travelers to the United States who 
visit national parks or tribal lands 
tend to stay longer in the United 
States, visit more destinations within 
the country, and are more likely to be 
repeat visitors. 

However, there are currently no tour- 
ism initiatives at the Federal level 
that include tribes and tribal organiza- 
tions. The NATIVE Act would remedy 
that situation by encouraging Federal 
programs that support tourism and 
tourism infrastructure to engage with 
our Native American communities. 
This will increase tribal opportunity to 
showcase the rich and diverse history 
of the indigenous peoples of the United 
States. 

I commend Senator SCHATZ of Hawaii 
for this legislation. I ask my colleagues 
to support S. 1579. 

Having no further speakers, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mrs. RADEWAGEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. FARR. Mr. Speaker, | am pleased to 
support S. 1579, the Native American Tourism 
and Improving Visitor Experience (NATIVE) 
Act. This bill will advance Indian Country tour- 
ism by requiring federal agencies with rec- 
reational travel and tourism functions to in- 
clude Indian tribes and tribal organizations in 
updated management plans and develop Na- 
tive American tourism. 
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Anecdotally, we know the foreign tourists 
have a keen interest in our Indian history and 
culture. This bill will enable the collection of 
vital travel and tourism data and analysis and, 
importantly, increase integration of federal as- 
sets to Indian Country so they can advance 
their economic development goals and tribal 
sovereignty. 

Indian Country is a mosaic with vibrant cul- 
tures and a rich assortment of languages and 
traditions. By promoting this vast array of au- 
thentic Native tourism assets, the United 
States can increase its ability to compete for 
international visitors seeking a uniquely Amer- 
ican experience while ensuring that diverse 
Native communities contribute to, and benefit 
from, the economic benefits that travel affords. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentlewoman from American 
Samoa (Mrs. RADEWAGEN) that the 
House suspend the rules and pass the 
bill, S. 1579. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


EE 


BETTER ON-LINE TICKET SALES 
ACT OF 2016 


Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 5104) to prohibit, as an unfair and 
deceptive act or practice in commerce, 
the sale or use of certain software to 
circumvent control measures used by 
Internet ticket sellers to ensure equi- 
table consumer access to tickets for 
any given event, and for other pur- 
poses, aS amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 5104 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Better On-line 
Ticket Sales Act of 2016” or the “BOTS Act”. 
SEC. 2. UNFAIR AND DECEPTIVE ACTS AND PRAC- 

TICES RELATING TO USE OF TICKET 
ACCESS CIRCUMVENTION SOFT- 
WARE. 

(a) SALE OF SOFTWARE.—It shall be unlawful 
for any person to sell or offer to sell, in com- 
merce, any computer software, or part thereof, 
that— 

(1) is primarily designed or produced for the 
purpose of circumventing a technological meas- 
ure that limits purchases made via a computer- 
ized event ticketing system; 

(2) has only limited commercially significant 
purpose or use other than to circumvent a tech- 
nological measure that limits purchases made 
via a computerized event ticketing system; or 

(3) is marketed by that person for use in cir- 
cumventing a technological measure that limits 
purchases made via a computerized event 
ticketing system. 

(b) USE OF SOFTWARE.—It shall be unlawful 
for any person to use any computer software, or 
part thereof, described in subsection (a) of this 
section, to purchase an event ticket via a com- 
puterized event ticketing system in violation of 
the system operator’s posted limits on the se- 
quence or number of transactions, frequency of 


12334 


transactions, or quantity of tickets purchased 
by a single user of the system, or on the geo- 
graphic location of any transactions. 

(c) RESALE OF TICKETS.—It shall be unlawful 
for any person to engage in the practice of re- 
selling in commerce, event tickets acquired in 
violation of subsection (b) of this section if the 
person either— 

(1) participated directly in or had the ability 
to control the conduct in violation of subsection 
(b); or 

(2) knew or should have known that the event 
tickets were acquired in violation of subsection 
(b). 

(d) DEFINITIONS.—As used in this section— 

(1) the term “‘computerized event ticketing sys- 
tem” means a system of selling event tickets, in 
commerce, via an online interactive computer 
system that effectively limits the sequence or 
number of ticket purchase transactions, fre- 
quency of ticket purchase transactions, quantity 
of tickets purchased, or geographic location of 
any ticket purchase transactions; 

(2) the term ‘‘event ticket” means a ticket en- 
titling one or more individuals to attend, in per- 
son, one or more events to occur on specific 
dates, times, and geographic locations; and 

(3) to “circumvent a technological measure” 
means to avoid, bypass, remove, deactivate, or 
impair a technological measure, without the au- 
thority of the computerized event ticketing sys- 
tem operator. 

(e) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Notwithstanding 
the prohibitions set forth in subsections (a) and 
(b), it shall not be unlawful under this section 
to create or use any computer software, or part 
thereof, to— 

(1) investigate or further the enforcement or 
defense of any alleged violation of this section; 
or 

(2) engage in research necessary to identify 
and analyze flaws and vulnerabilities of a com- 
puterized event ticketing system, if these re- 
search activities are conducted to advance the 
state of knowledge in the field of computer sys- 
tem security or to assist in the development of 
computer security products. 

(f) ENFORCEMENT BY THE FEDERAL TRADE 
COMMISSION.—A violation of subsection (a), (b), 
or (c) shall be treated as an unfair and decep- 
tive act or practice in violation of a regulation 
issued under section 18(a)(1)(B) of the Federal 
Trade Commission Act (15 U.S.C. 57a(a)(1)(B)). 

(g) ENFORCEMENT BY STATES.— 

(1) AUTHORIZATION.—Subject to paragraph 
(2), in any case in which the attorney general of 
a State has reason to believe that an interest of 
the residents of the State has been or is threat- 
ened or adversely affected by a violation of sub- 
section (a), (b), or (c), the attorney general of 
the State may, as parens patriae, bring a civil 
action on behalf of the residents of the State in 
an appropriate district court of the United 
States to obtain appropriate relief. 

(2) RIGHTS OF FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION.— 

(A) NOTICE TO FTC.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in clause 
(iii), the attorney general of a State shall notify 
the Federal Trade Commission in writing that 
the attorney general intends to bring a civil ac- 
tion under paragraph (1) before initiating the 
civil action against a person for a violation of 
subsection (a), (b), or (c). 

(ii) CONTENTS.—The notification required by 
clause (i) with respect to a civil action shall in- 
clude a copy of the complaint to be filed to ini- 
tiate the civil action. 

(iti) EXCEPTION.—If it is not feasible for the 
attorney general of a State to provide the notifi- 
cation required by clause (i) before initiating a 
civil action under paragraph (1), the attorney 
general shall notify the Commission immediately 
upon instituting the civil action. 

(B) INTERVENTION BY THE FTC.—The Federal 
Trade Commission may— 
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(i) intervene in any civil action brought by the 
attorney general of a State under paragraph (1); 
and 

(ii) upon intervening, be heard on all matters 
arising in the civil action, and file petitions for 
appeal of a decision in the civil action. 

(3) PENDING ACTION BY THE FEDERAL TRADE 
COMMISSION.—If the Federal Trade Commission 
institutes a civil action or an administrative ac- 
tion with respect to a violation of subsection (a), 
(b), or (c), the attorney general of a State may 
not, during the pendency of such action, bring 
a civil action under paragraph (1) against any 
defendant named in the complaint of the Com- 
mission for the violation with respect to which 
the Commission instituted such action. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
KELLY of Mississippi). Pursuant to the 
rule, the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
BURGESS) and the gentlewoman from 
Illinois (Ms. SCHAKOWSKY) each will 
control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days in which to re- 
vise and extend their remarks and in- 
sert extraneous materials into the 
RECORD on the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of several bipartisan bills that have re- 
sulted from the focus on the industries 
creating the jobs of tomorrow within 
the Subcommittee on Commerce, Man- 
ufacturing, and Trade. 

In particular, we examined the Fed- 
eral Trade Commission’s oversight of 
and impact on innovation. We consid- 
ered several bills to streamline the 
Federal Trade Commission’s authority 
in emerging areas. These bills build on 
the Federal Trade Commission’s work 
in overseeing the most cutting edge in- 
dustries as well as threats to consumer 
protection presented, in part, by tech- 
nological advances. 

Mr. Speaker, the Federal Trade Com- 
mission has a good model for policing 
unfair and deceptive practices in eco- 
nomic sectors driven by emerging tech- 
nology. We highlighted this in our 
Disrupters Series of hearings, focusing 
on new and game-changing tech- 
nologies. The Federal Trade Commis- 
sion operates under a flexible frame- 
work, and this session we sought to 
make improvements. 

Before I get into the bills we consider 
today, I want to highlight H.R. 5510, 
the Federal Trade Commission Process 
and Transparency Reform Act, which 
would strengthen the Federal Trade 
Commission’s model by ensuring it has 
the right tools, the right restraints, 
and, of course, transparency. 

This legislation is the sum of several 
measures from a number of members of 
the subcommittee who each contrib- 
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uted some targeted reforms to ensure 
that the Federal Trade Commission 
continues to strike the right balance 
between mitigating consumer harm 
and fostering innovative products and 
services. 

The Federal Trade Commission was 
last reauthorized in 1996, and the last 
time substantial changes were made to 
its broad authorities was 1994. A lot has 
changed in the tech-driven sectors 
under the Federal Trade Commission’s 
purview since then, and H.R. 5510 would 
make small reforms to ensure that 
Federal law keeps up with the rest of 
the world. 

Two of the four bills from my sub- 
committee we will consider today clar- 
ify the Federal Trade Commission’s 
ability to stop certain practices that 
have taken advantage of consumers 
over the Internet. 

One of our bills, the BOTS Act, H.R. 
5104, is a targeted measure to ensure 
that consumers have fair access to 
tickets at reasonable prices. The Inter- 
net has created great opportunities for 
fans to engage with their favorite 
teams, their favorite performers, and 
their favorite artists; but ticket bots 
have detracted from these relation- 
ships and, in fact, thwarted the efforts 
to obtain event tickets at their in- 
tended prices. The BOTS Act is nec- 
essary to ensure that consumers reap 
the full benefits of having online access 
to event tickets. I thank Congress- 
woman BLACKBURN for her leadership 
in authoring this bill and pushing it 
forward through our subcommittee. 

Another bill, H.R. 5111, would ensure 
that online consumer reviews are no 
longer subject to gag orders. Some bad 
actors have penalized consumers for 
giving their products or services a bad 
review. This is holding back progress 
and accountability; and our legislation, 
the Consumer Review Fairness Act, 
would help put a stop to it. Congress- 
man LANCE is the author of this legis- 
lation, and I thank him for his work in 
making certain that this becomes law. 

We also have before us H. Res. 847, a 
measure that recognizes the potential 
of the Internet of Things. A national 
strategy is needed for the Internet of 
Things. In order to reap the potentially 
enormous benefits of connected de- 
vices, we must ensure that the bu- 
reaucracy stays out of the way of inno- 
vation, stays out of the way of progress 
in the marketplace, but that the gov- 
ernment is also using the technology 
to reduce costs to taxpayers. 

Similarly, we are putting forward a 
resolution authored by Mr. KINZINGER 
of Illinois and Mr. CARDENAS, H. Res. 
835. This measure recognizes the grow- 
ing importance of advanced financial 
technology, what they call fintech. 
Fintech has driven forward the devel- 
opment of blockchain technologies, 
which are poised to revolutionize sev- 
eral economic sectors. 

Blockchain technology may help 
solve problems related to transaction 
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costs and is especially well suited to 
address security concerns in cyber- 
space. 
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In addition to the four bills from sub- 
committee, we will also be considering 
three bills from other subcommittees 
within Energy and Commerce. The 
Amateur Radio Parity Act would re- 
quire the Federal Communications 
Commission to adopt rules that allow 
amateur radio operators to use their 
equipment in deed-restricted commu- 
nities. The Advanced Nuclear Tech- 
nology Development Act would provide 
certainty for scientists and industry 
that advance nuclear technologies that 
can be reviewed, licensed, and commer- 
cially deployed, helping the United 
States remain the world leader in nu- 
clear technology development. Finally, 
the Sports Medicine Licensure Clarity 
Act would ensure doctors traveling 
with athletic teams across State bor- 
ders are properly covered by mal- 
practice insurance. 

Again, I want to thank all Members 
of the subcommittee and the full com- 
mittee who sponsored these measures 
and the stakeholders who helped us 
perfect them. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today because this is a bipartisan 
day where we have a number of pieces 
of legislation we agreed to. I will talk 
about each of them, but I do want to 
say that I am a bit disappointed that 
my chairman decided to focus on a par- 
tisan bill on which there is a good deal 
of disagreement, H.R. 5510, the FTC 
Process and Transparency Reform Act. 
The bill, in the view of the Democrats, 
would undermine consumer protections 
at the FTC and it would make it harder 
for the FTC to take action in the case 
of noneconomic harm, like privacy vio- 
lations, such as a 2012 cyber peeping 
case that we have been talking about. 
So I am hoping that we can, from now 
on, focus on bills that we, fortunately, 
do agree on and move them forward. 

Iam talking now about H.R. 5104, the 
Better On-line Ticket Sales Act, the 
BOTS Act, sponsored by MARSHA 
BLACKBURN. I thank Representative 
BLACKBURN for authoring the legisla- 
tion and Representative TONKO for co- 
sponsoring that legislation. 

The legislation addresses a real prob- 
lem in the ticket marketplace. Anyone 
who has tried to buy tickets, let’s say, 
to Adele, Beyonce, or Hamilton knows 
how difficult it can be to buy online. 
The Chicago production of Hamilton, 
I’m sorry to say, sold out almost im- 
mediately when tickets were put on 
sale this summer, and that is not just 
because everybody was ahead of me on- 
line. 

Ticket buyers are competing not 
only against other fans, but in many 
cases, they are up against sophisti- 
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cated bots that buy up tickets to resell 
on the secondary market at a jacked- 
up price. The BOTS Act empowers the 
Federal Trade Commission to go after 
these bots, and I support that. 

However, there is more we could do 
to help consumers in the ticket mar- 
ketplace. Not only are tickets scooped 
up by bots, but a significant share of 
seats is held back for the artist, fan 
clubs, promotions, and other special 
groups. There is little transparency 
about what is actually being put up for 
general sale. 

When you buy a ticket online, the 
first price you see is often not the price 
you end up paying. Service and conven- 
ience charges can surprise consumers, 
adding several dollars to the end price. 

In subcommittee and full committee, 
we considered a Democratic amend- 
ment based on Congressman PAs- 
CRELL’s BOSS Act to create more 
transparency on the price and avail- 
ability of tickets. This would improve 
the overall environment for ticket buy- 
ers. The committee also considered, 
but did not adopt, an amendment to 
have the Government Accountability 
Office study the ticket market. 

The ticket market has changed a lot 
in recent years, and more tickets are 
being sold in secondary markets on- 
line. Ticket sellers are experimenting 
with nontransferable tickets. 

We need to better understand this 
market if we are going to adequately 
protect consumers. The BOTS Act will 
do some good to prevent tickets from 
being scooped up right away for resale. 

I see this legislation as a first step, 
and I hope my colleagues across the 
aisle would agree. It is not the only im- 
provement that we need to make to 
help ticket buyers. 

I reserve the balance of my time, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentlewoman from Ten- 
nessee (Mrs. BLACKBURN), the author of 
this legislation. 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, I do 
rise today to support the Better On- 
line Ticket Sales Act, H.R. 5104, or as 
you have heard it called today, the 
BOTS Act. It is bipartisan legislation. 
Mr. TONKO of New York has done a tre- 
mendous job working on this with me. 
Together, we have worked with the 
Senators to make certain that we have 
legislation that can be signed into law 
that will address a problem that so 
many of our constituents face. Now, we 
know it is not going to be something 
that does everything everyone would 
want, but we do know this is the first 
step in working with the FTC making 
certain that we address these bots. 

The problem is this: we have some in- 
dividuals or groups that deploy hack- 
ing software—it is called bots. Short 
for robots, of course—that launch thou- 
sands of simultaneous requests for 
tickets on a ticket site. 

Now, I am certain many of us have 
tried to buy a ticket as soon as they go 
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on sale, just as Ms. SCHAKOWSKY was 
talking about the performance of Ham- 
ilton. We see this a lot with concerts 
that are coming into Nashville. You go 
on. You log on. You want to buy that 
ticket for that sporting event or for 
that concert, and the bots overwhelm 
the site and cherry-pick the very best 
tickets. Then what do you find? You 
don’t have the ability to purchase a 
ticket. 

This has become so frustrating to 
consumers because they do plan to go 
on and they do plan to buy that ticket. 
The site just slows to a crawl, and then 
when they get through, the tickets are 
sold out. 

This is something that has been very 
frustrating not only to consumers, but 
to artists, to entertainers, to fans of 
live entertainment, and to sports 
teams. 

The artists and the teams often price 
tickets well below the highest possible 
price they might be able to get from 
the fans for any particular event. They 
do this as a way to invest in that long- 
term relationship with their fans. 

The BOTS Act would make it an un- 
fair and deceptive practice under the 
FTC Act to use a bot to violate both 
the terms and conditions of the 
ticketing site. Also, it creates a mecha- 
nism where the State Attorneys Gen- 
eral can bring a cause of action against 
the botsters. 

The BOTS Act will stop people from 
gaming the ticketing system, and it 
will increase access to events for fans 
of live entertainment. 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield such time as he may consume to 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
TONKO). 

Mr. TONKO. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
strong support of H.R. 5104, the Better 
On-line Ticket Sales Act, on which I 
joined in introducing with my col- 
league and friend from Tennessee, Mrs. 
BLACKBURN. 

This bill would target the unfair 
practice of using software bots by 
scalpers to automate the process of 
purchasing event tickets from online 
vendor platforms. 

AS we saw at our legislative hearing 
on the matter in the Energy and Com- 
merce Committee, the current lack of 
any Federal statute to deter the prac- 
tice of using bots has turned the ticket 
industry in the United States into a 
rigged system. 

For instance on December 8, 2014, a 
single broker used a bot to purchase 
over 1,000 tickets for a U2 concert at 
Madison Square Garden within the 
first minute of sale. By the end of that 
day, the same broker and one other had 
amassed more than 15,000 tickets to U2 
shows across North America. 

According to an exhaustive inves- 
tigation by New York State Attorney 
General Eric Schneiderman, tickets 
purchased in this manner are then re- 
sold on secondary markets at an aver- 
age of 49 percent above face value, 
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though there are plenty of examples 
where the markup was more than 1,000 
percent. 

The people in the capital region of 
New York and across the rest of our 
great country worked far too hard to 
save money enough to see a perform- 
ance or a game. They should not be 
shut out from buying tickets online at 
a reasonable price because a computer 
program beats them to the punch. 

By following the example set by 
States like New York where unlawful 
ticket brokers have had to pay stiff 
penalties for their given actions, we 
can start to reel in these unfair prac- 
tices and make sure that Americans 
have the access to events that they 
truly deserve. 

The BOTS Act expands upon the 
work of these States by prohibiting the 
intentional use or the sale of bots soft- 
ware and by barring any tickets ac- 
quired in this manner from entry into 
an event. 

This legislation would also establish 
civil penalties for this behavior on a 
national level, instructing the FTC or 
the Attorney General of a State to 
bring civil action against any persons 
found in violation. 

There is clearly a great deal more 
that can be done to protect consumers 
and bring more transparency to the 
ticket market, but I do believe the 
BOTS Act represents an excellent step 
in the right direction for bringing ac- 
countability and trust to this industry. 

I thank my colleague, Mrs. BLACK- 
BURN, for her hard work on this meas- 
ure. We have enjoyed working together 
to come together with this bill, and 
look forward to continued progress. 

I encourage my colleagues to support 
the measure. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I re- 
serve the balance of my time. 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Well, as I said earlier, the BOTS Act 
is a positive step to improve the ticket 
market. Today we will advance this 
bill on a bipartisan basis, which is al- 
ways good; but I certainly do hope we 
can work together on further changes 
to increase transparency and fairness 
for ticket buyers. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

I urge our colleagues to support this 
important legislation. I thank the gen- 
tlewoman from Tennessee for bringing 
it forward. I thank the members of the 
subcommittee for helping us get it to 
the floor, and I urge adoption of the 
bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today in support of H.R. 5104, the Better On- 
line Ticket Sales Act, and to discuss what it 
means for consumers. 

Congresswoman BLACKBURN introduced this 
legislation to combat an issue that many of us 
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are probably very familiar with if you attend 
entertainment events. Too often, consumers 
are left in the dust as outside groups take ad- 
vantage of the system and buy up tickets in 
large blocks. This results in fans not having 
access to those events or having to pay more 
to purchase tickets from a third party vendor. 
This harms the industry and fans looking to 
enjoy it on their free time. 

Under this bill, software that enables this cir- 
cumvention of those checks would be prohib- 
ited from being sold and tickets purchased in 
this manner would also be prohibited from 
being sold. The FTC would enforce these new 
requirements and people who were affected 
by these profiteering ventures would be able 
to bring a civil suit. For too long, these organi- 
zation and individuals have sidestepped the 
system with the fan being the one that is most 
impacted. 

Congresswoman BLACKBURN’s legislation 
would overhaul this broken system and punish 
those who are unwilling to play by the rules. 
| applaud her work on this issue and the work 
of the Energy and Commerce Committee to 
rein in these actions and urge passage of this 
important legislation. 

Mr. UPTON. Mr. Speaker, today | rise in 
support of seven bipartisan bills originating out 
of four of our subcommittees that are direct 
evidence of a very busy and productive ses- 
sion in the Energy and Commerce Committee. 

This package includes several measures 
that protect consumers and set Congress’ 
sights forward to fostering next-generation 
technological development. 

We will consider a measure introduced by 
Full Committee Vice Chairman BLACKBURN, to 
enhance penalties for the use of automated 
ticket scalping software. For too long, con- 
sumers have been gouged, as scalpers have 
used software to buy large numbers of event 
tickets—oftentimes preventing consumers from 
purchasing them at face value and then charg- 
ing a 1,000 percent markup to resell those 
same tickets This thoughtful legislation, the 
BOTS Act, is a targeted measure to prevent 
this practice and to ensure that consumers 
have fair access to tickets at reasonable 
prices. 

We will also consider a measure authored 
by Mr. LANCE, along with Mr. KENNEDY, to en- 
sure that online consumer reviews are no 
longer subject to gag orders—a practice ulti- 
mately affecting consumers as it hinders trans- 
parency and accountability in product reviews. 
Our legislation, the Consumer Review Fair- 
ness Act, does what it says and will help put 
a stop to this bad practice. 

We will also consider a resolution that 
makes some important findings with respect to 
the Internet of Things. Back home in Michigan, 
folks are turning to smart devices to improve 
their access to health care, education, trans- 
portation, and other services that simplify their 
lives. This resolution sets forth Congress’ uni- 
fied belief that innovation in this space must 
be allowed to flourish and that the government 
must also take advantage of technology. 

Similarly, we are putting forward a resolution 
authored by committee members Mr. 
KINZINGER and Mr. CARDENAS that encourages 
a unified strategy around advanced financial 
technologies. The FinTech industry has 
changed how consumers engage in commerce 
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and control their financial information as it low- 
ers cost and increases financial access world- 
wide. This chambers support for consumer 
empowerment through innovation is solidified 
with this resolution. 

On the Health front, today we are also con- 
sidering Mr. GUTHRIE’s Sports Medicine Licen- 
sure Clarity Act. H.R. 921 would ensure that 
team doctors, trainers, and other licensed 
health care professionals are covered by their 
malpractice insurance when providing care to 
their athletes outside of their primary state. 

We will also vote on Mr. KINZINGER’s H.R. 
1301, which originated out of the Communica- 
tions and Technology subcommittee, and will 
ensure amateur radio operators are not pro- 
hibited from pursuing their passion simply be- 
cause they live in a deed-restricted commu- 
nity. Amateur radio plays an important role in 
emergency response, often able to establish 
communication in disaster areas when tradi- 
tional communications networks fail. | urge my 
colleagues to support this common-sense bill. 

Last, but certainly not least, we will consider 
a measure from Rep. BoB LATTA to help pro- 
vide certainty for innovators and entrepreneurs 
who are seeking to develop and license the 
next generation of nuclear technologies. 
These technologies may provide break- 
throughs in safety and efficiency over the 
technology in use today. We should ensure 
that the Nuclear Regulatory Commission has 
the expertise and resources to review and li- 
cense the latest in advanced reactor tech- 
nologies and this bill would do just that. 

Individually, each of these bills are important 
but taken together they are evidence of the 
fine, bipartisan lawmaking that has come to 
define this committee, and further evidence of 
our ongoing bipartisan record of success. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. BUR- 
GESS) that the House suspend the rules 
and pass the bill, H.R. 5104, as amend- 
ed. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


ES 


CONSUMER REVIEW FAIRNESS 
ACT OF 2016 


Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 5111) to prohibit the use of cer- 
tain clauses in form contracts that re- 
strict the ability of a consumer to com- 
municate regarding the goods or serv- 
ices offered in interstate commerce 
that were the subject of the contract, 
and for other purposes, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 5111 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the “Consumer Re- 
view Fairness Act of 2016”. 

SEC. 2. CONSUMER REVIEW PROTECTION. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
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(1) COMMISSION.—The term ‘‘Commission”’ 
means the Federal Trade Commission. 

(2) COVERED COMMUNICATION.—The_ term 
“covered communication” means a written, 
oral, or pictorial review, performance assessment 
of, or other similar analysis of, including by 
electronic means, the goods, services, or conduct 
of a person by an individual who is party to a 
form contract with respect to which such person 
is also a party. 

(3) FORM CONTRACT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in sub- 
paragraph (B), the term ‘‘form contract” means 
a contract with standardized terms— 

(i) used by a person in the course of selling or 
leasing the person’s goods or services; and 

(ii) imposed on an individual without a mean- 
ingful opportunity for such individual to nego- 
tiate the standardized terms. 

(B) EXCEPTION.—The term ‘‘form contract” 
does not include an employer-employee or inde- 
pendent contractor contract. 

(4) PICTORIAL.—The term “‘pictorial’’ includes 
pictures, photographs, video, illustrations, and 
symbols. 

(b) INVALIDITY OF CONTRACTS THAT IMPEDE 
CONSUMER REVIEWS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in para- 
graphs (2) and (3), a provision of a form con- 
tract is void from the inception of such contract 
if such provision— 

(A) prohibits or restricts the ability of an indi- 
vidual who is a party to the form contract to en- 
gage in a covered communication; 

(B) imposes a penalty or fee against an indi- 
vidual who is a party to the form contract for 
engaging in a covered communication; or 

(C) transfers or requires an individual who is 
a party to the form contract to transfer to any 
person any intellectual property rights in review 
or feedback content, with the exception of a 
non-exclusive license to use the content, that 
the individual may have in any otherwise law- 
ful covered communication about such person or 
the goods or services provided by such person. 

(2) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in para- 
graph (1) shall be construed to affect— 

(A) any duty of confidentiality imposed by 
law (including agency guidance); 

(B) any civil cause of action for defamation, 
libel, or slander, or any similar cause of action; 

(C) any party’s right to remove or refuse to 
display publicly on an Internet website or 
webpage owned, operated, or otherwise con- 
trolled by such party any content of a covered 
communication that— 

(i) contains the personal information or like- 
ness of another person, or is libelous, harassing, 
abusive, obscene, vulgar, sexually explicit, or is 
inappropriate with respect to race, gender, sexu- 
ality, ethnicity, or other intrinsic characteristic; 

(ii) is unrelated to the goods or services of- 
fered by or available at such party’s Internet 
website or webpage; or 

(iii) is clearly false or misleading; or 

(D) a party’s right to establish terms and con- 
ditions with respect to the creation of photo- 
graphs or video of such party’s property when 
those photographs or video are created by an 
employee or independent contractor of a com- 
mercial entity and solely intended for commer- 
cial purposes by that entity. 

(3) EXCEPTIONS.—Paragraph (1) shall not 
apply to the extent that a provision of a form 
contract prohibits disclosure or submission of, or 
reserves the right of a person or business that 
hosts online consumer reviews or comments to 
remove— 

(A) trade secrets or commercial or financial 
information obtained from a person and consid- 
ered privileged or confidential; 

(B) personnel and medical files and similar in- 
formation the disclosure of which would con- 
stitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of per- 
sonal privacy; 
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(C) records or information compiled for law 
enforcement purposes, the disclosure of which 
would constitute a clearly unwarranted inva- 
sion of personal privacy; 

(D) content that is unlawful or otherwise 
meets the requirements of paragraph (2)(C); or 

(E) content that contains any computer vi- 
ruses, worms, or other potentially damaging 
computer code, processes, programs, applica- 
tions, or files. 

(c) PROHIBITION.—It shall be unlawful for a 
person to offer a form contract containing a 
provision described as void in subsection (b). 

(d) ENFORCEMENT BY COMMISSION.— 

(1) UNFAIR OR DECEPTIVE ACTS OR PRAC- 
TICES.—A violation of subsection (c) by a person 
with respect to which the Commission is empow- 
ered under section 5(a)(2) of the Federal Trade 
Commission Act (15 U.S.C. 45(a)(2)) shall be 
treated as a violation of a rule defining an un- 
fair or deceptive act or practice prescribed under 
section 18(a)(1)(B) of the Federal Trade Commis- 
sion Act (15 U.S.C. 57a(a)(1)(B)). 

(2) POWERS OF COMMISSION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Commission shall en- 
force this section in the same manner, by the 
same means, and with the same jurisdiction, 
powers, and duties as though all applicable 
terms and provisions of the Federal Trade Com- 
mission Act (15 U.S.C. 41 et seq.) were incor- 
porated into and made a part of this Act. 

(B) PRIVILEGES AND IMMUNITIES.—Any person 
who violates this section shall be subject to the 
penalties and entitled to the privileges and im- 
munities provided in the Federal Trade Commis- 
sion Act (15 U.S.C. 41 et seq.). 

(e) ENFORCEMENT BY STATES.— 

(1) AUTHORIZATION.—Subject to paragraph 
(2), in any case in which the attorney general of 
a State has reason to believe that an interest of 
the residents of the State has been or is threat- 
ened or adversely affected by the engagement of 
any person subject to subsection (c) in a prac- 
tice that violates such subsection, the attorney 
general of the State may, as parens patriae, 
bring a civil action on behalf of the residents of 
the State in an appropriate district court of the 
United States to obtain appropriate relief. 

(2) RIGHTS OF FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION.— 

(A) NOTICE TO FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in clause 
(iii), the attorney general of a State shall notify 
the Commission in writing that the attorney 
general intends to bring a civil action under 
paragraph (1) before initiating the civil action 
against a person described in subsection (d)(1). 

(ii) CONTENTS.—The notification required by 
clause (i) with respect to a civil action shall in- 
clude a copy of the complaint to be filed to ini- 
tiate the civil action. 

(iii) EXCEPTION.—If it is not feasible for the 
attorney general of a State to provide the notifi- 
cation required by clause (i) before initiating a 
civil action under paragraph (1), the attorney 
general shall notify the Commission immediately 
upon instituting the civil action. 

(B) INTERVENTION BY FEDERAL TRADE COMMIS- 
SION.—The Commission may— 

(i) intervene in any civil action brought by the 
attorney general of a State under paragraph (1) 
against a person described in subsection (d)(1); 
and 

(ii) upon intervening— 

(I) be heard on all matters arising in the civil 
action; and 

(II) file petitions for appeal of a decision in 
the civil action. 

(3) INVESTIGATORY POWERS.—Nothing in this 
subsection may be construed to prevent the at- 
torney general of a State from exercising the 
powers conferred on the attorney general by the 
laws of the State to conduct investigations, to 
administer oaths or affirmations, or to compel 
the attendance of witnesses or the production of 
documentary or other evidence. 
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(4) PREEMPTIVE ACTION BY FEDERAL TRADE 
COMMISSION.—If the Federal Trade Commission 
institutes a civil action or an administrative ac- 
tion with respect to a violation of subsection (c), 
the attorney general of a State may not, during 
the pendency of such action, bring a civil action 
under paragraph (1) against any defendant 
named in the complaint of the Commission for 
the violation with respect to which the Commis- 
sion instituted such action. 

(5) VENUE; SERVICE OF PROCESS.— 

(A) VENUE.—Any action brought under para- 
graph (1) may be brought in— 

(i) the district court of the United States that 
meets applicable requirements relating to venue 
under section 1391 of title 28, United States 
Code; or 

(ii) another court of competent jurisdiction. 

(B) SERVICE OF PROCESS.—In an action 
brought under paragraph (1), process may be 
served in any district in which the defendant— 

(i) is an inhabitant; or 

(ii) may be found. 

(6) ACTIONS BY OTHER STATE OFFICIALS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—In addition to civil actions 
brought by attorneys general under paragraph 
(1), any other consumer protection officer of a 
State who is authorized by the State to do so 
may bring a civil action under paragraph (1), 
subject to the same requirements and limitations 
that apply under this subsection to civil actions 
brought by attorneys general. 

(B) SAVINGS PROVISION.—Nothing in this sub- 
section may be construed to prohibit an author- 
ized official of a State from initiating or con- 
tinuing any proceeding in a court of the State 
for a violation of any civil or criminal law of the 
State. 

(f) EDUCATION AND OUTREACH FOR BUSI- 
NESSES.—Not later than 60 days after the date of 
the enactment of this Act, the Commission shall 
commence conducting education and outreach 
that provides businesses with non-binding best 
practices for compliance with this Act. 

(g) RELATION TO STATE CAUSES OF ACTION.— 
Nothing in this section shall be construed to af- 
fect any cause of action brought by a person 
that exists or may exist under State law. 

(h) SAVINGS PROVISION.—Nothing in this sec- 
tion shall be construed to limit, impair, or super- 
sede the operation of the Federal Trade Commis- 
sion Act or any other provision of Federal law. 

(i) EFFECTIVE DATES.—This section shall take 
effect on the date of the enactment of this Act, 
except that— 

(1) subsections (b) and (c) shall apply with re- 
spect to contracts in effect on or after the date 
that is 90 days after the date of the enactment 
of this Act; and 

(2) subsections (d) and (e) shall apply with re- 
spect to contracts in effect on or after the date 
that is 1 year after the date of the enactment of 
this Act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. BURGESS) and the gentle- 
woman from Illinois (Ms. SCHAKOWSKY) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex- 
tend their remarks and to include any 
extraneous material on the bill in the 
RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 
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Mr. Speaker, one of the most impor- 
tant aspects of an efficient market is 
the free flow of information to con- 
sumers. The Internet has added hun- 
dreds of billions of dollars to the econ- 
omy, and much of this is due to the 
ready access that it affords consumers 
and businesses access to information. 

Government officials spend a lot of 
time worrying about how to ensure 
that the independent information 
sources about product and service 
qualities are available. So the truly 
great thing about consumer reviews is 
that, as long as they are reliable 
sources of information, they are made 
available at no cost to the consumer or 
to the taxpayer. 
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But this benefit is in trouble if we 
allow businesses to prevent informa- 
tion from ever becoming public. Many 
of us might hesitate before we give 
that negative review. Others might be 
eager to let everyone know just how 
bad their brunch was, but it probably 
never crosses anyone’s mind that they 
could be fined if they tell the truth. 
After all, Americans are used to our 
freedom of speech. 

In one extreme example brought to 
us by TripAdvisor, travelers were sub- 
jected to a $5 million fine if any ‘‘ac- 
tual opinions and/or publications are 
created which, at the sole opinion of 
the businessowner tends directly to in- 
jure him in respect to his trade or busi- 
ness...” 

Now, this is clearly designed to 
frighten those who read it and frighten 
them into silence, and those who don’t 
see it might be surprised to hear from 
a collection agency asking for $5 mil- 
lion after posting a negative review. 

The Consumer Review Fairness Act 
outlaws these gag orders. The prohibi- 
tion is narrowly tailored to only those 
contracts where there is no oppor- 
tunity for meaningful negotiations be- 
tween the consumer and the business. 
In other words, it only applies to true 
form contracts. And the bill doesn’t 
interfere with Web site operators’ abil- 
ity to manage the contacts and reviews 
on their own Web sites. Reasonable 
management of online reviews is nec- 
essary to ensure that they convey use- 
ful information as opposed to irrele- 
vant or offensive content. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support free speech and support the 
passage of H.R. 5111. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

I want to thank Mr. LANCE and Mr. 
KENNEDY for cosponsoring this bill, and 
I am pleased to join my colleague in 
support of H.R. 5111, the Consumer Re- 
view Fairness Act. This bill protects 
consumers’ ability to provide honest 
reviews of products and services. 

Chairman BURGESS is right in saying 
that if you get a notice that you now 
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owe $5 million probably just about for 
anything, you would be surprised; but 
if it was because you said something 
truthful based on your experience 
about a business, that would be par- 
ticularly egregious. 

Lots of mothers have told their chil- 
dren, “If you don’t have something 
nice to say, say nothing at all,” but the 
current practice now takes that way 
too far. 

Businesses have snuck so-called non- 
disparagement clauses in terms of serv- 
ice agreements, and consumers don’t 
really have a choice when it comes to 
those form contracts. In fact, they 
often don’t realize they have just given 
up their right to speak openly about a 
bad experience. Imagine hiding lan- 
guage in form contracts to stop a bad 
Yelp review, for example. 

For instance, a hotel in New York in- 
cluded a line in its guest policy that 
customers could be fined $500 for leav- 
ing a bad review online. It seems ridic- 
ulous to me that a company would pun- 
ish a consumer who wants to air com- 
plaints, particularly since hotel prices 
in New York are high enough already, 
and now you could be slapped with a 
fine for saying the service wasn’t up to 
par. 

This bill would put a stop to that 
anticonsumer practice. It would stop 
nondisparagement clauses from being 
placed in form contracts. Consumers 
should be able to voice their criticisms, 
and allowing reviews can help other 
consumers make informed choices. I 
look at those. The Consumer Review 
Fairness Act protects consumer speech, 
and I look forward to passing this leg- 
islation. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 4 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. LANCE), 
the author of the bill and vice chair- 
man of the subcommittee. 

Mr. LANCE. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to offer this consumer protec- 
tion measure along with my cosponsor, 
the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. KENNEDY). 

The Consumer Review Fairness Act 
allows Americans to exercise their 
First Amendment rights regarding con- 
sumer experiences without fear of ret- 
ribution. This issue comes right from 
the heart of the 21st century economy. 
It is easier than ever for consumers to 
make informed choices on which busi- 
ness or service to use by consulting 
Web sites and apps that publish 
crowdsourced reviews of local busi- 
nesses and restaurants. 

Consumer reviews are a powerful in- 
formational tool because consumers 
place a high value on the truthful re- 
views of other consumers. The trouble 
is that a number of businesses have be- 
come frustrated by online criticism 
and some have employed the question- 
able legal remedy known as nondispar- 
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agement clauses to retaliate against 
consumers. These are often buried in 
fine print, fine print that even these 
glasses couldn’t discern. 

The Consumer Review Fairness Act 
would void any nondisparagement 
clause in consumer contracts if that 
clause restricts consumers from pub- 
licly reviewing products or businesses 
accurately and would give the Federal 
Trade Commission the tools it needs to 
take action against businesses that in- 
sert these provisions into their con- 
tracts. It also would ensure companies 
are still able to remove false and de- 
famatory reviews. And so it is nar- 
rowly tailored, but it is fairly tailored. 

A few months ago I visited Bovella’s 
Pastry Shoppe in Westfield, New Jer- 
sey, in the district I serve here. 
Bovella’s has the highest Yelp review 
of any bakery in that part of New Jer- 
sey. The good people at that bakery 
have earned reviews from their hard 
work and excellent consumer service. 
They get a lot of business from people 
who turn to Yelp for insight on the 
best bakery in town. This 
crowdsourcing system thrives because 
of its integrity. People trust it. Bad ac- 
tors who bully consumers are ruining 
the system that helps small businesses 
across this country. 

I want to thank Chairman UPTON and 
Ranking Member PALLONE and Dr. 
BURGESS and Ranking Member SCHA- 
KOWSKy for their leadership in moving 
this forward. I certainly thank my co- 
sponsor, the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts (Mr. KENNEDY). I thank the 
entire Committee on Energy and Com- 
merce staff and the subcommittee staff 
on both sides of the aisle for their hard 
work on this legislation. 

This will protect the consuming pub- 
lic in a way that is really what we are 
trying to do in the 21st century be- 
cause so much of what we do is based 
upon the Internet, based upon apps, 
and it is important that this Congress 
make sure that we are up to date in 
this regard. Please, let’s pass this bill 
to the benefit of online consumers. 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, it 
is now my pleasure to yield such time 
as he may consume to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts (Mr. KENNEDY), the 
cosponsor of this consumer-friendly 
legislation. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentlewoman from Illinois (Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY), my colleague, for yield- 
ing and for her leadership on the Sub- 
committee on Commerce, Manufac- 
turing, and Trade. Her efforts in fight- 
ing for consumer protection rights and 
privacy, including her support for this 
bill, are tireless. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong 
support of H.R. 5111, the Consumer Re- 
view Fairness Act of 2016. The Con- 
sumer Review Fairness Act is a solu- 
tion to a problem consumers across 
America are facing. In an unjust effort 
to stop consumers from posting honest 
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reviews online, some businesses have 
resorted to hidden contract clauses 
prohibiting any negative feedback for a 
product, service, or experience. These 
so-called nondisparagement clauses 
allow companies to sue reviewers sim- 
ply for posting their candid opinions 
online. This is a problem I have heard 
about firsthand from a major company 
in my district, Mr. Speaker, 
TripAdvisor, whose members depend on 
an open, honest, and fair online forum. 

Like every American, those members 
have an undeniable right to voice their 
concerns when an experience or prod- 
uct fails to meet their expectations. 
Secret nondisparagement clauses limit 
our free speech and subject 
unsuspecting individuals to crippling 
lawsuits from businesses desperately 
trying to preserve their own reputa- 
tion. 

The Consumer Review Fairness Act 
makes these clauses illegal and voids 
any contract that contains a non- 
disparagement clause. It would allow 
the Federal Trade Commission to en- 
force the law and take action against 
any business that inserts these provi- 
sions into their contracts. 

Importantly, Mr. Speaker, this bill 
preserves the rights of businessowners 
to take action against untruthful or 
dishonest reviews. Businesses still have 
a right to ensure that no confidential 
information is unfairly posted and may 
seek recourse in cases of defamation, 
libel, or slander. 

I think it is fair to say that most of 
us in this Chamber today have looked 
at a consumer review prior to pur- 
chasing a product or service. In some 
way or another, we have relied at least 
some or in part on those reviews, both 
good and bad. If consumers want to 
post a truthful review online, they 
should not fear retribution just be- 
cause their review is negative. 

Mr. Speaker, there are several more 
people I would like to thank, including, 
of course, the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey (Mr. LANCE) for his leadership and 
partnership in this effort; the sub- 
committee chair, Mr. BURGESS, and his 
staff; Chairman UPTON; Ranking Mem- 
ber PALLONE; and, as I said, the rank- 
ing member of the subcommittee, Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY. I would like to thank 
also my good friend, ERIC SWALWELL, 
who has led legislative efforts on this 
issue for years. Lastly, and certainly 
not least, Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
extend my gratitude to the majority 
and minority staff of the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce for their hard 
work and engaging in good faith dis- 
cussion to help get this bill to the floor 
today. 

I urge my colleagues to support H.R. 
5111. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I advise 
the minority that we have no addi- 
tional speakers. I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself the balance of my time. 
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The Consumer Review Fairness Act 
is a step forward not only for pro- 
tecting consumers’ speech, but for, 
really, the millions of consumers who 
rely on the reviews, the opinions of 
others, and believe that you get a fair 
mix of reviews, good and bad, that will 
enable you to make better purchasing 
decisions. 

This bill passed on a bipartisan basis 
through both the subcommittee and 
full committee, and I look forward to 
passing it today. I want to thank all 
those who were involved in making 
this happen. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support free speech and support the 
passage of H.R. 5111. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. SWALWELL of California. Mr. Speaker, 
| rise in strong support of H.R. 5111, the Con- 
sumer Review Fairness Act of 2016. 

One of the most amazing aspects of the 
Internet is its ability to allow for the sharing of 
information, and consumers often rely on the 
reviews of others to make purchasing deci- 
sions. This system only works if consumers 
have access to all information available from 
across the nation, including both positive and 
negative reviews. We simply cannot allow 
companies to bully or attempt to silence cus- 
tomers who want to offer negative but honest 
assessments of products or services. 

| was outraged when | first heard last Con- 
gress that companies were doing exactly that, 
using buried contractual terms, known as non- 
disparagement clauses, to try to block or pun- 
ish customers for writing negative reviews on- 
line. To end this practice | introduced H.R. 
5499, the Consumer Review Freedom Act of 
2014, a narrow bill designed to outlaw non- 
disparagement clauses and empower the gov- 
ernment to stop companies from using them 
while maintaining the ability of businesses to 
sue for traditional defamation. This Congress, 
Representative DARRELL ISSA and | introduced 
a bipartisan version of this legislation. 

Today the House is considering H.R. 5111, 
very similar to our Consumer Review Freedom 
Act but with some improvements. | want to 
thank Representatives LEONARD LANCE and 
JOE KENNEDY for introducing this legislation 
and working diligently to move it forward. The 
Senate has already passed essentially the 
same bill, and so | hope once the House acts 
today the Senate can quickly pass H.R. 5111 
and send it to the President’s desk for his sig- 
nature. This will be an important step in pro- 
tecting a vital source of information for con- 
sumers across the country. 

| urge my colleagues to vote in favor of H.R. 
5111. 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia, Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today in support of H.R. 5111, the Consumer 
Review Fairness Act, which would protect con- 
sumers’ First Amendment right to share their 
experiences with a product or service online. 
Millions of Americans go online every day to 
read candid experiences from like-minded 
consumers, and many also share their reviews 
on everything from restaurants to clothing to 
hotels and services. 
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American consumers should feel confident 
in providing honest reviews, as the First 
Amendment protects their right to express 
their opinions. As a former small business 
owner, | know that listening to customer feed- 
back is crucial for success, and that construc- 
tive criticism is sometimes more helpful than 
praise. Unfortunately, some businesses have 
found ways to bully consumers with costly 
penalties and lawsuits in an effort to hide neg- 
ative reviews. Instead of trying to improve their 
own practices, these bad actors are taking 
their mistakes out on their own customers. 

The Consumer Review Fairness Act would 
stop this unethical practice by prohibiting busi- 
nesses from penalizing consumers for sharing 
a review they don’t agree with. Our modern 
day economy is dependent on the free flow of 
information, and this bill will ensure con- 
sumers’ rights to openly review products and 
services are not infringed upon. 

| would like to thank my colleagues for intro- 
ducing this important bill, and | urge my col- 
leagues to support it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. BUR- 
GESS) that the House suspend the rules 
and pass the bill, H.R. 5111, as amend- 
ed. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


EE 


EXPRESSING THE SENSE OF THE 
HOUSE ABOUT A NATIONAL 
STRATEGY FOR THE INTERNET 
OF THINGS 


Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and agree to the 
resolution (H. Res. 847) expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives 
about a national strategy for the Inter- 
net of Things to promote economic 
growth and consumer empowerment. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu- 
tion. 

The text of the resolution is as fol- 
lows: 

H. RES. 847 


Whereas the Internet of Things currently 
connects tens of billions of devices world- 
wide and has the potential to generate tril- 
lions of dollars in economic opportunity; 

Whereas increased connectivity can em- 
power consumers in nearly every aspect of 
their daily lives, including in the fields of 
agriculture, education, energy, healthcare, 
public safety, security, and transportation, 
to name just a few; 

Whereas businesses across the economy 
can simplify logistics, cut costs in supply 
chains, and pass savings on to consumers be- 
cause of the Internet of Things and innova- 
tions derived from it; 

Whereas the Internet of Things, through 
augmented data collection and process anal- 
yses, optimizes energy consumption by in- 
creasing energy efficiency and reducing 
usage and demand; 

Whereas the United States should strive to 
be a world leader in smart cities and smart 
infrastructure to ensure its citizens and 


12340 


businesses, in both rural and urban parts of 
the country, have access to the safest and 
most resilient communities in the world; 

Whereas the United States is the world 
leader in developing the Internet of Things 
technology, and with a national strategy 
guiding both public and private entities, the 
United States will continue to produce 
breakthrough technologies and lead the 
world in innovation; 

Whereas the evolution of the Internet of 
Things is a nascent market, the future direc- 
tion of which holds much promise; 

Whereas businesses should implement rea- 
sonable privacy and cybersecurity practices 
and protect consumers’ personal information 
to increase confidence, trust, and acceptance 
of this emerging market; 

Whereas the Internet of Things represents 
a wide range of technologies, in numerous in- 
dustry sectors and overseen by various gov- 
ernmental entities; and 

Whereas coordination between all stake- 
holders of the Internet of Things on relevant 
developments, impediments, and achieve- 
ments is a vital ingredient to the continued 
advancement of pioneering technology: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the House 
of Representatives that— 

(1) the United States should develop a na- 
tional strategy to encourage the develop- 
ment of the Internet of Things in a way that 
maximizes the promise connected tech- 
nologies hold to empower consumers, foster 
future economic growth, and improve the 
Nation’s collective social well-being; 

(2) the United States should prioritize ac- 
celerating the development and deployment 
of the Internet of Things in a way that rec- 
ognizes its benefits, allows for future innova- 
tion, and responsibly protects against mis- 
use; 

(3) the United States should recognize the 
important role that businesses play in the 
future development of the Internet of Things 
and engage in inclusive dialogue with indus- 
try and work cooperatively wherever pos- 
sible; 

(4) the United States Government should 
determine if using the Internet of Things can 
improve Government efficiency and effec- 
tiveness and cut waste, fraud, and abuse; and 

(5) using the Internet of Things, innovators 
in the United States should commit to im- 
proving the quality of life for future genera- 
tions by developing safe, new technologies 
aimed at tackling the most challenging soci- 
etal issues facing the world. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. BURGESS) and the gentle- 
woman from Illinois (Ms. SCHAKOWSKY) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 


GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days in which to re- 
vise and extend their remarks and in- 
sert extraneous materials into the 
RECORD on the resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H. 
Res. 847, the Internet of Things, kind of 
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a novel concept. The Internet of Things 
represents a significant opportunity for 
economic growth and for innovation. It 
represents an opportunity for job cre- 
ation across virtually every industry 
and every sector in the United States. 
The integration of the Internet and 
networked sensors into physical ob- 
jects and things creates opportunities 
for new conveniences, creates opportu- 
nities for increased productivity, and 
substantial efficiency gains throughout 
our economy. According to McKinsey & 
Company, the Internet of Things has a 
potential economic impact of $4 tril- 
lion to $11 trillion by the year 2025. 
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As the technology develops and ma- 
tures, Internet connectivity is cap- 
turing more than just objects and tra- 
ditional household items such as refrig- 
erators, thermostats, and televisions. 
Today, Internet connectivity is being 
integrated into industrial processes, 
transportation routes, workforce prac- 
tices, supply chain logistics, city oper- 
ations, and much more. These advance- 
ments have been particularly bene- 
ficial to the manufacturing sector, 
where they are enabling greater work- 
place productivity, factory floor effi- 
ciency, and enhanced employee safety. 

As a physician who has served people 
in north Texas for over 25 years before 
I came to Congress, I see great poten- 
tial for the Internet of Things, particu- 
larly in the healthcare space. Internet- 
connected devices, machines, and ap- 
plications are creating opportunities 
for better quality and more efficient 
care. In addition to providing these 
benefits, connected healthcare devices 
help reduce healthcare costs and other 
health-related expenses that have long 
been a drag on our economy and on 
consumers’ wallets. 

In recognizing the potential for the 
Internet of Things, H. Res. 847 estab- 
lishes our commitment to realizing 
that potential through strategic in- 
vestments that ensure that the Inter- 
net of Things becomes the engine for 
job creation, innovation, and economic 
growth that it promises to be. 

Through a national strategy, stake- 
holders can engage in a more collabo- 
rative discussion and resources can be 
used more effectively, more efficiently 
to foster the future development of the 
Internet of Things market. 

Importantly, a national strategy will 
foster more consumer confidence, more 
consumer trust, and more consumer ac- 
ceptance in the Internet of Things. 
This, in turn, will drive greater adop- 
tion, additional growth opportunities, 
and societal benefits. 

I thank Vice Chairman LANCE for his 
leadership on this important issue. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 
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Let me congratulate Mr. LANCE, Mr. 
WELCH, Mr. LATTA, and Congress- 
woman CLARKE for their work on this 
important legislation. 

The Internet of Things is an area of 
great innovation that deserves atten- 
tion from Congress. And fortunately, in 
our subcommittee, we have done just 
that. 

Today, people track their physical 
activity with wearable devices. We 
have thermostats in our home that you 
can control from your phone from any- 
where in the world. And that is, of 
course, only scratching the surface of 
consumer products that are right now 
available. 

We have been examining some of the 
issues related to the Internet of Things 
in the Commerce, Manufacturing, and 
Trade Subcommittee. One thing is 
clear to me: technology is moving at a 
rapid pace, and our laws need to keep 
pace. I support developing a Federal 
strategy for how we approach this ex- 
citing area of technology. 

I would like to underscore a few key 
principles that must be a part of this 
approach: one, data security must be 
protected; two, Americans should un- 
derstand and consent to the informa- 
tion that consumer devices are col- 
lecting; three, these products should be 
developed with safety in mind. 

Agencies like the Federal Trade 
Commission and Consumer Product 
Safety Commission already work to 
promote data security, consumer pri- 
vacy, and safety. But Congress needs to 
make sure we provide these agencies 
the resources and authorities necessary 
to address today’s issues. 

I look forward to working with my 
colleagues to promote innovation in 
this space and to ensure that the Inter- 
net of Things further develops in a 
manner that works for business as well 
as consumers. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 
minutes to the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. LANCE), the author of this 
legislation, vice chairman of the Sub- 
committee on Commerce, Manufac- 
turing, and Trade. 

Mr. LANCE. Mr. Speaker, I have 
never been prouder of the Commerce, 
Manufacturing, and Trade Sub- 
committee than I am on this issue. I 
congratulate Chairman BURGESS and 
Ranking Member SCHAKOWSKY for their 
leadership on this issue, and certainly 
Mr. WELCH for his leadership as well. 

I offer this resolution to highlight 
the importance of the Internet of 
Things, also known as the Internet of 
Everything. The Internet of Things is 
the network of sensors and electronics 
in physical objects, ranging from 
household appliances, such as thermo- 
stats to manufacturing equipment. 

The Internet of Things currently con- 
nects tens of billions of devices world- 
wide and assists consumers in nearly 
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every aspect of their daily lives, in- 
cluding in the field of agriculture, edu- 
cation, energy, health care, public safe- 
ty, security, and transportation, 
among many others. The lives of near- 
ly every American are run more effi- 
ciently thanks to the Internet of 
Things and the great advances in inno- 
vation here in the 21st century. 

Our role in Congress should be to 
help make the Internet of Things 
thrive, to facilitate a Federal support 
system that empowers exciting new 
ideas. Ideas such as the 5G radio by 
Nokia Bell Labs in Murray Hill—Nokia 
has taken over Bell Labs, but, of 
course, Bell Labs is fabled in the his- 
tory of this country and had been so for 
many, many years—the Smart Cities 
initiative by Qualcomm in Bridge- 
water—also in the district I represent— 
and Verizon in Basking Ridge are help- 
ing towns and cities maintain high 
standards of livability, resiliency, and 
sustainability by using IOT technology 
to help city planners create better 
qualities of life. 

Of course, as Chairman BURGESS has 
indicated, healthcare applications in 
this area are very promising. They are 
patient centered and they are economi- 
cally beneficial. This will be beneficial 
not only to patients but, of course, to 
the Medicare and Medicaid programs as 
well. 

According to the management con- 
sulting firm McKinsey & Company, the 
Internet of Things has the potential to 
contribute anywhere from $4 trillion to 
$11 trillion to the economy over the 
course of the next several decades—this 
is an enormous increase—based upon 
innovation here in the 21st century. 

The resolution expresses the current 
and potential future benefits of the 
Internet of Things. I hope that it will 
put Congress on record in working for 
its growth and success. 

This is really at the heart of what we 
should be doing in Congress in a bipar- 
tisan capacity: getting ahead of the 
curve on the future of technology in 
the United States, as the United 
States, we all hope, will continue to be 
the leader worldwide in this and other 
matters. That is why the Internet of 
Things is so important. That is why I 
am so pleased to be involved with oth- 
ers in this issue. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope that this, of 
course, will pass unanimously, and I 
hope that it will be a harbinger for 
what we should doing in Congress in so 
many other areas as well. 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield such time as he may consume to 
the gentleman from Vermont (Mr. 
WELCH), a cosponsor and coauthor of 
this legislation, as well as my good 
friend. 

Mr. WELCH. I appreciate the gentle- 
woman’s leadership and, by the way, 
for her fierce leadership on consumer 
rights for the bill that just passed. I 
thank my colleagues, Mr. BURGESS and 
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Mr. LANCE, whom I really appreciate, 
and, of course, the committee chair, 
FRED UPTON, and Ranking Member 
FRANK PALLONE. 

Mr. Speaker, you would be glad to 
know that we work pretty hard to be 
bipartisan and productive in the En- 
ergy and Commerce Committee. It 
takes a good deal of effort on both 
sides. 

This legislation is really an acknowl- 
edgement about this new technology— 
the application of the Internet to ac- 
tivities that are cutting across the en- 
tire economy, everything from agri- 
culture to medicine—and it is an ac- 
knowledgment by Congress that this is 
a private sector-led, entrepreneurial- 
led range of opportunities that has the 
potential to increase efficiency and 
productivity. 

For instance, on farms you have GPS 
planting done by GPS-guided tractors. 
It results in much better planting with 
fewer seeds. It saves money and in- 
creases crop yields. 

In medicine, as you know, telemedi- 
cine is being tremendously helpful to 
folks, like in Vermont, where we are a 
very rural State and it is tough for 
folks to make a 60-, 70-mile journey to 
the VA. With telemedicine, we are able 
to have the doctor in that person’s 
local office. So it is a tremendous ben- 
efit to consumers there as well. 

The other thing that is really impor- 
tant is that, for this to be deployed, it 
is not a matter of us trying to come up 
with a regulation. The innovations 
that are occurring are so rapid that it 
really would be impossible for anybody 
to write a regulation that would be 
anything but obstructive. 

On the other hand, with Congress 
getting involved, there are going to be, 
as we go along, some issues of privacy 
and some issues of cybersecurity. When 
it comes to health records, all of us are 
going to be certain that those records 
are safe and private. When it comes to 
other things, like if somebody hacks 
into your Fitbit and finds out how 
many steps you took in a day, it is not 
such a big deal. 

But this is where Congress is going to 
have to play a role, because industry is 
going to want to be certain that the 
rights of their consumers and the users 
of their products are being protected 
and their information is private and 
safe. 

So we are acknowledging, as a Con- 
gress, Republicans and Democrats, that 
there is this new frontier with use of 
the Internet where entrepreneurs in 
the private sector are coming up with 
applications that can improve effi- 
ciency and productivity in almost 
every walk of life. 

One of the ongoing challenges in our 
committee will be to make certain 
that the broadband infrastructure that 
is required in order to make this ben- 
efit available to folks in rural America 
is built out properly. 
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I have been working very closely 
with BoB LATTA of Ohio, who has a big 
rural district, to try to make certain 
that we have a commitment in the 
technology space for broadband deploy- 
ment all across America. It makes a 
huge difference in rural communities 
in our State of Vermont and BoB 
LATTA’s district in Ohio, where, if you 
have somebody who has got a good idea 
in a business, if they are in a small 
town with a population of a couple 
hundred people, as long as they have 
high-speed Internet, they are going to 
be able to take advantage of this. 

So it is a pleasure, I think, for all of 
us to find something that we agree on 
that is substantive and is important. I 
thank all the folks who have had a 
hand in bringing us here to this mo- 
ment where we are going to have an op- 
portunity to vote on this resolution. 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself the balance of my time. 

Mr. Speaker, I will close with this. 
The language of this resolution is very 
clear. It is the sense of the House of 
Representatives: ‘‘the United States 
should develop a national strategy to 
encourage the development of the 
Internet of Things in a way that maxi- 
mizes the promise connected tech- 
nologies hold to empower consumers, 
foster future economic growth, and im- 
prove the Nation’s collective social 
well-being.” 

So, with passing this resolution, we 
are setting the table for future work to 
make sure that we encourage these de- 
velopments. 

I want to thank so much all the spon- 
sors and our chairmen of the sub- 
committee and full committee. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

I thank Vice Chairman LANCE for his 
leadership on this important issue, and 
I urge an ‘‘aye’’ vote on the resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today in support of H. Res. 847, which would 
express the sense of the House of Represent- 
atives about a national strategy for the Internet 
of Things. 

We are truly living in the internet age, and 
new technologies are developing each day. 
High performing mobile devices and cloud 
technologies that seemed so new are already 
commonplace in the business world and at 
home. 

Broadband internet access is expanding into 
communities across the nation, and it is more 
affordable than ever. As innovators add inter- 
net connectivity to an increasing number of or- 
dinary objects, we need to be thinking ahead 
to the next big thing. 

H. Res. 847 expresses the sense that we 
need to encourage innovation and develop- 
ment of these technologies through coopera- 
tion with industry and consumers. It is also im- 
portant to look ahead to how the Internet of 
Things can be used to improve the efficiency 
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of our government and reduce waste and 
abuse. 

By preparing for these technologies now, 
our nation will enjoy greater benefits in the fu- 
ture. | urge my colleagues to support this res- 
olution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. BUR- 
GESS) that the House suspend the rules 
and agree to the resolution, H. Res. 847. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, on that 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro- 
ceedings on this motion will be post- 
poned. 


EE 
1745 


EXPRESSING THE SENSE OF THE 
HOUSE REGARDING A NATIONAL 
POLICY FOR TECHNOLOGY TO 
PROMOTE CONSUMERS’ ACCESS 
TO FINANCIAL TOOLS AND ON- 
LINE COMMERCE 


Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and agree to the 
resolution (H. Res. 835) expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives 
that the United States should adopt a 
national policy for technology to pro- 
mote consumers’ access to financial 
tools and online commerce to promote 
economic growth and consumer em- 
powerment. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu- 
tion. 

The text of the resolution is as fol- 
lows: 


H. RES. 835 


Whereas technology solutions have the po- 
tential to improve consumers’ ability to con- 
trol their economic well-being, to encourage 
their financial literacy, and improve their 
knowledge base and increase their options to 
manage their finances and engage in com- 
merce; 

Whereas new payment methods and new 
payment strategies reflect new commercial 
opportunities; 

Whereas the United States is the world 
leader in software development and tech- 
nology creation; 

Whereas financial technology is creating 
new opportunities for the 24,800,000 under- 
banked households in the United States; 

Whereas the growth of consumers’ use of 
mobile devices and the deployment of 
broadband access has supported the growth 
of financial technology products and services 
outside of traditional products and services 
offered by banks and other financial institu- 
tions in the United States increasing com- 
merce and job growth; 

Whereas identity theft is a rising concern 
for people in the United States as their per- 
sonal information is targeted by criminal en- 
terprises for monetization on the black mar- 
ket; 

Whereas cyberattacks against domestic 
and international financial institutions and 
cooperatives continue; 
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Whereas emerging payment options, in- 
cluding alternative non-fiat currencies, are 
leveraging technology to improve security 
through increased transparency and 
verifiable trust mechanisms to supplant dec- 
ades old payment technology deployed by 
traditional financial institutions; and 

Whereas blockchain technology with the 
appropriate protections has the potential to 
fundamentally change the manner in which 
trust and security are established in online 
transactions through various potential appli- 
cations in sectors including financial serv- 
ices, payments, health care, energy, property 
management, and intellectual property man- 
agement: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the House 
of Representatives that— 

(1) the United States should develop a na- 
tional policy to encourage the development 
of tools for consumers to learn and protect 
their assets in a way that maximizes the 
promise customized, connected devices hold 
to empower consumers, foster future eco- 
nomic growth, create new commerce and new 
markets; 

(2) the United States should prioritize ac- 
celerating the development of alternative 
technologies that support transparency, se- 
curity, and authentication in a way that rec- 
ognizes their benefits, allows for future inno- 
vation, and responsibly protects consumers’ 
personal information; 

(3) the United States should recognize that 
technology experts can play an important 
role in the future development of consumer- 
facing technology applications for manufac- 


turing, automobiles, telecommunications, 
tourism, health care, energy, and general 
commerce; 


(4) the United States should support fur- 
ther innovation, and economic growth, and 
ensure cybersecurity, and the protection of 
consumer privacy; and 

(5) innovators in technology, manufac- 
turing, automobiles, telecommunications, 
tourism, health care, and energy industries 
should commit to improving the quality of 
life for future generations by developing safe 
and consumer protective, new technology 
aimed at improving consumers’ access to 
commerce. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. BURGESS) and the gen- 
tleman from Illinois (Ms. SCHAKOWSKY) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in- 
sert extraneous materials into the 
RECORD on the resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H. 
Res. 835. 

Mr. Speaker, as chairman of the Sub- 
committee on Commerce, Manufac- 
turing, and Trade, I have chaired two 
hearings in our Disrupter Series ex- 
ploring fintech. Over the last year, the 
subcommittee has examined mobile 
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payments, digital currencies, and 
blockchain technology. There is no 
question that this new technology is 
changing the face of global payments 
and commerce. 

The rise of the smartphone has dras- 
tically changed consumer behavior 
when it comes to mobile payments. 
Checking an online account and trans- 
ferring money is as easy as checking 
email on your smartphone. 

In 2014, 22 percent of mobile phone 
users reported making a purchase on 
their phone. Thirty-nine percent used 
their phones to make a purchase in a 
store. 

Global investment in financial tech- 
nology ventures tripled in 2014 to $12 
billion, and increased 67 percent in the 
first quarter of 2016. Payment compa- 
nies and marketplace lenders account 
for about two-thirds of these highly 
valued startups. 

One of the cutting-edge areas of this 
innovation is around blockchain, a 
ledger-based technology fundamentally 
based on transparency. Blockchain 
technology holds the potential to dis- 
rupt healthcare records management, 
manufacturing supply chain manage- 
ment, real estate recordkeeping, inter- 
national clearing and settlement func- 
tions, and even regulatory oversight by 
government agencies. 

Peer-to-peer asset transfer online has 
been a challenge for a number of indus- 
tries since the rise of the Internet. 
Blockchain technology has offered one 
potential solution that many indus- 
tries could leverage in the future to 
protect their intellectual property. 

There is no doubt that blockchain in- 
novations are on the cutting edge 
today. For every story about the amaz- 
ing potential applications, there is an- 
other story outlining a doomsday sce- 
nario. While innovation can be fright- 
ening, discovery should be encouraged 
because the public will never see the 
benefits without assuming some meas- 
ured risk. 

This resolution reaffirms Congress’ 
commitment to innovation. I support 
H. Res. 835, and I would like to thank 
Mr. KINZINGER and Mr. CARDENAS for 
their leadership on this issue. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

I want to acknowledge the work of 
Congressman KINZINGER and Congress- 
man CARDENAS in bringing this resolu- 
tion to the floor today. 

In the last year or so, fintech, finan- 
cial technology, has become the new 
buzzword on Capitol Hill. 

Finance and technology have long 
had a close relationship. For decades, 
banks have been able to send money 
between themselves nearly instanta- 
neously. Consumers have easy access 
to online and mobile banking services. 

Now, more technology is coming into 
consumers’ hands. Person-to-person 
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payment apps have made check-split- 
ting at restaurants much less of an or- 
deal. Blockchain is being used to send 
remittances around the world. 

The challenge for Federal regulators 
is to understand and adapt to this new 
technology. Fintech does not always 
involve traditional financial institu- 
tions. It has increased the amount of 
potentially sensitive consumer infor- 
mation being stored and transmitted. 
If we want innovation to continue and 
for consumers to trust this technology, 
we must ensure that data security is 
baked in. 

We also need to consider how new 
technology works with existing rules 
to prevent money laundering and ter- 
rorist financing. These are not easy 
issues, but they are critical to fur- 
thering innovation, which I hope will 
lead to lower costs and better services 
for consumers. 

This resolution recognizes that Con- 
gress and Federal agencies need to be 
working on policies that promote the 
responsible development of fintech. I 
look forward to working with my col- 
leagues to do just that. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. KINZINGER), the author of this leg- 
islation, in support of his resolution. 

Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois. Mr. 
Speaker, I want to thank the chairman 
and Ranking Member SCHAKOWSKY for 
their work on this and their help. 

I rise today in support of H. Res. 835. 
It is a resolution adopting a national 
policy to promote economic growth 
and consumer access to financial tools 
through technology. 

I introduced this resolution with the 
gentleman from California (Mr. 
CARDENAS) earlier this year to high- 
light the importance of supporting a 
growing industry at the intersection of 
consumer finance and technology, oth- 
erwise known as fintech. I would like 
to thank him for joining me to ensure 
that the United States is competitively 
positioned to leverage this next wave 
of technology for the economy and for 
consumers’ benefits. 

Fintech is leading the charge in tak- 
ing payments to the next level in terms 
of speed, convenience, efficiency, and 
accessibility, and is fundamentally 
changing the amount of transparency 
and control consumers have over their 
information. 

Fintech startups have created a 
surge in payment innovation, ranging 
from new mobile payment options to 
digital currencies outside of tradi- 
tional government-issued currency. 
There are over 2,000 fintech startups, 
and more than a dozen that are cur- 
rently valued at over $1 billion. 

Mobile payments revenues in 2016 are 
expected to surpass the $600 billion 
mark, and this year, 45 percent of con- 
sumers use some form of mobile pay- 
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ments. And with that investment 
comes new jobs and new opportunities. 

Given all of this, there is still a host 
of questions about these offerings that 
industry and government at all levels 
must continue to work through. Ques- 
tions about security, privacy, and con- 
sumer protection are important and 
will guide how public and private enti- 
ties continue to review and assess 
emerging technologies. 

However, potential risks and 20th 
century silos between government 
agencies should not hamper innovation 
in this space. 

In an age where mobile devices are 
ubiquitous, consumers are demanding a 
higher level of transparency and con- 
trol over their financial information. 
Due to the proliferation of mobile de- 
vices, we have an opportunity to cap- 
italize on an emerging technology that 
we cannot afford to miss out on. The 
only question is who is going to lead 
the way in this process. 

This resolution sends a clear message 
that it will be the United States, and 
that Congress supports continued inno- 
vation and consumer empowerment. 

Again, I want to just say thank you 
to my friends on both sides of the aisle 
for bringing this up, what I think is a 
very good bipartisan resolution and a 
good first step to doing what we need 
to do. 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, it 
is my pleasure to yield such time as he 
may consume to the gentleman from 
California (Mr. CARDENAS), the cospon- 
sor and coauthor of this resolution. 

Mr. CARDENAS. Mr. Speaker, I want 
to thank my colleague and friend for 
yielding the time, and also for her lead- 
ership, my colleague, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 

And also to my colleague, Congress- 
man KINZINGER, I thank him for intro- 
ducing this legislation. It is my honor 
to work with the gentleman, and espe- 
cially across the aisle on something 
that we all agree on and realize that 
this is something that we need to take 
responsible steps in harnessing here in 
this country when it comes to the issue 
at hand. 

Today, financial service companies 
are undergoing another profound era of 
change. In the United States alone, 
there are 85 million millennials, a gen- 
eration considerably more open to non- 
traditional financial services than past 
generations. This is almost the same 
amount of Americans who have little 
or no relationship with a bank. That 
means no checking or savings account 
for those people. 

We also know that there are more 
than 1 billion smartphones worldwide, 
with more than 200 million in the U.S. 
alone. People today have 24-hours-a- 
day mobile access to financial services 
providers, regardless of how far they 
are from the nearest bank branch. 

The fintech revolution can bridge the 
gap between those who are banked and 
those who are not. Anyone with a cell 
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phone should also be able to save, in- 
vest, transfer, and improve their finan- 
cial experience safely. 

For example, our society has an un- 
precedented amount of choices when 
purchasing or selling products in per- 
son and/or online. 

Blockchain technology, the system 
behind bitcoin has the potential to fun- 
damentally disrupt the way we think 
of not just currency exchanges but also 
health care, energy, and intellectual 
property. 

Of course, every new system must in- 
corporate safeguards against those who 
want to take advantage of it. Finding 
the balance between the development 
of new technology and the protection 
of our personal information is not only 
necessary but critical. That is why 
Representative KINZINGER and I intro- 
duced H. Res. 835, the bipartisan finan- 
cial technology resolution. 

It is time Congress recognizes and en- 
courages innovation, while setting the 
tone for security and transparency. 
This resolution underscores fintech’s 
ability to improve a consumer’s experi- 
ence when it comes to managing their 
finances online. 

It also states that fintech could help 
increase financial literacy rates across 
the U.S. by creating new opportunities 
for the nearly 25 million households in 
the United States that are still 
unbanked. 

Let it be known: identity theft is a 
real concern for all Americans at all 
levels. But the good news is that many 
within fintech are committed to im- 


proving security through increased 
transparency and verifiable trust 
mechanisms. 


Not only does fintech give small busi- 
nesses and consumers an alternative 
way to bank, it also offers the possi- 
bility of a safer, more convenient fi- 
nancial experience while creating U.S. 
jobs. 

Seeing as the United States is the 
world leader in software development 
and technology, it is in our best inter- 
est to develop a national policy. We 
must drive innovation, boost economic 
growth, and ensure the protection of 
every American’s personal informa- 
tion. 

Fintech not only makes products and 
services more accessible to the con- 
sumer, but it can also make these serv- 
ices more affordable. It is needless to 
say that fintech has great potential in 
our future. 

We need to do what we have to, as 
government, to unleash the creativity, 
convenience, but more importantly, its 
responsible and safe environment for 
these technologies, all the while, see- 
ing to it that we stay out of the way of 
getting in the way of the billions and 
eventually trillions of dollars that will 
be manifested through this new indus- 
try; and that means, jobs, jobs, jobs 
right here in America. 

If we don’t harness this policy, if we 
don’t work with the industries, if we 
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don’t do our job as making sure that 
we set the tone, not only for this coun- 
try but for the world, we may find our- 
selves missing out on this tremendous 
opportunity on behalf of the American 
public and the American worker. 

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’’ 
on H. Res. 835, the bipartisan fintech 
bill. 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, I 
look forward to the passage of H. Res. 
835. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

Mr. Speaker, this resolution reaf- 
firms Congress’ commitment to inno- 
vation. I support H. Res. 835. I want to 
thank again Mr. KINZINGER and Mr. 
CARDENAS for their leadership. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today in support of H. Res. 835, which encour- 
ages the development of new technologies 
that increase consumers’ access to commerce 
and financial tools. This is an exciting time in 
American Commerce. 

Each day, innovators are connecting con- 
sumers, industries, and markets through brand 
new technologies and connected devices. 
These new technologies will empower Amer- 
ican consumers and our economy like never 
before. With innovations coming so rapidly, we 
need to ensure that these new technologies 
are not at the expense of consumer privacy 
and cybersecurity. 

These resolutions would support American 
innovation in financial technology, trans- 
parency, security, and consumer empower- 
ment while protecting consumers’ personal in- 
formation. By improving consumers’ access to 
commerce through technological means, we 
can greatly improve the quality of life for future 
Americans. 

| urge my colleagues to support this resolu- 
tion so that our innovators can confidently take 
on the challenge of developing technology for 
tomorrow’s marketplace 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. BUR- 
GESS) that the House suspend the rules 
and agree to the resolution (H. Res. 
835.) 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, on that 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro- 
ceedings on this motion will be post- 
poned. 


EE 


AMATEUR RADIO PARITY ACT OF 
2016 


Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 1801) to direct the Federal Com- 
munications Commission to extend to 
private land use restrictions its rule re- 
lating to reasonable accommodation of 
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amateur service communications, 
amended. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 
H.R. 1301 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the “Amateur Radio 
Parity Act of 2016”. 

SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds the following: 

(1) More than 730,000 radio amateurs in the 
United States are licensed by the Federal Com- 
munications Commission in the amateur radio 
services. 

(2) Amateur radio, at no cost to taxpayers, 
provides a fertile ground for technical self-train- 
ing in modern telecommunications, electronics 
technology, and emergency communications 
techniques and protocols. 

(3) There is a strong Federal interest in the ef- 
fective performance of amateur stations estab- 
lished at the residences of licensees. Such sta- 
tions have been shown to be frequently and in- 
creasingly precluded by unreasonable private 
land use restrictions, including restrictive cov- 
enants. 

(4) Federal Communications Commission regu- 
lations have for three decades prohibited the ap- 
plication to stations in the amateur service of 
State and local regulations that preclude or fail 
to reasonably accommodate amateur service 
communications, or that do not constitute the 
minimum practicable regulation to accomplish a 
legitimate State or local purpose. Commission 
policy has been and is to require States and lo- 
calities to permit erection of a station antenna 
structure at heights and dimensions sufficient to 
accommodate amateur service communications. 

(5) The Commission has sought guidance and 
direction from Congress with respect to the ap- 
plication of the Commission’s limited preemption 
policy regarding amateur service communica- 
tions to private land use restrictions, including 
restrictive covenants. 

(6) There are aesthetic and common property 
considerations that are uniquely applicable to 
private land use regulations and the community 
associations obligated to enforce covenants, con- 
ditions, and restrictions in deed-restricted com- 
munities. These considerations are dissimilar to 
those applicable to State law and local ordi- 
nances regulating the same residential amateur 
radio facilities. 

(7) In recognition of these considerations, a 
separate Federal policy than exists at section 
97.15(b) of title 47, Code of Federal Regulations, 
is warranted concerning amateur service com- 
munications in deed-restricted communities. 

(8) Community associations should fairly ad- 
minister private land use regulations in the in- 
terest of their communities, while nevertheless 
permitting the installation and maintenance of 
effective outdoor amateur radio antennas. There 
exist antenna designs and installations that can 
be consistent with the aesthetics and physical 
characteristics of land and structures in commu- 
nity associations while accommodating commu- 
nications in the amateur radio services. 

SEC. 3. APPLICATION OF PRIVATE LAND USE RE- 
STRICTIONS TO AMATEUR STATIONS. 

(a) AMENDMENT OF FCC RULES.—Not later 
than 120 days after the date of the enactment of 
this Act, the Federal Communications Commis- 
sion shall amend section 97.15 of title 47, Code of 
Federal Regulations, by adding a new para- 
graph that prohibits the application to amateur 
stations of any private land use restriction, in- 
cluding a restrictive covenant, that— 

(1) on its face or as applied, precludes commu- 
nications in an amateur radio service; 
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(2) fails to permit a licensee in an amateur 
radio service to install and maintain an effective 
outdoor antenna on property under the exclu- 
sive use or control of the licensee; or 

(3) does not constitute the minimum prac- 
ticable restriction on such communications to 
accomplish the lawful purposes of a community 
association seeking to enforce such restriction. 

(b) ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS.—In amending 
its rules as required by subsection (a), the Com- 
mission shall— 

(1) require any licensee in an amateur radio 
service to notify and obtain prior approval from 
a community association concerning installation 
of an outdoor antenna; 

(2) permit a community association to prohibit 
installation of any antenna or antenna support 
structure by a licensee in an amateur radio serv- 
ice on common property not under the exclusive 
use or control of the licensee; and 

(3) subject to the standards specified in para- 
graphs (1) and (2) of subsection (a), permit a 
community association to establish reasonable 
written rules concerning height, location, size, 
and aesthetic impact of, and installation re- 
quirements for, outdoor antennas and support 
structures for the purpose of conducting commu- 
nications in the amateur radio services. 

SEC. 4. AFFIRMATION OF LIMITED PREEMPTION 
OF STATE AND LOCAL LAND USE 
REGULATION. 

The Federal Communications Commission may 
not change section 97.15(b) of title 47, Code of 
Federal Regulations, which shall remain appli- 
cable to State and local land use regulation of 
amateur service communications. 

SEC. 5. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 

(1) COMMUNITY ASSOCIATION.—The term ‘‘com- 
munity association” means any non-profit man- 
datory membership organization composed of 
owners of real estate described in a declaration 
of covenants or created pursuant to a covenant 
or other applicable law with respect to which a 
person, by virtue of the person’s ownership of or 
interest in a unit or parcel, is obligated to pay 
for a share of real estate taxes, insurance pre- 
miums, maintenance, improvement, services, or 
other expenses related to common elements, 
other units, or any other real estate other than 
the unit or parcel described in the declaration. 

(2) TERMS DEFINED IN REGULATIONS.—The 
terms “amateur radio services”, “amateur serv- 
ice”, and “amateur station” have the meanings 
given such terms in section 97.3 of title 47, Code 
of Federal Regulations. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. BURGESS) and the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. TONKO) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 
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GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days in which to re- 
vise and extend their remarks and in- 
sert extraneous material into the 
RECORD on the bill H.R. 1301. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 


gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
KINZINGER). 
Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois. Mr. 


Speaker, I want to thank the chairman 
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for yielding. I also want to thank 
Chairman WALDEN and Ranking Mem- 
ber ESHOO for working with me to get 
this legislation to a point where all in- 
terested parties are able to support its 
passage today. 

Additionally, I would like to thank 
the representatives from the ARRL and 
CAI for meeting with our offices time 
and again to come to an agreement 
that helps us move forward on this leg- 
islation in a bipartisan and very posi- 
tive manner. 

Under current law, there is an out- 
right prohibition on the use of any an- 
tennae for amateur radio use in certain 
areas with no consideration for the 
emergency ramifications that come as 
a result. For some, this is merely a 
nuisance; but for others, those who use 
their amateur radio license for life- 
saving emergency communications, a 
dangerous situation can be created by 
limiting their ability to establish effec- 
tive communication for those in need. 

During times of emergency service, 
such as following a hurricane or tor- 
nado, amateur radio operators are able 
to use their skills and equipment to 
create a network of communications 
for first responders when other wired 
or wireless technologies are down—a 
vital and lifesaving function. 

Additionally, there are some hams 
that take their certifications even fur- 
ther by purchasing expensive equip- 
ment and going through extensive 
training to become part of MARS, the 
Military Auxiliary Radio System. The 
purpose of MARS is to help our mili- 
tary patch through their communica- 
tions to one another domestically and 
abroad, and I have personally used this 
system as a pilot in the military. 

What is so impressive about this 
group is what it takes to be part of this 
system. MARS members must have ac- 
cess to expensive, high-frequency radio 
equipment; it must file monthly re- 
ports; and they participate in a min- 
imum of 12 hours of radio activity each 
quarter, all on their own dime and all 
on their own time. 

This legislation that is brought be- 
fore us today would change current 
regulations hampering the ability of 
amateur radio operators to effectively 
communicate in certain areas while re- 
specting and maintaining the rights of 
local communities in those areas where 
hams reside. 

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the willing- 
ness of all the interested groups in 
coming to the table with myself, with 
Chairman WALDEN, and Ranking Mem- 
ber ESHOO, in order to come to an ami- 
cable agreement on how to move this 
legislation forward. I urge support of 
this bill. 

Mr. TONKO. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. I rise 
in support of H.R. 1301, the Amateur 
Radio Parity Act. 

Mr. Speaker, I commend both cospon- 
sors here, Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois and 
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Mr. COURTNEY of Connecticut, who 
have placed common sense into this 
legislative format that will drive fair- 
ness, I believe, into the equation for 
amateur radio operators. 

Operators provide essential services 
in times of emergencies, and they 
should not be prohibited from building 
their facilities. They provide a very 
useful role in our given neighborhoods 
and communities. H.R. 1301 will pro- 
vide for new rules that will help these 
operators navigate homeowner associa- 
tion restrictions when they are at- 
tempting to build their given stations. 

The bill, Mr. Speaker, strikes the 
right balance to ensure that home- 
owner associations can impose reason- 
able regulations for amateur radio tow- 
ers, but it would also make sure that 
amateur radio enthusiasts can con- 
tinue to operate. 

I do congratulate Chairman WALDEN 
and Ranking Member EsHoo for their 
work to come up with an agreement 
that everyone can support based on the 
efforts of the cosponsors of the legisla- 
tion. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I re- 
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. TONKO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from Connecticut (Mr. 
COURTNEY), my good friend. 

Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Speaker, I want 
to, again, thank my friend, Mr. TONKO, 
and salute his great work on the En- 
ergy and Commerce Committee, as well 
as Mr. BURGESS and Mr. KINZINGER. For 
the last two Congresses we have 
worked together to get this legislation 
to the place we are at this evening. 
Again, it really recognizes the pas- 
sionate work and highly skilled work 
that over 700,000 ham radio operators 
conduct every day in this country. 

A couple of years ago in Hartford, 
Connecticut, they had the Centennial 
Convention of the American Radio 
Relay League, which brought together 
thousands of ham operators from all 
over the country to share their skills 
and to look at the latest innovation 
and technology, which Mr. KINZINGER 
referred to and, again, talked about the 
networks that they collaborate on in 
terms of early weather warnings as 
well as assisting the American mili- 
tary. 

Last Congress, we had 69 bipartisan 
cosponsors. This year, it grew to 126, 
and, again, that is because of the exter- 
nal grassroots pressure which these 
groups brought forward. Again, they 
have no sort of skin in the game in 
terms of any personal benefit. As the 
Congressman from Illinois said, they 
are all basically volunteers. But I 
think it is important to realize this is 
not just a feel-good bill. This is about 
really strengthening our systems of 
emergency services and first respond- 
ers that are out there. 
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In the State of Connecticut in 2014 we 
got a pretty good taste of this when 
Hurricane Sandy hit. It basically 
struck the power grid down for about 10 
days or so. In the wake of that, we saw 
all the advanced communication that 
we take for granted—whether it is 
cable communication or cellular com- 
munication—completely sort of fall by 
the wayside. So the only way that first 
responders could communicate, the 
folks who were delivering emergency 
medical care to the State during that 
time period was, in fact, going back in 
time and relying on the ham radio op- 
erators to make sure that these groups 
were in real-time communication. 

So what this bill seeks to do is to re- 
balance what has happened out there in 
terms of land use restrictions that 
have inhibited the ability of these real- 
ly hardworking volunteers—American 
patriots I would argue—to really per- 
form this critical duty. 

The vast majority of homes that 
have been built since the 1980s in this 
country have contained some type of 
deed restrictions that have inhibited 
that capability. As a result of this leg- 
islation, it will sort of rebalance legiti- 
mate property rights of private prop- 
erty owners to make sure that non-in- 
trusive antennas and technology will 
be able to allow this network to con- 
tinue to thrive and to do the great 
work that it does to support local dis- 
aster response all across the country. 

I had a conversation recently with 
the chairman of the FCC, Tom Wheel- 
er, who, again, as an organization 
going back to the 1970s, has recognized 
the value of amateur radio in terms of 
bolstering America’s communication 
system providing kind of a redundancy 
system, a backup system, in case, 
again, the advanced stuff that we take 
for granted now is struck down by ex- 
ternal events. He strongly supports 
this legislation. 

Again, I want to salute the great bi- 
partisan work that was done on the En- 
ergy and Commerce Committee to 
bring this bill after 3 long years to the 
floor here, and I strongly urge all the 
Members to support its passage. 

Mr. TONKO. Mr. Speaker, as I indi- 
cated, the cosponsors of this legislation 
have struck a very sound balance be- 
tween the interests of the homeowner 
associations and amateur radio opera- 
tors. It is done in a spirit of bipartisan- 
ship. So for those reasons, I strongly 
suggest we support the measure. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this legislation. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today in support of H.R. 1301, the Amateur 
Radio Parity Act, and its positive effects on 
amateur radio operators and our communities. 
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Amateur radio operators not only participate 
due to interests in the hobby, but also be- 
cause they serve an important role in the com- 
munications and coordination of communities 
and emergency services. 

Under existing regulations, amateur radio 
operators can be subjected to regulations that 
other industries are not subject to, effectively 
singling them out. This bill doesn’t display fa- 
voritism, it simply created an equal playing 
field for an industry that is little known, but 
contributes immensely to the well-being of our 
communities. 

The Amateur Radio Parity Act would ensure 
that amateur operators are able to continue 
their hobby within the confines of the law, in- 
cluding in deed-restricted communities. 

Across the United States, there are more 
than 720,000 amateur radio operators licensed 
by the FCC whose services to their commu- 
nities cost nothing to the taxpayers. 

They are instrumental in helping to coordi- 
nate during natural disasters and have pro- 
vided services to organizations including the 
American Red Cross, the Salvation Army, 
FEMA and the Department of Defense. 

As the Representative for coastal Georgia, | 
know all too well the effects of a natural dis- 
aster on an area and the benefits to having in 
place every protection possible to help combat 
the challenges that arise in those difficult 
times. 

| applaud my good friend Mr. KINZINGER for 
his work on this issue and the work of the En- 
ergy and Commerce Committee to address 
these reforms and | urge passage of this im- 
portant legislation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. BUR- 
GESS) that the House suspend the rules 
and pass the bill, H.R. 1301, as amend- 
ed. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

The title of the bill was amended so 
as to read: “A bill to direct the Federal 
Communications Commission to amend 
its rules so as to prohibit the applica- 
tion to amateur stations of certain pri- 
vate land use restrictions, and for 
other purposes.’’. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 
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SPORTS MEDICINE LICENSURE 
CLARITY ACT OF 2016 


Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 921) to provide protections for 
certain sports medicine professionals 
who provide certain medical services in 
a secondary State, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 921 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Sports Medicine 

Licensure Clarity Act of 2016”. 
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SEC. 2. PROTECTIONS FOR COVERED 
MEDICINE PROFESSIONALS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a covered 
sports medicine professional who has in effect 
medical professional liability insurance coverage 
and provides in a secondary State covered med- 
ical services that are within the scope of prac- 
tice of such professional in the primary State to 
an athlete or an athletic team (or a staff member 
of such an athlete or athletic team) pursuant to 
an agreement described in subsection (b)(4) with 
respect to such athlete or athletic team— 

(1) such medical professional liability insur- 
ance coverage shall cover (subject to any related 
premium adjustments) such professional with re- 
spect to such covered medical services provided 
by the professional in the secondary State to 
such an individual or team as if such services 
were provided by such professional in the pri- 
mary State to such an individual or team; and 

(2) to the extent such professional is licensed 
under the requirements of the primary State to 
provide such services to such an individual or 
team, the professional shall be treated as satis- 
fying any licensure requirements of the sec- 
ondary State to provide such services to such an 
individual or team. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this Act, the following 
definitions apply: 

(1) ATHLETE.—The term “‘athlete’’ means— 

(A) an individual participating in a sporting 
event or activity for which the individual may 
be paid; 

(B) an individual participating in a sporting 
event or activity sponsored or sanctioned by a 
national governing body; or 

(C) an individual for whom a high school or 
institution of higher education provides a cov- 
ered sports medicine professional. 

(2) ATHLETIC TEAM.—The_ term 
team” means a sports team— 

(A) composed of individuals who are paid to 
participate on the team; 

(B) composed of individuals who are partici- 
pating in a sporting event or activity sponsored 
or sanctioned by a national governing body; or 

(C) for which a high school or an institution 
of higher education provides a covered sports 
medicine professional. 

(3) COVERED MEDICAL SERVICES.—The term 
“covered medical services’’ means general med- 
ical care, emergency medical care, athletic train- 
ing, or physical therapy services. Such term 
does not include care provided by a covered 
sports medicine professional— 

(A) at a health care facility; or 

(B) while a health care provider licensed to 
practice in the secondary State is transporting 
the injured individual to a health care facility. 

(4) COVERED SPORTS MEDICINE PROFES- 
SIONAL.—The term ‘‘covered sports medicine pro- 
fessional” means a physician, athletic trainer, 
or other health care professional who— 

(A) is licensed to practice in the primary 
State; 

(B) provides covered medical services, pursu- 
ant to a written agreement with an athlete, an 
athletic team, a national governing body, a high 
school, or an institution of higher education; 
and 

(C) prior to providing the covered medical 
services described in subparagraph (B), has dis- 
closed the nature and extent of such services to 
the entity that provides the professional with li- 
ability insurance in the primary State. 

(5) HEALTH CARE FACILITY.—The term “health 
care facility” means a facility in which medical 
care, diagnosis, or treatment is provided on an 
inpatient or outpatient basis. Such term does 
not include facilities at an arena, stadium, or 
practice facility, or temporary facilities existing 
for events where athletes or athletic teams may 
compete. 

(6) INSTITUTION OF HIGHER EDUCATION.—The 
term ‘‘institution of higher education” has the 
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meaning given such term in section 101 of the 
Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1001). 

(7) NATIONAL GOVERNING BODY.—The term 
“national governing body” has the meaning 
given such term in section 220501 of title 36, 
United States Code. 

(8) PRIMARY STATE.—The term “primary 
State’’ means, with respect to a covered sports 
medicine professional, the State in which— 

(A) the covered sports medicine professional is 
licensed to practice; and 

(B) the majority of the covered sports medicine 
professional’s practice is underwritten for med- 
ical professional liability insurance coverage. 

(9) SECONDARY STATE.—The term ‘‘secondary 
State’’ means, with respect to a covered sports 
medicine professional, any State that is not the 
primary State. 

(10) STATE.—The term ‘‘State’’ means each of 
the several States, the District of Columbia, and 
each commonwealth, territory, or possession of 
the United States. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. BURGESS) and the gentle- 
woman from Illinois (Ms. SCHAKOWSKY) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days in which to re- 
vise and extend their remarks and in- 
sert extraneous materials into the 
RECORD on the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 
921, the Sports Medicine Licensure 
Clarity Act of 2016, introduced by my 
colleague on the Health Subcommittee, 
BRETT GUTHRIE. 

Team physicians and other licensed 
sports medicine professionals often 
travel with their athletes to away 
games and other sporting events out- 
side of their home State. When pro- 
viding care to an injured player during 
the game or in the locker room after- 
wards, they are often doing so at great 
personal and professional risk. If they 
are sued, their home State license 
could be in jeopardy, and their mal- 
practice insurance may not provide 
coverage. 

This commonsense bill would provide 
clarity first by stating that their li- 
ability insurance shall cover them out- 
side their home State for limited serv- 
ices within the scope of their practice, 
subject to any related premium adjust- 
ments. 

Second, to the extent that the 
healthcare professional is licensed 
under the requirements of their home 
State to provide certain services to an 
athlete or team, they shall be treated 
as satisfying corresponding licensure 
requirements of a secondary State in 
these narrowly defined instances. 

H.R. 921 has almost 200 bipartisan co- 
sponsors and is supported by a wide 
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range of professional medical associa- 
tions as well as amateur and profes- 
sional sports associations. I urge my 
colleagues to join me in support. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Washington, DC, September 9, 2016. 

Hon. FRED UPTON, 
Chairman, Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN UPTON: I write with re- 
spect to H.R. 921, the ‘‘Sports Medicine Li- 
censure Clarity Act,” which was referred to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce and 
in addition to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary. As a result of your having consulted 
with us on provisions within H.R. 921 that 
fall within the Rule X jurisdiction of the 
Committee on the Judiciary, I agree to dis- 
charge our committee from further consider- 
ation of this bill so that it may proceed expe- 
ditiously to the House floor for consider- 
ation. 

The Judiciary Committee takes this action 
with our mutual understanding that by fore- 
going consideration of H.R. 921 at this time, 
we do not waive any jurisdiction over subject 
matter contained in this or similar legisla- 
tion and that our committee will be appro- 
priately consulted and involved as this bill 
or similar legislation moves forward so that 
we may address any remaining issues in our 
jurisdiction. Our committee also reserves 
the right to seek appointment of an appro- 
priate number of conferees to any House- 
Senate conference involving this or similar 
legislation and asks that you support any 
such request. 

I would appreciate a response to this letter 
confirming this understanding with respect 
to H.R. 921 and would ask that a copy of our 
exchange of letters on this matter be in- 
cluded in the Congressional Record during 
floor consideration of H.R. 921. 

Sincerely, 
BOB GOODLATTE, 
Chairman. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND COMMERCE, 

Washington, DC, September 12, 2016. 
Hon. BOB GOODLATTE, 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN GOODLATTE: Thank you for 
your letter regarding H.R. 921, the ‘‘Sports 
Medicine Licensure Clarity Act of 2015.” As 
you noted, there are provisions of the bill 
that fall within the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary’s Rule X jurisdiction. 

I appreciate your willingness to forgo con- 
sideration of H.R. 921, and I agree that your 
decision is not a waiver of any of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary’s jurisdiction over 
the subject matter contained in this or simi- 
lar legislation, and that the Committee will 
be appropriately consulted and involved as 
this bill or similar legislation moves for- 
ward. In addition, I understand that the 
Committee reserves the right to seek the ap- 
pointment of an appropriate number of con- 
ferees to any House-Senate conference in- 
volving this or similar legislation, and you 
will have my support for any such request. 

I will include a copy of your letter and this 
response in the Congressional Record during 
floor consideration of H.R. 921. 

Sincerely, 
FRED UPTON, 
Chairman. 
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Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 


I rise today in support of H.R. 921, 
the Sports Medicine Licensure Clarity 
Act of 2015. The bill’s sponsors, Con- 
gressman RICHMOND and Congressman 
GUTHRIE, were able to fix a particular 
problem with a targeted solution in 
this legislation. 


As amended, this bill will ensure that 
sports medicine professionals who con- 
tract with a team are covered by their 
medical professional liability insur- 
ance while they are traveling with 
their teams. Medical licensure is State 
specific, so when a provider travels 
with a team, they are often technically 
practicing without a license and with- 
out their medical liability insurance. 
Obviously this is a problem. 


This bill solves that problem unique 
to sports medicine professionals since 
they travel around the country with 
their teams. The legislation provides 
that any medical malpractice incident 
occurring under the care of a traveling 
team sports medicine professional 
would be treated as if it occurred in the 
professional’s primary State of prac- 
tice rather than the State in which the 
game is being played. This bill does not 
allow these providers to practice be- 
yond the scope of their licenses or to 
treat athletes anywhere other than the 
field or the court. 


This legislation will also provide cer- 
tainty to players that malpractice in- 
surance will apply if they need to file a 
lawsuit after receiving improper care. I 
am pleased that the sponsors were able 
to work with the Energy and Com- 
merce Committee and stakeholders to 
ensure that this bill achieves the right 
balance. 

I want to thank Congressman GUTH- 
RIE and Congressman RICHMOND from 
Louisiana for working on this bill. I en- 
courage my colleagues to vote “yes.” I 
just, again, want to thank the sponsors 
for fixing a problem that clearly need- 
ed fixing. I support this legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in 
support of this worthwhile bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
HOLDING). The question is on the mo- 
tion offered by the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. BURGESS) that the House 
suspend the rules and pass the bill, 
H.R. 921, as amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 
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ADVANCED NUCLEAR TECH- 
NOLOGY DEVELOPMENT ACT OF 
2016 


Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 4979) to foster civilian research 
and development of advanced nuclear 
energy technologies and enhance the 
licensing and commercial deployment 
of such technologies, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 4979 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Advanced 
Nuclear Technology Development Act of 
2016”. 

SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds the following: 

(1) Nuclear energy generates approxi- 
mately 20 percent of the total electricity and 
approximately 60 percent of the carbon-free 
electricity of the United States. 

(2) Nuclear power plants operate consist- 
ently at a 90 percent capacity factor, and 
provide consumers and businesses with reli- 
able and affordable electricity. 

(3) Nuclear power plants generate billions 
of dollars in national economic activity 
through nationwide procurements and pro- 
vide thousands of Americans with high pay- 
ing jobs contributing substantially to the 
local economies in communities where they 
operate. 

(4) The United States commercial nuclear 
industry must continue to lead the inter- 
national civilian nuclear marketplace, be- 
cause it is one of our most powerful national 
security tools, guaranteeing the safe, secure, 
and exclusively peaceful use of nuclear en- 
ergy. 

(5) Maintaining the Nation’s nuclear fleet 
of commercial light water reactors and ex- 
panding the use of new advanced reactor de- 
signs would support continued production of 
reliable baseload electricity and maintain 
United States global leadership in nuclear 
power. 

(6) Nuclear fusion technology also has the 
potential to generate electricity with signifi- 
cantly increased safety performance and no 
radioactive waste. 

(7) The development of advanced reactor 
designs would benefit from a performance- 
based, risk-informed, efficient, and cost-ef- 
fective regulatory framework with defined 
milestones and the opportunity for appli- 
cants to demonstrate progress through Nu- 
clear Regulatory Commission approval. 

SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 

(1) ADVANCED NUCLEAR REACTOR.—The term 
“advanced nuclear reactor” means— 

(A) a nuclear fission reactor with signifi- 
cant improvements over the most recent 
generation of nuclear fission reactors, which 
may include inherent safety features, lower 
waste yields, greater fuel utilization, supe- 
rior reliability, resistance to proliferation, 
and increased thermal efficiency; or 

(B) a nuclear fusion reactor. 

(2) DEPARTMENT.—The term ‘‘Department’’ 
means the Department of Energy. 

(3) LICENSING.—The term “licensing” 
means NRC activities related to reviewing 
applications for licenses, permits, and design 
certifications, and requests for any other 
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regulatory approval for nuclear reactors 
within the responsibilities of the NRC under 
the Atomic Energy Act of 1954. 

(4) NATIONAL LABORATORY.—The term ‘‘Na- 
tional Laboratory” has the meaning given 
that term in section 2 of the Energy Policy 
Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 15801). 

(5) NRC.—The term “NRC” means the Nu- 
clear Regulatory Commission. 

(6) SECRETARY.—The term 
means the Secretary of Energy. 
SEC. 4. AGENCY COORDINATION. 

The NRC and the Department shall enter 
into the a memorandum of understanding re- 
garding the following topics: 

(1) TECHNICAL EXPERTISE.—Ensuring that 
the Department has sufficient technical ex- 
pertise to support the civilian nuclear indus- 
try’s timely research, development, dem- 
onstration, and commercial application of 
safe, innovative advanced reactor technology 
and the NRC has sufficient technical exper- 
tise to support the evaluation of applications 
for licenses, permits, and design certifi- 
cations, and other requests for regulatory 
approval for advanced reactors. 

(2) MODELING AND SIMULATION.—The use of 
computers and software codes to calculate 
the behavior and performance of advanced 
reactors based on mathematical models of 
their physical behavior. 

(3) FACILITIES.—Ensuring that the Depart- 
ment maintains and develops the facilities 
to enable the civilian nuclear industry’s 
timely research, development, demonstra- 
tion, and commercial application of safe, in- 
novative reactor technology and ensuring 
that the NRC has access to such facilities, as 
needed. 

SEC. 5. REPORTING TO CONGRESS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary, in consultation with the National 
Laboratories, relevant Federal agencies, and 
other stakeholders, shall submit to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce and the 
Committee on Science, Space, and Tech- 
nology of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Environment and Public 
Works and the Committee Energy and Nat- 
ural Resources of the Senate a report assess- 
ing the capabilities of the Department to au- 
thorize, host, and oversee privately proposed 
and funded experimental reactors. 

(b) CONTENTS.—Such report shall address— 

(1) the safety review and oversight capa- 
bilities of the Department, including options 
to leverage expertise from the NRC and the 
National Laboratories; 

(2) options to regulate Department hosted, 
privately proposed and funded experimental 
reactors; 

(3) potential sites capable of hosting the 
activities described in subsection (a); 

(4) the efficacy of the available contractual 
mechanisms of the Department to partner 
with the private sector and other Federal 
agencies, including cooperative research and 
development agreements, strategic partner- 
ship projects, and agreements for commer- 
cializing technology; 

(5) the Federal Government’s liability with 
respect to the disposal of low-level radio- 
active waste, spent nuclear fuel, or high- 
level radioactive waste, as defined by section 
2 of the Nuclear Waste Policy Act of 1982 (42 
U.S.C. 10101); 

(6) the impact on the Nation’s aggregate 
inventory of low-level radioactive waste, 
spent nuclear fuel, or high-level radioactive 
waste; 

(7) potential cost structures relating to 
physical security, decommissioning, liabil- 
ity, and other long-term project costs; and 
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(8) other challenges or considerations iden- 
tified by the Secretary. 

(c) UPDATES.—The Secretary shall update 
relevant provisions of the report submitted 
under subsection (a) every 2 years and sub- 
mit that update to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce and the Committee on 
Science, Space, and Technology of the House 
of Representatives and the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works and the Com- 
mittee Energy and Natural Resources of the 
Senate. 
SEC. 6. ADVANCED REACTOR REGULATORY 

FRAMEWORK. 

(a) PLAN REQUIRED.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
NRC shall transmit to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce and the Committee on 
Science, Space, and Technology of the House 
of Representatives and the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works of the Senate 
a plan for developing an efficient, risk-in- 
formed, technology-neutral framework for 
advanced reactor licensing. The plan shall 
evaluate the following subjects, consistent 
with the NRC’s role in protecting public 
health and safety and common defense and 
security: 

(1) The unique aspects of advanced reactor 
licensing and any associated legal, regu- 
latory, and policy issues the NRC will need 
to address to develop a framework for licens- 
ing advanced reactors. 

(2) Options for licensing advanced reactors 
under existing NRC regulations in title 10 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations, a proposed 
new regulatory framework, or a combination 
of these approaches. 

(3) Options to expedite and streamline the 
licensing of advanced reactors, including op- 
portunities to minimize the time from appli- 
cation submittal to final NRC licensing deci- 
sion and minimize the delays that may re- 
sult from any necessary amendments or sup- 
plements to applications. 

(4) Options to expand the incorporation of 
consensus-based codes and standards into the 
advanced reactor regulatory framework to 
minimize time to completion and provide 
flexibility in implementation. 

(5) Options to make the advanced reactor 
licensing framework more predictable. This 
evaluation should consider opportunities to 
improve the process by which application re- 
view milestones are established and main- 
tained. 

(6) Options to allow applicants to use 
phased review processes under which the 
NRC issues approvals that do not require the 
NRC to re-review previously approved infor- 
mation. This evaluation shall consider the 
NRC’s ability to review and conditionally ap- 
prove partial applications, early design in- 
formation, and submittals that contain de- 
sign criteria and processes to be used to de- 
velop information to support a later phase of 
the design review. 

(7) The extent to which NRC action or 
modification of policy is needed to imple- 
ment any part of the plan required by this 
subsection. 

(8) The role of licensing advanced reactors 
within NRC long-term strategic resource 
planning, staffing, and funding levels. 

(9) Options to provide cost-sharing finan- 
cial structures for license applicants in a 
phased licensing process. 

(b) COORDINATION AND STAKEHOLDER INPUT 
REQUIRED.—In developing the plan required 
by subsection (a), the NRC shall seek input 
from the Department, the nuclear industry, 
and other public stakeholders. 

(c) COST AND SCHEDULE ESTIMATE.—The 
plan required by subsection (a) shall include 
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proposed cost estimates, budgets, and spe- 
cific milestones for implementing the ad- 
vanced reactor regulatory framework by 
September 30, 2019. 

(d) DESIGN CERTIFICATION STATUS.—In the 
NRC’s first budget request after the accept- 
ance of any design certification application 
for an advanced nuclear reactor, and annu- 
ally thereafter, the NRC shall provide the 
status of performance metrics and milestone 
schedules. The budget request shall include a 
plan to correct or recover from any mile- 
stone schedule delays, including delays be- 
cause of NRC’s inability to commit resources 
for its review of the design certification ap- 
plications. 

SEC. 7. USER FEES AND ANNUAL CHARGES. 

Section 6101(c)(2)(A) of the Omnibus Budg- 
et Reconciliation Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 
2214(c)(2)(A)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of clause 
(iii); 

(2) by striking the period at the end of 
clause (iv) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

“(v) for fiscal years ending before October 
1, 2020, amounts appropriated to the Commis- 
sion for activities related to the develop- 
ment of regulatory infrastructure for ad- 
vanced nuclear reactor technologies.’’. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. BURGESS) and the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. TONKO) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 


GENERAL LEAVE 


Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in- 
sert extraneous materials into the 
RECORD on the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. LATTA). 

Mr. LATTA. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. 

I rise today in support of H.R. 4979, 
the Advanced Nuclear Technology De- 
velopment Act of 2016, which I intro- 
duced with Congressman MCNERNEY 
earlier this year. We are very excited 
the bill received unanimous support of 
the full Energy and Commerce Com- 
mittee. 

The next generation of the nuclear 
industry needs to start now, with Con- 
gress ensuring that the Nuclear Regu- 
latory Commission is able to provide 
the certainty that the private sector 
needs to invest in innovative tech- 
nologies. Nuclear power is currently 20 
percent of our national energy port- 
folio, and it must remain a vital part of 
our energy mix. As the United States 
looks to the future, more energy will 
be needed, and nuclear power provides 
a reliable, clean baseload power option, 
currently providing approximately 63 
percent of total carbon-free energy. 
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It is imperative that we develop the 
right regulatory framework so ad- 
vanced nuclear technologies can be de- 
veloped, licensed, and constructed here 
in the United States. If we miss the op- 
portunity to establish a safe, predict- 
able regulatory framework for these 
technologies, private innovators and 
entrepreneurs will take their invest- 
ment and scientists to our competitors 
in the global market. 

H.R. 4979 requires that NRC establish 
a regulatory framework for issuing li- 
censes for advanced nuclear reactor 
technology and also requires that NRC 
submit a schedule for implementation 
of the framework by 2019. Safety in nu- 
clear is the number one goal, and this 
regulatory framework ensures that 
NRC has the opportunity to develop a 
framework to safely regulate the fu- 
ture technologies of the nuclear indus- 


try. 

H.R. 4979 also requires that the De- 
partment of Energy and the NRC col- 
laborate in developing new nuclear 
technology. DOE and its National Lab- 
oratories provide opportunities to test 
new private sector nuclear tech- 
nologies. This bill would direct DOE to 
look at options for public-private part- 
nerships between the DOE and the pri- 
vate sector companies interested in in- 
vesting in the future of nuclear. There 
is also a role for NRC in this space be- 
cause these testing opportunities may 
allow for demonstration of tech- 
nologies that NRC has not commer- 
cially licensed for over the last 40 
years. 

Investment in new technologies is al- 
ready happening, with approximately 
50 companies in this country investing 
over $1 billion to develop the next gen- 
eration of nuclear power. That is why 
we introduced H.R. 4979. It is time for 
Congress to ensure that NRC provides a 
framework so that innovators and in- 
vestors can prepare to apply for licens- 
ing technologies. Passing this legisla- 
tion is key to ensure that the United 
States remains a leader in the nuclear 
industry, which is vital for both our 
electricity mix and our national secu- 
rity. 

I want to thank all of the cosponsors 
of this bill, as well as Chairman UPTON 
and Congressman MCNERNEY and all of 
the staff and stakeholders for their 
work on this important legislation. 

I urge full support from my col- 
leagues for H.R. 4979. 

Mr. TONKO. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

I rise in support of H.R. 4979, the Ad- 
vanced Nuclear Technology Develop- 
ment Act of 2016, introduced by our 
colleagues Mr. LATTA of Ohio and Mr. 
MCNERNEY of California. As sub- 
committee ranker of Environment and 
the Economy that reports to the stand- 
ing committee of Energy and Com- 
merce, I am proud to support this legis- 
lation. 

H.R. 4979 would require the Depart- 
ment of Energy and the Nuclear Regu- 
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latory Commission to enter into a 
memorandum of understanding to en- 
sure technical expertise is maintained 
to assist in the development of ad- 
vanced nuclear technology. The legis- 
lation would also require the NRC to 
establish a framework for issuing li- 
censes for advanced reactor tech- 
nology. 

Nuclear technology has been largely 
unchanged for decades. Having our ex- 
perts coordinate is the best way to sup- 
port the private sector’s development 
of new technology that may advance 
the industry in terms of waste, in 
terms of efficiency, and in terms of 
safety. 

Regardless of Members’ position on 
nuclear energy, I believe there is unan- 
imous agreement that there is no com- 
promising when it comes to safety. We 
need high standards for safety, and I 
believe and hope that the enhanced co- 
operation between DOE and NRC re- 
quired by this bill will help put safety 
front and center for the development of 
advanced nuclear technology. 

I congratulate Mr. LATTA and Mr. 
MCNERNEY for their work on this bill. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. SMITH), the 
chairman of the Science, Space, and 
Technology Committee. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
first of all, let me thank my friend and 
colleague from Texas, Chairman BUR- 
GESS, for yielding me time. 

H.R. 4979, the Advanced Nuclear 
Technology Development Act of 2016, 
gives direction to cooperative civilian 
nuclear energy R&D and provides regu- 
latory changes to advance commercial 
innovation in the American nuclear 
power industry. 

I thank the chairman of the com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce, my 
good friend, FRED UPTON, for his lead- 
ership and for working with me on this 
shared legislation. 

I am encouraged by the strong bipar- 
tisan support that has emerged for nu- 
clear energy innovation, beginning 
with the Science, Space, and Tech- 
nology Committee’s House-passed Nu- 
clear Energy Innovation Capabilities 
Act, H.R. 4084. That bill is part of both 
the energy policy and NDAA con- 
ferences going on right now. 

H.R. 4084, sponsored by the Science, 
Space, and Technology Subcommittee 
on Energy Chairman RANDY WEBER and 
the Committee on Science, Space, and 
Technology Ranking Member EDDIE 
BERNICE JOHNSON, already has passed 
the House this Congress with strong bi- 
partisan support. The reinforcing legis- 
lation we consider today continues this 
bipartisan work. I thank the sponsors 
of today’s bill, Representatives BOB 
LATTA and JERRY MCNERNEY, for their 
initiative on this issue. 

Advanced nuclear energy technology 
provides an opportunity to make reli- 
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able, emission-free electricity avail- 
able throughout the modern and devel- 
oping world. The Science, Space, and 
Technology Committee has held many 
hearings and worked steadily on nu- 
clear innovation since December 2014. 

I thank Chairman UPTON, in par- 
ticular, for being willing to incorporate 
important provisions in today’s bill 
that were developed by the Science, 
Space, and Technology Committee 
through our continued work on nuclear 
R&D in our jurisdiction. I also appre- 
ciate Chairman UPTON’s acceptance of 
language to ensure that the Depart- 
ment of Energy focuses on research and 
development that enables private sec- 
tor commercialization efforts. 

Nuclear power has been a proven 
source of safe and emission-free elec- 
tricity for over half a century. Amer- 
ica’s strategic investments in advanced 
nuclear reactor technology can help 
create economic growth here and an 
improved quality of life around the 
globe. 

Unfortunately, government red tape 
has stalled the ability to move innova- 
tive technology to the market. This 
legislation requires the Nuclear Regu- 
latory Commission to provide a plan 
for developing a more efficient way to 
regulate new nuclear technology. 

In July 2015, the chairman of the Nu- 
clear Regulatory Commission testified 
before the Science, Space, and Tech- 
nology Committee on this very issue. 
Congress must take action to ensure 
that the NRC reviews, assists, and ap- 
proves advanced reactor technologies. 
If not, the United States will be forced 
to import nuclear technologies from 
overseas. America must lead the world 
in nuclear technology for our energy 
security and national security. 

I thank the sponsors for their work 
on this bill, and I encourage my col- 
leagues to support it. 

Mr. TONKO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from California (Mr. 
MCNERNEY), a friend, colleague, and 
fellow engineer on the Energy and 
Commerce Committee. 

Mr. McNERNEY. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the ranking member for that in- 
troduction. I also want to thank Mr. 
LATTA for his work on this. He moved 
forward and asked me to participate. I 
thought it was a good plan, so I did. 

As our country works to mitigate the 
effects of climate change and prepare 
for the energy challenges of the future, 
we must now move to develop low- and 
zero-carbon energy sources. This means 
making investments into R&D, train- 
ing the scientists, engineers, and math- 
ematicians of tomorrow, and ensuring 
there is an appropriate regulatory and 
investment framework that will foster 
growth as new technologies become 
commercially viable. 

Nuclear energy has been a reliable 
source of energy, producing a signifi- 
cant amount of our Nation’s energy 
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supply, and it will likely do so into the 
future. But building plants and devel- 
oping new technologies takes time, and 
we need to take steps to ensure the 
regulatory tools, including safety and 
reliability, are in place to meet poten- 
tial increases in nuclear power capac- 
ity. 

H.R. 4979 is a commonsense approach 
that provides a pathway for the Nu- 
clear Regulatory Commission to estab- 
lish the proper regulatory framework 
to facilitate, verify, and permit ad- 
vanced reactor technologies. This bill 
also fosters increased collaborations 
between the NRC and the National 
Laboratories to provide opportunities 
to test new nuclear energy tech- 
nologies and bolster public-private 
partnerships. 

The provisions in this bill are aligned 
with the NRC’s fiscal year 2017 budget 
request. 

As we move forward toward a low- 
carbon sustainable energy economy, 
nuclear energy has the potential to 
play an instrumental role in meeting 
both State and national goals. Our cur- 
rent nuclear reactors use light water 
reactor technology, but there are ad- 
vances that move toward completely 
different technology, including small 
modular reactors that can increase ef- 
ficiency and safety while reducing the 
permitting and construction require- 
ments that have hampered the develop- 
ment of new nuclear plants in recent 
years. 

The bill passed unanimously out of 
the Energy and Commerce Committee 
and has support from nearly a dozen 
organizations, and I urge its passage. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Geor- 
gia (Mr. CARTER). 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I thank the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of H.R. 4979, the Advanced Nuclear 
Technology Development Act of 2016, 
to talk about what it means for our 
Nation’s energy infrastructure needs. 

Energy independence is a critical 
goal for the United States as the 
sources of energy available in this 
country grow and become safer. It has 
been proven that nuclear energy is an 
extremely safe and viable option with 
the only new nuclear plant in 30 years 
being built just up the river from my 
district. There has been a considerable 
amount of research and development 
that has gone in to nuclear energy, and 
it accounts for 60 percent of the clean 
energy produced in the United States. 

Under this bill, those hurdles to de- 
sign and development will be lowered 
to ensure that the option to produce 
clean, viable energy that is stable and 
sustainable remains a possibility. 

Growing a closer partnership between 
the Department of Energy and the Nu- 
clear Regulatory Commission will help 
to chart an energy-independent path 
for our Nation as we seek new possibili- 
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ties and alternatives to power our way 
to a better future. This legislation will 
knock down those walls to innovation 
and will provide an opportunity to de- 
velop advanced reactor designs that 
could be vital to our energy infrastruc- 
ture. 

I applaud my good friend, Mr. LATTA, 
for his work on this issue and the work 
of the Energy and Commerce Com- 
mittee to address these reforms to the 
nuclear energy field and energy inde- 
pendence. 

I urge passage of this important leg- 
islation. 
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Mr. TONKO. Mr. Speaker, I will just 
again reinforce what I think is a strong 
benefit here: bringing into the industry 
the efforts for resourcefulness, for effi- 
ciency, and for safety, all very key ele- 
ments to this sector of the energy 
economy. The bill bears great benefits 
for the consumers of this country. I 
strongly support this measure. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

Mr. Speaker, I look forward to the 
passage of this bill and the future of 
our nuclear technology industry. I urge 
an “aye” vote. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, COM- 
MITTEE ON SCIENCE, SPACE, AND 
TECHNOLOGY, 

Washington, DC, September 8, 2016. 
Hon. FRED UPTON, 
Chairman, Committee on Energy and Commerce, 

Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: I am writing con- 
cerning H.R. 4979, the ‘‘Advanced Nuclear 
Technology Development Act of 2016,” which 
your Committee ordered reported on May 18, 
2016. 

H.R. 4979 contains provisions within the 
Committee on Science, Space, and Tech- 
nology’s Rule X jurisdiction. As a result of 
your having consulted with the Committee 
and in order to expedite this bill for floor 
consideration, the Committee on Science, 
Space, and Technology will forego action on 
the bill. This is being done on the basis of 
our mutual understanding that doing so will 
in no way diminish or alter the jurisdiction 
of the Committee on Science, Space, and 
Technology with respect to the appointment 
of conferees, or to any future jurisdictional 
claim over the subject matters contained in 
the bill or similar legislation. 

I would appreciate your response to this 
letter confirming this understanding, and 
would request that you include a copy of this 
letter and your response in the Congres- 
sional Record during the floor consideration 
of this bill. Thank you in advance for your 
cooperation. 

Sincerely, 


LAMAR SMITH, 
Chairman. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND COMMERCE, 
Washington, DC, September 8, 2016. 
Hon. LAMAR SMITH, 
Chairman, Committee on Science, Space, and 
Technology, Washington, DC. 
DEAR CHAIRMAN SMITH: Thank you for your 
letter concerning H.R. 4979, the ‘‘Advanced 
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Nuclear Technology Development Act of 
2016.” 

As you noted, H.R. 4979 contains provisions 
within the Committee on Science, Space, 
and Technology’s Rule X jurisdiction. I ap- 
preciate your willingness to forgo action on 
the bill in order to expedite this bill for floor 
consideration, and I agree that doing so will 
in no way diminish or alter the jurisdiction 
of the Committee on Science, Space, and 
Technology with respect to the appointment 
of conferees, or to any future jurisdictional 
claim over the subject matters contained in 
the bill or similar legislation. 

I will include a copy of your letter and this 
response in the Congressional Record during 
the floor consideration of this bill. 

Sincerely, 
FRED UPTON, 
Chairman. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr Speaker, | rise 
today in support of H.R. 4979, the Advanced 
Nuclear Technology Development Act, and to 
talk about what it means for our nation’s en- 
ergy infrastructure needs. 

Energy independence is a critical goal for 
the United States as the sources of energy 
available in this country grow and become 
safer. 

It's been proven that nuclear energy is an 
extremely safe and viable option with the only 
new nuclear plant in 30 years being built just 
up the river from my district. 

There has been a considerable amount of 
research and development that has gone in to 
the nuclear energy and it accounts for 60 per- 
cent of the clean energy produced in the 
United States. 

Under this bill, those hurdles to design and 
development will be lowered to ensure that the 
option to produce clean, viable energy that is 
stable and sustainable remains a possibility. 

Growing a closer partnership between the 
Department of Energy and the Nuclear Regu- 
latory Commission will help to chart an energy 
independence path for our nation as we seek 
new possibilities and alternatives to power our 
way to a better future. 

This legislation will knock down those walls 
to innovation and will provide an opportunity to 
develop advanced reactor designs that could 
be vital to our energy infrastructure. 

| applaud my good friend Mr. LATTA for his 
work on this issue and the work of the Energy 
and Commerce Committee to address these 
reforms to the nuclear energy field and energy 
independence and | urge passage of this im- 
portant legislation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. BUR- 
GESS) that the House suspend the rules 
and pass the bill, H.R. 4979, as amend- 
ed. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


EE 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings 
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will resume on motions to suspend the 
rules previously postponed. 

Votes will be taken in the following 
order: 

H. Res. 847, by the yeas and nays; 

H. Res. 835, by the yeas and nays. 

The first electronic vote will be con- 
ducted as a 15-minute vote. The second 
electronic vote will be conducted as a 
65-minute vote. 


EE 


EXPRESSING THE SENSE OF THE 
HOUSE ABOUT A NATIONAL 
STRATEGY FOR THE INTERNET 
OF THINGS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un- 
finished business is the vote on the mo- 
tion to suspend the rules and agree to 
the resolution (H. Res. 847) expressing 
the sense of the House of Representa- 
tives about a national strategy for the 
Internet of Things to promote eco- 
nomic growth and consumer empower- 
ment, on which the yeas and nays were 
ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. BUR- 
GESS) that the House suspend the rules 
and agree to the resolution. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 367, nays 4, 
answered ‘‘present’’ 1, not voting 59, as 
follows: 

[Roll No. 496] 
YEAS—367 


Abraham Carson (IN) Dent 
Adams Carter (GA) DeSantis 
Aderholt Carter (TX) DeSaulnier 
Aguilar Cartwright Deutch 
Allen Castor (FL) Diaz-Balart 
Amodei Castro (TX) Dingell 
Ashford Chabot Doggett 
Babin Chaffetz Dold 
Barletta Chu, Judy Donovan 
Barr Clark (MA) Duffy 
Beatty Clarke (NY) Duncan (SC) 
Benishek Clawson (FL) Duncan (TN) 
Bera Clay Edwards 
Beyer Cleaver Ellison 
Bilirakis Clyburn Ellmers (NC) 
Bishop (GA) Coffman Emmer (MN) 
Bishop (MI) Cohen Engel 
Bishop (UT) Cole Esty 
Black Collins (GA) Farenthold 
Blackburn Collins (NY) Farr 
Blum Comstock Fitzpatrick 
Bonamici Conaway Fleischmann 
Bos Connolly Fleming 
Boustany Conyers Flores 
Boyle, Brendan Cook Fortenberry 
F. Cooper Foster 
Brady (PA) Costa Foxx 
Brady (TX) Costello (PA) Frankel (FL) 
Bra Courtney Franks (AZ) 
Bridenstine Cramer Frelinghuysen 
Brooks (AL) Crawford Fudge 
Brooks (IN) Crowley Gabbard 
Brownley (CA) Cuellar Gallego 
Buchanan Culberson Garamendi 
Buck Cummings Garrett 
Bucshon Curbelo (FL) Gibbs 
Burgess Davidson Gibson 
Bustos Davis, Danny Gohmert 
Byrne Davis, Rodney Goodlatte 
Calvert DeFazio Gosar 
Capps Delaney Gowdy 
Capuano DeLauro Graham 
Cardenas DelBene Graves (GA) 
Carney Denham Graves (LA) 


Graves (MO) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Hahn 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holding 
Honda 
Hudson 
Huffman 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Israel 
Issa 
Jeffries 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jolly 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Knight 
Kuster 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Latta 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lowenthal 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lummis 
Lynch 


Amash 
Grothman 


MacArthur 
Maloney, Sean 
Marino 
Matsui 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Moulton 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Norcross 
Nugent 
Nunes 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Pallone 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Pocan 
Poliquin 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Price, Tom 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (NY) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 


NAYS—4 


Huelskamp 
Massie 
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Russell 
Ryan (OH) 
Salmon 
Sanchez, Linda 
HN 
Sanford 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Trott 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Visclosky 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Walz 
Wasserman 
Schultz 
Watson Coleman 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Williams 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 


ANSWERED ‘“‘PRESENT’’—1 


Barton 

Bass 
Becerra 
Blumenauer 
Brown (FL) 
Butterfield 


Rice (SC) 


Cicilline 
Crenshaw 
Davis (CA) 
DeGette 
DesJarlais 


NOT VOTING—59 


Doyle, Michael 
F. 

Duckworth 

Eshoo 

Fincher 

Forbes 
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Granger Lowey Poe (TX) 
Guinta Luján, Ben Ray Richmond 
Guthrie (NM) Rohrabacher 
Gutiérrez Maloney, Roybal-Allard 
Hoyer Carolyn Rush 

Huizenga (MI) Marchant Sanchez, Loretta 
Jackson Lee McCollum Schakowsky 
Johnson, Sam Meng Schiff 

Kaptur Miller (MI) Sewell (AL) 
Kirkpatrick Moore Stutzman 
Larson (CT) Nolan Velázquez 
Lawrence Palazzo Walker 

Lee Pascrell Waters, Maxine 
Levin Payne Welch 

Lewis Pelosi Young (IN) 


1853 


Messrs. MASSIE, HUELSKAMP, and 
GROTHMAN changed their vote from 
“yea” to “nay.” 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma- 
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
resolution was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

Stated for: 

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Speaker, | was unavoid- 
ably detained. Had | been present, | would 
have voted “yea” on rollcall No. 496. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, | was unavoidably 
detained. Had | been present, | would have 
voted “yea” on rollcall No. 496. 

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speaker, | 
was unavoidably detained. Had | been 
present, | would have voted “yea” on rollcall 
No. 496. 


Ee 


EXPRESSING THE SENSE OF THE 
HOUSE REGARDING A NATIONAL 
POLICY FOR TECHNOLOGY TO 
PROMOTE CONSUMERS’ ACCESS 
TO FINANCIAL TOOLS AND ON- 
LINE COMMERCE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un- 
finished business is the vote on the mo- 
tion to suspend the rules and agree to 
the resolution (H. Res. 835) expressing 
the sense of the House of Representa- 
tives that the United States should 
adopt a national policy for technology 
to promote consumers’ access to finan- 
cial tools and online commerce to pro- 
mote economic growth and consumer 
empowerment, on which the yeas and 
nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. BUR- 
GESS) that the House suspend the rules 
and agree to the resolution. 

This is a 5-minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 385, nays 4, 
answered ‘‘present’’ 1, not voting 41, as 
follows: 

[Roll No. 497] 


YEAS—885 
Abraham Ashford Becerra 
Adams Babin Benishek 
Aderholt Barletta Bera 
Aguilar Barr Beyer 
Allen Bass Bilirakis 
Amodei Beatty Bishop (GA) 
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Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Bonamici 
Bos 
Boustany 
Boyle, Brendan 
F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Bra 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chu, Judy 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clawson (FL) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coffman 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cook 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davidson 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Engel 
Esty 
Farr 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 


Flores 
Fortenberry 
Foster 

Foxx 
Frankel (FL) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Graham 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Hahn 

Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Higgins 

Hill 

Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holding 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huffman 
Hultgren 
Hunter 

Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Israel 

Issa 

Jeffries 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jolly 

Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 

Kind 

King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Knight 
Kuster 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 

Lee 

Levin 

Lewis 

Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
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Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lummis 
Lynch 
MacArthur 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marino 
Matsui 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Moore 
Moulton 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Nea. 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Norcross 
Nugent 
Nunes 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Pallone 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Pocan 
Poliquin 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Price, Tom 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (NY) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 


Ruiz Smith (TX) Walberg 
Ruppersberger Smith (WA) Walden 
Russell Speier Walorski 
Ryan (OH) Stefanik Walters, Mimi 
Salmon Stewart Walz 
Sanchez, Linda Stivers Wasserman 

TT: Swalwell (CA) Schultz 
Sanford Takano Waters, Maxine 
Sarbanes Thompson (CA) Watson Coleman 
Scalise Thompson (MS) Weber (TX) 
Schakowsky ‘hompson (PA) Webster (FL) 
Schrader Thornberry Welch 
Schweikert Tiberi Wenstrup 
Scott (VA) Tipton Westerman 
Scott, Austin Titus 
Scott, David Tonko Westmoreland 
Sensenbrenner Torres Wi liams 
Serrano Trott Wi son (FL) 
Sessions Tsongas Wilson (SC) 
Sherman Turner Wittman 
Shimkus Upton Womack 
Shuster Valadao Woodall 
Simpson Van Hollen Yarmuth 
Sinema Vargas Yoder 
Sires Veasey Yoho 
Slaughter Vela Young (AK) 
Smith (MO) Velazquez Young (IA) 
Smith (NE) Visclosky Zeldin 
Smith (NJ) Wagner Zinke 

NAYS—4 
Amash Huelskamp 
Grothman Massie 
ANSWERED ‘“‘PRESENT’’—1 
Rice (SC) 
NOT VOTING—41 

Barton Garamendi Palazzo 
Blumenauer Granger Pascrell 
Brown (FL) Guinta Payne 
Butterfield Guthrie Poe (TX) 
Cicilline Gutiérrez Richmond 
Crenshaw Huizenga (MI) Rohrabacher 
DesJarlais Jackson Lee Roybal-Allard 
Doyle, Michael Johnson, Sam Rush 

F. Kirkpatrick Sanchez, Loretta 
Duckworth Lawrence Schiff 
Eshoo Marchant Sewell (AL) 
Farenthold Meng Stutzman 
Fincher Miller (MI) Walker 
Forbes Nolan Young (IN) 

1904 


So (two-thirds being in the affirma- 
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
resolution was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


ee 


CONGRATULATIONS, MINNETONKA 
SCHOOLS 


(Mr. PAULSEN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. PAULSEN. Mr. Speaker, I am 
thrilled to recognize the Minnetonka 
School District for being named the 
number one school district in Min- 
nesota by Niche, a Web site that ana- 
lyzes education data across the coun- 
try. The Minnetonka School District 
has received an overall A-plus grade 
based on their excellence in several 
areas, including academics, edu- 
cational outcomes, teachers, and extra- 
curricular opportunities. The school 
district received an A grade or higher 
in 9 out of 10 different categories con- 
sidered in the analysis. 

Mr. Speaker, I commend the teachers 
and the administrators of the 
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Minnetonka schools for their commit- 
ment to going above and beyond in 
educating students from preschool to 
graduation. By dedicating themselves 
to providing an enriching learning en- 
vironment, these educators are equip- 
ping students with all the necessary 
tools to not only excel in the classroom 
but also contribute to leadership on 
sports teams, clubs, and in our commu- 
nity. 

We are proud to have such an exem- 
plary school system in our own back- 
yard. Congratulations to the teachers, 
the students, the administrators, and 
the parents of Minnetonka for this dis- 
tinguished recognition. 


SE 


FEDERAL FUNDING WILL COMBAT 
WHITE-NOSE SYNDROME 


(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania 
asked and was given permission to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I know that I join a large 
number of my colleagues here in the 
House in concern over the white-nose 
syndrome. It is a devastating fungus 
that has killed between 5.7 million and 
6.7 million bats across North America. 

Recently, I received news of grant 
funding from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service to combat this disease and that 
Pennsylvania will receive more than 
$30,000. 

As a member of the House Committee 
on Natural Resources, I have been ac- 
tive in ensuring the effects of white- 
nose syndrome were appropriately ad- 
dressed. I have participated in field 
hearings on the subject and toured 
habitats where bat populations have 
been devastated by this fungus. There 
is an ecological importance to sus- 
taining the bat population as well as 
preventing the species from becoming 
endangered, which would cause great 
harm to resource production, agri- 
culture, and construction across the 
Commonwealth and a large part of the 
country. 

A rule finalized in 2015, which listed 
the northern long-eared bat, cleared 
the way for new conservation practices 
to be put in place where necessary, 
helping make new conservation meas- 
ures possible without broadly prohib- 
iting common land-use activities. It is 
my hope that these measures will help 
us in the effort against white-nose syn- 
drome. 


es 


UNDERWATER RESOURCE 
MAPPING 


(Mr. MCNERNEY asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. MCNERNEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to discuss recent developments 
in the area of underwater resource 
mapping. Scientists at the Scripps In- 
stitution of Oceanography used NSF 
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funding to develop instruments to con- 
duct marine electromagnetic surveys. 
This technology uses electrical cur- 
rents and conduction to search for 
freshwater aquifers in the ocean, which 
will reveal the location of drinking 
water supplies deep below the surface 
of the sea. 

It has been clear to scientists for 40 
years that bodies of freshwater exist 
off the U.S. East Coast. This research 
created the only noninvasive method 
capable of sensing the exact location of 
these valuable drinking water reserves. 

This technology has also attracted 
the attention of oil companies, which 
continue to develop the Scripps system 
to map out underwater resource depos- 
its in three dimensions across the 
globe. Important projects like these 
improve our search for natural re- 
sources, and I commend the Scripps In- 
stitution and the National Science 
Foundation. 


EE 
SEPTEMBER 11 TRIBUTE 


(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, on the 15th anniversary of the 
murderous attacks of September 11, 
former Vice President Dick Cheney 
with Liz Cheney detailed how the next 
President will face greater risks to 
American families and a weaker mili- 
tary than ever before, in an op-ed pub- 
lished in The Wall Street Journal, with 
the President’s legacy of weakness: 

“The President who came into office 
promising to end wars has made war 
more likely by diminishing America’s 
strength and deterrence ability. He 
doesn’t seem to understand that the 
credible threat of military force gives 
substance and meaning to our diplo- 
macy... 

“Among the most important lessons 
of 9/11 was that terrorists must be de- 
nied safe havens from which to plan 
and launch attacks against us. On 
President Obama’s watch, terrorist 
safe havens have expanded around the 
globe... 

“Generations before have met and de- 
feated grave threats to our great Na- 
tion. American strength, leadership, 
and ideals were crucial to the Allied 
victory in World War II and the defeat 
of Soviet communism during the cold 
war. It will be up to today’s generation 
to restore American preeminence so 
that we can defend our freedom and de- 
feat Islamic terror.” 

In conclusion, God bless our troops, 
and may the President, by his actions, 
never forget September the 11th in the 
global war on terrorism. 

Í 1 
TRIBUTE TO MASTER DEPUTY 
BRANDON COLLINS 


(Mr. YODER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
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minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. YODER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today truly saddened. I rise to speak 
the name of a slain police officer in our 
community for the third time in just a 
few short months. Johnson County 
Sheriff Master Deputy Brandon Collins 
was hit by a car while making a traffic 
stop early Sunday morning and trag- 
ically killed. 

He leaves behind his wife and two 
daughters, who are suffering an un- 
imaginable loss. Deputy Collins was 
only 44 years old and was just about to 
celebrate his 21st year with his depart- 
ment serving our community. 

Brooke and I want to extend our 
deepest condolences to his family and 
friends. You are all, and will remain, in 
our thoughts and prayers. 

As we mourn with our entire commu- 
nity, Deputy Collins’ death is a dev- 
astating reminder, especially in light 
of yesterday being the 15th anniversary 
of the attacks on September 11, that 
our first responders risk their lives all 
the time to protect us and Keep us safe. 
We owe them a debt of gratitude we 
will never be able to repay. 

Mr. Speaker, may God bless Deputy 
Collins, and may he rest in peace. 


EE 


A DAY SEARED INTO OUR 
MEMORY 


(Mr. DOLD asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. DOLD. Mr. Speaker, yesterday, 
September 11, is a day that will live in 
our memory forever. For those old 
enough to remember Pearl Harbor, 
that was a day that was seared into 
their memory. For those in the early 
1960s, November 1963, the day that 
President Kennedy was shot will live in 
their memory forever. Everyone re- 
members where they were when they 
heard the news. 

But September 11, 2001, was a day 
that changed our world forever. Ulti- 
mately, we know that on that day, as 
the first plane hit the World Trade 
Center, we thought it was a terrible ac- 
cident. When the second plane came in 
and hit that tower, we knew that it 
was something vastly different. We 
were under attack, and, frankly, our 
way of life was under attack. 

We are trained, Mr. Speaker, as 
young children to run away from dan- 
ger, but our first responders are 
trained the opposite—to run towards 
it. And so that fateful day, as people 
were exiting the World Trade Center, 
we had our first responders who were 
running in to try to save as many peo- 
ple as possible. 

What was also interesting is that on 
Flight 93, we had citizens on that plane 
who realized what was going on as they 
got word to their loved ones and put 
the lives of Americans in front of their 
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own. That plane was coming, most 
likely, to this building right here, Mr. 
Speaker. 

So on the day after September 11, I 
want to make sure that Americans re- 
alize that we thank our first respond- 
ers, and we thank those who are in uni- 
form, those in our intelligence commu- 
nity who are trying to protect and save 
the United States of America from ever 
experiencing that type of attack again. 

Again, God bless America. God bless 
our first responders and those in uni- 
form. 


ee 
1915 
9/11 ANNIVERSARY 


(Mr. LAMALFA asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, yester- 
day being the 15th anniversary of the 
September 11 terrorist attacks, I just 
wanted to commend the people of 
northern California, of my district, for 
the efforts they made to remember 
that and to also say thank you to our 
firefighters all up and down the dis- 
trict. 

The city of Chico had much positive 
participation as well, starting in the 
morning with the Optimist Club of 
Oroville and Chico saying, Let’s take 
the firefighters to breakfast. They did 
so. There was a lot of great participa- 
tion on that. It was one way to start 
the day—by saying thank you again to 
our first responders. 

The city of Chico, along with their 
fire department, led by Chief Bill Hack, 
was able to have a very, very moving 
and well-done 9/11 commemoration 
starting at the Elks Club because the 
fire station was no longer large enough 
to house all the people that were par- 
ticipating, which is a good thing. They 
used great solemnity to honor the fire- 
fighters that were lost 15 years ago as 
well as remembering that those first 
responders need to be respected and 
properly taken care of. 

We commend, again, the city of 
Chico and the fire department for mak- 
ing the community part of this, culmi- 
nating in the bell-ringing at the 9/11 
Memorial they have onsite at Station 
5. 

And there was a ribbon-cutting cere- 
mony for the brand new building they 
have with a 9/11 memorial inside as 
well. 

God bless our first responders and our 
firefighters. Good job, city of Chico, for 
making the 15th anniversary of 9/11 a 
good public event. 


ee 


COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
DEMOCRATIC LEADER 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
LAHOoD) laid before the House the fol- 
lowing communication from the Honor- 
able NANCY PELOSI, Democratic Leader: 
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SEPTEMBER 12, 2016. 
Hon. PAUL D. RYAN, 
Speaker of the House, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to Section 
214(a) of the Help America Vote Act of 2002 
(52 U.S.C. 20944), I hereby appoint Dr. Philip 
B. Stark of Berkeley, California to the U.S. 
Election Assistance Commission Board of 
Advisors. 

Thank you for your attention to this ap- 
pointment. 

Best regards, 
NANCY PELOSI, 
Democratic Leader. 


EE 


COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
DEMOCRATIC LEADER 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Honorable NANCY 
PELOSI, Democratic Leader: 

SEPTEMBER 12, 2016. 
Hon. PAUL D. RYAN, 
Speaker of the House, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to section 
803(a) of the Congressional Recognition for 
Excellence in Arts Education Act (2 U.S.C. 
803(a)), I am pleased to appoint Mr. Steven L. 
Roberts of St. Louis, Missouri to the Con- 
gressional Award Board. 

Thank you for your attention to this ap- 
pointment. 

Best regards, 
NANCY PELOSI, 
Democratic Leader. 


EE 
LAMEDUCK SESSION 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan- 
uary 6, 2015, the gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. KING) is recognized for 60 minutes 
as the designee of the majority leader. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, it is 
my privilege to be recognized to ad- 
dress you on the floor of the House of 
Representatives this evening, as we 
move toward a September session that 
perhaps gets concluded in a way that 
we go back to the November elections 
and, hopefully, we are bridged over any 
great big decisions that might come in 
a lameduck session. 

Something that I wanted to address 
to you, Mr. Speaker, is the cir- 
cumstances of lameduck sessions. I 
look back on the history of them and it 
is hard for me to find happy conclu- 
sions that are drawn during lameduck 
sessions. 

I recall that Thomas Jefferson once 
made the statement that ‘‘large initia- 
tives should not be advanced on slender 
majorities.” What he meant by that 
was, if you have a large initiative and 
it is going to move this country and it 
is going to stress a lot of people in this 
country, then, if you move that large 
initiative and its margins are essen- 
tially close to a jump ball, you are 
going to have almost half the people 
unhappy—maybe more than half the 
people who are unhappy. 

So that large initiative should not be 
advanced on a slender majority, be- 
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cause you get so much pushback, you 
don’t get public buy-in. If you have a 
large initiative, you need to have a 
public that embraces it; one that, hope- 
fully, we can get to a supermajority on 
large initiatives, because then we go 
forward in lockstep in defending and 
promoting those decisions that were 
made by this country. 

Worse than advancing a large deci- 
sion on a slender majority is pushing 
large decisions in lameduck sessions. 
The reality of it is, however long and 
nobly Members of the House and Mem- 
bers of the Senate have served and 
however long and nobly the President 
of the United States may have served, 
when they are leaving town after the 
election, for them to come back here 
after the November election and push 
large initiatives in a lameduck session, 
they are not held accountable for it 
any longer. You have the people that 
are retiring, those that we voted out of 
office, and a President who is term- 
limited altogether packaging things up 
and shoving them at us, the American 
people, sometime after November 8 and 
before Christmas, where we have 
cliffhangers that go on until Christmas 
Eve. 

I remember Christmas Eve in about 
2009. In fact, it was 2009. The 
ObamaCare legislation was hanging in 
the balance in the United States Sen- 
ate. There, I recall my communica- 
tions with the esteemed gentleman 
who is now the chairman of the Senate 
Judiciary Committee, and I said: Pro- 
cedurally, you are down to the last 
piece here. This is the eve of Christmas 
Eve day, December 23. 

I had sent an email over, which often 
and almost immediately is responded 
to by my senior Senator, and I said: 
Procedurally, you are going to hold 
ObamaCare until 9 o’clock tomorrow 
night on Christmas Eve. But it looks 
like the question is: Will the 
ObamaCare legislation be brought be- 
fore the Senate before—earlier in the 
morning on the 24th—so that every- 
body can catch their plane and fly back 
home and get home in time for Christ- 
mas? 

The price for sacrificing God-given 
American liberty to move a leftist 
agenda, Mr. Speaker, was what was 
going on over in the Senate. They 
brought this leverage right up until 
Christmas Eve day. But the deal was 
they had a couple of judicial appoint- 
ments that they wanted to get in a 
vote on, as I understood, that could 
come along in January, as a promise 
that they allowed the ObamaCare legis- 
lation to be voted on before 9 o’clock 
on December 24, Christmas Eve day. 

That agreement was reached and the 
Senate conferenced in some negotiated 
fashion or another and the last delay 
that was hanging onto God-given 
American liberty in the face of 
ObamaCare’s hook, crook, and legisla- 
tive shenanigans, which they used to 
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pass that through the House and Sen- 
ate—in components, by the way—the 
last one was removed and they allowed 
that vote earlier in the day so the Sen- 
ators could get to the airport, get on a 
plane, fly home, and be with their fam- 
ilies on Christmas Eve. 

I said: If you are going to take away 
a God-given American liberty, then 
make them pay that price. Hold that 
vote up until 9 o’clock on Christmas 
Eve. Let them stay in Washington, 
D.C., on Christmas Eve. If they love 
their socialized medicine that much, 
let them pay that price of being away 
from their families to impose that on 
the American people. 

But that wasn’t the agreement. So I 
sent the email back, which said: What 
are we going to do now? 

The answer I received was: We are 
going to pray. We are going to pray for 
a legislative victory in the special elec- 
tion in the Senate race in Massachu- 
setts. Scott Brown. 

I thought that was a bit of a reach, to 
have the audacity to ask for that. We 
ended up with that. Scott Brown, for a 
time, did delay the socialized medicine 
program that we call ObamaCare. 
George Washington could not have 
called it the Affordable Care Act be- 
cause George Washington could not tell 
a lie. It is not the Affordable Care Act. 

It came upon us in a lameduck ses- 
sion. Probably the worst example of a 
lameduck session that we have seen. 
Well, at least it was a December ses- 
sion rather than a lameduck session 
because it technically was not an elec- 
tion year. 

Now we are sitting in an election 
year. We will elect a new President. By 
the time the sun comes on the morning 
of November 9, odds are we will know 
clearly who the next President of the 
United States is going to be. We will 
probably have a good idea that evening 
before we go to bed. Maybe the polls 
will give us a strong indication going 
into that day and the exit polls during 
the day will be released as the polls 
close and give us a sense of how this 
thing breaks across the country. 

It is an exciting time. Whether the 
next President of the United States is 
going to be Hillary Clinton or whether 
it is going to be Donald Trump is a 
question that no one at this point 
knows. Now, this Congress will take 
conclusive acts predicated upon a pre- 
sumption of one or the other, or, acting 
as if they don’t have any consideration 
for who will be the next President and 
asking that those decisions be made, 
supported, ratified by people who are 
going home, retired by their own 
choice, retired by the voters, or re- 
tired, in the case of Barack Obama, by 
term limits. 

So what good could possibly happen 
in a lameduck session on large deci- 
sions that might bring forward—and I 
am not going down through the list, 
Mr. Speaker, because if I do that, that 
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will add to the level of expectation on 
what might come. 

It is wrong for this Congress to make 
large decisions, especially on slender 
majorities, and it is wrong for this 
Congress to make decisions that are 
predicated by a presumption of who 
will be the next President of the United 
States. And it is really wrong to come 
into this Congress and make big deci- 
sions in here while people are on the 
way out the door; deciding votes while 
they are on the way out the door to go 
home for their retirement, whether it 
is by choice, whether it is by the vot- 
ers, or by constitutional term limit, 
whatever the case may be. That lame- 
duck session should be used only to do 
that which couldn’t be accomplished 
before the election and that which 
must be done before the new Congress 
is sworn in in the first week of January 
2017. 

We have that period of time. We can 
prepare for that. But it looks to me 
like there are some people in this Con- 
gress who are salivating over the idea 
of being able to exercise more leverage 
by moving an agenda through in a 
lameduck session that will be at the 
disadvantage of the will of the voters. 

If you can’t put that up here on the 
floor for a vote in the House of Rep- 
resentatives between now and Novem- 
ber 8; if you can’t sell it to the America 
people, Democrats and Republicans; if 
you can’t get the support of one of the 
likely next Presidents of the United 
States, then who are we to impose it on 
the American people now? 

By the way, who is the current Presi- 
dent, Barack Obama, to be negotiating 
and leveraging and reaching legislative 
agreements with the House of Rep- 
resentatives and the Senate today on 
legislation that would not be signed by 
the next President and legislation that 
can’t be subjected to the light of day 
prior to the election? 

Lameduck sessions that move large 
initiatives are wrong. Lameduck ses- 
sions that take care of emergency 
issues are okay. The public will know 
the difference between the two. 

This is just a component of the dis- 
cussions that we will have the rest of 
this month of September, Mr. Speaker, 
and, hopefully, the American people 
will have all the way up until Novem- 
ber 8 and beyond. 

I want the American people to be 
well informed. We owe the American 
people—every one of us, all 435 of here 
in the House of Representatives—ev- 
eryone around this Chamber here to- 
night and everyone who is watching on 
C-SPAN, Mr. Speaker, our best efforts 
and our best judgment, and that judg- 
ment should not be something that 
can’t be subjected to theirs. The Amer- 
ican people need to agree with the 
judgment of the United States Con- 
gress. 

So I look at the issues that are un- 
folding here and that we will be taking 
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up perhaps in the month of September, 
but also issues that have been seminal 
issues all along, throughout the Obama 
Presidency and prior to that and all 
the time I have been in this Congress, 
and I am seeing the pressure come for- 
ward to make a decision on a con- 
tinuing resolution. We have to make a 
decision on a continuing resolution—a 
CR, as we refer to it here. 

I would like to have seen this Con- 
gress go through regular order. I would 
have been very happy to go back to the 
times that I remember when we had 12 
appropriations bill, perhaps a supple- 
mental appropriations bill—maybe 13, 
at the most—and we would see that our 
Appropriations subcommittees would 
do their work and the Appropriations 
Committee would do its work. And 
then the appropriations bill would 
come to the floor. They would come to 
the floor within the Budget Commit- 
tee’s resolution and the House’s vote 
on a full resolution of the budget. 

Once that budget comes down, the 
Appropriations Committee goes to 
work and they look and see what their 
allocation is allowed in the budget res- 
olution and they move the appropria- 
tions bills within that. Then the appro- 
priations bills, Mr. Speaker, come to 
this floor under an open rule. I don’t 
care if it takes all night for us to de- 
bate appropriations bills. If you don’t 
care enough to stay up all night to 
offer your amendment, then just don’t 
offer your amendment. Let somebody 
that cares more do that and have that 
floor. But Democrats and Republicans 
should be allowed to and have the op- 
portunity to weigh in on every spend- 
ing bill that we have. 


1930 


And sometimes through the appro- 
priations process is the only way that 
we end up with an open rule that al- 
lows a Member to bring the will of 
their constituents to the floor of the 
House of Representatives. Otherwise, 
the Rules Committee constrains that 
on policy bill after policy bill, standing 
bill after standing bill. 

The appropriations process is our op- 
portunity to reflect the voice and the 
will of the American people. And when 
that is subverted, when that is cir- 
cumvented, when we get to a place 
where we don’t have the regular appro- 
priations process that is going on, then 
we end up with leadership negotiating 
a continuing resolution or an omnibus 
spending bill or a minibus spending bill 
that is packaged up in a room some- 
where, not out in the open, but it 
doesn’t have the opportunity to be 
amended in the process by the will of 
the Membership. 

The more that process is narrowed 
down, and when a Member of Congress 
is required to go up to the Rules Com- 
mittee and subject themselves to what 
can be a less than complimentary sce- 
nario of pleading with the Rules Com- 
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mittee for them to allow you to amend 
a spending bill up or down, or strike a 
spending line in there, or eliminate 
some policy, all within the rules that 
are there, why does a Member of the 
United States Congress whose constitu- 
ents deserve every bit as much rep- 
resentation as the constituents of the 
leadership, or the constituents of the 
members of the Rules Committee, 
Democrat and Republicans, why does 
that Member of Congress have to go up 
and make that request to have an op- 
portunity to make their argument to 
ask this floor to vote on an issue that 
funds or defunds policy? When we get 
to that point, the voice of the people, 
Mr. Speaker, is muted, and the will of 
the people, then, when it is muted, the 
will of the people is not carried out. 

I am all for open debate here on the 
floor of the House of Representatives. I 
am for open debate in committees. 
Let’s have a verbal donnybrook here. 
Over time, it sorts itself out, and the 
will of the people is designed to bring 
itself forward here in the United States 
Congress. 

I would suggest also that, from a 
leadership perspective, anybody that 
holds a gavel, and whether that is the 
Speaker’s gavel, Mr. Speaker, or 
whether it is a gavel of a committee or 
a subcommittee, wherever that might 
be, the job of that leader—chairman, 
usually—is to bring out the will of the 
group, not to impose their will on the 
group, but to bring out the will of the 
group. 

So when I see this discussion that 
comes forward here in this Congress 
that contemplates a CR, a continuing 
resolution, of roughly 90 days or so 
that funds our Federal Government out 
till December 9, I look at the calendar, 
December 9, and I think, okay, that is 
just about how long it is going to take 
for them to bring pressure on people 
that are reluctant to agree with the CR 
that will come then, because people 
will want to go home for Christmas, 
just like they did when ObamaCare was 
passed over in the United States Sen- 
ate. That is what we are looking at. 
December 9, tight little time there. Get 
done, compromise, go home for Christ- 
mas. That is what that says to me. 

I would say, instead, I am all right 
with a CR. I am all right with a con- 
tinuing resolution. No, I don’t want to 
fund any of the President’s unconstitu- 
tional executive amnesty acts, and I 
don’t want to fund Planned Parent- 
hood. There are a number of things I 
don’t want to fund. 

But as far as the decision to move 
the funding of this Federal Govern- 
ment from midnight December 30 to a 
date in the future, I would suggest that 
that date be January 31, probably not 
any later than February 28, because we 
need to get that, bridge that funding 
over into the next Congress for the 
next President, whomever that might 
be. 
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It is time to do this transition and 
move this government to the next Con- 
gress, to the next—hopefully, it is the 
same majority. It may not be in the 
House. Hopefully, it is the same major- 
ity in the United States Senate. It may 
not be in the Senate. 

The next President will be a different 
President, and the will of the President 
does itself upon the will of this Con- 
gress. We have been very much sub- 
jected to that over the last almost 8 
years, Mr. Speaker. 

It has been an object of clarity that 
when the House majority has decided 
not to fund, let’s just say, at least one 
of the President’s projects and the 
President has said, I will shut this gov- 
ernment down first before I will be de- 
nied the funding for my pet projects, in 
the end, the majority in the House of 
Representatives capitulated to the will 
of the President. 

We have that to contemplate going 
forward into the next Presidency. We 
have watched as the power of the 
House of Representatives has been di- 
minished. The power of the Senate has 
been diminished and, I will say, signifi- 
cantly and dramatically. And it didn’t 
just happen under this Presidency. It 
began in a significant way clear back 
in the thirties. I don’t know the exact 
year that the Administrative Proce- 
dure Act was signed, but that would be, 
probably, a pivotal moment that one 
could point to on the calendar and con- 
clude that the balance of the three 
branches of government that we had— 
that was designed by our Founding Fa- 
thers, and I would submit that the ju- 
diciary branch was always designed to 
be the weakest of the three branches of 
government. 

But our Founding Fathers envisioned 
that those three branches in govern- 
ment—thinking of it in a triangle, Mr. 
Speaker: the legislative branch, Article 
I; the executive branch, Article II; and 
then the judicial branch, Article III of 
your Constitution—they set them up to 
be a balance of powers, a triangular 
balance of powers. And even though it 
is often taught that it is three equal 
branches of government, I would argue 
that the legislative branch comes 
first—that is Article I—because we are 
the voice of the people. 

The House of Representatives comes 
ahead of the Senate when it comes to 
spending, by design, by Constitution, 
because our Founding Fathers wanted 
to give the control of the power of the 
purse into the hands of the people as 
closely as they could possibly get it. 
And that is why we here in the House 
are up for election or reelection every 
2 years and why the Senate is up for 
election or reelection every 6 years, be- 
cause they wanted the Senate to be in- 
sulated from the highs and lows of pub- 
lic opinion. 

They wanted the House of Represent- 
atives to be reactive and responsive to 
the highs and lows of public opinion, 
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and they wanted that power of the 
purse to be in the hands of the House, 
so that we start the spending bills. By 
extension and by interpolation and by 
precedent, the House starts the spend- 
ing, and the House takes care of initi- 
ating any taxes as well; and the Senate 
then can react to those things that are 
advanced by the House. 

But if there is a single spending bill 
over in the Senate right now, they 
have expanded in authority, histori- 
cally, to be able to simply add any- 
thing spending to that spending bill 
they would like. And we are poised 
here in the House wondering: Are they 
going to send us a bill that is this con- 
tinuing resolution that fits their 
wants, their wishes, and their will, 
which could be a CR till December 9 
that funds Planned Parenthood and 
ObamaCare and the President’s execu- 
tive amnesty? All of that could come 
at us, Mr. Speaker. 

This balance of powers that is here, 
though, it was expected by our Found- 
ing Fathers, they believed that the 
people elected to serve in the Congress, 
the House and the Senate, and they be- 
lieved that the President of the United 
States would all jealously protect the 
constitutional authority that is grant- 
ed to them within the Constitution. 

They knew that no matter how good 
wordsmiths they were, it was impos- 
sible to define the distinctions, the 
bright lines between the three branches 
of government in such a way that there 
would never be an argument because, 
after all, words themselves get into a 
debate on what the definitions of those 
words mean. 

So our Founding Fathers precisely 
drew the difference as much as they 
could within the language that they 
had. And the data at the time, and the 
Federalist papers at the time, and the 
decisions that were made and the CON- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD that was debated 
along the way, and of all of the debates 
that had to do with the Constitutional 
Convention helped flesh out the mean- 
ing and understanding of this great and 
wonderful Constitution that we have. 
But they also knew that, no matter 
how precisely they fleshed it out, that 
there would be disagreements, and they 
expected that each branch of govern- 
ment would jealously protect the 
power and authority granted to it with- 
in the Constitution. 

Well, this House of Representatives, 
and the Senate included, has not done 
a very good job of protecting and de- 
fending the authority and the power 
granted to it in the Constitution. Arti- 
cle I authority says all legislation shall 
be conducted in the United States Con- 
gress—all legislation, Mr. Speaker. And 
yet we have a President who has legis- 
lated from the Oval Office. He has leg- 
islated by speaking words into law. He 
has legislated by a third-tier Web site 
in the U.S. Treasury that essentially 
amended the effectiveness of 
ObamaCare. 
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This Congress didn’t step up in the 
way of that and take on that fight and 
challenge the President and ball up 
this government to the point where the 
President had to give in to the words in 
the Constitution, the meaning of the 
Constitution, the intent of the Con- 
stitution, and concede that the power 
and the authority in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, in particular, but in the 
legislative branch, would assert itself 
over the executive branch. It didn’t 
happen because of a lack of will at the 
House of Representatives to better de- 
fine the legislative authority that we 
have. 

It began, as I mentioned, with the 
Administrative Procedure Act, which 
granted rulemaking authority to the 
executive branch of government. And 
so rules, rules that once they meet the 
criteria that are defined within the Ad- 
ministrative Procedure Act—publish it, 
open it up for public comment, go 
through those conditions—if that rule 
as proposed reaches those conditions, 
then that rule is then enacted, imple- 
mented, and it has the force and effect 
of law as if it were law. 

Today, it is a lot easier to publish a 
rule and have that rule take effect and 
be and provide the force and effect of 
law than it is for Congress to actually 
pass a law. 

So if the President decides that he 
wants to see, let’s say, environmental 
regulations, let’s say, the WRRDA 
piece, the waters of the United States 
regulations that give the EPA and the 
Corps of Engineers the equivalent of 
legislative authority to regulate all of 
the waters of the United States 
through some ambiguous language that 
they had written into a rule, and it is 
so bad that it says these waters—the 
old language back from the nineties 
was these protected streams, as geo- 
graphically defined, and waters 
hydrologically connected to them shall 
be protected streams. 

When I go to them and I ask them: 
What does ‘“‘hydrologically connected” 
mean? 

Their answer is: Well, we don’t know. 

And I said: Well, then take it out of 
the language. 

Well, we can’t do that. 

How can you know you can’t take it 
out of the language if you don’t know 
what it means? 

Well, we know that we can’t change 
or amend the language. That is what 
we are publishing here, and that is 
what is open for public comment. So 
you are either going to have to live 
with it or oppose it successfully. Which 
is it going to be? 

Well, try opposing a rule success- 
fully. Try convincing the EPA that 
there is enough public comment and 
criticism that they ought to change 
that language when they are not ac- 
countable to the people. 

The EPA, the Corps of Engineers, any 
one of the dozens of agencies that are 
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out there, their bureaucrats aren’t up 
for election or reelection like Members 
of Congress are—only their President. 
Their President has given them orders, 
or at least a philosophical guideline 
that they are following, and so we end 
up with waters of the United States, 
now, language that says the navigable 
waters of the United States and any 
waters that are a significant nexus to 
the navigable waters of the United 
States. 

Well, think of that. The ambiguous 
language of waters hydrologically con- 
nected to was litigated down to the 
point where the courts finally ruled 
that it doesn’t have an effectiveness 
because it is too ambiguous. And so 
they cooked up some other ambiguous 
language to litigate for another couple 
of decades, this ambiguous language of 
significant nexus to the navigable 
waters of the United States—signifi- 
cant nexus. 

All right. What is nexus? Well, that 
is anything that intersects. Well, is it 
1 intersection? is it 2? is it 3? is it 10? 
is it 50? is it 100? 

If you could go down to New Orleans 
and track the Mississippi River up to 
the headwaters, how many significant 
nexus do you have that are tributaries 
that run into the Mississippi? How 
many of those tributaries can be traced 
up to creeks and streams and tile lines 
and wells and water lines that go up to 
the kitchen sink? 

They have defined ambiguous lan- 
guage that allows them to regulate the 
entire United States of America all of 
the way to the kitchen sink under re- 
quiring a significant nexus with the 
navigable waters of the United States. 
And we sit here and take this. And 
they can write rules like this that have 
the force and effect of law and put a 
chilling pall on the economy of the 
United States of America. 

That is what we are faced with, Mr. 
Speaker. And the legislative power 
that has been asserted—and to a large 
degree, successfully asserted—by the 
executive branch of government 
reaches into the Article I authority of 
the United States Congress. What are 
we to do about it here? We are to jeal- 
ously protect this power. Our Founding 
Fathers charged us with that. 

And how do we jealously protect that 
power? We have only two things we can 
do: impeachment, which nobody wants 
to do, including me; the second compo- 
nent of that is the power of the purse— 
the power of the purse that James 
Madison spoke about and wrote about 
eloquently, and it is a powerful, power- 
ful tool. 

But this Congress has declined to use 
the tool of the power of the purse, with 
the exception of what turned into the 
shutdown of our Federal Government 
in the first day of October of 2013, be- 
cause they don’t want to face the criti- 
cism that might come from the public 
of the American people. 
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There is a tremendous amount of au- 
thority that needs to be clawed back to 
this Congress, Mr. Speaker, a tremen- 
dous amount of constitutional author- 
ity that needs to be clawed back. When 
I see a CR being prepared that looks 
like it is going to reflect some of the 
continuing resolution from last year, I 
see a continuing resolution that may 
be coming to expand, for example, im- 
migration standards within the United 
States of America under the guise of, 
well, we are just going the kick the can 
down the road and do some spending 
that is going to get us into December 9 
or on into, hopefully, February 28 or 
maybe a little later, and some want to 
go out to September 30. 

I think that is too far. I don’t think 
we ought to give a blank check to the 
next President of the United States if 
we don’t know who that is going to 
be—even if we know who that is going 
to be. We ought to be, instead, estab- 
lishing a scenario by which the new 
Congress—House and Senate—can pass 
appropriations bills to get to the end of 
this fiscal year and get a signature of 
the next President of the United 
States, not this one. 

By the way, I don’t want to give this 
President of the United States a blank 
check on anything anymore, but 
Barack Obama said 22 times—not just 
22 times in the interviews, 22 times 
overheard, or 22 times reported—he 
said 22 times on videotape that he did 
not have the legislative authority to 
grant executive amnesty to illegal 
aliens in the United States of Amer- 
ica—22 times. 

The most recent time that he did 
that was just about 10 days before he 
changed his mind. He was here in 
Washington, D.C., giving a speech to a 
high school here in Washington, D.C. 
He said to them: You are smart stu- 
dents, and I know that you have been 
studying your Constitution. You will 
know this, that I don’t have the au- 
thority to grant executive—he didn’t 
use the words—but executive amnesty. 
I am the President of the United 
States. Congress writes the laws. My 
job as President is to enforce the laws, 
and the job of the judiciary is to inter- 
pret the laws. 

I don’t think that you could put it 
more concisely than that in a matter 
of two or three sentences. I think the 
President did a good job of describing 
that to the students there. But within 
about 10 days, he decided that he would 
reverse all of that, and all of a sudden 
he had the power to grant an executive 
amnesty—an unconstitutional execu- 
tive amnesty, Mr. Speaker. 

President Obama unconstitutionally 
granted an executive amnesty to peo- 
ple who at least assert that they have 
come into the United States under the 
age of 18. Apparently, if you are under 
18, you are not responsible for your ac- 
tions, even though that is not true 
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among the States, even in the case of 
homicide. So the excuse that it was 
somebody else’s fault, it was their par- 
ents’ fault or somebody else’s fault, 
never held up. It didn’t hold up in law. 

We write the law here in Congress, 
but the President granted an executive 
amnesty. He called it DACA, Deferred 
Action for Childhood Arrivals. You are 
a child, apparently, up until the mo- 
ment that you turn 18, and we will take 
your word for it even if you are 35 
today or older, by the way. That was 
DACA. 

Then there was DAPA, the Deferred 
Action for Parents of Americans, he 
called it. That was another unconstitu- 
tional reach. Now, these things have— 
at least the one has been effectively 
enjoined by Judge Hanen in the Texas 
District. Now the President has been 
blocked, I think, effectively until the 
end of his term on continuing this am- 
nesty process of executive amnesty. 
Meanwhile, the DACA executive am- 
nesty continues. We have seen evidence 
that there has been circumvention of 
the court’s order with regard to the 
DAPA amnesty piece. 

While we are watching this unfold, 
we are a Congress that has allowed for 
funding to continue with unconstitu- 
tional acts of executive amnesty on the 
part of the President of the United 
States. I recall a discussion before the 
Rules Committee before a previous ap- 
propriations bill when I made the as- 
sertion, Mr. Speaker, that we all take 
an oath to support and defend the Con- 
stitution of the United States. Every 
one of us in here, all 485 of us, and 
every Senator of the 100 Senators on 
the other end of the Capitol here 
through the rotunda all take that same 
oath that we will support and defend 
the Constitution of the United States, 
so help us God. We should take that 
oath seriously. 

Our Founding Fathers imagined that 
we would always be electing serious 
representatives who when they took 
their oath that they would take that 
oath with their hand on the Bible, and 
they would know that they had to an- 
swer to their contemporaries, their col- 
leagues, their constituents, the Amer- 
ican public, and ultimately to God for 
that oath. 

Now, the Constitution means what it 
says. It has to be interpreted to mean 
what it was understood to mean at the 
time of the ratification of the Con- 
stitution or the subsequent amend- 
ments. Our oath needs to be an oath of 
fidelity to the text and the under- 
standing of that Constitution. If it 
doesn’t mean that then our oath means 
nothing at all. Can you imagine, Mr. 
Speaker, taking an oath that is: I 
pledge to support and defend the Con- 
stitution of the United States whatso- 
ever I might interpret it to mean at 
any convenient point in the future? No. 
The oath is not to support and defend 
the Constitution in any way it might 
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be subverted or perverted by any other 
authority. No. We are taking an oath 
to support and defend the Constitution 
according to the text of its clear mean- 
ing and understanding as understood at 
the time of ratification. 

If we don’t like what that Constitu- 
tion means, Mr. Speaker, then we have 
an opportunity to amend the Constitu- 
tion. It is simply defined and difficult 
to do for good reason. Simply defined, 
it just takes a two-thirds majority in 
the House and Senate to pass a con- 
stitutional amendment out of here. 
The President has no formal say in the 
process. Although, he will have an 
opinion, and then that constitutional 
amendment goes out to the several 
States as it was referred to in the Con- 
stitution, and there, if three-quarters 
of the States ratify that constitutional 
amendment, it becomes a component of 
the Constitution. 

Our Founding Fathers gave us a tool 
to amend the Constitution because 
they knew they couldn’t see into the 
crystal ball by the centuries. They 
wanted it to be difficult because they 
wanted to protect the rights of minori- 
ties against the tyranny of the major- 
ity, and they wanted to protect God- 
given liberty. They had a vision, they 
were well educated, and they had a 
sound and faithful foundation within 
them. They laid out a brilliant docu- 
ment that would only maybe be second 
to the Declaration itself when it comes 
to the brilliance of documents that are 
written, at least by Americans and per- 
haps by mortals altogether. 

We are an exceptional nation. God 
has given us this liberty. We have an 
obligation to protect it, an obligation 
to restore the separation of powers, 
and an obligation to assert the con- 
stitutional authority here and say to a 
President that overreaches: I’m sorry, 
we are not going to fund your unconsti- 
tutional activities. We are going to 
stand on the principle itself of the Con- 
stitution. 

Whether or not we agree with policy, 
we need to have fidelity to the Con- 
stitution. We don’t get a pass because 
the Supreme Court errs in its interpre- 
tation of the Constitution. We don’t 
get a pass because the President says 
that he has a different opinion. We 
don’t get a pass no matter which side 
of this aisle we are on, on the right or 
on the left. We have an obligation to 
God and country and to have fidelity to 
this Constitution. 

So now this expansive immigration 
policy that has been delivered by the 
President has set a goal of 10,000 refu- 
gees coming out of Syria. At this point, 
I will concede that he has the executive 
authority, as granted by Congress, to 
bring in refugees in numbers and under 
consultation with the House and the 
Senate. I have sat in on some of those 
consultations in previous years, and, in 
fact, with Hillary Clinton for that mat- 
ter, and we have arrived at, I will say, 
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a reasonable approach to the numbers 
of refugees. 

But this President had set a goal that 
he was going to bring in at least 10,000 
refugees out of the Syria and Iraq re- 
gion. When I look at the numbers that 
are there and the costs that we have, if 
we want to provide relief to people, we 
can provide refugee relief to a dozen 
people in their home country, and that 
would be Iraq or Syria in these cir- 
cumstances, for every one that we 
bring into America. 

When you clean that area out, when 
you bring people out of that area, you 
are handing it over to ISIS. That is 
part of what the President has been 
doing. He has been bringing people out 
of there and handing that region, the 
real estate, over to ISIS. They are glad 
to get rid of them. They killed thou- 
sands of people who didn’t agree with 
them, and there are those that are on 
the run from ISIS. ISIS has been com- 
mitting a genocide against Christians 
and against Yazidis in the Middle East, 
especially in the Nineveh plains region. 
I have seen the devastation that is tak- 
ing place there. 

Mr. Speaker, I have gone into those 
regions and gotten as close to the ISIS 
front lines as possible, and that is just 
outside their artillery range. I went 
looking for Christian refugee camps, 
Mr. Speaker. I couldn’t find Christian 
refugee camps in that part of the 
world, into the edges of Syria, into 
northern Iraq, into the Kurdish region, 
and into Turkey for that matter. The 
place to find Christians in that part of 
the world is go to church, and there 
you will find Christians. I have met 
with the Chaldean bishop twice in Erbil 
in the northern part of Iraq. 

In my last trip in, I went into the 
Catholic Church, the Roman Catholic 
Church in Istanbul, and I met with a 
good number of Christians there. Then 
I went down into Erbil the following 
morning. It was a Saturday night mass 
and then a Sunday morning mass in 
Erbil, and there I met a good number of 
other Christians. I sat down with a 
family that was a refugee family out of 
the Syrian region and met with the 
Chaldean bishop there. 

Here are some things that I learned 
from them and others: The Assyrian 
Christians are under attack. There is a 
heavy assault of genocide against 
them. Chaldean Christians, same way, 
they are subjected to genocidal attack 
from ISIS. The Yazidis, who are tech- 
nically not Christians, are under geno- 
cidal attack from ISIS, and their home 
region is the Nineveh plains region. 
The Nineveh plains region runs along, I 
will say parallel or next to, Mosul in 
Iraq in that area. 

In my discussions with the Barzanis, 
who are essentially in charge of the 
semiautonomous region of the Kurdish 
region in northern Iraq and the Erbil 
area and all across, I pressed them that 
we need to establish an international 
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safe zone for Christians and for the 
Yazidis, the native minority, so that 
they can live there in peace and be pro- 
tected. 

I made that case rather extensively 
to him. He repeated it back to me prob- 
ably two or three times greater in de- 
tail and in conviction than I had deliv- 
ered it to him. I said to him: Mr. 
Barzani, you sound like you have said 
this before. His answer to me was: I 
have said it before. That is my public 
opinion. We will support an inter- 
national safe zone in the Nineveh 
plains region. We will support it, we 
will help defend it, and we are com- 
mitted to it. That is my public posi- 
tion. 

I was awfully glad to hear that. It is 
a lot better solution for refugees to 
give them protection in their home re- 
gion and protect them from the geno- 
cidal ISIS people than it is to try to 
bring them out of the Middle East and 
bring them into the United States, or 
other places in the world for that mat- 
ter. But we do have refugees that are 
looking for a place to call home around 
this world. 

So I stopped in Geneva a couple of 
months ago, Mr. Speaker, by the way, 
with Chairman GOODLATTE of the Judi- 
ciary Committee, and met with the 
number two on the U.N. High Commis- 
sioner for Refugees. In that meeting 
and in that discussion, I learned a few 
things. I thought that it was a good 
meeting. It was a very constructive 
meeting with a lot of information that 
poured back and forth. 
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I have this report that I probably will 
not put into the RECORD. ‘‘Global 
Trends: Forced Displacement in 2015,” 
which flows, of course, into 2016, Mr. 
Speaker. 

I noted a report that we had that 
showed some—and I am close, but 
maybe not exactly precise on this top 
number—1,562 refugees out of the Syr- 
jan-Iraq region that had come in in a 
group into the United States. Of that 
1,562, roughly, number, I can give you 
the exact number of Christians that 
were included in that: one. Only one. 

We have seen other larger groups— 
several thousand—where there was 
only a little more than 1 percent Chris- 
tians that come out of there. Chris- 
tians in that part of the world, as far as 
refugees are concerned, grow into a 
number of 9, 10, 11, 12, 13 percent. 

So why is it that this administration 
can bring in more than 10,000 refugees 
out of that part of the world—now ap- 
proaching 12,000, looks like will be the 
number even greater than that by the 
end of this fiscal year on the last day 
of this month, Mr. Speaker—and not 
have any statistical representation of 
Christians that are emerging from that 
part of the world? 

I asked our director of USCIS, under 
oath before the Judiciary Committee: 
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Do you ask these refugees that you 
claim that you are vetting, and I don’t 
believe can be effectively vetted, do 
you ask them what their religion is? 

He said: No, we don’t ask. How would 
we have any way of knowing? Even if 
we asked them, we don’t know. So that 
is not a statistic that we collect or 
keep. 

Well, it seems to me to be foolish and 
imprudent not to be taking a look at 
the religion of people. We would want 
to be accelerating bringing Christians 
into America if we are going to bring 
refugees at all into America. They are 
the ones that are targeted. They are 
the ones that are subjected to geno- 
cide. 

I would like to carve out that inter- 
national safe zone and let them live in 
peace in the area that is their home of 
antiquity. If that is not going to be the 
case, why would we be then seeing a 
misrepresentative sample coming into 
America, unless there is a preference 
of, let’s say, a bias against Christians 
coming into America, one out of 1,562, 
roughly 1 percent out of 3,600 or so? 

Then on top of that, when I began to 
ask the representative of UNHCR, the 
U.N. High Commissioner on Refugees, 
in Geneva—who gave a very impressive 
presentation, I would add, Mr. Speak- 
er—when I began to ask those ques- 
tions: How many refugees do you have 
cleared to come out of the Middle East 
that could be going to any of the des- 
ignated countries that are accepting 
them? And we know that Germany, 
Austria, Sweden, and France, to a de- 
gree, are picking up refugees. We 
watched them pour in. I walked with 
them pouring in that epic migration. 
Many of them are not cleared, but of 
those that have been cleared by the 
U.N. High Commissioner on Refugees, 
how many do you have? 

Her answer was: Well, we have 115,000 
who have been cleared under a refugee 
status that have, roughly, a back- 
ground check—she didn’t use the word 
“roughly’’—but a background check 
done on them that we say are ready to 
be transported to host countries— 
115,000. 

I said: Do you keep track of what re- 
ligion they are? 

Well, absolutely, yes, we do. 

How many Christians? 

Fifteen thousand Christians out of 
115,000 refugees. 

I didn’t do the math, but I am going 
to say that is 12 or 13 percent. Now, if 
12 or 18 percent of the refugees that are 
approved by the United Nations are 
Christians and 1 percent, or maybe 
even one out of 1,562, are Christians 
coming into America, does that mean 
that this administration set up a filter 
to filter them out and only made mis- 
takes? 

I would support, instead, an effort 
that if we are going to accept refugees 
from that part of the world, let’s make 
sure it is the refugees that are sub- 
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jected to a religious genocide. By the 
way, I think they are more likely to be 
assimilated into America judging by 
the responses that I have heard from 
them. 

I looked at some of the results in this 
report that I have referenced, Mr. 
Speaker, and I was surprised, not quite 
shocked, to see the number of refugees 
per 1,000 inhabitants in these countries 
who have been flooded with refugees. I 
want to tip my hat to the countries 
that have taken on a high number of 
refugees that is also a high percentage 
of their overall population. 

Lebanon is at the top. Out of every 
1,000 inhabitants of Lebanon, 183 are 
refugees. They have been stretched to 
the seams in Lebanon. Jordan, 87 out of 
1,000. And then you go to Turkey, 32; 
Chad, 26; Djibouti, 22; on down the line 
getting down to the end, Malta, 17 per 
thousand. That is a high number, espe- 
cially for a small island, but it is still 
a per capita basis. Out of all of the 
countries in Europe, or the United 
States for that matter, Sweden, 17 per 
thousand. That is the highest rate out 
of Europe in its entirety, or the West- 
ern Hemisphere for that matter, or 
Oceania for that matter. The Swedes 
continue to take a lot of refugees in. 

We have a national destiny, a na- 
tional security, to be concerned about. 
We know that it is a very difficult task 
to vet refugees. I am supportive of an 
effort to suspend refugees coming out 
of that part of the world that produces 
terrorists until such time as we can get 
a handle on the vetting of them, on the 
background checks. Many times when 
they leave their home country and 
when they enter a foreign country, 
they will destroy any identifying docu- 
ments that they might have so that 
they can’t be sent back to their home 
country. 

This is a big problem for Europe. We 
have watched as the attacks have 
emerged in country after country. And 
it is a big problem for the United 
States. We are challenged with this 
vetting process that cannot possibly 
uncover those who will turn to vio- 
lence. We can look at polling that 
shows what percentage of people from 
terrorist-producing countries that set- 
tle in the United States are supportive 
of Sharia law, are supportive of vio- 
lence to promote Sharia law, that are, 
at least philosophically, supportive of 
organizations including and like ISIS. 

Those numbers are shocking. They 
are far too high, which caused our Di- 
rector of the FBI, James Comey, to 
make the remark when asked to be re- 
sponsible for the vetting of the refu- 
gees: You are asking us to identify the 
needles in the haystack. That is a very 
difficult task to identify the needles in 
the haystack. But if we could get that 
done, the far more difficult task is to 
identify the hay that will become nee- 
dles. 

We have seen that pop up second gen- 
eration, I will say, immigrants from 
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that part of the world that adhere to 
the philosophy that believes that they 
can impose Sharia law on America 
through violence. And even James 
Comey has said: You are asking us to 
sort out the hay that would become 
needles later on. That is the second 
generation terrorists that have at- 
tacked us. 

So it is a difficult task in a war, Mr. 
Speaker, that has gone on for 1,400 
years. We don’t recognize it as a war 
that has gone on for 1,400 years, but 
they do. 

Then I see legislation that is coming 
at us in the form of, first, H-2B legisla- 
tion in a continuing resolution, Mr. 
Speaker—H-2B legislation. That is low- 
skilled workers. The highest unemploy- 
ment rates we have in America are the 
lowest skilled workers that we have. 
Double-digit unemployment in the low- 
est skilled workers that we have in this 
country. The last thing we need in 
America are more people that have less 
skills, but that is what is pouring 
across our borders in legal and illegal 
immigration. 

We are essentially a welfare state. 
We have 94.6 million Americans of 
working age who are simply not in the 
workforce, and there are another—not 
quite 9 million—that are on unemploy- 
ment. So we are 103 million or 104 mil- 
lion Americans of working age who are 
not in the workforce. Yet, we are 
watching the entitlements grow and 
grow and grow and swallow up our 
budget. So Medicare, Medicaid, and So- 
cial Security—all of them—are on 
autopilot for spending. 

What do we do when we are trying to 
keep up with the spending from those 
three? 

We go borrow the money from the 
Chinese or borrow the money from the 
Saudis. By the way, half the money 
that we are borrowing that is this $19.4 
trillion in national debt, half of that is 
borrowed from the American people 
who have bought the bonds and decided 
they are going to invest in America’s 
future as if somehow this was an all- 
out effort like World War II was. Well, 
it may be because we are under histori- 
cally low interest rates. If interest 
rates should double or triple—and they 
could easily do that, and they would 
not be in historic places if they did 
that—we would watch a collapse on our 
cash flow and a collapse in our budget. 

Yet, this Nation has got its borders 
open and this Nation is bringing in 
more and more legal immigrants and 
this Nation is not protecting its bor- 
ders from illegal immigration. They 
have turned the border patrol into the 
welcome wagon. And now we are poised 
here wondering: Is our leadership going 
to want to serve up an expansion of 
H-2Bs as they did a year ago in the 
C.R. that came down? 

I oppose that, Mr. Speaker. We can’t 
be expanding legal immigration. We 
don’t know who the next President is 
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going to be, but if it is Donald Trump, 
he is not going to be for this. 

So is this an effort to try to hustle 
something through that Barack Obama 
will sign that the next President may 
not? 

That is H-2Bs. 

H-1Bs, for example, are being abused 
and they are being abused grossly. We 
are seeing examples of sometimes hun- 
dreds of employees who are being laid 
off that are charged with the responsi- 
bility of training their foreign immi- 
grant replacement that is coming in on 
an H-1B because the employer can hire 
cheap labor out of places like India and 
bring them into the United States and 
lay off more Americans after those 
Americans train their incoming work- 
ers that will work for a cheaper rate. 
This is the kind of country that we are 
building. So we end up with more and 
more people in that 103 million to 104 
million people who are of working age 
who are simply not in the workforce 
while all of that is going on. We are re- 
quiring companies like maybe Disney, 
for example, to those employees on 
their way out of the door: We are lay- 
ing you off, but, first, do you want to 
train your employee, your replacement 
that is coming in on an H-1B? 

The H-1B program is abused. The H- 
2B is bringing in more of a surplus of 
what we already have, a surplus of un- 
skilled workers. The H-1B program is 
being used and it is laying off Amer- 
ican workers and green card holders 
that are sitting there now doing jobs 
that Americans will do. By the way, 
there isn’t any job Americans won’t do. 
They are doing jobs by definition that 
Americans will do, being required to 
train their replacements. I think that 
is wrong. I think it is a crime for a 
company to require an employee to 
train their replacement worker while 
their worker is being replaced by a visa 
program that is designed to bring in 
high school people to establish a need 
that presumably exists within our 
economy. 

How could there be any need for em- 
ployees in our economy when you have 
over 100 million people that are of 
working age and simply not in the 
workforce? 

And then we get to the EB-5 pro- 
gram, Mr. Speaker, the EB-5 program, 
the investors visa, that was set up a 
quarter of century or so ago and said 
that if you have $1 million and you can 
create 10 jobs investing and estab- 
lishing an enterprise in America, we 
will give you a pass coming into the 
United States. A quarter of a century 
ago, $1 million was real money. Today 
it is still real money to a lot of people 
in America, but not so much as it was 
then. If you are going into a stressed 
area, an economically disadvantaged 
area, you can get by with half a million 
dollars. 

I am seeing programs like here 
comes—let me see—here comes 30—no, 
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say 29—29 Chinese each with half a mil- 
lion dollars that bundle that money all 
together and maybe team up with one 
American. Now they have a business 
enterprise. Now we have 29 new Ameri- 
cans—Chinese—it will be the rich Chi- 
nese that are buying a path to citizen- 
ship here. Once they do that, then they 
can begin that family reunification 
plan and begin bringing their family 
back into the United States, too. 

I am seeing enterprises where an in- 
vestment in, let’s say, a commercial 
building takes a pool of—it is a $30 mil- 
lion investment and it takes a pool of 
60 Chinese with half a million dollars 
each to build this commercial building, 
they then become conceivably partners 
in that, and they have a path into the 
United States. We are selling citizen- 
ship. There is a price on it. 

And on top of that, we have birth 
tourism, Mr. Speaker, birth tourism 
that these numbers will be a little old, 
3, 4, or 5 years old where—and I am fo- 
cusing on the Chinese at this point—a 
turnkey operation. If you have $30,000 
and you are a pregnant Chinese 
woman, you can fly to, conceivably, 
California, most likely, and be put up 
there in housing and have your baby. 
Your baby gets a birth certificate. You 
can fly back to China. And when that 
baby becomes 18, then can begin the 
family reunification program and the 
extended family and all can be hauled 
into America—a $30,000 turnkey. But 
you have to wait for 18 years before 
that baby is old enough. 
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If you can’t wait, don’t want to wait, 
and you have got the money, you can 
lay $500,000 down on the barrelhead, 
cash on the barrelhead, and get a path 
into America, a green card and citizen- 
ship. 

These programs are just wrong. The 
EB-5 program should be ended; it 
should be sunset. 

If we have to make concessions on H- 
2B, we don’t need to make them. We 
should not make immigration deci- 
sions in a CR. We ought not make them 
in a treaty. We ought not make them 
in a CR, and we ought not make them 
in a lameduck. Immigration decisions 
should be made subject to the pen, the 
signature of the next President of the 
United States. They need to have the 
considered judgment of the House of 
Representatives and of the Senate, Mr. 
Speaker. I will push that we do only 
the minimum in a lameduck, if we 
have to do anything at all. 

I would promote that a continuing 
resolution could kick us into the early 
part of next year, when we have a new 
Congress seated, when we have a new 
President that is inaugurated and 
sworn into office, and that the will of 
the American people can be reflected in 
the large initiatives that would be ad- 
vanced by the House of Representa- 
tives, by the United States Senate, and 


September 12, 2016 


by the next President that should re- 
flect the will of the people. 

All of this, Mr. Speaker, is our 
charge and our responsibility because 
we have taken an oath to support and 
defend the Constitution of the United 
States of America. It is our duty, and 
we owe the people in this country our 
best effort and our best judgment. Our 
best effort and our best judgment in- 
cludes: we listen to them; we gather all 
the information that we can; we look 
into the crystal ball of the future as far 
as we can; and, with good and clear 
conscience and good judgment, we 
make those decisions that reflect their 
will that is within the confines of the 
Constitution, that fit within free enter- 
prise, then lay down a foundation for 
America’s destiny so that we can be 
ever-stronger in the future and so that 
we can have an ascending destiny rath- 
er than a descending destiny. 

With all of that, Mr. Speaker, I 
thank you for your attention. I yield 
back the balance of my time. 
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REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO- 
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 3590, HALT TAX INCREASES 
ON THE MIDDLE CLASS AND 
SENIORS ACT 


Mr. BURGESS (during the Special 
Order of Mr. KING of Iowa), from the 
Committee on Rules, submitted a priv- 
ileged report (Rept. No. 114-741) on the 
resolution (H. Res. 858) providing for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 3590) to 
amend the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 to repeal the increase in the in- 
come threshold used in determining 
the deduction for medical care, which 
was referred to the House Calendar and 
ordered to be printed. 
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REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO- 
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 5620, VA ACCOUNTABILITY 
FIRST AND APPEALS MOD- 
ERNIZATION ACT OF 2016 


Mr. BURGESS (during the Special 
Order of Mr. KING of Iowa), from the 
Committee on Rules, submitted a priv- 
ileged report (Rept. No. 114-742) on the 
resolution (H. Res. 859) providing for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 5620) to 
amend title 38, United States Code, to 
provide for the removal or demotion of 
employees of the Department of Vet- 
erans Affairs based on performance or 
misconduct, and for other purposes, 
which was referred to the House Cal- 
endar and ordered to be printed. 


SE 


CONGRESSIONAL BLACK CAUCUS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan- 
uary 6, 2015, the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. JEFFRIES) is recognized for 
60 minutes as the designee of the mi- 
nority leader. 
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GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. JEFFRIES. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days in which to re- 
vise and extend their remarks and in- 
clude any extraneous material on the 
subject of this Special Order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JEFFRIES. Mr. Speaker, it is 
with great honor that I rise today once 
again to help coanchor, along with my 
distinguished colleague Representative 
JOYCE BEATTY, this Congressional 
Black Caucus Special Order hour 
where, for the next 60 minutes, we have 
an opportunity to speak directly to the 
American people on issues of great im- 
portance to the Congressional Black 
Caucus, to the House of Representa- 
tives, to the districts that we represent 
collectively, as well as to the United 
States of America. 

It is a very special week for us, and 
we are going to spend some time during 
the next 60 minutes discussing the tra- 
jectory of the Congressional Black 
Caucus, which has been serving in this 
body for the better part of the last 45 
years. 

The Congressional Black Caucus was 
formally established on March 30, 1971, 
by 13 pioneering Members who had a vi- 
sion of making sure that, within this 
great Article I institution, there was a 
body that could speak directly to the 
hopes, the dreams, the needs, and the 
aspirations of the African American 
people and all those underrepresented 
communities throughout America. We 
are going to talk a bit about that jour- 
ney, about the accomplishments, and 
about the challenges that still remain. 

I want to yield now to the gentle- 
woman from Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE 
JOHNSON), one of the very distinguished 
members of the Congressional Black 
Caucus, who happens to be the ranking 
member of the Science, Space, and 
Technology Committee and has ably 
represented the 30th Congressional Dis- 
trict in Texas, anchored in Dallas, for 
almost 25 years. It has been an honor 
and a privilege for me and for others to 
work with her, to learn from her, and 
to be mentored by her. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Thank you very much. Mr. 
Speaker, I would like to congratulate 
the leaders of the Special Order to- 
night, Congresswoman JOYCE BEATTY 
and Congressman HAKEEM JEFFRIES. 

Mr. Speaker, as a proud member of 
the Congressional Black Caucus, I am 
proud to recognize the contributions of 
the CBC and its members after 45 years 
of service to the United States Con- 
gress and our Nation and, really, the 
world. 

The CBC was founded March 30, 1971, 
with the chief objective of bringing 
awareness to the issues facing Black 
America and addressing the concerns of 
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longstanding inequality in opportunity 
for African Americans. 

We have an original member who is 
retiring this year, the Honorable 
CHARLES B. RANGEL. The most senior 
Member in this House is one of the 
original members, the Honorable JOHN 
CONYERS. 

Today, the Congressional Black Cau- 
cus has grown to become a funda- 
mental institution within Congress. 
From voting rights and gun violence to 
poverty in America and justice reform, 
the CBC engages on multiple fronts to 
address the plethora of issues facing 
our Nation and the world. 

To date, we have had a string of able 
leaders chair the CBC, and I am proud 
to have been one of them from 2001 to 
2003. Currently, as co-chair of the CBC 
Technology and Infrastructure Invest- 
ment Task Force and a member of nu- 
merous other CBC task forces, I am 
proud of the progress that we have 
been able to achieve through our co- 
ordination and cooperation with the 
Members of the Congress, stakeholders, 
and the community. History has prov- 
en that the importance of the CBC en- 
dures even today as we face new chal- 
lenges to voting rights and experience 
new strife within our communities. 

Mr. Speaker, the Congressional Black 
Caucus serves as a key voice in Con- 
gress for people of color and vulnerable 
communities. Together, the CBC and 
its allies have paved the way for new 
progress as we face the challenges of 
the 21st century. Our promise that was 
first made in 1971 to give the voiceless 
a voice is continually fulfilled through 
the CBC’s work, and I look forward to 
keeping up with our fight to preserve 
liberty and equal justice for all. We 
have come from promise to progress. 

Mr. JEFFRIES. I thank the distin- 
guished gentlewoman from the great 
Lone Star State for her eloquent words 
and observations and, of course, for her 
leadership not just in the Congress, but 
for her past leadership as a distin- 
guished former chair of the Congres- 
sional Black Caucus. 

It is now my honor and my privilege 
to yield to the distinguished gentle- 
woman from the great State of Ohio 
(Mrs. BEATTY), my classmate, who is 
one of the most distinguished Members 
of the House of Representatives. She 
had an incredible career before she ar- 
rived here in the Congress as a leader 
in the Ohio Legislature, as a successful 
small-business woman, as a university 
administrator at The Ohio State Uni- 
versity, and in so many other ways, 
and then, of course, has taken the 
House of Representatives by storm 
since her arrival as part of the class of 
2012. 

Mrs. BEATTY. I thank the gen- 
tleman. Mr. Speaker, to my colleague, 
I am so honored to be here tonight 
speaking in this Chamber and to the 
American people about the Congres- 
sional Black Caucus: 45 years of leader- 
ship, from promise to progress. 
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You have heard my distinguished col- 
league and coanchor of our Special 
Order hour, Congressman HAKEEM 
JEFFRIES, tell and share with us the 
history of our beginning of the Con- 
gressional Black Caucus back on March 
30, 1971. We have heard the distin- 
guished gentlewoman from Texas share 
with us about our members who had 
the foresight and the vision. What she 
didn’t tell you was that she was the 
first African American nurse to be 
elected and to serve in this Congress. 

Somewhere along the line, Mr. 
Speaker, I am sure in our rich history 
someone made the promise that, in the 
future, we would have a Shirley Chis- 
holm, the promise that some little girl 
would be able to come to this Congress 
and serve, and that became a reality 
with Shirley Chisholm. I am sure some 
mother said the promise should be that 
a woman should lead us as a nurse, and 
then came Congresswoman EDDIE BER- 
NICE JOHNSON. 

You see, Mr. Speaker, the Congres- 
sional Black Caucus has been com- 
mitted to advancing equity and access 
and equal protection under the law for 
Black Americans. And while we were 
established March 30, 1971, it was on 
that day that a Congressman by the 
name of Charles C. Diggs, Jr., a Demo- 
crat from the great State of Michigan, 
presented the statement to the Presi- 
dent of the United States, which in- 
cluded more than 60 recommendations 
for executive action on issues for Black 
America and set the foundation for the 
promise and the progress of African 
Americans. 

We heard my distinguished colleague 
talk about the hopes and the needs and 
the dreams. Those were the promises. 
And that is why it is so important for 
us to come today and talk about the 
progress that we have made. 

Even though you will hear us say 
1971, when the Congressional Black 
Caucus was established, we can trace 
our legislative history back further 
through the civil rights efforts of the 
1960s, which included such landmark 
victories as the Civil Rights Act of 1964 
and the Voting Rights Act of 1965, 
which we still champion today. Those 
legislative policy victories of the past 
demonstrate that when people speak 
with a singular, powerful voice, Mr. 
Speaker, we can have a government 
that works for us; we can fulfill our 
country’s pledge and promise of liberty 
and justice for all. 

It was through that statement that 
the Congressional Black Caucus began 
its history of advocacy on behalf of the 
African American community. Since 
then, for the last 45 years, the Congres- 
sional Black Caucus has been the voice 
for people of color and at-risk commu- 
nities in our different districts. We 
have been and remain committed to 
utilizing the full constitutional power, 
statutory authority, and financial re- 
sources of the government to ensure 
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that everyone has the opportunity to 
achieve the promise of the American 
Dream, Mr. Speaker. 

From promise to progress gave us the 
first African American to hold the dis- 
tinction of dean of this House, the 
most senior Member of Congress; and 
the first African American to swear in 
the Speaker of the United States House 
of Representatives was Congressional 
Black Caucus member Congressman 
JOHN CONYERS. 

From promise to progress has given 
us a motivating book, ‘‘Blessed Experi- 
ences: Genuinely Southern, Proudly 
Black,” a story of inspirational words 
on how an African American boy from 
the Jim Crow-era South was able to 
beat the odds, Mr. Speaker, to achieve 
great success and become, as President 
Barack Obama describes him, ‘‘One of a 
handful of people who, when they 
speak, the entire Congress listens,” as- 
sistant Democratic leader and the 
third highest ranking Democrat in the 
House of Representatives, Congressman 
JAMES E. CLYBURN. 

The 21st president, national president 
of the largest African American female 
sorority serves here with us, Congress- 
woman MARCIA FUDGE from the 11th 
Congressional District of my State. 
2030 

From promise to progress, Mr. 
Speaker, has given us the first Black 
woman elected to Congress from Ala- 
bama and the only Democrat in Ala- 
bama’s seven-member congressional 
delegation. That is Congresswoman 
TERRI SEWELL. Her first piece of suc- 
cessful legislation recognized the four 
little girls who tragically lost their 
lives during the bombing of the 16th 
Street Baptist Church. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope you can see why 
it is important for us to be here and to 
talk about the many promises and, 
more significantly and of greater im- 
portance, the progress that we have 
made. We are one of the largest Mem- 
ber organizations in the United States 
House of Representatives, making up 23 
percent of the House Democratic Cau- 
cus and 10 percent of the entire United 
States House of Representatives. 

Mr. Speaker, when I think of where 
the Congressional Black Caucus is 
today, I think of the shoulders that we 
stand on. Fifty-one years later, I think 
of Bloody Sunday where on March 7, 
1965, some 600 peaceful participants in 
a voting rights march from Selma, Ala- 
bama, to the State capital in Mont- 
gomery were violently attacked by 
Alabama State Troopers with night- 
sticks, tear gas, whips, and dogs, as 
they attempted to cross the Edmund 
Pettus Bridge. These brave men and 
women, Mr. Speaker, were led by civil 
rights champion, Congressman JOHN 
LEWIS from the Fifth District of Geor- 
gia. What a great example of promise 
to progress. 

Last year, I had the distinct honor of 
joining nearly 300,000 others, including 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


90 bipartisan lawmakers, distinguished 
guests, civil rights activists, and 
former Presidents of these United 
States as we marched, commemorating 
the 50th anniversary of Bloody Sunday 
over that Edmund Pettus Bridge, 
marching ourselves from Selma to 
Montgomery, Alabama, from promises 
to progress. 

Let me say or remind you again—and 
I want America to know—there were 90 
bipartisan Members. That means 
Democrats and Republicans. I could 
say bicameral—Democrat and Repub- 
lican Senators and Members of this 
great body that we serve in. Certainly, 
as we marched and they joined us, they 
were making a commitment to the 
progress from those promises that were 
made 50-some years ago. 

We come here tonight, my colleague 
and I, representing the Congressional 
Black Caucus because we want you, 
Mr. Speaker, and America to know 
that when we reflect on our history, it 
is our culture, it is our passion, and it 
is our reason and resolve for standing 
here and standing up for the issues and 
the legislation that we believe in, that 
we write and we support. We think it is 
important for you to have a better un- 
derstanding why so often we come here 
and ask that we join together. 

Mr. Speaker, when I think of our his- 
tory, I reflect on names like Frederick 
Douglass, a historic social reformer 
and statesman; Shirley Chisholm, as I 
mentioned earlier, the first African 
American woman elected to the United 
States Congress; and, yes, Rosa Parks, 
the mother of the modern civil rights 
movement. 

You see, Rosa Parks embodied cour- 
age, and she inspired me as a mentor 
when she refused to give up her seat on 
a Montgomery, Alabama, bus to a 
White passenger on December 1, 1955. 
Some would say she was tired, but I 
say to you that she was tired not from 
her day’s work as a seamstress, but she 
was tired from the injustices. I have 
followed her whole career and was so 
inspired by her that I wrote the first 
legislation when I served in the Ohio 
House of Representatives in this coun- 
try to honor her on that December 1. 
Every day since then, I go back to the 
district and we honor her. You see, she 
sat down against the odds for some- 
thing she believed in. I have carried 
that with me over the years, realizing 
that there could be a day, but never 
dreaming that it would be here in this 
Congress that I, too, would be willing 
to sit down for something that I be- 
lieved in. 

Mr. Speaker, there have been so 
many issues that I have done that be- 
cause I want us to have the progress 
from the promises that I make to my 
district. The progress, whether it is 
gun safety, whether it is the progress 
of making sure that every child has 
enough food when they go to bed, 
whether it is making sure that there is 
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an affordable college education for 
every child that is able to go, whether 
it is making sure that there is equal 
pay for equal work, those are just a few 
of the things that I wanted to make 
sure that we talked about. 

Mr. Speaker, it is so important for us 
to tell our story, our history, and our 
culture. Hopefully, tonight is more 
than us just talking. Hopefully, to- 
night will help Members and the public 
understand our history and our pas- 
sion. 

This week, lastly, let me say how 
honored I am to be in Washington, 
D.C., when more than 10,000 people will 
come to our Congressional Black Cau- 
cus Foundation Annual Legislative 
Conference where we will talk about 
the issues and we will educate emerg- 
ing leaders and civil rights leaders, not 
just all individuals of color. There will 
be individuals of all backgrounds, 
races, and ethnicities that will join us 
in our commitment to fulfill those 
promises on the progress that we would 
like to have. 

We will open the National African 
American Museum. What an honor it 
will be to see the great achievements 
and contributions for those who have 
so courageously pushed the boundaries 
and moved our country forward in the 
name of justice and equality. 

When I think about moving forward, 
I cannot help but reflect on the 44th 
President of these United States. Like 
many of us—and, Mr. Speaker, maybe 
even like you—he worked his way 
through school with the help of schol- 
arship money and a student loan. Yet, 
maybe it was the progress and the 
promise of progress that a Martin Lu- 
ther King, Jr., wanted when he said 
that he hoped his four children would 
not be judged by the color of their 
skin, but the content of their char- 
acter. Maybe that is why a young 
Barack Obama pushed forward, went 
back to his community, and worked 
and gave service, which is the word 
that he likes to use so much. It was the 
service back to the movement and to 
his community in Chicago; that gave 
us the progress of having our first Afri- 
can American President, a scholar, 
someone who has had many firsts. 

So I say to you that it is indeed my 
honor that I can stand here on this 
floor with my colleague as we move 
forward, the progress aS we move for- 
ward on the promises of our colleagues. 

Mr. JEFFRIES. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the distinguished gentlewoman from 
Ohio for laying out both the history of 
the Congressional Black Caucus as well 
as documenting what current member- 
ship continues to do and breaks new 
ground here in the House of Represent- 
atives on behalf of the people that they 
are charged to represent in this august 
body, as well as on behalf of the great 
Nation that we are all privileged to 
serve. 

As Representative BEATTY men- 
tioned, there were 13 individuals who 
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had the vision and the foresight to 
found the Congressional Black Caucus 
back in March of 1971. The actual 
founding took place at a meeting be- 
tween those 13 Members and President 
Richard Nixon, where the President 
was presented, by the newly formed 
Congressional Black Caucus, a state- 
ment of requests, goals, objectives, and 
demands related to the plight of Afri- 
can Americans here in these United 
States of America. The Congressional 
Black Caucus was founded on the 
premise that it was necessary to speak 
truth to power, given the unique plight 
of African Americans in this country. 

AS was mentioned by Representative 
BEATTY, there are two founding mem- 
bers who still serve in the House of 
Representatives; Representative JOHN 
CONYERS from Detroit, Michigan, and, 
of course, CHARLIE RANGEL, the Lion of 
Lenox Avenue, the first African Amer- 
ican ever to chair the Ways and Means 
Committee in this institution, a pro- 
lific legislator here in the House who 
has announced earlier this year his in- 
tention to retire. 

I am proud to serve a district that 
was once represented in part by the 
Honorable Shirley Chisholm, the first 
African American woman ever elected 
to the House of Representatives in a 
district in Brooklyn in 1968. She came 
here indicating that she was unbought 
and unbossed, and that tradition has 
been continued by people like MAXINE 
WATERS, MARCIA FUDGE, JOYCE BEATTY, 
and so many others who represent 
their district with passion and with in- 
tegrity. 

The question has been asked: Why is 
there a need for a Congressional Black 
Caucus? We have come a long way in 
America. We have made a lot of 
progress. The 44th President of the 
United States of America happens to be 
African American. Why is there a need 
for a Congressional Black Caucus? 

That question was asked in 1971, of 
course. I think it takes an under- 
standing of the unique journey of Afri- 
can Americans in this country to un- 
derstand why the Congressional Black 
Caucus was first founded in 1971 and 
why it still remains relevant today. 

This country was founded, of course, 
on high-minded principles of liberty 
and justice for all and the notion that 
all men are created equally and were 
endowed with certain inalienable 
rights by the great democratic republic 
that was birthed by the Founding Fa- 
thers of this Nation. 

As many have observed, notwith- 
standing the tremendous nature of the 
principles embedded in the birth of this 
country, there was also a genetic de- 
fect on the question of race. That ge- 
netic defect first took the form, of 
course, of chattel slavery, which was 
one of the worst crimes ever per- 
petrated against humanity, resulting 
in the loss of tens of millions of indi- 
viduals killed during the middle pas- 
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sage and the systemic oppression of Af- 
rican Americans, the kidnap, the rape, 
the enslavement here in the United 
States of America. This happened at 
the same time when the country was 
founded on these great, high-minded 
principles. 

Of course, the question of slavery was 
finally resolved with the victory of the 
North in 1865. The North, of course, was 
fighting the South in the Confederacy. 
The Confederacy has been put to rest, 
although some people still want to up- 
lift the Confederate battle flag. That is 
an issue for another day. 

Slavery was put to rest. Then in an 
effort to correct the defect in our de- 
mocracy, the 13th Amendment ending 
and outlawing chattel slavery was 
passed and added to the Constitution; 
the 14th Amendment, equal protection 
under the law; and the 15th Amend- 
ment related to the right to vote for 
African Americans. The so-called re- 
construction amendments took place. 
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But then, thereafter, something in- 
teresting happened. We were on the 
pathway to fulfilling the great promise 
of a colorblind society in America, but 
then the North pulled out of the South, 
the Reconstruction era ended, and it 
was replaced systematically with a sys- 
tem of Jim Crow, enforced segregation 
of the races, and the suppression of Af- 
rican Americans largely in the Deep 
South, notwithstanding the high-mind- 
ed principles that were just embedded 
in the United States Constitution re- 
lated to the 14th Amendment and the 
Equal Protection Clause and the 15th 
Amendment and the right to vote. 
Those were just words on a piece of 
paper, as far as many people were con- 
cerned in the Deep South who were per- 
petuating Jim Crow segregation. 

That Jim Crow segregation, of 
course, was accompanied by a lynching 
epidemic that claimed the lives of 
thousands of individuals, race riots di- 
rected at successful African Americans 
and African American communities, 
and so many other things that were 
documented in this country. 

Why is there a need for a Congres- 
sional Black Caucus? The country was 
founded under these great high-minded 
principles, but, at the same time on 
this journey, we have gone from slav- 
ery, a brief period of Reconstruction, 
into the Jim Crow era. 

As Representative JOYCE BEATTY so 
eloquently documented, in terms of the 
legislative efforts of African American 
Members who were here in partnership 
with people of goodwill of all races, 
Democrats and Republicans, we passed 
the 1964 Civil Rights Act here in this 
Congress endeavoring to end Jim Crow 
segregation, passed the 1965 Voting 
Rights Act here in this Congress to try 
to bring to life the 15th Amendment, 
largely ignored in many parts of this 
country, and then of course in 1968 
passed the Fair Housing Act. 
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Then an interesting thing happened. 
You have a President who is elected in 
the aftermath of the assassination of 
Robert F. Kennedy, Jr., the Senator 
from New York, and Dr. Martin Luther 
King, Jr., the great civil rights leader 
on what he terms a Southern strategy 
of trying to capitalize on White back- 
lash against the progress that has been 
made by African Americans. 

I am trying to figure out what was 
the nature of the backlash? The 
progress that was made was a Civil 
Rights Act to try to deal with the Jim 
Crow segregation that some people put 
into place in the aftermath of the end 
of slavery, and the 1965 Voting Rights 
Act that was put into place in order to 
try to bring to life the fact that there 
were people intentionally ignoring the 
15th Amendment to the United States 
Constitution. Why is there a need for a 
Congressional Black Caucus? 

So we moved from slavery into Jim 
Crow, and that is all dealt with for a 
brief period in the 1960s in terms of the 
Civil Rights Act and the Voting Rights 
Act, the Fair Housing Act, but then we 
enter into this interesting period where 
Richard Nixon is elected on a strategy 
that played to the racial fears and 
anxieties of some in America. I don’t 
want to get in trouble by putting a per- 
centage onto it, but played into the 
anxieties and fears of some in America. 
History often repeats itself. 

And so the Congressional Black Cau- 
cus in 1971 made the decision that they 
were going to place a list of demands 
on the table for Richard Nixon to deal 
with, given this history. Little did they 
know—or perhaps they suspected—that 
in that same year what I would call the 
third defect that America has had to 
grapple with in terms of the African 
American community as compared to 
its high-minded aspirations was about 
to be visited on communities of color, 
and that was mass incarceration. 

It was in that year in 1971 where 
Richard Nixon declared a war on drugs 
by stating that drug abuse was public 
enemy number one. At the time in 
America, there were less than 350,000 
people incarcerated in this country. 
Today, there are more than 2.1 million, 
the overwhelming majority of whom 
are Black and Latino. We know that 
African Americans are consistently in- 
carcerated at levels much higher than 
others in the United States, notwith- 
standing a similar level of criminality 
as it relates to the crime that was com- 
mitted, the activity that was engaged 
in, and the conduct that was pros- 
ecuted. The disparities are objectively 
clear. 

Mass incarceration has been dev- 
astating for African American commu- 
nities all across this country, and it is 
shameful that America incarcerates 
more people here in the United States 
than any other country in the world. 
We incarcerate more people than Rus- 
sia and China combined. This over- 
criminalization is something that I am 
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hopeful we can deal with in this Con- 
gress before this President leaves and 
then continue to work with the next 
President of the United States of 
America. 

So people ask the question: Why do 
we need a Congressional Black Caucus? 
We have gone from slavery, a brief 
interruption with the Reconstruction 
Amendments into Jim Crow for an- 
other 100 years, 14th Amendment and 
15th Amendment are ignored in large 
parts of the country, and then we get 
an interruption. Some progress was 
made with the 1964 Civil Rights Act, 
the 1965 Voting Rights Act, and the 
1968 Fair Housing Act. Then we get 
Richard Nixon. And the Congressional 
Black Caucus is founded at the same 
time. 

For the last 45 years, we have been 
dealing with mass incarceration. But 
notwithstanding the intensity of the 
systematic issues put upon the African 
American community, we have seen 
tremendous progress during that same 
period of time because of Members like 
William Clay, Sr., a founder from St. 
Louis, or Louis Stokes from Cleveland, 
Ohio, and Augustus Hawkins from Los 
Angeles, people who understood that 
when Abraham Lincoln asked the ques- 
tion, how do we create a more perfect 
Union, and he asked that question in 
the context of the Civil War that was 
raging at the time, that America is a 
constant work in progress. And year 
after year, decade after decade, century 
after century, we can improve upon 
who we are, but there is still a lot more 
that needs to be done. 

Thankfully, we have seen increases 
in educational attainment, increases in 
employment over the last 8 years in 
the African American community since 
the height of the Great Recession, and 
we have seen a return of some of the 
homeownership that was lost during 
the recession, but there are still a lot 
of things that need to be done. And so 
a Congressional Black Caucus which 
has grown from the 13 original found- 
ing members to 46 members today, 45 
in the House of Representatives, 1 of 
whom is a Republican, and a 46th mem- 
ber who serves in the United States 
Senate. 

We stand on the shoulders of these 
founding members, proud of what has 
been accomplished like the effort led 
by Ron Dellums which resulted in leg- 
islation to push back against the racist 
apartheid regime in 1986, a bill that 
was vetoed by Ronald Reagan, and then 
overridden by Democrats and Repub- 
licans in the House and the Senate, the 
first foreign policy bill overridden in 
the Congress passed by Ron Dellums 
that led the effort related to South Af- 
rican apartheid. 

So many issues have been cham- 
pioned by the founding members. JOHN 
CONYERS held a series of hearings on 
the issue of police brutality. It is ironic 
that right now, along with Chairman 
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BoB GOODLATTE, they are leading a bi- 
partisan task force on police commu- 
nity relations to deal with what I view, 
at least, as an epidemic of police vio- 
lence directed at unarmed African 
American men across this country, but 
JOHN CONYERS was involved in that ef- 
fort in the early 1970s. 

And so there is a lot of things that 
we have been able to work on during 
this 45-year journey. Tremendous 
progress has been made, despite the ef- 
forts to paint the community as over- 
run by some out there in this country 
as a thriving Black middle class. A suc- 
cessful group of entrepreneurs, profes- 
sionals, lawyers, doctors, engineers, 
scientists, and so many others have 
shown what can be done based on their 
promise and their potential despite the 
obstacles that exist as we move toward 
a more colorblind society. But we, of 
course, are not there yet. 

That is why we are of the view that, 
despite the fact that we have made tre- 
mendous progress in America, we still 
have a way to go. There is still a need, 
an urgent need for a Congressional 
Black Caucus, which has often stood up 
not just on behalf of African Americans 
but has stood up on behalf of those who 
are the least, the lost, and the left-be- 
hind in the United States of America, 
regardless of color. 

That is why the Congressional Black 
Caucus has been known over these four 
decades as the conscience of the Con- 
gress, and it has been an honor and a 
privilege for me, during my two terms, 
to serve in this august body. 

I want to yield for a moment to my 
colleague, Representative JOYCE 
BEATTY, and perhaps ask the question: 
What are some of the issues that you 
think are pressing as it relates to the 
Congressional Black Caucus moving 
forward, and what do you say to critics 
who make the argument, why is there 
a need for African Americans in the 
Congress to get together at this point 
on behalf of the communities we were 
elected to represent? Is there still a 
need for a Congressional Black Caucus 
in 2016? 

Mrs. BEATTY. Mr. Speaker, let me 
just say thank you to Congressman 
JEFFRIES for that question. If I think of 
one of my favorite quotes by Shirley 
Chisholm, Mr. Speaker, she said: “You 
don’t make progress by standing on the 
sidelines. . . you make progress by im- 
plementing ideas.” 

That is what the Congressional Black 
Caucus does. We don’t just come here 
on the floor and talk about our rich 
history. We meet, and we strategize, 
and we go back home to our districts, 
and we come back, and we write legis- 
lation, so there is definitely a need. 
And I think it will be witnessed all 
across this country this week when the 
thousands of thousands of individuals 
come here because they will have an 
opportunity to see Congressman CHAR- 
LIE RANGEL or Congresswoman MAXINE 
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WATERS or Congresswoman ROBIN 
KELLY because of the issues and what 
they stand for, and that is why there is 
a need. 

When I think of our commitment and 
conviction, Mr. Speaker, I remember 
when Congresswoman ROBIN KELLY 
said: I won’t stand up for moments of 
silence again until we do something 
about the shootings and the deaths. 
She had the courage to walk up to the 
well and say: I am not being disrespect- 
ful, but I want us to really stand for 
something. 

So, yes, I want us to have gun safety. 
I want us to have legislation because 
we have bipartisan legislation. I want 
us to bring that to the floor, so I can 
say in my district, I am standing up for 
families, Iam standing up for safety. 
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You mentioned prison reform. I want 
us to look at how we can come to- 
gether as Democrats and Republicans, 
Mr. Speaker, and pass some bipartisan 
legislation. 

When I think of the Congressional 
Black Caucus and what we represent, 
when you add it all up together, we 
cover some 21 States, the District of 
Columbia, and the Virgin Islands, and 
we represent some 31 million people. 
Over half of our Congressional Black 
Caucus membership are lawyers, people 
who have studied the laws and under- 
stand the procedures and the rules and 
the regulations. 

So, yes, there is a need for us to con- 
tinue the journey. There is a need for 
us to listen to one another. You see, 
Mr. Speaker, we don’t come here to- 
night to just talk about us as 46 mem- 
bers of the Congressional Black Cau- 
cus. We come here to leave you with a 
message and to speak to America to 
say: Just think of what we could do if 
we worked together. Just think about 
when you go back home to your dis- 
trict and you say you want us to be 
safe and you want us to have equal and 
fair rights; you talk about wanting 
your children and families to be 
healthy and educated. 

So, you see, we have the same mes- 
sage, it seems, until we come to the 
floor. That is why we come here to- 
night with strong messages—because 
we want to make sure that you under- 
stand that we believe that we could 
work together. 

This week—again, I will say it re- 
peatedly, because it is so important to 
us—we will have brain trust sessions, 
Mr. JEFFRIES, that will talk about how 
long we have been in this fight for 
progress for health care, how long we 
have been in this fight for criminal jus- 
tice. We will also have workshops like 
financial literacy and financial serv- 
ices. If we don’t come together to edu- 
cate our communities and our people, 
if we don’t come together to share with 
you, I believe that we won’t be able to 
understand one another. 
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So the answer is yes and yes: yes, 
there is a lot of work to continue to be 
done; and yes, we need to continue to 
have a Congressional Black Caucus. 

Mr. JEFFRIES. I mentioned during 
my remarks that we have been on this 
journey of the 15th Amendment to the 
United States Constitution to try to 
guarantee the right to vote, regardless 
of race, coming out of the oppression of 
chattel slavery. And then we moved, 
Representative BEATTY, from the 15th 
Amendment to this Jim Crow period 
and the 1965 Voting Rights Act to try 
to bring to life what is a fundamental 
tenet of American democracy, which is 
the ability of the people to represent 
those who will represent them in gov- 
ernment—government of the people, by 
the people, and for the people. 

But yet, as a result of a recent Su- 
preme Court decision, Shelby County v. 
Holder, the 1965 Voting Rights Act, sec- 
tion 4 and section 5, the preclearance 
provisions, have been eviscerated be- 
cause of, in my view, an inappropriate 
reading of that statute relative to the 
United States Constitution. 

So the Congressional Black Caucus 
continues to fight to uplift for all 
Americans the ability to participate in 
our democracy. The shame is that vot- 
ing in this country seems to have be- 
come a partisan issue, notwithstanding 
the fact that the Voting Rights Act has 
a great bipartisan tradition. It was 
passed with the support of Democrats 
and Republicans because, of course, we 
know at the time there were Dixiecrats 
in this Congress—Democrats, by reg- 
istration, in the Deep South who 
fought hard against voting rights. So it 
took Republicans on the other side of 
the aisle in both the House and the 
Senate in order to get the legislation 
passed. 

It is interesting to me that, every 
year, the Voting Rights Act was reau- 
thorized. Four times it was signed back 
into law by a Republican President: in 
1970, Richard Nixon; 1975, Gerald Ford; 
1982, Ronald Reagan; 2006, George W. 
Bush. 

So when we come to the floor of the 
House of Representatives or when I sit 
on the Judiciary Committee or we 
work with JOHN LEWIS and JOHN CON- 
YERS and TERRI SEWELL and JIM CLY- 
BURN and others to try to move voting 
rights legislation forward, we are just 
saying: return to the great bipartisan 
tradition of making sure that every 
single American in this country has an 
opportunity to participate in the right 
to vote. 

Until that happens, the Congres- 
sional Black Caucus has an urgent 
issue that we need to deal with for the 
communities that we represent in Afri- 
can American or Latino neighborhoods 
and for all Americans. 

The other thing I will point out and 
ask my colleague to perhaps react to is 
that what I found fascinating here in 
terms of common ground, the oppor- 
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tunity to uplift everyone through the 
mission and the work of the Congres- 
sional Black Caucus, is the fact that 
when you look at persistently poor 
counties in America, counties that will 
be defined as 20 percent or more of the 
population living below the poverty 
line for 30 or more years, persistently 
poor counties, a majority of those 
counties are represented by Repub- 
licans in the House of Representatives 
and not by Democrats. 

So when JIM CLYBURN, for instance, 
presents things like 10-20-30, a funding 
formula where 10 percent of any fund- 
ing allocation will be given to commu- 
nities where 20 percent or more of that 
county has been living below the pov- 
erty line for 30 or more years, it would 
actually benefit Republican-rep- 
resented counties more than it would 
Democrat-represented counties. This is 
because the Congressional Black Cau- 
cus really is interested in uplifting the 
plight of all Americans who have been 
left behind. We are hoping that we can 
find some bipartisan cooperation in 
that area as well. 

I yield to Representative 
BEATTY. 

Mrs. BEATTY. Thank you, Congress- 
man JEFFRIES, for mentioning 10-20-30. 
You are absolutely right that it would 
benefit Republican districts and their 
constituents more than many of our 
constituents. But I think that is be- 
cause, when we think of poverty, we 
think of children and families living in 
poverty, not Democrats, not Repub- 
licans. Our mission here, Mr. Speaker, 
is to make this place a better place 
through our legislation for everyone. 
So I think that is just one example. 

You mentioned a lot about our his- 
tory and how far we have come and the 
roles of other Presidents. I think it is 
important, Mr. Speaker, for us to also 
share that we come here tonight al- 
most with a proposition to say to you: 
We want to work with you on those 
issues that we have highlighted. 

So often when we come here, we will 
hear colleagues say ‘‘We can’t work to- 
gether,” “We don’t work together,” or, 
“Why don’t you just come and work 
with us?” I don’t want us to leave to- 
night without leaving the message that 
we have a lot of work that still needs 
to be done. 

I can remember reading back in 1971, 
Congressman JEFFRIES, when Richard 
Nixon was giving his first inaugural ad- 
dress, he refused to meet with the 
members of the Congressional Black 
Caucus. They stood up for something. 
They left the floor and did not stay for 
his address to the Nation. I say that 
with mixed feelings, but I say that to 
make the point of how strongly we be- 
lieve in what we do. 

You mentioned the 10-20-30 plan. We 
had Speaker RYAN come to the Con- 
gressional Black Caucus and hear the 
plan, to get a commitment from him. 
He represents all of us; and he gave us 
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the nod, as you will remember, on that 
plan. 

So I say tonight, let us reflect on all 
the things that my colleague and the 
coanchor of this Special Order hour 
said, because that is what it is. It is 
our hour to address you, Mr. Speaker, 
and the Nation about so many of the 
issues that we want to make sure that, 
when we leave here, we are not leaving 
with just promises, but we are leaving 
with progress. 

Mr. JEFFRIES. Thank you for those 
very thoughtful observations. 

Perhaps I will end by talking for a 
moment or so about the progress that 
we have made under a former member 
of the Congressional Black Caucus who 
was a Senator from Illinois and here in 
the Capitol for a few years before he 
was elected to be the 44th President of 
the United States of America. We are 
proud that he came through the CBC 
on his way to 1600 Pennsylvania Ave- 
nue. 

Upon his election, there was the view 
that perhaps we were entering into a 
phase of a post-racial society. I think 
we understand that that was probably 
irrationally optimistic of those who 
made that observation because of the 
long history that we detailed here of 
what the African American journey has 
been in America. 

But I find it interesting that so many 
people, to this day, refuse to give this 
President credit for the progress that 
has been made under his watch over 
the last 8 years. There have been more 
than 75 or so consecutive months of 
private sector job creation under this 
President. More than 14 million private 
sector jobs have been created under 
this President. 

Parenthetically, I make the observa- 
tion that, under the 8 years of George 
Bush, the country lost 650,000 jobs. But 
we are going to talk about a sluggish 
recovery. We lost 650,000 jobs under 
supply-side economic policies of George 
W. Bush. We have gained more than 14 
million jobs under progressive policies 
of Barack Obama. 

The deficit has been reduced by over 
$500 million. When the President came 
in, the stock market was at 6,000; now 
it is over 18,000. Of course, more than 20 
million previously uninsured Ameri- 
cans now have health coverage under 
the Presidency of Barack Obama. 

So he came in with a lot of promises, 
and I am proud that there has been tre- 
mendous progress that has been made 
for the United States of America as a 
whole, and certainly for African Amer- 
ican communities. 

As the President himself observed, 
the problems that we have to confront 
in America won’t be resolved by one 
President during one term or even dur- 
ing an entire tenure, because we are on 
this long, necessary, and majestic 
march toward a more perfect Union. 
The hope is that, each time a President 
steps up and Congress is there to rep- 
resent the will of the people, working 
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on behalf of our constituents, we can 
make meaningful progress on dealing 
with the economic and social justice 
issues of the day. 

Fundamentally, that is what the 
Congressional Black Caucus is all 
about. That was the vision that was 
put forth by those 18 Founders: speak- 
ing truth to power, representing the in- 
terests of the African American com- 
munities they were elected to serve— 
and everyone else—regardless of race, 
who is entitled to the fiercest possible 
representation in this democracy. 

2115 

So it is with great pride that Rep- 
resentative BEATTY and I stand here 
today, as members of the Congressional 
Black Caucus, standing on the shoul- 
ders of those 13 founding members, 
under the current leadership of Rep- 
resentative G.K. BUTTERFIELD from 
North Carolina, representing this con- 
tinuum of the African American jour- 
ney, both here in Congress and in this 
great country; confident that, despite 
the obstacles that will consistently be 
erected that, as we have demonstrated 
over time during 45 years, we will 
make progress, we will translate prom- 
ise into action, and we will continue 
the journey of perfecting a more per- 
fect union in the United States of 
America. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, as a founding 
member of the Congressional Black Caucus, | 
believe that the week of our Annual Legislative 
Conference is an appropriate time to reflect on 
the progress we have made as a group and 
the challenges we face in articulating a vision 
for a more free and fair America. 

When 13 of us first gathered in 1969 as a 
“Democratic Select Committee,” we had ambi- 
tions of using our collective voices to advance 
a political agenda for black America in re- 
sponse to expected retrenchment from the in- 
coming Nixon administration. Two years later, 
on the motion of Rep. Charlie Rangel, we be- 
came the Congressional Black Caucus. 

In that time, the Caucus has gone from 
being on Nixon’s “original enemies list” to the 
conscience of the Congress. Our membership 
has grown from 13 to 46 and our alumnae in- 
clude numerous cabinet members and a 
President of the United States. 

In looking back 45 years, the Caucus can 
point to many victories in the areas of voting 
rights, economic empowerment, education and 
healthcare. These victories were not just for 
black Americans, but all Americans in search 
of justice and equality before the law. 

However, in reflecting on the history of the 
Caucus, we must be honest about the uneven 
nature of politics. Many of the challenges we 
faced in 1971 still burden the African-Amer- 
ican community today. Black Americans are 
still disproportionately poor, under-educated, 
unemployed and incarcerated. Daily we con- 
front the political challenges of how to ensure 
that the rising economic tide lifts the boats in 
our communities. 

The more surprising challenge faced by the 
Caucus is mounted by those who would turn 
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back the clock on some of our hardest won 
victories: namely those who would suppress 
our voting rights as a means of defeating a 
progressive agenda for equality. We beware of 
those who want to make “America great 
again,” harkening back to a past where Jim 
Crow and discrimination ruled the day. 

This politics of division is one of our main 
challenges as a Caucus. Our nation once 
again finds itself at odds over the issue of 
race relations, most clearly illustrated by the 
issue of police accountability. A recent ABC 
poll found that a majority of Americans sur- 
veyed believed that race relations are bad and 
getting worse. With the election of the first Af- 
rican-American President, this is clearly not 
what we hoped for in this new millennium. 

As the former Chairman and now Ranking 
Member of the House Judiciary Committee, | 
have dedicated my career to 3 goals to jobs, 
justice and peace. After decades of commu- 
nity complaints about police brutality, | chaired 
hearings in Los Angeles, New York City, and 
even Dallas which built the record for passage 
of marquee legislation like the 1994 “Pattern 
and Practice” statute, which gives the Depart- 
ment of Justice the authority to investigate law 
enforcement discrimination and abuse in cities 
like Ferguson and Baltimore. 

The loss of lives in Baton Rouge, suburban 
St. Paul and Dallas, has left the nation in 
shock, as seemingly every day the media 
brings us news of violence borne of hate and 
intolerance. Modern technology and the ad- 
vent of social media have made us all wit- 
nesses, just like the marches in Selma and 
Birmingham, making it impossible to dismiss 
them as fiction or some else’s problem. We 
live these injustices first hand. 

Vivid images of police abuse galvanized our 
national resolve to pass civil rights legislation, 
like the Voting Rights Act, and is putting all 
politicians on notice that simmering community 
unrest with the police has reached a turning 
point. Today, we represent communities that 
are increasingly unified, unafraid, and unwilling 
to wait. We have a growing coalition of allies. 
Some white, some Hispanic, some Asian, and 
some who serve as police and who want their 
badges to mean something more. The daily 
reminders of injustice have forced us to meas- 
ure the distance between Dr. Kings’ Dream 
and our own reality—but they also give us the 
resolve to close it for good. 

Last year, the Judiciary Committee held a 
hearing on 21st Century Policing Strategies to 
begin addressing these issues at the Federal 
level. | also re-introduced both the End Racial 
Profiling Act and the Law Enforcement Trust 
and Integrity Act around the same time. The 
Republican Chairman of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee and | are currently negotiating a version 
of the Law Enforcement Trust and Integrity Act 
and during the August recess, we joined to- 
gether to form a bipartisan Congressional 
working group—including three Caucus mem- 
bers—with a focus on finding common ground 
between police and the communities they are 
sworn to protect and serve. 

The profound support for criminal justice re- 
form | have seen from Members of the CBC 
and all sides of the political spectrum from 
across our country is something we need to 
build upon. It’s not the only solution, but one 
of them. 
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As a Caucus, our work is far from done. We 
can’t bring back Alton Sterling, Philando Cas- 
tile, Tamir Rice, Eric Garner, or the hundreds 
of black men and women who've lost their 
lives to excessive force. And we can’t bring 
back the officers in Dallas and Baton Rouge 
or others who’ve been killed while protecting 
their communities. But at a time when we face 
so much that challenges our faith and tries to 
break our spirit, we must dedicate ourselves in 
our 45th year to engaging the difficult issues 
to make lasting change in our communities. 

History shows that Members of the Con- 
gressional Black Caucus have overcome great 
challenges. Now we have within us and be- 
side us, an intentionally peaceful and unified 
community that is now better able to confront 
today’s challenges than ever before. 


ee 


A STEP BACKWARDS IN RACE RE- 
LATIONS AT CALIFORNIA STATE 
UNIVERSITY 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
KNIGHT). Under the Speaker’s an- 
nounced policy of January 6, 2015, the 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. GOHMERT) for 30 minutes. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, it is al- 
ways an honor to appear here on the 
House floor, especially following col- 
leagues giving an important address. 

I was saddened to see what seemed, 
in fact, to be a huge step backwards in 
racial relations. 

“California State University Debuts 
Segregated Housing for Black Stu- 
dents.” 

“California State University Los An- 
geles recently debuted segregated hous- 
ing for Black students, a move in- 
tended to protect them from ‘micro- 
aggressions,’ according to the College 
Fix. 

“Last year, Cal State L.A.’s Black 
Student Union wrote a letter to the 
university’s president outlining a se- 
ries of demands, including the ‘creation 
and financial support of a CSLA hous- 
ing space delegated for Black students 
and a full time Resident Director who 
can cater to the needs of Black stu- 
dents.’ 

“‘Many Black CSLA students cannot 
afford to live in Alhambra or the sur- 
rounding area with the high prices of 
rent. A CSLA housing space delegated 
for Black students would provide a 
cheaper alternative housing solution 
for Black students. This space would 
also serve as a safe space for Black 
CSLA students to congregate, connect 
and learn from each other,’ the letter 
stated. 

Anyway, “Robert Lopez, a spokes- 
man for the university, confirmed to 
The College Fix that students’ demand 
for housing specifically for Black stu- 
dents had been met, saying that the 
school’s new Halisi Scholars Black Liv- 
ing-Learning Community ‘focuses on 
academic excellence and learning expe- 
riences that are inclusive and non- 
discriminatory.’ 

That seems to be a bit of anathema. 
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But anyway, ‘‘Lopez said the Black 
student housing is within the existing 
residential complex on campus. 

“The College Fix noted that other 
universities, including the University 
of California, Davis; the University of 
California, Berkeley; and University of 
Connecticut offer similar housing ar- 
rangements.” 

It just seems like we are going back- 
wards with that kind of thing. 

I heard my colleagues mention the 
great dream—part of the great dream 
of Martin Luther King, Jr., a Christian, 
ordained Christian minister. As I have 
heard a Black minister explain re- 
cently, he was, first and foremost, 
above all a Christian minister. His be- 
lief in the Bible and his belief in Jesus 
Christ as a Savior was his guiding 
force, which brought him to the place 
that Jesus brought his disciples to, and 
that the Apostle Paul was brought to 
rather abruptly, and that is, Jesus did 
not discriminate against anyone and 
that we, who believe, as Christians, 
should follow those teachings and treat 
people equally, regardless of skin color. 
And that would help fulfill that part of 
Dr. King’s dream, that people would be 
judged by the content of their char- 
acter and not the color of their skin. 

However, California has digressed, re- 
gressed to the point where no longer 
are they making progress toward racial 
harmony. They are going the other di- 
rection, saying that what we need is to 
segregate, like that great Democrat, 
George Wallace believed. 

So it is unbelievable. We have sup- 
posed liberals in California not pur- 
suing the dream of Dr. King, where 
people would be judged by the content 
of their character rather than the color 
of their skin; but we have these Cali- 
fornia universities that are now ful- 
filling the dream of the Democratic 
Party candidate, George Wallace, who 
felt like segregation in all things was 
the far better way to go. 

So congratulations to the University 
of California System for helping fulfill 
the dream of George Wallace. What a 
wonderful combination we have. Not a 
progressive, as they might claim the 
name, but of regressives who are going 
back and claiming the dream, not of 
Dr. King, but of Democrat Party activ- 
ist, George Wallace. Congratulations. 
You make a great pair, California Uni- 
versity System, and George Wallace’s 
dream. Wow. 

CRIMINAL JUSTICE REFORM 

Mr. GOHMERT. We also have had 
mention tonight of efforts toward what 
some call sentencing reform. I was hon- 
ored back in 2007 to get a call from a 
man that I think the world of, former 
Attorney General Ed Meese. Appar- 
ently he had heard of my concerns 
about some of the Federal criminal 
laws that needed to be changed; that 
we had too many people in America 
who were being harassed and their lives 
or their families destroyed by Federal 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


criminal law that allowed people to be 
prosecuted for violating, not a law that 
Congress had passed, but some regula- 
tion that some cubicle-holder had de- 
cided would be a good thing to do. 

Unelected bureaucrats in Washington 
decided we will make this a regulation, 
and since Congress passed a law saying 
you have to follow all the laws and 
rules regarding this issue, we fall under 
the rules and regulations; therefore, 
they can go to prison for failing to do 
what we, as unelected bureaucrats in 
Washington, decided that someone 
somewhere we have never been must 
do. 

So I was greatly in favor and encour- 
aged to hear of the interest from the 
Heritage Foundation, former Attorney 
General Ed Meese, to pursue criminal 
justice reform. 

We have had difficulty moving that 
forward, and I greatly appreciate the 
leadership of Judiciary Committee 
Chairman BOB GOODLATTE. We have 
been able to get through some criminal 
justice reforms that I have been hoping 
to see passed since 2007. 

At times we made strange bedfellows, 
politically speaking, I guess, when we 
had Ed Meese and others from the Her- 
itage Foundation, along with leaders 
from the ACLU, who had similar con- 
cerns that we did, and we were coming 
together to try to correct great injus- 
tices within the criminal justice laws. 

Unfortunately, the President, prob- 
ably inspired by mentors like George 
Soros, they see that before criminal 
justice reform could be passed, at least 
contemporaneously, you have to pass 
sentencing reform. 

The Obama administration wants 
that to be a major part of the Obama 
legacy. And when you see how many 
people are being completely failed and 
harmed by ObamaCare, I can certainly 
understand why President Obama 
would rather have his legacy be that of 
something in the criminal justice area 
rather than ObamaCare. 

Without—and I have to say, this has 
certainly damaged in a bipartisan fash- 
ion people across America. There are 
people who have been helped by having 
government pay a good part of their 
health care. 

You look at the bottom line, espe- 
cially, from the people I have heard 
from all over east Texas, we have vast 
numbers complaining they have lost 
their insurance they liked. They lost 
the doctor that was keeping them 
healthy or had gotten them cured, and 
now they were back in trouble. They 
lost the doctor or the insurance com- 
pany, they lost the hospital they want- 
ed to go to, all because of that around- 
2500-page monstrosity that is normally 
referred to as ObamaCare. It is easier 
to call it ObamaCare than the Afford- 
able Care Act because it is not afford- 
able. It has cost some people every- 
thing. 

So we have heard from people. They 
are clamoring for a change. 
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Isn’t there some way to let us get 
back the insurance we had before 2010, 
when the President and every Demo- 
crat, without a single Republican vote, 
rammed through, against the majority 
will of the American public, this mon- 
strosity where the government took 
over their healthcare insurance, dic- 
tated requirements that would put 
many out of business, dictated require- 
ments of doctors that have caused 
many to retire, as they have advised 
me? 

And I continue to hear, and we con- 
tinue to lose hospitals especially in 
rural areas. 
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But when you hear uncaring, big city 
folks say, ‘‘We don’t really care. Just 
tell them to move to the city,” really? 
What? Like Chicago, where their 
chances of being murdered go up astro- 
nomically from where they are living 
now, where their standard of living 
can’t possibly be where it is now? Do 
you despise these people so much and 
what many consider flyover territory 
that you would want to sentence them 
to such brutality? How about if we just 
let America be free again and we follow 
what so many have talked about? 

It is why I had the bill drafted back 
in 2009. CBO Director Elmendorf, no 
matter what he asked, I complied, and 
they still refused to ever score my bill. 
Newt Gingrich had said back in early 
2009: If you can just get this in bill 
form and get it scored, they won’t have 
a chance of passing ObamaCare; this 
will be too good. 

Because it appeared that the best 
numbers we could get back from 2008, 
it may well be cheaper to offer seniors: 
Okay, you want Medicare? You can 
have it. On the other hand, if you 
would like the very best health insur- 
ance policy that money can buy, we 
will buy it for you, but we will go 
ahead and set a high deductible. 

Back then, we were talking $5,000 or 
so. Maybe today it would be $7,500 or 
$10,000. We will have a high deductible, 
but above that deductible. You will 
have the best insurance money can 
buy, Mr. or Ms. Senior. To cover the 
deductible, we will give you a health 
savings account. We will put the cash 
in there. 

I made this proposal to a couple of 
folks that I had invited to come out 
and listen to the proposal from AARP. 
Since they cared about retired folks, I 
figured they will love this because this 
is going to be so good for retired peo- 
ple. They will never have to buy an- 
other wraparound or supplemental pol- 
icy again. This is going to be unbeliev- 
able. So for Medicare and Medicaid, 
this will be fantastic, and we will give 
each one of them a health savings ac- 
count debit card, and it will be coded 
only. 

Newt Gingrich was very helpful. He 
sent out some folks to meet with me 
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that knew all about the different issues 
and encouraged some different things 
to be in the bill we got in there. Any- 
way, this was going to be great for sen- 
iors. I was shocked when AARP folks 
said: We will have to get back with you 
because we are not sure. I said: How 
could you not be sure? You care about 
retired people. 

My mother-in-law and father-in-law 
at the time were struggling to pay for 
a supplemental policy. This will be fan- 
tastic. 

I was so naive. I didn’t know that 
AARP was making hundreds of mil- 
lions of dollars clear profit for a non- 
profit off selling the sale of supple- 
mental health insurance. 

So, naturally, they couldn’t sign on 
to that bill. It was going to be so good 
for seniors that AARP would never be 
making those hundreds of millions and 
billions of dollars that they would be 
able to make under ObamaCare. Of 
course, they signed on to ObamaCare. 
It was in their monetary best interest, 
just like it has been in the Clintons’ 
best interests to have Secretary Clin- 
ton have a husband out there raking in 
the money while providing access to 
those who may have wanted a favor in 
the administration. Access was the 
favor. 

So we have had people across Amer- 
ica so shocked. Money, as we were told, 
is not the root of all evil, but the love 
of money is a root of all evil—not nec- 
essarily “the,” but ‘‘a’’ root of evil. 

When we see what has happened to 
people’s health care all over money and 
power and we see what has happened to 
the greed of entities that were just sup- 
posed to help the seniors, just supposed 
to help those less fortunate, well, they 
are making a fortune. When we look at 
what has happened to health care, the 
hospitals out of business, the doctors 
retired, people that can’t get the help 
they used to have, it is heartbreaking 
to those who are actually paying atten- 
tion. 

In the meantime, we have an inves- 
tigation by the FBI into all this 
money, tens of millions—hundreds of 
millions—of dollars flowing into the 
Clinton Foundation. When people heard 
FBI Director James Comey stand up 
and basically spell out a lay-down case 
against Hillary Clinton for violating 
the law that ultimately came to the 
conclusion that there is nothing behind 
this curtain, so no good prosecutor 
would consider prosecuting this case, 
he failed to talk to good prosecutors 
who were prosecuting cases in which 
they had much less to go on than what 
had already been admitted. 

I was shocked when we heard that 
Hillary Clinton was going to be inter- 
viewed for 3 hours. Some people ex- 
pected the FBI to give a statement 
opinion about the case the next week. 
I said that that won’t happen because 
traditionally the FBI would get that 
statement, they would review sentence 
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by sentence to see if there was any- 
thing that was false that was provided 
to them, and if she had a 3-hour inter- 
view, it will take time to go sentence 
by sentence through what she said. 
There is no way they are coming back 
that next week. 

Little did I know that—you know, 
you are left with the impression, what 
happened out there on the tarmac 
when this clandestine meeting between 
Attorney General Loretta Lynch and 
former President Bill Clinton met, it 
was before the statement was made. 
And as I pointed out, basically even to 
the Attorney General, it makes it look 
like that when President Clinton and 
Attorney General Lynch got together 
it was: Look, just tell your wife all we 
have got to do is check the box. We had 
a lengthy period of questioning. We 
won’t even put her under oath. We 
won’t even record it, so there is no way 
we can really effectively prosecute her 
because we won’t have an accurate 
statement of what she said. Just tell 
her to come in. We will check the box. 
We can come out a few days later and 
announce there is nothing here, look 
the other way. 

It sounded like a wink and nod: Oh, 
by the way, Hillary says she would like 
to keep you on as Attorney General. 

Great. Let’s get her in and get the 
statement so we can drop the case. 

That is basically what sounds like 
happened because of the way it un- 
folded. That is not the way the FBI 
normally works. There are so many in- 
credible criminal investigators in our 
FBI despite all the good ones that Di- 
rector Mueller ran off because he want- 
ed new investigators—not any of the 
people that had been around and had 
wisdom and experience, but the new 
ones. They are there for proper rea- 
sons. They want to see justice done. 
And so people were shocked when the 
announcement came, hey, they laid out 
the elements of the case. Obviously, it 
sounded like they were proven. And 
then it says, so no good prosecutor, in 
effect, would pursue this. 

There was no evidence of intent when 
somebody has a software program that 
is actually purchased with the sole pur- 
pose of destroying any way to get back 
to the emails that, now, it appears, 
were destroyed after they were re- 
quested, after they were subpoenaed, 
and after they were being sought. So, 
obviously, that is a lay-down case for 
intent right there. 

Then we find out that phones were 
bashed perhaps with a hammer. Maybe 
if you were in some area of the country 
trying to prosecute where people are 
just going to acquit no matter what 
happens, okay, maybe, yeah, a pros- 
ecutor there might not pursue, but in 
most of this God-blessed country, if 
you show somebody that there was ac- 
tual destruction with a hammer of 
cellphones to prevent anybody from 
ever finding out what was on there, you 
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show them that software was actually 
purchased that would completely 
bleach and destroy any ability to go 
back and get those emails, most nor- 
mal people would have no problem 
whatsoever finding an intent to deceive 
there and have no problem finding lies 
that were made. 

But we heard over and over, gee, FBI 
Director Comey would never do any- 
thing but absolutely perfectly above- 
board. 

But then this article by Patrick 
Howley, 10 September, came out. I was 
shocked. It said: ‘‘A review of FBI Di- 
rector James Comey’s professional his- 
tory and relationships shows that the 
Obama cabinet leader—now under fire 
for his handling of the investigation of 
Hillary Clinton—is deeply entrenched 
in the big-money cronyism culture of 
Washington, D.C. His personal and pro- 
fessional relationships—all undisclosed 
as he announced the Bureau would not 
prosecute Clinton—reinforce bipartisan 
concerns that he may have politicized 
the criminal probe. 

“These concerns focus on millions of 
dollars that Comey accepted from a 
Clinton Foundation defense contractor, 
Comey’s former membership on a Clin- 
ton Foundation corporate partner’s 
board’’—I had no idea—‘‘and his sur- 
prising financial relationship with his 
brother Peter Comey, who works at the 
law firm that does the Clinton Founda- 
tion taxes.”’ 

Who knew? Wow. Direct ties here 
with FBI Director James Comey’s fam- 
ily and the Clinton Foundation. It is 
just amazing. I don’t hold anybody’s 
former employer against them. Fine, 
you are employed hopefully by some- 
body, so I wouldn’t hold that against 
them. Certainly, Hank—I don’t even 
want to say his name, but he used to be 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and— 
well, yeah, he deserves to be in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD yet again. 
Hank Paulson, the former chairman of 
Goldman Sachs, he certainly did every 
favor he possibly could to Goldman 
Sachs, and they are still going on. 

But here are some holdings, HSBC 
Holdings the article mentioned. ‘‘In 
2013, Comey became a board member, a 
director, and a Financial System 
Vulnerabilities Committee member of 
the London bank HSBC Holdings. ‘Mr. 
Comey’s appointment will be for an ini- 
tial three-year term which, subject to 
re-election by shareholders, will expire 
at the conclusion of the 2016 Annual 
General Meeting,’ according to HSBC 
company records. 

“HSBC Holdings and its various phil- 
anthropic branches routinely partner 
with the Clinton Foundation. For in- 
stance, HSBC Holdings has partnered 
with Deutsche Bank through the Clin- 
ton Foundation to ‘retrofit 1,500 to 
2,500 housing units, primarily in the 
low- to moderate-income sector’ in 
‘New York City.’”’ 

Anyway, it goes on to talk about 
Peter Comey. 
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“When our source called the China- 
town offices of D.C. law firm DLA 
Piper and asked for ‘Peter Comey,’ a 
receptionist immediately put him 
through to Comey’s direct line. But 
Peter Comey is not featured on the 
DLA Piper website. 

“Peter Comey serves as ‘Senior Di- 
rector of Real Estate Operations for 
the Americas’ for DLA Piper. 
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“James Comey was not questioned 
about his relationship with Peter 
Comey in his confirmation hearing. 
DLA Piper is the firm that performed 
the independent audit of the Clinton 
Foundation in November during Clin- 
ton-World’s first big push to put the 
email scandal behind them. DLA Pip- 
er’s employees taken as a whole rep- 
resent a major Hillary Clinton 2016 
campaign donation bloc and Clinton 
Foundation donation base. 

“DLA Piper ranks number 5 on Hil- 
lary Clinton’s all-time career Top Con- 
tributors list, just ahead of Goldman 
Sachs. And here is another thing: Peter 
Comey has a mortgage on his house 
that is owned by his brother” James 
Comey, the FBI director. Peter 
Comey’s financial records obtained by 
Breitbart News showed that he ‘‘bought 
a $950,000 house in Vienna, Virginia, in 
June 2008. He needed a $712,500 mort- 
gage from First Savings Mortgage Cor- 
poration. 
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“But on January 31, 2011, James 
Comey and his wife stepped in to be- 
come Private Party lenders. They 
granted a mortgage on the house for 
$711,000.” 

Anyway, it is just rather interesting: 
Who had any idea that the Comey fam- 
ily had such ties to the Clinton Foun- 
dation? 

“Peter 
building.” 

Well, that is interesting. 

“FBI Director James Comey grew up 
in the New Jersey suburbs with his 
brother Peter.” 

Anyway, interesting. How about 
that. Peter Comey redesigned the FBI 
building, according to the article. 

“Procon Consulting’s client list in- 
cludes ‘FBI Headquarters, Washington, 
D.C.’ 

“So what did Procon Consulting do 
for FBI headquarters? Quite a bit, ap- 
parently. According to the firm’s 
records: Procon provided strategic 
project management for the consolida- 
tion of over 11,000 FBI personnel into 
one, high security, facility.” 

Then it goes on. As the article ends, 
it says: 

“This is not going to end well.” 

Well, fortunately, for Hillary Clin- 
ton, the investigation with the Clinton 
Foundation ties to the FBI director has 
ended well for her. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 


Comey redesigned the FBI 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


By unanimous consent, leave of ab- 
sence was granted to: 
Mr. GUTHRIE (at the request of Mr. 
McCARTHY) for today and September 13 
on account of family obligations. 
Mr. POE of Texas (at the request of 
Mr. MCCARTHY) for today on account of 
personal reasons. 
Mr. Ross (at the request of Mr. 
McCARTHY) for today on account of 
flight delays. 
Ms. JACKSON LEE (at the request of 
Ms. PELOSI) for today on account of of- 
ficial business. 


e 


SENATE ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 


The Speaker announced his signature 
to an enrolled bill of the Senate of the 
following title: 

S. 2040. An act to deter terrorism, provide 
justice for victims, and for other purposes. 


u 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord- 
ingly (at 9 o’clock and 47 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, Tues- 
day, September 13, 2016, at 10 a.m. for 
morning-hour debate. 
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EXPENDITURE REPORTS CONCERNING OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL 


Reports concerning the foreign currencies and U.S. dollars utilized for Official Foreign Travel during the second and 
third quarters of 2016, pursuant to Public Law 95-384, are as follows: 


REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, MATTHEW B. KELLOGG, EXPENDED BETWEEN JUNE 24 AND JULY 2, 2016 


Date Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar 
Name of Member or employee Arrival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 
p: currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 

currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 
Matthew: B. Kellogg o.....eeseecsessseccseccsseccstecsseecsneeese 6/26 6/28 Japan ... 696.00 696.00 
6/28 6/30 China ... 507.00 507.00 
6/30 7/2 South Korea 499.00 499.00 
Committee TON -aiaiai Pie paana 1,702.00 1,702.00 


1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 


2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 


3 Military air transportation. 


MATTHEW B. KELLOGG, July 19, 2016. 


REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, DELEGATION TO TUNISIA, KENYA, AND SENEGAL, EXPENDED BETWEEN JUNE 24 AND JULY 1, 2016 


Date Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar 
Name of Member or employee Arrival Depart Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 
riya eparure currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 

currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 
lon. Vern Buchanan 6/27 6/30 1,080.00 1,080.00 
on. David Price 6/27 6/30 1,080.00 1,080.00 
jon. Adrian Smith 6/27 6/30 1,080.00 1,080.00 
on. Gwen Moore 6/27 6/30 1,080.00 1,080.00 
on. Dina Titus . 6/27 6/30 1,080.00 1,080.00 
on. Lois Capps 6/27 6/30 1,080.00 1,080.00 
eff Billman ... 6/27 6/30 1,080.00 . 1,080.00 
ustin Wein ... 6/27 6/30 1,080.00 . 1,080.00 
on. Vern Buc 6/24 6/27 : 584.97 584.97 
on. David Price 6/24 6/27 Tunisia . 584.97 584.97 
jon. Adrian Smith .. 6/24 6/27 Tunisia . 584.97 584.97 
on. Gwen Moore 6/24 6/27 Tunisia . 584.97 584.97 
jon. Dina Titus . 6/24 6/27 Tunisia . 584.97 584.97 
lon. Lois Capps 6/24 6/27 Tunisia . 584.97 584.97 
eff Billman ... 6/24 6/27 Tunisia . 584.97 584.97 
ustin Wein ... 6/24 6/27 Tunisia . 584.97 584.97 
on. Vern Buc 6/30 7/1 Senegal 137.13 137.13 
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REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, DELEGATION TO TUNISIA, KENYA, AND SENEGAL, EXPENDED BETWEEN JUNE 24 AND JULY 1, 2016—Continued 


Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total 
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar US. dollar 
Name of Member or employee Arrival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 
p currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 

currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 
Hon. David Price ..... 6/30 7/1 Senegal . 137.13 (3) 137.13 
Hon. Adrian Smith . 6/30 7/1 Senegal . 137.13 (3) 137.13 
Hon. Gwen Moore 6/30 7/1 Senegal . 137.13 (3) 137.13 
Hon. Dina Titus . 6/30 7/1 Senegal . 137.13 (3) 137.13 
Hon. Lois Capps 6/30 7/1 Senegal . 137.13 (3) 137.13 
Jeff Billman 6/30 7/1 Senegal . 137.13 (3) 137.13 
Justin Wein 6/30 7/1 Senegal . 137.13 (3) 137.13 
Committeestotal a a a ackaiaan A A a AA Cuauadanes 14;416:80 nna N RA ETEA AEA 14,416.80 


1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 
HON. VERN BUCHANAN, July 26, 2016. 


REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, DELEGATION TO THE NETHERLANDS, EXPENDED BETWEEN JUNE 25 AND JUNE 28, 2016 


Date Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar US. dollar 
Name of Member or employee Arrival Depart Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 
tive eparture currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 

currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 
Hon. Mario Diaz-Balart .. 6/26 6/28 The Netherlands ... 546.00 8,580.00 9,126.00 
Hon. Jim Costa ... 6/26 6/28 The Netherlands 546.00 739.00 1,285.00 
Hon. John Carter 6/26 7/2 The Netherlands 546.00 1,581.00 2,127.00 
Hon. Bill Huizenga . 6/26 6/28 The Netherlands 546.00 2,613.00 3,159.00 
Hon. Mike Kelly ... 6/26 6/28 The Netherlands 546.00 2,101.00 2,647.00 
Hon. Ami Bera 6/26 6/28 The Netherlands 546.00 1,645.00 2,191.00 
Janice Robinson .. 6/25 6/28 The Netherlands 819.00 1,472.00 2,291.00 
Marie Spear 6/25 6/28 The Netherlands 819.00 1,476.00 2,295.00 
Jason Steinb 6/26 6/28 The Netherlands 546.00 1,864.00 2,410.00 
Angela Ellard 6/26 6/28 The Netherlands ... 546.00 1,476.00 2,022.00 
Com Mitlee total aironi aani o ri a Aae S aN EE 6,006.00 sssr ZRODU Guasa aaa N 29,553.00 


1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
HON. MARIO DIAZ-BALART, July 27, 2016. 


REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND JUNE 30, 2016 


Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total 
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar 
Name of Member or employee Arrival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 
p currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 
currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 
lon. K. Michael Conaway .........ccsseccssecseessnecsseessnee 4/30 5/4 7,581.40 8,607.33 
5/4 5/6 878.40 ,884.80 
5/7 5/9 987.20 1522.17 
5/9 5/9 4,699.36 4,699.36 
jon. Daniel Benishek .... 4/30 5/4 7,581.40 8,768.84 
5/4 5/6 878.40 878.96 
5/7 5/9 987.20 1519.05 
5/9 5/9 4,699.36 4,699.36 
on. David Rouzer ......csccccsesssessecssessessessseseeseesseesees 4/30 5/4 7,581.40 8,712.64 
5/4 5/6 878.40 920.52 
5/7 5/9 987.20 ,519.05 
5/9 5/9 4,699.36 4,699.36 
lon. Sean Patrick Maloney ......c.scccseecsecsssecsseeesnee 4/30 5/4 3,947.20 5,199.19 
5/4 5/4 4,041.86 4,041.86 
SCOtE: GraVeS: sinartanan Dae 4/30 5/4 7,581.40 8,919.92 
5/4 5/6 878.40 ,550.30 
5/6 5/6 5,508.18 5,508.18 
Batt T I: PEIEE N EYS NO EER EA 4/30 5/4 7,581.40 8,704.70 
5/4 5/6 878.40 ,880.62 
5/7 5/9 987.20 ,547.10 
5/9 5/9 4,123.36 4,123.36 
Robert Lave: iuan 4/30 5/4 7,581.40 8,624.39 
5/4 5/6 878.40 ,995.12 
5/7 5/9 987.20 ,526.06 
5/9 5/9 4,123.36 4,123.36 
Mark MINIS sssnscicticietessossctengsiueasussSisssolisotegtaseccessl 4/30 5/4 7,581.40 8,808.29 
5/4 5/6 hiopia 878.40 ,923.30 
5/7 5/9 ana 987.20 ,519.05 
5/9 5/9 4,123.36 4,123.36 
CommMithee Lota, Sona saian Aa AANE - U aN a E 10510720. iana DIA: aaa 124,549.60 


1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 |f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
HON. K. MICHAEL CONAWAY, Chairman, July 22, 2016. 


REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND JUNE 30, 2016 


Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total 
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar 
Name of Member or employee Arrival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 
p currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 

currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 
Valerie Baldwin .o......ssessescscssssssetesessssssssessessssneees 3/29 3/31 Jordan 710.82 43.72 
3/31 4/2 Israel . 1,036.00 72.97 
4/2 4/4 Egypt . 718.00 131.61 
4/4 5/5 United Arab Emirates AISE anerak enaou radia SARE 
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REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND JUNE 30, 2016— 


Continued 
Date Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar 
Name of Member or employee Arrival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 
p: currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 
currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 
Commercial ai 2,578.92 
axi .. 85.00 
Kris Mallard 
Commercial ai 2,578.92 
axi 99.67 
Chris Romig 
Commercia 2,578.92 
axi 93.76 
Laura Cylke 
Commercia 
on. 3/29 3/30 
3/30 3/3 
3/3 4/ 
4/ 4/2 
4/2 4/3 
ee see 
3/30 3/3 
3/3 4/ 
Al 4/2 
4/2 4/3 
ee TER saa 
3/30 3/3 
3/3 4/ 
4/ 4/2 
4/2 4/3 
a os oe pad 
3/30 3/3 
3/3 4/ 
4/ 4/2 
4/2 4/3 
on. Martha Roby 4/30 5/5 
Commercial airfare oes L aeaiiai | ANE Ai 
on. David G. Valadao .. 5/. 5/4 
5/4 5/6 
5/6 5/8 
5/8 5/9 
on. Chris Stewart “529 62. “Chita E S a  LOSDMB! academe “naataatena. 487.98 
COMMENC Al APA: cies sssiscccsesieststectrsteettcteinie,” Ednan T oaiae ni anise 872.50 
lon. David P. Joyce .... 6/24 G/27 PANAMA EA E A EE OEA A \ Siamese: 7 2. EEE A EEE 
Commercial airfare ... 563.21 
Gominittee: totals ahaaa u a m Aalia T alaaa i aaa aa a nuiarat eae AALOE siaaa AIDAT T anis 105,187.75 


1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 
HON. HAROLD ROGERS, Chairman, August 1, 2016. 


REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND JUNE 30, 2016 


Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total 
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar 
Name of Member or employee Arrival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 
p: currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 
currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 


Travel to Austria, Jordan, Israel, lreland—March 
28—April 2, 2016 with CODEL McCaskill 
Hon: Sasan Davis: irakano ieii 3/29 3/30 Austria .. 


3/30 3/31 Jordan 
3/31 4/1 Israel . 
4/1 4/2 Ireland ... 
Hon. Niki Tsongas u Kaila etnai 3/29 3/30 Austria ... 
3/30 3/31 Jordan 
3/31 4/1 Israel . 
4/1 4/2 Ireland ... 
Graig: DICONO is. cssccssvscstessisecousctvaidsdnssvivetesdbigeestersel ites 3/29 3/30 Austria ... 
3/30 3/31 Jordan 
3/31 4/1 Israel . 
4/1 4/2 Ireland 
ravel to Israel, United Arab Emirates, Bahrain, 
Iraq, Spain—March 28-April 3, 2016 with 
CODEL Donnelly 
on. Seth Moulton... eesescsssssseeesssessssneesssssssneees 3/29 3/30 . 571.00 
3/30 3/31 . 536.00 
3/31 4/1 i 396.81 
4/1 4/2 11.00 1,200.00 1,211.00 
4/2 4/3 f 203.48 
ravel to Afghanistan, India, United Arab Emir- 
ates—April 30-May 6, 2016 
on. Martha McSally ....usiasisisssesmosesasistanósrdaisnsasinsises 5/1 5/3 Afghanistan 40.00 
5/3 5/4 India ...... 109.00 
lon. Susan Davis .. 5/1 5/3 Afghanistan 40.00 
on. Gwen Graham 5/1 5/3 Afghanistan 40.00 
aime Cheshire .. 5/1 5/3 Afghanistan .. 40.00 
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REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND JUNE 30, 2016— 


Continued 
Date Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes 
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar 
Name of Member or employee 5 Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 
Arrival Departure 
currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 
currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 
Craig Greene .. 5/1 5/3 Afghanistan .. 40.00 40.00 
Katy Quinn 5/1 5/3 40.00 40.00 
Delega n k hy x i 83.84 
Delegation expenses . 1,070.21 070.21 
ravel to Israel, Jordan, S 
26—June 3, 2016 
Jon. Mike ROgOrS -ainats aiani a 5/27 5/28 423.67 423.67 
5/28 5/3 494.00 494.00 
5/3 6/2 709.30 709.30 
6/2 6/3 309.33 309.33 
Jon. Brad ASMFOT o......essssssssssssssssssssssseseees 5/27 5/28 423.67 423.67 
5/28 5/3 494.00 ,494.00 
5/3 6/2 709.30 709.30 
6/2 6/3 309.33 309.33 
OM JOG: WILSON. aisat 5/27 5/28 423.67 423.67 
5/28 5/3 494.00 ,494.00 
5/3 6/2 709.30 709.30 
6/2 6/3 309.33 309.33 
Tmothy MOrrisOn ......cesseessseecssessssecsseessseccseecsseeesseense 5/27 5/28 423.67 423.67 
5/28 5/3 494.00 ,494.00 
5/3 6/2 709.30 709.30 
6/2 6/3 275.42 275.42 
Stephen: KE aana 5/27 5/28 423.67 423.67 
5/28 5/3 494.00 ,494.00 
5/3 6/2 709.30 709.30 
6/2 6/3 275.42 275.42 
Leon0r TOMEI onneen aE 5/27 5/28 423.67 423.67 
5/28 5/3 ,494.00 ,494.00 
5/3 6/2 $ 709.30 
6/2 6/3 275.42 
Travel to South Africa—May 28-June 6, 2016 
with CODEL Coons 
Hon. Brad Byrne ..... 5/30 6/5 Sou (186.19 
Hon. Marc Veasey .. : 5/30 6/5 Sou (186.19 
Travel to South Korea, Japan—June 4—June 9, 
2016 
David Gia Chetttsscssccaccsssesnsscesibsaszeesectadestettesanstistestted 366.00 
3 398.58 
Commercial trans 43,729.85 43,729.85 
Craig Greene ou... as 366.00 
: 398.58 
Commercial trans 43,729.85 43,729.85 
Alison Lynn ....... 366.00 
F 398.58 
Commercial trans 43,729.85 43,729.85 
Delegation expenses ..... 653.03 653.03 
Travel to Senegal, Mali 
Mark Morehouse 6/26 6/28 Senegal .. 514.68 
6/28 6/30 Mali i 313.80 
Commercial transportation ....c...c.cccccccsccsecsesse  ceeseessesses  sessessessessesee ceases 16,664.66 16,664.66 
Katy Quinn ........ 6/26 6/28 Senegal . 514.68 
6/28 6/30 Mali x 313.80 
COMMerCial: traNSPOMAtHON asenin Aka . adii ovoid 16,664.66 16,664.66 
Daniel Sennott .. 6/26 6/28 Senegal .. 514.68 
6/28 6/30 Mali a 313.80 
Commercial transportation ........cccscsccessecsesseese  cseeseessesse  sesseeeseeseenees 16,664.66 16,664.66 
COMMON LOLA: aispa wm aT aa A iE ls Gaai ORAI TU oiiaii 183,036.56 eee LIOS suusa 214,633.35 


1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
HON. MAC THORNBERY, Chairman, August 16, 2016 


REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND THE WORKFORCE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND 
JUNE 30, 2016 


Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total 
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar 
Name of Member or employee Arrival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 
P currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 
currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 
On; JOH: Tiit: AEP E EEE EE EE 3/3 4/2 Phili 605.84 (3) 605.84 
4/2 4/7 A 638.00 (3) 1,638 
lon, David. PNE "ROG: aA, 3/30 SES LD | Aan N NA A Ea o aaa 677.70 
dunlaras, . Phili * 186.98 186.98 
ET Australi * 636.00 636.00 
jon. Robert C. “Bobby” Scott oe 3/3 4/2 Phili 605.84 605.84 
4/2 4/7 Australi 638.00 ,638.00 
eae ae 4/7 Australi EE A ,168.86 
lon. Ruben HINOJOSA .......eececesseecsecsseecsseessnecsseeesnee 3/3 4/2 Phili 605.84 605.84 
4/2 4/7 Austra 638.00 ,638.00 
slice: SUMAN eoan R 3/3 4/2 Phili 605.84 605.84 
4/2 4/7 Austra 689.00 ,689.00 
AMGI 6: Gardner saa aN 3/3 4/2 Phili 605.84 605.84 
4/2 4/7 Austra 662.00 ,662.00 
Brian Newell. naaa 3/3 4/2 Phili 605.84 605.84 
4/2 4/7 Austra 689.00 ,689.00 
Elizabeth Podgorski sastao 3/3 4/2 Phili 605.84 605.84 
4/2 4/7 Austra 478.00 ,478.00 
Richard MN anena aa A, 3/3 4/2 Phili 605.84 605.84 
4/2 4/7 Austra 662.00 ,662.00 
Krisann Pearce batesii 3/3 4/2 Phili 605.84 605.84 
4/2 4/7 Austra . ,662.00 
GOMMMIRLEE LOLA + uaaa kaasi hanan, aa a aa enr Taai 2008154 eniinn A ia an. hA i 22,878.10 
1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
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3 Military air transportation. 
*Traveler departed trip state-side due to a death in the family. Post was unable to cancel hotel rooms in 
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Manila and Sydney. 
HON. JOHN KLINE, Chairman, July 14, 2016. 


REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND COMMERCE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND 


JUNE 30, 2016 


Date Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar 
Name of Member or employee Arrival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 
P currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 
currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 
on. Adam Kinzinger .......cc.cscccssescsseesssecsseessneesseeesnee 3/29 3/30 Israel ...... 498.61 498.61 
3/30 3/31 Saudi Arabia . 459.45 459.45 
3/31 4/1 Turkey 315.20 315.20 
4/1 4/2 Egypt 534.32 534.32 
4/2 4/4 Spain 258.85 258.85 
lon. Fred’ Upton inansa 5/27 5/28 Morocco . 383.94 383.94 
5/29 6/1 South Africa 1,323.63 2,632.71 3,956.34 
6/1 6/2 Botswana ... 288.84 288.84 
6/2 6/3 Cape Verde 151.24 151.24 
loam; HiNGb aM: ia sie 5/27 5/28 Morocco . 383.94 383.94 
5/29 6/1 South Africa 1,323.63 1,323.63 
6/1 6/2 Botswana ... 288.84 288.84 
6/2 6/3 Cape Verde 151.24 151.24 
ons, Billy LOMB: scesscchccstsseccaacestasavecastesbecessctestadserseied 5/27 5/28 Sweden . 427.00 427.00 
5/28 5/31 Israel . 1,494.00 1,494.00 
5/31 6/2 Jordan 992.00 992.00 
6/2 6/3 Germany 203.00 A 203.00 
ON; GUS BUANG oariad aiaa aaa 5/27 5/29 Cyprus 584.96 13,720.49 14,305.45 
5/29 5/30 Israel . 498.00 498.00 
it BUN FLOTES: oasia ioraa eee 5/30 6/2 Taiwan .. 744.14 13,127.56 13,871.70 
6/2 6/4 South Korea GOO TBE: ahanenn riai 690.18 
David Redl 6/27 6/30 Finland .. 836.81 1,761.46 2,598.27 
Charlotte Savercool 6/27 6/30 Finland 836.81 1,761.46 2,598.27 
Gerald Leverich 6/27 6/30 i 836.81 1,864.26 2,701.07 
CE T s S + atts. L AO ncaa sacs aes d etA IL GUBAA orita ATIT Snan DORRE, | reaa 49.373.38 


1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 


HON. FRED UPTON, Chairman, July 29, 2016. 


REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON FINANCIAL SERVICES, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND 


JUNE 30, 2016 


Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total 
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar 
Name of Member or employee Arrival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 
P currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 
currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 
ni. Frene Hill: ana 4/1 4/3 Russia .... BOK 00) zace takai. 804.00 
4/3 4/4 Polan 271.92 7,173.20 7,445.12 
ON JUAN VAA A enna irean 4/1 4/3 Russia 949.00 949.00 
4/3 4/5 Poland ... 
4/5 4/7 Czech Republic . 
4/7 4/9 Hungary 44.00 
4/9 4/12 Austria . 12,655.66 
lon. Michael Fitzpatrick .......cscseecsseecssecssseesseeesnee 4/3 4/5 Colom F 
4/5 4/5 Panama 
4/5 4/8 Paraguay y ,201. 
4/8 4/8 Argentina .. 8,142.62 1,290.79 
lon. Robert Pittenger .........eccscssecsseecsecssecsseeeseee 4/3 4/5 Colombia 
4/5 4/5 Panama 
4/5 4/8 Paraguay 226.70 
4/8 4/8 Argentina .. 9,518.61 
Sép P MIGE uinna an 4/3 4/5 Colombia 
4/5 4/5 Panama 
4/5 4/8 Paraguay 226.70 
4/8 4/8 Argentina .. 7,801.31 
ons Kot ENiSOM ii i miia 4/3 4/5 Colombia 
4/5 4/5 Panama 
4/5 4/8 Paraguay i 
4/8 4/8 AOON uani anan A aaae Saaai 8,063.81 
Lisa Peto 5/12 5/15 France ... 1,327.75 1,123.56 
on. Randy Neugebauer 5/27 5/28 Sweden .. 396.87 (3) 
5/28 5/31 Israel . 1,396.98 (3) 
5/31 6/2 ordan 679.30 (3) 
6/2 6/3 Germany 301.15 (3) 
lon. Robert Pittenger 6/19 6/21 Austria... 686.00 10,251.26 354.24 
on. Juan Vargas 6/25 6/27 Egypt. 534.00 
6/27 6/30 Jordan 1,064.82 
6/30 7/2 urkey 645.31 : 
lon. Robert Pittenger ..........eccsesssscsseecsecssecsseessnee 6/25 6/27 Egypt. 534.00 534.00 
6/27 6/30 Jordan 1,063.00 15,300.06 16,363.06 
Committee total ... 18,450.70 91,717.55 123,015.17 


1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 


HON. JEB HENSARLING, Chairman, July 29, 2016. 


REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND 
JUNE 30, 2016 
Date Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

U.S. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar US. dollar 

N f Mi l Count F $ F i ` : > 
Kiii Arial Departure S5 r ee a a A A URS 
currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 
Hon. Ileana Ros-Lehtinen ..........cescscseccseccseccseeeeee 5/27 5/29) CYPFUS in. ieii ia abt] aieka ATI . scssstevecsivaties W7SOL AG: uinnsinn e 6 )055,625- atinin 24,033.77 
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REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND 
JUNE 30, 2016—Continued 


Date Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 
U.S. dollar US. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar 
Name of Member or employee Arrival Depart Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 
mia eparture currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 
currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 
5/29 6/2 Israel . 1,767.00 * 16,236.30 8,003.30 
on. Randy Weber . 5/27 5/29 Cyprus 489.96 P 3,359.76 
5/29 6/2 Israel . 1,769.00 1,769.00 
Edward Acevedo annia 5/27 5/29 Cyprus 513.96 7,235.95 
5/29 6/2 Israel . 1,795.00 1,795.00 
Nathan Gately ......cecsecsseesssescsseccssscsseccstecsseessneesse 5/27 5/29 Cyprus 544.96 7,266.95 
5/29 6/2 Israel . 1,804.00 1,804.00 
on. Edward Royce ......ccessescsescssescsecsseecsseessneesseeesnee 4/2 4/4 ordan 710.00 4,178.00 
4/4 4/6 Iraq. ... 22.00 22.00 
4/6 4/8 unisia .. 624.00 624.00 
OM: LOIS FANKE tanninen 4/2 4/4 ordan 531.75 3,413.71 
4/4 4/6 Iraq ... 22.00 22.00 
4/6 4/8 unisia .. SIN uaaa R 536.25 
Elizabeth HONE ien a 4/2 4/4 ordan 670.00 2,848.96 3,518.96 
4/4 4/6 Iraq ... 22.00 (3) 22.00 
4/6 4/8 unisia . 597.00 597.00 
Cory Fritz ... 4/2 4/4 ordan 710.00 4,014.16 
4/4 4/6 L BAR EENE N E E NSR m 
4/6 4/8 unisia .. 624.00 
Kristen Marquardt ........cecsccecsecssecssescsseccseecsseccseeeeee 4/2 4/4 ordan 685.35 
4/4 4/6 Iraq. ... 22.00 
4/6 4/8 unisia .. GURSES sinnena aaike 
Joan: CONdON aiin 3/29 3/31 South Sudan . 160.00 5,385.78 
3/31 4/4 Ethiopia .... 735.00 126.00 4 
Workit GACHOUsscasseseissssasessoandondezsesebeasbosossnsecnestscesonds 3/29 3/31 South Sudan . 165.00 5,385.78 5,550.78 
3/31 4/4 Ethiopia ..... 735.00 126.00 861.00 
Joseph Howell atanta naea 3/29 3/31 South Sudan . 160.00 7,682.38 7,842.38 
3/31 4/4 Ethiopia 735.00 126.00 861.00 
Kristen Marquardt airain gina ah 5/2 5/5 Pakistan 159.00 11,652.56 
5/5 5/7 Afghanistan 12.00 12.00 
Sajit Gandhi 5/2 5/5 Pakistan 159.00 11,180.00 
5/5 5/7 Afghanist 12.00 12.00 
Scott CUiMaMe: si ccsscsusssessscoacsssaiesascestscsscesssiessectsscesss 4/3 4/7 Georgia . 1,003.00 3,348.36 
4/7 4/10 Armenia 785.00 785.00 
Nilmini Rubin 5/31 6/5 Israel . 2,466.00 5,900.63 
Brian Skretny . 5/31 6/5 Israel . 2,488.00 4,048.99 
Mira Resnick .. 5/31 6/2 Israel . 1,020.00 2,856.49 
Hon. David Cicilline 5/31 6/5 South Africa .. 1,184.86 15,020.66 16,205.52 
Hon. Ted Deutch 6/28 7/1 Israel . 1,902.00 11,662.79 13,564.79 
Casey Kustin .. 6/28 7/1 Israel . 1,902.00 11,426.79 13,328.79 
Edward Acevedo 5/1 5/4 Honduras 878.00 (130.56 2,008.56 
5/4 5/6 Guatemala 468.00 468.00 
5/6 5/8 Nicaragua . 467.00 467.00 
Sadat RAR aasia a AA, 5/1 5/4 Honduras 884.00 ,130.56 2,014.56 
5/4 5/6 Guatemala 475.00 475.00 
5/6 5/8 Nicaragua . 469.00 469.00 
Mark Walker ..ccisccssscossssssscoatseisiesassestscaansdssiesbactesiezes 5/1 5/4 Honduras 887.00 2,017.56 
5/4 5/6 Guatema 471.00 471.00 
5/6 5/8 Nicaragua . 470.00 470.00 
ON, Matt SAIMON. vsisssisisscsedevensiscsioviverdsccvadeaieosetes 3/26 3/29 Indonesia .. 362.00 11,879.36 
3/30 4/2 Australia 506.30 506.30 
4/2 4/6 New Zea i 503.93 503.93 
Aimy GE ananin 3/26 3/29 Indonesia .. 362.00 11,905.96 
3/30 4/2 Australia 506.30 506.30 
4/2 4/6 New Zea 503.93 x i 503.93 
on. Dana Rohrabacher .......c...ceesseecssecsseessnecsseeesnes 4/ 4/3 Russia 949.00 17,206.52 * 1,377.55 19,533.07 
4/3 4/5 Polan 543.84 F * 5,848.00 6,391.84 
4/5 4/7 Czech Re 737.66 * 1,057.27 1,794.93 
4/7 4/9 Hungary 506.00 *677.07 1,183.07 
4/9 4/12 Austria .. 870.05 870.05 
on. David Cicillin@ wo... eecsseesssecsseessneesseesnee 4/ 4/3 Russia 949.00 11,119.12 
4/3 4/5 Polan 543.84 543.84 
4/5 4/7 Czec 737.66 737.66 
4/7 4/9 Hunga 506.00 506.00 
on. Brian Higgins .....eececcseecssescssecsstecsseccseecssecesnee 4A/ 4/3 Russia 949.00 8,637.21 9,586.21 
4/3 4/5 Polan 543.84 543.84 
4/5 4/7 Czech Re 737.66 737.66 
4/7 4/9 Hungary 506.00 506.00 
4/9 4/12 Austria .. 870.05 ; 870.05 
Paul Behrends Casita m aai 4/: 4/3 Russia 949.00 11,879.02 12,828.02 
4/3 4/5 Polan 543.84 : 543.84 
4/5 4/7 Czech Re 737.66 737.66 
4/7 4/9 Hungary 506.00 506.00 
4/9 4/12 Austria .. 870.05 870.05 
Philip Bednarczyk .. 4/ 4/3 926.00 4,425.92 5,351.92 
4/3 4/5 544.00 544.00 
4/5 4/7 832.00 832.00 
4/7 4/9 506.00 506.00 
4/9 4/12 Austria .. 996.00 996.00 
tonas HIME: 5 Ennai 3/28 3/31 Egypt . 801.55 3,906.06 4,707.61 
3/31 4/2 unisia .. 420.52 420.52 
RUSS SOLOMON oaair oaiae aain 3/28 3/31 Egypt . 801.55 3,906.06 4,707.61 
3/31 4/2 unisia .. 420.52 420.52 
Edward AceVed0 inanan a 3/28 3/31 Egypt . 724.00 3,906.06 4,630.06 
3/31 4/2 unisia .. 387.00 387.00 
Nathan Gary aiaiai 3/28 3/31 Egypt. 780.00 3,906.06 4,686.06 
3/31 4/2 unisia .. 406.00 406.00 
unter Strupp 4/3 4/9 India . 1,739.90 „456. 14,339.09 
Sajit Gandhi... 4/3 4/10 India . 1,895.51 11,881.17 13,776.68 
unter Strupp 5/2 5/8 Vietnam 1,183.87 12,682.96 14,167.07 
Audra McGeorge 5/2 5/8 Vietnam 1,213.95 12,682.96) Aeau b 13,896.91 
on. Edward Royce 5/30 6/2 aiwan .. 762.00 3,854.16 * 2,105.94 6,722.10 
6/2 6/4 South Korea IODO aijaa ainiti ; 960.00 
SHI OY Su Sasirnane 5/30 6/2 aiwan ...... 762.00 14,831.00 15,593.00 
6/2 6/4 South Korea 960.00 960.00 
CODA OA e usn p eksini} 5/30 6/2 aiwan ...... 762.00 14,729.90 15.491.90 
6/2 6/4 South Korea 960.00 960.00 
OM. Jeff DUNCAN A ea atn 6/24 6/28 Panama ..... 1,116.00 1,801.21 
COE T ai a a 5 A . AAE -E AAA A AE ATAR ADLAI. crana ITA: x a SS5jO7AL0D! ansaan 482,939.89 


1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 


September 12, 2016 


2f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 


3 Military air transportation. 
*Indicates Delegation Costs. 
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HON. EDWARD R. ROYCE, Chairman, July 29, 2016. 


REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND 


JUNE 30, 2016 


Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total 
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar 
Name of Member or employee Arrival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalen’ 
p currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 
currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 
STAFFDEL Anstine 

Pail ANSE sis aiaiai 3/29 3/31 Japan .... 822.74 * 18,426.36 9,249.10 
3/31 4/2 Singapore .. 809.99 809.99 
4/2 4/3 Indonesia ... 361.50 1,436.86 
4/4 4/6 Australia 1,436.86 1,436.86 
Si DR Soa aaa 3/29 3/31 Japan .... 822.74 * 18,426.36 9,249.10 
3/31 4/2 Singapore .. 809.99 809.99 
4/2 4/3 Indonesia ... 361.50 361.50 
4/4 4/6 Australia 1,436.86 y 1,436.86 
A. Sifuentes Carnes ... 3/29 3/31 822.74 * 18,426.36 9,249.10 
3/31 4/2 ‘i 809.99 
4/2 4/3 Indonesia .. 361.50 
4/4 4/6 Australia 1,436.86 
Other Expenses: Meeting room ............ccccee 4/3 4/3 Indonesia .. 556.39 

CODEL Ratcliffe 
Hon. John Ratcliffe .... 5/2 5/6 Israel . 2,184.00 1,905.39 4,089.39 
Hon. James R. Langevin 5/2 5/6 Israel . 2,184.00 8,774.29 0,958.29 
B. Dewitt .... 5/2 5/6 Israel . 2,184.00 1,773.39 3,957.39 
E. Peterson 5/2 5/6 2,184.00 1,773.39 3,957.39 
C. Schepis 5/2 5/6 2,184.00 1,773.39 a 3,957.39 
Other, M&IE for Embassy Staff, etc. 5/2 5/6 abs is 13,376.37 3,376.37 

CODEL McCaul 
Hon. Michael T. McCaul oo. ecsesescccecsseees 5/. 5/4 1,759.00 () 1,759.00 
5/4 5/6 793.63 (3) 793.63 
5/6 5/8 520.52 (3) 520.52 
5/8 5/9 833.00 (3) 833.00 
B. Shields . 5/. 5/4 709.00 (3) 709.00 
5/4 5/6 793.63 (3) 793.63 
5/6 5/8 520.52 (3) 520.52 
5/8 5/9 809.00 (3) 809.00 
LE ARUN FLOM BE A AEE eis EAE EEEN 5/. 5/4 709.00 (3) 709.00 
5/4 5/6 793.63 (3) 793.63 
5/6 5/8 520.52 (3) 520.52 
5/8 5/9 809.00 (3) 809.00 
E. Heighberger n naiai 5/ 5/4 709.00 (3) 709.00 
5/4 5/6 793.63 (3) 793.63 
5/6 5/8 520.51 (3) 520.51 
5/8 5/9 809.00 (3) 809.00 
M. TIOE sie oian 5/. 5/4 709.00 (3) 709.00 
5/4 5/6 793.63 (3) 793.63 
5/6 5/8 520.52 (3) 520.52 
5/8 5/9 809.00 (3) 809.00 
Se PORED auda 5/. 5/4 709.00 (3) 709.00 
5/4 5/6 793.63 (3) 793.63 
5/6 5/8 520.52 (3) 520.52 
5/8 5/9 809.00 (3) 809.00 
HEGOINS: E EE A E 5/. 5/4 709.00 (3) 709.00 
5/4 5/6 793.63 (3) 793.63 
5/6 5/8 520.51 (3) 520.51 
5/8 5/9 809.00 (3) 809.00 
Hon. William R. Keating we eeesescceceeeeees 5/. 5/4 1,759.00 (3) 1,759.00 
5/4 5/6 793.63 (3) 793.63 
5/6 5/8 520.52 (3) 520.52 
5/8 5/9 833.00 (3) 833.00 
Hon. Tom Rice ... 5/. 5/4 1,234.00 6) 1,234.00 
5/4 5/6 793.63 (3) 793.63 
5/6 5/8 520.52 (3) 520.52 
5/8 5/9 809.00 (3) g 809.00 
OT, misc. supplies, control room, etc. 5/. 5/4 20,550.90 20,550.90 
Staff OT, control room, etc. .......... 5/4 5/6 922.03 922.03 
LES OT, mileage, wreath, etc. ....... 5/6 5/8 2,855.85 2,855.85 
Transportation, OT, control room, etc. 5/8 5/9 7,095.88 7,095.88 
Committee:total rasuna t ia a aaa a A 49,375.60 45,357.42 206,011.95 

1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 


3 Military air transportation. 
* Airfare inclusive of multiple legs of trip. 


HON. MICHAEL T. McCaul, Chairman, July 28, 2016. 


REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON HOUSE ADMINISTRATION, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND 


JUNE 30, 2016 


Name of Member or employee 
Arrival 


Date 


Departure 


Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total 
Count U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar 
y Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 
currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 
currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 


Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at right to so indicate and return.[X| 


HOUSE COMMITTEES 


1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 


2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 


HON. CANDICE S. MILLER, Chairman, July 22, 2016. 
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REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND JUNE 30, 2016 


Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total 
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar 
Name of Member or employee Arrival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 
p currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 

currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 
Hon. Steve Cohen .. 5/31 6/5 South Africa .. 471.00 15,235.66 715.19 16,421.85 
Hon. Suzan DelBene .. 5/31 6/5 South Africa ... 471.00 7,602.10 715.19 8,788.29 
CommMithee: total, aiad g a Aaaa nA ERA ARI AR O © Siasea 2283716) arasat DANIE- piinata 25,210.14 


1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 |f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
HON. BOB GOODLATTE, Chairman, July 27, 2016. 


REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON OVERSIGHT AND GOVERNMENT REFORM, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND 
JUNE 30, 2016 
Date Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar 
Name of Member or employee Arrival Depart Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 
na ear Ure: currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 
currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 
lon. Stephen LYNCH: ...cssiccsssecesssssessssecsssecuessssscesiezsies 3/29 3/30 Israel . 571.00 571.00 
3/30 3/31 UAE 538.00 538.00 
3/31 4/1 Bahrain . 377.00 377.00 
4/1 4/2 Iraq. ... 11.00 11.00 
4/2 4/3 Spain 245.00 : 245.00 
lon. Cynthia LUMMIS saci miii anina 3/26 3/30 Indonesia .. 1,086.00 14,317.00 15,403.00 
3/30 4/2 Australia 1,089.00 1,089.00 
4/2 4/6 New Zealand . 1,135.00 i 1,135.00 
Binpi Sae adanan 5/29 5/31 404.00 16,028.00 16,432.00 
5/31 6/2 931.00 931.00 
6/2 6/3 309.00 309.00 
Na SON ousia dia 5/29 5/31 404.00 16,432.00 
5/31 6/2 931.00 931.00 
6/2 6/3 309.00 : 309.00 
on. Carolyn Maloney 5/27 5/29 395.00 10,549.00 10,944.00 
lon. Cynthia Lummis 5/28 6/2 1,381.00 1,381.00 
lon. Jason Chaffetz .. 5/28 6/2 1,381.00 1,381.00 
6/12 6/13 362.00 1,279.00 1,641.00 
Gardell Hillan san eaa 6/12 6/13 : 734.00 1,208.00 
Comimitteestotal a ASEA Laval acetate EN O AERAN RRI aani SESIO C EN Ameena, 71,268.00 
1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 |f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
HON. JASON CHAFFETZ, Chairman, July 29, 2016. 
REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND JUNE 30, 2016 
Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total 
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar 
Name of Member or employee Arrival Depart Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 
va par Ure: currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 
currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 


HOUSE COMMITTEES 
Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at right to so indicate and return.[X| 


1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 |f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
HON. STEVE CHABOT, Chairman, July 26, 2016. 


REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND JUNE 30, 2016 


Date Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar 
Name of Member or employee Arrival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 
P currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 
currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 


HOUSE COMMITTEES 
Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at right to so indicate and return.[X| 


1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
HON. JEFF MILLER, Chairman, July 28, 2016. 


REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND JUNE 30, 2016 


Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total 
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar 
Name of Member or employee Arrival Depart Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 
nva gparsure currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 
currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 
Hon. Erik Paulsen sinenengan 3/31 4/1 Philippine .. 605.84 (3) 605.84 
4/2 4/6 Australia 1,631.00 (3) 1,631.00 
Hon. Diane Black ... 3/24 3/27 Japan 1,336.00 (3) 1,336.00 
3/27 3/29 South 927.50 (3) 927.50 
3/30 4/2 Australia 503.00 6) 503.00 
Hon: Toti: RIGO. ouin 3/29 3/30 Israel ...... 498.00 (3) 498.00 
3/30 3/31 Saudi Arabia . 486.00 (3) 486.00 
3/31 4/1 Turkey 290.00 6) 290.00 
4/1 4/3 Egypt . 1,234.00 () 1,234.00 
4/3 4/4 Spain 376.45 (3) 376.45 
Hon John LEWIS ssssscssssesescscsesesssisaissusssachapscdeccocsednenee 5/31 6/4 South Africa ... 1,192.46 15,019.56 16,212.02 
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REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND JUNE 30, 2016— 


Continued 
Date Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar US. dollar 
Name of Member or employee Arrival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 
p: currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 
currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 
Gomimittee total ea ran ANE E T aa i i aAa A i 908025 Aai TEO T NNS SNA 24,099.81 


1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 
HON. KEVIN BRADY, Chairman, July 27, 2016. 


REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, PERMANENT SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND 
JUNE 30, 2016 


Date Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

U.S. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar US. dollar 
Name of Member or employee Arrival Depart Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 

rive eparure currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 

currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 

on. Devin Nunes .. 4/3 4/5 Asia 1,854.68 2,890.68 
4/5 4/6 Asia 80.46 993.27 
4/6 4/6 Asia 71.53 71.53 
4/7 4/8 Africa 269.20 536.20 
4/8 4/10 Europe 225.99 1,286.12 
Damon NeISON unane saaana a 4/3 4/5 Asia 1,854.68 2,890.68 
4/5 4/6 Asia 993.27 
4/6 4/6 Asia 71.53 
4/7 4/8 Africa 536.20 
4/8 4/10 Europe 1,286.12 
on. Jeff Miller 4/4 4/9 Europe 2,050.53 
COMMENCial Sia cases cataiteacdctetiviacahatces —asvideetadt (aaaTeaivtgeiccds wish 8,214.36 
George Pappas 4/4 4/9 Europe 2,527.19 
Commerc! D Gi, «, el Sie 2,118.29 
on. Adam Schiff ...... : 5/1 5/6 Asia 4,388.59 
Commercial ai a iiiaio AGA p 1,993.19 
on. Michael Quigley 5/1 5/6 4,388.59 
Commercial ai a8 Sianna. prsata 2,750.39 
Michael Bahar ........... : 5/1 5/6 4,768.59 
Commercial ai brad E O VA 0,320.39 
omas Eager ............ £ 5/1 5/6 4,768.59 
Commercial ai MS MAtindaauss, KEE e ain 2,463.19 
on. Jackie Speier 5/2 5/3 715.00 
5/4 5/6 515.68 
Commercial affare. snina G Aaa aa 3,530.86 
im Bergreen ...... 5/2 5/3 715.00 
5/4 5/6 515.68 
Commercial airfare raain a T a iata 4,582.46 4,582.46 
Andrew House ... 5/2 5/3 715.00 
5/4 5/6 Asia 515.68 
COMMERCIAL TaT irasai daint aE Aai Gen 3,844.06 3,844.06 
5/2 5/4 Africa „362.58 
5/4 5/6 Asia 870.47 
5/6 5/8 Africa 758.50 
5/8 5/9 Europe ,533.47 
on. Devin Nunes .. 5/3 5/5 Europe 2,043.50 
620.96 ,808.70 
ONAE AA aaao lS aaan a aaa aA r ana anaa 9,158.16 
George Pappas . 1,235.00 808.50 2,043.50 
BAEIT. iraniani, anrai 808.71 
Commercial ai 1,790.66 ,790.66 
Andrew House ... (147.27 
783.23 
240.00 
818.17 
6.92 621.26 
Commercia 9,072.06 9,072.06 
Tim Bergreen .... (147.27 
783.23 
240.00 
x 341.72 
Commercia 15,757.68 17,757.68 
Nicholas A. Ciarlante .... 77.27 147.27 
783.23 
240.00 
: 341.72 
Commercial ainlare: aniani adie, AATA. ak 15,234.68 15,234.68 
Hon. Mike Turner 475.66 
687.00 
i 665.99 
Commercial Aa enna ataa S a Aar EAEN (citandaudialaiaeiddaanda « atetinvailay AAEE 5,107.06 5,107.06 
Damon Nelson .. 191.00 68.90 621.80 
227.00 475.66 
516.00 687.00 
272.00 95.33 665.99 
GOMIMER CIAL AIANE® E AAA PAE AN A NT EEI E A AA A A AL AA E A AEN EA A RA AA 12,401.96 12,401.96 
Lisa Major 191.00 68.90 621.80 
227.00 475.66 
516.00 687.00 
272.00 95.33 665.99 
Commercial aiat T Matias CAE A dad anatia aaia dadandan iaaiaee adita aiaia, | aiian o a ii 12,401.96 12,401.96 
Bill Flanigan ...... 1,940.09 
COMMENCIAl Ai Ale eraann iia aidiiehidtar sia 11,173.36 
Bob Minehart ..... 1,214.72 1,714.10 
Commercial airkare. ccsissscacsasscevsscaisessazcisicasecesse.cdsissdosacsi  QsssbaSagaansidich cucchsiadesscsvecbasccasianesend scecadecdsvescsenevecdendeenand, N chansssabsibictanced’ pdit disia aniani 11,173.36 
Amanda Rogers- 745.29 932.29 
Gommercial aE en anan aide Otdatadaian Anadnaaidnenialaddad NA nie atah © Gtetiadnilay ~leanalcan chs 9,059.76: anaa iinan 9,059.76 
450.66 7.50 458.16 
140.00 88.56 228.56 
COAMA DANE Taiana T kiai, an aiena a at s, | aidia h ANN BAITA siiiteariorss | issi aei 8,197.46 
Wells Bennett 450.66 7.50 458.16 
140.00 88.56 228.56 
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REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, PERMANENT SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND 
JUNE 30, 2016—Continued 


Date Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar 
Name of Member or employee Arrival Depart Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 

rival eparture currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 

currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 

Commercia 13,187.96 13,187.96 
Hon. Terri Sewell Austrailia ... 310.00 1,306.00 
Obama araa aaa AANU aasan Sraa 864.00 
Commercia 20,413.56 20,413.56 
Linda Cohen 310.00 1,306.00 
TR RRAN 864.00 
Commercial ai 20,413.56 20,413.56 
Hon Frank TOBOM inaen O OE. Piara an eean "e DUON connata PET 930.00 
166.02 48.51 794.52 
Commercia 23,937.56 23,937.56 
Damon Nélson: assisia OE ~~ © GS- or ASIA isata Ra a tinatas LN 4 cczseteiatiiceatsen, aia, 930.00 
401.60 48.51 1,030.10 
a onsin ti 514.02 
Commercia 21.637.56 21,637.56 
George Pappas: wscistncdinarensicrcdedacantansacts O A AS initie nai nas aaan © © A ai a 930.00 
401.60 1,030.10 
AAAA 514.02 
Commercia 21.602.56 21,602.56 
Shannon Stuart 880.00 
329.69 
394.65 
Commercia 8,225.56 8,225.56 
Bill Flanigan ...... 880.00 
329.69 
394.65 
Commercia 5,107.16 5,107.16 
Lisa Major ......... 880.00 
329.69 
394.65 
Commercial ai SU aliadas - GissaneNanstice 5,107.16 5,107.16 
Carly Blake ....... 880.00 
329.69 
394.65 
Commercial ai oo Jaani idiei 5,107.16 5,107.16 
Michael Ellis ....... 549.14 
6/29 7/1 Africa 434.80 
7/1 713 Europe 561.88 
Commercial aitare, saisine O paias A Faisaien 5,982.06 
Scott Glabe ....... 6/27 6/29 ; 549.14 
6/29 7/1 Africa 7.06 434.80 
7/1 1⁄3 Europe 561.88 
Commercial -Artate jisimni iaai Gdsiscdaasedi — asssnedesdstevece 1,940.06 1,940.06 
Gominittee-total ccc aaa A o aka « AAEE = a E ra a AAi AZ 7-55 TVA ainia 2AIB25:0B" alaani 525,222.02 


1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 

2 |f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

*In accordance with title 22, United States Code, Section 1754(b)(2), information as would identify the foreign countries in which Committee Members and staff have traveled is omitted. 

HON. DEVIN NUNES, Chairman, August 1, 2016. 


REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, SELECT COMMITTEE ON THE EVENTS SURROUNDING THE 2012 TERRORIST ATTACK IN BENGHAZI, HOUSE OF 
REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND JUNE 30, 2016 


Date Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar 
Name of Member or employee Arrival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 
p: currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 
currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 


HOUSE COMMITTEES 
Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at right to so indicate and return.[X] 


1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
HON. TREY GOWDY, Chairman, July 22, 2016. 


REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, JOINT COMMITTEE ON TAXATION, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND JUNE 30, 2016 


Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total 
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar 
Name of Member or employee Arrival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 
p currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 
currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 


HOUSE COMMITTEES 
Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at right to so indicate and return.[X| 


1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 |f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
HON. KEVIN BRADY, Chairman, July 18, 2016. 


REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMISSION ON SECURITY AND COOPERATION IN EUROPE, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND JUNE 30, 2016 


Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total 
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar 
Name of Member or employee Arrival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 
p currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 
currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 
SIEM Y Riaad anhi 4/2 4/10 Georgia . Lari 1,835.00 2,695.86 4,530.86 
aE D Armenia Dram VE wae 

Jaimie: HONIR aa hrii Aaa aina aia 4/8 6/30 Austria .. Euro 29,013.00 11,775.56 40,788.56 
6/4 6/8 Thailand Baht 492.00 5,610.50 6,102.50 
Allison Hollabaugh .........ceescccsseecsseesssecssessseesseesnees 4/10 4/13 Austria... Euro 798.33 3,394.86 4,193.19 
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REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMISSION ON SECURITY AND COOPERATION IN EUROPE, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND JUNE 30, 2016—Continued 


Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total 
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar 
Name of Member or employee Arrival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 
p currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 
currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 
6/10 Yen 1,752.00 3,359.86 5,111.86 
Bas Baht . 


968.46 
3,337.26 
13,679.56 


79,712.25 


Austria . 
Italy .. 
Bulgaria 


Mischa THOMPSON iniii i 
1,869.96 
12,324.56 


42,601.52 


1,467.30 
Lev 1,355.00 


Erika Schlager .....c..sccccsecsssecsseesssecssescsneccstecsseecseeese 


Gommittee-total’: ar Oech Seidl | Actas: - ReGen Ae MSs, Nanak SP L0G3: attendee "AENIL: Aan haapaa T yian ie 


1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 


2 |f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 


HON. CHRISTOPHER H. SMITH, Chairman, July 27, 2016. 


ÅA 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


6772. A letter from the Assistant General 
Counsel, Office of General Counsel, Depart- 
ment of Education, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final regulations — Workforce Inno- 
vation and Opportunity Act, Miscellaneous 
Program Changes [Docket No.: 2015-ED- 
OSERS-0002] (RIN: 1820-AB71) September 2, 
2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public 
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce. 

6773. A letter from the Assistant General 
Counsel, Office of General Counsel, Depart- 
ment of Education, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final regulations — State Vocational 
Rehabilitation Services program; State Sup- 
ported Employment Services program; Limi- 
tations on Use of Subminimum Wage [ED- 
2015-OSERS-0001] (RIN: 1820-AB70) received 
September 2, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce. 

6774. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
General Counsel for Regulatory Services, Of- 
fice of Elementary and Secondary Edu- 


Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen- 
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Indi- 
ana; Redesignation of the Indiana Portion of 
the Louisville Area to Attainment of the 1997 
Annual Standard for Fine Particulate Mat- 
ter [EPA-R05-OAR-2011-0698; FRL-9951-95-Re- 
gion 5] received September 6, 2016, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, 
Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

6778. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen- 
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Implementation Plans; State of Kansas; 
Infrastructure SIP Requirements for the 2012 
Annual Fine Particulate Matter (PM2.5) Na- 
tional Ambient Air Quality Standards 
(NAAQS) [EPA-R07-OAR-2016-0313; FRL-9951- 
87-Region 7] received September 6, 2016, pur- 
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

6779. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen- 
cy’s final rule — Approval of Air Quality Im- 
plementation Plans; Puerto Rico; Infrastruc- 
ture Requirements for the 1997 and 2008 
Ozone, 1997 and 2006 Fine Particulate Matter 
and 2008 Lead NAAQS [EPA-R02-OAR-2016- 


September 6, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

6783. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen- 
cy’s direct final rule — Outer Continental 
Shelf Air Regulations Consistency Update 
for Maryland [HPA-R03-OAR-2014-0568; FRL- 
9950-98-Region 3] received September 6, 2016, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

6784. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen- 
cy’s direct final rule — State of Iowa; Ap- 
proval and Promulgation of the Title V Oper- 
ating Permits Program, the State Implemen- 
tation Plan, and 112(1) Plan [HEPA-R07-OAR- 
2016-0453; FRL-9951-86-Region 7] received Sep- 
tember 6, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

6785. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen- 
cy’s Major final rule — Greenhouse Gas 
Emissions and Fuel Efficiency Standards for 
Medium- and Heavy-Duty Engines and Vehi- 


cation, Department of Education, transmit- 0060; FRL-9945-84-Region 2] received Sep- cles — Phase 2 [EPA-HQ-OAR-2014-0827; 
ting the Department’s final priority and re- tember 6, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. NHTSA-2014-0132; FRL-9950-25-OAR] (RIN: 
quirement — Equity Assistance Centers  gqj(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 2060-AS16; RIN: 2127-AL52) received Sep- 
[CDFA Number: 84.004D] [Docket ID: ED- Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and tember 6, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 


2016-OESE-0015] received September 6, 2016, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com- 
mittee on Education and the Workforce. 

6775. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen- 
cy’s final rule — Air Plan Approval; Con- 
necticut; NOx Emission Trading Orders as 
Single Source SIP Revisions [EPA-R01-OAR- 
2015-0238; FRL-9951-94-Region 1] received Sep- 
tember 6, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

6776. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen- 


Commerce. 

6780. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen- 
cy’s final rule — Chlorantraniliprole; Pes- 
ticide Tolerances [EPA-HQ-OPP-20138-0235; 
FRL-9950-04] received September 6, 2016, pur- 
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

6781. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen- 
cy’s final rule — National Emission Stand- 
ards for Hazardous Air Pollutants for Area 
Sources: Industrial, Commercial, and Insti- 
tutional Boilers [EPA-HQ-OAR-2006-0790; 
FRL-9951-64-OAR] (RIN: 2060-AS10) received 


801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

6786. A letter from the Acting Assistant 
Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Department 
of State, transmitting a certification regard- 
ing the proposed transfer from the Govern- 
ment of Jordan to a U.S. private entity, 
Transmittal No.: RSAT-16-5068, pursuant to 
22 U.S.C. 2753(d); Public Law 90-629, Sec. 3(d) 
(as amended by Public Law 107-228, Sec. 
1405(a)(1)(A)) (116 Stat. 1456); to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

6787. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting notification of a possible or ac- 
tual unauthorized transfer of defense articles 
provided by the United States, pursuant to 


cy’s final rule — Air Quality Designations September 6, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. Section 3 of the Arms Export Control Act 
for the 2012 Primary Annual Fine Particle 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 (AECA); to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
(PM2.5) National Ambient Air Quality Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and fairs. 


Standard (NAAQS) for Areas in Georgia and 
Florida [EPA-HQ-OAR-2012-0918; FRL-9951-91- 
OAR] received September 6, 2016, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

6777. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Environmental 


Commerce. 

6782. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen- 
cy’s final rule — National Priorities List 
[EPA-HQ-OLEM-2016-0151, 0152, 0154, 0155, 
0156, 0157 and 0158; HPA-HQ-SFUND-2015-01389, 
0575 and 0576; FRL-9952-06-OLEM] received 


6788. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting a notification of a possible or 
actual unauthorized transfer of defense arti- 
cles provided by the United States, pursuant 
to Section 3 of the Arms Export Control Act 
(AECA); to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. 
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6789. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Government Ethics, transmitting the Of- 
fice’s interim final rule — Interpretation, 
Exemptions and Waiver Guidance Con- 
cerning 18 U.S.C. 208 (Acts Affecting A Per- 
sonal Financial Interest); Amendment to 
Definition of ‘‘Employee’’ (RIN: 3209-AA09) 
received September 2, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

6790. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of the Interior, transmitting a pro- 
posed draft resolution approving the location 
of the National Desert Storm War Memorial; 
to the Committee on Natural Resources. 

6791. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule 
— Eliminating Business Purpose and Device 
as No-Rules under Section 355 (Rev. Proc. 
2016-45) received September 8, 2016, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, 
Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

6792. A letter from the Clerk, United States 
Court of Appeals, transmitting an opinion of 
the United States Court of Appeals for the 
Second Circuit, United States of America v. 
Nicolas Epskamp, docket no. 15-2028; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

6793. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Standard Instrument Ap- 
proach Procedures, and Takeoff Minimums 
and Obstacle Departure Procedures; Mis- 
cellaneous Amendments [Docket No.: 31087; 
Amdt. No. 3705] received September 1, 2016, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com- 
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc- 
ture. 

6794. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen- 
cy’s final rule — Ocean Dumping: Modifica- 
tion of an Ocean Dredged Material Disposal 
Site Offshore of Charleston, South Carolina 
[EPA-R04-OW-2016-0356; FRL-9951-96-Region 
4] received September 6, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6795. A letter from the Labor Member and 
Management Member, Railroad Retirement 
Board, transmitting the Board’s Annual re- 
port the fiscal year ended September 30, 2015, 
pursuant to 45 U.S.C. 231f(b)(6); August 29, 
1935, ch. 812, Sec. 7(b)(6) (as amended by Pub- 
lic Law 97-35, Sec. 1122); (95 Stat. 638); ; joint- 
ly to the Committees on Transportation and 
Infrastructure and Ways and Means. 


ee 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. UPTON: Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. H.R. 921. A bill to provide protec- 
tions for certain sports medicine profes- 
sionals who provide certain medical services 
in a secondary State; with an amendment 
(Rept. 114-736, Pt. 1). Referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. UPTON: Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. H.R. 4979. A bill to foster civilian 
research and development of advanced nu- 
clear energy technologies and enhance the li- 
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censing and commercial deployment of such 
technologies; with an amendment (Rept. 114- 
737, Pt. 1). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida: Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs. H.R. 4782. A bill to in- 
crease, effective as of December 1, 2016, the 
rates of compensation for veterans with serv- 
ice-connected disabilities and the rates of de- 
pendency and indemnity compensation for 
the survivors of certain disabled veterans, 
and for other purposes; with an amendment 
(Rept. 114-738). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. KLINE: Committee on Education and 
the Workforce. House Joint Resolution 87. 
Resolution providing for congressional dis- 
approval under chapter 8 of title 5, United 
States Code, of the final rule of the Depart- 
ment of Labor relating to ‘‘Interpretation of 
the ‘Advice’ Exemption in Section 203(c) of 
the Labor-Management Reporting and Dis- 
closure Act” (Rept. 114-739). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah: Committee on Nat- 
ural Resources. H.R. 2817. A bill to amend 
title 54, United States Code, to extend the 
authorization of appropriations for the His- 
toric Preservation Fund; with an amendment 
(Rept. 114-740). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BURGESS: Committee on Rules. House 
Resolution 858. Resolution providing for con- 
sideration of the bill (H.R. 3590) to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to repeal the 
increase in the income threshold used in de- 
termining the deduction for medical care 
(Rept. 114-741). Referred to the House Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia: Committee on 
Rules. House Resolution 859. Resolution pro- 
viding for consideration of the bill (H.R. 5620) 
to amend title 38, United States Code, to pro- 
vide for the removal or demotion of employ- 
ees of the Department of Veterans Affairs 
based on performance or misconduct, and for 
other purposes (Rept. 114-742). Referred to 
the House Calendar. 

DISCHARGE OF COMMITTEE 

Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XIII, the 
Committee on the Judiciary discharged 
from further consideration. H.R. 921 re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XIII, the 
Committee on Science, Space, and 
Technology discharged from further 
consideration. H.R. 4979 referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 


EE 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred, as follows: 


By Mr. GOODLATTE (for himself and 
Mr. CONYERS): 

H.R. 5992. A bill to amend section 203(b)(5) 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act to 
implement new reforms, and to reauthorize 
the EB-5 Regional Center Program, in order 
to promote and reform foreign capital in- 
vestment and job creation in communities in 
the United States, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ASHFORD: 

H.R. 5993. A bill to prohibit the use of funds 

provided for the official travel expenses of 


September 12, 2016 


Members of Congress and other officers and 
employees of the legislative branch for air- 
line accommodations which are not coach- 
class accommodations, to prohibit the use of 
official funds for long-term vehicle leases for 
Members of Congress, to prohibit the use of 
the Members’ Representational Allowance 
for expenses of official mail of any material 
other than a document transmitted under 
the official letterhead of the Member in- 
volved, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on House Administration, and in ad- 
dition to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform, for a period to be sub- 
sequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mrs. BLACK: 

H.R. 5994. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to extend biodiesel and re- 
newable diesel incentives; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MEADOWS (for himself and Mr. 
CONNOLLY): 

H.R. 5995. A bill to strike the sunset on cer- 
tain provisions relating to the authorized 
protest of a task or delivery order under sec- 
tion 4106 of title 41, United States Code; to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern- 
ment Reform. 

By Mr. ROONEY of Florida (for him- 
self, Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, Mr. 
CAPUANO, and Mr. ENGEL): 

H.R. 5996. A bill to provide United States 
support for the full implementation of the 
Agreement on the Resolution of the Conflict 
in the Republic of South Sudan, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and in addition to the Committee on 
Financial Services, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. RUSH: 

H.R. 5997. A bill to establish the 
Bronzeville-Black Metropolis National Herit- 
age Area in the State of Illinois, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

By Mr. SERRANO: 

H.R. 5998. A bill to amend title 10, United 
States Code, to provide for retroactive cal- 
culation since the start of combat operations 
in Afghanistan of days of certain active duty 
or active service performed as a member of 
the Ready Reserve to reduce the eligibility 
age for receipt of retired pay for non-regular 
service; to the Committee on Armed Serv- 
ices. 

By Mr. ZINKE (for himself, Mr. 
MOULTON, Mr. COFFMAN, Mr. FRANKS 
of Arizona, Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, Ms. 
GABBARD, Mr. WALZ, Mr. LAMALFA, 
Mr. DENHAM, Mr. DONOVAN, Mr. RUS- 
SELL, Mr. ROUZER, Mr. ROTHFUS, Ms. 
STEFANIK, Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan, 
Mr. BYRNE, Mrs. WAGNER, and Mr. 
HARDY): 

H.R. 5999. A bill to authorize the Global 
War on Terror Memorial Foundation to es- 
tablish the National Global War on Ter- 
rorism Memorial as a commemorative work 
in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Natural Re- 
sources. 

By Mr. YARMUTH (for himself and Mr. 
SAM JOHNSON of Texas): 

H. Res. 857. A resolution expressing support 
for designation of the week of September 12 
through 16, 2016 as ‘‘National Family Service 
Learning Week”; to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and the Workforce. 


September 12, 2016 


By Mr. JONES: 

H. Res. 860. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives regard- 
ing the firefight that occurred on March 4, 
2007, between members of the United States 
Marine Corps and enemy forces in Bati Kot 
District, Nangarhar Province, Afghanistan; 
to the Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. SMITH of New Jersey (for him- 
self, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. AL GREEN of 
Texas, Mr. COFFMAN, and Mr. ENGEL): 

H. Res. 861. A resolution supporting respect 
for human rights and encouraging inclusive 
governance in Ethiopia; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 


EE 


CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 


Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa- 
tives, the following statements are sub- 
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu- 
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 

By Mr. GOODLATTE: 

H.R. 5992. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, section 8, clause 4 of the Con- 
stitution. 

By Mr. ASHFORD: 

H.R. 5993. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8. 

By Mrs. BLACK: 

H.R. 5994. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following. 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1: The Congress 
shall have Power To lay and collect Taxes, 
Duties, Imposts and Excises, to pay the 
Debts and provide for the common Defence 
and general Welfare of the United States; but 
all Duties, Imposts, and Excises shall be uni- 
form throughout the United States;”’ 

By Mr. MEADOWS: 

H.R. 5995. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18 

By Mr. ROONEY of Florida: 

H.R. 5996. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8: “To regulate com- 
merce with foreign nations, and among the 
several states, and with the Indian tribes;”’ 

By Mr. RUSH: 

H.R. 5997. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1: ‘‘The Con- 
gress shall have power to ... provide the 

. general welfare of the United States 


Article I, Section 8, Clause 18: “To make 
all laws which shall be necessary and proper 
for carrying into execution the foregoing 
powers, and all other powers vested by this 
Constitution in the government of the 
United States, or in any department or offi- 
cer thereof.” 

By Mr. SERRANO: 

H.R. 5998. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, section 8 of the United States 
Constitution (clauses 12, 13, 14, 16, and 18), 
which grants Congress the power to raise and 
support an Army; to provide and maintain a 
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Navy; to make rules for the government and 
regulation of the land and naval forces; to 
provide for organizing, arming and dis- 
ciplining the militia; and to make all laws 
necessary and proper for carrying out the 
foregoing powers. 
By Mr. ZINKE: 

H.R. 5999. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article 1, Section 
8, Clause 1 of the United States Constitution. 


SE 


ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 


Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu- 
tions, as follows: 

H.R. 218: Ms. TSONGAS, Mr. 
Ohio, and Ms. LEE. 

H.R. 265: Mr. VEASEY. 

H.R. 565: Mr. LANGEVIN. 

H.R. 605: Mrs. BEATTY. 

H.R. 664: Ms. LOFGREN. 

H.R. 672: Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of 
New Mexico. 


JOHNSON of 


H.R. 793: Mr. DENT. 

H.R. 921: Mrs. COMSTOCK and Mr. GOSAR. 

H.R. 969: Ms. ADAMS. 

H.R. 1025: Ms. FUDGE. 

H.R. 1061: Mr. VEASEY. 

H.R. 1062: Mr. LAHOOD. 

H.R. 1076: Ms. JUDY CHU of California. 

H.R. 1220: Mr. Jopy B. HIcE of Georgia. 

H.R. 1292: Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 
New York. 

H.R. 1453: Mr. BLUMENAUER. 

H.R. 1516: Ms. JUDY CHU of California. 

H.R. 1559: Mr. MARINO. 

H.R. 1594: Mr. CARTER of Georgia. 

H.R. 1674: Mr. HUFFMAN. 

H.R. 1866: Mr. DAVID ScoTT of Georgia. 

H.R. 1877: Mr. YODER. 

H.R. 1942: Ms. ADAMS and Mr. BECERRA. 

H.R. 2058: Mr. WENSTRUP and Mr. BISHOP of 
Michigan. 


H.R. 2096: Mrs. WAGNER, Mr. WILLIAMS, and 
Mr. DAVID ScoTT of Georgia. 

H.R. 2102: Mr. HIMES. 

H.R. 2169: Mr. CAPUANO. 

H.R. 2368: Mr. HOYER, Ms. JACKSON LEE, 
Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of California, Mr. CON- 
YERS, and Mr. LEVIN. 

H.R. 2513: Mr. BABIN. 

H.R. 2519: Mr. YODER. 

H.R. 2530: Mr. GALLEGO. 

H.R. 2759: Mr. KIND. 

H.R. 2799: Ms. JUDY CHU of California and 
Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. 

H.R. 2902: Mr. HOYER. 

H.R. 2903: Mr. ISSA. 

H.R. 2944: Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN and Mr. BLU- 
MENAUER. 

H.R. 2962: Mr. BECERRA. 

H.R. 2972: Ms. TSONGAS. 

H.R. 3051: Ms. LEE. 

H.R. 3084: Mrs. BEATTY, Ms. 
Florida, and Mrs. LOWEY. 

H.R. 3187: Mr. SANFORD. 

H.R. 3235: Ms. FRANKEL of Florida. 

H.R. 3276: Mr. BLUMENAUER. 

H.R. 3277: Mr. BLUMENAUER. 

H.R. 3488: Mr. DUFFY, Mr. BROOKS of Ala- 
bama, Mr. LAMALFA, Mr. HULTGREN, Mr. 
KELLY of Pennsylvania, Mr. HUELSKAMP, Mr. 
PosEy, Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia, and Mr. 
ABRAHAM. 

H.R. 3512: Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New Mex- 
ico. 

H.R. 3588: Ms. KAPTUR. 

H.R. 3693: Mr. DONOVAN, Mr. PERRY, and 
Mr. BURGESS. 


CASTOR of 
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H.R. 3742: Mr. BLUM, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. JODY 
B. HICE of Georgia, and Mr. RIBBLE. 

H.R. 3765: Mr. BARR. 

H.R. 3849: Mr. LOWENTHAL and Mr. GRI- 
JALVA. 

H.R. 3957: 

H.R. 4137: 

H.R. 4151: 

H.R. 4212: 

H.R. 4833: 
Georgia. 

H.R. 4865: Mr. DENT. 

H.R. 4514: Mr. CLAY, Mr. MEEHAN, Mr. CUL- 
BERSON, and Mr. ROONEY of Florida. 

H.R. 4626: Mrs. KIRKPATRICK, Mr. JENKINS 
of West Virginia, Mr. BLUM, and Mr. MULLIN. 

H.R. 4657: Mr. RYAN of Ohio. 

H.R. 4681: Ms. BONAMICI, Mr. BLUMENAUER, 
and Ms. KELLY of Illinois. 

H.R. 4695: Mr. KATKO. 

H.R. 4715: Mr. HANNA and Mr. EMMER of 
Minnesota. 
. 4773: 
. 4784: 
. 4829: 
. 4893: 
. 4919: 
. 4927: 
. 4928: 


Mr. VELA. 

Mr. VEASEY. 

Mr. KATKO and Mr. ZELDIN. 

. PAULSEN and Ms. LOFGREN. 


. ISRAEL and Mr. TOM PRICE of 


Mr. CONAWAY. 

Mr. HIGGINS and Mr. POLIQUIN. 
. SMITH of Texas. 

. CONNOLLY and Mr. BEYER. 
. RICHMOND. 

. ELLISON. 

. PEARCE. 

. 5002: . MURPHY of Pennsylvania. 

H.R. 5015: Mr. JOYCE. 

H.R. 5067: Ms. ADAMS, Ms. KELLY of Ili- 
nois, Ms. DELBENE, Mr. YARMUTH, Ms. JUDY 
CHU of California, and Mr. KATKO. 

H.R. 5073: Mr. BLUM. 

H.R. 5083: Mr. JONES, Mr. TAKANO, Mr. 
HECK of Nevada, Mr. AMODEI, Mr. ENGEL, Mr. 
SARBANES, Mr. PERLMUTTER, and Mr. ELLI- 


. 5187: 
. 5219: 
. 5271: 
. 5321: 
. 5350: 


. MOOLENAAR and Mr. LAHOOD. 
. KATKO. 

. LATTA. 

. AMASH. 

. GRIJALVA. 

. 5351: . SANFORD, Mr. YOUNG of Indi- 
ana, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. Conaway, Mrs. 
McMorRIS RODGERS, Mr. STUTZMAN, Mr. 
POMPEO, and Mr. CARTER of Texas. 

H.R. 5455: Mr. LOUDERMILK. 

H.R. 5488: Ms. JUDY CHU of California. 

H.R. 5499: Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. HAR- 
RIS, Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee, and Mrs. 
NOEM. 

H.R. 5506: Mr. CRAMER, Ms. BROWNLEY of 
California, and Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsyl- 
vania. 

H.R. 5513: Mr. LAHOoD. 

H.R. 5589: Mr. COLLINS of New York. 

H.R. 5601: Mr. KILDEE. 

H.R. 5619: Mr. MULLIN. 

H.R. 5620: Mrs. WAGNER, Mr. KNIGHT, Ms. 
HERRERA BEUTLER, and Mr. BABIN. 

H.R. 5621: Mr. LANGEVIN, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. 
PALLONE, Mr. MACARTHUR, Mr. NORCROSS, 
Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, Ms. Moore, Mr. 
GRAVES of Missouri, Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALO- 
NEY of New York, Mr. LOWENTHAL, and Ms. 
BROWNLEY of California. 

H.R. 5675: Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. 

H.R. 5682: Ms. LOFGREN. 

H.R. 5689: Mr. PETERSON and Mr. DANNY K. 
DAVIS of Illinois. 

H.R. 5691: Ms. FRANKEL of Florida. 

H.R. 5720: Mr. ZELDIN. 

H.R. 5732: Mr. DIAZ-BALART, Mr. YOUNG of 
Indiana, Ms. JUDY CHU of California, Ms. 
SLAUGHTER, Mr. BARR, and Mr. CHABOT. 

H.R. 5813: Mr. FORTENBERRY, Mr. EMMER of 
Minnesota, and Ms. BORDALLO. 

H.R. 5859: Mr. MILLER of Florida and Mr. 
BURGESS. 

H.R. 5862: Mr. RYAN of Ohio. 

H.R. 5883: Mrs. HARTZLER and Mr. ROONEY 
of Florida. 
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H.R. 5904: Mr. ADERHOLT. 

H.R. 5931: Mr. LAMALFA, Mr. GOODLATTE, 
Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia, Mr. COLLINS of 
New York, Mr. Ross, and Mr. POMPEO. 

H.R. 5941: Mr. LUETKEMEYER, Mr. BURGESS, 
and Mr. SENSENBRENNER. 

H.R. 5942: Ms. FRANKEL of Florida, Mr. 
MULLIN, Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. 
VALADAO, Mr. BARR, and Mr. DENT. 

H.R. 5948: Mrs. MIMI WALTERS of California 
and Ms. BROWNLEY of California. 

H.R. 5958: Mr. CURBELO of Florida, Mrs. 
RADEWAGEN, and Mr. Ross. 

H.R. 5970: Mrs. WAGNER and Ms. BASS. 

H.R. 5980: Mrs. LOVE, Ms. PINGREE, Ms. 
DUCKWORTH, and Mr. TED LIEU of California. 

H.R. 5987: Mr. FLEISCHMANN. 

H. Con. Res. 19: Mr. LAHOoD. 

H. Con. Res. 50: Mr. FLEMING. 

H. Con. Res. 114: Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. 

H. Con. Res. 140: Mr. BISHOP of Michigan 
and Mr. ROUZER. 

H. Con. Res. 146: Mr. ROKITA. 

H. Con. Res. 149: Mr. HANNA, Mr. ZELDIN, 
and Mr. McKINLEY. 
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H. Res. 28: Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mr. DOGGETT, Mr. 
KNIGHT, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, and Ms. HERRERA 
BEUTLER. 

H. Res. 220: Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Penn- 
sylvania and Mrs. WALORSKI. 

H. Res. 265: Ms. JENKINS of Kansas. 

H. Res. 296: Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. 

H. Res. 424: Mr. SANFORD. 

H. Res. 667: Mr. KENNEDY. 

H. Res. 729: Mr. HONDA, Mr. HECK of Wash- 
ington, Mr. BOUSTANY, and Mr. TURNER. 

H. Res. 750: Mr. CARDENAS. 

H. Res. 782: Mr. MILLER of Florida and Mrs. 
BEATTY. 

H. Res. 798: Ms. FRANKEL of Florida. 

H. Res. 807: Mr. GALLEGO. 

H. Res. 808: Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Penn- 
sylvania. 

H. Res. 818: Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, Mr. 
WEBER of Texas, Mr. VARGAS, and Mr. RYAN 
of Ohio. 

H. Res. 831: Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, Mr. 
PAULSEN, Mr. BURGESS, and Mr. LAHOoD. 

H. Res. 840: Mr. CARDENAS. 

H. Res. 850: Mr. MURPHY of Florida, Mr. 
NEWHOUSE, Mr. O’ROURKE, and Mr. YODER. 


September 12, 2016 


H. Res. 852: Mrs. DINGELL, Ms. MCCOLLUM, 
and Mr. TURNER. 


H. Res. 853: Mr. BROOKS of Alabama, Mr. 
Cook, and Mr. BRIDENSTINE. 


CONGRESSIONAL EARMARKS, LIM- 
ITED TAX BENEFITS, OR LIM- 
ITED TARIFF BENEFITS 


Under clause 9 of rule XXI, lists or 
statements on congressional earmarks, 
limited tax benefits, or limited tariff 
benefits were submitted as follows: 


The amendment to be offered by Rep- 
resentative MILLER, or a designee, to H.R. 
5620, the VA Accountability First and Ap- 
peals Modernization Act of 2016, does not 
contain any congressional earmarks, limited 
tax benefits, or limited tariff benefits as de- 
fined in clause 9 of rule XXI. 


September 12, 2016 
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
HON. BRAD SHERMAN 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 12, 2016 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, | voted 
against H.R. 5063, the Stop Settlement Slush 
Funds Act of 2016, and voted in favor of 
amendments that would reduce its scope. | 
recognize that the power of the Attorney Gen- 
eral to impose fines (or civil settlements that 
have the same economic effect) should nor- 
mally be used to generate funds for the United 
States Treasury. Normally the amount paid by 
the wrongdoer should go to the United States 
Treasury, and it should be up to Congress to 
appropriate funds. When appropriate, Con- 
gress should provide funds to mitigate the 
damage done by the wrongdoer. However, the 
bill that came to the floor of the House was in 
essence a purely Republican bill with substan- 
tial flaws. In particular, it did not provide a 
mechanism for major settlements to be re- 
viewed and approved by Congress when 
those settlements provided for payments to 
third parties. | look forward to working next 
year on truly bipartisan legislation designed to 
address the concerns voiced by the sup- 
porters of the bill. 


KENT OBERT: PHOENIX, ARIZONA 
HON. DAVID SCHWEIKERT 


OF ARIZONA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 12, 2016 


Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Mr. Speaker, Kent 
Obert, 18 years old, died of an accidental pre- 
scription drug overdose in 2003. One night 
during his sophomore year of high school, 
Kent called his mother to say that he was out 
with some friends and wasn’t coming home 
that night. He was calling because he didn’t 
want to worry his mother, but when they hung 
up she knew something was wrong. Kents 
mother waited for him when he came home at 
6:00 AM. 

Life changed for the Obert family that morn- 
ing. Kent went to the doctor and tested posi- 
tive for substances. His family restricted Kent’s 
computer time and monitored his activities. 
They made a lot of changes that next year 
and Kent adjusted fairly well. He transferred 
schools and graduated with ease. Kent got a 
job he loved and spent time with his friends 
and family. His family thought they had 
dodged the bullet—Kent didn’t want to be ad- 
dicted to drugs so they mistakenly thought 
they were out of the woods. It seemed that all 
was well, but Kent's family didn’t know any 
better. 

Before Kent turned 18, he was scheduled to 
have his wisdom teeth removed. His mother 


filled the prescription before his surgery and 
as she was looking at the bottles, she noticed 
that one of them had fewer pills in it than the 
other. When she confronted Kent about it he 
admitted to having taken some. 

She asked Kent why and his answer was 
chilling. He asked his mother to think about a 
time in her life when she had felt “Great’— 
“The Best.” When she nodded Kent said, 
“The first time you get high, it’s better than 
that. It feels so good that you want to feel that 
way again—only it’s physically, chemically im- 
possible.” He explained how the drugs alter 
your brain chemistry and why people take 
more and increase their frequency of use in 
an attempt to get back to the feeling of that 
first high. 

On a Monday in September, 2003, there 
was a knock on the Obert family’s door and 
soon they heard the words: “Your son has 
died.” 

Kent and two other kids crushed some 
Oxycontin and washed them down with beer. 
Kent got sleepy and the other two left. As 
Kent slept, the drug slowed his respiratory 
system down until it stopped completely. His 
roommate found him the next day—already 
gone. 


EE 


CELEBRATING THE 250TH ANNI- 
VERSARY OF ST. MICHAEL’S 
CHURCH 


HON. CHARLES W. DENT 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 12, 2016 


Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, it is an honor to 
bring to the House’s attention the 250th Anni- 
versary of St. Michael’s Church, which has 
served as a place of spiritual refuge, com- 
munal gathering, and a historical landmark for 
the surrounding community of Tilden Town- 
ship, Pennsylvania. 

Located at 529 St. Michael’s Road in Tilden 
Township, St. Michael’s Church was originally 
organized in February 1766, although services 
were still held in houses and barns. It would 
be another three years before the congrega- 
tion would have a physical building donated by 
Philip Jacob Michael, the namesake of the 
Church. Michael would leave the Church in 
May 1777 to be a chaplain in the first battalion 
under Col. Michael Lindenmuth—one of the 
original elders of the Church—during the Rev- 
olutionary War. As the need for a larger meet- 
ing space grew along with the congregation, a 
decision was made to move the Church to the 
present-day site in 1810. 

Two centuries later, St. Michael’s continues 
to thrive with a robust congregation that car- 
ries on a long tradition of engaging with the 
community through ministry, fellowship, and 
service. 

My heartfelt congratulations are extended to 
the members of St. Michael’s Church on this 


250th Anniversary. | am confident that | speak 
on behalf of the community when | thank them 
for their efforts on behalf of the people of 
Tilden Township and Berks County as a 
whole. 


| ask the House to join me in offering well 
wishes and congratulations to the men and 
women of Tilden Township’s St. Michael’s 
Church. May the next 250 years continue to 
see congregational growth and meaningful 
outreach to the surrounding communities. 


EE 


TRIBUTE HONORING THE COMMIS- 
SION OF THE USS ‘“‘MONT- 
GOMERY”’ NAVY SHIP 


HON. TERRI A. SEWELL 


OF ALABAMA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 12, 2016 


Ms. SEWELL of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise today to recognize the commission of the 
USS Montgomery into military service as a 
Navy ship. Alabama’s capital city is honored to 
have another ship to bear its name in the U.S. 
Navy operating in the U.S. 7th Fleet. 


The city of Montgomery is proud to cele- 
brate the second ship named for the state’s 
capital. It is especially noteworthy to have a 
Navy presence in a predominately Air Force 
town, and | along with the city of Montgomery 
and the state of Alabama are honored to know 
that this U.S. Navy ship from Alabama will go 
all over the world. 


The USS Montgomery commissioning has 
been a six-year process which began in 2010, 
when it was proposed to Montgomery Mayor 
Todd Strange. The ship has since been re- 
ferred to as one of the most technologically 
advanced warfare systems in the world. 


The USS Montgomery, an Independence- 
class Littoral Combat Ship (LCS), will operate 
close to shore providing surface, undersea 
and mine warfare along with search and res- 
cue missions, maritime surveillance and inter- 
diction, intelligence, amphibious operations 
and disaster relief. 


The ship will support its sister ship, the USS 
Independence, and will operate in the U.S. 7th 
Fleet and will be under the command of Offi- 
cer Daniel G. Straub. 

| ask my colleagues to join me in recogni- 
tion of the commission of the USS Mont- 
gomery into military service as a Navy ship. 


@ This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 


Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor. 
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COMMEMORATING ACACIA LODGE 
NO. 586, FREE AND ACCEPTED 
MASONS ON ITS 125TH ANNIVER- 
SARY 


HON. BILL SHUSTER 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 12, 2016 


Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
commemorate Acacia Lodge No. 586, Free 
and Accepted Masons, of Waynesboro, PA, 
on its 125th anniversary. 

The Waynesboro community has been fortu- 
nate to have the Acacia Lodge No. 586 since 
it was constituted on May 22, 1891, and today 
| congratulate the Lodge for standing as a 
symbol of brotherly love, relief, and truth for 
125 years. 

Since the club’s chartering, its members 
have included a diverse group of individuals 
united in their passion for everlasting fraternal 
bonds combined with service to community. In 
that time, hundreds of men have lent their 
time and talents to improve the quality of life 
throughout the Waynesboro area. Though 
much has changed throughout Waynesboro in 
the past 125 years, the commitment of the 
Masons has remained steadfast, serving the 
needs of the local community and remaining 
dedicated to the betterment of humanity. 

Countless meetings, man-hours of work, 
and events have enabled the Acacia Lodge 
No. 586 to reach a community presence of 
which its 1891 founders would be proud. | am 
grateful for their contributions throughout 
Pennsylvania’s 9th district and would like to 
thank all who have helped the organization 
reach this momentous milestone of 125 con- 
secutive years of service. 


ES 


RECOGNIZING THE TYLER JUNIOR 
COLLEGE APACHES’ 2016 NJCAA 
DIVISION II WORLD SERIES 
CHAMPIONSHIP 


HON. LOUIE GOHMERT 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 12, 2016 


Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, it is with tre- 
mendous joy, heartfelt satisfaction, and a 
humble appreciation that | once again rise and 
address this chamber in recognition of the 
Tyler Junior College Apaches Baseball Team. 
In securing a third straight win of the Division 
III NJCAA World Series baseball tournament, 
this championship team of accomplished ath- 
letes has shown the unflagging enthusiasm, 
grit, and moxie found in the best and most in- 
dustrious individuals. 

You may remember that last year | under- 
took a similar endeavor when the TJC 
Apaches brought their second straight World 
Series win back to Tyler, remarking at that 
time that the 2015 champions were ‘doggedly 
tenacious’ in their pursuit—and they most cer- 
tainly were. But if 2015's champions were 
doggedly tenacious, the only appropriate char- 
acterization for the 2016 TJC Apaches has to 
be herculean. 

The TJC Apaches travelled to Kinston, 
North Carolina for this year’s tournament. 
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From the start, the odds were stacked against 
them. The TJC Apaches had lost all but 7 of 
their seasoned veterans from the 2014 and 
2015 championship wins, and despite coming 
into the showdown with 38 wins and only 16 
losses, managed to find themselves down 3 
runs to 0 in the game that would decide it all. 
That didn’t faze or discourage this team of 
young men in their quest for excellence, how- 
ever. With their eyes trained toward the prize 
and the strength of their camaraderie uniting 
them, the TJC Apaches turned the game 
around and emerged the victors. 


The TJC Apaches were led by a top notch 
management team, including: Head Coach 
Doug Wren; Assistant Coaches Chad Sher- 
man and Taylor White; Training Staff Brett 
Adams, Shelby Davis, Eddy McGuire, and 
Spenser Deeken; and Support Staff Colter 
Dosch and Justin Doelitsch. 


Accolades go, of course, to the young men 
who were on the baseball diamond, including 
Jace Cambell, Ryan Cheatham, Jonathan 
Groff, Hunter Haley, AbeRee Heibert, James 
Kuykendall, AJ Merkel, Chandler Muckleroy, 
Kyle Porter, Josh Raiborn, Adan Ross, Garin 
Shelton, Sam Sitton, Weston Smart, Travis 
Smith, J.P. Gorby, Austin Ballew, Mason Mal- 
lard, Brentten Schwaab, Tanner Arst, Luke 
Boyd, Nathan Methvin, Matt Mikusek, James 
Phillips, Payton Stokes, Jordan Trahan, Hun- 
ter Wells, Jarrod Wells, Colton Whitehouse, 
Beau Buesing, Austin Cernosek, Alex Masotto, 
Jared Pauley, Justin Roach, and Tanner 
Wisener. 


Once again, the students at Tyler Junior 
College have added another terrific chapter to 
their storied athletic history. Of course, great 
credit is owed not just to the students, but to 
the entire staff and leadership network at TJC, 
including: TJC President Dr. Mike Metke, Ath- 
letic Director Dr. Tim Drain, Vice President of 
Student Affairs Dr. Juan Mejia, Associate Ath- 
letic Director Chuck Smith, Assistant Athletic 
Director Kelsi Weeks, and Administrative As- 
sistant Sherry Harwood. 


Naturally, none of the accomplishments of 
this team would have been possible if not for 
the supporting families, the terrific enthusiasm 
of the TJC Apaches’ fans, and the positive en- 
couragement of the east Texas community. 
The solid bedrock these folks provided to the 
TJC Apaches baseball team undoubtedly 
helped in their securing of a third World Series 
win. 


It is with great pride that | join the constitu- 
ents of Texas’ First District in extending heart- 
felt and sincere congratulations to the players 
and staff of the 2016 NJCAA Division III World 
Series National Champions, the Tyler Junior 
College Apaches Baseball Team. Their signifi- 
cant athletic achievement and incredibly laud- 
able legacy is now, and will forever be, re- 
corded in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD that will 
endure as long as there is a United States of 
America. 
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RECOGNIZING THE OUTSTANDING 
SERVICE TO THE COMMUNITY OF 
PORT ANGELES AND THE OLYM- 
PIC PENINSULA BY MR. DWAYNE 
JOHNSON 


HON. DEREK KILMER 


OF WASHINGTON 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 12, 2016 


Mr. KILMER. Mr. Speaker, when most peo- 
ple hear “Dwayne Johnson” they think of “The 
Rock,” but | want you to stop and smell what 
I’m cooking. | rise today to recognize Dwayne 
Johnson of Port Angeles, WA, an educator 
and a proud member of the Makah and Lummi 
tribes, and to congratulate him on receiving 
the Trustee of the Year Award from the Rural 
Community College Alliance, a national orga- 
nization representing over 600 rural commu- 
nity and tribal colleges. 


Mr. Johnson has been a member of the Pe- 
ninsula College board of trustees since 2006 
and has twice served as chairman. Between 
2008 and 2012, when the college faced the 
challenge of an unprecedented increase in en- 
rollment amid cuts to funding and increased 
tuition rates, Mr. Johnson and his fellow board 
members provided critical support to the staff 
and administration of Peninsula College. 
When Peninsula College had to navigate dif- 
ficult budget decisions, Mr. Johnson was key 
in engaging the local community to explain the 
need for some of these changes. 


In his other capacity, Mr. Johnson serves as 
athletic director for the Port Angeles School 
District. The Washington Interscholastic Activi- 
ties Association recognized Mr. Johnson’s ac- 
complishments in youth sports by naming him 
2016’s League Athletic Director of the Year for 
the Olympic League. The Washington Sec- 
ondary School Athletic Administrators Associa- 
tion also recently recognized his work with 
their Outstanding Service Award. As a grad- 
uate of Port Angeles High School, I’ve person- 
ally seen the investment he makes in young 
people. It’s a difference-maker. As athletic di- 
rector, Mr. Johnson encourages his students 
to strive for excellence in both sports and edu- 
cation, urging them to ultimately reach for the 
next bar in their educational journey. Many of 
these students pursue higher education at Pe- 
ninsula College. 


Furthermore, as a member of the Makah 
and Lummi tribes, Mr. Johnson has devoted 
his energies to projects—including the building 
of the House of Learning Longhouse—that 
have encouraged more members of local 
tribes to participate in the life of Peninsula 
College. As a result of his efforts, enrollment 
rates of Native American students at Penin- 
sula College have never been higher. 


Mr. Speaker, it is an honor to represent a 
dedicated community leader and friend who is 
truly a rock for so many young people in our 
region. | am grateful for his efforts and dedica- 
tion and am proud to recognize Mr. Johnson’s 
achievements today in the United States Con- 
gress. 


September 12, 2016 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. TERRI A. SEWELL 


OF ALABAMA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 12, 2016 


Ms. SEWELL of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, dur- 
ing Roll Call votes held on September 12, 
2016, | was inescapably detained handling im- 
portant matters related to my District and the 
State of Alabama. If | had been present, | 
would have voted Yes on H. Res. 847 and 
Yes on H. Res. 835. 


-m 


TRIBUTE TO EARLHAM LION’S 
CLUB 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 12, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate the 
Earlham Lion’s Club for being honored as the 
2016 Citizens of the Year at the Earlham 
Freedom Fest. 

Earlham Lion’s Club was chartered on June 
1, 2009 and have since faithfully served their 
community. They provide eyesight screenings 
and collect used eye glasses for use on mis- 
sions in developing countries. Earlham Lion’s 
club members have provided a free commu- 
nity Thanksgiving dinner and provide school 
supplies for children in need along with a 
number of other programs. 

Mr. Speaker, | know that my colleagues in 
the United States Congress join me in con- 
gratulating the Earlham Lion’s Club for being 
selected as the 2016 Citizens of the Year. It 
is an honor to represent them in the United 
States House of Representatives and | wish 
them all nothing but continued success. 


CAMPUS FIRE SAFETY MONTH 


HON. BILL PASCRELL, JR. 


OF NEW JERSEY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 12, 2016 


Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize Campus Fire Safety Month during 
the month of September. 

| first became involved in the issue of cam- 
pus fire safety following a tragic fire at Seton 
Hall University, in which three students were 
killed. Since that time, we have made many 
strides, including the passage of the Campus 
Fire Safety Right to Know Act, which will en- 
sure that prospective students and their fami- 
lies are provided with the fire safety records, 
information and statistics of colleges and uni- 
versities. 

Last academic year, there were no college- 
related fire deaths anywhere in the U.S. for 
the first time since 2000—an incredible drop 
from when 20 people were killed in 2006- 
2007. This progress can be attributed to the 
commendable efforts of fire departments, 
schools, and communities coming together to 
address this serious problem. 
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According to the United States Fire Adminis- 
tration, 94 percent of college-related fire 
deaths happen in off-campus housing, where 
most students live. Through greater aware- 
ness and education, both students and par- 
ents are able to make informed decisions on 
choosing fire-safe housing that includes 
smoke alarms and two ways out. Students are 
more aware of how their actions can avoid 
having a fire happen in the first place and 
what to do if one does occur. This not only 
helps save their lives, but also the lives of 
their roommates and the fire fighters who are 
responding. 

By teaching college students about fire safe- 
ty, we are teaching them not only how to be 
fire-safe during their time in college, but also 
for the rest of their lives. By creating a fire- 
safe generation now, we can make society 
safer for the future and reduce the tragic im- 
pact of fire. In the U.S. approximately 3,000 
people die in fires every year. 

It is my sincere hope that college campuses 
in New Jersey and across the nation will par- 
ticipate in Campus Fire Safety Month activities 
throughout September. We must do all that we 
can to keep our nation’s students safe and in- 
formed. This is also why | introduced the 
Campus Fire Safety Education Act, to provide 
universities with grants they can use to de- 
velop or implement campus fire safety edu- 
cation strategies. We must do everything in 
our power to ensure the safety and security of 
our children when they leave for college. 

| want to commend all of those who are 
working to make our campuses and commu- 
nities better places to live, because fire safety 
is everyone’s fight. Fire safety on campus 
today means a fire safe nation for tomorrow. 


EEE 


TRIBUTE TO THE STUDENTS OF 
YUMA HIGH SCHOOL 


HON. KEN BUCK 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 12, 2016 


Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to rec- 
ognize the dedication and achievements of the 
students of Yuma High School. 

In memory of Eliza Routt and her tireless 
commitment to public service, Colorado and 
Secretary of State Wayne Williams have cre- 
ated the Eliza Prickell Routt Award. This 
award recognizes high school students who 
register 85 percent or more of their senior 
class to vote and commends the outstanding 
dedication of students who are participating in 
civic engagement. 

This year, the recipient of the Eliza Prickell 
Routt Award is Yuma High School. This stu- 
dent body has shown their commitment to 
strengthen our democracy and improve our 
ability to govern. The efforts made by these 
high school students are significant, and we 
should applaud them as their accomplishment 
will better our nation for future generations. 

It is truly inspiring to see the next genera- 
tion, represented by these students, striving 
for a better future. Yuma High School, and 
these young men and women, embody the 
values that make America exceptional. | would 
like to extend my sincerest congratulations in 
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this achievement and their acceptance of the 
Eliza Prickell Routt Award. 

Mr. Speaker, it is an honor to recognize 
Yuma High School and its students for their 
commitment to democracy and the United 
States of America. 


EE 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
HON. RODNEY P. FRELINGHUYSEN 


OF NEW JERSEY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 12, 2016 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Speaker, on 
Roll Call Number 491, on the motion to sus- 
pend the rules and agree to H. Res. 660, Ex- 
pressing the sense of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to support the territorial integrity 
of Georgia, | am not recorded. Had | been 
present, | would have voted Aye. 


TRIBUTE TO JUDY WEDEMEYER 
HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 12, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Judy 
Wedemeyer for receiving the Distinguished 
Service Award from the Casey Service Club. 

Ms. Wedemeyer was recognized at the 
Casey Fun Day celebration on July 9, 2016. 
Judy Wedemeyer and Nita Fagan currently 
serve as co-presidents of the Casey Service 
Club and are active members of the Casey 
Historical Society. They have given many 
hours to researching and writing the “Memo- 
ries of Casey” column for The Adair News and 
are responsible for spearheading the Hearts of 
Gold Fundraiser campaign. 

Mr. Speaker, | know that my colleagues in 
the United States Congress join me in com- 
mending Judy Wedemeyer for her service to 
Casey and congratulate her on this award. It 
is an honor to represent her in the United 
States House of Representatives and | wish 
her nothing but the best in her future endeav- 
ors. 


Ee 


RECOGNIZING THE McLANEY FAM- 
ILY AS THE 2016 OKALOOSA 
COUNTY, FLORIDA, FARM FAM- 
ILY OF THE YEAR 


HON. JEFF MILLER 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 12, 2016 


Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, it is 
with great pleasure that | rise to recognize the 
McLaney Family of Laurel Hill for being se- 
lected as the 2016 Okaloosa County, Florida, 
Outstanding Farm Family of the Year. 

Although Joel McLaney was previously an 
electrician by trade, farming has been a part 
of the McLaney family for three generations. 
When Joel transitioned into farming full time, 
he purchased 83 acres of land from his grand- 
father who was involved in the poultry indus- 
try. For many years, Joel raised poultry in five 
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chicken houses, and today on 300 acres, the 
McLaneys raise cattle and grow a variety of 
crops, including: cotton, peanuts, and hay. 


Joel and his wife Gena of 25 years have 
two children, Josh, who is a senior at the Uni- 
versity of West Florida, and Kaylyn, a senior 
at Laurel Hill High School, within whom they 
have instilled the value of hard work and to 
whom they plan to pass on the farm to con- 
tinue the McLaney family farming tradition. 


Aside from their time on the farm, Joel is a 
bus driver and Gena is a teacher. The 
McLaneys are also active members of Auburn 
Pentecostal Church and the Farm Bureau. 


Mr. Speaker, the Okaloosa County Out- 
standing Farm Family of the Year Award is a 
true reflection of the McLaneys’ tireless work 
and their dedication to family and farming. On 
behalf of the United States Congress, | would 
like to offer my congratulations to the 
McLaney family for being outstanding in their 
field. My wife Vicki and | extend our best wish- 
es for their continued success. 


ee 


CONGRATULATING DAVE ALI FILS- 
AIME AND BASKETBALL TO UP- 
LIFT THE YOUTH (BUY) 


HON. FREDERICA S. WILSON 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 12, 2016 


Ms. WILSON of Florida. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to congratulate Mr. Dave Ali Fils-Aimé 
on the third anniversary and success of Bas- 
ketball to Uplift the Youth (BUY). Using bas- 
ketball as a tool, BUY provides year-round 
mentorship for school-aged boys and girls in 
Haiti. The program combines basketball and 
education to encourage teamwork, promote 
healthy lifestyles, build leadership skills, and 
promote the value of service. 


Fils-Aimé, a graduate of Yale University and 
Harvard University, left Haiti for the United 
States at the age of twelve. As a former par- 
ticipant of the 5000 Role Models of Excellence 
Project, a drop-out prevention and mentoring 
program | started nearly 25 years ago in 
South Florida, Fils-Aimé is a walking embodi- 
ment of what it means to be a role model. 
Using his experience with 5000 Role Models 
and his passion for Haiti’s youth, he created 
Basketball to Uplift the Youth in July 2013. 


Since its inception, BUY has engaged youth 
from some of Port-au-Prince’s most disadvan- 
taged neighborhoods. The program works to 
mold young, well-rounded individuals in Haiti. 
There are also plans to expand the program 
by establishing a scholarship fund. Fils-Aime’s 
leadership and commitment to excellence 
have allowed the program to flourish in its 
three years. 


Mr. Speaker, | ask you to join me in con- 
gratulating Dave Ali Fils-Aimé for his success 
and commitment to serving Haitis youth, and 
the achievements of Basketball to Uplift the 
Youth. 


EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


TRIBUTE TO REAR ADM. ART 
CLARK, USN (RET.), DEPUTY LAB 


DIRECTOR, IDAHO NATIONAL 
LABORATORY 
HON. MICHAEL K. SIMPSON 
OF IDAHO 


IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, September 12, 2016 


Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor Rear Admiral Arthur Clark, an extraor- 
dinary leader with 45 years of experience in 
management of large operations, in the U.S. 
Navy and at the Department of Energy’s Idaho 
National Laboratory. 

Born and raised in Ohio, Rear Admiral Clark 
served two tours in Vietnam as an in-country 
advisor, and was one of the last U.S. military 
personnel to leave in 1973. From there, he 
went on to hold leadership roles that trans- 
formed the U.S. Navy at the end of the 20th 
century. He was project coordinator for the 
construction of California- and Virginia-class 
guided missile cruisers, which integrated nu- 
clear reactors and advanced combat systems 
into the world’s most advanced surface ships. 
As Commander of the Puget Sound Naval 
Shipyard, he led the first program for reactor 
compartment disposal of the first 28 nuclear 
reactors to long-term, environmentally safe 
storage. He also developed recycle disposal of 
nuclear submarine and ship hulls. As Director 
of Fleet Maintenance of the U.S. Atlantic Fleet 
during Operation Desert Shield/Desert Storm 
he developed innovative maintenance proc- 
esses that contributed to success in Bosnia 
and the Second Gulf War. 

After retirement from the Navy, Admiral 
Clark served two years as president of B&W 
Hanford Co., where he was responsible for the 
decommission and inactivation of numerous 
World War Il legacy nuclear material produc- 
tion facilities. These included the PUREX and 
B Plant. He also started the thermal stabiliza- 
tion of 43 metric tons of excess weapons 
grade plutonium stored in the Plutonium Fin- 
ishing Plant at Hanford, Washington. 

Art then accepted an assignment as Vice 
President and Director of Site Operations at 
the Idaho National Environmental and Engi- 
neering Laboratory. His work there led to the 
inactivation and cleanup of legacy nuclear fa- 
cilities including several nuclear research reac- 
tors and spent fuel pools. He oversaw proc- 
essing of the debris from the Three Mile Island 
reactor accident for interim safe storage, and 
also delivered the first 3,100 cubic meters of 
trans-uranic material left over from the Rocky 
Flats weapons production facility to under- 
ground storage in New Mexico. Art was re- 
sponsible for design, construction, and start-up 
of the Advanced Retrieval Project, which is 
being used for cleanup of the laboratory’s 
TRU buried waste disposal site. 

Art served six years as Deputy Laboratory 
Director for Operations at the Idaho National 
Laboratory, the nation’s lead nuclear labora- 
tory, where he had responsibility for over- 
seeing the safe operation of the laboratory’s 
nuclear facilities, including the Advanced Test 
Reactor (ATR), the nation’s most versatile irra- 
diation test facility. He helped direct the devel- 
opment of the Next Generation Nuclear Plant, 
a high-temperature gas reactor designed for 
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process heat applications. He currently serves 
as Senior Technical Advisor to the Laboratory 
Director, with a focus on important cross-cut- 
ting and strategic initiatives. 

He holds a master’s degree in Industrial 
Management from George Washington Univer- 
sity and a bachelor’s degree in Mechanical 
Engineering/Marine Engineering/Naval Archi- 
tecture from Virginia Tech. He is also a grad- 
uate of the University of Virginia Executive 
Program. 

It is a great honor to congratulate Admiral 
Clark on his remarkable career of achieve- 
ment. Art represents the best of the many tal- 
ented people in the Navy and the National 
Laboratory complex whose knowledge and 
skill have been essential to keeping our nation 
strong and secure. Thank you, Admiral Clark 
for your service to our nation, and congratula- 
tions on your many accomplishments. 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO MARJORIE AND 
JAMIE BENOIT 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 12, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Marjorie 
and Jamie Benoit on the very special occasion 
of their 60th wedding anniversary. 

Jamie and Marjorie were married on July 
15, 1956 in Long Beach, California and now 
make their home in Creston, lowa. Their life- 
long commitment to each other and their fam- 
ily truly embodies lowa’s values. As the years 
pass, may their love continue to grow even 
stronger and may they continue to love, cher- 
ish, and honor one another for many more 
years to come. 

Mr. Speaker, | commend this lovely couple 
on their 60 years of life together and | wish 
them many more. | know my colleagues in the 
United States House of Representatives will 
join me in congratulating them on this momen- 
tous occasion. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. ROBERT J. WITTMAN 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 12, 2016 


Mr. WITTMAN. Mr. Speaker, | missed a re- 
corded vote on September 7, 2016. Had | 
been present, | would have voted “NO” on roll 
call vote No. 484, Cicilline of Rhode Island 
Amendment No. 2. 


ES 


HONORING DR. BHAGWATI J. 
MISTRY 


HON. ELIOT L. ENGEL 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, September 12, 2016 


Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor a dear friend, Dr. Bhagwati J. Mistry, 
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who is being honored with the D. Austin 
Sniffen Medal of Honor for 2016 by the Ninth 
District Dental Association. 


Born on February 17, 1953 in the City of 
Ahmedabad, India, BJ as she is better known 
was the youngest of five children born to 
Laxmichand and Shakriben Gajar. Her parents 
were always supportive, especially her mother 
who would often encourage BJ to go into 
medicine, as it was “the best profession to 
serve.” From humble beginnings, BJ went on 
to complete her schooling and attend the Gov- 
ernment Dental College in Ahmedabad. Soon 
she met the love of her life and future hus- 
band, Jagdish Mistry, and following their mar- 
riage in 1977 they emigrated to the United 
States in 1978. Following graduation from the 
Government Dental College in India, BJ en- 
tered a Postgraduate Pediatric Dentistry pro- 
gram at the College of Medicine and Dentistry 
of New Jersey. In 1982, she established a 
thriving Pediatric Dentistry practice in 
Tarrytown New York, “Pediatric Dental Care of 
Westchester.” In 1991, BJ became a Dip- 
lomate of the American Board of Pediatric 
Dentistry. In 2005, her work was recognized 
by the American Dental Association (ADA) 
which awarded BJ the Best Grassroots Team 
Leadership Award. 


But no recognition is as important to BJ as 
her family. She and Jagdish have been hap- 
pily married for almost 40 years, and together 
they have raised two wonderful and accom- 
plished daughters, Nisha and Shivani. 


| have known BJ for many years, and | 
treasure our friendship together. She is incred- 
ibly deserving of this honor, and | want to con- 
gratulate her on this joyous occasion. 


ES 


TRIBUTE TO THE 2016 JOHNSTON 
LITTLE LEAGUE BASEBALL 
WORLD SERIES TEAM 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 12, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate the John- 
ston Little League Baseball World Series 
Team for winning the Midwest Regional Little 
League Championships. This team, comprised 
of 14 young men, was also one of only eight 
teams to represent the United States in the 
Little League World Series and performed ad- 
mirably. They placed fourth in the United 
States and 7th place in the world. 


Mr. Speaker, the example set by these 
young men and their coaches demonstrates 
the rewards of hard work, dedication, and per- 
severance. | am honored to represent them 
and their families in the United States Con- 
gress. | know all of my colleagues in the 
United States House of Representatives join 
me in congratulating these young people for 
competing in this rigorous competition and 
wishing them all nothing but continued suc- 
cess. 
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OUR UNCONSCIONABLE NATIONAL 
DEBT 


HON. MIKE COFFMAN 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 12, 2016 


Mr. COFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, on January 
20, 2009, the day President Obama took of- 
fice, the national debt was 
$10,626,877,048,913.08. 

Today, it is $19,482,086,271,333.82. We've 
added $8,855,209,222,420.74 to our debt in 6 
years. This is over $7.5 trillion in debt our na- 
tion, our economy, and our children could 
have avoided with a balanced budget amend- 
ment. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. H. MORGAN GRIFFITH 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 12, 2016 


Mr. GRIFFITH. Mr. Speaker, on roll call no. 
495 on motion pass H.R. 5424, the Investment 
Advisers Modernization Act of 2016, | was de- 
tained. 

Had | been present, | would have voted 
Yea. 


FIRST RESPONDERS 


HON. MARSHA BLACKBURN 


OF TENNESSEE 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 12, 2016 


Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, fifteen 
years ago yesterday, we all remember where 
we were when we first heard a plane had hit 
the North Tower of the World Trade Center. 
We also remember that solemn moment when 
we saw the second plane hit. We knew in- 
stantly that our country would never be the 
same. As we were just beginning to under- 
stand the gravity of what had happened, there 
were men and women who already were in 
action to prevent further loss of life. Air traffic 
controllers took the unprecedented action of 
clearing our nation’s airspace of over 4,452 
aircraft. Within hours, the FBI had determined 
who was responsible for perpetrating the ter- 
rible acts. Passengers on Flight 93 forced their 
own plane into a field in Shanksville, Pennsyl- 
vania to avoid it being used as a weapon 
against the White House or the Capitol build- 
ing. 

The most powerful images we saw that day 
were the first responders. As people were run- 
ning from the World Trade Center towers and 
the Pentagon toward safety, men and women 
in uniform were heading in the opposite direc- 
tion to save as many people as possible from 
burning and collapsing buildings. At that mo- 
ment, their bravery, instinct and training took 
over. Those professionals knew that they may 
be giving their lives to save others. It is fitting 
that this tribute to the first responders of 
Brentwood is dedicated on this most somber 
of days. Brentwood Fire and Police first re- 
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sponders are no different than the men and 
women we witnessed sacrificing themselves 
on 9/11. Their bravery, training and character 
is no different. They help keep us safe. 
Through doing so, they protect our freedom. 

Thank you to the City of Brentwood, Leader- 
ship Brentwood and the businesses who have 
made this Honor Garden possible. It will serve 
as a constant reminder of the service and sac- 
rifice of a few who protect so many. 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO SHAROL AND DON 
STEINBECK 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 12, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and honor Sharol and Don 
Steinbeck of Griswold, lowa on the very spe- 
cial occasion of their 60th wedding anniver- 
sary. 

Sharol and Don’s lifelong commitment to 
each other and their family truly embodies 
lowa values. As they reflect on their 60th anni- 
versary, | hope it is filled with happy memo- 
ries. May their commitment grow even strong- 
er, as they continue to love, cherish, and 
honor one another for many years to come. 

Mr. Speaker, | commend this great couple 
on their 60th year together and | wish them 
many more. | know my colleagues in the 
United States House of Representatives will 
join me in congratulating them on this momen- 
tous occasion. 


ee 


RECOGNIZING FLORIDA’S 16TH 
CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT FIRE 
AND RESCUE AND EMS PER- 
SONNEL 


HON. VERN BUCHANAN 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 12, 2016 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to recognize fire and rescue and EMS per- 
sonnel who have provided distinguished serv- 
ice to the people of Florida’s 16th Congres- 
sional District. 

As first responders, fire departments and 
emergency medical service teams are sum- 
moned on short notice to serve their respec- 
tive communities. Oftentimes, they arrive at 
scenes of great adversity and trauma, to 
which they reliably bring strength and 
composure. These brave men and women 
spend hundreds of hours in training so that 
they are prepared when they get “the call.” 

In 2012, | established the 16th District Con- 
gressional Fire and Rescue and EMS Awards 
to honor officers, departments, and units for 
outstanding achievement. 

On behalf of the people of Florida’s 16th 
District, it is my privilege to congratulate the 
following winners, who were selected this year 
by an independent committee comprised of a 
cross section of current and retired fire and 
rescue personnel living in the district. 
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Battalion Chief Scott Blanchard of the City 
of Venice Fire Department was chosen to re- 
ceive the Above and Beyond the Call of Duty 
Award. 

Firefighter Christopher Carver of the North 
River Fire District was chosen to receive the 
Above and Beyond the Call of Duty Award. 

Chief Brian Gorski of the Southern Manatee 
Fire and Rescue District was chosen to re- 
ceive the Career Service Award. 

Lieutenant David Hawes of the North Port 
Fire Rescue District was chosen to receive the 
Above and Beyond the Call of Duty Award. 

Engineer Mathew Redmond of the North 
River District was chosen to receive the Above 
and Beyond the Call of Duty Award. 


EE 


HONORING PROSPECT HEIGHTS 
FIRE CHIEF DONALD GOULD, JR. 


HON. ROBERT J. DOLD 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 12, 2016 


Mr. DOLD. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to rec- 
ognize the career and contributions of Pros- 
pect Heights Fire Chief Donald Gould, Jr. 

The Prospect Heights Fire Department 
made great strides under Chief Gould’s lead- 
ership. When he took over as chief, there 
were no full-time firefighters in the district. The 
Prospect Heights district only consisted of vol- 
unteers and part-time staff. As of today, there 
are 15 full-time firefighters and 35 part-time 
members. 

Chief Gould leaves Prospect Heights with 
an outstanding professional fire force that con- 
tinually seeks to meet the community’s public 
safety needs. 

Mr. Speaker, along with the citizens of Pros- 
pect Heights, it is an honor today to express 
our deepest appreciation to Fire Chief Donald 
Gould, Jr. for his 49 years of service with the 
Prospect Heights Fire Protection District. 


ee 


TRIBUTE TO NAOMI AND GENE 
HACKWELL 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 12, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Naomi 
and Gene Hackwell of Anita, lowa, on the very 
special occasion of their 60th wedding anni- 
versary. They celebrated their anniversary on 
July 9, 2016. 

Naomi and Gene’s lifelong commitment to 
each other and their family truly embodies 
lowa values. As they reflect on their 60th anni- 
versary, | hope it is filled with happy memo- 
ries. May their commitment grow even strong- 
er, as they continue to love, cherish, and 
honor one another for many years to come. 

Mr. Speaker, | commend this great couple 
on their 60th year together and | wish them 
many more. | know my colleagues in the 
United States House of Representatives will 
join me in congratulating them on this momen- 
tous occasion. 
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HONORING MATTHEW A. TAYLOR 


HON. ELIOT L. ENGEL 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 12, 2016 


Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor a wonderful young man in my district, 
Matthew A. Taylor, who was recently con- 
ferred the rank of Eagle Scout, the highest 
achievement or rank attainable, by the Boy 
Scouts of America on May 31st, 2016. 

Matthew’s hard work and dedication has 
been evident throughout his Boy Scout career, 
culminating with an Eagle Scout project that 
was exceptional in its scope and accomplish- 
ments. Matthew focused on helping to improve 
the Thomas Paine Cottage Museum, the last 
structure in North America that the Founding 
Father owned as his home and is open to the 
public as a historic house museum, in New 
Rochelle. Matthew’s efforts to help update and 
restore key elements of the cottage included 
scraping, sanding, and repainting the wooden 
porch at the cottage’s front entrance as well 
as the entrance door and railing at the rear of 
the cottage; repairing loose stone and broken 
mortar joints on the property’s stone pedes- 
trian bridge; power-washing the bridge; and 
cleaning up debris from the creek. His work 
was instrumental in maintaining and pre- 
serving the property, which in turn helps to 
perpetuate and promote the rich history of the 
City of New Rochelle. 

But Matthew’s project was only one facet of 
his work and ambition. He has committed his 
life to making a positive impact on his commu- 
nity and the people around him, and his attain- 
ing the rank of Eagle Scout is proof of that 
dedication and commitment. 

On September 10, 2016 Matthew and his 
family celebrated his Court of Honor with a 
wonderful award ceremony. | want to con- 
gratulate Matthew on this tremendous honor 
and personally thank him for all he has done 
to better his community. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. SAM JOHNSON 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 12, 2016 


Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
| submit the following with regard to missed 
votes on the week of September 4, 2016. 


On Roll Call number 479, had | been 
present | would have voted Yes. 

On Roll Call number 480, had | been 
present | would have voted Yes. 

On Roll Call number 488, had | been 
present | would have voted Yes. 

On Roll Call number 491, had | been 
present | would have voted Yes. 

On Roll Call number 493, had | been 
present | would have voted Yes. 

On Roll Call number 495, had | been 


present | would have voted Yes. 
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TRIBUTE TO JUDY AND JERRY 
FULLER 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 12, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Judy and 
Jerry Fuller of Council Bluffs, lowa, on the 
very special occasion of their 50th wedding 
anniversary. They were married on July 9, 
1966 at First Assembly of God Church in 
Council Bluffs. 

Judy and Jerry’s lifelong commitment to 
each other and their family truly embodies 
lowa values. As they reflect on their 50th anni- 
versary, | hope it is filled with happy memo- 
ries. May their commitment grow even strong- 
er, as they continue to love, cherish, and 
honor one another for many years to come. 

Mr. Speaker, | commend this great couple 
on their 50th year together and | wish them 
many more. | know my colleagues in the 
United States House of Representatives will 
join me in congratulating them on this momen- 
tous occasion. 


EE 
HONORING 9/11 VICTIMS OF NEW 
JERSEY’S THIRD CONGRES- 


SIONAL DISTRICT 


HON. THOMAS MacARTHUR 


OF NEW JERSEY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 12, 2016 


Mr. MACARTHUR. Mr. Speaker, upon the 
15th anniversary of the September 11th Ter- 
rorist Attacks, | rise today to honor all the vic- 
tims of that horrible day, and specifically, 
those of New Jersey’s Third Congressional 
District. Innocent loved ones were stolen far 
too soon from family and friends, and brave 
first responders were lost in the line of duty in 
the wake of the attacks. 

The love that we demonstrated for our fel- 
low citizens in the aftermath of the attacks 
was the ultimate rebuke to the hatred of those 
who attacked us fifteen years ago. | stand 
today, overwhelmed with that same love and 
feeling of unity. Today, | would like to espe- 
cially remember these New Jersey residents: 


Manuel Alarcon of Medford 
Peter Apollo of Waretown 

Brett Bailey of Brick 

Nicholas Bogdon of Pemberton Borough 
Christopher Cramer of Stafford 
Michael Diehl of Brick 

Patricia Fagan of Toms River 
Joan Griffith of Willingboro 

Leroy Homer of Evesham 
Gricelada James of Willingboro 
Robert Kennedy of Toms River 
Ferdinand Morrone of Lakewood 
Jon Perconti of Brick 

James Sands, Jr. of Brick 
Raphael Scorca of Beachwood 
Lesley Thomas of Brick 
Christopher Traina of Brick 
Perry Thompson of Mount Laurel 
Lee Adler of Springfield 

JoAnn Heltibridle of Springfield 
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James Murphy of Point Pleasant 


This anniversary should remind us that the 
American way of life stands for freedom and 
the firm belief that people can govern them- 
selves through free exchange of ideas and re- 
spect for one another. We do not bend to 
those who rule by oppression, violence, and 
fear and that will never change. This anniver- 
sary reminds us that we can band together, 
that we have done so in the past and that we 
will continue to do so going forward, in the 
spirit of our nation. Today, we move forward 
together in honor of those that were lost on 
that terrible day, united as one, determined to 
prevent such terrible tragedy from occurring 
again. 

Mr. Speaker, the people of New Jersey’s 
Third Congressional District are tremendously 
honored to have had each and every one of 
these victims as selfless and dedicated mem- 
bers of their communities. It is with a heavy 
heart that | commemorate their lives, and rec- 
ognize the lasting legacies that they have left 
behind, before the United States House of 
Representatives. 


HONORING ANTHONY A. NICHOLS 
HON. MIKE QUIGLEY 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 12, 2016 


Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize Anthony A. Nichols, the President 
and CEO of Central Federal Savings and 
Loan Association of Chicago. For over one 
hundred years, Central Federal Savings has 
provided financial services to communities in 
Chicago and the surrounding suburbs. Mr. 
Nichols has served as President of Central 
Federal Savings of Chicago for the past 48 
years and has led the bank through economic 
downturns and other challenges to become 
one of the strongest in the nation. 

During Mr. Nichols’ tenure as President of 
Central Federal Savings, he has wisely guided 
the bank through difficult economic conditions 
that has led to the failure or consolidation of 
many other community banks. As of today, 
Central Federal Savings holds a 5-star rating 
from Bauer Financial and in every regulatory 
examination that the bank has undergone dur- 
ing the past fourteen years, it has been rated 
“outstanding” for its Community Reinvestment 
Act lending. 

Outside of his professional life, Mr. Nichols 
has devoted a substantial part of his personal 
time to giving back to his community. He has 
served on the boards of most of the local 
chambers of commerce in his area and was 
one of the founders of the Lincoln-Belmont 
Businessmen’s Association; now the Lakeview 
Chamber of Commerce. He also serves as a 
Director of the Chicagoland Association of 
Savings Institutions, as a Director of the Illi- 
nois Savings and Loan League, and as a 
leader in many other financial and business 
organizations in Chicago. 

In addition to those organizations, Mr. Nich- 
ols serves on multiple committees for Saint 
Joseph Hospital, including as President of 
their Associates Board and Vice President of 
the Hospital Foundation. In addition, he serves 
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as the President and a Trustee of St. Andrew 
Greek Orthodox Church, a Trustee of the 
Greek Orthodox Diocese of Chicago, a Direc- 
tor for Greek Star Newspaper, a Director and 
the Treasurer for the Hellenic Foundation, 
among many other positions. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask all of my colleagues to 
join me in recognizing all of the great work An- 
thony Nichols has done for his community. Mr. 
Nichols has proudly served Chicagoland in 
both his professional and personal life in order 
to make his community a better place for ev- 
eryone. | wish to thank him for his many years 
of service. 


HONORING MARIAN LUPU 


HON. RAUL M. GRIJALVA 


OF ARIZONA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 12, 2016 


Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in 
honor of Marian Lupu, a zealous warrior for 
the elderly, who died on Sunday, August 14, 
2016 at age 91 at her home in Tucson, AZ. 
Marian’s impact on the field of aging and the 
development of programming designed to help 
older adults cannot be over-estimated. She pi- 
oneered efforts to improve services to the el- 
derly through both the development of model 
programs and the influence of local, state, na- 
tional and even international policy. She origi- 
nated or advanced many health and social 
care delivery models for older persons that 
have been widely replicated. 

Born in Chicago, Marian grew up during the 
Great Depression in an observant Jewish 
household. Her education may have sewn the 
early seeds for her advocacy approach. She 
took one of the first courses ever taught on 
aging when she was a graduate student at the 
University of Chicago and was a student of 
famed community organizer Saul Alinsky. “I 
soon decided,” she said, “that all the research 
in the world wasn’t going to help the aging 
population unless it provided services and ad- 
vocacy.” After completion of a degree in in- 
dustrial relations, she worked for the National 
Opinion Research Center at the University of 
Chicago, first as an interviewer, and then a 
supervisor of a nationwide, multi-year survey 
about issues facing the elderly. 

Marian married Charles Lupu in Chicago in 
1948. Their nearly sixty year union was a 
source of great joy and stability for her. 
Charles was unusual for the era in being com- 
pletely supportive of his wife’s professional ca- 
reer, never looking at her accomplishments as 
in any way diminishing his own. After living in 
Chicago, New Orleans, Charlottesville, and 
Pittsburgh, they settled in Tucson in 1966. A 
child of the Great Depression, Marian could 
never quite believe her good fortune in actu- 
ally buying a house—her first—when she and 
her husband moved to Tucson. It was located 
in the now historic Harold Bell Wright neigh- 
borhood and she delighted in finding old cop- 
ies of Harold Bell Wright’s once popular nov- 
els at yard sales and flea markets. 

Shortly after moving to Tucson, Marian be- 
came the founding executive director of the 
Pima Council on Aging (PCOA). When she re- 
tired from PCOA in 2007 at the age of 82, she 
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had the distinction of being the longest serving 
Area Agency On Aging Executive Director in 
the nation. But it was not so much the length 
of her tenure as the tenacity and skill of her 
advocacy that won her wide recognition and 
admiration. She saw the increasing ranks of 
the older population not as a problem, but as 
a resource. In 1978, when she was president 
of the Western Gerontological Society (now 
the American Society on Aging) she said, “I 
don’t see increasing number of elderly per- 
sons as a problem . . . Just as we changed 
from a frontier society to a manufacturing and 
agricultural society, we will change . . . be- 
cause the demographics of our country are 
changing.” The older population will be “pio- 
neers, thinkers and dreamers for the future.” 

An early demonstration program developed 
in 1972 through Marian’s leadership at the 
Pima Council on Aging, and funded in part 
through the Model Cities Program of President 
Lyndon Johnson’s Great Society, served to 
define the now common concept of continuum 
of care. Central to the delivery system was the 
idea that each person participating in the pro- 
gram would be assigned a facilitator—a social 
worker responsible for identifying what serv- 
ices were needed, arranging for service deliv- 
ery, and monitoring appropriateness of care. 
The services selected as most critically need- 
ed by Pima County residents included health- 
homemaker, home delivered meals, social and 
nutrition services, day care, and transpor- 
tation. 

Other innovative programming that Marian 
helped develop and implement included com- 
prehensive adult day health services, senior 
socialization and nutrition programs in senior 
centers, senior art fairs (the “Sun Fair’ in Tuc- 
son), the role of case managers in coordi- 
nating multiple services for older adults offered 
through a variety of providers, living environ- 
ments for older adults that accommodate for 
sensory changes, and comprehensive hospice 
care. 

Many of these programs were developed in 
concert with other community leaders, with 
academic partners at the University of Ari- 
zona, especially Dr. Theodore Koff, and with 
elders themselves. Her career-long associa- 
tion with Dr. Koff was an unusually strong ex- 
ample of academic/community partnership. 

Marian was well known in the halls of Con- 
gress, in the Arizona state capitol, and in 
county and city agencies. Whenever an issue 
of concern to the elderly arose, she would 
make sure that the galleries were full of senior 
citizens willing to speak out. Former Tucson 
Mayor Lew Murphy recalled in a 2003 inter- 
view with the Arizona Daily Star this well- 
known tactic of Marian’s in advancing funding 
for seniors. She was relentless. “Marian, just 
tell us what you want, and we’ll get this over 
with,” Murphy would direct her. 

Marian’s early success in building a model 
network of services in Tucson was showcased 
in a 1976 Working Paper of the Special Sen- 
ate Committee on Aging, which highlighted 
many Tucson agencies working together to 
deliver adult day care, home care, and special 
transportation at a time when these services 
were novel. Marian attended four White House 
Conferences on Aging in 1971, 1981, 1995 
and 2005 and made many other trips to 
Washington D.C. to advocate for senior serv- 
ices. 
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She relished telling the story of how she 
had chided President Carter during one of 
those trips to Washington. Nelson Cruikshank, 
President of the Federal Council on Aging, 
had arranged for a number of senior advo- 
cates to meet with the president. They had 15 
minutes. The President entered the room and 
began speaking about the Panama Canal 
treaty, which was very much on his mind at 
the time. The clock was ticking and Marian 
was anxious that the allotted time would soon 
run out. As soon as she could, she rose and 
vigorously told the President, “We are here to 
talk about what seniors need, not the Panama 
Canal, and we don’t have much time left.” 
Years later, she was on an airplane when 
President Carter emerged from first class, 
started walking down the aisle, greeting pas- 
sengers and shaking hands. When he got to 
the row where Marian was sitting with her hus- 
band Charles, he paused, turned to Charles 
and said, “You must be a very patient man.” 
Charles demurred and asked why he said 
that. President Carter replied, “This woman 
here is the only one besides Helen Thomas 
who dared to interrupt me and shake her fin- 
ger at me while | was in the White House.” 

Marian made an impression on many of the 
politicians who worked with her because she 
built bridges and expected cooperation across 
customarily divisive lines. She found ways to 
bridge differences between political parties, 
government and business, ethnic commu- 
nities, academia, and service delivery. In an 
era before conference calls were ubiquitous, 
she was known for having two phone lines on 
her desk. She would call up someone at the 
state level on one phone and someone at the 
federal level on another phone. She would say 
“Washington—you say X, State you say Y. 
What am | supposed to do here in Pima 
County? | need to resolve this regulatory prob- 
lem in order to. . . .” Soon enough, she 
would get a resolution to whatever was imped- 
ing the latest innovative idea she wanted to 
put in place in Tucson. 

Her contributions on the local, state and na- 
tional level have been recognized as signifi- 
cant by those who understand the impact of 
her efforts and accomplishments in helping to 
improve the lives of many thousands of indi- 
viduals and multi-generational families. Nu- 
merous awards decorate the halls of her 
home, but it was clear to all that she did not 
pursue her fierce advocacy in order to gain 
personal recognition, but in order to fight 
ageism, improve the lives of elders them- 
selves and of the families that love them, and 
create an age-friendly society. She thoroughly 
believed the PCOA motto, “If aging is not your 
issue now, it will be.” Whenever someone said 
to her, “you don’t look 60 (or 70 or 80 or 90), 
she would reply, “This is what (60, or 70, or 
80 or 90) looks like!” 

When Marian retired from PCOA at the age 
of 82, she took her own advice and began an 
“encore career.” She served as president of 
the board, back office staff, hall monitor and 
fairy godmother for Dancing in the Streets, Ari- 
zona (DITSAZ). DITSAZ, founded by her 
daughter, Soleste Lupu, and husband, Joseph 
Rodgers, is a ballet school in South Tucson 
serving a diverse population of students of all 
shapes, backgrounds, economic levels, and 
special needs. Seventy-five percent of the 
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dance school’s participants are on partial or 
full scholarships due to poverty in the region. 
Marian attributed this poverty to both “our 
prejudice and the lack of jobs.” “I thought | 
saw poverty in the ‘60s and ’70s when | was 
involved in bringing the needs of the elderly to 
the community,” she says. “But you very rare- 
ly heard of the homeless elderly. For kids 
today it’s different. I’ve never seen poverty 
among children the way you see it now.” 

Marian saw working with children as a nat- 
ural extension of working with older adults. 
She would say, “We are all part of a family. 
If the grandparents aren’t safe and happy, 
then the children and grandchildren are wor- 
ried. And if the grandchildren aren’t safe and 
happy themselves, then the grandparents are 
worried. We need the children to grow up to 
be strong, contributing citizens in order to sup- 
port the services elders need. And we need 
the elders to contribute their wisdom and per- 
spective and vision to help the next generation 
flourish.” During her encore career, Marian 
often spoke up about the need for a com- 
prehensive view of education. “We need 
STEAM, not STEM, to power our society” she 
would say—referring to the inclusion of arts in 
a science, technology, engineering and math- 
focused curriculum. 

Marian is survived by her children and their 
spouses: Dale Lupu and Richard Gladstein; 
Jarold and Jana (Daniels) Lupu; Soleste Lupu 
and Joseph Rodgers, and by her grand- 


children: Ariella Gladstein; Noah Lupu- 
Gladstein; and Emily, Cydny, and Neal Rod- 
gers. 


The Tucson and the entire national aging 
community will miss Marian’s dedication and 
passionate advocacy. 


-— a 


TRIBUTE TO BEV AND KEITH 
CATLETT 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 12, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Bev and 
Keith Catlett of Hamburg, lowa for being se- 
lected as the Grand Marshals for the 93rd Sid- 
ney lowa Championship Rodeo. Bev and Keith 
Catlett have been volunteering at the east en- 
trance of the Sidney Rodeo for 32 years. 

Bev and Keith are long-standing members 
of the Sidney community, being involved in all 
aspects of the region. Keith is a member of 
Williams, Jobe, Gibson American Legion Post 
128 of Sidney and Post 156 in Hamburg, 
lowa. Keith proudly served our country in the 
lowa Army National Guard and has worked as 
a farmer, school bus driver, school custodian 
and a former foreman for the Fremont County 
Roads Department. Bev served on the Ham- 
burg School Board, volunteered for the Mt. 
Olive Cemetery Board, Colonial Theatre 
Board, worked for Stoner Drug and drove a 
school bus. She is a lifelong member of the 
Pony Express Riders of lowa. 

Trevor Whipple, President of the Sidney 
lowa Championship Rodeo said, “The Catletts 
are most deserving of being Grand Marshals. 
They have been great volunteers for many 
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years. The Rodeo is honored to have them 
serve as Grand Marshals in 2016.” 

Mr. Speaker, | applaud Bev and Keith 
Catlett for their tireless commitment to the Sid- 
ney lowa Championship Rodeo and to the 
Sidney and Hamburg, lowa communities. 
Their 32 years of volunteer service to the Sid- 
ney, lowa Championship Rodeo is a testament 
to their hard work and determination to suc- 
ceed. | commend Bev and Keith Catlett for a 
job well done. | know that my colleagues in 
the U.S. House of Representatives join me in 
honoring them for their commitment to their 
community and wish them nothing but contin- 
ued success. 


THE FINAL FRONTIER 
HON. TED POE 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 12, 2016 


Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the year 
was nineteen-sixty-nine. Everyone around the 
country was glued to their TVs, waiting for 
video footage of one of the most incredible 
achievements in human history to hit their 
screens: a man on the moon. As a young 
adult in 1969, | watched Neil Armstrong set 
foot on the Moon and felt a swell of pride 
when the first word spoken on the moon was 
“Houston.” | am still proud to share a home- 
town with NASA. 

The journey to a moon landing included 
years of research, tests, and failures. These 
trials culminated into something that would 
have seemed unfathomable to anyone just a 
few years before. A man had piloted and land- 
ed a craft on the moon, gotten out, walked 
around, taken pictures, and returned home 
safely. 

The Space Race was a defining point of the 
Cold War, and perhaps the most exciting. The 
Cold War brought fear to the United States, in- 
cluding the looming threat of nuclear war. But 
the United States was not discouraged, and 
perservered to innovation with the American 
values of hard work and dedication. In the 
midst of fear, the invention of space travel cre- 
ated hope for the future. The Space Race 
gained as much attention as the Arms Race, 
and President Kennedy’s fierce speeches re- 
minded the American public that this endeavor 
was just as important in the war against the 
Soviet Union. Hundreds of the brightest minds 
in America were called upon not to prepare for 
war, but to become the new Columbus’ and 
Magellans as explorers of this “new and final 
frontier.” 

The Space Program quickly began to re- 
ceive the same treatment as the Nuclear Arms 
Programs, with millions of dollars flowing into 
numerous top secret projects. The newly 
formed National Aeronautics and Space Ad- 
ministration, or NASA, was faced with one of 
the toughest jobs on the planet. How were 
they going to find the men smart enough to 
construct a device that could not only go to 
the moon but land for an extended duration 
and reenter Earth’s atmosphere? Not to men- 
tion that a few years before a single computer 
had to have an entire room to be housed in, 
and they had to find the men brave (or foolish) 
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enough to fly such a contraption to its harsh 
and unforgiving destination. 

In the beginning, figuring out how we were 
going to put a man on the moon was not 
easy. Hundreds of men from all over the coun- 
try were scratching their heads wondering how 
they were going to have enough fuel to get 
them there and back again with all the nec- 
essary equipment. It was John Houbolt, an en- 
gineer from lowa who had an ingenious idea 
that, at the time, seemed ludicrous. Houbolt 
believed that more fuel could be conserved if 
the main craft stayed in orbit around the moon 
and much smaller lander would detach land 
on the moon, and then reattach with the main 
craft when it was time to depart. 

But this idea stretched so far from what 
NASA’s current team was already working on 
that many dismissed it. They would have to 
completely redesign the rocket, not to mention 
design this new “lander” and figure out how it 
would fit into the rocket with the astronauts. 
And they would have to finance even more 
training for the astronauts who would have to 
learn to detach and place the lander on the 
moon, and then relaunch and dock again with 
the orbiting rocket. 

But it didn’t take long for Houbolt to make 
his point. He insisted that this was the best 
way to accomplish a moon mission, and after 
months of hard work and redesign after rede- 
sign, the lunar lander was born. The iconic 
“spider” shaped lander is now exhibited in 
museums around the country, and without it 
the Apollo missions would have never left the 
launch pad. 

But to pilot these machines of genius, some 
extraordinarily brave men were needed to ex- 
plore the final frontier. NASA searched for 
some of the most gifted pilots and found one 
in the young Edward White from San Antonio. 
He was picked to man one of the early Gemini 
missions, Gemini 4, which only orbited the 
earth before coming back and acted as a 
stepping stone before the Apollo missions. 
During this mission, White became the first 
American to walk in space, exiting the vehicle 
and looking down at the Earth below. He was 
so exhilarated by the experience that he re- 
fused to come back into the vehicle at first 
and had to be given a direct order before he 
would comply. 

“Im coming back in. . .” he told Houston, 
“and it’s the saddest moment of my life.” 

Unfortunately, the story of how we made it 
to the moon is not without tragedies. After 
proving himself in the Gemini missions, Ed- 
ward White was selected for the first Apollo 
mission. It was mere weeks before Apollo | 
was set to launch when the three-man crew 
was scheduled for a “plugs out the test,” 
meaning they would go through the takeoff 
procedure without leaving the launch pad. 
Suddenly, a fire broke out in the main cabin. 
Pure oxygen quickly filled the tiny cabin, fuel- 
ing the rapidly spreading fire, and ultimately 
killing all three men aboard. 

While such tragedies set us back in our pur- 
suit of the moon, we have never surrendered 
to a challenge. The loss of these three brave 
men only caused NASA to crack down harder 
on the designs of the vessels that would take 
men to space, making them more efficient and 
safer than ever before. As technology evolves, 
space travel has become safer, however, dis- 
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aster still strikes. We still remember the brave 
men and women aboard the Challenger and 
the Columbia during the shuttle missions. Por- 
traits of these brave men and women adorn 
the halls of Congress, displayed for all visitors 
to see. Their sacrifice has only strengthened 
our resolve to reach for the stars. Failure is 
simply not an option. 

But apart from the men that space explo- 
ration has inspired or the technology that 
these programs created to make the world a 
better place, the space race had a profound 
effect on the nation. There has been nothing 
quite like it since. John F. Kennedy, whether 
or not you liked the man or his policy, defi- 
nitely had a passion for the space program, 
and he brought that passion to each and 
every one of his public speeches. It was this 
passion, along with the dedication of all the 
members involved with the project, that was 
passed along to the American public. Whether 
we were watching with baited breath from our 
televisions at home, engineering the rocket or 
flying the spacecraft, the United States was in 
this together. It was this devotion that united 
the American people like had never before, 
except for during war time. We were no longer 
Democrats or Republicans, we were Ameri- 
cans, cheering on and supporting the gallant 
men and women who were setting foot into 
this brave new world. No longer would blood- 
shed be required to bring this country to- 
gether. The space race proved that Americans 
could come together not only in tragedies but 
triumphs; triumphs that would shape the world 
as we know it. 

Mr. Speaker, the space race as we knew it 
then will never return with the same venge- 
ance. Technology progresses in different, and 
much faster, ways than it did during the height 
of the Cold War. But our space quest inspired 
millions of people around the globe, and that 
dream of future space exploration is still alive. 
| hope that while this governing body must 
face many serious and somber issues to keep 
this country safe and prosperous, that such a 
time will not fade from our memories, and that 
the American space dream will never fade 
away. Its unfortunate that we’ve seen the de- 
mise of NASA, a self-inflicted wound by our 
own Federal Government. In the interest of 
national security, we must continue to support 
the American space dream. 

And that’s just the way it is. 


Se 


HONORING THE LIFE AND DEDI- 
CATED SERVICE OF BRIG. GEN. 
MARK STOGSDILL, USAF RET. 


HON. JEFF MILLER 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 12, 2016 


Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, it is 
with profound sadness that | rise today to rec- 
ognize the life and dedicated service of Briga- 
dier General Thomas “Mark” Stogsdill, USAF 
retired, who passed away on July 19, 2016. 
General Stogsdill was a devoted family man, 
Vietnam veteran, and decorated warrior who 
proudly served our country as a member of 
the Armed Forces for over 35 years. | am 
humbled to rise and pay tribute to his life, his 
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unwavering commitment to service, and his 
dedication to our Nation’s heroes and their 
loved ones. 


General Stogsdill was born in Wellington, 
Kansas, to Betty (Montgomery) and Dale W. 
L. Stogsdill on September 8, 1947. His love 
for our country was strong and evident early 
on when he commissioned in the United 
States Air Force in the fall of 1969. He be- 
came a master navigator and earned his 
wings in 1970 at Mather Air Force Base, Cali- 
fornia. He completed more than 6,500 flying 
hours including 450 combat hours flown in 
AC-130 Spectre gunships during the South- 
east Asia conflict. After six years on active 
duty, General Stogsdill joined the Air Force 
Reserve in 1975. 


He assumed command of the 919th Special 
Operations Wing in 1998, which had recently 
transitioned from the AC-130A Spectre 
gunship to the MC—130E Combat Talon and 
MC-130P Combat Shadow. His leadership 
and dedication to those under his command 
helped ensure a successful transition. General 
Stogsdill was constantly looking for new ways 
to improve his beloved 919th SOW. It was his 
innovative thinking and driven persistence that 
enabled the Total Force Integration between 
the Air Force Special Operations Command's 
5th Special Operations Squadron and 9th 
SOS at Eglin Air Force Base, and the Air 
Force Reserve Command’s 711th SOS and 
8th SOS at Duke Field. Moving reservists to 
Eglin and active duty members to Duke Field 
created a long-standing cohesion among the 
Special Operations Squadrons. 


Many will remember General Stogsdill for 
his courage and resolve following the Sep- 
tember 11, 2001, terrorist attacks on our 
homeland. General Stogsdill led his unit 
through numerous combat deployments. Ex- 
tremely successful in their missions, the 919th 
SOW became known as one of the most high- 
ly decorated wings in the United States Air 
Force Reserve. 


Upon his retirement from the Air Force in 
2006, General Stogsdill remained dedicated to 
those who serve and their families along with 
the community of Northwest Florida. He was 
an active member of both the Crestview Mili- 
tary Affairs Council and Emerald Coast Military 
Affairs Council and was a board member of 
the Fisher House. 


During his distinguished career, General 
Stogsdill was greatly regarded within the Air 
Force and Northwest Florida communities, 
and, to many he will be remembered for his 
devotion to his country and fellow man. To his 
family and friends, he'll be remembered as a 
loving family man with a great sense of 
humor. Without question, General Stogsdill 
lived a life full of service and has earned our 
Nation’s highest respect and gratitude. 


Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the United States 
Congress, it is a privilege for me to honor 
Brigadier General Mark Stogsdill’s lifetime of 
service. My wife Vicki and | extend our pray- 
ers and sincere condolences to his wife and 
best friend, Jan; two daughters—Sarah and 
Emma; and the entire Stogsdill family. 
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TRIBUTE TO DON AND JOAN 
STAVER 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 12, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Don and 
Joan Staver on the very special occasion of 
their 60th wedding anniversary. 

Don and Joan Staver were married on June 
23, 1956 at Saint Clement’s Catholic Church 
in Bankston, lowa and now make their home 
in Panora, lowa. Their lifelong commitment to 
each other and their family truly embodies 
lowa’s values. As the years pass, may their 
love continue to grow even stronger and may 
they continue to love, cherish, and honor one 
another for many more years to come. 

Mr. Speaker, | commend this lovely couple 
on their 60 years of life together and | wish 
them many more. | know my colleagues in the 
United States House of Representatives will 
join me in congratulating them on this momen- 
tous occasion. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING MRS. LAUREN 
BAUCOM FOR BEING SELECTED 
AS A RECIPIENT OF THE PRESI- 
DENTIAL AWARD FOR EXCEL- 
LENCE IN MATHEMATICS AND 
SCIENCE TEACHING 


HON. RICHARD HUDSON 


OF NORTH CAROLINA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 12, 2016 


Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor Mrs. Lauren Baucom, a mathematics 
teacher at Forest Hills High School in 
Marsheville, NC, who was recently recognized 
as a recipient of the Presidential Award for Ex- 
cellence in Mathematics and Science Teach- 
ing (PAEMST). This distinction celebrates 
teachers from across the country who are 
leaders in the fields of science and mathe- 
matics and promote innovation in the class- 
room. 

Each year a panel of distinguished sci- 
entists, mathematicians, and educators review 
nominees and select PAEMST award recipi- 
ents who challenge their students to equip 
them with critical thinking and problem solving 
skills. This year, 213 educators were selected 
representing all 50 states, grades K-12. Upon 
receipt of the award, each teacher will be 
given a $10,000 award from the National 
Science Foundation to be used at their discre- 
tion. 

Mrs. Baucom is a shining example of a 
leader in the classroom who values the per- 
sonal development of each one of her stu- 
dents. Her efforts include not only helping her 
students master the material but also assisting 
in their personal development. Mrs. Baucom 
encourages students to take the lessons they 
experience in the classroom and apply them 
to real life issues in an effort to impact the 
world. 

When Mrs. Baucom is not in the classroom, 
she spends time investing in her colleagues 
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and serving as a mentor for fellow educators. 
As the Instructional Support Coordinator at 
Forest Hills High School, she leads fellow 
teachers in rigorous professional development 
courses showcasing her pursuit of lifelong 
learning. As one of two award recipients in the 
state of North Carolina, she joins an elite 
group of educators who are on the cutting 
edge of classroom innovation. Our community 
is fortunate to have Mrs. Baucom dedicate her 
time and talents to educating our students. 

Mr. Speaker, please join me today in con- 
gratulating Mrs. Lauren Baucom for receiving 
the Presidential Award for Excellence in Math- 
ematics and Science Teaching and wish her 
well as she continues to make a positive dif- 
ference in the lives of her students. 


EE 


IN TRIBUTE TO ERIC “VON” 
BOARDLEY 


HON. GWEN MOORE 


OF WISCONSIN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 12, 2016 


Ms. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, | rise to recog- 
nize Eric Von Boardley, known to everyone by 
his broadcast name Eric Von. Eric passed 
away on September 8, 2016, at the age of 58, 
leaving behind his wife Faithe Colas, daugh- 
ters Erica Boardley and Paige Colas, a brother 
and sister, numerous other family members 
and many friends to mourn his passing. 

Eric was a radio and television broadcaster, 
veteran journalist and community advocate. 
However, he was most widely recognized and 
revered as a radio personality. He began his 
career in his hometown of Washington, D.C., 
as the business manager for Radio One. He 
eventually settled in Milwaukee, WI where he 
remained for over 25 years; beginning at 
WMCS 1290 AM and ended his radio career 
at WNOV 860 AM. He created an online mag- 
azine in 2014 whose goal was to improve the 
health of black men, entitled Brain, Brawn & 
Body. Eric was a frequent panelist on Wis- 
consin Public Television’s “Interchange”; 
served as co-host of “Black Nouveau” from 
1998 to 2000, another show on Public Tele- 
vision; and was a special assignment reporter 
and co-host of “It’s Your Vote”. Most recently, 
Eric was a leader in Precious Lives, a media- 
led effort to look at the causes and con- 
sequences of gun violence on Milwaukee 
youth. Eric was involved in public events and 
the live on-the-air community discussions he 
hosted were widely listened to with huge pub- 
lic participation. He did his research and was 
informed; guests had to be fully prepared be- 
fore going on his show. Eric was so much 
more than a radio host and personality, he 
was a Milwaukee icon who was completely 
enmeshed in the issues impacting the commu- 
nity, especially Milwaukee’s African-American 
community. 

| have had the great privilege of working 
with Eric for his entire tenure in Milwaukee; 
beginning while | served in the Wisconsin 
State Assembly and extending to my years in 
Congress. In fact, | was a regular guest on his 
radio program while in Congress when he 
hosted his show on 1290 AM. For many 
years, he served as the Master of Ceremonies 
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at the yearly issue forum | host at the Con- 
gressional Black Caucus Annual Legislative 
Caucus. Eric was also the Master of Cere- 
monies at my 60th Birthday celebration where 
he was featured along with Mary Wells of the 
Supremes. 

Mr. Speaker, | am proud to recognize Mr. 
Eric Von Boardley and proud to have called 
him friend. He leaves big shoes to fill for the 
broadcast community in Milwaukee. He was 
creative and a true trailblazer; | will truly miss 
this amazing man and his wonderful banter 
and commentary. The citizens of the Fourth 
Congressional District and the State of Wis- 
consin have benefited tremendously from his 
dedicated service. | am honored for these rea- 
sons to pay tribute to Eric “Von” Boardley. 


A TRIBUTE TO NITA FAGAN 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 12, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Nita 
Fagan for receiving the Distinguished Service 
Award from the Casey Service Club. 

Ms. Fagan was recognized at the Casey 
Fun Day celebration on July 9, 2016. Nita 
Fagan and Judy Wedemeyer currently serve 
as co-presidents of the service club and are 
active members of the Casey Historical Soci- 
ety. They have given many hours to research- 
ing and writing the “Memories of Casey” col- 
umn for The Adair News and are responsible 
for spearheading the Hearts of Gold Fund- 
raiser campaign. 

Mr. Speaker, | know that my colleagues in 
the United States Congress join me in con- 
gratulating Nita Fagan for her service to 
Casey and congratulate her on receiving this 
award. It is an honor to represent her in the 
United States House of Representatives and | 
wish her nothing but continued success. 


EE 


OCTAVIA GEE WINS THREE GOLD 
MEDALS AT THE AMATEUR ATH- 
LETIC UNION JUNIOR OLYMPICS 


HON. PETE OLSON 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 12, 2016 


Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate Sugar Land, TX native Octavia 
Gee for winning three gold medals at the 
Amateur Athletic Union Junior Olympics. 

Octavia competed for the Houston Sonics 
Track Club and won gold in turbo javelin, shot 
put and triathlon. In the 10 Girls Turbo Javelin, 
she tossed a remarkable national record of 86 
feet, 8 inches. When it comes to breaking 
records however, Octavia is no stranger. In 
the last year she has broken two world shot 
put records, with her most recent in February 
in the 10-year-old division at the 2016 Lions/ 
Outright Performance Winter Series-Throws 
Meet Number 2, where she threw 26 feet, 
11.75 inches. Octavia’s hard work and talent 
make our Sugar Land community proud. 
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On behalf of the Twenty-Second Congres- 
sional District of Texas, congratulations again 
to Octavia Gee for winning three gold medals 
at the AAU Junior Olympics. Keep up the 
great work. 


ee 


HONORING CHIEF JUDGE LEE F. 
SATTERFIELD 


HON. ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON 


OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 12, 2016 


Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
ask my colleagues in the House of Represent- 
atives to join me in honoring Chief Judge Lee 
F. Satterfield, Chief Judge of the Superior 
Court of the District of Columbia, who will be 
completing his final term as Chief Judge on 
September 30, 2016. Chief Judge Satterfield’s 
service has been notable not only for its excel- 
lence but for his genuine care for and commit- 
ment to serving the people of the District of 
Columbia. 

A proud Washingtonian and graduate of St. 
John’s College High School, Judge Satterfield 
received a Bachelor of Arts in Economics from 
the University of Maryland. From an early age, 
he drew inspiration from his father, who with- 
drew his application for a judicial position on 
the Superior Court of the District of Columbia 
after hearing that his teenage son had been 
diagnosed with bone cancer. Chief Judge 
Satterfield always recalled how his father relin- 
quished his own dreams to help his son 
through a difficult time of his childhood. His fa- 
ther always told him to deal with people as he 
would want them to deal with him. The judge’s 
commitment and perseverance are evident in 
the career path he chose. Throughout his 30- 
year career, Lee Satterfield has played an im- 
portant role in the administration of justice. 
After receiving his Juris Doctor from George 
Washington University National Law School in 
1983, he was appointed to serve as an Assist- 
ant United States Attorney for the District of 
Columbia. In that position, he served in the 
appellate, grand jury, misdemeanor and felony 
sections of the United States Attorney’s Office. 

In September 1988, Judge Satterfield joined 
the law firm of Sachs, Greenebaum and Tay- 
lor, before serving as a trial attorney for the 
Organized Crime and Racketeering Section of 
the United States Department of Justice. In 
that section, he prosecuted organized crime 
and labor racketeering crimes in the federal 
courts of the District of Columbia, Pennsyl- 
vania, and Illinois. 

Chief Judge Satterfield first served on the 
Superior Court bench in November 1992, as 
an appointee of President Bush. He originally 
served in the court’s Criminal, Civil, Family, 
and Domestic Violence divisions, and went on 
to serve as one of the court’s original Drug 
Court judges. During this time, Judge 
Satterfield was also a member of several na- 
tional and regional advocacy organizations, 
such as the National Advisory Committee on 
Domestic Violence, the District of Columbia 
Juvenile Detention Alternative Initiative Com- 
mittee and the Citywide Truancy Task Force. 
In this capacity, Judge Satterfield authored un- 
precedented regulations for domestic violence 
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court operations and piloted a Middle School 
Truancy Court Diversion Program in District of 
Columbia Public Schools. 

In September 2008, Judge Satterfield was 
inaugurated as Chief Judge of the Superior 
Court. As Chief Judge, Judge Satterfield 
oversaw 112 Superior Court judges and 
launched several effective initiatives. He start- 
ed programs that ensured the accurate pros- 
ecution of self-represented parties, allowed 
tenants to easily report their landlords for vio- 
lations, and authorized an increased techno- 
logical presence in the courtroom. He also 
streamlined and prioritized the Superior 
Court’s jury selection process, directed a $63 
million renovation of the courthouse, and 
founded a specialized behavioral court that af- 
forded juveniles a chance to reduce or elimi- 
nate charges against them if they complied 
with treatment. Chief Judge Satterfield also, 
notably, oversaw the implementation of new 
marriage equality laws in the District and ex- 
panded the community court initiative, which 
resulted in significantly lower recidivism 
among those who committed misdemeanors. 

Among all of his other commitments, for 
over 20 years, Judge Satterfield was an ad- 
junct professor at the Catholic University Co- 
lumbus School of Law, where he taught Crimi- 
nal Trial Practice and Advanced Criminal Pro- 
cedure. He was also a professional lecturer in 
the L.L.M. litigation program at George Wash- 
ington University National Law School for four 
years. 

Chief Judge Satterfield has shown unusual 
resilience through medical crises later in his 
life, including a heart transplant and a stroke 
he endured in 2011. He has consistently been 
a source of inspiration to his colleagues and 
the D.C. community. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
in honoring Chief Judge Lee F. Satterfield for 
his service to the country, to the District of Co- 
lumbia and our courts, and to wish him the 
best for the remainder of his time on the Su- 
perior Court of the District of Columbia and for 
his retirement in February 2017. 


EEE 


SOPHIE ATKINSON WINS TWO 
GOLD MEDALS AT AMATEUR 
ATHLETIC UNION JUNIOR OLYM- 
PICS 


HON. PETE OLSON 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 12, 2016 


Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate Sophie Atkinson of Katy, TX for 
winning two gold medals at the Amateur Ath- 
letic Union Junior Olympics. 

Sophie brought victory home to Track Hous- 
ton in both the 1,500 and 3,000 meter races 
in the girls 13-year-old division. Her winning 
time in the 1,500 meter race was 4:45.04. She 
not only won the 3,000 meter sprint, but also 
set a new Junior Olympic record, with a time 
of 10:03.41. Sophie is an incoming eighth 
grader at Bend Middle School and earned a 
silver medal in last year’s 3,200 meter relay at 
the AAU Junior Olympics. 

On behalf of the Twenty-Second Congres- 
sional District of Texas, congratulations again 
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to Sophie Atkinson for winning two gold med- 
als at the AAU Junior Olympics. We thank her 
for bringing this success home to Katy and 
wish her the best in her future track career. 


EE 


COMMEMORATING THE 50TH ANNI- 
VERSARY OF WAUBONSEE COM- 
MUNITY COLLEGE 


HON. BILL FOSTER 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 12, 2016 


Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
commemorate the 50th Anniversary of 
Waubonsee Community College. 

Named after a Pottawatomie Native Amer- 
ican chief who lived in the Fox River Valley 
during the 1800s, Waubonsee means “early 
dawn.” Since its foundation in August 1966, 
Waubonsee has served more than 290,000 
students, including more than 33,000 degree 
and certificate earners, and has grown to four 
major campuses across Illinois. 

Known for its reputation as an innovator in 
the areas of accessibility, Waubonsee has 
provided distance learning and online courses 
for more than 20 years. In addition to numer- 
ous bold initiatives in partnership with the 
community, Waubonsee recently pioneered 
the Health Care Interpreting Associate De- 
gree, a first of its kind in the State of Illinois, 
designed to assist patients and doctors who 
may speak different languages. 

Through its extracurricular programs, honor 
societies, cultural and art groups, leadership 
programs, and collegiate sport teams, 
Waubonsee Community College truly provides 
a full learning experience to its students. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
in celebrating Waubonsee Community Col- 
lege’s fifty years of service to our community. 


ae 


MILAN YOUNG WINS NATIONAL 
CHAMPIONSHIP AT THE AMA- 
TEUR ATHLETIC UNION JUNIOR 
OLYMPICS 


HON. PETE OLSON 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 12, 2016 


Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate Milan Young of Richmond, TX for 
winning the national championship at the 
Amateur Athletic Union Junior Olympics. 

Milan leapt to victory with a time of 13.85 
seconds in the 100-meter hurdles. Currently at 
Lamar High School, she suffered from stress- 
fractures in her pelvis as a sophomore. After 
qualifying for the Class 6A meet as a fresh- 
man, Milan was forced to take an entire sea- 
son and summer to heal. The future Olympic 
hopeful has clearly returned from her injury 
with vengeance and has her sights on whats 
next. 

On behalf of the Twenty-Second Congres- 
sional District of Texas, congratulations again 
to Milan Young for her national championship 
win at the AAU Junior Olympics. We are 
proud of her for bringing this win home to 
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Richmond and wish her luck with her future 
track and field career. 
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LANCE HINDT ELECTED SUPER- 
INTENDENT OF KATY INDE- 
PENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 


HON. PETE OLSON 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 12, 2016 


Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate Lance Hindt for being elected to 
serve as Superintendent of the Katy Inde- 
pendent School District (ISD). 

Lance served as the Superintendent of Allen 
Independent School District (ISD) since 2014. 
While there, Lance was tasked with solving 
issues relating to the new stadium for the high 
school football powerhouse conference. Prior 
to serving Allen (ISD), Lance was the Super- 
intendent of the Stafford Municipal School Dis- 
trict. He began his teaching career at John 
Foster Dulles High School in Sugar Land and 
is himself a graduate of Katy ISD’s James E. 
Taylor High School. With his distinguished ca- 
reer in education, his return to Fort Bend 
County makes him a fantastic addition to the 
Katy ISD. 

On behalf of the Twenty-Second Congres- 
sional District of Texas, congratulations again 
to Lance Hindt for being named the new Su- 
perintendent of the Katy Independent School 
District. We thank him for his commitment to 
education excellence. 


HONORING JIMMY OWENS 


HON. JOHN CONYERS, JR. 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 12, 2016 


Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, jazz artist 
Jimmy Owens will be honored this year by the 
Congressional Black Caucus Foundation 
(CBCF) at the Jazz Forum and Concert during 
the 46th Annual Legislative Conference (ALC). 
Mr. Owens, an internationally renowned trum- 
pet and flugelhorn player, composer and edu- 
cator, will also perform at the concert, which 
will take place on Thursday, September 15, 
2016, at the Walter E. Washington Convention 
Center, in Washington, D.C. Mr. Owens will 
receive the 2016 CBCF ALC Jazz Legacy 
Award for his contributions to jazz and world 
culture. | am pleased to share the following 
details of Mr. Owens distinguished career as 
they appear in his own biography. 

Jimmy Owens was born in New York City 
on December 9, 1943. He began his trumpet 
studies at the age of fourteen with Donald 
Byrd and later studied composition with Henry 
Brant. He graduated from the High School of 
Music and Art and received a Master of Edu- 
cation degree from the University of Massa- 
chusetts. At age fifteen, Jimmy played with the 
Newport Youth Jazz Band and later played 
with Lionel Hampton, Hank Crawford, Charles 
Mingus, Max Roach, Duke Ellington, and Billy 
Taylor among others. He has over forty-five 
years of experience as a Jazz trumpeter, com- 
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poser, arranger, lecturer, and music education 
consultant. His experience covers a wide 
range of international musical achievement, 
which includes extensive work as a studio mu- 
sician, soloist, bandleader, and composer of 
orchestral compositions, movie scores, and 
ballets. In January 2012, Jimmy was the re- 
cipient of the A. B. Spellman Jazz Award for 
advocacy from the National Endowment for 
the Arts. In January 2008, Jimmy was the re- 
cipient of the Benny Golson Jazz Master 
Award at Howard University. 

In 2007, he produced and released a new 
CD on his own label Jay-Oh Jazz Recordings, 
a division of Jay-Oh Productions, Inc., called 
Peaceful Walking, with a fine rhythm section 
from Italy. As one reviewer said: “This terrific 
quartet is a platform for Jimmy Owens to dis- 
play his writing, arranging, and playing prow- 
ess—which he does with precision.” He also 
appeared on Gerald Wilson’s CD Monterey 
Moods [2007]. This was his third appearance 
on a Wilson CD in recent years. He was a 
sideman in the critically acclaimed In My Time 
[2005] and New York New Sound, Gerald Wil- 
son’s 2003 Grammy nominated CD. In 2004, 
he also appeared on One More—Music of 
Thad Jones (2004). 

Jimmy is an active and important member of 
the Jazz education community. He sits on the 
boards of the Jazz Foundation and was on the 
Board of Local 802 AFM from 1998 through 
2009. His expertise and knowledge is often 
called upon for issues relating to health and 
pension benefits for Jazz artists or to share 
his first-hand experiences about being in the 
bands of several Jazz Masters. Jimmy is one 
of the few trumpeters of his generation who 
played as a sideman with such extraordinary 
Jazz leaders as Lionel Hampton, Hank 
Crawford, Charles Mingus, Max Roach, Duke 
Ellington, Billy Taylor, and the Thad Jones/Mel 
Lewis Band, among others. As a result, he 
can share unique musical and personal recol- 
lections of performing in some of the most ex- 
citing bands in the history of Jazz music. His 
anecdotes are priceless: being chosen by 
Willie Ruff to play a trumpet tribute to Cootie 
Williams, Sweets Edison, Roy Eldridge and 
Dizzy Gillespie at the historic 1972 inaugural 
Ellington Fellowship Concert at Yale; sitting in 
with Miles Davis at the age of fifteen; partici- 
pating in the 20th anniversary musical celebra- 
tion of Senegal’s independence in 1980. In ad- 
dition to all of this, he’s also led his own 
group, Jimmy Owens Plus ... since the 
1970s playing at festivals and in concert halls 
all over the world. 

While Jimmy is known as a hard bop player, 
and it’s true, it hardly covers the breadth and 
scope of his musical skills. Throughout his 
long career, Jimmy has consistently empha- 
sized in both his performances and recordings 
a deep understanding of the blues as well as 
beautiful and articulate emotional projection on 
ballads. As a reviewer stated in All About Jazz 
regarding Jimmy’s performance on One More: 
The Summary—Music of Thad Jones, Vol 2 
(2006), an all-star recording on which Jimmy 
appeared—“Jimmy Owens .. . proves that 
he’s better than ever, whether employing a 
breathy, vocal quality (Little Pixie), a smooth 
flugelhorn sound (Three in One), or brilliant 
and elliptical Jones-like melodic ideas (Re- 
joice).” Most recently, Jimmy recorded Jimmy 
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Owens’ The Monk Project choosing a stellar 
group of musicians, including Kenny Barron, 
Kenny Davis, Winard Harper, Wycliffe Gordon, 
Marcus Strickland, and Howard Johnson, 
which was released in January 2012 to critical 
acclaim. As Rob Young wrote in Urban Flux: 
“Owens intelligently approaches each com- 
position with stamina and respect to these ten 
daunting masterpieces. On the opener, Bright 
Mississippi, it is evident Owens tonality is 
clearly poignant as his horn vibrates through 
and through the intricate passage with preci- 
sion. This explosive gem sets the tempo to re- 
mind us that he [Owens] is more than capable 
to form this collection of standards in a way 
that hasn’t been done before.” 

Mr. Speaker, it was Jimmy Owens who 
challenged me to bring Jazz into the legisla- 
tive arena, for consideration as a national 
asset that must be preserved and promoted. 
Jimmy Owens is a living national jazz treasure 
of international acclaim and | urge all mem- 
bers to join me in commending him for his 
magnificent contributions. 


HONORING JAZZMOBILE 


HON. JOHN CONYERS, JR. 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 12, 2016 


Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, Jazzmobile, 
the world’s first not-for-profit organization sole- 
ly devoted to jazz, will be honored this year by 
the Congressional Black Caucus Foundation 
(CBCF), at the Jazz Issue Forum and Concert 
that will take place during the 46th Annual 
Legislative Conference (ALC). The Jazzmobile 
All-Stars will perform at the concert, which will 
take place on Thursday, September 15th, 
2016, at the Walter E. Washington Convention 
Center, in Washington, DC. Robin Bell-Ste- 
vens, Director of Jazzmobile, and Kim Taylor- 
Thompson, daughter of Jazzmobile founder, 
Dr. Billy Taylor, will accept the 2016 CBCF 
ALC Jazz Legacy Award on behalf of the or- 
ganization, for their five decades of contribu- 
tions to Jazz and world culture. 

Jazzmobile began in 1964, when Harlem 
was besieged by racial unrest. It was in that 
turbulent time that the great jazz pianist and 
educator, Dr. William “Billy” Taylor, had an 
idea to use Jazz as a culturally enriching anti- 
dote to the urban blight that inner-city children 
were exposed to. Drawing on the New Orle- 
ans street parade tradition, Dr. Taylor—along 
with arts patron Daphne Arnstein, founder of 
the Harlem Cultural Council—turned an un- 
used float into a floating Jazz stage, and took 
Jazz directly to the youth, who, because they 
could not afford to hear the music in clubs, 
were not exposed to it in school, and did not 
hear it on the radio, were now able to hear the 
music for free in their neighborhoods. 

Designated as a major cultural institution by 
the New York State Council on the Arts in 
1977, and a recipient of the Emergency 
School Aid Act, Jazzmobile applied the prin- 
ciples of jazz improvisation and the arts to un- 
derserved children so they can have positive 
means of self-expression and cultural pride. 
To date, Jazzmobile has presented Jazz to all 
of New York’s five boroughs, with over four 
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million people attending their free concerts. 
They also provide lecture demonstrations, clin- 
ics, symposiums, workshops, a vocal competi- 
tion, and their Summerfest  mini-festival. 
Throughout their five decades, some of the 
greatest musicians in jazz performed, worked 
and studied with Jazzmobile including, Dizzy 
Gillespie, Duke Ellington, Herbie Hancock, 
Horace Silver, Jimmy Owens and Wynton 
Marsalis, to name a select few. 

Jazzmobile has received a number of 
awards including, the National Jazz Museum 
in Harlem & Great Harlem Chamber of Com- 
merce’s Award for Excellence, The Con- 
spicuous Service Award from the New York 
State Council on the Arts, The New York City 
Arts and Business Council’s Encore Awards, 
Citibank’s Community Service Award, the New 
York City Service Award, and several citations 
from Mayors Edward Koch, David Dinkins and 
Michael Bloomberg. 

But Jazzmobile’s greatest achievement is 
that it serves as the model for thousands of 
jazz-based organizations, from Pittsburgh’s 
Manchester Craftsman’s Guild, San Fran- 
cisco’s SF JAZZ Center, to Jazz at Lincoln 
Center in New York City. Mr. Speaker, 
Jazzmobile is a living jazz treasure and | urge 
all members to join me in commending this or- 
ganization for their magnificent contribution to 
American and world culture. 


HONORING JAMES ALLEN FORD 


HON. JOHN CONYERS, JR. 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 12, 2016 


Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, tenor/soprano 
saxophonist, composer, arranger, and educa- 
tor James Allen Ford, professionally known as 
Joe Ford, one of the most accomplished and 
inventive musicians in Jazz, will be honored 
this year by the Congressional Black Caucus 
Foundation, at the Jazz Issue Forum and Con- 
cert that will take place during the 46th Annual 
Legislative Conference. Mr. Ford will perform 
at the concert with the Washington Renais- 
sance Orchestra, which will take place on 
Thursday, September 15th, 2016, at the Wal- 
ter E. Washington Convention Center, in 
Washington, DC. Ford will also receive the 
2016 CBCF ALC Jazz Legacy Award for his 
four decades of contributions to Jazz and 
world culture. 

Born on May 7, 1947 in Buffalo, New York, 
Ford began playing piano at age of seven and 
switched to the saxophone four years later, 
eventually studying with Makanda Ken Mclin- 
tyre, Jackie McLean and Frank Foster. He 
also studied percussion with drummer Joe 
Chambers. He played in a number of local 
funk bands and campus groups in high school, 
and at Central State University in Ohio, where 
he received his BA in Music Education in 
1968. After graduation, Ford returned to Buf- 
falo and worked as a music teacher, directing 
a school band and chorus, and played piano 
with local bands, and national groups including 
The Miracles. 

In 1973, Ford was the co-leader and co-pro- 
ducer of Buffalo’s influential John Coltrane/ 
Miles-Davis-influenced Birthright jazz ensem- 
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ble, with tenor saxophonist Paul Gresham, 
and drummer Nasar Abadey. The group re- 
leased two critically acclaimed albums for 
Freelance Records: Free Spirits and Breath of 
Life. Ford also played with the Buffalo Jazz 
Ensemble, a group that featured members of 
the fusion group, Spyro Gyra. Invited by 
McCoy Tyner to join his group, Ford moved to 
New York City, and was a key member of that 
band, which extended and elaborated on John 
Coltrane’s innovations. Two of the seven al- 
bums Ford recorded with Tyner’s Big Band— 
The Turning Point and Journey—won Grammy 
awards for Best Large Jazz Ensemble Per- 
formance in 1992 and 1994. Ford released his 
first solo recording Today’s Night in 1993, and 
recorded over eighty albums as a sideman 
with a wide variety of jazz artists including 
Jimmy Owens, Abdullah Ibrahim, Idris Muham- 
mad, Malachi Thompson and Freddy Cole. 


Ford joined Jerry Gonzalez’s pioneering Fort 
Apache Band in 1990: an ensemble of Puerto 
Ricans and African-Americans, who enriched 
the linkages between jazz and Afro-Latin 
rhythms. Ford composed the title tracks for 
their recordings, Crossroads, Pensativo and 
Firedance, which garnered three Grammy 
nominations from 1994 to 1996. In late nine- 
ties, Ford led two groups, The Black Art Sax 
Quartet, and a big band entitled The Thing. 
Ford was inducted in the Buffalo Hall of Fame 
in 2004, and he currently performs with Nasar 
Abadey and SUPERNOVA. 


Mr. Speaker, Joe Ford is a living jazz treas- 
ure and | urge all members to join me in com- 
mending him for his magnificent contribution to 
American and world culture. 


SENATE COMMITTEE MEETINGS 


Title IV of Senate Resolution 4, 
agreed to by the Senate of February 4, 
1977, calls for establishment of a sys- 
tem for a computerized schedule of all 
meetings and hearings of Senate com- 
mittees, subcommittees, joint commit- 
tees, and committees of conference. 
This title requires all such committees 
to notify the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest—designated by the Rules Com- 
mittee—of the time, place and purpose 
of the meetings, when scheduled and 
any cancellations or changes in the 
meetings as they occur. 


As an additional procedure along 
with the computerization of this infor- 
mation, the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest will prepare this information for 
printing in the Extensions of Remarks 
section of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
on Monday and Wednesday of each 
week. 


Meetings scheduled for Tuesday, Sep- 
tember 13, 2016 may be found in the 
Daily Digest of today’s RECORD. 
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MEETINGS SCHEDULED 
SEPTEMBER 14 


9:30 a.m. 
Committee on Foreign Relations 
Subcommittee on Western Hemisphere, 
Transnational Crime, Civilian Secu- 
rity, Democracy, Human Rights, and 
Global Women’s Issues 
To hold hearings to examine protecting 
girls, focusing on global efforts to end 
child marriage. 
SD-419 
10 a.m. 
Committee on the Judiciary 
Subcommittee on Oversight, Agency Ac- 
tion, Federal Rights and Federal 
Courts 
To hold hearings to examine protecting 
Internet freedom, focusing on the im- 
plications of ending United States 
oversight of the Internet. 
SD-226 
2:15 p.m. 
Committee on Foreign Relations 
To hold hearings to examine North At- 
lantic Treaty Organization expansion, 
focusing on the accession of Monte- 
negro. 
SD-419 
2:30 p.m. 
Committee on Appropriations 
Subcommittee on Energy and Water Devel- 
opment 
To hold hearings to examine the future 
of nuclear power. 
SD-138 
Committee on the Budget 
To hold an oversight hearing to examine 
the Congressional Budget Office. 
SD-608 
Committee on Indian Affairs 
Business meeting to consider S. 2796, to 
repeal certain obsolete laws relating to 
Indians; to be immediately followed by 
a hearing to examine S. 2636, to amend 
the Act of June 18, 1934, to require 
mandatory approval of applications for 
land to be taken into trust if the land 
is wholly within a reservation, S. 3216, 
to repeal the Act entitled ‘‘An Act to 
confer jurisdiction on the State of Iowa 
over offenses committed by or against 
Indians on the Sac and Fox Indian Res- 
ervation’’, S. 3222, to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to assess sanita- 
tion and safety conditions at Bureau of 
Indian Affairs facilities that were con- 
structed to provide treaty tribes access 
to traditional fishing grounds and ex- 
pend funds on construction of facilities 
and structures to improve those condi- 
tions, and S. 3300, to approve the settle- 
ment of water rights claims of the 
Hualapai Tribe and certain allottees in 
the State of Arizona, to authorize con- 
struction of a water project relating to 
those water rights claims. 
SD-628 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs 
To hold hearings to examine the future 
of the Department of Veterans Affairs, 
focusing on examining the Commission 
on Care report and the VA’s response. 
SR-418 
Special Committee on Aging 
To hold hearings to examine maximizing 
Social Security benefits. 
SD-562 


SEPTEMBER 15 
9:30 a.m. 
Committee on Armed Services 
To hold hearings to examine the long- 
term budgetary challenges facing the 
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military services and innovative solu- 
tions for maintaining our military su- 
periority. 
SD-G50 
9:45 a.m. 
Committee on Foreign Relations 
To hold hearings to examine Afghani- 
stan, focusing on United States policy 
and international commitments. 


SD-419 
10 a.m. 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry 


To hold hearings to examine the nomina- 
tions of Christopher James Brummer, 
of the District of Columbia, and Brian 
D. Quintenz, of the District of Colum- 
bia, both to be a Commissioner of the 
Commodity Futures Trading Commis- 
sion. 

SR-328A 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation 

To hold an oversight hearing to examine 
the Federal Communications Commis- 
sion. 

SR-253 
Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs 

To hold hearings to examine the state of 
health insurance markets. 

SD-342 
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Committee on the Judiciary 
To hold hearings to examine S. 2763, to 
provide the victims of Holocaust-era 
persecution and their heirs a fair op- 
portunity to recover works of art con- 
fiscated or misappropriated by the 
Nazis, S. 3155, to amend chapter 97 of 
title 28, United States Code, to clarify 
the exception to foreign sovereign im- 
munity set forth in section 1605(a)(8) of 
such title, S. 3270, to prevent elder 
abuse and exploitation and improve the 
justice system’s response to victims in 
elder abuse and exploitation cases, and 
the nominations of Lucy Haeran Koh, 
of California, to be United States Cir- 
cuit Judge for the Ninth Circuit, and 
Florence Y. Pan, to be United States 
District Judge for the District of Co- 


lumbia. 
SD-226 
10:30 a.m. 
Committee on Small Business and Entre- 
preneurship 


To hold hearings to examine the Federal 
response and resources for Louisiana 
flood victims. 

SR-428A 


September 12, 2016 


2 p.m. 
Select Committee on Intelligence 
To receive a closed briefing on certain 
intelligence matters. 
SH-219 
2:15 p.m. 
Committee on Foreign Relations 
To hold hearings to examine reviewing 
the civil nuclear agreement with Nor- 
way. 
SD-419 


SEPTEMBER 20 


10 a.m. 
Committee on the Judiciary 
To hold hearings to examine consolida- 
tion and competition in the United 
States seed and agrochemical industry. 
SD-226 


SEPTEMBER 21 


10:30 a.m. 

Committee on Banking, 
Urban Affairs 

Subcommittee on National Security and 
International Trade and Finance 

To hold hearings to examine terror fi- 

nancing risks of America’s $1.7 billion 
cash payments to Iran. 


Housing, and 


SD-538 


September 13, 2016 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


12397 


SENATE—Tuesday, September 13, 2016 


The Senate met at 10 a.m. and was 
called to order by the President pro 
tempore (Mr. HATCH). 


Ee 


PRAYER 


The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of- 
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 

Eternal God, our sustainer, You 
know the mistakes and wrongs we 
sometimes do. We are sometimes self- 
ish, stubborn, and unkind. Send Your 
Spirit to empower us to live worthy of 
Your great Name. 

Lord, guide our Senators as they con- 
front the struggles of our times, bring- 
ing them confident assurance that 
Your purposes will prevail. In the hec- 
tic pace of their living, help them to 
slow down long enough to hear Your 
still, small voice of wisdom. Eviscerate 
the tensions that pull them apart and 
keep them from being whole. 

Lord, You know us better than we 
know ourselves, so have Your way in 
our world. 

We pray in Your Holy Name. Amen. 


a 


PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The President pro tempore led the 
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


eS 


RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 
LEADER 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CoT- 
TON). The Democratic leader is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, the Repub- 
lican leader is on his way. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


Ee 


RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma- 
jority leader is recognized. 


EE 
OBAMACARE 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, 
days before ObamaCare passed the Sen- 


ate in 2009, the senior Senator from 
New York predicted that Americans 
would come around soon on the un- 
popular bill his party was trying to 
force through the Senate. ‘‘The reason 
people are negative is not the sub- 
stance of the bill,” he mused, ‘but the 
fears that the opponents have laid out. 
When those fears don’t materialize, and 
people see the good in the bill, the 
numbers are going to go up.”’ 

Today, years later, one need only 
read the headlines to see just how 
wrong that prediction was. ‘‘One-third 
of the US won’t have a choice between 
Obamacare plans in 2017.’’ Other head- 
lines: 

“Frustration mounts 
ObamaCare co-op failures.” 

“Insurers propose massive increase in 
individual health insurance rates.” 

Here is the latest headline my con- 
stituents read just recently: ‘‘Get 
ready to pay more for health insurance 
in Kentucky.” 

These headlines tell a story of a fail- 
ing, partisan law and its continuing as- 
sault on the middle class. When Repub- 
licans warned of predictable con- 
sequences like these, Democrats waved 
off our concerns and forced their par- 
tisan law through anyway—with the 
middle class forced to bear the con- 
sequences ever since. 

It is time Democrats started to fi- 
nally listen, and that is why last week 
Senators came to the floor to share the 
heartbreaking stories of how 
ObamaCare continues to hurt their 
constituents and impact their States. 

Senator CAPITO called ObamaCare 
‘nothing short of devastating” in her 
home State of West Virginia. ‘‘Working 
families,” she said, ‘‘are being faced 
with skyrocketing premiums, copays, 
and deductibles.” 

Senator ISAKSON warned that ‘‘the 
numbers do not lie’ in Georgia. 
‘“‘ObamaCare,”’ he said, ‘‘is forcing in- 
surance carriers to leave the market, 
eliminating competition and choice, all 

. while placing the burden of higher 
costs on the backs of working tax- 
payers in this country.”’ 

Senator McCAIN’ explained how 
“Americans have been hit by broken 
promise after broken promise and met 
with higher costs, fewer choices and 
poor quality of care? and noted that 
his home State of Arizona ‘‘has become 
ground zero for the collapse of 
Obamacare.”’ 

Just last month, the Obama adminis- 
tration told Americans not to worry 
about rising costs because they could 
shop around to find the best plan and 
save money on health insurance, but 
many Americans in places like Ohio 


over 


are ‘‘going to be severely restricted” 
when it comes to choosing an insurer 
next year, as the State’s director of in- 
surance pointed out. In fact, 19 of 
Ohio’s counties are set to have just a 
single insurer in the exchange and an- 
other 28 counties will have only 2 op- 
tions. Restrictions like these mean 
families could lose access to doctors 
they know and trust, face higher pre- 
miums, more out-of-pocket expenses, 
and have fewer options to shop around 
for more affordable coverage or plans 
to meet their changing needs. 

One self-employed Ohioan summa- 
rized the pinch facing so many across 
the country. She said: ‘‘They fine you 
if you don’t have insurance, and then 
they take your options away.” That is 
what she said after learning she would 
lose her plan. Her frustration is one 
felt across Ohio and across America. 

More than 2 million people could be 
forced to find a new plan next year. A 
majority of the Nation’s counties are 
expected to have only one or two insur- 
ers offering plans in the exchange, and 
eight entire States are expected to 
have only a single insurer in the ex- 
change to choose from. That is because 
just last night we learned that Con- 
necticut would likely become the lat- 
est State with only a single insurer on 
the exchange next year. We learned 
something else last night as well: One 
of the few remaining ObamaCare co-ops 
will not offer plans in New Jersey next 
year. 

This is part of a broader trend we 
have seen across the country, with 
ObamaCare co-ops shuttering and forc- 
ing Americans to find new coverage as 
a result. Just look at what happened in 
New Hampshire. The Granite State’s 
co-op was, in the words of New Hamp- 
shire Public Radio, ‘‘the exact type of 
business that was supposed to make 
the individual insurance market more 
competitive’? under ObamaCare. But 
the co-op recently announced that it 
would close down operations in the 
State anyway. That is forcing thou- 
sands to find another plan, and it is 
forcing taxpayers to foot the bill. 

Here is what one New Hampshire edi- 
torial had to say after the announce- 
ment: 

The entire ObamaCare scheme was set up 
on faulty premises... . You can’t force peo- 
ple to buy health insurance they don’t want, 
subsidize mediocre insurance plans people 
can’t afford, and still claim to hold down ris- 
ing medical expenses. 

“The program,” the paper continued, 
is ‘‘destroying itself.” 

Collapsing co-ops and withdrawing 
insurers aren’t the only signs that 
ObamaCare is ‘‘destroying itself.” Just 


@ This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 
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look at my home State of Kentucky, 
where premiums could rise by dis- 
tressing rates—in some cases as high as 
47 percent. It is no wonder my office 
continues to hear from people who are 
desperate for relief from this law. 

One Louisville mom said her family’s 
health care costs will consume nearly 
one-fifth of their budget this year. She 
said: 

This health care law has been far from af- 
fordable for my family. Every year we exten- 
sively research for the least expensive cov- 
erage we can find. Nevertheless, our pre- 
miums continue to skyrocket. . . . Our out- 
of-pocket expenses have greatly increased as 
well... . No, we didn’t have junk insurance 
before ObamaCare, but I’m rather certain 
that what we have now IS junk insurance. 
. .. I wish someone would explain to us how 
a hard working middle class family paying 
this much for health insurance became a 
loser under ObamaCare. 

Here is another letter from a Lex- 
ington father of three and small busi- 
nessman who has provided insurance to 
his employees at no cost for decades 
because he says it is “the right thing 
to do.’’ Now he worries how he will be 
able to afford that next year, with his 
small business facing substantial in- 
creases when it comes to health care 
expenses. 

Here is what he said: 

At these rates, we will likely be forced to 
consider alternatives, including forgoing in- 
surance altogether or pushing at least some 
of the additional cost onto our employees. 

This is thanks to, as he put it, “the 
cynically named Affordable Care Act.” 

These are the realities of ObamaCare 
for middle-class Americans across our 
country. Democrats can deny it, Demo- 
crats can say this is all some mes- 
saging problem, Democrats can pretend 
ObamaCare has been terrific for the 
country, as the Democratic leader tried 
to convince us last week, or they can 
accept that many years after 
ObamaCare’s passage, the opposite of 
Senator SCHUMER’s prediction is prov- 
ing true, and it is anything—any- 
thing—but terrific. The reason Ameri- 
cans are negative about ObamaCare is 
precisely because of its substance. Un- 
fortunately, their fears have material- 
ized. 

ObamaCare is shrinking choices, and 
higher costs present a stark contradic- 
tion to what its champions promised. 
Democrats gave us plenty of soaring 
oratories in 2009. I remember it well. 
We are finding that the sleepless 
nights, unpaid bills, and broken prom- 
ises are actually becoming the hall- 
marks of this partisan law. 

It is time for Democrats to stop de- 
nying reality and ignoring the con- 
cerns of our country. They need to stop 
pretending that ObamaCare’s failures 
can be solved by doubling down on 
ObamaCare with a government-run 
plan. It is time for Democrats to fi- 
nally work with us to build a bridge 
away from ObamaCare and toward real 
care for the country because, as one 
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Kentucky op-ed asked, ‘“‘if the ACA is 
failing so completely in delivering on 
its promises, why keep it? Why throw 
good money after bad?” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Democratic leader. 


THE SENIOR SENATOR FROM 
TEXAS 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I have a few 
things to say in a minute, but first I 
want to say this: Before coming to the 
Senate and the House, I was a trial 
lawyer. I have tried over 100 cases to 
juries, and some of those cases were 
very difficult. During the time we were 
in court with the opponent attorney, it 
was very hard, but as I look back to 
those days, never after a case was com- 
pleted were there any hard feelings be- 
tween me and my adversary during the 
trial. 

The reason I mention that today is 
because I was thinking of my time here 
over the last few years. I have been in 
the Senate a long time. Someone else 
who has been here a long time, al- 
though not as long as I have, is the as- 
sistant Republican leader. He had a dis- 
tinguished career, prior to coming 
here, in the law. He was a member of 
the Texas Supreme Court, and he was 
noted for being the lawyer that he is. 

I want to say to my friend—he is here 
on the floor today—that we have had 
our differences, and we speak about 
them often. Yesterday I criticized him 
for doing something that I thought was 
wrong and not in good keeping with 
the standards of the Senate, but I want 
everyone to know that my criticism of 
the senior Senator from Texas is not 
based on anything dealing with his 
character or integrity. I am going to 
continue criticizing him and others 
whom I feel are not living up to their 
responsibilities as a Member of the 
U.S. Senate. 

I just want the RECORD spread be- 
cause a lot of my intention over the 
last several months has been directed 
toward the Senator from Texas. I want 
him to know that I appreciate his 
being on the floor today. I look back 
with—pride is maybe the wrong word— 
satisfaction about my time in the 
courtroom. Those were difficult cases 
that I had. When it was all over with, 
the feelings of the two attorneys were 
over with. There were no ill feelings. 
We would then move on to our next cli- 
ent. So I hope the Senator from Texas 
accepts my brief statement here in the 
manner that it is being offered. 


EE 
OBAMACARE 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, the Repub- 
lican leader loves to come to the floor 
once or twice a week to talk about how 
bad ObamaCare is. What I say to him is 
this: His constant attacks on 
ObamaCare do not take away from the 
fact that there are 20 million people 
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who have health insurance today who 
didn’t have it 6 years ago. The Senator 
from California came as the speech was 
being given by the Republican leader 
and said to me: Remind him of what is 
going on in California—that we love 
ObamaCare. It is working wonderfully. 
Millions of people in California have 
health insurance that they didn’t have 
before. She reminded me that in those 
States where the Republican Governors 
have agreed to do Medicaid, it is great. 
In fact, where States have expanded 
into Medicaid, the rates are approach- 
ing 10 percent lower than in other 
States. 

I need not look at California. Let’s 
look at Nevada. We have a conservative 
Republican Governor. Brian Sandoval 
is his name. I have learned to accept 
the fact that he is doing a good job. In 
spite of the fact that in running for 
Governor he beat my son, Brian 
Sandoval is a good person. He is doing 
a good job as Governor of the State of 
Nevada. He stepped aside and was not 
worried about the criticism he would 
receive by helping the people of the 
State of Nevada, and he has Medicaid 
in the State of Nevada. The rates there 
are some 7, 8 percent lower than had he 
not done that. 

My friend, the Republican leader, 
complains about the few choices in the 
ObamaCare marketplace. Wow, that 
takes a lot of chutzpah to say that. Be- 
fore ObamaCare, people had no choice, 
or the choice was either paying a lot, a 
whole lot, or not doing anything. Many 
people just skipped insurance. They 
were willing to take their chances. 
Now, people go to the marketplace and 
they have lots of choices. That is why 
we have 20 million more people who 
have health insurance now who didn’t 
have it before. There are many exam- 
ples, but my friend the Republican 
leader just ignores them. Preexisting 
conditions—think about that. Prior to 
ObamaCare, if you had a child who was 
born with a birth defect of some kind, 
if you had a child that developed diabe- 
tes, or if you were an adult who might 
have had a car accident, or you were a 
woman—a woman—who had a pre- 
existing condition, you had to pay 
more for your health insurance, if you 
could get some. 

Everyone seems to ignore the good 
that has come from ObamaCare. 
Highty-five percent of the people in the 
marketplaces get financial assistance 
in buying their coverage. After assist- 
ance, people are paying an average of 
$175 a month for their health insur- 
ance. 

So ObamaCare is a signature issue of 
the Obama administration. As he an- 
nounced yesterday, he is very happy 
with what ObamaCare has done for the 
American people, and it should be 
made better. It could be made better so 
easily if we could have a little bit of 
cooperation from the Republicans—a 
little bit. But we are going to continue 
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focusing on making sure that people 
understand how well it has worked. 


EE 


CONTINUING RESOLUTION 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, last 
evening at 4 o’clock or thereabouts, I 
had the opportunity to go to the White 
House and visit with the President, 
along with Leader MCCONNELL, Speak- 
er RYAN, and Leader PELOSI. We met 
for about 1 hour and 15 minutes. It was 
a very good meeting. We had to discuss 
a number of issues. We discussed a lot, 
but I will not talk about them all 
today. 

There was a discussion about a path 
forward to fund the government to pre- 
vent a government shutdown—in spite 
of what the Wall Street Journal said 
today. The Wall Street Journal said in 
an editorial that the Republicans 
should just close the government 
again. I don’t think there are many Re- 
publicans who agree with the Wall 
Street Journal editorial. 

There is reason for some very, very 
cautious optimism about our meeting 
last night. We are going to proceed 
carefully. I know the Republicans will 
do the same. We have been down this 
road with the Republicans before. 
Happy talk is just that a lot of times. 
We have been optimistic in the past 
only to see the Republicans fail to live 
up to their end of the agreement. 

If we are going to pass a CR that 
keeps our government open and funded, 
there are a number of problems that 
must be addressed. We have to stop ig- 
noring the problems with Zika. This 
has been a problem, according to the 
President of the United States, since 
last February. We have done nothing to 
give these people some relief, and they 
need it. We thought that it was just a 
problem that affected women and preg- 
nant women, but it has gotten so much 
more serious than that. That is plenty 
serious. But now they are looking at 
the virus going into people’s eyes and 
causing vision impairment, blindness. 
That is men and women. So we have to 
get something done with Zika. We 
thought we had it all done here with 
the work done by Senators MURRAY 
and BLUNT. We had a bill. It wasn’t ev- 
erything we wanted, and it certainly 
wasn’t what the President wanted. It 
was $1.1 billion. We sent it to the 
House. We don’t need to go through 
what gymnastics they went through to 
throw a big monkey wrench into the 
good work we had done over here by 
passing it with 89 bipartisan votes. 

Last week there were 17,000 Ameri- 
cans infected with Zika. We are told by 
the Centers for Disease Control that 
there are now 19,000. That is a 18-per- 
cent increase in 7 days, and each day it 
is only going to get worse. We need to 
treat the Zika virus like the genuine 
health crisis it is, not a bargaining 
chip for Republicans to use to attack 
Planned Parenthood, fly the Confed- 
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erate flag, cut veterans spending by 
half a billion dollars, and other such 
things they stuck in the bill that came 
back from the House. 

We want to work with the Repub- 
licans to secure Zika funding, but we 
will flatly reject any attempt to under- 
mine women’s health. 

Once we have taken care of Zika, we 
must, then, as a Senate address Repub- 
licans’ issues dealing with the con- 
tinuing resolution, including riders 
dealing with the Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency. They want to weaken 
the Clean Water Act by exempting pes- 
ticide spraying from the EPA’s over- 
seeing what goes on there. 

We need to find a way forward on 
both of these important issues, while 
trying to navigate Senator CRUZ’s at- 
tempts to slow down the CR. Unfortu- 
nately, this is what we have come to 
expect from my friend, the junior Sen- 
ator from Texas. This is his shtick. 
Whenever the Senate has a deadline, he 
tries to obstruct government funding 
bills. 

So we have our work cut out for us. 
I am cautiously optimistic the Senate 
will complete its work on the funding 
of Zika and the CR. We can do it, but 
it can only happen if we work together 
and resolve these important topics. 

Mr. President, I ask the Chair to an- 
nounce the business of the day. 


EEE 
RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the leadership time 
is reserved. 


EE 


WATER RESOURCES 
DEVELOPMENT ACT OF 2016 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will re- 
sume consideration of S. 2848, which 
the clerk will report. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A bill (S. 2848) to provide for the conserva- 
tion and development of water and related 
resources, to authorize the Secretary of the 
Army to construct various projects for im- 
provements to rivers and harbors of the 
United States, and for other purposes. 

Pending: 

McConnell (for Inhofe) amendment No. 
4979, in the nature of a substitute. 

Inhofe amendment No. 4980 (to amendment 
No. 4979), to make a technical correction. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The as- 
sistant Republican leader. 

CIVILITY 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, while 
the Democratic leader is still on the 
floor, let me express my gratitude to 
him for his remarks earlier. It is true 
that for better or for worse, we both 
have to bear the burden of legal train- 
ing and experience in courtrooms 
where we learned that adversaries 
don’t necessarily have to be enemies 
and to disassociate the arguments we 
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are making from any personal animus 
or animosity, which, I think, is a very 
healthy and constructive thing to do. I 
always remember the excerpt from 
“The Taming of the Shrew” where one 
of the speakers said: ‘‘Do as adversaries 
in law; strive mightily, but eat and 
drink as friends.” 

So I think that kind of civility is an 
important admonition for all of us. It 
is one that maybe we don’t always live 
up to but one that I think we should 
continue to strive to emulate. 

So let me just say to the Democratic 
leader that I appreciate his comments 
and perhaps we can all do a little bit 
better in that category. 

OBAMACARE 

As the minority leader also pointed 
out, we have some very big disagree- 
ments. It seems as though each day is 
likely to bring more news about the 
awful side effects of President Obama’s 
signature health care legislation, 
ObamaCare, as it has come to be called. 
The truth is that the implementation 
and the reality of ObamaCare has been 
nothing short of a disaster for many of 
the people who I represent in Texas, 
but it is not limited to the 27 million 
people or so who live in Texas. The 
problem has been visited on many peo- 
ple, as the majority leader commented 
about earlier with some of the state- 
ments he made with regard to its im- 
plementation in various other States. 

Unfortunately, when Congress and 
Washington make a mistake, it is the 
American people who have to pay the 
price, and it seems as though the con- 
sequences of ObamaCare are only get- 
ting worse. 

I think it is worth remembering—I 
certainly remember—that it was on 
Christmas Eve in 2009, at 7 o’clock in 
the morning, when the Senate passed 
the ObamaCare legislation with 60 
Democrats voting in favor of it and all 
Republicans voting against it. I think 
that was the beginning of the failure of 
ObamaCare. What our Democratic 
friends, including the President, failed 
to learn is that any time signature leg- 
islation that affects one-sixth of the 
economy and every American in this 
country—any time we pass a law like 
that, in the absence of some political 
consensus where each side gets some- 
thing and gives up something and that 
builds consensus, then that law is sim- 
ply not going to be sustainable, beyond 
the policy problems the law has obvi- 
ously manifested. 

I still remember as if it were yester- 
day, when the President said: If you 
like your doctor, you can keep your 
doctor. He said: If you like your policy, 
you can keep your policy. He said that 
the average family of four would save 
$2,500 on their health care costs. None 
of that has proven to be true. In fact, 
just the opposite is true. That is, un- 
fortunately, part of the legacy of the 
broken promises of ObamaCare. It was 
essentially sold under false pretenses. 
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Back in my old job, before I came to 
the Senate, I was attorney general of 
Texas, and we had a consumer protec- 
tion division that sued people who 
committed consumer fraud, who rep- 
resented one thing to consumers and 
delivered another. We sued them for 
consumer fraud. Unfortunately, the 
American people can’t sue the Federal 
Government for consumer fraud. They 
would have a pretty good case because 
of the trail of broken promises known 
as ObamaCare. 

I just want to point out a few in- 
stances of how ObamaCare has proven 
to be such a disaster for the folks I rep- 
resent in Texas. 

Under the so-called Affordable Care 
Act—which really should be called the 
un-Affordable Care Act—many of my 
constituents in Texas are paying more 
for their insurance. Of course many re- 
member the PR campaign the Presi- 
dent and his administration rolled out 
to the American people. He promised 
better coverage, more choices, and 
lower prices. The one component we 
would think health care reform would 
deliver and that ObamaCare has been a 
complete failure on is lower costs for 
consumers. In fact, because of the man- 
dates in ObamaCare, such as guaran- 
teed issue—which is an arcane topic, 
but because of the way it was struc- 
tured, it was bound to cost more 
money, not less—how in the world are 
we going to get more people covered by 
charging them more than they cur- 
rently pay for their health care? We 
are not, unless we are going to come in 
the back door and use taxpayer sub- 
sidies to sort of cushion the blow, but 
even then, many people are finding 
ObamaCare simply unaffordable or 
maybe they can get coverage, but they 
find out they have a $5,000 deductible. 
So when they go to the hospital or 
when they go to the doctor, while they 
may think they have coverage, they 
basically are self-insured. 

Unfortunately, my constituents have 
learned that ObamaCare has simply 
failed to deliver. Many people in my 
State are suffering. Over the past 2 
months, it seems as though every week 
I read another headline in the Texas 
newspaper about the way it is hurting 
my constituents. I brought a few of 
those with me today. 

First of all, here is the headline in 
the San Antonio Express-News: 
“Obamacare hitting Texas hard as in- 
surers propose steep rate increases.” 
One might say: Why are you upset with 
ObamaCare when it is the insurance 
companies that are raising rates? The 
reason the insurance companies are 
raising rates is because people aren’t 
signing up for ObamaCare if they can 
avoid it, unless they happen to be older 
and subject to more illnesses, which 
means the cost goes up for those who 
are buying those policies. 

The article talks about how insur- 
ance companies are losing hundreds of 
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millions of dollars under ObamaCare. 
Again, why would we care about insur- 
ance companies losing hundreds of mil- 
lions of dollars? As we found out, many 
of them simply can’t sustain them- 
selves in the States so they are leav- 
ing. The majority leader talked about 
that a moment ago. Just to make 
ObamaCare viable, many of them are 
raising premiums by as much as 60 per- 
cent next year, just to stay in business. 

Unfortunately, Texas is not unique. 
Other States such as New York and Il- 
linois are looking at double-digit pre- 
mium increases in 2017 as well. That is 
because, under the President’s signa- 
ture health care law, insurers are 
forced to pass along higher costs to 
customers. If they can’t do it, their 
only other choice is to leave, leaving 
consumers with fewer choices, and 
maybe only one choice in a State. That 
happens when the government—when 
the masters of the universe in Wash- 
ington, DC,—think they know better 
than the market. It is basic economics. 

The bad headlines don’t stop there. 
Here is one from the Austin American- 
Statesman: ‘‘Thousands affected in 
Texas as Aetna rolls back Obamacare 
plans.” Aetna alone has more than 
80,000 customers in Texas. It is one of 
the biggest health care providers in the 
country. Their leaving means that 
thousands of people will have to find a 
new health care plan. So much for ‘“‘if 
you like what you have, you can keep 
it,” assuming they have a plan they 
liked, which now is more expensive 
than what many were paying before 
ObamaCare was passed. Again, it is not 
just my constituents in Texas who are 
hurting. Starting next year, Aetna will 
offer plans in only 4 States—4 States— 
down from the current 15. So con- 
sumers will have even fewer choices 
starting next year. 

Aetna wasn’t the only company to 
leave the State. This poster shows the 
headline from the Waco Tribune-Her- 
ald. Scott & White is one of our pre- 
mier hospitals and health care systems 
in central Texas. The headline says: 
“Scott & White Health Plan leaving 
Obamacare.” According to the article, 
more than 44,000 Texans will have to 
find another insurance plan in 2017. 
Again, because of the extra costs bur- 
dening these companies, they simply 
can’t afford to offer coverage, and they 
have no alternative but to pack up and 
leave. 

Finally, here is a headline from the 
Texas Tribune: ‘‘Health Insurers’ Exit 
Spells Trouble for Obamacare in 
Texas.” In this story, the Tribune re- 
ports that in addition to Scott & White 
and Aetna, an insurance startup called 
Oscar Insurance also announced it 
would withdraw from Texas exchanges 
in the Dallas-Fort Worth area. The 
Dallas-Fort Worth area is one of the 
most populous parts of the State. This 
is absolutely unacceptable. With so 
many insurance companies pulling out 
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of Texas, Texans will have less health 
care options, plain and simple. 

I am beginning to wonder whether 
the conspiracy theories we heard early 
on about ObamaCare, that it was built 
to fail because what the advocates 
wanted is a single-payer, government- 
run system, and this was just a predi- 
cate or prelude to that because it could 
not work as structured. We can draw 
our own conclusions, but, the fact is, 
consumers will have less choice and 
their health care coverage comes at a 
higher price. 

According to one estimate, 60 coun- 
ties out of 254 counties in Texas will 
have just one option in 2017 unless 
other insurance companies decide to 
enter the market, which is highly un- 
likely given the way ObamaCare is 
structured. That means prices will con- 
tinue to go up. And you wonder why 
people are frustrated in America, why 
our politics seem too polarized, and 
why people seem so angry at what is 
happening in Washington? At a time 
when their wages have remained flat 
because of this administration’s eco- 
nomic policies—and overregulation 
being a large part of it—the costs for 
consumers continue to go up. That 
means people’s real disposable income 
is going down, and they are not happy 
about it—and they shouldn’t be. 

Texas is a big State. We have very 
highly populated areas like the 
Metroplex in Dallas-Fort Worth and 
Houston and Austin, but we are a big 
rural State as well. People who live 
outside of the major cities are the very 
demographic that ObamaCare was sup- 
posed to help, but they will be dis- 
proportionately hurt as fewer compa- 
nies are able to offer insurance away 
from major population centers. Com- 
pany after company is packing up and 
leaving the exchanges in Texas because 
ObamaCare simply will not work as 
structured. It can’t deliver on its prom- 
ises. At the end of the day, hard-work- 
ing Texas families have to pay for the 
partisan policies of this administration 
and our Democratic colleagues who 
jammed this through Congress rather 
than trying to build some consensus, 
on a bipartisan basis, that would make 
this sustainable. 

I remember being at a program where 
James Baker III, who obviously served 
in the Reagan administration, and Joe 
Califano, former Secretary of Health 
and Human Services—a Democrat who 
served in the Carter administration, a 
Democratic administration—made the 
commonsense observation that any 
time you pass legislation as big as 
ObamaCare, it is bound to fail because 
you can’t expect people who opposed 
the legislation from the very beginning 
to say: Let me try to rescue you from 
a bad decision in the first place, when 
they were essentially frozen out of the 


process. 
For example, when Social Security 
became the law, consensus was 
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reached, and that is the way it should 
be done. Unfortunately, my constitu- 
ents in Texas and the American people 
are paying the price for a bad decision 
made in 2009 and 2010 to make 
ObamaCare a purely partisan piece of 
legislation. 

I get letters from my constituents all 
the time who liked their insurance be- 
fore it was cancelled because of 
ObamaCare, they liked their doctor 
whom they could see under their exist- 
ing health care policy, and they even 
liked the price they were paying for 
it—it was affordable before the man- 
dates of ObamaCare, but one by one 
they lost their coverage when 
ObamaCare became the law of the land. 

I have had some of my constituents 
tell me they feel terrorized by 
ObamaCare. Strong words. Others have 
told me bluntly, they need relief from 
it: Please, help us. We are drowning in 
higher costs and fewer choices and we 
don’t like what we have under 
ObamaCare. The bottom line is, for all 
of the purported benefits the Demo- 
cratic leader talked about—more peo- 
ple on Medicaid, more people with 
some form of coverage—we know a 
huge majority of people feel as though 
they got a raw deal, and we knew it 
would be that way from the beginning. 
That is the reason many people, includ- 
ing myself, opposed it. 

That is also the reason why just this 
year Senate Republicans passed a bill 
under the budget reconciliation process 
to repeal ObamaCare, because we feel 
the American people deserve better. 
Not surprisingly, President Obama ve- 
toed it. What we demonstrated is, the 
political support in the Senate, work- 
ing with the House, to, hopefully under 
the next President, build a health care 
system the American people can afford, 
giving them the choices they want be- 
cause unfortunately ObamaCare did 
not deliver on its promises. 

We have our work cut out for us in 
2017. We demonstrated there are 
enough votes there to repeal 
ObamaCare. All we need now is a Presi- 
dent who will sign it, as we work to- 
gether to repeal it and give a more af- 
fordable alternative to ObamaCare 
that gives people the choices they want 
and deserve. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The as- 
sistant Democratic leader. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, both the 
Republican majority leader and the Re- 
publican assistant majority leader 
have come to the floor to address one 
issue that is pretty important to them, 
and it clearly is the focus of their at- 
tention. The issue today is the Afford- 
able Care Act, ObamaCare, which was 
passed by the Senate and the House 6 
years ago. What I have missed in most 
of the debate—no, in fact, what I 
missed from all of the debate from the 
Republican side, is their proposal or 
their alternative. They don’t have one. 
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No. What they want to argue is: We 
need to go back to the good old days— 
the good old days of health insurance 
before the Affordable Care Act. 

You heard the Senator from Ken- 
tucky and the Senator from Texas talk 
about getting back to those good old 
days and getting rid of the mandates in 
the Affordable Care Act. What were 
those mandates in the Affordable Care 
Act? Here is one. It says if you or any 
member of your family had a pre- 
existing condition, you could not be de- 
nied health insurance. Does any family 
across America have a family member 
with a preexisting condition? It turns 
out there are quite a few—my family 
and many others. There are 129 million 
Americans out of 350 million who have 
a preexisting condition in their family. 
What did that mean in the good old 
days before the Affordable Care Act, 
which the Republicans want to return 
to? It meant health insurance compa- 
nies would just flat out say no, we are 
not going to cover you. You have a 
child who survived cancer, you have a 
wife who is a diabetic—no health insur- 
ance for you. Those are the good old 
days that Republicans would like to re- 
turn to, but for 129 million Americans, 
it means no insurance or unaffordable 
insurance to go back to the Republican 
good old days under health insurance. 

There was also a provision—another 
mandate in the Affordable Care Act— 
which said you cannot discriminate 
against women when it comes to health 
insurance. Why would health insurance 
companies charge more money for 
women than men? Well, women are 
made differently, have different health 
needs. But why should they be dis- 
criminated against when it comes to 
the cost of health insurance? 

One of the mandates said that you 
treat men and women equally when it 
comes to the payment of premiums. In 
the good old days, you could discrimi- 
nate against women. It meant that 157 
million American women could pay a 
higher premium for the same health in- 
surance as a man. So the good old days, 
which the Senate Republicans would 
like to return to in health insurance, 
would go back to discrimination 
against women. 

There was another mandate. The 
mandate said that if you were a family 
who had a son or a daughter and you 
wanted to keep them on your family 
health insurance until they reached 
the age of 26, the health insurance 
companies had to give you that option. 
It was mandated. In the good old days, 
which the Senate Republicans would 
like to return to, there was no require- 
ment that you be allowed to continue 
coverage for your son or daughter to 
age 26. 

What difference does that make? I re- 
member when my daughter was going 
to college and then graduated. I called 
her and said: Jennifer, do you have 
health insurance? 
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Oh, Dad, I don’t need that. I feel fine. 

Well, no parent wants to hear that. 
You never know what tomorrow’s diag- 
nosis or tomorrow’s accident is going 
to bring. So one of the mandates, 
which the Republicans would like to 
get rid of, is the mandate that family 
health insurance cover your children 
up to age 26 while they are graduating 
from school, looking for a job, maybe 
working part time. They want to go 
back to the good old days when you 
could tell a family: No, your son or 
daughter cannot stay under your 
health insurance plan. 

There was another provision too. 
There used to be a Senator who sat 
right back there; I can picture him 
right now—Paul Wellstone of Min- 
nesota. Paul Wellstone was an extraor- 
dinary Senator who died in a plane 
crash. You probably remember. Over on 
that side of the aisle, right at that 
seat, was Pete Domenici of New Mex- 
ico. Pete Domenici was a Republican 
Senator from New Mexico. 

Paul Wellstone and Pete Domenici 
were two polar opposites in politics, 
but they had one thing in common. 
Both of them had members of their 
family with mental illness. The two of 
them, Paul Wellstone and Pete Domen- 
ici, came together and said: Every 
health insurance plan in America 
should cover mental health counseling 
and care—mandated mental health 
counseling and care. 

Those two Senators from the oppo- 
site poles in politics knew, together, 
that mental illness is, in fact, an ill- 
ness that can be treated. Health insur- 
ance plans did not cover it, did not 
want to cover it. But the mandate that 
they came up with, included in the Af- 
fordable Care Act, said: Yes, you will 
cover mental health illness and mental 
health counseling. 

Well, you have just listened to the 
Senator from Texas talk about doing 
away with mandates, mandates that 
require the coverage of mental health 
illness. There is something else they 
included, too, and most of us didn’t no- 
tice. It doesn’t just say mental health 
illness; it says mental health illness 
and substance abuse treatment. 

What I am finding in Illinois, and we 
are finding across the country because 
of the opioid and heroin epidemic, is 
that many families get down on their 
knees and thank goodness that their 
health insurance now gives their son or 
daughter facing the addiction of 
opioids or heroin health insurance cov- 
erage for treatment. This is another 
mandate in the Affordable Care Act 
that the Senators from Texas and Ken- 
tucky believe should be gone. 

That is not all. There is also a man- 
date in the Affordable Care Act that we 
do something to help senior citizens 
pay for their prescription drugs. Under 
the plan devised by the Republicans, 
there was something called a doughnut 
hole where seniors could find them- 
selves, after a few months each year, 
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going into their savings accounts for 
thousands of dollars to pay for their 
pharmaceuticals and drugs. 

We put in a mandate in the Afford- 
able Care Act to start closing that 
doughnut hole and protecting seniors. 
The Republicans would have us go back 
to the good old days when the Medicare 
prescription program—where_ seniors 
were depleting their savings because of 
the cost of lifesaving drugs. 

So when you go through the long list 
of things that are mandated in the Af- 
fordable Care Act, you have to ask my 
Republican critics: Which one of those 
mandates would you get rid of? They 
suggest that—at least the Senator 
from Texas suggested—we should get 
rid of all of these mandates and go 
back to the good old days of health in- 
surance. 

It is true that the cost of health in- 
surance is going open up. My family 
knows it. We are under an insurance 
exchange from the Affordable Care Act. 
We know it. Others know it as well. 
But to suggest this is brand new since 
the Affordable Care Act is to ignore re- 
ality and to ignore the obvious. If you 
take a look back in time—and not that 
far back in time—before the passage of 
the Affordable Care Act, you find some 
interesting headlines. 

The Senator from Texas brings head- 
lines from Texas of the last few 
months. In 2005, 5 years before the Af- 
fordable Care Act was law, there was a 
Los Angeles Times headline that read, 
“Rising Premiums Threaten Job-Based 
Health Coverage.” It should not come 
as any surprise to those of us who have 
any memory of when the cost of health 
insurance premiums were going up 
every single year. 

In 2006, 4 years before the Affordable 
Care Act became law, a New York 
Times headline read, ‘‘Health Care 
Costs Rise Twice as Much as Infla- 
tion.” 

In 2008, 2 years before we passed the 
law, a Washington Post headline read, 
“Rising Health Costs Cut Into Wages.” 

It is naive—in fact, it is just plain 
wrong—to suggest that health care 
costs were not going up before the Af- 
fordable Care Act, and health insur- 
ance premiums were not going up. If 
you could buy a policy, you could ex- 
pect the cost of it to go up every year. 
What we tried to achieve with the Af- 
fordable Care Act was to slow the rate 
of growth in health insurance costs. We 
have achieved that. 

More than 20 million Americans who 
did not have it before the Affordable 
Care Act now have health insurance. 
We are also finding that the cost of 
programs like Medicare have gone 
down over $400 million because we are 
finding cost savings in health care, 
cost savings brought about because of 
the Affordable Care Act. I said $400 mil- 
lion; sorry, I was wrong. It is $473 bil- 
lion saved in Medicare since the Af- 
fordable Care Act because the rate of 
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growth in health care costs has slowed 
down. 

For employer premiums, the past 5 
years included four of the five slowest 
growth years on record. Health care 
price growth since the Affordable Care 
Act became law has been the slowest in 
50 years. Have some premiums gone up? 
Yes, primarily in the individual mar- 
ket. 

Now, the Senator from Texas and I 
have something in common. The big- 
gest health insurer in my State is also 
a major health insurer in Texas—Blue 
Cross. Blue Cross came to me and said: 
We are going to have to raise pre- 
miums. How much, I can’t say ulti- 
mately. It is still going through the de- 
cision process. What was the reason? 
They said: Not enough people are sign- 
ing up for the health insurance ex- 
changes. What we are trying to do is to 
get more people to sign up for health 
insurance so that we literally have uni- 
versal coverage across this country. 

We have made great progress; 20 mil- 
lion people more are covered. But to 
argue that we should go back to the 
good old days of health insurance, of 
discrimination against people with pre- 
existing conditions, discrimination 
against women, making the decision 
that if your child has a medical condi- 
tion, your family would not have 
health insurance—to say that we 
should go back to that—is that what 
the Republicans are proposing? I am 
still waiting for the Republican alter- 
native to the Affordable Care Act. 
They have had plenty of time to work 
on it. 

They call it partisan law, but let’s 
make the record clear. In 2009, when 
President Obama was sworn into office 
and started this effort to reform health 
insurance in America, Max Baucus, a 
Democrat from Montana, was the 
chairman of the Senate Finance Com- 
mittee. He reached out to the ranking 
Republican, CHUCK GRASSLEY of Iowa, 
to try to devise a bipartisan bill. 

They took a long time deliberating 
and meeting. In fact, many of us were 
frustrated, saying: When is this going 
to result in an actual bill? In August of 
2009, Senator GRASSLEY announced he 
was no longer going to be engaged in 
that deliberation and negotiation. 
From that point forward, no Repub- 
licans participated in the drawing up of 
the bill or an alternative. It passed on 
a partisan rollcall despite the best ef- 
forts of many Democratic Senators to 
engage the Republicans in at least de- 
bating the issue and helping us to build 
the bill. 

They were opposed and remain op- 
posed. They still oppose it today and 
still have no alternative, no substitute. 
It is their hope that we will somehow 
return to the good old days of health 
insurance. Well, they were not good old 
days for millions of Americans. It 
meant discrimination, exclusions, ex- 
penses, and treatment no one wants to 
return to. 


September 13, 2016 


One topic is never mentioned by the 
Republicans when they come to the 
floor and talk about health insurance. 
I listened carefully yesterday and 
again today with Senator MCCONNELL 
and with Senator CORNYN, and one 
thing they failed to mention: Did you 
hear them say anything about the cost 
of pharmaceuticals and drugs? Not a 
word. 

Yet when you ask health insurance 
companies why premiums are going up, 
some are saying: They are being driven 
by the cost of pharmaceuticals. One 
company says that 25 percent of our 
premium increase goes to the cost of 
pharmaceuticals. Well, we know what 
they are talking about, don’t we. When 
people take over these pharmaceutical 
companies, they grab a drug that has 
been on the market, sometimes for dec- 
ades, and decide to raise the price 100 
percent, 200 percent, and 550 percent in 
the case of EpiPens, those pens that 
save kids who have anaphylactic reac- 
tions to peanuts and other things they 
are allergic to. 

So if we are going to deal with the 
drivers in the cost of health insurance, 
my friends on the Republican side have 
to be open to the suggestion that we 
need to do more to protect American 
consumers from being fleeced by phar- 
maceutical companies. Why are we 
paying so much more for drugs in 
America that are literally cheaper in 
Canada and cheaper in Europe? It is be- 
cause our laws do not give the con- 
sumers a fighting chance. Our laws 
allow pharmaceutical companies to 
charge what they wish with little or no 
oversight. 

Do you want to bring down the cost 
of health care? We have hospitals al- 
ready engaged in that effort, doctors 
engaged in that effort, medical profes- 
sionals committed to that effort. But 
what one hospital administrator said 
to me is: Senator, when are we going to 
get the pharmaceutical companies to 
join us in trying to reduce the cost to 
consumers? 

Let me just close by saying that the 
Senator from Texas said: There were 
those in the Senate who wanted to 
have a government health insurance 
plan. Guilty as charged—not as the 
only plan, but as a competitor when it 
came to these health insurance plans. 
What if we had Medicare for all across 
the United States as an alternative in 
every insurance exchange and allowed 
consumers across this country to de- 
cide whether that is an option that is 
valuable for them? 

I am not closing out the possibility 
of private insurers. Let them compete 
as well. But consumers at least deserve 
that option, a nonprofit Medicare-for- 
all insurance plan. It was stopped be- 
cause we did not have the support of all 
of the Democrats, to be honest with 
you, and no support from the Repub- 
lican side. I still think that is a viable 
alternative that we should explore. 
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So I will still wait. There will be 
more and more speeches about the Af- 
fordable Care Act. I will still wait, 
after 6 years, for the first proposal 
from the Republican side for the re- 
placement of the Affordable Care Act. I 
have not seen it yet, but hope springs 
eternal. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
ROUNDS). The Senator from Nebraska. 

Mrs. FISCHER. Mr. President, I rise 
to offer remarks on the Water Re- 
sources Development Act today. Spe- 
cifically, I would like to address 
amendment No. 4996, which has now 
been modified and included in the 
Inhofe-Boxer managers’ package. First, 
to Senators INHOFE and BOXER, thank 
you for your commitment to passing 
the WRDA bill every 2 years. 

I appreciate their efforts to work 
with every Member in this Chamber to 
make certain that commitment is 
upheld. The bill reflects our duty and 
ability to ensure safe, reliable water 
infrastructure. In large part, it 
achieves this by granting greater flexi- 
bility to local stakeholders to manage 
their community’s diverse water needs. 

For example, in Nebraska, our 23 nat- 
ural resource districts will be allowed 
to fund feasibility studies and receive 
reimbursement during project con- 
struction instead of waiting until that 
project is completed. 

WRDA also includes real reform for 
State municipalities, like those in 
Omaha, struggling with unfunded com- 
bined sewer overflow mandates. 

Personally, I am relieved that WRDA 
2016 eliminates the EPA’s flawed me- 
dian-household income affordability 
measurement which hurts fixed- and 
low-income families. 

Regarding amendment No. 4996, I 
thank the chair, the ranking member, 
and staff of the EPW Committee for 
working with me in a bipartisan man- 
ner to ensure that America’s farmers 
and ranchers have greater certainty for 
their on-farm fuel and animal feed 
storage. This amendment provides a 
limited exemption to farmers from the 
EPA’s spill prevention, containment, 
and control—or the SPCC—rule. Two 
years ago I worked with Senator 
BOXER, who was then chairman of the 
committee, in a good-faith effort to ad- 
dress concerns raised by my constitu- 
ents about this rule, and I am very 
pleased to have the opportunity to do 
so again. 

My modified amendment would whol- 
ly exempt animal feed storage tanks 
from the SPCC rule both in terms of 
aggregate storage and single-tank stor- 
age. Further, this amendment includes 
additional language that will exempt 
up to 2,000 gallons of capacity on re- 
mote or separate parcels of land as 
long as these tanks are not larger than 
1,000 gallons each. Ultimately, this will 
give ag producers greater flexibility to 
access the necessary fuel needed to 
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power machinery, equipment, and irri- 
gation pumps. 

Some may think these are just tech- 
nical tweaks, but let me assure you 
they are critically important to farm- 
ers and ranchers across our country. 
Most agricultural producers live miles 
away from the nearest refueling sta- 
tion; therefore, producers rely upon on- 
farm fuel storage to supply the fuel 
they need at the time they need it. 
This amendment will ensure that pro- 
ducers can maintain that on-farm fuel 
storage. It will bring some reasonable, 
measured exemptions to the SPCC rule 
for small- and medium-sized farms and 
for livestock producers. 

This compromise comes at a critical 
hour for our ag producers. They are 
struggling through one of the toughest 
farm economies since the 1980s. Mar- 
kets are weak, and margins are tight. 
This compromise offers much needed 
regulatory relief. For many, it is a life- 
line. It lifts an unnecessary burden. 

I urge my colleagues to support these 
commonsense exemptions that will 
limit harmful Federal regulations on 
the men and women who feed a very 
hungry world. I wish to comment brief- 
ly on those harmful regulations. As I 
mentioned, the Senate passed a provi- 
sion in the 2014 WRDA bill requiring 
the EPA to do some research before de- 
termining what is and what is not an 
appropriate, safe fuel storage level for 
the average American farmer. It is my 
view—and it is shared by many pro- 
ducers across the country—that if 
there is no risk, then there is no reason 
to regulate. Don’t fix problems that 
don’t exist. 

The EPA released results of this 
study last year, and it is difficult for 
me to call it a study. The word ‘‘study”’ 
carries with it the implication of care- 
ful scrutiny. The EPA’s report was, in 
reality, a collection of assumptions 
lacking in scientific evidence. It sup- 
ported a recommendation that moved 
the goalposts on the exemption levels 
below the minimum that was pre- 
viously agreed to by this Chamber and 
signed into law. The EPA report failed 
to show that on-farm fuel storage poses 
a significant risk to water quality. It 
cited seven examples of significant fuel 
spills and not one of them occurred on 
a farm or a ranch. Even more mis- 
leading, one referenced a spill of 3,000 
gallons of jet fuel. I know that in the 
Presiding Officer’s State of South Da- 
kota and in my State of Nebraska, it 
would be very hard to find a farmer 
who employs the use of a jet engine 
when they are harvesting a cornfield. 

To place these costly fees and heavy 
regulations on farmers and ranchers at 
so difficult a time is very dangerous 
and it is serious. To do so based on a 
report with false, misleading informa- 
tion is irresponsible. 

I know the impact of Federal policies 
from first-hand experience. Farmers 
and ranchers understand that their 
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success is the direct result of careful 
stewardship of our natural resources. 
We depend on a healthy environment 
for our very livelihoods. We know the 
value of clean water—you cannot raise 
cattle or corn without it. No one works 
harder to protect the quality of our 
streams and our aquifers. When it 
comes to preventing spills from on- 
farm fuel storage, producers already 
have every incentive in the world. We 
live on this land and our families drink 
the water. 

Again, I thank Chairman INHOFE and 
Ranking Member BOXER for their will- 
ingness to come together, reach a com- 
promise, and safeguard the livelihoods 
of our farmers and ranchers. 

The Senate’s approval of WRDA will 
be a relief for farmers throughout Ne- 
braska and all across America, who 
should not face these unnecessary reg- 
ulations. The bipartisan provision re- 
garding on-farm fuel storage com- 
pletely exempts animal feed ingredi- 
ents, and it does provide greater flexi- 
bility to producers to access the fuel 
where they need it, and that is reflec- 
tive of the real-world realities we face 
in production agriculture. 

I appreciate my colleagues’ support 
and cooperation on this issue. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Oregon. 

ZIKA VIRUS FUNDING 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, if ever 
there were an issue that ought to be bi- 
partisan, it is tackling the Zika virus 
because this virus, of course, is taking 
an enormous toll on our country. 

What we are seeing is women and 
men getting infected, research stalling 
out, and babies being born with de- 
formities and severe disabilities. My 
view is there shouldn’t be anything 
partisan about tackling this. It ought 
to be common sense. The Senate ought 
to come together, and we should have 
done it quite some time ago. Yet Re- 
publican leaders seem to be putting 
this into slow motion because they 
want to limit access to the very health 
services pregnant women depend on for 
their care. When you listen to their 
view, it is almost like giving pregnant 
women cans of bug spray and wishing 
them good luck. In my view, that de- 
fies common sense. 

What I have always felt—and this has 
been true throughout my time in pub- 
lic service—is that with the big public 
health issues where the safety and 
well-being of so many Americans is on 
the line, you say: What we are going to 
do is we are going to do our job, we are 
going to come together, and we are 
going to do it in a bipartisan fashion 
based on what researchers and public 
health authorities say makes sense. 

Yet here the Senate is on an issue 
that is at the forefront of the minds of 
millions of American women and fami- 
lies, and what we are being told by Re- 
publicans is that the price of dealing 
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with the Zika virus is limiting wom- 
en’s rights and reducing access to re- 
productive health care, and so much of 
that agenda is a preventive agenda, 
which is exactly what the public health 
authorities say is most important. 

My hope is that this Congress is very 
quickly going to say that we are going 
to set aside the anti-women, anti-fam- 
ily language, and as part of a must- 
pass bill, that we are going to say we 
are going to come together as a body, 
Democrats and Republicans, and ad- 
dress what are clear public health rec- 
ommendations of the leading special- 
ists in this country and do the job that 
Americans told us to do, which is, 
when you have something that affects 
millions of Americans and their health 
and safety—I had a number of forums 
on the Zika virus this summer in Or- 
egon. It is a great concern. For exam- 
ple, the Oregon Health Sciences Center, 
our premier health research body, is 
very concerned about the research 
agenda stalling out. 

I would say to my colleagues, let’s 
set aside this question of trying to find 
ideological trophies as part of the Zika 
legislation. Let’s address the clear pub- 
lic health recommendations we have 
received. Let’s do it in a bipartisan 
way. Let’s do it in a way that reflects 
common sense, and let’s do it quickly. 

With that, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Wyoming. 

OBAMACARE 

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I 
come to the floor after having seen the 
minority leader and then the minority 
whip on the floor this morning talking 
about the President’s health care law. 
It is a law that the President said peo- 
ple should forcefully defend and be 
proud. What I heard was a defense of a 
bill—now a law—that was passed solely 
along partisan lines a number of years 
ago. It is very hard to be proud or de- 
fend that law based on what the Amer- 
ican people are experiencing. 

I come to the floor noting that the 
President is from the home State of Il- 
linois, the minority whip is from the 
home State of Illinois, and there have 
been a number of stories in the press 
recently from that State about just 
how horrendous the impact of the law 
has been on the people of the Presi- 
dent’s home State, to the point that 
just yesterday there was a story in the 
Washington Examiner with the head- 
line “Illinois gets ready for huge 
Obamacare rate hikes.” 

People say: Well, what is not to like 
about ObamaCare? 

According to a Crain’s Chicago Busi- 
ness report dated August 27—the head- 
line is “What’s not to like about 
ObamaCare? Plenty in Illinois.” 

There is plenty in Illinois not to like 
about ObamaCare, but it is not just Il- 
linois and it is not just Nevada, where 
the minority leader is from; a Gallup 
poll of the entire country that recently 
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came out showed that more Americans 
are negative than positive about the 
health care law. Have there been some 
people who have been helped? Abso- 
lutely. But overall, most Americans in 
this case have said the impact has been 
more negative than positive. 

It is interesting because the way the 
question was asked—they asked: Has 
this health care law helped you person- 
ally or has it hurt you and your fam- 
ily? 

I was astonished to see that 29 per- 
cent of Americans say ObamaCare has 
hurt them and their families person- 
ally. Three out of ten Americans say 
this law has hurt them and their fami- 
lies personally. Well, how does that 
happen? Maybe they lost their doctor. 
The President said: If you like your 
doctor, you can keep your doctor. 
Many people couldn’t, in spite of what 
the President told them. The President 
told them their insurance premiums 
would drop by $2,500. Instead, people 
are noticing premiums going up around 
the country. The President said: If you 
like your plan, you can keep your plan. 
We know that has not been true. 

And then what I found additionally 
astonishing and should be concerning 
to all of us as Americans—and as a doc- 
tor most concerning to me—is the 
question, How will this health care law 
affect your family in the future? More 
Americans expect the health care law 
to make their family’s health care sit- 
uation worse in the long term. 

These are people talking about their 
own families, not the minority leader 
or the minority whip or the President 
of the United States coming to the 
floor and talking about this and that— 
the theoretical aspects. I am talking 
about American families—men, 
women, children—all trying to live a 
healthy life and finding it has been im- 
peded, hurt by the President’s health 
care law. 

It is amazing that 36 percent—more 
than one in three Americans—expect 
this health care law to make their fam- 
ily’s health care situation worse. Did 
we hear about that during the debate 
on the Senate floor when the bill was 
written behind closed doors in HARRY 
REID’s office or when NANCY PELOSI 
said: First you have to pass it before 
you find out what is in it. Did the 
American people understand that 6 
years later, over one in three would say 
personally their health care and the 
health of their own family would be 
worse because of this law? 

The State of Illinois. This is the 
headline yesterday: “Illinois gets ready 
for huge Obamacare rate hikes.” The 
first line of the story: ‘‘Half the insur- 
ers selling plans in Illinois’ Obamacare 
marketplaces are hiking prices by 50 
percent on average, according to the 
final rates the State published Wednes- 
day.” 

These are rates approved by the 
State of Illinois. Remember, the Presi- 
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dent said: Oh, we will not let them go 
up that high. The State of Illinois says 
that is the only way they can stay in 
business. 

Another headline: “Illinois 
Obamacare rates could soar as state 
submits insurance premium increase to 
the feds.” Rates could increase by an 
average—and we know what the ap- 
proval rate is—over half will be in- 
creasing by over 50 percent. So with 
that impact, it is interesting that for a 
21-year-old nonsmoker—we are talking 
about somebody who is healthy, who 
doesn’t smoke, and who probably goes 
to the gym—if they are buying the low- 
est price silver plan in Cook County, 
IL—we are talking Chicago, talking 
about the President’s hometown—next 
year, that 21-year-old healthy indi- 
vidual, nonsmoker, could pay a pre- 
mium of $221 a month, up from $152 a 
month. That is a $70 higher premium 
every month—$840 for the year—for a 
21-year-old who is just trying to get 
health insurance because the law says 
they have to buy it. 

The President says: You just can’t 
get what works for you, you have to 
buy what I say works for you. You have 
to listen to the President on this. You 
can’t choose what makes sense for you. 
The President says: Don’t worry. Tax- 
payers will subsidize it. 

If you are not receiving a taxpayer 
subsidy, you are paying the subsidy for 
that person, but a lot of people don’t 
get the subsidies. According to the sit- 
uation in Chicago, about 25 percent of 
the people who buy insurance on the 
exchange—the customers there, which 
is about 84,000 people—do not receive 
tax credits. They don’t receive the sub- 
sidy. So they are feeling this in their 
pocketbooks because the President 
says they have to buy it because he 
thinks he knows better, and it sounds 
like the minority leader and the minor- 
ity whip have that same opinion. 

So the headline comes out, ‘‘What’s 
not to like about Obamacare?” And 
then the answer to the question is: 
“Plenty in Illinois.” It talks about Illi- 
nois residents who buy health insur- 
ance through the ObamaCare exchange 
should brace themselves for steep pre- 
mium increases, but it is not just the 
premiums. They also have to brace 
themselves for fewer doctors to choose 
from—less choice in doctors, less 
choice in hospitals to go to when they 
enroll, and the enrollment opens on 
November 1. 

The big national health insurance 
companies have pulled out of Illinois 
because of substantial losses. There is 
actually a co-op in Illinois called the 
Land of Lincoln co-op. It lost $91 mil- 
lion and they closed their doors. 

Is it only Illinois, is it only Nevada 
where they are down to just one choice 
in most of the State? The President 
promised a marketplace, but instead it 
is a monopoly. Companies have pulled 
out. People have very few choices, if 
any. 
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The article says: 

While people buying insurance coverage 
through the Illinois exchange may howl, pre- 
miums are jumping even higher in other 
States. For instance, the insurance commis- 
sioner of Tennessee, declaring the state’s ex- 
change market ‘‘very near collapse.” 

Very near collapse in Tennessee. Yet 
they approved an increase—the one in- 
surance company—of 62 percent. A 62- 
percent increase. Is that what the 
President means when he says ‘‘force- 
fully defend and be proud’’? 

The President and Senators on the 
floor today talked about the issues, 
and the President pointed to this, and 
he said: Oh, well, people aren’t going to 
have to go to the emergency room after 
the ObamaCare health care law has 
been passed because they will only 
have to use it for emergencies and not 
for routine care. Well, what came out 
in the Chicago Tribune, the President’s 
hometown newspaper, on August 30 of 


this year? ‘Illinois emergency room 
visits increased after Obamacare.” 
They increased. The article says: 


“Emergency visits in Illinois increased 
. .. by more than 14,000 visits a month 
on average, in 2014 and 2015 compared’’ 
to before the President’s health care 
law was signed. This is from the Annals 
of Emergency Medicine. They follow 
these things. 

The article in the Chicago Tribune 
says one of the goals of expanding cov- 
erage to all was to reduce the use of 
pricey services such as emergency de- 
partment services. That is what the 
President said. That is what the Demo- 
crats said when this bill was being de- 
bated. The emergency room was the 
area of last resort for people who didn’t 
have doctors and who didn’t see them 
regularly, so with the health care law, 
they wouldn’t need to go to the emer- 
gency room, but the study’s authors 
noted that this spike of visits in Illi- 
nois runs contrary to what the Presi- 
dent promised and the President’s goal. 

The co-ops have been especially trou- 
bling and certainly in Illinois the Land 
of Lincoln co-op, but it is not just Illi- 
nois. Co-op after co-op after co-op has 
failed, including one yesterday in the 
State of New Jersey—gone. What does 
Crain’s, the Chicago business news- 
paper, say about Illinois? ‘‘Illinois 
Obamacare plan to fold after 3-year 
run.” “Land of Lincoln Health, an 
Obamacare insurer that launched three 
years ago to bring competition’’—the 
idea of the President, saying he wanted 
to bring competition—‘‘to the online 
exchange, is liquidating among big fi- 
nancial losses.” 

In location after location, State by 
State, people who have relied upon the 
President’s promises have been bitterly 
disappointed. What is so distressing 
about what happened in Illinois with 
the co-op is that because it failed dur- 
ing the middle of the year—done—peo- 
ple then need to find new insurance. 

We have talked before about the 
issues of high copays, high deductibles. 
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When a co-op fails and you have to buy 
new insurance, you have to start over 
from scratch with paying the copays, 
paying the deductibles. So somebody 
who actually bought insurance through 
the President’s idea of this co-op—a co- 
op that has now failed—finds them- 
selves not only having to find a new in- 
surance company—if they can find 
one—because the law says they have to 
buy it, but they also have to start over. 

So the Land of Lincoln—the so-called 
co-op health insurer on the State ex- 
change—is going to shut down the end 
of September—in a couple weeks. Its 
49,000 Illinois members—this is accord- 
ing to the Chicago Tribune—its 49,000 
Illinois members have to get new insur- 
ance coverage for October, November, 
and December because it is done at the 
end of this month. They will likely 
have to start from zero again on their 
deductibles and out-of-pocket max- 
imum payments, in some cases costing 
them thousands of additional dollars. 

Is that what President Obama means 
when he says forcefully defend and be 
proud? There is very little to be proud 
about what this President has brought 
upon the American people, which is 
why we see so many families con- 
cerned. 

The final issue I bring up is the fact 
that so few people are signing up in 
spite of the fines, in spite of the taxes, 
and in spite of the mandates, to the 
point that the Washington Post had a 
front-page story entitled ‘‘Health-care 
exchange sign-ups fall far short of fore- 
casts.” At this point, they expected 24 
million people signing up. They are at 
11 million. So they are 13 million short. 
There are still almost 30 million people 
in this country uninsured, but it is not 
because they are making it hard to 
sign up. Oh, no, Mr. President. You 
may have seen this story that came 
out yesterday on CNBC news: 
“Obamacare marketplaces remain vul- 
nerable to fraud, new government au- 
dits find.” The article says: “Two new 
government audits reveal that the na- 
tion’s Obamacare marketplaces remain 
‘vulnerable to fraud,’ after investiga- 
tors successfully applied for coverage 
for multiple people who don’t actually 
exist.” 

They made up people, they applied, 
and the ObamaCare exchange sold 
them the insurance and counted them 
as good. It says: ‘‘In several cases this 
year, fake people who hadn’t filed tax 
returns for 2014 were still able to get 
Obamacare tax credits. ...’ They 
were not just able to get insurance but 
got subsidies from hard-working Amer- 
ican taxpayers. They were still able to 
get ObamaCare tax credits to help pay 
their monthly premiums for coverage 
right now. 

Continuing to quote from the article: 
“This year is the first year in which 
applicants for those subsidies had to 
have actually filed their federal tax re- 
turns from prior coverage years... .” 
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But they had not filed them. That 
didn’t matter to the ObamaCare ex- 
change people. They are so desperate to 
get people to sign up because so few 
people are signing up that they will 
sign up people who don’t exist. 

They put up 10 fictitious applica- 
tions, with 8 of them failing the initial 
online identity checking process, but 
all 10 were successfully approved, ac- 
cording to the Government Account- 
ability Office. 

It is amazing that people all around 
the country know how poorly this law 
is working for them in terms of their 
lives and their families. I heard one of 
the Senators today say Republicans 
have no options. The Republicans have 
offered plenty of responses to what is 
happening with the Obama health care 
law. The State health care CHOICE Act 
allows States to make a lot of deci- 
sions that are now being made by 
unelected, unaccountable Washington 
bureaucrats. We have plans working to- 
ward patient-centered care to allow 
people to get the care they need from 
the doctor they choose at lower costs. 

These are things that have been re- 
jected by the Democrats because the 
President has said ‘‘forcefully defend 
and be proud.” Hillary Clinton has said 
defend and build upon. She wants to do 
it with additional taxpayer subsidies— 
subsidies that go to people who do not 
exist, subsidies that don’t deal with the 
cost of care, subsidies that don’t deal 
with the fact that people are facing 
high deductibles, high copays, and 
can’t keep their doctors. 

In spite of what the President and 
the Democrats may say, and in spite of 
what candidate Clinton may say, a 
huge number of American people have 
considerable fears their life will be 
made worse by the President’s health 
care law. Almost 3 in 10 Americans 
today—29 percent of Americans today— 
say they and their families have been 
personally harmed by the President’s 
health care law. That is a sign of fail- 
ure, Mr. President. It is not a sign of 
success. It is not something people 
should forcefully defend and be proud 
of. It is a sign we need to take a dif- 
ferent path—a path that is not the 
Obama approach, not the one-size-fits- 
all, and it is not the Washington knows 
better than the people at home. 

We need to get the decisions out of 
Washington and being made at home so 
the American people—people who just 
want to get up, go to work, take care 
of their family, and get affordable care 
when they need it—can get the care 
they need, from a doctor they choose, 
at a lower cost. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
HELLER). The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. President, I am 
here today to speak in support of the 
Water Resources Development Act, or 
what we call WRDA. I thank Chairman 
INHOFE and Ranking Member BOXER for 
the way they have worked very well to- 
gether to get this very important piece 
of legislation across the finish line, as 
they did with the Transportation bill. 
This piece of legislation has broad bi- 
partisan support. 

As we know, West Virginia suffered 
historic flooding this summer. We can 
see this in Greenbrier County, WV, on 
June 25, 2016. This shows how swollen 
and filled all the waterways were. We 
lost 23 West Virginians from the 
storms, and tens of thousands suffered 
catastrophic damages to their homes 
and to their livelihoods. WRDA con- 
tains a number of provisions that will 
help prevent this kind of devastation in 
the future. We can no longer wait until 
it fails to fix our Nation’s infrastruc- 
ture. 

In addition to a major loss of life, 
communities across West Virginia are 
dealing with significant economic 
losses that will take years to recover. 
Our friends in Louisiana are going 
through the same, very difficult build- 
ing back. 

Let me touch on some of the high- 
lights of the WRDA bill. 

I sponsored a provision in WRDA 
with my fellow Senator from West Vir- 
ginia, Mr. MANCHIN, to study the feasi- 
bility of implementing projects for 
flood risk management within West 
Virginia’s Kanawha River Basin— 
something such as this—to prevent 
this. This bill also addresses dam safe- 
ty and includes a provision I have been 
working on with Senator JACK REED. I 
thank him for his hard work in this 
area. 

According to the Army Corps of En- 
gineers’ ‘‘National Inventory of Dams,” 
there are more than 14,000 high-hazard 
potential dams in the United States. 
As we know, the State of West Virginia 
has a lot of mountains, a lot of valleys, 
a lot of water, and a lot of dams. Some 
422 of those dams are located in my 
small State of West Virginia. Put sim- 
ply, when a dam has high-hazard poten- 
tial, it means that if the dam fails, peo- 
ple will lose their lives and their prop- 
erty. 

This provision allows for $530 million 
over 10 years for a FEMA program to 
fix those dams. I know that States 
across the Nation would welcome this 
provision. 

Flood prevention and mitigation is 
only one of the important parts of this 
WRDA bill. WRDA also has drinking 
water infrastructure—an issue, again, 
that is very important to all of us. In 
my State of West Virginia, we dealt 
with this firsthand, in 2014, following 
the Freedom Industries spill into the 
Elk River. AS we may recall, that 
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caused 600,000 people to lose their 
water for a large period of time—sev- 
eral weeks in some cases. 

WRDA provides assistance to small, 
disadvantaged, and underserved com- 
munities. It will replace lead service 
lines in these communities and address 
sewer overflows. We have so much 
aging infrastructure in this country. It 
includes $170 million to address lead 
emergencies—like those in Flint, MI— 
and other public health consequences. 
It provides $70 million to capitalize the 
new Water Infrastructure Finance and 
Innovation Act, better known as 
WIFIA. That program provides loans 
for water and wastewater infrastruc- 
ture anywhere in the country. This 
program is modeled after a similar and 
highly successful program that sup- 
ports our highways. 

Maximizing the use of our waterways 
is another important part of WRDA. In 
my State, our rivers not only provide 
commercial transport but also vital 
recreational opportunities. I have sub- 
mitted a bipartisan amendment, which 
I hope will be accepted into the final 
bill, that emphasizes the increasing use 
of locks along the Monongahela River 
for recreational use. 

Finally, WRDA includes consensus 
legislation to allow EPA to review and 
approve State permitting programs for 
coal ash disposal. The EPA’s coal ash 
rule went into effect last October, but 
EPA does not currently have the au- 
thority to approve our State permit- 
ting programs. This bill fills that gap, 
benefiting utilities, States, and the en- 
vironment by authorizing State over- 
sight of coal ash disposal. There is no 
other environmental regulation solely 
enforced simply through private law- 
suits, which is what we are seeing. So 
this bill fixes that by giving States the 
authority, and it empowers local enti- 
ties to help keep their infrastructure 
strong and functioning. 

Lastly, the bill gets us back to a reg- 
ular schedule of passing WRDA every 2 
years. Doing so will allow us to con- 
tinue to modernize our water transpor- 
tation infrastructure and keep up with 
flood protection and environmental 
restoration needs across the country. 

So let’s seize this opportunity. This 
is a significant bill with a number of 
benefits for a lot of States all across 
the country. This legislation 
proactively addresses a number of con- 
cerns. It will bring short-term and 
long-term gains to our economy, and it 
will show the American people that 
Congress can come together in a bipar- 
tisan way to fix problems, to support 
needed improvements to our infra- 
structure, and to make the right in- 
vestments in our communities. 

Lastly, I wish to add that the dev- 
astating floods we had in West Virginia 
took 23 lives, but what it showed us as 
West Virginians is what a great Nation 
we live in. I want to take the time to 
thank people from across this country 
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who drove to West Virginia, who sent 
money to West Virginia, who raised 
money for West Virginians, who sent 
supplies, and who said prayers for all 
the many families who were devastated 
and still suffer the devastation from a 
flood such as this throughout our 
State. 

I think we do sometimes focus a lit- 
tle bit too much on what is going 
wrong in this country. For me, one of 
the things that is going right is the 
volunteerism, the benevolence, the lov- 
ing embrace that we felt in West Vir- 
ginia from the rest of the country when 
we went through such a devastating 
flood but that other areas of the coun- 
try feel when they suffer like con- 
sequences. 

I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, it is 
really propitious that the Senator from 
Nevada is in the Chair today because I 
am going to speak about our legisla- 
tion, which is part of the WRDA bill. 
Let me begin by thanking the Pre- 
siding Officer for his leadership. We put 
this legislation together in 2015. This 
has to do with Lake Tahoe, and the 
Presiding Officer was the main author 
of the bill. Senator REID, Senator 
BOXER, and I were supporters, and here 
it is in this WRDA bill. I want the Pre- 
siding Officer to know how I feel. This 
is how the Senate should work. We 
worked together for something that 
has benefited both of our States, and 
we are able to say we are getting the 
job done. 

I wish to congratulate the Presiding 
Officer, Senator HELLER. This is so spe- 
cial for me. I am delighted that Sen- 
ator HELLER is in the Chair, and maybe 
I can briefly go over the last 20 years of 
work on Lake Tahoe to bring us to this 
moment. I know Senator HELLER 
couldn’t be at the summit this year, 
but I want him to know that he was 
really missed, and I want him to know 
that Senator REID put together one 
amazing summit. As a matter of fact, I 
called him and said: HARRY, you can’t 
have a rock group at this summit. This 
is a serious thing. We meet every year, 
and we go over all of the science, plan- 
ning, and problems at the lake. He 
said: Let me tell you something. I am 
retiring. It is my turn to do this, and I 
am going to do it my way. And it 
turned out to be great. 

I want the Presiding Officer to know 
that 7,000 people attended the summit. 
Our Governor spoke, but your Governor 
could not be there because he was com- 
mitted to an event in your State. Sen- 
ator BOXER spoke, Senator REID, of 
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course, spoke, and the President was 
there and also spoke. I was worried 
that it would be difficult if all of us 
spoke because there were 7,000 people 
expecting to hear this Las Vegas rock 
band called the Killers after the pro- 
gram. 

Well, I must tell you that they were 
the utmost in terms of an audience. 
After the program was finished, and be- 
fore the rock group performed, I be- 
came hopeful that we now have a whole 
new constituency of people working for 
the preservation of this lake. 

As I mentioned, I have worked on 
Lake Tahoe with my colleagues for 20 
years, and I believe we are at a critical 
moment. To understand the long- 
standing commitment to Lake Tahoe, 
one must start with the first Lake 
Tahoe Summit in 1997. Senator HARRY 
REID invited President Clinton, and 
President Clinton’s trip put a spotlight 
on the declining health of the lake. The 
1997 summit also launched a public-pri- 
vate partnership, or a Team Tahoe, 
made up of Federal, State, local, tribal, 
and private sector participants, which 
has invested $1.9 billion in restoration 
of Lake Tahoe. I want to just quickly 
report to the Presiding Officer some of 
the numbers, if I may. As I stated, we 
have invested $1.9 billion in the lake 
over 20 years—$635 million is Federal 
dollars, $759 million is California dol- 
lars, and $124 million is Nevada dollars. 
As you know, southern Nevada land 
sales have gone into this, thanks to 
your Governor and also Senator REID. 
Local governments contributed $99 
million, and I want you to pay atten- 
tion to this number: $339 million has 
been raised by businesses and the pri- 
vate sector over the 20-year period. 
What we have is a very real, bi-State 
combined effort to preserve and restore 
Lake Tahoe. It is a special partnership. 

I also want the Presiding Officer to 
know that during the stakeholders’ 
luncheon, which preceded the summit, 
Dr. Geoff Schladow, a professor and sci- 
entist at University of California, 
Davis, said that his greatest concern 
was the fact that this lake is now 
warming quicker than any large lake 
in the world. Also, the Tahoe Environ- 
mental Research Center at UC-Davis 
recently released their annual ‘‘State 
of the Lake” report for 2016 which we 
discussed. We learned this year that 
the average daily minimum air tem- 
perature rose 4.3 degrees. And the aver- 
age annual lake clarity depth de- 
creased by 4.8 feet. In addition, we 
learned that prolonged drought and 
dead trees are increasing the risk for 
catastrophic wildfire. Sedimentation 
and pollution continue to decrease 
water quality and the lake’s treasured 
clarity. And invasive species, like the 
quagga mussel, milfoil, and Asian 
clam, continue to threaten the lake 
and the economy of the region. We are 
going to have a continuing problem 
with the challenges we face, and that is 
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why it is so important and timely to 
pass the Tahoe bill. 

I am so proud of the accomplish- 
ments that we have made together. I 
want to again thank the Presiding Offi- 
cer for this because it is really impor- 
tant. Lake Tahoe is one of two big, 
clear lakes in the world. The other is 
Lake Baikal in Russia. It is the jewel 
of the Sierras and known throughout 
the world for its beauty. It is a na- 
tional treasure we must protect. 

Let me cite what we have done and 
the progress we have made to date. We 
have completed nearly 500 projects, and 
120 more are in the works. Our com- 
pleted projects include erosion control 
on 729 miles of roads and 65,000 acres of 
hazardous fuels treatment. More than 
16,000 acres of wildlife habitat and 1,500 
acres of stream environment zones 
have been restored, and 2,770 linear feet 
of shoreline has been added to the lake. 

I think what we have overall now is 
a bi-State Team Tahoe, and I think it 
took us 20 years to get there. I remem- 
ber when Senator REID got President 
Clinton to come in 1997, as I mentioned 
earlier, and had a big meeting at Tahoe 
Commons, which many of us attended. 
At that time, everybody was fighting. 
Planning agencies were fighting with 
homeowners, and _ environmentalists 
were fighting with others, but that 
doesn’t exist today. Today we have ef- 
fected a team, and I am so pleased that 
the Senator from Nevada is in the 
Chair, which was completely un- 
planned, so I can say thank you and 
how very proud I am that we have 
achieved this and that it is part of the 
WRDA bill. 

This Tahoe bill builds off of these 20 
years of collaborative work and in- 
cludes $415 million over 10 years in 
Federal funding authorizations for 
wildfire fuel reduction, forest restora- 
tion projects, funding for the invasive 
species management program and the 
successful boat inspection program, 
funding for projects to prevent water 
pollution and manage stormwater, and 
funds for the Environmental Improve- 
ment Program, which prioritizes the 
most effective projects for restoration. 

I wish to particularly thank our col- 
leagues, Senator INHOFE and Senator 
BOXER. The only way you get this done 
is by working together, and I think the 
fact that they have worked together 
has ensured that we now have this op- 
portunity to deal with this new chal- 
lenge, which is unprecedented warm- 
ing. Along those lines, just a word: As 
I understand what is happening, the 
projection is for less snow and more 
rain, which means more warm water. 
This impacts the cold-water fish in the 
Lake, and the Truckee River, which is 
fueled by Tahoe, and all of the streams 
that play into Lake Tahoe really de- 
pend on that snowpack. So the next 
few years, I think, are going to be cru- 
cial. 

The time to act is now, and the Fed- 
eral Government must take a leading 
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role. Close to 80 percent of the land 
surrounding Lake Tahoe is public land, 
including more than 150,000 acres of na- 
tional forest. Federal lands include 
beaches, hiking and biking trails, 
campgrounds, and riding stables. So 
the Federal Government has a major 
responsibility to see that these public 
lands remain in prime condition. And 
that is what this bill would help do. 

I want the Presiding Officer to know 
that I look forward to working with 
him. We must continue the tradition 
that was set by Senator INHOFE and 
Senator BOXER, which Senator REID 
helped to start. We have to carry on. I 
am delighted that the Senate is work- 
ing again and that this bill is part of 
the WRDA bill. 

I want to end by once again thanking 
the Presiding Officer for his leadership. 

I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
CRUZ). Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak as in 
morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

CONTINUING RESOLUTION 

Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, I am 
pleased to report that we had some en- 
couraging news yesterday with the an- 
nouncement of the Senate majority 
leader that additional money to fight 
the Zika virus would be included in the 
continuing resolution, which is the 
budget document that will help to 
move us forward at least through De- 
cember and that hopefully will be mov- 
ing through the Senate very soon. 

Throughout my time in the Senate, I 
have regularly opposed these short- 
term spending bills because I don’t 
think funding government on a month- 
to-month basis is the smart way to run 
the government of the most powerful 
and important Nation on Earth. But 
with Zika becoming a public health 
emergency the way it has, this is a nec- 
essary exception for me to make. All of 
us, obviously, will reserve to see all the 
other details of this budget document, 
but assuming it is as reported—as I am 
aware in the conversations that are on- 
going—I will be supporting this con- 
tinuing resolution. It is worth making 
an exception for something like this 
when the Zika funding is in it. At this 
point, I just really believe we need to 
get Zika funding approved and moving. 
We need to make sure that the fight for 
Zika doesn’t run out of money by the 
end of this month. For me, that is the 
most urgent priority. 

We can’t let the perfect be the enemy 
of the good. The perfect, I believe, is 
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still the full funding that was origi- 
nally requested—the $1.9 billion, which 
I supported. The good is what, hope- 
fully, will be finalized soon and, hope- 
fully, will pass quickly. But the unac- 
ceptable would be to do nothing and to 
let the money run out on the ongoing 
efforts to fight Zika. 

Even the $1.9 billion the administra- 
tion requested months ago will not ul- 
timately be enough. We do not know 
for sure how much more will be needed 
to win this fight, but the $1.1 billion for 
Zika that is being negotiated would be 
a step in the right direction and would 
mean more resources for my home 
State of Florida, which is in the conti- 
nental United States and has been dis- 
proportionately impacted. Just yester- 
day, there were another six cases of 
confirmed transmissions in the State 
and not travel-related, and of course 
there is the suffering that is ongoing 
on the island of Puerto Rico, where a 
significant percentage of the popu- 
lation has now been affected and/or in- 
fected by Zika. 

I have been talking about this issue 
since January, and it has been frus- 
trating to see it tied up in Washing- 
ton’s political games. As I said repeat- 
edly, I believe both parties are to 
blame for our getting to this moment. 
On the one hand, I believe Members of 
my own party have been slow to re- 
spond to this, and there were efforts, I 
believe, to try to cut corners on fund- 
ing, which will cost us money in the 
long term. But on the other hand, you 
have Democrats here inventing ex- 
cuses—just making it up—in order to 
oppose it, and they do so for purely po- 
litical reasons. You have an adminis- 
tration playing chicken with this issue 
by claiming that money would run out 
in August, only to discover that they 
had more money that could be redi- 
rected from other accounts. Now, 
thanks to the lack of action by Con- 
gress and by the administration, we 
have nearly 19,000 Americans who have 
been infected, including 800 in Florida 
and 16,000 on the island of Puerto Rico. 
We have 86 pregnant women in the 
State of Florida who have tested posi- 
tive for the virus, which we know car- 
ries the risk for heartbreaking birth 
defects. As I said, the Florida Depart- 
ment of Health announced that it 
wasn’t 6; it was 8 new non-travel-re- 
lated cases, bringing that total to 64. 
That means there are 8 new cases of 
people who got Zika somewhere in 
America, probably in Florida. 

Zika has also had a devastating eco- 
nomic impact on Florida. The Miami 
Herald reported that Miami hotel 
bookings are down, airfare to South 
Florida is falling, and business owners 
in affected areas are reporting steep 
losses. Polls show many visitors would 
rather stay away. As tourism takes a 
hit, so will the entire economy in the 
State of Florida, since tourism is one 
of our cornerstone industries. That is 
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why we see all of us from Florida work- 
ing together across the aisle to get this 
done. For example, I have worked with 
my colleague BILL NELSON, the senior 
Senator from Florida, from the very 
beginning. I will be meeting with our 
Governor Rick Scott later today about 
the same issue. 

The bottom line is that at the na- 
tional level, like at the State level in 
Florida, there is no excuse for this 
issue to be tied up in politics any 
longer. My colleagues, Zika is not a 
game, and we need to pass this funding 
as soon as possible so that our health 
officials and experts have the resources 
they need to conduct the vital medical 
research that will lead us to a vaccine 
and ultimately help eradicate Zika in 
Florida, across the United States, on 
the island of Puerto Rico, and beyond. 

So yesterday’s announcement is en- 
couraging. We are closer than we have 
ever been to getting something done, 
and now I hope will be the time for ac- 
tion. Hopefully, we will have some- 
thing soon that is public and that we 
can get passed right away. I sincerely 
hope that Senate Democrats won’t 
once again make up or find some ex- 
cuse to oppose it, and I hope that Mem- 
bers from our party will work coopera- 
tively as well. I hope, ultimately, that 
the House will also do the right thing 
so that we can get this done and we can 
move forward on the research nec- 
essary for the vaccine, on the money 
needed to eradicate these mosquitoes, 
and, ultimately, on the treatments 
that people will desperately need to 
deal with Zika once and for all. 


EEE 
RECESS 


Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
stand in recess under the previous 
order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 12:26 p.m., recessed until 2:15 p.m. 
and reassembled when called to order 


by the Presiding Officer (Mr. 
PORTMAN). 
WATER RESOURCES DEVELOP- 


MENT ACT OF 2016—Continued 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ate is not in a quorum call, so the Sen- 
ator may proceed. 

Mr. INHOFE. I thank the Chair. 

Mr. President, right now the reason 
there is this long wait is we are trying 
to get everything in place to pass a 
major piece of legislation, one that is 
quite significant. It is comparable to 
our Transportation bill, comparable to 
our TSCA bill on chemicals, and it is 
one that came out of our committee, 
the Environment and Public Works 


September 13, 2016 


Committee. It is one I am very proud 
we were able to get done. 

Yesterday I talked about the WRDA 
bill and why it is so important to pass 
now, the WRDA bill being the water in- 
frastructure bill. It gives recent real- 
world examples of the problems our Na- 
tion is facing and how this legislation 
can address them. 

Today I remind everyone of the proc- 
ess that got us here today. I think it is 
important because people are saying 
we don’t go through the daylight very 
often, where everybody has a chance to 
participate—everybody. We are in that 
process right now. 

Back in December of last year, Sen- 
ator BOXER and I sent our ‘‘Dear Col- 
league” out to Members letting them 
know we were going to do a WRDA 


bill—Water Resources Development 
Act—in 2016. This was back in 2015, in 
December. 


Well, before the introduction of our 
bill and our markup in the EPW Com- 
mittee, we sent out another email ask- 
ing Members about their priorities, and 
we got them. We marked up WRDA on 
April 28, 2016. That means we actually 
worked on it for 4 months prior to that 
time, taking up the priorities that peo- 
ple were sharing with us. 

We then let all offices know once 
again that we were preparing to go to 
the floor with the goal of passing 
WRDA in the Senate before the August 
recess. Well, that didn’t happen, but 
my staff continued to work over the 
August recess with offices on their pri- 
orities, and we brought a substitute 
amendment that was the result of that 
work to the full Senate on September 
8. That was on a Thursday, and we an- 
nounced that we were going to close 
the amendments and that everyone 
should get amendments to us that 
could be included in the managers’ 
amendment by noon the next day—the 
next day being Friday—and they did 
that. That amendment included over 40 
provisions that were added after the 
committee mark. That is a lot of day- 
light. 

Finally, last week I came to the floor 
to let everyone know that Senator 
BOXER and I needed to see all the 
amendments by noon of last Friday if 
they wanted them to be considered in 
the managers’ amendment. To date, we 
have included hundreds of the WRDA 
priorities from Senate offices, which 
are included in the substitute, and we 
were able to clear over 40 additional 
provisions this weekend. That is just 
from those that came in prior to noon 
on Friday. So we had 40 additional pro- 
visions just as a result of that. 

We hope to adopt that by voice vote 
today. I say hopefully, but I think peo- 
ple are pretty much in agreement that 
can happen now. Everyone has had a 
chance. By the way, when we adopt 
that, we can entertain other amend- 
ments, and we will work with Members 
on those amendments. 
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This has been a very open and colle- 
gial process, and all Members have had 
their concerns and priorities heard. We 
have done our best to address Member 
priorities. And after we are on the bill, 
we will continue to do our best to clear 
germane amendments—only germane 
amendments. 

What we have in front us is a bipar- 
tisan bill that will help us modernize 
our water transportation infracture 
and keep up with flood protection and 
environmental restoration needs 
around the country. The problems the 
WRDA bill addresses are not State or 
regional problems, they are problems 
that face the Nation as a whole. 

It is clear that people are frustrated 
with the current political climate. 
Passing WRDA is a chance for us to 
start to regain the trust of the Amer- 
ican people and prove to them we can 
do our job and get things done. 

I often refer to the EPW Committee 
that I chair as the committee that gets 
things done. And we do. So far we have 
been very successful. We passed the 
highway bill. Many people were saying: 
You will never pass a highway bill, a 
5-year bill of that magnitude. Yet we 
did. That hadn’t been done since 1998, 
so it ended 17 years of stagnation. Then 
we passed the TSCA bill. Everyone 
said: You are not going to get that. Re- 
member, that was the Frank Lauten- 
berg bill that he had worked on for 
quite a number of years. We said: Well, 
we are going to get it done. We got it 
done. 

Senator BOXER and I do not always 
see eye to eye. She is one of the most 
liberal Members of the Senate and I am 
one of the most conservative Members 
of the Senate. But we have shown over 
a period of time, time and time again, 
that when we work together on an 
issue, we can accomplish our goal. Now 
we have the WRDA bill before us— 
something we have both worked very 
hard on and a bill we are very proud of. 

So Iam here today to say not passing 
the WRDA bill is not an option. There 
is just too much at stake. 

If we don’t pass the WRDA bill, 29 
navigation, flood control, and environ- 
mental restoration projects will not 
get done. If we don’t pass it, there will 
be no new Corps reforms to let local 
sponsors improve infrastructure at 
their own expense. We would think 
there would be an easy time getting 
something through, where we were 
going to spend somebody else’s money, 
but this has been difficult. Now we are 
able to do that—let local sponsors take 
and improve their infrastructure at 
their own expense. If we don’t do this, 
there will be no FEMA assistance to 
States to rehabilitate unsafe dams, 
there will be no reforms to help com- 
munities address clean water and safe 
drinking water infrastructure man- 
dates. This is very significant to those 
of us in Oklahoma and to any of the 
other smaller populated rural States 
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because the communities cannot afford 
the unfunded mandates. That is what 
this is all about. Those mandates come 
from the clean water and safe drinking 
water infrastructure. Without this, 
there would be no new assistance for 
innovative approaches to clean water 
and drinking water, and there would be 
no protection for coal utilities from 
runaway coal ash lawsuits. 

As I have reminded as we have gone 
through this process, the bill is tre- 
mendously important. It is time to do 
our job and do what we were sent to do. 
We have that chance now. This after- 
noon we need to agree—and we can do 
this by voice vote—to adopt the man- 
agers’ amendment, and then we can 
consider any other amendments. There 
may not be that many. There is no rea- 
son in the world we can’t pass the bill 
through final passage by noon tomor- 
row. That is our effort. We are going to 
try to make it happen. 

Mr. President, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
LANKFORD). The clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

FOREIGN POLICY 

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, peo- 
ple all around the country know that 
the world is a very dangerous place. It 
has become more dangerous over the 
past 74 years, and even over the course 
of this summer. As a member of the 
Foreign Relations Committee, I come 
here again to the floor because I have 
seen one example after another—exam- 
ples of how the Obama administration 
seems to not know what is going on 
when it comes to foreign policy. 

I believe the Obama administration— 
and specifically Secretary Clinton as 
well as President Obama—have been 
embarrassingly naive with regard to 
the Russian reset. I think it has been 
awful, this disastrous Iran nuclear 
deal. This country has had an inad- 
equate response to North Korea, which 
led to another nuclear test just last 
week. 

The President’s foreign policy should 
secure America’s national interests 
and demonstrate America’s leadership 
around the world. The question is, Has 
the Obama foreign policy done that? It 
really has not. 

Look at what former President 
Jimmy Carter had to say. He said this 
about President Obama: “I can’t think 
of many nations in the world where we 
have a better relationship now than we 
did when he took over.”’ 

He went on to say: “The United 
States’ influence and prestige and re- 
spect in the world is probably lower 
now than it was 6 or 7 years ago.” 

So you have to ask yourself: Why is 
this happening? 
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Well, I think it is clear that Presi- 
dent Obama has really refused to stand 
up to the aggression of other countries. 
For more than 7 years, the President 
has followed the advice of his foreign 
policy team, and I think he has been 
very, very reluctant and hesitant to 
take threats seriously. 

Every time the President does this, 
he emboldens our adversaries around 
the world to be more aggressive. Every 
day the President allows these threats 
to go unanswered, he is endangering 
America and our allies. Our allies don’t 
respect us. Our enemies no longer fear 
us. 
Let’s take a look at Syria. It was 5 
years ago that President Obama called 
on Assad to step aside—5 years ago. A 
few months later, Secretary Hillary 
Clinton said that it was only a matter 
of time—almost 5 years ago—before the 
Assad regime would fall. It was her 
judgment, the Secretary of State, now 
running for President. 

The Obama administration’s policy 
was to wait and hope for the best. It 
didn’t back up its words with any 
meaningful support for the moderate 
opposition in Syria. 

In 2012, President Obama said that if 
Assad used chemical weapons, he would 
be crossing a redline. Well, Assad knew 
that when President Obama and his 
team make threats like that, they are 
empty threats. So the very next year, 
Assad used chemical weapons, and the 
President of the United States did 
nothing. The redline became a green 
light, and it remains a green light 
today. 

The common rule in terms of foreign 
policy and deterrence is if you make a 
statement, you have to back up those 
words with action or you will invite ag- 
gression by others, and that is the rea- 
son our friends no longer trust us and 
our enemies no longer fear us. 

Earlier this year, the State Depart- 
ment admitted that Syria has used 
chlorine as a chemical weapon system- 
atically and repeatedly—not just once, 
not just twice—systematically and re- 
peatedly against the Syrian people 
every year—every year since that red- 
line was drawn. It wasn’t just one time 
in 2013; it was every year since then. 

Did President Obama secure Amer- 
ica’s national interests with his weak 
response in Syria? Did he demonstrate 
American leadership? He did not. 

Let’s move from Syria to Russia. Al- 
though Russia has been very involved 
in Syria, let’s take a look at Russia. 
We all remember Secretary of State at 
the time Hillary Clinton going to Rus- 
sia and pushing her ‘‘reset’’ button. We 
all remember in 2012, President Obama 
laughed off a suggestion that Russia 
was a serious threat to the United 
States. He did it during a Presidential 
debate. Russia responded to the reset— 
a reset in terms of what Russia has 
done—ignored it, sent troops into 
Ukraine and Crimea, annexed Crimea 
and invaded eastern Ukraine. 
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President Obama again showed weak- 
ness in responding to a very aggressive 
military action by Russia. When Presi- 
dent Obama shows weakness, which is 
repeatedly, leaders around the world 
who watch him move accordingly, and 
that is why Russia moved. That is why 
we have seen Vladimir Putin being so 
aggressive in using his military to keep 
Assad in power. Recently, President 
Putin even launched airstrikes from 
Iranian territory—from Iran—against 
opposition forces in Syria. What does 
this do? It props up Assad. The CIA Di- 
rector told the Senate in June that 
Assad, in the CIA Director’s words, ‘‘is 
in a stronger position than he was last 
year.” 

The CIA Director says that Assad is 
in a stronger position than he was last 
year. Hillary Clinton said he was going 
to fall almost 5 years ago. Why is Syria 
in a stronger position? The CIA Direc- 
tor said it was as a result of the Rus- 
sian military intervention, and that is 
because Russia can act with impunity. 
Vladimir Putin knows that because he 
sees that President Obama continues 
to show weakness, and Vladimir Putin 
can smell the weakness. Despite this, 
the President continues his misguided 
obsession in negotiating with Russia, 
as if our two countries have the same 
goal in mind when it comes to Syria. 

Listen to what the White House says. 
The White House says it has negotiated 
a ceasefire with Russia in Syria. We 
have seen this before. Russia makes 
promises. Russia breaks promises. Rus- 
sia makes new promises. Russia breaks 
new promises. 

Syria makes promises. Syria breaks 
promises. Syria makes other promises. 
Syria breaks other promises. We have 
seen it with chemical weapons. We 
have seen it with this so-called deal 
that was brokered to get the chemical 
weapons out of Syria, which Secretary 
of State Kerry boasts about as being so 
successful. 

For almost 8 years, this administra- 
tion has been living in a cocoon of self- 
delusion with regard to Russia. Has 
President Obama, in any way, secured 
America’s national interests with his 
weak response to Russia? Has he dem- 
onstrated American leadership glob- 
ally? 

That is what the American people 
want. They want the United States to 
be the most powerful and respected 
country on the face of the Earth. It is 
not what they got with President 
Obama. 

What about Iran? The President likes 
to talk about his nuclear deal with 
Iran as if he thinks it is the greatest 
foreign policy success of all time. He 
believes this deal is paving the way for 
an Iran without nuclear weapons, but 
instead it is paving the way for a nu- 
clear-armed Iran. The deal means the 
Iranian economy has already begun to 
benefit from access to more than $100 
billion. 
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Now we have learned that, just when 
that deal went into effect, President 
Obama went even further and arranged 
to send Iran another $1.7 billion in 
cash—euros and Swiss francs, piled up 
on pallets. He sent $400 million as a 
down payment in January, and within 
24 hours of sending the cash to Iran, 
the Iranians agreed to release Ameri- 
cans who they had been holding hos- 
tage. The White House says it wasn’t a 
ransom payment to free these Amer- 
ican hostages. They want the American 
people to believe it was just a coinci- 
dence in timing. 

Well, you can bet the Iranians don’t 
believe it is a coincidence, and, actu- 
ally, they said it is not a coincidence. 
They said it was the money for the re- 
lease of the hostages. 

We know from experience that the 
Iranians see hostage-taking as a valid 
way of conducting their own foreign 
policy. The President plays right into 
their hands. They have also gotten the 
message that for them it can be a very 
profitable approach as well. President 
Obama has been greasing the skids to 
give billions of dollars to Iran. He has 
done nothing to get Iran to pay the 
money it owes to U.S. victims of ter- 
rorism. 

Who are the victims of terrorism who 
are U.S. citizens? According to the 
Congressional Research Service, courts 
have awarded more than $55 billion in 
damages for victims of Iran’s ter- 
rorism. Most of these include victims 
of the 1979 Embassy hostage crisis. 
They include victims in the 1983 bomb- 
ing of the Marine barracks in Lebanon 
and the 1996 Khobar Towers bombing in 
Saudi Arabia. 

Has President Obama done anything 
to secure America’s national interests 
by letting Iran think that we pay ran- 
som for hostages? Is that a demonstra- 
tion of leadership? Of course, it is not. 

We all know the world is a dangerous 
place and that there are countries that 
are headed by thugs and zealots, and 
when the President of the United 
States responds on behalf of the people 
of the United States and responds with 
weakness and desperation, other lead- 
ers interpret that fear and see it as fear 
and smell the weakness every time. 

We are going to keep seeing this kind 
of aggression and bullying by these 
macho men, if you will, who run Iran, 
Syria, Russia, North Korea, and China. 
These are the leaders around the world 
who, through the President’s actions, 
do not respect or fear him. He has 
brought this on himself and the Amer- 
ican people due to the way he has re- 
acted and led the country. These are 
leaders who smell weakness. 

We need a foreign policy aimed at se- 
curing America’s national interests 
and demonstrating America’s leader- 
ship. Under President Obama, Amer- 
ican power has declined, respect around 
the world has evaporated, and the 
Obama foreign policy has been a com- 
plete failure. 
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Jimmy Carter said: “I can’t think of 
many nations in the world where we 
have a better relationship now than we 
did when [President Obama] took 
over.” 

I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to enter into a col- 
loquy with my Republican colleagues. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

DEFENSE APPROPRIATIONS 

Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, while I 
was home last weekend, I had a chance 
to visit with servicemembers at 
Malmstrom Air Force Base in Great 
Falls, MT, as well as the Montana Air 
National Guard, also in Great Falls. 
Every time I visit them, I am incred- 
ibly humbled by their character, their 
dedication, and their determination to- 
ward their mission. 

The airmen of Malmstrom bear the 
great weight of standing ready with 
the world’s most powerful weapons, 
employing them everyday as a vital 
component or our Nation’s nuclear de- 
terrent force. This is where approxi- 
mately one-third of our Nation’s inter- 
continental ballistic missiles reside. I 
have the utmost faith in the nearly 
4,000 airmen at Malmstrom who oper- 
ate, maintain, and provide security for 
the missiles that silently sit across 
North Central Montana. From the air- 
man first class raised in Butte who 
stands armed and ready on his first 5- 
day post, to the senior leadership, I 
know those airmen will not fail our Na- 
tion. 

However, as I speak today, my 
friends from across the aisle are block- 
ing funds for these troops, for our 
troops, and have already six times 
blocked consideration of the Depart- 
ment of Defense Appropriations Act of 
2017, denying our troops the proper 
funding and support they deserve. So 
today I am standing here with some of 
my freshmen colleagues imploring our 
friends and colleagues on the other side 
of the aisle to stop the political games- 
manship. Let’s get back to work, and 
let’s start with funding our military. 

We see ISIS expanding into places 
like Libya and managing to influence 
people and attacking Western targets 
in Paris, in Belgium, and even in our 
homeland, in San Bernardino and Or- 
lando. We must make sure our military 
forces have the tools they need to per- 
form their job and defend against 21st- 
century threats. 

A couple of months ago, I was en 
route to China. On the way over, I 
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stopped at Pearl Harbor and had a 
briefing from Admiral Harris, the head 
of Pacific Command, and heard about 
the threats that are faced right now in 
the region—in North Korea, for exam- 
ple. 

In fact, just Friday morning I was at 
a 9/11 remembrance ceremony at the 
chapel at Malmstrom Air Force Base 
with the airmen there. It was a very 
moving ceremony as we were remem- 
bering what happened 15 years ago. We 
saw the videos and the images of New 
York and the Pentagon. 

Thursday night, as I am heading 
back to Great Falls for the Friday 
morning remembrance ceremony, I am 
seeing tweets about a 5.0 quake that 
occurred in North Korea as they tested 
their fifth underground nuclear bomb— 
a bomb that is now starting to rival 
the size of what was dropped on Hiro- 
shima—or whether it is spending time 
in Alaska on the way home and hearing 
about the threats of Russia and the ag- 
gression we see from the Russians. 

Five weeks ago I was in Israel hear- 
ing firsthand from the Israeli leader- 
ship of the existential threat of a nu- 
clear Iran in the future, hearing about 
Hezbollah and how they now have over 
100,000 rockets in Lebanon pointed at 
Israel, funded in large part by the Ira- 
nians. 

There are the Hamas terror tunnels 
that came out of Gaza. There is noth- 
ing more chilling than crawling in one 
of those tunnels. There we were in our 
jeans and our hiking boots. It wasn’t 
fancy. It was just outside Gaza in an 
agricultural area. You could look off 
and see tractors tending to their fields 
around us. In Israel there were tunnels 
built by Hamas, primarily funded and 
sponsored by the Iranians, where they 
had very extensive electrical systems, 
HVAC systems. They found syringes 
there. They were planning to kidnap 
Israeli solders and drug them and take 
them back as hostages. 

And then going to the Syrian border 
in a Jeep and standing right on the 
border between Israel and Syria and 
glassing into ISIS-controlled villages 3 
miles away. Looking across the secu- 
rity perimeter fence and seeing a black 
SUV, I asked my Israeli escort there— 
I said: What am I looking at there? 

He said: Is there a black flag coming 
out of the back of it? 

I said: There is not. 

He said: That is an Al Qaeda vehicle. 

This is why we must ensure that our 
men and our women in uniform have 
the resources they need to defend our 
Nation. 

Whether it is our Nation’s peace- 
through-strength strategy at Mon- 
tana’s Malmstrom Air Force Base or 
our Army and Air National Guard 
members who work to support our 
communities in times of emergency 
and respond to deployments overseas, 
Montana is playing a critical role in 
meeting our Nation’s security and 
military needs. 
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At Malmstrom, the commander’s 
coin that I was given a couple of years 
ago says this: ‘‘Scaring the hell out of 
America’s enemies since 1962.’’ They do 
so because this body—the Senate, the 
Congress—chose duty over politics. 

We must stand with our nearly 2 mil- 
lion members of the U.S. military who 
fight threats every day. That is why we 
are down on the floor today fighting on 
behalf of them. We must stand up for 
those who stand up for the rights and 
freedoms we enjoy, and we must make 
sure we are ready for the 21st-century 
threat. 

I am very pleased to have one of my 
colleagues, Senator ROUNDS from 
South Dakota, here. Senator ROUNDS 
was the Governor of South Dakota be- 
fore he was elected to the Senate, an- 
other freshman I have the privilege of 
serving with. Of course, he has Ells- 
worth Air Force Base there, the home 
of the B-1 Lancer. I am grateful that 
Senator ROUNDS has come down to the 
floor today—another freshman Sen- 
ator—to discuss these very important 
issues. 

Mr. ROUNDS. I thank Senator 
DAINES. I appreciate the opportunity to 
participate in the colloquy with Sen- 
ator DAINES and Senator CAPITO, who is 
also here with us today. 

I spent 8 years as the Governor of 
South Dakota. One of the titles you 
carry when you are the Governor of a 
State is that you are also the head of 
the National Guard. You are the chief 
of the National Guard. You get a 
chance to actually work as a com- 
mander in chief with those individuals 
who put themselves in harm’s way. 
When you start out, you wonder wheth- 
er this is simply a term of art, whether 
it is simply one of those nice titles. 

During the time that I was Governor, 
there was a case in which we were lit- 
erally sending young men and women 
off to do battle for the United States of 
America. They were volunteering. 
They were stepping up. They were leav- 
ing, hoping to come home. Moms and 
dads were worried, and with just cause. 
When they did come home, we would 
celebrate their safe return, but in some 
cases, we also mourned with moms and 
dads because their loved one did not 
make it home. They gave everything. 
Yet there seems to be some 
miscommunication here within the 
Senate that somehow our actions are 
not communicated in a way that is im- 
pacting what those young people who 
put themselves in harm’s way see. 

Think about this. As Members of the 
U.S. Senate, you would think that Re- 
publicans and Democrats would put 
some things aside, and I do believe that 
we will eventually do that. But I think 
there is nothing wrong with those of us 
who believe that we should expedite 
the process of bringing the Defense ap- 
propriations bill to the floor of the 
Senate. 

We should bring attention to the fact 
that it is not being done today, that it 
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is not being done in an appropriate 
fashion, and it is not being done in a 
timely fashion. That, in itself, sends a 
message to a lot of young men and 
women who have put themselves in 
harm’s way and who have already com- 
mitted themselves to the defense of our 
country. 

It was just this last Sunday that we 
marked the 15th anniversary of the 
bombings we have referred to as 9/11, 
the terror attacks which took nearly 
3,000 American lives and occurred in 
New York, Washington, DC, and Penn- 
sylvania. Fifteen years ago these at- 
tacks were perpetrated by terrorists 
whose sole goal was to terrorize Amer- 
ican citizens and destroy our way of 
life. Fifteen years later, that risk and 
that threat have not gone away. 

The No. 1 responsibility of the Fed- 
eral Government is the defense of our 
country. Unless that responsibility is 
fulfilled, our freedoms are in jeopardy. 
Yet at this time we in the Senate have 
been unable to consider legislation— 
and I mean only consider legislation, 
not pass it; simply consider it—which 
we can bring onto the floor the way the 
Founding Fathers wanted and debate 
how to make it better. 

We know we will pass a defense ap- 
propriations bill, but the question of 
how we do it and in what order we do 
it is important. I think whether or not 
we are prepared to come to the floor— 
Senate Republicans and Democrats 
alike—and actually openly discuss the 
appropriations process is very impor- 
tant. Yet at this time we in the Senate 
have not been able to even consider the 
legislation that funds our troops and 
our military operations for the upcom- 
ing year. 

Our Democratic colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle are refusing to 
even bring the Department of Defense 
Appropriations Act to the floor so we 
can debate and amend legislation that 
would equip our Armed Forces with the 
tools they need to continue their mis- 
sions. It is one thing if bringing it to 
the floor meant that it would pass with 
a majority vote. That is not what it 
means. What it means is that it still 
takes 60 votes, meaning Democrats 
still have the opportunity, if they dis- 
agree with what we finally end up with, 
to stop it from moving forward. But 
you have to start someplace, and start- 
ing with the Defense appropriations 
bill is very appropriate. 

This is not a controversial bill. The 
Senate Appropriations Committee 
unanimously approved it by a vote of 
30 to 0 earlier this year. 

The Department of Defense Appro- 
priations Act, which passed the com- 
mittee, also adheres to the bipartisan 
budget agreement that was signed into 
law last year, and it refrains from any 
gimmicks and other controversial 
measures. 

Simply put, there is no excuse for 
continuing to block—six times now— 
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the Defense appropriations bill from 
even being considered on the floor of 
the Senate. This senseless obstruc- 
tionism from the other side of the aisle 
comes at a time in which, according to 
a recent FOX News poll, a record-high 
54 percent of American voters believe 
that the United States is less safe now 
than it was before the 9/11 attacks. 

Continuing to block any appropria- 
tions bill is ill-advised, but blocking 
the Defense appropriations bill causes 
unnecessary uncertainty and endangers 
our national security efforts. One of 
the reasons we created a constitution 
in the first place was that our Found- 
ing Fathers wanted to provide for the 
common defense, and that is what this 
is all about. It should not be blocked 
from even having a debate. 

I encourage our friends on the other 
side of the aisle to join us in recommit- 
ting ourselves to the primary purpose 
of government—defending our great 
Nation from those who seek to destroy 
us—by at least allowing us to debate 
the merits of the appropriations bill for 
the defense of our country on the floor 
of the Senate. 

I most certainly appreciate Senator 
DAINES taking the time to organize 
this colloquy, and I most certainly ap- 
preciate my other fellow freshmen Sen- 
ators stepping up because this is an im- 
portant item that I think should bind 
us together and not separate us within 
the Senate. 

Thank you for this opportunity to ex- 
press my thoughts. 

Mr. DAINES. I thank Senator 
ROUNDS for those thoughts. As a mem- 
ber of the Appropriations Committee 
myself, I am again struck by thinking 
that the Defense appropriations bill 
passed out of our committee by a vote 
of 30 to 0. Yet trying to bring it to the 
floor of the Senate just to debate on it, 
just to begin—let’s bring it down and 
start having a discussion on this bill 
that we have stopped six times in a 
strictly partisan vote. 

I am pleased to have another fresh- 
man Senator join us today, Mrs. CAP- 
ITO of West Virginia. Senator CAPITO is 
also a member of the Appropriations 
Committee. I am grateful Senator CAP- 
ITO is here as well. I know she has the 
McLaughlin Air National Guard Base, 
the airlift wing, in her State and is 
proud to represent the men and women 
who serve in the Guard in West Vir- 
ginia. 

I thank Senator CAPITO for sharing 
her thoughts today. 

Mrs. CAPITO. I thank Senator 
DAINES for calling us together for what 
I think is a good reminder to those who 
are watching and in the Gallery that 
we are deeply committed to seeing a 
Senate that functions and a Senate 
that exercises opinions and has full and 
open debate on this revered Senate 
floor. I thank Senator DAINES for put- 
ting together the freshmen colloquy. I 
thank Senator ROUNDS. We are 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


seatmates, sitting next to one another 
in this great and beautiful Hall. 

It is interesting to hear everybody’s 
different perspectives on why this bill 
is so important. 

Let’s just recall how we got here. I 
am a member of the Appropriations 
Committee with Senator DAINES, and 
the Presiding Officer is as well. We de- 
bated this bill in the committee room. 
We did several amendment votes. In 
the subcommittee, many thoughtful 
decisions were made, and discussions 
were had as to the priorities of our de- 
fense capabilities. In the end, we joined 
together, Republicans and Democrats, 
and passed this out of the full com- 
mittee 30 to 0—no opposition. 

For those of you who are watching 
and even for me, a freshman in our 
freshman class, we would think, well, 
this is a layup. This is about our men 
and women in uniform. This has over- 
whelmingly come out in a bipartisan 
fashion. All 14 Democrats on the com- 
mittee supported this. 

What has changed here? What has 
changed? Why are the Democrats now 
filibustering to keep the Senate from 
even considering this legislation that 
was unanimous out of committee and 
well discussed? Let’s have the discus- 
sion on the floor. 

Yet, six times, as Senator ROUNDS 
said, they have refused to let us con- 
sider this bill. Why is there a strategy 
being put forth to keep Congress from 
working by blocking this and all of the 
other appropriations bills? Why are 
they blocking the bill that will equip 
our troops—the ones who are fighting 
overseas, training at home and recruit- 
ing, and those who are caring for our 
military families here at home? Why? I 
don’t have the answer to that question. 
I think the answer lies on the other 
side of the aisle, but I haven’t heard an 
answer that sufficiently satisfies my 
curiosity nor the curiosity of the 
American people. 

Senator DAINES' mentioned the 
McLaughlin Air Guard. We have over 
6,000 members from West Virginia in 
our National Guard. They serve in all 
reaches of this world, they serve on the 
border, and they serve for flood relief 
all around this country. Whenever 
there is an emergency, the West Vir- 
ginia National Guard is one of the first 
ones called up. Thousands are now on 
Active Duty around the globe, and we 
have over 100,000 veterans in our State. 
What kind of message does this send to 
them? What are they thinking? Why? 
Why is this being blocked? 

We all know we live in a dangerous 
world. We can listen to the radio, we 
can listen to the discussions, and we 
can read the news. We know how dan- 
gerous this world is. If we consider the 
state of that this administration’s 
failed policies have created, I think 
that is the reason why. 

Why is this being blocked? 

In Eastern Europe, the Russian mili- 
tary continues its military buildup. I 
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just returned from a trip over Memo- 
rial Day to the South China Sea, and 
we learned there about China con- 
structing military facilities on man- 
made islands. 

Just last week, North Korea con- 
ducted its latest and largest nuclear 
test. If it didn’t send chills down your 
body thinking about that, it should, 
because they want to get the capabili- 
ties to reach our western coast. 

In the Persian Gulf, Iran continues to 
harass U.S. naval ships and threaten to 
shoot down surveillance aircraft. 

Just yesterday a ceasefire in Syria 
didn’t last hours before the Assad re- 
gime dropped more barrel bombs on the 
rebels. 

The instability is remarkable. Too 
much is at stake for us to continue to 
play politics that trumps our defense 
policy, and all of the threats that we 
face still persist. 

The Senate has a tradition—and I 
was in the House for 14 years. We had 
a tradition. This was one of the easy 
bills. The DOD appropriations bill is 
something—we can do this because as a 
country we know how important our 
military is, our men and women in uni- 
form. This time around should be no 
different. I strongly urge my colleagues 
on the other side of the aisle to work 
with us, to show that unified support 
that we saw in the committee. We need 
to show that support to our men and 
women in uniform, their families, and 
our veterans. 

I yield back to Senator DAINES, but I 
wish to welcome Senator GARDNER to 
the discussion. He is an esteemed mem- 
ber of the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee. In the Senate, he also has 
led us in a bipartisan way in passing 
important sanctions against the North 
Korean regime. 

I am also pleased to be on the floor 
with Senator SULLIVAN, my colleague 
from Alaska, who is a loud and clear 
voice in support of our military, not 
just from his experience but from his 
very enriched background in this area. 

I go back to my original question. 
Why? Why are you blocking this? Why 
can’t we give the certainty that our 
men and women in uniform, our moms 
and dads, and our husbands and wives 
need. Why? Let’s have an answer to 
that question. Let’s do our job. Let’s 
pass this bill. 

Senator DAINES, thank you again for 
your leadership. 

Mr. DAINES. Senator CAPITO has 
made a very good point. After she 
spent 14 years in the House, this is the 
easy bill to pass. Funding our military, 
funding the men and women who wear 
the uniform of the United States—that 
is the easy bill. 

In the Senate Appropriations Com- 
mittee, there are 16 Republicans and 14 
Democrats. As Senator CAPITO pointed 
out—another appropriator—it passed 30 
to 0 out of the Senate committee on 
May 26, but we haven’t had a response 
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from the other side as to what has 
changed since May 26 when we passed 
it 30 to 0. 

I thank Senator CAPITO for her 
thoughts. 

I now welcome Senator SULLIVAN, an- 
other freshman Senator from Alaska. I 
wish to say something special about 
Senator SULLIVAN, U.S. lieutenant 
colonel, Marine Corps Reserve. We are 
grateful for his service to our Nation as 
a marine. 

I am the son of a marine. I am stand- 
ing next to a marine on the floor. Sen- 
ator SULLIVAN, thank you. 

By the way, Senator CAPITO and I 
both had a chance to visit Joint Base 
Elmendorf-Richardson twice in the 
first 6 months of this year, various vis- 
its. It is an impressive operation. I am 
very proud, as I know you are, of those 
men and women who wear the uniform. 

Senator SULLIVAN. 

(Mr. GARDNER assumed the Chair.) 

Mr. SULLIVAN. I thank Senator 
DAINES and all of my colleagues on the 
floor today, all of the freshman class. 
The Presiding Officer is part of it. We 
have a great new class, 12 new fresh- 
men. AS you can see, we are very seri- 
ous about this topic because this is a 
critical topic not only to the Senate 
but also to the country. 

You know, our friends in the media— 
they often sit above the Presiding Offi- 
cer’s chair—you wouldn’t know that 
the Senate minority leader has filibus- 
tered spending for our troops six times 
in the last year. No one reports on it. 
It is a disgrace, in my view. 

Last week we and our colleagues on 
the other side of the aisle were talking 
a lot about the Senate doing its job. I 
think if you polled the American peo- 
ple and you asked them the No. 1 job 
the Senate, Congress, or Federal Gov- 
ernment should be doing, it would be 
defending this Nation. It would be sup- 
porting the troops. That is the No. 1 
thing in terms of the Senate doing its 
job that we should be focused on. 

As Senator CAPITO so eloquently 
talked about, look at where our forces 
are right now—all over the world. 
There are 5,000 troops in Iraq. They are 
in combat. The White House doesn’t 
like to use the word ‘‘combat,’’ but 
those troops are in combat. Our troops 
in Syria, brave pilots, are bombing 
ISIS, terrorist groups, on a daily basis. 
They are in combat. Their families 
know it. 

Again, we have a White House that 
doesn’t want to talk about combat. 
The Press Secretary will not mention 
the word, but our forces are in combat. 

We had two aircraft carrier battle 
groups recently in the South China 
Sea. It was an incredibly important 
demonstration of American resolve. We 
have over a thousand troops who were 
just put in Europe by the President to 
reassure our European allies with re- 
gard to Russian aggression. A new 
headquarters was stood up in Poland— 
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an American headquarters. The Presi- 
dent ordered 8,500 troops to remain in 
Afghanistan. These are all initiatives 
by the President and by our leaders in 
the Department of Defense just in the 
last couple of months. Many of us sup- 
port these. Many of us support these. 

As the Presiding Officer knows, it is 
not just the real-world contingency op- 
erations—the combat our troops are in. 
It is real-world training. My colleague 
from Montana mentioned JBER in 
Alaska. We have some training exer- 
cises, such as RED FLAG-Alaska, one 
of the best air-to-air combat training 
exercises anywhere in the world. We 
had many evolutions of RED FLAG- 
Alaska this summer. Our troops were 
training hard. This is what the U.S. 
military is doing throughout the world 
and throughout the country to keep 
our Nation safe. 

What is the Senate doing? More spe- 
cifically, what is the minority leader 
doing? Well, as we have talked about, 
we came back last week, back in ses- 
sion, and the first vote we took was the 
sixth time the minority leader of the 
Senate organized a filibuster to make 
sure our troops didn’t get funding—six 
times. There is no other bill in the Sen- 
ate in the last year and a half that the 
minority leader of the Senate has 
picked to filibuster more than this 
bill—the bill that funds our troops. 

Senator CAPITO asked a very good 
question. Why? Why? Why? 

I have been on the floor asking this 
question for months. We are freshmen. 
We are new to this body. But we have 
not heard one Member of the other 
party come to the floor and explain 
why they are filibustering the spending 
for our troops—not once. 

This is what our troops need. They 
watch this, by the way. They under- 
stand what is happening. A lot of peo- 
ple think: Oh, it is the Senate. Nobody 
understands these procedural filibus- 
ters and things. The men and women of 
the U.S. military know exactly what is 
happening. We will come down here and 
continue to fight for the funding and 
support of our troops and their families 
as long as the other side continues this 
filibuster. 

Senator CAPITO, as I mentioned, 
asked a very important question: Why? 
But here is another question for my 
colleagues. I serve on the Committee 
on Armed Services. I serve on the Vet- 
erans’ Affairs Committee. I know these 
are great bipartisan committees with 
Members of both parties—very patri- 
otic and very supportive of the mili- 
tary. But why are my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle following the 
Senate minority leader? Why are they 
following his lead in the filibuster? I 
really, really wish one of them—just 
one—would come down and explain to 
the American people why six times— 
six times in the last year and a half— 
the minority leader has filibustered 
spending for our troops and why my 
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colleagues on the other side of the aisle 
have followed him. 

If you were to poll this question back 
in any State where you are from, re- 
gardless of party—Democratic or Re- 
publican—the American people would 
say: Fund the troops. The American 
people would say: Bring it to the floor 
and at least have a debate on the bill 
that passed out of the Committee on 
Appropriations unanimously. The 
American people would say: They are 
doing their job. U.S. Senate, it is time 
to do your job. Fund the troops; sup- 
port the troops. 

It is remarkable that we are still de- 
bating this, and we are going to keep 
raising this. Maybe the media will 
focus on it. Again, I want to commend 
my colleague, Senator DAINES, for lead- 
ing this colloquy because it is so im- 
portant for the people of the United 
States to understand what is really 
happening on the floor of this impor- 
tant body. 

Senator DAINES. 

Mr. DAINES. U.S. Marine Corps 
Lieutenant Colonel SULLIVAN, I thank 
you, and I appreciate those comments. 

When Senator SULLIVAN talks about 
our colleagues saying no, what they 
are saying no to is over 1.2 million Ac- 
tive-Duty military and over 800,000 Re- 
serve military. They are saying no to 
almost 10,000 troops engaged in combat 
in Afghanistan and the additional mili- 
tary in harm’s way in places like Iraq, 
Syria, and other places around the 
globe. 

We have been hearing from freshmen 
Senators from the Republican Party 
here today in this colloquy. We have 
another freshman from Oklahoma. I 
am very honored and grateful to serve 
with Senator LANKFORD from Okla- 
homa, the home of Tinker Air Force 
Base. 

Senator LANKFORD, I thank you for 
sharing your thoughts today. 

(Mr. SULLIVAN assumed the Chair.) 

Mr. LANKFORD. I am glad to be a 
part of this colloquy and to talk about 
what is happening during this con- 
versation. It is not just Tinker. There 
are multiple major bases in Oklahoma. 

It is extremely important that we 
continue to maintain a strong national 
defense. In fact, by a margin of 54 per- 
cent to 31 percent, Americans believe 
President Obama’s flawed Iran deal has 
made the United States less safe. This 
is a major issue for all Americans. Peo- 
ple want to know that they are kept 
safe, that their government is actually 
engaged. It is the primary responsi- 
bility of the Federal Government to 
deal with national defense. Regardless 
of party, people want to live in safe 
neighborhoods. Regardless of party, 
people want their families to grow up 
in a world that is as safe as it can pos- 
sibly be. 

In case anyone has missed the obvi- 
ous, there are a lot of very bad people 
around the world who hate our free- 
dom, who hate our values, and who 
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hate American leadership. When Amer- 
ica is strong, our deterrent stays 
strong and it stays clear. The last 
thing we want is thugs, dictators, and 
terrorists around the world challenging 
us, assuming that we are weak. That 
leads to the loss of American life, and 
it leads to instability around the 
world. 

This administration and the deci- 
sions they have made have made us 
weaker as a nation and have dem- 
onstrated to us as a nation that we are 
not as strong as we once were. That 
leads to that great instability, and one 
of those areas where it leads to great 
instability is when this Congress stum- 
bles in its support for our military. Six 
times in 18 months our Democratic col- 
leagues have filibustered the Defense 
appropriations bill, which should be 
the easiest of all the appropriations 
bills to walk through. 

I serve on the Committee on Appro- 
priations. I was there when all the de- 
bate was happening in the committee. 
We passed it unanimously out of com- 
mittee. Yet when it comes to the floor, 
it gets filibustered. You see, the basic 
rules of the Senate are—as this body 
knows extremely well—that we have to 
have three-fifths of the body to open 
debate on a bill. It passes by a simple 
majority, but we have to have 60 people 
of the 100 here to agree to start it. As 
long as the other side decides they do 
not want to debate an issue, we are lit- 
erally stuck and can’t even open debate 
on something as basic and that should 
be as nonpartisan as Defense appropria- 
tions. 

So what are we facing right now 
while all this is happening? Well, we 
face a very unstable world that has be- 
come more unstable, as I mentioned 
before, because of some of the attitudes 
and actions of the administration. The 
President’s failure to enforce his own 
redline in Syria has led to instability 
throughout the Middle East, as no one 
knows where the lines are for anyone. 
Making a statement like ‘‘they won’t 
use chemical weapons,” when every 
year since 2013 the Syrian Government 
has used chlorine gas on its own peo- 
ple, had our administration responding 
with: Well, that is not crossing the red- 
line because chlorine was exempted 
from this deal. They couldn’t use other 
chemical weapons, but they could gas 
their own people with chlorine. That 
makes absolutely no sense to anyone. 
The Syrians have continued to use 
chlorine gas on their people year after 
year, mocking the President’s redline 
and diminishing American leadership 
around the world. 

In Russia, they continue to be on the 
move, with their own cyber attacks 
into Ukraine and into the Crimea. 
There is their leadership in Syria and 
the latest cease-fire, in fact, which 
Secretary Kerry and President Obama 
just negotiated with Russia and which 
favored Russia’s position and is retain- 
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ing Assad’s leadership, giving Russia 
time to rearm. In fact, sitting down 
with Russia now and having to agree 
with Russia on places where we would 
have attacks puts Russia clearly in the 
lead of what is happening in Syria. 

It is fascinating for me to think that 
just 4 years ago the President of the 
United States mocked Mitt Romney as 
he talked about Russia as a major 
threat. President Obama flippantly 
laughed and said to Mitt Romney: Hey, 
the 1980s are calling you. We don’t have 
a Cold War with the Soviets anymore. 
Well, somehow I don’t think anyone 
would say that now, as everyone sees 
Russia on the move. 

North Korea continues to test mis- 
siles and nuclear weapons. China con- 
tinues its aggression through terri- 
torial expansion in the South China 
Sea. Cyber terrorism continues to in- 
crease from areas all around the world. 
ISIS is expanding its reach around the 
world in what it calls its provinces. 
The administration continues to say 
that the territory of ISIS is decreasing. 
But it is also quietly saying that their 
expansion around the world is increas- 
ing. 

This is an unstable time in an unsta- 
ble season, and it is a moment when we 
should all engage on some of the most 
basic things, like national defense. 
This body should be able to sit down 
and have an actual open debate on na- 
tional defense and how that would ac- 
tually happen. 

Do I need to remind us about what 
Iran has done in just the past year? It 
is helping to organize a coup in Yemen, 
destabilizing Bahrain as much as they 
possibly can, engaging in propping up 
Assad in Syria, and partnering with 
Russia to launch attacks with Russian 
bombers leaving from Iran to go in and 
do attacks. All of this they continue to 
do as they expand. 

As this government struggles with 
funding our government, the President 
of the United States sent $1.7 billion in 
cash to the Iranian Government. It is 
the ultimate irony—the ultimate 
irony—that at a time when the Presi- 
dent and our Democratic colleagues 
don’t want to fund the U.S. military, 
they sent three planeloads full of cash 
to the Iranian military so they could 
operate theirs. 

This is why we stand here as fresh- 
men and say this may be the normal 
Senate process, but it makes no sense 
to the American people. How can 
planes full of cash be sent to the Ira- 
nian military and they are not spend- 
ing here? 

Let me just give you some perspec- 
tive. As the President looks out from 
his front window at the White House, 
he sees the Washington Monument di- 
rectly in front of him, and $1.7 billion 
in $1 bills would be the equivalent of 
1,097 Washington Monuments stacked 
up—1,097 Washington Monuments 
stacked up is $1.7 billion. That is what 
we just shipped to Iran. 
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Why do we think this is important? 
Because we believe national security is 
important and protecting America is 
important. A flippant conversation 
years ago where Secretary Clinton said 
that Assad’s time is almost done—that 
was 5 years ago—the President’s red- 
line, the failure to be able to fund our 
military on time demonstrates that we 
need to be more serious about national 
security. This is the issue the Amer- 
ican people want us to deal with, and 
this is the one we need to deal with. 

With that, I appreciate the leadership 
of Senator DAINES in this area, and I 
thank him for allowing me to join in 
this conversation on the Senate floor 
on something that is extremely impor- 
tant to all of us. 

Mr. DAINES. I thank Senator 
LANKFORD for his thoughts. As fresh- 
men who are new to the Senate, we are 
scratching our heads, like the Amer- 
ican people are, as this institution— 
our friends across the aisle are holding 
up funding our troops. At the same 
time, as Senator LANKFORD mentioned, 
the President is shipping $1.7 billion of 
foreign currency—because he can’t do 
it in U.S. currency without breaking 
the law—to the Iranians. 

I am glad to be joined now by Sen- 
ator GARDNER of Colorado. He is a dear 
friend, a great colleague, and a member 
of the Foreign Relations Committee as 
well. I thank him for joining us on this 
important topic. 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. President, I 
thank Senator DAINES for the oppor- 
tunity to come to the floor and talk 
about a bill that passed with bipartisan 
unanimous support out of the Senate 
Appropriations subcommittee address- 
ing defense spending. I thank the Sen- 
ator for inviting me to join our fresh- 
men colleagues—new Members of the 
Senate, all elected in 2014—to come to 
the floor and have this conversation 
and this colloquy, to be joined by the 
Senator from Oklahoma who speaks so 
clearly on why our Nation would allow 
a policy to send $1.7 billion in currency 
to Iran but not fund our troops. 

Think about what the Senator from 
Oklahoma said. He said it so well; that 
our Nation’s policy is to pay off Iran 
before we pay our troops. 

The Senator from Alaska—whom I 
commend for his courage in standing 
up on the frontlines of freedom for our 
country, his service to our country, we 
thank him for that service—spoke elo- 
quently on the floor earlier, where he 
talked about six times this Senate has 
blocked, through the use of a proce- 
dural motion, funding for our men and 
women in uniform—six times—over the 
past 114 years. 

This isn’t a bill that people come to 
the floor and they are outraged about, 
they are opposed to it, they want some- 
thing different. That is not what we 
are talking about. We are talking 
about a piece of legislation to fund our 
men and women in uniform that passed 
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30 to 0 out of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee—16 Republicans, 14 Democrats, 
no opposition, 30 to 0—to fund our 
troops. That can’t move forward be- 
cause of tactics of obstruction—tactics 
of obstruction that changed this body 
in 2014 because the American people 
were sick and tired of it, watching the 
113th Congress fail to do its job, fail to 
vote on important legislation. 

Over the past 1% years, we have 
passed bipartisan Transportation bills, 
we have passed bipartisan Education 
bills, we have passed bipartisan human 
trafficking bills. We have changed the 
way this Congress is working to actu- 
ally achieve things together, but some- 
how there is a dictate that came down 
that we would stop working together 
now because they are blocking funding 
for our troops. 

When did we go from having the abil- 
ity to accomplish things together to we 
are going to stop everything? Have peo- 
ple come and talked to us on the floor 
about why they object to this legisla- 
tion? Have we heard statements in op- 
position to funding our troops? Have 
we heard alternate proposals about 
funding our troops? No. 

The bottom line is, a partisan minor- 
ity—a partisan minority—is blocking 
the funding of our troops. Why? Be- 
cause they can, I guess, they decided, 
because they were told to do so, be- 
cause they refuse to break ranks with 
the grip of a leadership office that has 
said: Block the funding of our troops. 

Tell the American people that. Ex- 
plain to the American people why you 
are opposed to funding our troops. 

Let me tell you why I am here from 
Colorado. I am here from Colorado be- 
cause we have the 9th largest Active- 
Duty military population in the United 
States out of 50 States, 12th largest 
combined Active and Reserve Force 
population. Colorado is home to more 
than 35,000 Active-Duty servicemem- 
bers, nearly 14,000 Reserve and Na- 
tional Guard Forces, more than 5,000 
Department of Defense civilians. These 
numbers don’t even include all the 
family members and contract employ- 
ees who directly depend on the passage 
of this legislation—3,000 DOD contrac- 
tors in Colorado—which make the de- 
fense industry in Colorado the third 
largest basic industry in our State. 

El Paso County, CO, population cen- 
ter of the State of Colorado, is the only 
county in the Nation that is home to 
five military bases: Fort Carson, U.S. 
Air Force Academy, Peterson Air 
Force Base, Schriever Air Force Base, 
Cheyenne Mountain Air Force Station, 
also home to NORTHCOM at Peterson, 
our strategic missile command, space 
cyber command. Together, these five 
bases employ approximately 60,000 peo- 
ple, with at least $6 billion to the local 
economy, and yet a bill that passed 30 
to 0 that would have addressed the 
needs of this Nation, that would have 
fixed this crisis we are facing in terms 
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of funding our troops, is being filibus- 
tered, being blocked, being held up for 
partisan reasons—strategic reasons, 
tactical reasons. 

This isn’t a time when our military 
is sitting back at home just guarding 
the homeland from within the 50 
States. This is a time where men and 
women across this country are stand- 
ing on guard, engaged in combat today 
around the globe. This is a nation 
whose military is standing guard in 
South Korea, watching a madman in 
North Korea detonate nuclear bombs— 
not because he just thinks they are fun 
to show off but because he wants to use 
them against the United States and 
our allies. Yet a partisan minority 
wishes to block this legislation that 
funds those people on that line in 
South Korea protecting the United 
States and our allies. 

We had a chance to visit with the 
Secretary of State today to talk about 
what is taking place in Syria, what is 
taking place in Saudi Arabia, what is 
taking place in Iran, Iraq, and through- 
out the Middle East. A bill that passed 
30 to 0 that would fund those efforts— 
our troops, defense of this country, the 
security of our home, our men and 
women in uniform—is being blocked, 
and the bill hasn’t changed. 

Our colleague from West Virginia, 
Senator SHELLEY MOORE CAPITO, talked 
about how nothing has changed be- 
tween this bill passing out of the Ap- 
propriations Committee and today, 
standing here in this colloquy with our 
freshmen colleagues. Nothing has 
changed. Yet the individuals who voted 
in favor of the bill are now standing in 
the way of the bill moving forward, re- 
fusing to even debate. If they have a 
difference of opinion, if they think 
there needs to be an amendment, if 
they think something needs to change 
in the bill, then stand forward and talk 
about it, but instead they are blocking 
it, using politics and strategic rea- 
soning to keep this bill from coming 
forth. 

This bill isn’t about strategies of po- 
litical tactics or strategies of political 
maneuvering. It is about funding our 
men and women in uniform—a bill that 
passed without opposition. It is good 
for our military, it is good for our 
country, 1.2 million servicemembers—a 
much needed, much deserved pay raise 
for our military personnel. 

It funds U.S. NORTHCOM, 
headquartered right there in Colorado, 
protecting the homeland from threats 
like North Korea, the Joint Inter- 
agency Combined Space Operations 
Center, the JICSPOC, that protects and 
defends critical National space infra- 
structure in Colorado. This bill funds 
it. The European Reassurance Initia- 
tive that helps our NATO allies 
counter the destabilizing threat of a re- 
surgent Russia is funded in this legisla- 
tion—legislation that passed 30 to 0 out 
of committee but somehow is being 
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stopped and held up and blocked by 
partisan dissent. 

It funds our major military installa- 
tions in Colorado—170,000 jobs and re- 
lated jobs in Colorado. It prevents mov- 
ing Guantanamo Bay detainee terror- 
ists to Americans’ backyards, some- 
thing all Coloradans are worried about. 
I have talked to many of my colleagues 
on the floor before about what is hap- 
pening in Colorado and the possibilities 
that this detention facility at Guanta- 
namo Bay could be unilaterally shut 
down by the President, and instead of 
having terrorists located offshore, they 
would be onshore and put in Colorado. 
This bill would keep that from hap- 
pening. It had bipartisan support out of 
the Appropriations Committee, but it 
is now being blocked. 

Why is such a bipartisan bill—such 
an important bill—that will serve so 
well our men and women in uniform, 
that was put together by listening to 
senior military leaders who are true 
subject experts on the subject matter 
being blocked? 

Vice Chief of Staff of the Army, Gen- 
eral Allyn, has said: ‘‘We must have 

. . predictable and sustained funding 
to deliver the readiness that our com- 
batant commanders require to meet 
the missions that continue to emerge.” 

Marine Gen. John Paxton, Jr., re- 
cently testified: “The strains on our 
personnel and equipment are showing 
in many areas, particularly in avia- 
tion, in communications and intel- 
ligence.”’ 

Earlier this year, General Goldfein— 
now Chief of Staff of the Air Force— 
said the current Air Force is ‘‘one of 
the smallest, oldest and least ready in 
its history.” 

The 2016 DOD appropriations bill put 
us on a path to address concerns of 
these military leaders. 

The bottom line is, preventing this 
bill from moving forward jeopardizes 
the ability of our military to effec- 
tively, efficiently, and safely do their 
job and keep our country safe. 

It is an honor to serve with my col- 
league from Alaska who served this 
country in our military; to serve with 
JONI ERNST, the Senator from Iowa, 
who served this country; Tom Cotton, 
the Senator from Arkansas, who served 
this country, and so many others. Let’s 
listen to them and their leadership, 
and pass the bill, do what is right for 
this country, and not listen to the nar- 
rowest of partisan voices. 

I thank the Senator from Montana 
for the opportunity to join the col- 
loquy. 

Mr. DAINES. I thank Senator GARD- 
NER. I Know he is very proud as he is 
standing here representing the Air 
Force Academy—what an incredible in- 
stitution—Cheyenne Mountain, 
NORAD. I thank him for coming down 
to the floor and making their voices 
heard here, speaking on behalf of them 
on the floor of the U.S. Senate. 
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To wrap up, we have had six of the 
new Republican freshmen speaking 
today in this colloquy. These are fresh 
eyes and fresh voices, looking at what 
is going on in Washington, DC, and 
saying: It is broken. 

It is very simple: We must make sure 
our military forces have the tools they 
need to perform their job because I can 
tell you one thing—our enemies are not 
waiting around for Senate Democrats 
to fund our military to make it a fair 
fight. 

Maybe we should do this: Maybe we 
should stop funding Congress until we 
fund the military. I wonder if that 
would wake this institution. Why don’t 
we put congressional pay in limbo? 
Why don’t we see somebody filibuster 
congressional pay? I think we should. 
We should forfeit our paychecks until 
we fund the U.S. military. 

The bottom line is, the world is a 
dangerous place. The defense of our 
country relies on properly and prompt- 
ly funding the Department of Defense. 

How can this institution—how can 
our friends across the aisle—continue 
to stand here and say no to our U.S. 
military when so much is at stake? The 
U.S. House has passed this bipartisan 
bill; the Appropriations Committee of 
the U.S. Senate passed it 30 to 0—16 Re- 
publicans joining 14 Democrats on a 30- 
to-0 vote on the Defense appropria- 
tions. 

We must say yes to our military who 
fight for us every day, who stand up, 
protect our rights and our freedoms 
that we enjoy every day. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. CoOL- 
LINS). The Senator from Colorado. 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—H.R. 5293 

Mr. GARDNER. Madam President, 
just moments ago I joined a group of 
my colleagues from the freshman class 
to talk about the importance of pas- 
sage of the Defense appropriations bill. 
Six Members of that class came to 
speak about the need to pass a bipar- 
tisan bill that passed 30 to 0 out of the 
Appropriations Committee—16 Repub- 
licans, 14 Democrats—unanimously. 

The American people engaged in this 
debate know the arguments on each 
side, but that is only one side because 
it was 30 to 0. There is no opposition, 
but yet this bill has been held up by a 
filibuster six times over the past year 
and a half. 

So I come to the floor on behalf of 
my colleagues who are so engaged in 
this to ask unanimous consent that fol- 
lowing the disposition of H.R. 5325, the 
Senate proceed to H.R. 5298, the De- 
fense appropriations bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, re- 
serving the right to object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Illinois. 

Mr. DURBIN. First, let me thank my 
colleagues on the other side of the 
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aisle. I know they are conscientious 
and committed to our national defense 
and security and to the men and 
women who make it possible. I have 
listened to their speeches on the floor, 
and but for some political analyses, I 
would agree with their motives to 
make sure we adequately and promptly 
fund the defense of our country. There 
is no question about it. 

Secondly, I might say that I know a 
little bit about this bill. Iam the rank- 
ing Democrat on the Defense Appro- 
priations Subcommittee, and in the 
previous Congress I served as chairman 
of the Defense Appropriations Sub- 
committee. And I am lucky because I 
have by my side a Republican Senator, 
THAD COCHRAN of Mississippi, who cur- 
rently chairs the committee. I can tell 
you that from start to finish, THAD 
COCHRAN, Republican, and DICK DURBIN, 
Democrat, have agreed on this bill and 
what is included in this bill. We have 
worked it out to the satisfaction of not 
only our own staff and the people we 
worked with but with the Pentagon as 
well. We have put together a very good, 
solid, defensible bill, and the point my 
colleague made demonstrates that. 
When it was called on in the full Ap- 
propriations Committee, there was 
unanimous support for it. Within the 
four corners of the bill, there is no con- 
troversy. The only question before us 
now is when it will be called for pas- 
sage. 

I take to heart the efforts by the 
Senator from Colorado—along with his 
colleagues—today to suggest that we 
should do this sooner rather than later. 
I might try to explain for a moment, if 
I may, why the feeling is that we can’t 
do it at this moment in time. 

This is the biggest single discre- 
tionary spending bill in our Nation’s 
budget. Sixty percent of the Federal 
budget flows through this bill to sup- 
port the Department of Defense and in- 
telligence activities. It is the Monster 
of the Midway, as we say in Chicago. It 
is the most important bill in size, at 
least, when it comes to our appropria- 
tions, but it is not the only bill. As the 
Senator knows, there are 11 other ap- 
propriations bills. What we are trying 
to do—and I believe we will achieve 
this—is have an agreement on the en- 
tire budget. 

When we reached a budget agreement 
with President Obama and the Repub- 
lican leaders in Congress, we said that 
we were going to fund any increases in 
the Department of Defense and match 
them with increases in nondefense 
spending. That has been basically the 
rule of the road from the start, and so 
there is a reluctance to allow one bill, 
the Department of Defense appropria- 
tions bill, to jump out ahead of others 
until we have this global agreement on 
the budget. 

The Senator and his colleagues made 
a good point: What is more important 
than the defense of this Nation? What 
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is more important than national secu- 
rity? The honest answer is that there is 
nothing more important. Doesn’t the 
first line say ‘‘provide for the common 
defense” in terms of our responsibility? 


There are also important things in 
the nondefense budget. I am sure the 
Senator from Colorado would be the 
first to stand up and say that we need 
to adequately fund the Federal Bureau 
of Investigation. They work night and 
day to keep America safe. They are not 
included in this Defense bill. They are 
in another appropriations bill which is 
still unresolved. I think the Senator 
would probably agree with me that the 
Department of Homeland Security is a 
very important agency when it comes 
to safety in our airports, our families 
getting on airplanes, and people cross- 
ing our border. The appropriation for 
that Department is not included in this 
bill. 


The point I am trying to make is 
that when it comes to the security of 
this Nation, it is not just the Depart- 
ment of Defense; it is primarily and 
initially that Department. And what 
we need to do is make sure we have 
adequately funded the entire budget of 
this country. Can we do it? Yes, we 
can, and we must. 


The short-term spending bill—the 
continuing resolution that Democrats 
and Republicans have done many times 
before—won’t disadvantage the Depart- 
ment of Defense. By the second week of 
December, I believe in good faith we 
can work out our differences and come 
up with spending bills across the board 
for every agency—medical research, 
food inspection, things that everyone 
counts on. But to jump ahead and say 
that we will just take the biggest ap- 
propriations bill and put it aside and 
go ahead and finish that one, as the 
Senator has suggested with his unani- 
mous consent request, really doesn’t 
take into consideration that we have 
an obligation across the government to 
do our job not just with one bill but 
with all of the appropriations bills. 

I believe in this bill. I voted for this 
bill. I worked on this bill. As much 
time as my colleague may have put 
into his research when preparing for 
his floor speech, I will match it with 
the time I put into this bill to make 
sure it was written right. I want to 
make sure it is passed with a budget 
that is fair for this country and done in 
a bipartisan way that we will all be 
proud of—not just the men and women 
in uniform but everyone in the United 
States who is served by our efforts. For 
that reason, at this moment I object to 
the request that was made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion is heard. 


The Senator from Colorado. 


Mr. GARDNER. Madam President, I 
thank my colleague from Illinois. We 
will continue to work on this issue 
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until we pass this important appropria- 
tions bill. We will hear from our col- 
leagues across the country, particu- 
larly those who were just elected in 
2014. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. COTTON. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

TRIBUTE TO SHEILA BEATTY 

Mr. COTTON. Madam President, 
today I would like to recognize Sheila 
Beatty of Hot Springs Village as this 
week’s Arkansan of the Week for her 
dedication and service to Arkansas vet- 
erans. 

When people choose to retire, they 
often seek out a life of rest and relax- 
ation, but not Sheila. When she retired, 
Sheila chose a different path: honoring 
those who serve or have served in the 
U.S. military. 

Sheila honors our veterans and our 
soldiers in many ways—almost too 
many to mention today. For years, she 
has stood in the Patriot Guard flag line 
at every military funeral in Arkansas, 
no matter the distance from her home- 
town, and every time troops leave for 
deployment or return home from a 
tour, Sheila is there to meet them, 
with cookies, flags, and a big smile on 
her face. Sheila is active in the Arkan- 
sas Freedom Fund—a nonprofit organi- 
zation that supports members of the 
military, veterans, and their families 
through rehabilitative recreational 
outdoor activities. She often helps plan 
events for this wonderful organization 
as well. 

Her activities don’t end there. Sheila 
also makes an extra effort to support 
the veterans who need it most. She col- 
lects clothing and personal hygiene 
items for homeless veterans in Arkan- 
sas. She volunteers with the No Vet- 
eran Dies Alone Program at the vet- 
erans hospital in Little Rock, where 
she sits by the bedsides of veterans who 
aren’t able to have family or loved ones 
by their side in their final hours. Her 
time with them provides comfort and 
relief to these men and women when 
they need it most. 

To those of you in Little Rock, next 
week stop by the National POW/MIA 
National Recognition Day reception in 
the State capitol rotunda. Sheila was 
instrumental in organizing that won- 
derful event. 

Sheila’s dedication to our Armed 
Forces and veterans is inspiring. As a 
former soldier, I can tell you that peo- 
ple like Sheila make military service 
more meaningful. Their impact on the 
lives of veterans cannot be overstated. 

I am honored to recognize Sheila as 
this week’s Arkansan of the Week. I 
join all Arkansans in thanking her for 
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supporting our veterans, and I urge ev- 
eryone to join in her efforts. 

Madam President, I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. COONS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
GARDNER). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—EXECUTIVE 

CALENDAR 

Mr. COONS. Mr. President, I come to 
the floor today to ask unanimous con- 
sent that the Senate proceed to execu- 
tive session to consider the following 
five nominations: Calendar Nos. 27, 28, 
29, 30, and 31; that the Senate proceed 
to vote without intervening action or 
debate on the nominations in the order 
listed; that the motions to reconsider 
be considered made and laid upon the 
table with no intervening action or de- 
bate; that no further motions be in 
order to the nominations; that any re- 
lated statements be printed in the 
RECORD; that the President be imme- 
diately notified of the Senate’s action 
and the Senate then resume legislative 
session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. COTTON. Mr. President, reserv- 
ing the right to object, I objected to 
the confirmation of these judges be- 
fore, and the reason still stands. There 
is little evidence that the Court of Fed- 
eral Claims needs them. According to 
the latest public statistics, the court’s 
caseload is down 49 percent from 2011 
and 66 percent if we go back to 2007. I 
understand that some say these num- 
bers are skewed by a flood of relatively 
simple cases related to vaccine claims 
that has begun to ebb in recent years, 
but even if we remove those vaccine 
claims from the statistics, the court’s 
caseload has still dropped. The number 
of nonvaccine cases dropped from 1,427 
in 2014 to 1,404 in 2015. That latest num- 
ber is 10 percent lower than in 2018, 25 
percent lower than it was in 2008, and 
39 percent lower than it was in 2007. 

I respectfully remind my colleagues 
that the 16 active judges authorized in 
the statute for the Court of Federal 
Claims is not a minimum number, it is 
a maximum number. That number was 
set in 1982—an increase from the six 
judges that were previously authorized. 
Perhaps it is time to revisit that num- 
ber again 34 years later. 

I would also note that an auxiliary of 
senior nonactive judges is available to 
the court to hear cases. These senior 
judges receive a full salary whether or 
not they hear cases on the condition 
that they be available to work when 
called. They are the most experienced 
judges we have for these types of cases, 
and I am heartened to know that a 
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number of them have been recalled to 
assist the court since I called for that 
very action last year. That is a much 
better use of taxpayer dollars than con- 
firming extra judges who will receive 
additional full-time salaries, office 
space, and staff. 

I also note that my office has dis- 
cussed the caseload in the Court of 
Federal Claims with the White House 
numerous times since the beginning of 
the year. In good faith, my office told 
the White House that if it provided a 
statistical case showing a need for 
more active judges, I would consider 
lifting some of my holds. On Thursday 
last week, the White House provided 
some statistics drawn from unpub- 
lished caseload data for the 2016 fiscal 
year. The data was not comprehensive 
or broken down in a granular fashion, 
but what they did show is that there is 
not a clear case for adding more judges 
at this time. According to the White 
House’s statistics, the number of non- 
vaccine cases filed this year is down, 
the number of complicated contract 
bid protests filed has dropped, and the 
total number of pending nonvaccine 
cases has remained largely flat. There 
will be more discussion between my of- 
fice and the White House about this 
data, but at this time I have yet to re- 
ceive compelling data showing a judi- 
cial emergency for the Court of Federal 
Claims. 

I have focused so far on our obliga- 
tion to closely guard the use of tax- 
payer dollars for judges we may not 
need, but I would be remiss if I didn’t 
highlight the unique role and vast 
power of the Court of Federal Claims. 
It has nationwide jurisdiction over all 
claims for money damages against the 
U.S. Government, from tax disputes, to 
government contract protests, to emi- 
nent domain takings. This court’s ju- 
risdiction isn’t limited to the District 
of Columbia or to private litigants but 
deals with government abuses of the 
rights of Arkansans and citizens in 
every State of the Union. This is a seri- 
ous court; the Senate should be serious 
as we consider confirming judges to it. 
The President’s nominations to the 
court should not be rubberstamped. 

We have to look hard at the workload 
of the court and evaluate the judicial 
resources currently available to meet 
the demands of that work, and right 
now those demands appear to be ade- 
quately met. I must therefore object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion is heard. 

The Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. COONS. Mr. President, if I might 
on the question of the Court of Federal 
Claims, today, currently, there are just 
10 active judges, although it is author- 
ized to have 16. The five nominees 
whom I brought to the floor today and 
have asked unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed on were first nominated in April 
or May of 2014 and have waited more 
than 2 years for their confirmation 
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here by the Senate. No one has raised 
an objection to their qualifications, 
and each of them has twice now unani- 
mously been approved by the Senate 
Judiciary Committee without concerns 
being raised or advanced about either 
their qualifications or the need to fill 
these judicial vacancies. 

With fewer active judges, cases have 
piled up in the Court of Federal Claims, 
which is often called ‘‘the people’s 
court” because of its role in hearing 
cases brought by citizens and busi- 
nesses against the Federal Govern- 
ment. From 2012 to 2015, the number of 
pending general jurisdiction cases per 
active judge has nearly doubled, jump- 
ing from 70 to about 130 in just 3 years. 
The court has also seen an increase in 
bid protest cases—some of the most 
complex and resource-intensive cases 
heard by the court. These delays harm 
the citizens and businesses that are 
waiting to have their cases decided. 
Delays also come at significant cost to 
the Federal Government, which will 
pay greater interest once judgments 
are finally rendered. 

As my colleague commented, it is 
true that senior judges are helping this 
overburdened court, but their efforts 
are limited by statute—they cannot 
work more than 90 days per year. 

Last year I called for these same five 
judges to be confirmed by unanimous 
consent. One of my colleagues objected 
and argued that the number of pending 
cases has decreased and that additional 
judges are not needed. But this is, in 
my view, only the case if one counts 
cases that are referred to special mas- 
ters. Special masters have signifi- 
cantly reduced their caseload in recent 
years, but these cases are not signifi- 
cant contributors to the workload of 
the Court of Federal Claims judges. 

We have received letters from the 
chief judge of the Court of Federal 
Claims and the past president of the 
U.S. Court of Federal Claims Bar Asso- 
ciation urging our swift action on 
these nominees. The Court of Federal 
Claims is in need of the service of these 
candidates, whose experience and 
qualifications are beyond question. I 
want to briefly highlight a few of these 
nominees and their backgrounds. 

One of the nominees is Jeri Somers, 
who spent her career in service to our 
Nation, a decade in the Department of 
Justice as a Federal prosecutor and 
Civil Division trial attorney, and an 
extensive background as well in mili- 
tary service. She retired from the U.S. 
Air Force Reserves at the rank of lieu- 
tenant colonel, having spent two dec- 
ades in the military serving as a judge 
advocate and then subsequently as a 
military judge in the U.S. Air Force 
and the District of Columbia’s Air Na- 
tional Guard. 

Another pending nominee, Armando 
Bonilla, spent his entire career—over 
two decades—as an attorney for the 
Department of Justice. He was hired 
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out of law school in the Department’s 
prestigious Honors Program and has 
risen to become the Associate Deputy 
Attorney General in the Department. 
Mr. Bonilla would be the first Hispanic 
judge to hold a position on this court 
and was strongly endorsed by the His- 
panic National Bar Association. 

Thomas Halkowski, a third pending 
nominee, is a respected partner at Fish 
& Richardson in Wilmington, one of 
the preeminent IP law firms in the Na- 
tion. He practices in Wilmington, DE, 
my hometown. He is a former Depart- 
ment of Justice attorney, with 8 years 
of experience in the Environment and 
Natural Resources Division, and would 
bring the Court of Federal Claims a 
wealth of experience relevant to his 
work. 

All five of these pending nominees to 
the Court of Federal Claims are quali- 
fied candidates who have languished 
for 2 years on the Senate Calendar. 
They represent part of a pattern of ob- 
struction extending all the way up to 
our country’s highest Court, the Su- 
preme Court. I believe it is time we 
come together in a bipartisan fashion 
to do our job, confirm these five nomi- 
nees to these judicial vacancies, and 
allow them to get to work serving our 
Nation on the Court of Federal Claims. 

Thank you, Mr. President. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Oklahoma. 

AMENDMENT NO. 5042, AS MODIFIED, TO 
AMENDMENT NO. 4979 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the following 
amendment be called up: Inhofe-Boxer 
No. 5042, as modified, with the changes 
at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

The Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. INHOFE] 
proposes an amendment numbered 5042, as 
modified, to amendment No. 4979. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the reading of 
the amendment be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment, as modified, is as 
follows: 

(Purpose: Of a perfecting nature) 

Strike titles I through VIII and insert the 
following: 

TITLE I—PROGRAM REFORMS 
SEC. 1001. STUDY OF WATER RESOURCES DEVEL- 


OPMENT PROJECTS BY NON-FED- 
ERAL INTERESTS. 

Section 203 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2231) is amend- 
ed by adding at the end the following: 

“(e) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—On the re- 
quest of a non-Federal interest, the Sec- 
retary may provide technical assistance re- 
lating to any aspect of the feasibility study 
if the non-Federal interest contracts with 
the Secretary to pay all costs of providing 
the technical assistance.’’. 
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SEC. 1002. ADVANCED FUNDS FOR WATER RE- 
SOURCES DEVELOPMENT STUDIES 
AND PROJECTS. 

The Act of October 15, 1940 (33 U.S.C. 701h- 
1), is amended— 

(1) in the first sentence— 

(A) by striking ‘‘Whenever any” and in- 
serting the following: 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—Whenever any”; 

(B) by striking ‘‘a flood-control project 
duly adopted and authorized by law” and in- 
serting ‘‘an authorized water resources de- 
velopment study or project,’’; and 

(C) by striking ‘‘such work’’ and inserting 
“such study or project”; 

(2) in the second sentence— 

(A) by striking ‘“‘The Secretary of the 
Army” and inserting the following: 

“(b) REPAYMENT.—The Secretary of the 
Army”; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘from appropriations which 
may be provided by Congress for flood-con- 
trol work” and inserting “‘if specific appro- 
priations are provided by Congress for such 
purpose”; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

“(c) DEFINITION OF STATE.—In this section, 
the term ‘State’ means— 

“(1) a State; 

*(2) the District of Columbia; 

(3) the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico; 

“(4) any other territory or possession of 
the United States; and 

“(5) a federally recognized Indian tribe or a 
Native village, Regional Corporation, or Vil- 
lage Corporation (as those terms are defined 
in section 3 of the Alaska Native Claims Set- 
tlement Act (43 U.S.C. 1602)).’’. 

SEC. 1003. AUTHORITY TO ACCEPT AND USE MA- 
TERIALS AND SERVICES. 

Section 1024 of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
2325a) is amended— 

(1) by striking subsection (a) and inserting 
the following: 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection 
(b), the Secretary is authorized to accept and 
use materials, services, or funds contributed 
by a non-Federal public entity, a nonprofit 
entity, or a private entity to repair, restore, 
replace, or maintain a water resources 
project in any case in which the District 
Commander determines that— 

“(1) there is a risk of adverse impacts to 
the functioning of the project for the author- 
ized purposes of the project; and 

“(2) acceptance of the materials and serv- 
ices or funds is in the public interest.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (c), in the matter pre- 
ceding paragraph (1)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘Not later than 60 days 
after initiating an activity under this sec- 
tion,” and inserting “Not later than Feb- 
ruary 1 of each year after the first fiscal year 
in which materials, services, or funds are ac- 
cepted under this section,’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘a report” and inserting 
“an annual report”. 

SEC. 1004. PARTNERSHIPS WITH NON-FEDERAL 
ENTITIES TO PROTECT THE FED- 
ERAL INVESTMENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (c), 
the Secretary is authorized to partner with a 
non-Federal interest for the maintenance of 
a water resources project to ensure that the 
project will continue to function for the au- 
thorized purposes of the project. 

(b) FORM OF PARTNERSHIP.—Under a part- 
nership referred to in subsection (a), the Sec- 
retary is authorized to accept and use funds, 
materials, and services contributed by the 
non-Federal interest. 

(c) NO CREDIT OR REIMBURSEMENT.—Any 
entity that contributes materials, services, 
or funds under this section shall not be eligi- 
ble for credit, reimbursement, or repayment 
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for the value of those materials, services, or 

funds. 

SEC. 1005. NON-FEDERAL STUDY AND CONSTRUC- 
TION OF PROJECTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may ac- 
cept and expend funds provided by non-Fed- 
eral interests to undertake reviews, inspec- 
tions, monitoring, and other Federal activi- 
ties related to non-Federal interests car- 
rying out the study, design, or construction 
of water resources development projects 
under section 203 or 204 of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 
2231, 2232) or any other Federal law. 

(b) INCLUSION IN COSTS.—In determining 
credit or reimbursement, the Secretary may 
include the amount of funds provided by a 
non-Federal interest under this section as a 
cost of the study, design, or construction. 
SEC. 1006. MUNITIONS DISPOSAL. 

Section 1027 of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
426e-2) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), in the matter pre- 


ceding paragraph (1), by inserting “‘, at full 
Federal expense,” after “The Secretary 
may”; and 


(2) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘funded’’ 
and inserting ‘‘reimbursed’’. 

SEC. 1007. CHALLENGE COST-SHARING PROGRAM 
FOR MANAGEMENT OF RECREATION 
FACILITIES. 

Section 225 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 1992 (33 U.S.C. 2328) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub- 
section (d); and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(c) USER FEES.— 

‘*(1) COLLECTION OF FEES.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may 
allow a non-Federal public or private entity 
that has entered into an agreement pursuant 
to subsection (b) to collect user fees for the 
use of developed recreation sites and facili- 
ties, whether developed or constructed by 
that entity or the Department of the Army. 

‘(B) USE OF VISITOR RESERVATION SERV- 
IcES.—A public or private entity described in 
subparagraph (A) may use to manage fee col- 
lections and reservations under this section 
any visitor reservation service that the Sec- 
retary has provided for by contract or inter- 
agency agreement, subject to such terms and 
conditions as the Secretary determines to be 
appropriate. 

‘(2) USE OF FEES.—A non-Federal public or 
private entity that collects user fees under 
paragraph (1) may— 

“(A) retain up to 100 percent of the fees 
collected, as determined by the Secretary; 
and 

‘(B) notwithstanding section 210(b)(4) of 
the Flood Control Act of 1968 (16 U.S.C. 460d- 
3(b)(4)), use that amount for operation, main- 
tenance, and management at the recreation 
site at which the fee is collected. 

‘*(3) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The authority 
of a non-Federal public or private entity 
under this subsection shall be subject to 
such terms and conditions as the Secretary 
determines necessary to protect the inter- 
ests of the United States.’’. 

SEC. 1008. STRUCTURES AND FACILITIES CON- 
STRUCTED BY THE SECRETARY. 

Section 14 of the Act of March 8, 1899 (33 
U.S.C. 408) (commonly known as the “Rivers 
and Harbors Act of 1899’’), is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘That it shall not be law- 
ful’’ and inserting the following: 

“(a) PROHIBITIONS AND PERMISSIONS.—It 
shall not be lawful’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
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“(b) CONCURRENT REVIEW.— 

“(1) NEPA REVIEW.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—In any case in which an 
activity subject to this section requires a re- 
view under the National Environmental Pol- 
icy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4821 et seq.), review 
and approval under this section shall, to the 
maximum extent practicable, occur concur- 
rently with any review and decisions made 
under that Act. 

‘(B) CORPS OF ENGINEERS AS A COOPERATING 
AGENCY.—If the Corps of Engineers is not the 
lead Federal agency for an environmental re- 
view described in subparagraph (A), the Chief 
of Engineers shall, to the maximum extent 
practicable— 

“(i) participate in the review as a cooper- 
ating agency (unless the Chief of Engineers 
does not intend to submit comments on the 
project); and 

“(i) adopt and use any environmental doc- 
ument prepared under the National Environ- 
mental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4821 et 
seq.) by the lead agency to the same extent 
that a Federal agency could adopt or use a 
document prepared by another Federal agen- 
cy under— 

“(T) the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4821 et seq.); and 

‘“(II) parts 1500 through 1508 of title 40, 
Code of Federal Regulations (or successor 
regulations). 

“(2) REVIEWS BY SECRETARY.—In any case 
in which the Secretary of the Army is re- 
quired to approve an action under this sec- 
tion and under another authority, including 
sections 9 and 10 of this Act, section 404 of 
the Federal Water Pollution Control Act (33 
U.S.C. 1344), and section 103 of the Marine 
Protection, Research, and Sanctuaries Act of 
1972 (83 U.S.C. 1418), the Secretary shall— 

“(A) coordinate the reviews and, to the 
maximum extent practicable, carry out the 
reviews concurrently; and 

‘“(B) adopt and use any document prepared 
by the Corps of Engineers for the purpose of 
complying with the same law and that ad- 
dresses the same types of impacts in the 
same geographic area if the document, as de- 
termined by the Secretary, is current and 
applicable. 

‘(3) CONTRIBUTED FUNDS.—The Secretary of 
the Army may accept and expend funds re- 
ceived from non-Federal public or private en- 
tities to evaluate under this section an alter- 
ation or permanent occupation or use of a 
work built by the United States.’’. 

SEC. 1009. PROJECT COMPLETION. 

For any project authorized under section 
219 of the Water Resources Development Act 
of 1992 (Public Law 102-580; 106 Stat. 4835), 
the authorization of appropriations is in- 
creased by the amount, including in incre- 
ments, necessary to allow completion of the 
project if— 

(1) as of the date of enactment of this Act, 
the project has received more than $4,000,000 
in Federal appropriations and those appro- 
priations equal an amount that is greater 
than 80 percent of the authorized amount; 

(2) significant progress has been dem- 
onstrated toward completion of the project 
or segments of the project but the project is 
not complete as of the date of enactment of 
this Act; and 

(8) the benefits of the Federal investment 
will not be realized without an increase in 
the authorization of appropriations to allow 
completion of the project. 

SEC. 1010. CONTRIBUTED FUNDS. 

(a) CONTRIBUTED FUNDS.—Section 5 of the 
Act of June 22, 1936 (83 U.S.C. 701h) (com- 
monly known as the ‘‘Flood Control Act of 
1936”), is amended— 
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(1) by striking ‘‘funds appropriated by the 
United States for’’; and 

(2) in the first proviso, by inserting after 
“authorized purposes of the project:’’ the fol- 
lowing: ‘‘Provided further, That the Secretary 
may receive and expend funds from a State 
or a political subdivision of a State and 
other non-Federal interests to formulate, re- 
view, or revise, consistent with authorized 
project purposes, operational documents for 
any reservoir owned and operated by the 
Secretary (other than reservoirs in the 
Upper Missouri River, the Apalachicola- 
Chattahoochee-Flint River system, the Ala- 
bama-Coosa-Tallapoosa River system, and 
the Stones River):’’ 

(b) REPORT.—Section 1015 of the Water Re- 
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014 
is amended by striking subsection (b) (83 
U.S.C. 701h note; Public Law 113-121) and in- 
serting the following: 

“(b) REPORT.—Not later than February 1 of 
each year, the Secretary shall submit to the 
Committees on Environment and Public 
Works and Appropriations of the Senate and 
the Committees on Transportation and In- 
frastructure and Appropriations of the House 
of Representatives a report that— 

“(1) describes the number of agreements 
executed in the previous fiscal year for the 
acceptance of contributed funds under sec- 
tion 5 of the Act of June 22, 1936 (33 U.S.C. 
701h) (commonly known as the ‘Flood Con- 
trol Act of 1936’); and 

‘“(2) includes information on the projects 
and amounts of contributed funds referred to 
in paragraph (1).’’. 

SEC. 1011. APPLICATION OF CERTAIN BENEFITS 
AND COSTS INCLUDED IN FINAL 
FEASIBILITY STUDIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—For a navigation project 
authorized after November 7, 2007, involving 
offshore oil and gas fabrication ports, the 
recommended plan by the Chief of Engineers 
shall be the plan that uses the value of fu- 
ture energy exploration and production fab- 
rication contracts and the transportation 
savings that would result from a larger navi- 
gation channel in accordance with section 
6009 of the Emergency Supplemental Appro- 
priations Act for Defense, the Global War on 
Terror, and Tsunami Relief, 2005 (Public Law 
109-18; 119 Stat. 282). 

(b) SPECIAL RULE.—In addition to projects 
described in subsection (a), this section shall 
apply to— 

(1) a project that has undergone an eco- 
nomic benefits update; and 

(2) at the request of the non-Federal spon- 
sor, any ongoing feasibility study for which 
the benefits under section 6009 of the Emer- 
gency Supplemental Appropriations Act for 
Defense, the Global War on Terror, and Tsu- 
nami Relief, 2005 (Public Law 109-18; 119 
Stat. 282) may apply. 

SEC. 1012. LEVERAGING FEDERAL INFRASTRUC- 
TURE FOR INCREASED WATER SUP- 
PLY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—At the request of a non- 
Federal interest, the Secretary may review 
proposals to increase the quantity of avail- 
able supplies of water at Federal water re- 
sources projects through— 

(1) modification of a water resources 
project; 

(2) modification of how a project is man- 
aged; or 

(3) accessing water released from a project. 

(b) PROPOSALS INCLUDED.—A proposal 
under subsection (a) may include— 

(1) increasing the storage capacity of the 
project; 

(2) diversion of water released or with- 
drawn from the project— 
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(A) to recharge groundwater; 

(B) to aquifer storage and recovery; or 

(C) to any other storage facility; 

(8) construction of facilities for delivery of 
water from pumping stations constructed by 
the Secretary; 

(4) construction of facilities to access 
water; and 

(5) a combination of the activities de- 
scribed in paragraphs (1) through (4). 

(c) EXCLUSIONS.—This section shall not 
apply to a proposal that— 

(1) reallocates existing water supply or hy- 
dropower storage; or 

(2) reduces water available for any author- 
ized project purpose. 

(d) OTHER FEDERAL PROJECTS.—In any case 
in which a proposal relates to a Federal 
project that is not owned by the Secretary, 
this section shall apply only to activities 
under the authority of the Secretary. 

(e) REVIEW PROCESS.— 

(1) NOTICE.—On receipt of a proposal sub- 
mitted under subsection (a), the Secretary 
shall provide a copy of the proposal to each 
entity described in paragraph (2) and if appli- 
cable, the Federal agency that owns the 
project, in the case of a project owned by an 
agency other than the Department of the 
Army. 

(2) PUBLIC PARTICIPATION.—In reviewing 
proposals submitted under subsection (a), 
and prior to making any decisions regarding 
a proposal, the Secretary shall comply with 
all applicable public participation require- 
ments under law, including consultation 
with— 

(A) affected States; 

(B) Power Marketing Administrations, in 
the case of reservoirs with Federal hydro- 
power projects; 

(C) entities responsible for operation and 
maintenance costs; 

(D) any entity that has a contractual right 
from the Federal Government or a State to 
withdraw water from, or use storage at, the 
project; 

(E) entities that the State determines hold 
rights under State law to the use of water 
from the project; and 

(F) units of local government with flood 
risk reduction responsibilities downstream 
of the project. 

(£) AUTHORITIES.—A proposal submitted to 
the Secretary under subsection (a) may be 
reviewed and approved, if applicable and ap- 
propriate, under— 

(1) the specific authorization for the water 
resources project; 

(2) section 216 of the Flood Control Act of 
1970 (33 U.S.C. 549a); 

(3) section 301 of the Water Supply Act of 
1958 (43 U.S.C. 390b); and 

(4) section 14 of the Act of March 3, 1899 
(commonly known as the ‘‘Rivers and Har- 
bors Act of 1899’’) (33 U.S.C. 408). 

(g) LIMITATIONS.—The Secretary shall not 
approve a proposal submitted under sub- 
section (a) that— 

(1) is not supported by the Federal agency 
that owns the project if the owner is not the 
Secretary; 

(2) interferes with an authorized purpose of 
the project; 

(3) adversely impacts contractual rights to 
water or storage at the reservoir; 

(4) adversely impacts legal rights to water 
under State law, as determined by an af- 
fected State; 

(5) increases costs for any entity other 
than the entity that submitted the proposal; 
or 

(6) if a project is subject to section 301(e) of 
the Water Supply Act of 1958 (43 U.S.C. 
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390b(e)), makes modifications to the project 
that do not meet the requirements of that 
section unless the modification is submitted 
to and authorized by Congress. 

(h) COST SHARE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), 100 percent of the cost of de- 
veloping, reviewing, and implementing a pro- 
posal submitted under subsection (a) shall be 
provided by an entity other than the Federal 
Government. 

(2) PLANNING ASSISTANCE TO STATES.—In 
the case of a proposal from an entity author- 
ized to receive assistance under section 22 of 
the Water Resources Development Act of 
1974 (42 U.S.C. 1962d-16), the Secretary may 
use funds available under that section to pay 
50 percent of the cost of a review of a pro- 
posal submitted under subsection (a). 

(3) OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE COSTS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraphs (B) and (C), the operation and 
maintenance costs for the non-Federal spon- 
sor of a proposal submitted under subsection 
(a) shall be 100 percent of the separable oper- 
ation and maintenance costs associated with 
the costs of implementing the proposal. 

(B) CERTAIN WATER SUPPLY STORAGE 
PROJECTS.—For a proposal submitted under 
subsection (a) for constructing additional 
water supply storage at a reservoir for use 
under a water supply storage agreement, in 
addition to the costs under subparagraph 
(A), the non-Federal costs shall include the 
proportional share of any joint-use costs for 
operation, maintenance, repair, replacement, 
or rehabilitation of the reservoir project de- 
termined in accordance with section 301 of 
the Water Supply Act of 1958 (48 U.S.C. 390b). 

(C) VOLUNTARY CONTRIBUTIONS.—An entity 
other than an entity described in subpara- 
graph (A) may voluntarily contribute to the 
costs of implementing a proposal submitted 
under subsection (a). 

(i) CONTRIBUTED FUNDS.—The Secretary 
may receive and expend funds contributed by 
a non-Federal interest for the review and ap- 
proval of a proposal submitted under sub- 
section (a). 

(j) ASSISTANCE.—On request by a non-Fed- 
eral interest, the Secretary may provide 
technical assistance in the development or 
implementation of a proposal under sub- 
section (a), including assistance in obtaining 
necessary permits for construction, if the 
non-Federal interest contracts with the Sec- 
retary to pay all costs of providing the tech- 
nical assistance. 

(k) EXCLUSION.—This section shall not 
apply to reservoirs in— 

(1) the Upper Missouri River; 

(2) the Apalachicola-Chattahoochee-Flint 
river system; 

(3) the Alabama-Coosa-Tallapoosa river 
system; and 

(4) the Stones River. 

(1) EFFECT OF SECTION.—Nothing in this 
section affects or modifies any authority of 
the Secretary to review or modify reservoirs. 
SEC. 1013. NEW ENGLAND DISTRICT HEAD- 

QUARTERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (b), 
using amounts available in the revolving 
fund established by section 101 of the Civil 
Functions Appropriations Act, 1954 (33 U.S.C. 
576) and not otherwise obligated, the Sec- 
retary may— 

(1) design, renovate, and construct addi- 
tions to 2 buildings located on Hanscom Air 
Force Base in Bedford, Massachusetts for the 
headquarters of the New England District of 
the Army Corps of Engineers; and 

(2) carry out such construction and infra- 
structure improvements as are required to 
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support the headquarters of the New England 
District of the Army Corps of Engineers, in- 
cluding any necessary demolition of the ex- 
isting infrastructure. 

(b) REQUIREMENT.—In carrying out sub- 
section (a), the Secretary shall ensure that 
the revolving fund established by section 101 
of the Civil Functions Appropriations Act, 
1954 (33 U.S.C. 576) is appropriately reim- 
bursed from funds appropriated for programs 
that receive a benefit under this section. 

SEC. 1014. BUFFALO DISTRICT HEADQUARTERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (b), 
using amounts available in the revolving 
fund established by section 101 of the Civil 
Functions Appropriations Act, 1954 (33 U.S.C. 
576) and not otherwise obligated, the Sec- 
retary may— 

(1) design and construct a new building in 
Buffalo, New York, for the headquarters of 
the Buffalo District of the Army Corps of En- 
gineers; and 

(2) carry out such construction and infra- 
structure improvements as are required to 
support the headquarters and related instal- 
lations and facilities of the Buffalo District 
of the Army Corps of Engineers, including 
any necessary demolition or renovation of 
the existing infrastructure. 

(b) REQUIREMENT.—In carrying out sub- 
section (a), the Secretary shall ensure that 
the revolving fund established by section 101 
of the Civil Functions Appropriations Act, 
1954 (33 U.S.C. 576) is appropriately reim- 
bursed from funds appropriated for programs 
that receive a benefit under this section. 

SEC. 1015. COMPLETION OF ECOSYSTEM RES- 
TORATION PROJECTS. 

Section 2039 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 2007 (33 U.S.C. 2330a) is amend- 
ed by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(d) INCLUSIONS.—A monitoring plan under 
subsection (b) shall include a description of— 

“(1) the types and number of restoration 
activities to be conducted; 

‘(2) the physical action to be undertaken 
to achieve the restoration objectives of the 
project; 

“(3) the functions and values that will re- 
sult from the restoration plan; and 

“(4) a contingency plan for taking correc- 
tive actions in cases in which monitoring 
demonstrates that restoration measures are 
not achieving ecological success in accord- 
ance with criteria described in the moni- 
toring plan. 

‘(e) CONCLUSION OF OPERATION AND MAIN- 
TENANCE RESPONSIBILITY.—The responsibility 
of the non-Federal sponsor for operation, 
maintenance, repair, replacement, and reha- 
bilitation of the ecosystem restoration 
project shall cease 10 years after the date on 
which the Secretary makes a determination 
of success under subsection (b)(2).’’. 

SEC. 1016. CREDIT FOR DONATED GOODS. 

Section 221(a)(4)(D)(iv) of the Flood Con- 
trol Act of 1970 (42 U.S.C.  1962d- 
5b(a)(4)(D)(iv)) is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘regardless of the cost in- 
curred by the non-Federal interest,” before 
“shall not”; and 

(2) by striking 
“value”. 

SEC. 1017. STRUCTURAL HEALTH MONITORING. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall de- 
sign and develop a structural health moni- 
toring program to assess and improve the 
condition of infrastructure constructed and 
maintained by the Corps of Engineers, in- 
cluding research, design, and development of 
systems and frameworks for— 

(1) response to flood and earthquake 
events; 

(2) pre-disaster mitigation measures; 
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(3) lengthening the useful life of the infra- 
structure; and 

(4) identifying risks due to sea level rise. 

(b) CONSULTATION AND CONSIDERATION.—In 
developing the program under subsection (a), 
the Secretary shall— 

(1) consult with academic and other ex- 
perts; and 

(2) consider models for maintenance and 
repair information, the development of deg- 
radation models for real-time measurements 
and environmental inputs, and research on 
qualitative inspection data as surrogate sen- 
sors. 

SEC. 1018. FISH AND WILDLIFE MITIGATION. 

Section 906 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2283) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in subsection (h)— 

(A) in paragraph (4)— 

(i) by redesignating subparagraphs (D) and 
(EZ) as subparagraphs (E) and (F), respec- 
tively; and 

(ii) by inserting after subparagraph (C) the 
following: 

‘“(D) include measures to protect or restore 
habitat connectivity”; 

(B) in paragraph (6)(C), by striking ‘‘im- 
pacts” and inserting ‘‘impacts, including im- 
pacts to habitat connectivity”; and 

(C) by striking paragraph (11) and inserting 
the following: 

“(11) EFFECT.—Nothing in this subsection— 

“(A) requires the Secretary to undertake 
additional mitigation for existing projects 
for which mitigation has already been initi- 
ated, including the addition of fish passage 
to an existing water resources development 
project; or 

‘(B) affects the mitigation responsibilities 
of the Secretary under any other provision of 
law.”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(j) USE OF FUNDS.—The Secretary may 
use funds made available for preconstruction 
engineering and design prior to authoriza- 
tion of project construction to satisfy miti- 
gation requirements through third-party ar- 
rangements or to acquire interests in land 
necessary for meeting mitigation require- 
ments under this section. 

‘“(k) MEASURES.—The Secretary shall con- 
sult with interested members of the public, 
the Director of the United States Fish and 
Wildlife Service, the Assistant Adminis- 
trator for Fisheries of the National Oceanic 
and Atmospheric Administration, States, in- 
cluding State fish and game departments, 
and interested local governments to identify 
standard measures under subsection (h)(6)(C) 
that reflect the best available scientific in- 
formation for evaluating habitat 
connectivity.’’. 

SEC. 1019. NON-FEDERAL INTERESTS. 

Section 221(b)(1) of the Flood Control Act 
of 1970 (42 U.S.C. 1962d-5b(b)(1)) is amended 
by inserting ‘‘or a Native village, Regional 
Corporation, or Village Corporation (as those 
terms are defined in section 3 of the Alaska 
Native Claims Settlement Act (43 U.S.C. 
1602))’’ after ‘‘Indian tribe”. 

SEC. 1020. DISCRETE SEGMENT. 

Section 204 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2232) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) by striking ‘‘project or separable ele- 
ment” each place it appears and inserting 
“project, separable element, or discrete seg- 
ment’’; 

(2) by striking ‘‘project, or separable ele- 
ment thereof,” each place it appears and in- 
serting ‘“‘project, separable element, or dis- 
crete segment of a project”; 

(3) in subsection (a)— 
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(A) by  redesignating paragraphs (1) 
through (3) as subparagraphs (A) through (C), 
respectively, and indenting appropriately; 
and 

(B) by striking the subsection designation 
and all that follows through ‘‘In this section, 
the’’ and inserting the following: 

‘*(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) DISCRETE SEGMENT.—The term ‘dis- 
crete segment’, with respect to a project, 
means a physical portion of the project, as 
described in design documents, that is envi- 
ronmentally acceptable, is complete, will 
not create a hazard, and functions independ- 
ently so that the non-Federal sponsor can 
operate and maintain the discrete segment 
in advance of completion of the total project 
or separable element of the project. 

“(2) WATER RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT 
PROJECT.—The”’; 

(4) in subsection (b)(1), in the matter pre- 
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking 
“project, or separate element thereof” and 
inserting ‘‘project, separable element, or dis- 
crete segment of a project”; and 

(5) in subsection (d)— 

(A) in paragraph (8)(B), in the matter pre- 
ceding clause (i), by striking ‘‘project’’? and 
inserting ‘‘project, separable element, or dis- 
crete segment”’; 

(B) in paragraph (4), in the matter pre- 
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking 
“project, or a separable element of a water 
resources development project,” and insert- 
ing ‘‘project, separable element, or discrete 
segment of a project”; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(5) REPAYMENT OF REIMBURSEMENT.—If the 
non-Federal interest receives reimbursement 
for a discrete segment of a project and fails 
to complete the entire project or separable 
element of the project, the non-Federal in- 
terest shall repay to the Secretary the 
amount of the reimbursement, plus inter- 
est.”’. 

SEC. 1021. FUNDING TO PROCESS PERMITS. 

Section 214(a) of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 2000 (33 U.S.C. 2352(a)) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by adding at the end 
the following: 

“(C) RAIL CARRIER.—The term ‘rail carrier’ 
has the meaning given the term in section 
10102 of title 49, United States Code.’’; 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘or natural 
gas company” and inserting ‘“, natural gas 
company, or rail carrier”; 

(3) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘or natural 
gas company” and inserting ‘‘, natural gas 
company, or rail carrier”; and 

(4) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘and nat- 
ural gas companies” and inserting ‘‘, natural 
gas companies, and rail carriers, including 
an evaluation of the compliance with all re- 
quirements of this section and, with respect 
to a permit for those entities, the require- 
ments of all applicable Federal laws”. 

SEC. 1022. INTERNATIONAL OUTREACH PRO- 
GRAM. 

Section 401 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 1992 (33 U.S.C. 2329) is amend- 
ed by striking subsection (a) and inserting 
the following: 

‘(a) AUTHORIZATION.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may en- 
gage in activities to inform the United 
States of technological innovations abroad 
that could significantly improve water re- 
sources development in the United States. 

“(2) INCLUSIONS.—Activities under para- 
graph (1) may include— 

“(A) development, monitoring, assessment, 
and dissemination of information about for- 
eign water resources projects that could sig- 
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nificantly improve water resources develop- 
ment in the United States; 

‘“(B) research, development, training, and 
other forms of technology transfer and ex- 
change; and 

“(C) offering technical services that can- 
not be readily obtained in the private sector 
to be incorporated into water resources 
projects if the costs for assistance will be re- 
covered under the terms of each project.’’. 
SEC. 1023. WETLANDS MITIGATION. 

Section 2036(c) of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 2007 (83 U.S.C. 2317b) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘*(4) MITIGATION BANKS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of this para- 
graph, the Secretary shall issue implementa- 
tion guidance that provides for the consider- 
ation in water resources development feasi- 
bility studies of the entire amount of poten- 
tial in-kind credits available at mitigation 
banks and in-lieu fee programs with an ap- 
proved service area that includes the pro- 
jected impacts of the water resource develop- 
ment project. 

‘“(B) REQUIREMENTS.—AI1 potential mitiga- 
tion bank and in-lieu fee credits that meet 
the criteria under subparagraph (A) shall be 
considered a reasonable alternative for plan- 
ning purposes if the applicable mitigation 
bank— 

“(i) has an approved mitigation banking 
instrument; and 

“(ii) has completed a functional analysis of 
the potential credits using the approved 
Corps of Engineers certified habitat assess- 
ment model specific to the region. 

‘“(C) EFFECT.—Nothing in this paragraph 
modifies or alters any requirement for a 
water resources project to comply with ap- 
plicable laws or regulations, including sec- 
tion 906 of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2283).’’. 

SEC. 1024. USE OF YOUTH SERVICE AND CON- 
SERVATION CORPS. 

Section 213 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 2000 (33 U.S.C. 2339) is amend- 
ed by adding at the end the following: 

‘(d) YOUTH SERVICE AND CONSERVATION 
CoRPS.—The Secretary shall encourage each 
district of the Corps of Engineers to enter 
into cooperative agreements authorized 
under this section with qualified youth serv- 
ice and conservation corps to perform appro- 
priate projects.’’. 

SEC. 1025. DEBRIS REMOVAL. 

Section 3 of the Act entitled “An Act au- 
thorizing the construction, repair, and pres- 
ervation of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes’’, ap- 
proved March 2, 1945 (33 U.S.C. 603a), is 
amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘$1,000,000’’ and inserting 
‘*$5,000,000’’; 

(2) by striking ‘‘accumulated snags and 
other debris’? and inserting ‘‘accumulated 
snags, obstructions, and other debris located 
in or adjacent to a Federal channel’’; and 

(3) by striking ‘‘or flood control” and in- 
serting ‘‘, flood control, or recreation”. 

SEC. 1026. AQUACULTURE STUDY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Comptroller General 
shall carry out an assessment of the shellfish 
aquaculture industry, including— 

(1) an examination of Federal and State 
laws (including regulations) in each relevant 
district of the Corps of Engineers; 

(2) the number of shellfish aquaculture 
leases, verifications, or permits in place in 
each relevant district of the Corps of Engi- 
neers; 

(3) the period of time required to secure a 
shellfish aquaculture lease, verification, or 
permit from each relevant jurisdiction; and 
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(4) the experience of the private sector in 
applying for shellfish aquaculture permits 
from different jurisdictions of the Corps of 
Engineers and different States. 

(b) STUDY AREA.—The study area shall 
comprise, to the maximum extent prac- 
ticable, the following applicable locations: 

(1) The Chesapeake Bay. 

(2) The Gulf Coast States. 

(3) The State of California. 

(4) The State of Washington. 

(c) FINDINGS.—Not later than 225 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp- 
troller General shall submit to the Commit- 
tees on Environment and Public Works and 
on Energy and Natural Resources of the Sen- 
ate and the Committees on Transportation 
and Infrastructure and on Natural Resources 
of the House of Representatives a report con- 
taining the findings of the assessment con- 
ducted under subsection (a). 

SEC. 1027. LEVEE VEGETATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 3013(g)(1) of the 
Water Resources Reform and Development 
Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 701n note; Public Law 
113-121) is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘remove existing vegeta- 
tion or” after ‘‘the Secretary shall not”; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘as a condition or require- 
ment for any approval or funding of a 
project, or any other action’’. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 30 days after 
the enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
shall submit to the Committee on Environ- 
ment and Public Works of the Senate and 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure of the House of Representatives a 
report that— 

(1) describes the reasons for the failure of 
the Secretary to meet the deadlines in sub- 
section (f) of section 3013 of the Water Re- 
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014 
(33 U.S.C. 701n note; Public Law 113-121); and 

(2) provides a plan for completion of the ac- 
tivities required in that subsection (f). 

SEC. 1028. PLANNING ASSISTANCE TO STATES. 

Section 22(a)(1) of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 1962d- 
16(a)(1)) is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘, a group of States, or a 
regional or national consortia of States’’ 
after ‘‘working with a State”; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘located within the bound- 
aries of such State’’. 

SEC. 1029. PRIORITIZATION. 

Section 1011 of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
2341a) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)(C), by inserting 
store or” before ‘‘prevent the loss”; and 

(B) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by striking ‘‘the date of enactment of 
this Act” and inserting “the date of enact- 
ment of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 2016”; and 

(ii) in subparagraph (A)(ii), by striking 
“that—’’ and all that follows through ‘‘(II)”’ 
and inserting ‘‘that’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by redesignating sub- 
paragraphs (A) through (C) as clauses (i) 
through (iii), respectively, and indenting ap- 
propriately; 

(B) by redesignating paragraphs (1) and (2) 
as subparagraphs (A) and (B), respectively, 
and indenting appropriately; 

(C) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A) (as so redesignated), by striking “For” 
and inserting the following: 

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For’”’; and 

(D) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(2) EXPEDITED CONSIDERATION OF CUR- 
RENTLY AUTHORIZED PROGRAMMATIC AUTHORI- 


“re- 
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TIES.—Not later than 180 days after the date 
of enactment of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 2016, the Secretary shall sub- 
mit to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works of the Senate and the Com- 
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
of the House of Representatives a report that 
contains— 

“(A) a list of all programmatic authorities 
for aquatic ecosystem restoration or im- 
provement of the environment that— 

“(i) were authorized or modified in the 
Water Resources Development Act of 2007 
(Public Law 110-114; 121 Stat. 1041) or any 
subsequent Act; and 

“(ii) that meet the criteria described in 
paragraph (1); and 

“(B) a plan for expeditiously completing 
the projects under the authorities described 
in subparagraph (A), subject to available 
funding.’’. 

SEC. 1030. KENNEWICK MAN. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) CLAIMANT TRIBES.—The term ‘‘claimant 
tribes’’ means the Indian tribes and band re- 
ferred to in the letter from Secretary of the 
Interior Bruce Babbitt to Secretary of the 
Army Louis Caldera, relating to the human 
remains and dated September 21, 2000. 

(2) DEPARTMENT.—The term “Department” 
means the Washington State Department of 
Archaeology and Historic Preservation. 

(3) HUMAN REMAINS.—The term ‘‘human re- 
mains” means the human remains that— 

(A) are known as Kennewick Man or the 
Ancient One, which includes the projectile 
point lodged in the right ilium bone, as well 
as any residue from previous sampling and 
studies; and 

(B) are part of archaeological collection 
number 45BN495. 

(b) TRANSFER.—Notwithstanding any other 
provision of Federal law, including the Na- 
tive American Graves Protection and Repa- 
triation Act (25 U.S.C. 3001 et seq.), or law of 
the State of Washington, not later than 90 
days after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary, acting through the Chief of 
Engineers, shall transfer the human remains 
to the Department, on the condition that the 
Department, acting through the State His- 
toric Preservation Officer, disposes of the re- 
mains and repatriates the remains to claim- 
ant tribes. 

(c) CosT.—The Corps of Engineers shall be 
responsible for any costs associated with the 
transfer. 

(d) LIMITATIONS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The transfer shall be lim- 
ited solely to the human remains portion of 
the archaeological collection. 

(2) SECRETARY.—The Secretary shall have 
no further responsibility for the human re- 
mains transferred pursuant to subsection (b) 
after the date of the transfer. 

SEC. 1031. DISPOSITION STUDIES. 

In carrying out any disposition study for a 
project of the Corps of Engineers (including 
a study under section 216 of the Flood Con- 
trol Act of 1970 (33 U.S.C. 549a)), the Sec- 
retary shall consider the extent to which the 
property has economic or recreational sig- 
nificance or impacts at the national, State, 
or local level. 

SEC. 1032. TRANSFER OF EXCESS CREDIT. 

Section 1020 of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
2223) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) by striking the subsection designation 
and heading and all that follows through 
“Subject to subsection (b)’’ and inserting the 
following: 

“(a) APPLICATION OF CREDIT.— 
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“(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection 
(b)’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(2) REASONABLE INTERVALS.—On request 
from a non-Federal interest, the credit de- 
scribed in subsection (a) may be applied at 
reasonable intervals as those intervals occur 
and are identified as being in excess of the 
required non-Federal cost share prior to 
completion of the study or project if the 
credit amount is verified by the Secretary.”’; 

(2) by striking subsection (d); and 

(3) by redesignating subsection (e) as sub- 
section (d). 

SEC. 1033. SURPLUS WATER STORAGE. 

Section 1046(c) of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (Public 
Law 1138-121; 128 Stat. 1254) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘(5) TIME LIMIT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—If the Secretary has doc- 
umented the volume of surplus water avail- 
able, not later than 60 days after the date on 
which the Secretary receives a request for a 
contract and easement, the Secretary shall 
issue a decision on the request. 

‘(B) OUTSTANDING INFORMATION.—If the 
Secretary has not documented the volume of 
surplus water available, not later than 30 
days after the date on which the Secretary 
receives a request for a contract and ease- 
ment, the Secretary shall provide to the re- 
quester— 

“(i) an identification of any outstanding 
information that is needed to make a final 
decision; 

“(ii) the date by which the information re- 
ferred to in clause (i) shall be obtained; and 

“(iii) the date by which the Secretary will 
make a final decision on the request.’’. 

SEC. 1034. HURRICANE AND STORM DAMAGE RE- 
DUCTION. 

Section 3(c)(2)(B) of the Act of August 18, 
1946 (83 U.S.C. 426g(c)(2)(B)) is amended by 
striking “*$5,000,000’’ and inserting 
‘*$10,000,000"’. 

SEC. 1035. FISH HATCHERIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, the Secretary may 
operate a fish hatchery for the purpose of re- 
storing a population of fish species located in 
the region surrounding the fish hatchery 
that is listed as a threatened species or an 
endangered species under the Endangered 
Species Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.) or 
a similar State law. 

(b) Costs.—A non-Federal entity, another 
Federal agency, or a group of non-Federal 
entities or other Federal agencies shall be 
responsible for 100 percent of the additional 
costs associated with managing a fish hatch- 
ery for the purpose described in subsection 
(a) that are not authorized as of the date of 
enactment of this Act for the fish hatchery. 
SEC. 1036. FEASIBILITY STUDIES AND WATER- 

SHED ASSESSMENTS. 

(a) VERTICAL INTEGRATION AND ACCELERA- 
TION OF STUDIES.—Section 1001(d) of the 
Water Resources Reform and Development 
Act of 2014 (83 U.S.C. 2282c(d)) is amended by 
striking paragraph (3) and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

‘(3) REPORT.—Not later than February 1 of 
each year, the Secretary shall submit to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works of the Senate and the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives a report that iden- 
tifies any feasibility study for which the Sec- 
retary in the preceding fiscal year approved 
an increase in cost or extension in time as 
provided under this section, including an 
identification of the specific 1 or more fac- 
tors used in making the determination that 
the project is complex.’’. 
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(b) CosT SHARING.—Section 105(a)(1)(A) of 
the Water Resources Development Act of 
1986 (33 U.S.C. 2215(a)(1)(A)) is amended— 

(1) by striking the subparagraph designa- 
tion and heading and all that follows 
through “The Secretary” and inserting the 
following: 

‘*(A) REQUIREMENT.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
clause (ii), the Secretary”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(ii) EXCEPTION.—For the purpose of meet- 
ing or otherwise communicating with pro- 
spective non-Federal sponsors to identify the 
scope of a potential water resources project 
feasibility study, identifying the Federal in- 
terest, developing the cost sharing agree- 
ment, and developing the project manage- 
ment plan, the first $100,000 of the feasibility 
study shall be a Federal expense.’’. 

(c) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—Section 729(f)(1) 
of the Water Resources Development Act of 
1986 (83 U.S.C. 2267a(f)(1)) is amended by in- 
serting before the period at the end ‘‘, except 
that the first $100,000 of the assessment shall 
be a Federal expense’’. 

SEC. 1037. SHORE DAMAGE PREVENTION OR MITI- 
GATION. 

Section 111 of the River and Harbor Act of 
1968 (33 U.S.C. 426i) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘meas- 
ures” and all that follows through ‘‘project”’ 
and inserting ‘‘measures, including a study, 
shall be cost-shared in the same proportion 
as the cost-sharing provisions applicable to 
construction of the project”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(e) REIMBURSEMENT FOR FEASIBILITY 
STUDIES.—Beginning on the date of enact- 
ment of this subsection, in any case in which 
the Secretary implements a project under 
this section, the Secretary shall reimburse 
or credit the non-Federal interest for any 
amounts contributed for the study evalu- 
ating the damage in excess of the non-Fed- 
eral share of the costs, as determined under 
subsection (b).’’. 

SEC. 1038. ENHANCING LAKE RECREATION OP- 
PORTUNITIES. 

Section 3134 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 2007 (Public Law 110-114; 121 
Stat. 1142) is amended by striking subsection 
(e). 

SEC. 1039. COST ESTIMATES. 

Section 2008 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 2007 (33 U.S.C. 2340) is amend- 
ed by striking subsection (c). 

SEC. 1040. TRIBAL PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM. 

Section 203 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 2000 (33 U.S.C. 2269) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), in the matter pre- 
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘the 
Secretary” and all that follows through 
“projects” and inserting ‘‘the Secretary may 
carry out water-related planning activities, 
or activities relating to the study, design, 
and construction of water resources develop- 
ment projects or projects for the preserva- 
tion of cultural and natural resources,”’’; 

(B) in paragraph (2), in the matter pre- 
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘(2) 
MATTERS TO BE STUDIED.—A study” and in- 
serting the following: 

‘(2) AUTHORIZED ACTIVITIES.—Any activ- 
ity”; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

‘*(3) FEASIBILITY STUDY AND REPORTS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—On the request of an In- 
dian tribe, the Secretary shall conduct a 
study, and provide to the Indian tribe a re- 
port describing the feasibility of a water re- 
sources development project or project for 
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the preservation of cultural and natural re- 
sources described in paragraph (1). 

‘“(B) RECOMMENDATION.—A report under 
subparagraph (A) may, but shall not be re- 
quired to, contain a recommendation on a 
specific water resources development 
project. 

““(C) FUNDING.—The first $100,000 of a study 
under this paragraph shall be at full Federal 
expense. 

‘(4) DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may 
carry out the design and construction of a 
water resources development project or 
project for the preservation of cultural and 
natural resources described in paragraph (1) 
that the Secretary determines is feasible if 
the Federal share of the cost of the project is 
not more than $10,000,000. 

‘“(B) SPECIFIC AUTHORIZATION.—If the Fed- 
eral share of the cost of a project described 
in subparagraph (A) is more than $10,000,000, 
the Secretary may only carry out the project 
if Congress enacts a law authorizing the Sec- 
retary to carry out the project.”’; 

(2) in subsection (c)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘studies’’ 
and inserting ‘‘any activity’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (2)(B), by striking ‘‘car- 
rying out projects studied? and inserting 
“any activity conducted”’; 

(8) in subsection (d)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)(A), by striking “a 
study” and inserting ‘any activity con- 
ducted”; and 

(B) by striking paragraph (2) and inserting 
the following: 

‘“(2) CREDIT.—The Secretary may credit to- 
ward the non-Federal share of the costs of 
any activity conducted under subsection (b) 
the cost of services, studies, supplies, or 
other in-kind contributions provided by the 
non-Federal interest. 

(3) SOVEREIGN IMMUNITY.—The Secretary 
shall not require an Indian tribe to waive the 
sovereign immunity of the Indian tribe as a 
condition to entering into a cost-sharing 
agreement under this subsection. 

“(4) WATER RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT 
PROJECTS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The non-Federal share 
of costs for the study of a water resources de- 
velopment project described in subsection 
(b)(1) shall be 50 percent. 

‘“(B) OTHER COSTS.—The non-Federal share 
of costs of design and construction of a 
project described in subparagraph (A) shall 
be assigned to the appropriate project pur- 
poses described in sections 101 and 103 of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (83 
U.S.C. 2211, 2213) and shared in the same per- 
centages as the purposes to which the costs 
are assigned. 

“(5) PROJECTS FOR THE PRESERVATION OF 
CULTURAL AND NATURAL RESOURCES.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The non-Federal share 
of costs for the study of a project for the 
preservation of cultural and natural re- 
sources described in subsection (b)(1) shall be 
50 percent. 

‘“(B) OTHER COSTS.—The non-Federal share 
of costs of design and construction of a 
project described in subparagraph (A) shall 
be 65 percent. 

“(6) WATER-RELATED PLANNING ACTIVI- 
TIES.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The non-Federal share 
of costs of a watershed and river basin as- 
sessment shall be 25 percent. 

‘“(B) OTHER COSTS.—The non-Federal share 
of costs of other water-related planning ac- 
tivities described in subsection (b)(1) shall be 
65 percent.’’; and 

(4) by striking subsection (e). 
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SEC. 1041. COST SHARING FOR TERRITORIES AND 
INDIAN TRIBES. 

Section 1156 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2310) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in the section heading, 
‘“ TERRITORIES” and inserting 
AND INDIAN TRIBES’’; and 

(2) by striking subsection (a) and inserting 
the following: 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
waive local cost-sharing requirements up to 
$200,000 for all studies, projects, and assist- 
ance under section 22(a) of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 
1962d-16(a))— 

“(1) in American Samoa, Guam, the North- 
ern Mariana Islands, the Virgin Islands, 
Puerto Rico, and the Trust Territory of the 
Pacific Islands; and 

“(2) for any Indian tribe (as defined in sec- 
tion 102 of the Federally Recognized Indian 
Tribe List Act of 1994 (25 U.S.C. 5130)).”. 

SEC. 1042. LOCAL GOVERNMENT WATER MANAGE- 
MENT PLANS. 

The Secretary, with the consent of the 
non-Federal sponsor of a feasibility study for 
a water resources development project, may 
enter into a feasibility study cost-sharing 
agreement under section 221(a) of the Flood 
Control Act of 1970 (42 U.S.C. 1962d-5b(a)), to 
allow a unit of local government in a water- 
shed that has adopted a local or regional 
water management plan to participate in the 
feasibility study to determine if there is an 
opportunity to include additional feasible 
elements in the project being studied to help 
achieve the purposes identified in the local 
or regional water management plan. 

SEC. 1043. CREDIT IN LIEU OF REIMBURSEMENT. 

Section 1022 of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
2225) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘that has 
been constructed by a non-Federal interest 
under section 211 of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 1996 (83 U.S.C. 701b-13) be- 
fore the date of enactment of this Act” and 
inserting ‘‘for which a written agreement 
with the Corps of Engineers for construction 
was finalized on or before December 31, 2014, 
under section 211 of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 1996 (33 U.S.C. 701b-13) (as 
it existed before the repeal made by section 
1014(c)(3))’”’; and 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘share of 
the cost of the non-Federal interest of car- 
rying out other flood damage reduction 
projects or studies” and inserting ‘‘non-Fed- 
eral share of the cost of carrying out other 
water resources development projects or 
studies of the non-Federal interest’’. 

SEC. 1044. RETROACTIVE CHANGES TO COST- 
SHARING AGREEMENTS. 

Study costs incurred before the date of 
execution of a feasibility cost-sharing agree- 
ment for a project to be carried out under 
section 206 of the Water Resources Develop- 
ment Act of 1996 (33 U.S.C. 2330) shall be Fed- 
eral costs, if— 

(1) the study was initiated before October 
1, 2006; and 

(2) the feasibility cost-sharing agreement 
was not executed before January 1, 2014. 

SEC. 1045. EASEMENTS FOR ELECTRIC, TELE- 
PHONE, OR BROADBAND SERVICE 
FACILITIES ELIGIBLE FOR FINANC- 
ING UNDER THE RURAL ELEC- 
TRIFICATION ACT OF 1936. 

(a) DEFINITION OF WATER RESOURCES DE- 
VELOPMENT PROJECT.—In this section, the 
term ‘‘water resources development project” 
means a project under the administrative ju- 
risdiction of the Corps of Engineers that is 


by striking 
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subject to part 327 of title 36, Code of Federal 
Regulations (or successor regulations). 

(b) NO CONSIDERATION FOR EASEMENTS.— 
The Secretary may not collect consideration 
for an easement across water resources de- 
velopment project land for the electric, tele- 
phone, or broadband service facilities of non- 
profit organizations eligible for financing 
under the Rural Electrification Act of 1936 (7 
U.S.C. 901 et seq.). 

(c) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—Nothing in 
this section affects the authority of the Sec- 
retary under section 2695 of title 10, United 
States Code, or under section 9701 of title 31, 
United State Code, to collect funds to cover 
reasonable administrative expenses incurred 
by the Secretary. 

SEC. 1046. STUDY ON THE PERFORMANCE OF IN- 
NOVATIVE MATERIALS. 

(a) DEFINITION OF INNOVATIVE MATERIAL.— 
In this section, the term ‘‘innovative mate- 
rial’, with respect to a water resources de- 
velopment project, includes high perform- 
ance concrete formulations, geosynthetic 
materials, advanced alloys and metals, rein- 
forced polymer composites, and any other 
material, as determined by the Secretary. 

(b) STUDY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall offer 
to enter into a contract with the Transpor- 
tation Research Board of the National Acad- 
emy of Sciences— 

(A) to develop a proposal to study the use 
and performance of innovative materials in 
water resources development projects car- 
ried out by the Corps of Engineers; and 

(B) after the opportunity for public com- 
ment provided in accordance with subsection 
(c), to carry out the study proposed under 
subparagraph (A). 

(2) CONTENTS.—The study under paragraph 
(1) shall identify— 

(A) the conditions that result in degrada- 
tion of water resources infrastructure; 

(B) the capabilities of the innovative mate- 
rials in reducing degradation; 

(C) barriers to the expanded successful use 
of innovative materials; 

(D) recommendations on including per- 
formance-based requirements for the incor- 
poration of innovative materials into the 
Unified Facilities Guide Specifications; 

(E) recommendations on how greater use of 
innovative materials could increase perform- 
ance of an asset of the Corps of Engineers in 
relation to extended service life; 

(F) additional ways in which greater use of 
innovative materials could empower the 
Corps of Engineers to accomplish the goals 
of the Strategic Plan for Civil Works of the 
Corps of Engineers; and 

(G) recommendations on any further re- 
search needed to improve the capabilities of 
innovative materials in achieving extended 
service life and reduced maintenance costs in 
water resources development infrastructure. 

(c) PUBLIC COMMENT.—After developing the 
study proposal under subsection (b)(1)(A) and 
before carrying out the study under sub- 
section (b)(1)(B), the Secretary shall provide 
an opportunity for public comment on the 
study proposal. 

(d) CONSULTATION.—In carrying out the 
study under subsection (b)(1), the Secretary, 
at a minimum, shall consult with relevant 
experts on engineering, environmental, and 
industry considerations. 

(e) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 2 
years after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary shall submit to Congress 
a report describing the results of the study 
required under subsection (b)(1). 


SEC. 1047. DEAUTHORIZATION OF INACTIVE 
PROJECTS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 6001(c) of the 


Water Resources Reform and Development 
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Act of 2014 (83 U.S.C. 579b(c)) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘(5) DEFINITION OF CONSTRUCTION.—In this 
subsection, the term ‘construction’ includes 
the obligation or expenditure of non-Federal 
funds for construction of elements integral 
to the authorized project, whether or not the 
activity takes place pursuant to any agree- 
ment with, expenditure by, or obligation 
from the Secretary.’’. 

(b) NOTICES OF CORRECTION.—Not later than 
60 days after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary shall publish in the Fed- 
eral Register a notice of correction removing 
from the lists under subsections (c) and (d) of 
section 6001 of the Water Resources Reform 
and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 579b) 
any project that was listed even though con- 
struction (as defined in subsection (c)(5) of 
that section) took place. 


SEC. 1048. REVIEW OF RESERVOIR OPERATIONS. 


(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) RESERVED WORKS.—The term ‘‘reserved 
works”? means any Bureau of Reclamation 
project facility at which the Secretary of the 
Interior carries out the operation and main- 
tenance of the project facility. 

(2) TRANSFERRED WORKS.—The term ‘‘trans- 
ferred works” means a Bureau of Reclama- 
tion project facility, the operation and main- 
tenance of which is carried out by a non-Fed- 
eral entity under the provisions of a formal 
operation and maintenance transfer con- 
tract. 

(3) TRANSFERRED WORKS OPERATING ENTI- 
Ty.—The term ‘‘transferred works operating 
entity” means the organization that is con- 
tractually responsible for operation and 
maintenance of transferred works. 

(b) APPLICABILITY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—This section applies to 
reservoirs that are subject to regulation by 
the Secretary under section 7 of the Act of 
December 22, 1944 (83 U.S.C. 709) located in a 
State in which a Bureau of Reclamation 
project is located. 

(2) EXCLUSIONS.—This section shall not 
apply to— 

(A) any project authorized by the Boulder 
Canyon Project Act (48 U.S.C. 617 et seq.); 

(B) the initial units of the Colorado River 
Storage Project, as authorized by the first 
section of the Act of April 11, 1956 (com- 
monly known as the ‘‘Colorado River Stor- 
age Project Act’’) (48 U.S.C. 620); 

(C) any dam or reservoir operated by the 
Bureau of Reclamation as reserved works, 
unless all non-Federal project sponsors of 
the reserved works jointly provide to the 
Secretary a written request for application 
of this section to the project; 

(D) any dam or reservoir owned and oper- 
ated by the Corps of Engineers; or 

(E) any Bureau of Reclamation transferred 
works, unless the transferred works oper- 
ating entity provides to the Secretary a 
written request for application of this sec- 
tion to the project. 

(c) REVIEW.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—In accordance with the 
authorities of the Secretary in effect on the 
day before the date of enactment of this Act, 
at the reservoirs described in paragraph (2), 
the Secretary may— 

(A) review any flood control rule curves de- 
veloped by the Secretary; and 

(B) determine, based on the best available 
science (including improved weather fore- 
casts and forecast-informed operations, new 
watershed data, or structural improvements) 
whether an update to the flood control rule 
curves and associated changes to the water 
operations manuals is appropriate. 
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(2) DESCRIPTION OF RESERVOIRS.—The res- 
ervoirs referred to in paragraph (1) are res- 
ervoirs— 

(AXi) located in areas with prolonged 
drought conditions; or 

(ii) for which no review has occurred dur- 
ing the 10-year period preceding the date of 
enactment of this Act; and 

(B) for which individuals or entities, in- 
cluding the individuals or entities respon- 
sible for operations and maintenance costs 
or that have storage entitlements or con- 
tracts at a reservoir, a unit of local govern- 
ment, the owner of a non-Federal project, or 
the non-Federal transferred works operating 
entity, as applicable, have submitted to the 
Secretary a written request to carry out the 
review described in paragraph (1). 

(8) REQUIRED CONSULTATION.—In carrying 
out a review under paragraph (1) and prior to 
updating any flood control rule curves and 
manuals under subsection (e), the Secretary 
shall comply with all applicable public par- 
ticipation and agency review requirements, 
including consultation with— 

(A) affected States, Indian tribes, and 
other Federal and State agencies with juris- 
diction over a portion of or all of the project 
or the operations of the project; 

(B) the applicable power marketing admin- 
istration, in the case of reservoirs with Fed- 
eral hydropower projects; 

(C) any non-Federal entity responsible for 
operation and maintenance costs; 

(D) any entity that has a contractual right 
to withdraw water from, or use storage at, 
the project; 

(E) any entity that the State determines 
holds rights under State law to the use of 
water from the project; and 

(F) any unit of local government with flood 
risk reduction responsibilities downstream 
of the project. 

(d) AGREEMENT.—Before carrying out an 
activity under this section, the Secretary 
shall enter into a cooperative agreement, 
memorandum of understanding, or other 
agreement with an affected State, any owner 
or operator of the reservoir, and, on request, 
any non-Federal entities responsible for op- 
eration and maintenance costs at the res- 
ervoir, that describes the scope and goals of 
the activity and the coordination among the 
parties. 

(e) UPDATES.—If the Secretary determines 
under subsection (c) that an update to a 
flood control rule curve and associated 
changes to a water operations manual is ap- 
propriate, the Secretary may update the 
flood control rule curve and manual in ac- 
cordance with the authorities in effect on 
the day before the date of enactment of this 
Act. 

(f) FUNDING.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (d), 
the Secretary may accept and expend 
amounts from the entities described in para- 
graph (2) to fund all or part of the cost of 
carrying out a review under subsection (c) or 
an update under subsection (e), including 
any associated environmental documenta- 
tion. 

(2) DESCRIPTION OF ENTITIES.—The entities 
referred to in paragraph (1) are— 

(A) non-Federal entities responsible for op- 
erations and maintenance costs at the af- 
fected reservoir; 

(B) individuals and non-Federal entities 
with storage entitlements at the affected 
reservoir; 

(C) a Federal power marketing agency that 
markets power produced by the affected res- 
ervoir; 

(D) units of local government; 
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(E) public or private entities holding con- 
tracts with the Federal Government for 
water storage or water supply at the affected 
reservoir; and 

(F) a nonprofit entity, with the consent of 
the affected unit of local government. 

(3) IN-KIND CONTRIBUTIONS.—The Secretary 
may— 

(A) accept and use materials and services 
contributed by an entity described in para- 
graph (2) under this subsection; and 

(B) credit the value of the contributed ma- 
terials and services toward the cost of car- 
rying out a review or revision of operational 
documents under this section. 

(g) PROTECTION OF EXISTING RIGHTS.—The 
Secretary shall not issue an updated flood 
control rule curve or operations manual 
under subsection (e) that— 

(1) interferes with an authorized purpose of 
the project or the existing purposes of a non- 
Federal project regulated for flood control 
by the Secretary; 

(2) reduces the ability to meet contractual 
rights to water or storage at the reservoir; 

(3) adversely impacts legal rights to water 
under State law; 

(4) fails to address appropriate credit for 
the appropriate power marketing agency, if 
applicable; or 

(5) if a project is subject to section 301(e) of 
the Water Supply Act of 1958 (43 U.S.C. 
390b(e)), makes modifications to the project 
that do not meet the requirements of that 
section, unless the modification is submitted 
to and authorized by Congress. 

(h) EFFECT OF SECTION.—Nothing in this 
section— 

(1) authorizes the Secretary to take any 
action not otherwise authorized as of the 
date of enactment of this Act; 

(2) affects or modifies any obligation of the 
Secretary under Federal or State law; or 

(8) affects or modifies any other authority 
of the Secretary to review or modify res- 
ervoir operations. 

SEC. 1049. WRITTEN AGREEMENT REQUIREMENT 
FOR WATER RESOURCES PROJECTS. 

Section 221(a)(3) of the Flood Control Act 
of 1970 (42 U.S.C. 1962d-5b(a)(3)) is amended 
by striking ‘‘State legislature, the agree- 
ment may reflect” and inserting ‘State leg- 
islature, on the request of the State, body 
politic, or entity, the agreement shall re- 
flect’’. 

SEC. 1050. MAXIMUM COST OF PROJECTS. 

Section 902 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment of 1986 (83 U.S.C. 2280) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(2)(A), by striking ‘‘in- 
dexes’’ and inserting ‘‘indexes, including ac- 
tual appreciation in relevant real estate 
markets’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘Notwithstanding sub- 
section (a), in accordance with section 5 of 
the Act of June 22, 1936 (33 U.S.C. 701h)’’ and 
inserting the following: 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sub- 
section (a)’’; 

(B) in paragraph (1) (as so designated)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘funds”’ the first place it ap- 
pears and inserting ‘‘funds, in-kind contribu- 
tions, and land, easements, and right-of-way, 
relocations, and dredged material disposal 
areas”; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘such funds” each place it 
appears and inserting ‘‘the contributions’’; 
and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

“(2) LIMITATION.—Funds, in-kind contribu- 
tions, and land, easements, and right-of-way, 
relocations, and dredged material disposal 
areas provided under this subsection are not 
eligible for credit or repayment and shall not 
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be included in calculating the total cost of 

the project.’’. 

SEC. 1051. CONVERSION 
AGREEMENTS. 

Section 6 of the Act of December 22, 1944 
(83 U.S.C. 708), is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘sEc. 6. That the Secretary” 
and inserting the following: 

“SEC. 6. SALE OF SURPLUS WATERS FOR DOMES- 
TIC AND INDUSTRIAL USES. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(b) CONTINUATION OF CERTAIN WATER SUP- 
PLY AGREEMENTS.—In any case in which a 
water supply agreement was predicated on 
water that was surplus to a purpose and pro- 
vided for contingent permanent storage 
rights under section 301 of the Water Supply 
Act of 1958 (48 U.S.C. 390b) pending the need 
for storage for that purpose, and that pur- 
pose is no longer authorized, the Secretary 
of the Army shall continue the agreement 
with the same payment and all other terms 
as in effect prior to deauthorization of the 
purpose if the non-Federal entity has met all 
of the conditions of the agreement. 

‘(c) PERMANENT STORAGE AGREEMENTS.—In 
any case in which a water supply agreement 
with a duration of 30 years or longer was 
predicated on water that was surplus to a 
purpose and provided for the complete pay- 
ment of the actual investment costs of stor- 
age to be used, and that purpose is no longer 
authorized, the Secretary of the Army shall 
provide to the non-Federal entity an oppor- 
tunity to convert the agreement to a perma- 
nent storage agreement in accordance with 
section 301 of the Water Supply Act of 1958 
(43 U.S.C. 390b), with the same payment 
terms incorporated in the agreement.’’. 

SEC. 1052. AUTHORIZED FUNDING FOR INTER- 
AGENCY AND INTERNATIONAL SUP- 
PORT. 

Section 234(d)(1) of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1996 (33 U.S.C. 
2323a(d)(1)) is amended by striking 
‘*$1,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$5,000,000’’. 

TITLE II—NAVIGATION 
SEC. 2001. PROJECTS FUNDED BY THE INLAND 
WATERWAYS TRUST FUND. 

Beginning on June 10, 2014, and ending on 
the date that is 15 years after the date of en- 
actment of this Act, section 1001(b)(2) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (83 
U.S.C. 579a(b)(2)) shall not apply to any 
project authorized to receive funding from 
the Inland Waterways Trust Fund estab- 
lished by section 9506(a) of the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986. 

SEC. 2002. OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF 
FUEL-TAXED INLAND WATERWAYS. 

Section 102(c) of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2212(c)) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘(3) CREDIT OR REIMBURSEMENT.—The Fed- 
eral share of operation and maintenance car- 
ried out by a non-Federal interest under this 
subsection after the date of enactment of the 
Water Resources Reform and Development 
Act of 2014 shall be eligible for reimburse- 
ment or for credit toward— 

“(A) the non-Federal share of future oper- 
ation and maintenance under this sub- 
section; or 

“(B) any measure carried out by the Sec- 
retary under section 3017(a) of the Water Re- 
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014 
(33 U.S.C. 3308a note; Public Law 113-121).’’. 
SEC. 2003. FUNDING FOR HARBOR MAINTENANCE 

PROGRAMS. 

Section 2101 of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
2238b) is amended— 
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(1) in subsection (b)(1), in the matter pre- 
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘The 
target total” and inserting ‘‘Except as pro- 
vided in subsection (c), the target total’’; 

(2) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub- 
section (d); and 

(3) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(c) EXCEPTION.—If the target total budget 
resources for a fiscal year described in sub- 
paragraphs (A) through (J) of subsection 
(b)(1) is lower than the target total budget 
resources for the previous fiscal year, then 
the target total budget resources shall be ad- 
justed to be equal to the lesser of— 

“(1) 103 percent of the total budget re- 
sources appropriated for the previous fiscal 
year; or 

‘(2) 100 percent of the total amount of har- 
bor maintenance taxes received in the pre- 
vious fiscal year.’’. 

SEC. 2004. DREDGED MATERIAL DISPOSAL. 

Disposal of dredged material shall not be 
considered environmentally acceptable for 
the purposes of identifying the Federal 
standard (as defined in section 335.7 of title 
33, Code of Federal Regulations (or successor 
regulations)) if the disposal violates applica- 
ble State water quality standards approved 
by the Administrator of the Environmental 
Protection Agency under section 303 of the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act (83 
U.S.C. 1818). 

SEC. 2005. CAPE ARUNDEL DISPOSAL SITE, 
MAINE. 

(a) DEADLINE.—The Cape Arundel Disposal 
Site selected by the Department of the Army 
as an alternative dredged material disposal 
site under section 103(b) of the Marine Pro- 
tection, Research, and Sanctuaries Act of 
1972 (33 U.S.C. 1413(b)) and reopened pursuant 
to section 118 of the Energy and Water De- 
velopment and Related Agencies Appropria- 
tions Act, 2014 (Public Law 113-76; 128 Stat. 
158) (referred to in this section as the ‘‘Site’’) 
may remain open until the earlier of— 

(1) the date on which the Site does not 
have any remaining disposal capacity; 

(2) the date on which an environmental im- 
pact statement designating an alternative 
dredged material disposal site for southern 
Maine has been completed; or 

(3) the date that is 5 years after the date of 
enactment of this Act. 

(b) LIMITATIONS.—The use of the Site as a 
dredged material disposal site under sub- 
section (a) shall be subject to the conditions 
that— 

(1) conditions at the Site remain suitable 
for the continued use of the Site as a dredged 
material disposal site; and 

(2) the Site not be used for the disposal of 
more than 80,000 cubic yards from any single 
dredging project. 

SEC. 2006. MAINTENANCE OF HARBORS OF REF- 
UGE. 

The Secretary is authorized to maintain 
federally authorized harbors of refuge to re- 
store and maintain the authorized dimen- 
sions of the harbors. 

SEC. 2007. AIDS TO NAVIGATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall— 

(1) consult with the Commandant of the 
Coast Guard regarding navigation on the 
Ouachita-Black Rivers; and 

(2) share information regarding the assist- 
ance that the Secretary can provide regard- 
ing the placement of any aids to navigation 
on the rivers referred to in paragraph (1). 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec- 
retary shall submit to the Committee on En- 
vironment and Public Works of the Senate 
and the Committee on Transportation and 
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Infrastructure of the House of Representa- 

tives a report on the outcome of the con- 

sultation under subsection (a). 

SEC. 2008. BENEFICIAL USE OF DREDGED MATE- 
RIAL. 

Section 204 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 1992 (33 U.S.C. 2326) is amend- 
ed by adding at the end the following: 

(1) in subsection (a)(1)— 

(A) by striking “For sediment” and insert- 
ing the following: 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—For sediment’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(B) SEDIMENT FROM OTHER FEDERAL 
SOURCES AND NON-FEDERAL SOURCES.—For 
purposes of projects carried out under this 
section, the Secretary may include sediment 
from other Federal sources and non-Federal 
sources, subject to the requirement that any 
sediment obtained from a non-Federal source 
shall not be obtained at Federal expense.’’; 
and 

(2) in subsection (d), by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘(3) SPECIAL RULE.—Disposal of dredged 
material under this subsection may include a 
single or periodic application of sediment for 
beneficial use and shall not require oper- 
ation and maintenance. 

‘(4) DISPOSAL AT NON-FEDERAL COST.—The 
Secretary may accept funds from a non-Fed- 
eral interest to dispose of dredged material 
as provided under section 103(d)(1) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (33 
U.S.C. 2213(d)(1)).”’. 

SEC. 2009. OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF 
HARBOR PROJECTS. 

Section 210(c)(8) of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2238(c)(3)) 
is amended by striking ‘‘for each of fiscal 
years 2015 through 2022’ and inserting ‘‘for 
each fiscal year’’. 

SEC. 2010. ADDITIONAL MEASURES AT DONOR 
PORTS AND ENERGY TRANSFER 
PORTS. 

Section 2106 of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
2238c) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) by redesignating paragraphs (2) 
through (6) as paragraphs (38) through (7), re- 
spectively; 

(B) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘(2) DISCRETIONARY CARGO.—The term ‘dis- 
cretionary cargo’ means maritime cargo that 
is destined for inland locations and that can 
be economically shipped through multiple 
seaports located in different countries or re- 
gions.”’; 

(C) in paragraph (3) (as redesignated)— 

(i) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) 
through (D) as clause (i) through (iv), respec- 
tively, and indenting appropriately; 

(ii) in the matter preceding clause (i) (as 
redesignated), by striking “The term” and 
inserting the following: 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The term’’; and 

(iii) by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(B) CALCULATION.—For the purpose of cal- 
culating the percentage described in sub- 
paragraph (A)(iii), payments described under 
subsection (c)(1) shall not be included.’’; 

(D) in paragraph (5)(A) (as redesignated), 
by striking ‘‘Code of Federal Regulation” 
and inserting ‘‘Code of Federal Regulations”; 
and 

(E) by adding at the end the following: 

‘*(8) MEDIUM-SIZED DONOR PORT.—The term 
‘medium-sized donor port’ means a port— 

“(A) that is subject to the harbor mainte- 
nance fee under section 24.24 of title 19, Code 
of Federal Regulations (or a successor regu- 
lation); 
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“(B) at which the total amount of harbor 
maintenance taxes collected comprise annu- 
ally more than $5,000,000 but less than 
$15,000,000 of the total funding of the Harbor 
Maintenance Trust Fund established under 
section 9505 of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986; 

“(C) that received less than 25 percent of 
the total amount of harbor maintenance 
taxes collected at that port in the previous 5 
fiscal years; and 

“(D) that is located in a State in which 
more than 2,000,000 cargo containers were un- 
loaded from or loaded onto vessels in fiscal 
year 2012.”’; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘donor 
ports” and inserting ‘‘donor ports, medium- 
sized donor ports,”’; 

(B) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘and’”’ 
at the end; and 

(ii) by striking subparagraph (B) and in- 
serting the following: 

‘“(B) shall be made available to a port as ei- 
ther a donor port, medium-sized donor port, 
or an energy transfer port, and no port may 
receive amounts from more than 1 designa- 
tion; and 

“(C) for donor ports and medium-sized 
donor ports— 

“(i) 50 percent of the funds shall be equally 
divided between the eligible donor ports as 
authorized by this section; and 

““(ii) 50 percent of the funds shall be divided 
between the eligible donor ports and eligible 
medium-sized donor ports based on the per- 
centage of the total Harbor Maintenance Tax 
revenues generated at each eligible donor 
port and medium-sized donor port.”’; 

(3) in subsection (c), in the matter pre- 
ceding paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘donor 
port”? and inserting ‘‘donor port, a medium- 
sized donor port,”’; 

(4) by striking subsection (d) and inserting 
the following: 

‘“(d) ADMINISTRATION OF PAYMENTS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—If a donor port, a me- 
dium-sized donor port, or an energy transfer 
port elects to provide payments to importers 
or shippers under subsection (c), the Sec- 
retary shall transfer to the Commissioner of 
Customs and Border Protection the amount 
that would otherwise be provided to the port 
under this section that is equal to those pay- 
ments to provide the payments to the im- 
porters or shippers of the discretionary cargo 
that is— 

“(A) shipped through respective eligible 
ports; and 

“(B) most at risk of diversion to seaports 
outside of the United States. 

“*(2) REQUIREMENT.—The Secretary. in con- 
sultation with the eligible port, shall limit 
payments to top importers or shippers 
through an eligible port, as ranked by value 
of discretionary cargo.’’; and 

(5) in subsection (f)— 

(A) by striking paragraph (1) and inserting 
the following: 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—If the total amounts 
made available from the Harbor Mainte- 
nance Trust Fund exceed the total amounts 
made available from the Harbor Mainte- 
nance Trust Fund in fiscal year 2012, there is 
authorized to be appropriated to carry out 
this section $50,000,000 from the Harbor 
Maintenance Trust Fund.’’; 

(B) by striking paragraph (2) and inserting 
the following: 

‘(2) DIVISION BETWEEN DONOR PORTS, ME- 
DIUM-SIZED DONOR PORTS, AND ENERGY TRANS- 
FER PORTS.—For each fiscal year, amounts 
made available to carry out this section 
shall be provided in equal amounts to— 
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“(A) donor ports and medium-sized donor 
ports; and 

‘(B) energy transfer ports.’’; 

(C) by striking paragraph (3). 
SEC. 2011. HARBOR DEEPENING. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 101(a)(1) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (33 
U.S.C. 2211(a)(1)) is amended— 

(1) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by striking ‘‘the date of enactment of 
this Act” and inserting “the date of enact- 
ment of the Water Resources Reform and De- 
velopment Act of 2014 (Public Law 113-121; 
128 Stat. 1193)”; 

(2) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘45 
feet’’ and inserting ‘‘50 feet’’; and 

(3) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘45 
feet’’ and inserting ‘‘50 feet’’. 

(b) DEFINITION OF DEEP-DRAFT HARBOR.— 
Section 214(1) of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 1986 (83 U.S.C. 2241(1)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘45 feet” and inserting 
‘50 feet”. 

SEC. 2012. OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE OF 
INLAND MISSISSIPPI RIVER PORTS. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) INLAND MISSISSIPPI RIVER.—The term 
“inland Mississippi River’? means the por- 
tion of the Mississippi River that begins at 
the confluence of the Minnesota River and 
ends at the confluence of the Red River. 

(2) SHALLOW DRAFT.—The term ‘‘shallow 
draft? means a project that has a depth of 
less than 14 feet. 

(b) DREDGING ACTIVITIES.—The Secretary 
shall carry out dredging activities on shal- 
low draft ports located on the inland Mis- 
sissippi River to the respective authorized 
widths and depths of those inland ports, as 
authorized on the date of enactment of this 
Act. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
For each fiscal year, there is authorized to 
be appropriated to the Secretary to carry 
out this section $25,000,000. 

SEC. 2013. IMPLEMENTATION GUIDANCE. 

Section 2102 of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (Public 
Law 1138-121; 128 Stat. 1278) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

“(d) GUIDANCE.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of enactment of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 2016 the Sec- 
retary shall publish on the website of the 
Corps of Engineers guidance on the imple- 
mentation of this section and the amend- 
ments made by this section.’’. 

SEC. 2014. REMOTE AND SUBSISTENCE HARBORS. 

Section 2006 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 2007 (33 U.S.C. 2242) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in subsection (a)(3), by inserting ‘‘in 
which the project is located or of a commu- 
nity that is located in the region that is 
served by the project and that will rely on 
the project” after “community”; and 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘or of a 
community that is located in the region to 
be served by the project and that will rely on 
the project” after ‘‘community”’; 

(B) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘local pop- 
ulation’’ and inserting ‘‘regional population 
to be served by the project’’; and 

(C) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘commu- 
nity” and inserting ‘‘local community or to 
a community that is located in the region to 
be served by the project and that will rely on 
the project”. 

SEC. 2015. NON-FEDERAL INTEREST DREDGING 
AUTHORITY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may per- 

mit a non-Federal interest to carry out, for 


and 
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an authorized navigation project (or a sepa- 
rable element of an authorized navigation 
project), such maintenance activities as are 
necessary to ensure that the project is main- 
tained to not less than the minimum project 
dimensions. 

(b) CosT LIMITATIONS.—Except as provided 
in this section and subject to the availability 
of appropriations, the costs incurred by a 
non-Federal interest in performing the main- 
tenance activities described in subsection (a) 
shall be eligible for reimbursement, not to 
exceed an amount that is equal to the esti- 
mated Federal cost for the performance of 
the maintenance activities. 

(c) AGREEMENT.—Before initiating mainte- 
nance activities under this section, the non- 
Federal interest shall enter into an agree- 
ment with the Secretary that specifies, for 
the performance of the maintenance activi- 
ties, the terms and conditions that are ac- 
ceptable to the non-Federal interest and the 
Secretary. 

(d) PROVISION OF EQUIPMENT.—In carrying 
out maintenance activities under this sec- 
tion, a non-Federal interest shall— 

(1) provide equipment at no cost to the 
Federal Government; and 

(2) hold and save the United States free 
from any and all damage that arises from 
the use of the equipment of the non-Federal 
interest, except for damage due to the fault 
or negligence of a contractor of the Federal 
Government. 

(e) REIMBURSEMENT ELIGIBILITY LIMITA- 
TIONS.—Costs that are eligible for reimburse- 
ment under this section are those costs di- 
rectly related to the costs associated with 
operation and maintenance of the dredge 
based on the lesser of the period of time for 
which— 

(1) the dredge is being used in the perform- 
ance of work for the Federal Government 
during a given fiscal year; and 

(2) the actual fiscal year Federal appro- 
priations identified for that portion of main- 
tenance dredging that are made available. 

(f) AUDIT.—Not earlier than 5 years after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec- 
retary may conduct an audit on any mainte- 
nance activities for an authorized navigation 
project (or a separable element of an author- 
ized navigation project) carried out under 
this section to determine if permitting a 
non-Federal interest to carry out mainte- 
nance activities under this section has re- 
sulted in— 

(1) improved reliability and safety for navi- 
gation; and 

(2) cost savings to the Federal Govern- 
ment. 

(g) TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY.—The au- 
thority of the Secretary under this section 
terminates on the date that is 10 years after 
the date of enactment of this Act. 

SEC. 2016. TRANSPORTATION COST SAVINGS. 

Section 210(e)(8) of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2238(e)(3)) 
is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subparagraph (B) as 
subparagraph (C); and 

(2) by inserting after subparagraph (A) the 
following: 

‘(B) ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENT.—For the 
first report following the date of enactment 
of the Water Resources Development Act of 
2016, in the report submitted under subpara- 
graph (A), the Secretary shall identify, to 
the maximum extent practicable, transpor- 
tation cost savings realized by achieving and 
maintaining the constructed width and 
depth for the harbors and inland harbors re- 
ferred to in subsection (a)(2), on a project-by- 
project basis.’’. 
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SEC. 2017. DREDGED MATERIAL. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding part 335 
of title 33, Code of Federal Regulations, the 
Secretary may place dredged material from 
the operation and maintenance of an author- 
ized Federal water resources project at an- 
other authorized water resource project if 
the Secretary determines that— 

(1) the placement of the dredged material 
would— 

(AXi) enhance protection from flooding 
caused by storm surges or sea level rise; or 

(ii) significantly contribute to shoreline 
resiliency, including the resilience and res- 
toration of wetland; and 

(B) be in the public interest; and 

(2) the cost associated with the placement 
of the dredged material is reasonable in rela- 
tion to the associated environmental, flood 
protection, and resiliency benefits. 

(b) ADDITIONAL CostTs.—If the cost of plac- 
ing the dredged material at another author- 
ized water resource project exceeds the cost 
of depositing the dredged material in accord- 
ance with the Federal standard (as defined in 
section 335.7 of title 38, Code of Federal Reg- 
ulations (as in effect on the date of enact- 
ment of this Act)), the Secretary shall not 
require a non-Federal entity to bear any of 
the increased costs associated with the 
placement of the dredged material. 

SEC. 2018. GREAT LAKES NAVIGATION SYSTEM. 

Section 210(d)(1) of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2238(d)(1)) 
is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A), in the matter pre- 
ceding clause (i), by striking ‘‘For each of 
fiscal years 2015 through 2024’’ and inserting 
“For each fiscal year”; and 

(2) in subparagraph (B), in the matter pre- 
ceding clause (i), by striking ‘‘For each of 
fiscal years 2015 through 2024’’ and inserting 
“For each fiscal year’’. 

SEC. 2019. HARBOR MAINTENANCE TRUST FUND. 

The Secretary shall allocate funding made 
available to the Secretary from the Harbor 
Maintenance Trust Fund, established under 
section 9505 of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986, in accordance with section 210 of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (83 
U.S.C. 2238). 

TITLE ITI—SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS 
SEC. 3001. REHABILITATION ASSISTANCE FOR 
NON-FEDERAL FLOOD CONTROL 
PROJECTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 5 of the Act of 
August 18, 1941 (33 U.S.C. 701n), is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘(3) DEFINITION OF NONSTRUCTURAL ALTER- 
NATIVES.—In this subsection, ‘nonstructural 
alternatives’ includes efforts to restore or 
protect natural resources including streams, 
rivers, floodplains, wetlands, or coasts, if 
those efforts will reduce flood risk.’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(d) INCREASED LEVEL OF PROTECTION.—In 
conducting repair or restoration work under 
subsection (a), at the request of the non-Fed- 
eral sponsor, the Secretary may increase the 
level of protection above the level to which 
the system was designed, or, if the repair and 
rehabilitation includes repair or rehabilita- 
tion of a pumping station, will increase the 
capacity of a pump, if— 

“(1) the Chief of Engineers determines the 
improvements are in the public interest, in- 
cluding consideration of whether— 

“(A) the authority under this section has 
been used more than once at the same loca- 
tion; 

“(B) there is an opportunity to decrease 
significantly the risk of loss of life and prop- 
erty damage; or 
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‘“(C) there is an opportunity to decrease 
total life cycle rehabilitation costs for the 
project; and 

‘(2) the non-Federal sponsor agrees to pay 
the difference between the cost of repair, res- 
toration, or rehabilitation to the original de- 
sign level or original capacity and the cost of 
achieving the higher level of protection or 
capacity sought by the non-Federal sponsor. 

“(e) NOTICE.—The Secretary shall notify 
the non-Federal sponsor of the opportunity 
to request implementation of nonstructural 
alternatives to the repair or restoration of 
the flood control work under subsection 
(a).”’. 

(b) PROJECTS IN COORDINATION WITH CER- 
TAIN REHABILITATION REQUIREMENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—In any case in which the 
Secretary has completed a study deter- 
mining a project for flood damage reduction 
is feasible and such project is designed to 
protect the same geographic area as work to 
be performed under section 5(c) of the Act of 
August 18, 1941 (83 U.S.C. 701n(c)), the Sec- 
retary may, if the Secretary determines that 
the action is in the public interest, carry out 
such project with the work being performed 
under section 5(c) of that Act, subject to the 
limitations in paragraph (2). 

(2) COST-SHARING.—The cost to carry out a 
project under paragraph (1) shall be shared in 
accordance with section 103 of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 
2213). 

SEC. 3002. REHABILITATION OF EXISTING LEV- 
S. 


Section 3017 of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
3303a note; Public Law 113-121) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘if the 
Secretary determines the necessary work is 
technically feasible, environmentally accept- 
able, and economically justified’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘This section’’ and insert- 
ing the following: 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—This section”; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

“(2) REQUIREMENT.—A measure carried out 
under subsection (a) shall be implemented in 
the same manner as the repair or restoration 
of a flood control work pursuant to section 5 
of the Act of August 18, 1941 (33 U.S.C. 
701n).”’; 

(8) in subsection (c)(1), by striking ‘‘The 
non-Federal’”’ and inserting “Notwith- 
standing subsection (b)(2), the non-Federal’’; 
and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary to carry out this section 
$125,000,000.’’. 

SEC. 3003. MAINTENANCE OF HIGH RISK FLOOD 
CONTROL PROJECTS. 

In any case in which the Secretary has as- 
sumed, as of the date of enactment of this 
Act, responsibility for the maintenance of a 
project classified as class III under the Dam 
Safety Action Classification of the Corps of 
Engineers, the Secretary shall continue to be 
responsible for the maintenance until the 
earlier of the date that— 

(1) the project is modified to reduce that 
risk and the Secretary determines that the 
project is no longer classified as class III 
under the Dam Safety Action Classification 
of the Corps of Engineers; or 

(2) is 15 years after the date of enactment 
of this Act. 

SEC. 3004. REHABILITATION OF HIGH HAZARD 
POTENTIAL DAMS. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 2 of the National 
Dam Safety Program Act (33 U.S.C. 467) is 
amended— 
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(1) by redesignating paragraphs (4), (5), (6), 
(7), (8), (9), (10), (11), (12), and (18) as para- 
graphs (5), (6), (7), (8), (9), (AD, (13), (14), (15), 
and (16), respectively; 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (3) the fol- 
lowing: 
“(4) 
DAM.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘eligible high 
hazard potential dam’ means a non-Federal 
dam that— 

“(i) is located in a State with a State dam 
safety program; 

“(ii) is classified as ‘high hazard potential’ 
by the State dam safety agency in the State 
in which the dam is located; 

“(iii) has an emergency action plan ap- 
proved by the relevant State dam safety 
agency; and 

“(iv) the State in which the dam is located 
determines— 

“(I) fails to meet minimum dam safety 
standards of the State; and 

‘(II) poses an unacceptable risk to the pub- 
lic. 

“(B) EXCLUSION.—The term ‘eligible high 
hazard potential dam’ does not include— 

“(i) a licensed hydroelectric dam; or 

“(ii) a dam built under the authority of the 
Secretary of Agriculture.’’; 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (9) (as re- 
designated by paragraph (1)) the following: 

*(10) NON-FEDERAL SPONSOR.—The term 
‘non-Federal sponsor’, in the case of a 
project receiving assistance under section 
8A, includes— 

“(A) a governmental organization; and 

‘“(B) a nonprofit organization.” and 

(4) by inserting after paragraph (11) (as re- 
designated by paragraph (1)) the following: 

(12) REHABILITATION.—The term ‘rehabili- 
tation’ means the repair, replacement, re- 
construction, or removal of a dam that is 
carried out to meet applicable State dam 
safety and security standards.’’. 

(b) PROGRAM FOR REHABILITATION OF HIGH 
HAZARD POTENTIAL DAMS.—The National 
Dam Safety Program Act is amended by in- 
serting after section 8 (33 U.S.C. 467f) the fol- 
lowing: 

“SEC. 8A. REHABILITATION OF HIGH HAZARD PO- 
TENTIAL DAMS. 

“(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM.—The Ad- 
ministrator shall establish, within FEMA, a 
program to provide technical, planning, de- 
sign, and construction assistance in the form 
of grants to non-Federal sponsors for reha- 
bilitation of eligible high hazard potential 
dams. 

“(b) ELIGIBLE ACTIVITIES.—A grant award- 
ed under this section for a project may be 
used for— 

“(1) repair; 

“(2) removal; or 

“(3) any other structural or nonstructural 
measures to rehabilitate a high hazard po- 
tential dam. 

‘(¢c) AWARD OF GRANTS.— 

‘(1) APPLICATION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—A non-Federal sponsor 
interested in receiving a grant under this 
section may submit to the Administrator an 
application for the grant. 

‘“(B) REQUIREMENTS.—An application sub- 
mitted to the Administrator under this sec- 
tion shall be submitted at such time, be in 
such form, and contain such information as 
the Administrator may prescribe by regula- 
tion pursuant to section 3004(c) of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 2016. 

‘(2) GRANT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator may 
make a grant in accordance with this section 
for rehabilitation of a high hazard potential 
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dam to a non-Federal sponsor that submits 
an application for the grant in accordance 
with the regulations prescribed by the Ad- 
ministrator. 

“(B) PROJECT GRANT AGREEMENT.—The Ad- 
ministrator shall enter into a project grant 
agreement with the non-Federal sponsor to 
establish the terms of the grant and the 
project, including the amount of the grant. 

“(C) GRANT ASSURANCE.—As part of a 
project grant agreement under subparagraph 
(B), the Administrator shall require the non- 
Federal sponsor to provide an assurance, 
with respect to the dam to be rehabilitated 
under the project, that the owner of the dam 
has developed and will carry out a plan for 
maintenance of the dam during the expected 
life of the dam. 

“(D) LIMITATION.—A grant provided under 
this section shall not exceed the lesser of— 

“(j) 12.5 percent of the total amount of 
funds made available to carry out this sec- 
tion; or 

““(i) $7,500,000. 

“(d) REQUIREMENTS.— 

“(1) APPROVAL.—A grant awarded under 
this section for a project shall be approved 
by the relevant State dam safety agency. 

“(2) NON-FEDERAL SPONSOR REQUIRE- 
MENTS.—To receive a grant under this sec- 
tion, the non-Federal sponsor shall— 

“(A) participate in, and comply with, all 
applicable Federal flood insurance programs; 

““(B) have in place a hazard mitigation plan 
that— 

‘“(i) includes all dam risks; and 

“Gi) complies with the Disaster Mitigation 
Act of 2000 (Public Law 106-390; 114 Stat. 
1552); 

“(C) commit to provide operation and 
maintenance of the project for the 50-year 
period following completion of rehabilita- 
tion; 

“(D) comply with such minimum eligi- 
bility requirements as the Administrator 
may establish to ensure that each owner and 
operator of a dam under a participating 
State dam safety program— 

“(i) acts in accordance with the State dam 
safety program; and 

‘“(ii) carries out activities relating to the 
public in the area around the dam in accord- 
ance with the hazard mitigation plan de- 
scribed in subparagraph (B); and 

“(E) comply with section 611(j)(9) of the 
Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer- 
gency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5196(j)(9)) (as 
in effect on the date of enactment of this 
section) with respect to projects receiving 
assistance under this section in the same 
manner as recipients are required to comply 
in order to receive financial contributions 
from the Administrator for emergency pre- 
paredness purposes. 

“(e) FLOODPLAIN MANAGEMENT PLANS.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—AS a condition of receipt 
of assistance under this section, the non- 
Federal entity shall demonstrate that a 
floodplain management plan to reduce the 
impacts of future flood events in the area 
protected by the project— 

“(A) is in place; or 

“(B) will be— 

“(G) developed not later than 1 year after 
the date of execution of a project agreement 
for assistance under this section; and 

“Gi) implemented not later than 1 year 
after the date of completion of construction 
of the project. 

‘“(2) INCLUSIONS.—A plan under paragraph 
(1) shall address— 

“(A) potential measures, practices, and 
policies to reduce loss of life, injuries, dam- 
age to property and facilities, public expend- 
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itures, and other adverse impacts of flooding 
in the area protected by the project; 

‘(B) plans for flood fighting and evacu- 
ation; and 

“(C) public education and awareness of 
flood risks. 

‘(3) TECHNICAL SUPPORT.—The Adminis- 
trator may provide technical support for the 
development and implementation of flood- 
plain management plans prepared under this 
subsection. 

(f) PRIORITY SYSTEM.—The Administrator, 
in consultation with the Board, shall develop 
a risk-based priority system for use in iden- 
tifying high hazard potential dams for which 
grants may be made under this section. 

“(g) FUNDING.— 

“(1) COST SHARING.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Any assistance provided 
under this section for a project shall be sub- 
ject to a non-Federal cost-sharing require- 
ment of not less than 35 percent. 

‘(B) IN-KIND CONTRIBUTIONS.—The non-Fed- 
eral share under subparagraph (A) may be 
provided in the form of in-kind contribu- 
tions. 

‘(2) ALLOCATION OF FUNDS.—The total 
amount of funds made available to carry out 
this section for each fiscal year shall be dis- 
tributed as follows: 

‘(A) EQUAL DISTRIBUTION.—'% shall be dis- 
tributed equally among the States in which 
the projects for which applications are sub- 
mitted under subsection (c)(1) are located. 

‘(B) NEED-BASED.—%s shall be distributed 
among the States in which the projects for 
which applications are submitted under sub- 
section (c)(1) are located based on the pro- 
portion that— 

“(i) the number of eligible high hazard po- 
tential dams in the State; bears to 

“(ii) the number of eligible high hazard po- 
tential dams in all States in which projects 
for which applications are submitted under 
subsection (c)(1). 

‘“ch) USE OF FUNDS.—None of the funds pro- 
vided in the form of a grant or otherwise 
made available under this section shall be 
used— 

“(1) to rehabilitate a Federal dam; 

‘(2) to perform routine operation or main- 
tenance of a dam; 

“(3) to modify a dam to produce hydro- 
electric power; 

“(4) to increase water supply storage ca- 
pacity; or 

“(5) to make any other modification to a 
dam that does not also improve the safety of 
the dam. 

“(i) CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS.— 

‘“(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 
as a condition on the receipt of a grant under 
this section of an amount greater than 
$1,000,000, a non-Federal sponsor that re- 
ceives the grant shall require that each con- 
tract and subcontract for program manage- 
ment, construction management, planning 
studies, feasibility studies, architectural 
services, preliminary engineering, design, 
engineering, surveying, mapping, and related 
services entered into using funds from the 
grant be awarded in the same manner as a 
contract for architectural and engineering 
services is awarded under— 

“(A) chapter 11 of title 40, United States 
Code; or 

‘“(B) an equivalent qualifications-based re- 
quirement prescribed by the relevant State. 

‘(2) NO PROPRIETARY INTEREST.—A contract 
awarded in accordance with paragraph (1) 
shall not be considered to confer a propri- 
etary interest upon the United States. 

‘(j) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section— 
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‘(1) $10,000,000 for fiscal years 2017 and 2018; 

**(2) $25,000,000 for fiscal year 2019; 

“*(3) $40,000,000 for fiscal year 2020; and 

“(4) $60,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2021 
through 2026.”’. 

(c) RULEMAKING.— 

(1) PROPOSED RULEMAKING.—Not later than 
90 days after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Administrator of the Federal Emer- 
gency Management Agency shall issue a no- 
tice of proposed rulemaking regarding appli- 
cations for grants of assistance under the 
amendments made by subsection (b) to the 
National Dam Safety Program Act (83 U.S.C. 
467 et seq.). 

(2) FINAL RULE.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator of the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency shall promulgate a 
final rule regarding the amendments de- 
scribed in paragraph (1). 

SEC. 3005. EXPEDITED COMPLETION OF AUTHOR- 
IZED PROJECTS FOR FLOOD DAM- 
AGE REDUCTION. 

The Secretary shall expedite the comple- 
tion of the following projects for flood dam- 
age reduction and flood risk management: 

(1) Chicagoland Underflow Plan, Illinois, 
phase 2, as authorized by section 3(a)(5) of 
the Water Resources Development Act of 
1988 (Public Law 100-676; 102 Stat. 4013) and 
modified by section 319 of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 1996 (Public Law 
104-303; 110 Stat. 3715) and section 501 of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1999 
(Public Law 106-53; 113 Stat. 334). 

(2) Cedar River, Cedar Rapids, Iowa, as au- 
thorized by section 7002(2)(8) of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 2014 (Public 
Law 113-121; 128 Stat. 1366). 

(3) Comite River, Louisiana, authorized as 
part of the project for flood control, Amite 
River and Tributaries, Louisiana, by section 
101(11) of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 1992 (Public Law 102-580; 106 Stat. 4802) 
and modified by section 301(b)(5) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1996 
(Public Law 104-03; 110 Stat. 3709) and section 
371 of the Water Resources Development Act 
of 1999 (Public Law 106-53; 113 Stat. 321). 

(4) Amite River and Tributaries, Louisiana, 
East Baton Rouge Parish Watershed, as au- 
thorized by section 101(a)(21) of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 1999 (Public 
Law 106-53; 113 Stat. 277) and modified by 
section 116 of division D of Public Law 108-7 
(117 Stat. 140) and section 3074 of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 2007 (Public 
Law 110-114; 121 Stat. 1124). 

SEC. 3006. CUMBERLAND RIVER BASIN DAM RE- 
PAIRS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Costs incurred in car- 
rying out any repair to correct a seepage 
problem at any dam in the Cumberland River 
Basin shall be— 

(1) treated as costs for a dam safety 
project; and 

(2) subject to cost-sharing requirements in 
accordance with section 1203 of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 
467n). 

(b) APPLICATION.—Subsection (a) shall 
apply only to repairs for projects for which 
construction has not begun and appropria- 
tions have not been made as of the date of 
enactment of this Act. 

SEC. 3007. INDIAN DAM SAFETY. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) DAM.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘dam’’ has the 
meaning given the term in section 2 of the 
National Dam Safety Program Act (83 U.S.C. 
467). 

(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘‘dam’’ includes 
any structure, facility, equipment, or vehicle 
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used in connection with the operation of a 
dam. 

(2) FUND.—The term “Fund” means, as ap- 
plicable— 

(A) the High-Hazard Indian Dam Safety 
Deferred Maintenance Fund established by 
subsection (b)(1)(A); or 

(B) the Low-Hazard Indian Dam Safety De- 
ferred Maintenance Fund established by sub- 
section (b)(2)(A). 

(3) HIGH HAZARD POTENTIAL DAM.—The term 
“high hazard potential dam’’ means a dam 
assigned to the significant or high hazard po- 
tential classification under the guidelines 
published by the Federal Emergency Man- 
agement Agency entitled ‘‘Federal Guide- 
lines for Dam Safety: Hazard Potential Clas- 
sification System for Dams” (FEMA Publi- 
cation Number 333). 

(4) INDIAN TRIBE.—The term ‘‘Indian tribe” 
has the meaning given the term in section 4 
of the Indian Self-Determination and Edu- 
cation Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 5304). 

(5) LOW HAZARD POTENTIAL DAM.—The term 
“low hazard potential dam” means a dam as- 
signed to the low hazard potential classifica- 
tion under the guidelines published by the 
Federal Emergency Management Agency en- 
titled ‘‘Federal Guidelines for Dam Safety: 
Hazard Potential Classification System for 
Dams” (FEMA Publication Number 333). 

(6) SECRETARY.—The term “Secretary” 
means the Secretary of the Interior, acting 
through the Assistant Secretary for Indian 
Affairs, in consultation with the Secretary 
of the Army. 

(b) INDIAN DAM SAFETY DEFERRED MAINTE- 
NANCE FUNDS.— 

(1) HIGH-HAZARD FUND.— 

(A) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
in the Treasury of the United States a fund, 
to be known as the ‘“‘High-Hazard Indian 
Dam Safety Deferred Maintenance Fund”, 
consisting of— 

(i) such amounts as are deposited in the 
Fund under subparagraph (B); and 

(ii) any interest earned on investment of 
amounts in the Fund under subparagraph 
(D). 
(B) DEPOSITS TO FUND.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—For each of fiscal years 
2017 through 2037, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall deposit in the Fund $22,750,000 from 
the general fund of the Treasury. 

(ii) AVAILABILITY OF AMOUNTS.—Amounts 
deposited in the Fund under clause (i) shall 
be used, subject to appropriation, to carry 
out this section. 

(C) EXPENDITURES FROM FUND.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to clause (ii), for 
each of fiscal years 2017 through 2037, the 
Secretary may, to the extent provided in ad- 
vance in appropriations Acts, expend from 
the Fund, in accordance with this section, 
not more than the sum of— 

(I) $22,750,000; and 

(II) the amount of interest accrued in the 
Fund. 

(ii) ADDITIONAL EXPENDITURES.—The Sec- 
retary may expend more than $22,750,000 for 
any fiscal year referred to in clause (i) if the 
additional amounts are available in the Fund 
as a result of a failure of the Secretary to ex- 
pend all of the amounts available under 
clause (i) in 1 or more prior fiscal years. 

(D) INVESTMENTS OF AMOUNTS.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the 
Treasury shall invest such portion of the 
Fund as is not, in the judgment of the Sec- 
retary, required to meet current with- 
drawals. 

(ii) CREDITS TO FUND.—The interest on, and 
the proceeds from the sale or redemption of, 
any obligations held in the Fund shall be 
credited to, and form a part of, the Fund. 
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(E) TRANSFERS OF AMOUNTS.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The amounts required to 
be transferred to the Fund under this para- 
graph shall be transferred at least monthly. 

(ii) ADJUSTMENTS.—Proper adjustment 
shall be made in amounts subsequently 
transferred to the extent prior estimates are 
in excess of or less than the amounts re- 
quired to be transferred. 

(F) TERMINATION.—On September 30, 2037— 

(i) the Fund shall terminate; and 

(ii) the unexpended and unobligated bal- 
ance of the Fund shall be transferred to the 
general fund of the Treasury. 

(2) LOW-HAZARD FUND.— 

(A) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
in the Treasury of the United States a fund, 
to be known as the ‘‘Low-Hazard Indian Dam 
Safety Deferred Maintenance Fund’’, con- 
sisting of— 

(i) such amounts as are deposited in the 
Fund under subparagraph (B); and 

(ii) any interest earned on investment of 
amounts in the Fund under subparagraph 
(D). 

(B) DEPOSITS TO FUND.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—For each of fiscal years 
2017 through 2037, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall deposit in the Fund $10,000,000 from 
the general fund of the Treasury. 

(ii) AVAILABILITY OF AMOUNTS.—Amounts 
deposited in the Fund under clause (i) shall 
be used, subject to appropriation, to carry 
out this section. 

(C) EXPENDITURES FROM FUND.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to clause (ii), for 
each of fiscal years 2017 through 2037, the 
Secretary may, to the extent provided in ad- 
vance in appropriations Acts, expend from 
the Fund, in accordance with this section, 
not more than the sum of— 

(I) $10,000,000; and 

(II) the amount of interest accrued in the 
Fund. 

(ii) ADDITIONAL EXPENDITURES.—The Sec- 
retary may expend more than $10,000,000 for 
any fiscal year referred to in clause (i) if the 
additional amounts are available in the Fund 
as a result of a failure of the Secretary to ex- 
pend all of the amounts available under 
clause (i) in 1 or more prior fiscal years. 

(D) INVESTMENTS OF AMOUNTS.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the 
Treasury shall invest such portion of the 
Fund as is not, in the judgment of the Sec- 
retary, required to meet current with- 
drawals. 

(ii) CREDITS TO FUND.—The interest on, and 
the proceeds from the sale or redemption of, 
any obligations held in the Fund shall be 
credited to, and form a part of, the Fund. 

(E) TRANSFERS OF AMOUNTS.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The amounts required to 
be transferred to the Fund under this para- 
graph shall be transferred at least monthly. 

(ii) ADJUSTMENTS.—Proper adjustment 
shall be made in amounts subsequently 
transferred to the extent prior estimates are 
in excess of or less than the amounts re- 
quired to be transferred. 

(F) TERMINATION.—On September 30, 2037— 

(i) the Fund shall terminate; and 

(ii) the unexpended and unobligated bal- 
ance of the Fund shall be transferred to the 
general fund of the Treasury. 

(c) REPAIR, REPLACEMENT, AND MAINTE- 
NANCE OF CERTAIN INDIAN DAMS.— 

(1) PROGRAM ESTABLISHMENT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es- 
tablish a program to address the deferred 
maintenance needs of Indian dams that— 

(i) create flood risks or other risks to pub- 
lic or employee safety or natural or cultural 
resources; and 
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(ii) unduly impede the management and ef- 
ficiency of Indian dams. 

(B) FUNDING.— 

(i) HIGH-HAZARD FUND.—Consistent with 
subsection (b)(1)(B), the Secretary shall use 
or transfer to the Bureau of Indian Affairs 
not less than $22,750,000 of amounts in the 
High-Hazard Indian Dam Safety Deferred 
Maintenance Fund, plus accrued interest, for 
each of fiscal years 2017 through 2037 to carry 
out maintenance, repair, and replacement 
activities for 1 or more of the Indian dams 
described in paragraph (2)(A). 

(ii) LOW-HAZARD FUND.—Consistent with 
subsection (b)(2)(B), the Secretary shall use 
or transfer to the Bureau of Indian Affairs 
not less than $10,000,000 of amounts in the 
Low-Hazard Indian Dam Safety Deferred 
Maintenance Fund, plus accrued interest, for 
each of fiscal years 2017 through 2037 to carry 
out maintenance, repair, and replacement 
activities for 1 or more of the Indian dams 
described in paragraph (2)(B). 

(C) COMPLIANCE WITH DAM SAFETY POLI- 
CIES.—Maintenance, repair, and replacement 
activities for Indian dams under this section 
shall be carried out in accordance with the 
dam safety policies of the Director of the Bu- 
reau of Indian Affairs established to carry 
out the Indian Dams Safety Act of 1994 (25 
U.S.C. 3801 et seq.). 

(2) ELIGIBLE DAMS.— 

(A) HIGH HAZARD POTENTIAL DAMS.—The 
dams eligible for funding under paragraph 
(1)(B)(i) are Indian high hazard potential 
dams in the United States that— 

(i) are included in the safety of dams pro- 
gram established pursuant to the Indian 
Dams Safety Act of 1994 (25 U.S.C. 3801 et 
seq.); and 

(ii)()(aa) are owned by the Federal Gov- 
ernment, as listed in the Federal inventory 
required by Executive Order 13327 (40 U.S.C. 
121 note; relating to Federal real property 
asset management); and 

(bb) are managed by the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs (including dams managed under con- 
tracts or compacts pursuant to the Indian 
Self-Determination and Education Assist- 
ance Act (25 U.S.C. 5301 et seq.)); or 

(II) have deferred maintenance documented 
by the Bureau of Indian Affairs. 

(B) LOW HAZARD POTENTIAL DAMS.—The 
dams eligible for funding under paragraph 
(1)(B)(@ii) are Indian low hazard potential 
dams in the United States that, on the date 
of enactment of this Act— 

(i) are covered under the Indian Dams Safe- 
ty Act of 1994 (25 U.S.C. 3801 et seq.); and 

(ii)(1)(aa) are owned by the Federal Gov- 
ernment, as listed in the Federal inventory 
required by Executive Order 13327 (40 U.S.C. 
121 note; relating to Federal real property 
asset management); and 

(bb) are managed by the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs (including dams managed under con- 
tracts or compacts pursuant to the Indian 
Self-Determination and Education Assist- 
ance Act (25 U.S.C. 5301 et seq.)); or 

(II) have deferred maintenance documented 
by the Bureau of Indian Affairs. 

(3) REQUIREMENTS AND CONDITIONS.—Not 
later than 120 days after the date of enact- 
ment of this Act and as a precondition to 
amounts being expended from the Fund to 
carry out this subsection, the Secretary, in 
consultation with representatives of affected 
Indian tribes, shall develop and submit to 
Congress— 

(A) programmatic goals to carry out this 
subsection that— 

(i) would enable the completion of repair- 
ing, replacing, improving, or performing 
maintenance on Indian dams as expedi- 
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tiously as practicable, subject to the dam 
safety policies of the Director of the Bureau 
of Indian Affairs established to carry out the 
Indian Dams Safety Act of 1994 (25 U.S.C. 
3801 et seq.); 

(ii) facilitate or improve the ability of the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs to carry out the 
mission of the Bureau of Indian Affairs in op- 
erating an Indian dam; and 

(iii) ensure that the results of government- 
to-government consultation required under 
paragraph (4) be addressed; and 

(B) funding prioritization criteria to serve 
as a methodology for distributing funds 
under this subsection that take into ac- 
count— 

(i) the extent to which deferred mainte- 
nance of Indian dams poses a threat to— 

(I) public or employee safety or health; 

(II) natural or cultural resources; or 

(III) the ability of the Bureau of Indian Af- 
fairs to carry out the mission of the Bureau 
of Indian Affairs in operating an Indian dam; 

(ii) the extent to which repairing, replac- 
ing, improving, or performing maintenance 
on an Indian dam will— 

(I) improve public or employee safety, 
health, or accessibility; 

(II) assist in compliance with codes, stand- 
ards, laws, or other requirements; 

(III) address unmet needs; or 

(IV) assist in protecting natural or cul- 
tural resources; 

(iii) the methodology of the rehabilitation 
priority index of the Secretary, as in effect 
on the date of enactment of this Act; 

(iv) the potential economic benefits of the 
expenditures on job creation and general 
economic development in the affected tribal 
communities; 

(v) the ability of an Indian dam to address 
tribal, regional, and watershed level flood 
prevention needs; 

(vi) the need to comply with the dam safe- 
ty policies of the Director of the Bureau of 
Indian Affairs established to carry out the 
Indian Dams Safety Act of 1994 (25 U.S.C. 
3801 et seq.); 

(vii) the ability of the water storage capac- 
ity of an Indian dam to be increased to pre- 
vent flooding in downstream tribal and non- 
tribal communities; and 

(viii) such other factors as the Secretary 
determines to be appropriate to prioritize 
the use of available funds that are, to the 
fullest extent practicable, consistent with 
tribal and user recommendations received 
pursuant to the consultation and input proc- 
ess under paragraph (4). 

(4) TRIBAL CONSULTATION AND USER INPUT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), before expending funds on 
an Indian dam pursuant to paragraph (1) and 
not later than 60 days after the date of en- 
actment of this Act, the Secretary shall— 

(i) consult with the Director of the Bureau 
of Indian Affairs on the expenditure of funds; 

(ii) ensure that the Director of the Bureau 
of Indian Affairs advises the Indian tribe 
that has jurisdiction over the land on which 
a dam eligible to receive funding under para- 
graph (2) is located on the expenditure of 
funds; and 

(iii) solicit and consider the input, com- 
ments, and recommendations of the land- 
owners served by the Indian dam. 

(B) EMERGENCIES.—If the Secretary deter- 
mines that an emergency circumstance ex- 
ists with respect to an Indian dam, subpara- 
graph (A) shall not apply with respect to 
that Indian dam. 

(5) ALLOCATION AMONG DAMS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(B), to the maximum extent practicable, the 
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Secretary shall ensure that, for each of fiscal 
years 2017 through 2037, each Indian dam eli- 
gible for funding under paragraph (2) that 
has critical maintenance needs receives part 
of the funding under paragraph (1) to address 
critical maintenance needs. 

(B) PRIORITY.—In allocating amounts 
under paragraph (1)(B), in addition to consid- 
ering the funding priorities described in 
paragraph (3), the Secretary shall give pri- 
ority to Indian dams eligible for funding 
under paragraph (2) that serve— 

(i) more than 1 Indian tribe within an In- 
dian reservation; or 

(ii) highly populated Indian communities, 
as determined by the Secretary. 

(C) CAP ON FUNDING.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to clause (ii), in 
allocating amounts under paragraph (1)(B), 
the Secretary shall allocate not more than 
$10,000,000 to any individual dam described in 
paragraph (2) during any consecutive 3-year 
period. 

(ii) EXCEPTION.—Notwithstanding the cap 
described in clause (i), if the full amount 
under paragraph (1)(B) cannot be fully allo- 
cated to eligible Indian dams because the 
costs of the remaining activities authorized 
in paragraph (1)(B) of an Indian dam would 
exceed the cap described in clause (i), the 
Secretary may allocate the remaining funds 
to eligible Indian dams in accordance with 
this subsection. 

(D) BASIS OF FUNDING.—Any amounts made 
available under this paragraph shall be non- 
reimbursable. 

(E) APPLICABILITY OF ISDEAA.—The Indian 
Self-Determination and Education Assist- 
ance Act (25 U.S.C. 5301 et seq.) shall apply to 
activities carried out under this paragraph. 

(d) TRIBAL SAFETY OF DAMS COMMITTEE.— 

(1) ESTABLISHMENT OF COMMITTEE.— 

(A) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary of the 
Interior shall establish within the Bureau of 
Indian Affairs the Tribal Safety of Dams 
Committee (referred to in this paragraph as 
the ‘‘Committee’’). 

(B) MEMBERSHIP.— 

(i) COMPOSITION.—The Committee shall be 
composed of 15 members, of whom— 

(I) 11 shall be appointed by the Secretary 
of the Interior from among individuals who, 
to the maximum extent practicable, have 
knowledge and expertise in dam safety issues 
and flood prevention and mitigation, of 
whom not less than 1 shall be a member of 
an Indian tribe in each of the Bureau of In- 
dian Affairs regions of— 

(aa) the Northwest Region; 

(bb) the Pacific Region; 

(cc) the Western Region; 

(dd) the Navajo Region; 

(ee) the Southwest Region; 

(ff) the Rocky Mountain Region; 

(gg) the Great Plans Region; and 

(hh) the Midwest Region; 

(II) 2 shall be appointed by the Secretary of 
the Interior from among employees of the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs who have knowledge 
and expertise in dam safety issues and flood 
prevention and mitigation; 

(III) 1 shall be appointed by the Secretary 
of the Interior from among employees of the 
Bureau of Reclamation who have knowledge 
and expertise in dam safety issues and flood 
prevention and mitigation; and 

(IV) 1 shall be appointed by the Secretary 
of the Army from among employees of the 
Corps of Engineers who have knowledge and 
expertise in dam safety issues and flood pre- 
vention and mitigation. 

(ii) NONVOTING MEMBERS.—The members of 
the Committee appointed under subclauses 
(II) and (III) of clause (i) shall be nonvoting 
members. 
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(iii) DATE.—The appointments of the mem- 
bers of the Committee shall be made as soon 
as practicable after the date of enactment of 
this Act. 

(C) PERIOD OF APPOINTMENT.—Members 
shall be appointed for the life of the Com- 
mittee. 

(D) VACANCIES.—Any vacancy in the Com- 
mittee shall not affect the powers of the 
Committee, but shall be filled in the same 
manner as the original appointment. 

(E) INITIAL MEETING.—Not later than 30 
days after the date on which all members of 
the Committee have been appointed, the 
Committee shall hold the first meeting. 

(F) MEETINGS.—The Committee shall meet 
at the call of the Chairperson. 

(G) QUORUM.—A majority of the members 
of the Committee shall constitute a quorum, 
but a lesser number of members may hold 
hearings. 

(H) CHAIRPERSON AND VICE CHAIRPERSON.— 
The Committee shall select a Chairperson 
and Vice Chairperson from among the mem- 
bers. 

(2) DUTIES OF THE COMMITTEE.— 

(A) STUDY.—The Committee shall conduct 
a thorough study of all matters relating to 
the modernization of the Indian Dams Safety 
Act of 1994 (25 U.S.C. 3801 et seq.). 

(B) RECOMMENDATIONS.—The Committee 
shall develop recommendations for legisla- 
tion to improve the Indian Dams Safety Act 
of 1994 (25 U.S.C. 3801 et seq.). 

(C) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date on which the Committee holds the 
first meeting, the Committee shall submit a 
report containing a detailed statement of the 
findings and conclusions of the Committee, 
together with recommendations for legisla- 
tion that the Committee considers appro- 
priate, to— 

(i) the Committee on Indian Affairs of the 
Senate; and 

(ii) the Committee on Natural Resources of 
the House of Representatives. 

(3) POWERS OF THE COMMITTEE.— 

(A) HEARINGS.—The Committee may hold 
such hearings, sit and act at such times and 
places, take such testimony, and receive 
such evidence as the Committee considers 
appropriate to carry out this paragraph. 

(B) INFORMATION FROM FEDERAL AGENCIES.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The Committee may se- 
cure directly from any Federal department 
or agency such information as the Com- 
mittee considers necessary to carry out this 
paragraph. 

(ii) REQUEST.—On request of the Chair- 
person of the Committee, the head of any 
Federal department or agency shall furnish 
information described in clause (i) to the 
Committee. 

(C) POSTAL SERVICES.—The Committee may 
use the United States mails in the same 
manner and under the same conditions as 
other departments and agencies of the Fed- 
eral Government. 

(D) GIFTS.—The Committee may accept, 
use, and dispose of gifts or donations of serv- 
ices or property. 

(4) COMMITTEE PERSONNEL MATTERS.— 

(A) COMPENSATION OF MEMBERS.— 

(i) NON-FEDERAL MEMBERS.—Each member 
of the Committee who is not an officer or 
employee of the Federal Government shall 
be compensated at a rate equal to the daily 
equivalent of the annual rate of basic pay 
prescribed for level IV of the Executive 
Schedule under section 5315 of title 5, United 
States Code, for each day (including travel 
time) during which the member is engaged in 
the performance of the duties of the Com- 
mittee. 
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(ii) FEDERAL MEMBERS.—Each member of 
the Committee who is an officer or employee 
of the Federal Government shall serve with- 
out compensation in addition to that re- 
ceived for services as an officer or employee 
of the Federal Government. 

(B) TRAVEL EXPENSES.—The members of 
the Committee shall be allowed travel ex- 
penses, including per diem in lieu of subsist- 
ence, at rates authorized for employees of 
agencies under subchapter I of chapter 57 of 
title 5, United States Code, while away from 
their homes or regular places of business in 
the performance of services for the Com- 
mittee. 

(C) STAFF.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.— 

(I) APPOINTMENT.—The Chairperson of the 
Committee may, without regard to the civil 
service laws and regulations, appoint and 
terminate an executive director and such 
other additional personnel as may be nec- 
essary to enable the Committee to perform 
the duties of the Committee. 

(II) CONFIRMATION.—The employment of an 
executive director shall be subject to con- 
firmation by the Committee. 

(ii) COMPENSATION.—The Chairperson of the 
Committee may fix the compensation of the 
executive director and other personnel with- 
out regard to chapter 51 and subchapter III of 
chapter 53 of title 5, United States Code, re- 
lating to classification of positions and Gen- 
eral Schedule pay rates, except that the rate 
of pay for the executive director and other 
personnel may not exceed the rate payable 
for level V of the Executive Schedule under 
section 5316 of that title. 

(D) DETAIL OF GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES.— 
Any Federal Government employee may be 
detailed to the Committee without reim- 
bursement, and such detail shall be without 
interruption or loss of civil service status or 
privilege. 

(E) PROCUREMENT OF TEMPORARY AND 
INTERMITTENT SERVICES.—The Chairperson of 
the Committee may procure temporary and 
intermittent services under section 3109(b) of 
title 5, United States Code, at rates for indi- 
viduals that do not exceed the daily equiva- 
lent of the annual rate of basic pay pre- 
scribed for level V of the Executive Schedule 
under section 5316 of that title. 

(5) TERMINATION OF THE COMMITTEE.—The 
Committee shall terminate 90 days after the 
date on which the Committee submits the re- 
port under paragraph (2)(C). 

(6) FUNDING.—Of the amounts authorized to 
be expended from either Fund, $1,000,000 shall 
be made available from either Fund during 
fiscal year 2017 to carry out this subsection, 
to remain available until expended. 

(e) INDIAN DAM SURVEYS.— 

(1) TRIBAL REPORTS.—The Secretary shall 
request that, not less frequently than once 
every 180 days, each Indian tribe submit to 
the Secretary a report providing an inven- 
tory of the dams located on the land of the 
Indian tribe. 

(2) BIA REPORTS.—Not less frequently than 
once each year, the Secretary shall submit 
to Congress a report describing the condition 
of each dam under the partial or total juris- 
diction of the Secretary. 

(f) FLOOD PLAIN MANAGEMENT PILOT PRO- 
GRAM.— 

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall 
establish, within the Bureau of Indian Af- 
fairs, a flood plain management pilot pro- 
gram (referred to in this subsection as the 
‘“‘program’’) to provide, at the request of an 
Indian tribe, guidance to the Indian tribe re- 
lating to best practices for the mitigation 
and prevention of floods, including consulta- 
tion with the Indian tribe on— 
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(A) flood plain mapping; or 

(B) new construction planning. 

(2) TERMINATION.—The program shall ter- 
minate on the date that is 4 years after the 
date of enactment of this Act. 

(3) FUNDING.—Of the amounts authorized to 
be expended from either Fund, $250,000 shall 
be made available from either Fund during 
each of fiscal years 2017, 2018, and 2019 to 
carry out this subsection, to remain avail- 
able until expended. 

TITLE IV—RIVER BASINS, WATERSHEDS, 

AND COASTAL AREAS 
SEC. 4001. GULF COAST OYSTER BED RECOVERY 
PLAN. 

(a) DEFINITION OF GULF STATES.—In this 
section, the term ‘‘Gulf States” means each 
of the States of Alabama, Florida, Louisiana, 
Mississippi, and Texas. 

(b) GULF COAST OYSTER BED RECOVERY 
PLAN.—The Secretary, in coordination with 
the Gulf States, shall develop and implement 
a plan to assist in the recovery of oyster 
beds on the coast of Gulf States that were 
damaged by events including— 

(1) Hurricane Katrina in 2005; 

(2) the Deep Water Horizon oil spill in 2010; 
and 

(3) floods in 2011 and 2016. 

(c) INCLUSION.—The plan developed under 
subsection (b) shall address the beneficial 
use of dredged material in providing sub- 
strate for oyster bed development. 

(d) SUBMISSION.—Not later than 18 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall submit to the Committee of 
Environment and Public Works of the Senate 
and the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure of the House of Representa- 
tives the plan developed under subsection 
(b). 

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary to carry out this section $2,000,000, 
to remain available until expended. 

SEC. 4002. COLUMBIA RIVER, PLATTE RIVER, AND 
ARKANSAS RIVER. 

(a) ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION.—Section 
536(g) of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 2000 (Public Law 106-541; 114 Stat. 2662; 
128 Stat. 1814) is amended by striking 
‘*$50,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$75,000,000’’. 

(b) WATERCRAFT INSPECTION STATIONS.— 
Section 104 of the River and Harbor Act of 
1958 (33 U.S.C. 610) is amended— 

(1) by striking subsection (b) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to 
be appropriated such sums as are necessary, 
but not more than $65,000,000, to carry out 
this section for each fiscal year, of which— 

“(A) $20,000,000 shall be made available to 
carry out subsection (d)(1)(A)(i); and 

‘(B) $25,000,000 shall be made available to 
carry out clauses (ii) and (iii) of subsection 
ODA). 

“(2) ALLOCATION.—Any funds made avail- 
able under paragraph (1) that are employed 
for control operations shall be allocated by 
the Chief of Engineers on a priority basis, 
based on— 

“(A) the urgency and need of each area; 
and 

“(B) the availability of local funds.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (d)— 

(A) by striking paragraph (1) and inserting 
the following: 

“(1) ESTABLISHMENT, OPERATION, AND MAIN- 
TENANCE.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out this sec- 
tion, the Secretary may establish, operate, 
and maintain watercraft inspection stations 
to protect— 
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“(i) the Columbia River Basin; 

“(ii) the Platte River Basin located in the 
States of Colorado, Nebraska, and Wyoming; 
and 

“(iii) the Arkansas River Basin located in 
the States of Arkansas, Colorado, Kansas, 
New Mexico, Oklahoma, and Texas. 

‘(B) LOCATION.—The watercraft inspection 
stations under subparagraph (A) shall be lo- 
cated in areas, as determined by the Sec- 
retary, with the highest likelihood of pre- 
venting the spread of aquatic invasive spe- 
cies at reservoirs operated and maintained 
by the Secretary.’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (8), by striking subpara- 
graph (A) and inserting the following: 

“(A) the Governor of each State in which a 
station is established under paragraph (1);’’. 

(c) TRIBAL HOUSING.— 

(1) DEFINITION OF REPORT.—In this sub- 
section, the term “report” means the final 
report for the Portland District, Corps of En- 
gineers, entitled ‘‘Columbia River Treaty 
Fishing Access Sites, Oregon and Wash- 
ington: Fact-finding Review on Tribal Hous- 
ing” and dated November 19, 2013. 

(2) ASSISTANCE AUTHORIZED.—As replace- 
ment housing for Indian families displaced 
due to the construction of the Bonneville 
Dam, on the request of the Secretary of the 
Interior, the Secretary may provide assist- 
ance on land transferred by the Department 
of the Army to the Department of the Inte- 
rior pursuant to title IV of Public Law 100- 
581 (102 Stat. 2944; 110 Stat. 766; 110 Stat. 3762; 
114 Stat. 2679; 118 Stat. 544) for the number of 
families estimated in the report as having 
received no relocation assistance. 

(3) StTuDY.—The Secretary shall— 

(A) conduct a study to determine the num- 
ber of Indian people displaced by the con- 
struction of the John Day Dam; and 

(B) identify a plan for suitable housing to 
replace housing lost to the construction of 
the John Day Dam. 

(d) COLUMBIA AND LOWER WILLAMETTE RIV- 
ERS BELOW VANCOUVER, WASHINGTON AND OR- 
EGON.—The Secretary shall conduct a study 
to determine the feasibility of modifying the 
project for navigation, Columbia and Lower 
Willamette Rivers below Vancouver, Wash- 
ington and Portland, Oregon, authorized by 
section 101 of the River and Harbor Act of 
1962 (Public Law 87-874; 76 Stat. 1177) to ad- 
dress safety risks. 

SEC. 4003. MISSOURI RIVER. 

(a) RESERVOIR SEDIMENT MANAGEMENT.— 

(1) DEFINITION OF SEDIMENT MANAGEMENT 
PLAN.—In this subsection, the term ‘“‘sedi- 
ment management plan” means a plan for 
preventing sediment from reducing water 
storage capacity at a reservoir and increas- 
ing water storage capacity through sediment 
removal at a reservoir. 

(2) UPPER MISSOURI RIVER BASIN PILOT PRO- 
GRAM.—The Secretary shall carry out a pilot 
program for the development and implemen- 
tation of sediment management plans for 
reservoirs owned and operated by the Sec- 
retary in the Upper Missouri River Basin, on 
request by project beneficiaries. 

(3) PLAN ELEMENTS.—A sediment manage- 
ment plan under paragraph (2) shall— 

(A) provide opportunities for project bene- 
ficiaries and other stakeholders to partici- 
pate in sediment management decisions; 

(B) evaluate the volume of sediment in a 
reservoir and impacts on storage capacity; 

(C) identify preliminary sediment manage- 
ment options, including sediment dikes and 
dredging; 

(D) identify constraints; 

(E) assess technical feasibility, economic 
justification, and environmental impacts; 
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(F) identify beneficial uses for sediment; 
and 

(G) to the maximum extent practicable, 
use, develop, and demonstrate innovative, 
cost-saving technologies, including struc- 
tural and nonstructural technologies and de- 
signs, to manage sediment. 

(4) COST SHARE.—The beneficiaries request- 
ing the plan shall share in the cost of devel- 
opment and implementation of a sediment 
management plan allocated in accordance 
with the benefits to be received. 

(5) CONTRIBUTED FUNDS.—The Secretary 
may accept funds from non-Federal interests 
and other Federal agencies to develop and 
implement a sediment management plan 
under this subsection. 

(6) GUIDANCE.—The Secretary shall use the 
knowledge gained through the development 
and implementation of sediment manage- 
ment plans under paragraph (2) to develop 
guidance for sediment management at other 
reservoirs. 

(7) PARTNERSHIP WITH SECRETARY OF THE IN- 
TERIOR.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall carry 
out the pilot program established under this 
subsection in partnership with the Secretary 
of the Interior, and the program may apply 
to reservoirs managed or owned by the Bu- 
reau of Reclamation on execution of a 
memorandum of agreement between the Sec- 
retary and the Secretary of the Interior es- 
tablishing the framework for a partnership 
and the terms and conditions for sharing ex- 
pertise and resources. 

(B) LEAD AGENCY.—The Secretary that has 
primary jurisdiction over the reservoir shall 
take the lead in developing and imple- 
menting a sediment management plan for 
that reservoir. 

(8) OTHER AUTHORITIES NOT AFFECTED.— 
Nothing in this subsection affects sediment 
management or the share of costs paid by 
Federal and non-Federal interests relating to 
sediment management under any other pro- 
vision of law (including regulations). 

(b) SNOWPACK AND DROUGHT MONITORING.— 
Section 4003(a) of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (Public 
Law 113-121; 128 Stat. 1311) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

“(5) LEAD AGENCY.—The Corps of Engineers 
shall be the lead agency for carrying out and 
coordinating the activities described in para- 
graph (1).’’. 

SEC. 4004. PUGET SOUND NEARSHORE ECO- 
SYSTEM RESTORATION. 

Section 544(f) of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 2000 (Public Law 106-541; 
114 Stat. 2675) is amended by striking 
‘*$5,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$10,000,000’’. 

SEC. 4005. ICE JAM PREVENTION AND MITIGA- 
TION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may carry 
out projects under section 205 of the Flood 
Control Act of 1948 (33 U.S.C. 701s), including 
planning, design, construction, and moni- 
toring of structural and nonstructural tech- 
nologies and measures for preventing and 
mitigating flood damages associated with ice 
jams. 

(b) INCLUSION.—The projects described in 
subsection (a) may include the development 
and demonstration of cost-effective tech- 
nologies and designs developed in consulta- 
tion with— 

(1) the Cold Regions Research and Engi- 
neering Laboratory of the Corps of Engi- 
neers; 

(2) universities; 

(8) Federal, State, and local agencies; and 

(4) private organizations. 

(c) PILOT PROGRAM.— 
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(1) AUTHORIZATION.—In addition to the 
funding authorized under section 205 of the 
Flood Control Act of 1948 (33 U.S.C. 701s), the 
Secretary is authorized to expend $30,000,000 
to carry out pilot projects to demonstrate 
technologies and designs developed in ac- 
cordance with this section. 

(2) PRIORITY.—In carrying out pilot 
projects under paragraph (1), the Secretary 
shall give priority to projects in the Upper 
Missouri River Basin. 

(3) SUNSET.—The pilot program under this 
subsection shall terminate on December 31, 
2026. 

SEC. 4006. CHESAPEAKE BAY OYSTER RESTORA- 
TION. 

Section 704(b)(1) of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2263(b)(1)) 
is amended by striking ‘‘$60,000,000’’ and in- 
serting ‘‘$100,000,000’’. 

SEC. 4007. NORTH ATLANTIC COASTAL REGION. 

Section 4009 of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (Public 
Law 113-121; 128 Stat. 1816) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘conduct 
a study to determine the feasibility of car- 
rying out projects” and inserting ‘‘develop a 
comprehensive assessment and management 
plan at Federal expense’’; 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking the sub- 
section designation and heading and all that 
follows through ‘‘In carrying out the study” 
and inserting the following: 

‘“(b) ASSESSMENT AND MANAGEMENT PLAN.— 
In developing the comprehensive assessment 
and management plan”; and 

(3) in subsection (c)(1), in the matter pre- 
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘identi- 
fied in the study pursuant to subsection (a)’’ 
and inserting ‘‘identified in the comprehen- 
sive assessment and management plan under 
this section’’. 

SEC. 4008. RIO GRANDE. 

Section 5056(f) of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 2007 (Public Law 110-114; 
121 Stat. 1214; 128 Stat. 1815) is amended by 
striking ‘‘2019’’ and inserting ‘‘2024’’. 

SEC. 4009. TEXAS COASTAL AREA. 

In carrying out the Coastal Texas eco- 
system protection and restoration study au- 
thorized by section 4091 of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 2007 (Public Law 
110-114; 121 Stat. 1187), the Secretary shall 
consider studies, data, or information devel- 
oped by the Gulf Coast Community Protec- 
tion and Recovery District to expedite com- 
pletion of the study. 

SEC. 4010. UPPER MISSISSIPPI AND ILLINOIS RIV- 
ERS FLOOD RISK MANAGEMENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con- 
duct a study at Federal expense to determine 
the feasibility of carrying out projects to ad- 
dress systemic flood damage reduction in the 
upper Mississippi and Illinois River basins. 

(b) PURPOSE.—The purposes of the study 
under subsection (a) are— 

(1) to develop an integrated, comprehen- 
sive, and systems-based approach to mini- 
mize the threat to health and safety result- 
ing from flooding by using structural and 
nonstructural flood risk management meas- 
ures; 

(2) to reduce damages and costs associated 
with flooding; 

(3) to identify opportunities to support en- 
vironmental sustainability and restoration 
goals of the Upper Mississippi River and Illi- 
nois River floodplain as part of any systemic 
flood risk management plan; and 

(4) to seek opportunities to address, in con- 
cert with flood risk management measures, 
other floodplain specific problems, needs, 
and opportunities. 
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(c) STUDY COMPONENTS.—In carrying out 
the study under subsection (a), the Secretary 
shall— 

(1) as appropriate, coordinate with the 
heads of other appropriate Federal agencies, 
the Governors of the States within the Upper 
Mississippi and Illinois River basins, the ap- 
propriate levee and drainage districts, non- 
profit organizations, and other interested 
parties; 

(2) recommend projects for reconstruction 
of existing levee systems so as to develop 
and maintain a comprehensive system for 
flood risk reduction and floodplain manage- 
ment; 

(3) perform a systemic analysis of critical 
transportation systems to determine the fea- 
sibility of protecting river approaches for 
land-based systems, highways, and railroads; 

(4) develop a basin-wide hydrologic model 
for the Upper Mississippi River System and 
update as changes occur and new data is 
available; and 

(5) use, to the maximum extent prac- 
ticable, any existing plans and data. 

(d) BASIS FOR RECOMMENDATIONS.—In rec- 
ommending a project under subsection (c)(2), 
the Secretary may justify the project based 
on system-wide benefits. 

SEC. 4011. SALTON SEA, CALIFORNIA. 

Section 3032 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 2007 (Public Law 110-114; 121 
Stat. 1113) is amended— 

(1) in the section heading, by inserting 
“PROGRAM” after ‘‘RESTORATION’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in the subsection heading, by striking 
“PILOT PROJECTS” and inserting ‘‘PROGRAM”’; 

(B) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) and 
(B) as subparagraphs (B) and (C), respec- 
tively; 

(ii) by inserting before subparagraph (B) 
(as redesignated) the following: 

“(A) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall 
carry out a program to implement projects 
to restore the Salton Sea in accordance with 
this section.’’; 

(iii) in subparagraph (B) (as redesignated 
by clause (i)), by striking ‘‘the pilot”; and 

(iv) in subparagraph (C) (as redesignated by 
clause (i))— 

(I) in clause (i), in the matter preceding 
subclause (I), by striking ‘‘the pilot projects 
referred to in subparagraph (A)’’ and insert- 
ing ‘‘the projects referred to in subparagraph 
(B)”; 

(II) in subclause (I), by inserting ‘‘, Salton 
Sea Authority, or other non-Federal inter- 
est” before the semicolon at the end; and 

(III) in subclause (II), by striking ‘‘pilot’’; 

(C) in paragraph (2), in the matter pre- 
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘pilot’’; 
and 

(D) in paragraph (3)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘pilot’’ each place it ap- 
pears; and 

(ii) by inserting ‘‘, Salton Sea Authority, 
or other non-Federal interest” after “State”; 
and 

(3) in subsection (c), by striking ‘“‘pilot’’. 
SEC. 4012. ADJUSTMENT. 

Section 219(f)(25) of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1992 (Public Law 102-580; 
113 Stat. 336) is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘Berkeley’’ before ‘‘Cal- 
houn’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘Orangeberg, and Sumter’’ 
and inserting ‘‘and Orangeberg’’. 

SEC. 4013. COASTAL RESILIENCY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 4014(b) of the 
Water Resources Reform and Development 
Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 2803a(b)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘Indian 
tribes,” after ‘‘nonprofit organizations,’’; 
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(2) by redesignating paragraphs (3) and (4) 
as paragraphs (4) and (5), respectively; and 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol- 
lowing: 

““(3) give priority to projects in commu- 
nities the existence of which is threatened 
by rising sea level, including projects relat- 
ing to shoreline restoration, tidal marsh res- 
toration, dunal habitats to protect coastal 
infrastructure, reduction of future and exist- 
ing emergency repair costs, and projects that 
use dredged materials;’’. 

(b) INTERAGENCY COORDINATION ON COASTAL 
RESILIENCE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con- 
vene an interagency working group on resil- 
ience to extreme weather, which will coordi- 
nate research, data, and Federal investments 
related to sea level rise, resiliency, and vul- 
nerability to extreme weather, including 
coastal resilience. 

(2) CONSULTATION.—The interagency work- 
ing group convened under paragraph (1) 
shall— 

(A) participate in any activity carried out 
by an organization authorized by a State to 
study and issue recommendations on how to 
address the impacts on Federal assets of re- 
current flooding and sea level rise, including 
providing consultation regarding policies, 
programs, studies, plans, and best practices 
relating to recurrent flooding and sea level 
rise in areas with significant Federal assets; 
and 

(B) share physical, biological, and socio- 
economic data among such State organiza- 
tions, as appropriate. 

SEC. 4014. REGIONAL INTERGOVERNMENTAL 
COLLABORATION ON COASTAL RE- 
SILIENCE. 

(a) REGIONAL ASSESSMENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may con- 
duct regional assessments of coastal and 
back bay protection and of Federal and State 
policies and programs related to coastal 
water resources, including— 

(A) an assessment of the probability and 
the extent of coastal flooding and erosion, 
including back bay and estuarine flooding; 

(B) recommendations for policies and other 
measures related to regional Federal, State, 
local, and private participation in shoreline 
and back-bay protection projects; 

(C) an evaluation of the performance of ex- 
isting Federal coastal storm damage reduc- 
tion, ecosystem restoration, and navigation 
projects, including recommendations for the 
improvement of those projects; 

(D) an assessment of the value and impacts 
of implementation of regional, systems- 
based, watershed-based, and interstate ap- 
proaches if practicable; 

(E) recommendations for the demonstra- 
tion of methodologies for resilience through 
the use of natural and nature-based infra- 
structure approaches, as appropriate; and 

(F) recommendations regarding alternative 
sources of funding for new and existing 
projects. 

(2) COOPERATION.—In carrying out para- 
graph (1), the Secretary shall cooperate 
with— 

(A) heads of appropriate Federal agencies; 

(B) States that have approved coastal man- 
agement programs and appropriate agencies 
of those States; 

(C) local governments; and 

(D) the private sector. 

(b) STREAMLINING.—In carrying out this 
section, the Secretary shall— 

(1) to the maximum extent practicable, use 
existing research done by Federal, State, re- 
gional, local, and private entities to elimi- 
nate redundancies and related costs; 
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(2) receive from any of the entities de- 
scribed in subsection (a)(2)— 

(A) contributed funds; or 

(B) research that may be eligible for credit 
as work-in-kind under applicable Federal 
law; and 

(8) enable each District or combination of 
Districts of the Corps of Engineers that 
jointly participate in carrying out an assess- 
ment under this section to consider region- 
ally appropriate engineering, biological, eco- 
logical, social, economic, and other factors 
in carrying out the assessment. 

(c) REPORTS.—The Secretary shall submit 
to the Committee on Environment and Pub- 
lic Works of the Senate and the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives all reports and rec- 
ommendations prepared under this section, 
together with any necessary supporting doc- 
umentation. 

SEC. 4015. SOUTH ATLANTIC COASTAL STUDY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con- 
duct a study of the coastal areas located 
within the geographical boundaries of the 
South Atlantic Division of the Corps of Engi- 
neers to identify the risks and 
vulnerabilities of those areas to increased 
hurricane and storm damage as a result of 
sea level rise. 

(b) REQUIREMENTS.—In carrying out the 
study under subsection (a), the Secretary 
shall— 

(1) conduct a comprehensive analysis of 
current hurricane and storm damage reduc- 
tion measures with an emphasis on regional 
sediment management practices to 
sustainably maintain or enhance current lev- 
els of storm protection; 

(2) identify risks and coastal 
vulnerabilities in the areas affected by sea 
level rise; 

(3) recommend measures to address the 
vulnerabilities described in paragraph (2); 
and 

(4) develop a long-term strategy for— 

(A) addressing increased hurricane and 
storm damages that result from rising sea 
levels; and 

(B) identifying opportunities to enhance 
resiliency, increase sustainability, and lower 
risks in— 

(i) populated areas; 

(ii) areas of concentrated economic devel- 
opment; and 

(iii) areas with vulnerable environmental 
resources. 

(c) CONSULTATION.—The Secretary shall co- 
ordinate, as appropriate, with the heads of 
other Federal departments and agencies, the 
Governors of the affected States, regional 
governmental agencies, and units of local 
government to address coastal impacts re- 
sulting from sea level rise. 

(d) REPORT.—Not later than 4 years after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec- 
retary shall submit to the Committee on En- 
vironment and Public Works of the Senate 
and the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure of the House of Representa- 
tives a report recommending specific and de- 
tailed actions to address risks and 
vulnerabilities of the areas described in sub- 
section (a) to increased hurricane and storm 
damage as a result of sea level rise. 

SEC. 4016. KANAWHA RIVER BASIN. 

The Secretary shall conduct studies to de- 
termine the feasibility of implementing 
projects for flood risk management, eco- 
system restoration, navigation, water sup- 
ply, recreation, and other water resource re- 
lated purposes within the Kanawha River 
Basin, West Virginia, Virginia, and North 
Carolina. 
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SEC. 4017. CONSIDERATION OF FULL ARRAY OF 
MEASURES FOR COASTAL RISK RE- 
DUCTION. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) NATURAL FEATURE.—The term ‘‘natural 
feature” means a feature that is created 
through the action of physical, geological, 
biological, and chemical processes over time. 

(2) NATURE-BASED FEATURE.—The term ‘‘na- 
ture-based feature” means a feature that is 
created by human design, engineering, and 
construction to protect, and in concert with, 
natural processes to provide risk reduction 
in coastal areas. 

(b) REQUIREMENT.—In developing projects 
for coastal risk reduction, the Secretary 
shall consider, as appropriate— 

(1) natural features; 

(2) nature-based features; 

(3) nonstructural measures; and 

(4) structural measures. 

(c) REPORT TO CONGRESS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than February 1, 
2020, the Secretary shall submit to the Com- 
mittee on Environment and Public Works of 
the Senate and the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure of the House of 
Representatives a report on the implementa- 
tion of subsection (b). 

(2) CONTENTS.—The report under paragraph 
(1) shall include, at a minimum, the fol- 
lowing: 

(A) A description of guidance or instruc- 
tions issued, and other measures taken, by 
the Secretary and the Chief of Engineers to 
implement subsection (b). 

(B) An assessment of the costs, benefits, 
impacts, and trade-offs associated with 
measures recommended by the Secretary for 
coastal risk reduction and the effectiveness 
of those measures. 

(C) A description of any statutory, fiscal, 
or regulatory barriers to the appropriate 
consideration and use of a full array of meas- 
ures for coastal risk reduction. 

SEC. 4018. WATERFRONT COMMUNITY REVITAL- 
IZATION AND RESILIENCY. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 

(1) many communities in the United States 
were developed along waterfronts; 

(2) water proximity and access is a recog- 
nized economic driver; 

(3) water shortages faced by parts of the 
United States underscore the need to man- 
age water sustainably and restore water 
quality; 

(4) interest in waterfront revitalization 
and development has grown, while the cir- 
cumstances driving waterfront development 
have changed; 

(5) waterfront communities face challenges 
to revitalizing and leveraging water re- 
sources, such as outdated development pat- 
terns, deteriorated water infrastructure, in- 
dustrial contamination of soil and sediment, 
and lack of public access to the waterfront, 
which are often compounded by overarching 
economic distress in the community; 

(6) public investment in waterfront com- 
munity development and infrastructure 
should reflect changing ecosystem condi- 
tions and extreme weather projections to en- 
sure strategic, resilient investments; 

(7) individual communities have unique 
priorities, concerns, and opportunities re- 
lated to waterfront restoration and commu- 
nity revitalization; and 

(8) the Secretary of Commerce has unique 
expertise in Great Lakes and ocean coastal 
resiliency and economic development. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) INDIAN TRIBE.—The term ‘‘Indian tribe” 
has the meaning given the term in section 4 
of the Indian Self-Determination and Edu- 
cation Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 5304). 
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(2) RESILIENT WATERFRONT COMMUNITY.— 
The term ‘resilient waterfront community” 
means a unit of local government or Indian 
tribe that is— 

(A)(i) bound in part by— 

(I) a Great Lake; or 

(II) an ocean; or 

(ii) bordered or traversed by a riverfront or 
an inland lake; 

(B) self-nominated as a resilient water- 
front community; and 

(C) designated by the Secretary as a resil- 
ient waterfront community on the basis of 
the development by the community of an eli- 
gible resilient waterfront community plan, 
with eligibility determined by the Secretary 
after considering the requirements of para- 
graphs (2) and (3) of subsection (c). 

(3) SECRETARY.—The term “Secretary” 
means the Secretary of Commerce. 

(c) RESILIENT WATERFRONT COMMUNITIES 
DESIGNATION.— 

(1) DESIGNATION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(B), the Secretary shall designate resilient 
waterfront communities based on the extent 
to which a community meets the criteria de- 
scribed in paragraph (2). 

(B) COLLABORATION.—For inland lake and 
riverfront communities, in making the des- 
ignation described in subparagraph (A), the 
Secretary shall work with the Administrator 
of the Environmental Protection Agency and 
the heads of other Federal agencies, as the 
Secretary determines to be necessary. 

(2) RESILIENT WATERFRONT COMMUNITY 
PLAN.—A resilient waterfront community 
plan is a community-driven vision and plan 
that is developed— 

(A) voluntarily at the discretion of the 
community— 

(i) to respond to local needs; or 

(ii) to take advantage of new water-ori- 
ented opportunities; 

(B) with the leadership of the relevant gov- 
ernmental entity or Indian tribe with the ac- 
tive participation of— 

(i) community residents; 

(ii) utilities; and 

(iii) interested business and nongovern- 
mental stakeholders; 

(C) as a new document or by amending or 
compiling community planning documents, 
as necessary, at the discretion of the Sec- 
retary; 

(D) in consideration of all applicable Fed- 
eral and State coastal zone management 
planning requirements; 

(E) to address economic 
strengths; and 

(F) to complement and incorporate the ob- 
jectives and recommendations of applicable 
regional economic plans. 

(3) COMPONENTS OF A RESILIENT WATER- 
FRONT COMMUNITY PLAN.—A resilient water- 
front community plan shall— 

(A) consider all, or a portion of, the water- 
front area and adjacent land and water to 
which the waterfront is connected eco- 
logically, economically, or through local 
governmental or tribal boundaries; 

(B) describe a vision and plan for the com- 
munity to develop as a vital and resilient 
waterfront community, integrating consider- 
ation of— 

(i) the economic opportunities resulting 
from water proximity and access, including— 

(I) water-dependent industries; 

(II) water-oriented commerce; and 

(IIT) recreation and tourism; 

(ii) the community relationship to the 
water, including— 

(I) quality of life; 

(II) public health; 
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(IIT) community heritage; and 

(IV) public access, particularly in areas in 
which publicly funded ecosystem restoration 
is underway; 

(iii) ecosystem challenges and projections, 
including unresolved and emerging impacts 
to the health and safety of the waterfront 
and projections for extreme weather and 
water conditions; 

(iv) infrastructure needs and opportunities, 
to facilitate strategic and sustainable cap- 
ital investments in— 

(I) docks, piers, and harbor facilities; 


(II) protection against storm surges, 
waves, and flooding; 
(III) stormwater, sanitary sewer, and 


drinking water systems, including green in- 
frastructure and opportunities to control 
nonpoint source runoff; and 

(IV) other community facilities and pri- 
vate development; and 

(v) such other factors as are determined by 
the Secretary to align with metrics or indi- 
cators for resiliency, considering environ- 
mental and economic changes. 

(4) DURATION.—After the designation of a 
community as a resilient waterfront commu- 
nity under paragraph (1), a resilient water- 
front community plan developed in accord- 
ance with paragraphs (2) and (3) may be— 

(A) effective for the 10-year period begin- 
ning on the date on which the Secretary ap- 
proves the resilient waterfront community 
plan; and 

(B) updated by the resilient waterfront 
community and submitted to the Secretary 
for the approval of the Secretary before the 
expiration of the 10-year period. 


(d) RESILIENT WATERFRONT COMMUNITIES 
NETWORK.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall de- 
velop and maintain a resilient waterfront 
communities network to facilitate the shar- 
ing of best practices among waterfront com- 
munities. 

(2) PUBLIC RECOGNITION.—In consultation 
with designated resilient waterfront commu- 
nities, the Secretary shall provide formal 
public recognition of the designated resilient 
waterfront communities to promote tourism, 
investment, or other benefits. 


(e) WATERFRONT COMMUNITY REVITALIZA- 
TION ACTIVITIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—To support a community 
in leveraging other sources of public and pri- 
vate investment, the Secretary may use ex- 
isting authority to support— 

(A) the development of a resilient water- 
front community plan, including planning 
and feasibility analysis; and 

(B) the implementation of strategic com- 
ponents of a resilient waterfront community 
plan after the resilient waterfront commu- 
nity plan has been approved by the Sec- 
retary. 

(2) NON-FEDERAL PARTNERS.— 

(A) LEAD NON-FEDERAL PARTNERS.—A unit 
of local government or an Indian tribe shall 
be eligible to be considered as a lead non- 
Federal partner if the unit of local govern- 
ment or Indian tribe is— 

(i) bound in part by— 

(I) a Great Lake; or 

(II) an ocean; or 

(ii) bordered or traversed by a riverfront or 
an inland lake. 

(B) NON-FEDERAL IMPLEMENTATION PART- 
NERS.—Subject to paragraph (4)(C), a lead 
non-Federal partner may contract with an 
eligible non-Federal implementation partner 
for implementation activities described in 
paragraph (4)(B). 

(3) PLANNING ACTIVITIES.— 
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(A) IN GENERAL.—Technical assistance may 
be provided for the development of a resil- 
ient waterfront community plan. 

(B) ELIGIBLE PLANNING ACTIVITIES.—In de- 
veloping a resilient waterfront community 
plan, a resilient waterfront community 
may— 

(i) conduct community visioning and out- 
reach; 

(ii) identify challenges and opportunities; 

(iii) develop strategies and solutions; 

(iv) prepare plan materials, including text, 
maps, design, and preliminary engineering; 

(v) collaborate across local agencies and 
work with regional, State, and Federal agen- 
cies to identify, understand, and develop re- 
sponses to changing ecosystem and economic 
circumstances; and 

(vi) conduct other planning activities that 
the Secretary considers necessary for the de- 
velopment of a resilient waterfront commu- 
nity plan that responds to revitalization and 
resiliency issues confronted by the resilient 
waterfront community. 

(4) IMPLEMENTATION ACTIVITIES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Implementation assist- 
ance may be provided— 

(i) to initiate implementation of a resilient 
waterfront community plan and facilitate 
high-quality development, including 
leveraging local and private sector invest- 
ment; and 

(ii) to address strategic community prior- 
ities that are identified in the resilient wa- 
terfront community plan. 

(B) ASSISTANCE.—Assistance may be pro- 
vided to advance implementation activities, 
such as— 

(i) site preparation; 

(ii) environmental review; 

(iii) engineering and design; 

(iv) acquiring easements or land for uses 
such as green infrastructure, public amen- 
ities, or assembling development sites; 

(v) updates to zoning codes; 

(vi) construction of— 

(I) public waterfront or boating amenities; 
and 

(II) public spaces; 

(vii) infrastructure upgrades to improve 
coastal resiliency; 

(viii) economic and community develop- 
ment marketing and outreach; and 

(ix) other activities at the discretion of the 
Secretary. 

(C) IMPLEMENTATION PARTNERS.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—To assist in the comple- 
tion of implementation activities, a lead 
non-Federal partner may contract or other- 
wise collaborate with a non-Federal imple- 
mentation partner, including— 

(I) a nonprofit organization; 

(II) a public utility; 

(III) a private entity; 

(IV) an institution of higher education; 

(V) a State government; or 

(VI) a regional organization. 

(ii) LEAD NON-FEDERAL PARTNER RESPONSI- 
BILITY.—The lead non-Federal partner shall 
ensure that assistance and resources re- 
ceived by the lead non-Federal partner to ad- 
vance the resilient waterfront community 
plan of the lead non-Federal partner and for 
related activities are used for the purposes 
of, and in a manner consistent with, any ini- 
tiative advanced by the Secretary for the 
purpose of promoting waterfront community 
revitalization and resiliency. 

(5) USE OF NON-FEDERAL RESOURCES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—A resilient waterfront 
community receiving assistance under this 
subsection shall provide non-Federal funds 
toward completion of planning or implemen- 
tation activities. 
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(B) NON-FEDERAL RESOURCES.—Non-Federal 
funds may be provided by— 

(i) 1 or more units of local or tribal govern- 
ment; 

(ii) a State government; 

(iii) a nonprofit organization; 

(iv) a private entity; 

(v) a foundation; 

(vi) a public utility; or 

(vii) a regional organization. 

(£) INTERAGENCY AWARENESS.—At regular 
intervals, the Secretary shall provide a list 
of resilient waterfront communities to the 
applicable States and the heads of national 
and regional offices of interested Federal 
agencies, including at a minimum— 

(1) the Secretary of Transportation; 

(2) the Secretary of Agriculture; 

(8) the Administrator of the Environ- 
mental Protection Agency; 

(4) the Administrator of the Federal Emer- 
gency Management Agency; 

(5) the Assistant Secretary of the Army for 
Civil Works; 

(6) the Secretary of the Interior; and 

(7) the Secretary of Housing and Urban De- 
velopment. 

(€) No NEW REGULATORY AUTHORITY.— 
Nothing in this section may be construed as 
establishing new authority for any Federal 
agency. 

(h) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary to carry out this section $25,000,000 
for each of fiscal years 2017 through 2021. 

(i) FUNDING.—Out of any funds in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall transfer to 
the Secretary to carry out this section 
$800,000, to remain available until expended. 
SEC. 4019. TABLE ROCK LAKE, ARKANSAS AND 

MISSOURI. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, the Secretary— 

(1) shall include a 60-day public comment 
period for the Table Rock Lake Master Plan 
and Table Rock Lake Shoreline Management 
Plan revision; and 

(2) shall finalize the revision for the Table 
Rock Lake Master Plan and Table Rock 
Lake Shoreline Management Plan during the 
2-year period beginning on the date of enact- 
ment of this Act. 

(b) SHORELINE USE PERMITS.—During the 
period described in subsection (a)(2), the Sec- 
retary shall lift or suspend the moratorium 
on the issuance of new, and modifications to 
existing, shoreline use permits based on the 
existing Table Rock Lake Master Plan and 
Table Rock Lake Shoreline Management 
Plan. 

(c) OVERSIGHT COMMITTEE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 120 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall establish an oversight com- 
mittee (referred to in this subsection as the 
“Committee’’). 

(2) PURPOSES.—The purposes of the Com- 
mittee shall be— 

(A) to review any permit to be issued under 
the existing Table Rock Lake Master Plan at 
the recommendation of the District Engi- 
neer; and 

(B) to advise the District Engineer on revi- 
sions to the new Table Rock Lake Master 
Plan and Table Rock Lake Shoreline Man- 
agement Plan. 

(3) MEMBERSHIP.—Membership in the Com- 
mittee shall not exceed 6 members and shall 
include— 

(A) not more than 1 representative each 
from the State of Missouri and the State of 
Arkansas; 

(B) not more than 1 representative each 
from local economic development organiza- 
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tions with jurisdiction over Table Rock 
Lake; and 

(C) not more than 1 representative each 
representing the boating and conservation 
interests of Table Rock Lake. 

(4) Stupy.—The Secretary shall— 

(A) carry out a study on the need to revise 
permit fees relating to Table Rock Lake to 
better reflect the cost of issuing those fees 
and achieve cost savings; 

(B) submit to Congress a report on the re- 
sults of the study described in subparagraph 
(A); and 

(C) begin implementation of the new per- 
mit fee structure based on the findings of the 
study described in subparagraph (A). 

SEC. 4020. PEARL RIVER BASIN, MISSISSIPPI. 

The Secretary shall expedite review and 
decision on the recommendation for the 
project for flood damage reduction author- 
ized by section 401(e)(3) of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 1986 (100 Stat. 
4132), as amended by section 3104 of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 2007 
(121 Stat. 1134), submitted to the Secretary 
under section 211 of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 1996 (33 U.S.C. 701b-18) (as 
in effect on the day before the date of enact- 
ment of the Water Resources Reform and De- 
velopment Act of 2014). 

TITLE V—DEAUTHORIZATIONS 
SEC. 5001. DEAUTHORIZATIONS. 

(a) VALDEZ, ALASKA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 
the portions of the project for navigation, 
Valdez, Alaska, identified as Tract G, Harbor 
Subdivision, shall not be subject to naviga- 
tion servitude beginning on the date of en- 
actment of this Act. 

(2) ENTRY BY FEDERAL GOVERNMENT.—The 
Federal Government may enter on the prop- 
erty referred to in paragraph (1) to carry out 
any required operation and maintenance of 
the general navigation features of the 
project described in paragraph (1). 

(b) RED RIVER BELOW DENISON DAM, ARKAN- 
SAS, LOUISIANA, AND TEXAS.—The portion of 
the project for flood protection on Red River 
Below Denison Dam, Arkansas, Louisiana 
and Texas, authorized by section 10 of the 
Flood Control Act of 1946 (60 Stat. 647, chap- 
ter 596), consisting of the portion of the West 
Agurs Levee that begins at lat. 32°32’50.86”’ 
N., by long. 93°46°16.82’’ W., and ends at lat. 
82° 31°22.79’’ N., by long. 93° 45’ 2.47” W., is no 
longer authorized beginning on the date of 
enactment of this Act. 

(c) SUTTER BASIN, CALIFORNIA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The separable element 
constituting the locally preferred plan incre- 
ment reflected in the report of the Chief of 
Engineers dated March 12, 2014, and author- 
ized for construction under section 7002(2)(8) 
of the Water Resources Reform and Develop- 
ment Act of 2014 (Public Law 113-121; 128 
Stat. 1866) is no longer authorized beginning 
on the date of enactment of this Act. 

(2) SAVINGS PROVISIONS.—The deauthoriza- 
tion under paragraph (1) does not affect— 

(A) the national economic development 
plan separable element reflected in the re- 
port of the Chief of Engineers dated March 
12, 2014, and authorized for construction 
under section 7002(2)(8) of the Water Re- 
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014 
(Public Law 113-121; 128 Stat. 13866); or 

(B) previous authorizations providing for 
the Sacramento River and major and minor 
tributaries project, including— 

(i) section 2 of the Act of March 1, 1917 (89 
Stat. 949; chapter 144); 

(ii) section 12 of the Act of December 22, 
1944 (58 Stat. 900; chapter 665); 

(iii) section 204 of the Flood Control Act of 
1950 (64 Stat. 177; chapter 188); and 
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(iv) any other Acts relating to the author- 
ization for the Sacramento River and major 
and minor tributaries project along the 
Feather River right bank between levee sta- 
tioning 1483+33 and levee stationing 2368+00. 

(d) STONINGTON HARBOR, CONNECTICUT.— 
The portion of the project for navigation, 
Stonington Harbor, Connecticut, authorized 
by the Act of May 23, 1828 (4 Stat. 288; chap- 
ter 73) that consists of the inner stone break- 
water that begins at coordinates N. 
682,146.42, E. 1231,378.69, running north 83.587 
degrees west 166.79’ to a point N. 682,165.05, E. 
1,231,212.94, running north 69.209 degrees west 
380.89’ to a point N. 682,300.25, E. 1,230,856.86, 
is no longer authorized as a Federal project 
beginning on the date of enactment of this 
Act. 

(e) GREEN RIVER AND BARREN RIVER, KEN- 
TUCKY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Beginning on the date of 
enactment of this Act, commercial naviga- 
tion at the locks and dams identified in the 
report of the Chief of Engineers entitled 
“Green River Locks and Dams 8, 4, 5, and 6 
and Barren River Lock and Dam 1, Ken- 
tucky” and dated April 30, 2015, shall no 
longer be authorized, and the land and im- 
provements associated with the locks and 
dams shall be— 

(A) disposed of consistent with paragraph 
(2); and 

(B) subject to such terms and conditions as 
the Secretary determines to be necessary 
and appropriate in the public interest. 

(2) DISPOSITION.— 

(A) GREEN RIVER LOCK AND DAM 3.—The Sec- 
retary shall convey to the Rochester Dam 
Regional Water Commission all right, title, 
and interest of the United States in and to 
Green River Lock and Dam 3, located in Ohio 
County and Muhlenberg County, Kentucky, 
together with any improvements on the 
land. 

(B) GREEN RIVER LOCK AND DAM 4.—The Sec- 
retary shall convey to Butler County, Ken- 
tucky, all right, title, and interest of the 
United States in and to Green River Lock 
and Dam 4, located in Butler County, Ken- 
tucky, together with any improvements on 
the land. 

(C) GREEN RIVER LOCK AND DAM 5.—The Sec- 
retary shall convey to the State of Ken- 
tucky, a political subdivision of the State of 
Kentucky, or a nonprofit, nongovernmental 
organization all right, title, and interest of 
the United States in and to Green River 
Lock and Dam 5 for the express purposes of— 

(i) removing the structure from the river 
at the earliest feasible time; and 

(ii) making the land available for conserva- 
tion and public recreation, including river 
access. 

(D) GREEN RIVER LOCK AND DAM 6.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall trans- 
fer to the Secretary of the Interior adminis- 
trative jurisdiction over the portion of Green 
River Lock and Dam 6, Edmonson County, 
Kentucky, that is located on the left de- 
scending bank of the Green River, together 
with any improvements on the land, for in- 
clusion in Mammoth Cave National Park. 

(ii) TRANSFER TO THE STATE OF KENTUCKY.— 
The Secretary shall transfer to the State of 
Kentucky all right, title, and interest of the 
United States in and to the portion of Green 
River Lock and Dam 6, Edmonson County, 
Kentucky, that is located on the right de- 
scending bank of the Green River, together 
with any improvements on the land, for use 
by the Department of Fish and Wildlife Re- 
sources of the State of Kentucky for the pur- 
poses of— 

(I) removing the structure from the river 
at the earliest feasible time; and 
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(I) making the land available for con- 
servation and public recreation, including 
river access. 

(E) BARREN RIVER LOCK AND DAM 1.—The 
Secretary shall convey to the State of Ken- 
tucky, all right, title, and interest of the 
United States in and to Barren River Lock 
and Dam 1, located in Warren County, Ken- 
tucky, together with any improvements on 
the land, for use by the Department of Fish 
and Wildlife Resources of the State of Ken- 
tucky for the purposes of— 

(i) removing the structure from the river 
at the earliest feasible time; and 

(ii) making the land available for conserva- 
tion and public recreation, including river 
access. 

(3) CONDITIONS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The exact acreage and 
legal description of any land to be disposed 
of, transferred, or conveyed under this sub- 
section shall be determined by a survey sat- 
isfactory to the Secretary. 

(B) QUITCLAIM DEED.—A conveyance under 
subparagraph (A), (B), (D), or (E) of para- 
graph (2) shall be accomplished by quitclaim 
deed and without consideration. 

(C) ADMINISTRATIVE COSTS.—The Secretary 
shall be responsible for all administrative 
costs associated with a transfer or convey- 
ance under this subsection, including the 
costs of a survey carried out under subpara- 
graph (A). 

(D) REVERSION.—If the Secretary deter- 
mines that the land transferred or conveyed 
under this subsection is not used by a non- 
Federal entity for a purpose that is con- 
sistent with the purpose of the transfer or 
conveyance, all right, title, and interest in 
and to the land, including any improvements 
on the land, shall revert, at the discretion of 
the Secretary, to the United States, and the 
United States shall have the right of imme- 
diate entry onto the land. 

(f) ESSEX RIVER, MASSACHUSETTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The portions of the 
project for navigation, Essex River, Massa- 
chusetts, authorized by the first section of 
the Act of July 13, 1892 (27 Stat. 96, chapter 
158), and modified by the first section of the 
Act of March 8, 1899 (30 Stat. 1133, chapter 
425), and the first section of the Act of March 
2, 1907 (34 Stat. 1075, chapter 2509), that do 
not lie within the areas described in para- 
graph (2) are no longer authorized beginning 
on the date of enactment of this Act. 

(2) AREAS DESCRIBED.—The areas described 
in this paragraph are— 

(A) beginning at a point N. 3056139.82, E. 
851780.21; 

(B) running southwesterly about 156.88 feet 
to a point N. 3055997.75, E. 851713.67; 

(C) running southwesterly about 64.59 feet 
to a point N. 3055959.37, E. 851661.72; 

(D) running southwesterly about 145.14 feet 
to a point N. 3055887.10, E. 851535.85; 

(E) running southwesterly about 204.91 feet 
to a point N. 3055855.12, E. 851333.45; 

(F) running northwesterly about 423.50 feet 
to a point N. 3055976.70, E. 850927.78; 

(G) running northwesterly about 58.77 feet 
to a point N. 3056002.99, E. 850875.21; 

(H) running northwesterly about 240.57 feet 
to a point N. 3056232.82, E. 850804.14; 

(I) running northwesterly about 203.60 feet 
to a point N. 3056435.41, E. 850783.93; 

(J) running northwesterly about 78.63 feet 
to a point N. 3056499.63, E. 850738.56; 

(K) running northwesterly about 60.00 feet 
to a point N. 3056526.30, E. 850684.81; 

(L) running southwesterly about 85.56 feet 
to a point N. 3056523.33, E. 850599.31; 

(M) running southwesterly about 36.20 feet 
to a point N. 3056512.37, E. 850564.81; 
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(N) running southwesterly about 80.10 feet 
to a point N. 3056467.08, E. 850498.74; 

(O) running southwesterly about 169.05 feet 
to a point N. 3056334.36, E. 850394.03; 

(P) running northwesterly about 48.52 feet 
to a point N. 3056354.38, E. 850349.83; 

(Q) running northeasterly about 83.71 feet 
to a point N. 3056486.35, E. 850366.84; 

(R) running northeasterly about 212.38 feet 
to a point N. 3056548.70, E. 850547.07; 

(S) running northeasterly about 47.60 feet 
to a point N. 3056563.12, E. 850592.48; 

(T) running northeasterly about 101.16 feet 
to a point N. 3056566.62, E. 850693.53; 

(U) running southeasterly about 80.22 feet 
to a point N. 3056530.97, E. 850765.40; 

(V) running southeasterly about 99.29 feet 
to a point N. 3056449.88, E. 850822.69; 

(W) running southeasterly about 210.12 feet 
to a point N. 3056240.79, E. 850843.54; 

(X) running southeasterly about 219.46 feet 
to a point N. 3056031.13, E. 850908.38; 

(Y) running southeasterly about 38.23 feet 
to a point N. 3056014.02, E. 850942.57; 

(Z) running southeasterly about 410.93 feet 
to a point N. 3055896.06, E. 851336.21; 

(AA) running northeasterly about 188.43 
feet to a point N. 3055925.46, E. 851522.33; 

(BB) running northeasterly about 135.47 
feet to a point N. 3055992.91, E. 851639.80; 

(CC) running northeasterly about 52.15 feet 
to a point N. 3056023.90, E. 851681.75; and 

(DD) running northeasterly about 91.57 feet 
to a point N. 3056106.82, E. 851720.59. 

(g) HANNIBAL SMALL BOAT HARBOR, HAN- 
NIBAL, MISSOURI.—The project for navigation 
at Hannibal Small Boat Harbor on the Mis- 
sissippi River, Hannibal, Missouri, author- 
ized by section 101 of the River and Harbor 
Act of 1950 (Public Law 81-516; 64 Stat. 166, 
chapter 188), is no longer authorized begin- 
ning on the date of enactment of this Act, 
and any maintenance requirements associ- 
ated with the project are terminated. 

(h) PORT OF CASCADE LOCKS, OREGON.— 

(1) TERMINATION OF PORTIONS OF EXISTING 
FLOWAGE EASEMENT.— 

(A) DEFINITION OF FLOWAGE EASEMENT.—In 
this paragraph, the term ‘‘flowage ease- 
ment” means the flowage easements identi- 
fied as tracts 302EH-1 and 304H-1 on the ease- 
ment deeds recorded as instruments in Hood 
River County, Oregon, as follows: 

(i) A flowage easement dated October 38, 
1936, recorded December 1, 1936, book 25 at 
page 531 (records of Hood River County, Or- 
egon), in favor of United States (302E-1-Per- 
petual Flowage Easement from October 5, 
1987, October 5, 1936, and October 8, 1936) (pre- 
viously acquired as tracts OH-36 and OH-41 
and a portion of tract OH-47). 

(ii) A flowage easement recorded October 
17, 1936, book 25 at page 476 (records of Hood 
River County, Oregon), in favor of the United 
States, that affects that portion below the 
94-foot contour line above main sea level (304 
E-1-Perpetual Flowage Easement from Au- 
gust 10, 1987 and October 3, 1936) (previously 
acquired as tract OH-42 and a portion of 
tract OH-47). 

(B) TERMINATION.—With respect to the 
properties described in paragraph (2), begin- 
ning on the date of enactment of this Act, 
the flowage easements are terminated above 
elevation 82.4 feet (NGVD29), the ordinary 
high water mark. 

(2) AFFECTED PROPERTIES.—The properties 
described in this paragraph, as recorded in 
Hood River, County, Oregon, are as follows: 

(A) Lots 8, 4, 5, and 7 of the “Port of Cas- 
cade Locks Business Park” subdivision, in- 
strument #2014-00436. 

(B) Parcels 1, 2, and 3 of Hood River County 
Partition plat No. 2008-25P. 
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(3) FEDERAL LIABILITIES; CULTURAL, ENVI- 
RONMENTAL, OTHER REGULATORY REVIEWS.— 

(A) FEDERAL LIABILITY.—The United States 
shall not be liable for any injury caused by 
the termination of the easement under this 
subsection. 

(B) CULTURAL AND ENVIRONMENTAL REGU- 
LATORY ACTIONS.—Nothing in this subsection 
establishes any cultural or environmental 
regulation relating to the properties de- 
scribed in paragraph (2). 

(4) EFFECT ON OTHER RIGHTS.—Nothing in 
this subsection affects any remaining right 
or interest of the Corps of Engineers in the 
properties described in paragraph (2). 

(i) DECLARATIONS OF NON-NAVIGABILITY FOR 
PORTIONS OF THE DELAWARE RIVER, PHILA- 
DELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraphs (2) 
and (8), unless the Secretary determines, 
after consultation with local and regional 
public officials (including local and regional 
project planning organizations), that there 
are substantive objections, the following por- 
tions of the Delaware River, bounded by the 
former bulkhead and pierhead lines estab- 
lished by the Secretary of War and succes- 
sors, are declared to be non-navigable waters 
of the United States: 

(A) Piers 70 South through 38 South, en- 
compassing an area bounded by the southern 
line of Moore Street extended to the north- 
ern line of Catherine Street extended, in- 
cluding the following piers: Piers 70, 68, 67, 
64, 61-63, 60, 57, 55, 46, 48, 40, and 38. 

(B) Piers 24 North through 72 North, en- 
compassing an area bounded by the southern 
line of Callowhill Street extended to the 
northern line of East Fletcher Street ex- 
tended, including the following piers: 24, 25, 
27-35, 35.5, 36, 37, 38, 39, 49, 51-52, 53-57, 58-65, 
66, 67, 69, 70-72, and Rivercenter. 

(2) DETERMINATION.—The Secretary shall 
make the determination under paragraph (1) 
separately for each portion of the Delaware 
River described in subparagraphs (A) and (B) 
of paragraph (1), using reasonable discretion, 
by not later than 150 days after the date of 
submission of appropriate plans for that por- 
tion. 

(3) LIMITS ON APPLICABILITY.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (1) applies 
only to those parts of the areas described in 
that paragraph that are or will be bulk- 
headed and filled or otherwise occupied by 
permanent structures, including marina and 
recreation facilities. 

(B) OTHER FEDERAL LAWS.—Any work de- 
scribed in subparagraph (A) shall be subject 
to all applicable Federal law (including regu- 
lations), including— 

(i) sections 9 and 10 of the Act of March 3, 
1899 (commonly known as the “River and 
Harbors Appropriation Act of 1899’’) (33 
U.S.C. 401, 403); 

(ii) section 404 of the Federal Water Pollu- 
tion Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1344); and 

(iii) the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4821 et seq.). 

(j) SALT CREEK, GRAHAM, TEXAS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The project for flood con- 
trol, environmental restoration, and recre- 
ation, Salt Creek, Graham, Texas, author- 
ized by section 101(a)(30) of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 1999 (Public Law 
106-53; 113 Stat. 278-279), is no longer author- 
ized as a Federal project beginning on the 
date of enactment of this Act. 

(2) CERTAIN PROJECT-RELATED CLAIMS.—The 
non-Federal sponsor for the project described 
in paragraph (1) shall hold and save the 
United States harmless from any claim that 
has arisen, or that may arise, in connection 
with the project. 
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(3) TRANSFER.—The Secretary is authorized 
to transfer any land acquired by the Federal 
Government for the project on behalf of the 
non-Federal sponsor that remains in Federal 
ownership on or after the date of enactment 
of this Act to the non-Federal sponsor. 

(4) REVERSION.—If the Secretary deter- 
mines that the land that is integral to the 
project described in paragraph (1) ceases to 
be owned by the public, all right, title, and 
interest in and to the land and improve- 
ments shall revert, at the discretion of the 
Secretary, to the United States. 

SEC. 5002. CONVEYANCES. 

(a) PEARL RIVER, MISSISSIPPI AND LOU- 
ISIANA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The project for naviga- 
tion, Pearl River, Mississippi and Louisiana, 
authorized by the first section of the Act of 
August 30, 1935 (49 Stat. 1033, chapter 831) and 
section 101 of the River and Harbor Act of 
1966 (Public Law 89-789; 80 Stat. 1405), is no 
longer authorized as a Federal project begin- 
ning on the date of enactment of this Act. 

(2) TRANSFER.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraphs 
(B) and (C), the Secretary is authorized to 
convey to a State or local interest, without 
consideration, all right, title, and interest of 
the United States in and to— 

(i) any land in which the Federal Govern- 
ment has a property interest for the project 
described in paragraph (1); and 

(ii) improvements to the land described in 
clause (i). 

(B) RESPONSIBILITY FOR COSTS.—The trans- 
feree shall be responsible for the payment of 
all costs and administrative expenses associ- 
ated with any transfer carried out pursuant 
to subparagraph (A), including costs associ- 
ated with any land survey required to deter- 
mine the exact acreage and legal description 
of the land and improvements to be trans- 
ferred. 

(C) OTHER TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—A trans- 
fer under subparagraph (A) shall be subject 
to such other terms and conditions as the 
Secretary determines to be necessary and ap- 
propriate to protect the interests of the 
United States. 

(3) REVERSION.—If the Secretary deter- 
mines that the land and improvements con- 
veyed under paragraph (2) ceases to be owned 
by the public, all right, title, and interest in 
and to the land and improvements shall re- 
vert, at the discretion of the Secretary, to 
the United States. 

(b) SARDIS LAKE, MISSISSIPPI.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary is author- 
ized to convey to the lessee, at full fair mar- 
ket value, all right, title and interest of the 
United Sates in and to the property identi- 
fied in the leases numbered DACW88-1-15-7, 
DACW88-1-15-33, DACW88-1-15-34, and 
DACW88-1-15-38, subject to such terms and 
conditions as the Secretary determines to be 
necessary and appropriate to protect the in- 
terests of the United States. 

(2) EASEMENT AND RESTRICTIVE COVENANT.— 
The conveyance under paragraph (1) shall in- 
clude— 

(A) a restrictive covenant to require the 
approval of the Secretary for any substantial 
change in the use of the property; and 

(B) a flowage easement. 

(c) PENSACOLA DAM AND RESERVOIR, GRAND 
RIVER, OKLAHOMA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding the Act 
of June 28, 1938 (52 Stat. 1215, chapter 795), as 
amended by section 3 of the Act of August 18, 
1941 (55 Stat. 645, chapter 377), and notwith- 
standing section 3 of the Act of July 31, 1946 
(60 Stat. 744, chapter 710), the Secretary shall 
convey, by quitclaim deed and without con- 
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sideration, to the Grand River Dam Author- 
ity, an agency of the State of Oklahoma, for 
flood control purposes, all right, title, and 
interest of the United States in and to real 
property under the administrative jurisdic- 
tion of the Secretary acquired in connection 
with the Pensacola Dam project, together 
with any improvements on the property. 

(2) FLOOD CONTROL PURPOSES.—If any inter- 
est in the real property described in para- 
graph (1) ceases to be managed for flood con- 
trol or other public purposes and is conveyed 
to a non-public entity, the transferee, as 
part of the conveyance, shall pay to the 
United States the fair market value for the 
interest. 

(3) NO EFFECT.—Nothing 
section— 

(A) amends, modifies, or repeals any exist- 
ing authority vested in the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission; or 

(B) amends, modifies, or repeals any au- 
thority of the Secretary or the Chief of Engi- 
neers pursuant to section 7 of the Act of De- 
cember 22, 1944 (33 U.S.C. 709). 


(d) JOE POOL LAKE, TEXAS.—The Secretary 
shall accept from the Trinity River Author- 
ity of Texas, if received by December 31, 2016, 
$31,233,401 as payment in full of amounts 
owed to the United States, including any ac- 
crued interest, for the approximately 61,747.1 
acre-feet of water supply storage space in 
Joe Pool Lake, Texas (previously known as 
Lakeview Lake), for which payment has not 
commenced under Article 5.a (relating to 
project investment costs) of contract number 
DACW63-76-C-0106 as of the date of enact- 
ment of this Act. 


(e) WEBER BASIN PROJECT, UTAH.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the Inte- 
rior shall allow for the prepayment of repay- 
ment obligations under the repayment con- 
tract numbered 14-06-400-33 between the 
United States and the Weber Basin Water 
Conservancy District (referred to in this sub- 
section as the ‘‘District’’), dated December 
12, 1952, and supplemented and amended on 
June 30, 1961, on April 15, 1966, on September 
20, 1968, and on May 9, 1985, including any 
other amendments and all related applicable 
contracts to the repayment contract, pro- 
viding for repayment of Weber Basin Project 
construction costs allocated to irrigation 
and municipal and industrial purposes for 
which repayment is provided pursuant to the 
repayment contract under terms and condi- 
tions similar to the terms and conditions 
used in implementing the prepayment provi- 
sions in section 210 of the Central Utah 
Project Completion Act (Public Law 102-575; 
106 Stat. 4624) for prepayment of Central 
Utah Project, Bonneville Unit repayment ob- 
ligations. 

(2) AUTHORIZATIONS AND REQUIREMENTS.— 
The prepayment authorized under paragraph 
da) — 

(A) shall result in the United States recov- 
ering the net present value of all repayment 
streams that would have been payable to the 
United States if this section was not in ef- 
fect; 

(B) may be provided in several install- 
ments; 

(C) may not be adjusted on the basis of the 
type of prepayment financing used by the 
District; and 

(D) shall be made in a manner that pro- 
vides that total repayment is made not later 
than September 30, 2026. 


in this sub- 
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TITLE VI—WATER RESOURCES 
INFRASTRUCTURE 
SEC. 6001. AUTHORIZATION OF FINAL FEASI- 
BILITY STUDIES. 
The following final feasibility studies for 
water resources development and conserva- 


tion and other purposes are authorized to be 

carried out by the Secretary substantially in 

accordance with the plan, and subject to the 

conditions, described in the respective re- 

ports designated in this section: 
(1) NAVIGATION.— 


C. Date of Report of P 
A. State B. Name Chief of Engineers D. Estimated Costs 
1. TX Brazos Island Harbor November 3, 2014 Federal: $116,116,000 
Non-Federal: $135,836,000 
Total: $251,952,000 
2. LA Calcasieu Lock December 2, 2014 Federal: $16,700,000 
Non-Federal: $0 
Total: $16,700,000 
3. NH, ME Portsmouth Harbor and | February 8, 2015 Federal: $15,580,000 
Piscataqua River Non-Federal: $5,190,000 
Total: $20,770,000 
4. KY Green River Locks and Dams | April 30, 2015 Federal: $0 
3, 4, 5 and 6 and Barren Non-Federal: $0 
River Lock and Dam 1 Dis- Total: $0 
position 
5. FL Port Everglades June 25, 2015 Federal: $220,200,000 
Non-Federal: $102,500,000 
Total: $322,700,000 
6. AK Little Diomede August 10, 2015 Federal: $26,015,000 
Non-Federal: $2,945,000 
Total: $28,960,000 
7. SC Charleston Harbor September 8, 2015 Federal: $224,300,000 
Non-Federal: $269,000,000 
Total: $493,300,000 
8. AK Craig Harbor March 16, 2016 Federal: $29,062,000 
Non-Federal: $3,255,000 
Total: $32,317,000 
9. PA Upper Ohio River, Allegheny | September 12, 2016 Federal: $1,324,235,500 
and Beaver Counties Non-Federal: $1,324,235,500 
Total: $2,648,471,000 


(2) FLOOD RISK 


ANAGEMENT.— 


C. Date of Report of F 
A. State B. Name Chief of Engineers D. Estimated Costs 
1. TX Leon Creek Watershed, San | June 30, 2014 Federal: $18,314,000 
Antonio Non-Federal: $9,861,000 
Total: $28,175,000 
2. MO, KS Armourdale and Central In- | January 27, 2015 Federal: $207,036,000 
dustrial District Levee Non-Federal: $111,481,000 
Units, Missouri River and Total: $318,517,000 
Tributaries at Kansas City 
3. KS City of Manhattan April 30, 2015 Federal: $15,440,100 
Non-Federal: $8,313,900 
Total: $23,754,000 
4. KS Upper Turkey Creek Basin December 22, 2015 Federal: $24,584,000 
Non-Federal: $13,238,000 
Total: $37,822,000 


September 13, 2016 
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C. Date of Report of ? 
A. State B. Name Chief of Engineers D. Estimated Costs 
5. NC Princeville February 23, 2016 Federal: $14,001,000 
Non-Federal: $7,539,000 
Total: $21,540,000 
6. CA West Sacramento April 26, 2016 Federal: $776,517,000 
Non-Federal: $414,011,000 
Total: $1,190,528,000 
7. CA American River Watershed | April 26, 2016 Federal: $876,478,000 
Common Features Non-Federal: $689,272,000 
Total: $1,565,750,000 
8. TN Mill Creek, Nashville October 15, 2015 Federal: $17,759,000 
Non-Federal: $10,745,000 
Total: $28,504,000 


(8) HURRICANE AND STORM DAMAGE RISK RE- 
DUCTION; = 


A. State B. Name 


C. Date of Report of 
Chief of Engineers 


D. Estimated Initial Costs and 
Estimated Renourishment Costs 


1. SC Edisto Beach, Colleton County 


September 5, 2014 


Initial Federal: $13,733,850 

Initial Non-Federal: $7,395,150 

Initial Total: $21,129,000 
Renourishment Federal: $16,371,000 
Renourishment Non-Federal: $16,371,000 
Renourishment Total: $32,742,000 


Flagler County 


December 23, 2014 


Initial Federal: $9,218,300 

Initial Non-Federal: $4,963,700 

Initial Total: $14,182,000 
Renourishment Federal: $15,390,000 
Renourishment Non-Federal: $15,390,000 
Renourishment Total: $30,780,000 


Bogue Banks, Carteret County 


December 23, 2014 


Initial Federal: $24,263,000 

Initial Non-Federal: $13,064,000 

Initial Total: $37,327,000 

Renourishment Federal: $114,728,000 
Renourishment Non-Federal: $114,728,000 
Renourishment Total: $229,456,000 


Hereford Inlet to Cape May 
Inlet, New Jersey Shoreline 
Protection Project, Cape 
May County 


January 23, 2015 


Initial Federal: $14,040,000 

Initial Non-Federal: $7,560,000 

Initial Total: $21,600,000 
Renourishment Federal: $41,215,000 
Renourishment Non-Federal: $41,215,000 
Renourishment Total: $82,430,000 


West Shore Lake 


chartrain 


Pont- 


June 12, 2015 


Federal: $466,760,000 
Non-Federal: $251,330,000 
Total: $718,090,000 


Encinitas-Solana Beach Coast- 
al Storm Damage Reduction 


April 29, 2016 


Initial Federal: $20,166,000 

Initial Non-Federal: $10,858,000 

Initial Total: $31,024,000 
Renourishment Federal: $68,215,000 
Renourishment Non-Federal: $68,215,000 
Renourishment Total: $136,430,000 


Southwest Coastal Louisiana 


July 29, 2016 


Federal: $2,011,279,000 
Non-Federal: $1,082,997,000 
Total: $3,094,276,000 


(4) FLOOD RISK MANAGEMENT AND ENVIRON- 
MENTAL RESTORATION.— 
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C. Date of Report of ? 
A. State B. Name Chief of Engineers D. Estimated Costs 
1. IL, WI Upper Des Plaines River and | June 8, 2015 Federal: $199,393,000 
Tributaries Non-Federal: $107,694,000 
Total: $307,087,000 
2. CA South San Francisco Bay | December 18, 2015 Federal: $69,521,000 
Shoreline Non-Federal: $104,379,000 
Total: $173,900,000 


(5) ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION.— 


A. State B. Name 


C. Date of Report of 
Chief of Engineers 


D. Estimated Costs 


1. FL Central Everglades Planning 
Project, Comprehensive Ev- 
erglades Restoration Plan, 
Central and Southern Flor- 
ida Project 


December 23, 2014 


Federal: $976,375,000 
Non-Federal: $974,625,000 
Total: $1,951,000,000 


2. OR Lower Willamette River Envi- 
ronmental Dredging 


December 14, 2015 


Federal: $19,143,000 
Non-Federal: $10,631,000 
Total: $29,774,000 


3. WA Skokomish River December 14, 2015 Federal: $12,782,000 
Non-Federal: $6,882,000 
Total: $19,664,000 
4. CA LA River Ecosystem Restora- | December 18, 2015 Federal: $375,773,000 
tion Non-Federal: $980,835,000 


Total: $1,356,608,000 


(6) SPECIAL RULE.—The portion of the Mill SEC. 6002. AUTHORIZATION OF PROJECT MODI- carried out by the Secretary substantially in 


Creek Flood Risk Management project au- 


FICATIONS RECOMMENDED BY THE 


accordance with the recommendations of the 


thorized by paragraph (2) that consists of SECRETARY: Director of Civil Works, as specified in the 
measures within the Mill Creek Basin shall The following project modifications for reports referred to in this section: 
be carried out pursuant to section 205 of the water resources development and conserva- 
Flood Control Act of 1948 (33 U.S.C. 701s). tion and other purposes are authorized to be 
A. State B. Name C. Date of Director’s Report D. Updated Authorization Project Costs 
1. KS, MO Turkey Creek Basin November 4, 2015 Estimated Federal: $97,067,750 
Estimated Non-Federal: $55,465,250 
Total: $152,533,000 
2. MO Blue River Basin November 6, 2015 Estimated Federal: $34,860,000 
Estimated Non-Federal: $11,620,000 
Total: $46,480,000 
3. FL Picayune Strand March 9, 2016 Estimated Federal: $308,983,000 
Estimated Non-Federal: $308,983,000 
Total: $617,967,000 
4. KY Ohio River Shoreline March 11, 2016 Estimated Federal: $20,309,900 
Estimated Non-Federal: $10,936,100 
Total: $31,246,000 
5. TX Houston Ship Channel May 13, 2016 Estimated Federal: $381,032,000 
Estimated Non-Federal: $127,178,000 
Total: $508,210,000 
6. AZ Rio de Flag, Flagstaff June 22, 2016 Estimated Federal: $65,514,650 
Estimated Non-Federal: $35,322,350 
Total: $100,837,000 
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A. State B. Name 


C. Date of Director’s Report 


D. Updated Authorization Project Costs 


7. MO 
Blue River 


Swope Park Industrial Area, 


April 21, 2016 


Estimated Federal: $20,205,250 
Estimated Non-Federal: $10,879,750 
Total: $31,085,000 


SEC. 6003. AUTHORIZATION OF STUDY AND MODI- 
FICATION PROPOSALS SUBMITTED 
TO CONGRESS BY THE SECRETARY. 

(a) ARCTIC DEEP DRAFT PORT DEVELOPMENT 
PARTNERSHIPS.—Section 2105 of the Water 
Resources Reform and Development Act of 
2014 (33 U.S.C. 2243) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘(25 U.S.C. 450b) each 
place it appears and inserting ‘(25 U.S.C. 
5304)) and a Native village, Regional Cor- 
poration, or Village Corporation (as those 
terms are defined in section 3 of the Alaska 
Native Claims Settlement Act (48 U.S.C. 
1602)’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(e) CONSIDERATION OF NATIONAL SECURITY 
INTERESTS.—In carrying out a study of the 
feasibility of an Arctic deep draft port, the 
Secretary— 

“(1) shall consult with the Secretary of 
Homeland Security and the Secretary of De- 
fense to identify national security benefits 
associated with an Arctic deep draft port; 
and 

‘(2) if appropriate, as determined by the 
Secretary, may determine a port described 
in paragraph (1) is feasible based on the bene- 
fits described in that paragraph.’’. 

(b) OUACHITA-BLACK RIVERS, ARKANSAS AND 
LOUISIANA.—The Secretary shall conduct a 
study to determine the feasibility of modi- 
fying the project for navigation, Ouachita- 
Black Rivers, authorized by section 101 of 
the River and Harbor Act of 1960 (Public Law 
86-645; 74 Stat. 481) to include bank stabiliza- 
tion and water supply as project purposes. 

(c) CACHE CREEK BASIN, CALIFORNIA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pre- 
pare a general reevaluation report on the 
project for flood control, Cache Creek Basin, 
California, authorized by section 401(a) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 
(Public Law 99-662; 100 Stat. 4112). 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—In preparing the report 
under paragraph (1), the Secretary shall 
identify specific needed modifications to ex- 
isting project authorities— 

(A) to increase basin capacity; 

(B) to decrease the long-term maintenance; 
and 

(C) to provide opportunities for ecosystem 
benefits for the Sacramento River flood con- 
trol project. 

(d) COYOTE VALLEY DAM, CALIFORNIA.—The 
Secretary shall conduct a study to determine 
the feasibility of carrying out a project for 
flood damage reduction, environmental res- 
toration, and water supply by modifying the 
Coyote Valley Dam, California. 

(e) DEL ROSA DRAINAGE AREA, CALI- 
FORNIA.—The Secretary shall conduct a 
study to determine the feasibility of car- 
rying out projects for flood control and eco- 
system restoration in the cities of San 
Bernardino and Highland, San Bernardino 
County, California. 

(f) MERCED COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.—The Sec- 
retary shall prepare a general reevaluation 
report on the project for flood control, 
Merced County streams project, California, 
authorized by section 10 of the Act of Decem- 
ber 22, 1944 (58 Stat. 900; chapter 665), to in- 
vestigate the flood risk management oppor- 
tunities and improve levee performance 
along Black Rascal Creek and Bear Creek. 


(g) MISSION-ZANJA DRAINAGE AREA, CALI- 
FORNIA.—The Secretary shall conduct a 
study to determine the feasibility of car- 
rying out projects for flood control and eco- 
system restoration in the cities of Redlands, 
Loma Linda, and San Bernardino, California, 
and unincorporated counties of San 
Bernardino County, California. 

(h) SANTA ANA RIVER BASIN, CALIFORNIA.— 
The Secretary shall conduct a study to de- 
termine the feasibility of modifying the 
project for flood damage reduction by modi- 
fying the San Jacinto and Bautista Creek 
Improvement Project, part of the Santa Ana 
River Basin Project in Riverside County, 
California. 

(i) DELAWARE BAY COASTLINE, DELAWARE 
AND NEW JERSEY-ROOSEVELT INLET-LEWES 
BEACH, DELAWARE.—The Secretary shall con- 
duct a study to determine the feasibility of 
modifying the project for shoreline protec- 
tion and ecosystem restoration, Delaware 
Bay Coastline, Delaware and New Jersey- 
Roosevelt Inlet-Lewes Beach, Delaware, au- 
thorized by section 101(a)(18) of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 1999 (Public 
Law 106-53; 118 Stat. 276), to extend the au- 
thorized project limit from the current east- 
ward terminus to a distance of 8,000 feet east 
of the Roosevelt Inlet east jetty. 

(j) MISPILLION INLET, CONCH BAR, DELA- 
WARE.—The Secretary shall conduct a study 
to determine the feasibility of carrying out a 
project for navigation and shoreline protec- 
tion at Mispillion Inlet and Conch Bar, Sus- 
sex County, Delaware. 

(k) DAYTONA BEACH FLOOD PROTECTION, 
FLORIDA.—The Secretary shall conduct a 
study to determine the feasibility of car- 
rying out projects for flood control in the 
city of Daytona Beach, Florida. 

(1) BRUNSWICK HARBOR, GEORGIA.—The Sec- 
retary shall conduct a study to determine 
the feasibility of modifying the project for 
navigation, Brunswick Harbor, Georgia, au- 
thorized by section 101(a)(19) of the Water 
Resources and Development Act of 1999 (Pub- 
lic Law 106-53; 118 Stat. 277)— 

(1) to widen the existing bend in the Fed- 
eral navigation channel at the intersection 
of Cedar Hammock and Brunswick Point Cut 
Ranges; and 

(2) to extend the northwest side of the ex- 
isting South Brunswick River Turning 
Basin. 

(m) SAVANNAH RIVER BELOW AUGUSTA, 
GEORGIA.—The Secretary shall conduct a 
study to determine the feasibility of modi- 
fying the project for navigation, Savannah 
River below Augusta, Georgia, authorized by 
the first section of the Act of July 3, 1930 (46 
Stat. 924, chapter 847), to include aquatic 
ecosystem restoration, water supply, recre- 
ation, sediment management, and flood con- 
trol as project purposes. 

(n) DUBUQUE, IOWA.—The Secretary shall 
conduct a study to determine the feasibility 
of modifying the project for flood protection, 
Dubuque, Iowa, authorized by section 208 of 
the Flood Control Act of 1965 (Public Law 89- 
298; 79 Stat. 1086), to increase the level of 
flood protection and reduce flood damages. 

(0) MISSISSIPPI RIVER SHIP CHANNEL, GULF 
TO BATON ROUGE, LOUISIANA.—The Secretary 


shall conduct a study to determine the feasi- 
bility of modifying the project for naviga- 
tion, Mississippi River Ship Channel, Gulf to 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana, authorized by sec- 
tion 201(a) of the Harbor Development and 
Navigation Improvement Act of 1986 (Public 
Law 99-662; 100 Stat. 4090), to deepen the 
channel approaches and the associated area 
on the left descending bank of the Mis- 
sissippi River between mile 98.3 and mile 
100.6 Above Head of Passes (AHP) to a depth 
equal to the Channel. 

(p) ST. TAMMANY PARISH GOVERNMENT COM- 
PREHENSIVE COASTAL MASTER PLAN, Lovu- 
ISIANA.—The Secretary shall conduct a study 
to determine the feasibility of carrying out 
projects described in the St. Tammany Par- 
ish Comprehensive Coastal Master Plan for 
flood control, shoreline protection, and eco- 
system restoration in St. Tammany Parish, 
Louisiana. 

(q) CAYUGA INLET, ITHACA, NEW YORK.—The 
Secretary shall conduct a study to determine 
the feasibility of modifying the project for 
flood protection, Great Lakes Basin, author- 
ized by section 203 of the Flood Control Act 
of 1960 (Public Law 86-645; 74 Stat. 488) to in- 
clude sediment management as a project 
purpose on the Cayuga Inlet, Ithaca, New 
York. 

(r) CHAUTAUQUA COUNTY, NEW YORK.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con- 
duct a study to determine the feasibility of 
carrying out projects for flood risk manage- 
ment, navigation, environmental dredging, 
and ecosystem restoration on the 
Cattaraugus, Silver Creek, and Chautauqua 
Lake tributaries in Chautauqua County, New 
York. 

(2) EVALUATION OF POTENTIAL SOLUTIONS.— 
In conducting the study under paragraph (1), 
the Secretary shall evaluate potential solu- 
tions to flooding from all sources, including 
flooding that results from ice jams. 

(S) DELAWARE RIVER BASIN, NEW YORK, NEW 
JERSEY, PENNSYLVANIA, DELAWARE.—The 
Secretary shall conduct a study to determine 
the feasibility of modifying the operations of 
the projects for flood control, Delaware 
River Basin, New York, New Jersey, Penn- 
sylvania, and Delaware, authorized by sec- 
tion 10 of the Flood Control Act of 1946 (60 
Stat. 644, chapter 596), and section 203 of the 
Flood Control Act of 1962 (Public Law 87-874; 
76 Stat. 1182), to enhance opportunities for 
ecosystem restoration and water supply. 

(t) CINCINNATI, OHIO.— 

(1) REviEW.—The Secretary shall review 
the Central Riverfront Park Master Plan, 
dated December 1999, and the Ohio River- 
front Study, Cincinnati, Ohio, dated August 
2002, to determine the feasibility of carrying 
out flood risk reduction, ecosystem restora- 
tion, and recreation components beyond the 
ecosystem restoration and recreation compo- 
nents that were undertaken pursuant to sec- 
tion 5116 of the Water Resources Develop- 
ment Act of 2007 (Public Law 110-114; 121 
Stat. 1238) as a second phase of that project. 

(2) AUTHORIZATION.—The project authorized 
under section 5116 of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 2007 (Public Law 110-114; 
121 Stat. 1238) is modified to authorize the 
Secretary to undertake the additional flood 
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risk reduction and ecosystem restoration 
components described in paragraph (1), at a 
total cost of $30,000,000, if the Secretary de- 
termines that the additional flood risk re- 
duction, ecosystem restoration, and recre- 
ation components, considered together, are 
feasible. 

(u) TULSA AND WEST TULSA, ARKANSAS 
RIVER, OKLAHOMA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con- 
duct a study to determine the feasibility of 
modifying the projects for flood risk man- 
agement, Tulsa and West Tulsa, Oklahoma, 
authorized by section 3 of the Act of August 
18, 1941 (55 Stat. 645; chapter 377). 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out the study 
under paragraph (1), the Secretary shall ad- 
dress project deficiencies, uncertainties, and 
significant data gaps, including material, 
construction, and subsurface, which render 
the project at risk of overtopping, breaching, 
or system failure. 

(B) ADDRESSING DEFICIENCIES.—In address- 
ing deficiencies under subparagraph (A), the 
Secretary shall incorporate current design 
standards and efficiency improvements, in- 
cluding the replacement of mechanical and 
electrical components at pumping stations, 
if the incorporation does not significantly 
change the scope, function, or purpose of the 
project. 

(3) PRIORITIZATION TO ADDRESS SIGNIFICANT 
RISKS.—In any case in which a levee or levee 
system (as defined in section 9002 of the 
Water Resources Reform and Development 
Act of 2007 (33 U.S.C. 3301)) is classified as a 
Class I or II under the levee safety action 
classification tool developed by the Corps of 
Engineers, the Secretary shall expedite the 
project for budget consideration. 

(v) JOHNSTOWN, PENNSYLVANIA.—The Sec- 
retary shall conduct a study to determine 
the feasibility of modifying the project for 
flood control, Johnstown, Pennsylvania, au- 
thorized by the Act of June 22, 1936 (49 Stat. 
1570, chapter 688; 50 Stat. 880) (commonly 
known as the “Flood Control Act of 1936”), 
to include aquatic ecosystem restoration, 
recreation, sediment management, and in- 
crease the level of flood control. 

(w) CHACON CREEK, TEXAS.—Notwith- 
standing any other provision of law (includ- 
ing any resolution of a Committee of Con- 
gress), the study conducted by the Secretary 
described in the resolution adopted by the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure of the House of Representatives on 
May 21, 2003, relating to flood damage reduc- 
tion, environmental restoration and protec- 
tion, water conservation and supply, water 
quality, and related purposes in the Rio 
Grande Watershed below Falcon Dam, shall 
include the area above Falcon Dam. 

(x) CORPUS CHRISTI SHIP CHANNEL, TEXAS.— 
The Secretary shall conduct a study to de- 
termine the feasibility of modifying the 
project for navigation and ecosystem res- 
toration, Corpus Christi Ship Channel, 
Texas, authorized by section 1001(40) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 2007 
(Public Law 110-114; 121 Stat. 1056), to de- 
velop and evaluate alternatives that address 
navigation problems directly affecting the 
Corpus Christi Ship Channel, La Quinta 
Channel, and La Quinta Channel Extension, 
including deepening the La Quinta Channel, 
2 turning basins, and the wye at La Quinta 
Junction. 

(y) TRINITY RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, 
TEXAS.— 

(1) REVIEW.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec- 
retary shall review the economic analysis of 
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the Center for Economic Development and 
Research of the University of North Texas 
entitled ‘‘Estimated Economic Benefits of 
the Modified Central City Project (Trinity 
River Vision) in Fort Worth, Texas” and 
dated November 2014. 

(2) AUTHORIZATION.—The project for flood 
control and other purposes on the Trinity 
River and tributaries, Texas, authorized by 
the River and Harbor Act of 1965 (Public Law 
89-298; 79 Stat. 1091), as modified by section 
116 the Energy and Water Development Ap- 
propriations Act, 2005 (Public Law 108-447; 
118 Stat. 2944), is further modified to author- 
ize the Secretary to carry out projects de- 
scribed in the recommended plan of the eco- 
nomic analysis described in paragraph (1), if 
the Secretary determines, based on the re- 
view referred to in paragraph (1), that— 

(A) the economic analysis and the process 
by which the economic analysis was devel- 
oped complies with Federal law (including 
regulations) applicable to economic analyses 
for water resources development projects; 
and 

(B) based on the economic analysis, the 
recommended plan in the supplement to the 
final environmental impact statement for 
the Central City Project, Upper Trinity 
River entitled ‘‘Final Supplemental No. 1” is 
economically justified. 

(8) LIMITATION.—The Federal share of the 
cost of the recommended plan described in 
paragraph (2) shall not exceed $520,000,000, of 
which not more than $5,500,000 may be ex- 
pended to carry out recreation features of 
the project. 

(z) CHINCOTEAGUE ISLAND, VIRGINIA.—The 
Secretary shall conduct a study to determine 
the feasibility of carrying out projects for 
ecosystem restoration and flood control, 
Chincoteague Island, Virginia, authorized by 
section 8 of Public Law 89-195 (16 U.S.C. 459f- 
7) (commonly known as the ‘‘Assateague Is- 
land National Seashore Act’’) for— 

(1) assessing the current and future func- 
tion of the barrier island, inlet, and coastal 
bay system surrounding Chincoteague Is- 
land; 

(2) developing an array of options for re- 
source management; and 

(3) evaluating the feasibility and cost asso- 
ciated with sustainable protection and res- 
toration areas. 

(aa) BURLEY CREEK WATERSHED, WASH- 
INGTON.—The Secretary shall conduct a 
study to determine the feasibility of car- 
rying out projects for flood control and 
aquatic ecosystem restoration in the Burley 
Creek Watershed, Washington. 

SEC. 6004. EXPEDITED COMPLETION OF RE- 
PORTS. 

The Secretary shall expedite completion of 
the reports for the following projects, in ac- 
cordance with section 2045 of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 2007 (33 U.S.C. 
2348), and, if the Secretary determines that a 
project is justified in the completed report, 
proceed directly to project preconstruction, 
engineering, and design in accordance with 
section 910 of the Water Resources Develop- 
ment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2287): 

(1) The project for navigation, St. George 
Harbor, Alaska. 

(2) The project for flood risk management, 
Rahway River Basin, New Jersey. 

(3) The Hudson-Raritan Estuary Com- 
prehensive Restoration Project. 

(4) The project for navigation, Mobile Har- 
bor, Alabama. 

SEC. 6005. EXTENSION OF EXPEDITED CONSIDER- 
ATION IN SENATE. 

Section 7004(b)(4) of the Water Resources 

Reform and Development Act of 2014 (Public 


September 13, 2016 


Law 113-121; 128 Stat. 1374) is amended by 

striking ‘‘2018” and inserting ‘‘2020’’. 

SEC. 6006. GAO STUDY ON CORPS OF ENGINEERS 
METHODOLOGY AND PERFORMANCE 
METRICS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 2 years 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Comptroller General shall submit to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works of the Senate and the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives a study of the 
methodologies and performance metrics used 
by the Corps of Engineers to calculate ben- 
efit-to-cost ratios and evaluate construction 
projects. 

(b) CONSIDERATIONS.—The study under sub- 
section (a) shall address— 

(1) whether and to what extent the current 
methodologies and performance metrics 
place small and rural geographic areas at a 
competitive disadvantage; 

(2) whether the value of property for which 
damage would be prevented as a result of a 
flood risk management project is the best 
measurement for the primary input in ben- 
efit-to-cost calculations for flood risk man- 
agement projects; 

(3) any recommendations for approaches to 
modify the metrics used to improve benefit- 
to-cost ratio results for small and rural geo- 
graphic areas; and 

(4) whether a reevaluation of existing ap- 
proaches and the primary criteria used to 
calculate the economic benefits of a Corps of 
Engineers construction project could provide 
greater construction project completion re- 
sults for small and rural geographic areas 
without putting a strain on the budget of the 
Corps of Engineers. 

SEC. 6007. INVENTORY ASSESSMENT. 

Not later than 1 year after the date of en- 
actment of this Act, the Secretary shall 
complete the assessment and inventory re- 
quired under section 6002(a) of the Water Re- 
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014 
(Public Law 113-121; 128 Stat. 1349). 

SEC. 6008. SAINT LAWRENCE SEAWAY MOD- 
ERNIZATION. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) GREAT LAKES REGION.—The term ‘‘Great 
Lakes region” means the region comprised of 
the Great Lakes States. 

(2) GREAT LAKES STATES.—The term ‘‘Great 
Lakes States’? means each of the States of 
Illinois, Indiana, Michigan, Minnesota, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, New York, and Wisconsin. 

(3) SEAWAY.—The term “Seaway” means 
the Saint Lawrence Seaway. 

(b) STUDY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Comptroller General, 
in cooperation with appropriate Federal, 
State, and local authorities, shall conduct a 
study to— 

(A) assess the condition of the Seaway; and 

(B) evaluate options available in the 21st 
century for modernizing the Seaway as a 
globally significant transportation corridor. 

(2) SCOPE OF sTUDY.—In conducting the 
study under paragraph (1), the Comptroller 
General shall— 

(A) assess the condition of the Seaway and 
the capacity of the Seaway to drive com- 
merce and other economic activity in the 
Great Lakes region; 

(B) detail the importance of the Seaway to 
the functioning of the United States econ- 
omy, with an emphasis on the domestic man- 
ufacturing sector, including the domestic 
steel manufacturing industry; 

(C) evaluate options— 

(i) to modernize physical navigation infra- 
structure, facilities, and related assets not 
operated or maintained by the Secretary 
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along the corridor of the Seaway, including 
an assessment of alternative means for the 
Great Lakes region to finance large-scale 
initiatives; 

(ii) to increase exports of domestically pro- 
duced goods and study the trade balance and 
regional economic impact of the possible in- 
crease in imports of agricultural products, 
steel, aggregates, and other goods commonly 
transported through the Seaway; 

(iii) increase economic activity and devel- 
opment in the Great Lakes region by advanc- 
ing the multimodal transportation and eco- 
nomic network in the region; 

(iv) ensure the competitiveness of the Sea- 
way as a transportation corridor in an in- 
creasingly integrated global transportation 
network; and 

(v) attract tourists to the Great Lakes re- 
gion by improving attractions and removing 
barriers to tourism and travel throughout 
the Seaway; and 

(D) evaluate the existing and potential fi- 
nancing authorities of the Seaway as com- 
pared to other Federal agencies and instru- 
mentalities with development responsibil- 
ities. 

(3) DEADLINE.—The Comptroller General 
shall complete the study under paragraph (1) 
as soon as practicable and not later than 2 
years after the date of enactment of this 
Act. 

(4) COORDINATION.—The Comptroller Gen- 
eral shall conduct the study under paragraph 
(1) with input from representatives of the 
Saint Lawrence Seaway Development Cor- 
poration, the Economic Development Admin- 
istration, the Coast Guard, the Corps of En- 
gineers, the Department of Homeland Secu- 
rity, and State and local entities (including 
port authorities throughout the Seaway). 

(5) REPORT.—The Comptroller General 
shall submit to Congress a report on the re- 
sults of the study under paragraph (1) not 
later than the earlier of— 

(A) the date that is 180 days after the date 
on which the study is completed; or 

(B) the date that is 30 months after the 
date of enactment of this Act. 

SEC. 6009. YAZOO BASIN, MISSISSIPPI. 

The authority of the Secretary to carry 
out the project for flood damage reduction, 
bank stabilization, and sediment and erosion 
control known as the ‘‘Yazoo Basin, Mis- 
sissippi, Mississippi Delta Headwaters 
Project, MS’’, authorized by title I of Public 
Law 98-8 (97 Stat. 22), as amended, shall not 
be limited by language in reports accom- 
panying appropriations bills. 

TITLE VII—SAFE DRINKING WATER AND 

CLEAN WATER INFRASTRUCTURE 
SEC. 7001. DEFINITION OF ADMINISTRATOR. 

In this title, the term ‘‘Administrator’’ 
means the Administrator of the Environ- 
mental Protection Agency. 

SEC. 7002. SENSE OF THE SENATE ON APPRO- 
PRIATIONS LEVELS AND FINDINGS 
ON ECONOMIC IMPACTS. 

(a) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense 
of the Senate that Congress should provide 
robust funding for the State drinking water 
treatment revolving loan funds established 
under section 1452 of the Safe Drinking 
Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12) and the State 
water pollution control revolving funds es- 
tablished under title VI of the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act (83 U.S.C. 1381 et seq.). 

(b) FINDINGS.—Congress finds, based on an 
analysis sponsored by the Water Environ- 
ment Federation and the WateReuse Asso- 
ciation of the nationwide impact of State re- 
volving loan fund spending using the 
IMPLAN economic model developed by the 
Federal Government, that, in addition to the 
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public health and environmental benefits, 
the Federal investment in safe drinking 
water and clean water provides the following 
benefits: 

(1) Generation of significant Federal tax 
revenue, as evidenced by the following: 

(A) Every dollar of a Federal capitalization 
grant returns $0.21 to the general fund of the 
Treasury in the form of Federal taxes and, 
when additional spending from the State re- 
volving loan funds is considered to be the re- 
sult of leveraging the Federal investment, 
every dollar of a Federal capitalization grant 
returns $0.93 in Federal tax revenue. 

(B) A combined $34,700,000,000 in capitaliza- 
tion grants for the clean water and state 
drinking water state revolving loan funds de- 
scribed in subsection (a) over a period of 5 
years would generate $7,430,000,000 in Federal 
tax revenue and, when additional spending 
from the State revolving loan funds is con- 
sidered to be the result of leveraging the 
Federal investment, the Federal investment 
will result in $32,300,000,000 in Federal tax 
revenue during that 5-year period. 

(2) An increase in employment, as evi- 
denced by the following: 

(A) Every $1,000,000 in State revolving loan 
fund spending generates 1614 jobs. 

(B) $34,700,000,000 in Federal capitalization 
grants for State revolving loan funds over a 
period of 5 years would result in 506,000 jobs. 

(8) An increase in economic output: 

(A) Every $1,000,000 in State revolving loan 
fund spending results in $2,950,000 in output 
for the economy of the United States. 

(B) $34,700,000,000 in Federal capitalization 
grants for State revolving loan funds over a 
period of 5 years will generate $102,700,000,000 
in total economic output. 

Subtitle A—Drinking Water 
SEC. 7101. PRECONSTRUCTION WORK. 

Section 1452(a)(2) of the Safe Drinking 
Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12(a)(2)) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) by designating the first, second, third, 
fourth, and fifth sentences as subparagraphs 
(A), (B), (D), (Œ), and (F), respectively; 

(2) in subparagraph (B) (as designated by 
paragraph (1)) by striking ‘‘(not’’ and insert- 
ing ‘“‘(including expenditures for planning, 
design, and associated preconstruction ac- 
tivities, including activities relating to the 
siting of the facility, but not”; and 

(3) by inserting after subparagraph (B) (as 
designated by paragraph (1)) the following: 

“(C) SALE OF BONDS.—Funds may also be 
used by a public water system as a source of 
revenue (restricted solely to interest earn- 
ings of the applicable State loan fund) or se- 
curity for payment of the principal and in- 
terest on revenue or general obligation bonds 
issued by the State to provide matching 
funds under subsection (e), if the proceeds of 
the sale of the bonds will be deposited in the 
State loan fund.’’. 

SEC. 7102. PRIORITY SYSTEM REQUIREMENTS. 

Section 1452(b)(8) of the Safe Drinking 
Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12(b)(3)) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) by redesignating subparagraph (B) as 
subparagraph (D); 

(2) by striking subparagraph (A) and in- 
serting the following: 

“(A) DEFINITION OF RESTRUCTURING.—In 
this paragraph, the term ‘restructuring’ 
means changes in operations (including own- 
ership, cooperative partnerships, asset man- 
agement, consolidation, and alternative 
water supply). 

‘“(B) PRIORITY SYSTEM.—An intended use 
plan shall provide, to the maximum extent 
practicable, that priority for the use of funds 
be given to projects that— 
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“(i) address the most serious risk to 
human health; 

“(ii) are necessary to ensure compliance 
with this title (including requirements for 
filtration); 

“(iii) assist systems most in need on a per- 
household basis according to State afford- 
ability criteria; and 

“(iv) improve the sustainability of sys- 
tems. 

‘(C) WEIGHT GIVEN TO APPLICATIONS.—After 
determining project priorities under sub- 
paragraph (B), an intended use plan shall 
provide that the State shall give greater 
weight to an application for assistance by a 
community water system if the application 
includes such information as the State deter- 
mines to be necessary and contains— 

“(i) a description of utility management 
best practices undertaken by a treatment 
works applying for assistance, including— 

“(I) an inventory of assets, including any 
lead service lines, and a description of the 
condition of the assets; 

‘(II) a schedule for replacement of assets; 

“(IIT) a financing plan that factors in all 
lifecycle costs indicating sources of revenue 
from ratepayers, grants, bonds, other loans, 
and other sources to meet the costs; and 

‘(IV) a review of options for restructuring 
the public water system; 

“(ii) demonstration of consistency with 
State, regional, and municipal watershed 
plans; 

“(iii) a water conservation plan consistent 
with guidelines developed for those plans by 
the Administrator under section 1455(a); and 

“(iv) approaches to improve the sustain- 
ability of the system, including— 

“(I) water efficiency or conservation, in- 
cluding the rehabilitation or replacement of 
existing leaking pipes; 

“(ID) use of reclaimed water; 

‘“(JIT) actions to increase energy efficiency; 
and 

(IV) implementation of plans to protect 
source water identified in a source water as- 
sessment under section 1458.’’; and 

(3) in subparagraph (D) (as redesignated by 
paragraph (1)), by striking ‘‘periodically”’ 
and inserting ‘‘at least biennially”. 

SEC. 7103. ADMINISTRATION OF STATE LOAN 
FUNDS. 

Section 1452(¢)(2) of the Safe Drinking 
Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12(¢)(2)) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘up to 
4 percent of the funds allotted to the State 
under this section” and inserting ‘‘, for each 
fiscal year, an amount that does not exceed 
the sum of the amount of any fees collected 
by the State for use in covering reasonable 
costs of administration of programs under 
this section, regardless of the source, and an 
amount equal to the greatest of $400,000, % 
percent of the current valuation of the fund, 
or 4 percent of all grant awards to the fund 
under this section for the fiscal year,’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘1419,’’ and all that follows 
through ‘‘1993.” and inserting ‘‘1419.’’. 


SEC. 7104. OTHER AUTHORIZED ACTIVITIES. 


Section 1452(k) of the Safe Drinking Water 
Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12(k)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)(D), by inserting before 
the period at the end the following: ‘‘and the 
implementation of plans to protect source 
water identified in a source water assess- 
ment under section 1453”; and 

(2) in paragraph (2)(E), by inserting after 
“wellhead protection programs’’ the fol- 
lowing: ‘‘and implement plans to protect 
source water identified in a source water as- 
sessment under section 1453”. 
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SEC. 7105. NEGOTIATION OF CONTRACTS. 

Section 1452 of the Safe Drinking Water 
Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12) is amended by adding 
at the end the following: 

‘*(s) NEGOTIATION OF CONTRACTS.—For com- 
munities with populations of more than 
10,000 individuals, a contract to be carried 
out using funds directly made available by a 
capitalization grant under this section for 
program management, construction manage- 
ment, feasibility studies, preliminary engi- 
neering, design, engineering, surveying, 
mapping, or architectural or related services 
shall be negotiated in the same manner as— 

“(1) a contract for architectural and engi- 
neering services is negotiated under chapter 
11 of title 40, United States Code; or 

“(2) an equivalent State qualifications- 
based requirement (as determined by the 
Governor of the State).’’. 

SEC. 7106. ASSISTANCE FOR SMALL AND DIS- 
ADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Part E of the Safe Drink- 
ing Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j et seq.) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 
“SEC. 1459A. ASSISTANCE FOR SMALL AND DIS- 

ADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES. 

‘(a) DEFINITION OF UNDERSERVED COMMU- 
NITY.—In this section: 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘underserved 
community’ means a local political subdivi- 
sion that, as determined by the Adminis- 
trator, has an inadequate drinking water or 
wastewater system. 

“(2) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘underserved 
community’ includes a local political sub- 
division that either, as determined by the 
Administrator— 

“(A) does not have household drinking 
water or wastewater services; or 

“(B) has a drinking water system that fails 
to meet health-based standards under this 
Act, including— 

“(i) a maximum contaminant level for a 
primary drinking water contaminant; 

“(ii) a treatment technique violation; and 

“(iii) an action level exceedance. 

‘(b) ESTABLISHMENT.— 

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 
establish a program under which grants are 
provided to eligible entities for use in car- 
rying out projects and activities the primary 
purposes of which are to assist public water 
systems in meeting the requirements of this 
Act. 

‘“(2) INCLUSIONS.—Projects and activities 
under paragraph (1) include— 

“(A) infrastructure investments necessary 
to comply with the requirements of this Act, 

‘“(B) assistance that directly and primarily 
benefits the disadvantaged community on a 
per-household basis, and 

‘“(C) programs to provide household water 
quality testing, including testing for unregu- 
lated contaminants. 

‘(c) ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—An entity eligible 
to receive a grant under this section— 

(1) is— 

‘(A) a public water system as defined in 
section 1401; 

“(B) a system that is located in an area 
governed by an Indian Tribe (as defined in 
section 1401); or 

“(C) a State, on behalf of an underserved 
community; and 

“(2) serves a community that, under af- 
fordability criteria established by the State 
under section 1452(d)(3), is determined by the 
State— 

“(A) to be a disadvantaged community; 

“(B) to be a community that may become 
a disadvantaged community as a result of 
carrying out an eligible activity; or 

“(C) to serve a community with a popu- 
lation of less than 10,000 individuals that the 
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Administrator determines does not have the 
capacity to incur debt sufficient to finance 
the project under subsection (b). 

““(d) PRIORITY.—In prioritizing projects for 
implementation under this section, the Ad- 
ministrator shall give priority to systems 
that serve underserved communities. 

‘“(e) LOCAL PARTICIPATION.—In prioritizing 
projects for implementation under this sec- 
tion, the Administrator shall consult with, 
and consider the priorities of, affected 
States, Indian Tribes, and local govern- 
ments. 

“(f) TECHNICAL, MANAGERIAL, AND FINAN- 
CIAL CAPABILITY.—The Administrator may 
provide assistance to increase the technical, 
managerial, and financial capability of an el- 
igible entity receiving a grant under this 
section if the Administrator determines that 
the eligible entity lacks appropriate tech- 
nical, managerial, and financial capability. 

‘“(g) COST SHARING.—Before carrying out 
any project under this section, the Adminis- 
trator shall enter into a binding agreement 
with 1 or more non-Federal interests that 
shall require the non-Federal interests— 

“(1) to pay not less than 45 percent of the 
total costs of the project, which may include 
services, materials, supplies, or other in- 
kind contributions; 

“*(2) to provide any land, easements, rights- 
of-way, and relocations necessary to carry 
out the project; and 

(3) to pay 100 percent of any operation, 
maintenance, repair, replacement, and reha- 
bilitation costs associated with the project. 

“(h) WAIVER.—The Administrator may 
waive the requirement to pay the non-Fed- 
eral share of the cost of carrying out an eli- 
gible activity using funds from a grant pro- 
vided under this section if the Administrator 
determines that an eligible entity is unable 
to pay, or would experience significant fi- 
nancial hardship if required to pay, the non- 
Federal share. 

‘“(i) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section— 

“*(1) $230,000,000 for fiscal year 2017; and 

**(2) $300,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2018 
through 2021.’’. 

(b) FUNDING.—Out of any funds in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall transfer to 
the Administrator to provide grants to eligi- 
ble entities under section 1459A of the Safe 
Drinking Water Act (as added by subsection 
(a)), $20,000,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended. 

SEC. 7107. REDUCING LEAD IN DRINKING WATER. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Part E of the Safe Drink- 
ing Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j et seq.) (as 
amended by section 7106) is amended by add- 
ing at the end the following: 

“SEC. 1459B. REDUCING LEAD IN DRINKING 
WATER. 

“(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) ELIGIBLE ENTITY.—The term ‘eligible 
entity’ means— 

“(A) a community water system; 

‘“(B) a system located in an area governed 
by an Indian Tribe; 

“(C) a nontransient noncommunity water 
system; 

“(D) a qualified nonprofit organization, as 
determined by the Administrator; and 

‘“(E) a municipality or State, interstate, or 
intermunicipal agency. 

‘(2) LEAD REDUCTION PROJECT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘lead reduc- 
tion project’ means a project or activity the 
primary purpose of which is to reduce the 
level of lead in water for human consump- 
tion by— 
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“(i) replacement of publicly owned lead 
service lines; 

“(ii) testing, planning, or other relevant 
activities, as determined by the Adminis- 
trator, to identify and address conditions 
(including corrosion control) that contribute 
to increased lead levels in water for human 
consumption; 

“(iii) assistance to low-income home- 
owners to replace privately owned service 
lines, pipes, fittings, or fixtures that contain 
lead; and 

“(iv) education of consumers regarding 
measures to reduce exposure to lead from 
drinking water or other sources. 

“(B) LIMITATION.—The term ‘lead reduction 
project’ does not include a partial lead serv- 
ice line replacement if, at the conclusion of 
the service line replacement, drinking water 
is delivered to a household through a pub- 
licly or privately owned portion of a lead 
service line. 

“(3) LOW-INCOME.—The term ‘low-income’, 
with respect to an individual provided assist- 
ance under this section, has such meaning as 
may be given the term by the head of the 
municipality or State, interstate, or inter- 
municipal agency with jurisdiction over the 
area to which assistance is provided. 

“(4) MUNICIPALITY.—The term ‘munici- 
pality’ means— 

“(A) a city, town, borough, county, parish, 
district, association, or other public entity 
established by, or pursuant to, applicable 
State law; and 

“(B) an Indian tribe (as defined in section 
4 of the Indian Self-Determination and Edu- 
cation Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 5304)). 


‘(b) GRANT PROGRAM.— 

“(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Administrator 
shall establish a grant program to provide 
assistance to eligible entities for lead reduc- 
tion projects in the United States. 

‘“(2) PRECONDITION.—As a condition of re- 
ceipt of assistance under this section, before 
receiving the assistance the eligible entity 
shall take steps to identify— 

“(A) the source of lead in water for human 
consumption; and 

‘“(B) the means by which the proposed lead 
reduction project would reduce lead levels in 
the applicable water system. 

‘(3) PRIORITY APPLICATION.—In providing 
grants under this subsection, the Adminis- 
trator shall give priority to an eligible enti- 
ty that— 

“(A) the Administrator determines, based 
on affordability criteria established by the 
State under section 1452(d)(8), to be a dis- 
advantaged community; and 

“(B) proposes to— 

“(i) carry out a lead reduction project at a 
public water system or nontransient non- 
community water system that has exceeded 
the lead action level established by the Ad- 
ministrator at any time during the 3-year 
period preceding the date of submission of 
the application of the eligible entity; 

“(ii) address lead levels in water for human 
consumption at a school, daycare, or other 
facility that primarily serves children or 
other vulnerable human subpopulation; or 

“(iii) address such priority criteria as the 
Administrator may establish, consistent 
with the goal of reducing lead levels of con- 
cern. 

“*(4) COST SHARING.— 

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(B), the non-Federal share of the total cost 
of a project funded by a grant under this sub- 
section shall be not less than 20 percent. 

“(B) WAIVER.—The Administrator may re- 
duce or eliminate the non-Federal share 
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under subparagraph (A) for reasons of afford- 
ability, as the Administrator determines to 
be appropriate. 

‘*(5) LOW-INCOME ASSISTANCE.— 

‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(B), an eligible entity may use a grant pro- 
vided under this subsection to provide assist- 
ance to low-income homeowners to carry out 
lead reduction projects. 

“(B) LIMITATION.—The amount of a grant 
provided to a low-income homeowner under 
this paragraph shall not exceed the cost of 
replacement of the privately owned portion 
of the service line. 

‘‘(6) SPECIAL CONSIDERATION FOR LEAD SERV- 
ICE LINE REPLACEMENT.—In carrying out lead 
service line replacement using a grant under 
this subsection, an eligible entity shall— 

‘(A) notify customers of the replacement 
of any publicly owned portion of the lead 
service line; 

“(B) in the case of a homeowner who is not 
low-income, offer to replace the privately 
owned portion of the lead service line at the 
cost of replacement; 

“(C) in the case of a low-income home- 
owner, offer to replace the privately owned 
portion of the lead service line and any 
pipes, fitting, and fixtures that contain lead 
at a cost that is equal to the difference be- 
tween— 

“(i) the cost of replacement; and 

“(ii) the amount of low-income assistance 
available to the homeowner under paragraph 
(5); 

‘(D) notify each customer that a planned 
replacement of any publicly owned portion 
of a lead service line that is funded by a 
grant made under this subsection will not be 
carried out unless the customer agrees to the 
simultaneous replacement of the privately 
owned portion of the lead service line; and 

“(E) demonstrate that the eligible entity 
has considered options for reducing lead in 
drinking water, including an evaluation of 
options for corrosion control. 

‘(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $60,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2017 through 2021.’’. 

(b) FUNDING.—Out of any funds in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall transfer to 
the Administrator to provide grants to eligi- 
ble entities under this section under section 
1459B of the Safe Drinking Water Act (as 
added by subsection (a)), $20,000,000, to re- 
main available until expended. 

SEC. 7108. REGIONAL LIAISONS FOR MINORITY, 
TRIBAL, AND LOW-INCOME COMMU- 
NITIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 
appoint not fewer than 1 employee in each 
regional office of the Environmental Protec- 
tion Agency to serve as a liaison to minor- 
ity, tribal, and low-income communities in 
the relevant region. 

(b) PUBLIC IDENTIFICATION.—The Adminis- 
trator shall identify each regional liaison se- 
lected under subsection (a) on the website 
of— 

(1) the relevant regional office of the Envi- 
ronmental Protection Agency; and 

(2) the Office of Environmental Justice of 
the Environmental Protection Agency. 

SEC. 7109. NOTICE TO PERSONS SERVED. 

(a) EXCEEDANCE OF LEAD ACTION LEVEL.— 
Section 1414(c) of the Safe Drinking Water 
Act (42 U.S.C. 300g-3(c)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by adding at the end 
the following: 

“(D) Notice of any exceedance of a lead ac- 
tion level or any other prescribed level of 
lead in a regulation issued under section 
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1412, including the concentrations of lead 
found in a monitoring activity.’’; 

(2) in paragraph (2)— 

(A) in subparagraph (C)— 

(i) in clause (iii)— 

(D) by striking ‘‘Administrator or” and in- 
serting ‘‘Administrator, the Director of the 
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, 
and, if applicable,’’; and 

(II) by inserting ‘‘and the appropriate 
State and county health agencies’’ after 
“1413”; 

(B) by redesignating subparagraphs (D) and 
(E) as subparagraphs (E) and (F), respec- 
tively; and 

(C) by inserting after subparagraph (C) the 
following: 

“(D) EXCEEDANCE OF LEAD ACTION LEVEL.— 
Regulations issued under subparagraph (A) 
shall specify notification procedures for an 
exceedance of a lead action level or any 
other prescribed level of lead in a regulation 
issued under section 1412.”’; 

(3) by redesignating paragraphs (3) and (4) 
as paragraphs (4) and (5), respectively; 

(4) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘(3) NOTIFICATION OF THE PUBLIC RELATING 
TO LEAD.— 

“(A) EXCEEDANCE OF LEAD ACTION LEVEL.— 
Not later than 15 days after the date of an 
exceedance of a lead action level or any 
other prescribed level of lead in a regulation 
issued under section 1412, the Administrator 
shall notify the public of the concentrations 
of lead found in the monitoring activity con- 
ducted by the public water system if the pub- 
lic water system or the State does not notify 
the public of the concentrations of lead 
found in a monitoring activity. 

‘“(B) RESULTS OF LEAD MONITORING.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator may 
provide notice of any result of lead moni- 
toring conducted by a public water system 
to— 

“(I) any person that is served by the public 
water system; or 

“(II) the local or State health department 
of a locality or State in which the public 
water system is located. 

“(ii) FORM OF NOTICE.—The Administrator 
may provide the notice described in clause 
G) by— 

““(I) press release; or 

“(IT) other form of communication, includ- 
ing local media. 

“(C) PRIVACY.—Notice to the public shall 
protect the privacy of individual customer 
information.’’; and 

(5) by adding at the end the following: 

“(6) STRATEGIC PLAN.—Not later than 120 
days after the date of enactment of this 
paragraph, the Administrator, in collabora- 
tion with States and owners and operators of 
public water systems, shall establish a stra- 
tegic plan for how the Administrator, a 
State with primary enforcement responsi- 
bility, and the owners and operators of pub- 
lic water systems shall conduct targeted out- 
reach, education, technical assistance, and 
risk communication to populations affected 
by lead in a public water system.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section 
1414(c) of the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 
U.S.C. 300g-3(c)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)(C), by striking ‘‘para- 
graph (2E)? and inserting ‘‘paragraph 
(2)(F)”; 

(2) in paragraph (2)(B)(i)(UD, by striking 
“subparagraph (D)’’ and inserting ‘‘subpara- 
graph (B)’’; and 

(3) in paragraph (4)(B) (as redesignated by 
subsection (a)(8)), in the first sentence, by 
striking ‘‘(D)’’ and inserting “(B)”. 
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SEC. 7110. ELECTRONIC REPORTING OF DRINK- 
ING WATER DATA. 

Section 1414 of the Safe Drinking Water 
Act (42 U.S.C. 300g-3) is amended by adding 
at the end the following: 

‘*(j) ELECTRONIC REPORTING OF COMPLIANCE 
MONITORING DATA.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 
require electronic submission of available 
compliance monitoring data, if practicable— 

“(A) by public water systems (or a certified 
laboratory on behalf of a public water sys- 
tem)— 

“(i) to the Administrator; or 

“(ii) with respect to a public water system 
in a State that has primary enforcement re- 
sponsibility under section 1418, to that 
State; and 

‘(B) by each State that has primary en- 
forcement responsibility under section 1413 
to the Administrator, as a condition on the 
receipt of funds under this Act. 

“Cy CONSIDERATIONS.—In determining 
whether the requirement referred to in para- 
graph (1) is practicable, the Administrator 
shall consider— 

“(A) the ability of a public water system 
(or a certified laboratory on behalf of a pub- 
lic water system) or a State to meet the re- 
quirements of sections 3.1 through 3.2000 of 
title 40, Code of Federal Regulations (or suc- 
cessor regulations); 

‘“(B) information system compatibility; 

‘“(C) the size of the public water system; 
and 

“(D) the size of the community served by 
the public water system.’’. 

SEC. 7111. LEAD TESTING IN SCHOOL AND CHILD 
CARE DRINKING WATER. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1464 of the Safe 
Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-24) is 
amended by striking subsection (d) and in- 
serting the following: 

“(d) VOLUNTARY SCHOOL AND CHILD CARE 
LEAD TESTING GRANT PROGRAM.— 

“(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 

‘(A) CHILD CARE PROGRAM.—The term 
‘child care program’ has the meaning given 
the term ‘early childhood education pro- 
gram’ in section 103 of the Higher Education 
Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1003). 

‘(B) LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCY.—The 
term ‘local educational agency’ means— 

“(i) a local educational agency (as defined 
in section 8101 of the Elementary and Sec- 
ondary Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
7801)); 

“(ii) a tribal education agency (as defined 
in section 3 of the National Environmental 
Education Act (20 U.S.C. 5502)); and 

“(iii) an operator of a child care program 
facility licensed under State law. 

‘(2) ESTABLISHMENT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 2016, the Admin- 
istrator shall establish a voluntary school 
and child care lead testing grant program to 
make grants available to States to assist 
local educational agencies in voluntary test- 
ing for lead contamination in drinking water 
at schools and child care programs under the 
jurisdiction of the local educational agen- 
cies. 

‘“(B) GRANTS TO LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGEN- 
clIeEs.—The Administrator may make grants 
directly available to local educational agen- 
cies for the voluntary testing described in 
subparagraph (A) in— 

“(i) any State that does not participate in 
the voluntary school and child care lead 
testing grant program established under that 
subparagraph; and 

“(ii) any direct implementation area. 
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‘(3) APPLICATION.—To be eligible to receive 
a grant under this subsection, a State or 
local educational agency shall submit to the 
Administrator an application at such time, 
in such manner, and containing such infor- 
mation as the Administrator may require. 

‘(4) LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS.—Not 
more than 4 percent of grant funds accepted 
under this subsection shall be used to pay 
the administrative costs of carrying out this 
subsection. 

‘(5) GUIDANCE; PUBLIC AVAILABILITY.—AS a 
condition of receiving a grant under this sub- 
section, the State or local educational agen- 
cy shall ensure that each local educational 
agency to which grant funds are distributed 
shall— 

“(A) expend grant funds in accordance 
with— 

“(i) the guidance of the Environmental 
Protection Agency entitled ‘3Ts for Reducing 
Lead in Drinking Water in Schools: Revised 
Technical Guidance’ and dated October 2006 
(or any successor guidance); or 

“(ii) applicable State regulations or guid- 
ance regarding reducing lead in drinking 
water in schools and child care programs 
that is not less stringent than the guidance 
referred to in clause (i); and 

“(B)Xi) make available in the administra- 
tive offices, and to the maximum extent 
practicable, on the Internet website, of the 
local educational agency for inspection by 
the public (including teachers, other school 
personnel, and parents) a copy of the results 
of any voluntary testing for lead contamina- 
tion in school and child care program drink- 
ing water that is carried out with grant 
funds under this subsection; and 

“(ii) notify parent, teacher, and employee 
organizations of the availability of the re- 
sults described in clause (i). 

““(6) MAINTENANCE OF EFFORT.—If resources 
are available to a State or local educational 
agency from any other Federal agency, a 
State, or a private foundation for testing for 
lead contamination in drinking water, the 
State or local educational agency shall dem- 
onstrate that the funds provided under this 
subsection will not displace those resources. 

‘(7) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this subsection $20,000,000 for each 
of fiscal years 2017 through 2021.’’. 

(b) REPEAL.—Section 1465 of the Safe 
Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-25) is re- 
pealed. 

SEC. 7112. WATERSENSE PROGRAM. 

The Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 
300j et seq.) is amended by adding after Part 
F the following: 

“PART G—ADDITIONAL PROVISIONS 
“SEC. 1471. WATERSENSE PROGRAM. 

‘“(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF WATERSENSE PRO- 
GRAM.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—There is established 
within the Agency a voluntary WaterSense 
program to identify and promote water-effi- 
cient products, buildings, landscapes, facili- 
ties, processes, and services that, through 
voluntary labeling of, or other forms of com- 
munications regarding, products, buildings, 
landscapes, facilities, processes, and services 
while meeting strict performance criteria, 
sensibly— 

“(A) reduce water use; 

‘“(B) reduce the strain on public and com- 
munity water systems and wastewater and 
stormwater infrastructure; 

‘“(C) conserve energy used to pump, heat, 
transport, and treat water; and 

‘(D) preserve water resources for future 
generations. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


**(2) INCLUSIONS.—The Administrator shall, 
consistent with this section, identify water- 
efficient products, buildings, landscapes, fa- 
cilities, processes, and services, including 
categories such as— 

“(A) irrigation technologies and services; 

““(B) point-of-use water treatment devices; 

“(C) plumbing products; 

‘“(D) reuse and recycling technologies; 

“(E) landscaping and gardening products, 
including moisture control or water enhanc- 
ing technologies; 

“(F) xeriscaping and other landscape con- 
versions that reduce water use; 

““(G) whole house humidifiers; and 

“(H) water-efficient buildings or facilities. 

“(b) DUTIES.—The Administrator, coordi- 
nating as appropriate with the Secretary of 
Energy, shall— 

“(1) establish— 

“(A) a WaterSense label to be used for 
items meeting the certification criteria es- 
tablished in accordance with this section; 
and 

“(B) the procedure, including the methods 
and means, and criteria by which an item 
may be certified to display the WaterSense 
label; 

“(2) enhance public awareness regarding 
the WaterSense label through outreach, edu- 
cation, and other means; 

“(3) preserve the 
WaterSense label by— 

“(A) establishing and maintaining feasible 
performance criteria so that products, build- 
ings, landscapes, facilities, processes, and 
services labeled with the WaterSense label 
perform as well or better than less water-ef- 
ficient counterparts; 

“(B) overseeing WaterSense certifications 
made by third parties; 

“(C) as determined appropriate by the Ad- 
ministrator, using testing protocols, from 
the appropriate, applicable, and relevant 
consensus standards, for the purpose of de- 
termining standards compliance; and 

“(D) auditing the use of the WaterSense 
label in the marketplace and preventing 
cases of misuse; and 

“(4) not more than 6 years after adoption 
or major revision of any WaterSense speci- 
fication, review and, if appropriate, revise 
the specification to achieve additional water 
savings; 

“(5) in revising a WaterSense specifica- 
tion— 

“(A) provide reasonable notice to inter- 
ested parties and the public of any changes, 
including effective dates, and an explanation 
of the changes; 

““(B) solicit comments from interested par- 
ties and the public prior to any changes; 

“(C) as appropriate, respond to comments 
submitted by interested parties and the pub- 
lic; and 

“(D) provide an appropriate transition 
time prior to the applicable effective date of 
any changes, taking into account the timing 
necessary for the manufacture, marketing, 
training, and distribution of the specific 
water-efficient product, building, landscape, 
process, or service category being addressed; 
and 

“(6) not later than December 31, 2018, con- 
sider for review and revision any WaterSense 
specification adopted before January 1, 2012. 

“(c) TRANSPARENCY.—The Administrator 
shall, to the maximum extent practicable 
and not less than annually, regularly esti- 
mate and make available to the public the 
production and relative market shares and 
savings of water, energy, and capital costs of 
water, wastewater, and stormwater attrib- 
utable to the use of WaterSense-labeled 
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products, buildings, landscapes, 
processes, and services. 

‘(d) DISTINCTION OF AUTHORITIES.—In set- 
ting or maintaining specifications for En- 
ergy Star pursuant to section 324A of the En- 
ergy Policy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 
6294a), and WaterSense under this section, 
the Secretary of Energy and Administrator 
shall coordinate to prevent duplicative or 
conflicting requirements among the respec- 
tive programs. 

“(e) NO WARRANTY.—A WaterSense label 
shall not create an express or implied war- 
ranty.’’. 

SEC. 7113. WATER SUPPLY COST SAVINGS. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 

(1) the United States is facing a drinking 
water infrastructure funding crisis; 

(2) the Environmental Protection Agency 
projects a shortfall of approximately 
$384,000,000,000 in funding for drinking water 
infrastructure from 2015 to 2035 and this 
funding challenge is particularly acute in 
rural communities in the United States; 

(3) there are approximately 52,000 commu- 
nity water systems in the United States, of 
which nearly 42,000 are small community 
water systems; 

(4) the Drinking Water Needs Survey con- 
ducted by the Environmental Protection 
Agency in 2011 placed the shortfall in drink- 
ing water infrastructure funding for small 
communities, which consist of 3,300 or fewer 
persons, at $64,500,000,000; 

(5) small communities often cannot finance 
the construction and maintenance of drink- 
ing water systems because the cost per resi- 
dent for the investment would be prohibi- 
tively expensive; 

(6) drought conditions have placed signifi- 
cant strains on existing surface water sup- 
plies; 

(7) many communities across the United 
States are considering the use of ground- 
water and community well systems to pro- 
vide drinking water; and 

(8) approximately 42,000,000 people in the 
United States receive drinking water from 
individual wells and millions more rely on 
community well systems for drinking water. 

(b) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense 
of the Senate that providing rural commu- 
nities with the knowledge and resources nec- 
essary to fully use alternative drinking 
water systems, including wells and commu- 
nity well systems, can provide safe and af- 
fordable drinking water to millions of people 
in the United States. 

(c) DRINKING WATER TECHNOLOGY CLEAR- 
INGHOUSE.—The Administrator and the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture shall— 

(1) update existing programs of the Envi- 
ronmental Protection Agency and the De- 
partment of Agriculture designed to provide 
drinking water technical assistance to in- 
clude information on cost-effective, innova- 
tive, and alternative drinking water delivery 
systems, including systems that are sup- 
ported by wells; and 

(2) disseminate information on the cost ef- 
fectiveness of alternative drinking water de- 
livery systems, including wells and well sys- 
tems, to communities and not-for-profit or- 
ganizations seeking Federal funding for 
drinking water systems serving 500 or fewer 
persons. 

(d) WATER SYSTEM ASSESSMENT.—Notwith- 
standing any other provision of law, in any 
application for a grant or loan from the Fed- 
eral Government or a State that is using 
Federal assistance for a drinking water sys- 
tem serving 500 or fewer persons, a unit of 
local government or not-for-profit organiza- 
tion shall self-certify that the unit of local 
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government or organization has considered, 
as an alternative drinking water supply, 
drinking water delivery systems sourced by 
publicly owned— 

(1) individual wells; 

(2) shared wells; and 

(3) community wells. 

(e) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 3 
years after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Administrator and the Secretary of 
Agriculture shall submit to Congress a re- 
port that describes— 

(1) the use of innovative and alternative 
drinking water systems described in this sec- 
tion; 

(2) the range of cost savings for commu- 
nities using innovative and alternative 
drinking water systems described in this sec- 
tion; and 

(3) the use of drinking water technical as- 
sistance programs operated by the Adminis- 
trator and the Secretary of Agriculture. 

SEC. 7114. SMALL SYSTEM TECHNICAL ASSIST- 
ANCE. 

Section 1452(q) of the Safe Drinking Water 
Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12(q)) is amended by strik- 
ing ‘‘appropriated’’ and all that follows 
through ‘2003’? and inserting ‘‘made avail- 
able for each of fiscal years 2016 through 
2021”. 

SEC. 7115. DEFINITION OF INDIAN TRIBE. 

Section 1401(14) of the Safe Drinking Water 
Act (42 U.S.C. 300(£)(14)) is amended by strik- 
ing ‘“‘section 1452” and inserting ‘‘sections 
1452, 1459A, and 1459B”. 

SEC. 7116. TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE FOR TRIBAL 
WATER SYSTEMS. 

(a) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—Section 
1442(e)(7) of the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 
U.S.C. 300j-1(e)(7)) is amended by striking 
“Tribes” and inserting ‘‘tribes, including 
grants to provide training and operator cer- 
tification services under section 1452(i)(5)’’. 

(b) INDIAN TRIBES.—Section 1452(i) of the 
Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j—12(i)) 
is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), in the first sentence, 
by striking “Tribes and Alaska Native vil- 
lages” and inserting ‘‘tribes, Alaska Native 
villages, and, for the purpose of carrying out 
paragraph (5), intertribal consortia or tribal 
organizations”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(5) TRAINING AND OPERATOR CERTIFI- 
CATION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator may 
use funds made available under this sub- 
section and section 1442(e)(7) to make grants 
to intertribal consortia or tribal organiza- 
tions for the purpose of providing operations 
and maintenance training and operator cer- 
tification services to Indian tribes. 

‘“(B) ELIGIBLE TRIBAL ORGANIZATIONS.—An 
intertribal consortium or tribal organization 
eligible for a grant under subparagraph (A) is 
an intertribal consortium or tribal organiza- 
tion that— 

“(i) is the most qualified to provide train- 
ing and technical assistance to Indian tribes; 
and 

“(ii) Indian tribes determine to be the 
most beneficial and effective.’’. 

SEC. 7117. REQUIREMENT FOR THE USE OF 
AMERICAN MATERIALS. 

Section 1452(a) of the Safe Drinking Water 
Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12(a)) is amended by add- 
ing at the end the following: 

“(4) REQUIREMENT FOR THE USE OF AMER- 
ICAN MATERIALS.— 

‘(A) DEFINITION OF IRON AND STEEL PROD- 
ucTs.—In this paragraph, the term ‘iron and 
steel products’ means the following products 
made, in part, of iron or steel: 

“(i) Lined or unlined pipe and fittings. 
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“(i) Manhole covers and other municipal 
castings. 

“(iii) Hydrants. 

“(iv) Tanks. 

“(v) Flanges. 

““(vi) Pipe clamps and restraints. 

“(vii) Valves. 

“(vili) Structural steel. 

‘“(ix) Reinforced precast concrete. 

“(x) Construction materials. 

““(B) REQUIREMENT.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (C), funds made available by a 
State loan fund authorized under this sec- 
tion may not be used for a project for the 
construction, alteration, maintenance, or re- 
pair of a public water system unless all the 
iron and steel products used in the project 
are produced in the United States. 

“(C) EXCEPTION.—Subparagraph (B) shall 
not apply in any case or category of cases in 
which the Administrator finds that— 

“() applying subparagraph (B) would be in- 
consistent with the public interest; 

“(i) iron and steel products are not pro- 
duced in the United States in sufficient and 
reasonably available quantities and of a sat- 
isfactory quality; or 

“(ii) inclusion of iron and steel products 
produced in the United States will increase 
the cost of the overall product by more than 
25 percent. 

‘“(D) PUBLIC NOTICE; WRITTEN JUSTIFICA- 
TION.— 

“(i) PUBLIC NOTICE.—If the Administrator 
receives a request for a waiver under this 
paragraph, the Administrator shall— 

“(I) make available to the public on an in- 
formal basis, including on the public website 
of the Administrator— 

“(aa) a copy of the request; and 

“(bb) any information available to the Ad- 
ministrator regarding the request; and 

“(II) provide notice of, and opportunity for 
informal public comment on, the request for 
a period of not less than 15 days before mak- 
ing a finding under subparagraph (C). 

‘“(ii) WRITTEN JUSTIFICATION.—If, after the 
period provided under clause (i), the Admin- 
istrator makes a finding under subparagraph 
(C), the Administrator shall publish in the 
Federal Register a written justification as to 
why subparagraph (B) is being waived. 

‘“(E) APPLICATION.—This paragraph shall be 
applied in a manner consistent with United 
States obligations under international 
agreements. 

“(F) MANAGEMENT AND OVERSIGHT.—The 
Administrator may use not more than 0.25 
percent of any funds made available to carry 
out this title for management and oversight 
of the requirements of this paragraph.’’. 

Subtitle B—Clean Water 
SEC. 7201. SEWER OVERFLOW CONTROL GRANTS. 

Section 221 of the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1301) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking the sub- 
section designation and heading and all that 
follows through ‘‘subject to subsection (g), 
the Administrator may” in paragraph (2) and 
inserting the following: 

“(a) AUTHORITY.—The 
may— 

“(1) make grants to States for the purpose 
of providing grants to a municipality or mu- 
nicipal entity for planning, designing, and 
constructing— 

“(A) treatment works to intercept, trans- 
port, control, or treat municipal combined 
sewer overflows and sanitary sewer over- 
flows; and 

““(B) measures to manage, reduce, treat, or 
recapture stormwater or subsurface drainage 
water; and 

“*(2) subject to subsection (g),”’; 
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(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking the semi- 
colon at the end and inserting ‘‘; or”; 

(B) by striking paragraphs (2) and (3); and 

(C) by redesignating paragraph (4) as para- 
graph (2); 

(8) by striking subsections (e) through (g) 
and inserting the following: 

‘“(e) ADMINISTRATIVE REQUIREMENTS.— 

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 
a project that receives grant assistance 
under subsection (a) shall be carried out sub- 
ject to the same requirements as a project 
that receives assistance from a State water 
pollution control revolving fund established 
pursuant to title VI. 

‘((2) DETERMINATION OF GOVERNOR.—The re- 
quirement described in paragraph (1) shall 
not apply to a project that receives grant as- 
sistance under subsection (a) to the extent 
that the Governor of the State in which the 
project is located determines that a require- 
ment described in title VI is inconsistent 
with the purposes of this section. 

‘(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section, to remain available 
until expended— 

**(1) $250,000,000 for fiscal year 2017; 

“*(2) $300,000,000 for fiscal year 2018; 

**(3) $350,000,000 for fiscal year 2019; 

“*(4) $400,000,000 for fiscal year 2020; and 

“*(5) $500,000,000 for fiscal year 2021. 

“(g) ALLOCATION OF FUNDS.— 

‘(1) FISCAL YEAR 2017 AND 2018.—For each of 
fiscal years 2017 and 2018, subject to sub- 
section (h), the Administrator shall use the 
amounts made available to carry out this 
section to provide grants to municipalities 
and municipal entities under subsection 
(a)(2)— 

“(A) in accordance with the priority cri- 
teria described in subsection (b); and 

‘(B) with additional priority given to pro- 
posed projects that involve the use of— 

“(i) nonstructural, low-impact develop- 


ment; 
“(ii) water conservation, efficiency, or 
reuse; or 


“(iii) other decentralized stormwater or 
wastewater approaches to minimize flows 
into the sewer systems. 

‘(2) FISCAL YEAR 2019 AND THEREAFTER.— 
For fiscal year 2019 and each fiscal year 
thereafter, subject to subsection (h), the Ad- 
ministrator shall use the amounts made 
available to carry out this section to provide 
grants to States under subsection (a)(1) in 
accordance with a formula that— 

“(A) shall be established by the Adminis- 
trator, after providing notice and an oppor- 
tunity for public comment; and 

‘“(B) allocates to each State a proportional 
share of the amounts based on the total 
needs of the State for municipal combined 
sewer overflow controls and sanitary sewer 
overflow controls, as identified in the most 
recent survey— 

“(i) conducted under section 210; and 

“(ii) included in a report required under 
section 516(b)(1)(B).’’; and 

(4) by striking subsection (i). 

SEC. 7202. SMALL AND MEDIUM TREATMENT 
WORKS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Title II of the Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act (83 U.S.C. 1281 
et seq.) is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

“SEC. 222. TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE FOR SMALL 
AND MEDIUM TREATMENT WORKS. 

“(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

‘(1) MEDIUM TREATMENT WORKS.—The term 
‘medium treatment works’ means a publicly 
owned treatment works serving not fewer 
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than 10,001 and not more than 100,000 individ- 
uals. 

‘((2) QUALIFIED NONPROFIT MEDIUM TREAT- 
MENT WORKS TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE PRO- 
VIDER.—The term ‘qualified nonprofit me- 
dium treatment works technical assistance 
provider’ means a qualified nonprofit tech- 
nical assistance provider of water and waste- 
water services to medium-sized communities 
that provides technical assistance (including 
circuit rider technical assistance programs, 
multi-State, regional assistance programs, 
and training and preliminary engineering 
evaluations) to owners and operators of me- 
dium treatment works, which may include 
State agencies. 

*(3) QUALIFIED NONPROFIT SMALL TREAT- 
MENT WORKS TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE PRO- 
VIDER.—The term ‘qualified nonprofit small 
treatment works technical assistance pro- 
vider’ means a nonprofit organization that, 
as determined by the Administrator— 

“(A) is the most qualified and experienced 
in providing training and technical assist- 
ance to small treatment works; and 

“(B) the small treatment works in the 
State finds to be the most beneficial and ef- 
fective. 

‘(4) SMALL TREATMENT WORKS.—The term 
‘small treatment works’ means a publicly 
owned treatment works serving not more 
than 10,000 individuals. 

“(b) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—The Adminis- 
trator may use amounts made available to 
carry out this section to provide grants or 
cooperative agreements to qualified non- 
profit small treatment works technical as- 
sistance providers and grants or cooperative 
agreements to qualified nonprofit medium 
treatment works technical assistance pro- 
viders to provide to owners and operators of 
small and medium treatment works onsite 
technical assistance, circuit-rider technical 
assistance programs, multi-State, regional 
technical assistance programs, and onsite 
and regional training, to assist the treat- 
ment works in achieving compliance with 
this Act or obtaining financing under this 
Act for eligible projects. 

‘(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section— 

“(1) for grants for small treatment works 
technical assistance, $15,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2017 through 2021; and 

“(2) for grants for medium treatment 
works technical assistance, $10,000,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2017 through 2021.’’. 

(b) WATER POLLUTION CONTROL REVOLVING 
LOAN FUNDS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 603 of the Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1383) 
is amended— 

(A) in subsection (d)— 

(i) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by inserting ‘‘and as provided in subsection 
(e)” after ‘State law”; 

(ii) by redesignating subsections (e) 
through (i) as subsections (f) through (j), re- 
spectively; and 

(iii) by inserting after subsection (d) the 
following: 

“(e) ADDITIONAL USE OF FUNDS.—A State 
may use an additional 2 percent of the funds 
annually allotted to the State under this 
section for qualified nonprofit small treat- 
ment works technical assistance providers 
and qualified nonprofit medium treatment 
works technical assistance providers (as 
those terms are defined in section 222) to 
provide technical assistance to small treat- 
ment works and medium treatment works 
(as those terms are defined in section 222) in 
the State.’’. 
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(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
221(d) of the Federal Water Pollution Control 
Act (33 U.S.C. 1801(d)) is amended by striking 
“section 603(h)’’ and inserting ‘‘section 
603(i)’’. 

SEC. 7203. INTEGRATED PLANS. 

(a) INTEGRATED PLANS.—Section 402 of the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act (33 
U.S.C. 1342) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

““(s) INTEGRATED PLAN PERMITS.— 

‘*(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 

‘“(A) GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE.—The term 
‘green infrastructure’ means the range of 
measures that use plant or soil systems, per- 
meable pavement or other permeable sur- 
faces or substrates, stormwater harvest and 
reuse, or landscaping to store, infiltrate, or 
evapotranspirate stormwater and reduce 
flows to sewer systems or to surface waters. 

“(B) INTEGRATED PLAN.—The term ‘inte- 
grated plan’ has the meaning given in Part 
III of the Integrated Municipal Stormwater 
and Wastewater Planning Approach Frame- 
work, issued by the Environmental Protec- 
tion Agency and dated June 5, 2012. 

“(C) MUNICIPAL DISCHARGE. 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘municipal dis- 
charge’ means a discharge from a treatment 
works (as defined in section 212) or a dis- 
charge from a municipal storm sewer under 
subsection(p). 

“(ii) INCLUSION.—The term ‘municipal dis- 
charge’ includes a discharge of wastewater or 
storm water collected from multiple munici- 
palities if the discharge is covered by the 
same permit issued under this section. 

‘‘(2) INTEGRATED PLAN.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator (or a 
State, in the case of a permit program ap- 
proved under subsection (b)) shall inform a 
municipal permittee or multiple municipal 
permittees of the opportunity to develop an 
integrated plan. 

‘“(B) SCOPE OF PERMIT INCORPORATING INTE- 
GRATED PLAN.—A permit issued under this 
subsection that incorporates an integrated 
plan may integrate all requirements under 
this Act addressed in the integrated plan, in- 
cluding requirements relating to— 

“(i)a combined sewer overflow; 

“Gi) a capacity, management, operation, 
and maintenance program for sanitary sewer 
collection systems; 

“Gii) a municipal stormwater discharge; 

“(iv) a municipal wastewater discharge; 
and 

“(v) a water quality-based effluent limita- 
tion to implement an applicable wasteload 
allocation in a total maximum daily load. 

‘(3) COMPLIANCE SCHEDULES.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—A permit for a munic- 
ipal discharge by a municipality that incor- 
porates an integrated plan may include a 
schedule of compliance, under which actions 
taken to meet any applicable water quality- 
based effluent limitation may be imple- 
mented over more than 1 permit term if the 
compliance schedules are authorized by 
State water quality standards. 

““(B) INCLUSION.—Actions subject to a com- 
pliance schedule under subparagraph (A) 
may include green infrastructure if imple- 
mented as part of a water quality-based ef- 
fluent limitation. 

“(C) REVIEW.—A schedule of compliance 
may be reviewed each time the permit is re- 
newed. 

‘(4) EXISTING AUTHORITIES RETAINED.— 

‘“(A) APPLICABLE STANDARDS.—Nothing in 
this subsection modifies any obligation to 
comply with applicable technology and 
water quality-based effluent limitations 
under this Act. 
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“(B) FLEXIBILITY.—Nothing in this sub- 
section reduces or eliminates any flexibility 
available under this Act, including the au- 
thority of— 

“(i) a State to revise a water quality 
standard after a use attainability analysis 
under section 131.10(g¢) of title 40, Code of 
Federal Regulations (as in effect on the date 
of enactment of this subsection), subject to 
the approval of the Administrator under sec- 
tion 303(c); and 

“(ii) the Administrator or a State to au- 
thorize a schedule of compliance that ex- 
tends beyond the date of expiration of a per- 
mit term if the schedule of compliance meets 
the requirements of section 122.47 of title 40, 
Code of Federal Regulations (as in effect on 
the date of enactment of this subsection). 

‘**(5) CLARIFICATION OF STATE AUTHORITY.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Nothing in section 
301(b)(1)(C) precludes a State from author- 
izing in the water quality standards of the 
State the issuance of a schedule of compli- 
ance to meet water quality-based effluent 
limitations in permits that incorporate pro- 
visions of an integrated plan. 

“(B) TRANSITION RULE.—In any case in 
which a discharge is subject to a judicial 
order or consent decree as of the date of en- 
actment of the Water Resources Develop- 
ment Act of 2016 resolving an enforcement 
action under this Act, any schedule of com- 
pliance issued pursuant to an authorization 
in a State water quality standard shall not 
revise or otherwise affect a schedule of com- 
pliance in that order or decree unless the 
order or decree is modified by agreement of 
the parties and the court.’’. 

(b) MUNICIPAL OMBUDSMAN.— 

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
within the Office of the Administrator an Of- 
fice of the Municipal Ombudsman. 

(2) GENERAL DUTIES.—The duties of the mu- 
nicipal ombudsman shall include the provi- 
sion of— 

(A) technical assistance to municipalities 
seeking to comply with the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.) 
and the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 
300f et seq.); and 

(B) information to the Administrator to 
help the Administrator ensure that agency 
policies are implemented by all offices of the 
Environmental Protection Agency, including 
regional offices. 

(3) ACTIONS REQUIRED.—The municipal om- 
budsman shall work with appropriate offices 
at the headquarters and regional offices of 
the Environmental Protection Agency to en- 
sure that the municipality seeking assist- 
ance is provided information— 

(A) about available Federal financial as- 
sistance for which the municipality is eligi- 
ble; 

(B) about flexibility available under the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act (83 
U.S.C. 1251 et seq.) and, if applicable, the 
Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300f et 
seq.); and 

(C) regarding the opportunity to develop 
an integrated plan, as defined in section 
402(s)(1)(B) of the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act (as added by subsection (a)). 

(4) PRIORITY.—In carrying out paragraph 
(3), the municipal ombudsman shall give pri- 
ority to any municipality that demonstrates 
affordability concerns relating to compli- 
ance with the Federal Water Pollution Con- 
trol Act (83 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.) or the Safe 
Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300f et seq.). 

(5) INFORMATION SHARING.—The municipal 
ombudsman shall publish on the website of 
the Environmental Protection Agency— 

(A) general information relating to— 
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(i) the technical assistance referred to in 
paragraph (2)(A); 

(ii) the financial assistance referred to in 
paragraph (3)(A); 

(iii) the flexibility referred to in paragraph 
3(B); and 

(iv) any resources related to integrated 
plans developed by the Administrator; and 

(B) a copy of each permit, order, or judicial 
consent decree that implements or incor- 
porates an integrated plan. 

(c) MUNICIPAL ENFORCEMENT.—Section 309 
of the Federal Water Pollution Control Act 
(33 U.S.C. 1319) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘(h) IMPLEMENTATION OF INTEGRATED 
PLANS THROUGH ENFORCEMENT TOOLS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—In conjunction with an 
enforcement action under subsection (a) or 
(b) relating to municipal discharges, the Ad- 
ministrator shall inform a municipality of 
the opportunity to develop an integrated 
plan, as defined in section 402(s). 

“(2Y MODIFICATION.—Any municipality 
under an administrative order under sub- 
section (a) or settlement agreement (includ- 
ing a judicial consent decree) under sub- 
section (b) that has developed an integrated 
plan consistent with section 402(s) may re- 
quest a modification of the administrative 
order or settlement agreement based on that 
integrated plan.’’. 

(d) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 2 
years after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Administrator shall submit to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works of the Senate and the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives and make publicly 
available a report on each integrated plan 
developed and implemented through a per- 
mit, order, or judicial consent decree since 
the date of publication of the ‘Integrated 
Municipal Stormwater and Wastewater Plan- 
ning Approach Framework” issued by the 
Environmental Protection Agency and dated 
June 5, 2012, including a description of the 
control measures, levels of control, esti- 
mated costs, and compliance schedules for 
the requirements implemented through an 
integrated plan. 


SEC. 7204. GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE PRO- 
MOTION. 
Title V of the Federal Water Pollution 


Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1361 et seq.) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) by redesignating section 519 (33 U.S.C. 
1251 note) as section 520; and 

(2) by inserting after section 518 (33 U.S.C. 
1877) the following: 

“SEC. 519. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGEN- 
CY GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE PRO- 
MOTION. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 
ensure that the Office of Water, the Office of 
Enforcement and Compliance Assurance, the 
Office of Research and Development, and the 
Office of Policy of the Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency promote the use of green in- 
frastructure in and coordinate the integra- 
tion of green infrastructure into, permitting 
programs, planning efforts, research, tech- 
nical assistance, and funding guidance. 

“(b) DuTIES.—The Administrator shall en- 
sure that the Office of Water— 

“(1) promotes the use of green infrastruc- 
ture in the programs of the Environmental 
Protection Agency; and 

““(2) coordinates efforts to increase the use 
of green infrastructure with— 

“(A) other Federal departments and agen- 
cies; 

“(B) State, tribal, and local governments; 
and 
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““(C) the private sector. 

‘“(c) REGIONAL GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE 
PROMOTION.—The Administrator shall direct 
each regional office of the Environmental 
Protection Agency, as appropriate based on 
local factors, and consistent with the re- 
quirements of this Act, to promote and inte- 
grate the use of green infrastructure within 
the region that includes— 

“(1) outreach and training regarding green 
infrastructure implementation for State, 
tribal, and local governments, tribal commu- 
nities, and the private sector; and 

‘“(2) the incorporation of green infrastruc- 
ture into permitting and other regulatory 
programs, codes, and ordinance development, 
including the requirements under consent 
decrees and settlement agreements in en- 
forcement actions. 

‘“(d) GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE INFORMATION- 
SHARING.—The Administrator shall promote 
green infrastructure information-sharing, in- 
cluding through an Internet website, to 
share information with, and provide tech- 
nical assistance to, State, tribal, and local 
governments, tribal communities, the pri- 
vate sector, and the public regarding green 
infrastructure approaches for— 

““(1) reducing water pollution; 

““(2) protecting water resources; 

“(3) complying with regulatory require- 
ments; and 

“(4) achieving other environmental, public 
health, and community goals.”. 

SEC. 7205. FINANCIAL CAPABILITY GUIDANCE. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) AFFORDABILITY.—The term ‘‘afford- 
ability” means, with respect to payment of a 
utility bill, a measure of whether an indi- 
vidual customer or household can pay the 
bill without undue hardship or unreasonable 
sacrifice in the essential lifestyle or spend- 
ing patterns of the individual or household, 
as determined by the Administrator. 

(2) FINANCIAL CAPABILITY.—The term ‘‘fi- 
nancial capability” means the financial ca- 
pability of a community to make invest- 
ments necessary to make water quality or 
drinking water improvements. 

(3) GUIDANCE.—The term ‘‘guidance’’ means 
the guidance published by the Administrator 
entitled ‘‘Combined Sewer Overflows—Guid- 
ance for Financial Capability Assessment 
and Schedule Development” and dated Feb- 
ruary 1997, as applicable to the combined 
sewer overflows and sanitary sewer overflows 
guidance published by the Administrator en- 
titled ‘‘Financial Capability Assessment 
Framework” and dated November 24, 2014. 

(b) USE OF MEDIAN HOUSEHOLD INCOME.— 
The Administrator shall not use median 
household income as the sole indicator of af- 
fordability for a residential household. 

(c) REVISED GUIDANCE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of completion of the National Acad- 
emy of Public Administration study to es- 
tablish a definition and framework for com- 
munity affordability required by Senate Re- 
port 114-70, accompanying S. 1645 (114th Con- 
gress), the Administrator shall revise the 
guidance described in subsection (a)(8). 

(2) USE OF GUIDANCE.—Beginning on the 
date on which the revised guidance referred 
to in paragraph (1) is finalized, the Adminis- 
trator shall use the revised guidance in lieu 
of the guidance described in subsection 
(a)(3). 

(d) CONSIDERATION AND CONSULTATION.— 

(1) CONSIDERATION.—In revising the guid- 
ance, the Administrator shall consider— 

(A) the recommendations of the study re- 
ferred to in subsection (c) and any other rel- 
evant study, as determined by the Adminis- 
trator; 
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(B) local economic conditions, including 
site-specific local conditions that should be 
taken into consideration in analyzing finan- 
cial capability; 

(C) other essential community 
ments; 

(D) potential adverse impacts on distressed 
populations, including the percentage of low- 
income ratepayers within the service area of 
a utility and impacts in communities with 
disparate economic conditions throughout 
the entire service area of a utility; 

(E) the degree to which rates of low-income 
consumers would be affected by water infra- 
structure investments and the use of rate 
structures to address the rates of low-income 
consumers; 

(F) an evaluation of an array of factors, 
the relative importance of which may vary 
across regions and localities; and 

(G) the appropriate weight for economic, 
public health, and environmental benefits 
associated with improved water quality. 

(2) CONSULTATION.—Any revised guidance 
issued to replace the guidance shall be devel- 
oped in consultation with stakeholders. 

(e) PUBLICATION AND SUBMISSION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—On completion of the revi- 
sion of the guidance, the Administrator shall 
publish in the Federal Register and submit 
to the Committee on Environment and Pub- 
lic Works of the Senate and the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives the revised guid- 
ance. 

(2) EXPLANATION.—If the Administrator 
makes a determination not to follow 1 or 
more recommendations of the study referred 
to in subsection (c)(1), the Administrator 
shall include in the publication and submis- 
sion under paragraph (1) an explanation of 
that decision. 

(f) EFFECT.—Nothing in this section pre- 
empts or interferes with any obligation to 
comply with any Federal law, including the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act (83 
U.S.C. 1251 et seq.). 

SEC. 7206. CHESAPEAKE BAY GRASS SURVEY. 

There is authorized to be appropriated to 
the Administrator for the Chesapeake Bay 
Grass Survey $150,000 for fiscal year 2017 and 
each fiscal year thereafter. 

SEC. 7207. GREAT LAKES HARMFUL ALGAL 
BLOOM COORDINATOR. 

The Administrator, acting as the chair of 
the Great Lakes Interagency Task Force, 
shall appoint a coordinator to work with ap- 
propriate Federal agencies and State, local, 
tribal, and foreign governments to coordi- 
nate efforts to address the issue of harmful 
algal blooms in the Great Lakes. 

Subtitle C—Innovative Financing and 
Promotion of Innovative Technologies 
SEC. 7301. WATER INFRASTRUCTURE PUBLIC-PRI- 
VATE PARTNERSHIP PILOT PRO- 

GRAM. 

Section 5014(c) of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
2201 note; Public Law 113-121) is amended by 
striking ‘“‘Any activity undertaken under 
this section is authorized only to the extent” 
and inserting ‘‘Nothing in this section obli- 
gates the Secretary to expend funds unless’’. 
SEC. 7302. WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCE 

AND INNOVATION. 

(a) AUTHORITY TO PROVIDE ASSISTANCE.— 
Section 5023(b)(2) of the Water Infrastructure 
Finance and Innovation Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
3902(b)(2)) is amended by striking ‘‘carry 
out” and inserting ‘‘provide financial assist- 
ance to carry out’’. 

(b) PROJECTS ELIGIBLE FOR ASSISTANCE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 5026 of the Water 
Infrastructure Finance and Innovation Act 
of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 3905) is amended— 
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(A) in paragraph (6)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘desalination project” and 
inserting ‘‘desalination project, including 
chloride control’’; and 

(ii) by striking “or a water recycling 
project”? and inserting “a water recycling 
project, or a project to provide alternative 
water supplies to reduce aquifer depletion’’; 

(B) by redesignating paragraphs (7), (8), 
and (9) as paragraphs (8), (9), and (10), respec- 
tively; 

(C) by inserting after paragraph (6) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘“(7) A project to prevent, reduce, or miti- 
gate the effects of drought, including 
projects that enhance the resilience of 
drought-stricken watersheds.’’; and 

(D) in paragraph (10) (as redesignated by 
subparagraph (B)), by striking “or (7)? and 
inserting ‘‘(7), or (8)’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 

(A) Section 5023(b) of the Water Infrastruc- 
ture Finance and Innovation Act of 2014 (83 
U.S.C. 3902(b)) is amended— 

(i) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘and (8)’’ 
and inserting ‘‘(7), and (9)’’; and 

(ii) in paragraph (8), by striking ‘‘para- 
graph (7) or (9)’’ and inserting ‘‘paragraph (8) 
or (10)’’. 

(B) Section 5024(b) of the Water Infrastruc- 
ture Finance and Innovation Act of 2014 (83 
U.S.C. 3903(b)) is amended by striking ‘‘para- 
graph (8) or (9)’’ and inserting ‘‘paragraph (9) 
or (10)’’. 

(C) Section 5027(8) of the Water Infrastruc- 
ture Finance and Innovation Act of 2014 (83 
U.S.C. 3906(3)) is amended by striking ‘‘sec- 
tion 5026(7)”’ and inserting ‘‘section 5026(8)’’. 

(D) Section 5028 of the Water Infrastruc- 
ture Finance and Innovation Act of 2014 (83 
U.S.C. 3907) is amended— 

(i) in subsection (a)(1)(E)— 

(I) by striking ‘‘section 5026(9)’’ and insert- 
ing ‘“‘section 5026(10)’’; and 

(II) by striking ‘‘section 5026(8)’? and in- 
serting ‘‘section 5026(9)’’; and 

(ii) in subsection (b)(3), by striking ‘‘sec- 
tion 5026(8)’’ and inserting ‘‘section 5026(9)’’. 

(c) DETERMINATION OF ELIGIBILITY AND 
PROJECT SELECTION.—Section 5028(b)(2)(F) of 
the Water Infrastructure Finance and Inno- 
vation Act of 2014 (83 U.S.C. 3907(b)(2)(F)) is 
amended— 

(1) in clause (i), by striking 
end; and 

(2) by striking clause (ii) and inserting the 
following: 

“(ii) helps maintain or protect the environ- 
ment; 

“(iii) resists hazards due to a natural dis- 
aster; 

“(iv) continues to serve the primary func- 
tion of the water resources infrastructure 
project following a natural disaster; 

“(v) reduces the magnitude or duration of 
a disruptive event to a water resources infra- 
structure project; or 

‘““(vi) has the absorptive, adaptive, and re- 
coverable capacities to withstand a poten- 
tially disruptive event.’’. 

(d) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—Section 5029(b) 
of the Water Infrastructure Finance and In- 
novation Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 3908(b)) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (7)— 

(A) by striking “The Secretary” and in- 
serting the following: 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), the Secretary”; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(B) FINANCING FEES.—On request of an eli- 
gible entity, the Secretary or the Adminis- 
trator, as applicable, shall allow the fees 
under subparagraph (A) to be financed as 
part of the loan.’’; and 
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(2) by adding at the end the following: 

(10) CREDIT.—Any eligible project costs 
incurred and the value of any integral in- 
kind contributions made before receipt of as- 
sistance under this subtitle shall be credited 
toward the 51 percent of project costs to be 
provided by sources of funding other than a 
secured loan under this subtitle (as described 
in paragraph (2)(A).’’. 

(e) REMOVAL OF PILOT DESIGNATION.— 

(1) Subtitle C of title V of the Water Re- 
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014 
(83 U.S.C. 3901 et seq.) is amended by striking 
the subtitle designation and heading and in- 
serting the following: 


“Subtitle C—Innovative Financing Projects”. 


(2) Section 5023 of the Water Infrastructure 
Finance and Innovation Act of 2014 (83 U.S.C. 
3092) is amended by striking ‘‘pilot’’? each 
place it appears. 

(3) Section 5034 of the Water Infrastructure 
Finance and Innovation Act of 2014 (83 U.S.C. 
3913) is amended by striking the section des- 
ignation and heading and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“SEC. 5034. REPORTS ON PROGRAM IMPLEMEN- 
TATION.”. 

(4) The table of contents for the Water Re- 
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014 
(Public Law 118-121) is amended— 

(A) by striking the item relating to sub- 
title C of title V and inserting the following: 
“Subtitle C—Innovative Financing 
Projects’’.; and 

(B) by striking the item relating to section 
5034 and inserting the following: 

“Sec. 5034. Reports on program implementa- 
tion.’’. 

(f) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense of 
the Senate that— 

(1) appropriations made available to carry 
out the Water Infrastructure Finance and In- 
novation Act of 2014 (83 U.S.C. 3901 et seq.) 
should be in addition to robust funding for 
the State water pollution control revolving 
funds established under title VI of the Fed- 
eral Water Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 
1881 et seq.) and State drinking water treat- 
ment revolving loan funds established under 
section 1452 of the Safe Drinking Water Act 
(42 U.S.C. 300j-12); and 

(2) the appropriations made available for 
the funds referred to in paragraph (1) should 
not decrease for any fiscal year. 

SEC. 7303. WATER INFRASTRUCTURE INVEST- 
MENT TRUST FUND. 

(a) CREATION OF TRUST FUND.—There is es- 
tablished in the Treasury of the United 
States a trust fund to be known as the 
“Water Infrastructure Investment Trust 
Fund” (referred to in this section as the 
“Fund’’), consisting of such amounts as may 
be appropriated to or deposited in such fund 
as provided in this section. 

(b) TRANSFERS TO TRUST FUND.—The Sec- 
retary of the Treasury (referred to in this 
section as the ‘‘Secretary’’) shall deposit in 
the Fund amounts equal to the fees received 
before January 1, 2022, under subsection 
(£)(2). 

(c) EXPENDITURES.—Amounts in the Fund, 
including interest earned and advances to 
the Fund and proceeds from investment 
under subsection (d), shall be available for 
expenditure, without further appropriation, 
as follows: 

(1) 50 percent of the amounts shall be avail- 
able to the Administrator for making cap- 
italization grants under section 601 of the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act (83 
U.S.C. 1381). 

(2) 50 percent of the amounts shall be avail- 
able to the Administrator for making cap- 


September 13, 2016 


italization grants under section 1452 of the 
Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12). 

(d) INVESTMENT.—Amounts in the Fund 
shall be invested in accordance with section 
9702 of title 31, United States Code, and any 
interest on, and proceeds from, any such in- 
vestment shall be available for expenditure 
in accordance with this section. 

(e) LIMITATION ON EXPENDITURES.— 
Amounts in the Fund may not be made 
available for a fiscal year under subsection 
(c) unless the sum of the funds appropriated 
to the Clean Water State Revolving Fund 
and the Safe Drinking Water State Revolv- 
ing Fund through annual capitalization 
grants is not less than the average of the 
sum of the annual amounts provided in cap- 
italization grants under section 601 of the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act (83 
U.S.C. 1881) and section 1452 of the Safe 
Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12) for the 
5-fiscal-year period immediately preceding 
such fiscal year. 

(f) VOLUNTARY LABELING SYSTEM.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator, in 
consultation with the Administrator of the 
Food and Drug Administration, manufactur- 
ers, producers, and importers, shall develop 
and implement a program under which the 
Administrator provides a label designed in 
consultation with manufacturers, producers, 
and importers suitable for placement on 
products to inform consumers that the man- 
ufacturer, producer, or importer of the prod- 
uct, and other stakeholders, participates in 
the Fund. 

(2) FEE.—The Administrator shall provide 
a label for a fee of 3 cents per unit. 

(g) EPA STUDY ON WATER PRICING.— 

(1) STUDY.—The Administrator, with par- 
ticipation by the States, shall conduct a 
study to— 

(A) assess the affordability gap faced by 
low-income populations located in urban and 
rural areas in obtaining services from clean 
water and drinking water systems; and 

(B) analyze options for programs to provide 
incentives for rate adjustments at the local 
level to achieve ‘‘full cost”? or “true value” 
pricing for such services, while protecting 
low-income ratepayers from undue burden. 

(2) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Ad- 
ministrator shall submit to the Committee 
on the Environment and Public Works of the 
Senate and the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure and the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce of the House of 
Representatives a report on the results of 
the study. 

SEC. 7304. INNOVATIVE WATER TECHNOLOGY 
GRANT PROGRAM. 

(a) DEFINITION OF ELIGIBLE ENTITY.—In this 
section, the term ‘‘eligible entity” means— 

(1) a public utility, including publicly 
owned treatment works and clean water sys- 
tems; 

(2) a unit of local government, including a 
municipality or a joint powers authority; 

(3) a private entity, including a farmer or 
manufacturer; 

(4) an institution of higher education; 

(5) a research institution or foundation; 

(6) a State; 

(7) a regional organization; or 

(8) a nonprofit organization. 

(b) GRANT PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.—The Ad- 
ministrator shall carry out a grant program 
for purposes described in subsection (c) to ac- 
celerate the development of innovative 
water technologies that address pressing 
water challenges. 

(c) GRANTS.—In carrying out the program 
under subsection (b), the Administrator shall 
make to eligible entities grants that— 
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(1) finance projects to develop, deploy, 
test, and improve emerging water tech- 
nologies; 

(2) fund entities that provide technical as- 
sistance to deploy innovative water tech- 
nologies more broadly, especially— 

(A) to increase adoption of innovative 
water technologies in— 

(i) municipal drinking water and waste- 
water treatment systems; 

(ii) areas served by private wells; or 

(iii) water supply systems in arid areas 
that are experiencing, or have recently expe- 
rienced, prolonged drought conditions; and 

(B) in a manner that reduces ratepayer or 
community costs over time, including the 
cost of future capital investments; or 

(3) support technologies that, as deter- 
mined by the Administrator— 

(A) improve water quality of a water 
source; 

(B) improve the safety and security of a 
drinking water delivery system; 

(C) minimize contamination of drinking 
water and drinking water sources, including 
contamination by lead, bacteria, chlorides, 
and nitrates; 

(D) improve the quality and timeliness and 
decrease the cost of drinking water quality 
tests, especially technologies that can be de- 
ployed within water systems and at indi- 
vidual faucets to provide accurate real-time 
tests of water quality, especially with re- 
spect to lead, bacteria, and nitrate content; 

(E) increase water supplies in arid areas 
that are experiencing, or have recently expe- 
rienced, prolonged drought conditions; 

(F) treat edge-of-field runoff to improve 
water quality; 

(G) treat agricultural, municipal, and in- 
dustrial wastewater; 

(H) recycle or reuse water; 

(I) manage urban storm water runoff; 

(J) reduce sewer or stormwater overflows; 

(K) conserve water; 

(L) improve water quality by reducing sa- 
linity; 

(M) mitigate air quality impacts associ- 
ated with declining water resources; 

(N) address treatment byproduct and brine 
disposal alternatives; or 

(O) address urgent water quality and 
human health needs. 

(d) PRIORITY FUNDING.—In making grants 
under this section, the Administrator shall 
give priority to projects that have the poten- 
tial— 

(1) to provide substantial cost savings 
across a sector; 

(2) to significantly improve human health 
or the environment; or 

(3) to provide additional water supplies 
with minimal environmental impact. 

(e) COST-SHARING.—The Federal share of 
the cost of activities carried out using a 
grant made under this section shall be not 
more than 65 percent. 

(f) LIMITATION.—The maximum amount of 
a grant provided to a project under this sec- 
tion shall be $5,000,000. 

(g) REPORT.—Each year, the Administrator 
shall submit to Congress and make publicly 
available on the website of the Adminis- 
trator a report that describes any advance- 
ments during the previous year in develop- 
ment of innovative water technologies made 
as a result of funding provided under this 
section. 

(h) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $50,000,000 for each fis- 
cal year. 

(i) FUNDING.—Out of any funds in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
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Secretary of the Treasury shall transfer to 

the Administrator to provide grants to eligi- 

ble entities under this section $10,000,000, to 

remain available until expended. 

SEC. 7305. WATER RESOURCES RESEARCH ACT 
AMENDMENTS. 

(a) CONGRESSIONAL FINDINGS AND DECLARA- 
TIONS.—Section 102 of the Water Resources 
Research Act of 1984 (42 U.S.C. 10301) is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (7) through 
(9) as paragraphs (8) through (10), respec- 
tively; 

(2) in paragraph (8) (as so redesignated), by 
striking ‘‘and’”’ at the end; and 

(8) by inserting after paragraph (6) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(7) additional research is required to in- 
crease the effectiveness and efficiency of new 
and existing treatment works through alter- 
native approaches, including— 

“(A) nonstructural alternatives; 

““(B) decentralized approaches; 

““(C) water use efficiency and conservation; 
and 

‘“(D) actions to reduce energy consumption 
or extract energy from wastewater;’’. 

(b) WATER RESOURCES RESEARCH AND TECH- 
NOLOGY INSTITUTES.—Section 104 of the 
Water Resources Research Act of 1984 (42 
U.S.C. 10303) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)(1)— 

(A) in subparagraph (B)(ii), by striking 
“water-related phenomena” and inserting 
“water resources”; and 

(B) in subparagraph (D), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; 

(2) in subsection (c)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘From the’’ and inserting 
the following: 

**(1) IN GENERAL.—From the”; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

““(2) REPORT.—Not later than December 31 
of each fiscal year, the Secretary shall sub- 
mit to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works of the Senate, the Committee 
on the Budget of the Senate, the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives, and the Com- 
mittee on the Budget of the House of Rep- 
resentatives a report regarding the compli- 
ance of each funding recipient with this sub- 
section for the immediately preceding fiscal 
year.”’; 

(8) by striking subsection (e) and inserting 
the following: 

“(e) EVALUATION OF WATER RESOURCES RE- 
SEARCH PROGRAM.— 

“*(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con- 
duct a careful and detailed evaluation of 
each institute at least once every 3 years to 
determine— 

“(A) the quality and relevance of the water 
resources research of the institute; 

‘“(B) the effectiveness of the institute at 
producing measured results and applied 
water supply research; and 

“(C) whether the effectiveness of the insti- 
tute as an institution for planning, con- 
ducting, and arranging for research warrants 
continued support under this section. 

‘(2) PROHIBITION ON FURTHER SUPPORT.—If, 
as a result of an evaluation under paragraph 
(1), the Secretary determines that an insti- 
tute does not qualify for further support 
under this section, no further grants to the 
institute may be provided until the quali- 
fications of the institute are reestablished to 
the satisfaction of the Secretary.’’; 

(4) in subsection (f)(1), by striking 
“$12,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2007 
through 2011” and inserting ‘$7,500,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2017 through 2021”; and 

(5) in subsection (g)(1), in the first sen- 
tence, by striking ‘‘$6,000,000 for each of fis- 


12451 


cal years 2007 through 2011” and inserting 

“$1,500,000 for each of fiscal years 2017 

through 2021”. 

SEC. 7306. REAUTHORIZATION OF WATER DESALI- 
NATION ACT OF 1996. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF RESEARCH AND STUD- 
IES.—Section 3 of the Water Desalination Act 
of 1996 (42 U.S.C. 10301 note; Public Law 104- 
298) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in paragraph (6), by striking “and” at 
the end; 

(B) in paragraph (7), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting a semicolon; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

“(8) development of metrics to analyze the 
costs and benefits of desalination relative to 
other sources of water (including costs and 
benefits related to associated infrastructure, 
energy use, environmental impacts, and di- 
versification of water supplies); and 

“9) development of design and siting spec- 
ifications that avoid, minimize, or offset ad- 
verse social, economic, and environmental 
impacts.’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(e) PRIORITIZATION.—In carrying out this 
section, the Secretary shall prioritize fund- 
ing for research— 

“(1) to reduce energy consumption and 
lower the cost of desalination, including 
chloride control; 

‘“(2) to reduce the environmental impacts 
of seawater desalination and develop tech- 
nology and strategies to minimize those im- 
pacts; 

‘“(3) to improve existing reverse osmosis 
and membrane technology; 

“(4) to carry out basic and applied research 
on next generation desalination tech- 
nologies, including improved energy recov- 
ery systems and renewable energy-powered 
desalination systems that could signifi- 
cantly reduce desalination costs; 

‘“(5) to develop portable or modular desali- 
nation units capable of providing temporary 
emergency water supplies for domestic or 
military deployment purposes; and 

‘(6) to develop and promote innovative de- 
salination technologies, including chloride 
control, identified by the Secretary.’’. 

(b) DESALINATION DEMONSTRATION AND DE- 
VELOPMENT.—Section 4 of the Water Desali- 
nation Act of 1996 (42 U.S.C. 10301 note; Pub- 
lic Law 104-298) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

“(c) PRIORITIZATION.—In carrying out dem- 
onstration and development activities under 
this section, the Secretary shall prioritize 
projects— 

“(1) for the benefit of drought-stricken 
States and communities; 

“(2) for the benefit of States that have au- 
thorized funding for research and develop- 
ment of desalination technologies and 
projects; 

(3) that can reduce reliance on imported 
water supplies that have an impact on spe- 
cies listed under the Endangered Species Act 
of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.); and 

““(4) that demonstrably leverage the experi- 
ence of international partners with consider- 
able expertise in desalination, such as the 
State of Israel.’’. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 8 of the Water Desalination Act of 
1996 (42 U.S.C. 10301 note; Public Law 104-298) 
is amended— 

(1) in the first sentence of subsection (a)— 

(A) by striking ‘$5,000,000’ and inserting 
‘$8,000,000’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘2013” and inserting ‘‘2021”’; 
and 
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(2) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘for each 
of fiscal years 2012 through 2013” and insert- 
ing ‘‘for each of fiscal years 2017 through 
2021”. 

(d) CONSULTATION.—Section 9 of the Water 
Desalination Act of 1996 (42 U.S.C. 10301 note; 
Public Law 104-298) is amended— 

(1) by striking the section designation and 
heading and all that follows through ‘‘In car- 
rying out” in the first sentence and inserting 
the following: 

“SEC. 9. CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION. 

“(a) CONSULTATION.—In carrying out’’; 

(2) in the second sentence, by striking 
“The authorization” and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

‘(c) OTHER DESALINATION PROGRAMS.—The 
authorization’’; and 

(3) by inserting after subsection (a) (as des- 
ignated by paragraph (1)) the following: 

‘(b) COORDINATION OF FEDERAL DESALINA- 
TION RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT.—The 
White House Office of Science and Tech- 
nology Policy shall develop a coordinated 
strategic plan that— 

“(1) establishes priorities for future Fed- 
eral investments in desalination; 

“(2) coordinates the activities of Federal 
agencies involved in desalination, including 
the Bureau of Reclamation, the Corps of En- 
gineers, the United States Army Tank Auto- 
motive Research, Development and Engi- 
neering Center, the National Science Foun- 
dation, the Office of Naval Research of the 
Department of Defense, the National Labora- 
tories of the Department of Energy, the 
United States Geological Survey, the Envi- 
ronmental Protection Agency, and the Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion; 

“(3) strengthens research and development 
cooperation with international partners, 
such as the State of Israel, in the area of de- 
salination technology; and 

“(4) promotes public-private partnerships 
to develop a framework for assessing needs 
for, and to optimize siting and design of, fu- 
ture ocean desalination projects.’’. 

SEC. 7307. NATIONAL DROUGHT RESILIENCE 
GUIDELINES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the In- 
terior, the Secretary of Agriculture, the Sec- 
retary of Commerce, the Administrator, and 
other appropriate Federal agency heads 
along with State, local, and tribal govern- 
ments, shall jointly develop nonregulatory 
national drought resilience guidelines relat- 
ing to drought preparedness planning and in- 
vestments for communities, water utilities, 
and other water users and providers, in a 
manner consistent with the Presidential 
Memorandum entitled ‘‘Building National 
Capabilities for Long-Term Drought Resil- 
ience” (81 Fed. Reg. 16053 (March 21, 2016)). 

(b) CONSULTATION.—In developing the na- 
tional drought resilience guidelines, the Ad- 
ministrator and other Federal agency heads 
referred to in subsection (a) shall consult 
with— 

(1) State and local governments; 

(2) water utilities; 

(3) scientists; 

(4) institutions of higher education; 

(5) relevant private entities; and 

(6) other stakeholders. 

(c) CONTENTS.—The national drought resil- 
ience guidelines developed under this section 
shall, to the maximum extent practicable, 
provide recommendations for a period of 10 
years that— 

(1) address a broad range of potential ac- 
tions, including— 

(A) analysis of the impacts of the changing 
frequency and duration of drought on the fu- 
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ture effectiveness of water management 
tools; 

(B) the identification of drought-related 
water management challenges in a broad 
range of fields, including— 

(i) public health and safety; 

(ii) municipal and industrial water supply; 

(iii) agricultural water supply; 

(iv) water quality; 

(v) ecosystem health; and 

(vi) water supply planning; 

(C) water management tools to reduce 
drought-related impacts, including— 

(i) water use efficiency through gallons per 
capita reduction goals, appliance efficiency 
standards, water pricing incentives, and 
other measures; 

(ii) water recycling; 

(iii) groundwater clean-up and storage; 

(iv) new technologies, such as behavioral 
water efficiency; and 

(v) stormwater capture and reuse; 

(D) water-related energy and greenhouse 
gas reduction strategies; and 

(E) public education and engagement; and 

(2) include recommendations relating to 
the processes that Federal, State, and local 
governments and water utilities should con- 
sider when developing drought resilience pre- 
paredness and plans, including— 

(A) the establishment of planning goals; 

(B) the evaluation of institutional capac- 
ity; 

(C) the assessment of drought-related risks 
and vulnerabilities, including the integra- 
tion of climate-related impacts; 

(D) the establishment of a development 
process, including an evaluation of the cost- 
effectiveness of potential strategies; 

(E) the inclusion of private entities, tech- 
nical advisors, and other stakeholders in the 
development process; 

(F) implementation and financing issues; 
and 

(G) evaluation of the plan, including any 
updates to the plan. 

SEC. 7308. INNOVATION IN STATE WATER POLLU- 
TION CONTROL REVOLVING LOAN 
FUNDS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (j)(1)(B) (as 
redesignated by section 7202(b)(1)(A)(ii)) of 
section 603 of the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act (83 U.S.C. 1383) is amended— 

(1) in clause (iii), by striking ‘‘or’’ at the 
end; 

(2) in clause (iv), by striking the period at 
the end and inserting ‘‘; or’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

“(v) to encourage the use of innovative 
water technologies related to any of the 
issues identified in clauses (i) through (iv) 
or, as determined by the State, any other eli- 
gible project and activity eligible for assist- 
ance under subsection (c)’’. 

(b) INNOVATIVE WATER TECHNOLOGIES.—Sec- 
tion 603 of the Federal Water Pollution Con- 
trol Act (33 U.S.C. 1383) (as amended by sec- 
tion 7202(b)(1)) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘“(k) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—The Adminis- 
trator may provide technical assistance to 
facilitate and encourage the provision of fi- 
nancial assistance for innovative water tech- 
nologies. 

“(1) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 2016, and not 
less frequently than every 5 years thereafter, 
the Administrator shall submit to Congress 
a report that describes— 

“(1) the amount of financial assistance pro- 
vided by State water pollution control re- 
volving funds to deploy innovative water 
technologies; 
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“(2) the barriers impacting greater use of 
innovative water technologies; and 

‘(8) the cost-saving potential to cities and 
future infrastructure investments from 
emerging technologies.’’. 

SEC. 7309. INNOVATION IN DRINKING WATER 
STATE REVOLVING LOAN FUNDS. 

Section 1452 of the Safe Drinking Water 
Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12) (as amended by section 
7105) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (d)— 

(A) by striking the heading and inserting 
‘ ADDITIONAL ASSISTANCE.—”’; 

(B) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘Notwithstanding” and in- 
serting the following: 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding’’; and 

(ii) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(B) INNOVATIVE WATER TECHNOLOGY.—Not- 
withstanding any other provision of this sec- 
tion, in the case of a State that makes a loan 
under subsection (a)(2) to carry out an eligi- 
ble activity through the use of an innovative 
water technology (including technologies to 
improve water treatment to ensure compli- 
ance with this title and technologies to iden- 
tify and mitigate sources of drinking water 
contamination, including lead contamina- 
tion), the State may provide additional sub- 
sidization, including forgiveness of principal 
that is not more than 50 percent of the cost 
of the portion of the project associated with 
the innovative technology.” ; 

(C) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘For each fiscal year” and 
inserting the following: 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—For each fiscal year”; 
and 

(ii) by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(B) INNOVATIVE WATER TECHNOLOGY.—For 
each fiscal year, not more than 20 percent of 
the loan subsidies that may be made by a 
State under paragraph (1) may be used to 
provide additional subsidization under sub- 
paragraph (B) of that paragraph.’’; and 

(D) in paragraph (3), in the first sentence, 
by inserting ‘‘, or portion of a service area,” 
after ‘‘service area”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(t) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—The Adminis- 
trator may provide technical assistance to 
facilitate and encourage the provision of fi- 
nancial assistance for the deployment of in- 
novative water technologies. 

‘(u) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 2016, and not 
less frequently than every 5 years thereafter, 
the Administrator shall submit to Congress 
a report that describes— 

“(1) the amount of financial assistance pro- 
vided by State loan funds to deploy innova- 
tive water technologies; 

‘“(2) the barriers impacting greater use of 
innovative water technologies; and 

“(3) the cost-saving potential to cities and 
future infrastructure investments from 
emerging technologies.’’. 

Subtitle D—Drinking Water Disaster Relief 

and Infrastructure Investments 
SEC. 7401. DRINKING WATER INFRASTRUCTURE. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) ELIGIBLE STATE.—The term ‘eligible 
State’? means a State for which the Presi- 
dent has declared an emergency under the 
Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer- 
gency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq.) 
relating to the public health threats associ- 
ated with the presence of lead or other con- 
taminants in a public drinking water supply 
system. 

(2) ELIGIBLE SYSTEM.—The term ‘‘eligible 
system” means a public drinking water sup- 
ply system that has been the subject of an 
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emergency declaration referred to in para- 
graph (1). 

(b) STATE REVOLVING LOAN FUND ASSIST- 
ANCE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—An eligible system shall 
be— 

(A) considered to be a disadvantaged com- 
munity under section 1452(d) of the Safe 
Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12(d)); and 

(B) eligible to receive loans with additional 
subsidization under that Act (42 U.S.C. 300f 
et seq.), including forgiveness of principal 
under section 1452(d)(1) of that Act (42 U.S.C. 
800j—-12(d)(1)). 

(2) AUTHORIZATION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Using funds provided 
under subsection (e)(1)(A), an eligible State 
may provide assistance to an eligible system 
within the eligible State, for the purpose of 
addressing lead or other contaminants in 
drinking water, including repair and replace- 
ment of public and private drinking water 
infrastructure. 

(B) INCLUSION.—Assistance provided under 
subparagraph (A) may include additional 
subsidization under the Safe Drinking Water 
Act (42 U.S.C. 300f et seq.), as described in 
paragraph (1)(B). 

(C) EXCLUSION.—Assistance provided under 
subparagraph (A) shall not include assist- 
ance for a project that is financed (directly 
or indirectly), in whole or in part, with pro- 
ceeds of any obligation issued after the date 
of enactment of this Act— 

(i) the interest of which is exempt from the 
tax imposed under chapter 1 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986; or 

(ii) with respect to which credit is allow- 
able under subpart I or J of part IV of sub- 
chapter A of chapter 1 of such Code. 

(3) LIMITATION.—Section 1452(d)(2) of the 
Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j- 
12(d)(2)) shall not apply to— 

(A) any funds provided under subsection 
(e)(1)(A); or 

(B) any other loan provided to an eligible 
system. 

(c) WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING.— 

(1) SECURED LOANS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Using funds provided 
under subsection (e)(2)(A), the Administrator 
may make a secured loan under the Water 
Infrastructure Finance and Innovation Act 
of 2014 (83 U.S.C. 3901 et seq.) to— 

(i) an eligible State to carry out a project 
eligible under paragraphs (2) through (9) of 
section 5026 of that Act (33 U.S.C. 3905) to ad- 
dress lead or other contaminants in drinking 
water in an eligible system, including repair 
and replacement of public and private drink- 
ing water infrastructure; and 

(ii) any eligible entity under section 5025 of 
that Act (33 U.S.C. 3904) for a project eligible 
under paragraphs (2) through (9) of section 
5026 of that Act (33 U.S.C. 3905). 

(B) AMOUNT.—Notwithstanding section 
5029(b)(2) of the Water Infrastructure Fi- 
nance and Innovation Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
3908(b)(2)), the amount of a secured loan pro- 
vided under subparagraph (AXi) may be 
equal to not more than 80 percent of the rea- 
sonably anticipated costs of the projects. 

(2) FEDERAL INVOLVEMENT.—Notwith- 
standing section 5029(b)(9) of the Water Infra- 
structure Finance and Innovation Act of 2014 
(33 U.S.C. 3908(b)(9)), any costs for a project 
to address lead or other contaminants in 
drinking water in an eligible system that are 
not covered by a secured loan under para- 
graph (1) may be covered using amounts in 
the State revolving loan fund under section 
1452 of the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 
U.S.C. 300j-12). 

(d) NONDUPLICATION OF WORK.—An activity 
carried out pursuant to this section shall not 
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duplicate the work or activity of any other 
Federal or State department or agency. 

(e) FUNDING.— 

(1) ADDITIONAL DRINKING WATER STATE RE- 
VOLVING FUND CAPITALIZATION GRANTS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the 
Treasury shall make available to the Admin- 
istrator a total of $100,000,000 to provide ad- 
ditional grants to eligible States pursuant to 
section 1452 of the Safe Drinking Water Act 
(42 U.S.C. 300j-12), to be available for a period 
of 18 months beginning on the date on which 
the funds are made available, for the pur- 
poses described in subsection (b)(2), and after 
the end of the 18-month period, until ex- 
pended for the purposes described in subpara- 
graph (C). 

(B) SUPPLEMENTED INTENDED USE PLANS.— 
From funds made available under subpara- 
graph (A), the Administrator shall obligate 
to an eligible State such amounts as are nec- 
essary to meet the needs identified in a sup- 
plemented intended use plan by not later 
than 30 days after the date on which the eli- 
gible State submits to the Administrator a 
supplemented intended use plan under sec- 
tion 1452(b) of the Safe Drinking Water Act 
(42 U.S.C. 300j—12(b)) that includes 
preapplication information regarding 
projects to be funded using the additional as- 
sistance, including, with respect to each 
such project— 

(i) a description of the project; 

(ii) an explanation of the means by which 
the project will address a situation causing a 
declared emergency in the eligible State; 

(iii) the estimated cost of the project; and 

(iv) the projected start date for construc- 
tion of the project. 

(C) UNOBLIGATED AMOUNTS.—Of any 
amounts made available to the Adminis- 
trator under subparagraph (A) that are unob- 
ligated on the date that is 18 months after 
the date on which the amounts are made 
available— 

(i) 50 percent shall be available to provide 
additional grants under section 1459A of the 
Safe Drinking Water Act (as added by sec- 
tion 7106); and 

(ii) 50 percent shall be available to provide 
additional grants under section 1459B of the 
Safe Drinking Water Act (as added by sec- 
tion 7107). 

(D) APPLICABILITY.—Section 1452(b)(1) of 
the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j- 
12(b)(1)) shall not apply to a supplement to 
an intended use plan under subparagraph (B). 

(2) WIFIA FUNDING.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—As soon as practicable 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall make avail- 
able to the Administrator $70,000,000 to pro- 
vide credit subsidies, in consultation with 
the Director of the Office of Management 
and Budget, for secured loans under sub- 
section (c)(1)(A) with a goal of providing se- 
cured loans totaling at least $700,000,000. 

(B) USE.—Secured loans provided pursuant 
to subparagraph (A) shall be available to 
carry out activities described in subsection 
ODA). 

(C) EXCLUSION.—Of the amounts made 
available under subparagraph (A), $20,000,000 
shall not be used to provide assistance for a 
project that is financed (directly or indi- 
rectly), in whole or in part, with proceeds of 
any obligation issued after the date of enact- 
ment of this Act— 

(i) the interest of which is exempt from the 
tax imposed under chapter 1 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986; or 

(ii) with respect to which credit is allow- 
able under subpart I or J of part IV of sub- 
chapter A of chapter 1 of such Code. 
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(3) APPLICABILITY.—Unless explicitly 
waived, all requirements under the Safe 
Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300f et seq.) 
and the Water Infrastructure Finance and 
Innovation Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 3901 et seq.) 
shall apply to funding provided under this 
subsection. 

(f) HEALTH EFFECTS EVALUATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Pursuant to section 
104(14)(1)(E) of the Comprehensive Environ- 
mental Response, Compensation, and Liabil- 
ity Act (42 U.S.C. 9604(i1)(1)(B)), and on re- 
ceipt of a request of an appropriate State or 
local health official of an eligible State, the 
Director of the Agency for Toxic Substances 
and Disease Registry of the National Center 
for Environmental Health shall in coordina- 
tion with other agencies, as appropriate, 
conduct voluntary surveillance activities to 
evaluate any adverse health effects on indi- 
viduals exposed to lead from drinking water 
in the affected communities. 

(2) CONSULTATIONS.—Pursuant to section 
104(1)(4) of the Comprehensive Environ- 
mental Response, Compensation, and Liabil- 
ity Act (42 U.S.C. 9604(i)(4)), and on receipt of 
a request of an appropriate State or local 
health official of an eligible State, the Direc- 
tor of the Agency for Toxic Substances and 
Disease Registry of the National Center for 
Environmental Health shall provide con- 
sultations regarding health issues described 
in paragraph (1). 

SEC. 7402. LOAN FORGIVENESS. 

The matter under the heading ‘‘STATE AND 
TRIBAL ASSISTANCE GRANTS” under the head- 
ing “ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY” in title II of division G of the Con- 
solidated Appropriations Act, 2016 (Public 
Law 114-118), is amended in paragraph (1), by 
striking the semicolon at the end and insert- 
ing the following: ‘‘or, if a Federal or State 
emergency declaration has been issued due 
to a threat to public health from heightened 
exposure to lead in a municipal drinking 
water supply, before the date of enactment 
of this Act: Provided further, That in a State 
in which such an emergency declaration has 
been issued, the State may use more than 20 
percent of the funds made available under 
this title to the State for Drinking Water 
State Revolving Fund capitalization grants 
to provide additional subsidy to eligible re- 
cipients;’’. 

SEC. 7403. REGISTRY FOR LEAD EXPOSURE AND 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) Ciry.—The term ‘‘City’’ means a city 
exposed to lead contamination in the local 
drinking water system. 

(2) COMMITTEE.—The term ‘‘Committee’’ 
means the Advisory Committee established 
under subsection (c). 

(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services. 

(b) LEAD EXPOSURE REGISTRY.—The Sec- 
retary shall establish within the Agency for 
Toxic Substances and Disease Registry or 
another relevant agency at the discretion of 
the Secretary, or establish through a grant 
award or contract, a lead exposure registry 
to collect data on the lead exposure of resi- 
dents of a City on a voluntary basis. 

(c) ADVISORY COMMITTEE.— 

(1) MEMBERSHIP.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es- 
tablish an Advisory Committee in coordina- 
tion with the Director of the Centers for Dis- 
ease Control and Prevention and other rel- 
evant agencies as determined by the Sec- 
retary consisting of Federal members and 
non-Federal members, and which shall in- 
clude— 
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(i) an epidemiologist; 

(ii) a toxicologist; 

(iii) a mental health professional; 

(iv) a pediatrician; 

(v) an early childhood education expert; 

(vi) a special education expert; 

(vii) a dietician; and 

(viii) an environmental health expert. 

(B) REQUIREMENTS.—Membership in the 
Committee shall not exceed 15 members and 
not less than 1⁄2 of the members shall be Fed- 
eral members. 

(2) CHAIR.—The Secretary shall designate a 
chair from among the Federal members ap- 
pointed to the Committee. 

(3) TERMS.—Members of the Committee 
shall serve for a term of not more than 3 
years and the Secretary may reappoint mem- 
bers for consecutive terms. 

(4) APPLICATION OF FACA.—The Committee 
shall be subject to the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act (5 U.S.C. App.). 

(5) RESPONSIBILITIES.—The 
shall, at a minimum— 

(A) review the Federal programs and serv- 
ices available to individuals and commu- 
nities exposed to lead; 

(B) review current research on lead poi- 
soning to identify additional research needs; 

(C) review and identify best practices, or 
the need for best practices, regarding lead 
screening and the prevention of lead poi- 
soning; 

(D) identify effective services, including 
services relating to healthcare, education, 
and nutrition for individuals and commu- 
nities affected by lead exposure and lead poi- 
soning, including in consultation with, as ap- 
propriate, the lead exposure registry as es- 
tablished in subsection (b); and 

(E) undertake any other review or activi- 
ties that the Secretary determines to be ap- 
propriate. 

(6) REPORT.—Annually for 5 years and 
thereafter as determined necessary by the 
Secretary or as required by Congress, the 
Committee shall submit to the Secretary, 
the Committees on Finance, Health, Edu- 
cation, Labor, and Pensions, and Agri- 
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry of the Sen- 
ate and the Committees on Education and 
the Workforce, Energy and Commerce, and 
Agriculture of the House of Representatives 
a report that includes— 

(A) an evaluation of the effectiveness of 
the Federal programs and services available 
to individuals and communities exposed to 
lead; 

(B) an evaluation of additional lead poi- 
soning research needs; 

(C) an assessment of any effective screen- 
ing methods or best practices used or devel- 
oped to prevent or screen for lead poisoning; 

(D) input and recommendations for im- 
proved access to effective services relating 
to healthcare, education, or nutrition for in- 
dividuals and communities impacted by lead 
exposure; and 

(E) any other recommendations for com- 
munities affected by lead exposure, as appro- 
priate. 

(d) MANDATORY FUNDING.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—On the date of enactment 
of this Act, out of any funds in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall transfer to the Secretary, 
to be available during the period of fiscal 
years 2016 through 2020— 

(A) $17,500,000 to carry out subsection (b); 
and 

(B) $2,500,000 to carry out subsection (c). 

(2) RECEIPT AND ACCEPTANCE.—The Sec- 
retary shall be entitled to receive, shall ac- 
cept, and shall use to carry out subsections 
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(b) and (c) the funds transferred under sub- 
paragraphs (A) and (B) of paragraph (1), re- 
spectively, without further appropriation. 
SEC. 7404. ADDITIONAL FUNDING FOR CERTAIN 
CHILDHOOD HEALTH PROGRAMS. 

(a) CHILDHOOD LEAD POISONING PREVENTION 
PROGRAM.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—On the date of enactment 
of this Act, out of any funds in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall transfer to the Director of 
the Centers for Disease Control and Preven- 
tion, to be available during the period of fis- 
cal years 2017 and 2018, $10,000,000 for the 
childhood lead poisoning prevention program 
authorized under section 317A of the Public 
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 247b-1). 

(2) RECEIPT AND ACCEPTANCE.—The Director 
of the Centers for Disease Control and Pre- 
vention shall be entitled to receive, shall ac- 
cept, and shall use to carry out the child- 
hood lead poisoning prevention program au- 
thorized under section 317A of the Public 
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 247b-1) the 
funds transferred under paragraph (1), with- 
out further appropriation. 

(b) HEALTHY HOMES PROGRAM.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—On the date of enactment 
of this Act, out of any funds in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall transfer to the Secretary 
of Housing and Urban Development, to be 
available during the period of fiscal years 
2017 and 2018, $10,000,000 to carry out the 
Healthy Homes Initiative of the Department 
of Housing and Urban Development. 

(2) RECEIPT AND ACCEPTANCE.—The Sec- 
retary of Housing and Urban Development 
shall be entitled to receive, shall accept, and 
shall use to carry out the Healthy Homes 
Initiative of the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development the funds transferred 
under paragraph (1), without further appro- 
priation. 

(c) HEALTHY START PROGRAM.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—On the date of enactment 
of this Act, out of any funds in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall transfer to the Adminis- 
trator of the Health Resources and Services 
Administration, to be available during the 
period of fiscal years 2017 and 2018, $10,000,000 
to carry out the Healthy Start Initiative 
under section 330H of the Public Health Serv- 
ice Act (42 U.S.C. 254c-8). 

(2) RECEIPT AND ACCEPTANCE.—The Admin- 
istrator of the Health Resources and Serv- 
ices Administration shall be entitled to re- 
ceive, shall accept, and shall use to carry out 
the Healthy Start Initiative under section 
330H of the Public Health Service Act (42 
U.S.C. 254c-8) the funds transferred under 
paragraph (1), without further appropriation. 
SEC. 7405. REVIEW AND REPORT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Attorney General and the Inspector General 
of the Environmental Protection Agency 
shall submit to the Committees on Appro- 
priations, Environment and Public Works, 
and Homeland Security and Governmental 
Affairs of the Senate and the Committees on 
Appropriations, Energy and Commerce, 
Transportation and Infrastructure, and Over- 
sight and Government Reform of the House 
of Representatives a report on the status of 
any ongoing investigations into the Federal 
and State response to the contamination of 
the drinking water supply of the City of 
Flint, Michigan. 

(b) REVIEW.—Not later than 30 days after 
the completion of the investigations de- 
scribed in subsection (a), the Comptroller 
General of the United States shall commence 
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a review of issues that are not addressed by 
the investigations and relating to— 

(1) the adequacy of the response by the 
State of Michigan and the City of Flint to 
the drinking water crisis in Flint, Michigan, 
including the timeliness and transparency of 
the response, as well as the capacity of the 
State and City to manage the drinking water 
system; and 

(2) the adequacy of the response by Region 
5 of the Environmental Protection Agency to 
the drinking water crisis in Flint, Michigan, 
including the timeliness and transparency of 
the response. 


(c) CONTENTS OF REPORT.—Not later than 1 
year after commencing each review under 
subsection (b), the Comptroller General of 
the United States shall submit to Congress a 
report that includes— 

(1) a statement of the principal findings of 
the review; and 

(2) recommendations for Congress and the 
President to take any actions to prevent a 
similar situation in the future and to protect 
public health. 


Subtitle E—Report on Groundwater 
Contamination 


SEC. 7501. DEFINITIONS. 


In this subtitle: 
(1) COMPREHENSIVE STRATEGY.—The term 
“comprehensive strategy” means a plan 


for— 
(A) the remediation of the plume under the 
Comprehensive Environmental Response, 


Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 (42 
U.S.C. 9601 et seq.); or 

(B) corrective action under the Solid Waste 
Disposal Act (42 U.S.C. 6901 et seq.). 

(2) GROUNDWATER.—The term ‘‘ground- 
water’? means water in a saturated zone or 
stratum beneath the surface of land or 
water. 

(3) PLUME.—The term ‘‘plume’’ means any 
hazardous waste (as defined in section 1004 of 
the Solid Waste Disposal Act (42 U.S.C. 6903)) 
or hazardous substance (as defined in section 
101 of the Comprehensive Environmental Re- 
sponse, Compensation, and Liability Act of 
1980 (42 U.S.C. 9601)) found in the ground- 
water supply. 

(4) SITE.—The term ‘‘site’’ means the site 
located at 830 South Oyster Bay Road, 
Bethpage, New York, 11714 (Environmental 
Protection Agency identification number 
NYD002047967). 


SEC. 7502. REPORT ON GROUNDWATER CONTAMI- 
NATION. 


Not later than 180 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act and annually there- 
after, the Secretary of the Navy shall submit 
to Congress a report on the groundwater con- 
tamination from the site that includes— 

(1) a description of the status of the 
groundwater contaminants that are leaving 
the site and migrating to a location within a 
10-mile radius of the site, including— 

(A) detailed mapping of the movement of 
the plume over time; and 

(B) projected migration rates of the plume; 

(2) an analysis of the current and future 
impact of the movement of the plume on 
drinking water facilities; and 

(3) a comprehensive strategy to prevent 
the groundwater contaminants from the site 
from contaminating drinking water wells 
that, as of the date of the submission of the 
report, have not been affected by the migra- 
tion of the plume. 
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Subtitle F—Restoration 

PART I—GREAT LAKES RESTORATION 

SEC. 7611. GREAT LAKES RESTORATION INITIA- 
TIVE. 

Section 118(c) of the Federal Water Pollu- 
tion Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1268(c)) is amend- 
ed by striking paragraph (7) and inserting 
the following: 

‘(7) GREAT LAKES RESTORATION 
TIVE.— 

“(A) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
in the Agency a Great Lakes Restoration 
Initiative (referred to in this paragraph as 
the ‘Initiative’) to carry out programs and 
projects for Great Lakes protection and res- 
toration. 

“(B) FOCUS AREAS.—Each fiscal year under 
a 5-year Initiative Action Plan, the Initia- 
tive shall prioritize programs and projects, 
carried out in coordination with non-Federal 
partners, that address priority areas, such 
as— 

“(i) the remediation of toxic substances 
and areas of concern; 

‘“(ii) the prevention and control of invasive 
species and the impacts of invasive species; 

“(ii) the protection and restoration of 
nearshore health and the prevention and 
mitigation of nonpoint source pollution; 

“(iv) habitat and wildlife protection and 
restoration, including wetlands restoration 
and preservation; and 

“(v) accountability, monitoring, evalua- 
tion, communication, and partnership activi- 
ties. 

“(C) PROJECTS.—Under the Initiative, the 
Agency shall collaborate with Federal part- 
ners, including the Great Lakes Interagency 
Task Force, to select the best combination 
of programs and projects for Great Lakes 
protection and restoration using appropriate 
principles and criteria, including whether a 
program or project provides— 

“(i) the ability to achieve strategic and 
measurable environmental outcomes that 
implement the Great Lakes Action Plan and 
the Great Lakes Water Quality Agreement; 

“(ii) the feasibility of— 

“(I) prompt implementation; 

“(ID timely achievement of results; and 

“(III) resource leveraging; and 

“(ii) the opportunity to improve inter- 
agency and inter-organizational coordina- 
tion and collaboration to reduce duplication 
and streamline efforts. 

‘(D) IMPLEMENTATION OF PROJECTS.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(œi), funds made available to carry out the 
Initiative shall be used to strategically im- 
plement— 

“(I) Federal projects; and 

“(II) projects carried out in coordination 
with States, Indian tribes, municipalities, 
institutions of higher education, and other 
organizations. 

“(ii) TRANSFER OF FUNDS.—With amounts 
made available for the Initiative each fiscal 
year, the Administrator may— 

“(D) transfer not more than $300,000,000 to 
the head of any Federal department or agen- 
cy, with the concurrence of the department 
or agency head, to carry out activities to 
support the Initiative and the Great Lakes 
Water Quality Agreement; 

“(ID) enter into an interagency agreement 
with the head of any Federal department or 
agency to carry out activities described in 
subclause (I); and 

“(JIT) make grants to governmental enti- 
ties, nonprofit organizations, institutions, 
and individuals for planning, research, moni- 
toring, outreach, and implementation of 
projects in furtherance of the Initiative and 
the Great Lakes Water Quality Agreement. 


INITIA- 
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“(E) SCOPE.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—Projects shall be carried 
out under the Initiative on multiple levels, 
including— 

“(T) Great Lakes-wide; and 

‘“(ID) Great Lakes basin-wide. 

“(ii) LIMITATION.—No funds made available 
to carry out the Initiative may be used for 
any water infrastructure activity (other 
than a green infrastructure project that im- 
proves habitat and other ecosystem func- 
tions in the Great Lakes) for which amounts 
are made available from— 

“(I)a State water pollution control revolv- 
ing fund established under title VI; or 

“(ID) a State drinking water revolving loan 
fund established under section 1452 of the 
Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12). 

“(F) ACTIVITIES BY OTHER FEDERAL AGEN- 
cIES.—Each relevant Federal department or 
agency shall, to the maximum extent prac- 
ticable— 

“(i) maintain the base level of funding for 
the Great Lakes activities of that depart- 
ment or agency without regard to funding 
under the Initiative; and 

“Gi) identify new activities and projects to 
support the environmental goals of the Ini- 
tiative and the Great Lakes Water Quality 
Agreement. 

“(G) FUNDING.— 

‘“(i) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to be 
appropriated to carry out this paragraph 
$300,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2017 
through 2021. 

“(ii) LIMITATION.—Nothing in this para- 
graph creates, expands, or amends the au- 
thority of the Administrator to implement 
programs or projects under— 

“(T) this section; 

‘(ID the Initiative Action Plan; or 

“(II) the Great Lakes Water Quality 
Agreement.’’. 

SEC. 7612. AMENDMENTS TO THE GREAT LAKES 
FISH AND WILDLIFE RESTORATION 
ACT OF 1990. 

(a) REFERENCES.—Except as otherwise ex- 
pressly provided, wherever in this section an 
amendment is expressed in terms of an 
amendment to a section or other provision, 
the reference shall be considered to be made 
to a section or other provision of the Great 
Lakes Fish and Wildlife Restoration Act of 
1990 (16 U.S.C. 941 et seq.). 

(b) FINDINGS.—The Act is amended by 
striking section 1002 and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“SEC. 1002. FINDINGS. 

“Congress finds that— 

“(1) the Great Lakes have fish and wildlife 
communities that are structurally and func- 
tionally changing; 

‘“(2) successful fish and wildlife manage- 
ment focuses on the lakes as ecosystems, and 
effective management requires the coordina- 
tion and integration of efforts of many part- 
ners; 

‘“(3) it is in the national interest to under- 
take activities in the Great Lakes Basin that 
support sustainable fish and wildlife re- 
sources of common concern provided under 
the Great Lakes Restoration Initiative Ac- 
tion Plan based on the recommendations of 
the Great Lakes Regional Collaboration au- 
thorized under Executive Order 13340 (69 Fed. 
Reg. 29043; relating to the Great Lakes Inter- 
agency Task Force); 

‘“(4) additional actions and better coordina- 
tion are needed to protect and effectively 
manage the fish and wildlife resources, and 
the habitats on which the resources depend, 
in the Great Lakes Basin; 

‘“(5) as of the date of enactment of this 
Act, actions are not funded that are consid- 
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ered essential to meet the goals and objec- 
tives in managing the fish and wildlife re- 
sources, and the habitats on which the re- 
sources depend, in the Great Lakes Basin; 
and 

“(6) this Act allows Federal agencies, 
States, and Indian tribes to work in an effec- 
tive partnership by providing the funding for 
restoration work.’’. 

(c) IDENTIFICATION, REVIEW, AND IMPLEMEN- 
TATION OF PROPOSALS AND REGIONAL 
PROJECTS.— 

(1) REQUIREMENTS FOR PROPOSALS AND RE- 
GIONAL PROJECTS.—Section 1005(b)(2)(B) (16 
U.S.C. 941c(b)(2)(B)) is amended— 

(A) in clause (v), by striking ‘‘and’’ at the 
end; 

(B) in clause (vi), by striking the period at 
the end and inserting a semicolon; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(vii) the strategic action plan of the 
Great Lakes Restoration Initiative; and 

“(viii) each applicable State wildlife action 
plan.’’. 

(2) REVIEW OF PROPOSALS.—Section 
1005(c)(2)(C) (16 U.S.C. 941¢(c)(2)(C)) is amend- 
ed by striking “Great Lakes Coordinator of 
the”. 

(3) COST SHARING.—Section 1005(e) 
U.S.C. 941c(e)) is amended— 

(A) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘Except as provided in para- 
graphs (2) and (4), not less than 25 percent of 
the cost of implementing a proposal” and in- 
serting the following: 

“(A) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—Except as pro- 
vided in paragraphs (3) and (5) and subject to 
paragraph (2), not less than 25 percent of the 
cost of implementing a proposal or regional 
project”; and 

(ii) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(B) TIME PERIOD FOR PROVIDING MATCH.— 
The non-Federal share of the cost of imple- 
menting a proposal or regional project re- 
quired under subparagraph (A) may be pro- 
vided at any time during the 2-year period 
preceding January 1 of the year in which the 
Director receives the application for the pro- 
posal or regional project.”’; 

(B) by  redesignating paragraphs (2) 
through (4) as paragraphs (3) through (5), re- 
spectively; and 

(C) by inserting before paragraph (8) (as so 
redesignated) the following: 

‘(2) AUTHORIZED SOURCES OF NON-FEDERAL 
SHARE.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Director may deter- 
mine the non-Federal share under paragraph 
(1) by taking into account— 

“(i) the appraised value of land or a con- 
servation easement as described in subpara- 
graph (B); or 

“(ii) as described in subparagraph (C), the 
costs associated with— 

‘(T) land acquisition or securing a con- 
servation easement; and 

“(ID) restoration or enhancement of that 
land or conservation easement. 

‘(B) APPRAISAL OF LAND OR CONSERVATION 
EASEMENT.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—The value of land or a 
conservation easement may be used to sat- 
isfy the non-Federal share of the cost of im- 
plementing a proposal or regional project re- 
quired under paragraph (1)(A) if the Director 
determines that the land or conservation 
easement— 

“(D) meets the requirements of subsection 
(b)(2); 

“(II) is acquired before the end of the grant 
period of the proposal or regional project; 

‘“(III) is held in perpetuity for the con- 
servation purposes of the programs of the 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service re- 
lated to the Great Lakes Basin, as described 
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in section 1006, by an accredited land trust or 
conservancy or a Federal, State, or tribal 
agency; 

‘(IV) is connected either physically or 
through a conservation planning process to 
the proposal or regional project; and 

‘“(V) is appraised in accordance with clause 
(ii). 

“(ii) APPRAISAL.—With respect to the ap- 
praisal of land or a conservation easement 
described in clause (i)— 

“(D) the appraisal valuation date shall be 
not later than 1 year after the price of the 
land or conservation easement was set under 
a contract; and 

‘(ID) the appraisal shall— 

“(aa) conform to the Uniform Standards of 
Professional Appraisal Practice (USPAP); 
and 

‘“(bb) be completed by a Federal- or State- 
certified appraiser. 

‘(C) COSTS OF LAND ACQUISITION OR SECUR- 
ING CONSERVATION EASEMENT.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—AI1 costs associated with 
land acquisition or securing a conservation 
easement and restoration or enhancement of 
that land or conservation easement may be 
used to satisfy the non-Federal share of the 
cost of implementing a proposal or regional 
project required under paragraph (1)(A) if the 
activities and expenses associated with the 
land acquisition or securing the conservation 
easement and restoration or enhancement of 
that land or conservation easement meet the 
requirements of subparagraph (B)(i). 

“(ii) INCLUSION.—The costs referred to in 
clause (i) may include cash, in-kind con- 
tributions, and indirect costs. 

“(iii) EXCLUSION.—The costs referred to in 
clause (i) may not be costs associated with 
mitigation or litigation (other than costs as- 
sociated with the Natural Resource Damage 
Assessment program).’’. 


(d) ESTABLISHMENT OF OFFICES.—Section 
1007 (16 U.S.C. 941e) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in the subsection heading, by striking 
“FISHERY RESOURCES” and inserting ‘‘FISH 
AND WILDLIFE CONSERVATION”; and 

(B) by striking “Fishery Resources” each 
place it appears and inserting ‘‘Fish and 
Wildlife Conservation”’; 

(2) in subsection (c)— 

(A) in the subsection heading, by striking 
“FISHERY RESOURCES” and inserting ‘‘FISH 
AND WILDLIFE CONSERVATION”; and 

(B) by striking “Fishery Resources” each 
place it appears and inserting ‘‘Fish and 
Wildlife Conservation”; 

(3) by striking subsection (a); and 

(4) by redesignating subsections (b) and (c) 
as subsections (a) and (b), respectively. 


(e) REPORTS.—Section 1008 (16 U.S.C. 941f) 
is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), in the matter pre- 
ceding paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘2011”’ and 
inserting ‘‘2021”’; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by striking ‘‘2007 through 2012” and inserting 
‘2016 through 2020”; and 

(B) in paragraph (5), by inserting ‘‘the 
Great Lakes Restoration Initiative Action 
Plan based on” after ‘‘in support of”; and 

(3) by striking subsection (c) and inserting 
the following: 

‘“(c) CONTINUED MONITORING AND ASSESS- 
MENT OF STUDY FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDA- 
TIONS.—The Director— 

“(1) shall continue to monitor the status, 
and the assessment, management, and res- 
toration needs, of the fish and wildlife re- 
sources of the Great Lakes Basin; and 
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““(2) may reassess and update, as necessary, 
the findings and recommendations of the Re- 
port.”’. 

(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 1009 (16 U.S.C. 941g) is amended— 

(1) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by striking ‘‘2007 through 2012” and inserting 
‘2016 through 2021”; 

(2) in paragraph (1)— 

(A) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by striking ‘‘$14,000,000’’ and inserting 
“$6,000,000”; 


(B) in subparagraph (A), by striking 
“*$4,600,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$2,000,000’’; and 
(C) in subparagraph (B), by striking 


“*$700,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$300,000’’; and 

(3) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘the ac- 
tivities of’ and all that follows through 
“section 1007” and inserting ‘‘the activities 
of the Upper Great Lakes Fish and Wildlife 
Conservation Offices and the Lower Great 
Lakes Fish and Wildlife Conservation Office 
under section 1007”. 

(g) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 8 of 
the Great Lakes Fish and Wildlife Restora- 
tion Act of 2006 (16 U.S.C. 941 note; Public 
Law 109-326) is repealed. 

PART II—LAKE TAHOE RESTORATION 
SEC. 7621. FINDINGS AND PURPOSES. 

The Lake Tahoe Restoration Act (Public 
Law 106-506; 114 Stat. 2351) is amended by 
striking section 2 and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“SEC. 2. FINDINGS AND PURPOSES. 

“(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 

“(1) Lake Tahoe— 

“(A) is one of the largest, deepest, and 
clearest lakes in the world; 

‘“(B) has a cobalt blue color, a biologically 
diverse alpine setting, and remarkable water 
clarity; and 

“(C) is recognized nationally and world- 
wide as a natural resource of special signifi- 
cance; 

‘“(2) in addition to being a scenic and eco- 
logical treasure, the Lake Tahoe Basin is one 
of the outstanding recreational resources of 
the United States, which— 

“(A) offers skiing, water sports, biking, 
camping, and hiking to millions of visitors 
each year; and 

‘“(B) contributes significantly to the econo- 
mies of California, Nevada, and the United 
States; 

(3) the economy in the Lake Tahoe Basin 
is dependent on the conservation and res- 
toration of the natural beauty and recre- 
ation opportunities in the area; 

“(4) the ecological health of the Lake 
Tahoe Basin continues to be challenged by 
the impacts of land use and transportation 
patterns developed in the last century; 

‘“(5) the alteration of wetland, wet mead- 
ows, and stream zone habitat have com- 
promised the capacity of the watershed to 
filter sediment, nutrients, and pollutants be- 
fore reaching Lake Tahoe; 

‘“(6) forests in the Lake Tahoe Basin suffer 
from over a century of fire damage and peri- 
odic drought, which have resulted in— 

“(A) high tree density and mortality; 

‘*(B) the loss of biological diversity; and 

“(C) a large quantity of combustible forest 
fuels, which significantly increases the 
threat of catastrophic fire and insect infesta- 
tion; 

“(7) the establishment of several aquatic 
and terrestrial invasive species (including 
perennial pepperweed, milfoil, and Asian 
clam) threatens the ecosystem of the Lake 
Tahoe Basin; 

““(8) there is an ongoing threat to the econ- 
omy and ecosystem of the Lake Tahoe Basin 
of the introduction and establishment of 
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other invasive species (such as yellow 
starthistle, New Zealand mud snail, Zebra 
mussel, and quagga mussel); 

(9) 78 percent of the land in the Lake 
Tahoe Basin is administered by the Federal 
Government, which makes it a Federal re- 
sponsibility to restore ecological health to 
the Lake Tahoe Basin; 

“(10) the Federal Government has a long 
history of environmental stewardship at 
Lake Tahoe, including— 

“(A) congressional consent to the estab- 
lishment of the Planning Agency with— 

“(i) the enactment in 1969 of Public Law 
91-148 (83 Stat. 360); and 

“(ii) the enactment in 1980 of Public Law 
96-551 (94 Stat. 3233); 

“(B) the establishment of the Lake Tahoe 
Basin Management Unit in 1973; 

“(C) the enactment of Public Law 96-586 (94 
Stat. 3381) in 1980 to provide for the acquisi- 
tion of environmentally sensitive land and 
erosion control grants in the Lake Tahoe 
Basin; 

“(D) the enactment of sections 341 and 342 
of the Department of the Interior and Re- 
lated Agencies Appropriations Act, 2004 
(Public Law 108-108; 117 Stat. 1317), which 
amended the Southern Nevada Public Land 
Management Act of 1998 (Public Law 105-263; 
112 Stat. 2346) to provide payments for the 
environmental restoration programs under 
this Act; and 

“(E) the enactment of section 382 of the 
Tax Relief and Health Care Act of 2006 (Pub- 
lic Law 109-432; 120 Stat. 3045), which amend- 
ed the Southern Nevada Public Land Man- 
agement Act of 1998 (Public Law 105-263; 112 
Stat. 2346) to authorize development and im- 
plementation of a comprehensive 10-year 
hazardous fuels and fire prevention plan for 
the Lake Tahoe Basin; 

“(11) the Assistant Secretary was an origi- 
nal signatory in 1997 to the Agreement of 
Federal Departments on Protection of the 
Environment and Economic Health of the 
Lake Tahoe Basin; 

“(12) the Chief of Engineers, under direc- 
tion from the Assistant Secretary, has con- 
tinued to be a significant contributor to 
Lake Tahoe Basin restoration, including— 

“(A) stream and wetland restoration; and 

‘“(B) programmatic technical assistance; 

(18) at the Lake Tahoe Presidential 
Forum in 1997, the President renewed the 
commitment of the Federal Government to 
Lake Tahoe by— 

“(A) committing to increased Federal re- 
sources for ecological restoration at Lake 
Tahoe; and 

“(B) establishing the Federal Interagency 
Partnership and Federal Advisory Com- 
mittee to consult on natural resources issues 
concerning the Lake Tahoe Basin; 

*(14) at the 2011 and 2012 Lake Tahoe Fo- 
rums, Senator Reid, Senator Feinstein, Sen- 
ator Heller, Senator Ensign, Governor Gib- 
bons, Governor Sandoval, and Governor 
Brown— 

“(A) renewed their commitment to Lake 
Tahoe; and 

‘“(B) expressed their desire to fund the Fed- 
eral and State shares of the Environmental 
Improvement Program through 2022; 

“(15) since 1997, the Federal Government, 
the States of California and Nevada, units of 
local government, and the private sector 
have contributed more than $1,955,500,000 to 
the Lake Tahoe Basin, including— 

“(A) $635,400,000 from the Federal Govern- 
ment; 

“(B) $758,600,000 from the State of Cali- 
fornia; 

““(C) $123,700,000 from the State of Nevada; 
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“(D) $98,900,000 from units of local govern- 
ment; and 

‘(E) $338,900,000 from private interests; 

(16) significant additional investment 
from Federal, State, local, and private 
sources is necessary— 

“(A) to restore and sustain the ecological 
health of the Lake Tahoe Basin; 

‘“(B) to adapt to the impacts of fluctuating 
water temperature and precipitation; and 

‘“(C) to prevent the introduction and estab- 
lishment of invasive species in the Lake 
Tahoe Basin; and 

“(17) the Secretary has indicated that the 
Lake Tahoe Basin Management Unit has the 
capacity for at least $10,000,000 annually for 
the Fire Risk Reduction and Forest Manage- 
ment Program. 

‘(b) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this Act 
are— 

“(1) to enable the Chief of the Forest Serv- 
ice, the Director of the United States Fish 
and Wildlife Service, and the Administrator, 
in cooperation with the Planning Agency 
and the States of California and Nevada, to 
fund, plan, and implement significant new 
environmental restoration activities and for- 
est management activities in the Lake 
Tahoe Basin; 

‘“(2) to ensure that Federal, State, local, 
regional, tribal, and private entities con- 
tinue to work together to manage land in 
the Lake Tahoe Basin; 

‘(3) to support local governments in efforts 
related to environmental restoration, 
stormwater pollution control, fire risk re- 
duction, and forest management activities; 
and 

“(4) to ensure that agency and science 
community representatives in the Lake 
Tahoe Basin work together— 

“(A) to develop and implement a plan for 
integrated monitoring, assessment, and ap- 
plied research to evaluate the effectiveness 
of the Environmental Improvement Pro- 
gram; and 

‘(B) to provide objective information as a 
basis for ongoing decisionmaking, with an 
emphasis on decisionmaking relating to re- 
source management in the Lake Tahoe 
Basin.’’. 

SEC. 7622. DEFINITIONS. 

The Lake Tahoe Restoration Act (Public 
Law 106-506; 114 Stat. 2351) is amended by 
striking section 3 and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS. 

“In this Act: 

“(1) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘Adminis- 
trator’ means the Administrator of the Envi- 
ronmental Protection Agency. 

‘(2) ASSISTANT SECRETARY.—The term ‘As- 
sistant Secretary’ means the Assistant Sec- 
retary of the Army for Civil Works. 

“(3) CHAIR.—The term ‘Chair’ means the 
Chair of the Federal Partnership. 

(4) COMPACT.—The term ‘Compact’ means 
the Tahoe Regional Planning Compact in- 
cluded in the first section of Public Law 96- 
551 (94 Stat. 3233). 

‘(5) DIRECTORS.—The 
means— 

“(A) the Director of the United States Fish 
and Wildlife Service; and 

“(B) the Director of the United States Geo- 
logical Survey. 

‘(6) ENVIRONMENTAL IMPROVEMENT PRO- 
GRAM.—The term ‘Environmental Improve- 
ment Program’ means— 

“(A) the Environmental Improvement Pro- 
gram adopted by the Planning Agency; and 

“(B) any amendments to the Program. 

‘(7) ENVIRONMENTAL THRESHOLD CARRYING 
CAPACITY.—The term ‘environmental thresh- 


term ‘Directors’ 
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old carrying capacity’ has the meaning given 
the term in Article II of the Compact. 

“(8) FEDERAL PARTNERSHIP.—The term 
‘Federal Partnership’ means the Lake Tahoe 
Federal Interagency Partnership established 
by Executive Order 18057 (62 Fed. Reg. 41249) 
(or a successor Executive order). 

“(9) FOREST MANAGEMENT ACTIVITY.—The 


term ‘forest management activity’ in- 
cludes— 
“(A) prescribed burning for ecosystem 


health and hazardous fuels reduction; 

“(B) mechanical and minimum tool treat- 
ment; 

“(C) stream environment zone restoration 
and other watershed and wildlife habitat en- 
hancements; 

“(D) nonnative invasive species manage- 
ment; and 

‘“(E) other activities consistent with For- 
est Service practices, as the Secretary deter- 
mines to be appropriate. 

(10) MAps.—The term ‘Maps’ means the 
maps— 

(A) entitled— 

“(i) ‘LTRA USFS-CA Land Exchange/North 
Shore’; 

“Gi) ‘LTRA USFS-CA Land Exchange/West 
Shore’; and 

“Gii) ‘LTRA USFS-CA Land Exchange/ 
South Shore’; and 

“(B) dated January 4, 2016, and on file and 
available for public inspection in the appro- 
priate offices of— 

‘“(i) the Forest Service; 

“(ii) the California Tahoe Conservancy; 
and 

“Gii) the California Department of Parks 
and Recreation. 

“(11) NATIONAL WILDLAND FIRE CODE.—The 
term ‘national wildland fire code’ means— 

“(A) the most recent publication of the Na- 
tional Fire Protection Association codes 
numbered 1141, 1142, 1148, and 1144; 

“(B) the most recent publication of the 
International Wildland-Urban Interface Code 
of the International Code Council; or 

“(C) any other code that the Secretary de- 
termines provides the same, or better, stand- 
ards for protection against wildland fire as a 
code described in subparagraph (A) or (B). 

**(12) PLANNING AGENCY.—The term ‘Plan- 
ning Agency’ means the Tahoe Regional 
Planning Agency established under Public 
Law 91-148 (83 Stat. 360) and Public Law 96- 
551 (94 Stat. 3233). 

(18) PRIORITY LIST.—The term ‘Priority 
List’ means the environmental restoration 
priority list developed under section 5(b). 

“(14) SECRETARY.—The term ‘Secretary’ 
means the Secretary of Agriculture, acting 
through the Chief of the Forest Service. 

(15) STREAM ENVIRONMENT ZONE.—The 
term ‘Stream Environment Zone’ means an 
area that generally owes the biological and 
physical characteristics of the area to the 
presence of surface water or groundwater. 

16) TOTAL MAXIMUM DAILY LOAD.—The 
term ‘total maximum daily load’ means the 
total maximum daily load allocations adopt- 
ed under section 303(d) of the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act (83 U.S.C. 13813(d)). 

“(17) WATERCRAFT.—The term ‘watercraft’ 
means motorized and non-motorized 
watercraft, including boats, seaplanes, per- 
sonal watercraft, kayaks, and canoes.”’. 

SEC. 7623. IMPROVED ADMINISTRATION OF THE 
LAKE TAHOE BASIN MANAGEMENT 
UNIT. 

Section 4 of the Lake Tahoe Restoration 
Act (Public Law 106-506; 114 Stat. 2353) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)(3), by striking ‘‘basin’’ 
and inserting ‘‘Basin’’; and 


12457 


(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(c) FOREST MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES.— 

‘**(1) COORDINATION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—In conducting forest 
management activities in the Lake Tahoe 
Basin Management Unit, the Secretary shall, 
as appropriate, coordinate with the Adminis- 
trator and State and local agencies and orga- 
nizations, including local fire departments 
and volunteer groups. 

“(B) GOALS.—The coordination of activi- 
ties under subparagraph (A) should aim to 
increase efficiencies and maximize the com- 
patibility of management practices across 
public property boundaries. 

‘*(2) MULTIPLE BENEFITS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—In conducting forest 
management activities in the Lake Tahoe 
Basin Management Unit, the Secretary shall 
conduct the activities in a manner that— 

“(i) except as provided in subparagraph (B), 
attains multiple ecosystem benefits, includ- 
ing— 

“(I) reducing forest fuels; 

“(ID maintaining biological diversity; 

“(IIT) improving wetland and water qual- 
ity, including in Stream Environment Zones; 
and 

“(IV) increasing resilience to changing 
water temperature and precipitation; and 

“(ii) helps achieve and maintain the envi- 
ronmental threshold carrying capacities es- 
tablished by the Planning Agency. 

“(B) EXCEPTION.—Notwithstanding sub- 
paragraph (A)(i), the attainment of multiple 
ecosystem benefits shall not be required if 
the Secretary determines that management 
for multiple ecosystem benefits would exces- 
sively increase the cost of a program in rela- 
tion to the additional ecosystem benefits 
gained from the management activity. 

‘3) GROUND DISTURBANCE.—Consistent 
with applicable Federal law and Lake Tahoe 
Basin Management Unit land and resource 
management plan direction, the Secretary 
shall— 

“(A) establish post-program ground condi- 
tion criteria for ground disturbance caused 
by forest management activities; and 

‘“(B) provide for monitoring to ascertain 
the attainment of the post-program condi- 
tions. 

‘(d) WITHDRAWAL OF FEDERAL LAND.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to valid existing 
rights and paragraph (2), the Federal land lo- 
cated in the Lake Tahoe Basin Management 
Unit is withdrawn from— 

“(A) all forms of entry, appropriation, or 
disposal under the public land laws; 

‘“(B) location, entry, and patent under the 
mining laws; and 

‘(C) disposition under all laws relating to 
mineral and geothermal leasing. 

“(2) EXCEPTIONS.—A conveyance of land 
shall be exempt from withdrawal under this 
subsection if carried out under— 

“(A) this Act; or 

‘“(B) Public Law 96-586 (94 Stat. 3381) (com- 
monly known as the ‘Santini-Burton Act’). 

“(e) ENVIRONMENTAL THRESHOLD CARRYING 
CAPACITY.—The Lake Tahoe Basin Manage- 
ment Unit shall support the attainment of 
the environmental threshold carrying capac- 
ities. 

‘“(f) COOPERATIVE AUTHORITIES.—During 
the 4 fiscal years following the date of enact- 
ment of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 2016, the Secretary, in conjunction 
with land adjustment programs, may enter 
into contracts and cooperative agreements 
with States, units of local government, and 
other public and private entities to provide 
for fuel reduction, erosion control, reforest- 
ation, Stream Environment Zone restora- 
tion, and similar management activities on 
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Federal land and non-Federal land within 
the programs.”’. 
SEC. 7624. AUTHORIZED PROGRAMS. 

The Lake Tahoe Restoration Act (Public 
Law 106-506; 114 Stat. 2351) is amended by 
striking section 5 and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“SEC. 5. AUTHORIZED PROGRAMS. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, the As- 
sistant Secretary, the Directors, and the Ad- 
ministrator, in coordination with the Plan- 
ning Agency and the States of California and 
Nevada, may carry out or provide financial 
assistance to any program that— 

“(1) is described in subsection (d); 

“(2) is included in the Priority List under 
subsection (b); and 

‘(3) furthers the purposes of the Environ- 
mental Improvement Program if the pro- 
gram has been subject to environmental re- 
view and approval, respectively, as required 
under Federal law, Article VII of the Com- 
pact, and State law, as applicable. 

‘(b) PRIORITY LIST.— 

‘(1) DEADLINE.—Not later than March 15 of 
the year after the date of enactment of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 2016, 
the Chair, in consultation with the Sec- 
retary, the Administrator, the Directors, the 
Planning Agency, the States of California 
and Nevada, the Federal Partnership, the 
Washoe Tribe, the Lake Tahoe Federal Advi- 
sory Committee, and the Tahoe Science Con- 
sortium (or a successor organization) shall 
submit to Congress a prioritized Environ- 
mental Improvement Program list for the 
Lake Tahoe Basin for the program categories 
described in subsection (d). 

“(2) CRITERIA.—The ranking of the Priority 
List shall be based on the best available 
science and the following criteria: 

‘(A) The 4-year threshold carrying capac- 
ity evaluation. 

‘(B) The ability to measure progress or 
success of the program. 

‘(C) The potential to significantly con- 
tribute to the achievement and maintenance 
of the environmental threshold carrying ca- 
pacities identified in Article II of the Com- 
pact. 

‘(D) The ability of a program to provide 
multiple benefits. 

“(E) The ability of a program to leverage 
non-Federal contributions. 

‘“(F) Stakeholder support for the program. 

(G) The justification of Federal interest. 

‘“(H) Agency priority. 

“(D Agency capacity. 

““( J) Cost-effectiveness. 

“(K) Federal funding history. 

‘(3) REVISIONS.—The Priority List sub- 
mitted under paragraph (1) shall be revised 
every 2 years. 

“(4) FUNDING.—Of the amounts made avail- 
able under section 10(a), $80,000,000 shall be 
made available to the Secretary to carry out 
projects listed on the Priority List. 

“iey RESTRICTION.—The Administrator 
shall use not more than 3 percent of the 
funds provided under subsection (a) for ad- 
ministering the programs described in para- 
graphs (1) and (2) of subsection (d). 

‘(d) DESCRIPTION OF ACTIVITIES.— 

‘(1) FIRE RISK REDUCTION AND FOREST MAN- 
AGEMENT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Of the amounts made 
available under section 10(a), $150,000,000 
shall be made available to the Secretary to 
carry out, including by making grants, the 
following programs: 

“(i) Programs identified as part of the 
Lake Tahoe Basin Multi-Jurisdictional Fuel 
Reduction and Wildfire Prevention Strategy 
10-Year Plan. 
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“Gi) Competitive grants for fuels work to 
be awarded by the Secretary to communities 
that have adopted national wildland fire 
codes to implement the applicable portion of 
the 10-year plan described in clause (i). 

“(ii) Biomass programs, including feasi- 
bility assessments. 

“(iv) Angora Fire Restoration under the 
jurisdiction of the Secretary. 

“(v) Washoe Tribe programs on tribal lands 
within the Lake Tahoe Basin. 

“(vi) Development of an updated Lake 
Tahoe Basin multijurisdictional fuel reduc- 
tion and wildfire prevention strategy, con- 
sistent with section 4(c). 

“(vii) Development of updated community 
wildfire protection plans by local fire dis- 
tricts. 

“(viii) Municipal water infrastructure that 
significantly improves the firefighting capa- 
bility of local government within the Lake 
Tahoe Basin. 

“(ix) Stewardship end result contracting 
projects carried out under section 604 of the 
Healthy Forests Restoration Act of 2003 (16 
U.S.C. 6591c). 

“(B) MINIMUM ALLOCATION.—Of the 
amounts made available to the Secretary to 
carry out subparagraph (A), at least 
$100,000,000 shall be used by the Secretary for 
programs under subparagraph (A)(i). 

““(C) PRIORITY.—Units of local government 
that have dedicated funding for inspections 
and enforcement of defensible space regula- 
tions shall be given priority for amounts pro- 
vided under this paragraph. 

“(D) COST-SHARING REQUIREMENTS.— 

‘“(i) IN GENERAL.—As a condition on the re- 
ceipt of funds, communities or local fire dis- 
tricts that receive funds under this para- 
graph shall provide a 25-percent match. 

‘“(ii) FORM OF NON-FEDERAL SHARE.— 

“(I) IN GENERAL.—The non-Federal share 
required under clause (i) may be in the form 
of cash contributions or in-kind contribu- 
tions, including providing labor, equipment, 
supplies, space, and other operational needs. 

“(II) CREDIT FOR CERTAIN DEDICATED FUND- 
ING.—There shall be credited toward the non- 
Federal share required under clause (i) any 
dedicated funding of the communities or 
local fire districts for a fuels reduction man- 
agement program, defensible space inspec- 
tions, or dooryard chipping. 

“(JIT) DOCUMENTATION.—Communities and 
local fire districts shall— 

“(aa) maintain a record of in-kind con- 
tributions that describes— 

“(AA) the monetary value of the in-kind 
contributions; and 

“(BB) the manner in which the in-kind 
contributions assist in accomplishing pro- 
gram goals and objectives; and 

“(bb) document in all requests for Federal 
funding, and include in the total program 
budget, evidence of the commitment to pro- 
vide the non-Federal share through in-kind 
contributions. 

‘(2) INVASIVE SPECIES MANAGEMENT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Of the amounts made 
available under section 10(a), $45,000,000 shall 
be made available to the Director of the 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service for 
the Aquatic Invasive Species Program and 
the watercraft inspections described in sub- 
paragraph (B). 

‘“(B) DESCRIPTION OF ACTIVITIES.—The Di- 
rector of the United States Fish and Wildlife 
Service, in coordination with the Assistant 
Secretary, the Planning Agency, the Cali- 
fornia Department of Fish and Wildlife, and 
the Nevada Department of Wildlife, shall de- 
ploy strategies consistent with the Lake 
Tahoe Aquatic Invasive Species Management 
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Plan to prevent the introduction or spread of 
aquatic invasive species in the Lake Tahoe 
region. 

“(C) CRITERIA.—The strategies referred to 
in subparagraph (B) shall provide that— 

“(i) combined inspection and decontamina- 
tion stations be established and operated at 
not less than 2 locations in the Lake Tahoe 
region; and 

“(ii) watercraft not be allowed to launch in 
waters of the Lake Tahoe region if the 
watercraft has not been inspected in accord- 
ance with the Lake Tahoe Aquatic Invasive 
Species Management Plan. 

‘“(D) CERTIFICATION.—The Planning Agency 
may certify State and local agencies to per- 
form the decontamination activities de- 
scribed in subparagraph (C)(i) at locations 
outside the Lake Tahoe Basin if standards at 
the sites meet or exceed standards for simi- 
lar sites in the Lake Tahoe Basin established 
under this paragraph. 

“(E) APPLICABILITY.—The strategies and 
criteria developed under this paragraph shall 
apply to all watercraft to be launched on 
water within the Lake Tahoe region. 

“(F) FEES.—The Director of the United 
States Fish and Wildlife Service may collect 
and spend fees for decontamination only at a 
level sufficient to cover the costs of oper- 
ation of inspection and decontamination sta- 
tions under this paragraph. 

‘(G) CIVIL PENALTIES.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—Any person that 
launches, attempts to launch, or facilitates 
launching of watercraft not in compliance 
with strategies deployed under this para- 
graph shall be liable for a civil penalty in an 
amount not to exceed $1,000 per violation. 

“(ii) OTHER AUTHORITIES.—Any penalties 
assessed under this subparagraph shall be 
separate from penalties assessed under any 
other authority. 

“(H) LIMITATION.—The strategies and cri- 
teria under subparagraphs (B) and (C), re- 
spectively, may be modified if the Secretary 
of the Interior, in a nondelegable capacity 
and in consultation with the Planning Agen- 
cy and State governments, issues a deter- 
mination that alternative measures will be 
no less effective at preventing introduction 
of aquatic invasive species into Lake Tahoe 
than the strategies and criteria developed 
under subparagraphs (B) and (C), respec- 
tively. 

“(I) SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY.—The au- 
thority under this paragraph is supplemental 
to all actions taken by non-Federal regu- 
latory authorities. 

“(J) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—Nothing in this title 
restricts, affects, or amends any other law or 
the authority of any department, instrumen- 
tality, or agency of the United States, or any 
State or political subdivision thereof, re- 
specting the control of invasive species. 

‘(3) STORMWATER MANAGEMENT, EROSION 
CONTROL, AND TOTAL WATERSHED RESTORA- 
TION.—Of the amounts made available under 
section 10(a), $113,000,000 shall be made avail- 
able— 

“(A) to the Secretary, the Secretary of the 
Interior, the Assistant Secretary, or the Ad- 
ministrator for the Federal share of 
stormwater management and related pro- 
grams consistent with the adopted Total 
Maximum Daily Load and near-shore water 
quality goals; 

“(B) for grants by the Secretary and the 
Administrator to carry out the programs de- 
scribed in subparagraph (A); 

“(C) to the Secretary or the Assistant Sec- 
retary for the Federal share of the Upper 
Truckee River restoration programs and 
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other watershed restoration programs identi- 
fied in the Priority List established under 
section 5(b); and 

“(D) for grants by the Administrator to 
carry out the programs described in subpara- 
graph (C). 

‘(4) SPECIAL STATUS SPECIES MANAGE- 
MENT.—Of the amounts made available under 
section 10(a), $20,000,000 shall be made avail- 
able to the Director of the United States 
Fish and Wildlife Service for the Lahontan 
Cutthroat Trout Recovery Program.”’’. 

SEC. 7625. PROGRAM PERFORMANCE AND AC- 
COUNTABILITY. 

The Lake Tahoe Restoration Act (Public 
Law 106-506; 114 Stat. 2351) is amended by 
striking section 6 and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“SEC. 6. PROGRAM PERFORMANCE AND AC- 
COUNTABILITY. 

‘*(a) PROGRAM PERFORMANCE AND ACCOUNT- 
ABILITY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Of the amounts made 
available under section 10(a), not less than 
$5,000,000 shall be made available to the Sec- 
retary to carry out this section. 

““(2) PLANNING AGENCY.—Of the amounts de- 
scribed in paragraph (1), not less than 50 per- 
cent shall be made available to the Planning 
Agency to carry out the program oversight 
and coordination activities established under 
subsection (d). 

“(b) CONSULTATION.—In carrying out this 
Act, the Secretary, the Administrator, and 
the Directors shall, as appropriate and in a 
timely manner, consult with the heads of the 
Washoe Tribe, applicable Federal, State, re- 
gional, and local governmental agencies, and 
the Lake Tahoe Federal Advisory Com- 
mittee. 

“(c) CORPS OF ENGINEERS; INTERAGENCY 
AGREEMENTS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Assistant Secretary 
may enter into interagency agreements with 
non-Federal interests in the Lake Tahoe 
Basin to use Lake Tahoe Partnership-Mis- 
cellaneous General Investigations funds to 
provide programmatic technical assistance 
for the Environmental Improvement Pro- 
gram. 

‘*(2) LOCAL COOPERATION AGREEMENTS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Before providing tech- 
nical assistance under this section, the As- 
sistant Secretary shall enter into a local co- 
operation agreement with a non-Federal in- 
terest to provide for the technical assist- 
ance. 

“(B) COMPONENTS.—The agreement entered 
into under subparagraph (A) shall— 

“(i) describe the nature of the technical as- 
sistance; 

“(ii) describe any legal and institutional 
structures necessary to ensure the effective 
long-term viability of the end products by 
the non-Federal interest; and 

“(iii) include cost-sharing provisions in ac- 
cordance with subparagraph (C). 

‘(C) FEDERAL SHARE.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—The Federal share of pro- 
gram costs under each local cooperation 
agreement under this paragraph shall be 65 
percent. 

“(ii) FoRM.—The Federal share may be in 
the form of reimbursements of program 
costs. 

“(iii) CREDIT.—The non-Federal interest 
may receive credit toward the non-Federal 
share for the reasonable costs of related 
technical activities completed by the non- 
Federal interest before entering into a local 
cooperation agreement with the Assistant 
Secretary under this paragraph. 

‘(d) EFFECTIVENESS EVALUATION AND MONI- 
TORING.—In carrying out this Act, the Sec- 
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retary, the Administrator, and the Directors, 
in coordination with the Planning Agency 
and the States of California and Nevada, 
shall— 

“(1) develop and implement a plan for inte- 
grated monitoring, assessment, and applied 
research to evaluate the effectiveness of the 
Environmental Improvement Program; 

‘“(2) include funds in each program funded 
under this section for monitoring and assess- 
ment of results at the program level; and 

(3) use the integrated multiagency per- 
formance measures established under this 
section. 

“(e) REPORTING REQUIREMENTS.—Not later 
than March 15 of each year, the Secretary, in 
cooperation with the Chair, the Adminis- 
trator, the Directors, the Planning Agency, 
and the States of California and Nevada, con- 
sistent with subsection (a), shall submit to 
Congress a report that describes— 

“(1) the status of all Federal, State, local, 
and private programs authorized under this 
Act, including to the maximum extent prac- 
ticable, for programs that will receive Fed- 
eral funds under this Act during the current 
or subsequent fiscal year— 

“(A) the program scope; 

““(B) the budget for the program; and 

“(C) the justification for the program, con- 
sistent with the criteria established in sec- 
tion 5(b)(2); 

“(2) Federal, State, local, and private ex- 
penditures in the preceding fiscal year to im- 
plement the Environmental Improvement 
Program; 

(3) accomplishments in the preceding fis- 
cal year in implementing this Act in accord- 
ance with the performance measures and 
other monitoring and assessment activities; 
and 

“(4) public education and outreach efforts 
undertaken to implement programs author- 
ized under this Act. 

“(f) ANNUAL BUDGET PLAN.—As part of the 
annual budget of the President, the Presi- 
dent shall submit information regarding 
each Federal agency involved in the Envi- 
ronmental Improvement Program (including 
the Forest Service, the Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, the United States Fish and 
Wildlife Service, the United States Geologi- 
cal Survey, and the Corps of Engineers), in- 
cluding— 

“(1) an interagency crosscut budget that 
displays the proposed budget for use by each 
Federal agency in carrying out restoration 
activities relating to the Environmental Im- 
provement Program for the following fiscal 
year; 

“(2) a detailed accounting of all amounts 
received and obligated by Federal agencies 
to achieve the goals of the Environmental 
Improvement Program during the preceding 
fiscal year; and 

“*(3) a description of the Federal role in the 
Environmental Improvement Program, in- 
cluding the specific role of each agency in- 
volved in the restoration of the Lake Tahoe 
Basin.’’. 

SEC. 7626. CONFORMING AMENDMENTS; UP- 
DATES TO RELATED LAWS. 

(a) LAKE TAHOE RESTORATION ACT.—The 
Lake Tahoe Restoration Act (Public Law 
106-506; 114 Stat. 2351) is amended— 

(1) by striking sections 8 and 9; 

(2) by redesignating sections 10, 11, and 12 
as sections 8, 9, and 10, respectively; and 

(3) in section 9 (as redesignated by para- 
graph (2)) by inserting ‘‘, Director, or Admin- 
istrator” after ‘‘Secretary’’. 

(b) TAHOE REGIONAL PLANNING COMPACT.— 
Subsection (c) of Article V of the Tahoe Re- 
gional Planning Compact (Public Law 96-551; 
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94 Stat. 3240) is amended in the third sen- 
tence by inserting ‘‘and, in so doing, shall 
ensure that the regional plan reflects chang- 
ing economic conditions and the economic 
effect of regulation on commerce” after 
“maintain the regional plan’’. 

(c) TREATMENT UNDER TITLE 49, UNITED 
STATES CODE.—Section 5303(r)(2)(C) of title 
49, United States Code, is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘and 25 square miles of 
land area” after ‘‘145,000’’; and 

(2) by inserting ‘‘and 12 square miles of 
land area” after ‘‘65,000’’. 

SEC. 7627. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

The Lake Tahoe Restoration Act (Public 
Law 106-506; 114 Stat. 2351) is amended by 
striking section 10 (as redesignated by sec- 
tion 7626(a)(2)) and inserting the following: 
“SEC. 10. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

‘“(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this Act $415,000,000 for a period of 
10 fiscal years beginning the first fiscal year 
after the date of enactment of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 2016. 

‘(b) EFFECT ON OTHER FUNDS.—Amounts 
authorized under this section and any 
amendments made by this Act— 

“(1) shall be in addition to any other 
amounts made available to the Secretary, 
the Administrator, or the Directors for ex- 
penditure in the Lake Tahoe Basin; and 

“(2) shall not reduce allocations for other 
Regions of the Forest Service, the Environ- 
mental Protection Agency, or the United 
States Fish and Wildlife Service. 

‘(c) COST-SHARING REQUIREMENT.—Except 
as provided in subsection (d) and section 
5(d)(1)(D), funds for activities carried out 
under section 5 shall be available for obliga- 
tion on a 1-to-1 basis with funding of restora- 
tion activities in the Lake Tahoe Basin by 
the States of California and Nevada. 

“(d) RELOCATION CostTs.—Notwithstanding 
subsection (c), the Secretary shall provide to 
local utility districts 74 of the costs of relo- 
cating facilities in connection with— 

“(1) environmental restoration programs 
under sections 5 and 6; and 

‘“(2) erosion control programs under sec- 
tion 2 of Public Law 96-586 (94 Stat. 3381). 

“(e) SIGNAGE.—To the maximum extent 
practicable, a program provided assistance 
under this Act shall include appropriate 
signage at the program site that— 

‘(1) provides information to the public 
on— 

“(A) the amount of Federal funds being 
provided to the program; and 

“(B) this Act; and 

‘(2) displays the visual identity mark of 
the Environmental Improvement Program.’’. 
SEC. 7628. LAND TRANSFERS TO IMPROVE MAN- 

AGEMENT EFFICIENCIES OF FED- 
ERAL AND STATE LAND. 

Section 3(b) of Public Law 96-586 (94 Stat. 
3384) (commonly known as the ‘‘Santini-Bur- 
ton Act’’) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘(b) Lands” and inserting 
the following: 

‘*(b) ADMINISTRATION OF ACQUIRED LAND.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Land”’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(2) CALIFORNIA CONVEYANCES.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—If the State of Cali- 
fornia (acting through the California Tahoe 
Conservancy and the California Department 
of Parks and Recreation) offers to donate to 
the United States the non-Federal land de- 
scribed in subparagraph (B)(i), the Sec- 
retary— 

“(i) may accept the offer; and 

“(ii) convey to the State of California, sub- 
ject to valid existing rights and for no con- 
sideration, all right, title, and interest of the 
United States in and to the Federal land. 
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‘(B) DESCRIPTION OF LAND.— 

“(i) NON-FEDERAL LAND.—The non-Federal 
land referred to in subparagraph (A) in- 
cludes— 

‘“(I) the approximately 1,936 acres of land 
administered by the California Tahoe Con- 
servancy and identified on the Maps as 
‘Tahoe Conservancy to the USFS’; and 

“(IT) the approximately 183 acres of land 
administered by California State Parks and 
identified on the Maps as ‘Total USFS to 
California’. 

“(ii) FEDERAL LAND.—The Federal land re- 
ferred to in subparagraph (A) includes the 
approximately 1,995 acres of Forest Service 
land identified on the Maps as ‘U.S. Forest 
Service to Conservancy and State Parks’. 

“(C) CONDITIONS.—Any land conveyed 
under this paragraph shall— 

“(i) be for the purpose of consolidating 
Federal and State ownerships and improving 
management efficiencies; 

“(ii) not result in any significant changes 
in the uses of the land; and 

“(iii) be subject to the condition that the 
applicable deed include such terms, restric- 


tions, covenants, conditions, and reserva- 
tions as the Secretary determines nec- 
essary— 


‘(T) to ensure compliance with this Act; 
and 

“(IT) to ensure that the transfer of develop- 
ment rights associated with the conveyed 
parcels shall not be recognized or available 
for transfer under chapter 51 of the Code of 
Ordinances for the Tahoe Regional Planning 
Agency. 

‘(D) CONTINUATION OF SPECIAL USE PER- 
MITS.—The land conveyance under this para- 
graph shall be subject to the condition that 
the State of California accept all special use 
permits applicable, as of the date of enact- 
ment of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 2016, to the land described in subpara- 
graph (B)(ii) for the duration of the special 
use permits, and subject to the terms and 
conditions of the special use permits. 

‘(3) NEVADA CONVEYANCES.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—In accordance with this 
section and on request by the Governor of 
Nevada, the Secretary may transfer the land 
or interests in land described in subpara- 
graph (B) to the State of Nevada without 
consideration, subject to appropriate deed 
restrictions to protect the environmental 
quality and public recreational use of the 
land transferred. 

‘(B) DESCRIPTION OF LAND.—The land re- 
ferred to in subparagraph (A) includes— 

“(i) the approximately 38.68 acres of Forest 
Service land identified on the map entitled 
‘State of Nevada Conveyances’ as ‘Van Sick- 
le Unit USFS Inholding’; and 

“(ii) the approximately 92.28 acres of For- 
est Service land identified on the map enti- 
tled ‘State of Nevada Conveyances’ as ‘Lake 
Tahoe Nevada State Park USFS Inholding’. 

“(C) CONDITIONS.—Any land conveyed 
under this paragraph shall— 

“(i) be for the purpose of consolidating 
Federal and State ownerships and improving 
management efficiencies; 

“(ii) not result in any significant changes 
in the uses of the land; and 

“(iii) be subject to the condition that the 
applicable deed include such terms, restric- 


tions, covenants, conditions, and reserva- 
tions as the Secretary determines nec- 
essary— 


“(D) to ensure compliance with this Act; 
and 

“(IT) to ensure that the development rights 
associated with the conveyed parcels shall 
not be recognized or available for transfer 
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under section 90.2 of the Code of Ordinances 
for the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency. 

“(D) CONTINUATION OF SPECIAL USE PER- 
MITS.—The land conveyance under this para- 
graph shall be subject to the condition that 
the State of Nevada accept all special use 
permits applicable, as of the date of enact- 
ment of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 2016, to the land described in subpara- 
graph (B)(ii) for the duration of the special 
use permits, and subject to the terms and 
conditions of the special use permits. 

‘(4) AUTHORIZATION FOR CONVEYANCE OF 
FOREST SERVICE URBAN LOTS.— 

“(A) CONVEYANCE AUTHORITY.—Except in 
the case of land described in paragraphs (2) 
and (3), the Secretary of Agriculture may 
convey any urban lot within the Lake Tahoe 
Basin under the administrative jurisdiction 
of the Forest Service. 

“(B) CONSIDERATION.—A conveyance under 
subparagraph (A) shall require consideration 
in an amount equal to the fair market value 
of the conveyed lot. 

“(C) AVAILABILITY AND USE.—The proceeds 
from a conveyance under subparagraph (A) 
shall be retained by the Secretary of Agri- 
culture and used for— 

“(G) purchasing inholdings throughout the 
Lake Tahoe Basin; or 

“Gi) providing additional funds to carry 
out the Lake Tahoe Restoration Act (Public 
Law 106-506; 114 Stat. 2351) in excess of 
amounts made available under section 10 of 
that Act. 

“(D) OBLIGATION LIMIT.—The obligation 
and expenditure of proceeds retained under 
this paragraph shall be subject to such fiscal 
year limitation as may be specified in an Act 
making appropriations for the Forest Serv- 
ice for a fiscal year. 

“(5) REVERSION.—If a parcel of land trans- 
ferred under paragraph (2) or (3) is used in a 
manner that is inconsistent with the use de- 
scribed for the parcel of land in paragraph (2) 
or (3), respectively, the parcel of land, shall, 
at the discretion of the Secretary, revert to 
the United States. 

“(6) FUNDING.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Of the amounts made 
available under section 10(a) of the Lake 
Tahoe Restoration Act (Public Law 106-506; 
114 Stat. 2351), $2,000,000 shall be made avail- 
able to the Secretary to carry out the activi- 
ties under paragraphs (2), (3), and (4). 

‘“(B) OTHER FUNDS.—Of the amounts avail- 
able to the Secretary under paragraph (1), 
not less than 50 percent shall be provided to 
the California Tahoe Conservancy to facili- 
tate the conveyance of land described in 
paragraphs (2) and (8).’’. 


PART III—LONG ISLAND SOUND 
RESTORATION 


SEC. 7631. RESTORATION AND STEWARDSHIP 
PROGRAMS. 

(a) LONG ISLAND SOUND RESTORATION PRO- 
GRAM.—Section 119 of the Federal Water Pol- 
lution Control Act (83 U.S.C. 1269) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in subsection (b), by striking the sub- 
section designation and heading and all that 
follows through ‘‘The Office shall” and in- 
serting the following: 

“(b) OFFICE.— 

“(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Administrator 
shall— 

“(A) continue to carry out the conference 
study; and 

‘“(B) establish an office, to be located on or 
near Long Island Sound. 

“(2) ADMINISTRATION AND STAFFING.—The 
Office shall’’; 

(2) in subsection (c)— 
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(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by striking “Management Conference of the 
Long Island Sound Study” and inserting 
“conference study”’; 

(B) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) in each of subparagraphs (A) through 
(G), by striking the commas at the end of the 
subparagraphs and inserting semicolons; 

(ii) in subparagraph (H), by striking “‘, 
and” and inserting a semicolon; 

(iii) in subparagraph (1), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting a semicolon; 
and 

(iv) by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(J) environmental impacts on the Long 
Island Sound watershed, including— 

“(i) the identification and assessment of 
vulnerabilities in the watershed; 

“(ii) the development and implementation 
of adaptation strategies to reduce those 
vulnerabilities; and 

“(iii) the identification and assessment of 
the impacts of sea level rise on water qual- 
ity, habitat, and infrastructure; and 

‘(K) planning initiatives for Long Island 
Sound that identify the areas that are most 
suitable for various types or classes of ac- 
tivities in order to reduce conflicts among 
uses, reduce adverse environmental impacts, 
facilitate compatible uses, or preserve crit- 
ical ecosystem services to meet economic, 
environmental, security, or social objec- 
tives;’’; 

(C) by striking paragraph (4) and inserting 
the following: 

‘(4) develop and implement strategies to 
increase public education and awareness 
with respect to the ecological health and 
water quality conditions of Long Island 
Sound;”’; 

(D) in paragraph (5), by inserting ‘‘study’’ 
after ‘‘conference’’; 

(E) in paragraph (6)— 

(i) by inserting ‘‘(including on the Inter- 
net)” after ‘‘the public”; and 

(ii) by inserting ‘‘study”’ 
ference”; and 

(F) by striking paragraph (7) and inserting 
the following: 

‘(7) monitor the progress made toward 
meeting the identified goals, actions, and 
schedules of the Comprehensive Conserva- 
tion and Management Plan, including 
through the implementation and support of a 
monitoring system for the ecological health 
and water quality conditions of Long Island 
Sound; and’’; 

(3) in subsection (d)(8), in the second sen- 
tence, by striking ‘50 per centum” and in- 
serting ‘‘60 percent”; 

(4) by redesignating subsection (f) as sub- 
section (i); and 

(5) by inserting after subsection (e) the fol- 
lowing: 


‘“(f) REPORT.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 2 years 
after the date of enactment of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 2016, and bienni- 
ally thereafter, the Director of the Office, in 
consultation with the Governor of each Long 
Island Sound State, shall submit to Congress 
a report that— 

“(A) summarizes and assesses the progress 
made by the Office and the Long Island 
Sound States in implementing the Long Is- 
land Sound Comprehensive Conservation and 
Management Plan, including an assessment 
of the progress made toward meeting the 
performance goals and milestones contained 
in the Plan; 

“(B) assesses the key ecological attributes 
that reflect the health of the ecosystem of 
the Long Island Sound watershed; 


after ‘‘con- 
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“(C) describes any substantive modifica- 
tions to the Long Island Sound Comprehen- 
sive Conservation and Management Plan 
made during the 2-year period preceding the 
date of submission of the report; 

‘(D) provides specific recommendations to 
improve progress in restoring and protecting 
the Long Island Sound watershed, including, 
as appropriate, proposed modifications to the 
Long Island Sound Comprehensive Conserva- 
tion and Management Plan; 

“(E) identifies priority actions for imple- 
mentation of the Long Island Sound Com- 
prehensive Conservation and Management 
Plan for the 2-year period following the date 
of submission of the report; and 

“(F) describes the means by which Federal 
funding and actions will be coordinated with 
the actions of the Long Island Sound States 
and other entities. 

‘(2) PUBLIC AVAILABILITY.—The Adminis- 
trator shall make the report described in 
paragraph (1) available to the public, includ- 
ing on the Internet. 

“(g) ANNUAL BUDGET PLAN.—The President 
shall submit, together with the annual budg- 
et of the United States Government sub- 
mitted under section 1105(a) of title 31, 
United States Code, information regarding 
each Federal department and agency in- 
volved in the protection and restoration of 
the Long Island Sound watershed, includ- 
ing— 

“(1) an interagency crosscut budget that 
displays for each department and agency— 

“(A) the amount obligated during the pre- 
ceding fiscal year for protection and restora- 
tion projects and studies relating to the wa- 
tershed; 

“(B) the estimated budget for the current 
fiscal year for protection and restoration 
projects and studies relating to the water- 
shed; and 

‘(C) the proposed budget for succeeding 
fiscal years for protection and restoration 
projects and studies relating to the water- 
shed; and 

“(2) a summary of any proposed modifica- 
tions to the Long Island Sound Comprehen- 
sive Conservation and Management Plan for 
the following fiscal year. 

‘(h) FEDERAL ENTITIES.— 

“(1) COORDINATION.—The Administrator 
shall coordinate the actions of all Federal 
departments and agencies that impact water 
quality in the Long Island Sound watershed 
in order to improve the water quality and 
living resources of the watershed. 

“(2) METHODS.—In carrying out this sec- 
tion, the Administrator, acting through the 
Director of the Office, may— 

“(A) enter into interagency agreements; 
and 

“(B) make 
appointments. 

‘(8) FEDERAL PARTICIPATION IN WATERSHED 
PLANNING.—A Federal department or agency 
that owns or occupies real property, or car- 
ries out activities, within the Long Island 
Sound watershed shall participate in re- 
gional and subwatershed planning, protec- 
tion, and restoration activities with respect 
to the watershed. 

‘*(4) CONSISTENCY WITH COMPREHENSIVE CON- 
SERVATION AND MANAGEMENT PLAN.—To the 
maximum extent practicable, the head of 
each Federal department and agency that 
owns or occupies real property, or carries 
out activities, within the Long Island Sound 
watershed shall ensure that the property and 
all activities carried out by the department 
or agency are consistent with the Long Is- 
land Sound Comprehensive Conservation and 
Management Plan (including any related 
subsequent agreements and plans).’’. 


intergovernmental personnel 
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(b) LONG ISLAND SOUND STEWARDSHIP PRO- 
GRAM.— 

(1) LONG ISLAND SOUND STEWARDSHIP ADVI- 
SORY COMMITTEE.—Section 8 of the Long Is- 
land Sound Stewardship Act of 2006 (33 U.S.C. 
1269 note; Public Law 109-359) is amended— 

(A) in subsection (g), by striking ‘‘2011’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2021’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

“(h) NONAPPLICABILITY OF FACA.—The 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (5 U.S.C. 
App.) shall not apply to— 

“(1) the Advisory Committee; or 

“(2) any board, committee, or other group 
established under this Act.’’. 

(2) REPORTS.—Section 9(b)(1) of the Long 
Island Sound Stewardship Act of 2006 (33 
U.S.C. 1269 note; Public Law 109-859) is 
amended in the matter preceding subpara- 
graph (A) by striking ‘‘2011’’ and inserting 
“2021”. 

(3) AUTHORIZATION.—Section 11 of the Long 
Island Sound Stewardship Act of 2006 (33 


U.S.C. 1269 note; Public Law 109-859) is 
amended— 

(A) by striking subsection (a); 

(B) by redesignating subsections (b) 


through (d) as subsections (a) through (c), re- 
spectively; and 

(C) in subsection (a) (as so redesignated), 
by striking ‘‘under this section each” and in- 
serting ‘‘to carry out this Act for a”. 

(4) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this subsection take effect on Octo- 
ber 1, 2011. 

SEC. 7632. REAUTHORIZATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to 
be appropriated to the Administrator such 
sums as are necessary for each of fiscal years 
2017 through 2021 for the implementation of— 

(1) section 119 of the Federal Water Pollu- 
tion Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1269), other than 
subsection (d) of that section; and 

(2) the Long Island Sound Stewardship Act 
of 2006 (33 U.S.C. 1269 note; Public Law 109- 
359). 

(b) LONG ISLAND SOUND GRANTS.—There is 
authorized to be appropriated to the Admin- 
istrator to carry out section 119(d) of the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act (33 
U.S.C. 1269(d)) $40,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2017 through 2021. 

(c) LONG ISLAND SOUND STEWARDSHIP 
GRANTS.—There is authorized to be appro- 
priated to the Administrator to carry out 
the Long Island Sound Stewardship Act of 
2006 (33 U.S.C. 1269 note; Public Law 109-359) 
$25,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2017 
through 2021. 

PART IV—DELAWARE RIVER BASIN 
CONSERVATION 
SEC. 7641. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds that— 

(1) the Delaware River Basin is a national 
treasure of great cultural, environmental, 
ecological, and economic importance; 

(2) the Basin contains over 12,500 square 
miles of land in the States of Delaware, New 
Jersey, New York, and Pennsylvania, includ- 
ing nearly 800 square miles of bay and more 
than 2,000 tributary rivers and streams; 

(3) the Basin is home to more than 8,000,000 
people who depend on the Delaware River 
and the Delaware Bay as an economic en- 
gine, a place of recreation, and a vital habi- 
tat for fish and wildlife; 

(4) the Basin provides clean drinking water 
to more than 15,000,000 people, including New 
York City, which relies on the Basin for ap- 
proximately half of the drinking water sup- 
ply of the city, and Philadelphia, whose most 
significant threat to the drinking water sup- 
ply of the city is loss of forests and other 
natural cover in the Upper Basin, according 
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to a study conducted by the Philadelphia 
Water Department; 

(5) the Basin contributes $25,000,000,000 an- 
nually in economic activity, provides 
$21,000,000,000 in ecosystem goods and serv- 
ices per year, and is directly or indirectly re- 
sponsible for 600,000 jobs with $10,000,000,000 
in annual wages; 

(6) almost 180 species of fish and wildlife 
are considered special status species in the 
Basin due to habitat loss and degradation, 
particularly sturgeon, eastern oyster, horse- 
shoe crabs, and red knots, which have been 
identified as unique species in need of habi- 
tat improvement; 

(7) the Basin provides habitat for over 200 
resident and migrant fish species, includes 
significant recreational fisheries, and is an 
important source of eastern oyster, blue 
crab, and the largest population of the Amer- 
ican horseshoe crab; 

(8) the annual dockside value of commer- 
cial eastern oyster fishery landings for the 
Delaware Estuary is nearly $4,000,000, mak- 
ing it the fourth most lucrative fishery in 
the Delaware River Basin watershed, and 
proven management strategies are available 
to increase oyster habitat, abundance, and 
harvest; 

(9) the Delaware Bay has the second larg- 
est concentration of shorebirds in North 
America and is designated as one of the 4 
most important shorebird migration sites in 
the world; 

(10) the Basin, 50 percent of which is for- 
ested, also has over 700,000 acres of wetland, 
more than 126,000 acres of which are recog- 
nized as internationally important, resulting 
in a landscape that provides essential eco- 
system services, including recreation, com- 
mercial, and water quality benefits; 

(11) much of the remaining exemplary nat- 
ural landscape in the Basin is vulnerable to 
further degradation, as the Basin gains ap- 
proximately 10 square miles of developed 
land annually, and with new development, 
urban watersheds are increasingly covered 
by impervious surfaces, amplifying the quan- 
tity of polluted runoff into rivers and 
streams; 

(12) the Delaware River is the longest 
undammed river east of the Mississippi; a 
critical component of the National Wild and 
Scenic Rivers System in the Northeast, with 
more than 400 miles designated; home to one 
of the most heavily visited National Park 
units in the United States, the Delaware 
Water Gap National Recreation Area; and 
the location of 6 National Wildlife Refuges; 

(18) the Delaware River supports an inter- 
nationally renowned cold water fishery in 
more than 80 miles of its northern head- 
waters that attracts tens of thousands of 
visitors each year and generates over 
$21,000,000 in annual revenue through tour- 
ism and recreational activities; 

(14) management of water volume in the 
Basin is critical to flood mitigation and 
habitat for fish and wildlife, and following 3 
major floods along the Delaware River since 
2004, the Governors of the States of Dela- 
ware, New Jersey, New York, and Pennsyl- 
vania have called for natural flood damage 
reduction measures to combat the problem, 
including restoring the function of riparian 
corridors; 

(15) the Delaware River Port Complex (in- 
cluding docking facilities in the States of 
Delaware, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania) is 
one of the largest freshwater ports in the 
world, the Port of Philadelphia handles the 
largest volume of international tonnage and 
70 percent of the oil shipped to the East 
Coast, and the Port of Wilmington, a full- 
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service deepwater port and marine terminal 
supporting more than 12,000 jobs, is the busi- 
est terminal on the Delaware River, handling 
more than 400 vessels per year with an an- 
nual import/export cargo tonnage of more 
than 4,000,000 tons; 

(16) the Delaware Estuary, where fresh- 
water from the Delaware River mixes with 
saltwater from the Atlantic Ocean, is one of 
the largest and most complex of the 28 estu- 
aries in the National Estuary Program, and 
the Partnership for the Delaware Estuary 
works to improve the environmental health 
of the Delaware Estuary; 

(17) the Delaware River Basin Commission 
is a Federal-interstate compact government 
agency charged with overseeing a unified ap- 
proach to managing the river system and im- 
plementing important water resources man- 
agement projects and activities throughout 
the Basin that are in the national interest; 

(18) restoration activities in the Basin are 
supported through several Federal and State 
agency programs, and funding for those im- 
portant programs should continue and com- 
plement the establishment of the Delaware 
River Basin Restoration Program, which is 
intended to build on and help coordinate res- 
toration and protection funding mechanisms 
at the Federal, State, regional, and local lev- 
els; and 

(19) the existing and ongoing voluntary 
conservation efforts in the Delaware River 
Basin necessitate improved efficiency and 
cost effectiveness, as well as increased pri- 
vate-sector investments and coordination of 
Federal and non-Federal resources. 

SEC. 7642. DEFINITIONS. 

In this part: 

(1) BASIN.—The term ‘‘Basin’’ means the 4- 
State Delaware Basin region, including all of 
Delaware Bay and portions of the States of 
Delaware, New Jersey, New York, and Penn- 
sylvania located in the Delaware River wa- 
tershed. 

(2) BASIN STATE.—The term ‘‘Basin State” 
means each of the States of Delaware, New 
Jersey, New York, and Pennsylvania. 

(3) DIRECTOR.—The term ‘‘Director’’ means 
the Director of the United States Fish and 
Wildlife Service. 

(4) FOUNDATION.—The term ‘‘Foundation’’ 
means the National Fish and Wildlife Foun- 
dation, a congressionally chartered founda- 
tion established by section 2 of the National 
Fish and Wildlife Foundation Establishment 
Act (16 U.S.C. 3701). 

(5) GRANT PROGRAM.—The term ‘‘grant pro- 
gram’’ means the voluntary Delaware River 
Basin Restoration Grant Program estab- 
lished under section 7644. 

(6) PROGRAM.—The term ‘“‘program’’ means 
the nonregulatory Delaware River Basin res- 
toration program established under section 
7643. 

(T) RESTORATION AND PROTECTION.—The 
term ‘‘restoration and protection’? means 
the conservation, stewardship, and enhance- 
ment of habitat for fish and wildlife to pre- 
serve and improve ecosystems and ecological 
processes on which they depend, and for use 
and enjoyment by the public. 

(8) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior, acting 
through the Director. 

(9) SERVICE.—The term ‘‘Service’’ means 
the United States Fish and Wildlife Service. 
SEC. 7643. PROGRAM ESTABLISHMENT. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall establish a nonregula- 
tory program to be known as the ‘‘Delaware 
River Basin restoration program”. 

(b) DUTIES.—In carrying out the program, 
the Secretary shall— 
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(1) draw on existing and new management 
plans for the Basin, or portions of the Basin, 
and work in consultation with applicable 
management entities, including representa- 
tives of the Partnership for the Delaware Es- 
tuary, the Delaware River Basin Commis- 
sion, the Federal Government, and other 
State and local governments, and regional 
and nonprofit organizations, as appropriate, 
to identify, prioritize, and implement res- 
toration and protection activities within the 
Basin; 

(2) adopt a Basinwide strategy that— 

(A) supports the implementation of a 
shared set of science-based restoration and 
protection activities developed in accordance 
with paragraph (1); 

(B) targets cost-effective projects with 
measurable results; and 

(C) maximizes conservation outcomes with 
no net gain of Federal full-time equivalent 
employees; and 

(3) establish the voluntary grant and tech- 
nical assistance programs in accordance with 
section 7644. 

(c) COORDINATION.—In establishing the pro- 
gram, the Secretary shall consult, as appro- 
priate, with— 

(1) the heads of Federal agencies, includ- 
ing— 

(A) the Administrator; 

(B) the Administrator of the National Oce- 
anic and Atmospheric Administration; 

(C) the Chief of the Natural Resources Con- 
servation Service; 

(D) the Chief of Engineers; and 

(E) the head of any other applicable agen- 
cy; 

(2) the Governors of the Basin States; 

(8) the Partnership for the Delaware Estu- 
ary; 

(4) the Delaware River Basin Commission; 

(5) fish and wildlife joint venture partner- 
ships; and 

(6) other public agencies and organizations 
with authority for the planning and imple- 
mentation of conservation strategies in the 
Basin. 

(d) PURPOSES.—The purposes of the pro- 
gram include— 

(1) coordinating restoration and protection 
activities among Federal, State, local, and 
regional entities and conservation partners 
throughout the Basin; and 

(2) carrying out coordinated restoration 
and protection activities, and providing for 
technical assistance throughout the Basin 
and Basin States— 

(A) to sustain and enhance fish and wildlife 
habitat restoration and protection activities; 

(B) to improve and maintain water quality 
to support fish and wildlife, as well as the 
habitats of fish and wildlife, and drinking 
water for people; 

(C) to sustain and enhance water manage- 
ment for volume and flood damage mitiga- 
tion improvements to benefit fish and wild- 
life habitat; 

(D) to improve opportunities for public ac- 
cess and recreation in the Basin consistent 
with the ecological needs of fish and wildlife 
habitat; 

(E) to facilitate strategic planning to 
maximize the resilience of natural systems 
and habitats under changing watershed con- 
ditions; 

(F) to engage the public through outreach, 
education, and citizen involvement, to in- 
crease capacity and support for coordinated 
restoration and protection activities in the 
Basin; 

(Œ) to increase scientific capacity to sup- 
port the planning, monitoring, and research 
activities necessary to carry out coordinated 
restoration and protection activities; and 
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(H) to provide technical assistance to carry 
out restoration and protection activities in 
the Basin. 

SEC. 7644. GRANTS AND ASSISTANCE. 

(a) DELAWARE RIVER BASIN RESTORATION 
GRANT PROGRAM.—To the extent that funds 
are available to carry out this section, the 
Secretary shall establish a voluntary grant 
and technical assistance program to be 
known as the “Delaware River Basin Res- 
toration Grant Program’’ to provide com- 
petitive matching grants of varying amounts 
to State and local governments, nonprofit 
organizations, institutions of higher edu- 
cation, and other eligible entities to carry 
out activities described in section 7648(d). 

(b) CRITERIA.—The Secretary, in consulta- 
tion with the organizations described in sec- 
tion 7643(c), shall develop criteria for the 
grant program to help ensure that activities 
funded under this section accomplish one or 
more of the purposes identified in section 
7643(d)(2) and advance the implementation of 
priority actions or needs identified in the 
Basinwide strategy adopted under section 
7643(b)(2). 

(c) COST SHARING.— 

(1) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of 
the cost of a project funded under the grant 
program shall not exceed 50 percent of the 
total cost of the activity, as determined by 
the Secretary. 

(2) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—The non-Federal 
share of the cost of a project funded under 
the grant program may be provided in cash 
or in the form of an in-kind contribution of 
services or materials. 

(d) ADMINISTRATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may enter 
into an agreement to manage the grant pro- 
gram with the National Fish and Wildlife 
Foundation or a similar organization that 
offers grant management services. 

(2) FUNDING.—If the Secretary enters into 
an agreement under paragraph (1), the orga- 
nization selected shall— 

(A) for each fiscal year, receive amounts to 
carry out this section in an advance pay- 
ment of the entire amount on October 1, or 
as soon as practicable thereafter, of that fis- 
cal year; 

(B) invest and reinvest those amounts for 
the benefit of the grant program; and 

(C) otherwise administer the grant pro- 
gram to support partnerships between the 
public and private sectors in accordance with 
this part. 

(3) REQUIREMENTS.—If the Secretary enters 
into an agreement with the Foundation 
under paragraph (1), any amounts received 
by the Foundation under this section shall 
be subject to the National Fish and Wildlife 
Foundation Establishment Act (16 U.S.C. 
3701 et seq.), excluding section 10(a) of that 
Act (16 U.S.C. 3709(a)). 

SEC. 7645. ANNUAL REPORTS. 

Not later than 180 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act and annually there- 
after, the Secretary shall submit to Congress 
a report on the implementation of this part, 
including a description of each project that 
has received funding under this part. 

SEC. 7646. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to be 
appropriated to the Secretary to carry out 
this part $5,000,000 for each of fiscal years 
2017 through 2022. 

(b) USE.—Of any amount made available 
under this section for each fiscal year, the 
Secretary shall use at least 75 percent to 
carry out the grant program under section 
7644 and to provide, or provide for, technical 
assistance under that program. 
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PART V—COLUMBIA RIVER BASIN 
RESTORATION 
SEC. 7651. COLUMBIA RIVER BASIN RESTORA- 
TION. 

Title I of the Federal Water Pollution Con- 
trol Act (33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 
“SEC. 123. COLUMBIA RIVER BASIN 

TION. 

“(a) DEFINITIONS.— 

‘(1) COLUMBIA RIVER BASIN.—The term ‘Co- 
lumbia River Basin’ means the entire United 
States portion of the Columbia River water- 
shed. 

‘(2) ESTUARY PARTNERSHIP.—The term ‘Es- 
tuary Partnership’ means the Lower Colum- 
bia Estuary Partnership, an entity created 
by the States of Oregon and Washington and 
the Environmental Protection Agency under 
section 320. 

‘*(3) ESTUARY PLAN.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘Estuary Plan’ 
means the Estuary Partnership Comprehen- 
sive Conservation and Management Plan 
adopted by the Environmental Protection 
Agency and the Governors of Oregon and 
Washington on October 20, 1999, under sec- 
tion 320. 

“(B) INCLUSION.—The term ‘Estuary Plan’ 
includes any amendments to the plan. 

‘(4) LOWER COLUMBIA RIVER ESTUARY.—The 
term ‘Lower Columbia River Estuary’ means 
the mainstem Columbia River from the Bon- 
neville Dam to the Pacific Ocean and tidally 
influenced portions of tributaries to the Co- 
lumbia River in that region. 

‘(5) MIDDLE AND UPPER COLUMBIA RIVER 
BASIN.—The term ‘Middle and Upper Colum- 
bia River Basin’ means the region consisting 
of the United States portion of the Columbia 
River Basin above Bonneville Dam. 

“(6) PROGRAM.—The term ‘Program’ means 
the Columbia River Basin Restoration Pro- 
gram established under subsection (b)(1)(A). 

‘(b) COLUMBIA RIVER BASIN RESTORATION 
PROGRAM.— 

“(1) ESTABLISHMENT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 
establish within the Environmental Protec- 
tion Agency a Columbia River Basin Res- 
toration Program. 

‘(B) EFFECT.— 

“(i) The establishment of the Program does 
not modify any legal or regulatory authority 
or program in effect as of the date of enact- 
ment of this section, including the roles of 
Federal agencies in the Columbia River 
Basin. 

“(ii) This section does not create any new 
regulatory authority. 

‘(2) SCOPE OF PROGRAM.—The Program 
shall consist of a collaborative stakeholder- 
based program for environmental protection 
and restoration activities throughout the 
Columbia River Basin. 

‘(3) DUTIES.—The Administrator shall— 

“(A) assess trends in water quality, includ- 
ing trends that affect uses of the water of the 
Columbia River Basin; 

“(B) collect, characterize, and assess data 
on water quality to identify possible causes 
of environmental problems; and 

‘“(C) provide grants in accordance with sub- 
section (d) for projects that assist in— 

“(i) eliminating or reducing pollution; 

‘“(ii) cleaning up contaminated sites; 

“(iii) improving water quality; 

“(iv) monitoring to evaluate trends; 

“(v) reducing runoff; 

“(vi) protecting habitat; or 

“(vii) promoting citizen engagement or 
knowledge. 

‘(c) STAKEHOLDER WORKING GROUP.— 

“(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Administrator 
shall establish a Columbia River Basin Res- 


RESTORA- 
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toration Working Group (referred to in this 
subsection as the ‘Working Group’). 

‘(2) MEMBERSHIP.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Membership in the 
Working Group shall be on a voluntary basis 
and any person invited by the Administrator 
under this subsection may decline member- 
ship. 

‘“(B) INVITED REPRESENTATIVES.—The Ad- 
ministrator shall invite, at a minimum, rep- 
resentatives of— 

“() each State located in whole or in part 
within the Columbia River Basin; 

“(ii) the Governors of each State located in 
whole or in part with the Columbia River 
Basin; 

‘“(iii) each federally recognized Indian tribe 
in the Columbia River Basin; 

‘“(iv) local governments located in the Co- 
lumbia River Basin; 

“(v) industries operating in the Columbia 
River Basin that affect or could affect water 
quality; 

“(vi) electric, water, and wastewater utili- 
ties operating in the Columba River Basin; 

““(vii) private landowners in the Columbia 
River Basin; 

‘“(viii) soil and water conservation districts 
in the Columbia River Basin; 

‘“(ix) nongovernmental organizations that 
have a presence in the Columbia River Basin; 

“(x) the general public in the Columbia 
River Basin; and 

‘“(xi) the Estuary Partnership. 

“(3) GEOGRAPHIC REPRESENTATION.—The 
Working Group shall include representatives 
from— 

“(A) each State; and 

‘“(B) each of the Lower, Middle, and Upper 
Basins of the Columbia River. 

“(4) DUTIES AND RESPONSIBILITIES.—The 
Working Group shall— 

“(A) recommend and prioritize projects 
and actions; and 

‘“(B) review the progress and effectiveness 
of projects and actions implemented. 

‘(5) LOWER COLUMBIA RIVER ESTUARY.— 

“(A) ESTUARY PARTNERSHIP.—The Estuary 
Partnership shall perform the duties and ful- 
fill the responsibilities of the Working Group 
described in paragraph (4) as those duties 
and responsibilities relate to the Lower Co- 
lumbia River Estuary for such time as the 
Estuary Partnership is the management con- 
ference for the Lower Columbia River Na- 
tional Estuary Program under section 320. 

(B) DESIGNATION.—If the Estuary Partner- 
ship ceases to be the management conference 
for the Lower Columbia River National Estu- 
ary Program under section 320, the Adminis- 
trator may designate the new management 
conference to assume the duties and respon- 
sibilities of the Working Group described in 
paragraph (4) as those duties and responsibil- 
ities relate to the Lower Columbia River Es- 
tuary. 

‘“(C) INCORPORATION.—If the Estuary Part- 
nership is removed from the National Estu- 
ary Program, the duties and responsibilities 
for the lower 146 miles of the Columbia River 
pursuant to this Act shall be incorporated 
into the duties of the Working Group. 

““(d) GRANTS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 
establish a voluntary, competitive Columbia 
River Basin program to provide grants to 
State governments, tribal governments, re- 
gional water pollution control agencies and 
entities, local government entities, non- 
governmental entities, or soil and water con- 
servation districts to develop or implement 
projects authorized under this section for the 
purpose of environmental protection and res- 
toration activities throughout the Columbia 
River Basin. 
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‘*(2) FEDERAL SHARE.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), the Federal share of the 
cost of any project or activity carried out 
using funds from a grant provided to any 
person (including a State, tribal, or local 
government or interstate or regional agency) 
under this subsection for a fiscal year— 

“(i) shall not exceed 75 percent of the total 
cost of the project or activity; and 

“(ii) shall be made on condition that the 
non-Federal share of that total cost shall be 
provided from non-Federal sources. 

‘(B) EXCEPTIONS.—With respect to cost- 
sharing for a grant provided under this sub- 
section— 

“(i) a tribal government may use Federal 
funds for the non-Federal share; and 

“(ii) the Administrator may increase the 
Federal share under such circumstances as 
the Administrator determines to be appro- 
priate. 

“(3) ALLOCATION.—In making grants using 
funds appropriated to carry out this section, 
the Administrator shall— 

“(A) provide not less than 25 percent of the 
funds to make grants for projects, programs, 
and studies in the Lower Columbia River Es- 
tuary; 

‘“(B) provide not less than 25 percent of the 
funds to make grants for projects, programs, 
and studies in the Middle and Upper Colum- 
bia River Basin, which includes the Snake 
River Basin; and 

“(C) retain for Environmental Protection 
Agency not more than 5 percent of the funds 
for purposes of implementing this section. 

‘*(4) REPORTING.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Each grant recipient 
under this subsection shall submit to the Ad- 
ministrator reports on progress being made 
in achieving the purposes of this section. 

“(B) REQUIREMENTS.—The Administrator 
shall establish requirements and timelines 
for recipients of grants under this subsection 
to report on progress made in achieving the 
purposes of this section. 

‘(5) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER FUNDING.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Nothing in this sub- 
section limits the eligibility of the Estuary 
Partnership to receive funding under section 
320(g). 

“(B) LIMITATION.—None of the funds made 
available under this subsection may be used 
for the administration of a management con- 
ference under section 320. 

“(e) ANNUAL BUDGET PLAN.—The President, 
as part of the annual budget submission of 
the President to Congress under section 
1105(a) of title 31, United States Code, shall 
submit information regarding each Federal 
agency involved in protection and restora- 
tion of the Columbia River Basin, including 
an interagency crosscut budget that displays 
for each Federal agency— 

‘“(1) the amounts obligated for the pre- 
ceding fiscal year for protection and restora- 
tion projects, programs, and studies relating 
to the Columbia River Basin; 

“(2) the estimated budget for the current 
fiscal year for protection and restoration 
projects, programs, and studies relating to 
the Columbia River Basin; and 

‘(3) the proposed budget for protection and 
restoration projects, programs, and studies 
relating to the Columbia River Basin.’’. 


Subtitle G—Innovative Water Infrastructure 
Workforce Development 


INNOVATIVE WATER INFRASTRUC- 
TURE WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT 
PROGRAM. 

(a) GRANTS AUTHORIZED.—The Adminis- 
trator shall establish a competitive grant 


SEC. 7701. 
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program to assist the development of innova- 
tive activities relating to workforce develop- 
ment in the water utility sector. 


(b) SELECTION OF GRANT RECIPIENTS.—In 
awarding grants under subsection (a), the 
Administrator shall, to the maximum extent 
practicable, select water utilities that— 

(1) are geographically diverse; 

(2) address the workforce and human re- 
sources needs of large and small public water 
and wastewater utilities; 

(3) address the workforce and human re- 
sources needs of urban and rural public 
water and wastewater utilities; 

(4) advance training relating to construc- 
tion, utility operations, treatment and dis- 
tribution, green infrastructure, customer 
service, maintenance, and engineering; and 

(5)(A) have a high retiring workforce rate; 
or 

(B) are located in areas with a high unem- 
ployment rate. 


(c) USE OF FUNDS.—Grants awarded under 
subsection (a) may be used for activities 
such as— 

(1) targeted internship, apprenticeship, 
preapprenticeship, and post-secondary bridge 
programs for mission-critical skilled trades, 
in collaboration with labor organizations, 
community colleges, and other training and 
education institutions that provide— 

(A) on-the-job training; 

(B) soft and hard skills development; 

(C) test preparation for skilled trade ap- 
prenticeships; or 

(D) other support services to facilitate 
post-secondary success; 

(2) kindergarten through 12th grade and 
young adult education programs that— 

(A) educate young people about the role of 
water and wastewater utilities in the com- 
munities of the young people; 

(B) increase the career awareness and expo- 
sure of the young people to water utility ca- 
reers through various work-based learning 
opportunities inside and outside the class- 
room; and 

(C) connect young people to post-secondary 
career pathways related to water utilities; 

(8) regional industry and workforce devel- 
opment collaborations to identify water util- 
ity employment needs, map existing career 
pathways, support the development of cur- 
ricula, facilitate the sharing of resources, 
and coordinate candidate development, staff 
preparedness efforts, and activities that en- 
gage and support— 

(A) water utilities employers; 

(B) educational and training institutions; 

(C) local community-based organizations; 

(D) public workforce agencies; and 

(E) other related stakeholders; 

(4) integrated learning laboratories embed- 
ded in high schools or other secondary edu- 
cational institutions that provide students 
with— 

(A) hands-on, contextualized learning op- 
portunities; 

(B) dual enrollment credit for post-sec- 
ondary education and training programs; and 

(C) direct connection to industry employ- 
ers; and 

(5) leadership development, occupational 
training, mentoring, or cross-training pro- 
grams that ensure that incumbent water and 
wastewater utilities workers are prepared for 
higher-level supervisory or management- 
level positions. 


(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Administrator to carry out this section 
$1,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2017 through 
2021. 
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Subtitle H—Offset 
SEC. 7801. OFFSET. 

None of the funds available to the Sec- 
retary of Energy to provide any credit sub- 
sidy under subsection (d) of section 136 of the 
Energy Independence and Security Act of 
2007 (42 U.S.C. 17013) as of the date of enact- 
ment of this Act shall be obligated for new 
loan commitments under that subsection on 
or after October 1, 2020. 

TITLE VIII—MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS 

SEC. 8001. APPROVAL OF STATE PROGRAMS FOR 
CONTROL OF COAL COMBUSTION 
RESIDUALS. 

Section 4005 of the Solid Waste Disposal 
Act (42 U.S.C. 6945) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

“(d) STATE PROGRAMS FOR CONTROL OF 
COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUALS.— 

“(1) APPROVAL BY ADMINISTRATOR.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Each State may submit 
to the Administrator, in such form as the 
Administrator may establish, evidence of a 
permit program or other system of prior ap- 
proval and conditions under State law for 
regulation by the State of coal combustion 
residual units that are located in the State 
in lieu of a Federal program under this sub- 
section. 

“(B) REQUIREMENT.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date on which a State submits the 
evidence described in subparagraph (A), the 
Administrator shall approve, in whole or in 
part, a permit program or other system of 
prior approval and conditions submitted 
under subparagraph (A) if the Administrator 
determines that the program or other sys- 
tem requires each coal combustion residual 
unit located in the State to achieve compli- 
ance with— 

“G) the applicable criteria for coal com- 
bustion residual units under part 257 of title 
40, Code of Federal Regulations (or successor 
regulations), promulgated pursuant to sec- 
tions 1008(a)(3) and 4004(a); or 

“(ii) such other State criteria that the Ad- 
ministrator, after consultation with the 
State, determines to be at least as protective 
as the criteria described in clause (i). 

“(C) PERMIT REQUIREMENTS.—The Adminis- 
trator may approve under subparagraph 
(B)Gi) a State permit program or other sys- 
tem of prior approval and conditions that al- 
lows a State to include technical standards 
for individual permits or conditions of ap- 
proval that differ from the technical stand- 
ards under part 257 of title 40, Code of Fed- 
eral Regulations (or successor regulations), 
if, based on site-specific conditions, the tech- 
nical standards established pursuant to an 
approved State program or other system are 
at least as protective as the technical stand- 
ards under that part. 

“(D) WITHDRAWAL OF APPROVAL.— 

“(i) PROGRAM REVIEW.—The Administrator 
shall review programs or other systems ap- 
proved under subparagraph (B)— 

“(T) from time to time, but not less fre- 
quently than once every 5 years; or 

“(IT) on request of any State. 

‘(ii) NOTIFICATION AND OPPORTUNITY FOR A 
PUBLIC HEARING.—The Administrator shall 
provide to the relevant State notice and an 
opportunity for a public hearing if the Ad- 
ministrator determines that— 

“(I) a revision or correction to the permit 
program or other system of prior approval 
and conditions of the State is required for 
the State to achieve compliance with the re- 
quirements of subparagraph (B); 

“(II) the State has not adopted and imple- 
mented an adequate permit program or other 
system of prior approval and conditions for 
each coal combustion residual unit located 
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in the State to ensure compliance with the 
requirements of subparagraph (B); or 

‘(III) the State has, at any time, approved 
or failed to revoke a permit under this sub- 
section that would lead to the violation of a 
law to protect human health or the environ- 
ment of any other State. 

“(iii) WITHDRAWAL.— 

(I) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 
withdraw approval of a State permit pro- 
gram or other system of prior approval and 
conditions if, after the Administrator pro- 
vides notice and an opportunity for a public 
hearing to the relevant State under clause 
(ii), the Administrator determines that the 
State has not corrected the deficiency. 

‘(II) REINSTATEMENT OF STATE APPROVAL.— 
Any withdrawal of approval under subclause 
(I) shall cease to be effective on the date on 
which the Administrator makes a determina- 
tion that the State permit program or other 
system of prior approval and conditions com- 
plies with the requirements of subparagraph 
(B). 

‘(2) NONPARTICIPATING STATES.— 

‘(A) DEFINITION OF NONPARTICIPATING 
STATE.—In this paragraph, the term ‘non- 
participating State’ means a State— 

“(i) for which the Administrator has not 
approved a State permit program or other 
system of prior approval and conditions 
under paragraph (1)(B); 

“(ii) the Governor of which has not sub- 
mitted to the Administrator for approval 
evidence to operate a State permit program 
or other system of prior approval and condi- 
tions under paragraph (1)(A); 

“(iii) the Governor of which has provided 
notice to the Administrator that, not fewer 
than 90 days after the date on which the Gov- 
ernor provides notice to the Administrator, 
the State relinquishes an approval under 
paragraph (1)(B) to operate a permit program 
or other system of prior approval and condi- 
tions; or 

“(iv) for which the Administrator has 
withdrawn approval for a permit program or 
other system of prior approval and condi- 
tions under paragraph (1)(D)(iii). 

“(B) PERMIT PROGRAM.—In the case of a 
nonparticipating State for which the Admin- 
istrator makes a determination that the 
nonparticipating State lacks the capacity to 
implement a permit program or other sys- 
tem of prior approval and conditions and 
subject to the availability of appropriations, 
the Administrator may implement a permit 
program to require each coal combustion re- 
sidual unit located in the nonparticipating 
State to achieve compliance with applicable 
criteria established by the Administrator 
under part 257 of title 40, Code of Federal 
Regulations (or successor regulations). 

‘(3) APPLICABILITY OF CRITERIA.—The ap- 
plicable criteria for coal combustion residual 
units under part 257 of title 40, Code of Fed- 
eral Regulations (or successor regulations), 
promulgated pursuant to sections 1008(a)(3) 
and 4004(a), shall apply to each coal combus- 
tion residual unit in a State unless— 

“(A) a permit under a State permit pro- 
gram or other system of prior approval and 
conditions approved by the Administrator 
under paragraph (1)(B) is in effect; or 

‘“(B) a permit issued by the Administrator 
in a State in which the Administrator is im- 
plementing a permit program under para- 
graph (2)(B) is in effect. 

‘*(4) PROHIBITION ON OPEN DUMPING.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B)(i) and subject to subpara- 
graph (B)(ii), the Administrator may use the 
authority provided by sections 3007 and 3008 
to enforce the prohibition against open 
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dumping contained in subsection (a) with re- 

spect to a coal combustion residual unit. 

‘(B) FEDERAL ENFORCEMENT IN APPROVED 
STATE.— 

‘“(i) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a coal com- 
bustion residual unit located in a State that 
is approved to operate a permit program or 
other system of prior approval and condi- 
tions under paragraph (1)(B), the Adminis- 
trator may commence an administrative or 
judicial enforcement action under section 
3008 if— 

“(D) the State requests that the Adminis- 
trator provide assistance in the performance 
of the enforcement action; or 

“(JI) after consideration of any other ad- 
ministrative or judicial enforcement action 
involving the coal combustion residual unit, 
the Administrator determines that an en- 
forcement action is likely to be necessary to 
ensure that the coal combustion residual 
unit is operating in accordance with the cri- 
teria established under the permit program 
or other system of prior approval and condi- 
tions. 

“(ii) NOTIFICATION.—In the case of an en- 
forcement action by the Administrator 
under clause (i)(II), before issuing an order or 
commencing a civil action, the Adminis- 
trator shall notify the State in which the 
coal combustion residual unit is located. 

‘“(iii) ANNUAL REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not 
later than December 31, 2017, and December 
31 of each year thereafter, the Administrator 
shall submit to the Committee on Environ- 
ment and Public Works of the Senate and 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce of 
the House of Representatives a report that 
describes any enforcement action com- 
menced under clause (i)(II), including a de- 
scription of the basis for the enforcement ac- 
tion. 

“(5) INDIAN COUNTRY.—The Administrator 
may establish and carry out a permit pro- 
gram, in accordance with this subsection, for 
coal combustion residual units in Indian 
country (as defined in section 1151 of title 18, 
United States Code) to require each coal 
combustion residual unit located in Indian 
country to achieve compliance with the ap- 
plicable criteria established by the Adminis- 
trator under part 257 of title 40, Code of Fed- 
eral Regulations (or successor regulations). 

‘*(6) TREATMENT OF COAL COMBUSTION RESID- 
UAL UNITS.—A coal combustion residual unit 
shall be considered to be a sanitary landfill 
for purposes of subsection (a) only if the coal 
combustion residual unit is operating in ac- 
cordance with— 

“(A) the requirements established pursu- 
ant to a program for which an approval is 
provided by— 

“(i) the State in accordance with a pro- 
gram or system approved under paragraph 
(1)(B); or 

“(ii) the Administrator pursuant to para- 
graph (2)(B) or paragraph (5); or 

‘(B) the applicable criteria for coal com- 
bustion residual units under part 257 of title 
40, Code of Federal Regulations (or successor 
regulations), promulgated pursuant to sec- 
tions 1008(a)(3) and 4004(a). 

‘(7) EFFECT OF SUBSECTION.—Nothing in 
this subsection affects any authority, regu- 
latory determination, other law, or legal ob- 
ligation in effect on the day before the date 
of enactment of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 2016.’’. 

SEC. 8002. CHOCTAW NATION OF OKLAHOMA AND 
THE CHICKASAW NATION WATER 
SETTLEMENT. 

(a) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this section 
are— 

(1) to permanently resolve and settle those 
claims to Settlement Area Waters of the 
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Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma and the Chick- 
asaw Nation as set forth in the Settlement 
Agreement and this section, including all 
claims or defenses in and to Chickasaw Na- 
tion, Choctaw Nation v. Fallin et al., CIV 11- 
927 (W.D. OK.), OWRB v. United States, et al. 
CIV 12-275 (W.D. Ok.), or any future stream 
adjudication; 

(2) to approve, ratify, and confirm the Set- 
tlement Agreement; 

(8) to authorize and direct the Secretary of 
the Interior to execute the Settlement 
Agreement and to perform all obligations of 
the Secretary of the Interior under the Set- 
tlement Agreement and this section; 

(4) to approve, ratify, and confirm the 
amended storage contract among the State, 
the City and the Trust; 

(5) to authorize and direct the Secretary to 
approve the amended storage contract for 
the Corps of Engineers to perform all obliga- 
tions under the 1974 storage contract, the 
amended storage contract, and this section; 
and 

(6) to authorize all actions necessary for 
the United States to meet its obligations 
under the Settlement Agreement, the 
amended storage contract, and this section. 


(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) 1974 STORAGE CONTRACT.—The term 
“1974 storage contract” means the contract 
approved by the Secretary on April 9, 1974, 
between the Secretary and the Water Con- 
servation Storage Commission of the State 
of Oklahoma pursuant to section 301 of the 
Water Supply Act of 1958 (43 U.S.C. 390b), and 
other applicable Federal law. 

(2) 2010 AGREEMENT.—The term ‘‘2010 agree- 
ment”? means the agreement entered into 
among the OWRB and the Trust, dated June 
15, 2010, relating to the assignment by the 
State of the 1974 storage contract and trans- 
fer of rights, title, interests, and obligations 
under that contract to the Trust, including 
the interests of the State in the conservation 
storage capacity and associated repayment 
obligations to the United States. 

(3) ADMINISTRATIVE SET-ASIDE SUB- 
CONTRACTS.—The term ‘‘administrative set- 
aside subcontracts’? means the subcontracts 
the City shall issue for the use of Conserva- 
tion Storage Capacity in Sardis Lake as pro- 
vided by section 4 of the amended storage 
contract. 

(4) ALLOTMENT.—The term ‘‘allotment’’ 
means the land within the Settlement Area 
held by an allottee subject to a statutory re- 
striction on alienation or held by the United 
States in trust for the benefit of an allottee. 

(5) ALLOTTEE.—The term ‘‘allottee’’ means 
an enrolled member of the Choctaw Nation 
or citizen of the Chickasaw Nation who, or 
whose estate, holds an interest in an allot- 
ment. 

(6) AMENDED PERMIT APPLICATION.—The 
term ‘“‘amended permit application” means 
the permit application of the City to the 
OWRB, No. 2007-17, as amended as provided 
by the Settlement Agreement. 

(7) AMENDED STORAGE CONTRACT TRANSFER 
AGREEMENT; AMENDED STORAGE CONTRACT .— 
The terms ‘‘amended storage contract trans- 
fer agreement” and ‘‘amended storage con- 
tract” mean the 2010 Agreement between the 
City, the Trust, and the OWRB, as amended, 
as provided by the Settlement Agreement 
and this section. 

(8) ATOKA AND SARDIS CONSERVATION 
PROJECTS FUND.—The term ‘‘Atoka and Sar- 
dis Conservation Projects Fund” means the 
Atoka and Sardis Conservation Projects 
Fund established, funded, and managed in 
accordance with the Settlement Agreement. 
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(9) CITY.—The term ‘‘City’’ means the City 
of Oklahoma City, or the City and the Trust 
acting jointly, as applicable. 

(10) CITY PERMIT.—The term ‘‘City permit” 
means any permit issued to the City by the 
OWRB pursuant to the amended permit ap- 
plication and consistent with the Settlement 
Agreement. 

(11) CONSERVATION STORAGE CAPACITY.—The 
term ‘‘conservation storage capacity” means 
the total storage space as stated in the 1974 
storage contract in Sardis Lake between ele- 
vations 599.0 feet above mean sea level and 
542.0 feet above mean sea level, which is esti- 
mated to contain 297,200 acre-feet of water 
after adjustment for sediment deposits, and 
which may be used for municipal and indus- 
trial water supply, fish and wildlife, and 
recreation. 

(12) ENFORCEABILITY DATE .—The term ‘‘en- 
forceability date’? means the date on which 
the Secretary of the Interior publishes in the 
Federal Register a notice certifying that the 
conditions of subsection (i) have been satis- 
fied. 

(13) FUTURE USE STORAGE.—The term ‘“‘fu- 
ture use storage” means that portion of the 
conservation storage capacity that was des- 
ignated by the 1974 Contract to be utilized 
for future water use storage and was esti- 
mated to contain 155,500 acre feet of water 
after adjustment for sediment deposits, or 
52.322 percent of the conservation storage ca- 
pacity. 

(14) NATIONS.—The term “Nations” means, 
collectively, the Choctaw Nation of Okla- 
homa (‘‘Choctaw Nation’’) and the Chicka- 
saw Nation. 

(15) OWRB.—The term ‘‘OWRB’”’ means the 
Oklahoma Water Resources Board. 

(16) SARDIS LAKE.—The term “Sardis Lake” 
means the reservoir, formerly known as 
Clayton Lake, whose dam is located in Sec- 
tion 19, Township 2 North, Range 19 East of 
the Indian Meridian, Pushmataha County, 
Oklahoma, the construction, operation, and 
maintenance of which was authorized by sec- 
tion 203 of the Flood Control Act of 1962 
(Public Law 87-874; 76 Stat. 1187). 

(17) SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT.—The term 
“Settlement Agreement” means the settle- 
ment agreement as approved by the Nations, 
the State, the City, and the Trust effective 
August 22, 2016, as revised to conform with 
this section, as applicable. 

(18) SETTLEMENT AREA.—The term ‘‘settle- 
ment area’? means— 

(A) the area lying between— 

(i) the South Canadian River and Arkansas 
River to the north; 

(ii) the Oklahoma-—Texas State line to the 
south; 

(iii) the Oklahoma-—Arkansas State line to 
the east; and 

(iv) the 98th Meridian to the west; and 

(B) the area depicted in Exhibit 1 to the 
Settlement Agreement and generally includ- 
ing the following counties, or portions of, in 
the State: 

(i) Atoka. 

(ii) Bryan. 

(iii) Carter. 

(iv) Choctaw. 

(v) Coal. 

(vi) Garvin. 

(vii) Grady. 

(viii) McClain. 

(ix) Murray. 

(x) Haskell. 

(xi) Hughes. 

(xii) Jefferson. 

(xiii) Johnston. 

(xiv) Latimer. 

(xv) LeF lore. 
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(xvi) Love. 

(xvii) Marshall. 

(xviii) McCurtain. 

(xix) Pittsburgh. 

(xx) Pontotoc. 

(xxi) Pushmataha. 

(xxii) Stephens. 

(19) SETTLEMENT AREA WATERS.—The term 
“settlement area waters”? means the waters 
located— 

(A) within the settlement area; and 

(B) within a basin depicted in Exhibit 10 to 
the Settlement Agreement, including any of 
the following basins as denominated in the 
2012 Update of the Oklahoma Comprehensive 
Water Plan: 

(i) Beaver Creek (24, 25, and 26). 

(ii) Blue (11 and 12). 

(iii) Clear Boggy (9). 

(iv) Kiamichi (5 and 6). 

(v) Lower Arkansas (46 and 47). 

(vi) Lower Canadian (48, 56, 57, and 58). 

(vii) Lower Little (2). 

(viii) Lower Washita (14). 

(ix) Mountain Fork (4). 

(x) Middle Washita (15 and 16). 

(xi) Mud Creek (28). 

(xii) Muddy Boggy (7 and 8). 

(xiii) Poteau (44 and 45). 

(xiv) Red River Mainstem (1, 10, 18, and 21) 

(xv) Upper Little (3). 

(xvi) Walnut Bayou (22). 

(20) STATE.—The term “State” means the 
State of Oklahoma. 

(21) TRUST.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term “Trust” means 
the Oklahoma City Water Utilities Trust, 
formerly known as the Oklahoma City Mu- 
nicipal Improvement Authority, a public 
trust established pursuant to State law with 
the City as the beneficiary. 

(B) REFERENCES.—A reference in this sec- 
tion to ‘“‘Trust’’ shall refer to the Oklahoma 
City Water Utilities Trust, acting severally. 

(c) APPROVAL OF THE SETTLEMENT AGREE- 
MENT.— 

(1) RATIFICATION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as modified by 
this section, and to the extent the Settle- 
ment Agreement does not conflict with this 
section, the Settlement Agreement is au- 
thorized, ratified, and confirmed. 

(B) AMENDMENTS.—If an amendment is exe- 
cuted to make the Settlement Agreement 
consistent with this section, the amendment 
is also authorized, ratified and confirmed to 
the extent the amendment is consistent with 
this section. 

(2) EXECUTION OF 
MENT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—To the extent the Settle- 
ment Agreement does not conflict with this 
section, the Secretary of the Interior shall 
promptly execute the Settlement Agree- 
ment, including all exhibits to or parts of 
the Settlement Agreement requiring the sig- 
nature of the Secretary of the Interior and 
any amendments necessary to make the Set- 
tlement Agreement consistent with this sec- 
tion. 

(B) NOT A MAJOR FEDERAL ACTION.—Execu- 
tion of the Settlement Agreement by the 
Secretary of the Interior under this sub- 
section shall not constitute a major Federal 
action under the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.). 

(d) APPROVAL OF THE AMENDED STORAGE 
CONTRACT AND 1974 STORAGE CONTRACT.— 

(1) RATIFICATION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except to the extent any 
provision of the amended storage contract 
conflicts with any provision of this section, 
the amended storage contract is authorized, 
ratified, and confirmed. 
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(B) 1974 STORAGE CONTRACT.—To the extent 
the amended storage contract, as authorized, 
ratified, and confirmed, modifies or amends 
the 1974 storage contract, the modification 
or amendment to the 1974 storage contract is 
authorized, ratified, and confirmed. 

(C) AMENDMENTS.—To the extent an 
amendment is executed to make the amend- 
ed storage contract consistent with this sec- 
tion, the amendment is authorized, ratified, 
and confirmed. 

(2) APPROVAL BY THE SECRETARY.—After 
the State and the City execute the amended 
storage contract, the Secretary shall ap- 
prove the amended storage contract. 

(3) MODIFICATION OF SEPTEMBER 11, 2009, 
ORDER IN UNITED STATES V. OKLAHOMA WATER 
RESOURCES BOARD, CIV 98-00521 (N.D. OK).—The 
Secretary, through counsel, shall cooperate 
and work with the State to file any motion 
and proposed order to modify or amend the 
order of the United States District Court for 
the Northern District of Oklahoma dated 
September 11, 2009, necessary to conform the 
order to the amended storage contract trans- 
fer agreement, the Settlement Agreement, 
and this section. 

(4) CONSERVATION STORAGE CAPACITY.—The 
allocation of the use of the conservation 
storage capacity in Sardis Lake for adminis- 
trative set-aside subcontracts, City water 
supply, and fish and wildlife and recreation 
as provided by the amended storage contract 
is authorized, ratified and approved. 

(5) ACTIVATION; WAIVER.— 

(A) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 

(i) the earliest possible activation of any 
increment of future use storage in Sardis 
Lake will not occur until after 2050; and 

(ii) the obligation to make annual pay- 
ments for the Sardis future use storage oper- 
ation, maintenance and replacement costs, 
capital costs, or interest attributable to Sar- 
dis future use storage only arises if, and only 
to the extent, that an increment of Sardis 
future use storage is activated by with- 
drawal or release of water from the future 
use storage that is authorized by the user for 
a consumptive use of water. 

(B) WAIVER OF OBLIGATIONS FOR STORAGE 
THAT IS NOT ACTIVATED.—Notwithstanding 
section 301 of the Water Supply Act of 1958 
(43 U.S.C. 390b), section 203 of the Flood Con- 
trol Act of 1962 (Public Law 87-874; 76 Stat. 
1187), the 1974 storage contract, or any other 
provision of law, effective as of January 1, 
2050— 

(i) the entirety of any repayment obliga- 
tions (including interest), relating to that 
portion of conservation storage capacity al- 
located by the 1974 storage contract to fu- 
ture use storage in Sardis Lake is waived 
and shall be considered nonreimbursable; and 

(ii) any obligation of the State and, on exe- 
cution and approval of the amended storage 
contract, of the City and the Trust, under 
the 1974 storage contract regarding capital 
costs and any operation, maintenance, and 
replacement costs and interest otherwise at- 
tributable to future use storage in Sardis 
Lake is waived and shall be nonreimburs- 
able, if by January 1, 2050, the right to future 
use storage is not activated by the with- 
drawal or release of water from future use 
storage for an authorized consumptive use of 
water. 

(6) CONSISTENT WITH AUTHORIZED PURPOSES; 
NO MAJOR OPERATIONAL CHANGE.— 

(A) CONSISTENT WITH AUTHORIZED PUR- 
POSE.—The amended storage contract, the 
approval of the Secretary of the amended 
storage contract, and the waiver of future 
use storage under paragraph (5)— 

(i) are deemed consistent with the author- 
ized purposes for Sardis Lake as described in 
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section 203 of the Flood Control Act of 1962 
(Public Law 87-874; 76 Stat. 1187) and do not 
affect the authorized purposes for which the 
project was authorized, surveyed, planned, 
and constructed; and 

(ii) shall not constitute a reallocation of 
storage. 

(B) NO MAJOR OPERATIONAL CHANGE.—The 
amended storage contract, the approval of 
the Secretary of the amended storage con- 
tract, and the waiver of future use storage 
under paragraph (5) shall not constitute a 
major operational change under section 
301(e) of the Water Supply Act of 1958 (43 
U.S.C. 390b(e)). 

(7) NO FURTHER AUTHORIZATION REQUIRED.— 
This section shall be considered sufficient 
and complete authorization, without further 
study or analysis, for— 

(A) the Secretary to approve the amended 
storage contract; and 

(B) after approval under subparagraph (A), 
the Corps of Engineers to manage storage in 
Sardis Lake pursuant to and in accordance 
with the 1974 storage contract, the amended 
storage contract, and the Settlement Agree- 
ment. 

(e) SETTLEMENT AREA WATERS.— 

(1) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 

(A) pursuant to the Atoka Agreement as 
ratified by section 29 of the Act of June 28, 
1898 (30 Stat. 505, chapter 517) (as modified by 
the Act of July 1, 1902 (32 Stat. 641, chapter 
1362)), the Nations issued patents to their re- 
spective tribal members and citizens and 
thereby conveyed to individual Choctaws and 
Chickasaws, all right, title, and interest in 
and to land that was possessed by the Na- 
tions, other than certain mineral rights; and 

(B) when title passed from the Nations to 
their respective tribal members and citizens, 
the Nations did not convey and those indi- 
viduals did not receive any right of regu- 
latory or sovereign authority, including with 
respect to water. 

(2) PERMITTING, ALLOCATION, AND ADMINIS- 
TRATION OF SETTLEMENT AREA WATERS PURSU- 
ANT TO THE SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT.—Begin- 
ning on the enforceability date, settlement 
area waters shall be permitted, allocated, 
and administered by the OWRB in accord- 
ance with the Settlement Agreement and 
this section. 

(3) CHOCTAW NATION AND CHICKASAW NA- 
TION.—Beginning on the enforceability date, 
the Nations shall have the right to use and 
to develop the right to use settlement area 
waters only in accordance with the Settle- 
ment Agreement and this section. 

(4) WAIVER AND DELEGATION BY NATIONS.—In 
addition to the waivers under subsection (h), 
the Nations, on their own behalf, shall per- 
manently delegate to the State any regu- 
latory authority each Nation may possess 
over water rights on allotments, which the 
State shall exercise in accordance with the 
Settlement Agreement and this subsection. 

(5) RIGHT TO USE WATER.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—An allottee may use 
water on an allotment in accordance with 
the Settlement Agreement and this sub- 
section. 

(B) SURFACE WATER USE.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—An allottee may divert 
and use, on the allotment of the allottee, 6 
acre-feet per year of surface water per 160 
acres, to be used solely for domestic uses on 
an allotment that constitutes riparian land 
under applicable State law as of the date of 
enactment of this Act. 

(ii) EFFECT OF STATE LAW.—The use of sur- 
face water described in clause (i) shall be 
subject to all rights and protections of State 
law, as of the date of enactment of this Act, 
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including all protections against loss for 
nonuse. 

(iii) NO PERMIT REQUIRED.—An allottee may 
divert water under this subsection without a 
permit or any other authorization from the 
OWRB. 

(C) GROUNDWATER USE.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—An allottee may drill 
wells on the allotment of the allottee to take 
and use for domestic uses the greater of— 

(I) 5 acre-feet per year; or 

(II) any greater quantity allowed under 
State law. 

(ii) EFFECT OF STATE LAW.—The ground- 
water use described in clause (i) shall be sub- 
ject to all rights and protections of State 
law, as of the date of enactment of this Act, 
including all protections against loss for 
nonuse. 

(iii) NO PERMIT REQUIRED.—An allottee may 
drill wells and use water under this sub- 
section without a permit or any other au- 
thorization from the OWRB. 

(D) FUTURE CHANGES IN STATE LAW.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—If State law changes to 
limit use of water to a quantity that is less 
than the applicable quantity specified in 
subparagraph (B) or (C), as applicable, an al- 
lottee shall retain the right to use water in 
accord with those subparagraphs, subject to 
paragraphs (6)(B)(iv) and (7). 

(ii) OPPORTUNITY TO BE HEARD.—Prior to 
taking any action to limit the use of water 
by an individual, the OWRB shall provide to 
the individual an opportunity to dem- 
onstrate that the individual is— 

(I) an allottee; and 

(II) using water on the allotment pursuant 
to and in accordance with the Settlement 
Agreement and this section. 

(6) ALLOTTEE OPTIONS FOR ADDITIONAL 
WATER.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—To use a quantity of 
water in excess of the quantities provided 
under paragraph (5), an allottee shall— 

(i) file an action under subparagraph (B); 
or 

(ii) apply to the OWRB for a permit pursu- 
ant to, and in accordance with, State law. 

(B) DETERMINATION IN FEDERAL DISTRICT 
COURT.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—In lieu of applying to the 
OWRB for a permit to use more water than 
is allowed under paragraph (5), an allottee 
may, after written notice to the OWRB, file 
an action in the United States District Court 
for the Western District of Oklahoma for de- 
termination of the right to water of the al- 
lottee. 

(ii) JURISDICTION.—For purposes of this 
subsection— 

(I) the United States District Court for the 
Western District of Oklahoma shall have ju- 
risdiction; and 

(II) the waivers of immunity under sub- 
paragraphs (A) and (B) of subsection (j)(2) 
shall apply. 

(iii) REQUIREMENTS.—An allottee filing an 
action pursuant to this subparagraph shall— 

(I) join the OWRB as a party; and 

(II) publish notice in a newspaper of gen- 
eral circulation within the Settlement Area 
Hydrologic Basin for 2 consecutive weeks, 
with the first publication appearing not later 
than 30 days after the date on which the ac- 
tion is filed. 

(iv) DETERMINATION FINAL.— 

(I) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subclause (II), 
if an allottee elects to have the rights of the 
allottee determined pursuant to this sub- 
paragraph, the determination shall be final 
as to any rights under Federal law and in 
lieu of any rights to use water on an allot- 
ment as provided in paragraph (5). 
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(II) RESERVATION OF RIGHTS.—Subclause (1) 
shall not preclude an allottee from— 

(aa) applying to the OWRB for water rights 
pursuant to State law; or 

(bb) using any rights allowed by State law 
that do not require a permit from the OWRB. 

(7) OWRB ADMINISTRATION AND ENFORCE- 
MENT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—If an allottee exercises 
any right under paragraph (5) or has rights 
determined under paragraph (6)(B), the 
OWBB shall have jurisdiction to administer 
those rights. 

(B) CHALLENGES.—An allottee may chal- 
lenge OWRB administration of rights deter- 
mined under this paragraph, in the United 
States District Court for the Western Dis- 
trict of Oklahoma. 

(8) PRIOR EXISTING STATE LAW RIGHTS.— 
Water rights held by an allottee as of the en- 
forceability date pursuant to a permit issued 
by the OWRB shall be governed by the terms 
of that permit and applicable State law (in- 
cluding regulations). 

(£) CITY PERMIT FOR APPROPRIATION OF 
STREAM WATER FROM THE KIAMICHI RIVER.— 
The City permit shall be processed, evalu- 
ated, issued, and administered consistent 
with and in accordance with the Settlement 
Agreement and this section. 

(g) SETTLEMENT COMMISSION.— 

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established a 
Settlement Commission. 

(2) MEMBERS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Settlement Commis- 
sion shall be comprised of 5 members, ap- 
pointed as follows: 

(i) 1 by the Governor of the State. 

(ii) 1 by the Attorney General of the State. 

(iii) 1 by the Chief of the Choctaw Nation. 

(iv) 1 by the Governor of the Chickasaw 
Nation. 

(v) 1 by agreement of the members de- 
scribed in clauses (i) through (iv). 

(B) JOINTLY APPOINTED MEMBER.—If the 
members described in clauses (i) through (iv) 
of subparagraph (A) do not agree on a mem- 
ber appointed pursuant to subparagraph 
(A)(v)— 

(i) the members shall submit to the Chief 
Judge for the United States District Court 
for the Eastern District of Oklahoma, a list 
of not less than 3 persons; and 

(ii) from the list under clause (i), the Chief 
Judge shall make the appointment. 

(C) INITIAL APPOINTMENTS.—The initial ap- 
pointments to the Settlement Commission 
shall be made not later than 90 days after 
the enforceability date. 

(3) MEMBER TERMS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Each Settlement Com- 
mission member shall serve at the pleasure 
of appointing authority. 

(B) COMPENSATION.—A member of the Set- 
tlement Commission shall serve without 
compensation, but an appointing authority 
may reimburse the member appointed by the 
entity for costs associated with service on 
the Settlement Commission. 

(C) VACANCIES.—If a member of the Settle- 
ment Commission is removed or resigns, the 
appointing authority shall appoint the re- 
placement member. 

(D) JOINTLY APPOINTED MEMBER.—The 
member of the Settlement Commission de- 
scribed in paragraph (2)(A)(v) may be re- 
moved or replaced by a majority vote of the 
Settlement Commission based on a failure of 
the member to carry out the duties of the 
member. 

(4) DUTIES.—The duties and authority of 
the Settlement Commission shall be set 
forth in the Settlement Agreement, and the 
Settlement Commission shall not possess or 
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exercise any duty or authority not stated in 
the Settlement Agreement. 

(h) WAIVERS AND RELEASES OF CLAIMS.— 

(1) CLAIMS BY THE NATIONS AND THE UNITED 
STATES AS TRUSTEE FOR THE NATIONS.—Sub- 
ject to the retention of rights and claims 
provided in paragraph (3) and except to the 
extent that rights are recognized in the Set- 
tlement Agreement or this section, the Na- 
tions and the United States, acting as a 
trustee for the Nations, shall execute a waiv- 
er and release of— 

(A) all of the following claims asserted or 
which could have been asserted in any pro- 
ceeding filed or that could have been filed 
during the period ending on the enforce- 
ability date, including Chickasaw Nation, 
Choctaw Nation v. Fallin et al., CIV 11-927 
(W.D. Ok.), OWRB v. United States, et al. 
CIV 12-275 (W.D. OK.), or any general stream 
adjudication, relating to— 

(i) claims to the ownership of water in the 
State; 

(ii) claims to water rights and rights to use 
water diverted or taken from a location 
within the State; 

(iii) claims to authority over the alloca- 
tion and management of water and adminis- 
tration of water rights, including authority 
over third-party ownership of or rights to 
use water diverted or taken from a location 
within the State and ownership or use of 
water on allotments by allottees or any 
other person using water on an allotment 
with the permission of an allottee; 

(iv) claims that the State lacks authority 
over the allocation and management of 
water and administration of water rights, in- 
cluding authority over the ownership of or 
rights to use water diverted or taken from a 
location within the State; 

(v) any other claim relating to the owner- 
ship of water, regulation of water, or author- 
ized diversion, storage, or use of water di- 
verted or taken from a location within the 
State, which claim is based on the status of 
the Chickasaw Nation or the Choctaw Nation 
as a federally recognized Indian tribe; and 

(vi) claims or defenses asserted or which 
could have been asserted in Chickasaw Na- 
tion, Choctaw Nation v. Fallin et al., CIV 11- 
927 (W.D. Ok.), OWRB v. United States, et al. 
CIV 12-275 (W.D. OK.), or any general stream 
adjudication; 

(B) all claims for damages, losses or inju- 
ries to water rights or water, or claims of in- 
terference with, diversion, storage, taking, 
or use of water (including claims for injury 
to land resulting from the damages, losses, 
injuries, interference with, diversion, stor- 
age, taking, or use of water) attributable to 
any action by the State, the OWRB, or any 
water user authorized pursuant to State law 
to take or use water in the State, including 
the City, that accrued during the period end- 
ing on the enforceability date; 

(C) all claims and objections relating to 
the amended permit application, and the 
City permit, including— 

(i) all claims regarding regulatory control 
over or OWRB jurisdiction relating to the 
permit application and permit; and 

(ii) all claims for damages, losses or inju- 
ries to water rights or rights to use water, or 
claims of interference with, diversion, stor- 
age, taking, or use of water (including claims 
for injury to land resulting from the dam- 
ages, losses, injuries, interference with, di- 
version, storage, taking, or use of water) at- 
tributable to the issuance and lawful exer- 
cise of the City permit; 

(D) all claims to regulatory control over 
the Permit Numbers P80-48 and 54-613 of the 
City for water rights from the Muddy Boggy 
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River for Atoka Reservoir and P73-282D for 
water rights from the Muddy Boggy River, 
including McGee Creek, for the McGee Creek 
Reservoir; 

(E) all claims that the State lacks regu- 
latory authority over or OWRB jurisdiction 
relating to Permit Numbers P80-48 and 54-613 
for water rights from the Muddy Boggy 
River for Atoka Reservoir and P73-282D for 
water rights from the Muddy Boggy River, 
including McGee Creek, for the McGee Creek 
Reservoir; 

(F) all claims to damages, losses or inju- 
ries to water rights or water, or claims of in- 
terference with, diversion, storage, taking, 
or use of water (including claims for injury 
to land resulting from such damages, losses, 
injuries, interference with, diversion, stor- 
age, taking, or use of water) attributable to 
the lawful exercise of Permit Numbers P80-48 
and 546138 for water rights from the Muddy 
Boggy River for Atoka Reservoir and P73- 
282D for water rights from the Muddy Boggy 
River, including McGee Creek, for the McGee 
Creek Reservoir, that accrued during the pe- 
riod ending on the enforceability date; 

(G) all claims and objections relating to 
the approval by the Secretary of the assign- 
ment of the 1974 storage contract pursuant 
to the amended storage contract; and 

(H) all claims for damages, losses, or inju- 
ries to water rights or water, or claims of in- 
terference with, diversion, storage, taking, 
or use of water (including claims for injury 
to land resulting from such damages, losses, 
injuries, interference with, diversion, stor- 
age, taking, or use of water) attributable to 
the lawful exercise of rights pursuant to the 
amended storage contract. 

(2) WAIVERS AND RELEASES OF CLAIMS BY 
THE NATIONS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES.— 
Subject to the retention of rights and claims 
provided in paragraph (3) and except to the 
extent that rights are recognized in the Set- 
tlement Agreement or this section, the Na- 
tions are authorized to execute a waiver and 
release of all claims against the United 
States (including any agency or employee of 
the United States) relating to— 

(A) all of the following claims asserted or 
which could have been asserted in any pro- 
ceeding filed or that could have been filed by 
the United States as a trustee during the pe- 
riod ending on the enforceability date, in- 
cluding Chickasaw Nation, Choctaw Nation 
v. Fallin et al., CIV 11-9272 (W.D. Ok.) or 
OWRB v. United States, et al. CIV 12-275 
(W.D. Ok.), or any general stream adjudica- 
tion, relating to— 

(i) claims to the ownership of water in the 
State; 

(ii) claims to water rights and rights to use 
water diverted or taken from a location 
within the State; 

(iii) claims to authority over the alloca- 
tion and management of water and adminis- 
tration of water rights, including authority 
over third-party ownership of or rights to 
use water diverted or taken from a location 
within the State and ownership or use of 
water on allotments by allottees or any 
other person using water on an allotment 
with the permission of an allottee; 

(iv) claims that the State lacks authority 
over the allocation and management of 
water and administration of water rights, in- 
cluding authority over the ownership of or 
rights to use water diverted or taken from a 
location within the State; 

(v) any other claim relating to the owner- 
ship of water, regulation of water, or author- 
ized diversion, storage, or use of water di- 
verted or taken from a location within the 
State, which claim is based on the status of 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


the Chickasaw Nation or the Choctaw Nation 
as a federally recognized Indian tribe; and 

(vi) claims or defenses asserted or which 
could have been asserted in Chickasaw Na- 
tion, Choctaw Nation v. Fallin et al., CIV 11- 
927 (W.D. OK.), OWRB v. United States, et al. 
CIV 12-275 (W.D. Ok.), or any general stream 
adjudication; 

(B) all claims for damages, losses or inju- 
ries to water rights or water, or claims of in- 
terference with, diversion, storage, taking, 
or use of water (including claims for injury 
to land resulting from the damages, losses, 
injuries, interference with, diversion, stor- 
age, taking, or use of water) attributable to 
any action by the State, the OWRB, or any 
water user authorized pursuant to State law 
to take or use water in the State, including 
the City, that accrued during the period end- 
ing on the enforceability date; 

(C) all claims and objections relating to 
the amended permit application, and the 
City permit, including— 

(i) all claims regarding regulatory control 
over or OWRB jurisdiction relating to the 
permit application and permit; and 

(ii) all claims for damages, losses or inju- 
ries to water rights or rights to use water, or 
claims of interference with, diversion, stor- 
age, taking, or use of water (including claims 
for injury to land resulting from the dam- 
ages, losses, injuries, interference with, di- 
version, storage, taking, or use of water) at- 
tributable to the issuance and lawful exer- 
cise of the City permit; 

(D) all claims to regulatory control over 
the Permit Numbers P80-48 and 54-613 for 
water rights from the Muddy Boggy River 
for Atoka Reservoir and P73-282D for water 
rights from the Muddy Boggy River, includ- 
ing McGee Creek, for the McGee Creek Res- 
ervoir; 

(E) all claims that the State lacks regu- 
latory authority over or OWRB jurisdiction 
relating to Permit Numbers P80—-48 and 54-613 
for water rights from the Muddy Boggy 
River for Atoka Reservoir and P73-282D for 
water rights from the Muddy Boggy River, 
including McGee Creek, for the McGee Creek 
Reservoir; 

(F) all claims to damages, losses or inju- 
ries to water rights or water, or claims of in- 
terference with, diversion, storage, taking, 
or use of water (including claims for injury 
to land resulting from the damages, losses, 
injuries, interference with, diversion, stor- 
age, taking, or use of water) attributable to 
the lawful exercise of Permit Numbers P80-48 
and 54-613 for water rights from the Muddy 
Boggy River for Atoka Reservoir and P73- 
282D for water rights from the Muddy Boggy 
River, including McGee Creek, for the McGee 
Creek Reservoir, that accrued during the pe- 
riod ending on the enforceability date; 

(G) all claims and objections relating to 
the approval by the Secretary of the assign- 
ment of the 1974 storage contract pursuant 
to the amended storage contract; 

(H) all claims relating to litigation 
brought by the United States prior to the en- 
forceability date of the water rights of the 
Nations in the State; and 

(I) all claims relating to the negotiation, 
execution, or adoption of the Settlement 
Agreement (including exhibits) or this sec- 
tion. 

(3) RETENTION AND RESERVATION OF CLAIMS 
BY NATIONS AND THE UNITED STATES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding the 
waiver and releases of claims authorized 
under paragraphs (1) and (2), the Nations and 
the United States, acting as trustee, shall re- 
tain— 

(i) all claims for enforcement of the Settle- 
ment Agreement and this section; 
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(ii) all rights to use and protect any water 
right of the Nations recognized by or estab- 
lished pursuant to the Settlement Agree- 
ment, including the right to assert claims 
for injuries relating to the rights and the 
right to participate in any general stream 
adjudication, including any inter se pro- 
ceeding; 

(iii) all claims relating to activities affect- 
ing the quality of water that are not waived 
under paragraph (1)(A)(v) or paragraph 
(2)(A)(v), including any claims the Nations 
may have under— 

(I) the Comprehensive Environmental Re- 
sponse, Compensation, and Liability Act of 
1980 (42 U.S.C. 9601 et seq.), including for 
damages to natural resources; 

(II) the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 
300f et seq.); 

(III) the Federal Water Pollution Control 
Act (33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.); and 

(IV) any regulations implementing the 
Acts described in items (aa) through (cc); 

(iv) all claims relating to damage, loss, or 
injury resulting from an unauthorized diver- 
sion, use, or storage of water, including dam- 
ages, losses, or injuries to land or nonwater 
natural resources associated with any hunt- 
ing, fishing, gathering, or cultural right; and 

(v) all rights, remedies, privileges, immu- 
nities, and powers not specifically waived 
and released pursuant to this section or the 
Settlement Agreement. 

(B) AGREEMENT.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—As provided in the Settle- 
ment Agreement, the Chickasaw Nation 
shall convey an easement to the City, which 
easement shall be as described and depicted 
in Exhibit 15 to the Settlement Agreement. 

(ii) APPLICATION.—The Chickasaw Nation 
and the City shall cooperate and coordinate 
on the submission of an application for ap- 
proval by the Secretary of the Interior of the 
conveyance under clause (i), in accordance 
with applicable Federal law. 

(iii) RECORDING.—On approval by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior of the conveyance of 
the easement under this clause, the City 
shall record the easement. 

(iv) CONSIDERATION.—In exchange for con- 
veyance of the easement under clause (i), the 
City shall pay to the Chickasaw Nation the 
value of past unauthorized use and consider- 
ation for future use of the land burdened by 
the easement, based on an appraisal secured 
by the City and Nations and approved by the 
Secretary of the Interior. 

(4) EFFECTIVE DATE OF WAIVER AND RE- 
LEASES.—The waivers and releases under this 
subsection take effect on the enforceability 
date. 

(5) TOLLING OF CLAIMS.—Each applicable 
period of limitation and time-based equi- 
table defense relating to a claim described in 
this subsection shall be tolled during the pe- 
riod beginning on the date of enactment of 
this Act and ending on the earlier of the en- 
forceability date or the expiration date 
under subsection (i)(2). 


(i) ENFORCEABILITY DATE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Settlement Agree- 
ment shall take effect and be enforceable on 
the date on which the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior publishes in the Federal Register a cer- 
tification that— 

(A) to the extent the Settlement Agree- 
ment conflicts with this section, the Settle- 
ment Agreement has been amended to con- 
form with this section; 

(B) the Settlement Agreement, as amend- 
ed, has been executed by the Secretary of the 
Interior, the Nations, the Governor of the 
State, the OWRB, the City, and the Trust; 
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(C) to the extent the amended storage con- 
tract conflicts with this section, the amend- 
ed storage contract has been amended to 
conform with this section; 

(D) the amended storage contract, as 
amended to conform with this section, has 
been— 

(i) executed by the State, the City, and the 
Trust; and 

(ii) approved by the Secretary; 

(E) an order has been entered in United 
States v. Oklahoma Water Resources Board, 
Civ. 98-C-521-E with any modifications to 
the order dated September 11, 2009, as pro- 
vided in the Settlement Agreement; 

(F) orders of dismissal have been entered in 
Chickasaw Nation, Choctaw Nation v. Fallin 
et al., Civ 11-297 (W.D. Ok.) and OWRB v. 
United States, et al. Civ 12-275 (W.D. Ok.) as 
provided in the Settlement Agreement; 

(G) the OWRB has issued the City Permit; 

(H) the final documentation of the 
Kiamichi Basin hydrologic model is on file 
at the Oklahoma City offices of the OWRB; 
and 

(I) the Atoka and Sardis Conservation 
Projects Fund has been funded as provided in 
the Settlement Agreement. 

(2) EXPIRATION DATE.—If the Secretary of 
the Interior fails to publish a statement of 
findings under paragraph (1) by not later 
than September 30, 2020, or such alternative 
later date as is agreed to by the Secretary of 
the Interior, the Nations, the State, the 
City, and the Trust under paragraph (4), the 
following shall apply: 

(A) This section, except for this subsection 
and any provisions of this section that are 
necessary to carry out this subsection (but 
only for purposes of carrying out this sub- 
section) are not effective beginning on Sep- 
tember 30, 2020, or the alternative date. 

(B) The waivers and release of claims, and 
the limited waivers of sovereign immunity, 
shall not become effective. 

(C) The Settlement Agreement shall be 
null and void, except for this paragraph and 
any provisions of the Settlement Agreement 
that are necessary to carry out this para- 
graph. 

(D) Except with respect to this paragraph, 
the State, the Nations, the City, the Trust, 
and the United States shall not be bound by 
any obligations or benefit from any rights 
recognized under the Settlement Agreement. 

(E) If the City permit has been issued, the 
permit shall be null and void, except that the 
City may resubmit to the OWRB, and the 
OWBB shall be considered to have accepted, 
OWRB permit application No. 2007-017 with- 
out having waived the original application 
priority date and appropriative quantities. 

(F) If the amended storage contract has 
been executed or approved, the contract 
shall be null and void, and the 2010 agree- 
ment shall be considered to be in force and 
effect as between the State and the Trust. 

(G) If the Atoka and Sardis Conservation 
Projects Fund has been established and fund- 
ed, the funds shall be returned to the respec- 
tive funding parties with any accrued inter- 
est. 

(3) NO PREJUDICE.—The occurrence of the 
expiration date under paragraph (2) shall not 
in any way prejudice— 

(A) any argument or suit that the Nations 
may bring to contest— 

(i) the pursuit by the City of OWRB permit 
application No. 2007-017, or a modified 
version; or 

(ii) the 2010 agreement; 

(B) any argument, defense, or suit the 
State may bring or assert with regard to the 
claims of the Nations to water or over water 
in the settlement area; or 
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(C) any argument, defense or suit the City 
may bring or assert— 

(i) with regard to the claims of the Nations 
to water or over water in the settlement 
area relating to OWRB permit application 
No. 2007-017, or a modified version; or 

(ii) to contest the 2010 agreement. 

(4) EXTENSION.—The expiration date under 
paragraph (2) may be extended in writing if 
the Nations, the State, the OWRB, the 
United States, and the City agree that an ex- 
tension is warranted. 

(j) JURISDICTION, WAIVERS OF IMMUNITY FOR 
INTERPRETATION AND ENFORCEMENT.— 

(1) JURISDICTION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.— 

(i) EXCLUSIVE JURISDICTION.—The United 
States District Court for the Western Dis- 
trict of Oklahoma shall have exclusive juris- 
diction for all purposes and for all causes of 
action relating to the interpretation and en- 
forcement of the Settlement Agreement, the 
amended storage contract, or interpretation 
or enforcement of this section, including all 
actions filed by an allottee pursuant to sub- 
section (e)(4)(B). 

(ii) RIGHT TO BRING ACTION.—The Choctaw 
Nation, the Chickasaw Nation, the State, the 
City, the Trust, and the United States shall 
each have the right to bring an action pursu- 
ant to this section. 

(iii) NO ACTION IN OTHER COURTS.—No ac- 
tion may be brought in any other Federal, 
Tribal, or State court or administrative 
forum for any purpose relating to the Settle- 
ment Agreement, amended storage contract, 
or this section. 

(iv) NO MONETARY JUDGMENT.—Nothing in 
this section authorizes any money judgment 
or otherwise allows the payment of funds by 
the United States, the Nations, the State 
(including the OWRB), the City, or the 
Trust. 

(B) NOTICE AND CONFERENCE.—An entity 
seeking to interpret or enforce the Settle- 
ment Agreement shall comply with the fol- 
lowing: 

(i) Any party asserting noncompliance or 
seeking interpretation of the Settlement 
Agreement or this section shall first serve 
written notice on the party alleged to be in 
breach of the Settlement Agreement or vio- 
lation of this section. 

(ii) The notice under clause (i) shall iden- 
tify the specific provision of the Settlement 
Agreement or this section alleged to have 
been violated or in dispute and shall specify 
in detail the contention of the party assert- 
ing the claim and any factual basis for the 
claim. 

(iii) Representatives of the party alleging a 
breach or violation and the party alleged to 
be in breach or violation shall meet not later 
than 30 days after receipt of notice under 
clause (i) in an effort to resolve the dispute. 

(iv) If the matter is not resolved to the sat- 
isfaction of the party alleging breach not 
later than 90 days after the original notice 
under clause (i), the party may take any ap- 
propriate enforcement action consistent 
with the Settlement Agreement and this 
subsection. 

(2) LIMITED WAIVERS OF SOVEREIGN IMMU- 
NITY.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The United States and 
the Nations may be joined in an action filed 
in the United States District Court for the 
Western District of Oklahoma. 

(B) UNITED STATES IMMUNITY.—Any claim 
by the United States to sovereign immunity 
from suit is irrevocably waived for any ac- 
tion brought by the State, the Chickasaw 
Nation, the Choctaw Nation, the City, the 
Trust, or (solely for purposes of actions 
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brought pursuant to subsection (e)) an allot- 
tee in the Western District of Oklahoma re- 
lating to interpretation or enforcement of 
the Settlement Agreement or this section, 
including of the appellate jurisdiction of the 
United States Court of Appeals for the Tenth 
Circuit and the Supreme Court of the United 
States. 

(C) CHICKASAW NATION IMMUNITY.—For the 
exclusive benefit of the State (including the 
OWRB), the City, the Trust, the Choctaw Na- 
tion, and the United States, the sovereign 
immunity of the Chickasaw Nation from suit 
is waived solely for any action brought in 
the Western District of Oklahoma relating to 
interpretation or enforcement of the Settle- 
ment Agreement or this section, if the ac- 
tion is brought by the State or the OWRB, 
the City, the Trust, the Choctaw Nation, or 
the United States, including the appellate 
jurisdiction of the United States Court of 
Appeals for the Tenth Circuit and the Su- 
preme Court of the United States. 

(D) CHOCTAW NATION IMMUNITY.—For the 
exclusive benefit of the State (including of 
the OWRB), the City, the Trust, the Chicka- 
saw Nation, and the United States, the Choc- 
taw Nation shall expressly and irrevocably 
consent to a suit and waive sovereign immu- 
nity from a suit solely for any action 
brought in the Western District of Oklahoma 
relating to interpretation or enforcement of 
the Settlement Agreement or this section, if 
the action is brought by the State, the 
OWRB, the City, the Trust, the Chickasaw 
Nation, or the United States, including the 
appellate jurisdiction of the United States 
Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit and 
the Supreme Court of the United States. 

(K) DISCLAIMER.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Settlement Agree- 
ment applies only to the claims and rights of 
the Nations. 

(2) NO PRECEDENT.—Nothing in this section 
or the Settlement Agreement shall be con- 
strued in any way to quantify, establish, or 
serve as precedent regarding the land and 
water rights, claims, or entitlements to 
water of any American Indian Tribe other 
than the Nations, including any other Amer- 
ican Indian Tribe in the State. 

SEC. 8003. LAND TRANSFER AND TRUST LAND 
FOR THE MUSCOGEE (CREEK) NA- 
TION. 

(a) TRANSFER.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2) 
and for the consideration described in sub- 
section (c), the Secretary shall transfer to 
the Secretary of the Interior the land de- 
scribed in subsection (b) to be held in trust 
for the benefit of the Muscogee (Creek) Na- 
tion. 

(2) CONDITIONS.—The land transfer under 
this subsection shall be subject to the fol- 
lowing conditions: 

(A) The transfer— 

(i) shall not interfere with the Corps of En- 
gineers operation of the Eufaula Lake 
Project or any other authorized civil works 
projects; and 

(ii) shall be subject to such other terms 
and conditions as the Secretary determines 
to be necessary and appropriate to ensure 
the continued operation of the Eufaula Lake 
Project or any other authorized civil works 
project. 

(B) The Secretary shall retain the right to 
inundate with water the land transferred to 
the Secretary of the Interior under this sub- 
section, as necessary to carry out an author- 
ized purpose of the Eufaula Lake Project or 
any other civil works project. 

(C) No gaming activities may be conducted 
on the land transferred under this sub- 
section. 
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(b) LAND DESCRIPTION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The land to be transferred 
pursuant to subsection (a) is the approxi- 
mately 18.38 acres of land located in the 
Northwest Quarter (NW 1/4) of sec. 3, T. 10 N., 
R. 16 E., McIntosh County, Oklahoma, gen- 
erally depicted as ‘‘USACEH”’ on the map enti- 


tled ‘‘Muscogee (Creek) Nation Proposed 
Land Acquisition’? and dated October 16, 
2014. 


(2) SURVEY.—The exact acreage and legal 
description of the land to be transferred 
under subsection (a) shall be determined by a 
survey satisfactory to the Secretary and the 
Secretary of the Interior. 

(c) CONSIDERATION.—The Muscogee (Creek) 
Nation shall pay— 

(1) to the Secretary an amount that is 
equal to the fair market value of the land 
transferred under subsection (a), as deter- 
mined by the Secretary, which funds may be 
accepted and expended by the Secretary; and 

(2) all costs and administrative expenses 
associated with the transfer of land under 
subsection (a), including the costs of — 

(A) the survey under subsection (b)(2); 

(B) compliance with the National Environ- 
mental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4821 et 
seq.); and 

(C) any coordination necessary with re- 
spect to requirements related to endangered 
species, cultural resources, clean water, and 
clean air. 

SEC. 8004. REAUTHORIZATION OF DENALI COM- 
MISSION. 

(a) ADMINISTRATION.—Section 303 of the 
Denali Commission Act of 1998 (42 U.S.C. 3121 
note; Public Law 105-277) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (c)— 

(A) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘The 
Federal Cochairperson’’ and inserting the 
following: 

“(1) TERM OF FEDERAL COCHAIRPERSON.— 
The Federal Cochairperson’’; 

(B) in the second sentence, by striking “All 
other members” and inserting the following: 

‘(3) TERM OF ALL OTHER MEMBERS.—AI1L 
other members’”’; 

(C) in the third sentence, by striking “Any 
vacancy” and inserting the following: 

“(4) VACANCIES.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), any vacancy”; and 

(D) by inserting before paragraph (8) (as 
designated by subparagraph (B)) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘(2) INTERIM FEDERAL COCHAIRPERSON.—In 
the event of a vacancy for any reason in the 
position of Federal Cochairperson, the Sec- 
retary may appoint an Interim Federal Co- 
chairperson, who shall have all the authority 
of the Federal Cochairperson, to serve until 
such time as the vacancy in the position of 
Federal Cochairperson is filled in accordance 
with subsection (b)(2)).’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(f) NO FEDERAL EMPLOYEE STATUS.—No 
member of the Commission, other than the 
Federal Cochairperson, shall be considered 
to be a Federal employee for any purpose. 

“(g) CONFLICTS OF INTEREST.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraphs (2) and (8), no member of the 
Commission (referred to in this subsection as 
a ‘member’) shall participate personally or 
substantially, through decision, approval, 
disapproval, recommendation, the rendering 
of advice, investigation, or otherwise, in any 
proceeding, application, request for a ruling 
or other determination, contract claim, con- 
troversy, or other matter in which, to the 
knowledge of the member, 1 or more of the 
following has a direct financial interest: 

“(A) The member. 

‘(B) The spouse, minor child, or partner of 
the member. 
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“(C) An organization described in subpara- 
graph (B), (C), (D), (Œ), or (F) of subsection 
(b)(1) for which the member is serving as of- 
ficer, director, trustee, partner, or employee. 

“(D) Any individual, person, or organiza- 
tion with which the member is negotiating 
or has any arrangement concerning prospec- 
tive employment. 

“(2) DISCLOSURE.—Paragraph (1) shall not 
apply if the member— 

“(A) immediately advises the designated 
agency ethics official for the Commission of 
the nature and circumstances of the matter 
presenting a potential conflict of interest; 

‘“(B) makes full disclosure of the financial 
interest; and 

“(C) before the proceeding concerning the 
matter presenting the conflict of interest, 
receives a written determination by the des- 
ignated agency ethics official for the Com- 
mission that the interest is not so substan- 
tial as to be likely to affect the integrity of 
the services that the Commission may ex- 
pect from the member. 

(3) ANNUAL DISCLOSURES.—Once per cal- 
endar year, each member shall make full dis- 
closure of financial interests, in a manner to 
be determined by the designated agency eth- 
ics official for the Commission. 

“(4) TRAINING.—Once per calendar year, 
each member shall undergo disclosure of fi- 
nancial interests training, as prescribed by 
the designated agency ethics official for the 
Commission. 

“(5) VIOLATION.—Any person that violates 
this subsection shall be fined not more than 
$10,000, imprisoned for not more than 2 years, 
or both.”’. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 310 of the Denali 
Commission Act of 1998 (42 U.S.C. 3121 note; 
Public Law 105-277) (as redesignated by sec- 
tion 196011) of SAFETEA-LU (Public Law 
109-59; 119 Stat. 1516)) is amended, in sub- 
section (a), by striking ‘‘under section 4 
under this Act” and all that follows through 
2008’ and inserting ‘‘under section 304, 
$20,000,000 for fiscal year 2017, and such sums 
as are necessary for each of fiscal years 2018 
through 2021.’’. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—Section 310 of 
the Denali Commission Act of 1998 (42 U.S.C. 
3121 note; Public Law 105-277) (as redesig- 
nated by section 1960(1) of SAFETEA-LU 
(Public Law 109-59; 119 Stat. 1516)) is redesig- 
nated as section 312. 

SEC. 8005. RECREATIONAL ACCESS OF FLOATING 
CABINS. 

The Tennessee Valley Authority Act of 
1933 is amended by inserting after section 9a 
(16 U.S.C. 831h-1) the following: 

“SEC. 9b. RECREATIONAL ACCESS. 

“(a) DEFINITION OF FLOATING CABIN.—In 
this section, the term ‘floating cabin’ means 
a watercraft or other floating structure— 

“(1) primarily designed and used for human 
habitation or occupation; and 

“(2) not primarily designed or used for 
navigation or transportation on water. 

‘“(b) RECREATIONAL ACCESS.—The Board 
may allow the use of a floating cabin if— 

“(1) the floating cabin is maintained by the 
owner to reasonable health, safety, and envi- 
ronmental standards, as required by the 
Board; 

‘“(2) the Corporation has authorized the use 
of recreational vessels on the waters; and 

“(3) the floating cabin was located on 
waters under the jurisdiction of the Corpora- 
tion as of the date of enactment of this sec- 
tion. 

“(c) FEES.—The Board may assess fees on 
the owner of a floating cabin on waters 
under the jurisdiction of the Corporation for 
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the purpose of ensuring compliance with sub- 
section (b) if the fees are necessary and rea- 
sonable for those purposes. 

‘*“(d) CONTINUED RECREATIONAL USE.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—With respect to a float- 
ing cabin located on waters under the juris- 
diction of the Corporation on the date of en- 
actment of this section, the Board— 

“(A) may not require the removal of the 
floating cabin— 

“(i) in the case of a floating cabin that was 
granted a permit by the Corporation before 
the date of enactment of this section, for a 
period of 15 years beginning on that date of 
enactment; and 

“(ii) in the case of a floating cabin not 
granted a permit by the Corporation before 
the date of enactment of this section, for a 
period of 5 years beginning on that date of 
enactment; and 

‘“(B) shall approve and allow the use of the 
floating cabin on waters under the jurisdic- 
tion of the Corporation at such time and for 
such duration as— 

“(i) the floating cabin meets the require- 
ments of subsection (b); and 

“(ii) the owner of the floating cabin has 
paid any fee assessed pursuant to subsection 
(Cc). 

‘(2) SAVINGS PROVISIONS.— 

“(A) Nothing in this subsection restricts 
the ability of the Corporation to enforce 
health, safety, or environmental standards. 

‘(B) This section applies only to floating 
cabins located on waters under the jurisdic- 
tion of the Corporation. 

“(e) NEW CONSTRUCTION.—The Corporation 
may establish regulations to prevent the 
construction of new floating cabins.’’. 

SEC. 8006. REGULATION OF ABOVEGROUND 
STORAGE AT FARMS. 

Section 1049(c) of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
1361 note; Public Law 113-121) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (1) and (2) 
as subparagraphs (A) and (B), respectively, 
and indenting appropriately; 

(2) by striking the subsection designation 
and heading and all that follows through 
“subsection (b),’’ and inserting the following: 

‘*(c) REGULATION OF ABOVEGROUND STORAGE 
AT FARMS.— 

“(1) CALCULATION OF AGGREGATE ABOVE- 
GROUND STORAGE CAPACITY.—For purposes of 
subsection (b),’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

‘*(2) CERTAIN FARM CONTAINERS.—Part 112 of 
title 40, Code of Federal Regulations (or suc- 
cessor regulations), shall not apply to the 
following containers located at a farm: 

“(A) Containers on a separate parcel that 
have— 

“(i) an individual capacity of not greater 
than 1,000 gallons; and 

“(ii) an aggregate capacity of not greater 
than 2,000 gallons. 

“(B) A container holding animal feed in- 
gredients approved for use in livestock feed 
by the Commissioner of Food and Drugs.”’. 
SEC. 8007. SALT CEDAR REMOVAL PERMIT RE- 

VIEWS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—In the case of an applica- 
tion for a permit for the mechanized removal 
of salt cedar from an area that consists of 
not more than 500 acres— 

(1) any review by the Secretary under sec- 
tion 404 of the Federal Water Pollution Con- 
trol Act (33 U.S.C. 1344) or section 10 of the 
Act of March 3, 1899 (commonly known as 
the “Rivers and Harbors Appropriation Act 
of 1899’’) (33 U.S.C. 403), and any review by 
the Director of the United States Fish and 
Wildlife Service (referred to in this section 
as the ‘‘Director’’) under section 7 of the En- 
dangered Species Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1536), 
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shall, to the maximum extent practicable, 

occur concurrently; 

(2) all participating and cooperating agen- 
cies shall, to the maximum extent prac- 
ticable, adopt and use any environmental 
document prepared by the lead agency under 
the National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) to the same ex- 
tent that a Federal agency could adopt or 
use a document prepared by another Federal 
agency under— 

(A) that Act; and 

(B) parts 1500 through 1508 of title 40, Code 
of Federal Regulations (or successor regula- 
tions); and 

(3) the review of the application shall, to 
the maximum extent practicable, be com- 
pleted not later than the date on which the 
Secretary, in consultation with, and with 
the concurrence of, the Director, establishes. 

(b) CONTRIBUTED FUNDS.—The Secretary 
may accept and expend funds received from 
non-Federal public or private entities to con- 
duct a review referred to in subsection (a). 

(c) LIMITATIONS.—Nothing in this section 
preempts or interferes with— 

(1) any obligation to comply with the pro- 
visions of any Federal law, including— 

(A) the National Environmental Policy Act 
of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4821 et seq.); and 

(B) any other Federal environmental law; 

(2) the reviewability of any final Federal 
agency action in a court of the United States 
or in the court of any State; 

(3) any requirement for seeking, consid- 
ering, or responding to public comment; or 

(4) any power, jurisdiction, responsibility, 
duty, or authority that a Federal, State, or 
local governmental agency, Indian tribe, or 
project sponsor has with respect to carrying 
out a project or any other provision of law 
applicable to projects. 

SEC. 8008. INTERNATIONAL OUTFALL INTER- 
CEPTOR REPAIR, OPERATIONS, AND 
MAINTENANCE. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that, pursuant to the Act of July 
27, 1953 (22 U.S.C. 277d-10 et seq.), and not- 
withstanding the memorandum of agreement 
between the United States Section of the 
International Boundary and Water Commis- 
sion and the City of Nogales, Arizona, dated 
January 20, 2006 (referred to in this section 
as the ‘‘Agreement’’), an equitable propor- 
tion of the costs of operation and mainte- 
nance of the Nogales sanitation project to be 
contributed by the City of Nogales, Arizona 
(referred to in this section as the ‘‘City’’), 
should be based on the average daily volume 
of wastewater originating from the City. 

(b) CAPITAL COSTS EXCLUDED.—Pursuant to 
the Agreement and the Act of July 27, 1953 
(22 U.S.C. 277d-10 et seq.), the City shall have 
no obligation to contribute to any capital 
costs of repairing or upgrading the Nogales 
sanitation project. 

(c) OVERCHARGES.—Notwithstanding the 
Agreement and subject to subsection (d), the 
United States Section of the International 
Boundary and Water Commission shall reim- 
burse the City for, and shall not charge the 
City after the date of enactment of this Act 
for, operations and maintenance costs in ex- 
cess of an equitable proportion of the costs, 
as described in subsection (a). 

(d) LIMITATION.—Costs reimbursed or a re- 
duction in costs charged under subsection (c) 
shall not exceed $4,000,000. 

SEC. 8009. PECHANGA BAND OF LUISENO MIS- 
SION INDIANS WATER RIGHTS SET- 
TLEMENT. 

(a) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this section 
are— 

(1) to achieve a fair, equitable, and final 
settlement of claims to water rights and cer- 
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tain claims for injuries to water rights in the 
Santa Margarita River Watershed for— 

(A) the Band; and 

(B) the United States, acting in its capac- 
ity as trustee for the Band and Allottees; 

(2) to achieve a fair, equitable, and final 
settlement of certain claims by the Band and 
Allottees against the United States; 

(8) to authorize, ratify, and confirm the 
Pechanga Settlement Agreement to be en- 
tered into by the Band, RCWD, and the 
United States; 

(4) to authorize and direct the Secretary— 

(A) to execute the Pechanga Settlement 
Agreement; and 

(B) to take any other action necessary to 
carry out the Pechanga Settlement Agree- 
ment in accordance with this section; and 

(5) to authorize the appropriation of 
amounts necessary for the implementation 
of the Pechanga Settlement Agreement and 
this section. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) ADJUDICATION COURT.—The term ‘“‘Adju- 
dication Court? means the United States 
District Court for the Southern District of 
California, which exercises continuing juris- 
diction over the Adjudication Proceeding. 

(2) ADJUDICATION PROCEEDING.—The term 
“Adjudication Proceeding” means litigation 
initiated by the United States regarding rel- 
ative water rights in the Santa Margarita 
River Watershed in United States v. 
Fallbrook Public Utility District et al., Civ. 
No. 3:51-cv-01247 (S.D.C.A.), including any 
litigation initiated to interpret or enforce 
the relative water rights in the Santa Mar- 
garita River Watershed pursuant to the con- 
tinuing jurisdiction of the Adjudication 
Court over the Fallbrook Decree. 

(3) ALLOTTEE.—The term ‘‘Allottee’’ means 
an individual who holds a beneficial real 
property interest in an Indian allotment 
that is— 

(A) located within the Reservation; and 

(B) held in trust by the United States. 

(4) BAND.—The term “Band”? means 
Pechanga Band of Luiseno Mission Indians, a 
federally recognized sovereign Indian tribe 
that functions as a custom and tradition In- 
dian tribe, acting on behalf of itself and its 
members, but not acting on behalf of mem- 
bers in their capacities as Allottees. 

(5) CLAIMS.—The term “claims?” means 
rights, claims, demands, actions, compensa- 
tion, or causes of action, whether known or 
unknown. 

(6) EMWD.—The term ‘“EMWD” means 
Eastern Municipal Water District, a munic- 
ipal water district organized and existing in 
accordance with the Municipal Water Dis- 
trict Law of 1911, Division 20 of the Water 
Code of the State of California, as amended. 

(7) EMWD CONNECTION FEE.—The term 
“EMWD Connection Fee” has the meaning 
set forth in the Extension of Service Area 
Agreement. 

(8) ENFORCEABILITY DATE.—The term ‘‘en- 
forceability date’’ means the date on which 
the Secretary publishes in the Federal Reg- 
ister the statement of findings described in 
subsection (f)(5). 

(9) ESAA CAPACITY AGREEMENT.—The term 
“HSAA Capacity Agreement”? means the 
“Agreement to Provide Capacity for Deliv- 
ery of ESAA Water’’, among the Band, 
RCWD and the United States. 

(10) ESAA WATER.—The term ‘“ESAA 
Water’? means imported potable water that 
the Band receives from EMWD and MWD 
pursuant to the Extension of Service Area 
Agreement and delivered by RCWD pursuant 
to the ESAA Water Delivery Agreement. 

(11) ESAA WATER DELIVERY AGREEMENT.— 
The term “ESAA Water Delivery Agree- 
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ment” means the agreement among EMWD, 
RCWD, and the Band, establishing the terms 
and conditions of water service to the Band. 

(12) EXTENSION OF SERVICE AREA AGREE- 
MENT.—The term ‘‘Extension of Service Area 
Agreement” means the ‘‘Agreement for Ex- 
tension of Existing Service Area’’, among 
the Band, EMWD, and MWD, for the provi- 
sion of water service by EMWD to a des- 
ignated portion of the Reservation using 
water supplied by MWD. 

(13) FALLBROOK DECREE.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘Fallbrook De- 
cree” means the ‘‘Modified Final Judgment 
And Decree’’, entered in the Adjudication 
Proceeding on April 6, 1966. 

(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘‘Fallbrook De- 
cree” includes all court orders, interlocutory 
judgments, and decisions supplemental to 
the ‘‘Modified Final Judgment And Decree”, 
including Interlocutory Judgment No. 30, In- 
terlocutory Judgment No. 35, and Interlocu- 
tory Judgment No. 41. 

(14) FUND.—The term “Fund” means the 
Pechanga Settlement Fund established by 
subsection (h). 

(15) INDIAN TRIBE.—The term ‘‘Indian 
tribe” has the meaning given the term in 
section 4 of the Indian Self-Determination 
and Education Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 
5304). 

(16) INJURY TO WATER RIGHTS.—The term 
“injury to water rights” means an inter- 
ference with, diminution of, or deprivation 
of water rights under Federal or State law. 

(17) INTERIM CAPACITY.—The term ‘‘Interim 
Capacity” has the meaning set forth in the 
ESAA Capacity Agreement. 

(18) INTERIM CAPACITY NOTICE.—The term 
“Interim Capacity Notice” has the meaning 
set forth in the ESAA Capacity Agreement. 

(19) INTERLOCUTORY JUDGMENT NO. 41.—The 
term ‘‘Interlocutory Judgment No. 41” 
means Interlocutory Judgment No. 41 issued 
in the Adjudication Proceeding on November 
8, 1962, including all court orders, judgments 
and decisions supplemental to that inter- 
locutory judgment. 

(20) MWD.—The term “MWD” means the 
Metropolitan Water District of Southern 
California, a metropolitan water district or- 
ganized and incorporated under the Metro- 
politan Water District Act of the State of 


California (Stats. 1969, Chapter 209, as 
amended). 
(21) MWD CONNECTION FEE.—The term 


“MWD Connection Fee” has the meaning set 
forth in the Extension of Service Area Agree- 
ment. 

(22) PECHANGA ESAA DELIVERY CAPACITY AC- 
COUNT.—The term ‘‘Pechanga ESAA Delivery 
Capacity account” means the account estab- 
lished by subsection (h)(3)(B). 

(23) PECHANGA RECYCLED WATER INFRA- 
STRUCTURE ACCOUNT.—The term ‘‘Pechanga 
Recycled Water Infrastructure account” 
means the account established by subsection 
WNA). 

(24) PECHANGA SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT.— 
The term ‘“‘Pechanga Settlement Agree- 
ment”? means the Pechanga Settlement 
Agreement, dated June 17, 2014, together 
with the exhibits to that agreement, entered 
into by the Band, the United States on be- 
half of the Band, its members and Allottees, 
MWD, EMWD, and RCWD, including— 

(A) the Extension of Service Area Agree- 
ment; 

(B) the ESAA Capacity Agreement; and 

(C) the ESAA Water Delivery Agreement. 

(25) PECHANGA WATER CODE.—The term 
“Pechanga Water Code” means a water code 
to be adopted by the Band in accordance 
with subsection (d)(6). 
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(26) PECHANGA WATER FUND ACCOUNT.—The 
term ‘‘Pechanga Water Fund account” 
means the account established by subsection 
(h)(3)(C). 

(27) PECHANGA WATER QUALITY ACCOUNT.— 
The term ‘‘Pechanga Water Quality ac- 
count”? means the account established by 
subsection (h)(3)(D). 

(28) PERMANENT CAPACITY.—The term ‘‘Per- 
manent Capacity” has the meaning set forth 
in the ESAA Capacity Agreement. 

(29) PERMANENT CAPACITY NOTICE.—The 
term “Permanent Capacity Notice” has the 
meaning set forth in the ESAA Capacity 
Agreement. 

(30) RCWD.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘RCWD” means 
the Rancho California Water District orga- 
nized pursuant to section 34000 et seq. of the 
California Water Code. 

(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term “RCWD” in- 
cludes all real property owners for whom 
RCWD acts as an agent pursuant to an agen- 
cy agreement. 

(81) RECYCLED WATER INFRASTRUCTURE 
AGREEMENT.—The term ‘‘Recycled Water In- 
frastructure Agreement” means the ‘‘Agree- 
ment for Recycled Water Infrastructure” 
among the Band, RCWD, and the United 
States. 

(82) RECYCLED WATER TRANSFER AGREE- 
MENT.—The term ‘‘Recycled Water Transfer 
Agreement” means the ‘‘Recycled Water 
Transfer Agreement” between the Band and 
RCWD. 

(33) RESERVATION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘Reservation’’ 
means the land depicted on the map attached 
to the Pechanga Settlement Agreement as 
Exhibit I. 

(B) APPLICABILITY OF TERM.—The term 
“Reservation” shall be used solely for the 
purposes of the Pechanga Settlement Agree- 
ment, this section, and any judgment or de- 
cree issued by the Adjudication Court ap- 
proving the Pechanga Settlement Agree- 
ment. 

(34) SANTA MARGARITA RIVER WATERSHED.— 
The term “Santa Margarita River Water- 
shed” means the watershed that is the sub- 
ject of the Adjudication Proceeding and the 
Fallbrook Decree. 

(85) SECRETARY.—The term “Secretary” 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

(386) STATE.—The term “State” means the 
State of California. 

(87) STORAGE POND.—The term ‘Storage 
Pond” has the meaning set forth in the Re- 
cycled Water Infrastructure Agreement. 

(38) TRIBAL WATER RIGHT.—The term ‘‘Trib- 
al Water Right” means the water rights rati- 
fied, confirmed, and declared to be valid for 
the benefit of the Band and Allottees, as set 
forth and described in subsection (d). 

(c) APPROVAL OF THE PECHANGA SETTLE- 
MENT AGREEMENT.— 

(1) RATIFICATION OF PECHANGA SETTLEMENT 
AGREEMENT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as modified by 
this section, and to the extent that the 
Pechanga Settlement Agreement does not 
conflict with this section, the Pechanga Set- 
tlement Agreement is authorized, ratified, 
and confirmed. 

(B) AMENDMENTS.—Any amendment to the 
Pechanga Settlement Agreement is author- 
ized, ratified, and confirmed, to the extent 
that the amendment is executed to make the 
Pechanga Settlement Agreement consistent 
with this section. 

(2) EXECUTION OF PECHANGA SETTLEMENT 
AGREEMENT .— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—To the extent that the 
Pechanga Settlement Agreement does not 
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conflict with this section, the Secretary is 
directed to and promptly shall execute— 

(i) the Pechanga Settlement Agreement 
(including any exhibit to the Pechanga Set- 
tlement Agreement requiring the signature 
of the Secretary); and 

(ii) any amendment to the Pechanga Set- 
tlement Agreement necessary to make the 
Pechanga Settlement Agreement consistent 
with this section. 

(B) MODIFICATIONS.—Nothing in this sec- 
tion precludes the Secretary from approving 
modifications to exhibits to the Pechanga 
Settlement Agreement not inconsistent with 
this section, to the extent those modifica- 
tions do not otherwise require congressional 
approval pursuant to section 2116 of the Re- 
vised Statutes (25 U.S.C. 177) or other appli- 
cable Federal law. 

(3) ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—In implementing the 
Pechanga Settlement Agreement, the Sec- 
retary shall promptly comply with all appli- 
cable requirements of— 

(i) the National Environmental Policy Act 
of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4821 et seq.); 

(ii) the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16 
U.S.C. 1531 et seq.); 

(iii) all other applicable Federal environ- 
mental laws; and 

(iv) all regulations promulgated under the 
laws described in clauses (i) through (iii). 

(B) EXECUTION OF THE PECHANGA SETTLE- 
MENT AGREEMENT.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—Execution of the Pechanga 
Settlement Agreement by the Secretary 
under this subsection shall not constitute a 
major Federal action under the National En- 
vironmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4821 
et seq.). 

(ii) COMPLIANCE.—The Secretary is directed 
to carry out all Federal compliance nec- 
essary to implement the Pechanga Settle- 
ment Agreement. 

(C) LEAD AGENCY.—The Bureau of Reclama- 
tion shall be designated as the lead agency 
with respect to environmental compliance. 


(d) TRIBAL WATER RIGHT.— 

(1) INTENT OF CONGRESS.—It is the intent of 
Congress to provide to each Allottee benefits 
that are equal to or exceed the benefits 
Allottees possess as of the date of enactment 
of this section, taking into consideration— 

(A) the potential risks, cost, and time 
delay associated with litigation that would 
be resolved by the Pechanga Settlement 
Agreement and this section; 

(B) the availability of funding under this 
section; 

(C) the availability of water from the Trib- 
al Water Right and other water sources as 
set forth in the Pechanga Settlement Agree- 
ment; and 

(D) the applicability of section 7 of the Act 
of February 8, 1887 (25 U.S.C. 381), and this 
section to protect the interests of Allottees. 

(2) CONFIRMATION OF TRIBAL WATER RIGHT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—A Tribal Water Right of 
up to 4,994 acre-feet of water per year that, 
under natural conditions, is physically avail- 
able on the Reservation is confirmed in ac- 
cordance with the Findings of Fact and Con- 
clusions of Law set forth in Interlocutory 
Judgment No. 41, as affirmed by the 
Fallbrook Decree. 

(B) USE.—Subject to the terms of the 
Pechanga Settlement Agreement, this sec- 
tion, the Fallbrook Decree and applicable 
Federal law, the Band may use the Tribal 
Water Right for any purpose on the Reserva- 
tion. 

(3) HOLDING IN TRUST.—The Tribal Water 
Right, as set forth in paragraph (2), shall— 
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(A) be held in trust by the United States on 
behalf of the Band and the Allottees in ac- 
cordance with this subsection; 

(B) include the priority dates described in 
Interlocutory Judgment No. 41, as affirmed 
by the Fallbrook Decree; and 

(C) not be subject to forfeiture or abandon- 
ment. 

(4) ALLOTTEES.— 

(A) APPLICABILITY OF ACT OF FEBRUARY 8, 
1887.—The provisions of section 7 of the Act of 
February 8, 1887 (25 U.S.C. 381), relating to 
the use of water for irrigation purposes shall 
apply to the Tribal Water Right. 

(B) ENTITLEMENT TO WATER.—Any entitle- 
ment to water of allotted land located within 
the exterior boundaries of the Reservation 
under Federal law shall be satisfied from the 
Tribal Water Right. 

(C) ALLOCATIONS.—Allotted land located 
within the exterior boundaries of the Res- 
ervation shall be entitled to a just and equi- 
table allocation of water for irrigation and 
domestic purposes from the Tribal Water 
Right. 

(D) EXHAUSTION OF REMEDIES.—Before as- 
serting any claim against the United States 
under section 7 of the Act of February 8, 1887 
(25 U.S.C. 381), or any other applicable law, 
an Allottee shall exhaust remedies available 
under the Pechanga Water Code or other ap- 
plicable tribal law. 

(E) CLAIMS.—Following exhaustion of rem- 
edies available under the Pechanga Water 
Code or other applicable tribal law, an Allot- 
tee may seek relief under section 7 of the Act 
of February 8, 1887 (25 U.S.C. 381), or other 
applicable law. 

(F) AUTHORITY.—The Secretary shall have 
the authority to protect the rights of 
Allottees as specified in this subsection. 

(5) AUTHORITY OF BAND.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), the Band shall have au- 
thority to use, allocate, distribute, and lease 
the Tribal Water Right on the Reservation in 
accordance with— 

(i) the Pechanga Settlement Agreement; 
and 

(ii) applicable Federal law. 

(B) LEASES BY ALLOTTEES.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—An Allottee may lease any 
interest in land held by the Allottee, to- 
gether with any water right determined to 
be appurtenant to that interest in land. 

Gi) WATER RIGHT APPURTENANT.—Any 
water right determined to be appurtenant to 
an interest in land leased by an Allottee 
shall be used on the Reservation. 

(6) PECHANGA WATER CODE.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 18 months 
after the enforceability date, the Band shall 
enact a Pechanga Water Code, that provides 
for— 

(i) the management, regulation, and gov- 
ernance of all uses of the Tribal Water Right 
in accordance with the Pechanga Settlement 
Agreement; and 

(ii) establishment by the Band of condi- 
tions, permit requirements, and other limi- 
tations relating to the storage, recovery, and 
use of the Tribal Water Right in accordance 
with the Pechanga Settlement Agreement. 

(B) INCLUSIONS.—The Pechanga Water Code 
shall provide— 

(i) that allocations of water to Allottees 
shall be satisfied with water from the Tribal 
Water Right; 

(ii) that charges for delivery of water for 
irrigation purposes for Allottees shall be as- 
sessed in accordance with section 7 of the 
Act of February 8, 1887 (25 U.S.C. 381); 
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(iii) a process by which an Allottee (or any 
successor in interest to an Allottee) may re- 
quest that the Band provide water for irriga- 
tion or domestic purposes in accordance with 
this section; 

(iv) a due process system for the consider- 
ation and determination by the Band of any 
request by an Allottee (or any successor in 
interest to an Allottee) for an allocation of 
such water for irrigation or domestic pur- 
poses on allotted land, including a process 
for— 

(I) appeal and adjudication of any denied or 
disputed distribution of water; and 

(II) resolution of any contested administra- 
tive decision; and 

(v) a requirement that any Allottee (or any 
successor in interest to an Allottee) with a 
claim relating to the enforcement of rights 
of the Allottee (or any successor in interest 
to an Allottee) under the Pechanga Water 
Code or relating to the amount of water allo- 
cated to land of the Allottee must first ex- 
haust remedies available to the Allottee 
under tribal law and the Pechanga Water 
Code before initiating an action against the 
United States or petitioning the Secretary 
pursuant to paragraph (4)(D). 

(C) ACTION BY SECRETARY.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
minister the Tribal Water Right until 
Pechanga Water Code is enacted and 
proved under this subsection. 

(ii) APPROVAL.—Any provision of the 
Pechanga Water Code and any amendment to 
the Pechanga Water Code that affects the 
rights of Allottees— 

(I) shall be subject to the approval of the 
Secretary; and 

(II) shall not be valid until approved by the 
Secretary. 

(iii) APPROVAL PERIOD.—The Secretary 
shall approve or disapprove the Pechanga 
Water Code within a reasonable period of 
time after the date on which the Band sub- 
mits the Pechanga Water Code to the Sec- 
retary for approval. 

(7) EFFECT.—Except as otherwise specifi- 
cally provided in this section, nothing in this 
section— 

(A) authorizes any action by an Allottee 
(or any successor in interest to an Allottee) 
against any individual or entity, or against 
the Band, under Federal, State, tribal, or 
local law; or 

(B) alters or affects the status of any ac- 
tion pursuant to section 1491(a) of title 28, 
United States Code. 

(e) SATISFACTION OF CLAIMS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The benefits provided to 
the Band under the Pechanga Settlement 
Agreement and this Act shall be in complete 
replacement of, complete substitution for, 
and full satisfaction of all claims of the Band 
against the United States that are waived 
and released pursuant to subsection (f). 

(2) ALLOTTEE CLAIMS.—The benefits real- 
ized by the Allottees under this section shall 
be in complete replacement of, complete sub- 
stitution for, and full satisfaction of— 

(A) all claims that are waived and released 
pursuant to subsection (f); and 

(B) any claims of the Allottees against the 
United States that the Allottees have or 
could have asserted that are similar in na- 
ture to any claim described in subsection (f). 

(3) NO RECOGNITION OF WATER RIGHTS.—Ex- 
cept as provided in subsection (d)(4), nothing 
in this section recognizes or establishes any 
right of a member of the Band or an Allottee 
to water within the Reservation. 

(4) CLAIMS RELATING TO DEVELOPMENT OF 
WATER FOR RESERVATION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The amounts authorized 
to be appropriated pursuant to subsection (j) 


ad- 
the 
ap- 
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shall be used to satisfy any claim of the 
Allottees against the United States with re- 
spect to the development or protection of 
water resources for the Reservation. 

(B) SATISFACTION OF CLAIMS.—Upon the 
complete appropriation of amounts author- 
ized pursuant to subsection (j), any claim of 
the Allottees against the United States with 
respect to the development or protection of 
water resources for the Reservation shall be 
deemed to have been satisfied. 

(f) WAIVER OF CLAIMS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.— 

(A) WAIVER OF CLAIMS BY THE BAND AND THE 
UNITED STATES ACTING IN ITS CAPACITY AS 
TRUSTEE FOR THE BAND.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the retention of 
rights set forth in paragraph (8), in return 
for recognition of the Tribal Water Right 
and other benefits as set forth in the 
Pechanga Settlement Agreement and this 
section, the Band, on behalf of itself and the 
members of the Band (but not on behalf of a 
tribal member in the capacity of Allottee), 
and the United States, acting as trustee for 
the Band, are authorized and directed to exe- 
cute a waiver and release of all claims for 
water rights within the Santa Margarita 
River Watershed that the Band, or the 
United States acting as trustee for the Band, 
asserted or could have asserted in any pro- 
ceeding, including the Adjudication Pro- 
ceeding, except to the extent that such 
rights are recognized in the Pechanga Settle- 
ment Agreement and this section. 

(ii) CLAIMS AGAINST RCWD.—Subject to the 
retention of rights set forth in paragraph (3) 
and notwithstanding any provisions to the 
contrary in the Pechanga Settlement Agree- 
ment, the Band and the United States, on be- 
half of the Band and Allottees, fully release, 
acquit, and discharge RCWD from— 

(I) claims for injuries to water rights in 
the Santa Margarita River Watershed for 
land located within the Reservation arising 
or occurring at any time up to and including 
June 30, 2009; 

(II) claims for injuries to water rights in 
the Santa Margarita River Watershed for 
land located within the Reservation arising 
or occurring at any time after June 30, 2009, 
resulting from the diversion or use of water 
in a manner not in violation of the Pechanga 
Settlement Agreement or this section; 

(III) claims for subsidence damage to land 
located within the Reservation arising or oc- 
curring at any time up to and including June 
30, 2009; 

(IV) claims for subsidence damage arising 
or occurring after June 30, 2009, to land lo- 
cated within the Reservation resulting from 
the diversion of underground water in a man- 
ner consistent with the Pechanga Settle- 
ment Agreement or this section; and 

(V) claims arising out of, or relating in any 
manner to, the negotiation or execution of 
the Pechanga Settlement Agreement or the 
negotiation or execution of this section. 

(B) CLAIMS BY THE UNITED STATES ACTING IN 
ITS CAPACITY AS TRUSTEE FOR ALLOTTEES.— 
Subject to the retention of claims set forth 
in paragraph (8), in return for recognition of 
the water rights of the Band and other bene- 
fits as set forth in the Pechanga Settlement 
Agreement and this section, the United 
States, acting as trustee for Allottees, is au- 
thorized and directed to execute a waiver 
and release of all claims for water rights 
within the Santa Margarita River Watershed 
that the United States, acting as trustee for 
the Allottees, asserted or could have as- 
serted in any proceeding, including the Adju- 
dication Proceeding. 

(C) CLAIMS BY THE BAND AGAINST THE 
UNITED STATES.—Subject to the retention of 
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rights set forth in paragraph (3), the Band, 
on behalf of itself and the members of the 
Band (but not on behalf of a tribal member 
in the capacity of Allottee), is authorized to 
execute a waiver and release of— 

(i) all claims against the United States (in- 
cluding the agencies and employees of the 
United States) relating to claims for water 
rights in, or water of, the Santa Margarita 
River Watershed that the United States, act- 
ing in its capacity as trustee for the Band, 
asserted, or could have asserted, in any pro- 
ceeding, including the Adjudication Pro- 
ceeding, except to the extent that those 
rights are recognized in the Pechanga Settle- 
ment Agreement and this section; 

(ii) all claims against the United States 
(including the agencies and employees of the 
United States) relating to damages, losses, 
or injuries to water, water rights, land, or 
natural resources due to loss of water or 
water rights (including damages, losses or 
injuries to hunting, fishing, gathering, or 
cultural rights due to loss of water or water 
rights, claims relating to interference with, 
diversion, or taking of water or water rights, 
or claims relating to failure to protect, ac- 
quire, replace, or develop water, water 
rights, or water infrastructure) in the Santa 
Margarita River Watershed that first ac- 
crued at any time up to and including the 
enforceability date; 

(iii) all claims against the United States 
(including the agencies and employees of the 
United States) relating to the pending litiga- 
tion of claims relating to the water rights of 
the Band in the Adjudication Proceeding; 
and 

(iv) all claims against the United States 
(including the agencies and employees of the 
United States) relating to the negotiation or 
execution of the Pechanga Settlement 
Agreement or the negotiation or execution 
of this section. 

(2) EFFECTIVENESS OF WAIVERS AND RE- 
LEASES.—The waivers under paragraph (1) 
shall take effect on the enforceability date. 

(3) RESERVATION OF RIGHTS AND RETENTION 
OF CLAIMS.—Notwithstanding the waivers 
and releases authorized in this section, the 
Band, on behalf of itself and the members of 
the Band, and the United States, acting in 
its capacity as trustee for the Band and 
Allottees, retain— 

(A) all claims for enforcement of the 
Pechanga Settlement Agreement and this 
section; 

(B) all claims against any person or entity 
other than the United States and RCWD, in- 
cluding claims for monetary damages; 

(C) all claims for water rights that are out- 
side the jurisdiction of the Adjudication 
Court; 

(D) all rights to use and protect water 
rights acquired on or after the enforceability 
date; and 

(Œ) all remedies, privileges, immunities, 
powers, and claims, including claims for 
water rights, not specifically waived and re- 
leased pursuant to this section and the 
Pechanga Settlement Agreement. 

(4) EFFECT OF PECHANGA SETTLEMENT 
AGREEMENT AND AcT.—Nothing in the 
Pechanga Settlement Agreement or this sec- 
tion— 

(A) affects the ability of the United States, 
acting as sovereign, to take actions author- 
ized by law, including any laws relating to 
health, safety, or the environment, includ- 
ing— 

(i) the Comprehensive Environmental Re- 
sponse, Compensation, and Liability Act of 
1980 (42 U.S.C. 9601 et seq.); 

(ii) the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 
300f et seq.); 


12474 


(iii) the Federal Water Pollution Control 
Act (83 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.); and 

(iv) any regulations implementing the Acts 
described in clauses (i) through (iii); 

(B) affects the ability of the United States 
to take actions acting as trustee for any 
other Indian tribe or an Allottee of any 
other Indian tribe; 


(C) confers jurisdiction on any State 
court— 
(i) to interpret Federal law regarding 


health, safety, or the environment; 

(ii) to determine the duties of the United 
States or other parties pursuant to Federal 
law regarding health, safety, or the environ- 
ment; or 

(iii) to conduct judicial review of Federal 
agency action; 

(D) waives any claim of a member of the 
Band in an individual capacity that does not 
derive from a right of the Band; 

(E) limits any funding that RCWD would 
otherwise be authorized to receive under any 
Federal law, including, the Reclamation 
Wastewater and Groundwater Study and Fa- 
cilities Act (48 U.S.C. 390h et seq.) as that 
Act applies to permanent facilities for water 
recycling, demineralization, and desalina- 
tion, and distribution of nonpotable water 
supplies in Southern Riverside County, Cali- 
fornia; 

(F) characterizes any amounts received by 
RCWD under the Pechanga Settlement 
Agreement or this section as Federal for pur- 
poses of section 1649 of the Reclamation 
Wastewater and Groundwater Study and Fa- 
cilities Act (43 U.S.C. 390h-82); or 

(G) affects the requirement of any party to 
the Pechanga Settlement Agreement or any 
of the exhibits to the Pechanga Settlement 
Agreement to comply with the National En- 
vironmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 
et seq.) or the California Environmental 
Quality Act (Cal. Pub. Res. Code 21000 et 
seq.) prior to performing the respective obli- 
gations of that party under the Pechanga 
Settlement Agreement or any of the exhibits 
to the Pechanga Settlement Agreement. 

(5) ENFORCEABILITY DATE.—The_ enforce- 
ability date shall be the date on which the 
Secretary publishes in the Federal Register a 
statement of findings that— 

(A) the Adjudication Court has approved 
and entered a judgment and decree approving 
the Pechanga Settlement Agreement in sub- 
stantially the same form as Appendix 2 to 
the Pechanga Settlement Agreement; 

(B) all amounts authorized by this section 
have been deposited in the Fund; 

(C) the waivers and releases authorized in 
paragraph (1) have been executed by the 
Band and the Secretary; 

(D) the Extension of Service Area Agree- 
ment— 

(i) has been approved and executed by all 
the parties to the Extension of Service Area 
Agreement; and 

(ii) is effective and enforceable in accord- 
ance with the terms of the Extension of 
Service Area Agreement; and 

(E) the ESAA Water Delivery Agreement— 

(i) has been approved and executed by all 
the parties to the ESAA Water Delivery 
Agreement; and 

(ii) is effective and enforceable in accord- 
ance with the terms of the ESAA Water De- 
livery Agreement. 

(6) TOLLING OF CLAIMS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Each applicable period of 
limitation and time-based equitable defense 
relating to a claim described in this sub- 
section shall be tolled for the period begin- 
ning on the date of enactment of this Act 
and ending on the earlier of— 
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(i) April 30, 2030, or such alternate date 
after April 30, 2030, as is agreed to by the 
Band and the Secretary; or 

(ii) the enforceability date. 

(B) EFFECTS OF SUBSECTION.—Nothing in 
this subsection revives any claim or tolls 
any period of limitation or time-based equi- 
table defense that expired before the date of 
enactment of this Act. 

(C) LIMITATION.—Nothing in this sub- 
section precludes the tolling of any period of 
limitations or any time-based equitable de- 
fense under any other applicable law. 

(7) TERMINATION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—TIf all of the amounts au- 
thorized to be appropriated to the Secretary 
pursuant to this section have not been made 
available to the Secretary by April 30, 2030— 

(i) the waivers authorized by this sub- 
section shall expire and have no force or ef- 
fect; and 

(ii) all statutes of limitations applicable to 
any claim otherwise waived under this sub- 
section shall be tolled until April 30, 2030. 

(B) VOIDING OF WAIVERS.—If a waiver au- 
thorized by this subsection is void under sub- 
paragraph (A)— 

(i) the approval of the United States of the 
Pechanga Settlement Agreement under sub- 
section (c) shall be void and have no further 
force or effect; 

(ii) any unexpended Federal amounts ap- 
propriated or made available to carry out 
this section, together with any interest 
earned on those amounts, and any water 
rights or contracts to use water and title to 
other property acquired or constructed with 
Federal amounts appropriated or made avail- 
able to carry out this section shall be re- 
turned to the Federal Government, unless 
otherwise agreed to by the Band and the 
United States and approved by Congress; and 

(iii) except for Federal amounts used to ac- 
quire or develop property that is returned to 
the Federal Government under clause (ii), 
the United States shall be entitled to set off 
any Federal amounts appropriated or made 
available to carry out this section that were 
expended or withdrawn, together with any 
interest accrued, against any claims against 
the United States relating to water rights 
asserted by the Band or Allottees in any fu- 
ture settlement of the water rights of the 
Band or Allottees. 

(g) WATER FACILITIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall, sub- 
ject to the availability of appropriations, 
using amounts from the designated accounts 
of the Fund, provide the amounts necessary 
to fulfill the obligations of the Band under 
the Recycled Water Infrastructure Agree- 
ment and the ESAA Capacity Agreement, in 
an amount not to exceed the amounts depos- 
ited in the designated accounts for such pur- 
poses plus any interest accrued on such 
amounts from the date of deposit in the 
Fund to the date of disbursement from the 
Fund, in accordance with this section and 
the terms and conditions of those agree- 
ments. 

(2) NONREIMBURSABILITY OF COSTS.—All 
costs incurred by the Secretary in carrying 
out this subsection shall be nonreimburs- 
able. 

(3) RECYCLED WATER INFRASTRUCTURE.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall, 
using amounts from the Pechanga Recycled 
Water Infrastructure account, provide 
amounts for the Storage Pond in accordance 
with this paragraph. 

(B) STORAGE POND.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall, sub- 
ject to the availability of appropriations, 
provide the amounts necessary to fulfill the 
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obligations of the Band under the Recycled 
Water Infrastructure Agreement for the de- 
sign and construction of the Storage Pond, 
in an amount not to exceed $2,656,374. 

(ii) PROCEDURE.—The procedure for the 
Secretary to provide amounts pursuant to 
this paragraph shall be as set forth in the 
Recycled Water Infrastructure Agreement. 

(iii) LEAD AGENCY.—The Bureau of Rec- 
lamation shall be the lead agency for pur- 
poses of the implementation of this para- 
graph. 

(iv) LIABILITY.—The United States shall 
have no responsibility or liability for the 
Storage Pond. 

(4) ESAA DELIVERY CAPACITY.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall, 
using amounts from the Pechanga ESAA De- 
livery Capacity account, provide amounts for 
Interim Capacity and Permanent Capacity in 
accordance with this paragraph. 

(B) INTERIM CAPACITY.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall, sub- 
ject to the availability of appropriations, 
using amounts from the ESAA Delivery Ca- 
pacity account, provide amounts necessary 
to fulfill the obligations of the Band under 
the ESAA Capacity Agreement for the provi- 
sion by RCWD of Interim Capacity to the 
Band in an amount not to exceed $1,000,000. 

(ii) PROCEDURE.—The procedure for the 
Secretary to provide amounts pursuant to 
this subparagraph shall be as set forth in the 
ESAA Capacity Agreement. 

(iii) LEAD AGENCY.—The Bureau of Rec- 
lamation shall be the lead agency for pur- 
poses of the implementation of this subpara- 
graph. 

(iv) LIABILITY.—The United States shall 
have no responsibility or liability for the In- 
terim Capacity to be provided by RCWD. 

(v) TRANSFER TO BAND.—If RCWD does not 
provide the Interim Capacity Notice required 
pursuant to the ESAA Capacity Agreement 
by the date that is 60 days after the date re- 
quired under the ESAA Capacity Agreement, 
the amounts in the Pechanga ESAA Delivery 
Capacity account for purposes of the provi- 
sion of Interim Capacity and Permanent Ca- 
pacity, including any interest that has ac- 
crued on those amounts, shall be available 
for use by the Band to provide alternative in- 
terim capacity in a manner that is similar to 
the Interim Capacity and Permanent Capac- 
ity that the Band would have received had 
RCWD provided such Interim Capacity and 
Permanent Capacity. 

(C) PERMANENT CAPACITY.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—On receipt of the Perma- 
nent Capacity Notice pursuant to section 
5(b) of the ESAA Capacity Agreement, the 
Secretary, acting through the Bureau of Rec- 
lamation, shall enter into negotiations with 
RCWD and the Band to establish an agree- 
ment that will allow for the disbursement of 
amounts from the Pechanga ESAA Delivery 
Capacity account in accordance with clause 
(ii). 

(ii) SCHEDULE OF DISBURSEMENT.—Subject 
to the availability of amounts under sub- 
section (h)(5), on execution of the ESAA Ca- 
pacity Agreement, the Secretary shall, sub- 
ject to the availability of appropriations and 
using amounts from the ESAA Delivery Ca- 
pacity account, provide amounts necessary 
to fulfill the obligations of the Band under 
the ESAA Capacity Agreement for the provi- 
sion by RCWD of Permanent Capacity to the 
Band in an amount not to exceed the amount 
available in the ESAA Delivery Capacity ac- 
count as of the date on which the ESAA Ca- 
pacity Agreement is executed. 

(iii) PROCEDURE.—The procedure for the 
Secretary to provide funds pursuant to this 
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subparagraph shall be as set forth in the 
ESAA Capacity Agreement. 

(iv) LEAD AGENCY.—The Bureau of Rec- 
lamation shall be the lead agency for pur- 
poses of the implementation of this subpara- 
graph. 

(v) LIABILITY.—The United States shall 
have no responsibility or liability for the 
Permanent Capacity to be provided by 
RCWD. 

(vi) TRANSFER TO BAND.—If RCWD does not 
provide the Permanent Capacity Notice re- 
quired pursuant to the ESAA Capacity 
Agreement by the date that is 5 years after 
the enforceability date, the amounts in the 
Pechanga ESAA Delivery Capacity account 
for purposes of the provision of Permanent 
Capacity, including any interest that has ac- 
crued on those amounts, shall be available 
for use by the Band to provide alternative 
permanent capacity in a manner that is 
similar to the Permanent Capacity that the 
Band would have received had RCWD pro- 
vided such Permanent Capacity. 

(h) PECHANGA SETTLEMENT FUND.— 

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
in the Treasury of the United States a fund 
to be known as the ‘‘Pechanga Settlement 
Fund’’, to be managed, invested, and distrib- 
uted by the Secretary and to be available 
until expended, and, together with any inter- 
est earned on those amounts, to be used sole- 
ly for the purpose of carrying out this sec- 
tion. 

(2) TRANSFERS TO FUND.—The Fund shall 
consist of such amounts as are deposited in 
the Fund under subsection (j), together with 
any interest earned on those amounts, which 
shall be available in accordance with para- 
graph (5). 

(3) ACCOUNTS OF PECHANGA SETTLEMENT 
FUND.—The Secretary shall establish in the 
Fund the following accounts: 

(A) Pechanga Recycled Water Infrastruc- 
ture account, consisting of amounts author- 
ized pursuant to subsection (j)(1). 

(B) Pechanga ESAA Delivery Capacity ac- 
count, consisting of amounts authorized pur- 
suant to subsection (j)(2). 

(C) Pechanga Water Fund account, con- 
sisting of amounts authorized pursuant to 
subsection (j)(3). 

(D) Pechanga Water Quality account, con- 
sisting of amounts authorized pursuant to 
subsection (j)(4). 

(4) MANAGEMENT OF FUND.—The Secretary 
shall manage, invest, and distribute all 
amounts in the Fund in a manner that is 
consistent with the investment authority of 
the Secretary under— 

(A) the first section of the Act of June 24, 
1938 (25 U.S.C. 162a); 

(B) the American Indian Trust Fund Man- 
agement Reform Act of 1994 (25 U.S.C. 4001 et 
seq.); and 

(C) this subsection. 

(5) AVAILABILITY OF AMOUNTS.—Amounts 
appropriated to, and deposited in, the Fund, 
including any investment earnings accrued 
from the date of deposit in the Fund through 
the date of disbursement from the Fund, 
shall be made available to the Band by the 
Secretary beginning on the enforceability 
date. 

(6) WITHDRAWALS BY BAND PURSUANT TO THE 
AMERICAN INDIAN TRUST FUND MANAGEMENT 
REFORM ACT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Band may withdraw 
all or part of the amounts in the Fund on ap- 
proval by the Secretary of a tribal manage- 
ment plan submitted by the Band in accord- 
ance with the American Indian Trust Fund 
Management Reform Act of 1994 (25 U.S.C. 
4001 et seq.). 
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(B) REQUIREMENTS.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—In addition to the require- 
ments under the American Indian Trust 
Fund Management Reform Act of 1994 (25 
U.S.C. 4001 et seq.), the tribal management 
plan under subparagraph (A) shall require 
that the Band shall spend all amounts with- 
drawn from the Fund in accordance with this 
section. 

(ii) ENFORCEMENT.—The Secretary may 
carry out such judicial or administrative ac- 
tions as the Secretary determines to be nec- 
essary to enforce the tribal management 
plan to ensure that amounts withdrawn by 
the Band from the Fund under this para- 
graph are used in accordance with this sec- 
tion. 

(7) WITHDRAWALS BY BAND PURSUANT TO AN 
EXPENDITURE PLAN.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Band may submit an 
expenditure plan for approval by the Sec- 
retary requesting that all or part of the 
amounts in the Fund be disbursed in accord- 
ance with the plan. 

(B) REQUIREMENTS.—The expenditure plan 
under subparagraph (A) shall include a de- 
scription of the manner and purpose for 
which the amounts proposed to be disbursed 
from the Fund will be used, in accordance 
with paragraph (8). 

(C) APPROVAL.—If the Secretary deter- 
mines that an expenditure plan submitted 
under this subsection is consistent with the 
purposes of this section, the Secretary shall 
approve the plan. 

(D) ENFORCEMENT.—The Secretary may 
carry out such judicial or administrative ac- 
tions as the Secretary determines necessary 
to enforce an expenditure plan to ensure that 
amounts disbursed under this paragraph are 
used in accordance with this section. 

(8) USES.—Amounts from the Fund shall be 
used by the Band for the following purposes: 

(A) PECHANGA RECYCLED WATER INFRA- 
STRUCTURE ACCOUNT.—The Pechanga Recy- 
cled Water Infrastructure account shall be 
used for expenditures by the Band in accord- 
ance with subsection (g)(8). 

(B) PECHANGA ESAA DELIVERY CAPACITY AC- 
COUNT.—The Pechanga ESAA Delivery Ca- 
pacity account shall be used for expenditures 
by the Band in accordance with subsection 
(g)(4). 

(C) PECHANGA WATER FUND ACCOUNT.—The 
Pechanga Water Fund account shall be used 
for— 

(i) payment of the EMWD Connection Fee; 

(ii) payment of the MWD Connection Fee; 
and 

(iii) any expenses, charges, or fees incurred 
by the Band in connection with the delivery 
or use of water pursuant to the Pechanga 
Settlement Agreement. 

(D) PECHANGA WATER QUALITY ACCOUNT.— 
The Pechanga Water Quality account shall 
be used by the Band to fund groundwater de- 
salination activities within the Wolf Valley 
Basin. 

(9) LIABILITY.—The Secretary and the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury shall not be liable for 
the expenditure of, or the investment of any 
amounts withdrawn from, the Fund by the 
Band under paragraph (6) or (7). 

(10) NO PER CAPITA DISTRIBUTIONS.—No por- 
tion of the Fund shall be distributed on a per 
capita basis to any member of the Band. 

(i) MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS.— 

(1) WAIVER OF SOVEREIGN IMMUNITY BY THE 
UNITED STATES.—Except as provided in sub- 
sections (a) through (c) of section 208 of the 
Department of Justice Appropriation Act, 
1953 (48 U.S.C. 666), nothing in this section 
waives the sovereign immunity of the United 
States. 
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(2) OTHER TRIBES NOT ADVERSELY AF- 
FECTED.—Nothing in this section quantifies 
or diminishes any land or water right, or any 
claim or entitlement to land or water, of an 
Indian tribe, band, or community other than 
the Band. 

(3) LIMITATION ON CLAIMS FOR REIMBURSE- 
MENT.—With respect to Indian land within 
the Reservation— 

(A) the United States shall not submit 
against any Indian-owned land located with- 
in the Reservation any claim for reimburse- 
ment of the cost to the United States of car- 
rying out this section and the Pechanga Set- 
tlement Agreement; and 

(B) no assessment of any Indian-owned 
land located within the Reservation shall be 
made regarding that cost. 

(4) EFFECT ON CURRENT LAW.—Nothing in 
this subsection affects any provision of law 
(including regulations) in effect on the day 
before the date of enactment of this Act with 
respect to preenforcement review of any Fed- 
eral environmental enforcement action. 

(j) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

(1) PECHANGA RECYCLED WATER INFRASTRUC- 
TURE ACCOUNT.—There is authorized to be ap- 
propriated $2,656,374, for deposit in the 
Pechanga Recycled Water Infrastructure ac- 
count, to carry out the activities described 
in subsection (g)(38). 

(2) PECHANGA ESAA DELIVERY CAPACITY AC- 
COUNT.—There is authorized to be appro- 
priated $17,900,000, for deposit in the 
Pechanga ESAA Delivery Capacity account, 
which amount shall be adjusted for changes 
in construction costs since June 30, 2009, as 
is indicated by ENR Construction Cost 
Index, 20-City Average, as applicable to the 
types of construction required for the Band 
to provide the infrastructure necessary for 
the Band to provide the Interim Capacity 
and Permanent Capacity in the event that 
RCWD elects not to provide the Interim Ca- 
pacity or Permanent Capacity as set forth in 
the ESAA Capacity Agreement and con- 
templated in subparagraphs (B)(v) and (C)(vi) 
of subsection (g)(4), with such adjustment 
ending on the date on which funds author- 
ized to be appropriated under this subsection 
have been deposited in the Fund. 

(3) PECHANGA WATER FUND ACCOUNT.—There 
is authorized to be appropriated $5,483,653, 
for deposit in the Pechanga Water Fund ac- 
count, which amount shall be adjusted for 
changes in appropriate cost indices since 
June 30, 2009, with such adjustment ending 
on the date of deposit in the Fund, for the 
purposes set forth in subsection (h)(8)(C). 

(4) PECHANGA WATER QUALITY ACCOUNT.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated 
$2,460,000, for deposit in the Pechanga Water 
Quality account, which amount shall be ad- 
justed for changes in appropriate cost indices 
since June 30, 2009, with such adjustment 
ending on the date of deposit in the Fund, for 
the purposes set forth in subsection (h)(8)(D). 

(k) REPEAL ON FAILURE OF ENFORCEABILITY 
DATE.—If the Secretary does not publish a 
statement of findings under subsection (f)(5) 
by April 30, 2021, or such alternative later 
date as is agreed to by the Band and the Sec- 
retary, as applicable— 

(1) this section is repealed effective on the 
later of May 1, 2021, or the day after the al- 
ternative date agreed to by the Band and the 
Secretary; 

(2) any action taken by the Secretary and 
any contract or agreement pursuant to the 
authority provided under any provision of 
this section shall be void; 

(3) any amounts appropriated under sub- 
section (j), together with any interest on 
those amounts, shall immediately revert to 
the general fund of the Treasury; and 
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(4) any amounts made available under sub- 
section (j) that remain unexpended shall im- 
mediately revert to the general fund of the 
Treasury. 

(1) ANTIDEFICIENCY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any au- 
thorization of appropriations to carry out 
this section, the expenditure or advance of 
any funds, and the performance of any obli- 
gation by the Department in any capacity, 
pursuant to this section shall be contingent 
on the appropriation of funds for that ex- 
penditure, advance, or performance. 

(2) LIABILITY.—The Department of the In- 
terior shall not be liable for the failure to 
carry out any obligation or activity author- 
ized by this section if adequate appropria- 
tions are not provided to carry out this sec- 
tion. 

SEC. 8010. GOLD KING MINE SPILL RECOVERY. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘‘Adminis- 
trator” means the Administrator of the En- 
vironmental Protection Agency. 

(2) CLAIMANT.—The term  ‘‘claimant’’ 
means a State, Indian tribe, or local govern- 
ment that submits a claim under subsection 
(c). 

(8) GOLD KING MINE RELEASE.—The term 
“Gold King Mine release” means the dis- 
charge on August 5, 2015, of approximately 
3,000,000 gallons of contaminated water from 
the Gold King Mine north of Silverton, Colo- 
rado, into Cement Creek that occurred while 
contractors of the Environmental Protection 
Agency were conducting an investigation of 
the Gold King Mine to assess mine condi- 
tions. 

(4) NATIONAL CONTINGENCY PLAN.—The term 
“National Contingency Plan” means the Na- 
tional Contingency Plan prepared and pub- 
lished under part 300 of title 40, Code of Fed- 
eral Regulations (or successor regulations). 

(5) RESPONSE.—The term ‘“‘response’’ has 
the meaning given the term in section 101 of 
the Comprehensive Environmental Response, 
Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 (42 
U.S.C. 9601). 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the Administrator should re- 
ceive and process, as expeditiously as pos- 
sible, claims under chapter 171 of title 28, 
United States Code (commonly known as the 
“Federal Tort Claims Act’’) for any injury 
arising out of the Gold King Mine release. 

(c) GOLD KING MINE RELEASE CLAIMS PUR- 
SUANT TO THE COMPREHENSIVE ENVIRON- 
MENTAL RESPONSE, COMPENSATION, AND LI- 
ABILITY ACT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall, 
consistent with the National Contingency 
Plan, receive and process under the Com- 
prehensive Environmental Response, Com- 
pensation, and Liability Act of 1980 (42 
U.S.C. 9601 et seq.), and pay from appropria- 
tions made available to the Administrator to 
carry out that Act, any claim made by a 
State, Indian tribe, or local government for 
eligible response costs relating to the Gold 
King Mine release. 

(2) ELIGIBLE RESPONSE COSTS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Response costs incurred 
between August 5, 2015, and September 9, 
2016, are eligible for payment by the Admin- 
istrator under this subsection, without prior 
approval by the Administrator, if the re- 
sponse costs are not inconsistent with the 
National Contingency Plan. 

(B) PRIOR APPROVAL REQUIRED.—Response 
costs incurred after September 9, 2016, are el- 
igible for payment by the Administrator 
under this subsection if— 

(i) the Administrator approves the re- 
sponse costs under section 111(a)(2) of the 
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Comprehensive Environmental Response, 
Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 (42 
U.S.C. 9611(a)(2)); and 

(ii) the response costs are not inconsistent 
with the National Contingency Plan. 

(3) PRESUMPTION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 
consider response costs claimed under para- 
graph (1) to be eligible response costs if a 
reasonable basis exists to establish that the 
response costs are not inconsistent with the 
National Contingency Plan. 

(B) APPLICABLE STANDARD.—In determining 
whether a response cost is not inconsistent 
with the National Contingency Plan, the Ad- 
ministrator shall apply the same standard 
that the United States applies in seeking re- 
covery of the response costs of the United 
States from responsible parties under section 
107 of the Comprehensive Environmental Re- 
sponse, Compensation, and Liability Act of 
1980 (42 U.S.C. 9607). 

(4) TIMING.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator shall make a decision on, and 
pay, any eligible response costs submitted to 
the Administrator before that date of enact- 
ment. 

(B) SUBSEQUENTLY FILED CLAIMS.—Not later 
than 90 days after the date on which a claim 
is submitted to the Administrator, the Ad- 
ministrator shall make a decision on, and 
pay, any eligible response costs. 

(C) DEADLINE.—AI1 claims under this sub- 
section shall be submitted to the Adminis- 
trator not later than 180 days after the date 
of enactment of this Act. 

(D) NOTIFICATION.—Not later than 30 days 
after the date on which the Administrator 
makes a decision under subparagraph (A) or 
(B), the Administrator shall notify the 
claimant of the decision. 

(d) WATER QUALITY PROGRAM.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—In response to the Gold 
King Mine release, the Administrator, in 
conjunction with affected States, Indian 
tribes, and local governments, shall, subject 
to the availability of appropriations, develop 
and implement a program for long-term 
water quality monitoring of rivers contami- 
nated by the Gold King Mine release. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—In carrying out the 
program described in paragraph (1), the Ad- 
ministrator, in conjunction with affected 
States, Indian tribes, and local governments, 
shall— 

(A) collect water quality samples and sedi- 
ment data; 

(B) provide the public with a means of 
viewing the water quality sample results and 
sediment data referred to in subparagraph 
(A) by, at a minimum, posting the informa- 
tion on the website of the Administrator; 

(C) take any other reasonable measure nec- 
essary to assist affected States, Indian 
tribes, and local governments with long-term 
water monitoring; and 

(D) carry out additional program activities 
related to long-term water quality moni- 
toring that the Administrator determines to 
be necessary. 

(3) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Administrator such sums as may be nec- 
essary to carry out this subsection, includ- 
ing the reimbursement of affected States, In- 
dian tribes, and local governments for the 
costs of long-term water quality monitoring 
of any river contaminated by the Adminis- 
trator. 

(e) EXISTING STATE AND TRIBAL LAW.— 
Nothing in this section affects the jurisdic- 
tion or authority of any department, agency, 
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or officer of any State government or any In- 
dian tribe. 

(f) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—Nothing in this sec- 
tion affects any right of any State, Indian 
tribe, or other person to bring a claim 
against the United States for response costs 
or natural resources damages pursuant to 
section 107 of the Comprehensive Environ- 
mental Response, Compensation, and Liabil- 
ity Act of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 9607). 

SEC. 8011. REPORTS BY THE COMPTROLLER GEN- 
ERAL. 

Not later than 5 years after the date of en- 
actment of this Act, the Comptroller General 
of the United States shall conduct the fol- 
lowing reviews and submit to Congress re- 
ports describing the results of the reviews: 

(1) A review of the implementation and ef- 
fectiveness of the Columbia River Basin res- 
toration program authorized under part V of 
subtitle F of title VII. 

(2) A review of the implementation and ef- 
fectiveness of watercraft inspection stations 
established by the Secretary under section 
104 of the River and Harbor Act of 1958 (33 
U.S.C. 610) in preventing the spread of aquat- 
ic invasive species at reserviors operated and 
maintained by the Secretary. 

SEC. 8012. SENSE OF CONGRESS. 

It is the sense of Congress that— 

(1) State water quality standards that im- 
pact the disposal of dredged material should 
be developed collaboratively, with input 
from all relevant stakeholders; 

(2) Open-water disposal of dredged material 
should be reduced to the maximum extent 
practicable; 

(3) Where practicable, the preference is for 
disputes between states related to the dis- 
posal of dredged material and the protection 
of water quality to be resolved between the 
states in accordance with regional plans and 
involving regional bodies. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I know 
of no further debate on this amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 
is no further debate, the question is on 
agreeing to amendment No. 5042, as 
modified. 

The amendment (No. 5042), as modi- 
fied, was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Amend- 
ment No. 5042, as modified, having been 
agreed to, amendment No. 4980 falls. 


EE 


MORNING BUSINESS 


Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, before I 
make a very brief comment, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate be 
in a period of morning business, with 
Senators permitted to speak for up to 
10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EEE 
WRDA 


Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, this is a 
very significant piece of legislation. 
What we just now moved forward on is 
the managers’ amendment. Senator 
BOXER and I are the managers. I want 
to, first of all, compliment her for 
working very hard with us and our 
staff. I mean, they really did drill on 
this thing. So it is a major bill. We are 
supposed to have a WRDA bill, or the 
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Water Resources Development Act, 
every 2 years. We went through a T- 
year period from 2007 to 2014. Now we 
are back on schedule. I am happy to 
say that we are on schedule now to get 
this passed tomorrow. 

We are going to stay on a 2-year 
schedule. Senator BOXER did a great 
job. It was great teamwork. We have 
moved a long way. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from California. 

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, I want 
to say this to Senator INHOFE. I know 
he has a hectic schedule ahead of him. 
What a pleasure it is to work with him 
and his staff member Alex and our 
Jason and Ted and others. We had a lot 
of disagreements on a lot of issues, but 
we set those aside. It is exciting to get 
something done for the people. 

For example, in this managers’ pack- 
age, we have a new Chief’s report in 
Pennsylvania, a critical restoration 
program in Oregon and Washington, 
funding for restoration of the Great 
Lakes, a wide variety of other policy 
recommendations that come from all 
over the country, from all of our col- 
leagues. So I not only want to thank 
Senator INHOFE, who is my chairman, 
but also my staff and Senator INHOFE’s 
staff—in particular, Bettina Poirier, 
Jason Albritton, and Ted Illston, from 
my staff. 

This has not been easy to get all of us 
together and to have a unanimous con- 
sent request agreed to. I also want to 
thank the floor staff—Trish and Gary 
on our side—because I made them a lit- 
tle crazy during this process. They ac- 
tually allowed me to do that. 

But it does take a lot of push and 
pull to get a bill like this done. So 
what I would like to do for the next few 
minutes—I know Senator MURKOWSKI 
will speak following me—is that I just 
want to talk about why we have 
worked so hard and why it is critical 
that we pass this bill this week—S. 
2848, the Water Resources Development 
Act, which we called WRDA 2016. 

We need to repair our Nation’s aging 
infrastructure. We need to grow our 
economy and create jobs. I think that 
is where the sweet spot is across the 
aisle. We have an infrastructure crisis 
in our country. It is not me saying it; 
it is the American Society of Civil En- 
gineers. They are Democrats, they are 
Republicans, and they are Independ- 
ents. They are north, south, east, and 
west. They came together and said: Our 
infrastructure is a D-plus—a D-plus. 

So we just have to move forward. 
Also, we need to make sure that the 
Army Corps, when they write a Chief’s 
report, has the go-ahead from Con- 
gress. We don’t have anymore the abil- 
ity as Members to say this is an ear- 
mark. We don’t do that. What we must 
do is look at the Corps report and give 
them the authority to move ahead if 
we feel that the Corps report is in the 
best interest of our people. 
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We have over $14 billion for 30 Chief’s 
reports in 19 States. These projects— 
you ask: What do they do? They in- 
crease navigation. They are flood risk 
management. They are coastal storm 
damage reduction. They are ecosystem 
restoration. As far as navigation is 
concerned, we know that we authorize 
important projects to maintain vital 
navigation routes for commerce and 
the movement of goods. 

Our bill builds on the reforms to the 
harbor maintenance trust fund. So we 
are just going to show a few charts. 
This is the Port of Charleston. If you 
look at these containers, they look 
small on this boat. Each one of those is 
just enormous. What we know is, if we 
can’t move goods to and from the coun- 
try, our economy stalls. 

So that is critical. We extend perma- 
nently prioritization for donor and en- 
ergy transfer ports, emerging harbors, 
and Great Lakes ports. We allow addi- 
tional ports to qualify for these funds, 
and we make clear that the Corps can 
maintain harbors of refuge. The bill 
also authorizes nine Chief’s reports 
that I mentioned in nine States that 
will allow investment in central port 
and waterway projects, including the 
deepening of the Charleston Harbor in 
South Carolina. 

It does no good to have these ships 
try to get in—if you need to dredge the 
waterway, you better have authoriza- 
tion to do it. We widen and deepen the 
navigation channels at Port Everglades 
in Florida, to address safety issues and 
congestion. We construct new locks in 
Pennsylvania at three of the oldest 
locks and dams on the Ohio River Sys- 
tem. 

These aging locks were built in the 
1920s and the 1930s. We have to address 
the aging infrastructure. This is what 
you see the workers doing. Our ports 
and waterways, which are essential to 
the U.S. economy, moved 2.3 billion 
tons of goods in 2014. 

WRDA 2016 will provide major eco- 
nomic benefits that will keep us com- 
petitive in the global marketplace. We 
also deal with storms and floods. Now, 
we have seen these storms and floods 
just expand exponentially. We are 
stunned when we see our beautiful citi- 
zens looking at everything they possess 
being lost in a flood. It is billions of 
dollars of damage. It is loss of life. We 
have seen communities wiped out. This 
is the scene from Louisiana. 

This bill will save lives by helping to 
rebuild critical levee systems around 
the country, including levees to pro- 
tect the capital of my State and sur- 
rounding communities. Sacramento is 
in desperate need of flood control. We 
have done it year after year. We are 
very hopeful that the work we put into 
it will make sure that we do not see a 
Katrina happening anywhere in my 
State or in any other place. 

This bill authorizes $8 billion for 17 
flood control and storm damage 
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projects in 13 States, including a 
project to build levees and flood con- 
trol structures to reduce flood risk in 
San Antonio, TX. 

I think we have the picture of the 
flooding there. Look at this. We just 
have to rebuild our infrastructure to 
protect against floods. 

We also have a project to rebuild 
aging levees in Manhattan, in Kansas, 
which protects public and private 
structures valued at $1 Dillion, and 
projects to protect coastal commu- 
nities in South Carolina, in Florida, 
North Carolina, New Jersey, and Lou- 
isiana. 

WRDA also establishes a new pro- 
gram at FEMA to fund the repair of 
high-hazard dams that present a public 
safety threat. These hazardous dams 
are threatening numerous communities 
across the Nation, and WRDA 2016 will 
make those communities safer. 

The bill authorizes more than $3 bil- 
lion for projects to restore critical eco- 
systems, like the Florida Everglades. 
WRDA 2016 updates existing programs. 
It creates new initiatives to advance 
the restoration of some of the Nation’s 
most iconic ecosystems, such as the 
Great Lakes, the Long Island Sound, 
the Delaware River, the Chesapeake 
Bay, the Columbia River, and Puget 
Sound. 

WRDA responds to the serious chal- 
lenges many of our communities are 
facing. While we have horrific flooding, 
we also have horrific droughts, espe- 
cially in the West. This was all pre- 
dicted by scientists who said: Watch 
out; climate change is coming. We have 
seen terrible fires, terrible flooding, 
terrible droughts, and more extreme 
weather all over. That was predicted. 

So we want to make sure that we can 
improve the operations of our dams 
and reservoirs to increase water supply 
and better conserve existing water re- 
sources. 

I have a very special excitement as- 
sociated with the dealing of droughts, 
because the bill is on my legislation, 
the Water in the 21st Century Act—or, 
as I call it, W21—to provide essential 
support for the development of innova- 
tive water technologies, such as desali- 
nation and water recycling. 

I had the opportunity to visit a desal 
plant in California—the only one oper- 
ating. It is pretty remarkable. It is not 
cheap. It is a public-private partner- 
ship. But when you need water, you 
need water. So, absolutely we have to 
look at ways to utilize energy in a 
smart way and move toward desal and 
move toward water recycling and water 
recharging. 

The bill allows States to provide ad- 
ditional incentives for the use of these 
innovative technologies, through the 
State revolving fund. It establishes a 
new, innovative water technology 
grant program, and it reauthorizes suc- 
cessful existing programs such as the 
Water Desalination Act. 
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It also deals with Flint, MI. I am so 
grateful to everyone on both sides who 
allowed us to finally address Flint, MI. 
I want to show you what they dealt 
with in this corrosive piping. The State 
changed the way they got their water. 
They started to draw from highly pol- 
luted water. This is what it did to the 
pipes. 

As to the lead contamination in 
Flint, we know all about it. But it is 
not only in Flint. It is in other cities 
across the country that are dealing 
with aging lead pipes, such as Jackson, 
MS, Sebring, OH, and Durham, NC. The 
American people have some rights. 
They have a right to clean water. When 
they turn on their faucet, they should 
not be scared of what is going to come 
out. 

Yet the American Water Works Asso- 
ciation estimates that as many as 22 
million people live in homes that re- 
ceive water from lead service lines. 
Now, this bill begins the much needed 
work to ensure safe, reliable drinking 
water for every American. It provides 
$100 million in State revolving fund 
loans and grants for communities that 
have a declared drinking water emer- 
gency. It provides more than $700 mil- 
lion in loans under the Water Infra- 
structure Finance and Innovation Act, 
which we call WIFIA. 

We have a program in transportation 
that my friend in the chair, the Pre- 
siding Officer, is very familiar with, 
called TIFIA, and he and I worked on 
together to save it. WIFIA works the 
same way. If a local government has 
revenues, they can use those to pay 
back the Federal Government for prac- 
tically interest-free loans and complete 
a project far faster. 

So this WIFIA is very exciting for me 
because I am leaving here. I would like 
to leave behind a way for communities 
to access help this way. It is not a give- 
away. It just says to a community: If 
you are willing to help yourself, the 
Federal Government can front the 
money. You can rebuild your infra- 
structure much quicker. 

When it comes to crumbling infra- 
structure, we don’t have a minute to 
waste. So the WRDA bill helps those 
communities dealing with the horrible 
effects of lead poisoning by investing 
in public health programs to help fami- 
lies deal with the impacts. The bill 
changes the law to require that com- 
munities are quickly notified if high 
lead levels are found in the drinking 
water. 

The worst thing is to ignore that and 
then have some child, all of a sudden, 
have learning disabilities, and you 
don’t know why. You have done every- 
thing right, and your child is suffering. 
We want to say: The minute there is 
too much lead in the water, parents, 
you are going to know about it, and 
you can protect your child. The one 
way to protect a child is to get rid of 
their exposure to lead, whether it is in 
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the air, whether it is in the water, or 
whether it is in a product. We know 
that for sure. 

Now, in closing, I am going to talk 
about a few things for my great State, 
because we have 40 million people 
there. We have so much congestion, 
and we have so many problems. We also 
have so many assets—mostly our peo- 
ple—and we have so much beauty in 
that State, but I am going to talk 
about a few things we did. 

First, we authorized a critical project 
to revitalize the Los Angeles River. 
Yes, there is a river in Los Angeles. Ev- 
eryone kind of looks at me and says: 
You have to be kidding. No, there is. 

The whole area has been neglected. 
Finally, after working with the com- 
munity—and, boy, this took effort on 
everyone’s part—the city, the county, 
Senator FEINSTEIN, me, and Members 
of Congress. Everybody worked to- 
gether—the Chamber of Commerce, the 
unions, everybody. We got together a 
great plan for how we are going to revi- 
talize the river, make it a beautiful 
place to go, and stimulate economic 
development. 

Our bill also authorizes a project to 
restore wetlands and improve flood 
protection in San Francisco Bay. This 
is one of the most iconic photos I could 
show you, the Golden Gate Bridge, but 
we need to improve flood protection. 
We are going to have the rising sea lev- 
els. I will tell you one of the great 
ways to get hold of that issue is to re- 
store wetlands because then when the 
floods come, it slows up, it slows up the 
flow, and takes the nutrients that 
would otherwise go into the bay. 
Whether we are dealing with Lake 
Tahoe, which I will talk about in a 
minute, or San Francisco Bay, you 
want to make sure you have your flood 
protection work so these wetlands will 
hold back the water and hold back the 
nutrients. 

We will rebuild levees that protect 
Sacramento, which is a critical area, 
and we have an amazing and important 
program to provide critical habitat and 
improve air quality near the Salton 
Sea. 

I don’t have time to go into explain- 
ing what the Salton Sea is, but it is 
one of the largest manmade lakes 
known. It is drying up because of the 
drought. What happened is, the farmers 
would take their extra water and dump 
it into the Salton Sea. There are a lot 
of harmful toxins from the pesticides 
in there. As the sea dries up, the sand 
holds all this toxin. When the wind 
blows, it carries these toxins and these 
chemicals into the lungs of the people 
who live around this gorgeous area. It 
was once a thriving area, but it has 
changed. It also is the landing place for 
about 400 different species of beautiful 
waterfowl that rest on the Pacific 
Flyway. It has been neglected. We need 
to make sure that where the sea is dry- 
ing out we can have pockets where 
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there are wetlands, where there is res- 
toration. We are working together with 
the State. 

I am excited about the fact that this 
bill will authorize the use of local peo- 
ple, nonprofit people. City councils, su- 
pervisors, State and Federal Govern- 
ment and water districts will now be 
able to work together on common 
projects to save the Salton Sea. This is 
a tough one. I am going to be leaving 
the Senate knowing this isn’t fixed, 
and I don’t like that; that I will not be 
here to fix it. Iam leaving it to every- 
body—that includes the Presiding Offi- 
cer, you will be here a while. You have 
to keep your eye on the Salton Sea be- 
cause it is disappearing and we have to 
fix it. 

Finally, this bill invests in the res- 
toration of the ‘“‘Jewel of the Sierra,” 
Lake Tahoe. Oh, this is something. I 
was just out there with Senator FEIN- 
STEIN, Senator REID, and Governor 
Brown. It is quite a special place. Actu- 
ally, it is a treasure. California shares 
it with Nevada. It is home to more 
than 290 species of wildlife, and it lures 
3 million visitors every year, but it has 
real problems, the same types of prob- 
lems I talked about with the bay—nu- 
trients flowing into the sea. The warm- 
er temperatures of Lake Tahoe mean 
we have algae growing. We have prob- 
lems with clarity, and it needs our at- 
tention. 

We have done a great job over the 
last 20 years when President Clinton 
came out. We had bipartisan support 
then, and we now have bipartisan sup- 
port from Senators REID, HELLER, 
FEINSTEIN, and myself to continue 
making sure Lake Tahoe thrives. 

The words everybody waits for when 
a Senator makes a speech, ‘‘in conclu- 
sion,” WRDA 2016 is truly a bipartisan 
bill which benefits every region of this 
great country. It will invest in our Na- 
tion’s water infrastructure, create jobs 
in the construction industry, protect 
people from flooding, and enable com- 
merce to move through our ports. It 
will encourage innovative financing 
through WIFIA, and it will begin the 
hard work of preparing for and re- 
sponding to extreme weather. 

The bill is supported by 90 organiza- 
tions—we will just give you a sample— 
representing business, labor, local gov- 
ernment, ports, environmental con- 
servation groups, and faith commu- 
nities. As an example, the California 
State Coastal Conservancy, the Coali- 
tion for the Delaware River Watershed, 
the Congregation of Saint Joseph, asso- 
ciation of water agencies, the Lake 
Carriers’ Association, the Michigan En- 
vironmental Council of the States, 
GreenFaith, Friends Committee on Na- 
tional Legislation, and Franciscan Ac- 
tion Network. 

There is one more chart. Nature 
Abounds, Orange County Sanitation 
District, U.S. Chamber of Commerce, 
U.S. Conference of Mayors, U.S. Great 
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Lakes Shipping Association, and Upper 
Mississippi River Basin Association. 

Madam President, I ask unanimous 
consent to have printed in the RECORD 
the organizations listed on the charts. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

LETTERS OF SUPPORT—S. 2848 
UPDATED 9-12-16 

Advocates for a Clean Lake Erie; African 
American Health Alliance; Alliance for the 
Great Lakes; American Association of Port 
Authorities; American Council of Engineer- 
ing Companies; American Great Lakes Ports 
Association; American Public Health Asso- 
ciation; American Rivers; American Shore 
and Beach Preservation Association 
(ASBPA); American Society of Civil Engi- 
neers; Associated General Contractors of 
America; Association of Metropolitan Water 
Agencies; Bad River Watershed Association; 
Bay Area Council; Bay Conservation and De- 
velopment Commission; Bay Planning Coali- 
tion; BaySail; Big River Coalition; Black 
Heritage Society Inc.; Black Millennials for 
Flint; BlueGreen Alliance; California Asso- 
ciation of Sanitation Agencies; California 
Marine Affairs and Navigation Conference; 
California State Coastal Conservancy; Casa 
de Esperanza; City of Sacramento; Clean 
Water Action; Coalition for the Delaware 
River Watershed; Community Based Organi- 
zation Partners; Congregation of St. Joseph. 

Delta Institute; Ducks Unlimited; 
Earthjustice; Environment America; Envi- 
ronment Michigan; Environmental Defense 
Fund; Environmental Law & Policy Center; 
Franciscan Action Network; Freshwater for 
Life Action Coalition; Freshwater Future; 
Friends Committee on National Legislation; 
Genesee County Hispanic Latino Collabo- 
rative; Genesee County NOW; GreenFaith; 
GreenLatinos; Gulf Intracoastal Canal Asso- 
ciation; Gulf Ports Association of the Amer- 
icas; Headwaters Chapter, Izaak Walton 
League; Heart of the Lakes; Hispanic Asso- 
ciation of Colleges and Universities; His- 
panic Federation; Hoosier Environmental 
Council; Huron River Watershed Council; 
International Union of Operating Engineers; 
Lake Carriers Association; Land Trust Alli- 
ance; League of Conservation Voters; League 
of United Latin American Citizens; League 
of Women Voters of the United States. 

MANA, A National Latina Organization; 
Michigan Environmental Council; Midwest 
Environmental Advocates; Milwaukee 
Riverkeeper; National Association of Clean 
Water Agencies; National Association of 
Flood & Stormwater Management Agencies; 
National Association of Hispanic Federal Ex- 
ecutives; National Coalition Of Blacks for 
Reparations in America; National Con- 
ference of Puerto Rican Women, Inc.; Na- 
tional Ground Water Association; National 
Rural Water Association; National Wildlife 
Federation; Natural Resources Defense 
Council; Nature Abounds; North Atlantic 
Ports Association; Ohio Environmental 
Council; Orange County Sanitation District; 
Orange County Water District; Pacific 
Northwest Waterways Association; Physi- 
cians for Social Responsibility; Prairie Riv- 
ers Network; Realize America’s Maritime 
Promise; Rural Community Assistance Part- 
nership; San Francisco Public Utilities Com- 
mission; Save the Bay; The Bay Institute; 
The Nature Conservancy; U.S. Chamber of 
Commerce; U.S. Conference of Mayors; U.S. 
Great Lakes Shipping Association; Upper 
Mississippi River Basin Association; and Wa- 
terways Council, Inc. 
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Mrs. BOXER. You can tell from just 
the few I read what an amazing coali- 
tion we have. We can do this. 

I have a fabulous committee that I 
am the ranking member of—fabulous 
on my side, wonderful on the Repub- 
lican side. We really care about getting 
things done. I hope we will have a fabu- 
lous vote on this final passage and that 
the House will take up our bill, pass it, 
and not go back to square one and start 
arguing. 

I say to my friends in this House, 
through this opportunity I have on the 
floor, this is an example of bipartisan- 
ship. This is an example of good gov- 
ernance. This is an example you should 
follow because we avoided the fights, 
we worked together, and we worked it 
out. Let’s get it done. Let’s get it to 
the President’s desk. Let’s not wait for 
a lameduck. There is no reason. People 
should be able to know we did some- 
thing good for them. We did something 
great for them. 

This bill, while I am sure it isn’t 100- 
percent perfect from anybody’s eyes, is 
very solid, very strong, very good. I 
hope we will pass it with the biggest 
vote we can and the House will take it 
up. 

Thank you so much for your pa- 
tience. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Alaska. 

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I 
thank and acknowledge the work of the 
Senator from California, as well as the 
chairman of the Environment and Pub- 
lic Works Committee, not only on this 
WRDA bill but on previous matters re- 
lating to our water, resources, and our 
infrastructure— 

Mrs. BOXER. And highways. 

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Our highway bill. 
This has been a collaboration that has 
been recognized in the Senate. I think 
sometimes we joke that sometimes we 
have some polar opposites in the Sen- 
ate on certain issues, but when there is 
a desire and a will to create something, 
to create legislation and make good 
things happen, that good will rises to 
the surface. I think we have seen that 
play out with our colleagues from Cali- 
fornia and Oklahoma. 

Mrs. BOXER. May I make a comment 
through the Chair to my friend? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from California. 

Mrs. BOXER. I just wish to thank 
you because you and Senator CANT- 
WELL are also an example of a team 
that is working through the toughest 
of issues. If somebody from the press 
asked you how do you do it—and I am 
sure they ask Senator INHOFE all the 
time, how do you do it with something 
who is a polar opposite in so many 
other areas—well, you have to find 
that sweet spot. You never know if you 
are going to be able to do it, but if 
there is good will and there is also re- 
spect, you can find it. You have found 
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it in your committee. We have found it 
in ours. 

I also thank you because in all of my 
work, you have always been there, 
being very helpful and supportive, so I 
thank you very much. 

Ms. MURKOWSKI. I thank the Sen- 
ator from California and do recognize 
that tough issues come to us. If they 
were easy, they wouldn’t be here, and 
so it is our job to kind of thread that 
needle and do that. 

I know the Senator mentioned the 
people of Flint being happy with a res- 
olution here. It is not just the people of 
Flint and the communities you have 
named in California. I can tell you that 
when we successfully pass this, the 
people in the small communities of 
Craig, the Pribilof Islands, Seward, and 
Little Diomede are looking for this in- 
frastructure that will allow them, as 
very small communities, to have an 
economy because they now have a port, 
a harbor, and some infrastructure they 
can rely on. 

When we think we are not making a 
difference, all we need to do is look to 
measures such as this WRDA bill. 

I commend my colleague for working 
with me, working with Senator SUL- 
LIVAN, including many of the priorities 
we had tried to advance on behalf of 
the good people of Alaska. 


KING COVE, ALASKA 


Ms. MURKOWSKI. As we consider 
their bill—and I am pleased we have 
moved forward with this managers’ 
amendment—I wish to speak to an 
amendment that is not part of a man- 
agers’ package, and it is not an amend- 
ment I will call up and ask for consid- 
eration, but it is an issue I have pre- 
sented to Members on the floor in the 
past. I wanted to take just a few min- 
utes this evening to bring about, again, 
discussion about another community, a 
community in Alaska, a community 
that is in crisis. 

We have heard a lot about commu- 
nities in crisis—whether it is Flint, MI, 
whether it is those communities that 
have suffered the flooding in Lou- 
isiana, but I have a community in 
Alaska—a little, small community of 
less than 1,000 people—by the name of 
King Cove. 

King Cove remains at risk, not be- 
cause of flooding, not because of a 
failed water system but because of a 
decision that was made by our own 
government, a heartless decision made 
by the Federal Government. King 
Cove’s problem is not contamination in 
its drinking water supply, it is some- 
thing far more fundamental, and it is 
something that virtually all of our 
communities—whether you are in Colo- 
rado or California—take for granted. 
What the people in King Cove are ask- 
ing for is a very simple road, a reliable 
access to medical emergency transpor- 
tation. They simply want to be able to 
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reach proper care in time in the event 
of an injury or an illness. 

So for those who aren’t familiar with 
the small community of King Cove, it 
is a remote fishing community. It is 
about 625 air miles southwest of An- 
chorage. It is near the Alaska Penin- 
sula. Eighty-five percent of the resi- 
dents there are Alaska Natives. Many 
are Aleut and members of the federally 
recognized Agdaagux Tribe. AS we have 
so many communities in the State of 
Alaska—in fact, 80 percent of our com- 
munities are not connected by road, 
but King Cove can only be reached by 
boat or by airplane. Often that is a 
challenge. The community is kind of 
nestled in this spit of land and is sur- 
rounded on one side by ocean and on 
the other by high volcanic oceans. 

This is an area that isn’t known for 
its weather. It is very high winds, huge 
storms, and dense fog all the way down 
to the ground. King Cove does have a 
gravel airstrip it can access, and the 
small planes that fly in and out regu- 
larly grapple with low visibility and 
very strong turbulence that comes 
down off the mountains, forces the 
planes down. You have gale-force cross- 
winds. It is not a place for beginner pi- 
lots. I shouldn’t even say that because 
it makes it sound too light. These are 
very serious flying conditions, but that 
is how you get in and out. 

I did mention it is accessible by boat, 
but if it is stormy in the air, it is also 
stormy on the water. Local mariners 
are facing the same conditions, plus 
you add in 12-foot to 14-foot seas to 
contend with. 

Most of the time you are saying: Iam 
not going to travel when the weather is 
that foul, but there are times when you 
have to travel, when a medical emer- 
gency occurs that is beyond the capac- 
ity or the capability of the local clinic 
there. Keep in mind, this is a very 
small clinic. You don’t have a doctor 
that can just get in a car and provide 
services. We don’t have a doctor there. 
We have a physician’s assistant. We 
may have doctors come occasionally, 
but you don’t have the medical care 
you need. If you have severe trauma or 
if you are a woman in labor, if you 
have any kind of a serious illness, King 
Cove Clinic just simply cannot provide 
the level of service and care you need. 

So what do you do? The first step is 
to transport those who are sick and in- 
jured to the nearby community of Cold 
Bay. Cold Bay is host to a 10,000-foot- 
long all-weather runway. It is one of 
the longest runways we have in the 
State. It was built after World War II. 
It is almost always open because they 
don’t get the same weather conditions. 
Here is the beauty of it. It is only 30 
miles from where you are in King Cove. 
So really, the challenge here, for peo- 
ple who need to get out quickly, is not 
getting from Cold Bay to Anchorage— 
the 625 air miles—but from King Cove 
to Cold Bay, 30 miles. That is the 
toughest part of the journey there. 
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Having seen this firsthand, I know 
that for the people who live in King 
Cove—the Natives who live there—the 
best answer, really the only answer, is 
to do what virtually every other com- 
munity would do, which is build this 
short connector road. 

Keep in mind, we are talking about a 
distance of 30 miles between the two 
communities. But it is not even 30 
miles I am talking about. What we are 
seeking is a short—about 10 to 11 
miles—gravel, one-lane, noncommer- 
cial-use road. That is what we are talk- 
ing about. That is all that is needed to 
connect two existing roads. There is 
one that runs out of King Cove and an- 
other that runs out of Cold Bay. We 
need to link these two communities to 
finally and fully protect the health and 
safety of nearly 1,000 Alaskans. What 
we need is a 10-mile, one-lane, gravel, 
noncommercial-use road. 

One might say: Well, do it. Why 
haven’t you built the road? The reason 
is we cannot secure permission from 
our own Federal Government because— 
and here is the catch—it would cross a 
small sliver of the Izembek National 
Wildlife Refuge that was designated 
back in the 1980s as Federal wilderness. 
They failed to consult with the Native 
people who were in King Cove at the 
time, but that designation was put in 
place. So we have been working 
through this for a period of years—ac- 
tually, a period of decades. 

We thought we had this resolved 
back in 2009. We overwhelmingly 
passed a lands bill through this Cham- 
ber that was signed into law by this 
President, and it gave the Department 
of the Interior the ability to approve a 
road for King Cove. It was a land ex- 
change. And, quite honestly, it was an 
unbelievable deal. Alaskans offered a 
roughly 300-to-1 land exchange—a 300- 
to-1 land exchange—in the Federal 
Government’s favor. 

The people of King Cove said: We 
need 206 acres for a road corridor, and 
we, along with the State of Alaska, are 
willing to exchange 61,000 acres of our 
State lands and of our Native lands. 
Let me repeat that. They were willing 
to give back to the Federal Govern- 
ment the lands that were conveyed to 
the Natives upon settlement of their 
Native land claims so they could get a 
small 206-acre corridor. So between the 
Native lands and the State lands, a 300- 
to-1 land exchange was offered up—a 
pretty sweet deal. 

Against all odds, the Secretary of the 
Interior rejected that offer. She did 
this on the day before Christmas Eve 
back in 2018. I think she was hoping 
that no one was going to pay attention. 
She decided against cherry-stemming 
these 206 acres—which, keep in mind, is 
about 0.07 percent of the refuge—be- 
cause she said that somebody needs to 
speak up for the birds. Someone needs 
to speak up and represent the water- 
fowl. And she decided that protecting 
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the people of King Cove while expand- 
ing the Izembek Refuge by tens of 
thousands of acres was somehow just 
not worth it. 

To this day, years later, I still strug- 
gle with how she could come to that 
decision. It was a horrible decision. It 
was cruel. It was coldhearted against 
the Alaskan Native people of King Cove 
who care deeply about these lands and 
have stewarded them for thousands of 
years. 

It was baffling. It is not as if there 
are no roads in this area. Since World 
War II, we have had roads in this area. 
The birds have flown. They have used 
it as their feeding site. It is not as if 
this is this protected, pristine area. 
The Fish and Wildlife Service brags on 
its Web site that local waterfowl hunt- 
ing is world famous and spectacular. 
Come on out. If you want to be a 
sportsman, come out and go hunt on 
the refuge here. But you can’t have 
this 10-mile, one-lane, gravel, non- 
commercial-use road there because 
someone has to watch out for the birds. 

The decision reflects a double stand- 
ard when you think about refuges in 
other parts of the country. We have 
roads through our refuges throughout 
the country, whether in Florida, Mary- 
land, Texas, Louisiana, North Carolina, 
Arizona, Montana, Missouri, Illinois, 
New Mexico, Nevada, or Washington 
State. So this would not be the first 
time you would have a small, narrow 
road through a refuge area. 

It is also ignorant. It is ignorant of 
the fact that human lives have been 
lost in King Cove as medevacs were at- 
tempted in bad weather. We have had a 
total of 19 people who have died since 
1980, either in plane crashes or because 
they didn’t last before they could be 
taken out. 

The decision of the Department of 
the Interior was cynical. It was cal- 
lous. It devastated the people of King 
Cove, who finally thought help was on 
the way. It shattered the trust respon- 
sibility the Federal Government is sup- 
posed to have to our Native people, and 
it has left these people in the same sit- 
uation they have been in for decades 
now. They are at the mercy of the ele- 
ments. They have the potential to suf- 
fer needless pain, perhaps even death, if 
they should have a medical emergency. 

People have said to me: Well, Lisa, 
there are lots of places in Alaska where 
it is really tough to get in and out of, 
where weather shuts you down and you 
are not connected by a road. So why is 
King Cove so different, so special? It is 
not that they are so different or so spe- 
cial; it is that there is an easier answer 
that is right there. In many of the 
communities, there is not an easier an- 
swer. Again, we are talking about a 
small connector road that could be the 
answer here. 

It has been nearly 1,000 days since 
Secretary Jewell decided just to wash 
her hands of this issue. She promised 
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the local residents she was going to fig- 
ure out a way to help them gain reli- 
able transportation to Cold Bay. In- 
stead of working toward a real solu- 
tion, she has decided to run the clock 
out. We have seen no engagement with 
local residents, no budget request, no 
administrative action, just one topical 
study of alternatives. And this alter- 
native is one that has been examined 
before and rejected before as unwork- 
able. 

As chairman of the Energy and Nat- 
ural Resources Committee, I held an 
oversight hearing earlier this year, and 
the Presiding Officer had an oppor- 
tunity to hear from the residents of 
King Cove, to hear what they have 
gone through, the anguish this has 
caused their community. We heard 
about King Cove’s decades-long fight 
for a lifesaving road from its mayor 
and from its spokeswoman of the 
Agdaagux Tribe. We heard strong sup- 
port for the road from Alaska’s Lieu- 
tenant Governor, a member of the 
Democratic Party and an Alaskan Na- 
tive. We also heard from a representa- 
tive of the National Congress of Amer- 
ican Indians. 

We also heard some really unsettling 
things. We heard about the Valium dis- 
penser at the local medical clinic, 
where many of the residents who have 
such anxiety and stress about flying— 
because of the hazards of flying out of 
this little strip—are given two pills out 
of these dispensaries, one for the flight 
out of King Cove and one for when they 
return. 

We also heard from a retired Coast 
Guard commander who led a mission to 
locate a plane crash that killed four in- 
dividuals, including a fisherman who 
was being medevaced out because of an 
amputated foot. The commander told 
us about the horror of finding these 
bodies still upright, belted into their 
seats, with limbs that were frozen and 
could not be untangled—a memory you 
just don’t ever forget. 

King Cove has now had a total of 51 
more medevacs—51 more medevacs— 
since Secretary Jewell’s decision in De- 
cember of 2013 when she rejected this 
road. Our U.S. Coast Guard has carried 
out 17 of those medevacs, risking their 
own crews to rescue those in need. We 
thank them for that, though that is 
not the Coast Guard’s mission. But 
they are there when you call them. 

Those patients who have been 
medevaced have been individuals in 
terrible pain and trauma. One man had 
dislocated both hips when a 600-pound 
crab pot fell on him. We have had el- 
derly residents with internal bleeding 
or sepsis or apparent heart attacks. We 
had an infant baby boy who was strug- 
gling to breathe. 

Just this past month—we think: Oh, 
summertime, August, good weather. 
This was a bad month for King Cove. 
No fewer than four medevacs have been 
carried out. One was an elderly woman 
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who arrived at the medical clinic with 
a hip fracture. She needed to be 
medevaced to Anchorage but had to 
wait for more than 40 hours because 
the heavy fog on the ground would not 
lift. 

So that is what is happening in King 
Cove without a lifesaving road. And I 
know, Mr. President, that King Cove, 
AK, is a long way from where we are 
here. Many in this Chamber—most in 
this Chamber—will never go there. 
Most people in America will not ever 
go there. But as remote as they are, as 
small as this community is, I would re- 
mind my colleagues this is still an 
American community. These are Amer- 
icans. These are people who deserve to 
have our help, and it is our job to assist 
them. They are not asking for much. 

We should not let this continue. The 
people of King Cove are suffering, and 
it is entirely within our power to pro- 
tect them. My amendment, and what I 
have offered in legislation and in 
amendments, is an opportunity, after 
decades of waiting and delay and frus- 
tration and pain, to finally authorize a 
short, one-lane, gravel, noncommer- 
cial-use road. 

As I mentioned, I am not going to be 
raising my amendment to a vote on the 
WRDA bill, but I do want the Senate to 
understand it is well past time to help 
the good people of King Cove. We need 
to ensure they have reliable access to 
emergency medical transportation, and 
we need to do it this year so that we 
can put an end to the dangers, an end 
to the anxiety, an end to the suffering 
this community is enduring because of 
a decision by our own Federal Govern- 
ment. 

With that, Mr. President, I thank the 
Chair, and I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
DAINES). Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 


a 


CONSTITUTION WEEK 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, for 
the last 229 years, one document has 
shaped our system of government and 
embodied the character of our country. 
It has guided us through crisis and pro- 
moted our national ideals of equal jus- 
tice, limited government, and the rule 
of law. 

I speak, of course, of the U.S. Con- 
stitution. More than two centuries ago, 
the Founders met to write it in the 
same Pennsylvania State House, now 
called Independence Hall, where the 
Declaration of Independence was 
signed and where George Washington 
received his commission as commander 
of the Continental Army. 
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The Constitution was drafted in 1787 
and signed in that year on September 
17. That is why this coming week of 
September 17 to the 23 is Constitution 
Week, a time we set aside to com- 
memorate this revered document. 

During Constitution Week, we teach 
the history of our Constitution and of 
America’s promise of liberty for all to 
the younger generations. One organiza- 
tion that has taken the lead in helping 
young Kentuckians learn about the 
Constitution is the Bryan Station 
chapter of the National Society Daugh- 
ters of the American Revolution. Lo- 
cated in Lexington, the Bryan Station 
NSDAR will reach out to several 
schools in the area to help students un- 
derstand the historical significance of 
our guiding document. 

They will work to educate students 
of their rights and responsibilities as 
citizens. They will show them how the 
Constitution lays the foundation for 
our country’s heritage of liberty. And 
they will encourage students to study 
the historical events which led to the 
drafting of the Constitution and its 
signing on September 17, 1787. 

So in commemoration of Constitu- 
tion Week 2016, I want to commend the 
Bryan Station NSDAR for their com- 
mitment to civic participation and 
civic education in the Commonwealth. 
I want to recognize all the students, 
teachers, and community leaders in 
Kentucky and across the Nation who 
are working to spread an under- 
standing of the Constitution and the 
ideals it symbolizes. 

I also want to especially recognize 
and thank the men and women in uni- 
form who swear an oath to defend our 
Constitution, particularly those who 
serve in Kentucky at Fort Knox, Fort 
Campbell, the Blue Grass Army Depot, 
or as Reservists or members of the Na- 
tional Guard. Without their service and 
sacrifice, we would not enjoy the lib- 
erties enshrined in this historical docu- 
ment. 

As Abraham Lincoln once said, ours 
is a government of the people, by the 
people, and for the people. The Con- 
stitution begins with the very words, 
“We the people.” It ensures that, in 
America, power is dependent on the 
consent of the people. And that prin- 
ciple has helped to build a nation that 
represents the greatest hope for free- 
dom around the world. 


——— 


TRIBUTE TO MARGARET 
HOULIHAN SMITH 


Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, today I 
want to congratulate a former member 
of my Senate staff, Margaret Houlihan 
Smith. Margaret served as my Chicago 
director and previously as a senior 
member of my 1996 campaign team. 
Since 2004, Margaret has served as di- 
rector of corporate and government af- 
fairs for United Airlines, responsible 
for advancing its legislative objectives 
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and protecting its commercial inter- 
ests in Illinois. 

Next week, Margaret is receiving the 
Rerum Novarum Award at St. Joseph 
College Seminary in Chicago. The 
Rerum Novarum Award, or Rights and 
Duties of Capital and Labor, is named 
after an encyclical written by Pope Leo 
XIII in 1891 that addressed issues facing 
the working class. Specifically, Rerum 
Novarum’s fundamental principles are 
respect for the dignity of every person 
and their labor, the right to organize 
and belong to a union, and the right to 
a living wage. 

Every year, on behalf of St. Joseph 
College Seminary, the Seminary Sa- 
lutes Committee honors men and 
women who have supported these ideals 
in the Chicagoland area. Well, I want 
to tell you that the committee couldn’t 
have made a better choice than Mar- 
garet Houlihan Smith. 

Margaret learned the importance of 
these values and public service from 
her father, Dan Houlihan. Known as 
Dan-the-man to his constituents—he 
represented the South Side of Chi- 
cago—the Beverly neighborhood—in 
the Illinois House of Representatives. 
Public service was in Margaret’s blood. 

So it is no surprise that, after grad- 
uating from St. Mary’s College in Wi- 
nona, MN, Margaret started right at 
the top in Illinois politics and began 
working for Michael Madigan, Speaker 
of the Illinois House of Representa- 
tives. In 1995, she helped run my first 
Senate campaign. And in 1996, Mar- 
garet agreed to be the director of my 
Chicago office. Her boundless energy, 
quick wit, and great judgment made 
her an outstanding member of my staff 
and set a high bar for those that fol- 
lowed. 

One day, while working in my Chi- 
cago office, Margaret lost her voice. 
When she tried to talk, she croaked 
like a frog. Her doctor urged her to 
stop talking for about a week. But any- 
one that knows Margaret knows this 
would be a challenge. You see, Mar- 
garet is the definition of an Irish lass: 
a wonderful sense of humor and, above 
all, a great storyteller—so great that 
she never stops telling stories. And let 
me assure you, her doctor’s urgings 
didn’t stop her. But I couldn’t be more 
proud that Margaret is still out there 
sharing stories and lending her voice to 
the issues that matter in her commu- 
nity. 

Margaret is driven by a willingness 
to offer a helping hand and is one of 
the most generous people I have had 
the pleasure to know. In her spare 
time, she serves on the boards of 
Misericordia Heart of Mercy, Abraham 
Lincoln Presidential Library and Mu- 
seum, Irish Fellowship of Chicago, the 
Civic Federation, and the Chicagoland 
Chamber of Commerce PAC Board. If 
that wasn’t enough, Margaret is also a 
founding member of the Illinois Wom- 
en’s Institute for Leadership. 
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She is an extraordinarily accom- 
plished professional, but it is her car- 
ing heart that makes Margaret such a 
deserving recipient of this award. For 
more than a decade, Margaret has 
served on the Seminary Salutes Com- 
mittee, tirelessly advocating for the 
St. Joseph College Seminary. Year 
after year, she works to raise money 
and vocation awareness in 
Chicagoland. And because of her ef- 
forts, the Seminary Salutes annual 
fundraising event, which benefits the 
scholarship program for low-income 
students, continues to be a success. I 
am honored to congratulate her on all 
the work she has done for St. Joseph 
College Seminary. 

Despite her many achievements, her 
proudest accomplishment is her fam- 
ily. Never forgetting where she comes 
from—a trait her father and his be- 
loved wife of 50 years, Mary Alice 
Houlihan, instilled in her—Margaret 
lives in the Beverly neighborhood of 
Chicago with her husband, Jim, and 
their two children: 8-year-old son Jack 
and 6-year-old daughter Maeve. 

Let me close with this: Margaret’s fa- 
ther used to have a favorite saying— 
“He has a big hat size.” It was Dan’s 
way to describe someone who was full 
of themselves. Well, Margaret has 
never forgotten those words and always 
stayed humble. I couldn’t be more 
proud of the work she has done and the 
person she has become. And although 
her father is no longer with us, I know 
he feels the same way. 

Congratulations, Margaret, on a well- 
deserved honor. 


a 
JUDICIAL NOMINATIONS 
Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, for 2 
years, President Obama’s five emi- 


nently qualified nominees to the U.S. 
Court of Federal Claims have been 
awaiting a vote. This court has been 
referred to as the ‘‘keeper of the na- 
tion’s conscience” and ‘‘the People’s 
Court.” It was created by Congress ap- 
proximately 160 years ago and em- 
bodies the constitutional principle that 
individuals have rights against their 
government. As President Lincoln said, 
“It is as much the duty of Government 
to render prompt justice against itself, 
in favor of citizens, as it is to admin- 
ister the same between private individ- 
uals.” That is what this Court does: it 
allows citizens to seek prompt justice 
against our government. 

Yet 2 years of obstruction by a single 
Senator, the junior Senator from Ar- 
kansas, has forced the court to operate 
without one-third of its allotted 
judges. While these five nominees have 
been waiting for a vote, another judge 
retired, leaving the court with only 10 
judges for 16 seats, or a vacancy rate of 
38 percent. This takes Senate Repub- 
lican obstruction of judicial nominees 
to a new level. 

The court’s jurisdiction is authorized 
by statute, and it primarily hears mon- 
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etary claims against the U.S. Govern- 
ment deriving from the Constitution, 
Federal statutes, executive regula- 
tions, and civilian or military con- 
tracts. For example, the court has pre- 
sided over such important cases as the 
savings and loan crisis of the 1980s and 
the World War II internment of Japa- 
nese-Americans. It also presides over 
civilian and military pay claims and 
money claims under the Fifth Amend- 
ment’s Takings Clause. 

I have heard no objections to the 
qualifications of any of the five nomi- 
nees to this court. One of these nomi- 
nees, Armando Bonilla, would be the 
first Hispanic judge to hold a seat on 
the Court. He is endorsed by the His- 
panic National Bar Association. He has 
spent his entire career—now spanning 
over two decades—as an attorney for 
the Department of Justice. He was 
hired out of law school in the Depart- 
ment’s prestigious honors program and 
has risen to become the Associate Dep- 
uty Attorney General in the Depart- 
ment. Mr. Bonilla should be confirmed 
without further delay. 

Another nominee, Jeri Somers, also 
has a long record of public service. She 
served her country in the Air Force, re- 
tiring with the rank of lieutenant colo- 
nel. She spent over two decades serving 
first as a judge advocate general and 
then as a military judge in the U.S. Air 
Force and the District of Columbia’s 
Air National Guard. In 2007, she be- 
came a board judge with the U.S. Civil- 
ian Board of Contract Appeals and cur- 
rently serves as its vice chair. 

Armando Bonilla and Jeri Somers are 
just two of the five nominees that Sen- 
ate Republicans have been denying a 
confirmation vote. These are two indi- 
viduals that have done right every step 
of the way in their careers and are will- 
ing to serve the American people on 
this important Court. They have dedi- 
cated the majority of their careers in 
service to our Nation. They deserve 
better than the treatment they are re- 
ceiving from the Senate. 

During the Bush administration, the 
Senate confirmed nine judges to the 
Court of Federal Claims, with the sup- 
port of every Senate Republican. So 
far, during the Obama administration, 
only three Court of Federal Claims 
nominees have received confirmation 
votes. That is nine CFC judges during 
the Bush administration to only three 
so far in the Obama administration. 

It appears that the Senate Repub- 
licans’ obstruction playbook leaves no 
court behind. It spans from the very 
top, with their complete refusal to give 
a hearing and a vote to Chief Judge 
Merrick Garland, to the article III cir- 
cuit and district courts, to the article 
I Court of Federal Claims, where citi- 
zens go to sue their government. 

This blockade of all five CFC nomi- 
nees makes no sense, especially be- 
cause not a single Republican on the 
Senate Judiciary Committee raised a 


September 13, 2016 


concern about these nominees either 
during the committee hearings on 
these nominations 2 years ago or dur- 
ing the Committee debate 2 years ago 
or last year. 

None of President Bush’s nominees to 
the Court of Federal Claims spent 
longer than 4 months on the Senate 
floor before receiving a confirmation 
vote. Two of them waited only a single 
day. After 2 years, it is well past time 
for these five nominees to receive a 
vote so they can get to work on the 
shorthanded Court of Federal Claims. 


Ee 


RECOGNIZING THE VERMONT CEN- 
TER FOR EMERGING TECH- 
NOLOGIES 


Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, 
Vermonters are proud of the innova- 
tion and creativity that generate suc- 
cessful businesses in our small State. 
And for years, Vermont’s tech incu- 
bator, the Vermont Center for Emerg- 
ing Technology, VCET, has been pro- 
viding space for entrepreneurs to take 
the next steps in driving their startup 
businesses. AS demonstrated in a re- 
cent profile of VCET in the New York 
Times, any objective observer can see 
Vermont as more than just an outdoor 
enthusiasts’ playground—but also as an 
oyster community of emerging tech- 
nologies and innovative thinking in 
building smart cities and the infra- 
structure to go with them. 

It is no secret that Vermont is full of 
entrepreneurs eager to take the next 
steps in their respective fields. From 
ice cream to craft beverages, digital 
forensics to game programming, our 
State is home to many successful busi- 
ness endeavors. The Vermont Center 
for Emerging Technologies plays a key 
role in expanding Vermont’s tech net- 
work while addressing the skilled labor 
shortage in the State. At its helm is 
president and fund manager David 
Bradbury, whose vision for the city of 
Burlington as an east coast Silicon 
Valley has driven the nonprofit’s devel- 
opment and success. 

Housed in a brick building in down- 
town Burlington, VCET is powered by a 
city-owned green energy grid with an 
enviable fast internet connection. The 
small but skilled team not only man- 
ages the Vermont Seed Capital Fund to 
administer initial funding for high-op- 
portunity businesses and teams but 
also provides mentoring and advice to 
new startups. In collaboration with 
other Burlington-based companies and 
nonprofits, including BTV Ignite and 
Vermont HITECH, VCET encourages 
technology pioneers to dream big. With 
the help of local colleges offering 
courses in high growth fields, students 
learn the skills needed to thrive in a 
fast-changing economy. In turn, 
Vermont employers benefit from a 
larger pool of skilled technology work- 
ers, while employees gain access to 
better jobs and benefits. 
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The success of David’s vision to grow 
Burlington into a technology hub while 
addressing the lack of skilled workers 
is rooted in something deeper than the 
rapidly expanding field of technology. 
Vermont’s community and socially fo- 
cused values bring neighbors together 
to benefit from shared experiences 
while providing local, sustainable, and 
accessible services. Corporate responsi- 
bility and attention to green energy re- 
flect Vermont’s commitment to less- 
ening our environmental footprint 
while promoting energy conservation 
and efficiency. Whether encouraging 
Vermonters to pursue their passion for 
technology or forging new paths in the 
field, VCET is spurring economic devel- 
opment and technology jobs through- 
out our Green Mountain State. 

I ask unanimous consent that a New 
York Times article from July 20, “A 
‘Smart’ Green Tech Hub in Vermont 
Reimagines the Status Quo,” be print- 
ed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From The New York Times, July 20, 2016] 
A “SMART” GREEN TECH HUB IN VERMONT 
REIMAGINES THE STATUS QUO 
(By Constance Gustke) 

Inside a plain brick building in Burlington 
lies the Vermont Center for Emerging Tech- 
nologies, a buzzing hipster incubator that 
looks as if it could be in Silicon Valley. It is 
powered invisibly by forces that any city 
would envy: a green grid that is highly en- 
ergy-efficient and a superfast one-gigabit 
internet connection. 

“People would kill for this internet con- 
nection,” said Tom Torti, president of the 
Lake Champlain Regional Chamber of Com- 
merce. ‘‘For us to grow our tech network, we 
needed to double down on fiber network.” 
The new Burlington economy is going to be 
knowledge- and skills-based, he added. 

This digital superhighway runs through 
beautiful Burlington, a small city sand- 
wiched between the distant Green Mountains 
and the 125-mile-long Lake Champlain. It is 
an outlier as far as emerging technology 
hubs and so-called smart cities go. But Bur- 
lington, which has a lower unemployment 
rate than Silicon Valley, is now spawning a 
wave of technology pioneers. 

The technology center, called VCET, pro- 
vides free advice, mentoring, seed money and 
gorgeous co-working spaces that are avail- 
able to entrepreneurs for a low fee. Students 
can use these spaces free, so Max Robbins 
and Peter Silverman, 20-year-old college stu- 
dents, are starting their business, Beacon 
VT, there. It is similar to the dating site 
OkCupid, but for employment, matching stu- 
dents with employers. 

“We're trying to give people an unfair ad- 
vantage,’’ said David Bradbury, president 
and fund manager at VCET. ‘‘There’s noth- 
ing too big that you can’t dream here. And 
the snowball is moving faster.” 

An ultrahigh-speed internet backbone even 
helped Burlington form a partnership with 
US Ignite, which aims to build the next gen- 
eration of internet apps, to form BTV Ignite. 
Its goal is to mindfully build on the city’s 
network and further innovation, said Mi- 
chael Schirling, who heads BTV Ignite. 

“Smart cities and new technologies have 
the potential to change everything,” said 
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Mr. Schirling, a former Burlington police 
chief “When you put in the right building 
blocks, you get a collision of ideas, which 
can become self-generating. It’s attitude and 
infrastructure.” 

A result is that Burlington, once a timber 
port, has a stunningly low unemployment 
rate of 2.3 percent. On the downside, the city 
is also experiencing a skilled-labor shortage; 
hundreds of coding jobs alone languish on job 
boards. Burlington was named a TechHire 
city by the White House in 2016 to help link 
local employers with local workers, and to 
help these workers get the skills they need 
for a fast-changing economy. The designa- 
tion does not come with funding, but it does 
help Burlington get grants for free training. 

The TechHire mandate in Burlington is to 
train 400 technology workers through 2020. 

“We want younger people to know that 
there are career opportunities here,’ Mr. 
Torti said. ‘‘We’re trying to grow our work 
force rather than importing it.” 

A nonprofit organization known as 
Vermont Hitec is a crucial part of that vi- 
sion. 

It works in partnership with local compa- 
nies to offer boot camps online and in class- 
rooms that teach skills such as medical cod- 
ing and programming that lead to good-pay- 
ing jobs with benefits. 

Vermont Information Processing, which 
develops software for the beverage industry, 
has been working with Vermont Hitec so 
that it can retrain or recruit employees as 
its business grows and it becomes less inter- 
ested in outsourcing. 

Colleges like the University of Vermont, 
which offers a biotechnology program, and 
Champlain College are also helping solve the 
employment puzzle Champlain College offers 
degrees in high-demand careers like digital 
forensics and game programming, along with 
a special program for federal employees who 
can get online degrees in high-growth fields. 

“Were responsive, nimble and entrepre- 
neurial,’’ said Don Laackman, president of 
Champlain College. ‘‘There’s a connection 
between employment needs and sources of- 
fered.” 

Burlington got its first push into tech- 
nology start-ups when IDX Systems, a health 
care software maker, was founded there in 
1969. It was sold to General Electric about 10 
years ago. 

“IDX created a lot of wealth and talent, 
and these people could be angel investors,” 
Mr. Bradbury said. “It was a tipping point.” 

The next wave of innovation has come 
from internet companies like MyWebGrocer, 
which offers digital grocery services, and 
Dealer.com, which offers digital marketing 
services for the auto industry. Dealer.com 
became a legend in Burlington after it was 
sold for $1 billion a couple of years ago. Mike 
Lane, one of Dealer.com’s founders and its 
former chief operations officer, who is now 
on the VCET board, is an angel investor who 
has funded eight start-ups. One of his invest- 
ments is Faraday Inc., which uses data ana- 
lytics to help companies target customers. 

“In the future, there will be several $50 
million to $100 million exits here,” Mr. Lane 
said, ‘‘along with other larger ones mixed 
in.” 

He credits Vermont’s community and so- 
cially conscious spirit with his success. ‘‘We 
didn’t buy the philosophy that we had to be 
in a hot spot,” said Mr. Lane, who returned 
to Vermont after working in Cambridge, 


Mass. “Even Zuckerberg realized that he 
could have been anywhere to build 
Facebook.” 


That can-do spirit also inspired Marguerite 
Dibble, 26, who began her firm GameTheory 


12484 


while she was still a student at Champlain 
College. Its mission is to use gaming to in- 
spire behavior changes, such as teaching 
teens financial literacy. 

“In Burlington, I can call anyone and learn 
from their experience,” said Ms. Dibble, who 
was born in a small Vermont town with no 
ZIP code. ‘‘The degrees of separation are 
lessened here. There’s a shared Vermonti- 
ness.” 

The energy to power GameTheory’s inno- 
vation comes from Burlington’s green grid, 
which is owned by the city. The state has 
long been one of the country’s greenest. But 
in 2014, Burlington upped the ante by turning 
only to wind, water and biomass to power 
the city—one of the first cities in the nation 
to do so. There are also incentives for reduc- 
ing energy. Landlords, for example, can 
choose to have free energy audits, and more 
than 100 have done so. 

Other Burlington businesses also work 
hard to save energy on their own. Seventh 
Generation, which makes environmentally 
conscious household products and was found- 
ed in Burlington, gives its employees bo- 
nuses for helping reduce greenhouse gases. 
Like many other companies in Burlington, 
Seventh Generation also aims to be socially 
responsible and was formed as a B Corp, 
which means it has to meet social, environ- 
mental, accountability and transparency 
standards. 

With this focus on energy efficiency, the 
city’s electricity rates have not risen in 
eight years, said Neale Lunderville, general 
manager of the Burlington Electric Depart- 
ment. ‘‘And there are no rate increases on 
the horizon,” he said, ‘‘since we’re not chas- 
ing the next kilowatt-hour.”’ 

Electric cars even have their own parking 
spaces with chargers. 

Burlington will eventually become a net- 
zero city, said the mayor, Miro Weinberger. 
“Our isolation promotes a commitment to 
pride and place,” he said. 

The city that helped propel Senator Bernie 
Sanders also has its own nonprofit urban 
farm called the Intervale Center. The land 
was once an abandoned dumping ground with 
old tires and cars. That space now contains 
350 acres with bee hives, commercial farms, 
greenhouses and other projects. Through its 
food hub, local foods are delivered to area 
businesses and individuals. 

Intervale’s farm incubator, a five-year pro- 
gram, even teaches new farmers the ropes, 
said Travis Marcotte, executive director of 
Intervale Center. ‘‘They then transition out 
of the Intervale,’’ he said, ‘‘So we’re spinning 
off whole farms.” 

It is a hopeful message, Mr. Marcotte said. 


SE 


MAKE THE LAW WORK FOR 
EVERYONE WITH DISABILITIES 


Mr. TILLIS. Mr. President, the con- 
stituencies in North Carolina are as 
varied as any in America. I am honored 
to represent America’s largest Army 
Post—Fort Bragg—as well as 45 percent 
of the U.S. Marine Corps at Camp 
Lejeune and Cherry Point. Because of 
their presence and our proud military 
tradition, by 2020, one in every nine 
North Carolinians will be a veteran. We 
are also home to outstanding compa- 
nies that serve our disabled citizens 
like the Winston-Salem Industries for 
the Blind. The confluence of these two 
communities—veterans and services 
for the disabled—and how each is treat- 
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ed by the Federal Government is of 
particular concern to me. 

For decades, both the general dis- 
abled community and the disabled vet- 
erans’ community have existed in a 
harmonious balance when it came to 
securing jobs and competitive con- 
tracts with the Federal Government. 
The Javits Wagner O’Day Act of 1938, 
the AbilityOne Program, and the Vet- 
erans Benefits, Health Insurance, and 
Information Technology Act of 2006 as- 
sist Americans who are blind, citizens 
with severe disabilities, and our U.S. 
military veterans through leveraging 
the procurement power of the U.S. De- 
partment of Veteran Affairs. Unfortu- 
nately, the recent Kingdomware Tech- 
nologies, Inc. v. United States Supreme 
Court ruling reinterpreted these acts 
to preclude certain disabled groups 
from bidding for jobs and business with 
the Department of Veterans Affairs. 
These are not laws designed to build 
barriers to stop disabled veterans from 
bidding for work outside of the Vet- 
erans Administration or the blind for 
bidding for work within the VA, but 
that is what has happened. 

I am asking my colleagues in Con- 
gress to take another look at this situ- 
ation. Level the playing field. These 
laws should continue their mutual co- 
existence by maintaining set-aside op- 
portunities that create sustainable em- 
ployment opportunities for the 70 per- 
cent of blind or severely disabled 
Americans who are seeking jobs, in ad- 
dition to competitive contract oppor- 
tunities for veterans who take the ini- 
tiative to start their own small busi- 
nesses. Let’s get this right. 


EE 


ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 


RECOGNIZING MARION COUNTY’S 
COMMITMENT TO VETERANS 


e Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, I rise 
today to recognize Marion County, AR, 
on becoming the first Purple Heart 
County in Arkansas on November 15, 
2015. 

Created by George Washington in 
1782, the Purple Heart is our Nation’s 
oldest military medal. The Purple 
Heart is awarded to members of the 
Armed Forces who are wounded or 
killed in combat. These men and 
women are some of the finest heroes 
that our Nation has to offer. 

Last year, Marion County chose to 
honor the service and sacrifice of our 
Purple Heart heroes in Arkansas by be- 
coming the first Purple Heart County 
in Arkansas. Marion County’s unwav- 
ering support of the heroic actions of 
our Purple Heart recipients stands as a 
reflection of the appreciation and grat- 
itude of its residents. 

Marion County recently held a cele- 
bration of its designation as Arkansas’ 
first Purple Heart County that brought 
the community together to honor Pur- 
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ple Heart recipients. Showing our ad- 
miration for those who have served and 
sacrificed so much for our freedom is 
such a worthy endeavor, and this rec- 
ognition is well deserved. 

On behalf of all Arkansans, I echo the 
sentiments of the citizens of Marion 
County in saying how grateful we are 
for our veterans and their willingness 
to serve their country. There truly is 
no greater display of service and sac- 
rifice than that. 

I would like to take this opportunity 
to applaud Marion County for publicly 
recognizing our veterans and Purple 
Heart recipients by becoming Arkan- 
sas’ first Purple Heart County. Arkan- 
sas is proud that our local commu- 
nities are paying respect to our vet- 
erans and standing behind them.e 


ee 


RECOGNIZING CRAWFORD COUNTY 
ADULT EDUCATION CENTER 


e Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, today 
I wish to recognize the Crawford Coun- 
ty Adult Education Center as it cele- 
brates its 50th anniversary this year. 

Founded in 1966, the Crawford County 
Adult Education Center offers ongoing 
learning opportunities and helps pre- 
pare students for career advancement, 
postsecondary education, technological 
innovation, and life enrichment. 
Among many other services, the center 
offers classes in computer literacy, 
English as a Second Language, and 
citizenship, as well as courses that 
allow adult learners to earn their GED. 
It also provides students the oppor- 
tunity to take college-level classes 
through Vincennes University. 

While we strive to give our children 
the best educational opportunities 
available, it is important to recognize 
that some people in our communities 
are forced to put their educations on 
hold for various reasons. Adult edu- 
cation programs are an important re- 
source in helping these individuals to 
better themselves, continue their edu- 
cational development, seek out tools to 
help them advance in their careers, or 
learn new skills. 

The Crawford County Adult Edu- 
cation Center lives up to those respon- 
sibilities and then some. It has helped 
many Crawford County residents real- 
ize their full potential and pursue their 
dreams. 

It is never too late for anybody to set 
new goals or invest in themselves 
through continued education. As many 
who have benefitted from the services 
of the adult education center in 
Crawford County have attested, the ex- 
cellent staff and volunteers play such a 
vital role in providing opportunities to 
citizens in all stages of life. Addition- 
ally, the results of the center’s high- 
quality services and programs speak 
for themselves. 

Let me again reiterate my gratitude 
for the wonderful work that the 
Crawford County Adult Education Cen- 
ter does each day. I congratulate the 
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center on achieving this milestone as it 
celebrates 50 years of service, and I 
look forward to hearing many more 
success stories as a result of the cen- 
ter’s ongoing work. 


ee 


RECOGNIZING THE IDAHO STATE 
POLICE 


e Mr. CRAPO. Mr. President, my col- 
league Senator JIM RISCH joins me 
today in honoring the Idaho State Po- 
lice, ISP, of Meridian, ID, for being se- 
lected as a recipient of the 2016 Sec- 
retary of Defense Employer Support 
Freedom Award, known as the Free- 
dom Award. 

The U.S. Department of Defense indi- 
cates that the Freedom Award is the 
highest recognition it gives to employ- 
ers for ‘‘exceptional support of their 
National Guard and Reserve employ- 
ees.” The ISP is one of only 15 employ- 
ers chosen this year for this national 
recognition out of the 2,424 nomina- 
tions submitted by National Guard and 
Reserve Servicemembers. U.S. Defense 
Secretary Ash Carter stated, ‘‘Without 
the unfaltering support of employers 
like them, the men and women of the 
National Guard and Reserve would not 
be able to fulfill their vital roles in our 
National Security Strategy.” The 
Freedom Award has been given to 220 
employers over the past 20 years. 

Guard and Reserve members or their 
family members nominate employers 
for the Freedom Award. This makes 
the award especially meaningful, as 
nominators have direct knowledge of 
their treatment at work. The Depart- 
ment reported that Army National 
Guard Sgt. Sara Breckon, who suffered 
a concussion during Active-Duty train- 
ing, nominated the ISP for this year’s 
award. She described to the Depart- 
ment how her supervisor went the 
extra mile working with her medical 
team to assist with her progressive re- 
turn to work, successful therapy, and 
recovery. Her coworkers also assisted 
by donating 80 hours of personal leave 
so she could receive her pay. Sergeant 
Breckon told the department, ‘‘It is a 
privilege to work for ISP as they set 
the bar for all leaders in the military 
and civilian sectors.” 

The Department of Defense also 
noted that the Idaho State Police ac- 
tively recruits Guardsmen and Reserv- 
ists through the Hero2Hired program, 
and 18 percent of the Idaho State Po- 
lice workforce has served or is serving 
in the U.S. Armed Forces. The ISP 
joins a group of four Idaho employers 
selected for the award since the Free- 
dom Award was established. 

Being recognized as a great employer 
of Guardsmen and women and Reserv- 
ists is a distinct accomplishment. We 
commend the Idaho State Police for 
setting a model leadership standard. 
The men and women who serve in the 
Guard and Reserve and their families 
give immensely of their time and tal- 
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ents to serving our Nation. Their skills 
and commitment add great value to 
the workforce and our communities. 
This award is a tribute to the excellent 
treatment and regard Idaho employers 
have demonstrated to valued members 
of our communities. Congratulations 
to the Idaho State Police on this 
achievement.e 


EE 


RECOGNIZING ELECTRIC MEMBER- 
SHIP COOPERATIVE EMPLOYEES 


eMr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, 
today I would like to recognize and 
thank Steve Robinson, Wesley Thames, 
David Baskin, James Abbott, Andrew 
Harris, and Ian Hansman. They work 
for Cowetta-Fayette EMC, and Cobb 
EMC, and Carroll EMC, electric co- 
operatives in the great State of Geor- 
gia. 

In July, these gentlemen traveled to 
Costa Rica as volunteers for the Na- 
tional Rural Electric Cooperative Asso- 
ciation International Foundation. Dur- 


ing their time in the town of 
Guanacaste, they helped construct an 
electric distribution system and 


worked alongside employees at the 
local electric co-op, Coopeguanacaste. 

Along with local linemen, their vol- 
unteer efforts connected five families 
in Guanacaste with first-time access to 
electricity by building almost 2 kilo- 
meters of power lines. While working 
together, they shared safety and best 
construction practices with their coun- 
terparts at Coopeguanacaste. 

Access to electric service for these 
families will improve their quality of 
life and allow them to compete in a 
growing and competitive economy. 
With electricity, these families can im- 
prove their livestock farming by pre- 
serving meats and dairy products, be- 
ginning their own businesses or selling 
at the market. This first-time access to 
electricity also will help with environ- 
mental conservation because residents 
will no longer need to burn wood and 
other traditional fuels for cooking and 
light. 

National Rural Electric Cooperative 
Association International has been ac- 
tive in rural electrification develop- 
ment in Costa Rica since 1963, with di- 
rect involvement in the establishment 
of four electric cooperatives in Costa 
Rica. Today these co-ops serve approxi- 
mately 200,000 consumer members. 

Thanks to these volunteers, more 
families in the world now have a 
chance to a better life. Once again, 
thank you to these fine Georgians for 
their work, dedication, and selfless 
commitment to improving the lives of 
others.e@ 


Í en 
RECOGNIZING ROYAL MISSIONARY 
BAPTIST CHURCH 
e Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, I would 


like to congratulate and honor Royal 
Missionary Baptist Church in North 
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Charleston, SC, for their 100th anniver- 
sary, which will be celebrated on Sep- 
tember 25, 2016. 

Originally founded in 1916 by Rev. 
Handy Washington, the Royal Mis- 
sionary Baptist Church was first 
housed in the home of Sister Brooks. In 
its early years, many of the members 
worked together to construct their own 
building in Burton Quarters. The 
church then purchased their Pearson 
Street property and today is blessed 
with both the Pearson Sanctuary and 
their Luella Street property to better 
serve God. 

Rev. Isaac J. Holt, Jr., has served the 
church as its pastor since 1993. Under 
his leadership, the church has pros- 
pered and expanded to such an extent 
that it was necessary to add two new 
services and build an additional sanc- 
tuary. The church has faithfully upheld 
its motto, ‘“‘The Church where Every- 
body is Somebody But Christ is Essen- 
tial,” and proudly credits the guidance 
of Jesus and the Holy Spirit for their 
success. I acknowledge with pleasure 
the church’s influence in North 
Charleston and recognize their growth 
and success.@ 


EEE 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 


Messages from the President of the 
United States were communicated to 
the Senate by Mr. Pate, one of his sec- 
retaries. 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 


As in executive session the Presiding 
Officer laid before the Senate messages 
from the President of the United 
States submitting sundry nominations 
which were referred to the appropriate 
committees. 

(The messages received today are 
printed at the end of the Senate pro- 
ceedings.) 


Ee 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 
RECEIVED DURING ADJOURNMENT 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

Under the authority of the order of 
the Senate of January 6, 2015, the Sec- 
retary of the Senate, on September 12, 
2016, during the adjournment of the 
Senate, received a message from the 
House of Representatives announcing 
that the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
THORNBERRY) has signed the following 
enrolled bill: 

S. 2040. An act to deter terrorism, provide 
justice for victims, and for other purposes. 

Under the authority of the order of 
the Senate of January 6, 2015, the en- 
rolled bill was signed on September 12, 
2016, during the adjournment of the 
Senate, by the Acting President pro 
tempore (Mr. CORNYN). 


EE 


MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE 


At 12:08 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
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Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an- 
nounced that the House has passed the 
following bill, without amendment: 


S. 1579. An act to enhance and integrate 
Native American tourism, empower Native 
American communities, increase coordina- 
tion and collaboration between Federal tour- 
ism assets, and expand heritage and cultural 
tourism opportunities in the United States. 


The message also announced that the 
House has passed the following bill, 
with an amendment, in which it re- 
quests the concurrence of the Senate: 

S. 246. An act to establish the Alyce Spot- 
ted Bear and Walter Soboleff Commission on 
Native Children, and for other purposes. 


The message further announced that 
the House has agreed to the following 
concurrent resolution: 

S. Con. Res. 46. Concurrent resolution ex- 
pressing support for the goal of ensuring 
that all Holocaust victims live with dignity, 
comfort, and security in their remaining 
years, and urging the Federal Republic of 
Germany to continue to reaffirm its commit- 
ment to comprehensively address the unique 
health and welfare needs of vulnerable Holo- 
caust victims, including home care and other 
medically prescribed needs. 


The message also announced that the 
House has passed the following bills, in 
which it requests the concurrence of 
the Senate: 


H.R. 295. An act to reauthorize the Histori- 
cally Black Colleges and Universities His- 
toric Preservation program. 

H.R. 921. An act to provide protections for 
certain sports medicine professionals who 
provide certain medical services in a sec- 
ondary State. 

H.R. 1801. An act to direct the Federal 
Communications Commission to amend its 
rules so as to prohibit the application to 
amateur stations of certain private land use 
restrictions, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 3471. An act to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to make certain improvements 
in the provision of automobiles and adaptive 
equipment by the Department of Veterans 
Affairs. 

H.R. 4576. An act to implement the Conven- 
tion on the Conservation and Management of 
High Seas Fisheries Resources in the North 
Pacific Ocean, to implement the Convention 
on the Conservation and Management of 
High Seas Fishery Resources in the South 
Pacific Ocean, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 4979. An act to foster civilian research 
and development of advanced nuclear energy 
technologies and enhance the licensing and 
commercial deployment of such tech- 
nologies. 

H.R. 5104. An act to prohibit, as an unfair 
and deceptive act or practice in commerce, 
the sale or use of certain software to cir- 
cumvent control measures used by Internet 
ticket sellers to ensure equitable consumer 
access to tickets for any given event, and for 
other purposes. 

H.R. 5111. An act to prohibit the use of cer- 
tain clauses in form contracts that restrict 
the ability of a consumer to communicate 
regarding the goods or services offered in 
interstate commerce that were the subject of 
the contract, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 5484. An act to modify authorities 
that provide for rescission of determinations 
of countries as state sponsors of terrorism, 
and for other purposes. 

H.R. 5936. An act to authorize the Sec- 
retary of Veterans Affairs to enter into cer- 
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tain leases at the Department of Veterans 
Affairs West Los Angeles Campus in Los An- 
geles, California, to make certain improve- 
ments to the enhanced-use lease authority of 
the Department, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 5937. An act to amend title 36, United 
States Code, to authorize the American Bat- 
tle Monuments Commission to acquire, oper- 
ate, and maintain the Lafayette Escadrille 
Memorial in Marnes-la-Coquette, France, 
and for other purposes. 


The message further announced that 
pursuant to section 803(a) of the Con- 
gressional Recognition for Excellence 
in Arts Education Act (2 U.S.C. 803(a)), 
the Minority Leader appoints Mr. Ste- 
ven L. Roberts of St. Louis, Missouri, 
to the Congressional Award Board. 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to section 214(a) of the Help 
America Vote Act of 2002 (52 U.S.C. 
20944), the Minority Leader appoints 
Dr. Philip B. Stark of Berkeley, Cali- 
fornia, to the U.S. Election Assistance 
Commission Board of Advisors. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

At 5:30 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an- 
nounced that the Speaker has signed 
the following enrolled bills: 

S. 1579. An act to enhance and integrate 
Native American tourism, empower Native 
American communities, increase coordina- 
tion and collaboration between Federal tour- 
ism assets, and expand heritage and cultural 
tourism opportunities in the United States. 

H.R. 3969. An act to designate the Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs community-based 
outpatient clinic in Laughlin, Nevada, as the 
“Master Chief Petty Officer Jesse Dean VA 
Clinic”. 

Í teenie 


MEASURES REFERRED 


The following bills were read the first 
and the second times by unanimous 
consent, and referred as indicated: 


H.R. 295. An act to reauthorize the Histori- 
cally Black Colleges and Universities His- 
toric Preservation program; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 

H.R. 921. An act to provide protections for 
certain sports medicine professionals who 
provide certain medical services in a sec- 
ondary State; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

H.R. 3471. An act to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to make certain improvements 
in the provision of automobiles and adaptive 
equipment by the Department of Veterans 
Affairs; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af- 
fairs. 

H.R. 4979. An act to foster civilian research 
and development of advanced nuclear energy 
technologies and enhance the licensing and 
commercial deployment of such tech- 
nologies; to the Committee on Energy and 
Natural Resources. 

H.R. 5104. An act to prohibit, as an unfair 
and deceptive act or practice in commerce, 
the sale or use of certain software to cir- 
cumvent control measures used by Internet 
ticket sellers to ensure equitable consumer 
access to tickets for any given event, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

H.R. 5484. An act to modify authorities 
that provide for rescission of determinations 
of countries as state sponsors of terrorism, 
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and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 


MEASURES READ THE FIRST TIME 


The following bill was read the first 
time: 

S. 3318. A bill to amend the Consumer Fi- 
nancial Protection Act of 2010 to subject the 
Bureau of Consumer Financial Protection to 
the regular appropriations process, and for 
other purposes. 


Ee 


ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED 


The Secretary of the Senate reported 
that on September 12, 2016, she had pre- 
sented to the President of the United 
States the following enrolled bill: 


S. 2040. An act to deter terrorism, provide 
justice for victims, and for other purposes. 


EE 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 


By Ms. MURKOWSKI, from the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources, with an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute: 

S. 2383. A bill to withdraw certain Bureau 
of Land Management land in the State of 
Utah from all forms of public appropriation, 
to provide for the shared management of the 
withdrawn land by the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior and the Secretary of the Air Force to fa- 
cilitate enhanced weapons testing and pilot 
training, enhance public safety, and provide 
for continued public access to the withdrawn 
land, to provide for the exchange of certain 
Federal land and State land, and for other 
purposes (Rept. No. 114-349). 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI, from the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources, with an 
amendment: 

S. 2548. A bill to establish the 400 Years of 
African-American History Commission, and 
for other purposes (Rept. No. 114-350). 


SE 


EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF 
COMMITTEE 


The following executive reports of 
nominations were submitted: 

By Mr. McCAIN for the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

Air Force nomination of Lt. Gen. Timothy 
M. Ray, to be Lieutenant General. 

Air Force nomination of Lt. Gen. Mark C. 
Nowland, to be Lieutenant General. 

Air Force nomination of Maj. Gen. Jerry P. 
Martinez, to be Lieutenant General. 

Army nomination of Maj. Gen. Paul M. 
Nakasone, to be Lieutenant General. 

Army nomination of Maj. Gen. Aundre F. 
Piggee, to be Lieutenant General. 

Navy nomination of Rear Adm. Charles A. 
Richard, to be Vice Admiral. 

Navy nomination of Rear Adm. Philip G. 
Howe, to be Vice Admiral. 

Air Force nomination of Col. Charles L. 
Plummer, to be Brigadier General. 

Air Force nomination of Lt. Gen. Samuel 
A. Greaves, to be Lieutenant General. 

Air Force nomination of Maj. Gen. Mark D. 
Kelly, to be Lieutenant General. 

Army nomination of Col. 
Jarrard, to be Brigadier General. 

Army nomination of Col. Laurel J. Hum- 
mel, to be Brigadier General. 

Army nomination of Lt. Gen. Gustave F. 
Perna, to be General. 


Joseph F. 
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Army nomination of Lt. Gen. Daniel R. 
Hokanson, to be Lieutenant General. 

Navy nomination of Vice Adm. James G. 
Foggo III, to be Vice Admiral. 

Air Force nomination of Lt. Gen. John W. 
Raymond, to be General. 


Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, for the 
Committee on Armed Services I report 
favorably the following nomination 
lists which were printed in the 
RECORDS on the dates indicated, and 
ask unanimous consent, to save the ex- 
pense of reprinting on the Executive 
Calendar that these nominations lie at 
the Secretary’s desk for the informa- 
tion of Senators. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


Air Force nominations beginning with Na- 
than J. Abel and ending with Bai Lan Zhu, 
which nominations were received by the Sen- 
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on June 16, 2016. 

Air Force nominations beginning with 
Ebon S. Alley and ending with Kendra S. 
Zbir, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record on June 16, 2016. 

Air Force nominations beginning with 
Olujimisola M. Adelani and ending with 
Kellie J. Zentz, which nominations were re- 
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record on June 16, 2016. 

Air Force nominations beginning with Ste- 
ven S. Alexander and ending with Stacey 
Scott Zdanavage, which nominations were 
received by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record on July 13, 2016. 

Air Force nomination of Rebecca L. Pow- 
ers, to be Major. 

Air Force nomination of William L. White, 
to be Major. 

Air Force nomination of Anthony B. 
Mulhare, to be Colonel. 

Air Force nominations beginning with 
Robert M. Clontz II and ending with Rebecca 
K. Kemmet, which nominations were re- 
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record on September 6, 2016. 

Air Force nomination of Paul K. Clark, to 
be Major. 

Air Force nomination of Anthony S. Rob- 
bins, to be Lieutenant Colonel. 

Army nomination of Andrell J. Hardy, to 
be Lieutenant Colonel. 

Army nomination of 
Martinezpineiro, to be Colonel. 

Army nominations beginning with Chattie 
N. Levy and ending with Lisa G. Wilson, 
which nominations were received by the Sen- 
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on July 14, 2016. 

Army nominations beginning with Arthur 
J. Bilenker and ending with Inez E. Wright, 
which nominations were received by the Sen- 
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on July 14, 2016. 

Army nominations beginning with John J. 
Brady and ending with Elizabeth A. Werns, 
which nominations were received by the Sen- 
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on July 14, 2016. 

Army nominations beginning with Richard 
J. Butalla and ending with Mark B. Young, 
which nominations were received by the Sen- 
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on July 14, 2016. 

Army nominations beginning with Chris- 
topher B. Aasgaard and ending with William 
A. Socrates, which nominations were re- 
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record on July 14, 2016. 
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Army nomination of Paul V. Rahm, to be 
Colonel. 

Army nominations beginning with Michael 
A. Dean and ending with Mark O. Worley, 
which nominations were received by the Sen- 
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on July 14, 2016. 

Army nominations beginning with Jonnie 
L. Bailey and ending with Ilona L. Wright, 
which nominations were received by the Sen- 
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on July 14, 2016. 

Army nominations beginning with Gordon 
B. Chiu and ending with Paul A. Viator, 
which nominations were received by the Sen- 
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on July 14, 2016. 

Army nominations beginning with Scott B. 
Armen and ending with Jon S. Yamaguchi, 
which nominations were received by the Sen- 
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on July 14, 2016. 

Army nominations beginning with Thad J. 
Collard and ending with Michael L. Yost, 
which nominations were received by the Sen- 
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on July 14, 2016. 

Army nominations beginning with Ann M. 
B. Hall and ending with David W. Rose, 
which nominations were received by the Sen- 
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on July 14, 2016. 

Army nominations beginning with Garry 
E. Oneal and ending with Cristopher A. 
Young, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record on July 14, 2016. 

Army nominations beginning with Freddy 
L. Adams II and ending with D012362, which 
nominations were received by the Senate and 
appeared in the Congressional Record on 
September 6, 2016. 

Army nominations beginning with Alissa 
R. Ackley and ending with D003185, which 
nominations were received by the Senate and 
appeared in the Congressional Record on 
September 6, 2016. 

Army nominations beginning with Geof- 
frey R. Adams and ending with D005579, 
which nominations were received by the Sen- 
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on September 6, 2016. 

Army nominations beginning with Brian 
Bickel and ending with Melissa F. Tucker, 
which nominations were received by the Sen- 
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on September 6, 2016. 

Army nominations beginning with Kyle D. 
Aemisegger and ending with Sarah M. Zate, 
which nominations were received by the Sen- 
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on September 6, 2016. 

Army nomination of John E. Shemanski, 
to be Major. 

Army nominations beginning with Chris- 
topher D. Baysa and ending with Sarah A. 
Williams Brown, which nominations were re- 
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record on September 6, 2016. 

Army nominations beginning with Adri- 
enne B. Ari and ending with Charles D. Zim- 
merman, Jr., which nominations were re- 
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record on September 6, 2016. 

Army nominations beginning with Norman 
W. Gill III and ending with Michael A. Rob- 
ertson, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record on September 6, 2016. 

Army nominations beginning with Derron 
A. Alves and ending with Chad A. Weddell, 
which nominations were received by the Sen- 
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on September 6, 2016. 
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Army nomination of Chantil A. Alexander, 
to be Major. 

Army nomination of Yevgeny S. Vindman, 
to be Lieutenant Colonel. 

Army nomination of David G. Ott, to be 
Colonel. 

Army nomination of Geoffrey J. Cole, to be 
Lieutenant Colonel. 

Army nomination of Jeffrey D. McCoy, to 
be Colonel. 

Army nominations beginning with Joseph 
T. Alwan and ending with Nicholas D. Wil- 
son, which nominations were received by the 
Senate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on September 6, 2016. 

Army nominations beginning with Dustin 
M. Albert and ending with Jennifer E. 
Zuccarelli, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record on September 6, 2016. 

Army nominations beginning with Buster 
D. Akers, Jr. and ending with Michael T. 
Zell, which nominations were received by the 
Senate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on September 6, 2016. 

Army nomination of Richard L. Weaver, to 
be Colonel. 

Army nomination of Gail E. S. Yoshitani, 
to be Colonel. 

Army nomination of Richard A. Dorchak, 
Jr., to be Lieutenant Colonel. 

Army nomination of Aristidis Katerelos, to 
be Major. 

Army nomination of Scott C. Moran, to be 
Colonel. 

Army nomination of Mona M. McFadden, 
to be Major. 

Army nominations beginning with Nicole 
N. Clark and ending with Susan R. 
Singalewitch, which nominations were re- 
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record on September 8, 2016. 

Army nomination of Clayton T. Herriford, 
to be Major. 

Army nominations beginning with James 
R. Boulware and ending with Matthew S. 
Wysocki, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record on September 8, 2016. 

Army nomination of David E. Foster, to be 
Lieutenant Colonel. 

Army nomination of Justin J. Orton, to be 
Major. 

Army nomination of Tina R. Hartley, to be 
Colonel. 

Army nomination of Melaine A. Williams, 
to be Colonel. 

Army nomination of Anthony T. Sampson, 
to be Colonel. 

Navy nominations beginning with Kenric 
T. Aban and ending with Eric H. Yeung, 
which nominations were received by the Sen- 
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on July 13, 2016. 

Navy nominations beginning with Brent N. 
Adams and ending with Emily L. Zywicke, 
which nominations were received by the Sen- 
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on July 13, 2016. 

Navy nominations beginning with Teresita 
Alston and ending with Erin K. Zizak, which 
nominations were received by the Senate and 
appeared in the Congressional Record on 
July 18, 2016. 

Navy nominations beginning with Dylan T. 
Burch and ending with Luke A. Whittemore, 
which nominations were received by the Sen- 
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on July 13, 2016. 

Navy nominations beginning with Brooke 
M. Basford and ending with Malissa D. 
Wickersham, which nominations were re- 
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record on July 13, 2016. 
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Navy nominations beginning with Ryan P. 
Anderson and ending with Scott A. Wilson, 
which nominations were received by the Sen- 
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on July 18, 2016. 

Navy nominations beginning with Jennifer 
D. Bowden and ending with Robert B. Wills, 
which nominations were received by the Sen- 
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on July 13, 2016. 

Navy nominations beginning with Bradley 
M. Baer and ending with Gregory J. Woods, 
which nominations were received by the Sen- 
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on July 13, 2016. 

Navy nomination of Richard M. Camarena, 
to be Commander. 

Navy nominations beginning with Julio A. 
Alarcon and ending with Jodi M. Williams, 
which nominations were received by the Sen- 
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on September 6, 2016. 

Navy nominations beginning with Rolanda 
A. Findlay and ending with Daphne P. 
Morrisonponce, which nominations were re- 
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record on September 6, 2016. 

Navy nomination of Russell A. Maynard, 
to be Captain. 

Navy nomination of William J. Kaiser, to 
be Captain. 

Navy nominations beginning with Nicole 
A. Aguirre and ending with Amy F. Zucharo, 
which nominations were received by the Sen- 
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on September 8, 2016. 

Navy nominations beginning with Alice A. 
T Alcorn and ending with Malka 
Zipperstein, which nominations were re- 
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record on September 8, 2016. 

Navy nominations beginning with Julie M. 
C. Anderson and ending with Bradley S. 
Wells, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record on September 8, 2016. 

Navy nominations beginning with Ben- 
jamin D. Adams and ending with Michael F. 
Whitican, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record on September 8, 2016. 

Navy nominations beginning with Stephen 
K. Afful and ending with Alessandra E. Zie- 
gler, which nominations were received by the 
Senate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on September 8, 2016. 

Navy nominations beginning with Scott E. 
Adams and ending with Charmaine R. Yap, 
which nominations were received by the Sen- 
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on September 8, 2016. 

Navy nominations beginning with Ray- 
mond B. Adkins and ending with Gale B. 
White, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record on September 8, 2016. 

Navy nominations beginning with Paul I. 
Ahn and ending with Shannon L. Wright, 
which nominations were received by the Sen- 
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on September 8, 2016. 

Navy nominations beginning with Dennis 
L. Lang, Jr. and ending with Yasmira 
Leffakis, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record on September 8, 2016. 

Navy nomination of Karen J. 
Sankesritland, to be Lieutenant Commander. 

Navy nominations beginning with Mark F. 
Bibeau and ending with Jason A. Laurion, 
which nominations were received by the Sen- 
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on September 8, 2016. 

Navy nomination of Randall L. McAtee, to 
be Lieutenant Commander. 
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Navy nomination of John F. Capacchione, 
to be Captain. 

Navy nomination of Stuart T. Kirkby, to 
be Commander. 

Navy nomination of Carrie M. Mercier, to 
be Lieutenant Commander. 

(Nominations without an asterisk 
were reported with the recommenda- 
tion that they be confirmed.) 


——— EE 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


The following bills and joint resolu- 
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con- 
sent, and referred as indicated: 


By Mr. CARDIN (for himself, Mr. 
McCAIN, Mr. DURBIN, and Mr. 
SCHATZ): 


S. 3313. A bill to authorize assistance to 
Burma and to support a principled engage- 
ment strategy for a peaceful, prosperous, and 
democratic Burma that respects the human 
rights of all its people, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

By Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself and 
Mr. CORNYN): 

S. 3314. A bill to establish within the 
Smithsonian Institution the Smithsonian 
American Latino Museum, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Rules and Ad- 
ministration. 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI: 

S. 3315. A bill to authorize the modification 
or augmentation of the Second Division Me- 
morial, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 

By Mr. HEINRICH (for himself and Mr. 
FLAKE): 

S. 3316. A bill to maximize land manage- 
ment efficiencies, promote land conserva- 
tion, generate education funding, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources. 

By Mr. LEE (for himself and Mr. 
HATCH): 

S. 3317. A bill to prohibit the further exten- 
sion or establishment of national monu- 
ments in the State of Utah except by express 
authorization of Congress; to the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources. 

By Mr. PERDUE: 

S. 3318. A bill to amend the Consumer Fi- 
nancial Protection Act of 2010 to subject the 
Bureau of Consumer Financial Protection to 
the regular appropriations process, and for 
other purposes; read the first time. 

By Mr. BROWN: 

S. 3319. A bill to require the Administrator 
of the Environmental Protection Agency to 
appoint a harmful algal bloom coordinator; 
to the Committee on Environment and Pub- 
lic Works. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI): 

S. 3320. A bill to waive the essential health 
benefits requirements for certain States; to 
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions. 


EEE 


SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 


The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mrs. SHAHEEN (for herself and Mr. 
PERDUE): 

S. Res. 553. A resolution expressing the 

sense of the Senate on the challenges the 
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conflict in Syria poses to long-term stability 
and prosperity in Lebanon; to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 
By Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for herself and 
Mr. FRANKEN): 

S. Res. 554. A resolution honoring the life 
of Jacob Wetterling and the efforts of Patty 
Wetterling and the Wetterling family to find 
abducted children and support their families; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SCHUMER: 

S. Res. 555. A resolution congratulating the 
Optical Society on its 100th anniversary; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 


Transportation. 
By Mr. CORNYN (for himself, Mr. 
BOOKER, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. 


PETERS, and Ms. MIKULSKI): 

S. Res. 556. A resolution expressing support 
for the designation of the week of September 
12 through September 16, 2016, as ‘‘National 
Family Service Learning Week’’; to the 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

By Mrs. FISCHER (for herself and Mr. 
BOOKER): 

S. Res. 557. A resolution designating Sep- 
tember 2016 as ‘‘School Bus Safety Month’’; 
considered and agreed to. 

By Mr. CASSIDY (for himself, Mr. VIT- 
TER, Mr. CORNYN, Mr. CRUZ, and Mr. 
LANKFORD): 

S. Res. 558. A resolution honoring the 
memory and legacy of the 12 Louisiana citi- 
zens and 1 Texas citizen who lost their lives 
due to the tragic flooding in the State of 
Louisiana in August 2016; considered and 
agreed to. 


Ee 


ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 


S. 539 
At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the 
name of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. BLUMENTHAL) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 539, a bill to amend title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act to re- 
peal the Medicare outpatient rehabili- 
tation therapy caps. 
S. 602 
At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the 
name of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts (Mr. MARKEY) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 602, a bill to amend title 
38, United States Code, to consider cer- 
tain time spent by members of reserve 
components of the Armed Forces while 
receiving medical care from the Sec- 
retary of Defense as active duty for 
purposes of eligibility for Post-9/11 
Educational Assistance, and for other 
purposes. 
S. 624 
At the request of Mr. BROWN, the 
name of the Senator from Alaska (Ms. 
MURKOWSKI) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 624, a bill to amend title XVIII of 
the Social Security Act to waive coin- 
surance under Medicare for colorectal 
cancer screening tests, regardless of 
whether therapeutic intervention is re- 
quired during the screening. 
S. 689 
At the request of Mr. THUNE, the 
name of the Senator from Iowa (Mr. 
GRASSLEY) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 689, a bill to provide protections for 
certain sports medicine professionals 
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who provide certain medical services in 
a secondary State. 
S. 743 
At the request of Mr. BOOZMAN, the 
name of the Senator from Hawaii (Ms. 
HIRONO) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
743, a bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to recognize the service in 
the reserve components of the Armed 
Forces of certain persons by honoring 
them with status as veterans under 
law, and for other purposes. 
S. 1013 
At the request of Mr. SCHUMER, the 
name of the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. TESTER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1013, a bill to amend title XVIII of 
the Social Security Act to provide for 
coverage and payment for complex re- 
habilitation technology items under 
the Medicare program, and for other 
purposes. 
S. 1588 
At the request of Mr. FRANKEN, the 
name of the Senator from New York 
(Mr. SCHUMER) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 1588, a bill to amend the Pub- 
lic Health Service Act to revise and ex- 
tend projects relating to children and 
violence to provide access to school- 
based comprehensive mental health 
programs. 
S. 2373 
At the request of Ms. CANTWELL, the 
name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. FRANKEN) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 2373, a bill to amend title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act to 
provide for Medicare coverage of cer- 
tain lymphedema compression treat- 
ment items as items of durable medical 
equipment. 
S. 2424 
At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the 
name of the Senator from Missouri 
(Mr. BLUNT) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2424, a bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to reauthorize a 
program for early detection, diagnosis, 
and treatment regarding deaf and hard- 
of-hearing newborns, infants, and 
young children. 
S. 2645 
At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the 
name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. FRANKEN) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 2645, a bill to impose sanctions 
with respect to foreign persons respon- 
sible for gross violations of inter- 
nationally recognized human rights 
against lesbian, gay, bisexual, and 
transgender individuals, and for other 
purposes. 
S. 2680 
At the request of Mr. ALEXANDER, the 
names of the Senator from North Caro- 
lina (Mr. TILLIS) and the Senator from 
Montana (Mr. TESTER) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 2680, a bill to amend 
the Public Health Service Act to pro- 
vide comprehensive mental health re- 
form, and for other purposes. 
S. 2782 
At the request of Mr. BLUNT, the 
name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
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KIRK) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2782, a bill to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to provide for the partici- 
pation of pediatric subspecialists in the 
National Health Service Corps pro- 
gram, and for other purposes. 
S. 2791 
At the request of Mr. FRANKEN, the 
name of the Senator from Hawaii (Ms. 
HIRONO) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2791, a bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to provide for the treat- 
ment of veterans who participated in 
the cleanup of Enewetak Atoll as radi- 
ation exposed veterans for purposes of 
the presumption of service-connection 
of certain disabilities by the Secretary 
of Veterans Affairs. 
S. 2849 
At the request of Mr. SASSE, the 
name of the Senator from Idaho (Mr. 
RISCH) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2849, a bill to ensure the Government 
Accountability Office has adequate ac- 
cess to information. 
S. 2873 
At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 
name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. FRANKEN) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 2873, a bill to require studies 
and reports examining the use of, and 
opportunities to use, technology-en- 
abled collaborative learning and capac- 
ity building models to improve pro- 
grams of the Department of Health and 
Human Services, and for other pur- 
poses. 
S. 2927 
At the request of Mr. LANKFORD, the 
names of the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mrs. FISCHER), the Senator from Geor- 
gia (Mr. ISAKSON), the Senator from 
North Carolina (Mr. TILLIS) and the 
Senator from Louisiana (Mr. VITTER) 
were added as cosponsors of S. 2927, a 
bill to prevent governmental discrimi- 
nation against providers of health serv- 
ices who decline involvement in abor- 
tion, and for other purposes. 
S. 3056 
At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the 
names of the Senator from Rhode Is- 
land (Mr. WHITEHOUSE) and the Senator 
from Louisiana (Mr. VITTER) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 3056, a bill to 
provide for certain causes of action re- 
lating to delays of generic drugs and 
biosimilar biological products. 
S. 3179 
At the request of Ms. HEITKAMP, the 
names of the Senator from Alaska (Ms. 
MURKOWSKI) and the Senator from Ohio 
(Mr. PORTMAN) were added as cospon- 
sors of S. 3179, a bill to amend the In- 
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 to improve 
and extend the credit for carbon diox- 
ide sequestration. 
S. 3183 
At the request of Mr. MORAN, the 
name of the Senator from Florida (Mr. 
NELSON) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
3183, a bill to prohibit the circumven- 
tion of control measures used by Inter- 
net ticket sellers to ensure equitable 
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consumer access to tickets for any 
given event, and for other purposes. 
S. 3195 
At the request of Mr. CASSIDY, the 
name of the Senator from Louisiana 
(Mr. VITTER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 3195, a bill to amend title XVIII of 
the Social Security Act to preserve 
Medicare beneficiary access to ventila- 
tors, and for other purposes. 
S. 3198 
At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 
name of the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. WHITEHOUSE) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 3198, a bill to amend title 
38, United States Code, to improve the 
provision of adult day health care serv- 
ices for veterans. 
S. 3285 
At the request of Mr. RUBIO, the 
name of the Senator from Texas (Mr. 
CRUZ) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
3285, a bill to prohibit the President 
from using funds appropriated under 
section 1304 of title 31, United States 
Code, to make payments to Iran, to im- 
pose sanctions with respect to Iranian 
persons that hold or detain United 
States citizens, and for other purposes. 
S. 3296 
At the request of Mr. McCAIN, the 
name of the Senator from Alaska (Ms. 
MURKOWSKI) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 3296, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to provide an ex- 
emption to the individual mandate to 
maintain health coverage for individ- 
uals residing in counties with fewer 
than 2 health insurance issuers offering 
plans on an Exchange. 
S. 3297 
At the request of Mr. COTTON, the 
name of the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mr. BOOZMAN) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 3297, a bill to amend the Inter- 
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to provide an 
exemption to the individual mandate 
to maintain health coverage for certain 
individuals whose premium has in- 
creased by more than 10 percent, and 
for other purposes. 
S.J. RES. 16 
At the request of Mr. MENENDEZ, the 
name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. BOOKER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S.J. Res. 16, a joint resolution pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States relative to 
equal rights for men and women. 
S.J. RES. 39 
At the request of Mr. PAUL, the name 
of the Senator from New Mexico (Mr. 
HEINRICH) was added as a cosponsor of 
S.J. Res. 39, a joint resolution relating 
to the disapproval of the proposed for- 
eign military sale to the Government 
of the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia of 
M1A1/A2 Abrams Tank structures and 
other major defense equipment. 
AMENDMENT NO. 4992 
At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the 
name of the Senator from Maine (Ms. 
COLLINS) was added as a cosponsor of 
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amendment No. 4992 intended to be pro- 
posed to S. 2848, a bill to provide for 
the conservation and development of 
water and related resources, to author- 
ize the Secretary of the Army to con- 
struct various projects for improve- 
ments to rivers and harbors of the 
United States, and for other purposes. 
AMENDMENT NO. 5004 

At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND, 
the name of the Senator from New 
Hampshire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) was added 
as a cosponsor of amendment No. 5004 
intended to be proposed to S. 2848, a 
bill to provide for the conservation and 
development of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses. 

AMENDMENT NO. 5038 

At the request of Mrs. CAPITO, the 
name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
MERKLEY) was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 5038 intended to be pro- 
posed to S. 2848, a bill to provide for 
the conservation and development of 
water and related resources, to author- 
ize the Secretary of the Army to con- 
struct various projects for improve- 
ments to rivers and harbors of the 
United States, and for other purposes. 


a 


SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 


SENATE RESOLUTION 558—EX- 
PRESSING THE SENSE OF THE 
SENATE ON THE CHALLENGES 
THE CONFLICT IN SYRIA POSES 
TO LONG-TERM STABILITY AND 
PROSPERITY IN LEBANON 


Mrs. SHAHEEN (for herself and Mr. 
PERDUE) submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations: 

S. RES. 553 


Whereas the stability of Lebanon, a plural- 
istic democracy in the Middle East, is in the 
interests of the United States and United 
States allies in the region; 

Whereas the United States has provided 
more than $2,000,000,000 in assistance to Leb- 
anon in the past decade, including training 
and equipment for the Lebanese Armed 
Forces (LAF); 

Whereas the conflict in Syria threatens 
stability in Lebanon as a result of violent at- 
tacks against Lebanese citizens perpetrated 
by combatants active in Syria, as well as a 
massive influx of refugees fleeing the con- 
flict; 

Whereas the United States has contributed 
more than $5,500,000,000 in humanitarian as- 
sistance for victims of the conflict in Syria, 
including for refugees in Lebanon; 

Whereas the people of Lebanon have shown 
great generosity in welcoming more than 
1,000,000 refugees from Syria, a refugee popu- 
lation equal to % of its native population; 

Whereas Lebanon is hosting more refugees 
proportionally than any nation in the world; 

Whereas the refugee crisis has challenged 
Lebanon’s economy, which faces a national 
debt that is approximately 140 percent of 
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gross domestic product and underperforming 
economic growth; 

Whereas the LAF have been called into di- 
rect conflict with the Islamic State in Iraq 
and al-Sham (ISIS) as a result of attacks 
carried out by the terrorist group in Leb- 
anon; 

Whereas the Syrian conflict has placed ad- 
ditional strains on the Government of Leb- 
anon as it continues to confront political 
deadlock that has kept the presidency va- 
cant for more than two years; 

Whereas the unique political constitution 
of Lebanon hinges on that nation’s distinct 
demographic and social equilibrium; 

Whereas the prolongation of the Syrian 
conflict has the potential to upset the pre- 
carious social and political balance in Leb- 
anon; 

Whereas the constitution of Lebanon is 
further undermined by undue foreign influ- 
ence, particularly by the Islamic Republic of 
Iran through its terrorist proxy Hizbollah; 

Whereas the United Nations Security 
Council passed Resolution 1701 in 2006, which 
calls for the disarmament of all armed 
groups in Lebanon and stresses the impor- 
tance of full control over Lebanon by the 
Government of Lebanon; and 

Whereas Hizbollah continues to violate 
United Nations Security Council Resolution 
1701, including by replenishing its stock of 
rockets and missiles in South Lebanon: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) recognizes the importance of bilateral 
United States assistance to the Government 
of Lebanon in building its capacity to pro- 
vide services and security for Lebanese citi- 
zens and curbing the influence of Hizbollah; 

(2) encourages continued coordination be- 
tween the Department of State, the United 
Nations High Commissioner for Refugees, 
and humanitarian organizations to ensure 
that refugees from the conflict in Syria, in- 
cluding those in Lebanon, are supported in 
such a way as to mitigate any potentially 
adverse effect on their host countries; 

(3) recognizes that it is in the interests of 
the United States to seek a negotiated end 
to the conflict in Syria that includes the ul- 
timate departure of Bashar al-Assad, which 
would allow for the eventual return of the 
millions of Syrian refugees in Lebanon, Jor- 
dan, Turkey, and other countries around the 
world; 

(4) supports full implementation of United 
Nations Security Council Resolution 1701; 
and 

(5) recognizes the LAF as the sole institu- 
tion entrusted with the defense of Lebanon’s 
sovereignty and supports United States part- 
nerships with the LAF, particularly through 
the global coalition to defeat the terrorist 
group ISIS. 


ee 


SENATE RESOLUTION 554—HON- 
ORING THE LIFE OF JACOB 
WETTERLING AND THE EFFORTS 
OF PATTY WETTERLING AND 
THE WETTERLING FAMILY TO 
FIND ABDUCTED CHILDREN AND 
SUPPORT THEIR FAMILIES 


Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for herself and Mr. 
FRANKEN) submitted the following res- 
olution; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary: 

S. RES. 554 

Whereas Patty and Jerry Wetterling faced 
the unimaginable tragedy of having their 11- 
year-old son, Jacob Wetterling, abducted 
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near their home in Stearns County, Min- 
nesota, on October 22, 1989; 

Whereas Jacob Wetterling was taken at 
gunpoint and his disappearance remained un- 
solved for nearly 27 years; 

Whereas Jacob Wetterling’s body was not 
recovered until September of 2016; 

Whereas Patty Wetterling bravely turned 
her grief into action and devoted her life to 
advocating for missing and exploited chil- 
dren; 

Whereas Patty Wetterling has become a 
nationally recognized educator on child ab- 
duction and the sexual exploitation of chil- 
dren; 

Whereas Patty Wetterling serves on the 
Board of Directors of the National Center for 
Missing and Exploited Children; 

Whereas Patty Wetterling and her husband 
co-founded the Jacob Wetterling Resource 
Center to educate communities about child 
safety issues to prevent child exploitation 
and abductions; 

Whereas Patty Wetterling authored the 
publication ‘‘When Your Child is Missing: A 
Family Survival Guide’’, along with 4 other 
families; 

Whereas Patty Wetterling served for more 
than 7 years as Director of Sexual Violence 
Prevention for the Minnesota Department of 
Health; 

Whereas the Star Tribune selected Patty 
Wetterling as one of the ‘100 Most Influen- 
tial Minnesotans of the Century”; 

Whereas Patty Wetterling’s efforts led to 
the passage of the Jacob Wetterling Crimes 
Against Children and Sexually Violent Of- 
fender Registration Act (Public Law 103-822; 
108 Stat. 2038), a Federal law that requires 
States to implement a sex offender and 
crimes against children registry; and 

Whereas Jacob Wetterling’s memory lives 
on through the efforts of the Wetterling fam- 
ily: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate honors— 

(1) the life of Jacob Wetterling; and 

(2) the efforts of Patty Wetterling and the 
Wetterling family to prevent child exploi- 
tation and abductions across the United 
States. 


—— 


SENATE RESOLUTION  555—CON- 
GRATULATING THE OPTICAL SO- 
CIETY ON ITS 100TH ANNIVER- 
SARY 


Mr. SCHUMER submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation: 

S. RES. 555 


Whereas the Optical Society is the leading 
professional association in optics and 
photonics, supporting research and collabo- 
ration in the science of light; 

Whereas the Optical Society was founded 
in 1916 in Rochester, New York, as the re- 
search catalyst for the science of light and 
has since become the leading voice for ad- 
vancing the study and application of optics 
and photonics; 

Whereas, today, the Optical Society con- 
nects 270,000 scientists, students, engineers, 
and business leaders in 177 countries around 
the world; 

Whereas, over the course of the 100-year 
history of the Optical Society, 34 members of 
the society have been awarded the Nobel 
Prize in Physics, Chemistry, or Physiology 
or Medicine; 

Whereas optics and photonics is the 
science of light, serving as the backbone for 
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modern national security applications, in- 
dustrial controls, telecommunications, ad- 
vanced manufacturing, health care, and con- 
sumer and business products; 

Whereas a 2012 National Research Council 
study, entitled ‘“‘Optics and Photonics: Es- 
sential Technologies for our Nation’’, out- 
lined the utility of optics and photonics and 
their role in facilitating economic growth, 
recognizing their extraordinary impact on 
communications, information processing and 
data storage, defense and national security, 
energy, health and medicine, advanced man- 
ufacturing, and strategic materials; 

Whereas the United States Government 
has recognized the importance of photonics, 
the contributions of photonics to economic 
development, and the benefits of public-pri- 
vate partnerships by recently announcing a 
consortium working with the Department of 
Defense known as the American Institute for 
Manufacturing Integrated Photonics; and 

Whereas optics and photonics create more 
than $3,000,000,000,000 in revenue annually in 
the United States and support more than 
7,400,000 jobs: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) congratulates the Optical Society on its 
100th anniversary; 

(2) reaffirms the critical role that optics 
and photonics have played over the last 100 
years and continue to play in the economy of 
the United States and the lives of the people 
of the United States; and 

(3) recognizes the importance of continued 


investment in fundamental optics and 
photonics research. 

a 
SENATE RESOLUTION 556—EX- 


PRESSING SUPPORT FOR THE 
DESIGNATION OF THE WEEK OF 
SEPTEMBER 12 THROUGH SEP- 


TEMBER 16, 2016, AS “NATIONAL 
FAMILY SERVICE LEARNING 
WEEK” 


Mr. CORNYN (for himself, Mr. BOOK- 
ER, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. PETERS, and 
Ms. MIKULSKI) submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred to the 
Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions: 

S. RES. 556 


Whereas family service learning is a meth- 
od under which children and families learn 
and solve problems together in a multi- 
generational approach with active participa- 
tion in thoughtfully organized service that— 

(1) is conducted in and meets the needs of 
their communities; 

(2) is focused on children and families solv- 
ing community issues together; 

(3) applies college and career readiness 
skills for children and relevant workforce 
training skills for adults; and 

(4) is coordinated between the community 
and an elementary school, secondary school, 
institution of higher education, or family 
community service program; 

Whereas family service learning— 

(1) is multi-generational learning that in- 
volves parents, children, caregivers, and ex- 
tended family members in shared learning 
experiences in physical and digital environ- 
ments; 

(2) is integrated into and enhances the aca- 
demic achievement of the children or the 
educational components of a family service 
program in which the families may be en- 
rolled; and 

(3) encompasses skills, such as investiga- 
tion, planning and preparation, action, re- 
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flection, demonstration of results, and sus- 
tainability; 

Whereas family service learning has been 
shown to have positive 2-generational effects 
and encourages families to invest in their 
communities to improve economic and soci- 
etal well-being; 

Whereas, through family service learning, 
children and families are offered the oppor- 
tunity to solve community issues and learn 
together, thereby enabling the development 
of life and career skills, such as flexibility 
and adaptability, initiative and self-direc- 
tion, social and cross-cultural skills, produc- 
tivity and accountability, and leadership and 
responsibility; 

Whereas family service learning activities 
provide opportunities for families to improve 
essential skills, such as organization, re- 
search, planning, reading and writing, tech- 
nology, teamwork, and sharing; 

Whereas families participating together in 
service are afforded quality time learning 
about their communities; 

Whereas adults engaged in family service 
learning serve as positive role models for 
their children; 

Whereas family service learning projects 
enable families to build substantive connec- 
tions with their communities, develop a 
stronger sense of self-worth, experience a re- 
duction in social isolation, and improve par- 
enting skills; 

Whereas family service learning has added 
benefits for English language learners by 
helping individuals and families to— 

(1) feel more connected with their commu- 
nities; and 

(2) practice language skills; 

Whereas family service learning is particu- 
larly important for at-risk families because 
it— 

(1) provides opportunities for leadership 
and civic engagement; and 

(2) helps build the capacity to advocate for 
the needs of children and families; and 

Whereas the value that parents place on 
civic engagement and relationships within 
the community has been shown to transfer 
to the child who, in turn, replicates values, 
such as responsibility, empathy, and caring 
for others: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) supports the designation of the week of 
September 12 through September 16, 2016, as 
“National Family Service Learning Week” 
to raise public awareness about the impor- 
tance of family service learning, family lit- 
eracy, community service, and 2- 
generational learning experiences; 

(2) encourages people across the United 
States to support family service learning and 
community development programs; 

(3) recognizes the importance that family 
service learning plays in cultivating family 
literacy, civic engagement, and community 
investment; and 

(4) calls upon public, private, and nonprofit 
entities to support family service learning 
opportunities to aid in the advancement of 
families. 


EEE 
SENATE RESOLUTION 557—DESIG- 
NATING SEPTEMBER 2016 AS 


“SCHOOL BUS SAFETY MONTH” 


Mrs. FISCHER (for herself and Mr. 
BOOKER) submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

S. RES. 557 

Whereas approximately 480,000 public and 

private school buses carry 26,000,000 children 
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to and from school every weekday in the 
United States; 

Whereas America’s 480,000 public and pri- 
vate school buses comprise the largest mass 
transportation fleet in the Nation; 

Whereas during the school year, school 
buses make more than 55,000,000 passenger 
trips daily and students ride these school 
buses 10,000,000,000 times per year as the Na- 
tion’s fleet travels over 5,600,000,000 miles per 
school year; 

Whereas in an average year, about 25 
school children are killed in school bus acci- 
dents, with one-third of these children 
struck by their own school buses in loading/ 
unloading zones, one-third struck by motor- 
ists who fail to stop for school buses, and 
one-third killed as they approach or depart a 
school bus stop; 

Whereas The Child Safety Network, cele- 
brating 28 years of national public service, 
has collaborated with the National PTA and 
the school bus industry to create public serv- 
ice announcements to reduce distracted driv- 
ing near school buses, increase ridership, and 
provide free resources to school districts in 
order to increase driver safety training, pro- 
vide free technology for tracking school 
buses, reduce on-board bullying, and educate 
students; and 

Whereas the adoption of School Bus Safety 
Month will allow broadcast and digital 
media and social networking industries to 
make commitments to disseminate public 
service announcements designed to save chil- 
dren’s lives by making motorists aware of 
school bus safety issues: Now, therefore, be 
it 

Resolved, That the Senate designates Sep- 
tember 2016 as ‘‘School Bus Safety Month”. 


—— 


SENATE RESOLUTION 558—HON- 
ORING THE MEMORY AND LEG- 
ACY OF THE 12 LOUISIANA CITI- 
ZENS AND 1 TEXAS CITIZEN WHO 
LOST THEIR LIVES DUE TO THE 
TRAGIC FLOODING IN THE 
STATE OF LOUISIANA IN AU- 
GUST 2016 


Mr. CASSIDY (for himself, Mr. VIT- 
TER, Mr. CORNYN, Mr. CRUZ, and Mr. 
LANKFORD) submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

S. RES. 558 


Whereas, during mid-August 2016, a his- 
toric flood swept through the southern part 
of the State of Louisiana, taking the lives of 
13 people, damaging over 130,000 homes, dis- 
placing thousands of families, and causing 
over $8,700,000,000 of material damages; 

Whereas William Mayfield, 67, of Zachary, 
Louisiana, perished on August 12, 2016; 

Whereas Linda Coco Bishop, 63, perished on 
August 14, 2016; 

Whereas Brett Broussard, 55, of Baton 
Rouge, Louisiana, perished on August 15, 
2016; 

Whereas William F. “Bill” Borne, 58, of 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana, perished on August 
16, 2016; 

Whereas Richard James Jr., 57, of Baton 
Rouge, Louisiana, perished on August 15, 
2016; 

Whereas Samuel Muse, 54, of Greensburg, 
Louisiana, perished on August 13, 2016; 

Whereas Kenneth Slocum, 59, of 
Tangipahoa Village, Louisiana, perished on 
August 14, 2016; 

Whereas Earrol Lewis, 49, of Houston, 
Texas, perished on August 15, 2016; 
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Whereas Stacy Ruffin, 44, of Roseland, 
Louisiana, perished on August 13, 2016; 

Whereas Alexandra ‘“‘Ally’’ Budde, 20, of 
Hammond, Louisiana, perished on August 14, 
2016; 

Whereas Ordatha Hoggatt, 57, of Leesville, 
Louisiana, perished on August 14, 2016; 

Whereas an unnamed woman, 93, of 
Denham Springs, Louisiana, perished on Au- 
gust 17, 2016; 

Whereas an unidentified man of Denham 
Springs, Louisiana, perished on August 17, 
2016; and 

Whereas the people of the United States 
stand united with the people of Louisiana 
and the families of the victims— 

(1) to support all individuals affected; and 

(2) to pray for healing and restoration: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) honors the memory and legacy of the 12 
Louisiana citizens and 1 Texas citizen who 
lost their lives in the August 2016 flooding; 

(2) extends its heartfelt condolences and 
prayers to the families of the victims and to 
all affected individuals in the communities 
of the flooded parishes; 

(8) recognizes the skill and sacrifice of the 
law enforcement officers, first responders, 
and volunteers who have demonstrated tre- 
mendous resolve throughout the recovery; 

(4) commends the efforts of individuals 
who are working to care and provide for the 
injured and displaced; 

(5) applauds the generous support, assist- 
ance, and aid provided by people across the 
United States; and 

(6) pledges to continue to work together— 

(A) to support Louisiana in its time of 
need. 


leita isan m 
AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 
SA 5061. Mr. BARRASSO submitted an 


amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. McCon- 
NELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. 
BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, to provide for the 
conservation and development of water and 
related resources, to authorize the Secretary 
of the Army to construct various projects for 
improvements to rivers and harbors of the 
United States, and for other purposes; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5062. Mr. PERDUE (for himself and Mr. 
ISAKSON) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 4979 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for 
himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5063. Mr. SANDERS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5042 proposed by Mr. INHOFE 
(for himself and Mrs. BOXER) to the amend- 
ment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL 
(for Mr. INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) 
to the bill S. 2848, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 5064. Mr. SASSE submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 5042 proposed by Mr. INHOFE (for himself 
and Mrs. BOXER) to the amendment SA 4979 
proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE 
(for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 
2848, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 5065. Mr. SASSE submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 5042 proposed by Mr. INHOFE (for himself 
and Mrs. BOXER) to the amendment SA 4979 
proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE 
(for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 
2848, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 
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SA 5066. Mr. SASSE submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 5042 proposed by Mr. INHOFE (for himself 
and Mrs. BOXER) to the amendment SA 4979 
proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE 
(for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 
2848, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 


EE 
TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 


SA 5061. Mr. BARRASSO submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of title VIII, add the following: 


Subtitle B—Irrigation Rehabilitation and 
Renovation for Indian Tribal Governments 
and Their Economies 

SEC. 8101. SHORT TITLE. 

This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Irriga- 
tion Rehabilitation and Renovation for In- 
dian Tribal Governments and Their Econo- 
mies Act” or the ‘IRRIGATE Act”. 

SEC. 8102. DEFINITIONS. 

In this subtitle: 

(1) DEFERRED MAINTENANCE.—The term 
“deferred maintenance” means any mainte- 
nance activity that was delayed to a future 
date, in lieu of being carried out at the time 
at which the activity was scheduled to be, or 
otherwise should have been, carried out. 

(2) FUND.—The term ‘‘Fund’’ means the In- 
dian Irrigation Fund established by section 
8111. 

(8) INDIAN TRIBE.—The term ‘‘Indian tribe” 
has the meaning given the term in section 4 
of the Indian Self-Determination and Edu- 
cation Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 5304). 

(4) SECRETARY.—The term “Secretary” 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

PART I—INDIAN IRRIGATION FUND 

SEC. 8111. ESTABLISHMENT. 

There is established in the Treasury of the 
United States a fund, to be known as the 
“Indian Irrigation Fund’’, consisting of— 

(1) such amounts as are deposited in the 
Fund under section 8113; and 

(2) any interest earned on investment of 
amounts in the Fund under section 8115. 

SEC. 8112. DEPOSITS TO FUND. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—For each of fiscal years 
2017 through 2038, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall deposit in the Fund $35,000,000 from 
the general fund of the Treasury. 

(b) AVAILABILITY OF AMOUNTS.—Amounts 
deposited in the Fund under subsection (a) 
shall be used, subject to appropriation, to 
carry out this subtitle. 

SEC. 8113. EXPENDITURES FROM FUND. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (b), 
for each of fiscal years 2017 through 2038, the 
Secretary may, to the extent provided in ad- 
vance in appropriations Acts, expend from 
the Fund, in accordance with this subtitle, 
not more than the sum of— 

(1) $35,000,000; and 

(2) the amount of interest accrued in the 
Fund. 

(b) ADDITIONAL EXPENDITURES.—The Sec- 
retary may expend more than $35,000,000 for 
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any fiscal year referred to in subsection (a) if 

the additional amounts are available in the 

Fund as a result of a failure of the Secretary 

to expend all of the amounts available under 

subsection (a) in 1 or more prior fiscal years. 

SEC. 8114. INVESTMENTS OF AMOUNTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the 
Treasury shall invest such portion of the 
Fund as is not, in the judgment of the Sec- 
retary, required to meet current with- 
drawals. 

(b) CREDITS TO FUND.—The interest on, and 
the proceeds from the sale or redemption of, 
any obligations held in the Fund shall be 
credited to, and form a part of, the Fund. 
SEC. 8115. TRANSFERS OF AMOUNTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The amounts required to 
be transferred to the Fund under this part 
shall be transferred at least monthly from 
the general fund of the Treasury to the Fund 
on the basis of estimates made by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. 

(b) ADJUSTMENTS.—Proper adjustment 
shall be made in amounts subsequently 
transferred to the extent prior estimates are 
in excess of or less than the amounts re- 
quired to be transferred. 

SEC. 8116. TERMINATION. 

On September 30, 2038— 

(1) the Fund shall terminate; and 

(2) the unexpended and unobligated balance 
of the Fund shall be transferred to the gen- 
eral fund of the Treasury. 

PART II—REPAIR, REPLACEMENT, AND 
MAINTENANCE OF CERTAIN INDIAN IR- 
RIGATION PROJECTS 

SEC. 8121. REPAIR, REPLACEMENT, AND MAINTE- 

NANCE OF CERTAIN INDIAN IRRIGA- 
TION PROJECTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es- 
tablish a program to address the deferred 
maintenance needs and water storage needs 
of Indian irrigation projects that— 

(1) create risks to public or employee safe- 
ty or natural or cultural resources; and 

(2) unduly impede the management and ef- 
ficiency of the Indian irrigation program. 

(b) FUNDING.—Consistent with section 8113, 
the Secretary shall use or transfer to the Bu- 
reau of Indian Affairs not less than 
$35,000,000 of amounts in the Fund, plus ac- 
crued interest, for each of fiscal years 2017 
through 2038 to carry out maintenance, re- 
pair, and replacement activities for 1 or 
more of the Indian irrigation projects de- 
scribed in section 8122 (including any struc- 
tures, facilities, equipment, personnel, or ve- 
hicles used in connection with the operation 
of those projects), subject to the condition 
that the funds expended under this part shall 
not be— 

(1) subject to reimbursement by the owners 
of the land served by the Indian irrigation 
projects; or 

(2) assessed as debts or liens against the 
land served by the Indian irrigation projects. 
SEC. 8122. ELIGIBLE PROJECTS. 

The projects eligible for funding under sec- 
tion 8121(b) are the Indian irrigation projects 
in the western United States that, on the 
date of enactment of this Act— 

(1) are owned by the Federal Government, 
as listed in the Federal inventory required 
by Executive Order 13327 (40 U.S.C. 121 note; 
relating to Federal real property asset man- 
agement); 

(2) are managed and operated by the Bu- 
reau of Indian Affairs (including projects 
managed, operated, or maintained under con- 
tracts or compacts pursuant to the Indian 
Self-Determination and Education Assist- 
ance Act (25 U.S.C. 5301 et seq.); and 

(3) have deferred maintenance documented 
by the Bureau of Indian Affairs. 
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SEC. 8123. REQUIREMENTS AND CONDITIONS. 

Not later than 120 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act and as a precondition 
to amounts being expended from the Fund to 
carry out this part, the Secretary, in con- 
sultation with the Assistant Secretary for 
Indian Affairs and representatives of affected 
Indian tribes, shall develop and submit to 
Congress— 

(1) programmatic goals to carry out this 
part that— 

(A) would enable the completion of repair- 
ing, replacing, modernizing, or performing 
maintenance on projects as expeditiously as 
practicable; 

(B) facilitate or improve the ability of the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs to carry out the 
mission of the Bureau of Indian Affairs in op- 
erating a project; 

(C) ensure that the results of government- 
to-government consultation required under 
section 8125 be addressed; and 

(D) would facilitate the construction of 
new water storage using non-Federal con- 
tributions to address tribal, regional, and 
watershed-level supply needs; and 

(2) funding prioritization criteria to serve 
as a methodology for distributing funds 
under this part, that take into account— 

(A) the extent to which deferred mainte- 
nance of qualifying irrigation projects poses 
a threat to public or employee safety or 
health; 

(B) the extent to which deferred mainte- 
nance poses a threat to natural or cultural 
resources; 

(C) the extent to which deferred mainte- 
nance poses a threat to the ability of the Bu- 
reau of Indian Affairs to carry out the mis- 
sion of the Bureau of Indian Affairs in oper- 
ating the project; 

(D) the extent to which repairing, replac- 
ing, modernizing, or performing mainte- 
nance on a facility or structure will— 

(i) improve public or employee safety, 
health, or accessibility; 

(ii) assist in compliance with codes, stand- 
ards, laws, or other requirements; 

(iii) address unmet needs; and 

(iv) assist in protecting natural or cultural 
resources; 

(E) the methodology of the rehabilitation 
priority index of the Secretary, as in effect 
on the date of enactment of this Act; 

(F) the potential economic benefits of the 
expenditures on job creation and general 
economic development in the affected tribal 
communities; 

(G) the ability of the qualifying project to 
address tribal, regional, and watershed level 
water supply needs; and 

(H) such other factors as the Secretary de- 
termines to be appropriate to prioritize the 
use of available funds that are, to the fullest 
extent practicable, consistent with tribal 
and user recommendations received pursuant 
to the consultation and input process under 
section 8125. 

SEC. 8124. STUDY OF INDIAN IRRIGATION PRO- 
GRAM AND PROJECT MANAGEMENT. 

(a) TRIBAL CONSULTATION AND USER 
INPUT.—Before beginning to conduct the 
study required under subsection (b), the Sec- 
retary shall— 

(1) consult with the Indian tribes that have 
jurisdiction over the land on which an irriga- 
tion project eligible to receive funding under 
section 8122 is located; and 

(2) solicit and consider the input, com- 
ments, and recommendations of— 

(A) the landowners served by the irrigation 
project; and 

(B) irrigators from adjacent irrigation dis- 
tricts. 
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(b) STUDY.—Not later than 2 years after the 
date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary, 
acting through the Assistant Secretary for 
Indian Affairs, shall complete a study that 
evaluates options for improving pro- 
grammatic and project management and per- 
formance of irrigation projects managed and 
operated in whole or in part by the Bureau of 
Indian Affairs. 

(c) REPORT.—On completion of the study 
under subsection (b), the Secretary, acting 
through the Assistant Secretary for Indian 
Affairs, shall submit to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs of the Senate and the Com- 
mittee on Natural Resources of the House of 
Representatives a report that— 

(1) describes the results of the study; 

(2) determines the cost to financially sus- 
tain each project; 

(8) recommends whether management of 
each project could be improved by transfer- 
ring management responsibilities to other 
Federal agencies or water user groups; and 

(4) includes recommendations for improv- 
ing programmatic and project management 
and performance— 

(A) in each qualifying project area; and 

(B) for the program as a whole. 

(d) STATUS REPORT.—Not later than 2 years 
after the date of enactment of this Act, and 
not less frequently than every 2 years there- 
after, the Secretary, acting through the As- 
sistant Secretary for Indian Affairs, shall 
submit to the Committee on Indian Affairs 
of the Senate and the Committee on Natural 
Resources of the House of Representatives a 
report that includes a description of— 

(1) the progress made toward addressing 
the deferred maintenance needs of the Indian 
irrigation projects described in section 8122, 
including a list of projects funded during the 
fiscal period covered by the report; 

(2) the outstanding needs of those projects 
that have been provided funding to address 
the deferred maintenance needs pursuant to 
this part; 

(8) the remaining needs of any of those 
projects; 

(4) how the goals established pursuant to 
section 8123 have been met, including— 

(A) an identification and assessment of any 
deficiencies or shortfalls in meeting those 
goals; and 

(B) a plan to address the deficiencies or 
shortfalls in meeting those goals; and 

(5) any other subject matters the Sec- 
retary, to the maximum extent practicable 
consistent with tribal and user recommenda- 
tions received pursuant to the consultation 
and input process under this section, deter- 
mines to be appropriate. 

SEC. 8125. TRIBAL CONSULTATION AND USER 
INPUT. 

Before expending funds on an Indian irriga- 
tion project pursuant to section 8121 and not 
later than 120 days after the date of enact- 
ment of this Act, the Secretary shall— 

(1) consult with the Indian tribe that has 
jurisdiction over the land on which an irriga- 
tion project eligible to receive funding under 
section 8122 is located; and 

(2) solicit and consider the input, 
ments, and recommendations of— 

(A) the landowners served by the irrigation 
project; and 

(B) irrigators from adjacent irrigation dis- 
tricts. 

SEC. 8126. ALLOCATION AMONG PROJECTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (b), 
to the maximum extent practicable, the Sec- 
retary shall ensure that, for each of fiscal 
years 2017 through 2038, each Indian irriga- 
tion project eligible for funding under sec- 
tion 8122 that has critical maintenance needs 


com- 
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receives part of the funding under section 
8121 to address critical maintenance needs. 

(b) PRIORITY.—In allocating amounts under 
section 8121(b), in addition to considering the 
funding priorities described in section 8123, 
the Secretary shall give priority to eligible 
Indian irrigation projects serving more than 
1 Indian tribe within an Indian reservation 
and to projects for which funding has not 
been made available during the 10-year pe- 
riod ending on the day before the date of en- 
actment of this Act under any other Act of 
Congress that expressly identifies the Indian 
irrigation project or the Indian reservation 
of the project to address the deferred mainte- 
nance, repair, or replacement needs of the 
Indian irrigation project. 

(c) CAP ON FUNDING.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 
in allocating amounts under section 8121(b), 
the Secretary shall allocate not more than 
$15,000,000 to any individual Indian irrigation 
project described in section 8122 during any 
consecutive 3-year period. 

(2) EXCEPTION.—Notwithstanding the cap 
described in paragraph (1), if the full amount 
under section 8121(b) cannot be fully allo- 
cated to eligible Indian irrigation projects 
because the costs of the remaining activities 
authorized in section 8121(b) of an irrigation 
project would exceed the cap described in 
paragraph (1), the Secretary may allocate 
the remaining funds to eligible Indian irriga- 
tion projects in accordance with this part. 

(d) BASIS OF FUNDING.—Any amounts made 
available under this section shall be nonre- 
imbursable. 

(e) APPLICABILITY OF ISDEAA.—The Indian 
Self-Determination and Education Assist- 
ance Act (25 U.S.C. 5301 et seq.) shall apply to 
activities carried out under this section. 


SA 5062. Mr. PERDUE (for himself 
and Mr. ISAKSON) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of title I, add the following: 

SEC. 1 . PROJECTS OF NATIONAL SIGNIFI- 
CANCE. 

Section 902 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2280) is amend- 
ed by adding at the end the following: 

‘(¢) PROJECTS OF NATIONAL SIGNIFICANCE.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a project 
of national significance (as described in 
paragraph (2)) that has not been completed, 
subsection (a)(1) shall not apply. 

‘(2) PROJECTS OF NATIONAL SIGNIFICANCE 
DESCRIBED.—A project of national signifi- 
cance means a project for water resources 
development and conservation and related 
purposes authorized to be carried out by the 
Secretary that has a benefit-to-cost ratio 
equal to or greater than 3.5 to 1, as identified 
in a report of the Chief of Engineers or a 
Post Authorization Change Report.’’. 


SA 5063. Mr. SANDERS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5042 proposed by Mr. 
INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. BOXER) to 
the amendment SA 4979 proposed by 
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Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for 
himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 
2848, to provide for the conservation 
and development of water and related 
resources, to authorize the Secretary 
of the Army to construct various 
projects for improvements to rivers 
and harbors of the United States, and 
for other purposes; which was ordered 
to lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 125, between lines 18 and 19, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 3008. REHABILITATION OF CORPS OF ENGI- 
NEERS CONSTRUCTED FLOOD CON- 
TROL DAMS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—If the Secretary deter- 
mines that the project is feasible, the Sec- 
retary may carry out a project for the reha- 
bilitation of a dam described in subsection 
(b). 
(b) ELIGIBLE DAMS.—A dam eligible for as- 
sistance under this section is a dam— 

(1) that has been constructed, in whole or 
in part, by the Corps of Engineers for flood 
control purposes; 

(2) for which construction was completed 
before 1940; 

(3) that is classified as ‘‘Shigh hazard poten- 
tial” by the State dam safety agency of the 
State in which the dam is located; and 

(4) that is operated by a non-Federal enti- 
ty. 
(c) COST SHARING.—Non-Federal interests 
shall provide 35 percent of the cost of con- 
struction of any project carried out under 
this section, including provision of all land, 
easements, rights-of-way, and necessary re- 
locations. 

(d) AGREEMENTS.—Construction of a 
project under this section shall be initiated 
only after a non-Federal interest has entered 
into a binding agreement with the Sec- 
retary— 

(1) to pay the non-Federal share of the 
costs of construction under subsection (c); 
and 

(2) to pay 100 percent of any operation, 
maintenance, and replacement and rehabili- 
tation costs with respect to the project in 
accordance with regulations prescribed by 
the Secretary. 

(e) COST LIMITATION.—The Secretary shall 
not expend more than $10,000,000 for a project 
at any single dam under this section. 

(£) FUNDING.—There is authorized to be ap- 
propriated to carry out this section 
$25,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2017 
through 2026. 


SA 5064. Mr. SASSE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5042 proposed by Mr. 
INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. BOXER) to 
the amendment SA 4979 proposed by 
Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for 
himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 
2848, to provide for the conservation 
and development of water and related 
resources, to authorize the Secretary 
of the Army to construct various 
projects for improvements to rivers 
and harbors of the United States, and 
for other purposes; which was ordered 
to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of title VIII, add the following: 


SEC. 80 . PROTECTION OF CONGRESSIONAL 
OVERSIGHT. 

Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, the Secretary or the Administrator of 
the Environmental Protection Agency may 
not enter into an agreement related to re- 
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solving a dispute or claim with an individual 
that would restrict in any way the individual 
from speaking to members of Congress or 
their staff on any topic not otherwise prohib- 
ited from disclosure by Federal law. 


SA 5065. Mr. SASSE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5042 proposed by Mr. 
INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. BOXER) to 
the amendment SA 4979 proposed by 
Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for 
himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 
2848, to provide for the conservation 
and development of water and related 
resources, to authorize the Secretary 
of the Army to construct various 
projects for improvements to rivers 
and harbors of the United States, and 
for other purposes; which was ordered 
to lie on the table; as follows: 

Strike section 1009 and insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. 1009. GAO REVIEW AND REPORT. 

Not later than 2 years after the date of en- 
actment of this Act, the Comptroller General 
of the United States shall conduct a review, 
and submit to Congress a report on the im- 
plementation and effectiveness of the 
projects carried out under section 219 of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1992 
(Public Law 102-580; 106 Stat. 4835). 


SA 5066. Mr. SASSE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5042 proposed by Mr. 
INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. BOXER) to 
the amendment SA 4979 proposed by 
Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for 
himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 
2848, to provide for the conservation 
and development of water and related 
resources, to authorize the Secretary 
of the Army to construct various 
projects for improvements to rivers 
and harbors of the United States, and 
for other purposes; which was ordered 
to lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 65, between lines 5 and 6, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 10 . GAO REVIEW AND REPORT. 

Not later than 2 years after the date of en- 
actment of this Act, the Comptroller General 
of the United States shall conduct a review, 
and submit to Congress a report on the im- 
plementation and effectiveness of the 
projects carried out under section 219 of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1992 
(Public Law 102-580; 106 Stat. 4835). 


—_ 


AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 


Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, I have five 
requests for committees to meet during 
today’s session of the Senate. They 
have the approval of the Majority and 
Minority leaders. 

Pursuant to Rule XXVI, paragraph 
5(a), of the Standing Rules of the Sen- 
ate, the following committees are au- 
thorized to meet during today’s session 
of the Senate: 

COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION, AND 
FORESTRY 

The Committee on Agriculture, Nu- 

trition, and Forestry is authorized to 


September 13, 2016 


meet during the session of the Senate 
on September 13, 2016, at 10 a.m., in 
room SR-328A of the Russell Senate Of- 
fice Building. 
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES 

The Committee on Armed Services is 
authorized to meet during the session 
of the Senate on September 13, 2016, at 
9:30 a.m. 

COMMITTEE ON BANKING, HOUSING, AND URBAN 

AFFAIRS 

The Committee on Banking, Housing 
and Urban Affairs is authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
on September 13, 2016, at 10:30 a.m. to 
conduct a hearing entitled “The Na- 
tional Flood Insurance Program: Re- 
viewing the Recommendations of the 
Technical Mapping Advisory Council’s 
2015 Annual Report.”. 

COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, SCIENCE, AND 
TRANSPORTATION 

The Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation is author- 
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on September 18, 2016, at 2:30 
p.m., in room SR-253 of the Russell 
Senate Office Building to conduct a 
Subcommittee hearing entitled ‘‘Ex- 
amining the Better Online Ticket Sales 
Act of 2016.” 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE 

The Select Committee on Intel- 
ligence is authorized to meet during 
the session of the Senate on September 
18, 2016, at 2:30 p.m., in room SH-219 of 
the Hart Senate Office Building. 


EE 


PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR 


Mr. GARDNER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that my military 
fellow, Ashley Ritchey, be granted 
floor privileges for the remainder of 
the Congress. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 


AUTHORIZING USE OF THE 
CAPITOL GROUNDS 


Mr. GARDNER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of H. Con. 
Res. 131, which is at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the concurrent resolu- 
tion by title. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 181) 
authorizing the use of the Capitol Grounds 
for the District of Columbia Special Olym- 
pics Law Enforcement Torch Run. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the concurrent 
resolution. 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the concur- 
rent resolution be agreed to and the 
motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table with no intervening action or de- 
bate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


September 13, 2016 


The concurrent resolution (H. Con. 
Res. 131) was agreed to. 


EE 


ENCOURAGING THE GOVERNMENT 
OF THE DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC 
OF THE CONGO TO ABIDE BY 
CONSTITUTIONAL PROVISIONS 
REGARDING THE HOLDING OF 
PRESIDENTIAL ELECTIONS IN 
2016 


Mr. GARDNER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of Cal- 
endar No. 574, S. Res. 485. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 


A resolution (S. Res. 485) to encourage the 
Government of the Democratic Republic of 
the Congo to abide by constitutional provi- 
sions regarding the holding of presidential 
elections in 2016, with the aim of ensuring a 
peaceful and orderly democratic transition 
of power. 


There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution, 
which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, with an 
amendment and an amendment to the 
preamble and an amendment to the 
title. 

(Strike out all after the resolving 
clause and insert the part printed in 
italic.) 

(Strike the preamble and insert the 
part printed in italic.) 

Whereas the United States and the Demo- 
cratic Republic of the Congo (“DRC”) have a 
partnership grounded in economic development, 
investment, and mutual interests in security and 
stability, and marked by efforts to address the 
protracted humanitarian crisis facing the DRC; 

Whereas, in 2006, the Government of the DRC 
adopted a new constitution with a provision 
limiting the President to two consecutive terms; 

Whereas the constitution requires that elec- 
tions be held in time for the inauguration of a 
new president on December 19, 2016, when the 
current presidential term expires; 

Whereas events in the DRC over the last year 
and a half have called into serious question the 
commitment of the Government of the DRC to 
hold such elections on the required timeline, and 
President Joseph Kabila has not publicly com- 
mitted to stepping down at the end of his term; 

Whereas security and intelligence officials of 
the DRC have arrested, harassed, and detained 
peaceful activists (such as Fred Bauma and 
Yves Makwambala), members of civil society, 
political leaders, and others, and international 
and domestic human rights groups have re- 
ported on the worsening of the human rights sit- 
uation in the DRC; 

Whereas there are 12 presidential elections 
slated to take place on the continent of Africa 
by the end of 2017, and what transpires in the 
DRC will send an important message to leaders 
in the region; 

Whereas President Barack Obama spoke with 
President Kabila on March 31, 2015, and ‘‘em- 
phasized the importance of timely, credible, and 
peaceful elections that respect the Constitution 
of the DRC and protect the rights of all DRC 
citizens’’; 

Whereas, on March 30, 2016, the United Na- 
tions Security Council unanimously adopted 
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Resolution 2277, which expresses deep concern 
with ‘‘the delays in the preparation of the presi- 
dential elections” in the DRC and “increased 
restrictions of the political space in the DRC” 
and calls for ensuring ‘‘the successful and time- 
ly holding of elections, in particular presidential 
and legislative elections on November 2016, in 
accordance with the Constitution’’; 

Whereas many observers have expressed con- 
cern that failure to move ahead with elections in 
the DRC could lead to violence and instability 
inside the DRC, which could reverberate 
throughout the region; 

Whereas, on June 23, 2016, the Department of 
the Treasury imposed sanctions against General 
Céléstin Kanyama, the Congolese National Po- 
lice (PNC) Provincial police commissioner for 
Kinshasa, the capital city of the DRC; and 

Whereas the Department of the Treasury 
noted that these sanctions send a ‘‘clear mes- 
sage that the United States condemns the re- 
gime’s violence and repressive actions, especially 
those of Céléstin Kanyama, which threaten the 
future of democracy for the people of the DRC”: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) expresses concern with respect to the fail- 
ure of the DRC to take actions required to hold 
elections in November 2016 as required by the 
Constitution of the DRC; 

(2) recognizes that impunity and lack of effec- 
tive rule of law undermine democracy, and that 
the arrest and detention of civil society activists 
and the harassment of political opponents close 
political space and repress peaceful dissent; 

(3) reaffirms its support for democracy and 
good governance in sub-Saharan Africa; 

(4) calls on the Government of the DRC and 
all other parties to respect the Constitution of 
the DRC and to ensure a free, open, peaceful, 
and democratic transition of power as constitu- 
tionally required; 

(5) urges the Government of the DRC to dem- 
onstrate leadership and commitment to elections 
by accelerating concrete steps towards holding 
elections, including voter registration and pro- 
tecting partisan political speech and activities; 

(6) encourages the Government of the DRC 
and all other relevant parties to engage now in 
a focused, urgent discussion to advance the 
electoral process and reach consensus rapidly 
on the way forward by establishing a detailed 
electoral calendar for all elections and enabling 
the candidate selection and campaign process; 
and 

(7) urges the President of the United States, in 
close coordination with regional and inter- 
national partners, to— 

(A) continuously verify that such necessary 
technical dialogue occurs and proceeds in a time 
and manner required to ensure the conduct of 
timely elections; 

(B) use appropriate means to ensure these ob- 
jectives, which may include imposition of addi- 
tional targeted sanctions on individuals or enti- 
ties responsible for violence and human rights 
violations and undermining democratic proc- 
esses in the DRC at any point in the process; 
and 

(C) continue United States policy with respect 
to providing support for the organizing of free, 
fair, and peaceful national elections. 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the com- 
mittee-reported amendment to the res- 
olution be agreed to; the resolution, as 
amended, be agreed to; the committee- 
reported amendment to the preamble 
be agreed to; the preamble, as amend- 
ed, be agreed to; and that the com- 
mittee-reported title amendment be 
agreed to; and, finally, that the mo- 
tions to reconsider be considered made 
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and laid upon the table with no inter- 
vening action or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The committee-reported amendment 
in the nature of a substitute was 
agreed to. 

The resolution (S. Res. 
amended, was agreed to. 

The committee-reported amendment 
to the preamble in the nature of a sub- 
stitute was agreed to. 

The preamble, as 
agreed to. 

The committee-reported title amend- 
ment was agreed to, as follows: 

Amend the title so as to read: ‘‘A resolu- 
tion urging the Government of the Demo- 
cratic Republic of the Congo to comply with 
constitutional limits on presidential terms 
and fulfill its constitutional mandate for a 
democratic transition of power in 2016.’’. 


485), as 


amended, was 


EEE 
SCHOOL BUS SAFETY MONTH 


Mr. GARDNER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of S. Res. 
557, submitted earlier today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 557) designating Sep- 
tember 2016 as ‘‘School Bus Safety Month.” 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the resolution 
be agreed to, the preamble be agreed 
to, and the motions to reconsider be 
considered made and laid upon the 
table with no intervening action or de- 
bate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

(The resolution, with its preamble, is 
printed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Sub- 
mitted Resolutions.’’) 


— EEE 


HONORING THE MEMORY AND 
LEGACY OF THE 12 LOUISIANA 
CITIZENS AND 1 TEXAS CITIZEN 
WHO LOST THEIR LIVES DUE TO 
THE TRAGIC FLOODING IN THE 
STATE OF LOUISIANA IN AU- 
GUST 2016 


Mr. GARDNER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of S. Res. 
558, submitted earlier today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 558) honoring the 
memory and legacy of the 12 Louisiana citi- 
zens and 1 Texas citizen who lost their lives 
due to the tragic flooding in the State of 
Louisiana in August 2016. 


557) was 


12496 


There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. GARDNER. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the resolution be agreed to, 
the preamble be agreed to, and the mo- 
tions to reconsider be considered made 
and laid upon the table with no inter- 
vening action or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

(The resolution, with its preamble, is 
printed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Sub- 
mitted Resolutions.’’) 


a 


MEASURE READ THE FIRST 
TIME—S. 3318 


Mr. GARDNER. Mr. President, I un- 
derstand that there is a bill at the 
desk, and I ask for its first reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will read the bill by title for the 
first time. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A bill (S. 3318) to amend the Consumer Fi- 
nancial Protection Act of 2010 to subject the 
Bureau of Consumer Financial Protection to 
the regular appropriations process, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. GARDNER. I now ask for a sec- 
ond reading and, in order to place the 
bill on the calendar under the provi- 
sions of rule XIV, I object to my own 
request. 


558) was 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion having been heard, the bill will be 
read for the second time on the next 
legislative day. 


ES 


ORDERS FOR WEDNESDAY, 
SEPTEMBER 14, 2016 


Mr. GARDNER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the Sen- 
ate completes its business today, it ad- 
journ until 9:30 a.m., Wednesday, Sep- 
tember 14; that following the prayer 
and pledge, the morning hour be 
deemed expired, the Journal of pro- 
ceedings be approved to date, and the 
time for the two leaders be reserved for 
their use later in the day; further, that 
following leader remarks, the Senate 
be in a period of morning business, 
with Senators permitted to speak 
therein until 11 a.m.; further, that the 
Democrats control the time from 10 
a.m. until 10:30 a.m. and the majority 
control the time from 10:30 a.m. until 
11 a.m.; further, that following morn- 
ing business, the Senate resume consid- 
eration of S. 2848; further, that not- 
withstanding the provisions of rule 
XXII, all postcloture time with respect 
to amendment No. 4979 expire at 2:45 
p.m. tomorrow; finally, that if cloture 
on S. 2848, as amended, if amended, is 
invoked, the time count as if cloture 
was invoked at 1 a.m., Wednesday, Sep- 
tember 14. 


September 13, 2016 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 
Without objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 9:30 A.M. 
TOMORROW 


Mr. GARDNER. Mr. President, if 
there is no further business to come be- 
fore the Senate, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that it stand adjourned under the 
previous order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 6:41 p.m., adjourned until Wednes- 
day, September 14, 2016, at 9:30 a.m. 


Ee 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive nominations received by 
the Senate: 


UNITED NATIONS 


CHRISTOPHER COONS, OF DELAWARE, TO BE REP- 
RESENTATIVE OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO 
THE SEVENTY-FIRST SESSION OF THE GENERAL ASSEM- 
BLY OF THE UNITED NATIONS. 

RONALD H. JOHNSON, OF WISCONSIN, TO BE REP- 
RESENTATIVE OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO 
THE SEVENTY-FIRST SESSION OF THE GENERAL ASSEM- 
BLY OF THE UNITED NATIONS. 

VALERIE BIDEN OWENS, OF DELAWARE, TO BE AN AL- 
TERNATE REPRESENTATIVE OF THE UNITED STATES OF 
AMERICA TO THE SEVENTY-FIRST SESSION OF THE GEN- 
ERAL ASSEMBLY OF THE UNITED NATIONS. 

CYNTHIA RYAN, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, TO BE 
AN ALTERNATE REPRESENTATIVE OF THE UNITED 
STATES OF AMERICA TO THE SEVENTY-FIRST SESSION 
OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF THE UNITED NATIONS. 


THE JUDICIARY 


DIANE GUJARATI, OF NEW YORK, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT 
OF NEW YORK, VICE JOHN GLEESON, RESIGNED. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Tuesday, September 13, 2016 


The House met at 10 a.m. and was 
called to order by the Speaker pro tem- 
pore (Mr. WEBSTER of Florida). 


a 


DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
September 13, 2016. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable DANIEL 
WEBSTER to act as Speaker pro tempore on 
this day. 

PAUL D. RYAN, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


EE 


MORNING-HOUR DEBATE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the order of the House of Janu- 
ary 5, 2016, the Chair will now recog- 
nize Members from lists submitted by 
the majority and minority leaders for 
morning-hour debate. 

The Chair will alternate recognition 
between the parties, with each party 
limited to 1 hour and each Member 
other than the majority and minority 
leaders and the minority whip limited 
to 5 minutes, but in no event shall de- 
bate continue beyond 11:50 a.m. 


Ee 


THE STATISTICS ARE 
DEVASTATING 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. QUIGLEY) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker, last 
month the Nation watched as our 
friends in Louisiana were inundated by 
record rainfall and unprecedented 
flooding. More than 7 trillion gallons of 
water fell in Louisiana and Mississippi 
over 8 days. Thirteen lives have been 
lost. More than 7,000 people were forced 
into 37 shelters across Louisiana. There 
has been an estimated $110 million in 
agricultural losses, and 40,000 homes 
have been damaged. 

Just a few weeks before the dev- 
astating floods in the South, in 
Ellicott City, Maryland, not too far 
away from here, nearly 6 inches of rain 
fell in less than 2 hours, resulting in a 
torrential flood, the likes of which 
NOAA has told us happens just once 
every 1,000 years. Officials say that 90 
businesses and 107 homes were damaged 
and that infrastructure repairs are es- 
timated to cost at least $22 million. 

These statistics are devastating, and, 
if we fail to better prepare ourselves 
for the severe impacts of manmade cli- 


mate change, we will only see more dis- 
asters like this. 

First responders and emergency pro- 
fessionals deserve our utmost praise 
and admiration, as do the kind citizens 
on the streets who help their neighbors 
escape the rushing waters, and the peo- 
ple all over the country who contribute 
what they can to help put broken cities 
back together. But we must stop put- 
ting our heroes in harm’s way. 

The science is clear, it is conclusive, 
and it is settled: these natural disas- 
ters aren’t all natural. It is imperative 
that we work to limit our impact on 
the climate, but we must also prepare 
for the climate impacts that are now 
inevitable. Prioritizing disaster pre- 
paredness by being thoughtful about 
where and how we construct homes, 
businesses, and other vital infrastruc- 
ture will save lives, will save homes, 
and will save money. 

Devastating weather events are oc- 
curring with greater frequency than 
ever before. Today, the Northeast, Mid- 
west, and upper Great Plains regions 
see 30 percent more heavy rainfall than 
they did in the first half of the 20th 
century, and manmade climate change 
is already impacting the lives of every 
single American. 

Even if you are not one of the mil- 
lions who have suffered from extreme 
heat, widespread drought, or cata- 
strophic flooding, your tax dollars have 
gone to help those who have. Acting 
before disasters strike is the only way 
to reduce the strain on local, State, 
and Federal emergency response sys- 
tems, especially as they gear up to 
handle the predictable and unpredict- 
able changes that climate change will 
bring. 

I am proud to say that my hometown 
of Chicago is among the 20 percent of 
global cities that have an adaptation 
plan to deal with the increased heat, 
urban flooding, and severe storms that 
climate change will bring. But it is 
vital that cities and towns across 
America also prepare. Responding to 
climate change demands urgent and de- 
cisive action. 

This is not a coastal issue, and it is 
not a partisan issue. Rising seas and 
severe storms don’t care if you are a 
Democrat or a Republican. All Ameri- 
cans are in this together, and all Amer- 
icans—including Members of Con- 
gress—must be prepared to deal with 
climate impacts such as severe flood- 
ing. Together we must act to hasten 
the transition to a low-carbon future 
that protects our communities from 
the impacts of climate change. The 
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costs of not doing so, in lives, in tril- 
lions of dollars, and in changes to our 
way of life, are too great. 


EE 


IRAN HAS NOT CHANGED ITS 
STRIPES 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Florida (Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN) for 5 min- 
utes. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, 
since July 14, 2015, the Iranian regime 
has conducted four ballistic missile 
tests with not-so-subtle warnings to 
our ally and our best friend, the demo- 
cratic Jewish state of Israel, which its 
goal was to wipe Israel off the map. 

Also, since that date, we have 
learned that there have been side 
agreements between Iran and the Inter- 
national Atomic Energy Agency, the 
IAEA, that were not submitted to Con- 
gress for our review. The IAEA released 
a report on the possible military di- 
mensions, known as PMD, of Iran’s nu- 
clear program that proved that Iran 
lied about its nuclear program in the 
past and continued to stonewall inves- 
tigations into outstanding questions 
that remain; yet, the Iranian nuclear 
deal, the JCPOA, was allowed to move 
forward in spite of that. 

Also, the Obama administration pur- 
chased 32 metric tons of heavy water 
from Iran. What makes this so egre- 
gious, Mr. Speaker, is that this pur- 
chase was arranged in order to prevent 
Iran from violating the very terms of 
the Iranian nuclear deal, the JCPOA. 
As if that were not bad enough, with 
the administration reselling the pur- 
chased heavy water to domestic and 
commercial buyers, well, that makes 
the U.S. a proliferator of Iran nuclear 
materials, all while legitimizing Iran 
as a nuclear supplier. Outrageous. 

Also, Iran has renewed its interest 
and increased its presence in Latin 
America and throughout the Western 
Hemisphere. Iran’s Rouhani will be vis- 
iting Cuba and Venezuela in the up- 
coming week. 

We learned that the administration 
allowed the Iran, North Korea, and 
Syria Nonproliferation Act sanctions 
against Iran to sit on a desk during the 
negotiations, despite a legal mandate 
to provide these reports to Congress 
every 6 months. That was the law. It 
was ignored. 

Also, Russia announced that it has 
resumed the sale of S-300s to Iran. And 
just last month, Iran announced that it 
deployed these S-300s, Russian surface- 
to-air missiles, around its Fordow nu- 
clear site to safeguard it from attacks. 


1407 is 2:07 p.m. 
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The administration announced a $1.7 
billion settlement on a 35-year dispute 
with Iran—conveniently the day after 
sanctions were lifted on its central 
bank. What a coincidence. And we 
learned that Iran plans to use this ran- 
som money for its military budget and 
for the Islamic Revolutionary Guard 
Corps, the IRGC, the Quds Force, 
meaning the U.S. taxpayers not only 
are on the hook for a ransom payment 
to Iran, but we are also subsidizing its 
nefarious activities. 

Where has this transparency been? 
When it comes to Iran and the nuclear 
deal, the JCPOA, there is an over- 
whelming sense that we are only begin- 
ning to scratch the surface of just how 
bad this deal really is. We need only to 
look back at what has happened with 
North Korea to understand the depth 
and the breadth of this failed Iranian 
policy because, as I keep repeating, Mr. 
Speaker, Iran has been following the 
North Korea playbook by the page, by 
the letter. 

And what have we just witnessed a 
few days ago? Well, North Korea just 
conducted its second nuclear detona- 
tion since the JCPOA—the Iran nuclear 
deal—was made, and it is its fifth deto- 
nation in the last 10 years. 

Mr. Speaker, the JCPOA has been a 
foreign policy disaster already, but the 
real ramifications are yet to come. 
Congress must take action. First, we 
must hold the administration account- 
able, and we must get the full truth be- 
hind the details of this JCPOA—the 
Iran nuclear deal—and the administra- 
tion’s Iran policy. 

The supposed most transparent ad- 
ministration in history has been any- 
thing but, going out of its way to 
stonewall and misdirect Congress and 
our oversight responsibilities on this 
flawed and dangerous nuclear deal. 

Second, Mr. Speaker, we must hold 
Iran accountable, and that means ex- 
tending sanctions, expanding sanc- 
tions, renewing sanctions, and pre- 
venting Iran from being able to con- 
tinue down this dangerous path. 

These are the actions that we must 
take in Congress, Mr. Speaker, and I 
stand ready to work with my col- 
leagues in a bipartisan manner to find 
the right way forward because Iran has 
not changed its stripes. 


EE 
ZIKA IS A REAL THREAT 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. GUTIERREZ) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Speaker, it is 
almost as if the majority would prefer 
to go into the final stretch of the elec- 
tion season with fresh reminders of 
how dysfunctional things have become. 

No action on commonsense gun con- 
trol measures, no action on immigra- 
tion or climate change, no action on 
the Zika virus that is taking a huge 
toll in the United States and Puerto 
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Rico and is poised to take an even big- 
ger one. 

Congress is still in denial that Zika 
is a real threat and that the next gen- 
eration of children could be exposed to 
the disease with dangerous and debili- 
tating birth defects. It is hard for me 
to articulate this out loud, but, in just 
a few weeks, the first group of children 
born with brain development and phys- 
ical problems associated with the dis- 
ease will be born in Puerto Rico. 

We are looking at more than 15,000 
reported cases of Zika in Puerto Rico 
and more than 2,000 pregnant women. 
At the current pace, Zika will infect a 
quarter of the island in the next year. 
This is the first mosquito-borne disease 
that successfully infects children in 
the womb through the placenta. It can 
be sexually transmitted. Humans give 
Zika to mosquitoes and then go on to 
infect other humans. 

And Congress has the same response 
it has to almost everything—nothing. 
In this case, nothing flavored with a 
little partisan posturing over abortion 
in an election year. The issue for some 
people seems to be that we can fund re- 
search, prevention, and treatment as 
long as one of the most important 
proven and effective healthcare deliv- 
ery mechanisms for women is excluded 
because Planned Parenthood is on the 
Republican hit list. 

No matter that funding Planned Par- 
enthood in Puerto Rico or anywhere 
else would be the prudent use of Fed- 
eral funds if our goal is to prevent the 
spread of disease and prevent—that is 
prevent, not terminate—unwanted 
pregnancies during this crisis. Politics 
and elections always seem to trump 
good, sensible policies. 

So nothing yet from Congress, de- 
spite the pleas from the Obama admin- 
istration, the CDC, and the American 
people. But Congress is not the only 
place in denial about Zika. 

Having spent time talking to people 
on the island of Puerto Rico, the people 
are also complacent about this disease 
and the impact it will have. Many sus- 
pect that it is all hype from Wash- 
ington and yet another crisis to give 
the United States more control over 
the island of Puerto Rico. 

Given the island’s history, the point 
of view is not unreasonable that Con- 
gress just appointed an unelected con- 
trol board, or junta, to take control of 
the island’s government and finances. 

For decades, the United States used 
Puerto Rico, and especially the island 
of Vieques, for target practice for our 
military. And for more than a decade, 
the United States has been denying the 
health and environmental impact of 
that bombing, including cancer and 
other diseases that people on the island 
know are real because their relatives 
are dying. And back in my mother’s 
day, in the 1950s and the 1960s, family 
planning that came from the United 
States was forced sterilization. 
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So I understand why people are skep- 
tical when so far it has been hard to 
demonstrate the consequences of the 
Zika virus and how it could make life 
any worse than it already is. But, 
again, in just a few weeks, when we see 
children born with mental and physical 
impairments, it will become clear that 
Zika is real. 

Puerto Rico must rise to the chal- 
lenge presented by Zika and bridge the 
deep ocean of distrust between the 
Puerto Rican people and the United 
States. That is why I spent a lot of my 
time over the past month meeting with 
public health experts, doctors, and sci- 
entists. Every one of them was Puerto 
Rican, not people sent from the U.S. 
Puerto Rico needs an integrated, com- 
prehensive mosquito vector control 
center that Puerto Ricans are coming 
together to discuss, so it can be created 
quickly. 
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This is the mosquito tracking eradi- 
cation that is deployed when a disease 
is detected so that resources can be 
concentrated on a neighborhood or city 
if an infectious disease like Zika is 
present. You saw it work in Miami. 

Puerto Rico does not have access to 
contraception that you would expect in 
the 21st century, but Puerto Rican doc- 
tors, gynecologists, scientists, and ex- 
perts are also strategizing about how 
to make modern, effective, reversible 
family planning more widely available 
so that women can delay pregnancy. 

But while Puerto Ricans can drive 
the process of addressing Zika in Puer- 
to Rico—and this will lead to much 
greater acceptance of those strategies 
by the Puerto Rican people and greater 
success in the long run—that does not 
get Congress off the hook. 

Puerto Rico, like the United States, 
needs this Congress to fund the Presi- 
dent’s request for funding and also for 
the Federal Government to do its job. 
In Puerto Rico, this includes the Envi- 
ronmental Protection Agency address- 
ing toxic landfills that dot the island, 
which are breeding grounds for mos- 
quitos but have been overlooked by the 
EPA. 

A generation of children in Puerto 
Rico and all over the United State are 
counting on the U.S. Congress to pro- 
tect them from the Zika virus, and I 
hope this Congress puts politics aside 
and rises to the occasion. They are 
American citizens on the island of 
Puerto Rico. They will be coming to 
the United States when they need 
health care. 

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD 
the op-ed piece I wrote for The Hill 
newspaper on Zika and Puerto Rico. 

[Sept. 12, 2016] 
U.S. AND PUERTO RICO MUST COOPERATE ON 
ZIKA 
(By Rep. Luis V. Gutiérrez) 

The rapid spread of the Zika virus in Puer- 

to Rico is a very, very big problem for the 
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U.S. and Puerto Rico but the colonial rela- 
tionship between the U.S. and Puerto Rico is 
making it a lot worse. The reason this mat- 
ter is so important to the United States—be- 
yond the obvious concern for the well-being 
of our fellow citizens in Puerto Rico, of 
course—is that thousands of U.S. tourists 
and visitors go back and forth to Puerto 
Rico and thousands of Puerto Ricans leave 
the Island permanently for life in the U.S., 
driven out by the financial crisis gripping 
the Island. Zika is the first mosquito-borne 
virus known to cause birth-defects and to be 
sexually transmitted, so an outbreak of the 
magnitude that has already hit Puerto Rico 
is a public health crisis for the United States 
as well. 

If you talk to average Puerto Ricans on 
the Island as I often do, they are not experi- 
encing Zika as a big issue. They do not think 
the threat is real. Most people who are in- 
fected feel no symptoms and the negative 
consequences only affects pregnant women— 
or so most people think. Puerto Ricans, hav- 
ing lived with mosquito transmitted diseases 
for decades, have become immune to dire 
warnings from so-called experts and some 
are resigned to the false notion that nothing 
can be done. 

Even with 13,791 cases reported, an esti- 
mated 2,000 pregnant women already infected 
and a disease trajectory that indicates 20- 
25% of the population will be affected this 
year, Puerto Rico has resisted guidance or 
help coming from Washington. 

Why? The colonial attitude of the U.S. to- 
wards Puerto Rico and the understandable 
response to such treatment effects the psy- 
che of the population. A half-century of 
Navy target practice bombing on the inhab- 
ited Island of Vieques (among other places in 
and around Puerto Rico) was followed by 
decades of U.S. government denials that can- 
cers and environmental destruction in 
Vieques were connected to the U.S. govern- 
ment’s actions. History is informative: Pre- 
vious public health interventions from Wash- 
ington included forced sterilization of 
women of my mother’s generation. This 
treatment as second-class (at best) citizens 
of the United States deeply impacts the 
Puerto Rican psyche, with long term effects. 
And this is helping Zika spread. 

Now, a control board imposed by the U.S. 
government through Congress’ PROMESA 
legislation is preparing to take over deci- 
sion-making that will determine the future 
of all Puerto Ricans living on the Island. 
Distrust of Washington is at an all-time high 
in Puerto Rico, based on my observations. 

And unfortunately, this is making it hard- 
er for health officials to do what needs to be 
done to control the Zika outbreak. Unlike in 
Miami, Florida, there was a swift and sharp 
backlash from Puerto Ricans when the idea 
of spraying Naled—an _ insecticide—was 
raised. The CDC (Centers for Disease Control 
and Prevention) sent a shipment to the Is- 
land in anticipation of the Island requesting 
help, but the backlash in local media ranged 
from basic environmental concerns all the 
way up to elaborate conspiracy theories that 
a fictitious colonial genocide of the Puerto 
Rican people was at hand. 

In reality, CDC Director Dr. Tom Frieden 
has personally assured me that Naled is a 
pesticide used widely for a long time—in- 
cluding in Miami and other U.S. cities—with 
very few consequences for people. The con- 
sequences for the environment and other in- 
sects—including bees—can be minimized 
through sensible application of Naled. But, 
in this era of deep distrust, none of the facts 
are reassuring to Puerto Ricans. The Naled 
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shipment, if it is still in Puerto Rico, re- 
mains unused. Due to years of random un- 
checked chemical pesticide use by private 
providers, mosquitos in Puerto Rico are 
highly resistant to common chemical strate- 
gies. Naled was one of the only effective op- 
tions currently available. Mosquitos breed 
quickly, bite quietly and thrive in urban and 
rural areas—sometimes hitting four or five 
people in a single meal—so the spread of the 
disease in Puerto Rico is happening astonish- 
ingly quickly. 

Part of the problem can be addressed if the 
CDC and Puerto Rico work together to build 
on the success they have had in addressing 
the Dengue Fever virus, another mosquito- 
borne disease that—like Chikungunya—has 
hit Puerto Rico hard. The CDC scientists 
have provided research and resources to com- 
bat Dengue for over 35 years. 

An important first step would be for Puer- 
to Rico to create an integrated, comprehen- 
sive mosquito control center, but given the 
financial crisis in Puerto Rico, this will only 
happen if the federal government funds it 
and the Puerto Rican people accept it. A 
group of international and local technical 
experts in vector control management met 
in San Juan in May of 2016 and came to this 
same conclusion. The potential to control 
and eliminate the Zika-carrying mosquito 
from Puerto Rico is possible with a well- 
funded mosquito control center that imple- 
ments an integrated comprehensive vector 
management approach using safe, effective 
and innovative strategies. Miami and every 
major U.S. jurisdiction has a vector control 
unit and Miami’s sprang into action to ad- 
dress the outbreak there, including spraying 
with Naled. Such a unit provides the infra- 
structure and expertise to address an out- 
break like Zika, manage its spread, and is 
constantly working to provide protection 
from mosquitoes that cause diseases like 
Dengue and Chikungunya, which are en- 
demic in Puerto Rico. 

The Environmental Protection Agency 
(EPA) could help by addressing the crisis of 
more than two dozen toxic municipal land- 
fills that seem to be flying under EPA’s 
radar. These are breeding grounds for mos- 
quitos and the Island’s government needs 
help to address these hazards, as I and others 
have noted to EPA Administrator Gina 
McCarthy. 

This must be combined with an investment 
to address the immediate needs of those in- 
fected and to help women avoid or delay 
pregnancy. Access to modern, effective, re- 
versible birth control has been late in com- 
ing to the public health system in Puerto 
Rico, but access is growing. Women’s repro- 
ductive health is a critical need, but for Re- 
publicans in Congress, contraception and 
women’s health care are lightning rods that 
tend to induce divisiveness or paralysis or 
both. 

The most important thing Congress can do 
is stop squabbling and fund the President’s 
request for a national strategy to fight Zika, 
which would include funding to help Puerto 
Rico address the 17 disease at ground zero. 
Doing nothing is what this Congress is good 
at, but there comes a time when Republican 
leaders need to put their country before 
their party—even in an election year—and 
let the resources and experts of the federal 
government fight this disease. 

Let us prevent as best we can an outbreak 
that will be tremendously costly in lives and 
hardship in the decades to come. Congress 
must act now. The CDC must be allowed to 
act now. The next generation, the future of 
Puerto Rico, is likely to be born with re- 
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duced brain capacity, birth defects and a 
range of developmental disabilities. Let’s 
face it, in the arena of evolution—the mos- 
quitos are winning. Puerto Rico—and Puerto 
Ricans—must understand how serious this 
really is and address it aggressively with all 
tools at their disposal, including help from 
the federal government. We need to act in 
concert for the good of Puerto Rico and the 
United States. 


EE 
MENTAL HEALTH CRISIS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. MURPHY) for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, over the weekend, The Denver 
Post Editorial Board published a piece 
supporting the Helping Families in 
Mental Health Crisis Act, H.R. 2646. 
Their endorsement joins 72 other pa- 
pers, including The Wall Street Jour- 
nal, The Washington Post, and the Na- 
tional Review. 

I thank my colleagues from Colorado, 
Representative MIKE COFFMAN and 
SCOTT TIPTON, who were both cospon- 
sors of H.R. 2646. Their State, unfortu- 
nately, is all too familiar with the re- 
alities of mental illness and the trage- 
dies that come along when there is no 
treatment for those who suffer from it. 

In Colorado, every 8 hours, one per- 
son dies by suicide. Their suicide rate 
is one of the highest in the country. 
Sadly, Colorado has also witnessed 
more mentally troubled mass killers 
than most, including James Holmes, 
who, in 2012, took 12 innocent lives at a 
movie theater in Aurora; and Eric Har- 
ris and Dylan Klebold, who murdered 12 
of their fellow students, one teacher, 
and went on to take their own lives at 
Columbine High School in 1999. 

Mental health and the tragedies that 
occur before treatment are not re- 
stricted to one State, however. The 
Denver Post recognizes this when they 
report that ‘‘more than 11 million 
adults suffer from a mental illness, and 
almost half of them do not seek treat- 
ment or cannot find it.” 

Mr. Speaker, since the facts make it 
clear that major mental health reform 
is needed for our entire Nation, reform 
must be a priority for all elected Mem- 
bers of Congress on both sides of the 
Capitol, for we represent the entire Na- 
tion. 

The House heard the American peo- 
ple when we passed H.R. 2646 in July 
with overwhelming, near unanimous 
bipartisan support. If the Senate won’t 
listen to the House, or me, maybe they 
should listen to The Denver Post Edi- 
torial Board. They write: 

“One of the best attempts to improve 
America’s mental health crisis in dec- 
ades will stall if the U.S. Senate does 
not get its act together before it goes 
on another month-long break. Freshly 
back from vacation, senators should 
pass . Helping Families in Mental 
Health Crisis Act the bill sailed 
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through the House with overwhelming 
bipartisan support .. . its prospects in 
the Senate are murky . . . Congress is 
tantalizingly close to accomplishing 
something that will address the na- 
tion’s deplorable treatment of the men- 
tally ill. It should not fall victim to 
the hyperpartisan gun debate.”’ 

Mr. Speaker, if the Senate won’t lis- 
ten to The Denver Post, The Wall 
Street Journal, or The Washington 
Post, will they listen to the voice of 
the American people? 

We have the daily addition of 118 
lives lost to suicide. Since September 
1, it has been 1,400. Since the House 
passed the bill, over 8,000 people have 
died of suicide. There is also the daily 
addition of 959 families who join thou- 
sands mourning individuals with men- 
tal illness who have lost their life in 
one form or another. Since we passed 
the bill, the total lives lost is 65,212. 

More lives will be lost if we do not fix 
this broken mental health system that 
is so desperately in need of repair. It is 
time that the Senate listen to the 
voices of the millions who are crying 
out for help. And for today’s new total 
of 959 more lives, tomorrow is too late. 

Millions of Americans are pleading 
with the Senate: do not go home at the 
end of this month without passing a 
bill that the House can also pass and 
get signed into law. The Helping Fami- 
lies in Mental Health Crisis Act is just 
that law. We need the Senate to vote 
this week, not another day. Where 
there is help, there is hope. 


ee 


NATIONAL LANDS AND 
MONUMENTS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. O’ROURKE) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. O’ROURKE. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to discuss our national lands and 
monuments and explore both our ac- 
complishments and some of our future 
opportunities. 

As you know, the Antiquities Act 
was passed 110 years ago. Ten years 
later, in 1916, the National Park Sys- 
tem was created. And since then, there 
have been 151 national monuments cre- 
ated, 84 of them by Republican Presi- 
dents—the majority of those by Repub- 
lican Presidents—showing that this act 
and its impact is truly bipartisan and 
American in every sense. 

I would also like to call your atten- 
tion to the accomplishments of our 
current President, Barack Obama, 
whom historian Douglas Brinkley calls 
a Theodore Roosevelt for the 21st cen- 
tury, owing to his commitment to pre- 
serving our national heritage, pro- 
tecting our public places, and ensuring 
that, whether it is of importance be- 
cause of its value for wilderness, cul- 
tural, or historical impact, we are en- 
suring all Americans have a chance to 
enjoy and appreciate our heritage. 

I also rise today, Mr. Speaker, to sug- 
gest a way that the President can con- 
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tinue this legacy and set the stage for 
the next 100 years. 

Castner Range, pictured behind me, 
in El Paso, Texas, is 7,000 acres in the 
heart of the Chihuahuan Desert rising 
into Rocky Mountain peaks that start 
at the southern end of that national 
mountain chain and has rare plant and 
animal species that distinguish it as a 
place worthy of preservation. 

Ending in 1966, Castner Range was 
used as a bombing range, but in the 50 
years since then, it has been preserved 
in its natural state. This is an incred- 
ible opportunity to ensure that we pass 
on Castner Range and all that it means 
to us as a country to not just this gen- 
eration, but the generations that fol- 
low. 

Castner Range, beyond the rare plant 
and animal species, has 10,000 years of 
recorded human history. There are 
petroglyphs dating back to 8,000 years 
ago, literally showing the impressions 
that this land made on the first Ameri- 
cans who were neither U.S. citizens, 
Mexican citizens, or really had any 
citizenship at all. That is particularly 
poignant, given the fact that Castner 
Range is part of the world’s largest bi- 
national community. 

El Paso, with its sister city, Ciudad 
Juarez in southern New Mexico, join 3 
million people of two countries, two 
cultures, two traditions, two languages 
and become one at this point. Further- 
more, El Paso, Texas, is 85 percent 
Mexican American and happens to be 
one of the poorest communities in our 
country. 

This is a chance for this President to 
open up public lands to ensure that we 
have access and participation by every- 
one in this country and to ensure that 
our national monument visitors reflect 
the communities and the growing, 
changing demographics in this coun- 
try. 

I also think that it is important to 
know that this community is unified in 
ensuring that we protect, preserve, and 
pass on Castner Range to future gen- 
erations. Twenty-seven thousand El 
Pasoans have signed letters to the 
President. Despite its relative poverty, 
$1.5 million has been raised by indi- 
vidual donors to complement whatever 
Federal investment is necessary. The 
largest school district has made a com- 
mitment to ensure that every fourth 
grader has access to Castner Range, 
should it be preserved, that it is part of 
their curriculum, and that they travel 
to Castner Range to explore and appre- 
ciate its wonder. 

Lastly, Mr. Speaker, here are some 
larger themes that the preservation of 
Castner Range could tie into. It is a 
cold war relic. It is also a former artil- 
lery site. Following the President’s re- 
cent travel to Laos, which saw more 
armaments rain down on it than any 
other part of the world, we have a 
chance to develop the model of how to 
turn former conflict sites into places of 
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public use, into examples of peace, and 
into standards for preservation. That 
could happen in the United States, 
where we can set the world standard, 
and it can happen here at Castner 
Range. 

There are a few national monument 
ideas that I think make a lot of sense. 
There is the expansion of the Grand 
Canyon, Bears Ears, and Gold Butte. 
And then there is Castner Range. I 
think the President’s attention to 
these areas and the ability to offer ac- 
cess to more Americans to ensure ev- 
eryone has a chance to access our na- 
tional parks and national monuments 
and to set the standard for preserva- 
tion and the future of American cities 
is too good of an opportunity for this 
President to pass up. 


EE 


AMERICA’S FINANCIAL OUTLOOK 
WORSENS WITH FY 2017 CR 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Alabama (Mr. BROOKS) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BROOKS of Alabama. Mr. Speak- 
er, I have given numerous House floor 
speeches warning of a looming and de- 
bilitating American insolvency and 
bankruptcy. 

In order to drive home the dangers, I 
have cited Greece, where young adult 
unemployment nears 50 percent, over- 
all unemployment approximates the 
worst America suffered during the 
Great Depression, and public pensions 
have been slashed by almost 50 percent. 

I have cited Venezuela, where infla- 
tion last year was 275 percent, is esti- 
mated at 720 percent this year, and 
deadly street and food riots are com- 
mon. 

I have cited Puerto Rico’s default on 
$70 billion in debt, credit rating cut to 
“junk bond status,” abysmal labor par- 
ticipation rate of less than 40 percent, 
and closure of over 100 schools. 

While House Republicans can boast 
that they helped cut the $1.3 trillion 
deficit that we inherited in 2011 to $439 
billion in 2015, that boast now rings 
hollow. According to the nonpartisan 
Congressional Budget Office, the fiscal 
year 2016 deficit is ballooning by $151 
billion, to $590 billion. 

Absent correction, the CBO warns 
that in 2024, America will embark on 
an unending string of trillion-dollar-a- 
year deficits. Absent correction, the 
CBO warns that America’s debt service 
cost will increase within a decade by 
$464 billion per year, to roughly $712 
billion per year—more than what 
America spends on national defense. 
Which begs the question: Where will 
the money for a $720 billion a year an- 
nual debt service payment come from? 

Mr. Speaker, America’s financially 
irresponsible conduct has caused both 
America’s Comptroller General and the 
Congressional Budget Office to repeat- 
edly warn in writing that America’s fi- 
nancial path is ‘‘unsustainable.” I 


September 13, 2016 


agree with the Comptroller General 
and CBO warnings and I am convinced 
that, absent major changes in the eco- 
nomic understanding and backbone of 
Washington’s elected officials, a debili- 
tating American insolvency and bank- 
ruptcy is a certainty within three dec- 
ades, a probability within two decades, 
and a dangerous risk over the next 10 
years. 

All of this brings us to the con- 
tinuing resolution spending bill that 
Congress will soon vote on. According 
to the CBO, this continuing resolution 
spending bill, plus so-called mandatory 
spending, increased Federal Govern- 
ment spending by $150 billion and blows 
fiscal year 2017 Federal Government 
spending through the $4 trillion mark— 
a new record high amount of spending. 

This CR spending bill ignores eco- 
nomic reality and fails to prudently re- 
strain Federal Government spending to 
reflect America’s tax revenue. This CR 
spending bill reflects Washington and 
special interest group greed and short- 
sightedness and continues the worst 
generational theft in American history 
by again breaking into our kids’ piggy 
banks and stealing money we don’t 
have and will never pay back, callously 
letting our children suffer the con- 
sequences. 
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Mr. Speaker, economic principles 
don’t care if you are a family, a busi- 
ness, or a country. If you borrow more 
money than you can pay back, you go 
bankrupt. Americans are rightfully 
angry at Washington elected officials 
who are all too willing to sacrifice 
America’s future for today’s special in- 
terest campaign contributions. 

Mr. Speaker, I can’t speak for anyone 
else, but as for me, MO BROOKS, from 
Alabama’s Fifth Congressional Dis- 
trict, I vote for financial responsibility 
and prosperity and against a debili- 
tating American bankruptcy, insol- 
vency, and resulting economic depres- 
sion. 

As such, and although this con- 
tinuing resolution admittedly spends 
money on lots of good things, I will 
vote against it because it is financially 
irresponsible. I will not vote for a de- 
bilitating insolvency and bankruptcy 
of America that will damage so many 
Americans for so many years to come. 
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FUND THE ZIKA PUBLIC HEALTH 
CRISIS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Florida (Ms. WILSON) for 5 minutes. 

Ms. WILSON of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
today, at 12:30 p.m., I will be convening 
an emergency press conference from 
the U.S. Capitol on Zika. This is a bi- 
partisan press conference of Floridians, 
Democrats, and Republicans who are 
concerned about their State. Please 
join us. 
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We will send out a clarion call to our 
fellow Members of Congress to help 
Floridians by passing a clean Zika 
bill—no riders, no poison pills, just a 
clean Zika bill. Our Governor, Gov- 
ernor Scott, will visit Congress tomor- 
row, and I hope he will urge Congress 
to act. 

Life is too precious, and we should 
not be playing political football with 
unborn children and whatever else 
science will reveal to us about Zika. 
There is so much yet to be discovered, 
but we do know this: we are gambling 
with the developing brain of an unborn 
fetus. 

Florida’s 24th Congressional District, 
which I proudly represent, is the epi- 
center of the Zika epidemic in Amer- 
ica. The district’s small boutique com- 
munity was where they discovered the 
first local mosquito-borne trans- 
mission. 

A travel advisory has been put in 
place to warn pregnant women against 
coming to this American neighborhood. 
This is the first time in a long time 
that an American city has received a 
travel advisory. It is hurting busi- 
nesses. It has a huge economic impact 
that is devastating to this robust busi- 
ness district in Miami. Tourism is 
down, restaurants are on the verge of 
closing, and the crowded tourist at- 
tractions are literally abandoned. 

This public health crisis has grown so 
serious that one of Florida’s major 
newspapers, the Miami Herald, has cre- 
ated a daily tracker to monitor the 
virus’ spread across our State. I spent 
most of our 7-week recess working to 
educate residents in my district about 
how to protect themselves against this 
terrible and rapidly spreading virus. 
Whip HOYER joined me on an occasion. 

So Miami is the epicenter. It has 
evolved into an open laboratory where 
the CDC is working closely with local 
health officials and county officials. 
For weeks, a CDC response team has 
been on the ground in Miami working 
to control, contain, and defeat the 
virus and to educate the community on 
mosquito control. 

The CDC is literally using Miami to 
teach the Nation how to cope with the 
Zika virus. They have said to me: We 
have to use every tool in the toolbox, 
and that requires adequate funding. 
They have said: We cannot lose this 
battle; it is too dangerous. Deter- 
mining what works and what doesn’t 
work requires adequate funding. 

It is sexually transmitted, but how 
long does the virus live in semen? How 
long does the virus live in the blood? 
Should we stop blood donations in af- 
fected areas? 

The Zika virus has been found in 
tears and saliva. Research shows that 
it causes blindness and brain disorders 
and could cause Alzheimer’s in adults. 
So many questions. So many questions. 

We cannot afford to delay much- 
needed scientific research, but that re- 
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quires adequate funding. We need re- 
sources to help develop a vaccine, to 
develop medications to stymie the 
virus. We need resources to find out 
how long it takes for a pregnant 
woman to get results from her Zika 
test. They need to determine how long 
the Zika virus lives in the body. 

The fever, the chills we can deal 
with, but we can’t gamble with the de- 
veloping brain of an unborn fetus. The 
bottom line is: the threat of Zika is 
grave to pregnant women. 

There are so many unanswered ques- 
tions, and it requires funding. We need 
a clean Zika bill—no poison pills, no 
riders, just a bill addressing the Zika 
virus. 

Many people who live in Florida are 
living in fear because there is so much 
more to be learned about the virus. It 
is my State now, my beautiful State of 
Florida. There are 27 of us serving in 
the House. Many of us have taken 
votes to help you when your State 
needed help. I ask you today, my col- 
leagues, to help my State, my district. 

And please note, this epidemic has al- 
ready begun to start in other States. 
We cannot pretend it does not exist. 
Please bring a clean bill to the floor. 

The people of America are depending 
on each of us. The unborn children of 
America are depending on each of us. 
Let’s put our children’s future first. 
Mosquitoes carrying Zika must be 
dealt with now, and that requires the 
political will to do the right thing. 


EE 


NOMINATIONS FOR U.S. SERVICE 
ACADEMIES 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
West Virginia (Mr. MOONEY) for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. MOONEY of West Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, one of the most meaningful 
things a Member of Congress does is 
nominate some of the best and bright- 
est students from our congressional 
district to serve our Nation’s service 
academies. 

U.S. service academy graduates re- 
ceive a first-rate undergraduate edu- 
cation with options to pursue advanced 
degrees. They spend a minimum of 5 
years serving their country on Active 
Duty as a military officer and are pro- 
vided with an education and experience 
that will provide a world of career op- 
portunities. 

The full 4-year scholarship is valued 
at more than $350,000, which includes 
tuition, room and board, medical and 
dental care, and also a monthly salary. 
Students learn discipline, moral ethics, 
and teamwork in a structured environ- 
ment that fosters leadership and char- 
acter development. 

Last year, I had the privilege of 
nominating 20 high school seniors for 
admission to one or more academies. 
Half of the young men and women that 
I nominated received admission to at 
least one service academy. 
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Calling each nominee in my district, 
as I am doing here, to tell them that 
they have been selected to these pres- 
tigious institutions was one of the 
most special moments of my freshman 
year in Congress. I hope to make many 
more phone calls this year. This is a 
picture of me calling Drew Polczynski 
last year to tell him he had been ac- 
cepted to West Point. 

If you are highly motivated, looking 
for a challenge in your life, and want 
to serve your country, I hope you will 
consider attending a U.S. Service Acad- 
emy. 

I will be hosing information sessions 
throughout my district this year. 
These sessions are a great opportunity 
for students to explore the possibility 
of attending one of several prominent 
academic institutions and meet with 
admissions representatives. I hope stu- 
dents and their family will attend 
these events throughout the Second 
Congressional District. 

If you are interested in a congres- 
sional nomination, please contact my 
office in Charleston at (304) 925-5964, or 
my office in Martinsburg at (304) 264- 
8810, and ask for the individual who 
oversees academy applications. 

HUMANITARIAN CRISIS IN SYRIA 


Mr. MOONEY of West Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, this past weekend I met with 
members of the Syrian community in 
Charleston, West Virginia, to discuss 
ways that the Federal Government can 
help the ongoing humanitarian crisis 
in Syria. This is us meeting. 

In particular, we discussed H.R. 5732, 
the Caesar Syria Civilian Protection 
Act of 2016. The bill would hold Syrian 
human rights abusers accountable for 
their crimes. The bill would impose 
sanctions on individuals who do busi- 
ness with dictator al-Assad’s brutal re- 
gime and would require the President 
to publish a list of people who are 
complicit in the grave human rights 
violations that have occurred and con- 
tinue to unfold in Syria. 

Despite promises and agreements to 
the contrary, chemical weapons are 
still being used regularly by the Assad 
regime in Syria. We cannot look the 
other way while innocent children are 
murdered. 

I am a proud cosponsor of this crit- 
ical bill, and I thank my colleagues, 
Congressman ELIOT ENGEL and Chair- 
man ED ROYCE, for introducing it. I en- 
courage the leadership here in the 
House to bring the bill to the floor for 
a vote immediately. 

The innocent Syrian people have suf- 
fered enough. The current civil war has 
resulted in 4 million refugees and near- 
ly 500,000 killed. 

My mother fled Fidel Castro’s Com- 
munist Cuba after being unjustly 
thrown in jail by Fidel Castro’s tyran- 
nical Communist regime. We must pro- 
tect persecuted individuals who have 
no one to stand up for them. 
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ENSURING SAFETY, QUALITY, AND 
RELIABILITY FOR OUR VET- 
ERANS WITH PHYSICAL DISABIL- 
ITIES 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. COSTELLO) for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today in support of H.R. 
3471, the Veterans Mobility Safety Act, 
a bill I am proud to cosponsor. This 
legislation would set minimum stand- 
ards for any individual or company in- 
stalling or selling mobility products to 
veterans through a Department of Vet- 
erans Affairs equipment program. 

These products are used by disabled 
veterans to increase their mobility and 
their overall quality of life, but the VA 
does not currently require vendors who 
make or repair the products to meet a 
certain level of certification. Stand- 
ards in this legislation would help 
guarantee safety, quality, and reli- 
ability. 

It is critical that our veterans who 
have given so much for our country 
have the best available equipment to 
accommodate any physical disability. I 
urge my colleagues to support this bill. 
SUPPLYING STUDENTS WITH SKILLS BUSINESSES 

NEED 

Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today in support of H.R. 
5587, the Strengthening Career and 
Technical Education for the 21st Cen- 
tury Act, a bill I am proud to cospon- 
sor; and I wish to recognize my col- 
league from Pennsylvania, G.T. 
Thompson, for his work on that bill. 

This bipartisan legislation would pro- 
vide State and local educators with 
greater control and flexibility with re- 
spect to career and technical education 
programs; and it takes an important 
step in closing the skills gap faced by 
American employers and manufactur- 
ers. 

In order to succeed in the modern 
workforce, students need to emerge 
with the skills that State and local 
businesses need. The Strengthening Ca- 
reer and Technical Education for the 
21st Century Act does just that, en- 
couraging greater student involvement 
in work-based learning and, in the 
classroom, emphasizing the develop- 
ment of employability skills and the 
importance of attaining credentials. 

As co-chair of the 21st Century Skills 
Caucus, I have been working on legisla- 
tion with similar goals, and I am very 
proud to see provisions I have advo- 
cated for included in this bill. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
bill. 

HALTING TAX INCREASES 

Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today in support of H.R. 
3590, the Halt Tax Increases on the 
Middle Class and Seniors Act. This leg- 
islation would put taxpayers’ hard- 
earned dollars back into their own 
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pockets. It would lower the required 
percentage of income that must be 
spent to qualify for a tax deduction for 
medical costs. 

Americans should be able to deduct 
high-cost medical expenses, and this 
legislation would reduce the required 
percentage from 10 percent to 7.5 per- 
cent of adjusted gross income. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
bill to provide middle class families 
and seniors with deserved tax relief, as 
they have already had to spend a sig- 
nificant amount of their income on 
these expenses. 
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RICHLAND BOROUGH CELEBRATES 100 YEARS 

Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to congratulate 
Richland Borough, Lebanon County, of 
my district, on 110 years of incorpora- 
tion. 

On September 17, 1906, Richland be- 
came its own municipality, breaking 
from Millcreek Township, gaining its 
name from the fertile soil in the area. 

Richland is home to the inventor of 
the air pump used by Henry Ford on 
the Model T and will celebrate this and 
the rest of its impressive history this 
weekend. 

I wish to also recognize the Lebanon 
Daily News for a great article on the 
history of Richland Borough. Gary 
Althaus of the Richland Heritage Soci- 
ety and many others have been orga- 
nizing a series of events that will take 
place this upcoming Saturday. 

A little bit more brief history: Au- 
gust 9, 1906, the citizens of Richland 
held a public meeting on the subject of 
the advantages of a borough. On Au- 
gust 12, the plan was put in circulation, 
and by 11 p.m., it had 50 signatures. 
Then on August 16, 1906, Mr. Holstein 
took the petition to the county court- 
house and presented it before the 
court, and on September 17, the pre- 
siding judge granted the charter. On 
February 25, 1907, the first Richland 
Borough Council meeting was orga- 
nized at the Union House, which then 
became the place of many meetings, in- 
cluding borough council meetings 
thereafter. 

Congratulations to Richland Borough 
and all its residents. I am very proud 
to represent you in the United States 
Congress. 


EE 


CONGRATULATING DR. BILL 
HOGARTH 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. JOLLY) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. JOLLY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to congratulate Dr. Bill Hogarth, a 
former director of our Nation’s Na- 
tional Marine Fisheries Services. Dr. 
Hogarth recently retired as director of 
the Florida Institute of Oceanography 
based at the University of South Flor- 
ida in St. Petersburg. Not only do I 
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recognize Dr. Hogarth on his retire- 
ment, but also on two honors that he 
recently received. 

First, the American Fisheries Soci- 
ety last month honored Dean Ho- 
garth—as he is known to so many— 
with the Carl R. Sullivan Fishery Con- 
servation Award, one of our Nation’s 
premier awards in fisheries sciences. 
The award recognizes Dean Hogarth’s 
long career and leadership in pre- 
serving some of the world’s most 
threatened marine species. It recog- 
nizes his passionate advocacy for envi- 
ronmental protections and his role in 
leading Florida’s scientific response to 
the Deepwater Horizon oil spill in 2010. 

The second honor for Dean Hogarth 
in early September was bestowed upon 
him by the University of South Flor- 
ida’s Board of Trustees when it voted 
to name its newest research vessel in 
his namesake to recognize Dean 
Hogarth’s passionate pursuit of funding 
for a new boat to replace the university 
system’s more than 40-year-old re- 
search vessel. 

For those of my colleagues who have 
had the opportunity to work with and 
meet Dean Hogarth over his long ca- 
reer, you know of his humble nature, 
his laugh, and, most notably, his deep 
southern drawl. You also know of his 
spirited passion for all issues related to 
fisheries and the oceans. 

Dean Hogarth’s first job was as a bi- 
ologist and manager of ecological pro- 
grams for Carolina Power & Light, and 
he later served as director of the North 
Carolina Division of Marine Fisheries. 

His national and international stat- 
ure grew in 1994, when he joined the 
National Marine Fisheries Service 
where he rose from a regional leader to 
be appointed by President George W. 
Bush to serve as the agency’s director 
from 2001 to 2007. Recognizing his lead- 
ership on national and international 
fisheries issues at a most critical junc- 
ture for the commercial and rec- 
reational fishing industries, President 
Bush appointed Dean Hogarth to rep- 
resent our Nation as U.S. Commis- 
sioner and Chairman of both the Inter- 
national Whaling Commission and the 
International Commission for Con- 
servation of the Atlantic. 

During his tenure as director of 
NMFS, Dr. Hogarth worked with this 
Congress to update Federal fisheries 
laws to rebuild U.S. fisheries and set 
the recreational and commercial fish- 
ing industries on a new and sustainable 
course. In 2007, Dr. Hogarth retired 
from Federal service and joined the 
University of South Florida as interim 
dean, and then dean of the College of 
Marine Science in St. Petersburg. 

Recognizing his leadership skills, Dr. 
Hogarth was then appointed in January 
2011 as director of the Florida Institute 
of Oceanography, a consortium of more 
than 30 scientific and educational insti- 
tutions across Florida. The USF presi- 
dent then called upon Dean Hogarth’s 
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leadership skills once again and asked 
him to assume a dual role, adding to 
his responsibilities the job of regional 
chancellor of USF-St. Petersburg from 
August 2012 to June 2013. 

USF and the Florida Institute of 
Oceanography made national and inter- 
national headlines following the 2010 
explosion of the Deepwater Horizon oil 
rig. Dr. Hogarth led a scientific re- 
sponse that focused on the immediate 
aftermath of the spill, including the 
path of the oil plume both above the 
water and in the Gulf’s deepest reaches 
and currents. It focused also on the im- 
pact of the spill on fisheries and other 
wildlife and the response of the re- 
search community in the five-State re- 
gion to address short- and long-term 
environmental concerns. 

One of his final acts as director of the 
Institute of Oceanography before his 
official retirement on July 31 was to 
work with the Florida State legisla- 
ture, our Governor, the university, and 
the city of St. Petersburg to secure 
funding to replace the 40-year-old Re- 
search Vessel Bellows. This ship, man- 
aged by the Institute of Oceanography, 
is a great resource to faculty and stu- 
dents alike, giving them invaluable as- 
sets to the Gulf of Mexico and other re- 
search waterways in pursuit of their 
studies. The new ship will now be 
named rightfully the RV William T. Ho- 
garth and will continue to provide a 
path to sea for thousands of Florida 
students and educators. 

Dean Hogarth will always be known 
to me as an educator. It is personal to 
me because he serves as a Key advisory 
on fisheries issues that are so critical 
to our State and to our community. I 
will always call him Dean, as will so 
many others, and we look forward to 
his continued counsel in retirement. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope that my col- 
leagues will join me in thanking a 
most special person who has dedicated 
much of his career to one of the great 
interests of our Nation: our fisheries, 
our marine sciences, and our oceans. 
Dr. Hogarth is a national champion of 
our Nation’s critical assets, our oceans. 
It is an honor for me to recognize him 
today, and I ask my colleagues to do 
the same. We wish him very well in re- 
tirement and we thank him for his 
service. 


EE 
HURRICANE IKE ANNIVERSARY 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. WEBER) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. WEBER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
today marks 8 years since Hurricane 
Ike made landfall over Galveston, 
Texas. This Category 4 storm ripped 
through communities in the city of 
Galveston and Galveston County, mak- 
ing its way inland through the Houston 
region. The storm caused over 100 fa- 
talities, washed away homes, flooded 
communities, and shut down much of 
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the region’s energy production. In 
total, this hurricane cost $37.5 billion 
nationwide, making it the third cost- 
liest hurricane in United States his- 
tory. Even though Hurricane Ike 
caused extensive damage, we know it 
could have been much worse. 

The effects of another major hurri- 
cane on the Houston region and our Na- 
tion would absolutely be devastating. 
Over 6 million people call this area 
home, and many of them work in crit- 
ical economic sectors like health care 
and energy refining. The impact would 
be felt in every congressional district 
across the country. For example, ac- 
cording to reports published imme- 
diately after Hurricane Ike made land- 
fall, gas prices spiked between 30 and 60 
cents per gallon across many States 
due to the disruption in energy produc- 
tion in the Houston region. 

We do not know, Mr. Speaker, when 
the next big storm will hit our shores, 
which is why it is of paramount impor- 
tance for Congress, the Federal Gov- 
ernment, and our State to prioritize 
funding for coastal protection along 
the Texas coast. Progress on a com- 
prehensive Federal evaluation of our 
coastal vulnerabilities is long overdue. 
I am grateful, Mr. Speaker, that the 
Texas General Land Office and the 
Army Corps of Engineers are moving 
forward in partnership on the Coastal 
Texas Protection and Restoration 
Study. Once completed, this study will 
make the case for coastal infrastruc- 
ture projects that would qualify for 
Federal dollars and would protect our 
vulnerable coastal communities, our 
energy infrastructure, maritime indus- 
tries, and, most importantly, major 
population centers. 

I am doing everything I can, Mr. 
Speaker, to make sure a Federal study 
of our coast is completed expedi- 
tiously. Along with Senator CORNYN, I 
have introduced the COAST Act, which 
is actually the Corps’ Obligation to As- 
sist in Safeguarding Texas Act. If en- 
acted, this legislation would require 
the Army Corps to take into consider- 
ation existing studies and data already 
available to help expedite the Federal 
Government’s work. This legislation 
would also immediately authorize any 
projects should they be justified. 

Mr. Speaker, I will continue to work 
with all relevant Federal, State, and 
local leaders to expedite Federal work 
to protect the Texas Gulf Coast from 
dangerous storms. This is a critical 
Federal interest and should be a na- 
tional priority. 

Mr. Speaker, you know that is right. 


EE 
COMBATING DRUG EPIDEMIC 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. THOMPSON) for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, earlier this summer, I 
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was proud to vote in favor of a package 
of bills intended to crack down on the 
epidemic of heroin use and opioid abuse 
across our Nation. I was even happier 
to see that legislation pass the House 
and Senate with broad bipartisan sup- 
port before being signed into law by 
the President. 

The Comprehensive Addiction and 
Recovery Act will help make grant 
funding available to State and local 
governments, create a task force to re- 
view physician prescribing guidelines 
and make sure babies born opioid-de- 
pendent receive quality care. 

While this is a step in the right direc- 
tion, I continue to be impressed by the 
efforts of community members in my 
district to help turn the tide against 
this epidemic. 

Townhall meetings have been held 
across Pennsylvania’s Fifth Congres- 
sional District in places such as Brad- 
ford, McKean County; and Ridgway, 
Elk County. Another meeting is 
planned for this evening in Centre 
County. These meetings, along with 
hearings held across the State by the 
Pennsylvania House Majority Policy 
Committee, are great steps in the bat- 
tle against drugs and saving lives. 

PROVIDING OPPORTUNITIES 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, later today on this House 
floor, we will be considering what I 
would very accurately describe as an 
opportunity bill. 

We hear the media talk about how in 
the middle of this campaign election 
season that Congress really is not pro- 
ductive. I would argue to the contrary, 
and I point to this bill. It is a bill Iam 
very proud of. 

Mr. Speaker, we all know individuals 
in our communities, perhaps in our 
own families, who are in need of oppor- 
tunity. We probably know young peo- 
ple who, as they go off this time of 
year to school, are not inspired. Maybe 
their heads are on their desk. They 
don’t learn in the typical fashion that 
traditional education teaches of lec- 
ture and classrooms, but if you put 
them in an environment where they 
can use their hands and do applied aca- 
demics—career and technical education 
training—they are inspired, they look 
forward to getting out of bed in the 
morning, and they excel. 

We probably all know people—per- 
haps we are related to folks—who find 
themselves this morning stuck in un- 
employment. As we gathered around 
the breakfast table, they were gathered 
around the breakfast table just trying 
to figure out how to make ends meet 
since they have lost their job for what- 
ever reasons, probably no fault of their 
own, and they need a strategy to be 
able to get back on their feet. They 
need a strategy to be able to provide 
for their families. A greater oppor- 
tunity is what they are seeking. 

We probably know folks as well—cer- 
tainly people who we serve and people 
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in our communities—who have been 
stuck in the web of poverty for genera- 
tions, intergenerational poverty, with 
no exit ramp and with no exit strategy. 

This opportunity bill today is one 
that I encourage all of my colleagues 
to support. The culture today has so 
much emphasis on the theory that peo- 
ple need a 4-year degree to be success- 
ful in this country. However, we have a 
huge gap of technical and vocational 
jobs that are good-paying jobs and fam- 
ily-sustaining jobs that aren’t being 
filled. Job creators cannot find individ- 
uals who are qualified and trained to be 
able to fill those positions. I call that 
the skills gap. Today we can take a tre- 
mendous step in closing the skills gap. 

I have introduced a bill that will be 
considered on the floor today, the 
Strengthening Career and Technical 
Education for the 21st Century Act, 
which, incidentally, is scheduled later 
today for a vote. This legislation reau- 
thorizes and modernizes—more impor- 
tantly, modernizes—the Carl D. Per- 
kins Career and Technical Education 
Act to help more Americans enter the 
workforce with the skills necessary to 
compete and succeed in high-wage, 
high-demand careers. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a good bill. It 
starts career awareness earlier recog- 
nizing that kids have access to tech- 
nology and will begin to provide career 
and technical education awareness in 
the lower middle schools. It brings 
business and industry to the table so 
when we invest and do offer career and 
technical education training, it leads 
to a job at the end of the day, whether 
it is a result of a certificate earned, a 
credential that is provided, or training 
that is completed, and it serves indi- 
viduals of all ages. 

So I just ask and encourage my col- 
leagues to join me in supporting the 
Strengthening Career and Technical 
Education for the 21st Century Act on 
this House floor later today. 

— 
RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until noon 
today. 

Accordingly (at 11 a.m.), the House 
stood in recess. 


EE 
1200 
AFTER RECESS 


The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker at 
noon. 


EE 


PRAYER 


Reverend Wayne Lomax, The Foun- 
tain of New Life, Miami Gardens, Flor- 
ida, offered the following prayer: 

God, we thank You for the men and 
women who serve as Members of the 
United States Congress. 
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Though we have many needs in our 
Nation—better schools, better jobs, 
safer streets, fairer laws, better health 
care, and peaceful relationships with 
our neighbors at home and our neigh- 
bors abroad—today, we pause to pray 
for each other. 

It is easy to forget that back home 
our Congressmen and -women have 
daughters who dance, sons who sing, 
mothers with mild strokes, fathers who 
slip and fall, siblings who struggle with 
addiction, and neighbors in homeless 
shelters, while our spouses and signifi- 
cant others hold down the fort. 

We acknowledge that alongside our 
hopes and dreams are our personal 
struggles and fears—even our short- 
comings and our sins. 

So, as Jesus taught us, forgive us our 
debts and give us our daily bread. 

Bless us with good sense and humble 
hearts as we serve to Your honor and 
glory. 

Amen. 


Ee 


THE JOURNAL 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam- 
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro- 
ceedings and announces to the House 
his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour- 
nal stands approved. 


EE 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman 
from Rhode Island (Mr. LANGEVIN) 
come forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. LANGEVIN led the Pledge of Al- 
legiance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


— 


WELCOMING REVEREND WAYNE 
LOMAX 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
the gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. 
WILSON) is recognized for 1 minute. 

There was no objection. 

Ms. WILSON of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
today, I rise to welcome the very gra- 
cious and accomplished Pastor Wayne 
Lomax to the House floor as our guest 
chaplain. 

Pastor Lomax is the founder and sen- 
ior pastor of the mega church, The 
Fountain of New Life, located in Miami 
Gardens, Florida. He is also a proud 
member of the 5000 Role Models of Ex- 
cellence Project, a mentoring program 
for boys of color. 

Nearly 20 years ago, in his living 
room, with just 8 people, Pastor Lomax 
founded The Fountain of Pembroke 
Pines, now The Fountain of New Life. 
Today, it is one of the largest churches 
in Florida and is an indispensable com- 
munity partner. 

The church’s humble beginnings and 
continuous growth are testaments to 
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Pastor Lomax’s unwavering leadership 
and strong faith. He is truly a man of 
all seasons—a true man of God who 
tackles issues, including hunger, pov- 
erty, and crime, in the Miami-Dade 
County community. 

Pastor Lomax also served as pastor 
of the York Street Baptist Church in 
Louisville, Kentucky, and as assistant 
pastor of the Mount Olive Baptist 
Church in Fort Lauderdale, Florida. He 
graduated from The University of 
North Carolina at Chapel Hill and The 
Southern Baptist Theological Semi- 
nary. 

He is the proud husband of his beau- 
tiful wife, Teresa. They have three 
beautiful children: Christopher, 
Marcus, and LeReine. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask everyone to join 
me in thanking Pastor Lomax for lead- 
ing today’s opening prayer and to 
thank him for his outstanding service 
to the south Florida community. 


EE 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
RIBBLE). The Chair will entertain up to 
15 further requests for 1-minute speech- 
es on each side of the aisle. 


a 


CONGRATULATIONS TO MISS 
AMERICA SAVVY SHIELDS 


(Mr. WOMACK asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. WOMACK. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize your new Miss 
America, our very own Miss Arkansas, 
Savvy Shields. 

On Sunday night, Savvy became the 
third Miss Arkansas—and the second 
from the Third District of Arkansas— 
to win this prestigious title, receiving 
a preliminary talent award as well. 

Savvy will spend her year of service 
traveling across the Nation as an advo- 
cate for not only her charitable plat- 
form of ‘‘Eat Better, Live Better,” but 
also the Children’s Miracle Network. In 
this way, Savvy will continue her work 
as an advocate for healthy eating as a 
way to dramatically change health 
outcomes in our communities. 

I speak on behalf of the Third Dis- 
trict and the State of Arkansas in con- 
gratulating Savvy on representing her 
hometown of Fayetteville, the Univer- 
sity of Arkansas, and the entire ‘‘Nat- 
ural State”? so well on the national 
stage. I would like to also congratulate 
Savvy’s parents, Todd and Karen 
Shields, on the beginning of what will 
truly be a remarkable year. 

Savvy will represent all of us with 
the grace, poise, and confidence that 
earned her this crown. Congratula- 
tions, Savvy, Miss America 2017. 


eS 


PERKINS CONSIDERATION 


(Mr. LANGEVIN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
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minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, in 
July, the Education and the Workforce 
Committee unanimously reported H.R. 
5587, Strengthening CTE—or, its full 
name, Career and Technical Edu- 
cation—for the 21st Century Act. Later 
today, the full House will consider it 
here on the floor. 

I am so proud to be an original co- 
sponsor of this bipartisan bill that re- 
authorizes important career and tech- 
nical education programs to reflect the 
demands of the modern economy. I par- 
ticularly want to salute and recognize 
my colleague and partner in this effort, 
G.T. THOMPSON from Pennsylvania, and 
also KATHERINE CLARK from Massachu- 
setts, for their efforts. This bill makes 
important investments in skills, train- 
ing, and career exploration. 

H.R. 5587 expands two of my long- 
standing priorities: the role of school 
counselors in helping students find a 
career path that best fits their skill 
and access to work-based learning to 
bridge the gap between the classroom 
and the workplace. Students will be 
able to tailor their classes to learn the 
skills that they know employers are 
looking for. It is time to close the 
skills gap and give students the tools 
to succeed. 

I want to also commend the chair- 
man and ranking member of the full 
committee and all those who had a 
hand in bringing the bill to the floor 
that we will be voting on later today. 


EEE 


THE OBAMA LEGACY: A HEROIN 
AND OPIOIDS CRISIS 


(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, The Washington Examiner 
has released the newest part of a series: 
“The Obama legacy—A raging problem 
with heroin and opioids.” 

Last year, the President announced a 
new effort to address the new public 
health crisis. This week, The Wash- 
ington Examiner revealed: 

“. . . the crisis had been building for 
five years at that point, and critics say 
Obama’s reactions were too little and 
too late. Some say his government 
even contributed to the crisis by ap- 
proving painkillers liable to abuse... . 

“Prescription painkiller and heroin 
overdose deaths have risen to all-time 
highs. From 2009-2014, the rate of over- 
dose deaths from heroin abuse in- 
creased by 240 percent... . 

“When you add painkiller overdose 
deaths to the heroin numbers, the rate 
of overall deaths increased 25 percent 
from 2009... . 

“In 2014, more than 14,000 people died 
of overdoses, the biggest total since the 
CDC began collecting data in 1999.” 

This is a failing legacy of destruction 
of families. 
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I am grateful that Congress acted to 
address the opioid crisis, passing the 
bipartisan Comprehensive Addiction 
and Recovery Act, enabling local com- 
munities to develop local solutions. 

In conclusion, God bless our troops, 
and may the President, by his actions, 
never forget September 11th in the 
global war on terrorism. 

Congratulations, Miss South Caro- 
lina, Rachel Wyatt of Clemson, first 
runner-up for Miss America. 


EE 
WE NEED ACTION 


(Mr. KILDEE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, the water 
crisis in my hometown of Flint con- 
tinues: a population of 100,000 people 
who, a year after this crisis, became 
well known, became public, and still 
can’t drink their water. 

In Flint—just so my colleagues un- 
derstand—a year later, people are still 
drinking from bottled water because of 
callous actions by the State govern- 
ment that led to the poisoning of a 
population of 100,000 people. 

Flint is a community in absolute cri- 
sis, facing a disaster, and you would ex- 
pect there would have been immediate 
action, despite the fact that I have 
come to this podium time and time 
again. I have filed legislation. I have 
spoken to Members. I have spoken to 
leadership. And what do we get? A cou- 
ple of hearings, and a lot of sympathy. 

We need action. The people of Flint 
deserve a response to this crisis that is 
equal to the gravity of the crisis. We 
have a way to get it done. A bipartisan 
bill that is moving through the Senate 
includes help for Flint. We need to take 
up this legislation, just like we need to 
take up legislation to deal with Zika 
and opioids and everything else. It is 
beyond my comprehension that this 
crisis could continue and we have yet 
to take action in the House of Rep- 
resentatives to address it. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING JOSEPH BROAM, 
GEORGIA NATIONAL GUARD 


(Mr. CARTER of Georgia asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I rise today to recognize Savannah, 
Georgia’s Specialist Joseph Broam of 
the Georgia National Guard and a stu- 
dent at Armstrong State University. 

Specialist Broam was chosen to rep- 
resent the entire Army National Guard 
at the U.S. Army Best Warrior Com- 
petition. 

I am incredibly proud of Specialist 
Broam’s accomplishment and could not 
be more enthusiastic for his final com- 
petition, starting September 26. To 
qualify for the championship competi- 
tion, Specialist Broam completed and 
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succeeded at the brigade, State, re- 
gional, and national levels. Each com- 
petition was extremely physically and 
mentally straining. 

During the national competition, 
participants ran more than 4 miles 
over rough terrain, completed a de- 
manding obstacle course, and navi- 
gated land during day and night. 

I rise today to congratulate Spe- 
cialist Joseph Broam for his accom- 
plishment, and I wish him the best of 
luck on September 26. 


Se 


COMMEMORATING THE LIFE OF 
STEWART LEVY 


(Mr. HIGGINS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
commemorate the life and legacy of 
Stewart Levy, a wonderful and warm 
humanitarian, a Buffalo civic leader, 
and my friend. Stewart Levy’s love of 
family, friends, and community was al- 
ways on display—clearly evident—and 
always inspiring. 

Mr. Levy first came to Buffalo to 
work in a local recording industry. He 
quickly established himself as a leader 
and fixture in that industry. He would 
host at his home, as overnight guests, 
the likes of Frankie Avalon, Sammy 
Davis, Jr., and Pat Boone. 

Mr. Levy ran for mayor of Buffalo in 
1973, as a Republican in a heavily 
Democratic Buffalo. Though unsuccess- 
ful, his campaign tagline, ‘‘For the 
Love of Buffalo,” reflected Stewart’s 
pride and civic purpose. He inspired ev- 
eryone he touched. He was charismatic 
and kind, interested and interesting, 
and insatiably curious. His mind and 
his enthusiasm never aged. 

I remember thinking the last time I 
saw and visited with him that Stewart 
Levy was gifted with that rare qual- 
ity—so rare—that made you look for- 
ward to the next opportunity you had 
to see and visit with him again. 

To Stewart’s wife, Faye, and sons, 
Jordy and Mitchell, thank you for 
sharing him with us. Stewart Levy will 
be missed, but there will always be 
light and inspiration to guide us from 
the love and friendship that he gave us. 


o 


AMERICA SUPPORTS HELPING 
FAMILIES IN MENTAL HEALTH 
CRISIS 


(Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, during a time when our Na- 
tion seems so divided, polarized, and 
unable to come together on any issue, 
there is one thing on which most of 
America agrees, by policy, politics, and 
polling. 

In April, a national mental health 
survey found that 86 percent of Ameri- 
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cans support the Helping Families in 
Mental Health Crisis Act. When it 
comes to mental health, Democrats, 
Republicans, and Independents agreed 
that H.R. 2646 is the answer. 

In July, the House followed Amer- 
ica’s call and came to pass the bill 422- 
2 to provide more hospital beds, more 
psychiatrists, psychologists, and re- 
form our broken system. Now, the 
American people wait for the Senate to 
join us in passing this badly needed 
legislation. 

Millions of Americans are saying: 
please do not leave Washington with- 
out passing the bill so that the House 
can concur and we can get it signed 
into law. Every day they don’t, 959 new 
families mourn the loss of a loved one 
who suffered from mental illness. And 
every day, 118 families mourn a new 
death by suicide. Every day the Senate 
waits, we delay reform. 

Pass H.R. 2646. Where there is help, 
there is hope. 


EE 
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A BETTER WAY TO IMPROVE 
HEALTH CARE 


(Ms. FOXX asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, as any hard- 
working American knows, health in- 
surance costs and regulations impact 
all of us on a daily basis. Americans 
need patient-centered solutions to ad- 
dress our healthcare system’s key 
problems, and House Republicans have 
a better way than the so-called Afford- 
able Care Act to improve health care. 

Our plan gives Americans more con- 
trol and more choices. It makes sure 
they never have to worry about being 
turned away or having their coverage 
taken away, regardless of age, income, 
medical conditions, or circumstances. 
Our plan clears out the bureaucracy to 
accelerate the development of life- 
saving devices and therapies, and it 
protects Medicare for today’s seniors 
and preserves the program for future 
generations. 

This reform can’t come soon enough. 
According to a report by the Kaiser 
Family Foundation, most North Caro- 
linians are projected to have just one 
insurer’s plan to choose from in the 
2017 Federal individual health ex- 
change. 

I will not rest until ObamaCare is re- 
pealed and we have returned control of 
medical decisions to doctors and their 
patients. 


Ee 


THE CLANKING BAGS OF FILTHY 
LUCRE TO IRAN 


(Mr. POE of Texas asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, dur- 
ing negotiations with the criminal 
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Ayatollah, the U.S. paid Iran, the 
world’s largest state sponsor of terror, 
a $400 million ransom to free hostages. 
Shockingly, the administration now 
has made two additional payments, to- 
taling $1.3 billion. 

Speculation is our government may 
have used underhanded and sneaky tac- 
tics, multiple hard currencies, and pre- 
cious metals to hide the filthy lucre 
from Americans. 

The government’s payments of bags 
of clanking coins to the outlaw nation 
will not go to build roads and bridges 
and hospitals. Instead, it is going to 
Iran’s corrupt military and helping 
radical terrorists continue to spread 
murder and aggression. 

Tllusionaries say that the Iranian nu- 
clear bribe deal will help us live to- 
gether in peace and harmony. Peace is 
not what the rogue nation wants. They 
want death to America. 

Why did our government pay off the 
Ayatollah to preach hate and prepare 
for war? We don’t need to pay Iran to 
hate us. They will do it for free. 

And that is just the way it is. 


EE 


CONGRESS NEEDS TO ADDRESS 
THE ZIKA PUBLIC HEALTH CRISIS 


(Mr. POLIS asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, here we are 
debating various issues. Soon we will 
be going into debate on veterans bills, 
on tax cut bills. Yet this body has con- 
tinually failed to act on addressing the 
Zika health crisis that has already im- 
pacted over 3,000 Americans in States 
like Texas and Florida, and it will only 
continue to get worse until we put the 
resources we need into our public 
health to prepare vaccinations, to deal 
with mosquito control. 

This is the type of issue that doesn’t 
solve itself. And it is amazing that, 
when people look to the United States 
Congress for leadership, rather than 
acting on funding Zika, months after 
the initial request by the President of 
the United States, we continue to dis- 
cuss topics which are not going to be- 
come law, bills that would be vetoed if 
they pass the Senate, won’t pass the 
Senate, and, obviously, don’t address 
the immediate public health crisis that 
is affecting thousands of Americans 
and will affect even more until this 
body decides to address it. 


EE 


CONGRATULATING THE STATE 
COLLEGE SPIKES ON THEIR NEW 
YORK-PENN LEAGUE CHAMPION- 
SHIP 


(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania 
asked and was given permission to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to congratu- 
late the players, coaches, and staff of 
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the State College Spikes on their 2-1 
win over Hudson Valley last night to 
capture the New York-Penn League 
Championship. 

The New York-Penn League is a 
Class A Short Season baseball league 
which includes teams from across 
Pennsylvania, New York, Maryland, 
Massachusetts, Ohio, Vermont, West 
Virginia, and Connecticut. 

The championship represents the end 
of a great season for State College. The 
team set a regular season club record 
for wins at 50. Tommy Edman, a draft 
pick of the St. Louis Cardinals in June, 
also set the Spikes’ single season runs 
scored record with 61. 

Earlier this year, I had the chance to 
meet with the members of the Spikes’ 
management in my office here in 
Washington, D.C., and I was happy to 
have the opportunity to learn more 
about the organization and their play- 
ers. 

I know how much the team contrib- 
utes to the community and to the 
economy of State College. I wish them 
the best of success next year. 


a 


CONDEMNING NICARAGUA’S'- RE- 
PRESSIVE ACTIONS AND HUMAN 
RIGHTS VIOLATIONS 


(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to condemn the repressive 
actions and human rights abuses per- 
petrated by Daniel Ortega in Nica- 
ragua. Ortega has forced the Nica- 
raguan Supreme Court to not recognize 
the leaders of two opposition political 
parties. He has removed 28 deputies and 
alternates from the National Assem- 
bly. He has chosen his wife to be his 
running mate in the upcoming illegit- 
imate elections in order to continue 
the Ortega dynasty and has sent his 
thugs to break up peaceful marches by 
Nicaraguan civil society, who are de- 
manding inclusive elections with inter- 
national and domestic observers. 

Mr. Speaker, there must be con- 
sequences for these actions, and that is 
why I introduced the bill, H.R. 5708, the 
NICA Act, alongside my friend Con- 
gressman ALBIO SIRES of New Jersey, 
to ensure that the United States will 
oppose any loans to this decrepit re- 
gime. 

We must show the Nicaraguan people 
that we stand with them in solidarity 
and support their efforts to convene 
free, fair, and transparent elections. 


ee 


HONORING THE SERVICE AND 
MEMORY OF OFFICER BRADLEY 
M. FOX 


(Mr. MEEHAN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 
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Mr. MEEHAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor the service and memory 
of Officer Bradley M. Fox of the Plym- 
outh Township of Pennsylvania Police 
Department. 

Four years ago today, on the eve of 
his 35th birthday, Brad was shot and 
killed in the line of duty. He died pro- 
tecting the community and the coun- 
try he served, first as a United States 
Marine with two tours of combat duty 
in Iraq, then for 7 years as a Plymouth 
Township Police Officer. 

Brad was a cop’s cop. He was re- 
spected by his colleagues for his profes- 
sionalism, and he was admired for his 
love for life, his love of sports, and, 
particularly, his love for his growing 
family. 

Brad leaves behind his wife, Lynsay, 
and his daughter, Kadence, and a son, 
Brad, Jr., born just months after his fa- 
ther’s tragic death. He left behind 
friends and family who loved him and 
cherished his memory, and a commu- 
nity that will be forever grateful for 
his sacrifice. 

Semper fi, Brad, and thank you for 
your life and your service. 


EE 


CELEBRATING PATRIOT WEEK 


(Mr. BISHOP of Michigan asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. Mr. Speak- 
er, I rise today to urge my colleagues 
to join me in celebrating what makes 
our Nation the greatest country in the 
world by recognizing Patriot Week, 
currently going on this week. My reso- 
lution, H. Con. Res. 58, does just that. 

This is a cause that is very close to 
my heart, as I have always been in awe 
of the work of our Founding Fathers. 
In fact, when I was the Senate major- 
ity leader of Michigan in 2009, we be- 
came the first legislative body to rec- 
ognize Patriot Week. Since then, 
events have spread to at least 10 
States, where people of all ages have 
reflected on the work of great Ameri- 
cans who furthered the cause of liberty 
and our founding principles. 

Patriot Week formally begins on Sep- 
tember 11, paying tribute to those who 
lost their lives in the terrorist attacks 
of 9/11, and ends on September 17, by 
celebrating Constitution Day. Each 
day focuses on a different set of Amer- 
ican values, people, and our most pre- 
cious founding documents. 

Mr. Speaker, in this time when our 
Nation has become so divided, we must 
renew our American spirit and let it 
endure for generations to come. We are 
blessed to live in the greatest Nation 
on Earth, and we owe it to all of the 
brave men and women who paved the 
way for us to get here. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in 
participating in Patriot Week and sup- 
porting my resolution, H. Con. Res. 58. 
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DAR CONSTITUTION WEEK 


(Mr. FARENTHOLD asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. FARENTHOLD. Mr. Speaker, on 
September 17, 1787, the United States 
Constitution was signed by 39 inspired 
men who changed the course of history. 

As a nation, we celebrate Constitu- 
tion Week from September 17 to Sep- 
tember 23 this year to remember the 
legacy and freedoms we all enjoy. The 
signing of the Constitution 229 years 
ago created a Republic that has with- 
stood the test of time and that has 
proven that it was destined for great- 
ness. 

To this day, the United States Con- 
stitution stands as a testament to the 
tenacity of Americans throughout his- 
tory to establish justice, to ensure do- 
mestic tranquility, to provide for the 
common defense, to promote the gen- 
eral welfare, and to secure the bless- 
ings of liberty. The Constitution has 
withstood the test of the Civil War, the 
Great Depression, and many other 
challenges. 

We are blessed to live in a nation 
where we can all pursue happiness and 
safety and freedom, and I ask my col- 
leagues to join me and the Daughters 
of the American Revolution in cele- 
brating the Constitution and what it 
has done for each and every American 
during Constitution Week. 


EE 


REAUTHORIZATION OF THE PER- 
KINS CAREER AND TECHNICAL 
EDUCATION PROGRAM 


(Mr. LAMALFA asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, today I 
rise in support of H.R. 5587, which reau- 
thorizes the Perkins Career and Tech- 
nical Education program through the 
year 2022. 

Career and technical education pro- 
grams help provide the vocational 
training needed to ensure our students 
have the technical skills to engage the 
world with the technology of today and 
tomorrow. 

This reauthorization does more than 
provide funding for the next 5 years. It 
also gives structural changes to de- 
crease the burden on local districts and 
increase engagement with local busi- 
nesses and higher education partners. 

More importantly, H.R. 5587 puts up 
additional barriers between politicians 
and students, preventing Sacramento 
and Washington from interfering with 
our educators. 

Mr. Speaker, not every student is 
bound for college, but every student 
should leave high school with the 
knowledge and skills necessary to join 
today’s workforce and have all the op- 
tions available to them. 
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OUR DEALINGS WITH IRAN ARE A 
THREAT TO NATIONAL SECURITY 


(Mr. HOLDING asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. HOLDING. Mr. Speaker, one 
would think that, after receiving pal- 
lets stacked high with international 
currency shrouded in secrecy and the 
associated benefits of this administra- 
tion’s flawed nuclear deal, the leader- 
ship in Iran would want to change their 
ways. But when it comes to Iran, logic 
doesn’t apply. 

In fact, Mr. Speaker, the opposite has 
happened. Iran has become more 
confrontational. Tehran continues to 
develop and test ballistic missile tech- 
nology, deploy advanced surface-to-air 
defenses at a ‘‘peaceful’’ nuclear site, 
and harass our naval vessels on the 
open seas. 

The leaders in Tehran and in the 
IRGC are continuing down the same 
old path of aggression as they did be- 
fore the nuclear deal. But now, Mr. 
Speaker, they have fresh resources and 
a renewed sense the United States 
won’t seek to hold them accountable, 
both courtesy of the Obama adminis- 
tration. 

Mr. Speaker, it is time for the admin- 
istration to wake up and realize that 
their policies and dealings with Iran 
are further threatening our national 
security. 


——— 
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NOTICE OF INTENTION TO OFFER 
RESOLUTION RAISING A QUES- 
TION OF PRIVILEGES OF THE 
HOUSE 


Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, pursu- 
ant to clause 2 (a)(1) of rule IX, I rise 
to give notice of my intent to raise a 
question of the privileges of the House. 

The form of the resolution is as fol- 
lows: 

House Resolution 828—impeaching 
John Andrew Koskinen, Commissioner 
of the Internal Revenue Service, for 
high crimes and misdemeanors. 

Resolved, that John Andrew 
Koskinen, Commissioner of the Inter- 
nal Revenue Service, is impeached for 
high crimes and misdemeanors and 
that the following articles of impeach- 
ment be exhibited to the Senate: 

Articles of impeachment exhibited by 
the House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in the name 
of itself and of the people of the United 
States of America, against John An- 
drew Koskinen, Commissioner of the 
Internal Revenue Service, in mainte- 
nance and support of its impeachment 
against him for high crimes and mis- 
demeanors. 

Article 1. 

John Andrew Koskinen, in his con- 
duct while Commissioner of the Inter- 
nal Revenue Service, engaged in a pat- 
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tern of conduct that is incompatible 
with his duties as an Officer of the 
United States, as follows: 

Commissioner Koskinen failed in his 
duty to respond to lawfully issued con- 
gressional subpoenas. On August 2, 
2013, the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform of the House of 
Representatives issued a subpoena to 
Secretary of the Treasury Jacob Lew, 
the custodian of Internal Revenue 
Service documents. That subpoena de- 
manded, among other things, ‘‘all com- 
munications sent or received by Lois 
Lerner, from January 1, 2009, to August 
2, 2013.” On February 14, 2014, following 
the Senate’s confirmation of John An- 
drew Koskinen as Commissioner of the 
Internal Revenue Service, the Com- 
mittee on Oversight and Government 
Reform of the House of Representatives 
reissued the subpoena to him. 

On March 4, 2014, Internal Revenue 
Service employees in Martinsburg, 
West Virginia, magnetically erased 422 
backup tapes, destroying as many as 
24,000 of Lois Lerner’s emails respon- 
sive to the subpoena. This action im- 
peded congressional investigations into 
the Internal Revenue Service targeting 
of Americans based on their political 
affiliation. The American people may 
never know the true culpability or ex- 
tent of the Internal Revenue Service 
targeting because of the destruction of 
evidence that took place. 

Wherefore, John Andrew Koskinen, 
by such conduct, warrants impeach- 
ment and trial and removal from of- 
fice. 

Article 2. 

John Andrew Koskinen engaged in a 
pattern of deception that demonstrates 
his unfitness to serve as Commissioner 
of the Internal Revenue Service. Com- 
missioner Koskinen made a series of 
false and misleading statements to 
Congress in contravention of his oath 
to tell the truth. Those false state- 
ments included the following: 

(1) On June 20, 2014, Commissioner 
Koskinen testified that ‘‘since the 
start of this investigation, every email 
has been preserved. Nothing has been 
lost. Nothing has been destroyed.”’ 

(2) On June 28, 2014, Commissioner 
Koskinen testified that the Internal 
Revenue Service had ‘‘confirmed that 
backup tapes from 2011 no longer ex- 
isted because they have been recycled, 
pursuant to the Internal Revenue Serv- 
ice normal policy.’’ He went on to ex- 
plain that ‘‘confirmed means that 
somebody went back and looked and 
made sure that in fact any backup 
tapes that had existed had been recy- 
cled.” 

(3) On March 26, 2014, Commissioner 
Koskinen was asked during a hearing 
before the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform of the House of 
Representatives, “Sir, are you or are 
you not going to provide this com- 
mittee all of Lois Lerner’s emails?’’ He 
answered, ‘‘Yes, we will do that.” 
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Each of those statements was materi- 
ally false. On March 4, 2014, Internal 
Revenue Service employees magneti- 
cally erased 422 backup tapes con- 
taining as many as 24,000 of Lois 
Lerner’s emails. On February 2, 2014, 
senior Internal Revenue Service offi- 
cials discovered that Lois lLerner’s 
computer hard drive had crashed, ren- 
dering hundreds or thousands of her 
emails unrecoverable. Commissioner 
Koskinen’s false statements impeded 
and confused congressional investiga- 
tions into the Internal Revenue Service 
targeting of Americans based on their 
political affiliation. 

Wherefore, John Andrew Koskinen, 
by such conduct, warrants impeach- 
ment and trial, and removal from of- 
fice. 

Article 3. 

John Andrew Koskinen, throughout 
his tenure as Commissioner of the In- 
ternal Revenue Service, has acted in a 
manner inconsistent with the trust and 
confidence placed in him as an Officer 
of the United States, as follows: 

During his confirmation hearing be- 
fore the Senate Committee on Finance, 
John Andrew Koskinen promised, ‘‘We 
will be transparent about any problems 
we run into; and the public and cer- 
tainly this committee will know about 
those problems as soon as we do.”’ 

Commissioner Koskinen repeatedly 
violated that promise. As early as Feb- 
ruary 2014 and no later than April 2014, 
he was aware that a substantial por- 
tion of Lois Lerner’s emails could not 
be produced to Congress. However, in a 
March 19, 2014, letter to Senator WYDEN 
of the Senate Committee on Finance, 
Commissioner Koskinen said, ‘‘We are 
transmitting today additional informa- 
tion that we believe completes our pro- 
duction to your committee and the 
House Ways and Means Committee. 

. In light of these productions, I 
hope that the investigations can be 
concluded in the very near future.” At 
the time he sent that letter, he knew 
that the document production was not 
complete. 

Commissioner Koskinen did not no- 
tify Congress of any problem until 
June 18, 2014, when he included the in- 
formation on the fifth page of the third 
enclosure of a letter to the Senate 
Committee on Finance. 

Wherefore, John Andrew Koskinen, 
by such conduct, warrants impeach- 
ment and trial, and removal from of- 
fice. 

Article 4. 

John Andrew Koskinen has failed to 
act with competence and forthright- 
ness in overseeing the investigation 
into Internal Revenue Service tar- 
geting of Americans because of their 
political affiliations as follows: 

Commissioner Koskinen stated in a 
hearing on June 20, 2014, that the Inter- 
nal Revenue Service had ‘‘gone to great 
lengths” to retrieve all of Lois Lerner’s 
emails. Commissioner Koskinen’s ac- 
tions contradicted the assurances he 
gave to Congress. 
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The Treasury Inspector General for 
Tax Administration found over 1,000 of 
Lois Lerner’s emails that the Internal 
Revenue Service had failed to produce. 
Those discoveries took only 15 days of 
investigation to uncover. The Treasury 
Inspector General for Tax Administra- 
tion searched a number of available 
sources, including disaster backup 
tapes, Lois Lerner’s BlackBerry, the 
email server, backup tapes for the 
email server, and Lois Lerner’s tem- 
porary replacement laptop. The Inter- 
nal Revenue Service failed to examine 
any of those sources in its own inves- 
tigation. 

Wherefore, John Andrew Koskinen, 
by such conduct, warrants impeach- 
ment, trial, and removal from office. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
rule IX, a resolution offered from the 
floor by a Member other than the ma- 
jority leader or the minority leader as 
a question of the privileges of the 
House has immediate precedence only 
at a time designated by the Chair with- 
in 2 legislative days after the resolu- 
tion is properly noticed. 

Pending that designation, the form of 
the resolution noticed by the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana will appear in 
the RECORD at this point. 

The Chair will not at this point de- 
termine whether the resolution con- 
stitutes a question of privilege. That 
determination will be made at the time 
designated for consideration of the res- 
olution. 


EE 
PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 3590, HALT TAX IN- 


CREASES ON THE MIDDLE CLASS 
AND SENIORS ACT 


Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, by di- 
rection of the Committee on Rules, I 
call up House Resolution 858 and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 

H. RES. 858 


Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso- 
lution it shall be in order to consider in the 
House the bill (H.R. 3590) to amend the Inter- 
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to repeal the in- 
crease in the income threshold used in deter- 
mining the deduction for medical care. All 
points of order against consideration of the 
bill are waived. The amendment in the na- 
ture of a substitute recommended by the 
Committee on Ways and Means now printed 
in the bill shall be considered as adopted. 
The bill, as amended, shall be considered as 
read. All points of order against provisions 
in the bill, as amended, are waived. The pre- 
vious question shall be considered as ordered 
on the bill, as amended, and on any further 
amendment thereto, to final passage without 
intervening motion except: (1) one hour of 
debate equally divided and controlled by the 
chair and ranking minority member of the 
Committee on Ways and Means; and (2) one 
motion to recommit with or without instruc- 
tions. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Texas is recognized for 1 
hour. 
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Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, for the 
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus- 
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman 
from Colorado (Mr. POLIS), pending 
which I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. During consideration of 
this resolution, all time yielded is for 
the purpose of debate only. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex- 
tend their remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, House 
Resolution 858 provides for consider- 
ation of H.R. 3590, the Halt Tax In- 
creases on the Middle Class and Seniors 
Act and the Restoring Access to Medi- 
cation Act. 

The rule provides for 1 hour of debate 
equally divided among the majority 
and minority of the Committee on 
Ways and Means. As is standard with 
all legislation pertaining to the Tax 
Code, the Committee on Rules has 
made no further amendments in order. 
However, the rule affords the minority 
the customary motion to recommit. 

Under the rule, we will be consid- 
ering a bill to prevent one of the most 
significant tax increases imposed on 
the American people by the Affordable 
Care Act. The bill advanced through 
regular order and was favorably re- 
ported out of the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

H.R. 3590, the Halt Tax Increases on 
the Middle Class and Seniors Act, 
amends the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 to repeal the increase in the in- 
come threshold used in determining 
the deduction for medical care. This in- 
crease was created by the Affordable 
Care Act and is another example of 
how the law is hurtful to average 
Americans. Our Nation’s seniors should 
not bear the burden of paying for the 
Affordable Care Act. 

H.R. 3590 is commonsense policy that 
will provide relief to American families 
while promoting consumer-driven 
health care. Under current law, Ameri- 
cans aged 65 or older can deduct out-of- 
pocket medical expenses to the extent 
that such expenses exceed 7.5 percent 
of an individual’s adjusted gross in- 
come. However, as part of the Afford- 
able Care Act, this 7.5 percent thresh- 
old will increase to 10 percent January 
1, 2017, for those age 65. 

H.R. 3590 would restore the pre-Af- 
fordable Care Act threshold of 7.5 per- 
cent for all Americans and is a mean- 
ingful step toward easing the burden of 
rising medical expenses in commu- 
nities across the country. This will 
provide broad-based tax relief to 
middle- and low-income families as 
they continue to struggle in difficult 
economic times. 

The administration raised the AGI 
threshold from 7.5 to 10 percent in 
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order to help pay for the Affordable 
Care Act’s price tag. The result of this 
policy is an almost $33 billion tax in- 
crease over the next decade that will be 
shouldered by the middle class and sen- 
ior citizens. 

According to Americans for Tax Re- 
form, over 10 million families used this 
tax provision in 2012 with an average of 
$8,500 in medical expenses claimed, and 
more than half the families that used 
that provision made less than $50,000 a 
year. This legislation permanently low- 
ers the adjusted gross income threshold 
from 10 percent to 7.5 percent for all 
taxpayers, regardless of their age. 

We are reminded daily of the short- 
comings of the Affordable Care Act: the 
double-digit health insurance premium 
increases; less consumer choice as in- 
surers abandon the exchanges; and in- 
creasingly narrow networks across the 
country. Due to the rising burden for 
families of out-of-pocket costs, the av- 
erage deductible for an employer-spon- 
sored health plan surged nearly 9 per- 
cent in 2015 to now more than $1,000. 
Beginning in 2017, the President’s 
health law will increase the tax burden 
on our seniors, and this is a cost many 
will struggle to bear. This increase will 
have a disproportionate impact on sen- 
iors who are more likely to take advan- 
tage of this deduction. 

According to the National Center for 
Policy Analysis, the average senior 
spends over $4,888 a year on medical ex- 
penses, twice as much as the average 
non-elderly adult. Typically, seniors no 
longer have an increase in income, in- 
stead relying on their savings. Con- 
gress must take steps to strengthen 
our citizens’ ability to save their hard- 
earned dollars, not constrain it. 

What is most egregious about the 
timing of the tax increase hidden with- 
in the thousands of pages of the Afford- 
able Care Act is the cynical nature of 
its placement. 
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When the Affordable Care Act passed 
in the middle of the night and people 
famously said they had to pass the bill 
in order for people to find out what was 
in it, they used the maneuver to pay 
for the high cost of the bill by making 
the so-called benefits of the legislation 
take place immediately and having the 
costs of the legislation, the egregious 
tax increases that everyone knew 
would be unpopular, not take effect 
until 7 years after the passage of the 
bill. But that day is now upon us. It is 
calendar year 2017. 

Those 7 years allowed for three elec- 
tion cycles to take place. Democrats in 
the House and Senate, and certainly 
the Democrat in the White House, 
knew that they could not withstand an 
election after the American people dis- 
covered all of the new taxes hidden in 
the Affordable Care Act, so they wrote 
the bill in a way that ensured that they 
could get through their reelections—es- 
pecially the Presidential election in 
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2012—without having to defend signifi- 
cant tax increases. 

For Democrats in the House, it didn’t 
work, and the American people rose up, 
and after the 2010 election, Republicans 
resumed the majority of the House less 
than a year after the Affordable Care 
Act’s passage; but the President and 
Democratic Senators were able to 
avoid having to defend the tax in- 
creases that they supported since those 
increases had not gone into effect. 

Well, now the full cost, the full cost 
of these tax increases is about to bear 
down on American families, and when 
families across the country see how 
much more of their income is going to 
be taken out of their paychecks and 
given to bureaucrats in Washington, 
the anger will be as palpable this year 
as it was in 2010. 

As we have learned, a Washington- 
centered approach to delivering high- 
quality affordable health care cannot 
work. While we are committed to 
large-scale reform of the healthcare 
system, there are people who cannot 
wait, and that is why we are taking ac- 
tion now. H.R. 3590 is just one example 
of the work that our Conference is 
doing to promote Member-driven solu- 
tions in order to improve health care 
for our citizens and ensure that they 
have greater access to quality care ata 
truly affordable price. H.R. 3590 will 
add on to this progress and make cer- 
tain that we protect Americans from 
the mounting costs of the Affordable 
Care Act and preserve one of the few 
tools that they have at their disposal 
to contain high medical expenses. 

H.R. 3590 will help the middle class 
and help seniors by preserving one tool 
to help soften the blow of rising 
healthcare costs. At this point in time, 
our citizens cannot withstand another 
chunk of their savings going into the 
Federal coffers in order to pay for a 
failed experiment that the administra- 
tion has gone to astronomical lengths 
to prop up. In today’s climate of ever- 
increasing healthcare costs, we must 
do whatever we can to provide relief to 
taxpayers and put in place reforms to 
promote a return to consumer-driven 
health care. This important legislation 
can help reverse the trend of Wash- 
ington-directed, one-size-fits-all 
healthcare policy. This bill is concrete 
proof of the actions that can be taken 
to return power to individuals. 

I encourage our colleagues to stand 
up for the middle class and senior citi- 
zens and support H.R. 3590. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. I 
thank the gentleman for yielding me 
the customary 30 minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to 
the rule for consideration of H.R. 3590, 
and to the bill. 

They say you can’t have your cake 
and eat it too, but that is exactly what 
Republicans are trying to do with this 
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bill. They are trying to keep the bene- 
fits of ObamaCare and repeal the costs 
of ObamaCare. They are saying we are 
going to continue subsidies for middle- 
income and lower-income people, every 
expense associated with ObamaCare, 
and yet we are going to reduce the 
funding. We are going to increase our 
deficit by over $30 billion. 

At a time when the deficit continues 
to add to our national debt, when many 
of us are calling for going the opposite 
direction, trying to balance our budget, 
I am a proud sponsor of a balanced 
budget amendment. Digging this $30 
billion hole will make it even harder to 
balance the budget. 

If the Republicans are serious about 
cutting $30 billion in revenue, let’s 
show where they are going to cut $30 
billion in costs. Whether it is from the 
Affordable Care Act or whether it is 
other items, it is not intellectually 
honest to simply say we are going to 
cut money, but we are not going to tell 
you where it is coming from. 

This bill would add $33 billion to the 
deficit. And we all like tax cuts, Mr. 
Speaker. I mean, who wouldn’t want to 
cut taxes for everybody? It is always a 
question of: How are you going to pay 
for it? 

The Republicans failed to pay for this 
$33 billion in that bill. In fact, by giv- 
ing tax cuts today, they are making 
our next generation, our children, even 
more beholden to today’s debt and the 
legacy of debt that they are leaving for 
the next generation. 

The revenue generated by this provi- 
sion is an important part of trying to 
reduce our deficit and balance our 
budget. Removing that will simply cre- 
ate a hole of over $30 billion in a deficit 
that is already over $400 billion. 

H.R. 3590 would increase the deficit 
by establishing the itemized deduction 
threshold at 7.5 percent for all tax- 
payers. If Congress continues to roll 
back pay-fors on a law that costs 
money to implement, it is going to 
continue to increase our deficit. There 
have been a number of other measures 
that have been brought before this 
body that have also increased our def- 
icit. 

At a time when numerous significant 
public health crises need to be ad- 
dressed—the Zika virus, opioid addic- 
tion, the water in Flint—we are actu- 
ally discussing a bill that increases the 
deficit by $33 billion and doesn’t even 
deal with any of these crises, making it 
even harder to try to find the scarce re- 
sources that we have and divert them 
from existing operational programs or 
other revenue generators to address 
the Zika public health crisis, the 
opioid addition, or the Flint water cri- 
sis. 

While H.R. 3590 sets out nice tax cuts, 
it doesn’t pay for them. The reality of 
this bill is that the higher a house- 
hold’s income, the more likely it is to 
get a tax cut. According to the con- 
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gressional Joint Committee on Tax- 
ation, if H.R. 3590 were to become law, 
taxpayers with over $100,000 of income 
would receive two-thirds of this tax cut 
at the expense of their own children, 
who would then be forced to inherit a 
nation even deeper in debt. 

When you spend money you don’t 
have, that is a future tax increase. So 
effectively what this bill does is it 
trades a tax cut today for a tax in- 
crease tomorrow. If you ask me, Mr. 
Speaker, this country has done too 
much of that already. 

It would be one thing if this tax cut 
were paid for. We could weigh the pros 
and the cons. We could weigh the costs 
and the benefits, a $32 billion tax cut. 
I agree with what my colleague said. It 
would be a wonderful thing to do. It 
would be a wonderful way to help fami- 
lies afford health care and increase the 
deductibility level. 

But what’s the tradeoff, Mr. Speaker? 
There are tradeoffs in this world. You 
can’t have your cake and eat it too. 
Where are you going to cut $33 billion 
because this tax cut is so justified? 
Maybe there is a program we can agree 
to cut. I would probably support it 
today if we decreased defense spending 
by $33 billion over 10 years and that 
was the pay-for. I wouldn’t have a 
problem with that. I would much rath- 
er give the money to middle class fami- 
lies than continue to spend more than 
the rest of the world combined on our 
military. 

And look how cavalier this body is 
about adding $33 billion to the deficit. 
All in a day’s work, Mr. Speaker. Ap- 
parently, we are impeaching an IRS 
Commissioner and we are adding $33 
billion to the deficit. We wonder why, 
when the American people look at this 
body, its approval rating is so low. 
Twelve percent is what I saw last. In 1 
day, we are adding $33 billion to the 
deficit while not addressing critical 
issues with Zika and Flint. 

In Flint, for example, a year has gone 
by since a doctor first raised a red flag 
about the city’s water supply, and we 
have not appropriated or replaced the 
corroded water pipes. There is still 
water being trucked in. While Flint 
families are continuing to rely on bot- 
tled water, on trucked in water, Con- 
gress is increasing the deficit even 
more. 

Or we can examine the abuse of pre- 
scription opioids, an epidemic that is 
sweeping this country. Now, we passed 
a lowest common denominator bill, a 
bill, of course, I supported. It has some 
good statistics and good coordination, 
but it doesn’t substantively do any- 
thing to address the fact that opioids 
were involved in 28,647 tragic deaths 
last year alone, the most on record. 

In May, we heard Members from both 
sides of the aisle come to the floor and 
speak eloquently about how addiction 
is ravaging families back home, and I 
share those stories from Colorado. But 
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when the President submitted a pro- 
posal that would have provided $1.1 bil- 
lion in funding to actually address this 
epidemic, Congress did nothing. So 
here we are increasing the deficit by 
$33 billion, where, if we simply took $1 
billion of that and addressed the opioid 
crisis, $1 billion of it and addressed 
Zika, then we could simply use the rest 
to reduce the deficit. 

We are happy to spend money we 
don’t have. The Republicans are happy 
to spend money we don’t have when it 
comes to tax cuts; but when it goes to 
public health, when it goes to lead in 
pipes, when it goes to reducing pre- 
scription drug abuse, there is no money 
for that. Instead, this body passed a 
package of bills with no funding. 

And then there is Zika. In the pan- 
theon of public health emergencies, 
Zika is particularly pressing. Almost 
19,000 Americans have already con- 
tracted Zika, including 1,800 pregnant 
women. The numbers are likely higher 
because we don’t know all of the diag- 
noses in all of the cases, and four or 
five people only have mild symptoms 
and might not be diagnosed. 

In pregnancies, Zika, as we know, 
can be especially devastating and, I 
might add, costly to taxpayers for the 
lifetime of the child. A fetus is suscep- 
tible to severe cognitive impairments 
caused by the virus, including 
microcephaly. So far there are upwards 
of 20 cases of microcephaly in the U.S., 
and that number is set to increase with 
the prevalence of Zika, which only 
Congress can act to stem. 

The administration declares Zika to 
be a public health emergency in Puerto 
Rico, where one in four people are esti- 
mated to become infected over in the 
next year. Florida is grappling with an 
upsurge in cases, prompting the CDC to 
issue its first ever domestic travel 
warning within our own country to our 
own State of Florida. 

We need to learn more. The virus has 
been around for decades, but few com- 
prehensive studies exist as it made the 
transition from Africa to South Amer- 
ica. We know very little about the like- 
lihood a fetus will contract Zika or 
what the factors are that affect that 
and the long-term implications of ex- 
posure to the virus as an infant. 

This knowledge gap isn’t for lack of 
qualified talented researchers. I was 
fortunate to visit the CDC’s Division of 
Vector-Borne Diseases with Represent- 
ative BUCK just a few weeks ago to see 
firsthand the research they are doing 
into viruses such as Zika, but they 
need the ability and the resources to 
focus on this imminent public health 
crisis. 

At a CDC laboratory, the Division of 
Vector-Borne Diseases relies on Fed- 
eral funding to produce cutting-edge 
science that saves lives. If this body 
were to approve the requested amount 
to fight Zika, it is likely we would 
know already a lot more about this 
scary virus. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


Relevant to my district is another re- 
cent and unprecedented outbreak of a 
mosquito-borne virus: West Nile. At 28 
human cases, it is the highest inci- 
dence of the virus in the State. Cities 
such as Los Angeles, Dallas, and Phoe- 
nix are also being hit hard. That is also 
directly affected by the public health 
for vector-borne viruses. 

Funding will also be essential to re- 
duce the building diagnostic backlog or 
develop a simpler method of testing. 
The testing process for Zika is cum- 
bersome and costly. In places with 
local transmission like Florida and 
Puerto Rico, results have started to 
take upwards of a month to come back, 
leaving families in an ongoing chronic 
state of uncertainty and agony. Appro- 
priating dollars to deal with this emer- 
gency is critical to develop a vaccine. 

With public health experts pleading 
for funding to combat Zika, President 
Obama sent Congress a $1.9 Dillion 
funding request to combat the virus on 
February 22. Well, now it is September 
18, 204 days since the request, and thou- 
sands of victims later. While the Sen- 
ate approved $1.1 billion to combat the 
virus, House leadership has not shown 
any appetite for this measure. In the 
meantime, agencies like Health and 
Human Services are desperately trying 
to transfer money from other accounts 
just to make ends meet. 

I am frustrated, Mr. Speaker, that 
here we are discussing a bill that adds 
$33 billion to our deficit that we don’t 
have when we can least afford to do so, 
when we are not even talking about 
these much smaller ticket items that 
are urgent and that are emergencies. It 
is frustrating that this body continues 
to promulgate a double standard 
around offsetting the cost of legisla- 
tion. 

Expenditures and revenues are two 
sides of the same coin. If you reduce 
revenues by $2 billion, it has the exact 
same impact on the deficit as increas- 
ing expenditures by $2 billion. They are 
the same thing. Yet here we are cre- 
ating massive fiscally irresponsible 
holes in our deficit, moving further 
away from ever balancing it, when we 
are not even looking at these much 
smaller ticket items that are much 
more important and are critical emer- 
gencies. We are discussing a bill that 
adds $33 billion to our deficit. 

We continue to avoid dealing with 
Flint, with opioids, and with Zika, ata 
small fraction of the cost of this bill, 
Mr. Speaker. Just give us 10 percent of 
the cost of this bill—$3 billion—and 
think of the progress we can make on 
Flint and opioids and Zika. Instead, we 
are spending $33 billion in tax expendi- 
tures to increase our deficit by over $33 
billion. This isn’t the way to balance 
the budget. This isn’t the way to run a 
country. 
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Mr. Speaker, if we defeat the pre- 
vious question, I will offer an amend- 
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ment to the rule to bring up legislation 
that would allow those with out- 
standing student debt to refinance 
their existing high interest rates to 
lower interest rates. Mr. Speaker, 
every one of us has constituents who 
are struggling with student debt. This 
legislation gives us an opportunity to 
provide immediate relief. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to insert the text of the amend- 
ment in the RECORD along with extra- 
neous material immediately prior to 
the vote on the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Colorado? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I think 
what is frustrating in consideration of 
this deficit-busting, irresponsible, Re- 
publican tax-and-spend bill is a double 
standard. We have a bill before us that 
would increase the deficit by over $33 
billion, yet we are not even allowed to 
consider these much smaller ticket 
items that are pressing national emer- 
gencies. 

Children in Flint still can’t bathe or 
drink tap water because of toxic lead; 
families in New Hampshire are receiv- 
ing little help for the opioid addictions 
ravaging their communities; pregnant 
women in south Florida are living in 
fear of the serious health consequences 
and birth defects related to Zika; and 
yet there is $33 billion for a tax cut for 
the wealthy. 

What piece am I missing here, Mr. 
Speaker? How is it that there is $33 bil- 
lion for a tax expenditure, but there is 
not even $1 billion or $2 billion or $3 
billion to address these pressing issues 
like Zika or lead or opioids? 

A dollar is a dollar. Whether you ex- 
pend it as a decrease in revenue or an 
expenditure, it has the exact same eco- 
nomic impact. It increases our budget 
deficit, already over $400 billion; and 
here we have a bill that would increase 
it by over $30 billion. 

If we are going to move towards bal- 
ancing the budget, Mr. Speaker, of 
course, we need to look at expenditures 
and we need to look at revenues. That 
is the only way you are ever going to 
get there. And it is the exact wrong di- 
rection to be decreasing net revenues 
without even talking about what ex- 
penditures you are going to cut. 

Again, it would be one thing if we 
knew what the tradeoffs were, if this 
bill had an offset for the $33 billion and 
we said: You know what? This is a wor- 
thy tax cut. 

The gentleman made a good case for 
it. Of course, we want to increase de- 
ductibility of healthcare expenses. I 
don’t think there is a single person in 
this body who wouldn’t want to do it. 

The question is: What is the tradeoff? 
Where is that $33 billion going to come 
from? 

And let’s work together to find a way 
to pay for it. Right? I mean, let’s look 
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at spending less on our military rather 
than spending more than the rest of 
the world combined. 

You know what? If we cut just $3 bil- 
lion a year from our bloated military 
budget, we could fully pay for this tax 
cut. Sign me up, Mr. Speaker. That 
would be paid for, and I would support 
it. 

There might be other areas that we 
could find to work together to pay for 
this tax cut, but when you are asking 
us, Mr. Speaker, to say: You know 
what? I want to pay for this tax cut by 
mortgaging your children’s future, you 
are not going to get a lot of takers 
among us fiscally responsible Demo- 
crats. 

I guess Republicans don’t care about 
the deficit, don’t care about mort- 
gaging the future, don’t care about 
leaving our kids further in debt. But 
you know what? Democrats do. That is 
why I oppose this bill. Our children are 
already inheriting an enormous legacy 
of debt. The last thing we should be 
doing is adding $33 billion more to 
that. 

I have nothing against this par- 
ticular expenditure. If there is a way to 
pay for it, we could do that. We could 
work with Republicans on it. I would 
be happy to work with Republicans on 
it. There are always tradeoffs in life. 
Nothing comes free. There is no ex- 
penditure that is free. There is no re- 
duction in revenue that is free. A dol- 
lar is a dollar. Families across our 
country know that when they are bal- 
ancing their checkbooks at the end of 
the month. They know that if they 
spend more money or they get a bonus 
at work, it goes into the same pot. And 
if they get a cut in their salary, that 
means they have less money to spend. 

That is what it should mean to this 
Congress. If we are going to be taking 
in $33 billion less, we should spend $33 
billion less. We should pay for any tax 
cut or expenditure on the revenue side 
and make sure that it doesn’t go to 
mortgaging our children’s future by in- 
creasing our already bloated budget 
deficit and contributing to our na- 
tional debt. 

If it wasn’t so serious, Mr. Speaker, 
it would almost be humorous when we 
hear around raising the debt ceiling 
time from our Republican friends, Oh, 
we don’t want to increase the debt ceil- 
ing, oh, no. The debt ceiling. The debt 
ceiling. We are not going to increase 
the debt ceiling. 

Well, you know why the debt ceiling 
reaches its cap, Mr. Speaker? 

The reason the debt ceiling needs to 
be increased is because Congress spends 
more than it has. 

It is too late to complain after the 
fact, Mr. Speaker. It is too late to com- 
plain after the fact. If you, Congress, 
spend more than you take in, yes, you 
are going to need to increase the debt 
ceiling. It is not rocket science. I think 
even my kindergartener could do the 
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math. It is addition and subtraction. 
Yet here we are saying: You know 
what? Let’s cut government revenues 
by $33 billion. 

Well, you know what, Mr. Speaker? 

If this bill were to become law, we 
would reach the debt ceiling even ear- 
lier. And, of course, Congress would 
have to blow the lid on the debt ceiling 
and increase the national debt. It is 
math. It is simple math, Mr. Speaker, 
and families across our country under- 
stand simple math. They balance their 
checkbooks. 

My home State of Colorado requires 
a balanced budget every year, just as 
many other States across the country 
do. I support a balanced budget amend- 
ment here. I think that Congress, like 
families across our country, like our 
States, should balance our budget. But 
even in the absence of that require- 
ment, Congress should act responsibly 
to do it. And this bill is the opposite. It 
increases our deficit by over $30 billion. 
It doesn’t pay for it. It mortgages our 
children’s future for a tax expenditure 
today. It is the wrong way to go for our 
country. 

So while, of course, my Democratic 
colleagues and I share concern about 
ensuring access to affordable health 
care and would be happy to talk about 
tradeoffs that are involved with any re- 
duction in revenues, H.R. 3590 is simply 
not the way to do it. 

I strongly urge my colleagues to vote 
“no” and defeat the previous question 
and to vote ‘‘no’’ on this restrictive, 
misguided rule. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

Mr. Speaker, there is perhaps a fun- 
damental, philosophic difference be- 
tween the gentleman and myself. Taxes 
that are taken from people are just 
that: it is money that is taken from 
people under penalty of law. These are 
not expenditures of the government 
that we are talking about. We are talk- 
ing about taking people’s money from 
them, sometimes forcibly. And in this 
case, in order to fund what? 

Well, I don’t know how many people 
here remember when the Affordable 
Care Act passed late that night in 
March of 2010. I don’t know how many 
people were paying attention to section 
9013 of the law, for which they either 
voted “yea” or “nay.” But let me just 
remind people what section 9013 said. 

Mr. Speaker, this is one of the under- 
lying problems that the Affordable 
Care Act has had since the git-go. You 
ask yourself: Why is a law that is giv- 
ing people stuff so marginally unpopu- 
lar? And why has that unpopularity 
persisted over all of this time? 

Well, one of the reasons for that is 
the coercive nature of the Affordable 
Care Act. I mean, the fact that there is 
an individual mandate: You have to 
buy it, or we are going to penalize you 
through the Tax Code. 


September 13, 2016 


But one of the other reasons was the 
very duplicitous way in which this bill 
was passed: We are going to give you 
stuff today, and then we are going to 
figure out kind of how to pay for it 
later. 

But just listen to the language of sec- 
tion 9013 that was voted on in this 
House late in the night in March of 
2010: 

“(a) In General.—Subsection (a) of 
section 213 of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 is amended by striking ‘7.5 
percent’ and inserting ‘10 percent’.’’ 

Okay. Well and good. We follow that. 
That is what we have been discussing. 

The next section: 

“(b) Temporary Waiver of Increase 
for Certain Seniors.—Section 213 of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing new subsection’’—okay. And 
now here comes the new subsection: 

“(f) Special Rule for 2018, 2014, 2015, 
and 2016.—In the case of any taxable 
year beginning after December 31, 2012, 
and ending before January 1, 2017, sub- 
section (a) shall be applied with respect 
to a taxpayer by substituting ‘7.5 per- 
cent’ for ‘10 percent’ if such taxpayer 
or such taxpayer’s spouse has attained 
age 65 before the close of such taxable 
year.’.” 

Mr. Speaker, if there was ever a case 
of hide the ball, if there was ever a case 
of let’s not be honest with people about 
what we are actually passing, this bill 
was it. 

So today we are going to consider a 
bill from the gentlewoman from Ari- 
zona (Ms. MCSALLY) to protect seniors 
from this tax increase that is on auto- 
matic pilot. The skids are greased, and 
it is going to hit people January 1, 2017, 
if the Congress doesn’t do something. 

Mr. Speaker, today’s rule provides 
for the consideration of an important 
bill to undo one of the most harmful 
tax increases on the middle class cre- 
ated by the Affordable Care Act. 

I want to thank Ms. MCSALLY for this 
legislation. 

The material previously referred to 
by Mr. POLIS is as follows: 

AN AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 858 OFFERED BY 

Mr. POLIS 

At the end of the resolution, add the fol- 
lowing new sections: 

SEC. 2. Immediately upon adoption of this 
resolution the Speaker shall, pursuant to 
clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the House 
resolved into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for consider- 
ation of the bill (H.R. 1434) to amend the 
Higher Education Act of 1965 to provide for 
the refinancing of certain Federal student 
loans, and for other purposes. The first read- 
ing of the bill shall be dispensed with. All 
points of order against consideration of the 
bill are waived. General debate shall be con- 
fined to the bill and shall not exceed one 
hour equally divided and controlled by the 
chair and ranking minority member of the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce. 
After general debate the bill shall be consid- 
ered for amendment under the five-minute 
rule. All points of order against provisions in 
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the bill are waived. At the conclusion of con- 
sideration of the bill for amendment the 
Committee shall rise and report the bill to 
the House with such amendments as may 
have been adopted. The previous question 
shall be considered as ordered on the bill and 
amendments thereto to final passage with- 
out intervening motion except one motion to 
recommit with or without instructions. If 
the Committee of the Whole rises and re- 
ports that it has come to no resolution on 
the bill, then on the next legislative day the 
House shall, immediately after the third 
daily order of business under clause 1 of rule 
XIV, resolve into the Committee of the 
Whole for further consideration of the bill. 
SEC. 3. Clause l(c) of rule XIX shall not 
apply to the consideration of H.R. 1434. 
THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT 
IT REALLY MEANS 


This vote, the vote on whether to order the 
previous question on a special rule, is not 
merely a procedural vote. A vote against or- 
dering the previous question is a vote 
against the Republican majority agenda and 
a vote to allow the Democratic minority to 
offer an alternative plan. It is a vote about 
what the House should be debating. 

Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the 
House of Representatives (VI, 308-311), de- 
scribes the vote on the previous question on 
the rule as ‘ʻa motion to direct or control the 
consideration of the subject before the House 
being made by the Member in charge.” To 
defeat the previous question is to give the 
opposition a chance to decide the subject be- 
fore the House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s 
ruling of January 13, 1920, to the effect that 
“the refusal of the House to sustain the de- 
mand for the previous question passes the 
control of the resolution to the opposition”’ 
in order to offer an amendment. On March 
15, 1909, a member of the majority party of- 
fered a rule resolution. The House defeated 
the previous question and a member of the 
opposition rose to a parliamentary inquiry, 
asking who was entitled to recognition. 
Speaker Joseph G. Cannon (R-Illinois) said: 
“The previous question having been refused, 
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Fitz- 
gerald, who had asked the gentleman to 
yield to him for an amendment, is entitled to 
the first recognition.”’ 

The Republican majority may say ‘‘the 
vote on the previous question is simply a 
vote on whether to proceed to an immediate 
vote on adopting the resolution ... [and] 
has no substantive legislative or policy im- 
plications whatsoever.” But that is not what 
they have always said. Listen to the Repub- 
lican Leadership Manual on the Legislative 
Process in the United States House of Rep- 
resentatives, (6th edition, page 135). Here’s 
how the Republicans describe the previous 
question vote in their own manual: ‘‘Al- 
though it is generally not possible to amend 
the rule because the majority Member con- 
trolling the time will not yield for the pur- 
pose of offering an amendment, the same re- 
sult may be achieved by voting down the pre- 
vious question on the rule. ... When the 
motion for the previous question is defeated, 
control of the time passes to the Member 
who led the opposition to ordering the pre- 
vious question. That Member, because he 
then controls the time, may offer an amend- 
ment to the rule, or yield for the purpose of 
amendment.”’ 

In Deschler’s Procedure in the U.S. House 
of Representatives, the subchapter titled 
“Amending Special Rules” states: ‘‘a refusal 
to order the previous question on such a rule 
[a special rule reported from the Committee 
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on Rules] opens the resolution to amend- 
ment and further debate.” (Chapter 21, sec- 
tion 21.2) Section 21.3 continues: ‘‘Upon re- 
jection of the motion for the previous ques- 
tion on a resolution reported from the Com- 
mittee on Rules, control shifts to the Mem- 
ber leading the opposition to the previous 
question, who may offer a proper amendment 
or motion and who controls the time for de- 
bate thereon.”’ 

Clearly, the vote on the previous question 
on a rule does have substantive policy impli- 
cations. It is one of the only available tools 
for those who oppose the Republican major- 
ity’s agenda and allows those with alter- 
native views the opportunity to offer an al- 
ternative plan. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time, and I 
move the previous question on the res- 
olution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
JODY B. HICE of Georgia). The question 
is on ordering the previous question. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro- 
ceedings on this question will be post- 
poned. 

i 


PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 5620, VA ACCOUNT- 
ABILITY FIRST AND APPEALS 
MODERNIZATION ACT OF 2016 


Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, by direction of the Committee on 
Rules, I call up House Resolution 859 
and ask for its immediate consider- 
ation. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 

H. RES. 859 


Resolved, That at any time after adoption 
of this resolution the Speaker may, pursuant 
to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the 
House resolved into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 5620) to amend 
title 38, United States Code, to provide for 
the removal or demotion of employees of the 
Department of Veterans Affairs based on per- 
formance or misconduct, and for other pur- 
poses. The first reading of the bill shall be 
dispensed with. All points of order against 
consideration of the bill are waived. General 
debate shall be confined to the bill and shall 
not exceed one hour equally divided and con- 
trolled by the chair and ranking minority 
member of the Committee on Veterans’ Af- 
fairs. After general debate the bill shall be 
considered for amendment under the five- 
minute rule. The bill shall be considered as 
read. All points of order against provisions 
in the bill are waived. No amendment to the 
bill shall be in order except those printed in 
the report of the Committee on Rules accom- 
panying this resolution. Each such amend- 
ment may be offered only in the order print- 
ed in the report, may be offered only by a 
Member designated in the report, shall be 
considered as read, shall be debatable for the 
time specified in the report equally divided 
and controlled by the proponent and an op- 
ponent, shall not be subject to amendment, 
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and shall not be subject to a demand for divi- 
sion of the question in the House or in the 
Committee of the Whole. All points of order 
against such amendments are waived. At the 
conclusion of consideration of the bill for 
amendment the Committee shall rise and re- 
port the bill to the House with such amend- 
ments as may have been adopted. The pre- 
vious question shall be considered as ordered 
on the bill and amendments thereto to final 
passage without intervening motion except 
one motion to recommit with or without in- 
structions. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Georgia is recognized for 1 
hour. 


Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, for the purpose of debate only, I 
yield the customary 30 minutes to the 
gentleman from Colorado (Mr. POLIS), 
pending which I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. During consider- 
ation of this resolution, all time yield- 
ed is for the purpose of debate only. 


GENERAL LEAVE 


Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent that all 
Members have 5 legislative days to re- 
vise and extend their remarks and in- 
clude extraneous materials on House 
Resolution 859, currently under consid- 
eration. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia? 


There was no objection. 


Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I am pleased to bring forward, on 
behalf of the Rules Committee today, 
this rule that provides for consider- 
ation of H.R. 5620, the VA Account- 
ability First and Appeals Moderniza- 
tion Act of 2016. 


The rule provides for 1 hour of debate 
equally divided and controlled by the 
chair and ranking member of the Vet- 
erans’ Affairs Committee and also pro- 
vides a motion to recommit. 


Additionally, the rule makes in order 
several amendments, representing 
ideas from both sides of the aisle. Yes- 
terday the Rules Committee received 
testimony from the chairman and 
ranking member of the Veterans’ Af- 
fairs Committee and heard from nu- 
merous Members on behalf of amend- 
ments offered. 


H.R. 5620 includes provisions of the 
House-passed versions of H.R. 1994, the 
VA Accountability Act; H.R. 280, the 
legislation related to bonuses paid to 
VA employees; language from H.R. 
5083, the VA Appeals Modernization 
Act; and H.R. 4138, legislation related 
to relocation payments for VA employ- 
ees. 


The VA Accountability First and Ap- 
peals Modernization Act continues ef- 
forts by this Congress to reform the VA 
and address the bureaucratic mess that 
has plagued its operations for far too 
long. 
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The bill builds on meaningful steps 
to restore accountability to the De- 
partment of Veterans Affairs and en- 
sure it is appropriately providing vet- 
erans with the resources and care they 
deserve. 

We have heard time and time again 
that the Department of Veterans Af- 
fairs has failed to hold individuals ac- 
countable for their actions. In the cir- 
cumstances when the VA has tried to 
take appropriate disciplinary action 
against an employee, the process is 
rarely efficient or meaningful. That is 
just simply unacceptable, Mr. Speaker. 

In fact, a recent study done by the 
GAO found that on average it takes 6 
months to a year—or even longer—to 
remove a permanent civil servant in 
the Federal Government. This is ridic- 
ulous on its own. Imagine a private 
business having underperforming em- 
ployees but not being able to remove 
them from their positions and, in some 
circumstances, even being forced to 
give them raises or bonuses. 

Examples range from the typical 
poor-performing employee to the ab- 
surd. Projects continue to be mis- 
managed and cost overruns abound. 
Then there are the cases bordering on 
the absurd. 

In one case, the VA helped a veteran, 
who was an inpatient of the substance 
abuse clinic, purchase illegal drugs. 
This employee continued to work at 
the VA for over a year before removal 
proceedings even started. Mr. Speaker, 
did you catch that? It was a year be- 
fore the proceedings even started. This 
is amazing. 

Another VA employee, a nurse in this 
case, showed up to work intoxicated 
and participated in a veteran’s surgery 
while under the influence. Yet another 
VA employee participated in an armed 


robbery. 
This behavior would not slide in the 
private sector, and we certainly 


shouldn’t stand for it when it comes to 
our Nation’s heroes who have put their 
lives on the line to serve our country. 

VA officials have even stated in testi- 
mony that the process for removing 
employees is too difficult and lengthy. 
This means that problem employees 
continue to work for the VA and inter- 
act with veterans. These employees 
aren’t providing services to the agency, 
and they aren’t providing services to 
our Nation’s veterans. 

Employees like this need to be re- 
moved in a timely way. At the very 
least, employees need to receive dis- 
cipline appropriate to the misconduct 
in a way that discourages poor per- 
formance or behavior in the future, but 
that is just not happening right now. 

Let me be clear—and I want to again 
emphasize because it may even come 
up here in just a moment—this is not a 
broadside attack on all VA employees. 
This is not something that says that 
all VA employees are bad. In fact, it is 
far from it. 
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My office, Mr. Speaker—yours as 
well, and many others—deal with the 
VA in a very constructive way, helping 
many of our veterans get what they 
need. There are hardworking and won- 
derful individuals at the VA who are 
doing all they can to help our Nation’s 
veterans. In northeast Georgia, my of- 
fice has a good working relationship 
with our local VA and especially in Au- 
gusta and Atlanta in the places we 
need. 

This is not an issue of all of the em- 
ployees. In fact, we have actually heard 
from employees of the VA. They say we 
need these changes because they are 
tired of being dragged down by the an- 
chors of the bad employees. 

Those employees who are doing work 
well, they are just hindered by this bu- 
reaucracy—and it has got to stop—by a 
system that fails to remove or dis- 
cipline those poorly performing coun- 
terparts. That is not fair to these hard- 
working individuals who are, in fact, 
doing their jobs. Most importantly, it 
is not fair to the veterans. But I am 
going to take it a step further as well— 
it is not fair to the taxpayers. 

That is why this bill, the VA Ac- 
countability First and Appeals Mod- 
ernization Act, will take steps to ad- 
dress this problem. The bill will pro- 
vide improved protections for whistle- 
blowers. It will restrict bonuses for su- 
pervisors who retaliate against whis- 
tleblowers and strengthen account- 
ability of VA senior executive service 
employees. 

It would expand senior executive 
service removal authority and create 
an expedited removal system that 
would include an appeals process. It 
would also eliminate bonuses for VA 
senior executive service employees for 
5 years and streamline authority for 
the Secretary of the VA to rescind em- 
ployee bonuses. I wish these steps 
weren’t necessary, but the ongoing 
problems plaguing the VA demand 
strong action. 

Our veterans deserve better, and we 
have to take steps to be served by this 
agency that is supposed to be providing 
them assistance. 

In addition to the problems with the 
VA employee misconduct, the VA’s 
current appeals process is unquestion- 
ably broken. As of June 1, 2016, there 
were almost 457,000 appeals pending in 
the VA, an increase of over 80,000 pend- 
ing appeals from the preceding year. In 
fact, in the Atlanta regional office, 
there are about 16,500 appeals pending 
with an approximate 3-year wait time; 
and the backlog is growing. Case- 
workers in my Gainesville office have 
been told that cases from 2018 are, in 
some cases, just getting on the desk of 
VA employees. 

Appeals issues are the most common 
types of cases that my district office 
sees. We have some great caseworkers 
in my Georgia office, but they are not 
able to speed up the process. They only 
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help navigate the red tape and bureauc- 
racy. 

My office is always willing to help 
veterans in need, and we stand by 
ready to help when we can. But it 
shouldn’t take a congressional office to 
get answers from the VA. The VA 
should be answering veterans in a 
timely manner. This process needs to 
be fixed. As a current, still active 
member of the United States Air Force 
Reserve, this is just not what we need. 

Mr. Speaker, could you think about 
what we could do with our caseworkers 
if they were not bogged down in this 
kind of inefficiency dealing with the 
VA that we have addressed in this Con- 
gress on other occasions with funding 
and with other issues, and they are 
still dealing with this? 

When a veteran appeals a claim, they 
shouldn’t have to wait for years for an 
answer. But the current system has led 
to a backlog that leaves many veterans 
in limbo. 

This bill takes steps in the right di- 
rection. H.R. 5630 would streamline the 
appeals process and help clear the mas- 
sive backlog of appeals currently stuck 
and clogging the system. 

Under the bill, veterans will be able 
to obtain faster decisions and will be 
able to retain the original effective 
date of their claims throughout the ap- 
peals process. It will protect veterans’ 
due process rights while updating the 
antiquated appeals process for VA dis- 
ability benefits. 

This is a good bill, Mr. Speaker. It is 
something that we need to address. We 
can make all the excuses in the world 
we want. We have funded this. As my 
Senator from Georgia has stated, who 
is the chairman of the Senate Vet- 
erans’ Affairs Committee, money is no 
longer the biggest issue. They have the 
resources, and they have the will of the 
Congress. The question is: Will we give 
them the tools and will the Secretary, 
more importantly, actually act upon 
those? That, I have questions about, 
but we are here today to pass this rule 
and to get this bill to help those who 
need help the most, and that is our vet- 
erans. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

I thank the gentleman from Georgia. 
I want to point out that with regard to 
procedures and regular order and how 
this body works, there is a difference 
between these two bills, the one that I 
discussed previously under the other 
rule and this one. The deficit bill, the 
$30 billion increase in the deficit that 
the Republicans want to do, that came 
through what we call regular order, 
meaning it was marked up in the Ways 
and Means Committee. That is nor- 
mally how things work around here. A 
bill goes through committee, then it 
comes to the Rules Committee, and 
then it goes to the floor. 

This bill, however, sort of magically 
appeared in Rules Committee. It didn’t 
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go through the committee of jurisdic- 
tion which, at the very least, would in- 
clude the Veterans’ Affairs Committee. 
It might include other committees as 
well. It simply appeared and was re- 
ferred to the floor. So what that means 
is Members of Congress and a com- 
mittee did not have a chance to amend 
it. We don’t even know if it would have 
had a vote in committee and whether it 
cleared committee. Instead, it just sort 
of appeared right now. 

So, look, we all deeply care, of 
course, about veterans. I agree with 
much of what my colleague from Geor- 
gia said about the need for the VA to 
do better. 

In Colorado, I have been very in- 
volved with our long-overdue, new vet- 
erans hospital in Aurora. We have been 
working many years on getting this 
completed. In fact, delays have cost 
taxpayers over $300 million. It con- 
tinues to leave many who served in our 
Armed Forces, including many of my 
constituents, without the convenient, 
quality care that they were promised. 

So I join my colleagues, Mr. PERL- 
MUTTER, Mr. COFFMAN, and many oth- 
ers from our entire Colorado delega- 
tion, in, of course, wanting to improve 
the quality of services at the VA. We 
had issues as well with fraudulent over- 
billing and mislabeling of the amount 
of time that patients waited out of our 
Fort Collins facility. 

There are a number of problems with 
this bill, but one of them that I want to 
briefly mention is that it can actually 
lead to less accountability in the VA 
because it could lead to the punish- 
ment of whistleblowers, of employees 
who speak up against mismanagement. 

When you are looking at passing a 
thoughtful human resources policy or 
personnel policy—and I don’t dispute 
that we need to work with the VA to 
come up with a better way of doing it— 
you want to make sure that somebody 
who is a whistleblower is adequately 
protected. If somebody comes forward 
and says, you know what, we are doing 
mislabeling of timesheets, or, you 
know what, I know why this project is 
$300 million over budget, and this 
might be because of X, Y, or Z, it 
doesn’t always rise to the Federal level 
of whistleblower. 

We just want good employees to not 
feel that they can be fired for coming 
forward with the truth about mis- 
conduct. This bill does not do that. In 
fact, it will make those who have use- 
ful information that can lead to sys- 
temic improvements at the VA more 
hesitant to come forward with that in- 
formation. 

The bill removes a due process pro- 
tection for VA employees and reduces 
the amount of time they have to re- 
spond to a termination by two-thirds, 
from 30 days to 10 days. We all want to 
move expeditiously, but it seems like 
30 days is a reasonable timeframe. 
There is no evidence given as to why 
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that 20-day reduction is needed. I 
haven’t heard any. 

It also eliminates a requirement that 
supervisors provide specific examples 
of poor performance when an employee 
is terminated—of course, there should 
be reasons given—opening the door for 
unnecessary firings and leaving VA em- 
ployees with no recourse or rebuttal. 

In any organization, employee mo- 
rale is critical. And to create an envi- 
ronment of paranoia in any enter- 
prise—a company, an agency—is not 
conducive to furthering the mission. 
Creating this kind of uncertainty and 
chaos from a personnel perspective 
within the VA would likely only make 
our services to veterans even harder to 
provide and worse by decreasing em- 
ployee morale, therefore, making it 
harder to attract the type of quality 
caregivers and administrators that we 
need to facilitate the VA program. 

Look, this bill is an attempt to make 
long-overdue reforms. I wish that it 
was a thoughtful, bipartisan attempt. I 
wish it had gone through committee. I 
wish the committee had worked on it, 
marked it up, and reported it out with 
bipartisan support; but that is not 
what has happened here. 

This bill appeared at the last minute, 
throws away basic rights of employees, 
reduces morale, endangers whistle- 
blowers, and does very little to im- 
prove the quality of services of the VA 
or, frankly, the accountability of the 
employees of the VA, both at the man- 
agement level and at the worker level. 

Like a lot of ideas that we debate 
here, of course, there is a kernel of an 
idea here. Yes, we want to work to- 
gether to reform the VA. We agree with 
that. My colleague from Georgia gave a 
lot of reasons. I could give my own. I 
mentioned the price overrides in our 
hospital in Aurora. I have mentioned 
the manipulated timesheets in Fort 
Collins. I have mentioned, like my col- 
league from Georgia, just the indi- 
vidual cases where I have had constitu- 
ents that we have had to help navigate 
an overly complex bureaucracy and 
they shouldn’t have to go to their 
Member of Congress. 

For men and women who have served 
our country, for men and women who 
were injured in the line of duty, for 
men and women who are disabled from 
a service-related injury, we owe them 
our very best. They stood up and de- 
fended our freedom, and we owe them 
all the highest quality of care to take 
care of them through our VA system, 
or through Veterans Choice, and the 
other types of programs that serve our 
veterans’ community. Of course, we 
need to reform and do better in the VA. 

Again, rather than this kind of irre- 
sponsible, appeared-out-of-nowhere 
magical bill that would actually penal- 
ize the very whistleblowers that we 
need to tell us about misconduct and 
would decrease morale even further in 
an agency where it has already been 
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impacted, let’s start fresh. Let’s work 
together. Let’s go back to committee. 
Let’s come up with a thoughtful ap- 
proach to improving the VA. And let’s 
make this happen. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, this has to be the slowest magic 
trick I have ever seen in my life. This 
actually, as written, was introduced 
and also noticed for amendment 2 
months ago—sort of a delay in timing. 
That is a pretty good magic trick. I 
guess in the last 2 months, you haven’t 
had a chance to read it. Oh, well. 

Mr. POLIS. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. I yield to 
the gentleman from Colorado. 

Mr. POLIS. In those 2 months, why 
wasn’t there a time for this to go 
through the committee process and 
regular order? 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I reclaim my time. 

The vast bulk of this bill did. H.R. 
1994 passed out of this House. Frankly, 
this is a good bill that needs to move 
forward, and it is a protection of bad 
workers at the expense of the veterans. 
If you want to vote against this then 
that is what you are saying. You are 
wanting to vote to protect bad workers 
instead of getting the VA where it 
needs to go. 

Sixteen whistleblower groups have 
said this is the strongest whistleblower 
protection they have ever seen. So this 
idea that you are punishing whistle- 
blowers is, again, just a myth. 

I just have one thing, Mr. Speaker, 
before I yield to the gentleman from 
Oregon. Thirty days to respond to 
showing up drunk for surgery in one of 
the examples that I gave? You don’t 
need 30 days to respond to that. You 
need to be fired immediately. So I am 
not sure what the argument is here. 

I will agree with my friend from Col- 
orado that we need to fix this. I think 
we may have different ways to go 
about it. But again, at the expense of 
the good workers at the VA, we need to 
address this. 

I yield such time as he may consume 
to the gentleman from Oregon (Mr. 
WALDEN). 
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Mr. WALDEN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my good friend and the gentleman for 
yielding and for his comments. You are 
so spot on. 

On Saturday morning in Medford, Or- 
egon, I met with about 40 veterans who 
are furious about the delays in getting 
access to care, and the fact that they 
can’t maintain providers at the local 
facility. And, by the way, that is not 
unique just there. I don’t know about 
you, but I am hearing all across my 
district, all across Oregon, that these 
clinics and hospitals are having trouble 
recruiting people, keeping people. Mo- 
rale is already bad, and part of it is be- 
cause there is this lack of discipline. 
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I agree, Mr. COLLINS, that if you are 
a surgeon and you showed up drunk for 
the surgery, we are going to give you 30 
days to dry out and explain yourself? 
Are you kidding me? If you were a pilot 
and showed up drunk for the flight, I 
can tell you what happens, right? You 
are done. And so this is part of the 
problem. 

The people I represent, the veterans, 
as you say, the men and women who 
have fought for our freedom, as you 
have done, they want action, not delay. 
They want access to care in a timely 
manner. Everything in this bill, inter- 
estingly enough, came up in our discus- 
sion from them. How come you are 
paying bonuses to people that aren’t 
doing their job? Why do they get bo- 
nuses at all? Isn’t that what we pay 
them to do? This bill fixes that. Why is 
it when we raise complaints internally, 
you know, there is retribution? This 
bill protects whistleblowers. Why isn’t 
there more transparency about what 
happens inside the VA? This bill gets 
at that. 

Accountability and transparency will 
lead us to a better VA, and the dedi- 
cated men and women who work in 
those facilities will feel better about 
their organization if they know the 
people who are letting down the vet- 
erans that are around them are some- 
how held accountable. That is true in 
any organization. I was a small-busi- 
ness owner for 21 years with my wife. 
This wasn’t a you show up drunk on 
the job and we will talk about it ina 
month. That is not how this works, and 
nobody expects that kind of thing. 

So, look, we need to reform the VA. 
We need to take care of our men and 
women in uniform. We need to claw 
back the bonuses. We need to get this 
ship righted. We have helped 5,000 vet- 
erans out of my office over the last 
number of years—5,000. 

Ask yourself this: Why do we all have 
to have staff in our district offices to 
help veterans work their way through 
the bureaucracy to get the help that 
they have earned and deserve? Yet we 
all do because we care and we want to 
help. But somewhere you have to back 
up and go: Why do we all have to hire 
people to help these veterans get to 
that point? That shouldn’t be nec- 
essary. They ought to be embraced by 
the agency. They ought to be cared for 
immediately, and it should be a com- 
plete last resort that they have to ac- 
tually track down their Member of 
Congress to say: ‘‘Can you help bust 
through the bureaucracy because my 
loved one doesn’t get access to care?” 
or “I can’t get access to care.” 

This is fundamentally a broken sys- 
tem that needs repair. I think we all 
agree on that. That is not a partisan 
issue. None of this should be. We 
should protect whistleblower rights. 
This bill does that. We should recoup 
the bonuses when they were given to 
undeserving employees, and we should 
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increase transparency. But most of all, 
we should start with what matters 
most, and that is the veteran, and 
build everything out from there. That 
should be our foremost commitment 
and our starting place, what is best for 
that veteran and that veteran’s family. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Con- 
necticut (Mr. LARSON). 

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. I thank 
the gentleman from Colorado, and I 
want to thank the gentleman from 
California (Mr. TAKANO), my colleague 
and the ranking member, for his work 
on this important issue as well. 

Mr. Speaker, I was disappointed to 
see that my amendment was not made 
in order. I would like to take this op- 
portunity, really, to expand on some- 
thing the gentleman from Oregon (Mr. 
WALDEN) had to say. 

Congressman TAKANO and I had sim- 
ply offered an amendment that would 
ensure we could improve the process 
for removing employees for misconduct 
or performance that warrants removal. 
It is reprehensible, and it ought to take 
action. 

This amendment that we introduced 
mirrored legislation introduced by our 
colleagues Senator JOHNNY ISAKSON 
and Senator RICHARD BLUMENTHAL. 
They have developed, by contrast, a bi- 
partisan bill, the Veterans First Act, 
which will be a critical step to achiev- 
ing true accountability that the VA so 
desperately needs to be an efficient 
agency for the men and women who 
serve this Nation. It has more than 44 
cosponsors, including Senator Booz- 
MAN, Senator BLUNT, Senator ROUNDS, 
Senator DAINES. All have supported 
language that we merely requested be 
in the bill to improve accountability at 
the VA that is sorely needed, while 
also protecting—and we have heard 
this a lot from our colleagues on the 
other side—due process: the due proc- 
ess of the whistleblower, the due proc- 
ess of people who are employed in the 
Federal Government. 

We have a bipartisan-supported bill 
in the Senate that will take much- 
needed steps for comprehensive due 
process and accountability within the 
VA. This is what the American people 
despise. Here we are in total agreement 
on what we need to do with veterans, 
but because of talking points, in the 
House we are at a difference for polit- 
ical messaging. We shouldn’t make vet- 
erans the point of political messaging. 

We ought to make sure that the vet- 
erans get the kind of service that they 
need, and when we have a bill in the 
Senate that is bipartisanly approved 
and accepted and does just that, that is 
the kind of bill that we ought to em- 
brace. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I do appreciate my 
friend from Connecticut, and the issue 
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was there were two Takano amend- 
ments. One is made in order that does 
a similar thing, but also to simply say 
that the Senate bill, which was re- 
ported out in May, has never been 
taken up in the Senate because they 
have had significant opposition to it. 
In fact, the only way they got it re- 
ported out was union groups and oth- 
ers, they had to make changes to it to 
get their agreement. 

I think at this point we are putting 
veterans first, not these outside inter- 
est groups. I think we just need to un- 
derstand that the Senate bill has not 
moved. The Senate bill, in fact, has not 
passed out of the Senate and shows no 
hope of passing out of the Senate at 
this point, and so why should we take 
that, frankly, product and come over 
here when we have a bill that can 
move. 

We are offering as many of these 
amendments as possible. We are going 
to be voting on my friend from Califor- 
nia’s amendment as well today. These 
are the kinds of things where I think 
we just need to look at this bill for 
what it is. It is helping veterans. The 
bottom line is not just simply saying 
this is what we are doing. This is com- 
ing from VA employees, VA employees 
who are saying help us not be, you 
know, categorized with all the other 
things that are going on and with those 
that are actually bringing what we do 
down, and also trying to help the ap- 
peals process in this situation. 

So I appreciate the words of the 
Members, Mr. Speaker, coming forward 
on this, but let’s also be very honest 
with what is happening in both Cham- 
bers of the bicameral legislature. We 
have one bill over there that is not 
going anywhere that was reported out. 
We have an amendment that will be 
voted on today that reflects the gen- 
tleman from California’s concern. We 
will see how that will be decided by 
this body. We are moving forward on a 
bill that will actually help, and we en- 
courage everybody to be a part of that. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the gentlewoman from New 
York (Ms. SLAUGHTER) will control the 
remainder of the time of the minority. 

There was no objection. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 5 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from California (Mr. TAKANO), 
the distinguished ranking member of 
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentlewoman from New York for 
yielding me time. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to 
this rule and the underlying bill. All of 
us, Democrats and Republicans, believe 
in the need for stronger accountability 
for employees at the VA to ensure that 
our veterans get the care they deserve. 
Unfortunately, this legislation will fall 
short of that goal and, in doing so, set 
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accountability efforts back for at least 
a year, if not more. 

Our Senate colleagues have a bipar- 
tisan bill that includes accountability 
provisions that could serve as a founda- 
tion for legislation in the House. It 
doesn’t mean it is perfect; it doesn’t 
mean in its current form it would be 
voted out of the Senate; but it is a far 
more bipartisan approach than the one 
that is before us today. We have an op- 
portunity to advance language that 
both parties in both Chambers can 
agree to and would contribute to a 
more accountable and more effective 
VA. 

H.R. 1994 and the current bill before 
us, H.R. 5620, both contain flawed ac- 
countability tools, tools which, if the 
VA used them, would likely result in 
adverse judgments in the courts and 
cost a lot of time and money pursuing 
with the likely result of those employ- 
ees being reinstated. 

Democrats are ready to work with 
the majority to find the right path for- 
ward. That is why 75 Democratic or bi- 
partisan amendments were submitted 
to the Committee on Rules. Unfortu- 
nately, only 22 amendments were made 
in order to be considered by the full 
Chamber. 

One of my amendments not made in 
order included a crucial fix to support 
and protect student veterans who have 
their education cut short by a school’s 
abrupt closure. When a college or uni- 
versity like ITT Tech or Corinthian 
shutters its doors on short notice, stu- 
dent veterans enrolled at these institu- 
tions are routinely left with their GI 
Bill and Yellow Ribbon benefits se- 
verely weakened or even depleted and 
with no degree or job prospects to show 
for it. There is urgency to put a fix in 
place, and my amendment would do 
that. 

There are no means in place for a 
student veteran enrolled at one of 
these institutions to get any part of 
their educational benefits restored, and 
many also lose their housing benefits, 
which student veterans depend on as a 
crucial source of housing support. 

The bipartisan amendment I sub- 
mitted with Representative SUSAN 
BROOKS would have restored post-9/11 
GI Bill benefits and training time to 
veterans who are negatively affected 
by a school’s sudden closure, and it 
would also allow the VA to continue 
paying student veterans a monthly 
housing stipend for a short time fol- 
lowing a permanent school closure. 

There are even more important 
amendments that this House won’t get 
to consider. 

Congresswoman DELBENE from Wash- 
ington State offered an amendment to 
update the Advisory Committee on Mi- 
nority Veterans, including LGBT rep- 
resentatives, and ensure that this com- 
mittee better addresses the needs of all 
minorities. 

My colleague, Congressman WALZ, of- 
fered an amendment to extend the 
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original deadline issued by the Agent 
Orange Act of 1991 to ensure that Viet- 
nam veterans exposed to Agent Orange 
receive just compensation and care. 

Another colleague on the House Com- 
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs, Congress- 
woman KUSTER, offered an amendment 
to help improve access to care for vet- 
erans and strengthen the healthcare 
workforce by creating a pilot program 
to train physician assistants who agree 
to work at the VA in underserved com- 
munities. 

She also submitted an amendment to 
address the opioid crisis by creating a 
pilot program that improves pain man- 
agement for veterans suffering from 
opioid addiction and chronic pain. It 
also requires the VA to assess its abil- 
ity to treat opioid dependency. It also 
requires increased access to opioid 
overdose reversal medication at VA fa- 
cilities. 

Access to care and reducing opioid 
addiction are some of the most press- 
ing issues facing veterans today, yet 
neither of her amendments were made 
in order. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has expired. 
Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I 


yield an additional 1 minute to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. TAKANO. Instead, the majority 
has once again introduced a partisan 
bill that violates the due process rights 
of VA employees and includes several 
provisions that are likely to be over- 
turned by our justice system, which is 
why the Department of Justice, Office 
of Personnel Management, and the VA 
itself have all raised serious objections. 

Even though 30 percent of VA em- 
ployees are veterans themselves, the 
majority is treating their constitu- 
tional rights as inconvenient obstacles 
to evade instead of fundamental civil 
service protections to uphold. 

Finally, I believe that the majority’s 
efforts to institute new whistleblower 
provisions would be overturned for the 
same reason that the U.S. Attorney 
General’s office said it would not de- 
fend an unconstitutional section of the 
Choice Act. It violates the Appoint- 
ments Clause in the Constitution by al- 
lowing lower level government employ- 
ees to have the final decisionmaking 
authority to decide whether an em- 
ployee will be fired. 

These are more than minor legal con- 
cerns. They are reasons why VA em- 
ployees who commit misconduct will 
not be held accountable when their ter- 
minations are challenged in court. We 
can pass H.R. 5620, but we will be right 
back here a year from now or 2 years 
from now when the law is deemed un- 
constitutional. 

I urge my colleagues to oppose the 
rule and the underlying bill. 


1345 


Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 
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I feel for the passion of my friend 
from California, but let’s also get back 
to some issues of fact here. His amend- 
ment that was not made in order would 
not have helped the ITT Tech students. 
In fact, the VA itself has already said 
it wouldn’t. By the way, it also costs 
$50 million. It wouldn’t help the very 
ones we are claiming it would help, but 
the VA says this, not us. 

Again, are we wanting to help some- 
body or make, again, a political state- 
ment about a bill that you are trying 
to figure out a way to vote against? 

Maybe that is what we are doing 
here. 

Also, this issue of bipartisanship. 
Thirty pieces of legislation have been 
passed on VA, of which 29 have had 
Democrat or bipartisan provisions 
added in them in this Congress. By the 
way, the Senate has passed none of 
those. If you want to know who is actu- 
ally working to fix the problems in the 
VA, it is the House. 

To keep bringing up and having a 
baseline and say we need the baseline 
of a Senate bill that can’t move, I 
mean, that is like saying that I still 
want to play football for the Atlanta 
Falcons. It is not happening. It is a 
great, I guess, aspirational goal, but 
they haven’t called me lately. 

So let’s move something that actu- 
ally works. This idea that it is going to 
be struck down in court, I am an attor- 
ney; it is conjecture. You don’t have a 
ruling that says that. You can say it 
all you want. I can go to the good judge 
from Texas, Mr. Speaker. Nobody has 
made a ruling. So it is conjecture. It 
sounds good in an argument if you are 
trying to find a reason to vote against 
it. 

This bill would harm veterans be- 
cause veterans make up 35 percent of 
the VA’s workforce. This one is the one 
that bothers me a little bit. As some- 
one who still serves, when you go 
through training and you work—and 
many in this room have served—you 
are trained in the military to the high- 
est expectations of your service every 
day. And if you are forced to work with 
people who do not live up to those ex- 
pectations, then the immediate punish- 
ment in the military is real, severe, 
and actual. This is ridiculous. We are 
lowering the standard for appeal when 
you have done something. 

There has been this argument that 
we are just picking on the low-level 
employees. No, it is not. It is for every- 
one all the way up the chain. 

In my own home State, Mr. Speaker, 
we had a gentleman who was directly 
implicated in the scheduling issues in 
Augusta and asked for a transfer to At- 
lanta because he was not liking the 
working conditions in Augusta. He 
should have never got a transfer to De- 
catur. He should have been fired and 
prosecuted. 

Now, if we want to keep coming up 
with reasons to vote against this bill, 
fine and dandy. Keep it up. 
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When we look at the honesty here of 
the questions and we look at how we 
are discussing this and some of the 
amendments that were made in order, 
let’s go back to the amendments. Six- 
teen Democrat amendments made in 
order, five Republican, one bipartisan. 
Many of the applications had dual 
meaning. They were doing basically 
the same thing, so we made some in 
order. And then some of the amend- 
ments that were not made in order 
would not have done what they said 
they were going to do anyway. 

So we are about a rule, about a bill. 
If you want to vote against it, if you 
would rather put the appeals process of 
bad employees ahead of VA actual serv- 
ices and veterans who need it, then 
vote against it. But you just framed it. 

Go spin that one to your local vet- 
erans service organizations who sup- 
port these kinds of measures. Go spin 
that one to them. It is not going to 
work. They are not buying it. I have 
been there for a while. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself the balance of my time. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill is not a serious 
proposal to reform the Department of 
Veterans Affairs, although we cer- 
tainly know that needs to be done. I 
think a major bill should be in order to 
get that done. And the Veterans Ad- 
ministration is vastly overstretched 
and we are concerned for the safety and 
healing of the veterans. My personal 
hope is that we can get them out of the 
building business and just do the busi- 
ness of taking care of veterans’ health 
and concerns. 

We should also be voting on a bill 
that includes the funding that we need 
to address the Zika virus. The head of 
the Centers for Disease Control, Tom 
Frieden, recently warned that, ‘‘The 
cupboard is bare. Basically, we are out 
of money and we need Congress to 
act.” 

Mr. Speaker, if we defeat the pre- 
vious question, I will offer an amend- 
ment to the rule to bring up legislation 
that would fully fund the administra- 
tion’s request to address this public 
health crisis. This request was made 
more than 7 months ago to help com- 
bat the spread of this virus, when I 
think we would have done better to 
control it and accelerate research into 
finding a vaccine. We have, instead, 
just been left behind in trying to get 
caught up on some of that. Over that 
time, the virus is spreading at an 
alarming rate, as the range of mos- 
quito transmission far exceeds the ini- 
tial estimates. It is beyond time for us 
to finally act. Just today, I read that 
they have discovered that the Zika 
virus can cause brain damage to adults, 
not just to fetuses. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to insert the text of the amend- 
ment in the RECORD, along with extra- 
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neous material, immediately prior to 
the vote on the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
woman from New York? 

There was no objection. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on or- 
dering the previous question, the rule, 
and the underlying bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield myself the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. Speaker, I guess, as they always 
try to say, you start off with some- 
thing positive. So I will start with 
positive. 

I agree with the gentlewoman from 
New York: they need to get out of the 
building business. They have proved to- 
tally incompetent. I agree completely. 
But then let’s get back to the Dill. 
Let’s get back to what we have talked 
about. 

What is amazing to me in this whole 
rules debate, and I am sure will happen 
in the general debate on this bill, is 
there is going to be a lot of reasons 
given to vote “no” and to say this due 
process or this employee or that. But 
the bottom line is, when you look at 
the evidence, I understand we all have 
constituencies that have different 
opinions, but at the Veterans Adminis- 
tration there is only one constituency 
that matters, and that is the veteran 
who has served, who is to be served, 
and to have their dedication honored. 

To actually come before this body 
and advocate for a bill that can’t pass 
the Senate after it has been watered 
down, that can’t move forward, to ad- 
vocate to say that we are making every 
excuse in the world like, You are going 
to make them at-will employees at the 
VA—I heard this last night. No, you 
are not. There is still the same hiring 
programs. It is just that, if you do 
something wrong, there is going to be a 
process to actually remove you. Frank- 
ly, Mr. Speaker, if the Secretary at the 
VA can’t do the things he should do, 
then maybe he should be removed. 

At this point in time, this House and 
the Senate, this Congress, and even 
this administration, have acted. We 
have provided funds, we have provided 
resources, and we have provided direc- 
tion. But you cannot continue to keep 
building on a faulty foundation. If you 
can’t get rid of the bad actors in this, 
if you can’t have an appeals process in 
which somebody can get an answer in a 
shorter time than 3 years, there is a 
problem. 

Here is the framing of that, Mr. 
Speaker. If you believe that is okay, 
then vote ‘‘no’’ on the previous ques- 
tion, vote ‘‘no’’ on the rule, and vote 
“no” on the bill. If you think the Sen- 
ate can pass something, wait for them. 
But as they say, for such a time as 
this, you have a moment. It is a mo- 
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ment of choosing. It is a time to de- 
cide: Are we going to continue to make 
excuses or are we going to put the vet- 
erans first—and those veterans who ac- 
tually work within the VA system, who 
are tired of watching others abuse it? 

To actually say, again, Mr. Speaker, 
that you are going to harm the vet- 
erans who work for the VA by dis- 
ciplining bad employees is an affront 
to every veteran who works at the VA, 
every Active Duty servicemember, 
every reservist and guardsman who 
have lived to the highest standards of 
honor and integrity and doing their 
job. 

There are bad actors everywhere, 
even in the military; and when found, 
they are handled efficiently and quick- 
ly. That exists everywhere else except 
here. 

So if you want to continue the status 
quo, then make speeches. If you want 
to move something forward and work 
toward a solution, then you vote “yes” 
on the previous question, you vote 
“yes” on the rule, and you vote “yes” 
on the bill. 

Then you can go home to your vet- 
erans service organizations and people 
trying to get help and say: I tried to 
move something. I am actually moving 
for you. 

Or you can go back and say: You 
know, I am protecting the employees 
and the unions and the appeals process 
and due process while all at the point 
in time our veterans are dying because 
they can’t get services. 

Easy choice, Mr. 
choice. 

With that, I challenge my colleagues 
to continue to work on this issue. We 
can disagree, but that disagreement 
should never stop us from helping the 
veterans who need help to lower their 
appeals time, to get the sufficient or- 
ganization that they deserve and this 
country deserves. Not just our vet- 
erans, but our taxpayers, the citizens 
who look up to this Government, they 
deserve a functioning, operating sys- 
tem that meets the needs to the high- 
est integrity that they have been given 
charge to. 

The material previously referred to 
by Ms. SLAUGHTER is as follows: 

AN AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 859 OFFERED BY 

MS. SLAUGHTER 

At the end of the resolution, add the fol- 
lowing new sections: 

SEC. 2. Immediately upon adoption of this 
resolution the Speaker shall, pursuant to 
clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the House 
resolved into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for consider- 
ation of the bill (H.R. 5044) making supple- 
mental appropriations for fiscal year 2016 to 
respond to Zika virus. The first reading of 
the bill shall be dispensed with. All points of 
order against consideration of the bill are 
waived. General debate shall be confined to 
the bill and shall not exceed one hour equal- 
ly divided among and controlled by the chair 
and ranking minority member of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and the chair and 
ranking minority member of the Committee 


Speaker. Easy 
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on the Budget. After general debate the bill 
shall be considered for amendment under the 
five-minute rule. All points of order against 
provisions in the bill are waived. At the con- 
clusion of consideration of the bill for 
amendment the Committee shall rise and re- 
port the bill to the House with such amend- 
ments as may have been adopted. The pre- 
vious question shall be considered as ordered 
on the bill and amendments thereto to final 
passage without intervening motion except 
one motion to recommit with or without in- 
structions. If the Committee of the Whole 
rises and reports that it has come to no reso- 
lution on the bill, then on the next legisla- 
tive day the House shall, immediately after 
the third daily order of business under clause 
1 of rule XIV, resolve into the Committee of 
the Whole for further consideration of the 
bill. 

SEC. 3. Clause 1(c) of rule XIX shall not 
apply to the consideration of H.R. 5044. 


THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT 
IT REALLY MEANS 

This vote, the vote on whether to order the 
previous question on a special rule, is not 
merely a procedural vote. A vote against or- 
dering the previous question is a vote 
against the Republican majority agenda and 
a vote to allow the Democratic minority to 
offer an alternative plan. It is a vote about 


what the House should be debating. 

Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the 
House of Representatives (VI, 308-811), de- 
scribes the vote on the previous question on 
the rule as ‘ʻa motion to direct or control the 
consideration of the subject before the House 
being made by the Member in charge.” To 
defeat the previous question is to give the 
opposition a chance to decide the subject be- 
fore the House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s 
ruling of January 13, 1920, to the effect that 
“the refusal of the House to sustain the de- 
mand for the previous question passes the 
control of the resolution to the opposition”’ 
in order to offer an amendment. On March 
15, 1909, a member of the majority party of- 
fered a rule resolution. The House defeated 
the previous question and a member of the 
opposition rose to a parliamentary inquiry, 
asking who was entitled to recognition. 
Speaker Joseph G. Cannon (R-Illinois) said: 
“The previous question having been refused, 
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Fitz- 
gerald, who had asked the gentleman to 
yield to him for an amendment, is entitled to 
the first recognition.” 

The Republican majority may say ‘‘the 
vote on the previous question is simply a 
vote on whether to proceed to an immediate 
vote on adopting the resolution ... [and] 
has no substantive legislative or policy im- 
plications whatsoever.” But that is not what 
they have always said. Listen to the Repub- 
lican Leadership Manual on the Legislative 
Process in the United States House of Rep- 
resentatives, (6th edition, page 185). Here’s 
how the Republicans describe the previous 
question vote in their own manual: ‘‘Al- 
though it is generally not possible to amend 
the rule because the majority Member con- 
trolling the time will not yield for the pur- 
pose of offering an amendment, the same re- 
sult may be achieved by voting down the pre- 
vious question on the rule. ... When the 
motion for the previous question is defeated, 
control of the time passes to the Member 
who led the opposition to ordering the pre- 
vious question. That Member, because he 
then controls the time, may offer an amend- 
ment to the rule, or yield for the purpose of 
amendment.”’ 

In Deschler’s Procedure in the U.S. House 
of Representatives, the subchapter titled 


“Amending Special Rules” states: ‘‘a refusal 
to order the previous question on such a rule 
[a special rule reported from the Committee 
on Rules] opens the resolution to amend- 
ment and further debate.” (Chapter 21, sec- 
tion 21.2) Section 21.3 continues: ‘‘Upon re- 
jection of the motion for the previous ques- 
tion on a resolution reported from the Com- 
mittee on Rules, control shifts to the Mem- 
ber leading the opposition to the previous 
question, who may offer a proper amendment 
or motion and who controls the time for de- 
bate thereon.” 

Clearly, the vote on the previous question 
on a rule does have substantive policy impli- 
cations. It is one of the only available tools 
for those who oppose the Republican major- 
ity’s agenda and allows those with alter- 
native views the opportunity to offer an al- 
ternative plan. 


Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield back the balance of my time, 
and I move the previous question on 
the resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 and clause 9 of rule XX, 
this 15-minute vote on ordering the 
previous question will be followed by 5- 
minute votes on adopting House Reso- 
lution 859, if ordered; ordering the pre- 
vious question on House Resolution 
858; and adopting House Resolution 858, 
if ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 237, nays 
170, not voting 24, as follows: 

[Roll No. 498] 


YEAS—237 
Abraham Collins (NY) Goodlatte 
Aderholt Comstock Gosar 
Allen Conaway Gowdy 
Amash Cook Granger 
Amodei Costello (PA) Graves (GA) 
Babin Cramer Graves (LA) 
Barletta Crawford Graves (MO) 
Barr Crenshaw Griffith 
Barton Culberson Grothman 
Benishek Curbelo (FL) Hanna 
Bilirakis Davidson Hardy 
Bishop (MI) Davis, Rodney Harper 
Bishop (UT) Denham Harris 
Black Dent Hartzler 
Blackburn DeSantis Heck (NV) 
Blum Diaz-Balart Hensarling 
Bost Dold Herrera Beutler 
Boustany Donovan Hice, Jody B. 
Brady (TX) Duffy Hill 
Brat Duncan (SC) Holding 
Bridenstine Duncan (TN) Hudson 
Brooks (AL) Ellmers (NC) Huelskamp 
Brooks (IN) Emmer (MN) Huizenga (MI) 
Buchanan Farenthold Hultgren 
Buck Fitzpatrick Hunter 
Bucshon Fleischmann Hurd (TX) 
Burgess Fleming Hurt (VA) 
Byrne Flores Issa 
Calvert Forbes Jenkins (KS) 
Carter (GA) Fortenberry Jenkins (WV) 
Carter (TX) Foxx Johnson (OH) 
Chabot Franks (AZ) Jolly 
Chaffetz Frelinghuysen Jones 
Clawson (FL) Garrett Jordan 
Coffman Gibbs Joyce 
Cole Gibson Katko 
Collins (GA) Gohmert Kelly (MS) 
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Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaw. 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 


Adams 
Aguilar 
Ashford 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 
F: 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 


Newhouse 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Pittenger 
Pitts 

Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Posey 

Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 

Rice (SC) 
Rigell 

Roby 

Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 


NAYS—170 


Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
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Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 


Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Linda 
T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sherman 
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Sinema Titus Visclosky 
Sires Tonko Walz 
Slaughter Torres Wasserman 
Smith (WA) Tsongas Schultz 
Speier Van Hollen Waters, Maxine 
Swalwell (CA) Vargas Watson Coleman 
Takano Veasey Welch 
Thompson (CA) Vela Wilson (FL) 
Thompson (MS) Velazquez Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—24 
Brady (PA) Hinojosa Payne 
Castor (FL) Israel Pelosi 
Cicilline Johnson, Sam Pompeo 
Costa Kirkpatrick Rush 
DesJarlais Lujan, Ben Ray Schiff 
Duckworth (NM) Sewell (AL) 
Fincher Meeks Wagner 
Guinta Meng 
Guthrie Palazzo 
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Mr. LOEBSACK and Mrs. NAPOLI- 
TANO changed their vote from “yea” 
to “nay.” 

Mr. ZINKE changed his vote from 
“nay” to “yea.” 

So the previous question was ordered. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. POE 
of Texas). The question is on the reso- 
lution. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a 
5-minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 241, nays 
169, not voting 21, as follows: 

[Roll No. 499] 


YEAS—241 
Abraham Costello (PA) Grothman 
Aderholt Cramer Hanna 
Allen Crawford Hardy 
Amash Crenshaw Harper 
Amodei Culberson Harris 
Babin Curbelo (FL) Hartzler 
Barletta Davidson Heck (NV) 
Barr Davis, Rodney Hensarling 
Barton Denham Herrera Beutler 
Benishek Dent Hice, Jody B. 
Bilirakis DeSantis Hill 
Bishop (MI) Diaz-Balart Holding 
Bishop (UT) Dold Hudson 
Black Donovan Huelskamp 
Blackburn Duffy Huizenga (MI) 
Blum Duncan (SC) Hultgren 
Bos Duncan (TN) Hunter 
Boustany Ellmers (NC) Hurd (TX) 
Brady (TX) Emmer (MN) Hurt (VA) 
Bra Farenthold Issa 
Bridenstine Fitzpatrick Jenkins (KS) 
Brooks (AL) Fleischmann Jenkins (WV) 
Brooks (IN) Fleming Johnson (OH) 
Buchanan Flores Jolly 
Buck Forbes Jones 
Bucshon Fortenberry Jordan 
Burgess Foxx Joyce 
Byrne Franks (AZ) Katko 
Calvert Frelinghuysen Kelly (MS) 
Carter (GA) Garrett Kelly (PA) 
Carter (TX) Gibbs King (IA) 
Chabot Gibson King (NY) 
Chaffetz Gohmert Kinzinger (IL) 
Clawson (FL) Goodlatte Kline 
Coffman Gosar Knight 
Cole Gowdy Labrador 
Collins (GA) Granger LaHood 
Collins (NY) Graves (GA) LaMalfa 
Comstock Graves (LA) Lamborn 
Conaway Graves (MO) Lance 
Cook Griffith Latta 


LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 


Adams 
Aguilar 
Ashford 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 
F. 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 


Peterson 
Pittenger 
Pitts 

Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Posey 

Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 

Rice (SC) 
Rigell 

Roby 

Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Smith (MO) 


NAYS—169 


Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
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Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 

Tipton 

Trott 
Turner 

Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Walz 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 

Yoho 

Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 

Zinke 


Lynch 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Linda 
T: 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sherman 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
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Tonko Vela Watson Coleman 
Torres Velazquez Welch 
Tsongas Visclosky Wilson (FL) 
Van Hollen Wasserman Yarmuth 
Vargas Schultz 
Veasey Waters, Maxine 

NOT VOTING—21 
Brady (PA) Israel Payne 
Cicilline Johnson, Sam Pelosi 
DesJarlais Kirkpatrick Pompeo 
Duckworth Lujan, Ben Ray Rush 
Fincher (NM) Schiff 
Guinta Meeks Sewell (AL) 
Guthrie Meng 
Hinojosa Palazzo 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain- 
ing. 
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So the resolution was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


ne 
PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 3590, HALT TAX IN- 


CREASES ON THE MIDDLE CLASS 
AND SENIORS ACT 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un- 
finished business is the vote on order- 
ing the previous question on the reso- 
lution (H. Res. 858) providing for con- 
sideration of the bill (H.R. 3590) to 
amend the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 to repeal the increase in the in- 
come threshold used in determining 
the deduction for medical care, on 
which the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

This is a 5-minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 237, nays 
171, not voting 23, as follows: 

[Roll No. 500] 
YEAS—237 


Abraham Carter (GA) Ellmers (NC) 
Aderholt Carter (TX) Emmer (MN) 
Allen Chabot Farenthold 
Amash Chaffetz Fitzpatrick 
Amodei Clawson (FL) Fleischmann 
Babin Coffman Fleming 
Barletta Cole Flores 

Barr Collins (GA) Forbes 
Barton Collins (NY) Fortenberry 
Benishek Comstock Foxx 
Bilirakis Conaway Franks (AZ) 
Bishop (MI) Cook Frelinghuysen 
Bishop (UT) Costello (PA) Garrett 
Black Cramer Gibbs 
Blackburn Crawford Gibson 
Blum Crenshaw Gohmert 
Bost Culberson Goodlatte 
Boustany Curbelo (FL) Gosar 

Brady (TX) Davidson Gowdy 

Brat Davis, Rodney Granger 
Bridenstine Denham Graves (GA) 
Brooks (AL) Dent Graves (LA) 
Brooks (IN) DeSantis Graves (MO) 
Buchanan Diaz-Balart Griffith 
Buck Dold Grothman 
Bucshon Donovan Hanna 
Burgess Duffy Hardy 

Byrne Duncan (SC) Harper 
Calvert Duncan (TN) Harris 


September 13, 2016 


Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 

Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 

Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 

Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Jolly 

Jones 

Jordan 

Joyce 

Katko 

Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 

Knight 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 

Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 

Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 


Adams 
Aguilar 
Ashford 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 
F. 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Clark (MA) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 


McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 


NAYS—171 


DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
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Russell 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 

Trott 

Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 

Yoho 

Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 

Zinke 


Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Perlmutter 


Peters Sarbanes Tonko 
Peterson Schakowsky Torres 
Pingree Schrader Tsongas 
Pocan Scott (VA) Van Hollen 
Polis Scott, David Vargas 
Price (NC) Serrano Veasey 
Quigley Sherman Vela 
Rangel Sinema Velazquez 
Rice (NY) Sires Visclosky 
Richmond Slaughter Walz 
Roybal-Allard Smith (WA) Wasserman 
Ruiz Speier Schultz 
Ruppersberger Swalwell (CA) Waters, Maxine 
Ryan (OH) Takano Watson Coleman 
Sanchez, Linda Thompson (CA) Welch 

aM Thompson (MS) Wilson (FL) 
Sanchez, Loretta Titus Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—23 

Brady (PA) Hinojosa Palazzo 
Cicilline Israel Payne 
Clarke (NY) Johnson, Sam Pelosi 
DesJarlais Kirkpatrick Pompeo 
Duckworth Lujan, Ben Ray Rush 
Fincher (NM) Schiff 
Guinta Meeks Sewell (AL) 
Guthrie Meng Stivers 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain- 
ing. 
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So the previous question was ordered. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

Stated against: 

Ms. CLARKE of New York. Mr. Speaker, | 
was unavoidably detained. Had | been 
present, | would have voted: Rollcall No. 500, 
“nay.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
question is on the resolution. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I de- 
mand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a 
5-minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 239, noes 169, 
not voting 23, as follows: 

[Roll No. 501] 


The 


AYES—239 
Abraham Calvert Duncan (SC) 
Aderholt Carter (GA) Duncan (TN) 
Allen Carter (TX) Ellmers (NC) 
Amash Chabot Emmer (MN) 
Amodei Chaffetz Farenthold 
Babin Clawson (FL) Fitzpatrick 
Barletta Coffman Fleischmann 
Barr Cole Fleming 
Barton Collins (GA) Flores 
Benishek Collins (NY) Forbes 
Bilirakis Comstock Fortenberry 
Bishop (MI) Conaway Foxx 
Bishop (UT) Cook Franks (AZ) 
Black Costello (PA) Frelinghuysen 
Blackburn Cramer Garrett 
Blum Crawford Gibbs 
Bost Crenshaw Gibson 
Boustany Culberson Gohmert. 
Brady (TX) Curbelo (FL) Goodlatte 
Brat Davidson Gosar 
Bridenstine Davis, Rodney Gowdy 
Brooks (AL) Denham Granger 
Brooks (IN) Dent Graves (GA) 
Buchanan DeSantis Graves (LA) 
Buck Diaz-Balart Graves (MO) 
Bucshon Dold Griffith 
Burgess Donovan Grothman 
Byrne Duffy Hanna 


Hardy 

Harper 

Harris 
Hartzler 

Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 

Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Jolly 

Jones 

Jordan 

Joyce 

Katko 

Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 

Knight 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 

Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 

Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 


Adams 
Aguilar 
Ashford 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 
E, 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 


McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 


NOES—169 


Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
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Royce 
Russell 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 

Yoho 

Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 

Zinke 


Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
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O’Rourke Sanchez, Linda Titus 
Pallone T. Tonko 
Pascrell Sanchez, Loretta Torres 
Perlmutter Sarbanes Tsongas 
Peters Schakowsky Van Hollen 
Peterson Schrader Vargas 
Pingree Scott (VA) Veasey 
Pocan Seati David Vela 
Polis errano Velázquez 
i Sherman i 
Quigley Si Visclosky 
Rangel ble Walz 
ange Slaughter 
Rice (NY) Smith (WA) Wasserman 
Richmond Speier Schultz 
Roybal-Allard Swalwell (CA) Watson Coleman 
Ruiz Takano Welch 
Ruppersberger Thompson (CA) Wilson (FL) 
Ryan (OH) Thompson (MS) Yarmuth 
NOT VOTING—23 
Brady (PA) Israel Payne 
Cicilline Johnson, Sam Pelosi 
DesJarlais Kirkpatrick Pompeo 
Duckworth Lujan, Ben Ray Price (NC) 
Fincher (NM) Rush 
Guinta Meeks Schiff 
Guthrie Meng Sewell (AL) 
Hinojosa Palazzo Waters, Maxine 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain- 
ing. 
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So the resolution was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. HINOJOSA. Mr. Speaker, | was un- 
avoidably detained. Had | been present, | 
would have voted “nay” on rollcall Nos. 498, 
499, 500, and 501. 


EE 


RESIGNATIONS AS MEMBER OF 
COMMITTEE ON OVERSIGHT AND 
GOVERNMENT REFORM AND 
COMMITTEE ON NATURAL RE- 
SOURCES 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following resigna- 
tions as a member of the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform and 
the Committee on Natural Resources: 


CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, September 13, 2016. 
Hon. PAUL D. RYAN, 
Speaker of the House, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: I, Matthew A. Cart- 
wright, am submitting my resignation from 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern- 
ment Reform and the House Committee on 
Natural Resources effective immediately. It 
has been a privilege and honor to have served 
on these committees as they fought to make 
government more accountable, transparent, 
and effective and worked to protect our envi- 
ronment and natural resources. 

I look forward to working to shape spend- 
ing that can have a tremendous effect on the 
lives of seniors, veterans, children, students, 
commuters, federal workers, federal contrac- 
tors, and military service personnel with my 
new assignment to the House Committee on 
Appropriations. I will be a powerful voice for 
a budget that invests in America, creates 
more good-paying jobs, and strengthens 
hard-working families. 

Sincerely, 


MATT CARTWRIGHT. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the resignations are accept- 
ed. 

There was no objection. 


a 


ELECTING A MEMBER TO A CER- 
TAIN STANDING COMMITTEE OF 
THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTA- 
TIVES 


Mr. BECERRA. Mr. Speaker, by di- 
rection of the Democratic Caucus, I 
offer a privileged resolution and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 

H. RES. 862 

Resolved, That the following named Mem- 
ber be and is hereby elected to the following 
standing committee of the House of Rep- 
resentatives: 

(1) COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS.—Mr. 
Cartwright. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


a 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair 
will postpone further proceedings 
today on motions to suspend the rules 
on which a recorded vote or the yeas 
and nays are ordered, or on which the 
vote incurs objection under clause 6 of 
rule XX. 

Record votes on postponed questions 
will be taken later. 


—— 


STRENGTHENING CAREER AND 
TECHNICAL EDUCATION FOR THE 
21ST CENTURY ACT 


Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the 
rules and pass the bill (H.R. 5587) to re- 
authorize the Carl D. Perkins Career 
and Technical Education Act of 2006, as 
amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 5587 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Strength- 
ening Career and Technical Education for 
the 21st Century Act”. 

SEC. 2. TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

The table of contents for this Act is as fol- 

lows: 


Sec. 1. Short title. 

Sec. 2. Table of contents. 

Sec. 3. References. 

Sec. 4. Effective date. 

Sec. 5. Table of contents of the Carl D. Per- 
kins Career and Technical Edu- 
cation Act of 2006. 

Sec. 6. Purpose. 

Sec. 7. Definitions. 

Sec. 8. Transition provisions. 

Sec. 9. Prohibitions. 

Sec. 10. Authorization of appropriations. 
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TITLE I—CAREER AND TECHNICAL EDU- 
CATION ASSISTANCE TO THE STATES 


PART A—ALLOTMENT AND ALLOCATION 


110. 
111. 
112. 
113. 
114. 
115. 


Reservations and State allotment. 

Within State allocation. 

Accountability. 

National activities. 

Assistance for the outlying areas. 

Tribally controlled postsecondary 
career and technical institu- 
tions. 

Occupational and employment in- 
formation. 


PART B—STATE PROVISIONS 


State plan. 

Improvement plans. 

State leadership activities. 
PART C—LOCAL PROVISIONS 


Local application for career and 
technical education programs. 
. 132. Local uses of funds. 
TITLE II—GENERAL PROVISIONS 


. 201. Federal and State administrative 
provisions. 


TITLE ITI—AMENDMENTS TO THE 
WAGNER-PEYSER ACT 


Sec. 301. State responsibilities. 

SEC. 3. REFERENCES. 

Except as otherwise expressly provided, 
whenever in this Act an amendment or re- 
peal is expressed in terms of an amendment 
to, or repeal of, a section or other provision, 
the reference shall be considered to be made 
to a section or other provision of the Carl D. 
Perkins Career and Technical Education Act 
of 2006 (20 U.S.C. 2301 et seq.). 

SEC. 4. EFFECTIVE DATE. 

This Act and the amendments made by 
this Act shall take effect beginning on July 
1, 2017. 

SEC. 5. TABLE OF CONTENTS OF THE CARL D. 
PERKINS CAREER AND TECHNICAL 
EDUCATION ACT OF 2006. 

Section 1(b) is amended to read as follows: 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of 
contents for this Act is as follows: 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 


. 116. 


. 121. 
. 122. 
. 123. 


. 181. 


“Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 
“Sec. 2. Purpose. 

“Sec. 3. Definitions. 

“Sec. 4. Transition provisions. 

“Sec. 5. Privacy. 

“Sec. 6. Limitation. 

“Sec. 7. Special rule. 

“Sec. 8. Prohibitions. 

“Sec. 9. Authorization of appropriations. 


“TITLE I—-CAREER AND TECHNICAL EDU- 
CATION ASSISTANCE TO THE STATES 


“PART A—ALLOTMENT AND ALLOCATION 


“Sec. 111. Reservations and State allotment. 

“Sec. 112. Within State allocation. 

“Sec. 113. Accountability. 

“Sec. 114. National activities. 

“Sec. 115. Assistance for the outlying areas. 

“Sec. 116. Native American programs. 

“Sec. 117. Tribally controlled postsecondary 
career and technical institu- 
tions. 


“PART B—STATE PROVISIONS 


121. State administration. 

122. State plan. 

123. Improvement plans. 

124. State leadership activities. 


“PART C—LOCAL PROVISIONS 


131. Distribution of funds to secondary 
education programs. 

182. Distribution of funds for postsec- 
ondary education programs. 

183. Special rules for career and tech- 
nical education. 


“Sec. 
“Sec. 
“Sec. 
“Sec. 


“Sec. 


“Sec. 


“Sec. 
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“Sec. 184. Local application for career and 
technical education programs. 
“Sec. 135. Local uses of funds. 
“TITLE II-GENERAL PROVISIONS 


“PART A—FEDERAL ADMINISTRATIVE 
PROVISIONS 


“Sec. 211. Fiscal requirements. 

“Sec. 212. Authority to make payments. 

“Sec. 218. Construction. 

“Sec. 214. Voluntary selection and participa- 
tion. 

“Sec. 215. Limitation for certain students. 

“Sec. 216. Federal laws guaranteeing civil 
rights. 

“Sec. 217. Participation of private school 
personnel and children. 

“Sec. 218. Limitation on Federal regula- 
tions. 

“Sec. 219. Study on programs of study 


aligned to high-skill, high-wage 
occupations. 

“PART B—STATE ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 

“Sec. 221. Joint funding. 

“Sec. 222. Prohibition on use of funds to in- 
duce out-of-State relocation of 
businesses. 

“Sec. 223. State administrative costs. 

“Sec. 224. Student assistance and other Fed- 
eral programs.’’. 

SEC. 6. PURPOSE. 

Section 2 (20 U.S.C. 2301) is amended— 

(1) in the matter preceding paragraph (1)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘academic and career and 
technical skills” and inserting ‘‘academic 
knowledge and technical and employability 
skills”; and 

(B) by inserting ‘‘and programs of study” 
after ‘‘technical education programs’’; 

(2) in paragraph (8), by striking ‘‘, includ- 
ing tech prep education”; and 

(3) in paragraph (4), by inserting ‘‘and pro- 
grams of study” after ‘‘technical education 
programs”. 

SEC. 7. DEFINITIONS. 

Section 3 (20 U.S.C. 2302) is amended— 

(1) by striking paragraphs (16), (23), (24), 
(25), (26), and (32); 

(2) by redesignating paragraphs (8), (9), (10), 
(11), 42), (13), (14), (15), (17), (18), (19), (20), 
(21), (22), (27), (28), (29), (30), (81), (83), and (34) 
as paragraphs (9), (10), (18), (16), (17), (19), (20), 
(23), (25), (27), (28), (80), (82), (85), (89), (40), 
(41), (44), (45), (46), and (47), respectively; 

(3) in paragraph (3)— 

(A) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘5 dif- 
ferent occupational fields to individuals” 
and inserting ‘‘3 different fields, especially in 
in-demand industry sectors or occupations, 
that are available to all students”; and 

(B) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘not 
fewer than 5 different occupational fields” 
and inserting ‘‘not fewer than 3 different oc- 
cupational fields”; 

(4) in paragraph (5)— 

(A) in subparagraph (A)— 

(i) in clause (i)— 

(I) by striking ‘‘coherent and rigorous con- 
tent aligned with challenging academic 
standards” and inserting ‘‘content at the 
secondary level aligned with the challenging 
State academic standards adopted by a State 
under section 1111(b)(1) of the Elementary 
and Secondary Education Act of 1965 (20 
U.S.C. 6311(b)(1)), and at the postsecondary 
level with the rigorous academic content,”’ 

(II) by striking “and skills” and inserting 
“and skills,’’; and 

(III) by inserting ‘‘, including in in-demand 
industry sectors or occupations” before the 
semicolon at the end; 

(ii) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘, an indus- 
try-recognized credential, a certificate, or an 
associate degree” and inserting ‘‘or a recog- 
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nized postsecondary credential, which may 
include an industry-recognized credential’’; 
and 

(iii) in clause (iii), by striking ‘‘and’’ at the 
end; 

(B) in subparagraph (B)— 

(i) by inserting ‘‘, work-based, or other” 
after ‘‘competency-based”’; 

(ii) by striking ‘‘contributes to the” and 
inserting ‘‘supports the development of”’; 

(iii) by striking the period at the end and 
inserting a semicolon; and 

(iv) by striking ‘‘general’’; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

“(C) to the extent practicable, coordinate 
between secondary and postsecondary edu- 
cation programs, which may include early 
college programs with articulation agree- 
ments, dual or concurrent enrollment pro- 
gram opportunities, or programs of study; 
and 

“(D) may include career exploration at the 
high school level or as early as the middle 
grades (as such term is defined in section 
8101 of the Elementary and Secondary Edu- 
cation Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 7801)).”’; 

(5) in paragraph (7)— 

(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘(and 
parents, as appropriate)? and inserting 
“(and, as appropriate, parents and out-of- 
school youth)’’; and 

(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘fi- 
nancial aid,” and all that follows through 
the period at the end and inserting ‘‘finan- 
cial aid, job training, secondary and postsec- 
ondary options (including baccalaureate de- 
gree programs), dual or concurrent enroll- 
ment programs, work-based learning oppor- 
tunities, and support services.”’; 

(6) by inserting after paragraph (7) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(8) CAREER PATHWAYS.—The term ‘career 
pathways’ has the meaning given the term in 
section 3 of the Workforce Innovation and 
Opportunity Act (29 U.S.C. 3102).’’; 

(7) by inserting after paragraph (10) (as so 
redesignated by paragraph (2)) the following: 

“(11) CTE CONCENTRATOR.—The term ‘CTE 
concentrator’ means— 

“(A) at the secondary school level, a stu- 
dent served by an eligible recipient who 
has— 

“(G) completed 3 or more career and tech- 
nical education courses; or 

“Gi) completed at least 2 courses in a sin- 
gle career and technical education program 
or program of study; or 

“(B) at the postsecondary level, a student 
enrolled in an eligible recipient who has— 

“(i) earned at least 12 cumulative credits 
within a career and technical education pro- 
gram or program of study; or 

“Gi) completed such a program if the pro- 
gram encompasses fewer than 12 credits or 
the equivalent in total. 

12) CTE PARTICIPANT.—The term ‘CTE 
participant’ means an individual who com- 
pletes not less than 1 course or earns not less 
than 1 credit in a career and technical edu- 
cation program or program of study of an el- 
igible recipient.’’; 

(8) by inserting after paragraph (18) (as so 
redesignated by paragraph (2)) the following: 

“(14) DUAL OR CONCURRENT ENROLLMENT.— 
The term ‘dual or concurrent enrollment’ 
has the meaning given the term in section 
8101 of the Elementary and Secondary Edu- 
cation Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 7801). 

‘“(15) EARLY COLLEGE HIGH SCHOOL.—The 
term ‘early college high school’ has the 
meaning given the term in section 8101 of the 
Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 
1965 (20 U.S.C. 7801).”’; 

(9) by inserting after paragraph (17) (as so 
redesignated by paragraph (2)) the following: 
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‘(18) ELIGIBLE ENTITY.—The term ‘eligible 
entity’ means a consortium that— 

“(A) shall include at least two of the fol- 
lowing: 

“(i) a local educational agency; 

“(ii) an educational service agency; 

“(iii) an eligible institution; 

“(iv) an area career and technical edu- 
cation school; 

“(v) a State educational agency; or 

“(vi) the Bureau of Indian Education; 

“(B) may include a regional, State, or local 
public or private organization, including a 
community-based organization, one or more 
employers, or a qualified intermediary; and 

“(C) is led by an entity or partnership of 
entities described in subparagraph (A).”’; 

(10) by amending paragraph (19) (as so re- 
designated by paragraph (2)) to read as fol- 
lows: 

‘(19) ELIGIBLE INSTITUTION.—The term ‘eli- 
gible institution’ means— 

“(A) a consortium of 2 or more of the enti- 
ties described in subparagraphs (B) through 
(F); 

‘“(B) a public or nonprofit private institu- 
tion of higher education that offers and will 
use funds provided under this title in support 
of career and technical education courses 
that lead to technical skill proficiency, an 
industry-recognized credential, a certificate, 
or an associate degree; 

“(C) a local educational agency providing 
education at the postsecondary level; 

“(D) an area career and technical edu- 
cation school providing education at the 
postsecondary level; 

“(E) a postsecondary educational institu- 
tion controlled by the Bureau of Indian Af- 
fairs or operated by or on behalf of any In- 
dian tribe that is eligible to contract with 
the Secretary of the Interior for the adminis- 
tration of programs under the Indian Self- 
Determination and Education Assistance Act 
(25 U.S.C. 450 et seq.) or the Act of April 16, 
1934 (25 U.S.C. 452 et seq.); or 

“(F) an educational service agency.’’; 

(11) by amending paragraph (20) (as so re- 
designated by paragraph (2)) to read as fol- 
lows: 

‘(20) ELIGIBLE RECIPIENT.—The term ‘eligi- 
ble recipient’ means— 

“(A) an eligible institution or consortium 
of eligible institutions eligible to receive as- 
sistance under section 132; or 

“(B) a local educational agency (including 
a public charter school that operates as a 
local educational agency), an area career and 
technical education school, an educational 
service agency, or a consortium of such enti- 
ties, eligible to receive assistance under sec- 
tion 131.’’; 

(12) by adding after paragraph (20) (as so 
redesignated by paragraph (2)) the following: 

‘(21) ENGLISH LEARNER.—The term ‘English 
learner’ means— 

“(A) a secondary school student who is an 
English learner, as defined in section 8101 of 
the Elementary and Secondary Education 
Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 7801); or 

“(B) an adult or an out-of-school youth 
who has limited ability in speaking, reading, 
writing, or understanding the English lan- 
guage and— 

“(i) whose native language is a language 
other than English; or 

“(ii) who lives in a family environment in 
which a language other than English is the 
dominant language. 

(22) EVIDENCE-BASED.—The term ‘evi- 
dence-based’ has the meaning given the term 
in section 8101(21)(A) of the Elementary and 
Secondary Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
7801(21)(A)).”’; 
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(18) by inserting after paragraph (23) (as so 
redesignated by paragraph (2)) the following: 

‘*(24) IN-DEMAND INDUSTRY SECTOR OR OCCU- 
PATION.—The term ‘in-demand industry sec- 
tor or occupation’ has the meaning given the 
term in section 3 of the Workforce Innova- 
tion and Opportunity Act (29 U.S.C. 3102).’’; 

(14) by inserting after paragraph (25) (as so 
redesignated by paragraph (2)) the following: 

‘(26) INDUSTRY OR SECTOR PARTNERSHIP.— 
The term ‘industry or sector partnership’ has 
the meaning given the term in section 3 of 
the Workforce Innovation and Opportunity 
Act (29 U.S.C. 3102).’’; 

(15) by inserting after paragraph (28) (as so 
redesignated by paragraph (2)) the following: 

‘(29) LOCAL WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT 
BOARD.—The term ‘local workforce develop- 
ment board’ means a local workforce devel- 
opment board established under section 107 
of the Workforce Innovation and Oppor- 
tunity Act.’’; 

(16) by inserting after paragraph (30) (as so 
redesignated by paragraph (2)) the following: 

‘(31) OUT-OF-SCHOOL YOUTH.—The term 
‘out-of-school youth’ has the meaning given 
the term in section 3 of the Workforce Inno- 
vation and Opportunity Act (29 U.S.C. 
3102).”’; 

(17) by inserting after paragraph (82) (as so 
redesignated by paragraph (2)) the following: 

‘(83) PARAPROFESSIONAL.—The term ‘para- 
professional’ has the meaning given the term 
in section 8101 of the Elementary and Sec- 
ondary Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 7801). 

‘(34) PAY FOR SUCCESS INITIATIVE.—The 
term ‘pay for success initiative’ has the 
meaning given the term in section 8101 of the 
Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 
1965 (20 U.S.C. 7801), except that such term 
does not include an initiative that— 

“(A) reduces the special education or re- 
lated services that a student would other- 
wise receive under the Individuals with Dis- 
abilities Education Act (20 U.S.C. 1400 et 
seq.); or 

“(B) otherwise reduces the rights of a stu- 
dent or the obligations of an entity under 
the Individuals with Disabilities Education 
Act (20 U.S.C. 1400 et seq.), the Rehabilita- 
tion Act of 1973 (29 U.S.C. 701 et seq.), the 
Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 
U.S.C. 12101 et seq.), or any other law.”’; 

(18) by inserting after paragraph (35) (as so 
redesignated by paragraph (2)) the following: 

‘(86) PROGRAM OF STUDY.—The term ‘pro- 
gram of study’ means a coordinated, non- 
duplicative sequence of secondary and post- 
secondary academic and technical content 
that— 

‘(A) incorporates challenging State aca- 
demic standards, including those adopted by 
a State under section 1111(b)(1) of the Ele- 
mentary and Secondary Education Act of 
1965 (20 U.S.C. 6311(b)(1)), that— 

“(i) address both academic and technical 
knowledge and skills, including employ- 
ability skills; and 

“(ii) are aligned with the needs of indus- 
tries in the economy of the State, region, or 
local area; 

‘(B) progresses in specificity (beginning 
with all aspects of an industry or career 
cluster and leading to more occupational 
specific instruction); 

‘(C) has multiple entry and exit points 
that incorporate credentialing; and 

“(D) culminates in the attainment of a rec- 
ognized postsecondary credential. 

‘(87) QUALIFIED INTERMEDIARY.—The term 
‘qualified intermediary’ means a non-profit 
entity that demonstrates expertise to build, 
connect, sustain, and measure partnerships 
with entities such as employers, schools, 
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community-based organizations, postsec- 
ondary institutions, social service organiza- 
tions, economic development organizations, 
and workforce systems to broker services, 
resources, and supports to youth and the or- 
ganizations and systems that are designed to 
serve youth, including— 

“(A) connecting employers to classrooms; 

“(B) assisting in the design and implemen- 
tation of career and technical education pro- 
grams and programs of study; 

““(C) delivering professional development; 

“(D) connecting students to internships 
and other work-based learning opportunities; 
and 

“(E) developing personalized student sup- 
ports. 

‘*(88) RECOGNIZED POSTSECONDARY CREDEN- 
TIAL.—The term ‘recognized postsecondary 
credential’ has the meaning given the term 
in section 3 of the Workforce Innovation and 
Opportunity Act (29 U.S.C. 3102).’’; 

(19) in paragraph (41) (as so redesignated by 
paragraph (2))— 

(A) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘fos- 
ter children” and inserting ‘‘youth who are 
in or have aged out of the foster care sys- 
tem”; 

(B) in subparagraph (E), by striking “and” 
at the end; 

(C) in subparagraph (F), by striking ‘‘indi- 
viduals with limited English proficiency.” 
and inserting ‘‘English learners;’’; and 

(D) by adding at the end the following: 

“(G) homeless individuals described in sec- 
tion 725 of the McKinney-Vento Homeless 
Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 11484a); and 

““(H) youth with a parent who— 

“(i) is a member of the armed forces (as 
such term is defined in section 101(a)(4) of 
title 10, United States Code); and 

“(ii) is on active duty (as such term is de- 
fined in section 101(d)(1) of such title).’’; 

(20) by inserting after paragraph (41) (as so 
redesignated by paragraph (2)) the following: 

‘*(42) SPECIALIZED INSTRUCTIONAL SUPPORT 
PERSONNEL.—The term ‘specialized instruc- 
tional support personnel’ has the meaning 
given the term in section 8101 of the Elemen- 
tary and Secondary Education Act of 1965 (20 
U.S.C. 7801). 

‘*(43) SPECIALIZED INSTRUCTIONAL SUPPORT 
SERVICES.—The term ‘specialized instruc- 
tional support services’ has the meaning 
given the term in section 8101 of the Elemen- 
tary and Secondary Education Act of 1965 (20 
U.S.C. 7801).’’; 

(21) in paragraph (45) (as so redesignated by 
paragraph (2)) by inserting ‘‘(including para- 
professionals and specialized instructional 
support personnel)” after ‘‘supportive per- 
sonnel’’; and 

(22) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(48) UNIVERSAL DESIGN FOR LEARNING.— 
The term ‘universal design for learning’ has 
the meaning given the term in section 8101 of 
the Elementary and Secondary Education 
Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 7801). 

‘(49) WORK-BASED LEARNING.—The term 
‘work-based learning’ means sustained inter- 
actions with industry or community profes- 
sionals in real workplace settings, to the ex- 
tent practicable, or simulated environments 
at an educational institution that foster in- 
depth, first-hand engagement with the tasks 
required of a given career field, that are 
aligned to curriculum and instruction.’’. 

SEC. 8. TRANSITION PROVISIONS. 

Section 4 (20 U.S.C. 2303) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘the Secretary determines 
to be appropriate” and inserting ‘‘are nec- 
essary”; 

(2) by striking ‘‘Carl D. Perkins Career and 
Technical Education Improvement Act of 
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2006” each place it appears and inserting 
“Strengthening Career and Technical Edu- 
cation for the 21st Century Act”; and 

(3) by striking ‘‘1998’’ and inserting ‘‘2006”. 
SEC. 9. PROHIBITIONS. 

Section 8 (20 U.S.C. 2306a) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘Federal 
Government to mandate,” and all that fol- 
lows through the end and inserting ‘‘Federal 
Government— 

“(1) to condition or incentivize the receipt 
of any grant, contract, or cooperative agree- 
ment, or the receipt of any priority or pref- 
erence under such grant, contract, or cooper- 
ative agreement, upon a State, local edu- 
cational agency, eligible agency, eligible re- 
cipient, eligible entity, or school’s adoption 
or implementation of specific instructional 
content, academic standards and assess- 
ments, curricula, or program of instruction 
(including any condition, priority, or pref- 
erence to adopt the Common Core State 
Standards developed under the Common Core 
State Standards Initiative, any other aca- 
demic standards common to a significant 
number of States, or any assessment, in- 
structional content, or curriculum aligned to 
such standards); 

“(2) through grants, contracts, or other co- 
operative agreements, to mandate, direct, or 
control a State, local educational agency, el- 
igible agency, eligible recipient, eligible en- 
tity, or school’s specific instructional con- 
tent, academic standards and assessments, 
curricula, or program of instruction (includ- 
ing any requirement, direction, or mandate 
to adopt the Common Core State Standards 
developed under the Common Core State 
Standards Initiative, any other academic 
standards common to a significant number 
of States, or any assessment, instructional 
content, or curriculum aligned to such 
standards); and 

“(3) except as required under sections 
112(b), 211(b), and 223— 

“(A) to mandate, direct, or control the al- 
location of State or local resources; or 

‘“(B) to mandate that a State or a political 
subdivision of a State spend any funds or 
incur any costs not paid for under this Act.’’; 
and 

(2) by striking subsection (d) and redesig- 
nating subsection (e) as subsection (d). 

SEC. 10. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

Section 9 (20 U.S.C. 2307) is amended to 
read as follows: 

“SEC. 9. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

“There are to be authorized to be appro- 
priated to carry out this Act (other than sec- 
tions 114 and 117)— 

*“(1) $1,133,002,074 for fiscal year 2017; 

‘‘(2) $1,148,618,465 for fiscal year 2018; 

(3) $1,164,450,099 for fiscal year 2019; 

**(4) $1,180,499,945 for fiscal year 2020; 

“*(5) $1,196,771,008 for fiscal year 2021; and 

‘*(6) $1,213,266,339 for fiscal year 2022.’’. 

TITLE I—CAREER AND TECHNICAL 
EDUCATION ASSISTANCE TO THE STATES 

PART A—ALLOTMENT AND ALLOCATION 

SEC. 110. RESERVATIONS AND STATE ALLOT- 
MENT. 

Paragraph (5) of section 111(a) (20 U.S.C. 
2321(a)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘No 
State” and inserting ‘“‘For each of fiscal 
years 2017, 2018, and 2019, no State”; 

(2) by redesignating subparagraph (B) as 
subparagraph (C); 

(3) by inserting after subparagraph (A), as 
amended by paragraph (1), the following: 

‘(B) FISCAL YEAR 2020 AND EACH SUCCEEDING 
FISCAL YEAR.—For fiscal year 2020 and each 
of the succeeding fiscal years, no State shall 
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receive an allotment under this section for a 
fiscal year that is less than 90 percent of the 
allotment the State received under this sec- 
tion for the preceding fiscal year.’’; and 

(4) in subparagraph (C), as redesignated by 
paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘subparagraph 
(A)? and inserting ‘‘subparagraph (A) or 
(B)’’. 

SEC. 111. WITHIN STATE ALLOCATION. 

Section 112 (20 U.S.C. 2322) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘10 per- 
cent” and inserting ‘‘15 percent”; 

(B) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) in subparagraph (A)— 

(I) by striking ‘‘1 percent” and inserting ‘‘2 
percent”; and 

(II) by striking ‘‘State correctional institu- 
tions and institutions” and inserting ‘‘State 
correctional institutions, juvenile justice fa- 
cilities, and educational institutions”; and 

(ii) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘avail- 
able for services” and inserting ‘‘available to 
assist eligible recipients in providing serv- 
ices”; and 

(C) in paragraph (3)(B), by striking ‘‘a local 
plan;’’ and inserting ‘‘local applications;’’; 
and 

(2) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘section 
135” and all that follows through the end and 
inserting ‘‘section 135— 

“(1) in— 

“(A) rural areas; 

‘“(B) areas with high percentages of CTE 
concentrators or CTE participants; and 

“(C) areas with high numbers of CTE con- 
centrators or CTE participants; and 

“(2) in order to— 

“(A) foster innovation through the identi- 
fication and promotion of promising and 
proven career and technical education pro- 
grams, practices, and strategies, which may 
include practices and strategies that prepare 
individuals for nontraditional fields; or 

(B) promote the development, implemen- 
tation, and adoption of programs of study or 
career pathways aligned with State-identi- 
fied in-demand occupations or industries.’’. 
SEC. 112. ACCOUNTABILITY. 

Section 118 (20 U.S.C. 2323) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘com- 
prised of the activities” and inserting ‘‘com- 
prising the activities”; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking subpara- 
graph (B) and redesignating subparagraph (C) 
as subparagraph (B); 

(B) in paragraph (1)(B), as so redesignated, 
by striking ‘‘, and State levels of perform- 
ance described in paragraph (3)(B) for each 
additional indicator of performance”; and 

(C) by striking paragraph (2) and inserting 
the following: 

‘*(2) INDICATORS OF PERFORMANCE.— 

‘(A) CORE INDICATORS OF PERFORMANCE FOR 
CTE CONCENTRATORS AT THE SECONDARY 
LEVEL.—Each eligible agency shall identify 
in the State plan core indicators of perform- 
ance for CTE concentrators at the secondary 
level that are valid and reliable, and that in- 
clude, at a minimum, measures of each of 
the following: 

“(i) The percentage of CTE concentrators 
who graduate high school, as measured by— 

“(I) the four-year adjusted cohort gradua- 
tion rate (defined in section 8101 of the Ele- 
mentary and Secondary Education Act of 
1965 (20 U.S.C. 7801)); and 

“(ID at the State’s discretion, the ex- 
tended-year adjusted cohort graduation rate 
defined in such section 8101 (20 U.S.C. 7801). 

“(ii) CTE concentrator attainment of chal- 
lenging State academic standards adopted by 
the State under section 1111(b)(1) of the Ele- 
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mentary and Secondary Education Act of 
1965 (20 U.S.C. 6311(b)(1)), and measured by 
the academic assessments described in sec- 
tion 1111(b)(2) of such Act (20 U.S.C. 
6311(b)(2)). 

“(ii) The percentage of CTE concentrators 
who, in the second quarter following the pro- 
gram year after exiting from secondary edu- 
cation, are in postsecondary education or ad- 
vanced training, military service, or unsub- 
sidized employment. 

‘“(iv) Not less than one indicator of career 
and technical education program quality 
that— 

(D) shall include, not less than one of the 
following— 

“(aa) the percentage of CTE concentrators 
graduating from high school having attained 
recognized postsecondary credentials; 

““(bb) the percentage of CTE concentrators 
graduating from high school having attained 
postsecondary credits in the relevant career 
and technical educational program or pro- 
gram of study earned through dual and con- 
current enrollment or another credit trans- 
fer agreement; or 

““(cc) the percentage of CTE concentrators 
graduating from high school having partici- 
pated in work-based learning; and 

“(ID may include any other measure of 
student success in career and technical edu- 
cation that is statewide, valid, and reliable. 

“(v) The percentage of CTE concentrators 
in career and technical education programs 
and programs of study that lead to nontradi- 
tional fields. 

“(B) CORE INDICATORS OF PERFORMANCE FOR 
CTE CONCENTRATORS AT THE POSTSECONDARY 
LEVEL.—Each eligible agency shall identify 
in the State plan core indicators of perform- 
ance for CTE concentrators at the postsec- 
ondary level that are valid and reliable, and 
that include, at a minimum, measures of 
each of the following: 

“(G) The percentage of CTE concentrators, 
who, during the second quarter after pro- 
gram completion, are in education or train- 
ing activities, advanced training, or unsub- 
sidized employment. 

“(Gi) The median earnings of CTE con- 
centrators in unsubsidized employment two 
quarters after program completion. 

“(ii) The percentage of CTE concentrators 
who receive a recognized postsecondary cre- 
dential during participation in or within 1 
year of program completion. 

“(iv) The percentage of CTE concentrators 
in career and technical education programs 
and programs of study that lead to nontradi- 
tional fields. 

“(C) ALIGNMENT OF PERFORMANCE INDICA- 
TORS.—In developing core indicators of per- 
formance under subparagraphs (A) and (B), 
an eligible agency shall, to the greatest ex- 
tent possible, align the indicators so that 
substantially similar information gathered 
for other State and Federal programs, or for 
any other purpose, may be used to meet the 
requirements of this section.”’; 

(D) in paragraph (3)— 

(i) by amending subparagraph (A) to read 
as follows: 

“(A) STATE ADJUSTED LEVELS OF PERFORM- 
ANCE FOR CORE INDICATORS OF PERFORM- 
ANCE.— 

“(j) IN GENERAL.—Each eligible agency, 
with input from eligible recipients, shall es- 
tablish and identify in the State plan sub- 
mitted under section 122, for the first 2 pro- 
gram years covered by the State plan, levels 
of performance for each of the core indica- 
tors of performance described in subpara- 
graphs (A) and (B) of paragraph (2) for career 
and technical education activities author- 
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ized under this title. The levels of perform- 
ance established under this subparagraph 
shall, at a minimum— 

“(I) be expressed in a percentage or numer- 
ical form, so as to be objective, quantifiable, 
and measurable; and 

“(ID) be sufficiently ambitious to allow for 
meaningful evaluation of program quality. 

‘(ii) STATE ADJUSTED LEVELS OF PERFORM- 
ANCE FOR SUBSEQUENT YEARS.—Prior to the 
third program year covered by the State 
plan, each eligible agency shall revise the 
State levels of performance for each of the 
core indicators of performance for the subse- 
quent program years covered by the State 
plan, taking into account the extent to 
which such levels of performance promote 
meaningful program improvement on such 
indicators. The State adjusted levels of per- 
formance identified under this clause shall 
be considered to be the State adjusted levels 
of performance for the State for such years 
and shall be incorporated into the State 
plan. 

“(ii) REPORTING.—The eligible agency 
shall, for each year described in clauses (i) 
and (iii), publicly report and widely dissemi- 
nate the State levels of performance de- 
scribed in this subparagraph. 

“(iv) REVISIONS.—If unanticipated cir- 
cumstances arise in a State, the eligible 
agency may revise the State adjusted levels 
of performance required under this subpara- 
graph, and submit such revised levels of per- 
formance with evidence supporting the revi- 
sion and demonstrating public consultation, 
in a manner consistent with the process de- 
scribed in subsections (d) and (f) of section 
122.”’; and 

(ii) by striking subparagraph (B) and in- 
serting the following: 

‘“(B) ACTUAL LEVELS OF PERFORMANCE.—At 
the end of each program year, the eligible 
agency shall determine actual levels of per- 
formance on each of the core indicators of 
performance and publicly report and widely 
disseminate the actual levels of performance 
described in this subparagraph.’’; and 

(E) in paragraph (4)— 

(i) in subparagraph (A)— 

(I) in clause (i)(1), by striking ‘‘consistent 
with the State levels of performance estab- 
lished under paragraph (8), so as” and insert- 
ing ‘‘consistent with the form expressed in 
the State levels, so as”; 

(II) by striking clause (i)(II) and inserting 
the following: 

“(IT) be sufficiently ambitious to allow for 
meaningful evaluation of program quality.’’; 

(IIT) in clause (iv)— 

(aa) by striking ‘‘third and fifth program 
years” and inserting ‘‘third program year”; 
and 

(bb) by striking ‘‘corresponding”’ 
“subsequent program years’’; 

(IV) in clause (v)— 

(aa) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of sub- 
clause (I); 

(bb) by redesignating subclause (II) as sub- 
clause (III); 

(cc) by inserting after subclause (I) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(ID) local economic conditions;”’’; 

(dd) in subclause (III), as so redesignated, 
by striking ‘‘promote continuous improve- 
ment on the core indicators of performance 
by the eligible recipient.” and inserting ‘‘ad- 
vance the eligible recipient’s accomplish- 
ments of the goals set forth in the local ap- 
plication; and’’; and 

(ee) by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(IV) the eligible recipient’s ability and 
capacity to collect and access valid, reliable, 
and cost effective data.’’; 


before 


12526 


(V) in clause (vi), by inserting ‘‘or changes 
occur related to improvements in data or 
measurement approaches,” after ‘‘factors de- 
scribed in clause (v),’’; and 

(VI) by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(vii) REPORTING.—The eligible recipient 
shall, for each year described in clauses (iii) 
and (iv), publicly report the local levels of 
performance described in this subpara- 
graph.”’; 

(ii) by striking subparagraph (B) and redes- 
ignating subparagraph (C) as subparagraph 
(B); and 

(iii) in clause (ii)() of subparagraph (B), as 
so redesignated— 

(I) by striking ‘‘section 1111(h)(1)(C)(i)”’ and 
inserting ‘‘section 1111(h)(1)(C)(ii)’’; and 

(II) by striking ‘‘section 3(29) and insert- 
ing ‘“‘section 3(40)’’; and 

(3) in subsection (c)— 

(A) in the heading, by inserting ‘‘STATE’’ 
before “REPORT”; 

(B) in paragraph (1)(B), by striking ‘‘infor- 
mation on the levels of performance 
achieved by the State with respect to the ad- 
ditional indicators of performance, including 
the” and inserting ‘‘the’’; and 

(C) in paragraph (2)(A)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘categories’’ and inserting 
“subgroups”; 

Gi) by striking ‘“‘section 1111(h)(1)(C)(i)’”’ 
and inserting ‘‘section 1111(h)(1)(C)(ii)”’; and 

(iii) by striking ‘‘section 3(29)’’ and insert- 
ing ‘“‘section 3(40)’’. 


SEC. 113. NATIONAL ACTIVITIES. 


Section 114 (20 U.S.C. 2324) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) by striking ‘The Secretary shall’ the 
first place it appears and inserting ‘‘The Sec- 
retary shall, in consultation with the Direc- 
tor of the Institute for Education Sciences,”’; 
and 

(ii) by inserting ‘‘from eligible agencies 
under section 113(c)’’ after ‘‘pursuant to this 
title’; and 

(B) by striking paragraph (3); 

(2) by amending subsection (b) to read as 
follows: 


“(b) REASONABLE CosT.—The Secretary 
shall take such action as may be necessary 
to secure at reasonable cost the information 
required by this title. To ensure reasonable 
cost, the Secretary, in consultation with the 
National Center for Education Statistics and 
the Office of Career, Technical, and Adult 
Education shall determine the methodology 
to be used and the frequency with which such 
information is to be collected.’’; 

(3) in subsection (c)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)— 


(i) by striking ‘“may” and inserting 
“shall’’; 

(ii) by striking ‘, directly or through 
grants, contracts, or cooperative agree- 


ments,” and inserting ‘‘directly or through 
grants”; and 

(iii) by striking ‘‘and assessment’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) in subparagraph (B), by inserting ‘‘, act- 
ing through the Director of the Institute for 
Education Sciences,” after ‘‘describe how the 
Secretary”; and 

(ii) in subparagraph (C), by inserting ‘‘, in 
consultation with the Director of the Insti- 
tute for Education Sciences,” after ‘‘the Sec- 
retary”; 

(4) in subsection (d)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) in subparagraph (A)— 

(I) by inserting ‘‘, acting through the Di- 
rector of the Institute for Education 
Sciences,” after ‘‘The Secretary’’; 
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(II) by inserting ‘‘and the plan developed 
under subsection (c)? after ‘‘described in 
paragraph (2); and 

(III) by striking ‘‘assessment’’ each place 
such term appears and inserting ‘‘evalua- 
tion”; and 

(ii) in subparagraph (B)— 

(I) in clause (v), by striking ‘‘; and” and in- 
serting a semicolon; 

(II) in clause (vi), by striking the period at 
the end and inserting ‘‘, which may include 
individuals with expertise in addressing in- 
equities in access to, and in opportunities for 
academic and technical skill attainment; 
and’’; and 

(III) by adding at the end the following: 

“(vii) representatives of special popu- 
lations.’’; 

(B) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) in the heading, by striking ‘‘AND AS- 
SESSMENT”; 

(ii) in subparagraph (A)— 

(D) by inserting ‘‘, acting through the Di- 
rector of the Institute for Education 
Sciences,” after ‘the Secretary”; 

(II) by striking ‘‘an independent evaluation 
and assessment” and inserting ‘‘a series of 
research and evaluation initiatives for each 
year for which funds are appropriated to 
carry out this Act, which are aligned with 
the plan in subsection (c)(2),”’; 

(II) by striking ‘‘Carl D. Perkins Career 
and Technical Education Improvement Act 
of 2006’ and “Strengthening Career and 
Technical Education for the 2lst Century 
Act”; 

(IV) by striking ‘‘, contracts, and coopera- 
tive agreements that are” and inserting ‘‘to 
institutions of higher education or a con- 
sortia of one or more institutions of higher 
education and one or more private nonprofit 
organizations or agencies”; and 

(V) by adding at the end the following: 
“Such evaluation shall, whenever possible, 
use the most recent data available.”; and 

(iii) by amending subparagraph (B) to read 
as follows: 

“(B) CONTENTS.—The evaluation required 
under subparagraph (A) shall include descrip- 
tions and evaluations of— 

‘“(i) the extent and success of the integra- 
tion of challenging State academic standards 
adopted under 1111(b)(1) of the Elementary 
and Secondary Education Act of 1965 (20 
U.S.C. 6311(b)(1)) and career and technical 
education for students participating in ca- 
reer and technical education programs, in- 
cluding a review of the effect of such integra- 
tion on the academic and technical pro- 
ficiency achievement of such students (in- 
cluding the number of such students that re- 
ceive a regular high school diploma, as such 
term is defined under section 8101 of the Ele- 
mentary and Secondary Education Act of 
1965 or a State-defined alternative diploma 
described in section 8101(25)(A)(Gji)(D(bb) of 
such Act (20 U.S.C. 7801(25)(A)(ii)(1)(bb))); 

‘“(ii) the extent to which career and tech- 
nical education programs and programs of 
study prepare students, including special 
populations, for subsequent employment in 
high-skill, high-wage occupations (including 
those in which mathematics and science, 
which may include computer science, skills 
are critical), or for participation in postsec- 
ondary education; 

“Gii) employer involvement in, benefit 
from, and satisfaction with, career and tech- 
nical education programs and programs of 
study and career and technical education 
students’ preparation for employment; 

“(iv) efforts to expand access to career and 
technical education programs of study for all 
students; 
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‘“(v) innovative approaches to work-based 
learning programs that increase participa- 
tion and alignment with employment in 
high-growth industries, including in rural 
and low-income areas; 

““(vi) the impact of the amendments to this 
Act made under the Strengthening Career 
and Technical Education for the 21st Cen- 
tury Act, including comparisons, where ap- 
propriate, of— 

‘“T) the use of the comprehensive needs as- 
sessment under section 134(b); 

(II) the implementation of programs of 
study; and 

“(IIT) coordination of planning and pro- 
gram delivery with other relevant laws, in- 
cluding the Workforce Innovation and Oppor- 
tunity Act (29 U.S.C. 3101 et seq.) and the El- 
ementary and Secondary Education Act of 
1965 (20 U.S.C. 6301 et seq.); 

“(vii) changes in career and technical edu- 
cation program accountability as described 
in section 113 and any effects of such changes 
on program delivery and program quality; 
and 

‘““(viii) changes in student enrollment pat- 
terns.’’; and 

(iv) in subparagraph (C)— 

(I) in clause (i)— 

(aa) by inserting “, in consultation with 
the Director of the Institute for Education 
Sciences,” after ‘‘The Secretary”; 

(bb) in subclause (I1)— 

(AA) by striking ‘‘assessment’’ and insert- 
ing “evaluation and summary of research ac- 
tivities carried out under this section’’; and 

(BB) by striking ‘2010’ and inserting 
‘$2021’; and 

(cc) in subclause (II)— 

(AA) by striking ‘‘assessment’’ and insert- 
ing “evaluation and summary of research ac- 
tivities carried out under this section”; and 


(BB) by striking ‘2011’ and inserting 
“2023”; and 

(II) by adding after clause (ii) the fol- 
lowing: 


“(iii) DISSEMINATION.—In addition to sub- 
mitting the reports required under clause (i), 
the Secretary shall disseminate the results 
of the evaluation widely and on a timely 
basis in order to increase the understanding 
among State and local officials and edu- 
cators of the effectiveness of programs and 
activities supported under the Act and of the 
career and technical education programs 
that are most likely to produce positive edu- 
cational and employment outcomes.’’; and 

(C) by striking paragraphs (3), (4), and (5) 
and inserting the following: 

‘*(3) INNOVATION.— 

“(A) GRANT PROGRAM.—To identify and 
support innovative strategies and activities 
to improve career and technical education 
and align workforce skills with labor market 
needs as part of the plan developed under 
subsection (c) and the requirements of this 
subsection, the Secretary may award grants 
to eligible entities to— 

“(i) create, develop, implement, or take to 
scale evidence-based, field initiated innova- 
tions, including through a pay for success 
initiative to improve student outcomes in 
career and technical education; and 

“(ii) rigorously evaluate such innovations. 

‘*(B) MATCHING FUNDS.— 

“(i) MATCHING FUNDS REQUIRED.—Except as 
provided under clause (ii), to receive a grant 
under this paragraph, an eligible entity 
shall, through cash or in-kind contributions, 
provide matching funds from public or pri- 
vate sources in an amount equal to at least 
50 percent of the funds provided under such 
grant. 

“(ii) EXCEPTION.—The Secretary may waive 
the matching fund requirement under clause 
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(i) if the eligible entity demonstrates excep- 
tional circumstances. 

“(C) APPLICATION.—To receive a grant 
under this paragraph, an eligible entity shall 
submit to the Secretary at such a time as 
the Secretary may require, an application 
that— 

“(i) identifies and designates the agency, 
institution, or school responsible for the ad- 
ministration and supervision of the program 
assisted under this paragraph; 

“(ii) identifies the source and amount of 
the matching funds required under subpara- 
graph (B)(i); 

“(iii) describes how the eligible entity will 
use the grant funds, including how such 
funds will directly benefit students, includ- 
ing special populations, served by the eligi- 
ble entity; 

‘““iv) describes how the program assisted 
under this paragraph will be coordinated 
with the activities carried out under section 
124 or 135; 

‘“(v) describes how the program assisted 
under this paragraph aligns with the single 
plan described in subsection (c); and 

“(vi) describes how the program assisted 
under this paragraph will be evaluated and 
how that evaluation may inform the report 
described in subsection (d)(2)(C). 

“(D) PRIORITY.—In awarding grants under 
this paragraph, the Secretary shall give pri- 
ority to applications from eligible entities 
that will predominantly serve students from 
low-income families. 

(E) GEOGRAPHIC DIVERSITY.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—In awarding grants under 
this paragraph, the Secretary shall award no 
less than 25 percent of the total available 
funds for any fiscal year to eligible entities 
proposing to fund career and technical edu- 
cation activities that serve— 

“(T) a local educational agency with an 
urban-centric district locale code of 32, 33, 41, 
42, or 48, as determined by the Secretary; 

“(IT) an institution of higher education pri- 
marily serving the one or more areas served 
by such a local educational agency; 

“(JIT) a consortium of such local edu- 
cational agencies or such institutions of 
higher education; 

‘“(IV) a partnership between— 

“(aa) an educational service agency or a 
nonprofit organization; and 

“(bb) such a local educational agency or 
such an institution of higher education; or 

‘“(V) a partnership between— 

‘“(aa) a grant recipient described in sub- 
clause (I) or (II); and 

“(bb) a State educational agency. 

“(ii) EXCEPTION.—Notwithstanding clause 
(i), the Secretary shall reduce the amount of 
funds made available under such clause if the 
Secretary does not receive a sufficient num- 
ber of applications of sufficient quality. 

“(F) USES OF FUNDS.—An eligible entity 
that is awarded a grant under this paragraph 
shall use the grant funds, in a manner con- 
sistent with subparagraph (A)(i), to— 

“(i) improve career and technical edu- 
cation outcomes of students served by eligi- 
ble entities under this title; 

“(ii) improve career and technical edu- 
cation teacher effectiveness; 

“(iii) improve the transition of students 
from secondary education to postsecondary 
education or employment; 

“(iv) improve the incorporation of com- 
prehensive work-based learning into career 
and technical education; 

“(v) increase the effective use of tech- 
nology within career and technical education 
programs; 
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“(vi) support new models for integrating 
academic content and career and technical 
education content in such programs; 

“(vii) support the development and en- 
hancement of innovative delivery models for 
career and technical education; 

“(vili) work with industry to design and 
implement courses or programs of study 
aligned to labor market needs in new or 
emerging fields; 

‘“(ix) integrate science, technology, engi- 
neering, and mathematics fields, including 
computer science education, with career and 
technical education; 

““(x) support innovative approaches to ca- 
reer and technical education by redesigning 
the high school experience for students, 
which may include evidence-based transi- 
tional support strategies for students who 
have not met postsecondary education eligi- 
bility requirements; 

“(xi) improve CTE concentrator employ- 
ment outcomes in nontraditional fields; or 

‘“(xii) support the use of career and tech- 
nical education programs and programs of 
study in a coordinated strategy to address 
identified employer needs and workforce 
shortages, such as shortages in the early 
childhood, elementary school, and secondary 
school education workforce. 

“(G) EVALUATION.—Each eligible entity re- 
ceiving a grant under this paragraph shall 
provide for an independent evaluation of the 
activities carried out using such grant and 
submit to the Secretary an annual report 
that includes— 

“G) a description of how funds received 
under this paragraph were used; 

“Gi) the performance of the eligible entity 
with respect to, at a minimum, the perform- 
ance indicators described under section 118, 
as applicable, and disaggregated by— 

“(I) subgroups of students described in sec- 
tion 1111(c)(2)(B) of the Elementary and Sec- 
ondary Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
6311(c)(2)(B)); 

‘(II) special populations; and 

““(III) as appropriate, each career and tech- 
nical education program and program of 
study; and 

“Gii) a quantitative analysis of the effec- 
tiveness of the project carried out under this 
paragraph.’’; and 

(5) by striking subsection (e) and inserting 
the following: 

‘(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section— 

““(1) $7,523,285 for fiscal year 2017; 

“*(2) $7,626,980 for fiscal year 2018; 

“*(3) $7,732,104 for fiscal year 2019; 

“*(4) $7,838,677 for fiscal year 2020; 

“*(5) $7,946,719 for fiscal year 2021; and 

“*(6) $8,056,251 for fiscal year 2022.”’. 

SEC. 114. ASSISTANCE FOR THE OUTLYING 
AREAS. 

Section 115 (20 U.S.C. 2325) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(3), by striking ‘‘subject 
to subsection (d)? and inserting ‘‘subject to 
subsection (b)’’; 

(2) by striking subsections (b) and (c); and 

(3) by redesignating subsection (d) as sub- 
section (b). 

SEC. 115. TRIBALLY CONTROLLED POSTSEC- 
ONDARY CAREER AND TECHNICAL 
INSTITUTIONS. 

Section 117(i) (20 U.S.C. 2327(i)) is amended 
to read as follows: 

‘“(i) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section— 

“*(1) $8,400,208 for fiscal year 2017; 

“*(2) $8,515,989 for fiscal year 2018; 

“*(3) $8,633,367 for fiscal year 2019; 
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““(4) $8,752,362 for fiscal year 2020; 
““(5) $8,872,998 for fiscal year 2021; and 
“*(6) $8,995,296 for fiscal year 2022.”’. 


SEC. 116. OCCUPATIONAL AND EMPLOYMENT IN- 
FORMATION. 


Section 118 (20 U.S.C. 2328) is repealed. 
PART B—STATE PROVISIONS 
SEC. 121. STATE PLAN. 


Section 122 (20 U.S.C. 2342) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘6-year period’’ and insert- 
ing ‘‘4-year period”; and 

(ii) by striking ‘“‘Carl D. Perkins Career 
and Technical Education Improvement Act 
of 2006” and inserting ‘‘Strengthening Career 
and Technical Education for the 21st Cen- 
tury Act”; 

(B) in paragraph (2)(B), by striking ‘‘6-year 
period” and inserting ‘‘4-year period”; and 

(C) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘(includ- 
ing charter school’? and all that follows 
through ‘‘and community organizations)” 
and inserting ‘‘(including teachers, special- 
ized instructional support personnel, para- 
professionals, school leaders, authorized pub- 
lic chartering agencies, and charter school 
leaders, consistent with State law, employ- 
ers, labor organizations, parents, students, 
and community organizations)’’; and 

(2) by amending subsections (b), (c), (d), 
and (e) to read as follows: 

‘(b) OPTIONS FOR SUBMISSION OF STATE 
PLAN.— 

“(1) COMBINED PLAN.—The eligible agency 
may submit a combined plan that meets the 
requirements of this section and the require- 
ments of section 103 of the Workforce Inno- 
vation and Opportunity Act (29 U.S.C. 3113), 
unless the eligible agency opts to submit a 
single plan under paragraph (2) and informs 
the Secretary of such decision. 

“(2) SINGLE PLAN.—If the eligible agency 
elects not to submit a combined plan as de- 
scribed in paragraph (1), such eligible agency 
shall submit a single State plan. 

‘*(¢) PLAN DEVELOPMENT.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The 
shall— 

“(A) develop the State plan in consultation 
with— 

“(i) representatives of secondary and post- 
secondary career and technical education 
programs, including eligible recipients and 
representatives of two-year Minority-Serv- 
ing Institutions and Historically Black Col- 
leges and Universities in States where such 
institutions are in existence, and charter 
school representatives in States where such 
schools are in existence, which shall include 
teachers, school leaders, specialized instruc- 
tional support personnel (including guidance 
counselors), and paraprofessionals; 

“(ii) interested community representa- 
tives, including parents and students; 

“(iii) the State workforce development 
board described in section 101 of the Work- 
force Innovation and Opportunity Act (29 
U.S.C. 3111); 

‘“(iv) representatives of 
lations; 

‘““(v) representatives of business and indus- 
try (including representatives of small busi- 
ness), which shall include representatives of 
industry and sector partnerships in the 
State, as appropriate, and representatives of 
labor organizations in the State; 

“(vi) representatives of agencies serving 
out-of-school youth, homeless children and 
youth, and at-risk youth; and 

‘“(vii) representatives of Indian tribes lo- 
cated in the State; and 


eligible agency 


special popu- 
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“(B) consult the Governor of the State, and 
the heads of other State agencies with au- 
thority for career and technical education 
programs that are not the eligible agency, 
with respect to the development of the State 
plan. 

‘(2) ACTIVITIES AND PROCEDURES.—The eli- 
gible agency shall develop effective activi- 
ties and procedures, including access to in- 
formation needed to use such procedures, to 
allow the individuals and entities described 
in paragraph (1) to participate in State and 
local decisions that relate to development of 
the State plan. 

‘“(d) PLAN CONTENTS.—The State plan shall 
include— 

“(1) a summary of State-supported work- 
force development activities (including edu- 
cation and training) in the State, including 
the degree to which the State’s career and 
technical education programs and programs 
of study are aligned with such activities; 

“(2) the State’s strategic vision and set of 
goals for preparing an educated and skilled 
workforce (including special populations) 
and for meeting the skilled workforce needs 
of employers, including in-demand industry 
sectors and occupations as identified by the 
State, and how the State’s career and tech- 
nical education programs will help to meet 
these goals; 

“(3) a summary of the strategic planning 
elements of the unified State plan required 
under section 102(b)(1) of the Workforce Inno- 
vation and Opportunity Act (29 U.S.C. 
3112(b)(1)), including the elements related to 
system alignment under section 102(b)(2)(B) 
of such Act (29 U.S.C. 3112(b)(2)(B)); 

“(4) a description of the career and tech- 
nical education programs or programs of 
study that will be supported, developed, or 
improved, including descriptions of— 

“(A) the programs of study to be developed 
at the State level and made available for 
adoption by eligible recipients; 

‘“(B) the process and criteria to be used for 
approving locally developed programs of 
study or career pathways, including how 
such programs address State workforce de- 
velopment and education needs; and 

“(C) how the eligible agency will— 

“(i) make information on approved pro- 
grams of study and career pathways, includ- 
ing career exploration, work-based learning 
opportunities, guidance and advisement re- 
sources, available to students and parents; 

“(ii) ensure nonduplication of eligible re- 
cipients’ development of programs of study 
and career pathways; 

“(iii) determine alignment of eligible re- 
cipients’ programs of study to the State, re- 
gional or local economy, including in-de- 
mand fields and occupations identified by 
the State workforce development board as 
appropriate; 

““(iv) provide equal access to activities as- 
sisted under this Act for special populations; 

“(v) coordinate with the State workforce 
board to support the local development of ca- 
reer pathways and articulate processes by 
which career pathways will be developed by 
local workforce development boards; 

“(vi) use State, regional, or local labor 
market data to align career and technical 
education with State labor market needs; 

“(vii) support effective and meaningful col- 
laboration between secondary schools, post- 
secondary institutions, and employers; and 

‘“(vili) improve outcomes for CTE con- 
centrators, including those who are members 
of special populations; 

‘“(5) a description of the criteria and proc- 
ess for how the eligible agency will approve 
eligible recipients for funds under this Act, 
including how— 
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“(A) each eligible recipient will promote 
academic achievement; 

“(B) each eligible recipient will promote 
skill attainment, including skill attainment 
that leads to a recognized postsecondary cre- 
dential; and 

““(C) each eligible recipient will ensure the 
local needs assessment under section 134 
takes into consideration local economic and 
education needs, including where appro- 
priate, in-demand industry sectors and occu- 
pations; 

‘“(6) a description of how the eligible agen- 
cy will support the recruitment and prepara- 
tion of teachers, including special education 
teachers, faculty, administrators, specialized 
instructional support personnel, and para- 
professionals to provide career and technical 
education instruction, leadership, and sup- 
port; 

““(7) a description of how the eligible agen- 
cy will use State leadership funding to meet 
the requirements of section 124(b); 

““(8) a description of how funds received by 
the eligible agency through the allotment 
made under section 111 will be distributed— 

“(A) among career and technical education 
at the secondary level, or career and tech- 
nical education at the postsecondary and 
adult level, or both, including how such dis- 
tribution will most effectively provide stu- 
dents with the skills needed to succeed in 
the workplace; and 

“(B) among any consortia that may be 
formed among secondary schools and eligible 
institutions, and how funds will be distrib- 
uted among the members of the consortia, 
including the rationale for such distribution 
and how it will most effectively provide stu- 
dents with the skills needed to succeed in 
the workplace; 

““(9) a description of the procedure the eli- 
gible agency will adopt for determining 
State adjusted levels of performance de- 
scribed in section 113, which at a minimum 
shall include— 

“(A) consultation with stakeholders identi- 
fied in paragraph (1); 

“(B) opportunities for the public to com- 
ment in person and in writing on the State 
adjusted levels of performance included in 
the State plan; and 

“(C) submission of public comment on 
State adjusted levels of performance as part 
of the State plan; and 

““(10) assurances that— 

“(A) the eligible agency will comply with 
the requirements of this Act and the provi- 
sions of the State plan, including the provi- 
sion of a financial audit of funds received 
under this Act, which may be included as 
part of an audit of other Federal or State 
programs; 

““(B) none of the funds expended under this 
Act will be used to acquire equipment (in- 
cluding computer software) in any instance 
in which such acquisition results in a direct 
financial benefit to any organization rep- 
resenting the interests of the acquiring enti- 
ty or the employees of the acquiring entity, 
or any affiliate of such an organization; 

““(C) the eligible agency will use the funds 
to promote preparation for high-skill, high- 
wage, or in-demand occupations and non- 
traditional fields, as identified by the State; 

‘“(D) the eligible agency will use the funds 
provided under this Act to implement career 
and technical education programs and pro- 
grams of study for individuals in State cor- 
rectional institutions, including juvenile jus- 
tice facilities; and 

‘“(E) the eligible agency will provide local 
educational agencies, area career and tech- 
nical education schools, and eligible institu- 
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tions in the State with technical assistance, 
including technical assistance on how to 
close gaps in student participation and per- 
formance in career and technical education 
programs. 

“*(e) CONSULTATION.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The eligible agency shall 
develop the portion of each State plan relat- 
ing to the amount and uses of any funds pro- 
posed to be reserved for adult career and 
technical education, postsecondary career 
and technical education, and secondary ca- 
reer and technical education after consulta- 
tion with the— 

“(A) State agency responsible for super- 
vision of community colleges, technical in- 
stitutes, or other 2-year postsecondary insti- 
tutions primarily engaged in providing post- 
secondary career and technical education; 

‘(B) the State agency responsible for sec- 
ondary education; and 

‘(C) the State agency responsible for adult 
education. 

‘(2) OBJECTIONS OF STATE AGENCIES.—If a 
State agency other than the eligible agency 
finds that a portion of the final State plan is 
objectionable, that objection shall be filed 
together with the State plan. The eligible 
agency shall respond to any objections of 
such State agency in the State plan sub- 
mitted to the Secretary. 

‘“(f) PLAN APPROVAL.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall ap- 
prove a State plan, or a revision to an ap- 
proved State plan, unless the Secretary de- 
termines that the State plan, or revision, re- 
spectively, does not meet the requirements 
of this Act. 

‘(2) DISAPPROVAL.—The Secretary shall— 

“(A) have the authority to disapprove a 
State plan only if the Secretary— 

“(i) determines how the State plan fails to 
meet the requirements of this Act; and 

““ii) immediately provides to the State, in 
writing, notice of such determination and 
the supporting information and rationale to 
substantiate such determination; and 

‘(B) not finally disapprove a State plan, 
except after making the determination and 
providing the information described in sub- 
paragraph (A) and giving the eligible agency 
notice and an opportunity for a hearing. 

‘(3) TIMEFRAME.—A State plan shall be 
deemed approved by the Secretary if the Sec- 
retary has not responded to the eligible 
agency regarding the State plan within 90 
days of the date the Secretary receives the 
State plan.’’. 

SEC. 122. IMPROVEMENT PLANS. 

Section 123 (20 U.S.C. 2348) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘percent of an agreed upon” 
and inserting ‘‘percent of the”; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘appropriate agencies,” and 
inserting ‘‘appropriate State agencies,”’; 

(B) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) by inserting ‘‘including after implemen- 
tation of the improvement plan described in 
paragraph (1),’’ after ‘purposes of this Act,”’; 
and 

(ii) by striking “Act” and inserting ‘‘sub- 
section”; 

(C) in paragraph (3)— 

G) by amending subparagraph (A) to read 
as follows: 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—If the eligible agency 
fails to make any improvement in meeting 
any of the State adjusted levels of perform- 
ance for any of the core indicators of per- 
formance identified under paragraph (1) dur- 
ing the first 2 years of implementation of the 
improvement plan required under paragraph 
(1), the eligible agency— 
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“(i) shall revise such improvement plan to 
address the reasons for such failure; and 

“(ii) shall continue to implement such im- 
provement plan until the eligible agency 
meets at least 90 percent of the State ad- 
justed level of performance for the same core 
indicators of performance for which the plan 
is revised.’’; and 

(ii) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘sanc- 
tion in” and inserting ‘‘requirements of”; 
and 

(D) by striking paragraph (4); 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘the eligi- 
ble agency, appropriate agencies, individ- 
uals, and organizations” and inserting ‘‘local 
stakeholders included in section 134(d)(1)”’; 

(B) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘shall 
work with the eligible recipient to imple- 
ment improvement activities consistent 
with the requirements of this Act.” and in- 
serting ‘‘shall provide technical assistance to 
assist the eligible recipient in meeting its re- 
sponsibilities under section 134.”’; 

(C) in paragraph (4)— 

(i) by amending subparagraph (A) to read 
as follows: 

‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If the eligible recipient 
fails to make any improvement in meeting 
any of the local adjusted levels of perform- 
ance for any of the core indicators of per- 
formance identified under paragraph (2) dur- 
ing a number of years determined by the eli- 
gible agency, the eligible recipient— 

“(i) shall revise the improvement plan de- 
scribed in paragraph (2) to address the rea- 
sons for such failure; and 

“(ii) shall continue to implement such im- 
provement plan until such recipient meets at 
least 90 percent of an agreed upon local ad- 
justed level of performance for the same core 
indicators of performance for which the plan 
is revised.’’; and 

(ii) in subparagraph (B)— 

(I) in the matter preceding clause (i)— 

(aa) by striking ‘‘In determining whether 
to impose sanctions under subparagraph (A), 
the” and inserting ‘‘The’’; and 

(bb) by striking ‘“‘waive imposing sanc- 
tions?” and inserting ‘‘waive the require- 
ments of subparagraph (A); 

(II) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘or’’ at the 
end; 

(III) in clause (ii), by striking the period at 
the end and inserting ‘‘; or”; and 

(IV) by adding at the end the following: 

“(iii) in response to a public request from 
an eligible recipient consistent with clauses 
(i) and (ii).’’; and 

(D) by striking paragraph (5); and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

“(c) PLAN DEVELOPMENT.—Except for con- 
sultation described in subsection (b)(2), the 
State and local improvement plans, and the 
elements of such plans, required under this 
section shall be developed solely by the eligi- 
ble agency or the eligible recipient, respec- 
tively.’’. 

SEC. 123. STATE LEADERSHIP ACTIVITIES. 

Section 124 (20 U.S.C. 2344) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘shall 
conduct State leadership activities.” and in- 
serting ‘‘shall— 

“(1) conduct State leadership activities di- 
rectly; and 

‘(2) report on the effectiveness of such use 
of funds in achieving the goals described in 
section 122(d)(2) and the State adjusted levels 
of performance described in section 
118()(3)(A).””; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) by striking paragraphs (1) through (4) 
and inserting the following: 

“(1) developing statewide programs of 
study, which may include standards, cur- 
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riculum, and course development, and career 
exploration, guidance, and advisement ac- 
tivities and resources; 

“(2) approving locally developed programs 
of study that meet the requirements estab- 
lished in section 122(d)(4)(B); 

“(3) establishing statewide articulation 
agreements aligned to approved programs of 
study; 

““(4) establishing statewide partnerships 
among local educational agencies, institu- 
tions of higher education, and employers, in- 
cluding small businesses, to develop and im- 
plement programs of study aligned to State 
and local economic and education needs, in- 
cluding as appropriate, in-demand industry 
sectors and occupations;’’; and 

(B) by striking paragraphs (6) through (9) 
and inserting the following: 

(6) support services for individuals in 
State institutions, such as State correc- 
tional institutions, including juvenile justice 
facilities, and educational institutions that 
serve individuals with disabilities; 

“(7) for faculty and teachers providing ca- 
reer and technical education instruction, 
support services, and specialized instruc- 
tional support services, high-quality com- 
prehensive professional development that is, 
to the extent practicable, grounded in evi- 
dence-based research (to the extent a State 
determines that such evidence is reasonably 
available) that identifies the most effective 
educator professional development process 
and is coordinated and aligned with other 
professional development activities carried 
out by the State (including under title II of 
the Elementary and Secondary Education 
Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 6601 et seq.) and title II 
of the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
1021 et seq.)), including programming that— 

“(A) promotes the integration of the chal- 
lenging State academic standards adopted by 
the State under section 1111(b)(1) of the Ele- 
mentary and Secondary Education Act of 
1965 (20 U.S.C. 6311(b)(1)) and relevant tech- 
nical knowledge and skills; 

“(B) prepares career and technical edu- 
cation teachers, specialized instructional 
support personnel, and paraprofessionals to 
provide appropriate accommodations for stu- 
dents who are members of special popu- 
lations, including through the use of prin- 
ciples of universal design for learning; and 

“(C) increases understanding of industry 
standards, as appropriate, for faculty pro- 
viding career and technical education in- 
struction; and 

““(8) technical assistance for eligible recipi- 
ents.’’; and 

(3) in subsection (c), by striking para- 
graphs (1) through (17) and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“(1) awarding incentive grants to eligible 
recipients— 

“(A) for exemplary performance in car- 
rying out programs under this Act, which 
awards shall be based on— 

““(i) eligible recipients exceeding the local 
adjusted level of performance established 
under section 118(b)(4)(A) in a manner that 
reflects sustained or significant improve- 
ment; 

“Gi) eligible recipients effectively devel- 
oping connections between secondary edu- 
cation and postsecondary education and 
training; 

‘“(iii) the integration of academic and tech- 
nical standards; 

““(iv) eligible recipients’ progress in closing 
achievement gaps among subpopulations who 
participate in programs of study; or 

““(v) other factors relating to the perform- 
ance of eligible recipients under this Act as 
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the eligible agency determines are appro- 
priate; or 

‘(B) if an eligible recipient elects to use 
funds as permitted under section 135(c); 

‘(2) providing support for the adoption and 
integration of recognized postsecondary cre- 
dentials or for consultation and coordination 
with other State agencies for the identifica- 
tion, consolidation, or elimination of li- 
censes or certifications which pose an unnec- 
essary barrier to entry for aspiring workers 
and provide limited consumer protection; 

‘(8) the creation, implementation, and sup- 
port of pay-for-success initiatives leading to 
recognized postsecondary credentials; 

“(4) support for career and technical edu- 
cation programs for adults and out-of-school 
youth concurrent with their completion of 
their secondary school education in a school 
or other educational setting; 

‘“(5) the creation, evaluation, and support 
of competency-based curricula; 

(6) support for the development, imple- 
mentation, and expansion of programs of 
study or career pathways in areas declared 
to be in a state of emergency under section 
501 of the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief 
and Emergency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 
5191); 

‘(7) providing support for dual or concur- 
rent enrollment programs, such as early col- 
lege high schools; 

“(8) improvement of career guidance and 
academic counseling programs that assist 
students in making informed academic and 
career and technical education decisions, in- 
cluding academic and financial aid coun- 
seling; 

‘“(9) support for the integration of employ- 
ability skills into career and technical edu- 
cation programs and programs of study; 

‘(10) support for programs and activities 
that increase access, student engagement, 
and success in science, technology, engineer- 
ing, and mathematics fields (including com- 
puter science), particularly for students who 
are members of groups underrepresented in 
such subject fields, such as female students, 
minority students, and students who are 
members of special populations; 

“(11) support for career and technical stu- 
dent organizations, especially with respect 
to efforts to increase the participation of 
students who are members of special popu- 
lations; 

(12) support for establishing and expand- 
ing work-based learning opportunities; 

‘(13) support for preparing, retaining, and 
training of career and technical education 
teachers, faculty, specialized instructional 
support personnel, and paraprofessionals, 
such as preservice, professional development, 
and leadership development programs; 

“(14) integrating and aligning programs of 
study and career pathways; 

‘(15) supporting the use of career and tech- 
nical education programs and programs of 
study aligned with State, regional, or local 
in-demand industry sectors or occupations 
identified by State or local workforce devel- 
opment boards; 

(16) making all forms of instructional 
content widely available, which may include 
use of open educational resources; 

“(17) support for the integration of arts 
and design skills, when appropriate, into ca- 
reer and technical education programs and 
programs of study; and 

‘“(18) support for accelerated learning pro- 
grams (described in section 
4104(b)(3)(A)(G)TIV) of the Elementary and 
Secondary Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
7114(b)(8)(A)G)(IV)) when any such program 
is part of a program of study.’’. 
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PART C—LOCAL PROVISIONS 
SEC. 131. LOCAL APPLICATION FOR CAREER AND 
TECHNICAL EDUCATION PROGRAMS. 

Section 134 (20 U.S.C. 2354) is amended— 

(1) in the section heading by striking 
“LOCAL PLAN” and inserting ‘‘LOCAL APPLICA- 
TION”; 

(2) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in the heading, by striking ‘‘LOCAL 
PLAN” and inserting ‘‘LOCAL APPLICATION”; 

(B) by striking ‘“‘submit a local plan” and 
inserting ‘‘submit a local application”; and 

(C) by striking ‘‘Such local plan” and in- 
serting ‘‘Such local application”; and 

(3) by striking subsection (b) and inserting 
the following: 

“(b) CONTENTS.—The eligible agency shall 
determine the requirements for local appli- 
cations, except that each local application 
shall contain— 

“(1) a description of the results of the com- 
prehensive needs assessment conducted 
under subsection (c); 

‘“(2) information on the programs of study 
approved by a State under section 124(b)(2) 
supported by the eligible recipient with 
funds under this part, including— 

“(A) how the results of the comprehensive 
needs assessment described in subsection (c) 
informed the selection of the specific career 
and technical education programs and ac- 
tivities selected to be funded; and 

‘“(B) a description of any new programs of 
study the eligible recipient will develop and 
submit to the State for approval; 

“(3) a description of how the eligible re- 
cipient will provide— 

“(A) career exploration and career develop- 
ment coursework, activities, or services; 

“(B) career information; and 

“(C) an organized system of career guid- 
ance and academic counseling to students 
before enrolling and while participating in a 
career and technical education program; and 

“(4) a description of how the eligible re- 
cipient will— 

‘(A) provide activities to prepare special 
populations for high-skill, high-wage, or in- 
demand occupations that will lead to self- 
sufficiency; and 

‘(B) prepare CTE participants for non- 
traditional fields. 

‘*“(¢) COMPREHENSIVE NEEDS ASSESSMENT.— 

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—To be eligible to receive 
financial assistance under this part, an eligi- 
ble recipient shall— 

“(A) conduct a comprehensive local needs 
assessment related to career and technical 
education; and 

“(B) not less than once every two years, 
update such comprehensive local needs as- 
sessment. 

‘“(2) REQUIREMENTS.—The comprehensive 
local needs assessment described under para- 
graph (1) shall include— 

“(A) an evaluation of the performance of 
the students served by the eligible recipient 
with respect to State and local adjusted lev- 
els of performance established pursuant to 
section 113, including an evaluation of per- 
formance for special populations; 

‘“(B) a description of how career and tech- 
nical education programs offered by the eli- 
gible recipient are— 

“(i) sufficient in size, scope, and quality to 
meet the needs of all students served by the 
eligible recipient; and 

“(ii)(I) aligned to State, regional, or local 
in-demand industry sectors or occupations 
identified by the State or local workforce de- 
velopment board, including career pathways, 
where appropriate; or 

“(ID) designed to meet local education or 
economic needs not identified by State or 
local workforce development boards; 
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“(C) an evaluation of progress toward the 
implementation of career and technical edu- 
cation programs and programs of study; 

“(D) an evaluation of strategies needed to 
overcome barriers that result in lowering 
rates of access to, or lowering success in, ca- 
reer and technical education programs for 
special populations, which may include 
strategies to establish or utilize existing 
flexible learning and manufacturing facili- 
ties, such as makerspaces; 

“(E) a description of how the eligible re- 
cipient will improve recruitment, retention, 
and training of career and technical edu- 
cation teachers, faculty, specialized instruc- 
tional support personnel, paraprofessionals, 
and career, academic, and guidance coun- 
selors, including individuals in groups under- 
represented in such professions; and 

“(F) a description of how the eligible re- 
cipient will support the transition to teach- 
ing from business and industry. 

“(d) CONSULTATION.—In conducting the 
comprehensive needs assessment under sub- 
section (c), an eligible recipient shall involve 
a diverse body of stakeholders, including, at 
a minimum— 

““(1) representatives of career and technical 
education programs in a local educational 
agency or educational service agency, in- 
cluding teachers and administrators; 

‘“(2) representatives of career and technical 
education programs at postsecondary edu- 
cational institutions, including faculty and 
administrators; 

“*(3) representatives of State or local work- 
force development boards and a range of 
local or regional businesses or industries; 

““(4) parents and students; 

““(5) representatives of special populations; 
and 

““(6) representatives of local agencies serv- 
ing out-of-school youth, homeless children 
and youth, and at-risk youth (as defined in 
section 1482 of the Elementary and Sec- 
ondary Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
6472)). 

“(e) CONTINUED CONSULTATION.—An eligible 
recipient receiving financial assistance 
under this part shall consult with the enti- 
ties described in subsection (d) on an ongoing 
basis to— 

“(1) provide input on annual updates to the 
comprehensive needs assessment required 
under subsection (c); 

‘“(2) ensure programs of study are— 

‘“(A) responsive to community employment 
needs; 

“(B) aligned with employment priorities in 
the State, regional, or local economy identi- 
fied by employers and the entities described 
in subsection (d), which may include in-de- 
mand industry sectors or occupations identi- 
fied by the local workforce development 
board; 

“(C) informed by labor market informa- 
tion, including information provided under 
section 15(e)(2)(C) of the Wagner-Peyser Act 
(29 U.S.C. 491-2(e)(2)(C)); 

“(D) designed to meet current, inter- 
mediate, or long-term labor market projec- 
tions; and 

“(E) allow employer input, including input 
from industry or sector partnerships in the 
local area, where applicable, into the devel- 
opment and implementation of programs of 
study to ensure programs align with skills 
required by local employment opportunities, 
including activities such as the identifica- 
tion of relevant standards, curriculum, in- 
dustry-recognized credentials, and current 
technology and equipment; 

““(3) identify and encourage opportunities 
for work-based learning; and 
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“(4) ensure funding under this part is used 
in a coordinated manner with other local re- 
sources.’’. 

SEC. 132. LOCAL USES OF FUNDS. 

Section 135 (20 U.S.C. 2355) is amended to 
read as follows: 

“SEC. 135. LOCAL USES OF FUNDS. 

“(a) GENERAL AUTHORITY.—Each eligible 
recipient that receives funds under this part 
shall use such funds to develop, coordinate, 
implement, or improve career and technical 
education programs to meet the needs iden- 
tified in the comprehensive needs assessment 
described in section 134(c). 

‘(b) REQUIREMENTS FOR USES OF FUNDS.— 
Funds made available to eligible recipients 
under this part shall be used to support ca- 
reer and technical education programs that 
are of sufficient size, scope, and quality to be 
effective and— 

“(1) provide career exploration and career 
development activities through an orga- 
nized, systematic framework designed to aid 
students, before enrolling and while partici- 
pating in a career and technical education 
program, in making informed plans and deci- 
sions about future education and career op- 
portunities and programs of study, which 
may include— 

“(A) introductory courses or activities fo- 
cused on career exploration and career 
awareness; 

“(B) readily available career and labor 
market information, including information 
on— 

“(i) occupational supply and demand; 

“(ii) educational requirements; 

“(iii) other information on careers aligned 
to State or local economic priorities; and 

“(iv) employment sectors; 

‘(C) programs and activities related to the 
development of student graduation and ca- 
reer plans; 

“(D) career guidance and academic coun- 
selors that provide information on postsec- 
ondary education and career options; or 

“(E) any other activity that advances 
knowledge of career opportunities and as- 
sists students in making informed decisions 
about future education and employment 
goals; 

‘“(2) provide professional development for 
teachers, principals, school leaders, adminis- 
trators, faculty, and career and guidance 
counselors with respect to content and peda- 
gogy that— 

‘(A) supports individualized academic and 
career and technical education instructional 
approaches, including the integration of aca- 
demic and career and technical education 
standards and curriculum; 

“(B) ensures labor market information is 
used to inform the programs, guidance, and 
advisement offered to students; 

‘(C) provides educators with opportunities 
to advance knowledge, skills, and under- 
standing of all aspects of an industry, includ- 
ing the latest workplace equipment, tech- 
nologies, standards, and credentials; 

‘(D) supports administrators in managing 
career and technical education programs in 
the schools, institutions, or local edu- 
cational agencies of such administrators; 

(E) supports the implementation of strat- 
egies to improve student achievement and 
close gaps in student participation and per- 
formance in career and technical education 
programs; and 

‘“(F) provides educators with opportunities 
to advance knowledge, skills, and under- 
standing in pedagogical practices, including, 
to the extent the eligible recipient deter- 
mines that such evidence is reasonably avail- 
able, evidence-based pedagogical practices; 
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‘(3) provide career and technical education 
students, including special populations, with 
the skills necessary to pursue high-skill, 
high-wage occupations; 

“(4) support integration of academic skills 
into career and technical education pro- 
grams and programs of study to support CTE 
participants at the secondary school level in 
meeting the challenging State academic 
standards adopted under section 1111(b)(1) of 
the Elementary and Secondary Education 
Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 6311(b)(1)) by the State 
in which the eligible recipient is located; 

‘“(5) plan and carry out elements that sup- 
port the implementation of career and tech- 
nical education programs and programs of 
study and student achievement of the local 
adjusted levels of performance established 
under section 113, which may include— 

“(A) curriculum aligned with the require- 
ments for a program of study; 

‘(B) sustainable relationships among edu- 
cation, business and industry, and other 
community stakeholders, including industry 
or sector partnerships in the local area, 
where applicable, that are designed to facili- 
tate the process of continuously updating 
and aligning programs of study with skills in 
demand in the State, regional, or local econ- 
omy; 

“(C) dual or concurrent enrollment pro- 
grams, including early college high schools, 
and the development or implementation of 
articulation agreements; 

‘(D) appropriate equipment, technology, 
and instructional materials (including sup- 
port for library resources) aligned with busi- 
ness and industry needs, including machin- 
ery, testing equipment, tools, implements, 
hardware and software, and other new and 
emerging instructional materials; 

“(E) a continuum of work-based learning 
opportunities; 

“(F) industry-recognized certification 
exams or other assessments leading toward 
industry-recognized postsecondary creden- 
tials; 

“(G) efforts to recruit and retain career 
and technical education program adminis- 
trators and educators; 

‘“(H) where applicable, coordination with 
other education and workforce development 
programs and initiatives, including career 
pathways and sector partnerships developed 
under the Workforce Innovation and Oppor- 
tunity Act (29 U.S.C. 3101 et seq.) and other 
Federal laws and initiatives that provide 
students with transition-related services, in- 
cluding the Individuals with Disabilities 
Education Act (20 U.S.C.1400 et seq.); 

“(D) expanding opportunities for students 
to participate in distance career and tech- 
nical education and blended-learning pro- 
grams; 

‘“(J) expanding opportunities for students 
to participate in competency-based edu- 
cation programs; 

‘(K) improving career guidance and aca- 
demic counseling programs that assist stu- 
dents in making informed academic and ca- 
reer and technical education decisions, in- 
cluding academic and financial aid coun- 
seling; 

‘(L) supporting the integration of employ- 
ability skills into career and technical edu- 
cation programs and programs of study; 

‘“(M) supporting programs and activities 
that increase access, student engagement, 
and success in science, technology, engineer- 
ing, and mathematics fields (including com- 
puter science) for students who are members 
of groups underrepresented in such subject 
fields; 

‘“(N) providing career and technical edu- 
cation, in a school or other educational set- 
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ting, for adults or a school-aged individual 
who has dropped out of a secondary school to 
complete secondary school education or up- 
grade technical skills; 

‘“(O) career and technical student organiza- 
tions, including student preparation for and 
participation in technical skills competi- 
tions aligned with career and technical edu- 
cation program standards and curriculum; 

“(P) making all forms of instructional con- 
tent widely available, which may include use 
of open educational resources; 

““(Q) supporting the integration of arts and 
design skills, when appropriate, into career 
and technical education programs and pro- 
grams of study; 

“(R) where appropriate, expanding oppor- 
tunities for CTE concentrators to participate 
in accelerated learning programs (described 
in section 4104(b)(3)(A)(i)(IV) of the Elemen- 
tary and Secondary Education Act of 1965 (20 
U.S.C. 7114(b)(3)(A)(i)IV)) as part of a pro- 
gram of study; and 

“(S) other activities to improve career and 
technical education programs; and 

‘“(6) develop and implement evaluations of 
the activities carried out with funds under 
this part, including evaluations necessary to 
complete the comprehensive needs assess- 
ment required under section 134(c) and the 
local report required under section 
113(b)(4)(C). 

““(c) POOLING FUNDS.—An eligible recipient 
may pool a portion of funds received under 
this Act with a portion of funds received 
under this Act available to not less than 1 
other eligible recipient to support implemen- 
tation of programs of study through the ac- 
tivities described in subsection (b)(2). 

“(d) ADMINISTRATIVE CostTs.—Each eligible 
recipient receiving funds under this part 
shall not use more than 5 percent of such 
funds for costs associated with the adminis- 
tration of activities under this section.’’. 

TITLE II—GENERAL PROVISIONS 
SEC. 201. FEDERAL AND STATE ADMINISTRATIVE 
PROVISIONS. 

The Act (20 U.S.C. 2301 et seq.) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in section 311(b)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) by amending subparagraph (A) to read 
as follows: 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraphs (B), (C), or (D), in order for a 
State to receive its full allotment of funds 
under this Act for any fiscal year, the Sec- 
retary must find that the State’s fiscal effort 
per student, or the aggregate expenditures of 
such State, with respect to career and tech- 
nical education for the preceding fiscal year 
was not less than the fiscal effort per stu- 
dent, or the aggregate expenditures of such 
State, for the second preceding fiscal year.’’; 

(ii) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘shall 
exclude capital expenditures, special 1-time 
project costs, and the cost of pilot pro- 
grams.” and inserting ‘‘shall, at the request 
of the State, exclude competitive or incen- 
tive-based programs established by the 
State, capital expenditures, special one-time 
project costs, and the cost of pilot pro- 
grams.’’; and 

(iii) by adding after subparagraph (C), the 
following new subparagraph: 

“(D) ESTABLISHING THE STATE BASELINE.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of subpara- 
graph (A), the State may— 

““(T) continue to use the State’s fiscal effort 
per student, or aggregate expenditures of 
such State, with respect to career and tech- 
nical education, as was in effect on the day 
before the date of enactment of the 
Strengthening Career and Technical Edu- 
cation for the 21st Century Act; or 
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“(ID) establish a new level of fiscal effort 
per student, or aggregate expenditures of 
such State, with respect to career and tech- 
nical education. 

“(ii) AMOUNT.—The amount of the new 
level described in clause (i)(II) shall be the 
State’s fiscal effort per student, or aggregate 
expenditures of such State, with respect to 
career and technical education, for the first 
full fiscal year following the enactment of 
such Act.’’; and 

(B) by striking paragraph (2) and inserting 
the following: 

“(2) FAILURE TO MEET.—The Secretary 
shall reduce the amount of a State’s allot- 
ment of funds under this Act for any fiscal 
year in the exact proportion by which the 
State fails to meet the requirement of para- 
graph (1) by falling below the State’s fiscal 
effort per student or the State’s aggregate 
expenditures (using the measure most favor- 
able to the State), if the State failed to meet 
such requirement (as determined using the 
measure most favorable to the State) for 1 or 
more of the 5 immediately preceding fiscal 
years. 

‘(3) WAIVER.—The Secretary may waive 
paragraph (2) due to exceptional or uncon- 
trollable circumstances affecting the ability 
of the State to meet the requirement of 
paragraph (1).”’; 

(2) in section 317(b)(1)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘may, upon written re- 
quest, use funds made available under this 
Act to” and inserting ‘‘may use funds made 
available under this Act to”; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘who reside in the geo- 
graphical area served by” and inserting ‘‘lo- 
cated in or near the geographical area served 
by”; 

(3) by striking title II and redesignating 
title III as title II; 

(4) by redesignating sections 311 through 
318 as sections 211 through 218, respectively; 

(5) by redesignating sections 321 through 
324 as sections 221 through 224, respectively; 
and 

(6) by inserting after section 218 (as so re- 
designated) the following: 

“SEC. 219. STUDY ON PROGRAMS OF STUDY 
ALIGNED TO HIGH-SKILL, HIGH- 
WAGE OCCUPATIONS. 

“(a) SCOPE OF STUDY.—The Comptroller 
General of the United States shall conduct a 
study to evaluate— 

“(1) the strategies, components, policies, 
and practices used by eligible agencies or eli- 
gible recipients receiving funding under this 
Act to successfully assist— 

“(A) all students in pursuing and com- 
pleting programs of study aligned to high- 
skill, high-wage occupations; and 

‘(B) any specific subgroup of students 
identified in section 1111(h)(1)(C)(ii) of the 
Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 
1965 (20 U.S.C. 6311(h)(1)(C)(ii)) in pursuing 
and completing programs of study aligned to 
high-skill, high-wage occupations in fields in 
which such subgroup is underrepresented; 
and 

“(2) any challenges associated with rep- 
lication of such strategies, components, poli- 
cies, and practices. 

‘(b) CONSULTATION.—In carrying out the 
study conducted under subsection (a), the 
Comptroller General of the United States 
shall consult with a geographically diverse 
(including urban, suburban, and rural) rep- 
resentation of— 

“(1) students and parents; 

‘(2) eligible agencies and eligible recipi- 
ents; 

“(3) teachers, faculty, specialized instruc- 
tional support personnel, and paraprofes- 
sionals, including those with expertise in 
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preparing CTE students for nontraditional 
fields; 

““(4) special populations; and 

‘“(5) representatives of business and indus- 
try. 

‘“(c) SUBMISSION.—Upon completion, the 
Comptroller General of the United States 
shall submit the study conducted under sub- 
section (a) to the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce of the House of Rep- 
resentatives and the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions of the Sen- 
ate.’’. 

TITLE ITII—AMENDMENTS TO THE 
WAGNER-PEYSER ACT 
SEC. 301. STATE RESPONSIBILITIES. 

Section 15(e)(2) of the Wagner-Peyser Act 
(29 U.S.C. 491-2(e)(2)) is amended— 

(1) by striking subparagraph (B) and insert- 
ing the following: 

“(B) consult with eligible agencies (defined 
in section 3 of the Carl D. Perkins Career and 
Technical Education Act of 2006 (20 U.S.C. 
2302)), State educational agencies, and local 
educational agencies concerning the provi- 
sion of workforce and labor market informa- 
tion in order to— 

“(i) meet the needs of secondary school and 
postsecondary school students who seek such 
information; and 

“(ii) annually inform the development and 
implementation of programs of study defined 
in section 3 of the Carl D. Perkins Career and 
Technical Education Act of 2006 (20 U.S.C. 
2302), and career pathways;”’; 

(2) in subparagraph (G), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
at the end; 

(3) in subparagraph (H), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(4) by inserting after subparagraph (H) the 
following new subparagraph: 

“(I) provide, on an annual and timely basis 
to each eligible agency (defined in section 3 
of the Carl D. Perkins Career and Technical 
Education Act of 2006 (20 U.S.C. 2302)), the 
data and information described in subpara- 
graphs (A) and (B) of subsection (a)(1).’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. THOMPSON) and the 
gentlewoman from Massachusetts (Ms. 
CLARK) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that all Members may have 5 legisla- 
tive days in which to revise and extend 
their remarks and include extraneous 
materials on H.R. 5587. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. 

I rise in support of H.R. 5587. 

Mr. Speaker, a weak economy and 
advances in technology have dramati- 
cally changed today’s job market, cre- 
ating both challenges and opportuni- 
ties for men and women entering the 
workforce. This is why equipping to- 
day’s students with the tools they need 
to remain competitive is essential. One 
way we can achieve that goal is by 
strengthening career and technical 
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education programs for those eager to 
pursue pathways to success. 

As cochair of the Career and Tech- 
nical Education Caucus, I have worked 
hard to increase awareness about the 
opportunities available through CTE. 
For some students, a four-year college 
is the best path forward. For others, a 
CTE program might be the best way to 
shape a fulfilling and successful future, 
Mr. Speaker. 

These State and local programs help 
individuals obtain the knowledge and 
skills they need to be successful in a 
number of different occupations and 
fields—fields like health care, tech- 
nology, agriculture, and engineering. 
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However, the law that provides Fed- 
eral support for these programs has not 
been updated in more than a decade. 
Simply put, it does not address the new 
challenges today’s students, workers, 
and employers face. 

That is why I, along with my col- 
league from Massachusetts, Represent- 
ative KATHERINE CLARK, introduced 
H.R. 5587, a bill that works to mod- 
ernize and improve current law to bet- 
ter reflect those challenges and provide 
more opportunities for students to pur- 
sue successful, rewarding careers. 

Recognizing the importance of en- 
gagement with community leaders and 
local businesses, this bill empowers 
State and local leaders by providing 
them with the flexibility they need to 
best prepare their students for the 
workforce and to respond to the chang- 
ing needs of their communities. H.R. 
5587 also promotes work-based learning 
and encourages stronger partnerships 
with employers to help students obtain 
jobs now and throughout their life- 
times. 

Iam also proud to say H.R. 5587 takes 
steps to reduce the Federal role in ca- 
reer and technical education, while en- 
suring transparency and accountability 
amongst CTE programs. By stream- 
lining performance measures, the bill 
provides State and local leaders—rath- 
er than the Federal Government—with 
the tools they need to hold these pro- 
grams accountable. 

These are just some of the important 
reforms this bill makes to provide 
Americans with clear pathways to suc- 
cess. 

Mr. Speaker, I would be remiss not to 
thank a few people who have made this 
bill possible: Chairman KLINE and his 
staff, in particular, James Redstone; 
Ranking Member ScoTT and his staff; 
Sam Morgante with Mr. LANGEVIN’s of- 
fice; and Katie Brown of my staff. 

Both Sam and Katie have taken the 
lead staffing the Career and Technical 
Education Caucus, each providing tire- 
less advocacy for the policies included 
in this bill. They have my deep appre- 
ciation for their hard work. 

I urge my colleagues to support H.R. 
5587 and help us take a positive step to- 
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wards reforming and strengthening ca- 
reer and technical education training 
in America. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong 
support of H.R. 5587, the Strengthening 
Career and Technical Education for the 
21st Century Act, legislation that I am 
proud to introduce with the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. THOMPSON), as 
well as Representatives LANGEVIN, 
NOLAN, CURBELO, and BYRNE, and with 
the support of the House Education and 
the Workforce Committee ranking 
member, Mr. SCOTT, and our chairman, 
Mr. KLINE. 

The bill before us is proof that Demo- 
crats and Republicans can come to- 
gether and do the right thing for Amer- 
ica’s students, workers, and employers. 

The Perkins Career and Technical 
Education program reaches over 11 mil- 
lion American students across the 
country each year; and for the first 
time in 10 years, this legislation will 
comprehensively update the program, 
overhauling how government invests in 
our workforce and strengthens Amer- 
ican competitiveness through job skills 
training. This bill will help families by 
preparing them with the skills they 
need to thrive in high-demand fields as 
diverse as child care, advanced manu- 
facturing, carpentry, computer science, 
automotive technology, culinary arts, 
and more. 

This legislation is supported by over 
200 leading national organizations, in- 
cluding educators, trade groups, and 
major employers across the country. 

It was reported by the House Edu- 
cation and the Workforce Committee 
without a single dissenting vote, which 
I think reflects the bipartisan, good 
faith process by which we came to- 
gether to draft and introduce this bill. 

Specifically, I am pleased this legis- 
lation takes steps to help policymakers 
measure what does and does not work 
in career and technical education, al- 
lowing us to build on our past suc- 
cesses. It ensures our career and tech- 
nical education programs are aligned 
with the needs of high-demand growth 
industries in order to make sure that 
America is competitive globally. It 
also supports our work-based learning 
and apprenticeships. It directly sup- 
ports our early education and childcare 
workforce and brings the Perkins pro- 
gram into the modern 21st century 
global economy. 

I am very pleased to have this bill on 
the floor today. I urge its passage. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Michi- 
gan (Mr. WALBERG), the chairman of 
the Workforce Protections Sub- 
committee. 

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support of H.R. 5587, which will help 
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people in Michigan and across the 
country find meaningful careers in the 
21st century workforce by updating our 
career and technical education pro- 
grams. 

As I met with students, teachers, and 
employers in my district, I have heard 
consistent support for improving CTE. 
I know how important it is to mod- 
ernize this program for today’s jobs, 
from touring places like Southern 
Michigan Center for Science and Indus- 
try in Hudson, Michigan; the Jackson 
Area Career Center in Jackson, Michi- 
gan; Monroe County Community Col- 
lege; and many more. 

We know that not everyone’s path to 
success in the workplace is the same 
and, while many students pursue de- 
grees at colleges and universities, 
many others know their sweet spot lies 
somewhere else. Career and technical 
education provides those individuals 
that opportunity and ensures our aspir- 
ing workforce is getting the hands-on 
training they need and they want. 

I am particularly pleased that this 
bill includes my provisions to address 
outdated and burdensome occupational 
licensure requirements which can come 
at the expense of lower income work- 
ers, young people, and entrepreneurs 
who lack the resources to overcome 
regulatory obstacles. 

According to the National Bureau of 
Economic Research, nearly 1 in 3 jobs 
now require a State-approved license or 
certification; in 1950, it was 1 in 20. 
This bill will help create pathways to 
careers by encouraging States to re- 
view their regulatory climate and en- 
sure it does not create unnecessary 
barriers for job growth. 

I commend the authors of this bill, 
and I am proud that it emerged from 
our committee on a unanimous 37-0 
vote. 

I hope my colleagues will vote in sup- 
port of this bipartisan legislation and 
work together to help every American 
pursue their personal paths to the 
American Dream. 

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Virginia (Mr. SCOTT), the 
distinguished ranking member of our 
committee. 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise in support of H.R. 5587, the 
Strengthening CTE for the 21st Cen- 
tury Act, which would reauthorize the 
Perkins Career and Technical Edu- 
cation program. 

The research is clear: the United 
States workforce is suffering from a 
skills gap. According to one study, 65 
percent of all jobs in the United States 
in the near future will require at least 
some education or training past the 
high school level—not necessarily a 4- 
year degree, but some education and 
training past the high school level. In 
Virginia alone, we have thousands of 
jobs in the tech sector that go unfilled 
because of the lack of qualified appli- 
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cants. Some of those jobs have salaries 
of $88,000. 

Today’s CTE program is not the vo- 
cational education of the past, where 
students pursued a career rather than 
academic studies. Now the current pro- 
grams integrate the academic cur- 
riculum which will assist in preparing 
participants for postsecondary edu- 
cation and credentials. 

Mr. Speaker, people in the future will 
have to learn a new job; but if they 
don’t have the academic background, 
we will be doing them a great dis- 
service. This bill will allow students to 
pursue a career track; and if they 
change their mind later on, they are 
still getting the academics. They can 
go to a college-ready program. 

We need to make sure that we have 
greater accountability for program 
quality. We want to ensure that we 
have more inclusive collaboration be- 
tween educational institutions, indus- 
tries, employers, and community part- 
ners. And we need to make sure that 
those programs are aligned with our re- 
cent K through 12 education and work- 
force systems. 

I would like to thank all of the peo- 
ple who have been involved in this, par- 
ticularly the gentlewoman from Massa- 
chusetts (Ms. CLARK) and the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. THOMP- 
SON), along with Mr. LANGEVIN from 
Rhode Island, who is the chair of the 
CTE Caucus, and all of the others who 
have worked across the aisle to bring 
us together today. 

This bill, as has been pointed out, has 
been reported unanimously from the 
Education and the Workforce Com- 
mittee, has strong support across the 
aisle, and I trust that we will pass it. I 
hope the Senate will take it up as soon 
as possible. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama (Mr. BYRNE). 

Mr. BYRNE. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, earlier this summer, I 
had the opportunity to visit the new 
career and technical education class- 
rooms at Saraland High School. From 
welding to engineering to IT, these pro- 
grams are going to make a real dif- 
ference, and I was so impressed to see 
CTE getting the attention it deserves. 

You see, for too long, we have de- 
valued the importance of career and 
technical education here in America. 
The programs were seen as some sort of 
second-rate option for students who 
couldn’t make it otherwise. That sim- 
ply isn’t the case. 

Instead, CTE programs offer real op- 
portunities to students of all ages and 
from all backgrounds. With this bill, 
we are making it clear that career and 
technical education is a critical edu- 
cational option that leads to good-pay- 
ing jobs. 

This bill makes important reforms to 
our CTE programs, with a special em- 
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phasis on ensuring the programs focus 
on in-demand skill areas in order to 
close the skills gap and boost economic 
growth. 

This is a truly bipartisan, reform-ori- 
ented bill that deserves our strongest 
support, and I urge all my colleagues 
to join me in voting in favor of this 
legislation. 

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Rhode Island (Mr. LAN- 
GEVIN), without whose leadership and 
expertise this legislation wouldn’t be 
in the wonderful form that it is today, 
and we are very grateful for his role. 

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentlewoman from Massa- 
chusetts for yielding and for her out- 
standing leadership on reauthorizing 
the Carl D. Perkins Career and Tech- 
nical Education Act. I am certainly 
pleased to join with five other bipar- 
tisan colleagues as original cosponsors 
of this bill. 

I would also, in particular, like to 
thank my friend and colleague, Rep- 
resentative G.T. Thompson of Pennsyl- 
vania, for his unwavering commitment 
to expanding CTE. As co-chairs of the 
Career and Technical Education Cau- 
cus, Representative THOMPSON and I 
have made Perkins reauthorization our 
top priority; and today it is the cul- 
mination of over 4 years of our work on 
the caucus together. I want to thank 
him and both his staff and my staff for 
their extraordinary efforts. 

We should also, of course, recognize 
everything that Chairman KLINE, 
Ranking Member ScoTT, and their 
staffs did to get this bill to the floor 
today. 

Perkins has historically been a bipar- 
tisan bill, and we are all very happy to 
continue this tradition. H.R. 5587 was 
passed unanimously by the Education 
and the Workforce Committee and is 
the product of an inclusive and 
thoughtful process. Again, it passed 
unanimously. When does that happen, 
ever, it seems, these days in this Con- 
gress? This is extraordinary. 

The bill makes many necessary up- 
dates to Perkins, with an emphasis on 
training students for the skills they 
will need in high-growth sectors in the 
2lst century economy. I am particu- 
larly pleased that it emphasizes the 
role of school counselors in helping 
students choose their career path, in- 
corporating ideas from my Counseling 
for Career Choice Act. By equipping 
counselors with local labor market in- 
formation, they can better help stu- 
dents choose the field that best fits 
their skills and interests and will ulti- 
mately lead to a good-paying job. 

The bill also expands student access 
to work-based learning opportunities. 
This will help students to bridge the 
gap between classroom theory and 
workplace practice and align skills and 
training with employer needs. 

Providing workers with the skills 
necessary to thrive in the modern 


12534 


economy is essential to our economic 
prosperity. I urge all of my colleagues 
to support this bill and the Senate to 
quickly take up this bipartisan legisla- 
tion. 

Again, I thank all of my colleagues 
who were involved in this effort and 
the staff for bringing this bill to the 
floor today. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, it is my pleasure to take 
a point of personal privilege just as a 
chance to recognize Chairman KLINE of 
the Education and the Workforce Com- 
mittee and to thank him for his leader- 
ship in education, for truly making a 
difference in the lives of our youth and, 
quite frankly, people of all ages, like 
with this piece of legislation. I very 
much appreciate his leadership. 

So it is my honor to yield 2 minutes 
to the gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. 
KLINE), the chairman of the Education 
and the Workforce Committee. 
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Mr. KLINE. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania for his 
leadership on this issue and for yield- 
ing the time. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong 
support of the Strengthening Career 
and Technical Education for the 21st 
Century Act. 

A quality education is vital to suc- 
ceeding in today’s workforce. However, 
it is important to know that a quality 
education doesn’t have to mean a 4- 
year college degree. Career and tech- 
nical education can be just as valuable, 
and, for many individuals, it is the 
path that is best for them. 

Earlier this year, members on the 
Education and the Workforce Com- 
mittee heard from Paul Tse. Paul 
struggled as a student, but his life 
changed when he enrolled in a CTE pro- 
gram at the Thomas Edison High 
School of Technology in Silver Spring, 
Maryland. Today, he has a fulfilling ca- 
reer and not a dime—Mr. Speaker, not 
a dime—of student loan debt. There are 
countless other success stories just 
like Paul’s. 

The CTE classes Rob Griffin took as 
a high school student in Whitfield 
County, Georgia, prepared him for a 
successful career at one of the Nation’s 
leading steel fabricators. 

The hands-on experience Alex Wolff 
received at the Santa Barbara County 
Regional Occupational Program led to 
a rewarding career in electrical engi- 
neering. And Jasmine Morgan from the 
Atlanta area found her passion through 
CTE coursework and landed a job as a 
sports marketing specialist. 

The goal of this legislation is to help 
more individuals write their own suc- 
cess stories. This bipartisan legislation 
will empower State and local leaders to 
tailor CTE programs to serve the best 
interests of the students in their com- 
munities. It will improve transparency 
and accountability, as well as ensure 
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Federal resources are aligned with the 
needs of the local workforce and help 
students obtain high-skilled, high-de- 
mand jobs. 

These positive reforms are an impor- 
tant part of our broader agenda, A Bet- 
ter Way, which is aimed at helping 
more men and women achieve a life- 
time of success. 

I want to thank Representatives 
GLENN THOMPSON and KATHERINE 
CLARK for their leadership. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
legislation. 

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. NOLAN). I 
thank him for his leadership on CTE 
and all his work for the students and 
employers of his district and our coun- 
try. 

Mr. NOLAN. Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to begin by recognizing my distin- 
guished colleague from Minnesota (Mr. 
KLINE) for the great leadership that he 
has provided as the chairman of the 
Committee on Education and the 
Workforce. Make no mistake about it, 
our educational opportunities and fu- 
ture are brighter for you having 
chaired that committee and served in 
this Chamber. We all owe you a great 
debt of gratitude and wish you well in 
your future going forward. The great- 
est tribute I think that anyone can re- 
ceive is that we served well and we 
made a difference. You have done that, 
and we thank you for that. 

I would be remiss if I didn’t also 
thank Ranking Member Scott for his 
great work in this area. I also thank 
Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania, Ms. 
CLARK of Massachusetts, and the other 
original cosponsors for their hard 
work. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of this 
critically important bipartisan reau- 
thorization of the Perkins Career and 
Technical Education Act. 

Time and again, when I visit with 
owners and managers of manufacturing 
facilities throughout my northern Min- 
nesota district, I am told two things. 
The first is that the employees they 
have hired who have participated in ca- 
reer and technical education programs 
are the very best that they have in 
their employment. Employers can’t say 
enough good things about them and 
their skills and the work that they do. 

The second point is that they need 
more CTE-trained people. All down the 
line, from health care, to construction, 
to information technology, to trans- 
portation, to aviation—and the list 
goes on—good-paying jobs with living 
wages are waiting for these people. 

So this bill adds important new pro- 
visions to expand and update CTE so 
jobs can be filled. States get more 
flexibility to focus on the jobs and ca- 
reers in high demand within their re- 
gions. Employers and communities get 
the tools they need to develop stronger 
partnerships to engage students and 
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grow our local economies. And stu- 
dents get the tools that they need to 
compete and succeed in the 21st cen- 
tury. That is what this bill is all about. 

It’s all about more good jobs. 

More great opportunities to learn and gain 
valuable skills and knowledge. 

And—More dynamic growth for an economy 
in need of the best, most skilled workers 
America can provide. 

| urge our colleagues in the Senate to join 
the House in supporting this critical and impor- 
tant program and act swiftly to take up and 
pass this legislation. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, it is my honor to recog- 
nize the chairman of the Sub- 
committee on Early Childhood, Ele- 
mentary, and Secondary Education 
that has jurisdiction on this bill. I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Indiana (Mr. ROKITA). 

Mr. ROKITA. Well, I thank the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania for his kind 
words. He is a dear friend. I have 
looked forward to our work together so 
far and into the future. 

Mr. Speaker, I have been to probably 
a hundred schools in my time in public 
service. I have seen the best of schools, 
and I have seen the worst of schools. 
The one thing that I am seeing more 
and more, not only in our K-12 schools 
but in others after that, is the need for 
career and technical education and the 
need for reform in that area. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am not talking 
about the shop class of old or anything 
like that. In fact, what we are seeing 
now is a completely different model. 

As Indiana’s Governor Pence cited in 
a congressional hearing last year, to- 
day’s CTH, today’s career and technical 
education, is not about, if not plan A, 
then plan B. It is about having two 
plan As. And that is exactly what to- 
day’s CTE courses are bringing to the 
forefront. 

Technological advances are con- 
stantly changing the kinds of jobs that 
are available, as well as the skills 
needed to succeed in those careers. 
That is why career and technical edu- 
cation is so important. It provides op- 
portunities for students to gain those 
specific skills and prepare them to 
navigate the changing workforce. 

Now, through a number of common- 
sense measures, Mr. Speaker, this bill 
is delivering the reforms that will pro- 
vide the flexibility to State and local 
leaders to meet those unique local 
needs, build stronger engagement with 
employers, and ensure that CTE pro- 
grams are delivering results. So I 
thank Representatives THOMPSON and 
CLARK for working together to move 
this bill forward. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
bipartisan bill and help more people 
gain the skills and hands-on experience 
that are critical to succeeding in to- 
day’s workforce. 

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut (Mr. COURT- 
NEY). 
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Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
in strong support of H.R. 5587, which 
addresses the most urgent workforce 
challenge in our Nation by updating 
and strengthening career and technical 
education programs at the secondary 
education level. 

First, the good news. All across the 
country, there is an exciting and grow- 
ing need for trade and technical skills 
to fill jobs that young people can build 
a career and life around. Advanced 
manufacturing opportunities in aero- 
space, maritime, and even health care 
are happening from coast to coast. And 
the question of the day for many em- 
ployers is whether our education and 
job training systems are ready to fill 
the need. 

Recent updates to K-12 and job train- 
ing programs signed into law by Presi- 
dent Obama in 2014 and 2015 built a 
positive platform to address this chal- 
lenge, and passage of this bill for tech- 
nical programs will add to that capa- 
bility. 

In southeastern Connecticut where I 
hail from, the U.S. Navy’s demand sig- 
nal for new Virginia class and Colum- 
bia class submarines is projected to re- 
quire up to 14,000 new hires in metal 
trades, design, and engineering over 
the next 10 years. For my region, pas- 
sage of this bill is not just feel-good 
legislation but a critical, existential 
requirement. 

I strongly urge passage of this bill 
and swift concurrence by the Senate. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the 
gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. ROE), a 
classmate of mine and also another 
leader in the Education and the Work- 
force Committee and the chairman of 
the Subcommittee on Health, Employ- 
ment, Labor, and Pensions. 

Mr. ROE of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to encourage my colleagues 
to support H.R. 5587, the Strengthening 
Career and Technical Education for the 
2ist Century Act. CTE programs are 
designed to prepare high school stu- 
dents and community college students 
for the workforce. However, the laws 
supporting these efforts have not been 
updated in over a decade. 

In my district, I often hear from 
businessowners, employers, adminis- 
trators, and students who all tell me 
about the need for quality education 
and training necessary in today’s 
workplace. Just as the one-size-fits-all 
approach doesn’t work for health care, 
it will not work for education and 
workforce training. Each State, school 
district, and student is different. Local 
administrators, teachers, and employ- 
ers—not the Federal Government— 
should have these decisionmaking pow- 
ers. 

Congress has worked to improve K-12 
education and modernize the Nation’s 
workforce development system, and 
this bill continues to build on that 
progress. The recession may have 
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ended in 2009, Mr. Speaker, but too 
many people are still struggling to 
make ends meet. We can do better. 

I encourage my colleagues to support 
H.R. 5587. 

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 112 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Colorado (Mr. POLIS). 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support of H.R. 5587, the Strengthening 
Career and Technical Education for the 
21st Century Act. 

A few weeks ago, I got to visit the 
new Pathways in Technology Early 
College, P-TECH, program at Skyline 
High School in Colorado in the St. 
Vrain Valley School District. P-TECH 
is a partnership between the St. Vrain 
Valley School District, Front Range 
Community College, IBM, and other 
employers. It allows students to earn a 
high school diploma and associate’s de- 
gree in 4 or 5 years. 

I spoke with a number of students 
participating in the very first P-TECH 
class, and they shared with me how 
this program will equip them with the 
skills they need to get good, reliable 
jobs after graduation. That is the kind 
of innovation Congress should be sup- 
porting, and this bill allows for that. 

The bill also allows funds to be used 
for open access education resources. 
Open access education resources and 
open access textbooks are openly li- 
censed, free to use, and often come 
with more flexibility than traditional 
or commercial textbooks. Throughout 
this country, open education resources 
are gaining popularity, save resources, 
and maintain high quality standards. 

Last year, Congress recognized the 
cost-saving potential and flexibility of 
open education resources at the K-12 
level in the Every Student Succeeds 
Act. Iam very excited that support for 
open education resources continues in 
this bill. 

I urge this bill’s final passage today, 
and I call on my colleagues in the Sen- 
ate to take up this bipartisan legisla- 
tion as soon as possible. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the 
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. CARTER). 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I rise today in support of H.R. 5587, 
the Strengthening Career and Tech- 
nical Education for the 21st Century 
Act, and the benefit and opportunities 
it will provide for those looking to 
enter the job market. 

We have an opportunity to get rid of 
the stigma of this vocation path and 
bring to light the benefits of career and 
technical education. This bill over- 
hauls the system to bring the decision- 
making down to the State and local 
leaders. It more closely accounts for 
changes in the job market. It increases 
the input from groups such as students 
and business leaders. 

This legislation empowers leaders 
from our States and communities by 
reducing the paperwork for local edu- 
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cation providers and streamlines the 
requirements process. It supports clos- 
er partnerships with employers, who 
know the needs of the workplace, and 
puts in place accountability bench- 
marks to ensure that these programs 
on the secondary level are delivering 
the training and results they are sup- 
posed to be providing to students. 

This bill also allows States and local 
authorities to develop a curriculum 
they know that works for their stu- 
dents and for their communities. 

I applaud the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. THOMPSON) and the Edu- 
cation and the Workforce Committee 
for their hard work and diligence in ad- 
dressing this matter. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
bill. 

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the gentle- 
woman from Oregon (Ms. BONAMICI). 

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Speaker, I en- 
thusiastically support the Strength- 
ening Career and Technical Education 
for the 21st Century Act. 

When I visit communities in Oregon, 
I hear from business leaders, educators, 
and students about how hands-on ca- 
reer and technical education programs 
engage them and prepare them for suc- 
cess after high school, regardless of 
what path they take. 

This CTE legislation authorizes need- 
ed increases in funding for CTE pro- 
grams and takes important steps to 
help more students excel in school and 
in the workforce. 

The bill will improve participation 
among historically underserved stu- 
dents, bring needed input from key 
stakeholders, including parents and in- 
dustry groups, and help students learn 
employability skills as well as tech- 
nical skills. 

I thank my friend and colleague from 
New York, the co-chair of the STEAM 
Caucus, Congresswoman STEFANIK, for 
working with me to include an amend- 
ment that promotes arts and design 
education, which is increasingly in 
high demand in numerous industry sec- 
tors that value innovation. I thank 
Chairman KLINE, Ranking Member 
ScoTT, and Representatives CLARK and 
THOMPSON for their leadership and 
commitment to improving CTE pro- 
grams. 

I ask my colleagues to join me in ap- 
proving this legislation and call on the 
Senate to quickly take action. 

1515 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I am now pleased to yield 
1 minute to the gentlewoman from 
North Carolina (Ms. Foxx), also a lead- 
er on the Committee on Education and 
the Workforce. She serves as our chair 
of the Subcommittee on Higher Edu- 
cation and Workforce Training. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I thank my 
colleague from Pennsylvania for yield- 
ing to me and for the work that he has 
done on this important bill. 
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Mr. Speaker, the Carl D. Perkins Ca- 
reer and Technical Education Act has 
provided Federal support to State and 
local career and technical education 
programs for more than 30 years. But 
for far too long there has been a dis- 
crepancy in what students are learning 
in the classroom and what employers 
say they need in the workplace. 

H.R. 5587 updates the law to reflect 
today’s economic needs and the chal- 
lenges that students and workers cur- 
rently face. This bipartisan bill goes a 
long way toward ensuring that individ- 
uals who pursue a technical education 
have the knowledge and skills they 
need to succeed. 

Educational success is about more 
than just a degree. It is about pre- 
paring students for a satisfying life and 
teaching them the quantifiable skills 
that employers need in their employ- 
ees. The Strengthening Career and 
Technical Education for the 21st Cen- 
tury Act will help students reach those 
goals. I encourage my colleagues to 
support this important legislation. 

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I am pleased to yield 1% min- 
utes to the gentlewoman from Cali- 
fornia (Mrs. DAVIS). 

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speak- 
er, career technical education answers 
the call that we hear from industry and 
from students alike to train students 
in fields where high-quality jobs are 
available. We know that means both 
equity and quality. Equity, of course, 
we know because every individual, 
every man, every woman, people of 
color, the disabled, all of the groups 
need to have equal access to a prom- 
ising education and successful career. 

The reality is that we can’t fix a 
problem that we can’t see. So we have 
to have the data. We have to have the 
ability to know what we are looking 
at. But it is equally important to make 
sure that CTE programs deliver in 
terms of quality. 

So how do we do that? 

I am excited that this bill places an 
emphasis on teachers getting opportu- 
nities to advance their knowledge and 
skills. Teachers need support and 
training from industry leaders so that 
they can take their knowledge back to 
students. 

The flow of relevant information be- 
tween industry, between teachers and 
students has to be highlighted and 
strengthened. When teachers have di- 
rect field experience, they are better 
able to enthusiastically relate accurate 
and timely industry practices to their 
students, and that makes for stronger 
professional development for teachers, 
and that will trickle down to our stu- 
dents. 

Successful CTE programs will close 
the skills gap that undermines our pro- 
ductivity today. I urge my colleagues 
in the Senate to take up and pass this 
overwhelmingly bipartisan legislation. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the 
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gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. 
WILSON). 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank Chairman GLENN 
THOMPSON for yielding. 

I am grateful to support the 
Strengthening Career and Technical 
Education for the 21st Century Act. 
Whether I am visiting one of the re- 
markable schools in South Carolina’s 
technical education system of Aiken, 
Midlands, Orangeburg-Calhoun, or a 
local manufacturing facility, the mes- 
sage is the same: the job market is 
changing rapidly. Quality education is 
vital to competing, which is why ap- 
prenticeship programs are so impor- 
tant in leading to the success of BMW, 
MTU, AGY, SRS, Michelin, 
Bridgestone, Boeing, and soon Volvo in 
South Carolina. 

While existing technical education, 
which was established by Fritz Hol- 
lings and Floyd Spence, has played a 
role in creating jobs, existing legisla- 
tion has not been updated for the last 
10 years. 

This bill serves as a first step to re- 
forming technical education programs 
by helping all Americans enter the 
workforce for high-skilled, in-demand 
jobs. Some reforms include empow- 
ering State and local community lead- 


ers, limiting Federal mandates, en- 
couraging employment engagement, 
and increasing accountability. 

I am grateful to cosponsor the 


Strengthening Career and Technical 
Education for the 21st Century Act. I 
appreciate the leadership of Chairman 
GLENN THOMPSON for sponsoring this 
leadership, and I urge my colleagues to 
support it. 

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I am pleased to yield 1 minute 
to the gentlewoman from North Caro- 
lina (Ms. ADAMS). 

Ms. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentlewoman for yielding. 

As a member of the House Committee 
on Education and the Workforce, I am 
proud to stand here today in support of 
the Strengthening Career and Tech- 
nical Education for the 21st Century 
Act. This is commonsense, bipartisan 
legislation, and it will strengthen our 
economy and put hardworking Ameri- 
cans back to work. 

As elected leaders promoting the wel- 
fare of the American people, it is our 
most sacred responsibility, and this is 
why we must continue to work to- 
gether to ensure that American work- 
ers have the skills and the training 
needed to compete in this modern 
workforce. 

In August, I traveled throughout my 
district, meeting with local employers 
and workers, and they all shared one 
major concern: the desperate need to 
close the skills gap. 

There are good paying jobs right here 
at home, but our people aren’t able to 
fill them, and that is unacceptable. The 
skills gap is weakening our national 
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and local economies, and we can no 
longer afford the price of an underpre- 
pared workforce. That is why I call on 
my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’’ and to re- 
authorize CTE. 

Voting ‘‘yes’’ will not only strength- 
en our economy, but will help make 
the American Dream a reality for mil- 
lions of Americans. Voting “yes”? will 
absolutely make a difference in the 
lives of those you serve. Today we have 
an opportunity to get it right, an op- 
portunity to level the playing field, 
and to put the needs of the American 
people first. Lets make America 
stronger by passing this commonsense, 
bipartisan legislation. I urge my col- 
leagues to vote ‘‘yes.’’ I hope the Sen- 
ate will move swiftly in also passing 
this crucial piece of legislation. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. ALLEN). 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. 

Career technical education is critical 
to the development of a growing work- 
force. As I go into the schools today, I 
often ask the students: Why are you 
getting an education? 

These are questions that I ask the 
students: Why is education important? 

The answer is to get a good job, to 
build a career. 

Our schools teach children all the 
necessary and important subjects, but 
it is important that we offer programs 
that prepare students for the work- 
force. We have to work to bridge the 
existing gap between the business com- 
munity and education. That means en- 
couraging students to find their pas- 
sions early on and choosing programs 
that will build their resumes and set 
them up for their chosen occupation. 

As a member of the House Committee 
on Education and the Workforce, a 
member of the Congressional Career 
and Technical Education Caucus, and 
with over 40 years in the business 
world, I am a strong supporter of this 
bill. Growing this economy starts with 
jobs and getting people back to work. 
So why not start by preparing Amer- 
ica’s future workforce early? 

I urge support of the Strengthening 
Career and Technical Education for the 
21st Century Act. 

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I am pleased to yield 1 minute 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. KENNEDY). I would like to thank 
him for all his leadership and work on 
promoting American manufacturing, 
STEM and STEAM education, and 
CTE. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Speaker, I want 


to thank my colleagues, Congress- 
woman CLARK and Congressman 
THOMPSON, for their extraordinary 


leadership, as they always seek ways to 
advance career and technical education 
training. 

According to a recent report, Mr. 
Speaker, in my home State of Massa- 
chusetts, three out of five job openings 


September 13, 2016 


in our Commonwealth 6 years from 
now will require less than a college de- 
gree. That means that students who 
are just starting their second week of 
middle school this week could walk 
straight out of their high school grad- 
uation and into a job in their own 
backyard. 

They will only be prepared for those 
jobs, though, if we ensure that their 
curriculum is informed by the needs of 
companies in their communities. Busi- 
nesses and voc-tech schools in my dis- 
trict are already creating innovative 
partnerships that allow students to 
learn in their classrooms and then gain 
hands-on experience on factory floors. 

Guided by their example, I intro- 
duced the Perkins Modernization Act 
to align the curriculum that our stu- 
dents are learning today with the needs 
of the employers who will hire them to- 
morrow. I am grateful that the spon- 
sors of this legislation included that 
language, and I hope the Senate will 
follow their lead by quickly taking up 
and passing this legislation. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. CURBELO), 
another very effective member of the 
House Committee on Education and 
the Workforce. 

Mr. CURBELO of Florida. I thank 
Mr. THOMPSON for yielding, and I thank 
him for his leadership on this bill. I 
would also like to thank Ms. CLARK, 
our chairman, and the ranking member 
for making this possible. 

I think all of my colleagues have ex- 
plained all the details in this bill, the 
important reforms that are in it, but 
what I want to focus on is the critical 
message that it sends young people 
and, really, all aspiring people all over 
this country, Mr. Speaker. 

For a long time—and I was a school 
board member, so I know this—young 
people were told that there was only 
one path to success: a traditional 4- 
year degree. And anyone who didn’t do 
that was looked down upon, and we 
stigmatized a lot of young people in 
this country. 

What this Congress is doing today to- 
gether—Republicans and Democrats—is 
sending a strong message to students 
in high school today, students in mid- 
dle school, and people who are adults 
but still aspiring and looking to ac- 
quire job skills so that they can get a 
good job, that there are many path- 
ways to success. I think that is equally 
as important as the reforms, as the 
changes, as the updating of this impor- 
tant bill that we are advancing, the 
strong, wonderful message it is sending 
to the young people of this country. 

I thank everyone for their leadership, 
and I urge all my colleagues to vote for 
this legislation. 

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. NOR- 
CROSS). 
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Mr. NORCROSS. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentlewoman for yielding. 

I rise in support of H.R. 5587. 

First, I want to thank the Members 
for coming together and certainly their 
staffs for recognizing the important 
piece of this legislation where we are 
going. 

As we heard before, a 4-year college 
is a great pathway for some, but it cer- 
tainly isn’t for everyone. I, myself, am 
a product of the other 4-year school, an 
apprenticeship out of the IBEW that al- 
lowed me for many, many years to sup- 
port my family being an electrician. 

In New Jersey, my home State, 7 out 
of 10 jobs that are coming up in the 
next few years will require less than 
that 4-year degree, and that reempha- 
sizes why we are here today. 

This important bill will go a long 
way to provide students with alter- 
native pathways to earn a fair day’s 
pay for a fair day’s work. I, along with 
Representative MCKINLEY, formed the 
Congressional Building Trades Caucus 
to work on these issues, and we will be 
meeting later this week to discuss 
these important items. Apprenticeships 
are a partnership between employers 
and employees. They come together 
and will increase the outcomes. 

Once again, I want to thank all those 
involved for their hard work. I urge the 
Senate to take this up quickly. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I have no other speakers, 
so I reserve the balance of my time. 

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself the balance of 
my time. 

Today we have heard Democrats and 
Republicans from across the United 
States speak in support of H.R. 5587. 
This legislation builds upon the invest- 
ments this Chamber has made in the 
education system and updates CTE to 
allow our students to be competitive in 
a global economy. 

I want to give special thanks to the 
Committee on Education and the 
Workforce staff, who worked so hard to 
support Members in drafting this bill 
that has received such broad bipartisan 
support. 

I urge my colleagues on both sides of 
the aisle, as well as our Senate col- 
leagues, to quickly take up and ap- 
prove this commonsense legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield myself the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. Speaker, career and technical 
education helps men and women across 
the country achieve the American 
Dream of finding and seizing opportu- 
nities to work hard and to succeed 
within the workforce. 

The Strengthening Career and Tech- 
nical Education for the 21st Century 
Act makes the positive reforms nec- 
essary to ensure more Americans are 
able to access life-changing education 
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and experience that will allow them to 
do just that, to achieve the American 
Dream. 
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I am pleased that we have been able 
to work across the aisle in a bipartisan 
manner—my hope is that we will be 
able to work in a bicameral manner 
with the Senate, and I encourage swift 
action in the Senate—to ensure that 
this generation is equipped with the 
tools needed to remain competitive in 
today’s workforce. I believe this is an 
effort that we can all support. 

Mr. Speaker, the title of this bill is 
Strengthening Career and Technical 
Education for the 21st Century Act. 
Normally, we usually find some kind of 
an acronym—something short and 
catchy—to call this. Those initials 
don’t lend to that process, but I would 
have to say I like to refer to this legis- 
lation as the opportunity bill. It is the 
opportunity for those young people 
who are looking to enter the workforce 
and want to go on to a path to be able 
to earn a family-sustaining wage, to be 
successful through career and technical 
education training. 

It is an opportunity bill for those 
families who today find themselves de- 
pressed and caught in unemployment 
and looking to get back into the work- 
force and greater opportunity. It is an 
opportunity bill. It is an opportunity 
bill for those families that, maybe, for 
generations have found themselves 
trapped in poverty and without an exit 
strategy, Mr. Speaker. This bill is an 
opportunity bill. It is an exit ramp 
from poverty for those families, those 
Americans. 

For those who are job creators who 
can’t grow or maybe even start their 
business or sustain their business be- 
cause they can’t find qualified and 
trained workers, this is an opportunity 
bill, Mr. Speaker. I urge my colleagues 
to vote “yes” on H.R. 5587. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
DUNCAN of Tennessee). The question is 
on the motion offered by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. THOMP- 
SON) that the House suspend the rules 
and pass the bill, H.R. 5587, as amend- 
ed. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro- 
ceedings on this motion will be post- 
poned. 


EE 
HALT TAX INCREASES ON THE 
MIDDLE CLASS AND SENIORS ACT 


Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
pursuant to House Resolution 858, I 
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call up the bill (H.R. 3590) to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to repeal 
the increase in the income threshold 
used in determining the deduction for 
medical care, and ask for its imme- 
diate consideration. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to House Resolution 858, the 
amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute recommended by the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, printed in 
the bill, is adopted, and the bill, as 
amended, is considered read. 

The text of the bill, as amended, is as 
follows: 

H.R. 3590 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the “Halt Tax In- 
creases on the Middle Class and Seniors Act”. 


SEC. 2. REPEAL OF INCREASE IN INCOME 
THRESHOLD FOR DETERMINING 
MEDICAL CARE DEDUCTION. 


(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 213(a) of the Inter- 
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by striking 
“10 percent” and inserting ‘‘7.5 percent”. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 

(1) Section 213 of such Code is amended by 
striking subsection (f). 

(2) Section 56(b)(1)(B) of such Code is amend- 
ed by striking ‘‘without regard to subsection (f) 
of such section” and inserting “by substituting 
‘10 percent’ for ‘7.5 percent’’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 
by this section shall apply to taxable years be- 
ginning after December 31, 2015. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill, 
as amended, shall be debatable for 1 
hour, equally divided and controlled by 
the chair and the ranking minority 
member of the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

The gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
BRADY) and the gentleman from Michi- 
gan (Mr. LEVIN) each will control 30 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that all Mem- 
bers may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re- 
marks and include extraneous material 
on H.R. 3590, currently under consider- 
ation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Over the last few months, the Amer- 


ican people have witnessed one 
ObamaCare failure after another. 
Major insurers are fleeing the ex- 


changes, healthcare premiums are con- 
tinuing to just skyrocket, and only 7 of 
ObamaCare’s 23 public option co-ops re- 
main. After New Jersey’s announce- 
ment yesterday that it will close its 
co-op, we will be down to merely 6 at 
the end of the year. That means nearly 
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three-quarters of a million Americans 
have been or will soon be kicked off 
their current healthcare insurance. 

Every week, the news about this law 
gets worse. That is why House Repub- 
licans are taking action right now to 
protect seniors across our country 
from another looming negative con- 
sequence of the President’s healthcare 
law. I am honored today to speak in 
support of Congresswoman MARTHA 
MCSALLY’s Halt Tax Increases on the 
Middle Class and Seniors Act. 

Before the Affordable Care Act, 
Americans could find some relief in 
their ability to deduct high-cost, out- 
of-pocket medical expenses from their 
taxes, but this important source of re- 
lief is about to get further out of reach 
for seniors, thanks to ObamaCare. 

For Americans under 65 years of age, 
a provision of the Affordable Care Act 
has already raised the previous 7.5 per- 
cent income threshold up to 10 percent. 
Starting January 1, just 3 months from 
now, the provision will go into effect 
for America’s seniors and elderly as 
well. 

In fact, the American Association of 
Retired Persons—or AARP, as many 
know them—in their letter endorsing 
this legislation stated that ‘‘56 percent 
of all returns claiming the deduction 
had at least one member of the house- 
hold age 65 or older.” In other words, 
this is hitting seniors in retirement 
years, where every dollar matters. 

This ObamaCare provision is a tax 
hike, plain and simple. It makes paying 
for care even more difficult for individ- 
uals, families, and seniors who may al- 
ready be struggling to afford the care 
they need. 

Mr. Speaker, this law gets more 
unaffordable and burdensome every 
day, and it is the middle class and sen- 
iors who are being hurt most. With the 
Halt Tax Increases on the Middle Class 
and Seniors Act, we can repeal this 
provision and stop another painful 
ObamaCare tax hike in its tracks. 

I am grateful for Representative 
MCSALLY’s leadership on this impor- 
tant, bipartisan legislation. I would 
note that, as AARP said, more than 
half of those impacted are seniors. 
Nearly half are the middle class. They 
make between $40,000 and $70,000 a 
year. Every dollar in their family budg- 
et matters as well. 

This solution, this targeted 
ObamaCare repeal, is another example 
of how House Republicans are deliv- 
ering the patient-focused solutions 
Americans deserve. Most importantly, 
this repeal takes meaningful steps to 
make health care more affordable and 
accessible for the American people. 

I am proud of the leadership of Con- 
gresswoman MCSALLY on behalf of our 
seniors and our middle class. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time, and I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
TIBERI), the chairman of the Health 
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Subcommittee, be permitted to control 
the remainder of the time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill is going no- 
where, but there are lessons to be 
learned from it being voted on today. It 
is an exercise Republicans hope will 
help them politically, and yet another 
one of their attempts to undermine the 
Affordable Care Act. 

The Joint Committee on Taxation es- 
timates that this bill would increase 
the deficit by nearly $33 billion over 
the next 10 years. This bill does not in- 
clude any offsets to address this cost. 
This is a vivid contradiction of worn- 
out Republican rhetoric claiming time 
and time again to be concerned about 
the deficit of this country. 

Earlier this year, the President re- 
quested $1.9 billion to address the 
growing threat of the Zika virus in this 
country. Republicans ignored this re- 
quest, disregarded our Nation’s top 
public health officials, and, instead, 
combined lower funding levels with 
poison pill policy riders. 

Nearly 12,000 Americans, including 
nearly 1,400 pregnant women, have con- 
firmed cases of Zika in this country. 
The Centers for Disease Control and 
prevention has stated it is running out 
of resources to fight the virus. So far, 
no action. 

Zika is an emergency. The Repub- 
licans say, Pay for it. Oh, but not a 
dime for this $35 billion tax cut. How 
can we afford to provide for an enor- 
mous tax cut, like the one before us 
today, but we can’t afford to spend just 
one-fifteenth of that amount to protect 
Americans from a devastating disease 
impacting families and children? 

The opioid epidemic. We passed some 
important legislation to address it, but 
no money, no action to make sure that 
it would really be meaningful. But 
today, we can pass an unpaid-for tax 
cut of $35 billion? 

Flint, Michigan. Thousands of kids 
were poisoned. Drinking water still 
cannot be consumed, and water can’t 
be otherwise used in Flint—but no ac- 
tion today. No action, but we can pass 
this $35 billion bill, unpaid for? 

Let’s be clear about the ACA, which, 
once again, the Republicans are trying 
to repeal, in part. The ACA was fully 
paid for—fully. And since the ACA 
passed 6 years ago, the majority has 
failed to offer any meaningful alter- 
native to the ACA to reduce the ranks 
of the uninsured and provide affordable 
coverage to American families. Their 
response has been ‘‘nada,’’ in terms of 
anything meaningful. 

According to the JCT data, approxi- 
mately two-thirds of the tax benefits 
from H.R. 3590 will accrue to taxpayers 
earning $100,000 and more over the next 
10 years. 
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In 2013, only 6.1 percent of all returns 
claimed the medical expense deduction, 
and only 11 percent of seniors did so. 
We know that the higher a household’s 
income, the more likely it is to itemize 
deductions. So low-income seniors 
would receive little or no benefit from 
this bill since much of their income 
comes from Social Security. 

For these reasons, the administra- 
tion has issued a Statement of Admin- 
istration Policy. I want to read it be- 
cause it underlines how, as I said at the 
beginning, the Republicans here, once 
again, are going through the motions. 
This isn’t going to become law, but it 
says something important: don’t pay 
for, be reckless, claim you care, and 
also take another step to undo ACA. 

I quote from the Statement of Ad- 
ministration Policy: 

“The Administration strongly op- 
poses House passage of H.R. 3590. It 
would repeal a provision of the Afford- 
able Care Act that limits a regressive, 
poorly targeted tax break for health 
care spending. This repeal would dis- 
proportionately benefit high-income 
Americans, while increasing national 
health care spending. Additionally, it 
would increase the Federal deficit by 
$32.7 billion over ten years, according 
to the Congressional Budget Office. 

“The Administration is always will- 
ing to work with the Congress on fis- 
cally responsible ways to further im- 
prove health care affordability and the 
Affordable Care Act. The President’s 
Budget offers a number of proposals to 
do so. However, H.R. 3590 would be a 
step in the wrong direction because it 
would increase health care spending 
and increase the Federal deficit, while 
doing little to improve the afford- 
ability of health care for middle-class 
families. 

“Tf the President were presented with 
H.R. 3590, his senior advisors would rec- 
ommend that he veto the bill.” 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 
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Mr. TIBERI. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

H.R. 3590, the Halt Tax Increases on 
the Middle Class and Seniors Act, is a 
commonsense bill that repeals an oner- 
ous tax on 3.8 million households in 
America; 3.8 million households in 
America in 2016 alone. 

We should encourage patients to seek 
the care they need, not to create more 
burdens and restrict access to medical 
care, as this ObamaCare tax does. 

Now, if Americans out there watch- 
ing listened to the previous speaker 
say things like ‘‘politically motivated 
bill,” ‘‘undermine Affordable Care 
Act,” “a contradiction, here is the 
contradiction. This bill was introduced 
over a year ago by Congresswoman 
MARTHA MCSALLY from Arizona, but 
this isn’t the first time this bill has 
been introduced. It was introduced in 
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the last session of Congress by a gen- 
tleman whose name is Ron Barber, a 
former Congressman from Arizona and 
a Democrat. How interesting. What a 
contradiction that is. 

So, this so-called politically moti- 
vated bill, according to AARP—this is 
AARP saying this, which supports the 
legislation—56 percent of all returns 
claiming this deduction had at least 
one member of their household age 65 
years or older. My mom and dad, over 
65, on a fixed income. But, yet, some 
are opposed to this bill. 

Let me tell you who is for it. AARP, 
Americans for Prosperity, National 
Taxpayers Union, Americans for Tax 
Reform, 60 Plus, Association of Mature 
American Citizens, Campaign for Lib- 
erty, Small Business & Entrepreneurial 
Council. 

Mr. Speaker, I am a proud cosponsor 
of this bill, and I would like to thank 
Congresswoman MARTHA MCSALLY 
from Arizona for her passion for this 
legislation, her tireless work for this 
legislation, testifying before the Ways 
and Means subcommittee on this legis- 
lation, and trying to help those 3.8 mil- 
lion households in America, many low- 
income and middle-income households 
in America, and bringing this impor- 
tant issue to light today. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 minutes to the 
gentlewoman from Arizona (Ms. 
MCSALLY). 

Ms. McSALLY. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Chairman TIBERI as well as Chairman 
BRADY. I truly appreciate their willing- 
ness to work with me on this legisla- 
tion that will peel back this lesser- 
known tax increase buried in the Af- 
fordable Care Act that is already hurt- 
ing middle class families and will begin 
to hurt seniors early next year. 

H.R. 3590, the Halt Tax Increases on 
the Middle Class and Seniors Act, is a 
bill I introduced earlier in this Con- 
gress, and it will protect seniors from 
this tax hike and it will roll it back for 
middle class families. 

With the costs of health care rising 
and becoming significantly harder for 
families and seniors to find, this legis- 
lation is necessary to provide relief to 
Americans with expensive medical 
bills. Since 2005, healthcare costs have 
steadily risen faster than inflation in 
every year except one. 

Additionally, the trend towards ris- 
ing health insurance deductibles and 
premiums are leaving people exposed 
to increased out-of-pocket costs. We 
should be working to reduce this bur- 
den, not making it worse; but that is 
not what this hidden tax hike in the 
Affordable Care Act would do. 

Currently, the IRS allows Americans 
with high healthcare costs to deduct 
certain out-of-pocket expenses from 
their taxes. Prior to 2013, individuals 
could deduct out-of-pocket costs that 
exceed 7.5 percent of one’s adjusted 
gross income, or AGI. The Affordable 
Care Act changed this for Americans 
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under the age of 65 already by moving 
that threshold to 10 percent, effectively 
raising taxes on middle class Ameri- 
cans. 

To make matters worse, that same 
tax increase is scheduled to hit Ameri- 
cans 65 and older starting January 1, 
2017. This is particularly concerning to 
me because, according to the Census 
Bureau’s 2014 American Community 
Survey, approximately 140,000 individ- 
uals, roughly one-fifth of my constitu- 
ents, are over the age of 65. 

Though it has not received much at- 
tention, the medical expense deduction 
means a great deal to some of the most 
vulnerable Americans. According to re- 
cent data from the IRS, more than 8 
million people use this deduction, with 
more than 80 percent earning less than 
$100,000 a year and 49 percent earning 
less than $50,000 a year. This deduction 
is extremely important for low-and 
middle-income Americans who have al- 
ready spent thousands in out-of-pocket 
costs and cannot afford another shock 
to their wallets and pocketbooks. 

The same goes for seniors, many who 
already live on fixed incomes and 
struggle to make ends meet. According 
to the AARP, seniors make up 56 per- 
cent of all claimants of the medical ex- 
pense deduction. If the threshold is 
raised, many seniors who have saved 
for their whole lives and have carefully 
planned for retirement will suddenly be 
faced with hundreds of dollars in extra 
taxes on top of the out-of-pocket med- 
ical costs they already pay. 

That is why I introduced this bill. It 
is a bipartisan bill to stop this tax in- 
crease for seniors and roll it back for 
those under 65. 

The impetus for this legislation came 
from one of my constituents in Green 
Valley, Arizona. His name is Loren 
Thorsen. Tragically, Loren passed 
away earlier this year, but he knew the 
importance of raising awareness of this 
tax hike and he was committed and 
passionate to doing what he could do to 
stop it. I am honored to be standing 
here today in order to advance this ef- 
fort, Loren’s effort, one step further. 

In closing, I want to thank the 17 co- 
sponsors, including Chairman TIBERI, 
Congresswoman LYNN JENKINS, Con- 
gressman BOB DOLD, and Congressman 
JASON SMITH, all members of the Ways 
and Means Committee, as well as my 
colleague, the gentlewoman from Ari- 
zona (Ms. SINEMA). 

I would also like to thank the var- 
ious supporting groups, including the 
AARP, Americans for Prosperity, 60 
Plus, Americans for Tax Reform, the 
Association of Mature American Citi- 
zens, and the National Taxpayers 
Union. 

I would urge all Members to join me 
in supporting this bill in order to en- 
sure we protect the American people 
from another harmful healthcare tax 
increase that they simply cannot af- 
ford. 
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Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 
minutes to the gentleman from Oregon 
(Mr. BLUMENAUER), a member of our 
committee. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, I 
appreciate the gentleman’s courtesy 
for permitting me to add my voice to 
this discussion. I think we are all deep- 
ly concerned about impacts that we 
have on our constituents, whether it is 
in terms of tax, expenses in terms of 
health care, or challenges in their day- 
to-day life. 

What is deeply concerning to me is 
an inability for us to step back and 
look at these things in a broader con- 
text to be able to prioritize and deal 
with these items in a way that actually 
provides some sense of balance. 

Now, I will be the first to admit that 
I had some reservations about some of 
the funding elements that were part of 
the Affordable Care Act. I would not 
have used exactly the same structure, 
but bear in mind that the investment 
in the Affordable Care Act has provided 
significant healthcare subsidies for 
millions of Americans, which my friend 
and colleague, Congressman LEVIN, can 
go through in great detail. But what we 
are looking at here are three problems. 

One, if this bill were to move for- 
ward, it would invest $33 billion, either 
added to the deficit or cutting other 
programs. 

Now, I think it is important to bear 
in mind that this Congress has been 
tied in knots, unable to come up with 
a billion or two to deal with the Zika 
crisis, the infections that are taking 
place, the potential of an epidemic 
starting in places like Florida and 
Puerto Rico, but putting people at risk 
around the country. This is an imme- 
diate healthcare crisis. 

Congress is paralyzed, and we can’t 
come up with a billion or two, let alone 
$33 billion over the next 10 years. We 
have watched, on an ongoing basis, 
people picking away at items of the Af- 
fordable Care Act, which was developed 
as a comprehensive package that had 
things that some people supported, 
some people were opposed, but collec- 
tively was able to provide these bene- 
fits that resulted in having the lowest 
uninsured rate in American history. 
We are watching people starting to try 
and pick away at elements here that 
either add to the deficit or undermine 
the integrity of the Affordable Care 
Act. 

Now, one of the things that has been 
frustrating for me is that we had a 
complete collapse of the legislative 
process. There were many things that 
we could have done to refine and im- 
prove the Affordable Care Act. Nobody 
would have designed the bill exactly 
like it went through, but that is what 
happened when the Senate Republicans 
stopped legislating, and we used the 
reconciliation package to take what we 
had, enable it to go forward with the 
expectation over the course of the last 
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6 years we would be working together 
to refine it, like we have done with 
every single major piece of social legis- 
lation in our history. 

We work on it. None of these things 
are perfect. We refine it. We look at 
the changes that can come forward and 
try to improve it for the American peo- 
ple. That has not been what has hap- 
pened in the 6 years that my Repub- 
lican friends have been in charge of the 
House of Representatives. 

I have deep affection and respect for 
my friend, Mr. TIBERI. We work on lots 
of things together. One thing we 
haven’t been able to work on in 6 years 
is an opportunity to refine the Afford- 
able Care Act, to be able to work to- 
gether cooperatively to build on it. 

We have had an agenda. I lost track 
at 65 the number of times the votes 
were to repeal it, not to be able to 
work together. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LEVIN. I yield the gentleman an 
additional 2 minutes. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. But to repeal it 
and to get rid of it, to try to high- 
light—in fact, there were a number of 
votes that have taken place to actually 
make it worse, to have a bigger impact 
on low- and moderate-income families, 
have a bigger cliff for people who have 
changes in their economic cir- 
cumstances, to have a larger penalty 
rather than smoothing, refining, and 
making it better. 

We have an opportunity to be able to 
deal meaningfully with things that will 
improve the health of the American 
people. If we don’t agree on the refine- 
ment of the Affordable Care Act—I am 
hoping that we might have a more re- 
sponsible and slightly better Congress 
next time, but there are things we 
could do right now in areas of medical 
research. I mentioned Zika. 

We have opportunities to move for- 
ward. This takes off the top something 
that has been in the legislation for 
some time that focuses one element, 
but doesn’t improve the quality of 
health care; that doesn’t deal with re- 
fining and strengthening the Afford- 
able Care Act; that doesn’t deal with 
the crisis of Zika; doesn’t beef up med- 
ical research. 

We have many priorities. We have 
many opportunities. The easiest thing 
in the world to do is come in and try to 
cut taxes, add more deductions, make 
changes, particularly if we are not 
going to pay for those changes, if we 
are just going to add to the deficit 
greater borrowing for the future. 

This is cotton candy. This is not seri- 
ous legislation. There are no tradeoffs 
involved here. It is just making it out 
of whole cloth, moving forward and let- 
ting somebody else bear the con- 
sequences. I don’t think that is what 
we should be doing. I do think there 
are people who are serious about reduc- 
ing the deficit. I think there are people 
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who are serious about improving 
health care for the American people. 
There are people who are deadly seri- 
ous about dealing with the Zika crisis. 
There are things that we could be 
doing cooperatively to make things 
better and focus on priorities. This bill 
is not that. This bill is cotton candy, 
unpaid for; cut taxes and let the con- 
sequences fall to somebody else. 

I think we can do better. I hope we do 
better. I hope people get this out of 
their system and make their point. I 
understand it. In a perfect world, there 
are things that we would have done dif- 
ferently. 
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Mr. TIBERI. Mr. Speaker, I have 
great affection for my colleague from 
Oregon as well, but today we are mak- 
ing this piece of legislation, this thing 
called the Affordable Care Act, better. 
In fact, JCT says that, in 10 years, 
nearly 10 million households in Amer- 
ica will be paying this new tax—again, 
moderate- and low-income households. 
For those 10 million people, we are 
making it better. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the 
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. DOLD). He 
is from suburban Chicago, a member of 
the Ways and Means Committee, and 
has been active in supporting this leg- 
islation and helping get it passed out of 
committee. 

Mr. DOLD. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
thank the chairman for yielding the 
time. I also want to join him in saying 
to my colleague and good friend from 
Oregon that I welcome the opportunity 
to try to dive in to the Affordable Care 
Act to make it better, and I look at the 
legislation that is in front of us as a 
step to be able to do some of those 
things. 

Now, again, this is just one step, so I 
don’t believe that it is cotton candy be- 
cause, as we look at premiums that are 
going right through the roof, 
deductibles that have gone sky high, 
hardworking American taxpayers are 
looking and saying: What is going on? 

Mr. Speaker, the debate today, which 
I am pleased to join, about H.R. 3590, 
the Halt Tax Increases on the Middle 
Class and Seniors Act, is a common- 
sense piece of legislation and a bipar- 
tisan piece of legislation that actually 
is talking about rolling back a tax that 
was put into the Affordable Care Act. 
What is interesting is that this tax, in 
essence, enabled people to be able to 
deduct expenses that were over 7.5 per- 
cent of their adjusted gross income. 
Think about that. That is a pretty size- 
able amount of resources. 

So as of 2013, Mr. Speaker, the Af- 
fordable Care Act raised the floor of 
this 7.5 percent to 10 percent. They 
raised it on individuals—hardworking 
American taxpayers—that are out 
there that are trying to get by and 
make ends meet to provide a better life 
for their family. 
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Currently, seniors age 65 and older 
still are able to deduct those that are 
above 7.5 percent of the adjusted gross 
income. But that is not going to be for 
very long because, beginning in 2017, 
they are also going to lose that ability, 
and it is going to go up to 10 percent. 

Here is why that seemingly very 
small change is a big problem. Individ- 
uals, families, and seniors claiming 
this deduction are already spending a 
large amount of resources of their per- 
sonal income on medical bills. Those 
who depend on this deduction most 
often have complex, high-cost health 
conditions. 

The bill in front of us today will fix 
the Affordable Care Act’s counter- 
productive tax increase that has al- 
ready been imposed on individuals and 
families, and it will protect seniors 
from facing the same tax increase by 
permanently allowing everyone to de- 
duct qualified medical expenses above 
the pre-ACA level, the Affordable Care 
Act level, of 7.5 percent. 

This isn’t cotton candy, I hope. I cer- 
tainly hope this isn’t cotton candy, as 
my friend from Oregon said. This is a 
meaningful and, I do believe, impor- 
tant piece of legislation as families all 
across our country are looking at 
healthcare costs that are going 
through the roof, and they are saying: 
Wait a second; can I please get some re- 
lief? 

According to the Joint Committee on 
Taxation, 40 percent of those who 
would receive immediate relief from 
this piece of legislation, from this bill, 
make between $40,000 and $75,000 per 
year. This is not millionaires and bil- 
lionaires—$40,000 to $75,000 a year. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. TIBERI. Mr. Speaker, I yield the 
gentleman an additional 1 minute. 

Mr. DOLD. Additionally, according 
to the AARP, 56 percent of all tax re- 
turns claiming this as an expense are 
seniors, have a senior in the household 
making that claim. Fixing this coun- 
terproductive tax puts in place, I be- 
lieve, the right message that we want 
people to be able to pay for their med- 
ical expenses. 

Ultimately, what we are doing is we 
are seeing these costs continue to rise. 
I know I am not the only Member of 
Congress that hears it from their con- 
stituents. In talking to my colleagues, 
frankly, on both sides of the aisle, I 
know they hear it. The costs are going 
up, premiums and deductibles. 

Ultimately, we want to provide good, 
quality coverage and health care to 
families, hardworking taxpayers, and 
seniors all across our country. This is a 
commonsense, bipartisan piece of legis- 
lation. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
step forward and support this legisla- 
tion. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentlewoman from Ari- 
zona (Ms. SINEMA). 
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Ms. SINEMA. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Congressman LEVIN for yielding, and I 
thank Congresswoman MCSALLY for 
working with me on introducing this 
bipartisan legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of H.R. 3590, the Halt Tax Increases on 
the Middle Class and Seniors Act. 

As the cost of health care shifts onto 
households, Congress must act to make 
sure that hardworking families can 
make ends meet. This bill provides 
commonsense and needed relief for 
hardworking Arizona families. It low- 
ers the adjusted gross income threshold 
for claiming the medical expense de- 
duction back to 7.5 percent and pre- 
vents a looming tax hike on Arizona 
seniors. 

According to a 2014 CRS report, med- 
ical expenses are the second largest de- 
duction for taxpayers with adjusted 
gross incomes of under $50,000. Middle- 
income families who itemize deduc- 
tions are more likely and more able to 
claim this deduction than high-income 
earners. 

According to 2014 IRS data, 98 per- 
cent of those claiming this deduction 
have incomes less than $200,000, and 84 
percent claiming this deduction make 
less than $100,000 a year. More than 
half of those who claim this deduction 
earn less than $55,000 a year. So if we 
talk dollars, 94 percent of the dollars 
that go back to hardworking families 
to cover medical expenses went to fil- 
ers who earn under $200,000 a year. 

While the annual growth in 
healthcare spending has slowed to his- 
torically low rates, the out-of-pocket 
costs for hardworking families con- 
tinue to rise. This legislation provides 
modest relief for middle class families 
and seniors, and that is why it is 
strongly supported by the AARP. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, I thank my col- 
league from Arizona for her bipartisan 
work on this bill, and I urge my col- 
leagues to support H.R. 3590. 

Mr. TIBERI. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentlewoman from Ten- 
nessee (Mrs. BLACK), who is a leader on 
the Ways and Means Committee on 
healthcare issues. 

Mrs. BLACK. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong 
support of the Halt Tax Increases on 
the Middle Class and Seniors Act, and 
I thank the sponsor, Ms. MCSALLY, for 
her work on this important legislation. 

Under ObamaCare, more Americans 
have been pushed into high deductible 
plans that force them to incur massive 
out-of-pocket costs before insurance 
kicks in. Yet, just as Americans are 
shelling out more for health costs, 
ObamaCare upped the amount of 
money you have to spend on medical 
expenses in order to qualify for a tax 
deduction. 

Seniors initially got a reprieve from 
this ObamaCare tax hike, but that ends 
next year. This means that, on top of 


12541 


dealing with ObamaCare’s cuts to 
Medicare, the harmful medical device 
tax, and the looming threat of the 
law’s Independent Payment Advisory 
Board—or, commonly called, IPAB— 
seniors will also be forced to adjust to 
a new tax rule that hits them right in 
their pocketbook. This is yet another 
example of how the _ President’s 
healthcare law hurts the very people 
that it pretends to help. 

Mr. Speaker, I have always said that, 
until we can repeal and replace 
ObamaCare altogether, we must act to 
ease the damage of this law wherever 
possible. That is why I am supporting 
today’s legislation. 

This bill repeals the ObamaCare tax 
increase and reinstates the previous 
threshold of medical expenses as a por- 
tion of income that qualify for a tax 
deduction. It just makes sense that, if 
Americans are already paying more for 
their health expenses, Washington 
shouldn’t pile on with a tax hike to 
make matters worse. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge a “yes”? vote on 
this bill. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. TIBERI. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia (Mr. MCCARTHY), our majority 
leader. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank the 
gentleman for his work in this House 
and for the American people. 

Mr. Speaker, many words have been 
said on this floor about ObamaCare, 
about losing doctors and insurance, 
about losing jobs and hours at work, 
and about premium increases and 
deductibles so high it makes insurance 
nearly worthless. 

Do you know what? It is all true. 
ObamaCare only makes worse two of 
the biggest problems holding America 
back: jobs and cost of living. For Amer- 
ica to succeed, we need good-paying 
jobs for people to make ends meet, and 
we need costs for services like health 
care to be low enough so people can af- 
ford it. 

I have spoken too many times, Mr. 
Speaker, on how ObamaCare is hurting 
job growth and keeping people from 
full employment. I wish I didn’t have 
to keep talking about it, but as long as 
people continue to be hurt by this law, 
they need a voice. With insurers drop- 
ping out of the marketplace in droves, 
insurance premiums are going up, some 
by as much as 50 percent more than the 
year before. 

On top of that, before ObamaCare, 
the rule was that if you spent 7.5 per- 
cent of your income on medical ex- 
penses, you could start deducting how- 
ever much you paid above that from 
your taxes. The idea was that, if you 
are really sick, the last thing you need 
is government making your medical 
costs even more difficult. 
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Well, I am sure you will be surprised, 
but ObamaCare wasn’t happy with low- 
ering your taxes, so they moved it up. 
President Obama and the Democrats in 
this Congress that passed this terrible 
bill raised taxes on the sickest people 
in America, those who spend the most 
on medical expenses. 

Now, I don’t understand how they 
could accept this. I know they didn’t 
read the bill before they passed it, but 
now they can try to do something 
about it. They can make one thing 
right. MARTHA MCSALLY’s bill today, 
part of the House’s Better Way agenda, 
brings that threshold back down to 
where it was before, 7.5 percent. 

Now, it doesn’t solve the problem, 
but at least it gives the American peo- 
ple a break. Seniors and the middle 
class, those facing the highest medical 
bills, will all finally get some relief. 

Frankly, Mr. Speaker, I don’t see 
how anyone in this body can be against 
this. We all know ObamaCare is failing. 
We all know the American people and 
our country can’t afford this law. So 
let’s pass this bill and help those that 
need it the most. 

Mr. LEVIN. I reserve the balance of 
my time, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. TIBERI. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Lou- 
isiana (Mr. BOUSTANY). Dr. BOUSTANY is 
the Tax Policy Subcommittee chair- 
man of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee, but more importantly, an ex- 
pert on healthcare policy, due to his 
life’s work as a physician. 

Mr. BOUSTANY. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank Chairman TIBERI for yielding 
time to me. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support 
of the Halt Tax Increases on the Middle 
Class and Seniors Act. This is a critical 
piece of legislation that addresses 
one—just one—of many contradictory 
and damaging provisions of 
ObamaCare. 

ObamaCare was passed in 2009 in a 
very partisan way, and we have seen 
steady increases in health insurance 
premium rates, double-digit increases 
year upon year, as well as out-of-pock- 
et deductible costs that Americans 
must cover before their health insur- 
ance coverage even kicks in. Now, we 
have to do something about this. 

Unfortunately, many American fami- 
lies have had to forgo the ability to de- 
duct the majority of their total med- 
ical expenses since 2013 when this 
ObamaCare provision took effect for 
those under age 65. Yet to make mat- 
ters worse, on January 1, 2017, Amer- 
ica’s cash-strapped seniors will also be 
hit with this harmful provision. 

Today, more than 56 percent of those 
claiming the medical expense deduc- 
tion are aged 65 or older. This is puni- 
tive. This is damaging. It is destruc- 
tive, and it is unacceptable. 
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That is why I stand in support of 
Representative MCSALLY’s critical 
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piece of legislation, which will afford 
American families and seniors a small 
measure of the financial relief they 
desperately need right now. For people 
on a fixed income this is difficult. We 
should be doing everything we can to 
help them and not hurt them and espe- 
cially protect them from the ravaging 
consequences of this horrible law that 
has devastated and really wrecked our 
health care system. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in 
supporting this important bill, and I 
urge passage. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

I think we are fortunate that the ma- 
jority leader spoke. It is very clear 
from his remarks what this is all 
about, at least in good measure, or I 
should say bad measure. 

This is another effort to attack ACA, 
the healthcare reform bill. Let me just 
mention the latest information we 
have about ACA that came out in to- 
day’s Census report. Prior to the ACA, 
there were nearly 50 million uninsured 
in the United States. That was dis- 
graceful, and the Republicans twiddled 
their thumbs while those uninsured re- 
mained uninsured. 

That number dropped to 29 million in 
2015. The uninsured rate fell sharply in 
2015 from 10.4 percent to 9.1 percent. 
Four million fewer Americans were un- 
insured in 2015 than in 2014—4 million— 
and it was the fifth straight year the 
uninsured rate has fallen since health 
reform’s enactment in 2010. 

The bill, in terms of this provision, 
has been in effect for nonseniors for 
several years. It won’t go into effect as 
to seniors until next year. If there is a 
need to look at ACA, it can be done 
next year. Why the rush here? It is be- 
cause we are just a couple of months 
away from an election. 

I want to say one thing about the 
balance here in terms of this provision. 
If you look at the information that we 
received from the Joint Tax Com- 
mittee on the distributional effect, 
here is what it would look like in 2024. 
This bill would provide less than $100 
million in tax relief for those earning 
less than $40,000, while providing over 
$2.7 billion in tax relief for those earn- 
ing over $100,000. That shows another 
real problem with this bill. 

I want to close by just talking about 
the lack of any kind of perspective, any 
kind of balance, and any real sensi- 
tivity. Essentially, this House majority 
is saying this: pay-for money for Zika, 
pay for it; pay-for money for the people 
of Flint; pay-for money to carry out 
and implement opioid legislation. But 
don’t pay for this tax bill, don’t pay for 
it—$33 billion. 

All of this shows the bankruptcy of 
the House majority, bankrupt in terms 
of sensitivity to an action for the over- 
whelming needs of the people of this 
country, whether it is Zika, whether it 
is the opioid epidemic, whether it is 
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Flint, or other issues. And also in 
terms of bankruptcy just spiraling this 
Nation towards more and more debt, a 
party that once said it cared but, once 
again, just goes forth recklessly. 

I urge very much that we vote “no” 
on this. We are going through the mo- 
tions, but motions that are very ill- 
conceived and motions that will be 
reckless if ever carried out. That will 
not happen because the Senate will not 
act, and it will not happen because if 
the Senate ever did, the President 
would veto and his veto would be sus- 
tained. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. TIBERI. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

Let’s go through the latest of the 
ACA. I concur. More Americans have 
insurance today. Many have it through 
Medicaid. In my State, we tried to 
apply for a Medicaid waiver program 
that the administration denied. In my 
district, there are people who have 
Medicaid today, but that doesn’t mean 
they have better health care. 

In fact, you could have insurance, 
but not have access to your doctor. 
You can have insurance, but not have 
access to the hospital where your doc- 
tor practices. That is an increasing 
problem throughout my district. You 
could have insurance, but the deduct- 
ible is too high. You could have insur- 
ance, but the premiums are going up. 

In fact, the average proposed rate 
hike in the individual market is 24.3 
percent. In the 17 States that have ap- 
proved final rates for next year, the av- 
erage increase is 26 percent. You are 
paying more oftentimes and getting 
less. That is an update that I haven’t 
heard from the other side. Paying for 
it. Picking away at it. 

In December of 2015, just last year, 
this Congress voted in a bipartisan way 
to delay the medical device tax, to 
delay the excise tax on high cost em- 
ployer health care plans, known as the 
Cadillac tax, delay the tax on health 
insurance, none of it paid for, and, oh, 
by the way, signed by President Barack 
Obama. 

Ladies and gentlemen watching 
today—Bob and Betty Buckeye in 
Ohio—this must be a surreal debate 
that you are listening to. Yes, this Re- 
publican bill, sponsored by MARTHA 
MCSALLY, was first introduced by a 
Democrat last session of Congress, a 
Democrat from Arizona. But yet, 
today, someone will make this par- 
tisan. 

That is unfortunate to the 3.8 million 
households, Mr. Speaker, who would be 
positively impacted by this bill if it be- 
came law this year, or the 10 million 
households, most of whom are middle 
class and low-income. That is why the 
AARP supports this bill. 

This is about commonsense legisla- 
tion. This is about helping regular peo- 
ple. This is about fixing a problem 
within the Affordable Care Act, which 
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has been bipartisan until today, appar- 


ently. 
With healthcare costs continuing to 
rise, Mr. Speaker, Congresswoman 


MARTHA MCSALLY takes a step in the 
right direction with this bill by pro- 
viding relief from ObamaCare taxes. 
Among all of the harmful policies in- 
cluded in the President’s health care 
law, this one is really unsettling be- 
cause it targets our sickest Americans 
and our seniors. 

The only way you benefit from this is 
if you have thousands of dollars of out- 
of-pocket costs. We could strive to 
make it easier for these people, most of 
whom are middle- and low-income, to 
afford their complex and expensive 
care. But instead, the Affordable Care 
Act makes it more difficult. This is 
easy. This shouldn’t be partisan. This 
is common sense. 

Join me, Congresswoman MCSALLY, 
and groups like the AARP in sup- 
porting this commonsense legislation 
to help our most vulnerable. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time 
for debate has expired. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 858, 
the previous question is ordered on the 
bill, as amended. 

The question is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, this 15- 
minute vote on passage of the bill will 
be followed by 5-minute votes on the 
motion to suspend the rules and pass 
H.R. 5587 and the motion to suspend 
the rules and agree to H. Res. 729. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 261, nays 
147, not voting 23, as follows: 

[Roll No. 502] 


YEAS—261 
Abraham Brat Conaway 
Aderholt Bridenstine Cook 
Aguilar Brooks (AL) Costello (PA) 
Allen Brooks (IN) Courtney 
Amash Brownley (CA) Cramer 
Amodei Buchanan Crawford 
Ashford Buck Crenshaw 
Babin Bucshon Cuellar 
Barletta Burgess Culberson 
Barr Byrne Curbelo (FL) 
Barton Calvert Davidson 
Benishek Carter (GA) Davis, Rodney 
Bera Carter (TX) Delaney 
Bilirakis Chabot DeLauro 
Bishop (MI) Chaffetz Denham 
Bishop (UT) Clawson (FL) Dent 
Black Coffman DeSantis 
Blackburn Cohen Diaz-Balart 
Blum Cole Dold 
Bost Collins (GA) Donovan 
Boustany Collins (NY) Duffy 
Brady (TX) Comstock Duncan (SC) 


Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Esty 
Farenthold 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 

Flores 

Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 

Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 

Gibbs 

Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 

Gowdy 

Graham 
Granger 

Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Hanna 

Hardy 

Harper 

Harris 

Hartzler 

Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 

Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 

Hurd (TX) 

Hurt (VA) 

Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Jolly 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Katko 

Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 

Knight 
Kuster 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 


Adams 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 
F. 
Brown (FL) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 


Lance 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nolan 
Norcross 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palmer 
Pascrell 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 


NAYS—147 


Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Farr 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
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Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 

Ross 

Rothfus 
Rouzer 

Royce 

Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Russell 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 

Tipton 

Trott 


Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Walz 

Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 

Yoho 

Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 

Zinke 


Garamendi 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Langevin 
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Larsen (WA) O’Rourke Slaughter 
Lawrence Pallone Smith (WA) 
Lee Perlmutter Speier 
Levin Pingree Swalwell (CA) 
Lewis Pocan Takano 
Lieu, Ted Polis Thompson (CA) 
Loebsack Price (NC) Thompson (MS) 
Lofgren Quigley Titus 
Lowenthal Rangel Tonko 
Lowey Ribble Torres 
Lynch Rice (NY) 
Maloney Richmond Tsongas 
Van Hollen 

Carolyn Roybal-Allard 
Maloney, Sean Ryan (OH) Vargas 
Matsui Sanchez, Linda Veasey 
McCollum T. Vela 
McDermott Sanchez, Loretta Velazquez 
McGovern Sarbanes Visclosky 
McNerney Schakowsky Wasserman 
Moore Schrader Schultz 
Moulton Scott (VA) Waters, Maxine 
Nadler Serrano Watson Coleman 
Napolitano Sherman Welch 
Neal Sires Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—23 
Brady (PA) Israel Payne 
Cicilline Johnson, Sam Pelosi 
DesJarlais Kirkpatrick Reed 
Duckworth Lujan, Ben Ray Rush 
Fincher (NM) Schiff 
Guinta Meeks Scott, David 
Guthrie Meng Sewell (AL) 
Hinojosa Palazzo Wilson (FL) 
1648 

Messrs. SIRES and ELLISON 
changed their vote from ‘‘yea’’ to 
6 ‘nay. 3% 


Mr. NOLAN changed his vote from 
“nay” to “yea.” 

So the bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


———— 


STRENGTHENING CAREER AND 
TECHNICAL EDUCATION FOR THE 
21ST CENTURY ACT 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un- 
finished business is the vote on the mo- 
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 5587) to reauthorize the Carl 
D. Perkins Career and Technical Edu- 
cation Act of 2006, as amended, on 
which the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
THOMPSON) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, as amended. 

This is a 5-minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 405, nays 5, 
not voting 21, as follows: 

[Roll No. 503] 


YEAS—405 
Abraham Benishek Boyle, Brendan 
Adams Bera F. 
Aderholt Beyer Brady (TX) 
Aguilar Bilirakis Brat 
Allen Bishop (GA) Bridenstine 
Amodei Bishop (MI) Brooks (AL) 
Ashford Bishop (UT) Brooks (IN) 
Babin Black Brown (FL) 
Barletta Blackburn Brownley (CA) 
Barr Blum Buchanan 
Barton Blumenauer Bucshon 
Bass Bonamici Burgess 
Beatty Bost Bustos 
Becerra Boustany Butterfield 
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Byrne 
Calvert 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chu, Judy 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clawson (FL) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coffman 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cook 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davidson 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Donovan 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farenthold 
Farr 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frankel (FL) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 


Gosar 
Gowdy 
Graham 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Grothman 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Holding 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huffman 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jolly 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Knight 
Kuster 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lummis 
Lynch 
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MacArthur 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Matsui 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Moore 
Moulton 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Nea. 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nolan 
Norcross 
Nugent 
Nunes 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Pallone 
Palmer 
Pascrell 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Pocan 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Price, Tom 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (NY) 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Russell 
Ryan (OH) 
Salmon 
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The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 405, nays 4, 
not voting 22, as follows: 


[Roll No. 504] 


Sanchez, Linda Stefanik Walker 

T: Stewart Walorski 
Sanchez, Loretta Stivers Walters, Mimi 
Sanford Swalwell (CA) Walz 
Sarbanes Takano Wasserman 
Scalise Thompson (CA) Schultz 
Schakowsky Thompson (MS) Waters, Maxine 
Schrader Thompson (PA) Watson Coleman 
Schweikert Thornberry Weber (TX) 
Scott (VA) Tiberi Webster (FL) 
Scott, Austin Tipton Welch 
Scott, David Titus Wenstrup 
Sensenbrenner Tonko Westerman 
Serrano Torres Westmoreland 
Sessions Trott Williams 
Sherman Tsongas ž 
Shimkus Turner Wi son (SC) 
Shuster Upton Wittman 
Simpson Valadao Womack 
Sinema Van Hollen Woodall 
Sires Vargas Yarmuth 
Slaughter Veasey Yoder 
Smith (MO) Vela Yoho 
Smith (NE) Velázquez Young (AK) 
Smith (NJ) Visclosky Young (IA) 
Smith (TX) Wagner Young (IN) 
Smith (WA) Walberg Zeldin 
Speier Walden Zinke 

NAYS—5 
Amash Jones Stutzman 
Buck Massie 
NOT VOTING—21 

Brady (PA) Israel Payne 
Cicilline Johnson, Sam Pelosi 
DesJarlais Kirkpatrick Rush 
Duckworth Lujan, Ben Ray Schiff 
Fincher (NM) Sewell (AL) 
Guinta Meeks Wilson (FL) 
Guthrie Meng 
Hinojosa Palazzo 
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Mr. SANFORD changed his vote from 
“nay” to “yea.” 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma- 
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill, as amended, was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Ms. WILSON of Florida. Mr. Speaker, | was 
unavoidably detained. Had | been present, | 
would have voted “nay” on rollcall 502 and 
“yea” on rollcall 503. 


EE 


EXPRESSING SUPPORT FOR A NEW 
MEMORANDUM OF UNDER- 
STANDING ON MILITARY ASSIST- 
ANCE TO ISRAEL 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un- 
finished business is the vote on the mo- 
tion to suspend the rules and agree to 
the resolution (H. Res. 729) expressing 
support for the expeditious consider- 
ation and finalization of a new, robust, 
and long-term Memorandum of Under- 
standing on military assistance to 
Israel between the United States Gov- 
ernment and the Government of Israel 
on which the yeas and nays were or- 
dered. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
ROYCE) that the House suspend the 
rules and agree to the resolution. 

This is a 5-minute vote. 


YEAS—405 

Abraham Davis, Rodney Hurt (VA) 
Adams DeFazio Issa 
Aderholt DeGette Jackson Lee 
Aguilar Delaney Jeffries 
Allen DeLauro Jenkins (KS) 
Ashford DelBene Jenkins (WV) 
Babin Denham Johnson (GA) 
Barletta Dent Johnson (OH) 
Barr DeSantis Johnson, E. B. 
Barton DeSaulnier Jolly 
Bass Deutch Jordan 
Beatty Diaz-Balart Joyce 
Becerra Dingell Kaptur 
Benishek Doggett Katko 
Bera Dold Keating 
Beyer Donovan Kelly (IL) 
Bilirakis Doyle, Michael Kelly (MS) 
Bishop (GA) E; Kelly (PA) 
Bishop (MI) Duffy Kennedy 
Bishop (UT) Duncan (SC) Kildee 
Black Edwards Kilmer 
Blackburn Ellison Kind 
Blum Ellmers (NC) King (IA) 
Blumenauer Emmer (MN) King (NY) 
Bonamici Engel Kinzinger (IL) 
Bost Eshoo Kline 
Boustany Esty Knight 
Boyle, Brendan Farenthold Kuster 

F. Farr Labrador 
Brady (TX) Fitzpatrick LaHood 
Brat Fleischmann LaMalfa 
Bridenstine Fleming Lamborn 
Brooks (AL) Flores Lance 
Brooks (IN) Forbes Langevin 
Brown (FL) Fortenberry Larsen (WA) 
Brownley (CA) Foster Larson (CT) 
Buchanan Foxx Latta 
Buck Frankel (FL) Lawrence 
Bucshon Franks (AZ) Lee 
Burgess Frelinghuysen Levin 
Bustos Fudge Lewis 
Butterfield Gabbard Lieu, Ted 
Byrne Gallego Lipinski 
Calvert Garamendi LoBiondo 
Capps Garrett Loebsack 
Capuano Gibbs Lofgren 
Cárdenas Gibson Long 
Carney Gohmert Loudermilk 
Carson (IN) Goodlatte Love 
Carter (GA) Gosar Lowenthal 
Carter (TX) Gowdy Lowey 
Cartwright Graham Lucas 
Castor (FL) Granger Luetkemeyer 
Castro (TX) Graves (GA) Lujan Grisham 
Chabot Graves (LA) (NM) 
Chaffetz Graves (MO) Lummis 
Chu, Judy Grayson Lynch 
Clark (MA) Green, Al MacArthur 
Clarke (NY) Green, Gene Maloney, 
Clawson (FL) Griffith Carolyn 
Clay Grijalva Maloney, Sean 
Cleaver Grothman Marchant 
Clyburn Gutiérrez Marino 
Coffman Hahn Matsui 
Cohen Hanna McCarthy 
Cole Hardy McCaul 
Collins (GA) Harper McClintock 
Collins (NY) Harris McCollum 
Comstock Hartzler McDermott 
Conaway Hastings McGovern 
Connolly Heck (NV) McHenry 
Conyers Heck (WA) McKinley 
Cook Hensarling MeMorris 
Cooper Herrera Beutler Rodgers 
Costa Hice, Jody B. McNerney 
Costello (PA) Higgins McSally 
Courtney Hill Meadows 
Cramer Himes Meehan 
Crawford Holding Messer 
Crenshaw Honda Mica 
Crowley Hoyer Miller (FL) 
Cuellar Hudson Miller (MI) 
Culberson Huelskamp Moolenaar 
Cummings Huffman Mooney (WV) 
Curbelo (FL) Huizenga (MI) Moore 
Davidson Hultgren Moulton 
Davis (CA) Hunter Mullin 
Davis, Danny Hurd (TX) Mulvaney 
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Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nolan 
Norcross 
Nugent 
Nunes 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Pallone 
Palmer 
Pascrell 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Pocan 

Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 

Price (NC) 
Price, Tom 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 

Rice (NY) 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Rigell 

Roby 

Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 


Amash 
Duncan (TN) 


Amodei 
Brady (PA) 
Cicilline 
DesJarlais 
Duckworth 
Fincher 
Guinta 
Guthrie 


Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 

Ross 

Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 

Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Russell 

Ryan (OH) 
Salmon 
Sanchez, Linda 


Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanford 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 

Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 


Thompson (PA) 
NAYS—4 

Jones 

Massie 
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Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Trott 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velazquez 
Visclosky 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Walz 
Wasserman 
Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Welch 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Williams 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 


NOT VOTING—22 


Hinojosa 

Israel 

Johnson, Sam 

Kirkpatrick 

Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 

Meeks 

Meng 


Neal 
Palazzo 
Payne 
Pelosi 

Rush 

Schiff 
Sewell (AL) 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain- 


ing. 
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Mr. CARSON of Indiana changed his 
vote from ‘‘present’’ to “yea.” 


So (two-thirds being in the affirma- 
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
resolution was agreed to. 


The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 


A motion to reconsider was laid on 


the table. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


Mr. HINOJOSA. Mr. Speaker, | was un- 
avoidably detained. Had | been present, | 
would have voted “nay” on rollcall 502, “yea” 
on rollcall 503, and “yea” on rollcall 504. 


REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO- 
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 5351, PROHIBITING THE 
TRANSFER OF ANY DETAINEE 
AT UNITED STATES NAVAL STA- 
TION, GUANTANAMO BAY, CUBA, 
AND PROVIDING FOR CONSIDER- 
ATION OF H.R. 5226, REGULATORY 
INTEGRITY ACT OF 2016 


Mr. BYRNE, from the Committee on 
Rules, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 114-744) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 863) providing for consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 5351) to prohibit the 
transfer of any individual detained at 
United States Naval Station, Guanta- 
namo Bay, Cuba, and providing for con- 
sideration of the bill (H.R. 5226) to 
amend chapter 3 of title 5, United 
States Code, to require the publication 
of information relating to pending 
agency regulatory actions, and for 
other purposes, which was referred to 
the House Calendar and ordered to be 
printed. 


EE 


DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AF- 
FAIRS EXPIRING AUTHORITIES 
ACT OF 2016 


Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 

I move to suspend the rules and pass 

the bill (H.R. 5985) to amend title 38, 

United States Code, to extend certain 

expiring provisions of law administered 

by the Secretary of Veterans Affairs, 
and for other purposes, as amended. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 
H.R. 5985 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 

Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘‘Department of Veterans Affairs Expir- 

ing Authorities Act of 2016”. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con- 
tents for this Act is as follows: 

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 

Sec. 2. References to title 38, United States 

Code. 

Sec. 8. Scoring of budgetary effects. 

TITLE I—EXTENSIONS OF AUTHORITY 
RELATING TO HEALTH CARE 

Sec. 101. Extension of authority for collec- 
tion of copayments for hospital 
care and nursing home care. 

Extension of requirement to pro- 
vide nursing home care to cer- 
tain veterans with service-con- 
nected disabilities. 

Extension of authorization of ap- 
propriations for assistance and 
support services for caregivers. 

Extension of authority for recovery 
from third parties of cost of 
care and services furnished to 
veterans with health-plan con- 
tracts for non-service-con- 
nected disability. 

Extension of authority for pilot 
program on assistance for child 
care for certain veterans receiv- 
ing health care. 

Extension of authority to make 
grants to veterans service orga- 
nizations for transportation of 
highly rural veterans. 


Sec. 102. 


Sec. 103. 


Sec. 104. 


Sec. 105. 


Sec. 106. 
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Sec. 107. Extension of authority for pilot 
program on counseling in re- 
treat settings for women vet- 
erans newly separated from 
service. 

Sec. 108. Extension of deadline for report on 
pilot program on use of commu- 
nity-based organizations and 
local and State government en- 
tities to ensure that veterans 
receive care and benefits for 
which they are eligible. 

TITLE II—EXTENSIONS OF AUTHORITY 
RELATING TO BENEFITS 

Sec. 201. Extension of authority for the Vet- 
erans’ Advisory Committee on 
Education. 

Sec. 202. Extension of authority for calcu- 
lating net value of real prop- 
erty at time of foreclosure. 

Sec. 203. Extension of authority relating to 
vendee loans. 

Sec. 204. Extension of authority to provide 
rehabilitation and vocational 
benefits to members of the 
Armed Forces with severe inju- 
ries or illnesses. 

TITLE ITI—EXTENSIONS OF AUTHORITY 
RELATING TO HOMELESS VETERANS 
Sec. 301. Extension of authority for home- 
less veterans reintegration pro- 

grams. 

Sec. 302. Extension of authority for home- 
less women veterans and home- 
less veterans with children re- 
integration program. 

Extension of authority for referral 
and counseling services for vet- 
erans at risk of homelessness 
transitioning from certain in- 
stitutions. 

Extension of authority to provide 
housing assistance for homeless 
veterans. 

Extension and modification of au- 
thority to provide financial as- 
sistance for supportive services 
for very low-income veteran 
families in permanent housing. 

Extension of authority for grant 
program for homeless veterans 
with special needs. 

Extension of authority for the Ad- 
visory Committee on Homeless 
Veterans. 

Extension of authority for treat- 
ment and rehabilitation serv- 
ices for seriously mentally ill 
and homeless veterans. 

TITLE IV—OTHER EXTENSIONS AND 

MODIFICATIONS OF AUTHORITY AND 
OTHER MATTERS 


Sec. 401. Extension of authority for trans- 
portation of individuals to and 
from Department facilities. 

Extension of authority for oper- 
ation of the Department of Vet- 
erans Affairs regional office in 
Manila, the Republic of the 
Philippines. 

Extension of authority for monthly 
assistance allowances under the 
Office of National Veterans 
Sports Programs and Special 
Events. 

Extension of requirement to pro- 
vide reports to Congress regard- 
ing equitable relief in the case 
of administrative error. 

Extension of authorization of ap- 
propriations for adaptive sports 
programs for disabled veterans 
and members of the Armed 
Forces. 


. 803. 


. 304. 


. 305. 


. 306. 


. 307. 


. 308. 


402. 


Sec. 


. 403. 


. 404. 


. 405. 
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Sec. 406. Extension of authority for Advi- 
sory Committee on Minority 
Veterans. 

Modification to authorization of 
appropriations for comprehen- 
sive service programs for home- 
less veterans. 

Extension of authority for tem- 
porary expansion of eligibility 
for specially adapted housing 
assistance for certain veterans 
with disabilities causing dif- 
ficulty ambulating. 

Extension of authority for specially 
adapted housing assistive tech- 
nology grant program. 

Extension of authority to guar- 
antee payment of principal and 
interest on certificates or other 
securities. 

Extension of authority to enter 
into agreement with the Na- 
tional Academy of Sciences re- 
garding associations between 
diseases and exposure to dioxin 
and other chemical compounds 
in herbicides. 

Extension of authority for perform- 
ance of medical disabilities ex- 
aminations by contract physi- 
cians. 

Restoration of prior reporting fee 
multipliers. 

Extension of requirement for an- 
nual report on Department of 
Defense-Department of Vet- 
erans Affairs Interagency Pro- 
gram Office. 

Extension of authority to approve 
courses of education in cases of 
withdrawal of recognition of ac- 
crediting agency by Secretary 
of Education. 

SEC. 2. REFERENCES TO TITLE 38, UNITED 

STATES CODE. 

Except as otherwise expressly provided, 
whenever in this Act an amendment or re- 
peal is expressed in terms of an amendment 
to, or repeal of, a section or other provision, 
the reference shall be considered to be made 
to a section or other provision of title 38, 
United States Code. 

SEC. 3. SCORING OF BUDGETARY EFFECTS. 

The budgetary effects of this Act, for the 
purpose of complying with the Statutory 
Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010, shall be deter- 
mined by reference to the latest statement 
titled ‘‘Budgetary Effects of PAYGO Legisla- 
tion” for this Act, submitted for printing in 
the Congressional Record by the Chairman of 
the House Budget Committee, provided that 
such statement has been submitted prior to 
the vote on passage. 


TITLE I—EXTENSIONS OF AUTHORITY 
RELATING TO HEALTH CARE 
SEC. 101. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR COL- 
LECTION OF COPAYMENTS FOR HOS- 
PITAL CARE AND NURSING HOME 
CARE. 

Section 1710(f)(2)(B) is amended by striking 
“September 30, 2016” and inserting ‘‘Sep- 
tember 30, 2017”. 

SEC. 102. EXTENSION OF REQUIREMENT TO PRO- 
VIDE NURSING HOME CARE TO CER- 
TAIN VETERANS WITH SERVICE-CON- 
NECTED DISABILITIES. 

Section 1710A(d) is amended by striking 
“December 31, 2016” and inserting ‘‘Decem- 
ber 31, 2017”. 

SEC. 103. EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATION OF AP- 
PROPRIATIONS FOR ASSISTANCE 
AND SUPPORT SERVICES FOR CARE- 
GIVERS. 
Section 1720G(e) is amended— 


Sec. 407. 


Sec. 408. 


Sec. 409. 


Sec. 410. 


Sec. 411. 


Sec. 412. 


Sec. 413. 


Sec. 414. 


Sec. 415. 
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(1) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘and”’; 

(2) in paragraph (3), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(8) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

“*(4) $734,628,000 for fiscal year 2017.’’. 

SEC. 104. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR RECOV- 
ERY FROM THIRD PARTIES OF COST 
OF CARE AND SERVICES FURNISHED 
TO VETERANS WITH HEALTH-PLAN 
CONTRACTS FOR NON-SERVICE-CON- 
NECTED DISABILITY. 

Section 1729(a)(2)(E) is amended, in the 
matter preceding clause (i), by striking ‘‘Oc- 
tober 1, 2016” and inserting ‘‘October 1, 2017”. 
SEC. 105. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR PILOT 

PROGRAM ON ASSISTANCE FOR 
CHILD CARE FOR CERTAIN VET- 
ERANS RECEIVING HEALTH CARE. 

(a) EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY.—Subsection 
(e) of section 205 of the Caregivers and Vet- 
erans Omnibus Health Services Act of 2010 
(Public Law 111-163; 124 Stat. 1144; 38 U.S.C. 
1710 note) is amended by striking ‘‘December 
31, 2016” and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2017”. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Subsection (h) of such section is amended by 
striking ‘‘and 2016” and inserting ‘‘2016, and 
2017”. 

SEC. 106. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY TO MAKE 
GRANTS TO VETERANS SERVICE OR- 


GANIZATIONS FOR TRANSPOR- 
TATION OF HIGHLY RURAL VET- 
ERANS. 


Section 307(d) of the Caregivers and Vet- 
erans Omnibus Health Services Act of 2010 
(Public Law 111-163; 124 Stat. 1154; 38 U.S.C. 
1710 note) is amended by striking ‘‘2016” and 
inserting ‘‘2017’’. 

SEC. 107. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR PILOT 
PROGRAM ON COUNSELING IN RE- 
TREAT SETTINGS FOR WOMEN VET- 
ERANS NEWLY SEPARATED FROM 
SERVICE. 

(a) EXTENSION.—Subsection (d) of section 
203 of the Caregivers and Veterans Omnibus 
Health Services Act of 2010 (Public Law 111- 
163; 124 Stat. 1143; 38 U.S.C. 1712A) is amend- 
ed by striking ‘‘December 31, 2016” and in- 
serting ‘‘December 31, 2017”. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Subsection (f) of such section is amended by 
striking ‘‘and 2016” and inserting ‘‘2016, and 
2017”. 

SEC. 108. EXTENSION OF DEADLINE FOR REPORT 
ON PILOT PROGRAM ON USE OF 
COMMUNITY-BASED ORGANIZA- 
TIONS AND LOCAL AND STATE GOV- 
ERNMENT ENTITIES TO ENSURE 
THAT VETERANS RECEIVE CARE 
AND BENEFITS FOR WHICH THEY 
ARE ELIGIBLE. 

Section 506(g)(1) of the Caregivers and Vet- 
erans Omnibus Health Services Act of 2010 
(Public Law 111-163; 38 U.S.C. 523 note) is 
amended by striking ‘‘180 days after the com- 
pletion of the pilot program” and inserting 
“September 30, 2017”. 

TITLE II—EXTENSIONS OF AUTHORITY 

RELATING TO BENEFITS 

SEC. 201. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR THE 
VETERANS’ ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
ON EDUCATION. 

Section 3692(c) is amended by striking ‘‘De- 
cember 31, 2016” and inserting ‘‘December 31, 
2017”. 

SEC. 202. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR CALCU- 
LATING NET VALUE OF REAL PROP- 
ERTY AT TIME OF FORECLOSURE. 

Section 3732(c)(11) is amended by striking 
“October 1, 2016’? and inserting ‘‘October 1, 
2017”. 

SEC. 203. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY RELATING 
TO VENDEE LOANS. 

Section 3733(a)(7) is amended— 

(1) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by striking ‘‘September 30, 2016” and in- 
serting ‘‘September 30, 2017”; and 
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(2) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘Sep- 
tember 30, 2016,” and inserting ‘‘September 
30, 2017,”. 

SEC. 204. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY TO PRO- 
VIDE REHABILITATION AND VOCA- 
TIONAL BENEFITS TO MEMBERS OF 
THE ARMED FORCES WITH SEVERE 
INJURIES OR ILLNESSES. 


Section 1631(b)(2) of the Wounded Warrior 
Act (title XVI of Public Law 110-181; 122 
Stat. 458; 10 U.S.C. 1071 note) is amended by 
striking ‘‘December 31, 2016’? and inserting 
“December 31, 2017”. 


TITLE III—EXTENSIONS OF AUTHORITY 
RELATING TO HOMELESS VETERANS 


SEC. 301. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR HOME- 
LESS VETERANS REINTEGRATION 
PROGRAMS. 


Section 2021(e)(1)(F) is amended by strik- 
ing ‘‘2016”’ and inserting ‘‘2017’’. 

SEC. 302. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR HOME- 
LESS WOMEN VETERANS AND HOME- 
LESS VETERANS WITH CHILDREN 
REINTEGRATION PROGRAM. 

Section 2021A(f)(1) is amended by striking 
‘“*2016’’ and inserting ‘‘2017’’. 

SEC. 303. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR REFER- 
RAL AND COUNSELING SERVICES 
FOR VETERANS AT RISK OF HOME- 
LESSNESS TRANSITIONING FROM 
CERTAIN INSTITUTIONS. 

Section 2023(d) is amended by striking 
“September 30, 2016” and inserting ‘‘Sep- 
tember 30, 2017”. 

SEC. 304. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY TO PRO- 
VIDE HOUSING ASSISTANCE FOR 
HOMELESS VETERANS. 

Section 2041(c) is amended by striking 
“September 30, 2016” and inserting ‘‘Sep- 
tember 30, 2017”. 

SEC. 305. EXTENSION AND MODIFICATION OF AU- 
THORITY TO PROVIDE FINANCIAL 
ASSISTANCE FOR SUPPORTIVE 
SERVICES FOR VERY LOW-INCOME 
VETERAN FAMILIES IN PERMANENT 
HOUSING. 

Subparagraph (E) of section 2044(e)(1) is 
amended to read as follows: 

“(E) $320,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2015 
through 2017.’’. 

SEC. 306. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR GRANT 
PROGRAM FOR HOMELESS VET- 
ERANS WITH SPECIAL NEEDS. 

Section 2061(d)(1) is amended by striking 
“2016” and inserting ‘‘2017’’. 

SEC. 307. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR THE 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON HOME- 
LESS VETERANS. 

Section 2066(d) is amended by striking ‘‘De- 
cember 31, 2016” and inserting ‘‘December 31, 
2017”. 

SEC. 308. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR TREAT- 
MENT AND REHABILITATION SERV- 
ICES FOR SERIOUSLY MENTALLY ILL 
AND HOMELESS VETERANS. 

(a) GENERAL TREATMENT.—Section 2031(b) 
is amended by striking ‘‘September 30, 2016” 
and inserting ‘‘September 30, 2017”. 

(b) ADDITIONAL SERVICES AT CERTAIN LOCA- 
TIONS.—Section 2033(d) is amended by strik- 
ing ‘‘September 30, 2016” and inserting ‘‘Sep- 
tember 30, 2017”. 


TITLE IV—OTHER EXTENSIONS AND MODI- 
FICATIONS OF AUTHORITY AND OTHER 
MATTERS 


SEC. 401. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR TRANS- 
PORTATION OF INDIVIDUALS TO 
AND FROM DEPARTMENT FACILI- 
TIES. 


Section 111A(a)(2) is amended by striking 
“December 31, 2016” and inserting ‘‘Decem- 
ber 31, 2017”. 
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SEC. 402. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR OPER- 
ATION OF THE DEPARTMENT OF 
VETERANS AFFAIRS REGIONAL OF- 
FICE IN MANILA, THE REPUBLIC OF 
THE PHILIPPINES. 

Section 315(b) is amended by striking ‘‘Sep- 
tember 30, 2016” and inserting ‘‘September 
30, 2017”. 
SEC. 403. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR 
MONTHLY ASSISTANCE ALLOW- 
ANCES UNDER THE OFFICE OF NA- 
TIONAL VETERANS SPORTS PRO- 
GRAMS AND SPECIAL EVENTS. 

Section 322(d)(4) is amended by striking 
“2016” and inserting ‘‘2017’’. 

SEC. 404. EXTENSION OF REQUIREMENT TO PRO- 
VIDE REPORTS TO CONGRESS RE- 
GARDING EQUITABLE RELIEF IN 
THE CASE OF ADMINISTRATIVE 
ERROR. 

Section 503(c) is amended by striking ‘‘De- 
cember 31, 2016” and inserting ‘‘December 31, 
2017”. 

SEC. 405. EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATION OF AP- 
PROPRIATIONS FOR ADAPTIVE 
SPORTS PROGRAMS FOR DISABLED 
VETERANS AND MEMBERS OF THE 
ARMED FORCES. 

Section 521A is amended— 

(1) in subsection (g)(1), by striking ‘‘2016” 
and inserting ‘‘2017’’; and 

(2) in subsection (1), by striking ‘‘2016”’ and 
inserting ‘‘2017’’. 

SEC. 406. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR ADVI- 
SORY COMMITTEE ON MINORITY 
VETERANS. 

Section 544(e) is amended by striking ‘‘De- 
cember 31, 2016” and inserting ‘‘December 31, 
2017”. 

SEC. 407. MODIFICATION TO AUTHORIZATION OF 
APPROPRIATIONS FOR COMPREHEN- 
SIVE SERVICE PROGRAMS FOR 
HOMELESS VETERANS. 

Section 2013(7) is amended by striking 
‘*$250,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$257,700,000’’. 
SEC. 408. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR TEM- 

PORARY EXPANSION OF ELIGIBILITY 
FOR SPECIALLY ADAPTED HOUSING 
ASSISTANCE FOR CERTAIN VET- 
ERANS WITH DISABILITIES CAUSING 
DIFFICULTY AMBULATING. 

Section 2101(a)(4) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘Sep- 
tember 30, 2016” and inserting ‘‘September 
30, 2017”; and 

(2) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘2016” 
and inserting ‘‘2017’’. 

SEC. 409. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR SPE- 
CIALLY ADAPTED HOUSING ASSIST- 
IVE TECHNOLOGY GRANT PROGRAM. 

Section 2108(g) is amended by striking 
“September 30, 2016” and inserting ‘‘Sep- 
tember 30, 2017”. 

SEC. 410. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY TO GUAR- 
ANTEE PAYMENT OF PRINCIPAL AND 
INTEREST ON CERTIFICATES OR 
OTHER SECURITIES. 

Section 3720(h)(2) is amended by striking 
“December 31, 2016” and inserting ‘‘Decem- 
ber 31, 2017”. 

SEC. 411. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY TO ENTER 
INTO AGREEMENT WITH THE NA- 
TIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES RE- 
GARDING ASSOCIATIONS BETWEEN 


DISEASES AND EXPOSURE TO 
DIOXIN AND OTHER CHEMICAL COM- 
POUNDS IN HERBICIDES. 


Section 3(i) of the Agent Orange Act of 1991 
(Public Law 102-4; 38 U.S.C. 1116 note) is 
amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2016” and 
inserting ‘‘December 31, 2017”. 

SEC. 412. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR PER- 
FORMANCE OF MEDICAL DISABIL- 
ITIES EXAMINATIONS BY CONTRACT 
PHYSICIANS. 

Subsection (c) of section 704 of the Vet- 
erans Benefits Act of 2003 (88 U.S.C. 5101 
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note) is amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 

2016” and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2017”. 

SEC. 413. RESTORATION OF PRIOR REPORTING 
FEE MULTIPLIERS. 

Section 406 of the Department of Veterans 
Affairs Expiring Authorities Act of 2014 
(Public Law 113-175; 38 U.S.C. 3684 note) is 
amended by striking ‘‘two-year’’ and insert- 
ing ‘‘three-year’’. 

SEC. 414. EXTENSION OF REQUIREMENT FOR AN- 
NUAL REPORT ON DEPARTMENT OF 
DEFENSE-DEPARTMENT OF VET- 
ERANS AFFAIRS INTERAGENCY PRO- 
GRAM OFFICE. 

Section 1635(h)(1) of the National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2008 (Pub- 
lic Law 110-181; 10 U.S.C. 1071 note) is amend- 
ed by striking ‘‘2016”’ and inserting ‘‘2017’’. 
SEC. 415. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY TO AP- 

PROVE COURSES OF EDUCATION IN 
CASES OF WITHDRAWAL OF REC- 
OGNITION OF ACCREDITING AGENCY 
BY SECRETARY OF EDUCATION. 

Section 3679(a) of title 38, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘Any course” and inserting 
“(1) Except as provided by paragraph (2), any 
course”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘“(2) In the case of a course of education 
that would be subject to disapproval under 
paragraph (1) solely for the reason that the 
Secretary of Education withdraws the rec- 
ognition of the accrediting agency that ac- 
credited the course, the Secretary of Vet- 
erans Affairs, in consultation with the Sec- 
retary of Education, and notwithstanding 
the withdrawal, may continue to treat the 
course aS an approved course of education 
under this chapter for a period not to exceed 
18 months from the date of the withdrawal of 
recognition of the accrediting agency, unless 
the Secretary of Veterans Affairs or the ap- 
propriate State approving agency determines 
that there is evidence to support the dis- 
approval of the course under this chapter. 
The Secretary shall provide to any veteran 
enrolled in such a course of education notice 
of the status of the course of education.”’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
HULTGREN). Pursuant to the rule, the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. MILLER) 
and the gentleman from California (Mr. 
TAKANO) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent that Members 
have 5 legislative days within which to 
revise and extend their remarks and 
add extraneous material on H.R. 5985, 
as amended. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Florida? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 5985, as amended, 
would extend a number of expiring au- 
thorities and critical programs at both 
the Department of Veterans Affairs 
and the Department of Labor. These in- 
clude extensions for veterans’ health 
care and homeless programs, benefits 
for disabled veterans and their care- 
givers, vocational rehabilitative pro- 
grams for servicemembers and vet- 
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erans, home loan programs, and a vari- 
ety of advisory committees and pilot 


programs. 
Absent passage of this legislation 
today, these important and non- 


controversial authorizations and pro- 
grams are set to expire at the end of 
this fiscal or this calendar year. These 
are not new programs, and the costs as- 
sociated with them have either been 
fully offset or have been assumed in 
the baseline budget for fiscal year 2017. 

Furthermore, both the majority and 
minority of the House and Senate Com- 
mittees on Veterans’ Affairs have 
worked on this language and agree on 
the need to extend all of these pro- 
grams. 

H.R. 5985, as amended, includes an ex- 
tension of authority which would allow 
VA to continue to approve schools for 
GI Bill benefits for up to 18 months, 
even if the school’s accreditor loses 
formal recognition by the Department 
of Education. 

Mr. Speaker, this change is necessary 
to provide student veterans with the 
same protections that students using 
title IV funds would have, and it would 
ensure that our Nation’s veterans don’t 
immediately have their GI Bill bene- 
fits, including their housing allow- 
ances, halted by a DOE decision to no 
longer recognize an accrediting body. 

This provision is a must-pass, as 
there is possibly an imminent decision 
by the Department of Education to do 
just that and to withdraw the approval 
of the Accrediting Council for Inde- 
pendent Colleges and Schools. 

While I am not going to comment 
today on the Secretary of Education’s 
decision, we have been told it could 
come as early as this month, and it is 
this body’s duty to protect an esti- 
mated 18,000 veterans from losing their 
benefits instantaneously through abso- 
lutely no fault of their own. 

The language in this bill would mir- 
ror language that is already included 
in the law governing nonveteran stu- 
dent aid and is supported by numerous 
veterans service organizations and 
other stakeholders, including the 
American Legion, Veterans of Foreign 
Wars of the United States, Student 
Veterans of America, and the National 
Association of State Approving Agen- 
cies. 

Mr. Speaker, I encourage all Mem- 
bers to support H.R. 5985, as amended. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I rise today in support of H.R. 5985, a 
bill to extend certain expiring provi- 
sions related to care at the Department 
of Veterans Affairs. This bill makes 
sure that some of the vital programs 
we have in place to take care of our 
veterans continue past the end of the 
fiscal year and continue to help our 
veterans. Included in this bill are pro- 
visions related to health care, benefits, 
homeless veterans, and other related 
issues. 


12548 


I am pleased to support extending 
programs related to support services 
for caregivers, child care for certain 
veterans receiving health care, and a 
pilot program on counseling in retreat 
settings for women veterans newly sep- 
arated from the service. 

It also has provisions to extend the 
authority related to rehabilitation and 
vocational benefits to members of the 
armed services with severe injuries or 
illnesses, homeless veterans’ reintegra- 
tion programs, homeless women vet- 
erans and homeless veterans with chil- 
dren and providing housing assistance 
for homeless veterans. 

The final section of the bill deals 
with the GI Bill and when an institu- 
tion of higher education loses its ac- 
creditation. This section aligns GI Bill 
benefits in law with all other higher 
education benefits, such as Pell and 
Federal student loans. 

Now, this provision is crucial because 
soon the Department of Education may 
withdraw recognition of the Accred- 
iting Council for Independent Colleges 
and Schools. I support this move by the 
Department of Education. It is a long 
time coming. 

But without section 415, when this 
happens, GI Bill benefits will be cut off 
for student veterans in schools accred- 
ited by this agency. It puts the 37,000 
student veterans and dependents re- 
ceiving GI Bill benefits in schools ac- 
credited by this agency on the same 
footing as all other students receiving 
Federal higher education benefits. It 
allows them the time they need to re- 
coup. 

Section 415 is strongly supported by 
veterans service organizations such as 
Student Veterans of America and is the 
result of bipartisan agreement. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 1% minutes to the gentleman 
from the Fifth District of Colorado 
(Mr. LAMBORN), a very active member 
of the House Committee on Veterans’ 
Affairs. 

Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the chairman for the great work. We 
are going to miss his leadership next 
year when he goes into other pursuits. 
He will be sorely missed, and veterans 
will miss him. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to speak of 
a missed opportunity in H.R. 5985. At 
present, the VA is pushing a rule that 
permits certified registered nurse anes- 
thetists to practice without the super- 
vision of a physician. This is a huge 
mistake. This bill should extend a 1- 
year period where the VA cannot im- 
plement this rule. 

Opponents to this provision cited 
conditions present in forward-deployed 
locations as justification for imple- 
menting a change of this magnitude. 
Be that as it may, just because certain 
practices are permitted in forward-de- 
ployed locations due to military neces- 
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sity does not mean that those risky 
practices should be forced upon our 
veterans at all other times and places. 

Our veterans deserve the absolute 
best care possible. They should not be 
used as test subjects when the VA tries 
to change how it delivers services. It is 
not right for the VA to give our vet- 
erans unsafe and risky health care. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Speaker, I have no 
further speakers. I simply want to urge 
my colleagues to join me in passing 
H.R. 5985, as amended. I want to thank, 
sincerely, the work that we have done 
together with Chairman MILLER on 
this legislation. I am so pleased that 
we are passing this in the manner we 
are. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
once again, I encourage all Members to 
support H.R. 5985, as amended. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. MIL- 
LER) that the House suspend the rules 
and pass the bill, H.R. 5985, as amend- 
ed. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


EE 


VA ACCOUNTABILITY FIRST AND 
APPEALS MODERNIZATION ACT 
OF 2016 


GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent that all Mem- 
bers may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re- 
marks and insert extraneous material 
into the RECORD on H.R. 5620. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Florida? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BOUSTANY). Pursuant to House Resolu- 
tion 859 and rule XVIII, the Chair de- 
clares the House in the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of the bill, 
H.R. 5620. 

The Chair appoints the gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. HULTGREN) to preside 
over the Committee of the Whole. 
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
Accordingly, the House resolved 


itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 5620) to 
amend title 38, United States Code, to 
provide for the removal or demotion of 
employees of the Department of Vet- 
erans Affairs based on performance or 
misconduct, and for other purposes, 
with Mr. HULTGREN in the chair. 
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The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the 
bill is considered read the first time. 

The gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
MILLER) and the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia (Mr. TAKANO) each will control 
30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair- 
man, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Chairman, my bill, the VA Ac- 
countability First and Appeals Mod- 
ernization Act of 2016, would do two 
very important things for our Nation’s 
veterans. First, it would provide the 
Secretary of the Department of Vet- 
erans Affairs with more tools needed to 
enforce accountability at VA. Second, 
it would help modernize VA’s current 
appeals process, which is not just bro- 
ken but is preventing VA from pro- 
viding veterans with the benefits they 
deserve in a timely manner. 

I want to first take a moment to dis- 
cuss the important and forward-think- 
ing accountability measures that are 
included in the bill before us today. 

H.R. 5620 would allow the VA Sec- 
retary to remove or demote any em- 
ployee for poor performance or mis- 
conduct; would allow the recoupment 
of a bonus given inappropriately to an 
employee; reduce a senior executive’s 
pension if they are found guilty of a 
felony that influenced their job per- 
formance; make modifications to the 
Secretary’s authority to remove senior 
executives that was granted in the 
Choice Act; and recoup any location 
and moving expenses if the Secretary 
determines that the employee com- 
mitted any acts of waste, fraud, or 
malfeasance. 

Furthermore, despite comments 
made by some of my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle, my bill also con- 
tains language that increases protec- 
tions. Let me say that again. It in- 
creases protections of whistleblowers. 
These new whistleblower protections 
would stipulate that any employee can- 
not be removed under this new author- 
ity if they have an open claim at the 
Office of Special Counsel. 

To add even more protections for 
those who blow the whistle at VA, my 
bill would also set up a new process to 
be used in addition to any other proc- 
ess that is currently allowed by law. 
This will protect whistleblowers from 
retaliation and removal while they 
bring issues to light up through their 
chain of command. 

These protections are unprecedented 
and strengthen existing whistleblower 
protections. In fact, 16 whistleblower 
groups signed a letter of support for 
the whistleblower provisions of this 
particular bill and stated that section 8 
of my bill is “ ... a major break- 
through in the struggle for VA whistle- 
blowers to gain credible rights when 
defending the integrity of the agency 
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mission and disclosing quality of care 
concerns. Further, section 8 of the bill 
would provide a system to hold em- 
ployees accountable for their actions 
when they retaliate against those ex- 
posing waste, fraud, or abuse.”’ 

Mr. Chair, as I have always said, I 
agree with all of my colleagues that 
the vast majority of the employees at 
the Department of Veterans Affairs are 
hardworking public servants who are 
dedicated to providing quality health 
care and the benefits that our veterans 
have earned. But it is beyond com- 
prehension that, with as much outright 
malfeasance as our committee has un- 
covered at the Department of Veterans 
Affairs and increased scrutiny that we 
have placed on the Department over 
the past 5 years and their need to hold 
employees accountable, we still see far 
too many instances of VA employees 
not living up to the standards that 
America expects. It is even more in- 
comprehensible that anyone would op- 
pose this bill. 

For example, we have shown an em- 
ployee showing up drunk to work to 
scrub in for a surgery on a veteran; an 
employee taking a recovering addict to 
a crack house and buying him drugs 
and the services of a prostitute; a VA 
employee participating in an armed 
robbery; and senior managers retali- 
ating against whistleblowers, at which 
point VA then has to pay hundreds of 
thousands of dollars to the whistle- 
blower in restitution. 

Not only are all of these acts egre- 
gious and not only are all of these in- 
stances factual, they really are just the 
tip of the iceberg. But what causes me 
to stand before you today is that in 
none of these instances did the VA hold 
these employees accountable in any 
reasonable timeframe, if they did at 
all. I blame many factors for this, but 
mainly I blame an antiquated system 
that has left VA managers unwilling to 
jump through the many hoops to do 
what is right. 

Mr. Chair, it is well past time that 
we not allow the current system to 
continue. It is certainly our duty to fi- 
nally take action and enact meaningful 
change at VA that puts their veterans 
and their families first and foremost. 
Everything else should come second. 
That includes the power of the public 
sector unions. As I have said before, 
VA is not sacred. Our veterans are. 

Unfortunately, since the VA Com- 
mittee began placing a greater focus on 
changing the civil service as it pertains 
to the VA, the unions have pushed back 
at every single turn, even telling com- 
mittee staff that anything other than 
the status quo would never garner 
their support. Well, if the list of em- 
ployees I mentioned before of who were 
not held accountable is not a clear ex- 
ample of how broken the status quo is, 
then I don’t know what is. 

Mr. Chair, it is time that we put poli- 
tics and the misguided rhetoric of op- 
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ponents of change aside and, instead, 
align ourselves with our Nation’s vet- 
erans and the organizations that rep- 
resent them. 

Eighteen veterans service organiza- 
tions support the bill that is before us 
today: The American Legion, The Vet- 
erans of Foreign Wars of the United 
States, Disabled American Veterans, 
Paralyzed Veterans of America, Stu- 
dent Veterans of America, AMVETS, 
Association of the United States Navy, 
the Military Order of Purple Heart, Na- 
tional Association for Uniformed Serv- 
ices, Iraq and Afghanistan Veterans of 
America, Concerned Veterans for 
America, the Fleet Reserve Associa- 
tion, Military Officers Association of 
America, Reserve Officers Association, 
The Enlisted Association of the Na- 
tional Guard of the United States, 
VetsFirst, Vietnam Veterans of Amer- 
ica, and The United States Army War- 
rant Officers Association. 

That is 18 groups, Mr. Chairman. 
These groups represent millions of vet- 
erans and their families, not public em- 
ployee unions who support the status 
quo that has led to the litany of prob- 
lems at the Department of Veterans 
Affairs. The choice is clear. Each of us 
is now faced with either siding with the 
veterans of this country or corrupt 
union bosses. 

Everyone in government knows that 
the civil service laws that were once 
meant to promote the efficiency of 
government are now obsolete and make 
it almost impossible to remove a poor- 
performing employee. 

Even last year, VA Deputy Secretary 
Sloan Gibson sat before our committee 
and admitted it was too difficult to fire 
a substandard employee. Another 
former senior VA employee, then Act- 
ing Under Secretary for Benefits, stat- 
ed at a committee hearing last year 
that ‘‘. . . With our GS employees, it’s 
the rules, the regulations, the protec- 
tions are such that it’s almost impos- 
sible to do anything.” 

The Government Accountability Of- 
fice studied the government’s ability to 
hold low-performing employees ac- 
countable. They found that it took 6 
months to a year, on average, and 
sometimes significantly longer, to fire 
poor-performing government employ- 
ees. 

When the Choice Act was signed into 
law in 2014, even President Obama said 
at the bill signing: “If you engage in an 
unethical practice, if you cover up a se- 
rious problem, you should be fired. Pe- 
riod. It shouldn’t be that difficult.” 

While I know the administration has 
changed its tone since the Choice Act 
was signed into law, since this legisla- 
tion would now affect all VA employ- 
ees, even unionized ones, I strongly be- 
lieve we should maintain the same ex- 
pectations for rank and file employees 
at VA as we do senior officials, regard- 
less of your title or rank within the 
agency. It is a privilege to work at VA 
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and to serve the veterans of this coun- 
try. It is not a right. 

Last summer, the House passed the 
removal section for all VA employees 
in H.R. 1994. At the time, I received a 
lot of pushback from my colleagues on 
the minority side about the account- 
ability language. I was told I was try- 
ing to make all VA employees at-will 
and completely destroy the civil serv- 
ice system. 

As I said then and I say now, that 
was not and is not my intention. But I 
believe that the current system is ham- 
pering VA from moving forward into an 
organization that is deserving of the 
veterans that it serves. In short, I want 
a civil service system at VA that 
serves and protects veterans, not bad 
employees. 

I continue to hear concerns that this 
bill will hurt the Department’s ability 
to recruit and retain good employees 
and will hurt morale. I also know that, 
last night, the administration released 
a statement about its concerns with 
the accountability measures in this bill 
and that this language would impede 
rather than support VA’s ability to 
carry out its duties. I think these argu- 
ments are nothing more than scare tac- 
tics. 

Mr. Chairman, what is impeding VA 
from carrying out its duties is decades 
of tolerating poor performance and 
even criminal or unethical behavior. 
The antiquated civil service laws are 
binding the Department’s hands and 
permitting the toxic behavior of a few 
to overcome the good work of a major- 
ity. 

If we do not at least try to give the 
Secretary the tools needed to hold VA 
employees accountable, then we are 
just as culpable for any future VA fail- 
ures as the antiquated civil service 
laws that foster these failures now. 

That is why this legislation is not 
punitive, but it is necessary if we truly 
want to make the ability for the 
changes in this Congress. The Amer- 
ican people and, most importantly, our 
veterans expect this to occur. The best 
way to improve morale is to make it 
easier to get rid of the roots of dys- 
function that we currently see 
throughout the Department of Vet- 
erans Affairs. 

I have been told that VA can’t fire its 
way to excellence, but neither can you 
tolerate malfeasance and expect excel- 
lence to become routine. Most Ameri- 
cans would be appalled with the com- 
plexity that is now baked into our civil 
service system. In the real world, if 
you don’t do your job effectively or if 
you engage in unethical conduct, you 
get removed from the payroll. It is that 
simple. 

We only need to look at the news 
that broke last week regarding 5,300 
employees at the Wells Fargo Bank 
that were fired for creating hundreds of 
thousands of fake deposit accounts and 
cheating customers by charging them 
bogus fees. 
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That is how disciplinary actions are 
handled in the private sector. They 
were fired. And I believe it is some- 
thing the public sector needs to learn 
from. 

Compare that to the fewer than 10 
VA employees held accountable for the 
wait time manipulation at the center 
of the largest scandal in VA history, 
and it is no wonder why Americans are 
losing faith in their government. 

There is not a doubt in my mind that 
all of my colleagues here, all of them, 
care about our Nation’s veterans, and 
we can show that by passing this bill 
before us today. 

I also want to touch on a provision in 
my bill that would improve the appeals 
process of disability claims at the VA. 
VA should process veterans’ claims for 
disability benefits accurately, consist- 
ently, and in a timely fashion. How- 
ever, if a veteran disagrees with the de- 
cision and decides to file an appeal, 
VA’s appeals process should be thor- 
ough, it should be swift, and it should 
be fair. 

The truth is that VA’s current ap- 
peals process is broken. It is a lengthy, 
complicated, and confusing process for 
our veterans and their families. The 
appeals reform section was drafted by 
the Department in collaboration with 
VSOs and other veterans advocates. 

The intent of the bill is to modernize 
their existing cumbersome appeals 
process and to ensure that veterans re- 
ceive appeals decisions in a timely 
fashion. 

My bill, based entirely off committee 
member DINA TITUS’ bill, would allow 
the veteran to remove a traditional ap- 
peal with a hearing and opportunity to 
new evidence in support of their claim. 

Additionally, the bill would give vet- 
erans the option of choosing a faster 
process in which the veteran would not 
submit new evidence or have a hearing 
but would receive an expedited deci- 
sion. 

Although there are many questions 
about how VA is going to implement 
this proposal, we don’t have the luxury 
of time in these closing days, and the 
backlog of pending appeals is explod- 
ing. As of the first of January of this 
year, there were 375,000 appeals pending 
in VA, including at the Board of Vet- 
erans’ Appeals. On the first of June of 
this year, there were almost 457,000 ap- 
peals pending, an increase of 82,000 
pending appeals in less than 18 months. 

Moreover, the Board of Veterans’ Ap- 
peals estimates that the number of ap- 
peals certified to the Board will rise 
from 88,000 to almost 360,000 in fiscal 
year 2017, a 400 percent increase in 1 
year. 

It is obvious that Congress needs to 
act now. This bill offers the best 
chance to improve VA’s appeals process 
and provide veterans with the best pos- 
sible decision on their claim. 

Mr. Chairman, today we have a 
meaningful package that makes 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


changes to VA’s civil service system, 
while maintaining due process rights, 
as well as making progressive steps in 
changing the antiquated system that 
veterans are currently stuck in when 
appealing their disability claims. 

And finally, it is vital for our col- 
leagues to keep in mind that H.R. 5620 
is truly a bipartisan bill. It combines 
two of the biggest legislative priorities 
proposed by both the Republicans and 
the Democrats. And as we near the end 
of this Congress, we have the oppor- 
tunity to put politics aside to make 
real and lasting change to a broken 
system. 

Today, we can decide to stand with 
our veterans, or we can stand with the 
status quo and the unions that perpet- 
uate the status quo which, I believe, 
has failed them and the American pub- 
lic for far, far too long. 

I hope you will join me and the 18 
veterans service organizations who 
support this legislation. Do what is 
right for our veterans. Pass H.R. 5620. 
Let’s put accountability first so that 
transformative reforms can succeed. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, COM- 
MITTEE ON OVERSIGHT AND GOV- 
ERNMENT REFORM, 

Washington DC, September 8, 2016. 
Hon. JEFF MILLER, 
Chairman, Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: I write concerning 
H.R. 5620, the VA Accountability First and 
Appeals Modernization Act of 2016. As you 
know, the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs 
received an original referral and the Com- 
mittee on Oversight and Government Reform 
a secondary referral when the bill was intro- 
duced on July 5, 2016. I recognize and appre- 
ciate your desire to bring this legislation be- 
fore the House of Representatives in an expe- 
ditious manner, and accordingly, the Com- 
mittee on Oversight and Government Reform 
will forego action on the bill, as amended. 

The Committee takes this action with our 
mutual understanding that by foregoing con- 
sideration of H.R. 5620 at this time, we do 
not waive any jurisdiction over the subject 
matter contained in this or similar legisla- 
tion. Further, I request your support for the 
appointment of conferees from the Com- 
mittee on Oversight and Government Reform 
during any House-Senate conference con- 
vened on this or related legislation. 

Finally, I would ask that a copy of our ex- 
change of letters on this matter be included 
in the Congressional Record during floor 
consideration, to memorialize our under- 
standing. 

Sincerely, 
JASON CHAFFETZ, 
Chairman. 
CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington DC, September 8, 2016. 
Hon. JASON CHAFFETZ, 
Chairman, House Committee on Oversight and 

Government Reform, Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN CHAFFETZ: In reference to 
your letter on September 8, 2016, I write to 
confirm our mutual understanding regarding 
H.R. 5620, as amended. 

I appreciate the House Committee on Over- 
sight and Government Reform’s waiver of 
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consideration of provisions under its juris- 
diction and its subject matter. I acknowl- 
edge that the waiver was granted only to ex- 
pedite floor consideration of H.R. 5620, as 
amended, and does not in any way waive or 
diminish the House Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform’s jurisdictional in- 
terests over this legislation or similar legis- 
lation. I will support a request from the 
House Committee on Oversight and Govern- 
ment Reform for appointment to any House- 
Senate conference on H.R. 5620, as amended. 
Finally, I will also support your request to 
include a copy of our exchange of letters on 
this matter in the Congressional Record dur- 
ing floor consideration. 

Again, thank you for your assistance with 
these matters. 

With personal regards, Iam 

Sincerely, 
JEFF MILLER, 
Chairman. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself as much time as I may con- 
sume, and I rise in strong opposition to 
H.R. 5620. 

Now, there is no dispute whether 
Congress should take action to in- 
crease accountability at the VA. On 
both sides of the aisle, we recognize 
that VA employees have a patriotic 
duty to provide veterans the care they 
have earned, and there should be con- 
sequences when they fail to meet that 
standard. 

But we must also recognize that VA 
employees, nearly a third of whom are 
veterans themselves, have constitu- 
tional rights. In several ways, H.R. 5620 
violates those rights and, therefore, 
will not achieve our shared goal of a 
more accountable VA workforce. In 
fact, passing this bill will move us fur- 
ther away from a strong accountability 
system that will improve the quality of 
service VA provides to veterans. 

This flaw in the legislation is not 
without precedent. The accountability 
provisions included in the 2014 Vet- 
erans Choice Act could not be enforced 
after the Attorney General determined 
they violated due process rights. And 
President Obama threatened to veto a 
previous version of the bill, H.R. 1994, 
for the very same reason. 

Now, unfortunately, the majority 
continues to treat the constitutional 
rights of VA employees as inconvenient 
obstacles to evade, instead of funda- 
mental civil service protections to up- 
hold. 

The strict time requirements H.R. 
5620 puts on administrative bodies, 
such as the Office of Personnel Man- 
agement and the U.S. Merit Systems 
Protection Board, to decide appeals 
cases would meaningfully impact the 
ability of every VA employee to get a 
fair and proper hearing. 

This bill improperly hands power to 
the VA Secretary with respect to set- 
ting standards for bonuses. According 
to the Non-Delegation Doctrine, Con- 
gress cannot shift its authority to 
agencies without providing an intel- 
ligent framework for carrying out that 
authority. As written, H.R. 5620 vio- 
lates that doctrine. 
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Finally, I believe the majority’s ef- 
fort to institute new whistleblower 
provisions would be overturned for the 
same reason that the U.S. Attorney 
General’s Office said it would not de- 
fend an unconstitutional section of the 
Choice Act: it violates the Appoint- 
ments clause in the Constitution by al- 
lowing lower-level employees to have 
the final decisionmaking authority to 
decide whether an employee will be 
fired. 

Now, these are more than minor legal 
concerns; they are reasons why VA em- 
ployees who commit misconduct will 
not be held accountable when their ter- 
minations are challenged in court. We 
can pass H.R. 5620, but we will be right 
back here a year from now or 2 years 
from now when the law is deemed un- 
constitutional. 

Our Senate colleagues have a bipar- 
tisan bill that includes accountability 
provisions that could serve as a founda- 
tion for legislation in the House. We 
had an opportunity to advance lan- 
guage that both parties and both 
Chambers can agree to, and I am dis- 
appointed that we are not pursuing 
that path. 

I am also disappointed that this bill 
includes a moratorium on bonuses for 
VA’s senior executives. Recruiting and 
retaining strong leadership at the VA 
is critical to its long-term success, and 
this provision will damage the Depart- 
ment’s efforts to maintain a talented 
workforce that can address the under- 
lying systematic issues that are caus- 
ing poor performance. 

Now I am not alone in this assess- 
ment. The American Legion, the Mili- 
tary Officers Association of America, 
and others have expressed reservations 
about this punitive approach to the 
VA’s senior executives. 

Finally, I am frustrated—I am par- 
ticularly frustrated that the majority 
has attached to this bill a desperately 
needed bipartisan fix for the VA ap- 
peals process. The VA Appeals Mod- 
ernization Act of 2016, introduced by 
my friend and colleague, Congress- 
woman DINA TITUS, has unanimous 
support and would sail through the 
House and Senate on its own. It is 
nearly the product of 4 years of work, 
and both sides agree to it. 

Yet, you would attach it to a bill 
that we cannot agree to. It makes no 
sense that we are holding up this mag- 
nificent legislation that both sides 
worked on and that was the hard work 
of my friend and colleague from Ne- 
vada. 

This legislation would move the VA 
away from an inefficient and con- 
voluted unified appeals process and re- 
place it with differentiated lanes, 
which give veterans clear options after 
receiving an initial decision on a 
claim. In sum, it would allow veterans 
to have a clear answer and path for- 
ward on their appeal within 1 year 
from filing. 
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By attaching it to this bipartisan ac- 
countability bill, the majority is pre- 
venting VA appeals reform from mov- 
ing forward, denying veterans the 
streamlined appeals process they de- 
serve. 

I strongly urge the majority to allow 
Congresswoman TITUS’ legislation to 
come to the floor as a stand-alone bill 
so we can accomplish a critical objec- 
tive for the veterans community. Free 
the Titus bill. Let it come to the floor. 

Now, the chairman talks about ac- 
countability and improving the culture 
at the VA. I would like to remind my 
friend from Florida that last week we 
heard testimony from the co-chairs of 
the Commission on Care. This Commis- 
sion was appointed in a bipartisan way 
by the President, by the Speaker, by 
the minority leader of this House, and 
by the majority and minority leaders 
of the Senate; and the co-chairs gave 
us a report on their recommendations. 

When asked about should there be an 
easier way to fire people, should there 
be a way to streamline the account- 
ability process, to my surprise, they 
both answered ‘‘no’’ to a question 
posed by one of the Republican Mem- 
bers. They recommended that more in- 
vestment and more time be devoted to 
leadership training within the VA. 

They both lead private sector health 
organizations, and they both stated 
how they are obligated to the due proc- 
ess concerns with their employees. 
They were shocked at the relative 
under-appreciation for the personnel 
function at the VA. 

They did not emphasize stripping 
away due process rights for workers. 
Instead, they strongly urged our com- 
mittee to look at supporting the per- 
sonnel function of the VA and improv- 
ing leadership development and mana- 
gerial skills of our managers. 

So I recommend that we take this 
legislation back to committee, back to 
regular order, instead of considering it 
on a rushed basis and suspending the 
rules. 

Mr. Chairman, all of us, Democrats 
and Republicans, believe in the need 
for stronger accountability for employ- 
ees at the VA to ensure that our vet- 
erans get the care they deserve. Unfor- 
tunately, this legislation falls short of 
that goal. I urge my colleagues to vote 
‘no.’ 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair- 
man, I would remind my good friend, 
the ranking member over on the mi- 
nority side, that this bill has been sit- 
ting out there for 6 weeks, in time for 
80 amendments to have been filed, so it 
definitely was not rushed. 

I remember back in high school the 
three branches of government, and the 
executive branch is supposed to enforce 
the laws that this body, Congress, 
writes. I don’t believe it is the Attor- 
ney General’s responsibility. She may 
wish she was a judge, but she is not. 


12551 


She is the Attorney General. She can- 
not deem something unconstitutional. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 1% minutes to 
the gentleman from Colorado (Mr. 
LAMBORN). 

Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Chairman, I ap- 
preciate the leadership of Chairman 
JEFF MILLER, both in the committee 
and with this particular piece of legis- 
lation. 

Mr. Chairman, our veterans demand 
the strong accountability tools con- 
tained in H.R. 5620. Since the Phoenix 
wait-list scandals, very few individuals 
have been held accountable. Fewer still 
are those whose disciplinary actions 
have not been overturned by the Merit 
System Protection Board. This state of 
affairs is deplorable. 

This bill provides VA leadership with 
the tools to hold all VA employees ac- 
countable for their performance and 
misconduct, not just those members of 
the Senior Executive Service. 

This bill is long overdue. Veterans 
within my district are still experi- 
encing poor service from the VA. VA 
employees have openly joked in front 
of our veterans about their immunity 
to any disciplinary actions for their 
poor performance. 

Mr. Chairman, our veterans have 
earned the privilege of interacting with 
VA employees who put the veteran 
first, not their own careers. I urge my 
colleagues to support this vital piece of 
legislation. 
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Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentlewoman from Ne- 
vada (Ms. TITUS). 

Ms. TITUS. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the ranking member for yielding, and I 
thank the chairman. Even though we 
may disagree on this piece of legisla- 
tion, I believe he has been a fair chair- 
man to work with all members of the 
committee. 

When I became a member of the Vet- 
erans’ Affairs Committee and the rank- 
ing member of the Disability Assist- 
ance and Memorial Affairs Sub- 
committee back in 2013, much of the 
focus was on the disability claims 
backlog. It had ballooned, and it was 
causing some veterans to wait almost 2 
years just for their initial claim deci- 
sion. 

After that backlog was reduced, after 
considerable work by Congress and the 
administration, the problem shifted to 
the appeals process, where 450,000 vet- 
erans are currently waiting in an over- 
burdened and overcomplicated system. 
The average claim takes more than 3 
years to adjudicate, and claims that 
progress to the Board of Veterans Ap- 
peals can languish for more than 2,000 
days. Both of these figures are also ris- 
ing. So, if we miss this historic oppor- 
tunity to reform the outdated and 
overcomplicated appeals system, the 
wait for our Nation’s heroes will con- 
tinue to lengthen. By 2027, we will be 
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telling our veteran constituents that 
they will likely have to wait a decade 
for their appeal to be resolved. That is 
just unacceptable. 

It is important to keep in mind that 
the appeals process was first developed 
back in 1933, and it was last updated in 
the late 1980s; so, surely, true reform is 
long overdue. Accordingly, this has be- 
come a top priority for the VA and for 
veterans service organizations, and it 
should be a priority for Congress as 
well. 

Over the past months, the VA has 
been working closely with experts from 
the VSOs and other veterans advocacy 
groups to reform this broken system 
and replace it with a streamlined proc- 
ess designed to provide quicker out- 
comes for veterans while also pre- 
serving their due process rights. 

Before you in this bill is the result of 
that effort. The new plan creates three 
lanes from which veterans can choose 
to appeal their claim. The first is a 
high-level de novo review for veterans 
who want to have a fresh set of well- 
trained eyes review their claim. The 
second is a lane for veterans who wish 
to add additional information or evi- 
dence to their claim. The third is for 
veterans who choose to have a full re- 
view done by the board, either with 
new evidence or as an expedited review 
without new supporting documents. 

Veterans will be able to choose their 
own lane, depending on the specifics of 
their particular case. As part of this 
new system, the VA will provide more 
details to veterans when their initial 
claim decisions are delivered. This en- 
hanced claims decision will better help 
veterans decide if they want to appeal 
and which lane will best suit their 
needs. 

I appreciate that so many veterans 
organizations, including Disabled 
American Veterans, The American Le- 
gion, Veterans of Foreign Wars, Iraq 
and Afghanistan Veterans of America, 
AMVETS, Paralyzed Veterans of Amer- 
ica, and others have all endorsed this 
appeals reform legislation. 

It is unfortunate that my bill has 
been attached to controversial legisla- 
tion regarding accountability at the 
VA. While we all agree that account- 
ability for employees at the VA is crit- 
ical for ensuring that our veterans re- 
ceive the services and the care that 
they have earned and deserved, we 
should separate the two issues, pass ap- 
peals reform, and then work in a bipar- 
tisan manner on the accountability 
proceedings. 

Last summer, this House passed an 
accountability bill; so, rather than 
passing another one that is very simi- 
lar and which we know the administra- 
tion opposes and feels is unconstitu- 
tional, let’s get the appeals reform 
process done instead of playing politics 
that could hurt our Nation’s heroes. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair- 
man, I would remind my good friend 
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that the very same group that she says 
supported her appeals reform is the 
very same one that supports my ac- 
countability legislation. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 minute to the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. BILI- 
RAKIS) from the State of Florida’s Dis- 
trict 12. 

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today in support of H.R. 5620, the VA 
Accountability First and Appeals Mod- 
ernization Act, and I thank the chair- 
man for filing the bill. 

H.R. 5620 provides additional re- 
sources and flexibility to the Secretary 
to remove employees for poor perform- 
ance or misconduct. What is wrong 
with that? 

It further improves the protections of 
whistleblowers that continue to receive 
retaliation from simply wanting to do 
the right thing. I thank the chairman 
for putting that language in there. 

Additionally, this bill improves the 
veterans appeals process with reforms 
sought to decrease excessive wait times 
for those waiting on a disability rating. 
I thank Representative TITUS for that 
language, as well. 

In my district, I still hear veterans 
waiting too long for a decision to be 
made, which could take additional 
years on average in the appeals proc- 
ess—much too long. 

Mr. Chairman, this process is broken 
and needs to be modernized right now. 
So again, with that, I urge my col- 
leagues to support the bill. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to comment on 
the assertion that it is the Attorney 
General’s and the President’s responsi- 
bility to enforce the law, as it does say 
that and as it is reflected in the Con- 
stitution. However, the Attorney Gen- 
eral of the United States also has the 
duty to make sure that the taxpayers’ 
money is well used. I often hear on the 
other side of the aisle a concern about 
unnecessary litigation or litigation 
that goes beyond the bounds of what is 
reasonable. 

The Attorney General also has the 
obligation to take a look at the laws 
and to examine whether or not they 
would withstand constitutional mus- 
ter. The American people do not de- 
mand of their Attorney General to liti- 
gate laws that are clearly unconstitu- 
tional. That would be a waste of 
money. 

In the case of an accountability law 
and an accountability bill that clearly 
have flawed tools, tools which would be 
deemed unconstitutional, it would re- 
sult in the following: it would result in 
managers taking actions against em- 
ployees, money being spent on lawyers 
to dismiss these employees or other- 
wise discipline them, but employees 
being able to get their day in court and 
find that the provisions under which 
they are being disciplined are unconsti- 
tutional being reinstated after a lot of 
expense. 


September 13, 2016 


This is precisely why I would like to 
see this legislation go back to com- 
mittee and for us to consult attorneys 
on both sides and not pass laws that 
are clearly going to not pass constitu- 
tional muster. 

Yes, 81 amendments were filed be- 
cause there are many problems with 
this legislation. Only 22 were ruled in 
order. I think we should go back to the 
drawing board and take the Senate leg- 
islation, which has bipartisan support, 
as a starting point. 

As for the whistleblower protections, 
I have already stated my comments 
that these whistleblower protections in 
H.R. 5620 are also flawed. I believe that 
they would be ruled and deemed uncon- 
stitutional and, therefore, are also 
flawed. 

Mr. Chairman, passing this legisla- 
tion does not pass constitutional mus- 
ter. It won’t solve our problem. We 
need a real fix to improving VA ac- 
countability, and H.R. 5620 is not the 
solution. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair- 
man, I would remind my good friend 
that the Attorney General did com- 
ment on one particular live case. AS a 
matter of fact, Sharon Helman, the 
person at the very center of the wait 
time debacle in Phoenix, believe it or 
not, is suing to get her job back, and 
the Attorney General has taken excep- 
tion with one minor part of the law 
that was passed in 2014, the Veterans 
Choice Act. We have actually fixed her 
questions as relate to the Appoint- 
ments Clause in the piece of legisla- 
tion, so that problem should have been 
resolved at this point. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to 
the gentleman from the State of Ten- 
nessee (Mr. ROE). Dr. ROE is from the 
First Congressional District of Ten- 
nessee. 

Mr. ROE of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, 
I rise today in support of H.R. 5620, the 
VA Accountability First and Appeals 
Modernization Act sponsored by my 
friend and colleague and VA Com- 
mittee chair, JEFF MILLER. 

This legislation would bring much- 
needed relief for veterans who are cur- 
rently waiting months, and sometimes 
even years, for the disability benefit 
appeal to be adjudicated. It also grants 
the Secretary the expanded authority 
he needs to remove VA employees for 
poor performance or misconduct. 

Mr. Chairman, at the beginning of 
2015, there were roughly 375,000 pending 
appeals within the VA system. A mere 
18 months later, in June of 2016, that 
number had exploded to 457,000, a 1.2 
percent increase per month. With that 
in mind, it is clear that the VA appeals 
process is fundamentally broken. 

By its own admission, the Board of 
Veterans’ Appeals annual report for fis- 
cal year 2015 stated that the number of 
appeals certified to the Board from the 
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regional offices will increase from 
88,183 in 2016 to 359,000 in 2017, an al- 
most 400 percent increase in 12 months. 
We must work now, not later, to ad- 
dress this backlog before things get 
even more out of hand. 

By implementing the reforms in- 
cluded in this legislation, the VA will 
be operating under streamlined proc- 
esses needed to draw down this back- 
log. This bill also gives veterans some 
amount of control over how they wish 
their appeal to be reviewed. Under H.R. 
5620, a veteran will be given the option 
of having their appeal heard by the re- 
gional office or having it bumped di- 
rectly to the Board of Veterans’ Ap- 
peals for adjudication. 

By allowing veterans to waive or re- 
quest a hearing and to limit or intro- 
duce new evidence in support of their 
claim, the veteran will have more con- 
trol over who reviews their appeal, 
when it is reviewed, and what evidence 
is reviewed. Without this legislation, 
veterans will continue to be treated by 
VA as a mere case number, not as a 
veteran of the United States Armed 
Forces. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen- 
tleman has expired. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair- 
man, I yield the gentleman an addi- 
tional 30 seconds. 

Mr. ROE of Tennessee. Also included 
in this legislation is an important 
management tool for the Secretary to 
better maintain order within its work- 
force by expanding the authority of the 
Secretary to discipline or fire senior 
executive employees granted under the 
Veterans Choice Act to all VA employ- 
ees. In an effort to protect employees 
who speak out from suffering retalia- 
tion, this bill provides comprehensive 
whistleblower protections. 

These provisions are not meant to 
discourage or reduce morale for good, 
honest VA employees. In fact, it should 
accomplish just the opposite. The oppo- 
nents of this provision are looking to 
protect the nurse who showed up drunk 
for surgery, the employees who pur- 
chased illegal drugs for veterans, or the 
managers who cooked the books on 
scheduling appointments and resulted 
in veterans dying. AS someone who 
spent time working in a VA facility, I 
feel very strongly that the expedited 
removal of these types of employees 
improves the corrosive nature within 
the VA and makes the VA a safer, more 
respectful place to work. 

Veterans deserve the best care, and I 
would challenge anyone to explain to 
me how these bad employees con- 
tribute to delivering quality of care. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I am concerned that 
the bill before us today will actually 
undermine whistleblower protections 
rather than strengthen them. The Of- 
fice of Special Counsel echoes my con- 
cerns. Their statement regarding the 
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bill reads: ‘‘Section 8 of this act may 
undermine whistleblower protections 
and accountability by creating a new 
and unnecessary process for reporting 
concerns. Section 8 also creates an un- 
reasonable expectation that super- 
visors will be able to evaluate an em- 
ployee concern within 4 business days. 
This process is overly burdensome for 
employees and supervisors and may be 
entirely unworkable in many in- 
stances.” 

We should go back to the drawing 
board. Let’s go through regular order 
back in committee and not do this 
under the suspended rules and try to 
fix things on the floor of the House. 

I continue the quote of the Special 
Counsel: ‘‘This approach is not the best 
method for improving accountability 
or evaluating supervisory efforts to 
support and protect whistleblowers. 
OSC believes that reinforcing existing 
channels for reporting concerns would 
better protect the interests of VA whis- 
tleblowers.’’ 

Whistleblowers are essential for prop- 
er oversight. Accountability measures 
that undermine whistleblowers or deter 
them from coming forward will make 
it harder. Again, the whistleblower 
protections in this bill may actually 
undermine our ability to protect them. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 
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Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair- 
man, I quote from a letter to Mrs. 
KIRKPATRICK from the Office of Special 
Counsel: 

“We appreciate the bipartisan sup- 
port for stronger whistleblower protec- 
tions for VA employees, as reflected in 
H.R. 5620.” 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to 
the gentleman from Kansas (Mr. 
HUELSKAMP), from the First District. 

Mr. HUELSKAMP. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the chairman, and appreciate his 
strong, effective leadership in the Vet- 
erans’ Affairs Committee. 

At a committee hearing last year, 
the VA publicly admitted to me it was 
too difficult to fire bad employees. The 
situation is so dire that dozens of bla- 
tantly negligent employees and con- 
victed criminals continue to work at 
the VA with zero consequences for 
their behavior. 

I was a quick cosponsor of this bill 
when introduced by the chairman be- 
cause it provides necessary solutions to 
a problem that has persisted far too 
long. 

This bill will expand the VA Sec- 
retary’s removal authority to include 
all VA employees and speed up the 
process. It will put in place additional 
whistleblower protections and give the 
Secretary the authority and responsi- 
bility to rescind bonuses and expense 
payments for corrupt employees. And 
it reforms the current broken claims 
process by providing veterans more 
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choices when it comes to appealing VA 
claims. 

It might not be talked about much 
around here, but inside Washington ev- 
eryone knows there is almost no ac- 
countability in the Federal civil serv- 
ice. In fact, a recent nonpartisan GAO 
study found, on average, it takes 6 
months to a year, and often longer, to 
remove a bad bureaucrat. 

In the VA, we have seen example 
after example of Federal employees 
more concerned with defending a cou- 
ple of bad apples than caring for our 
veterans. It is not unreasonable to de- 
mand VA employees be held account- 
able for their performance, just like 
our veterans were during their military 
service and how millions of hard- 
working Americans must do in their 
jobs every single day. 

It is my hope this bill will begin a 
long-overdue cultural shift within the 
VA. Until that happens, we will con- 
tinue to see headlines about employees 
dealing heroin to patients, operating 
on patients while drunk, keeping their 
job despite an armed robbery charge, 
and giving years of paid leave to bad 
doctors. We can all agree: our veterans 
deserve better, and the VA should be 
held accountable for this obligation. 

I urge my colleagues in the House to 
support passage of this very important 
bill. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I include in the RECORD a letter from 
the Office of Special Counsel to Rep- 
resentative KIRKPATRICK praising her 
for her amendment. I understand the 
majority also supports the Kirkpatrick 
amendment, so it is bipartisan support. 

U.S. OFFICE OF SPECIAL COUNSEL, 
Washington, DC, September 13, 2016. 
Re Pending Legislation to Protect VA Whis- 
tleblowers. 
Hon. ANN KIRKPATRICK, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE KIRKPATRICK: The 
Office of Special Counsel (OSC) has received 
thousands of whistleblower retaliation com- 
plaints and disclosures from Department of 
Veterans Affairs (VA) employees. Based on 
this experience, we write to express our 
strong support for your amendment to H.R. 
5620, the VA Accountability First and Ap- 
peals Modernization Act. Based on our re- 
view of the amendment, we believe it will ad- 
vance the interests of VA whistleblowers. 

Importantly, the amendment establishes 
the Office of Accountability and Whistle- 
blower Protection (OAWP). OSC’s ongoing 
work with VA whistleblowers will benefit 
from having a high-level point of contact 
with the statutory authority to identify, cor- 
rect, and prevent threats to patient care and 
to discipline those responsible for creating 
them. The establishment of similar offices at 
other agencies, including the Federal Avia- 
tion Administration, has significantly im- 
proved the whistleblower experience at those 
agencies. And OAWP, with a Senate-con- 
firmed leader, will have the authority and a 
mandate to make a significant difference. 

For these and other reasons, we believe 
your amendment will best advance the inter- 
ests of VA whistleblowers and the Veterans 
served by the Department. If you are in need 
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of additional information, please contact 
Adam Miles, Deputy Special Counsel for Pol- 
icy and Congressional Affairs, at 202-254-3607. 
We appreciate the bipartisan support for 
stronger whistleblower protections for VA 
employees, as reflected in H.R. 5620, and be- 
lieve this amendment will greatly enhance 
this effort. 
Sincerely, 
CAROLYN N. LERNER. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
to the gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
MILLER) to ask him a question. 

Was the quotation the gentleman 
read from this letter of the special 
counsel to Mrs. KIRKPATRICK? 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. TAKANO. I yield to the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. I don’t know 
what the letter is you are holding in 
your hand. I have one dated September 
18. 
Mr. TAKANO. Yes, September 13. 
And it is regarding pending legislation 
to protect VA whistleblowers? 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. That is cor- 
rect. 

Mr. TAKANO. The quotation was 
from that letter. 

I want to clarify that letter from the 
Office of Special Counsel was in sup- 
port of Mrs. KIRKPATRICK’s amendment, 
not in support of the entire bill H.R. 
5620, and I am pleased that the major- 
ity joins us in support of that amend- 
ment. 

My colleague, Chairman MILLER, 
mentioned that we have already cov- 
ered our concerns in the Choice Act, 
and President Obama lauded the Choice 
Act when signing it into law. I will re- 
mind the chairman that the court—not 
Congress and not the President or the 
VA—determine whether a law meets 
constitutional muster. 

I am concerned that the strict and 
arbitrary time limits in section 3 of 
H.R. 5620 violate constitutional due 
process and notions of basic fairness. 

The lack of any clear standard of 
misbehavior by a VA employee that 
would trigger the Secretary’s new fir- 
ing authority also concerns me. Courts 
have allowed less notice if the behavior 
of a civil servant threatens the safety 
of others, but due process may not be 
limited simply to make it more con- 
venient for Federal managers to get rid 
of employees they don’t like. 

That is why my amendment would 
pass constitutional muster and achieve 
the chairman’s stated policy outcome 
more effectively than section 3 of H.R. 
5620. It would give the Secretary a 
brand new authority to immediately 
remove, without pay, any VA employee 
whose behavior threatens veterans. 

My amendment would address many 
of the egregious examples of terrible 
VA employees whose behavior has lit- 
erally threatened veterans’ lives, like 
the employee who took a veteran to a 
crack house. Under my alternative, 
that VA employee would be imme- 
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diately suspended without pay and 
fired after a fair investigation. 

The problem with passing a bill that 
limits due process is that if it were to 
become law, a VA employee fired under 
this new authority would inevitably 
sue. By the time the case wound its 
way through the court system and po- 
tentially found to be an unconstitu- 
tional violation of due process, the VA 
would have to reinstate with back pay 
any employee fired under the author- 
ity. 

Instead, I would urge us to replace 
section 3 with my amendment lan- 
guage, or the Senate’s language in the 
Veterans First Act, which contains 
more fairness and due process while 
still bringing accountability to the VA. 

In our criminal justice system, we 
are innocent until proven guilty. The 
same concept applies to due process for 
VA employees. They should get to tell 
their side of the story before losing 
their jobs for what could be a 
miscommunication, or worse, discrimi- 
nation or retaliation on the part of 
their supervisor. 

H.R. 5620 is bad policy that sets the 
VA apart from all other Federal agen- 
cies and will make it harder for the VA 
to recruit exceptional medical pro- 
viders and managers. 

H.R. 5620 would return us to the po- 
litical spoils system that was so prob- 
lematic before the advent of civil serv- 
ice protections. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair- 
man, I agree wholeheartedly with Mr. 
TAKANO that it is the courts of the 
United States of America that would 
rule something unconstitutional and 
not the Attorney General of this coun- 
try. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 112 minutes to 
the gentleman from the Third District 
of Louisiana (Mr. BOUSTANY). 

Mr. BOUSTANY. Mr. Chairman, I 
have long fought for the highest qual- 
ity health care for our veterans and ac- 
countability, and I applaud Chairman 
MILLER for bringing H.R. 5620 to the 
floor for a vote. It is long overdue. 

This will not only provide greater op- 
tions for veterans going through the 
VA’s broken appeals process, but it 
also makes vital reforms to the Depart- 
ment’s employee performance policies. 

This is commonsense legislation. It 
will improve outcomes for veterans in 
my home State of Louisiana, where the 
VA has a long history of very poor per- 
formance. 

The bill’s provisions will make it 
easier for the VA Secretary to fire, de- 
mote, and recoup bonuses from employ- 
ees who don’t do their job. 


Veterans in Louisiana have dealt 
with the VA’s ineffective bureauc- 
racy—and, in some cases, downright 


wrongdoing—for far too long. We des- 
perately need more stringent account- 
ability measures in place for the agen- 
cy charged with caring for America’s 
veterans. 
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This has gone on far too long. Chair- 
man MILLER and I have fought with 
others for a very long time to do the 
very best for our veterans. Enough is 
enough. Enough is enough. It is time 
for a change. It is time for true ac- 
countability. 

I am proud to stand with Chairman 
MILLER and others to support this leg- 
islation, and I urge all my colleagues 
to support it. It is urgently needed. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I think it is important that we con- 
sider the impact our actions will have 
on the hardworking frontline VA em- 
ployees, many of whom are veterans 
themselves and even whom my friend 
from Florida, Chairman MILLER, says 
the vast majority of whom are very 
good employees. 

I include in the RECORD a letter from 
the American Federation of Govern- 
ment Employees. 


AMERICAN FEDERATION OF 
GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES, AFL-CIO, 
Washington, DC, September 9, 2016. 
Re AFGE Opposition to H.R. 5620. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: I am writing on be- 
half of nearly 700,000 federal employees rep- 
resented by the American Federation of Gov- 
ernment Employees, AFL-CIO (AFGE), in- 
cluding 230,000 employees of the Department 
of Veterans Affairs (VA) to urge you to op- 
pose H.R. 5620, a bill introduced by Rep- 
resentative Jeff Miller (R-FL) to provide for 
removal or demotion of VA employees, and 
for other purposes. The drastic reductions in 
due process rights for every frontline VA em- 
ployee proposed by this bill represents an- 
other familiar attempt to weaken the VA by 
weakening its dedicated workforce. 

Changes proposed by H.R. 5620, including 
reduced time to respond to notices of pro- 
posed removals, reduced time to appeal to 
the Merit System Protection Board (MSPB), 
the loss of MSPB rights if that agency is 
backlogged, and unfair processes for recoup- 
ing bonuses and work expenses, will decrease 
accountability by subjecting vocal employ- 
ees who speak up against mismanagement 
and patient harm to more retaliation and 
harassment. The bill also would directly un- 
dermine the Department’s progress in filling 
vacancies and recruiting and retaining a 
strong VA workforce. 

Shorter Notice of Proposed Removal: 
Under current law, VA employees, like most 
government employees, are entitled to at 
least thirty days’ advance written notice be- 
fore they are terminated or demoted (See 5 
U.S.C. 7513(b)(1)). H.R. 5620 would reduce that 
notice period by two-thirds to only ten days. 
A ten-day period is completely inadequate 
for allowing an employee to respond to a no- 
tice of proposed removal or demotion, re- 
ceive his or her evidence file, present an ef- 
fective answer with supporting evidence and 
secure representation. 

Loss of Additional Rights for Performance- 
Based Removals: VA employees facing re- 
moval on poor performance would lose addi- 
tional due process rights under this bill, 
making it nearly impossible to prepare an ef- 
fective response. Currently, management 
must inform employees of specific instances 
of unacceptable performance and the critical 
elements for the position involved. (See 5 
CFR 1201.22(b)(1).) The bill eliminates both 
these rights to essential information to pre- 
pare one’s answer. 


September 13, 2016 


Reduced Time to File MSPB Appeal: Cur- 
rently, employees seeking MSPB review of 
the agency’s decision have 30 calendar days 
from effective date of the action or within 30 
days of receipt of agency decision, whichever 
is later to file an MSPB appeal. H.R. 5620 
would reduce that filing deadline by more 
than 75 percent to only 7 days after the date 
of the removal or demotion. This extremely 
tight filing deadline is likely to have a dis- 
proportionate effect on lower wage employ- 
ees who cannot afford representation. 

Loss of All MSPB Appeal Rights if MSPB 
Fails to Meet Shorter Timeframe: MSPB suf- 
fers from a chronic shortage of staff and 
other resources. Like H.R. 1994, Representa- 
tive Miller’s 2015 ‘‘firing bill” to eliminate 
the due process rights of every front-line VA 
employee, this bill would take away all 
MSPB appeal rights if a decision is not 
issued within 60 days, and instead, the VA’s 
final decision would stand. AFGE is very 
concerned that this may violate constitu- 
tional due process. In addition, this is an ex- 
tremely unrealistic time frame and employ- 
ees will be the ones to suffer as a result. Re- 
cent MSPB data indicates an average proc- 
essing time for initial Administrative Judge 
appeals of 93 days and average of 281 days for 
Board review. 

“Safe Harbor” for Whistleblower Claims 
Will Overburden the Office of Special Coun- 
sel and Harm Whistleblowers: Like H.R. 1994, 
this bill requires the Office of Special Coun- 
sel (OSC) to review all agency decisions of 
employees who file OSC whistleblower com- 
plaints. OSC is already facing a significant 
increase in claims and does not currently re- 
view agency decisions to remove or demote 
employees. This added responsibility will in- 
crease the OSC’s backlog and encourage the 
filing of less meritorious whistleblower com- 
plaints. Complainants with more meritorious 
matters will be adversely affected by addi- 
tional delays. 

Reductions in Senior Executive Retire- 
ment Annuities: AFGE also urges you oppose 
this provision that would remove covered 
service in calculating the annuities of VA 
senior executives who have been convicted of 
certain crimes. Pension recoupment is un- 
necessary and punitive, and would set an ex- 
tremely dangerous precedent throughout the 
federal government for requiring forfeiture 
of earned compensation. 

Unfair Bonus Recoupment Process: H.R. 
5620 provides the VA Secretary with unfet- 
tered discretion to set the criteria for 
recoupment of bonuses already paid to em- 
ployees. In addition, the bill is ambiguous 
about the appeals process that employees 
could utilize to challenge an unfair bonus 
recoupment decision. 

Unfair Process for Recoupment of Pay- 
ments for Relocation and Other Work Ex- 
penses: H.R. 5620 would give management 
overly broad authority to recoup allegedly 
improper reimbursements of work-related 
expenses. This overly broad and possibly un- 
constitutional provision could lead to more 
mismanagement and targeting of employees. 
VA already has ample authority to recoup 
improper payments, and payments made 
through misfeasance and malfeasance. In ad- 
dition, the Department already addressed 
abuse of relocation bonuses by eliminating 
its Appraised Value Offer program. The lack 
of appeal rights in the bill is likely to give 
rise to an unconstitutional taking. This pro- 
vision would further erode the morale of the 
VA workforce and discourage employees 
from relocating to hard-to-recruit locations 
to fill vacancies. 
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Thank you for considering the views of 
AFGE. If you need more information, please 
contact Marilyn Park of my staff. 

Sincerely yours, 
J. DAVID Cox, Sr., 
National President. 


Mr. TAKANO. The letter reads: ‘The 
drastic reductions in due process rights 
for every frontline VA employee pro- 
posed by this bill represents another 
familiar attempt to weaken the VA by 
weakening its dedicated workforce. 

“Changes proposed by H.R. 5620, in- 
cluding reduced time to respond to no- 
tices of proposed removals, reduced 
time to appeal to the Merit System 
Protection Board (MSPB), the loss of 
MSPB rights if that agency is back- 
logged, and unfair processes for recoup- 
ing bonuses and work expenses, will de- 
crease accountability by subjecting 
vocal employees who speak up against 
mismanagement and patient harm to 
more retaliation and harassment. The 
bill also would directly undermine the 
Department’s progress in filling vacan- 
cies and recruiting and retaining a 
strong VA workforce.” 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair- 
man, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

I include in the RECORD the letters 
from five veterans service organiza- 
tions in support of this legislation, 
H.R. 5620. 

THE AMERICAN LEGION, 
July 12, 2016. 
Hon. JEFF MILLER, 
Chairman, Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
House of Representatives, Washington, DC. 

CHAIRMAN MILLER: On behalf of the more 
than 2 million members of The American Le- 
gion, I express qualified support for H.R. 
5620, the VA Accountability First and Ap- 
peals Modernization Act of 2016. The bill 
would bring additional accountability meas- 
ures to the Department of Veterans Affairs 
while strengthening protections for whistle- 
blowers. Additionally, the bill would reform 
the department’s disability benefits appeals 
process—a top priority for VA leaders and 
many veterans service organizations. 

Veterans deserve a first rate agency to pro- 
vide for their needs, and the VA is an excel- 
lent agency that is unfortunately marred 
from time to time by bad actors that the 
complicated system of discipline makes dif- 
ficult to remove. Legislation to improve that 
process and make it easier to deal with these 
few, problem employees would help restore 
trust in what is otherwise an excellent sys- 
tem. However, we cannot support the prohi- 
bition on VA senior executives from receiv- 
ing awards or bonuses over the next five 
years. This overly punitive form of collective 
punishment is unfair and counterproductive 
to efforts to rebuild a leadership cadre after 
the extensive turnover experienced since the 
2014 wait time scandal. 

We wholeheartedly support the appeals 
modernization provisions in this legislation. 
They represent a combined team effort be- 
tween VA, Congress, and the Veteran Service 
Organizations to produce highly needed re- 
forms to the complex disability claims ap- 
peals system and The American Legion is 
proud of the work accomplished here. 

The American Legion thanks you for the 
leadership you have shown to bring improve- 


12555 


ment and more accountability to VA. We are 
committed to working with you and your 
House and Senate colleagues to shepherd a 
veterans benefits legislative package before 
this session ends that we can all be proud of. 
Sincerely, 
DALE BARNETT, 
National Commander. 
DAV, 
July 14, 2016. 
Hon. JEFF MILLER, 
Chairman, House Committee on Veterans’ Af- 
fairs, Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN MILLER: On behalf of DAV 
and our 1.3 million members, all of whom 
were injured or made ill during wartime 
service, I write to offer our support for H.R. 
5620, the “VA Accountability First and Ap- 
peals Modernization Act of 2016.” This legis- 
lation could significantly improve the abil- 
ity of veterans to receive more timely and 
accurate decisions on their claims and ap- 
peals for earned benefits. 

As you know, the number of appeals await- 
ing decisions has risen dramatically—to al- 
most 450,000—and the average time for an ap- 
peal decision is between three and five years, 
a delay that is simply unacceptable. To ad- 
dress this challenge, VA convened a 
workgroup in March consisting of DAV, 
other stakeholders and VA officials in order 
to seek common ground on a new framework 
for appeals. After months of intensive ef- 
forts, the workgroup reached consensus on a 
new framework for the appeals process that 
could offer veterans quicker decisions, while 
protecting their rights and prerogatives. 

H.R. 5620, which contains the new appeals 
framework, would make fundamental 
changes to the appeals process by creating 
multiple options to appeal or reconsider 
claims’ decisions, either formally to the 
Board or informally within the Veterans 
Benefits Administration. The central feature 
of the legislation would provide veterans 
three options, or ‘“‘lanes,’’ to appeal unfavor- 
able claims decisions; and if they were not 
satisfied with their decisions, they could 
continue to pursue one of the other two op- 
tions. As long as a veteran continuously pur- 
sues a new appeals option within one year of 
the last decision, they would be able to pre- 
serve their earliest effective date. This legis- 
lation also allows veterans to present new 
evidence and have a hearing before the Board 
or VBA if they so desire. 

If faithfully implemented as designed by 
the workgroup, and if fully funded by Con- 
gress and VA in the years ahead, H.R. 5620 
would make a marked improvement in the 
ability of veterans to get timely and accu- 
rate decisions on appeals of their claims. We 
urge the House to swiftly approve this legis- 
lation and then work with the Senate to 
reach agreement on final legislation that can 
be sent to the President to sign this year. 

Respectfully, 
GARRY J. AUGUSTINE, 
Executive Director, Washington Headquarters. 
VETERANS OF FOREIGN WARS, 
September 6, 2016. 
Hon. JEFF MILLER, 
Chairman, House Veterans’ Affairs Committee, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN MILLER: On behalf of the 
men and women of the Veterans of Foreign 
Wars of the United States (VFW) and our 
Auxiliaries, we are pleased to offer our sup- 
port for H.R. 5620, the VA Accountability 
First and Appeals Modernization Act of 2016. 

Your legislation would allow the Secretary 
of the Department of Veterans Affairs (VA) 
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to expeditiously remove or demote any VA 
employee based on poor performance or mis- 
conduct. For far too long, under performing 
employees have been allowed to continue 
working at VA, simply because the processes 
for removal are so protracted. The VFW be- 
lieves that employees should have some 
layer of protection, but that true account- 
ability must be enforced for those who will- 
fully fail to meet the standard. This is crit- 
ical to ensuring that VA consistently pro- 
vides the highest quality services, as well as 
continuing to restore veterans’ faith in the 
Department. 


Additionally, your legislation works to ad- 
dress concerns related to the appeal of a vet- 
eran’s disability compensation claim. Today, 
there are more than 450,000 appeals awaiting 
the years-long process to a final decision by 
the Board of Veterans’ Appeals. While the 
VFW insists that the right of the veteran to 
appeal must be continued and protected, 
common sense changes like those included in 
this legislation will help to eliminate back- 
logs, reduce the amount of time that vet- 
erans wait for their earned benefits, and still 
ensure that veterans receive the assistance 
needed when completing such appeals. 


The VFW commends your leadership on 
this issue and your commitment to meaning- 
ful VA reforms. We look forward to working 
with you to ensure the passage of this impor- 
tant legislation. 

Sincerely, 
RAYMOND C. KELLEY, 
Director, VFW National Legislative Service. 


PARALYZED VETERANS OF AMERICA, 
July 11, 2016. 
Hon. JEFF MILLER, 
Chairman, House Committee on Veterans’ Af- 
fairs, Washington, DC. 


DEAR CHAIRMAN MILLER: On behalf of Para- 
lyzed Veterans of America (PVA), I would 
like to offer our support for H.R. 5620, the 
“VA Accountability First and Appeals Mod- 
ernization Act.” This important legislation 
focuses on two important issues that must 
be addressed within the Department of Vet- 
erans Affairs (VA)—accountability at all lev- 
els and reform of the veterans’ claims ap- 
peals process. 


As you are aware, PVA has supported ef- 
forts to ensure proper accountability at all 
levels of the Department of Veterans Affairs 
(VA). Unfortunately, in recent years there 
have been numerous accounts of bad actors 
in VA senior management (and frankly lower 
level management) who have failed to fulfill 
the responsibility of their positions and in 
some cases arguably violated the law. The 
focus on accountability in this proposal 
strikes a reasonable balance to ensure VA 
leadership has the ability to manage per- 
sonnel while affording due process protec- 
tions to VA employees. 


Additionally, while work remains to en- 
sure appropriate implementation, this legis- 
lation advances critically needed appeals re- 
form. PVA, and our partners in the veterans’ 
service organization community, has been 
directly engaged with VA to affect meaning- 
ful appeals reform. This legislation reflects 
much of that work. However, we must em- 
phasize that VA needs a definitive plan to 
address implementation, specifically a plan 
to deal with the current inventory of ap- 
peals. 


Mr. Chairman, we applaud your commit- 
ment to strong accountability and meaning- 
ful appeals reform at the VA. We hope that 
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the Committee will consider and approve 
this important legislation expeditiously. 
Respectfully, 
SHERMAN GILLUMS, Jr., 
Executive Director, 
Paralyzed Veterans of America 
MILITARY OFFICERS 
ASSOCIATION OF AMERICA, 
August 16, 2016. 
Hon. JEFF MILLER, 
Chairman, Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
House of Representatives, Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN MILLER: On behalf of 
MOAA’s more than 390,000 members, I am 
writing to express our appreciation for your 
continuing efforts to improve accountability 
across the Department of Veterans Affairs 
(VA) and modernize the disability claims 
system through sponsorship of H.R. 5620, the 
VA Accountability First and Appeals Mod- 
ernization Act of 2016. 

This bill builds upon your earlier legisla- 
tion, H.R. 1994, the VA Accountability Act of 
2015, by further strengthening protections 
for whistleblowers, providing for removal or 
demotion of employees based on performance 
or misconduct, and reforming the disability 
benefits appeals process. 

MOAA appreciates your commitment to 
providing the Secretary of Veterans Affairs 
the additional authority to remove employ- 
ees for sub-standard performance and mis- 
conduct. However, we do have some concerns 
about setting a long-term prohibition on 
Senior Executive Service employee bonuses 
for the period 2017 to 2021, mentioned in Sec- 
tion 10. MOAA anticipates VA employees, 
who are striving to solve these very difficult 
problems, should have the ability to be re- 
warded for making progress. MOAA would 
prefer to see conditions placed on receipt of 
bonuses rather than implement a blanket 
prohibition. 

MOAA believes the result of change should 
be outcome-driven. That is, accountability 
mechanisms should be placed on achieving a 
desired outcome versus prescribing each step 
taken to reach that outcome. We support the 
restructuring of the VA claims adjudication 
process and the goal of providing veterans 
with more expeditious claim resolution. 
That said, we are concerned the proposed bill 
appears to eliminate the VA’s duty to assist 
veterans with their claims during the appeal 
process. MOAA believes continuing the VA’s 
duty to assist veterans during the appeal 
will be important to fair resolution of the 
claim. 

In closing, MOAA urges the House and Sen- 
ate Committees on Veterans’ Affairs to work 
together to reach agreement on how best to 
move forward on H.R. 5620 and S. 2921, the 
Veterans First Act, incorporating the nec- 
essary elements of accountability and ap- 
peals in order to achieve meaningful and sub- 
stantive reform before Congress adjourns 
this year. 

We deeply appreciate your support of our 
nation’s servicemembers, veterans and their 
families. MOAA looks forward to continuing 
cooperation with you in helping to resolve 
these important issues. 

Sincerely, 
LT. GEN. DANA T. ATKINS, USAF (RET), 
President and CEO. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, for all of the foregoing 
arguments that were made today, I 
urge all of my colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ 
on H.R. 5620. 
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I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair- 
man, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

I urge all Members to support H.R. 
5620, and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Chair, it is with great 
reluctance that | rise in opposition to H.R. 
5620. | am disappointed that my Republican 
colleagues have missed the opportunity to 
pass legislation that immediately reforms the 
Department of Veterans Affairs’ disability claim 
appeals backlog. Instead they are determined 
to push through a bill that they know deprives 
VA employees, many of whom are veterans, 
of due process and abridges their constitu- 
tional rights. 

Our veterans deserve better than the cur- 
rent disability appeals claim backlog system 
which currently has almost half a million 
claims. It is a system that has not been up- 
dated since the 1930s. My colleague, Rep- 
resentative DINA TITUS, has introduced legisla- 
tion that would decrease wait times and save 
the VA over $2.6 billion. Without this legisla- 
tion our veterans may soon have to wait over 
a decade for their appeal to process. That is 
unacceptable. | fully support Representative 
TITUS’s comprehensive solution to provide our 
veterans with expeditious and accurate service 
and | am pleased that it is included in this bill. 

However, | cannot support Sections 2 
through 8 and 10 of H.R. 5620 which are par- 
tisan and unconstitutional attempts by Repub- 
licans to punish VA employees. Republicans 
claim that their goal is to help veterans but 
they seemingly ignore that one-third of VA em- 
ployees are veterans themselves. They have 
tried to pass this so-called ‘administrative re- 
form’ before and faced the same constitutional 
challenges. It is incomprehensible that Repub- 
licans are wasting taxpayer time and re- 
sources pushing through this legislation. 

While accountability and reform at the VA 
are necessary, constitutional rights cannot be 
abrogated or dismissed simply because Re- 
publicans do not think that particular right is 
important. | am fully supportive of Ranking 
Member TAKANO’s amendment which adds ac- 
countability at the VA but still protects the 
rights of VA employees. Republicans cannot 
claim that Democrats are against account- 
ability because numerous amendments to 
H.R. 5620 adding accountability measures 
were introduced by Democrats, were unop- 
posed by Republicans and passed with bipar- 
tisan support on the House floor. 

| sincerely hope my Republican colleagues 
will introduce bipartisan legislation that they 
know can pass to give our veterans the serv- 
ice they deserve. 

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. MOONEY of 
West Virginia). All time for general de- 
bate has expired. 

Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be 
considered for amendment under the 5- 
minute rule. The bill shall be consid- 
ered as read. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 5620 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
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SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the “VA Accountability First and Appeals 

Modernization Act of 2016”. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con- 
tents for this Act is as follows: 

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 

Sec. 2. References to title 38, United States 
Code. 

Removal or demotion of employees 
based on performance or mis- 
conduct. 

Reduction of benefits for members of 
the Senior Executive Service 
within the Department of Vet- 
erans Affairs convicted of cer- 
tain crimes. 

Authority to recoup bonuses or 
awards paid to employees of De- 
partment of Veterans Affairs. 

Authority to recoup relocation ex- 
penses paid to or on behalf of 
employees of Department of 
Veterans Affairs. 

Senior executives: personnel actions 
based on performance or mis- 
conduct. 

Treatment of whistleblower com- 
plaints in Department of Vet- 
erans Affairs. 

9. Appeals reform. 

10. Limitation on awards and bonuses 
paid to senior executive em- 
ployees of Department of Vet- 
erans Affairs. 

SEC. 2. REFERENCES TO TITLE 38, UNITED 

STATES CODE. 

Except as otherwise expressly provided, 
whenever in this Act an amendment or re- 
peal is expressed in terms of an amendment 
to, or repeal of, a section or other provision, 
the reference shall be considered to be made 
to a section or other provision of title 38, 
United States Code. 

SEC. 3. REMOVAL OR DEMOTION OF EMPLOYEES 

BASED ON PERFORMANCE OR MIS- 
CONDUCT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 7 is amended by 

adding at the end the following new section: 


“§'715. Employees: removal or demotion based 
on performance or misconduct 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may re- 
move or demote an individual who is an em- 
ployee of the Department if the Secretary 
determines the performance or misconduct 
of the individual warrants such removal or 
demotion. If the Secretary so removes or de- 
motes such an individual, the Secretary 
may— 

“(1) remove the individual from the civil 
service (as defined in section 2101 of title 5); 
or 

“(2) demote the individual by means of— 

“(A) a reduction in grade for which the in- 
dividual is qualified and that the Secretary 
determines is appropriate; or 

‘“(B) a reduction in annual rate of pay that 
the Secretary determines is appropriate. 

‘(b) PAY OF CERTAIN DEMOTED INDIVID- 
UALS.—(1) Notwithstanding any other provi- 
sion of law, any individual subject to a de- 
motion under subsection (a)(2)(A) shall, be- 
ginning on the date of such demotion, re- 
ceive the annual rate of pay applicable to 
such grade. 

“(2) An individual so demoted may not be 
placed on administrative leave or any other 
category of paid leave during the period dur- 
ing which an appeal (if any) under this sec- 
tion is ongoing, and may only receive pay if 
the individual reports for duty. If an indi- 
vidual so demoted does not report for duty, 
such individual shall not receive pay or 
other benefits pursuant to subsection (e)(5). 


Sec. 3. 


Sec. 4. 


Sec. 5. 


Sec. 6. 


Sec. 7. 


Sec. 8. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
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“(c) NOTICE TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 
30 days after removing or demoting an indi- 
vidual under subsection (a), the Secretary 
shall submit to the Committees on Veterans’ 
Affairs of the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives notice in writing of such re- 
moval or demotion and the reason for such 
removal or demotion. 

‘“(d) PROCEDURE.—(1) Subsection (b) of sec- 
tion 7513 of title 5 shall apply with respect to 
a removal or a demotion under this section, 
except that the period for notice and re- 
sponse, which includes the advance notice 
period required by paragraph (1) of such sub- 
section and the response period required by 
paragraph (2) of such subsection, shall not 
exceed a total of ten calendar days. 

(2) The procedures under chapter 43 of 
title 5 shall not apply to a removal or demo- 
tion under this section. 

“(3)(A) Subject to subparagraph (B) and 
subsection (e), any removal or demotion 
under subsection (a) may be appealed to the 
Merit Systems Protection Board under sec- 
tion 7701 of title 5. 

‘“(B) An appeal under subparagraph (A) of a 
removal or demotion may only be made if 
such appeal is made not later than seven 
days after the date of such removal or demo- 
tion. 

‘“(e) EXPEDITED REVIEW BY MSPB.—(1) 
Upon receipt of an appeal under subsection 
(d)(3)(A), the Merit Systems Protection 
Board shall expedite any such appeal under 
such section and, in any such case, shall 
issue a decision not later than 60 days after 
the date of the appeal. 

(2) Notwithstanding section 17701(c)(1)(B) 
of title 5, the Merit Systems Protection 
Board shall uphold the decision of the Sec- 
retary to remove or demote an employee 
under subsection (a) if the decision is sup- 
ported by substantial evidence. 

(3) The decision of the Merit Systems 
Protection Board under paragraph (1), and 
any final removal or demotion described in 
paragraph (4), may be appealed to the United 
States Court of Appeals for the Federal Cir- 
cuit pursuant to section 7703 of title 5. Any 
decision by such Court shall be in compli- 
ance with section 7462(f)(2) of this title. 

“(4) In any case in which the Merit Sys- 
tems Protection Board cannot issue a deci- 
sion in accordance with the 60-day require- 
ment under paragraph (1), the removal or de- 
motion is final. In such a case, the Merit 
Systems Protection Board shall, within 14 
days after the date that such removal or de- 
motion is final, submit to Congress and the 
Committees on Veterans’ Affairs of the Sen- 
ate and House of Representatives a report 
that explains the reasons why a decision was 
not issued in accordance with such require- 
ment. 

“(5) The Merit Systems Protection Board 
may not stay any removal or demotion 
under this section. 

“(6) During the period beginning on the 
date on which an individual appeals a re- 
moval from the civil service under sub- 
section (d) and ending on the date that the 
Merit Systems Protection Board issues a 
final decision on such appeal, such individual 
may not receive any pay, awards, bonuses, 
incentives, allowances, differentials, student 
loan repayments, special payments, or bene- 
fits. 

“(7) To the maximum extent practicable, 
the Secretary shall provide to the Merit Sys- 
tems Protection Board such information and 
assistance as may be necessary to ensure an 
appeal under this subsection is expedited. 

““(f) WHISTLEBLOWER PROTECTION.—(1) In 
the case of an individual seeking corrective 
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action (or on behalf of whom corrective ac- 
tion is sought) from the Office of Special 
Counsel based on an alleged prohibited per- 
sonnel practice described in section 2302(b) of 
title 5, the Secretary may not remove or de- 
mote such individual under subsection (a) 
without the approval of the Special Counsel 
under section 1214(f) of title 5. 


“(2) In the case of an individual who has 
filed a whistleblower complaint, as such 
term is defined in section 741 of this title, 
the Secretary may not remove or demote 
such individual under subsection (a) until a 
final decision with respect to the whistle- 
blower complaint has been made. 


‘(¢) TERMINATION OF INVESTIGATIONS BY 
OFFICE OF SPECIAL COUNSEL.—Notwith- 
standing any other provision of law, the Spe- 
cial Counsel (established by section 1211 of 
title 5) may terminate an investigation of a 
prohibited personnel practice alleged by an 
employee or former employee of the Depart- 
ment after the Special Counsel provides to 
the employee or former employee a written 
statement of the reasons for the termination 
of the investigation. Such statement may 
not be admissible as evidence in any judicial 
or administrative proceeding without the 
consent of such employee or former em- 
ployee. 


‘(h) RELATION TO OTHER AUTHORITIES.— 
The authority provided by this section is in 
addition to the authority provided by sub- 
chapter V of chapter 74 of this title, sub- 
chapter II of chapter 75 of title 5, chapter 43 
of such title, and any other authority with 
respect to disciplining an individual. 


“(i) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) The term ‘individual’ means an indi- 
vidual occupying a position at the Depart- 
ment but does not include— 

“(A) an individual, as that term is defined 
in section 713(g)(1); or 

‘“(B) a political appointee. 

“(2) The term ‘grade’ has the meaning 
given such term in section 7511(a) of title 5. 

“(3) The term ‘misconduct’ includes ne- 
glect of duty, malfeasance, or failure to ac- 
cept a directed reassignment or to accom- 
pany a position in a transfer of function. 

“(4) The term ‘political appointee’ means 
an individual who is— 

“(A) employed in a position described 
under sections 5312 through 5316 of title 5 (re- 
lating to the Executive Schedule); 

‘(B) a limited term appointee, limited 
emergency appointee, or mnoncareer ap- 
pointee in the Senior Executive Service, as 
defined under paragraphs (5), (6), and (7), re- 
spectively, of section 3132(a) of title 5; or 

“(C) employed in a position of a confiden- 
tial or policy-determining character under 
schedule C of subpart C of part 213 of title 5 
of the Code of Federal Regulations.’’. 


(b) CLERICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND- 
MENTS.— 

(1) CLERICAL.—The table of sections at the 
beginning of chapter 7 is amended by insert- 
ing after the item relating to section 718 the 
following new item: 


‘715. Employees: removal or demotion based 
on performance or mis- 
conduct.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING.—Section 4803(f) of title 5, 

United States Code, is amended— 

(A) by striking “or” at the end of para- 

graph (2); 

(B) by striking the period at the end of 
paragraph (3) and inserting ‘‘, or”; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

“(4) any removal or demotion under sec- 

tion 715 of title 38.’’. 
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SEC. 4. REDUCTION OF BENEFITS FOR MEMBERS 
OF THE SENIOR EXECUTIVE SERV- 
ICE WITHIN THE DEPARTMENT OF 
VETERANS AFFAIRS CONVICTED OF 
CERTAIN CRIMES. 

(a) REDUCTION OF BENEFITS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 7 is further 
amended by inserting after section 715, as 
added by section 3, the following new sec- 
tion: 

“5717. Senior executives: reduction of bene- 
fits of individuals convicted of certain 
crimes 


‘“(a) REDUCTION OF ANNUITY FOR REMOVED 
EMPLOYEE.—(1) The Secretary shall order 
that the covered service of an individual re- 
moved from a senior executive position for 
performance or misconduct under section 713 
of this title, chapter 48 or subchapter V of 
chapter 75 of title 5, or any other provision 
of law shall not be taken into account for 
purposes of calculating an annuity with re- 
spect to such individual under chapter 83 or 
chapter 84 of title 5, if— 

“(A) the individual is convicted of a felony 
that influenced the individual’s performance 
while employed in the senior executive posi- 
tion; and 

“(B) before such order is made, the indi- 
vidual is afforded— 

“(i) notice of the order and an opportunity 
to respond to the order; and 

“(ii) consistent with paragraph (2), an op- 
portunity to appeal the order to another de- 
partment or agency of the Federal Govern- 
ment. 

‘“(2) If a final decision on an appeal made 
under paragraph (1)(B)(ii) is not made by the 
applicable department or agency of the Fed- 
eral Government within 30 days after receiv- 
ing such appeal, the order of the Secretary 
under paragraph (1) shall be final and not 
subject to further appeal. 

‘(b) REDUCTION OF ANNUITY FOR RETIRED 
EMPLOYEE.—(1) The Secretary may order 
that the covered service of an individual who 
is subject to a removal or transfer action for 
performance or misconduct under section 713 
of this title, chapter 43 or subchapter V of 
chapter 75 of title 5, or any other provision 
of law but who leaves employment at the De- 
partment prior to the issuance of a final de- 
cision with respect to such action shall not 
be taken into account for purposes of calcu- 
lating an annuity with respect to such indi- 
vidual under chapter 83 or chapter 84 of title 
5, if— 

“(A) the individual is convicted of a felony 
that influenced the individual’s performance 
while employed in the senior executive posi- 
tion; and 

“(B) before such order is made, the indi- 
vidual is afforded notice and an opportunity 
for a hearing conducted by another depart- 
ment or agency of the Federal Government. 

“(2) The Secretary shall make such an 
order not later than seven days after the 
date of the conclusion of a hearing referred 
to in paragraph (1)(B) that determines that 
such order is lawful. 

“(c) ADMINISTRATIVE REQUIREMENTS.—(1) 
Not later than 30 days after the Secretary 
issues an order under subsection (a) or (b), 
the Director of the Office of Personnel Man- 
agement shall recalculate the annuity of the 
individual. 

“(2) A decision regarding whether the cov- 
ered service of an individual shall be taken 
into account for purposes of calculating an 
annuity under subsection (a) or (b) is final 
and may not be reviewed by any department 
or agency or any court. 

“(d) LUMP-SUM ANNUITY CREDIT.—Any indi- 
vidual with respect to whom an annuity is 
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reduced under subsection (a) or (b) shall be 

entitled to be paid so much of such individ- 

ual’s lump-sum credit as is attributable to 
the period of covered service. 

‘“(e) SPOUSE OR CHILDREN EXCEPTION.—The 
Secretary, in consultation with the Office of 
Personnel Management, shall prescribe regu- 
lations that may provide for the payment to 
the spouse or children of any individual re- 
ferred to in subsection (a) or (b) of any 
amounts which (but for this subsection) 
would otherwise have been nonpayable by 
reason of such subsections. Any such regula- 
tions shall be consistent with the require- 
ments of section 8332(0)(5) and 8411(1)(5) of 
title 5, as the case may be. 

‘“(f) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) The term ‘covered service’ means, with 
respect to an individual subject to a removal 
or transfer for performance or misconduct 
under section 713 of this title, chapter 48 or 
subchapter V of chapter 75 of title 5, or any 
other provision of law, the period of service 
beginning on the date that the Secretary de- 
termines under such applicable provision 
that the individual engaged in activity that 
gave rise to such action and ending on the 
date that the individual is removed or trans- 
ferred from the senior executive position or 
leaves employment at the Department prior 
to the issuance of a final decision with re- 
spect to such action, as the case may be. 

“(2) The term ‘lump-sum credit’ has the 
meaning given such term in section 8331(8) or 
section 8401(19) of title 5, as the case may be. 

(3) The term ‘senior executive position’ 
has the meaning given such term in section 
718(¢)(8) of this title. 

“(4) The term ‘service’ has the meaning 
given such term in section 8331(12) or section 
8401(26) of title 5, as the case may be.”. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 7 of such 
title is amended by inserting after the item 
relating to section 715, as added by section 3, 
the following new item: 

‘717. Senior executives: reduction of benefits 
of individuals convicted of cer- 
tain crimes.’’. 

(b) APPLICATION.—Section 717 of title 38, 
United States Code, as added by subsection 
(a)(1), shall apply to any action of removal or 
transfer under section 713 of title 38, United 
States Code, commencing on or after the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 

SEC. 5. AUTHORITY TO RECOUP BONUSES OR 
AWARDS PAID TO EMPLOYEES OF 
DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AF- 
FAIRS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 7 is further 
amended by inserting after section 717, as 
added by section 4, the following new sec- 
tion: 

“$719. Recoupment of bonuses or awards 

paid to employees of Department 

“(a) RECOUPMENT.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, the Secretary may 
issue an order directing an employee of the 
Department to repay the amount, or a por- 
tion of the amount, of any award or bonus 
paid to the employee under title 5, including 
under chapters 45 or 53 of such title, or this 
title if— 

“(1) the Secretary determines such repay- 
ment appropriate pursuant to regulations 
prescribed under subsection (c); and 

““(2) before such repayment, the employee 
is afforded notice and an opportunity for a 
hearing conducted by another department or 
agency of the Federal Government. 

‘“(b) REVIEW.—(1) Upon the issuance of an 
order by the Secretary under subsection (a), 
the employee shall be afforded— 

“(A) notice of the order and an opportunity 
to respond to the order; and 
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‘“(B) consistent with paragraph (2), an op- 
portunity to appeal the order to another de- 
partment or agency of the Federal Govern- 
ment. 

‘“(2) If a final decision on an appeal made 
under paragraph (1)(B) is not made by the ap- 
plicable department or agency of the Federal 
Government within 30 days after receiving 
such appeal, the order of the Secretary under 
subsection (a) shall be final and not subject 
to further appeal. 

“(c) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary shall 
prescribe regulations to carry out this sec- 
tion.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of such chapter, as 
amended by section 4, is amended by insert- 
ing after the item relating to section 717 the 
following new item: 

‘719. Recoupment of bonuses or awards paid 

to employees of Department.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Section 719 of title 
38, United States Code, as added by sub- 
section (a), shall apply with respect to an 
award or bonus paid by the Secretary of Vet- 
erans Affairs to an employee of the Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs on or after the date 
of the enactment of this Act. 

(d) CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this Act or 
the amendments made by this Act may be 
construed to modify the certification issued 
by the Office of Personnel Management and 
the Office of Management and Budget re- 
garding the performance appraisal system of 
the Senior Executive Service of the Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs. 

SEC. 6. AUTHORITY TO RECOUP RELOCATION EX- 
PENSES PAID TO OR ON BEHALF OF 
EMPLOYEES OF DEPARTMENT OF 
VETERANS AFFAIRS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 7 is further 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new section: 

“$721. Recoupment of relocation expenses 

paid on behalf of employees of Department 
“(a) RECOUPMENT.—(1) Notwithstanding 
any other provision of law, the Secretary 
may direct an employee of the Department 
to repay the amount, or a portion of the 
amount, paid to or on behalf of the employee 
under title 5 for relocation expenses, includ- 
ing any expenses under section 5724 or 5724a 
of such title, or this title if— 

“(A) the Secretary determines that— 

“(i) the employee has committed an act of 
fraud, waste, or malfeasance; and 

“(ii) such repayment is appropriate pursu- 
ant to regulations prescribed under sub- 
section (c); and 

‘“(B) before such repayment is ordered, the 
individual is afforded— 

“(i) notice of the determination of the Sec- 
retary and an opportunity to respond to the 
determination; and 

“(ii) consistent with paragraph (2), an op- 
portunity to appeal the determination to an- 
other department or agency of the Federal 
Government. 

‘“(2) If a final decision on an appeal made 
under paragraph (1)(B)(ii) is not made by the 
applicable department or agency of the Fed- 
eral Government within 30 days after receiv- 
ing such appeal, the order of the Secretary 
under paragraph (1) shall be final and not 
subject to further appeal. 

“(b) REVIEW.—A decision regarding a re- 
payment by an employee pursuant to sub- 
section (a)(1)(B)(ii) is final and may not be 
reviewed by any department, agency, or 
court. 

“(c) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary shall 
prescribe regulations to carry out this sec- 
tion.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of such chapter is 
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further amended by adding at the end the 
following new item: 


‘721. Recoupment of relocation expenses paid 
to or on behalf of employees of 
Department.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Section 721 of title 
38, United States Code, as added by sub- 
section (a), shall apply with respect to an 
amount paid by the Secretary of Veterans 
Affairs to or on behalf of an employee of the 
Department of Veterans Affairs for reloca- 
tion expenses on or after the date of the en- 
actment of this Act. 

(d) CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this section 
or the amendments made by this section 
may be construed to modify the certification 
issued by the Office of Personnel Manage- 
ment and the Office of Management and 
Budget regarding the performance appraisal 
system of the Senior Executive Service of 
the Department of Veterans Affairs. 

SEC. 7. SENIOR EXECUTIVES: PERSONNEL AC- 
TIONS BASED ON PERFORMANCE OR 
MISCONDUCT. 

(a) EXPANSION OF COVERED PERSONNEL AC- 
TIONS.—Section 713 is amended in subsection 
(a)(1) by inserting after ‘‘such removal.” the 
following: “If the Secretary determines that 
the performance or misconduct of such an in- 
dividual does not merit removal from the 
senior executive service position, the Sec- 
retary may suspend, reprimand, or admonish 
the individual.’’. 

(b) REMOVAL OF APPEAL TO MERIT SYSTEMS 
PROTECTION BOARD.—Section 713 is further 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘so re- 
moves” and inserting ‘‘removes’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

“(3) On the date that is 5 days before tak- 
ing any personnel action against a senior ex- 
ecutive under paragraph (1), the Secretary 
shall provide the individual with— 

“(A) notice in writing of the proposed per- 
sonnel action, including the reasons for such 
action; and 

‘“(B) an opportunity to respond to the pro- 
posed personnel action within the 5-day pe- 
riod.”’; 

(2) in subsection (b)(2)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘under this section” and 
inserting ‘‘under section 723”; and 

(B) by striking the second sentence; 

(3) in subsection (c)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘30’’ and inserting ‘‘5’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘and the reason for such re- 
moval or transfer” and inserting ‘‘, the rea- 
son for such removal or transfer, the name 
and position of the employee, and all charg- 
ing documents and evidence pertaining to 
such removal or transfer’’; 

(4) by striking subsections (d) and (e) and 
inserting the following: 

““(d) PROCEDURE.—(1) The procedures under 
title 5 shall not apply to any personnel ac- 
tion under this section. 

‘“(2) A personnel action under this sec- 
tion— 

“(A) may be appealed to the Senior Execu- 
tive Disciplinary Appeals Board under sec- 
tion 723; and 

‘“(B) may not be appealed to the Merit Sys- 
tems Protection Board under section 7701 of 
title 5.”; 

(5) by redesignating subsections (f) and (g) 
as subsections (e) and (f), respectively; and 

(6) in subsection (f), as redesignated by 
paragraph (5), by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing: 

‘(4) The term ‘suspend’ means the placing 
of an individual in a temporary status with- 
out duties and pay for a period greater than 
14 days.’’. 
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(c) REMOVAL OF EXPEDITED PROCEDURES.— 
Section 707 of the Veterans Access, Choice, 
and Accountability Act of 2014 (88 U.S.C. 713 
note) is amended by— 

(1) striking subsection (b); and 

(2) redesignating subsections (c) and (d) as 
subsections (b) and (c), respectively. 

(d) SENIOR EXECUTIVE DISCIPLINARY AP- 
PEALS BOARD.—Chapter 7 is further amended 
by inserting after section 721, as added by 
section 6, the following new section: 

“§ 723. Senior Executive Disciplinary Appeals 

Board 

“(a) The Secretary shall from time to time 
appoint a board to hear appeals of any per- 
sonnel action taken under section 713. Such 
board shall be known as the Senior Execu- 
tive Disciplinary Appeals Board (hereinafter 
referred to as the ‘Board’). Each Board shall 
consist of 3 employees of the Department. 
The Board shall have exclusive jurisdiction 
to review any personnel action under section 
713. 

‘“(b) Upon an appeal of such a personnel ac- 
tion, the Senior Executive Disciplinary Ap- 
peals Board shall— 

“(1) review all evidence provided by the 
Secretary and the appellant; and 

‘“(2) issue a decision not later than 21 days 
after the date of the appeal. 

“(c) The Board shall afford an employee 
appealing a personnel action an opportunity 
for an oral hearing. If such a hearing is held, 
the appellant may be represented by counsel. 

““(d) The Board shall uphold the decision of 
the Secretary if— 

“(1) there is substantial evidence sup- 
porting the decision; and 

(2) the applicable personnel action is 
within the tolerable bounds of reasonable- 
ness. 

‘“(e) If the Board issues a decision under 
this section that reverses or otherwise miti- 
gates the applicable personnel action, the 
Secretary may reverse the decision of the 
Board. Consistent with the requirements of 
subsection (g), the decision of the Secretary 
under this subsection shall be final. 

“(f) In any case in which the Board cannot 
issue a decision in accordance with the 21- 
day requirement under subsection (b)(2), the 
personnel action is final. 

“(g) A petition to review a final order or 
final decision of the Secretary or the Board 
under this section shall be filed in the United 
States Court of Appeals for the Federal Cir- 
cuit. Any decision by such Court shall be in 
compliance with section 7462(f)(2) of this 
title. 

“(h) During the period beginning on the 
date on which an individual appeals a re- 
moval from the civil service under section 
7138(d) and ending on the date that the Board 
or Secretary issues a final decision on such 
appeal, such individual may not receive any 
pay, awards, bonuses, incentives, allowances, 
differentials, student loan repayments, spe- 
cial payments, or benefits.’’. 

(e) TECHNICAL AND CLERICAL AMEND- 
MENTS.— 

(1) TECHNICAL AMENDMENT.—The section 
heading of section 713 is amended to read as 
follows: Senior executives: personnel actions 
based on performance or misconduct. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—The table of 
contents for such chapter is further amend- 
ed— 

(A) by striking the item relating to section 
713 and inserting the following: 

‘713. Senior executives: personnel actions 
based on performance or mis- 
conduct.’’; 

and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 
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“723. Senior Executive Disciplinary Appeals 
Board.’’. 

(f) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this 
section or section 731 of title 38, United 
States Code, (as added by subsection (c)) 
shall be construed to apply to an appeal of a 
removal, transfer, or other personnel action 
that was pending before the date of the en- 
actment of this Act. 

SEC. 8. TREATMENT OF WHISTLEBLOWER COM- 
PLAINTS IN DEPARTMENT OF VET- 
ERANS AFFAIRS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 7 is further 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subchapter: 

“SUBCHAPTER II—WHISTLEBLOWER 

COMPLAINTS 
“§ 741. Whistleblower complaint defined 

“In this subchapter, the term ‘whistle- 
blower complaint’ means a complaint by an 
employee of the Department disclosing, or 
assisting another employee to disclose, a po- 
tential violation of any law, rule, or regula- 
tion, or gross mismanagement, gross waste 
of funds, abuse of authority, or substantial 
and specific danger to public health and safe- 
ty. 

“$742. Treatment of whistleblower com- 
plaints 

“(a) FILING.—(1) In addition to any other 
method established by law in which an em- 
ployee may file a whistleblower complaint, 
an employee of the Department may file a 
whistleblower complaint in accordance with 
subsection (g) with a supervisor of the em- 
ployee. 

‘“(2) Except as provided by subsection 
(d)(1), in making a whistleblower complaint 
under paragraph (1), an employee shall file 
the initial complaint with the immediate su- 
pervisor of the employee. 

‘*(b) NOTIFICATION.—(1) Not later than four 
business days after the date on which a su- 
pervisor receives a whistleblower complaint 
by an employee under this section, the su- 
pervisor shall notify, in writing, the em- 
ployee of whether the supervisor determines 
that there is a reasonable likelihood that the 
complaint discloses a violation of any law, 
rule, or regulation, or gross mismanagement, 
gross waste of funds, abuse of authority, or 
substantial and specific danger to public 
health and safety. The supervisor shall re- 
tain written documentation regarding the 
whistleblower complaint and shall submit to 
the next-level supervisor a written report on 
the complaint. 

“(2) On a monthly basis, the supervisor 
shall submit to the appropriate director or 
other official who is superior to the super- 
visor a written report that includes the num- 
ber of whistleblower complaints received by 
the supervisor under this section during the 
month covered by the report, the disposition 
of such complaints, and any actions taken 
because of such complaints pursuant to sub- 
section (c). In the case in which such a direc- 
tor or official carries out this paragraph, the 
director or official shall submit such month- 
ly report to the supervisor of the director or 
official. 

‘(c) POSITIVE DETERMINATION.—If a super- 
visor makes a positive determination under 
subsection (b)(1) regarding a whistleblower 
complaint of an employee, the supervisor 
shall include in the notification to the em- 
ployee under such subsection the specific ac- 
tions that the supervisor will take to address 
the complaint. 

‘(d) FILING COMPLAINT WITH NEXT-LEVEL 
SUPERVISORS.—(1) If any circumstance de- 
scribed in paragraph (3) is met, an employee 
may file a whistleblower complaint in ac- 
cordance with subsection (g) with the next- 
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level supervisor who shall treat such com- 

plaint in accordance with this section. 

‘“(2) An employee may file a whistleblower 
complaint with the Secretary if the em- 
ployee has filed the whistleblower complaint 
to each level of supervisors between the em- 
ployee and the Secretary in accordance with 
paragraph (1). 

“(3) A circumstance described in this para- 
graph are any of the following cir- 
cumstances: 

“(A) A supervisor does not make a timely 
determination under subsection (b)(1) re- 
garding a whistleblower complaint. 

‘(B) The employee who made a whistle- 
blower complaint determines that the super- 
visor did not adequately address the com- 
plaint pursuant to subsection (c). 

“(C) The immediate supervisor of the em- 
ployee is the basis of the whistleblower com- 
plaint. 

‘(e) TRANSFER OF EMPLOYEE WHO FILES 
WHISTLEBLOWER COMPLAINT.—If a supervisor 
makes a positive determination under sub- 
section (b)(1) regarding a whistleblower com- 
plaint filed by an employee, the Secretary 
shall— 

“(1) inform the employee of the ability to 
volunteer for a transfer in accordance with 
section 3352 of title 5; and 

‘(2) give preference to the employee for 
such a transfer in accordance with such sec- 
tion. 

‘(f) PROHIBITION ON EXEMPTION.—The Sec- 
retary may not exempt any employee of the 
Department from being covered by this sec- 
tion. 

“(g) WHISTLEBLOWER COMPLAINT FORM.—(1) 
A whistleblower complaint filed by an em- 
ployee under subsection (a) or (d) shall con- 
sist of the form described in paragraph (2) 
and any supporting materials or documenta- 
tion the employee determines necessary. 

‘“(2) The form described in this paragraph 
is a form developed by the Secretary, in con- 
sultation with the Special Counsel, that in- 
cludes the following: 

“(A) An explanation of the purpose of the 
whistleblower complaint form. 

“(B) Instructions for filing a whistleblower 
complaint as described in this section. 

“(C) An explanation that filing a whistle- 
blower complaint under this section does not 
preclude the employee from any other meth- 
od established by law in which an employee 
may file a whistleblower complaint. 

‘(D) A statement directing the employee 
to information accessible on the Internet 
website of the Department as described in 
section 745(c). 

‘“(E) Fields for the employee to provide— 

“(i) the date that the form is submitted; 

“(ii) the name of the employee; 

“(iii) the contact information of the em- 
ployee; 

“(iv) a summary of the whistleblower com- 
plaint (including the option to append sup- 
porting documents pursuant to paragraph 
(1)); and 

‘“(v) proposed solutions to complaint. 

“(F) Any other information or fields that 
the Secretary determines appropriate. 

“(3) The Secretary, in consultation with 
the Special Counsel, shall develop the form 
described in paragraph (2) by not later than 
60 days after the date of the enactment of 
this section. 

“$743. Adverse actions against supervisory 
employees who commit prohibited per- 
sonnel actions relating to whistleblower 
complaints 
“(a) IN GENERAL.—(1) In accordance with 

paragraph (2), the Secretary shall carry out 

the following adverse actions against super- 
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visory employees whom the Secretary, an 
administrative judge, the Merit Systems 
Protection Board, the Office of Special Coun- 
sel, an adjudicating body provided under a 
union contract, a Federal judge, or the In- 
spector General of the Department deter- 
mines committed a prohibited personnel ac- 
tion described in subsection (c): 

“(A) With respect to the first offense, an 
adverse action that is not less than a 14-day 
suspension and not more than removal. 

‘“(B) With respect to the second offense, re- 
moval. 


“*(2)(A) Except as provided by subparagraph 
(B), and notwithstanding subsections (b) and 
(c) of section 7513 and section 7548 of title 5, 
the provisions of subsections (d) and (e) of 
section 713 of this title shall apply with re- 
spect to an adverse action carried out under 
paragraph (1). 


‘“(B) An employee who is notified of being 
the subject of a proposed adverse action 
under paragraph (1) may not be given more 
than five days following such notification to 
provide evidence to dispute such proposed 
adverse action. If the employee does not pro- 
vide any such evidence, or if the Secretary 
determines that such evidence is not suffi- 
cient to reverse the determination to pro- 
pose the adverse action, the Secretary shall 
carry out the adverse action following such 
five-day period. 


“(b) LIMITATION ON OTHER ADVERSE AC- 
TIONS.—With respect to a prohibited per- 
sonnel action described in subsection (c), if 
the Secretary carries out an adverse action 
against a supervisory employee, the Sec- 
retary may carry out an additional adverse 
action under this section based on the same 
prohibited personnel action if the total se- 
verity of the adverse actions do not exceed 
the level specified in subsection (a). 


“(c) PROHIBITED PERSONNEL ACTION DE- 
SCRIBED.—A prohibited personnel action de- 
scribed in this subsection is any of the fol- 
lowing actions: 

“(1) Taking or failing to take a personnel 
action in violation of section 2302 of title 5 
against an employee relating to the em- 
ployee— 

“(A) filing a whistleblower complaint in 
accordance with section 742 of this title; 

“(B) filing a whistleblower complaint with 
the Inspector General of the Department, the 
Special Counsel, or Congress; 

“(C) providing information or partici- 
pating as a witness in an investigation of a 
whistleblower complaint in accordance with 
section 742 or with the Inspector General of 
the Department, the Special Counsel, or Con- 
gress; 

“(D) participating in an audit or investiga- 
tion by the Comptroller General of the 
United States; 

‘“(E) refusing to perform an action that is 
unlawful or prohibited by the Department; 
or 

“(F) engaging in communications that are 
related to the duties of the position or are 
otherwise protected. 

““(2) Preventing or restricting an employee 
from making an action described in any of 
subparagraphs (A) through (F) of paragraph 
(1). 

(3) Conducting a peer review or opening a 
retaliatory investigation relating to an ac- 
tivity of an employee that is protected by 
section 2302 of title 5. 

““(4) Requesting a contractor to carry out 
an action that is prohibited by section 
4705(b) or section 4712(a)(1) of title 41, as the 
case may be. 
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“$744, Evaluation criteria of supervisors and 
treatment of bonuses 

“(a) EVALUATION CRITERIA.—(1) In evalu- 
ating the performance of supervisors of the 
Department, the Secretary shall include the 
criteria described in paragraph (2). 

‘(2) The criteria described in this sub- 
section are the following: 

“(A) Whether the supervisor treats whis- 
tleblower complaints in accordance with sec- 
tion 742. 

‘(B) Whether the appropriate deciding offi- 
cial, performance review board, or perform- 
ance review committee determines that the 
supervisor was found to have committed a 
prohibited personnel action described in sec- 
tion 748(b) by an administrative judge, the 
Merit Systems Protection Board, the Office 
of Special Counsel, an adjudicating body pro- 
vided under a union contract, a Federal 
judge, or, in the case of a settlement of a 
whistleblower complaint (regardless of 
whether any fault was assigned under such 
settlement), the Secretary. 

““(o) BONUSES.—(1) The Secretary may not 
pay to a supervisor described in subsection 
(a)(2)(B) an award or bonus under this title 
or title 5, including under chapter 45 or 53 of 
such title, during the one-year period begin- 
ning on the date on which the determination 
was made under such subsection. 

‘(2) Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, the Secretary shall issue an order di- 
recting a supervisor described in subsection 
(a)(2)(B) to repay the amount of any award 
or bonus paid under this title or title 5, in- 
cluding under chapter 45 or 53 of such title, 
if— 

“(A) such award or bonus was paid for per- 
formance during a period in which the super- 
visor committed a prohibited personnel ac- 
tion as determined pursuant to such sub- 
section (a)(2)(B); 

‘(B) the Secretary determines such repay- 
ment appropriate pursuant to regulations 
prescribed by the Secretary to carry out this 
section; and 

‘(C) before such order is made, the super- 
visor is afforded— 

“(i) notice of the order and an opportunity 
to respond to the order; and 

“(ii) an opportunity to appeal the order to 
another department or agency of the Federal 
Government, except that any such depart- 
ment or agency shall issue a final decision 
with respect to such appeal not later than 
the date that is 30 days after the date the de- 
partment or agency received such appeal. 
“$745. Training regarding whistleblower 

complaints 

“(a) TRAINING.—The Secretary, in coordi- 
nation with the Whistleblower Protection 
Ombudsman designated under section 
3(d)(1)(C) of the Inspector General Act of 1978 
(5 U.S.C. App.), shall annually provide to 
each employee of the Department training 
regarding whistleblower complaints, includ- 
ing— 

“(1) an explanation of each method estab- 
lished by law in which an employee may file 
a whistleblower complaint; 

‘“(2) an explanation of prohibited personnel 
actions described by section 743(c) of this 
title; 

‘(3) with respect to supervisors, how to 
treat whistleblower complaints in accord- 
ance with section 742 of this title; 

(4) the right of the employee to petition 
Congress regarding a whistleblower com- 
plaint in accordance with section 7211 of title 
5; 

‘“(5) an explanation that the employee may 
not be prosecuted or reprised against for dis- 
closing information to Congress in instances 
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where such disclosure is permitted by law, 
including under sections 5701, 5705, and 7742 
of this title, under section 552a of title 5 
(commonly referred to as the Privacy Act), 
under chapter 93 of title 18, and pursuant to 
regulations promulgated under section 264(c) 
of the Health Insurance Portability and Ac- 
countability Act of 1996 (Public Law 104-191); 

‘“(6) an explanation of the language that is 
required to be included in all nondisclosure 
policies, forms, and agreements pursuant to 
section 115(a)(1) of the Whistleblower Protec- 
tion Enhancement Act of 2012 (5 U.S.C. 2302 
note); and 

‘“(7) the right of contractors to be pro- 
tected from reprisal for the disclosure of cer- 
tain information under section 4705 or 4712 of 
title 41. 

“(b) CERTIFICATION.—The Secretary shall 
annually provide training on merit system 
protection in a manner that the Special 
Counsel certifies as being satisfactory. 

““(¢) PUBLICATION.—(1) The Secretary shall 
publish on the Internet website of the De- 
partment, and display prominently at each 
facility of the Department, the rights of an 
employee to file a whistleblower complaint, 
including the information described in para- 
graphs (1) through (7) of subsection (a). 

‘“(2) The Secretary shall publish on the 
Internet website of the Department, the 
whistleblower complaint form described in 
section 742(g)(2). 


“$746. Notice to Congress 


“Not later than 30 days after the date on 
which the Secretary receives from the Spe- 
cial Counsel information relating to a whis- 
tleblower complaint pursuant to section 1213 
of title 5, the Secretary shall notify the 
Committees on Veterans’ Affairs of the 
House of Representatives and the Senate, the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform of the House of Representatives, and 
the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs of the Senate of such 
information, including the determination 
made by the Special Counsel.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AND CLERICAL AMEND- 
MENTS.— 

(1) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Such chapter 
is further amended by inserting before sec- 
tion 701 the following: 

“SUBCHAPTER I—GENERAL EMPLOYEE 

MATTERS”. 


(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of such chapter is 
amended— 

(A) by inserting before the item relating to 
section 701 the following new item: 


“SUBCHAPTER I—GENERAL EMPLOYEE 
MATTERS”; 


and 
(B) by adding at the end the following new 
items: 
““SUBCHAPTER II—WHISTLEBLOWER 
COMPLAINTS 


Whistleblower complaint defined. 

Treatment of whistleblower 
plaints. 

Adverse actions against supervisory 
employees who commit prohib- 
ited personnel actions relating 
to whistleblower complaints. 

Evaluation criteria of supervisors and 
treatment of bonuses. 

Training regarding whistleblower com- 
plaints. 

“746. Notice to Congress.’’. 

SEC. 9. APPEALS REFORM. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 101 of title 38, 

United States Code, is amended by adding at 

the end the following new paragraphs: 


“741, 


“742. com- 


743. 


“744, 


“745, 
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(384) The term ‘Agency of Original Juris- 
diction’ means the activity which entered 
the original determination with regard to a 
claim for benefits under this title. 

‘(385) The term ‘relevant evidence’ means 
evidence that tends to prove or disprove a 
matter in issue.’’. 

(b) NOTICE TO CLAIMANTS OF REQUIRED IN- 
FORMATION AND EVIDENCE.—Section 5103 of 
title 38, United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(2)(B)(i) by striking ‘‘, a 
claim for reopening a prior decision on a 
claim, or a claim for an increase in bene- 
fits;’ and inserting ‘‘or a supplemental 
claim;’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b) by adding at the end 
the following new paragraph: 

(6) Nothing in this section shall require 
notice to be sent for a supplemental claim 
that is filed within the timeframe set forth 
in subsections (a)(2)(B) and (a)(2)(D) of sec- 
tion 5110 of this title.’’. 

(c) RULE WITH RESPECT TO DISALLOWED 
CLAIMS.—Section 5103A(f) of title 38, United 
States Code, is amended to read as follows: 

“(f) RULE WITH RESPECT TO DISALLOWED 
CLAIMS.—Nothing in this section shall be 
construed to require the Secretary to readju- 
dicate a claim that has been disallowed ex- 
cept when new and relevant evidence is pre- 
sented or secured, as described in section 
5108 of this title.’’. 

(d) OTHER MATTERS.—Chapter 51 of title 38, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after section 5103A the following new sec- 
tions: 

“§5103B. Applicability of duty to assist 

“(a) TIME FRAME.—The Secretary’s duty to 
assist under section 5103A of this title shall 
apply only to a claim, or supplemental 
claim, for a benefit under a law administered 
by the Secretary until the time that a claim- 
ant is provided notice of the decision of the 
agency of original jurisdiction decision with 
respect to such claim, or supplemental 
claim, under section 5104 of this title. 

“(b) NON-APPLICABILITY TO CERTAIN RE- 
VIEWS AND APPEALS.—The Secretary’s duty 
to assist under section 5103A of this title 
shall not apply to higher-level review by the 
agency of original jurisdiction, pursuant to 
section 5104B of this title, or to review on ap- 
peal by the Board of Veterans’ Appeals. 

“(c) CORRECTION OF DUTY To ASSIST ER- 
RORS.—(1) If, during review of the decision of 
the agency of original jurisdiction under sec- 
tion 5104B of this title, the higher-level re- 
viewer identifies an error on the part of the 
agency of original jurisdiction to satisfy its 
duties under section 5103A of this title, and 
that error occurred prior to the decision of 
the agency of original jurisdiction being re- 
viewed, the higher-level reviewer shall re- 
turn the claim for correction of such error 
and readjudication unless the claim can be 
granted in full. 

““(2) If the Board, during review on appeal 
of a decision of the agency of original juris- 
diction decision, identifies an error on the 
part of the agency of original jurisdiction to 
satisfy its duties under section 5103A of this 
title, and that error occurred prior to the de- 
cision of the agency of original jurisdiction 
on appeal, the Board shall remand the claim 
to the agency of original jurisdiction for cor- 
rection of such error and readjudication un- 
less the claim can be granted in full. Remand 
for correction of such error may include di- 
recting the agency of original jurisdiction to 
obtain an advisory medical opinion under 
section 5109 of this title. 

“$5104A. Binding nature of favorable findings 

“Any finding favorable to the claimant as 
described in section 5104(b)(4) of this title 
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shall be binding on all subsequent adjudica- 
tors within the department, unless clear and 
convincing evidence is shown to the contrary 
to rebut such favorable finding. 


“§5104B. Higher-level review by the agency 
of original jurisdiction 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The claimant may re- 
quest a review of the decision of the agency 
of original jurisdiction by a higher-level ad- 
judicator within the jurisdiction of the agen- 
cy of original jurisdiction. 

“(b) TIME AND MANNER OF REQUEST.—A re- 
quest for higher-level review by the agency 
of original jurisdiction must be in writing in 
the form prescribed by the Secretary and 
made within one year of the notice of the de- 
cision of the agency of original jurisdiction. 
Such request may specifically indicate 
whether such review is requested by a high- 
er-level adjudicator at the same office within 
the agency of original jurisdiction or by an 
adjudicator at a different office of the agen- 
cy of original jurisdiction. 

“(c) DECISION.—Notice of a higher-level re- 
view decision under this section shall be pro- 
vided in writing. 

‘(d) EVIDENTIARY RECORD FOR REVIEW.— 
The evidentiary record before the higher- 
level reviewer shall be limited to the evi- 
dence of record in the decision of the agency 
of original jurisdiction being reviewed. 

“(e) DE Novo REVIEW.—Higher-level review 
under this section shall be de novo.”’. 

(e) NOTICE OF DECISIONS.—Section 5104(b) of 
title 38, United States Code, is amended to 
read as follows: 

“(b) In any case where the Secretary de- 
nies a benefit sought, the notice required by 
subsection (a) shall also include— 

‘(1) identification of the issues adju- 
dicated; 

“(2) a summary of the evidence considered 
by the Secretary; 

“(3) a summary of the applicable laws and 
regulations; 

“(4) identification of findings favorable to 
the claimant; 

“(5) identification of elements not satisfied 
leading to the denial; 

‘“(6) an explanation of how to obtain or ac- 
cess evidence used in making the decision; 
and 

‘“(7) if applicable, identification of the cri- 
teria that must be satisfied to grant service 
connection or the next higher level of com- 
pensation.’’. 

(f) SUPPLEMENTAL CLAIMS.—Section 5108 of 
title 38, United States Code, is amended to 
read as follows: 


“$5108. Supplemental claims 


“If new and relevant evidence is presented 
or secured with respect to a supplemental 
claim, the Secretary shall readjudicate the 
claim taking into consideration any evi- 
dence added to the record prior to the former 
disposition of the claim.’’. 

(g) REMANDS FOR MEDICAL OPINIONS.—Sec- 
tion 5109 of title 38, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subsection: 

‘“(d) The Board of Veterans’ Appeals may 
remand a claim to direct the agency of origi- 
nal jurisdiction to obtain an advisory med- 
ical opinion under this section to correct an 
error on the part of the agency of original ju- 
risdiction to satisfy its duties under section 
5103A of this title when such error occurred 
prior to the decision of the agency of origi- 
nal jurisdiction on appeal. The Board’s re- 
mand instructions shall include the ques- 
tions to be posed to the independent medical 
expert providing the advisory medical opin- 
ion.’’. 
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(h) EFFECTIVE DATES OF AWARDS.—Section 
5110 of title 38, United States Code, is amend- 
ed— 

(1) by striking subsection (a) and inserting 
the following new subsection (a): 

“(a)X(1) Unless specifically provided other- 
wise in this chapter, the effective date of an 
award based on an initial claim, or a supple- 
mental claim, of compensation, dependency 
and indemnity compensation, or pension, 
shall be fixed in accordance with the facts 
found, but shall not be earlier than the date 
of receipt of application therefor. 

‘(2) For purposes of applying the effective 
date rules in this section, the date of appli- 
cation shall be considered the date of the fil- 
ing of the initial application for a benefit 
provided that the claim is continuously pur- 
sued by filing any of the following either 
alone or in succession: 

“(A) A request for higher-level review 
under section 5104B of this title within one 
year of an agency of original jurisdiction de- 
cision. 

‘(B) A supplemental claim under section 
5108 of this title within one year of an agen- 
cy of original jurisdiction decision. 

“(C) A notice of disagreement within one 
year of an agency of original jurisdiction de- 
cision. 

‘(D) A supplemental claim under section 
5108 of this title within one year of a decision 
of the Board of Veterans’ Appeals. 

“(3) Except as otherwise provided in this 
section, for supplemental claims received 
more than one year after an agency of origi- 
nal jurisdiction decision or a decision by the 
Board of Veterans’ Appeals, the effective 
date shall be fixed in accordance with the 
facts found, but shall not be earlier than the 
date of receipt of the supplemental claim.’’; 
and 

(2) in subsection (i) by— 

(A) striking ‘‘reopened”’ and inserting ‘‘re- 
adjudicated’’; 

(B) striking “material” and inserting ‘‘rel- 
evant”; and 

(C) striking ‘‘reopening”’ and inserting ‘‘re- 
adjudication”. 

(i) DEFINITION OF AWARD OR INCREASED RE- 
WARD.—Section 5111(d)(1) of title 38, United 
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘or re- 
opened award;’’ and inserting ‘‘award or 
award based on a supplemental claim;’’. 

(j) RECOGNITION OF AGENTS AND ATTORNEYS 
GENERALLY.—Section 5904 of title 38, United 
States Code, is amended— 

(1) in subsection (c)(1) by striking ‘‘notice 
of disagreement is filed? and inserting 
“claimant is provided notice of the initial 
decision of the agency of original jurisdic- 
tion under section 5104 of this title’’; and 

(2) in subsection (c)(2) by striking ‘‘notice 
of disagreement is filed? and inserting 
“claimant is provided notice of the initial 
decision of the agency of original jurisdic- 
tion under section 5104 of this title”. 

(k) CORRECTION OF OBVIOUS ERRORS.—Sec- 
tion 7103 of title 38, United States Code, is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)(1)(A) by striking 
“heard” and inserting ‘‘decided’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b)(1)(B) by striking 
“heard” and inserting ‘‘decided’’. 

(1) JURISDICTION OF BOARD.—Section 7104(b) 
of title 38, United States Code, is amended by 
striking ‘‘reopened”’ and inserting ‘‘readjudi- 
cated”. 

(m) FILING OF APPEAL.—Section 7105 of 
title 38, United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) by striking the first sentence and in- 
serting ‘“‘Appellate review will be initiated 
by the filing of a notice of disagreement in 
the form prescribed by the Secretary.’’; and 
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(B) by striking ‘‘hearing and’’; 

(2) by amending subsection (b) to read as 
follows: 

“(b)(1) Except in the case of simulta- 
neously contested claims, notice of disagree- 
ment shall be filed within one year from the 
date of the mailing of notice of the decision 
of the agency of original jurisdiction under 
section 5104, 5104B, or 5108 of this title. A no- 
tice of disagreement postmarked before the 
expiration of the one-year period will be ac- 
cepted as timely filed. A question as to time- 
liness or adequacy of the notice of disagree- 
ment shall be decided by the Board. 

‘“(2) Notices of disagreement must be in 
writing, must set out specific allegations of 
error of fact or law, and may be filed by the 
claimant, the claimant’s legal guardian, or 
such accredited representative, attorney, or 
authorized agent as may be selected by the 
claimant or legal guardian. Not more than 
one recognized organization, attorney, or 
agent will be recognized at any one time in 
the prosecution of a claim. Notices of dis- 
agreement must be filed with the Board. 

“(3) The notice of disagreement shall indi- 
cate whether the claimant requests a hear- 
ing before the Board, requests an oppor- 
tunity to submit additional evidence without 
a Board hearing, or requests review by the 
Board without a hearing or submission of ad- 
ditional evidence. If the claimant does not 
expressly request a Board hearing in the no- 
tice of disagreement, no Board hearing will 
be held.’’; 

(8) by amending subsection (c) to read as 
follows: 

‘“(c) If no notice of disagreement is filed in 
accordance with this chapter within the pre- 
scribed period, the action or decision of the 
agency of original jurisdiction shall become 
final and the claim will not thereafter be re- 
adjudicated or allowed, except as may other- 
wise be provided by section 5104B or 5108 of 
this title or regulations not inconsistent 
with this title.’’; 

(4) by striking subsections (d)(1) through 
(d)(5); 

(5) by adding a new subsection (d) to read 
as follows: 

“(d) The Board of Veterans’ Appeals may 
dismiss any appeal which fails to allege spe- 
cific error of fact or law in the decision being 
appealed.’’; and 

(6) by striking subsection (e). 

(n) SIMULTANEOUSLY CONTESTED CLAIMS.— 
Subsection (b) of section 7105A of title 38, 
United States Code, is amended to read as 
follows: 

“(b) The substance of the notice of dis- 
agreement shall be communicated to the 
other party or parties in interest and a pe- 
riod of 30 days shall be allowed for filing a 
brief or argument in response thereto. Such 
notice shall be forwarded to the last known 
address of record of the parties concerned, 
and such action shall constitute sufficient 
evidence of notice.’’. 

(0) ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS.—Strike sec- 
tion 7106 of title 38, United States Code. 

(p) DOCKETS AND HEARINGS.—Section 17107 
of title 38, United States Code, is amended— 

(1) by amending subsection (a) to read as 
follows: 

“(a) The Board shall maintain two sepa- 
rate dockets. A non-hearing option docket 
shall be maintained for cases in which no 
Board hearing is requested and no additional 
evidence will be submitted. A separate and 
distinct hearing option docket shall be main- 
tained for cases in which a Board hearing is 
requested in the notice of disagreement or in 
which no Board hearing is requested, but the 
appellant requests, in the notice of disagree- 
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ment, an opportunity to submit additional 
evidence. Except as provided in subsection 
(b), each case before the Board will be de- 
cided in regular order according to its re- 
spective place on the Board’s non-hearing op- 
tion docket or the hearing option docket.”’; 

(2) by amending subsection (b) to read as 
follows: 

“(b) A case on either the Board’s non-hear- 
ing option docket or hearing option docket, 
may, for cause shown, be advanced on mo- 
tion for earlier consideration and determina- 
tion. Any such motion shall set forth suc- 
cinctly the grounds upon which the motion 
is based. Such a motion may be granted 
only— 

“(1) if the case involves interpretation of 
law of general application affecting other 
claims; 

‘“(2) if the appellant is seriously ill or is 
under severe financial hardship; or 

‘(8) for other sufficient cause shown.”’; 

(3) by amending subsection (c) to read as 
follows: 

“(c)X(1) For cases on the Board hearing op- 
tion docket in which a hearing is requested 
in the notice of disagreement, the Board 
shall notify the appellant whether a Board 
hearing will be held— 

“(A) at its principal location, or 

‘(B) by picture and voice transmission at a 
facility of the Department where the Sec- 
retary has provided suitable facilities and 
equipment to conduct such hearings. 

‘(2)(A) Upon notification of a Board hear- 
ing at the Board’s principal location as de- 
scribed in subsection (c)(1)(A) of this section, 
the appellant may alternatively request a 
hearing as described in subsection (c)(1)(B) of 
this section. If so requested, the Board shall 
grant such request. 

‘“(B) Upon notification of a Board hearing 
by picture and voice transmission as de- 
scribed in subsection (c)(1)(B) of this section, 
the appellant may alternatively request a 
hearing as described in subsection (c)(1)(A) of 
this section. If so requested, the Board shall 
grant such request.’’; and 

(4) by striking subsections (d) and (e) and 
redesignating subsection (f) as subsection 
(d). 

(q) INDEPENDENT MEDICAL  OPINIONS.— 
Strike section 7109 of title 38, United States 
Code. 

(r) REVISION OF DECISIONS ON GROUNDS OF 
CLEAR AND UNMISTAKABLE ERROR.—Section 
7111(e) of title 38, United States Code, is 
amended by striking ‘‘merits, without refer- 
ral to any adjudicative or hearing official 
acting on behalf of the Secretary.” and in- 
serting ‘‘merits.’’. 

(s) EVIDENTIARY RECORD.—Chapter 71 of 
title 38, United States Code, is amended by 
adding the following new section: 

“§'7113. Evidentiary record before the board 

“(a) NON-HEARING OPTION DOCKET.—For 
cases in which a Board hearing is not re- 
quested in the notice of disagreement, the 
evidentiary record before the Board shall be 
limited to the evidence of record at the time 
of the agency of original jurisdiction deci- 
sion on appeal. 

‘(b) HEARING OPTION DOCKET.—(1) Except 
as provided in paragraph (2), for cases on the 
hearing option docket in which a hearing is 
requested in the notice of disagreement, the 
evidentiary record before the Board shall be 
limited to the evidence of record at the time 
of the agency of original jurisdiction deci- 
sion on appeal. 

‘(2) The evidentiary record before the 
Board for cases on the hearing option docket 
in which a hearing is requested, shall include 
each of the following, which the Board shall 
consider in the first instance— 
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“(A) evidence submitted by the appellant 
and his or her representative, if any, at the 
Board hearing; and 

‘(B) evidence submitted by the appellant 
and his or her representative, if any, within 
90 days following the Board hearing. 

“(3)(A) Except as provided in subparagraph 
(B) of this paragraph, for cases on the hear- 
ing option docket in which a hearing is not 
requested in the notice of disagreement, the 
evidentiary record before the Board shall be 
limited to the evidence considered by the 
agency of original jurisdiction in the deci- 
sion on appeal. 

“(B) The evidentiary record before the 
Board for cases on the hearing option docket 
in which a hearing is not requested, shall in- 
clude each of the following, which the Board 
shall consider in the first instance— 

“(i) evidence submitted by the appellant 
and his or her representative, if any, with 
the notice of disagreement; and 

“(ii) evidence submitted by the appellant 
and his or her representative, if any, within 
90 days following receipt of the notice of dis- 
agreement.’’. 

(t) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The heading 
of section 7105 is amended by striking ‘‘no- 
tice of disagreement and’’. 

(u) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.— 

(1) CHAPTER 51.—The table of sections at 
the beginning of chapter 51 of title 38, United 
States Code, is amended— 

(A) by inserting after the item relating to 
section 5103A the following new item: 

**5108B. Applicability of duty to assist.’’; 
and 

(B) by inserting after the item relating to 
section 5104 the following new items: 

‘5104A. Binding nature of favorable findings. 

‘‘5104B. Higher-level review by the agency of 
original jurisdiction.”’; 

and 

(C) by striking the item relating to section 
5108 and inserting the following new item: 
‘5108. Supplemental claims.’’. 

(2) CHAPTER 71.—The table of sections at 
the beginning of chapter 71 of title 38, United 
States Code, is amended— 

(A) by striking the item relating to section 
7105 and inserting the following new item: 
“7105. Filing of appeal.’’; 

(B) by striking the item relating to section 
7106; 

(C) by striking the item relating to section 
7109; and 

(D) by adding at the end the following new 
item: 

“7113. Evidentiary record before the Board.’’. 

SEC. 10. LIMITATION ON AWARDS AND BONUSES 
PAID TO SENIOR EXECUTIVE EM- 
PLOYEES OF DEPARTMENT OF VET- 
ERANS AFFAIRS. 

Section 705 of the Veterans Access, Choice, 
and Accountability Act of 2014 (Public Law 
113-146; 38 U.S.C. 703 note) is amended by 
striking the period at the end and inserting 
the following: ‘‘, except that during each of 
fiscal years 2017 through 2021, no award or 
bonus may be paid to any employee of the 
Department of Veterans Affairs who is a 
member of the Senior Executive Service.”’. 


The Acting CHAIR. No amendment 
to the bill shall be in order except 
those printed in House Report 114-742. 
Each such amendment may be offered 
only in the order printed in the report, 
by a Member designated in the report, 
shall be considered as read, shall be de- 
batable for the time specified in the re- 
port, equally divided and controlled by 
the proponent and an opponent, shall 
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not be subject to amendment, and shall 

not be subject to a demand for division 

of the question. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. MILLER OF 
FLORIDA 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 1 printed in 
House Report 114-742. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair- 
man, I rise to offer an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 4, beginning on line 16, strike ‘‘under 
section 7701 of title 5”. 

Page 11, strike lines 11 through 14 and in- 
sert the following: 

‘“(B) before such order is made, the indi- 
vidual is afforded— 

“(i) notice of the order and an opportunity 
to respond to the order; and 

“(i) an opportunity to appeal the order to 
another department or agency of the Federal 
Government.’’. 

Page 14, strike lines 20 through 23 and in- 
sert the following: 

‘“(2) before such repayment, the employee 
is afforded— 

“(A) notice of the order and an opportunity 
to respond to the order; and 

‘“(B) an opportunity to appeal the order to 
another department or agency of the Federal 
Government.’’. 

Page 20, line 8, insert ‘‘consistent with 
paragraph (3),’’ before “may”. 

Page 20, after line 11, insert the following: 

“*(3) An appeal of a personnel action pursu- 
ant to paragraph (2)(A) must be filed with 
the Senior Executive Disciplinary Appeals 
Board not later than the date that is seven 
days after the date of such action. If such ap- 
peal is not made within the seven-day period, 
the personnel action shall be final and not 
subject to further appeal.’’. 

Page 29, strike lines 18 through 18 and in- 
sert the following: 

“*(2)(A) Except as provided by subparagraph 
(B), with respect to a supervisory employee 
subject to an adverse action under this sec- 
tion who is— 

“) an individual as that term is defined in 
section 715(i)(1) of this title, the procedures 
under subsections (d) and (e) of section 715 of 
this title shall apply; and 

‘“(ii) an individual as that term is defined 
in section 713(g)(1) of this title, the proce- 
dures under section 713(d) of this title shall 
apply.’’. 

Page 29, line 21, strike ‘‘five days” and in- 
sert ‘ten days”. 

Page 30, line 2, strike ‘‘five-day’’ and insert 
“ten-day”. 

Page 33, line 17, strike ‘“‘except that” and 
all that follows through the period on line 21 
and insert ‘“‘except that—’’ 

(I) any such department or agency shall 
issue a final decision with respect to such ap- 
peal not later than the date that is 30 days 
after the date the department or agency re- 
ceived such appeal; and 

(II) if such a final decision is not made by 
the applicable department or agency within 
30 days after receiving such appeal, the order 
of the Secretary shall be final and not sub- 
ject to further appeal. 

Page 34, line 19, strike ‘‘7742” and insert 
‘7332. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 859, the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. MILLER) and a Mem- 
ber opposed each will control 5 min- 
utes. 
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The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair- 
man, specifically, this would provide 
technical, conforming, and clarifying 
language changes to the bill while not 
changing the substance of the bill. It 
would also align the pre-notice and due 
process language on three of the sec- 
tions relating to bonus, pension, and 
relocation expenses. And it would also 
align the pre-notice requirements for 
whistleblower retaliators who are re- 
ceiving an adverse action to the same 
amount of time as other disciplinary 
actions in the bill. 

This amendment is noncontroversial, 
it doesn’t cost a penny, and it doesn’t 
change any of the underlying policy. 

I urge adoption of the amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chair, I rise in op- 
position to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from California is recognized for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chair, this amend- 
ment really changes nothing favorably, 
from our point of view, in H.R. 5620. It 
does not cure the fundamental flaws in 
the bill which relate to its possible un- 
constitutionality, and, therefore, I will 
oppose the amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair- 
man, I am very sorry that my good 
friend would oppose something as sim- 
ple as a technical and conforming 
amendment, but I accept this opposi- 
tion. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chair, I have no 
further comments, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair, I 
urge adoption of my amendment, and I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Florida (Mr. MILLER). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. WALZ 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 2 printed in 
House Report 114-742. 

Mr. WALZ. Mr. Chair, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 1, line 5, strike “VA Accountability 
First and”. 

Page 2, beginning line 3, strike sections 2 
through 8. 

Page 53, beginning line 14, strike section 
10. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 859, the gentleman 
from Minnesota (Mr. WALZ) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Minnesota. 


12564 


Mr. WALZ. Mr. Chairman, I have 
three amendments that are coming up. 
On this first one, I am going to yield 
time to my colleague, who is the au- 
thor of the original bill. 

I just wanted to say, first of all, in 
appreciation to the chairman of the 
full committee, the bipartisan manner 
of approaching this is in the long tradi- 
tion of the House Veterans’ Affairs 
Committee. It is also in the long tradi- 
tion of the chairman himself, wel- 
coming ideas, trying to strike bal- 
ances, having legitimate differences 
that are meant to be discussed—for 
that, I am grateful—and also for re- 
storing regular order. 

Making our amendments in order to 
try to improve upon a bill is something 
that is a time-honored tradition here. 
Unfortunately, it has not been the 
norm. So the chairman’s leadership on 
that issue is greatly appreciated. 

This amendment I want to be very 
clear about when the gentlewoman 
from Nevada (Ms. TITUS) talks about it. 

The amendment does not disagree 
with the basic premise of the reform. 
There are legitimate differences 
amongst us here. We will work those 
out. But it is a harsh reality that we 
don’t have a Senate companion on this. 
The chance that the White House is 
going to sign the reform piece into law 
is nonexistent. But there is a piece of 
this that is noncontroversial that is 
critically important, and that is the 
appeals process. 

The ranking member, under the lead- 
ership of Ms. TITUS, has recognized this 
as an issue, brought about bipartisan 
solutions to it; and it can be passed and 
be signed by the President and be posi- 
tively affecting veterans right away. 

That doesn’t diminish the need for 
the reforms. It doesn’t question the 
value of the things that are being 
brought forward. It is a political re- 
ality that we are better off to move on 
a piece we know can be signed into law 
than to wait for something that can’t. 
Mr. Chair, I yield such time as she 
may consume to the gentlewoman from 
Nevada (Ms. TITUS), the author of this 
legislation. 

Ms. TITUS. I thank my friend from 
Minnesota (Mr. WALZ) for yielding to 
me and for helping me with this 
amendment. 

Mr. Chair, this is very simple. It 
would just remove all of the account- 
ability provisions from the bill and 
give the House an opportunity to send 
a clean reform bill to the Senate. 

While we all agree that account- 
ability for employees at the VA is crit- 
ical, we should separate these two 
issues, pass appeals reform, and then 
work in a bipartisan manner on the ac- 
countability issues. 

Rather than send another account- 
ability bill to the Senate, which is op- 
posed by the administration, we should 
pass this amendment and send to the 
President a clean bill that can be 
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signed right away and fix this deeply 
flawed, old, outdated appeals process. 

I am proud to have worked with var- 
ious VSOs and the VA to develop the 
overhaul of appealing VA benefits 
claims. As I said earlier, the current 
system is broken, and every day it gets 
worse. More appeals are added to the 
backlog. It has ballooned to 450,000 
claims. If we don’t act now, veterans 
will soon have to wait a decade before 
their appeals can be adjudicated. 

Passing this amendment will allow 
us to address this growing problem now 
instead of subjecting our veterans not 
to good policy, but to bad politics. 

Mr. WALZ. Mr. Chair, I want to, 
again, thank the chairman. 

This is not an attempt to derail the 
reforms. It is an attempt to try to get 
something passed and done imme- 
diately. I certainly welcome the chair- 
man’s advice, guidance, suggestions on 
ways that we can make that happen in 
the most expedient manner. 

Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair- 
man, I rise in opposition to the amend- 
ment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair- 
man, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Before I begin, let me say I believe 
that there is only one piece of legisla- 
tion that has been filed at this point in 
the Senate that deals with—I know 
there are folks that have been talking 
about it—appeals reform, and that is 
Senator RUBIO. Senator RUBIO has the 
companion to this piece of legislation 
that has been filed in the Senate. 

As has already been stated, this re- 
moves every section from the under- 
lying bill, except for the appeals mod- 
ernization. It would strike out all the 
accountability provisions, many of 
which have already passed this House 
of Representatives. 

The underlying bill already includes 
revised accountability language that 
would make significant concessions to- 
wards the minority’s position as it re- 
lates to due process. And I don’t be- 
lieve anybody on the minority side can 
say that this doesn’t. 

I believe that any reform that passes 
this Congress is doomed to fail if we 
don’t provide the Secretary of the De- 
partment of Veterans Affairs with the 
authority he needs to swiftly and fairly 
discipline employees. 

If this amendment passes, the same 
antiquated and broken civil service 
system will remain in place. 

As I have already said, 18 VSOs be- 
lieve the accountability provisions are 
critical to the success of reforming the 
Department of Veterans Affairs. 

From the VFW: 

For far too long, underperforming employ- 
ees have been allowed to continue working 
at VA simply because the processes for re- 
moval are so protracted. 
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The VFW believes that employees should 
have some layer of protection, but that true 
accountability must be enforced for those 
who willfully fail to meet the standard. 

This is critical to ensuring that VA con- 
sistently provides the highest quality serv- 
ices, as continuing to restore veterans’ faith 
in the Department. 

From the American Legion: 

Veterans deserve a first-rate agency to 
provide for their needs, and the VA is an ex- 
cellent agency that is, unfortunately, 
marred from time to time by bad actors that 
the complicated system of discipline makes 
it difficult to remove. 

Legislation to improve that process and 
make it easier to deal with these few prob- 
lem employees would help restore trust. 


In short, our VSOs understand how 
critical both of the appeals and ac- 
countability provisions are, and we 
should listen to them. 

Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. WALZ). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chair, I demand a 
recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Minnesota will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MR. TAKANO 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 3 printed in 
House Report 114-742. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chair, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Strike section 3 and insert the following: 
SEC. 3. SUSPENSION AND REMOVAL OF DEPART- 

MENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS EM- 
PLOYEES FOR PERFORMANCE OR 
MISCONDUCT THAT IS A THREAT TO 
PUBLIC HEALTH OR SAFETY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 7 of title 38, 
United States Code, is amended by adding 
after section 713 the following new section: 
“$715. Employees: suspension and removal 

for performance or misconduct that is a 

threat to public health or safety 

‘“(a) SUSPENSION AND REMOVAL.—Subject to 
subsections (b) and (c), the Secretary may— 

“(1) suspend without pay an employee of 
the Department of Veterans Affairs if the 
Secretary determines the performance or 
misconduct of the employee is a threat to 
public health or safety, including the health 
and safety of veterans; and 

(2) remove an employee suspended under 
paragraph (1) when, after such investigation 
and review as the Secretary considers nec- 
essary, the Secretary determines that re- 
moval is necessary in the interests of public 
health or safety. 

‘(b) PROCEDURE.—An employee suspended 
under subsection (a)(1) is entitled, after sus- 
pension and before removal, to— 

“(1) within 30 days after suspension, a writ- 
ten statement of the specific charges against 
the employee, which may be amended within 
30 days thereafter; 
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“(2) an opportunity within 30 days there- 
after, plus an additional 30 days if the 
charges are amended, to answer the charges 
and submit affidavits; 

“(3) a hearing, at the request of the em- 
ployee, by a Department authority duly con- 
stituted for this purpose; 

“(4) a review of the case by the Secretary, 
before a decision adverse to the employee is 
made final; and 

“(5) written statement of the decision of 
the Secretary. 

‘“(c) RELATION TO OTHER DISCIPLINARY 
RULES.—The authority provided under this 
section shall be in addition to the authority 
provided under section 713 and title 5 with 
respect to disciplinary actions for perform- 
ance or misconduct. 

‘“(d) BACK PAY FOR WHISTLEBLOWERS.—If 
any employee of the Department of Veterans 
Affairs is subject to a suspension or removal 
under this section and such suspension or re- 
moval is determined by an appropriate au- 
thority under applicable law, rule, regula- 
tion, or collective bargaining agreement to 
be a prohibited personnel practice described 
under section 2302(b)(8) or (9) of title 5, such 
employee shall receive back pay equal to the 
total amount of basic pay that such em- 
ployee would have received during the period 
that the suspension and removal (as the case 
may be) was in effect, less any amounts 
earned by the employee through other em- 
ployment during that period. 

‘(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the term 
‘employee’ means any individual occupying a 
position within the Department of Veterans 
Affairs under a permanent or indefinite ap- 
pointment and who is not serving a proba- 
tionary or trial period.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND- 
MENTS.— 

(1) CLERICAL.—The table of sections at the 
beginning of such chapter is amended by add- 
ing after the item relating to section 718 the 
following new item: 

“715. Employees: suspension and removal for 
performance or misconduct 
that is a threat to public health 
or safety.’’. 


(2) CONFORMING.—Section 4803(f) of title 5, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(A) by striking “or” at the end of para- 
graph (2); 

(B) by striking the period at the end of 
paragraph (3) and inserting ‘‘, or”; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

“(4) any suspension or removal under sec- 
tion 715 of title 38.’’. 

(c) REPORT ON SUSPENSIONS AND REMOV- 
ALS.—Not later than one year after the date 
of the enactment of this Act, the Inspector 
General of the Department of Veterans Af- 
fairs shall submit to the Committees on Vet- 
erans’ Affairs of the House of Representa- 
tives and the Senate a report on suspensions 
and removals of employees of the Depart- 
ment made under section 715 of title 38, 
United States Code, as added by subsection 
(a). Such report shall include, with respect 
to the period covered by the report, the fol- 
lowing: 

(1) The number of employees who were sus- 
pended under such section. 

(2) The number of employees who were re- 
moved under such section. 

(3) A description of the threats to public 
health or safety that caused such suspen- 
sions and removals. 

(4) The number of such suspensions or re- 
movals, or proposed suspensions or removals, 
that were of employees who filed a com- 
plaint regarding— 

(A) an alleged prohibited personnel prac- 
tice committed by an officer or employee of 
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the Department and described in section 
2302(b)(8) or 2302(b)(9)(A)(i), (B), (C), or (D) of 
title 5, United States Code; or 

(B) the safety of a patient at a medical fa- 
cility of the Department. 

(5) Of the number of suspensions and re- 
movals listed under paragraph (4), the num- 
ber that the Inspector General considers to 
be retaliation for whistleblowing. 

(6) The number of such suspensions or re- 
movals that were of an employee who was 
the subject of a complaint made to the De- 
partment regarding the health or safety of a 
patient at a medical facility of the Depart- 
ment. 

(7) Any recommendations by the Inspector 
General, based on the information described 
in paragraphs (1) through (6), to improve the 
authority to make such suspensions and re- 
movals. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 859, the gentleman 
from California (Mr. TAKANO) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chair, I rise in 
support of my amendment, which 
would ensure that any VA employee 
whose performance or misconduct 
threatens public health or safety, in- 
cluding the health and safety of vet- 
erans, be immediately suspended with- 
out pay. 

Specifically, it replaces section 3 of 
H.R. 5620 with a new provision allowing 
the Secretary to take lawful and ab- 
rupt action in extreme cases in which 
immediate action is warranted. 

My amendment would also give the 
Secretary the authority to remove a 
suspended employee, after a thorough 
investigation and review, if the Sec- 
retary determines removal is in the in- 
terest of public health and safety. 

Both parties share the desire to pro- 
tect veterans from mistreatment or 
harm, especially when they are seeking 
medical care at a VA hospital, but the 
current language in this bill will not 
accomplish that goal. 

The process for removing dangerous 
employees in H.R. 5620 is unconstitu- 
tional, and any action it authorized 
against underperforming VA employees 
would not hold up in court. Instead of 
achieving the majority’s stated out- 
come of removing VA employees whose 
misconduct harms veterans, this bill 
would produce expensive legal costs, 
and it would fail to hold bad employees 
accountable. 

My amendment is specifically de- 
signed to make sure the Secretary has 
the authority to immediately suspend 
any VA employee whose behavior 
threatens the health and safety of vet- 
erans and that the suspended employee 
receives no pay while the investigation 
is carried out. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
amendment. 

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair- 
man, I rise in opposition to the amend- 
ment. 


12565 


The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair- 
man, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

I appreciate the ranking member’s 
attempt to insert what he thinks is the 
appropriate balance of due process and 
accountability, but this confusing lan- 
guage fails to achieve a balance. What 
it actually does is it strikes the entire 
accountability section and inserts an 
entirely new process for the discipline 
of non-SES employees. 

It would be convoluted, at best, and 
seemingly stricter than current law, 
but the most troubling change that 
this amendment would make would be 
to change the standard to discipline 
VA employees from performance or 
misconduct. 

The amendment would change it to a 
direct threat to public health or safety, 
which it would be nearly unobtainable, 
if not an immeasurable bar to reach. 

It would also, more than likely, not 
apply to some of the employees who 
have been associated with VA’s most 
egregious scandals recently. It would 
not do anything for those who were in- 
volved in the bloated Denver, Colorado, 
hospital construction project which 
was over $1 billion over budget, or the 
data manipulation at the Philadelphia 
regional office, or the $2.5 billion budg- 
et shortfall for fiscal year 2015, or the 
cost overruns of the Orlando VA Med- 
ical Center, or the allegations of inap- 
propriate use of government purchase 
cards to the tune of $6 billion, and 
many, many others. These are the 
types of employees that our constitu- 
ents and our veterans expect to be held 
accountable, but this amendment 
would not cover disciplinary action 
against them. 

It would allow for employees to be on 
indefinite suspension for months, if not 
years, awaiting the Secretary’s final 
decision, which is not fair to the vet- 
erans, the employee, the good-per- 
forming employees, or our taxpayers. 
VA is unable to backfill while the dis- 
ciplinary actions are on appeal. 

In the end, the question is clear: Do 
we want to stand with the veterans and 
the taxpayers and provide the VA the 
appropriate tools to hold employees ac- 
countable, or do we want to give in to 
special interest groups and unions that 
support only the status quo? 

I would hope that for all Members, 
that is an easy question to answer. 

I urge all Members to oppose the 
Takano amendment and support the 
underlying bill. 

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chair, I would like 
to say that we on this side of the aisle 
do stand with veterans, and we do 
stand for accountability, and we do 
stand with the taxpayers. And that is 
precisely why we must oppose the un- 
constitutional provisions in H.R. 5620 
for removing dangerous employees. 
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The current provisions we do believe 
are unconstitutional; and that is why, 
in the end, it will not protect veterans. 
Actually, it harms them more because 
these employees will be reinstated 
after the courts find the provisions 
that they were dismissed under—this 
bill, under this law, would be found un- 
constitutional, and they would be rein- 
stated and a lot of taxpayer money 
would be wasted. 

Yes, we stand with the veteran. Yes, 
we stand for the taxpayer. Yes, we 
stand for accountability. 

I urge my colleagues to support my 
amendment, therefore, because we re- 
place it with a constitutional alter- 
native. 

Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair- 
man, I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from California (Mr. TAKANO). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chair, I demand a 
recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from California will be 
postponed. 
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AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MS. MICHELLE 
LUJAN GRISHAM OF NEW MEXICO 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 4 printed in 
House Report 114-742. 

Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of 
New Mexico. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 4, line 2, after ‘‘Representatives”’ in- 
sert the following: ‘‘and to each Member of 
Congress representing a district in the State 
or territory where the facility where the in- 
dividual was employed immediately before 
being removed or demoted is located’’. 

Page 5, line 22, after ‘‘Representatives’’ in- 
sert the following: ‘‘and to each Member of 
Congress representing a district in the State 
or territory where the facility where the in- 
dividual was employed immediately before 
being removed or demoted is located’’. 

Page 25, line 17, strike ‘‘to the supervisor 
of the director or official.” and insert ‘‘to— 


” 


“(A) the supervisor of the director or offi- 
cial; 

“(B) the Committees on Veterans’ Affairs 
of the Senate and House or Representatives; 
and 

“(C) each Member of Congress representing 
a district in the State or territory where the 
facility where the supervisor is employed is 
located.”’. 

Page 36, line 5, after ‘‘Senate’’ insert the 
following: ‘‘and each Member of Congress 
representing a district in the State or terri- 
tory where a facility relevant to the whistle- 
blower complaint is located”. 
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The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 859, the gentlewoman 
from New Mexico (Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN 
GRISHAM) and a Member opposed each 
will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes 
woman from New Mexico. 

Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of 
New Mexico. Mr. Chairman, as I am 
sure you have heard, my amendment, 
as many others, is simple. It ensures 
that, one, Members of Congress know 
when Veterans Administration employ- 
ees are fired or demoted at VA facili- 
ties in their district for misconduct or 
poor performance; and, two, that Mem- 
bers are aware of whistleblowers’ com- 
plaints from VA employees in their dis- 
tricts and how they are, in fact, being 
handled. 

Congress cannot solve the issues at 
the VA that it does not know about. 
Even though I have met with and lis- 
tened to countless VA employees, vet- 
erans, and family members since I was 
elected to Congress, my office not only 
continues to hear about the same prob- 
lems that have gone unaddressed, but 
also about new issues all the time. In 
fact, I have more constituent casework 
regarding issues at the VA than any 
other Federal agency, and there are 
likely many more veterans and VA em- 
ployees who are dealing with serious 
issues that I may never hear about. 

Lastly, I share frustrations with 
Members on both sides of the aisle for 
the lack of followup about what the VA 
is doing to both investigate allegations 
about misconduct and hold responsible 
employees accountable. 

Members of Congress deserve to know 
about potential issues at VA health fa- 
cilities in their communities and what 
the VA is doing to address them. My 
amendment would increase congres- 
sional oversight and transparency of 
the VA. It also helps to ensure that 
veterans receive the timely, quality 
care that they have earned. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair- 
man, I ask unanimous consent to claim 
the time in opposition, although I am 
not opposed to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Florida? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Mr. Chair, again, as has already been 
stated by the author of the amend- 
ment, this would require VA to notify 
the appropriate Member of Congress 
when the new accountability process is 
used or to remove or demote an em- 
ployee who works for the VA at a facil- 
ity in that Member’s district. 

I think this is an excellent sugges- 
tion that would improve transparency, 


the gentle- 
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something that is most needed at the 
Department of Veterans Affairs. It has 
my full support. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tlewoman from New Mexico (Ms. 
MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MS. KUSTER 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 5 printed in 
House Report 114-742. 

Ms. KUSTER. Mr. Chair, I rise to 
speak in favor of my amendment No. 5, 
to improve the accountability provi- 
sions found within H.R. 5620. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Strike section 7 and insert the following: 
SEC. 7. IMPROVED AUTHORITIES OF SECRETARY 

OF VETERANS AFFAIRS TO IMPROVE 
ACCOUNTABILITY OF SENIOR EX- 
ECUTIVES. 

(a) ACCOUNTABILITY OF SENIOR EXECU- 
TIVES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 718 of title 38, 
United States Code, is amended to read as 
follows: 

“§ 713. Accountability of senior executives 

“(a) AUTHORITY.—(1) The Secretary may, 
as provided in this section, reprimand or sus- 
pend, involuntarily reassign, demote, or re- 
move a covered individual from a senior ex- 
ecutive position at the Department if the 
Secretary determines that the misconduct or 
performance of the covered individual war- 
rants such action. 

‘*(2) If the Secretary so removes such an in- 
dividual, the Secretary may remove the indi- 
vidual from the civil service (as defined in 
section 2101 of title 5). 

‘(b) RIGHTS AND PROCEDURES.—(1) A cov- 
ered individual who is the subject of an ac- 
tion under subsection (a) is entitled to— 

‘(A) be represented by an attorney or 
other representative of the covered individ- 
ual’s choice; 

‘(B) not fewer than 10 business days ad- 
vance written notice of the charges and evi- 
dence supporting the action and an oppor- 
tunity to respond, in a manner prescribed by 
the Secretary, before a decision is made re- 
garding the action; and 

“(C) grieve the action in accordance with 
an internal grievance process that the Sec- 
retary, in consultation with the Assistant 
Secretary for Accountability and Whistle- 
blower Protection, shall establish for pur- 
poses of this subsection. 

‘(2)(A) The Secretary shall ensure that the 
grievance process established under para- 
graph (1)(C) takes fewer than 21 days. 

‘(B) The Secretary shall ensure that, 
under the process established pursuant to 
paragraph (1)(C), grievances are reviewed 
only by employees of the Department. 

“(3) A decision or grievance decision under 
paragraph (1)(C) shall be final and conclu- 
sive. 

“(4) A covered individual adversely af- 
fected by a final decision under paragraph 
(1)(C) may obtain judicial review of the deci- 
sion. 

‘(5) In any case in which judicial review is 
sought under paragraph (4), the court shall 
review the record and may set aside any De- 
partment action found to be— 

“(A) arbitrary, capricious, an abuse of dis- 
cretion, or otherwise not in accordance with 
a provision of law; 
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‘“(B) obtained without procedures required 
by a provision of law having been followed; 
or 

‘“(C) unsupported by substantial evidence. 

‘(c) RELATION TO OTHER PROVISIONS OF 
LAw.—(1) The authority provided by sub- 
section (a) is in addition to the authority 
provided by section 3592 or subchapter V of 
chapter 75 of title 5. 

‘(2) Section 3592(b)(1) of title 5 and the pro- 
cedures under section 7548(b) of such title do 
not apply to an action under subsection (a). 

“(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) The term ‘covered individual’ means— 

“(A) a career appointee (as that term is de- 
fined in section 3132(a)(4) of title 5); or 

‘“(B) any individual who occupies an ad- 
ministrative or executive position and who 
was appointed under section 7306(a) or sec- 
tion 7401(1) of this title. 

“(2) The term ‘misconduct’ includes ne- 
glect of duty, malfeasance, or failure to ac- 
cept a directed reassignment or to accom- 
pany a position in a transfer of function. 

(8) The term ‘senior executive position’ 
means— 

“(A) with respect to a career appointee (as 
that term is defined in section 3132(a) of title 
5), a Senior Executive Service position (as 
such term is defined in such section); and 

‘“(B) with respect to a covered individual 
appointed under section 7306(a) or section 
7401(1) of this title, an administrative or ex- 
ecutive position.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
7461(c)(1) of such title is amended by insert- 
ing ‘‘employees in senior executive positions 
(as defined in section 713(d) of this title) 
and” before ‘“‘interns’’. 

(b) PERFORMANCE MANAGEMENT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Veterans 
Affairs shall establish a performance man- 
agement system for employees in senior ex- 
ecutive positions, as defined in section 713(d) 
of title 38, United States Code, as amended 
by subsection (a), that ensures performance 
ratings and awards given to such employ- 
ees— 

(A) meaningfully differentiate extraor- 
dinary from satisfactory contributions; and 

(B) substantively reflect organizational 
achievements over which the employee has 
responsibility and control. 

(2) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary shall pre- 
scribe regulations to carry out paragraph (1). 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 859, the gentlewoman 
from New Hampshire (Ms. KUSTER) and 
a Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
woman from New Hampshire. 

Ms. KUSTER. Mr. Chair, I believe ac- 
countability of senior executives at the 
VA is of great importance. 

In recent years, administration of 
the Department of Veterans Affairs has 
come under intense public scrutiny. 
What Congress and the American peo- 
ple learned was that, while the vast 
majority of officials at the VA are self- 
less public servants who do their ut- 
most to deliver quality health care to 
our veterans, there are some who ham- 
per our ability as a country to care for 
our veterans. 

It is our duty to ensure that our vet- 
erans receive the best possible care and 
benefits they have earned through 
their service to our country. My 
amendment seeks to strengthen the 
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legislation to ensure that we truly are 
improving accountability at the VA. 

This amendment is the result of a bi- 
partisan process that gives the VA ap- 
propriate tools to keep senior execu- 
tives accountable in a way that is fair 
and constitutional. My amendment uti- 
lizes bipartisan language developed in 
the Senate for the Veterans First Act, 
which was supported by veterans serv- 
ice organizations, including the Amer- 
ican Legion. 

It is important to note that my 
amendment is not a significant depar- 
ture from Chairman MILLER’s language 
found in section 7 of the bill. Indeed, it 
also eliminates the expedited appeals 
process passed in the 2014 Veterans 
Choice Act, and it establishes stricter 
standards that require the VA to take 
more immediate action against senior 
executives that the agency has found 
to be incompetent or otherwise neg- 
ligent in their duties to deliver high- 
quality services to our Nation’s vet- 
erans. 

However, there are some legal con- 
cerns about aspects of section 7 of the 
bill that could prevent it from passing 
future legal scrutiny. My amendment 
ensures our intention to enforce ac- 
countability is not derailed by con- 
stitutionality issues. 

Unfortunately, the bill would enable 
an ad hoc disciplinary appeals board to 
hear an appeal to an adverse action. 
This section also contains an arbitrary 
deadline for the decision, which would 
impact an employee’s due process 
rights as afforded by the U.S. Constitu- 
tion. 

My amendment would resolve this 
issue by making the VA Secretary re- 
sponsible for ensuring the appeals proc- 
ess takes less than 21 days and by mak- 
ing the Secretary of the VA directly re- 
sponsible. My amendment strengthens 
transparency of the process without 
compromising accountability. 

Iam additionally concerned that this 
same section of the bill could be lever- 
aged against whistleblowers of the De- 
partment who are critical to bring 
about change in an agency that serves 
millions of veterans. The ad hoc nature 
of the board could be used to pick offi- 
cials that might have predispositions 
against a potential whistleblower. 

The requirement that this individual 
answer their notice of adverse action 
within 5 calendar days could be used 
strategically to make an honest and 
meritorious appeal harder to achieve. 
My amendment replaces the 5-cal- 
endar-day standard with a 10-business- 
day standard. 

The lack of transparency and ac- 
countability in the VA is truly worri- 
some, and I share Chairman MILLER’s 
concern that it is worrisome to the 
American public. I thank Mr. MILLER 
and my committee colleagues for tack- 
ling this issue with forthrightness. 

My amendment seeks to improve the 
bill and ensures its efficacy in law. For 
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those reasons, I urge my colleagues to 
vote in favor of the Kuster amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair, 
while I understand what the gentle- 
woman is trying to accomplish, I do 
have to rise in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair, 
first of all, I have to rise in opposition 
because it doesn’t provide the appro- 
priate level of accountability for SES 
employees. It largely mimics the same 
SES accountability language that is al- 
ready in the bill, with just a few excep- 
tions. 

The open-ended timeline defies the 
intent to quickly adjudicate these 
cases within a clear and concrete 
timeline to benefit both the VA and 
the employee, and that is what we are 
trying to get at. 

The pre-decision due process that 
would be required would actually ex- 
ceed the current practice of 5 days that 
the VA enacted after passage of the 
Choice Act. And I remind my good 
friend that the Choice Act passed both 
Chambers with a huge bipartisan ma- 
jority. 

When the President signed the bill, 
he said: ‘‘Now, finally, we’re giving the 
VA Secretary more authority to hold 
people accountable. We’ve got to give 
Bob the authority so that he can move 
quickly to remove senior executives 
who fail to meet the standards of con- 
duct and competence that the Amer- 
ican people demand. If you engage in 
an unethical practice, if you cover up a 
serious problem, you should be fired. 
Period. It shouldn’t be that difficult.” 

We should be trying to improve the 
culture at VA by increasing account- 
ability, not by weakening it. 

I urge all Members to oppose this 
amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tlewoman from New Hampshire (Ms. 
KUSTER). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Ms. KUSTER. Mr. Chair, I demand a 
recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from New Hampshire 
will be postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MR. TAKANO 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 6 printed in 
House Report 114-742. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chair, as the des- 
ignee of the gentlewoman from Arizona 
(Mrs. KIRKPATRICK), I offer amendment 
No. 6. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 
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Strike section 8 and insert the following: 

SEC. 8. OFFICE OF ACCOUNTABILITY AND WHIS- 
TLEBLOWER PROTECTION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 3 of title 38, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following new section: 

“§ 323. Office of Accountability and Whistle- 
blower Protection 

“(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
in the Department an office to be known as 
the Office of Accountability and Whistle- 
blower Protection (in this section referred to 
as the ‘Office’). 

“(b) HEAD OF OFFICE.—(1) The head of the 
Office shall be responsible for the functions 
of the Office and shall be appointed by the 
President pursuant to section 308(a) of this 
title. 

(2) The head of the Office shall be known 
as the ‘Assistant Secretary for Account- 
ability and Whistleblower Protection’. 

“(3) The Assistant Secretary shall report 
directly to the Secretary on all matters re- 
lating to the Office. 

“(4) Notwithstanding section 308(b) of this 
title, the Secretary may only assign to the 
Assistant Secretary responsibilities relating 
to the functions of the Office set forth in 
subsection (c). 

“(¢) FUNCTIONS.—(1) The functions of the 
Office are as follows: 

“(A) Advising the Secretary on all matters 
of the Department relating to account- 
ability, including accountability of employ- 
ees of the Department, retaliation against 
whistleblowers, and such matters as the Sec- 
retary considers similar and affect public 
trust in the Department. 

‘(B) Issuing reports and providing rec- 
ommendations related to the duties de- 
scribed in subparagraph (A). 

“(C) Receiving whistleblower disclosures. 

“(D) Referring whistleblower disclosures 
received under subparagraph (C) for inves- 
tigation to the Office of the Medical Inspec- 
tor, the Office of Inspector General, or other 
investigative entity, as appropriate, if the 
Assistant Secretary has reason to believe the 
whistleblower disclosure is evidence of a vio- 
lation of a provision of law, mismanagement, 
gross waste of funds, abuse of authority, or a 
substantial and specific danger to public 
health and safety. 

“(E) Receiving and referring disclosures 
from the Special Counsel for investigation to 
the Medical Inspector of the Department, the 
Inspector General of the Department, or 
such other person with investigatory author- 
ity, as the Assistant Secretary considers ap- 
propriate. 

“(F) Recording, tracking, reviewing, and 
confirming implementation of recommenda- 
tions from audits and investigations carried 
out by the Inspector General of the Depart- 
ment, the Medical Inspector of the Depart- 
ment, the Special Counsel, and the Comp- 
troller General of the United States, includ- 
ing the imposition of disciplinary actions 
and other corrective actions contained in 
such recommendations. 

“(G) Analyzing data from the Office and 
the Office of Inspector General telephone 
hotlines, other whistleblower disclosures, 
disaggregated by facility and area of health 
care if appropriate, and relevant audits and 
investigations to identify trends and issue 
reports to the Secretary based on analysis 
conducted under this subparagraph. 

“(H) Receiving, reviewing, and inves- 
tigating allegations of misconduct, retalia- 
tion, or poor performance involving— 

“(i) an individual in a senior executive po- 
sition (as defined in section 713(d) of this 
title) in the Department; 
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“Gi) an individual employed in a confiden- 
tial, policy-making, policy-determining, or 
policy-advocating position in the Depart- 
ment; or 

“Gii) a supervisory employee, if the allega- 
tion involves retaliation against an em- 
ployee for making a whistleblower disclo- 
sure. 

“(D Making such recommendations to the 
Secretary for disciplinary action as the As- 
sistant Secretary considers appropriate after 
substantiating any allegation of misconduct 
or poor performance pursuant to an inves- 
tigation carried out as described in subpara- 
graph (F) or (H). 

‘“(2) In carrying out the functions of the 
Office, the Assistant Secretary shall ensure 
that the Office maintains a toll-free tele- 
phone number and Internet website to re- 
ceive anonymous whistleblower disclosures. 

“(3) In any case in which the Assistant 
Secretary receives a whistleblower disclo- 
sure from an employee of the Department 
under paragraph (1)(C), the Assistant Sec- 
retary may not disclose the identity of the 
employee without the consent of the em- 
ployee, except in accordance with the provi- 
sions of section 552a of title 5, or as required 
by any other applicable provision of Federal 
law. 

“(d) STAFF AND RESOURCES.—The Secretary 
shall ensure that the Assistant Secretary has 
such staff, resources, and access to informa- 
tion as may be necessary to carry out the 
functions of the Office. 

‘“(e) RELATION TO OFFICE OF GENERAL COUN- 
SEL.—The Office shall not be established as 
an element of the Office of the General Coun- 
sel and the Assistant Secretary may not re- 
port to the General Counsel. 

“(Ð REPORTS.—(1)(A) Not later than June 
30 of each calendar year, beginning with 
June 30, 2017, the Assistant Secretary shall 
submit to the Committee on Veterans’ Af- 
fairs of the Senate and the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs of the House of Representa- 
tives a report on the activities of the Office 
during the calendar year in which the report 
is submitted. 

“(B) Each report submitted under subpara- 
graph (A) shall include, for the period cov- 
ered by the report, the following: 

“(i) A full and substantive analysis of the 
activities of the Office, including such statis- 
tical information as the Assistant Secretary 
considers appropriate. 

“Gi) Identification of any issues reported 
to the Secretary under subsection (c)(1)(G), 
including such data as the Assistant Sec- 
retary considers relevant to such issues and 
any trends the Assistant Secretary may have 
identified with respect to such issues. 

‘“(iii) Identification of such concerns as the 
Assistant Secretary may have regarding the 
size, staffing, and resources of the Office and 
such recommendations as the Assistant Sec- 
retary may have for legislative or adminis- 
trative action to address such concerns. 

“(iv) Such recommendations as the Assist- 
ant Secretary may have for legislative or ad- 
ministrative action to improve— 

““(I) the process by which concerns are re- 
ported to the Office; and 

““(II) the protection of whistleblowers with- 
in the Department. 

“(v) Such other matters as the Assistant 
Secretary considers appropriate regarding 
the functions of the Office or other matters 
relating to the Office. 

“(2) If the Secretary receives a rec- 
ommendation for disciplinary action under 
subsection (c)(1)(I) and does not take or ini- 
tiate the recommended disciplinary action 
before the date that is 60 days after the date 
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on which the Secretary received the rec- 
ommendation, the Secretary shall submit to 
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs of the 
Senate and the Committee on Veterans’ Af- 
fairs of the House of Representatives a de- 
tailed justification for not taking or initi- 
ating such disciplinary action. 

“(g) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) The term ‘supervisory employee’ 
means an employee of the Department who 
is a supervisor as defined in section 7103(a) of 
title 5. 

“(2) The term ‘whistleblower’ means one 
who makes a whistleblower disclosure. 

(3) The term ‘whistleblower disclosure’ 
means any disclosure of information by an 
employee of the Department or individual 
applying to become an employee of the De- 
partment which the employee or individual 
reasonably believes evidences— 

“(A) a violation of a provision of law; or 

“(B) gross mismanagement, a gross waste 
of funds, an abuse of authority, or a substan- 
tial and specific danger to public health or 
safety.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
308(b) of such title is amended by adding at 
the end the following new paragraph: 

(12) The functions set forth in section 
323(c) of this title.’’. 

(c) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 3 of such 
title is amended by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing new item: 

‘323. Office of Accountability and Whistle- 
blower Protection.”’. 
SEC. 9. PROTECTION OF WHISTLEBLOWERS IN 
DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AF- 
FAIRS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 7 of title 38, 
United States Code, is further amended by 
adding at the end the following new sections: 
“5725. Protection of whistleblowers as cri- 

teria in evaluation of supervisors 

“(a) DEVELOPMENT AND USE OF CRITERIA 
REQUIRED.—The Secretary, in consultation 
with the Assistant Secretary of Account- 
ability and Whistleblower Protection, shall 
develop criteria that— 

“(1) the Secretary shall use as a critical 
element in any evaluation of the perform- 
ance of a supervisory employee; and 

‘(2) promotes the protection of whistle- 
blowers. 

“(b) PRINCIPLES FOR PROTECTION OF WHIS- 
TLEBLOWERS.—The criteria required by sub- 
section (a) shall include principles for the 
protection of whistleblowers, such as the de- 
gree to which supervisory employees respond 
constructively when employees of the De- 
partment report concerns, take responsible 
action to resolve such concerns, and foster 
an environment in which employees of the 
Department feel comfortable reporting con- 
cerns to supervisory employees or to the ap- 
propriate authorities. 

‘“(¢) SUPERVISORY EMPLOYEE AND WHISTLE- 
BLOWER DEFINED.—In this section, the terms 
‘supervisory employee’ and ‘whistleblower’ 
have the meanings given such terms in sec- 
tion 323 of this title. 

“5727. Training regarding whistleblower dis- 
closures 

“(a) TRAINING.—Not less frequently than 
once every two years, the Secretary, in co- 
ordination with the Whistleblower Protec- 
tion Ombudsman designated under section 
3(d)(1)(C) of the Inspector General Act of 1978 
(5 U.S.C. App.), shall provide to each em- 
ployee of the Department training regarding 
whistleblower disclosures, including— 

“(1) an explanation of each method estab- 
lished by law in which an employee may file 
a whistleblower disclosure; 
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‘“(2) the right of the employee to petition 
Congress regarding a whistleblower disclo- 
sure in accordance with section 7211 of title 
5; 

“(3) an explanation that the employee may 
not be prosecuted or reprised against for dis- 
closing information to Congress, the Inspec- 
tor General, or another investigatory agency 
in instances where such disclosure is per- 
mitted by law, including under sections 5701, 
5705, and 7732 of this title, under section 552a 
of title 5 (commonly referred to as the Pri- 
vacy Act), under chapter 93 of title 18, and 
pursuant to regulations promulgated under 
section 264(c) of the Health Insurance Port- 
ability and Accountability Act of 1996 (Pub- 
lic Law 104-191); 

“(4) an explanation of the language that is 
required to be included in all nondisclosure 
policies, forms, and agreements pursuant to 
section 115(a)(1) of the Whistleblower Protec- 
tion Enhancement Act of 2012 (5 U.S.C. 2302 
note); and 

‘“(5) the right of contractors to be pro- 
tected from reprisal for the disclosure of cer- 
tain information under section 4705 or 4712 of 
title 41. 

(b) MANNER TRAINING IS PROVIDED.—The 
Secretary shall ensure, to the maximum ex- 
tent practicable, that training provided 
under subsection (a) is provided in person. 

“(c) CERTIFICATION.—Not less frequently 
than once every two years, the Secretary 
shall provide training on merit system pro- 
tection in a manner that the Special Counsel 
certifies as being satisfactory. 

‘(d) PUBLICATION.—The Secretary shall 
publish on the Internet website of the De- 
partment, and display prominently at each 
facility of the Department, the rights of an 
employee to make a whistleblower disclo- 
sure, including the information described in 
paragraphs (1) through (5) of subsection (a). 

“(e) WHISTLEBLOWER DISCLOSURE DE- 
FINED.—In this section, the term ‘whistle- 
blower disclosure’ has the meaning given 
such term in section 323 of this title.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of such chapter is 
further amended by adding at the end the 
following new items: 

‘725. Protection of whistleblowers as criteria 
in evaluation of supervisors. 
“727. Training regarding whistleblower dis- 
closures.’’. 
SEC. 10. TREATMENT OF CONGRESSIONAL TESTI- 
MONY BY DEPARTMENT OF VET- 
ERANS AFFAIRS EMPLOYEES AS OF- 
FICIAL DUTY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 7 of title 38, 
United States Code, is further amended by 
adding at the end the following new section: 
“§ 729. Congressional testimony by employees: 

treatment as official duty 

“(a) CONGRESSIONAL TESTIMONY.—An em- 
ployee of the Department is performing offi- 
cial duty during the period with respect to 
which the employee is testifying in an offi- 
cial capacity in front of either chamber of 
Congress, a committee of either chamber of 
Congress, or a joint or select committee of 
Congress. 

“(b) TRAVEL EXPENSES.—The Secretary 
shall provide travel expenses, including per 
diem in lieu of subsistence, in accordance 
with applicable provisions under subchapter 
I of chapter 57 of title 5, to any employee of 
the Department of Veterans Affairs per- 
forming official duty described under sub- 
section (a).’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of such chapter, as 
amended by section 102, is further amended 
by inserting after the item relating to sec- 
tion 721 the following new item: 
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“Sec. 729. Congressional testimony by em- 
ployees: treatment as official 
duty.’’. 

SEC. 11. REPORT ON METHODS USED TO INVES- 

TIGATE EMPLOYEES OF DEPART- 
MENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS. 

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 540 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Assistant Secretary for Account- 
ability and Whistleblower Protection shall 
submit to the Secretary, the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs of the Senate, and the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs of the House 
of Representatives a report on methods used 
to investigate employees of the Department 
of Veterans Affairs and whether such meth- 
ods are used to retaliate against whistle- 
blowers. 

(b) CONTENTS.—The report required by sub- 
section (a) shall include the following: 

(1) An assessment of the use of administra- 
tive investigation boards, peer review, 
searches of medical records, and other meth- 
ods for investigating employees of the De- 
partment. 

(2) A determination of whether and to what 
degree the methods described in paragraph 
(1) are being used to retaliate against whis- 
tleblowers. 

(8) Recommendations for legislative or ad- 
ministrative action to implement safeguards 
to prevent the retaliation described in para- 


graph (2). 
(c) WHISTLEBLOWER DEFINED.—In this sec- 
tion, the term ‘‘whistleblower’’ has the 


meaning given such term in section 323 of 
title 38, United States Code, as added by sec- 
tion 8. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 859, the gentleman 
from California (Mr. TAKANO) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

MODIFICATION TO AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED 

BY MR. TAKANO 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that the amend- 
ment be modified in the form I have 
placed at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the modification. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Modification to amendment No. 6 of- 
fered by Mr. TAKANO of California: 

Page 23, after line 17, insert the following: 
SEC. 8. OFFICE OF ACCOUNTABILITY AND WHIS- 

TLEBLOWER PROTECTION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 3 of title 38, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following new section: 

“§ 323. Office of Accountability and Whistle- 
blower Protection 

“(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
in the Department an office to be known as 
the Office of Accountability and Whistle- 
blower Protection (in this section referred to 
as the ‘Office’). 

““(b) HEAD OF OFFICE.—(1) The head of the 
Office shall be responsible for the functions 
of the Office and shall be appointed by the 
President pursuant to section 308(a) of this 
title. 

“(2) The head of the Office shall be known 
as the ‘Assistant Secretary for Account- 
ability and Whistleblower Protection’. 

(3) The Assistant Secretary shall report 
directly to the Secretary on all matters re- 
lating to the Office. 

“(4) Notwithstanding section 308(b) of this 
title, the Secretary may only assign to the 
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Assistant Secretary responsibilities relating 
to the functions of the Office set forth in 
subsection (c). 

“(c) FUNCTIONS.—(1) The functions of the 
Office are as follows: 

“(A) Advising the Secretary on all matters 
of the Department relating to account- 
ability, including accountability of employ- 
ees of the Department, retaliation against 
whistleblowers, and such matters as the Sec- 
retary considers similar and affect public 
trust in the Department. 

‘(B) Issuing reports and providing rec- 
ommendations related to the duties de- 
scribed in subparagraph (A). 

‘“(C) Receiving whistleblower complaints. 

‘(D) Referring whistleblower complaints 
received under subparagraph (C) for inves- 
tigation to the Office of the Medical Inspec- 
tor, the Office of Inspector General, or other 
investigative entity, as appropriate, if the 
Assistant Secretary has reason to believe the 
whistleblower complaint is evidence of a vio- 
lation of a provision of law, mismanagement, 
gross waste of funds, abuse of authority, or a 
substantial and specific danger to public 
health and safety. 

“(E) Receiving and referring complaints 
from the Special Counsel for investigation to 
the Medical Inspector of the Department, the 
Inspector General of the Department, or 
such other person with investigatory author- 
ity, as the Assistant Secretary considers ap- 
propriate. 

“(F) Recording, tracking, reviewing, and 
confirming implementation of recommenda- 
tions from audits and investigations carried 
out by the Inspector General of the Depart- 
ment, the Medical Inspector of the Depart- 
ment, the Special Counsel, and the Comp- 
troller General of the United States, includ- 
ing the imposition of disciplinary actions 
and other corrective actions contained in 
such recommendations. 

“(G) Analyzing data from the Office and 
the Office of Inspector General telephone 
hotlines, other whistleblower complaints, 
disaggregated by facility and area of health 
care if appropriate, and relevant audits and 
investigations to identify trends and issue 
reports to the Secretary based on analysis 
conducted under this subparagraph. 

“(H) Receiving, reviewing, and inves- 
tigating allegations of misconduct, retalia- 
tion, or poor performance involving— 

“(i) an individual in a senior executive po- 
sition (as defined in section 713(d) of this 
title) in the Department; 

“(ii) an individual employed in a confiden- 
tial, policy-making, policy-determining, or 
policy-advocating position in the Depart- 
ment; or 

“(iii) a supervisory employee. 

“(I) Making such recommendations to the 
Secretary for disciplinary action as the As- 
sistant Secretary considers appropriate after 
substantiating any allegation of misconduct 
or poor performance pursuant to an inves- 
tigation carried out as described in subpara- 
graph (F) or (H). 

‘2) In carrying out the functions of the 
Office, the Assistant Secretary shall ensure 
that the Office maintains a toll-free tele- 
phone number and Internet website to re- 
ceive anonymous whistleblower complaints. 

“(3) In any case in which the Assistant 
Secretary receives a whistleblower com- 
plaint from an employee of the Department 
under paragraph (1)(C), the Assistant Sec- 
retary may not disclose the identity of the 
employee without the consent of the em- 
ployee, except in accordance with the provi- 
sions of section 552a of title 5, or as required 
by any other applicable provision of Federal 
law. 
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‘(d) RELATION TO OFFICE OF GENERAL COUN- 
SEL.—The Office shall not be established as 
an element of the Office of the General Coun- 
sel and the Assistant Secretary may not re- 
port to the General Counsel. 

“(e) REPORTS.—(1)(A) Not later than June 
30 of each calendar year, beginning with 
June 30, 2017, the Assistant Secretary shall 
submit to the Committee on Veterans’ Af- 
fairs of the Senate and the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs of the House of Representa- 
tives a report on the activities of the Office 
during the calendar year in which the report 
is submitted. 

‘“(B) Each report submitted under subpara- 
graph (A) shall include, for the period cov- 
ered by the report, the following: 

“(i) A full and substantive analysis of the 
activities of the Office, including such statis- 
tical information as the Assistant Secretary 
considers appropriate. 

“(ii) Identification of any issues reported 
to the Secretary under subsection (c)(1)(G), 
including such data as the Assistant Sec- 
retary considers relevant to such issues and 
any trends the Assistant Secretary may have 
identified with respect to such issues. 

“(iii) Identification of such concerns as the 
Assistant Secretary may have regarding the 
size, staffing, and resources of the Office and 
such recommendations as the Assistant Sec- 
retary may have for legislative or adminis- 
trative action to address such concerns. 

“(iv) Such recommendations as the Assist- 
ant Secretary may have for legislative or ad- 
ministrative action to improve— 

“(I) the process by which concerns are re- 
ported to the Office; and 

‘(II) the protection of whistleblowers with- 
in the Department. 

“(v) Such other matters as the Assistant 
Secretary considers appropriate regarding 
the functions of the Office or other matters 
relating to the Office. 

“(2) If the Secretary receives a rec- 
ommendation for disciplinary action under 
subsection (c)(1)(1) and does not take or ini- 
tiate the recommended disciplinary action 
before the date that is 60 days after the date 
on which the Secretary received the rec- 
ommendation, the Secretary shall submit to 
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs of the 
Senate and the Committee on Veterans’ Af- 
fairs of the House of Representatives a de- 
tailed justification for not taking or initi- 
ating such disciplinary action. 

““(f) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) The term ‘supervisory employee’ 
means an employee of the Department who 
is a supervisor as defined in section 7103(a) of 
title 5. 

“(2) The term ‘whistleblower’ means one 
who makes a whistleblower complaint. 

“(3) The term ‘whistleblower complaint’ 
means any disclosure of information by an 
employee of the Department or individual 
applying to become an employee of the De- 
partment which the employee or individual 
reasonably believes evidences— 

“(A) a violation of a provision of law; or 

“(B) gross mismanagement, a gross waste 
of funds, an abuse of authority, or a substan- 
tial and specific danger to public health or 
safety.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
308(b) of such title is amended by adding at 
the end the following new paragraph: 

‘12) The functions set forth in section 
823(c) of this title.’’. 

(c) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 3 of such 
title is amended by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing new item: 

‘323. Office of Accountability and Whistle- 
blower Protection.”’. 
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Mr. MILLER of Florida (during the 
reading). Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the reading be dis- 
pensed with. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Florida? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the amendment is modified. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chairman, I ex- 
press my full support of Representative 
KIRKPATRICK’s amendment to H.R. 5620. 
I would like to thank Chairman MIL- 
LER for working with Representative 
KIRKPATRICK to develop a bipartisan 
amendment we all can support. 

Whistleblowers are critical to uncov- 
ering and eliminating misconduct and 
wrongdoing at the Department of Vet- 
erans Affairs. Without them, serious 
issues like those discovered at the 
Phoenix VA facility may never have 
been brought to our attention. The 
courageous VA employees who chose to 
speak out deserve our respect and pro- 
tection. We must create an environ- 
ment in which whistleblowers expect 
appreciation, not retribution. Rep- 
resentative KIRKPATRICK’s amendment, 
which would create the VA Office of 
Accountability and Whistleblower Pro- 
tection, will help us achieve that goal. 

Representative KIRKPATRICK’S 
amendment has been developed in con- 
sultation with the Office of Special 
Counsel and includes language from 
the Senate’s bipartisan Veterans First 
Act. The amendment would create an 
independent VA Office of Account- 
ability and Whistleblower Protection, 
which would report directly to the VA 
Secretary. The office would staff an 
anonymous hotline and refer whistle- 
blower complaints to the appropriate 
office or entity for investigation and 
investigate allegations of misconduct, 
retaliation, or poor performance of sen- 
ior executives and supervisors. 

Mr. Chairman, this amendment will 
create an environment in which whis- 
tleblowers are protected and mis- 
conduct is more quickly discovered and 
eliminated. I urge my colleagues to 
support Representative KIRKPATRICK’S 
amendment to H.R. 5620. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair- 
man, I ask unanimous consent to claim 
the time in opposition, although I am 
not opposed to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Florida? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair- 
man, I appreciate the gentlewoman 
from Arizona (Mrs. KIRKPATRICK) work- 
ing with us to add the Office of Whis- 
tleblower Protection. It also does cre- 
ate an assistant secretary that would 
oversee this brand-new office. 
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I appreciate Mrs. KIRKPATRICK work- 
ing with us on this amendment to bet- 
ter align it with the protections that 
are already in the bill. A portion of 
this amendment to create the new of- 
fice already passed the House in H.R. 
1994. This amendment now has my full 
support. 

I urge my colleagues to agree and 
support it. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment, as modified, offered 
by the gentleman from California (Mr. 
TAKANO). 

The amendment, as modified, was 
agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 7 OFFERED BY MR. NEWHOUSE 


The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 7 printed in 
House Report 114-742. 

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Chair, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 


Add at the end the following new section: 
SEC. 11. CLARIFICATION OF EMERGENCY HOS- 
PITAL CARE FURNISHED BY THE 
SECRETARY OF VETERANS AFFAIRS 

TO CERTAIN VETERANS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 17 of title 38, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after section 1730A the following new sec- 
tion: 

“$1730B. Examination and treatment for 
emergency medical conditions and women 
in labor 


“(a) MEDICAL SCREENING EXAMINATIONS.— 
In carrying out this chapter, if any enrolled 
veteran requests, or a request is made on be- 
half of the veteran, for examination or treat- 
ment for a medical condition, regardless of 
whether such condition is service-connected, 
at a hospital emergency department of a 
medical facility of the Department, the Sec- 
retary shall ensure that the veteran is pro- 
vided an appropriate medical screening ex- 
amination within the capability of the emer- 
gency department, including ancillary serv- 
ices routinely available to the emergency de- 
partment, to determine whether an emer- 
gency medical condition exists. 

“(b) NECESSARY STABILIZING TREATMENT 
FOR EMERGENCY MEDICAL CONDITIONS AND 
LABOR.—(1) If an enrolled veteran comes to a 
medical facility of the Department and the 
Secretary determines that the veteran has 
an emergency medical condition, the Sec- 
retary shall provide either— 

“(A) such further medical examination and 
such treatment as may be required to sta- 
bilize the medical condition; or 

“(B) for the transfer of the veteran to an- 
other medical facility of the Department or 
a non-Department facility in accordance 
with subsection (c). 

“(2) The Secretary is deemed to meet the 
requirement of paragraph (1)(A) with respect 
to an enrolled veteran if the Secretary offers 
the veteran the further medical examination 
and treatment described in such paragraph 
and informs the veteran (or an individual 
acting on behalf of the veteran) of the risks 
and benefits to the veteran of such examina- 
tion and treatment, but the veteran (or indi- 
vidual) refuses to consent to the examina- 
tion and treatment. The Secretary shall take 
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all reasonable steps to secure the written in- 
formed consent of such veteran (or indi- 
vidual) to refuse such examination and treat- 
ment. 

“(3) The Secretary is deemed to meet the 
requirement of paragraph (1) with respect to 
an enrolled veteran if the Secretary offers to 
transfer the individual to another medical 
facility in accordance with subsection (c) of 
this section and informs the veteran (or an 
individual acting on behalf of the veteran) of 
the risks and benefits to the veteran of such 
transfer, but the veteran (or individual) re- 
fuses to consent to the transfer. The hospital 
shall take all reasonable steps to secure the 
written informed consent of such veteran (or 
individual) to refuse such transfer. 

‘(c) RESTRICTION OF TRANSFERS UNTIL VET- 
ERAN STABILIZED.—(1) If an enrolled veteran 
at a medical facility of the Department has 
an emergency medical condition that has not 
been stabilized, the Secretary may not trans- 
fer the veteran to another medical facility of 
the Department or a non-Department facil- 
ity unless— 

“(A)G) the veteran (or a legally responsible 
individual acting on behalf of the veteran), 
after being informed of the obligation of the 
Secretary under this section and of the risk 
of transfer, requests in writing a transfer to 
another medical facility; 

“(ii) a physician has signed a certification 
(including a summary of the risks and bene- 
fits) that, based upon the information avail- 
able at the time of transfer, the medical ben- 
efits reasonably expected from the provision 
of appropriate medical treatment at another 
medical facility outweigh the increased risks 
to the veteran and, in the case of labor, to 
the unborn child from effecting the transfer; 
or 

“(Gii) if a physician is not physically 
present in the emergency department at the 
time a veteran is transferred, a qualified 
medical person (as defined by the Secretary 
in regulations) has signed a certification de- 
scribed in clause (ii) after a physician, in 
consultation with the person, has made the 
determination described in such clause, and 
subsequently countersigns the certification; 
and 

‘“(B) the transfer is an appropriate transfer 
as described in paragraph (2). 

‘“(2) An appropriate transfer to a medical 
facility is a transfer— 

“(A) in which the transferring medical fa- 
cility provides the medical treatment within 
the capacity of the facility that minimizes 
the risks to the health of the enrolled vet- 
eran and, in the case of a woman in labor, 
the health of the unborn child; 

“(B) in which the receiving facility— 

“(i) has available space and qualified per- 
sonnel for the treatment of the veteran; and 

“(ii) has agreed to accept transfer of the 
veteran and to provide appropriate medical 
treatment; 

“(C) in which the transferring facility 
sends to the receiving facility all medical 
records (or copies thereof), related to the 
emergency condition for which the veteran 
has presented, available at the time of the 
transfer, including records related to the 
emergency medical condition of the veteran, 
observations of signs or symptoms, prelimi- 
nary diagnosis, treatment provided, results 
of any tests and the informed written con- 
sent or certification (or copy thereof) pro- 
vided under paragraph (1)(A), and the name 
and address of any on-call physician (de- 
scribed in subsection (d)(1)(C) of this section) 
who has refused or failed to appear within a 
reasonable time to provide necessary stabi- 
lizing treatment; 
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“(D) in which the transfer is effected 
through qualified personnel and transpor- 
tation equipment, as required including the 
use of necessary and medically appropriate 
life support measures during the transfer; 
and 

“(E) that meets such other requirements 
as the Secretary may find necessary in the 
interest of the health and safety of veterans 
transferred. 

“(d) CHARGES.—(1) Nothing in this section 
may be construed to affect any charges that 
the Secretary may collect from a veteran or 
third party. 

“(2) The Secretary shall treat any care 
provided by a non-Department facility pur- 
suant to this section as care otherwise pro- 
vided by a non-Department facility pursuant 
to this chapter for purposes of paying such 
non-Department facility for such care. 

‘“(e) NONDISCRIMINATION.—A medical facil- 
ity of the Department or a non-Department 
facility, as the case may be, that has special- 
ized capabilities or facilities (such as burn 
units, shock-trauma units, neonatal inten- 
sive care units, or (with respect to rural 
areas) regional referral centers as identified 
by the Secretary in regulation) shall not 
refuse to accept an appropriate transfer of an 
enrolled veteran who requires such special- 
ized capabilities or facilities if the facility 
has the capacity to treat the veteran. 

“(f) NO DELAY IN EXAMINATION OR TREAT- 
MENT.—A medical facility of the Department 
or a non-Department facility, as the case 
may be, may not delay provision of an appro- 
priate medical screening examination re- 
quired under subsection (a) or further med- 
ical examination and treatment required 
under subsection (b) of this section in order 
to inquire about the method of payment or 
insurance status of an enrolled veteran. 

‘“(g) WHISTLEBLOWER PROTECTIONS.—The 
Secretary may not take adverse action 
against an employee of the Department be- 
cause the employee refuses to authorize the 
transfer of an enrolled veteran with an emer- 
gency medical condition that has not been 
stabilized or because the employee reports a 
violation of a requirement of this section. 

‘“(h) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) The term ‘emergency medical condi- 
tion’ means— 

“(A) a medical condition manifesting itself 
by acute symptoms of sufficient severity (in- 
cluding severe pain) such that the absence of 
immediate medical attention could reason- 
ably be expected to result in— 

““(i) placing the health of the enrolled vet- 
eran (or, with respect to an enrolled veteran 
who is a pregnant woman, the health of the 
woman or her unborn child) in serious jeop- 
ardy; 

“Gi) serious impairment to bodily func- 
tions; or 

‘“(iii) serious dysfunction of any bodily 
organ or part; or 

“(B) with respect to an enrolled veteran 
who is a pregnant woman having contrac- 
tions— 

““(j) that there is inadequate time to effect 
a safe transfer to another hospital before de- 
livery; or 

“Gi) that transfer may pose a threat to the 
health or safety of the woman or the unborn 
child. 

(2) The term ‘enrolled veteran’ means a 
veteran who is enrolled in the health care 
system established under section 1705(a) of 
this title. 

(3) The term ‘to stabilize’ means, with re- 
spect to an emergency medical condition de- 
scribed in paragraph (1)(A), to provide such 
medical treatment of the condition as may 
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be necessary to assure, within reasonable 
medical probability, that no material dete- 
rioration of the condition is likely to result 
from or occur during the transfer of the en- 
rolled veteran from a facility, or, with re- 
spect to an emergency medical condition de- 
scribed in paragraph (1)(B), to deliver (in- 
cluding the placenta). 

“(4) The term ‘stabilized’ means, with re- 
spect to an emergency medical condition de- 
scribed in paragraph (1)(A), that no material 
deterioration of the condition is likely, with- 
in reasonable medical probability, to result 
from or occur during the transfer of the indi- 
vidual from a facility, or, with respect to an 
emergency medical condition described in 
paragraph (1)(B), that the woman has deliv- 
ered (including the placenta). 

“(5) The term ‘transfer’ means the move- 
ment (including the discharge) of an enrolled 
veteran outside the facilities of a medical fa- 
cility of the Department at the direction of 
any individual employed by (or affiliated or 
associated, directly or indirectly, with) the 
Department, but does not include such a 
movement of an individual who— 

“(A) has been declared dead; or 

‘(B) leaves the facility without the permis- 
sion of any such person.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections of such chapter is amended by in- 
serting after the item relating to section 
1730A the following new item: 

“1730B. Examination and treatment for 
emergency medical conditions 
and women in labor.’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 859, the gentleman 
from Washington (Mr. NEWHOUSE) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Washington. 
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Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Chairman, first 
of all, I include in the RECORD six let- 
ters from various veterans service or- 
ganizations in support of H.R. 5620, as 
amended. 


MILITARY ORDER OF THE PURPLE HEART, 
Springfield, VA, July 14, 2016. 
Hon. JEFF MILLER, 
Chairman, House Committee on Veterans’ Af- 
fairs, Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN MILLER: On behalf of the 
Military Order of the Purple Heart (MOPH), 
whose membership is comprised entirely of 
combat wounded veterans, I am pleased to 
offer our support for sections 1 through 8 and 
10 of H.R. 5620, the VA Accountability First 
and Appeals Modernization Act of 2016. If en- 
acted, this legislation would establish rea- 
sonable accountability measures for Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs (VA) employees. 

The ability to reward good employees and 
hold poor employees accountable is essential 
to any high-performing organization. Unfor- 
tunately, events of the past two years have 
made it clear to MOPH that VA lacks the 
necessary authority to punish, remove, and 
recoup the performance bonuses of employ- 
ees who were found to have endangered vet- 
erans, misused government funds, and other- 
wise underperformed in their duties. While 
we understand that VA cannot simply fire 
its way to success, we feel that improve- 
ments to these authorities made by this leg- 
islation are critical to allowing VA to func- 
tion as it should, while also maintaining vet- 
erans’ trust in their VA. Furthermore, these 
reforms would send the right message to the 
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vast majority of VA employees who do an ex- 
emplary job every day that their good per- 
formance is truly appreciated. MOPH is also 
pleased that this legislation contains robust 
whistleblower protections, as no VA em- 
ployee should ever fear reprisal for identi- 
fying deficiencies that could endanger vet- 
erans in any way. 


MOPH is still evaluating section 9, which 
makes substantive changes to the VA ap- 
peals process, and takes no position on this 
section at this time. 


MOPH thanks you for your leadership on 
this issue and your commitment to veteran- 
centric VA reform. We look forward to work- 
ing with you to ensure the passage of this 
important legislation. 

Respectfully, 
ROBERT PUSKAR, 
National Commander. 


FLEET RESERVE ASSOCIATION, 
Alexandria, VA, July 26, 2016. 
Hon. JEFF MILLER, 
Chairman, House Veterans’ Affairs Committee, 
House of Representatives, Washington, DC. 
DEAR CHAIRMAN MILLER: The Fleet Reserve 
Association (FRA) supports the “VA Ac- 
countability First and Appeals Moderniza- 
tion Act” (H.R. 5620) that would reform the 
VA’s disability benefits appeals process—a 
top priority for FRA. The bill also strength- 
ens protections for whistleblowers and en- 
forces accountability for unprofessional em- 
ployees. 


The Association appreciates your strong 
leadership on this issue and stands ready to 
provide assistance in advancing this legisla- 
tion. The FRA point of contact is John 
Davis, Director of Legislative Programs. 

Sincerely, 
THOMAS J. SNEE, 
National Executive Director. 


ENLISTED ASSOCIATION OF THE NA- 
TIONAL GUARD OF THE UNITED 
STATES, 

Alexandria, VA, July 21, 2016. 

Hon. JEFF MILLER, 
Chairman, Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
House of Representatives, Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN MILLER: On behalf of the 
Enlisted Association of the National Guard 
of the United States (EANGUS) which rep- 
resents the interests of over 400,000 enlisted 
men and women of the Army and Air Na- 
tional Guard, we are pleased to offer our full 
support for H.R. 5620, the VA Accountability 
First and Appeals Modernization Act of 2016. 
This bill combines much needed account- 
ability measures for the employees of the 
Department of Veterans Affairs (VA), with 
long overdue reforms to the personal appeals 
process. 


We believe your legislation gives the VA 
the power it needs to hold its employees ac- 
countable, while strengthening protection 
for whistleblowers. This is crucial, as the 
events of the past two years have made it 
clear to our organization that the VA is un- 
able to remove employees that are negligent, 
underperforming, and don’t serve in the best 
interest of veterans. We also believe the ro- 
bust protections for whistleblowers con- 
tained in this legislation are critical. Em- 
ployees that do the right thing should not 
fear reprisals for identifying deficiencies 
that could endanger veterans. 

EANGUS thanks you for your continued 
leadership on this issue and your commit- 
ment to bring improvements and account- 
ability to the VA. We stand ready to work 
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with you and your staff to ensure the pas- 
sage of this important piece of legislation. 
Sincerely, 
FRANK YOAKUM, 
Sgt. Maj., U.S. Army (retired), 
Executive Director. 


From: CVA—Press. 

Date: Thursday, July 7, 2016. 

To: CVA HQ. 

For Immediate Release: July 7, 2016. 
CONCERNED VETERANS FOR AMERICA AN- 

NOUNCES SUPPORT FOR MILLER VA AC- 

COUNTABILITY BILL 

ARLINGTON, VA.—Concerned Veterans for 
America (CVA) Vice President for Legisla- 
tive and Political Action Dan Caldwell re- 
leased the following statement today in sup- 
port of House Veterans’ Affairs Committee 
Chairman Miller’s introduction of the ‘VA 
Accountability First and Appeals Moderniza- 
tion Act of 2016:’ 

“Concerned Veterans for America applauds 
Chairman Miller for introducing H.R. 5620, 
the VA Accountability First and Appeals 
Modernization Act of 2016: This legislation 
would go a long way in addressing the lack 
of accountability plaguing the VA and im- 
peding the timely delivery of health care and 
other benefits to eligible veterans. From pro- 
viding meaningful limits on how long VA 
employees can appeal administrative ac- 
tions, to giving the VA secretary the author- 
ity to recoup bonuses and salary awarded to 
unethical employees, this bill is full of the 
reforms that will rid the department of its 
accountability crisis. Importantly, its re- 
moval of the Merit Systems Protection 
Board (MSPB) from the appeals process for 
senior executives is a critical component to 
ensuring that top leaders are held account- 
able for their actions and kept from nega- 
tively influencing veterans’ care in the fu- 
ture. We urge the VA committees of both 
houses of Congress to move quickly on this 
legislation, and deliver the reform veterans 
deserve.” 

ASSOCIATION OF THE 
UNITED STATES NAVY, 
August 10, 2016. 
Hon. JEFF MILLER, 
Cannon House Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN MILLER: The Associa- 
tion for the United States Navy strongly 
supports HR 5620, which combines VA ac- 
countability provisions with appeals reform. 
The VA has had a history of committing 
crimes without anything more than a slap on 
the wrist, leaving it to veterans to suffer 
from lesser care. With HR 5620, the account- 
ability that veterans have been looking for 
in order to require that the VA give the 
proper care would finally occur. We at AUSN 
greatly appreciate your introduction of this 
bill and look forward to seeing it gain trac- 
tion in the House and Senate. 

HR 5620 helps outline both accountability 
measures and appeals reform together, which 
benefit veterans as well as VA leadership 
give better care. Both sections 3 and 7 help 
hold individuals, not just the entire organi- 
zation or leadership, accountable for their 
actions. The expedited system would allow 
employees who had misbehaved to appeal 
within 10 days and then have their appeal de- 
cided within 60 days, which is a much 
quicker, cleaner version to the system we 
currently have. This would help bring in bet- 
ter individuals rather than new leadership 
every time there is a problem, and would 
allow for expedited reprimand of the individ- 
uals by streamlining the discipline process. 
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The appeals reform section of the bill is also 
impressive, giving veterans three different 
avenues to go about their appeals process 
rather than just one and consistently having 
the same problem. This bill is one that really 
focuses on the individual rather than the col- 
lective, which makes it beneficial for vet- 
erans to receive the best quality care pos- 
sible. 

It is crucial that accountability and appeal 
reform occurs within the VA. The current 
system is too rigid for real reform to occur, 
and by having initiatives that are introduced 
in this bill, it would help make last change 
within the VA and finally give veterans the 
care they deserve for serving our country. 

Sincerely, 
MICHAEL LITTLE. 


AUGUST 31, 2016. 

Hon. JEFF MILLER, 

Chairman, House Committee on Veterans’ Af- 
fairs, House of Representatives, Wash- 
ington, DC. 

DEAR MR. MILLER: AMVETS (American 
Veterans) is pleased to support your bill, 
H.R. 5620, the VA Accountability First and 
Appeals Modernization Act of 2016, which 
seeks to provide for the removal or demotion 
of employees of the Department of Veterans 
Affairs (VA) based on performance or mis- 
conduct, and to reform the Veterans Benefits 
Administration (VBA) appeals process. 

The intent of this bill is in line with two of 
our National Resolutions, which dictate our 
legislative priorities, that our members 
voted on and passed at the AMVETS 72nd 
National Convention in Reno, Nevada in Au- 
gust. The first Resolution is related to the 
need for, and importance of, improved VA ac- 
countability. It states, in part, that until 
each and every VA employee can be held ac- 
countable for their actions, or lack thereof, 
the VA system will remain broken, unsatis- 
factory, and unsafe. The second Resolution is 
related to fixing the VBA claims processing 
and appeals systems. It states, in part, that 
AMVETS continues to monitor the progress 
of the veteran claims processing system, and 
working as a stakeholder, seeks to address 
the shortcomings. For these reasons we 
stand ready to help you gain passage of H.R. 
5620. 

AMVETS appreciates your leadership in 
introducing this important legislation and in 
striving to improve the lives of all veterans. 

Sincerely, 
JOSEPH R. CHENELLY, 
Executive Director. 


Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Chairman, I be- 
lieve one of the Federal Government’s 
most important functions is to support 
those who have sacrificed so much in 
the defense of our Nation. Whenever 
our government fails to meet this re- 
sponsibility, swift action must be 
taken. 

We have heard far too many dis- 
tressing stories in recent years about 
the Department of Veterans Affairs 
failing to provide our veterans the care 
they deserve. My amendment seeks to 
address one of these problems by add- 
ing the text of H.R. 3216, the Veterans 
Emergency Treatment Act, to this bill. 
This language is supported by the Vet- 
erans of Foreign Wars, the American 
Legion, and the Disabled American 
Veterans. 

In short, my amendment would en- 
sure that every enrolled veteran who 
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arrives at an emergency department of 
a VA medical facility and indicates an 
emergency condition exists is assessed 
and treated in an effort to prevent fur- 
ther injury or death. This is accom- 
plished by applying the statutory re- 
quirements of the Emergency Medical 
Treatment and Labor Act, or 
EMTALA, to emergency care furnished 
by the VA to enrolled veterans. 

Mr. Chairman, my attention was 
drawn to this issue by one of my own 
constituents. In February of 2015, a 64- 
year-old Army veteran arrived at the 
Seattle VA emergency room in severe 
pain with a broken foot that had swol- 
len to the size of a football. No longer 
able to walk, he requested emergency 
room staff assist him in traveling the 
10 feet from his car to the ER entrance. 
Hospital personnel promptly hung up 
on him after instructing him he would 
need to call 911 to assist him at his own 
expense. He was eventually helped into 
the emergency room by a Seattle fire 
captain as well as three firefighters. 

Another notable incident occurred in 
New Mexico in 2014, when a veteran 
collapsed in the cafeteria of a VA facil- 
ity and ultimately died when the VA 
refused to transport him 500 yards 
across the campus to the emergency 
room. 

EMTALA is a Federal statute that 
supersedes State and local laws and 
grants every individual a Federal right 
to emergency care. It was enacted by 
Congress in 1986 and is designed to pre- 
vent hospitals from transferring, or 
dumping, uninsured or Medicaid pa- 
tients to public hospitals. EMTALA re- 
quires a hospital to conduct a medical 
examination to determine if an emer- 
gency medical condition exists. If one 
does, then the hospital must either sta- 
bilize the patient or effectuate a proper 
transfer at the patient’s request. Cur- 
rently, the VA hospitals are considered 
to be nonparticipating hospitals and 
are therefore not obligated to fulfill 
the requirements instituted by 
EMTALA. This amendment will revise 
current law to remove the nonpartici- 
pating designation and require them to 
fulfill requirements of EMTALA, just 
as every other hospital does. 

Mr. Chairman, it is actually the Vet- 
erans Health Administration’s stated 
policy that all transfers in and out of 
VA facilities of patients in the emer- 
gency department or urgent care units 
are accomplished in a manner that en- 
sures maximum patient safety and is in 
compliance with the transfer provi- 
sions of EMTALA and its imple- 
menting regulations. 

However, unfortunately, this policy 
is not always followed, and occasion- 
ally locally designed transfer policies 
undermine efforts to provide emer- 
gency care to veterans. Additionally, 
in some of these instances there was 
clear confusion on the part of the VA 
facilities about their own transfer poli- 
cies. This is why we must act now. 
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Mr. Chairman, I urge the House to 
support and pass my amendment to 
H.R. 5620. It is time we ensure our vet- 
erans receive proper medical care dur- 
ing emergency medical situations, all 
without requiring additional spending. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair- 
man, I ask unanimous consent to claim 
the time in opposition, although I am 
not opposed. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Florida? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair- 
man, as the sponsor has already said, it 
clarifies and strengthens VA’s respon- 
sibility with regard to emergency care. 
It has been drafted very well in re- 
sponse to a recent, very tragic incident 
where a veteran died in a VA parking 
lot in very close proximity to a VA 
emergency room. It is supported by nu- 
merous veterans service organizations. 

I am grateful to the gentleman from 
Washington (Mr. NEWHOUSE), my good 
friend, and urge all of my colleagues to 
join me in supporting this amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Washington (Mr. 
NEWHOUSE). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 8 OFFERED BY MR. SCHWEIKERT 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 8 printed in 
House Report 114-742. 

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Add at the end the following new section: 
SEC. 11. USE OF DISTRIBUTED LEDGER TECH- 

NOLOGY TO SCHEDULE APPOINT- 
MENTS. 

(a) USE OF DISTRIBUTED LEDGER TECH- 
NOLOGY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Beginning not later than 
one year after the date of the enactment of 
this Act, the Secretary of Veterans Affairs 
shall ensure that veterans seeking health 
care appointments at medical facilities of 
the Department are able to use an Internet 
website, a mobile application, or other simi- 
lar electronic method to use distributed 
ledger technology to view such appointments 
and ascertain whether an employee of the 
Department of Veterans Affairs has modified 
such appointments. 

(2) CONTRACTS.—The Secretary shall carry 
out paragraph (1) by seeking to enter into 
one or more contracts with appropriate enti- 
ties to develop the appointment distributed 
ledger technology system described in such 
paragraph. 

(3) PRIVACY AND OWNERSHIP OF INFORMA- 
TION.—Any information relating to a veteran 
that is used or transmitted pursuant to this 
section— 
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(A) shall be treated in accordance with sec- 
tion 552a of title 5, United States Code (com- 
monly referred to as the ‘‘Privacy Act’’) and 
other applicable laws and regulations relat- 
ing to the privacy of the veteran; 

(B) may only be used by an employee or 
contractor of the Department of Veterans 
Affairs to carry out paragraph (1); and 

(C) may not be disclosed to any person who 
is not the veteran or such an employee or 
contractor unless the veteran provides con- 
sent to such disclosure. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date on which the Secretary commences 
subsection (a)(1), the Secretary shall submit 
to Congress a report on the implementation 
of this section. 

(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) The term ‘‘distributed ledger tech- 
nology” means technology using a consensus 
of replicated, shared, and synchronized dig- 
ital data that is geographically spread across 
multiple digital systems. 

(2) The term ‘‘mobile application” means a 
software program that runs on the operating 
system of a mobile device. 

(3) The term ‘‘mobile device” means a 
smartphone, tablet computer, or similar 
portable computing device that transmits 
data over a wireless connection. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 859, the gentleman 
from Arizona (Mr. SCHWEIKERT) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Mr. Chairman, to 
our friends on the other side, I will let 
you know, I am going to move to with- 
draw the amendment, but I do want to 
share a little bit of an explanation of 
why I am taking this approach. 

I am blessed to represent much of the 
Phoenix area, the epicenter of where 
the calendar, where the scheduling sys- 
tem was manipulated. For those of us 
who are in this body who have had the 
opportunity to sit across from a widow 
who cannot stop crying because she is 
telling you that, in everything she be- 
lieves, the VA took the life of her hus- 
band by the delays, after the delays, 
after functionally being lied to and the 
delays. 

I accept in this body I may be bor- 
dering on being sort of a techno-uto- 
pian, but I have a belief that there is 
technology out there that is already 
widely adopted in the rest of the world. 
I mean, there are countries that the 
entire nation’s database system is run 
this way, something called a distribu- 
tive ledger, a blockchain. 

The beauty of what we were trying to 
weave into this is the concept of, hey, 
they are already working on a sched- 
uling software. If you enable it across 
the server network, no one can manip- 
ulate it. You can’t sit there and slip in 
and change the dates and the times 
without it being date-stamped. That is 
the beauty of a distributive ledger 
model, and you don’t have to custom 
design the software to do this. Basi- 
cally, you are already using the capital 
you have already spent on the series of 
servers you have, and then it distrib- 
utes it across it. 
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This is today’s technology—in a 
world where we step up and say we are 
going to custom-design a software solu- 
tion for scheduling, that is brilliant if 
it were still the 1990s; it is not—our 
ability to use a type of technology 
where the veteran can log in through 
secure passwords, see their own 
records, see their history, see their 
schedules, and know that it is bullet- 
proof, that no one can manipulate it; 
and if there was a change, they can see 
when and who did it, and they get to 
participate in the scheduling of their 
own health care. This will work on 
apps. It will work on a home computer. 
It will work on the servers at the VA. 

I have to reach out and say thank 
you to the chairman and to his staff 
because I know some of this is new 
technology, and rolling it out in a very 
specific fashion is sort of disharmo- 
nious when you are moving forward 
with a reform bill of this nature, but I 
am hopeful that many of us are going 
to sell you the idea that there is little 
technological improvements that can 
be woven in and actually solve many of 
the structural problems, crises, con- 
cerns that all of us have had to face at 
the VA over the last few years. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to withdraw the amendment enu- 
merated as No. 8. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Arizona? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. The amendment 
is withdrawn. 

It is now in order to consider amend- 
ment No. 9 printed in House Report 
114-742. 

It is now in order to consider amend- 
ment No. 10 printed in House Report 
114-742. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair, 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Florida will state his parliamen- 
tary inquiry. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Will the 
Chair state the amendment number. I 
think you said amendment No. 10. 
Should it be No. 9? 

The Acting CHAIR. Amendment No. 9 
was not offered. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. I apologize, I 
was not informed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 10 OFFERED BY MR. TAKANO 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chair, as the des- 
ignee of the gentlewoman from Florida 
(Ms. FRANKEL), I have an amendment 
at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 54, after line 2, insert the following: 
SEC. 11. SENSE OF CONGRESS REGARDING AMER- 

ICAN VETERANS DISABLED FOR 
LIFE. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress 

lowing: 


finds the fol- 
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(1) There are at least 3,600,000 veterans cur- 
rently living with service-connected disabil- 
ities. 

(2) As a result of their service, many vet- 
erans are permanently disabled throughout 
their lives and in many cases must rely on 
the support of their families and friends 
when these visible and invisible burdens be- 
come too much to bear alone. 

(3) October 5, which is the anniversary of 
the dedication of the American Veterans Dis- 
abled for Life Memorial, has been recognized 
as an appropriate day on which to honor 
American veterans disabled for life each 
year. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—Congress— 

(1) expresses its appreciation to the men 
and women left permanently wounded, ill, or 
injured as a result of their service in the 
Armed Forces; 

(2) supports the annual recognition of 
American veterans disabled for life; and 

(3) encourages the American people to 
honor American veterans disabled for life 
each year with appropriate programs and ac- 
tivities. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 859, the gentleman 
from California (Mr. TAKANO) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chairman, I rise to 
offer the amendment on behalf of the 
gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. 
FRANKEL). 

Congresswoman FRANKEL’S amend- 
ment would honor American veterans 
disabled for life and support annual 
recognition of our Nation’s servicemen 
and -women left permanently wounded, 
ill, or injured as a result of their serv- 
ice. If passed, it would recognize Octo- 
ber 5 as an appropriate day to honor 
disabled veterans each year. This date 
coincides with the anniversary of the 
dedication of the American Veterans 
Disabled for Life Memorial in Wash- 
ington, D.C. 

The amendment is supported by the 
Disabled American Veterans and the 
Paralyzed Veterans of America. It was 
included in a House concurrent resolu- 
tion that I was proud to cosponsor 
alongside Chairman JEFF MILLER. It 
also passed the House as part of this 
Chamber’s National Defense Authoriza- 
tion Act. 

America’s 3.6 million disabled vet- 
erans have honored us with their serv- 
ice and selfless duty. It is now our turn 
to honor them, and passing this amend- 
ment is one way to do so. I urge my 
colleagues to support this amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair- 
man, I ask unanimous consent to claim 
the time in opposition, even though I 
do not oppose the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Florida? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair- 
man, this is a very worthy cause that 
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is due our respect, as we often forget 
the veterans that have been wounded, 
disabled for life in battle. 

I was proud to attend the dedication 
of the American Veterans Disabled for 
Life Memorial service just a couple of 
years ago right outside of this Capitol 
Building, and I want to thank Rep- 
resentative FRANKEL and urge all of my 
colleagues to join me in supporting 
this amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chairman, I have 
no further speakers, and again, I urge 
my colleagues to support Representa- 
tive FRANKEL’s amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from California (Mr. TAKANO). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 11 OFFERED BY MR. TAKANO 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 11 printed 
in House Report 114-742. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chairman, as the 
designee of the gentleman from Ari- 
zona (Mr. GALLEGO), I offer amendment 
No. 11. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 54, after line 2, insert the following: 


SEC. 11. ESTABLISHMENT OF POSITIONS OF DI- 
RECTORS OF VETERANS INTE- 
GRATED SERVICE NETWORKS IN OF- 
FICE OF UNDER SECRETARY FOR 
HEALTH OF DEPARTMENT OF VET- 
ERANS AFFAIRS AND MODIFICATION 
OF QUALIFICATIONS FOR MEDICAL 
DIRECTORS. 


Section 7306(a)(4) of title 38, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘and Directors of Veterans 
Integrated Service Networks” after “Such 
Medical Directors’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘, who shall be either a 
qualified doctor of medicine or a qualified 
doctor of dental surgery or dental medicine”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 859, the gentleman 
from California (Mr. TAKANO) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chairman, I rise to 
offer the amendment on behalf of my 
colleague from Arizona (Mr. GALLEGO). 

Representative GALLEGO’s amend- 
ment establishes the position of Direc- 
tor of Veterans Integrated Service Net- 
works within the Office of the Under 
Secretary for Health in the VA. 

Leadership vacancies are prevalent 
across the VA, particularly in terms of 
network and facility directors, and this 
amendment will provide the VA with 
additional flexibility to recruit med- 
ical center directors and VISN direc- 
tors. 


1900 


Within the 21 VISNs, there are 151 
medical centers, 985 outpatient clinics, 


September 13, 2016 


135 community living centers, 103 
domiciliary rehabilitation treatment 
programs, 300 readjustment counseling 
centers, and 70 mobile vet centers. Net- 
work directors have oversight of 
healthcare delivery for as many as 10 
VA medical centers and numerous com- 
munity-based outpatient clinics, nurs- 
ing homes, and domiciliary centers. 

Ensuring that the VA has all the 
tools necessary to fill and retain these 
leadership positions is critical to ful- 
filling the VHA’s mission and providing 
quality, timely care to our veterans. 

This amendment is included in H.R. 
4011, the Delivering Opportunities for 
Care and Services for Veterans Act, 
otherwise known as DOCS for Vets Act, 
which the VA Secretary recently in- 
cluded amongst his top legislative pri- 
orities for the remainder of this Con- 
gress. The language also passed unani- 
mously in the Senate Veterans Affairs’ 
Committee as part of the bipartisan 
Vets First Act. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
amendment. 

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair, I 
ask unanimous consent to claim the 
time in opposition, even though I am 
not opposed. 

The Acting Chair. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Florida? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair- 
man, this, in fact, would make it easier 
for VA to recruit and retain its VISN 
directors. It is a legislative proposal of 
the Department of Veterans Affairs in- 
cluded in the committee-drafted H.R. 
5526, sponsored by Mr. WENSTRUP. 

I am grateful to Representative 
GALLEGO. I urge all of my colleagues to 
join me in supporting this amendment. 

Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chairman, I urge 
my colleagues to support Representa- 
tive GALLEGO’s amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from California (Mr. TAKANO). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 12 OFFERED BY MR. KEATING 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 12 printed 
in House Report 114-742. 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Add at the end the following new section: 
SEC. 11. CONTINUING EDUCATION REQUIREMENT 

FOR EMPLOYEES OF DEPARTMENT 
OF VETERANS AFFAIRS AUTHOR- 
IZED TO PRESCRIBE MEDICATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter I of chapter 

74 of title 38, United States Code, is amended 
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by adding at the end the following new sec- 

tion: 

“$7413. Continuing education requirement 
for employees authorized to prescribe 
medication 
‘“(a) REQUIREMENT.—(1) Except as provided 

in paragraph (2), the Secretary shall require 
each covered employee of the Department to 
complete not less than one accredited course 
of continuing education on pain management 
once every two years. Such course shall in- 
clude information on safe prescribing prac- 
tices and disposal of controlled substances, 
principles of pain management, identifica- 
tion of potential substance use disorders and 
addiction treatment. 

“(2) Paragraph (1) shall not apply to a cov- 
ered employee if the covered employee is li- 
censed or certified by a State licensure or 
specialty board that requires the completion 
of continuing education relative to pain 
management or substance use disorder man- 
agement. 

‘*(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) The term ‘covered employee’ means 
any employee of the Department authorized 
to prescribe any controlled substance, in- 
cluding an employee hired under section 7405 
of this title. 

(2) The term ‘controlled substance’ has 
the meaning given such term in section 102 
of the Controlled Substances Act (21 U.S.C. 
802). 

sey APPLICABILITY.—The requirement 
under subsection (a) shall apply with respect 
to a covered employee for any 24-month pe- 
riod during which the covered employee is 
employed by the Department for at least 180 
days.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of such chapter is 
amended by adding at the end of the items 
relating to subchapter I of such chapter the 
following new item: 

“7413. Continuing education requirement for 
employees authorized to pre- 
scribe medication.”’. 

(c) APPLICABILITY.—Section 7418 of title 38, 
United States Code, as added by subsection 
(a) shall apply with respect to a 12-month pe- 
riod that begins on or after the date of the 
enactment of this Act. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 859, the gentleman 
from Massachusetts (Mr. KEATING) and 
a Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, I 
would like to thank Chairman MILLER 
of Florida for his assistance with this 
amendment, as well as the gentleman 
from California (Mr. TAKANO). 

I rise to offer an amendment to H.R. 
5620 that would direct healthcare pro- 
viders with VA affiliation to take con- 
tinuing education courses specific to 
pain management, opioids, and sub- 
stance abuse. 

Nationally, about 30 percent of Amer- 
icans have some type of chronic pain 
that they report. However, for vet- 
erans—and our elderly veterans—that 
number escalates dramatically, with 50 
percent reporting chronic pain. And it 
is even more—almost double that—as 
60 percent of veterans returning from 
the current conflict in the Middle East 
report some type of chronic pain that 


12575 


needs administration. In fact, this type 
of malady is the most common medical 
problem experienced by returning com- 
bat veterans in the entire last decade. 
So it is the number one reported prob- 
lem that our veterans returning home 
from combat have to endure. 

According to VA data, over half a 
million veterans are receiving prescrip- 
tions for opioids. The number of vet- 
erans with opioid use disorders has 
grown 55 percent over the last 5 years 
alone. Additionally, the American Pub- 
lic Health Association found that vet- 
erans are twice as likely to overdose on 
prescription opioids as are members of 
the general population. 

Of course, pain management isn’t 
just a stand-alone problem for our vet- 
erans. The injury leads to co-occurring 
mental health disorders like brain 
trauma or post-traumatic stress dis- 
order. Approximately one out of every 
three veterans seeking treatment for 
substance use disorders also have brain 
trauma or PTSD. 

The amendment incorporates lan- 
guage that I have introduced earlier in 
the year, the Safe Prescribing for Vet- 
erans Act. It will help those who pro- 
vide healthcare services to veterans 
learn the latest in pain management 
techniques, understand safe prescrip- 
tion practices, and spot the signs of po- 
tential substance use disorders. 

In our country, some of the States 
have moved ahead already with what 
this amendment does. There are 14 
States in the country that require con- 
tinuing education so that their physi- 
cians are schooled and kept up to speed 
with the most modern techniques in 
dealing with opioid abuse disorders. 
Even though there are 14, that number 
decreases in some of those States for 
the people administering these drugs, 
including nurse practitioners, physi- 
cian assistants, dentists, and others. 
So this is a problem that some States 
are addressing, but we are not address- 
ing as a country to help our veterans. 

In those States that have this, they 
have that requirement for continuing 
education as part of treating those peo- 
ple who are seeking treatment. But in 
the remaining States, even if they have 
some kind of recommendations, there 
is no guarantee. And for our veterans 
nationwide, there is no guarantee. 

So this is something, I think, that is 
essential and that we do the most we 
can do to help the veterans and the he- 
roes that have served us so well as they 
come back dealing with some of the ef- 
fects and aftereffects of their combat, 
to be able to help them and be there for 
them the way that they were there for 
us. 

This Congress has already acted, in 
terms of the appropriations process, for 
the implementation of the costs at- 
tendant to this kind of support. This 
bill will be a corollary bill that deals 
with guaranteeing that that occurs. 
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In my own area, just to show you the 
conflicts of treatment and the diver- 
sity of treatment, the Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts is one of those 14 
States that requires all medical per- 
sonnel, all doctors, to able to have this 
continuing education requirement. 
That includes those doctors that serve 
the Veterans Administration. 

However, in my district in the south- 
east portion of Massachusetts, most of 
the veterans in my area go to Provi- 
dence, Rhode Island, for their treat- 
ment, which does not have that guar- 
antee. Just to show an example, they 
have recommendations of what to do, 
but they don’t have that guarantee. 

So in my own State, one portion of 
the State and the veterans served 
mostly in that portion has that re- 
quirement to make sure that is the 
case. The other doesn’t. 

I want to thank Mr. ROTHFUS of 
Pennsylvania for joining me as a co- 
sponsor of this amendment. I want to 
thank my colleagues for this. 

Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair, I 
ask unanimous consent to claim the 
time in opposition, even though I am 
not opposed to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Florida? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair, I 
do want to thank Mr. KEATING for com- 
ing up with this outstanding amend- 
ment to our bill. It does require VA 
employees to receive continuing edu- 
cation and courses on pain manage- 
ment, safe prescribing practices, dis- 
posal of controlled substances, and ad- 
diction treatment. It is critical for VA 
providers to know the best practices 
for pain management and substance 
use disorder. 

I want to thank Mr. KEATING for his 
words tonight, and Mr. ROTHFUS, and I 
my colleagues in supporting this 
amendment. 

Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
KEATING). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 13 OFFERED BY MR. 
LOWENTHAL 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 13 printed 
in House Report 114-742. 

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 


Page 54, add after line 2 the following: 
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SECTION 11. REVIEW OF WHISTLEBLOWER COM- 
PLAINTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 7 of title 38, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after section 711 the following new section: 
“$712. Review of whistleblower complaints 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—During each calendar 
quarter, the Secretary shall review each cov- 
ered whistleblower complaint that is filed 
during the previous calendar quarter. 

‘*(b) DELEGATION.—The Secretary may only 
delegate the authority of the Secretary 
under subsection (a) to review a covered 
whistleblower complaint, without further 
delegation, to— 

“(1) the Deputy Secretary of Veterans Af- 
fairs; 

“(2) the Under Secretary for Health; 

**(3) the Under Secretary for Benefits; 

(4) the Under Secretary for Memorial Af- 
fairs; 

‘“(5) an Assistant Secretary of Veterans Af- 
fairs; 

““(6) a Deputy Assistant Secretary of Vet- 
erans Affairs; or 

“(7) a director of the Veterans Integrated 
Service Network. 

‘“(c) COVERED WHISTLEBLOWER COMPLAINT 
DEFINED.—In this section, the term ‘covered 
whistleblower complaint’ means any com- 
plaint filed with the Office of the Special 
Counsel under subchapter II of chapter 12 of 
title 5 with respect to a prohibited personnel 
practice committed by an officer or em- 
ployee of the Department of Veterans Affairs 
and described in section 2302(b)(8) or 
2302(b)(9)(A)(i), (B), (C), or (D) of such title.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of such chapter is 
amended by inserting after the item relating 
to section 711 the following new item: 

‘712. Review of whistleblower complaints.’’. 


The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 859, the gentleman 
from California (Mr. LOWENTHAL) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Chair, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chair, I am very pleased to have 
the opportunity to offer this simple, 
nonpartisan amendment today. 

Like many of my colleagues here, I 
am determined to do whatever I can to 
ensure the best possible care for our 
veterans. And I can tell you that I see 
all the time just how important the 
services are in my hometown at the 
Long Beach Veterans Administration 
to veterans in my district. 

It is absolutely essential our vet- 
erans receive the quality of care that 
they have earned and that we owe 
them. I believe everyone here agrees on 
that. The question is: How can we en- 
sure that our veterans receive the best 
quality care? 

One straightforward, but important 
way is to make sure that whistle- 
blowers are adequately protected. 

When problems emerge, as they cer- 
tainly will in any complicated system 
such as health care, it is vital that the 
VA employees feel that they can bring 
forward complaints and they will be 
properly considered without fear of re- 
taliation. 
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VA employees are key potential part- 
ners in making sure the system is re- 
sponsive, honest, and efficient. And if 
they have any doubts or concerns 
about their whistleblower protections, 
then we lose the insights, their exper- 
tise, and the inside view that they 
bring to the VA’s day-to-day oper- 
ations. That would be bad for the vet- 
erans and bad for our VA system. 

My simple amendment helps to guar- 
antee whistleblower protections are 
acted upon by requiring the Secretary 
of Veterans Affairs or his or her des- 
ignee to conduct a quarterly review of 
covered whistleblower complaints from 
the preceding quarter. This brings the 
necessary prompt attention and senior 
level VA oversight to whistleblower 
complaints. 

I believe this is nonpartisan, non- 
controversial, and I hope that the ma- 
jority goes along with my colleagues in 
the minority and will support it. I urge 
its adoption. 

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair, I 
ask unanimous consent to claim the 
time in opposition, even though I am 
not opposed to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Florida? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair, I 
want to thank Mr. LOWENTHAL for his 
very simple, nonpartisan amendment 
that has been provided tonight requir- 
ing political appointees at VA review 
whistleblower complaints at every 
level. Iam grateful to him for bringing 
this forward. I urge all of my col- 
leagues to support his amendment. 

Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Chair, I thank 
and appreciate the leader from the ma- 
jority party. 

Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 


tleman from California (Mr. 
LOWENTHAL). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair- 


man, I move that the Committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly, the Committee rose; 
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. MIL- 
LER of Florida) having assumed the 
chair, Mr. MooNEy of West Virginia, 
Acting Chair of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that Committee, having 
had under consideration the bill (H.R. 
5620) to amend title 38, United States 
Code, to provide for the removal or de- 
motion of employees of the Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs based on per- 
formance or misconduct, and for other 
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purposes, had come to no resolution 
thereon. 


a 
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SUICIDE PREVENTION MONTH 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
MoonEy of West Virginia). Under the 
Speaker’s announced policy of January 
6, 2015, the gentlewoman from Arizona 
(Ms. SINEMA) is recognized for 60 min- 
utes as the designee of the minority 
leader. 


GENERAL LEAVE 

Ms. SINEMA. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in- 
clude extraneous material on the sub- 
ject of my Special Order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
woman from Arizona? 

There was no objection. 

Ms. SINEMA. Mr. Speaker, Sep- 
tember is Suicide Prevention Month, a 
time for our Nation to raise awareness 
about the recurring tragedy of suicide. 

Last month, the VA released an up- 
dated comprehensive study on veteran 
suicide, finding an estimated 20 vet- 
erans lose their lives to suicide every 
day. Twenty veterans a day should be a 
call to action for our country and for 
this Congress. We must do more. 

Typically, time in this House Cham- 
ber is split; Republicans have 1 hour 
and Democrats have another. But I be- 
lieve this issue is too important to be 
overshadowed by partisan politics, and 
that is why tonight I have invited 
Members from both sides of the aisle to 
show our commitment to solving this 
problem together and find real solu- 
tions for our veterans. 

This is the fourth year that I have 
held this event in this Chamber to 
raise awareness and send a clear mes- 
sage that the epidemic of veteran sui- 
cide must end. We have so much more 
work left to do. 

Tonight I hope that we, as a body, 
will demonstrate our ongoing support 
for the individuals, organizations, and 
agencies devoted to preventing the epi- 
demic of veteran suicide. We challenge 
the VA, the Department of Defense, 
and our fellow lawmakers to do more. 

Today, Mr. Speaker, we are failing in 
our obligation to do right by those who 
have served our country so honorably. 

Finally, we send a message to mili- 
tary families who have experienced 
this tragedy. Our message is simple: 
Your family’s loss isn’t forgotten. We 
work for the memory of your loved 
ones, and we will not rest until every 
veteran has access to the care that he 
or she needs. 

I have often shared the story of a 
young veteran from my district, Ser- 
geant Daniel Somers. Sergeant Somers 
was an Army veteran of two tours in 
Iraq. He served on Task Force Light- 
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ning, an intelligence unit. He ran over 
400 combat missions as a machine gun- 
ner in the turret of a Humvee; and part 
of his role required him to interrogate 
dozens of terrorist suspects. His work 
was deemed classified. 

Like many veterans, though, Daniel 
was haunted by the war when he re- 
turned home. He suffered from flash- 
backs, nightmares, depression, and ad- 
ditional symptoms of post-traumatic 
stress disorder, made worse by a trau- 
matic brain injury. 

Daniel needed help. He and his family 
asked for help, but, unfortunately, the 
VA enrolled Sergeant Somers in group 
therapy sessions, which Sergeant 
Somers could not attend for fear of dis- 
closing classified information. 

Despite repeated requests for individ- 
ualized counseling, or some other rea- 
sonable accommodation to allow Ser- 
geant Somers to receive appropriate 
care for his PTSD, the VA delayed pro- 
viding Sergeant Somers with appro- 
priate support and care. 

Like many veterans, Sergeant 
Somers’ isolation got worse when he 
transitioned to civilian life. He tried to 
provide for his family, but he was un- 
able to work due to his disability. Ser- 
geant Somers struggled with the VA 
bureaucracy. His disability appeal had 
been pending for over 2 years in the 
system without any resolution. 

Sergeant Somers didn’t get the help 
that he needed in time. On June 10 of 
2013, Sergeant Somers wrote a letter to 
his family. In this letter he said: ‘‘I am 
not getting better, I am not going to 
get better, and I will most certainly de- 
teriorate further as time goes on.”’ 

He went on in the letter to say: “I am 
left with basically nothing. Too 
trapped in a war to be at peace; too 
damaged to be at war. Abandoned by 
those who would take the easy road, 
and a liability to those who stick it out 
and, thus, deserve better. So you see, 
not only am I better off dead, but the 
world is better without me in it. This 
is what brought me to my actual final 
mission.” 

We lost Daniel Somers that day, and 
no one who returns home from serving 
our country should ever feel like he or 
she has nowhere to turn. 

Mr. Speaker, and Members, I am 
committed to working on both sides of 
the aisle to ensure that no veteran 
feels trapped like Sergeant Somers did, 
and that all of our veterans have access 
to appropriate mental health care. 

Sergeant Somers’ story is familiar to 
too many military families. Sergeant 
Somers’ parents, Howard and Jean, 
were devastated by the loss of their 
son, but they bravely shared Sergeant 
Somers’ story and created a mission of 
their own. Their mission is to ensure 
that Sergant Somers’ story brings to 
light America’s deadliest war, the 20 
veterans that we lose every day to sui- 
cide. 

Many of my colleagues have met 
with Howard and Jean. They are work- 
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ing with Congress and the VA to share 
their experiences with the VA 
healthcare system and find ways to im- 
prove care for veterans and their fami- 
lies. 

Our office worked closely with How- 
ard and Jean to develop the Sergeant 
Daniel Somers Classified Veterans Ac- 
cess to Care Act. The Sergeant Daniel 
Somers Act ensures that veterans with 
classified experiences can access appro- 
priate mental health services at the 
Department of Veterans Affairs. 

Our bill directs the Secretary of the 
VA to establish standards and proce- 
dures to ensure that a veteran who par- 
ticipated in a classified mission, or 
who served in a sensitive unit, may ac- 
cess mental health care in a manner 
that fully accommodates his or her ob- 
ligation to not improperly disclose 
classified information. 

The bill also directs the Secretary to 
disseminate guidance to employees of 
the Veterans Health Administration, 
including mental health professionals, 
on such standards and procedures on 
how best to engage veterans during the 
course of mental health treatment 
with respect to classified information. 

Finally, the bill directs the Secretary 
to allow veterans with classified expe- 
riences to self-identify so they can 
quickly receive care in an appropriate 
setting. 

The Sergeant Daniel Somers Act 
passed the House in February, but now 
we are waiting for the Senate to take 
action. No veteran or family should go 
through the same tragedy that the 
Somers family experienced, and we owe 
it to our veterans to pass and sign this 
bill into law. 

While we are waiting for Congress to 
act, Arizona is taking action. We are 
doing it ourselves. Our office took im- 
mediate action when we heard from 
brave whistleblowers about the tragedy 
at the Phoenix VA. We have now held 
nine veterans clinics, helping over 1,000 
veterans and military members access 
the benefits they have earned. Our 
team helps veterans with everything 
they need, from housing to job place- 
ment, to education. 

Mr. Speaker, I will speak more about 
the work we are doing in Arizona, but 
I would like to yield to my colleague 
from New York (Mr. GIBSON), who has 
bravely served our country. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my friend and colleague, Representa- 
tive SINEMA. I thank her for her pas- 
sion for the issue, for her leadership 
which she brings here tonight and on 
all days on this very important issue 
for veterans. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a very personal 
issue for me. After 29 years in the 
United States Army, initially starting 
as a 17-year-old private in the New 
York Army National Guard and, after 5 
years, making the transition to the 
regular Army as a Commissioned Offi- 
cer and serving 24 additional years, in- 
cluding 4 combat tours in Iraq, time in 
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the Balkans, also in Haiti, over that 
time, I have seen the human condition 
under very severe and acute stress, and 
have seen humans at their best and hu- 
mans at their worst. 

Now, in this role in Congress, I think 
it is critically important that we come 
together and provide all the support 
that we can for our servicemen and 
-women, for our veterans, and for their 
families. 

Mr. Speaker, my wife is also involved 
in helping on this score, as she is a li- 
censed clinical social worker, and she 
commits herself to helping. She is in- 
volved in therapy for our veterans. And 
for both of us, we have seen this from 
the vantage point of being on Active 
Duty, and then retiring from the 
United States military and being a ci- 
vilian, in a community, and now serv- 
ing in Congress. 

It is clear that, as far as the status of 
our veterans—well, I guess, perhaps not 
surprisingly a lot like the rest of 
America—it is variegated. Some vet- 
erans are doing really well; got home, 
integrated, and really excelling in 
every capacity in life. Yet, Mr. Speak- 
er, there are some that are really 
struggling. They are struggling to find 
their footing, to reintegrate into soci- 
ety. They may be struggling finan- 
cially. Others have grievous wounds 
that they incurred in this war, and oth- 
ers who still were not physically 
wounded are carrying emotional scars. 

So really, that is, I think, the calling 
here tonight. Congresswoman SINEMA 
has pulled together this Special Order 
for us to put a focus on that, and I 
deeply appreciate that because the 
American people need to know: Is their 
government listening? Do we hear the 
calls from our veterans, their families, 
and from their loved ones, from their 
friends, and from all Americans who 
are concerned about the status of our 
veterans? 

Mr. Speaker, our government is lis- 
tening. We have taken action. There is 
much more to be done, but I think it is 
important to also give an accounting. 
A transparent, accountable govern- 
ment must provide report on what has 
been done. 

Mr. Speaker, I was at the White 
House when we did the bill signing, 
when President Obama signed into law 
the Clay Hunt suicide awareness and 
prevention bill. Clay Hunt, a great 
American hero, a Marine who fought 
bravely for our country in both Iraq 
and Afghanistan, who came back and 
who candidly knew that he was having 
some mental health challenges; and the 
way he dealt with that was to commit 
himself to helping others. And he did 
make a difference, again. 

Unfortunately, he ultimately lost his 
battle with the mental health chal- 
lenges that he had, and his family took 
up the cause in that immediate after- 
math. It is through the inspiration of 
Clay Hunt, the way he lived his life, 
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that we came together here in this 
House. And I thank Sergeant Major 
Walz, the highest ranking enlisted man 
to ever serve in these Chambers, for au- 
thoring the bill. I was proud to be a 
part of it. 

But this, we believe, will make a 
positive difference. It will not solve all, 
but it does audit our programs to take 
a look at what is doing well, and other 
programs that are still challenged, 
well-intentioned, but challenged; and it 
is going to provide a clearinghouse so 
that we can learn from these experi- 
ences. 

It also starts a pilot program that is 
going to pay for the education for 
Americans who want to volunteer to be 
part of this effort to help veterans, the 
Clay Hunt suicide awareness and pre- 
vention, now law. 

Likewise, the Female Veteran Sui- 
cide Prevention Act, we passed that in 
both Chambers, and the President of 
the United States signed that into law. 

We also enacted the Wounded War- 
riors Federal Leave Act, which I also 
think will make a positive difference 
for our veterans. 

And then, of course, about 18 months 
ago we enacted the VA’s most sweeping 
reform of the VA, arguably, in our life- 
time. Now, we are still in the throes of 
implementing that, so we haven’t seen 
the full effect, but the intent of which 
is to address what Congresswoman 
SINEMA was addressing moments ago, 
and that was the backlogs at the VA. 

We have enacted legislation that I 
believe will ultimately, when it is fully 
implemented, over time, help reduce 
those backlogs, bring better quality 
care and more accountability to our 
VA. 

I want to also mention that, while 
these aforementioned bills are now law, 
we passed on this floor a bill a couple 
of months ago that I think will also 
make a significant difference and it 
will help the mental health of all 
Americans: TIM MURPHyY’s bill on men- 
tal health that is now over in the Sen- 
ate. And I think that will have a con- 
tributing effect to our veterans. 

So while there is an accounting of 
the actions we have taken to date, 
there is still much more to be done. 
And let me begin by saying that, after 
all these efforts, only a third of the 
veterans who are eligible to enroll in 
the VA are presently signed up. 
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We have to do better than that. I 
think we need public service, we need 
leadership by example, and we need a 
whole series of efforts to reach out to 
our veterans to get them into this com- 
munity of care. In part, some of it is 
going to have to come from confidence 
in the VA, which we need to improve. 
So we recognize that while we have the 
Veterans Administration and we are 
trying to improve it, we are working 
hard on that, we also need to try to in- 
spire to get more vets to use it. 
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I will also say that my assessment is, 
as I mentioned, having served on Ac- 
tive Duty and now on this side on re- 
tirement, I think the peer-to-peer pro- 
grams are critically important because 
we have a number of programs to help. 
As I mentioned, my wife is partici- 
pating in one of them with the therapy 
helping. 

The fact of the matter is that if a 
veteran is in crisis in the dark of the 
night, and we have no way of reaching 
out to him, we could lose him, regard- 
less of what programs we have. 

So these peer-to-peer efforts, which 
there are some now, some pilot pro- 
grams and some important ones that 
are going on—we have one in New York 
State. I heard Congresswoman SINEMA 
talking about a program they have in 
Arizona. In New York State, we have a 
peer-to-peer program actually started 
by one of our colleagues here now, LEE 
ZELDIN from Long Island. When he was 
serving in the State Senate, he coau- 
thored a bill that became law in our 
State that has been helping with peer 
to peer. I think this is critically impor- 
tant that we have this camaraderie and 
that we have this capacity that reaches 
out so that veterans know they are 
never alone. 

In the Army, we had a program that 
we called the Ranger Buddy program, 
or it is sometimes called the Airborne 
Buddy, or sometimes just the plain 
Soldier Buddy. But the point is that for 
moments of ideations, the darkest of 
ideations, we need to have that support 
that will then lend itself to a transi- 
tion to the other programs we have at 
the VA and other places in the light of 
day. 

I am going to close with this: while 
we need to do more to help with the 
physical condition for our veterans, to 
help them heal, and to also work their 
mental health, to support that and im- 
prove that. I firmly this: One of the 
things that rallies all servicemembers 
is a real sense of mission, the notion 
that what they are doing is certainly 
greater than themselves. They are 
helping to protect an exceptional way 
of life, and that is such a source of 
pride for our servicemen and -women. 
When they make the transition, some- 
times that is not even fully cognizant 
for our servicemen and -women. They 
have appreciation for it, but sometimes 
it really takes the separation of years 
to recognize how significant that mo- 
ment in their life was, that period of 
time in their life. 

So for some veterans, when they get 
home, they miss this, that sense of ca- 
maraderie, that sense of cohesion, and 
that sense of purpose that goes with 
dedicating a life to a cause. 

So as we work on improving the 
physical health and the mental health 
of our veterans, I would also say that it 
is important that we help veterans find 
that cause in their civilian life in any 
capacity, whether it is helping out 
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with other wounded veterans, helping 
in schools, helping senior citizens, or 
helping the Scouts. In any capacity, it 
is getting that sense of mission back 
again. I think that has got to be key to 
all these programs. 

I want to close by just thanking, 
again, Congresswoman SINEMA. I thank 
the gentlewoman for her great leader- 
ship on this. Let us all go forward dedi- 
cated to continuing to work on this 
issue and find ways where we can come 
together to make a difference. 

Ms. SINEMA. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Representative GIBSON for his words. I 
thank the gentleman for his service to 
our country. I thank especially the 
gentleman’s wife. As a fellow social 
worker, I thank her for her work serv- 
ing veterans. 

I thank Representative HILL for join- 
ing us this evening. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to my colleague 
from Arkansas, FRENCH HILL. 

Mr. HILL. I thank the Congress- 
woman from Arizona, my distinguished 
colleague on the House Financial Serv- 
ices Committee. I thank the gentle- 
woman for calling attention to all the 
Members in the House in this hallowed 
Chamber on this very, very important 
topic. So I thank the gentlewoman for 
inviting us to share. 

Mr. Speaker, in 2013, a documentary 
about the Veterans Crisis Line aired on 
HBO. Winning an Academy Award for 
Best Short Subject Documentary in 
2015, ‘‘Crisis Hotline: Veterans Press 1” 
highlighted the suicide crisis that we 
are talking about here tonight. It 
talked about the crisis that is facing 
our Nation’s veterans and the men and 
women who are employed by the hot- 
line that have devoted their time and 
their expertise in listening to our vet- 
erans and trying to aid them in their 
moment of crisis. Too many times, 
these calls are ones of last resort, with 
our veterans having nowhere else to 
turn and no one else to help them. 

Over the years, we have continued to 
hear of the tragic crisis facing our vet- 
erans who continue to suffer from the 
invisible wounds of war that wreak 
havoc on their minds, destroy families, 
and, sadly, claim the lives of an aver- 
age of some 20 veterans every day. 

Arkansas’ Second Congressional Dis- 
trict is home to many of our brave vet- 
erans from the conflicts of our country. 
Many servicemembers currently who 
serve at Little Rock Air Force Base 
and at Camp Robinson and our vet- 
erans in central Arkansas are fortu- 
nate to have one of the top facilities in 
the entire country when it comes to 
treating mental health issues. 

The Towbin Healthcare Center, more 
commonly known as Fort Roots, lo- 
cated in north Little Rock, Arkansas, 
provides our local veterans with men- 
tal health care facilities and services 
that have received national attention 
on ‘60 Minutes.” The doctors at Fort 
Roots, their innovation, their success 
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with post-traumatic stress disorder, 
and their treatments have gotten that 
kind of national recognition. The man- 
agement, the doctors, and the rank- 
and-file employees work tirelessly to 
give our veterans suffering from PTSD 
and traumatic brain injury a chance 
for rehabilitation and for getting back 
and getting on with their lives and 
their families. 

The Central Arkansas Veterans Men- 
tal Health Council has also partnered 
with veterans, their families, and the 
central Arkansas community to help 
address this ongoing crisis and better 
help serve the mental health needs of 
our Arkansas veterans. 

In Congress, we are working together 
on a bipartisan basis to enact policies 
that help our veterans and reform our 
mental health care system. Last year, 
the House passed with bipartisan sup- 
port and the President signed into law 
the Clay Hunt SAV Act to increase ac- 
cess to mental health care for veterans 
and ensure the accountability of our 
Federal agencies in providing essential 
suicide prevention services. 

The bill’s namesake, a marine vet- 
eran from Houston, Texas, who served 
in Iraq and Afghanistan, Clay Hunt 
took his own life at the age of 28 in 
2011, after a years-long struggle with 
PTSD that he had suffered as a result 
of his brave service to our country. 

We are also working to better address 
the mental health needs of our entire 
country through the passage of the 
Helping Families In Mental Health Cri- 
sis Act, which was on the House floor 
earlier this summer. This landmark 
bill, introduced by our colleague, Rep- 
resentative MURPHY from Pennsyl- 
vania, was cosponsored by over 200 bi- 
partisan Members of the House and ad- 
dresses our seriously outdated mental 
health care system by refocusing and 
retooling our mental health programs, 
clarifying our privacy laws to ensure 
healthcare professionals can commu- 
nicate with caregivers, and addressing 
the shortages in our mental health 
workforce and treatment facilities. 

In the debate on that bill, it was 
stunning to learn that in the mid-1970s 
we had some half a million mental 
healthcare beds in this country, and 
now we have some 50,000. It is sad to 
hear the stories of parents of adult 
children who have lost them because of 
the lack of communication and the 
lack of service in some of our States in 
mental health. I commend Congress- 
man MURPHY for helping lead and build 
a major bipartisan coalition on this 
important topic. 

But all of us together—and I again 
thank the Congresswoman from Ari- 
zona—we all must work together and 
continue to move forward with 
thoughtful and effective legislation on 
the issue of mental health and mental 
health access and do what we can to 
save the lives of our veterans and re- 
verse this deadly trend of suicides. 
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I am proud to join my colleagues this 
evening to discuss this important mat- 
ter, and I am committed to ensuring 
that all of our veterans, our service- 
members, and their families receive 
the care and information they need to 
prevent suicide and help them heal and 
recover from these invisible wounds of 
war. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank Chairwoman 
SINEMA for this time. I thank the gen- 
tlewoman for the opportunity to share 
this part of the evening with her, and I 
commend the gentlewoman for her 
leadership. 

Ms. SINEMA. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Congressman HILL for joining us and 
his leadership in the Congress on men- 
tal health and veterans issues. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to my colleague 
from California, SCOTT PETERS, who 
currently represents Howard and Jean 
Somers whom I was speaking about 
earlier. I thank the gentleman for 
being here. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Congresswoman SINEMA for organizing 
this bipartisan gathering to raise 
awareness about the suicide epidemic 
plaguing our veterans community and 
for the gentlewoman’s leadership on 
this important cause. 

San Diego is home to the third larg- 
est population of veterans in the Na- 
tion. Every year, roughly half of the 
servicemembers stationed in San Diego 
are discharged and stay in the region 
after they leave service. With more 
than 236,000 residing in San Diego 
County, honoring our commitment to 
veterans—the benefits they earned 
through their service—is one of the 
most important jobs we have in Con- 
gress, and I think folks are recognizing 
that here tonight. 

During Suicide Prevention Month, we 
turn our focus to ending the awful re- 
ality of veteran suicide that has hurt 
families and communities across the 
country. Every day, 20 veterans trag- 
ically take their own lives. Regardless 
of the number or rates, every veteran 
suicide is one too many. But there is 
much more we can do. 

Mental health issues are still stig- 
matized in our country, but it is time 
we recognized the unique challenges 
faced by servicemembers and veterans 
in this regard. Post-traumatic stress is 
all too prevalent among our war- 
fighters when they return home. We 
don’t call it a disorder because it is 
often a perfectly natural reaction to 
the horrors that they have seen and the 
difficulties they have experienced. So 
we have to come together as a nation 
to address this issue. Our men and 
women in uniform deserve our dedica- 
tion, just as they dedicated their lives 
to serving our Nation. 

In San Diego, we are taking some in- 
novative and collaborative approaches 
to addressing veteran suicide by com- 
bining government, private groups, and 
community partners. Since 2014, 
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zero8hundred has helped local veterans 
transition from Active Duty to civilian 
life. This community-based nonprofit 
connects with servicemembers before 
they leave the military, and it makes 
sure that they know about the abun- 
dant services and community resources 
available to them as they transition 
themselves into new jobs and into new 
lives. 

Courage to Call is another San Diego 
resource, a 24/7 helpline completely 
staffed by veterans ready to speak with 
Active Duty military, reservists, Guard 
members, and fellow vets to help them 
navigate challenges that come with life 
in and after the service. 

In war, servicemembers depend on 
one another for guidance and support, 
and they should have that same sup- 
port as civilians. This service was 
started in San Diego by 2-1-1, a local 
public-private partnership, a nexus to 
connect community resources with the 
individuals that can take advantage of 
them. It is a perfect example of how 
providing a central portal for benefits, 
employment, and housing help simplify 
the process and get veterans the bene- 
fits that they earn. 

We also have medical centers that 
use innovative models of care to meet 
the needs of our servicemembers and 
veterans. I hope we can implement 
some of these same standards of care 
across the country. But that is not pos- 
sible unless we come together—come 
together as leaders—and pass _ bipar- 
tisan reforms to veterans care. 

As Congresswoman SINEMA has men- 
tioned, she and I have had the honor of 
working with Dr. Howard and Jean 
Somers, who have been tireless advo- 
cates for reforming the broken 
healthcare system at the Department 
of Veterans Affairs after they lost their 
son, Daniel, to suicide in 2013. 

While it is not perfect, and we have a 
lot of implementation steps to take, 
the Veterans Choice Act and the Vet- 
erans Accountability Act that we de- 
bated earlier tonight will help bring 
accountability to a system wrought 
with oversight and leadership chal- 
lenges. 

We also need to provide more flexible 
treatment options like telehealth tech- 
nologies that allow veterans to receive 
care from the comfort of their homes. 

Finally, and I think maybe most im- 
portantly, we need to break the stigma 
of mental health issues once and for 
all. We know how difficult it has been 
to deal with the veterans who come to 
the VA for care, but there is a great 
number who never touch the VA who 
suffer in loneliness at home and have 
never connected with the VA even with 
a phone call, and they take their lives 
before they even make the attempt. 
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We need to do a better job of out- 
reach to those folks to make sure that 
they know that they have the support 
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of the veterans community and the 
larger community at home. 

We have to treat these unseen battle 
scars with the same gravity and re- 
spect as the visible ones. We owe it to 
our Nation’s heroes to end the tragedy 
of veteran suicide. This is a conversa- 
tion I am proud to be a part of. I am 
committed to constructive results. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank Ms. 
SINEMA again for her leadership on this 
and for organizing this evening. 

Ms. SINEMA. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Congressman PETERS, and I thank him 
for his willingness to work tirelessly 
with me and with others on the issues 
that we know affect not just Howard 
and Jean and their son Daniel, but 
many other veterans around the coun- 
try. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. YOHO), who is joining 
us for the fourth year in a row. I thank 
him so much for being here. 

Mr. YOHO. Mr. Speaker, I thank Ms. 
SINEMA for putting this on for 4 years 
in a row because this is such an impor- 
tant topic that we all need to be en- 
gaged in as a nation. Mr. Speaker, as 
Ms. SINEMA and I came in together, she 
has hosted this Special Order, and I 
thank her for calling it to the atten- 
tion of America. 

Last year, I remember we stood here 
on the House floor talking about 22 sui- 
cides per day, but the current figures 
say 20. I would like to think that part 
of that reason for a decrease in that is 
the effort that she has inspired people 
to be more aware of this issue. And I 
hope that the veterans out there, the 
people in trouble, are watching C- 
SPAN tonight and they are watching 
this presentation, this talk that is 
coming out of the heart of so many 
Members of Congress talking about 
this very important issue and letting 
them know that we are here and that 
we are aware of this. 

September is National Suicide Pre- 
vention Month. As a country, we need 
to use this platform to make it a na- 
tional priority every hour, every day, 
every month of the year. With a reduc- 
tion of two suicides per day, that is a 
great thing, but 20 is way too many. 

Suicide is among the top 10 leading 
causes of death in the United States. I 
urge all Americans to take the time to 
learn the warning signs and where to 
find help for someone who may be 
struggling. From the brilliant come- 
dian Robin Williams, to bullied young 
kids, to the brave men and women of 
our Nation’s military returning from 
the battlefield, suicide does not dis- 
criminate. Emotional pain and despair 
can set in and take root in the mind of 
all ages and across all demographics. 

We are focusing on our military be- 
cause of the liberties and freedoms we 
experience in this country every day. I 
am shameful to admit that I take those 
for granted at times. But we only have 
those liberties and freedoms from the 
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sacrifice, dedication, and commitment 
of the people that are willing to lay ev- 
erything on the line for this country, 
along with their spouses, their chil- 
dren, and their family. 

Too many times, the signs of suicide 
go undetected, which leave those left 
behind asking: Why did this happen? 
What could we have done to help pre- 
vent this tragedy? 

I had a dear friend of mine who had 
committed suicide. I grew up with him. 
I saw him reach out, and in a busy 
world, we are all consumed. I feel 
guilty not putting a hand in there to do 
more to prevent that. I know his fam- 
ily has suffered, I know the people 
around him have suffered, and I know 
there is a void in my life that will 
never be refilled. I often wonder: Had I 
reached out, would things have been 
different? 

Often, the signs, as I said, go unde- 
tected, which leave those asking: Why 
did this happen? 

We can work beyond that. It is so im- 
portant that we have an open and hon- 
est dialogue about the issue of suicide. 
The more we talk about it, the more 
we increase people’s awareness that 
there is help and there are alter- 
natives. 

Today, a disproportionate amount of 
our Nation’s veterans are falling vic- 
tim to suicide. After all they have 
given to this country, it is tragic and 
unacceptable that our Nation’s vet- 
erans often suffer alone until it is too 
late for those around them to help. 
Sometimes it is out of pride, some- 
times it is out of fear, but they don’t 
want to reach out. 

As my colleague FRENCH HILL point- 
ed out, at one point in time in this 
country, there were over 500,000 beds in 
mental health facilities, and we are 
down to 50,000. I applaud the work of 
this Congress and Dr. MURPHY, TIM 
MURPHY, for bringing this to the spot- 
light. 

By shining a light on the veteran sui- 
cide issue, we as a nation start to un- 
derstand the urgency with which we 
need to solve and prevent this epidemic 
that our veterans—not alone, but with 
their family and their friends—struggle 
with. Not recognizing the signs early 
enough all too often leads to that loss 
of life that if only we were aware of 
those conditions, those signs, and we 
reached out and we called, we let some- 
body know, we could have stopped that 
and saved a life, saved a family, and 
saved a veteran. 

Our government asks our men and 
women to please place themselves in 
harm’s way. We as a nation must come 
together to ensure a strong support 
system is in place to help them when 
they come home. 

This begins with raising public 
awareness—like any campaign, if you 
don’t have public awareness, if you 
don’t bring this to the forefront, it 
stays in the shadows, and the condition 
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goes on and sometimes increases—and 
eliminating stigmas associated with 
seeking help. This means connecting 
combat veterans with mental health 
providers. 

We heard the last speaker talking 
about telemedicine. That doesn’t work 
for everybody; but for the person that 
doesn’t want to go to a clinic or 
doesn’t have access, it is a great way to 
go, and a lot of people prefer that. We 
see that over and over again. 

This means additional mental health 
resources. Again, I am proud that this 
Congress passed that bill and that the 
President signed it. And this means 
prioritizing a change in our Nation’s 
approach to recognizing the needs of 
others who may be suffering in silence, 
as I talked about my friend. 

Congress and the VA are working to 
enact changes that will help save our 
soldiers, but we cannot do it alone, nor 
can they. It is the American people 
that will lead the way in changing the 
way society views, recognizes, and 
treats mental health conditions. 

I saw this at a seminar, and this was 
so important to me. The mental health 
issue is not a partisan issue. We need 
to remove the stigma from mental 
health. Heck, look at other diseases. 
Many times it is a chemical imbalance, 
just like a disease like diabetes or 
hypothyroidism. You take a medica- 
tion and you treat it. We don’t stig- 
matize those, so why is there this stig- 
ma around mental health issues? It is 
going to be us as a society saying it is 
okay, we are here. The diseases aren’t 
stigmatized, like I said, so why are 
mental health issues stigmatized? 

To the men and women whose pain is 
yet to be known, I say to you I see you 
and I hear you. I acknowledge I may 
not feel what you are feeling, I may 
not feel your suffering, but I and others 
are here in the community offering our 
service and assistance in finding sup- 
port and comfort in one another. It is 
together that we will survive. It is to- 
gether that we survive as a nation. We 
need everybody involved in this. 

I urge anyone who is suffering to 
reach out to those around you and ask 
for help. This does not mean you are 
weak or deficient. Asking for help 
often is the greatest sign of a warrior 
or of a leader, the enduring strength 
and perseverance you possess and that 
often so many times inspires others, so 
many times it inspires others often un- 
willing to reach out for help. 

Whether it is out of fear, embarrass- 
ment, or humiliation, just know we are 
here and we welcome you home. My en- 
couragement is that you call a local 
mental health clinic or your local VA 
or your Congress Member if you need 
to. We are here to help you. You are 
never alone. Your country depends on 
you, your spouse depends on you, your 
children depend on you, and we as a na- 
tion depend on you. 

I thank my colleague again, for the 
fourth year. I look forward to doing 
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this with her next year so that when 
we report back, we are not at 22, we are 
not at 20, we are at 10. Ms. SINEMA and 
I, this Congress, and our Nation can do 
that. God bless you. 

Ms. SINEMA. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Congressman YOHO. It has been an 
honor to continue working on this 
issue with him. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Iowa (Mr. YOUNG). We co-chair a 
task force together to combat identity 
theft and fraud, and it has been won- 
derful to work together on that issue. I 
am so grateful to continue working to- 
gether with him on the issue of mental 
health and preventing suicide for the 
brave veterans who serve our country. 

Mr. YOUNG of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentlewoman from Arizona 
(Ms. SINEMA). I appreciate our working 
relationship on this issue and so many 
others. 

According to the Department of Vet- 
erans Affairs, every day, aS we know, 
and we hear it too often, 20 veterans 
take their lives. Mr. Speaker, this is 
simply unacceptable. 

In April, an Iowa veteran called the 
VA Veterans Crisis Line, the confiden- 
tial, toll-free hotline providing 24-hour 
support for our veterans seeking crisis 
assistance. This veteran was having a 
rough day. This veteran needed help. 

As the veteran sought the help he 
desperately needed, the phone kept 
ringing and ringing and ringing. He 
tried again. But the only answer was: 
“All circuits are busy. Try your call 
later.” 

This hotline designed to provide es- 
sential support for veterans and their 
families and friends let him down. This 
heartbreaking story is tragically true. 
It is not unique, though. Thankfully, 
this veteran was able to contact a 
friend who got him the help he was 
seeking. 

In 2014, a number of complaints about 
missed or unanswered calls, unrespon- 
sive staff, as well as inappropriate and 
delayed responses to veterans in crisis, 
prompted the VA Office of the Inspec- 
tor General and the Government Ac- 
countability Office to conduct an in- 
vestigation into the Veterans Crisis 
Line. 

Both investigations found gaps in the 
quality assurance process and provided 
a number of recommendations to ad- 
dress the quality, responsiveness, and 
performance of the Veterans Crisis 
Line and the mental health care pro- 
vided to our veterans. 

Despite promises by the VA to imple- 
ment changes to address problems fac- 
ing veterans who use this crisis line, 
these problems are still happening. 
They happened to constituents in the 
district I am privileged to represent, 
and they are, without a doubt, hap- 
pening in the districts of my col- 
leagues. 

Veterans deserve more. They deserve 
quality, effective mental health care. A 
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veteran in need cannot wait for help. 
Any incident where a veteran has trou- 
ble with the Veterans Crisis Line is 
simply unacceptable. How did we let 
this go on? 

The Iowa veteran’s experience that 
Saturday evening in April has troubled 
me. His experience is why I have been 
working on a bill in a bipartisan man- 
ner which upholds the promises our 
country has made to our veterans. 

My bill, the bipartisan bill, the No 
Veterans Crisis Line Call Should Go 
Unanswered Act, H.R. 5392, requires the 
VA to create and implement docu- 
mented plans to improve responsive- 
ness and performance of the crisis line. 
It is an important step to ensure our 
veterans have access to the mental 
health resources they need and they 
deserve. The unacceptable fact is, 
while these quality standards should 
already be in place, they are not. They 
are not in place, and they should be. 

My bill does not duplicate existing 
standards or slow care for veterans. In- 
stead, my bipartisan bill puts in place 
requirements aligning with rec- 
ommendations made by government 
accountability organizations to im- 
prove the Veterans Crisis Line. 

My bill requires the VA to develop 
and implement a quality assurance 
process to address responsiveness and 
performance of the Veterans Crisis 
Line and backup call centers, and a 
timeline of when objectives will be 
reached. 

It also directs the VA to create a 
plan to ensure any communication to 
the Veterans Crisis Line or backup call 
center is answered in a timely manner, 
by a live person, and to document the 
improvements they make, providing 
those plans to Congress within 180 days 
of the enactment of this bill. We can- 
not wait any longer. We cannot wait 
any longer. 
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Our bipartisan bill would help the VA 
deliver quality mental health care to 
veterans in need. 

Iowa veterans and all veterans have 
faced enormous pressures, mental and 
emotional war wounds, sacrificed per- 
sonal and professional gains, and expe- 
rienced dangerous conditions in service 
to our Nation. Many are returning 
home with post-traumatic stress dis- 
order and other unique needs which re- 
quire counseling and mental health 
support. We should thank them for 
their service, but thanking them is not 
enough. They deserve better. That is 
why I have introduced, with bipartisan 
support, this bill to honor and thank 
our veterans and let them know Amer- 
ica supports them. Our veterans an- 
swered our Nation’s call, and we 
shouldn’t leave them waiting on the 
line. 

I thank the leadership of my col- 
league, Ms. SINEMA of Arizona, for tak- 
ing the time to bring attention to this 
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important issue, and all our other col- 
leagues here on both sides of the aisle. 

Ms. SINEMA. I thank Congressman 
YOUNG for joining us this evening. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to take the 
time to yield to another speaker in this 
bipartisan Special Order hour, a col- 
league of mine who has served our 
country ably. 

Congressman DouG COLLINS of Geor- 
gia served a combat tour in Iraq in 
2008, and he currently serves as an Air 
Force Reserve chaplain. I am very 
grateful that he has taken the time to 
join us this evening to talk about the 
unfortunate continuing problem of vet- 
eran suicide and our work to provide 
mental health care for them in this 
country. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank Congressman 
COLLINS for being here. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I appreciate my colleague from Ari- 
zona (Ms. SINEMA) for doing this. It is 
really something that we need to high- 
light more. 

I am glad to be here tonight. I had 
forgotten that this was the night you 
were going to be here. I have some- 
thing that we are going to be talking 
about here in a little bit, but this is 
perfect timing for it because it is so 
important. 

The issues that we deal with and the 
seriousness of this topic is the stigma. 
And still being in the Air Force and 
looking at how the military has dealt 
with this issue is something that is 
frustrating for those of us who do it all 
the time. 

I was in the Navy for a short time. I 
got out for a little bit. I went back in 
the Air Force. And in my 15, 16 years in 
the military, we have been through, 
like, four different programs on how to 
help servicemembers with suicide. 

The bottom line is that we don’t need 
more courses. We need just more care 
for our airmen and our soldiers and our 
sailors, and looking at it from a per- 
spective of caring about the other per- 
son. It is not a course; it is caring. It is 
looking at signs and knowing that 
there are people who are out there 
hurting, but also taking an account of 
what I have heard many of the speak- 
ers tonight talk about, and that is the 
issue of mental health. 

My daughter, who I love dearly, has 
spina bifida. She cannot walk. She has 
not walked at all since birth. She is 
paralyzed from the waist down. If she 
was to roll in here tonight or to roll 
anywhere, one of the first things that 
we see so many times is that people 
react with sympathy a little bit toward 
Jordan. She is in a wheelchair, and it is 
sort of natural. When you see some- 
body with a handicap or something 
that is not normal, Mr. Speaker, they 
react with sympathy. 

But my question is: What is the dif- 
ference in someone who has a visible 
need, if you would, and the reaction 
that we get when someone says, My 
mind is hurting? 
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Sympathy doesn’t come many times 
then. We believe you can just shake it 
off and move on. 

Mental health is an issue that is not 
just shake off and move on. It is some- 
thing that, if someone comes to us and 
says, I am struggling, I am depressed, 
or I have these problems, that we reach 
out in loving kindness, just as we 
would to a sweet young lady who hap- 
pens to roll in life and not walk, my 
daughter. 

When we reach out in love, when we 
reach out in compassion, we begin to 
break the darkness of those who are 
contemplating suicide. 

In studies of those who have thought 
about suicide or attempted suicide, 
their question to them was: What was 
it like the moment that you were 
thinking about this or when you were 
struggling with it? 

I have heard so many people share 
their own personal feelings, but one 
person stuck out to me. They said that 
they felt like they were sort of in 
blinders on all sides and all they saw 
was, like, a billboard that said: You 
have no hope. 

That is all they saw. 

It is our job as human beings—not 
partisan, not Republican, Democrat, 
politician, nonpolitician—it is our job 
as human beings to look at each other 
as we say and believe that every life is 
a gift from God. And if every life, I be- 
lieve, is a gift from God, then every life 
has value. And no matter what the sit- 
uation may be, we are to respond in 
love. 

So tonight I thank the gentlewoman 
for taking this time, just a moment, as 
we share. There are a lot of bills, a lot 
of solutions, a lot of things that we 
could come to. But I think the greatest 
thing that we can have in a time when 
we think about suicide, we think about 
our veterans, we think about those in 
our lives who may be struggling with 
mental health and other problems, is 
to simply look for those what I call the 
unexpected times when you are ready 
to go do something and something 
interrupts you, what I call sometimes 
maybe the divine interruption. Those 
times when somebody that you haven’t 
thought about in a while comes to your 
mind, that time when a coworker or a 
friend comes to you and says: You 
know, I am not feeling right. Instead of 
rushing through our day and going to 
the next meeting and going to the next 
place, Mr. Speaker, maybe we just need 
to stop and say: How about a cup of 
coffee? How about a glass of water? 
How about I just sit here and let’s talk 
about it? Because when we can break 
the tunnel vision that there is no hope, 
if you can begin to chip at that tunnel, 
then the light will come in, and they 
will see that others care. To me, that is 
the greatest call of our humanity, is to 
show love for others. 

For one to take their own life be- 
cause they believe they are unloved is 
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a situation that we all need to fight 
against, and I am thankful to have the 
opportunity to highlight that tonight. 

Ms. SINEMA. I thank Congressman 
COLLINS so much. 

Mr. Speaker, how much time do I 
have left remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
CARTER of Georgia). The gentlewoman 
from Arizona has 10 minutes remain- 
ing. 

Ms. SINEMA. Mr. Speaker, I need to 
tell a story about another young man 
in my district, Carl McLaughlin, a 38- 
year-old Army veteran who died from 
suicide on December 19, 2013. Carl had 
been stationed in Bosnia, and he was 
released from the Army on a medical 
discharge in 2004. 

Starting in 2006, Carl went to the 
Phoenix VA for treatment. But as time 
went on, it became increasingly dif- 
ficult for Carl to see his doctor. And 
according to his mom, Terry, at the 
time of his death, Carl was waiting to 
hear back from the Phoenix VA to have 
his medications adjusted and to see his 
doctor. He suffered from recurring pain 
caused by a shoulder injury, severe 
hearing loss, depression, and PTSD; 
and his depression worsened over time. 

Terry, Carl’s mom, told us, and I 
quote: 

The last time I saw Carl was a few 
days before his death. He looked really 
depressed, and I asked him if he had a 
doctor’s appointment scheduled þe- 
cause I knew he had been waiting over 
4 weeks for a call back from the doc- 
tor’s office. 

He said, No, he was still waiting. 

He called them the next day six 
times and left three messages and was 
put on hold, and then hung up on three 
times. 

This problem had been going on for 
at least 1 to 2 years, that I was aware 
of. 

Mr. Speaker, no veteran should be 
turned away when he or she reaches 
out for help. 

Terry asked us to share her son’s 
story in the hope that this tragedy 
doesn’t happen to another family. And 
I pledge to Terry and to Howard and 
Jean that we will continue working to 
hold the VA accountable and ensure 
that all veterans have access to the 
highest quality care. 

I yield to the gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. LOEBSACK). 

I thank the Congressman for being 
here. 

Mr. LOEBSACK. I thank my friend 
from Arizona. 

Mr. Speaker, I wasn’t going to speak 
tonight; but after listening to so many 
folks, I decided to say just a few words. 
I do want to leave most of the time left 
for my friend, Mr. MURPHY of Pennsyl- 
vania, who has been a leader on the 
mental health front. But I do want to 
say a couple of things on this issue. 

Mental health is a really, really im- 
portant issue to me as it is to so many 
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folks in this body and around the coun- 
try. 

I often talk about my mom. She was 
a single parent with an 11th grade edu- 
cation who struggled with mental ill- 
ness. Her whole adult life, she was in 
and out of institutions. This is per- 
sonal for me. 

My wife Terry and I, we have two 
Marine children. My stepson, Terry’s 
son, and his wife are Active Duty at 
Camp Pendleton. They have a couple of 
little kids. We do what we can to help 
them on that front. 

We had a recent suicide in Iowa City 
at the VA Medical Center, and we are 
struggling with how to deal with that 
as a community and I think as a coun- 
try overall. The Office of the Inspector 
General is now looking into the cir- 
cumstances of that suicide. 

On Sunday, on 9/11, we had an event 
that I was honored to attend in honor 
of Sergeant Ketchum and his family in 
an attempt to raise money so that we 
can deal with the issue of PTSD in the 
military. But it is a much broader 
issue, obviously—the issue of mental 
health—that affects all of our society 
in many, many ways; and Congressman 
MURPHY can speak to that probably as 
well as anybody in this body. 

But the bottom line for me, folks— 
and I have often said this—is that if I 
accomplish little else while I am in 
this body other than doing what I can 
to remove the stigma of mental health, 
that is going to be one of my accom- 
plishments. I am going to do that by 
talking about my personal story. I am 
going to do that by talking about vet- 
erans who have taken their own lives, 
folks who signed on the bottom line 
and were willing to make that ultimate 
sacrifice. There is no excuse for this. 
This should not happen in America. 

We have to find the resources on a bi- 
partisan basis to make sure that this 
never happens again to any of our vet- 
erans under any circumstances. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentle- 
woman for yielding. I really appreciate 
the opportunity to say a few words. 

Ms. SINEMA. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the Congressman so much. 

I yield to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. MURPHY) who is a psy- 
chologist, serves the Navy, and helps 
veterans at Walter Reed and other lo- 
cations. 

Congressman MURPHY, we have been 
talking about your bill this evening, 
the Helping Families in Mental Health 
Crisis Act, of which we are all strongly 
supportive. As a cosponsor, I thank you 
for that work, and thank you for join- 
ing us this evening. 

Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, how much time is left? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tlewoman from Arizona has 5 minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the gentlewoman for 
her Special Order tonight. 
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The Helping Families in Mental 
Health Crisis bill is something the 
House passed 422-2, and I sure hope the 
Senate takes it up. I keep hearing they 
may think they don’t have time. But I 
don’t know how we tell a family that 
has lost someone to suicide—whether it 
be a Civilian or a soldier—that the Sen- 
ate didn’t have time and they went 
home. 

Since September 1, the first day of 
National Suicide Prevention Month, so 
far this month, 1,416 Americans have 
died by suicide, including 240 veterans. 
That is 118 people a day, 22 veterans a 
day. That also means that every 12 
minutes, a person dies by suicide; one 
veteran every hour. That also means 
that every hour, a new family is griev- 
ing, or every 13 minutes, a new family 
is grieving on something we hope we 
could have prevented. And certainly 
H.R. 2646 will have many things in 
there to prevent many deaths. 

I want to read a story about one vet- 
eran to convey the struggle he had. 
This is Sergeant Daniel Somers who 
bravely served under Operation Iraqi 
Freedom. When he returned home, he 
had PTSD pretty significantly and de- 
pression and traumatic brain injury. 
He was 30 years old. 

His parents gave me permission to 
share his letter where he said: 

“Iam sorry that it has come to this. 

“The fact is, for as long as I can re- 
member, my motivation for getting up 
every day has been so that you would 
not have to bury me. As things have 
continued to get worse, it has become 
clear that this alone is not a sufficient 
reason to carry on. The fact is, I am 
not getting better, I am not going to 
get better, and I will most certainly de- 
teriorate further as time goes on. From 
a logical standpoint, it is better to sim- 
ply end things quickly and let any re- 
percussions from that play out in the 
short term than to drag things out into 
the long term. ... My body has be- 
come nothing but a cage, a source of 
pain and constant problems. ... It is 
nothing short of torture. My mind is a 
wasteland, filled with visions of incred- 
ible horror, unceasing depression, and 
crippling anxiety.”’ 

Daniel couldn’t get help, so he lost 
hope. It doesn’t have to be that way. 
Whether you are a citizen or a family 
member or a soldier listening tonight, 
Mr. Speaker, I want them to know 
there is hope that depression is some- 
thing we can treat, that anxiety is 
something we can treat, that people 
can and do get better. 

Now, I, myself, have never seen the 
horrors of war through the scope of a 
combat rifle. I have had the oppor- 
tunity to treat heroes at Walter Reed 
at the PTSD/TBI unit. They are a 
source of inspiration to me, particu- 
larly when I see them get better, when 
they come to grips with the horrors 
they have faced and somehow their 
heart turns to understand it is not 
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their fault. They are not to blame. Life 
is sometimes torturous, but there are 
tremendous positives that can come 
out of this when they come to grips 
with that, whether it is a sense of faith 
in God that has brought them to that 
level or just finally realizing that they 
have a choice between being a victim 
forever and always lying under the 
giant boulder of remorse and depres- 
sion or becoming a survivor and mov- 
ing forward and being strong despite 
what happened to them. Or a third 
choice is to become a thriver, saying, I 
will take my adversity and turn it into 
a source of strength instead of turning 
away from it and letting it be a source 
of depression. 
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Mr. Speaker, my colleagues have spo- 
ken eloquently tonight about what we 
can do. It doesn’t have to be that bad. 
So where there is a family member 
dealing with someone’s depression and 
worry and anxiety or whatever the 
issue is, I would like to convey to them 
there are places they can get help. 

Our job as Congressmen—and our lev- 
els of State government, too—is to 
make sure those sources are well fund- 
ed, to make sure we have more psychi- 
atrists, more psychologists, more psy- 
chiatric social workers, more hospital 
beds, and more veterans affairs depart- 
ments that can treat them. 

Perhaps the best message we can give 
people tonight is: where there is help, 
there is hope. 

I hope the Senate passes this bill be- 
fore this week is out. 

Ms. SINEMA. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my colleagues who joined us this 
evening. Our thoughts are with all the 
families who have lost a loved one to 
suicide. 

Our efforts to end veterans suicide 
will not end this month. We are com- 
mitted to continuing this fight to en- 
sure that our veterans always know 
they have a place to turn. 

We, who enjoy freedom every day 
thanks to the sacrifices of our military 
servicemen and servicewomen, must all 
step up to end the epidemic of veterans 
suicide. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mrs. TORRES. Mr. Speaker, our Armed 
Forces sacrifice everything for us: their bodies, 
their minds and sometimes, their lives. 

To those who return, they far too often suf- 
fer in silence from the mental and physical 
wounds they endure in battle. Many times, 
that isolation leads to tragic outcomes. 

As we commemorate Suicide Prevention 
Month, it is important that we focus on solving 
the challenges that lead many of our veterans 
to make the choice to take their own lives. 

The numbers are staggering: 7400 veterans 
took their own lives in 2014, roughly 20 indi- 
viduals a day. 

The suicide rate among veterans has 
surged 35 percent since the beginning of the 
War on Terror, and 85 percent among our 
women veterans. 
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A veteran is 21 percent more likely to com- 
mit suicide than a civilian. 

Mr. Speaker, we know the effects of PTSD 
on our servicemen and women; how almost 
one-fifth of veterans suffer from PTSD and 
how the illness is linked to increased suicidal 
behavior. 

What is most troubling is that almost half of 
the veterans with PTSD do not seek treatment 
from the VA. 

It is no surprise that 70 percent of veterans 
who commit suicide are not regular users of 
VA services. It is our obligation to ensure that 
we engage our veterans and let them know 
there is help available. 

It is also incumbent on us to ensure this 
care is responsive to their individual needs. 

Last year, we passed the Clay Hunt Suicide 
Prevention Act in honor of Marine Clay Hunt, 
a sufferer of PTSD who had trouble seeing a 
VA psychiatrist and tragically, took his own 
life. 

This law is designed to save the lives of 
those like Clay by improving access to quality 
mental health care and coordinating VA sui- 
cide prevention efforts with private mental 
health organizations. 

In the spirit of that law, | was happy to learn 
of the efforts of the VA Medical Center in 
Loma Linda, California, which serves thou- 
sands of veterans from my congressional dis- 
trict. 

They are rolling out a pilot program that will 
integrate with community mental health pro- 
viders in an attempt to reach the more than 
170,000 veterans not registered with the Loma 
Linda VA. 

Their example is encouraging, but funding is 
needed to make certain that no veteran is left 
behind. 

In that same vein, Congress must fulfill our 
obligation to VA services such as the Veterans 
Crisis Line. 

The Crisis Line has serviced some 2.3 mil- 
lion people and is credited with saving more 
than 50,000 lives. However, it has struggled to 
keep pace with increasing demand. 

It was disheartening to hear that there are 
individuals who have called the Crisis Line 
only to be placed on hold, or have their calls 
transferred to voicemail, or simply unan- 
swered. 

We must provide the VA with the tools to 
adequately staff the call center and train their 
employees. Too much is at stake for Congress 
to shortchange this commitment. 

Mr. Speaker, everyone in this chamber hon- 
ors and respects the sacrifices of the world’s 
greatest fighting force. Our servicemen and 
women defend our freedoms and protect our 
homeland at great personal cost. 

When they return home, they deserve a na- 
tion that will look after them the way they look 
after us. | ask that my colleagues hold stead- 
fast in reaffirming our commitment to our vet- 
erans. 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Mr. Speaker, 
| rise today to commemorate Suicide Preven- 
tion Month and to honor those of our veterans 
who tragically took their own lives after bravely 
fighting to protect ours. 

These courageous men and women fought 
valiantly so the rest of us could enjoy the free- 
doms and liberties secured by our forefathers. 
We must honor their dedication and sacrifice 
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by supporting them through the physical, emo- 
tional, and psychological challenges they face 
upon returning home. 

One veteran committing suicide is one too 
many, and with an estimated twenty veterans 
committing suicide each day, we must do bet- 
ter and ensure that our actions mirror the un- 
wavering gratitude we feel in our hearts. We 
must ensure they are welcomed home with 
the respect, dignity and support they deserve, 
and that we address the mental health issues 
of each veterans population with careful con- 
sideration to their unique needs. 

It is with a heavy heart that | recognize Sui- 
cide Prevention Month and urge every Mem- 
ber of Congress to honor our veterans with 
actions that reflect our nation’s eternal grati- 
tude for their service. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise today to mark Suicide Prevention Month 
and to join with my colleagues in helping to 
raise awareness of—and combat—the stag- 
gering rate of suicide among our veteran pop- 
ulation. 

The men and women of our military make 
tremendous, selfless sacrifices on behalf of 
each and every American. As a result, many 
veterans return from service with physical and/ 
or invisible wounds and a disturbingly high 
number are taking their own lives. 

In July, the VA released the most com- 
prehensive study analyzing suicide among our 
veteran population to date, reviewing 55 mil- 
lion veterans’ records since 1979. It showed 
that every day an estimated 20 veterans com- 
mit suicide. This number is tragic beyond 
words, unacceptable and numbing. 

Mr. Speaker, we are in the midst of what 
can only be described as a staggering mental 
health crisis costing the lives of 20 of our na- 
tion’s heroes every day. Too many veterans 
are being left behind and too many families 
are left with the pain and anguish of losing a 
loved one. Often times, family members wit- 
ness the veteran struggling but the VA refuses 
to take their observations into account. 

As the son of a WW2 combat veteran, | 
have witnessed the residual wounds of war, 
the struggle to cope with the post-traumatic 
stress that can continue for decades and the 
pain that a lack of access to services can 
cause for veterans and their families. 

This Congress, we have passed legislation 
to give the VA additional tools and give vet- 
erans key support, including the Clay Hunt 
Suicide Prevention for American Veterans Act 
(P.L. 114-2), which targeted the gaps in the 
VA’s mental health and suicide prevention ef- 
forts; and the Female Veteran Suicide Preven- 
tion Act (P.L. 114-188), which is intended to 
prod the VA to take into account the complex 
causes and factors that are driving the dis- 
proportionately high suicide rate among 
women veterans and use that information 
when designing suicide prevention programs. 

The Comprehensive Addiction and Recov- 
ery Act (P.L. 114-198) included provisions to 
direct the VA to take several actions to ex- 
pand opioid safety initiatives that help prevent 
veterans from becoming opioid abusers. As a 
recent Frontline investigation entitled “Chasing 
Heroin” summarized: “Veterans face a double- 
edged threat: Untreated chronic pain can in- 
crease the risk of suicide, but poorly managed 
opioid regimens can also be fatal.” 
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The VA must do better: they cannot simply 
dole out drugs, as we saw in Tomah. It is a 
dereliction of duty for VA medical staff 
charged with the sacred task of caring for our 
nation’s veterans and this law will help ensure 
proper management and controls are in place 
when the VA treats a veteran’s chronic pain. 

The VA does have a number of suicide pre- 
vention programs that can be a resource for 
veterans, servicemembers, their families and 
loved ones, including and especially the Vet- 
erans Crisis Hotline. Any veteran in danger of 
self-harm or suicide can call, 24 hours a day. 
It is anonymous and confidential. It is staffed 
by trained professionals who will “work with 
you to reduce the immediate risk, help you get 
through the crisis, make sure you are safe, 
and help you to connect with the right serv- 
ices.” 

We have an obligation to repay the debt we 
owe to those who have fought in defense of 
our nation and a sacred duty to ensure that 
we do everything in our power to get our vets 
the physical and psychological support they 
need. 

This year’s Suicide Prevention Month theme 
is ‘Be There.’ During the darkest hours in our 
history, the men and women who serve in uni- 
form have always been there to answer the 
call. We can and must do better to be there 
for them. 
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COMMUNITY PHARMACISTS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan- 
uary 6, 2015, the gentleman from Geor- 
gia (Mr. COLLINS) is recognized for 60 
minutes as the designee of the major- 
ity leader. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, before I begin, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that all Members have 5 legisla- 
tive days to revise and extend their re- 
marks and to include any extraneous 
material on the topic of this Special 
Order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, well, we are back at it tonight. We 
are going to be going at a subject that 
I have been down here before on and 
will continue to come down here on 
until, frankly, I believe that we are 
moving forward with this issue that af- 
fects pretty much every hometown of 
every Congressman here. It is amazing, 
though, how much we don’t know 
about it. It is amazing how much it 
goes unreported and how much it gets 
looked over. 

In the sake of the shiny object of sav- 
ings, our community pharmacists, our 
independent pharmacists, are being ba- 
sically run out of business. Mr. Speak- 
er, I don’t tell you anything new. 

For my friends who will join me here 
tonight, this is about hometown Amer- 
ica. This is about the healthcare chain 
that we all talk about. And a forgotten 
element of that healthcare chain is 
something that we need to focus on. 
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Community pharmacists fill an im- 
portant niche in our healthcare sys- 
tem, serving as the primary healthcare 
provider for over 62 million Americans. 
They dispense roughly 40 percent of the 
prescriptions nationwide and a higher 
percentage in rural areas, especially 
mine in northeast Georgia. 

Community pharmacists play such 
an important role in our healthcare 
system by being that accessible voice 
at the other end of the phone or at the 
counter, just being there sometimes to 
answer those simple questions that are 
very important to somebody, or to an- 
swer the difficult questions that could, 
frankly, mean the life or death for that 
patient, knowing how to take their 
medication, knowing what to get and 
how to be there and be a part of the 
community, not just at the pharmacy, 
but at the ball fields and the commu- 
nity. Some of the best small business 
employees that we have in our commu- 
nities are found in our community 
pharmacies. 

When we look at the relationship 
that communities have with their 
pharmacies, and especially our commu- 
nity pharmacists, the face-to-face 
counseling and the work that goes into 
our community pharmacies, and phar- 
macists mainly in general, is some- 
thing that we need to continue to focus 
on. 

Patients’ failure to properly take 
their medication regimen costs the 
healthcare system nearly $300 billion 
and contributes to 125,000 deaths each 
year. The face-to-face counseling that 
our community pharmacists give is the 
most important and the most effective 
way for ensuring that our patients take 
the right medicine, know what they 
are taking, and why they take it. 

Yet, as I stated before and state here 
again on the floor tonight, there is a 
group that believes that our commu- 
nity pharmacists—really frankly if you 
just look at it—shouldn’t exist. Be- 
cause everything they are doing, the 
pharmacy benefit manager, the PBM, 
that middle person—I want to show 
you this. We are going to talk about 
this chart more here as we go—but the 
PBMs control the pharmacy system 
right now. In fact, if you just take the 
PPM here in the middle and you look 
at employers and you look at patients 
and you look at the pharmaceutical 
companies and you look at the phar- 
macies, they sort of circle around here. 

We are going to talk about this ‘‘sav- 
ings issue” and look at it and ask: Is it 
actually saving employers? Is it actu- 
ally helping pharmaceutical companies 
get out products? More importantly, is 
it actually helping the patient? 

I think tonight you are going to find 
out that there are a lot of questions to 
be had here. We will talk about that as 
we go forward. 

As we look at this, we have a lot of 
things that my friends tonight are here 
to talk about. We are going to talk 
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about MAC transparency. We are going 
to talk about generics. We are going to 
talk about the way this goes, but we 
are also going to talk about really 
what I believe is the unfair tactics used 
by PBMs that are constantly forcing 
our pharmacies and our community 
pharmacists out of business. 

I think, at some point in time, many 
of the PBMs ought to change their mis- 
sion in life into ‘‘saving’’ or being a 
part of the pharmaceutical system and 
say: our job is to run community phar- 
macists out of a job. They are the best 
I have ever seen at doing that. 

In one of my small towns just 20 min- 
utes from my house, in the past year, 
three community pharmacies have 
closed. Three. They are now in a small- 
er town being forced into choices they 
didn’t want to have to make, into 
PBM-controlled pharmacies. 

You see, PBMs, when they first start- 
ed, had a good idea: How do we make 
sure that we get drugs and medications 
to pharmacies at a cheaper price so 
that the patients at the end save 
money and employers can save money? 

Then PBMs decided that they wanted 
to be a part of all the system. They 
wanted to start owning pharmacies. 
They wanted to start owning the sup- 
ply chain. They wanted to start being a 
part of it all. And when they did that 
then everybody else was competition. 

I have said it before from here: The 
problems that we have—and Georgia 
pharmacists have talked about it, and 
we have talked about it as well—is 
when you have your competitors who 
are able to come in and audit you and 
they are able to fine you for clerical er- 
rors and keep you out of systems and 
out of payments and things that they 
give their own pharmacies, that is just 
wrong. It is wrong when they only 
come in and audit the name brands and 
leave the generics behind. 

For some of you, if you are watching, 
if you are thinking about it and hear- 
ing my voice for the first time, you are 
maybe saying: Well, that is okay. They 
are making sure systems are safe. 

PBMs are not auditing pharmacies to 
make sure they are safe. They are au- 
diting pharmacies to make money be- 
cause they are going to withhold the 
cost of the drug from the pharmacist. 
In other words, if they make a clerical 
error and the drug costs $100, let’s just 
say, they don’t take their profit. They 
don’t take the margin. They take the 
entire $100 back. I wish I had a racket 
set up that good. 

The sad part about that whole state- 
ment there is, at the end of the day, 
Joe or Suzy or Bob or Bill or whoever 
came and got their prescription knew 
nothing about this ‘“‘error.’’ All they 
knew is the pharmacist filled the pre- 
scription that the doctor had ordered, 
and they went home and took their 
medicine and got better. 

Yet, on this other end, PBMs are try- 
ing to destroy an industry and a group 
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of people who mean so much to our 
communities. So tonight we are going 
to talk about it. We are going to talk 
about it some more, and we are going 
to keep bringing attention to this until 
the light is fully shined on this. 

Tonight, as we get ready to talk 
about it, a gentleman who has been 
such a friend to us as we have been 
doing these, Representative LOEBSACK, 
is here tonight. It is good to share the 
stage again with him because this is 
something that needs to be discussed. 
It needs to be hammered home until 
every Member of the House and Senate 
understand this and we find a workable 
solution. 

I yield to the gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. LOEBSACK). 

Mr. LOEBSACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. COLLINS) for inviting me to join 
him in leading this Special Order. I 
have been in this job long enough to 
know there are people you don’t want 
to follow when you speak, and DOUG 
COLLINS is one of those. The guy is ab- 
solutely inspired, but he is inspired for 
a lot of reasons. 

He has been a strong leader on phar- 
macy issues. He has been a great part- 
ner on the bills that we will discuss 
this evening. I am proud to say this is 
a bipartisan issue. Although, at the 
moment, I am the only Democrat over 
here, I can assure you there are others 
who are with us on this issue. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Well, bring 
them on. 

I yield to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. LOEBSACK. Mr. Speaker, we 
have been able to find a consensus on 
this, too, among this bipartisan group 
of folks. 

As my good friend said: Pharmacists 
across the country serve as the first 
line, really, of healthcare services for 
many patients, especially in small 
towns in Iowa and around the country. 
People count on pharmacists’ training 
and expertise to stay healthy and in- 
formed and maybe, most importantly, 
to stay out of urgent care centers and 
hospitals, something we all want to see 
happen. 

I am proud to stand here today with 
my colleagues to recognize the quality, 
affordable, and personal care that phar- 
macists provide every day. 

Community pharmacists and their 
pharmacies are also a great source of 
economic growth in rural communities, 
like those in my district in Iowa. I 
have 24 counties. It is a big area. And 
when a pharmacy is under pressure 
economically, the community knows it 
and hears about it. And if they have to 
close, the community suffers as a re- 
sult. 

As a member of the Small Business 
Caucus, I recognize how challenging it 
can be for some small pharmacists to 
compete with bigger companies. I ap- 
preciate their hard work to serve our 
communities every day. 
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Like most small-business owners, 
community pharmacists face many 
challenges to compete and negotiate on 
a day-to-day basis with large entities 
in their business transactions. I fre- 
quently visit with community phar- 
macists in my district, and I have 
heard directly from them how hard 
they have to fight to compete on a 
level playing field that isn’t always 
level for smaller pharmacies. So it is 
not really a level playing field. 

One pressing challenge facing many 
community pharmacists, as was al- 
ready mentioned, is the ambiguity and 
the uncertainty surrounding the reim- 
bursement of generic drugs. Of all 
things, it is the reimbursement of ge- 
neric drugs. 

Generic prescription drugs account 
for the vast majority of drugs dis- 
pensed by pharmacists, making trans- 
parency in reimbursement absolutely 
critical to the financial health of small 
pharmacies. However, pharmacists are 
reimbursed for generic drugs through 
maximum allowable cost, or MAC, a 
price list that outlines the upper limit 
or the maximum amount that an insur- 
ance plan will pay for a generic drug. 
And these lists are created, as was 
mentioned, by none other than the 
pharmacy benefit managers, or PBMs, 
the drug middlemen, if you will. 

The methodology used to create 
these lists is not disclosed. Further, 
these lists are not updated on a regular 
basis, resulting in pharmacists being 
reimbursed below what it costs them 
actually to acquire the drugs. This is a 
major problem because, when PBMs 
aren’t keeping the cost of generic drugs 
consistent, those price differentials can 
be a serious financial burden for phar- 
macies. 

Small pharmacy owners face even 
greater disadvantages than their larger 
counterparts because of the clear lack 
of leverage they have when negotiating 
the amount they will be reimbursed for 
filling prescriptions when dealing with 
the PBMs. 

When we talk about pharmacies clos- 
ing because they can’t keep up with 
the financial challenge, we are talking 
about the creation of an access prob- 
lem also that directly affects patients. 
It is not just the pharmacies them- 
selves closing down and those folks los- 
ing their jobs. It is the patients they 
serve. 

When we talk about reimbursement 
uncertainty for pharmacies, we are 
talking about uncertainty about pa- 
tients’ ability to get the medications 
they need at an affordable price. 

When we talked about a community 
pharmacist being put out of work, we 
are talking about taking away a famil- 
iar face that local folks trust with 
their healthcare concerns. 

To address this problem—and Rep- 
resentative COLLINS is going to talk 
about this, and others are—I partnered 
with him to introduce H.R. 244, the 
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MAC Transparency Act. We have had 
actions along this line in the State of 
Iowa as well. We can do it at the Fed- 
eral level if we can do it at the State 
level. 

This bipartisan bill would ensure 
Federal health plan reimbursements to 
pharmacies to keep pace with generic 
drug prices, which can skyrocket over- 
night. 

So specifically—and I know Mr. COL- 
LINS is going to talk about this—it will 
do three things. It will provide pricing 
updates at least once every 7 days. It 
will force disclosure of the sources used 
to update the maximum allowable cost, 
or MAC, prices. Again, it is about 
transparency. It will require PBMs to 
notify pharmacies of any changes in in- 
dividual drug prices before these prices 
can be used as the basis for reimburse- 
ment. 

This is a commonsense bill, folks. It 
is about access. It is about making sure 
folks have access to their pharma- 
ceuticals, to their drugs, and generic 
drugs in particular. 

Another issue I would like to high- 
light is the problem of direct and indi- 
rect remuneration, or DIR fees. The 
Centers for Medicare and Medicaid 
Services, CMS, originally coined DIR 
fees as a means of assessing the impact 
on Medicare part D medication costs of 
drug rebates and other price adjust- 
ments applied to prescription drug 
plans. 

However, DIR fees have increased 
greatly over the last year on phar- 
macies, and, if the pharmacy agrees to 
enter into a contract with a PBM or 
part D plan sponsor, it does not seem 
fair that these mediators can reduce 
the reimbursement rate since the con- 
tract has already been agreed to. 
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This gets a little bit complicated. I 
know other Members are going to be 
talking about this later on as well. 
There is just basically no transparency 
regarding how the fees are calculated. 

There is another bill that I have 
signed on to. I applaud my colleagues, 
Representative MORGAN GRIFFITH, a 
Republican, and PETER WELCH, a Demo- 
crat, for introducing the Improving 
Transparency and Accuracy in Medi- 
care Part D Spending Act. It would 
prohibit PBMs and plan sponsors who 
own PBMs from retroactively reducing 
reimbursement on clean claims sub- 
mitted by pharmacies after the con- 
tract has been submitted. This is a 
scam, and it shouldn’t be happening. I 
urge everyone, leadership, to bring this 
to us and everyone to vote for this bill 
and for our other bill. 

I want to thank, again, Mr. COLLINS 
and the other Members who have been 
here tonight. It is a great opportunity 
for me to participate and highlight 
some problems that our community 
pharmacists are facing and then, ulti- 
mately, their patients, the folks they 
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serve as well. Those are the folks we 
are trying to look out for as best we 
can and trying to serve while we are 
here in this Congress. I thank Mr. CoL- 
LINS very much. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam 
Speaker, Mr. LOEBSACK hit it. That last 
little part right there was dead-on. 
This is about the patient. This is about 
serving that patient who is used to 
that trust and faith, who understands 
it, and also really a part of that 
healthcare system that has been pro- 
vided a long time that is now at risk of 
going away. 

It is not too strong to say that if we 
do not look at this—and some say, 
well, this is a free market, let them go 
contract. Government is one of the big- 
gest payers of this, and this is some- 
thing we have got to get at. 

In fact, something Mr. LOEBSACK 
brought up as I was listening to him 
talk, there was a study, TRICARE, in 
fact. In just a moment, I am going to 
introduce Mr. SCOTT here. He is from 
Georgia. He is on the Committee on 
Armed Services. He is a friend. But 
TRICARE did a study where it found 
that, if it eliminated PBMs from the 
TRICARE program, it would save 
roughly $1.3 billion per year. We are up 
here arguing about problems in our 
budget, and we could save this much 


money? 
No, this is about profits. This is 
about consolidation. This is about 


vertical integration. This is about tak- 
ing control of a market in which three 
to four companies control 83 percent of 
the market. We are not talking about a 
small little startup. Mr. LOEBSACK is 
right on, dead-on. I thank him so much 
for the work that he is doing, and I ap- 
preciate it. 

In light of that, especially dealing 
with TRICARH, again, the bottom-line 
issue here is how we cost-effectively 
provide services to those members in 
our communities who need it the most. 
And this issue of savings, I know there 
is a Texas study that also showed if 
they went away, they would save 
money as well, in the millions of dol- 
lars. It is building, but we have just got 
to keep pointing it out. 

I yield to the gentleman from Geor- 
gia (Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT), my friend, my 
longtime colleague not only in the 
House in Georgia, but the House up 
here, and fighting for the very values 
we find in Georgia and all across the 
country. 

Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia. 
Madam Speaker, I want to thank Mr. 
COLLINS and I want to thank my col- 
league from Iowa. This is a bipartisan 
issue. 

Before I speak on behalf of the com- 
munity pharmacists, I want to just 
take a second and speak on behalf of 
the taxpayers, the hardworking men 
and women in this country. 

Free markets are transparent mar- 
kets, and if we had transparency in the 
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system, we probably wouldn’t be here 
today because the American public 
wouldn’t stand for what is going on. 
Unfortunately, we haven’t seen any 
news reports or any reporting to in- 
form the public of all of the things that 
have happened over the last couple of 
years, but we saw it on the EpiPen just 
a couple of weeks ago. You saw what 
happens when the press reports, the 
public finds out what is going on: pres- 
sure is put on, and then a response 
comes—maybe not the response that 
would have been what we would call eq- 
uitable for the patients that need the 
treatment, but at least a response 
came. 

It is not just EpiPens, though. It is 
not just multihundred-dollar drugs and 
multithousand-dollar drugs. When we 
talk about drugs as simple as nitro- 
glycerin tablets, again, you, as the tax- 
payer, are the largest purchaser of this 
through the government. Nitroglycerin 
tablets have gone from 5 cents apiece 
to $5 apiece. Doxycycline tablets, an 
antibiotic that has been on the market 
for many, many years—again, another 
generic drug. It has gone from pennies 
apiece to dollars apiece. 

I know my colleague, BUDDY CARTER, 
could probably name more drugs for 
you than I can where we have seen 
those same type of hundredfold in- 
creases in the price of drugs. I can tell 
you that the hardworking taxpayers of 
this country, in the end, pay that bill. 

One of the best things that we can do 
for you is make sure that we are trying 
to shed light on and bring transparency 
to this system and to make sure that 
we are keeping that small-business 
owner in business so that we are able 
to get the information that we need to 
do a better job for you from them. That 
is where our Nation’s community phar- 
macists come in. 

I know for me, I walk into my local 
pharmacist, and they can tell me right 
offhand what the most egregious price 
increases were of the past week, and 
they are happening every single week, 
ladies and gentlemen. These inde- 
pendent businesses operate in under- 
served rural areas, like many of the 
counties that I represent in Georgia’s 
Eighth District. 

Access to care is already an issue in 
these areas, and it would certainly be 
much worse if our community phar- 
macies didn’t exist. In these areas, doc- 
tors are many miles away. Local phar- 
macists deliver the flu shots. They give 
advice on everything from over-the- 
counter drugs to drug interdictions, 
and if you have got a sick child, most 
of them will meet you at the store 
after hours to help your child get the 
medication that they need. Try that 
with somebody who is not a small-busi- 
ness owner. 

It is crucial that these pharmacies 
have a level playing field to stay in 
business against large-scale competi- 
tors and the middlemen, if you will, 
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the pharmacy benefit managers, when 
trying to run a successful business in 
such a challenging and complex envi- 
ronment as the U.S. healthcare system. 

Where I am from, these local phar- 
macists are fixtures in their commu- 
nities. They have known their cus- 
tomers most of their lives, and it in- 
stills a level of trust in those patients 
that is rarely seen in today’s day and 
time. 

I have made some stops at these local 
community pharmacies: some to get 
my own prescriptions filled, some to 
see how things are going with the 
small-business owners, some to see how 
other things are going in the commu- 
nity. I never fail to appreciate the 
unique value that the men and women 
that work in these local pharmacies 
add to their customers’ lives and to our 
communities. 

Unfortunately, on these visits, I am 
also troubled because I continue to 
learn, as I have mentioned before, just 
how much more difficult it is becoming 
for those men and women to serve the 
people who have depended on them for 
years and to compete with some of the 
larger entities in the healthcare mar- 
ketplace. 

Imagine a situation where your com- 
petitor’s company gets to come in and 
audit your books. That is exactly what 
happens. That is exactly what happens 
when one of the big-box retailers who 
owns a PBM goes in and audits the 
local community pharmacy. 

Take, for example, one of the other 
problems that we have: the increased 
prevalence of preferred networks in 
Medicare part D plans. Currently, 
many Medicare beneficiaries are effec- 
tively told by pharmacy benefit man- 
agers, or PBMs, which pharmacy to use 
based on exclusionary agreements be- 
tween those PBMs and, for the most 
part, big-box pharmacies. 

Most people don’t recognize that the 
big-box owns the PBM. Patients pay 
for this. They pay for this in lower cus- 
tomer service and higher copays. When 
their pharmacy of choice is excluded 
from the preferred network, it creates 
undue stress on the patients and forces 
them to do business where they may 
not want to do business. The majority 
of the time, your local pharmacy is 
never given the opportunity to partici- 
pate in the network. That is an unfair 
business practice. 

Another issue I often hear about 
from community pharmacies is the 
burdensome DIR fees. We as Ameri- 
cans, we pretty much assume that 
when you go in and you buy something 
and you leave with what you pay for 
that the transaction is over. But with 
medicine at your local pharmacy, it is 
a lot different. That transaction is any- 
thing but clear and simple for the phar- 
macist. 

Pharmacy benefit managers use so- 
called DIR fees to claw back money 
from pharmacies on individual claims 
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long after the claim has been resolved. 
It can be a typographical error and the 
pharmacy benefit manager will call 
back 100 percent of what was paid to 
the pharmacist. That means the phar- 
macy doesn’t know the final reim- 
bursement amount they will receive for 
a claim for weeks or even months; and 
even more so, they are not even reim- 
bursed for the wholesale cost of the 
drugs that they dispense. In 2014, CMS 
issued proposed guidance that would 
provide some relief to our pharmacies 
struggling to deal with the increasing 
and opaque DIR fees imposed on them. 

As I said, anyone who runs a business 
knows you can’t operate when you 
don’t know what your costs are or 
what your reimbursements are. That is 
why I have led over 30 of my colleagues 
in sending two separate letters to the 
Centers for Medicare and Medicaid 
Services urging them to move forward 
and finalize proposed guidance on this 
issue. Unfortunately, they have yet to 
move on that guidance. 

I and, I know, many of my col- 
leagues, in a bipartisan manner, are 
going to continue to advocate for CMS 
to use their authority to ensure a level 
playing field for all Medicare part D 
participants. When competition is sti- 
fled and our small businesses suffer, so 
do the customers of our local commu- 
nity pharmacies. I hope the commit- 
tees of jurisdiction will consider these 
bipartisan bills. 

Madam Speaker, I want to thank you 
for your time. I want to thank Mr. CoL- 
LINS for hosting this Special Order 
today. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam 
Speaker, I thank Congressman SCOTT. 
He has highlighted a lot of things, and 
I think it is something that just mat- 
ters. Sometimes we go through a lot of 
the big pictures up here, and we see a 
lot of issues, but this is one that mat- 
ters to hometown. This is Main Street 
USA. This is something that goes on. 
Especially for districts like mine and 
for many others in rural communities, 
the pharmacy, especially the inde- 
pendent community pharmacies, are 
the lifeblood in these communities. 

I have said this before, and I have 
had this asked of me because we have 
been doing this a while. Let’s make it 
very clear. Pharmacists, I love. I don’t 
care who they work for. Pharmacists 
are great folks, whether they work in a 
big-box store or they work for a major 
chain or they are independent and own 
their own business. Pharmacists want 
to help people. That is why they went 
into it to start with. 

I think what we are fighting here isa 
system. I have talked to many phar- 
macy students who are now saying 
they are not sure they want to go into 
this or they are very concerned about 
their futures because they are looking 
at the abusive policies of PBMs, and 
they are saying: I don’t want to follow 
in my mom or dad’s footsteps; I don’t 
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want to follow and open up a storefront 
and hire people because I can’t make it 
this way. And they end up being forced 
in. 
I want to talk a little bit—we have 
been vague about this, but I am not 
going to be vague here for the next lit- 
tle bit. Iam going to talk about PBMs 
and this regular auditing of commu- 
nity pharmacists to recruit large reim- 
bursements. Let me go back over this. 

There is nothing wrong with audits 
performed with the intention of uncov- 
ering abuse; however, PBMs’ auditing 
has another motivation. Pharmacists 
have told me that the most expensive 
prescriptions are always the target 
during the audit—always. 

PBMs used to audit only the most ex- 
pensive medications looking for cler- 
ical errors like typos, misspelled 
names or addresses, or, better yet, as I 
just heard recently from one of my 
pharmacists, in which they dinged one 
of my pharmacists because the doctor 
wrote a specific amount for an eye 
medication—the doctor. Let’s make 
this very clear now. I know Represent- 
ative CARTER is probably going to get 
into this a little bit more, but the doc- 
tor himself wrote the prescription. The 
prescription goes to the pharmacist. 
The pharmacist filled the prescription 
as the doctor said. But when the PBM 
auditor got there, they said: No, you 
are not supposed to use that amount. 
Use this amount. 

I want to know what medical school 
this auditor went to. I want to know 
when they decided to start practicing 
medicine without a license where they 
can come in and say amounts. I can un- 
derstand swerving to a generic over a 
name brand or a name brand over a ge- 
neric. That is within sort of what we 
have become used to. But when they 
can actually go in and ding one of our 
pharmacists for amounts that the doc- 
tor said, we have got a system that is 
a little bit abusive. Well, let me re- 
phrase that. It is downright corrupt. 

They go in and they do these audits. 
They find these clerical errors. And 
when they do this, they take back, 
they recoup, all the funding paid for 
that prescription. Like I said earlier, 
they don’t take back just the profit. 
They don’t take back the cost. They 
take back everything. 

These audits are not intended to end 
Medicare fraud. The PBMs use them to 
take taxpayer funds and claim them as 
profits. If a pharmacist checked the 
box that said send by fax instead of 
send by email, the PBM is able to re- 
claim the entire cost of the drug. They 
don’t just take back the copay or the 
pharmacist’s profit. 

Again, I just want you to understand 
how crazy this is. But, you see, instead 
of looking and having their time and 
effort of audits that could be better 
spent helping local pharmacists do 
what they do best, they are having to 
look over this all the time, focusing on 
improved quality for their patients. 
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The PBMs, frankly, have shown over 
the last little bit that they are not in- 
terested in the well-being of the pa- 
tient. They are interested in that other 
P word, profit, not patient. 

It is really concerning, and this is 
what has happened. In the interest of 
that profit, the PBMs have engaged in 
anticompetitive business practices. 
Certain PBMs own or have ownership 
stakes in the very pharmacies they are 
negotiating to lower drug prices with. 
When a PBM is owned by the entity it 
is supposed to be bargaining with, 
there is an inherent conflict of inter- 
est. This can lead to fraud, deception, 
anticompetitive conduct, and higher 
prices. 

Here is a great one. I love this. Many 
large PBMs own their own mail order 
pharmacy and financially penalize pa- 
tients that use their community phar- 
macist instead of the PBM-owned one. 
PBMs try to drive customers from 
community pharmacies into the mail 
order firms, arguing it saves consumers 
and drug plans money. 

However, a study by the Taxpayers 
Protection Alliance highlighted waste, 
fraud, and abuse within the mail order 
system run by the PBMs. The TPA 
study noted that 90 percent of patients 
were moved to mail order due to en- 
couragement or mandate from a PBM. 

According to Medicare data, PBM- 
owned pharmacies may charge as much 
as 83 percent more to fill prescriptions 
than community pharmacists. PBM’s 
practices limit consumer choice, in- 
crease drug prices by engaging in 
vertical integration in their ownership 
of mail order pharmacies, killing com- 
petition. 

And here was one that was classic. I 
walked into one of my smaller towns. 
It had a pharmacist. And the phar- 
macist said: I got in trouble. I got a 
letter. 

They showed me the letter. They de- 
livered some medicine to some of their 
customers. They get a letter from the 
PBM saying, You are not in the mail 
order business. And they actually were 
going to have their contract threat- 
ened if they sent these people their 
drugs. 

Representative CARTER is going to 
talk in a minute. I just want to break 
for a second. But that is unbelievable 
that they actually will get on the phar- 
macies and say: You can’t reach out, 
you can’t contact your customer to tell 
them that they can be a part of the 
plan. 

One of my pharmacists actually was 
left off of a plan that they were actu- 
ally on. The PBM sent a letter to all 
his customers saying that they are not 
a part of the plan, when, in actuality, 
he was. And then, when confronted, 
they refused to send a letter out to the 
customers saying: We are wrong. 

Just briefly, am I highlighting some- 
thing that is uncommon? Or is that a 
common practice? 
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Mr. CARTER of Georgia. No. It is. As 
the gentleman states, it is a very com- 
mon practice. And you know, it is 
downright unAmerican. 

Small businesses are the backbone of 
our economy here in America. When 
you do not allow a small business to 
participate, even if they are willing to 
take the reimbursement that an insur- 
ance company is offering, but that in- 
surance company, nevertheless, will 
not let them participate, that, in my 
opinion, is unAmerican. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. You have 
hit something. You have led into a 
great example. This is highlight. And if 
there are problems, let’s fix them. You 
hit on that issue. 

We have heard of DIR fees tonight. 
We have heard about reimbursements. 
Let me leave you an example from a 
little company called Humana. 

I had a pharmacist call me about pro- 
posed amendments to their Pharmacy 
Provider Agreement. Humana decided 
to withhold $5 per prescription from 
initial reimbursements to the phar- 
macy. Now, you understand what is 
happening. They are withholding $5 of 
what they should be sending to the 
pharmacy. The return of the reim- 
bursements was conditional on the 
pharmacy meeting certain patient ad- 
herence metrics. This is essentially a 
fee conditional on meeting certain per- 
formance standards, and Humana 
would withhold reimbursements from 
poorly performing pharmacies. 

That sounds good, doesn’t it? 

It has got a great twang to it. Some- 
body in the marketing office there 
thought, This is going to be pretty 
cool. It sounds so good, but let’s talk 
about it. 

Humana’s criteria, however, had lit- 
tle to do with patient care and more 
with driving community pharmacists 
out of the market. Many of the metrics 
used, including patient adherence, are 
beyond the control of the pharmacist. 

Humana’s amendment unduly bur- 
dens small pharmacists and protects 
large chain pharmacies, many of which 
they own. Humana enlisted their actu- 
aries to ensure this formula guarantees 
they will retain 60 percent of the with- 
held reimbursement moneys, most of it 
coming from community pharmacists. 

Pharmacists in the 80th percentile 
and up in each category would receive 
$2 per category. If a pharmacy meets 
expectations in all three categories, 
they will earn $6—a $1 profit per pre- 
scription. Now, remember, this is what 
was already withheld from them. Phar- 
macists below the 80th percentile 
would receive .67, or 67 cents; and 
below the 50 percent percentile would 
receive none of the reimbursement that 
they withheld. This is a reimbursement 
that is supposed to go back to the 
pharmacy. They are not getting any of 
it. Many of the community phar- 
macists often can’t afford to lose this 
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additional 33 cents to $5 for every pre- 
scription they fill. Only big box phar- 
macies really have that ability. 

Humana also favors big box phar- 
macies by allowing the number of pa- 
tients to serve as a function of a 
tiebreaker. This amazed me. For exam- 
ple, a community pharmacist and a big 
box pharmacist might both have 100 
percent adherence to certain perform- 
ance measures. However, if the big box 
pharmacy served more patients than 
the community pharmacist, it will 
achieve a higher percentile score than 
the community pharmacy. 

Humana _ disproportionately favors 
large chain pharmacies at the small 
pharmacies’ expense. Certain phar- 
macies have enough patients to mini- 
mize the effects of patient nonadher- 
ence to their ratings. At independent 
community pharmacies, one patient’s 
nonadherence could cost pharmacies 
thousands of dollars by moving a phar- 
macy from the top bracket to one 
below. 

If somebody were listening to us, 
Representative CARTER, they would say 
we were making this up. We are not. I 
have been doing this now for well over 
a year—almost 2 years now. I have 
never been challenged on these facts. 
They don’t like it. And they are listen- 
ing probably right now, saying: What 
can we do to go settle this down? 

But it is just not right when they 
look at these things and they see sav- 
ings in the State governments. It is 
like they are saying: Look at the shiny 
object over here. Don’t face reality. 

This one is just amazing to me. When 
you are taking money that should go 
back to the pharmacist and putting 
them on this metric scale that they 
can’t compete on; or you are taking 
their customers, but won’t allow the 
pharmacist to reach out, these are the 
kinds of things that just really, really 
are amazing to me. 

I wrote a letter with the gentleman 
urging CMS Acting Administrator 
Slavitt to review Humana’s proposed 
amendments for their part D Pharmacy 
Provider Agreement. This is just some- 
thing that has got to change as we go 
forward. 

There is nobody that knows that any 
better than Representative CARTER, 
knowing the situation. I have said this 
all along. I do this because I have been 
helped so much by community phar- 
macists and believe when wrong is 
wrong, you call it. When you can, try 
and make it right. 

You have lived this. And you con- 
tinue, by your service on the Georgia 
legislature and up here, to help us con- 
tinue to be on the front lines, con- 
tinuing this fight. You are there work- 
ing it out as well. 

Tonight, I think we just need to con- 
tinue the practice of saying, Here are 
the facts, and encouraging our commit- 
tees of jurisdiction to take action on 
this and just evaluate it. 
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We have the MAC transparency, the 
clawback bill. These bills have a 
chance just to be heard, because I 
found that every time I share this with 
Members, they can’t believe it. They 
want to know more. And when we show 
them the facts, they say: This needs to 
be discussed. 

We have some time tonight. I want to 
share what you are seeing as we con- 
tinue this fight for what is right. 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Well, I want 
to thank the gentleman for organizing 
this and for bringing this to light. 

This is something that I know you 
are obviously very passionate about 
and that you have worked on for a long 
time; many years. 

You know, it is not just you. You are 
obviously a leader here. But also, Rep- 
resentative SCOTT, who spoke earlier. 
Representative LOEBSACK. I may be the 
only pharmacist in Congress, but we 
have many friends of pharmacy in Con- 
gress, and we appreciate this very 
much. 

But even more so—if I may, even 
more so, what you are concerned 
about, what Representative SCOTT, 
what Representative LOEBSACK, what 
everyone up here is concerned about is 
patient care. That is what we are talk- 
ing about. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Exactly. 
What you are saying, every time we do 
this, we gain Members who begin to 
look at the issue. They just don’t be- 
lieve what the PBMs bring to them. 

All I am asking for me and I know for 
you is for every Member here to go 
talk to a community pharmacist. All 
they have to do is go talk to them. We 
are not sharing anything that is not 
real. 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. That is the 
whole key. The whole Key is that what 
we are talking about is patient care. 
We are not talking about community 
pharmacies trying to pad their pock- 
ets. But what we are trying to point 
out and what you have done so effi- 
ciently, particularly with your chart, 
is to point out what is happening here. 

Everyone is concerned about high 
drug prices right now. It is one of the 
biggest subjects that we hear about in 
the newscasts and everywhere. Grant- 
ed, this is not the only part of that, but 
it is a big part of it. 

What is happening is we are taking 
competition out of health care. If we 
talk about ObamaCare, if we talk 
about the Affordable Care Act, 
ObamaCare, whatever you want to call 
it, my number one concern with is that 
it has taken competition, it has taken 
the free market out of health care. 

I mean, think about it. Am I talking 
just about independent retail phar- 
macies? 

No. I am talking about independent 
health care. 

How many independent doctors do 
you know anymore? 

Most of them are members of 
healthcare systems, most of them are 
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members of hospital systems, which 
are fine systems, but, again, we are 
taking away competition. And that is 
what is happening here. 

I thank Representative COLLINS. I 
want to thank him for, again, orga- 
nizing and bringing this to light. 

As you have mentioned, I have been a 
community pharmacist for over 30 
years. I graduated from the University 
of Georgia in 1980. Go Dogs. I am just 
as proud as I can be of my alma mater. 

You know, pharmacy has changed 
tremendously since I graduated. I serve 
on the advisory board at the University 
of Georgia at the College of Pharmacy, 
and I can tell you the quality of stu- 
dents that are graduating now from 
pharmacy school is just tremendous. 
The clinical expertise that they are 
graduating with makes us all in health 
care very, very proud. I still maintain 
that pharmacists are some of the most 
overtrained and underutilized profes- 
sionals out there. 

But, again, I want to get back in full 
disclosure here. I am a free market per- 
son. I am someone who believes in the 
free market. I believe in competition. 
And that is all community pharmacists 
are saying: Let us compete. 

But as Representative COLLINS has 
pointed out so succinctly here, we 
don’t even have the opportunity to 
compete. 

When you have the insurance com- 
pany owning the pharmacy and making 
decisions that impact patients and 
where they can go and tell patients, 
No, you cannot buy your prescription 
over here, you have to buy it over here, 
that takes the free market out of the 
system. That takes competition out of 
the system. 

Who cannot see that? 

There are chains there who will tell 
you that their operation is a three- 
legged stool. They have the PBMs, they 
have the pharmacy, and now they have 
their health clinics. 

Well, what does that do? 

It is a great business model, sure, but 
once they get you, they got you. If you 
go to a pharmacy and they write that 
prescription, and then that prescrip- 
tion is filled right there, well, obvi- 
ously, that is a conflict of interest. But 
that is what is happening now. If the 
insurance company owns the pharmacy 
and tells you that you have to go to 
this pharmacy, that is a problem. 

True story. I owned three community 
pharmacies before I became a Member 
of Congress. My wife owns them now. 
While I still owned those pharmacies, I 
filled a prescription for my wife at the 
pharmacy that I own. This was about 3 
or 4 years ago. Later on that night, she 
got a call from the insurance company 
encouraging her to get that prescrip- 
tion filled at another pharmacy. I am 
telling you, this is true. Honest. That 
is just crazy. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Yet, if you 
had done that, they would have cut 
your contract off. 
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Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Well, ex- 
actly. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. You can’t 
engage in that kind of practice. It is 
just amazing. 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Well, it begs 
the question: How did they know about 
it? 

Here is how they know about it. 
What happens when you bring a pre- 
scription into a pharmacy is we fill 
that prescription and we adjudicate the 
claim. What that means is that the 
community pharmacy’s computer calls 
the insurance company’s computer and 
it tells you automatically whether 
they are going to pay it and how much 
they are going to pay. 

Well, guess what? 

That pharmacy that owns that insur- 
ance company that I just called, they 
have that information. Yes, there are 
laws against it. There is supposed to be 
a wall there in between them, but you 
tell me how that pharmacy knew that 
my wife had a prescription filled that 
day at the community pharmacy that I 
owned at that time. 
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Obviously, that is what is happening. 
Representative COLLINS, you have in- 
troduced your bill, a great bill. It has 
to do with MAC transparency, MAC, 
maximum allowable costs. Let me tell 
you very quickly what maximum al- 
lowable cost is. 

We talk about acronyms. Well, no- 
body uses aS many acronyms as the 
Federal Government uses. I tell people 
all the time that one of my goals in 
Congress is to learn at least 10 percent 
of all the acronyms that we use up 
here. 

But the acronym, MAC, M-A-C, max- 
imum allowable cost, what that is is 
that insurance companies come up 
with a list and they say this is what we 
are going to pay you. This is the max- 
imum we are going to pay you. If you 
can’t buy it any cheaper than that 
then, I am sorry; you are just going to 
lose money. 

Well, that is okay to a certain ex- 
tent. We understand that. We can work 
within that. But what happens is they 
don’t update it, so all of a sudden—and 
you have seen it. We have all experi- 
enced what has happened with the 
spikes in drug costs here recently, par- 
ticularly in generic drugs. What hap- 
pens is that drug goes up. Well, the in- 
surance company drags their feet and 
they don’t increase that maximum al- 
lowable cost and, all of a sudden, the 
pharmacy is dispensing something at a 
loss. 

Well, that is obviously a business 
model that is not going to sustain. You 
are not going to be able to stay in busi- 
ness if you are dispensing something 
and losing money on it. 

Then, how do they come up with this 
MAC list? 

What we are talking about here, and 
what Representative COLLINS’ bill ad- 
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dresses is what is called MAC trans- 
parency. All we are asking here is to 
shine light on this, is to have some 
transparency, so we can see exactly 
what is going on. And that is what his 
bill does, and we appreciate his work 
on that very much. 

His bill is a step forward, not only for 
the industry, but again, for the bene- 
ficiary, for the patient. That is ulti- 
mately who is going to save money, 
and that is ultimately what we are try- 
ing to do here. 

It is no surprise that the costs are 
going up because of a lack of trans- 
parency in the system, no surprise at 
all. We have got to have more trans- 
parency, particularly in the pricing of 
generics if we are going to be able to 
create a stable and an affordable 
healthcare system. 

Now, you heard mentioned here ear- 
lier, DIR fees. DIR, direct and indirect 
remuneration, and you heard men- 
tioned clawbacks. Now, let me try to 
articulate this the best I can and what 
happens here with these DIR fees, 
which is something that has come up 
in the past probably year, maybe year 
and half or 2 years. 

But what this is is, I mentioned ear- 
lier that, when the community phar- 
macy fills the preparation, we adju- 
dicate the claim, that our computer 
calls their computer, the insurance 
computer, and it tells us how much 
they are going to pay. Okay. We are 
okay with that. We understand what 
we are going to get paid. 

But yet, with DIR fees, months later, 
the insurance company comes back and 
says, oh, we told you we were going to 
pay you $2.50. No, we have got to take 
back that $2.50. We are not going to be 
able to pay you that. 

Folks, obviously, that is not a sus- 
tainable business model. Nobody can 
stay in business that way. Yet that is 
the way DIR fees are being imposed 
now. 

Thank goodness, just last week, Con- 
gressman MORGAN GRIFFITH from Vir- 
ginia, our colleague, introduced a bill 
that addresses Medicare part D pre- 
scription drug transparency and DIR 
fees. I thank Congressman GRIFFITH for 
that. 

Again, keep in mind, folks, we are 
not talking about, oh, we have got to 
make community pharmacies profit- 
able. All community pharmacies want 
to do is to compete. We just want to 
have the opportunity to compete on a 
fair, level playing field. That is all we 
are asking. We are not asking for any 
favoritism at all. Yet, when you have 
got an insurance company that owns 
the pharmacy, that is obviously a con- 
flict of interest. Who cannot see that? 

Again, Congressman GRIFFITH has in- 
troduced this bill, and it is a great bill. 
These DIR fees, a big unknown for 
pharmacists, as I mentioned. They can 
sometimes total up to thousands of 
dollars per month, and they can signifi- 
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cantly complicate what your net reim- 
bursement is going to be to cover your 
cost. 

In fact, in a recent survey, nearly 67 
percent, almost two-thirds of commu- 
nity pharmacists, have indicated they 
don’t receive any information about 
when those fees will be collected or 
how large they will be—two-thirds, 
two-thirds of the pharmacies here. 

And folks, I was so happy to see Rep- 
resentative LOEBSACK. He pointed out 
that he was the only Democrat here to- 
night, but I can assure you that there 
are other Democrats, because this is a 
bipartisan issue. 

Listen, when you go to get a pre- 
scription filled in a community phar- 
macy, they don’t ask you if you are a 
Republican or a Democrat. They could 
care less. All they know is you are a 
patient, and we need to take care of 
that patient, and that is what we are 
trying to do. 

There is another bill that I want to 
touch on here. It is a very important 
bill. It is one that has been introduced 
by another good friend of pharmacy, 
Representative BRETT GUTHRIE from 
Kentucky. It is called the Pharmacy 
and Medically Underserved Areas En- 
hancement Act, and this is really the 
pharmacy provider act. 

As I mentioned earlier, the phar- 
macists who are graduating today are 
so clinically superior to when I grad- 
uated. And Congressman SCOTT, I þe- 
lieve, mentioned earlier about the 
things that pharmacists are doing now: 
flu shots, immunizations, all of those 
things that pharmacists are able to do. 

Pharmacists are the most accessible 
healthcare professionals out there. We 
in America, if we are ever going to get 
our healthcare costs under control, we 
have to take advantage of that. We 
have to take advantage of having that 
expertise right there before us and hav- 
ing it so accessible. 

Representative GUTHRIE’s bill, the 
pharmacy provider status bill, will give 
us the opportunity to reimburse phar- 
macists for those clinical services that 
they are capable of and that they are 
currently providing. This is something 
that needs to be done under Medicare 
part D. 

I mentioned Congressman GRIFFITH 
and what he has done, and it really has 
been a blessing, then Congressman 
BRETT GUTHRIE and what he has done, 
and Congressman COLLINS and what he 
has done. All of these things are very, 
very important. 

I want to mention one other thing, 
and that is something that has come 
out of the Energy and Commerce Com- 
mittee this year, and that is the 21st 
Century Cures. 21st Century Cures is a 
great piece of legislation. That and the 
opioid bill that we passed earlier this 
year, I think, are two of the bills that 
Iam most proud of since I have been a 
Member of this body; and part of that 
has to do with the fact that they are 
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healthcare bills and I am a healthcare 
professional. 

But 21st Century Cures is a great 
piece of legislation. It has been passed 
under the leadership of, as I say, Chair- 
man FRED UPTON and the Energy and 
Commerce Committee. It has been crit- 
ical in advancing research. It addresses 
so many different things. 

It increases funding for the National 
Institutes of Health. It streamlines the 
process of the FDA and how they ap- 
prove medications. It offers incentives 
to companies to come up with new in- 
novations with new medications. 

Right now we know of over 10,000 dis- 
eases that affect humankind, yet only 
500 of them can be treated. 21st Cen- 
tury Cures addresses this. It is a great 
piece of legislation, and I would be re- 
miss if I did not mention that. 

Again, I want to thank Congressman 
COLLINS, and I want to thank all my 
colleagues who have spoken here to- 
night on a very, very important sub- 
ject. 

Again, folks, all we are saying is let 
us compete. I have had so many pa- 
tients who have been, their parents, 
their grandparents, treated at our 
pharmacy; yet, because their insurance 
plan changed, they literally left our 
pharmacy in tears and had to go down 
the street and have a prescription filled 
somewhere else. That is not American. 
It is not right. 

Again, I want to thank Congressman 
COLLINS for giving me this opportunity 
to speak on this, obviously something 
that I have dealt with all my life, my 
professional life. Iam very proud of our 
profession. I am very proud of commu- 
nity pharmacy. I am very proud of the 
patient care that the community phar- 
macist and all pharmacists provide to 
the patients. 

So I thank the gentleman for doing 
this and thank him for giving me the 
opportunity. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. I want to 
thank the gentleman for being a part 
and providing an insight that is—as I 
have said, for those of us who see this 
and call unfair unfair, and we are 
learning about it every day, you have 
lived it, and I think providing those in- 
sights is valuable. 

The more we continue down this 
path, it just—and again, I spoke about 
it. I am on the Rules Committee as 
well. I talked about it in the Rules 
Committee, and it was amazing when I 
heard the other members. Some were 
on Energy and Commerce, some were 
on others, and they finally said, that 
deserves a hearing. MAC transparency 
deserves a hearing. Griffith’s bill de- 
serves a hearing. Guthrie’s bill de- 
serves a hearing. 

These are things that actually save 
money, except for the coercive, twist- 
arm tactics of PBMs who just think 
that 83 percent of the market is not 
enough, 83 percent, roughly, of the 
market is not enough, that they get on 
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people about mail order. They want 
you to turn—and your insight on how 
they actually know. That wall, that is 
the flimsiest wall I have ever seen. 
Maybe they will start building it bet- 
ter. I don’t know. In north Georgia, we 
built them a little harder than that. 
But I appreciate that. 

I want to go into something tonight, 
and it is something that we have 
talked about. It just explains how this 
works, because maybe some aren’t as 
familiar; they haven’t studied this and 
had a great staff. I have actually had a 
great staff that have put together—you 
know, Bob’s here tonight. I have got a 
staff member who is still with me in 
spirit, but she is not with us. Jennifer 
has been working on this for a long 
time. 

But I also had Daniel Ashworth. Dan- 
iel is an intern, a pharmacist intern 
who helped us out a lot and helped pre- 
pare this. I want to show you this. I 
showed you this at the beginning, and 
it is sort of—the PBMs are at the mid- 
dle of the world here, if you will. 

So let’s just talk about this. Let’s 
just start off with where it should 
start, and that is with the patient. The 
patient makes medication decisions, or 
he gets it from the doctor. And they 
are typically okay if you go this way, 
their employer. A lot of times the em- 
ployee, their health benefit plan, that 
is where they get that. 

So as we start here with the employ- 
ers, the employers turn to PBMs or the 
insurance companies for plan decisions. 
So they turn to them and say here is 
how the plan is going to work. Here is 
how the plan operates. They expect the 
PBM to look after their best interest 
and to help save them money. That was 
the whole setup in the beginning, until 
they began to vertically integrate, to 
take on and become the main player in 
the market. 

So what happens here is they make a 
plan decision to entrust the PBM to do 
that, and the PBMs, in turn, are sup- 
posed to give back the savings in this. 
We have already seen tonight how 
TRICARE has already saved $1.3 bil- 
lion. This was their own internal study. 
We have also seen others where the 
fraud and abuse are not finding these 
savings. 

So again, let’s just continue on. 

Pharmaceutical companies have an 
interesting relationship as well be- 
cause, through rebates that they give 
to the PBMs or to incentivize, if you 
will, the use of drugs, their brand 
names, their ones under patent—which 
is very valuable. You are not going to 
find a stronger proponent of patent and 
copyright content in this Congress 
than me. What they are doing here is 
they are saying, okay, we are going to 
give rebates back so you can purchase, 
and we are going to have brand pref- 
erence so that you will encourage this 
brand over this generic or, frankly, 
this generic over this brand. And that 
is okay. We understand that. 
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This rebate is supposed to actually 
go into the savings part, but there is no 
transparency here. We don’t know 
where it is going. And you are not get- 
ting the savings back over here where 
the rebates could. 

And then we get to, really, the one 
that is interesting, and the pharma- 
ceutical companies, through the phar- 
macy, and then back to patient care. 
This is where it gets interesting with 
the PBMs and their interesting rela- 
tionships with the independent commu- 
nity pharmacies. 

Predatory pricing, such as we are ad- 
dressing in the MAC transparency list, 
where the numbers change, they are 
not sure. We get into the DIR fees. We 
get into all this stuff that has now be- 
come, instead of, for the PBM, the P in 
patient, the P actually should be—and 
I am not going to write on this beau- 
tiful chart, but I might as well just put 
“profit” because, as I have already dis- 
cussed earlier tonight, the audits 
aren’t about patient safety. 

As Representative CARTER said, this 
is not about giving independent phar- 
macies or community pharmacies a leg 
up. 
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They don’t want to be guaranteed a 
profit. They just want to be guaranteed 
to be able to open their doors and not 
be intimidated, coerced, or backed 
down by threats from PBMs that are 
much larger than them that basically 
say: we will put you out of business. 

Madam Speaker, that is what they 
do. 

They are supposed to have random 
audits. One of my pharmacists started 
laughing when we talked about random 
audits. They had the same audit about 
a year earlier. In other words, they are 
on a cycle. They just come back around 
the same time. These aren’t random. 
They are not there for safety. They are 
there for profit. 

It is frustrating. I have never seen 
anything else like this. It is the most 
amazing thing I have ever seen in 
which a business model that we have 
actually condoned—especially with the 
taxpayer money side—says that you 
can extort from pharmacies whatever 
you want. We will take back fees. We 
will put you on a metrics like Humana 
did. We will put you on a metrics that 
will give you the possibility of making 
more, but then inherently rig it 
against the small pharmacies. That is a 
problem. 

They can’t answer the question. If 
they had, they would have said it a 
long time ago. They just hope I go 
away and quit talking about this. But 
there are Members every time we talk, 
some couldn’t come tonight, and every 
time we come down here and we shine 
light on this very dark subject, more 
Members come along and say: that 
doesn’t sound right. 

I know you have had those conversa- 
tions, Representative CARTER. I have 
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had those conversations. There are 
Members all over this Chamber that 
have experienced this in their own 
lives. 

So I come to you tonight just saying, 
look, we put this here, and we look at 
the interaction. I am going to say, this 
is the most important part right here. 
It is about the patient. It is about the 
patient. We want to fix this. Let’s look 
at how our money is spent. We want to 
fix this. Let’s look at being able to 
come back weeks, months later. Let’s 
talk about what the problems are here, 
but never forget the patient. It 
shouldn’t be hard for them. Pharmacy 
benefit manager, the first letter is P. 
Let’s just change it from profit to pa- 
tient. Let’s change it from being a 
facilitator to help pharmacies and help 
employers to market drugs to help the 
patient. Studies after studies show 
that it doesn’t work. 

Madam Speaker, we could talk for 
hours, but this is something we are 
going to continue to fight on. I appre- 
ciate the time we have had tonight, 
and this is not the end of this fight. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs. 
MIMI WALTERS of California). Under the 
Speaker’s announced policy of January 
6, 2015, the Chair recognizes the gen- 
tleman from California (Mr. 
GARAMENDI) for 30 minutes. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the gentlewoman from Cali- 
fornia for the opportunity to speak this 
evening. We have just been listening to 
a very lengthy discussion on the part 
of the healthcare issues in the United 
States, and, undoubtedly, the family or 
the small community pharmacist is a 
piece of the solution to the problems. 
But I want to spend the next 10 min- 
utes or so, maybe a little longer, talk- 
ing about a problem that currently af- 
fects some 19,000 Americans and a prob- 
lem that is growing every day. 

This is the new four-letter word that 
we fear. We are accustomed to a lot of 
four-letter words, but this one begins 
with a Z. This is the Zika crisis. This is 
avery, very real problem for some 1,600 
pregnant women in the United States. 
This is a problem that men and women 
that intend to have a family, women 
that intend to bear children, get preg- 
nant in the days and months ahead 
have a gut feeling of fear—a deep, deep 
fear—and husbands, spouses, and lovers 
similarly. 

This is the Zika crisis. We have heard 
a lot about it during the Olympics. It 
hasn’t passed off the radar screen ex- 
cept here in Congress. I know it is on 
the minds of Californians, over 500 in 
California, and nearly 15,500 Americans 
in Puerto Rico. They have that fear. 
They have Zika. 

So all across this Nation, this new 
four-letter word is not used as a cuss 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


word. It is a word of fear, and it is a 
word of trouble. Apparently, in the 
Halls of your Capitol, in the Halls of 
the United States Congress, it is ig- 
nored. Several months ago, we did pass 
a piece of legislation that was supposed 
to deal with this. But understand this: 
The Centers for Disease Control is 
about to run out of money at the end of 
this month and will have to stop re- 
search on Zika, on the virus, on vac- 
cines, and on how it is spread. 

We know that the mosquito is a piece 
of this, and we know it is prime mos- 
quito time across much of the United 
States. Let me show you a map—a lot 
of blue on that map. That doesn’t mean 
Democrat. That means Zika. Where 
you see the bright blue, that is where 
the Zika mosquito—the aedes—is 
found, and this is where we presently 
have cases. 

South Florida, the only time in 
American history that there has been a 
travel alert for health reasons within 
the Continental United States is now 
found in south Florida. Why? Because 
now we have mosquitos that are 
spreading the virus. 

In other parts of the Nation, we know 
that this mosquito is present, and we 
know it is going to happen, if not this 
year then next year. This is not some- 
thing that is going to go away in the 
next few months as winter approaches. 
It will come back next year, and it will 
come back with a greater vengeance, 
just as the West Nile virus that spread 
across the United States is now found 
in most every State. But that is not an 
illness that leads to the tragedy of 
children being born with severe inju- 
ries that will affect them the rest of 
their lives, which may be a very short 
life. 

This is a problem. This is a problem 
that your United States Congress is ig- 
noring. There is a bill bouncing around, 
and it is loaded with a bunch of riders 
that are: What are you talking about? 
Riders that prevent women’s health 
clinics from providing assistance to 
women. It is the women, after all, that 
bear the great burden of this. They are 
the ones that are going to be pregnant. 
They are the ones that will be carrying 
the children. But those women’s health 
clinics cannot allow access to the 
money. What in the world is that all 
about? What foolishness. What mean- 
ness. 

By the way, none of the money can 
be used for contraception. Give me a 
break. What do you mean? That is the 
legislation that is being proposed here 
in the United States Congress. Even 
the Pope has suggested that because of 
this crisis in Brazil that the steadfast 
opposition of the Vatican to contracep- 
tion may need to be pushed aside. But 
not here in the House of Representa- 
tives. Come on. Let’s get real. Let’s un- 
derstand the nature of this crisis. 

The Zika virus is not transmitted 
only by mosquitos. We are discovering 
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that the transmission can come in 
many, many different ways—many dif- 
ferent ways. So what are we doing 
about it? Nothing. We are spending 
time talking about impeaching the IRS 
Commissioner. Come on. In the history 
of this Nation, only one person other 
than a President has been impeached, 
and that was back in the 1870s, a Sec- 
retary of War. An IRS Commissioner is 
not even a Cabinet member. We are 
spending our time on that. 

We are where, 20 days, a little less, 
from the end of the fiscal year when we 
have to fund government? We are less 
than what, 17 days away from the abil- 
ity of the Centers for Disease Control 
to continue to research and to address 
this issue? Look at the map, Ameri- 
cans. Every State. And Puerto Rico is 
not on this map, and they are Ameri- 
cans. There are over 15,000 cases there 
and more than 1,000 women who are 
pregnant and many, many more who 
will become pregnant. So what is your 
United States Congress doing? 
Dithering would be an insufficient 
word to address this crisis. 

This is a public health crisis. This is 
a crisis that the solution presented to 
us a few months ago was to take money 
out of the Ebola program. Did we for- 
get about Ebola? Did it go away? No, it 
did not. That money was being spent 
on monitoring the travelers from those 
areas of Africa where Ebola still exists. 
So that money is gone. So I suppose, in 
the next months or year ahead, we will 
go back into the Ebola problem once 
again. 

Money was taken from the public 
health programs in counties through- 
out the United States. The proposal 
that moved out of this House of Rep- 
resentatives swept from the counties 
and the States money that the public 
health departments in those areas 
needed to deal with public health emer- 
gencies, one of which was Zika. And 
there are other public health emer- 
gencies that are always before us. I 
mentioned the West Nile virus. Cali- 
fornia has a whooping cough problem 
that is ongoing, and that is a public 
health crisis. Children die of that. 

So what is the solution? Not what we 
normally do when we have a crisis, 
which is to go to the Federal Treasury 
and say: America has a problem. Amer- 
icans will solve that problem or ad- 
dress that problem and try to deal with 
the effect of it by appropriating money 
so that we can address it. 

When the terrible floods occurred re- 
cently in Louisiana, did we raid other 
agencies to deal with it? No. We go to 
FEMA, and we go to the emergency 
funding, as we did with Katrina, as we 
did with Sandy, and as we do with the 
fires, hurricanes, and tornadoes. But 
not with Zika. Somehow Zika is dif- 
ferent. 

If you are a grandmother or a grand- 
father and your granddaughter is about 
to get married, what is on your mind? 
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The wedding to be sure. But you are 
also thinking about that pregnancy 
that might be following, and you are 
thinking: will my daughter or my 
granddaughter acquire the Zika virus? 
What will it mean? 

Apparently, that thought is not 
found in my fellow colleagues here on 
the floor of the House of Representa- 
tives, even though they have children, 
even though they have daughters and 
granddaughters, even though within 
their families there will be preg- 
nancies. We have got to think about 
this. Maybe there are 16,000 affected in 
the United States today. But this virus 
is not going away. This virus is going 
to be with us years ahead, and the ef- 
fects of it are going to be felt in the 
next generations. It is already here in 
the United States. 
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We have had babies born with serious 
defects as a result of Zika. It is already 
with us. And there will be more. There 
will be many, many more. 

This public health crisis must be met 
by the full power of the Federal Gov- 
ernment, just as we meet other crises. 
It is our responsibility. 535 of us and 
the President. 

The President has asked for $1.9 bil- 
lion to deal with this health crisis. The 
response by my colleagues on the Re- 
publican side of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, a little over $6 million, 
most of which is stolen from other pub- 
lic health programs. Disgraceful. Dere- 
liction of responsibility. 

The Senate is talking about a $1.1 
billion program. Good. Without riders, 
without the kind of foolish riders that 
are being presented here. Good. Let’s 
get on with it. We will take the Senate 
bill. Give us a clean Senate bill so that 
there is money available for the Cen- 
ters for Disease Control to continue its 
research, so that there is money avail- 
able for the public health programs in 
south Florida, in Texas, in Puerto 
Rico, California, and in other States to 
carry on the fight against the mosqui- 
toes and to deal with the other meth- 
ods of transmission, to warn the public, 
to prepare the public. We can do it. 

Anybody that knows how much 
money the Federal Government spends 
every year knows that $1 billion to ad- 
dress a fundamental public health cri- 
sis is available. It is readily available. 
We ought to get on with it. And shame 
on us if we don’t. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 


EE 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


By unanimous consent, leave of ab- 
sence was granted to: 

Mr. DESJARLAIS (at the request of 
Mr. McCARTHY) for September 12 and 
today on account of doctor ordered 
travel limitations for arthroscopic sur- 
gery. 

Mr. PAYNE (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today on account of med- 
ical appointment. 
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ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 


Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House, 
reported and found truly enrolled a bill 
of the House of the following title, 
which was thereupon signed by the 
Speaker: 

H.R. 3969. An act to designate the Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs community-based 
outpatient clinic in Laughlin, Nevada, as the 
“Master Chief Petty Officer Jesse Dean VA 
Clinic”. 

a 


SENATE ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 


The Speaker announced his signature 
to an enrolled bill of the Senate of the 
following title: 


S. 1579. An act to enhance and integrate 
Native American tourism, empower Native 
American communities, increase coordina- 
tion and collaboration between Federal tour- 
ism assets, and expand heritage and cultural 
tourism opportunities in the United States. 


EE 
ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. GARAMENDI. Madam Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord- 
ingly (at 9 o’clock and 32 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Wednesday, September 14, 2016, at 10 
a.m. for morning-hour debate. 


ee 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


6796. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislation, Department of Health and 
Human Services, transmitting a report on 
the Developmental Disabilities Programs for 
Fiscal Years 2011-2012, pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 
15005; Public Law 106-402, Sec. 105; (114 Stat. 
1690); to the Committee on Energy and Com- 
merce. 

6797. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislation, Department of Health and 
Human Services, transmitting a report enti- 
tled ‘‘National Plan to Address Alzheimer’s 
Disease: 2016 Update’’, pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 
11225(¢); Public Law 111-375, Sec. 2(g); (124 
Stat. 4102); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

6798. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen- 
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Implementation Plans; Texas; Revisions 
to the General Definitions for Texas New 
Source Review and the Minor NSR Qualified 
Facilities Program [EPA-R06-OAR-2010-0861; 
FRL-9950-32-Region 6] received September 9, 
2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public 
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

6799. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen- 
cy’s final rule — Air Plan Approval and Dis- 
approval; North Carolina: New Source Re- 
view for Fine Particulate Matter (PM2.5) 
[EPA-R04-OAR-2015-0501; FRL-9952-31-Region 
4] received September 9, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 
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6800. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen- 
cy’s final rule — Air Plan Approval; GA In- 
frastructure Requirements for the 2010 1- 
hour NO2 NAAQS [EPA-R04-OAR-2015-0250; 
FRL-9952-32-Region 4] received September 9, 
2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public 
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

6801. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen- 
cy’s direct final rule — Air Plan Approval; 
VT; Prevention of Significant Deterioration, 
PM2.5 [EPA-R01-OAR-2016-0441; A-1-FRL- 
9952-11-Region 1] received September 9, 2016, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

6802. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen- 
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; State 
of Colorado; Second Ten-Year PM10 Mainte- 
nance Plan for Lamar [EPA-R08-OAR-2015- 
0042; FRL-9952-09-Region 8] received Sep- 
tember 9, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

6803. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen- 
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Texas; 
Infrastructure or Requirements for the 2008 
Ozone and 2010 Nitrogen Dioxide National 
Ambient Air Quality Standards [EPA-R06- 
OAR-2012-0953; FRL-9950-77-Region 6] re- 
ceived September 9, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

6804. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen- 
cy’s final rule — Thiabendazole; Pesticide 
Tolerances [HPA-HQ-OPP-2015-0554; FRL- 
9950-05] received September 9, 2016, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, 
Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

6805. A letter from the Secretary, Federal 
Trade Commission, transmitting the Com- 
mission’s final rule — Energy Labeling Rule 
(RIN: 3084-AB15) received September 9, 2016, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

6806. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Security Cooperation Agency, transmitting 
Reports for the third quarter of FY 2016, 
April 1, 2016 — June 30, 2016, developed in ac- 
cordance with Secs. 36(a) and 26(b) of the 
Arms Export Control Act; the March 24, 1979, 
Report by the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
(H. Rept. 96-70), and the July 31, 1981, Sev- 
enth Report by the Committee on Govern- 
ment Operations (H. Rept. 97-214); to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

6807. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Export Administration, Bureau of Indus- 
try and Security, Department of Commerce, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Russian Sanctions: Addition of Certain Enti- 
ties to the Entity List [Docket No.: 160617543- 
6543-01] (RIN: 0694-AH02) received September 
9, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Pub- 
lic Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

6808. A letter from the Acting Assistant 
Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Department 
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of State, transmitting a report pursuant to 
Sec. 804 of the Palestinian Liberation Orga- 
nization Commitments Compliance Act of 
1989 (‘“‘PLOCCA’’) (Title VIII, Pub.L. 101-246) 
and Secs. 603-604 and 699 of the Foreign Rela- 
tions Authorization Act, Fiscal Year 2003 
(Pub.L. 107-228); to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

6809. A letter from the Assistant Legal Ad- 
viser, Office of Treaty Affairs, Department of 
State, transmitting a report concerning 
international agreements other than treaties 
entered into by the United States to be 
transmitted to the Congress within the 
sixty-day period specified in the Case-Za- 
blocki Act, pursuant to 1 U.S.C. 112b(d)(1); 
Public Law 92-403, Sec. 1; (86 Stat. 619); to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

6810. A letter from the Acting Director, Of- 
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion, transmitting the Administration’s tem- 
porary rule — Fisheries of the Northeastern 
United States; Scup Fishery; Adjustment to 
the 2016 Winter II Quota [Docket No.: 
150903814-5999-02] (RIN: 0648-XE755) received 
September 8, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Natural Re- 
sources. 

6811. A letter from the Acting Director, Of- 
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion, transmitting the Administration’s tem- 
porary rule — Fisheries of the Northeastern 
United States; Atlantic Bluefish Fishery; 
Quota Transfer [Docket No.: 151130999-6225-01] 
(RIN: 0648-XH802) received September 8, 2016, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com- 
mittee on Natural Resources. 

6812. A letter from the Acting Director, Of- 
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion, transmitting the Administration’s tem- 
porary rule — Fisheries of the Exclusive Eco- 
nomic Zone Off Alaska; Reallocation of Pol- 
lock in the Bering Sea and Aleutian Islands 
[Docket No.: 150916863-6211-02] (RIN: 0648- 
XE789) received September 8, 2016, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, 
Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 

6813. A letter from the Acting Director, Of- 
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion, transmitting the Administration’s tem- 
porary rule — Fisheries of the Northeastern 
United States; Summer Flounder Fishery; 
Commercial Quota Harvested for the Com- 
monwealth of Massachusetts [Docket No.: 
150903814-5999-02] (RIN: 0648-XE810) received 
September 8, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Natural Re- 
sources. 

6814. A letter from the Acting Director, Of- 
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion, transmitting the Administration’s tem- 
porary rule — Fisheries of the Exclusive Eco- 
nomic Zone Off Alaska; Dusky Rockfish in 
the Western Regulatory Area of the Gulf of 
Alaska [Docket No.: 150818742-6210-02] (RIN: 
0648-XE708) received September 8, 2016, pur- 
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Natural Resources. 

6815. A letter from the Assistant Attorney 
General, Office of Legislative Affairs, De- 
partment of Justice, transmitting the 2015 
annual report to Congress describing the ac- 
tivities and operations of the Public Integ- 
rity Section, Criminal Division, and the re- 
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port on the nationwide federal law enforce- 
ment effort against public corruption, pursu- 
ant to 28 U.S.C. 529(a); Public Law 95-521, 
Sec.603(a); (92 Stat. 187); to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

6816. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; The Boeing Company Airplanes [Dock- 
et No.: FAA-2016-8841; Directorate Identifier 
2016-NM-115-AD; Amendment 39-18611; AD 
2016-16-13] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received Sep- 
tember 9, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

6817. A letter from the Office Program 
Manager, Office of the Secretary (OOREG), 
Office of Regulation Policy and Manage- 
ment, Veterans Affairs, transmitting the De- 
partment’s final rule — Telephone Enroll- 
ment in the VA Healthcare System (RIN: 
2900-AP68) received September 9, 2016, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Veterans’ Affairs. 

6818. A letter from the Federal Register Li- 
aison Officer, Alcohol and Tobacco Tax and 
Trade Bureau, Department of the Treasury, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Reclassification of Specially Denatured Spir- 
its and Completely Denatured Alcohol For- 
mulas and Related Amendments [Docket 
No.: TTB-2013-0005; T.D. TT'B-140; Re: Notice 
No.: 136] (RIN: 1513-AB59) received September 
8, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Pub- 
lic Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

6819. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s final reg- 
ulations — Definition of Terms Relating to 
Marital Status [TD 9785] (RIN: 1545-BM10) re- 
ceived September 8, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

6820. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s IRB only 
rule — Revenue Procedure: Management 
Contracts Safe Harbors (Rev. Proc. 2016-44) 
received September 8, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

6821. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s final reg- 
ulations — Definition of Real Estate Invest- 
ment Trust Real Property [TD 9784] (RIN: 
1545-BM05) received September 8, 2016, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

6822. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s IRB only 
rule — Revenue Procedure: Examination of 
returns and claims for refund, credit, or 
abatement; determination of correct tax li- 
ability (Rev. Proc. 2016-46) received Sep- 
tember 8, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

6823. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s IRB only 
rule — Waiver of 60-Day Rollover Require- 
ment (Rev. Proc. 2016-47) received September 
8, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Pub- 
lic Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 
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6824. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s IRB only 
rule — Relief for Victims of Louisiana 
Storms (Announcement 2016-30) received 
September 8, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 


EE 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. GOODLATTE: Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. H.R. 3438. A bill to amend title 5, 
United States Code, to postpone the effective 
date of high-impact rules pending judicial re- 
view; with an amendment (Rept. 114-743). Re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BYRNE: Committee on Rules. House 
Resolution 863. Resolution providing for con- 
sideration of the bill (H.R. 5351) to prohibit 
the transfer of any individual detained at 
United States Naval Station, Guantanamo 
Bay, Cuba, and providing for consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 5226) to amend chapter 3 of 
title 5, United States Code, to require the 
publication of information relating to pend- 
ing agency regulatory actions, and for other 
purposes (Rept. 114-744). Referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. CHAFFETZ: Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. H.R. 4419. A bill to 
update the financial disclosure requirements 
for judges of the District of Columbia courts; 
with amendments (Rept. 114-745). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. HENSARLING: Committee on Finan- 
cial Services. H.R. 5461. A bill to require the 
Secretary of the Treasury to submit a report 
to the appropriate congressional committees 
on the estimated total assets under direct or 
indirect control by certain senior Iranian 
leaders and other figures, and for other pur- 
poses (Rept. 114-746, Pt. 1). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 


at 
DISCHARGE OF COMMITTEE 


Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XIII, the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs dis- 
charged from further consideration. 
H.R. 5461 referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 


— 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred, as follows: 

By Mr. SANFORD: 

H.R. 6000. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to modify rules relating to 
the taxation of mead and other agricultural 
wine, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BECERRA (for himself and Ms. 
ROS-LEHTINEN): 

H.R. 6001. A bill to establish within the 
Smithsonian Institution the Smithsonian 
American Latino Museum, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on House Adminis- 
tration, and in addition to the Committees 
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on Transportation and Infrastructure, and 
Natural Resources, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts: 

H.R. 6002. A bill to provide for the acquisi- 
tion and publication of data relating to 
cybercrimes against individuals, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. MESSER (for himself, Mrs. 
BROOKS of Indiana, Mr. YOUNG of In- 
diana, Mr. BUCSHON, Mrs. WALORSKI, 
and Mr. ROKITA): 

H.R. 6003. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to provide veterans affected by 
school closures certain relief and restoration 
of educational benefits, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. HURD of Texas (for himself, 
Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. CHAFFETZ, Mr. 
CUMMINGS, Ms. KELLY of Illinois, and 
Mr. TED LIEU of California): 

H.R. 6004. A bill to modernize Government 
information technology, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform, and in addition to the 
Committee on Appropriations, for a period to 
be subsequently determined by the Speaker, 
in each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: 

H.R. 6005. A bill to ensure that Members of 
Congress and Congressional staff receive 
health care from the Department of Veterans 
Affairs instead of under the Federal Health 
Benefits Program or health care exchanges; 
to the Committee on House Administration, 
and in addition to the Committee on Vet- 
erans’ Affairs, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Ms. BASS (for herself, Mr. CAPUANO, 
Ms. LEE, Mr. CICILLINE, Ms. KELLY of 
Illinois, Mr. CONYERS, Ms. MOORE, 
Ms. PLASKETT, Mr. ELLISON, Mrs. 
WATSON COLEMAN, and Ms. CLARKE of 
New York): 

H.R. 6006. A bill to establish a pilot pro- 
gram to provide fellowships to certain 
former Sudanese refugees, known as the 
“Lost Boys and Lost Girls of Sudan’’, to as- 
sist in reconstruction efforts in South 
Sudan; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. McCARTHY: 

H.R. 6007. A bill to amend title 49, United 
States Code, to include consideration of cer- 
tain impacts on commercial space launch 
and reentry activities in a navigable air- 
space analysis, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure. 

By Mr. MEADOWS (for himself, Mr. 
CONNOLLY, Mrs. COMSTOCK, and Mr. 
BEYER): 

H.R. 6008. A bill to provide transit benefits 
to Federal employees who use the services of 
transportation network companies within 
the national capital region, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and in addition to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform, for a pe- 
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. RUSSELL (for himself and Mr. 
CONNOLLY): 
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H.R. 6009. A bill to ensure the effective 
processing of mail by Federal agencies, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

By Mr. BILIRAKIS (for himself, Mr. 
PIERLUISI, Mr. POSEY, Mr. SIRES, Mr. 
CURBELO of Florida, and Mr. DIAZ- 
BALART): 

H.R. 6010. A bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to require the Director of 
the Centers for Disease Control and Preven- 
tion to establish a registry of women who 
are diagnosed during pregnancy as having 
been infected with Zika virus and the chil- 
dren of such women, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. BILIRAKIS: 

H.R. 6011. A bill to require that the Centers 
for Medicare & Medicaid Services has in 
place adequate verification procedures to en- 
sure that advance payments under the Pa- 
tient Protection and Affordable Care Act are 
made for only enrollees under qualified 
health plans who have paid their premiums; 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
and in addition to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with- 
in the jurisdiction of the committee con- 
cerned. 

By Mr. BUCSHON: 

H.R. 6012. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to preserve Medicare 
beneficiary access to ventilators, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce, and in addition to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Ms. ESHOO: 

H.R. 6018. A bill to amend the Tele- 
communications Act of 1996 to preserve and 
protect the ability of local governments to 
provide broadband capability and services; to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. NOLAN: 

H.R. 6014. A bill to direct the Federal Avia- 
tion Administration to allow certain con- 
struction or alteration of structures by 
State departments of transportation without 
requiring an aeronautical study, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Trans- 
portation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. PAULSEN (for himself and Mr. 
BLUMENAUER): 

H.R. 6015. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to provide for the treat- 
ment of certain direct primary care service 
arrangements and periodic provider fees; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. POE of Texas: 

H.R. 6016. A bill to require States and units 
of local government receiving funds under 
grant programs operated by the Department 
of Justice, which use such funds for pretrial 
services programs, to submit to the Attorney 
General a report relating to such program, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RICHMOND (for himself, Mr. 
MEEKS, Mr. LARSEN of Washington, 
Mr. PERLMUTTER, Mr. KIND, Mr. 
HIMES, Ms. SEWELL of Alabama, Miss 
RICE of New York, and Mr. CARNEY): 

H.R. 6017. A bill to establish a grant pro- 
gram to provide grants to eligible low-in- 
come communities for community develop- 
ment, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Financial Services, and in addi- 
tion to the Committees on Transportation 
and Infrastructure, and Ways and Means, for 
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a period to be subsequently determined by 
the Speaker, in each case for consideration 
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: 

H.R. 6018. A bill to waive the essential 
health benefits requirements for certain 
States; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Indiana: 

H.R. 6019. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to provide an exemption to 
the individual mandate to maintain health 
coverage for certain individuals whose pre- 
mium has increased by more than 10 percent, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BECERRA: 

H. Res. 862. A resolution electing a Member 
to a certain standing committee of the 
House of Representatives; considered and 
agreed to. 

By Ms. NORTON: 

H. Res. 864. A resolution expressing support 
for the designation of September 2016 as ‘‘Na- 
tional Campus Sexual Assault Awareness 
Month’’; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

By Mr. ROSS (for himself, Mr. HARRIS, 
Ms. KAPTUR, and Mr. RUSSELL): 

H. Res. 865. A resolution commemorating 
the 60th anniversary of the Hungarian Revo- 
lution and Freedom Fight of 1956 and cele- 
brating the deep friendship between Hungary 
and the United States; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. VEASEY: 

H. Res. 866. A resolution expressing support 
for designation of the month of September as 
“National Voting Rights Month”; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and in addition 
to the Committee on House Administration, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider- 
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju- 
risdiction of the committee concerned. 


EE 


CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 


Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa- 
tives, the following statements are sub- 
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu- 
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 

By Mr. SANFORD: 

H.R. 6000. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8 of the United States 
Constitution asserts that the Congress shall 
have power to lay and collect taxes. This bill 
modifies the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to 
modify the rules relating to the taxation of 
mead and other agricultural wine. 

By Mr. BECERRA: 

H.R. 6001. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18—The Con- 
gress shall have Power * * * To make all 
Laws which shall be necessary and propoer 
for carrying into Execution the foregoing 
Powers, and all other Powers vested by the 
Constitution in the Government of the 
United State, or in any Department or Offi- 
cer thereof. 

By Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts: 

H.R. 6002. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
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Article 1, Section 8 
By Mr. MESSER: 

H.R. 6003. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8 of the Constitution of 
the United States. 

By Mr. HURD of Texas: 

H.R. 6004. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section IX, clause VII, of the 
United States Constitution. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: 

H.R. 6005. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18: Since Mem- 
bers of Congress and other federal employees 
are ‘‘necessary’’ to fulfill the constitutional 
functions of government, laws determining 
the compensation of Members of Congress 
and federal employees are constitutional 
under the necessary and proper clause. 

By Ms. BASS: 

H.R. 6006. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article 1, Section 
1. 

Article I. 

Section 1. 

All legislative Powers herein granted shall 
be vested in a Congress of the United States, 
which shall consist of a Senate and House of 
Representatives. 

By Mr. McCARTHY: 

H.R. 6007. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3: 

The Congress Shall have power to regulate 
commerce with foreign nations, and among 
the several states, and with indian tribes. 

and 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18: 

The Congress shall have power to make all 
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow- 
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con- 
stitution in the Government of the United 


States, or in any Department of Officer 
thereof. 
By Mr. MEADOWS: 
H.R. 6008. 


Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 
By Mr. RUSSELL: 
H.R. 6009. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 
By Mr. BILIRAKIS: 
H.R. 6010. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 
By Mr. BILIRAKIS: 
H.R. 6011. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 
By Mr. BUCSHON: 
H.R. 6012. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 of the United 
States Constitution 
By Ms. ESHOO: 
H.R. 6013. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
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Article 1, Section 8, clause 3 of the U.S. 
Constitution. That provision gives Congress 
the power ‘‘to regulate commerce with for- 
eign nations, and among the several states, 
and with the Indian tribes.” 

By Mr. NOLAN: 

H.R. 6014. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, of the United States 
Constitution, specifically Clause 1, Clause 3, 
and Clause 18. 

By Mr. PAULSEN: 

H.R. 6015. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1—‘‘lay and col- 
lect taxes” 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18—‘‘necessary 
and proper” 

By Mr. POE of Texas: 

H.R. 6016. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18 

By Mr. RICHMOND: 

H.R. 6017. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is introduced pursuant to the 
powers granted to Congress under the Gen- 
eral Welfare Clause (Art. 1 Sec. 8 Cl. 1), the 
Commerce Clause (Art. 1 Sec. 8 Cl. 3), and 
the Necessary and Proper Clause (Art. 1 Sec. 
8 Cl. 18). 

Further, this statement of constitutional 
authority is made for the sole purpose of 
compliance with clause 7 of Rule XII of the 
Rules of the House of Representatives and 
shall have no bearing on judicial review of 
the accompanying bill. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: 

H.R. 6018. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 

By Mr. YOUNG of Indiana: 

H.R. 6019. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 of the United 
States Constitution, to ‘‘provide for the com- 
mon Defence and general Welfare of the 
United States.” 


EE 


ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 


Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu- 
tions, as follows: 


H.R. 167: Mr. SENSENBRENNER. 

H.R. 213: Mr. AUSTIN ScoTT of Georgia, 
Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. YARMUTH, Mr. JOHN- 
SON of Georgia, and Mr. CULBERSON. 

H.R. 346: Mr. DAVID ScoTT of Georgia. 

H.R. 465: Mr. BARR. 

H.R. 470: Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia. 

H.R. 605: Mr. SCHIFF. 

H.R. 667: Mr. GRIJALVA. 

H.R. 775: Mr. TED LIEU of California, Ms. 
CLARKE of New York, Mr. VELA, and Mrs. 
BUSTOS. 

H.R. 822: Mr. COLLINS of New York. 

H.R. 846: Mr. HIMES. 

H.R. 885: Mr. COFFMAN and Mr. JOLLY. 

H.R. 1218: Mrs. ELLMERS of North Carolina. 

H.R. 1220: Mr. POLIS, Mr. FRANKS of Ari- 
zona, Mr. DENHAM, Mr. VALADAO, Mr. KING of 
Iowa, Mrs. LUMMIS, Ms. CASTOR of Florida, 
Mr. WILLIAMS, and Mr. PIERLUISI. 

H.R. 1453: Mr. REICHERT, Mr. HENSARLING, 
and Mr. WILLIAMS. 

H.R. 1669: Mr. CULBERSON and Mr. BYRNE. 


September 13, 2016 


YODER. 

MURPHY of Pennsylvania. 
JOLLY. 

O’ROURKE. 

H.R. 2313: Mr. KATKO. 

H.R. 2315: Mr. JENKINS of West Virginia. 

H.R. 2368: Mr. BERA, Mr. CARNEY, Ms. 
DEGETTE, and Mrs. LOWEY. 

H.R. 2747: Mr. RUSSELL. 

H.R. 2799: Mr. TED LIEU of California. 

H.R. 3099: Mr. RICHMOND, Mr. RIBBLE, Mr. 
YODER, Mr. SCHIFF, and Mr. POLIS. 

H.R. 3119: Mr. VALADAO. 

H.R. 3175: Mr. BLUMENAUER. 

H.R. 3222: Mr. GRAVES of Missouri and Mr. 
ROE of Tennessee. 

H.R. 3337: Mr. FOSTER. 

H.R. 3355: Mr. CONYERS, Mr. JOYCE, and Mr. 
GROTHMAN. 

H.R. 3381: Mr. WALDEN and Mr. DEFAZIO. 

H.R. 3410: Mr. POLIS. 

H.R. 3438: Mr. JENKINS of West Virginia, 
Mr. GRIFFITH, Mr. GRAVES of Missouri, Mr. 
ROKITA, Mr. GROTHMAN, Mr. EMMER of Min- 
nesota, Mrs. WAGNER, Mr. NEWHOUSE, Mr. 
MCCLINTOCK, and Mrs. BLACK. 

H.R. 3514: Ms. MATSUI. 

H.R. 3522: Ms. LEE, Ms. 
York, and Mr. PERLMUTTER. 

H.R. 3535: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 

H.R. 3706: Mr. YODER, Mr. LYNCH, Mr. KEN- 
NEDY, Mr. POLIQUIN, Mr. PEARCE, and Mr. 
DESAULNIER. 

H.R. 3720: Mr. POLIS. 

H.R. 3779: Mr. RENACCI, Mr. NUNES, Mr. 
FARR, Mr. BARR, Miss RICE of New York, Mr. 
KILMER, Mrs. ROBY, and Mr. POCAN. 

H.R. 3846: Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas and Mr. STIVERS. 

H.R. 3886: Ms. TSONGAS. 

H.R. 3991: Ms. JUDY CHU of California, Mr. 
LOWENTHAL, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, and Mr. 
GALLEGO. 

H.R. 4048: Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. 

H.R. 4179: Mr. RUIZ. 

H.R. 4272: Mrs. ROBY. 

H.R. 4852: Mr. YODER. 

H.R. 4865: Mrs. BUSTOS. 

H.R. 4514: Mr. FLORES, Mr. BRENDAN F. 
BOYLE of Pennsylvania, Mr. SCALISE, Mr. 
NUGENT, Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, Ms. Foxx, 
and Ms. DELAURO. 

H.R. 4567: Mr. LOWENTHAL and Mr. PETER- 
SON. 

H.R. 4592: Mr. AMODEI and Mrs. ELLMERS of 
North Carolina. 

H.R. 4615: Ms. 

H.R. 4662: Mr. WALBERG. 

H.R. 4695: Mr. YOUNG of Iowa. 

H.R. 4764: Mr. ROUZER, Mr. 
Texas, and Mrs. WAGNER. 

H.R. 4784: Ms. SINEMA and Mr. ASHFORD. 

H.R. 4818: Mr. Lucas, Mr. EMMER of Min- 


H.R. 
H.R. 
H.R. 
H.R. 


1705: 
1854: 
1904: 
1940: 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


CLARKE of New 


MCSALLY. 


CARTER of 


nesota, and Mr. COLE. 

H.R. 4832: Mr. PETERS. 

H.R. 4919: Mr. CRENSHAW, Mr. SESSIONS, Ms. 
MATSUI, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. YODER, Mr. 
GUTIERREZ, Mr. GRIJALVA, and Mrs. WATSON 
COLEMAN. 

H.R. 4959: Mr. GUTHRIE. 

H.R. 5007: Mr. RIcE of South Carolina. 

H.R. 5009: Ms. ESHOO and Mr. LANCE. 

H.R. 5122: Mr. NUNES. 

H.R. 5143: Mr. MACARTHUR. 


H.R. 5167: Mrs. LOVE, Mr. WALZ, and Mr. 
SMITH of Texas. 

H.R. 5183: Mr. MACARTHUR, Mr. YARMUTH, 
and Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. 
. 5204: Mr. MCNERNEY. 
. 5209: Mr. POLIQUIN. 
. 5221: Mr. MCNERNEY. 
. 5254: Mr. DONOVAN. 

H.R. 5272: Ms. LOFGREN. 

H.R. 5851: Mr. NUNES, Mr. BURGESS, Mr. 
NUGENT, Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
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SCALISE, Mr. ROUZER, Mr. MOOLENAAR, Mr. 
OLSON, Mr. BABIN, and Mr. Ross. 

H.R. 5398: Mr. DESJARLAIS. 

H.R. 5418: Mr. RATCLIFFE, Mr. HUELSKAMP, 
Mr. WILLIAMS, Mr. SANFORD, and Mr. WEBER 
of Texas. 

H.R. 5465: Mr. LABRADOR. 

H.R. 5499: Mr. WALBERG, Mr. CARTER of 
Georgia, Mr. GRAVES of Georgia, Mr. BRAT, 
and Mr. Ross. 

H.R. 5531: Mr. 

H.R. 5598: Mr. 

H.R. 5599: Mr. COURTNEY. 

H.R. 5620: Mr. BUCHANAN. 

H.R. 5625: Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of 
New Mexico and Mr. CLAY. 

H.R. 5668: Mr. CARTER of Georgia. 

H.R. 5689: Mr. NEAL. 

H.R. 5719: Mr. HULTGREN. 

H.R. 5732: Mr. FLORES, Mrs. LOWEY, and Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY. 

H.R. 5746: Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of 
New Mexico, Ms. FUDGE, and Ms. LOFGREN. 

H.R. 5754: Mr. RENACCI and Mr. PAULSEN. 

H.R. 5759: Mr. MULVANEY. 

H.R. 5760: Mr. MULVANEY. 

H.R. 5801: Mr. LABRADOR. 

H.R. 5853: Mr. HARPER, Mr. GRAVES of Mis- 
souri, and Mrs. HARTZLER. 

H.R. 5855: Mr. SCHIFF. 

H.R. 5879: Mr. ToM PRICE of Georgia and 
Mr. MARCHANT. 

H.R. 5902: Mr. FITZPATRICK. 

H.R. 5904: Mr. LOUDERMILK and Mr. HEN- 
SARLING. 

H.R. 5910: Mr. BUCSHON. 

H.R. 5931: Mr. ALLEN, Mr. MULVANEY, Mr. 
ROKITA, Mr. Bost, Mr. HARPER, Mr. BUCSHON, 
Mr. VALADAO, and Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. 

H.R. 5932: Mrs. DAvIS of California, Mr. 
LOWENTHAL, Mr. JONES, and Mr. HIGGINS. 


ZELDIN. 
COURTNEY. 
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H.R. 5942: Mr. BYRNE, Mr. FARENTHOLD, and 
Mr. BEN Ray LUJÁN of New Mexico. 

H.R. 5948: Mr. SWALWELL of California, Ms. 
JUDY CHU of California, Mr. LAMALFA, Mr. 
CARDENAS, Mr. DESAULNIER, and Mr. TED 
LIEU of California. 

H.R. 5951: Mr. WILLIAMS and Mr. VELA. 

H.R. 5957: Mr. CARSON of Indiana, 
TITUS, and Mrs. COMSTOCK. 

H.R. 5970: Mr. WEBER of Texas. 

H.R. 5978: Mr. ZELDIN. 

H.R. 5980: Mr. GRIJALVA, Mrs. RoBy, Mr. 
McGOVERN, and Mr. YARMUTH. 

H.R. 5982: Mr. WALBERG and Mr. JORDAN. 

H.R. 5999: Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. NEWHOUSE, and Mr. OLSON. 

H. Con. Res. 26: Mr. WOODALL and Mr. JODY 
B. HICE of Georgia. 


Ms. 


H. Con. Res. 140: Mr. HOLDING, Mr. 
BUCHANAN, Mr. TURNER, Mr. LATTA, Mr. 
AGUILAR, and Mr. ROKITA. 

H. Con. Res. 141: Mr. LOWENTHAL, Ms. 
SLAUGHTER, and Mr. OLSON. 

H. Res. 590: Mr. LUETKEMEYER and Mr. 
HINOJOSA. 


H. Res. 752: Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York, Mr. VELA, Ms. TSONGAS, and Ms. 
MCSALLY. 

H. Res. 776: Mr. COLLINS of New York, Mr. 
LUETKEMEYER, Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, Mr. 
MACARTHUR, and Ms. PINGREE. 

H. Res. 813: Mr. RIcE of South Carolina and 
Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. 

H. Res. 817: Mr. Cook. 

H. Res. 845: Mr. HUFFMAN, Ms. MATSUI, 
MOULTON, Ms. SPEIER, Mr. ZELDIN, Mr. MAC- 
ARTHUR, Mr. MURPHY of Florida, Mrs. WAT- 
SON COLEMAN, Ms. ESHOO, Mr. SWALWELL of 
California, Mr. CARNEY, Mrs. CAPPS, and Mr. 
CAPUANO. 
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H. Res. 850: Mr. BUCHANAN, Mr. YARMUTH, 
and Mr. BYRNE. 

H. Res. 853: Mr. SALMON, Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. 
DUNCAN of South Carolina, and Mr. GIBBS. 


— 


CONGRESSIONAL EARMARKS, LIM- 
ITED TAX BENEFITS, OR LIM- 
ITED TARIFF BENEFITS 


Under clause 9 of rule XXI, lists or 
statements on congressional earmarks, 
limited tax benefits, or limited tariff 
benefits were submitted as follows: 


OFFERED BY MR. THORNBERRY 


The provisions that warranted a referral to 
the Committee on Armed Services in H.R. 
5351 do not contain any congressional ear- 
marks, limited tax benefits, or limited tariff 
benefits as defined in clause 9 of rule XXI. 


EE 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 3 of rule XII, 


86. The SPEAKER presented a petition of 
Bar Association of Puerto Rico Governing 
Board, relative to Resolution Number 26, to 
express the repudiation of the Governing 
Board of the Bar Association of Puerto Rico 
with regard to H.R. 4900, Oversight Board to 
assist the government of Puerto Rico, in- 
cluding instrumentalities, in managing its 
public finances, and for other purposes, also 
known as the Federal Fiscal Control Board 
for Puerto Rico; which was referred to the 
Committee on Natural Resources. 
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ELDON LAIDIG 
HON. ED PERLMUTTER 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 13, 2016 


Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and applaud Eldon Laidig 
for receiving the West Chamber’s 2016 Jeffer- 
son County Hall of Fame Award. 

Known for his passion for education and 
community service, Eldon has been a pillar of 
the Jefferson County community for more than 
fifty years. Before becoming a financial plan- 
ner, Eldon spent 42 years in the U.S. Coast 
Guard Reserves and 27 years working for Jef- 
ferson County Public Schools, 25 of which 
were spent as a middle school principal. 

In 1990, Eldon became an associate with 
Personal Benefit Services Wealth Manage- 
ment, which has been recognized by 5280 
Magazine and the Arvada Chamber of Com- 
merce. Eldon’s involvement in the Arvada 
community is unparalleled. He was named the 
Arvada Sentinel’s Man of the Year, has served 
as club president of the Arvada Council for the 
Arts and Humanities and Arvada Rotary Club 
and Friendship Force of Greater Denver, as 
well as vice president of the Arvada Historical 
Society. In his five decades in the Jefferson 
County area, Eldon has worked tirelessly to 
improve the City of Arvada through community 
service. 

| extend my deepest congratulations to 
Eldon Laidig for this well-deserved recognition 
by the West Chamber. 


u 


CONGRATULATING MR. RAY JEN- 
NINGS ON THE OCCASION OF HIS 
RETIREMENT 


HON. BILL SHUSTER 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 13, 2016 


Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
celebrate Mr. Ray Jennings on the occasion of 
his well-deserved retirement from the Bedford 
County Airport in Bedford, PA. 

Ray began a distinguished military career in 
the Air Force Air Defense Command, serving 
tours across North America. From there, his 
career advanced as he gained extensive inter- 
national flying experience. He later attended 
the Air Force Institute of Technology, Squad- 
ron Officers School, the Air Command and 
Staff College, and the University of Illinois, 
where he studied aeronautical engineering. 

Next, Ray spent time helping develop and 
test aircraft until he was dispatched to Viet- 
nam, where he flew 138 combat missions. As 
a result of his courageous service, he was 
awarded the Distinguished Flying Cross, two 
Purple Hearts, and various Air Medals. After 


being shot down and rescued, Ray returned 
home, where he continued to serve his coun- 
try admirably until his retirement at Andrews 
Air Force Base. 

Following his remarkable military career, 
Ray was a member of the Bedford County Air 
Authority from 1985 to 2009, serving as its 
Secretary and Treasurer from 1994 to 2009. 
For the past 22 years, Ray has been the Man- 
ager of the local Bedford County Airport. 
Through these experiences, he proved himself 
instrumental in establishing the Airport as a 
significant, award-winning asset for the county. 

Ray has also provided his extensive exper- 
tise and service to aviation and transportation 
boards at the state and local levels. Addition- 
ally, he has been a member of Southern Alle- 
ghenies Planning and Development Commis- 
sion, which has been a notable force in pro- 
moting economic and community development 
in Cambria, Blair, Huntingdon, Somerset, Bed- 
ford, and Fulton Counties. 

It is my honor to recognize the selfless and 
impactful career of Mr. Ray Jennings, who not 
only sacrificed for his country but also his 
state, community, and family. The impact of 
his service is sure to live on, and | wish him 
the absolute best in his hard-earned retire- 
ment. 


HONORING JOANNE WHITE 
HON. K. MICHAEL CONAWAY 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 13, 2016 


Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Speaker, today the 
House of Representatives is losing a treasure. 
After more than 41 years of service, Joanne 
White, or Miss Joanne as she is affectionately 
known, is taking her well-earned retirement. 
She has never been elected, she has never 
introduced a bill and she has never cast a 
vote on the House floor but she has meant 
more to this institution than many of us lucky 
enough to be called members. 

It is no secret that so much of what suc- 
cessful Members are able to accomplish is be- 
cause of dedicated staff. Staff keeps the trains 
moving, they sweat the details, and they are 
the experts on so many of the issues of the 
day. In her 41 years here, Miss Joanne has 
done more, seen more, and forgotten more 
than | ever will. Her experience and institu- 
tional knowledge is irreplaceable. 

| am fortunate enough to have known Miss 
Joanne during my time as chairman of the 
House Ethics Committee, where she has 
served the past twenty five years. As a new 
chairman, | was the beneficiary of her accu- 
mulated wisdom and the recipient of her sage 
counsel. Miss Joanne is unique because of 
her dedication to this institution and her bipar- 
tisan service to 13 different Committee chair- 
men. 


While she is retiring today, she is leaving in- 
delible marks behind. The Ethics Committee 
reflects her warm and gracious demeanor. 
And, there are two generations of staffers who 
she taught not how to work for Congress, but 
how to serve in Congress. Finally, like my 
predecessors, | am grateful to have had Miss 
Joanne by my side as | navigated the chal- 
lenges of chairing the Ethics Committee. She 
taught me lessons that | will not forget either. 

| am indebted to her. Her colleagues are in- 
debted to her. The House of Representatives 
is indebted to her. As she retires, | wish her 
happiness and joy as she spends time with 
her family and friends. Thank you, Joanne, for 
your service. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
HON. TAMMY DUCKWORTH 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 13, 2016 


Ms. DUCKWORTH. Mr. Speaker, on Sep- 
tember 12, 2016, on Roll Call Number 496 on 
the motion to suspend the rules and agree to 
H. Res. 847, Expressing the sense of the 
House of Representatives about a national 
strategy for the Internet of Things to promote 
economic growth and consumer empower- 
ment, | am not recorded. Had | been present, 
| would have voted YES on the motion to sus- 
pend the rules and agree to the resolution, H. 
Res. 847. 

On September 12, 2016, on Roll Call Num- 
ber 497 on the motion to suspend the rules 
and agree to H. Res. 835, Expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives that 
the United States should adopt a national pol- 
icy for technology to promote consumers’ ac- 
cess to financial tools and online commerce to 
promote economic growth and consumer em- 
powerment, | am not recorded. Had | been 
present, | would have voted YES on the mo- 
tion to suspend the rules and agree to the res- 
olution, H. Res. 835. 


IN HONOR OF JO BARTON 


HON. SAM FARR 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 13, 2016 


Mr. FARR. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor the life of Jo Clough Barton. Jo died 
peacefully, surrounded by her family, in her 
home in Annapolis, Maryland on August 3, 
2016. She was 85 years old. 

Born Martha Jo Clough on March 19, 1931 
to Sara Jo and Arthur Clough in Oklahoma 
City, she attended Edgemere Elementary 
School before her family moved to Ardmore, 
OK in 1941. She graduated from Ardmore 
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High School in 1949 and then attended the 
University of Oklahoma where she met and 
married her husband Gerald (Jerry) Barton. 
She attended and graduated second in her 
class from the University of Oklahoma College 
of Law in 1955 and was admitted to the pres- 
tigious honor society, the Order of Coif. She 
was admitted to the Oklahoma Bar Associa- 
tion in 1955. 

Jo practiced law in Oklahoma from 1958 to 
1968 for the firm Mosteller, Andrews, Mosberg 
(now Andrews, Davis) and later opened an 
independent book store in the Avondale Shop- 
ping Center. She was a volunteer at Beta 
Theta Chapter of Kappa Kappa Gamma Fra- 
ternity at OU, mentoring many young women. 
She also volunteered in many of her children’s 
activities and at their school. An ardent Demo- 
crat, she championed liberal causes and 
raised money for progressive candidates 
throughout her life. 

She and Jerry later moved to Big Sur, CA 
where she served as president of the Carmel 
Bach Festival, on the board of Hospice of the 
Monterey Peninsula and opened a children’s 
clothing store called Nana’s. She moved to 
Annapolis, MD in 2015 to be close to her chil- 
dren. 

She is survived by her children, Joann 
Vaughan, Doug Barton and Martha Doherty, 
all of Annapolis MD; her grandchildren; Barton 
Vaughan, Elizabeth Vaughan, Christopher 
Austin, Robert Vaughan, Sam Barton, Alison 
Doherty, Caroline Vaughan Kreutzer, Sarah 
Doherty, Kylee Barton and Harrison Barton; 
and two great granddaughters; Georgina 
Vaughan and Caroline Vaughan. 

We honor and remember Jo’s memory by 
opening a wonderful bottle of wine and cook- 
ing a favorite meal. “Grieve not, nor speak of 
me with tears, but laugh and talk of me as if 
| were beside you . . . loved you so—'twas 
Heaven here with you.’”—Isla Paschal 
Richardon 


a 


TEXAS RANGER—LAWRENCE 
SULLIVAN ROSS 


HON. TED POE 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 13, 2016 


Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the year 
was 1839 and thousands of families were 
looking to settle new lands for their families 
across the prairies and for the Ross family, 
Texas was where they chose to raise their 
young children. Lawrence Sullivan Ross was 
still an infant when they moved to Texas, and 
he grew up seeing just how wild the land of 
this fledgling nation was. He was only eleven 
when he was involved in his first Indian fight, 
and through the years helped his father pro- 
tect the area around Waco from attacks. 
Though he wanted to follow in his father’s 
footsteps and become an Indian fighter, as a 
young man he realized the need for an edu- 
cation and enrolled at Baylor University. 

After graduation, he joined the Texas Rang- 
ers and quickly won favor among many of his 
superiors, including the governor of Texas, 
Sam Houston. Houston gave Ross the author- 
ity to raise a small militia and Ross spent the 
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next several years fighting against Comanche 
raiding parties. He only halted his service 
when the Civil War broke out. He fought in the 
Sixth Texas Calvary division and was pro- 
moted to brigadier general in 1863, and began 
commanding the Texas Calvary Brigade (later 
called “Ross’s Brigade.”) 

While his health suffered during the war, 
Ross’s desire to serve the state that he loved 
stayed as strong as ever. So instead of con- 
tinuing to fight, his friends convinced him to 
run for public office. He served in the Senate 
for a full term, but later found that state politics 
were more agreeable with him, and ran for 
governor. Working hard to serve those around 
him, people would later describe his terms in 
office as “one of good will and harmony.” But 
it wasn’t until he left office that he started 
doing what he considered his greatest public 
service. After his last term finished as gov- 
ernor, he stepped right into his role as the 
new president of the small, failing Agricultural 
and Mechanical College of Texas. Through his 
leadership the school was able to start grow- 
ing again, and many new buildings were 
added on. Today that college enjoys its status 
as a world-class school, and goes by the 
name of Texas A&M University. He passed 
away during his tenure as president in the 
then-small town of College Station. 

His love for the people of Texas was evi- 
dent in all that he did. Whether it in the armed 
forces, up here on Capitol Hill, or paving the 
way for Texas’s next generation, he was al- 
ways striving to serve his community. Mr. 
Speaker, | hope that every one of us here, re- 
gardless of our party or political stance, would 
take after his example, always viewing our 
time here as an opportunity to serve the great 
people of this nation. 

And that’s just the way it is. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
HON. TERRI A. SEWELL 


OF ALABAMA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 13, 2016 


Ms. SEWELL of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, dur- 
ing Roll Call votes held on September 13, 
2016, | was inescapably detained handling im- 
portant matters related to my District and the 
State of Alabama. If | had been present, | 
would have voted NO on the Motion on Order- 
ing the Previous Question on the Rule pro- 
viding for consideration of H.R. 5620, NO on 
H. Res. 859, NO on the Motion on Ordering 
the Previous Question on the Rule providing 
for consideration of H.R. 3590, and NO on H. 
Res. 858. Also, | would have voted NO on 
final passage of H.R. 3590, YES on final pas- 
sage of H.R. 5587, and YES on H. Res. 729. 


EE 


POLICE LIEUTENANT GARY 
TOLDNESS 


HON. ED PERLMUTTER 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, September 13, 2016 


Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and applaud Federal 
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Heights Police Lieutenant Gary Toldness for 
his decades of service to the City of Federal 
Heights, Colorado. For more than forty years, 
Lieutenant Toldness has been active within 
the community and the police department 
serving constituents of Federal Heights. 

Lieutenant Toldness started his career in 
1976 as a reserve police officer at the Federal 
Heights Police Department (FHPD). From 
there he served in various parts of the depart- 
ment including Detective, Sergeant, Lieuten- 
ant, and Commander. He worked his way up 
through the Department serving as the Fed- 
eral Heights Police Department public informa- 
tion officer, the FHPD SWAT team where he 
served both as a sniper and the Commander, 
and as the first supervisor of the 17th Judicial 
District Critical Incident Team. His hard work 
and dedication each and every day to making 
the community of Federal Heights a great 
place to live and work demonstrates his exem- 
plary work as a police officer. 

| extend my deepest thanks to Lieutenant 
Toldness for his dedication and service to the 
Federal Heights community. 


TRIBUTE TO JAN FRANK-DE OIS 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 13, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Jan 
Frank-de Ois of Shenandoah, lowa on her re- 
tirement as the Director of the Shenandoah 
Public Library. Jan has been serving the citi- 
zens of Shenandoah and Page County for 27 
years. 

Jan has connected people with literature, in- 
formation and the world. Over the 27 years at 
the library she has worked to accomplish 
many new operating techniques, such as, 
moving from paper to online services. She 
said, “We work hard on customer service.” 
Jan knew at an early age of her interest in li- 
braries. She volunteered at the Essex, lowa 
Public Library while attending high school and 
continued volunteering at the Dunn Library at 
Simpson College. 

Mr. Speaker, Jan has made a difference in 
her community by helping and serving others. 
It is with great pride that | recognize her today. 
| know that my colleagues in the United States 
House of Representatives join me in honoring 
her service and accomplishments. | thank her 
for her commitment to the Shenandoah Public 
Library and wish her nothing but continued 
success in her retirement. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. LUCILLE ROYBAL-ALLARD 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 13, 2016 


Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. Mr. Speaker, | was 
unavoidably detained and was not present for 
two roll call votes on Tuesday, September 13, 
2016. Had | been present, | would have voted 
in this manner: 
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Roll Call Vote number 496-H. Res. 847— 
Expressing the sense of the House of Rep- 
resentatives about a national strategy for the 
Internet of Things to promote economic growth 
and consumer empowerment—YES. 

Roll Call Vote number 497-H. Res. 835— 
Expressing the sense of the House of Rep- 
resentatives that the United States should 
adopt a national policy for technology to pro- 
mote consumers access to financial tools and 
online commerce to promote economic growth 
and consumer empowerment—YES. 


Ee 


IN HONOR OF PASTOR C.L. DANIEL 
AND HIS 70 YEARS IN THE MIN- 
ISTRY 


HON. MIKE ROGERS 


OF ALABAMA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 13, 2016 


Mr. ROGERS of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, | 
ask for the House’s attention today to recog- 
nize Pastor C.L. Daniel and the 70 years he 
has served in the ministry. 

C.L. Daniel was born on June 31, 1931, and 
at the age of 15, he felt the call to ministry. He 
wanted to share his faith and spread the gos- 
pel of Jesus Christ. 

Pastor Daniel has served as pastor at sev- 
eral churches with devotion and steadfast de- 
termination. He retired from York Town Baptist 
Church in Mobile, Alabama, in 2006 after 25 
years. During that time, he and his wife would 
commute to and from Mobile every weekend 
from Opelika, Alabama. 

Pastor Daniel has served several small 
churches since his retirement and is currently 
serving as pastor at Historic Shiloh Baptist 
Church in Notasulga, Alabama. 

The Daniels have seven children: John 
White, Jr. (Deceased), Donald Daniel (De- 
ceased), Renae Daniel (Deceased), Annie 
Lauren Poles, Cynthia Sheffield, Marilyn Dan- 
iel and Rosalyn Gilbreath. They have been 
blessed with five grandchildren, 15 great- 
grandchildren and five great-great grand- 
children. 

Mr. Speaker, please join me in celebrating 
Pastor Daniel and his 70 years serving in the 
ministry. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. BETTY McCOLLUM 


OF MINNESOTA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 13, 2016 


Ms. MCCOLLUM. Mr. Speaker, yesterday | 
was still at a Democratic Steering and Policy 
Meeting and missed a vote on H. Res. 847. 

Had | been present, | would have voted in 
support of H. Res. 847, Expressing the sense 
of the House of Representatives about a na- 
tional strategy for the Internet of Things to pro- 
mote economic growth and consumer em- 
powerment. 
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TRIBUTE TO JACQUELINE AND 
KENNETH GLEASON 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 13, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Jac- 
queline and Kenneth Gleason of Essex, lowa, 
on the very special occasion of their 50th wed- 
ding anniversary. They celebrated their anni- 
versary on June 15, 2016. 

Jacqueline and Kenneth’s lifelong commit- 
ment to each other and their family truly em- 
bodies lowa values. As they reflect on their 
50th anniversary, | hope it is filled with happy 
memories. May their commitment grow even 
stronger as they continue to love, cherish, and 
honor one another for many years to come. 

Mr. Speaker, | commend this great couple 
on their 50th year together and | wish them 
many more. | know my colleagues in the 
United States House of Representatives will 
join me in congratulating them on this momen- 
tous occasion. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. LUIS V. GUTIERREZ 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 13, 2016 


Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Speaker, | was un- 
avoidably absent in the House Chamber for 
votes on Monday, September 12, 2016. Had | 
been present, | would have voted “yea” on roll 
call votes 496 and 497. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. TODD C. YOUNG 


OF INDIANA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, September 13, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, on roll 
call numbers 496 and 497, had | been present 
| would have voted yea. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. ANNA G. ESHOO 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 13, 2016 


Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Speaker, | was not 
present during roll call vote numbers 496 and 
497 on September 12, 2016. | would like the 
record to reflect how | would have voted: 

On roll call vote no. 496 | would have voted 
YES. 

On roll call vote no. 497 | would have voted 
YES. 


September 13, 2016 
TRIBUTE TO VIVIAN GOLLY 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 13, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Mrs. Viv- 
ian Golly on the occasion of her 100th birth- 
day on June 28, 2016. 

Vivian was born in Zearing, lowa and grad- 
uated from Zearing High School in 1933. She 
married Ernest Golly in 1935 and they had 
three children, Jo, Louis and Robert. Ernest 
and Vivian settled in Corning, lowa. Vivian 
worked for 15 years as a house mother for 
deaf children and learned sign language. She 
attributes hard work and healthy habits for her 
longevity. 

Mr. Speaker, it is an honor to represent Viv- 
ian in the United States Congress and it is my 
pleasure to wish her a very happy 100th birth- 
day. | invite my colleagues in the United 
States House of Representatives to join me in 
congratulating Vivian on reaching this incred- 
ible milestone, and wishing her even more 
health and happiness in the years to come. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
HON. EARL BLUMENAUER 


OF OREGON 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 13, 2016 


Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, had | 
been present for the vote on H. Res. 847, a 
resolution expressing support for a national 
strategy for the “Internet of Things” to pro- 
mote economic growth and consumer em- 
powerment (Roll Call Number 496), | would 
have voted “aye.” The Internet of Things is 
the platform for existing and emerging tech- 
nologies that are revolutionizing everyday life, 
from self-driving cars to “smart homes,” where 
lighting, temperature, and security can be con- 
trolled and monitored from a phone. A national 
strategy can help guide this technology to 
meet goals of sustainability, equity, and eco- 
nomic growth. 

Likewise, had | been present for the vote on 
H. Res. 835, a resolution expressing support 
for a national policy for technology to promote 
consumer access to financial tools and online 
commerce (Roll Call Number 497), | would 
have voted “aye.” With nearly a third of the 
U.S. population underbanked or unbanked, it 
is critical that we focus emerging technology 
development to provide additional support, fi- 
nancial tools, and security to consumers. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING RON O’CONNER’S RE- 
TIREMENT FROM FARM CREDIT 
OF CENTRAL FLORIDA 


HON. DENNIS A. ROSS 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, September 13, 2016 

Mr. ROSS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to rec- 
ognize and celebrate the career and retire- 
ment of my good friend Ron O’Conner of Flor- 
ida Farm Credit in Lakeland, Florida. 
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Ron is a native Floridian and a University of 
Florida graduate. He began his career at Farm 
Credit of Central Florida in 1987 as Marketing 
Manager. During his time at Farm Credit, he 
and the marketing department earned many 
outstanding achievement awards. 

Ron is an exceptional representative of the 
Farm Credit system. Currently, he chairs Farm 
Credit of Florida’s statewide marketing com- 
mittee, providing maximum exposure for Farm 
Credit of Florida’s most important agriculture 
events. 

Farm Credit of Central Florida’s mission is 
to provide reliable, consistent credit and finan- 
cial services to the agricultural and rural com- 
munities of Central Florida. Ron is dedicated 
to this mission, and to the people and busi- 
ness of agriculture—the heart and lifeblood of 
the United States. 

Everyone knows Ron can be found at every 
agricultural event throughout the 15th District 
of Florida, documenting everything with his 
camera. 

Ron’s service and excellence has helped 
make Florida Farm Credit the largest single 
lender to agriculture in my home State of Flor- 
ida. 

Not only is Ron known as a diligent and val- 
uable representative of Farm Credit, but also 
as a man of great integrity. | am proud to call 
Ron my friend. 

Best wishes for an enjoyable retirement. 


ES 


RECOGNIZING NEW LENOX’S 
PROUD AMERICAN DAYS MILI- 
TARY TRIBUTE 


HON. BILL FOSTER 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 13, 2016 


Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
highlight New Lenox’s annual military tribute 
during Proud American Days. Since 1984, the 
New Lenox Chamber of Commerce has been 
steadfastly dedicated to the commitments and 
sacrifices of our nation’s service members. 
What started out as a small gathering is now 
one of the largest programs attended in the 
area. 

New Lenox’s motto reads, “The Home of 
Proud Americans” and they certainly live up to 
that slogan. On Sunday, July 31, 2016, more 
than two hundred people, including veterans, 
paid homage to those who have sacrificed so 
much to protect our great nation. These brave 
Americans endured so much so that we can 
enjoy the freedoms we have today and for 
that, we owe them our eternal gratitude. 

During the tribute this year, the following 
veterans were recognized: 

Machinist's Mate Second Class Robert 
Beazley, United States Navy 


Master Sergeant Edward Dima, United 
States Air Force 
Gunners Mate Third Class Leonard 


Kapocius, United States Navy 

Mr. Speaker, | am proud to submit these 
names for all to see, and | ask my colleagues 
to join me in honoring all of our nation’s vet- 
erans. 
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TRIBUTE TO LYNETTA BLEEKER 
HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 13, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Lynetta 
Bleeker, a middle school teacher at Parkview 
Middle School in Ankeny, lowa. On Thursday, 
September 8, 2016, Lynetta was a recipient of 
The Presidential Awards for Excellence in 
Mathematics and Science Teaching at a cere- 
mony in Washington, D.C. 

The Presidential Awards for Excellence in 
Mathematics and Science Teaching 
(PAEMST) are the highest honors bestowed 
upon K-12 mathematics and science teachers 
by the federal government. Established by 
Congress in 1983, the PAEMST program has 
been a benchmark that all teachers strive to 
achieve. Ms. Bleeker’s dedication to her stu- 
dents and steadfastness in her commitment to 
excellence has not gone unnoticed. | am hon- 
ored to recognize her as one of this year’s re- 
cipients. 

Mr. Speaker, | applaud and congratulate 
Lynetta Bleeker for receiving this award and 
for providing the youth in lowa’s 3rd Congres- 
sional District the education that they will need 
to be successful in the future. | am proud to 
represent her, her fellow teachers and stu- 
dents in the United States Congress. | know 
that my colleagues in the United States House 
of Representatives will join me in congratu- 
lating Lynetta Bleeker and wishing her well 
and continued success in the future. 


TRIBUTE TO LINDA RAWL SHEALY 


HON. JOE WILSON 


OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 13, 2016 


Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. Speak- 
er, on Saturday, September 10, 2016, a me- 
morial service was conducted for Linda Rawl 
Shealy by Dr. Mark S. Bredholt. Eulogies were 
provided by former Columbia television news 
anchor Cheryl Irwin and myself | was honored 
to provide the following tribute: 


Family and friends of Linda Rawl Shealy, 
this is a loving service honoring a dear lady, 
but, additionally, it is fitting for me to par- 
ticipate as this is also a reunion of former 
staff members of my predecessor, the late 
Congressman Floyd Spence, who was a Pa- 
triot, Statesman and Southern Gentleman. 

Congressman Spence was a good judge of 
character and integrity, selecting talented 
young people for his staff. Especially ex- 
traordinary was Chief of Staff Craig Metz, 
along with District Director Sammy 
Hendrix. Sammy was perceptive enough to 
recommend his fellow Lexington High 
School classmate, Linda Rawl Shealy, to the 
Congressman. 

In 1984, Congressman Spence was the 
Ranking Member of the House Ethics Com- 
mittee and Linda Shealy was selected to be 
a Staff Assistant for the Committee—a 
tough job for a Committee which is Solo- 
monic as issues were presented equivalent to 
counting the number of angels who danced 
on a pin. 
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She served with young attorneys Mark 
Elam and John Hoefer, who were counsels to 
the committee, fresh out of law school, and 
today are among the most highly respected 
attorneys of Charleston and Columbia, with 
Mark as Director of State and Local Rela- 
tions for Boeing and John as a Partner in the 
law firm of Willoughby and Hoefer. 

In 1995, Linda shifted to become Special 
Assistant to Floyd Spence as he was elected 
Chairman of the House Armed Services Com- 
mittee, where she faithfully served depend- 
ably and loyally until his death on August 
16, 2016. 

I was grateful that Linda led transition ef- 
forts for the Second Congressional District 
Office upon my election on December 18, 
2001, and, in June 2002, she was selected as 
the second staff member of the House Office 
of Emergency Planning. This important of- 
fice was established following the September 
11th attacks by Islamic Terrorists. 

Current Director Joe Lowry praised Linda 
as the “First Lady of the Emergency Plan- 
ning Office,” through her retirement in Jan- 
uary 2014, as the longest serving employee of 
the Office. 

Linda’s achievements reflected well on her 
heritage with the Rawl Family being among 
the earliest German-Swiss families to settle 
here in the Saxe Gotha Region. 

Welcoming attendees were other original 
families of Shealy, Addy, Meetze, and Price, 
who established a positive community where 
they are a tiny percentage of Lexington 
County, one of America’s fastest growing, 
with transplants from the Northeast and 
Midwest along with worldwide residents. It 
was also fitting to be at the Caughman-Har- 
man Funeral Home, established by original 
families Virl and Steve Caughman with 
Daisy Wilson and Harry Harman. 

As we reflect on the dedicated life of Linda 
Rawl Shealy, it can clearly be established 
that she made a positive difference for a bet- 
ter community and nation. 


—— 


IN HONOR OF THE 90TH BIRTHDAY 
OF FANNIE TAYLOR 


HON. MIKE ROGERS 


OF ALABAMA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 13, 2016 


Mr. ROGERS of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, | 
ask for the House’s attention today to recog- 
nize Fannie Taylor. 

Mrs. Taylor was born on January 11, 1926 
in Lee County, Alabama. 

She joined Ferguson Chapel C.M.E. Church 
at the age of nine years old. She has served 
in several capacities throughout the years 
which included: President of the Stewardess 
Board, Treasurer of the Missionary Depart- 
ment, Chairperson of Circle Five. 

She moved to Central Park, New York and 
lived there for 19 years. While living there, she 
attended Wiliams Chapel Institutional CME 
Church. 

In 1996, she returned to Opelika, Alabama 
and to Ferguson Chapel CME Church. 

She presently sings in the Senior Choir, is 
a member of Sunday School and Bible Study 
Group. She serves on the Opelika House Au- 
thority Resident Advisory Board and has for 
19 years. 

She has one son, Bobby Melton (De- 
ceased), a daughter-in-law, Doris Melton, 
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three grandchildren and nine great-grand- 
children. 

Her favorite song is “Precious Lord, Take 
My Hand.” 

Mr. Speaker, please join me in wishing Mrs. 
Taylor a happy 90th birthday. 


HONORING DR. OLLYE SHIRLEY 


HON. BENNIE G. THOMPSON 


OF MISSISSIPPI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 13, 2016 


Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speak- 
er, | rise today to honor the life and legacy of 
Dr. Ollye Shirley who has touched the lives of 
many in Mississippi. She recently passed 
away on September 10, 2016. 

Dr. Ollye Shirley grew up the big sister to 
two brothers in the home of two teachers in 
Mound Bayou, MS. Ms. Ollye Brown’s parents 
taught at a one-room school and their home 
was situated on land that her family still owns. 
When Ollye Brown graduated from high 
school, she went on to attend Tougaloo Col- 
lege. Fond Tougaloo memories conjure im- 
ages of singing under the trees and playing 
baseball. 

Ollye also remembers Tougaloo as a col- 
lege “small enough to make really good close 
friends—kind of like a family. If somebody 
needed something, alumni or other students 
would pitch in.” While lettering in basketball 
and being an all-conference guard, Ollye 
Brown maintained her status on the Dean’s 
list. 

Miss Brown met and was courted by her 
college sweetheart Aaron Shirley, 55, at 
Tougaloo College. 

This self-motivated honor student graduated 
from Tougaloo in 1953 with a Bachelor of Arts 
in English and gained employment at Burglund 
High School in McComb, MS. When her hus- 
band graduated from Tougaloo in 1955, the 
family moved to Nashville for his medical edu- 
cation at Meharry Medical College. Over those 
four years, Ollye worked as a secretary for 
Tennessee State University and earned extra 
money typing theses for graduate students. 
She also worked for Davidson County as a 
welfare worker for their last two Nashville 
years. 

Because the Civil Rights Movement did not 
receive much or very accurate coverage, sev- 
eral branches of the Mississippi Freedom 
Democratic Party published their own news- 
letters. Dr. Aaron Shirley graduated from 
Meharry, the family moved back to Mississippi, 
and Ollye shared with Dilla E. Irwin the editor- 
ship of the Vicksburg branch’s newsletter, the 
Citizen’s Appeal. 

Dr. Ollye Shirley later worked for the Chil- 
dren’s Television Workshop; then served on 
the JPS school board from 1978-1993, the 
last four years as president. 

In her years of education, Dr. Shirley has 
served the children of Mississippi admirably. 
She worked with PBS’ CTW for almost 25 
years, helping determine the direction of edu- 
cational television by bringing programs such 
as “Sesame Street,” “Electric Company” and 
“Ghostwriters.” In her last position in the 
CTW, Dr. Shirley served as regional director, 
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training teachers how to use these shows as 
educational tools. 

Dr. Ollye Brown Shirley’s recent recogni- 
tions include Link of the Decade for Services 
to Youth from the Jackson Chapter of The 
Links. In addition, the story of her achieve- 
ments is told on the 2010 documentary ‘In 
Spite of it All’ by Wilma Mosley Clopton. Dr. 
Ollye Brown Shirley is also a member of Delta 
Sigma Theta Sorority, Inc., initiated through 
Tougaloo’s Gamma Psi Chapter. 

Doctors Aaron and Ollye Brown Shirley’s 
marriage bore four children: Kevin, Terrence, 
Christal S. Porter, and Erin Shirley Orey and 
her five much loved grandchildren. Mr. Speak- 
er, | ask my colleagues to join me in cele- 
brating the life and legacy of Dr. Ollye Shirley. 


TRIBUTE TO MARIE POOL 
HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 13, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Mrs. 
Marie Pool on the occasion of her 101st birth- 
day on March, 15, 2016. 

Marie was born on a farm near Williamson, 
lowa and spent her youth helping on the farm 
and milking cows. She attended country 
school and Bridgewater High School. She 
married Virgil Pool in 1933 and they had three 
children, Donnie, Betty and Peggy. Marie quilt- 
ed and loved to dance. Now, she lives at 
Greenfield Rehabilitation and Health Care 
Center in Greenfield, lowa and enjoys bingo 
and ice cream socials. She attributes clean liv- 
ing and hard work to her longevity. 

Mr. Speaker, it is an honor to represent 
Marie Pool in the United States Congress and 
it is my pleasure to wish her a very happy 
101st birthday. | invite my colleagues in the 
United States House of Representatives to 
join me in congratulating Marie on reaching 
this incredible milestone, and wishing her even 
more health and happiness in the years to 
come. 


EE 


HONORING JUSTIN-SIENA HIGH 
SCHOOL 


HON. MIKE THOMPSON 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 13, 2016 


Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. Speaker, 
| rise today to honor Justin-Siena High School 
upon the 50th Anniversary of the school’s 
founding. While we honor five decades of aca- 
demic achievement, we also celebrate the fu- 
ture of Justin-Siena High School in keeping 
with the school’s motto Sempre Avanti, or “Al- 
ways Forward.” 

The De La Salle Christian Brothers and the 
Dominican Sisters of San Rafael founded Jus- 
tin-Siena in 1966 to educate and inspire young 
people to live the Lasallian values of scholar- 
ship, bravery, and faith. The school connects 
its students and our community to the 
Lasallian network of schools, which spans 82 
countries around the world. 
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Located in Napa, California the school 
serves students from across the North Bay 
and from 15 countries around the world and 
maintains a commitment to academic excel- 
lence. Its 12:1 student-instructor ratio fosters 
close academic relationships, and an impres- 
sive 99 percent of the students receive college 
admission offers. In the tradition of Christian 
generosity espoused by its founders, Justin- 
Siena supports more than one-third of its stu- 
dents with tuition assistance to help families of 
all economic backgrounds. 

The school’s commitment to community 
service has offered students opportunities for 
service-based learning across our country 
from San Francisco, to Montana to Arizona. 
Students also participate in a variety of 
projects in our community. They work to ad- 
dress the needs of our local migrant farm- 
workers, contribute to environmental projects 
that restore ecosystems and help promote nat- 
ural habitat growth. 

Mr. Speaker, Justin-Siena has been a lead- 
ing institution in our Napa Valley for five dec- 
ades and has provided generations of stu- 
dents with a world-class education. It is there- 
fore fitting and proper that we honor the 
school here today. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
HON. ERIC SWALWELL 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 13, 2016 


Mr. SWALWELL of California. Mr. Speaker, 
| was unable to be present for some votes 
taken last Thursday, September 8, and all 
votes on Friday, September 9, due to attend- 
ing my brothers wedding in Northern Cali- 
fornia. Had | been present, | would have voted 
as follows: 

Roll Call Vote Number 492 (Motion to Re- 
commit H.R. 2357): YES. 

Roll Call Vote Number 493 (Passage of 
H.R. 4909, the Accelerating Access to Capital 
Act of 2015): NO. 

Roll Call Vote Number 494 (Motion to Re- 
commit H.R. 5424): YES. 

Roll Call Vote Number 495 (Passage of 
H.R. 5424, the Investment Advisers Mod- 
ernization Act of 2016): NO. 


TRIBUTE TO LINDA LYNCH 
HON. MARSHA BLACKBURN 


OF TENNESSEE 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 13, 2016 


Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, | would 
like to acknowledge Linda Lynch for 29 years 
of service as the Brentwood City Community 
Relations Director. Her hard work and dedica- 
tion to excellence has helped our city grow ex- 
ponentially. Through her position she was able 
to bring members of Brentwood, Tennessee, 
around special causes and efforts. 

Linda Lynch was born in Leipers Fork, Ten- 
nessee, and was raised in Franklin, Ten- 
nessee. She taught in Memphis, Tennessee, 
and Oklahoma. She also supported her hus- 
band who ran a transportation company be- 
fore she took on her role in Brentwood. 
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As a liaison, she was instrumental in build- 
ing bridges between residents and govern- 
ment. This was accomplished by how she 
planned events for the city. By doing so, gov- 
ernment officials could hear the needs and 
concerns of the people and the community 
was heard by their leaders. Linda also played 
a major role in the education of historical sites 
and advocated for preservation of historic 
places. Outside of her regular duties she took 
the initiative and founded the Brentwood His- 
toric Commission. Linda was also involved 
with the Brentwood Tree Board, the Adopt a 
Mile Program, and the Brentwood Library. She 
is also a lifetime member of the Williamson 
County Heritage Foundation. 

Linda Lynch has left the city of Brentwood, 
Tennessee, a better place than when she first 
started in her role. | ask my colleagues to join 
me in honoring her service and commitment to 
the city of Brentwood, Tennessee. 


TRIBUTE TO FRIEDA PORTER 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 13, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Mrs. 
Frieda Porter on the occasion of her 100th 
birthday on March 23, 2016. 

Frieda was born near Fontanelle, lowa and 
attended Fontanelle schools. She married Max 
Porter in 1938 and they had three children, 
Becky, Randy and Pat. Frieda was active in 
the community and was an Avon representa- 
tive for many years. She also taught Sunday 
school at the Greenfield Lutheran Church. 
Frieda attributes a healthy life, attendance at 
church and her belief in God to her long and 
happy life. 

Mr. Speaker, it is an honor to represent 
Frieda in the United States Congress and it is 
my pleasure to wish her a very happy 100th 
birthday. | invite my colleagues in the United 
States House of Representatives to join me in 
congratulating Frieda on reaching this incred- 
ible milestone and wishing her even more 
health and happiness in the years to come. 


EES 


WILLIAM “BILL” SHERRILL— 
TEXAN 


HON. TED POE 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 13, 2016 


Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, this month 
William “Bill” Sherrill turns 90 years young. 
This energetic veteran still has the same pas- 
sion for our country and our military that he 
had the day he enlisted into the Marines at 15 
years of age in 1941. As a young teenager, 
Bill served during World War Two and partici- 
pated in the island hopping campaign until he 
was wounded in Iwo Jima. 

Born in the 1920s, Bill grew up in the De- 
pression of the 1930s poor, in Houston, 
Texas. At the age of 15, two weeks after Pearl 
Harbor, Bill dropped out of Lanier Middle 
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School and answered his country’s call of duty 
to serve by joining the U.S. Marines. Bill said 
“he didn’t lie about his age; I’m from Texas, | 
exaggerated my age.” 

During this time, the United States’ major 
strategy was launched against Japan in a 
strategy called island hopping. This tactic was 
employed by the United States to gain military 
bases and secure small islands in the Pacific. 
Our military took control of the islands and 
quickly constructed landing strips and military 
bases. Then they proceeded to attack other is- 
lands from the bases they had established. Bill 
belonged to the 3rd Marines, 9th Battalion, 
and they participated in several campaigns 
along Bougainville, Guam and Iwo Jima. 

In February 1945, his troop invaded Iwo 
Jima on the seventh day. It was a month long 
bloody battle against Imperial Japan that re- 
sulted in 7,000 Marines who were killed and 
over 20,000 were injured; mostly young Ma- 
rines. Bill lasted seven days, before being shot 
through the left arm; he went out on the four- 
teenth day of the battle. Bill recalls seeing the 
flag “Old Glory” that was famously waved 
over Mount Suribachi. From that experience, 
Bill knew that the Marines go where others 
fear to tread, and the timid are not found. For 
his injuries, Bill was treated at Oakland Naval 
Hospital. The bullet severed the nerve in his 
left arm, leaving his arm paralyzed and caus- 
ing Bill to spiral into depression. But, Bill’s 
story is not over. For his service and bravery, 
Bill received the Purple Heart, American Cam- 
paign Medal and the Good Conduct Medal. 
While recovering at the Naval Hospital, Bill 
also earned his GED (General Education Di- 
ploma). This would set him on a new course 
of training—from the battlefield to the class- 
room. 

After his discharge in 1946, he moved back 
to Texas and enrolled at the University of 
Houston. Four years later, he earned his 
Bachelor’s Degree in Business Administration 
and then his Master’s at the Harvard School of 
Business. Bill never gave up. He was wound- 
ed, uneducated and paralyzed but he contin- 
ued to press forward. 

With his determination to never give in, Bill 
has had many successes. He has owned sev- 
eral businesses and even helped develop Tiki 
and Jamaica Island in Galveston. Banking and 
real estate were his main interests. He was 
employed by the City of Houston, served as 
president of a local bank, owned a financial 
consulting firm, and even served on the Fed- 
eral Reserve’s Board of Governors. With this 
diverse and fascinating career, it wasn’t until 
1990, that Bill discovered his true passion— 
teaching. He returned to his alma mater, the 
University of Houston, to teach at the Bauer 
College of Business Administration. Three 
years later, he founded the Center for Entre- 
preneurship and Innovation at University of 
Houston. 

Ronald Reagan best summed it up when he 
said, “Some people spend an entire lifetime 
wondering if they made a difference. The Ma- 
rines don’t have that problem.” That’s certainly 
true for Bill, a remarkable man who has cer- 
tainly made a difference in our community and 
in the lives of many. Happy 90th, Oooh Rah. 
Semper Fi. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
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GEORGIA AMBASSADOR ARCHIL 
GEGESHIDZE 
HON. TED POE 
OF TEXAS 


IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, September 13, 2016 


Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, as co-chair 
of the Georgia Caucus, | would like to take a 
moment to thank Ambassador Archil 
Gegeshidze for his dedication to developing a 
deep and meaningful U.S.-Georgia partner- 
ship. His Excellency Gegeshidze was ap- 
pointed as the Ambassador of Georgia to the 
United States in March 2013. Since that time, 
he has served his country faithfully and 
worked tirelessly to improve Tbilisis relation- 
ship with Washington. 

Georgia sits in a region full of dictators, but 
it remains a stalwart beacon of democracy. It 
is on the basis of democracy and freedom for 
all that Ambassador Gegeshidze has worked 
to strengthen Georgia’s ties with the United 
States. While there is still work to be done, 
with the Ambassadors help, Georgia has 
made significant strides ensuring freedom of 
the press, preventing corruption, and pursuing 
a free market system. 

Throughout Ambassador Gegeshidze’s ap- 
pointment in the U.S., he has shown time and 
time again that Georgians share the same val- 
ues as Americans. Georgian soldiers forged a 
strong bond with American soldiers as they 
fought alongside each other on the battlefield 
in Afghanistan. Georgians have also helped 
facilitate the growth of American law firms, col- 
leges, energy and IT companies in their coun- 
try. Our peoples’ mutual dedication to being 
forces for good in the international community 
shines through in all aspects of our relation- 
ship. | am proud of the way Ambassador 
Gegeshidze has represented the Georgian 
people here in America and worked to achieve 
our shared strategic goals. 

Together Georgians and Americans alike 
must continue the good work of the Ambas- 
sador. Given Russia’s aggression in the re- 
gion, we must continue to press for Georgia’s 
membership in NATO. Also, in light of the in- 
creased trade between our two countries, it 
would be a smart move to start negotiations 
on a U.S-Georgia free trade agreement. 

Thanks to the efforts of Ambassador 
Gegeshidze, the bond between Georgia and 
the United States is strong. He will be greatly 
missed, but he leaves Washington with a ro- 
bust U.S.-Georgia partnership in place for his 
successor. 

And that’s just the way it is. 


TRIBUTE TO RICHARD BROOKS 
HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 13, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Richard 
Brooks, a High School teacher at Johnston 
Community School District in Johnston, lowa. 
On Thursday, September 8, 2016, Richard 
Brooks was a recipient of The Presidential 
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Awards for Excellence in Mathematics and 
Science Teaching at a ceremony in Wash- 
ington, D.C. 

The Presidential Awards for Excellence in 
Mathematics and Science Teaching 
(PAEMST) are the highest honors bestowed 
upon K-12 mathematics and science teachers 
by the federal government. Established by 
Congress in 1983, the PAEMST program has 
been a benchmark that all teachers strive to 
achieve. Richard Brooks’ dedication to his stu- 
dents and steadfastness in his commitment to 
excellence has not gone unnoticed. | am hon- 
ored to recognize him as one of this year’s re- 
cipients. 

Mr. Speaker, | applaud and congratulate 
Richard Brooks for receiving this award and 
for providing the youth in lowa’s 3rd Congres- 
sional District the education that they will need 
to be successful in the future. | am proud to 
represent him, his fellow teachers and stu- 
dents in the United States Congress. | know 
that my colleagues in the United States House 
of Representatives will join me in congratu- 
lating Richard Brooks and wishing him well 
and continued success in the future. 


EE 


COMMEMORATING THE OPENING 


OF CITRUS RIDGE: A CIVICS 
ACADEMY 
HON. DENNIS A. ROSS 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 13, 2016 


Mr. ROSS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
commemorate the opening of Citrus Ridge: A 
Civics Academy, a new charter school for Kin- 
dergarten through eighth grade students, lo- 
cated in Florida’s 15th Congressional District. 

Citrus Ridge integrates Civics content and 
skills throughout all its students’ curriculum. 
There, students will learn the skills and re- 
sponsibilities associated with good citizenship 
by contributing to their school community. 

Middle School students have the special op- 
portunity to participate in the Civics Leader- 
ship Academy with a variety of civics elec- 
tives, including Speech and Debate, Engaged 
Citizenship through Service Learning, and Law 
Studies. 

By engaging in these courses, along with 
their regular curriculum, students will learn the 
importance of civic engagement and the valu- 
able principles of self-government. 

This great nation has a system of self-gov- 
ernment in place, thoughtfully set forth by our 
Founding Fathers. 

Self-government is the ability to govern 
one’s self. Without this ability, individuals and 
politicians cease to vote for and promote poli- 
cies contributing to the sustaining of our Re- 
public. 

We need to teach our children the principles 
of self-government at an early age and 
throughout their lives, so they may become 
well-informed and contributing citizens in our 
society. 

| congratulate and thank all those who have 
been engaged in and helped with this amazing 
effort, and | offer my continued support to Cit- 
rus Ridge moving forward. It is my hope Citrus 
Ridge will be an example of civic learning and 
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engagement throughout the 15th District, the 
entire State of Florida, and the United States 
of America. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING SEPTEMBER IS 
CHILDHOOD CANCER AWARENESS 
MONTH AND THE LIFE OF AMAN- 
DA CONROW 


HON. LOUISE McINTOSH SLAUGHTER 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 13, 2016 


Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to observe September as National Childhood 
Cancer Awareness Month. This year over 
16,000 children and adolescents will be diag- 
nosed with cancer. This horrifying disease 
does not know race, nationality, religion, gen- 
der, or socio-economic status. As a mother 
and a grandmother, one of my greatest hopes 
is that one day every person can live a 
healthy, long life without the fear of cancer. 
I’m especially proud that a bill | wrote, the Ge- 
netic Information Nondiscrimination Act 
(GINA), is now playing a leading role in much 
of the cancer research being done across the 
country today, after a 14 year fight to get it 
signed into law. 

Eliminating childhood cancer is one issue 
that | am grateful to see is bipartisan. As a 
member of the Congressional Childhood Can- 
cer Caucus, | am proud to work with my 
friends on both sides of the aisle to advocate 
and support robust funding for research to 
prevent the suffering and long-term effects of 
childhood cancer. 

With significant advances in medicine in the 
past 40 years, the mortality rate for childhood 
cancer has declined by more than 50 percent. 
Still, 1,250 children may lose their battle with 
cancer by the end of this year. We must con- 
tinue to push for robust funding for institutions 
such as the National Institutes of Health and 
the National Cancer Institute. We must work to 
increase awareness for early detection and 
support those in our community who face this 
reality with our compassion and support. 

Further, Mr. Speaker, | wish to pay tribute to 
the extraordinary life of Rochesters own 
Amanda Conrow. In 2012, when she was just 
three years old, Amanda was diagnosed with 
ependymoma, a cancer of the brain and cen- 
tral nervous system. Doctors told Amanda’s 
parents she would maybe live another year. 
Amanda, like so many other courageous chil- 
dren, proved the doctors wrong. With the sup- 
port and love of her mother Liz, her father 
Paul, and her amazing siblings Samantha, Mi- 
chael, Jessica and Emily, Amanda lived to see 
her sixth birthday. Her determination and tena- 
ciousness inspired many in the community 
and helped to bring awareness to childhood 
cancer in the Rochester area. Sadly, Amanda 
lost her battle in the early hours of February 
8, 2015. 

Mr. Speaker, let us all be inspired by 
Amanda’s life and the courage and bravery of 
every child facing this disease. It is my deep- 
est hope that we can support the work of doc- 
tors and researchers that are committed to 
working tirelessly so that one day we will 
achieve the ultimate goal of eliminating cancer 
as a threat to all. 
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TRIBUTE TO KAREN AND 
DONALD TYE 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 13, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Karen 
and Donald Tye of Macedonia, lowa on the 
very special occasion of their 50th wedding 
anniversary. They celebrated their anniversary 
on July 9, 2016. 


Karen and Donald’s lifelong commitment to 
each other and their family truly embodies 
lowa values. As they reflect on their 50th anni- 
versary, | hope it is filled with happy memo- 
ries. May their commitment grow even strong- 
er, as they continue to love, cherish, and 
honor one another for many years to come. 


Mr. Speaker, | commend this great couple 
on their 50th year together and | wish them 
many more. | know my colleagues in the 
United States House of Representatives will 
join me in congratulating them on this momen- 
tous occasion. 


——— 


IN HONOR OF THE LIFE OF 
JAMES G. PATTERSON 


HON. MIKE ROGERS 


OF ALABAMA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 13, 2016 


Mr. ROGERS of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, | 
ask for the House’s attention today to recog- 
nize the life of James G. Patterson. 


August 22nd marks the birthday of Mr. Pat- 
terson who served his country in Korea until 
the conflict ended on July 27, 1953. Mr. Pat- 
terson returned to Alabama in the late 1950s 
and joined the Alabama National Guard. He 
served at the integration of the University of 
Alabama in June of 1963 and during the third 
Civil Rights march from Selma to Montgomery 
in 1965. 


His Army and National Guard experience 
were important to him and he shared his ad- 
miration and respect for Korea, education, reli- 
gion and Civil Rights with his son, James E. 
Patterson, an Auburn University graduate, an 
Associate Member of the Korean War Vet- 
erans Association and a life member of the 
America Foreign Service Association. 


Mr. Patterson’s son honored his father, who 
passed away in 2003, by appearing as a re- 
porter in the 2015 film “Selma.” His son had 
his late father’s military photo in his pocket as 
his scenes were filmed in Atlanta the week of 
Father’s Day in 2014. James also wrote an ar- 
ticle in the April 2015 issue of the National 
Guard Magazine titled, “Proud of My Father.” 


On August 22, the Patterson family remem- 
bers and celebrates the life of James G. Pat- 
terson by volunteering at libraries, churches 
and schools. 


September 13, 2016 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. BILL HUIZENGA 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 13, 2016 


Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise today regarding missed votes on Monday, 
September 12, 2016. Had | been present for 
roll call vote number 496, H. Res. 847, Ex- 
pressing the sense of the House of Rep- 
resentatives about a national strategy for the 
Internet of Things to promote economic growth 
and consumer empowerment, | would have 
voted “yea.” Had | been present for roll call 
vote number 497, H. Res. 835, Expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives that 
the United States should adopt a national pol- 
icy for technology to promote consumers’ ac- 
cess to financial tools and online commerce to 
promote economic growth and consumer em- 
powerment, | would have voted “yea.” 


Ee 


RECOGNIZING RABBI EMERITUS 
AMIEL WOHL 


HON. NITA M. LOWEY 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 13, 2016 


Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Speaker, | rise to recog- 
nize my friend, Rabbi Emeritus Amiel Wohl, 
who will be honored this Friday during a spe- 
cial farewell Shabbat Dinner and Service at 
Temple Israel of New Rochelle in New Ro- 
chelle, New York. 

Throughout his life, Rabbi Wohl has dedi- 
cated himself to his faith and his community. 
He has served as Rabbi at Temple Israel in 
New Rochelle since 1973. Previously, he 
served congregations in Waco, Texas; Balti- 
more, Maryland; and Sacramento, California, 
where he was the Chaplain of the California 
Senate. Since moving to Westchester, he has 
served as President of the Westchester Jew- 
ish Council, represented the Central Con- 
ference of American Rabbis on the Con- 
ference of Presidents of Major Jewish Organi- 
zations, and is a past President of the West- 
chester Board of Rabbis. He was also instru- 
mental in creating the only Sabbath service 
radio broadcast in the New York Metropolitan 
Area. 

As a local leader, Rabbi Wohl has worked 
to advance peaceful cooperation in our di- 
verse community. He was a founder of the 
Interreligious Council of New Rochelle, and 
served on the Human Rights Commission of 
New Rochelle and the Westchester County 
Human Rights Commission. He also helped 
create the Coalition for Mutual Respect, an or- 
ganization that supports dialogue and under- 
standing between Black and Jewish members 
of the community. 

Mr. Speaker, Rabbi Wohl’s many accom- 
plishments have left an indelible imprint on the 
communities he served. | congratulate my 
dear friend on a lifetime of commitment to the 
Jewish people and steadfast embodiment of, 
and devotion to, Jewish values. 
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TRIBUTE TO JEANETTE AND 
BILL CREES 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 13, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Jeanette 
and Bill Crees of Casey, lowa, on the very 
special occasion of their 50th wedding anni- 
versary. They celebrated their anniversary on 
June 12, 2016. 

Jeanette and Bill’s lifelong commitment to 
each other, and to their children, grand- 
children, and great-grandchild, truly embodies 
lowa values. As they reflect on their 50th anni- 
versary, | hope it is filled with happy memo- 
ries. May their commitment grow even strong- 
er, as they continue to love, cherish, and 
honor one another for many years to come. 

Mr. Speaker, | commend this great couple 
on their 50th year together and | wish them 
many more. | know my colleagues in the 
United States House of Representatives will 
join me in congratulating them on this momen- 
tous occasion. 


ee 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
HON. BEN RAY LUJAN 


OF NEW MEXICO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, September 13, 2016 

Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New Mexico. Mr. 
Speaker, on roll call No. 496, had | been 
present, | would have voted YES. 


HONORING JOANNE WHITE 
HON. CHARLES W. DENT 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 13, 2016 


Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, as Chairman of the 
Committee on Ethics, and along with my col- 
league, Representative LINDA SANCHEZ, the 
Ranking Member of the Committee on Ethics, 
we rise today so that we may recognize the 
long and dedicated service of Mattie Joanne 
White to the House of Representatives. Jo- 
anne is retiring from the Ethics Committee this 
year, after more than 25 years of service to 
the Committee, and over 41 years of service 
to the House of Representatives. 

Joanne started her service with the Com- 
mittee as a Staff Assistant, and through hard 
work and dedication, she rose to become the 
Committee’s Administrative Staff Director. The 
Committee on Ethics is the only standing com- 
mittee of the House whose membership is 
evenly divided between each political party. 
The Committee includes five members of each 
party. Also, unlike other committees, the day- 
to-day work of the Committee on Ethics is 
conducted by a staff that is nonpartisan by 
rule. Throughout that time, Joanne has been 
the model of the Committee’s non-partisan, 
professional staff. 
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We congratulate Joanne on the completion 
of an exemplary career in public service. We 
will miss her knowledge and leadership, but 
we know that she will remain our friend. 


Ee 


TRIBUTE TO JEAN AND 
BOB BOOTS 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 13, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and honor Jean and Bob 
Boots of Atlantic, lowa, on the very special oc- 
casion of their 60th wedding anniversary. They 
were married on June 17, 1956 at the Con- 
gregational Church in Stuart, lowa. 

Jean and Bob’s lifelong commitment to each 
other and their children, Steve, Judy, and 
Linda, eight grandchildren and three great- 
grandchildren truly embodies lowa values. As 
they reflect on their 60th anniversary, | hope 
it is filled with happy memories. May their 
commitment grow even stronger, as they con- 
tinue to love, cherish, and honor one another 
for many years to come. 

Mr. Speaker, | commend this great couple 
on their 60th year together and | wish them 
many more. | know my colleagues in the 
United States House of Representatives will 
join me in congratulating them on this momen- 
tous occasion. 


EE 


IN RECOGNITION OF 45 YEARS OF 
CONGRESSIONAL BLACK CAUCUS 
LEADERSHIP 


HON. CHARLES B. RANGEL 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 13, 2016 


Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize the continued service over the last 
45 years of the members of the Congressional 
Black Caucus. Since its inception, the Con- 
gressional Black Caucus has been committed 
to advancing justice, fairness, and equal pro- 
tection under the law. | am proud to work with 
Caucus Chair G. K. BUTTERFIELD, original 
founding member Representative JOHN CON- 
YERS, JR., and over forty other members of 
Congress who diligently highlight inequalities 
and advocate for solutions to some of our na- 
tion’s most significant problems. 

As an active member of the Caucus since 
its foundation, | am humbled to serve for a 
body that protects the most vulnerable, and 
serves as a mouthpiece for those who often 
find themselves without a voice. What began 
45 years ago as a group of thirteen individuals 
who expressed their concerns to President 
Richard Nixon has grown nearly three times in 
size, and has become an institution in the fight 
for social, economic, educational, and judicial 
change. 

In many Congressional districts, including 
the 13th district of New York, our constituents 
face challenges of discrimination and, if not for 
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the Congressional Black Caucus, might not 
have representation on issues of significance. 
While we have come a long way from the 
marches for Civil Rights in the 1960s, we still 
have many miles to go. Until we get there, | 
am confident that the Congressional Black 
Caucus will continue its dedication to resolve 
critical issues that affect minority communities. 


This week as we approach the annual Con- 
gressional Black Caucus Foundation’s Legisla- 
tive Conference, we celebrate the achieve- 
ments and advocacy of the Congressional 
Black Caucus, but realize there is more to be 
done. As we look to the future, the Congres- 
sional Black Caucus will remain the con- 
science of Congress and continue to improve 
the lives for all. 
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HONORING JOANNE WHITE 


HON. LINDA T. SANCHEZ 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 13, 2016 


Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of California. Mr. 
Speaker, | rise to thank Joanne White for her 
remarkable career and service to the House 
and the Committee on Ethics. To reach a 
milestone of 41 years in any field is an accom- 
plishment. To do it in public service requires a 
servant's heart—and Joanne truly has a serv- 
ant’s heart. 

During more than 25 years at Ethics, Jo- 
anne has worked with 67 Members of the 
House; 13 Chairmen and 9 Ranking Members; 
and scores of House staff. Miss Joanne, as 
she is lovingly known, has been a sounding 
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board and institutional memory for Members of 
the Committee. She has been a steady and 
stalwart colleague to all of her co-workers, and 
a mentor to younger staffers. To all of us, she 
has also been a valued friend. 

Joanne will never really be gone from the 
Committee or the House. She will be with us 
in the tone of collegiality and respect she 
helped to foster and in the example she set 
for so many staffers over the years. Since 
many of them have gone on to other positions 
of public service, her impact will be felt far be- 
yond the Ethics Committee. That is a wonder- 
ful and fitting legacy for a true public servant. 

We thank Joanne’s family for sharing Jo- 
anne with the House for these many years, 
and for letting her become part of our family 
here. Most of all, we thank Joanne for her 
many years of service and wish her the best 
in her well-earned retirement. 


September 14, 2016 
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SENATE—Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


The Senate met at 9:30 a.m. and was 
called to order by the President pro 
tempore (Mr. HATCH). 


EE 
PRAYER 


The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of- 
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 

Creator of life, You are from ever- 
lasting to everlasting. We lift our 
voices in thanksgiving, for You satisfy 
humanity’s spiritual hunger. Today, we 
remember Your guidance that we do 
not live by bread alone but by Your 
Words that nourish and sustain us. 

Feed our lawmakers with Heaven’s 
bread. May their labors produce a har- 
vest of faith, hope, and love. Lord, give 
them the grace to cherish and cultivate 
the virtues and values tested and con- 
firmed in the cubicle of life’s daily 
struggle. Nourished by You, may the 
earthly labors of our Senators fulfill a 
Heavenly purpose. 

We pray in Your sacred Name. Amen. 


a 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
The President pro tempore led the 


Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 


I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


a 


RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 
LEADER 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
PAUL). The Democratic leader is recog- 
nized. 


— 
MOVING OUR COUNTRY FORWARD 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, by now 


most Americans are well acquainted 
with Donald Trump but especially Don- 
ald Trump’s head-scratching slogan 
“Make America Great Again.’’ He has 
his little hat he wears when he doesn’t 
want his hair to get messed up. That 
slogan offers a peek inside the minds of 
Donald Trump and his Republican fol- 
lowers in Congress. These Republicans 
want to believe our country isn’t great. 
They want to believe this Nation is 
foundering. They don’t want to listen 
to the facts; they just want to follow 
Trump. 

Earlier this year Speaker RYAN 
echoed Donald Trump when he said, in 
criticizing President Obama, ‘‘We 
think that the President’s policies 
aren’t working.... We have flat 
wages.” 

Why do Republicans spend so much 
time rooting against economic growth 


and ignoring millions of newly insured 
Americans’ access to health care? Why 
do they root daily against America? 
Because they say anything to convince 
their radical base that President 
Obama is failing, even though the facts 
are contrary. 

Despite what Donald Trump and the 
congressional Republicans say, we 
know that America is great already, 
and because of Democratic policies, we 
are improving it every day, in spite of 
the obstacles—filibuster, filibuster, fil- 
ibuster, obstacle, obstacle, obstacle. 

Let’s look at the facts. Yesterday the 
Census Bureau reported that median 
household incomes grew by 5.2 percent 
last year. That is the single largest an- 
nual income gain ever recorded—ever 
recorded. Isn’t America great? Every 
major income bracket in our country 
saw an increase in earnings, with the 
lowest 10th percentile seeing the big- 
gest gains. This is real progress for all 
Americans. Really, isn’t America 
great? These remarkable income gains 
hold true across racial lines as well. In 
just 1 year, Hispanics saw a 6.1-percent 
increase in earnings. African Ameri- 
cans experienced a 4.1-percent jump in 
income. Isn’t America great? This is 
the kind of wage growth we should cel- 
ebrate, but Republicans have been to- 
tally silent because they want America 
not to be great. They can all start 
wearing the hats when they want to 
cover their hair. 

For the first time since 1999, we are 
moving in the right direction on in- 
come, health care coverage, and pov- 
erty indicators. Household incomes are 
rising and the poverty rate is falling. 
That is good. Isn’t America great? We 
are finally regaining the ground we 
lost during the great recession, which 
was at the end of the Bush administra- 
tion. It really started a couple of years 
after he became President. In 2015 the 
official poverty rate dropped more than 
a full percentage point. That means 2 
million Americans were lifted out of 
poverty. Real average weekly earnings 
have risen at their fastest pace in 15 
years. Isn’t America great? Yes, it is. 

These incredible statistics show how 
much progress we have made in spite of 
the obstacles, the filibusters, and they 
show how much Americans would have 
to lose from a Trump Presidency that 
works solely for the rich and com- 
pletely ignores the middle class be- 
cause daily Donald Trump is rooting 
for failure, as are his Republican adher- 
ents. 

Yesterday’s census data also corrects 
Republicans’ false narrative on the Af- 
fordable Care Act, on ObamaCare. Be- 
cause of ObamaCare, more Americans 


have health insurance than ever before 
in the history of this country. Accord- 
ing to the Census Bureau, the unin- 
sured rate has plummeted in virtually 
every State. California saw the biggest 
drop, with a decline of 8.6 percent of 
those uninsured. Nevada was second, 
with an 8.4 percentage point drop. 
Really, isn’t ObamaCare great? If other 
Republican Governors would follow the 
lead of the Republican Governor in Ne- 
vada, they would have the same statis- 
tics. 

Thanks to the Affordable Care Act, 
the Republican leader’s home State of 
Kentucky had the third largest reduc- 
tion in the number of uninsured peo- 
ple—a decrease of 8.3 percentage 
points. Isn’t ObamaCare great? The Re- 
publican leader loves to come to the 
floor and bash ObamaCare. He was here 
yesterday doing just that. It is curious 
how the senior Senator from Kentucky 
picks and chooses what he says about 
ObamaCare. He refuses to acknowledge 
the newly insured Kentuckians who 
have access to health care because of 
this law. Kentucky has 4.4 million peo- 
ple, and 500,000 of the Republican lead- 
er’s constituents have health insurance 
because of ObamaCare. That is more 
than 11 percent of his State’s popu- 
lation. ObamaCare is great. 

The Affordable Care Act is helping 
the people of Kentucky and the people 
of America, regardless of what Repub- 
licans say here on the Senate floor, and 
they are rooting for failure. 

To no one’s surprise, this new census 
data also shows that the States that 
refused to expand Medicaid are the 
ones falling behind in health care. 
There are 19 Republican Governors 
doing just that. States that expanded 
Medicaid have insurance premium 
rates that are 7 percent lower than 
States that rejected Medicaid expan- 
sion. The States that did not expand 
Medicaid—States with Republican Gov- 
ernors and Republican legislatures— 
have an uninsured rate nearly twice as 
high as States that used ObamaCare to 
expand coverage. This is no coinci- 
dence. We know these policies work, 
but Republicans simply refuse to lis- 
ten. 

This is the attitude which led to 
Trump: Republican leaders insisted 
that no matter what President Obama 
suggested, it wouldn’t work. And we 
have the filibusters to show that. 

We know the truth. Thanks to the 
policies of President Obama and Demo- 
crats, we have emerged from the ter- 
rible recession. We are seeing record 
wage growth. We are making a great 
nation even greater. We don’t hear 
about the successes aS much as we 


@ This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 
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should. Unfortunately, the press is of- 
tentimes more interested in something 
more scandalous. As all this census 
data shows, we have moved our coun- 
try forward, and we did it despite lots 
of Republican opposition. It is a shame 
that Republicans didn’t help. They 
were too interested in opposing Presi- 
dent Obama on everything. If they 
helped a little, America would be even 
greater. 

We still have a lot to do. We need to 
do more for the middle class, more to 
give Americans a livable wage, and 
more to ease the burden of student 
loan debt. We need to work together to 
improve upon the many successes of 
the Affordable Care Act. If we had a 
token of an effort from Republicans, we 
could make the health care law even 
better and stronger. We must address 
the issue of gun violence and take steps 
to keep guns out of the hands of terror- 
ists and criminals. We must do some- 
thing about campaign finance reform. 
We must protect America from those 
who would turn America into a Russian 
oligarchy. 

I hope my Republican colleagues will 
take this opportunity to stop being the 
party of Trump. The party of Trump, 
whose pal is Putin—and he has even 
gone so far, obviously, as to suggest 
that maybe we should be an oligarchy 
also. I hope my Republican colleagues 
will take this opportunity to stop 
being the party of Trump, to stop being 
the party of no and work with us to 
build on the progress we have already 
made. 

Mr. President, I ask that the leader 
time be reserved, and I ask the Chair to 
announce what we are going to do the 
rest of the day, or perhaps I should just 
suggest the absence of a quorum, which 
I will do until the Republican leader 
gets here. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant bill clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mrs. McCASKILL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CoT- 
TON). Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 


a 
RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the leadership time 
is reserved. 


EE 
MORNING BUSINESS 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will be 
in a period of morning business, with 
Senators permitted to speak therein 
until 11 a.m., with the time until 10:30 
a.m. under the control of the Demo- 
crats, and the majority controlling the 
remainder of the time until 11 a.m. 
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GETTING OUR WORK DONE 


Mrs. McCASKILL. Mr. President, 
once upon a time, there were elections 
and the people of this country, in their 
wisdom, decided to send a different 
party to the U.S. Senate as a majority. 
At that time, to much fanfare, the 
leader of the Republican Party an- 
nounced that it was going to be a new 
day, that there was going to be regular 
order, that there was going to be a 
budget. There would be no filling the 
tree. We would do individual appropria- 
tions bills. Most notably, the leader 
said we were going to put in a full 
day’s work. In fact, my colleagues can 
correct me if I’m wrong, but I think he 
even talked about working on Fridays 
in Washington. 

Now, let me hasten to add that I 
know every Member of this body, when 
they go back to their homes in their 
States, they work. We have a lot of 
meetings to go to and people to see, so 
I don’t mean to say that when we are 
not in session we are not working. But 
the American people were told that we 
would be putting in more work in 
Washington. 

By the way, it is not as if we don’t 
have work to do. I remember month 
after month after month, all FOX News 
talked about was where was the budg- 
et. We had no budget. The law says you 
have to pass a budget. The Republicans 
over and over and over again, on this 
floor, on television: Where is the budg- 
et? Where is the budget? 

Well, I ask that question now. Where 
is the budget? It hasn’t been mentioned 
by my colleagues across the aisle late- 
ly. My colleagues can correct me if I’m 
wrong, but I believe that the budget is 
required by law to be done in the 
spring, not during football season and 
certainly not at Christmas time. 

The individual appropriations bills 
haven’t worked out so well, either. The 
only ones they have been interested in 
doing are the ones that don’t tackle 
the tough problem of balance; that is, 
the balance between our homeland se- 
curity needs and our defense needs, the 
balance between the needs of educating 
our kids and making sure that our sol- 
diers are well equipped. 

But probably the thing that is most 
amazing is that in light of no hearing 
on Merrick Garland, in light of no 
budget, in light of no spending bills—in 
light of all of these things—we are 
working fewer days in Washington 
than we have in 60 years. 

I showed this calendar to people at 
home, and they thought I was kidding. 
This is the calendar of our work sched- 
ule. 

Now, let me also point out that we 
have heard this week that the leader of 
the Republican Party doesn’t even 
want us to work these three days—Oc- 
tober 4, 5, and 6—so mark a line 
through those, and the entire month of 
October is black. That means nothing 
is happening on the budget, nothing is 
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happening on the Supreme Court va- 
cancy, nothing is happening on over- 
sight hearings, nothing is happening on 
appropriations, nothing is happening 
on Zika. Nothing is happening in Wash- 
ington. I am just going to pause for a 
minute so anyone who has the C-SPAN 
bug can just look at this calendar. All 
the blacked-out days are days that we 
are not in Washington. A full week plus 
in January, a full week plus in Feb- 
ruary, almost two weeks in March, an- 
other two weeks in May, another al- 
most week in June, almost 21⁄2 weeks in 
July, the entire month of August. We 
didn’t even work the full month of Sep- 
tember. Now we are told we may not 
work any days in October. The cal- 
endar shows just a handful of days in 
November. There is a lot of business 
that has to be done by the end of the 
year, and obviously it looks like there 
are only a few days in December that 
we are working. 

I think there are like 240 work days 
that most Americans work every year. 
By my estimate, I think we are work- 
ing about 110 of those. No wonder the 
American people are angry. No wonder 
the American people don’t get it. It is 
very simple. Not only is the Republican 
Senate not doing its job in terms of 
setting a history of not having even an 
up-or-down vote on the Supreme Court 
nominee, the Republican Senate sim- 
ply doesn’t work. 

I yield the floor to my colleague. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Montana. 

Mr. TESTER. I say thank you to Sen- 
ator MCCASKILL. 

The Senator from Missouri is right. 
Folks in this country are sick and tired 
of Congress not doing its job. 

I was just on the radio a few minutes 
ago and the radio announcer said: You 
know you guys have been out for sev- 
eral weeks. What do you anticipate you 
are going to get done over the next 
four weeks? I said: I wish we were in 
session during the next four weeks be- 
cause the truth is there is a lot of stuff 
that needs to be done, but people are 
talking about getting out at the end of 
this week or the end of next week, and 
then that is it. That will be it until the 
lameduck, if we have one. 

It seems as though this body runs 
based on the next election, not based 
on the policies that need to be passed 
to make this country do its job. We 
play political games after political 
games, worrying about the next elec- 
tion rather than worrying about the 
next generation. 

The Senator from Missouri is right. 
This Republican-led Senate has not 
done its job. 

Does a hard-working nurse wait until 
the next election day to insert the IV? 
No, she goes to work. You wouldn’t 
hire that nurse if that happened. 

Does the teacher walk into the class- 
room and say: You know, it is the mid- 
dle of September, election day is No- 
vember 8, so you guys don’t have to 
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come back to school until after the 
election? No. I served on a school board 
for a good number of years, and that 
teacher wouldn’t have been working, 
wouldn’t have been getting paid. 

I will also tell my colleagues that I 
know firsthand a farmer would not 
wait for the polls to close to harvest 
his or her crop. If he or she did, they 
would be out of business. 

We wonder why people are so upset 
with us. The American people have to 
do their job day in and day out, no 
matter what, and they expect the same 
from the people they elect to this body. 

So what is the problem? The Repub- 
licans control the Senate. They control 
the House. Why can’t we get anything 
done? I think it is because there is a 
total lack of leadership. We need to 
look no further than Zika and the cur- 
rent impasse and the political games 
that are being played with that. This is 
a horrible disease. I have talked with 
the researchers. They don’t know all 
the impacts. We need to do the re- 
search to find that out. We do know 
that it impacts the unborn and it can 
be sexually transmitted. We don’t 
know if there are long-term impacts to 
people who may get it now who don’t 
see any symptoms but could see symp- 
toms later. 

We passed a bipartisan bill with 89 
votes. We addressed this crisis head-on. 
But the Senate and the House leader- 
ship got together, they shut the doors, 
they smoked a few cigars, probably ate 
a few steaks, and said: We are going to 
make this into a political football. And 
that is exactly what they did. They in- 
serted partisan politics into a solution. 
Right now we have no bill passed that 
deals with the Zika crisis, and it is a 
health crisis in this country. 

But that is not the only one. When I 
go back to Montana, whose population 
is fully 10 percent veterans, they talk 
about the needs of veterans. We have a 
bill, under the leadership of DICK 
BLUMENTHAL and JOHNNY ISAKSON, that 
takes care of our veterans. It helps fix 
the veterans’ problems in this country. 
It helps fix leadership vacancies. It 
helps fix the shortage of doctors. It 
helps veterans get access to the VA. It 
passed out of committee unanimously. 
It is called the Veterans First Act. It 
passed out of committee last May, 125 
days ago. The Senate will not take the 
bill up. It is a step in the right direc- 
tion to take care of our veterans, yet 
we will not take it up because we have 
to go home. 

My colleague from Missouri showed 
us the map. People would think Con- 
gress would do their job on behalf of 
veterans, but they would be wrong. 

Then we have the Supreme Court. 
The Constitution—which people in this 
body cite a lot, and should—is very 
clear that the Senate has a duty to ad- 
vise and consent to the President’s Su- 
preme Court nominees. I just heard the 
Republican leader the other day say 
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that there will be no Supreme Court 
nominee taken up this year. That is 
great. Now the Supreme Court is just 
as dysfunctional as Congress. We see it 
with the decisions that come out on 
tally votes. Don’t even give Judge Gar- 
land a meeting, much less a hearing. 

I think the American people deserve 
better. They need an opportunity to 
see the nominee in action. My col- 
leagues here in the Senate sit on their 
hands. It will be probably 15 months 
before the Supreme Court gets another 
nominee, and maybe not then either, 
because who knows what kind of antics 
are in store. 

And there is more. We have not only 
Zika, the VA, and the Supreme Court 
but also the appropriations bills. In- 
stead, we are going to pass a short- 
term resolution. 

We have campaign finance. It is ex- 
pected that more than $1.4 billion will 
be spent in this Presidential race. Con- 
gress has done nothing to ensure that 
ideas and voters, not money, decide 
elections. We need campaign finance 
reform. Everybody in this body knows 
it. But, instead, we continue to ignore 
the problem that faces this country 
with campaign finance. 

Wildfire disaster funding: The way we 
fight wildfires is broken. If you live in 
the West, you know that. We are not 
going to deal with that. 

We need to permanently fund and re- 
authorize the Land and Water Con- 
servation Fund. No, it is not going to 
happen. 

We have the Restoring Rural 
Residencies Act that takes care of the 
doctor shortages we have in this coun- 
try. No, it is not going to happen. We 
don’t have time. We do have time; we 
just choose not to tackle any of these 
issues. 

Year-round Pell grants: We have stu- 
dents who are coming out of college 
with a mountain of debt. We are not 
going to deal with that. 

We have a bill to give regulatory re- 
lief to community banks and credit 
unions. We are not going to debate that 
on the floor. No, it is not going to hap- 
pen. 

We have the Secure Rural Schools 
initiative and Payment in Lieu of 
Taxes. Both need our attention. Earlier 
this year, Senator CRAPO and I called 
on leadership to find a path forward so 
these counties can have some cer- 
tainty. Neither is going to happen. 

Over the past few years we have seen 
our national security compromised 
with faulty background checks. We 
have a solution. We produced legisla- 
tion that will help prevent inside at- 
tacks. It is not going to happen. Do you 
notice a pattern? Well, the whole coun- 
try is waiting. We are waiting for Con- 
gress to do their job. 

I just turned 60 years old on August 
21. In my lifetime, we have never 
worked less days in the Senate than we 
have this year. It is unbelievable. We 
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are leaving everyday Americans hung 
out to dry. We are leaving without 
doing our job. We are leaving because 
of the next election, and this is crimi- 
nal. 

There are solutions. This is supposed 
to be the greatest deliberative body in 
the world. The only problem is that we 
are not in session to deliberate. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Connecticut. 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. President, there is 
an explanation for why we have worked 
the shortest number of days in the last 
60 years. Everything must be fine. Ev- 
erybody must be just great. Everybody 
must be working. Everybody must be 
able to afford college. The streets have 
to be safe. That would be a good reason 
not to work, if everything was just 
going great for the people of this coun- 
try. But it is not. In poll after poll, 
people tell us that they are not happy 
with the direction of this country. Con- 
versation after conversation we have 
with our constituents—as I did during 
our very, very long summer break— 
educates us as to the simple reality 
that people are struggling more today 
than ever before. People, families, and 
businesses are hurting out there. There 
are massive problems in this country, 
as Senator TESTER said, many of which 
have bipartisan solutions, and still we 
are not working. If everything were 
great, if there were no problems to be 
solved, then maybe that schedule 
would make sense. But that is not what 
people think in this country. They 
know the system is rigged against 
them. They know their lives can be 
better, and they are furious, as Senator 
MCCASKILL pointed out, when they see 
that we are not even trying, that we 
are not even attempting to solve their 
problems because Republicans would 
rather be home than be working here 
in Washington. 

Ask the family of Stef’an Strawder if 
everything is OK. Stef’an was one of 
the best basketball players in the State 
of Florida. He was a star basketball 
player on his high school team. His 
coach said everybody wanted to be like 
Stef. His 19-year-old sister said no mat- 
ter where he went, everyone invited 
him into their home as if he was their 
own. Everybody loved him. 

Stefan was killed this summer, while 
we were on break, in another mass 
shooting. This time it was in Florida at 
a teen party, when a bunch of kids left 
a teen party and kids from 12 years old 
to 17 years old were shot. Seventeen 
kids were shot. Stef’an lost his life. 

How about the 13 people who were 
shot in Bridgeport, CT, at the end of 
August? You haven’t even heard about 
this. Thirteen people were shot at a 
party. None of them were killed, but 13 
people’s lives are permanently altered 
because of that mass shooting. 

How about what happened this sum- 
mer in Chicago? Four hundred people 
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were shot in Chicago in the month of 
August alone. Think about that. That 
is the worst month of shootings in Chi- 
cago’s history in the last two decades. 
People lost their lives. People like 
Arshell Dennis, who was coming home 
to surprise his mom on her birthday 
before he went back to take up his jun- 
ior year at St. John’s University, 
where he was majoring in journalism. 
He was shot while he was sitting on his 
front porch with a friend. He was a 
member of Upward Bound, a college 
prep program. He spent the previous 
summer as an ambassador mentoring 
other students. He wanted to help kids, 
he said, because ‘‘a lot of people where 
I’m from don’t make it out.” 

There were 4,000 people killed in this 
country by guns while we were gone for 
the longest break in recent memory. 
There were 400 killed in 1 month in 
Chicago. 

Here is what makes me so mad. I get 
it that this year we are not going to 
pass a bill increasing background 
checks or stopping terrorists from get- 
ting guns. We seem to have hit an end 
point there, but I listen to my Repub- 
lican colleagues tell me all the time 
that the real problem, when it comes 
to gun violence, is mental health. I 
don’t actually agree that this is the 
panacea for what ails this country 
when it comes to gun violence, but if 
we want to work on mental health, 
then we can. We have a bipartisan, 
comprehensive mental health bill that, 
like the veterans bill that Senator 
TESTER referenced, passed through the 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pen- 
sions Committee unanimously. Con- 
servative Republicans and progressive 
Democrats supported it. It passed the 
House of Representatives and is sitting 
pending on the floor of the Senate. 
What we are told is that we can’t do a 
mental health reform bill not because 
we don’t have consensus but because 
we don’t have time—bull. We have 
time. We had all of July and all of Au- 
gust. We can stay here through Sep- 
tember and October to pass a mental 
health reform bill that would probably 
pass unanimously in the Chamber and 
would bring new mental health re- 
sources to millions of people all across 
the country. 

I am not going to tell you that I 
think that is what will solve the epi- 
demic of mass shootings in this coun- 
try, but it is just one of many pieces of 
legislation that will make people’s 
lives better, that has broad bipartisan 
consensus, and that we aren’t doing 
simply because we aren’t working. 

I thank Senator MCCASKILL for put- 
ting the chart out, tweeting it out, and 
letting the American people know that, 
for all of the lecturing we got from Re- 
publicans when we were in charge 
about not passing a budget or not mov- 
ing forward on legislation that they 
supported, nothing is getting done 
right now simply because Republicans 
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have made a choice to stop doing their 
job. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire. 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I am 
joining with the others who are here on 
the floor today who have called on the 
majority leader of the Senate to stay 
here and to take action on matters of 
critical importance to the American 
people. 

On the first Monday in October, the 
Supreme Court will begin its new term, 
and it will do so with a vacancy that 
has remained unfilled for the last 6 
months. Regrettably, the President’s 
nominee to the Court, Judge Merrick 
Garland, has not even been given the 
courtesy of a nomination hearing. This 
is the first time in the history of this 
country—in the history of the coun- 
try—that the majority party in leader- 
ship has refused to have a hearing on a 
Supreme Court nominee. It is uncon- 
scionable. No wonder the people of 
America are frustrated with the Con- 
gress. 

Likewise, the Senate has failed to act 
with urgency to address the Zika out- 
break. I will have more to say about 
this shortly. 

First and foremost, I wanted to come 
to the floor today to discuss the Sen- 
ate’s failure to provide appropriate 
emergency funding to address the her- 
oin and opioid epidemic. This epidemic 
is raging in all 50 States. It is an un- 
controlled public health epidemic of 
the first order. In 2014, some 47,000 peo- 
ple in this country died from drug 
overdoses—far more than we lose in 
motor vehicle accidents. Yet despite 
the staggering death toll, the majority 
in the Senate has failed to pass legisla- 
tion to provide emergency funding to 
first responders, to treatment pro- 
viders, to law enforcement, and to 
those who are on the frontlines in this 
crisis. 

In July, Congress passed the Com- 
prehensive Addiction and Recovery 
Act, or CARA. It is a good bipartisan 
bill. It is a bill I cosponsored and I 
voted for. But as we all know here, if 
we are being honest with the public, 
CARA is an authorizing bill. It is not 
an appropriations bill. It doesn’t pro- 
vide one penny to fight the opioid epi- 
demic. Even if Congress approves the 
funding necessary for CARA, it will be 
about 2 years before New Hampshire 
and other States see that additional 
funding. 

In New Hampshire we have the high- 
est percentage of overdose deaths in 
the country. Everywhere I go in the 
State, I hear that what people need is 
the resources to address this crisis. 
That is why early this year I intro- 
duced an emergency funding bill to 
provide an additional $600 million for 
policing, prevention, treatment, and 
recovery. I offered this legislation as 
an amendment to the CARA bill, but it 
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was defeated with only five of our Re- 
publican colleagues voting for it. 
Again, this is unconscionable. Our Na- 
tion has addressed other public health 
crises with emergency funding bills far 
larger than the one proposed to address 
the heroin and opioid epidemic. 

Last year, about a year and a half 
ago, Congress passed nearly $5.4 billion 
in emergency funding to combat the 
Ebola outbreak in West Africa. The 
Ebola outbreak killed one person in 
America. He wasn’t an American. The 
heroin and opioid epidemic is killing 
more than 128 people every single day. 
We know that treatment is the only ef- 
fective answer to the opioid addiction 
and that people are being turned away 
from treatment due to lack of re- 
sources. Nationwide in 2013, nearly 9 
out of 10 people needing drug treat- 
ment didn’t receive it. It is the same 
story on the law enforcement side of 
the equation. There is a chronic lack of 
resources. 

Heroin traffickers expressly target 
rural States and counties where law 
enforcement is spread too thin and 
lacks resources to respond effectively— 
places such as northern New Hamp- 
shire and northern New England. My 
legislation would provide $200 million 
in emergency funding for the Edward 
Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance 
Grant Program, which is the flagship 
crimefighting program that has been 
cut year after year in a process that 
has been penny-wise and pound-foolish. 
It is budgeting at its very worst. 

Meanwhile, as Congress fails to act, 
as Senator MCCASKILL has shown so 
well, as we have not been here to work, 
the opioid epidemic is on the verge of 
expanding dramatically. 

Carfentanil is a synthetic opioid that 
is used to tranquilize elephants. It is 
now available on the streets and is 
blamed for a record surge in drug 
overdoses in the Midwest. Carfentanil 
is 100 times more potent than fentanyl. 
Fentanyl is an additive that we have 
seen turning up in New Hampshire and 
in so many other places that makes 
heroin 50 times more deadly. Until re- 
cently, Hamilton County, OH, had four 
or five overdoses a day. Now, because 
of carfentanil, the county is reporting 
20, 30, or sometimes even 50 overdoses a 
day, completely overwhelming first re- 
sponders. 

Some public health officials say that 
the United States has reached a disas- 
trous inflection point in the opioid epi- 
demic. Going forward, we may be see- 
ing more and more synthetic opioids in 
the market that are cheaper, more po- 
tent, more addictive, and even more 
deadly. This is just one more wake-up 
call. 

The hour is late, and as I travel 
across New Hampshire and talk to Sen- 
ate colleagues from across the country, 
again and again I hear about the lack 
of resources to marshal an effective, 
well-coordinated response. As the new 
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and more dangerous synthetic opioids 
hit the streets, the crisis is becoming 
exponentially worse, and Congress’s 
failure to act, the fact that we are, 
again, going home very soon means 
that more people will die before we 
take action. 

If Congress can spend billions to fight 
an Ebola outbreak in a distant con- 
tinent, surely we can allocate $600 mil- 
lion to combat a raging epidemic back 
home if we stayed here and if we 
worked together to get this done. 

I also want to raise the issue of the 
Zika outbreak, as my colleagues have— 
again, this is one more area—because, 
while the Senate has been out of ses- 
sion, while Congress has been out of 
session, while we have been at a stand- 
still, Zika has been on the move with 
tragic consequences. 

Local transmission of Zika is now 
taking place in the State of Florida. 
According to the latest data from the 
Centers for Disease Control and Pre- 
vention, more than 1,750 pregnant 
women in the United States and Puerto 
Rico have tested positive for the Zika 
virus, and that means their babies are 
at risk. We are not even sure exactly 
what all their babies might be at risk 
for because we are still trying to get 
the research to determine what all of 
the impacts of Zika are. 

We know microcephaly is one of the 
birth defects that results from the Zika 
virus. Since January, I have joined 
with other Senators in calling for a ro- 
bust response to the Zika outbreak be- 
cause we need Congress to act. In fact, 
the Senate did act. We acted before we 
went out in August with a bipartisan 
vote of 89 people, but then we saw the 
House— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Democrats’ time has expired. 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Now it is time to 
put politics aside and work together, to 
stay here and do what the American 
people need. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Tennessee. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I 
understand the Senator from North Da- 
kota would like 2 or 3 minutes to 
speak. I will be glad to yield to her. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from North Dakota. 

Ms. HEITKAMP. Mr. President, I 
thank my great friend the senior Sen- 
ator from Tennessee, always the 
statesman and always willing to en- 
gage in wonderful debate, a great Mem- 
ber of this body. 

I thank my colleague from Missouri 
for shining a bright light on this issue. 
The Senate work Calendar she dis- 
played is honestly breathtaking. In 
fact, we are on track to work the few- 
est number of days in 60 years. That 
doesn’t look like a work schedule any- 
one from North Dakota has—not that 
they would not want that but that they 
have. It should not be a work schedule 
for the important work that is being 
done in the Senate. 
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We are out more than we are in. We 
were elected to a job, but the Senate is 
refusing to do that job. In the mean- 
time, the opioid crisis, as my great 
friend the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire has outlined, is destroying fami- 
lies across this country and certainly 
in North Dakota. When I held discus- 
sions throughout my State, mothers 
and fathers who had lost children to 
this crisis pleaded for resources to save 
other families from losing their chil- 
dren. 

Their stories brought police chiefs to 
tears. One even watched his own son 
serve as a pallbearer for his 19-year-old 
best friend who had succumbed to ad- 
diction. Another man I spoke to be- 
came addicted after he dislocated his 
shoulder when he was just 14. Soon he 
began dislocating his own shoulder to 
obtain prescription drugs that washed 
away the pain of social situations. 

This Congress has failed to provide 
the funding we need to take on the 
opioid crisis. Now we are headed for the 
door. Senator MANCHIN, along with a 
number of us, has introduced a bill 
that would add just a small cost to pre- 
scription drugs, opioids that are pre- 
scribed—1 cent per milligram—and put 
it in a fund. 

Shockingly, 1 cent per milligram ac- 
tually raises over $1 billion. It tells you 
how rampant prescriptions for opioids 
are. So we need to have a debate on 
that bill. We can’t say we are con- 
cerned about the opioid crisis unless we 
come for resources to treat addiction 
and help our communities get well. I 
think my police chief in Fargo said it 
best. He can’t protect a community 
until he heals a community. We have a 
role in making that happen. 

Last month, I also met with 100 
North Dakota retirees who stand to 
lose as much as half of their pensions, 
sometimes more, after dedicating years 
of their lives to backbreaking labor, all 
to support a secure future for their 
family, and they saw it all disappear in 
the blink of an eye. That is why we 
have been calling on Congress to step 
in and come up with a bipartisan solu- 
tion to protect the workers and their 
families who paid into the Central 
States Pension Plan. 

While working to make the fund sol- 
vent across the country, nearly one- 
half million hard-working retirees face 
cuts through no fault of their own. As 
one retiree who drove a truck for 30 
years put it, “If you cut my pension 50 
percent, I am no longer in the middle 
class.” 

Are you going to kick 400,000 people 
out of the middle class? Is that what 
Congress is prepared to do, even when 
Members of this body have the power 
and actually the responsibility and 
duty to do something about it? We are 
headed for the exits, but American 
families are dealing with the heart- 
breaking loss of children, they have 
lost their savings that they worked 
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their entire lives to earn, lost their re- 
tirement security. 

The Senate—instead of dealing with 
these issues, we simply are not doing 
our job. What are Members of this Con- 
gress going to tell American families— 
dealing with tough decisions on how to 
move forward—when they return home 
for our recess? How are they going to 
look them in the eyes and explain the 
possibility of this scheduling getting 
truncated even more? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator’s time has expired. 

Ms. HEITKAMP. Instead of working 
until October 7, the majority is wrap- 
ping up in the next week. So I just ask 
that we stay here, that we do our job, 
that we restore the faith the American 
public has in our democracy, and that 
we are addressing the issues we are re- 
sponsible to address. 

I thank my friend from Tennessee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Tennessee. 


—— 


ZIKA VIRUS FUNDING 


Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I 
have been listening carefully to my 
friends on the other side of the aisle. 
Zika is truly an epidemic. It is terri- 
fying young families all across the 
country who are worried their babies 
might be born with a birth defect. We 
are working hard to fund the creation 
of a vaccine. The Centers for Disease 
Control and Prevention tells us that is 
likely to happen in the next year and a 
half. 

It takes a certain amount of cre- 
ativity for the Democratic Senators to 
come to the floor and complain about 
the Senate not doing our job on Zika 
funding when three separate times the 
majority leader and Republicans have 
offered $1.1 billion in funding for Zika, 
and the Democratic Senators have re- 
fused to allow a vote. 

Let me say that again. Republican 
Senators had offered $1.1 billion in 
funding for Zika early in the summer, 
at a time when mosquitoes were flying, 
and the Democratic Senators have 
said: No, you can’t even vote on it. 
This $1.1 billion, passed by the House, 
we are ready to vote on it here, and 
they have said no. 

Let’s be straight up about this. We 
regard it as an urgent problem. Three 
times we have brought it up. We are 
ready to vote again if that is what we 
need to do. 

(The remarks of Mr. ALEXANDER per- 
taining to the introduction of S. 3326 
are printed in today’s RECORD under 
“Statements on Introduced Bills and 
Joint Resolutions.” ) 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Delaware. 

Mr. CARPER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak, I suppose 
out of turn. I understand the Repub- 
licans, the majority, have control of 
the floor. I ask unanimous consent to 
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speak for 10 minutes, since there are no 
other majority Senators. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, 
through the Chair, may I ask a ques- 
tion, which would be that Republican 
minutes will be—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the 
Senator state his inquiry? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Re- 
publican minutes be preserved for Sen- 
ator THUNE. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the 
Senator from Delaware so modify his 
request? 

Mr. CARPER. I am not sure what the 
Senator from Tennessee is saying. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, fol- 
lowing the Senator from Delaware, I 
ask unanimous consent that whatever 
Republican minutes are remaining 
would be reserved for Senator THUNE. 

Mr. CARPER. That will be fine. I 
have absolutely no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I thank the Sen- 
ator from Delaware for his courtesy. 

Mr. CARPER. I thank the Senator 
from Tennessee. As he knows, I am a 
huge fan of his. I have been for a long 
time. I respect him as a colleague, I re- 
spected him as a Governor, and I re- 
spected him long before that when he 
was a principal aide to Howard Baker, 
who was one of the greatest Senators 
who served in this body in the last cen- 
tury. 

He and I agree on a lot. We work on 
a lot of things together, and it has been 
a source of real joy for me. 


u 
AFFORDABLE CARE ACT 


Mr. CARPER. Mr. President, I like to 
tell the story about a Senate Finance 
Committee hearing about 2 years ago 
when we had a bunch of very smart 
people who came in to talk to us about 
this: What are we going to do about re- 
ducing the deficit? 

We continue to reduce the deficit. We 
peaked out at $1.4 trillion about 6 or 7 
years ago. We are down to about $400 
billion now; it is still way to high. But 
the hearing was designed to ask: What 
are some things we can do to further 
reduce our budget deficit? 

One of our witnesses was a fellow 
who used to be Vice Chairman of the 
Federal Reserve, Alan Blinder. At the 
time he testified 2 years ago, he was 
back at Princeton teaching economics. 

As a witness before our committee on 
reducing Federal budgets, he said: The 
800-pound gorilla in the room on health 
care, on deficit reduction, is health 
care costs. That is what he said. That 
is the biggest one—Medicare, Medicaid, 
the VA system, and so forth. He said 
that is where the money lies; that is 
where we have to focus. 

When it came time to ask questions 
of our witnesses, I asked Dr. Blinder: 
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You mentioned that health care is the 
800-pound gorilla in the room on deficit 
reduction. What do you think we ought 
to do? 

He sat there for a while, he sat there 
for a while, and he sat there for a 
while. Finally, he said these words: I 
am not an expert on health care. I am 
not a health economist, but if I were in 
your shoes, here is what I would do. I 
would find what works and do more of 
that. 

That is all he said. 

I said: Do you mean to find out what 
doesn’t work and do less of that? 

He said: Yes. 

If you go back—oh, Lord, this is 2016. 
If you go back about 22 years in our 
Nation’s history, there was a big de- 
bate on Capitol Hill on an idea actually 
proposed and put forward by the First 
Lady of our country, Hillary Clinton. 
She proposed—not ObamaCare; she 
worked on something that was called 
HillaryCare. But the idea we had—like 
a lot of people in this country who 
were not covered by health insurance— 
millions, tens of millions of them—we 
spent way more money in America on 
health care costs than just about any 
other developed Nation. We didn’t get 
better results. 

Every President since Truman has 
basically said that we have to do some- 
thing about extending health care cov- 
erage to people who don’t have it and 
trying to make sure it is affordable. 
Nobody really came up with anything. 
So the First Lady of this country, of 
all people, said: Well, I am going to 
work on this. 

And she went to work on it. She 
came up with a proposal called 
HillaryCare. It was ultimately not 
adopted, but our Republican friends, as 
they should have, came up with an al- 
ternative to HillaryCare. 

One of the key components of their 
proposal was something that actually 
looks a lot like ObamaCare. What they 
came up with was this idea of creating 
health care exchanges or purchasing 
pools, large purchasing pools, that peo- 
ple who don’t have health care cov- 
erage could elect to join. 

As with thousands, maybe tens of 
thousands, even hundreds of thousands 
of people from their States, these 
State-by-State purchasing pools or ex- 
changes could provide the opportunity 
for people who don’t get health care 
coverage, are not part of a large pur- 
chasing pool, and don’t work for a big 
employer who provides health care cov- 
erage—they could derive the same ad- 
vantages as those who do have that 
kind of employment opportunity. That 
was the Republican alternative. 

At the end of the day, it didn’t go 
anywhere. But at the time I thought 
that was a good idea. 

I wasn’t here at that time. I was Gov- 
ernor of my State and very active in 
the National Governors Association. I 
said: I think these Republicans have a 
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good idea, creating these exchanges, 
these large purchasing pools, and 
maybe providing a tax credit from the 
Federal Government to buy down the 
cost of premium coverage. 

But neither idea ended up flying. 
HillaryCare ended up going away. The 
Republican alternative, which was a 
lot like ObamaCare today, was not en- 
acted. 

Fast forward to 2009, with a new 
President who wanted to finally do 
something about reining in health care 
costs, covering people who didn’t have 
coverage—tens of millions of people— 
and trying to figure out: How do we 
bring down not only the cost of health 
care, but how do we get better results? 

At the end of the day, a white paper 
was issued for those of us on the Fi- 
nance Committee to consider as we 
took up our debate in 2009. The way ne- 
gotiations ended up proceeding, in 
order to try to find a starting point, 
was to work from the white paper on 
health care reform but then have three 
Democrats and three Republicans who 
would join one another. These were 
senior members of our committee who 
were very good at finding the middle, 
very good at finding consensus. The 
idea was for them to try to negotiate 
an agreement, a bill. They tried not 
just for days, not just for weeks, but 
for months. 

I am a pretty bipartisan guy around 
here, but Iam not sure there was a real 
bipartisan intent to get to a com- 
promise. I would not cast aspersions, 
but I think there is probably a little 
more blame to lie on the other side of 
the aisle than on this one. 

As Democrats, we pretty much de- 
cided to put something together, and 
we took two good Republican ideas. 
One of those is these large purchasing 
pools, these exchanges. We said every 
State should have one and give the op- 
portunity for people to be part of a 
larger purchasing pool if they don’t 
have health care coverage—if they 
don’t work for an employer that pro- 
vides health care coverage—to get the 
advantage of buying health care cov- 
erage in bulk, if you will, and having a 
stronger negotiating position, more le- 
verage. 

That was the Republican idea. I 
thought it was a good idea in 1994, and, 
frankly, as a member of the Finance 
Committee, I thought it was a good 
idea in 1999. 

Another good Republican idea that 
was put forward at the time was the in- 
dividual mandate. That is not a Demo- 
cratic idea; that was an idea that came 
from Governor Romney in Massachu- 
setts, where they put in place their 
own RomneyCare plan, which has actu- 
ally worked pretty well. They have 
purchasing pools just as we do in 
States across the country—these ex- 
changes. But they also have something 
in place that is an individual mandate 
if somebody didn’t get coverage. They 
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want everybody in Massachusetts to be 
covered. But if they elected not to be 
covered, after 1 year or 2 years or 3 
years, people just said: I am not going 
to get coverage. I am young, I am in- 
vincible, and I don’t need health care 
coverage. I can’t afford it—even with 
the tax credit they received through 
RomneyCare. They said: You are going 
to have to pay a tax or a fee if you 
don’t get coverage, if you will not sign 
up. You can’t just get away with it. 
You are going to have to pay some- 
thing. 

The idea was to have an escalating 
fee so that eventually people would 
say: You know, it is one thing to be 
fined or taxed a $100 tax if I don’t sign 
up for health care coverage, but how 
about when it is $300, $500, $700, $800 a 
year? So eventually people signed up. 

In this country, as well, we have the 
exchanges, which actually were a gift 
from our Republican friends. I think it 
was a good idea then and now. 

We also have the individual mandate, 
which is gradually ramping up so that 
the young invincibles, the young peo- 
ple who are not getting health care 
coverage, will get coverage. AS more 
younger, healthier people join the pur- 
chasing pools, the idea will be that it 
will bring down the cost of health care 
coverage overall so it is not just the 
sick, the elderly, but it is a healthier 
group of people. 

That is sort of where we are today. 
The idea of pulling the plug on the Af- 
fordable Care Act or significant parts 
of it because a principal component of 
it—and that is the purchasing pools, 
these exchanges—is not working as ad- 
vertised would be a mistake. If it isn’t 
perfect, make it better. 

We had a chance in 2009 to negotiate 
a real bipartisan health care reform 
plan. Unfortunately, we didn’t do that. 
We are going to have a chance again in 
the early part of next year with a new 
President and a new Congress to again 
take up that which is flawed, which is 
imperfect, and that is the Affordable 
Care Act, to make it better—not to get 
rid of it, but to make it better. 

Senator ALEXANDER is a very wise 
and highly regarded colleague. He may 
have a very good idea. I just heard 
about it here on the fly today. But my 
hope is that Lamar and the rest of us 
who want to get things done, to do our 
job, will seriously take this challenge 
that is before us and take that original 
good Republican idea from 1994 on the 
exchanges, create purchasing pools, 
and make it better. We should take a 
look at the individual mandate that 
Governor Romney adopted in Massa- 
chusetts and see how that is working 
and look at other exchanges as well. 

The long-and-short story is that 
when we took up the Affordable Care 
Act in 2009, here is where we were as a 
country: We were spending 18 percent 
of GDP for health care costs. In Japan 
they spent 8 percent. We were spending 
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18 percent of GDP; they were spending 
8 percent. They were getting better re- 
sults, longer life, longevity, lower in- 
fant-mortality rates, and they covered 
everybody. They covered everybody in 
2009. 

Where were we? We were spending 18 
percent of our GDP. We didn’t cover— 
we had 40 million people going to bed 
at night without any health care cov- 
erage at all. One of the reasons the cost 
of coverage has gone pretty high right 
now for people in these new exchanges 
and purchasing pools is that a lot of 
the people who are signing up—not all 
of them, but a lot of them—haven’t had 
health care coverage for years. They 
have been sick, and they have just not 
had access to doctors or nurses, except 
for going to an emergency room doctor. 

This is not a time to just throw up 
our hands and walk away. This is a 
problem. This is a problem we can fix. 
I would say we can fix it by embracing 
what I call the three Cs: communicate, 
compromise, and collaborate. We need 
to embrace those when this Congress is 
over. 


a 


ZIKA VIRUS FUNDING 


Mr. CARPER. Let me just add a P.S. 
on Zika funding, which was discussed 
here earlier today. We had a bipartisan 
roundtable in the Homeland Security 
Committee on Zika funding not long 
ago. Two reasons we need to resolve 
this funding issue are, No. 1, that we 
would have money to continue develop- 
ment of a vaccine—that is the single 
most important thing—and, No. 2, to 
provide for contraception and family 
planning. Those are two of the most 
important things for us to do as we try 
to avoid this endemic. 

I thank my Republican friends for al- 
lowing me to speak on their time. 

With that, I yield the floor. 


EEE 
RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SUL- 


LIVAN). The majority leader is recog- 
nized. 


— 
EXTENSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 
Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 


ask unanimous consent that morning 
business be extended until 12 noon 


today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 


MEASURE PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR—S. 3318 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
understand there is a bill at the desk 
due a second reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the bill by title for 
the second time. 
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The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A bill (S. 3318) to amend the Consumer Fi- 
nancial Protection Act of 2010 to subject the 
Bureau of Consumer Financial Protection to 
the regular appropriations process, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. McCONNELL. In order to place 
the bill on the calendar under the pro- 
visions of rule XIV, I object to further 
proceedings. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion having been heard, the bill will be 
placed on the calendar. 


EEE 
OBAMACARE 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, let 
me start by stating the obvious: 
ObamaCare is a direct attack on the 
middle class. Premiums are shooting 
up by double digits, copays are spiking, 
and deductibles are skyrocketing. Co- 
ops are collapsing and insurers are 
withdrawing. 

We all know the statistics, and they 
are literally shocking. Yet they still do 
not truly capture the toll this partisan 
law is taking on America’s middle 
class, because behind every premium 
increase headline is a family budget 
stretched to its limits, and beyond 
every co-op collapse is an agonizing un- 
certainty about where a family will 
find insurance. This is what too often 
gets lost in the debate over 
ObamaCare, especially amongst our 
Democratic friends, perhaps because it 
helps them rationalize away the pain of 
this law. But this is not some theo- 
retical discussion; these are people’s 
lives this law is hurting. 

That is why I shared the story of a 
mom in Louisville who said her fam- 
ily’s health care costs would consume 
nearly a fifth of their budget this year. 
“T wish somebody would explain to us,”’ 
she wrote, ‘Show a hard working middle 
class family paying this much for 
health insurance became a loser under 
Obamacare.” 

That is why I shared the story of the 
Campbellsburg man who had just lost 
the health insurance he had had for 
many years. ‘‘Instead of something af- 
fordable,’’ he wrote, ‘‘I [now] face the 
possibility of struggling to purchase an 
Obama|[care] health plan that costs two 
to three times what I had been pay- 
ing.” 

That is why I shared the story of a 
small business man in Lexington who 
may have to end his decades-long prac- 
tice of providing insurance to his em- 
ployees at no cost thanks to, as he 
wrote, ‘‘the cynically named Affordable 
Care Act.” 

I shared stories from other States 
too. There is the New Jersey man with 
chronic health issues who lost access 
to his doctor the moment ObamaCare 
placed him on Medicaid. “You have a 
card saying you have health insur- 
ance,” he said, ‘but if no doctors take 
it, it’s almost like having one of those 
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fake IDs.” He reminded us that having 
health insurance under ObamaCare is 
not the same thing as actually having 
health coverage. 

There is a woman from Ohio who lost 
her plan after ObamaCare forced out 
her insurer. ‘‘They fine you if you don’t 
have insurance,” she said, ‘‘then they 
take your options away.” She put 
words to the frustration of literally 
millions. 

I explained how ObamaCare is chas- 
ing out insurers in States such as Ohio, 
Arizona, and Alabama, throwing thou- 
sands off their plans all over again. I 
explained how ObamaCare’s co-ops are 
failing in States such as New Hamp- 
shire, New Jersey, and Connecticut, 
massively disrupting coverage for 
thousands more. I explained how 
ObamaCare is shooting up premiums by 
almost unimaginable amounts in 
States such as Minnesota, Illinois, and 
Montana, forcing more Americans to 
make impossible financial decisions. 

I invite Democrats to recognize that 
ObamaCare’s human toll is evident 
from north to south, from east to west. 
That includes States such as Cali- 
fornia, where, according to what the 
Democratic leader told us yesterday, 
ObamaCare is supposedly ‘‘working 
wonderfully.” Really? Is it wonderful 
that premiums in California are set to 
spike by more than three times the av- 
erage of recent years? Is it wonderful 
that ObamaCare is causing huge, dou- 
ble-digit increases in the Golden State, 
while reducing access to doctors and 
hospitals at the same time? 

The Los Angeles Times quoted a left- 
wing activist summarizing the situa- 
tion this way. This is a leftwing activ- 
ist: ‘‘We’re paying more for less.” In- 
deed, before these massive increases 
had even been announced, polling 
showed Californians more concerned 
about the cost of health care than 
whether they even had insurance. Two 
thirds reported they worried ‘‘very 
much” about rising health costs, and a 
majority credited ObamaCare for caus- 
ing costs to go up ‘‘a lot” for average 
Americans. It is similar to what Amer- 
icans said nationwide when they cited 
health care as their biggest financial 
worry. That was ahead of wages, ahead 
of college costs, and even job loss— 
more concerned about health care. No 
wonder even some on the left have 
taken to calling ObamaCare the un-Af- 
fordable Care Act. 

What we are seeing with ObamaCare 
may be shocking, but it is not sur- 
prising because there are inevitable 
consequences to this partisan law—the 


partisan law littered with broken 
promises. Democrats said premiums 
would be lower. Remember that? 


Democrats said copays and deductibles 
would be affordable too. Obviously, 
that was wrong. Democrats said Ameri- 
cans could keep their health plans. Re- 
member that promise? Democrats said 
Americans could keep their doctors. Of 
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course, that wasn’t true. Democrats 
said ObamaCare wouldn’t touch Medi- 
care. Democrats said taxes wouldn’t in- 
crease on the middle class. Democrats 
said shopping for ObamaCare would be 
as simple as shopping for a TV on Ama- 
zon. Wrong, wrong, and wrong again. 

Democrats have broken one promise 
after the next on ObamaCare. But now, 
get this: They are asking Americans to 
trust them to fix—they want to fix the 
mess they created. They say they have 
the perfect solution too. It is more 
ObamaCare. Really. Seriously, I am 
not kidding. They actually think they 
can pull another fast one on the Amer- 
ican people. They are actually pushing 
government-run ObamaCare 2.0 as 
some kind of solution, and they are 
doing this with a straight face. So, 
look, we already know what we could 
expect from a Democratic-run Congress 
next year on ObamaCare: more broken 
promises, more stonewalling, more of 
the same. 

ObamaCare’s attack against the mid- 
dle class is a nationwide phenomenon. 
It is hurting the very people we were 
sent here to represent. The only way to 
deliver true relief for the middle class 
is to finally build a bridge away from 
ObamaCare. That is why we passed a 
bill to repeal this partisan law and sent 
it to the President—because the middle 
class deserves better than the pain of 
ObamaCare. 

I think even President Obama, if he 
is being honest with himself, should be 
able to recognize that as well. Here is 
what he himself said last month: ‘‘Too 
many Americans still strain to pay for 
their physician visits and prescrip- 
tions, cover their deductibles, or pay 
their monthly insurance bills; struggle 
to navigate a complex, sometimes be- 
wildering system; and remain unin- 
sured.” That is from the President 
himself. That is not the description of 
a law that is working. It is time to 
leave this failed experiment in the past 
and move toward the real care that 
Americans deserve. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from South Dakota. 


EE 


FOREIGN POLICY 


Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, a FOX 
News poll released this month found 
that ‘‘a record-high 54 percent of Amer- 
ican voters feel the U.S. is less safe 
today than it was before 9/11.” Fifty- 
four percent of Americans think they 
are less safe than they were before 9/11. 

The article went on to say: 

Voters also think: A major terrorist attack 
is likely in the near future... . Last year’s 
U.S.-Iran agreement on Iran’s nuclear pro- 
gram made the U.S. less safe... . The $400 
million the U.S. paid Iran after American 
prisoners were released was ransom. bb 
Terrorism is one of the most important 
issues facing the country. 

Those are all quotes from the survey 
that was done where 54 percent of 
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Americans indicated they thought they 
were less safe today than they were be- 
fore 9/11. And it is not surprising that 
Americans are worried. 

When President Obama was elected, 
he was widely regarded as America’s 
next great foreign policy President. 
Here was a President who would re- 
store America’s standing in the world 
and calm the troubled waters of inter- 
national conflict. Confidence in his 
abilities was so high that he was 
awarded a Nobel Peace Prize before he 
had actually done anything to bring 
peace. 

But after 8 years of the Obama ad- 
ministration, the world is less, not 
more, safe. America’s standing in the 
world has been weakened, terrorism is 
spreading, the Middle East is more hos- 
tile and dangerous, Iran is counting 
pallets of ransom money and is in a 
better position to develop a nuclear 
weapon, and all too often, President 
Obama and Hillary Clinton’s foreign 
policies have been a contributing fac- 
tor. 

Take the rise of ISIS. When Presi- 
dent Obama came into office, he was 
determined to fulfill his campaign 
promise to withdraw U.S. troops from 
Iraq, and that is exactly what he and 
Secretary Clinton proceeded to do ona 
timetable that he announced to our en- 
emies. America’s hasty withdrawal left 
gaping holes in Iraq’s security, and be- 
fore too long, ISIS had stepped in to 
fill the void. By mid-2014, ISIS had 
made significant territorial gains in 
Iraq and neighboring Syria. 

Although ISIS has since lost terri- 
tory in both Syria and Iraq, it was able 
to establish a foothold from which to 
expand its global terror reach. The list 
of ISIS-linked attacks has grown very 
long—Nice in France, Istanbul, Brus- 
sels, Paris, Orlando, San Bernardino, 
and on and on and on. In the past 2 
months alone, ISIS has been linked to 
a suicide bombing at a Turkish wed- 
ding, a suicide bombing at a hospital in 
Pakistan, a suicide bombing in Yemen, 
and a gruesome attack at a church in 
northern France. ISIS has also been 
linked to an attack on police officers 
in Belgium, a music festival bombing 
in Germany, and another railway at- 
tack there. And that is just in the past 
2 months. Yet, despite this ever-grow- 
ing stream of attacks, the President 
has never seemed to understand the 
depth of the threat. 

While U.S. efforts have succeeded in 
reclaiming some territory from ISIS, 
the group’s terrorist activities con- 
tinue unabated and its international 
profile is increasing. Its communica- 
tions have grown especially sophisti- 
cated, making intercepting and decod- 
ing ISIS’s messages and tracking its 
recruitment efforts increasingly dif- 
ficult. 

In June the President’s own CIA Di- 
rector told Congress, ‘‘Our efforts have 
not reduced the group’s terrorism capa- 
bility and global reach.” That was 
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from the President’s own CIA Director. 
Yet, just days before the CIA Director’s 
testimony, the President claimed we 
were ‘‘making significant progress” 
against ISIS. As long as ISIS’s global 
terrorism capability remains un- 
checked, we are not making significant 
progress. 

Unfortunately, President Obama’s 
foreign policy failures are not confined 
to his halfhearted campaign against 
ISIS. Take the President’s nuclear 
agreement with Iran. This agreement 
was supposed to protect our Nation and 
the world from the threat of a nuclear- 
armed Iran. The actual deal that 
emerged, however, doesn’t even come 
close to that goal. Even if Iran com- 
plies with all aspects of the deal, which 
doesn’t seem likely, it will not stop 
Iran from acquiring a nuclear weapon. 
In fact, the deal will actually make it 
easier for Iran to acquire advanced nu- 
clear weapons down the road. On top of 
this, recent reports suggest that the 
United States and the other signatories 
to the deal have actually already al- 
lowed Iran to evade full compliance 
with some of the deal’s provisions. It is 
no surprise that even some of the deal’s 
supporters are getting worried. 

Iran has been in the news lately for 
other disturbing reasons as well. In Au- 
gust, news emerged that the Obama ad- 
ministration had delivered a $400 mil- 
lion cash payment to Iran on the same 
day four American hostages were freed. 
Furthermore, the administration had 
paid the money over the objections of 
Justice Department officials, who were 
concerned that the Iranians would re- 
gard it as a ransom payment. The ad- 
ministration, of course, strenuously de- 
nied that the payment was a ransom, 
but it is pretty hard to get away from 
the fact that there had been a de facto 
exchange of money for prisoners. Two 
weeks after news of the ransom broke, 
a State Department spokesman admit- 
ted that the administration had held 
the money until three American hos- 
tages had departed the country by 
plane. 

The President’s ransom payment to 
Iran is troubling for more than one rea- 
son. First, of course, tying the receipt 
of a large cash payment to the release 
of prisoners could easily encourage 
Iran to expand its hostage-taking. 
Since the ransom payment in January, 
Iran has continued to detain individ- 
uals on spurious grounds. In late Au- 
gust, the State Department warned 
U.S. citizens not to travel to Iran be- 
cause of the danger of being detained 
by the Iranian Government. 

So $400 million in cash in the hands 
of the Iranians is a disturbing prospect. 
Iran is the world’s leading state spon- 
sor of terrorism and has a finger in 
many of the world’s worst conflicts, 
particularly in the Middle East. There 
is a good chance that at least a chunk 
of that $400 million will go to funding 
Iran’s illicit activities, from support 
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for Syrian dictator Bashar al-Assad to 
funds for terrorist organizations like 
Hezbollah. 

On top of all of this, there is the fact 
that every time Iran gets the better 
end of a bargain, it feels even more free 
to act aggressively. Recently, Iranian 
fast boats have been harassing U.S. 
Navy ships, and warning shots have 
been fired. It is not a stretch to think 
that this aggression and _ boldness 
springs from the administration’s posi- 
tion of weakness when it comes to 
Iran. 

Teddy Roosevelt used to say: ‘‘Speak 
softly and carry a big stick.’’ President 
Obama’s foreign policy has reversed 
that. The President talks a big game, 
but he has no follow-through. To our 
adversaries, his statements have be- 
come no more than empty threats. 

Take Syria. The President drew a 
redline 4 years ago. If Syrian President 
Bashar al-Assad used chemical weapons 
against his own people, the United 
States would respond. Well, Assad used 
chemical weapons, and the United 
States did nothing. It should shock no 
one that a recent U.N. investigation 
found that Assad has continued to use 
chemical weapons against his citizens. 
After more than 4 years of inaction 
from our President and 5 years of civil 
war, Syrian cities lie in ruins, millions 
are displaced, and tens of thousands— 
literally, tens of thousands—have been 
slaughtered. The world’s eyes are now 
on the tenuous ceasefire in hopes that 
it may lead to peace talks and permit 
humanitarian aid to reach those most 
in need. But we must ask how we got 
here and what lessons can be learned. 

The consequence of empty threats is 
bolder and stronger enemies. When the 
United States fails to follow through, 
we send a message that the United 
States can be ignored at will. We can 
see the results in chemical attacks on 
civilians in Syria, in the belligerent 
acts of the Iranian Navy, in a defiant 
North Korea testing nuclear bombs, in 
China boldly asserting territorial 
claims and building up reefs in dis- 
puted waters, and in Russia annexing 
Crimea and flexing military and polit- 
ical influence in Ukraine. 

In 2008, then-candidate Obama spoke 
of the need for ‘‘tough, direct diplo- 
macy, where the President of the 
United States isn’t afraid to let any 
petty dictator know where America 
stands and what we stand for.” That is 
a direct quote from the President back 
when he was running for President. 
Well, Presidential candidate Obama 
was right. That is the kind of diplo- 
macy that we need. But, unfortunately, 
it has never been the kind of diplomacy 
actually displayed by President 
Obama. 

In that same speech, then-candidate 
Obama spoke of the need for ‘‘the cour- 
age and the conviction to lead the free 
world.” Well, that is something that 
we need even more today, after 8 years 
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of an administration that has fre- 
quently lacked the conviction to lead 
at all. 

Senate Republicans will continue to 
do what we can in Congress to restore 
America’s leadership and to strengthen 
our country’s security. This includes 
working to advance the essential Na- 
tional Defense Authorization Act and 
Defense appropriations measures—the 
latter of which have been blocked re- 
peatedly in this Chamber by Demo- 
crats. 

I hope my colleagues across the aisle 
will work with us. Our Nation is al- 
ready in a more dangerous position 
today, thanks to the foreign policy 
failures of the Obama administration. 
If we don’t start getting our foreign 
policy right, the consequences could 
haunt us for generations. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent to speak for up 
to 15 minutes in morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


et e 
CLIMATE CHANGE 


Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
am here for the 146th time to wake this 
Chamber up to the consequence of cli- 
mate change. The leading edge of con- 
sequence is already upon us, and it is 
threatening the people and economies 
of all 50 States. Because of the dark in- 
fluence of the fossil fuel industry, we 
can’t have an honest, bipartisan con- 
versation here in the Senate about cli- 
mate change. So I travel. I have been 
to 13 States. 

Last month, I visited Utah and met 
with local business, policy, and science 
leaders to learn more about the effects 
of climate change in Utah. Coastal 
Rhode Island and landlocked Utah may 
seem worlds apart, but we share a com- 
mon future under climate change, and 
both Utahns and Rhode Islanders share 
a deep connection to our home State’s 
natural environment. 

Generations of Rhode Islanders have 
been drawn to Narragansett Bay and 
our coasts, and it is not just for love 
and beauty. In 2013, Rhode Island’s 
ocean economy generated $2.1 billion 
and supported more than 41,000 Rhode 
Island jobs. The Presiding Officer from 
Alaska can appreciate the importance 
of an ocean’s economy. 

Narragansett Bay comes alive in the 
summer’s warmth. But it is mostly fro- 
zen water that brings people to the 
mountains of Utah. With what they 
call the “greatest snow on Earth,” win- 
ter blesses Utah. During the last ski 
season, nearly 44% million skiers and 
snowboarders visited the State, gener- 
ating over $1.3 billion in spending. Ac- 
cording to the Utah Office of Tourism 
and the University of Utah, almost 1 in 
10 jobs in Utah is in tourism. Well, 
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whether it is ski boots or boat shoes, 
there is no question that significant 
portions of both Utah’s and Rhode Is- 
land’s economies are tangled in the 
consequences of climate change. 

Rhode Island has already seen winter 
surface temperatures in Narragansett 
Bay increase by about 4 degrees Fahr- 
enheit since the 1960s, and the sea level 
at the Newport Naval Station tide 
gauge is up almost 10 inches since the 
1930s. We are seeing more flooding and 
erosion along our coast, threatening 
our shoreside businesses and homes. 
Fish stocks are shifting in search of 
cooler waters, upsetting the ecological 
balance of Narragansett Bay and en- 
dangering Rhode Island’s traditional 
fisheries. 

Out in Utah, there is not much salt- 
water fishing going on, but they have 
their own issues. According to the En- 
vironmental Protection Agency, aver- 
age temperatures have already risen 
two full degrees Fahrenheit there over 
the past 100 years. During my visit in 
early August, the National Weather 
Service reported that for the first time 
in the 144 years that they had been 
measuring, Salt Lake City had five 
nights in a row with low temperatures 
over 78 degrees and 21 straight days 
with high temperatures over 95 de- 
grees. Heat waves can have public 
health consequences, especially for the 
young and the elderly, but this warm- 
ing also has serious implications for 
Utah’s fabled ski industry. 

I visited with Ski Utah and with pro- 
fessional skiers from the group Protect 
Our Winters, folks who make their liv- 
ing out on the slopes. They spoke 
about the shortened winter seasons and 
depleting snowpack. Snowy 
Thanksgivings have historically 
kicked off the resorts’ winter season, 
but Utah is seeing more and more 
weeks of rain. Resorts are forced to 
make snow, but manmade snow can’t 
match nature’s ‘‘greatest snow on 
Earth.” 

In his book “Secrets of the Greatest 
Snow on Earth,” Dr. Jim Steenburgh of 
the University of Utah summarizes 
how Utah meteorologists Leigh 
Sturges and John Horel foresee snow 
versus rain at major Utah ski resorts 
under different climate change sce- 
narios. Steenburgh writes: 

For a temperature rise of 1 [degree centi- 
grade] (about 1.8 [degrees Fahrenheit]), 
about 10 percent of the precipitation that 
currently falls as snow would instead fall as 
rain at 7,000 feet (roughly the base elevation 
of Canyons, Park City, and Deer Valley). 

At 9,500 feet (midmountain at Snowbird 
and Alta and upper mountain at Canyons, 
Park City, and Deer Valley), however, it’s 
only 3 percent. 

The numbers get worse, however, with 
greater warming. For a 4 [degree centigrade] 
temperature increase (about 7.2 [degrees 
Fahrenheit]), about 40 percent of the precipi- 
tation that currently falls as snow would in- 
stead fall as rain at 7,000 feet. At 9,500 feet, 
it’s about 20 percent. 

This troubling future led Ski Utah’s 
14 resorts to get together and send a 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


letter last year to Utah Governor Gary 
Herbert, asking the State to take ac- 
tion on climate change by imple- 
menting the EPA’s Clean Power Plan. 

Diminishing snowpack in these 
mountains is not only troubling for the 
ski and snowboard industry; it also 
jeopardizes Utah’s water supply. 
Roughly 70 percent of Salt Lake City’s 
drinking water comes from snowpack 
melt in the spring and summer. 
Snowpack is Utah’s natural reservoir. 

Utah is the second driest State in the 
union, but it has one of the highest av- 
erage per capita rates of water usage. 
And Utah’s population is growing as 
well, expected to double by 2050 to 
around 6 million souls. 

Agriculture is the largest consumer 
of freshwater in the State. Over 80 per- 
cent of Utah water goes to farmers and 
ranchers. Abbreviated winters mean 
less snowfall, which means less 
snowpack, which means less water for 
Utah’s rivers, lakes, and farms in the 
summer months. 

With increasingly hot, dry summers, 
Utah is primed for drought. According 
to the U.S. Drought Portal, as of Au- 
gust 30, over half the State was experi- 
encing ‘‘abnormally dry’’ conditions. 
Around 5 percent of the State was in 
‘moderate drought.” As recently as 
the summer of 2012, Utah had seen up- 
wards of 30 percent of the State in ‘‘ex- 
treme drought.” USDA’s Natural Re- 
sources Conservation Service says 
Utah’s traditional reservoirs were at 
just 47 percent of capacity in August, 
down from only 51 percent of capacity 
at the same time last year. 

I saw firsthand the consequences of 
Utah’s water problem during my visit 
to the Great Salt Lake. I joined the 
Nature Conservancy at the Great Salt 
Lake Shorelands Preserve. We walked 
out on wooden walkways over the 
marshes, but there was no need. The 
ground below was bone dry. The pre- 
serve is an important stopover for sev- 
eral million migratory shorebirds, ac- 
cording to the U.S. Geological Survey. 

Now, this is perhaps a small thing, 
but there is a beautiful bird called Wil- 
son’s phalarope that flies a 3,000-mile 
migration from the Patagonian low- 
lands in South America. Around a 
third of the world’s population comes 
to the Great Salt Lake. Its migration 
of more than 3,000 miles is just one 
more of God’s natural miracles. 

Researchers from Utah State Univer- 
sity, Salt Lake Community College, 
and the Utah Divisions of Wildlife Re- 
sources and Water Resources found 
that the lake’s volume has fallen by 
nearly half since the first pioneers 
reached its shores in 1847. The lake’s 
surface has dropped 11 feet. This has 
left roughly half of the former 
lakebed—marked here in white—now 
dry, and it has driven up the remaining 
lake area’s salinity and its concentra- 
tion of chemical contaminants. The 
disappearing lake means less habitat 
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for birds like the Wilson phalarope and 
for the brine shrimp and the other lake 
critters that they hunt. 

The exposed lake bed contains con- 
taminants of Utah’s and this lake’s in- 
dustrial past. The dust containing 
those contaminants now compromises 
air quality in Salt Lake City, whipped 
up from the old lake bed. It also affects 
the other cities along Utah’s Wasatch 
Front. I met with Utah Moms for Clean 
Air, who describe the poor air quality 
in some of the State’s largest cities. 
Given its topography, this region is 
prone to ground-level ozone in the sum- 
mer and inversions in the winter. In- 
versions are layers of air which trap 
particulate matter in the valley. These 
contaminants can cause respiratory 
and cardiovascular problems, particu- 
larly in children. Due to that, Salt 
Lake County gets an F from the Amer- 
ican Lung Association for both ozone 
and particulates. The State as a whole 
didn’t do much better, averaging an F 
for ozone and D for particulate matter. 
World-class athletes can’t train in that 
air and world-beating companies don’t 
want to move employees into that air 
so Utah takes this seriously, and Utah- 
ans are taking action. 

Utah gets a lot of sunshine, and Utah 
is a leader in solar energy. I met with 
some of Utah’s clean energy leaders at 
the Real Salt Lake Major League Soc- 
cer stadium, where one of Utah’s larg- 
est solar panel arrays provides more 
than 70 percent of that facility’s en- 
ergy needs. Auric Solar, the Utah com- 
pany that installed the solar panels, 
has averaged more than 170 percent an- 
nual growth since 2010. sPower, another 
solar company headquartered in Salt 
Lake City, told me their various 
projects are installing in total around 3 
megawatts of solar generation every 
day. 

On July 13, Salt Lake City mayor 
Jackie Biskupski signed a joint resolu- 
tion with her city council, pledging to 
transition the city to 100 percent re- 
newable energy sources by 2032 and to 
reduce carbon emissions 80 percent by 
2040. That is in Utah. 

I also stopped in Park City, UT. Park 
City has its own goal of reducing 
greenhouse gas emissions to 15 percent 
below 2005 levels by 2020 through a 
combination of increased access to re- 
newable energy, efficiency incentives 
for homeowners, and expanded recy- 
cling. Park City is often seen as an af- 
fluent resort, but one-quarter of its 
residents live below the poverty line. 
Outside of Park City, the rest of Sum- 
mit County is mostly rural. It was the 
county and city governments that 
partnered, along with local power pro- 
viders, to form the Summit Commu- 
nity Power Works, an effort to encour- 
age energy efficiency improvement 
along all economic levels in the coun- 
ty. 

It is working. They have done things 
such as retrofit the town’s affordable 
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housing units with LED lightbulbs, 
taking impressive steps to increase ef- 
ficiency and reduce carbon footprints. 
They don’t have the ability locally to 
change zoning laws or building codes. 
In Utah that is all controlled by the 
State. Offering just the economic bene- 
fits of efficiency and limited financial 
incentives, they are already seeing in- 
spiring results. 

I left Utah optimistic. State cli- 
matologist Dr. Rob Gillies and the 
other climate scientists I met with 
from the University of Utah, Utah 
State University, and Brigham Young 
University are eager to see their re- 
search on climate change reflected in 
their State’s clean energy goals. In all 
of my meetings and tours, I was struck 
by the industriousness and self-reliance 
demonstrated by Utah’s climate and 
clean energy leaders. They are deter- 
mined to stave off climate change and 
provide a healthy future for their chil- 
dren and grandchildren. 

We in Congress owe it to them and to 
Americans in every State working to 
preserve a healthy climate to be every 
bit as serious as they are about the 
science and just as committed as they 
are to tackling the greatest environ- 
mental challenge of our lifetime. It 
may mean telling the fossil fuel indus- 
try to shove off. They have far too 
much control of this body. I will tell 
you this. If the Earth’s greatest democ- 
racy can’t handle one greedy special in- 
terest, even if it is the world’s biggest 
greedy special interest, then we will 
deserve and earn our fate. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma- 
jority whip. 


a 


FOREIGN POLICY AND THE JUS- 
TICE AGAINST SPONSORS OF 
TERRORISM ACT 


Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, it is al- 
ways good to hear our friend and col- 
league Senator WHITEHOUSE and see his 
chart. I know he has given that speech 
or something like it many times, and I 
am tempted to respond to some of the 
things he said, but I will not because 
there is something else I want to talk 
about. 

Yesterday I came to the floor to talk 
about President Obama’s domestic pol- 
icy legacy, and the No. 1 attribute of 
that is ObamaCare and how ObamaCare 
failed to deliver on the promises the 
President and the people who sup- 
ported it made in terms of bringing 
down costs, making care available, not 
disrupting people with coverage they 
already had and liked. 

The verdict is in on ObamaCare. The 
costs are up, access to care is down, 
and I have talked about the huge pre- 
mium increases my constituents in 
Texas are going to experience because 
the masters of the universe who 
dreamed this up simply did not reflect 
reality or anticipate unintended con- 
sequences of their actions. 
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Today I would like to talk a little bit 
about President Obama’s foreign policy 
and national security legacy. After al- 
most 8 years of this administration, 
the main takeaway is, the world is 
more dangerous and the world is less 
stable than it was when President 
Obama took office 8 years ago. As the 
Director of National Intelligence, 
James Clapper, has pointed out, the 
array of threats confronting us and 
threatening our national security has 
never been greater—at least, he said, in 
his 50 years in the intelligence commu- 
nity. 

Last month, I had a chance once 
again to visit Afghanistan and Iraq. I 
wanted to go back and get up to speed 
on exactly what the conditions were, 
the challenges we were facing there, 
and meet with our military leaders as 
well as constituents from Texas. I had 
a chance to also visit with a number of 
foreign leaders and of course discuss 
our ongoing efforts to combat ter- 
rorism and help those countries 
achieve some sort of stability. Obvi- 
ously, the biggest focus right now is 
ISIS. The Islamic State is known in 
Arabic, I am told, as Daesh, which is 
more of a pejorative connotation. Peo- 
ple resist the Islamic State because 
they say it is not a state, and indeed 
what I learned in Mosul and Raqqa, ef- 
forts are underway to basically destroy 
what ISIS now claims is its burgeoning 
caliphate. 

The good news is we have some of the 
best and brightest patriots in the world 
working in very difficult places to ad- 
vance our interests. The bad news is, 
they are not getting the strategic guid- 
ance and leadership we need from the 
White House. Because of that, success 
in the region is limited. Because our 
goals appear to be not actually dis- 
rupting and destroying the threat of Is- 
lamic radicalism, manifest in the name 
of ISIS or Al Qaeda, it appears to be 
more of a containment approach—let’s 
do the best we can to contain it but let 
the next President and the next Con- 
gress worry about it. 

We just completed a major offensive 
against ISIS in Afghanistan, but the 
Taliban and its ally, the Haqqani Net- 
work, are kidnapping Americans and 
overrunning regional outposts that had 
been held by the Afghans. One of the 
biggest problems in Afghanistan, I was 
reminded once again, is the fact that 
we have an unreliable partner in Paki- 
stan because what happens is many of 
the Taliban come from Pakistan, where 
they have safe haven, and they come 
over into Afghanistan and attack Af- 
ghan security forces and the police and 
then they go back to this protective 
hideout in Pakistan. 

We know ISIS still holds large 
swaths of territory in Syria and Iraq. If 
you look at a map, you actually see a 
line between Syria and Iraq, but that 
border has essentially been obliterated. 
We know ISIS continues to export its 
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terrorist ideology to Europe and the 
West, where there have been spectac- 
ular and deadly attacks either insti- 
gated by or inspired by this dangerous 
ideology. 

The strategic and humanitarian cri- 
sis in Syria continues unabated, and it 
is beyond horrible. Now, because of our 
weakened strategic hand and dimin- 
ished credibility in the eyes of friend 
and foe alike, we have apparently been 
forced to rely on the Russians to nego- 
tiate a ceasefire. 

Last week, 4 years after President 
Obama promised that using a chemical 
weapon would constitute a redline that 
must not be crossed and that would re- 
sult in a firmer U.S. response, it was 
reported that the Syrian Government 
has once again carried out gas attacks, 
this time with chlorine. Many were 
wounded. Two civilians were killed, 
one including a 13-year-old girl. 

Obviously, the threats of redlines 
that must not be crossed because there 
were no consequences associated with 
crossing the redline, obviously Bashar 
al Assad feels he has impunity to do 
whatever he wants in order to main- 
tain power because he probably realizes 
the alternative to doing that is not 
very good for him. 

The line President Obama drew has 
now been repeatedly crossed by the 
murderous Assad regime. ISIS is still 
strong and the war criminal al Assad 
continues to use those chemical weap- 
ons against civilians. We also have seen 
that when we don’t do everything in 
our power to root out and extinguish a 
serious jihadist threat abroad—like the 
one posed by ISIS in Syria and Iraq— 
that threat can make its way to our 
shores through ISIS-inspired attacks 
right here, the most recent one being 
the Orlando shooter who killed 49 peo- 
ple and wounded many more, who 
claimed allegiance to the leader of 
ISIS, al-Baghdadi. 

That explains why, according to a re- 
cent poll, a majority of voters feel less 
safe today than they did before 9/11. 
Unfortunately, on national security 
issues, President Obama has spent 
most of his time cutting a deal with 
the foremost state sponsor of ter- 
rorism, Iran, and prioritized our rela- 
tionship with this enemy over long- 
standing allies like Israel and Gulf 
States. 

Now, I am afraid, those birds have 
come home to roost, and we are all 
paying a terrible price. Unfortunately, 
the families of the victims of the single 
biggest terrorist attack on American 
soil, September 11, 2001, are paying a 
price too. 

We will be hearing more about this, 
but recently the Senate and the House 
unanimously passed the Justice 
Against Sponsors of Terrorism Act. 
This is bipartisan legislation that 
passed the Senate by unanimous con- 
sent and passed with every single Mem- 
ber of the House of Representatives 
voting for it just last Friday. 
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To refresh everyone’s memory, this 
bill would provide victims of terrorism 
an avenue—really access—to justice to 
seek restitution from those who fund 
terrorist attacks on American soil. 

Some have said this is fighting ter- 
rorism by lawsuit. No, it is not. That is 
not the goal. The goal is simple justice 
for those injured and the families who 
lost loved ones as a result of the larg- 
est terrorist attack on American soil 
on 9/11/2001. 

President Obama, for some reason, 
has said he intends to veto the legisla- 
tion because he thinks it will somehow 
interfere with his U.S. diplomatic rela- 
tions with other countries. All this leg- 
islation does is amend a law that has 
been on the books since the late 1970s, 
the Foreign Sovereign Immunities Act. 
Over time, we have had a number of ex- 
ceptions carved out to this doctrine of 
sovereign immunities. All this does is 
give people an opportunity to make 
their case in court without being sum- 
marily thrown out based on the invoca- 
tion of this doctrine of sovereign im- 
munities. 

It is really inexplicable to me that 
the President would talk about vetoing 
this opportunity for the victims of 9/11 
and their families to be able to make 
their case in court, but if he does so, I 
hope he will do so quickly. We sent the 
legislation over to him on Monday, and 
I hope he does whatever he is going to 
do. I would love to have him sign the 
legislation into law, but if he decides 
to veto it, I hope he does it quickly so 
we can just as quickly vote to override 
that veto. There is no reason why we 
need to make these families wait any 
longer. 

It is worth noting that the Middle 
East isn’t the only region of the coun- 
try that is more unstable since Presi- 
dent Obama took office. Just over the 
weekend, it was reported that North 
Korea completed yet another nuclear 
test—its fifth. According to reports, 
the warhead that was detonated was 
about twice as large as what they test- 
ed in the beginning of the year in Janu- 
ary. 

President Obama called the test a 
threat and that is about all, giving lip- 
service to two of our strongest allies, 
Japan and South Korea, but with no 
visible or tangible commitment to do 
anything about it. He said our commit- 
ment to them was unshakeable, and so 
it is, but you couldn’t tell that by the 
reaction to this fifth nuclear test by 
North Korea. But just like our partners 
in the Middle East, not to mention Eu- 
rope, these two East Asian allies don’t 
have reason to put much faith in the 
Obama doctrine, whatever it is, be- 
cause unfortunately our timidity in 
supporting our friends and allies 
emboldens our adversaries, while caus- 
ing our friends and allies to wonder 
whether we will keep our commitments 
to them. 

North Korea has accelerated its mis- 
sile testing. It has already conducted 
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close to two dozen tests this year. 
Eventually, of course, the concern is 
that they will be able to mount nuclear 
warheads onto missiles that could not 
only hit our allies in the region but 
also the mainland United States at 
some point. 

Even as enemies of America attempt 
to grow their arsenal of weapons of 
mass destruction, this administration 
is reportedly considering handing a gift 
to North Korea and other rogue re- 
gimes by adopting a no first use policy 
on nuclear weapons. Why in the world 
would you tell your adversaries before- 
hand what your intentions would be? 
This weakens, of course, the effective- 
ness of our own nuclear deterrent in 
furtherance of a fantasy goal of a world 
without nuclear weapons. I wish that it 
could be true, but it is a fantasy. The 
loss of deterrence caused by an an- 
nouncement like that indeed creates an 
even more frightening and dangerous 
world. 

Throughout his time in the White 
House, President Obama has done next 
to nothing to counter the threat posed 
by North Korea, and that is dangerous. 

President Obama has just a few more 
months left in the Oval Office. At this 
point, it would be unrealistic to hope 
he uses the time to promote a solid for- 
eign policy and national security agen- 
da that reflects the best interest of the 
American people. Instead, we can only 
hope he does no further harm to our 
national security interests. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 
SASSE). The Senator from Iowa. 

Mrs. ERNST. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak in morn- 
ing business for up to 10 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 
FOREIGN POLICY 


Mrs. ERNST. Mr. President, this past 
weekend we bowed our heads in remem- 
brance of the nearly 3,000 lives we lost 
on September 11, 2001. The largest at- 
tack on U.S. soil since Pearl Harbor 
changed our lives drastically, but it did 
not impact America as our enemy had 
hoped. We did not falter. We bonded to- 
gether. We fought back. From places 
such as Sub-Saharan Africa, Afghani- 
stan, and the Philippines, U.S. troops 
operating under Operation Enduring 
Freedom showed those responsible for 
9/11 the true power of the United States 
of America. The plan to fight against 
Al Qaeda and its hosts was as clear as 
its name: ‘‘Global War on Terrorism.” 

Through strong American leadership, 
support from our allies, and working 
alongside local forces, the United 
States embedded itself in places where 
extremism had spread to deny ter- 
rorism a safe haven. From combat op- 
erations in Afghanistan to advising 
missions in the Caribbean, there has 
long been a global and comprehensive 
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plan for our response to 9/11. Since 
then, the global fight on terrorism has 
continued to become narrower under 
our current administration, despite the 
continued threat of Al Qaeda and the 
clear expansion of ISIS. Without clear 
leadership, we are failing to stop the 
spread of terrorism. 

Ignoring over a decade of lessons 
forged on the battlefield, this adminis- 
tration has not only failed to put to- 
gether a comprehensive plan to fight 
Islamic extremism in the Middle East, 
but they have also dismantled the glob- 
al effort and allowed groups to come 
back stronger in other regions of the 
world. This is especially true in South- 
east Asia, a nearly forgotten safe 
haven for terrorists determined to 
cause harm. Southeast Asia was used 
for the initial planning of the horrific 
attack carried out by Al Qaeda that we 
all bowed heads for in remembrance 
this past weekend. 

In 1994, Khalid Shaikh Mohammed 
used the Philippines as a safe haven to 
target the United States. Today, ISIS 
appears to be doing the very same 
thing. The warning signs in Southeast 
Asia are all too familiar to the ones we 
witnessed over a decade ago with Al 
Qaeda in that region. They used its 
Southeast Asia cells to organize and fi- 
nance its global network. This included 
planning and financing for 9/11 and the 
safe harbor of Al Qaeda operative 
Ramzi Yousef, who was convicted for 
organizing the 1993 World Trade Center 
bombing. 

Because of this, following the Sep- 
tember 11 attacks, U.S. Special Forces 
were deployed to the southern Phil- 
ippines in support of Operation Endur- 
ing Freedom. With an annual cost of 
less than one new F-35, the Joint Spe- 
cial Operations Task Force in the Phil- 
ippines partnered with local forces and 
trained, advised, and assisted our allies 
in the fight against Al Qaeda-linked 
groups. 

Up until the mission was officially 
ended under this administration, oper- 
ations and efforts to assist Philippine 
forces in dismantling terror networks 
were hailed as a success. The threat of 
terrorism from extremist groups in the 
Philippines, such as Abu Sayyaf, were 
largely reduced. But the success from 
U.S. support in the region has been 
short-lived. Just as we have been wit- 
nessing throughout the globe, pre- 
viously weak or splintered terrorist 
networks in Southeast Asia are band- 
ing together beneath the flag of ISIS. 
Yet the administration’s plans to de- 
feat ISIS have not changed and a com- 
prehensive global strategy still fails to 
be defined. 

We can not allow Southeast Asia to 
once again become a safe haven to tar- 
get America. While it is easy to dismiss 
the terrorist groups in the region as 
mere criminal gangs and disorganized 
rebels, the Philippines lost 44 of its spe- 
cial police in a single battle against 
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groups now linked to ISIS in Southeast 
Asia last year. In April, 18 Philippine 
soldiers were killed in a fight quickly 
claimed by ISIS. Then, in June, ISIS 
released a call for other fighters to join 
them after beheading a Canadian hos- 
tage. The video proudly displaying the 
black flag of ISIS states: “If you can’t 
get to Syria, join the mujahedeen in 
the Philippines.” It is truly alarming. 

Our efforts to counter ISIS in Asia 
can assist our broader goals of coun- 
tering a rising China and dealing with 
an unstable North Korea. 

Just before President Obama traveled 
on his final trip to Asia this month, I 
sent a letter urging him to discuss ef- 
forts for a new U.S. counterterrorism 
strategy in the region. Specifically, I 
asked President Obama to consider 
leveraging the five new bases recently 
announced for U.S. personnel in the 
Philippines to counter the rise of ISIS 
and to utilize our freedom of naviga- 
tion patrols in the South China Sea to 
provide support capabilities. Like 
many of our efforts under Operation 
Enduring Freedom, this should be a 
fight with the support of our allies. 

The use of U.S. Special Forces help- 
ing train the Filipino forces has a suc- 
cessful track record in the region, but 
it needs to be real support and real 
training—a commitment with Amer- 
ican leadership—or else it will never 
have the full support of our allies in 
Southeast Asia. They have witnessed 
our failure to appropriately support al- 
lies in the Middle East, like the Kurd- 
ish Peshmerga. We must correct this 
building perception of poor American 
leadership and weak support on the 
battlefield. We cannot allow ISIS to 
use Southeast Asia as Al Qaeda did to 
plan their next attack on U.S. soil. 

Shortly after I sent my letter to 
President Obama urging him to develop 
a strategy in Southeast Asia, ISIS 
claimed another attack, one that took 
the lives of 10 Filipino civilians. We 
cannot continue to downplay or ignore 
this part of the world when it comes to 
the threat of terrorism. 

I stand here today to renew my call 
for this administration to develop a 
comprehensive strategy to destroy the 
enemies abroad who wish to do Amer- 
ica harm and those who provide them 
with a safe haven. As the safe havens 
Al Qaeda used 15 years ago to target 
our homeland turned into a staging 
ground for ISIS, the need to support 
our allies and address this issue is far 
too clear. 

I thank the Presiding Officer. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from New Mexico. 


NOMINATION OF MERRICK 
GARLAND 


Mr. UDALL. Mr. President, this week 
marks a sad milestone for the U.S. 
Senate, a milestone of inaction, ob- 
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struction, and failure. This week 
marks 6 months since President Obama 
nominated Judge Merrick Garland to 
the Supreme Court. President Obama 
did his job and his constitutional duty, 
and Judge Garland should have been 
confirmed by now. He is eminently 
qualified. He is a dedicated public serv- 
ant and a respected judge. Instead, 
Judge Garland hasn’t received a hear- 
ing. Today marks 182 days since his 
nomination, and not even a hearing. In 
the last 40 years, the average time 
from nomination to confirmation has 
been 67 days for a Supreme Court nomi- 
nee no matter which party has con- 
trolled the White House and the Sen- 
ate. We have always done our job. We 
have always given a President’s nomi- 
nees a hearing and a vote as the Con- 
stitution requires. 

After my remarks, I will formally in- 
troduce a proposal to change the Sen- 
ate rules to require that any judicial 
nominee who has been pending for 
more than 180 days receive a vote. I do 
not take this decision lightly, but I 
fear that a line has been crossed. This 
level of obstruction will only get worse 
in the years to come. We should not 
ever be in this situation again. I urge 
all of my colleagues to consider this 
proposal fairly and without partisan 
interests. 

I had hoped that the Senate would 
act on Judge Garland’s nomination. I 
met with him in May. It was a good 
meeting. We talked about some areas 
of the law of particular importance to 
New Mexicans, including campaign fi- 
nance reform, tribal law, interstate 
water issues, and other topics. He is 
well-versed and well-informed, but he 
is not prejudging any issue. I really en- 
joyed the opportunity to get to know 
him better. He is an exceptional jurist 
who has dedicated his life to public 
service. He is a nominee who deserves 
our respect and a hearing and a vote. 

But for several months now, Repub- 
licans have argued that President 
Obama’s nominee shouldn’t get a vote, 
that this President shouldn’t get the 
same 4-year term as every other Presi- 
dent. They argue that it is better for 
the Supreme Court to have a vacancy 
for what is likely to be more than a 
year. This makes no sense. It is hurt- 
ing the Court and the American people. 
It leaves a highly qualified nominee in 
limbo. 

Judge Garland has more Federal judi- 
cial experience than any other Su- 
preme Court nominee in history. With 
many judges, that would be a prob- 
lem—too many controversial opinions 
or decisions overturned—but Judge 
Garland’s record is exceptional. He has 
spent nearly 20 years on the DC Cir- 
cuit, the court often referred to as the 
second most powerful in the country. 
He has participated in over 2,600 merit 
cases and 327 opinions. He has heard 
many controversial cases. Yet the Su- 
preme Court has never reversed one of 
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his written opinions. Judge Garland’s 
record demonstrates an incredible abil- 
ity to build consensus on a wide range 
of difficult subjects, and his opinions 
show that he decides cases based on the 
law and the facts. These are traits 
which will serve him well as a Supreme 
Court Justice and, more importantly, 
which will serve all plaintiffs and de- 
fendants who come before him. 

Judge Garland’s legal career before 
joining the bench is equally impres- 
sive. He was a Federal prosecutor and 
later served as a high-ranking Justice 
Department attorney. At Justice, he 
oversaw major investigations and pros- 
ecutions. He led the prosecution of the 
two Oklahoma City bombers and super- 
vised the prosecution of the Una- 
bomber. He was known for working 
closely with victims. 

But he is more than just an excep- 
tional judge and lawyer; he is a person 
of high moral character. For the last 18 
years, he has tutored students at a 
local elementary school. He speaks to 
law students about public service ca- 
reers. He also regularly speaks about 
the importance of pro bono services 
and access to the courts. 

Judge Garland is a good American, 
and he is being treated unfairly. Many 
Republican Senators are so caught up 
in the politics that they have even re- 
fused to meet him. He is being denied a 
hearing in the Judiciary Committee, 
and the majority leader refuses to 
allow him to receive an up-or-down 
vote. This is unprecedented obstruction 
against one of the most qualified Su- 
preme Court nominees in history. 

My Republican colleagues will say it 
is not about Judge Garland. They say 
President Obama—who still had over 10 
months in office at the time he made 
the nomination—had no right to fill 
the vacancy. They argue that it is the 
next President’s job. But we are talk- 
ing about a vacancy that will have 
been open for almost a year before the 
next President takes office. This defies 
common sense and defies historical 
precedent. 

Sadly, obstruction in the Senate is 
the new normal. Judge Garland is just 
the most glaring example. A Supreme 
Court vacancy gets a lot of attention, 
but our lower courts have been under- 
staffed for years. Right now there are 
12 vacancies on the appellate courts, 
our district courts have 75 vacancies, 
and 33 of those are considered judicial 
emergencies because the court is so 
shortstaffed. 

There are many nominees we could 
vote on today. Twenty-eight judicial 
nominees are on the Executive Cal- 
endar, voted out of committee with bi- 
partisan support, but Republicans have 
slowed the confirmation process to a 
standstill. 

Last year Senate Republicans con- 
firmed the fewest judicial nominees in 
more than 50 years—11 for the entire 
year—matching the alltime record. 
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Only 18 have been confirmed this Con- 
gress. Let’s compare that to the last 2 
years of the Bush administration. With 
a Democratic majority, the Senate 
confirmed 68 judges. 

All this gets back to something I 
have discussed since joining the Sen- 
ate: the need to end the dysfunction so 
the Senate can work for the American 
people again. I pushed for reform of the 
Senate rules in the last three Con- 
gresses. We did change the rules to 
allow majority votes for executive 
nominees and judicial nominees to 
lower courts. That was a historic and 
much needed change. Without it, the 
judicial system would be even more 
overburdened. But even that change 
does no good if the judges remain 
blocked. 

The majority leader is using the 
power over the calendar as a stealth 
filibuster, and that is what is hap- 
pening in this Congress. The line gets 
longer and longer of perfectly qualified 
nominees denied a vote, denied even to 
be heard. Now a seat on the Supreme 
Court is empty and the majority leader 
is actually arguing that it should stay 
empty for over a year in the hopes that 
maybe a President Trump will be able 
to fill all of these vacancies that came 
up during President Obama’s term. 
This isn’t governing; this is an unprec- 
edented power play. 

Is it any wonder that the American 
people are frustrated and fed up with 
political games, with obstruction in 
the Senate, with special deals for insid- 
ers and campaigns that are being sold 
to the highest bidder? They see this ob- 
struction as just another example of 
how our democracy is being eroded. 

I believe it is so bad that we need a 
change in the Senate rules to address 
our broken judicial confirmation proc- 
ess. My suggestion is very simple: If 
the Judiciary Committee hasn’t held a 
vote on a nominee within 180 days from 
the nomination, then he or she is dis- 
charged and becomes the pending busi- 
ness of the Senate and gets a cloture 
vote. It would be the same for nomi- 
nees voted out of committee but 
blocked by the majority leader’s inac- 
tion. After 180 days, they get their 
vote. 

Let me be clear. If this rule is adopt- 
ed, 180 days should not become the nor- 
mal time period to confirm nominees. 
That is the longest it will take, but 
there is no reason the Senate shouldn’t 
act quicker, as it has done throughout 
history. 

We need to end the stealth filibuster 
of this President’s nominees. No more 
burying nominees in committee. No 
more leaving them to languish on the 
Executive Calendar. The Senate will 
have to do its job. 

Under my rules reform, Judge Gar- 
land would have his vote this week, 
Senators would do our jobs, and the 
voters would know where we stand. 
Many other nominees would finally get 
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their votes. There are currently seven 
appellate court nominees who have 
been waiting more than 180 days. There 
are 30 district court nominees, includ- 
ing 5 judicial emergency districts. 

Some critics may argue that the ta- 
bles will be turned and Democrats will 
object to a Republican nominee. Well, 
if a nominee is truly objectionable, 
then any Senator, Democratic or Re- 
publican, should convince the majority 
of the Senate to vote against confirma- 
tion. That is how democracy works. 

It is time to get our courts fully 
staffed so our judicial system can do 
its work. We have already seen the im- 
pact of a Supreme Court with eight 
members—cases sent back to the lower 
courts without decisions. The Supreme 
Court isn’t taking cases that are likely 
to deadlock. These are some of the 
most important cases for them to de- 
cide. When we fail to do our job, the 
justice system suffers and the public 
suffers. The old saying is so true: Jus- 
tice delayed is justice denied. 

It is time for Senate Republicans to 
do their job. The Constitution gives the 
President the responsibility to nomi- 
nate Justices on the Supreme Court, 
and the Senate’s job is to consider 
those nominees. The Constitution 
doesn’t say: Do your job except in an 
election year. 

The President has done his job by 
nominating Judge Garland. Many Re- 
publicans expected him to select a 
highly controversial nominee—some- 
one to energize the liberal base in an 
election year—but the President took 
his responsibility seriously. He selected 
a widely respected nominee with im- 
peccable credentials, a man who should 
be easily confirmed. It is time for us to 
take our responsibility seriously, give 
Judge Garland the hearing he deserves, 
and allow the Senate to take an up-or- 
down vote. 

Thank you, Mr. President. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


a 


ORDER OF PROCEDURE 


Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the time from 
2 p.m. until 2:25 p.m. be under the con- 
trol of Senator MANCHIN; further, that 
the time from 2:25 p.m. until 2:45 p.m. 
today be reserved as follows: Senator 
ENZI for 10 minutes and Senators 
INHOFE and BOXER for 5 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
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CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning 
business is closed. 


EE 


WATER RESOURCES 
DEVELOPMENT ACT OF 2016 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will re- 
sume consideration of S. 2848, which 
the clerk will report. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A bill (S. 2848) to provide for the conserva- 
tion and development of water and related 
resources, to authorize the Secretary of the 
Army to construct various projects for im- 
provements to rivers and harbors of the 
United States, and for other purposes. 

Pending: 

McConnell (for Inhofe) amendment 
4979, in the nature of a substitute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Iowa. 

FOREIGN STATE-OWNED COMPANIES 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I 
have been to the floor several times to 
call attention to foreign state-owned 
companies’ growing investments in 
American companies and commercial 
markets. I come to the Senate floor to 
discuss this further with my col- 
leagues. 

It is becoming increasingly clear that 
foreign state-owned companies are 
highly involved in international com- 
merce and competing with companies 
that are privately owned by share- 
holders with nothing to do with any 
government. This trend is part and par- 
cel of globalization. While there are 
some obvious benefits to globalization, 
we also need to be aware of the chal- 
lenges it may bring with it, and I think 
this is one of them. 

To give an example, I have seen this 
trend at work in the agricultural sec- 
tor of our economy. ChemChina, a Chi- 
nese state-owned company, is currently 
working on a deal to buy the Swiss- 
based seed company Syngenta. About 
one-third of Syngenta’s revenue comes 
from North America—meaning the 
company is heavily involved with 
American farmers, including Iowans— 
and that is why I am interested in this 
transaction. 

I have already been considering the 
approval aspect of this proposed merg- 
er. Senator STABENOW and I asked the 
Committee on Foreign Investment in 
the United States to review thoroughly 
the proposed Syngenta acquisition 
with the Department of Agriculture’s 
help. We have raised the issue because, 
as I have said before, protecting the 
safety and integrity of our food system 
is a national security imperative as 
well as an economic issue. 

There is another aspect of this issue 
I would like to focus on. I would like to 
consider the flip side of the approval 
question. As their involvement in 
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international commerce grows, how 
can we ensure that foreign state-owned 
companies are held to the same stand- 
ards and the same requirements as 
their non-state-owned counterparts or 
companies that are in the private sec- 
tor? 

First, consider two age-old principles 
of international law. One is that Amer- 
ican courts don’t exercise jurisdiction 
over foreign governments as a matter 
of comity and respect for equally inde- 
pendent countries. Each is sovereign. 
This is called the foreign sovereign im- 
munity. The second is that when for- 
eign governments do in fact enter into 
commerce and then behave like market 
participants—conducting a state-owned 
business, for example—they are not en- 
titled to foreign sovereign immunity 
because they are no longer acting as a 
sovereign but rather acting like any 
business. In that case, they should be 
treated just like any other market par- 
ticipant. This is called the commercial 
activity exception to the principle of 
foreign sovereign immunity. 

Congress codified both of these age- 
old principles in the Foreign Sovereign 
Immunity Act of 1976. All of these prin- 
ciples are well and good, but I am con- 
cerned that in some cases they may 
not have their intended effects in to- 
day’s global marketplace. 

Some foreign state-owned companies 
have recently used the defense of for- 
eign sovereign immunity—the prin- 
ciple that a foreign government can’t 
be sued in American courts—as a liti- 
gation tactic to avoid claims by Amer- 
ican consumers and companies that 
non-state-owned foreign companies 
would have to answer. In some cases, 
foreign state-owned corporate parent 
companies have succeeded in escaping 
Americans’ claims. They have done 
this by arguing that the entity con- 
ducted commercial activities only 
through a particular subsidiary, not a 
parent company often closer to the for- 
eign sovereign. Unless a plaintiff, 
which may be an American company or 
consumer, is able to show complete 
control of the subsidiary by the parent 
company, the parent company is able 
to get out of court before the plaintiffs 
even have a chance to make their case. 

This results in two problems. First, 
there is an unequal playing field, where 
state-owned companies benefit from a 
defense not available to a non-state- 
owned company. Second, there is an 
uphill battle for American companies 
and consumers seeking to sue state- 
owned entities as opposed to non-state- 
owned entities. When a foreign state- 
owned entity raises the defense of for- 
eign sovereign immunity, American 
companies as well as American con- 
sumers don’t even get a chance to 
prove their cases. 

Consider the example I talked about 
a few months ago. American plaintiffs 
brought claims against Chinese manu- 
facturers for much of the drywall used 
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to rebuild the gulf coast after Hurri- 
canes Katrina and Rita. The drywall in 
question was manufactured by two Chi- 
nese companies, one owned by a Ger- 
man parent and one owned by a Chi- 
nese state-owned parent company. 

The court considering these plain- 
tiffs’ claims had this to say: ‘‘In stark 
contrast to the straightforwardness 
with which the litigation proceeded 
against the [German] defendants, the 
litigation against the Chinese entities 
has taken a different course.’’ The Ger- 
man non-state-owned parent company 
appeared in court and participated in a 
bellwether trial, where plaintiffs were 
allowed to try to make their cases. 

The manufacturer of the Chinese 
state-owned parent ‘‘failed timely to 
answer or otherwise enter an appear- 
ance” in court and didn’t do so for a 
long period of time of at least 2 years. 
In fact, it waited until the court had 
already entered a judgment against it. 
Only then did the Chinese state-owned 
company finally appear in court. When 
that company did appear, it argued it 
was immune from suit in the United 
States because it was a state-owned 
company. After approximately 6 years 
of litigation, it ultimately succeeded in 
its request for dismissal. In contrast to 
the German parent company, the plain- 
tiffs didn’t have a chance to try to 
prove their case against the Chinese 
parent company merely because it hap- 
pened to be owned by a foreign govern- 
ment. That is a great big problem. 

To address these issues, I am pro- 
posing a very modest fix to the Foreign 
Sovereign Immunities Act. This change 
would extend the jurisdiction of the 
U.S. courts to state-owned corporate 
affiliates of foreign state-owned com- 
panies insofar as their commercial ac- 
tivities are concerned and only as far 
as their commercial activities are con- 
cerned. It wouldn’t create any addi- 
tional substantive causes of action 
against these foreign state-owned com- 
panies. Instead it would mean only 
that a foreign state-owned company 
would have to respond to the claims 
brought by both American companies 
and American consumers, just like any 
other foreign company that isn’t owned 
by a government. 

This fix has two main results cor- 
recting the problems I just mentioned. 
First, it levels the playing field be- 
tween foreign state-owned and foreign 
private companies by making both sub- 
ject to suit in the United States on the 
same footing, as the commercial activ- 
ity exception originally contemplated. 
Second, it brings clarity to the some- 
times opaque structures of foreign 
state-owned enterprises and provides 
American companies and American 
consumers the chance to prove their 
case against these companies just as 
they would have that opportunity 
against any private company. 

In an age when sovereign-owned enti- 
ties, with increasingly complex cor- 
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porate structures, are interacting with 
American companies and interacting 
with American consumers more than 
ever, it is appropriate to reexamine the 
commercial activity exception and to 
update that commercial activity excep- 
tion. We have to make sure it is work- 
ing as it was designed and as it was his- 
torically understood. 

I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

NOMINATION OF MERRICK GARLAND 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, not once 
in the history of America has the Sen- 
ate refused to give a hearing and a vote 
to a Presidential nominee to fill a va- 
cancy on the Supreme Court—not 
once—until this moment, a moment in 
history on the death of Antonin Scalia 
and President Obama’s meeting his 
constitutional responsibility to send up 
a nomination to fill that vacancy. 

A decision was made by the Repub- 
lican majority, led by Senator MCCoNn- 
NELL, that he would not hold any hear- 
ing or vote. It has never happened be- 
fore. Some will say: Oh, Senator DUR- 
BIN, if the shoe were on the other foot— 
it was, not that long ago. It was the 
last year of Ronald Reagan’s Presi- 
dency. He was, in nominal terms, a 
lameduck. There was a vacancy on the 
Supreme Court. There was a Demo- 
cratic majority in the Senate. Ronald 
Reagan sent the name of Anthony Ken- 


nedy, his nominee to the Supreme 
Court, to the Democratic-controlled 
Senate. 


The Senate not only held a hearing 
and a vote, but they voted in favor of 
President Reagan’s nominee and sent 
him to the Supreme Court. But this 
time, with this vacancy on the Su- 
preme Court, the Republican majority 
has refused to give this man a hearing 
for 182 days. 

He just visited my office again. He 
was there 5 months ago. Life is more 
complicated now because he is the 
President’s nominee. He is still the 
chief judge of the D.C. Circuit Court. 
That is one of the most important in 
the United States. He is recusing him- 
self from cases on the chance that he 
may get a hearing and may get a vote. 
He is working on the administrative 
part of the court, but he is not dealing 
with decisionmaking and writing opin- 
ions. So he is trying to show an abun- 
dance of caution and not raise any eth- 
ical questions if he is eventually on the 
Supreme Court. 

He is a good man. He is highly com- 
petent. The American Bar Association 
has ruled him ‘unanimously well 
qualified.” This Senate and many of 
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the Republican Senators have voted for 
him when he went to the DC Circuit 
Court. Some have said publicly that he 
is a qualified person, but they have not 
said it recently. 

One Republican Senator slipped back 
home at a town meeting and said: Well, 
I think that Merrick Garland, the 
President’s nominee, at least deserves 
a hearing. That is what he said: At 
least he deserves a hearing. The Koch 
brothers came down on that Repub- 
lican Senator like a ton of bricks and 
told him: Be prepared; we are going to 
run someone against you in the Repub- 
lican primary. Within 24 hours, that 
Republican Senator reversed his posi- 
tion and said: No, no hearing for 
Merrick Garland. 

So I think we understand the inspira- 
tion for this position. It is certainly 
not the Constitution we have all sworn 
to defend. The Constitution is very 
clear. With a vacancy on the Supreme 
Court, the President is obligated to 
send a nomination to fill the vacancy. 
Why would the Constitution require 
that? Because you can have some polit- 
ical gamesmanship. A President might 
decide: Well, I will just keep it vacant. 
Maybe it is to my political advantage. 

The Constitution says: No, Mr. Presi- 
dent, send a name. The Constitution 
goes on to say that the Senate has a re- 
sponsibility to advise and consent to 
that nomination. That is where the 
process has stopped and fallen apart. 

So why would the Republican major- 
ity in the Senate go out on a limb and 
take a position that has never been 
taken before in the history of the 
United States to deny Merrick Garland 
a hearing and a vote? Well, because 
there are certain people in high places 
who want to see a President named 
Donald Trump fill this vacancy. They 
believe he would pick a person closer 
to their political liking, someone who 
would serve their economic interests. 
It is a shame. It is unfortunate. Some 
would argue it is unconstitutional. 

That is where we are, and that is 
what elections are about. I won’t even 
speculate on the type of person Donald 
Trump would choose to fill that va- 
cancy. I will leave that for someone 
else another day. It is really sad to 
think that a judge of Merrick Gar- 
land’s quality, of his integrity is being 
treated so badly. 

There was speculation that maybe— 
just maybe—if Donald Trump lost and 
Hillary Clinton won, the Republicans 
would relent and in the closing weeks 
of this year give him his hearing and 
his vote. Senator MCCONNELL, just a 
few days ago said: No, not at all, not on 
my watch—there won’t even be a con- 
sideration of this nominee. 

It is a sad chapter in the history of 
the Senate, written for political rea- 
sons, at the expense of a man who 
should have his day at a hearing in 
sworn testimony to tell us how he 
would like to continue to serve this 
Nation. 
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FOR-PROFIT COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES 

Mr. President, there is an industry in 
the United States of America that is 
the most heavily federally subsidized 
private industry in our country. If I 
asked Members of Congress what that 
would be, many would say: Oh, it must 
be a defense contractor; right? Maybe 
it is some major farm operation. No, it 
is the for-profit college and university 
industry—for-profit colleges and uni- 
versities. 

Think of the University of Phoenix, 
Kaplan University, DeVry, Rasmussen, 
and those types of schools. 

They are in business for profit. They 
are the most heavily subsidized busi- 
nesses in America. The students who 
attend these for-profit colleges and 
universities receive Federal money in 
Pell grants, which they give to these 
for-profit colleges, and then they bor- 
row money from the Federal Govern- 
ment to pay the tuition at these for- 
profit colleges. These for-profit col- 
leges—many of them—receive more 
than 90 percent of their revenue di- 
rectly from the Federal Treasury. 

Well, you would think if an industry 
or a company were that heavily sub- 
sidized, they must be doing one great 
job—wrong. Here are some numbers. 
These are going to be on the final. So 
you may want to make a note. Ten per- 
cent of students enrolled in postsec- 
ondary education go to for-profit col- 
leges and universities—10 percent. 

Twenty percent of all the Federal aid 
to education goes to these schools. 
That is 10 percent of the kids and 20 
percent of the aid money. Why? It is 
because they charge so much. Their 
tuition is so high. There are two other 
numbers that really tell the story—40. 
Forty percent of all college student 
loan defaults are students from for- 
profit colleges and universities. Why? 
Because they are so burdened with debt 
that they drop out or they end up grad- 
uating with worthless diplomas. The 
last number I will give you is 72. So 72 
percent of the graduates of for-profit 
colleges and universities—72 percent, 
on average—earn less than high school 
dropouts in America. It is the most 
heavily subsidized private businesses in 
America and with awful, terrible re- 
sults: 10 percent of the students, 40 per- 
cent of the loan defaults, 72 percent of 
the graduates not earning as how much 
as high school dropouts in America. 

Last week, another one of those for- 
profit colleges bit the dust—ITT Tech, 
with 35 to 40,000 students nationwide, 
and 750 in Illinois. I would go home to 
Springfield, IL, and go by the local 
mall, and I would look up on the side of 
the mall and see a sign which read 
“ITT Tech.” I said to myself: I know 
how this story ends. Some students are 
going to walk into that mall, and they 
are going to sign up for a course, and 
they are going to be disappointed. They 
are going to end up with a heavy stu- 
dent debt and a virtually worthless di- 
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ploma. Someday—just someday—that 
school may go bankrupt or go away. 

That day has arrived. What happened 
to those students? Let me give you one 
illustration. If you walked into Spring- 
field, IL, to the White Oaks Mall, to 
the campus of ITT Tech, this for-profit 
college and university, and signed up 
for a course in communications or an 
associate’s degree in communication or 
in computer management, the tuition 
they charged students in Springfield, 
IL, for a 2-year degree was $47,000— 
$47,000. 

Get in your car at White Oaks Mall 
in Springfield and drive for 15 minutes 
to Lincoln Land Community College, 
where you could get the same degree 
not for $47,000 but for $7,000—$7,000. The 
hours that you accumulated would be 
transferrable to a 4-year school or 
wherever you wished to go. The hours 
at ITT Tech were a laughing matter 
when students tried to transfer. 

So the school went down. The Fed- 
eral Government took a close look at 
the practices. They found more than a 
dozen State attorneys general inves- 
tigating ITT Tech. Why? What did they 
do wrong? Well, it was obvious what 
they were doing wrong. They were de- 
ceiving these students into coming into 
these schools and paying the tuition. 

Many of them were steering them 
into loans—college loans—which were 
not the best for the students. They 
were paying higher interest rates than 
they should have paid. So when they 
started detecting these things in each 
of the States, the attorneys general de- 
cided to start investigating. More than 
a dozen of them were investigating this 
one school. 

Then the Consumer Financial Protec- 
tion Bureau, here in Washington, DC, 
did the same and found predatory lend- 
ing. Higher interest rates were being 
charged by these schools than should 
have been for these students and the 
company was lying to students about 
their ability to repay them. Then the 
Securities and Exchange Commission 
got involved as well and found that 
this same school was really violating 
some of the basic rules in terms of dis- 
closures under Federal law. 

Well, as these and other problems 
continued to mount, the Department of 
Education said to ITT Tech: Stop. We 
are not going to let you go forward and 
bring in more students and receive 
more money from the Federal Govern- 
ment unless you put up a bond—a let- 
ter of credit—to guarantee to us that 
the taxpayers won’t be left holding the 
bag if you go out of business. 

ITT Tech said: Before we will do 
that, we will go out of business. They 
did. So these students are out there 
trying to figure out what is next in 
their lives. It is a heartbreaking situa- 
tion. For many of them, they at least 
wasted 1 year or 2 years or more. A lot 
of them have piled up a lot of debt at 
a school that has now gone out of busi- 
ness. 
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I have written every community col- 
lege in my State and said: Would you 
reach out to the 750 ITT Tech students 
in Illinois, sit down with them, see if 
they have taken any courses or train- 
ing of value that can transfer, and put 
them on the right track in terms of 
perhaps getting that associate’s degree 
at an affordable cost? 

There is another thing that is offered 
through the Department of Education. 
Once one of these for-profit schools 
closes, the students have an option. It’s 
called a Closed School Discharge. They 
can essentially keep the hours they 
have earned—the credits they have 
earned and the debt that was associ- 
ated with it—or walk away from both. 

So students will have to decide. I 
can’t decide for them. Once they have 
had some counseling at the community 
colleges, they can make that decision. 
But here is what ultimately happens. 
When the students walk away from the 
debt and the hours they earned at these 
schools, the losers—the ultimate los- 
ers—are the taxpayers of America. 

You see, when we pay taxes, it goes 
into the Federal Treasury. The money 
out of that Treasury is being loaned to 
these students to give to these schools. 
When the students default or if they 
are forgiven their loans, the Treasury 
is not paid back. Our tax dollars do not 
return to the Treasury to be loaned 
again. 

So the taxpayers are the ultimate 
losers. It raises a very basic question. 
When is our Federal Government going 
to wake up to the fact that this for- 
profit college and university industry 
is causing great harm to a lot of inno- 
cent students across the United States 
and their families and ultimately to 
the taxpayers of this country? 

Steve Gunderson was a Congressman 
from Wisconsin. I served with him in 
the House. He is now the spokesman 
for this industry. He was quoted in the 
papers yesterday saying that ITT Tech 
was being treated unfairly, that they 
were not given due process, and that 
this industry was being held to unrea- 
sonable standards. I could not disagree 
more. 

What the Obama administration is 
calling for now is to measure the per- 
formance of these for-profit schools 
and to decide whether they should stay 
in the business. It is called gainful em- 
ployment. Here is what it boils down 
to. If you graduate from a school, if 
you receive a certificate or diploma 
that they promised, how much debt did 
you accumulate? How much is your job 
paying as you come out of school? Can 
you reconcile the two? Did you end up 
with a job that ended up paying enough 
so you could pay back your loan? 

Too few of these students can. Mr. 
Gunderson now argues that we should 
not hold the schools to those stand- 
ards, that we should not be concerned 
about the amount of debt, and that we 
shouldn’t really ask about what kind of 
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jobs these students end up with. I think 
we should. I think we owe it to the stu- 
dents and to their families to do just 
that. 

I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD an editorial 
from the New York Times that is enti- 
tled: ‘‘Late to the Fight Against Pred- 
ator Schools.” 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[Sept. 8, 2016] 
LATE TO THE FIGHT AGAINST PREDATOR 
SCHOOLS 


The federal government’s failure over dec- 
ades to regulate for-profit colleges freed the 
schools to prey on veterans, minorities and 
the poor by saddling students with crushing 
debt and giving them worthless degrees in 
return. This is all the more outrageous be- 
cause the schools rely on the federal student 
aid system for virtually all of their revenue. 

The Obama administration has taken steps 
to get these schools off the federal dole. But 
regulators need to intervene decisively—and 
as soon as possible—when evidence of fraudu- 
lent conduct emerges. They must also reach 
out to students who are entitled to have 
their loans forgiven when a school defrauds 
them or shuts down while they are enrolled. 

Just this week, ITT Technical Institute— 
one of the nation’s largest for-profit oper- 
ations—announced it was closing, leaving 
about 35,000 students in the lurch. 

ITT blamed the Education Department, 
which recently barred it from enrolling stu- 
dents using federal funds, citing its accredi- 
tation problems and financial instability. 
The department also demanded that ITT 
come up with more than $150 million to 
cover refunds in case it closed. According to 
the department, ITT could not do so. 

The school has only itself and its business 
model to blame. In 2011, Senate hearings 
showed that ITT recruiters were deliberately 
targeting desperate unemployed people for 
some of the most expensive programs in the 
for-profit sector and that many students 
were taking on high-cost private debt after 
exhausting federal aid. It also emerged that 
the company was spending more on mar- 
keting than on instruction—a giveaway of 
what the game was about. 

ITT’s reputation got worse every time it 
came under investigation or was hauled into 
court. In 2014, the federal Consumer Finan- 
cial Protection Board sued it for pushing 
students into high-cost private loans that 
were likely to end up in default. A year 
later, the Securities and Exchange Commis- 
sion accused it of fraud and charged it with 
concealing financial information from inves- 
tors. 

Complaints have also arisen at the state 
level. This year, Massachusetts charged ITT 
with falsifying job-placement rates for one of 
its programs. The death knell finally sound- 
ed for ITT this spring when the organization 
that accredits independent colleges and 
schools told it that it did not comply with 
accreditation criteria that were not rigorous 
to begin with. 

The Education Department is at fault for 
waiting so long to end ITT’s use of federal 
aid. Now it needs to adopt and vigorously en- 
force recently proposed rules that shield the 
taxpayers from loss when a school is forced 
to close. 

The most important rule would require 
schools that show signs of financial insta- 
bility—like being sued by federal entities or 
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state attorneys general or failing to meet re- 
quirements for receiving federal aid—to put 
aside money for debt relief for students hurt 
by the school’s conduct. The companies and 
their supporters in Congress want the rule 
rolled back. But the only way to hold schools 
accountable is to make the cost of abuse 
high. 

Mr. DURBIN. This editorial says that 
this should be an eye opener. This 
should be an awakening for Congress 
and for our government. We saw Corin- 
thian go down, another for-profit 
school. Do you know how much that 
cost the taxpayers? Over $1 billion. 
Now, don’t believe for a minute that 
the CEO of Corinthian or even the CEO 
of ITT Tech is sending any money back 
to the Treasury. No way. They are off 
with their millions of dollars—which, 
as presidents, they took out of these 
bogus universities—living a pretty 
sweet life. They got the money, the 
school went down the drain, and the 
students are left holding the bag with 
the taxpayers. We could lose over $1 
billion on Corinthian. Sadly, ITT Tech 
could turn into another billion-dollar 
baby. Which one of these for-profit 
schools is going to fail next? 

One they are looking at closely is 
called Bridgepoint. Bridgepoint is 
based out of California, but they did 
something very interesting. Senator 
Tom Harkin of Iowa had a hearing and 
told the story of Bridgepoint. 
Bridgepoint, a for-profit school, bought 
a Franciscan college in Iowa—a small 
Catholic girls’ college that was going 
out of business—and they created 
something called Ashford University. 
They said: Our campus is in Iowa. This 
is where we are going to do business. 

It turned out it was a fraud on the 
public. It was the showcase for another 
for-profit school. 

Listen to this. Tom Harkin’s inves- 
tigation found Ashford University had 
1 faculty member for every 500 stu- 
dents. They put almost 25 percent of all 
their revenues into marketing, signing 
up students, picking up their Pell 
grants, picking up their college loans, 
turning it into profits, and paying mil- 
lions of dollars to their CEO and the of- 
ficers of their company. 

Now they have closed down that cam- 
pus in Iowa, and they are looking for a 
home. They need one because now one 
of the most lucrative businesses of for- 
profit colleges is the military and vet- 
erans. The military provides assistance 
for Active military members and their 
families to go to school. These for-prof- 
it schools are swarming all over our 
military bases trying to get these fami- 
lies to sign up and also those who come 
out of the military with GI bill rights. 
They have a lot of money to spend—as 
we want them to spend to improve 
their lives—and it is these for-profit 
schools that are crawling all over try- 
ing them, trying to get them to be part 
of it. 

Well, they need a base of operations, 
Bridgepoint does, to continue to re- 
ceive GI Bill benefits and no State 
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wants them. Iowa has said: No thanks. 
California, where they are based, has 
indicated they don’t want them either. 

So will Bridgepoint be the next? I 
don’t know, but I know there will be 
another one. There will be more dis- 
appointed students. There will be more 
disappointed taxpayers. 

The question that ought to be asked 
by those who are following this is, 
What are you doing in the Senate or 
the House to deal with this? How are 
you changing the rules and the law to 
protect students, their families, and 
taxpayers? The answer is, we are doing 
nothing—nothing. That is inexcusable, 
unacceptable. 

I don’t know if we will have time this 
year to take up an issue of this mag- 
nitude, but we must. I wish we would, 
but if we can’t, then next year we 
must. 

How many more students are going 
to face what the students at ITT Tech 
are facing at this moment? Do we care 
that the most heavily subsidized pri- 
vate businesses in America are doing 
such a miserable job for students 
across the United States? We should. 

I sincerely hope my colleagues will 
join me in this effort. This should be 
bipartisan. We have a lot of Senators 
who spend a lot of time zeroing in on 
whether people are getting an extra 50 
bucks a month for food stamps they 
shouldn’t receive. I am against food 
stamp fraud, but are they not ready to 
zero in as well on this horrific waste of 
billions of dollars each year to an in- 
dustry that is not serving America 
well? 

I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
PERDUE). The clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. COATS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

WASTEFUL SPENDING 

Mr. COATS. Mr. President, I am re- 
turning to the floor—and I can hardly 
believe this number—for my 50th edi- 
tion of ‘‘Waste of the Week.” I started 
this thinking that because we have not 
been able to secure any kind of long- 
term reform to our broken financial 
system, the least we can do is identify 
those documented wastes, frauds, and 
abuses that inspectors general, the 
Congressional Budget Office, and the 
Government Accountability Office 
have studied, examined, determined, 
and reported to us. The least we can do 
to control out-of-control spending by 
this Federal Government is to stop this 
waste, fraud, and abuse to the best ex- 
tent we can—the least we can do. 

When I started this, I thought that, 
well, Iam going to come to the Senate 
floor once a week and we will see what 
we can determine. I wasn’t sure we 
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would have enough information avail- 
able to us so that I could come down 
each week during this cycle. We have 
been overwhelmed. I could come to the 
floor every day. We have been over- 
whelmed by what we have learned and 
found. It is shocking. It ought to be 
shocking to the taxpayer when they 
learn about how we waste their tax dol- 
lars. These are people struggling to get 
the mortgage paid at the end of the 
month, struggling to get the kids’ edu- 
cation paid for, struggling to just keep 
their heads above water. They are duti- 
fully paying taxes, which are withheld 
from their paychecks, sending it to 
Washington, DC. Then they learn it is 
wasted, that the abuse that goes on has 
not been corrected, that the efforts to 
run an efficient, effective government 
have simply not been implemented, 
that we have a government out of con- 
trol in Washington, and that the right 
hand doesn’t know what the left hand 
is doing. 

So these wastes of the week have 
been pouring in, and this is No. 50. We 
thought the goal we wanted to reach 
would realistically be about $100 bil- 
lion. We are way above that, and I will 
be talking about that in just a mo- 
ment. 

Yet here we are again, and this is a 
big one, Medicaid: the waste of dollars 
that have been improperly sent to the 
wrong people in payments for Med- 
icaid—to the wrong people, to people 
abusing the system or just simply er- 
rors. They were not corrected in the 
systems that account for whom we are 
paying, what we are paying them, and 
when they are getting the money. 

I first wish to say I acknowledge that 
Medicaid is a vital safety net program, 
depended on by many low-income fami- 
lies and children who have no other 
health care options. Medicaid recipi- 
ents rely on HHS to effectively super- 
vise the Medicaid Program and so do 
the American taxpayers who are foot- 
ing the bill with their hard-earned tax- 
payer dollars. This is in no way a criti- 
cism to take down a program that is 
necessary to provide needed medical 
help to low-income people who simply 
cannot find it any other way. 

If we want to maintain the program’s 
integrity, we have to root out the bad 
actors. We have to root out the abuse 
and waste of taxpayer dollars or at 
some point there simply will be a re- 
bellion back that will undermine the 
necessity of this program. 

Most importantly, the Health & 
Human Services’ Cabinet must address 
the high rate of improper payments 
that have plagued this program from 
its very beginning and wasted billions 
of taxpayer dollars. It seems the prob- 
lem is getting worse, even though Med- 
icaid has routinely been identified as a 
high risk for potential waste. Being 
identified as a high risk, you would 
think alarm bells would sound and 
structures would be put in place so we 
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can solve some of these issues and not 
waste these taxpayers’ dollars, give 
them to the wrong people, or deny oth- 
ers who are qualified and not receiving 
these payments. 

In 2015, Medicaid had the second 
highest improper payment rate across 
the entire Federal Government. Over 
the past 3 years, Medicaid’s improper 
payment rate averaged almost 10 per- 
cent each year. Earlier this month, the 
Department of Health & Human Serv- 
ices put out an alert that Medicaid’s 
improper payment rate for 2016 is ex- 
pected to increase to 11.5 percent. That 
is nearly double the rate of improper 
payments since 2013. So in just 3 years, 
the rate of improper payments has dou- 
bled. 

Instead of correcting the program, 
instead of moving it in the right direc- 
tion toward solvency and toward prop- 
er administration, it is going in the 
other direction. That means more and 
more taxpayer dollars are being simply 
burned, thrown to the wind. Put it ina 
fireplace. It is gone. It has gone to the 
wrong people, they are improper pay- 
ments, and it is a staggering, stag- 
gering number. To put a dollar figure 
on this, nearly 10 percent of everything 
that goes out in Medicaid payments— 
we are talking about $85.5 billion which 
will be improperly put out through 
Medicaid in just 3 years. That is an as- 
tonishing amount. Let me repeat that: 
Having acknowledged there is a serious 
problem with Medicaid payments and 
misuse of taxpayer dollars, instead of 
that being addressed successfully, it 
has put us in a situation where it is in- 
creasing dramatically. Now, in a 3-year 
period of time, $85.5 billion has been 
wasted. 

While these $85.5 billion in improper 
payments were made, Medicaid enroll- 
ment continued to expand as a result of 
ObamaCare, which means more and 
more Americans are relying on an in- 
creasingly fraudulent system. So we 
have to ask the question: Why do these 
improper payments continue to take 
place? Why is it accelerating? What is 
happening? 

Well, we dug into this. One reason 
was that a persistent problem lies 
within the HHS—Health & Human 
Services—data system for identifying 
and validating Medicaid and Medicare 
providers, which HHS directs States to 
use to help ensure those medical pro- 
viders receiving payments are actually 
eligible. The system itself reminds me 
a lot of ObamaCare. Remember when 
they rolled out that system? I can’t re- 
member the number of billions and 
hundreds of billions of dollars that had 
to be spent to fix it when we were as- 
sured this was ready to go, all plugged 
in, and the system collapsed. The tax- 
payer then had to come in and rescue it 
with even more hundreds of millions of 
dollars. 

So one problem here lies with the 
agency itself in terms of implementing 
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the right systems. Bureaucratic mis- 
management, which is so prevalent 
throughout the Federal Government, 
has enabled providers to obtain Med- 
icaid payments when they aren’t even 
medically licensed in a State or when 
they do not even practice in the United 
States. Payments are going to bogus 
people. Payments are going to people 
who don’t even practice in the United 
States and qualify for this. 

The Government Accountability Of- 
fice recently examined the addresses 
listed in HHS’s database by some of 
these providers as their primary place 
of practice, and it turns out a lot of 
them are simply fake addresses. Let me 
put up this first chart that identifies 
the address of where Medicaid pay- 
ments were going. This is a picture of 
an empty lot. There is no building. 
There is no place, unless someone has a 
little tent here or something like that 
saying: This is my place of practice. 
Payments are going to this address, 
and there is nothing there. Everything 
has been bulldozed. There is nothing 
there. That was determined by the gov- 
ernment, and this is just one example 
among thousands in terms of how these 
Medicaid payments are being wasted. 

Another listed the address, as we de- 
termined, of a fast-food restaurant. I 
am not going to mention which one it 
is, but a fast-food restaurant is receiv- 
ing Medicaid payments. Maybe their 
food is bad. Maybe someone practices 
there on a 24-hour basis, sleeps on the 
floor, and I guess can get a burger for 
breakfast, a burger for lunch, and a 
burger for dinner, but it is yet another 
example. 

This fake address was determined by 
the Government Accountability Office, 
not by any one of the thousands, tens 
of thousands of people—maybe hun- 
dreds of thousands of people—who work 
for HHS. One would think they would 
have something going on within that 
bureaucracy that would track all this 
information. Why does this have to go 
through an inspector general or go 
through the Government Account- 
ability Office—some agency outside of 
these agencies such as HHS—to deter- 
mine this kind of thing? Can’t some- 
body figure that out? 

We wonder why the public is frus- 
trated with Washington. We wonder 
why the public thinks their taxpayer 
dollars are being misused, and obvi- 
ously they are. We wonder why we are 
getting this backlash here in this polit- 
ical year. People are fed up with how 
the government is so dysfunctional and 
operates in such a dysfunctional way. 
They want change, and it looks as 
though it is going to happen. 

Another problem is that criminals 
understand that poor oversight among 
the agencies gives them access to Med- 
icaid, which harms patients, such as 
the case of a pediatric dental company 
that performed medically unnecessary 
procedures on children covered by Med- 
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icaid. It is bad enough that somebody 
puts a false address in and receives 
Medicaid payments in a fraudulent 
way, but it is outrageous—it is out- 
rageous—that professional people, 
many of them with doctors’ degrees, 
are using this as a basis to receive 
Medicaid payments by subjecting chil- 
dren to procedures that are not nec- 
essary. This case was a dental company 
that performed medically unnecessary 
procedures on children covered by Med- 
icaid. These children went through sig- 
nificant physical pain, such as having a 
baby root canal. And there is no telling 
how many other patients have been 
harmed by providers who should have 
been prohibited from participating in 
Medicaid. 

Yes, the $85.5 billion in improper pay- 
ments is a big deal, but it is also a big 
deal that Federal agencies are not 
doing their jobs and allowing billions 
of dollars to be squandered. HHS has 
the tools already at its disposal to pre- 
vent these improper payments, such as 
verifying the locations of physicians’ 
offices and making sure providers are 
licensed. 

My colleagues and I also must re- 
main vigilant and ensure that HHS is 
fully utilizing its resources to crack 
down on improper payments and bad 
actors within Medicaid. We are elected. 
It is our responsibility to come here 
and make sure we are doing everything 
we possibly can to make these agencies 
cost effective and efficient, so we do 
not have to come down here every 
week to talk about some bureaucratic 
nightmare where taxpayer dollars have 
been wasted. 

Initially, I said our goal was $100 bil- 
lion. We are way past that now. We are 
at $200-some billion. And with this, we 
add another $85.5 billion. Our chart 
can’t accommodate it. We thought we 
would end up here; then we went to $200 
billion. This is just within this one 
cycle of Congress, and now we have to 
add to our chart. We are going to have 
to get a new chart because we are way 
up here now. We went way over our 
chart. The grand total of wasted tax- 
payer dollars is $326 billion. That is not 
small change, Mr. President. That is 
hard-earned tax dollars. 

Think what we could do to lower our 
debt. Think what we could do to pro- 
vide for better education, better health 
care research, dealing with Zika with 
the CDC, paving roads, providing serv- 
ices, protecting our national security, 
helping our veterans. Think what we 
could do with $326 billion of wasted 
money. And this is just a fraction. 

The public understands. We expose 
this information to them. Do we then 
blame the public for being furious with 
the dysfunction that exists in Wash- 
ington, DC? I think they are going to 
go to the polls in November and ex- 
press how they feel. 

Mr. President, with that, I yield the 
floor. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Hawaii. 

Ms. HIRONO. Aloha, Mr. President. 

REMEMBERING MARK TAKAI 

Mr. President, I rise in memory of 
our friend and our colleague, Congress- 
man Mark Takai. In June, Mark passed 
away after a courageous fight with 
pancreatic cancer. He leaves behind a 
legacy as a champion swimmer, a Na- 
tional Guard officer, and a public serv- 
ant. Most importantly, Mark was a 
family man and friend to many. 

Over the years, I have affectionately 
called Mark my younger brother. Mark 
was elected to the Hawaii State legis- 
lature in 1994, the same year I won my 
race to be our State’s Lieutenant Gov- 
ernor. I came to count on Mark as one 
of my closest allies throughout my 
time in State government and here in 
Congress. I will continue to be a cham- 
pion for the causes he believed in, par- 
ticularly the fight to keep the promises 
we made to our Nation’s veterans. 

Mark always remembered personal 
details and would go the extra mile to 
give back to others. Knowing how 
much we all missed food from home, he 
hosted potlucks for his staff and others 
in the delegation. They often included 
one of my favorites—his mother Nao- 
mi’s famous beef stew. Whenever his 
mother made a batch of her famous 
stew, Mark, always thoughtful, made 
sure he saved some for me. In return, 
when I made Portuguese bean soup and 
Korean kimchi, he got some too. 

Mark embodied the aloha spirit of 
kindness and generosity and would 
bring a bit of Hawaii wherever he went. 
Last year, Mark and I traveled with 
dozens of our colleagues from both the 
House and Senate to Selma, AL, for a 
march commemorating the 50th anni- 
versary of ‘‘Bloody Sunday,” the civil 
rights march led by the Reverend Dr. 
Martin Luther King, Jr. 

When Dr. King marched from Selma 
to Montgomery in 1965, he and other 
march leaders wore a white carnation 
lei from Reverend Abraham Akaka, the 
brother of Senator Daniel Akaka. Dr. 
King and Reverend Akaka had met and 
become friends the year before, and 
Reverend Akaka sent the lei from Ha- 
waii to Alabama to stand in peace and 
solidarity with the civil rights march- 
ers. 

Mark decided to replicate that ges- 
ture of harmony and unity by giving a 
lei from Hawaii to all our colleagues 
from the House and Senate who joined 
in the commemorative march. He en- 
listed me in this goal. Over 100 lei were 
ordered and shipped to us in Selma. 
But there was a glitch. The lei were to 
arrive by plane and by truck, but ar- 
rive they did not. In fact, Mark and I 
had absolutely no idea where the boxes 
and boxes of lei were in transit from 
the west coast to where we were. 

At that point, frustrated, I looked at 
Mark and said: You are the National 
Guard guy. You know logistics. I am 
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trusting you to get this done. Mark 
was on the phone day and night. We 
have pictures of him with his phone 
practically glued to his ear. Others 
later recounted that they wondered 
what he was doing with this phone for 
2 days while all kinds of other com- 
memorative march events were occur- 
ring. 

Well, all of Mark’s work paid off, and 
the lei were delivered safely. That Sat- 
urday we presented a white carnation 
lei to civil rights leader JOHN LEWIS. 
They were just like the ones that Rev- 
erend King and the other leaders had 
worn 50 years before. Together, we 
marched across the Edmund Pettus 
Bridge with our first African-American 
President, Hawaii’s keiki o ka aina, 
President Obama. 

As we celebrate Mark’s life in the 
Capitol today, I recall his memorial 
services that took place in Honolulu 
last month. As we finished singing 
“Over the Rainbow” at the State Cap- 
itol rotunda in Honolulu—we were out- 
side—the sun suddenly broke through 
and shown brightly on a large photo of 
Mark placed at the service. Mark was 
literally glowing. The photo was taken 
just after he was elected to the U.S. 
House, and you could see in his smile 
how joyful and happy he was. Later 
that day, during our services, a rain- 
bow appeared over Pearl City, his 
hometown that he represented for dec- 
ades in the State legislature. These are 
what we call in Hawaii ‘‘chicken skin 
moments’’—moments where Mark’s 
presence was very much felt. 

Mark, you will be missed, but we will 
carry on your fight for what we believe 
is right, while treating each other with 
kindness and always aloha. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. DONNELLY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. DONNELLY. Mr. President, 
today we are debating the water re- 
sources development bill that contains 
crucial provisions to improve and re- 
build some of our locks, dams, ports, 
and flood control systems across the 
United States. It also authorizes valu- 
able habitat restoration programs like 
the Great Lakes Restoration Initiative. 
Those are all incredibly important 
issues and are worthy of our invest- 
ment. Today, however, I wish to dis- 
cuss an issue that is far too often over- 
looked by those of us in Congress: 
wastewater infrastructure. 

Today when we talk about infra- 
structure, it translates into the crit- 
ical structures we see every day— 
roads, bridges, locks, dams, airports. 
What is too often neglected in this con- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


versation, however, is water infrastruc- 
ture, which is just as critical to keep- 
ing our communities clean and livable 
and attracting investment and growth. 

We all want clean water, particularly 
our local communities that are com- 
mitted to working toward that goal. 
Unfortunately, too many of our cities 
and towns are in a situation where the 
Federal Government is demanding sig- 
nificant investments to prevent waste- 
water runoffs, while providing vir- 
tually no support to help meet those 
mandated goals. 

I believe we should have high stand- 
ards for our wastewater infrastructure, 
but those federally mandated standards 
should be achievable and met with a 
commitment to help make the nec- 
essary investments to protect the 
health and safety of our communities. 

The truth is, unless we get serious 
about investing in all American infra- 
structure, including wastewater, we 
are hurting the very communities 
these regulations were initially in- 
tended to help. 

This water resources bill includes 
some responses to the difficulties our 
communities are facing in preventing 
sewer overflows. We have established a 
technical assistance program for small 
and medium treatment waterworks, 
and our communities will now have 
more opportunities to develop inte- 
grated plans for dealing with multiple 
clean water requirements and have 
greater certainty when working with 
EPA to develop financially responsible 
investments in wastewater control sys- 
tems. The bill also reauthorizes a grant 
program for cities that are addressing 
their combined sewer overflow, sani- 
tary sewer overflows, and storm water 
discharge responsibilities. 

The bill only authorizes, however, 
$250 million for wastewater grants all 
of next year. That is a sizeable invest- 
ment but not nearly adequate to help 
communities respond to the financial 
challenges they are facing. To put that 
$250 million in perspective, local gov- 
ernments reported spending an average 
of approximately $320 million per day— 
per day—on water and wastewater 
services and infrastructure in 2018. 
That means this bill will authorize 
grants for an entire year at an amount 
that is only 75 percent of what local 
governments spend in 1 day. 

In my hometown of South Bend, IN, 
the city may need to spend up to $1 bil- 
lion to address its obligations to elimi- 
nate sewer overflows. The solution may 
include deep rock tunneling, with tun- 
nels so deep they might as well build a 
subway system while they are down 
there and with a price tag so high, the 
required investments break down to 
$10,000 per resident—in a town with a 
per capita income of $19,000 per resi- 
dent a year. It is not just one town, 
though; Fort Wayne, Indianapolis, 
Evansville, Richmond, and others— 
these Hoosier communities are forced 
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into consent decrees and are required 
to make significant investments with 
essentially no help from Congress, 
which made the rules in the first place. 

I know we are operating in a time of 
budget constraints, but wastewater in- 
frastructure investment is a problem. 
It is a problem Congress has failed to 
adequately address for far too long. 
That is why I have introduced an 
amendment that doubles the author- 
ized funding for grants to local commu- 
nities to respond to wastewater chal- 
lenges. Even that is a modest invest- 
ment, but we need to work together to 
find a way to do more. 

I know that Chairman INHOFE—a 
former mayor of Tulsa—understands 
the challenges facing our cities, and 
local communities across the country 
are experiencing the same difficulties 
funding these improvements. Senator 
BOXER is such a tireless advocate on 
behalf of the communities in her home 
State, and I know she is interested in 
being as helpful as possible as well. 

This bill makes improvements for 
our communities, and I appreciate 
that, but I am eagerly looking forward 
to finding ways to do more. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate be 
in a period of debate only until 2:25 
p.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the Sen- 
ate as in morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

FOREIGN POLICY 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, events 
that are taking place in Syria and in 
the Middle East in general but in Syria 
and around the world show an incred- 
ibly dangerous deterioration of Amer- 
ican national security, of our standing 
in the world, and can have con- 
sequences that are far-reaching and 
very damaging to the United States of 
America. 

Yesterday the Washington Post—not 
known as a rightwing conservative pe- 
riodical—had an editorial entitled 
“Whether or not the Syrian cease-fire 
sticks, Putin wins.” It begins by talk- 
ing about the circumstances con- 
cerning what happened with this so- 
called agreement, which, according to 
the New York Times today, has been 
objected to by the Secretary of Defense 
and other members of his own adminis- 
tration. The Washington Post editorial 
says: 
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When Russia launched its direct military 
intervention in Syria a year ago, President 
Obama predicted its only result would be a 
quagmire. Instead, the agreement struck by 
Secretary of State John F. Kerry on Friday 
with his Russian counterpart offers Mr. 
Putin everything he sought. The Assad re- 
gime, which was tottering a year ago, will be 
entrenched and its opposition dealt a power- 
ful blow. The United States will meanwhile 
grant Mr. Putin’s long-standing demand that 
it join with Russia in targeting groups 
deemed to be terrorists. 

I might add that when the Russians 
came in, the first people they attacked 
were the moderate people whom we 
trained, armed, and equipped, slaugh- 
tering them. 

If serious political negotiations on Syria’s 
future ever take place—an unlikely prospect, 
at least in the Obama administration’s re- 
maining months—the Assad regime and its 
Russian and Iranian backers will hold a com- 
manding position. 

In exchange for these sweeping conces- 
sions, which essentially abandon Mr. 
Obama’s onetime goal of freeing Syria from 
Mr. Assad and make the United States a jun- 
ior partner of Russia in the Middle East’s 
most important ongoing conflict, Mr. Kerry 
promises that humanitarian lifelines will be 
opened into the besieged city of Aleppo and 
other areas subjected to surrender-or-starve 
tactics. The Syrian air force will supposedly 
be banned from dropping ‘‘barrel bombs,” 
chlorine and other munitions on many areas 
where rebels are based—though there seem 
to be loopholes in the deal, and its text has 
not been made public. 

I might add that the text has not 
been made available to the Congress of 
the United States or the American peo- 
ple. 

It goes on to say: 

If that really happens, and lives are saved, 
that will be a positive benefit. Perhaps it’s 
the only one available to a U.S. policy that 
swears off, as doomed to failure, the same 
limited military measures that Russia has 
employed with success. But Mr. Putin and 
Mr. Assad have agreed to multiple previous 
truces, in Syria and, in Mr. Putin’s case, 
Ukraine—and violated all of them. Their re- 
ward has been to gain territory and strength- 
en their strategic positions, while receiving 
from the United States not sanction but 
more concessions and proposals for new 
deals. If the regimes observe their promises 
in this case, it may be because the time to 
exploit this U.S. administration—which has 
retreated from its red lines, allowed Russia 
to restore itself as a Middle East power and 
betrayed those Syrians who hoped to rid 
themselves of a blood-drenched dictator—is 
finally running out. 

In other words, there may be a time 
when Vladimir Putin and Bashar Assad 
decide on an actual cease-fire, which 
has been violated time after time. 
After they have gained sufficient con- 
trol, after they have driven any of the 
moderate forces out of the major re- 
gions of Syria—and for all intents and 
purposes, thanks to Hezbollah; the Ira- 
nian Revolutionary Guard; Russia; and 
more Iranian involvement by people 
like Qasem Soleimani, the head of the 
Iranian Revolutionary Guard; 
Hezbollah from lLebanon—they will 
have gained enough control over Syria 
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that they will be satisfied with what 
they have and then will seek a cease- 
fire. 

This is one of the most disgraceful 
chapters in American history. Look at 
the map of Syria and Iraq in the Middle 
East in 2009 when Barack Obama be- 
came President of the United States 
and look at a map today. When Barack 
Obama came to power in 2009, Al Qaeda 
was defeated. The situation was under 
complete control thanks to the sac- 
rifice of an enormous amount of Amer- 
ican blood and treasure. 

When my colleagues and the liberal 
media and others criticize what hap- 
pened in Iraq and what a colossal fail- 
ure it was, maybe there is an argument 
about going in. There can be no intel- 
lectual honesty unless you mention the 
fact that we had it under control. Al 
Qaeda was defeated. The casualties 
were down. All we needed to do was 
keep a residual force there to maintain 
control. Instead, the President of the 
United States decides to take every- 
body out, and the rest is history. Al 
Qaeda moves to Syria, Al Qaeda be- 
comes ISIS, and the rest is history. 

Why is it that the liberal media and 
my friends on the other side of the 
aisle who continue to talk about how 
Iraq was such a disaster fail to mention 
that thanks to GEN David Petraeus 
and brave young Americans who sac- 
rificed time after time, we had it won? 
And the reason given for pulling every- 
body out was that we couldn’t get a 
Status of Forces Agreement ratified by 
the Iraqi Parliament. We now have 
4,500 permanent and thousands who are 
rotating in and out. Where is the Sta- 
tus of Forces Agreement with the Iraqi 
Parliament? Wasn’t that the reason 
given by these experienced and tal- 
ented members of the President’s Na- 
tional Security Council, experts on—I 
believe science fiction was one of them, 
and others who have never heard a shot 
fired in anger and have no experience 
in the military of any kind? They are 
the ones who said we can’t stay be- 
cause we haven’t got the Status Of 
Forces Agreement, so we pulled out, 
and Al Qaeda rotated to Syria and be- 
came ISIS and now we have a caliph- 
ate. We may be able to finally destroy 
them, although this is the classic of 
incrementalism—50 troops here, 20 
troops there, 50 more here, a gradual 
escalation in targets. Still, I have been 
told one-third or maybe as many as 
half of our aircraft that went out and 
flew on a mission returned without 
having fired a weapon or having 
dropped a bomb, and everything is run 
from those experienced tacticians and 
leaders at the National Security Coun- 
cil. 

Here we are now, after Hezbollah, the 
Iranian Revolutionary Guard, the Rus- 
sians came in, and the President de- 
clared a ‘‘quagmire,’’ we now have a 
ceasefire that, according to our view 
and others, Putin wins. By the way, 
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there is also a New York Times story 
that shows there are severe divisions 
within the administration as to wheth- 
er this was a good idea. 

I draw my colleague’s attention to 
this morning’s Wall Street Journal. 
Syria’s Regime is pressing a system- 
atic effort to alter the country’s demo- 
graphics and tighten Assad’s grip on 
power, U.N. officials and opposition fig- 
ures said. 

How do they do that? They surround 
an area, starve them out, and barrel 
bomb them. Barrel bombs are horrible 
weapons, my friends. They barrel bomb 
them and kill a whole bunch of them 
and then they declare a ceasefire and 
let them leave and take over that par- 
ticular area. One of the most brutal 
and inhumane types of warfare is being 
practiced by Bashar al-Assad as we 
speak. 

There are a lot of things going on in 
the world, which apparently includes 
the dictator in the Philippines now 
saying he is going to buy Russian and 
Chinese equipment and throw Ameri- 
cans out of the Philippines. The Phil- 
ippine leader, Duerte, is seeking arms 
from Russia and China, signaling a 
shift in its alliance with the United 
States. The Chinese continue their ag- 
gressive behavior in the South China 
Sea, and of course we are now seeing 
the other Middle Eastern countries de- 
ciding they have to go their own way 
because the United States of America 
cannot be relied on for assistance as 
the situation continues to deteriorate. 

I ask my colleague and friend from 
South Carolina for his comments about 
the deteriorating situation and this 
latest ‘‘agreement.’’ I don’t know what 
number that agreement is, by the way, 
but it certainly isn’t the first nor the 
second nor third that has been reached 
in the hopes that somehow—and each 
time greater and greater concessions 
are made to Bashar al-Assad and now 
acknowledgment of the Russians as our 
senior partner. 

I just ask my colleague: Are we sup- 
posed to enter into some kind of alli- 
ance with Vladimir Putin in this con- 
flict in Syria? Vladimir Putin dis- 
membered Ukraine, bombed the people 
we armed, trained, and equipped when 
they first went into Syria—I don’t 
know how many were slaughtered—put 
enormous pressures on the Baltic coun- 
tries, and has occupied parts of Geor- 
gia. Does anybody on Earth believe our 
new partners will insist that Bashar al- 
Assad leave Syria? 

Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. President, I want 
to associate myself with everything my 
friend said. Here is our dilemma. There 
are two forces inside of Syria that are 
a threat to us, the region, and the peo- 
ple in Syria—ISIL, al-Nusra, and the 
other radical Sunni groups are cer- 
tainly a threat to the United States. 
Raqqa, which is the capital of the 
ISIL’s caliphate, is in Syria. They 
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planned the attacks in Paris and Eu- 
rope out of Raqqa, and they commu- 
nicate with sleeper cells throughout 
the world. Thousands of westerners 
have gone to Syria for training under 
ISIL’s control. The bottom line is, it is 
in our interest to destroy this caliph- 
ate because the next 9/1l-type attack is 
being planned in Syria. If you take the 
land away from ISIL, then you are 
doing a lot of damage to them, and 
they become a terrorist organization 
rather than a terrorist army. The plan 
to destroy ISIL is beyond ill-conceived. 

I had dinner last night with the 
Turkish Ambassador. What is the 
ground force we are relying upon to go 
take Raqqa away from ISIL? You are 
clearly not going to win the war from 
the air. We have done a lot of damage, 
but the air campaign will not destroy 
the caliphate. Somebody has to go in 
on the ground and actually liberate 
Raqqa, take Mosul back, and all the 
other stuff. 

Inside Syria, the main fighting force 
is a Kurdish force called the YPG. The 
Kurdish force inside Syria is the mor- 
tal enemy of Turkey. On two occasions, 
you have seen where Turkey used mili- 
tary force against the coalition we are 
training to destroy ISIL because in the 
eyes of Turkey, substituting ISIL for 
YPG Kurds is not a good trade. 

Most Members of the body—I don’t 
know if you are following this, but you 
should. The whole goal is not to de- 
stroy ISIL. It is to do as much damage 
to ISIL as possible and pass this prob- 
lem on to the next President. For a 
couple of years, Senator MCCAIN and I 
have made the argument that the liber- 
ating force—if it is made up of Kurds— 
is doomed to fail. The Arabs in the re- 
gion are going to have a hard time 
turning over more of Syria to the YPG 
Kurds, and it is a nonstarter for Tur- 
key. This ceasefire is brought on by the 
fact that Aleppo is Hell on Earth. 

The administration’s goal was to de- 
stroy ISIL and replace Assad. Assad 
will be in power and Obama will be 
gone, and this failure of the Obama ad- 
ministration to act effectively has 
changed the balance of power. Four 
years ago, Senator MCCAIN and I and 
others argued to help the Free Syrian 
Army while it was intact. The entire 
national security team of President 
Obama advised him to aggressively 
train the Free Syrian Army to take 
Assad out because he is a puppet of 
Iran. The one thing I can tell you is, no 
Arab country in the region is going to 
recognize Assad as the legitimate lead- 
er of Syria because his main bene- 
factors are the Iranians, their mortal 
enemy. 

Instead of helping the Free Syrian 
Army, President Obama blinked and 
took a pass. That vacuum was filled. 
Hezbollah sent in 5,000 fighters. They 
are also a puppet of Iran. Their 
Hezbollah militia, which is supported 
by the Iranians, came to Assad’s aid as 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


we backed off of helping the Free Syr- 
ian Army, and then Russia came in for 
Assad. So now the Russian President 
has been bombing forces trained by the 
American President, and we are not 
doing a damned thing about it. 

All of the training we provided to the 
Free Syrian Army has been basically 
neutered by the fact that Russia and 
Iran are now firmly in Assad’s camp. 
When we were trying to train Syrians 
to go take out ISIL, we also wanted 
them to take the fight to Assad. 
Obama’s refusal to do anything about 
Assad has created a vacuum. Very few 
Syrians are going to go fight ISIL and 
not turn their attention to the ‘‘Butch- 
er of Damascus,” the person who has 
killed 250,000 to 400,000 of their family. 

This whole Syrian strategy is flawed. 
The ceasefire is an opportunity for 
Assad and Russia to retrench. Here is 
what will happen. We are going to have 
a ceasefire. Hopefully, some of the hu- 
manitarian aid will get to Aleppo, but 
as Senator MCCAIN said, when it is all 
said and done, they are going to gobble 
up more territory. This idea of the 
United States partnering with Russia 
to go after the al-Nusra group, which 
has changed its name, to me, is very 
dangerous. Our military is very reluc- 
tant to share with the Russian military 
targeting and how we know where peo- 
ple are. Sharing information with the 
Russians is very dangerous to do in 
Syria because their goal is not to just 
destroy radical Islamic groups, their 
goal is to keep their puppet Assad in 
power. 

This whole idea of a joint operation 
center, where the United States and 
Russia will focus their attention on al- 
Nusra elements, is doomed to fail be- 
cause in the eyes of Assad, everybody 
who opposes him is a terrorist. All the 
people we are training to liberate Syria 
from Assad, in the eyes of Assad, are 
no different than ISIL. So to expect 
Assad and Russia to limit their mili- 
tary activity to radical Islamic groups 
and not go after the opposition in gen- 
eral defies the past. 

Russia has dropped more bombs on 
people we have trained than they have 
on ISIL. Russia has hit more targets 
aligned with opposition to Assad than 
they have al-Nusra targets. Why? Rus- 
sia is using their military might to 
give Assad military superiority and at 
the same time helping on the margins 
with radical Islam. 

The biggest mistake of all was to not 
help the Free Syrian Army when they 
were intact and allow Russia and Iran 
to fill this vacuum. I will say this to 
anybody on the other side who believes 
this strategy is going to result in Assad 
leaving, you are completely out to 
lunch. Why would Assad leave when he 
is winning? Why would Assad leave 
when Russia and Iran are firmly in his 
camp? Why would Assad leave when 
the Russians can bomb the people the 
Americans are training to take Assad 
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out and America will do nothing about 
it? 

This whole idea that there is some 
plan coming that will replace Assad is 
a complete fantasy. This ceasefire is 
not going to bring about the results we 
all would hope for, which is the de- 
struction of ISIL and the removal of 
the ‘‘Butcher of Damascus,” Assad, 
who is an enemy of the Syrian people, 
who helped send fighters into Iraq to 
kill American soldiers as we were try- 
ing to help Iraqis, who is a puppet of 
Iran and a proxy of Russia. 

To the administration, most people 
are not paying any attention. You are 
literally getting away with national se- 
curity malpractice because most peo- 
ple are not paying much attention, and 
there is a war over there involving peo- 
ple we can’t relate to. All I can tell you 
is, you should be worried about what is 
going on in Syria because it will affect 
us here at home. We are about to give 
yet another Arab capital to the Ira- 
nians. This will be the fourth Arab cap- 
ital that Iran has basically had to fight 
their control over, and that is not good 
for our interests because our Arab al- 
lies will be put in a spot one day where 
they will have to fight back. 

If you want to create a bigger war in 
the Middle East, we are on track to do 
it. We are about to create a conflict for 
our Turkish allies and the people we 
are trying to liberate—Raqqa from 
ISIL inside of Syria. In the effort of de- 
stroying ISIL, we have created a night- 
mare for Turkey. In the effort of de- 
stroying ISIL, we are giving Assad a 
pass, which is nightmare for Jordon 
and Lebanon and all of our Arab allies. 

In other words, in our effort to de- 
stroy ISIL, we are empowering Iran. In 
our effort to destroy ISIL, we are mak- 
ing Russia more effective in the Middle 
East than they have been since the 
early 1970s. In our effort to destroy 
ISIL, we have created an imbalance of 
power in the Middle East that will 
come back to haunt us. The bottom 
line is, Obama and his administration 
wanted this nuclear deal with the Ira- 
nians so much that he would not chal- 
lenge their proxy in Syria. They want 
cooperation with the Russians so much 
when it comes to Iran and other issues, 
they will not challenge Russian aggres- 
sion inside Syria. 

Here is what will come back to bite 
us all. In the future, nobody in the 
Middle East will rely upon us. Every 
Arab government I have talked to has 
asked: Where has America gone? Why 
should we join with you? You are an 
unreliable ally. The stain on our honor 
is very great. All those young Syrian 
men who were brought to the fight and 
trained to fight ISIL and get rid Assad, 
many of them have been killed by 
Assad and Russia and we haven’t done 
a damned thing about it. 

What are the consequences of this? It 
is going to be harder for people to work 
with us in the future, and it is going to 
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be easier for our enemies to peel off 
people in the region. The vacuum we 
are creating today will grow over time. 

I hope the next President, whomever 
he or she will be, will revisit our strat- 
egy in Syria because it is on a collision 
course. 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent for an additional 2 
minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I wish to 
add to my colleague’s assessment when 
he said that 400,000 people were killed. 

Mr. GRAHAM. All with families. 

Mr. McCAIN. All with families—bar- 
rel bombs, poison gas. By the way, 
there has been a recurrence of poison 
gas. Six million people are now refu- 
gees and it is putting an enormous 
strain on Europe. We can look around 
the world and see where all of this 
weakness is reflected, whether it be in 
Syria or whether it be in Iran, which 
threatened two American surveillance 
planes as they flew over the Straits of 
Hormuz—Philippines leaders seeking 
arms from the Russians and the Chi- 
nese, Chinese continued aggression in 
the South China Sea, and the list goes 
on and on. 

In summary, I agree with the edi- 
torial in the Washington Post yester- 
day: ‘‘Whether or not the Syrian cease- 
fire sticks, Putin wins.” 

This election is going to be a very 
important one. 

I yield the floor. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
CRUZ). The Senator from West Vir- 
ginia. 


MINERS PROTECTION ACT 

Mr. MANCHIN. Mr. President, I rise 
today to engage in a colloquy with my 
colleagues on a bipartisan bill that we 
have been working on, one of the most 
important pieces of legislation that we 
have before us today. 

Basically, 16,000 retired miners and 
their widows are counting on this to be 
done. If we don’t do it by the end of the 
year, 16,000 miners will lose their 
health care benefits at the end of this 
year. Another 3,500 miners will lose 
their health care at the end of March of 
next year, and another 3,500 will lose it 
by July. So 23,000 miners’ lives are at 
stake. 

This is a piece of legislation that ful- 
fills a commitment and a promise we 
made starting back in 1946, 1950, 1974, 
1990, 1992, 1993, and 2006. So basically, 
we as a government, we as lawmakers 
here have understood the value of the 
coal that has been produced by the 
Coal Miners of America and the United 
Mine Workers and this is to fulfill the 
promise that we made back in 1946 for 
what they have done from the start of 
the century—in the early 1900s—pro- 
viding energy in a very difficult and 
tough way and then, basically, being 
able to guarantee a pension and a re- 
tirement plan to keep this country 
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moving forward. That is what this is 
about. If we don’t fulfill this promise 
to the people who have given us the life 
we have and the superpower status and 
the freedoms we enjoy, then I would 
say God help us all. 

I am joined by some of my colleagues 
who understand these people, under- 
stand how wonderful they are and the 
hard work they have provided—the 
mine workers all over this country. I 
wish to turn to my good friend from 
Ohio, Senator BROWN. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I thank 
the Senator from West Virginia, and I 
thank our colleague Senator CAPITO. 

Last week I joined Senator MANCHIN, 
Senator CAPITO, and others to speak to 
hundreds of coal miners rallying on the 
lawn right outside the Capitol. It was 
an oppressively hot day, yet the heat 
and humidity seemed to bother them 
not at all. They are used to working in 
mines and working in some of the hard- 
est and least safe conditions in this 
country. 

One of the things that most im- 
pressed me at the beginning of this 
rally was when President Cecil Rob- 
erts, the president of the UMWA, stood 
up and asked at the beginning of his re- 
marks: How many of you are veterans? 
A huge number of miners put their 
hands up. He then asked about family 
members and World War II veterans. 
We think about these mine workers. 
Some stayed in the mines and contin- 
ued to mine coal, to win our wars and 
to power our defense plants and to 
power our homes and our commercial 
establishments and everything else. So 
many of them went off to war. As if we 
don’t owe them for the work they have 
done in the mines and the promises 
that Senator MANCHIN mentioned, we 
also owe so many of them for serving 
our country the way they did. 

This is about retirement security. In 
my State alone, 6,800 Ohioans are cov- 
ered and will be betrayed if we don’t do 
our work, if the Senate doesn’t do its 
job. If Congress fails to act, thousands 
of retired miners could lose their 
health care this year, and the pension 
plans could fail as early as 2017. This is 
retirement security that miners 
worked for, security they fought for, 
security that many of them sacrificed 
their own health for. 

One of the things that Senator 
MANCHIN and Senator CAPITO and I un- 
derstand—and that, frankly, a whole 
lot of Senators don’t—is that when 
unions bargain and sit down at the bar- 
gaining table, they often—almost al- 
ways—give up raises today for retire- 
ment security in the future. We call 
these legacy costs. During the auto res- 
cue, I heard a number of my colleagues 
complain about the legacy costs that 
afflicted, in their words, the United 
Auto Workers. It is the same thing 
here. These are workers who rather 
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than take more pay now they said: We 
will forgo some of these raises, and we 
will put this money toward guaran- 
teeing and ensuring our futures. So 
then they aren’t wards of the State. 
They are not living off taxpayers. They 
are living off their own wealth that 
they created and invested so they 
would have health insurance and so 
they would have pensions when they 
retire. That is good for the country, 
not bad for the country. But a number 
of anti-union Members in this Senate— 
and I would say in the House, where 
Senator CAPITO and I used to serve— 
don’t really understand that they have 
earned this health care and they have 
earned these retirement payments that 
have been promised to them. These 
workers have more than held up their 
end of the bargain. 

I want to tell a couple of stories and 
then turn it over to Senator CAPITO. As 
do the two West Virginia Senators— 
they have more mine workers in their 
State than I do, but it is a major part 
of our State and a major part of the 
southeast quadrant of Ohio. 

I have talked to some of these work- 
ers, Ohioans like Norm Skinner, Dave 
Dilly, and Babe Erdos. I first met Norm 
in March. I have known Babe Erdos for 
years. 

I appreciate the work Senator WAR- 
NER has done. He is joining us now as 
well. 

Norm is a veteran who started work- 
ing as a miner for what became Pea- 
body Coal 40 years ago. He worked 22 
years. He retired in September of 1994. 
For every one of those years he earned 
and he contributed to his retiree health 
care plan and his pension plan. Sixty 
percent of his colleagues, he told me, 
at the mine have died of cancer be- 
cause of the chemicals. Norm has been 
lucky. But after putting in decades in 
that mine, he is in danger of losing 
that health care that he worked for. 

We know how to fix this. This block, 
if you will, seems to be down at the end 
of the hall in the majority leader’s of- 
fice. Because of the work of Senator 
CAPITO, Senator MANCHIN, Senator 
WARNER, and others, we would get a 
strong majority of Members of the Sen- 
ate to pass this if we could get it up for 
a floor vote. 

We must mark this bill up in the 
committee that Senator WARNER and I 
sit on—the Finance Committee. We 
were supposed to vote this week. For 
whatever reason, it was pushed back to 
next week. Senator MANCHIN and I have 
talked about how we hope this isn’t a 
slow walk to delay it through the end 
of the year. The Senate has not been in 
session much this year, and we are not 
doing the work we should. 

This is absolutely mandatory. The 
Senate Finance Committee should 
move on it next week. Senator CASEY 
is on that committee. He is also sup- 
porting it. It is time we do it. 

I thank Senator MANCHIN, Senator 
CAPITO, and Senator WARNER for their 
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work on such an important issue for 
our country. 

Mr. MANCHIN. 
BROWN. 

At this time I wish to call on my col- 
league, Senator CAPITO. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from West Virginia. 

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. President, I wish 
to thank my fellow Senator from the 
State of West Virginia for his lead on 
this, and I am happy to be his primary 
cosponsor. I wish to thank Senator 
BROWN as well. He brings a lot of pas- 
sion. I got to follow him the other day 
at the rally. He is a hard act to follow. 
Senator WARNER, certainly your State 
of Virginia and the southwest portion 
right there—you are lucky enough to 
be really close to West Virginia—are 
going to feel a lot of this. 

I think Senator BROWN really stated 
it when he spoke about the rally that 
we saw last week. It was a very hot 
day. There were thousands of miners 
and families there, and we all went for 
the show of hands. Senator PORTMAN is 
here now. Let’s have a show of hands 
from those from Ohio and from West 
Virginia. It was really spread through- 
out the eastern part of the country. It 
wasn’t just one State or the other. Ev- 
eryone that I shook hands with I asked: 
Is this personally affecting you? It was 
amazing to me that most of the people 
I talked to, it personally affected 
them. Many of them are retired. They 
are not spring chickens, as a lot of us 
are not. They were willing to weather a 
really long bus ride, a really hot day to 
stand arm in arm in brotherhood and 
sisterhood for something that we all 
believe in and on which we are ap- 
proaching a critical deadline. 

So as I said before, these are the 
workers who power our Nation and who 
work hard. My kids have gone to 
school with their grandchildren. We go 
to church with many of them. In a 
small State like ours, Senator MANCHIN 
and I certainly know many of the folks 
and the faces that we saw that day and 
the ones that are affected by this. 

We can’t leave them in the lurch. 
This is where we are. We hear the sta- 
tistics—22,000. Some of the statistics 
are a little bit different, but they could 
be losing their health care here in the 
next three months. The pension plan 
that provides benefits to over 90,000 
current retirees could become insol- 
vent. 

We have a fix. Senator PORTMAN and 
I have talked a lot about this because 
we have those adjoining parts of our 
States that are very much affected, 
and we have worked hard to bring this 
fix and get it to the point where we 
think we are assured that the vote will 
come through the Finance Committee, 
on which Senator PORTMAN serves. 

So I look forward to that. Even 
though it disappointingly was pushed 
back a week, we still are fighting the 
fight. 


I thank Senator 
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The war on coal in our State has re- 
sulted in thousands of lost jobs. Six of 
our counties are in a deep depression. 
We were at a local hearing in Morgan- 
town where our State economist said 
that six of our counties are in a very 
severe depression. A lot of these coun- 
ties are where a lot of these folks live. 
For these counties and communities 
across our State, the situation, if we 
don’t do something, is going to get 
even worse. 

This is not a partisan issue. We have 
Republicans and Democrats here. I 
would say it is more of a regional issue 
than a partisan issue. We are working 
with Chairman HATCH to get this bill 
marked up in the Finance Committee, 
and, hopefully, that will get us the 
next step that we need, which is the big 
step and which is to get it across the 
floor here in the halls of the Senate. 

So with the hard-working men and 
women of Appalachia, with the leader- 
ship that Senator MANCHIN has shown 
on this, and with many of us here 
working together in the many different 
ways that we can affect the votes of 
our colleagues—somebody said to me: 
What is going to make the difference? 
You are on that side of the aisle where 
maybe there are a lot of folks that 
can’t see why we should vote for this. 
What I would implore them to do is to 
look at the human faces of the people 
who are affected here. These are peo- 
ple, most of whom have worked hard 
their whole lives. Many of them have 
health issues—severe health issues. 
Many of them are living on limited re- 
sources. This really just kind of kicks 
the stool out from under their entire 
family. 

So I join with everybody here today 
to make that real difference that we 
need to make, and we will keep the 
fight going here as we move through 
the next several weeks and months. 

Thank you. 

Mr. MANCHIN. Mr. President, I want 
to thank my colleague and friend. This 
has been a bipartisan piece of legisla- 
tion, and we just need a little bit more 
help. I think we are going to get there. 

Let me just paint the picture very 
quickly for everybody of what we are 
talking about—the energy for this 
young country in the early 1900s. The 
energy was needed to build the coun- 
try. Then we had the industrial revolu- 
tion, if you will. Then we had World 
War I, and then we had World War II 
and we needed the domestic energy in 
order to defend ourselves. From 1900 to 
1946, these were people who were down 
in the mines. They would work hard, 
and they would provide the resources 
we needed to win the wars, to build the 
industrial revolution, and to build the 
middle class. They got no pensions, no 
benefits. 

Here is one personal story. In 1927, 
there was a young man who had four 
children, and his wife was expecting 
her fifth. It was Christmastime 1927. 
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Have you ever heard the words of the 
song: ‘‘Sixteen tons, what do you get, 
another day older and deeper in debt.” 
Tennessee Ford wrote that song. “I owe 
my soul to the company store.” That 
was the fact. That was the absolute 
truth. From the paycheck at the end of 
the week, there was nothing left. They 
owed their soul to the company store. 
There was no money to take care of 
their family, no pension, no retirement 
plan, no health care as far as giving 
you the health care that you and your 
family would need to stay healthy. 

This is what happened. A person—a 
young man in 1927—was talking to 
other people saying: We have to do 
something. We can’t continue to carry 
on like this. We can’t live this way. We 
can’t take care of our family and our- 
selves. We are not getting ahead at all. 
That night, Christmas Eve, he was 
thrown out of his house. All of his fur- 
niture was thrown into the middle of 
the road—everything. Four kids and an 
expectant mother were thrown out. 

That person’s name was Joe 
Manchin, Sr. When you think about 
the commitment they made to our 
country, and the effort—that was my 
grandfather. You think about what 
they were willing to do, and they sac- 
rificed everything for this country. We 
did not get a piece of legislation until 
1946. Harry S. Truman—President 
Harry S. Truman signed an agreement, 
the Krug-Lewis agreement, because it 
was so important after the war to keep 
the economy going. 

Without the miners that were pro- 
viding the product, the coal that fired 
this Nation, we would not be a super- 
power today. We would not. People for- 
get that. I think it sets the stage of 
who we are and what we are fighting 
for. This is a commitment we owe. This 
is a responsibility that we have. 

I thank all of my colleagues who are 
here, all of my colleagues who are sup- 
porting this. We have 46 Democrats 
supporting this, and we have a min- 
imum of 8, possibly more, of our Re- 
publican friends who are supporting it 
also. We need a few more. That is what 
we were asking for. We think we will be 
able to get that help and get that com- 
mitment for the markup. I wish it 
would have been done this week. It 
wasn’t. 

With that, I want to recognize my 
good friend from Virginia, the former 
Governor. We served together. 

He worked in the coal fields. We have 
met many times in the coal fields. A 
coal miner is usually a veteran. These 
are the greatest people, the most patri- 
otic people that you have ever met. 
They mine the coal that made the steel 
that built the country we have today. 
They give their blood, sweat, tears, and 
hard work. 

With that, I want to turn it over to 
my good friend from Virginia who 
knows these people all so well, Senator 
WARNER. 
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Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I want 
to start by echoing what Senator 
BROWN and Senator CAPITO and others 
have said and thank my friend from 
West Virginia for continuing to wage 
this fight. It feels a little bit like déja 
vu all over again. We have been down 
here time and time and time again to 
simply reinforce the case that the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia just went 
through in terms of history. 

I think it is sometimes interesting 
that—I’m sure that the Senator from 
West Virginia did it earlier than I, but 
it was the early 1990s, the first time I 
went underground to see the working 
conditions of miners across this coun- 
try. Even though the advances in tech- 
nology in the 20th century and 21st 
century still endure, it is hard work. It 
is gritty work. Many of the miners who 
have spent years working underground 
come out with black lung and other ill- 
nesses. Their life expectancy is much 
shorter than so many other jobs. 

The Senator from West Virginia has 
already gone through at some length 
the historic commitment to these min- 
ers. It started with President Truman. 
It was renewed a number of times, 
Democrats and Republicans alike. 

Through this past year—again be- 
cause of the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia and those of us who tried to 
help—his State has the most, probably 
Kentucky has the second most, and 
Virginia has about 10,000 folks who are 
affected. We did finally force—and I 
want to thank the chairman and rank- 
ing member of the Finance Committee, 
Senator HATCH and Senator WYDEN. We 
did have a hearing. Families came in. 
All they said to us was: Keep your 
promise. The United States of America 
said: We are going to honor this com- 
mitment to make sure that your pen- 
sion benefits and your health care ben- 
efits are honored. 

The remarkable thing here—and 
many folks, including myself, are 
greatly concerned about our debt and 
deficit. So how are we going to pay for 
this? We have even identified a source 
of funding that is industry generated. 
So any of the typical ‘‘well, maybe not 
now” or “what if’? or “how did this 
happen’’—all of those issues have been 
addressed. 

The Finance Committee held a hear- 
ing on the Miners Protection Act. Min- 
ers from Southwest Virginia came in, a 
couple of folks from Grundy, a couple 
of folks from Wise, which is very close 
to the State of West Virginia, close to 
Ohio—folks whose lives were going to 
be dramatically affected if these health 
care benefits and pension benefits are 
taken away. 

Disproportionately, as the Senator 
from West Virginia has repeatedly said, 
the vast majority of those individuals, 
candidly, are not former miners, but 
they are the widows. So many folks 
have passed that the widows now de- 
pend upon these benefits in many ways. 
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They are still the lifeblood of the com- 
munities that have been hard hit by 
the changing nature of power genera- 
tion, by government regulation, by a 
host of other things. 

Last week, on that incredibly warm 
day, my good friend the Senator from 
Ohio and I were there, speaking to min- 
ers from all across the region and oth- 
ers who were supportive of the cause. 
The question I got as I walked through 
the crowd was: Are you guys going to 
keep your word? It was not Democrat, 
Republican—not particulars of the bill. 

Are you going to keep your word that 
this country made to the coal miners 
and their beneficiaries that their pen- 
sion and health care benefits are going 
to be honored? 

So we are going to be tested on this, 
at least in terms of the next step. As a 
member of the Finance Committee, my 
hope and expectations have been—and 
my friend, the Senator from Ohio, a 
member of the Finance Committee, 
and in this case we have the support of 
the chairman and the ranking mem- 
ber—that we would mark up this legis- 
lation, that we would not add all kinds 
of extraneous other things that would 
take us off course or take us down into 
some other briar patch but that we 
would honor this commitment on the 
UMWA health and pension benefits. 

Well, as things often happen here, it 
got delayed. But I for one don’t believe, 
even if we get our CR done and get 
Zika done, that the Finance Com- 
mittee should leave town without hav- 
ing this markup. That commitment 
was made earlier in the year. I went 
through a whole group of folks, not 
just from Virginia, but from West Vir- 
ginia, Ohio, Pennsylvania and Ken- 
tucky and said: Yes, I believe we are 
going to at least get the next step done 
and get this bill marked up out of the 
Finance Committee. And then it should 
be not just reported out of the Finance 
Committee but actually acted on here 
on the floor of the Senate. 

We have all come and gone through 
the facts and the details on the variety 
of times that we have spoken about 
this issue on the floor. My appeal to 
my friends the chair and ranking mem- 
ber of the Finance Committee is that 
this date of September 21 does not slip 
again. I know in that committee mark- 
up we will have the votes. We need to 
get that bill reported out. We need to 
get it acted on before the end of the 
year because, as the Senator from West 
Virginia has so relentlessly continued 
to make the point, this is not some- 
thing that we can kick the can on any- 
more. People start losing these benefits 
that their lives depend on at the end of 
calendar year 2016. 

So I say to my friend from West Vir- 
ginia and my friend the Senator from 
Ohio that we are in this together. It is 
bipartisan. There are not enough bipar- 
tisan things that are done here. I thank 
my friend from West Virginia for being 
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relentless on this issue. I thank my 
friend the Senator from Ohio—some- 
times it is an issue that looks as if it 
is stacking up more on one side than 
the other—for his leadership on this as 
well. 

I tell you, I think we owe it to those 
miners and families who depend upon 
these benefits to keep our word, keep 
the word we told them we were going 
to keep back when we held the hearing, 
keep the word that all of us said to the 
miners and others who rallied last 
week in the middle of that heat. If we 
do our job next Wednesday, we will be 
able to keep our word, bring this bill to 
the floor, and get it passed. 

So with that, I thank the Senator 
from West Virginia. 

Mr. MANCHIN. Mr. President, I ap- 
preciate so much the Senator’s sup- 
port. He knows the miners so well be- 
cause we joined—his Southwest Vir- 
ginia miners and my West Virginia 
miners work very well together. With 
that being said, we are very proud of 
our neighbors and friends from Ohio. 
Senator PORTMAN has been here, and he 
knows the mine workers of the South- 
east, where most of them have con- 
gregated and where they really mine 
the coal, along with Southwest Vir- 
ginia. We are very proud of that. 

So we appreciate Senator PORTMAN’S 
being part of this colloquy. 

Mr. PORTMAN. Well, first, I want to 
thank my colleague from West Vir- 
ginia for holding this colloquy today. I 
enjoyed listening to Senator CAPITO, 
his colleague from West Virginia, talk 
about it, and I know Senator BROWN 
was here. Senator WARNER, from Vir- 
ginia, was out there at the rally just 
before me. I get to follow him again. 

What I said the other day when we 
were at the rally was that this is not a 
partisan issue. This is one where you 
have Republicans and Democrats com- 
ing together to identify a real problem: 
100,000 miners having their pensions en- 
dangered and 20,000 miners potentially 
losing their health care at the end of 
this year. 

That is a really urgent problem for 
them. He did a good job today of talk- 
ing about some of these issues. I loved 
when Senator MANCHIN talked about 
the fact that this country was built on 
an energy economy that included coal. 
I will tell you, we have mined 4 billion 
tons of coal in Ohio. We are still a 
State and a country that depends on 
coal for our electricity. In Ohio, it is 
about 58 percent of us who turn on a 
light when we go home and get our 
electricity from coal. 

So it is incredibly important for our 
economy and has built this country, in 
effect. It has given us in Ohio the abil- 
ity, frankly, to attract a lot of indus- 
try because we have had relatively low 
energy prices, stable energy prices. 

This is about telling these miners 
who for years and years have been 
doing the hard work, playing by the 
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rules, doing exactly what they are sup- 
posed to do that we are not going to let 
them down. That is all this is about. It 
is just not fair to pull the plug after all 
of those years. 

As was noted earlier, having talked 
to a lot of these miners, some of them 
are in poor health. Part of the reason 
they are in poor health is that they 
were in the coal mines for many years. 
There are higher rates of cancer, for in- 
stance, among some of these miners. 
There are a lot of widows because some 
of the spouses have moved on. 

This is about keeping true to our 
commitment and our promise. I do 
think that we are going to have this 
committee vote a week from today. I 
am told it was pushed back from today 
to a week from today because the Con- 
gressional Budget Office had not done 
the score yet of what this costs. 

OK. That is fine. But let’s be darn 
sure that we do not leave town to go 
back in October without addressing 
this issue. That is something I am 
going to insist on, as will my other col- 
leagues that I have heard from today. I 
got a commitment on this. I got a com- 
mitment from the leadership, from the 
chairman, who I know is good to his 
commitments. We ought to be darn 
sure that we do the right thing for 
these miners. We had a hearing on it. 
We had people come forward and talk 
about the specifics of it. 

I will tell you, I know some people 
have differences of opinion on the fis- 
cal impact of this. As a person who is 
a fiscal conservative and proud of that, 
I will tell you the alternative to this is 
that these plans could potentially go 
insolvent and the PBGC, the Pension 
Benefit Guaranty Corporation, which is 
the government program that backs all 
these up, would then be in deep trouble 
because this is the second biggest mul- 
tiemployer plan that could be in trou- 
ble. That could result in taxpayers hav- 
ing to pick up the tab in a much more 
significant way. 

The actuaries have looked at our 
plan. They believe this will enable us 
to get through this period of time 
where we have a tough issue with so 
many companies going bankrupt. The 
Senator from West Virginia, Mr. 
MANCHIN, and I have talked about the 
underlying problem here, which is that 
there are a lot of people who are trying 
to do away with coal. 

The so-called war on coal is leading 
to some of these bankruptcies of these 
companies and some of these pension 
problems. That is part of the issue, too. 
So the Federal Government also has 
played a role here. We need to recog- 
nize that as well. 

I am going to thank my colleagues 
for coming to the floor today. I want to 
say that we look forward to the oppor- 
tunity to debate and discuss this issue 
in committee a week from today to get 
a strong vote. Let’s make it a strong 
bipartisan vote. Let’s be sure that it 
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comes to this floor with that kind of 
support and goes over to the House, 
and we can get something done to help 
those people who worked hard and 
played by the rules and deserve now for 
us in the Congress to look after them. 

I thank my colleague. 

I yield back. 

Mr. MANCHIN. I thank my friend 
from Ohio, Senator PORTMAN. Let me 
just say in wrapping up that there has 
been concern and there is talk about— 
you know, we are concerned about the 
United Mine Workers, which are all 
union miners, and nonunion miners. I 
am concerned about all miners, but the 
agreement, if you think back to 1946, 
was about anybody and everybody who 
worked in the mines and belonged to 
the United Mine Workers of America. 
That is the agreement that was made 
to stop a strike from happening, to ba- 
sically get people back to work and 
keep the country moving forward. We 
ratified that again. We ratified it in 
1974, 1990, 1992, 1993, and 2006. It has the 
handstamp of basically the President 
of the United States. I am saying that 
if we can’t keep that commitment, if 
we will not fulfill that promise—and 
people think everybody is basically 
saying: Well, we are going to subsidize 
this. It is a Federal Government guar- 
antee. It was a guarantee that the coal 
that was mined—that the mine opera- 
tors would pay into the pension plan. 
Then, through bankruptcy court, that 
evaporated. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that I be allowed 1 additional 
minute to finish. 

Mr. ENZI. It has already exceeded 
the time it was supposed to go. 

Mr. MANCHIN. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that I have 1 additional minute to 
wrap up. 

Mr. ENZI. Go ahead. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. MANCHIN. Thank you, 
friend. 

With that being said, you can see it 
is bipartisan. We are asking for that. 
We have had a commitment. We have 
been gone for 9 weeks. The only thing 
we are asking for—before we leave on 
the 21st, this has to be brought out of 
the Finance Committee. That is what 
we are asking for; that is what was 
promised. I hope that all of my col- 
leagues will fulfill that promise that 
was made to all of us and to the 16,000— 
to the 102,000 miners who have been de- 
pending on this. 

With that, thank you all. I appre- 
ciate it very much. I hope this body 
will rise to the occasion to take care of 
the people they made the promise to, 
the United Mine Workers of America. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Wyoming. 

Mr. ENZI. Mr. President, I am going 
to return the discussion to the legisla- 
tion that is actually on the floor at the 
moment, and that is the Water Re- 
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sources Development Act. It is a nec- 
essary update for Corps projects and 
for water quality systems, and I ap- 
plaud the chairman and the ranking 
member for working in a bipartisan 
manner to ensure its passage. However, 
the amendment’s inclusion of direct 
spending for Flint and other public 
drinking water supply systems doesn’t 
comply with the Budget Committee’s 
rules of enforcement. It would provide 
$100 million in drinking water State re- 
volving funds, it would provide $70 mil- 
lion in water infrastructure loans, and 
it would provide an additional $100 mil- 
lion for lead exposure programs. The 
Flint provisions will also result in $53 
million in revenue loss from increased 
utilization of tax-exempt bonds to fi- 
nance water infrastructure projects. 

The sponsors have sought to offset 
this new spending by prohibiting new 
loans after 2020 under the Advanced 
Technology Vehicles Manufacturing— 
ATVM—Program. This program was 
originally created in 2008 and was des- 
ignated as an emergency. When Con- 
gress determines that an expenditure is 
an emergency, we make a conscious de- 
cision to spend above the limits of the 
budget. We tell the American taxpayer 
that these dollars are necessary to re- 
spond to sudden and unforeseen cir- 
cumstances. In the case of the ATVM, 
Senators argued that the emergency 
designation was necessary to respond 
to the precipitous drop in auto sales 
caused by the 2008 credit crisis and sub- 
sequent recession. 

Because advanced technology vehi- 
cles manufacturing dollars were origi- 
nally provided under an emergency des- 
ignation, budget rules will not allow 
the cancellation of future ATVM funds 
to be used as an offset. Phrased simply, 
if ATVM money didn’t count going out, 
it cannot count coming in. 

What we are talking about is dollars 
that might go out after 2020. In our 
budget process, we are going to have to 
refrain from trying to spend future 
money in the present. It just won’t 
work. 

The Government Accountability Of- 
fice has recommended that Congress 
rescind all or part of the remaining 
credit subsidy due to the lack of de- 
mand for new ATVM loans, and Con- 
gress ought to do that. The remaining 
dollars in the ATVM Program should 
not be spent. That was a 2008 crisis, not 
a 2016 crisis and definitely not a 2020 
crisis. But to use the emergency ATVM 
money 8 years later to increase unre- 
lated spending represents a failure of 
Congress to act as good stewards of 
taxpayer money and is not compliant 
with our budget rules. 

Congress must use restraint when 
designating expenditures as emer- 
gencies. If we don’t, future lawmakers 
will simply designate everything as an 
emergency to escape the budget limits 
and then, years down the road, repro- 
gram the funds for an entirely different 
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nonemergency purpose. The Senate 
must be judicious with its use of emer- 
gency-designated funds or risk diluting 
the meaningfulness of the designation 
altogether. 

The CBO has estimated that under 
Senate scoring rules, the substitute 
amendment increases the on-budget 
deficit by $299 million over the 2016- 
2026 period. As such, it exceeds the 2017 
enforceable Senate pay-as-you-go lev- 
els. 

I do have a motion that I will be 
making at the appropriate time, but in 
order for other discussion to happen, I 
reserve the remainder of my time and I 
yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, first, let 
me say that I agree with my friend 
from Wyoming that we must not allow 
bills to move forward that are not fully 
paid for, but this is not the case for the 
substitute. What we are talking about 
right now is the Inhofe-Boxer sub- 
stitute, which would become S. 2848. 
But let me be clear. The substitute, S. 
2848, does not add to the debt or the 
deficit, which CBO has verified. 

The issue with this point of order in- 
volves a disagreement between the 
Senate Budget Committee rules and 
the CBO as it relates to the ATVM 
spending offset used. While CBO gives 
us credit for rescinding it, the Budget 
Committee does not. 

The fact is that when we reported 
this bill out of committee in April, 
CBO verified that the rescission of 
spending authority for the Advanced 
Technology Vehicles Manufacturing 
Program generates $300 million in real 
savings to the U.S. Treasury. In this 
substitute, we are taking those funds 
from a program that many believe is 
wasteful and unnecessary and we redi- 
rect the funds toward a crisis across 
the Nation that involves failing and 
outdated critical infrastructure, which 
we address in this bill. 

Another issue is that the Budget 
Committee is concerned that the sub- 
stitute is not budget neutral over 5 
years based on how AT'VM loan author- 
ity is rescinded. However, over a 10- 
year budget window, CBO says we actu- 
ally reduce the deficit. 

The Budget Committee does not want 
to count the rescission of an unneces- 
sary ATVM program as real money be- 
cause of how it was authorized, but the 
fact remains that it is real money and 
will be used to offset other spending if 
not used now—or at some other time— 
for this urgent and real need. 

After the 90-to-1 cloture vote yester- 
day to end debate on this bill and a 
voice vote to adopt this fully paid for 
substitute, I urge Members to waive 
this budget point of order, which I will 
make at the appropriate time. 

I yield the floor. 

Mr. ENZI. Mr. President, parliamen- 
tary request: Is this the proper time for 
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me to make the motion? Has everyone 
finished with debating? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Wyoming. 

Mr. ENZI. Mr. President, I would 
mention that the Congressional Budget 
Office has prepared a revised cost esti- 
mate for the committee-reported S. 
2848, and I have a copy of the letter 
here, which says that CBO estimates 
that the net changes in outlays and 
revenues that are subject to pay-as- 
you-go procedures would increase budg- 
et deficits by $294 million over the 2016- 
2026 period. As such, the pending meas- 
ure, substitute amendment No. 4979, 
would violate the Senate pay-go rule 
and increase the on-budget deficit over 
the period of fiscal years 2016-2026. 
Therefore, I raise a point of order 
against this measure pursuant to sec- 
tion 201(a) of S. Con. Res. 21, the con- 
current resolution on the budget for 
fiscal year 2008. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, pursuant 
to section 904 of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974 and the waiver pro- 
visions of applicable budget resolu- 
tions, I move to waive all applicable 
sections of that act and applicable 
budget resolutions for purposes of 
amendment No. 4979, as amended, and I 
ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec- 
ond. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, I yield 
back all time from our side. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time 
is yielded back. 

The question is on agreeing to the 
motion. 

The yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
called the roll. 

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from New Hampshire (Ms. AYOTTE) and 
the Senator from Illinois (Mr. KIRK). 

Further, if present and voting, the 
Senator from New Hampshire (Ms. 
AYOTTE) would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Virginia (Mr. KAINE) is 
necessarily absent. 

I further announce that, if present 
and voting, the Senator from Virginia 
(Mr. KAINE) would vote “yea.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
TOOMEY). Are there any other Senators 
in the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 85, 
nays 12, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 139 Leg.] 


YEAS—85 
Alexander Blunt Brown 
Baldwin Booker Burr 
Bennet Boozman Cantwell 
Blumenthal Boxer Capito 


12633 


Cardin Heller Reed 
Carper Hirono Reid 
Casey Hoeven Risch 
Cassidy Inhofe Roberts 
Cochran Johnson Rounds 
Collins King Rubio 
Coons Klobuchar Sanders 
Cornyn Lankford Schatz 
Cotton Leahy f Schumer 
Crapo Manchin 
Cruz Markey Shaheen 
Daines McCain Shelby 
Donnelly McCaskill Stabenow 
Durbin McConnell Sullivan 
Ernst Menendez Tester 
Feinstein Merkley Thune 
Fischer Mikulski Toomey 
Franken Moran Udall 
Gardner Murkowski Vitter 
Gillibrand Murphy Warner 
Graham Murray Warren 
Grassley Nelson Whitehouse 
Hatch Paul Wicker 
Heinrich Peters Wyden 
Heitkamp Portman 
NAYS—12 

Barrasso Flake Sasse 
Coats Isakson Scott 
Corker Lee Sessions 
Enzi Perdue Tillis 

NOT VOTING—3 
Ayotte Kaine Kirk 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 85, the nays are 12. 

Three-fifths of the Senators duly cho- 
sen and sworn having voted in the af- 
firmative, the motion is agreed to and 
the point of order falls. 

VOTE ON AMENDMENT NO. 4979, AS AMENDED 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question occurs on amendment No. 
4979, as amended, offered by the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky, Mr. MCCONNELL, 
for the Senator from Oklahoma, Mr. 
INHOFE. 

Is there further debate? 

Hearing none, the question is on 
agreeing to the amendment, as amend- 
ed. 

The amendment (No. 4979), as amend- 
ed, was agreed to. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant 
to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the 
Senate the pending cloture motion, 
which the clerk will state. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord- 
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on Calendar 
No. 523, S. 2848, a bill to provide for the con- 
servation and development of water and re- 
lated resources, to authorize the Secretary 
of the Army to construct various projects for 
improvements to rivers and harbors of the 
United States, and for other purposes. 

Mitch McConnell, James M. Inhofe, John 
Cornyn, Orrin G. Hatch, Shelley Moore 
Capito, Thom Tillis, Dan Sullivan, 
Mike Rounds, Marco Rubio, Cory Gard- 
ner, Dean Heller, Pat Roberts, David 
Vitter, Roy Blunt, John Barrasso, 
Roger F. Wicker, Steve Daines. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan- 
imous consent, the mandatory quorum 
call has been waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on Calendar No. 528, 
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S. 2848, a bill to provide for the con- 
servation and development of water 
and related resources, to authorize the 
Secretary of the Army to construct 
various projects for improvements to 
rivers and harbors of the United 
States, and for other purposes, shall be 
brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk called the roll. 

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from New Hampshire (Ms. AYOTTE) and 
the Senator from Illinois (Mr. KIRK). 

Further, if present and voting, the 
Senator from New Hampshire (Ms. 
AYOTTE) would have voted “yea.” 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Virginia (Mr. KAINE) is 
necessarily absent. 

I further announce that, if present 
and voting, the Senator from Virginia 
(Mr. KAINE) would vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de- 
siring to vote? 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 94, 
nays 3, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 140 Leg.] 


YHAS—94 

Alexander Fischer Paul 
Baldwin Franken Perdue 
Barrasso Gardner Peters 
Bennet Gillibrand Portman 
Blumenthal Graham Reed 
Blunt Grassley Reid 
Booker Hatch Risch 
Boozman Heinrich 
Boxer Heitkamp ae 
Brown Heller R 
Burr Hirono ube 

Sanders 
Cantwell Hoeven 
Capito Inhofe Schatz 
Cardin Isakson Schumer 
Carper Johnson Scott 
Casey King Sessions 
Cassidy Klobuchar Shaheen 
Coats Lankford Shelby 
Cochran Leahy Stabenow 
Collins Manchin Sullivan 
Coons Markey Tester 
Corker McCain Thune 
Cornyn McCaskill Tillis 
Cotton McConnell Toomey 
Crapo Menendez Udall 
Cruz Merkley ; 
Daines Mikulski bene 
Donnelly Moran Warren 
Durbin Murkowski Whitehouse 
Enzi Murphy , 
Ernst Murray Wicker 
Feinstein Nelson Wyden 

NAYS—3 
Flake Lee Sasse 
NOT VOTING—3 

Ayotte Kaine Kirk 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 94, the nays are 3. 

Three-fifths of the Senators duly cho- 
sen and sworn having voted in the af- 
firmative, the motion is agreed to. 

The Senator from Montana. 

Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to enter into a col- 
loquy with my freshmen colleagues. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

DEFENSE APPROPRIATIONS 

Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, just yes- 

terday I joined a colloquy with my 
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freshmen Republican Members on the 
importance of our national security, 
the importance of our troops, the im- 
portance of the threats that are cur- 
rently facing our Nation. I was honored 
to be on the floor with my fellow fresh- 
men Members, including Senators 
ROUNDS, CAPITO, SULLIVAN, LANKFORD, 
and GARDNER. Today, Senators ERNST 
and PERDUE will also join us. 

I wish to take this opportunity to 
talk about the Republican freshmen 
class and describe who we are. We were 
all elected just about 2 years ago, in 
the fall of 2014. While each one does 
much more than these brief descrip- 
tions, I thought it might be important 
to share this: Senator JONI ERNST from 
Iowa is a retired lieutenant colonel in 
the Army National Guard, where Iowa, 
of course, is home to Camp Dodge Na- 
tional Guard Base. Senator ERNST was 
the first woman to serve in the U.S. 
Senate as well as see combat. Senator 
DAN SULLIVAN of Alaska, lieutenant 
colonel, U.S. Marine Corps Reserve. 
Senator SULLIVAN is a marine. My dad 
is also a marine. Of course, Alaska is 
home to Joint Base Elmendorf-Rich- 
ardson. 

Senator MIKE ROUNDS, the former 
Governor of South Dakota. He is a 
great businessman, and he resides in 
South Dakota, which is also the home 
of Ellsworth Air Force Base. 

Senator CORY GARDNER of Colorado 
serves on the Foreign Relations Com- 
mittee. I served with Cory in the U.S. 
House. Of course, Colorado is proudly 
home to the U.S. Air Force Academy as 
well as NORTHCOM and NORAD. 

Senator DAVID PERDUE of Georgia. 
Senator PERDUE has over 40 years of 
business experience, including being a 
CEO. Of course, Georgia is home to 
many military operations but is the 
home of Fort Benning as well. 

Senator SHELLEY CAPITO of West Vir- 
ginia, the first woman ever elected to 
the U.S. Senate from West Virginia. I 
also served with SHELLEY in the U.S. 
House. West Virginia is proudly the 
home of McLaughlin Air National 
Guard Base. 

Then, Senator JAMES LANKFORD of 
Oklahoma. Again, I served with JAMES 
in the House. Oklahoma is the home of 
Tinker Air Force Base and many oth- 
ers. Senator LANKFORD is on the Home- 
land Security and Governmental Af- 
fairs Committee, as well as serving on 
the Appropriations Committee with 
me, and we will talk more about that 
in a moment. 

We are all new to the Senate, and I 
can tell you we are scratching our 
heads trying to understand why this in- 
stitution is not funding the Depart- 
ment of Defense. Here are the facts: 
The Department of Defense appropria- 
tions passed the U.S. House of Rep- 
resentatives in June on a bipartisan 
vote of 282 to 138. Forty-eight Demo- 
crats were part of that vote in the af- 
firmative. I sit on the Appropriations 
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Committee of the U.S. Senate. We 
passed the Defense appropriations bill 
out of the Appropriations Committee 
on May 26. There are 16 Republicans 
and 14 Democrats on that committee, 
for a total of 30, and it passed 30 to 0. 
It was a shutout. Not one member on 
either side of the aisle opposed funding 
the Defense appropriations bill. 

I ask my colleagues, what has 
changed? The other side has filibus- 
tered our troops a total of six times in 
the last year and a half. 

Senator CAPITO raised a very good 
and simple question yesterday: Why? 
This past Friday, I visited Malmstrom 
Air Force Base in Great Falls, MT, 
home of 4,000 airmen in my home 
State, and I thought the same thing. 
Here we are having a 9/11 remembrance 
ceremony there in the beautiful chapel 
on Malmstrom Air Force Base. Here we 
are in the middle of Malmstrom Air 
Force Base that protects us and has re- 
sponsibilities for 147 intercontinental 
ballistic missiles. Why can’t my col- 
leagues on the other side of the aisle 
vote to support the troops who keep us 
safe? 

I can tell my colleagues one thing for 
certain. The world is a very dangerous 
place, and the defense of our country 
relies on properly and promptly fund- 
ing the Department of Defense. Usu- 
ally, the Defense appropriations is one 
of the easiest appropriations to get 
passed. It is the layup, if you will, that 
this body can do. I can tell my col- 
leagues one thing. Our enemies aren’t 
waiting around for Democrats to drop 
their political games. Why can’t they 
support a bill that was voted out of 
committee unanimously on a _ bipar- 
tisan basis? Why can’t they work with 
us to pass this very important bill that 
would provide the necessary funding 
for our military? What has changed? 

I think I might have figured it out, 
and it is not a good answer. It is about 
political credit. The other side does not 
want to fund our military because they 
don’t want the Republicans to take 
credit for funding our troops. That 
can’t be, can it? I hope this body, the 
U.S. Senate—the great deliberative 
body of Congress—has not become a 
place where we hold up a noncontrover- 
sial bill that funds our troops because 
one side is playing politics. 

I am very honored to have Senator 
JONI ERNST of Iowa join me. Senator 
ERNST is a great American. Senator 
ERNST is an officer, retired from the 
U.S. military; the first woman who has 
served in both the U.S. Senate and has 
been in combat. 

It is an honor to stand with Senator 
ERNST on behalf of our troops, and I am 
looking forward to her comments. 

Mrs. ERNST. Mr. President, I thank 
the Senator very much. It is an honor 
to join my freshmen colleagues on the 
floor of the U.S. Senate to talk about 
our failing national security strategy. 

This past weekend, we all bowed our 
heads in remembrance of the nearly 
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3,000 brave souls we lost on September 
11, 2001. The response to those horrific 
attacks was not as our Islamic extrem- 
ist enemies had hoped. America did not 
falter. We bonded together and we 
fought back. We fought back. 

The response to 9/11 was a com- 
prehensive one, with an object as clear 
as its name—the global war on terror. 
From places like Sub-Saharan Africa, 
Afghanistan, and the Philippines, U.S. 
troops operating under Operation En- 
during Freedom showed those respon- 
sible for 9/11 the true power of the 
United States of America. From com- 
bat operations in Somalia to advising 
missions in South America, there has 
long been a global and a comprehensive 
strategy to our response to 9/11. There 
was American leadership. 

Today, the administration has dis- 
mantled that global strategy. There is 
no leadership. Their failure to develop 
a strategy in 2011 for the troop with- 
drawal in Iraq and their continued 
fight for lower troop numbers in Af- 
ghanistan, those are just a couple of 
examples that are the tip of the ice- 
berg. 

One of the most alarming things in 
this administration—one of the most 
alarming things they have done is not 
only ignore threats but also fuel those 
threats, just as they did with the Iran 
nuclear deal. The nuclear deal that this 
administration brokered with Iran is 
putting taxpayer dollars into the pock- 
ets of the largest State sponsor of ter- 
rorism. 

Let’s look at some of the recent 
headlines that are centered on Iran. 

CNN: ‘‘Iran continues to seek illicit 
nuclear technology.” That is from 


CNN. 

Reuters: “Iran test-fired ballistic 
missiles,” which is against inter- 
national law. 

The Wall Street Journal: “Iran be- 


gins construction on second nuclear 
power plant.”’ 

The New York Times: ‘‘Russia sends 
bombers to Syria using base in Iran.”’ 

And how about this alarming head- 
line from the Wall Street Journal: 
“The U.S. sent another $1.3 billion to 
Iran after hostages were released.”’ 

Yet we continue to allow this. We are 
allowing this. 

Just last weekend, Iran threatened to 
shoot down our Navy aircraft in the re- 
gion. These are our men and women, 
and Iran is threatening to shoot them 
down. What is next, folks? These ac- 
tions will only continue because this 
administration yields to their de- 
mands. From the start, I have spoken 
out against this deal with Iran, which 
not only threatens our safety but the 
safety of our ally Israel. It threatens us 
here at home as well. 

AS we remembered the victims of 9/11 
this past weekend, I was reminded of 
Iran’s link to Al Qaeda, the ones who 
carried out that horrific attack on our 
homeland 15 years ago. In 2011, the 
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Treasury Department officially ac- 
cused Iran. This is our Treasury De- 
partment. They accused Iran, as the 
Wall Street Journal report put it, ‘‘of 
forging an alliance with Al Qaeda in a 
pact that allows the terrorist group to 
use Iranian soil as a transit point for 
moving money, arms, and fighters to 
its bases in Pakistan and Afghani- 
stan.” 

It is astounding that despite all of 
this, we continue to broker a deal with 
Iran. Before more of these dangerous 
acts continue, we should scrap this ill- 
advised deal and hold Iran accountable 
for all of their actions. 

I say to Senator DAINES, I am very, 
very proud that my Republican col- 
leagues are joining me here on the 
floor today to recognize that our coun- 
try needs leadership. We need leader- 
ship. I look forward to the thoughts 
from my friend on the Armed Services 
Committee, the Senator from South 
Dakota. 

Mr. DAINES. I say thank you to Sen- 
ator ERNST. As I listened to Senator 
ERNST, I was struck by the fact that 
here to my right I have Lieutenant 
Colonel ERNST, who proudly served in 
the Iowa Army National Guard, and to 
my left I have Lieutenant Colonel DAN 
SULLIVAN, U.S. Marine Corps Reserve, 
the Senator from Alaska. 

So it is really an honor to be here be- 
tween veterans who are speaking on þe- 
half of our veterans about what is 
going on here in Washington and how 
broken it is. It is my honor now to in- 
troduce Senator MIKE ROUNDS. MIKE 
was the Governor of South Dakota. So 
he had the Guard reporting to him as 
the Governor. Montana and South Da- 
kota share a fence line, as we say, Sen- 
ator ROUNDS. So my good friend and 
my neighbor from South Dakota, Sen- 
ator ROUNDS, thanks for joining us. 

Mr. ROUNDS. First of all, let me just 
thank you for putting together this 
discussion today. Let me thank both 
the Senator from Alaska and the Sen- 
ator from Iowa for their service to our 
country, although the Senator from 
Iowa is clearly too young to have re- 
tired already. 

I did have the opportunity and the 
true privilege of serving as the Gov- 
ernor of South Dakota and of working 
with a number of members of the Na- 
tional Guard—in fact, not only Ells- 
worth Air Force Base in Rapid City, 
SD, but also the 114th Fighter Wing of 
the Air National Guard, out of Sioux 
Falls. Both have participated in the de- 
fense of our country time and again. 

Today, let my just add a little bit of 
my thoughts in terms of what is going 
on here in the Senate today. I speak of 
it not in terms of partisan issues but 
rather as statements of fact and find- 
ing a way to identify them and finding 
ways in which we can actually take our 
system, make it better than what it is 
today, and try to discover what it is 
that makes this system down here so 
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difficult to work through in times in 
which we should find solid support for 
such items as a Defense appropriations 
bill. 

South Dakotans have heard me say 
time and again that the No. 1 responsi- 
bility of the Federal Government is the 
defense of our country. Unless that re- 
sponsibility is fulfilled, our freedoms 
are in jeopardy. Yet, six times—six 
times—this body has been blocked by 
Senate Democrats from considering 
legislation to fund the Department of 
Defense. That is funding necessary for 
our troops to accomplish their mis- 
sions. 

It sounds partisan, but it is simply a 
fact. Democrats have made a conscious 
decision to block even debate of this 
appropriations bill on the floor of the 
Senate. Yet, as we noted yesterday 
during our colloquy yesterday, the De- 
fense appropriations bill is not a par- 
tisan bill. In fact, it passed out of the 
Senate Appropriations Committee 
unanimously. There was not a single 
vote against it—Democrat and Repub- 
lican alike sending it out, saying it is 
a good bill. 

It is largely free of budget gimmicks, 
and it is in line with the budget that 
we agreed to last December. I have said 
since taking office that we must get 
back to what we call regular order 
when it comes to the budget process, 
by passing not only the Defense appro- 
priations bill, but I think we should be 
passing all of the appropriations bills 
one by one—not as one single huge bill 
but as 12 separate appropriations bills 
in which we get the opportunity, with 
a 60-vote agreement, to debate the mer- 
its of each bill separately on the floor. 

Leader MCCONNELL, to his credit, set 
aside 12 separate weeks to bring those 
bills down in order to accomplish this. 
We have not gotten the job done. It is 
an important tool, I think. If we were 
to go through these 12 bills, it is the 
one way in which we can actually fine- 
tune part of the Federal budget. 

But I guess there is another issue 
that should be discussed as well. Even 
if we did all 12 bills in the Senate—or 
in the House—we would be talking only 
about funding defense and nondefense 
discretionary funding—nothing about 
the mandatory payments that our Fed- 
eral Government is expected to put to- 
gether. 

Right now, even if we pass all 12 bills, 
the only part of the budget that we 
talk about is $1.15 trillion out of a $4 
trillion national budget on an annual 
basis. How do you fix a $550 billion def- 
icit if all you are going to talk about is 
25 percent of the budget in the first 
place? 

Yet what we are talking about is try- 
ing to balance that budget—half of 
which goes to defense—on the backs of 
the young men and women who stand 
up for our country. That is not right, 
yet, that is what sequestration does. 

Now, all of my colleagues on the 
floor of the Senate today with me, in 
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addition to many of the others—both 
Republican and Democrat—are united 
in an effort to try to attack this crisis. 
You see, here is the deal. The Congres- 
sional Budget Office has already pro- 
jected that within 10 years, 99 percent 
of all of the Federal revenue coming 
in—gas tax money, personal income 
tax money, corporate income tax 
money—is going to go back out in two 
categories: interest on the Federal debt 
and mandatory payments on manda- 
tory programs such as Medicare, Med- 
icaid, and Social Security. 

There will be nothing left for defense, 
nothing left for roads and bridges, 
nothing left for research, nothing left 
for education. That crisis, which occurs 
in 10 years, is not a crisis then; it is a 
crisis now. How do we address that if 
we can’t even start with the one item 
that we all seem to agree on, and that 
is funding our troops? That is the rea- 
son why we are here today. 

We need to start someplace. So as 
freshmen, we are down here to say 
enough is enough. We want to change 
the way that the Senate operates. We 
are prepared to stand down here and to 
tell everybody else that there is a bet- 
ter way to do it. Back in South Da- 
kota, when you send off young men 
who are in the National Guard, you 
send them off and you wish them the 
best. You really mean it. Their moms 
and their dads are there. You tell them 
that you will do everything you can to 
see that they come home safe. 

We have that same obligation here in 
the Senate. You see, I don’t want our 
forces to go to war and have it be a fair 
fight. What I want is for our forces to 
go to war with absolute certainty that 
they will crush whoever is in the way, 
that they will come in with the best 
strategic plan, that they will come in 
with the best intelligence, with the 
best equipment, and with all of the 
necessary supplies that they need. 

They put their lives on the line. We 
should not be sitting here today trying 
to leverage—Republicans or Demo- 
crats—what we think is more impor- 
tant, rather than simply agreeing as 
Americans that this is the most impor- 
tant thing that we do. We defend our 
country. That is what we get sent here 
for in the first place. That is what we 
all committed to do. 

Yet we find ourselves today in a posi- 
tion where, once again and for six 
times, our friends on the other side of 
the aisle have decided it is politically 
expedient to get other things done, 
that they are going to withhold what 
has been in the past a bipartisan agree- 
ment to fund our troops on a regular 
basis and in a timely fashion. This has 
to stop. 

If we are going to talk about the big- 
ger picture of fixing these budgets and 
talk about all of the other items that 
should be voted on every single year— 
not just the defense and nondefense 
discretionary items but the mandatory 
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payments as well—we ought to at least 
start with something that we all agree 
on. 

Hither side, Republicans or Demo- 
crats, will say that they care about our 
troops. I believe them. But let’s put 
that into action. Let’s actually step 
forward before we leave on this break 
and make darn sure that our troops are 
taken care of and that it is no longer a 
partisan issue or being held as a chit to 
try to get something else done within 
the Senate. 

With that, I appreciate the fact that 
the Senator put this together. Once 
again, thank you to our other Members 
who are members of the Armed Serv- 
ices Committee. I am very, very proud 
to be a part of this very, very special 
body, but it is time we got back to 
work and that we recognize that the 
crisis 10 years from now should be ad- 
dressed now and not in 10 years. 

Thank you for the opportunity to ad- 
dress this issue. I look forward to lis- 
tening to my other colleagues today as 
well. Thank you. 

Mr. DAINES. I 
ROUNDS, thank you. 

We have heard from a lieutenant 
colonel, Senator ERNST. We have heard 
from a former Governor, Senator 
ROUNDS. 

I say to Senator ROUNDS, I could see 
the passion. This is not just in our 
head, it is in our heart. You looked in 
the eyes of the troops. You have wished 
them the very best as they deployed— 
going into harm’s way to protect our 
freedoms in this country—as the Gov- 
ernor of South Dakota. I am honored 
to stand here today with you and to 
push this institution to fulfill its duty 
on behalf of our men and women who 
serve in the Armed Forces and are per- 
forming their duty. 

Speaking of executive leadership, I 
am honored now to ask Senator 
PERDUE of Georgia to share his 
thoughts on this. Senator PERDUE 
served 40 years in the private sector, 
rising to the highest level in the cor- 
porate world, to CEO. He brings that 
business experience, that focus on re- 
sults, that accountability that Wash- 
ington, DC, so desperately needs. 

Senator PERDUE has the Naval Sub- 
marine Base Kings Bay, one of the two 
submarine bases that support the sea 
leg of our nuclear triad. In Montana, 
we have the ICBMs, the land leg. Sen- 
ator PERDUE has the sea leg, one of the 
three legs of that very important de- 
terrent that we have, a nuclear deter- 
rent. 

I say to Senator PERDUE, thank you 
for joining us today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
GARDNER). The Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. PERDUE. I say to Senator 
DAINES, I am honored to be here with 
the other freshmen. I am humbled by 
the emotion that I have heard here in 
the last half hour. I am humbled to be 
a part of this freshman class. By the 
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way, we all ran on this issue. We ran on 
the fact that government was not func- 
tioning, that it was dysfunctional. 
What we see today and why we are here 
on the floor of the Senate today is to 
talk about that dysfunction. 

Let me just share a few highlights of 
what I have seen in the press in the 
last few weeks: 

“Obama administration again under- 
estimates Islamic State as Afghan af- 
filiate grows into threat.” 

“DC transit police officer charged 
with aiding ISIS.” 

“ISIS increasingly using women and 
children to terrorize France.”’ 

“Five US troops wounded in combat 
with ISIS in Afghanistan.” 

“Vladimir Putin’s rumblings 
new fears of Ukraine conflict.” 

“Russia holds biggest military drill 
yet in Crimea.” 

“Tran escalates high seas harassment 
of US Navy.” 

“Tran threatens to destroy Israel 
with 100,000 missiles.” 

“North Korea conducts fifth nuclear 
test, claims it has made warheads with 
‘higher strike power.” 

“South Korea prepares for ‘worst 
case scenario’ with North Korea.” 

These are just a few samples of head- 
lines in the last few weeks alone. What 
we see right now going on in the Sen- 
ate is gridlock—the gridlock that is 
creating the backlash that we are see- 
ing in the Presidential race right now. 

People back home know Washington 
is dysfunctional and that it is not 
working. But right now we have a situ- 
ation where the Democrats are block- 
ing these Defense appropriations. Yet 
again, the Senate has reentered this 
period of dysfunction. The world is 
more dangerous than it has been at any 
time in my lifetime. 

Iam a product of the nuclear age, the 
Cold War. I grew up in a military town, 
and at one point we had B-52s there. I 
remember the Cuban missile crisis, 
where KC-1385s, B-52s, and C-141s were 
flying out of there in support of the 
blockade over Cuba. Yet, today I be- 
lieve the world is more dangerous than 
it has ever been. 

Right now we face a global security 
crisis. I believe it is on several levels. 

First, there is the rise of aggressive- 
ness in Russia and China, partly caused 
by our own intransigence, by creating 
power vacuums around the world and 
encouraging misbehavior. 

Second, right now I believe ISIS is a 
product of our own creation in many 
ways. The early removal of our troops 
from Iraq created a vacuum into which 
ISIS has grown. They needed territory 
to validate their caliphate, and they 
got that. 

We now face nuclear proliferation in 
Iran and North Korea. 

We have a cyber war going on today. 
I personally believe we have been in- 
vaded, which means that today we are 
at war with nation states around the 
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world. Right now, two brigades are 
being stood up in my home State, in 
Augusta, GA, Fort Gordon. Two cyber 
warrior brigades are being stood up 
right now—2 of 31 brigades in our U.S. 
Army. Iam proud of those people. They 
are going to stand up to this threat, 
but it is real. 

Lastly, we have an arms race in 
space that nobody is talking about. 

In my lifetime, I have never seen the 
symmetric threats and the asymmetric 
threats that we face in our country 
today. Ensuring the safety of our men 
and women in uniform—those who pro- 
tect our freedom around the world— 
should never be open to political 
games, least of all now in the face of 
all these myriad threats, but obviously 
Senate Democrats in this body don’t 
feel that way. 

Since I came to the Senate, our col- 
leagues across the aisle—many 
friends—have blocked funding for our 
military six times. Six times in my 
tenure here, Democratic Members of 
this body have put their partisan 
games before funding in support of our 
troops, and that is after the appropria- 
tions—as you just heard, 30 to 0—14 
Democrats and 16 Republicans got to- 
gether in a room, argued their dif- 
ferences, and came to a bipartisan 
agreement. Isn’t that what we were 
sent here to do? That is what they did. 
They passed this bill in committee. 
There is no debate here; everybody in 
this body wants this bill. I just don’t 
understand why they are now holding 
it hostage for other partisan political 
games they are playing right now. 

One of only 6 reasons 13 Colonies 
came together in the first place was to 
provide for the national defense. Yet, 
some 200 years later, in the midst of a 
global security crisis, Congress can’t 
even get that done. We can’t fund our 
government and fund our military 
without drama. What message does 
this send to our men and women in uni- 
form around the world? Can you imag- 
ine? They can’t even depend on us here 
in this body to fund the needs they 
have every day. This is a total break- 
down in the system. 

Democrats are endangering our men 
and women in uniform, and they are 
not doing their job. I am outraged by 
this. Georgians back home are out- 
raged. People around the country are 
outraged by this. Is anyone surprised 
that less than 20 percent of Americans 
trust the Federal Government? I am 
not surprised at all. 

As I have said before, Democrats 
claim they want to support our mili- 
tary. They tell us all their heart- 
wrenching stories. Some of them have 
children in uniform. They call for ac- 
tion, and yet they are the ones block- 
ing this bill and blocking us from de- 
bating this on the floor of the Senate. 
I don’t understand that. 

At a time when we should be united 
in the face of global threats, the 
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brinksmanship and gridlock perme- 
ating in this body are quite simply dis- 
graceful. 

America must lead again. It must 
lead in the world. I have traveled the 
world a lot, as the Presiding Officer 
has, in the last year and a half, and the 
No. 1 request I get from heads of state 
we talk with is America needs to lead 
again. They are not asking for us to be 
the police anymore; they just need us 
to lead to common solutions against 
these same threats that threaten their 
countries just as they threaten ours. 

We have to lead again, but to do that, 
we have to have a strong foreign pol- 
icy. To have a strong foreign policy, we 
have to have a strong defense. To have 
a strong defense, we have to have a 
strong economy. We know about the 
debt crisis. We can’t fix our military 
without having a strong economy and 
solving this debt crisis. 

One of the biggest complaints I hear 
when we are doing continuing resolu- 
tions—and that is what we do when we 
don’t do our job, by the way—is that it 
really hurts the military’s ability to 
plan and to train. They can’t look for- 
ward, they are so worried about getting 
funding today. And I have seen those 
shortfalls around the world, as the Pre- 
siding Officer has. That is what it has 
come to. 

My colleagues across the aisle be- 
lieve their political gain in this Presi- 
dential election season is more impor- 
tant than our men and women in uni- 
form and more important than pro- 
tecting our country. This is not a par- 
tisan comment, this is fact. 

I am an outsider of this process, and 
I have to tell you that I feel the same 
outrage the people back home feel. We 
can no longer take our security for 
granted, we can no longer take our 
military for granted, and we can no 
longer take our men and women in uni- 
form for granted. 

I firmly believe our Founders would 
be outraged by what is going on right 
now. Senator William Pew was the 
very first person in 1789 who stood in 
my seat right here. In the Senate room 
just down the hall, William Pew—iron- 
ic as it is, a direct descendent of his 
was on my staff when I ran for this of- 
fice. But I think that man would be ab- 
solutely apoplectic about us not fund- 
ing our military. Can you imagine 
somebody who put their life on the line 
back then looking at what we are doing 
right now, the nonsense we have going 
on? 

The stakes are too high for this non- 
sense to continue. Democrats must 
drop this obstructionism. It is time for 
Washington to fund our military, pass 
the Defense appropriations bill, and 
move on to fund our government. 

Senator DAINES, I can’t thank you 
enough for arranging this colloquy 
today and for what we did yesterday. 

I know Senator SULLIVAN is on the 
floor to speak. His leadership in this 
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regard has been very encouraging to 
me as well. 

Thank you. 

I yield the floor. 

Mr. DAINES. I say to Senator 
PERDUE, thank you. Your clear eyes in 
bringing that clear-headed perspective 
and 40 years of experience in the pri- 
vate sector are so badly needed here. I 
am grateful for your love for our coun- 
try and your experience here and fight- 
ing on behalf of our veterans in Wash- 
ington, DC. 

The Senator mentioned that the 
world is more dangerous than it has 
ever been before. I was flying back 
home to Montana late Thursday night, 
flying Delta Air Lines through Min- 
neapolis back to Great Falls, MT, to be 
at Malmstrom Air Force Base, with the 
airmen there, on Friday. We often have 
Wi-Fi on planes today. I was watching 
my Twitter feed, and I saw the reports 
of the 5.0 quake that was reported in 
North Korea because they had con- 
ducted their fifth test—their most pow- 
erful test yet of an atomic bomb. 

Six weeks ago I was in Israel. We 
talked about Iran, spoke about nuclear 
threats and existential threats to the 
world. We spoke to the Israeli leader- 
ship, to Prime Minister Netanyahu and 
the Israeli intelligence, about the 
threat from Iran. We crawled in the 
terror tunnels that came out of Gaza 
that Hamas had built—Hamas largely 
funded by Iran. We stood on the north- 
ern border of Israel staring into Leb- 
anon at 100,000-plus rockets from 
Hezbollah pointed at Israel today that 
are primarily funded by Iran. 

I agree with Senator PERDUE—the 
world is more dangerous today than it 
was on September 11, 2001, when you 
look at the threats and, as he pointed 
out, the cyber threats as well. 

I am very privileged and honored to 
stand with Senator DAN SULLIVAN of 
Alaska. My father is a marine. He 
served with the 58th Rifle Company out 
of Billings, MT. To have a lieutenant 
colonel of the U.S. Marine Corps Re- 
serve, Lieutenant Colonel SULLIVAN— 
Senator SULLIVAN, it is an honor to 
have you with us here today. Thank 
you for sharing your thoughts. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. I say to Senator 
DAINES, I again thank you for your 
leadership. All of my colleagues, the 
Presiding Officer, you, the other col- 
leagues we have seen on the floor— 
your leadership has been outstanding, 
my good friend from Montana. 

It begs the question. Why have we, 
the Republican freshman class—really 
for weeks, we have all been coming to 
the Senate floor to talk about what is 
happening. We have been coming to the 
Senate floor to counter the minority 
leader’s decision to filibuster our 
troops, as Senator ROUNDS mentioned, 
six times. There is no other bill in the 
Senate, since we have become Sen- 
ators, that the minority leader wants 
to focus on and filibuster than the bill 
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that funds our troops. It is pretty re- 
markable. I think it is a disgrace. 

So we are here because we want to 
bring attention to this issue. What is 
happening here? Sometimes it can be 
confusing. 

We have the press that sits above the 
Presiding Officer’s chair, and they 
watch what is going on. We want them 
to report this. We want the American 
people to know what is happening here 
because it doesn’t matter where you 
are from, what State you are in, what 
party you are affiliated with in terms 
of politics, if you knew your Senator 
from your State was filibustering the 
spending that supports our troops when 
they are in combat all around the 
world right now, you would probably be 
very disappointed. You would think it 
was a story the press would want to 
write about, but they haven’t yet, but 
we are trying because it is a very im- 
portant issue. I believe the American 
people really care about this issue. 
That is why we are here. 

I will tell you another reason why we 
are on the floor, why we have spent 
hours and weeks coming to this floor 
and talking about this issue, because 
there is someone else who cares about 
this issue—the men and women in the 
U.S. military. They really care about 
this issue. 

I know there is this kind of sense in 
the Senate—when these votes are 
taken late at night and there are fili- 
busters and procedural issues, I think a 
lot of my colleagues think that the 
troops don’t know what is going on, 
that somehow they don’t know the mi- 
nority leader of the Senate and his col- 
leagues have filibustered the funding 
for their mission and their welfare and 
their training six times in the last year 
and a half. But the troops do know 
that. They know it. They read about it. 
I guarantee you they are concerned 
about it. I think in some ways they 
think it is demoralizing, as Senator 
PERDUE mentioned. It doesn’t give the 
military leadership the chance to plan 
long term. 

Another reason we are on the floor— 
you know it—is we need to let our 
troops know we have their back. There 
might be somebody in this body who 
thinks filibustering spending for our 
troops six times is a policy they can be 
supportive of. Again, I don’t know why 
the minority leader is doing this. I cer- 
tainly don’t know why my colleagues 
on the other side are blindly following 
him. But we need to be on the floor to 
let the troops know, when they watch 
this, when they hear about this and it 
confuses them, that we have their 
back. We don’t think this is appro- 
priate. 

Yesterday when a number of us were 
on the floor, we talked about what we 
are asking—what the President, the 
Secretary of Defense, and our generals 
are asking our men and women in uni- 
form to do. They are all over the world 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


keeping us safe—in Iraq, in Syria, in 
the South China Sea, in Europe. Many 
of the initiatives undertaken by the 
President in terms of our troops in 
these places—many of us are sup- 
portive of them, but this is a lot that 
they are responsible for. They are 
doing so much. You come back to this 
body, what is this body doing? Filibus- 
tering spending for our troops. They 
are certainly doing their job; it is time 
the minority leader let us do our job to 
fund them. 

Recently, of all the different things 
they are supposed to be doing, we 
learned about something new that they 
might be doing. In a deal recently ne- 
gotiated by Secretary Kerry, the men 
and women in the U.S. military might 
possibly soon be conducting joint air- 
strikes and sharing intelligence with 
the Russians. There was a New York 
Times article today that makes it clear 
that our military leaders are very, very 
skeptical of this deal. So it is another 
thing we might be asking them to do— 
share intelligence and conduct joint 
operations with a country we shouldn’t 
be trusting, particularly in terms of 
military terms. 

I will quote from the New York 
Times today. The result of this deal po- 
tentially—and by the way, the State 
Department has not yet allowed us to 
see the terms of it. We haven’t been 
able to see it. It kind of sounds like 
that other deal Secretary Kerry nego- 
tiated, the Iran nuclear deal. 

This is from the New York Times: 

The result is that at a time when the 
United States and Russia are at their most 
combative posture since the end of the Cold 
War, the American military is suddenly 
being told that it may, in a week, have to 
start sharing intelligence with one of its big- 
gest adversaries to jointly target Islamic 
State and Nusra Front forces in Syria. 

This is from Gen. Philip Breedlove, 
the recent NATO Commander, who is 
very well-respected and who just 
stepped down. 

I remain skeptical about anything to do 
with the Russians. There are a lot of con- 
cerns about putting us out there with this 
kind of agreement. 

So that is again what we might be 
asking our military to do soon, yet we 
are not going to fund them. 

The Washington Post today, in an 
editorial about this deal—titled ‘‘Hi- 
ther way, Putin wins’’—made it clear 
this is a deal that is not in our inter- 
est. Yet that is what our military 
might be asked to do. But we will not 
fund them, and the minority leader 
continues to filibuster. 

Mr. President, one of the things we 
have been asking of our colleagues on 
the other side of the aisle is to come 
down here and explain why they are 
doing this—why, for weeks—six times 
in a year, year and a half. Why? 

To the credit of the Senator from Il- 
linois, yesterday he actually did come 
down. Senator DURBIN did. He kind of 
had to because we made a unanimous 
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consent request to move this funding 
forward, so somebody actually had to 
come down and say no and do a little 
explaining. But at least he did. For 
those who saw it, the explanation fell 
way short. It was kind of DC mumbo 
jumbo, process bureaucratese. It was 
not convincing at all—at all. So it 
would be good if they could come down 
and explain it a little better than the 
Senator from Illinois did. But at least 
he gave it a shot. 

Here is what we know. We need to 
fund our troops now. They are working 
so hard for us. It is the right thing to 
do. The American people want it, our 
troops need it, and it is our solemn re- 
sponsibility and our duty in the Sen- 
ate. 

I thank Senator DAINES again for his 
leadership on this. This is a critically 
important issue, regardless of whether 
the media picks it up. We are going to 
continue to highlight it because it is 
an outrage that the No. 1 bill filibus- 
tered by the minority leader for the 
last year and a half in the Senate is the 
bill to fund our troops. It is an outrage. 

I thank my colleague again for his 
leadership. 

Mr. DAINES. I thank Senator SUL- 
LIVAN. I am not sure whether to call 
him Senator SULLIVAN or United 
States Marine Corps Lieutenant Colo- 
nel SULLIVAN, but his humility as a sol- 
dier, as someone who served in the 
United States Marine Corps leads me 
to brag about him. He is bringing the 
voice of the troops, as he is one—a re- 
servist—to the floor of the Senate. He 
is a voice for those whose voices are 
not being heard right now. We are 
making that clear today, and I thank 
him again for bringing that voice to 
the floor. 

I also think about Senator SULLIVAN 
when he talks about Russia. It is one 
thing being a Montanan and speaking 
about Russia, but when you are an 
Alaskan speaking about Russia—well, 
Alaska is on the doorstep of a resur- 
gent Russia. I know this threat is par- 
ticularly meaningful to him as an Alas- 
kan, and he is proud of the men and 
women from Alaska who serve regard- 
ing that threat. 

I am now looking forward to hearing 
from Senator GARDNER. I think we are 
going to have Senator SULLIVAN pre- 
side over the Senate so Senator GARD- 
NER can come and share his thoughts. 

Senator GARDNER is a dear friend. He 
also resides in a Rocky Mountain 
State. He is from Colorado, and I am 
from Montana. We share a love of the 
West and our beautiful States. I have 
been so impressed with Senator GARD- 
NER’s leadership as a freshman here in 
Washington, DC. We served together in 
the House, and then we came to the 
Senate. Senator GARDNER has been a 
leader on the threat of North Korea 
and helped to pass a bill with strong bi- 
partisan support as a member of the 
Foreign Relations Committee. 
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I am grateful for his leadership and 
what he is doing for our country in 
coming to the floor today and speaking 
on behalf of our troops. I thank him. 

(Mr. SULLIVAN assumed the Chair.) 

Mr. GARDNER. I thank Senator 
DAINES for organizing this discussion 
again today, as he did the discussion 
we had yesterday. And I thank our col- 
league from Alaska for his leadership 
on this matter for a number of weeks 
as we have discussed why this funding 
bill for our troops, which pays our 
troops, gives our troops a pay raise, 
and is critical mission support, is being 
filibustered. Six times it has been 
blocked by a partisan minority that ac- 
tually supported this measure out of 
the Committee on Appropriations 
unanimously. 

I thank my colleague for bringing at- 
tention to this very important discus- 
sion as we end the fiscal year and con- 
tinue providing the men and women in 
uniform with the resources they need 
to defend themselves, protect them- 
selves, and defend this Nation’s home- 
land. 

This is incredibly important, not just 
for Colorado. Yes, Colorado is home to 
49,000 Guard and Reserve members and 
uniformed military members. It is 
home to a number of defense installa- 
tions across the front range of Colo- 
rado. 

My colleague mentioned the impor- 
tant part of the triad that is in Mon- 
tana. We also share a number of those 
ICBMs located in Eastern Colorado—a 
critical part of that triad, which is our 
deterrent, our efforts to make sure we 
have the ability to address threats to 
this Nation. The Senator from Mon- 
tana mentioned the detonation of a nu- 
clear weapon by Kim Jong Un. He 
wants nothing more than the ability to 
place a miniaturized warhead on top of 
a missile and use it against the United 
States. These are real threats. These 
are not made-up problems. These aren’t 
just hypothetical issues. These are real 
threats. 

We heard on the floor today from Lt. 
Col. DAN SULLIVAN, who has served this 
Nation in the armed forces; we heard 
from LTC JONI ERNST, who served this 
Nation; we heard from Governor 
ROUNDS, his unique perspective; and we 
have heard over the last couple of days 
and weeks from a number of people 
with a variety of backgrounds about 
the need to fund our troops and to pass 
this bill. We heard from a Governor 
who had called up members of the 
South Dakota National Guard and who 
has gone to ceremonies for National 
Guard members who are going over- 
seas—Active Duty—and who has gone 
to funerals of people in South Dakota 
whom they lost. So this is a very im- 
portant debate we are having right 
now. 

There seems to be a key question 
that is not being asked, and that key 
question stems from that 30-to-0 vote 
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out of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions for this bill, with Republicans 
and Democrats alike voting for this 
bill. There were 30 people who voted for 
this bill. There was no one in opposi- 
tion. Yet we cannot get this bill to the 
floor. There is a partisan obstruction, a 
tactic known as the filibuster, that is 
being employed against it to stop this 
from even being debated. We are not 
talking about being amended; it is not 
even being debated because they are 
afraid, for whatever reason, to bring 
this bill to the floor. 

I guess the people of this country 
ought to be asking every Member of 
this Chamber—Members on the Demo- 
cratic side of the aisle and Members on 
the Republican side of the aisle, any- 
body: Do you oppose this bill? It is a 
simple question that ought to be asked 
of every Member of this body: Do you 
oppose the Defense appropriations bill? 
Give the number of the bill. 

The fact is, this bill passed 30 to 0 out 
of the Committee on Appropriations. 
When we asked for unanimous consent 
yesterday to move to the debate of the 
bill, we heard a glowing endorsement of 
the bill. We heard our colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle state how sup- 
portive they were of this legislation 
and the policies it contained. That is 
why they voted for the bill. So the 
question is, Do they oppose the bill? 
Let’s get people in the Senate on 
record. Do they oppose the bill? 

Right now, we know of no one who 
opposes the bill. So the next question 
ought to be: Why are you blocking it? 
If they do not oppose the bill—if people 
don’t oppose the bill—then why are 
they blocking it? The answer clearly 
isn’t policy because they support the 
policy. The answer isn’t funding be- 
cause they support the funding. The 
answer isn’t that they oppose it be- 
cause it funds the troops because they 
support funding the troops. So there 
must be another reason, right? Well, 
the reason is simply politics at its 
worst. The reason is a leadership deci- 
sion to obstruct this bill—to obstruct 
the passage of legislation that would 
fund our troops. 

Again, in the objection to our unani- 
mous consent request to proceed to 
this bill, we heard from our colleagues 
on the other side of the aisle who are 
voting to obstruct the bill that, look, 
they agree with the bill. They agree 
with it. They agree with it. We just 
need different timing, we should wait 
until all the other bills are in place, or 
we should do it as one big package—ba- 
sically ceding to this body that we 
should never do stand-alone appropria- 
tions bills, that we have to do every- 
thing as one big, massive chunk of om- 
nibus appropriations or continuing res- 
olutions. 

You know, I don’t think I could get 
away with this at home. If I told our 
12-year-old daughter at home that she 
needs to take the trash out, and her re- 
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sponse to me is: Look, I agree with 
you. I agree the trash should be taken 
out. I agree that trash can is too full. 
But then she doesn’t do it. That is a 
problem. That doesn’t tell me she 
agrees the trash can is too full. That 
tells me she agrees to ignore the wishes 
of her dad—in that case. And that is 
the same analogy that can be used 
here. 

Mow the lawn. Our son is a little too 
young for that. If my wife told me to 
go out and mow the lawn, and I said: 
You know what, I agree. The grass is 
too long. It needs to be mowed. I agree 
with you. But if the lawn never gets 
mowed, all my neighbors in that whole 
town know the grass is too tall and 
that I didn’t do my job. 

That is the same thing that is hap- 
pening in the Senate. People can say 
they agree all they want with the fund- 
ing for this bill, but when they vote to 
obstruct it, when they vote to shoot it 
down, when they fail to vote to bring it 
up for debate, I guess the only way you 
can consider that is that it is in opposi- 
tion to the efforts to fund our troops. 

Filibustering the Defense appropria- 
tions bill endangers our military’s abil- 
ity to respond to the threats they face 
every day, and they face significant 
threats. Let’s just take a look at Iran 
alone. We only need to look at the re- 
cent uptick in unsafe encounters that 
have been widely reported in news- 
papers around the country between 
American sailors in the Persian Gulf 
and the Iranian Guard vessels in the 
Persian Gulf to see what happens when 
our enemies sense weakness. 

In 2016, there have been 31 unsafe en- 
counters between the U.S. Navy and 
Iranian vessels in the Persian Gulf. In 
all of 2015—the entire year—there were 
only 25 unsafe encounters in the Per- 
sian Gulf. Yet this year, in August and 
September, we have seen 31, far out- 
numbering what we saw in the entirety 
of last year. 

Less than 2 weeks ago, seven Iranian 
fast attack boats were involved in an 
unsafe encounter with the USS Firebolt, 
with one Iranian craft coming to a stop 
in front of the American ship. That 
provocative maneuver brought the Ira- 
nian boat within 100 yards of the 
Firebolt, a coastal patrol boat that car- 
ries a crew of about 30. This was un- 
safe, unprofessional, and could have led 
to a collision. 

Less than 3 weeks ago, the USS 
Squall had to fire three warning shots. 
They fired three warning shots when 
an Iranian Guard vessel came within 
200 yards of it. GEN Joseph Votel, the 
Commander of the United States Cen- 
tral Command, has said the attacks are 
“concerning,” and he went on to say 
that he believes the ‘‘unsafe, unpro- 
fessional” behavior is an attempt by 
Iran to ‘‘exert their influence and au- 
thority in the region.”’ 

So while this administration is pay- 
ing Iran billions of dollars—while they 
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are giving that money, billions of dol- 
lars, to Iran, the same country that 
held American sailors hostage and that 
is performing unsafe, provocative ma- 
neuvers in the Persian Gulf—this body, 
the Senate, as a result of a partisan 
minority, is holding the DOD appro- 
priations bill hostage. They are deny- 
ing critical funds to those American 
sailors at the same time we are giving 
money to the army, the navy of those 
who would hold our own sailors hos- 
tage. They are doing this through the 
money—the billions of dollars—being 
given to the Iranian regime. 

Now remember, this bill isn’t a par- 
tisan product. This bill is the result of 
extreme bipartisan collaboration— 
input from leaders of the Department 
of Defense, strategists, people who 
know what they are talking about, and 
people on the Committee on Armed 
Services, such as the Presiding Officer 
of the Senate who served in the Armed 
Forces. This is a product that had 30 
people voting for it—Republicans and 
Democrats. It is a bipartisan product, 
yet it is being blocked every time we 
try to bring the bill up. 

If the Presiding Officer were on the 
floor with us now, I would ask him if 
he thinks that is a rational reason he 
could explain to the men and women in 
his unit. Could he say: Look, the Sen- 
ate has said they support the bill, but 
they refuse to pass the bill. Would they 
say: OK. I understand. I get that. That 
is not the reaction he would receive. 

When we look at the needs of the 
commanders to have certainty in their 
funding, it is real. They need passage of 
this bill. We can’t wait until the last 
minute and cobble it together, put it 
together with a bunch of other bills, 
fund it for a couple of weeks and then 
do it again and again and again in an 
uncertain manner. 

Secretary James said a full-year con- 
tinuing resolution could underfund the 
Air Force by nearly $1.3 billion and 
would cause many issues to their sys- 
tems. 

Delaying the annual appropriations 
bill could limit our ability to take our 
fight to the enemies because the en- 
emies are certainly taking their fight 
to us. Production of the Joint Direct 
Attack Munition—the JDAM—cur- 
rently being used in the fight against 
ISIL would be cut in the short term 
under a continuing resolution. Up- 
grades could be cut to the fleets of the 
MQ-9 Reaper unmanned aircraft, C-—130 
cargo transports, and both B-52 and B- 
2 bombers. Yet that is what our col- 
leagues on the other side of the aisle 
are insisting by blocking this bipar- 
tisan legislation. 

So to my colleague from Montana 
and the Presiding Officer from Alaska, 
I thank them for continuing to shine a 
light on this. 

I hope the American people will ask 
this question to all of us: Do you sup- 
port this bill? If you do, why do you 
refuse to pass the bill? 
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It is a simple question, and it is a 
simple answer. Politics don’t cut it. 
The American people deserve results. 

So I thank the Senator from Mon- 
tana for his leadership on this. It is an 
honor to serve with him as we continue 
to highlight this failure of the Senate 
to move beyond petty partisan politics. 

Mr. DAINHES. I thank Senator GARD- 
NER for those great thoughts. 

This struck me: What if the Members 
of Congress were dependent upon the 
members of the U.S. military to vote 
on whether we got our paychecks or 
not? Maybe we ought to turn around 
the tables. Maybe we should halt pay- 
ing this body until our troops get the 
assurance that they are going to get 
paid. Let’s put the accountability right 
back on this institution. 

I thank the Senator for standing up 
on behalf of the men and women who 
wear the uniform of the United States 
of America military. 

I spent 28 years in business before I 
came to Capitol Hill. I spent one term 
in the House, and now this is my first 
term in the Senate. When I came here 
with my freshman class in January 
2015, we came in here with our loved 
ones. Our friends and family were up in 
the Gallery, near where we stand here 
and sit here today. About 30 feet from 
where I am standing right here, we all 
stood on that step, and the Vice Presi- 
dent, right there, administered an oath 
to us. We raised our right hand and 
took the oath. In that oath that I was 
honored to give that day after I was 
elected by the people of Montana, I 
swore and said: “I do solemnly swear 
(or affirm) that I will support and de- 
fend the Constitution of the United 
States against all enemies, foreign and 
domestic; that I will bear true faith 
and allegiance to the same; that I take 
this obligation freely, without any 
mental reservation or purpose of eva- 
sion; and that I will well and faithfully 
discharge the duties of the office on 
which I am about to enter: So help me 
God.” 

What has happened? We all took that 
same oath. It is time we started acting 
like it. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Florida. 

Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that I be recog- 
nized to speak as in morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

AIR TRAVEL TO AND FROM CUBA 

Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, I wish to 
cover something that happened today. 
A revelation was just made a few hours 
ago at a hearing in the House. I will 
give the history of this. 

As we all know, after the President’s 
opening toward Cuba, there was in- 
creased travel to Cuba, now including 
the opening of commercial travel to 
the island from the United States. 

Back in May, the Assistant Secretary 
for Policy at the Department of Home- 
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land Security told the House Homeland 
Security Committee that new sched- 
uled air service from the United States 
to Cuba, and vice versa, was not going 
to start until air marshals were al- 
lowed to be onboard those flights. 

In August, the TSA provided the U.S.-Cuba 
Trade and Economic Council, as well as re- 
porters, a statement. . . [and they said] that 
the United States and Cuba had ‘‘entered 
into an aviation security agreement that 
sets forth the legal framework for the de- 
ployment” of air marshals ‘‘on board certain 
flights to and from Cuba.” 

Today, at a hearing in the House, ‘‘a 
top TSA official divulged [for the first 
time] ... that Cuba has yet to agree 
to allow U.S. air marshals aboard 
scheduled airline flights between the 
two countries—meaning there have 
been no air marshals on board thus far, 
despite” the fact that the administra- 
tion said there would be. So, basically, 
what we have here is an outright lie. 

Last month, to great fanfare, the 
Obama Administration announced that 
an agreement had been reached that 
there was going to be air marshals on 
commercial flights to and from Cuba, 
and today they confirmed that they 
weren’t telling the truth. There was no 
agreement finalized. On most, if not 
all, of these flights there are no air 
marshals. This is endangering U.S. pas- 
sengers. 

This is a startling admission from 
the administration, and it is a star- 
tling admission by the TSA to the 
American people that they lied. They 
told us these flights would not begin 
until they had reached an agreement 
with the Cuban Government to have 
air marshals and other security meas- 
ures in place. Today, only because they 
were asked—only because they were 
asked—did they admit that this is not 
happening. 

It was incumbent upon the TSA to 
lock down a Federal air marshal agree- 
ment before these flights started tak- 
ing off to begin with. That is what they 
told us they were going to do. That is 
what they said or implied was hap- 
pening. Unless that question had been 
specifically asked today at that hear- 
ing, we would not have known about 
this. 

My friends, this is the latest example 
of an administration that is so intent 
on burnishing its legacy, on getting 
credit for this opening, that they are 
willing to throw everything else out 
the window. They already are ignoring 
the human rights violations. 

We have one of the leading human 
rights dissidents in Cuba on the verge 
of death because of a hunger strike, 
and this administration hasn’t said a 
word about it. They don’t do anything 
about it. They don’t highlight that 
case. Instead, they are all celebrating 
and popping corks of champagne on 
these new flights, which they told us 
were going to be safe because they were 
going to have air marshals. Today, be- 
cause they were specifically asked, we 
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find out that it is not true. This is out- 
rageous. The TSA under the Obama ad- 
ministration has lied to us about the 
status of the security. 

Last week, I filed a bill that would 
stop all commercial flights to Cuba 
until this agreement is in place, until 
adequate security is in place. Now we 
know for a fact that adequate security 
is not in place. These flights should be 
suspended until such time as this 
agreement is signed. 

I want us to think about what this 
means if it doesn’t happen—what it 
means is these are now flights that are 
vulnerable. There is a reason why we 
have air marshals on flights. It is be- 
cause of the experience of 9/11, of which 
we just commemorated the anniversary 
on Sunday. We now have flights 90 
miles from our shores that could theo- 
retically be commandeered, and we 
could have a repeat of that, particu- 
larly in South Florida, which is just 
minutes away from the airport in Ha- 
vana. This is just unacceptable. 

Forget about how we feel about Cuba 
policy for a moment. They have lied to 
the American people. They have lied to 
this Congress, and they were only 
caught today because they were spe- 
cifically asked about the status of this. 
This puts us in incredible danger. 

By the way, it is important for every- 
one to remember that years ago there 
were no metal detectors even at air- 
ports. They started putting metal de- 
tectors at airports 30 years or 35 years 
ago because of hijackings to Cuba. 
There is a reason. 

So now here we have this situation 
where theoretically some terrorist 
could travel from any country in the 
world into Cuba and then try to come 
into the United States, commandeer an 
aircraft, and I don’t need to say what 
could happen next. I think this is an 
incredibly dangerous situation. 

I think we need to unite across par- 
ties, across the aisle, and, basically, 
say: No matter how you feel about 
Cuba policy, we all agree that travel to 
Cuba should be safe—no less safe than 
travel to the Bahamas, no less safe 
than travel to the Dominican Republic, 
no less safe than travel to Mexico. Why 
are we allowing the Cuban Government 
to conduct flights without the same 
conditions we have on allies of the 
United States? Cuba is not an ally of 
the United States. 

The Cuban Government hosts intel- 
ligence facilities for both the Chinese 
and the Russians. The Cuban Govern- 
ment harbors fugitives from American 
justice. The Cuban Government helped 
North Korea evade U.N. sanctions on 
missile technology and weapons. Yet 
we have allies in this hemisphere who 
have to comply with all of this, but not 
Cuba. This is absurd. 

The TSA has lied. It leaves this Na- 
tion vulnerable. Those commercial 
flights need to be immediately sus- 
pended until such time as these secu- 
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rity measures are put in place. This is 
something that just broke hours ago, 
and I hope we can come together here 
and actually deal with it, irrespective 
of how we may feel about the issue of 
Cuba. 

ZIKA VIRUS FUNDING 

Mr. President, the Governor of Flor- 
ida was here yesterday and again today 
to discuss Zika funding. I met with him 
personally yesterday, and we met with 
the majority leader earlier today to re- 
iterate again its importance. 

Let me reiterate again the statistics. 
There are now, on the mainland of the 
United States, almost 3,000 cases. In 
combination with U.S. territories— 
meaning, primarily, the island of Puer- 
to Rico—there are now close to 16,000 
cases. In my home State of Florida 
alone, we are up to 799 cases, and 70 of 
those cases are locally transmitted, 
meaning that they were not Zika infec- 
tions acquired abroad. They were ei- 
ther sexually transmitted or trans- 
mitted by a mosquito in the State of 
Florida. As to infections involving 
pregnant women in Florida, there are 
86. That is combined, both travel and 
local transmission. It has taken this 
Congress far too long to act. 

Now, I believe the good news is that, 
given the conversations that are still 
ongoing, we are on the verge of getting 
something done on the fight against 
Zika. I remind everyone that the Sen- 
ate did act on this issue back in May in 
a bipartisan way, and I would take this 
moment to point out that my col- 
league, Senator NELSON from Florida, 
has been great to work with on this 
and multiple issues—but on this in par- 
ticular. I thank him for his partnership 
and hard work in this regard. I enjoy 
our partnership on many issues involv- 
ing the State of Florida, including the 
water bill before the Senate, but on 
this issue of Zika in particular. But it 
is time for the rest of us to come to- 
gether in the interest of our people. 

I know that right now all the head- 
lines are about the impact this is hav- 
ing on Florida. But make no mistake, 
Zika is a national problem, and it re- 
quires a Federal response including 
funding to develop a vaccine that will 
eradicate this virus. So I do appreciate 
Governor Scott’s efforts at the State 
level to combat Zika. It is long past 
time that this Congress follows suit. 

This is, by the way, Governor Scott’s 
second visit to Washington to address 
Zika. Iam not aware of any other Gov- 
ernor who has come up here for the 
same purpose. But I can assure you 
that if we fail to seize the chance to 
pass funding, we are going to see more 
Governors and more Americans from 
every State and territory beating down 
the doors here in Washington fairly 
soon. As I said earlier, there are almost 
20,000 Americans that have now been 
infected, and I think it would be a trag- 
ic and terrible mistake to ignore their 
plight. We have a chance here to help 
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to prevent even more people from get- 
ting infected, but to do so we have to 
act now. 

I want to point to one of the aspects 
of this issue that isn’t talked about 
enough. We already understand the 
risk of microcephaly and what it 
means for unborn children. We under- 
stand the risk it poses to people in gen- 
eral. But I want to talk a little bit 
today about the economic impact of it. 
We can imagine that, as Zika out- 
breaks are being reported around the 
world and for the first time ever the 
CDC is actually designating areas of 
the continental United States as travel 
advisory areas that perhaps people 
should avoid, it begins to have an eco- 
nomic impact. I also don’t need to re- 
mind people—although, maybe I 
should—how important tourism is to 
the State of Florida. The evidence that 
this is having an impact on our econ- 
omy is now far more than just anec- 
dotal. I will quote extensively from an 
article in the Miami Herald a few days 
ago. 

In August, leisure airfare prices fell 17 per- 
cent year-over-year at Miami International 
Airport and Fort lLauderdale-Hollywood 
International Airport, according to an anal- 
ysis by Harrell Associates. Fares for top 
routes at the nation’s other airports rose 4 
percent over the same time period. 

So other airports saw a 4-percent in- 
crease in fares, and leisure airfare fell 
by 17 percent. People may think that 
this is good news for the consumer. But 
this is reflective of something—that 
demand is down and that the number of 
people wanting to travel there is down. 
This is not travel in general, because 
across to other airports it was up 4 per- 
cent. But in two airports in South 
Florida, it was down by 17 percent. 
That is evidence that this is having an 
impact on travel, both business and lei- 
sure. 

Here is more evidence: ‘‘And hotel 
bookings in greater downtown Miami 
fell by nearly 3 percent in the first 
three weeks of August compared to last 
year... .” 

As someone raised by parents who 
worked in the tourism sector—pri- 
marily in hotels—if these numbers and 
trends continue, not only are these ho- 
tels going to get hurt, but the people 
working there are going to get hurt. 

There is a reason why this is hap- 
pening. I will go to a couple more busi- 
ness aspects that we would think would 
go beyond simple tourism, just so we 
know this is not just about hotels and 
airports. 

There is a Bay Harbor Islands-based 
company that does wedding planning 
called Forever Events. The owners said 
that a couple from California spent 
several months planning a destination 
wedding in Miami and then cancelled 
it. Instead, they are getting married in 
California. 

A nanny service that provides baby- 
sitting for families staying at hotels 
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and resorts, often because they are in 
town to celebrate weddings, said the 
cancellations started coming as soon as 
the first travel-related cases were dis- 
covered in February. They said that 
families told them that because their 
wives were pregnant, they were too 
nervous to travel to Miami. 

Business has plummeted by about 25 per- 
cent, she said, hurting her staff. Phones have 
gone quiet... . ‘‘We used to get calls every 
couple of weeks for a mom coming in town 
having her baby and now we haven’t gotten 
any in months... . No calls at all.” 

The rationale behind all this, per- 
haps, is a Kaiser Family Foundation 
poll conducted in August, which found 
that ‘48 percent of Americans would be 
uncomfortable traveling to Zika infec- 
tion areas within the U.S., including 
Miami.” 

So, again, this is not just something 
that is having an impact on our health 
care system, which is dramatic in and 
of itself, but it is having an economic 
impact as well, which is why it is so in- 
excusable that we didn’t address this in 
April. We couldn’t get final passage on 
this in May. I know the Senate did its 
part. It has gotten tangled up in all 
this election-year politics. 

All I would say to my colleagues is, 
we fight about so many things around 
here. We have so many issues we could 
have a debate over. There are some sig- 
nificant differences between our polit- 
ical parties. In election years, they be- 
come more pronounced. Let’s have de- 
bates about those issues, but at least 
when it comes to public health and 
safety, can’t we say that on this issue, 
we are not going to play politics. Let’s 
put this issue aside and let’s not entan- 
gle it in all the political stuff that is 
going on because in the end, this does 
not discriminate. This is an issue that 
affects anyone and everyone, poten- 
tially. 

That is what I hope is going to hap- 
pen. We have taken far too long. Can 
you imagine going back at the end of 
next week or at the end of this month 
and explaining to people, not just in 
Florida but in America, that Congress 
once again couldn’t get anything done 
on this? 

I would ask both sides to show a tre- 
mendous amount of flexibility. I know 
there are ongoing conversations now 
behind the scenes to get some resolu- 
tion on this. There are so many other 
issues we could have an argument over. 
On this one, let’s just come together; 
let’s provide the funding. 

It is already less than what the 
President asked for, and I believe we 
will need more in the future. Let us 
come together, once and for all, and 
let’s get this done in the Senate, and 
then let’s work on encouraging our col- 
leagues in the House to do the same so 
we have at least some good news to tell 
the American people at the end of this 
month. No. 1, your government didn’t 
shut down; and, No. 2, Congress has fi- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


nally provided funds, not just to help 
States and localities deal with Zika, 
not just to help health care facilities 
treat people with Zika, and not just to 
help people prevent Zika but to con- 
tinue the research to develop a vaccine 
because once we have a vaccine, then I 
think this issue becomes very different. 
Then we have an answer with perma- 
nency to it. That is where I hope we are 
headed. That is why I encourage my 
colleagues to continue to work on it. 
Let’s get this done once and for all. It 
is the right thing to do for America. It 
is the right thing to do for our people. 

Mr. President, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CARPER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. LEE). 
Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. CARPER. Mr. President, today 
we have made important progress on a 
piece of legislation that we refer to 
with another one of those funny sound- 
ing names. In this case, it is WRDA. It 
is spelled W-R-D-A. That stands for the 
Water Resources Development Act. 

The average American who might 
tune into C-SPAN today probably has 
no idea what it means when we use its 
nickname. Frankly, they are likely 
confused with a lot of the other strange 
acronyms we use in Washington as 
well, but the truth is, the things this 
WRDA bill will accomplish will have a 
big effect on the everyday lives of a lot 
of Americans. Many of them will be 
things that happen behind the scenes. 

There are many important functions 
of the Federal Government that re- 
quire years of planning and action by 
Congress. We as private citizens often- 
times sort of take them for granted. 
Hearing your local Senator or Member 
of Congress talk about critical dredg- 
ing projects might sound boring, but if 
ships carrying groceries into our coun- 
try’s ports can’t reach their destina- 
tion, the prices continue to rise; in 
some cases, by a whole lot. That means 
families struggling to put food on their 
tables must figure out how to stretch 
their strained budget even further. 

For the neediest among us, that ship 
reaching its port isn’t just a policy de- 
cision made in our Nation’s capital, it 
is the difference between a hungry 
child and a healthy one, but it takes a 
lot more work to keep our children 
healthy. 

In April of 2014, news broke of a hor- 
rendous drinking water crisis in Flint, 
MI. Our networks and our newspapers 
were flooded with images of families 
holding up jugs of discolored water 
that came from their kitchen sinks and 
from their bathtubs. It was like we 
were watching a nightmare unfold 
overnight, but in reality it was years 
in the making. 
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For decades, cities across this coun- 
try have struggled to fund proper 
maintenance of their drinking water 
infrastructure. In Flint, officials re- 
peatedly cut corners, with little regard 
for public health concerns, in order to 
avoid investing in a high-quality water 
system. Let’s think about this. Really, 
what is more important than an invest- 
ment in making sure our kids aren’t 
drinking water that slowly stunts the 
growth of their brains and the develop- 
ment of their brains? 

Unfortunately, while the national 
spotlight has focused on Flint, aging 
water infrastructure is a growing prob- 
lem faced by way too many of our com- 
munities across this country. This 
year, the Guardian newspaper found 
that over the past decade, water de- 
partments in at least 33 large cities 
have chosen to test their water with 
methods that would underestimate the 
lead levels in their drinking water—un- 
derestimate. 

Philadelphia, which is half an hour 
up the road from my home State and 
hometown of Wilmington, DE, has been 
accused of having some of the worst 
testing procedures of any city in the 
United States. 

Congress banned lead water pipes 
some 30 years ago, but many of our 
pipes are older than that. In fact, we 
don’t even know the full extent of the 
problem. Estimates of lead pipes still 
in use range from 3 to 10 million. That 
means some parts of our drinking 
water infrastructure are poisoning 
unsuspecting families across this Na- 
tion of ours. 

We are doing good bipartisan work 
today by moving forward on author- 
izing programs that will begin to tack- 
le not all but many of these issues, but 
in truth this is only the tip of the ice- 
berg. The Environmental Protection 
Agency estimates it must spend nearly 
$400 billion between now and 2030. 
Think about that, $400 billion between 
now and 2030 in order to keep our 
drinking water safe. It is not only pipes 
that we have to maintain to ensure 
that our water supply is clean and that 
we have enough of it. 

For example, the Delaware River 
Basin supplies drinking water for more 
than 15 million people. People don’t 
just depend on this water for drinking. 
This river houses the catches our fish- 
ermen and fisherwomen depend on for 
their livelihood. This river serves as a 
shipping route to direct goods to and 
from our local businesses. It facilitates 
tourism that ripples through local 
economies up and down the eastern 
seaboard. 

Today we have made important 
strides toward improving coordinated 
protection and restoration of the Dela- 
ware River Basin on which so many 
rely. With this legislation, we are also 
taking important steps to strengthen 
our coastal areas, which are the first 
line of defense against extreme weath- 
er and sea level rise. 
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For communities near the ocean in 
Delaware, a severe storm isn’t just a 
day off from work or from school. It 
has the potential to wreak havoc on 
our cities and our towns, potentially 
destroying local businesses and causing 
irreparable damage to families’ homes, 
as well as to our transportation infra- 
structure or water and wastewater 
treatment systems as well. 

State and local governments that are 
already strapped for resources are then 
forced to scramble to help their resi- 
dents rebuild. Instead of trying to 
patch the damage after every storm, 
maybe we ought to prepare ahead of 
time to make our coastlines more re- 
silient. That will keep people safer and 
also save us a lot of money in the long 
term. 

I learned this from my grandmother: 
An ounce of prevention is worth a 
pound of cure, and no place is this say- 
ing truer than with regard to main- 
taining our local critical infrastruc- 
ture. Too often we in Congress neglect 
our responsibility to invest in the 
things that make life possible and bet- 
ter. We shy away from reminding peo- 
ple that things worth having are worth 
paying for. 

We weren’t elected to take the easy 
way out. That isn’t what we come here 
for. We were elected to make the tough 
choices required of leaders. I am proud 
of the bipartisan work that has been 
done today to help make sure parents 
can feel confident about the glass of 
water they will give their kids to drink 
at the supper table tomorrow or the 
week after that. 

I am proud we are taking action to 
address some of the often ignored busi- 
nesses of running a nation like ours. I 
hope my colleagues on both sides of the 
aisle will join me to continue this good 
work. Let’s remind the American peo- 
ple that with a little determination, 
with a little more dedication, we can 
accomplish the responsibilities which 
they entrust to us. 

Mr. President, I see we have been 
joined by a friend from Arkansas. I am 
going to yield the floor to him. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Arkansas. 

NATIONAL SECURITY 

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, while 
I was traveling around Arkansas dur- 
ing our instate work period, one of the 
top issues I heard about from my con- 
stituents was national security. It re- 
mains at the forefront of the minds of 
Arkansans. I am sure my colleagues 
heard the same thing during their time 
at home. 

The message I received was one of 
concern—concern with how the admin- 
istration’s terrible Iran deal is flushing 
the regime with cash and allowing 
Tehran to continue its nuclear activi- 
ties while rebuilding its arsenal and 
belligerently bullying the United 
States and our allies. They are con- 
cerned that North Korea is ramping up 
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its nuclear program to try to get the 
same sweetheart deal, and they are 
concerned the threat from ISIS con- 
tinues to grow despite the President’s 
attempt to convince the public that 
radical Islamic terror is not a problem. 

Let’s start with Iran. Earlier this 
week, Iran threatened to shoot down 
two U.S. Navy surveillance aircraft for 
flying ‘‘too close to Iranian airspace.” 
Yes, the country the Obama adminis- 
tration bent over backward to appease 
threatened us once again. This is the 
latest in a long line of provocations di- 
rected by Iran toward the United 
States. 

Last month, Iran harassed our war- 
ships in the Persian Gulf on at least 
five occasions. Iran’s belligerence has 
been matched by the nation’s pursuit 
of weapons, all of which has been en- 
abled by the terrible nuclear deal 
President Obama brokered—a deal Iran 
has zero intentions of abiding by. 

Earlier this month, the regime in 
Tehran deployed a Russian-supplied 
surface-to-air-missile defense system 
around its Fordow underground ura- 
nium enrichment facility. This potent 
missile defense system was part of an 
$800 million deal Russia signed with 
Iran in 2007. That deal has been volun- 
tarily put on hold because of a 2010 
U.N. Security Council resolution, but 
that hold was lifted after President 
Obama’s weak Iran deal signaled to 
Russia that it is acceptable to sell 
weapons to Iran. 

This news is shocking given that 
President Obama said his deal halts en- 
richment at Fordow. If that is the case, 
why does Iran need this potent defense 
system to protect its scientific facil- 
ity? Where did Iran get the money for 
this system? The Obama administra- 
tion and its negotiating partners 
agreed in secret to allow Iran to evade 
some restrictions in the nuclear agree- 
ment. This reprieve was grand in order 
to give Iran more time to meet the 
deadline for it to start getting relief 
from economic sanctions. For all of 
these concessions, what exactly did the 
international community get out of 
the deal? Certainly not peace of mind. 
Meanwhile, Iran gets concession after 
concession to build a peaceful nuclear 
program that no one outside the White 
House believes will remain that way, 
but outside the White House walls, the 
rogue actors of the world have a dif- 
ferent perspective. What they see is a 
meal ticket—a way to get out of sanc- 
tions without having to end the pursuit 
of nuclear weapons. 

Case in point, North Korea. They 
have seen the windfall Iran has re- 
ceived for agreeing to the President’s 
deal and appear to be angling for a 
windfall of their own, which is why 
North Korea defied U.N. resolutions 
and detonated its fifth and largest nu- 
clear weapon last week. After carrying 
out the test, North Korea boasted that 
the warhead could be used to counter 
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the American threat. Make no mis- 
take, North Korea wants its own deal 
and will continue to try to provoke the 
United States. 

Will President Obama cave in to 
North Korea’s demands in the same 
manner in which he did with Iran? We 
certainly should not be granting sanc- 
tions relief to North Korea nor should 
we be doing so for Iran. In fact, we 
should be ratcheting up sanctions. We 
have passed legislation to do that for 
North Korea already. The chairman of 
the Foreign Relations Committee has a 
bill to make that happen for Iran as 
well. I am cosponsoring that bill and 
hope we can move it forward in the 
Senate. 

While Iran and North Korea step up 
the posturing, ISIS just released a 
gruesome new propaganda video show- 
ing dozens of captured prisoners hung 
from meat hooks inside a Syrian 
slaughterhouse. The video then shows 
ISIS members slitting the throats of 
these prisoners. The brutality of these 
terrorists, which President Obama once 
referred to as the JV team, is shocking 
and revolting. The President has never 
presented a strategy to Congress for 
eliminating ISIS, and our sporadic air- 
strikes have done little to stop the ter- 
rorist group from pressing forward to 
strengthen its global reach. 

As these events play out, Senate 
Democrats continue to block vital 
funding for our troops and our coun- 
try’s security and keep it from moving 
forward. This is why national security 
was the main concern I heard about 
during the instate work period and I 
continue to hear about now. The anx- 
iety and unease created by this admin- 
istration’s failed foreign policy weighs 
heavy on the American people. We 
must change course. 

With that, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

NOMINATION OF MERRICK GARLAND 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, after 
one of the longest recesses in modern 
history, Congress returned last week to 
Washington. Unfortunately, it seems 
that some of our colleagues have been 
more interested in continuing to play 
politics with the health and welfare of 
the American people than in getting 
the job done. 

Nearly 19,000 Americans have been 
infected by the Zika virus, including 
hundreds of pregnant women. Yet Con- 
gress has failed to pass an emergency 
funding bill to address the Zika crisis, 
and as I discussed on the floor earlier 
this afternoon, thousands of retired 
mineworkers, many of them suffering 
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from serious illnesses, are still waiting 
for us to work on the bipartisan Miners 
Protection Act. 

This afternoon, I would like to focus 
on another area where unfortunately 
the Senate has failed to do its job—an 
important job that is part of our con- 
stitutional requirements—which is to 
make sure we end this unprecedented 
obstruction regarding the vacancy on 
the Supreme Court. It has now been a 
recordbreaking 182 days since Presi- 
dent Obama nominated Judge Merrick 
Garland, and yet 182 days later, the Su- 
preme Court is still forced to function 
one Justice short. It is an example of 
Washington dysfunction at its absolute 
worst. 

The Senate confirmed Supreme Court 
Justices during Presidential election 
years at least 17 times, so there is no 
reason this should be a partisan issue. 
Until recently, both parties have recog- 
nized the Senate’s constitutional re- 
sponsibility to advise and consent on 
the President’s nominations to the Su- 
preme Court. 

President Reagan himself said: 
“Every day that passes with a Supreme 
Court below full strength impairs the 
people’s business in that crucially im- 
portant body.” 

The truth is, Judge Garland’s quali- 
fications and dedication to public serv- 
ice are beyond reproach. 

Again, today, as I did earlier this 
year, I am strongly urging my col- 
leagues to do the job we were elected to 
do. Let’s go ahead and vote on Judge 
Garland. If you don’t want to support 
him, that is your right, but let’s give 
him that hearing and take on that 
vote. 

Let’s make sure we take on the very 
important health care crisis around 
Zika. Let’s make sure we don’t leave 
the American people hanging in terms 
of a continuing resolution. Let’s pass 
that and make sure the government 
stays funded. 

Again, it is time for us to get to 
work. It is time for the Senate to do its 
job so we can make sure that when we 
go back to our constituents—as we 
continue with the final weeks before 
the election—we can look them in the 
eye and say: We have done our duty. 

I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. MANCHIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
PERDUE. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

OPIOID EPIDEMIC 

Mr. MANCHIN. Mr. President, I have 
been coming every week and speaking 
about an epidemic we have across our 
country. The State of West Virginia 
has been hit hard. I know Utah has 
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been hit hard. There has not been a 
State that has been spared. This opioid 
epidemic, this prescription drug abuse 
is ravaging our country and a whole 
generation of our people. 

We have come to a crisis point. In 
West Virginia, drug overdose deaths 
have soared by more than 700 percent 
since 1988. We lost 600 West Virginians 
to opioids last year alone—600—more 
than any other cause of death in my 
State. Of the 628 drug overdose deaths 
in the State in 2014, most were linked 
to prescription drugs. These are legal 
drugs. 

Now, 199 were oxycodone related, 
with 133 attributed to hydrocodone. We 
have a situation where basically people 
ask: How did we get to this point? We 
have products that are being made by 
reputable companies that we depend on 
for lifesaving medication every day. So 
you have a reputable company. We 
have the Food and Drug Administra- 
tion, the FDA, which basically is our 
guardian, if you will. It is the gate- 
keeper of whether things we are con- 
suming are good for us and will not be 
harmful. Then you have your doctor, 
the most trusted person next to a 
member of your family, telling you and 
prescribing what you should take to 
make you better. 

So we have a runaway epidemic on 
our hands. We have to get this genie 
back into the bottle. West Virginia had 
the highest rate of prescription drug 
overdose deaths by any State last 
year—31 per 100,000 people—31 people 
out of 100,000 people died. The next 
closest State was New Mexico at 25 
deaths per 100,000. In West Virginia, 
providers wrote—I want you to listen 
to this figure. It is almost unbeliev- 
able. In West Virginia, providers wrote 
188 painkiller prescriptions for every 
100 people. I want to repeat that. They 
wrote—that means our doctors—pre- 
scribed 138 prescriptions for every 100 
people. Now, that is impossible. You 
would think that is absolutely abusive. 
It is. 

Between 2007 and 2012, drug whole- 
salers shipped—this is an unbelievable 
amount—they shipped more than 200 
million pain pills to West Virginia. The 
population of my State is 1,850,000, give 
or take. So with a little over 1,850,000 
people, the drug wholesalers shipped 
200 million pain pills to my State of 
West Virginia—40 million per year. 

This number does not include ship- 
ments from the two largest drug whole- 
salers. Every day in our country, 51 
Americans die from opioid abuse, legal 
prescription drugs. National drug abuse 
facts. Drug overdose was the leading 
cause of injury death in 2013. Among 
people 25 to 64 years old, drug 
overdoses caused more deaths than 
motor vehicle crashes. 

There were 41,982 drug overdose 
deaths in the United States in 2013. Of 
these, 22,767 or 51.8 percent were re- 
lated to prescription drug overdose. 
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These are legal prescription drugs. 
Drug misuse and abuse caused about 2.5 
million emergency room visits in 2011. 
Of these, more than 1.4 million of these 
emergency room visits were related to 
prescription drugs. Again, legal pre- 
scription drugs. 

Among those emergency room visits, 
420,000 visits related to opioid analge- 
sics. Nearly 2 million Americans age 12 
or older either abuse or were dependent 
upon opioids in 2013. Of the 2.8 million 
people who used an illicit drug for the 
first time in 2013, 20 percent began with 
a nonmedical use of a prescription 
drug—nonmedical—including pain re- 
lievers, tranquilizers, and stimulants. 

The United States makes up only 4.6 
percent of the world’s population—4.6 
percent. We are 330 million. Over 7 bil- 
lion people live on Mother Earth. We 
make up less than 5 percent of the pop- 
ulation. Yet we consume—the United 
States of America—80 percent of its 
opioids and 99 percent of the world’s 
hydrocodone—99 percent of the world’s 
hydrocodone. 

Opioid abuse has jumped 287 percent 
in 11 years. In 2018, health care pro- 
viders wrote 259 million prescriptions 
for painkillers, enough for every Amer- 
ican to have a bottle of pills. Think 
about that—enough for every American 
to have a bottle of opioid pain pills. 
Misuse and abuse of prescription drugs 
cost the country an estimated $53.4 bil- 
lion per year in lost productivity, med- 
ical costs, and criminal justice costs. 

If you talk to anybody, any of the 
law enforcement officers in your home- 
town, your home community, your 
State, they will tell you, 8 out of 10— 
a minimum of 8 out of 10 of the crimes 
that are reported that they go out on 
are drug-induced. Currently, 1 in 10 
Americans with a substance abuse dis- 
order receives treatment. So only 10 
percent are getting treatment. So 
many people over the years believed— 
and I was one of them 20 years ago—be- 
lieved if you fool with any types of 
drugs, you are committing a crime, and 
we are going to put you in jail. 

Well, we put you in jail, but we just 
did not cure anybody. It didn’t get any 
better. So we better try something dif- 
ferent. It has been proven that addic- 
tion is an illness, and an illness needs 
treatment. There is no treatment. Only 
1 in 10 can find it. Since 1999, we have 
lost almost 200,000 Americans—200,000— 
to prescription opioid abuse. 

If we lost 200,000 in any other arena, 
I will guarantee you we would go into 
action. We would find a way to stop 
this, but we have not done a thing 
about this. In October, President 
Obama came to Charles Town, WV, to 
talk to people on the frontlines of the 
epidemic. Following the visit, he called 
for emergency funding to combat the 
opioid crisis. Now we have Presidential 
candidates talking about prescription 
drug abuse. Earlier this year, Sec- 
retary Clinton was in West Virginia 
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talking about ways we can work to- 
gether to prevent and treat prescrip- 
tion drug abuse. 

The FDA began making changes to 
the way it approves opioid medica- 
tions. The CDC, the Centers for Disease 
Control, released much needed guide- 
lines for the prescribing of opioids for 
managing chronic pain. We need a seri- 
ous culture change in America, and I 
mean a serious culture change, to get 
to the root of the problem. We need to 
change the approval of opioid drugs at 
the FDA. 

We can’t have the Food and Drug Ad- 
ministration that is responsible for us 
getting products that are supposed to 
be good for us to consume not knowing 
what the effects may be. I keep telling 
them—I ask: Why do you continue to 
approve new opioid painkillers coming 
on the market? Why? Don’t we have 
enough? If you do approve something 
new, don’t you think something ought 
to be removed rather than just keeping 
more products on the market? 

Iam going to read a letter. I read let- 
ters because I have always said that 
this is a silent killer. The silent killer 
of drug abuse, of prescription drug 
abuse, is, if it is in your family, we 
don’t want to talk about it. It is my 
son or my daughter, it is my mom or 
my uncle, it is my aunt, we will take 
care of it. We will keep it within our- 
selves. 

So it is a silent killer because nobody 
talks about it. Nobody knew what was 
going on. Nobody knew the heartache 
and all of the absolutely devastating 
tragedies families were going through. 
They thought they could take care of 
it because we did not know it was an 
illness. We did not know it needs treat- 
ment. They did not have a place to 
turn. Most families don’t have the re- 
sources to send them to the treatment 
centers. They are very expensive. 

So we have asked people to start 
speaking out. I am getting letters from 
all over the country. I am going to read 
Samantha Frashier’s letter. They are 
giving me names now. It is not anony- 
mous. It used to be anonymous, ‘‘Don’t 
use my name.” They want you to 
know. They want you to know and put 
a real face with a real name and a real 
person: 

I will start this off by saying, I am not 
from West Virginia. I live in Ohio. But I felt 
like I could still share my story. 

My dad’s family is from West Virginia and 
I have seen the devastation of the opiate epi- 
demic there. It is just as bad here in Cin- 
cinnati and all of the suburbs surrounding it. 

I grew up in Mason, Ohio, and had a good 
life. We weren’t rich, but we weren’t poor. 
My parents did everything they could to 
take care of me and my brother. 

I was very involved with the youth group 
in high school and just an all-around happy 
person. I went to a Christian university and 
just started drinking a lot. 

That went on for a few years, and by the 
time I was 21, I started using pills 
recreationally. Stupid choice. That was in 
2008 and heroin was just starting to creep in 
everywhere. 
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I used for 5 years, every day. Once I start- 
ed, it was like I made a decision I could 
never quit, that I would use forever. I was 
such an evil, manipulative liar and thief. I 
ruined every relationship I ever had. 

Finally, I got in trouble. I went on a small 
car chase, (stupid, I know) and was booked 
into jail on 11 charges, which resulted in 2 
felonies, and I was sent to MonDay Correc- 
tional Institute in Dayton, Ohio. It was there 
that I was taught the skills I needed to sur- 
vive. I had to dig deep and really figure out 
who I was and what issues I need to really 
work on. 

I also received letters from women at 
church I didn’t even know. I corresponded 
with them over the months. These women 
made me feel a sense of being surrounded, 
even though I was in a lockdown facility. 

I spent 5 months there, got a job, became 
a manager and ran a failing pizza restaurant. 
About 10 months after being released, I found 
out I was pregnant with identical twin boys. 
I had some complications with my pregnancy 
and was on bed rest and still dealing with 
issues. My boys are 7 months old now. My 
boyfriend and I are both almost 8 years 
clean, and we are blessed enough to find 
someone to rent a house to us. 

I am currently involved in starting a non- 
profit recovery home here in Warren County, 
Ohio, called ‘‘The Next.” We will help women 
after they detox with a recovery home. 

The other part of my story is that I have 
also watched my family become crippled by 
this disease of addiction. My brother re- 
cently was using drugs. We couldn’t find him 
help anywhere. Waiting lists, insurance 
copays for thousands of dollars, flying to dif- 
ferent states, nothing local. He ended up get- 
ting in trouble and he now has a felony. 

My aunt has already lost one son to a her- 
oin overdose and 3 weeks ago we sat in the 
hospital with her daughter, holding her down 
because she had alcohol poisoning, and she 
was intubated and on a breathing machine. 

The pain, the hurt, I see it in everyone’s 
eyes. I can’t imagine what that is like. I look 
at my boys and pray that I will do every- 
thing I can to steer them away. It’s in their 
genes and they have to be careful. 

My heart is big and I have spent nights 
crying over this. My friend Pete’s funeral is 
next week. He died of a heroin overdose. 
Every few weeks, someone dies, or they are 
sent to jail and get no help, get released, or 
go to prison and don’t get help and spend 
their time with other people who don’t want 
to change. They get released eventually and 
have no skills. 

Everyone is set up for failure. This is af- 
fecting every single person in this commu- 
nity, and I know it is like this in so many 
other places. 

I hope to hear of a dollar amount attached 
to the CARA act, and that there are changes. 
We need recovery homes, rehab, different 
laws to encourage getting help, helping those 
in prison that want to change to provide a 
reachable opportunity. 

It is 100 percent possible to get clean. I 
want everyone to Know it is possible to share 
the hope that a successful life is achievable. 
I have a huge passion to change things and 
to help that change. I have sent letters, e- 
mails, web messages to all the Congressmen, 
judges, prosecutors, City of Mason, Mason 
Police Department, and Warren County. Iam 
doing whatever part I can. 

This is killing so many young lives, and 
mothers, fathers, daughters, and sons, every- 
one, and they need to change. 


This is a letter—and I want to answer 
this by saying we are trying. I have a 


12645 


piece of legislation that I have drafted. 
This piece of legislation is going to 
have permanent funding that will go 
directly to treatment centers—di- 
rectly—100 percent to treatment cen- 
ters around this country. 

What it does is it asks to be charged 
one penny per milligram—one penny 
per milligram—for every opioid pro- 
duced and sold in America. That will 
raise about $1.5 to $2 billion. So I would 
say to all of my colleagues and friends 
who are afraid that, oh, this is a new 
tax—this is a treatment center. This is 
a way to get people clean again. This is 
what we are asking people to sign on 
to. 

I will guarantee you there will not be 
one family—Democratic or Repub- 
lican—that would vote against you if 
you can help save their child and give 
them a place to go to get clean. This is 
so important. 

I thank you for allowing me to speak 
today, taking the time to read this let- 
ter, and allowing us to share this letter 
with so many people because it is per- 
sonal. You can now put a face, a story, 
and a family behind it, and that is 
what we all should be doing. 

It is no longer the silent killer. It is 
still a killer, but people are speaking 
out. They asking for help. That help 
comes right here in the Halls of the 
Senate and the Halls of Congress. We 
can make a difference in America and 
save a whole generation. 

I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


ee 


MORNING BUSINESS 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ate be in a period of morning business, 
with Senators permitted to speak 
therein for up to 10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


eS 


RECOGNIZING THE UNITED 
STATES CHESS TEAM 


Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, 
today I wish to recognize the remark- 
able accomplishments of the U.S. Chess 
Olympiad team. Widely considered to 
be the pinnacle of international chess, 
Chess Olympiad is a biennial competi- 
tion organized by the World Chess Fed- 
eration where teams from all over the 
world gather to compete. This year, 
over 175 nations and territories in at- 
tendance were represented at the 
Olympiad. 

For the first time since 1976, the U.S. 
team emerged from a talented and 
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crowded field to claim victory and ce- 
ment its spot at the top of the chess 
world. The team was led by U.S. cham- 
pion Grandmaster Fabiano Caruana, 
who won a bronze medal in the indi- 
vidual competition, and boasted a 
strong lineup featuring 3 of the top 10 


players in the world. Grandmaster 
Caruana, Grandmaster Hikaru 
Nakamura, Grandmaster Wesley So, 
Grandmaster Ray Robson, Grand- 


master Samuel Shankland, team cap- 
tain International Master John Don- 
aldson, and coach Grandmaster Alek- 
sandr Lenderman dedicating them- 
selves to becoming the best in the 
world, and represented the United 
States with honor and pride at the 42nd 
Chess Olympiad. 

I am proud to say that Fabiano 
Caruana has partnered with the Lib- 
erty Science Center in my home State 
of New Jersey to bring chess to a new 
generation of students across the 
State. As the visiting grandmaster and 
“Chess Rules!” ambassador, Caruana 
works with the Liberty Science Center 
to improve children’s concentration, 
critical thinking, memory, and ana- 
lytic skills in a fun and engaging way 
through the game of chess. I am 
pleased that Grandmaster Caruana’s 
first stop upon returning to the U.S. 
will be an event at Liberty Science 
Center to celebrate the U.S. victory 
and continue the important work that 
he has been doing. 

Let me conclude by again congratu- 
lating the U.S. Chess Olympiad team, 
and wishing all of its members contin- 
ued success in the future. 

Thank you. 


a 


ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 


TRIBUTE TO STEPHEN N. 
LIMBAUGH, JR. 


e Mr. BLUNT. Mr. President, today I 
wish to honor Judge Stephen N. 
Limbaugh, Jr., of Cape Girardeau, MO, 
for his service and dedication to the 
State Historical Society of Missouri. 
Judge Limbaugh is completing his 
final term as president of the society 
after a distinguished tenure leading the 
board of trustees. He is the first leader 
in the society’s 118-year history to 
serve two terms as president. It has 
been my pleasure to work with him as 
a member of the board of trustees. 
Judge Limbaugh’s election as presi- 
dent of the State Historical Society of 
Missouri 6 years ago follows in the 
footsteps of his grandfather, Rush H. 
Limbaugh I, who served as vice presi- 
dent of the society during the 1940s. 
Judge Limbaugh has been a guiding 
force in expanding the society’s net- 
work of research centers to Cape 
Girardeau and Springfield. In addition, 
he facilitated an agreement with the 
University of Missouri that gave the 
State Historical Society ‘‘sole respon- 
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sibility” for the management of the 
Western Historical Manuscript Collec- 
tion. 

Judge Limbaugh successfully 
launched the Center for Missouri Stud- 
ies, an educational initiative to ad- 
vance the study of Missouri’s history 
and culture with competitive, inter- 
disciplinary fellowships. He worked 
unwaveringly to ensure passage of a 
bill in the Missouri General Assembly 
to finance the construction of the Cen- 
ter in Columbia, MO, which was agreed 
to in 2015. The building project begins a 
new era for the State Historical Soci- 
ety of Missouri and greatly enhances 
the Society’s mission to collect, pre- 
serve, publish, and showcase material 
that features all of Missouri’s unique 
history. 

The leadership and dedication that 
Judge Limbaugh, Jr., demonstrates as 
president of the society is the same 
leadership and dedication he dem- 
onstrates in his personal and public 
life. He studied at Southern Methodist 
University in Dallas, TX, and went on 
to earn his master of laws in judicial 
process degree from the University of 
Virginia School of Law. He was elected 
prosecuting attorney of Cape Girardeau 
County in 1978 at the age of 26, after be- 
ginning his legal career with the fam- 
ily firm of Limbaugh, Limbaugh, and 
Russell. After serving a 4-year term, he 
returned to private practice until 1987, 
when he was appointed circuit judge 
for the 32nd Judicial Circuit. Judge 
Limbaugh held this position until he 
was appointed to the Missouri Supreme 
Court in 1992. 

Judge Stephen N. Limbaugh, Jr., 
served for 16 years as a judge on the 
Supreme Court of Missouri, including a 
2-year term as chief justice. He was 
recognized among his colleagues for his 
sound interpretation of the law and 
compassion for his fellow Missourians. 
In 2007, Limbaugh was nominated by 
President George W. Bush to the U.S. 
District Court for the Eastern District 
of Missouri. He was confirmed by the 
U.S. Senate with unanimous consent 
on June 10, 2008. 

The judge’s tireless dedication to 
public service has been recognized by 
the American College of Trial Lawyers, 
Legal Services of Eastern Missouri, the 
Adoption and Foster Care Coalition of 
Missouri, the National Eagle Scout As- 


sociation, Professional Blackmen’s 
Club of Southeast Missouri, and Rotary 
International. 


He is the author of numerous histor- 
ical works, including ‘‘The Antebellum 
History of Centenary Church of Cape 
Girardeau.”’ 

I am confident Judge Limbaugh will 
always continue to study Missouri’s vi- 
brant history and heritage and share 
his knowledge with individuals and 
groups across the great State. 

In October, Judge Limbaugh will be 
awarded the Missouri Historical Soci- 
ety’s Distinguished Service Award and 
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Medallion for his significant and last- 
ing contributions to preserving Mis- 
souri’s history and fostering recogni- 
tion for Missouri’s distinct role in our 
Nation’s history. 

Judge Stephen N. Limbaugh, Jr., has 
played a major role in the success of 
the State Historical Society of Mis- 
souri. His legacy will continue to im- 
pact future generations through the 
programs and partnerships he helped 
put in place. I am grateful for his 
friendship, and I thank him for his 
service to the country, citizens of Mis- 
souri, and the State Historical Society 
of Missouri.e 


Ee 


REMEMBERING LASKER “LAS” 
BELL, SR. 


e Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, today 
I wish to remember the life of Lasker 
“Las” Bell, Sr., an iconic radio and tel- 
evision personality who brought music 
into the hearts and minds of people liv- 
ing in Arkansas, Louisiana, and Mis- 
sissippi, who passed away on Sep- 
tember 12, 2016. 

Bell was born in Homer, LA, and 
spent much of his childhood as a share- 
cropper, working alongside his mater- 
nal grandparents, who raised him. In 
1944, he moved to Camden, AR, which 
became his home. 

He honorably served his country as a 
corporal in the U.S. Army. When he 
was discharged in 1952, he returned to 
Camden where he put his vision to be- 
come a radio and television host into 
motion. 

In 1967, Bell turned his passion for 
music into a hosting gig at KJWH in El 
Dorado. He continued that momentum 
and turned the excitement for soul 
music in the region into the ‘‘Las Bell 
Variety Show.” By 1970, it was a week- 
ly staple on the airwaves that helped 
define a generation of people in the re- 
gion. He aimed to offer African Ameri- 
cans the same opportunity as the na- 
tionwide hit show ‘‘American Band- 
stand.” 

He broke barriers as the first Black 
interviewer for Channel 10 News and 
continued to pursue his other hosting 
responsibilities, adding a gospel show 
to the radio. 

Bell’s commitment to the commu- 
nity led him to serve on and establish 
civic organizations to help make a dif- 
ference. His service includes founding 
the Elks Club in Camden and serving 
on the Bi-racial Committee for the 
Camden schools. He was appointed to 
the Human Resources Commission by 
Governor David Pryor and reappointed 
by Governor Frank White. 

As a faithful follower of Christ, Bell 
shared the stories of Jesus. His friends 
remember his smile that would bright- 
en anyone’s day. 

I want to offer my prayers and sin- 
cere condolences to Las’s loved ones on 
their loss. I thank him for his lifelong 
passion for entertainment and sharing 
that with Arkansans and the region.e 


September 14, 2016 


RECOGNIZING BOY SCOUTS OF 
AMERICA TROOP 1 OF IDAHO 


e Mr. CRAPO. Mr. President, today I 
wish to congratulate the Boy Scouts of 
America Troop 1 of Meridian, ID, on 
the troop’s approaching 100th anniver- 
sary. 

Troop 1’s former scoutmaster Rich- 
ard Weight reports that research indi- 
cates that the troop was formed on or 
before July 20, 1917, in Meridian and 
was in continuous operation until 1942 
when wartime needs made operation of 
the troop impossible. In 1944, the troop 
rechartered and has been in continuous 
operation since. Troop 1 has taken part 
in service projects and efforts to have a 
positive effect on the community. 

I have been involved in scouting for 
almost my entire life. I am proud of 
the young men who have demonstrated 
a commitment to the principles of 
scouting and the communities that 
support them. I commend the scouts 
and supporters of Troop 1 for advancing 
leadership and informative opportuni- 
ties for area youth who gain invaluable 
experience while contributing to 
bettering our communities. The many 
benefits from scouting activities are 
made possible through the significant 
commitment of those who are actively 
involved with the troop. 

Congratulations to MIdaho’s Boy 
Scouts of America Troop 1 on this re- 
markable milestone. Thank you for 
your efforts to build up our commu- 
nities and expand opportunities for fu- 
ture leaders.e 


Ee 


REMEMBERING LIEUTENANT 
GENERAL JOHN BRUCE BLOUNT 


e Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. President, today I 
wish to honor the memory of LTG John 
Bruce Blount, United States Army, Re- 
tired, who passed away peacefully on 
August 23, 2016, surrounded by his lov- 
ing family. He was 88. 

Lieutenant General Blount was born 
in Pawtucket, RI, on April 22, 1928, the 
son of Joseph Hagen Blount and Loret- 
ta Moody Blount. He played basketball 
in high school and set a school record 
that still stands today, scoring 66 
points in a single game. During his col- 
legiate years at the University of 
Rhode Island, John excelled in sports, 
scoring more than 1,000 points in bas- 
ketball and serving as captain of both 
the basketball and baseball teams. He 
was selected for the All Yanks Con- 
ference and the All East Team and was 
named ROTC cadet colonel in his sen- 
ior year. 

As a distinguished military graduate, 
in June of 1950, John was commissioned 
as a Second Lieutenant in the U. S. 
Army Infantry. On June 17, 1950, he 
married Joan Adele Garrett of Bel- 
mont, MA. 

Lieutenant General Blount’s long ca- 
reer was distinguished as he rose 
through the ranks of the U.S. Army, 
with distinguished combat tours in 
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Korea and Vietnam. Among the many 
highlights of his career were his testi- 
mony at the Army-McCarthy hearings 
and his command of Fort Jackson, SC, 
one of the U. S. Army’s most impor- 
tant and strategic training centers. 

John was promoted to brigadier gen- 
eral on September 1, 1974. He was pro- 
moted to major general in October of 
1977, and on June 30, 1983, John was 
promoted to lieutenant general and be- 
came chief of staff of the Allied Forces 
South, a large NATO command con- 
sisting of units from five countries, in- 
cluding Greece, Italy, Turkey, the 
United Kingdom and the United States. 

Upon completion of this appoint- 
ment, John retired from active service 
in Columbia, SC, near Fort Jackson, 
but did not discontinue his service to 
the Army that he loved. From 1985 to 
1988, he served as director of defense 
study programs at the University of 
South Carolina. From 1988 to 1994, he 
served as chairman of the Army Re- 
tiree Council. For many years, he 
served as national vice president of the 
Association of the U. S. Army and as 
the retiree representative on the board 
of directors of the Army Morale, Wel- 
fare, and Recreation Association and 
headed the National Military Retirees 
Golf Tournament at Myrtle Beach, SC. 
He also served as the president of the 
South Carolina Korean Veterans War 
Memorial Committee and was instru- 
mental in establishing the memorial in 
downtown Columbia, SC. 

In recognition of his integrity, exem- 
plary leadership, and outstanding serv- 
ice, the University of Rhode Island 
proudly conferred upon Lieutenant 
General Blount the honorary degree of 
doctor of laws in June 2000. 

Lieutenant General Blount is a high- 
ly decorated soldier whose awards in- 
clude the Army Distinguished Service 
Medal, Defense Superior Service Medal, 
Silver Star and Purple Heart earned in 
Vietnam and Korea, Legion of Merit, 
Bronze Star Medal, Meritorious Serv- 
ice Medal, Army Commendation Medal, 
Korean Campaign Service Medal with 
Four Campaign Stars, Vietnam Service 
Medal with Four Campaign Stars, and 
others too numerous to mention. In a 
rare distinction, he was twice awarded 
the Order of the Palmetto, the highest 
civilian honor in South Carolina, first 
by Governor James Edwards and again 
by Governor Carroll Campbell. 

Lieutenant General Blount is sur- 
vived by his wife and beloved partner of 
66 years, Joan Adele Garrett Blount; by 
his children, Gail Leslie Blount of 
south Florida, Carol Linell Blount of 
Columbia, John Bruce Blount, Jr., of 
Washington DC, and Garrett Chris- 
topher Blount and his wife, Martha 
Ivey Blount, of Chicago; and by his 
grandchildren, John Bruce Blount III, 
Elizabeth Blount, Christopher Blount, 
Frances Blount, and Caroline Blount. 

Mr. President, I ask that you and our 
colleagues join me in saluting Lieuten- 
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ant General Blount’s many contribu- 
tions and sacrifices made in the de- 
fense of our great Nation. A true Amer- 
ican hero, LTG John Bruce Blount will 
be sorely missed.e 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO KITTY PIERCY 


e Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, I wish 
to state my congratulations to Eugene 
Mayor Kitty Piercy on her retirement 
after 12 years of service. 

Throughout my time in public office, 
I have worked with Mayor Piercy at 
countless events and meetings covering 
a range of important issues. In my ex- 
perience with Mayor Piercy, I have 
been particularly impressed by her 
work to save our environment with a 
new sustainability commission and 
local ordinance to cut carbon emis- 
sions, to fight for women and families, 
to revitalize downtown Eugene, and to 
move forward through a difficult reces- 
sion. 

Whether it be serving as a grassroots 
activist, the House Democratic Leader 
in the Oregon State Legislature, a 
board member for the Lauren Hill Cen- 
ter for individuals with mental ill- 
nesses, or the public affairs director for 
Planned Parenthood Health Services of 
Southern Oregon, Mayor Piercy has al- 
ways been a fierce advocate for vulner- 
able community members in need. 

When elected mayor of Eugene in 
2004, Mayor Piercy took her commit- 
ment to her community to a new 
level—especially through her work on 
environmental justice. She was a key 
leader on the U.S. Conference of May- 
ors Climate Protection Agreement, 
working with 800 mayors across the 
country to push for changes at the con- 
gressional level. At the beginning of 
her time in office, she led an 18-month 
initiative to examine how Eugene 
could support the growth of businesses 
that create sustainable products or 
those that adopt more sustainable 
practices. Thanks to Mayor Piercy’s 
commitment to environmental issues, 
Eugene has decreased its city carbon 
emissions by 10 percent. 

Throughout her time in office, Mayor 
Piercy acted on her concern for chil- 
dren and families by serving as chair of 
the Lane County Commission on Chil- 
dren and Families and the Oregon Com- 
mission for Child Care. With these 
groups, she worked to strengthen fami- 
lies through early intervention and 
prevention services, as well as advised 
the Governor and legislature on the 
importance of high quality child care 
to Oregon’s families and its economy. 
Mayor Piercy has also been a tireless 
advocate for homeless youth as a mem- 
ber of the State Commission for Chil- 
dren and Families, linking local efforts 
with those at the State level and advo- 
cating with the Oregon Coalition for 
Runaway and Homeless Youth for an 
effective State response to the many 
homeless youth in our State. 
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We need more leaders like Mayor 
Kitty Piercy in office. I thank Mayor 
Piercy for her hard work and dedica- 
tion to public service and wish her the 
best in her well-deserved retirement.e 


Ee 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 


Messages from the President of the 
United States were communicated to 
the Senate by Mr. Pate, one of his sec- 
retaries. 


Á— 


PRESIDENTIAL MESSAGES 


REPORT RELATIVE TO THE 
ISSUANCE OF AN EXECUTIVE 
ORDER TERMINATING THE NA- 
TIONAL EMERGENCY ORIGI- 
NALLY DECLARED IN EXECU- 
TIVE ORDER 13396 OF FEBRUARY 
7, 2006, WITH RESPECT TO COTE 
D'IVOIRE, AND REVOKING EXECU- 
TIVE ORDER 13396—PM 54 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be- 
fore the Senate the following message 
from the President of the United 
States, together with an accompanying 
report; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs: 


To the Congress of the United States: 

Consistent with subsection 204(b) of 
the International Emergency Eco- 
nomic Powers Act, 50 U.S.C. 1703(b), I 
hereby report that I have issued an Ex- 
ecutive Order that terminates the na- 
tional emergency declared in Executive 
Order 13396 of February 7, 2006, and re- 
vokes that Executive Order. 

The President issued Executive Order 
13396 to deal with the unusual and ex- 
traordinary threat to the national se- 
curity and foreign policy of the United 
States constituted by the situation in 
or in relation to Cote d’Ivoire, which 
had resulted in the massacre of large 
numbers of civilians, widespread 
human rights abuses, significant polit- 
ical violence and unrest, and attacks 
against international peacekeeping 
forces leading to fatalities. In Execu- 
tive Order 18396, the President ad- 
dressed that threat by blocking the 
property and interests in property of, 
among others, persons determined by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, after 
consultation with the Secretary of 
State, to constitute a threat to the 
peace and national reconciliation proc- 
ess in Cote d’Ivoire, to be responsible 
for serious violations of international 
law in Cote d’Ivoire, or to have sup- 
plied arms to Cote d’Ivoire. Executive 
Order 13396 also implemented United 
States sanctions obligations under 
United Nations Security Council Reso- 
lution (UNSCR) 1572 and subsequent 
resolutions. 

I have determined that the situation 
in or in relation to Côte d’Ivoire that 
gave rise to the national emergency de- 
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clared in Executive Order 13396 has im- 
proved significantly as a result of the 
progress achieved in the stabilization 
of Cote d’Ivoire, including the success- 
ful conduct of the October 2015 presi- 
dential election, progress on the man- 
agement of arms and related materiel, 
and the combating of illicit trafficking 
of natural resources. With these ad- 
vancements, and with the United Na- 
tions Security Council’s termination of 
sanctions obligations on April 28, 2016, 
in UNSCR 2283, there is no further need 
for the blocking of assets and other 
sanctions measures imposed by Execu- 
tive Order 13396. For these reasons I 
have determined that it is necessary to 
terminate the national emergency de- 
clared in Executive Order 13396 and re- 
voke that order. 


I am enclosing a copy of the Execu- 
tive Order I have issued. 
BARACK OBAMA. 
THE WHITE HOUSE, September 14, 2016. 


NOTIFICATION OF THE PRESI- 
DENT’S INTENT TO END THE 
SUSPENSION OF BURMA AS A 
BENEFICIARY DEVELOPING 
COUNTRY UNDER THE GENERAL- 
IZED SYSTEM OF PREFERENCES 
(GSP) PROGRAM, AND TO DES- 
IGNATE BURMA AS A LEAST-DE- 
VELOPED BENEFICIARY DEVEL- 
OPING COUNTRY FOR PURPOSES 
OF THE GSP PROGRAM—PM 55 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid þe- 
fore the Senate the following message 
from the President of the United 
States which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance: 


To the Congress of the United States: 


I am writing to inform you of my in- 
tent to end the suspension of pref- 
erential treatment for Burma as a ben- 
eficiary developing country under the 
Generalized System of Preferences 
(GSP) program, and to designate 
Burma as a least-developed beneficiary 
developing country for purposes of the 
GSP program. I have carefully consid- 
ered the criteria set forth in sections 
501 and 502(c) of the Trade Act of 1974, 
as amended (19 U.S.C. 2461, 2462(c)). 
After considering the criteria set forth 
in section 502(c), I have determined 
that it is appropriate to add Burma to 
the list of GSP beneficiary developing 
countries in the Harmonized Tariff 
Schedule (HTS) of the United States. 
After considering the criteria set forth 
in sections 501 and 502(c), I have deter- 
mined that it is appropriate to add 
Burma to the list of GSP least-devel- 
oped beneficiary developing countries 
in the HTS. 


I submit this notice in accordance 
with section 502(f)(1) of the Trade Act 
of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2462(f)(1)). 

BARACK OBAMA. 
THE WHITE HOUSE, September 14, 2016. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


At 12:50 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mr. Novotny, one of its reading clerks, 
announced that the House has passed 
the following bills, in which it requests 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

H.R. 3590. An act to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to repeal the increase 
in the income threshold used in determining 
the deduction for medical care. 

H.R. 5587. An act to reauthorize the Carl D. 
Perkins Career and Technical Education Act 
of 2006. 

H.R. 5985. An act to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to extend certain expiring pro- 
visions of law administered by the Secretary 
of Veterans Affairs, and for other purposes. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

The President pro tempore (Mr. 
HATCH) announced that on today, Sep- 
tember 14, 2016, he has signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled bills, which were pre- 
viously signed by the Speaker of the 
House: 

S. 1579. An act to enhance and integrate 
Native American tourism, empower Native 
American communities, increase coordina- 
tion and collaboration between Federal tour- 
ism assets, and expand heritage and cultural 
tourism opportunities in the United States. 

H.R. 3969. An act to designate the Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs community-based 
outpatient clinic in Laughlin, Nevada, as the 
“Master Chief Petty Officer Jesse Dean VA 
Clinic”. 

e 


MEASURES PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR 


The following bill was read the sec- 
ond time, and placed on the calendar: 

S. 3318. A bill to amend the Consumer Fi- 
nancial Protection Act of 2010 to subject the 
Bureau of Consumer Financial Protection to 
the regular appropriations process, and for 
other purposes. 


EE 


MEASURES READ THE FIRST TIME 


The following bill was read the first 
time: 

S. 3326. A bill to give States the authority 
to provide temporary access to affordable 
private health insurance options outside of 
Obamacare exchanges. 


EE 


ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED 


The Secretary of the Senate reported 
that on today, September 14, 2016, she 
had presented to the President of the 
United States the following enrolled 
bill: 

S. 1579. An act to enhance and integrate 
Native American tourism, empower Native 
American communities, increase coordina- 
tion and collaboration between Federal tour- 
ism assets, and expand heritage and cultural 
tourism opportunities in the United States. 


ES 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


The following bills and joint resolu- 
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con- 
sent, and referred as indicated: 
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By Mr. WHITEHOUSE (for himself, Mr. 
REED, Ms. WARREN, Mr. SANDERS, and 
Mr. MERKLEY): 


S. 3321. A bill to amend the Truth in Lend- 
ing Act to empower the States to set the 
maximum annual percentage rates applica- 
ble to consumer credit transactions, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Bank- 
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

By Mr. FLAKE: 


S. 3322. A bill to provide an exemption to 
the individual mandate to maintain health 
coverage for certain individuals residing in 
service areas with no health insurance 
issuers offering plans on an Exchange, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

By Mr. GRASSLEY: 


S. 3323. A bill to improve the Foreign Sov- 
ereign Immunities Act of 1976, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary. 

By Mrs. SHAHEEN: 

S. 3324. A bill to amend the Fair Housing 
Act to establish that certain conduct, in or 
around a dwelling, shall be considered to be 
severe or pervasive for purposes of deter- 
mining whether a certain type of sexual har- 
assment has occurred under that Act, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Bank- 
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

By Mr. GARDNER (for himself and Mr. 
SULLIVAN): 


S. 3325. A bill to promote sustainable eco- 
nomic development in Burma, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER (for himself, Ms. 
AYOTTE, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. COCHRAN, 
Mr. JOHNSON, Mr. KIRK, Mr. PERDUE, 
and Mr. PORTMAN): 


S. 3326. A bill to give States the authority 
to provide temporary access to affordable 
private health insurance options outside of 
Obamacare exchanges; read the first time. 

By Mr. LEE (for himself and Mr. SES- 
SIONS): 


S. 3327. A bill to require sponsoring Sen- 
ators to pay the printing costs of ceremonial 
and commemorative Senate resolutions; to 
the Committee on Rules and Administration. 

By Mr. BLUMENTHAL (for himself, 
Mr. TESTER, Mr. KING, Mr. UDALL, 
Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. CASEY, Ms. HIRONO, 
Mr. MANCHIN, Mr. LEAHY, Mrs. MUR- 
RAY, Mr. BROWN, and Mr. SANDERS): 


S. 3328. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to reform the rights and proc- 
esses relating to appeals of decisions regard- 
ing claims for benefits under the laws admin- 
istered by the Secretary of Veterans Affairs, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. PERDUE (for himself and Mr. 
LANKFORD): 


S. 3329. A bill to ensure transparent en- 
forcement of the Joint Comprehensive Plan 
of Action; to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations. 

By Mr. MORAN: 


S. 3330. A bill to reduce the benefits of em- 
ployees of the Department of Veterans Af- 
fairs who are medical professionals and were 
convicted of violent crimes against veterans, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. RUBIO: 

S. 3331. A bill to exempt health insurance 
of residents of the United States territories 
from the annual fee on health insurance pro- 
viders; to the Committee on Finance. 
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SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 


The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. CARDIN (for himself, Ms. COL- 
LINS, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. BROWN, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. 
GRASSLEY, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. KING, 
Ms. WARREN, and Ms. AYOTTE): 

S. Res. 559. A resolution designating the 
week of September 12, 2016, as ‘‘National Di- 


rect Support Professionals Recognition 
Week”; considered and agreed to. 
a 
ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 
S. 134 


At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the 
name of the Senator from Virginia (Mr. 
WARNER) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
134, a bill to amend the Controlled Sub- 
stances Act to exclude industrial hemp 
from the definition of marihuana, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 488 

At the request of Mr. SCHUMER, the 
name of the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mr. BOOZMAN) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 488, a bill to amend title XVIII 
of the Social Security Act to allow 
physician assistants, nurse practi- 
tioners, and clinical nurse specialists 
to supervise cardiac, intensive cardiac, 
and pulmonary rehabilitation pro- 
grams. 

S. 1996 

At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the 
name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
KIRK) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1996, a bill to streamline the employer 
reporting process and strengthen the 
eligibility verification process for the 
premium assistance tax credit and 
cost-sharing subsidy. 

S. 2217 

At the request of Mr. BLUNT, the 
name of the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mr. COTTON) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2217, a bill to amend the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act to im- 
prove and clarify certain disclosure re- 
quirements for restaurants and similar 
retail food establishments, and to 
amend the authority to bring pro- 
ceedings under section 403A. 

S. 2311 

At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND, 
the name of the Senator from New 
Hampshire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) was added 
as a cosponsor of S. 2311, a bill to 
amend the Public Health Service Act 
to authorize the Secretary of Health 
and Human Services, acting through 
the Administrator of the Health Re- 
sources and Services Administration, 
to make grants to States for screening 
and treatment for maternal depression. 

S. 2373 

At the request of Ms. CANTWELL, the 
name of the Senator from Maryland 
(Mr. CARDIN) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2373, a bill to amend title XVIII of 
the Social Security Act to provide for 
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Medicare coverage of certain 
lymphedema compression treatment 
items as items of durable medical 
equipment. 

S. 2415 


At the request of Mr. FLAKE, the 
name of the Senator from Nevada (Mr. 
HELLER) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2415, a bill to implement integrity 
measures to strengthen the EB-5 Re- 
gional Center Program in order to pro- 
mote and reform foreign capital invest- 
ment and job creation in American 
communities. 

S. 2725 


At the request of Ms. AYOTTE, the 
name of the Senator from Wisconsin 
(Mr. JOHNSON) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2725, a bill to impose sanctions 
with respect to the ballistic missile 
program of Iran, and for other pur- 
poses. 

S. 2748 

At the request of Ms. BALDWIN, the 
names of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
KIRK) and the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. FRANKEN) were added as cospon- 
sors of S. 2748, a bill to amend the Pub- 
lic Health Service Act to increase the 
number of permanent faculty in pallia- 
tive care at accredited allopathic and 
osteopathic medical schools, nursing 
schools, social work schools, and other 
programs, including physician assist- 
ant education programs, to promote 
education and research in palliative 
care and hospice, and to support the 
development of faculty careers in aca- 
demic palliative medicine. 

S. 2763 

At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the 
name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. BOOKER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2763, a bill to provide the victims 
of Holocaust-era persecution and their 
heirs a fair opportunity to recover 
works of art confiscated or misappro- 
priated by the Nazis. 

S. 2765 

At the request of Mr. BOOKER, the 
name of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. MURPHY) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2765, a bill to provide for the over- 
all health and well-being of young peo- 
ple, including the promotion of com- 
prehensive sexual health and healthy 
relationships, the reduction of unin- 
tended pregnancy and sexually trans- 
mitted infections (STIs), including 
HIV, and the prevention of dating vio- 
lence and sexual assault, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 2786 

At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the 
name of the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 2786, a bill to amend title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act to 
provide for payments for certain rural 
health clinic and Federally qualified 
health center services furnished to hos- 
pice patients under the Medicare pro- 
gram. 
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S. 2957 
At the request of Mr. NELSON, the 
name of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. WICKER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2957, a bill to require the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to mint com- 
memorative coins in recognition of the 
50th anniversary of the first manned 
landing on the Moon. 
S. 2962 
At the request of Ms. CANTWELL, the 
names of the Senator from Louisiana 
(Mr. CASSIDY) and the Senator from 
Vermont (Mr. SANDERS) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 2962, a bill to amend 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to re- 
form the low-income housing credit, 
and for other purposes. 
S. 3065 
At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the 
name of the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. REED) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 3065, a bill to amend parts B and E 
of title IV of the Social Security Act to 
invest in funding prevention and fam- 
ily services to help keep children safe 
and supported at home, to ensure that 
children in foster care are placed in the 
least restrictive, most family-like, and 
appropriate settings, and for other pur- 
poses. 
S. 3090 
At the request of Mr. HELLER, the 
name of the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. BENNET) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 3090, a bill to amend title XVIII of 
the Social Security Act to establish a 
demonstration program to provide in- 
tegrated care for Medicare  bene- 
ficiaries with end-stage renal disease, 
and for other purposes. 
S. 3111 
At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the 
name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
KIRK) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
3111, a bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to extend the 7.5 per- 
cent threshold for the medical expense 
deduction for individuals age 65 or 
older. 
S. 3132 
At the request of Mrs. FISCHER, the 
name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. MENENDEZ) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 3132, a bill to direct the Sec- 
retary of Veterans Affairs to carry out 
a pilot program to provide service dogs 
to certain veterans with severe post- 
traumatic stress disorder. 
S. 3170 
At the request of Mr. RUBIO, the 
name of the Senator from Arizona (Mr. 
MCCAIN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
3170, a bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to provide for the removal 
or demotion of employees of the De- 
partment of Veterans Affairs based on 
performance or misconduct, and for 
other purposes. 
S. 3213 
At the request of Mr. LANKFORD, the 
name of the Senator from Texas (Mr. 
CRUZ) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
3213, a bill to amend title 31, United 
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States Code, to provide for trans- 
parency of payments made from the 
Judgment Fund. 
S. 3237 
At the request of Ms. CANTWELL, the 
name of the Senator from Louisiana 
(Mr. CASSIDY) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 3237, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to reform the low- 
income housing credit, and for other 
purposes. 
S. 3267 
At the request of Mr. CORKER, the 
names of the Senator from Georgia 
(Mr. PERDUE) and the Senator from Ar- 
kansas (Mr. BOOZMAN) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 3267, a bill to protect 
against threats posed by Iran to the 
United States and allies of the United 
States, and for other purposes. 
S. 3270 
At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the 
name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. FEINSTEIN) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 3270, a bill to prevent 
elder abuse and exploitation and im- 
prove the justice system’s response to 
victims in elder abuse and exploitation 
cases. 
S. 3285 
At the request of Mr. RUBIO, the 
names of the Senator from Louisiana 
(Mr. VITTER) and the Senator from 
Kansas (Mr. ROBERTS) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 3285, a bill to prohibit 
the President from using funds appro- 
priated under section 1304 of title 31, 
United States Code, to make payments 
to Iran, to impose sanctions with re- 
spect to Iranian persons that hold or 
detain United States citizens, and for 
other purposes. 
S. 3314 
At the request of Mr. MENENDEZ, the 
names of the Senator from Nevada (Mr. 
REID) and the Senator from Florida 
(Mr. RUBIO) were added as cosponsors 
of S. 3314, a bill to establish within the 
Smithsonian Institution the Smithso- 
nian American Latino Museum, and for 
other purposes. 
S. 3315 
At the request of Ms. MURKOWSKI, the 
name of the Senator from Alaska (Mr. 
SULLIVAN) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 3315, a bill to authorize the modifica- 
tion or augmentation of the Second Di- 
vision Memorial, and for other pur- 
poses. 
S.J. RES. 35 
At the request of Mr. FLAKE, the 
name of the Senator from Maine (Ms. 
COLLINS) was added as a cosponsor of 
S.J. Res. 35, a joint resolution pro- 
viding for congressional disapproval 
under chapter 8 of title 5, United 
States Code, of the final rule of the De- 
partment of Labor relating to ‘‘Inter- 
pretation of the ‘Advice’ Exemption in 
Section 203(c) of the Labor-Manage- 
ment Reporting and Disclosure Act”. 
S. RES. 199 
At the request of Mr. NELSON, the 
name of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
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vania (Mr. TOOMEY) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. Res. 199, a resolution ex- 
pressing the sense of the Senate re- 
garding establishing a National Stra- 
tegic Agenda. 
S. RES. 556 
At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the 
name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Ms. STABENOW) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. Res. 556, a resolution express- 
ing support for the designation of the 
week of September 12 through Sep- 
tember 16, 2016, as ‘‘National Family 
Service Learning Week”. 


ae 


STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


By Mr. GRASSLEY: 

S. 3323. A bill to improve the Foreign 
Sovereign Immunities Act of 1976, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I 
have mentioned before that I have been 
paying attention to foreign state- 
owned companies’ growing investments 
in American companies and commer- 
cial markets. I would like to spend a 
few minutes discussing that issue 
today. 

It is becoming increasingly clear that 
foreign state-owned companies are 
highly involved in international com- 
merce and competing with companies 
that are privately owned by share- 
holders, not governments. This trend is 
part and parcel of globalization. While 
there are some obvious benefits to 
globalization, we also need to be aware 
of the challenges it may bring with it, 
and I think this is one of those. 

To give one example, I have seen this 
trend at work in the agricultural sec- 
tor. ChemChina, a Chinese state-owned 
company, is currently working on a 
deal to buy the Swiss-based seed com- 
pany, Syngenta. About a third of 
Syngenta’s revenue comes from North 
America—meaning the company is 
heavily involved with American farm- 
ers, including Iowans—and that’s why 
I’m interested in the transaction. 

I have already been considering the 
approval aspect of this proposed merg- 
er. Senator STABENOW and I asked the 
Committee on Foreign Investment in 
the United States to review thoroughly 
the proposed Syngenta acquisition 
with the Department of Agriculture’s 
help. We raised the issue because, as I 
have said before, protecting the safety 
and integrity of our food system is a 
national security imperative. 

Now there is another aspect of this 
issue I would like to focus on today. 
Consider this the flip-side of the ap- 
proval question. As their involvement 
in international commerce grows, how 
can we ensure that foreign state-owned 
companies are held to the same stand- 
ards and requirements as their non- 
state-owned counterparts. 

First consider two age-old principles 
of international law. One is that Amer- 
ican courts don’t exercise jurisdiction 
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over foreign governments as a matter 
of comity and respect for equally inde- 
pendent sovereigns. This is called ‘‘for- 
eign sovereign immunity.” The second 
is that when foreign governments do in 
fact enter into commerce and behave 
like market participants—conducting a 
state-owned business, for example— 
they are not entitled to foreign sov- 
ereign immunity because they are no 
longer acting as a sovereign, but rather 
as a business. In that case they should 
be treated just like any other market 
participant. This is called the ‘‘com- 
mercial activity exception”? to the 
principle of foreign sovereign immu- 
nity. Congress codified both of these 
age-old principles in the Foreign Sov- 
ereign Immunities Act of 1976. 

These principles are well and good, 
but I am concerned that, in some cases, 
they may not have their intended ef- 
fects in today’s global marketplace. 

Some foreign state-owned companies 
have recently used the defense of for- 
eign sovereign immunity—the prin- 
ciple that a foreign government can’t 
be sued in American courts—as a liti- 
gation tactic to avoid claims by Amer- 
ican consumers and companies that 
non-state-owned foreign companies 
would have to answer. In some cases, 
foreign state-owned corporate parent 
companies have succeeded in escaping 
Americans’ claims. They have done 
this by arguing that the entity con- 
ducted commercial activities only 
through a particular subsidiary—not a 
parent company often closer to the for- 
eign sovereign. Unless a plaintiff— 
which may be an American company or 
consumer—is able to show complete 
control of the subsidiary by the parent 
company, the parent company is able 
to get out of court before the plaintiffs 
can even try to make their case. 

This results in two problems. First, 
there’s an unequal playing field where 
state-owned foreign companies benefit 
from a defense not available to non- 
state-owned companies. Second, there 
is an uphill battle for American compa- 
nies and consumers seeking to sue 
state-owned entities as opposed to non- 
state-owned entities. When a foreign 
state-owned entity raises the defense of 
foreign sovereign immunity, American 
companies and consumers don’t even 
get the chance to prove their case. 

Consider the example I talked about 
a few months ago. American plaintiffs 
brought claims against Chinese manu- 
facturers of much of the drywall used 
to rebuild the Gulf Coast after Hurri- 
canes Katrina and Rita. The drywall in 
question was manufactured by two Chi- 
nese companies—one owned by a Ger- 
man parent and one owned by a Chi- 
nese state-owned parent company. 

The court considering these plain- 
tiffs’ claims had this to say: ‘“‘In stark 
contrast to the straight forwardness 
with which the litigation pro- 
ceeded against the [German] defend- 
ants, the litigation against the Chinese 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


entities has taken a different course.” 
The German, non-state-owned parent 
company appeared in court and partici- 
pated in a bellwether trial where plain- 
tiffs were allowed to try to make out 
their cases. 

The manufacturer with a Chinese 
state-owned parent ‘‘failed timely to 
answer or otherwise enter an appear- 
ance” in court—and didn’t do so for 
nearly two years. In fact, it waited 
until the court had already entered a 
judgment against it. Only then did the 
Chinese state-owned company finally 
appear in court. When it did, it argued, 
that it was immune from suit in the 
United States because it was a state- 
owned company. After approximately 6 
years of litigation, it ultimately suc- 
ceeded in its request for dismissal. In 
contrast to the German parent com- 
pany, the plaintiffs didn’t have a 
chance to try to prove up their case 
against the Chinese parent company 
merely because it happened to be 
owned by a foreign government. I think 
that is a problem. 

To address these issues I am pro- 
posing a modest fix to the Foreign Sov- 
ereign Immunities Act. This change 
would extend the jurisdiction of United 
States courts to state-owned corporate 
affiliates of foreign state-owned com- 
panies insofar as their commercial ac- 
tivities are concerned. It wouldn’t cre- 
ate any additional substantive causes 
of action against these foreign state- 
owned companies. Instead, it would 
mean only that a foreign state-owned 
company would have to respond to the 
claims brought by American companies 
and consumers, just like any other for- 
eign company that isn’t owned by a 
government. 

The fix has two main results—cor- 
recting the problems I just mentioned. 
First, it levels the playing field be- 
tween foreign state-owned and foreign 
private companies by making both sub- 
ject to suit in the United States on the 
same footing, as the ‘‘commercial ac- 
tivity exception”? originally con- 
templated. Second, it brings clarity to 
the sometimes opaque structure of for- 
eign state-owned enterprises and pro- 
vides American companies and con- 
sumers the chance to prove their case 
against these companies just as against 
private companies. 

In an age when sovereign owned enti- 
ties, with increasingly complex struc- 
tures, are interacting with American 
companies and consumers more than 
ever it is appropriate to re-examine the 
“commercial activity” exception and 
to update it. We have to make sure it 
is working as it was designed and his- 
torically understood. 


By Mr. ALEXANDER (for him- 
self, Ms. AYOTTE, Mr. BAR- 
RASSO, Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. JOHN- 
son, Mr. KIRK, Mr. PERDUE, and 
Mr. PORTMAN): 
S. 3326. A bill to give States the au- 
thority to provide temporary access to 
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affordable private health insurance op- 
tions outside of Obamacare exchanges; 
read the first time. 


Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I 
am here to talk about another issue 
that is also a real emergency. Later 
today, I will introduce, with other Sen- 
ators, the State Flexibility to Provide 
Affordable Health Options Act. This 
bill addresses a real emergency. It pro- 
vides immediate relief to families who 
use their ObamaCare subsidies to buy 
insurance on failing ObamaCare ex- 
changes for the 2017 health care plan 
year. 


Here is an example. If you are a sin- 
gle mother in Memphis who gets an 
ObamaCare subsidy to buy health in- 
surance for your family, you might 
have read that Tennessee’s insurance 
commissioner says your rates may be 
more than 60 percent higher for the 
same health insurance policy for next 
year, 2017. 


You may be eligible for an 
ObamaCare subsidy. This could soften 
the blow of some premium increases, 
but there is also a good chance the in- 
surance you currently have may be 
gone by this November, 2 months from 
now, when you sign up for your insur- 
ance for next year, 2017. You will have 
to figure out how to stretch your sub- 
sidy dollars as your options shrink. 
Maybe the new plan options don’t in- 
clude your doctor in their network so 
you will have to pay higher copays for 
your office visits. Maybe you need to 
buy a new plan altogether with new 
doctors. You can spend the new year 
trying to move all your records from 
your child’s old doctor to your child’s 
new doctor, if you can get an appoint- 
ment. 


This legislation will do two things 
for you and the nearly 11 million Amer- 
icans who buy health insurance for 
themselves or their families on 
ObamaCare exchanges. No. 1, it gives 
States with a failing ObamaCare ex- 
change the authority to allow residents 
to use their ObamaCare subsidy to pur- 
chase any health care plan of their 
choice, even those off the exchange for 
the 2017 plan year. 


This opportunity would be available 
in every single State. It will give Gov- 
ernors the opportunity to step in if he 
or she determines this emergency relief 
is ‘‘necessary to ensure that residents 
of the state have access to an adequate 
number of affordable private health in- 
surance options in the individual or 
small group markets.”’ 


This bill means, the mother in Mem- 
phis can shop around for a health in- 
surance policy that meets her family’s 
needs but is unavailable on the ex- 
change in Tennessee. When she goes to 
pay for it, she can use the ObamaCare 
subsidy currently limited to exchange 
plans. 
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The second thing this bill does is 
this. If a State chooses to use this au- 
thority to allow residents to use sub- 
sidies outside the exchange, the legis- 
lation will waive the ObamaCare law’s 
requirement that you must buy a spe- 
cific health care plan or pay a fine of as 
much as $2,000 for a family of four next 
year. In other words, if that mother 
cannot find affordable insurance op- 
tions that meet her family’s needs, 
meaning a plan that covers the right 
doctors and services on the ObamaCare 
exchange, then she doesn’t have to 
waste her money or the taxpayer’s 
money on a plan she does not want or 
does not need. She will not be threat- 
ened with paying a fine if she doesn’t. 
The individual mandate and its penalty 
will be lifted. 

Without this emergency bill, she is 
locked into a failing exchange. The 
only place her subsidy works is the ex- 
change, and in the words of Tennessee’s 


insurance commissioner last week, 
Tennessee’s exchange is “very near col- 
lapse.” 


ObamaCare is unraveling at an 
alarming rate. In November, Ameri- 
cans in nearly one-third of the Nation’s 
counties will have only one insurance 
carrier to choose from, when they have 
to buy health insurance on their re- 
gional ObamaCare exchange. Most 
Americans on the exchanges will face 
higher rates. 

In my home State of Tennessee, resi- 
dents will see their rates increase be- 
tween 44 and 62 percent, on the aver- 
age, next year. So even for a healthy, 
40-year-old, nonsmoking Tennessean 
with the lowest price silver plan on 
Tennessee’s exchange, premiums in- 
creased last year to $262 a month. Next 
year it is $333 a month. 

Tennessee had to take extreme meas- 
ures to allow these increases because 
insurance companies told the State: If 
you don’t let us file for rate increases, 
we will have to leave. If that happened, 
Tennesseans might have had only one 
insurer to choose from. That is what is 
happening in States all over the coun- 
try as ObamaCare plans and rates get 
locked in for next year. 

According to the consulting firm 
Avalere Health, Americans buying in- 
surance in one-third of ObamaCare ex- 
change regions next year may have 
only one insurer to choose from. People 
buying on an ObamaCare exchange will 
have only one insurance carrier to 
choose from in the following States: 
Alaska, Alabama, Oklahoma, South 
Carolina, and Wyoming, according to 
the Kaiser Family Foundation. 

The same Kaiser Family Foundation 
report found that in a growing number 
of States, States that have multiple in- 
surers offering plans statewide will 
have only one insurer selling policies 
in a majority of counties. Tennessee is 
one of those States. 

Last year, Tennesseans could choose 
ObamaCare plans between at least 2 in- 
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surers in all 95 counties in our State. 
For next year, 2017, it is estimated that 
60 percent of Tennessee’s counties will 
have only one insurer offering 
ObamaCare plans. North Carolina is ex- 
periencing the same thing. Next year, 
90 percent of the counties in North 
Carolina are estimated to have only 
one insurer offering ObamaCare plans, 
up from 23 percent last year. 

There is a similar picture in West 

Virginia, Utah, South Carolina, Ne- 
vada, Arizona, Mississippi, Missouri, 
and Florida. Just last week, the Con- 
cord Monitor in New Hampshire pub- 
lished an article with this headline: 
“Maine health insurance cooperative 
leaves N.H. market, reeling from 
losses.” That is their headline. 
The story goes on to describe how 
this health insurance plan will no 
longer be operating in New Hampshire 
after experiencing over $10 million in 
losses in the ObamaCare exchange over 
just the first two quarters of this year 
alone. 

That move leaves more than 11,000 
individuals in the Granite State look- 
ing for new health care plans. 

The bill I am introducing will not fix 
ObamaCare for Americans. It is not a 
permanent solution, but it does give 
the mom in Memphis a real solution 
for next year, for 2017. It lets her know 
we are on her side and we have not for- 
gotten her and her family as we seek to 
repeal ObamaCare and replace it with 
step-by-step reforms that transform 
the health care delivery system by put- 
ting patients in charge, giving them 
more choices, and reducing the cost of 
health care so more people can afford 
it, which is precisely the alternative 
Republicans offered in 2008, 2009, and 
2010, when ObamaCare was debated and 
voted in. 

It also highlights the big structural 
change we will need to make in the 
near future to avoid a near collapse of 
our Nation’s health insurance market. 

Americans get their insurance, our 
insurance, through many different 
places, some from Medicare, some from 
Medicaid, and most from their employ- 
ers, but nearly 11 million buy their in- 
surance through the exchanges. 

If the ObamaCare policyholder isn’t 
bearing the cost of the higher pre- 
miums I just described, then you—the 
taxpayer—will because a large portion 
of ObamaCare premiums are subsidized 
with tax dollars. There is no excuse for 
having a failing insurance market 
where taxpayers are paying most of the 
bill and costs are so out of control that 
we may soon have a situation where no 
insurance company is willing to sell in- 
surance on an ObamaCare exchange. 

Where does that leave these 11 mil- 
lion Americans? ObamaCare and its 
one-size-fits all takeover of health care 
robs States of their abilities to provide 
access to affordable health care plans 
in a way that makes sense for their 
State populations and economies. 
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ObamaCare was supposed to create a 
marketplace where people would have 
more access to affordable, private 
health insurance plans. Robust, pri- 
vate, market competition was supposed 
to spur innovative insurance design 
and help drive down costs. But just the 
opposite has happened, as those stuck 
in ObamaCare are facing fewer and 
more expensive options. 

Long term, Americans should have 
the freedom to make their own choices 
about their families’ health care needs. 

But short-term, in November, nearly 
11 million Americans need freedom 
from the ObamaCare exchanges. And 
this legislation that I will introduce 
later today with other Senators will 
provide that immediately. 
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SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 


SENATE RESOLUTION 559—DESIG- 
NATING THE WEEK OF SEP- 
TEMBER 12, 2016, AS “NATIONAL 
DIRECT SUPPORT PROFES- 
SIONALS RECOGNITION WEEK” 


Mr. CARDIN (for himself, Ms. CoOL- 
LINS, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. BROWN, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. 
GRASSLEY, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. KING, Ms. 
WARREN, and Ms. AYOTTE) submitted 
the following resolution; which was 
considered and agreed to: 

S. RES. 559 


Whereas direct support professionals, in- 
cluding direct care workers, personal assist- 
ants, personal attendants, in-home support 
workers, and paraprofessionals, are key to 
providing publicly funded, long-term support 
and services for millions of individuals with 
disabilities; 

Whereas direct support professionals pro- 
vide essential support to help keep individ- 
uals with disabilities connected to their fam- 
ilies, friends, and communities so as to avoid 
more costly institutional care; 

Whereas direct support professionals sup- 
port individuals with disabilities by helping 
those individuals make person-centered 
choices that lead to meaningful, productive 
lives; 

Whereas direct support professionals must 
build close, respectful, and trusted relation- 
ships with individuals with disabilities; 

Whereas direct support professionals pro- 
vide a broad range of individualized support 
to individuals with disabilities, including— 

(1) assisting with the preparation of meals; 

(2) helping with medication; 

(3) assisting with bathing, 
other aspects of daily living; 

(4) assisting with access to their environ- 
ment; 

(5) providing transportation to school, 
work, religious, and recreational activities; 
and 

(6) helping with general daily affairs, such 
as assisting with financial matters, medical 
appointments, and personal interests; 

Whereas the participation of direct support 
professionals in medical care planning is 
critical to the successful transition of indi- 
viduals from medical events to post-acute 
care and long-term support and services; 

Whereas there is a documented critical and 
increasing shortage of direct support profes- 
sionals throughout the United States; 


dressing, and 
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Whereas direct support professionals are a 
critical element in supporting individuals 
who are receiving health care services for se- 
vere chronic health conditions and individ- 
uals with functional limitations; 

Whereas many direct support professionals 
are the primary financial providers for their 
families; 

Whereas direct support professionals are 
hardworking, taxpaying citizens who provide 
an important service to people with disabil- 
ities in the United States, yet many con- 
tinue to earn low wages, receive inadequate 
benefits, and have limited opportunities for 
advancement, resulting in high turnover and 
vacancy rates that adversely affect the qual- 
ity of support, safety, and health of individ- 
uals with disabilities; 

Whereas the Supreme Court of the United 
States, in Olmstead v. L.C. by Zimring, 527 
U.S. 581 (June 22, 1999)— 

(1) recognized the importance of the dein- 
stitutionalization of, and community-based 
services for, individuals with disabilities; 
and 

(2) held that, under the Americans with 
Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S. 12101 et seq.), 
a State must provide community-based serv- 
ices to persons with intellectual and develop- 
mental disabilities if— 

(A) the community-based services are ap- 
propriate; 

(B) the affected person does not oppose re- 
ceiving the community-based services; and 

(C) the community-based services can be 
reasonably accommodated after the commu- 
nity has taken into account the resources 
available to the State and the needs of other 
individuals with disabilities in the State; 
and 

Whereas, in 2016, the majority of direct 
support professionals are employed in home- 
and community-based settings and that 
trend will increase over the next decade: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) designates the week of September 12, 
2016, as ‘‘National Direct Support Profes- 
sionals Recognition Week’’; 

(2) recognizes and appreciates the contribu- 
tion, dedication, and vital role of direct sup- 
port professionals in enhancing the lives of 
individuals with disabilities of all ages; 

(3) commends direct support professionals 
for being integral to the provision of long- 
term support and services for individuals 
with disabilities; and 

(4) finds that the successful implementa- 
tion of the public policies affecting individ- 
uals with disabilities in the United States 
depends on the dedication of direct support 
professionals. 
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AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 


SA 5067. Mr. COCHRAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5042 proposed by Mr. INHOFE 
(for himself and Mrs. BOXER) to the amend- 
ment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL 
(for Mr. INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) 
to the bill S. 2848, to provide for the con- 
servation and development of water and re- 
lated resources, to authorize the Secretary 
of the Army to construct various projects for 
improvements to rivers and harbors of the 
United States, and for other purposes; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5068. Mr. PAUL submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 4979 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to the 
bill S. 2848, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 
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SA 5069. Mr. CARDIN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 4979 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to the 
bill S. 2848, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5070. Mr. SASSE submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 4979 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to the 
bill S. 2848, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5071. Mr. SASSE submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 4979 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to the 
bill S. 2848, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5072. Mr. REID submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 2848, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5073. Mr. REID submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 2848, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 


EE 


TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 


SA 5067. Mr. COCHRAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5042 proposed by Mr. 
INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. BOXER) to 
the amendment SA 4979 proposed by 
Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for 
himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 
2848, to provide for the conservation 
and development of water and related 
resources, to authorize the Secretary 
of the Army to construct various 
projects for improvements to rivers 
and harbors of the United States, and 
for other purposes; which was ordered 
to lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 210, strike lines 12 through 18 and 
insert the following: 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The authority of the Sec- 
retary to carry out the project for flood dam- 
age reduction, bank stabilization, and sedi- 
ment and erosion control known as the 
“Yazoo Basin, Mississippi, Mississippi Delta 
Headwater Project, MS’’, authorized by title 
I of Public Law 98-8 (97 Stat. 22), as amended, 
shall not be limited to watersheds referenced 
in reports accompanying appropriations bills 
for previous fiscal years. 

(b) OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE.—The 
Secretary may operate and maintain those 
features of the project described in sub- 
section (a) completed before the date of en- 
actment of this Act in accordance with sec- 
tion 103(e)(2) of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2213(e)(2)). 


SA 5068. Mr. PAUL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of title I, add the following: 
SEC.1___. SURPLUS WATER STORAGE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall not 
charge a fee for surplus water under a con- 
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tract entered into pursuant to section 6 of 
the Act of December 22, 1944 (33 U.S.C. 708) 
(commonly known as the ‘‘Flood Control Act 
of 1944”) if the contract is for surplus water 
stored in the Lake Cumberland Watershed, 
Kentucky and Tennessee. 

(b) TERMINATION.—The limitation under 
subsection (a) shall expire on the date that is 
2 years after the date of enactment of this 
Act. 

(c) APPLICABILITY.—Nothing in this sec- 
tion— 

(1) affects the authority of the Secretary 
under section 2695 of title 10, United States 
Code, to accept funds or to cover the admin- 
istrative expenses relating to certain real 
property transactions; 

(2) affects the application of section 6 of 
the Act of December 22, 1944 (33 U.S.C. 708) 
(commonly known as the ‘‘Flood Control Act 
of 1944”) or the Water Supply Act of 1958 (43 
U.S.C. 390b) to surplus water stored outside 
of the Lake Cumberland Watershed, Ken- 
tucky and Tennessee; or 

(8) affects the authority of the Secretary 
to accept funds under section 216(c) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1996 (33 
U.S.C. 2321a). 


SA 5069. Mr. CARDIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

Strike section 7206 and insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. 7206. CHESAPEAKE BAY GRASS SURVEY. 

Section 117(i) of the Federal Water Pollu- 
tion Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1267(i)) is amend- 
ed by adding at the end the following: 

(3) ANNUAL SURVEY.—The Administrator 
shall carry out an annual survey of sea 
grasses in the Chesapeake Bay.’’. 


SA 5070. Mr. SASSE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of title VIII, add the following: 
SEC. 80__. PROTECTION OF CONGRESSIONAL 

OVERSIGHT. 

Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, the Secretary or the Administrator of 
the Environmental Protection Agency may 
not enter into an agreement related to re- 
solving a dispute or claim with an individual 
that would restrict in any way the individual 
from speaking to members of Congress or 
their staff on any topic not otherwise prohib- 
ited from disclosure by Federal law or re- 
quired by executive order to be kept secret 
in the interest of national defense or the 
conduct of foreign affairs. 
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SA 5071. Mr. SASSE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

Strike section 1009 and insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. 1009. GAO REVIEW AND REPORT. 

Not later than 2 years after the date of en- 
actment of this Act, the Comptroller General 
of the United States shall conduct a review, 
and submit to Congress a report on the im- 
plementation and effectiveness of the 
projects carried out under section 219 of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1992 
(Public Law 102-580; 106 Stat. 4835). 


SA 5072. Mr. REID submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 2848, to provide for 
the conservation and development of 
water and related resources, to author- 
ize the Secretary of the Army to con- 
struct various projects for improve- 
ments to rivers and harbors of the 
United States, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 
SEC. 


. REVIEW OF CERTAIN COST ALLOCA- 

TIONS. 

Not later than 60 days after the date of en- 
actment of this Act, the Secretary of the In- 
terior shall review the cost allocations appli- 
cable to the repair of Boca Reservoir in ac- 
cordance with the Reclamation Safety of 
Dams Act of 1978 (43 U.S.C. 506 et seq.) and 
submit to the Committee on Energy and 
Natural Resources of the Senate and the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure of the House of Representatives a 
report regarding how the cost allocations are 
consistent with the purposes for which Boca 
Reservoir is currently being operated as re- 
quired by the Truckee-Carson-Pyramid Lake 
Water Rights Settlement Act (Public Law 
101-618; 104 Stat. 3294) and the Truckee River 
Operating Agreement. 


SA 5073. Mr. REID submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 2848, to provide for 
the conservation and development of 
water and related resources, to author- 
ize the Secretary of the Army to con- 
struct various projects for improve- 
ments to rivers and harbors of the 
United States, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 
SEC. 


. REVIEW OF CERTAIN COST ALLOCA- 

TIONS. 

Not later than 60 days after the date of en- 
actment of this Act, the Secretary of the In- 
terior shall review the cost allocations appli- 
cable to the repair of Boca Reservoir in ac- 
cordance with the Reclamation Safety of 
Dams Act of 1978 (43 U.S.C. 506 et seq.) and 
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submit to the Committee on Energy and 
Natural Resources of the Senate and the 
Committee on Natural Resources of the 
House of Representatives a report regarding 
how the cost allocations are consistent with 
the purposes for which Boca Reservoir is cur- 
rently being operated as required by the 
Truckee-Carson-Pyramid Lake Water Rights 
Settlement Act (Public Law 101-618; 104 Stat. 
3294) and the Truckee River Operating Agree- 
ment. 


Ee 


AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 


Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I have 
six requests for committees to meet 
during today’s session of the Senate. 
They have the approval of the Majority 
and Minority leaders. 

Pursuant to Rule XXVI, paragraph 
5(a), of the Standing Rules of the Sen- 
ate, the following committees are au- 
thorized to meet during today’s session 
of the Senate: 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 

The Committee on Foreign Relations 
is authorized to meet during the ses- 
sion of the Senate on September 14, 
2016, at 2:15 p.m., to conduct a hearing 
entitled “NATO Expansion: Examining 
the Accession of Montenegro.” 

COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS 

The Committee on Indian Affairs is 
authorized to meet during the session 
of the Senate on September 14, 2016, in 
room SD-628 of the Dirksen Senate Of- 
fice Building, at 2:30 p.m. 

COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS 

The Committee on Veterans’ Affairs 
is authorized to meet during the ses- 
sion of the Senate on September 14, 
2016, at 2:30 p.m., in room SR-418 of the 
Russell Senate Office Building to con- 
duct a hearing entitled ‘‘The Future of 
the VA: Examining the Commission on 
Care Report and VA’s Response.” 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON OVERSIGHT, AGENCY ACTION, 

FEDERAL RIGHTS AND FEDERAL COURTS 

The Committee on the Judiciary, 
Subcommittee on Oversight, Agency 
Action, Federal Rights and Federal 
Courts is authorized to meet during the 
session of the Senate on September 14, 
2016, at 10 a.m., in room SD-226 of the 
Dirksen Senate Office Building, to con- 
duct a hearing entitled ‘‘Protection 
Internet Freedom: Implications of End- 
ing U.S. Oversight of the Internet.”’ 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON WESTERN HEMISPHERE, 

TRANSNATIONAL CRIME, CIVILIAN SECURITY, 

DEMOCRACY, HUMAN RIGHTS, AND GLOBAL 

WOMEN’S ISSUES 

The Committee on Foreign Relations 
Subcommittee on Western Hemisphere, 
Transnational Crime, Civilian Secu- 
rity, Democracy, Human Rights, and 
Global Women’s Issues is authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
on September 14, 2016, at 9:30 a.m., to 
conduct a hearing entitled ‘‘Protecting 
Girls: Global Efforts to End Child Mar- 
riage.” 

SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON AGING 

The Special Committee on Aging is 

authorized to meet during the session 
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of the Senate on September 14, 2016, at 
2 p.m., in room SD-562 of the Dirksen 
Senate Office Building, to conduct a 
hearing entitled ‘‘Maximizing Your So- 
cial Security Benefits: What You Need 
to Know.” 


EE 
PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR 


Mr. DONNELLY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that floor privi- 
leges be granted to Sara Bauer of my 
staff for the duration of today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


ee 


NATIONAL DIRECT SUPPORT PRO- 
FESSIONALS RECOGNITION WEEK 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the immediate consider- 
ation of S. Res. 559, submitted earlier 
today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 559) designating the 
week of September 12, 2016, as ‘‘National Di- 
rect Support Professionals Recognition 
Week.” 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, today I 
wish to ask my Senate colleagues to 
join me in designating the week of Sep- 
tember 12, 2016, as National Direct Sup- 
port Professionals Recognition Week. 
Direct support professionals—also 
known as DSPs—provide an invaluable 
service by caring for the most vulner- 
able among us, including seniors, peo- 
ple living with disabilities, and the 
chronically ill. Through the efforts of 
this essential health care workforce, 
these individuals are able to live, work, 
and fully participate in their commu- 
nities. 

As our population continues to grow 
and age, the demand for DSPs and 
other home- and community-based 
services will increase commensurately 
to address evolving health care needs. 
Studies show that approximately 12 
million Americans currently need long- 
term services and supports LTSS, and 
about half of these individuals are over 
the age of 65. It is reasonable to expect 
that about one-half of seniors 65 years 
and older will develop a serious dis- 
ability which requires LTSS. Although 
many will require care for an average 
of 2 years, one in seven seniors is ex- 
pected to have care needs lasting for 5 
years or more. During this time, most 
individuals prefer to be cared for in the 
comfort of their own homes, with the 
assistance of family caregivers and a 
multidisciplinary health care team. 

Direct support professionals are often 
considered to be the backbone of the 
health care provider team, ensuring 
that patients adhere to treatment 


September 14, 2016 


plans and attend doctors’ appointments 
and helping them navigate daily life. 
In our country, we are incredibly fortu- 
nate to have millions of service-ori- 
ented Americans who are willing to 
rise to the task of becoming a direct 
support professional. According to the 
Bureau of Labor Statistics, the em- 
ployment of DSPs is projected to grow 
by an average of 26 percent from 2014 to 
2024, compared to a 7 percent average 
growth rate for all occupations during 
that period. Unfortunately, direct sup- 
port professionals are often forced to 
leave the jobs they love due to low 
wages and excessive, difficult work 
hours. Now, more than ever, it is im- 
perative that we work to ensure that 
these hard-working individuals have 
the income and emotional support they 
need and deserve. 

For these reasons, I am proud my 
colleagues Senators COLLINS, PORTMAN, 
BROWN, BLUMENTHAL, MENENDEZ, 
GRASSLEY, MARKEY, KING, WARREN, and 
AYOTTE have joined me in introducing 
a resolution designating the week of 
September 12 as National Direct Sup- 
port Professionals Recognition Week. 
This time allows us the opportunity to 
celebrate DSPs’ important work and 
renew our commitment to support this 
vital workforce. All Americans are en- 
titled to equality, access, and choice, 
particularly in regards to comprehen- 
sive health care for underserved com- 
munities. Any concerted effort to im- 
prove care for our Nation’s seniors, the 
disabled, and chronically ill must fully 
engage direct support professionals, 
community-based organizations, and 
every level of government. 

DSPs are highly skilled, knowledge- 
able, and compassionate. The quality 
of home- and community-based serv- 
ices and overall patient experience 
truly lies in their hands. As we con- 
sider this year’s National Direct Sup- 
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port Professionals Recognition Week, 
let us continue this bipartisan momen- 
tum to enhance our health care work- 
force and advance comprehensive 
health care for those in need. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the reso- 
lution be agreed to, the preamble be 
agreed to, and the motions to recon- 
sider be considered made and laid upon 
the table with no intervening action or 
debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

(The resolution, with its preamble, is 
printed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Sub- 
mitted Resolutions.’’) 


EE 


MEASURE READ THE FIRST 
TIME—S. 3326 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
understand that there is a bill at the 
desk, and I ask for its first reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will read the bill by title for the 
first time. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A bill (S. 3326) to give States the authority 
to provide temporary access to affordable 
private health insurance options outside of 
Obamacare exchanges. 

Mr. McCONNELL. I now ask for a 
second reading and, in order to place 
the bill on the calendar under the pro- 
visions of rule XIV, I object to my own 
request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion having been heard, the bill will be 
read for the second time on the next 
legislative day. 


559) was 


APPOINTMENT 


PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
on behalf of the 


The 
Chair announces, 
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Democratic leader, pursuant to the 
provisions of Public Law 107-12, the re- 
appointment of the following indi- 
vidual to serve as a member of the Pub- 
lic Safety Officer Medal of Valor Re- 
view Board: Trevor Whipple of 
Vermont. 


ORDERS FOR THURSDAY, 
SEPTEMBER 15, 2016 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that when the 
Senate completes its business today, it 
adjourn until 9:30 a.m., Thursday, Sep- 
tember 15; that following the prayer 
and pledge, the morning hour be 
deemed expired, the Journal of pro- 
ceedings be approved to date, and the 
time for the two leaders be reserved for 
their use later in the day; further, that 
following leader remarks, the Senate 
resume consideration of S. 2848, as 
amended, postcloture; further, that the 
time following leader remarks until 
11:30 a.m. be equally divided between 
the two leaders or their designees; fi- 
nally, that notwithstanding the provi- 
sions of rule XXII, all postcloture time 
with respect to S. 2848, as amended, ex- 
pire at 11:30 a.m. tomorrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 9:30 A.M. 
TOMORROW 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, if 
there is no further business to come be- 
fore the Senate, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that it stand adjourned under the 
previous order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 6:33 p.m., adjourned until Thursday, 
September 15, 2016, at 9:30 a.m. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


The House met at 10 a.m. and was 
called to order by the Speaker pro tem- 
pore (Mr. COLLINS of Georgia). 


EE 


DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
September 14, 2016. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable DouG CoL- 
LINS to act as Speaker pro tempore on this 
day. 

PAUL D. RYAN, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


—— 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 


A message in writing from the Presi- 
dent of the United States was commu- 
nicated to the House by Mr. Brian E. 
Pate, one of his secretaries. 


Ee 


MORNING-HOUR DEBATE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the order of the House of Janu- 
ary 5, 2016, the Chair will now recog- 
nize Members from lists submitted by 
the majority and minority leaders for 
morning-hour debate. 

The Chair will alternate recognition 
between the parties, with each party 
limited to 1 hour and each Member 
other than the majority and minority 
leaders and the minority whip limited 
to 5 minutes, but in no event shall de- 
bate continue beyond 11:50 a.m. 


— 


MEMORIALIZING CHELSEY JEAN 
HOOD RUSSELL 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Colorado (Mr. COFFMAN) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. COFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to memorialize the tragic pass- 
ing of Chelsey Jean Hood Russell of 
Denver, Colorado. 

Throughout her life, Chelsey dis- 
played extraordinary strength. She 
gave birth to her daughter 3 days be- 
fore acing the Colorado bar exam. Her 
lifelong goal was to run a marathon in 
every State. Last summer, she ran a 
100-mile race at elevations of over 9,200 
feet near Leadville, Colorado. 

Chelsey was a loving mother to her 
two children. Leading by example, she 
taught her children a love for outdoor 
adventures, a commitment to hard 
work, the importance of family and 
friendship, and a strong sense of pas- 
sion, fearlessness, and a love of life. 


Chelsey’s life was cut short when she 
displayed the ultimate act of motherly 
love. At the end of a family vacation 
on Lake Powell in August, she suffered 
an acute cardiac event while rescuing 
her son from drowning. 

Chelsey is survived by her mother, 
Trisha; her brother, Cayman; her chil- 
dren, Hayden and Harvey; and count- 
less friends and family members who 
loved her dearly. 

Mr. Speaker, Chelsey lived fully and 
died courageously. We can all learn 
from the passionate example she set in 
her 35 years. 


EE 


OSCAR LOPEZ RIVERA 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. GUTIERREZ) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Speaker, Oscar 
Lopez Rivera is the last Puerto Rican 
political prisoner still held in Federal 
custody, now for more than 35 years. 
He never killed anyone and wasn’t 
charged with killing anyone, but he is 
still in jail. 

The man who shot President Reagan, 
John Hinckley, Jr., is no longer being 
held. Other high-profile offenders get 
clemency and have their sentences re- 
duced. 

All of us have seen in the past 
months that the Obama administration 
commuted the sentences of hundreds of 
nonviolent drug offenders. Most of us 
have applauded that decision, and 
Oscar Lopez Rivera is still in jail for 35 
years—35 years. 

No matter what party or faction or 
class or race or walk of life you are 
from in Puerto Rico or in the Puerto 
Rican communities all over the United 
States, you know about Oscar Lopez 
Rivera and what he symbolizes for the 
Puerto Rican people. He is our elder 
statesman, our Nelson Mandela, our 
pride, and our sense of nationhood. 

We all cheered for Monica Puig at the 
Olympics and heard our national an- 
them played for the very first time. 
Yet there is a piece missing from our 
national identity, a piece missing from 
our souls because Oscar Lopez may be 
forgotten and may die in jail. 

It is with deep sadness that I say that 
it is looking more and more like there 
is no meaningful review of his case 
going on at the Justice Department or 
at the White House or anywhere else. 

I met with President Obama on June 
8 in his office, and I took the oppor- 
tunity to ask him about the case of 
Oscar Lopez Rivera. Lin-Manuel Mi- 
randa said that Oscar’s case was on the 
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President’s desk when they met, and 
everyone in Puerto Rico relaxed. But 
the President told me: No, his case is 
not on my desk. You need to talk to 
McDonough, my Chief of Staff. I did 
that at 3 that afternoon. He said: I 
don’t know anything about the case, 
but the Deputy Attorney General will 
meet with you and discuss the case. 

I tried and tried and tried to get the 
information from her about where the 
case stood and how the process of clem- 
ency works under the Obama adminis- 
tration. Well, 10 weeks later—yes, 10 
weeks later—I heard from the DOJ’s 
assistant to the assistant’s assistant in 
legislative affairs, and he said: I don’t 
know anything about Oscar’s case. He 
went on to say that Deputy Attorney 
General Yates will not meet with me or 
anyone else. The reason is they only 
make contact with outside parties 
when they initiate it, when they are 
reaching out for more information on a 
candidate to make a decision. So they 
are not making a decision. 

Basically, they said, don’t call us, we 
will call you. But no one I know—no 
one—has received any kind of contact 
from the DOJ, which makes it pretty 
clear to me that they are not seriously 
reviewing the case. 

To recap, the President said: It is not 
on my desk. The Chief of Staff said: I 
don’t know anything about the case, 
talk to this person at DOJ; and that 
person, more than 2 months later, told 
someone to tell me that we will call 
you if we are seriously reviewing the 
case. And there has been nothing from 
the Obama administration. 

That is why I continue to call on 
Puerto Ricans and people of good con- 
science to come on October 9 to Wash- 
ington, D.C., as we join together to 
show our unity and resolve that Oscar 
Lopez Rivera should be set free to re- 
turn to Puerto Rico. 

Mr. Speaker, I don’t mean to be rude, 
but my message to Puerto Ricans 
about Oscar Lopez Rivera is so impor- 
tant, I will deliver the rest in Spanish 
with a translation provided to the 
House. 

(English translation of the statement 
made in Spanish is as follows:) 

I am sad to say that our optimism 
and confidence that President Obama 
would finally set Oscar Lopez Rivera 
free is in jeopardy. 

Every indication I am getting from 
the President and his staff is that the 
review of Oscar’s case is not pro- 
gressing, so we need to make our voices 
perfectly clear and work together to 
send the strongest possible message to 
the President. 


1407 is 2:07 p.m. 
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If you need to walk, take a bus, 
crawl, or swim to get to Washington on 
October 9, you should do so. 

We will be gathering on Sunday, Oc- 
tober 9, across the street from the 
White House in Lafayette Park with 
celebrities, leaders and Puerto Ricans 
of all kinds. 

We cannot let our brother die in jail. 

We cannot let our nation be ignored. 

We must stand together as Puerto 
Ricans—no matter who we are, no mat- 
ter where we were born, no matter 
where we live now—and tell the Presi- 
dent of the United States and the gov- 
ernment here in Washington that 35 
years is enough. Enough. 

We want our brother, Oscar Lopez Ri- 
vera, to walk amongst us and to touch 
his feet on the warm land of Puerto 
Rico again. 

Show that you care and that you will 
not be silent. Join us on October 9. 

Me da tristeza decir que el optimismo 
y la confianza que el Presidente Obama 
liberará a Oscar Lopez Rivera esta en 
grave peligro. 

Cada vez que me he comunicado con 
el personal del Presidente me han 
indicado que la evaluación del caso de 
Oscar no esta progresando; por eso 
tenemos que hacer nuestras voces 
perfectamente claras y trabajar juntos 
para mandarle el mensaje mas fuerte 
posible al Presidente. 

Si tienen que caminar, tomar un 
autobus, gatear o nadar para llegar a 
Washington el 9 de octubre, haganlo. 

Estaremos reunidos con celebridades, 
líderes, y Puertorriqueños de todo tipo 
el domingo, 9 de octubre al cruzar la 
calle de la Casa Blanca, en Lafayette 
Park. 

No podemos dejar que 
hermano muera encarcelado. 

No podemos dejar que nuestra patria 
sea ignorada. 

Debemos seguir unidos como 
Puertorriquenos—sin importar quienes 
somos, donde nacimos y donde vivimos 
ahora—y decirle al Presidente de los 
Estados Unidos y al gobierno aqui en 
Washington que 85 anos es suficiente. 
Ya basta. 

Queremos que nuestro hermano, 
Oscar Lopez Rivera, camine entre 
nosotros y que sus pies toquen la tierra 
calida de Puerto Rico una vez mas. 

Demuestren que esto les importa, y 
que no se quedaran callados. Unete a 
nosotros el 9 de octubre. 


— 


FISCAL CLIFF IS LOOMING 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. JONES) for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, yesterday I 
heard Congressman Mo BROOKS from 
Alabama give a very disturbing speech, 
but a speech that everyone should 
hear, and that is: America is headed to- 
ward Greece. Financially we are in a 
bad situation. We are $19.4 trillion in 
debt. 


nuestro 
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In 2000 I was here when President 
Clinton was leaving office. We had a 
Republican House, a Republican Sen- 
ate, and we were headed for a surplus. 
In fact, the debt in 2000 was $5.6 tril- 
lion. Today that debt is $19.4 trillion. 

The poster I have with me, Mr. 
Speaker, I used all during August. It is 
a great political cartoon. It is kind of 
sad in a way, I guess. The cartoon is 
this: It has got Uncle Sam in a wheel- 
chair, and Uncle Sam is saying, “I can 
see Greece from here,” and the cliff has 
got written the words ‘‘fiscal cliff.” 
And then who is pushing Uncle Sam 
but Mr. Obama, and he is saying, ‘‘For- 
ward.” And who is pushing Mr. Obama? 
The donkey, representing the Demo- 
crats? Who is pushing the donkey? The 
Republicans, the elephant. What it is 
saying is both parties are guilty of this 
debt that is going to strangle this 
country before very long. 

Last week there was an article in 
Reuters News. The headline was: “U.S. 
Army Fudged Its Accounts by Trillions 
of Dollars, Auditor Finds.” The auditor 
said that, in the year 2015, he found 
that the Army had misappropriated 
over $6 trillion. I don’t know where the 
outrage is anymore. I have no idea 
where it is. Six trillion dollars they 
cannot account for. And yet I hear very 
little about it from the Department of 
the Army and very little from leader- 
ship in the House of Representatives. 

In addition to that, I, for months, 
and maybe even years now, have been 
talking about the absolute waste, 
fraud, and abuse in Afghanistan. It is 
one of the worst failed policies Amer- 
ica has ever had. We are not changing 
anything. 

You go back to Alexander the Great. 
Alexander the Great went to Afghani- 
stan, or what was known as Afghani- 
stan then. He was going to make it a 
different part of the world. It failed. 

Then you had the British. Winston 
Churchill was a young reporter and was 
in Afghanistan in 1920. He wrote and 
said: What is this country? What is this 
land? It is impossible. 

And then you had the Russians. The 
Russians went there, and they failed 
and they left. Now America is spending 
billions and billions of dollars, and it is 
failing. 

There was an article about 3 months 
ago, and the title of the article was: 
“12 Ways Your Tax Dollars Were 
Squandered in Afghanistan.” John 
Sopko is the inspector general for Af- 
ghan Reconstruction. What he said 
was: 

Billions have been squandered on projects 
that were either useless or substandard, or 
lost to waste, corruption, and systemic 
abuse, according to SIGAR’s reports. 

That is John Sopko’s group. They are 
known as SIGAR. Anyone can look it 
up on the Internet. They will just 
verify everything I am saying of just 
how much waste, fraud, and abuse, and 
how it is worse today than it was 15 
years ago. 
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I do not understand how we in Con- 
gress can be complicit. 

Well, what do you mean complicit? 

Well, when we pass the bill to fund 
the Department of Defense, if we know 
a percentage of that money, billions of 
dollars, is going to Afghanistan waste, 
fraud, and abuse, aren’t we being 
complicit? I think so. I started voting 
against the bills because I don’t want 
to be part of that, quite frankly. 

Mr. Speaker, in closing, I want to 
thank Congressman BROOKS for coming 
on this floor yesterday, as I have done 
many times, to warn not only Congress 
but the American people that we are 
going to have a collapse sooner rather 
than later if we don’t change the way 
that we are spending money here in 
Washington. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank our 
men and women in uniform, thank the 
families of our men and women in uni- 
form, and thank the families who have 
given a child dying for freedom in Af- 
ghanistan and Iraq. 


——— 


PEOPLE ARE JUSTIFIABLY 
CONCERNED ABOUT ZIKA 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
New York (Ms. VELAZQUEZ) for 5 min- 
utes. is 

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, after 
one of the longest congressional breaks 
in history, House Republicans are try- 
ing to wrap things up and leave town, 
leaving critical work unfinished. Mean- 
while, millions of Americans in New 
York, Florida, and throughout the 
United States are justifiably concerned 
about the dangers of the Zika virus. 

Nowhere has this disease hit harder 
than in Puerto Rico, where Zika has 
become an epidemic. As of last week, 
more than 1,380 pregnant women in 
Puerto Rico have been diagnosed with 
Zika; and overall, there have been 
16,000 laboratory cases of the virus 
found on the island. 
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It would be a tragic and heart- 
breaking mistake for this Congress to 
ignore the severity of this threat. Let 
us be clear: this is the first time we 
have identified a ‘‘mosquito-borne”’ 
form of birth defect. It is also the first 
new, major infectious cause of birth de- 
fects in five decades. 

There are some things we do not 
know about the Zika virus. It is not 
clear what proportion of infants af- 
fected by the virus will suffer birth de- 
fects, but what we have seen so far is 
saddening, troubling, and horrifying. 
To look upon their helpless faces and 
do nothing is unconscionable. Yet, de- 
spite what we do not know, one thing is 
tragically clear: this House has failed 
to provide adequate resources to ad- 
dress this danger. 

It has now been 7 months since Presi- 
dent Obama’s administration requested 
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adequate resources to help stem the 
threat of Zika, but House Republicans 
have taken zero—I repeat, zero—votes 
on adequate funding that will help 
tackle this problem. 

Now, the Centers for Disease Control 
and Prevention is telling us they are 
running out of money to deal with this 
potential catastrophe. There are crit- 
ical public health steps we need to take 
but cannot because the CDC is essen- 
tially out of money. Already, NIH is 
drawing resources from other prior- 
ities, like HIV and AIDS and cancer re- 
search, because this body has failed to 
act. 

Sometimes my colleagues on the 
other side like to talk about how we 
must ‘‘protect the unborn.” Well, let 
me ask you this: When we fail to tackle 
a disease that causes unborn babies to 
develop birth defects that will haunt 
them the rest of their lives, how are we 
protecting the unborn? 

These are innocent children—Amer- 
ican children in Puerto Rico and on the 
mainland—who are suffering enor- 
mously because this Congress has not 
done its job. We are learning that this 
disease is sexually transmitted, mak- 
ing contraception a key part of any so- 
lution. But Republicans are raising ob- 
jections to adequate funding for con- 
traception. 

Mr. Speaker, protecting the safety 
and health of the American people is a 
solemn obligation for every Member of 
Congress. It is a responsibility that we 
are currently not living up to. 

I call on my colleagues to do the 
right thing. Do your job. Pass a supple- 
mental funding bill so the CDC can get 
to work and help stop this terrible 
virus from spreading. 


EE 
DOL OVERTIME RULE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Kentucky (Mr. BARR) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BARR. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to represent the concerns of Ken- 
tucky’s Sixth Congressional District’s 
business, education, and nonprofit 
leaders who will be negatively im- 
pacted by the Department of Labor’s 
final rule on overtime pay. These new 
regulations will have a crippling effect 
on businesses’ ability to create jobs 
and even continue operations in our al- 
ready tough economic climate. 

Today I want to share some stories 
from my constituents, who are among 
the millions of Americans whose busi- 
nesses and educational institutions and 
nonprofits will be significantly harmed 
by the Department of Labor’s final 
rule. 

Darshana Patel, a first-generation 
American who emigrated to Kentucky 
from India, sat in my office with tears 
in her eyes, voicing concerns to me 
about the impact of the overtime rule 
on the three hotels that she worked 
hard to build and own. 
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As a result of the high cost of the 
rule, Mrs. Patel’s small business will be 
forced to demote a manager who has 
worked with her for 14 years to an 
hourly position on December 1. She 
also worries that she will have to let go 
some of her employees. She says she 
will be forced to take these drastic ac- 
tions because, with this rule, she will 
have to come up with about $25,000 per 
property—money that she did not 
budget for. 

This hardworking, first-generation 
American entrepreneur was crying be- 
cause she said she came to this country 
to achieve the American Dream, and 
the government of the United States is 
tearing that dream apart with over- 
regulation. 

According to the Asian American 
Hotel Owners Association, more than 
half of hotel managers in the United 
States start in entry level positions. 
The Department of Labor rule will re- 
duce employment opportunities for 
these workers just starting off and sig- 
nificantly limit upward mobility. 

The Department of Labor’s overtime 
rule will also negatively impact edu- 
cational employment opportunities at 
our colleges and universities. The Asso- 
ciation of Public and Land-Grant Uni- 
versities, which includes the Univer- 
sity of Kentucky, in my district, has 
stated that the overtime rule will like- 
ly place upward pressure on tuition and 
adversely impact outreach missions of 
universities. Because of the rule, stu- 
dents who are already facing signifi- 
cant barriers to accessing higher edu- 
cation will be further burdened by in- 
creased tuition. 

Caroline Ruschell, the executive di- 
rector of the Kentucky Association of 
Children’s Advocacy Centers, also 
reached out to me about the negative 
impact of the overtime rule on her or- 
ganization’s critical work with child 
victims of sexual abuse. 

To avoid penalties under the over- 
time rule, many clinics that provide 
vital exams and treatment to sexually 
abused children will be forced to reduce 
the hours of salaried workers, while 
supplementing those lost hours by 
overworking other employees. This will 
result in lower quality care and longer 
wait times for children to receive the 
critical treatment they need after fac- 
ing such horrific trauma. 

While the Department of Labor bu- 
reaucrats claim that the overtime rule 
will improve economic conditions for 
middle-class employees, this onerous 
regulation on businesses, educational 
institutions, and nonprofits will have 
the exact opposite effect by reducing 
job opportunities and limiting hours 
for many workers. Nonprofit and uni- 
versities doing critical work in our 
communities will be forced to reduce 
the reach of their efforts by these bur- 
densome regulations. 

Mr. Speaker, in 2015, regulations cost 
us $1.89 trillion in lost productivity and 
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growth. At a time when job creation 
and small business growth are critical 
to our recovering economy, the Depart- 
ment of Labor’s final regulation will be 
detrimental for millions of hard- 
working Americans. 

This regulation, like so many other 
regulations in the avalanche of red 
tape coming out of the Obama adminis- 
tration, hurts the very people that 
they claim that they are trying to pro- 
tect and that they are trying to help. 

Nearly 8 years after the Great Reces- 
sion, Americans are stuck in the slow- 
est and weakest economic recovery of 
their lifetimes, and the reason is sim- 
ple: this administration is burying the 
American economy in red tape. 

Enough is enough. Leave the Amer- 
ican people alone and let them do their 
work. 


EE 
VOTE ON GUN VIOLENCE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
California (Mr. THOMPSON) for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. 
Speaker, on July 14, Republican leaders 
recessed the House for 7 weeks without 
taking a single vote on legislation to 
help keep Americans safe from gun vio- 
lence. 

Ignoring an issue that you don’t want 
to deal with doesn’t make it go away. 
House Republicans desperately need to 
learn that lesson. When Republican 
leaders in the House refuse to deal with 
gun violence, the American people pay 
the price. 

During the 7 weeks that the House 
was in recess, 2,015 people were killed 
by someone using a gun. Thousands of 
families across our country have spent 
the last 7 weeks grieving. 

While Republicans are putting their 
fingers in their ears and pretending 
that our country isn’t in the grips of a 
gun violence epidemic, innocent people 
continue to die. What makes this inac- 
tion even harder to accept is the fact 
that, for over 3% years, I have had bi- 
partisan, pro-Second Amendment legis- 
lation that would help make these 
tragedies less common. 

My bill would close a dangerous loop- 
hole in our background check system 
that allows criminals, domestic abus- 
ers, and the dangerously mentally ill 
to bypass a background check in 34 
States when purchasing guns online, at 
a gun show, or through classified ads. 

Background checks are our first line 
of defense when it comes to making 
sure that dangerous people don’t pur- 
chase guns. We know that, when used, 
they work. Every day, background 
checks stop more than 170 felons, some 
50 domestic abusers, and nearly 20 fugi- 
tives from buying a gun. But, sadly, 
this gaping hole allows those same fel- 
ons, domestic abusers, and fugitives to 
easily bypass a background check when 
buying firearms. 
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H.R. 1217 has 187 bipartisan coauthors 
and 90 percent of the American people 
support strengthening and expanding 
our background check system. 

Mr. Speaker, let us have a vote on 
this bill. Gun violence shouldn’t be a 
partisan issue. When deranged gunmen 
open fire in a nightclub, movie theater, 
or school, they don’t care if you are a 
Democrat or Republican. Together, we 
can build a country in which all Ameri- 
cans feel safe being who they are, hav- 
ing fun in a nightclub, going to school, 
seeing a movie, going to Bible study, 
an office party, or simply walking 
down the streets of their own neighbor- 
hood. 

Mr. Speaker, let us do the work the 
American people sent us here to do. 
Let us vote on the legislation they 
want to see enacted. Let us vote to 
keep our fellow Americans safe. 

Each day the Republican majority 
drags its feet and refuses to give us a 
vote on bipartisan, pro-Second Amend- 
ment bills to help keep guns out of 
dangerous hands, more innocent lives 
are lost. 

Give us a vote. And give us a vote 
now, before you recess for another 
break. 


ee 


CONSTITUTION WEEK 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
West Virginia (Mr. JENKINS) for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. JENKINS of West Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, September 17-23 is Constitu- 
tion Week, where we celebrate the doc- 
ument and principles that are the foun- 
dation of this great Nation. Constitu- 
tion Day on the 17th marks the ratifi- 
cation of this great document. 

The Constitution is the basis of our 
Nation. It is the reason we are here 
today. It lays out the fundamental 
principles and structures of our Nation 
and our government. And the Bill of 
Rights makes clear the rights we enjoy 
as Americans and the fact that the 
Federal Government cannot infringe on 
these rights. Every decision I make as 
a Member of Congress is informed by 
the words written in the pages of this 
Constitution. 

All over the world, our Constitution 
stands as a pillar of justice, freedom, 
and good governance. Other countries 
look to our Constitution for guidance 
as they write their own constitutions 
and establish their own democracies. 

As we celebrate Constitution Week, I 
also want to recognize the great work 
of the Daughters of the American Rev- 
olution, including the chapters in my 
district, for their efforts to educate 
America about this document and its 
history. 

We owe a debt of gratitude to our 
Founding Fathers in crafting this great 
document, a Constitution that has 
stood the test of time. 

VA ACCOUNTABILITY 

Mr. JENKINS of West Virginia. Mr. 

Speaker, during two townhall meetings 
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recently, I had the opportunity to hear 
from our veterans about the care they 
are receiving from VA hospitals. They 
want, they need—no, they deserve—a 
VA healthcare system that works for 
them, one that gives them timely care, 
one that treats our veterans with re- 
spect and one that holds VA bureau- 
crats accountable. 

I am proud to support H.R. 5620, a 
necessary step to getting the VA work- 
ing again for our veterans. I will not 
stand for a system that rewards Wash- 
ington bureaucrats for failing to do 
their job. There are a lot of good, car- 
ing people at the VA and their employ- 
ees at our hospitals, and we need to 
make sure they have an environment 
and system where they can serve our 
veterans. 
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I stand with our veterans, and for the 
commonsense reforms to the problems 
that they are facing. I will continue to 
work to make sure the VA is held ac- 
countable; that veterans receive the 
best health care in the country—no, in 
the world—and that a broken system is 
fixed. Our veterans have sacrificed so 
much for us, and we must keep the 
promises we have made to them. 


Ee 


SILENCE EQUALS DEATH IN THE 
FIGHT AGAINST GUN VIOLENCE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Massachusetts (Ms. CLARK) for 5 min- 
utes. 

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to demand a vote 
on commonsense gun safety legisla- 
tion. It has been 26 years since our 
country has passed any meaningful gun 
safety legislation. 

I have only been in the House for a 
little over 22 years, and we have had 10 
moments of silence to recognize vic- 
tims of mass shootings during that 
time. 

After Fort Hood in April of 2014, 
when 19 people were shot in a deadly 
rampage, Republican leaders brought 
us together for a moment of silence, 
but there was no discussion about hon- 
oring those lives with our action. 

In May of 2014, the country came to- 
gether after a massacre in Santa Bar- 
bara, and families looked to our Na- 
tion’s leaders to see what they could 
do. What did they hear? More silence. 

In June of 2015, nine parishioners 
were murdered by a hate-filled rad- 
ical—who was able to get his gun be- 
cause of a loophole—while they were at 
a Bible study at the Emanuel Church 
in South Carolina. While those lost in- 
spired our country, the Members of 
Congress bowed their heads in silence 
and did nothing else. 

Then there was Chattanooga, 
Roseburg, Colorado Springs, and San 
Bernardino. Dozens were murdered in 
senseless killing sprees. And while the 
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country demanded a vote to finally do 
something about gun violence, this 
Congress responded with silence. 

Three months ago, after the worst 
gun massacre in modern history took 
place at the Pulse nightclub in Or- 
lando, Florida, some of us had finally 
had enough. If our friends in the LGBT 
community have taught us anything, it 
is that silence equals death. And this is 
no time to be silent. 

Our frustration, and the frustration 
of the American people, resulted in a 
sit-in that gave voice to the American 
families who are fed up with a Congress 
that is cowed into silence by the rich 
and powerful gun lobby. 

Here we are, 3 months later, and 
House Republicans have spent more 
time thinking about how they can pun- 
ish us for that sit-in than doing any- 
thing to address the gun violence dev- 
astating Americans. 

In July, rather than allow debates 
and votes on keeping American chil- 
dren and families safe, Republican 
leaders adjourned this House. Since 
then, an additional 2,015 Americans 
were killed by guns. In Chicago alone, 
3,000 people have been killed or injured 
by guns just this year. 

This is a public health crisis, and this 
Republican Congress has returned to 
its routine silence instead of working 
to keep Americans safe. I am here to 
tell you, the American people will not 
forget and will not continue to stand 
for this silence and inaction. 

Every single day, victims and sur- 
vivors of gun violence come and tell 
their heart-wrenching stories to Mem- 
bers of Congress. 

I have stood with Felicia Sanders as 
she gathered the courage to stand in 
front of our Nation’s Capitol and tell 
the story that no mother should have 
to tell. At Emanuel Church in North 
Carolina, Felicia’s son, Tywanza, ran 
toward the gunman while trying to 
shield others in his Bible study group. 
Tywanza was only 26 when Felicia said 
her final goodbye. 

I have had the honor of thanking 
Catherine Bodine for coming and tell- 
ing her story to the American people. 
Her abuser, who had prior felony con- 
victions, found a loophole, purchased a 
gun online with no background check, 
no waiting period, nothing. Catherine 
was shot three times trying to protect 
her 10-year-old daughter. Her daughter, 
Sami, the girl she called her best friend 
and her inspiration, died in her arms. 

These mothers, and thousands more 
like them, get up every single morning 
and summon the bravery to be beacons 
for change this country is asking for. 
Although their lives are forever 
changed by violence, they take it upon 
themselves to fight for their commu- 
nities, tell their stories, and make sure 
that no other family has to experience 
this horror. 

My question, Mr. Speaker, is this: If 
everyday people, moms like Felicia and 
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Catherine, can find the courage to fight 
for change, why is their courage met 
with the cowardice of silence? 

Let’s have a vote, have the debate to 
honor the lives that they have lost and 
that we have lost as a country, and 
let’s end this stony, callous silence. 


EE 
NATIONAL MANUFACTURING DAY 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. REED) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to recognize October 7 as National 
Manufacturing Day here in America. 
As the bipartisan co-chair of the House 
Manufacturing Caucus, with my good 
friend from Ohio, TIM RYAN, I think it 
is only right that we stand to recognize 
the efforts of U.S. manufacturing 
across our great country. 

We care about U.S. manufacturing 
because it brings family-sustaining, 
good quality jobs to the 12.33 million 
workers that are employed in the 
United States in the manufacturing in- 
dustry. That is 9 percent of our work- 
force, Mr. Speaker, and it contributes 
$2.17 trillion to the U.S. economy on an 
annual basis. 

In my district alone, in western New 
York, the 23rd Congressional District, 
Mr. Speaker, there are over 404 manu- 
facturers who employ approximately 
44,000 people. That is food on the table, 
Mr. Speaker. That is roofs over the 
heads of those workers and their fami- 
lies, and it provides an opportunity for 
those families and the generation that 
follows with an opportunity to succeed 
and advance in their life. 

It is only right, Mr. Speaker, that we 
join together, on a bipartisan basis, to 
support U.S. manufacturing in Amer- 
ica. That is why I partnered with my 
good friend on the other side, JOE KEN- 
NEDY, to author and finally get passed 
into law the Revitalize American Man- 
ufacturing and Innovation Act that is 
the source of innovation in advanced 
manufacturing going forward. 

That is also why I support an all-of- 
the-above energy plan. That is why we 
have also put forth a plan in writing to 
advance the energy effort here in 
America. 

Also, on the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee on which I serve, I am fully 
committed to a better way when it 
comes to revising and reforming the 
American Tax Code. It is time for us to 
have a fair, simple, and competitive 
Tax Code for all Americans. 

On the trade front, Mr. Speaker, I 
stand in unison with my colleagues on 
the other side who want to make sure 
that we have fair trade; that we have 
enforceable agreements where unfair 
practices by countries that violate the 
spirit, the rules, and the law of trade 
are held accountable. That is why we 
need to make sure that when we en- 
gage in these trade negotiations going 
forward that we have trade agreements 
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that not only open our market but 
also, most importantly, open the mar- 
ket of the 95 percent of the world’s con- 
sumers that live outside of America’s 
borders. 

We need to stand with U.S. manufac- 
turers in those negotiations. We need 
to make sure that U.S. manufacturing 
interests are put at the foremost pri- 
ority of the negotiation points. 

There is a firm philosophy that I ad- 
here to in our office when it comes to 
U.S. manufacturing. We have one of 
the greatest, if not the greatest—no, 
strike that, Mr. Speaker. We have the 
greatest workforce in the world. We 
have the brightest minds in the world 
in America, and we have the ability to 
make it here and sell it there. 

So I urge my colleagues to join me in 
recognizing October 7 as U.S. Manufac- 
turing Day. And if you are so inclined, 
join us in the U.S. Manufacturing Cau- 
cus, so you can be an active member 
participating in the debate to advance 
U.S. manufacturing interests so that 
we do, again, make it here to sell it 
across the world, and we put America’s 
manufacturing interests first in all 
conversations that we have. 


EE 


GUN VIOLENCE IS A PUBLIC 
HEALTH CRISIS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. PELOSI) for 5 minutes. 

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, there is a 
public health emergency in our coun- 
try. Are you thinking of Zika? Are you 
thinking of opioids? Yes, they are pub- 
lic health emergencies, but there is an- 
other ongoing, long-term public health 
emergency, and that is gun violence. 

I thank the chair of our task force, 
Mr. THOMPSON; Mr. LARSON for orga- 
nizing it; the great icon, JOHN LEWIS, 
for galvanizing all of the concern in the 
Congress around this issue; DAVID 
CICILLINE and, of course, our distin- 
guished Member we just heard from, 
Congresswoman CLARK from Massachu- 
setts, for their leadership. 

ROBIN KELLY of Illinois has been a 
champion, and so has JUDY CHU. So 
many Members have taken the lead on 
this issue, as ELIZABETH ESTY did þe- 
fore she was even sworn in in Congress, 
addressing the concerns at Newtown. 

Ninety-one people lose their life to 
gun violence every day. That is not a 
statistic, that is an outrage. It is a 
challenge to the conscience of our Na- 
tion to end Congress’ appalling inac- 
tion on gun violence prevention. 

Across America, communities are 
standing up, speaking out, and lighting 
the way. A preventable public health 
crisis is taking the lives of our chil- 
dren, our neighbors, and our friends. 
You would think that when the lives of 
little children in school were taken 
that that would be the end of it, that 
would end the discussion, and that any 
common ground that we could find to 
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expand the background checks, which 
is not a big thing really, in terms of 
just including Internet sales and gun 
shows—just expanding what we have, 
not a big legislative move but would 
make a tremendous difference in sav- 
ing lives in our country. 

This Congress must hear the voices 
of those calling for action to keep guns 
out of the wrong hands. And I want to 
just talk about some of the voices that 
I recently heard when I was in Florida 
a couple of weeks ago. I went to Or- 
lando and visited Pulse, the nightclub 
where the gun violence there took 
place. It was gun violence, and it was a 
hate crime, which is a deadly combina- 
tion. 

When I met with the families and 
some of the survivors there to hear 
their concerns about hate crimes and 
gun violence, they said to me, really to 
a person, please do something to stop 
gun violence. As consumed as they 
were with the fact that this was a hate 
crime, the gun violence issue was what 
each one of them spoke about, that 
they had lost their loved ones. 

These are young people out on a Sat- 
urday night. One mom who went there 
to take her son to see his friends and 
the rest and make sure he was safe, the 
mom died, and the son survived. Any 
mom would prefer that outcome, but 
why does that have to be the choice? 

So here they are: if you are in kin- 
dergarten, if you are in the movie the- 
ater, or if you are in church praying, as 
was referenced by our colleagues about 
South Carolina—that was a hate crime, 
too. The awful statements made by the 
perpetrator of that crime where he ex- 
ploited the hospitality that was ex- 
tended to him to pray together, and 
then for him to make his hateful re- 
marks, racist remarks, and then do vi- 
olence on the people who had welcomed 
him to pray with them. 

So where is it that people are safe? 
What can we do to make a difference? 

Well, for one thing, if you are too 
dangerous to fly, you should be too 
dangerous to buy a gun. Highty to 90 
percent of the American people sub- 
scribe to that. That shouldn’t be con- 
troversial in the Congress. 

We are supposed to be Representa- 
tives representing the will of the peo- 
ple. And where there is consensus—we 
have enough disagreement, but where 
there is consensus, a public health 
emergency, and loss of life, even to lit- 
tle children, people in church, young 
people out on the town, people going to 
the movies, what is it that our col- 
leagues don’t understand? 
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What is it that our colleagues don’t 
understand? In addition to keeping 
guns out of the hands of those who are 
too dangerous to fly, our Nation de- 
pends on keeping guns out of the hands 
of those who shouldn’t have them, 
again, just simply expanding to gun 
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shows and Internet sales. Yet House 
Republicans won’t even give the Amer- 
ican people a vote. 

Give us a vote and see how it goes. 
What are you afraid of? Are you afraid? 
Are you afraid that the American peo- 
ple will be done and that we will have 
a successful vote on no fly, no buy, 
strengthening our background check 
system? 

So we are going to be leaving soon. 
Before we left for the summer, under 
the leadership of our distinguished 
leader, whom we all consider a privi- 
lege to call colleague, JOHN LEWIS, 
there was a sit-in on the floor of this 
House that reverberated across the 
country. Then we left. Congress shut 
down and we left. 

We are about to do so again, but we 
have a little time. We have a little 
time to save lives. What more impor- 
tant thing does any of us have to do 
than to stay here and pass a law to 
save lives? If somebody said to you: 
You could save 90 lives by passing a bill 
today, wouldn’t you do that? Or, why 
wouldn’t you do that? Why wouldn’t 
you do that? 

It is really quite a sad thing when 
people go to the movies—as my col- 
league, Mr. ISRAEL, keeps pointing out. 
When they go to the movies, usually 
they are concerned about are they 
going to be able to get their popcorn 
and their whatever in time to get a 
seat in the theater. Now they want to 
know where the nearest exit is when 
they go to the theater. What is that 
about? 

Some people say it is about politics 
and it is just too politically dangerous 
for some of our colleagues to vote for 
the simple expansion of the back- 
ground check legislation and passing 
no fly, no buy. It is politically dan- 
gerous to them. Whose political sur- 
vival is more important than the lives 
of these children, of those people in 
church, and of those young people out 
on a Saturday night, people going to 
the movies? Whose political survival is 
more important than protecting the 
American people? That is the oath we 
take, to protect and defend, whether it 
is the Constitution, whether it is pro- 
tecting our country’s national secu- 
rity, our neighborhood security, or our 
personal security. 

So let’s honor our oath of office. Let 
us honor our sense of responsibility. 
Let us respond to those moms and fam- 
ily members and survivors from polls 
that said: Why? Why are you not pass- 
ing legislation in the House of Rep- 
resentatives to prevent gun violence, 
to save lives—to save lives? 

So, in any case, I think it is really 
important. I thank Mr. LARSON for, 
again, bringing us together. We are not 
going away. This will go on and go on 
and go on until we disarm hate. We are 
here to save lives here and across the 
country. We are not going to stop until 
we enact gun violence prevention laws. 
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We are not going to stop until we get 
the job done. 

Again, I thank our leaders on this 
important issue. I thank the gentleman 
from California (Mr. THOMPSON) for his 
leadership for years now on this sub- 
ject. Again, hopefully, it won’t be too 
long before our colleagues see the light 
and decide that their political survival 
is not more important than the sur- 
vival of little children in first grade. 


EE 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will remind all persons in the 
gallery that they are here as guests of 
the House and that any manifestation 
of approval or disapproval of pro- 
ceedings is in violation of the rules of 
the House. 


EE 


HONORING SHELBY POLICE DE- 


PARTMENT’S OFFICER TIM 
BRACKEEN 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 


Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. MCHENRY) for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. MCHENRY. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to deliver a speech to this body 
that no one wants to deliver. It is with 
a heavy heart that I speak today in 
honor of Tim Brackeen, an officer with 
the Shelby, North Carolina, Police De- 
partment, who was mortally wounded 
in the line of duty this past weekend. 

Officer Brackeen was doing his job, 
keeping our community safe, when he 
was shot in the line of duty very early 
Saturday morning. He passed away 
from his injuries on Monday. 

Officer Brackeen was only 38 years 
old. He leaves behind his wife, Mikel, 
and a 4-year-old daughter, Daphne. 

Officer Brackeen was a law enforce- 
ment officer who loved his job and 
loved what he was doing. He had been 
with the Shelby Police Department 
since 2004 and, prior to that, was a de- 
tention officer with the Cleveland 
County Sheriff's Office. For the past 
several years, he had worked as a K-9 
officer with his partner, Ciko. He had a 
passion for his work and was well- 
known throughout the community. Of- 
ficer Brackeen and his dog, Ciko, often 
did demonstrations to show how offi- 
cers and their K-9 partners work to- 
gether to keep us safe. 

In 2012, Officer Brackeen’s service 
and dedication to his duty was recog- 
nized as he was named the Shelby Po- 
lice Officer of the Year. The city of 
Shelby is a truly special place, and so 
was this police officer. 

It was Shelby Police Chief Jeff 
Ledford who summed up the officer 
best when he said: “Tim was a great 
person. If you want to know what Tim 
was like, just look around this town.” 

He is exactly right because, Mr. 
Speaker, Shelby is that very special 
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place. It is a tight-knit community 
that still exhibits what it really means 
to be a community. That was clear 
Monday night when hundreds and hun- 
dreds of people in this small town rep- 
resenting a variety of backgrounds 
packed the Court Square to pray for 
Officer Brackeen’s family and his fel- 
low officers. It is clear as you drive 
around Shelby and the rest of Cleve- 
land County and see the black and blue 
ribbons and the messages of sympathy 
that adorn the windows of businesses 
and homes. It was clear yesterday as 
police officers, firefighters, and every- 
day citizens lined the streets and over- 
passes to pay respect to this fallen law 
enforcement officer as the procession 
traveled to the funeral home. 

This is not the first time I have spo- 
ken on the House floor about the 
Shelby Police Department. In June of 
2015, after the tragedy in Charleston, 
that horrific violence that occurred 
there, it was the Shelby Police Depart- 
ment that apprehended that vile shoot- 
er in that event. What we saw then was 
a community where faith leaders from 
every part of that region worked hand 
in hand with law enforcement to re- 
place the divisions we see in other 
parts of the country with conversation 
and understanding that represents the 
best of what is in western North Caro- 
lina. I have no doubt Shelby will re- 
spond to this tragedy in similar fash- 
ion. 

With the perpetrator of this heinous 
crime captured, our focus turns solely 
to paying tribute to Officer Brackeen 
and his life of service. 

Mr. Speaker, I extend my condo- 
lences to Officer Brackeen’s family and 
to the entire Shelby Police Department 
as they mourn this tragic loss. May we 
keep his family, fellow officers, and all 
our men and women in blue in our 
prayers. 


EE 
GUN VIOLENCE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Illinois (Ms. KELLY) for 5 minutes. 

Ms. KELLY of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today disappointed by the lack of 
leadership on display in this House. 
Gun violence is a terror in many of our 
communities, and we must stop it. In 
2016, we have had more than 10,000 pre- 
ventable gun deaths in America. 

Consider this: this past Labor Day, 
the city I represent, Chicago, saw its 
500th homicide of the year. We have 
seen 3,000 people, alone, shot in 2016— 
3,000 shot, 500 dead, and 90 murdered in 
August, alone, in one city. 

Too often we write gun violence off 
as an urban condition. But the gun 
deaths we are facing are not only 
urban; it is everywhere and impacts us 
all: 

Kids died in Newtown; people were 
murdered on live TV in Roanoke and 
massacred in Orlando. Gun violence 
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has altered the lives of Speaker RYAN’S 
constituents in Oak Creek, Wisconsin. 
It turned fatal for Nykea Aldridge, a 
mother of four young children in Chi- 
cago, who was just walking back from 
registering her children for school. It 
turned family movie night into a hor- 
rific final act for 12 people in Aurora, 
Colorado. Gun violence turned a fun 
night out in to a final terrifying mo- 
ment for 49 people in Orlando and left 
indelible emotional wounds in the 
hearts of more than 50 others who suf- 
fered injury. 

Mr. Speaker, what will you do before 
this year ends to prevent even more 
unnecessary and preventable gun vio- 
lence? What are you and your caucus 
going to do to change the fact that 
American children are 4 times more 
likely to be killed by a gun than Cana- 
dian children, 7 times more likely than 
Israeli children, and 65 times more 
likely than British children? 

There is no room for your deafening 
silence. There is no justification for 
your gavel to drown out the cries of 
families being terrorized by gun vio- 
lence. It is said that ‘‘the blood brother 
of apathy is the inability to prioritize 
that which is important.”’ 

Mr. Speaker, your apathy is Amer- 
ica’s agony. Our constituents elected 
us to work together to solve our Na- 
tion’s biggest problems. If gun violence 
is not monumental, then what is? 
Right now, anyone can buy a gun on- 
line or at a gun show without a back- 
ground check. Why does that make 
sense? We have a gaping hole in our 
system that must be closed. 

Some States and municipalities al- 
ready have strong, comprehensive 
background check laws, but many oth- 
ers do not, preventing laws from truly 
having their fullest impact. This is the 
case in Illinois. 

I represent communities plagued by 
gun violence. Despite Chicago and Illi- 
nois having strong gun laws, our neigh- 
bors have very weak gun laws; so a 
criminal, a domestic abuser, a ter- 
rorist, or a person who is dangerously 
mentally unstable cannot get a gun in 
Illinois, but they can jump in their car, 
drive to a gun show in a bordering 
State like Wisconsin to buy a gun, and 
drive back to commit a horrible and 
preventable crime. 

In a 4-year period from 2010 to 2014, 
10,000 crime guns recovered in Illinois 
were from other States. Nearly 1,000 of 
the guns killing my fellow Illinois resi- 
dents came from the Speaker’s home 
State of Wisconsin. Wisconsin’s lax gun 
laws are tied to 10 percent of Illinois 
crime guns. 

This demonstrates what is all too ob- 
vious to 90 percent of the American 
public: it is the duty of Congress to 
pass comprehensive background checks 
to ensure that no matter where a dan- 
gerous person lives or travels, they 
cannot access a firearm. 

If you are too dangerous to buy a gun 
in Illinois, you are too dangerous to 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


buy a gun in Wisconsin. Forty percent 
of gun sales are online or at gun shows, 
where a background check is not re- 
quired. 

What if 4 out of every 10 people at an 
airport or right here in the Capitol 
didn’t have to go through security? 
Would we enjoy the same level of safe- 
ty as we do? 

Requiring comprehensive background 
checks is a simple, logical measure. It 
is embarrassing that we are even hav- 
ing this discussion. This isn’t about 
taking away our constitutional right 
to bear arms. Law-abiding citizens who 
aren’t dangerous and can pass a back- 
ground check will still have access to 
their firearms for hunting, self-defense, 
and for personal, legal use. 

So, if you are not a danger to your- 
self or others, is undergoing a back- 
ground check in order to maintain and 
buy a gun really that much of a big 
burden? Second Amendment rights, 
like all other Amendments guaranteed 
by our Constitution, have logical lim- 
its. 

Keep guns out of the hands of the ter- 
rorists killing our children, off our 
playgrounds and streets, and away 
from people who are killing police offi- 
cers like the one we just heard about. 
Once again, I ask: Who has to get shot, 
and just how many have to die before 
you do your job, Mr. Speaker? 


EE 


MINNESOTA’S HUMANITARIAN 
SERVICE MEDAL RECIPIENT 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Minnesota (Mr. EMMER) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. EMMER of Minnesota. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to recognize the 
incredible work of Keith Kieffer, which 
has made him the deserving recipient 
of the Humanitarian Service Medal. 

Keith began his service to this great 
Nation when he joined the Air Force in 
1975. Three years after his enlistment, 
Keith received orders to go to 
Enewetak Atoll in the Marshall Is- 
lands, where his mission was to clean 
up contamination from 48 atomic 
bombs that were dropped on that is- 
land. 

During his time on the island, Keith 
cleaned up World War II wreckage as 
well as dug trenches, which exposed 
him to contaminated soil. 
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Upon his retirement from the Air 
Force in 1978, Keith earned the title of 
“Atomic Veteran.”’ 

Keith is a true American hero. He 
selflessly put his own well-being on the 
line to protect future generations. 

Congratulations on receiving the 
long, overdue Humanitarian Service 
Medal, Keith. Your service will never 
be forgotten. 

REMEMBERING HAZEL YOUNGMAN 

Mr. EMMER of Minnesota. Mr. 

Speaker, I rise today to celebrate the 
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life of Hazel Youngmann, a St. Cloud 
native who dedicated her life to help- 
ing the disabled. 

Hazel worked tirelessly to reform our 
community in order to make it more 
accessible for those with disabilities. 
She did so through her work on the 
Whitney Senior Center Board, the St. 
Cloud Parks and Recreation Board, and 
the Stearns County Human Services 
Advisory Committee, just to name a 
few. 

Even though Hazel had her own limi- 
tations with mobility, hearing loss, 
and vision loss, she pushed through and 
attended countless meetings despite 
the physical toll it took on her. 

Hazel’s unwavering optimism, deter- 
mination, and passion for others is an 
inspiration and should serve as a model 
for the rest of us. Our thoughts and 
prayers are with Hazel and her loved 
ones during this difficult time. Be as- 
sured and comforted that her legacy 
will live on. 

EVERSON’S HARDWARE CELEBRATES 50 YEARS OF 
SUCCESS 

Mr. EMMER of Minnesota. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to celebrate 
Everson’s Hardware in Waconia, Min- 
nesota, for 50 years of business success. 

Ron and Mary Ann Everson bought 
the store back in 1966, when they were 
just a young couple with two growing 
children. Throughout the years, 
Everson’s Hardware has become a well- 
respected and established part of the 
community, and the Everson family 
has realized their American Dream. 

Eventually, Ron and Mary Ann 
passed the store along the way to 
Tracy and Deborah Everson, who con- 
tinue to work behind the counter in 
this family store today. Small, family- 
operated businesses are what make 
Minnesota so great. They make our 
community special. 

I want to thank the Everson family 
for their lasting contribution to 
Waconia. Congratulations and best of 
luck on the next 50 years. 


EE 


GUN VIOLENCE PREVENTION DAY 
OF ACTION 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
California (Mrs. CAPPS) for 5 minutes. 

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support of all Americans whose lives 
and communities have been affected by 
gun violence, and to highlight the Gun 
Violence Prevention Day of Action. 

After the tragic 2014 mass shooting in 
my Congressional District on the cen- 
tral coast of California, our community 
declared that not one more life should 
be lost to gun violence. Yet, today I 
stand before this Chamber with a 
heavy heart to mourn the many indi- 
viduals who have been killed by a gun 
since that tragedy. And that number is 
staggering. 
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In fact, over 2,000 men, women, and 
children have lost their lives to gun vi- 
olence since the start of the congres- 
sional recess in July. That is 2,000 peo- 
ple in just 60 days. Right here in our 
country. Our country is better than 
this. 

House Republicans’ decision to dis- 
miss the House for 7 weeks without so 
much as debating gun violence legisla- 
tion is shameful. Going home to our 
districts without addressing life and 
death issues is not what the American 
people expect of us. They deserve bet- 
ter. 

But here we are, back in D.C., with 
Democrats ready to work together to 
move commonsense gun safety meas- 
ures. We just need a partner. We can- 
not ignore these problems because they 
are hard. We cannot stand by hoping 
the problem of gun violence will go 
away by itself. We cannot continue to 
shirk our duties as Representatives 
while those we represent are dying. 

There are commonsense regulations 
for Congress to debate. The American 
people overwhelmingly support closing 
loopholes in the background check sys- 
tem for firearm sales. Democrats, Re- 
publicans, gun owners, even members 
of the NRA support background 
checks; but the Republican leadership 
will not debate expanded background 
checks. 

The American people also support 
closing gun sale loopholes, which let 
dangerous individuals gain access to 
weapons without any review. Demo- 
cratic and Republican lawmakers have 
introduced bills that would close gun 
sale loopholes, but the Republican 
leadership will not allow the House to 
debate closing these dangerous loop- 
holes. 

The American people support the no 
fly, no buy bill, which would prevent 
terror suspects—terror suspects on the 
FBI watch list—from purchasing weap- 
ons. This is the very least we can do. 
But, again, the Republican leadership 
will not bring up no fly, no buy for de- 
bate. 

By not allowing these kinds of votes, 
or even these important debates, House 
leaders are failing the American peo- 
ple. We know that if we do nothing, if 
we don’t even try, nothing will change. 
Our communities are hurting, and they 
demand action. It is time to answer 
that call. 

Mr. Speaker, whether or not you sup- 
port this legislation, the American peo- 
ple demand that you do your job and 
hold a vote on the commonsense gun 
legislation they overwhelmingly sup- 
port. It is the least we can do. 


ee 


105TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE 
FOUNDING OF THE REPUBLIC OF 
CHINA ON TAIWAN 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Tennessee (Mr. DUNCAN) for 5 minutes. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee. Mr. 
Speaker, this Nation has many friends 
around the world, but almost no coun- 
try has been a better friend to the 
United States than has been the Re- 
public of China on Taiwan, or, as it is 
more commonly known, Taiwan. 

I would like to recognize Taiwan in 
advance of the 105th anniversary of the 
founding of that great country. On Oc- 
tober 10, the people of Taiwan will 
commemorate the founding of a nation 
which has much to be proud of in this 
year. 

Over the past 50 years, Taiwan has 
undergone dramatic political, social, 
and economic changes, and is now the 
only democracy in the Chinese-speak- 
ing world. This year, the people of Tai- 
wan witnessed the third peaceful tran- 
sition of power. This election was espe- 
cially meaningful with the election of 
the first woman President, Dr. Tsai 
Ing-wen. 

There are important common values 
and principles that fundamentally link 
the United States and Taiwan, includ- 
ing respect for human rights, freedom, 
and democracy. I commend President 
Tsai Ing-wen for refreshing Taiwan’s 
commitment to renewing Taiwan’s 
commitment to these values. 

The Republic of China on Taiwan has 
become a trailblazer in the industri- 
alized world with a vibrant and grow- 
ing economy and a flourishing free peo- 
ple. Taiwan has surpassed India and 
Saudi Arabia to become the 10th larg- 
est trading partner of the United 
States. I cannot overemphasize how 
important this economic powerhouse 
and democratic ally is to the United 
States and to our trade relations. 

While I have some very serious con- 
cerns regarding the Trans-Pacific Part- 
nership, if the United States ends up fi- 
nalizing this agreement, Taiwan should 
definitely be included. 

In the early 1960s, my father was the 
mayor of Knoxville, and he met at that 
time a man named Nelson Nee. Mr. Nee 
was then head of the University of Ten- 
nessee’s international students pro- 
gram, but he later became a very suc- 
cessful businessman in California im- 
porting products from Taiwan. The re- 
sult of Mr. Nee and my father’s efforts 
to bring students from Taiwan to UT 
has resulted in a very large UT alumni 
group in Taipei—an alumni group of 
several hundred. Also, we have a very 
large and active Taiwan group in Knox- 
ville and east Tennessee. 

I had the privilege of spending a week 
in Taiwan, along with Congressman 
PETE SESSIONS and former Congress- 
man Sonny Callahan, about 15 years 
ago. At the end of that trip, I asked one 
of the officials to tell me how you say 
in Chinese, “Thank you for your 
friendship.” I was told that you say, 
“Shieh shieh ni de yo yi.” 

I simply will end by saying to Taiwan 
once again, thank you for your friend- 
ship. 
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UNIVERSAL BACKGROUND CHECK 
AND NO FLY, NO BUY LEGISLA- 
TION 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. ESHOO) for 5 minutes. 

Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Speaker, I was proud 
to join our Nation’s great civil rights 
leader, JOHN LEWIS, and so many of our 
outstanding colleagues that have spo- 
ken out on the issue of gun violence 
when we had our historic sit-in in the 
House in June. 

Our request then and our request 
today are the same. I think it is really 
rather simple. We are asking to be al- 
lowed to vote on two commonsense 
bills to keep guns out of the hands of 
dangerous people—a universal back- 
ground check bill that will close loop- 
holes and no fly, no buy legislation to 
prevent people who are on the FBI’s 
terrorist watch list from buying guns. 
Imagine, the FBI has them on a watch 
list but they can still buy guns. Both 
proposals have overwhelming support 
of the American people and they have 
bipartisan support in Congress. 

Background checks are supported by 
9 out of 10 Americans, and they have 
been proven to be successful at keeping 
guns out of the wrong hands. Every 
day, background checks stop more 
than 170 felons, 50 domestic abusers, 
and 20 fugitives from buying guns. 
Where these loopholes have been closed 
in States, such as Connecticut, the 
numbers have dropped dramatically. 

Today, under current law, up to 40 
percent of gun sales are completed with 
no background checks whatsoever. In 
our great country, no background 
checks whatsoever. People can buy 
guns online the way you can go out and 
buy M&Ms. Meanwhile, the most com- 
mon places where the American people 
go—to church, to school, to movie the- 
aters—they are under siege. 

This Congress, do you know what 
this Congress has done, for anyone who 
is listening in? 

We have had 31 moments of silence. 

Mr. Speaker, sympathy is not 
enough. In fact, it comes off as being 
hypocritical. As sincere as people have 
been when they bow their heads for less 
than a minute, it is not enough. We 
have an epidemic in our country, and 
we can do something about it. We have 
bipartisan legislation. 

Now, meanwhile, bills have been 
brought to the floor without one co- 
sponsor. But Mr. KING’s and Mr. 
THOMPSON’s legislation, H.R. 1217, has 
186 cosponsors. 

Now, why can’t we vote on this? 
Why? 

I think that there is a complicity 
with the NRA with all of these deaths 
around the country, the violence that 
has taken place, of innocent people— 
children, young people, adults—and 
then all of the aftermath of grieving. 
And the families that have lost some- 
one, they have a mark on their soul. 
They will grieve the rest of their lives. 
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We are asking for a vote. If you don’t 
agree with me, vote “no.” But, Mr. 
Speaker, we have a responsibility, and 
I think a high moral responsibility, to 
address this. We are asking that these 
two bills be brought to the floor. Law 
enforcement supports these bills. The 
American people support these bills. 
Mr. Speaker, I think it is about time 
that these bills be brought to the floor. 
We can save American lives. Imagine 
that. By adopting these two bills, we 
can save American lives. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle- 
woman from Connecticut (Ms. ESTY), 
someone who has been a leader on this 
issue. 

Ms. ESTY. Mr. Speaker, we need a 
vote. What will it take for this House, 
the people’s House, to finally vote on 
commonsense, bipartisan legislation to 
save American lives? 

Since the murder of 20 schoolchildren 
and 6 educators in one of my commu- 
nities in Newtown, Connecticut, 3 
years and 9 months ago, we have not 
had one single debate and not one vote. 
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GUN VIOLENCE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. CAPUANO) for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. CAPUANO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentlewoman from Connecticut 
(Ms. DELAURO). 

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, we are 
here again today because the American 
people are demanding action; they are 
begging us to stop the killing. And I 
urge my Republican colleagues: Listen 
to your constituents. Do your job. Pur- 
sue commonsense gun violence legisla- 
tion. 

We need to vote on legislation that 
makes a real impact on the epidemic of 
gun violence in this country, and we 
need to vote now. The American people 
want us to do our job. They want bipar- 
tisan legislation, and we have a moral 
obligation to take action. 

For each of us, it is personal. In 
every community, the effects of gun vi- 
olence have left scars that will never 
heal. In my home State of Connecticut, 
we know how devastating this can be. 
After the tragedy at Sandy Hook Ele- 
mentary, we lost 6 incredible caring 
adults, 20 beautiful children. We said, 
“Never again.” 

Since Sandy Hook, 39,000 or more 
people have been killed by a gun. There 
have been over 1,200 mass shootings in 
movie theaters, churches, nightclubs, 
and safe havens. We have held 31 mo- 
ments of silence on the floor of the 
House in honor of these brothers, sis- 
ters, children, and babies; yet we have 
held zero votes on bipartisan gun vio- 
lence prevention legislation. 

Let’s move to a real no fly, no buy 
bill, one that actually prevents poten- 
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tial terrorists from getting dangerous 
weapons. We need to address the issue 
of universal background checks. The 
gun lobby would have you believe that 
background checks are a wedge issue. 
It is a lie. Ninety two percent of gun 
owners support background checks and 
72 percent of NRA members support 
background checks. 

The victims’ families do not get a 
break from their grief, so we will not 
take a break until we get a bill, a real 
bill with concrete, enforceable meas- 
ures that will stop the killing. The 
American people deserve real, concrete 
gun legislation. 

How many more people must suffer 
and die before we open our eyes? 


EE 
GUN VIOLENCE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. SPEIER) for 5 minutes. 

Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Speaker, you prob- 
ably haven’t heard of Tamia Sanders. 
This young woman here was 14 years 
old. She was killed while sitting on her 
porch next to her mother on August 12 
in Jacksonville. You probably didn’t 
hear that Tamia was an honor student 
or that she had a beautiful smile. 
There were no moments of silence for 
Tamia on the House floor because she 
was just another little Black girl killed 
by street violence. 

You probably haven’t heard about 
Willow. She was 2 years old. She and 
her mother, her 8-year-old sister Liana, 
and 6-year-old brother Mark, Jr., were 
killed. Willow was just 2 years old 
when her father killed her along with 
the rest of the family on August 6 in 
Sinking Spring, Pennsylvania. And you 
probably haven’t heard that Willow 
had survived a heart transplant when 
she was 6 days old and that her mother 
fought hard to make sure Willow had 
enough medication. 

Willow didn’t get a moment of si- 
lence on the House floor either because 
she was just another child killed by 
someone who was supposed to love her. 

You definitely didn’t hear about the 
two people found dead in the house in 
Mead Valley, California, on August 5. 
No one published their names or their 
ages or whether anyone noticed they 
were dead. 

The same can be said for an unidenti- 
fied woman killed on the street in Los 
Angeles on August 8, two unidentified 
men killed in a parking lot on August 
13 in Milwaukee, and two unidentified 
women killed on the street on August 
28 in St. Louis. They certainly didn’t 
get a moment of silence on the House 
floor because they were just more 
anonymous victims of gun violence. 

There have been 322 mass shootings 
this year, more shootings than there 
have been days in the year so far; 416 
people gunned down; 1,161 people who 
have been injured. Yet we only tell 
their stories if the killing is particu- 
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larly large, like the Pulse nightclub, or 
particularly terrifying and political, 
like the San Bernardino terrorist at- 
tacks. 

Daily mass shootings have somehow 
become commonplace, their victims 
nameless and mourned only by those 
who knew them. But I say that this is 
a national tragedy, and we should all 
mourn. 

We should grieve for Antonio Hinkle, 
who was 32 when he was killed at a 
cookout on August 27 in Brighton, Ala- 
bama. He died pushing children out of 
the way of gunfire, and he left behind 
three children of his own. 

We should grieve for Isaiah Solomon, 
15, and Tafari West, 22, who were killed 
when someone opened fire on a vigil for 
another dead teenager on August 27 in 
Miami, Florida. 

We should grieve for Shannon Ran- 
dall, 35; her boyfriend, Joseph Turner, 
27; her brother, Robert Brown, 26; and 
their relatives Justin Reed, 23, and 
Chelsea Reed, 22, who were killed in 
their sleep by a friend’s boyfriend on 
August 20 in Citronelle, Alabama. They 
were sheltering their friend who had 
fled an abusive relationship. Chelsea 
was 5 months pregnant when she and 
the others were gunned down. 

These are the people who don’t make 
the national news: the girl walking to 
her neighborhood convenience store, 
the boy playing on the front lawn, the 
woman trying to leave an abusive rela- 
tionship, the grandfather sitting on his 
porch. They were robbed of life because 
this Congress refuses to act. 

Colleagues, we must honor them by 
speaking out. Now is the time for a 
vote. Let’s lift the ban on research on 
gun violence. Let’s expand background 
checks to all gun purchases. Let’s close 
loopholes that let known and suspected 
terrorists buy guns. Let’s commit re- 
sources to make smart guns that are 
less dangerous to children who find 
them. 

A little girl was killed while sitting 
on her porch right next to her mother. 
Say her name, Tamia Sanders, and 
honor her memory with more than a 
moment of silence. 


a 


PREVENTING GUN VIOLENCE IN 
AMERICA 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. LEWIS) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Speaker, I rise yet 
again to speak out about mass shoot- 
ings and gun violence in our Nation. 
When I think of Newtown, of Charles- 
ton, of Orlando, my heart just breaks. 

Mr. Speaker, what would it take for 
Congress to act? How many more must 
suffer? How many more must die? How 
many more little children must die? 
How many more mothers and fathers 
will mourn the loss of a child? 

Today, Mr. Speaker, I ask you to 
think of Taylor Hayden, the beautiful 
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young woman celebrating a girls’ 
weekend in Atlanta who was killed by 
gang crossfire. Please think of the 
young woman killed while driving 
home from work in southwest Atlanta. 
Think of the woman fighting for her 
life at this very moment in Grady Hos- 
pital in downtown Atlanta. Just last 
week, she was injured in a shooting 
that brought the interstate, I-85, to a 
stop. 

Mr. Speaker, time and time again, we 
asked for compassion. Time and time 
again, we asked for action. Time and 
time again, we asked for leadership. 
Our people are sick and tired of a do- 
nothing Congress. They elected us to 
do our jobs. Instead, Mr. Speaker, we 
take a break. 

Mr. Speaker, Republicans must join 
with Democrats and do what is right, 
what is just, what is fair, and what is 
long overdue. There are good, common- 
sense proposals that not only protect 
rights, but also will save lives. These 
bills should be passed. Bring them to 
the floor. Let us have a vote. Give us a 
vote. Time is of the essence. We cannot 
be silent, and we will not be silent. We 
cannot wait for another time, another 
place, another person. Mr. Speaker, the 
time is now for us to act. 

Today I urge all of my colleagues to 
join us. Be brave. Be bold. Take a stand 
for what is good and necessary. Or if 
you prefer, please take a seat, roll up 
your sleeves, and let’s go to work. The 
time for silence is over. It is time to 
move. 

Mr. Speaker, I truly believe that the 
spirit of history is upon us. We have a 
mission. We have a moral obligation 
and a mandate to do what is right. His- 
tory will not be kind to us if Congress 
continues to turn a blind eye and a 
cold shoulder to those crying, begging, 
and pleading for action. 

I ask my colleagues, each and every 
one of you, to join me in the well. We 
must pass commonsense legislation to 
prevent gun violence and mass shoot- 
ings in our country, and we must act 
now. History is demanding, the people 
are demanding that we act, and that 
we act now—not next week, next 
month, or next year, but now, before 
we leave and go home. 


Ee 


FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE 
PRESIDENT 


A further message in writing from 
the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. 
Brian Pate, one of his secretaries. 


EE 
RECESS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until noon 
today. 

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 27 
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re- 
cess. 
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1200 
AFTER RECESS 


The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. DOLD) at noon. 


EE 
PRAYER 


Reverend Dr. Phillip L. Pointer, Sr., 
Saint Mark Baptist Church, Little 
Rock, Arkansas, offered the following 
prayer: 

Great Eternal One, we thank You for 
these Representatives whom you have 
given the sacred trust of participating 
in governing this great Nation. 

We ask for Your blessing as they 
begin this session, which will serve to 
improve the lives of the citizens of this 
country. Please give them Your wis- 
dom, resolve, and compassion. 

May Your Spirit guide every heart, 
mind, and word so that, by Your power, 
justice, peace, prosperity, and whole- 
ness are experienced by all who are 
blessed to live in this land. 

Help our Representatives to continue 
to fully embrace the enormity of this 
task and to carefully execute their du- 
ties with integrity. 

Bless their families and loved ones 
who participate in the sacrifice of gov- 
erning vicariously. 

Encourage them and grant them 
Your joy during difficult and lonely 
times. 

Let Your loving light emanate from 
this House today and every day for the 
sake of Your glory. 

Amen. 


EE 
THE JOURNAL 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 
last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour- 
nal stands approved. 

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, pursuant 
to clause 1, rule I, I demand a vote on 
agreeing to the Speaker’s approval of 
the Journal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the Speaker’s approval 
of the Journal. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I object to 
the vote on the ground that a quorum 
is not present and make the point of 
order that a quorum is not present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8, rule XX, further pro- 
ceedings on this question will be post- 
poned. 

The point of no quorum is considered 
withdrawn. 


EE 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
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ROTHFUS) come forward and lead the 
House in the Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. ROTHFUS led the Pledge of Alle- 
giance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


a 


WELCOMING REVEREND DR. 
PHILLIP L. POINTER, SR. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas (Mr. HILL) is recognized for 1 
minute. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I rise to wel- 
come today’s guest chaplain and my 
good friend, Reverend Phillip Pointer, 
or “Pastor P” as he is known through- 
out our community. 

Realizing his love for preaching the 
ministry as a teen, Pastor P earned his 
Doctor of Ministry from United Theo- 
logical Seminary in Dayton, Ohio, and 
his Master of Divinity with honors 
from The Samuel Dewitt Proctor 
School of Theology at Virginia Union 
University in Richmond, Virginia. 

Having devoted much of his life to 
the church, Pastor Pointer found his 
way to Saint Mark Baptist Church in 
my hometown of Little Rock, Arkan- 
sas, in 2012, after 10 years as pastor of 
St. John Baptist Church in Alexandria, 
Virginia. 

As a loving husband and father, Pas- 
tor P understands the challenge in bal- 
ancing his responsibility to the church 
and to his family. At Saint Mark Bap- 
tist Church, Pastor P highlights the 
importance of our youth, with the 
church, adopting the motto ‘You. 
Grow. Here.” to advance a safe, loving 
environment for families and children. 

Within 2 years of Pastor P’s time as 
senior pastor of the church, a new 
youth center was built to give Saint 
Mark kids a safe environment to learn 
and play. 

Pastor P is the proud husband of his 
wife, Keya, and he is the loving father 
of their three children, Gabie, P.J., and 
Elijah. 

I want to thank Pastor Pointer for 
gracing us with a wonderful opening 
prayer, and I wish him, his family, and 
Saint Mark Baptist Church continued 
success in the Little Rock community. 


EE 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will entertain up to 15 further re- 
quests for 1-minute speeches on each 
side of the aisle. 


SE 


VA REFORMS NECESSARY 


(Mr. McCARTHY asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 
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Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, I 
heard from veterans in my district 
years ago—long before I was the major- 
ity leader—that they weren’t getting 
the disability payments they deserved. 
They submitted their claims, but the 
VA was too backed up. The process was 
taking months, sometimes years. The 
appeals process quickly became a 
never-ending bureaucratic maze. 

After a report from the GAO and 
countless legislative hearings and tes- 
timony, today we vote on reforms by 
Chairman MILLER to ease the backlog 
that has only gotten worse. 

Reforms to the VA are necessary. 
You can ask any vet who has had to 
wait or any whistleblower frustrated 
with the VA’s culture. The VA has a 
long laundry list of changes it must 
make, but there is a problem. Unless 
the VA holds that handful of employees 
accountable who turn a blind eye, show 
up to work intoxicated, or falsify wait 
times, the culture won’t change. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I ask: What would 
you do if you found an employee drunk 
on the job? Or, what if an employee 
was caught high on cocaine or found 
selling heroin in his free time? I think 
the words, ‘‘you’re fired,’ come to 
mind pretty quickly. But for reasons I 
cannot even begin to understand, this 
logic is suspended for government em- 
ployees. 

When you turn a blind eye to unac- 
ceptable behavior, that is more than a 
management issue. Bad employees can 
make mistakes that threaten people’s 
very lives. 

Today, the average time to dismiss 
somebody from the VA is more than a 
year. That is unacceptable. That is 
why Chairman MILLER’s bill is needed. 
We need to protect the VA and those 
who go to it—the veterans who need 
the service. That is why I ask all, when 
we bring the bill up, please support it. 


a 
GUN VIOLENCE 


(Mrs. NAPOLITANO asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to speak on gun violence. 

Two-thirds of gun deaths are sui- 
cides, but rarely part of the conversa- 
tion. These deaths are not inevitable. 
Allowing Centers for Disease Control 
and Prevention to research this, along 
with doing universal background 
checks, can and do save lives. 

September is Suicide Prevention 
Awareness Month. It is time for advo- 
cates to share stories of hope and to 
find solutions to self-harm. We must 
educate ourselves and our neighbors on 
signs and symptoms of depression to 
reduce suicide by gun. 

Further work is needed. We must 
promote gun safety without stigma- 
tizing those with mental illness. Con- 
gress must work to keep guns out of 
the hands of people who should not 
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have them: domestic abusers and indi- 
viduals with violent histories like as- 
saults. 

This is too important. We must act 
now. No longer can we tolerate it. 


EE 


STRENGTHENING CAREER AND 
TECHNICAL EDUCATION FOR THE 
21ST CENTURY 


(Ms. STEFANIK asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. STEFANIK. Mr. Speaker, in my 
district, industries ranging from manu- 
facturing to renewable energy produc- 
tion to mineral production regularly 
tell me about the need for a trained 
and qualified workforce. When I visit 
with students and families across my 
district, I hear about how eager work- 
ers are for these advanced opportuni- 
ties. 

Over the past 2 years, I have visited 
many of the BOCES, CV-TEC, and P- 
Tech programs throughout my district 
and know how critical the training 
they provide is to preparing our stu- 
dents to compete in a 21st century 
economy. 

This is why I was proud to work with 
my colleagues on the Education and 
the Workforce Committee to pass the 
Strengthening Career and Technical 
Education for the 21st Century Act. 
This bipartisan bill will help equip stu- 
dents with the skills and experience 
they need to find jobs that will lead to 
long, fruitful careers by encouraging 
more local control and flexibility. 

I am pleased that the House over- 
whelmingly passed this important leg- 
islation, and I urge the Senate to pass 
it and send it to the President’s desk. 


Ee 


VOTE ON GUN LEGISLATION 


(Ms. ESTY asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. ESTY. Mr. Speaker, the Amer- 
ican people deserve and the American 
people demand a vote on commonsense, 
bipartisan gun safety legislation. 

During the 7 weeks that Congress was 
in recess, thousands of Americans were 
killed by guns. Each one of those 
Americans was precious. They had fam- 
ily, loved ones, coworkers, and neigh- 
bors. In the 3 years and 9 months since 
26 people were killed in my district—20 
first-graders, six teachers and edu- 
cators—we have had not one debate, 
not one vote on this legislation. 

The time has come. The time is now. 
We demand a vote. 


EE 
VA ACCOUNTABILITY FIRST AND 
APPEALS MODERNIZATION 


(Mr. PITTENGER asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 
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Mr. PITTENGER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in support of H.R. 5620, the VA 
Accountability First and Appeals Mod- 
ernization Act, of which I am a cospon- 
sor. 

We owe our brave veterans a debt we 
can never repay. AS a small token of 
our gratitude, we have the privilege of 
providing veterans with appropriate 
care and benefits. Too often, the care 
provided at the VA expresses the oppo- 
site of gratitude and does not dem- 
onstrate the privilege of serving vet- 
erans. 

This legislation promotes account- 
ability by allowing incompetent VA 
employees to be fired for poor perform- 
ance or misconduct. This legislation 
will also help the thousands of veterans 
stuck in the appeals quagmire by pro- 
viding veterans more options in the ap- 
peals process. 

Restoring accountability and trans- 
parency at the VA should not be a po- 
litical issue. I urge all my colleagues 
to join me in support of H.R. 5620. 


EE 


GUN ACTION THREAT OF CENSURE 


(Ms. HAHN asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. HAHN. Mr. Speaker, it has been 
almost 3 months since I joined JOHN 
LEWIS and my Democratic colleagues 
right here for a sit-in on the House 
floor to demand a vote on common- 
sense gun violence legislation. 

Instead of letting us vote, instead of 
confronting this issue, Speaker RYAN 
and my Republican colleagues left 
town. Now we are back in session, 
there is still no talk about holding a 
vote, but there is a lot of talk coming 
from my colleagues on the other side of 
the aisle about punishing us for pro- 
testing on the House floor. 

I hope they do. But I am not going to 
apologize for what I did. I am proud 
that I did something to try to save 
lives. 

I think they should apologize to the 
American people because they have not 
allowed us to vote on commonsense 
gun violence legislation. I think they 
should apologize, but they continue to 
do the bidding of the gun lobby. And I 
think they should apologize that, dur- 
ing our 7-week recess, 2,015 Americans 
were shot and killed. 

My Democratic colleagues and I took 
action. They continue to sit on their 
hands. 


EE 
1215 


LITTLE KIM WANTS WAR WITH 
THE UNITED STATES 


(Mr. POE of Texas asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
“This is not directed at Japan. The nu- 
clear development is toward the United 
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States,” said an adviser to North Ko- 
rean dictator Kim Jung Un. 

Frankly, Little Kim makes his father 
look normal. His saber-rattling regime 
has once again attempted to fire inter- 
continental ballistic missiles. Mean- 
while, the administration is naively 
pursuing a strategy they call ‘‘stra- 
tegic patience.’’ In layman’s language, 
that means ‘‘doing nothing.”’ 

This hopeless appeasement policy has 
not worked. The North Korean plan is 
to launch nuclear missiles from sub- 
marines at the United States. Isn’t 
that lovely? 

The rogue state’s belligerency has 
put the entire region at grave risk of 
aggression, nuclear proliferation, and 
war. 

Historically, North Korea, like Iran, 
was a state sponsor of terrorism. Hight 
years ago, the United States withdrew 
the designation when North Korea lied 
and promised to halt its nuclear pro- 
gram. But North Korea continues to 
develop nukes. 

Strategic patience is a blissfully ig- 
norant failed foreign policy. North 
Korea must have consequences for its 
aggressive and belligerent actions. 
Time to put Junior Kim’s regime back 
on the State Sponsors of Terrorism 
list, because he is a terror to world 


peace. 
And that is just the way it is. 
o 
GUN VIOLENCE 
(Mr. MCNERNEY asked and was 


given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. MCNERNEY. Mr. Speaker, I 
would like to discuss gun violence fac- 
ing our citizens and police. 

Law enforcement officers and first 
responders across the country are faced 
with difficult and often unpredictable 
situations on a daily basis that require 
careful response to ensure public safe- 
ty. That is why I introduced H.R. 5864. 
This bill aims to provide officer and 
law enforcement personnel with appro- 
priate intervention tools and tech- 
niques to address interactions involv- 
ing individuals with mental illness ex- 
periencing a crisis. 

H.R. 5864 calls for specialized train- 
ing that provides officers with the 
tools to recognize the signs and symp- 
toms of mental illness, including sta- 
bilization and deescalation techniques; 
partnerships community resources; and 
provides funding to create State data- 
bases for public safety and outreach. 

I urge my colleagues to support H.R. 
5864 to provide our police with addi- 
tional resources benefiting our commu- 
nities. 

Í a 


THE EPIDEMIC OF DRUG USE 


(Mr. ZINKE asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 
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Mr. ZINKE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to highlight the need for us to work to- 
gether to fight the epidemic of meth 
and other dangerous drugs. Meth af- 
fects all of our communities. 

In Montana, the criminal justice and 
foster care systems are being pushed to 
their absolute limits. In Missoula 
County this year, 72 cases of meth. At 
the same time in 2007, there were zero. 
And the meth seizures are up 38 per- 
cent. 

So what can we do? We need to stop 
the drug from making its way to com- 
munities, and we need to secure our 
southern border. The FBI, DEA, Border 
Patrol, and local law enforcement offi- 
cials all say the same thing. Mexico is 
where the preponderance of the drugs 
are coming from. We know how to stop 
it and we can shut it down, and we can 
secure our southern border. 

We also need to empower our health 
providers to provide addicts and users a 
path for recovery. All too often, those 
who suffer drug addiction also battle 
with mental health issues, and, sadly, 
it drives many to take their own lives. 

I was at a powwow with the Assini- 
boine-Sioux, the great nation, and a 
gentleman told me a term for it, ‘‘oh- 
nee-op-ee,’’ which means complete loss 
of hope. I haven’t lost hope. I believe 
this House and this Nation are up to 
the task. 


EEE 
TRIBAL PIPELINE 


(Mr. KILMER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. KILMER. Mr. Speaker, recently, 
the Standing Rock Sioux Tribe 
watched in anger as an oil pipeline 
project near their homes moved for- 
ward. Sadly, the tribe’s concerns about 
the impact on their drinking water and 
on sacred lands was not properly taken 
into account, so the tribal members 
raised their voices, and they weren’t 
alone. 

In an unprecedented demonstration 
of support, thousands of Americans, 
tribal members from all over, including 
many from my region, journeyed to 
North Dakota to stand in solidarity 
and peaceful protest with the Standing 
Rock Sioux. 

The call to respect their rights was 
heard. Thanks to the Obama adminis- 
tration, construction in the disputed 
area has been halted so that there can 
be further review, and that is a victory. 

But there is more work to do. I 
joined many of my colleagues to call 
on the Government Accountability Of- 
fice to thoroughly inspect Federal poli- 
cies that protect the health and envi- 
ronmental security of American Indian 
and Alaska Native communities. 

We have a sacred trust and treaty ob- 
ligations to our tribal neighbors that 
cannot be broken. Their sovereignty 
must be respected, not just on this 
project, but whenever the Federal Gov- 
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ernment is acting in a way that im- 
pacts them. 


—— 


VA ACCOUNTABILITY FIRST AND 
APPEALS MODERNIZATION ACT 


(Mr. ROTHFUS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. ROTHFUS. Mr. Speaker, our Na- 
tion is being ravaged by skyrocketing 
levels of prescription opioid and heroin 
abuse, and our veterans have been par- 
ticularly hard hit. Today, 68,000 vet- 
erans are struggling with opioid abuse 
disorder. 

Veterans suffer higher rates of opioid 
abuse than their civilian counterparts, 
and the number of opioid abuse dis- 
orders among veterans has increased 55 
percent over the past 5 years. 

This is why I joined my colleague 
from across the aisle, BILL KEATING, in 
introducing H.R. 5057, the Safe Pre- 
scribing for Veterans Act. This bill en- 
courages increased safety in opioid pre- 
scribing practices by ensuring that 
healthcare professionals within the VA 
who are authorized to prescribe con- 
trolled substances complete at least 
one continuing medical education 
course in pain management every 2 
years. 

Last night, Mr. KEATING and I offered 
this proposal as an amendment to H.R. 
5620, the VA Accountability First and 
Appeals Modernization Act, and it 
passed with strong bipartisan support. 
This amendment has the potential to 
save thousands of lives by increasing 
opioid abuse awareness among the 
nearly 55,000 VA health professionals 
working across the country. 

I commend my colleagues for sup- 
porting our efforts. 


EE 
THE NUMBERS ARE VERY GOOD 


(Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York asked and was given permis- 
sion to address the House for 1 minute.) 

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York. Mr. Speaker, yesterday’s annual 
report by the Census Bureau brought 
some very good news to the American 
people. 

Last year, for the first time in nearly 
two decades, three key economic indi- 
cators all moved in the right direction: 
median household income is up a stag- 
gering 5.2 percent, which translates 
into over $2,800 a year for the typical 
American family; the poverty rate 
went down by the largest amount, or 
largest l-year drop, in recorded his- 
tory; and the number of Americans 
without health insurance has now 
dropped to a historic low. Add to all of 
that an unemployment rate at 4.9 per- 
cent, and we have witnessed the largest 
and longest streak of job growth in his- 
tory. 

These numbers show, even as we face 
serious challenges, our progress is real, 
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our recovery is sound, and our reasons 
to hope are many. 


EE 
IRAN MONEY FOR HOSTAGES 


(Mr. LAMALFA asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, Iran is 
the single biggest state sponsor of ter- 
rorism in the world, but that didn’t 
stop the Obama administration from 
providing $1.7 billion in cash, we finally 
found out, to the Iranian Government. 
This money, along with the $150 billion 
already in sanctions relief that Iran 
previously received, will likely be used 
to finance acts of terrorism directed at 
our interests and our allies. 

Many Americans at home are prob- 
ably wondering why their government 
provided such a large cash payment to 
a country that sponsors terrorism, es- 
pecially in the dark of night on a big 
pallet. The Obama administration says 
these payments were connected to an 
Iranian purchase of American airplane 
parts back in the 1970s. 

Of all the disastrous foreign policy 
blunders this administration has made, 
this is the hardest one to understand. 
Paying $1.7 billion in cash to one of our 
adversaries is outrageous, and the fact 
that these payments were used as le- 
verage in order to secure American 
hostages raises serious questions about 
the administration and the State De- 
partment’s judgment. 

Iran refuses to act like a responsible 
nation that respects international 
norms and rules. Our government 
should treat them accordingly. That is 
why I am proud to sponsor Chairman 
ED ROYCE’s bill, H.R. 5931, which will 
prohibit all cash payments to Iran. 


-1 


HONORING THE HEROIC ACTIONS 
OF ROB McCANN 


(Ms. PINGREE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re- 
marks.) 

Ms. PINGREE. Mr. Speaker, I want 
to talk for a moment about Rob 
McCann. 

Rob came to our office in Maine a 
year ago as a fellow with the House 
Wounded Warrior Program. Just as he 
served our country in countless combat 
missions in Afghanistan, Rob is now 
serving Maine veterans as a congres- 
sional staffer. 

Last week, Rob represented our office 
at the retirement ceremony of an em- 
ployee at Togus, our VA Hospital in 
Maine. The retiree’s 92-year-old father, 
a World War II veteran, was there to 
participate in the ceremony. But mo- 
ments before it ended, as they walked 
to a barbecue nearby, he collapsed from 
a heart attack. 

Rob leapt into action and put his Ma- 
rine Corps training to work. With the 
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help of a few other bystanders, he 
began administering CPR, which they 
continued until medical professionals 
from the hospital arrived. 

Thanks to Rob and the VA employees 
who jumped in to help, a World War II 
vet is alive and well and walking 
around today. 

I couldn’t be more proud of the work 
that Rob does in our office every day, 
and I am especially proud of his quick 
response to save the life of a fellow vet- 
eran last week. 


EEE 


NORTH SHORE SENIOR CENTER 
CELEBRATES 60TH ANNIVERSARY 


(Mr. DOLD asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. DOLD. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to celebrate the North Shore Senior 
Center’s 60th anniversary. Since 1956, 
they have been a vital part of our com- 
munity. I am proud to have one of the 
largest senior centers in the entire Na- 
tion in our community. 

We have seen their impact firsthand 
on thousands of our residents. Our sen- 
iors benefit from the many services and 
activities they offer, providing help for 
all who need it, regardless of social, 
physical, or economic hardships. 

Mr. Speaker, the organization has 
won countless awards throughout their 
60 years of service, and I would like to 
acknowledge them once again. 

I offer my most sincere congratula- 
tions to the executive director, Jordan 
Luhr, and president emeritus, Joan 
Golder, and everyone else who has 
helped make this center grow over the 
years. 

Moving forward, I remain committed 
to working with the leadership at the 
North Shore Senior Center to continue 
their strong legacy of providing a posi- 
tive and healthy community for sen- 
iors in the 10th Congressional District. 


EE 
SUICIDE PREVENTION MONTH 


(Mr. ASHFORD asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. ASHFORD. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today out of respect for all those across 
the country who have lost a loved one 
due to suicide. 

September is Suicide Prevention 
Month, time to raise awareness of a 
mental illness that far too many of our 
veterans and their families find great 
difficulty discussing. 

We have all heard the numbers: an 
estimated 20 veterans commit suicide 
every day, nearly one life every hour. 
Those horrific numbers have names, 
the names of men and women who put 
themselves in harm’s way to keep each 
other and every one of us safe. 

Last year, we passed the Clay Hunt 
Suicide Prevention for American Vet- 
erans Act. It addresses the need for 
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more mental health care experts inside 
the VA, evaluates what is working and 
what is not, and gives veterans more 
time to get the mental health care 
they need. 

In Nebraska, we are working with the 
VA to create centers of excellence, a 
national model for veterans care that 
will include top-flight mental health 
treatment, including for post-trau- 
matic stress, depression, and anxiety. 

The debt we owe our veterans is a 
debt that can never be repaid, but we 
must keep our promises to our vet- 


erans and support their unique 
healthcare issues. 
a 


CONGRATULATING SOUTHWEST 
INDIANA CHAMBER 


(Mr. BUCSHON asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. BUCSHON. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to congratulate the Southwest 
Indiana Chamber on an outstanding 
and well-deserved national recognition. 
In August, the Southwest Indiana 
Chamber of Commerce was named the 
National Chamber of the Year at a 
gathering of the Association of Cham- 
ber of Commerce Executives. 

This national designation is a testa- 
ment to the indelible impact the men 
and women at the Southwest Indiana 
Chamber have made in the community 
to improve education, transportation, 
economic development, and the quality 
of life of our fellow citizens. 

Southern Indiana has a reputation as 
a great place to live, work, and raise a 
family, and people around the country 
are taking notice, thanks in part, to 
the hard work and dedication of this 
organization. 

So congratulations to the entire 
staff, board, and members of the South- 
west Indiana Chamber of Commerce on 
this outstanding and much-deserved 
recognition. 


a 


1230 
GUN VIOLENCE 


(Mr. SCHIFF asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, in just 7 
weeks, aS Members were in their dis- 
tricts this summer, at least 2,015 lives 
were lost to gun violence—2,015 men, 
women, and children. Add a few more 
weeks to that total and you have al- 
most as many people as were murdered 
in the deadliest terrorist attack in the 
United States when two planes flew 
into the World Trade Center. That is 
the equivalent of 41 Orlando terror at- 
tacks in 7 weeks. This is appalling, and 
yet these killings are barely discussed, 
as if they are simply the new normal. 

In a town hall I hosted last month, I 
talked with constituents about gun 
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safety and how we could attack the 
scourge of gun-related deaths in this 
country. The message from that meet- 
ing was clear: we need universal back- 
ground checks. We need the ability to 
prevent terrorists and the seriously 
mentally ill from getting easy access 
to deadly weapons. If you can’t fly, you 
can’t buy. These are steps that the vast 
majority of constituents, gun owners, 
and Americans all across the country 
agree are necessary. 

In refusing to pass the most basic 
legislation, the Congress is complicit 
in this continued slaughter. The 
Speaker must do his job and let us vote 
so that we can do ours. 


ee 


LEE MEMORIAL HEALTH SYSTEM 
CELEBRATES 100TH ANNIVERSARY 


(Mr. CLAWSON of Florida asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. CLAWSON of Florida. Mr. Speak- 
er, Lee Memorial Hospital recognized 
100 years ago that Lee County needed a 
quality healthcare provider, so it 
opened its doors at that time to a 15- 
bed hospital back on October 3, 1916. 
That small hospital has now grown 
into a world-class premier healthcare 
system in southwest Florida providing 
top quality care throughout the area. 

Lee Memorial today has a team of 
over 15,000 highly qualified and skilled 
staff members and volunteers making 
it one of our largest organizations in 
southwest Florida. 

I want to thank the Lee Memorial 
team, and particularly those who took 
care of my mom during her final days. 
When loved ones are sick, what we 
really want is for those that take care 
of them to show love. For that, I ex- 
press appreciation to the Lee Memorial 
folks. Numerous times Lee Memorial 
has been recognized with national and 
State awards for outstanding perform- 
ance. 

My constituents and I are blessed and 
grateful for the staff members, physi- 
cians, and volunteers who work at Lee 
Memorial. I am certain that they will 
continue to provide top quality care for 
100 more years and beyond. 

On another personal note, I want to 
express my big thank-you to Jim Na- 
than, president of the system, for his 
leadership and for his selfless service 
to our community for so long. 

Jim, I don’t know what we would do 
without you. 

Mr. Speaker, it is with great honor 
that I recognize Lee Memorial Health 
System for its commitment to south- 
west Florida as it celebrates 100 years. 


ee 


RECOGNIZING CALIFORNIA STATE 
UNIVERSITY—FRESNO 


(Mr. COSTA asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 
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Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to recognize my alma mater, California 
State University at Fresno. 

Fresno State recently was ranked 
number 25 this year on Washington 
Monthly’s Top 30 Universities listed in 
America and yesterday earned the 
number one spot for graduation rate 
performance from U.S. News & World 
Report. This is indeed good news. 

To use President Joseph Castro’s 
words, the school secured places on 
these lists by ‘‘being bold.” From con- 
ducting drought research to encour- 
aging community service, offering 
Ph.D.’s, they have done an outstanding 
job of integrating campus life and stu- 
dent research to benefit the people of 
our valley, our State, and our Nation. 

Additionally, nearly 70 percent of 
Fresno State’s 25,000 students are the 
first in their family to attend a 4-year 
university. 

President Castro and his staff have 
made it their mission to ensure that all 
valley students in the San Joaquin 
Valley of California have access to 
high quality, affordable university edu- 
cation. 

As a proud Bulldog, it is an honor to 
congratulate Fresno State on these 
very well-deserved national recogni- 
tions. I thank the student body and the 
faculty for being bold and making a 
difference in our community, State, 
and Nation. As the red wave likes to 
chant: Go dogs. 


EE 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR’S 
OVERTIME RULE 


(Mr. ALLEN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, recently, 
President Obama’s activist Department 
of Labor released its final rulemaking 
to revise overtime regulations. This 
rule doubles the overtime salary 
threshold to just over $47,000 virtually 
overnight when it goes into effect on 
December 1. 

Many Americans will soon realize 
they have fewer job prospects, less 
flexibility in the workplace, and less 
opportunity to move up the economic 
ladder. Those who least can afford it 
will be hit the hardest—small busi- 
nesses, nonprofits, and educational in- 
stitutions. 

Augusta University, the second larg- 
est employer in my district, is just one 
example of the many organizations 
that is affected by this ill-advised rule. 
The school just announced it will have 
to switch about 800 employees from sal- 
ary to hourly wages to comply with 
this new mandate resulting in a partial 
paycheck for them during this transi- 
tion. 

A university administrator stated 
that keeping the employees salaried is 
not an option and, while tearing up, 
said this move will be tough for the 
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employees and their families. Even one 
employee went so far as to say: It is 
going to kill us. 

We need to get the government out of 
the way to let Americans do what they 
do best—innovate, flourish, and create 
jobs for generations to come. 


EES 


RECOGNIZING CHESSY PROUT 


(Ms. KUSTER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re- 
marks.) 

Ms. KUSTER. Mr. Speaker, today I 
rise to recognize Chessy Prout, a cou- 
rageous young woman who has shown 
tremendous bravery and resolve in the 
wake of a tragic and disturbing act 
that no one should ever have to face. 

Chessy was sexually assaulted by an 
upperclassman at her boarding school 
when she was just 15 years old. Just 
last month, after lengthy and trau- 
matic legal proceedings, Chessy came 
forward on national television to re- 
claim her identity and take back what 
was stolen from her. Chessy’s willing- 
ness to publicly share her story will let 
other survivors know that they, too, 
can come out of the shadows and that 
they are not alone. 

Speaking out against this painful or- 
deal Chessy went through took a huge 
amount of strength and courage. Like 
so many people, I am inspired by her 
actions, and I hope that they empower 
other survivors to come forward. 

Sadly, Chessy’s ordeal is not unique. 
One out of every six American women 
have been victims of sexual assault. 
While our country has made progress 
on this issue, survivors of sexual as- 
sault continue to face far too many ob- 
stacles in their pursuit of justice. 

That is why I have cosponsored the 
Survivors’ Bill of Rights Act, legisla- 
tion that would codify important basic 
rights for sexual assault survivors. The 
House and Senate have passed this bill, 
and I urge the President to sign it into 
law. 

Thanks to the courage of people like 
Chessy Prout, we have taken impor- 
tant steps to change the culture 
around sexual assault, and I know that 
together we can build on our progress. 


——— 


HONORING INVALUABLE CON- 
TRIBUTIONS OF ROXCY BOLTON 


(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to honor Roxcy Bolton, a 
true pioneer who, at the age of 90, is 
hailed as a champion of women’s 
rights, as well she should be. It is be- 
cause of Roxcy’s efforts that our Na- 
tion gathers each year to celebrate 
Women’s Equality Day. 

As a brave and outspoken woman, 
Roxcy made waves on many issues, in- 
cluding the creation of the first rape 
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treatment center in the country lo- 
cated at Jackson Memorial Hospital in 
Miami. This was at a time when people 
didn’t even want to talk about rape. 
Roxcy also organized Florida’s first 
crime watch to help curb crime against 
women. 

Roxcy was in the front lines fighting 
on behalf of abused women and created 
the first women’s rescue shelter in our 
State to provide services to women in 
crisis. 

It was because of Roxcy’s leadership 
that residents and visitors in south 
Florida can learn about the many con- 
tributions of women through the cre- 
ation of The Women’s Park of Miami- 
Dade County, which was correctly re- 
named after Roxcy Bolton. 

Roxcy’s vision will live on forever. 
She is an honored constituent, a voice 
of hope for all women, and I am proud 
to call her a friend. 


EEE 
GUN SAFETY LEGISLATION 


(Ms. NORTON asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re- 
marks.) 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, a sit-in 
on the House floor should not be nec- 
essary to get a vote on gun safety leg- 
islation overwhelmingly supported by 
the American people. That is what I 
had to do as a kid in the civil rights 
movement. 

Why would I be driven and why would 
Democrats have to be driven to do that 
in this House? 

Closing the loophole after Charleston 
and Orlando has become a virtual man- 
date. Orlando probably accounted for 
my success in keeping dangerous bills 
from coming to the floor this session to 
erase three D.C. gun laws that protect 
residents, Federal officials, and 20 mil- 
lion visitors alike. 

Congress, close the loophole. Do your 
job. 


Ee 


RECOGNIZING CONTRIBUTIONS OF 
HAPPY VALLEY LAUNCHBOX 


(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania 
asked and was given permission to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, small businesses are, and 
have always been, a key to the eco- 
nomic success of our Nation. With that 
in mind, I want to recognize the impor- 
tance of the Happy Valley LaunchBox, 
which was introduced last year as part 
of the Invent Penn State initiative. 

As an alumni and longtime friend of 
the university, I am proud to consist- 
ently celebrate the unique accomplish- 
ments of the leadership, faculty, staff, 
and student body at Penn State. 

Additionally, in my role as a senior 
member of the House Committee on 
Education and the Workforce, I often 
have the opportunity to highlight the 
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importance of cutting-edge concepts— 
such as the Invent Penn State initia- 
tive—in strengthening the overall 
economy of our Nation. 

The Happy Valley LaunchBox is a 
place where entrepreneurs from the 
community as well as Penn State fac- 
ulty, students, and staff can work to 
commercialize their innovative busi- 
ness concepts. 

Last month I had the chance to meet 
with university officials and those, in- 
cluding students, who have been able 
to get their small businesses off the 
ground thanks to this initiative. 

I know that I join those from the uni- 
versity and the Centre County region 
in wishing the LaunchBox the best of 
success in the future. 


EE 


GUN SAFETY LEGISLATION 


(Ms. PLASKETT asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re- 
marks.) 

Ms. PLASKETT. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to join my colleagues in, again, 
calling for this Congress to just simply 
call a vote on commonsense, lifesaving 
gun safety legislation. It has been al- 
most 3 months since House Democrats 
have taken to the floor to call for a 
vote, and the statistics indicate that 
this Congress’ inaction has been 
complicit in thousands of lost lives. 

Mr. Speaker, gun violence continues 
to claim the lives of too many young 
people in this country. Sadly, it ap- 
pears that every time I take to this po- 
dium to speak out against this Con- 
gress’ inaction, there is another life 
lost to gun violence in my home dis- 
trict. 

As a nonvoting Delegate of Congress, 
I may not have a vote on the floor, but 
I have a voice; and I want to use that 
voice in joining the American public 
and my constituents in the Virgin Is- 
lands in saying enough is enough. 

As the mother of four young Black 
men, I hold my breath every time my 
sons go out to go about constructive 
daily life. Statistically, my sons are in 
the sight of being the victims of gun vi- 
olence. Twice last week, one of my sons 
was within blocks and minutes of oth- 
ers in my community being shot—peo- 
ple doing their job. 

While we were in recess, my own 
former scheduler lost her husband, a 
fireman on his job, to gun violence in 
our community. Dorene, the prayers of 
all of us are with you and your family. 

Every day this Congress fails to act, 
more American families mourn, more 
American lives are cut short, and more 
American cities continue to mount 
homicide and shooting statistics. We 
can ensure responsible gun ownership 
while closing loopholes that allow ter- 
rorists and criminals to get their hands 
on dangerous weapons. 

I am urging—urging—my colleagues 
across the aisle to bring commonsense 
gun safety legislation to a vote. 
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1245 
COMMEMORATING DR. PREM PAUL 


(Mr. FORTENBERRY asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. FORTENBERRY. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to commemorate the life and 
accomplishments of my friend, Dr. 
Prem Paul, vice chancellor at the Uni- 
versity of Nebraska, who recently died. 

Prem was an extraordinary person 
with an inviting personality and tire- 
less enthusiasm. I recall seeing Prem 
at a speech in 2001 when I was finishing 
up my own work on the Lincoln City 
Council, and it was clear then that his 
vision was solid for the university. It 
was so different and so refreshing. 

Dr. Paul established a culture of ex- 
cellence at our university, and he went 
on to establish the Nebraska Center for 
Energy Science Research, as well as 
the Center for Brain, Biology and Be- 
havior, and the Social Sciences Behav- 
ioral Research Consortium. 

Prem is survived by his wife, Missi; 
daughter, Neena; son, Ryan; and grand- 
daughter, Ashland, of whom Prem was 
very, very proud. It was a privilege to 
know Dr. Prem Paul. It was a privilege 
to work with him. It was a privilege, 
most importantly, to call him my 
friend. 

Well done, my friend, well done. 


——— 


LISTEN TO THE MILLENNIALS 


(Ms. LEE asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re- 
marks.) 

Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
on the Gun Violence Prevention Day of 
Action to highlight the voices of my 
district’s young people. 

Nearly one-third of my constituents 
are millennials. These young people 
are smart, they are active, and they 
are very optimistic about their future. 

This summer I asked them a simple 
question: What is the most important 
issue Congress should be working on? 
Despite all of the challenges facing 
young people, from mounting student 
debt to growing income inequality, 
their answer was clear: Do something 
about gun violence. 

For young people, gun violence is a 
harsh reality. They have seen it, they 
have lived it, and they have lost friends 
and family to it. 

Since 2018, there have been 192 school 
shootings, including one at Hillside El- 
ementary School in my district. 
Schools are supposed to be places of 
learning, not war zones. 

More than 80 percent of young peo- 
ple, including 83 percent of young Re- 
publicans, support commonsense back- 
ground checks for all gun sales. This 
one commonsense solution to help pre- 
vent gun violence is what we need to 
do. We need to do our job and pass this 
legislation today. 
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Mr. Speaker, it is time that we start 
listening to these young people. Let’s 
ensure a background check for every 
gun sale and help stop this senseless vi- 
olence. 


GUN VIOLENCE 


(Ms. SCHAKOWSKY asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 


Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, on 
June 22, along with many of my col- 
leagues, I sat on this floor right here 
with my Democratic colleagues de- 
manding that Speaker RYAN give us a 
vote on commonsense gun violence pre- 
vention legislation. 


In July, I again joined my colleagues 
on this floor holding up photos of 
Americans lost to gun violence, and 
again Speaker RYAN failed to give us a 
vote. Instead, he and the rest of the 
House Republicans left town for the 
longest recess in decades. 


During the recess, 2,015 people died 
from gun violence—76 people in Chi- 
cago alone, my hometown. That is the 
worst month for gun violence in Chi- 
cago since 1997. 


We have called for solutions like 
comprehensive background checks that 
have overwhelming public support. But 
2 months later, House Republicans still 
refuse to bring these measures to a 
vote. 


Each day that we fail to act, more 
families lose loved ones to gun vio- 
lence. So I come to the floor again 
today, and I will come back as often as 
it takes, until Congress finally steps up 
to stop gun violence. 


COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
PALMER) laid before the House the fol- 
lowing communication from the Clerk 
of the House of Representatives: 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, September 14, 2016. 
Hon. PAUL D. RYAN, 
The Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 


DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per- 
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of 
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa- 
tives, the Clerk received the following mes- 
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on 
September 14, 2016 at 9:45 a.m.: 


That the Senate agreed to without amend- 
ment H. Con. Res. 131. 


With best wishes, I am, 
Sincerely, 
KAREN L. HAAS. 
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PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 5351, PROHIBITING THE 
TRANSFER OF ANY DETAINEE 
AT UNITED STATES NAVAL STA- 
TION, GUANTANAMO BAY, CUBA, 
AND PROVIDING FOR CONSIDER- 
ATION OF H.R. 5226, REGULATORY 
INTEGRITY ACT OF 2016 


Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, by direc- 
tion of the Committee on Rules, I call 
up House Resolution 863 and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 

H. RES. 863 

Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso- 
lution it shall be in order to consider in the 
House the bill (H.R. 5351) to prohibit the 
transfer of any individual detained at United 
States Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay, 
Cuba. All points of order against consider- 
ation of the bill are waived. The amendment 
printed in part A of the report of the Com- 
mittee on Rules accompanying this resolu- 
tion shall be considered as adopted. The bill, 
as amended, shall be considered as read. All 
points of order against provisions in the bill, 
as amended, are waived. The previous ques- 
tion shall be considered as ordered on the 
bill, as amended, and on any further amend- 
ment thereto, to final passage without inter- 
vening motion except: (1) one hour of debate 
equally divided and controlled by the chair 
and ranking minority member of the Com- 
mittee on Armed Services; and (2) one mo- 
tion to recommit with or without instruc- 
tions. 

SEC. 2. At any time after adoption of this 
resolution the Speaker may, pursuant to 
clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the House 
resolved into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for consider- 
ation of the bill (H.R. 5226) to amend chapter 
3 of title 5, United States Code, to require 
the publication of information relating to 
pending agency regulatory actions, and for 
other purposes. The first reading of the bill 
shall be dispensed with. All points of order 
against consideration of the bill are waived. 
General debate shall be confined to the bill 
and shall not exceed one hour equally di- 
vided and controlled by the chair and rank- 
ing minority member of the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. After 
general debate the bill shall be considered 
for amendment under the five-minute rule. It 
shall be in order to consider as an original 
bill for the purpose of amendment under the 
five-minute rule an amendment in the na- 
ture of a substitute consisting of the text of 
Rules Committee Print 114-63. That amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute shall be 
considered as read. All points of order 
against that amendment in the nature of a 
substitute are waived. No amendment to 
that amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute shall be in order except those printed 
in part B of the report of the Committee on 
Rules accompanying this resolution. Each 
such amendment may be offered only in the 
order printed in the report, may be offered 
only by a Member designated in the report, 
shall be considered as read, shall be debat- 
able for the time specified in the report 
equally divided and controlled by the pro- 
ponent and an opponent, shall not be subject 
to amendment, and shall not be subject to a 
demand for division of the question in the 
House or in the Committee of the Whole. All 
points of order against such amendments are 
waived. At the conclusion of consideration of 
the bill for amendment the Committee shall 
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rise and report the bill to the House with 
such amendments as may have been adopted. 
Any Member may demand a separate vote in 
the House on any amendment adopted in the 
Committee of the Whole to the bill or to the 
amendment in the nature of a substitute 
made in order as original text. The previous 
question shall be considered as ordered on 
the bill and amendments thereto to final 
passage without intervening motion except 
one motion to recommit with or without in- 
structions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Alabama is recognized for 
1 hour. 

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, for the 
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus- 
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN), 
pending which I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. During consider- 
ation of this resolution, all time yield- 
ed is for the purpose of debate only. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Alabama? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, House Res- 
olution 863 allows for consideration of 
two pieces of legislation. 

First, H.R. 5226, the Regulatory In- 
tegrity Act, would require the publica- 
tion of information relating to pro- 
posed and pending agency regulations. 
Already, in this year alone, the Obama 
administration has imposed $63 billion 
in new regulatory costs and has pro- 
posed an additional $16 billion. 

When I tour small businesses back in 
southwest Alabama, the top complaint 
I hear is that they are drowning in red 
tape and regulations. They are forced 
to take time and resources away from 
running their business and instead 
focus them on complying with govern- 
ment bureaucracy. Regulations don’t 
just hurt businesses. They in turn 
cause prices to increase on goods and 
services, which is felt by American 
families all across the United States. 

This bill is about transparency and 
open government. It simply requires 
Federal agencies to post, in a central 
unified location, information regarding 
regulatory actions. Americans 
shouldn’t have to search Web site after 
Web site looking for this information, 
if they can even find it at all. 

The bill also would prevent agencies 
from actively lobbying or campaigning 
in support of any proposed rules. This 
has been an issue in the past, and it is 
simply not the role of a Federal agency 
to act as a lobbyist or an activist. 

Mr. Speaker, I find it hard to believe 
that anyone will disagree with making 
the government more open, trans- 
parent, and accessible. I hope this leg- 
islation passes with broad, bipartisan 
support. 

The other bill covered under this rule 
is very important as it relates to our 


12672 


Nation’s national security. H.R. 5351 
will prohibit the transfer of any indi- 
vidual detained at United States Naval 
Station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba. This 
bill would prevent any of the 61 pris- 
oners remaining at Guantanamo Bay 
from being brought to the United 
States or transferred to a foreign coun- 
try. 

President Obama’s pledge to close 
Guantanamo Bay started as a cam- 
paign promise in 2007. After his elec- 
tion, he signed an executive order de- 
claring that the prison would be closed 
in 1 year. Thanks to bipartisan opposi- 
tion by Congress and resistance by in- 
telligence agencies, these efforts have 
so far proved unsuccessful. 

President Obama originally planned 
to bring the prisoners to a new facility 
here in the United States. Not surpris- 
ingly, no State wanted to be the one 
selected to house terrorists. Members 
of this body from both sides of the aisle 
were up in arms. 

Since that plan failed, President 
Obama has been releasing these terror- 
ists to foreign countries, most of which 
are located in the Middle East. So here 
we are in the waning days of the 
Obama administration, and I fear that 
the President may try a new trick to 
close the prison. In fact, on August 15, 
President Obama released 15 Guanta- 
namo detainees at once. That is the 
most detainees he has released at one 
time during his entire Presidency. 

I think it is also important to re- 
member that most of the remaining 
prisoners are very dangerous. Yester- 
day, in testimony before the Rules 
Committee, the ranking member of the 
Armed Services Committee, Mr. SMITH, 
testified that 41 of the remaining de- 
tainees are ‘‘considered to be so dan- 
gerous as to be untransferable.’’ So 
this legislation is necessary and is re- 
quired in order to keep the American 
people and our allies around the world 
safe. 

One of the main goals of Guantanamo 
Bay is to keep these terrorists from re- 
turning to the battlefield. Sadly, it has 
become clear that some of the detain- 
ees released have returned to the fight 
against the United States. 

Information on the status of released 
detainees is hard to come by. The 
White House has released very few de- 
tails and hidden almost all of the infor- 
mation out of the eye of the American 
people by placing it under extreme 
classification requirements. But in tes- 
timony before Congress, an Obama ad- 
ministration official admitted that at 
least 12 individuals released from 
Guantanamo Bay have gone on to 
launch attacks and kill Americans—12 
individuals released from Guantanamo 
Bay have gone on to launch attacks 
and kill Americans. 
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During testimony before the House 
Foreign Affairs Committee, the official 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


testified that, ‘‘What I can tell you is 
unfortunately, there have been Ameri- 
cans that have died because of Gitmo 


prisoners.” 
Reports have indicated that it was a 
former Guantanamo detainee who 


helped organize and plan the attack on 
the U.S. diplomatic compound in 
Benghazi, Libya. Let’s not forget that 
four Americans lost their lives during 
that attack. 

I want to point out that this problem 
isn’t new under the Obama administra- 
tion. In fact, reports show that 111 of 
the prisoners released by former Presi- 
dent George W. Bush returned to ter- 
rorist activities. 

And let’s be clear, any life lost at the 
hands of a former Guantanamo de- 
tainee is one life too many. These are 
deaths that are preventable, if we just 
keep these terrorists locked up. 

Mr. Speaker, we ask our servicemem- 
bers to put their lives on the line each 
day and every day in order to Keep the 
American people safe. How can we ask 
them to do that while knowing that we 
are releasing cruel, brutal terrorists 
back to the battlefield? It is reprehen- 
sible. 

These releases and efforts to close 
the prison must stop. It is a shame that 
congressional action is even needed, 
but that is the reality of the situation. 

And let’s not forget, the individuals 
still left in Guantanamo are the worst 
of the worst. The Pentagon told Sen- 
ator KELLY AYOTTE that 93 percent of 
the detainees left at Guantanamo were 
“high risk” for returning to terrorist 
activities. 

Here is a quick snapshot of the re- 
maining terrorists: Many of them 
fought on the front lines against U.S. 
coalition forces in Afghanistan. Some 
of them served as bodyguards for 
Osama bin Laden and worked as in- 
structors at al Qaeda training camps. 
One person is well versed in explosives 
and served in an al Qaeda improvised 
explosive device cell that targeted coa- 
lition forces in Afghanistan. When cap- 
tured, he had 23 antitank land mines. 

These are just a few examples of the 
people we are talking about here. We 
aren’t talking about low-level 
operatives. These are really bad guys. 

So I fear this President may once 
again put politics above national secu- 
rity. I fear he is more concerned about 
keeping a campaign promise than he is 
about keeping the American people— 
especially our servicemembers fighting 
in the Middle East—safe. 

Ultimately, if we don’t Keep them in 
Guantanamo, where exactly do you 
want these terrorists to g0? Do you 
want them to be transferred into the 
United States? I would ask my col- 
league on the other side of the aisle: 
Would he want them in his home State 
of Massachusetts? Or do you want us to 
send them back to the Middle East, 
where we can’t control what actions 
they take and where many of them are 
returning to terrorist activity? 
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To me and a majority of Americans, 
the choice is clear: We need to keep 
these terrorists in Guantanamo Bay 
where they can do no more harm. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support House Resolution 863 so we can 
move forward with consideration of 
these two very important bills. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I want 
to thank the gentleman from Alabama 
(Mr. BYRNE) for yielding me the cus- 
tomary 30 minutes, and I yield myself 
such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong opposi- 
tion to this rule and to the underlying 
legislation. 

We are only scheduled to be in ses- 
sion for two more weeks before leaving 
until after the November election. And 
instead of considering legislation to 
adequately respond to the Zika crisis 
or address the water crisis in Flint, 
Michigan, or deal with the terrible gun 
violence plaguing our communities, we 
are back on the floor with more Repub- 
lican messaging bills that are going no- 
where. 

On these pressing matters, where is 
the leadership from Speaker RYAN and 
the Republican Conference? How can 
this Congress further delay action on 
these issues that are so important to 
the health and the safety of the Amer- 
ican people? 

The rule before us today provides for 
consideration of two deeply flawed 
pieces of legislation. The first, H.R. 
5226, imposes overly burdensome re- 
quirements designed solely to ham- 
string the Federal rulemaking process. 
The second, H.R. 5351, prohibits the 
transfer of any individual detained at 
the prison at the U.S. Naval Station, 
Guantanamo Bay, Cuba. Until January 
21, H.R. 5351 would prohibit the trans- 
fer of any detainee held at Guanta- 
namo not just to the United States but 
also to any foreign country. 

The Republican leadership could 
have chosen to use these final months 
to work constructively with the admin- 
istration on how to transfer to other 
countries the approximately 20 remain- 
ing detainees who have been cleared for 
transfer. The Republican leadership 
could have chosen to help build a con- 
sensus around the timeframe for trans- 
ferring to maximum security facilities 
in the United States the remaining de- 
tainees who have been charged with 
crimes or deemed too dangerous to re- 
lease. 

Instead, they chose to bring this bill 
to the House floor and close down any 
and all reasonable avenues to safely 
and securely reduce the population at 
Guantanamo. Mr. Speaker, this is sim- 
ply crazy. 

Continuing the operation of Guanta- 
namo prison is a threat to our national 
security of our own making. It dam- 
ages our relations with key allies and 
partners. It provides a rallying cry to 
violent extremists. And it undermines 
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our moral authority and credibility in 
ways large and small across all aspects 
of our foreign policy and military pol- 
icy. 

Since it opened in 2002, the prison at 
Guantanamo has cost the American 
taxpayer $4.8 billion. In 2013, U.S. tax- 
payers spent $454 million on this pris- 
on, which now holds just 61 detainees. 
That is about $7.4 million for each pris- 
oner, compared to around $70,000 for a 
prisoner held in solitary confinement 
in a maximum security prison here in 
the United States. 

Mr. Speaker, the Oklahoma City 
bomber was tried and imprisoned in the 
United States. The World Trade Center 
bomber was tried and imprisoned in the 
United States. The Boston Marathon 
bomber was tried and imprisoned in the 
United States. Serial killers, psycho- 
paths, terrorists, saboteurs—they have 
all been in custody, tried, and impris- 
oned safely and securely in the United 
States and, I would add, far more suc- 
cessfully than any trial or tribunal 
held at Guantanamo and at a much 
smaller taxpayer expense. Why not the 
remaining detainees at Guantanamo? 

There should be a way for both par- 
ties to work this out. If only the lead- 
ers of this Congress were willing to 
work with this administration and be 
committed to finding a way to shut 
down Guantanamo once and for all. 
But instead, we are here today throw- 
ing up yet another set of roadblocks. 

Hight years ago, Presidential can- 
didates JOHN MCCAIN and Barack 
Obama agreed on one issue: it was time 
to shut down the prison at Guanta- 
namo Bay, Cuba. Former President 
George W. Bush believes we should 
shut it down. 

I have a letter dated yesterday and 
addressed to all Members of Congress 
from Marine Corps Major General Mi- 
chael P. Lehnert, the very first com- 
mander of the detention facility at 
Guantanamo, asking us to oppose this 
bill and to close Guantanamo. 

I have another letter here, dated 
March 1, from retired generals and ad- 
mirals who also advocate for the clo- 
sure of our prison at Guantanamo. 

Mr. Speaker, the failure to close 
Guantanamo is a stain on Congress. It 
is Congress that has hindered efforts to 
release detainees cleared for transfer 
to third-party countries. It is Congress 
that has barred the Pentagon from 
moving those who must remain in pris- 
on to maximum security facilities here 
in the United States. It is Congress 
that has undermined America’s stand- 
ing as a champion for human rights. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill is going no- 
where. It certainly will never be signed 
into law. It is a waste of time that 
could be better spent on addressing the 
crisis of clean water in Flint, Michi- 
gan, granting real money to deal with 
the national opiate crisis and the 
spread of the Zika virus in the United 
States, and responding to the crisis of 
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gun violence in our cities and commu- 
nities across America. 

Mr. Speaker, in June, when 49 inno- 
cent people were ruthlessly killed in an 
LGBT nightclub in Orlando, Americans 
across the country were heartbroken 
and looked to their leaders for action. 
Surely in the face of such tragedy, 
House Republicans would put partisan 
politics aside. Surely both parties 
could come together to pass bipartisan 
legislation to reduce gun violence by 
keeping guns out of the wrong hands. 

House Democrats tried repeatedly to 
bring up bipartisan gun reform legisla- 
tion that the overwhelming majority of 
the American people support. The bills 
would expand background checks and 
stop anyone on the FBI’s terrorist 
watch list from buying a gun. What 
could be more common sense than 
that? 

All we wanted was to debate the leg- 
islation and have a fair up-or-down 
vote, but Republicans continued to put 
up roadblocks and refused to even let 
us consider these bills. So House Demo- 
crats held a 25-hour sit-in on the House 
floor, raising the voices of millions of 
Americans who are sick and tired of 
seeing their families and neighbors 
gunned down in communities all across 
the country while Congress does abso- 
lutely nothing. 

Instead, Speaker RYAN and House Re- 
publicans abruptly shut Congress down 
for summer recess, the longest in mod- 
ern era. While House Republicans were 
on summer vacation, more than 2,300 
Americans were killed by guns. 

Now Congress is back, and, instead of 
doing the right thing and finally bring- 
ing bipartisan gun reform legislation 
to the floor, we hear through the press 
that Speaker RYAN and House Repub- 
licans are looking at ways to punish 
Democrats for our sit-in demanding ac- 
tion to reduce gun violence. 

Really? Congress is only scheduled to 
be in session for 2 weeks until we re- 
cess again, and this is one of the Re- 
publican priorities? 

We need real leadership, not more 
finger wagging. I urge my colleagues 
on the other side of the aisle to ask 
themselves: Is this really what your 
constituents want? Is this what they 
sent you to Congress to do? 

And let me be clear, and let me be 
crystal clear. If Republicans think that 
we will be intimidated or silenced by 
any legislation that they bring to the 
floor to slap us on the wrist simply for 
asking Congress to do its job, they are 
wrong. 

The fact that Republicans are ap- 
palled by our demand to debate and the 
fact that they are appalled by our de- 
mand that there be a debate and a vote 
on gun safety legislation I find out- 
rageous. 

My question is: Why aren’t my Re- 
publican friends appalled by the mas- 
sacres in Orlando and San Bernardino 
and Aurora and Newtown and Charles- 
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ton—and I could go on and on and on 
and on. Why are they not appalled by 
the gun deaths that happen each and 
every day in these United States of 
America? All we get from them is noth- 
ing. All we get from them is silence 
and indifference and apathy and, oh, 
legislation to condemn Democrats for 
wanting to do something. It is sad, and 
it is pathetic, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, I am going to ask my 
colleagues to defeat the previous ques- 
tion; and if we defeat the previous 
question, I will offer an amendment to 
the rule to bring up the bipartisan no 
fly, no buy legislation that would allow 
the Attorney General to bar the sale of 
firearms and explosives to those on the 
FBI's terrorist watch list. 

Mr. Speaker, the time to act is now. 
There were more than 2,000 gun-related 
deaths during this summer alone while 
we were on recess. This country cannot 
tolerate Republican intransigence any 
longer. Mr. Speaker, we are asking and 
we are demanding that the Republican 
leadership and this House do its job. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to insert the text of my amend- 
ment in the RECORD along with extra- 
neous material immediately prior to 
the vote on the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
WOMACK). Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I re- 
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the distinguished gen- 
tleman from the State of Washington 
(Mr. NEWHOUSE), my colleague from the 
Rules Committee. 

Mr. NEWHOUSE. I would like to 
thank the gentleman from Alabama for 
yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of the rule and the underlying legisla- 
tion, H.R. 5226, the Regulatory Integ- 
rity Act. In recent years, a disturbing 
trend has emerged among Federal 
agencies. In a number of instances, 
Federal agencies have used taxpayer 
dollars to fund public communication 
campaigns attempting to lobby for 
agency regulations. Despite multiple 
Federal laws explicitly prohibiting 
this, agencies continue to ignore these 
laws and use taxpayer dollars to lobby 
on the very regulations their agencies 
are developing. 

Several months ago, in my own home 
State of Washington, a campaign 
known as What’s Upstream came to 
light. I would like to point your atten- 
tion to this poster. Through this broad 
and unfair ad campaign, all farmers 
were demonized as careless polluters. 
What’s Upstream used billboards, bus 
and radio ads, and a visually assaulting 
Web site depicting dead fish and pol- 
luted water to encourage private citi- 
zens to contact their State legislators 
and push for stricter regulations on 
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farmers. It is also important to note 
that it has been discovered that these 
images were not even from the State of 
Washington. 
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As a lifelong farmer myself, who has 
seen firsthand the remarkable 


proactive steps farmers have taken to 
protect our resources, I was insulted by 
the blatant lies this campaign has 
spread about farmers. What is probably 
more insulting, though, can be seen by 
these pictures of the What’s Upstream 
Web site. What’s Upstream encouraged 
site visitors to send messages to 
“Washington State Senators whose 
votes we hope to influence.” This is 
lobbying in the truest sense of the 
word. The real kicker is when you 
scroll down to the bottom of the page 
to see who it was funded by: ‘‘This mes- 
sage has been funded wholly or in part 
by the United States Environmental 
Protection Agency.” 

Now, just stop and think about that 
for just a second. Your hard-earned 
taxpayer dollars are being used by the 
EPA to lie about farmers and then to 
lobby State legislators to put in place 
stricter regulations against farmers. It 
is unconscionable, and it violates the 
law. 

Earlier this year, I was proud to 
colead a letter with my friend from Ne- 
braska, Congressman ASHFORD, to HPA 
Administrator McCarthy expressing 
outrage and demanding an investiga- 
tion into this campaign. I was honored 
to have 145 House Members—fully one- 
third of the entire body—join us on 
that letter demanding accountability. 

This campaign exposed us to a very 
real need for grant and lobbying re- 
form, which H.R. 5226 takes a good first 
step in bringing. By requiring all exec- 
utive agencies to disclose their public 
communications, it will help bring 
transparency to agency communica- 
tions and ensures that these types of 
activities cannot hide or go unnoticed. 
While future steps may be necessary, I 
was proud to work with Congressman 
WALBERG to introduce this legislation, 
and I thank him for his leadership on 
this issue. 

Our agricultural community and the 
American taxpayers deserve account- 
ability, and I look forward to con- 
tinuing to work for this bill’s enact- 
ment. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, so let 
me get this straight. In response to 49 
people killed in Orlando, 14 in San 
Bernardino, 9 in Charleston, 27 mostly 
kids in Newtown, 12 in Aurora, 6 in 
Tucson, Arizona—and our former col- 
leagues, Congressman Giffords and 
Congressman Ron Barber, were shot 
there—and 32 in Virginia Tech—I can 
go on and on and on. 

So, in response to all of that, what 
my Republicans friends are doing is 
bringing a bill to the floor, and we are 
talking about legislation that is going 
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nowhere. The Senate is not going to 
take it up. And even if it did, the White 
House is going to veto it. That is the 
response. 

That is where the frustration on this 
side of the aisle is, that there are real, 
meaningful things that we need to do 
in this Congress, including protect the 
American people from this epidemic of 
gun violence, and instead of bringing 
legislation to the floor to do that, in- 
stead of working with us, instead of 
holding hearings, we get press releases 
from the Republican Congressional 
Campaign Committee that are going 
nowhere. We are wasting our time. We 
are wasting the American taxpayers’ 
money. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from California (Mr. THOMPSON) for the 
purpose of a unanimous consent re- 
quest. 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
bring up H.R. 1217, the bipartisan ex- 
panded background checks legislation, 
to honor the memory of Kenneth D. 
Whitaker, a victim of gun violence who 
never received a moment of silence on 
the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair would advise the minority man- 
ager that the customary 30 minutes of 
debate time that has been yielded to 
him is for debate purposes only. 

As a result, the Chair must ask the 
majority manager if he would yield for 
this unanimous consent request. 

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, during 
consideration of this resolution, all 
time yielded is for the purpose of de- 
bate only. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Alabama does not yield; 
therefore, the unanimous consent re- 
quest cannot be entertained. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentleman from California (Mr. 
HONDA) for the purpose of a unanimous 
consent request. 

Mr. HONDA. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back- 
ground checks legislation, to honor the 
memory of Jeanette Hernandez, a vic- 
tim of gun violence who never received 
a moment of action on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Once 
again, the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts is reminded that the time yielded 
is for purposes of debate only. The gen- 
tleman from Alabama has not yielded 
for purposes of this unanimous consent 
request, and it, therefore, cannot be en- 
tertained. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. 
CASTOR) for the purpose of a unani- 
mous consent request. 

Ms. CASTOR of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to bring up 
H.R. 1217, the bipartisan expanded 
background checks legislation, to 
honor the memory of Martavious Carn, 
age 3, a Florida victim of gun violence 
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who never received a moment of action 
on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Once 
again, the gentleman from Alabama 
has not yielded for this unanimous con- 
sent request. It cannot be entertained 
at this time. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentlewoman from California 
(Ms. JUDY CHU) for the purpose of a 
unanimous consent request. 

Ms. JUDY CHU of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
bring up H.R. 1217, the bipartisan ex- 
panded background checks legislation, 
to honor the memory of Justin Lee 
Sifuentes, a victim of gun violence who 
never received a moment of action on 
the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Alabama has not yielded 
for this unanimous consent request. It 
cannot be entertained. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentlewoman from California 
(Mrs. NAPOLITANO) for the purpose of a 
unanimous consent request 

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to bring up 
H.R. 1217, the bipartisan expanded 
background checks legislation, to 
honor the memory of Jennie Lou 
Hawley, a victim of gun violence who 
never received a moment of action on 
the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Alabama has not yielded 
for this unanimous consent request, so 
it cannot be entertained. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentlewoman from California 
(Ms. HAHN) for the purpose of a unani- 
mous consent request. 

Ms. HAHN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to bring up H.R. 1076, the 
bipartisan no fly, no buy legislation, in 
honor of the memory of Jennie Marie 
Keener, a victim of gun violence who 
never received a moment of action on 
this House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Alabama has not yielded 
for this unanimous consent request; so, 
therefore, it cannot be entertained. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentlewoman from Connecticut 
(Ms. Esty) for the purpose of a unani- 
mous consent request. 

Ms. ESTY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to bring up H.R. 1217, the 
bipartisan expanded background 
checks legislation, to honor the mem- 
ory of Fredrick Richardson of Bridge- 
port, Connecticut, a victim of gun vio- 
lence who never received a moment of 
action on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Alabama has not yielded 
for this unanimous consent request, so 
it cannot be entertained. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentlewoman from California 
(Mrs. CAPPS) for the purpose of a unan- 
imous consent request. 

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
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1076, the bipartisan no fly, no buy legis- 
lation, to honor the memory of 
Lekeshia Moses, a victim of gun vio- 
lence who never received a moment of 
action on this House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre- 
viously announced, the unanimous con- 
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentlewoman from California 
(Ms. ESHOO) for the purpose of a unani- 
mous consent request. 

Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to bring up H.R. 1217, 
the bipartisan close-the-loophole-on- 
background checks legislation, to 
honor the memory of Jeffrey Adams, a 
victim of gun violence who never re- 
ceived a moment of action on the floor 
of this House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre- 
viously announced, the unanimous con- 
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentlewoman from Nevada (Ms. 
TITUS) for the purpose of a unanimous 
consent request. 

Ms. TITUS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to bring up H.R. 1076, the 
bipartisan no fly, no buy legislation, to 
honor the memory of Megan, Liana, 
Mark Jr., and Willow Short, who never 
received a moment of action on this 
House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre- 
viously announced, the unanimous con- 
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentlewoman from California 
(Ms. SPEIER) for the purpose of a unani- 
mous consent request. 

Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take up H.R. 
1076, the bipartisan no fly, no buy legis- 
lation, to honor the memory of a con- 
stituent, Teqnika Moultrie, a school 
bus driver who at age 30 was gunned 
down outside a doughnut shop, and 
never received a moment of action on 
the House floor on her behalf. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre- 
viously announced, the unanimous con- 
sent request cannot be entertained. 

As the Chair advised on January 15, 
2014, and March 26, 2014, even though a 
unanimous consent request to consider 
a measure is not entertained, embel- 
lishments accompanying such requests 
constitute debate and will become an 
imposition on the time of the Member 
who yielded for that purpose. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentlewoman from California 
(Ms. BROWNLEY) for the purpose of a 
unanimous consent request. 

Ms. BROWNLEY of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
bring up H.R. 1076, the bipartisan no 
fly, no buy legislation, to honor the 
memory of Officer Michael Krol, a vic- 
tim of gun violence who never received 
a moment of action on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre- 
viously announced, the unanimous con- 
sent request cannot be entertained. 
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Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentleman from California (Mr. 
SWALWELL) for the purpose of a unani- 
mous consent request. 

Mr. SWALWELL of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
bring up H.R. 1217, the bipartisan ex- 
panded background checks legislation, 
to honor the memory of Miguel Angel 
Leon Bravo, a victim of gun violence 
who never received a moment of action 
on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre- 
viously announced, the unanimous con- 
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE) for the pur- 
pose of a unanimous consent request. 

Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Pennsyl- 
vania. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to bring up H.R. 1076, the bi- 
partisan no fly, no buy legislation, to 
honor the memory of Jordan Ebner, a 
victim of gun violence who never re- 
ceived a moment of action on the 
House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
unanimous consent request cannot be 
entertained. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentlewoman from Illinois (Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY) for the purpose of a unan- 
imous consent request. 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to bring up 
H.R. 1217, the bipartisan expanded 
background checks legislation, to 
honor the memory of Kayana Armond, 
a victim of gun violence who never re- 
ceived a moment of action on the 
House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
unanimous consent request cannot be 
entertained. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentlewoman from California 
(Ms. LEE) for the purpose of a unani- 
mous consent request 

Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to bring up H.R. 1217, the 
bipartisan expanded background 
checks legislation, to honor the mem- 
ory of Lakeith Hurd, a victim of gun 
violence who never received a moment 
of action on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
unanimous consent request cannot be 
entertained. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentlewoman from Massachu- 
setts (Ms. CLARK) for the purpose of a 
unanimous consent request. 

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
bring up H.R. 1217, the bipartisan ex- 
panded background checks legislation, 
to honor the memory of Aimee Kirst, a 
victim of gun violence who never re- 
ceived a moment of action on the 
House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
unanimous consent request cannot be 
entertained. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
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(Mr. CARTWRIGHT) for the purpose of a 
unanimous consent request. 

Mr. CARTWRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to bring up 
H.R. 1076, the bipartisan no fly, no buy 
legislation, to honor the memory of 41- 
year-old Officer Matthew Gerald, a vic- 
tim of gun violence who never received 
a moment of action on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
unanimous consent request cannot be 
entertained. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentlewoman from Michigan 
(Mrs. LAWRENCE) for the purpose of a 
unanimous consent request. 

Mrs. LAWRENCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back- 
ground checks legislation, to honor the 
memory of Christopher Jerome Smith, 
a victim of gun violence who never re- 
ceived a moment of action on the 
House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
unanimous consent request cannot be 
entertained 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentlewoman from New Jersey 
(Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN) for the pur- 
pose of a unanimous consent request. 

Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
bring up H.R. 1217, the bipartisan ex- 
panded background checks legislation, 
to honor the memory of Rosemond 
Octavius, a victim of gun violence who 
never received a moment of action on 
the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
unanimous consent request cannot be 
entertained. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
MEEKS) for the purpose of a unanimous 
consent request. 

Mr. MEEKS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back- 
ground checks legislation, to honor the 
memory of Tyreke Borel, who was 17 
years old, a victim of gun violence who 
never received a moment of action on 
the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
unanimous consent request cannot be 
entertained. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentlewoman from New York 
(Ms. SLAUGHTER), the distinguished 
ranking member of the Rules Com- 
mittee, for the purpose of a unanimous 
consent request. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back- 
ground checks legislation, to honor the 
memory of Bobbie Odneal, III, 23 years 
old, Cincinnati, Ohio, who died a vic- 
tim of gun violence and never received 
a moment of action on the House floor. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
unanimous consent request cannot be 
entertained. 
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Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I 
would like at this time to yield to the 
gentlewoman from Connecticut (Ms. 
DELAURO) for the purpose of a unani- 
mous consent request. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman is advised that time will be de- 
ducted from the gentleman’s time for 
the last unanimous consent request. 

The gentlewoman from Connecticut 
is recognized. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, may I 
inquire why? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. AS was 
advised earlier, embellishments con- 
stitute debate, and as such, the time 
will be deducted from the gentleman’s 
time. 

The gentlewoman from Connecticut. 

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back- 
ground checks legislation, to honor the 
memory of Officer Montrell Jackson, a 
victim of gun violence who never re- 
ceived a moment of action on the 
House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
unanimous consent request cannot be 
entertained. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
CROWLEY) for the purpose of a unani- 
mous consent request. 

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back- 
ground checks legislation, to honor the 
memory of Ana Solis, 46 years of age 
when she was a victim of gun violence, 
who never received a moment of action 
on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
unanimous consent request cannot be 
entertained. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. 
FRANKEL) for the purpose of a unani- 
mous consent request. 

Ms. FRANKEL of Florida. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent to bring 
up H.R. 1217, the bipartisan expanded 
background checks legislation, to 
honor the memory of Donald Stoney 
Boatman, a victim of gun violence who 
never received a moment of action on 
the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
unanimous consent request cannot be 
entertained. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentleman from California (Mr. 
HUFFMAN) for the purpose of a unani- 
mous consent request. 

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1076, the bipartisan no fly, no buy legis- 
lation, to honor the memory of Alex 
Freeman, a victim of gun violence who 
never received a moment of silence on 
the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
unanimous consent request cannot be 
entertained. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentlewoman from New Hamp- 
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shire (Ms. KUSTER) for the purpose of a 
unanimous consent request. 

Ms. KUSTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1076, the bipartisan no fly, no buy legis- 
lation, to honor the memory of Paula 
Nino, age 20, of Houston, Texas, a trag- 
ic victim of gun violence who never re- 
ceived a moment of action on the 
House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
unanimous consent request cannot be 
entertained. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentleman from Colorado (Mr. 
PERLMUTTER) for the purpose of a 
unanimous consent request. 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to bring up 
H.R. 1217, the bipartisan expanded 
background checks legislation, to 
honor the memory of Sheree Barker, 
age 24, from Colorado Springs, Colo- 
rado, a victim of gun violence who 
never received a moment of action on 
the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
unanimous consent request cannot be 
entertained. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE) for the purpose 
of a unanimous consent request. 

Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE of Pennsyl- 
vania. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to bring up H.R. 1217, the bi- 
partisan expanded background checks 
legislation, to honor the memory of 
Chelsea and Justin Reed from 
Citronelle, Alabama, killed in their 
sleep, who never received a moment of 
action on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
unanimous consent request cannot be 
entertained. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentleman from Connecticut 
(Mr. LARSON) for the purpose of a unan- 
imous consent request. 

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
bring up H.R. 1217, the bipartisan ex- 
panded background checks legislation, 
to honor the memory of Daquarius 
Tucker, who was a victim of gun vio- 
lence who never received a moment of 
action on this House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
unanimous consent request cannot be 
entertained. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentlewoman from New York 
(Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY) for the 
purpose of a unanimous consent re- 
quest. 

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to bring up H.R. 1076, the bi- 
partisan no fly, no buy legislation, in 
honor of the memory of Lisa Ann 
Fabbri, 38 years old, a victim of gun vi- 
olence who never received a moment of 
action on the floor of the United States 
Congress. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
unanimous consent request cannot be 
entertained. 
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Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I am 
proud to yield to the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Georgia (Mr. LEWIS), a 
leader on issues of justice and non- 
violence, for the purpose of a unani- 
mous consent request. 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to bring up H.R. 1217, 
the bipartisan expanded background 
checks legislation, in the memory of 
Billy Talley from Union, Mississippi, a 
victim of gun violence who never, ever 
received a moment of action on the 
House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
unanimous consent request cannot be 
entertained. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I 
would like to yield to the gentlewoman 
from Alabama (Ms. SEWELL) for the 
purpose of a unanimous consent re- 
quest. 

Ms. SEWELL of Alabama. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent to bring 
up H.R. 1217, the bipartisan expanded 
background checks legislation, in 
honor of Robert Lee Brown from Ala- 
bama, age 26, who was killed in his 
sleep by a friend of an abusive boy- 
friend, a victim of gun violence who 
never received a moment of silence on 
the floor of the House of Representa- 
tives. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
unanimous consent request cannot be 
entertained. 

The time consumed by the gentle- 
woman from Alabama will be charged 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts’ 
time. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentleman from Oregon (Mr. 
BLUMENAUER) for the purpose of a 
unanimous consent request. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to bring up 
H.R. 1217, the bipartisan expanded 
background checks legislation, to 
honor the memory of James “JJ” 
Hurtado, a victim of gun violence 
killed at age 14 in Hermiston, Oregon, 
by his mother’s ex-boyfriend, who 
never received a moment of silence or 
moment of action on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre- 
viously announced, the unanimous con- 
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Time consumed by the gentleman 
from Oregon will be deducted from the 
gentleman from Massachusetts’ time. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentlewoman from Connecticut 
(Ms. Esty) for the purpose of a unani- 
mous consent request. 

Ms. ESTY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to bring up H.R. 1217, the 
expanded background checks legisla- 
tion, in honor of Anna Bui, a victim of 
gun violence who never received a mo- 
ment of action on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
unanimous consent request cannot be 
entertained. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentlewoman from New Mexico 
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(Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM) for the 
purpose of a unanimous consent re- 
quest. 

Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of 
New Mexico. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to bring up H.R. 1217, the 
bipartisan expanded background 
checks legislation, to honor the mem- 
ory of Corey Bishop, a victim of gun vi- 
olence who never received a moment of 
action on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
unanimous consent request cannot be 
entertained. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the distinguished gentleman from 
Rhode Island (Mr. CICILLINE) for the 
purpose of a unanimous consent re- 
quest. 

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back- 
ground checks legislation, to honor the 
memory of Kiesha Betton, a victim of 
gun violence who never received a mo- 
ment of action on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
unanimous consent request cannot be 
entertained. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the distinguished gentlewoman from 
California (Mrs. DAVIS) for the purpose 
of a unanimous consent request. 

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent to bring 
up H.R. 1217, the bipartisan expanded 
background checks legislation, to 
honor the memory of Abner B. Garcia, 
age 23, an Army veteran who never re- 
ceived a moment of action on the 
House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
unanimous consent request cannot be 
entertained. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the distinguished gentlewoman from 
Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE) for the pur- 
pose of a unanimous consent request. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to bring up 
H.R. 1217, the bipartisan expanded 
background checks legislation, to 
honor the memory of Charles Jackson, 
age 28, Houston Texas, killed on the 
Fourth of July and a father of 3, a vic- 
tim of gun violence who never received 
a moment of silence or action on the 
House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
unanimous consent request cannot be 
entertained. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts 
is advised that the time consumed by 
the gentlewoman from Texas will be 
charged to the time of the gentleman. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. 
ELLISON) for the purpose of a unani- 
mous consent request. 

Mr. ELLISON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back- 
ground checks legislation, to honor the 
memory of Mary Matzke and Birdell 
Beeks, victims of gun violence who 
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never received a moment of action on 
the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
unanimous consent request cannot be 
entertained. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the distinguished gentleman from 
California (Mr. THOMPSON) for the pur- 
pose of a unanimous consent request. 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
bring up H.R. 1217, the bipartisan ex- 
panded background checks legislation, 
to honor the memory of John Comer, a 
victim of gun violence who never re- 
ceived a moment of silence on the 
House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
unanimous consent request cannot be 
entertained. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back- 
ground checks legislation, to honor the 
memory of Jennifer Rooney, age 44 
from Bristol, Virginia, who was shot by 
a stray bullet while driving. She is a 
victim of gun violence who never re- 
ceived a moment of action on this 
House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
unanimous consent request cannot be 
entertained, and the gentleman’s time 
will be charged. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

I mean, I don’t know what it is going 
to take to compel my Republican col- 
leagues to do something, to do more 
than just have a moment of silence in 
the aftermath of every massacre. I 
mean, these are real people. They had 
families. They were loved, and now 
they are gone, and we need to do some- 
thing. 

For the life of me, I can’t understand 
the inaction in this House, the silence 
and the indifference. It is appalling. I 
would suggest to my colleagues, rather 
than trying to bring legislation to the 
floor to slap us on the wrist for having 
the audacity to come to the floor and 
demand that this House of Representa- 
tives do its job, my Republican friends 
ought to do their job and bring these 
bills to the floor. 

Let’s have a debate and let’s have a 
vote, and let’s try to save some lives. 
This is real. This is meaningful. It is a 
heck of a lot more important than the 
message bills that are going nowhere 
that are being brought to this floor. 

I urge my colleagues to vote to de- 
feat the previous question so we can 
have a vote on the no fly, no buy legis- 
lation, and I plead with my Republican 
colleagues: Do your job. Do something. 
Enough of this silence. Enough of this 
indifference. Too many people in this 
country are dying. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self the balance of my time. 

Let’s see, where were we? We were 
talking about a rule that covers two 
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bills. One bill would stop Federal de- 
partments and agencies from using 
their money to spread falsehoods 
against innocent Americans. The gen- 
tleman from Washington gave a very 
good, very clear statement of a precise 
fact situation that happened in the 
State of Washington where a Federal 
agency was using its money to spread 
falsehoods about farmers. That is what 
we were talking about. And I think 
that is a very important piece of legis- 
lation for us to deal with and deal with 
right now. 

And the other piece of legislation, 
the other piece of legislation would 
protect the people of the United States 
from a President who wants to let very 
dangerous people out of Guantanamo 
Bay. As I said before, at least 12 indi- 
viduals who have already been released 
from Guantanamo Bay have gone on to 
launch attacks and kill Americans. 
That is what we were talking about. 
That is what we are talking about. 
That is what this rule and the under- 
lying legislation is all about. 

This House is here to do its work and 
do its job to defend the people of the 
United States and also to protect the 
people of the United States from their 
own government preying on them. So I 
think this legislation is completely ap- 
propriate. I am glad to bring this rule 
before the House. 

I, again, urge my colleagues to sup- 
port House Resolution 863 and the un- 
derlying bills. 

The material previously referred to 
by Mr. MCGOVERN is as follows: 

AN AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 863 OFFERED BY 

MR. MCGOVERN 

At the end of the resolution, add the fol- 
lowing new sections: 

SEC. 3. Immediately upon adoption of this 
resolution the Speaker shall, pursuant to 
clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the House 
resolved into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for consider- 
ation of the bill (H.R. 1076) to increase public 
safety by permitting the Attorney General 
to deny the transfer of a firearm or the 
issuance of firearms or explosives licenses to 
a known or suspected dangerous terrorist. 
The first reading of the bill shall be dis- 
pensed with. All points of order against con- 
sideration of the bill are waived. General de- 
bate shall be confined to the bill and shall 
not exceed one hour equally divided and con- 
trolled by the chair and ranking minority 
member of the Committee on the Judiciary. 
After general debate the bill shall be consid- 
ered for amendment under the five-minute 
rule. All points of order against provisions in 
the bill are waived. At the conclusion of con- 
sideration of the bill for amendment the 
Committee shall rise and report the bill to 
the House with such amendments as may 
have been adopted. The previous question 
shall be considered as ordered on the bill and 
amendments thereto to final passage with- 
out intervening motion except one motion to 
recommit with or without instructions. If 
the Committee of the Whole rises and re- 
ports that it has come to no resolution on 
the bill, then on the next legislative day the 
House shall, immediately after the third 
daily order of business under clause 1 of rule 
XIV, resolve into the Committee of the 
Whole for further consideration of the bill. 
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SEC. 4. Clause l(c) of rule XIX shall not 
apply to the consideration of H.R. 1076. 


THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT 
IT REALLY MEANS 

This vote, the vote on whether to order the 
previous question on a special rule, is not 
merely a procedural vote. A vote against or- 
dering the previous question is a vote 
against the Republican majority agenda and 
a vote to allow the Democratic minority to 
offer an alternative plan. It is a vote about 
what the House should be debating. 

Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the 
House of Representatives (VI, 308-311), de- 
scribes the vote on the previous question on 
the rule as ‘ʻa motion to direct or control the 
consideration of the subject before the House 
being made by the Member in charge.” To 
defeat the previous question is to give the 
opposition a chance to decide the subject be- 
fore the House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s 
ruling of January 13, 1920, to the effect that 
“the refusal of the House to sustain the de- 
mand for the previous question passes the 
control of the resolution to the opposition”’ 
in order to offer an amendment. On March 
15, 1909, a member of the majority party of- 
fered a rule resolution. The House defeated 
the previous question and a member of the 
opposition rose to a parliamentary inquiry, 
asking who was entitled to recognition. 
Speaker Joseph Q. Cannon (R-Illinois) said: 
“The previous question having been refused, 
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Fitz- 
gerald, who had asked the gentleman to 
yield to him for an amendment, is entitled to 
the first recognition.”’ 

The Republican majority may say ‘‘the 
vote on the previous question is simply a 
vote on whether to proceed to an immediate 
vote on adopting the resolution ... [and] 
has no substantive legislative or policy im- 
plications whatsoever.” But that is not what 
they have always said. Listen to the Repub- 
lican Leadership Manual on the Legislative 
Process in the United States House of Rep- 
resentatives, (6th edition, page 135). Here’s 
how the Republicans describe the previous 
question vote in their own manual: ‘‘Al- 
though it is generally not possible to amend 
the rule because the majority Member con- 
trolling the time will not yield for the pur- 
pose of offering an amendment, the same re- 
sult may be achieved by voting down the pre- 
vious question on the rule. ... When the 
motion for the previous question is defeated, 
control of the time passes to the Member 
who led the opposition to ordering the pre- 
vious question. That Member, because he 
then controls the time, may offer an amend- 
ment to the rule, or yield for the purpose of 
amendment.”’ 

In Deschler’s Procedure in the U.S. House 
of Representatives, the subchapter titled 
“Amending Special Rules” states: ‘‘a refusal 
to order the previous question on such a rule 
[a special rule reported from the Committee 
on Rules] opens the resolution to amend- 
ment and further debate.” (Chapter 21, sec- 
tion 21.2) Section 21.3 continues: ‘‘Upon re- 
jection of the motion for the previous ques- 
tion on a resolution reported from the Com- 
mittee on Rules, control shifts to the Mem- 
ber leading the opposition to the previous 
question, who may offer a proper amendment 
or motion and who controls the time for de- 
bate thereon.”’ 

Clearly, the vote on the previous question 
on a rule does have substantive policy impli- 
cations. It is one of the only available tools 
for those who oppose the Republican major- 
ity’s agenda and allows those with alter- 
native views the opportunity to offer an al- 
ternative plan. 


Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time, and I 
move the previous question on the res- 
olution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 


Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I de- 
mand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 and clause 9 of rule XX, 
this 15-minute vote on ordering the 
previous question on House Resolution 
863 will be followed by 5-minute votes 
on adopting House Resolution 863, if or- 
dered; and agreeing to the Speaker’s 
approval of the Journal, if ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 232, noes 172, 
not voting 27, as follows: 

[Roll No. 505] 


AYES—232 
Abraham Flores Love 
Aderholt Forbes Lucas 
Allen Fortenberry Luetkemeyer 
Amash Foxx Lummis 
Amodei Franks (AZ) MacArthur 
Babin Frelinghuysen Marchant 
Barr Garrett Marino 
Barton Gibbs Massie 
Benishek Gibson McCarthy 
Bilirakis Goodlatte McCaul 
Bishop (MI) Gosar McClintock 
Black Gowdy McHenry 
Blackburn Graves (GA) McKinley 
Blum Graves (LA) McMorris 
Bost Graves (MO) Rodgers 
Boustany Griffith McSally 
Brat Grothman Meadows 
Bridenstine Guthrie Meehan 
Brooks (AL) Hanna Messer 
Brooks (IN) Hardy Mica 
Buchanan Harper Miller (FL) 
Buck Harris Miller (MI) 
Bucshon Hartzler Moolenaar 
Burgess Heck (NV) Mooney (WV) 
Byrne Hensarling Mullin 
Calvert Herrera Beutler Mulvaney 
Carter (GA) Hice, Jody B. Neugebauer 
Carter (TX) Hill Newhouse 
Chabot Holding Noem 
Chaffetz Hudson Nugent 
Clawson (FL) Huelskamp Nunes 
Coffman Huizenga (MI) Olson 
Cole Hultgren Palmer 
Collins (GA) Hunter Paulsen 
Collins (NY) Hurd (TX) Pearce 
Comstock Hurt (VA) Perry 
Conaway Issa Peterson 
Cook Jenkins (KS) Pittenger 
Costello (PA) Jenkins (WV) Pitts 
Cramer Johnson (OH) Poe (TX) 
Crenshaw Jolly Poliquin 
Culberson Jones Pompeo 
Curbelo (FL) Jordan Posey 
Davidson Joyce Price, Tom 
Davis, Rodney Katko Ratcliffe 
Denham Kelly (MS) Reed 
Dent Kelly (PA) Reichert 
DeSantis King (IA) Renacci 
Diaz-Balart King (NY) Ribble 
Dold Kinzinger (IL) Rice (SC) 
Donovan Kline Rigell 
Duffy Knight Roby 
Duncan (SC) Labrador Roe (TN) 
Duncan (TN) LaMalfa Rogers (AL) 
Ellmers (NC) Lamborn Rogers (KY) 
Emmer (MN) Lance Rohrabacher 
Farenthold Latta Rokita 
Fitzpatrick LoBiondo Rooney (FL) 
Fleischmann Long Ros-Lehtinen 
Fleming Loudermilk Roskam 
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Ross 

Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 


Adams 
Aguilar 
Ashford 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 
F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 


Barletta 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (UT) 
Brady (TX) 
Crawford 
DesJarlais 
Deutch 
Fincher 
Gohmert 
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Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 


NOES—172 


Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 


Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 

Yoho 

Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Zeldin 

Zinke 


Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 

Nolan 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 


Ruppersberger 

Jonmaon GA) Sinchen Linda 
Sass Sanchez, Loretta 
Kelly (IL) Sarbanes 
Kennedy Schakowsky 
Kildee Schiff 
Kilmer Schrader 
Kind Scott (VA) 
Kirkpatrick Scott, David 
Kuster Serrano 
Langevin Sewell (AL) 
Larsen (WA) Sherman 
Larson (CT) Sinema 
Lawrence Sires 
Lee Slaughter 
Levin Smith (WA) 
Lewis Speier 
Lieu, Ted Swalwell (CA) 
Lipinski Takano 
Loebsack Thompson (CA) 
Lowenthal Thompson (MS) 
Lowey Titus 
Lujan Grisham Tonko 

(NM) Torres 
Lujan, Ben Ray Tsongas 

(NM) Van Hollen 
Lynch Vargas 
Maloney, Veasey 

Carolyn Vela 
Maloney, Sean Velazquez 
Matsui Walz 
McCollum Wasserman 
McGovern Schultz 
McNerney Watson Coleman 
Meeks Wilson (FL) 
Meng Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—27 
Granger Palazzo 
Guinta Payne 
Jeffries Price (NC) 
Johnson, Sam Rush 
LaHood Ryan (OH) 
Lofgren Visclosky 
McDermott Waters, Maxine 
Murphy (PA) Welch 
Norcross Young (IN 
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Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina 
changed his vote from “no” to “aye.” 

So the previous question was ordered. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

Stated for: 

Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, 
on rollcall No. 505, | was unavoidably detained 
and missed the vote on the previous question. 
Had | been present, | would have voted “yea.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the resolution. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I de- 
mand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a 
5-minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 238, noes 171, 
not voting 22, as follows: 


[Roll No. 506] 


AYES—238 
Abraham Fleischmann LoBiondo 
Aderholt Fleming Long 
Allen Flores Loudermilk 
Amash Forbes Love 
Amodei Fortenberry Lucas 
Babin Foxx Luetkemeyer 
Barr Franks (AZ) Lummis 
Barton Frelinghuysen MacArthur 
Benishek Garrett Marchant 
Bilirakis Gibbs Marino 
Bishop (MI) Gibson Massie 
Bishop (UT) Gohmert McCarthy 
Black Goodlatte McCaul 
Blackburn Gosar McClintock 
Blum Gowdy McHenry 
Bos Graves (GA) McKinley 
Boustany Graves (LA) MeMorris 
Brady (TX) Graves (MO) Rodgers 
Bra Griffith McSally 
Bridenstine Grothman Meadows 
Brooks (AL) Guthrie Meehan 
Brooks (IN) Hanna Messer 
Buchanan Hardy Mica 
Buck Harper Miller (FL) 
Bucshon Harris Miller (MI) 
Burgess Hartzler Moolenaar 
Byrne Heck (NV) Mooney (WV) 
Calvert Hensarling Mullin 
Carter (GA) Herrera Beutler Mulvaney 
Carter (TX) Hice, Jody B. Murphy (PA) 
Chabot Hill Neugebauer 
Chaffetz Holding Newhouse 
Clawson (FL) Hudson Noem 
Coffman Huelskamp Nugent 
Cole Huizenga (MI) Nunes 
Collins (GA) Hultgren Olson 
Collins (NY) Hunter Palmer 
Comstock Hurd (TX) Paulsen 
Conaway Hurt (VA) Pearce 
Cook Issa Perry 
Costello (PA) Jenkins (KS) Pittenger 
Cramer Jenkins (WV) Pitts 
Crawford Johnson (OH) Poe (TX) 
Crenshaw Jolly Poliquin 
Culberson Jones Pompeo 
Curbelo (FL) Jordan Posey 
Davidson Joyce Price, Tom 
Davis, Rodney Katko Ratcliffe 
Denham Kelly (MS) Reed 
Dent Kelly (PA) Reichert 
DeSantis King (IA) Renacci 
Diaz-Balart King (NY) Ribble 
Dold Kinzinger (IL) Rice (SC) 
Donovan Kline Rigell 
Duffy Knight Roby 
Duncan (SC) Labrador Roe (TN) 
Duncan (TN) LaHood Rogers (AL) 
Ellmers (NC) LaMalfa Rogers (KY) 
Emmer (MN) Lamborn Rohrabacher 
Farenthold Lance Rokita 
Fitzpatrick Latta Rooney (FL) 


Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 

Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 


Adams 
Aguilar 
Ashford 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 
F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 


Barletta 

DesJarlais 

Deutch 

Doyle, Michael 
F. 

Fincher 

Granger 

Guinta 


Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 


NOES—171 


Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
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Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 

Yoho 

Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 

Zinke 


Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Linda 
T; 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velazquez 
Walz 
Wasserman 
Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 


NOT VOTING—22 


Jeffries 
Johnson, Sam 
Larson (CT) 
Levin 
Lofgren 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
McDermott 


Norcross 
Palazzo 
Payne 
Rush 
Schrader 
Titus 
Visclosky 
Welch 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain- 


ing. 
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So the resolution was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

Stated against: 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, | was unavoidably 
detained. Had | been present, | would have 
voted “nay” on rollcall No. 506. 


EE 


THE JOURNAL 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un- 
finished business is the question on 
agreeing to the Speaker’s approval of 
the Journal, which the Chair will put 
de novo. 

The question is on the Speaker’s ap- 
proval of the Journal. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I de- 
mand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a 
5-minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 252, noes 145, 
answered ‘‘present’’ 2, not voting 32, as 
follows: 

[Roll No. 507] 


AYES—252 
Abraham Crenshaw Hastings 
Aderholt Crowley Heck (WA) 
Allen Cuellar Hensarling 
Babin Culberson Higgins 
Barr Davidson Himes 
Barton Davis (CA) Hinojosa 
Beatty Davis, Danny Honda 
Becerra DeGette Huffman 
Bera DeLauro Huizenga (MI) 
Bilirakis DelBene Hultgren 
Bishop (MI) Denham Hunter 
Bishop (UT) Dent Issa 
Black Diaz-Balart Johnson (GA) 
Blackburn Dingell Jolly 
Blum Doggett Kaptur 
Blumenauer Donovan Katko 
Bonamici Duckworth Keating 
Boustany Duffy Kelly (MS) 
Brady (TX) Duncan (SC) Kelly (PA) 
Brat Duncan (TN) Kennedy 
Bridenstine Edwards Kildee 
Brooks (AL) Ellmers (NC) King (IA) 
Brooks (IN) Emmer (MN) King (NY) 
Brown (FL) Engel Kline 
Buchanan Eshoo Kuster 
Bustos Esty Labrador 
Butterfield Farenthold LaMalfa 
Byrne Farr Lamborn 
Calvert Fleischmann Langevin 
Capps Forbes Larsen (WA) 
Carney Fortenberry Latta 
Carter (TX) Foster Lipinski 
Castro (TX) Frankel (FL) Long 
Chabot Franks (AZ) Loudermilk 
Chu, Judy Frelinghuysen Love 
Cicilline Garamendi Lowey 
Clark (MA) Garrett Lucas 
Clawson (FL) Gibbs Luetkemeyer 
Clay Goodlatte Lujan Grisham 
Cole Gosar (NM) 
Collins (NY) Gowdy Lujan, Ben Ray 
Comstock Graham (NM) 
Conaway Grayson Lummis 
Conyers Griffith Maloney, 
Cook Guthrie Carolyn 
Cooper Hahn Massie 
Courtney Hardy McCarthy 
Cramer Harper McCaul 
Crawford Harris McClintock 
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McCollum 
McHenry 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Moore 
Moulton 
Mullin 
Murphy (PA) 
Napolitano 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Palmer 
Pascrell 
Perlmutter 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (NC) 


Adams 
Aguilar 
Amash 
Ashford 
Bass 
Benishek 
Bishop (GA) 
Bos 
Boyle, Brendan 
F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Capuano 
Carson (IN) 
Carter (GA) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Chaffetz 
Clarke (NY) 
Clyburn 
Coffman 
Cohen 
Collins (GA) 
Connolly 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
Delaney 
DeSantis 
DeSaulnier 
Dold 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Ellison 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleming 
Flores 
Foxx 
Fudge 
Gibson 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green, Al 


Quigley 
Rangel 
Reichert 
Ribble 
Rigell 

Roby 

Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Royce 

Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Russell 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schiff 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 


NOES—145 


Green, Gene 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Gutiérrez 
Hanna 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 

Holding 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Hurd (TX) 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 

Jordan 

Joyce 
Kilmer 

Kind 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Knight 
LaHood 
Lance 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 

Lewis 

Lieu, Ted 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lynch 
MacArthur 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
McGovern 
McKinley 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Neal 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol 


Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Takano 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Trott 
Tsongas 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Wagner 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Walz 
Wasserman 
Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Yarmuth 
Yoho 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 


Nolan 

Pallone 

Paulsen 

Pearce 

Perry 

Peters 

Peterson 

Pittenger 

Poe (TX) 

Poliquin 

Price, Tom 

Ratcliffe 

Reed 

Renacci 

Rice (NY) 

Richmond 

Roe (TN) 

Ros-Lehtinen 

Rouzer 

Roybal-Allard 

Ryan (OH) 

Sanchez, Linda 
T. 

Sanchez, Loretta 

Sarbanes 

Schrader 

Sewell (AL) 

Sires 

Smith (MO) 

Swalwell (CA) 

Thompson (MS) 

Thompson (PA) 

Tipton 

Torres 

Turner 

Valadao 

Vargas 

Veasey 

Vela 

Velazquez 

Walberg 

Walden 

Watson Coleman 

Weber (TX) 

Wilson (FL) 

Woodall 

Yoder 

Young (AK) 


ANSWERED “‘PRESENT’’—2 


Rice (SC) 


Tonko 


NOT VOTING—32 


Amodei Granger Palazzo 
Barletta Grijalva Payne 
Beyer Hurt (VA) Pelosi 
Cardenas Jeffries Pitts 
Cleaver Johnson, Sam Rush 
DesJarlais Kelly (IL) Schakowsky 
Deutch Levin 7 Thompson (CA) 
Fincher Matsui Titus 
Gabbard McDermott A 

Visclosky 
Gallego Nadler Welch 
Gohmert Norcross 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain- 
ing. 
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So the Journal was approved. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. WELCH. Mr. Speaker, | was unable to 
vote on rollcall 505, 506, and 507. | would 
have voted “no” on rollcall 505 and 506, and 
“aye” on rollcall 507 had | been there. 


EE 


TERMINATION OF EMERGENCY 
WITH RESPECT TO THE SITUA- 
TION IN OR IN RELATION TO 
COTE D’IVOIRE—MESSAGE FROM 
THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 114-163) 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following message 
from the President of the United 
States; which was read and, together 
with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
and ordered to be printed: 


To the Congress of the United States: 

Consistent with subsection 204(b) of 
the International Emergency Eco- 
nomic Powers Act, 50 U.S.C. 1703(b), I 
hereby report that I have issued an Ex- 
ecutive Order that terminates the na- 
tional emergency declared in Executive 
Order 13396 of February 7, 2006, and re- 
vokes that Executive Order. 

The President issued Executive Order 
13396 to deal with the unusual and ex- 
traordinary threat to the national se- 
curity and foreign policy of the United 
States constituted by the situation in 
or in relation to Cote d’Ivoire, which 
had resulted in the massacre of large 
numbers of civilians, widespread 
human rights abuses, significant polit- 
ical violence and unrest, and attacks 
against international peacekeeping 
forces leading to fatalities. In Execu- 
tive Order 138396, the President ad- 
dressed that threat by blocking the 
property and interests in property of, 
among others, persons determined by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, after 
consultation with the Secretary of 
State, to constitute a threat to the 
peace and national reconciliation proc- 
ess in Cote d’Ivoire, to be responsible 
for serious violations of international 
law in Cote d’Ivoire, or to have sup- 
plied arms to Côte d’Ivoire. Executive 
Order 13396 also implemented United 
States sanctions obligations under 
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United Nations Security Council Reso- 
lution (UNSCR) 1572 and subsequent 
resolutions. 

I have determined that the situation 
in or in relation to Côte d’Ivoire that 
gave rise to the national emergency de- 
clared in Executive Order 13396 has im- 
proved significantly as a result of the 
progress achieved in the stabilization 
of Cote d’Ivoire, including the success- 
ful conduct of the October 2015 presi- 
dential election, progress on the man- 
agement of arms and related materiel, 
and the combating of illicit trafficking 
of natural resources. With these ad- 
vancements, and with the United Na- 
tions Security Council’s termination of 
sanctions obligations on April 28, 2016, 
in UNSCR 2288, there is no further need 
for the blocking of assets and other 
sanctions measures imposed by Execu- 
tive Order 13396. For these reasons I 
have determined that it is necessary to 
terminate the national emergency de- 
clared in Executive Order 13396 and re- 
voke that order. 

I am enclosing a copy of the Execu- 
tive Order I have issued. 

BARACK OBAMA. 
THE WHITE HOUSE, September 14, 2016. 


Ee 


ENDING THE SUSPENSION OF 
PREFERENTIAL TREATMENT 
FOR BURMA—MESSAGE FROM 
THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 114-164) 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following message 
from the President of the United 
States; which was read and, together 
with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means 
and ordered to be printed: 


To the Congress of the United States: 

Iam writing to inform you of my in- 
tent to end the suspension of pref- 
erential treatment for Burma as a ben- 
eficiary developing country under the 
Generalized System of Preferences 
(GSP) program, and to designate 
Burma as a least-developed beneficiary 
developing country for purposes of the 
GSP program. I have carefully consid- 
ered the criteria set forth in sections 
501 and 502(c) of the Trade Act of 1974, 
as amended (19 U.S.C. 2461, 2462(c)). 
After considering the criteria set forth 
in section 502(c), I have determined 
that it is appropriate to add Burma to 
the list of GSP beneficiary developing 
countries in the Harmonized Tariff 
Schedule (HTS) of the United States. 
After considering the criteria set forth 
in sections 501 and 502(c), I have deter- 
mined that it is appropriate to add 
Burma to the list of GSP least-devel- 
oped beneficiary developing countries 
in the HTS. 

I submit this notice in accordance 
with section 502(f)(1) of the Trade Act 
of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2462(f)(1)). 

BARACK OBAMA. 
THE WHITE HOUSE, September 14, 2016. 
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RECESS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess subject to 
the call of the Chair. 

Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 21 min- 
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 


EE 
1500 


AFTER RECESS 


The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. HOLDING) at 3 p.m. 


ee 


VA ACCOUNTABILITY FIRST AND 
APPEALS MODERNIZATION ACT 
OF 2016 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to House Resolution 859 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill, H.R. 5620. 

Will the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania (Mr. ROTHFUS) kindly take the 
chair. 


1501 
IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
Accordingly, the House resolved 


itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of the bill (H.R. 
5620) to amend title 38, United States 
Code, to provide for the removal or de- 
motion of employees of the Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs based on per- 
formance or misconduct, and for other 
purposes, with Mr. ROTHFUS (Acting 
Chair) in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The Acting CHAIR. When the Com- 
mittee of the Whole rose on Tuesday, 
September 138, 2016, amendment No. 13 
printed in House Report 114-742 offered 
by the gentleman from California (Mr. 
LOWENTHAL) had been disposed of. 

AMENDMENT NO. 14 OFFERED BY MR. BEN RAY 

LUJAN OF NEW MEXICO 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 14 printed 
in House Report 114-742. 

Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New Mexico. 
Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment at 
the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 54, after line 2, insert the following: 
SEC. 11. IDENTIFICATION OF MATTERS RELATING 

TO PART-TIME EMPLOYMENT OF 
MEMBERS OF THE ARMED FORCES 
WHO ARE PHYSICIANS. 

The Secretary of Veterans Affairs shall 
identify— 

(1) the number of members of the Armed 
Forces serving on active duty who are physi- 
cians employed at a Department of Veterans 
Affairs medical facility on a part-time basis; 

(2) the process by which the Department 
hires such physicians on a part-time basis; 
and 
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(3) the process by which the Department 
hires civilian physicians on a part-time 
basis; and 

(4) the steps the Department is taking to 
recruit members of the Armed Forces serv- 
ing on active duty who are physicians for 
employment at Department medical facili- 
ties on a part-time basis. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 859, the gentleman 
from New Mexico (Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN) 
and a Member opposed each will con- 
trol 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New Mexico. P 

Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New Mexico. 
Mr. Chairman, my amendment directs 
the VA to produce a report related to 
the part-time employment of Active 
Duty military positions at VA health 
facilities. 

In 2014, Congress passed the Veterans 
Choice Act to help address the access 
to care crisis facing our Nation’s vet- 
erans. As part of those reforms, the 
legislation called for a Commission on 
Care to examine how best to strategi- 
cally organize the Veterans Health Ad- 
ministration, locate healthcare re- 
sources, and deliver health care to vet- 
erans over the next 20 years. The re- 
port was released on July 15 of this 
year. 

The report’s very first recommenda- 
tion highlights VHA’s provider short- 
ages and suggests the VHA should ex- 
pand their provider networks. They 
specify: “These providers must be fully 
credentialed with appropriate edu- 
cation, training, and experience, pro- 
vide veterans access that meets VHA 
standards, demonstrate high-quality 
clinical and utilization outcomes, and 
demonstrate military cultural com- 
petency.”’ 

Recently, it came to my attention 
that Active Duty military physicians 
are confronting a number of hurdles 
when seeking part-time positions at 
our VA facilities and that these hur- 
dles are preventing an entire group of 
physicians who exceed these standards 
from caring for our veterans. 

The Department of Defense employs 
over 11,000 Active Duty military physi- 
cians. For many reasons, a number of 
these physicians choose to seek part- 
time employment in civilian hospitals. 
In fact, physician moonlighting is en- 
couraged by the Department of De- 
fense. 

Yet, despite these military doctors 
exceeding all of the VA’s employment 
standards, longstanding red tape seems 
to be preventing the VA from hiring 
them. At a time when VA facilities 
across the country are struggling to 
hire enough physicians, we cannot af- 
ford to turn away qualified doctors. 

Recently, my office raised this issue 
with the Veterans Health Administra- 
tion, and I appreciate the VHA’s will- 
ingness to work with me on this issue. 
However, we need to get these facts on 
the record in order to continue the con- 
versation and address this issue. 
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I would also like to thank Chairman 
MILLER for giving me the opportunity 
to raise this issue, and I look forward 
to working with my colleagues on both 
sides of the aisle to do what we can to 
help soldiers treat our vets. 

While I greatly appreciate all physi- 
cians who choose to use their training, 
skills, and time to serve our Nation’s 
veterans, there is no one more natu- 
rally equipped to care for our vets than 
our military physicians. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to thank the 
chairman and the committee staff on 
both sides of the aisle for their work 
here. 

At this time, I yield to the gen- 
tleman from California (Mr. TAKANO). 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chair, I thank my 
colleague, Representative BEN RAY 
LuJAN from New Mexico, for yielding. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
legislation to ensure our veterans are 
fully taken care of. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair- 
man, I ask unanimous consent to claim 
the time in opposition, even though I 
am not opposed. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Florida? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

I do support this amendment. It does 
require a report on DOD physicians 
who are part-time VA employees, and 
it is important to have an accurate ac- 
counting of how DOD clinicians are 
practicing at the VA on a part-time 
basis and how they are recruited. 

So I want to thank Representative 
LuJAN for bringing this valuable piece 
of legislation to the floor. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New Mexico. 
Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from New Mexico (Mr. BEN RAY 
LUJÁN of New Mexico). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 15 OFFERED BY MR. TAKANO 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 15 printed 
in House Report 114-742. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chairman, as the 
designee of the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY), I 
offer amendment No. 15. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 54, after line 2, insert the following: 
SEC. 11. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY OF THE SEC- 

RETARY OF VETERANS AFFAIRS TO 
PROVIDE FOR THE CONDUCT OF 


MEDICAL DISABILITY EXAMINA- 
TIONS BY CONTRACT PHYSICIANS. 


Section 704(c) of the Veterans Benefits Act 
of 2003 (Public Law 108-183; 38 U.S.C. 5101 
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note) is amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 
2016” and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2017”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 859, the gentleman 
from California (Mr. TAKANO) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chairman, as this 
body works to find ways to ensure that 
the VA is meeting the needs of the vet- 
eran community, we must ensure that 
we do not rob them of critical tools 
which have already helped the VA to 
address its claims backlog. 

This amendment, based on Rep- 
resentative SEAN PATRICK MALONEY’s 
standalone legislation, the Disabled 
Veterans Red Tape Reduction Act, en- 
sures that the VA has one more tool in 
its toolkit in order to meet its mission. 
It accomplishes this by allowing vet- 
erans to have their medical examina- 
tions done by physicians outside the 
VA system to help process veterans’ 
disability claims faster. 

In the past, we have been able to 
work across party lines in order to 
keep in place this essential tool the VA 
needs to address the backlog. This im- 
portant authority is due to expire at 
the end of the year; and without timely 
action from Congress, the VA would be 
even more overburdened. 

This program works; that is why we 
need it. The fact that Congress would 
otherwise let this expire, when our VA 
system is already overburdened, is just 
unconscionable. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair- 
man, I ask unanimous consent to claim 
the time in opposition, even though I 
do not oppose it. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Florida? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair, I 
thank the gentleman from California 
(Mr. TAKANO) for bringing this piece of 
legislation to the floor. It is something 
that we already have passed, but put- 
ting it in a couple of different places 
probably doesn’t hurt, so I would urge 
my colleagues to support this amend- 
ment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chair, at this 
time, I would like to use the remaining 
time I have on this amendment to 
make the following statement. 

I would like to take a moment to rec- 
ognize Chairman MILLER, who will be 
retiring at the end of this Congress. 

I have only been acting ranking 
member for a couple of months, but I 
have enjoyed working with him as a 
member of the committee for the last 4 
years. He is a dedicated public servant. 
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He is charming and wily, and, with a 
smile, he can convince anyone across 
the table from him that his way is the 
right way, even though it is not. 

I consider him a friend, but also a 
worthy adversary. Although we are at 
odds today on this underlying bill, I 
have enjoyed the bipartisan nature of 
the Veterans’ Affairs Committee. I 
think we set an example for the Amer- 
ican people that Congress can come to- 
gether and get things done. 

With all this talk about Congress- 
woman DINA TITUS’ Appeals Moderniza- 
tion bill, I am reminded of another 
Titus bill. I worked with the chairman 
to include language in the Choice Act 
that increased the number of graduate 
medical education slots at the VA— 
1,500, to be exact. It was one of my 
proudest moments as a legislator, and I 
will look back fondly on the experience 
of working with Chairman MILLER. We 
did right by veterans, and we did right 
by the American people. 

Mr. Chairman, I thank you for your 
service, and I wish you the best of luck 
with your retirement. 

I urge my colleagues to support my 
amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from California (Mr. TAKANO). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chairman, I de- 
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from California will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 16 OFFERED BY MR. O'ROURKE 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 16 printed 
in House Report 114-742. 

Mr. O'ROURKE. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Add at the end the following new section: 
SEC. 11. RECRUITMENT OF PHYSICIANS IN DE- 

PARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 7402(b)(1) of title 
38, United States Code, is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘or to be offered a contin- 
gent appointment to such position,” after 
“position,’’; and 

(2) by striking subparagraph (B) and insert- 
ing the following new subparagraph (B): 

“(B)(i) have completed a residency pro- 
gram satisfactory to the Secretary; or 

“Gi) with respect to an offer for a contin- 
gent appointment upon the completion of a 
post-graduate training program, complete 
such a residency program by not later than 
two years after the date of such offer; and’’. 

(b) OVERSIGHT OF GRADUATE MEDICAL EDU- 
CATION PROGRAMS.—The Secretary shall— 

(1) ensure that a recruiter or other similar 
official of each Veterans Integrated Service 
Network visits, not less than annually, each 
allopathic and osteopathic teaching institu- 
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tion with a graduate medical education pro- 
gram within the Network to recruit individ- 
uals to be appointed to positions in the Vet- 
erans Health Administration; and 

(2) submit to Congress an annual report on 
the implementation of paragraph (1), includ- 
ing the success of such recruiting efforts. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 859, the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. O’ROURKE) and a Mem- 
ber opposed each will control 5 min- 
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. O’ROURKE. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today to speak on behalf of amendment 
No. 16, which will allow us to help the 
VA fulfill its responsibilities and truly 
be accountable to our veterans by hir- 
ing enough physicians and care pro- 
viders so that we can meet the de- 
mands and the needs and the care that 
has been earned by these veterans. 

Today, by the VA’s own admission, 
there are 43,000 authorized, funded, but 
unfilled positions in our community 
clinics and hospitals throughout the 
country. That means that veterans are 
waiting far too long and, in some cases, 
are not able to get in to receive that 
care that they have earned. 

This amendment would allow the VA 
to begin doing what everyone else in 
modern medicine in America is doing 
today, and that is recruiting effec- 
tively from this country’s residency 
programs. 

Today, the VA is prohibited from 
talking to residents until they have 
completely completed their residency. 
As we all know, by that point, most of 
those residents have selected an em- 
ployer, and that employer is not the 
VA. 

This brings us into line with every 
other Federal recruiting practice 
throughout the government and brings 
us in line with the private and other 
public sector employers against whom 
we are competing. 

I will note that this amendment is 
also sponsored by Ms. STEFANIK of New 
York. It enjoys bipartisan support. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in 
supporting this. 

Lastly, Mr. Chair, before I yield to 
my ranking member, I want to join 
Representative TAKANO in recognizing 
the incredible service of Chairman MIL- 
LER, who has really ensured that this is 
the most bipartisan committee in the 
Congress, and that bipartisanship is 
needed now more than ever. If we are 
going to fix a VA system and deliver 
the care that those veterans have 
earned, we are going to need everyone 
working together as closely as possible, 
and Chairman MILLER has done a lot of 
work toward that end. So I want to 
thank him for his service and for what 
he has done for this committee and for 
veterans throughout the country. 

Mr. Chairman, may I inquire as to 
how much time I have remaining. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Texas has 2⁄2 minutes remaining. 
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Mr. O’ROURKE. Mr. Chair, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia (Mr. TAKANO), the ranking mem- 
ber. 
Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chairman, I fully 
support the gentleman’s amendment, 
and I encourage my colleagues to do 
the same. 

Mr. O’ROURKE. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair- 
man, I ask unanimous consent to claim 
the time in opposition, even though I 
am not opposed to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Florida? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to thank Mr. 
O’ROURKE, a valued member of our 
committee, and Ms. STEFANIK for 
bringing this timely piece of legisla- 
tion to the floor in amendment form. I 
think it is very important. 

As the VA tries to recruit new physi- 
cians to fill the 40,000-plus openings 
that they may have at any one time, it 
is important to be able to get the 
younger folks that are coming in so 
that they can be a part of the VA sys- 
tem and helping our veterans. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Texas (Mr. O’ROURKE). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

1515 
AMENDMENT NO. 17 OFFERED BY MR. O'ROURKE 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 17 printed 
in House Report 114-742. 

Mr. O’ROURKE. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Add at the end the following new section: 


SEC. 11. AUTHORITY TO DISCLOSE CERTAIN MED- 
ICAL RECORDS OF VETERANS WHO 
RECEIVE NON-DEPARTMENT OF VET- 
ERANS AFFAIRS HEALTH CARE. 


Section 7332(b)(2) of title 38, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end the 
following new subparagraph: 

‘“(H) To a non-Department entity (includ- 
ing private entities and other departments 
or agencies of the Federal Government) that 
provides hospital care or medical treatment 
to veterans.”’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 859, the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. O’ROURKE) and a Mem- 
ber opposed each will control 5 min- 
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. O’ROURKE. I yield myself such 
time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, as we now know, we 
are 43,000 providers short within the 
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VA, which means that there is an 
unmet need and demand from veterans 
in the communities that we serve and 
whom we represent. To be able to 
bridge this gap, we are going to have to 
more effectively leverage capacity for 
care in public and private institutions 
throughout this country. These are 
public hospitals, private hospitals, and 
public and private clinics. 

There are different means of doing 
this right now, which the VA Secretary 
seeks to streamline into one program, 
and I support this; but in the mean- 
time, while we are largely dependent 
on the Choice Program that this Con- 
gress passed not too long ago, we must 
ensure that the care for these veterans 
is coordinated in a seamless manner. 

Part of the problem in doing that is 
that the medical records for veterans 
are not effectively traveling with them 
from the VA to their provider in the 
community, and, in fact, because of an 
antiquated interpretation of veterans’ 
medical information records, veterans 
have to sign a waiver allowing the VA 
to share that information. 

Now, no other provider of medical 
care in this country operates under 
those same standards. And today, it is 
estimated that fewer than 3 percent of 
veterans have affirmatively signed 
these release forms allowing their in- 
formation to be effectively shared with 
the community providers so that pro- 
vider can make informed medical deci- 
sions for that veteran’s treatment. 

Inclusion of this amendment in the 
final bill’s passage will ensure that we 
bring the VA up to modern medical 
standards, where veterans will still be 
protected by HIPAA and privacy laws 
but will have their critical medical in- 
formation effectively shared without 
fear of exposure of any of their private 
and identifiable information. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask that the Con- 
gress support this amendment into in- 
clusion in the final bill so that we can 
effectively leverage that care in the 
community. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair- 
man, I ask unanimous consent to claim 
the time in opposition, even though I 
do not oppose the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Florida? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair- 
man, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Again, Mr. O’ROURKE has brought an 
outstanding addition to this important 
piece of legislation. It is critical for 
continuity and the provision of safe, 
quality health care to our veterans to 
allow them to be able to communicate 
back and forth without any impedi- 
ments, so I appreciate Mr. O’ROURKE’s 
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hard work and, again, bringing this 
amendment to the floor. I urge my col- 
leagues to support it. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Texas (Mr. O’ROURKE). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 18 OFFERED BY MR. O’ROURKE 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 18 printed 
in House Report 114-742. 

Mr. O’ROURKE. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 54, add after line 2 the following: 

SEC. 11. SURVEY OF VETERAN EXPERIENCES 
WITH DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS 
AFFAIRS MEDICAL CARE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Vet- 
erans Affairs shall seek to enter into a con- 
tract with a non-government entity with sig- 
nificant experience conducting scientifically 
verifiable surveys and research to conduct an 
annual survey of a statistically significant 
sample of veterans who reside in the geo- 
graphic area served by each of the medical 
facilities of the Department of Veterans Af- 
fairs to determine the nature of the experi- 
ences of such veterans in obtaining hospital 
care and medical services furnished by the 
Secretary at each such medical facility. 
Each such survey shall be conducted using 
scientific and verifiable methods. Such con- 
tract shall provide that the non-government 
entity shall conduct such annual surveys 
during the five-year period beginning on the 
date on which the Secretary enters into the 
contract with the non-government entity. 

(b) CONTENTS.—The contract entered into 
under subsection (a) shall provide that each 
survey conducted pursuant to the contract 
shall be specific to a medical facility of the 
Department and shall include questions re- 
lating to the experiences of veterans in re- 
questing and receiving appointments for hos- 
pital care and medical services furnished by 
the Secretary at that medical facility, in- 
cluding questions relating to each of the fol- 
lowing: 

(1) The veteran’s ability to obtain hospital 
care and medical services at the facility in a 
timely manner. 

(2) The period of time between the date on 
which the veteran requests an appointment 
at the facility and the date on which the ap- 
pointment is scheduled. 

(3) The frequency with which scheduled ap- 
pointments are cancelled by the facility. 

(4) The quality of hospital care or medical 
services the veteran has received at the fa- 
cility. 

(c) CONSULTATION.—The contract entered 
into under subsection (a) shall provide that 
in designing and conducting the surveys for 
each medical facility of the Department pur- 
suant to such contract, the non-government 
entity shall consult with veterans service or- 
ganizations. 

(d) CERTIFICATION.—The contract entered 
into under subsection (a) shall provide that— 

(1) before conducting a survey pursuant to 
the contract, the non-government entity 
shall submit the proposed survey to the 
Comptroller General who shall assess wheth- 
er the survey is scientifically valid and 
whether the proposed sample size of veterans 
to be surveyed is statistically significant; 
and 
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(2) the non-government entity may not 
conduct such a survey until the Comptroller 
General provides such a certification for the 
survey. 

(e) SUBMITTAL OF RESULTS AND PUBLIC 
AVAILABILITY OF INFORMATION.—Not later 
than 30 days after the completion of the sur- 
veys conducted pursuant to a contract en- 
tered into under subsection (a) for a year, 
the Secretary shall make the results of the 
surveys publicly available on the Internet 
website of the Department. 

(f) PAPERWORK REDUCTION.—Subchapter I 
of chapter 35 of title 44, United States Code 
shall not apply to this section. 

(€) DEADLINE FOR IMPLEMENTATION.—The 
Secretary shall enter into a contract under 
subsection (a) for each medical facility of 
the Department by not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 859, the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. O’ROURKE) and a Mem- 
ber opposed each will control 5 min- 
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. O’ROURKE. I yield myself such 
time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise today to speak 
on behalf of this amendment No. 18, 
which we are referring to as the Ask a 
Veteran amendment to the underlying 
bill. 

This essentially builds on some of the 
pioneering work taking place in the 
community I have the privilege to rep- 
resent in El Paso, Texas. Before the 
wait-time scandal broke in Phoenix, we 
were hearing alarming discrepancies 
between what the VA was telling us 
that a veteran was waiting in our com- 
munity and what we were hearing at 
our townhalls from veterans them- 
selves. 

In order to try to resolve this issue, 
we conducted a scientific survey by an 
independent third-party with a margin 
of error under 4 percent to ask veterans 
from their own experience and in their 
own words what they had experienced 
in terms of care at the VA. We found 
that instead of meeting the 14-day 
standard then in place by the VA for 
access to care, veterans, on average, 
were waiting over 70 days to see a pri- 
mary care physician and over 60 days 
to see a mental health care provider. 

Most alarmingly, 37 percent of the 
veterans who were surveyed who 
sought mental health care were not 
able to get an appointment in 14 days 
or 60 days or 1 year. They never got in 
at all. It is important that we remem- 
ber that in the context of the VHA’s re- 
cent admission that after a scientific 
survey of veterans in all 50 States, an 
average of 20 veterans a day are taking 
their lives in this country, and 14 of 
those 20 veterans who will take their 
lives today have not had a chance to 
see someone at the VA. 

We have learned that we cannot de- 
pend on the VA to tell us how the VA 
is doing. We must ask veterans di- 
rectly. This amendment will do just 
that. It will, in every community that 
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we serve, ask the veterans themselves 
how long they are waiting, when they 
first requested care and when that was 
received, the continuity of that care, 
the quality of that care, and the cus- 
tomer service. 

If we are to create a culture of ac- 
countability in the VA, as the chair- 
man has said over and over again, and 
which I agree with wholeheartedly, we 
need to ask the veterans directly about 
their experience. We can no longer 
make the same mistake of trusting the 
VA to tell us how the VA is doing. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask for this body’s 
full support of this measure that will 
help us hold the VA in check, keep 
them accountable, and ensure that vet- 
erans always have a voice in oversight 
of this most important institution. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 seconds to 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
TAKANO), the ranking member. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman from Texas for yielding 
me 30 seconds. Mr. Chairman, I fully 
support his amendment, and I encour- 
age my colleagues to do the same. 

Mr. O'ROURKE. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair- 
man, I ask unanimous consent to claim 
the time in opposition, even though I 
do not oppose the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Florida? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair- 
man, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Again, Mr. O’ROURKE has brought an- 
other good piece of legislation to the 
floor. In fact, this has previously 
passed the House in the 113th Congress. 
I think that veterans’ voices must be 
heard, and we also must be careful how 
the questions are asked. We know how 
any survey or poll can be manipulated. 
It is very important that this is a 
trusted survey. I would urge my col- 
leagues to support this amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Texas (Mr. O’ROURKE). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 19 OFFERED BY MR. TAKANO 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 19 printed 
in House Report 114-742. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chairman, as the 
designee of the gentleman from Min- 
nesota (Mr. WALZ), I offer amendment 
No. 19. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 54, add after line 2 the following: 

SEC. 11. PROVISION OF STATUS UNDER LAW BY 
HONORING CERTAIN MEMBERS OF 


THE RESERVE COMPONENTS AS VET- 
ERANS. 


(a) VETERAN STATUS.— 
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(1) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 1 of title 38, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after section 107 the following new section: 

“§ 107A. Honoring as veterans certain persons 
who performed service in the reserve com- 
ponents 
“Any person who is entitled under chapter 

1223 of title 10 to retired pay for nonregular 
service or, but for age, would be entitled 
under such chapter to retired pay for nonreg- 
ular service shall be honored as a veteran 
but shall not be entitled to any benefit by 
reason of this section.’’. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of such chapter is 
amended by inserting after the item relating 
to section 107 the following new item: 

‘107A. Honoring as veterans certain persons 
who performed service in the 
reserve components.”’. 

(b) CLARIFICATION REGARDING BENEFITS.— 
No person may receive any benefit under the 
laws administered by the Secretary of Vet- 
erans Affairs solely by reason of section 107A 
of title 38, United States Code, as added by 
subsection (a). 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 859, the gentleman 
from California (Mr. TAKANO) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
support of the amendment, which 
would provide deserved recognition for 
the National Guard and Reserve retir- 
ees. 

The National Guard and Reserve 
component retirees who have served 
less than 180 straight days of Active 
Duty are not able to call themselves 
veterans due to the legal definition. 
This is despite their 20 years of service 
to their State and their Nation and de- 
spite their service in emergencies like 
floods, fires, and other natural disas- 
ters. 

The amendment allows these Na- 
tional Guard and Reserve retirees to 
say “Iam a veteran,” the ability to get 
a license plate showing their veteran 
status and to go to the store and buy a 
hat that says ‘‘Proud Veteran” without 
feeling guilty. It is simply a way to 
honor the men and women who have 
served in and retired from our National 
Guard and Reserve forces. It has no 
cost, and it already passed the House 
last by a vote of 407-0. I urge my col- 
leagues to support the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair- 
man, I ask unanimous consent to claim 
the time in opposition to the amend- 
ment, even though I do not oppose it. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Florida? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, this is an important 
piece of legislation to many. It would 
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give the ability for those who have 
served in the National Guard or Re- 
serve for 20 years selflessly to be able 
to call themselves a veteran. It has al- 
ready passed the House, as my col- 
league has already brought to our at- 
tention, back in February. 

Representative WALZ is steadfast in 
his support of the National Guard and 
Reserve and all those who have worn 
the uniform of this Nation. I think it is 
very fitting that it be a part of this 
legislation today. I urge its passage. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chairman, I have 
no further speakers, and I urge all my 
colleagues to support the amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from California (Mr. TAKANO). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chairman, I de- 
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from California will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 20 OFFERED BY MR. TAKANO 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 20 printed 
in House Report 114-742. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chairman, as the 
designee of the gentleman from Min- 
nesota (Mr. WALZ), I offer amendment 
No. 20. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 


Page 54, add after line 2 the following: 

SEC. 11. PROVISION OF REHABILITATIVE EQUIP- 
MENT AND HUMAN-POWERED VEHI- 
CLES TO CERTAIN DISABLED VET- 
ERANS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1714(a) of title 38, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘Any veteran’’ and insert- 
ing ‘‘(1) Any veteran’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

“(2)(A) The Secretary may furnish reha- 
bilitative equipment to any veteran who is 
entitled to a prosthetic appliance. 

‘(B) In carrying out subparagraph (A), the 
Secretary may modify non-rehabilitative 
equipment owned by a veteran only if the 
veteran elects for such modification. 

“(C) The Secretary shall annually submit 
to the Committees on Veterans’ Affairs of 
the House of Representatives and the Senate 
a report on rehabilitative equipment fur- 
nished to veterans under subparagraph (A). 
Each such report shall include, with respect 
to the year covered by the report— 

“(i) the number of veterans eligible to re- 
ceive such rehabilitative equipment; 

“(ii) the number of veterans who received 
such rehabilitative equipment; 

“(iii) the number of veterans who elected 
to receive modified equipment pursuant to 
subparagraph (B); and 

“(iv) any recommendations of the Sec- 
retary to improve furnishing veterans with 
rehabilitative equipment. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


‘“(D) In this paragraph, the term ‘rehabili- 
tative equipment’ means— 

“() rehabilitative equipment, including 
recreational sports equipment that provide 
an adaption or accommodation for the vet- 
eran, regardless of whether such equipment 
is intentionally designed to be adaptive 
equipment; and 

‘“(ii) includes hand cycles, recumbent bicy- 
cles, medically adapted upright bicycles, and 
upright bicycles.’’. 

(b) No ADDITIONAL FUNDS.—No additional 
funds are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out the requirements of this section 
and the amendments made by this section. 
Such requirements shall be carried out using 
amounts otherwise authorized. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 859, the gentleman 
from California (Mr. TAKANO) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
support of the amendment, which 
would allow the VA flexibility in pro- 
viding equipment to help injured vet- 
erans recover through adaptive recre- 
ation. Specifically, it allows the Sec- 
retary of the VA to furnish rehabilita- 
tive equipment to veterans entitled to 
prosthetic appliances or modify non- 
rehabilitative equipment owned by a 
veteran. For example, this bill would 
allow a veteran with a prosthetic to 
bring his or her bike in and have it 
fitted to work with their prosthetic. 

Currently, the VA can purchase new 
recreational equipment to support 
healing for the veteran, but sometimes 
a veteran just wants to use his or her 
own equipment; they want a return to 
normal after a major life-changing 
event that led to their need for a pros- 
thetic. 

This bill has no cost since the VA al- 
ready has the equipment and the peo- 
ple to do this. I urge my colleagues to 
support this legislation. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair- 
man, I ask unanimous consent to claim 
the time in opposition, even though I 
am not opposed to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Florida? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, this is another valu- 
able piece of legislation brought to us 
by our friend, Mr. WALZ. Disabled vet- 
erans do, in fact, need access to adapt- 
ive equipment, including recreational 
sports equipment. I think that this is a 
very commonsense amendment. I sup- 
port it. I urge my colleagues to support 
it. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from California (Mr. TAKANO). 
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The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chairman, I de- 
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from California will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 21 OFFERED BY MR. DUFFY 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 21 printed 
in House Report 114-742. 

Mr. DUFFY. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 


Page 54, after line 2, insert the following: 

SEC. 11. APPOINTMENT OF LICENSED HEARING 
AID SPECIALISTS IN VETERANS 
HEALTH ADMINISTRATION. 

(a) LICENSED HEARING AID SPECIALISTS.— 

(1) APPOINTMENT.—Section 17401(3) of title 
38, United States Code, is amended by insert- 
ing ‘“‘licensed hearing aid specialists,” after 
““Audiologists,’’. 

(2) QUALIFICATIONS.—Section 7402(b)(14) of 
such title is amended by inserting ‘‘, hearing 
aid specialist” after ‘‘dental technologist”. 

(b) REQUIREMENTS.—With respect to ap- 
pointing hearing aid specialists under sec- 
tions 7401 and 7402 of title 38, United States 
Code, as amended by subsection (a), and pro- 
viding services furnished by such specialists, 
the Secretary shall ensure that— 

(1) a hearing aid specialist may only per- 
form hearing services consistent with the 
hearing aid specialist’s State license related 
to the practice of fitting and dispensing 
hearing aids without excluding other quali- 
fied professionals, including audiologists, 
from rendering services in overlapping prac- 
tice areas; 

(2) services provided to veterans by hearing 
aid specialists shall be provided as part of 
the non-medical treatment plan developed 
by an audiologist; and 

(3) the medical facilities of the Department 
of Veterans Affairs provide to veterans ac- 
cess to the full range of professional services 
provided by an audiologist. 

(c) CONSULTATION.—In determining the 
qualifications required for hearing aid spe- 
cialists and in carrying out subsection (b), 
the Secretary shall consult with veterans 
service organizations, audiologists, 
otolaryngologists, hearing aid specialists, 
and other stakeholder and industry groups 
as the Secretary determines appropriate. 

(d) ANNUAL REPORT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than one year 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
and annually thereafter during the five-year 
period beginning on the date of the enact- 
ment of this Act, the Secretary of Veterans 
Affairs shall submit to Congress a report on 
the following: 

(A) Timely access of veterans to hearing 
health services through the Department of 
Veterans Affairs. 

(B) Contracting policies of the Department 
with respect to providing hearing health 
services to veterans in facilities that are not 
facilities of the Department. 

(2) TIMELY ACCESS TO SERVICES.—EHach re- 
port shall, with respect to the matter speci- 
fied in paragraph (1)(A) for the one-year pe- 
riod preceding the submittal of such report, 
include the following: 
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(A) The staffing levels of audiologists, 
hearing aid specialists, and health techni- 
cians in audiology in the Veterans Health 
Administration. 

(B) A description of the metrics used by 
the Secretary in measuring performance 
with respect to appointments and care relat- 
ing to hearing health. 

(C) The average time that a veteran waits 
to receive an appointment, beginning on the 
date on which the veteran makes the re- 
quest, for the following: 

(i) A disability rating evaluation for a 
hearing-related disability. 

(ii) A hearing aid evaluation. 

(iii) Dispensing of hearing aids. 

(iv) Any follow-up hearing health appoint- 
ment. 

(D) The percentage of veterans whose total 
wait time for appointments described in sub- 
paragraph (C), including an initial and fol- 
low-up appointment, if applicable, is more 
than 30 days. 

(3) CONTRACTING POLICIES.—Each report 
shall, with respect to the matter specified in 
paragraph (1)(B) for the one-year period pre- 
ceding the submittal of such report, include 
the following: 

(A) The number of veterans that the Sec- 
retary refers to non-Department audiologists 
for hearing health care appointments. 

(B) The number of veterans that the Sec- 
retary refers to non-Department hearing aid 
specialists for follow-up appointments for a 
hearing aid evaluation, the dispensing of 
hearing aids, or any other purpose relating 
to hearing health. 


The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 859, the gentleman 
from Wisconsin (Mr. DUFFY) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Wisconsin. 
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Mr. DUFFY. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today in support of my amendment, 
amendment No. 20, to Chairman MIL- 
LER’s VA Accountability First and Ap- 
peals Modernization Act. 

My amendment would add hearing 
aid specialists to the list of medical 
providers at the VA, allowing veterans 
access to timely hearing aid adjust- 
ments while still providing them with 
the same quality of care. 

I come from rural America. One of 
the issues that we come across is that 
many of our veterans have hearing 
issues and—by the way, hearing and 
audiology issues are increasing at a 
rate of 10 percent per year in the VA— 
it takes a long time to get an appoint- 
ment with an audiologist. 

Once they get that appointment with 
the audiologist and they get a hearing 
aid, oftentimes they have to come back 
to the audiologist, waiting 2 weeks, 4 
weeks, 6 weeks for that appointment to 
get that hearing aid adjusted and 
fitted. Or if something goes wrong, 
they have to wait another 4 weeks to 
go back to get it refitted and fixed. 

So what this amendment would do is 
allow for our veterans to use hearing 
aid specialists, oftentimes in their own 
community, getting quick access to 
care so that they can hear. It is also 
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going to free up our audiologists to do 
the more serious work that is nec- 
essary with our veterans. We are in a 
scenario where not only are we going 
to save money, but we are also going to 
be able to provide better quality care 
to our veterans. 

In my neck of the woods, if a veteran 
can get a hearing aid adjusted in their 
own community as opposed to driving 2 
hours or 3 hours to a VA facility, it is 
a big, big deal for them. 

So often I am hearing stories from 
family members who talk about their 
loved one who is maybe from Vietnam 
or from World War II. They will sit 
around the table and just smile, nod- 
ding their head in conversations be- 
cause they can’t hear. 

I have heard stories where they have 
gotten their hearing aids and they have 
actually thrown them away because 
they can’t get appointments. They 
don’t know how the darn things work. 

This is an easy fix. I appreciate the 
chairman’s support. I think we have 
support from my friends across the 
aisle. It is an easy fix with no cost. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chairman, I claim 
the time in opposition, though I am 
not opposed to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the gentleman from California is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chair, I am pre- 
pared to support the amendment, and I 
urge my colleagues to do the same. 

Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. DUFFY. Mr. Chair, I appreciate 
the gentleman’s support. 

Mr. Chair, I include in the RECORD 
six letters from numerous veterans 
service organizations in support of H.R. 
5620, as amended. 

IRAQ AND AFGHANISTAN 
VETERANS OF AMERICA, 
August 26, 2016. 
Hon. JEFF MILLER, 
Chairman, House Committee on Veterans Af- 
fairs, Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN MILLER, Iraq and Afghani- 
stan Veterans of America (IAVA) and our 
425,000 members are pleased to offer our 
strong support for H.R. 5620, the VA Ac- 
countability First and Appeals Moderniza- 
tion Act. 

It has been over two years since the scan- 
dal in Phoenix alerted the country to the 
egregious state of the VA health care sys- 
tem. And yet little has been done to ensure 
the VA is equipped with the necessary au- 
thorities to address workforce account- 
ability. The large majority of VA employees 
serve veterans with distinction, but there 
are employees whose poor performance or, at 
worst, gross negligence put veterans at risk. 
They need to immediately be removed from 
the VA to restore trust within the VA sys- 
tem. IAVA believes this legislation provides 
the VA leadership those necessary authori- 
ties while still providing due process. While 
accountability at the VA is past due, the 
changes to due process and the appointments 
clause ensure such accountability is done re- 
sponsibly. 
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Additionally, this legislation provides 
many improvements to the disability com- 
pensation appeals process desperately needed 
at the VA to better manage the appeals 
backlog. Reducing burdensome red tape will 
better serve veterans and their families and 
will improve efficiency within the VA. 

Veterans have made great sacrifices in 
service to our nation, and IAVA believes 
they deserve a VA that can provide the level 
of care they have earned. If we can be of 
help, please contact Tom Porter, IAVA’s 
Legislative Director. 

Sincerely, 
JONATHAN SCHLEIFER, 
Interim Chief Policy Officer, 
Iraq and Afghanistan Veterans of America. 
NATIONAL ASSOCIATION FOR 
UNIFORMED SERVICES, 
Springfield, VA, July 13, 2016. 
Hon. JEFF MILLER, 
Chairman, House Committee on Veterans’ Af- 
fairs, Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN MILLER: On behalf of the 
nationwide membership of the National As- 
sociation for Uniformed Services (NAUS), I 
would like to offer our full support for H.R. 
5640, a bill that combines VA accountability 
provisions with personnel appeals reform. 

Your legislation would enhance the power 
of the Department of Veterans Affairs to 
hold its employees accountable for their ac- 
tions and for when they abuse their public 
trust and their obligation to care for sick 
and injured veterans. At the same time, your 
bill is balanced. It does not come at the ex- 
pense of fairness and equitable treatment of 
VA employees. 

NAUS supports efforts to reform VA into 
an organization worthy of the veterans it is 
charged with serving. Various personnel poli- 
cies and antiquated rules have played a part 
in pushing its ranks into a culture of corrup- 
tion that has led to a list of scandals in VA 
facilities nationwide. It is time to ensure ac- 
countability where it is needed. 

Once again, thank you for introducing leg- 
islation that will address the intolerably cor- 
rosive culture of no-accountability at the 
Department of Veterans Affairs. Thank you 
as well, for your continued support for Amer- 
ica’s veterans. 

Sincerely, 
RICHARD A. JONES, 
Legislative Director. 
RESERVE OFFICERS ASSOCIATION, 
Washington, DC, July 15, 2016. 
Hon. JEFF MILLER, 
Chairman, Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
House of Representatives, Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN MILLER: The Reserve Offi- 
cers Association of the United States sup- 
ports H.R. 5620, the “VA Accountability 
First and Appeals Modernization Act of 
2016,” to amend title 38 U.S.C., giving the 
Secretary of Veterans Affairs broader au- 
thority to establish performance account- 
ability among employees within the depart- 
ment and to reform the disability claims ap- 
peal process. 

The public’s trust in the quality of VA 
health care and benefits administration has 
needlessly suffered because VA employees 
were not doing their jobs and because VA 
managers at all levels neglected their re- 
sponsibilities. Poor performance has cost 
veterans their health and even their lives; 
veterans die waiting for a claim settlement. 
Families trust that their loved one will be 
taken care of and not taken from them. 

Civil servants must be accountable; poor 
performance must not be tolerated, nor re- 
warded with promotions and bonuses. The 
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VA leadership’s disciplinary failure is clear: 
according to congressional sources, in the 
wake of the 2014 scandals only three employ- 
ees have been terminated; of 452 disciplinary 
cases, nearly a third were mitigated. “. . . in 
the San Diego [regional office], a Veteran 
Service Representative was proposed for re- 
moval, but the employee only received a sus- 
pension for less than 14 days. The suspen- 
sions can also be misleading as we have seen 
plenty of cases where VA merely uses a 
‘paper’ suspension but in reality the em- 
ployee serves a much shorter suspension, if 
they serve one at all.” 

Accountability will strengthen the civil 
service: high-performing teams will attract 
quality into public service. Of special value 
are measures impacting the Senior Execu- 
tive Service. Essentially beyond the reach of 
discipline and accountability, the SES is the 
“center of gravity” for an agency’s perform- 
ance: the effects of mediocrity at the top, 
with bonuses unjustified by performance, 
cascades devastatingly through the ranks. 

ROA also supports the act’s increased 
whistleblower protections; in truth, the leg- 
islative branch and the agency’s internal 
controls, such as its inspector general, have 
at best a limited capacity to identify abuses 
of the public trust that occur beyond detec- 
tion, deep in the bureaucracy. Whistle- 
blowers are a veteran’s best friend and must 
be encouraged and protected. 

But merely giving an agency the tools to 
make internal corrections does not nec- 
essarily lead to their use: Congress must ex- 
ercise rigorous oversight, unsparingly re- 
vealing to public scrutiny the failures of 
agency heads and the administration in dis- 
charging their duties, and exerting all influ- 
ential means appropriate to bring about cor- 
rection. 

ROA has a membership of 50,000 and is the 
only national military association that ex- 
clusively supports all the uniformed reserve 
components of the United States. Thank you 
for your efforts on this issue, and your sup- 
port of our veterans. Please have your staff 
call Susan Lukas, ROA’s legislative director 
with any question or issue you would like to 
discuss. 

Sincerely, 
JEFFREY E. PHILLIPS, 
Executive Director. 
STUDENT VETERANS OF AMERICA, 
Washington, DC, July 7, 2016. 
Chairman JEFF MILLER, 
Committee on Veterans Affairs, 
House of Representatives. 

CHAIRMAN MILLER: On behalf of Student 
Veterans of America (SVA), a coalition of 
over 1,390 student veteran organization chap- 
ters at colleges and universities with over 
550,000 student veterans at those campuses, I 
am writing to express our support of HR 5620 
the “VA Accountability First and Appeals 
Modernization Act of 2016”. The bill supports 
stronger accountability measures for Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs employees and in- 
creases the efficiency of the disability ap- 
peals process. This bill gives the VA sec- 
retary the authority to take necessary ac- 
tion against negligent employees, such as re- 
calling their bonuses and relocation ex- 
penses. Accountability is a major challenge 
for the VA and this bill addresses account- 
ability challenges with specific measures. In 
addition, we support reform of the benefit 
appeals process. 

As supporters of the previous legislation 
the “VA Accountability Act of 2015’’, we sup- 
port these necessary changes. Student vet- 
erans nationally rely on the Department of 
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Veteran Affairs for benefits and for health 
care as well as other programs and services. 
The goals of HR 5620 align with those of 
SVA. As Secretary McDonald said, ‘‘As the 
Nation’s foremost advisory body in medicine 
and healthcare, you know that the Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs is in the midst of 
overcoming problems involving access to 
healthcare. We own them, and we’re fixing 
them.”’ 
The Secretary of the Department of Vet- 
erans Affairs requires legislative authority 
to fix accountability challenges so he may 
hold employees accountable with appro- 
priate policies and processes. SVA supports 
this bill for these reasons. Please contact us 
should you have any questions or concerns. 
Respectfully, 


JAMES SCHMELING, 
Executive Vice President. 
JULY 22, 2016. 
Hon. JEFF MILLER, 
Chairman, House Committee on Veterans Af- 
fairs, Washington DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN MILLER: VetsFirst, a pro- 
gram of United Spinal Association is writing 
to express its upmost support for H.R. 5620, 
“VA Accountability First and Appeals Mod- 
ernization Act of 2016.” As a VA recognized 
National Veterans Service Organization, 
United Spinal Association, through its 
VetsFirst program, advocates on behalf of all 
of our nation’s veterans. With the numerous 
scandals plaguing VA now, it is essential 
that Congress take action to rectify the situ- 
ation and this legislation is an important 
first step. 

The VA Accountability First and Appeals 
Modernization Act of 2016 is a worthy piece 
of legislation as it proposes to tackle several 
issues that have undercut the taxpayers’ 
faith in VA. H.R. 5620 provides for the re- 
moval or demotion of employees based on 
performance or misconduct. This is critical 
as it not only removes bad apples within VA, 
but addresses the culture of VA and shows 
that Congress will no longer tolerate the 
abuse of our nation’s veterans. It provides 
for the reduction of benefits for senior execu- 
tive service (SES) members convicted of cer- 
tain crimes, recoups bonuses and relocation 
bonuses of certain VA employees, stream- 
lines personnel actions and addresses the 
treatment of whistleblowers. Finally, it pro- 
vides much needed reform to the current VA 
appeals process. This reform is essential as it 
addresses employee’s misconduct more effi- 
ciently, while establishing procedures that 
ensure the accused’s Constitutional rights 
are properly protected. 

VetsFirst, believes that Veterans deserve 
honest, timely and efficient service. For too 
long VA and its culture have allowed for 
abuses against those who have sacrificed for 
this nation. H.R. 5620 addresses both the 
abuses and the need for cultural reform. 
Therefore, we are proud to offer our support 
for this meaningful legislation. 

If we can be of further assistance, please 
contact Ross Meglathery, Vice President of 
VetsFirst, if VetsFirst can be of assistance. 

Sincerely, 
Ross MEGLATHERY, 
Vice President, VetsFirst, 
a program of United Spinal Association. 
UNITED STATES ARMY, 
WARRANT OFFICERS ASSOCIATION, 
Herndon, VA, August 9, 2016. 
Hon. JEFF MILLER, 
Chairman, House Veterans Affairs Committee, 
House of Representatives, Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN MILLER: The United States 

Army Warrant Officers Association 
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(USAWOA) is the only military service orga- 
nization thoroughly devoted to the welfare 
of Army Warrant Officers—serving, former 
and retired—and their families. The 
USAWOA writes in support of your bill, H.R. 
5620, the “VA Accountability First and Ap- 
peals Modernization Act of 2016.” 

Your bill would provide the Secretary of 
the Department of Veterans Affairs (VA) in- 
creased flexibility to remove VA employees 
for performance or misconduct, would pro- 
vide improved protections for whistleblowers 
(including restricting bonus awards for su- 
pervisors who retaliate against whistle- 
blowers), and would strengthen account- 
ability of VA Senior Executive Service (SES) 
employees. 

This legislation would also reform and 
streamline the VA’s appeals process for dis- 
ability benefits. This is crucial, as the back- 
log of appeals appears to be growing at geo- 
metric rates. 

USAWOA joined other members of The 
Military Coalition in working hard with 
members of Congress on the VA Choice Act 
in 2014. H.R. 5620 expands on this good work, 
to provide vastly more efficient service to 
our Veterans in need, as it also enforces 
greater accountability of the professionals 
tasked with serving them. 

The USAWOA thanks you for your leader- 
ship on this issue. Please do not hesitate to 
contact me for clarification of USAWOA’s 
position on this, or any other issue in the fu- 
ture. 

Sincerely, 
JACK Du TEIL, 
Executive Director. 

Mr. DUFFY. Mr. Chair, I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. DUFFY). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chair, I demand a 
recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Wisconsin will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 22 OFFERED BY MR. MILLER OF 
FLORIDA 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 22 printed 
in House Report 114-742. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair, I 
offer an amendment as the designee of 
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
LANCE). 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 54, after line 2, insert the following: 
SEC. 11. ANNUAL REPORT ON PERFORMANCE OF 


REGIONAL OFFICES OF THE DE- 
PARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS. 

Section 7734 of title 38, United States Code, 
is amended— 

(1) in the first sentence, by inserting before 
the period the following: ‘‘and on the per- 
formance of any regional office that fails to 
meet its administrative goals”; 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘and’’; 

(3) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para- 
graph (4); and 

(4) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol- 
lowing new paragraph (3): 
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“(3) in the case of any regional office that, 
for the year covered by the report, did not 
meet the administrative goal of no claim 
pending for more than 125 days and an accu- 
racy rating of 98 percent— 

“(A) a signed statement prepared by the 
individual serving as director of the regional 
office as of the date of the submittal of the 
report containing— 

“(i) an explanation for why the regional of- 
fice did not meet the goal; 

“(ii) a description of the additional re- 
sources needed to enable the regional office 
to reach the goal; and 

“(iii) a description of any additional ac- 
tions planned for the subsequent year that 
are proposed to enable the regional office to 
meet the goal; and 

‘(B) a statement prepared by the Under 
Secretary for Benefits explaining how the 
failure of the regional office to meet the goal 
affected the performance evaluation of the 
director of the regional office; and’’. 


The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 859, the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. MILLER) and a Mem- 
ber opposed each will control 5 min- 
utes. 


The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida. 


Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair, I 
offer this amendment, which is similar 
to a provision that was previously 
passed in the House in the 113th Con- 
gress. It improves transparency and 
provides important information about 
each regional office’s accuracy and pro- 
ductivity. 


I think that each regional office is 
required to submit a report whenever it 
fails to meet its goal of processing 
claims within 125 days and with 98 per- 
cent accuracy. Those are numbers that 
VA has set forth. I think that it is very 
important that we keep a timely track 
on this and not allow the backlogs to 
continue for an inordinate period of 
time. 


I urge my colleagues to support the 
amendment. 


Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 


The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Florida (Mr. MILLER). 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair, I 
move that the Committee do now rise. 


The motion was agreed to. 


Accordingly, the Committee rose; 
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. MIL- 
LER of Florida) having assumed the 
chair, Mr. ROTHFUS, Acting Chair of 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, reported that 
that Committee, having had under con- 
sideration the bill (H.R. 5620) to amend 
title 38, United States Code, to provide 
for the removal or demotion of employ- 
ees of the Department of Veterans Af- 
fairs based on performance or mis- 
conduct, and for other purposes, had 
come to no resolution thereon. 
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REGULATORY INTEGRITY ACT OF 
2016 
GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re- 
marks and include extraneous material 
on H.R. 5226. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to House Resolution 863 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consider- 
ation of the bill, H.R. 5226. 

The Chair appoints the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. ROTHFUS) to 
preside over the Committee of the 
Whole. 
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
Accordingly, the House resolved 


itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 5226) to 
amend chapter 3 of title 5, United 
States Code, to require the publication 
of information relating to pending 
agency regulatory actions, and for 
other purposes, with Mr. ROTHFUS in 
the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the 
bill is considered read the first time. 

The gentleman from Michigan (Mr. 
WALBERG) and the gentleman from Mis- 
souri (Mr. CLAY) each will control 30 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Chair, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise today in support 
of my bipartisan bill, H.R. 5226, the 
Regulatory Integrity Act of 2016, a 
good government transparency bill. 

This bill is a simple concept, but I be- 
lieve it will have an important and 
positive impact on the public’s partici- 
pation in the regulatory process. That 
positive impact will, in turn, benefit 
the regulatory process as a whole. 

Mr. Chairman, the public comment 
period is an essential part of upholding 
our democratic values. It ensures that 
Americans will have their voices heard 
in the Federal Government’s regu- 
latory process. 

H.R. 5226 helps preserve the integrity 
of the public commenting in two pri- 
mary ways. First, the bill defines the 
parameters of how an agency should 
communicate when the agency is offer- 
ing a proposal to the public and when 
asking that the public provide feed- 
back. This bill requires agencies to do 
only what you should expect them to 
do, if the request for feedback was gen- 
uine and sincere. 

Mr. Chairman, H.R. 5226 requires the 
agency to, one, identify itself; two, 
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clearly state whether the agency is ac- 
cepting public comments or consid- 
ering alternatives; and, three, most im- 
portantly, speak about the regulation 
in a neutral, unbiased tone. 

The people I represent in Michigan’s 
Seventh District are ready to offer 
honest and thoughtful feedback, but 
they currently lack confidence that 
Federal agencies are actually open to 
their insights and constructive criti- 
cism. 

There may be no better example of 
this tendency to ignore the American 
public than the EPA’s Waters of the 
U.S. Rule. The EPA not only over- 
looked the very real concerns of the 
countryside—concerns expressed by my 
constituents in Monroe, Jackson, and 
Lenawee County—but the EPA actu- 
ally engaged in a social media cam- 
paign to gin up support for their pro- 
posal. 

In fact, the Government Account- 
ability Office found that the EPA un- 
dertook a ‘‘covert propaganda” cam- 
paign by soliciting social media com- 
ments in support of their proposed 
rule. GAO also told the EPA to report 
this violation to the President and 
Congress because ‘‘the agency’s appro- 
priations were not available for these 
prohibited purposes.” 

The public comment period is the op- 
portunity afforded to American people 
to voice their concerns on proposed 
rules, and agencies must take their 
input seriously. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill simply tells 
agencies that they need to keep to the 
facts and avoid soliciting support when 
they ought to be soliciting comments. 

Mr. Chairman, the second way this 
bill helps to preserve the integrity of 
the regulatory process is that it estab- 
lishes transparency requirements for 
the agency in how it communicates to 
the public. 

The bill requires agencies to post on 
their Web site some basic information 
about each communication the agency 
makes about pending regulatory ac- 
tion. For each communication, the 
public will be able to see a copy of the 
communication, the intended audience, 
the method of communication, and the 
date the communication was issued. 

Additionally, agencies will be re- 
quired to post online a description of 
each regulatory action, the date the 
agency first began to consider or de- 
velop each action, the status of each 
action, and the expected date of com- 
pletion for each action. 

Mr. Chairman, these basic trans- 
parency measures will allow the public 
to have a central source for all commu- 
nication about a specific regulatory ac- 
tion so that the public can have a full 
and equal opportunity to understand 
the intent of the agency. 

It will also allow Congress and the 
American public to verify that commu- 
nications to the public about regu- 
latory actions are honest, unbiased, 
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and compliant with the requirements 
of the bill. 

Mr. Chairman, although individuals 
may disagree about how much regula- 
tion is appropriate or how intrusive 
regulations might be, we should all 
agree that the public’s participation is 
a vital part of legitimizing the rule- 
making process. Without input from 
the public—input that is fully consid- 
ered by the agency promulgating the 
rule—something fundamental is miss- 
ing from the legislation itself. 

Unfortunately, we have seen over and 
over again agencies that seem to be- 
lieve that the regulatory process is 
simply a perfunctory act of compliance 
necessary to reach the end goal of 
whatever regulatory scheme the agen- 
cy’s staff feels is best. 

What we see when the agency dimin- 
ishes the public input is that the rule- 
making process is used by agencies to 
advocate for what should be a proposed 
rule rather than used to refine and im- 
prove upon the agency’s existing 
thoughts. 
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In fact, Congress originally estab- 
lished the regulatory process as a way 
to crowdsource the development of reg- 
ulations long before the term 
“crowdsourcing” was even a thing. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill helps us re- 
turn to our original intent of 
crowdsourcing regulatory efforts, by 
preventing agencies from boasting to 
the public about how great their pro- 
posal is, instead of honestly and ear- 
nestly asking for feedback, construc- 
tive criticism, and a dialogue about 
how best to solve problems. As a result, 
H.R. 5226 will restore integrity to our 
regulatory process. 

I appreciate the opportunity to bring 
the bill to the floor today. I urge my 
colleagues to support this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Chairman, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong opposi- 
tion to H.R. 5226, and I cannot support 
this bill as drafted. This legislation is 
another attempt by House Republicans 
to attack agency rulemakings with 
which they disagree. This attack is 
done under the guise of creating more 
transparency, but the bill will actually 
lead to less openness in the agency 
rulemaking process. 

The bill we are considering today 
supposedly aims to prohibit improper 
communications by agencies, known as 
agency aggrandizement. What the bill 
actually does is muzzle agencies from 
talking about pending rules. 

This bill would prohibit agencies 
from making public communications 
to solicit support for or to promote a 
pending agency regulatory action. 
Agencies currently are prohibited from 
grassroots lobbying for an agency rule 
or from engaging in publicity or propa- 
ganda. 
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The GAO has issued opinions that de- 
fine what agencies can and cannot say. 
GAO says that three categories of com- 
munications are off limits: one, covert 
communications; two, self-aggrandize- 
ment; and three, purely partisan ac- 
tivities. 

This bill goes far beyond that by pro- 
hibiting communications that are to 
promote a rule. Almost anything an 
agency says would be considered pro- 
motion of a rule. The practical impact 
of this legislation is that almost any 
action the agency made to commu- 
nicate the benefits of a rule could be 
considered to be improperly promoting 
a pending action. 

The bill defines public communica- 
tion to include every oral, written, or 
electronic communication. This means 
that tweets as innocuous and as pop- 
ular as the Department of the Inte- 
rior’s daily nature photo could even be 
considered improper promotion. I can- 
not believe that the sponsors of this 
bill would really intend to regulate na- 
ture photos on Twitter. 

In addition to limiting communica- 
tions between agencies and the public, 
this legislation contains a number of 
other unnecessarily burdensome re- 
quirements. 

Yesterday, the White House issued a 
Statement of Administration Policy 
that said that, if this bill were pre- 
sented to the President, his senior ad- 
visers would recommend that he veto 
the bill. That statement said: ‘‘The 
Regulatory Integrity Act would be du- 
plicative and costly to the American 
taxpayer. The separate tracking and 
reporting of agency communications as 
prescribed by the bill is unnecessary, is 
extremely burdensome, and provides 
little to no value while diverting agen- 
cy resources from important prior- 
ities.” 

I urge my colleagues to reject H.R. 
5226. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
West Virginia (Mr. JENKINS). 

Mr. JENKINS of West Virginia. Mr. 
Chairman, I thank the gentleman for 
his leadership on this important issue. 

Congress and the courts have stated 
time and again, agencies cannot use 
taxpayer funds to lobby Congress on 
rules and regulations. It is supposed to 
be perfectly clear, but, unfortunately, 
we have seen that this administration 
thinks it is above the law, disregarding 
the clear differences between dissemi- 
nating information and lobbying. 

In 2004, The New York Times—yes, 
The New York Times—reported on the 
EPA’s use of taxpayers’ funds for a 
propaganda campaign to promote its 
proposed clean water rule. 

The minority talks about muzzling. 
Well, we do need to muzzle propaganda. 
At the same time the EPA was working 
with outside groups to actively pro- 
mote the rule on social media like 
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Facebook and Twitter, this covert 
propaganda came, despite the clear line 
that prohibits Federal agencies from 
engaging and lobbying on causes. 

Enough is enough, Mr. Chairman. 
Federal agencies should not be using 
taxpayer dollars to lobby on behalf of 
rules and regulations they are issuing, 
as The New York Times pointed out 
and discovered. 

I have heard from farmers, manufac- 
turers, miners, and more in West Vir- 
ginia about their concerns with rules 
such as waters of the U.S. Their con- 
cerns are legitimate, and the EPA 
should not be drowning out criticism 
by actively lobbying for their own 
rules on social media. 

This is a commonsense bill. This de- 
serves bipartisan support by all Mem- 
bers of Congress. It shouldn’t matter 
which party is in control of Congress or 
which party is in the White House. It is 
simply good policy. 

I encourage approval of this legisla- 
tion. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Chairman, I continue 
to reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

I am awaiting additional Members 
who would like to speak to this issue, 
but, in the intervening time, let me 
just say again I certainly, having ma- 
jored in forestry and land management 
early in my academic career, love pic- 
tures of nature. We are not attempting 
to stop that from taking place. We are 
simply saying that the American pub- 
lic deserves the opportunity, in regu- 
latory issues, to make clear public 
comments and to know, with trans- 
parency, what agencies are doing. 

To find out, with the new social 
media opportunities, that agencies like 
the EPA are using taxpayer dollars to 
purchase specific tools, electronic 
media tools, to engage in encouraging 
people only to comment positively 
about their rules, that is a great con- 
cern. So, Mr. Chairman, I think it is 
appropriate for us to put a little fur- 
ther block in saying taxpayers ought 
to be considered and agencies ought to 
listen to them, and not the other way 
around. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Chairman, I yield my- 
self 5 minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, I have a letter in my 
possession signed by numerous groups, 
public interest groups, stating their op- 
position to H.R. 5226. It is a very inter- 
esting combination of groups: the 
AFL-CIO, AFSCME, American Associa- 
tion of University Women, Americans 
for Financial Reform, Clean Water Ac- 
tion, Consumer Action, Consumer Fed- 
eration of America, Consumers for 
Auto Reliability and Safety, 
Earthjustice, U.S. PIRG, United Steel- 
workers, Voices for Progress, WE ACT 
for Environmental Justice, Project on 
Government Oversight, Public Citizen, 
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Prairie Rivers Network, and NET- 
WORK Lobby for Catholic Social Jus- 
tice. 

What they all agree on is that the 
Regulatory Integrity Act will signifi- 
cantly undermine a Federal agency’s 
ability to engage and inform the public 
in a meaningful and transparent way 
regarding its work on important, 
science-based rulemakings that will 
greatly benefit the public. 

As a result, the bill will lead to de- 
creased public awareness and participa- 
tion in the rulemaking process in di- 
rect contradiction of the Administra- 
tive Procedure Act and agencies’ au- 
thorizing statutes which specifically 
provide for broad stakeholder engage- 
ment. 

They point out that substantial am- 
biguities in the bill threaten to create 
uncertainty and confusion among agen- 
cies about what public communications 
are permissible and, thus, risk discour- 
aging them from keeping the public ap- 
prised of the important work that they 
do on its behalf. 

In an era when agencies should be in- 
creasingly embracing innovative 21st 
century communications technologies 
needed to reach the public, including 
social media, H.R. 5226 sends exactly 
the wrong message. So that means that 
all of these groups feel as though this 
legislation would dampen or chill the 
public’s ability to be able to weigh in 
on a rule, to be able to even know what 
those agencies are doing. I just, for the 
life of me, cannot understand what the 
urgency is to pass this bill into law and 
to have the chilling effects that it 
would have on the public’s ability to 
communicate with its government. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

I thank my friend and colleague from 
Missouri. I appreciate his concerns, ap- 
preciate the list. But in that list, I 
didn’t hear anyone that would have to 
live directly under the new regulations 
that are being proposed or people that 
would offer comment with great con- 
cerns of how it would impact them. 

Iam thinking of the agriculture com- 
munity in my district, major commu- 
nity in the district, with great con- 
cerns about waters of the U.S. and the 
impact that it would have in doing 
away with the opportunity of the fam- 
ily farm, in many cases. 

So I don’t see any significant prob- 
lems with any ambiguity, if there be 
any, which this legislation might 
produce amongst agencies because we 
are always open to agencies coming to 
Congress asking questions. What did 
we mean? 

I think debates like this, that I ap- 
preciate, give an opportunity to look 
back and say this is what we debated, 
this is what we meant to do, and this is 
how you ought to carry it out. So the 
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issue of any ambiguity that would 
come up from this legislation, in fact, 
I don’t think it is a problem. It adds 
more insight. 

I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman 
from West Virginia (Mr. JENKINS). 

Mr. JENKINS of West Virginia. Mr. 
Chairman, again, listening to the crit- 
ical nature of this issue about commu- 
nication—I served 18 years in our State 
legislature. One of the great awak- 
enings to me up here was the fact that, 
once we pass a law and we tell the ad- 
ministration, who tells an agency to 
craft a rule to carry out that law, 
under the Federal system, the agency 
can do essentially whatever it wants to 
do. 
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That rule doesn’t officially come 
back and not go into effect until the 
Congress gives its stamp of approval. 
The agency basically can do almost 
anything it wants. The role, responsi- 
bility, and power of Congress is some- 
what limited. 

In the State legislature, a rule had to 
come back in West Virginia and get the 
full approval of the legislature once 
again. That was the voice of the legis- 
lature to say: We think you got it 
right, agency, or not. 

We don’t have that luxury here. That 
is why in this rulemaking process, the 
communication as the draft rule and 
proposed final rule get published, we 
run into the issue where an agency, 
through all these incredible commu- 
nication tools, might cross the line and 
actually try to influence the public 
comments to bolster their rule, essen- 
tially lobbying for their own rule. That 
is simply wrong. We need to have a 
clearly defined rule. 

That is what this bill does. We need 
to put the power back in the people and 
to make sure that they are not unduly 
influenced by an agency that is simply 
trying to sell their rule. Commu- 
nicating with the public is important. 
We have incredible communication 
tools. That is a positive thing. But 
they have to be used in the right way, 
and that is why this legislation makes 
sure that they are used in the right 
way and why this is so important. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Chairman, I yield my- 
self 5 minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, my friend from Michi- 
gan mentioned that he didn’t hear in 
the list people that may be impacted 
by this legislation. The list includes 34 
different groups, and some of them 
that I think that all of us represent 
that would be impacted by this arbi- 
trary legislation are groups like Con- 
sumer Federation of America, 
Earthjustice, Environment America, 
Greenpeace, Natural Resources Defense 
Council, and Prairie Rivers Network—I 
am not even sure where that is based, 
but I represent the confluence of the 
Mississippi and Missouri rivers right at 
St. Louis, so water is important to the 
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people in my region—U.S. PIRG, Union 
of Concerned Scientists, United Steel- 
workers, and United Support and Me- 
morial for Workplace Fatalities. Those 
are some of the groups that are rep- 
resented in this letter. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield the balance of 
my 5 minutes to the gentlewoman from 
the U.S. Virgin Islands (Ms. PLASKETT). 

Ms. PLASKETT. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank my colleague from Missouri. 

Mr. Chairman, H.R. 5226, the Regu- 
latory Integrity Act of 2016, would, we 
believe, impose duplicative and unnec- 
essary procedural requirements on 
agencies that would prevent them from 
efficiently performing their statutory 
responsibilities and could potentially 
lead to a less informed public due to 
the nature of the communication that 
is requested or not to be requested by 
this bill. Additionally, Mr. Chairman, 
these duplicative services will be cost- 
ly to the American taxpayer. 

While we agree that some increased 
transparency should be considered, this 
bill actually grinds regulatory proc- 
esses and has an onerous and chilling 
reporting requirement to it. The bill 
increases bureaucratic red tape my Re- 
publican colleagues purport to be the 
problem with government and creates 
additional oversight by the Federal 
Government on agencies. We do have 
the ability to keep agencies from what 
their rulemaking is through our own 
appropriation of those agencies and 
what they do. 

If that isn’t reason enough not to 
support this legislation, its added costs 
to the American taxpayers should do 
the job. The separate tracking and re- 
porting of agency communications as 
prescribed by the bill is unnecessary 
and extremely burdensome and pro- 
vides little to no value while diverting 
agency resources from the important 
priorities and work that the agencies 
with limited resources as it is are sup- 
posed to carry out. 

This bill is designed for the majority 
to more easily combat agency actions 
that they disagree with. 

Mr. Chairman, there are more urgent 
matters that we need to be taking up 
at this time that need our immediate 
attention: the Zika virus, the Flint 
water crisis, gun violence, and the her- 
oin and opiate crisis that are going on 
right now. This is really unnecessary 
time that this Congress should be tak- 
ing, and we believe that this should be 
struck down by this Congress. 

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. BISHOP), my good friend 
and colleague. 

Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. Mr. Chair- 
man, I thank Mr. WALBERG for all his 
hard work on this issue. It is a very im- 
portant issue for this country and the 
people that we represent. 

Every year, unelected bureaucrats 
create thousands of onerous rules that 
have the full effect of a law without 
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any input from the people that they 
will impact—rules like the EPA’s 
waters of the United States rule or the 
Department of Labor’s overtime rule— 
which I hear about often in my office. 
These rules are able to be crafted and 
adopted behind closed doors without 
ever being voted on by a single elected 
official with absolutely no trans- 
parency and no public debate. 

Nevertheless, this administration 
continues to churn out these rules 
without regard for the negative con- 
sequences or the fact that this rule- 
making process is contrary to the ex- 
press terms of the United States Con- 
stitution, Article I, section 1, which 
gives exclusive lawmaking power to 
the legislative branch. 

These rules have so many negative 
consequences like fewer jobs and less 
workplace flexibility, and they impact 
virtually everyone in some way or an- 
other. That is why I support Mr. 
WALBERG’s bill, H.R. 5226, the Regu- 
latory Integrity Act. It provides much- 
needed transparency into the rule- 
making process by requiring agencies 
to post all public comments in a cen- 
tral location. It also prohibits Federal 
agencies from actively soliciting sup- 
port for any and all proposed rules dur- 
ing the public comment period. 

Mr. Chairman, I have worked here for 
2 years, and I am still shocked by the 
brazen disregard this administration 
has shown for the rule of law and the 
United States Constitution. I urge my 
colleagues on both sides of the aisle to 
vote ‘‘yes’’ on this measure. 

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Chairman, I 
would like to make the gentleman 
from Missouri, my friend, aware that I 
have no further speakers and I am pre- 
pared to close. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Chairman, I yield my- 
self the balance of my time. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to close by re- 
iterating a few of the problems with 
the Regulatory Integrity Act. This bill 
would require agencies to report every 
interaction with the public regardless 
of whether it is a phone call, email, 
tweet, or more formal statement. The 
bill would prove completely unwork- 
able and would have the effect of 
chilling agencies’ interactions with the 
public and leading to less transparency 
with the agency rulemaking process. 

I would support a bill that actually 
improved transparency. This bill will 
not accomplish that, and I cannot sup- 
port it. I, again, urge my colleagues to 
reject this legislation. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Mr. Chairman, I thank my colleague 
for the concerns. I think we really 
want the same thing. We want to make 
sure that in the process of doing regu- 
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lation rules, that they fit the need, but 
I guess I would add to the point that as 
limited as possible in order to keep the 
liberty, opportunity and growth in our 
country is what I would feel to be nec- 
essary. 

We have regulatory agencies that 
are—because of their strength, their 
power, and their pervasiveness—able to 
direct the course of regulation under 
the guise of having public comment, 
under the guise of seeking that advice 
and even best practices; yet behind the 
scenes are using resources with some of 
the abilities they have today with so- 
cial media and other things to lobby 
for a particular proposal before they 
have even looked at the comments 
from those that have to deal with it, 
whether it is a corporation or whether 
it is a farmer or whether it is a union. 

As a former proud United Steel work- 
er myself, I understand that regula- 
tions are important to make sure that 
protections are taken. But as a steel- 
worker, I wanted to know that I had a 
job to come back to at a site to come 
back to. The place I worked at in the 
south side of Chicago is no longer 
there. Many of the reasons were be- 
cause of bad decisions by the corpora- 
tion, but also a regulatory climate that 
made it difficult to compete. 

So all we are asking here is that 
there be full transparency, that Con- 
gress gets more involved in saying yes 
to good ideas from the agencies or say- 
ing no to bad ideas from the agencies, 
in listening to people and making sure 
that their concerns are met first and 
foremost. That is all I ask. 

Mr. Chairman, that is why I ask sup- 
port for H.R. 5226, I believe a common- 
sense and, yes, a bipartisan proposal to 
put transparency back into the system 
and integrity in the way we do our reg- 
ulatory reform. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Chair, there is loads of 
work for Congress to do “before we sleep”— 
from the budget for the federal government 
itself to funding for the Zika health emergency 
before it gets any more out of control. 

Instead, the House just wasted time on H.R. 
5226, the badly misnamed Regulatory Integrity 
Act, a bill so costly to taxpayers and so redun- 
dant of existing legislation that it has attracted 
a veto threat. 

The bill adds wasteful costs to the regu- 
latory process Republicans incessantly claim 
is too costly now. H.R. 5226 requires every 
public communication to be published within 
24 hours. Duh! Public communications are by 
definition—public. 

Republicans have never seen a regulation 
they like. Putting new and costly work on 
agencies won’t make regulations any less ac- 
ceptable. If the point was the same as usual— 
to try to deter regulations—Republicans are 
going to have to try harder. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Chair, | rise in oppo- 
sition to HR 5226, the Regulatory Integrity Act 
of 2016. 

The Regulatory Integrity Act seeks to bar a 
federal agency from promoting or soliciting 
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public support for its actions, such as pro- 
posed regulatory rules. Under current law, 
agencies are already prohibited from spending 
funds on publicity or propaganda lobbying, but 
in some cases agencies may communicate 
with the public regarding the benefits of a rule. 
If this bill becomes law, any such action could 
be interpreted as illegal. Further troubling, the 
bill requires an agency to report each of its 
communications with the public on the rules 
about which the Agency has been most vocal. 
Such an effort will dramatically increase the 
cost of Federal rulemaking to the public. 

In my opposition to this bill, | associate my- 
self with the remarks of Ranking Member ELI- 
JAH CUMMINGS who said, “Agencies already 
are barred from engaging in ‘substantial grass- 
roots lobbying campaigns’ when those cam- 
paigns are aimed at encouraging members of 
the public to pressure Members of Congress 
to support the Administration or department 
legislative or appropriation proposals. The bill 
would require agencies to report to Congress 
every communication to the public—including 
every oral communication from an agency offi- 
cial—about the five regulatory actions the 
agency issued the most communications on in 
the previous year. This would be unneces- 
sarily burdensome and likely would not be 
workable for agencies.” 

The Administration also opposes the bill, 
threatening a veto on the grounds that the 
measure is “duplicative, vague, costly and 
puts unnecessary procedure requirements on 
agencies that would prevent them from effi- 
ciently performing their statutory responsibil- 
ities and potentially lead to a less informed 
public.” 

The public has a right to know how a pro- 
posed regulation will affect them personally 
and the agency issuing that regulation is 
uniquely qualified to offer the data necessary 
to make that determination. In the absence of 
such information, the public will be at the 
mercy of any well-funded special interest or 
high priced lobbyist who might want to defeat 
regulations that protect the public interest, but 
not their profits. 

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. WESTMORE- 
LAND). All time for general debate has 
expired. 

Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be 
considered for amendment under the 5- 
minute rule. 

It shall be in order to consider as an 
original bill for the purpose of amend- 
ment under the 5-minute rule an 
amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute consisting of the text of Rules 
Committee Print 114-68. That amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute shall 
be considered as read. 

The text of the amendment in the na- 
ture of a substitute is as follows: 

H.R. 5226 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled. 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the “Regulatory In- 
tegrity Act of 2016”. 

SEC. 2. PUBLICATION OF INFORMATION RELAT- 


ING TO PENDING REGULATORY AC- 
TIONS. 
(a) AMENDMENT.—Chapter 3 of title 5, United 
States Code, is amended by inserting after sec- 
tion 306 the following new section: 
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“$307. Information regarding pending agency 
regulatory action 


“(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) AGENCY REGULATORY ACTION.—The term 
‘agency regulatory action’ means guidance, pol- 
icy statement, directive, rule making, or adju- 
dication issued by an Executive agency. 

“(2) AGGRANDIZEMENT.—The term ‘aggran- 
dizement’ means— 

“(A) any communication emphasizing the im- 
portance of the Executive agency or agency reg- 
ulatory action that does not have the clear pur- 
pose of informing the public of the substance or 
status of the Executive agency or agency regu- 
latory action; or 

“(B) any communication that is puffery. 

“(3) PUBLIC COMMUNICATION.—The term ‘pub- 
lic communication’— 

“(A) means any method (including written, 
oral, or electronic) of disseminating information 
to the public, including an agency statement 
(written or verbal), blog, video, audio recording, 
or other social media message; and 

“(B) does not include a notice published in 
the Federal Register pursuant to section 553 or 
any requirement to publish pursuant to this sec- 
tion. 

“(4) RULE MAKING.—The term ‘rule making’ 
has the meaning given that term under section 
551. 

‘“(b) INFORMATION TO BE POSTED ONLINE.— 

“(1) REQUIREMENT.—The head of each Execu- 
tive agency shall make publicly available in a 
searchable format in a prominent location either 
on the website of the Executive agency or in the 
rule making docket on Regulations.gov the fol- 
lowing information: 

“(A) PENDING AGENCY REGULATORY ACTION.— 
A list of each pending agency regulatory action 
and with regard to each such action— 

“(i) the date on which the Executive agency 
first began to develop or consider the agency 
regulatory action; 

“(ii) the status of the agency regulatory ac- 
tion; 

“(iti) an estimate of the date of upon which 
the agency regulatory action will be final and in 
effect; and 

“(iv) a brief description of the agency regu- 
latory action. 

“(B) PUBLIC COMMUNICATION.—For each 
pending agency regulatory action, a list of each 
public communication about the pending agency 
regulatory action issued by the Executive agen- 
cy and with regard to each such communica- 
tion— 

““(i) the date of the communication; 

“(ii) the intended audience of the communica- 
tion; 

“(iti) the method of communication; and 

“(iv) a copy of the original communication. 

“(2) PERIOD.—The head of each Executive 
agency shall publish the information required 
under paragraph (1)(A) not later than 24 hours 
after a public communication relating to a pend- 
ing agency regulatory action is issued and shall 
maintain the public availability of such infor- 
mation not less than 5 years after the date on 
which the pending agency regulatory action is 
finalized. 

“(c) REQUIREMENTS FOR PUBLIC COMMUNICA- 
TIONS.—Any public communication issued by an 
Executive agency that refers to a pending agen- 
cy regulatory action— 

“(1) shall specify whether the Executive agen- 
cy is considering alternatives, including alter- 
natives that may conflict with the intent, objec- 
tive, or methodology of such agency regulatory 
action; 

“(2) shall specify whether the Executive agen- 
cy is accepting or will be accepting comments; 

“(3) shall expressly disclose that the Executive 
agency is the source of the information to the 
intended recipients; and 
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“(4) may not— 

“(A) solicit support for or promote the pend- 
ing agency regulatory action; or 

“(B) include statements of aggrandizement for 
the Executive agency, any Federal employee, or 
the pending agency regulatory action. 

“(d) REPORTING.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than January 15 
of each year, the head of an Executive agency 
that communicated about a pending agency reg- 
ulatory action during the previous fiscal year 
shall submit to each committee of Congress with 
jurisdiction over the activities of the Executive 
agency a report indicating— 

(A) the number pending agency regulatory 
actions the Executive agency issued public com- 
munications about during that fiscal year; 

“(B) the average number of public commu- 
nications issued by the Executive agency for 
each pending agency regulatory action during 
that fiscal year; 

“(C) the 5 pending agency regulatory actions 
with the highest number of public communica- 
tions issued by the Executive agency in that fis- 
cal year; and 

“(D) a copy of each public communication for 
the pending agency regulatory actions identified 
in subparagraph (C). 

“(2) AVAILABILITY OF REPORTS.—The head of 
an Executive agency that is required to submit 
a report under paragraph (1) shall make the re- 
port publicly available in a searchable format in 
a prominent location on the website of the Exec- 
utive agency.’’. 

(b) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND- 
MENT.—The table of sections for chapter 3 of 
title 5, United States Code, is amended by add- 
ing after the item relating to section 306 the fol- 
lowing new item: 

“307. Information regarding pending agency 
regulatory action.’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. No amendment 
to that amendment in the nature of a 
substitute shall be in order except 
those printed in part B of House Report 
114-744. Each such amendment may be 
offered only in the order printed in the 
report, by a Member designated in the 
report, shall be considered as read, 
shall be debatable for the time speci- 
fied in the report equally divided and 
controlled by the proponent and an op- 
ponent, shall not be subject to amend- 
ment, and shall not be subject to a de- 
mand for division of the question. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. BOUSTANY 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 1 printed in 
part B of House Report 114-744. 

Mr. BOUSTANY. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 8, line 18, strike ‘‘; and’’ and insert a 
semicolon. 

Page 3, line 15, strike the period at the end 
and insert ‘‘; and”. 

Page 3, after line 15, insert the following: 

“(v) if a regulatory impact analysis or 
similar cost-benefit analysis has been con- 
ducted, the findings of such analysis, includ- 
ing any data or formula used for purposes of 
such analysis. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 863, the gentleman 
from Louisiana (Mr. BOUSTANY) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 
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The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Louisiana. 

Mr. BOUSTANY. Mr. Chairman, I am 
here to offer an amendment to H.R. 
5226, the Regulatory Integrity Act of 
2016. This amendment is based on legis- 
lation I proposed earlier in the year. 

By creating a new process that re- 
quires the administration to keep a 
clear, organized, and easy-to-under- 
stand list of all proposed and out- 
standing rules and regulations, we are 
forcing transparency on bureaucrats 
who are currently running amok. 

I also want to thank my colleague, 
Mr. LOUDERMILK, for working with me 
to offer this very sensible amendment. 

Our simple amendment requires the 
administration to make the data col- 
lected and the formula used for all Reg- 
ulatory Impact Analysis, or RIA, pub- 
licly available. This is about simple 
transparency. 

In other words, for an example, let’s 
say BSEE, under the Department of 
the Interior, says that the well control 
rule—a proposal that will drastically 
affect the Louisiana energy offshore 
sector—will only cost the offshore oil 
and gas industry $800 million to imple- 
ment, and industry projections put 
that number over $9 billion, well, BSEE 
should be required to prove how they 
reached those figures. They should be 
required to make completely trans- 
parent their assumptions and their 
methodology. That is what the Amer- 
ican people ask for. 
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The Obama administration is respon- 
sible for an unparalleled expansion of 
the regulatory state, with the imposi- 
tion of 229 major regulations since 2009, 
a lot of costs incurred. 

These proposals are being made with 
little regard to impact on businesses at 
a time of weak economic growth. The 
constant barrage of new regulations is 
causing some of the rules to be coun- 
terproductive, contradictory, difficult 
to understand, and impossible to imple- 
ment. 

This simple amendment will allow 
Congress to send a clear message to the 
administration that regulations must 
be based in facts, clearly understood, 
and completely transparent to the im- 
pacted industry and to the American 
public. 

I encourage my colleagues to join us 
in supporting this amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Chairman, I claim the 
time in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Missouri is recognized for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Chairman, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

This amendment does not alleviate 
my concerns with the underlying bill. 
In fact, this amendment may lead to 
more confusion. 

It would require an agency to publish 
a cost benefit analysis for all rules if 
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such a study was conducted. Agencies 
are already required to conduct a cost- 
benefit analysis for major rules under 
Executive Order 12866. Agencies publish 
the results of those analyses in the 
rulemaking dockets for those rules. 

This is an unnecessary amendment, 
and I oppose it. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. BOUSTANY. Mr. Chairman, this 
is an absolutely essential amendment 
because we need more transparency 
about methods and how these assump- 
tions are built into what they are pro- 
posing. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to 
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. 
LOUDERMILK). 

Mr. LOUDERMILK. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank my colleague from Louisiana for 
working with us on combining two 
really good amendments to this. 

Mr. Chairman, we live in an era right 
now of vast growth of our government. 
Those that are bearing the burden of 
this growth and this overregulation are 
the American people. The average 
American family pays $15,000 a year in 
hidden regulatory costs. The burden of 
regulation upon the market and upon 
the industry today in our businesses is 
almost $1.9 trillion, nearly a $2 trillion 
impact on our economy that is coming 
out of our GDP. 

If we want to see a recovery, if we 
want to actually see success in this Na- 
tion in our economy, let’s reduce the 
regulation. But we live in an era right 
now where the mentality of this gov- 
ernment is: if it breaths, tax it; if it 
doesn’t breath, subsidize it; and if it is 
successful, then we will regulate it. 

All this amendment does is require 
that these regulatory agencies be hon- 
est with the American people, be trans- 
parent with the American people, and 
let the American people know the cost 
that is going to come out of their pock- 
etbooks for increasing regulation upon 
Americans, upon individuals, and upon 
their businesses. 

I thank the gentleman for stepping 
forward and working with us on this 
amendment. 

Mr. BOUSTANY. Mr. 
thank the gentleman. 

The American people want trans- 
parency. I don’t understand why our 
friends on the other side of the aisle 
would be opposed to transparency. All 
we are asking is that these agencies be 
truthful and very clear with the Amer- 
ican public and provide all assumptions 
built into their methods of calculating 
the impact and the cost. 

This is a simple amendment. It is a 
simple ask. We shouldn’t even have to 
ask for this. 

I urge adoption of the amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana (Mr. Bou- 
STANY). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap- 
peared to have it. 


Chairman, I 
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Mr. CLAY. Mr. Chairman, I demand a 
recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Louisiana will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. FLEMING 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 2 printed in 
part B of House Report 114-744. 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 8, line 18, strike ‘‘; and’’ and insert a 
semicolon. 

Page 3, line 15, strike the period at the end 
and insert ‘‘; and”. 

Page 3, after line 15, insert the following: 

“(v) if applicable, a list of agency regu- 
latory actions issued by the Executive agen- 
cy, or any other Executive agency, that du- 
plicate or overlap with the agency regu- 
latory action. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 863, the gentleman 
from Louisiana (Mr. FLEMING) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Louisiana. 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
to offer an amendment to H.R. 5226, 
also known as the Regulatory Integrity 
Act. 

My amendment requires agencies to 
disclose where a proposed rule would 
duplicate or overlap with other exist- 
ing rules when they are making the on- 
line disclosure required by the under- 
lying bill. Our economy, and small 
businesses in particular, are suffering 
under a wet blanket of legislation, and 
it is particularly onerous when busi- 
nesses have to comply with multiple 
sets of these regulations. One area that 
hits particularly close to home in Lou- 
isiana is the EPA’s methane rule and 
its overlap with the BLM’s methane 
and waste reduction rule. 

Louisiana’s Fourth District is home 
to the Haynesville Shale, one of our 
Nation’s largest sources for natural 
gas. BLM doesn’t have any authority 
under the Clean Air Act to regulate 
emissions, so, instead, they decided to 
regulate methane emissions under the 
guise of eliminating waste. This is a 
poorly disguised attempt to double-reg- 
ulate those who produce natural gas on 
Federal lands and comes after BLM has 
superseded State fracking regulations 
with their own additional layer of cost- 
ly Federal regulation. 

EPA’s regulation alone will make 
many oil and gas production wells cost 
prohibitive in today’s economy, which 
of course is their desire as they pursue 
a ‘‘keep it in the ground” agenda. That 
is why I introduced H.R. 4037, the Keep- 
ing Oil and Natural Gas Flowing for 
Consumers Act, to block EPA’s harm- 
ful rule and protect consumers. 
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One example that might appeal to 
my colleagues on the other side of the 
aisle is with respect to renewable en- 
ergy. Now, I do not believe the Federal 
Government should be subsidizing any 
form of energy. We should have a mar- 
ketplace where the most affordable and 
reliable energy sources freely compete 
with one another. But if my colleagues 
do want to subsidize wind farms, I 
would ask them, why do they have 10 
different regulatory agencies with 96 
forms that impose 3 million hours of 
paperwork costing an estimated $177 
million to complete? That seems coun- 
terproductive to their cause. 

The House has recognized the need to 
eliminate costly and duplicative regu- 
lations. In January of this year, we 
passed H.R. 1155, the SCRUB Act, by 
JASON SMITH. My amendment would 
complement that effort by requiring 
agencies to identify, within their own 
regulations, where there is duplication 
or overlap with other regulations and 
disclose that to the public. 

As we seek to root out corruption 
and prevent agencies from organizing 
Astroturf advocacy campaigns to pro- 
mote costly regulations on the public, 
we must also be on the lookout for 
commonsense changes we can make to 
help our struggling economy recover. 
Identifying and ending duplicative 
rules is an easy way to start. 

I urge my colleagues to support my 
amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Chairman, I claim the 
time in opposition to this amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Missouri is recognized for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment does nothing to fix the un- 
workable reporting requirements in the 
underlying bill. This amendment would 
require an agency to report if a pro- 
posed rule duplicates or overlaps with 
an existing regulation. 

Executive Order 13563, issued by 
President Obama in 2011, already re- 
quires agencies to review rules for du- 
plication and overlap. This amend- 
ment, itself, is duplicative and adds an 
unnecessary requirement without fix- 
ing the underlying problem. 

I oppose this amendment, along with 
the underlying bill, and urge my col- 
leagues to do the same. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank my good friend from Missouri. 
However, if such executive orders were 
actually enforced, we wouldn’t have 
this problem. That would be great if 
President Obama’s executive orders ac- 
tually did prevent duplication and 
overlapping and the conflict and the 
problems that occurred. That would be 
great. 

But, evidently, people in his own ad- 
ministration, the Obama administra- 
tion, don’t heed the requirements that 
are set forth by the leader of that, 
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which is President Obama. That is why 
we need this in law, Mr. Chairman, be- 
cause Congress itself needs to hold the 
agencies, and certainly the Obama ad- 
ministration, accountable for not en- 
forcing the very executive orders that 
they put out. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana (Mr. FLEMING). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MR. MCKINLEY 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 3 printed in 
part B of House Report 114-744. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 5, line 3, strike ‘‘; or 
semicolon. 

Page 5, after line 3, insert the following 
new subparagraph: 

‘“(B) be sent through the private email ac- 
count of an officer or employee of the Execu- 
tive agency; or’’. 

Page 5, line 4, 
“(0)”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 863, the gentleman 
from West Virginia (Mr. MCKINLEY) 
and a Member opposed each will con- 
trol 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from West Virginia. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in support of this amendment. It is a 
fairly simple amendment which will 
prevent employees and other officers of 
an executive agency from using private 
email accounts when discussing pend- 
ing regulatory actions. 

In doing so, we will ensure that there 
is a clear record of communication 
throughout the rulemaking process, 
while making certain that no favor- 
itism is received privately to a par- 
ticular organization or outside group 
when drafting a rule. 

Private communications—and that is 
the key word, ‘“‘private communica- 
tions’’—between those that stand to 
gain from a pending rule and a regu- 
latory agency raise, I believe, legiti- 
mate questions. We have seen this time 
and time again in the last few years. 
Specifically, there has been evidence of 
these private emails being used and 
working in the shadows with outside 
groups on cross-State air pollution, the 
Clean Power Plan, and Pebble Mine, 
just as examples. 

These attempts to circumvent trans- 
parency by secretly using an outside 
group, by providing an outside group a 
seat at the table when regulations are 
being developed, is unacceptable and 
unfair. It has to stop, Mr. Chairman. 
This amendment would prevent this 
from happening and go a long way to 
promoting transparency, account- 
ability, and integrity by our regulatory 
officials. 


2 


and insert a 


strike ‘‘(B)’ and insert 
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I urge my colleagues to support this 
amendment and final passage of the 
bill. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Ms. PLASKETT. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition to the 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from the Virgin Islands is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 

Ms. PLASKETT. Mr. Chairman, I re- 
spectfully submit that this amendment 
is simple, but it is simply another ex- 
cuse for Members on the other side to 
talk about emails. I believe that the 
issue that my colleague is attempting 
to address has already been addressed 
when, in 2014, President Obama signed 
into law the Presidential and Federal 
Records Act Amendments. 

That legislation was sponsored by 
the ranking member of the Oversight 
and Government Reform Committee, 
ELIJAH CUMMINGS, and it added into 
law, for the first time, a specific re- 
quirement for Federal employees who 
use personal email accounts. That law 
now requires Federal employees, if 
they create a Federal or Presidential 
record using a personal email account, 
to forward a copy of the email to their 
official account within 20 days of that 
email. 
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This amendment would create a 
unique requirement for emails about 
rulemaking. I agree that employees 
should use their government email ac- 
counts whenever possible, but this bill 
is not the place to make new rules 
about Federal records. I—and I hope 
my colleagues—will oppose this amend- 
ment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Chair, what I 
could hear was that what we are trying 
to do here actually is expand that deal 
with rules and regulations. We under- 
stand it can be on other matters. I ac- 
cept that. If they want to use official 
communication, that is fine. We just 
want a record that someone doesn’t 
have to explore to try to find out what 
that is under rules and regulations. 

So, again, I believe that we should 
stand on this, adopt this amendment, 
and ultimately pass the bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia (Mr. MCKIN- 
LEY). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. BOUSTANY 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, the unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. Bou- 
STANY) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the ayes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate 
amendment. 


the 
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The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


RECORDED VOTE 
The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 
A recorded vote was ordered. 


The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 241, noes 154, 
not voting 36, as follows: 


[Roll No. 508] 


AYES—241 

Abraham Gosar Noem 
Aderholt Gowdy Nugent 
Allen Granger Nunes 
Amash Graves (GA) Olson 
Amodei Graves (LA) Palmer 
Ashford Graves (MO) Paulsen 
Babin Green, Gene Pearce 
Barletta Griffith Perry 
Barr Grothman Peters 
Barton Guinta Peterson 
Benishek Guthrie Pittenger 
Bilirakis Hanna Pitts 
Bishop (GA) Hardy Poe (TX) 
Bishop (MI) Harper Poliquin 
Black Harris Pompeo 
Blackburn Hartzler Posey 
Blum Hice, Jody B. Price, Tom 
Bos Hill Ratcliffe 
Boustany Holding Reed 
Brady (TX) Hudson Reichert 
Bra: Huelskamp Renacci 
Bridenstine Huizenga (MI) Ribble 
Brooks (AL) Hultgren Rice (SC) 
Brooks (IN) Hunter Rigell 
Buchanan Hurd (TX) Roby 
a i Pi (VA) Roe (TN) 

ucshon ssa ‘i 
Burgess Jenkins (KS) eR ae 
Byrne Jenkins (WV) Rohrabacher 
Calvert Johnson (OH) Rokita 
Carter (GA) Jolly Rooney (FL) 
Carter (TX) Jones Ros-Lehtinen 
Chabot Jordan Roskam 
Chaffetz Joyce Ross 
Clawson (FL) Katko Rothfus 
Coffman Kelly (MS) Bourse 
Cole Kelly (PA) Royce 
Collins (GA) King (IA) Salmo 
Collins (NY) King (NY) Sanford 
Comstock Kinzinger (IL) Scalise 
Conaway Kline 
Cook Knight Schrader 
Cooper Labrador Schweikert 
Costa LaHood Scott, Austin 
Costello (PA) LaMalfa Sensenbrenner 
Cramer Lamborn Sessions 
Crawford Lance Shimkus 
Crenshaw Latta Shuster 
Cuellar Lieu, Ted Simpson 
Culberson LoBiondo Sinema 
Curbelo (FL) Lofgren Smith (MO) 
Davidson Long Smith (NE) 
Davis, Rodney Loudermilk Smith (NJ) 
Denham Love Smith (TX) 
Dent Lucas Stefanik 
DeSantis Lummis Stewart 
Diaz-Balart MacArthur Stivers 
Dold Marchant Stutzman 
Donovan Marino Thompson (PA) 
Duffy Massie Thornberry 
Duncan (SC) McCarthy Tiberi 
Duncan (TN) McCaul Tipton 
Ellmers (NC) McClintock Trott 
Emmer (MN) McKinley Turner 
Farenthold McMorris Upton 
Fitzpatrick Rodgers Valadao 
Fleischmann McNerney Wagner 
Fleming McSally Walberg 
Flores Meadows Walden 
Forbes Meehan Walorski 
Fortenberry Mica Walters, Mimi 
Foxx Miller (FL) Weber (TX) 
Franks (AZ) Miller (MI) Webster (FL) 
Frelinghuysen Mooney (WV) Wenstrup 
Garrett Mullin Westmoreland 
Gibbs Mulvaney Wilson (SC) 
Gibson Murphy (PA) Wittman 
Gohmert Neugebauer Womack 
Goodlatte Newhouse Woodall 
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Yoder Young (AK) Zeldin 
Yoho Young (IA) Zinke 
NOES—154 
Adams Frankel (FL) Nadler 
Aguilar Fudge Napolitano 
Beatty Gabbard Neal 
Bera Gallego Nolan 
Beyer Garamendi Norcross 
Blumenauer Graham O’Rourke 
Bonamici Grayson Pallone 
Boyle, Brendan Green, Al Pascrell 
F. Grijalva Payne 
Brady (PA) Hahn Perlmutter 
Brown (FL) Hastings Pingree 
Brownley (CA) Heck (WA) Pocan 
Bustos i Higgins Polis 
Butterfield Himes Price (NC) 
Capps Hinojosa Quigley 
Capuano Honda Rangel 
Cardenas Hoyer Ri | 
ice (NY) 
Carney Huffman a 
Richmond 
Carson (IN) Israel Roybal-Allara 
Castor (FL) Jeffries R b 
Castro (TX) Johnson (GA) uppersberger 
Chu, Judy Johnson, E. B. Ryan (OH) N 
Cicilline Kaptur Sanchez, Linda 
Clark (MA) Kelly (IL) 7 
Clarke (NY) Kennedy Sanchez, Loretta 
Clay Kildee Sarbanes 
Clyburn Kilmer Scha kowsky 
Cohen Kind Schiff 
Connolly Kirkpatrick Scott (VA) 
Conyers Kuster Scott, David 
Courtney Langevin Sewell (AL) 
Crowley Larsen (WA) Sherman 
Cummings Larson (CT) Sires 
Davis (CA) Lee Slaughter 
Davis, Danny Levin Smit h (WA) 
DeFazio Lewis Speier 
DeGette Lipinski Swalwell (CA) 
Delaney Lowenthal Takano 
DeLauro Lowey Thompson (CA) 
DelBene Lujan Grisham Titus 
DeSaulnier (NM) Tonko 
Deutch Lujan, Ben Ray Torres 
Dingell (NM) Tsongas 
Doggett Maloney, Van Hollen 
Doyle, Michael Carolyn Vargas 
F. Maloney, Sean Vela 
Duckworth Matsui Velázquez 
Edwards McCollum Walz 
Ellison McDermott Wasserman 
Engel McGovern Schultz 
Eshoo Meeks Waters, Maxine 
Esty Moore Watson Coleman 
Farr Moulton Welch 
Foster Murphy (FL) Yarmuth 
NOT VOTING—36 
Bass Johnson, Sam Ruiz 
Becerra Keating Rush 
Bishop (UT) Lawrence Russell 
Cartwright Loebsack Serrano 
Cleaver Luetkemeyer Thompson (MS) 
DesJarlais Lynch Veasey 
Fincher McHenry Visclosky 
Gutiérrez Meng Walker 
Heck (NV) Messer Westerman 
Hensarling Moolenaar Williams 
Herrera Beutler Palazzo Wilson (FL) 
Jackson Lee Pelosi Young (IN) 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 
The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There are 2 minutes remaining. 
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Mrs. DINGELL, Mr. PALLONE, and 
Miss RICE of New York changed their 
vote from “aye” to “no.” 

Mr. SHIMKUS changed his vote from 
“no” to “aye.” 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

Stated against: 

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Chair, | was unavoid- 
able absent in the House chamber for rollcall 
vote 508 on Wednesday, September 14, 2016. 
Had | been present, | would have voted “nay.” 
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Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Chair, | was un- 
avoidably detained at the White House. Had | 
been present, | would have voted: Rollcall No. 
508, “nay.” 

Ms. WILSON of Florida. Mr. Chair, | was un- 
avoidably detained. Had | been present, | 
would have voted “nay” on rollcall No. 508. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment in the nature of a 
substitute, as amended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Acting CHAIR. Under the rule, 
the Committee rises. 

Accordingly, the Committee rose; 
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
FLEISCHMANN) having assumed the 
chair, Mr. WESTMORELAND, Acting 
Chair of the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, re- 
ported that that Committee, having 
had under consideration the bill (H.R. 
5226) to amend chapter 3 of title 5, 
United States Code, to require the pub- 
lication of information relating to 
pending agency regulatory actions, and 
for other purposes, and, pursuant to 
House Resolution 863, he reported the 
bill back to the House with an amend- 
ment adopted in the Committee of the 
Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the rule, the previous question is or- 
dered. 

Is a separate vote demanded on any 
amendment to the amendment re- 
ported from the Committee of the 
Whole? 

If not, the question is on the amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute, as 
amended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

MOTION TO RECOMMIT 

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I have a 
motion to recommit at the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 
gentleman opposed to the bill? 

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I am op- 
posed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the motion to recom- 
mit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Kildee moves to recommit the bill H.R. 
5226 to the Committee on Oversight and Gov- 
ernment Reform with instructions to report 
the same back to the House forthwith with 
the following amendment: 

Page 5, after line 6, insert the following: 

“(d) APPLICABILITY.—The restriction de- 
scribed in subsection (c)(4) shall not apply to 
any public communication to combat a pub- 
lic health crisis including the Zika virus, 
opioid abuse, and lead poisoning.’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Michigan is recognized for 
5 minutes 

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, this is the 
final amendment to the bill which will 
not kill the bill or send it back to com- 
mittee. If adopted, the bill will imme- 
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diately proceed to final passage, as 
amended. 

This bill is yet another Republican 
attempt to delay the formation of crit- 
ical regulations, including those we 
need to keep our communities safe. In 
addition, this bill actually prohibits 
agencies from publicly communicating 
to the American people about why a 
proposed regulation or action is bene- 
ficial, including vital information 
about the impact on public health. We 
cannot allow the underlying bill to im- 
pede the government’s ability to share 
critical public health information. 
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Mr. Speaker, my motion to recommit 
is pretty simple. It would allow agen- 
cies to provide critical information to 
the public in order to combat public 
health crises, like Zika, like opioid 
abuse, or like the lead poisoning that 
has been experienced in my hometown 
of Flint. I know what happens when we 
ignore or impede the ability to enforce 
regulations. Thousands of children in 
my hometown of Flint, Michigan, have 
suffered from lead poisoning. 

Even now, I know many Members on 
both sides of the aisle ask: How is it 
going in Flint? They often ask me: Is 
this crisis over; has it been settled? 
Today, a year after this crisis became 
public, 2 years after the State of Michi- 
gan switched Flint’s drinking water 
source from the Great Lakes to the 
Flint River in order to save money, 2 
years later, 2 years after lead has 
poured through the pipes into the bod- 
ies of children, you still can’t drink the 
water in Flint. 

If you came to Flint today, you 
would see families still lugging bottled 
water from distribution sites into their 
homes to drink, to cook, to bathe their 
children in bottled water. In the 21st 
century, in the greatest country on 
Earth, the wealthiest nation ever 
imagined, we have a city of 100,000 peo- 
ple that can’t drink the water that 
comes from the tap because it is 
poisoned. 

Federal standards require action if 
water gets above 15 parts per billion. 
Because the State of Michigan ignored 
the regulations and assured the public 
that the water was safe, we have levels 
in Flint that have been tested not at 15 
parts per billion, 150 parts per billion, 
1500 parts per billion, 23,000 parts per 
billion in the city of Flint today, a 
year after this crisis became public. 

How did this happen? It happened be- 
cause State agencies decided that dol- 
lars and cents come before the health 
of people, ignored the regulations that 
are on the books, were prevented from 
explaining that to the people, and, in 
fact, told them a story that the water 
was safe. And a year later—a year 
later—the State has barely acted, send- 
ing Flint a get-well card. As many of 
you know, I have come to this well 
time and time again, imploring my col- 
leagues to join me in providing some 
relief to the people of Flint. 
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I came here with a lot of folks in 
2012, when I was elected. In 2018, one of 
the first votes I cast on the floor of the 
House of Representatives was to pro- 
vide help, much-needed help to the vic- 
tims of Hurricane Sandy. Not my dis- 
trict, none of that money flowed to my 
district, but I was proud—I am still 
proud of that vote because I and so 
many of us stood with Americans who 
were facing the biggest struggle they 
ever faced. Yet, a year later, in this 
poor community, which in many ways 
has been left behind before, you still 
can’t drink the water in Flint, and we 
can’t get even a little help to try to re- 
build this community. 

Look, time matters. We can’t wait 
more months. Every day, every week 
that passes that this community does 
not get the help it needs just to make 
sure that this doesn’t happen again, 
just to fix the distribution system, to 
replace some of those lead lines so that 
a year from now or 2 years from now 
this doesn’t happen again and these 
children are poisoned again, at the 
very least, for God’s sake, at the very 
least, we ought to be able to help this 
community provide its families with 
water that they can drink. That is all 
I am asking for. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, I claim 
the time in opposition to the motion to 
recommit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
WESTMORELAND). The gentleman from 
Michigan is recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, I am 
going to say from the outset, I cer- 
tainly appreciate my good friend. I 
want to join, as I have all along, in 
support for my good friend and col- 
league from Flint in making sure that 
we do something about what has gone 
on there, the pain and suffering that 
they have gone through needlessly. 

I am proud to say that I have been 
supportive and have traveled to Flint 
and have been supportive of the legisla- 
tion we have moved from this House. 
We look forward when we hear possible 
good reports of optimism that some- 
thing will be coming from the Senate, 
that we will do something further in 
dealing with that problem. I want to 
stand with my friend on that. 

I think there are questions that have 
to be addressed relative to public 
health, but in this legislation, that 
goes way outside of what we are talk- 
ing about. First of all, in committee, as 
well as in the Committee on Rules, this 
amendment wasn’t offered. I think it 
wasn’t because it didn’t need to be. 

Nothing in this legislation precludes 
an agency from communicating on 
these issues, whether it be lead poi- 
soning in the water, Zika, or opioid 
abuse. Nothing precludes that from 
taking place. In fact, that is what we 
are encouraging, when agencies are 
promulgating a rule and a proposed 


rule has been put forward that they put 
forward the facts. That is all. 

They have a power way beyond the 
general public to get information out, 
but, in turn, the general public ought 
to know that when they have an oppor- 
tunity for public comment that agen- 
cies will honestly listen to what they 
are offering, and that the American 
public and American free enterprise 
system will be heard, and then the op- 
portunity for Congress to interact as 
well with the bureaucratic agencies, 
and ultimately a rule will be promul- 
gated and put in place that makes 
sense for all concerned, and people are 
protected. 

That is what this bill does. It goes 
against agencies such as EPA. On the 
waters of the U.S., EPA and organiza- 
tions should have been assisting Michi- 
gan and their environmental protec- 
tion entities in dealing with issues of 
lead poisoning. Rather, on waters of 
the U.S., they were putting out re- 
leases, public statements through 
media, social media, saying: ‘‘Choose 
clean water,” ‘‘clean water is impor- 
tant to me,” “I support EPA’s efforts 
to protect my health, my family, and 
my community.” Send that back in the 
rulemaking process. They were lob- 
bying, and we have laws against that. 
This beefs that up and makes it very 
clear that the bureaucracy will listen 
to us to meet our needs, to make sure 
we are taken care of, and ultimately 
society works well. 

Mr. Speaker, I encourage my col- 
leagues to oppose this motion to re- 
commit and vote against it, vote it 
down. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the previous question is or- 
dered on the motion to recommit. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion to recommit. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 9 of rule XX, this 5- 
minute vote on the motion to recom- 
mit will be followed by a 5-minute vote 
on passage of the bill, if ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 185, noes 238, 
not voting 8, as follows: 


[Roll No. 509] 
AYES—185 

Adams Blumenauer Capuano 
Aguilar Bonamici Cardenas 
Ashford Boyle, Brendan Carney 
Bass F. Carson (IN) 
Beatty Brady (PA) Cartwright 
Becerra Brown (FL) Castor (FL) 
Bera Brownley (CA) Castro (TX) 
Beyer Bustos Chu, Judy 
Bishop (GA) Butterfield Cicilline 
Blum Capps Clark (MA) 
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Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 


Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Bos 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bra 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 

Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 


September 14, 2016 


Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 


NOES—238 


Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 


Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Linda 
T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velazquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 
Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 


Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 

Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 

Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 

Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 

Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Jolly 

Jordan 

Joyce 

Katko 

Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 

Knight 
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Labrador Palmer Simpson 
LaHood Paulsen Smith (MO) 
LaMalfa Pearce Smith (NE) 
Lamborn Perry Smith (NJ) 
Lance Pittenger Smith (TX) 
Latta Pitts Stefanik 
LoBiondo Poe (TX) Stewart 
Long Poliquin Stivers 
Loudermilk Pompeo Stutzman 
Love Posey Thompson (PA) 
Lucas Price, Tom Thornberry 
Luetkemeyer Ratcliffe Tiberi 
Lummis Reed Tipton 
MacArthur Reichert Trott 
Marchant Renacci Turner 
Marino Ribble Upton 
Massie Rice (SC) Valadao 
McCarthy Rigell Wagner 
McCaul Roby Walberg 
McClintock Roe (TN) Walden 
McHenry Rogers (AL) 
McKinley Rogers (KY) Walker . 
McMorris Rohrabacher Walorski ee 

Rodgers Rokita Walters, Mimi 
McSally Rooney (FL) Weber (TX) 
Meadows Ros-Lehtinen Webster (FL) 
Meehan Roskam A sept! 
Mica Ross esterman 
Miller (FL) Rothfus Westmoreland 
Miller (MI) Rouzer Williams 
Moolenaar Royce Wilson (SC) 
Mooney (WV) Russell Wittman 
Mullin Salmon Womack 
Mulvaney Sanford Woodall 
Murphy (PA) Scalise Yoder 
Neugebauer Schweikert Yoho 
Newhouse Scott, Austin Young (AK) 
Noem Sensenbrenner Young (IA) 
Nugent Sessions Young (IN) 
Nunes Shimkus Zeldin 
Olson Shuster Zinke 

NOT VOTING—8 

DesJarlais Meng Rush 
Fincher Messer Thompson (MS) 
Johnson, Sam Palazzo 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain- 
ing. 


1715 


Mr. TROTT changed his vote from 
“aye” to Hrg” 

So the motion to recommit was re- 
jected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 


Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, I demand a 
recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
will be a 5-minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 250, noes 171, 
not voting 10, as follows: 

[Roll No. 510] 
AYES—250 


This 


Abraham Bishop (GA) Brooks (IN) 
Aderholt Bishop (MI) Buchanan 
Allen Bishop (UT) Buck 
Amash Black Bucshon 
Amodei Blackburn Burgess 
Ashford Blum Byrne 
Babin Bost Calvert 
Barletta Boustany Carter (GA) 
Barr Brady (TX) Carter (TX) 
Barton Brat Chabot 
Benishek Bridenstine Chaffetz 
Bilirakis Brooks (AL) Clawson (FL) 


Coffman 
Cole 

Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 

Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 

Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 

Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 


Adams 
Aguilar 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 
F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 


Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Jolly 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Katko 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Peterson 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 


NOES—171 


Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 


Renacci 
Ribble 

Rice (SC) 
Rigell 

Roby 

Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Vela 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 

Yoho 

Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 


DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 


12697 


Grayson Lowenthal Ruiz 

Green, Al Lowey Ruppersberger 

Green, Gene Lujan Grisham Ryan (OH) 

Grijalva (NM) Sánchez, Linda 

Gutierrez Lujan, Ben Ray T. 

Hahn (NM) Sanchez, Loretta 

Hastings Lynch Sarbanes 

Heck (WA) Maloney, Schakowsky 

Higgins Carolyn Schiff 

Himes Maloney, Sean Scott (VA) 

Hinojosa Matsui Serano 

Honda McCollum 

Hoyer McDermott Sewell (AL) 

Huffman McGovern Sherman 

Israel McNerney Sires 

Jackson Lee Meeks Slaughter 

Jeffries Moore Smith (WA) 

Johnson (GA) Moulton Speier 

Johnson, E. B. Murphy (FL) Swalwell (CA) 

Kaptur Nadler Takano 

Keating Napolitano Thompson (CA) 

Kelly (IL) Neal Titus 

Kennedy Nolan Tonko 

Kildee Norcross Torres 

Kilmer O’Rourke Tsongas 

Kina ite = e Van Hollen 
irkpatric ascre 

Kuster Payne she 

Langevin Pelosi Velazquez 

Larsen (WA) Perlmutter Visclosk. 

Larson (CT) Peters y 

Lawrence Pingree Walz 

Lee Pocan Wasserman 

Levin Polis Schultz 

Lewis Price (NC) Waters, Maxine 

Lieu, Ted Quigley Watson Coleman 

Lipinski Rangel Welch 

Loebsack Rice (NY) Wilson (FL) 

Lofgren Roybal-Allard Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—10 

Courtney Johnson, Sam Rush 

Crenshaw Meng Thompson (MS) 

DesJarlais Palazzo 

Fincher Richmond 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain- 
ing. 


1721 


So the bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


——— 


VA ACCOUNTABILITY FIRST AND 
APPEALS MODERNIZATION ACT 
OF 2016 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
EMMER of Minnesota). Pursuant to 
House Resolution 859 and rule XVIII, 
the Chair declares the House in the 
Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the bill, H.R. 5620. 

Will the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. WESTMORELAND) kindly take the 
chair. 


1723 
IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
Accordingly, the House resolved 


itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of the bill (H.R. 
5620) to amend title 38, United States 
Code, to provide for the removal or de- 
motion of employees of the Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs based on per- 
formance or misconduct, and for other 
purposes, with Mr. WESTMORELAND 
(Acting Chair) in the chair. 


12698 


The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The Acting CHAIR. When the Com- 
mittee of the Whole rose earlier today, 
amendment No. 22 printed in House Re- 
port 114-742 offered by the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. MILLER) had been 
disposed of. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, proceedings will 
now resume on those amendments 
printed in House Report 114-742 on 
which further proceedings were post- 
poned, in the following order: 

Amendment No. 2 by Mr. WALZ of 
Minnesota. 

Amendment No. 3 by Mr. 
California. 

Amendment No. 5 by Ms. KUSTER of 
New Hampshire. 

Amendment No. 15 by Mr. TAKANO of 
California. 

Amendment No. 19 by Mr. TAKANO of 
California. 

Amendment No. 20 by Mr. TAKANO of 
California. 

Amendment No. 21 by Mr. DUFFY of 
Wisconsin. 

The Chair will reduce to 2 minutes 
the minimum time for any electronic 
vote after the first vote in this series. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. WALZ 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. WALZ) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the noes pre- 
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


TAKANO of 


redesignate the 


RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 
minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 173, noes 250, 
not voting 8, as follows: 

[Roll No. 511] 


AYES—173 

Adams Clarke (NY) Edwards 
Bass Clay Ellison 
Beatty Cleaver Engel 
Becerra Clyburn Eshoo 
Beyer Cohen Esty 
Bishop (GA) Connolly Farr 
Blumenauer Conyers Foster 
Bonamici Cooper Frankel (FL) 
Boyle, Brendan Costa Fudge 

F. Courtney Gabbard 
Brady (PA) Crowley Gallego 
Brown (FL) Cummings Garamendi 
Brownley (CA) Davis (CA) Graham 
Butterfield Davis, Danny Grayson 
Capps DeFazio Green, Al 
Capuano DeGette Green, Gene 
Cárdenas Delaney Grijalva 
Carney DeLauro Gutiérrez 
Carson (IN) DelBene Hahn 
Cartwright DeSaulnier Hastings 
Castor (FL) Deutch Heck (WA) 
Castro (TX) Dingell Higgins 
Chu, Judy Doggett Himes 
Cicilline Doyle, Michael Hinojosa 
Clark (MA) F. Honda 


Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 


Abraham 
Aderholt 
Aguilar 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Ashford 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 

Barton 
Benishek 
Bera 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 

Bost 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 

Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
Diaz-Balart 


Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Linda 
T. 


NOES—250 


Dold 
Donovan 
Duckworth 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 

Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 

Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 

Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 

Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 

Holding 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 

Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 

Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Jolly 

Jones 

Jordan 
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Sanchez, Loretta 

Sarbanes 

Schakowsky 

Schiff 

Schrader 

Scott (VA) 

Scott, David 

Serrano 

Sewell (AL) 

Sherman 

Sires 

Slaughter 

Smith (WA) 

Speier 

Swalwell (CA) 

Takano 

Thompson (CA) 

Titus 

Tonko 

Torres 

Tsongas 

Van Hollen 

Vargas 

Veasey 

Vela 

Velazquez 

Visclosky 

Walz 

Wasserman 
Schultz 

Waters, Maxine 

Watson Coleman 

Welch 

Wilson (FL) 

Yarmuth 


Joyce 
Katko 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Peters 
Pittenger 


September 14, 2016 


Pitts Russell Upton 
Poe (TX) Salmon Valadao 
Poliquin Sanford Wagner 
Pompeo Scalise Walberg 
Posey Schweikert Walden 
Price, Tom Scott, Austin Walker 
Ratcliffe Sensenbrenner Walorski 
Reed Sessions Walters, Mimi 
yaad crane Weber (TX) 

enacci uster 
Ribble Simpson Toe FL) 

A 2 enstrup 
Rice (SC) Sinema Westerman 
Rigell Smith (MO) Westmoreland 
Roby Smith (NE) Williams 
Roe (TN) Smith (NJ) i 
Rogers (AL) Smith (TX) Wilson (50) 
Rogers (KY) Stefanik Wittman 
Rohrabacher Stewart Womack 
Rokita Stivers Woodall 
Rooney (FL) Stutzman Yoder 
Ros-Lehtinen Thompson (PA) Yoho 
Roskam Thornberry Young (AK) 
Ross Tiberi Young (IA) 
Rothfus Tipton Young (IN) 
Rouzer Trott Zeldin 
Royce Turner Zinke 

NOT VOTING—8 

DesJarlais Johnson, Sam Rush 
Fincher Meng Thompson (MS) 
Hudson Palazzo 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 
The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 
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Mr. GARRETT changed his vote from 
“aye” to “nos? 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY TAKANO 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from California (Mr. 
TAKANO) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the noes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


the 


RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 
minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 184, noes 240, 
not voting 7, as follows: 


Adams 

Aguilar 

Ashford 

Bass 

Beatty 

Becerra 

Bera 

Beyer 

Bishop (GA) 

Blumenauer 

Bonamici 

Boyle, Brendan 
F. 

Brady (PA) 

Brown (FL) 

Brownley (CA) 

Bustos 

Butterfield 

Capps 

Capuano 


[Roll No. 512] 
AYES—184 


Cardenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coffman 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 


Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 
P 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 


September 14, 2016 


Esty 

Farr 

Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 

Levin 

Lewis 


Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 

Bos 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bra 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 


Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 


Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rice (NY) 


NOES—240 


Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 

Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
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Richmond 

Roybal-Allard 

Ruiz 

Ruppersberger 

Ryan (OH) 

Sanchez, Linda 
T. 

Sanchez, Loretta 

Sarbanes 

Schakowsky 

Schiff 

Schrader 

Scott (VA) 

Scott, David 

Serrano 

Sewell (AL) 

Sherman 

Sires 

Slaughter 

Smith (WA) 

Speier 

Swalwell (CA) 

Takano 

Thompson (CA) 

Thompson (MS) 

Titus 

Tonko 

Torres 

Tsongas 

Van Hollen 

Vargas 

Veasey 

Vela 

Velazquez 

Visclosky 

Walz 

Wasserman 
Schultz 

Waters, Maxine 

Watson Coleman 

Welch 

Wilson (FL) 

Yarmuth 


Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Jolly 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Katko 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 


Miller (FL) Rogers (AL) Thornberry 
Miller (MI) Rogers (KY) Tiberi 
Moolenaar Rohrabacher Tipton 
Mooney (WV) Rokita Trott 
Mullin Rooney (FL) Turner 
Mulvaney Ros-Lehtinen Upton 
Murphy (PA) Roskam Valadao 
Neugebauer Ross 
Newhouse Rothfus ea 
Noem Rouzer 
Walden 

Nugent Royce 
Nunes Russell Walker . 
Olson Salmon Walorski an 
Palmer Sanford Walters, Mimi 
Paulsen Scalise Weber (TX) 
Pearce Schweikert Webster (FL) 
Perry Scott, Austin Wenstrup 
Pitts Sensenbrenner Westerman 
Poe (TX) Sessions Westmoreland 
Poliquin Shimkus Williams 
Pompeo Shuster Wilson (SC) 
Posey Simpson Wittman 
Price, Tom Sinema Womack 
Ratcliffe Smith (MO) Woodall 
Reed Smith (NE) Yoder 
A ai peared os Yoho 

enacci mi 
Ribble Stefanik ue Ta 
Rice (SC) Stewart 

A 7 Young (IN) 
Rigell Stivers i 
Roby Stutzman Zeldin 
Roe (TN) Thompson (PA) Zinke 

NOT VOTING—7 

DesJarlais Johnson, Sam Rush 
Fincher Palazzo 
Grothman Pittenger 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 
The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 
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So the amendment was rejected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MS. KUSTER 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentlewoman from New Hampshire 
(Ms. KUSTER) on which further pro- 
ceedings were postponed and on which 
the noes prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


the 


RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 
minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 183, noes 236, 
not voting 12, as follows: 

[Roll No. 513] 


AYES—183 

Adams Butterfield Connolly 
Aguilar Capps Cooper 
Ashford Capuano Costa 
Bass Cárdenas Crowley 
Beatty Carney Cuellar 
Becerra Carson (IN) Cummings 
Bera Cartwright Davis (CA) 
Beyer Castor (FL) Davis, Danny 
Bishop (GA) Castro (TX) DeFazio 
Blumenauer Chu, Judy DeGette 
Bonamici Cicilline Delaney 
Boyle, Brendan Clark (MA) DeLauro 

F. Clarke (NY) DelBene 
Brady (PA) Clay DeSaulnier 
Brown (FL) Cleaver Deutch 
Brownley (CA) Clyburn Dingell 
Bustos Cohen Doggett 


Doyle, Michael 
F, 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 


Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blum 

Bos 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bra 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 


Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 

Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 


Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 


Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 

Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 


NOES—236 


Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 


12699 


Rice (NY) 

Richmond 

Roybal-Allard 

Ruiz 

Ruppersberger 

Ryan (OH) 

Salmon 

Sanchez, Linda 
T. 

Sanchez, Loretta 

Sarbanes 

Schakowsky 

Schiff 

Schrader 

Scott (VA) 

Scott, David 

Serrano 

Sewell (AL) 

Sherman 

Sires 

Slaughter 

Smith (WA) 

Speier 

Swalwell (CA) 

Takano 

Thompson (CA) 

Thompson (MS) 

Titus 

Tonko 

Torres 

Tsongas 

Van Hollen 

Vargas 

Veasey 

Vela 

Velazquez 

Visclosky 

Walz 

Wasserman 
Schultz 

Waters, Maxine 

Watson Coleman 

Welch 

Wilson (FL) 

Yarmuth 


Hill 

Holding 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 

Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 

Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Jolly 

Jones 

Jordan 

Joyce 

Katko 

Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 

Knight 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 

Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 

Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 


12700 


McMorris 
Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 


Blackburn 
Conyers 
Courtney 
Davidson 


Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 

Rice (SC) 
Rigell 

Roby 

Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
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Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 

Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 

Yoho 

Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 

Zinke 


NOT VOTING—12 


DesJarlais 
Fincher 
Hudson 
Johnson, Sam 


Palazzo 
Rohrabacher 
Rush 

Smith (NJ) 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 


The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 


1734 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

AMENDMENT NO. 15 OFFERED BY MR. TAKANO 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from California (Mr. 
TAKANO) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the ayes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


the 


RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 
minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 426, noes 0, 
not voting 5, as follows: 

[Roll No. 514] 


AYES—426 

Abraham Benishek Boyle, Brendan 
Adams Bera F, 
Aderholt Beyer Brady (PA) 
Aguilar Bilirakis Brady (TX) 
Allen Bishop (GA) Brat j 
Amash Bishop (MI) Bridenstine 
Amodei Bishop (UT) Brooks (AL) 
Ashford Black Brooks (IN) 
Babin Blackburn Brown (FL) 
Barletta Brownley (CA) 

Blum 
Barr Buchanan 
Barton Blumenauer Buck 
Bass Bonamici Bucshon 
Beatty Bost Burgess 
Becerra Boustany Bustos 


Butterfield 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clawson (FL) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coffman 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cook 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davidson 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Donovan 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Duckworth 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farenthold 
Farr 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frankel (FL) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garrett 
Gibbs 


Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Graham 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 

Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Higgins 

Hill 

Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holding 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huffman 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Israel 

Issa 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jolly 

Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 

King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Knight 
Kuster 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
Lawrence 
Lee 

Levin 

Lewis 

Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Loudermilk 


Love 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lummis 
Lynch 
MacArthur 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
Matsui 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Moore 
Moulton 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nolan 
Norcross 
Nugent 
Nunes 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Pallone 
Palmer 
Pascrell 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Pocan 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Price, Tom 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (NY) 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 


Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Russell 
Ryan (OH) 
Salmon 
Sanchez, Linda 
T 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanford 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Shimkus 


DesJarlais 
Fincher 
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Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 

Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 

Tipton 

Titus 

Tonko 

Torres 

Trott 
Tsongas 
Turner 

Upton 
Valadao 

Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 


NOT VOTING—5 


Johnson, Sam 
Palazzo 


Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Walz 
Wasserman 
Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Welch 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Williams 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 

Yoho 

Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 

Zinke 


Rush 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 


The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 


1738 


Messrs. WESTMORELAND, ROGERS 
of Alabama, EMMER of Minnesota, and 
JOHNSON of Ohio changed their vote 
from “no” to “aye.” 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

AMENDMENT NO. 19 OFFERED BY MR. TAKANO 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from California (Mr. 
TAKANO) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the ayes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


the 


RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 
minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 421, noes 1, 
not voting 9, as follows: 

[Roll No. 515] 


AYES—421 
Abraham Barton Black 
Adams Bass Blackburn 
Aderholt Beatty Blum 
Aguilar Becerra Blumenauer 
Allen Benishek Bonamici 
Amash Bera Bost 
Amodei Beyer Boustany 
Ashford Bilirakis Boyle, Brendan 
Babin Bishop (GA) F. 
Barletta Bishop (MI) Brady (PA) 
Barr Bishop (UT) Brady (TX) 


September 14, 2016 


Bra 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Butterfield 


Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clawson (FL) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coffman 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cook 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davidson 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Donovan 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Duckworth 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farenthold 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 


Frankel (FL) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garrett 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Graham 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hanna 

Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Higgins 

Hill 

Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holding 
Honda 

Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huffman 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 

Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Israel 

Issa 

Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jolly 

Jones 

Jordan 

Joyce 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 

Kind 

King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 

Knight 
Kuster 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
Lawrence 
Lee 

Levin 
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Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lummis 
Lynch 
MacArthur 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
Matsui 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Moore 
Moulton 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Nea. 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nolan 
Norcross 
Nugent 
Nunes 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Pallone 
Palmer 
Pascrell 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Pocan 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Price, Tom 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 


Rice (NY) 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Russell 
Ryan (OH) 
Salmon 
Sanchez, Linda 
T 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanford 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 


Cooper 
DesJarlais 
Farr 


Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 

Sires 
Slaughter 
mith (MO) 
mith (NJ) 
mith (TX) 
mith (WA) 
eier 

efanik 
ewart 

ivers 
Stutzman 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 

Tipton 

Titus 

Tonko 

Torres 

Trott 

Tsongas 
Turner 

Upton 
Valadao 


NOES—1 
Young (AK) 


S 
S 
S 
S 
S 
S 
S 
S 


NOT VOTING—9 


Fincher 
Gibbs 
Johnson, Sam 


Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 

Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Walz 
Wasserman 
Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Welch 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Williams 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 

Yoho 

Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 

Zinke 


Palazzo 
Rush 
Smith (NE) 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 


The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 


There is 1 minute remaining. 


1742 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


The result of the vote was announced 


as above recorded. 


Stated for: 
Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Mr. Chair, on roll- 
call No. 515, had | been present, | would have 


voted “aye.” 


AMENDMENT NO. 20 OFFERED BY MR. TAKANO 


The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
California 
TAKANO) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the ayes 


gentleman 


from 


prevailed by voice vote. 


The 


ment. 


Clerk will 
amendment. 
The Clerk redesignated the amend- 


RECORDED VOTE 
The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 


has been demanded. 
A recorded vote was ordered. 


redesignate 


(Mr. 


the 


The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 
minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 421, noes 0, 
not voting 10, as follows: 

[Roll No. 516] 


AYES—421 
Abraham Amash Barr 
Adams Amodei Barton 
Aderholt Ashford Bass 
Aguilar Babin Beatty 
Allen Barletta Becerra 


Benishek 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Bost 
Boustany 
Boyle, Brendan 
F, 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clawson (FL) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coffman 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cook 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davidson 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Donovan 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Duckworth 


Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Engel 

Eshoo 

Esty 
Farenthold 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 

Foxx 
Frankel (FL) 
Franks (AZ) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garrett 
Gibbs 

Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Graham 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 

Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Higgins 

Hill 

Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holding 
Honda 

Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huffman 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 

Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Israel 

Issa 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jolly 

Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 

King (IA) 
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King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Knight 
Kuster 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lummis 
Lynch 
MacArthur 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
Matsui 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Moore 
Moulton 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nolan 
Norcross 
Nugent 
Nunes 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Pallone 
Palmer 
Pascrell 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peterson 
Pingree 
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Pittenger 
Pitts 
Pocan 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Price, Tom 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (NY) 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Russell 
Ryan (OH) 
Salmon 
Sanchez, Linda 
T. 


Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanford 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 

Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 

Tipton 

Titus 

Tonko 

Torres 
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Trott 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velazquez 
Visclosky 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Walz 
Wasserman 
Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Welch 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Williams 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 


NOT VOTING—10 


DesJarlais Graves (LA) Rush 
Farr Johnson, Sam Serrano 
Fincher Palazzo 

Frelinghuysen Peters 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 
The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 
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So the amendment was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

AMENDMENT NO. 21 OFFERED BY MR. DUFFY 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. DUFFY) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the ayes pre- 
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


redesignate the 


RECORDED VOTE 


The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 
minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 423, noes 1, 
not voting 7, as follows: 

[Roll No. 517] 


AYES—423 
Abraham Amodei Bass 
Adams Ashford Beatty 
Aderholt Babin Becerra 
Aguilar Barletta Benishek 
Allen Barr Bera 
Amash Barton Beyer 


Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Bost 
Boustany 
Boyle, Brendan 
F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clawson (FL) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coffman 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cook 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davidson 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Donovan 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Duckworth 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 


Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Engel 

Eshoo 

Esty 
Farenthold 
Farr 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 

Foxx 
Frankel (FL) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Graham 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 

Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Hartzler 
Hastings 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Higgins 

Hill 

Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holding 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huffman 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 

Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Israel 

Issa 

Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jolly 

Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 

Kind 

King (IA) 
King (NY) 


Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Knight 
Kuster 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lummis 
Lynch 
MacArthur 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
Matsui 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Moore 
Moulton 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nolan 
Norcross 
Nugent 
Nunes 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Pallone 
Palmer 
Pascrell 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
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Pittenger Sanchez, Loretta Torres 
Pitts Sanford Trott 
Pocan Sarbanes Tsongas 
Poe (TX) Scalise Turner 
Poliquin Schakowsky Upton 
Polis Schiff Valadao 
Pompeo Schrader Van Hollen 
Posey Schweikert Vargas 
Price (NC) Scott (VA) Vela 
Price, Tom Scott, Austin Velazquez 
Quigley Scott, David Visclosky 
Rangel Sensenbrenner Wagner 
Ratcliffe Serrano Walberg 
Reed Sessions 
Reichert Sewell (AL) bile ce 
Renacci Sherman Walorski 
Ribble Shimkus Walters, Mimi 
Rice (NY) Shuster W. d 

K i alz 
Rice (SC) Simpson Wassormiañ 
Richmond Sinema Schultz 
Rigell Sres Waters, Maxine 
Roby Slaughter 7 
Roe (TN) Smith (MO) Watson Coleman 
Rogers (AL) Smith (NE) Weber:(TX) 
Rogers (KY) Smith (NJ) Webster (FL) 
Rohrabacher Smith (TX) Wenstrup 
Rokita Smith (WA) Westerman 
Rooney (FL) Speier Westmoreland 
Ros-Lehtinen Stefanik Williams 
Roskam Stewart Wilson (FL) 
Ross Stivers Wilson (SC) 
Rothfus Stutzman Wittman 
Rouzer Swalwell (CA) Womack 
Roybal-Allard Takano Woodall 
Royce Thompson (CA) Yarmuth 
Ruiz Thompson (MS) Yoder 
Ruppersberger Thompson (PA) Yoho 
Russell Thornberry Young (AK) 
Ryan (OH) Tiberi Young (IA) 
Salmon Tipton Young (IN) 
Sanchez, Linda Titus Zeldin 

y Tonko Zinke 

NOES—1 
Harris 
NOT VOTING—7 

DesJarlais Palazzo Welch 
Fincher Rush 
Johnson, Sam Veasey 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 
The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 
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So the amendment was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The Acting CHAIR. There being no 
further amendments, under the rule, 
the Committee rises. 

Accordingly, the Committee rose; 
and the Speaker pro tempore (Ms. Ros- 
LEHTINEN) having assumed the chair, 
Mr. WESTMORELAND, Acting Chair of 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, reported that 
that Committee, having had under con- 
sideration the bill (H.R. 5620) to amend 
title 38, United States Code, to provide 
for the removal or demotion of employ- 
ees of the Department of Veterans Af- 
fairs based on performance or mis- 
conduct, and for other purposes, and, 
pursuant to House Resolution 859, he 
reported the bill back to the House 
with sundry amendments adopted in 
the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the rule, the previous question is or- 
dered. 

Is a separate vote demanded on any 
amendment reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole? If not, the Chair 
will put them en gros. 

The amendments were agreed to. 


September 14, 2016 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

MOTION TO RECOMMIT 

Ms. TITUS. Madam Speaker, I have a 
motion to recommit at the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 
gentlewoman opposed to the bill? 

Ms. TITUS. I am opposed to the bill 
in its current form. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the motion to recom- 
mit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ms. Titus moves to recommit the bill H.R. 
5620 to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs 
with instructions to report the same back to 
the House forthwith, with the following 
amendment: 

Add at the end the following: 

SEC. 11. DEFINITION OF SPOUSE FOR PURPOSES 
OF VETERAN BENEFITS TO REFLECT 
NEW STATE DEFINITIONS OF 
SPOUSE. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 101 of title 38, 
United States Code is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘of the op- 
posite sex”; and 

(2) in paragraph (31), by striking ‘‘of the 
opposite sex who is a wife or husband” and 
inserting ‘iin a marriage recognized under 
section 103 of this title”. 

(b) DETERMINATION.—Subsection (c) of sec- 
tion 103 of such title is amended to read as 
follows: 

‘(c)(1) For the purposes of all laws admin- 
istered by the Secretary, the Secretary shall 
recognize a marriage based on the law of the 
State where the marriage occurred. In the 
case of a marriage that occurred outside a 
State, the Secretary shall recognize the mar- 
riage if the marriage was lawful in the place 
where it occurred and could have been en- 
tered into under the laws of any State. Ex- 
cept in the case of a purported marriage 
deemed valid under subsection (a), the Sec- 
retary may not recognize more than one 
marriage for any person at the same time. 

“(2) In this subsection, the term ‘State’ 
has the meaning given that the term in sec- 
tion 101(20) of this title, except that such 
term also includes the Commonwealth of the 
Northern Mariana Islands.’’. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida (during the 
reading). Madam Speaker, I reserve a 
point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A point 
of order is reserved. 

The Clerk will continue to read. 

The Clerk continued to read. 

Ms. TITUS (during the reading). 
Madam Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to dispense with the reading. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
woman from Nevada? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tlewoman from Nevada is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 

Ms. TITUS. Madam Speaker, this is 
the final amendment to the bill. It will 
not kill the bill or send it back to com- 
mittee. If adopted, the bill will imme- 
diately proceed to final passage, as 
amended. 
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The motion to recommit that I offer 
today is simple, straightforward, and 
long overdue. The amendment is a 
technical correction to update our Na- 
tion’s laws to reflect the realities of 
the day by eliminating outdated, dis- 
criminatory language that is currently 
found in the U.S. Code. 

Over a year ago, the Supreme Court 
ruled definitively on the question of 
equal protection for all citizens under 
the law. Their decision in Obergefell v. 
Hodges struck down discriminatory 
laws that defined marriage and made 
marriage equality the law of the land. 

Following that decision, the Vet- 
erans Administration issued guidance 
to ensure that all legally married vet- 
erans and their spouses would have ac- 
cess to the full range of Federal bene- 
fits that they earned through their 
military service. Yet, title 38 of the 
U.S. Code, which governs the VA, still 
reflects decades-old language that does 
not meet the constitutional reality of 
today. This is why I am offering the 
motion to remove the sex-specific defi- 
nition of ‘‘spouse’’ found in the VA 
Code. 

Now, updating the U.S. Code is noth- 
ing new to this body. In 1986, Congress 
updated our Nation’s laws to reflect 
the fact that not all veterans are men 
and not all veteran spouses are wives. 
Earlier this year, I would remind the 
House that we passed, by unanimous 
vote, a measure offered by my friend 
and colleague from New York, Con- 
gresswoman MENG, to remove discrimi- 
natory language on race found in the 
Code. 

By passing this MTR, we can take 
yet another step to clean up our laws 
and recognize that all American vet- 
erans and their families are equal. In- 
deed, we owe it to those who have worn 
the uniform and to their loved ones to 
respect their service and their sacrifice 
in both word and in deed. So let’s re- 
move this discriminatory language and 
ensure that all veterans are provided 
the respect, the benefits, and the equal 
protection they deserve. 

Accordingly, I would urge my col- 
leagues on both sides of the aisle to 
have just a fraction of the courage that 
these brave American heroes have and 
vote for this motion to recommit. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Madam 
Speaker, I withdraw my reservation of 
a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The res- 
ervation of a point of order is with- 
drawn. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Madam 
Speaker, I claim the time in opposition 
to the gentlewoman’s motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Madam 
Speaker, one thing that can be said 
about Ms. TITUS is she is consistent 
and she has tried every way possible in 
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order to have this piece of legislation 
pass. Actually, it was debated and de- 
feated in the committee when we had 
an opportunity to talk about this issue 
before. 

There were 80 amendments that were 
offered on this particular piece of legis- 
lation. Twenty-two amendments were 
accepted, and as the Members have 
seen, a vast number of Democratic 
amendments were accepted and al- 
lowed to be debated on the floor. 

This bill is about accountability. 
This bill is trying to give the Secretary 
the tools that he needs in order to hold 
people accountable. The problem that 
exists today at the Department of Vet- 
erans Affairs, as the Department Sec- 
retary has said and as other high-rank- 
ing officials at the Department have 
said, is it is almost impossible to hold 
somebody accountable or to fire some- 
body at the Department of Veterans 
Affairs. 

Imagine this: a VA employee that 
was drunk went into an operating 
room, and it took almost a year in 
order to hold them accountable; a VA 
employee was a willing participant in 
an armed robbery in Puerto Rico, and 
after a lengthy and administrative bat- 
tle where the employee was supported 
by the public employee unions, the em- 
ployee was reinstated in their previous 
position and got no discipline at all. 

The VA has not held anybody ac- 
countable for the $2.5 billion budget 
shortfall that took place in 2015, and 
they have held nobody accountable for 
the $1 billion cost overrun at the Au- 
rora, Colorado, VA Medical Center. 

This is about holding bad bureau- 
crats accountable. We don’t need poi- 
son pills in this particular bill. We need 
to move forward, and I urge my col- 
leagues to oppose the MTR. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the previous question is or- 
dered on the motion to recommit. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion to recommit. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Ms. TITUS. Madam Speaker, I de- 
mand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 9 of rule XX, this 5- 
minute vote on the motion to recom- 
mit will be followed by a 5-minute vote 
on passage of the bill, if ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 185, noes 239, 
not voting 7, as follows: 

[Roll No. 518] 


AYES—185 
Adams Bass Bera 
Aguilar Beatty Beyer 
Ashford Becerra Bishop (GA) 
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Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 
F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 


Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 

Bos 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bra 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 


Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 


NOES—239 


Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 

Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davidson 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
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Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Linda 
T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velazquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 
Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 


Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 


Huelskamp Meehan Sanford 
Huizenga (MI) Messer Scalise 
Hultgren Mica Schweikert 
Hunter Miller (FL) Scott, Austin 
Hurd (TX) Miller (MI) Sensenbrenner 
Hurt (VA) Moolenaar Sessions 
Issa Mooney (WV) Shimkus 
Jenkins (KS) Mullin Shuster 
Jenkins (WV) Mulvaney Simpson 
Johnson (OH) Murphy (PA) Smith (MO) 
Jolly Neugebauer Smith (NE) 
Jones Newhouse Smith (NJ) 
Jordan Noem Smith (TX) 
Joyce Nugent Stefanik 
Katko Nunes Stewart 
Kelly (MS) Olson Stivers 
Kelly (PA) Palmer Stutzman 
King (IA) Paulsen Thompson (PA) 
King (NY) Pearce Thornberry 
Kinzinger (IL) Perry Tiberi 
Kline Pittenger Tipton 
Knight Pitts Trott 
Labrador Poe (TX) Turner 
LaHood Poliquin Upton 
LaMalfa Pompeo Valadao 
Lamborn Posey Wagner 
Lance Price, Tom Walberg 
Latta Ratcliffe Walden 
LoBiondo Reed Walker 
Long Reichert Walorski 
Loudermilk Renacci Walters, Mimi 
Love Ribble Weber (TX) 
Lucas Rice (SC) Webster (FL) 
Luetkemeyer Rigell Wenstrup 
Lummis Roe (TN) Westerman 
MacArthur Rogers (AL) Westmoreland 
Marchant. Rogers (KY) Williams 
Marino Rohrabacher Wilson (SC) 
Massie Rokita Wittman 
McCarthy Rooney (FL) Womack 
McCaul Ros-Lehtinen Woodall 
McClintock Roskam Yoder 
McHenry Ross Yoho 
McKinley Rothfus Young (AK) 
MeMorris Rouzer Young (IA) 

Rodgers Royce Young (IN) 
McSally Russell Zeldin 
Meadows Salmon Zinke 

NOT VOTING—7 
Davis, Rodney Johnson, Sam Rush 
DesJarlais Palazzo 
Fincher Roby 
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So the motion to recommit was re- 

jected. 


The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

Stated against: 

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Madam 
Speaker, on rollcall No. 518, | was unavoid- 
ably detained. Had | been present, | would 
have voted “nay.” 

Mrs. ROBY. Madam Speaker, on rollcall No. 
518, | was unavoidably detained. Had | been 
present, | would have voted “nay.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. TAKANO. Madam Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a 
5-minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 310, nays 
116, not voting 5, as follows: 

[Roll No. 519] 


YEAS—310 
Abraham Amodei Barton 
Aderholt Ashford Benishek 
Aguilar Babin Bera 
Allen Barletta Bilirakis 
Amash Barr Bishop (GA) 


Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Bos 
Boustany 
Boyle, Brendan 
F. 
Brady (TX) 
Bra 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carney 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Cicilline 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davidson 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
Diaz-Balart 
Doggett 
Dold 
Donovan 
Duckworth 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Esty 
Farenthold 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gabbard 
Garamendi 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Graham 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grothman 
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Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hahn 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Israel 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Jolly 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Knight 
Kuster 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lowenthal 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Moulton 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 


Murphy (PA) 
Neal 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 

Peters 
Peterson 
Pittenger 
Pitts 

Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 

Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 

Rice (NY) 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 

Roby 

Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 

Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Russell 
Ryan (OH) 
Salmon 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Speier 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 

Titus 

Trott 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Veasey 

Vela 

Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Walz 

Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Williams 
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Wilson (SC) Yoder Young (IN) 
Wittman Yoho Zeldin 
Womack Young (AK) Zinke 
Woodall Young (IA) 
NAYS—116 

Adams Foster Pascrell 
Bass Frankel (FL) Payne 
Beatty Fudge Pelosi 
Becerra Gallego Perlmutter 
Beyer Grijalva Pingree 
Blumenauer Gutiérrez Pocan 
Bonamici Hastings Polis 
Brady (PA) Higgins Price (NC) 
Brown (FL) Honda Quigley 
Butterfield Hoyer Rangel 
Capps Huffman Richmond 
Capuano Jackson Lee Roybal-Allard 
Cardenas Jeffries Sanchez, Linda 
Carson (IN) Johnson (GA) T: 
Cartwright Johnson, E. B. Sarbanes 
Castor (FL) Kelly (IL) Schakowsky 
Chu, Judy Kildee Schiff 
Clark (MA) Larsen (WA) Scott (VA) 
Clarke (NY) Lawrence Serrano 
Clay Lee Sewell (AL) 
Cleaver Levin Sherman 
Clyburn Lewis Sires 
Cohen Lieu, Ted Slaughter 
Connolly Lofgren Smith (WA) 
Conyers Lowey Swalwell (CA) 
Crowley Lynch Takano 
Cummings Maloney, Thompson (MS) 
Davis, Danny Carolyn Tonko 
DeGette Matsui Torres 
DelBene McCollum Van Hollen 
DeSaulnier McDermott Vargas 
Deutch McGovern Velázquez 
Dingell Meeks Visclosky 
Doyle, Michael Meng Wasserman 

F. Moore Schultz 
Edwards Nadler Waters, Maxine 
Ellison Napolitano Watson Coleman 
Engel Nolan Welch 
Eshoo Norcross Wilson (FL) 
Farr Pallone Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—5 
DesJarlais Johnson, Sam Rush 
Fincher Palazzo 
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So the bill is passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


— 


REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER 
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 3765 


Mr. RANGEL. Madam Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to withdraw my 
name from H.R. 3765, the ADA Edu- 
cation and Reform Act of 2015. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. 
MCSALLY). Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 


EE 
HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMORROW 


Mr. MILLER of Florida. Madam 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
when the House adjourns today, it ad- 
journ to meet at 9 a.m. tomorrow. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Florida? 

There was no objection. 


RECOGNIZING CHASE BUSBY 


(Mr. CARTER of Georgia asked and 
was given permission to address the 
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House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Madam 
Speaker, I rise today to recognize the 
courageous Chase Busby from St. Si- 
mons Island, Georgia—a 3-year-old bat- 
tling leukemia. 

After Chase showed symptoms of a 
fairly common cold for about a month, 
his parents, Chris and Cassie, took him 
to the doctor for tests. Unfortunately, 
those tests showed that he had an 
acute type of childhood cancer found in 
bone marrow. 

Since that time, Chase has gone 
through many more tests, medicines, 
and painful procedures, including 
chemotherapy. He is set to complete 
his treatment in 2018. 

In true south Georgia fashion, I am 
proud to say that Chase’s local commu- 
nity is rallying behind him. In his 
honor, on September 23, Redfern Vil- 
lage in St. Simons is hosting a block 
party called ‘‘Redfern Goes Gold,” and 
the proceeds will go to funding child- 
hood cancer research. 

With September being National 
Childhood Cancer Awareness Month, I 
rise today to wish Chase Busby all the 
best in fighting this disease. Chase, we 
are here to support you every step of 
the way. 
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CELEBRATING MS. MAE CORA 
PETERSON’S 100TH BIRTHDAY 


(Mr. VEASEY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. VEASEY. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to honor the 100th birthday of 
Ms. Mae Cora Peterson, a resident of 
Fort Worth, Texas, in the Stop Six, 
Carver Heights community. 

Ms. Peterson was born on September 
18, 1916, in Orangeburg, South Carolina, 
during the Jim Crow era. Under- 
standing the value of education during 
the time of racial segregation, she at- 
tended and graduated from South Caro- 
lina State University. She went on to 
earn her master’s degree from the Uni- 
versity of Michigan. After graduation, 
she volunteered with the YWCA and 
was offered a full-time job in the city 
of her choice. She took on the position 
of executive director at a segregated 
branch in Fort Worth. 

She continued her passion to serve 
youth and later served as the dean of 
girls and vice principal at Dunbar High 
School, where she worked for 27 years. 
In addition to her civic duties, Ms. 
Peterson is also the oldest active living 
member of the Delta Sigma Theta So- 
rority, Inc. 

Madam Speaker, I rise to give tribute 
to my good friend, Ms. Mae Cora Peter- 
son. 
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NO LAMEDUCK VOTE ON TPP 


(Ms. KAPTUR asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. KAPTUR. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to call on Congress to rule out 
an end-of-the-year lameduck end-run 
vote on the Trans-Pacific Partnership. 

No other time in the Congress is less 
accountable to the people who entrust 
us to represent their interests than the 
period between election and the swear- 
ing in of a new Congress in January. 
That is why it is called lameduck. 

Retiring Members or those who lost 
elections still have a say. And whose 
interests are they more likely to rep- 
resent? 

Sometimes corporate interests weigh 
in with tantalizing offers of high-dollar 
remuneration on their retirement. Or 
for those fresh off an election, a lame- 
duck can present pressures from donors 
who funded their campaigns. 

In 2000, I watched this scenario play 
out when the permanent normal trade 
relations with China, unfortunately, 
passed. For China’s PNTR vote, look at 
Texas. The President secured at least 
five Members’ votes by promising an 
environmental cleanup of a military 
factory, a study on job losses due to 
imports, and finalized an EPA study 
for a pipeline. 

And what happened to those prom- 
ises? 

Nothing. In fact, the factory closed 
with the district losing 5,000 jobs. 

Madam Speaker, we have been told 
time and again that free trade deals 
create jobs, but they outsource our 
jobs instead. Americans deserve a vote 
from accountable, elected Representa- 
tives. No lameduck TPP vote. 


EE 


AMERICAN FREEDOMS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan- 
uary 6, 2015, the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. GIBSON) is recognized for 60 
minutes as the designee of the major- 
ity leader. 

Mr. GIBSON. Madam Speaker, this 
evening I will be joined with three 
other veterans, and among the four of 
us are three airborne Ranger-qualified 
veterans and one Navy SEAL. We will 
be talking about our freedoms and this 
exceptional way of life. 

Madam Speaker, earlier this year, on 
the Fourth of July, we celebrated 240 
years of our independence, celebrating 
our freedoms. 

Earlier this week in a series of som- 
ber memorials, I was in some of my 
towns across the 11 counties of the 19th 
Congressional District of New York, 
and we marked the 15th year since the 
11th of September of 2001. 

Madam Speaker, it has often been 
the case in the human experience that 
in adversity, character is revealed. I 
would submit that the character of the 
American soul was revealed on that 
day. Courage in the face of danger. 
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At the World Trade Center, when so 
many Americans were working their 
way down the stairs, our first respond- 
ers were on their way up to make sure 
that no one was left behind. Remark- 
able courage in the face of danger. 

And I think about what it must have 
been like on United Airlines Flight 93 
when they had that revelation that the 
country was under attack and that 
their plane, which had been hijacked, 
was destined for some target, likely in 
the National Capital Region, and how 
they summoned up the courage to at- 
tack. Ordinary Americans doing ex- 
traordinary things. Courage in the face 
of danger. Part of the American soul, 
part of our character. Also, I would 
add, unity, unity of our country. 

Very often we celebrate the diversity 
in this country. And, in fact, we are 
very proud of the fact that we have 
freedom of thought, freedom of expres- 
sion, and we celebrate that diversity. 
But, Madam Speaker, we also at the 
same time honor our unity, and that 
was clearly on display on the 11th of 
September and all the days after. 

Then, finally, what I would add is 
courage in the face of danger, unity, 
love, and support. I saw that firsthand 
again this week throughout my district 
at these memorials. It certainly was 
the case on the 11th of September. 

When you think about what it means 
to be an American and the freedoms 
that we hold dear, this is a way of life 
worth defending, and that is why I am 
excited to be with my colleagues here 
this evening to talk about that. Be- 
cause oftentimes we don’t think about 
this, it is no less true. 

What we did in the 18th century was 
truly radical. We changed the trajec- 
tory of history with our Revolution. 
Think about those summoning words 
in the Declaration of Independence: 

“WE hold these Truths to be self-evi- 
dent, that all Men are created equal, 
that they are endowed by their Creator 
with certain unalienable Rights, that 
among these are Life, Liberty, and the 
Pursuit of Happiness—That to secure 
these Rights, Governments are insti- 
tuted among Men, deriving their just 
Powers from the Consent of the Gov- 
erned.’’ 

We have a tendency to look back on 
that and say, Well, of course. That was 
utterly radical. The 18th century was 
the era of the divine right of kings and 
queens and aristocracies. The heads of 
state of Europe, they gave us no 
chance. They never thought this would 
work. They scoffed at us. They believed 
that, ultimately, chaos would unfold 
and that we would beg for the mon- 
archy to come back. And, Madam 
Speaker, we showed the world a hum- 
ble nation, mostly farmers at the time; 
and we showed the world that we could 
not only survive, that we could thrive 
and flourish and really go on to be, as 
many have said, the greatest hope for 
mankind. 
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Madam Speaker, that is why we are 
here tonight. We all believe passion- 
ately in this. We took an oath that said 
we were ready to give our life for that, 
and we are still fighting for that now, 
as we serve in the United States Con- 
gress. 

And when we consider the kind of 
government that we brought forward, 
this was a government of the people, by 
the people, for the people, a self-gov- 
erning people. Philosophers had writ- 
ten about it. We had some forms of 
that in republics over the centuries. 
But really what many had theorized, 
we were really the first to put in full 
practice. 

And here I am talking explicitly 
about an independent judiciary. Here- 
tofore, they had been, you know, exten- 
sions of the crown, extensions of the 
executive branch. 

James Madison and many of the 
Founders came forward and they said— 
and this is what was so revolutionary— 
we are going to put the individual at 
the center, the citizen at the center. 
Before that time, government really 
was the state, it was the king, it was 
the queen. And we said we are going to 
be self-governing. 

Madam Speaker, to do that, we 
brought forward a Constitution. And 
that was, again, what was really, I 
think, in the end, pivotal because we 
had a contemporary. 

Less than a decade later, France had 
a revolution, but, unfortunately, ulti- 
mately, they begged for the monarchy 
to come back. Their revolution did not 
succeed, but ours did. And it really was 
the genius design of the Constitution 
that diffused power, that celebrated 
liberty, and put the citizen at the cen- 
ter, the separation of powers, the 
checks and balances, the auxiliary 
checks that came with it. We are talk- 
ing about Federalism. 

We chose the word ‘‘state’’ on pur- 
pose. We could have chose ‘‘province.”’ 
We could have chose any other word. 
We chose the word ‘‘state’’ because we 
believed in that cosovereignty. And, of 
course, undergirding all of that was the 
idea of an empowered citizen, as I men- 
tioned. 

Some historians have said that when 
you look at all of this, when you look 
at Federalist Papers, when you look at 
the Constitution, when you look at the 
Bill of Rights, it has been argued that 
these are some of the most summoning 
words ever penned; and I agree with 
that. But, Madam Speaker, this was 
also very real. 

What our Founders instantiated in 
the Bill of Rights, everything they put 
there, had happened to us. I mean, 
King George had abused the colonists. 
He had abused us. And we said, No 
more. We said that we shall have lib- 
erty. 

So when you look at the First 
Amendment, for example, the king had 
denied us the ability of freedom of 
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speech. He told us that we could not 
have freedom of religion. He super- 
imposed his religious views on all of 
the colonists. He said that we couldn’t 
meet in groups of more than three be- 
cause he said we would be conspiring 
against him. It turns out he was actu- 
ally right about that. 

Madam Speaker, he denied us the 
right to petition our government. We 
put together petitions. We sent it over- 
seas to the king, anxiously waiting on 
a response. The king didn’t even open 
them. He wouldn’t open these peti- 
tions. He said they didn’t have the 
standing, they don’t have the right. 

Our Founders said that all of our 
citizens have the right to petition their 
government; they have the right to as- 
semble; they have the right to freedom 
of speech, freedom of the press, free- 
dom of religion. We hold these dear, 
and we are very proud of this. 

The Second Amendment. Madam 
Speaker, we often learn that the Brits 
marched on our guns; and that, in part, 
is why the Second Amendment was put 
there. Well, let’s remember this: sure, 
it was the Brits, but that doesn’t even 
make the point. That was our govern- 
ment. The Brits at the time were es- 
sentially our national government, and 
they marched on our guns. The Found- 
ers said, No more. Free citizens who 
have rights and responsibilities have 
the right to keep and bear arms. 

The Third Amendment. Madam 
Speaker, the king had quartered troops 
in our homes. He did that without ask- 
ing; didn’t pay us any money. Our 
Founders said that is a violation; it is 
a violation of the citizen; and that the 
only time that a government can quar- 
ter troops in a home is if Congress de- 
clares that there is a state of war and 
if citizens are reimbursed for that. 

Madam Speaker, the Fourth Amend- 
ment. The king routinely sent his 
troops into our homes. He didn’t need 
cause. They turned furniture upside 
down. They could look for anything. 
Our Founders said that would not hap- 
pen again. They said that we have the 
right—as citizens, we have the right to 
be reasonably secure in ourselves, in 
our belongings, and that the only way 
the government could get access to 
that is if they followed a process, due 
process where they stood before a judge 
and they showed probable cause for ac- 
tion. Only then shall warrants be writ, 
and those warrants shall have speci- 
ficity in person, place, and thing. Cen- 
tral to liberty. 

Madam Speaker, the Fifth through 
the Eighth Amendments have to do 
with the rights of the accused. We have 
the right to hear the charges against 
us. We have the right to not be locked 
up, indefinitely detained without 
charge. We have the right to counsel. 
We have the right to not be forced to 
testify against ourselves. We also won’t 
have double jeopardy. If we are facing a 
capital crime, it shall first go to a 
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grand jury. We have the right to speedy 
and public trials by jury, and we have 
the right to protection from unjust 
punishment. 
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Madam Speaker, the Ninth and 
Tenth Amendments are an affirmation 
of limited government because the 
Founders said that anything that 
wasn’t explicitly written in the docu- 
ment would be left for the States or 
the people. 

Madam Speaker, this changed the 
history of the world. This was an in- 
credible moment when freedom was 
born. And every generation since, serv- 
icemen and -women have had to stand 
up to protect those freedoms because 
we believe in the idea of the citizen and 
we believe in the idea of liberty. 

Madam Speaker, I want to be clear. 
There has been a lot of discussion in 
this Chamber about the safety and se- 
curity of our families and our commu- 
nities. I want to state very clearly that 
all of us veterans here, we believe deep- 
ly in this. We love our families, we love 
our friends, we love our communities, 
and we want to assure their safety. 
That is partly what inspired us to go 
forward, to deploy, to fight our en- 
emies: to ensure the protection of our 
loved ones. 

We don’t believe that by targeting 
with law law-abiding citizens we are 
going to be safer. We believe in back- 
ground checks. Of course, we do. We 
don’t want terrorists to get guns. In 
fact, we endeavor to kill or capture ter- 
rorists. 

We believe this. We believe that any 
public policy that is enacted needs to 
actually solve the problem while at the 
same time protecting our liberties, as- 
suring us of the freedoms that we 
fought for. 

As we look across, what is evident is 
that we have issues right now with 
gangs and narcotraffickers, and so we 
support action. In fact, we helped pass, 
in this Chamber, legislation that ad- 
dressed that. When we addressed the 
opioid issue, we addressed education, 
which is so important to cutting down 
on opioid abuse. We addressed treat- 
ment. We also addressed enforcement. 

Federalism has many virtues, but it 
has some challenges, too. There are 
seams. There are seams that these 
narcotraffickers and gangs can exploit, 
and we helped address that. 

Madam Speaker, these are construc- 
tive actions that can help make us 
safer. We fought to defend these free- 
doms. We are still fighting to defend 
these freedoms. 

Madam Speaker, we are now going to 
hear from a series of speakers. I want 
to first bring up my friend from Okla- 
homa, STEVE RUSSELL. He represents 
the Fifth District in Oklahoma. He 
served in the United States Army for 21 
years. He commanded a battalion. His 
battalion was actually the main effort 
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that captured Saddam Hussein back in 
December of 2003 in Iraq. This is an in- 
credible person. He is a warrior. He is 
scholar. He is a statesman. He was 
decorated with the Combat Infantry- 
man Badge. His servicemen and 
-women were awarded the Valorous 
Unit Award, and he personally was 
decorated for valor. He is also a small- 
business owner, rifle manufacturing 
business. He was a representative in 
Oklahoma before he came here. I am 
very honored to serve with him. 

I yield to the gentleman from Okla- 
homa (Mr. RUSSELL). 

Mr. RUSSELL. Madam Speaker, I 
thank my colleague and fellow warrior 
from New York and my brother war- 
riors who are joining me in this effort 
today. It is an honor to have a sister 
warrior who is also sitting in the chair 
with us here tonight. 

The right to keep and bear arms is as 
fundamental to our freedom as any 
other inalienable right we enjoy as 
Americans. This right is God-given—as 
much as the freedom of religion and to 
exercise worship, the freedom to as- 
semble and express, the freedom to own 
property and protect our privacy. 

As such, serious-minded individuals 
must have serious deliberation on any 
attempt to alter these fundamental 
rights. In a time where Americans face 
uncertain threats from terrorists at 
home and abroad, most Americans 
clearly understand why we must pre- 
serve the right to defend ourselves, our 
families, and our property. 

For those who would refuse their 
right to defend themselves, they cer- 
tainly have the freedom to do so. They 
do not have the freedom to make that 
decision for others. 

In terms of human behavior, our sur- 
vival instincts are inherent. The Cre- 
ator of the universe did not make 
human beings with fangs, claws, quills, 
odors, or poisons for their self-defense. 
Instead, he gave them their intel- 
ligence and, by extension, their hands 
to fashion implements to protect their 
lives. 

While the Progressives are certainly 
welcome to choose not to defend them- 
selves, as is their right, it is not their 
right to prohibit others from pro- 
tecting their lives, liberty, and prop- 
erty or the Bill of Rights of the Con- 
stitution of the United States. 

It was New Year’s Eve in Blanchard, 
Oklahoma. Highteen-year-old mother 
Sarah McKinley, who was alone with 
her 3-month-old son, heard a ruckus at 
the door. Two men were outside trying 
to break it down. Grabbing her baby 
and barricading the door with her sofa, 
she immediately called 9-1-1. 

In the frantic and desperate situa- 
tion, it became clear that law enforce- 
ment would not arrive in time to pre- 
vent the assault by armed intruders 
with designs that can only be imag- 
ined. She informed the dispatcher that 
she had a shotgun and asked if it was 
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all right to shoot the intruders if they 
made it inside. Wisely, the dispatcher 
told Sarah: I can’t tell you to do that, 
but you do what you have to do to pro- 
tect your baby. 

Sarah already knew what she had to 
do and hoped against hope that law en- 
forcement, while responding quickly, 
would arrive in time. When the armed 
intruders broke down the door, 24-year- 
old Justin Martin climbed over the 
couch and was greeted with a shotgun 
blast to the chest. While his accom- 
plice ran for his life, Sarah had saved 
hers and her son’s. 

A year ago, 88-year-old Arlene Orms 
was at home in Miami, Florida, when 
an intruder kicked in her door. Orms 
responded by retrieving a small .25-cal- 
iber pistol and fired at the home in- 
vader, prompting the criminal to flee. 

Following the incident, Orms’ neigh- 
bors expressed support for her actions, 
with one telling a local media outlet: 
“You have to do something ... You 
have to do something to protect your- 
self.” 

Americans all across this land under- 
stand inherently you have the right to 
defend yourself, your property, your 
loved ones, and your liberty. 

Progressives can no more rewrite his- 
tory than they can rewrite the Con- 
stitution. From Madison, Hamilton, 
Jefferson, and Adams, all the way to 
the Supreme Court decisions with Hell- 
er and McDonald, this inalienable right 
has been affirmed in defense of its ar- 
ticulation in the Bill of Rights. 

While the President complains of 
congressional inaction on the right to 
keep and bear arms, we can no more 
take action to deny this right that we 
could deny a free press, free religious 
expression, or property rights of indi- 
viduals. Congress cannot become a ve- 
hicle to destroy the Bill of Rights. 

Madam Speaker, my fellow warriors 
and I have nearly lost our lives like 
you defending this Republic in our Na- 
tion’s Armed Forces doing very hard 
things. We stand as brothers in arms to 
declare that we will stand in the way of 
any Executive who will not uphold the 
Constitution of the United States, 
plain and simple. 

Still, the administration and progres- 
sives press forward with passion and 
conviction, convincing Americans that 
the threat is so grievous, the injury so 
great, that Americans must now act. 
We are told that mass shootings are on 
the rise and gun deaths are out of con- 
trol and the worst possible environ- 
ment exists among developed nations. 

Before America signs up to eliminate 
one of her inalienable rights, let’s de- 
liberate with a sober mind on this 
issue. The President and his party 
would report outrage if conservatives 
suggested that the First Amendment 
must be scrapped because of out- 
rageous libel, hate speech, religious 
bigotry, and sit-ins warranted nec- 
essary commonsense reforms so that 
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we could take away the first of our 
enumerated freedoms embodied in the 
Bill of Rights. There would be outrage 
over such a suggestion. Americans rec- 
ognize that we must face the unpleas- 
antness of its abuse to secure its invio- 
lable status. 

Not the same, some may say. We are 
talking about outrageous loss of life 
and injury, and it has to stop. Since 
when did our security become sub- 
stitute for our liberty? Americans for 
240 years have rather sacrificed to se- 
cure it. 

My brother warriors with me here, 
Madam Speaker, along with you and 
your service, we stand in that group of 
those who have defended and supported 
the Constitution since we were very 
young adults. 

What about the facts? With more 
than 33,000 gun homicides last year, the 
question is asked: Don’t you think it is 
time to do something about gun vio- 
lence? 

Well, here are the facts: 

More than 60 percent of these homi- 
cides are suicides. While tragic, it is 
not the same. 

Only 8,124 were with firearms of the 
11,961 that were murders. That is 8,124, 
not the 33,000 that you hear. 

This is a 9 percent decline in gun 
murders since 2010. Haven’t heard that 
one, a 20 percent decline in gun mur- 
ders since 2005. Again, you haven’t 
heard that one. A 50 percent decline in 
gun murders since 1995. 

The laws seem to be working. With 
shall-issue carry laws and good law- 
making in States, we have seen a 50 
percent diminishment in the problem. 
That is called success. Why on earth 
would people want to change that? 

Here is another one that we see peo- 
ple asking: People are being slaugh- 
tered by these assault weapons. Don’t 
you think it is time we ban them? 

Assault weapons are fully automatic 
and unavailable to the public. Semi- 
automatic rifles make up the majority 
of rifles owned in the United States. 
Here is an interesting fact. Of those 
8,124 murders with firearms in 2014, the 
last full statistical year, only 248 were 
with rifles of any kind—that would be 
flintlocks; that would be semiauto- 
matic rifles; that could be anything. 
8,124—not the 33,000. Of those, 248 were 
with rifles. Yet people think that: Oh, 
my goodness. This is the problem. This 
is what we have to ban. Statistically, 
the facts are simply not there. 

To put that in perspective, of other 
murders in different categories, 435 
people were murdered in 2014 with 
clubs and hammers; 660 were murdered 
in 2014 with hands, fists, and feet. 

So let’s have the deliberative debate, 
but let’s look at the facts. Don’t you 
think a terrorist, if they can’t board a 
plane, they ought not to be able to buy 
a firearm. News flash: the terrorist 
watch list has over 1 million names; 99 
percent of them are foreigners. As the 
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only firearms manufacturer in Con- 
gress, I can assure you in the 18 U.S. 
Code and in the Bureau of Alcohol, To- 
bacco, Firearms regulations that gov- 
ern manufacturers and dealers, guess 
what. They can’t purchase a firearm, 
not as a nonresident alien. Ain’t going 
to happen. If we were to do that, we 
would be committing a felony. 

Of the less than 1 percent that might 
be eligible, an even smaller fraction of 
these are on separate no-fly lists. Yet 
you don’t hear these facts. You are 
hearing them tonight in the people’s 
House. 
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All Federal prohibitors would trigger 
an alert to the FBI on any firearms 
transfer, even if they were eligible. 

What about the gun show loophole? 
Don’t you think businesses should be 
forced to conduct background checks 
at gun shows? I have a firearms busi- 
ness. If we were to go to a gun show 
and set up there, and we were to do a 
firearms transfer under that license 
without a NICS check and a 4473, we 
would be committing a felony. 

No firearms licensee can transfer a 
firearm without a background check, 
period. If so, a felony is committed 
with stiff penalties. On-site business or 
off-site transfer, it doesn’t matter. It is 
irrelevant. These are the facts. 

What about Internet gun sales, don’t 
you think there should be a back- 
ground check on those? Why, you can 
just go on the Internet and they mail 
you a firearm. 

No licensee will transfer a firearm to 
another location without sending it to 
another licensee to make the transfer. 
When people order our products, we 
send them out to another Federal fire- 
arms licensee. They do the background 
checks. They do the transfer. If that 
doesn’t happen, nothing is transferred. 
To do so is to commit a felony other- 
wise. 

Further, no firearm can be trans- 
ferred through the mail or a shipping 
service unless by a licensee, and un- 
less—the only exception—it is the 
owner sending it back to the manufac- 
turer to have some repair made or 
something of that nature. 

And so these are the facts that we see 
and that we deal with. As we go into 
this debate, we have to go into it with 
deliberation. We often hear: Why aren’t 
we having these issues? Why aren’t we 
discussing this issue? Let’s have the 
debate. Let’s go after the facts. 

Serious people decline to trivialize 
any right expressly addressed in the 
Bill of Rights. A government that abro- 
gates any of the Bill of Rights, with or 
without majority approval, forever 
acts illegitimately and loses the moral 
right to govern this Republic. This is 
the uncompromising understanding re- 
flected in the warning that America’s 
gun owners will not go gently into the 
utopian woods. 
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While liberals and gun control advo- 
cates will take such a statement as evi- 
dence of their belief in the back-water, 
violent, untrustworthy nature of the 
armed American citizen, as gun own- 
ers, veterans, combat veterans, defend- 
ers of this Republic, we understand 
that hope, that liberals hold equally 
strong conviction with theirs about 
printing presses, Internet blogs, and 
television cameras. We get that. It is 
the same Bill of Rights, inalienable. 

The Republic depends on the fervent 
devotion to all of our rights, not selec- 
tive rights. This is the oath we take, 
and no President’s tears or progres- 
sives’ passionate pleas will shake us 
from the defense of the Constitution of 
the United States. 

Mr. GIBSON. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from Oklahoma. I 
want to thank him for providing real 
illumination on important data and 
also on law. I think too often we can 
move off quickly without having a firm 
understanding of what the current law 
is, and so we really appreciate him 
bringing clarity to that subject. 

And also inherent in the gentleman’s 
talk, this idea, this Bill of Rights, is 
formed with the basis of a citizen that 
has rights and responsibilities. We 
know as citizens that we have a respon- 
sibility to follow the law. And if we 
don’t follow the law, we are fully held 
to account for that. That is another 
piece I think that is occasionally miss- 
ing from all this. And certainly what is 
missing, I believe, is the fact that all of 
us here tonight and, indeed, Madam 
Speaker, all of us acknowledge your 
very distinguished career in the United 
States military and, in so many ways, 
how you were a trailblazer and how you 
really are a role model for everyone. 
We are so honored to serve with you. 

We recognize the fact that for all of 
us, we believe with every fiber in our 
body that we are going to stand for 
these rights, that the policy that we 
bring forward is going to be based on 
those rights, and also looking to solve 
the problem which, as I pointed out, 
when you actually look at the facts 
and you listen to the data, you know 
that where the problems are are these 
narcotraffickers. You know, we have 
issues with that, and we need to take 
action with that. So when we focus our 
policies in the area that is causing the 
problem, we will actually begin to see 
an even more safe and secure environ- 
ment. 

By the way, also the deterrence, 
along with addressing the issue with 
narcotraffickers and gangs, is the de- 
terrent value itself of the Second 
Amendment. So I want to thank Mr. 
RUSSELL. 

At this point, I want to bring up an- 
other great American, RYAN ZINKE. He 
is the at-large representative from 
Montana. Congressman ZINKE spent 23 
years in the United States military. He 
was a United States Navy SEAL. In 
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fact, he commanded SEAL Team Six. 
He was the commander of Joint Special 
Operations Task Force in the Arabian 
Peninsula, leading over 3,500 special op- 
erators in Iraq. He also established the 
Navy Special Warfare Advanced Train- 
ing Command and served as the first 
dean of the Naval Special Warfare 
graduate school. He earned two Bronze 
Stars during his service, and his serv- 
ice continues now. His daughter was a 
former U.S. Navy diver, and she is mar- 
ried to a Navy SEAL. 

Madam Speaker, I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Montana (Mr. ZINKE), my 
good friend. 

Mr. ZINKE. Madam Speaker, when I 
was a Commander at SEAL Team Six, 
I can tell you I was never the best 
jumper, diver, explosives expert, but I 
always knew who was. I was able to 
surround myself with, I think, the 
greatest team that this country could 
muster. 

I feel privileged and honored also in 
Congress to be able to surround myself 
with what I think are the greatest 
team of patriots, both men and women 
who have served our country and have 
a great love for our Constitution. 

Tonight’s discussion is about the 
Constitution. All of us took an oath to 
defend and support the Constitution 
against all enemies, foreign and domes- 
tic; and this time in our government’s 
history, I don’t think there is more of 
an important message to do that 
today. 

Our Constitution is about individual 
rights granted to us not by the govern- 
ment but by God, secured by the peo- 
ple. What we find ourselves today is 
not a Republican or Democrat issue. 
This is an American issue, and it 
strikes at the very heart of our coun- 
try. 

Across our great land, there is a 
sense that America has lost her place. 
There is a sense that tomorrow is not 
going to be a better day, that Amer- 
ica’s greatness has passed. I don’t share 
that thought because I believe in the 
people of America. 

What I think has happened is this: 
We always thought that our President 
or elected officials would always have 
our best interests at heart. And Amer- 
ica went busy doing the things that are 
required every day, moms were drop- 
ping the kids off to school, we were 
working, building small businesses, 
mom-and-pop stores were out there 
doing commerce, and we always 
thought, again, that our officials, our 
elected officials, would always do what 
is right. 

Well, there is a saying in the SEALS 
that you have to earn your Trident 
every day. In America, we have to earn 
our freedoms every day. And earning 
our freedoms is participating in our 
elections, and it is holding our elected 
officials accountable, making sure that 
this great democracy, which is the 
light of the world, maintains its place. 
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John F. Kennedy, in his inaugural 
address, said that our great Nation 
would pay any price and bear any bur- 
den in the defense of freedom. That 
sounding call was a call to all men and 
women worldwide that the United 
States would be there in the defense of 
our freedoms. There was a bond, a de- 
mocracy, and a government by the peo- 
ple and for the people that provided the 
most opportunity for all of us. At the 
heart of it is the defense of our indi- 
vidual freedoms—our freedom of 
speech, religion, and our freedom to 
bear arms. They are sacred. They are 
sacred to Americans and the envy of 
the world. 

So tonight, as we think about what is 
important in our country, I say this: It 
is time for America to stand. It is time 
for us to rally. Our country is worth 
fighting for. Our values are worth de- 
fending. Our Nation requires all of us 
to act. We all rise and fall on the same 
tide. We all share the same experience 
of being American. 

With that, I am honored to be with 
you tonight. Thank you, and God bless. 

Mr. GIBSON. I want to thank the 
gentleman. I want to thank him for 
really putting in focus the fact that 
these natural rights—life, liberty, and 
the pursuit of happiness—these natural 
rights come from God, and that govern- 
ments are instituted among men and 
women to secure those rights, deriving 
their just powers from the consent of 
the governed. 

As I mentioned earlier, what really 
made us different from the rest of the 
world, this exceptional Nation which 
many people thought would never work 
out, I want to thank the gentleman for 
putting that in focus. I thank him for 
his service to our Nation, thank him 
for his leadership. 

We are now going to hear from one of 
our newest Members here in the House, 
WARREN DAVIDSON, who represents the 
Eighth District in Ohio. He is no 
stranger to service. He is certainly no 
stranger to hard work. He graduated 
from the United States Military Acad- 
emy in 1995, and he spent 11 years in 
the United States Army. He served in 
some of our most elite units. He served 
in the 75th Ranger Regiment, the 101th 
Airborne Division, and right here in 
Washington, D.C. with the Old Guard. 

After 11 years having defended these 
freedoms, he went back home, and he 
began to work in his family business. 
Then later, he branched out on his own 
and started his own small business in 
manufacturing, something very impor- 
tant to an independent nation. We are 
very proud of his service. We are glad 
he is here with us now, and we know we 
see great things in his future. 

Madam Speaker, I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio (Mr. DAVIDSON). 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Madam Speaker, it 
is an honor to be here with my col- 
leagues. It is a different way to support 
and defend the Constitution than I ever 
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expected to have. I began my service 
here much like, well, everyone else. We 
all start the same way. We swear an 
oath to support and defend the Con- 
stitution against all enemies, foreign 
and domestic. And that was the first 
time that I swore it, or any of us here 
tonight. 

In 1988, at the climax of the cold war, 
I enlisted in the infantry. I was hon- 
ored to serve in Germany after Ronald 
Reagan had uttered the famous words, 
“Mr. Gorbachev, tear down this wall.” 
I was honored to be there at a time 
when many people in the world worried 
that Ronald Reagan, with his intense 
rhetoric, would somehow cause world 
war III, that maybe he was pushing too 
far, too hard, or asking too much. 

I was honored to be there when East 
Germans tore down their own wall. 
Word had gotten past the Iron Curtain 
and penetrated the lies they had been 
told, and they knew what we had here. 
They tore down their own wall, and, for 
once, the oppressor did not stop them. 
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I was honored that Thanksgiving to 
meet East Berliners who could not be- 
lieve what they were seeing. They were 
seeing stores with goods on the shelves, 
open at night. 

They asked: Is it like this every- 
where? 

I thought they were talking about 
how big Berlin was, but they were just 
in shock because they had not experi- 
enced what we had. 

And what did we have? 

We had the birth of plenty. We had 
the world’s best markets—and still 
do—for goods, for services, for capital, 
for intellectual property, for innova- 
tion. We are the world’s land of oppor- 
tunity, and they were hungry for it. 

Ronald Reagan, much earlier in his 
career, had a famous speech: “A time 
for choosing.” I would encourage ev- 
eryone one who has not watched it, to 
watch it, and everyone who has not 
watched it in a while, to watch it 
again. Reagan said—back then, famous 
words—‘‘Freedom is never more than 
one generation away from extinction.” 

Sadly, that is more true today than 
perhaps at any time since he uttered 
those words then. 

No one knows the divide between 
freedom and oppression better than 
servicemen and -women. They fight our 
Nation’s wars. They risk their lives to 
defend our Constitution. Sadly, the 
threat to our Constitution is not just 
from foreign enemies. Sometimes, 
sadly, it is right here in the Halls of 
Congress. 

In my short 3 months here, I have 
seen attempted infringements on the 
First, Second, Third, Fourth, Fifth, 
Sixth, Ninth, and Tenth Amendments. 
That is hard to believe. 

Just this past summer, we had Mem- 
bers of Congress obstructing the peo- 
ple’s work here, staging a sit-in on the 
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House floor to subvert our Second 
Amendment with a radical gun control 
agenda. It is an agenda that seeks to 
deprive us of the very rights our 
Founding Fathers sought to preserve 
with the Constitution and the Bill of 
Rights. 

Anyone could do a plain reading of 
the Constitution and see that the right 
to bear arms is named right there, to 
be applied at the individual level. The 
rest of the Bill of Rights is certainly 
talking about rights at the individual 
level, and the Second Amendment is no 
exception. 

Justice Scalia wrote it in the Heller 
decision, ‘‘Nowhere else in the Con- 
stitution does a ‘right’ attributed to 
the people refer to anything other than 
an individual right.” 

“The people” refers to all members of 
the political community, not an un- 
specified subset. We start, therefore, 
with a strong presumption that the 
Second Amendment right is exercised 
individually and belongs to all Ameri- 
cans. 

You see, for more than 100 years, the 
14th Amendment has been used to link 
the rest of the Bill of Rights to the 
State. Somehow, the same folks that 
are onboard with applying the First 
Amendment to States, whether it is 
free speech, voting rights, or freedom 
of religion, in some cases, they are re- 
luctant to let the same be true for the 
Second Amendment. 

When they want a uniform view of 
things that aren’t even addressed in 
our Constitution, like marriage, they 
are not willing to apply the same logic 
to our Constitution with something 
that is very plainly stated: The right 
to keep and bear arms shall not be in- 
fringed. 

I take that right very seriously. 
Those of us who served in the military 
know all too well what a society looks 
like when freedoms are squashed. We 
have seen these places and met the peo- 
ple who have lived under tyranny. 

Our Founding Fathers knew the bat- 
tle between freedom and tyranny too 
well, many sacrificing their lives in the 
struggle to establish this Nation. It is 
not an accident that they enshrine that 
right to keep and bear arms squarely 
right after the right to speech and free- 
doms of religion. It is so essential to 
stave off oppressors that we cannot be 
truly free without it. 

After these men sacrificed life and 
limb, let us not besmirch their legacy 
by subjecting it to an agenda which 
would seek to attack away this free- 
dom one firearm or one freedom at a 
time. 

The threats are real. It is hard to 
imagine. It is not just rhetoric. Those 
words, ‘‘freedom is never more than 
one generation away from extinction,” 
sound like political rhetoric, but it is 
just so real and we have to take it very 
seriously. It is an honor to be here to 
talk about it. 
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Mr. GIBSON. Madam Speaker, I want 
to thank my colleagues, and I really 
want to express what a privilege it is 
to serve in this House. I believe in this 
country and this exceptional way of 
life. Not that we don’t have warts and 
challenges—we certainly have those— 
but there is nothing that we can’t solve 
together. 

We also need to recognize that what 
we did in the 18th century that allowed 
for the most freedom and the oppor- 
tunity in the history of mankind is not 
a birth right. It is not a foregone con- 
clusion. Every generation has to defend 
it. They have to defend it from threats 
from abroad and also be vigilant for 
unintentional or perhaps intentional 
encroachment here at home. 

Our colleagues here believe deeply in 
protecting this exceptional way of life. 
As I stated earlier, we love our family, 
we love our friends, we love our com- 
munities. We want to ensure that they 
are safe. We are ready to work with our 
colleagues on that. As we do, we need 
to keep forefront this exceptional way 
of life which the first generation of 
Americans fought to provide for us and 
that every successive generation has 
fought to preserve and that we also 
take commonsense approaches that are 
based on data and that are focused on 
actually solving the problem. 

We identified some of those problems 
tonight and areas where we think we 
can find some common ground. I men- 
tioned one of them we already have in 
terms of the law enforcement and 
cracking down on the narcotraffickers. 

Madam Speaker, we are here tonight 
because we also wanted to make it very 
clear that—while there are passions 
and emotions in every direction, we 
wanted to make it very clear that what 
we hold so dear, this exceptional way 
of life, the liberties, the Bill of Rights, 
the Constitution, this is something we 
will defend. We have defended it and we 
continue to defend it. May God bless 
this country. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 


EEE 
PROGRESSIVE CAUCUS: TPP 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan- 
uary 6, 2015, the gentleman from Wis- 
consin (Mr. POCAN) is recognized for 60 
minutes as the designee of the minor- 
ity leader. 

Mr. POCAN. Madam Speaker, I am 
here on behalf of the Progressive Cau- 
cus, which is in charge of this hour. We 
are here today to talk about the Trans- 
Pacific Partnership and trade. 

The people in the Progressive Caucus 
have been some of the leaders in the 
movement to make sure that we have 
trade deals that protect American jobs 
and lift our wages here in the United 
States. 

We want to make sure that there are 
environmental protections across the 
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globe. We want to make sure our food 
is safe and our prescription drugs are 
affordable. We want to make sure there 
are human rights in countries that do 
trade with the United States. And we 
want to make sure we are addressing 
issues like currency manipulation. All 
of those issues are important when you 
want to advance trade. 

No one in this room is against trade. 
We are all for increasing our ability to 
have more exports and to have imports 
into this country, but you have to have 
trade deals that work on behalf of the 
American worker. And all too often, 
past trade deals have cost us jobs here 
in the United States. They have made 
our wages continue to be depressed. 

That is not a good trade deal, in the 
minds of the members of the Progres- 
sive Caucus. That is why we are here at 
this hour to talk specifically about 
what is good trade, why we are skep- 
tical of the Trans-Pacific Partnership, 
and why we especially don’t want to 
see a vote during the lameduck session 
after the election in November. With 
people who are no longer going to be 
serving in Congress, taking that vote 
at that time would be an especially bad 
idea. 

Today is a national call-in day of ac- 
tion on the Trans-Pacific Partnership. 
There are over 90 public interest groups 
that have been calling our offices. I 
heard my staff picking up the phone 
over and over again, responding to peo- 
ple who want to make sure that we 
have trade deals that take care of all 
those things that we talked about, all 
the things that members of the Pro- 
gressive Caucus have been leaders in 
this Congress and trying to advocate 
for. 

In conjunction with the tens of thou- 
sands of people who have called Con- 
gress today to urge their Members not 
only to not support the Trans-Pacific 
Partnership, because it is really not a 
trade deal, there are parts about a 
trade—this is a rewriting of corporate 
rules that could have huge ramifica- 
tions. 

Forty percent of the world’s gross do- 
mestic product is involved in this one 
large deal. We want to make sure we 
get it right, not just fast. That is why 
we are joining with these groups today 
to make sure that people know what is 
in the Trans-Pacific Partnership and 
why it is vitally important that we 
don’t take this up during a lameduck 
session. 

As I said, not only do we have Mem- 
bers who will no longer be serving here 
who might even be looking for jobs 
with some of the very industries advo- 
cating for the Trans-Pacific Partner- 
ship because it will benefit their bot- 
tom line, but also we have two Presi- 
dential candidates in the main two par- 
ties who both oppose the Trans-Pacific 
Partnership. 

This should be something that, with 
as much enormous respect I have for 
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President Obama, we should allow the 
next President to be able to address 
trade, especially when a deal like this 
has so much controversy and so many 
questions about it. 

So we are here. During the next hour 
we are going to hear from various 
members of the Progressive Caucus. It 
is my honor to yield to one of my col- 
leagues from the great State of Cali- 
fornia. The 17th District of California 
is very lucky to have a representative 
who has been such an outspoken advo- 
cate for middle-class families not just 
in California, but across the country. 

Madam Speaker, I yield to the gen- 
tleman from California (Mr. HONDA), 
my colleague from the 17th District of 
California. 

Mr. HONDA. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to voice my opposition to TPP, 
an unfair trade deal that will hurt our 
Nation’s workers, our environment, 
and give corporations dangerous new 
rights. 

Through an alarming expansion of 
the Investor-State Dispute Settlement 
process, the ISDS, TPP will give cor- 
porations a legal weapon to enforce 
their agendas on sovereign nations. 
Corporations have already used ISDS 
to bring over 700 lawsuits against more 
than 100 governments around the 
world. 

When my home State of California 
banned the use of MTBE as an additive 
in gasoline because it was polluting the 
ground water, the Canadian company 
sued, costing the State and Federal 
Government millions of dollars to de- 
fend the case. TPP would extend these 
rights to 1,000 additional corporations 
owning more than 9,200 subsidiaries. 

We need to stop foreign corporations 
from suing the U.S. Government before 
unaccountable panels of corporate law- 
yers. And while giving these rights to 
corporations, TPP will provide little 
benefit to the American economy. 

The widely cited estimate of 0.13 per- 
cent growth in U.S. GDP under TPP is 
over 10 years. It is not an annual gain. 
A gain that benefits only a few is un- 
done by the negative impact TPP will 
have on workers at home and abroad. 

Under NAFTA, 700,000 American jobs 
moved to Mexico to take advantage of 
Mexican workers making 30 percent 
less than American workers, even after 
adjusting for differences in living 
costs. 

While TPP requires nations to imple- 
ment minimum wage laws, nothing in 
the language of the deal prevents them 
from setting the wage as low as 5 cents 
an hour. TPP is a small win for high- 
income earners at the huge expense of 
low-income workers. 

TPP also lacks strong provisions to 
deal with countries with repulsive 
human rights abuses, including human 
trafficking and intolerance of the 
LGBTQ communities. 

Singapore, Malaysia, and Brunei 
criminalize consensual same-sex sexual 
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relations. Rewarding them with a trade 
agreement is really very unacceptable. 

Throughout my tenure in Congress, I 
have evaluated each trade agreement 
based on whether it ensures strong, 
clear, and enforceable labor, environ- 
mental, and human rights standards. I 
do not believe that the proposed Trans- 
Pacific Partnership agreement that 
was sent to Congress meets my stand- 
ards. It does not deserve to be consid- 
ered during a lameduck session. 

As it is currently written, TPP 
should not be brought to a vote. It 
should not be brought to a vote, period. 

Mr. POCAN. Madam Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from the 17th District of 
California for his words. As he men- 
tioned, there are a number of provi- 
sions that you can start to drill down 
to. In the giant volumes that make up 
the Trans-Pacific Partnership, there 
are provisions that I think the Amer- 
ican people have no idea about. In fact, 
I would argue there are some people in 
Congress who have no idea what is in 
the Trans-Pacific Partnership. 
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Just one of those provisions that 
Representative HONDA mentioned is the 
investor-State dispute settlement proc- 
ess, the ISDS provisions, where you 
have a three-person tribunal of 
unelected, unaccountable people, peo- 
ple who are corporate lawyers one day 
and then fair arbitrators of the law an- 
other day, that set up this separate 
legal process from the American judi- 
cial system that international compa- 
nies, multinational companies, can ac- 
cess if they want to sue a local govern- 
ment for a law that they have passed 
that they think affects their future 
profits. 

Think about it. Everyone else in the 
country has to follow the court system 
we have in the United States, but if a 
multinational company, because of the 
provisions in the Trans-Pacific Part- 
nership, decides that they want to go 
around that system and go to three 
corporate lawyers who form a tribunal 
under this ISDS provision and they 
want to challenge that law, they can 
sue for monetary damages. Think 
about it. 

For example, if the State of Wis- 
consin, where I come from, were to 
pass a higher minimum wage than the 
Federal minimum wage and it would be 
challenged, potentially, by a multi- 
national corporation saying that is 
going to affect their future profits, 
they could sue the taxpayers of Wis- 
consin over that law. 

This isn’t just something that we are 
dreaming up. Over and over again, we 
have seen countries in trade deals be 
sued by multinational corporations be- 
cause of environmental law and other 
laws that they have passed that they 
have said affect their future profits, 
and it doesn’t happen in the American 
legal system. 
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Now, as bad as this sounds, to skirt 
the American legal system, a special 
system for multinational corporations, 
let me tell you what is even worse 
about that provision. It is only a tri- 
bunal for those corporations. But the 
parts of the trade agreement that af- 
fect labor law or environmental law 
don’t have access to the same provi- 
sions. They have to go through the nor- 
mal legal court system. 

Recently, there was a labor dispute 
with the country of Honduras with a 
company, and it took us 6 years to get 
that resolved. So for environmental 
law, for labor law, for things that are 
going to affect most people, we still 
have to follow the court system, which 
is the way it should be. But for multi- 
national corporations, they have a spe- 
cial, streamlined process with, basi- 
cally, their own arbitrators making the 
decisions, allowing you to sue tax- 
payers within a local government or a 
State government that may pass a law. 
Clearly, that doesn’t make any sense 
whatsoever. That is just one of those 
provisions that is a real problem. 

Another thing that MIKE HONDA from 
the great State of California said, he 
talked about some of the human rights 
violations. There are explicit human 
rights violations with some of the 
countries that don’t respect things like 
single mothers, who don’t respect the 
LGBT community, and those are 
things that we absolutely can’t allow. 

Our country has done so much to 
work with other countries to raise 
human rights standards, and yet, in 
this bill, this trade agreement, the 
Trans-Pacific Partnership, it does not 
have those things in place to make 
sure that we have got those protections 
for so many different people and so 
many different provisions. So what he 
mentioned are just a couple of the pro- 
visions. 

Let me mention something I think 
that people don’t know about. As I 
mentioned at the very beginning, the 
Trans-Pacific Partnership is made up 
of countries that are going to make up 
for 40 percent of the world’s gross do- 
mestic product. 

Now, it is one thing to have a trade 
agreement with a country that is very 
similar, like Canada, or a country like 
Japan that also has a lot of similar 
goods that they are producing; but we 
also have countries in here like Viet- 
nam, where they don’t allow trade 
unions, where people make, on average, 
65 cents an hour. 

As you can tell, there is going to be 
a huge difference in a trade agreement 
that you have with a country like Can- 
ada and a country like Vietnam. But in 
this trade agreement everyone is 
lumped together, and there is a long 
lead time that Vietnam would have to 
try to get their act together, especially 
just around issues like having a trade 
union, much less around those wage 
issues. 
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But you can just imagine that if you 
open that door to have trade pref- 
erences for a country like Vietnam, at 
65 cents an hour, yes, I will contend 
that we will lift their wages ever so 
slightly; but I will also tell you, based 
on evidence we have seen from past 
trade deals, that you will further de- 
press our wages here. You will keep the 
wages flat because that is what hap- 
pens with these trade agreements, and 
more jobs that are done here in the 
U.S. will go overseas. 

I say this from someone who grew up 
in a very industrial town. I grew up in 
Kenosha, Wisconsin. We made autos for 
the entire time I grew up in that town. 
When I was growing up, it was Amer- 
ican Motors Company. We made Pacers 
and Gremlins and some cars that peo- 
ple actually bought. But thousands of 
thousands of people worked at those 
auto plants and supported their fami- 
lies with good family-supporting, mid- 
dle class wages. That is the type of jobs 
that we need here in this country, but 
those jobs aren’t going to happen under 
these trade agreements. 

I have watched in my hometown of 
Kenosha after American Motors sold to 
Renault, and then Renault sold to 
Chrysler. Chrysler made engines for 
Jeeps. At some point, finally, they 
went away, and we lost what was over 
5,000 jobs at one time in the city of Ke- 
nosha, Wisconsin, and the ripple effects 
of the industries that fed into that 
company because, all too often, we 
watched those jobs go to Mexico, to 
Canada, to other countries because of 
wages. 

Another thing, for almost three dec- 
ades of my life, I have had a specialty 
printing business. One of the things 
that we do is screen print T-shirts. So 
I have been buying T-shirts and goods 
like that for nearly 30 years. Over the 
years, I have watched the U.S. mills go 
away, and more and more of those jobs 
have gone to countries, literally, that 
are paying wages that are subpoverty. 

I have gone to El Salvador and met 
with people who work in the sweat- 
shops where people make $3 a day; and 
because that sweatshop area is in a 
special free trade zone that is not near 
where people live, they spend a dollar 
of that to get there. Now, this is, 
granted, a couple of decades ago, but 
the wages are still severely depressed. 

Those jobs that were in America now 
are going to countries—in fact, one of 
the things we are hearing out of this 
trade agreement is Central American 
countries are afraid they are now going 
to lose jobs to places like Vietnam be- 
cause they can have even lower wages. 
None of those things are going to help 
the American worker. 

So there is a reason why this fall, 
when you talk and hear from can- 
didates who are running for office—we 
have two Presidential candidates in the 
major parties both opposing the Trans- 
Pacific Partnership as it is currently 
written. 
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We have candidates across the coun- 
try, for Congress and the Senate, run- 
ning ads talking about a better vision 
for what trade should be. With all of 
that going on, it makes no sense what- 
soever that we would take this up after 
the November elections, between that 
little period of time between November 
8 and the end of the year, when we are 
going to have a new Congress sworn in 
in January. To take that up with a 
Congress of people that may not be 
serving here and may be looking for 
jobs from the very companies that ad- 
vocate for these sweetheart multi- 
national deals is a huge, huge mistake. 

So that is why the 90 organizations 
today are having a day of action; tens 
of thousands of calls coming into 
Washington, D.C., to try to make sure 
that Congress does the right thing 
around trade. That means making sure 
that we have trade deals that protect 
American jobs and, hopefully, grow 
American jobs; ones that protect our 
wages and hopefully grow our wages; 
ones that protect us when it comes to 
things like food safety; ones that pro- 
tect us on things like pharmaceutical 
prices. 

We want trade agreements that make 
sure that you don’t have a country— 
you can have the best language in a 
trade deal, but if you still allow cur- 
rency manipulation, you can make 
that language virtually meaningless. 
And there is nothing in the Trans-Pa- 
cific Partnership Agreement that ad- 
dresses currency manipulation, which 
is a huge, huge problem. 

So those are some of the things that 
we are trying to get done, much less 
international human rights provisions 
that should be in any meaningful trade 
agreement. So many of us are going to 
be talking about this over the next few 
months. 

But tonight I would like to yield to 
another one of my colleagues who has 
been one of the leaders in Congress on 
this issue. He represents New York 
State’s 20th District. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield to the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. TONKO). 

Mr. TONKO. I thank the gentleman 
from Wisconsin for yielding. I thank 
Representative POCAN for leading us in 
what I think is a very meaningful dis- 
cussion this evening in this Special 
Order. 

Mr. Speaker, trade, absolutely crit- 
ical to our economy, but fair trade, not 
free trade, a fair trade situation where 
our manufacturers, our businesses, are 
operating on a level playing field where 
they have an equal shot at being able 
to go forward and be productive and 
provide for jobs, the dignity of work for 
Americans from coast to coast. 

Recently, I talked to an individual, 
Representative POCAN, in my district, 
who had to close his doors. And it was 
years of assistance that we provided 
when I was yet in the State assembly, 
and then after, in the U.S. Congress, to 
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assist them so that they could be com- 
petitive. Their major competitors were 
in China. 

If we try to talk about public-private 
partnerships as being something that 
don’t exist out there, on this House 
floor, then we are not getting it. It was 
the public-private coziness of China 
that really destroyed the competitive 
edge of a business in my community, 
one that had spun fibers for many de- 
fense contracts. 

They alluded to the fact that, in 
some cases, the government, China, 
will own the building. The government, 
China, will pay the utility bill. They 
will offer subsidies to the industry, and 
then, as was just mentioned by my col- 
league from Wisconsin, they will ma- 
nipulate the currency. 

All four of those items drag down the 
opportunity for American workers. It 
dulls the competitive edge that we 
should be able to enjoy in the market- 
place. We build smarter, and it doesn’t 
have to be cheaper. But when these 
sorts of dynamics are working against 
us, we are really swimming upstream 
with very difficult challenges facing 
us. 
Now, this factory owner had told me, 
if you take away one or two of the 
items that I just mentioned, we win 
easily. If you take three of the four 
away, we are a strong winner, and if 
you take all four away, winners hands 
down. 

So it is about fairness. It is about 
having an equal shot at the oppor- 
tunity to function in the international 
marketplace and be able to be creative 
and innovative with all sorts of intel- 
lectual capacity that comes, often- 
times, with research that should be an- 
other counterpart to this equation. 
When we do that, we are the strength 
beyond belief, and so our efforts here in 
the House, Representative POCAN, Rep- 
resentative SLAUGHTER from upstate 
New York, Representative DELAURO 
from Connecticut, a great number of us 
who have been working together, Rep- 
resentative DOGGETT from Texas, a 
great number of us working to make 
certain that our colleagues know about 
the damage inflicted if we go forward 
with the current format of the TPP, 
the Trans-Pacific Partnership. 

It is important for us to be pro-work- 
er, pro-business, pro-trade in a free or, 
rather, a fair capacity, not a free and 
open-ended concept that has been part 
and parcel to negotiated deals before 
this. 

Now, what I hear oftentimes is that 
the biggest problem that had come, 
when talking to manufacturers in 
northeast U.S., is that many of the ar- 
rangements in these contracts were 
never implemented. So the contracts 
might have been a little weak or unfair 
to begin with, but when you add to 
that the lack of genuine implementa- 
tion, then you really have compounded 
the damage. The pain is real, and it is 
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the exodus of many, many jobs in up- 
state New York. That is the territory 
of the 20th Congressional District. 

Now, Mr. PocaNn, I have to tell you, I 
am the host community, my 20th Con- 
gressional seat in New York, the east- 
ern end to the Erie Canal corridor. 
Now, that gave birth to a number of 
mill towns. They took a little town 
called New York and said they were 
going to make it a port, and then, by 
building the canal, we developed a 
necklace of communities dubbed mill 
towns that became epicenters of inven- 
tion and innovation, and we sparked 
the westward movement. We inspired 
an industrial revolution. Because of 
that, there was a great bit of manufac- 
turing going on. 

I know that we need to upgrade and 
retrofit and continually grow the econ- 
omy by transforming some of the 
workforce skill sets. I know that. We 
invest in that. But to put us at a com- 
petitive disadvantage by having these 
situations where we don’t require cli- 
mate change response in the contract, 
so we are allowing people to live in fif- 
ties and sixties standards with the en- 
vironment—and we are doing our best 
to respond to climate change. We see 
the damage that has been ravaging 
many of our communities, either 
through extreme dry situations, 
drought in the Southwest, or flooding 
in the Southeast and in the Northeast, 
these are issues that need to be ad- 
dressed, and we are doing the right 
thing. But when the left hand is not re- 
sponding to what the right hand is 
doing and we are giving people a dif- 
ferent level of standards, workforce 
conditions, workforce protection, these 
are things that need to be standard 
across the board and not sinking down 
to a lowest common denominator, but 
rising to the highest level amongst us. 
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I think of the fact that we could end 
up with situations, having had favored 
a labor scale, a payment mechanism, 
such as 65 cents per hour for Viet- 
namese workers as being that standard 
out there across the world. Nothing 
could be more harmful. That is undig- 
nified when it is seen through the lens 
of the worker. 

So there is a lot of work to be done 
here. There is a lot of improvement 
that needs to be had. 

We have opposed the TPP in its cur- 
rent form. Certainly we are for trade. 
It is important for us to have that mar- 
ketplace. We are 4.7 percent of the 
world’s population. Of course we want 
to advance trade. It needs to be fair 
trade, and that is what we are asking 
here. This is the message that we have 
been resonating so as to make certain 
that there is progress made here for 
our communities, our neighborhoods, 
our workers, and our businesses. We 
won’t stop until we are successful with 
that. I believe the message is probably 
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not even dealing with this during a 
lameduck session of Congress. 

So I appreciate the opportunity to 
share some thoughts and stay with you 
in this Special Order for a while, Rep- 
resentative POCAN, because this is a 
very important topic to workers from 
coast to coast. 

Again, it is the fairness that we want 
to bring not only to the workforce but 
to the business communities that in- 
vest in jobs in our neighborhood. 

Mr. POCAN. This is my second term 
in Congress. You have been here a lit- 
tle longer. One of the questions I have 
is when I was elected 4 years ago I re- 
member New Year’s Eve when you were 
all voting during a lameduck session 
on things. Tell me more about this 
lameduck session portion. I think that 
is the real question. Some people might 
be amenable to what is in the TPP 
which we still have arguments about, 
but to do that in a lameduck session 
certainly sets up problems. 

Could you explain a little more about 
why that is a problem? I yield to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. TONKO. I think there needs to be 
strong dialogue here. With the elec- 
tions being early in November and 
probably some time to pass before we 
really gather again and reconvene as a 
base, aS a body, aS a House, and then 
with holidays consuming some of the 
time during December, it gives you 
precious little time to really have that 
dialogue—that conversation—that is so 
essential. Great things happen when we 
communicate, when we talk to each 
other and suggest these are concerns, 
and let’s raise the given solutions that 
are, indeed, required to make it accept- 
able. That takes time. 

Quite literally, there has been no 
work on this. People have been advanc- 
ing the TPP in its original—in its now- 
given format, and many people see 
weaknesses, loopholes, and concern for 
workers. There are situations where 
labor is not protected by union forces 
because the governments run the 
unions. And if you are a dissident to 
the cause then there are just extreme 
outcomes for individuals if you become 
that whistleblower or that critic, that 
dissident, you are then maybe finding 
yourself incarcerated. 

So it is important for us to clear up 
a lot of the issues, to correct them, and 
fine-tune them, everything from envi- 
ronmental standards, to worker protec- 
tion, to the cost of pharmaceuticals, 
which has been raised many times 
over, and what it might do to the aver- 
age pricetag out there. So there is not 
enough time. To rush and get that 
done, to beat the clock, so to speak, I 
think is a faulty bit of a scenario. It is 
not the way to do something as so 
critically important as this is. 

Mr. POCAN. You mentioned there are 
a lot of areas that we clearly need to 
make changes on. There are areas of 
concern around labor rights, environ- 
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mental rights, consumer protections, 
the ISDS provisions, and other things. 
Why not simply amend the trade agree- 
ment to fix those things? I yield to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. TONKO. Congress has very little 
opportunity to adjust. It is basically a 
thumbs up, thumbs down. We can rec- 
ommend. It is not like we can make 
major adjustments. 

The administrator overseeing the 
document will have to take that back 
and make recommended changes. You 
have to bring other nations together to 
get agreement because it is 40 percent 
of the world’s GDP that is the audience 
for this given negotiated settlement. 
This TPP covers a huge portion of the 
world’s GDP. So there are a lot of part- 
ners that would have a say in the proc- 
ess. We can recommend, and then the 
changes that we can inspire are quite 
mild compared to what needs to be 
done by the framers of the settlement. 

Mr. POCAN. Again, I thank you so 
much for all your work on this. 

Mr. TONKO. My pleasure. Back at 
you because it has taken a lot of time 
for all of us who have been whipping in 
the House. I think, to the credit of our 
group, we have sacrificed a lot of time, 
but we have been working in a stead- 
fast way that has allowed people to 
really question how this fits into their 
given district. When this is done, it has 
got to be done correctly because it is 
there. It is a long-term project. 

People have seen what faulty agree- 
ments can mean in their districts. 
While we lost many manufacturing 
jobs, luckily this administration has 
helped to hold on to several manufac- 
turing jobs and stop the bleeding. But 
now let’s grow this, and let’s invest in 
the intellect for manufacturing. Let’s 
make it smarter, and let’s also retrofit 
our systems so that we do have a heavy 
hand from a competitive edge. At the 
same time, let’s get the negotiated 
agreement that is most favorable to a 
level playing field. 

Mr. POCAN. Again, I thank the gen- 
tleman so much. I appreciate it. 

Mr. TONKO. My pleasure. 

Mr. POCAN. I think the point that 
the gentleman brought up, especially 
around why we can’t amend it, is a real 
significant one. Congress gave up its 
ability when it passed trade promotion 
authority to allow the President to do 
the final negotiations. We gave up our 
ability to have any amendments, and 
we have limited debate. So when there 
are sO many concerns with this trade 
agreement, unfortunately, there is 
very little other than an up-or-down 
vote that we can do. This is exactly 
why when you have two major party 
Presidential candidates and scores of 
candidates for Federal office across the 
country in both parties opposing this 
agreement to allow people who could 
be kicked out of office, essentially by 
the voters, to make that decision in a 
lameduck is certainly undemocratic, 


12714 


with a small D. That is one of the real 
problems we are facing on this. 

The other issue you brought up, gen- 
tleman, and I want to talk about too is 
the accompanying job loss. Other trade 
agreements we have had in the past, we 
have seen that we have had a net job 
loss both, I believe, from the Korea 
Free Trade Agreement where we were 
made one promise and a different re- 
sult happened from NAFTA. 

I just last year had a company leave 
Lafayette County, Wisconsin. Lafay- 
ette County is one of the most rural 
counties in the State of Wisconsin. The 
largest city is 2,400 people, Darlington. 
It is one of two counties in the State of 
Wisconsin that doesn’t have a stop- 
and-go light. This is a rural, rural area. 

A company just last year, with about 
32 jobs that did auto parts, left to go to 
Mexico. Now, there is some trade ad- 
justment assistance that can help in 
the short term to help the workers. But 
think about it: 32 jobs in a community 
of 2,400. 

I also have Madison, Wisconsin, in 
my district, with about 240,000 people. 
That would be like losing 3,000-plus 
jobs in the city of Madison, Wisconsin. 
That is the effect that happened to 
that city, Darlington, because of pre- 
vious past trade deals. That is why it is 
so important we get it right and we get 
it right the first time. In this case, I 
think there are many people in both 
parties who don’t think we have it 
quite right, and that is why we need to 
address it. 

Another thing I want to raise that we 
talked about, and I think it is so im- 
portant because this is new news from 
this week, is the provisions around the 
investor-state dispute settlement, the 
provisions that allow, essentially, the 
multinational corporations to sue gov- 
ernment if they think something af- 
fects their future profits. 

Just this week there was a group of 
academics who have traditionally em- 
braced free trade but are alarmed by 
the inclusion of the ISDS provisions in 
the deal who just sent a letter to Con- 
gress warning of this system. It is 223- 
strong, led by Harvard law professor, 
Laurence Tribe. He warned that the 
U.S. will be subject to a flurry of suits 
by profit-seeking actors with no inter- 
est in working through a democratic or 
constitutional process. 

Let me read the quote in the letter: 
“Unfortunately the final TPP text sim- 
ply replicates nearly word for word 
many of the problematic provisions 
from past agreements, and indeed 
would vastly expand the U.S. govern- 
ment’s potential liability under the 
ISDS system.” 

This is about our sovereignty. 

I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. TONKO. Doesn’t this give cor- 
porations an opportunity to undo regu- 
lations that are established by our 
country or laws that are established? 

Mr. POCAN. The net effect by suing 
for financial gain will do exactly that 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


if someone is going to have to pay dam- 
ages. 

There is an ISDS provision that hap- 
pened in Peru over an environmental 
law change by a company that had 
toxic contamination. That company is 
now, because of that change to envi- 
ronmental law in Peru, demanding $800 
million from the country—$800 million 
because they are saying that that is 
somehow going to affect their future 
profits and because of a violation of a 
trade agreement. 

These are real. This is just one of 
many, many examples. Canada and 
other countries have been sued through 
these provisions. But now we have the 
experts in the United States telling us 
not to do that. 

So this is something that clearly is 
one of the biggest problems that is in 
there. As we said, you can’t amend it 
out. We are not allowed. As Congress, 
we gave up our ability to amend that 
section out. 

Mr. Speaker, 
tleman. 

Mr. TONKO. I think what you are 
pointing to here is a very important 
component of the agreement. We do 
lose the control, the direct authority, 
required of us by the constituency that 
places its trust in each and every Rep- 
resentative that is elected to come to 
Congress. They believe rightfully that 
we are going to have their best inter- 
ests. 

We vote in accordance with what we 
hear from them about standards that 
should be maintained, established, and 
implemented; and to have that passed 
on to a court of whatever, of a format 
that is far removed from a given situa- 
tion and may be looking at just greed 
as a factor, an unwillingness to pay 
abundantly well for what our standards 
should be maintained for just reasons, 
moves the process away from us with 
any control that we might have had 
taken away. I think that anonymity is 
a dangerous outcome as a result of this 
sort of agreement. 

So I think that, again, there is a lot 
of fine print in the agreement that has 
to be really examined and thoroughly 
reviewed so that we are not putting our 
situations at risk and our communities 
at risk. 

All in all, it is wanting to maintain 
standards that will respond to the 
needs of the environment. We know 
how critical that is. We know how 
much improvement is required and 
that we make great gains. But for 
those who signed into the process— 
some were actually directly commu- 
nicating to the executive branch say- 
ing: let’s get this fast track going. 

Why would you circumvent your 
role? Why would you, as a Member of 
the House, want to remove yourself 
from the process when we should be 
here reviewing, examining, recom- 
mending, and at least having some sort 
of input that won’t pass it over and ab- 
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solve ourselves of given responsibil- 
ities? 

So I appreciate, again, your yielding, 
Representative POCAN. 

Mr. POCAN. I thank the gentleman. 

As much as this is the Progressive 
Caucus Special Order hour, and many 
of us are working against this, I see 
Republicans in the room. I know Re- 
publicans are just as concerned about 
the sovereignty of this country. When 
you have the ISDS provisions that you 
have, you take away that sovereignty. 
So I don’t care if you are a Democrat, 
a Republican, or an Independent, you 
want to make sure that if we have a 
legal system here it is a legal system 
for everyone and there is not a special 
system set up for a few multinational 
corporations that no one else can ac- 
cess with their own players arbitrating 
these decisions. That is the real prob- 
lem. 

Mr. Speaker, I will close our hour 
just by repeating a few of the things 
that I think are really important for 
our people who are watching to under- 
stand. This is a day of action, and 90 
organizations have had calls coming 
into Congress throughout the day. Tens 
of thousands of calls have come into 
Washington, D.C., to ask people not to 
support TPP, but especially not to sup- 
port a vote on the Trans-Pacific Part- 
nership in a lameduck Congress. 

Don’t let people who have just been 
rejected by the voters make a decision 
that could impact this country for dec- 
ades in the future. Don’t allow a vote 
that is going to take away more Amer- 
ican jobs and further depress our wages 
here. That is what people have been 
calling us all day about. 

I think that an important question 
for anyone who wants to serve in this 
body is: are we going to give up those 
sorts of sovereignty issues? Are we 
going to give up the very concerns we 
have around things like food safety and 
prescription drug prices; around labor 
standards and environmental stand- 
ards? 
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Are we going to give all of that up 
through one giant trade deal that has 
40 percent of the world’s gross domestic 
product wrapped into it and think that 
any agreement we have with Canada 
and Vietnam are identical? 

I don’t think anyone really believes 
that is in the best interest of America. 
That is why we had this Special Order 
tonight. That is why so many people 
called in today. We thank those people 
for watching, and we hope that they 
will get active on this issue as well. It 
is important that we have trade, but 
we need fair trade, not just free trade. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 


EE 


IMPEACHING JOHN KOSKINEN 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
MACARTHUR). Under the Speaker’s an- 
nounced policy of January 6, 2015, the 
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Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. JORDAN) for 30 minutes. 

Mr. JORDAN. Mr. Speaker, John 
Koskinen should no longer hold office. 
John Koskinen should no longer be the 
Commissioner of the Internal Revenue 
Service. Tonight I am joined by some 
of my colleagues to talk about why 
that should happen, why he should be 
removed from office. 

If you remember what took place 
here, the Internal Revenue Service tar- 
geted our fellow citizens for their polit- 
ical beliefs. They did it, and they got 
caught. Maybe most importantly to- 
night, thinking about the current Com- 
missioner, the targeting continues. 

Now, you don’t have to take my word 
for it. You can take what the United 
States Appellate Court for the District 
of Columbia stated. This is a decision 
from August 5, 2016, last month, from 
the opinion. 

The IRS has admitted to the inspec- 
tor general, to the District Court, and 
to us—the United States Court of Ap- 
peals for the District of Columbia— 
that applications for exemption by 
some of the plaintiffs have never to 
this day been processed. They are still 
targeting conservative groups. 

They say it again right here: 

It is absurd to suggest that the effect of 
the IRS’ unlawful conduct, which delayed 
the processing of plaintiffs’ applications, has 
been eradicated when two of the plaintiffs’ 
applications remain pending. 

So here is the takeaway: they are 
still doing it. 

Here is the standard for removing 
someone from office: gross negligence, 
breach of public trust, dereliction of 
duty. 

Mr. Koskinen has certainly had those 
things take place under his tenure at 
the Internal Revenue Service. 

Here are the facts. February 2014, 
John Koskinen’s chief counsel is on no- 
tice that there are problems with Lois 
Lerner’s hard drive and missing emails 
from during the time of the initial tar- 
geting. They wait 4 months before they 
tell Congress and, therefore, the Amer- 
ican people. 

During that 4 months, they learn in 
February: Oh, we have got missing 
emails, problems with Lois Lerner’s 
hard drive, an essential figure in this 
scandal. 

They wait until June before they tell 
Congress and the American people. 

During that 4-month timeframe, 422 
backup tapes are destroyed. Most im- 
portantly, they are destroyed with 
three orders to preserve all documents, 
and two subpoenas to get those docu- 
ments are in place. Now, think about 
that. You have got missing emails, the 
backup tapes that contain those miss- 
ing emails are destroyed during the 4 
months you are trying to figure out 
and 4 months before you tell Congress, 
and those 422 backup tapes contain po- 
tentially 24,000 emails. 

That is why he should no longer hold 
office. That is why it is important that 
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we take this vote at some point and re- 
move him from office. So you have got 
the standard, which he certainly meets 
based on that fact pattern; and you 
have got the court, which just told us 
last month the targeting continues. 

The last thing I will say before turn- 
ing to my colleagues: No private cit- 
izen could get away with that same 
scenario. If any one of us, any one of 
the three-quarters of a million people 
we all get to represent, any of those 
folks back in the Fourth District of 
Ohio, which I have the privilege of 
serving, if any one of those folks are 
audited by the IRS and they discover 
that they are missing documents that 
are critical to that audit and critical 
to what the IRS is looking for and they 
wait 4 months to tell the IRS that they 
are missing those documents, and dur- 
ing that time the backup disk or the 
backup tape that contains those miss- 
ing documents somehow gets de- 
stroyed, what is going to happen to 
them? 

Well, they are definitely getting 
fined and they are probably going to 
jail. But somehow when it happens to 
John Koskinen, the Commissioner of 
the IRS, it is okay. It is not okay. It is 
not okay in this country. This is what 
frosts so many Americans today. There 
are now two standards in this country. 
One for we, the people, and a different 
one for the politically connected. One 
for us regular folks and a different one 
if your name is Lerner, Koskinen or 
Clinton. That is not supposed to be how 
it works in this country, not in the 
greatest Nation ever, where we are all 
supposed to be treated equally under 
the law. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Louisiana (Mr. FLEMING), my 
good friend. 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for having this Special 
Order tonight. 

My good friend, Congressman JORDAN 
has laid out the facts of this case. 
There are many other detailed facts 
that we don’t have time to get into. 
But just to give you an example of 
what my constituents are saying to 
me, they are over-the-top angry at 
what Congressman JORDAN was talking 
about, and that is that there seems to 
be two standards in America. There is 
one standard for the elite, there is one 
standard for the high-up officials in 
Washington, and then there is a stand- 
ard for everyone else. We see this play 
out all the time. 

But there are some very notable 
groups and people who support our ef- 
fort to begin the impeachment of John 
Koskinen, head of the IRS. I will just 
give you some examples. 

The National Review’s 
board: 

A weaponized IRS put to partisan political 
ends constitutes an unbearable assault on 
American democracy and undermines the 
very institutions of government itself. 
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The Wall Street Journal, their edi- 
torial board: 

The U.S. attorney has refused to honor 
Congress’ contempt charge against Ms. 
Lerner for refusing to testify. The Justice 
Department has closed its investigations 
into the IRS targeting without prosecutions, 
and the press corps winks at abuses of power 
when conservatives are the targets. 

That is precisely the point. It ap- 
pears that the media—the liberal 
media, which most media is nationally, 
seems to be agreeing with this. In fact, 
I have had a number of media outlets 
out there who ask me: Why would you 
want to impeach the head of the IRS? 
What is wrong with him? 

Yet, you heard how we learned how 
Mr. Koskinen deceived Congress, re- 
fused to respond to subpoenas, evidence 
was destroyed in his tenure. So either 
he did it or someone did it while under 
his authority, and then again deceived 
Congress about that as well. So it is 
very clear there has been wrongdoing. 

While Mr. Koskinen has come to the 
Hill here to talk to Members—but he 
wants to do it offline and without 
being sworn in—he has not shown any 
interest in doing it under oath. 

The New York Post editorial board: 

If you responded to an IRS audit the way 
Koskinen’s IRS has behaved, you’d be look- 
ing at huge penalties and maybe prison time. 

George Will, a noted conservative: 

Congress should impeach the IRS Commis- 
sioner or risk becoming obsolete. 

Red State: 


Why the impeachment of the IRS Commis- 
sioner is a sign that Congress might actually 
work? 

The American people have given up 
on Congress. Congress is the legislative 
branch, which is a co-equal branch of 
government, and it should be a check 
on the executive branch, and the judi- 
cial branch, for that matter. Yet, Con- 
gress has shriveled up and atrophied so 
much. The American people have given 
up on Congress ever doing anything 
about corruption at high levels of our 
government. 

And then Americans for Tax Reform: 

Why Congress should impeach IRS Com- 
missioner John Koskinen. Since then, 
Koskinen has failed to reform the IRS with 
the agency becoming increasingly politi- 
cized. Under Koskinen, the agency destroyed 
several sources of Lois Lerner’s emails while 
he gave numerous false statements to Con- 
gress under oath. 

So it is very clear that very notable 
people, patriots, and people of stature, 
people who are well-respected in Amer- 
ica agree with the House Freedom Cau- 
cus that we should move forward. 

Finally, there has been polling on 
this matter. Freedom Works, for in- 
stance, has commissioned a poll. Very 
clearly the American people say by as 
much as a 66 percent net positive over 
negative that John Koskinen should 
lose his job. So I think it is very clear. 

I would just say that we are not sure 
what votes that we are going to have 
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tomorrow on this subject, but any vote 
short of impeachment of the IRS Com- 
missioner would be a vote against im- 
peachment and would be a vote against 
showing Mr. Koskinen the door and 
getting someone who will do right by 
our leadership in the Internal Revenue 
Service, a very important agency, and 
one that has been so much abused—or, 
actually, victims. Americans have been 
abused—through its institution. 

Mr. JORDAN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for his hard work on 
this issue and for bringing the motion 
forward to get this issue in front of 
Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Arizona (Mr. GOSAR). 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. JORDAN). 

Under the Obama administration, the 
IRS has consistently proven that it 
cannot be trusted to serve the best in- 
terests of the American people. 
Unelected bureaucrats like Lois Lerner 
and John Koskinen have weaponized 
the agency and used it as a tool to bla- 
tantly target innocent Americans sim- 
ply for having different political be- 
liefs. 

Rather than cleaning house and re- 
storing the trust of the American peo- 
ple, the IRS Commissioner John 
Koskinen has continued the pattern of 
criminal behavior and lawlessness 
within the IRS. On Koskinen’s watch, 
more than 24,000 emails and 420 backup 
tapes providing critical evidence were 
completely erased. 

Koskinen failed to comply with a 
congressional subpoena, failed to tes- 
tify truthfully in front of Congress four 
different times while under oath, and is 
now the ringleader for the cover-up of 
the targeting of innocent Americans by 
this rogue agency. 

Our Founding Fathers specifically 
empowered the House of Representa- 
tives with the authority to hold the ex- 
ecutive branch in check when it vio- 
lates the trust of the American people 
and, more importantly, when it vio- 
lates the law. 

The only way we can change the cli- 
mate of corruption in Washington, 
D.C., is to make an example of bureau- 
cratic lawlessness. And we can start 
right now by removing John Koskinen 
from his job. 

Just you watch, if the House of Rep- 
resentatives takes action to fire John 
Koskinen, I guarantee you that the 
rest of the Obama administration and 
future administrations to come will get 
that message. 

It is beyond outrageous that not a 
single IRS employee has been brought 
to justice for targeting innocent Amer- 
icans. The House has an obligation to 
pursue all constitutional options on 
the table to remove John Koskinen, in- 
cluding impeachment. 

Koskinen and accountability are 
within our reach, and my colleagues 
and I will not yield in our efforts to 
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hold this lawless agency accountable 
until we get it done. 

Mr. JORDAN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Arizona (Mr. FRANKS). 

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. Mr. Speak- 
er, I thank the gentleman. 

Mr. Speaker, Commissioner John 
Koskinen took over the Internal Rev- 
enue Service in the wake of the IRS 
conservative targeting scandal osten- 
sibly to reform the agency internally. 
Instead, he continued his predecessor’s 
legacy of stonewalling justice. 

After Lois Lerner, Director of the 
IRS’ Tax Exempt Organizations Unit, 
invoked the Fifth Amendment when 
she appeared before Congress, the Com- 
mittee on Oversight and Government 
Reform issued a subpoena for IRS docu- 
ments, including all of Lois Lerner’s 
emails. 

The IRS’ Chief Technology Officer 
also issued a preservation order in- 
structing employees not to destroy any 
emails, backup tapes, or anything rel- 
evant to the investigation. But, Mr. 
Speaker, despite a congressional sub- 
poena and a do-not-destroy order, the 
IRS inspector general found that the 
agency had erased 422 backup tapes 
containing as many as 24,000 emails. 
All the while, Commissioner John 
Koskinen knowingly and deliberately 
kept Congress in the dark. 
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Commissioner Koskinen was clearly 
aware that the emails were lost, but he 
knowingly and deliberately withheld 
that information from Congress for 4 
months and stonewalled the entire in- 
vestigation. 

Mr. Koskinen testified under oath 
four times before Congress during that 
4-month period, saying he would turn 
over all of Lerner’s emails, making no 
mention of the fact that the bulk of 
them had been ‘‘lost.’’ 

Mr. Koskinen provided false testi- 
mony and swore under oath that the 
information on the bulk of the backup 
tapes was unrecoverable. The inspector 
general found that approximately 700 
of those emails had not, in fact, been 
erased and were, in fact, recoverable. 

Mr. Speaker, John Koskinen then 
failed to protect citizens against the 
same type of future discrimination. A 
General Accounting Office report found 
no significant measures had been im- 
plemented under Mr. Koskinen’s watch 
to ensure that civil servants at the IRS 
do not continue in the future to unlaw- 
fully target Americans based on their 
political or religious views. 

Mr. Speaker, this entire matter is ab- 
solutely counter to everything a Re- 
public like ours was meant to be. In a 
constitutional Republic like the United 
States of America, we are fundamen- 
tally predicated on the rule of law; and 
there are very few things that break 
faith with America and the American 
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people or that undermine their trust in 
their government more than wit- 
nessing those who are given the sacred 
responsibility to enforce tax collection 
equally and according to the law using 
the Federal Government’s power of 
taxation unlawfully to economically 
destroy and deliberately oppress Amer- 
ican citizens based on their religious or 
political views. 

Such a tyrannical abuse of power and 
the betrayal of their sworn oath to the 
United States Constitution by Commis- 
sioner John Koskinen and Barack 
Obama will be writ large in their 
shameful legacy because it is some- 
thing that goes to the very heart of the 
rule of law in this Republic and that so 
many lying out in Arlington National 
Cemetery died to preserve. 

Mr. Speaker, the United States Con- 
gress has a duty to impeach Commis- 
sioner John Koskinen. The impeach- 
ment power is a political check that, as 
Alexander Hamilton wrote in Fed- 
eralist 65 of 1788, protects the public 
against abuse or violation of public 
trust. And Commissioner John 
Koskinen, appointed by Barack Obama, 
has unequivocally violated public 
trust. 

A taxpayer would never get away 
with treating an IRS audit the way the 
IRS officials have treated this congres- 
sional investigation; and the Congress 
of the United States owes it to the 
American people, to future genera- 
tions, and to our sworn oath to the 
Constitution to hold the perpetrators 
of this tyrannical abuse of power ac- 
countable and to make sure that this 
never happens again. 

Mr. JORDAN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for all his hard work. 

I yield to the gentleman from the 


great State of Kansas (Mr. 
HUELSKAMP), another hardworking 
Member. 


Mr. HUELSKAMP. Mr. Speaker, it is 
a pleasure to be here tonight and to- 
morrow. 

This House will have a chance to re- 
deem itself a bit, or at least remain 
relevant for now. Hopefully, we will be 
voting on something of great con- 
sequence for a change. 

Tomorrow we in this body will be 
asked to vote for or against removing 
the IRS Commissioner. Make no mis- 
take, however. This is not just a vote 
to remove one man from office. It is a 
vote for or against the rule of law 
itself. It is a vote for or against main- 
taining our system of internal checks 
and balances. It will be a vote for or 
against accountability for public offi- 
cials and transparency in our govern- 
ment. 

For months, myself and other House 
Freedom Caucus members have been 
pushing for this accountability. Those 
who might oppose this measure most 
likely believe they are doing the right 
thing by defending the IRS. In fact, 
they are defending a toxic status quo 
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in which our Nation’s most powerful 
agency, the IRS, can legitimately be 
used to thwart one’s political enemies. 
This is a status quo in which one party 
gains power in one branch of govern- 
ment, then uses the resources of that 
branch of government to depress the 
power of all other branches of govern- 
ment. This is something we would ex- 
pect to see in an emerging democracy, 
not the greatest Republic in the his- 
tory of man. Let’s take a look back at 
how this all came about. 

During President Obama’s reelection 
campaign, the IRS systemically pro- 
longed consideration of applications 
for nonprofit status from hundreds of 
conservative organizations—in some 
cases, aS we heard this evening, indefi- 
nitely. Many of those organizations 
were never able to recover from this 
denial; others were effectively neutral- 
ized for the duration of the 2012 elec- 
tion. This, of course, is a matter of fact 
and not of opinion. Eventually, the dis- 
criminatory practice was exposed, and 
Mrs. Lerner was removed from her po- 
sition—although, I might note, she re- 
tained her full retirement pension from 
taxpayers. 

John Koskinen was imported as Com- 
missioner to sort the mess out. Then, 
as the President promised, to restore 
our faith in the Federal Government, 
he would act in the best interest of all 
of us and not abuse his power ever 
again. 

But after Lerner refused to testify 
before Congress, the IRS casually men- 
tioned that some of her emails had 
gone missing, despite the subpoenas 
and orders to preserve them—again, 
casually mentioned. In fact, we found 
out later, the IRS had erased 422 
backup tapes containing aS many as 
24,000 emails. 

Now, think about that. If every email 
was one single page and you stack 
those all up, that would be 8 feet worth 
of erased emails. 

When the Commissioner told Con- 
gress under oath that many emails had 
been accidentally destroyed, he was 
lying. And when the Commissioner told 
Congress under oath that his agency 
would provide investigators with all of 
Mrs. Lerner’s remaining emails, he was 
lying. And when he told Congress under 
oath that the IRS would fully comply 
with any FOIA request and otherwise 
assist our investigation into the prac- 
tice of unfairly targeting organizations 
for their First Amendment beliefs, he 
was lying. And then when he and his 
boss, the President of the United 
States, told the American people, 
under the sacred trust vested in all 
public officials, that he would reform 
the IRS, make it more transparent and 
less hostile to families, faith organiza- 
tions, and small businesses, he was not 
telling the truth. 

The Commissioner blatantly lied 
under oath on multiple occasions be- 
cause he thought he could get away 
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with it. Just like so many other admin- 
istration officials, the Commissioner 
believed he was above the law and be- 
yond reproach. 

Tomorrow we have a chance to re- 
soundingly prove Mr. Koskinen’s auda- 
cious assumptions wrong. These Arti- 
cles of Impeachment—four for each lie 
he told—represent the negative con- 
sequences that the average American 
would face if he lied under oath. 

Some have called this effort petty. 
There are even some who believe there 
are other officials more deserving of re- 
moval. Perhaps they are right. How- 
ever, in this case, we have someone 
whose violations of the law and the 
public trust cannot be disputed. And I 
would hope, in light of the indisputable 
evidence, this body could perhaps move 
beyond the partisan divisions so that 
justice can be served. I encourage my 
fellow Members to do the right thing 
and vote for accountability, vote for 
the rule of law, and vote for a govern- 
ment that has checks on its own power. 

I thank the Congressman from Ohio 
for his leadership. He is a true friend. 
This is a very serious issue. This is not 
a political issue. This is an issue of 
principle and rule of law for our gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. JORDAN. I thank the gentleman 
for his comments, which are right on 
target. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to gentleman 
from Arizona (Mr. SCHWEIKERT). 

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. I thank the gen- 
tleman from Ohio. 

Mr. Speaker, I actually wanted to 
touch on something that is a little bit 
different. 

Look, we have all seen the docu- 
ments. We have all heard the argu- 
ment, even this evening, on the bad 
acts. Now I want to walk you through 
why we must do this. And I understand 
for a lot of our brothers and sisters in 
this body, this is uncomfortable. This 
is something that hasn’t been done in a 
very long time. So let me walk through 
sort of a line of logic, because you 
can’t be a Member of Congress and go 
home and do townhalls and talk to re- 
porters and say, “I am going to defend 
the Constitution,” “I am going to de- 
fend our Article I authority,” and then 
not stand up and defend it. So let’s ac- 
tually do sort of a linear line of logic 
here. 

If tomorrow one of you became a 
CEO, 15 years ago this body passed 
something called Sarbanes-Oxley, 
which basically said, if you are in the 
leadership and someone commits bad 
acts in your organization, you accept 
the responsibility because you accept- 
ed that position of leadership. These 
are the things we require from the real 
world outside this body. 

Has anyone here ever been a real es- 
tate broker, had a securities license, 
other types? If bad acts happen under- 
neath your license, what happens? You 
lose your license. You are removed 


12717 


from that position. But somehow these 
rules, this concept of responsibility 
that this very body has put out on the 
rest of the country, the rest of the pri- 
vate sector, is not willing—or is un- 
comfortable—to demand the very same 
status of responsibility, the very same 
status of ethics that we require from a 
real estate broker, from corporate ex- 
ecutives. We are not going to require it 
from the head of one of the most pow- 
erful bureaucracies in this Nation? 

And this is to all my brothers and 
sisters in the body. I accept it is un- 
comfortable doing something you have 
not done before. That does not mean it 
isn’t the right thing to do. 

You have heard the argument made. 
The facts are crisp and clear. Now it is 
time to make that decision. Are you 
willing to defend the Article I position 
that this body holds in the Constitu- 
tion? Are you willing to defend the 
Constitution? Or are you willing to let 
our representation of the American 
people continue to be trampled on by 
this administration? 

Mr. JORDAN, thank you for letting me 
have the mike. 

Mr. JORDAN. I thank the gentleman 
for his good remarks. 

I yield to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. PERRY.) 

Mr. PERRY. I thank the gentleman 
from Ohio for his leadership, bringing 
this to our attention, and giving us the 
time to talk about it. 

Mr. Speaker, on what we are talking 
about, we have heard all the facts, so I 
don’t want to belabor them. Numerous 
protective orders, subpoenas—literally, 
a preservation order from his own orga- 
nization, his own agency—the IRS 
Commissioner just disregarded all that 
stuff and did exactly what he wanted to 
do in contravention to what any of us 
would do. 

Two standards of justice is what we 
are talking about, whether it was for 
Lois Lerner, whether it was for John 
Koskinen, or whether it was for Hillary 
Clinton, two standards of justice: one 
for them, one for the people who are 
connected; and one for all the rest of 
us, one for the people out there in the 
real world. 

I remember in my business, when we 
got a letter from the IRS, ‘‘Oh, provide 
something from 4 years ago,” we would 
go to our accountant and say, ‘‘Well, 
we already turned this stuff in. We 
have submitted this stuff.” 

“Well, you have to save your records 
for 7 years, and you have got to submit 
that, or you are going to be in trou- 
ble.” 

I mean, when you see something from 
the IRS, your heart stops. Do you 
think Lois Lerner’s heart stopped? 

Do you think if the police were look- 
ing at you or investigating you that 
you would get to go to the judge with- 
out talking to the police and say, 
“Hey, I will tell you what happened 
here, but we don’t need to involve the 
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police in that’’? That is what happened 
here, folks. That is what happened, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Two standards of justice: one for all 
of us working people out there, and one 
for the connected. 

Mr. Speaker, ladies and gentlemen, 
the facts are very clear. It is our duty, 
it is our requirement under the Con- 
stitution, to provide justice. And Mr. 
Koskinen will have his day in court, 
his due process. That is the impeach- 
ment process. That is where he can tell 
his story. He will have his day. But the 
people who have been aggrieved by the 
weaponization of this agency also must 
have their justice, and it has been de- 
nied to this point. 

Mr. Speaker, I call for the action 
that we are talking about. 

Mr. JORDAN. I thank the gentleman. 
He is right on target. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the fine gen- 
tleman from Ohio (Mr. DAVIDSON). 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I thank the gen- 
tleman for the opportunity to address 
this body. It is an honor to be here to- 
night, but it is a sad time to be here 
talking on this topic. 

Mr. Speaker, as the newest guy here, 
I am still figuring out a lot of things. 
So maybe for anybody who is thinking 
about this from home, this IRS scandal 
has been going on since 2010. The first 
evidence of targeting was 6 years ago. 
A lot of people say: Why are you guys 
still looking into this? Why has it 
taken so long to get to this? Congress 
has looked into it since 2013. It has 
been here for a long time. And what we 
see here is an act of frustration, of 
frustration with a system that our own 
body is having a hard time working. A 
lot of us would like to see this go 
through the Judiciary Committee, go 
through a different standard process, 
but that process has continued to stall, 
delay, and not happen. 


2015 


I think we owe it to the people who 
sent us here to do what we said we 
would do, which is to support and de- 
fend our Constitution. 

If this body can be ignored, if we can 
have people come and give inaccurate 
testimony, if we can have subpoenas ig- 
nored, if we can have evidence de- 
stroyed, then, as George Will wrote, we 
risk being completely irrelevant. 

This is the dilemma: this isn’t just 
the IRS that has done this. This is the 
email scandal from the State Depart- 
ment. I remember the shock of the 
CNN anchor saying ‘‘the BlackBerrys 
are destroyed.” Fact check that. You 
just can’t believe that these kind of 
things are going on. 

I serve on the Science, Space, and 
Technology Committee where orders to 
report data breaches have occurred 
over and over, and inaccurate testi- 
mony is given. Subpoenas are being ig- 
nored by Attorneys General for evi- 
dence involving cases that are intended 
to stifle scientific research. 
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When Congress is acting, the word is 
on the street: You can ignore these re- 
quests. You don’t have to respond to 
subpoenas. You can destroy evidence, 
and you can always give inaccurate 
testimony. Nothing is going to happen. 

So it is time we do take action. I 
hope we consider a course that keeps 
our IRS Commissioner accountable and 
also sets an example that, when Con- 
gress takes action, it should be taken 
seriously. 

Mr. JORDAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 


EE 


IMPEACHMENT OF IRS 
COMMISSIONER 


(Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, we are facing an extremely 
important decision right now to exam- 
ine and weigh the actions of an indi- 
vidual and determine whether or not 
we are going to hold that individual ac- 
countable. 

When John Koskinen entered the 
public arena, he then became account- 
able to the public, and that is what we 
are now facing. Here is an individual, 
Mr. Speaker, who routinely showed dis- 
respect and contempt for this institu- 
tion, who lied before our committees, 
who did not give us the evidence we 
needed to fulfill the investigations we 
were to do, and destroyed evidence lit- 
erally on a massive scale. We must 
hold him accountable for this. 

Here is an institution, the IRS, that 
has the power to destroy lives and to 
ruin businesses. We know for a fact 
that, even just a couple weeks ago, the 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the D.C. Cir- 
cuit determined that the IRS has been 
targeting conservatives and conserv- 
ative organizations on multiple fronts, 
and they cannot confirm that that has 
ceased at all. 

So we cannot let him get out of this 
with just a whimper. It is time for this 
House to do its job and hold him ac- 
countable. 

I thank the gentleman from Ohio for 
holding his Special Order, and I hope 
my colleagues will join in the impeach- 
ment proceedings of John Koskinen. 


EEE 
ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. JORDAN. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord- 
ingly (at 8 o’clock and 18 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Thursday, September 15, 2016, at 9 a.m. 


EE 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


September 14, 2016 


6825. A letter from the Acting Under Sec- 
retary, Personnel and Readiness, Depart- 
ment of Defense, transmitting a letter au- 
thorizing Captains Darius Banaji and James 
E. Pitts, United States Navy, to wear the in- 
signia of the grade of rear admiral (lower 
half), pursuant to 10 U.S.C. 777(b)(8)(B); Pub- 
lic Law 104-106, Sec. 503(a)(1) (as added by 
Public Law 108-186, Sec. 509(a)(8)); (117 Stat. 
1458); to the Committee on Armed Services. 

6826. A letter from the Alternate OSD 
FRLO, Office of the Secretary, Department 
of Defense, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — TRICARE; Mental Health and 
Substance Use Disorder Treatment [DOD- 
2015-HA-0109] (RIN: 0720-AB65) received Sep- 
tember 13, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Armed Serv- 
ices. 

6827. A letter from the Assistant Attorney 
General, Department of Justice, transmit- 
ting a report entitled ‘Coming Into Focus: 
The Future of Juvenile Justice Reform, 2014 
Annual Report’’, pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 5617; 
Public Law 93-415, Sec. 207 (as added by Pub- 
lic Law 100-690, Sec. 7255); (102 Stat. 4437); to 
the Committee on Education and the Work- 
force. 

6828. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
General Counsel for Regulatory Services, Of- 
fice of Elementary and Secondary Edu- 
cation, Department of Education, transmit- 
ting the Department’s final priorities — En- 
hanced Assessment Instruments [CFDA 
Number: 84.368A.] [Docket ID: ED-2016-OESE- 
0004] received September 13, 2016, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and the Workforce. 

6829. A letter from the Director, Regula- 
tions Policy and Management Staff, FDA, 
Department of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Food Labeling; Technical Amendments 
[Docket No.: FDA-2016-N-0011] received Sep- 
tember 9, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

6830. A letter from the Director, Regula- 
tions Policy and Management Staff, FDA, 
Department of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Requirements for Foreign and Domestic Es- 
tablishment Registration and Listing for 
Human Drugs, Including Drugs That Are 
Regulated Under a Biologics License Appli- 
cation, and Animal Drugs [Docket No.: FDA- 
2005-N-0464 (formerly Docket No.: 2005N-0403)] 
(RIN: 0910-AA49) received September 9, 2016, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

6831. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislation, Department of Health and 
Human Services, transmitting a report enti- 
tled ‘‘Premarket Approval of Pediatric Uses 
of Devices — Fiscal Year 2014’’, pursuant to 
Sec. 515A of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cos- 
metic Act; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

6832. A letter from the Regulations Coordi- 
nator, Department of Health and Human 
Services, transmitting the Department’s in- 
terim final rule — Possession, Use, and 
Transfer of Select Agents and Toxins — Ad- 
dition of Bacillus cereus Biovar anthracis to 
the HHS List of Select Agents and Toxins 
[CDC Docket No.: CDC-2016-0045] (RIN: 0920- 
AA64) received September 13, 2016, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, 
Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 


September 14, 2016 


6833. A letter from the Deputy Chief, Pric- 
ing Policy Division, Wireline Competition 
Bureau, Federal Communications Commis- 
sion, transmitting the Commission’s final 
rule — Rates for Interstate Inmate Calling 
Services [WC Docket No.: 12-375] received 
September 13, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

6834. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Reactor Reg- 
ulation, Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
transmitting the Commission’s final evalua- 
tion of vendor submittal — Final Safety 
Evaluation on the Topical Report ‘‘Materials 
Reliability Program: Primary Water Stress 
Corrosion Cracking Mitigation By Surface 
Stress Improvement (MRP-335 Revision 3)’’ 
[TAC No.: MF2429] received September 12, 
2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public 
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

6835. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting a report on Employment of 
U.S. Citizens by Certain International Orga- 
nizations during 2015, pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 
276c-4; Public Law 102-138, Sec. 181; (105 Stat. 
682); to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

6836. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting a Report to Congress on Global 
Trade Relating to Iran for 2015, pursuant to 
Public Law 104-172, as amended by Public 
Law 111-195, Sec. 102(d); to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

6837. A letter from the Attorney General, 
Department of Justice, transmitting a deci- 
sion on United States v. Jimenez, F. 
Supp. 3d , 2016 WL 3556810 (N.D. Cal. 
June 6, 2016), pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 530D(a); 
Public Law 107-278, Sec. 202(a); (116 Stat. 
1771); to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

6838. A letter from the Assistant Attorney 
General, Department of Justice, transmit- 
ting the semiannual report of the Attorney 
General concerning enforcement actions for 
the period July 1, 2015, through December 31, 
2015, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 1605(b)(1) Public 
Law 104-65, as amended by Public Law 110-81; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

6839. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; Airbus Airplanes [Docket No.: FAA- 
2016-5460; Directorate Identifier 2015-NM-188- 
AD; Amendment 39-18599; AD 2016-16-01] (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received September 12, 2016, pur- 
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6840. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; Bombardier, Inc. Airplanes [Docket 
No.: FAA-2016-6414; Directorate Identifier 
2015-NM-175-AD; Amendment 39-18633; AD 
2016-18-03] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received Sep- 
tember 12, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

6841. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; PILATUS AIRCRAFT LTD. Airplanes 
[Docket No.: FAA-2016-7048; Directorate 
Identifier 2016-CE-014-AD; Amendment 39- 
18635; AD 2016-18-05] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received 
September 12, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
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801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

6842. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; The Boeing Company Airplanes [Dock- 
et No.: FAA-2016-3702; Directorate Identifier 
2015-NM-103-AD; Amendment 3839-18634; AD 
2016-18-04] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received Sep- 
tember 12, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

6848. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; Bombardier, Inc. Airplanes [Docket 
No.: FAA-2016-3989; Directorate Identifier 
2014-NM-220-AD; Amendment 39-18629; AD 
2016-17-16] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received Sep- 
tember 12, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

6844. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; Airbus Defense and Space S.A. (For- 
merly Known as Construcciones 
Aeronauticas, S.A.) Airplanes [Docket No.: 
FAA-2016-5467; Directorate Identifier 2015- 
NM-186-AD; Amendment 39-18630; AD 2016-17- 
17] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received September 12, 
2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public 
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure. 

6845. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; Bombardier, Inc. Airplanes [Docket 
No.: FAA-2016-6415; Directorate Identifier 
2015-NM-178-AD; Amendment 39-18626; AD 
2016-17-13] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received Sep- 
tember 12, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

6846. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; The Boeing Company Airplanes [Dock- 
et No.: FAA-2016-9047; Directorate Identifier 
2016-NM-092-AD; Amendment 3839-18632; AD 
2016-18-02] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received Sep- 
tember 12, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

6847. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; Bombardier, Inc. Airplanes [Docket 
No.: FAA-2012-1075; Directorate Identifier 
2012-NM-111-AD; Amendment 3839-18628; AD 
2016-17-15] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received Sep- 
tember 12, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

6848. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; The Boeing Company Airplanes [Dock- 
et No.: FAA-2015-8133; Directorate Identifier 
2015-NM-101-AD; Amendment 39-18631; AD 
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2016-18-01] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received Sep- 
tember 12, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

6849. A letter from the Regulations Liai- 
son, Office of Regulations and Reports Clear- 
ance, Social Security Administration, trans- 
mitting the Administration’s final rule — 
Extension of Expiration Dates for Four Body 
System Listings [Docket No.: SSA-2016-0023] 
(RIN: 0960-AI03) received September 9, 2016, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

6850. A letter from the Regulations Coordi- 
nator, Department of Health and Human 
Services, transmitting the Department’s 
Major final rule — Medicare and Medicaid 
Programs; Emergency Preparedness Require- 
ments for Medicare and Medicaid Partici- 
pating Providers and Suppliers [CMS-3178-F] 
(RIN: 0938-4091) September 18, 2016, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, 
Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); jointly to the Com- 
mittees on Energy and Commerce and Ways 
and Means. 


SEE 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred, as follows: 


By Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia (for 
himself, Mr. CRAMER, Ms. FUDGE, Mr. 
ASHFORD, Mrs. LOVE, Ms. GRAHAM, 
and Ms. ADAMS): 

H.R. 6020. A bill to amend the National Ag- 
ricultural Research, Extension, and Teach- 
ing Policy Act of 1977 to direct the Secretary 
of Agriculture to establish a grant program 
under which the Secretary will award 
$19,000,000 of grant funding to the 19 1890-in- 
stitutions ($1,000,000 to each institution), 
such as Tuskegee University in Alabama, 
Prairie View A&M University of Texas, Fort 
Valley State University of Georgia, North 
Carolina A&T State University, and Florida 
A&M University, and allocate the $1,000,000 
to each such institution for purposes of 
awarding scholarships to students attending 
such institutions, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia (for 
himself, Mr. CRAMER, Ms. FUDGE, Mr. 
ASHFORD, Mrs. LOVE, Ms. GRAHAM, 
and Ms. ADAMS): 

H.R. 6021. A bill to rebuild the Nation’s 
crumbling infrastructure, transportation 
systems, technology and computer networks, 
and energy distribution systems, by strongly 
and urgently requesting the immediate re- 
cruitment, employment, and on-the-job 
“earn as you learn” training of African- 
American young men ages 18 to 39, who are 
the hardest hit in terms of unemployment, 
with an unemployment rate of 41 percent na- 
tionally, and in some States and cities, espe- 
cially inner cities, higher than 50 percent, 
which is a national crisis; to the Committee 
on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. DENHAM: 

H.R. 6022. A bill to authorize a pilot project 
for an innovative water project financing 
program, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. CURBELO of Florida (for him- 
self and Mr. PIERLUISI): 

H.R. 6023. A bill to exempt health insur- 
ance of residents of United States territories 
from the annual fee on health insurance pro- 
viders; to the Committee on Ways and 
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Means, and in addition to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. DESAULNIER: 

H.R. 6024. A bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to improve safety and security 
for service weapons used by Federal law en- 
forcement officers, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and in addi- 
tion to the Committee on Armed Services, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider- 
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju- 
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. HIMES (for himself, Mr. DOLD, 
Ms. MOORE, Mr. BUCHANAN, Mr. Fos- 
TER, and Mr. EMMER of Minnesota): 

H.R. 6025. A bill to require the Secretary of 
the Treasury to mint coins in recognition of 
American innovation and significant innova- 
tion and pioneering efforts of individuals or 
groups from each of the 50 States, the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and the United States ter- 
ritories, to promote the importance of inno- 
vation in the United States, the District of 
Columbia, and the United States territories, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Financial Services. 

By Mr. HUFFMAN (for himself, Mr. 
POLIS, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mrs. 
NAPOLITANO, Mr. WALZ, Mr. COURT- 
NEY, Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mr. MCGOVERN, 
Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. HECK of Wash- 
ington, Mr. VARGAS, Ms. Esty, Mr. 
GENE GREEN of Texas, Mr. CART- 
WRIGHT, Mr. PETERSON, Mr. MEEKS, 
Mr. AGUILAR, Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. 
PERLMUTTER, Mr. THOMPSON of Cali- 
fornia, Mr. LEWIS, Ms. CLARK of Mas- 
sachusetts, Ms. BROWNLEY of Cali- 
fornia, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. LARSON 
of Connecticut, Mr. PocANn, Mr. 
SWALWELL of California, Mr. CLAY, 
Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. 
DESAULNIER, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. MUR- 
PHY of Florida, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. 
DEFAZIO, Mr. CAPUANO, Ms. FRANKEL 
of Florida, Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. MI- 
CHAEL F. DOYLE of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
GRIJALVA, Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of 
California, and Mr. RUIZ): 

H.R. 6026. A bill to amend the Ethics in 
Government Act of 1978 to require each can- 
didate for nomination or election to the of- 
fice of President or Vice President to include 
in the financial disclosure reports the can- 
didate is required to file under such Act a 
statement regarding whether or not the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury is in the process of 
auditing any of the candidate’s individual 
Federal income tax returns; to the Com- 
mittee on Oversight and Government Re- 
form. 

By Mr. MURPHY of Florida (for him- 
self and Mr. PIERLUISI): 

H.R. 6027. A bill to amend section 9010 of 
the Patient Protection and Affordable Care 
Act to provide health insurance fairness for 
Puerto Rico; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and in addition to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mrs. NOEM: 

H.R. 6028. A bill to repeal certain obsolete 
laws relating to Indians; to the Committee 
on Natural Resources. 

By Mrs. NOEM (for herself and Mr. 
CRAMER): 
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H.R. 6029. A bill to require State and local 
government approval of prescribed burns on 
Federal land during conditions of drought or 
fire danger; to the Committee on Natural Re- 
sources, and in addition to the Committee on 
Agriculture, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with- 
in the jurisdiction of the committee con- 
cerned. 

By Ms. NORTON (for herself, Mr. NAD- 
LER, Ms. DELAURO, and Ms. SPEIER): 

H.R. 6030. A bill to amend the Fair Labor 
Standards Act of 1938 to prohibit certain 
practices by employers relating to restric- 
tions on discussion of employees’ and pro- 
spective employees’ salary and benefit his- 
tory, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Education and the Workforce. 

By Ms. NORTON: 

H.R. 6031. A bill to amend the Coastal Zone 
Management Act of 1972 to allow the District 
of Columbia to receive Federal funding under 
such Act, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. PERLMUTTER: 

H.R. 6032. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to provide a tax credit for 
purchase of data breach insurance; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PETERS (for himself, Mr. 
ROTHFuS, and Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE 
of Pennsylvania): 

H.R. 6033. A bill to expand the tropical dis- 
ease product priority review voucher pro- 
gram to encourage treatments for the Middle 
East respiratory syndrome; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. RATCLIFFE (for himself, Mr. 
GOODLATTE, Mr. Gowpy, Mr. 
CHAFFETZ, Mr. HURD of Texas, and 
Mr. POE of Texas): 

H.R. 6034. A bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to clarify certain required mens 
rea elements for offenses pertaining to the 
handling of sensitive information by govern- 
ment officials, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Ms. BASS (for herself, Mr. LAN- 
GEVIN, Mr. McDERMOTT, Mr. FRANKS 
of Arizona, Mrs. BLACK, and Mr. 
MARINO): 

H. Res. 867. A resolution expressing support 
for designation of September 2016 as ‘‘Na- 
tional Kinship Care Month’’; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EMMER of Minnesota (for him- 
self, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. KLINE, Ms. 
McCouuuM, Mr. NOLAN, Mr. PAULSEN, 
Mr. PETERSON, and Mr. WALZ): 

H. Res. 868. A resolution honoring the life 
of Jacob Wetterling and the efforts of Patty 
Wetterling and the Wetterling family to find 
abducted children and support their families; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Ms. GABBARD (for herself, Ms. 
JUDY CHU of California, Mrs. TORRES, 

Mr. AGUILAR, Ms. HAHN, Ms. ROYBAL- 
ALLARD, Ms. VELAZQUEZ, Mr. SCHIFF, 
Ms. BORDALLO, Ms. DUCKWORTH, Mr. 
HONDA, Mr. TED LIEU of California, 
Mr. BEYER, Ms. MENG, Ms. LEE, Mr. 
CONNOLLY, Mrs. RADEWAGEN, Mr. 
BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Pennsylvania, 
Ms. PELOSI, Ms. MATSUI, Mr. AL 
GREEN of Texas, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, 
Mr. NADLER, Ms. FUDGE, Mrs. WATSON 
COLEMAN, Mr. LOWENTHAL, Ms. 
EsHoo, Mr. DELANEY, Ms. LINDA T. 
SANCHEZ of California, Mr. ASHFORD, 
Mr. TAKANO, Mr. BECERRA, Mr. 
SWALWELL of California, Mr. SABLAN, 
Mr. BERA, and Mr. Scott of Virginia): 

H. Res. 869. A resolution relating to the 

death of the Honorable Mark Takai, a Rep- 
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resentative from the State of Hawaii; to the 
Committee on House Administration. 


CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 


Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa- 
tives, the following statements are sub- 
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu- 
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 


By Mr. McCARTHY: 

H.R. 6007. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3: 

The Congress Shall have power to regulate 
commerce with foreign nations, and among 
the several states, and with Indian tribes. 

By Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia: 

H.R. 6020. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 

By Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia: 

H.R. 6021. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 

By Mr. DENHAM: 

H.R. 6022. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 of the United States 
Constitution, specifically Clause 1 (relating 
to providing for the common defense and 
general welfare of the United States), Clause 
3 (relating to regulating commerce with for- 
eign nations, and among the several states, 
and with the Indian tribes) and Clause 18 (re- 
lating to the power to make all laws nec- 
essary and proper for carrying out the pow- 
ers vested in Congress). 

By Mr. CURBELO of Florida: 

H.R. 6023. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I Section 8 Clause 3 of the United 
States Constitution 

By Mr. DESAULNIER: 

H.R. 6024. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8. 

By Mr. HIMES: 

H.R. 6025. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8. ‘‘The Congress shall 
have the power. . . to coin Money, regulate 
the Value thereof, and of foreign Coin, and 
fix the Standard of Weights and Measures;’’ 

By Mr. HUFFMAN: 

H.R. 6026. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18: To make all 
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow- 
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con- 
stitution in the Government of the United 
States, or in any Department or office there- 
of. 

By Mr. MURPHY of Florida: 

H.R. 6027. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to Article I 
Section 8 of the Constitution of the United 
States. 

By Mrs. NOEM: 

H.R. 6028. 
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Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18: To make all 
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow- 
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con- 
stitution in the Government of the United 
States or in any Department or Officer 
thereof. 

By Mrs. NOEM: 

H.R. 6029. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article IV, Section 8, Clause 2 of the 
United States Constitution. 

By Ms. NORTON: 

H.R. 6030. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

clauses 3 and 18 of section 8 of article I of 
the Constitution. 

By Ms. NORTON: 

H.R. 6031. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

clause 3 of section 8 of article I of the Con- 
stitution. 

By Mr. PERLMUTTER: 

H.R. 6032. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 

By Mr. PETERS: 

H.R. 6033. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 

By Mr. RATCLIFFE: 

H.R. 6034. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clauses 1, 3, and 18 of 
the United States Constitution. 


—— 


ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 


Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu- 
tions, as follows: 

. 218: Mrs. HARTZLER. 

. 244: . JODY B. HICE of Georgia. 
. 333: . RUIZ and Ms. STEFANIK. 
. 546: . JOHNSON of Ohio. 

. 612: . ROE of Tennessee. 

. 613: . MATSUI. 

. 835: . RUSH. 

. 845: . KUSTER and Mr. PAYNE. 
. 885: . PERLMUTTER. 

. 1061: Mr. LARSEN of Washington. 
. 1151: Mr. MCKINLEY. 

. 1209: Mr. YOUNG of Iowa and Mr. GRIF- 


. 1220: Mr. SIMPSON, Mr. YARMUTH, Mr. 
THOMPSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. MARINO, and 
Ms. HAHN. 

H.R. 1275: Mr. CARTWRIGHT. 

H.R. 1312: Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina. 

H.R. 1422: Mr. LYNCH. 

H.R. 1453: Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee and Mr. 
GRAVES of Missouri. 

H.R. 1714: Mr. GOHMERT. 

H.R. 1848: Mr. ELLISON. 

H.R. 2016: Ms. BROWNLEY of California. 

H.R. 2142: Ms. MATSUI. 

H.R. 2228: Mr. HIGGINS. 
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. 2280: 
. 2315: 
. 2342: 
. 2368: 
. 2628: 
. 2713: 


. ELLISON. 

. DESANTIS. 

. STIVERS. 

. SARBANES. 

. SHERMAN. 

. MCKINLEY. 

: . MACARTHUR, Ms. FRANKEL of 
Florida, Mr. LYNCH, Mr. BLUM, Ms. LINDA T. 
SANCHEZ of California, and Mr. BYRNE. 

H.R. 2980: Mr. HECK of Nevada. 

H.R. 3066: Mr. SCALISE. 

H.R. 3137: Mr. KIND. 

H.R. 3238: Mr. ELLISON. 

H.R. 3381: Mr. LAHoop, Mr. QUIGLEY, and 
Mr. HILL. 

H.R. 3660: Mr. WITTMAN. 

H.R. 3666: Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. 

H.R. 3687: Ms. KUSTER, Mr. ASHFORD, Mr. 
ELLISON, and Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. 

H.R. 3804: Mr. MCCLINTOCK. 

H.R. 3991: Ms. BROWNLEY of California, Mr. 
PETERS, Mr. CARSON of Indiana, and Ms. 
DUCKWORTH. 

H.R. 4006: 
STEFANIK. 

H.R. 4016: Mr. EMMER of Minnesota. 

H.R. 4088: Mr. BEYER. 

H.R. 4283: Ms. LEE. 

H.R. 4298: Mr. STEWART, Mr. COFFMAN, Mr. 
RENACCI, Mr. VALADAO, Mr. WEBSTER of Flor- 
ida, Mr. BuCSHON, Mr. ZINKE, Mr. MURPHY of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. LUCAS, and Mr. BARLETTA. 
. 4456: Mr. RYAN of Ohio and Mr. GIBBS. 
. 4480: Mr. ELLISON. 

. 4514: Mr. LANGEVIN. 

. 4575: . ZINKE. 

. 4595: . DUCKWORTH. 

. 4602: . COHEN. 

. 4621: . MATSUI. 

. 4626: . PRICE of North Carolina. 
. 4662: . MCKINLEY. 

. 4683: . HIGGINS. 

. 4773: . MCKINLEY. 

. 4813: . ZINKE. 

. 4818: . RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois and 


Mr. MULVANEY and Ms. 


H.R. 4919: Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois, 
Mr. DEUTCH, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. SENSEN- 
BRENNER, and Mr. HECK of Nevada. 

H.R. 4980: Mr. NEWHOUSE and Mr. WEST- 
MORELAND. 

H.R. 5015: Ms. STEFANIK. 

H.R. 5082: Mr. ROUZER. 

H.R. 5083: Ms. BROWNLEY of California, Ms. 
KUSTER, and Mr. PETERSON. 

H.R. 5177: Mr. HARRIS and Mr. HONDA. 

H.R. 5208: Mr. WEBER of Texas and Mr. 
COOK. 

. 5254: Mr. JOLLY and Mr. KING of New 


. 5351: 
. 5386: 
. 5418: 
. 5476: 
. 5493: 
. 5624: 
. 5650: 
. 5679: 
. 5683: 
. 5708: 
. 5785: 
. 5810: 
. 5813: 
. 5823: 
. 5824: 
. 5825: 


. GROTHMAN. 

. YARMUTH. 

. WESTERMAN. 

. HECK of Nevada. 

. MULVANEY. 

. POE of Texas. 

. LOWENTHAL. 

. MCKINLEY and Mr. WITTMAN. 
. RUPPERSBERGER. 

. POE of Texas. 

. POLIQUIN. 

Mrs. LAWRENCE. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. 
Mr. GOHMERT. 

Mr. GOHMERT. 

Mr. GOHMERT. 
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H.R. 5826: Mr. GOHMERT. 

H.R. 5883: Mr. COSTA and Mr. YOUNG of 
Iowa. 

H.R. 5904: Mr. JONES and Mr. DESANTIS. 

H.R. 5911: Mr. BOUSTANY. 

H.R. 5931: Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, Mr. 
WILSON of South Carolina, Mr. RATCLIFFE, 
Mr. MARCHANT, and Mr. ROE of Tennessee. 

H.R. 5946: Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of Cali- 
fornia, Mrs. COMSTOCK, Ms. STEFANIK, Mr. 
HECK of Nevada, and Mr. COSTELLO of Penn- 


sylvania. 
H.R. 5948: Mrs. CAPPS and Mr. MCCLINTOCK. 
H.R. 5953: Mr. GARAMENDI and Ms. 
VELÁZQUEZ. 


H.R. 5977: Mr. GRAVES of Missouri and Ms. 
NORTON. 

H.R. 5980: Mr. COFFMAN, Mr. PETERS, Mr. 
YOUNG of Alaska, Mr. AGUILAR, Mr. NOLAN, 
Mr. CÁRDENAS, Ms. HAHN, Ms. MCCOLLUM, 
Mr. MEEKS, Mr. MOULTON, and Ms. BROWNLEY 
of California. 

. 5986: Mr. DIAZ-BALART. 

. 5999: Mr. KNIGHT. 

. 6003: . RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. 

. 6004: . MCCARTHY and Mr. HOYER. 
. 6007: . BRIDENSTINE. 

. 6008: . NORTON. 

. 6017: . KELLY of Illinois. 

.J. Res. 95: Mr. HUDSON. 

H. Con. Res. 140: Mr. WOMACK, Mr. DAVID- 
SON, Mr. HECK of Nevada, Mr. CUELLAR, Mr. 
LAHOoop, and Mr. MARCHANT. 

H. Con. Res. 149: Mr. MOONEY of West Vir- 
ginia. 

. Res. 586: Ms. BROWNLEY of California. 

. Res. 590: Mr. KIND. 

. Res. 655: Mr. COURTNEY. 

. Res. 836: Mr. BUCSHON. 

. Res. 848: Ms. DUCKWORTH, Ms. KELLY of 
Illinois, and Mr. FORTENBERRY. 

H. Res. 851: Mr. POE of Texas, Mr. SALMON, 
and Mr. DONOVAN. 

H. Res. 852: Mr. LAHOOD. 

H. Res. 853: Mr. RIGELL, Mr. FRANKS of Ari- 
zona, Mr. ZINKE, Mr. WEBER of Texas, Mr. 
BABIN, Mr. CHABOT, Mr. JODY B. HICE of 
Georgia, Mr. KING of Iowa, Mr. LAMALFA, 
Mr. RouzER, Mr. LAMBORN, and Mr. FLORES. 

H. Res. 855: Mrs. RADEWAGEN. 

H. Res. 857: Mrs. KIRKPATRICK and Ms. 
TITUS. 


Emam 


e 


DELETION OF SPONSORS FROM 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were deleted from public bills and reso- 
lutions, as follows: 

H.R. 3765: Mr. RANGEL. 


——m 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 3 of rule XII, 


87. The SPEAKER presented a petition of 
Mr. Gregory D. Watson, a citizen of Austin, 
Texas, relative to urging Congress to enact 
legislation that would prescribe restrictions 
on the actions and conduct of Delegates at- 
tending a Convention, called by Congress 
pursuant to Article V of the U.S. Constitu- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 
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RECOGNITION OF THE SAC- 
RAMENTO STAND DOWN 
ASSOCIATON 


HON. AMI BERA 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. BERA. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to con- 
gratulate the Sacramento chapter of Stand 
Down on celebrating their 25th anniversary. 
This organization and its volunteers have 
served the veterans of the Sacramento region 
selflessly for many years and it is my pleasure 
to recognize them today. 

In military history, a “stand down” was a ref- 
uge for soldiers fighting on the front lines. It 
was a place for them to rest, recover, and re- 
ceive medical care. These times gave the ex- 
hausted troops safe space to recuperate. 
Today, the Stand Down programs do the 
same for our homeless veterans. 

The Sacramento chapter of Stand Down 
has hosted a gathering for many years. There, 
homeless veterans can receive medical and 
dental care, showers, haircuts, and a hot 
meal. Several federal agencies, like the Social 
Security Administration and the Veterans Ad- 
ministration, are onsite to provide critical serv- 
ices. Veterans can renew their identification 
and adjudicate minor legal disputes through 
an onsite court. 

The Stand Down program has proven to be 
incredibly effective, with many veterans who 
have gone through the program returning as 
volunteers. These volunteers know what it’s 
like to be a homeless veteran, and are happy 
to help their fellow veterans get the leg up 
they need. 

The Sacramento Stand Down Association 
has, over the past twenty-five years, spent 
countless hours providing meals, services, and 
a safe place for the homeless veterans of our 
region. As a doctor who has helped care for 
veterans, lve witnessed how much these men 
and women have sacrificed. | am proud to rec- 
ognize the service of the Sacramento Stand 
Down Association, and wish them many more 
years of continued success. 


Se 


IN HONOR OF JYM GANAHL 
HON. PATRICK J. TIBERI 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. TIBERI. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to rec- 
ognize the storied meteorological career of 
Jym Ganahl. For five decades, Jym has 
served his friends and neighbors as their me- 
teorologist. His accurate and educational fore- 
casts helped to warn us of impending inclem- 
ent weather as well as plan our day’s activi- 
ties. 


Beginning his career in 1966 with KWWL-— 
TV in Waterloo, lowa, Jym quickly became a 
valuable asset in the news room. In 1978, Jym 
joined WCMH-TV in Columbus, Ohio, and has 
since become a staple in our community. For 
nearly four decades we have tuned in to hear 
Jym’s report, and generations have grown up 
hoping Jym would give them the good news 
that a snow storm was imminent and school 
would be canceled. 

In addition to his talent as a meteorologist, 
Jym is also a valuable mentor to aspiring 
young men and women. His guidance and tu- 
telage helped many achieve their goals. Unfor- 
tunately, the hands of time do not stop and 
central Ohio witnessed Jym’s last forecast on 
September 4, 2016. Although we will still be 
seeing him on television during his WCMH 
tailgate-party broadcasts during football sea- 
son, the weather forecast will not be the same 
without his humor and knowledge. | have en- 
joyed working with Jym Ganahl over the years 
and | congratulate him on his 50-year career 
as meteorologist. | wish him the best of luck 
in his future endeavors. 


a 


RECOGNIZING MILLER COUNTY, 
MISSOURI UPON ITS DESIGNA- 
TION AS A PURPLE HEART 
COUNTY 


HON. BLAINE LUETKEMEYER 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. LUETKEMEYER. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize the designation of Miller 
County, Missouri as a Purple Heart County 
and its inclusion as a part of the Purple Heart 
Trail. 

The Purple Heart Trail is a system of roads 
and monuments throughout the United States 
that pay tribute to veterans that have been 
awarded the Purple Heart. The system was 
established in 1992 by the Military Order of 
the Purple Heart. As a Purple Heart County, 
signs along Miller County roadways will now 
provide a visual reminder of those who have 
paid the price for others to live and travel free- 
ly throughout our country. 

The Purple Heart was established by 
George Washington to honor members of the 
military that have been wounded or killed in 
service to their country. As a lifelong resident 
of Miller County, | am proud to live in a place 
that prioritizes honoring those who have paid 
the price to secure our liberty. Our nation 
owes so much to the brave men and women 
that have placed their lives on the line for our 
nation’s future. The Purple Heart Trail is an 
important reminder of that debt of gratitude 
shared by all Americans. 

| ask you to join me in recognizing Miller 
County on this important designation, and in 
thanking all Purple Heart recipients and vet- 
erans for their service to our country. 


IN MEMORY OF RAY THORN 
HON. ALAN S. LOWENTHAL 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Speaker, Ray Karl 
Thorn was born March 20, 1946 and passed 
away August 27, 2016. A loving husband, fa- 
ther, and grandfather, he was a ray of sun- 
shine to all who knew him. 

As a community leader, Ray was one of the 
founding members of the Friends of Colorado 
Lagoon (FOCL). He was instrumental in the 
successful litigation that saved the lagoon 
from a flawed storm drain project, which would 
have precluded any restoration. 

He then led the group’s pivot towards col- 
laboration and relationship building, creating 
the strong partnerships that FOCL still enjoys 
with the city, port, and regional groups. He 
was FOCL president for five critical years dur- 
ing the time when the group was fighting to 
convince the city and regional leaders that re- 
storing the lagoon’s historic open waterway 
was essential to the community and environ- 
ment. 

His relationships with the City of Long 
Beach Parks, Recreation, and Marine directors 
gave FOCL credibility and helped the group 
move forward when there were many projects 
competing for funding. In later years Ray con- 
tinued to serve as a board member and leader 
for FOCL as the group successfully restored 
vital wetland habitat, helped transform the la- 
goon from having the worst water quality in 
Long Beach to the best, and educated the 
public about the importance of wetlands. The 
final vision of the lagoon as a clean jewel of 
Long Beach would not have been possible 
without Ray’s efforts. 

Born in Tooele, Utah to Roe and Lydia 
Thorn, he was the fourth of five children. Ray 
grew up in Springville, Utah and graduated 
from Springville High School. He received his 
Bachelors Degree from Brigham Young Uni- 
versity (BYU) in Sociology and a Master’s De- 
gree from BYU in Organizational Behavior. 

It was also at BYU that Ray met his future 
wife Becky Asher. Their marriage of 44 years 
was a positive example for many that knew 
them because of their devotion to each other 
and their commitment to creating and main- 
taining a strong marriage. Their only daughter, 
Nicole Thorn, was born in 1979 and their 
grandson, Leif, was born to Nicole Thorn and 
Steve Stern in 2010. Ray spent much of his 
time with them, for they were a source of joy 
in his life. 

Ray loved the outdoors and was a beautiful 
downhill and avid cross country skier. He 
loved spending time in the mountains, on the 
beaches, hiking, bike riding, and rollerblading. 
Ray loved animals and enjoyed evenings 
throwing the Frisbee or ball for his dogs and 
teaching them new tricks. He was devoted to 
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his wife and family and cherished the vaca- 
tions, road trips, and camping trips they took 
together. He loved adventures: walking on thin 
ice to see under-ice whirlpools, rafting in a 
lake during a lightning storm, driving through 
rivers, sneaking into places to find the best 
sledding hill, and off-roading for the fun of it. 

He was an excellent communicator both in 
his work and personal life, bringing people to- 
gether and making them feel valued and un- 
derstood. As an Organizational Behavior Con- 
sultant, Ray worked for over 40 years with 
business, governmental, and educational insti- 
tutions. He assisted leaders, teams, and orga- 
nizations to improve their culture, norms, and 
working relationships. 

Ray had a gift for helping people commu- 
nicate. He coached them to better understand 
each other, to enhance their levels of trust and 
openness, and to engage in productive prob- 
lem solving. As a coach, trainer, and team 
builder, he assisted thousands of leaders from 
multiple organizations across the country and 
abroad. He led them to respect and utilize 
their differences in order to compliment rather 
than compete with one another, freeing them 
to create and maintain supportive teamwork. 

Ray is survived by his wife Becky Thorn, his 
daughter Nicole Thorn, his grandson Leif 
Thorn-Stern, his son-in-law Steve Stern, and 
his sister Maris Grotegut. 

He will be dearly missed by all who knew 
him. 


EE 


HONORING THE LIFE OF 
SARAH E. D’ERRICO 


HON. TIM RYAN 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to honor the life of Sarah E. D’Errico, 42, who 
passed away on July 6, 2016. Sarah was born 
on February 25, 1974 in Columbus, Ohio, the 
daughter of Walter and Karen Lee Kingry 
Matheny. 

Sarah graduated from Westland High 
School in 1992 and went on to attend The 
Ohio State University, then eventually grad- 
uate Summa Cum Laude from Youngstown 
State University with a Bachelors Degree in 
Secondary Education. She went on to work for 
Delphi Packard Electric, and then for the 
Trumbull County Educational Service Center, 
where she taught for their Trumbull Virtual 
Learning Academy. 

Sarah enjoyed being involved with the com- 
munity and contributed her time in many ways. 
She belonged to Our Lady of Mount Carmel 
Parish in Niles, and was a parish school in- 
structor and festival volunteer, and a Girl 
Scout Troop Leader. She also loved to fish, 
scuba dive, kayak, go on family vacations, en- 
tertain, and craft. Above all else, she loved 
spending time with her husband and children. 

Sarah will be deeply missed by her family. 
She leaves behind her parents, her husband 
James D’Errico, whom she married June 25, 
2004, her daughter Alysse Marie D’Errico, her 
son Gavin Joseph D’Errico, her two brothers 
Andrew Matheny and Adam Matheny, her ma- 
ternal grandmother Evelyn Kingry and her fa- 
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ther-in-law and mother-in-law, Sam and Joyce 
D’Errico. 


IN HONOR OF VINZ KOLLER 


HON. SAM FARR 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. FARR. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to rec- 
ognize the remarkable public service of Vinz 
Koller, who has worked tirelessly to strengthen 
and improve the American democratic proc- 
ess, both nationally and in Monterey County, 
California. As an immigrant who chose to be 
an American, Vinz embodies the core civic 
values of our nation’s citizenship. Those of us 
who have had the great good fortune to have 
known Vinz over the years have all been 
touched by his tremendous integrity and 
boundless determination. So it is my pleasure 
to join with my Monterey County Democratic 
Party friends in recognizing Vinz for his invalu- 
able support for strengthening democracy. 

Vinz came to Monterey County to study at 
the Monterey Institute of International Studies 
after earning a BA in political science and 
English from the University of Zurich in Swit- 
zerland. Professionally, he is Director of Train- 
ing and Technical Assistance at Social Policy 
Research Associates and is in frequent de- 
mand as trainer and facilitator on a wide range 
of workforce development related topics for 
the U.S. Department of Labor and state and 
local agencies. Vinz likes to hike the Big Sur 
coastline, paddle on the bay in his kayak, 
climb Sierra peaks on skis or ride the bike 
trails at the former Fort Ord. He is a pas- 
sionate bread baker and for ten seasons has 
been singing in the Carmel Bach Festival cho- 
rus. 

Vinz played an active role in the 2004 presi- 
dential campaign at the Democratic National 
Committee in Washington, DC, as well as Ari- 
zona and Oregon. This experience energized 
Vinz to improve the community level Demo- 
cratic Party infrastructure in his home commu- 
nity. In 2004 and 2005, he was a vital member 
of the “Boots Camp” team that designed an 
ambitious new strategy that would establish 
the Monterey County Democrats as one of 
most effective central committees in California. 

Later, Vinz set up a countywide precinct 
program for the Monterey County Democrats, 
managed the 2008 presidential and 2012 spe- 
cial election campaigns, and is currently work- 
ing the 2016 campaign. Vinz chaired the Mon- 
terey County Democratic Central Committee 
from 2006 to 2016. In that capacity he led the 
way in executing and refining strategy as the 
local Democratic party helped elect a list of 
great Democratic candidates, train hundreds 
of volunteers, and establish a culture of excel- 
lence and integrity, which in turn has been in- 
strumental in attracting many new members. 
He is currently the Campaign Coordinator for 
the Monterey County Democrats and Chair of 
the Democratic 27th Assembly District Com- 
mittee and is on the Executive Board of the 
California Democratic Party. 

Mr. Speaker, | know | speak for the whole 
House in thanking Vinz for his dedicated civic 
involvement. The strength of our Republic de- 
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pends on the tireless efforts of the women and 
men like Vinz who make our democracy vi- 
brant and representative. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING DEB NEYMAN FOR 
RECEIVING A PERSONAL 
ACHIEVEMENT AWARD FROM 
THE HEALTHSOUTH REHABILITA- 
TION HOSPITAL OF ALTOONA 


HON. BILL SHUSTER 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize Deb Neyman, one of the winners of 
the 23rd annual Personal Achievement Award 
from the HealthSouth Rehabilitation Hospital 
of Altoona. This award is given to encourage 
and recognize those who have made an out- 
standing effort to deal with or overcome a dis- 
ability. This year, Deb has earned that distinc- 
tion. 

Deb suffered a stroke in June of 2015 that 
affected her speech and body. It wasn’t long 
after, in July of 2015, that she then suffered a 
second stroke. In August of 2015 she was di- 
agnosed with ovarian cancer, and underwent 
surgery for a Hysterectomy in September of 
the same year. At only 47-years-old and work- 
ing as an educator, with two school-age chil- 
dren living at home, Deb faced a tragic se- 
quence of events that would have stunned 
even the bravest among us. Yet, through all of 
these troubles, Deb, with the boundless sup- 
port of her husband, has approached her situ- 
ation with a positive and cheerful attitude. 

Today, she has made an amazing recovery 
with the strong support of her friends and fam- 
ily, and has regained much of her previous 
routine, even managing to return to educating 
for the Glendale School District. 

| am humbled to recognize the truly impres- 
sive recovery Deb has made. Her strength 
and positivity in the face of such adversity is 
remarkable. As such, it is my pleasure to wish 
Deb the best as she continues to reclaim her 
health and life. 


EE 


CONGRATULATING BOB MARIANO 
ON RETIREMENT 


HON. PETER J. ROSKAM 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. ROSKAM. Mr. Speaker, today | wish to 
honor an innovator, entrepreneur, and busi- 
ness leader from the 6th District of Illinois. 
Bob Mariano has dedicated the last 49 years 
of his life to the grocery industry and on Sep- 
tember 1st, he retired. After an iconic run as 
a leader in grocery retailing in Chicagoland, 
Bob has earned his rest and relaxation. 

Bob started his career in the grocery indus- 
try in 1967. At the ripe age of 17, he worked 
as a part-time deli clerk at Dominick’s Finer 
Foods. He rose through the ranks, holding 
various roles including Senior Vice President, 
before being named President and CEO of 
Dominick’s in 1995. Bob led Dominick’s 
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through an initial public offering in 1996 and 
its eventual sale in 1998. 

In 2010, equipped with years of expertise, 
Bob started a new venture—he opened his 
own grocery store. The first Mariano’s opened 
in 2010 in Arlington Heights, bringing a new 
model of affordable, upscale groceries with a 
focus on in-store restaurants, sushi offerings, 
and other freshly prepared amenities. Since 
then Mariano’s has had a mercurial rise, add- 
ing another 36 stores in just six short years. 
None of that would have been possible with- 
out Bob’s expertise and vision. It is no sur- 
prise that other leaders in the grocery field 
praise his work. Chairman and CEO of the 
Kroger Co., Rodney McMullen, which recently 
bought Mariano’s, stated, “Bob is an innovator 
and his legacy in the grocery industry will be 
celebrated for many years to come. More im- 
portantly, Bob is a great friend to all of us 
here”. 

Mr. Speaker and Distinguished Colleagues 
please join me in congratulating Bob Mariano 
on an accomplished career and wish him all 
the best in his future endeavors. 


CALEB JAMES KOKER REMARKS 


HON. JOHN SHIMKUS 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, | rise to ac- 
knowledge Sergeant Caleb James Koker for 
his many accomplishments in his service to 
the U.S. Army National Guard in Marion, IL. 
Caleb is a Fairfield, IL native who attends 
Southern Illinois University Carbondale. 

Caleb has a remarkable service record. He 
finished at the top of his class in all of his mili- 
tary training, and he also proved to be a pro- 
ficient marksman by passing his M4 rifle train- 
ing with a perfect score of 40/40. Caleb then 
joined Unit HHC2-130 INF of the U.S. Army 
National Guard in Marion, where he was pro- 
moted to the rank of Sergeant at only 20 
years old. That made Caleb the youngest sol- 
dier to be promoted to the rank of Sergeant in 
the history of his unit. Since then, Caleb has 
gone on to earn three Army Achievement 
Medals while serving in his unit. 

The fact that Caleb has balanced a distin- 
guished service career with a stellar academic 
career makes his accomplishments even more 
impressive. He has maintained a 4.0 GPA 
throughout his undergraduate education at 
SIUC, and he will travel to Pennsylvania to 
train as a Multitrans System Operator in the 
next few weeks. Caleb will earn a degree in 
Criminal Justice when he graduates from 
SIUC this December, and he will enlist as an 
active duty member of the U.S. Army upon 
graduation. After that, Caleb plans to continue 
to serve our country by pursuing a career in 
Federal Law Enforcement. 

| offer my congratulations to Sergeant Caleb 
Koker for his accomplishments while serving 
in the U.S. Army National Guard and while 
pursuing his college degree, and | wish him 
the best of luck as he continues to serve our 
country with pride. 
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. FRANK C. GUINTA 


OF NEW HAMPSHIRE 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. GUINTA. Mr. Speaker, on Roll Call Vote 
Number 492 through 504, | am not recorded 
because | was absent from the U.S. House of 
Representatives. Had | been present, | would 
have voted in the following manner. 


On Roll Call Number 492 had | been 
present, | would have voted NO. 

On Roll Call Number 493 had | been 
present, | would have voted YES. 

On Roll Call Number 494 had | been 
present, | would have voted NO. 

On Roll Call Number 495 had | been 
present, | would have voted YES. 

On Roll Call Number 496 had | been 
present, | would have voted YES. 

On Roll Call Number 497 had | been 
present, | would have voted YES. 

On Roll Call Number 498 had | been 
present, | would have voted YES. 

On Roll Call Number 499 had | been 
present, | would have voted YES. 

On Roll Call Number 500 had | been 
present, | would have voted YES. 

On Roll Call Number 501 had | been 
present, | would have voted YES. 

On Roll Call Number 502 had | been 
present, | would have voted YES. 

On Roll Call Number 503 had | been 
present, | would have voted YES. 

On Roll Call Number 504 had | been 


present, | would have voted YES. 


Ee 


IN HONOR OF THE RETIREMENT 
OF SMITHS STATION MAYOR 
LAFAYE DELLINGER 


HON. MIKE ROGERS 


OF ALABAMA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. ROGERS of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, | 
ask for the House’s attention today to recog- 
nize Mayor LaFaye Dellinger, who is retiring 
as Smiths Station Mayor after 15 years of 
service. 

LaFaye Dellinger graduated from Smiths 
Station High School and has proudly served 
as the first mayor of Smiths Station for the 
past 15 years. 

During her tenure, she established strong 
relationships with the surrounding municipali- 
ties including Fort Henning, Georgia and pio- 
neered the partnership between the City of 
Smiths Station and Lee County to make the 
Smiths Station Sports Complex a reality. 

She was instrumental in obtaining the cur- 
rent City Hall and is past President of the 
Ruritan Community Club. Mrs. Dellinger is a 
loving wife and mother. 

Mr. Speaker, please join me in recognizing 
my friend Mayor Dellinger and wishing her 
well in her retirement. 


September 14, 2016 


TRIBUTE TO CHELSEY JEAN HOOD 
RUSSELL 


HON. MIKE COFFMAN 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. COFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
memorialize the tragic passing of Chelsey 
Jean Hood Russell from Denver, Colorado. 
I’ve been fortunate to know Chelsey and her 
family for many years, and had a close rela- 
tionship with her late father Don Hood, a Viet- 
nam War hero who passed away in 2012. 
Chelsey Jean Hood Russell, 35, passed away 
on August 23, 2016, on Lake Powell in Utah. 
She was born on February 24, 1981, in Den- 
ver, Colorado to Trisha and Donald Hood. She 
was soon joined by her younger brother, Cay- 
man, who was her best friend and confidant 
for life. Chelsey earned both her B.S.B.A. and 
her law degree from the University of Denver. 

Chelsey was an associate attorney at the 
law firm Welborn Sullivan Meck & Tooley, spe- 
cializing in mineral title examination and oil 
and gas regulatory matters. Chelsey was an 
outstanding legal talent gifted with a creative 
mind, was instrumental in building the firm’s 
highly successful oil and gas regulatory prac- 
tice, and possessed an exceptional ability to 
make her clients feel respected and appre- 
ciated. She was recently elected Secretary of 
the Colorado Bar Association’s Natural Re- 
sources and Energy Law Executive Council 
and spoke regularly on oil and gas regulatory 
matters. 

Those who knew her best characterized 
Chelsey by her extraordinary strength of both 
willpower and athleticism. She gave birth to 
her daughter just three days before taking— 
and acing—the Colorado bar exam. Her life- 
long goal was to run a marathon in every 
state, and she recently achieved her personal 
record in the Revel Run marathon in Morrison, 
Colorado. Last summer, she ran both the 
Leadville 50 and the Leadville 100, running 50 
and then 100 miles (for good measure) from 
elevations of 9,200 to 12,600 feet. In addition 
to a lifelong love of running, Chelsey passion- 
ately pursued climbing, cycling, and swim- 
ming, and was an avid backpacker and camp- 
er. 

Even more notable than Chelsey’s athletic 
achievements was her compassionate heart. 
Chelsey was dedicated to her many friend- 
ships and always thought of others before her- 
self. She gave back through numerous chari- 
table causes, and in particular supported the 
Leukemia and Lymphoma Society. Chelsey at- 
tended Mile Hi Church and had a deep and 
abiding spiritual practice that carried her 
through many difficult times. 

In spite of her countless achievements and 
staggering moral strength, Chelsey was truly 
defined by a singular role: she was the most 
loving mother in the world to her two children, 
Hayden Elaine, 5, and Harvey Donald, 2. 
Leading by example, she instilled in her chil- 
dren a love for outdoor adventures; a commit- 
ment to hard work; the importance of family 
and friendship above all else; and a strong 
sense of passion, fearlessness, and love of 
life. Chelsey’s life was cut tragically short 
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when she displayed the ultimate act of moth- 
erly love: at the end of a wonderful family va- 
cation on Lake Powell she suffered an acute 
cardiac event while helping her young son, 
who had fallen in the water. She will always 
be remembered as a true hero. 

Chelsey is survived by her mother, Trisha; 
her brother, Cayman; her children, Hayden 
and Harvey; her niece, Zoii; and countless 
friends who loved her dearly. 

It is a true honor to have the opportunity to 
memorialize Chelsey Jean Hood Russell on 
the floor of the U.S. House of Representatives 
today. She lived fully and died courageously, 
and it is my hope that we can all learn from 
the beautiful example she set in her 35 years 
of life. 


EEE 


HONORING THE LIFE OF STERLING 
McPHERSON 


HON. TIM RYAN 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to honor the life of Sterling McPherson who 
passed away on Sunday, September 4, 2016 
at the age of 82. Sterling was born on January 
24, 1934 in Cairo, Illinois, the son of John and 
Rose Courtney McPherson. 

While living in Cairo, Sterling played base- 
ball in the Negro leagues. After moving to 
Warren, Ohio Sterling managed Danny’s Bar, 
Delmar Lounge, and Mac’s A.C. Club baseball 
teams, as well as the Escapades baseball 
team. He worked as a foreman for Albee 
Homes for 20 years and the City of Niles 
Water Department for 20 years. | was lucky to 
have Sterling as a member of my Congres- 
sional staff for 10 years where he proved to 
be a dedicated public servant. 

Sterling will be deeply missed by his family. 
He leaves behind his loving wife of nearly 59 
years, Reaby Bowling. They raised several 
children together including their daughters 
Roslyn (William) Williams of Warren, Darlene 
McPherson of Warren, Charlene (Eddie) 
Roberson of Warren; his sons, Sterling (Tracy) 
McPherson of Las Vegas, Londell McPherson 
of Las Vegas, Robert McPherson of Warren; 
and his stepson, Fred (Michelle) Bowling of 
Harrisburg, Pa.; and a host of grandchildren, 
great-grandchildren, and nieces and nephews. 

Sterling was preceded in death by his par- 
ents, his son Richard, his stepson James, his 
brothers Robert and John and his sister, Ella. 

Losses like these are never easy, but we 
can all take solace in the fact that Sterling 
touched the hearts of many whether it was 
through baseball or public service. | miss him 
and | know that his memory will live on 
through all of us that knew him. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
HON. ADAM B. SCHIFF 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, September 14, 2016 
Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, | was unavoid- 


ably detained. Had | been present, | would 
have voted: 
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Roll Call Number 501 NAY 
Roll Call Number 502 NAY 
Roll Call Number 503 YEA 
Roll Call Number 504 YEA 


TRIBUTE TO MIKE BROWN 
HON. JOHN J. DUNCAN, JR. 


OF TENNESSEE 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, a 
long-time friend of mine and my family, County 
Commissioner Mike Brown, has recently left 
office after two-terms on the Knox County 
Commission. 

Not only did Commissioner Brown serve 
with great honor and distinction on the County 
Commission, he has served the community in 
many other ways throughout his life. 

| am sure that he will continue to help many 
people in retirement, because Mike Brown has 
always had a heart for service. But | can as- 
sure everyone that our Nation would be much 
stronger if we had more citizens like Mike 
Brown. 

| would like to call to the attention of my 
Colleagues the South Knox Shopper News 
which ran as a part of the Knoxville News 
Sentinel. 


SOUTH KNOX SHOPPER NEWS 
“BROWN CALLS RETIREMENT ‘BITTERSWEET’ ” 
(By Betsy Pickle) 

County Commissioner Mike Brown has a 
lot of years invested in Knox County—about 
227 of them. 

Brown is a member of one of the First 
Families of Tennessee. His Virginia-born 
Brown ancestors received a land grant of 
about 600 acres in the Stock Creek area 
around 1789—well before John Sevier became 
a neighbor. At the time, the land wasn’t even 
in Knox County; it was part of Hawkins 
County. 

So retiring after two terms on the commis- 
sion has been ‘‘bittersweet’’ for the former 
insurance agent. Last Wednesday, on the day 
his service officially ended, Brown said he’d 
already done some county business in the 
morning, and he wasn’t going to call it quits 
until 5 p.m. rolled around. 

Brown himself grew up on Stock Creek 
Road with his younger sister, Pat, and broth- 
er, Tom, both now deceased. He went to 
Bonny Kate School when it was ‘‘four class- 
rooms, a lunchroom and two paths down the 
hill to the little brown buildings.” 

He remembers spending time at his grand- 
parents’ place, where he now lives with wife 
Jan. About 42 acres of the original property 
remains in the family’s possession. 

Taking care of the land is a passion of 
Brown, who’s out tending to his Muscatine 
vines when a Shopper reporter arrives. He 
drives his Kubota four-wheeler out to his 
barn for a photo session. It’s his ‘‘favorite 
toy.” 

“I got it five years ago,” the 76-year-old 
says “I wish I’d had it 10 years before that; 
my back and body would be in better shape.” 

Tooling—pun intended—around his ‘‘Coun- 
try Cadillac” is his “golf.” 

“This is my relaxation. I throw my tools in 
the back and I go around, and there’s always 
something to do. Pll just piddle all day long, 
and I’m in seventh heaven.”’ 

He loves fixing things—and plowing rows 
through his blackberry field. But he’s not a 
farmer—or gardener. 
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“I don’t have a green thumb. My grandma 
did; my sister did. Jan does. She’s pretty 
good.” 

Aside from 11 years working in furniture 
sales in the Midwest, Brown has always lived 
close to home. He loves the land, and he 
loves its history. That’s what drew him to 
help start what’s now called the South-Doyle 
Neighborhood Association in 1973. He and 
D.J. Krahwinkel are the only two left from 
the original group. 

“It kind of died out for a while,” he says. 
“Any time a situation came up, I was the 
only one for years and years that went down 
to the County Commission or MPC to fight 
for the community.” 

A little over 20 years ago, some neighbors 
started talking about reforming the group, 
and Brown was ready for them. It was then 
that he met Carson Dailey, his successor as 
Ninth District commissioner. 

“Being on the commission has been kind if 
a continuance of this community work be- 
cause now you’re not only working for you 
district, but you’re working for the entire 
county with legislative decisions,” he says. 
“T have learned a lot about how government 
works, why it works that way. 

“Tve met some wonderful people. We have 
a great bunch of leaders in the Knox County 
government from mayor on down.” 

Brown says there’s been an entirely new 
attitude on the commission since the infa- 
mous Black Wednesday, when the (then) 19 
commissioners met to appoint the replace- 
ment officeholders and slipped term-limited 
politicos back into jobs. Commissioners now 
zealously adhere to Sunshine laws and avoid 
any appearance of violating them. 

During the private and public service, he’s 
proudest of having gotten a scenic highway 
designation for Gov. John Sevier Highway, 
keeping the road as uncluttered as possible; 
helping to organize Knox County’s 225th an- 
niversary celebration; and working to get 
the Safety Center established. 

“Td hoped we would have been able to get 
something inked before I went out of the of- 
fice, but it’s close.” 

Even though he’s off duty officially, Brown 
doesn’t expect to end his service to the com- 
munity. 

“I enjoy helping people.” 


Ss 


RECOGNIZING CHRISTOPHER 
NEYMAN FOR RECEIVING A PA- 
TIENT ADVOCATE AWARD FROM 
THE HEALTHSOUTH REHABILITA- 
TION HOSPITAL OF ALTOONA 


HON. BILL SHUSTER 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize Christopher Neyman, a winner of 
the Patient Advocate Award from the 
HealthSouth Rehabilitation Hospital of Altoona. 

Chris’s wife, Deb, suffered a catastrophic 
sequence of events in 2015, when she had 
two strokes and was diagnosed with ovarian 
cancer. Throughout this immensely chal- 
lenging time, Chris managed to care for his 
wife’s every need while also caring for their 
two children, Tommy and Martha Jean. 

With Chris’s unrelenting support, Deb has 
made a miraculous recovery, and has even re- 
turned to many of her previous activities, such 
as teaching at the Glendale Area School Dis- 
trict. According to many of those involved in 
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Deb’s treatment and care, Chris was an end- 
less supply of support and motivation through- 
out Deb’s recovery. 

While his wife’s positivity and impressive ef- 
forts to recover are worth celebrating in their 
own right, there can be no doubt that Chris 
has provided exemplary care. Given his admi- 
rable actions in support of his wife and family 
through a time of tremendous hardship, Chris 
is unquestionably deserving of this recognition. 
As such, it is my honor to help celebrate his 
having received this award. 


ee 


HONORING THOSE WHO HAVE 
BEEN TOUCHED BY CANCER 


HON. DONALD M. PAYNE, JR. 


OF NEW JERSEY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor those who have been touched by can- 
cer and those lost to the disease. 

Almost every family in America has been 
impacted by cancer, one of the great public 
health challenges of our time. 

| am glad to honor my late mother, Hazel 
Payne, who lost her battle to brain cancer 
when | was four years old. And my late father, 
Congressman Donald Payne, Sr., who lost his 
battle to colorectal cancer four and a half 
years ago. 

The best way we can honor those touched 
by cancer is to make the disease a national 
priority. 

Today, we have a real opportunity to accel- 
erate advances in cancer prevention, detec- 
tion, and treatment, and to decrease the num- 
ber of people suffering from this disease. 

Congress should increase funding to the 
National Institutes of Health and National Can- 
cer Institute for life-saving research and ad- 
vancement. 

If we’re going to win the fight against can- 
cer, we need to provide the resources nec- 
essary to develop new treatments, and we 
need to accelerate research that is under way. 

Organizations like the American Cancer So- 
ciety Cancer Action Network, which held its 
annual Lights of Hope ceremony in Wash- 
ington, D.C. last night, deserve our gratitude 
for their tireless efforts against cancer. 

Only by coming together in this fight will we 
find a cure. 


Ea 


INTRODUCTION OF THE PAY 
EQUITY FOR ALL ACT OF 2016 


HON. ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON 


OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, | rise to intro- 
duce the Pay Equity for All Act of 2016, a bill 
that will help eliminate the gender and racial 
pay gap by prohibiting employers from asking 
job applicants for their salary history before 
making a job or salary offer. Representatives 
ROSA DELAURO, JERROLD NADLER, and JACKIE 
SPEIER are original cosponsors of the bill. 
Even though many employers may not inten- 
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tionally discriminate against applicants or em- 
ployees based on gender, race or ethnicity, 
setting wages based on salary history can re- 
inforce the wage gap. Members of historically 
disadvantaged groups often start out their ca- 
reers with unfair and artificially low wages 
compared to their white male counterparts, 
and the disparities are compounded from job 
to job throughout their careers. 

Our bill will ensure that applicants’ salaries 
are based on their skills and merit, not on a 
potentially problematic salary history, by as- 
sessing penalties against employers who ask 
applicants for their salary history during the 
interview process or as a condition of employ- 
ment. It would also provide job applicants and 
employees with a private right of action 
against employers who violate these provi- 
sions. 

Although the wage gap has decreased for 
some women, it still persists for women and 
men of color with similar skill sets. There is 
much work to be done to address the wage 
gap for everyone, and our bill is just one step 
toward that goal. 

| urge my colleagues to support this bill. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING THE 40TH ANNIVER- 
SARY OF THE BAY AREA HOUS- 
TON ECONOMIC PARTNERSHIP 


HON. BRIAN BABIN 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. BABIN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to rec- 
ognize and celebrate the 40th anniversary of 
the Bay Area Houston Economic Partnership 
(BAHEP). 

For these past 40 years, BAHEP has been 
an indispensable ally in building economic 
prosperity in Houston and across southeast 
Texas. What began as a special project of the 
Clear Lake Chamber of Commerce in 1976, to 
promote business opportunities in greater 
Houston, has become a champion for eco- 
nomic development across southeast Texas. 
The passion and business acumen of 
BAHEP’s member community these past 40 
years will continue to fuel BAHEP’s success 
for the next 40 years and beyond. 

BAHEP has played an indispensable role in 
attracting and mobilizing the businesses and 
industries of southeast Texas. From their 2002 
role in defining Johnson Space Center (JSC) 
as the home of manned spaceflight, to their 
assistance with the recovery after Hurricane 
Ike in 2008, BAHEP has both shaped and re- 
shaped southeast Texas. 

Under Bob Mitchell’s leadership, BAHEP 
has launched new initiatives and expanded 
their advocacy on behalf of Houston’s chem- 
ical, shipping, medical, aerospace and space 
industries, and the workforce on which those 
industries rely. Most recently, in 2015, BAHEP 
worked with the Houston Airport System to 
successfully petition the Federal Aviation Ad- 
ministration (FAA) to designate Ellington Air- 
port as Texas’ second spaceport. 

It is my distinct honor to recognize and cele- 
brate the 40th anniversary of the Bay Area 
Houston Economic Partnership. | look forward 
to seeing what heights of technological 
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progress and economic prosperity this incred- 
ible coalition of job creators will foster in the 
next 40 years and beyond. 

Í e 


HONORING THE LIFE OF SUMMIT 
COUNTY EXECUTIVE RUSSELL M. 
PRY 


HON. TIM RYAN 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to honor the life of Summit County Executive 
Russell “Russ” M. Pry, who passed away on 
July 31, 2016 following a courageous battle 
with cancer. 

Russ was born on May 30, 1958 to Helen 
Lucille (Morris) and Donald Pry and grew up 
in Mogadore, Ohio. His maternal grandmother, 
Elsie Morris, played a major role in his up- 
bringing and her strong union and Democratic 
influence molded his values and lifelong desire 
to help people. 

Russ was a successful attorney, two-time 
Mogadore Village Councilmember, Chair of 
the Summit County Democratic Party, member 
of the Summit County Board of Elections and 
for the last nine years of his life, the Summit 
County Executive. More importantly, Russ was 
a leader, an advocate, a conciliator, and a 
friend. Russ gave willingly to many people 
throughout his life and worked in each position 
during his career to make people’s lives richer 
and our community a better place. He was 
loyal, faithful and devoted to his friends and 
always was available with solid advice, a 
gentle word and a sympathetic ear. 

As the Summit County Executive, Russ will 
be remembered by his many achievements, 
which include assisting and honoring the men 
and women of the military, creating and keep- 
ing jobs in Summit County, successfully guid- 
ing the County through difficult economic 
times, making Summit County government 
more efficient and effective and for beginning 
new programs aimed to help those in the com- 
munity of greatest need. 

Russ was a history buff, an avid reader, 
crossword puzzle ace and a Jeopardy whiz. 
He knew everything about our U.S. presidents 
and often grilled his friends and staff on Amer- 
ican History trivia. Russ also enjoyed winding 
down his day with a cocktail at Rockne’s, 
which he affectionately called his “West Of- 
fice.” 

We have lost a brother, a great friend, a 
loyal Democrat, an incredibly smart man and 
genuine good guy who worked hard to make 
his community a better place. Rest in peace, 
Russ. 

A 


RECOGNIZING NEW LENOX’S 


PROUD AMERICAN DAYS MILI- 
TARY TRIBUTE 


HON. BILL FOSTER 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
highlight New Lenox’s Park District’s Proud 
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American Days Military Tribute. Since 1984, 
the New Lenox Community Park District has 
been steadfastly dedicated to the commit- 
ments and sacrifices of our nation’s service 
members. What started out as a small gath- 
ering is now one of the largest programs at- 
tended in the area. 

New Lenox’s motto reads, “The Home of 
Proud Americans” and they certainly live up to 
that slogan. On Sunday, July 31, 2016, more 
than two hundred people, including veterans, 
paid homage to those who have sacrificed so 
much to protect our great nation. These brave 
Americans endured so much so that we can 
enjoy the freedoms we have today and for 
that, we owe them our eternal gratitude. 

During the tribute this year, the following 
veterans were recognized: 

Machinist's Mate Second Class Robert 
Beazley, United States Navy 


Master Sergeant Edward Dima, United 
States Air Force 
Gunners Mate Third Class Leonard 


Kapocius, United States Navy. 

Mr. Speaker, | am proud to submit these 
names for all to see, and | ask my colleagues 
to join me in honoring all of our nation’s vet- 
erans. 


EE 


HONORING CONGRESSMAN 
MARK TAKAI 


HON. RAUL M. GRIJALVA 


OF ARIZONA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in 
honor of Congressman Mark Takai, a friend 
and colleague who was taken from this institu- 
tion far too early. Mark worked until his last 
days to represent the constituents of Hawaii’s 
First Congressional District. Congress and the 
American people will dearly miss his relent- 
lessness to better his state and country. 

As a dedicated member of the Congres- 
sional Progressive Caucus, and from his seats 
on the House Armed Services and Small Busi- 
ness Committees, Mark saw it as a personal 
duty to speak up for those who had no voice. 
Mark was instrumental in efforts to award a 
Congressional Gold Medal to the Foot Sol- 
diers who participated in the Selma to Mont- 
gomery Voting Rights March of 1965 and Pur- 
ple Hearts to Filipino veterans of World War II. 
He also gathered over one hundred Members 
of Congress from both sides of the aisle to 
support a measure to provide benefits to vet- 
erans exposed to radioactive fallout while 
serving in the Marshall Islands during the late 
1970s. Even though the distance was great 
between Capitol Hill and Honolulu, Mark was 
determined to use any opportunity he could, 
including a short weekend between first and 
last votes in Washington, to spend time with 
his family and serve his constituents. 

The House Democratic Caucus has lost an 
incredible champion and friend in Mark Takai, 
and we are deeply saddened by a sudden end 
to a young life cut short. May Mark’s lovely 
wife, Sami, his two beautiful children, Matthew 
and Kaila, and the incredible people of the 
State of Hawaii find peace and comfort in the 
days ahead. 
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RECOVERY MONTH 
HON. DANNY K. DAVIS 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speak- 
er, every year people all over the country ac- 
knowledge National Recovery Month. National 
Recovery Month recognizes the many thou- 
sands of individuals who have successfully re- 
covered from substance use and abuse. 

There are millions of people at 12 step 
classes, Alcoholics Anonymous, and other re- 
covery programs meeting every hour of the 
day and every day of the week. 

It reminds me of what Henry David Thoreau 
said, “I know of no more encouraging fact 
than the unquestionable ability of man [per- 
son] to elevate his life by a conscious endeav- 
or’. 

National Recovery Month helps to bring 
awareness and substantial change in our na- 
tion and in our communities. 

While we are thankful for the success, we 
must do more. The statistics are stunning. 

Prince’s death from an opiate overdose in 
April 2016 made national headlines. His death 
is one of many thousands that died from over- 
dose of prescribed drugs and illegal sub- 
stances like heroin. 

The Center for Disease Control reported 
that from 2001 to 2014, there was a, 

6-fold increase in the total number of heroin 
deaths. 

3.4-fold increase in the total number of co- 
caine deaths. 

42 percent increase in the total number of 
pain relievers deaths. 

2.8-fold increase in the total number of 
opioid deaths. 

In 2014, experts said that an astounding 
900,000 adults and adolescents ages 12 and 
older used heroin. 

It is evident . . . Heroin kills. Cocaine kills. 
Over the counter opiates and prescribed medi- 
cations can kill. 

We have the support to do something about 
it. 

A Pew Research Center national survey 
found that 67 percent of Americans support 
providing treatment for those who use illegal 
drugs such as heroin and cocaine. 

Public opinion in local communities shifted 
to the extent that voters will support using tax- 
payer dollars for drug treatment. In Cook 
County, Illinois, 76 percent of the electorate 
overwhelmingly supported a substance use 
treatment referendum. Voters support Treat- 
ment on Demand. 

While National Recovery Month means 
something different for the researcher, for the 
policy maker, community groups and for peo- 
ple in the neighborhoods. 

For the individuals in recovery, National Re- 
covery Month is very personal. 

More than a decade ago, we kicked-off the 
first recovery walk in Cook County. We joined 
with communities, government, faith-based 
groups, providers and especially people in re- 
covery. The 13th Annual Recovery Walk will 
kick-off on September 24, in Union Park. 

| urge my colleagues and people all over 
America to join me in applauding people in re- 
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covery for your conscious efforts to remain 
sober and for being an inspiration for others 
who sincerely desire to follow in your foot- 
steps. 

| urge my colleagues to support legislation 
which will transform the lives of individuals 
from addicts to contributing people in recov- 
ery. 


ES 


RECOGNIZING MS. LEETTA ©. 
BEATTY FOR RECEIVING A PER- 
SONAL ACHIEVEMENT AWARD 
FROM THE HEALTHSOUTH REHA- 
BILITATION HOSPITAL OF AL- 
TOONA 


HON. BILL SHUSTER 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize Ms. Leetta C. Beatty, one of the 
winners of the 23rd annual Personal Achieve- 
ment Award from the HealthSouth Rehabilita- 
tion Hospital of Altoona. This award is given to 
encourage and recognize those who have 
made an outstanding effort to deal with or 
overcome a disability. This year, Ms. Beatty 
has earned that distinction. 

Ms. Beatty suffered a stroke-like incident in 
April 2016. Since the fateful day of her injury, 
Leetta has made great gains in her recovery. 
According to those involved in her rehabilita- 
tion efforts, Leetta is known for maintaining 
her sense of humor throughout the recovery 
process. She has also been described as 
hard-working and very cooperative with her 
healthcare providers and caregivers. Further- 
more, she has continued to approach her re- 
habilitation with high motivation, exemplifying 
the power of a positive mindset. 

| am honored to help celebrate Leetta’s im- 
pressive efforts and promising recovery, as | 
believe that her dedicated and positive attitude 
is something many of us can learn from as we 
attempt to overcome the hardships in our 
lives. Furthermore, | am happy to recognize 
Leetta for her perseverance, and | wish her 
the best as she continues on the road to full 
recovery. 


EE 


BURMA NEEDS CHANGE FOR 
SANCTIONS RELIEF 


HON. JOSEPH R. PITTS 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, the situation in 
Burma is still terrible for many of the people 
there, particularly the ethnic minorities. While 
the Administration is moving quickly to remove 
sanctions, our government should slow down 
and assess what real, sustainable change has 
actually occurred—many of the same people 
who were part of the dictatorship are still in 
power. While there have been some positive 
changes, ethnic minorities are still being bru- 
tally attacked by the Burma Army. Any as- 
sessment of Burma’s steps toward democracy 
and human rights climate must take this into 
account. 


12728 


| encourage my colleagues to read the mes- 
sage from Kristine Gould and Larry Dohrs of 
U.S. Campaign for Burma. 

U.S. SHOULD MANDATE CHANGE IN EXCHANGE 
FOR SANCTIONS RELIEF 

It is time for the United States to stop ag- 
onizing about economic sanctions against 
Burma. However, the answer is not simply to 
remove all sanctions, but to keep targeted 
sanctions in place while providing a con- 
structive pathway forward to later eliminate 
those remaining as Burma continues its 
process of democratic reform. 

While there has been significant progress 
toward such reform—particularly since the 
November 2015 elections that brought the 
National League for Democracy into power— 
it is not complete, and significant challenges 
must be overcome before a genuine, federal, 
democratic Union—as well as true peace— 
can be established. 

The Obama administration started to re- 
structure sanctions against Burma in May 
2012, when it relaxed a prohibition on new in- 
vestment, relieved stringent visa bans and 
allowed exportation of most financial serv- 
ices. In general, three classes of sanctions re- 
main: 

1. Export of financial services and provi- 
sion of security services to individuals and 
organizations related to the Ministry of De- 
fense, state and non-state armed groups, and 
businesses that are more than 50 percent 
owned by military organizations. 

2. Import of jadeite and rubies or their fin- 
ished products. 

Investment and business dealings with in- 
dividuals and organizations identified as 
Specially Designated Nationals and Blocked 
Persons, commonly referred to as the SDN 
list. 

Armed conflict between Burma’s defense 
services and the country’s ethnic armed or- 
ganizations continues. Even during the re- 
cently convened 21st Century Panglong Con- 
ference, the government and the Burma 
Army refused to issue a temporary ceasefire, 
and battles raged on in Kachin and northern 
Shan states while stakeholders discussed 
peace in Naypyidaw. 

Exploitation of natural resources con- 
tinues, with both private individuals and ele- 
ments of the armed forces profiting signifi- 
cantly from the unrestricted exportation of 
jade and other natural resources. The mili- 
tary-drafted 2008 Constitution gives the 
Burma Army significant political power, re- 
gardless of the 2015 election results and its 
clear message from voters that the armed 
forces should step aside from politics. 

Perhaps most significantly, human rights 
violations by the armed forces and security 
services organizations continue unabated. 
Until these issues and challenges are re- 
solved, the United States should keep tar- 
geted sanctions in place, as most recently re- 
affirmed by the U.S. Congress in May 2016. 

Just last month, a Union Solidarity and 
Development Party (USDP) parliamentarian 
proposed that Burma’s government should 
attempt to pressure the United States to lift 
sanctions. The USDP was formed in 2010 by 
elements of the former military junta, and it 
ruled the country under former President U 
Thein Sein from March 2011 to March 2016. 

While the proposal was defeated by a vote 
of 219 to 151, its discussion by lawmakers in- 
dicates the importance and value of lifting 
sanctions. The key here is not to offer blan- 
ket relief but to establish a clear pathway 
forward to eliminate sanctions tied to re- 
form objectives: 

1. As long as the Burma Army continues 
its attacks on ethnic armies and human 
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rights violations, the United States should 
continue restricting export of defense serv- 
ices, including sales of defense articles and 
military-to-military assistance. 


The armed forces receive more than 20 per- 
cent of the country’s annual budget, and 
control two enormous business conglom- 
erates (the Myanmar Economic Corporation 
and the Union of Myanmar Economic Hold- 
ings), which are not accountable to the gov- 
ernment. While these assets continue to sup- 
port attacks against the people and perpet- 
uate gross human rights abuses, the United 
States should not provide military equip- 
ment. 


The United States has already initiated 
limited high-level military-to-military con- 
tacts focusing on the role of the nation’s 
military forces under a democratic govern- 
ment, the terms of the Geneva Convention 
and the military’s role in protecting its citi- 
zens. 


This should continue, and the United 
States should relax funding restrictions that 
interfere with scheduling and executing 
these events. However, participation in 
International Military Education and Train- 
ing, Joint Chiefs of Staff exercise programs, 
and other developmental programs must 
hinge on ending the country’s armed conflict 
and developing a military force that is ac- 
countable to an elected civilian government. 


2. The Tom Lantos Block Burma JADE Act 
of 2008 must stay in place until the govern- 
ment cleans up its jadeite and ruby mining 
practices. An October 2015 report by the Lon- 
don-based NGO Global Witness titled “Jade: 
Myanmar’s Big State Secret’’ described a 
US$31 billion jade industry controlled by a 
network of military elites, drug lords and 
crony companies. 


Entire mountains in Kachin State housing 
some of the world’s largest jade deposits 
have disappeared, with only minimal tax rev- 
enue and profits reaching Burma’s citizens. 
Only after the government reforms this mas- 
sive theft of natural resources should the 
United States consider the recension of the 
JADE Act. 


3. The United States should review and up- 
date the SDN list, as there are individuals 
and organizations on this list that have dem- 
onstrated that they are committed to the re- 
form process. This may prove challenging to 
the Office of Foreign Assets Control, as there 
is no definitive and prescriptive legal guid- 
ance for removing individuals and organiza- 
tions from the SDN list. 


However, there are individuals and organi- 
zations that continue to profit from their 
past relationships with the military junta, 
access to confiscated property, the question- 
able ‘‘ownership”’ of natural resources, or the 
narcotics trade, which significantly hampers 
economic reform and equitable distribution 
of profits from the country’s natural re- 
sources. It is up to the United States to 
clean up its own administrative system and 
determine who needs to remain on the SDN 
list. 


Advanced reporting on State Counselor 
Daw Aung San Suu Kyi’s visit to the United 
States later this month already indicates 
that the United States is considering further 
easing or lifting of sanctions. Above all, the 
United States should ensure that it protects 
all of Burma’s citizens in the ongoing reform 
process by mandating change in exchange for 
sanctions relief The United States should 
avoid a mere emotional gain associated with 
rewarding Daw Aung San Suu Kyi for incom- 
plete reform. 


September 14, 2016 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. ADAM B. SCHIFF 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, | was unavoid- 
ably detained. Had | been present, | would 
have voted: 

Roll Call Number 496: Yea. 

Roll Call Number 497: Yea. 

Roll Call Number 498: Nay. 

Roll Call Number 499: Nay. 

Roll Call Number 500: Nay. 


ee 


HONORING TAMIKA CATCHINGS 
FOR HER ILLUSTRIOUS CAREER 
WITH THE INDIANA FEVER 


HON. SUSAN W. BROOKS 


OF INDIANA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise today to honor Tamika Catchings, an Indi- 
ana Basketball Hall of Famer and four-time 
Olympic gold medalist. Catchings is a 15-year 
veteran of WNBA’s Indiana Fever, an inspira- 
tional leader in our Hoosier community, and a 
strong advocate for kids everywhere to 
achieve their dreams. 

Tamika’s athletic prowess debuted early, 
while in high school she completed the first 
ever quintuple-double which is 25 points, 18 
rebounds, 11 assists, 10 steals, and 10 blocks 
in one game. This feat has only ever been 
performed twice. In college, Tamika played 
under the legendary Pat Summit for the Uni- 
versity of Tennessee Lady Vols. During her 
time with the Lady Vols Tamika was named a 
College National Champion and a four-time All 
American. Following college, she entered the 
WNBA draft where the Indiana Fever drafted 
her as their first-round pick. 

It has been a pleasure to watch the WNBA’s 
Indiana Fever grow from a fledgling team dur- 
ing my time on the Fever’s Advisory Board to 
the flourishing program it is today. Tamika has 
spent her entire career with the Fever and she 
has certainly been a key driver of growth and 
success for the team. She led them to their 
first WNBA Championship in 2012, where she 
was named MVP. Tamika was the 2002 sea- 
son’s rookie of the year. She’s a 10-time 
WNBA All-Star, a five-time WNBA Defensive 
Player of the Year, and a 2011 league MVP. 
WNBA fans placed her in the Top 15 WNBA 
players in history while her fellow players 
echoed these sentiments and elected her to 
serve as President of the WNBA Player Asso- 
ciation for the 2012 season. As well as playing 
for Indiana’s Fever, this summer Tamika com- 
peted in the 2016 Olympics and as a member 
of Team USA, earned her fourth Olympic gold 
medal. She truly is one of the greatest female 
basketball players of all time. 

Tamika has been recognized not only as an 
exemplary player for the Fever, but as an in- 
valuable contributor to women’s basketball 
overall. She was recently selected to be the 
first woman to receive the National Civil Rights 
Museum Sports Legacy Award. The Women’s 
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Blue Chip Basketball League at their 10th 
Year Anniversary in 2015 awarded Tamika as 
a Trailblazer; she was one of ten female bas- 
ketball icons to receive this award. And she is 
a two-time Kim Perrot Sportsmanship Award 
winner. 

Off the court, Tamika is passionate about 
helping others, especially young people. In her 
recently released autobiography, Catch a Star: 
Shining Through Adversity to Become a 
Champion, Tamika discusses her childhood 
struggles with bullying as well as her profound 
hearing loss. Through her determination to 
overcome these challenges, Tamika suc- 
ceeded to change the course of her destiny 
through hard work and her love of basketball. 
Catch a Star is her story of triumph, and 
through her own journey Tamika recognized 
that she could make a difference in the lives 
of others. Twelve years ago, she founded the 
Catch the Stars Foundation, which aims to 
empower youth to achieve their dreams by 
promoting literacy, fitness, and mentoring. 
Catch the Stars Foundation works with youth 
throughout Indianapolis, specifically supporting 
and assisting under-served and low to mod- 
erate income communities throughout our city. 

On behalf of all Hoosiers, ld like to con- 
gratulate Tamika on her success on and off 
the court, and wish her and her new husband, 
Parnell, the best as she begins the next in- 
credible chapter of her life. 


ES 


HONORING THE LIFE OF WILLIAM 
“BILL” JOHN LYDEN 


HON. TIM RYAN 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to honor the life of William “Bil?” John Lyden, 
86, who passed away on Wednesday, Aug. 
17, 2016, at the Salem Regional Medical Cen- 
ter. 

Bill was born on Oct. 16, 1929, in Youngs- 
town, Ohio. The son of the late William E. and 
Margaret Kane Lyden, Bill was a member of 
St. Jude Catholic Church in Columbiana and 
was a veteran of the U.S. Army, having 
served during the Korean War. He was a 
member of the Benjamin Firestone Post No. 
290, American Legion and the Salem Elks No. 
305. He began his career as a journeyman 
electrician LU 64 IBEW in 1954, and worked 
his way up to business manager by 1967. 
During this time, Bill also served as president 
of the Western Reserve Building Council from 
1972 until his retirement in 1992. While work- 
ing, he served his community by holding a po- 
sition as trustee from 1975 to 1989 with 
Youngstown State University. He was an avid 
YSU fan and was proud to have served as 
chairman of the board from 1977 to 1978. 

Bill enjoyed golfing and wintering in Florida. 
Mostly, he just enjoyed life. He is survived by 
his wife, Mary Ann Howells Lyden, whom he 
married on April 5, 1986; two daughters, 
Deborah Caracozza of Struthers and Kathleen 
Lyden of Sarasota, Fla.; a son, Terrence 
(Tina) Lyden of Dublin, Ohio; a stepdaughter, 
Jennifer (Robert) Turner of Milford; a stepson, 
Robert (Patience) Gow of Frisco, Texas; and 
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three brothers, John (Margaret) Lyden of Po- 
land, Dennis (Norma) Lyden of Boardman, 
and Edward (Joyce Ramsey) Lyden of 
Boardman. Also surviving is Bill’s former wife, 
Virginia Milisky Lyden of Poland; five grand- 
children; two great-grandchildren; and six 
stepgrandchildren. He was preceded in death 
by a brother, Timothy Lyden in 1990. 

Losses like these are never easy, but we 
can all take solace in the fact that Pat led a 
long and fulfilling life. He will live on in the 
memory of his beautiful family. 


ES 


IN RECOGNITION OF 
CONSTITUTION DAY 


HON. MIKE COFFMAN 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. COFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in 
recognition of Constitution Day. Each year, we 
celebrate Constitution Day on September 
17th, in honor of the signing of the document 
over two centuries ago on September 17, 
1787. This holiday provides our nation with the 
opportunity to discuss, critically examine, and 
celebrate one of the most important docu- 
ments in American history. 

The strength of America lies in its people 
and the establishment of laws by their fellow 
citizens. The United States Constitution serves 
as the foundation of our government and pro- 
vides our people with the rule of law over tyr- 
anny and lawlessness. It is an inspiration that 
the founders of our great country were able to 
prescribe for our fledgling nation the principles 
and rules that continue to guide us and to be 
a beacon of democracy and freedom world- 
wide. 

Honoring and celebrating this great docu- 
ment provides us with the opportunity to re- 
flect and study an important piece of American 
history. Congress first established Constitution 
and Citizenship Day in 1952, and in 2007 the 
act was expanded to prescribe educational 
programs and lessons to all institutions which 
receive funding from the Department of Edu- 
cation. 

Therefore, | encourage all Americans, espe- 
cially those who are educators of our young, 
to set aside some classroom time this month 
to examine the Constitution in both celebra- 
tion, and in review, as well as to promote a 
greater understanding of how the Constitution 
has contributed to making our country the 
great nation it is today. 


ES 


INTRODUCTION OF THE FLOOD 
PREVENTION ACT OF 2016 


HON. ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON 


OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, | rise to intro- 
duce the Flood Prevention Act of 2016. The 
bill would amend the Coastal Zone Manage- 
ment Act of 1972 (CZMA) to include the Dis- 
trict of Columbia in the definition of “coastal 
state.” Our bill would correct what appears to 
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be an oversight, in the omission of the District 
of Columbia, making the District eligible to re- 
ceive federal funding and giving the District 
oversight for federally issued permits/facilities/ 
and actions that affect the coastal waters of 
the District. 

In an effort to reduce coastal flood risk, 
Congress has authorized a number of pro- 
grams to help states and territories respond to 
floods and mitigate risk through resiliency 
projects. Among these programs, the CZMA 
provides planning and technical services to 
assist states in protecting, restoring, and de- 
veloping coastal communities and resources. 
Once the federal government approves a 
state’s coastal management plan, the state 
becomes eligible for grants. Federal actions 
must be consistent with the state plans. 

Even though the District of Columbia has 
substantial coastal flood risks, D.C. is omitted 
from the list of eligible states and territories in 
the CZMA. The CZMA was passed in 1972— 
before the District achieved home rule. Under 
Section 304 of the CZMA, “coastal state[s]” 
include the states and the U.S. territories 
(Puerto Rico, the Virgin Islands, Guam, the 
Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Is- 
lands, the Trust Territories of the Pacific Is- 
lands, and American Samoa). Absent from this 
definition is the District of Columbia, even 
though the District of Columbia is under threat 
from rising sea levels. Because the territories 
are included in the definition of “coastal 
states,” it appears that D.C.’s omission is a 
mistake that only Congress can correct. 

Scientists have predicted that the tides on 
the Atlantic Coast could rise two to four feet 
by the year 2100, causing as much as $7 bil- 
lion worth of property in the District to be rou- 
tinely under threat by floodwaters. This dam- 
age not only includes private homes and busi- 
nesses, but the National Mall, federal build- 
ings, and three military bases located in the 
District. The Anacostia and Potomac rivers are 
both tidally influenced, showing tangible salt 
water effects (and fish) and are part of an 
“intertidal-zone” existing between high and 
low maritime tides. In addition, the Maryland 
and Virginia coastal zones each include the 
tidal Potomac River, with Maryland’s zone 
ending at the District line. Because of these 
factors, the District of Columbia should be eli- 
gible for CZMA grants just like the states and 
territories. 

| urge support for this bill. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING MR. RON 
OLSZEWSKI FOR RECEIVING A 
PERSONAL ACHIEVEMENT 
AWARD FROM THE HEALTH- 
SOUTH REHABILITATION HOS- 
PITAL OF ALTOONA 


HON. BILL SHUSTER 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize Mr. Ron Olszewski, one of the win- 
ners of the 23rd annual Personal Achievement 
Award from the HealthSouth Rehabilitation 
Hospital of Altoona. This award is given to en- 
courage and recognize those who have made 
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an outstanding effort to deal with or overcome 
a disability. This year, Mr. Olszewski has 
earned that distinction. 

Mr. Olszewski suffered a stroke in May of 
2016. Fortunately, his wife, Rose, was able to 
recognize Ron’s symptoms and ensured his 
delivery to the hospital. From there, Ron 
bravely underwent multiple tests and proce- 
dures, and treatment. Following his transfer to 
the HealthSouth Rehabilitation Hospital of Al- 
toona, Ron continued to face adversity with a 
surprisingly calm demeanor. Thanks to his 
network of support and positive attitude, Ron 
has made impressive progress in his rehabili- 
tation, and in so doing has inspired all those 
around him. 

It is my honor to congratulate Ron on his re- 
markable efforts and promising improvements, 
as | believe that it is through role models like 
him that we learn that we can overcome our 
hardships. Furthermore, | am happy to recog- 
nize him for his perseverance, and | wish him 
the best as he continues to overcome this ad- 
versity. 


EE 
IN CELEBRATION OF THE NA- 
TIONAL TECHNICAL ASSOCIA- 


TION 90TH ANNIVERSARY 
HON. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 
Mr. Speaker, on November 12, 1925, nine Af- 
rican American engineers, scientists, and ar- 
chitects met at the Wabash YMCA in Chicago 
and began plans to form the first national mi- 
nority multidisciplinary technical organization. 
They founded the National Technical Associa- 
tion (NTA) to serve the minority community 
and this nation through technical leadership, 
technical innovation and research, and 
science education. 

The following year, on August 26, 1926, 
NTA was incorporated in the state of Illinois. 
It was the only formally organized minority 
technical voice from 1926 until the early 
1970s. NTA worked alongside other African 
American community organizations such as 
the NAACP, the Urban League, and the Na- 
tional Association of Black Professional 
Women to provide the technical perspective 
on issues facing minority communities. 

NTA members have served as advisors to 
U.S. Presidents on technical matters starting 
with President Herbert Hoover, whose presi- 
dential term coincided with that of the first 
NTA President, Charles S. Duke, 1929 
through 1934. Duke met with Hoover in 1931 
at a time when the President refused to meet 
with all other Black leaders. Under the leader- 
ship of Duke, NTA members advocated for 
years and helped to win support for better 
housing and housing assistance at the local 
and federal levels for minorities who were liv- 
ing in run-down, over-crowded tenements. 
Many of the NTA architects and engineers de- 
signed and built the resulting housing develop- 
ments. 

NTA members were among the first African 
Americans to obtain advanced degrees in 
science and engineering and many helped to 
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develop science and engineering curricula and 
degree programs at Historically Black Colleges 
and Universities. Many NTA Members were 
scientists and engineers on the Manhattan 
Project, the nation’s first big science project. 

NTA members have pioneered scientific re- 
search breakthroughs and created technical 
innovations that have improved the quality of 
life of all Americans. This elite group includes 
entrepreneurs, top government administrators, 
corporate leaders, and exceptional senior sci- 
entists and engineers working in outer space 
exploration, energy research and develop- 
ment, environmental protection, climate 
change, computer science, and cybersecurity. 

NTA members have been elected to the Na- 
tional Academy of Sciences and the National 
Academy of Engineering; selected as fellows 
of major technical societies across all fields of 
science and engineering, and been honored 
with the nation’s highest technical awards, in- 
cluding as inductees in the National Inventors 
Hall of Fame. 

NTA serves as a beacon of light and hope 
to minority youth and encourages them to fol- 
low their dreams and pursue technical studies 
and careers. It guides students to seek tech- 
nical excellence and become technical 
innovators who will help secure the American 
economic future. 

NTA is playing a pivotal role in uniting the 
collective voices of a multi-cultural coalition of 
minority technical organizations to promote the 
diversification of the technical workforce. 

Mr. Speaker, | congratulate the National 
Technical Association for 90 years of vision 
and technical leadership provided to our na- 
tion. | am excited to join in the celebrations 
and encourage our nation to pay tribute to 
NTA and its membership on this historic occa- 
sion. Because of NTA, our nation is stronger 
technically, and the future of minority participa- 
tion in science, technology, engineering and 
mathematics is forever brighter. 


MRS. RITA KAY 


HON. LEE M. ZELDIN 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. ZELDIN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
pay a special tribute to Mrs. Rita Kay, who re- 
cently turned 100 years old on September 4, 
2016. 

Rita was born in Manhattan on September 
4, 1916 to her parents Anna Squazzo Mullen 
and John Mullen. At 18 years old, Rita and 
her soon-to-be husband, John James Kay, 
won the first Harvest Moon Ball dance contest 
for the Lindy Hop in Madison Square Garden. 
Four years later, in 1939, they would go on to 
become husband and wife. Shortly after get- 
ting married, they moved to Queens, NY and 
became the parents of two children: Patricia 
Ann Kay and John Andrew Kay. 

In 1982, Rita moved to Huntington, NY after 
living in Paumanack Village in Greenlawn, NY 
for 30 years. While at Paumanack Village, Rita 
taught line dancing from 1986, at the age of 
70, until 2010, at the age of 94. Rita’s classes 
drew many village and non-village residents 
alike who faithfully attended her Tuesday 
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afternoon line dancing classes for over 20 
years. Only a person with Rita’s charisma and 
passion for life could manage to keep up this 
type of schedule and activity at such an ad- 
vanced age. 

Rita, along with her family, which includes 
her five grandchildren and seven great-grand- 
children, recently celebrated her 100th birth- 
day. | would like to thank Rita for her years of 
dedication and service to her family and com- 
munity. What she has managed to accomplish 
during her lifetime cannot be summarized in a 
few words; however it is important we honor 
these types of individuals as best we can. 
People like Rita are a rare breed and they 
help make not only our country, but our world 
a better place. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING THE ACHIEVEMENT 
OF EDDIE DEBARTOLO JR. 


HON. TIM RYAN 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to honor Eddie DeBartolo Jr., who was in- 
ducted into the Pro Football Hall of Fame on 
September 6, 2016. DeBartolo was known for 
building a winning organization with the 49ers 
and was credited by Hall of Fame quarterback 
Steve Young for working to create the strong- 
est relationships between players and owners 
throughout the NFL. In addition to his teams 
averaging 13 wins from 1981 through 98 his 
teams would win 13 division championships, 
five Lombardi Trophies, and win league cham- 
pionships in the 1981, ’84, ’88, 89, and ’94 
seasons. 

Eddie is not only known for building great 
football programs, but he is also known for his 
love and compassion for players, family, and 
his community. When his moment came to 
speak during his induction ceromony 
DeBartolo had no intentions to bask in the ac- 
complishments that granted him access into 
the hall of fame, but instead he spent 27 min- 
utes focusing on the players, staff, family, 
friends, and others who gave him the strength 
and courage to reach the pinnacle of the pro 
football world. He understood that success 
was not only just on the owners and players, 
but everyone on the staff from the equipment 
managers and groundskeepers who worked 
hard every day all the way to the owner’s box. 

Eddie is a man who sees deeper than the 
game of football itself, saying “We weren’t just 
a family on Sundays, we were a family every 
single day.” So again, | would like to congratu- 
late Eddie on this well-deserved recognition. 
He makes Ohio proud. 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO ARNIE F. BRYANT 


HON. DANNY K. DAVIS 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speak- 
er, | wish to pay tribute to Arnie F. Bryant— 
a loving family man and community leader 
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whom | and others called friend. This year 
marks the eighth anniversary of Arnie’s home- 
going on April 8, 2008. His family will honor 
him this month with a trip to Washington, DC. 
Arnie was a fierce supporter of President 
Barack Obama and encouraged political dis- 
cussions via his radio program, View Points 
from the Other Side. Unfortunately, Arnie was 
called home before he could witness the his- 
toric election and inauguration of our 44th 
President. Today, | join with his family to cele- 
brate Arnie and the tremendous contributions 
he made to his communities in his short 49 
years of life. 

Arnie was one of the most dedicated, com- 
mitted, and caring individuals that | have ever 
known. Arnie was a respected leader who 
worked tirelessly to make society a better 
place. After attending Farragut and Proviso 
East high schools, Arnie served his country by 
joining the Army. Arnie remained active for 20 
years. 

Arnie’s tribute by the Proviso Insider ref- 
erenced him as “Proviso Township’s most 
popular social and political activist.” From a 
young age, Arnie engaged in community af- 
fairs, working to strengthen his community 
through his compassion, intelligence, commit- 
ment, and kindness. He served as the Presi- 
dent of the Proviso National Association for 
the Advancement of Colored People for many 
years. His passion for learning evidenced itself 
in his role as President of the Bellwood Library 
Board. His position as a Proviso Township 
Trustee reflected his willingness to do the hard 
work of governing, just another example of his 
willingness to invest his time to help others. 

Those who knew Arnie can testify to his ab- 
solute and profound commitment to his family. 
His love for his wife, Gladis, and his children, 
Brittany and Frank, buoyed him and those 
around him. Arnie was a spiritual man. He ac- 
cepted Christ as a member of the Proviso Mis- 
sionary Baptist Church. As an adult, he was 
an active member of New Horizon Missionary 
Baptist Church. 

Arnie Bryant was a great individual who de- 
serves our commemoration, respect and grati- 
tude. | join with the community in expressing 
our sadness for his loss and celebrating his 
life and legacy. 


Ee 


FIRST UNITED METHODIST 
CHURCH CANON CITY 


HON. DOUG LAMBORN 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor the First United Methodist Church in 
Canon City. This week Canon City will cele- 
brate the 150th anniversary of the First United 
Methodist Church, an anchor to the Canon 
City community since its founding in 1866. 

First United Methodist was the first church 
dedicated south of Denver in Colorado. The 
church’s mission throughout its history has 
been “to be a reflection of the Lord Jesus 
Christ through prayer, praise, and the procla- 
mation of God’s Word.” 

This intergenerational church has for 150 
years endeavored to meet “the needs of every 
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man, woman, and child, so they are free to 
experience the life-changing reality of Jesus 
Christ with no strings attached.” 

The beautiful church building stands today 
at the corner of 8th and Main Streets with 37 
stained glass windows honoring leaders and 
former pastors who have served the commu- 
nity of Cañon City. First United Methodist has 
also served as a gathering place for countless 
activities—including a special presentation by 
Hellen Keller in 1914. | admire the church’s 
commitment to mission work both locally, na- 
tionally, and worldwide since their founding. 
They offered food and clothing to settlers in 
Canon City, spearheaded the Crusade for 
Christ initiative following World War Il—minis- 
tering and providing assistance to war torn 
countries, and to this day they continue to 
serve by offering a free community meal on 
the third Saturday of each month with fellow- 
ship in Christs name. 

While many things have changed in the last 
century and a half, the First United Methodist 
Church has remained faithful to its calling to 
serve God and the citizens of Canon City. 

It is my great pleasure to recognize the First 
United Methodist Church in Canon City on 
their sesquicentennial celebration today before 
the United States House of Representatives. 


ee 


TYSON-MAY FAMILY REUNION/ 
PITT COUNTY, NC 


HON. WALTER B. JONES 


OF NORTH CAROLINA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, growing up in 
Farmville, North Carolina, | learned as a 
young person of the Tyson-May family and its 
history. The family has met annually since its 
formation on November 25, 1932 and has 
maintained its unity through the many years. | 
have often and proudly been a guest at their 
reunions. 

The many contributions made by the two 
families to our country is immeasurable. Mem- 
bers have done much for our state and nation 
by providing dedicated leaders in every pro- 
fession. Members have always been known 
for their integrity and high standards of con- 
duct. 

Mr. Speaker, | would like to submit a letter 
from a Tyson-May family member, John B. 
Lewis, Jr., who is a former North Carolina 
Court of Appeals judge. He is inviting the 
United Kingdom’s Prime Minister Theresa May 
and Mr. Philip May to become honorary mem- 
bers of his family. There is much excitement 
in the family that, by marriage, the new Prime 
Minister of the United Kingdom is named May. 

SEPTEMBER 15, 2016. 
Hon. THERESA B. May and MR. PHILIP May, 
London, England. 

My DEAR PRIME MINISTER AND MR. May: As 
a member of the Tyson-May Families Re- 
union of Pitt County, North Carolina, I will, 
with your permission, move that you become 
Honorary Members of our family. The family 
is composed of the descendants of the chil- 
dren of Benjamin May and Mary Tyson who 
wed in 1750. 

Many of our members have achieved and 
maintained high and enviable standards of 
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conduct and we believe you qualify with the 
best. 

We gather annually since November 25, 
1932 to celebrate God’s blessing of family 
harmony and unity. There are no dues and 
we are not autograph collectors ... we are 
simply proud of our family and wish to in- 
clude you in this honorary capacity. 

Sincerely, 
JOHN B. LEWIS Jr., Esquire 


EES 


RECOGNIZING DR. MARIO POON 
FOR RECEIVING A PERSONAL 
ACHIEVEMENT AWARD FROM 
THE HEALTHSOUTH REHABILITA- 
TION HOSPITAL OF ALTOONA 


HON. BILL SHUSTER 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize Dr. Mario Poon, one of the winners 
of the 23rd annual Personal Achievement 
Award from the HealthSouth Rehabilitation 
Hospital of Altoona. This award is given to en- 
courage and recognize those who have made 
an outstanding effort to deal with or overcome 
a disability. This year, Dr. Poon has earned 
that distinction. 

Dr. Poon has been serving the community 
as a Cardiologist for the past 23 years. In this 
capacity, Dr. Poon is known for his tireless ef- 
forts to care for his patients. However, an un- 
fortunate stroke landed him at the HealthSouth 
Rehab Hospital in July 2015. Dr. Poon began 
his rehabilitation requiring extensive assist- 
ance with activities like speaking and standing. 
But with hard work, he earned the freedom to 
return home. 

Once transitioning to outpatient status, Dr. 
Poon maintained a great attitude and work 
ethic, as he focused on recovery. Along with 
his tenacious efforts, Dr. Poon has had the 
support and care of his wife, Amy, family, and 
friends. These factors have enabled him to re- 
gain his ability to walk without any devices. As 
such, he is back to traveling with his wife 
while still maintaining a commitment to his 
wellness program. 

It is my pleasure to congratulate Dr. Poon 
on his successful progress. His accomplish- 
ments are a testament to us all that with hard 
work and persistence, we can overcome any 
hardship. | honor him for his perseverance, 
and | wish him the best as he continues to 
overcome this setback. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. JOHN B. LARSON 


OF CONNECTICUT 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, 
on September 12, 2016, | was not present for 
roll call vote 496. If | had been present for this 
vote, | would have voted: Aye on roll call vote 
496. 
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. BRETT GUTHRIE 


OF KENTUCKY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, | was absent 
from votes in the House September 12 
through 13, 2016, due to prior family commit- 
ments. Had | been present, | would have 
voted: Roll Call Number 496: Yea; Roll Call 
Number 497: Yea; Roll Call Number 498: Yea; 
Roll Call Number 499: Yea; Roll Call Number 
500: Yea; Roll Call Number 501: Aye; Roll 
Call Number 502: Yea; Roll Call Number 503: 
Yea; Roll Call Number 504: Yea. 


TRUCKERS AGAINST TRAFFICKING 
HON. TED POE 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, modern 
day slavery is happening all around us, and it 
occurs in the form of human trafficking. Vic- 
tims are sold into sex slavery, drugged, beat- 
en, threatened and forced to engage in horri- 
fying acts at the demand of their captors. 
While many Americans are aware that human 
trafficking occurs, most think it exists primarily 
in faraway countries. This assumption how- 
ever, is wildly mistaken. Many of us do not re- 
alize that in this nation, and in our very own 
backyards, individuals are held against their 
will, their bodies sold repeatedly day in and 
day out. In every state, city and suburb traf- 
fickers prey upon the most vulnerable and 
chain them to a life of unimaginable misery. 
As Americans, we cannot turn a blind eye to 
this fact any more. 

Human trafficking victims are constantly 
moved around by their traffickers, whether 
that’s across our borders or around the coun- 
try. This movement helps them evade law en- 
forcement and increase profits by shuffling vic- 
tims from buyer to buyer. With traffickers con- 
stantly on the road, who could possibly find 
and rescue these victims? Kylla Lanier asked 
herself that exact question several years ago 
when she set out to battle the scourge of 
human trafficking. It seemed insurmountable. 
Trafficking was everywhere, but then again 
she thought, so were truckers. 

Kylla, her mother and three sisters went on 
to pioneer the anti-trafficking group, Truckers 
Against Trafficking (TAT). At 3.5 million strong, 
American truckers are an ideal ally in the war 
against trafficking. They have eyes and ears 
everywhere, from 12-lane freeways to dark 
back alleyways. The idea is simple. TAT trains 
truckers to spot potential trafficking operations 
or victims and report to a 24-hour hotline. 
These tips have already freed hundreds of 
trafficking victims, and as TAT continues to 
educate more truckers, we expect that number 
to rise. Due to the simplicity and success of 
this strategy, many trucking schools now teach 
trafficking prevention as part of their core cur- 
riculum. 

| whole-heartedly applaud the efforts of 
Kylla and her family, as well as those of all the 
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truckers who have joined this fight against traf- 
ficking. We should all learn from this success 
story, but truckers cannot do this alone. We 
have a long road ahead of us in order to 
eradicate our country of modern day slavery. 
We must continue to raise awareness across 
all fields and in all parts of our society. The 
only way to defeat the evil of human trafficking 
is by banding together and working as one. 
And that’s just the way it is. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
HON. JANICE D. SCHAKOWSKY 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, September 14, 2016 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, | was un- 
avoidably detained. Had | been present, | 
would have voted: Roll Call Number 496, 
“yea.” 


EEE 


CELEBRATING THE BIRTHDAY OF 
JOSEPHINE COVELLI 


HON. TIM RYAN 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to recognize an extraordinary woman. Jose- 
phine Covelli will celebrate a 90th birthday on 
September 30th, 2016. Josephine, or “Jo” as 
she is known to her family and friends, has 
been a fixture in her community for many 
years. Her passionate service has extended to 
the Trumbull Mobile Meals program, children’s 
rehabilitation in Warren, Ohio as well as the 
Hibiscus House in Stuart. Beyond that Jose- 
phine has been heavily involved with her time, 
as well as through generous financial contribu- 
tions in all children’s services at Blessed Sac- 
rament and JFK. 

Along with service to her community, Jo 
knows how to relax. She has won more 
awards than anyone else in the history of the 
Trumbull County Country Club and has been 
highlighted in the papers for winning more 
tournaments than anyone else in the Valley— 
including two wins in the Amateur Ladies Pro- 
fessional Golf Association (LGPA). 

Josephine is loved by her family and all 
those who are lucky enough to know her. In 
addition to thanking her for her service to our 
community, | would like to wish her the most 
wonderful 90th birthday surrounded by family 
and friends. We are a better community be- 
cause of the great work of Josephine Covelli. 


a 


OUR UNCONSCIONABLE NATIONAL 
DEBT 


HON. MIKE COFFMAN 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. COFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, on January 
20, 2009, the day President Obama took of- 
fice, the national debt was 
$10,626,877 ,048,913.08. 
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Today, it is $19,484,660,626,765.52. We’ve 
added $8,857,783,577,852.44 to our debt in 6 
years. This is over $7.5 trillion in debt our na- 
tion, our economy, and our children could 
have avoided with a balanced budget amend- 
ment. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. TAMMY DUCKWORTH 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Ms. DUCKWORTH. Mr. Speaker, on Sep- 
tember 13, 2016, on Roll Call Number 498 on 
ordering the previous question on H. Res. 
859, Providing for consideration of H.R. 5620, 
the VA Accountability First and Appeals Mod- 
ernization Act of 2016, | am not recorded. Had 
| been present, | would have voted NO on or- 
dering the previous question on H. Res. 859. 

On September 13, 2016, on Roll Call Num- 
ber 499 on agreeing to the resolution, H. Res. 
859, Providing for consideration of H.R. 5620, 
the VA Accountability First and Appeals Mod- 
ernization Act of 2016, | am not recorded. Had 
| been present, | would have voted NO on 
agreeing to the resolution, H. Res. 859. 

On September 13, 2016, on Roll Call Num- 
ber 500 on ordering the previous question on 
H. Res. 858, providing for consideration of 
H.R. 3590, to amend the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 to repeal the increase in the in- 
come threshold used in determining the de- 
duction for medical care, | am not recorded. 
Had | been present, | would have voted NO 
on agreeing to the resolution, H. Res. 858. 

On September 13, 2016 on Roll Call Num- 
ber 501 on agreeing to the resolution, H. Res. 
858, providing for consideration of H.R. 3590, 
to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 
to repeal the increase in the income threshold 
used in determining the deduction for medical 
care, | am not recorded. Had | been present, 
| would have voted NO on agreeing to the res- 
olution, H. Res. 858. 

On September 13, 2016 on Roll Call Num- 
ber 502 on passage of H.R. 3590, to amend 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to repeal 
the increase in the income threshold used in 
determining the deduction for medical care, | 
am not recorded. Had | been present, | would 
have voted YES on agreeing to H.R. 3590. 

On September 13, 2016 on Roll Call Num- 
ber 503 on the motion to suspend the rules 
and pass, aS amended, H.R. 5587, Strength- 
ening Career and Technical Education for the 
21st Century Act, | am not recorded. Had | 
been present, | would have voted YES on the 
motion to suspend the rules and pass, as 
amended, H.R. 5587. 

On September 13, 2016 on Roll Call Num- 
ber 504 on the motion to suspend the rules 
and agree to H. Res. 729, Expressing support 
for the expeditious consideration and finaliza- 
tion of a new, robust, and long-term Memo- 
randum of Understanding on military assist- 
ance to Israel between the United States Gov- 
ernment and the Government of Israel, | am 
not recorded. Had | been present, as a co- 
sponsor of H. Res. 729, | would have voted 
YES on the motion to suspend the rules and 
agree to H. Res. 729. 
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WELCOME CHARLES JOSEPH DELL 


HON. JOE WILSON 


OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. Speak- 
er, | am happy to congratulate my former 
Chief of Staff Eric Dell and his wife, Torry, on 
the birth of their son. Charles Joseph Dell was 
born at 10:21 a.m. on Wednesday, August 17, 
2016, at Inova Fairfax Hospital in Falls 
Church, Virginia. Charles weighed six pounds 
and eight ounces and measured 19 and 1⁄4 
inches long. He is the second child for the 
happy couple and the younger brother of 
Noah Isaac Dell and | look forward to watch- 
ing him grow as he is raised by talented par- 
ents who will be dedicated to his well-being 
and bright future. 


| would also like to congratulate Charles’s 
grandparents, Ouida Dell of Ridgeland, South 
Carolina, and Joseph and Mary Lyons of 
Aiken, South Carolina. Congratulations to the 
entire Dell and Lyons families as they wel- 
come their newest addition of pure pride and 
Joy. 


ee 


TRIBUTE TO GENE FREESE 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Gene 
Freese of Atlantic, lowa for his 50 years of 
dedicated service to the Atlantic Fire Depart- 
ment. Atlantic Fire Chief Mark McNees noted 
that Gene is a very active member of the de- 
partment, going to trainings, responding to the 
required percentage of fire calls, and keeping 
current his Emergency Medical Technician 
(EMT) certification. 


Gene Freese joined the Atlantic Fire Depart- 
ment because he “likes being a part of things, 
being active, and doing things for the commu- 
nity.” He has been instrumental in conducting 
fire prevention programs for school students, 
educating countless youth and simultaneously 
helping educate his fellow firefighters. Gene 
said he appreciates all of the recognition, but 
acknowledges “it takes more than one per- 
son.” He explained that firefighters do not 
seek out recognition for what they are, but in- 
stead, “they’re just doing their job.” 


Mr. Speaker, Gene Freese has made a dif- 
ference by helping and serving others. It is 
with great honor that | recognize him today. | 
know that my colleagues in the U.S. House of 
Representatives join me in honoring his ac- 
complishments. | thank him for his service to 
the Atlantic Fire Department and the City of 
Atlantic, lowa and wish him continued success 
in the future. 
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FLORIDA CITY GOVERNMENT 
WEEK 


HON. GWEN GRAHAM 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Ms. GRAHAM. Mr. Speaker, | submit the 
following: 

Whereas, city government is the govern- 
ment closest to most citizens, and the one 
with the most direct daily impact upon its resi- 
dents; and 

Whereas, city government is administered 
for and by its citizens, and is dependent upon 
public commitment to and understanding of its 
many responsibilities; and 

Whereas, city government officials and em- 
ployees share the responsibility to pass along 
their understanding of this level of government 
and the importance of volunteerism; and 

Whereas, Florida City Government Week is 
a very important time to recognize the impor- 
tant role played by city government in our 
lives; and 

Whereas, this week offers an important op- 
portunity to spread the word to all the citizens 
of Florida that they can shape and influence 
this branch of government and also shape 
their communities through volunteer efforts; 
and 

Whereas, the Florida League of Cities and 
its member cities have joined together to 
teach students and other citizens about munic- 
ipal government through a variety of different 
projects, volunteer opportunities and informa- 
tion; and 

Whereas, Florida City Government Week of- 
fers an important opportunity to convey to all 
the citizens of Florida that they can shape and 
influence government through their civic in- 
volvement and positively impact lives by vol- 
unteering. 

Now, therefore, I, Congresswoman GWEN 
GRAHAM, do hereby extend greetings and best 
wishes to all observing October 16-22, 2016 
as City Government Week in Florida and | en- 
courage our citizens to help celebrate this 
week by learning more about city government, 
and all levels of government, and by volun- 
teering in their respective communities. 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO McINTYRE REAL 
ESTATE AND AUCTION 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Mcintyre 
Real Estate and Auction of Shenandoah, 
lowa, which is celebrating 70 years in busi- 
ness. Mcintyre Real Estate and Auction was 
started in 1946 by Jesse Mcintyre when he re- 
turned home from World War II. 

Jessie Mclntyre’s daughter, Janell, is the 
current owner of the business. She joined the 
business in 1985 and purchased the business 
in 2000. Janell Mcintyre and her staff continue 
to provide dedicated and professional real es- 
tate services throughout SW lowa. That strong 
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family tradition began with Jesse McIntyre and 
his lifelong commitment to his community. Al- 
though Jesse passed away in 2012, his suc- 
cessful business continues today. 

Mr. Speaker, | commend and congratulate 
Janell Mcintyre and the staff at McIntyre Real 
Estate for their many years of dedicated and 
devoted service to Shenandoah, lowa and the 
surrounding areas Janell and her staff make a 
difference by helping and serving others. It is 
with great honor that | recognize them today. 
| know that my colleagues in the House join 
me in honoring their accomplishments and 
wish them and their family and staff continued 
success in the future. 


TRIBUTE TO JON PARSONS 
HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Jon Par- 
sons of Atlantic, lowa, on his recent retirement 
as a Lieutenant with the Atlantic Police De- 
partment after 30 years of service. Jon began 
his career with the Oskaloosa, lowa Police 
Department and moved to Atlantic in 1987. 

Jon is originally from Audubon, lowa and 
knew while attending high school he wanted to 
be in law enforcement. After high school, Jon 
Parsons enlisted in the U.S. Army and joined 
the military police. He served in the U.S. Army 
and U.S. Army Reserves from 1980 to 1999, 
serving valiantly with the troops of the Desert 
Storm operation. Jon’s military experience 
helped him plan his future in civilian law en- 
forcement. His favorite part of law enforce- 
ment is “to serve and to protect.” Jon said he 
will definitely miss the people he has worked 
with, but he is looking forward to a new ca- 
reer. 

Mr. Speaker, Jon Parsons made a dif- 
ference by helping and serving others. It is 
with great honor that | recognize him today. | 
know that my colleagues in the U.S. House of 
Representatives join me in honoring his ac- 
complishments. | thank him for his service to 
the City of Atlantic, lowa, and to our nation. 
We gratefully wish him all the best in the fu- 
ture. 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO JUANITA AND 
WENDELL ACHENBAUGH 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and honor Juanita and 
Wendell Achenbaugh of Henderson, lowa, on 
the very special occasion of their 65th wed- 
ding anniversary. They celebrated their anni- 
versary on June 20, 2016. 

Juanita and Wendell’s lifelong commitment 
to each other and their family truly embodies 
lowa values. As they reflect on their 65th anni- 
versary, | hope it is filled with happy memo- 
ries. May their commitment grow even strong- 
er, as they continue to love, cherish, and 
honor one another for many years to come. 
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Mr. Speaker, | commend this great couple 
on their 65th year together and | wish them 
many more. | know my colleagues in the 
United States House of Representatives will 
join me in congratulating them on this momen- 
tous occasion. 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO VERA AND 
BOB ALLEN 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and honor Vera and Bob 
Allen of Council Bluffs, lowa, on the very spe- 
cial occasion of their 60th wedding anniver- 
sary. They celebrated their anniversary on 
June 18, 2016 at East Side Christian Church 
in Council Bluffs. 

Vera and Bob’s lifelong commitment to each 
other and their children, Tami and Randy, six 
grandchildren and six great grandchildren, 
truly embodies lowa values. As they reflect on 
their 60th anniversary, | hope it is filled with 
happy memories. May their commitment grow 
even stronger, as they continue to love, cher- 
ish, and honor one another for many years to 
come. 

Mr. Speaker, | commend this great couple 
on their 60th year together and | wish them 
many more. | know my colleagues in the 
United States House of Representatives will 
join me in congratulating them on this momen- 
tous occasion. 


ES 


TRIBUTE TO DONNA AND 
WES DOUGHMAN 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and honor Donna and Wes 
Doughman of Council Bluffs, lowa, on the very 
special occasion of their 50th wedding anni- 
versary. They celebrated their anniversary on 
June 24, 2016. 


Donna and Wes’ lifelong commitment to 
each other, and to their children, Michelle, 
Wes, and Kim, and their eleven grandchildren, 
truly embodies lowa values. As they reflect on 
their 50th anniversary, | hope it is filled with 
happy memories. May their commitment grow 
even stronger, as they continue to love, cher- 
ish, and honor one another for many years to 
come. 


Mr. Speaker, | commend this great couple 
on their 50th year together and | wish them 
many more. | know my colleagues in the 
United States House of Representatives will 
join me in congratulating them on this momen- 
tous occasion. 
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TRIBUTE TO VIVIAN GOLLY 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Mrs. Viv- 
ian Golly on the occasion of her 100th birth- 
day on June 28, 2016. 

Vivian was born in Zearing, lowa and grad- 
uated from Zearing High School in 1933. She 
married Ernest Golly in 1935 and they had 
three children, Jo, Louis and Robert. Ernest 
and Vivian settled in Corning, lowa. Vivian 
worked for 15 years as a house mother for 
deaf children and learned sign language. She 
attributes hard work and healthy habits for her 
longevity. 

Mr. Speaker, it is an honor to represent Viv- 
ian Golly in the United States Congress and it 
is my pleasure to wish her a very happy 100th 
birthday. | invite my colleagues in the House 
of Representatives to join me in congratulating 
Vivian on reaching this incredible milestone, 
and wishing her even more health and happi- 
ness in the years to come. 


TRIBUTE TO MARIE POOL 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Mrs. 
Marie Pool on the occasion of her 101st birth- 
day on March 15, 2016. 

Marie was born on a farm near Williamson, 
lowa and spent her youth helping on the farm 
and milking cows. She attended country 
school and Bridgewater High School. She 
married Virgil Pool in 1933 and they had three 
children, Donnie, Betty and Peggy. Marie quilt- 
ed and loved to dance. Now, she lives at 
Greenfield Rehabilitation and Health Care 
Center in Greenfield, lowa and enjoys bingo 
and ice cream socials. She attributes clean liv- 
ing and hard work to her longevity. 

Mr. Speaker, it is an honor to represent 
Marie Pool in the United States Congress and 
it is my pleasure to wish her a very happy 
101st birthday. | invite my colleagues in the 
House of Representatives to join me in con- 
gratulating Marie on reaching this incredible 
milestone, and wishing her even more health 
and happiness in the years to come. 


TRIBUTE TO FRIEDA PORTER 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Mrs. 
Frieda Porter on the occasion of her 100th 
birthday on March 23, 2016. 

Frieda Porter was born near Fontanelle, 
lowa and attended Fontanelle schools. She 
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married Max Porter in 1938 and they had 
three children, Becky, Randy and Pat. Frieda 
was active in the community and was an Avon 
representative for many years. She also 
taught Sunday school at the Greenfield Lu- 
theran Church over the years. She loved to 
travel many places with family members 
throughout the years. Frieda attributes a 
healthy life, attendance at church and her be- 
lief in God to her long and happy life. 

Mr. Speaker, it is an honor to represent 
Frieda Porter in the United States Congress 
and it is my pleasure to wish her a very happy 
100th birthday. | invite my colleagues in the 
House of Representatives to join me in con- 
gratulating Frieda on reaching this incredible 
milestone and wishing her even more health 
and happiness in the years to come. 


TRIBUTE TO MALISSA BAUER 
HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 14, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise to 
honor Malissa (Missy) Bauer, from Madison 
County Health Care System in Winterset, 
lowa. Ms. Bauer was awarded the 2016 
DAISY Award. 

The award is given to a nurse from each of 
their network’s facilities and congratulates their 
excellent work. She was nominated by fellow 
staff members and patient families. DAISY 
Foundation awards are given in memory of J. 
Patrick Barnes. He was given loving and 
skilled care by the nurses who cared for him 
before he died, and the primary mission of the 
foundation is now to recognize good nurses 
throughout the country. 

Mr. Speaker, | applaud and congratulate 
Missy for her award and for providing excel- 
lent patient care in lowa’s 3rd district. | am 
proud to represent her and all the members of 
the Madison County Health Care System in 
the United States Congress. | know that my 
colleagues join me in congratulating Missy 
Bauer and wishing her well and continued 
success in the future. 


EE 


SENATE COMMITTEE MEETINGS 


Title IV of Senate Resolution 4, 
agreed to by the Senate of February 4, 
1977, calls for establishment of a sys- 
tem for a computerized schedule of all 
meetings and hearings of Senate com- 
mittees, subcommittees, joint commit- 
tees, and committees of conference. 
This title requires all such committees 
to notify the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest—designated by the Rules Com- 
mittee—of the time, place and purpose 
of the meetings, when scheduled and 
any cancellations or changes in the 
meetings as they occur. 

As an additional procedure along 
with the computerization of this infor- 
mation, the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest will prepare this information for 
printing in the Extensions of Remarks 
section of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
on Monday and Wednesday of each 
week. 


September 14, 2016 


Meetings scheduled for Thursday, 
September 15, 2016 may be found in the 
Daily Digest of today’s RECORD. 


MEETINGS SCHEDULED 
SEPTEMBER 19 
5 p.m. 
Committee on Foreign Relations 
To receive a closed briefing on assessing 
the recent North Korea nuclear event, 


missile tests, and regional dynamics. 
SVC-217 


SEPTEMBER 20 


9:30 a.m. 
Committee on Armed Services 
To hold hearings to examine the nomina- 
tion of General John E. Hyten, USAF, 
for reappointment to the grade of gen- 
eral and to be Commander, United 
States Strategic Command, Depart- 
ment of Defense. 
SH-216 
10 a.m. 
Committee on Banking, 
Urban Affairs 
To hold hearings to examine Wells Far- 
go’s unauthorized accounts and the 
regulatory response. 


Housing, and 


SD-538 
Committee on Foreign Relations 
To hold hearings to examine the nomina- 
tions of W. Stuart Symington, of Mis- 
souri, to be Ambassador to the Federal 
Republic of Nigeria, Andrew Robert 
Young, of California, to be Ambassador 
to Burkina Faso, and Joseph R. Dono- 
van Jr., of Virginia, to be Ambassador 
to the Republic of Indonesia, all of the 
Department of State. 
SD-419 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions 
To hold hearings to examine laboratory 
testing in the era of precision medi- 
cine. 
SD-430 
Committee on the Judiciary 
To hold hearings to examine consolida- 
tion and competition in the United 
States seed and agrochemical industry. 
SD-226 
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2:30 p.m. 
Committee on Foreign Relations 

Business meeting to consider the nomi- 
nations of Christopher Coons, of Dela- 
ware, and Ronald H. Johnson, of Wis- 
consin, both to be a Representative of 
the United States of America to the 
Seventy-first Session of the General 
Assembly of the United Nations, and 
Sung Y. Kim, of California, to be Am- 
bassador to the Republic of the Phil- 
ippines, Rena Bitter, of Texas, to be 
Ambassador to the Lao People’s Demo- 
cratic Republic, and Kamala Shirin 
Lakhdhir, of Connecticut, to be Ambas- 
sador to Malaysia, all of the Depart- 

ment of State. 
SD-419 


SEPTEMBER 21 


9:30 a.m. 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions 
Business meeting to consider S. 2873, to 
require studies and reports examining 
the use of, and opportunities to use, 
technology-enabled collaborative 
learning and capacity building models 
to improve programs of the Depart- 
ment of Health and Human Services, S. 
2932, to amend the Controlled Sub- 
stances Act with respect to the provi- 
sion of emergency medical services, an 
original bill entitled, ‘‘Career and 
Technical Education Act of 2016”, and 
the nominations of Thomas G. Kotarac, 
of Illinois, to be a Member of the Rail- 
road Retirement Board, and Constance 
Smith Barker, of Alabama, to be a 
Member of the Equal Employment Op- 
portunity Commission. 


SD-430 
10 a.m. 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry 


To hold hearings to examine the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture and the current 
state of the farm economy. 

SR-328A 
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Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation 
Business meeting to consider pending 
calendar business. 
SR-253 
Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs 
Permanent Subcommittee on Investiga- 
tions 
To hold hearings to examine combatting 
the opioid epidemic, focusing on a re- 
view of anti-abuse efforts by Federal 
authorities and private insurers. 
SD-342 
10:30 a.m. 
Committee on Banking, 
Urban Affairs 
Subcommittee on National Security and 
International Trade and Finance 
To hold hearings to examine terror fi- 
nancing risks of America’s $1.7 billion 
cash payments to Iran. 


Housing, and 


SD-538 
2:30 p.m. 

Committee on Appropriations 
Subcommittee on Agriculture, Rural De- 
velopment, Food and Drug Administra- 

tion, and Related Agencies 
To hold hearings to examine prioritizing 
public health, focusing on the Food and 
Drug Administration’s role in the ge- 

neric drug marketplace. 


SD-192 

Committee on Environment and Public 
Works 

Subcommittee on Fisheries, Water, and 
Wildlife 


To hold an oversight hearing to examine 
the proposed revisions to the Fish and 
Wildlife Service mitigation policy. 

SD-406 


SEPTEMBER 22 
3 p.m. 

Committee on Homeland Security and 

Governmental Affairs 
Subcommittee on Regulatory Affairs and 

Federal Management 
To hold hearings to examine agency reg- 

ulatory guidance. 

SD-342 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Thursday, September 15, 2016 


The House met at 9 a.m. and was 
called to order by the Speaker. 


EE 
PRAYER 


Dr. Ted Traylor, Olive Baptist 
Church, Pensacola, Florida, offered the 
following prayer: 

Lord, God, the great I am, we confess 
and acknowledge today that it all 
comes from You. You have made us and 
not we ourselves. Our very breath is 
from You, and our sustenance, happi- 
ness, and existence as a nation. Unto 
You we give thanks, Almighty God. 

Thank You for this wonderful land 
called the United States of America. 
Thank You for our liberty and all who 
defend it. Thank You for our rule of 
law and all who keep it, and we pray 
Your safety on those that enforce it 
this day. 

Lord, forgive us and deliver us from 
any sort of reliance on ourselves. For- 
give us when we become proud and self- 
righteous with hearts as hard as stone. 
Thank You for Your forgiveness when 
we call upon Your name. 

Lord, I would beg You today that 
You would send spiritual awakening in 
our Nation. I pray, God, that You 
would bless America and that America 
would, indeed, bless You. 

And now, God of all wisdom, I bring 
our Representatives before You. Re- 
fresh each of them with Your mercy for 
the day ahead. Cause truth and justice 
to triumph over personal preference, 
and direct every decision of this body. 
I am keenly aware that they also have 
individual needs, and we pray that by 
Your favor, You will help them as they 
carry their personal burdens as well as 
the burden of a nation. 

I ask all of this through the merits of 
Jesus Christ, Your son and our Savior. 

Amen. 


a 


THE JOURNAL 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam- 
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro- 
ceedings and announces to the House 
his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour- 
nal stands approved. 


EE 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman 
from California (Mr. LOWENTHAL) come 
forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. LOWENTHAL led the Pledge of 
Allegiance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 


lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


—— 


WELCOMING DR. TED TRAYLOR 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. MIL- 
LER) is recognized for 1 minute. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
it is my honor to welcome to the House 
today Dr. Ted Traylor, who has been 
the pastor at Olive Baptist Church 
since 1990. His weekly radio and tele- 
vision ministry, “At the Heart of 
Things,” reaches thousands of homes 
along the Gulf Coast and through 
weekly podcasts and streaming. Dr. 
Traylor’s bold and practical preaching 
brings people to a fresh understanding 
of God’s Word and challenges them to 
become bondservants for Christ. 

He is known for his uncompromising 
stand on Biblical issues and strong de- 
fense of the Christian faith. He has 
preached extensively throughout the 
United States in conferences and reviv- 
als. Emanuel University in Oradea, Ro- 
mania, has honored him by placing his 
name on the chair of Pastoral Leader- 
ship. 

Dr. Traylor’s family is his proudest 
accomplishment. He has been married 
to his beautiful wife, Liz, for 38 years. 
They have two children, Rachel and 
Bennett. Rachel is married to Brad 
Hinote, and they have two daughters, 
Kathryn and Elizabeth. 


EE 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
DONOVAN). The Chair will entertain up 
to five requests for 1-minute speeches 
on each side of the aisle. 


Ee 


THE NUMBERS 


(Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I have tried, through words, 
to demonstrate the severity of our 
country’s mental health crisis. Today I 
will try it again with numbers: 

67,130, the number of Americans who 
have died from mental health issues 
since we passed the Helping Families 
in Mental Health Crisis Act; 

0.006 percent, the percentage of 
Americans who will suffer from addic- 
tion and are able to get help. That is 
six out of every 1,000; 
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1,625, the number of Americans who 
have died by suicide since September 1, 
the first day of Suicide Prevention 
Month. 

A final question as we close the 
week. If the Senate adjourns without 
passing H.R. 2646 to be signed into law, 
what clumsy, beltway babble will be 
used to comfort the thousands of fami- 
lies who will be told, ‘‘We just didn’t 
have time’’? No words, no excuses work 
to bring someone back from the dead. 
Where there is no help, there is no 
hope. 


EE Ř— 


TRANSPARENCY AROUND ENERGY 
PRODUCTION 


(Mr. LOWENTHAL asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Speaker, al- 
most a quarter of the United States’ 
energy-related greenhouse gas emis- 
sions are from fossil fuels that are pro- 
duced from our Federal lands and 
waters. However, recent Government 
Accountability Office reports show 
that we don’t have very good data on 
much of these emissions, including the 
methane gas that is released that is 
leaked, vented, and flared. 

The first step on the path to reducing 
carbon pollution is simply to know 
what we are dealing with: What are the 
greenhouse gas emissions, and where 
are they coming from? That is why I 
am pleased to introduce a common- 
sense, bipartisan bill with my friends 
in the Climate Solutions Caucus and 
the congressional Safe Climate Caucus, 
which would simply require the De- 
partment of the Interior to calculate 
and publish, online, the amount of cli- 
mate-damaging greenhouse gas pollu- 
tion from oil, gas, and coal extracted 
from our Federal lands and waters. 

I urge the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Natural Resources to move 
swiftly to hold a hearing on this bipar- 
tisan bill and provide the American 
people with the transparency around 
energy production that they deserve. 


EE 
PHYSICIAN SHORTAGES 


(Mr. HARDY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, a recent 
study in the American Medical Asso- 
ciation found that, in the next 10 years, 
we could be facing a shortage of over 
100,000 physicians. To help combat this 
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extreme doctor shortage, I have intro- 
duced the GO MED Act. 

My bill would implement a program 
to reallocate unused medical residency 
slots paid for by Medicare on a rolling 
basis to States feeling the worst effects 
of the physician shortage. It is widely 
accepted that where medical residents 
learn, they stay and practice. 

But in 2014, Medicare only paid for 
187 residency slots in my State; where- 
as, the top 25 States average over 3,000 
positions. That is because of an out- 
dated system. We don’t have opportuni- 
ties for students to stay in Nevada. 

Nevada isn’t the only State getting 
shortchanged. The top five States re- 
ceiving funds through this program ac- 
count for nearly half of what is spent 
annually. 

If we are serious about addressing ac- 
cess to care, my bill is a step in the 
right direction. 


EE 
VICTIMS OF GUN VIOLENCE 


(Mr. PETERS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, Moultrie, 
Georgia, May 15, 2016: 

Jordan Croft, 22 years old; 

Reid Williams, 21; 

Jones Pidcock, 21; 

Jonathan Edwards, 21; 

Alicia Norman, 20. 

Vallejo, California, February 11, 2013: 
Oscar Garcia, 22 years old. 

Jackson, Mississippi, March 7, 2013: 
Ronald Williams, 33 years old; 
Kendra Hill, 28. 

New Port Richey, Florida, February 9, 

2015: 

Louis Wayne Lunceford, 44 years old; 

Shane Newland, 42; 

Justin Huckeby, 25. 

Fremont, Ohio, March 9, 2014: 

Ramiro Sanchez, 28 years old; 

Police Officer Jose Andy Chavez, 26; 

Daniel Ramirez, 25. 

Douglasville, Georgia, February 7, 2015: 
Latoya Andrews, 33 years old; 

Joseph Terry Brown, 33; 

Jeremiah Andrews, 9; 

London Andrews, 7. 


— 


CONGRATULATIONS TO HOWARD 
AREA LIONS CLUB 


(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania 
asked and was given permission to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to congratu- 
late the Howard Area Lions Club lo- 
cated in Pennsylvania’s Fifth Congres- 
sional District. 

The Howard Area Lions Club recently 
celebrated their 40th anniversary. The 
club has consistently earned the rec- 
ognition as the largest Lions Club in 
Pennsylvania. There are probably 
many factors that have led them to 
this title, but none more significant 
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than their commitment to the Lions 
Club motto, ‘‘We serve.” 

The members of this club have served 
as the chartering organization for How- 
ard Scout Troop 353. I have been hon- 
ored to serve as a Scoutmaster of their 
troop since they first assumed this re- 
sponsibility. 

The Howard Area Lions operates a 
food bank that provides access to food 
for those struggling to make ends 
meet, including driving food to those 
individuals that have limited transpor- 
tation. Very few community needs are 
addressed in the local community 
where the Lions are not a part of the 
solution. 

Mr. Speaker, as a fellow Lion, I am 
honored to offer my congratulations to 
the members of the Howard Area Lions 
Club. I am confident they will continue 
to serve the needs of their neighbors 
and communities. 


—— 


WE ARE UNWAVERING IN 
SUPPORT OF ISRAEL 


(Ms. GRAHAM asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. GRAHAM. Mr. Speaker, today I 
stand in support of the bilateral mili- 
tary aid package agreed upon by our 
Nation and the State of Israel this 
week. 

Israel, our greatest ally in the Middle 
East, faces threats from all sides: 
shells from Syria are landing in the 
Golan Heights; Hamas terrorists are 
stockpiling weapons in Gaza; Hezbollah 
fighters are gathering in Lebanon; and 
ISIL is fighting for control of the 
Sinai. 

Yet, surrounded by this chaos and 
terror, Israel is still dedicated to de- 
mocracy, liberty, and justice—the 
same ideals we live by as Americans. 
This is why our relationship is so 
strong and why we must continue to 
support Israel’s right to exist as a Jew- 
ish state. 

This aid agreement makes it crystal 
clear to our enemies and allies that we 
are unwavering in our support for 
Israel and will help defend them 
against all who threaten their sov- 
ereignty. 


ea 


ZIKA REGISTRY PROGRAM FOR 
WOMEN AND INFANTS 


(Mr. BILIRAKIS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, yester- 
day I introduced the pregnancy and in- 
fant Zika registry. This bill will estab- 
lish a CDC registry program for preg- 
nant women and will track infants up 
to the age of 5 so that researchers can 
get a better understanding of the Zika 
impact. 

This registry will collect information 
on pregnancy and infant outcomes fol- 
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lowing laboratory evidence of Zika 
virus infection during pregnancy. The 
data collected will be used to update 
recommendations for clinical care, to 
plan for services for pregnant women 
and families affected by the Zika virus, 
and to improve prevention of Zika 
virus infection during pregnancy. 

I invite all my Floridian colleagues 
and fellow Members to cosponsor this 
bill. It is a responsible tool to increase 
our knowledge of Zika and help in- 
crease the quality and standard of care 
for patients. 

Í 


END HUNGER NOW 


(Mr. MCGOVERN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, as we 
recognize September as Hunger Action 
Month, I rise to draw attention to the 
widespread problem of hunger among 
teenagers. 

While our Nation’s recovery is pro- 
gressing, 7 million teens remain food 
insecure, and we know they often face 
additional hardships. Today the Urban 
Institute is briefing Members of Con- 
gress and their staff on two new reports 
that highlight these circumstances and 
explore how teens cope with hunger. 

Among a number of troubling conclu- 
sions, the report finds that teens fear 
the stigma of being hungry and often 
refuse to accept food or assistance. 
They skip meals and sometimes turn to 
dangerous behaviors just so their par- 
ents or siblings can eat. They often feel 
the need to bear the responsibility for 
feeding their families. 

Teenagers deserve a normal child- 
hood. They should be focused on school 
and developing their passions, not wor- 
rying about where their next meal is 
coming from. I encourage all of my col- 
leagues to read these reports and join 
me in working to end hunger now. 


EE 
0915 
PROHIBITING THE TRANSFER OF 
ANY DETAINEE AT UNITED 


STATES NAVAL STATION, GUAN- 
TANAMO BAY, CUBA 


Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, pursuant 
to House Resolution 863, I call up the 
bill (H.R. 5351) to prohibit the transfer 
of any individual detained at United 
States Naval Station, Guantanamo 
Bay, Cuba, and ask for its immediate 
consideration in the House. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to House Resolution 863, the 
amendment printed in part A of House 
Report 114-744 is adopted, and the bill, 
as amended, is considered read. 

The text of the bill, as amended, is as 
follows: 

H.R. 5351 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
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SECTION 1. PROHIBITION ON ANY TRANSFER OF 
ANY INDIVIDUAL DETAINED AT 
UNITED STATES NAVAL STATION, 
GUANTANAMO BAY, CUBA. 

(a) PROHIBITION.—No amounts authorized 
to be appropriated or otherwise available for 
any department or agency of the United 
States Government may be used during the 
period specified in subsection (b) to transfer, 
release, or assist in the transfer or release to 
or within the United States, its territories, 
or possessions, or to any foreign country or 
entity, of any individual detained at Guanta- 
namo. 

(b) SPECIFIED PERIOD.—The period specified 
in this subsection is the period that— 

(1) begins on the date of the enactment of 
this Act; and 

(2) ends on the earlier of— 

(A) the date of the enactment of an Act au- 
thorizing appropriations for military activi- 
ties of the Department of Defense for fiscal 
year 2017; or 

(B) January 21, 2017. 

(c) INDIVIDUAL DETAINED AT GUANTANAMO 
DEFINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘indi- 
vidual detained at Guantanamo” means an 
individual located at United States Naval 
Station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, as of Octo- 
ber 1, 2009, who— 

(1) is not a national of the United States 
(as defined in section 101(a)(22) of the Immi- 
gration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1101(a)(22)) or a member of the Armed Forces 
of the United States; and 

(2) is— 

(A) in the custody or under the control of 
the Department of Defense; or 

(B) otherwise detained at United States 
Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill, 
as amended, shall be debatable for 1 
hour equally divided and controlled by 
the chair and ranking minority mem- 
ber of the Committee on Armed Serv- 
ices. 

The gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 
FORBES) and the gentleman from Wash- 
ington (Mr. SMITH) will each control 30 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Virginia. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and to 
include extraneous material on H.R. 
5351. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, today, I rise in support 
of H.R. 5351 offered by Mrs. WALORSKI 
of Indiana. 

H.R. 5351 would temporarily suspend 
the transfer of detainees held at the de- 
tention facility at Naval Station Guan- 
tanamo Bay. Under this bill, the sus- 
pension would last until either the Na- 
tional Defense Authorization Act for 
the next fiscal year becomes law or 
until the new President takes office on 
January 21, 2017. 

Mr. Speaker, the circumstances of 
the last several months have brought 
the need for such legislation to light. 
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In 2009, a special panel convened by 
the Obama administration evaluated 
every detainee then at GTMO. The 
Obama administration made it clear at 
the time that it was lawful for some 
detainees to be held, without charges, 
pursuant to the laws of war. Such de- 
tainees, the Obama administration be- 
lieved, included those who had a ‘“‘sig- 
nificant organizational role with al 
Qaeda, the Taliban, or associated 
forces.” Other detainees, the Obama 
administration believed, should con- 
tinue to be lawfully held in 2009 in- 
cluded those who had ‘‘advanced train- 
ing or experience,” a ‘“‘history of asso- 
ciations with extremist activity,” or 
had ‘‘expressed recidivist intent.” 

In other cases, the Obama adminis- 
tration has recommended that certain 
detainees be prosecuted and some sent 
to other countries. But even for those 
GTMO detainees to be sent elsewhere, 
the Obama administration noted that 
the United States had the legal author- 
ity to hold these detainees, and the de- 
tainees could still be threatening. 

The Obama administration argued 
then and since that a few selected de- 
tainees could be transferred to other 
countries from GTMO only if ‘‘fea- 
sible” and ‘‘appropriate’’ security 
measures could be instituted to miti- 
gate the dangers posed by these very 
threatening individuals. 

Mr. Speaker, this is precisely why 
this legislation is needed. 

Since January, the Obama adminis- 
tration has sent 46 detainees from 
GTMO to other countries. In August 
alone, 15 detainees were transferred. I 
worry that whatever arrangements 
might exist in the receiving countries 
will be woefully insufficient to keep 
the danger at bay. I am concerned that 
these detainees will again threaten the 
United States or our partners, just as 
other detainees have done. I fear de- 
tainees are being hurriedly moved from 
GTMO in order to fulfill an 8-year-old 
campaign promise to close GTMO. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill is a sensible 
and sound response. 

Today, there are 61 detainees in 
GTMO. The Obama administration has 
made it clear that at least 20 of these 
detainees should be sent elsewhere. 

H.R. 5351 prevents any GTMO de- 
tainee transfers for the next several 
months. The bill prohibits GTMO 
transfers to the United States or to 
other countries until the National De- 
fense Authorization Act for this fiscal 
year takes effect or until the new ad- 
ministration assumes office, whichever 
happens first. This means the new 
President will be able to consider anew 
the grave risks which GTMO transfers 
pose. It will also mean that the new ad- 
ministration will know how the provi- 
sions of a bipartisan National Defense 
Authorization Act will govern its ac- 
tions. 

The United States military notes 
that it is “committed to ensuring de- 
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tainees are kept in a safe, secure, hu- 
mane environment” at GTMO. It also 
reports that ‘‘intelligence gained at 
GTMO has prevented terrorist attacks 
and saved lives.” A pause in GTMO 
transfers prevents rash and sudden ac- 
tions to empty GTMO on an arbitrary 
and self-imposed deadline. 

Mr. Speaker, that is why I strongly 
support H.R. 5351, and I urge my col- 
leagues to support this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. 
Speaker, I yield myself 5 minutes. 

The gentleman from Virginia de- 
scribed very well the process that the 
Obama administration put in place in 
2009. It was a significant improvement. 

The real problem that we had with 
Guantanamo was, when it was origi- 
nally conceived as a place to hold de- 
tainees under the law of war, there 
were, at one point, nearly 800 detainees 
there. 

A lot of them were brought there 
without much in the way of vetting or 
assurances that they were, in fact, 
threats. In fact, under the Bush admin- 
istration, well over 500 of those detain- 
ees were released, and there really 
wasn’t much of a process. Somewhere 
in the neighborhood of over 20 percent 
of those detainees did return to the 
battlefield and did present a threat to 
the country. There simply wasn’t a 
process. 

So, as Mr. FORBES described quite 
well, in 2009, the Obama administration 
put in place a process. At the time, 
there were 242 detainees remaining in 
Guantanamo Bay. The process they put 
in place was to go through every single 
one of them and say: Who are these 
people? What is their threat level? 
They evaluated all of them and put 
them into different categories. They 
determined that some were not a 
threat and could be released. 

Regrettably, something we don’t like 
to talk about, as I sort of alluded to 
earlier, is that a number of these peo- 
ple were picked up erroneously, either 
with the wrong name or the wrong in- 
formation, and we really didn’t have 
any evidence on them, or the evidence 
we thought we had turned out to be 
wrong. A fair number of these detain- 
ees were being held really for no good 
reason, so they tried to determine who 
those were. 

Now, there are also some very, very 
bad people at Guantanamo Bay. As Mr. 
FORBES also indicated, the President 
reaffirmed our right under the law of 
war to hold those people, and I support 
that very strongly. But what the 
Obama administration has done to get 
that number down to 61 is they have 
transferred the ones that a board of de- 
fense, intelligence, security, and Jus- 
tice Department experts had deter- 
mined were not a threat to the United 
States and were transferable. The prob- 
lem that came up was: Transferable, 
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but to where? Who would take these 
people? 

Then, there was the last provision 
that Mr. FORBES also mentioned. Wher- 
ever they were transferred to, the 
Obama administration wanted to make 
sure that there were some assurances 
from those countries that they would 
look after those folks, hold them se- 
curely, and make sure that they were 
not a threat. 

So that is what has got us down to 
the 61 number is the release of detain- 
ees that this board, again, of defense, 
intelligence, Justice Department, and 
security experts determined were not a 
threat to the United States and were 
transferable. 

Now, of that number, since 2009, that 
returned—at this point, I think just 
this morning, two more detainees were 
determined to have returned to the 
battlefield; for the most part, this is 
return to fighting with the Taliban in 
Afghanistan—is still a number around 
6 percent of all folks that have been re- 
leased from Guantanamo Bay, under 
the Obama administration, that have 
been deemed to have returned to the 
battlefield. The previous group, under 
the Bush administration, was some- 
where between 20 and 30 percent, de- 
pending on how it was calculated. So, 
they have done a very careful job of 
who should be vetted and where they 
should be transferred to. 

Of the 61 that are left, there are 20 
that are currently eligible for transfer. 
There are 10 in the military commis- 
sion system and 31 others that are re- 
served for continued law of war deten- 
tion. 

The Obama administration is of the 
opinion that there are only 20 of the re- 
maining 61 that are potentially trans- 
ferable. They have been vetted through 
this very lengthy process that I have 
described that has been successful to 
the point that, again, only 6 percent 
have been deemed to have returned to 
the battlefield. 

What this bill would do is stop this 
President, frankly, from being Presi- 
dent on this issue for the last however 
many months there are left in his ad- 
ministration. If, in fact, we can find se- 
cure places to transfer these 20, then it 
is the right thing to do, and the Presi- 
dent ought to be allowed to do it. 
There is no reason to stop him from 
doing it. 

Now, the argument that you will 
hear repeatedly from the other side is: 
we can’t take the chance. Yes, they 
have been vetted; yes, the percentage is 
low; but this person might do some- 
thing bad if we release them. 

I would suggest that that turns the 
American justice system on its head. 
There are a whole lot of people walking 
the streets in this country who might 
do something bad. You do all kinds of 
analyses to determine that they might. 
Maybe we should lock them up, no 
trial, no process, no nothing, and say: 
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look, better safe than sorry. But that is 
not the way we do things. 

Now, we do have a process here. And 
there are some that, under the law of 
war, are determined to be dangerous. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. I yield 
myself an additional 1 minute. 

Once we have determined that they 
are not a threat, under our opinion, 
and are transferable, to say, look, 
sorry, we are just going to hold you be- 
cause we want to, is really a violation 
of the U.S. Constitution and due proc- 
ess of law. 

To hold this process up even for a few 
months is not necessary. As I said, we 
are talking about 20 people that the 
Obama administration is trying to de- 
termine if they can find a safe place to 
send them. 

This is not about closing Guanta- 
namo. I strongly support closing Guan- 
tanamo. I will skip that argument for 
the purpose of this debate. That is not 
going to happen. We have had votes on 
the House floor. There is not support in 
Congress for it. There is a prohibition 
in law that continues to be in law on 
transferring any of those detainees to 
the United States or spending any 
money to detain them in the United 
States. So it is not going to happen. 

The question really is about the 20 
people who have been deemed not to be 
security threats to the U.S., who have 
been deemed to be transferable, and 
whether or not we can transfer them. 
This bill would say “no” and would 
hold those 20 people for the next 5 or 6 
months, regardless of the evidence and 
regardless of the vetting process. 

Now, it is possible these 20 people 
won’t be transferred, that we won’t 
find a country for them, but there is no 
reason to strip the President of his 
lawful authority to do that. 

Again, I want to emphasize that the 
Obama administration has gone 
through a careful vetting process, un- 
like the Bush administration, so I 
don’t think we should interfere with 
that vetting process. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentlewoman from Indi- 
ana (Mrs. WALORSKI), my friend and 
colleague who has done such a great 
job in working this piece of legislation. 

Mrs. WALORSKI. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to express strong support for my 
bill, H.R. 5351, which would prohibit 
the transfer of any individual detained 
at Guantanamo Bay. 

Mr. Speaker, last night, the news 
broke that two more former GT'MO de- 
tainees have rejoined militant groups. 
This is just the latest case of GTMO de- 
tainees being released, only to return 
to the fight. In fact, the President’s 
own Director of National Intelligence 
reports 30 percent of former detainees 
are known or suspected to have re- 
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engaged in terrorist activities. Yet, the 
President continues to release more 
and more detainees. 

When President Obama came to of- 
fice, there were 240 detainees at GTMO. 
The number is now down to 61, after 
the most recent and largest ever trans- 
fer last month. Another 20 have been 
cleared for transfer. 

When Hoosiers in my district hear 
these numbers, they worry that these 
transfers are leaving our Nation open 
to new vulnerabilities and will make 
Americans less safe. I could not agree 
more. 

While I wish we didn’t have to stand 
here debating this bill, it is an unfortu- 
nate reality that our President re- 
mains willing to continue putting a 
misguided campaign promise ahead of 
the national security. 

Why else would detainees, who were 
once deemed too dangerous to transfer 
by President Obama’s own GTMO task 
force, have been released to begin with? 

That is what happened with 8 of the 
detainees who were part of the largest- 
ever transfer of GTMO detainees last 
month. The task force’s recommenda- 
tion was reversed. These dangerous de- 
tainees were redesignated as safe for 
transfer, and they were sent to the 
United Arab Emirates. 

With all this in mind, it was, sadly, 
no surprise when, in March of this 
year, Mr. Paul Lewis, the President’s 
Special Envoy for Guantanamo Clo- 
sure, testified in front of the House 
Foreign Affairs Committee that 
“Americans have died because of 
GTMO detainees.” 

What else will it take for the Presi- 
dent to change course on this flawed 
campaign promise? 

As a recently released, unclassified 
report on Guantanamo detainees high- 
lighted, the individuals remaining at 
GTMO today represent truly the worst 
of the worst of the post-9/11 era. These 
are hardened terrorists. These are al 
Qaeda bomb makers, bodyguards, plot- 
ters, and recruiters. Among them is 
Khalid Sheikh Mohammed, the master- 
mind of the September 11 attacks. 
Americans are safer with these dan- 
gerous detainees securely locked up. 
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I have been to GT'MO. I have seen our 
military, the greatest fighting force 
the world has ever seen, standing guard 
to protect the American people from 
those who would do us harm. I know 
the GTMO facility is the safest, most 
secure place for these detainees. 

But this isn’t just about the terror- 
ists themselves. There are also signifi- 
cant concerns about the capacity and 
the capabilities of the countries receiv- 
ing these transfers and the adequacy 
and transparency of the agreements 
being made by their governments. 

Take, for example, the recent case of 
a former detainee who was released to 
Uruguay, but sparked an international 
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manhunt after he disappeared shortly 
before the Rio Summer Olympics; or 
the former detainee who was trans- 
ferred to Sudan, a state sponsor of ter- 
rorism, and reappeared in Yemen as a 
leader of the al Qaeda affiliate there. 

It is clear these individuals desire to 
return to the battlefield, and that the 
countries receiving them may not have 
adequate resources to effectively track 
and monitor their whereabouts and ac- 
tivities. 

Unfortunately, despite repeated in- 
quiries of the administration, we, as 
Members of Congress, still don’t know 
much about the commitments our gov- 
ernment has or gets from these coun- 
tries. We don’t know what, if any, pen- 
alties have been levied against coun- 
tries that lose track of our former de- 
tainees. 

Transparency is long overdue. That 
is why I authored this language in this 
year’s National Defense Authorization 
budget that would require complete 
written agreements for any transfers 
between countries to be shared with 
the appropriate congressional over- 
sight committees. 

To those who may have concerns 
about my bill, I want to be clear what 
this legislation does and does not do. 
First and foremost, this legislation 
would not enact a permanent, lasting 
ban. What it does do is halt transfers 
until either this year’s NDAA is signed 
into law or until President Obama 
leaves office on January 20, 2017. 

Mr. Speaker, as recently as last 
week, we heard the President say that 
he was ‘‘not ready to concede” that he 
cannot close GI'MO before leaving of- 
fice. The week before, we heard a simi- 
lar message from Vice President BIDEN. 

With President Obama’s time in of- 
fice winding down, accelerating trans- 
fers to achieve a campaign promise 
puts Americans at risk. 

I am grateful to stand here with the 
national security leaders in this House 
on this bill, and to remind the Amer- 
ican people that our first priority is 
the safety and security of our fellow 
Americans. 

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’’ 
on this important legislation. 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. NADLER). 

Mr. NADLER. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to 
this bill that would block all transfers 
out of Guantanamo for the remainder 
of the year or until the end of the 
President’s current term. 

This bill would, for the first time 
ever, impose a complete ban on all 
transfers out of Guantanamo. Not only 
would the bill block all transfers of 
Guantanamo detainees to the United 
States, even for purposes of prosecu- 
tion in Federal court, but it would also 
ban the resettlement or repatriation of 
detainees cleared by the United States 
for transfer to foreign countries. 
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The bill would be effective until the 
earlier of January 21, 2017, or the effec- 
tive date of the next National Defense 
Authorization Act. 

To quote the ACLU: ‘‘This bill vio- 
lates the bedrock constitutional prohi- 
bition on Congress passing any legisla- 
tion that violates the Constitution’s 
Bill of Attainder Clause.” 

In effect, it finds all the inmates at 
Guantanamo guilty of something un- 
specified, without trial, and sentences 
them to life without parole. That is 
what this bill does, along with the 
other series of bills. But by saying you 
can’t transfer anybody anywhere, you 
are saying they must remain there in- 
definitely whether they have been tried 
or not, whether they have been found 
guilty or not, whether our own experts 
think they are a threat to the United 
States or not. Even if we find that 
someone is factually not guilty of any 
act of terrorism or anything else and 
we have no right to hold them, we still 
cannot release them. 

By what right do we claim such a 
power? Since when is it okay for Mem- 
bers of Congress to put people in jail 
and keep them there who are not 
guilty of anything? 

How can an American legislative 
body pass a provision that says we will 
hold someone in jail forever not only 
without trial, but even if we have de- 
termined that he is innocent of every- 
thing? 

That is the basic argument here. This 
bill, the idea that we will keep people 
in jail forever without their having 
been found guilty of anything, without 
their having been tried, it makes a 
mockery of the American Constitution. 
It makes a mockery of all our pre- 
tenses to stand for liberty. 

It makes a mockery of habeas corpus. 
This would even say that if someone 
were granted a writ of habeas corpus, 
he could not be released even if a Court 
granted him a writ of habeas corpus. 
Plainly unconstitutional, not to men- 
tion immoral. 

I will say one other thing on a com- 
pletely different level. This expires ei- 
ther when we pass the next NDAA or 
when the next President takes office. It 
says, in effect, this President is not 
really our President, for all practical 
purposes, for every practical purpose. 
He was elected by the American people 
4 years ago, but we don’t like him, so 
we are going to say he can’t do certain 
things that his successor can do. We 
are going to put something in writing 
only for this President. 

Now, if this said this expires when 
the next NDAA is passed or it expires a 
year from now or whenever, that would 
be one thing. But this says the NDAA 
or when the next President takes of- 
fice. In other words, very much like the 
Senate is doing with Judge Garland. 
We don’t trust the President. Maybe we 
don’t. That is a political decision, but 
it is not a right decision. 
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We don’t trust the President to act as 
President. We repudiate the judgment 
the American people made in the last 
election. We say that, for certain pur- 
poses, his term has expired and we will 
wait for the next President. 

That also is pernicious and against 
our constitutional values. On every 
level, this bill is probably unconstitu- 
tional and certainly immoral, and I op- 
pose it. 

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the distinguished gen- 
tleman from South Carolina (Mr. WIL- 
SON), my friend and colleague. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. I 
thank Chairman RANDY FORBES. 

Mr. Speaker, when I was first elected, 
one of the first persons to greet me was 
my classmate of 2001, Chairman RANDY 
FORBES. From the beginning, I saw 
what a gentleman he was, what a dedi- 
cated Member of Congress he has been. 
I so appreciate his leadership on behalf 
of national defense, promoting peace 
through strength. 

Additionally, he and his wife, Shir- 
ley, are stalwart Christians, promoting 
religious freedom successfully around 
the world, making a difference. 

I am grateful to be an original co- 
sponsor of H.R. 5351, prohibiting the 
transfer of Guantanamo detainees. In- 
troduced by Congresswoman JACKIE 
WALORSKI, this further protects Amer- 
ican families by halting the transfer of 
any detainee to any location. 

During the August recess, sadly, the 
administration released 15 more dan- 
gerous detainees from Guantanamo 
Bay. The prisoners that are being held 
there—and I have been to Guantanamo 
Bay twice, I know the professionalism 
of the American military—these are 
the co-conspirators of Osama Bin 
Laden, trained mass murderers. By 
holding them there, we show our re- 
solve and that we have not forgotten 
the mass murderous attacks of Sep- 
tember 11. 

The President’s reckless release of 
detainees puts American servicemem- 
bers and families at risk. The deter- 
rence of incarceration has never been 
more important. 

We, today, have a greater spread of 
terrorist safe havens than in the his- 
tory of the world. From Algeria in 
North Africa, through the Middle East, 
through South Asia, all the way to In- 
donesia and the Philippines, these safe 
havens of Islamic terrorists are going 
to receive persons to come and be rein- 
forcements. 

In March, the Director of National 
Intelligence reported that at least 116 
detainees, nearly a third, released from 
Guantanamo have returned to the bat- 
tlefield. What we have further is Reu- 
ters reports that more have returned to 
the battlefield to threaten and kill 
American families. 

I appreciate the leadership of Con- 
gresswoman WALORSKI of Indiana, and I 
urge my colleagues to vote in support. 
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Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

In the prime sponsor of this bill’s re- 
marks, there are a whole lot of sort of 
half-truths and assumptions that got 
jammed together that don’t actually 
make sense and are not actually the 
facts that are before us to paint a very 
dark picture that isn’t what we are 
dealing with. Let me just run through 
those. 

We heard that 30 percent of the peo- 
ple have returned to the battlefield or 
are suspected to have returned to the 
battlefield. That 30 percent figure re- 
lies, again, on the folks that were re- 
leased before the Obama administra- 
tion when, again, quite frankly, people 
were picked up in a very haphazard 
manner and released in a very hap- 
hazard manner. 

Since 2009, since the Obama adminis- 
tration did the vetting process of all of 
these people, the actual rate of people 
who have been deemed to have re- 
turned to the battlefield, even with the 
two that were counted this morning, is 
5.6 percent. So when you hear 30 per- 
cent—oh my gosh, 30 percent of these 
people are returning to the battlefield; 
how can we release them—that is not 
the number. Okay? 

Now, you can argue about the 5.6 if 
you want, but let’s at least get the 
number right. Since the Obama admin- 
istration did the proper vetting proc- 
ess, the number is 5.6 percent to have 
been confirmed to have returned to the 
battlefield, including the two that were 
added this morning. 

It is also worth noting that when we 
say the ones that are left are the worst 
of the worst, there is truth in that. Ob- 
viously, Khalid Sheikh Mohammed 
would fall right up at the top of that; 
and 41 of the folks who are there do fall 
into that category of the worst of the 
worst. None of those 41 have been 
cleared for transfer. 

What we are talking about is the 20 
who have been cleared for transfer, and 
the President—those are the people 
that President Obama has released and 
repatriated to other countries over the 
course of the last 7 years, are people 
who have been cleared for transfer; 
with one exception, which I am sure 
will come up at some point, and that 
was in the prisoner swap for Bowe 
Bergdahl. And we can relitigate that 
argument as well, but that has really 
got nothing to do with what is going on 
here. 

There, the President made a decision 
to transfer five people that had not 
been cleared for transfer in exchange 
for our captured member of the mili- 
tary. So except for that situation, all 
of these people who have been released 
have been vetted and cleared. 

Lastly, I just want to—well, not last- 
ly, actually two more things. The most 
disturbing thing that was said was that 
these people who have been released 
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are people who, at one time, were sus- 
pected of being dangerous, and that is 
true. They wouldn’t have been there if 
they weren’t suspected of being dan- 
gerous. But it turns out in these cases 
we were wrong. And you can go back 
through the history of post-9/11, you 
can find a number of instances when we 
were wrong. 

I remember right after 9/11 there was 
a doctor in San Antonio who had done 
a whole bunch of suspicious things, and 
everybody was absolutely convinced 
that this guy was tied in with al Qaeda. 
He was held for an extended period of 
time, and then people looked into it 
and they said: Oops, sorry, we got the 
wrong guy. We are going to let you go. 

That happens, and I don’t blame law 
enforcement in the least bit for that. It 
is a difficult job. 

In this case, when you are talking 
about terrorists, you should err on the 
side of caution. If you have probable 
cause, you should pick somebody up 
and you should be sure. 

But now what this side is saying, 
once you have been suspected, even if 
it turns out that you were completely 
wrong in that suspicion: Sorry, we are 
just going to lock you up for the rest of 
your life without due process or a pos- 
sibility of trial. 

That is unbelievably unconstitu- 
tional and just flat wrong. 

Yes, these people were suspected. 
They wouldn’t be in Guantanamo if 
they weren’t. But what was determined 
was that, of those people who were sus- 
pected, a number of them turned out 
we were wrong. And of the ones that 
are left, there are 20 out of the 61 that 
are eligible for transfer. 

Now, again, finding the right country 
to send them to, it might not happen. 
All right. So no one is talking about 
releasing the worst of the worst. The 
President has made it clear those 41 
are not transferrable. 

We are talking about the 20 that have 
been deemed to be transferrable. Just 
because you were suspected at one 
point, I would hate to think that we 
would have a country that says: If you 
are suspected of a crime, sorry, we are 
going to lock you up and that is it, 
even if evidence later shows that we 
were wrong. 

That is not the way we should do 
things in law enforcement. 

Lastly, we have heard that this is all 
about a campaign promise to close 
Guantanamo. Again, this has nothing 
to do with closing Guantanamo. 

Now, the President and the Vice 
President are reluctant to give up on 
what they think is the right policy, 
closing Guantanamo Bay. So until they 
leave office, they are not just going to 
say: We are not going to do it. 

They think it is important. Again, I 
won’t relitigate that argument, but 
there are people who feel passionately 
that it is the right thing to do. But 
that is not what we are talking about 
doing here. 
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We are talking about 20 people who 
have been deemed not to be a threat to 
the United States that we are, none- 
theless, incarcerating, and the Presi- 
dent is talking about transferring 
them. 

We are not talking about transfer- 
ring the 41, not talking about closing 
Guantanamo. It is still in law that we 
can’t close Guantanamo. So it is not 
about a campaign promise. It is about 
upholding the values in the Constitu- 
tion of the United States of America 
that says that if we have you incarcer- 
ated and it turns out that our evidence 
was wrong and you are not guilty of 
what we thought you were guilty of or, 
in this case, not a threat to us in the 
way that we thought you were, then we 
should release you, not hold you. 

We are not a dictatorship. We are not 
a country like Saddam Hussein used to 
run, where he just locked people up be- 
cause he wanted to. That is not who we 
should be. 

This bill takes away the ability of 
this President to transfer those 20 peo- 
ple who have been clearly deemed 
transferrable by the Defense Depart- 
ment, the Justice Department, Home- 
land Security Department, Intelligence 
Community experts. 

They want to stop, as Mr. NADLER 
said, this President from being Presi- 
dent. Now, they never wanted him to 
be President in the first place, and it is 
incredibly inconvenient that he got 
elected twice, from their perspective. 
But he is the President and he should 
have the authority to exercise the Of- 
fice of the Presidency until January 20 
of next year, when he is done. 
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This bill unfairly strips him of that 
right. Again, we are talking about 20 
people who have been deemed to be 
transferable. So let’s get the facts 
straight and then argue based on those 
facts. It is not 30 percent; it is 5.6. We 
are not talking about releasing the 
worst of the worst. We are not talking 
about closing Guantanamo Bay. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the distinguished gentle- 
woman from Missouri (Mrs. HARTZLER), 
my friend and colleague. 

Mrs. HARTZLER. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank so much, first, my colleague 
JACKIE WALORSKI for introducing this 
very important piece of legislation 
that I am proud to cosponsor, and sec- 
ondly, Chairman FORBES. I thank the 
gentleman for his leadership on na- 
tional defense, on faith, and so many 
other issues important to our country. 

This bill is crucial. It prevents the 
Obama administration from transfer- 
ring any remaining detainees from the 
Guantanamo Bay detention facility in 
the last months of his Presidency. 
Now, this is important because the ad- 
ministration seems determined to clear 
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the facility. In 2016, 46 detainees have 
been transferred. Last month alone, 15 
terrorists were released. More are ex- 
pected as Vice President BIDEN has 
stated that it is the President’s inten- 
tion to empty GTMO by the time he 
leaves office. 

This rush to close Guantanamo is 
dangerous, reckless, and shortsighted. 
Already we have learned that 30 per- 
cent of those who have been released 
have returned to the battlefield. Amer- 
ican soldiers who fought so hard to 
take the enemy off the battlefield now 
have to face them again. 

But this release is beyond dangerous; 
it is an injustice. Let me share an ex- 
ample. 

In 2011, shortly after taking office, I 
received the gut-wrenching news that a 
young soldier from my district had lost 
his life in the war on terror in Afghani- 
stan. Christopher Stark was a combat 
engineer serving one of the most dan- 
gerous missions of the war: clearing 
roads of IEDs so his unit could pass by 
safely. Day after day he saved others, 
but, ultimately, he wasn’t able to save 
himself when an IED exploded. 

Christopher gave his life to save oth- 
ers. His country gained a hero; his 
mother lost a son. She has become my 
friend and is a hero in her own right as 
she bravely comes to terms with his 
sacrifice—relying on her faith to give 
her daily strength while accepting the 
burden and hallowed position of being a 
Gold Star mom. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentlewoman has expired. 

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
the gentlewoman an additional 30 sec- 
onds. 

Mrs. HARTZLER. So you can imag- 
ine my dismay and consternation when 
I learned that, in his rush to fulfill 
campaign promises to close GTMO, the 
administration released a terrorist by 
the name of Obaidullah in the last 
round of detainee transfers. Who was 
he? He was part of an al Qaeda-associ- 
ated improvised explosive device cell 
that targeted coalition forces in Af- 
ghanistan. He was captured by U.S. se- 
curity forces during a raid in his com- 
pound, where they found 23 landmines 
as well as a notebook containing elec- 
tronic and detonator schematics in- 
volving explosives and mines similar to 
the one that killed Christopher. 

Releasing Obaidullah was wrong. He 
was targeted for prosecution and his 
status was changed. American soldiers 
like Christopher Stark lost their lives 
due to his activities. We need to ensure 
our American soldiers stay safe and 
also that justice is served. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
pass this important piece of legisla- 
tion. 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself 30 seconds to 
make two quick points. 

The Obama administration is not de- 
termined to clear the facility before 
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they leave office. They want to close 
the facility. But, again, those 41 that 
have been deemed dangerous, it is the 
Obama administration’s position that 
they shouldn’t be held in Guantanamo 
Bay, that they should be held in secure 
prisons in the United States, not to let 
them go. 

I think that is one of the most mis- 
leading things about this argument 
that is being made by the other side re- 
peatedly that they simply want to let 
them all go. It is not their goal to 
empty GTMO before January 20. It is 
their goal to still try to close the pris- 
on so that they can be held here in the 
U.S. 

Again, that is a separate argument, 
but I just want to make sure that it is 
clear it is not the goal of the adminis- 
tration to simply empty out the prison 
and send all 61 wherever. We are talk- 
ing about 20 that have been deemed eli- 
gible for transfer. 

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the distinguished gentle- 
woman from New York (Ms. STEFANIK), 
my friend and colleague. 

Ms. STEFANIK. Mr. Speaker, first, I 
want to thank my HASC colleague and 
friend, JACKIE WALORSKI, for all of her 
efforts to prevent the transfer of ter- 
rorists from Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, 
and introducing H.R. 5351, of which I 
am a proud cosponsor. 

I stand here today as the Representa- 
tive of the Army’s 10th Mountain Divi- 
sion, resilient warriors who have been 
an integral force in the war on terror 
in Afghanistan and Iraq since 9/11. 

As we all know, GTMO is comprised 
of some of the world’s most heinous 
terrorists, and we have lost many serv- 
icemembers’ lives in their pursuit. As 
the 10th Mountain Division and others 
continue to serve in harm’s way, it is 
our duty to provide oversight and en- 
sure the administration is held ac- 
countable before any American dies at 
the hands of a released detainee. 

Releasing these terrorists and closing 
GTMO is a true national security con- 
cern at home; therefore, I urge my col- 
leagues to stand with our brave men 
and women in uniform and show them 
that their sacrifices have not gone to 
waste and vote today in support of H.R. 
5351. 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself 30 seconds be- 
fore yielding to Mr. NADLER. 

I want to make clear; I represented 
Joint Base Lewis-McChord for 16 years, 
until 2012, and wrote hundreds of sym- 
pathy cards to family members who 
lost loved ones from that base in Af- 
ghanistan and Iraq, and I will take the 
backseat to no one in terms of respect- 
ing what they did, how they fought, 
and what they sacrificed, making sure 
that we do everything we can to pro- 
tect them and give them the tools they 
need to protect our country and pro- 
tect themselves. I thank the Repub- 
licans for working in a bipartisan man- 
ner on that issue. 
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Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. NAD- 
LER). 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, we keep 
hearing that the people of Guantanamo 
are the worst of the worst, that they 
are very dangerous, and that their re- 
lease would pose a threat to the United 
States. Some are, it is true. Some are 
probably the worst of the worst, but 
some aren’t. Some are people who were 
picked up by mistake. Some are people 
who were sold for a bounty. 

If you go into a wild place like Af- 
ghanistan and you let the word out 
that we will pay $5,000 for a terrorist 
and the McCoys are fighting the Hat- 
fields, the McCoys will turn in a Hat- 
field and say that he is a terrorist. 
Some of that happened. 

It is our job not to keep everybody in 
jail for life but to figure out who is 
who: who is the worst of the worst; who 
is innocent; who is there because of a 
mistake. 

Release those who are innocent; re- 
lease those who do not pose a threat; 
and release those who didn’t do any- 
thing. Simply getting up and repeating 
time after time on this floor that the 
people there are the worst of the worst 
doesn’t make it true. 

What kind of a system of justice or 
anything else is it where you say: We 
are going to hold forever, with no trial, 
people who we have already determined 
to pose no threat to the United States, 
who we have already determined have 
done nothing wrong, but we are going 
to hold them in jail forever because 
some of them are bad people—no trial, 
no proceeding, hold them in jail for- 
ever? 

By what right would we do that? How 
do we appear to all the countries and 
to all the people that we are trying to 
appeal to, saying our way is the rule of 
law, go with our way, don’t go with the 
Taliban, we are fair to people, they are 
not, and then we have people in jail 
forever with no hope of release, with no 
trial, no proceeding, nothing? That is 
what this bill is. 

This bill is un-American in the ex- 
treme. It is counterproductive because 
it gives the Taliban and everybody else 
the propaganda against us that we are 
a bunch of hypocrites, which we are if 
we pass bills like this, and we shouldn’t 
pass it. 

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Indiana (Mr. MESSER), my 
friend and colleague. 

Mr. MESSER. Mr. Speaker, first, I 
want to thank Chairman FORBES for 
his leadership on this issue and for his 
distinguished career here in Congress. 
The gentleman certainly will be 
missed. 

Mr. Speaker, some issues just boil 
down to common sense. Despite the 
rhetoric of my colleagues on the other 
side of the aisle, there is no evidence of 
Good Samaritan sweet peas being kept 
at Guantanamo Bay. 
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Common sense would tell you that it 
is a very bad idea to bring the world’s 
worst criminals to America’s shore. It 
is an equally bad idea to release them. 
That is why I rise today in support of 
H.R. 5351, a bill that would stop the 
transfer of individuals detained at the 
United States Naval Station at Guan- 
tanamo Bay, Cuba. 

Last Sunday, our Nation recognized 
the 15th anniversary of the worst at- 
tack on U.S. soil, an attack where we 
lost nearly 3,000 American lives. That 
tragic event marked the beginning of a 
war against terrorists who espouse rad- 
ical Islam. Since then, Guantanamo 
Bay has been instrumental in detaining 
enemy combatants engaged in that 
war. 

Today, there are 61 suspected terror- 
ists remaining at GTMO. They are 
largely regarded as the worst of the 
worst. They are the folks that no other 
country would take—too dangerous to 
transfer, the most dangerous criminals 
in the world. But the President wants 
to release these terrorists or, worse 
yet, bring them to American soil, put- 
ting Americans at risk. That is a really 
bad idea, and we can’t, in good con- 
science, let that happen. That is why 
we have had bipartisan support for 
keeping GTMO open in the past. There 
are simply not enough standards in 
place to make these transfers without 
endangering American lives. 

I am proud of the leadership of my 
colleague, JACKIE WALORSKI, on this 
important issue, and I urge my col- 
leagues to stop any reckless transfers 
of terrorists to American soil. Not one 
American life is worth the risk. 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself 30 seconds to 
say, regrettably, the previous gen- 
tleman is simply wrong. He said that 
America would not arrest as a terrorist 
someone who turned out not to be a 
terrorist. The facts are simply clear 
that that is just not the case. It is not 
that we are doing anything malicious. 
It is a complicated and difficult job. As 
Mr. NADLER pointed out, there is a lot 
to sort out. 

It is not even in dispute that we have 
arrested and incarcerated people be- 
cause we thought they were terrorists 
and found out that we were wrong. 
That is not debated. A number of them 
have been released. 

So to say that, well, if we arrested 
them and put them in there, they must 
be bad and they can’t be sent out is 
precisely what is wrong with the think- 
ing behind this piece of legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, I have no 
further requests for time. I am pre- 
pared to close, and I reserve the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I have no further speakers, 
and I yield myself the balance of my 
time. 
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Mr. Speaker, the most interesting 
thing about this debate is that, as we 
have moved on from speaker to speak- 
er, the proponents of this legislation 
keep saying the same things over and 
over again that simply are not true. 
Again, I just want to close by saying I 
wish we could debate this on the actual 
facts, on what is in front of us. 

There certainly is an argument to be 
made that we should err on the side of 
just locking them up no matter what. I 
think that is the wrong argument. I 
think Mr. NADLER has very clearly ar- 
ticulated why, as a country, we 
shouldn’t do that, we shouldn’t pick 
people up and say, if there is any possi- 
bility we might be wrong, we are just 
going to take away your freedom and 
lock you up without due process. It is 
a violation of the fundamental prin- 
ciples of our country. We could at least 
have that debate. 

But we keep hearing a number of 
things that simply are not correct. 
Number one, this is just the President 
trying to fulfill a campaign promise to 
close down Guantanamo Bay and get 
everybody out of there before he leaves 
office. That is completely wrong. There 
are 41 people at Guantanamo Bay who 
this administration has said under no 
circumstances are they transferable. 
Those are the worst of the worst, and 
they are not talking about transferring 
them. What we are talking about are 
the 20 people who have been deemed 
transferable. 

Then we have the argument, well, 
gosh, they wouldn’t be in there if they 
hadn’t done something wrong. As we 
all know, law enforcement occasionally 
makes mistakes. So that is not correct 
either. These 20 people have been ex- 
amined and deemed to be transferable, 
and we should not hold them because 
the 41 other people who happen to be 
there are really bad people. That is 
not, again, according to the way that 
we should do justice in our country. 

So this is not about closing Guanta- 
namo. We have had that debate numer- 
ous times, and I have lost that debate 
on the House floor. I understand that. 
This is about the Obama administra- 
tion doing what the Bush administra- 
tion should have done in the first 
place, which was to be a lot more care- 
ful about whom you put in there; and 
then once they are in there, examine 
it, make sure you actually have suffi- 
cient evidence and these are people you 
need to hold. 

That is what the Obama administra- 
tion did in 2009 with the 242 inmates 
who were being detained at Guanta- 
namo. They determined that some of 
them were there incorrectly and were 
transferable. That is what we are talk- 
ing about. 
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This bill would stop that. This bill 
would say basically that President 
Obama is not actually President in this 
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area for the rest of his term. That is 
wrong. He got elected and he ought to 
be able to make those decisions. 

I will also say in this area, he has 
proven to be vastly more careful than 
his predecessor. Again, the recidivism 
rate of those released in 2009 is 5.6 per- 
cent. Prior to that, that number was 
closer to 30. So a process was put in 
place that actually did work, and we 
ought to respect that process and not 
restrict the President’s ability to basi- 
cally do justice. 

Finally, I just want to say, as has 
been noted a couple of times, Mr. 
FORBES will be leaving our committee. 
I have enjoyed serving with him during 
my time. He is—as Stephen Colbert 
would say—a worthy opponent, and I 
enjoy that. We have had a lot of great 
debates on the committee. I am very, 
very sorry to see him go. I thank him 
also for his service. We have worked in 
a very bipartisan fashion on a number 
of issues and upheld, I think very, very 
well, the bipartisan tradition of the 
House Armed Services Committee. So I 
have enjoyed serving with him. I appre- 
ciate that service. I wish him the best 
of luck in the future. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, could I 
inquire as to how much time I have re- 
maining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Virginia has 14 minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, let me, first of all, say 
I have enormous respect for the rank- 
ing member, and he has done an admi- 
rable job today, as he always does, of 
defending the President and the Presi- 
dent’s actions in Guantanamo Bay. 

Unfortunately, the President’s ac- 
tions in Guantanamo Bay have not 
been quite as admirable. We have heard 
throughout the discussion today sev- 
eral catchphrases. We have heard that 
we wanted to discuss what was actu- 
ally true. We wanted to discuss what 
the facts actually were. We talked 
about this incredible vetting process 
this administration had. We talked 
about the need to have a process and to 
have that process work before they 
took action. We have heard the phrase, 
We don’t want to turn the American 
justice system on its ears. And we have 
also heard that, We don’t want to hold 
up the process for a few months be- 
cause that could be problematic. 

Mr. Speaker, let me try to take us 
back a little bit and put some facts 
around this whole debate as to why we 
got here in the first place. The reality 
of this situation is that this adminis- 
tration, before they ever took office, 
before the President ever raised his 
hand and took the oath, before any 
cabinet members were appointed, or 
before anybody had been placed in his 
administration, this President and this 
Vice President made a commitment to 
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close Guantanamo Bay before they 
ever went down there and actually in- 
vestigated and looked at what was 
there. 

The other situation is that when they 
made that promise, they had made no 
vetting process. They had no process in 
place. 

The other fact, Mr. Speaker, is that 
when this President raised that hand 
and took that oath, the former admin- 
istration that my good friend, the 
ranking member, has talked about how 
terrible they were, they had a pros- 
ecutor and a team of prosecutors who 
were prosecuting some of the worst ter- 
rorists this country had ever seen. 
Most Americans don’t know the names 
of the people in Guantanamo Bay, but 
they know we had co-conspirators in 
9/11 who were sitting down there, and 
that former administration had a pros- 
ecutorial team who had gone through 
months after months after months 
with a stack of motions this high, and 
that prosecutor said to anyone who 
would go down there, including me and 
the former chairman of the committee, 
Ike Skelton, that he would have had 
guilty verdicts or guilty pleas by those 
co-conspirators within 6 months. 

When this administration came in 
with their great vetting and their great 
process without talking to that pros- 
ecutor, without looking at that at all, 
he disbanded that entire prosecution, 
terminated that prosecutor, termi- 
nated that entire team. And, to this 
day, no one on that side of the aisle 
can even tell us when they are going to 
have convictions on those conspirators 
of the worst terrorists this country has 
ever seen. 

When I hear the President and the 
Vice President stand up and say, We 
haven’t given up on the promise to 
close Guantanamo Bay, I listen and I 
listen and I listen to deafness for the 
President or the Vice President to say, 
We haven’t given up on getting convic- 
tions of the worst terrorists in the 
United States. 

So when I look at Guantanamo Bay 
and I hear, We are not really going to 
close it, forget what the President is 
saying, forget what the Vice President 
is saying, they don’t really mean they 
want to close Guantanamo Bay. All 
they want to do is bring those terror- 
ists to the United States. 

We have stood on this floor and 
fought that for 8 years, and here is the 
reason. Because let me ask which of 
you want those terrorists brought to 
your community with every single act 
of terrorism we are seeing now and the 
repercussions of that? Because the mo- 
ment you put them in your community 
in any jail or any prison, it is not a 
matter of whether we can hold them 
there, but you have just put a target on 
every school, every business, every 
mall in that community. When you 
talk about justice and you talk about 
fairness, we just believe that is wrong. 


So when you talk about just giving a 
little more time to the President for a 
few months, doesn’t it make a little bit 
of sense that if this administration was 
given the time to come in and stop the 
prosecution of the worst terrorists the 
United States has ever seen, that 
maybe, just maybe we ought to have a 
temporary hold and let the next Presi- 
dent, whoever that President might be, 
have a few months to determine before 
we release these terrorists whether or 
not they want to prosecute them and 
they really want to bring them to a 
conviction instead of just talking 
about it for 8 years? 

Let me close, Mr. Speaker, with this. 
Years ago, when I stood on this floor on 
one of the first motions we had, it was 
a motion to recommit for the defense 
authorization bill to stop this adminis- 
tration from bringing these detainees 
to the United States. My friend and 
chairman on the other side of the aisle, 
Ike Skelton, stood on the floor right 
where my good friend, Mr. SMITH, is 
sitting today, and Mr. Skelton said 
this: When it comes to terrorism, there 
shouldn’t be any light between the Re- 
publicans and the Democrats. And he 
supported that motion not to bring 
those terrorists to the United States. 

So, Mr. Speaker, today, after all of 
the rhetoric, it is a pretty simple deal, 
prosecute them if you want to pros- 
ecute them, but don’t fulfill some cam- 
paign promise of shutting down Guan- 
tanamo Bay and the impact that could 
have on these terrorists. 

And I would say, as my good friend, 
Ike Skelton, said today, there 
shouldn’t be any light between Repub- 
licans and Democrats when it comes to 
terrorists, but there certainly 
shouldn’t be any light in with any 
Member of this Congress when it comes 
to defending and protecting the United 
States from these terrorists who have 
one goal in mind, and that is to kill 
Americans. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge all Members to 
support this bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time 
for debate has expired. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 863, 
the previous question is ordered on the 
bill, as amended. 

The question is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 244, nays 
174, not voting 13, as follows: 
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Abraham 
Aderholt 
Aguilar 
Allen 
Amodei 
Ashford 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bera 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 

Bos 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bra 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 

Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 

Den 
DeSantis 
Diaz-Balart 
Dol 
Donovan 
Duffy 

Duncan (SC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 

Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 

Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 

Gibbs 

Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 

Gowdy 
Graham 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 


Adams 
Amash 

Bass 

Beatty 
Becerra 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
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[Roll No. 520] 


YEAS—244 


Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Jolly 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Katko 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Knight 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palmer 
Paulsen 


NAYS—174 


Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 
F 


Brady (PA) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 


Pearce 
Perry 
Pittenger 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 

Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 

Rice (SC) 
Rigell 

Roby 

Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Russell 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Vela 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 

Yoho 

Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 


Capuano 
Cardenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 


September 15, 2016 


Cicilline Huffman Payne 
Clark (MA) Israel Pelosi 
Clarke (NY) Jackson Lee Perlmutter 
Clay Jeffries Peters 
Cleaver Johnson (GA) Peterson 
Clyburn Johnson, E. B. Pingree 
Cohen Jones Pocan 
Connolly Kaptur Polis 
Conyers Keating Price (NC) 
Cooper Kelly (IL) 
Courtney Kennedy pe 
y angel 
Crowley Kildee Rice (NY) 
Cummings Kilmer f 
A R Richmond 
Davis (CA) Kind Roybal-Allard 
Davis, Danny Kuster oy a. Ar 
DeFazio Langevin Ruiz 
DeGette Larsen (WA) Rush 
Delaney Larson (CT) Ryan (OH) K 
DeLauro Lawrence Sanchez, Linda 
DelBene Lee T. 
DeSaulnier Levin Sarbanes 
Deutch Lewis Schakowsky 
Dingell Lieu, Ted Schiff 
Doggett Loebsack Schrader 
Doyle, Michael Lofgren Serrano 
F. Lowenthal Sewell (AL) 
Duckworth Lowey Sherman 
Duncan (TN) Lujan Grisham Sires 
Edwards (NM) Slaughter 
Ellison Lujan, Ben Ray Smith (WA) 
Engel (NM) Speier 
Eshoo Lynch Swalwell (CA) 
Esty Maloney, Takano 
Farr Carolyn Thompson (CA) 
Foster Massie Thompson (MS) 
Frankel (FL) Matsui Titus 
Fudge McCollum Tonko 
Gabbard McDermott Torres 
Gallego McGovern T 
Garamendi McNerney Songas 
Grayson Meeks Van Hollen 
Green, Al Meng Vargas 
Green, Gene Moore Veasey 
Grijalva Moulton Velazquez 
Gutiérrez Murphy (FL) Visclosky 
Hahn Nadler Walz 
Hastings Napolitano Wasserman 
Heck (WA) Neal Schultz 
Higgins Nolan Waters, Maxine 
Himes Norcross Watson Coleman 
Hinojosa O’Rourke Welch 
Honda Pallone Wilson (FL) 
Hoyer Pascrell Yarmuth 
NOT VOTING—13 
Brown (FL) Hardy Sanchez, Loretta 
Costa Johnson, Sam Scott (VA) 
DesJarlais Labrador Young (AK) 
Ellmers (NC) Palazzo 
Fincher Pitts 
1035 


Mrs. DINGELL, Mr. BISHOP of Geor- 


gia, and Mr. AL GREEN of Texas 
changed their vote from ‘‘yea’’ to 
“nay.” 


So the bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

Stated for: 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 
520 | was present on the House Floor and 
used my voting card to register a “yes” vote 
on H.R. 5351, To prohibit the transfer of any 
individual detained at United States Naval Sta- 
tion, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba. Due to a mal- 
function in the voting device, my “yes” vote 
was not recorded. Had | been present, | would 
have voted “yes.” 


EE 


LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 
(Mr. HOYER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 
Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
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MCCARTHY), the majority leader, for 
giving us the schedule. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, on Monday, no votes 
are expected in the House. 

On Tuesday, the House will meet at 
noon for morning hour and 2 p.m. for 
legislative business. Votes will be post- 
poned until 6:30. 

On Wednesday and Thursday, the 
House will meet at 10 a.m. for morning 
hour and noon for legislative business. 

On Friday, the House will meet at 9 
a.m. for legislative business. 

Mr. Speaker, the House will consider 
a number of suspensions next week, a 
complete list of which will be an- 
nounced by close of business tomorrow. 

The House will also consider H.R. 
3438, the REVIEW Act, sponsored by 
Representative TOM MARINO, which en- 
sures that new agency rules that place 
$1 billion or more in costs on the econ- 
omy will not take effect until after any 
litigation over the rule is resolved. 

Additionally, the House will consider 
H.R. 5719, the Empowering Employees 
through Stock Ownership Act, spon- 
sored by Representative ERIK PAULSEN. 
This critical bill, which is part of the 
Innovation Initiative, gives startups 
the opportunity to attract the talent 
necessary to advance innovation and 
grow the economy. 

The House will also consider two im- 
portant bills related to Iran. The first 
is H.R. 5461, the Iranian Leadership 
Asset Transparency Act, sponsored by 
Representative BRUCE POLIQUIN. It re- 
quires the Treasury Department to re- 
port on the total assets of senior Ira- 
nian and political and military leaders 
and make that information public on 
their Web site. 

The second, H.R. 5931, the Prohib- 
iting Future Ransom Payments to Iran 
Act, sponsored by Representative ED 
ROYCE, will prohibit all cash payments, 
including dead-of-night ransom pay- 
ments, and ensure transparency in con- 
gressional review of any future settle- 
ments with Iran. 

Now, finally, Mr. Speaker, as we ap- 
proach the end of September, Members 
are advised that additional items are 
possible, including legislation to fund 
the government. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 
for his comments. 

Mr. Speaker, the legislation we will 
be considering next week, I am sure, 
has support in a number of quarters. 
The majority leader mentioned, in the 
last line, that we will be considering ef- 
forts to fund the government, the so- 
called continuing resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, as the Speaker knows 
and the House knows, we have not 
passed any appropriation bills through 
the Congress and sent them to the 
President, nor have we adopted a budg- 
et. In the absence of both of those, cer- 
tainly in the former, we need to have a 
funding of government passed by Sep- 
tember 30th. 


12745 


I ask the majority leader, therefore, 
Mr. Speaker, if the majority leader has 
any knowledge of the status of the CR, 
either in this House moving forward or 
in the other body. 

I yield to the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia. 

Mr. MCCARTHY. I thank the gen- 
tleman for yielding. 

Yes, we are continuing discussions on 
the appropriation process and how to 
ensure the government is funded after 
September 30th. As soon as it is fin- 
ished, Members will be advised when 
floor action is scheduled. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the majority leader for that. 

Let me say that I would hope, given 
the fact that we have a maximum of 
eight or nine legislative days left be- 
fore the end of the fiscal year, end of 
the September 30 fiscal year, that the 
CR hopefully will be a document on 
which we have consensus on all its 
parts. 

The majority leader, I am sure, Mr. 
Speaker, has heard the same kinds of 
rumors I have heard, which is not un- 
usual, that the Senate may pass a CR 
and then decide their work, at least 
prior to the election, is done. 

If that is the case, or, in any event, 
whether it is the case or not, and we 
initiate a bill, it will be critically im- 
portant that that bill be a bill that can 
be supported by both sides. 

So I look forward to working with 
the majority leader to ensure that 
when a CR is brought to the floor, ei- 
ther a Senate bill—which will be a 
House bill amended by the Senate, I 
presume—or a House bill, that we have 
agreement, Mr. Majority Leader, on 
the component parts of that continuing 
resolution so we do not put at risk the 
shutting down of the government of 
the United States. I don’t know wheth- 
er the gentleman wants to respond at 
all. 

I yield to the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia. 


1045 


Mr. McCARTHY. I look forward to 
working with the gentleman. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman. 

In addition to the CR, which is nec- 
essary to fund government, we have a 
crisis in America, a health crisis. We 
spent a lot of time talking about it last 
time. We won’t spend a long time, but 
Zika continues to be a real challenge. 
We have continuing incidents. The 
moral and fiscal costs of not addressing 
this issue are of great magnitude, great 
seriousness. 

Can the gentleman tell me whether 
he believes that sufficient resources to 
respond to the Zika crisis will be in- 
cluded in the CR or whether it may be 
a freestanding bill that we could reach 
consensus on and send to the Presi- 
dent? 

I yield to my friend. 

Mr. McCARTHY. I thank the gen- 
tleman for yielding. 
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The gentleman is correct that this is 
a crisis before us. The gentleman and I 
have worked on this issue when it first 
arose, putting individuals into com- 
mittee and looking at what we needed 
to accomplish. This House actually 
acted and acted early. 

Your question is: Would it be com- 
bined with the continuing resolution? I 
believe that is what we would see, 
along with the continuing resolution to 
solve this challenge with Zika. Unfor- 
tunately, it has been stuck in the Sen- 
ate. In the conversations I have been 
having with the other house, I am very 
hopeful that that will get done. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the majority 
leader, Mr. Speaker. 

I would reiterate, Mr. Speaker, the 
observation that I made last week, 
that the Senate has, in fact, passed a 
Zika response with 68 votes. And if the 
Senate fails to move legislation, the 
majority leader—and I share his view— 
hopes it will be included in a con- 
tinuing resolution. In the event that 
does not occur, I would urge the major- 
ity leader, Mr. Speaker, to consider 
putting a House bill in which reflects 
the Senate compromise supported by 
more than two-thirds of the Senate and 
a bill which I represented to the major- 
ity leader last week—but I want to rep- 
resent again—I can’t say unanimously 
but overwhelmingly, with well over 180 
votes, in my view, we would support. 

I give that information, Mr. Speaker, 
to the majority leader so that he will 
know that in the event we have not re- 
sponded in the CR that I believe the 
Senate-passed legislation incorporated 
into a House bill and brought to the 
floor can pass on suspension and may 
well even be able to pass on unanimous 
consent. I don’t know that that is the 
case, but it certainly could pass on sus- 
pension. I would urge him to consider 
that as an alternative available to us 
to respond so that we do not have the 
situation which we had in July of leav- 
ing town for 7 weeks without having 
addressed this crisis that confronts the 
health of our people. 

Mr. Speaker, let me indicate that we 
have a number of other pieces of legis- 
lation that I would last like to ask the 
majority leader about. There are ru- 
mors that our schedule is going to be 
over in the next few weeks. I don’t 
know. The Senate was planning on 
going presumably to the first week of 
October. I don’t know that they are 
going to do that. We are planning to go 
to the end of September. 

There are a number of other pieces of 
legislation which I think need to be ad- 
dressed. We continue to be very con- 
cerned about our failure to respond to 
the Flint crisis. The mayor of Flint 
was in my office yesterday. They are 
still drinking bottled water because 
the water in their pipes that is being 
delivered to their homes is still unfit 
for human consumption unless a filter 
is in place and unless that filter is 
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working efficiently and effectively. We 
really need to, I think, help on that. 

With respect to opioids, we passed a 
piece of legislation that was, Mr. 
Speaker, a bipartisan piece of legisla- 
tion. We continue to believe, however, 
the resources to carry out the policies 
included in the authorizing bill need to 
be addressed. 

Lastly, Mr. Speaker—I mentioned 
this before—we continue to urge that 
in light of the scourge of gun violence 
in America that we take up two bills 
sponsored by the former chairman, Re- 
publican chairman of the Committee 
on Homeland Security. They are not 
Democratic bills, although Democrats 
support the bills and are cosponsors of 
the bill, but they are PETER KING’s 
bills to provide greater safety. 

First of all, Mr. Speaker, we have 
adopted the premise that background 
checks are a good thing. We require 
background checks. The problem is, we 
don’t require background checks in 
every instance of a transfer of a weap- 
on from seller to buyer. The problem 
with that, of course, is if you want to 
buy a gun for a nefarious purpose, one 
would assume you are not going to go 
and have your background checked. 
You will find some other way to pur- 
chase that gun. We would hope that 
bill would be brought to the floor. 

The second bill that Mr. KING has, of 
course, seems to us to be a very reason- 
able piece of legislation, which simply 
says, if you are judged too dangerous 
to fly on our airplanes, you ought to be 
too dangerous as well to buy weapons 
to injure people in our country; we 
think you are too dangerous to go on 
an airplane and that you might injure 
people in that fashion. 

I would urge, Mr. Majority Leader, 
Mr. Speaker, before we leave before the 
election, two things, that we bring 
those to the floor and we carry out— 
and I want to repeat again because I 
think it is important. Speaker PAUL 
RYAN said on October 29, 2015, just a 
year ago: ‘‘We will not duck the tough 
issues; we will take them head on... 
we should not hide our disagreements. 
We should embrace them. We have 
nothing to fear from honest disagree- 
ments honestly stated.” 

Mr. Speaker, I share that view. I 
think the bills that I have mentioned— 
Flint, opioids, gun violence, and cer- 
tainly Zika, and, yes, there are oth- 
ers—ought to be brought to this floor, 
and the House ought to work its will. I 
would hope that in the next few days 
that are available to us that the major- 
ity leader, Mr. Speaker, gives careful 
consideration to bringing those pieces 
of legislation to the floor. 

In the gun violence case, the polls re- 
flect that over 85 percent—and in one 
case over 90 percent—of Americans sup- 
port those pieces of legislation. They 
would pass, Mr. Speaker, overwhelm- 
ingly. The only reason they haven’t 
passed—the only reason they haven’t 
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passed—contrary to the statement that 
we will not duck the tough issues, said 
by Speaker RYAN just about a year ago, 
the only reason they haven’t passed is 
because they have not been brought to 
the floor. I would urge, Mr. Speaker, 
the majority leader consider that. 

Mr. MCCARTHY. I thank the gen- 
tleman for his advice. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 


—— 


ADJOURNMENT FROM THURSDAY, 
SEPTEMBER 15, 2016, TO MONDAY, 
SEPTEMBER 19, 2016 


Mr. MCCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourns today, it adjourn to 
meet at 2 p.m. on Monday, September 
19, 2016, and that the order of the House 
of January 5, 2016, regarding morning- 
hour debate not apply on that day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
MoonrEy of West Virginia). Is there ob- 
jection to the request of the gentleman 
from California? 

There was no objection. 


EE 


REMEMBERING THE LATE 
HONORABLE MARK TAKAI 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan- 
uary 6, 2015, the gentlewoman from Ha- 
waii (Ms. GABBARD) is recognized for 60 
minutes as the designee of the minor- 
ity leader. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Ms. GABBARD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 days in which to revise and ex- 
tend their remarks and to include ex- 
traneous material on the subject of my 
Special Order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
woman from Hawaii? 

There was no objection. 

Ms. GABBARD. Mr. Speaker, we are 
holding this Special Order today to 
honor our colleague and friend, Mark 
Takai. Many of our colleagues are here 
to share their own memories and re- 
membrances of our friend. 

In Hawaii, the word ‘‘aloha’’ holds a 
very special place in our hearts. It is a 
word that we use every day to say hello 
and good-bye, but, in saying that word, 
we are actually conveying a much 
deeper meaning. In the deepest and tru- 
est sense of the word, aloha means I 
come to you with an open heart and 
offer you my deepest respect, love, and 
care. It is a word that describes a way 
of life. Living aloha brings people to- 
gether regardless of their unique back- 
grounds or things like age, race, reli- 
gion, or social class. 

This open heart, this spirit of aloha, 
is what I think of when I think of my 
colleague, my fellow soldier, and my 
friend, Mark Takai, because he carried 
this aloha spirit with him wherever he 
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went. He shared it with everyone that 
he came into contact with. 

During a celebration of Mark’s life 
held in his hometown of Pearl City on 
Oahu just a few weeks ago—this is the 
community that he served for over 20 
years as a State legislator—I heard 
from one of Mark’s high school teach- 
ers named Mike, who shared her 
amazement that not only was Mark a 
great student, not only was he an all- 
American swimmer, but he would 
spend his free time doing things like 
organizing voter registration drives 
and get-out-the-vote parades in his 
neighborhood, encouraging his commu- 
nity to make sure that their voice was 
heard. 

As a student at the University of Ha- 
waii at Manoa, Mark was a leader 
among his peers, one of whom is here 
today, our colleague, Congresswoman 
TAMMY DUCKWORTH. He served as presi- 
dent of the Associated Students of the 
University of Hawaii at Manoa, was a 
champion on the varsity team for 4 
years, and was editor in chief of the 
campus newspaper, Ka Leo O Hawaii. 

I recently had an intern in my dis- 
trict office who is a part of ASUH, and 
he told me about how the University of 
Hawaii student government members 
today tell stories of the legends of 
Mark Takai’s courage and leadership 
as student president, taking on dif- 
ficult issues like sexual harassment 
and assault, resulting in his being sued 
by the University of Hawaii professors 
union. But no matter the challenge, 
the difficulty, or the obstacle, the leg- 
ends are true; Mark Takai never 
backed down. 

At age 27, he was elected to the Ha- 
waii State House of Representatives, 
representing his hometown of Pearl 
City and neighboring Aiea from 1994 to 
2014. In 2002, I was elected to the State 
House where I first got to know him, 
learning of his commitment and pas- 
sion for the University of Hawaii, and 
his and Sami’s love for all things Dis- 
ney, showing me the memorabilia they 
brought home from the Disney parks 
they visited around the world, and 
sharing copies of the cookbook he dis- 
tributed throughout his Pearl City dis- 
trict, always making time, always 
ready with a helpful tip and a helping 
hand. 

In 2014, after a hard-fought campaign, 
Mark came here and joined us in Con- 
gress, representing the First Congres- 
sional District of Hawaii. While here, 
he served on the Committee on Armed 
Services, as well as the Committee on 
Small Business, working hard always, 
putting first and foremost his constitu- 
ents. Even after he was diagnosed and 
going through treatment, he was al- 
ways there attending his committee 
hearings, doing things that no one real- 
ly expected he would do. 

I was amazed, during our annual 
NDAA marathon markup session that 
often lasts over 16 straight hours, Mark 
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was there in the wee hours of the 
morning passing out the Hawaii-made 
chocolate macadamia nuts to our col- 
leagues. 

For 17 years, while simultaneously 
fulfilling his responsibilities as an 
elected official, Mark also served as a 
citizen soldier in the Hawaii Army Na- 
tional Guard, where he earned the rank 
of lieutenant colonel, deployed to Ku- 
wait in support of Operation Iraqi 
Freedom, and served as president of the 
Hawaii Army National Guard Associa- 
tion. Because Mark had a master’s de- 
gree in public health, he came into the 
National Guard as a direct commis- 
sioned officer. What this meant in 
practical terms was he didn’t have to 
go through basic combat training or 
OCS. 


1100 


When I came back to Hawaii from my 
basic training in South Carolina, I was 
assigned to our medical command, the 
same unit as Mark. He was a first lieu- 
tenant. I was a private first class. As I 
was rendering him a salute, he would 
joke around, asking me to teach him 
how to render a proper salute and how 
to march in a formation because he 
never got to learn those through basic 
training. 

Mark was incredibly proud to wear 
the uniform. He was deeply committed 
to the National Guard, extremely ac- 
tive with the National Guard Associa- 
tion both in Hawaii and here in Wash- 
ington, always looking to find ways to 
support the institution and its service 
to our soldiers and airmen in Hawaii 
and across the country. 

I have heard from so many of Mark’s 
soldiers and peers in the Hawaii Guard 
who express disbelief that he is actu- 
ally gone and how much they truly val- 
ued the time they spent with him and 
served with him. 

Mark’s service to Hawaii and our Na- 
tion spans nearly a quarter century. 
His legacy of aloha and his commit- 
ment to service touched the lives of so 
many people along the way. 

All of the stories and remembrances 
we will hear today I think capture the 
essence of Mark, his heart for service, 
his spirit of aloha, his love for God, his 
love for his family, and caring and 
sharing aloha with everyone. 

To our colleagues here today to share 
their memories of Mark, thank you for 
opening your hearts as we honor and 
remember and say aloha to our dear 
friend. 

To Mark’s staff, thank you for being 
strong, for serving Mark and our State 
of Hawaii, and continuing to serve the 
people of Hawaii through this difficult 
time. 

Finally, I would like to recognize 
Mark’s family, who have just arrived 
here in the gallery. I would like to rec- 
ognize Mark’s wife, Sami; his children, 
Matthew and Kaila; his parents, Erik 
and Naomi; and his siblings, Nadine, 
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Nikki, and Ross, all of whom have been 
incredibly generous in sharing their 
time and opening their family to all of 
us, to people across the State of Ha- 
waii, and yesterday during the beau- 
tiful and historic service that was held 
in Mark’s honor. 

I want you to know that you were al- 
ways with him wherever he went. He 
was always speaking about you proud- 
ly. You were the light of his life. 

Mahalo, Mark, for the lasting impact 
that you had on all of us, for sharing 
your aloha with us, and for dedicating 
your life to the service of others. 

I yield to the gentlewoman from 
Florida (Ms. GRAHAM). 

Ms. GRAHAM. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentlewoman for loaning me her lei 
and hosting this Special Order in honor 
of our colleague and friend, the late 
Congressman Mark Takai of Hawaii. 

I was fortunate to develop a very 
close friendship with Mark, as we were 
part of the same freshman class elected 
in 2014, and sat next to each other on 
the House Armed Services Committee. 

In the panhandle of Florida, the area 
I represent, we have an attitude toward 
life we call ‘‘The North Florida Way.” 
It means we care about public service, 
we take care of our neighbors, and we 
do what is right. And even though the 
panhandle is about 5,000 miles from Ha- 
waii, The North Florida Way is a lot 
like the aloha spirit. 

As we have learned here today, Con- 
gressman Takai embodies the aloha 
spirit. As a public servant, he stands as 
a role model for all of us. He first ran 
for public office at 27 years old, and 
served 10 years in the Hawaii House of 
Representatives before coming to Con- 
gress. At the same time, he was also 
serving in the Hawaii National Guard, 
where, over 17 years, he earned the 
rank of lieutenant colonel and served 
in Operation Iraqi Freedom. 

Mark cared about his neighbors, rep- 
resenting the people of his State with 
distinction, and always cared about 
those around him, as a father, a hus- 
band, a friend, and a colleague. Sitting 
next to him in committee, he would al- 
ways greet me with a smile and a warm 
aloha. He cared about doing what was 
right, especially for his fellow service- 
members in the military. 

AS we remember Congressman Takai 
today, I hope we all continue to honor 
his memory and aloha spirit through- 
out the end of our own service. Let’s 
all honor him by practicing a little 
more of the aloha spirit every day. 

Let’s remember to represent our con- 
stituents, to care about each other, and 
to do what is right. That is what Mark 
always did, and that is what he would 
want us to do. 

Mark was a role model for us all, in 
and out of Congress. Our thoughts, 
prayers, and love are with his family. 

Ms. GABBARD. I yield to the gentle- 
woman from Guam (Ms. BORDALLO). 

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
to honor and celebrate the life of my 
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good friend, Congressman Mark Takai 
of Hawaii. 

Mark was a fierce advocate for the 
people of Hawaii and was a champion of 
issues important to the AAPI commu- 
nity. Prior to his two decades as a rep- 
resentative in the Hawaii State House, 
Mark briefly lived in Guam, my home, 
and attended school there, which 
helped to inform his perspectives on 
the unique challenges affecting the ter- 
ritories. 

Here in Congress, Mark was an em- 
bodiment of the aloha spirit. I worked 
with him on a number of issues impact- 
ing Guam, Hawaii, and the Pacific re- 
gion. AS a member of the House Armed 
Services Committee, I truly appre- 
ciated his insights and views, espe- 
cially his experiences as lieutenant 
colonel in the Hawaii Army National 
Guard. 

Mark’s passing creates a void in Con- 
gress that cannot be replaced, but his 
life and his legacy will forever live on 
in all of us who knew him and in the 
many public policies that he helped to 
enact to make life for all Americans 
better. 

On behalf of the people of Guam, I ex- 
tend my condolences to his wife, Sami; 
his children, Matthew and Kaila; and 
the entire Takai family. 

Mark, you will be deeply missed. As 
we say in Guam: Un Dangkulo na Si 
Yu’os Ma’ase, Mark. 

Ms. GABBARD. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from California (Mr. TED LIEU). 

Mr. TED LIEU of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise to speak about my 
friend, Mark Takai. 

We came in last year in the freshman 
class together. Through various ori- 
entation events, my wife, Betty, and 
our children had the honor of getting 
to know Mark’s family, Sami, Mat- 
thew, and Kaila. Having gone to his 
beautiful memorial ceremonies in Ha- 
waii and here, we had the honor of 
meeting Mark’s extended family. The 
grace and dignity with which they have 
handled this has been tremendous. 

I want to talk a little bit about 
Mark. He was a joy to be around. He 
was warm, he was happy, he was ener- 
getic, and he exemplifies the best of 
America. Having served in our Armed 
Forces, serving the State legislature 
and here in Congress, he always tried 
his best to represent Americans and do 
what he thought was best. 

I know we all dearly miss Mark. I 
know that when he said he is going to 
be fine and is going to be in heaven, a 
smile comes to my face when I think 
about Mark looking down at all of us 
and how happy he would be to see us 
here today. We all miss him dearly. 

Ms. GABBARD. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Maryland (Mr. HOYER), 
our esteemed minority whip. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentlewoman for taking this Spe- 
cial Order hour. 

We are all sad and lament the fact 
that an extraordinary human being 
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was taken from us far too early. I tell 
my colleagues, this picture says it all: 
that wonderful, warm, accepting, en- 
gaging aloha smile that is represented 
in this picture of our colleague, Mark 
Takai. 

I join my colleagues in celebrating 
and remembering a life well lived. 
Though he only served alongside us in 
this House for a short time, he made a 
big impact on us all with his kindness, 
his sincerity, and his intellect. All of 
us admired the steadfastness with 
which he fought for his constituents 
and the courage with which he fought 
his illness. All of us saw Mark on this 
floor, determined to serve his constitu- 
ents for as long as his health allowed 
him to do so. 

As was said yesterday, Mark did not 
greet us with any self-pity or any 
wringing of hands, but with a positive 
attitude to the end. I wasn’t with him 
at the very end, but my, how we were 
blessed to be with him for the short 
time that we had him. What an exam- 
ple he set for all of us to overcome ad- 
versity and welcome opportunities 
rather than focusing on that which he 
could not do. 

Not only was Mark an outstanding 
Member of Congress, he was, as has 
been said by his fellow officer, a war- 
rior willing to serve, to risk, and to 
save this great country, its democracy, 
and its people. 

As a lieutenant colonel in the Hawaii 
Army National Guard, he deployed on 
Active Duty to Kuwait in support of 
Operation Iraqi Freedom. He earned 
the Army’s Meritorious Service Medal 
for his achievements there. 

We all are standing here to speak of 
the meritorious service he gave right 
here. Yes, on the battlefield; yes, at the 
point of the spear; but right here as 
well. He drew on his experience in the 
Army as a veteran when he served as 
chairman of the House Committee on 
Veterans, Military, and International 
Affairs in the Hawaii legislature, and 
later as a member of the House Com- 
mittee on Armed Services here in Con- 
gress. 

A proud native of Hawaii, Mark dedi- 
cated his life and career to the people 
of his beloved State. He was elected to 
the Hawaii House of Representatives at 
the age of 27. Ican empathize with that 
because I was elected to the Maryland 
State Senate at the age of 27. We 
talked about that. Some have entered 
earlier, but that was pretty early. It 
gave us a great opportunity to serve. 

Mark believed strongly that every 
child deserves a chance to learn in a 
safe and nurturing environment. In my 
own State, there are 52 Judy Centers 
named after my late wife, who died al- 
most 20 years ago, that serve 3- and 4- 
year-old children. 

Mark had that same kind of compas- 
sion and concern and focus on making 
sure that young people received all 
that we could give them early in life so 
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that they could succeed later in life, as 
Mark Takai did so extraordinarily. 

I have other words that I will submit 
for the RECORD because there are so 
many of my colleagues who want to 
speak about Mark and their relation- 
ship to him, their respect for him, their 
love for him, and his love for us. 

I thank Congresswoman GABBARD for 
taking this hour, and I thank her for 
being such an example. Both of you de- 
fine aloha. 

God bless. 

Mr. Speaker, | join my colleagues today in 
remembering the life of our friend, Represent- 
ative Mark Takai, who lost his battle against 
cancer in July. 

Though he only served alongside us in this 
House for a short time, he made a big impact 
on us all with his kindness, his sincerity, and 
his intellect. 

All of us admired the steadfastness with 
which he fought for his constituents and the 
courage with which he fought his illness. 

Not only was Mark an outstanding member 
of Congress, he also served our nation in uni- 
form. 

As a lieutenant colonel in the Hawaii Army 
National Guard, he deployed on active duty to 
Kuwait in support of operation Iraqi Freedom, 
and he earned the Army’s Meritorious Service 
Medal for his achievements there. 

He drew on his experiences in the Army 
and as a veteran when he served as chairman 
of the House Committee on Veterans, Military, 
and International Affairs in the Hawaii Legisla- 
ture and later as a member of the House 
Committee on Armed Services here in Con- 
gress. 

A proud native of Hawaii, Mark dedicated 
his life and career to the people of his beloved 
state. 

Elected to the Hawaii House of Representa- 
tives at the age of twenty-seven, he spent two 
decades working hard to improve lives, 
strengthen communities, and bring jobs and 
opportunity to Hawaii. He championed edu- 
cation and fought for better schools. 

Mark believed strongly that every child de- 
serves a chance to learn in a safe and nur- 
turing environment. 

He stood up for Hawaii’s veterans and 
worked to combat homelessness among those 
who were coming home from war. 

Concerned about the dangers of climate 
change and rising sea levels, Mark did more 
than just support green energy through tax 
credits; he outfitted his own house with solar 
panels and drove an electric vehicle to show 
others how easy it is to live sustainably. 

When Mark ran for Congress in 2014 and 
won, all of us believed he would be making a 
difference here in Washington for many, many 
years ahead. 

He was one of those who loved being a leg- 
islator, who had the experience and talent to 
get things done in Congress. 

All of us are deeply saddened that our 
country lost Mark at such a young age, with 
surely many great achievements ahead. 

Losing a colleague is always difficult, but 
with Mark Takai it was more than that—we 
lost someone who had quickly become our 
friend, someone as warm as he was depend- 
able, as jovial as he was wise. 
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My thoughts continue to be with Mark’s wife 
Sami and their two children, Matthew and 
Kaila. 

My heart goes out to them and to the peo- 
ple of Hawaii’s first District he served so ably. 

| also offer my condolences again to Sen- 
ators SCHATZ and HIRONO and Representative 
TULSI GABBARD, Mark’s colleagues in the Ha- 
waii Congressional delegation, who worked 
closely with him every day. 

We will miss him dearly in the halls of Con- 
gress, and | thank Representative GABBARD 
for leading the effort to pay tribute to him in 
the United States House of Representatives 
today. 
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Ms. GABBARD. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentleman from California (Mr. 
TAKANO). 

Mr. TAKANO. Mahalo to my col- 
league from Hawaii, Congresswoman 
GABBARD, for the time. 

Mr. Speaker, on July 20, the world 
lost a kind man, this Congress lost a 
great leader, and many of us here lost 
a very dear friend. 

I didn’t expect to have this welling of 
emotion. 

Mark Takai represented everything 
America wants in a public servant. He 
was selfless, he was humble, and he was 
passionate about strengthening his 
community and protecting his country. 

He served 17 years in the Hawaii Na- 
tional Guard, including a deployment 
to Kuwait in support of Operation Iraqi 
Freedom. When he came home, he 
fought for the middle class and for the 
people of Hawaii. 

He will be remembered by me and 
many of us here for his incredible spir- 
it, which he bravely maintained 
through his illness. He will be remem- 
bered for his easy laugh, which brought 
joy to all those who knew him. And he 
spent a lifetime working to give a 
voice to those who struggled to be 
heard. 

If I may depart from my prepared re- 
marks for a moment, I remember going 
to Hawaii for his unofficial swearing-in 
in Honolulu with Leader PELOSI, and 
just seeing the outpouring of support 
from the people who elected him and 
the great hope in such a new young 
leader from the State of Hawaii, which 
has been going through great changes. 

Getting to know him here and watch- 
ing him, the losses that I feel are just 
that he was so full of potential. He 
loved Congress. He loved serving. He 
loved the potential to change this in- 
stitution into a better place. He 
reached out to Republicans, not a mean 
bone in his body. 

I hesitate to say this last part be- 
cause I can’t say the name of the res- 
taurant that we both went to in South- 
east, in that part of town, but it serves 
double-fried Korean chicken wings, and 
he thanked me very much that we 
could share it. He loved food. 

I feel very lucky to have called him a 
friend. I will miss him very much. 
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Thank you. Mahalo to you, Mark 
Takai, for having been my friend. 

Ms. GABBARD. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentleman from California (Mr. 


AGUILAR). 
Mr. AGUILAR. Mahalo, Ms. 
GABBARD. I appreciate the gentle- 


woman from Hawaii yielding to me to 
talk about my colleague and my friend 
Mark Takai. 

As I stand here in aloha attire, I am 
sure my colleague would admire my 
dress, yet shake his head at my tie. We 
do love our rules here in Congress, but 
even the Speaker acknowledged yester- 
day that Mark continually talked with 
him about the need to embrace the 
aloha spirit and to maybe, just maybe, 
relax our rules occasionally. 

Like many in our class, I met Mark 
during freshman orientation in Decem- 
ber of 2014, when we were both elected. 
Instantly, all of us gravitated to him. 
He was easy to love. 

As I reflect on the impact that he 
had on me, I am struck by four key 
things that you will continue to hear 
my colleagues share in their stories. 

First was his pleasant attitude, de- 
meanor, smile, and his full-hearted 
laugh. He had a deep concern for his 
colleagues, even as he battled his ill- 
ness. I can’t tell you the number of 
times he would sit right up here and we 
would talk about the bills and the 
issues of the day, and I would try to 
say something to make him laugh, and 
he would give that big smile and that 
full-throated laugh. He took a lot of 
pride in that. I am not sure there is 
anyone in this Chamber who didn’t 
enjoy spending time with Mark. He was 
just that special. 

Second was his pride in Hawaii and of 
his service in the military. Mark’s eyes 
never got bigger than when I told him 
that my wife, Alisha, and I were going 
to attend the 70th anniversary cere- 
mony in Hawaii aboard the USS Mis- 
souri, with a bipartisan delegation led 
by Mr. FORBES. He was so happy that I 
would get an opportunity to meet Ad- 
miral Harris, but also to see Oahu and 
to enjoy its beauty. 

He was the best mayor Oahu never 
had is the reality of the situation. 
Whether it was restaurants, beaches, 
hiking trails, military installations, he 
always had a suggestion of something 
you should see and do. 

We have to go—again, we can’t say 
the restaurant names. You have to go 
to “blank,” and he would tell you the 
restaurant’s name that started with a 
Z and he said was the President’s fa- 
vorite. And that turned into: Let’s go 
there right now. And so Sami and 
Alisha and I, we went to this res- 
taurant that is unique to Hawaii that 
Mark said was the President’s favorite. 
When you walked in with Mark, you 
were bound to be recognized because he 
knew everybody; and you were going to 
eat whatever he said, as well. 

Third was how driven and competi- 
tive he was. Don’t take that smile and 
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that laugh to mean that he was a push- 
over. He was absolutely driven to rep- 
resent his region and to do his job ef- 
fectively. He would quiz me on the poli- 
tics of my district, asking me ques- 
tions about my race and giving me ad- 
vice. He would talk about his own race 
and races in the past, and it was clear 
that he wasn’t a pushover when it came 
to politics and fighting for his commu- 
nities. 

But he always had a plan, and that 
wasn’t ever more evident than when he 
stayed on the floor just about the en- 
tire day, State of the Union Day 2015, 
to get a prime seat for the State of the 
Union. I still have the photo—I looked 
at it last night—of him directly behind 
Leader PELOSI. She was next to Whip 
HOYER, and he is beside JOHN LEWIS. 
Mark was a freshman, sitting right 
there within camera-shot, wearing his 
lei, and he wanted everyone back home 
to know he had arrived. It was bril- 
liant. 

The last point was about his family. 
He truly loved his family and his faith. 
As fathers spending a significant 
amount of time away from our two 
kids, we talked about them often, how 
proud we were of them, how much we 
missed them, and how we used tech- 
nology to try to fill the void in commu- 
nication. Attending weekend sporting 
events for swimming and soccer for 
Matthew and Kaila, even if it meant 
traveling and being home for only 30 
hours, he wanted to do it. He wanted to 
be there. He wanted to be present. 

Your dad loved you so, so much, and 
he talked about you so, so often. 

Sami, I don’t know how you do it. 
But he would comment on that. He 
would look at me, and we would be 
huddled in the back back there, and he 
would say: We wouldn’t be able to do 
anything without our wives. And I said: 
Yeah, of course. We know that. He 
says: No, no, no. I mean you should 
know that. You should send a text mes- 
sage or something to Alisha right now. 

We spent a relatively short amount 
of time with him here in Washington, 
D.C., but he touched our lives and was 
a source of strength and humor. I will 
always remember his spirit, his faith, 
and his commitment to his commu- 
nity. 

Aloha, friend. 

Ms. GABBARD. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentlewoman from California 
(Ms. PELOSI), our leader. 

Ms. PELOSI. What a beautiful pic- 
ture of Mark. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank Congresswoman 
GABBARD for bringing us together in 
this Special Order to salute a very spe- 
cial person, our colleague, Mark Takai. 

It is a solemn privilege for all of us 
today to give voice to the sorrow of the 
U.S. Congress at the passing of our col- 
league and dear friend. We have lost 
someone truly special, a person who 
held the respect and friendship of col- 
leagues on both sides of the aisle, on 
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both sides of the Capitol, up and down 
Pennsylvania Avenue. 

In fact, the President himself paid 
tribute to Mark when he died. He said: 
“Michelle and I were saddened to learn 
of the passing of Representative Mark 
Takai. 

“Mark was always a fighter,” the 
President said. “It’s the spirit he 
brought to more than two decades of 
public service on behalf of the people of 
Hawaii. 

“He stood up for America’s most vul- 
nerable. He championed our troops and 
veterans, and proudly wore our Na- 
tion’s uniform. And his relentless push 
for cancer research inspired countless 
Americans fighting the same battle as 
him. 

“Simply put, our country is better 
off,” the President said, ‘‘our country 
is better off because of Mark’s con- 
tributions. He leaves a legacy of cour- 
age, of service, and of hope.” 

Michelle and he said: ‘‘Our thoughts 
and prayers are with Mark’s wife, 
Sami, their two children, and many 
friends and family.” 

Many of the friends and family are 
here today: Sami, of course; Matthew 
and Kaila; his parents, Mark’s parents, 
Erik and Naomi; his sister, Nadine; her 
husband, Ronnie, and daughter Nelani; 
his sister, Nikki; his brother, Ross; his 
father-in-law, Gary Kai; and all of the 
people of Hawaii who may be watching 
this, certainly all of our colleagues. 

He was effective from the start, I 
think, because he was such an experi- 
enced legislator, 20 years in the Hawaii 
Legislature, and that made him, with 
his energy and as our colleague, Mr. 
AGUILAR said, his competitiveness. 

Who but a competitive soul, and an 
imaginative one, would be bringing 
leis—I guess it is lei, singular is plu- 
ral—to Selma to match what happened 
in the sixties, when Martin Luther 
King and our colleague JOHN LEWIS 
wore leis in the march. And who but he 
would, only a few weeks in Congress, 
decide that all these hundreds of lei 
would be sent from Hawaii for people 
to wear on the 50th anniversary of 
Selma. 

As I said yesterday in Statuary Hall, 
many of the Members were thinking, 
“Why didn’t I think of that?” but that 
is how Mark was. I don’t want to say 
competitive, but nonetheless. 

As far as his seating here, Mr. 
AGUILAR, I was privileged to appoint 
him as a part of the escort committee. 
Because of the President’s origins in 
Hawaii, I wanted Hawaii to be rep- 
resented on the escort committee; but 
as you said, he exploited the oppor- 
tunity, and we were glad that he did. 

I really wish that he were here, but I 
wish that everyone could have seen 
him on our codel to Asia. Congress- 
woman MATSUI did, and others. We 
were in Burma, Cambodia, Korea, 
Japan, Vietnam. We began in Cali- 
fornia, came to Hawaii to be briefed at 
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the Pacific Command, to go on to Asia 
and then come back through Alaska. 

Now, here he was, a relatively new 
Member of Congress. This was like 
April of last year. He was in Congress 
maybe 3, 4 months, but he was on the 
Armed Services Committee, so he 
spoke with great authority because 
this was a security trip as well as a 
values, human rights trip and our eco- 
nomic interests trip. 

So I said to him—getting back to Mr. 
AGUILAR—I said to him: We are going 
to begin in California with some brief- 
ings, and then we will go to Hawaii, 
and then you will preside as we meet 
with the Pacific Command. So would 
you like to join us in California? 

He said: Would I like to join you in 
California? I could be home with Sami. 
I could have a night with Sami or I 
could be with all of you in California. I 
will meet you in Hawaii. 

It was very clear that any chance he 
got he wanted to be with his family. 

Certainly he, again, was part of the 
delegation. Only a few months in Con- 
gress, with such dignity, we forgot that 
he was a new Member of Congress. 
With great knowledge of our national 
security, with great diplomacy in how 
he conveyed his thoughts, and every 
place he went, he was beautifully re- 
ceived. I wish all of you could have 
seen how, especially in Japan, where 
they took special interest to embrace 
him as a Japanese American Member 
of Congress. 
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Everything he did, he did with excel- 
lence. He died as he had lived: loved 
and surrounded by family and friends, 
with great dignity and great courage. 
He used his time well—used his time 
well—and, again, understood what the 
opportunity of serving in Congress was, 
and he made an honorable contribu- 
tion. His service here brought luster to 
the Congress. 

It is a privilege to call him colleague 
for all of us, and an even bigger privi- 
lege to call him friend. In the Hawaiian 
way of family, he has bound us to- 
gether. We are all family. I hope that 
the Takai family knows that they have 
family always in the Congress of the 
United States. 

Ms. GABBARD. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentlewoman from American 
Samoa (Mrs. RADEWAGEN). 

Mrs. RADEWAGEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to celebrate the life of a 
truly good and humble man. 

In the time I had the pleasure of 
knowing Mark, I was able to call him 
not only a colleague, but also, proudly, 
a friend. 

Mark and I came to Congress in the 
same class almost 2 short years ago. 
Upon meeting Mark, I instantly knew 
that I had a new colleague that I could 
talk openly to, and I knew that he 
would always listen with an open mind. 
We also shared a mutual love and de- 
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sire to serve our constituents who also 
have so much in common, including a 
shared heritage. 

Mark’s heart was that of a public 
servant. Always willing to do whatever 
it took to best serve the people of Ha- 
waii, Mark set an example for us all on 
how to put our communities above our- 
selves and serve for the betterment of 
everyone. This includes his service in 
the United States Army National 
Guard, during which time he served as 
a medical officer in Operation Iraqi 
Freedom. 

I want to express my deepest condo- 
lences to Mark’s wife, Sami, his two 
children, Matthew and Kaila, and wish 
for them comfort during this difficult 
time. I know that they can take solace 
in the fact that Mark was a great man 
who will always be respected and re- 
vered not for what he did for himself, 
but what he did for others. 

I am grateful for the opportunity to 
talk about my friend, Mark. He will be 
dearly missed. 

I thank Representative GABBARD. 
God bless Mark, his family, and the 
United States. 

Ms. GABBARD. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE). 

Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Pennsyl- 
vania. Mr. Speaker, I thank my col- 
league, Ms. GABBARD, for her very elo- 
quent words yesterday. All the speak- 
ers did a remarkable job in a ceremony 
that was sad and poignant that really 
captured the spirit of who Mark was. 

In the Hawaiian Islands, there is a 
word for family. Forgive my pronuncia- 
tion—being from Pennsylvania—if I 
botch this, but I believe it is pro- 
nounced ohana. Ask anyone who lived 
or grew up there and they will tell you 
it is more than a word. It refers to not 
only your immediate family, but to ex- 
tended family and beyond, even to 
strangers that you may not know. It is 
a very unique and strong bond amongst 
the Hawaiian people who live there. 

I experienced that ohana firsthand 
when I met Mark and his family during 
our congressional orientation. Sami 
and my wife, Jenny, immediately bond- 
ed, as did Mark and I, and the way 
Matthew and Kaila played with our 
daughter, Abby. 

I have many memories of that ori- 
entation and I actually was looking at 
a number of the pictures last night re- 
flecting on Mark, reflecting on the 
ceremony yesterday, and preparing for 
today. 

As Leader PELOSI pointed out, this 
picture of Mark really captures his 
warmth, his spirit, and the way he ap- 
proached life. It inspires me, and I 
think all of us, to approach each and 
every day with a smile on our face no 
matter the difficulties of the moment 
or the seeming difficulties that in the 
larger scheme of things might not 
quite be as difficult or as important as 
we take them to be. 
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In this political crucible that we call 
Congress, Mark brought his personal 
sense of ohana to our body politic: his 
sense of understanding and willingness 
to find compromise where there often 
seemed to be none, his sense of seeing 
you as a friend with differences to 
work out and not as an adversary or an 
enemy, and his commitment to making 
sure we all found the common ground 
that so often eludes us. 

He was here a brief period of time, 
but he left his mark. Any of us may 
serve 2 years or 20 years or beyond. I 
don’t think each of us, though, will be 
able to say that we have actually left 
our mark. I hope we will be able to. It 
can be said about Mark Takai in his 
short period here that he touched every 
single person who knew him. 

I love you, Mark, and I miss you. I 
love his beautiful family. 

Ms. GABBARD. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentleman from California (Mr. 
LOWENTHAL). 

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank Congresswoman GABBARD for 
giving us this opportunity to say a few 
words about somebody whom we cared 
about and respected so much and who 
brought so much joy and positivity to 
this Congress. 

To his family—to Sami, to Matthew, 
and to Kaila, thank you for sharing 
him with us. It meant a lot to us. 

The Hawaiian word ‘‘pono’’ means 
righteousness. It is the idea that moral 
character leads to happiness. It means 
doing what is morally right and self- 
less. It is the word that so captures my 
feelings about Mark Takai, and that is 
what we see here in this picture. 

Too often our society takes the no- 
tion of public service for granted. Mark 
was the embodiment of the idea of pub- 
lic service, an idea that he was so 
proud to take part in—first, in the 
military and, at the same time, also 
continuing on in government. 

As I mentioned before in this House, 
Mark was a force of positivity. He was 
a leader who did not lead by force of 
will, but he led by being humble. He 
listened, he was effective at what he 
did, and he always brought us great 
warmth. 

He was the embodiment of bravery 
first in his service to his Nation—our 
Nation—and then in his battle against 
cancer. His passing is a great loss to 
his family, to Hawaii, for this Cham- 
ber, and our Nation. 

Mr. Speaker, we have truly lost one 
of the good guys. 

Ms. GABBARD. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 
BEYER). 

Mr. BEYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Congresswoman GABBARD for sched- 
uling this Special Order. 

Mr. Speaker, Mark was a special 
presence in the freshman class of the 
114th Congress. He brought his Hawai- 
jan cheer to every room he entered, 
and I got to enjoy this perhaps more 
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than most because he was my fourth- 
floor Cannon hallmate. 

Early on, Mark decided that as 
hallmates, our staffs should get to- 
gether and break bread. A Hawaiian 
pizza party was born, and Mark burst 
in with a hearty aloha and bearing 
gifts of chocolate-covered Macadamia 
nuts and Hawaiian coffee. He regaled 
the staff with a few good stories, and it 
always seems that he led with his is- 
land shirt, a lei, and an enormous smile 
wherever he went. 

Our hearts are with Sami and the 
children. Mark will be sorely missed. 

After Mark was diagnosed with pan- 
creatic cancer, he was resolute, brave, 
and determined to do all possible to 
battle a very difficult disease. But 
months later, when it was clear that 
Mark was dying, he seemed different to 
me. He grieved for his children, for 
Sami, for his myriad friends, and per- 
haps especially for all that he wanted 
to accomplish here in the people’s 
House. 

We never know when our time will 
come, and Mark’s life and death teach- 
es us that we must make the most of 
each and every day. Mark Takai was a 
superlative role model and a beloved 
friend. 

God bless you, Mark, and all your 
generations to come. 

Ms. GABBARD. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentlewoman from Illinois (Ms. 
DUCKWORTH). 

Ms. DUCKWORTH. Mr. 
thank the gentlewoman. 

Twenty-eight years—1988—that is 
how long I have known Mark. As long 
as I have known him, he always was 
the champion for the most vulnerable. 
We met at the University of Hawaii. He 
was the serious one—if you can imag- 
ine that—and focused. 

At the Ka Leo O Hawaii student 
newspaper where he was editor, he in- 
vestigated sexual harassment at a time 
when victims were routinely blamed 
and disbelieved. Perhaps that is not too 
hard to believe because even today that 
is happening, but almost 30 years ago, 
he stood up for the victims. 

We were there watching him as he 
stood up and was sued by the very same 
union that later on became some of his 
biggest supporters for his stance on 
education. In fact, he brought millions 
back to Hawaii for education—work 
that took not months or years, but 
sometimes a decade of steady work. 

He was worried about the education 
of our military children who must fol- 
low their servicemember parents from 
base to base. He wanted to make sure 
that they got good, continuous edu- 
cation and did not lose out because 
their parents were serving our Nation. 

Mark had so many aspects to him. 
Some of it was funny, some of it was 
annoying, and some of it was so unique 
to him. But it was all part of what a 
great person—a great human being—he 
was. 
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I remember the months of emails and 
conversations we would have long dis- 
tance—I was in Illinois and he was in 
Hawaii—when he was about to get his 
first Nissan LEAF. He was so proud he 
would get the very first one on the is- 
lands, and then his annoyance when 
the commanding general of the Hawaii 
National Guard got the first one and he 
got the second. I told him he was being 
ridiculous, that it didn’t matter, and 
that what he was doing was going to be 
good for the environment and the 
world regardless. I had no idea that I 
was opening the door for years and 
years of conversations with Mark 
where he would detail exactly how 
much wattage he had sold back to Ha- 
waii Electric from the solar panels on 
his roof or how long he had been able 
to go without having to recharge his 
electric vehicle. 

He was there when my husband con- 
vinced me that we should ourselves buy 
an electric vehicle and the conversa- 
tions the two of them would have 
about how important it was. It tried 
even this progressive Democrat’s pa- 
tience. 

But he was always also there for oth- 
ers. I think one of the greatest skills 
that Mark had was to get others to join 
him in his cause, whatever that was; to 
get others to come and help share the 
load, whatever the load needed to be. 
Every time I went to Hawaii, whether 
it was on a family vacation or just to 
visit my mom who, by the way, lived in 
Pearl City, his Hawaii district, he 
would say: ‘‘Tammy, I need you to do 
this. I need you to go to this middle 
school and talk to these kids. Tammy, 
I need you to come do this. I need you 
to go to the University of Hawaii. I 
want you to go to the memorial. We 
need to talk and be there for the family 
of this fallen servicemember. Do you 
remember your friend from the Hawaii 
Guard?” It was always: “Tammy, we 
have got something to do.” 
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And do you know what? He made it 
so much fun that you always did any- 
way. You went, and you were better for 
it, Hawaii was better for it, and the 
constituency got the service of a man 
who was never, ever on vacation, who 
never stopped. 

One of the things that I think you 
have heard from other folks here was 
just the pure joy of living that Mark 
had—all the meals that we would eat. 
He would show up, and you might just 
want to go get a sandwich someplace, 
but you were always off for an adven- 
ture for a new restaurant or a better 
place to eat. 

It was actually at one of those unfor- 
gettable meals when he mentioned to 
me that he was interested in running 
for Congress. The minute he said it, I 
knew that I was on board because he 
was perfect for this House. He was per- 
fect to be here to work on behalf of not 
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just the people of Hawaii but for the 
people of the United States. He was au- 
dacious but gentle. He was crusading 
and firm. I couldn’t think of anyone 
who belonged here more. He had 
planned to serve for years, decades, 
gaining seniority to serve Hawaii. 

I miss him every day. He would sit in 
that seat over there next to me in my 
wheelchair. I don’t sit there now. I 
stopped when he could no longer be 
here. It was too much to try to sit next 
to the empty seat where Mark would 
sit. I would only go back when he was 
back here to vote. 

Before his illness, we had planned to 
reserve adjacent military morale wel- 
fare recreation cabins at Barking 
Sands missile range for a joint family 
vacation. As he took a turn for the 
worse, he actually came up to me on 
this floor and said he was sorry, he was 
sorry that he couldn’t keep our date 
with our families. The man was dying, 
and he was apologizing to me. That was 
Mark. 

Even as he was fighting for his life, 
as he was working to secure the future 
for his two beloved children and the 
love of his life, he was concerned for 
others. He sat through the entire 
NDAA until 3:00 in the morning. When 
we were exhausted and tired and didn’t 
think we could make it, there was 
Mark, fighting cancer, a big smile on 
his face, flashing a shaka to everyone. 

I will treasure always one of our final 
trips together to Israel where we vis- 
ited an Iron Dome battery together. 
Even as he was fighting for his life, he 
was concerned and working to ensure 
that the security of our Nation and our 
ally Israel was secure. 

I am so glad he made it here and that 
he served. I am so glad that he made 
such a big difference in so many lives 
here. But that was Mark. From the 
time he was a young man to the day 
that he left us, he was about service to 
others. Thank you very much—mahalo 
nui loa—Mark, for being my friend, for 
showing me how to be a better person, 
and for showing me a better way to 
serve. I miss you. I will never forget 
you. Until we meet again—a hui kaua. 

Ms. GABBARD. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentlewoman from California 
(Mrs. TORRES). 

Mrs. TORRES. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Congresswoman GABBARD. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to honor 
the life and the legacy of my colleague, 
Mark Takai. I first met Mark when we 
were elected together. We were fresh- 
men, and we were going through ori- 
entation. All of us were competing for 
staff office space and competing on who 
could get to class the quickest and who 
could find their way from point A to 
point B the quickest. We had a lot of 
fun together, and we got to know each 
other through those brief few days. 

After we returned to Washington, we 
were sworn in as Members of Congress. 
I have a clear memory of how deeply 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


Mark cared about his home State and 
his family. Congress is a tough place, 
and Mark was even tougher. Mark and 
I were competing for a subcommittee 
assignment on the Natural Resources 
Committee. He and I both wanted to 
serve on the Natural Resources Com- 
mittee Subcommittee on Indian, Insu- 
lar and Alaska Native Affairs that 
oversaw the territories’ natural re- 
sources of Hawaii and Alaska native af- 
fairs. I got the spot, and Mark came 
marching into my office with chocolate 
in his hand. He didn’t make an appoint- 
ment, by the way, and he had no staff 
with him. We were going to have a con- 
versation, more of a spar over this 
committee assignment. And over choc- 
olate, Mark made me promise that his 
beautiful home State of Hawaii would 
always be my priority, and I did. 

Mark created so many opportunities 
for us to visit and get to know his 
home State, the beauty that it offers 
with its natural resources. He actually 
created a long list of people that I 
should meet in order to fully under- 
stand the needs of the island. I am 
sorry, Mark, that I didn’t get to join 
you in Hawaii, but thank you for the 
opportunity to know you. 

Sami, thank you for sharing such a 
wonderful man with not only the fresh- 
men class, but with the entire member- 
ship of Congress and the Senate. We 
love Mark, we love you, and your fam- 
ily, and we are here for you. 

Ms. GABBARD. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Ms. MENG. Mr. Speaker, | rise today with 
great sadness to honor a colleague and a 
friend, Congressman Mark Takai. 

Even though | only had two short years to 
work with Mark, that’s all | needed to gain a 
sense of his overwhelming passion for public 
service. He served Hawaii as a state rep- 
resentative for 20 years, and defended our 
freedoms as a Lieutenant Colonel in the Ha- 
waii Army National Guard. Mark honorably 
represented his constituents in the House of 
Representatives, and was a model to those 
who put service to others before themselves. 

He always talked about his wife Sami, and 
kids, Matthew and Kaila. He beamed with ex- 
citement when they were coming to visit or 
when he was going back home. 

Mark was very humble—when he was curi- 
ous about something he didn’t hesitate to ask 
questions. He was a fierce advocate for Ha- 
waii, small businesses, and veterans, and was 
always thinking of ways to help. We are all 
better for having known him, and he will be 
missed. 

Mrs. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor and remember a friend and dear col- 
league who was taken from us far too soon. 

Congressman Mark Takai was a true states- 
man, public servant and an inspiration to each 
and every person who had the honor of know- 
ing him. All of us in this Chamber are heart- 
broken by this loss. 

Throughout his life—as a National Guards- 
men, a leader in the Hawaii state legislature, 
and as a Member of Congress, Mark epito- 
mized what it means to serve. 
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He fought tenaciously to better the lives of 
his constituents, and showed courage and 
strength in the face of adversity. 

Mark loved his family—his wife Sami and 
his children Matthew and Kaila. He wanted to 
make this country better for them and for ev- 
eryone who calls it home. 

Mark was an example of what Congress 
should be, and his legacy will live on through 
his vision and unyielding commitment to 
bettering the lives of others. 

My sincerest thoughts and prayers continue 
to be with Mark’s family. | can only imagine 
the sense of loss they feel, because | lost a 
friend and there is a hole in my heart. 

We thank them for sharing Mark with us. 
May they find comfort in knowing that his im- 
pact on the American people and the people 
of Hawaii is indelible and will not be forgotten. 
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REMEMBERING THE LATE 
HONORABLE MARK TAKAI 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan- 
uary 6, 2015, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from California (Mr. HONDA) 
for 30 minutes. 

Mr. HONDA. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
MATSUI). 

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Ms. GABBARD for bringing us together 
here this afternoon. 

I have to say that this is a special 
time here for all of us. I was sitting 
here listening to all of the wonderful 
memories of Mark. We are so privileged 
to have known Mark. 

May I just say this: I have been in 
and around Congress a long time, and 
this is so highly unusual for an indi- 
vidual, any individual, who has been 
here to have this kind of response. 
Mark was special. Amongst our sadness 
that we feel here, we can’t help but 
smile when we think about him. That 
is what he did for us all the time. 

I didn’t know Mark very long at all, 
but I feel like I have known Mark for- 
ever. He has been a joy to all of us. He 
is somebody that has come into our 
lives and grabbed our hearts in such a 
meaningful way. And he came to Con- 
gress with a purpose. He said: Oh, he is 
merely a freshman. Mark Takai was 
never merely a freshman. He came with 
his commitment and his duty and his 
love of country wanting to do the best 
thing. 

His impact was immediate. He had 
already been in the legislature and 
served in the Army National Guard. He 
had experience. He understood what it 
meant to be American and to do the 
right thing. He also understood what it 
meant to be a loving father, a husband, 
a son, and a wonderful sibling. He was 
the complete person. We don’t meet 
many of those people in our lives. And 
when we do, we remember, we will al- 
ways remember. 

He demonstrated a selfless dedication 
to public service, to all of us, from a 
young age, by being a State representa- 
tive for two decades, and through his 
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service to our country in the Army Na- 
tional Guard and in Congress for such a 
short time. 

My memories of him are just so joy- 
ful because I watched his commitment. 
I went on that trip with Leader PELOSI 
last April, and he was so privileged to 
be a part of that group. As the Leader 
said, we started out in San Francisco 
and then we went to Hawaii. We met 
many service people, and we were 
meeting the military with security as- 
pects in mind. 

Leader PELOSI said to Mark: Mark, 
you are our expert here, you have 
served, and you understand. 

And Mark said: Oh, yes, ma’am. 

Then he turned to me after a while 
and said: DORIS, I am just a freshman. 

I said: You are not a freshman; you 
know what is going on; and you can 
stand up to the generals and everyone 
else because you understand. 

And do you know what? He was our 
expert, and we were so proud of him 
throughout that whole trip. 

That is what I remember so much 
about him. He took responsibility, but 
he also understood the human side. Be- 
cause on that trip, as we went through 
our official duties, there would be 
Mark always with a smile and a laugh 
and always trying to find a better place 
to eat, a place he had heard about from 
someone he met on the street, some 
person who said: You have got to try 
this little restaurant. 

So sometimes after our official din- 
ners, he would say: Do you want to go 
to this little restaurant that I just 
found? 

We would say: No, we don’t want to 
do that. 

But do you know what? He was a 
Pied Piper. He was a Pied Piper, and we 
wanted to be with him. 

We are going to miss him so much. 
He was a complete person. We love 
him. We are going to miss him. 

Let me just say this: Sami, Matthew, 
Kaila, the family, we will never forget 
him. He touched us in a way that few 
people have. We love him, and we will 
miss him. We love you, and we will al- 
ways remember him. 
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Mr. HONDA. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
LOFGREN). 

Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Speaker, so much 
has been said about Mark today, I can’t 
repeat it all. But as I have been look- 
ing at this picture, I just find it hard to 
accept that he is gone. 

You know, we meet each other here 
in the House. There are 435 people. We 
don’t know each person who is here. We 
tend to meet each other best when we 
serve on committees. I actually first 
met Mark on the airplane, of course, 
because each Member of the California 
delegation flies home to California 
every week. It is to be forgiven if Mem- 
bers from Hawaii or Samoa don’t go 
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every week because, by the time you 
get there, it is time to come back to 
Washington, but Mark went home 
every week. And I would get on that 
plane, and there he would be, because 
he was so devoted not only to his con- 
stituents, but to his wife and to his 
children. He needed to be with them 
every week. 

Much has been said about this trip to 
Asia. I was on that trip. And on these 
congressional delegations, spouses are 
invited to come to keep company with 
the Members. My husband was not able 
to come, and Mark’s wife was not able 
to come either, so we sat next to each 
other for that entire trip. I heard all 
about his wonderful wife and his won- 
derful children throughout that trip in 
Asia. 

I have such precise memories of 
Mark, as DORIS MATSUI has said. He 
was a freshman Member but someone 
who was on the Armed Services Com- 
mittee, who had served in Iraq, who 
was Active Duty Hawaii National 
Guard, and who spoke with such clarity 
and poise not only with our American 
military, but, as we met with foreign 
leaders, was able to hold his own. 

I have vivid memories of us meeting 
with the communists in Vietnam and 
facing off with those communist lead- 
ers to advocate for human rights. Mark 
did that for freedom. He believed in 
freedom. He believed in this country. 
He loved his family. He loved this insti- 
tution. 

We will miss him greatly. But I actu- 
ally think, in a way that is very pro- 
found, his short time here has changed 
this institution for the better. We 
thank Mark for that, and we thank his 
family for letting him serve here with 
us. 

Mr. HONDA. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from the Northern Mar- 
jana Islands (Mr. SABLAN). 

Mr. SABLAN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Congressman HONDA for yielding. 

It is a great sadness to lose a neigh- 
bor, and Mark Takai was my neighbor. 
He was a man of the Pacific, an is- 
lander. And though our islands are 
thousands of miles apart, for the people 
of the Pacific, distance does not sepa- 
rate. Distance and the knowledge that 
we have the stamina, the ability to 
read sea and sky and the courage to 
trust in our own capacity—distance 
connects us. Distance makes us neigh- 
bors. Mark Takai was my neighbor. As 
islanders, our foothold is trimmed by 
the vast sea, but our vision sweeps be- 
yond the horizon. 

Look at the legislation Mark Takai 
brought out in his brief time here. We 
can see the islander’s breadth of vision 
reflected in his concerns: veterans, stu- 
dents, small-business people, home- 
owners. Mark Takai took them all to 
heart, wanted to help them all. 

As an islander, he cared too. He cared 
a lot about the natural environment. 
We who have so little land cherish it 
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all the more. We take seriously our re- 
sponsibility to steward the land, to 
pass it on to the next generation whole 
and thriving. We honor the deep wis- 
dom that the land is inseparable; my 
land and yours are one. 

We know the union of neighbors. 
Mark Takai was my neighbor. Here in 
Congress as well, Mark’s office stands 
across the hall from mine in Cannon. 
We could have opened both our doors 
and, seated at our desks, seen each 
other at work. We would pass in the 
hall, share a word, feel the connection 
of our shared experience. We both trav- 
eled a very long way from very dif- 
ferent cultures to be here. In that, we 
were neighbors. Now his door is closed. 
Now his lights are dimmed. 

Farewell, Mark. Farewell, neighbor. 

Our Lord decides our time—I Saina 
Man Des Popone. 

Mr. HONDA. Mr. Speaker, I was 
going to start out by saying that I rise 
today in mourning, but I don’t think it 
is about mourning. It is about cele- 
brating Mark’s life. 

We have heard all about Mark’s char- 
acter, his person, his presence in this 
Hall; and I think it is important for 
not only the family to hear this, but 
for Matthew and Kaila to hear it, too. 

For their short lives, they must have 
shared their dad intermittently. And 
while he was here, I used to ask him: 
Did you call home? Did you call your 
kids? Well, he always said yes, so I 
stopped asking him because I knew 
that that was part of the way he lived 
his life here. 

It is fitting that we talk about Mark 
here in the dome, the Capitol, because 
I think there are three places that 
Mark did his work. He did his work in 
church, under this dome, and his home, 
and he did it well. He did it according 
to, I think, the way his parents had 
raised him, both Erik and Naomi. I 
could tell because, when he used my 
car, he returned it better than I gave it 
to him: clean and with the tank full. 

I didn’t know he was so much into 
sustainable energy, so I hope it didn’t 
offend him if he drove the hybrid. But 
I certainly feel good every time I sit in 
the car right now, because I know he 
was there with Sami, his family, when- 
ever he went to church or took the 
drive to Baltimore for treatment. 

I always told him that my prayers 
are with him because I believe in the 
power of prayer. But I suppose that 
there is a greater power, and that is 
the will of his Savior. I think he is 
with him right now. 

I tried to think of a way to describe 
Mark here in front of his family and 
his two youngsters, but I guess because 
church is such an important aspect of 
his life—I know that because he and 
Sami would go to church a lot, consist- 
ently, faithfully, to the First Pres- 
byterian Church of Honolulu at 
Ko’olau and here in Virginia. So that 
told me that, between his upbringing 
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and his faith, that everything that peo- 
ple talk about was a pure reflection of 
his upbringing and the kind of person 
he was. 

To Naomi and Erik, you have done 
good, and I know that he had followed 
your teachings, because when you were 
staying over, you left behind a lot of 
kakimochi, Hawaiian coffee. And I 
have to tell you, for the record, I never 
shared it because it was so meaningful 
and delightful to have eaten that stuff 
by myself, but I also know that that is 
part of aloha, that is part of being 
ohana. 

So those things I have learned from 
Mark. I am older than he is, but I still 
learned that, as a son, as a husband, as 
a father, as a brother, as an uncle, that 
how we live is the demonstration of a 
person’s life. 

I think that someone said earlier: 
What would Mark do? What would 
Mark say? I suspect that Mark, when 
he would wonder what he had to do, he 
would probably say: What would Jesus 
do? And I think that that would be 
probably an accurate statement. 

Mark lived his life well, and he lived 
his life in such a way that it is some- 
thing that I wanted to be able to copy, 
because I always look for something 
that makes me a better person. He was 
gentle, Christlike, thoughtful, 
kashikoi, and at peace with himself. 
And I think that sense of peace is the 
strength that we saw every day here. 
The day that he came back from the 
hospital, he was here on the floor, and 
the first thing he said to me, as he said 
to TAMMY: How are you? He asked me 
how I was. He demonstrated to me that 
the way you are, the way you speak, 
the way you behave is another way of 
ministering to others of who you are 
and what you believe in. 

When he came down here with his 
friend Scott Nishimoto, they did bor- 
row my car to visit another friend who 
was recuperating at the hospital from 
her battle wounds, TAMMY DUCKWORTH. 

So even though it was a short time 
that I had been able to know Mark, 
your dad, he was a wonderful example 
of someone that I would hope and 
imagine that you would be able to keep 
in mind and try to emulate also. There 
is nothing greater than children who 
would want to be like their parents, 
and I think that this is something that 
you might want to consider. 

Every day when I was a kid, my dad 
used to say: When you leave this house, 
be a mirror. I said: Be a mirror? He 
said: Yes, be a good reflection of who 
you are and where you come from so 
that you will always bring pride to our 
family. 

So, Matthew, Kaila, you shared your 
dad with us, and I hope that you get 
the sense that the idea of immortality 
is what my dad used to say: Immor- 
tality is sharing a bit of yourself with 
somebody else. They take that which 
was shared and pass it on to others, 
and that is an earthly immortality. 
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But right now, he is with his own 
Savior, and he is waiting. And I think 
that our faith will sustain us and give 
us strength to move on and live life as 
he has taught us and has taught you. 

To the family, thank you for allow- 
ing me to be briefly part of your ohana 
and your friend. 

I will sign off from this floor to both 
you, Matthew and Kaila, as Uncle 
Mike. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle- 
woman from California (Ms. SPEIER). 
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Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my colleague from our beautiful State 
of Hawaii (Ms. GABBARD) for giving us 
the opportunity to reflect on an ex- 
traordinary man. 

To the family, let me say, as I was 
sitting here and contemplating the 
pain and anguish and loss that you 
feel, I also was reflecting on the fact 
that many people leave this Chamber 
after they have served their time. They 
may be remembered by a moment of si- 
lence, maybe not. 

As painful as it is to have lost Mark 
and in the way that you have lost him, 
I hope there is some solace, some balm 
that will soothe you in knowing how 
extraordinary it is to have a person 
like Mark, who has served in this 
House, be so loved to the point that we 
would have a special ceremony in Stat- 
uary Hall and we would spend an hour 
reflecting on his life. 

It is a great reflection on his family. 
It is a great reflection on our country 
that we have so recognized such an 
outstanding leader. 

When I think of Mark, I think of a 
number of words to describe him. I 
think of grace. I think of stoic courage. 
I think of integrity. Now, many people 
have spoken about the grace with 
which he handled this horrific disease 
and the stoic courage he showed. 

I am going to spend a few minutes 
just talking about integrity. I have 
been working on an issue for some time 
here in Congress on the incidence of 
military sexual trauma and the fact 
that there is so much of it that goes on 
that goes unaddressed. Each year, I 
have brought an amendment to the Na- 
tional Defense Authorization Act to 
try and take these cases out of the 
chain of command. I have not suc- 
ceeded. 

I took it up last March and was cer- 
tainly counting the votes, but I wasn’t 
counting Mark as one of those votes 
because my experience had been that 
those who have served in leadership in 
the military would side with the mili- 
tary and not be willing to take these 
cases out of the chain of command. 

You can imagine how shocked and in 
awe I was of him when not only did he 
vote for the amendment—which was a 
huge message to the entire membership 
of the committee that someone ac- 
tively in the military would recognize 
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the importance of this reform—he 
spoke up in favor of it. That is a man 
of extraordinary integrity. I will for- 
ever be grateful to him for cracking 
open the myth that members of the 
military don’t recognize the impor- 
tance of dealing with that issue. 

Mark Takai, you live on for all of us. 
You are a great example for all of us as 
to how to lead as a Member of Congress 
with great dignity, with great integ- 
rity, and with great grace. 

Mr. HONDA. I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair would remind the Members that 
clause 7 of rule XVII does not permit 
references to occupants of the gallery. 


EE 
ADJOURNMENT 


Ms. GABBARD. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord- 
ingly (at 12 o’clock and 20 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until Monday, Sep- 
tember 19, 2016, at 2 p.m. 


EE 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

6851. A letter from the Under Secretary, 
Acquisition, Technology, and Logistics, De- 
partment of Defense, transmitting the De- 
partment of Defense Chemical Demilitariza- 
tion Program Semi-Annual Report to Con- 
gress for September 2016, pursuant to 50 
U.S.C. 1521(j); Public Law 99-145, Sec. 1412 (as 
amended by Public Law 112-239, Sec. 1421(a)); 
(126 Stat. 204); to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

6852. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Procurement and Acquisition Policy, De- 
partment of Defense, transmitting the De- 
partment’s final rule — Defense Federal Ac- 
quisition Regulation Supplement: New Des- 
ignated Country-Moldova (DFARS Case 2016- 
D028) [Docket: DARS-2016-0032] (RIN: 0750- 
AJ07) received September 14, 2016, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, 
Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

6853. A letter from the Assistant General 
Counsel for Legislation, Regulation and En- 
ergy Efficiency, Department of Energy, 
transmitting the Department’s interim final 
rule — Department of Energy Property Man- 
agement Regulations (RIN: 1991-AB73) re- 
ceived September 14, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

6854. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of the Treasury, transmitting a six- 
month periodic report on the national emer- 
gency with respect to persons undermining 
democratic processes or institutions in 
Zimbabwe that was declared in Executive 
Order 18288 of March 6, 2003, pursuant to 50 
U.S.C. 1641(c); Public Law 94-412, Sec. 401(c); 
(90 Stat. 1257) and 50 U.S.C. 1703(c); Public 
Law 95-223, Sec 204(c); (91 Stat. 1627); to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

6855. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of the Treasury, transmitting a six- 
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month periodic report on the national emer- 
gency with respect to Venezuela that was de- 
clared in Executive Order 13692 of March 8, 
2015, pursuant to 50 U.S.C. 1641(c); Public 
Law 94-412, Sec. 401(c); (90 Stat. 1257) and 50 
U.S.C. 1708(c); Public Law 95-223, Sec 204(c); 
(91 Stat. 1627); to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

6856. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of the Treasury, transmitting a six- 
month periodic report on the national emer- 
gency with respect to Ukraine that was de- 
clared in Executive Order 13660 of March 6, 
2014, pursuant to 50 U.S.C. 1641(c); Public 
Law 94-412, Sec. 401(c); (90 Stat. 1257) and 50 
U.S.C. 1708(c); Public Law 95-223, Sec 204(c); 
(91 Stat. 1627); to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

6857. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Export Administration, Bureau of Indus- 
try and Security, Department of Commerce, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Revisions to the Entity List [160609506-6506- 
01] (RIN: 0694-AH00) received September 14, 
2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public 
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

6858. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Export Administration, Bureau of Indus- 
try and Security, Department of Commerce, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Amendments to Existing Validated End-User 
Authorization in the People’s Republic of 
China: Boeing Tianjin Composites Co. Ltd. 
[Docket No.: 160810722-6722-01] (RIN: 0694- 
AH05) received September 12, 2016, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, 
Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

6859. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Export Administration, Bureau of Indus- 
try and Security, Department of Commerce, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Wassenaar Arrangement 2015 Plenary Agree- 
ments Implementation, Removal of Foreign 
National Review Requirements, and Informa- 
tion Security Updates [160217120-6120-01] 
(RIN: 0694-AG85) received September 12, 2016, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

6860. A letter from the Assistant Attorney 
General, Legislative Affairs, Department of 
Justice, transmitting the Second Quarter re- 
port of Settlements Against the United 
States Exceeding $2 Million and Settlements 
by the United States with Nonmonetary Re- 
lief Exceeding Three Years, pursuant to 28 
U.S.C. 580D(a)(1); Public Law 107-273, Sec. 
202(a); (116 Stat. 1771); to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

6861. A letter from the Chair, Committee 
on Rules of Practice and Procedure, Judicial 
Conference of the United States, transmit- 
ting a letter regarding the pending amend- 
ment to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 
4(m); to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

6862. A letter from the Deputy General 
Counsel, Office of General Counsel, Small 
Business Administration, transmitting the 
Administration’s interim final rule — Civil 
Penalties Inflation Adjustments (RIN: 3245- 
AG80) received September 12, 2016, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, 
Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

6863. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; Airbus Airplanes [Docket No.: FAA- 
2016-3696; Directorate Identifier 2015-NM-1138- 
AD; Amendment 39-18625; AD 2016-17-12] (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received September 12, 2016, pur- 
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suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6864. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; PILATUS Aircraft Ltd. Airplanes 
[Docket No.: FAA-2016-7026; Directorate 
Identifier 2016-CEH-016-AD; Amendment 39- 
18620; AD 2016-17-07] (RIN: 2120-A A64) received 
September 12, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

6865. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; Bombardier, Inc. Airplanes [Docket 
No.: FAA-2016-3990; Directorate Identifier 
2015-NM-153-AD; Amendment 3839-18622; AD 
2016-17-09] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received Sep- 
tember 12, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

6866. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; RUAG Aerospace Services GmbH Air- 
planes [Docket No.: FAA-2016-6983; Direc- 
torate Identifier 2016-CEH-012-AD; Amendment 
39-18618; AD 2016-17-05] received September 
12, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure. 

6867. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; The Boeing Company Airplanes [Dock- 
et No.: FAA-2016-0463; Directorate Identifier 
2015-NM-155-AD; Amendment 39-18623; AD 
2016-17-10] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received Sep- 
tember 12, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

6868. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; Textron Aviation, Inc. Airplanes 
[Docket No.: FAA-2016-8992; Directorate 
Identifier 2016-CEH-021-AD; Amendment 39- 
18621; AD 2016-17-08] (RIN: 2120-A A64) received 
September 12, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

6869. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; The Boeing Company Airplanes [Dock- 
et No.: FAA-2016-8846; Directorate Identifier 
2016-NM-046-AD; Amendment 3839-18624; AD 
2016-17-11] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received Sep- 
tember 12, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

6870. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; The Boeing Company Airplanes [Dock- 
et No.: FAA-2016-4221; Directorate Identifier 
2015-NM-167-AD; Amendment 3839-18619; AD 
2016-17-06] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received Sep- 
tember 12, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
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801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

6871. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — IFR Altitudes; Miscella- 
neous Amendments [Docket No.: 31093; 
Amdt. No.: 528] received September 12, 2016, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com- 
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc- 
ture. 

6872. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; International Aero Engines AG Tur- 
bofan Engines [Docket No.: FAA-2016-4123; 
Directorate Identifier 2016-NE-06-AD; 
Amendment 39-18640; AD 2016-18-10] (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received September 12, 2016, pur- 
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6873. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; Bombardier, Inc. Airplanes [Docket 
No.: FAA-2015-3986; Directorate Identifier 
2015-NM-057-AD; Amendment 39-18613; AD 
2016-16-15] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received Sep- 
tember 12, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

6874. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; Airbus Airplanes [Docket No.: FAA- 
2016-4226; Directorate Identifier 2015-NM-095- 
AD; Amendment 39-18616; AD 2016-17-03] (RIN: 
2120-A A64) received September 12, 2016, pur- 
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6875. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; Airbus Airplanes [Docket No.: FAA- 
2015-8463; Directorate Identifier 2014-NM-226- 
AD; Amendment 39-18612; AD 2016-16-14] (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received September 12, 2016, pur- 
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6876. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; All Hot Air Balloons [Docket No.: 
FAA-2016-8989; Directorate Identifier 2016- 
CEH-025-AD; Amendment 39-18617; AD 2016-17- 
04] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received September 12, 
2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public 
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure. 

6877. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Establishment of Class E 
Airspace; Dupree, SD [Docket No.: FAA-2015- 
3599; Airspace Docket No.: 15-AGL-14] re- 
ceived September 12, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6878. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Establishment of Class E 
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Airspace; Slaton, TX [Docket No.: FAA-2016- 
3785; Airspace Docket No.: 16-ASW-9] re- 
ceived September 12, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6879. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Standard Instrument Ap- 
proach Procedures, and Takeoff Minimums 
and Obstacle Departure Procedures; Mis- 
cellaneous Amendments [Docket No.: 31089; 
Amdt. No.: 3707] received September 12, 2016, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com- 
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc- 
ture. 

6880. A letter from the Trial Attorney, Fed- 
eral Railroad Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s Major final rule — System Safety 
Program [Docket No.: FRA-2011-0060; Notice 
No.: 3] (RIN: 2130-AC31) received September 
12, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure. 


Ee 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah: Committee on Nat- 
ural Resources. H.R. 1296. A bill to amend 
the San Luis Rey Indian Water Rights Set- 
tlement Act to clarify certain settlement 
terms, and for other purposes (Rept. 114-747). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 


ae 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred, as follows: 


By Mr. CARTWRIGHT (for himself and 
Ms. NORTON): 

H.R. 6035. A bill to ensure that Medicaid 
beneficiaries have the opportunity to receive 
care in a home and community-based set- 
ting; to the Committee on Energy and Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. POE of Texas (for himself and 
Mr. COHEN): 

H.R. 6036. A bill to extend the civil statute 
of limitations for victims of Federal sex of- 
fenses; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. POE of Texas (for himself and 
Mr. FARR): 

H.R. 6037. A bill to amend the Peace Corps 
Act to expand services and benefits for vol- 
unteers, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and in addition to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern- 
ment Reform, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with- 
in the jurisdiction of the committee con- 
cerned. 

By Mr. STIVERS (for himself, Mrs. 
BEATTY, Mr. TIBERI, Mr. CHABOT, Mr. 
GIBBS, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. 
RENACCI, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. LATTA, Mr. 
TURNER, Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, Mr. 
JOYCE, Mr. WENSTRUP, Mr. SESSIONS, 
and Mr. FINCHER): 

H.R. 6038. A bill to designate the Veterans 
Memorial and Museum in Columbus, Ohio, as 
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the National Veterans Memorial and Mu- 
seum, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs, and in addition 
to the Committee on Natural Resources, for 
a period to be subsequently determined by 
the Speaker, in each case for consideration 
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. HARDY: 

H.R. 6039. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to redistribute unused 
residency positions to hospitals in States 
with shortages of residents and health pro- 
fessionals, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and in addi- 
tion to the Committee on Energy and Com- 
merce, for a period to be subsequently deter- 
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con- 
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. ROKITA: 

H.R. 6040. A bill to provide supplemental 
appropriations to respond to the Zika virus, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and in addition to the Com- 
mittee on the Budget, for a period to be sub- 
sequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. RYAN of Ohio (for himself, Mr. 
KING of New York, and Ms. SCHA- 
KOWSKY): 

H.R. 6041. A bill to require the Secretary of 
Transportation to issue a rule requiring all 
new passenger motor vehicles to be equipped 
with a child safety alert system, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

By Mr. SENSENBRENNER: 

H.R. 6042. A bill to nullify certain proposed 
regulations relating to restrictions on liq- 
uidation of an interest with respect to es- 
tate, gift, and generation-skipping transfer 
taxes; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Ms. SCHAKOWSKY (for herself, Ms. 
DELAURO, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. CUM- 
MINGS, Mrs. KIRKPATRICK, Mr. DOG- 
GETT, and Mr. WELCH): 

H.R. 6043. A bill to require reporting re- 
garding certain drug price increases, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

By Mr. GRAVES of Missouri: 

H.R. 6044. A bill to limit the amount au- 
thorized to be appropriated to carry out 
chapter 2 of title IV of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act, relating to refugee resettle- 
ment; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TIBERI (for himself, Mr. NEAL, 
Mr. BOUSTANY, Mr. LARSON of Con- 
necticut, Mr. CHABOT, Mr. MCCAUL, 
Mr. MARCHANT, and Mr. ROTHFUS): 

H.R. 6045. A bill to amend the Tariff Act of 
1930 to make the Postmaster General the im- 
porter of record for non-letter class mail and 
to require the provision of advance elec- 
tronic information about shipments of non- 
letter class mail to U.S. Customs and Border 
Protection and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and in addi- 
tion to the Committee on Oversight and Gov- 
ernment Reform, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mrs. BEATTY (for herself, Mr. STIV- 
ERS, and Mr. TIBERI): 

H.R. 6046. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to authorize the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs to enter into partnerships 
with public and private entities to provide 
legal services to homeless veterans and vet- 
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erans at risk of homelessness; to the Com- 
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. CHABOT (for himself, Mr. 
SHERMAN, and Mr. POE of Texas): 

H.R. 6047. A bill to encourage visits be- 
tween the United States and Taiwan at all 
levels, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ELLISON (for himself, Mr. 
ScoTT of Virginia, Ms. MAXINE 
WATERS of California, Ms. LEE, and 
Ms. ADAMS): 

H.R. 6048. A bill to amend the Securities 
Act of 1933 and the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 to provide an exemption and payments 
from taxation for 501(c)(8) bonds issued on 
behalf of a historically Black college or uni- 
versity; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and in addition to the Committee on 
Financial Services, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. HECK of Nevada (for himself, 
Mr. AMODEI, Mr. HARDY, Mr. 
PITTENGER, Mr. COLE, Mr. FRANKS of 
Arizona, Mrs. LUMMIS, Mr. GOSAR, 
Ms. MCSALLY, and Mr. SALMON): 

H.R. 6049. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to provide an exemption to 
the individual mandate to maintain health 
coverage for individuals residing in counties 
with fewer than 2 health insurance issuers 
offering plans on an Exchange; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan: 

H.R. 6050. A bill to provide debt and tax 
transparency to taxpayers; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ISRAEL: 

H.R. 6051. A bill to establish a grant pro- 
gram to provide States with funds to detect 
fraud, waste, and abuse in the State Med- 
icaid programs under title XIX of the Social 
Security Act and to recover improper pay- 
ments resulting from such fraud, waste, and 
abuse; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Mr. ISRAEL: 

H.R. 6052. A bill to amend chapter 44 of 
title 18, United States Code, to prohibit the 
possession of a firearm by a person who is 
adjudicated to have committed a violent ju- 
venile act; to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary. 

By Mr. ISRAEL: 

H.R. 6053. A bill to amend the Small Busi- 
ness Act to establish a loan program to as- 
sist and provide incentives for manufactur- 
ers to reinvest in making products in the 
United States, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Small Business. 

By Mr. ISRAEL: 

H.R. 6054. A bill to help ensure that all 
items offered for sale in any gift shop of the 
National Park Service or of the National Ar- 
chives and Records Administration are pro- 
duced in the United States, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Natural Re- 
sources, and in addition to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform, for a pe- 
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 

H.R. 6055. A bill to amend the Communica- 
tions Act of 1934 to require radio and tele- 
vision broadcasters to provide free broad- 
casting time for political advertising, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 

H.R. 6056. A bill to assess the impact of the 
North American Free Trade Agreement 
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(NAFTA), to require further negotiation of 
certain provisions of NAFTA, and to provide 
for the withdrawal from NAFTA unless cer- 
tain conditions are met; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 

H.R. 6057. A bill to amend the Federal Elec- 
tion Campaign Act of 1971 to prohibit con- 
tributions and expenditures by multi- 
candidate political committees controlled by 
foreign-owned corporations, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on House Admin- 
istration, and in addition to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. LANGEVIN (for himself, Mr. 
TONKO, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. POCAN, Mr. 
KEATING, Mr. BEYER, Mr. CICILLINE, 
Ms. KUSTER, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Mr. 
KENNEDY, Mr. TED LIEU of California, 
Mr. HUFFMAN, Ms. NORTON, Ms. MAT- 
SUI, and Ms. KAPTUR): 

H.R. 6058. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to provide for an invest- 
ment tax credit related to the production of 
electricity from offshore wind; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LOWENTHAL (for himself, Ms. 
ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. DEUTCH, Mr. 
CURBELO of Florida, Ms. TSONGAS, 
and Mr. GIBSON): 

H.R. 6059. A bill to provide for the accurate 
reporting of fossil fuel production and emis- 
sions from public lands, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Natural Re- 
sources. 

By Mr. MULLIN (for himself, 
YOUNG of Alaska, and Mr. COLE): 

H.R. 6060. A bill to provide for the equi- 
table settlement of certain Indian land dis- 
putes regarding land in Illinois, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Natural Re- 
sources. 

By Ms. SPEIER (for herself, Mr. BLU- 
MENAUER, Ms. BONAMICI, Mr. BRENDAN 
F. BOYLE of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
CARDENAS, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Mr. 
DESAULNIER, Ms. EDWARDS, Mr. GRI- 
JALVA, Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mr. HIGGINS, 
Mr. HONDA, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr. 
KIND, Ms. LEE, Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms. 
NORTON, Mr. PERLMUTTER, Mr. 
PocaNn, Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr. RANGEL, Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. 
THOMPSON of California, Mr. TONKO, 
and Ms. VELAZQUEZ): 

H.R. 6061. A bill to amend the Safe Drink- 
ing Water Act to make grants to States that 
establish and carry out programs to assist 
local educational agencies in testing for, and 
remedying, lead contamination in drinking 
water from any source of lead contamination 
at schools under the jurisdiction of such 
agencies; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Mr. TAKANO: 

H.R. 6062. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to make certain improvements 
in the laws administered by the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, and in 
addition to the Committees on Armed Serv- 
ices, Oversight and Government Reform, En- 
ergy and Commerce, Ways and Means, Edu- 
cation and the Workforce, Financial Serv- 
ices, Small Business, the Budget, and the Ju- 
diciary, for a period to be subsequently de- 
termined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with- 
in the jurisdiction of the committee con- 
cerned. 


Mr. 
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By Mrs. TORRES: 

H.R. 6063. A bill to amend the Investment 
Advisers Act of 1940 to require investment 
advisers who advise a private fund that owns 
an emergency services company to disclose 
to the Securities and Exchange Commission 
the average response times of emergency ve- 
hicles deployed by such company in response 
to 9-1-1 calls, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. VEASEY: 

H.R. 6064. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Labor to establish a competitive pilot pro- 
gram for STEM education or career training 
programs; to the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce. 

By Ms. VELAZQUEZ (for herself, Mr. 
SERRANO, Ms. CLARKE of New York, 
Mr. JEFFRIES, and Mr. ENGEL): 

H.R. 6065. A bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act with respect to the pre- 
vention and treatment of the use of syn- 
thetic recreational drugs, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Com- 
merce. 

By Ms. FUDGE (for herself, Ms. ADAMS, 
Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. 
BUTTERFIELD, Ms. JUDY CHU of Cali- 
fornia, Mr. COHEN, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. 
CUMMINGS, Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Il- 
linois, Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, Mr. 
HASTINGS, Mr. HINOJosa, Mr. HONDA, 
Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr. JOHNSON of 
Georgia, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. MCGOVERN, 
Mr. MEEKS, Ms. MOORE, Ms. NORTON, 
Mr. PAYNE, Ms. PINGREE, Mr. RAN- 
GEL, Mr. RICHMOND, Mr. RYAN of 
Ohio, Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia, 
Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. SERRANO, Ms. 
SEWELL of Alabama, Mr. THOMPSON of 
Mississippi, Mr. VEASEY, and Mrs. 

WATSON COLEMAN): 

H. Con. Res. 153. Concurrent resolution ex- 
pressing the sense of Congress that a day 
should be designated as ‘‘National Voting 
Rights Act Mobilization Day”; to the Com- 
mittee on Oversight and Government Re- 
form. 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 

H. Con. Res. 154. Concurrent resolution ex- 
pressing the sense of Congress that the Su- 
preme Court misinterpreted the First 
Amendment to the Constitution in the case 
of Buckley v. Valeo; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. REED (for himself, Mr. HANNA, 
Ms. BONAMICI, Mr. JENKINS of West 


Virginia, Mr. ADERHOLT, Mr. 
MULVANEY, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. 
ROONEY of Florida, Mr. AMODEI, Mr. 


CURBELO of Florida, Mr. KATKO, Mr. 
KELLY of Mississippi, Mrs. DINGELL, 
Mr. GUINTA, Mr. JOYCE, Mrs. WATSON 
COLEMAN, Mrs. WALORSKI, Mr. 
BUCSHON, Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsyl- 
vania, Mr. Bost, Mr. TIPTON, Mr. 
CARDENAS, Mr. MESSER, Mr. POCAN, 
Mrs. BLACK, Mr. COSTA, Mrs. LOWEY, 
Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. HONDA, Mr. 
KILMER, Mr. WEBSTER of Florida, 
Mrs. TORRES, Mr. KING of New York, 
Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. RENACCI, Mr. 
JOLLY, Mr. COURTNEY, Ms. ADAMS, 
Mr. GIBSON, Mr. HARDY, Mr. RYAN of 
Ohio, Mr. MEEHAN, Mr. HIGGINS, 
CARTWRIGHT, Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. LAR- 
SON of Connecticut, Mr. COLLINS of 
New York, Mr. DENT, Mr. LOBIONDO, 
Mr. GROTHMAN, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. 
BLUM, Mr. EMMER of Minnesota, Mr. 
GRAVES of Missouri, Mr. KILDEE, Mr. 
MURPHY of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
MOULTON, Mr. HULTGREN, Mrs. 
Bustos, Mr. CONYERS, Ms. SLAUGH- 
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TER, Mr. BARR, Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. 
TED LIEU of California, Ms. SINEMA, 
Mr. BYRNE, Mr. DESJARLAIS, Mr. Cos- 
TELLO of Pennsylvania, Mr. CARNEY, 
Ms. DELBENE, Mr. SWALWELL of Cali- 
fornia, Mr. PETERSON, Mr. KENNEDY, 
Mr. WALKER, Mr. BISHOP of Michigan, 
Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas, Ms. 
BROWNLEY of California, Mr. LUCAS, 
Mr. DENHAM, Mr. BRIDENSTINE, Mr. 
DEFAZIO, Mr. ZELDIN, Mr. LAHOOD, 
Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois, Mrs. 
WAGNER, Mr. LOEBSACK, Ms. NORTON, 
Ms. DUCKWORTH, Mr. BRAT, Mr. Fos- 
TER, Ms. McCoLLuM, Mr. BARLETTA, 
Mr. ROTHFUS, Mr. KELLY of Pennsyl- 
vania, Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana, and 
Mr. POLIQUIN): 

H. Con. Res. 155. Concurrent resolution ex- 
pressing support for designation of the first 
Friday of October as ‘‘Manufacturing Day”; 
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern- 
ment Reform. 

By Mr. ROSS (for himself, Mr. HARRIS, 
and Mr. RUSSELL): 

H. Con. Res. 156. Concurrent resolution di- 
recting the Joint Committee on the Library 
to accept a statue commemorating the Hun- 
garian Revolution of 1956 for placement in 
the United States Capitol, authorizing the 
use of the rotunda of the Capitol for a cere- 
mony for the presentation of the statue, and 
directing the Architect of the Capitol to 
place the statue in a suitable permanent lo- 
cation in the Capitol; to the Committee on 
House Administration. 

By Mr. HANNA: 

H. Res. 870. A resolution recognizing the 
200th anniversary of the Remington Arms 
Company; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas: 

H. Res. 871. A resolution calling on the De- 
partment of Defense, other elements of the 
Federal Government, and foreign countries 
to intensify efforts to investigate, recover, 
and identify all missing and unaccounted-for 
personnel of the United States; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and in addition to 
the Committee on Armed Services, for a pe- 
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Ms. DUCKWORTH (for herself and 
Ms. MATSUI): 

H. Res. 872. A resolution supporting the 
goals and ideals of National Community Gar- 
dening Awareness Week; to the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 

By Mr. ISRAEL: 

H. Res. 873. A resolution urging that the 
policy of the United States should be that 
Government institutions use security meas- 
ures known as cryptographic splitting, the 
strongest available form of data centric se- 
curity, to secure sensitive and personal in- 
formation for data at rest and data in mo- 
tion; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 


ES 


CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 


Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa- 
tives, the following statements are sub- 
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu- 
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 


By Mr. CARTWRIGHT: 
H.R. 6035. 
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Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 (relating to 
the power of Congress to regulate Commerce 
with foreign Nations, and among the several 
States, and with the Indian Tribes.) 

By Mr. POE of Texas: 

H.R. 6036. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 18 of Section 8 of Article I of the 
Constitution which states that Congress has 
the power ‘‘to make all laws which shall be 
necessary and proper for carrying into Exe- 
cution the foregoing Powers, and all other 
Powers vested by this Constitution in the 
Government of the United States, or in any 
Department or Officer thereof. 

By Mr. POE of Texas: 

H.R. 6037. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I Sec. 8. 

By Mr. STIVERS: 

H.R. 6038. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority of Congress 
to enact this legislation is provided by Arti- 
cle I, section 8 of the United States Constitu- 
tion, specifically clause 18 (relating to the 
power to make all laws necessary and proper 
for carrying out the powers vested in Con- 
gress). 

By Mr. HARDY: 

H.R. 6039. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1 of the Con- 
stitution 

By Mr. ROKITA: 

H.R. 6040. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section IX 

“No money shall be drawn from the Treas- 
ury, but in consequence of Appropriations 
made by law; and a regular statement and 
account of the receipts and expenditures of 
all public money shall be published from 
time to time.” 

By Mr. RYAN of Ohio: 

H.R. 6041. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

To make all Laws which shall be necessary 
and proper for carrying into Execution the 
foregoing Powers, and all other Powers vest- 
ed by this Constitution in the Government of 
the United States, or in any Department or 
Officer therof. 

By Mr. SENSENBRENNER: 

H.R. 6042. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 

By Ms. SCHAKOWSKY: 

H.R. 6043. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8: The Congress shall 
have Power To lay and collect Taxes, Duties, 
Imposts and Excises, to pay the Debts and 
provide for the common Defence and general 
Welfare of the United States; but all Duties, 
Imposts and Excises shall be uniform 
throughout the United States; 

By Mr. GRAVES of Missouri: 

H.R. 6044. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 4, Article 1, Section 8 of the Con- 
stitution Gives Congress the authority to es- 
tablish an uniform Rule of Naturalization 
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By Mr. TIBERI: 

H.R. 6045. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Section 8 of Article 1 of the U.S. Constitu- 
tion. 

By Mrs. BEATTY: 

H.R. 6046. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 

By Mr. CHABOT: 

H.R. 6047. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3: to regulate 
Commerce with foreign Nations, and among 
the several States, and with the Indian 
Tribes; 

By Mr. ELLISON: 

H.R. 6048. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 which states: 
Congress has the power to regulate com- 
merce with foreign nations, and among the 
several states, and with the Indian tribes; 

By Mr. HECK of Nevada: 

H.R. 6049. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1: 

The Congress shall have power to lay and 
collect taxes, duties, imposts and excises, to 
pay the debts and provide for the common 
defense and general welfare of the United 
States; but all duties, imposts and excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United 
States; 

By Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan: 

H.R. 6050. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 9, Clause 7 of the United 
States Constitution 

By Mr. ISRAEL: 

H.R. 6051. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 of the United 
States Constitution 

By Mr. ISRAEL: 

H.R. 6052. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the United 
States Constitution 

By Mr. ISRAEL: 

H.R. 6053. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the powers 
granted to the Congress by Article I, Section 
8, Clauses 3 and 8 of the United States Con- 
stitution. 

By Mr. ISRAEL: 

H.R. 6054. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the powers 
granted to the Congress by Article 1, Sec. 8, 
Clause 3 of the United States Constitution 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 

H.R. 6055. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1. 

Section 4. Clause 1, The times, places and 
manner of holding elections for Senators and 
Representatives, shall be prescribed in each 
state by the legislature thereof; but the Con- 
gress may at any time by law make or alter 
such regulations, except as to the places of 
choosing Senators. 
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By Ms. KAPTUR: 

H.R. 6056. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1. 

Section 8. Clause 3, To regulate commerce 
with foreign nations, and among the several 
states, and with the Indian tribes; 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 

H.R. 6057. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1. 

Section 4. Clause 1, The times, places and 
manner of holding elections for Senators and 
Representatives, shall be prescribed in each 
state by the legislature thereof; but the Con- 
gress may at any time by law make or alter 
such regulations, except as to the places of 
choosing Senators. 

Section 8. Clause 3, To regulate commerce 
with foreign nations, and among the several 
states, and with the Indian tribes. 

By Mr. LANGEVIN: 

H.R. 6058. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 

By Mr. LOWENTHAL: 

H.R. 6059. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 and Article IV, Section 
3. 

By Mr. MULLIN: 

H.R. 6060. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Section 1 of Article III of the Constitution 

By Ms. SPEIER: 

H.R. 6061. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article 1, Section 
8 of the United States Constitution. 

By Mr. TAKANO: 

H.R. 6062. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Paragraph 18. 

By Mrs. TORRES: 

H.R. 6063. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu- 
tion. 

By Mr. VEASEY: 

H.R. 6064. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8: The Congress shall 
have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, 
imposts and excises, to pay the debts and 
provide for the common defense and general 
welfare of the United States; 

By Ms. VELAZQUEZ: 

H.R. 6065. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 

The Congress shall have Power *** To regu- 
late Commerce with foreign Nations, and 
among the several States, and with the In- 
dian Tribes. 


-— 


ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 


Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu- 
tions, as follows: 


H.R. 531: Ms. MATSUI. 
H.R. 846: Mr. SIRES. 
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H.R. 1095: Mr. TAKANO and Ms. BROWNLEY 
of California. 

H.R. 1217: Mr. 

H.R. 1530: Mr. 

H.R. 2016: Mr. 

H.R. 2493: Mr. 

H.R. 2656: Mr. 

H.R. 2903: Mr. 

H.R. 2991: Ms. KELLY of Illinois. 

H.R. 3084: Mr. BEYER, Mr. COHEN, Mr. WITT- 
MAN, and Mr. BILIRAKIS. 

H.R. 3099: Mr. MCGOVERN and Mr. JONES. 

H.R. 3316: Mr. SMITH of Washington. 

H.R. 3381: Mr. BUCSHON, Mr. GRAVES of Mis- 
souri, and Ms. SINEMA. 

H.R. 3397: Mr. MCCAUL. 

. 3537: Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. 

. 8779: Mrs. LAWRENCE. 

. 8799: Mr. DESANTIS. 

. 3886: Mr. SMITH of Washington. 
. 4225: Mr. JOLLY. 

. 4277: Mr. HUFFMAN. 

H.R. 4298: Mr. WOMACK, Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. 
WILSON of South Carolina, Mr. FORBES, Mr. 
REED, and Mr. HUNTER. 

H.R. 4865: Mr. COURTNEY and Mr. LIPINSKI. 

H.R. 4442: Mr. WITTMAN. 

H.R. 4500: Mr. ABRAHAM and Mr. LAHOOD. 

H.R. 4592: Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky, Mr. 
CRAWFORD, Mr. LUETKEMEYER, and Mr. RICE 
of South Carolina. 

H.R. 4616: Mr. YODER and Mr. FITZPATRICK. 

H.R. 4632: Ms. McCOLLUM. 

H.R. 4715: Ms. SINEMA. 

H.R. 4907: Mr. CICILLINE. 

H.R. 4989: Ms. McCoLLUM. 

H.R. 5083: Mr. MURPHY of Florida, Mrs. 
Lowry, Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, and Ms. 
PINGREE. 

H.R. 5167: Mr. CARDENAS. 

H.R. 5258: Mr. DEFAZIO. 

H.R. 5271: Mr. ZINKE. 


JOLLY. 
PAULSEN. 
CROWLEY. 
RYAN of Ohio. 
GROTHMAN. 
FORBES. 
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H.R. 5874: Mr. SMITH of Missouri and Mr. 
COFFMAN. 

H.R. 5405: Mr. 
BROWNLEY of California, 
MENAUER. 

H.R. 5410: Mr. OLSON. 

H.R. 5412: Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. 

H.R. 5418: Mr. POE of Texas and Mr. GOSAR. 

H.R. 5474: Ms. MOORE and Mr. YARMUTH. 

H.R. 5493: Mr. BRAT. 

H.R. 5499: Mr. FORBES, Mr. DAVIDSON, Mr. 
RUSSELL, Mr. ABRAHAM, and Mr. CULBERSON. 

H.R. 5506: Mr. RUIZ, Mr. PERLMUTTER, and 
Mr. COURTNEY. 

H.R. 5628: Mr. PALAZZO. 

H.R. 5682: Mr. MCNERNEY. 

H.R. 5689: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 

H.R. 5732: Mrs. BRooks of Indiana, Mr. 
SIRES, Mr. VARGAS, Mr. CONNOLLY, Ms. 
MENG, and Mr. CARDENAS. 

H.R. 5734: Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 

H.R. 5813: Mr. JOLLY. 

H.R. 5838: Mr. PEARCE. 

H.R. 5904: Mr. PITTENGER. 

H.R. 5908: Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. 

H.R. 5931: Mr. CALVERT and Mr. SHIMKUS. 

H.R. 5932: Mrs. LAWRENCE and Mr. 
GARAMENDI. 

H.R. 5942: Ms. DEGETTE, Ms. SINEMA, Mr. 
RUIZ, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Mrs. COMSTOCK, Mr. 
CLAY, Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania, Mr. YOUNG 
of Iowa, Mr. PERLMUTTER, and Mr. VEASEY. 

H.R. 5946: Mr. THOMPSON of California. 

H.R. 5948: Mr. VALADAO, Mr. NUNES, Mr. 
BECERRA, Mr. KNIGHT, Ms. LEE, Mr. ROYCE, 
Ms. SPEIER, Mr. CALVERT, Mr. RUIZ, and Mr. 
AGUILAR. 

H.R. 5961: Mr. Gowpy and Mr. HONDA. 

H.R. 5962: Mr. SWALWELL of California and 
Mr. HANNA. 

H.R. 5980: Mr. CARNEY, Ms. VELAZQUEZ, and 
Mr. WELCH. 


ROYCE, Mr. Costa, Ms. 
and Mr. BLU- 
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H.R. 5989: Mr. VALADAO, Mr. CARNEY, Mr. 
LAMBORN, Mr. JOYCE, Mr. DEUTCH, Mr. 
ISRAEL, Ms. MENG, Mr. AMODEI, Miss RICE of 
New York, Mr. PERLMUTTER, Mr. WEBER of 
Texas, Mr. BARR, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mrs. 
WALORSKI, Mr. DELANEY, and Mr. BARLETTA. 

H.R. 5996: Ms. LEE, Mr. FORTENBERRY, Mr. 
MCGOVERN, and Mr. HOYER. 

H.R. 6003: Mr. BARLETTA. 

H.R. 6008: Mr. SCHWEIKERT. 

H.R. 6023: Ms. BORDALLO and Mr. DIAZ- 
BALART. 

H. Con. Res. 40: Mr. BLUMENAUER. 

H. Con. Res. 114: Mr. McCaul and Mrs. 
LUMMIS. 

H. Con. 

H. Res. 
H. Res. 
H 


Res. 143: Mr. ELLISON. 
28: Mr. SCHRADER. 
591: Mr. JONES and Mr. LAHOOD. 
. Res. 817: Mr. ISSA. 

H. Res. 845: Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. KILMER, and 
Mr. THOMPSON of California. 

H. Res. 853: Mr. BRAT and Mr. GOSAR. 

H. Res. 857: Mr. SERRANO. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 3 of rule XII, 


88. The SPEAKER presented a petition of 
Mr. Gregory D. Watson, a citizen of Austin, 
Texas, relative to urging the Congress to 
enact legislation that would prohibit the De- 
partment of the Treasury, on its own initia- 
tive, and would likewise prohibit the Presi- 
dent from issuing an Executive Order that 
would result in the United States dis- 
continuing its own monetary currency and 
shifting instead to participation in an inter- 
national currency; which was referred to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 
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September 15, 2016 


SENATE—Thursday, September 15, 2016 


The Senate met at 9:30 a.m. and was 
called to order by the President pro 
tempore (Mr. HATCH). 


EEE 
PRAYER 


The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of- 
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 

Eternal Spirit, refuge of all who flee 
to You, send Your power among us, 
bringing comfort and direction for our 
lives. Be with our lawmakers. If their 
eyes have been closed to Your graces, 
open them. Make them so aware of 
Your providential movements in their 
lives that in the quietness of this mo- 
ment of prayer, they will feel true 
gratitude. Lord, strengthen them to do 
Your will on Earth, causing justice to 
roll down like waters and righteous- 
ness like a mighty stream. May they 
measure their attitudes and responses 
by the standard of Divine love. 

We pray in Your strong Name. Amen. 


ee 


PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The President pro tempore led the 
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


SE 


RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
HELLER). The majority leader is recog- 
nized. 


ee 


MEASURE PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR—S. 3326 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
understand there is a bill at the desk 
due a second reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will read the bill by title for the 
second time. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 3326) to give States the authority 
to provide temporary access to affordable 
private health insurance options outside of 
Obamacare exchanges. 

Mr. McCONNELL. In order to place 
the bill on the calendar under the pro- 
visions of rule XIV, I object to further 
proceedings. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion having been heard, the bill will be 
placed on the calendar. 


EEE 
WELCOMING THE BURMESE STATE 
COUNSELLOR 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, 
today I have the distinct honor of wel- 


coming my dear friend, Burmese State 
Counsellor Daw Aung San Suu Kyi, as 
she visits the Capitol. 

Daw Suu is an incredible woman with 
an incredible life story. She has en- 
dured much since prodemocracy pro- 
tests first swept her country many 
years ago. What followed was a story 
made for Hollywood. In fact, it is a 
story that Hollywood has made. The 
story of Aung San Suu Kyi—of the 
longtime political prisoner who had be- 
come the voice of her people, then de 
facto leader of her country—is about 
more than ‘‘The Lady” herself; it is 
about the journey of a country and a 
people. 

I first learned of that journey dec- 
ades ago as I read of Daw Suu’s heroic 
support for democratic reform, peace- 
ful reconciliation, and human rights in 
her country. It may not have been the 
most popular political call back then, 
but it was important. I decided then to 
make this cause my own whenever pos- 
sible. Over the years, that has meant 
sponsoring needed sanctions on the 
previous Burmese regime, it has meant 
promoting political and constitutional 
reforms and meeting with Burmese 
leaders, and it has meant keeping in 
close contact with Daw Suu. Whatever 
the task, it has been an honor to do my 
own small part to advocate for change 
in Burma and support my friend. 

It has been truly remarkable to see 
the changes that have taken hold in 
Burma in recent years—changes that 
once seemed literally unattainable. 
Last year the world looked on as Daw 
Suu led her National League for De- 
mocracy to victory in Burma’s general 
election. For those keeping score, this 
was actually the second time she had 
done this, but, unlike the election in 
1990, these results were actually ac- 
cepted by the regime. It was a moment 
many of us had eagerly awaited for 
decades, and in many ways it re- 
affirmed the purpose behind Daw Suu’s 
life’s work, her great sacrifice, and her 
indestructible resolve. It was also a re- 
minder of the many challenges that 
still face the Burmese people, such as 
addressing much needed constitutional 
reform and the military’s dispropor- 
tionate power in Parliament, ending 
decades-long conflicts and promoting 
peaceful reconciliation among ethnic 
groups, and encouraging economic de- 
velopment. 

As Daw Suu knows best of all, Burma 
is still a country with many challenges 
to hurdle as it strives to achieve a 
more representational government. 
The Burmese people are not alone. 
They, and she, have many friends here 
in Washington as they work toward re- 
form and reconciliation. 


It has been 4 years since Daw Suu 
last visited us. It was a privilege then 
to help bestow her with the Congres- 
sional Gold Medal she had earned many 
years before. It is a privilege to wel- 
come her back now in this new capac- 
ity. I look forward to meeting with her 
later today and again wishing her all 
the best and reaffirming my own com- 
mitment to support her and her coun- 
try on their path ahead. 


ete 
WRDA 


Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, on 
another important matter, from the 
Gulf of Mexico and the Chesapeake Bay 
to the inland waterways that are so 
important to Kentucky’s maritime 
jobs, America’s waterways play a cru- 
cial role in supporting the economy, 
transporting goods and people from 
point A to point B, and supplying com- 
munities with drinking water. 

As the chairman of the Environment 
and Public Works Committee, Senator 
INHOFE understands just how critical 
our waterways are and the importance 
of maintaining them. That is why he 
has been working with Ranking Mem- 
ber BARBARA BOXER to craft the bipar- 
tisan 2016 Water Resources Develop- 
ment Act, or WRDA. 

This responsible water resources bill 
authorizes more than two dozen Army 
Corps projects from the east coast to 
the west, and it is expected to save tax- 
payers $6 million over the next decade. 
It is also completely paid for. The 
projects authorized in this bill range 
from strengthening our waterways’ in- 
frastructure to helping support safe 
and reliable drinking water sources. 
They also invest in priorities each of us 
cares about, such as improving public 
health and safety, enhancing com- 
merce, and supporting America’s eco- 
systems. Here is what I mean: By in- 
vesting in flood control projects, dam 
maintenance, and drinking water infra- 
structure, this bill will enhance public 
health and safety. By investing in 
ports, harbors, locks, and dams, it will 
strengthen commerce. By investing in 
restoration and revitalization projects, 
from the Florida Everglades to the Los 
Angeles River, it will support Amer- 
ica’s natural ecosystems. 

I am also pleased the bill supports 
several projects in Kentucky that are 
important to me, to my constituents, 
and to the U.S. Army Corps of Engi- 
neers. One will transfer aging infra- 
structure along the Green and Barren 
Rivers in Kentucky over to State and 
local entities so they can determine 
the best use of this infrastructure. An- 
other will help my constituents in Pa- 
ducah better protect themselves from 
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flooding from the Ohio River by help- 
ing complete repairs to the city’s flood 
protection infrastructure. 

The bill also includes an important 
coal ash provision that will give States 
the authority to create their own coal 
ash permitting requirements and sys- 
tems to ensure that coal ash is recy- 
cled and reused in a safe and effective 
way in accordance with current EPA 
guidelines. 

To quote Senator INHOFE, the top Re- 
publican on the committee, this bill 
will “support our communities and ex- 
pand our economy.”’ 

To quote Senator BOXER, the top 
Democrat on the committee, it will 
provide ‘‘a perfect vehicle to upgrade 
our water infrastructure.” 

I appreciate their work across the 
aisle to move this important water re- 
sources bill forward. Its passage will 
represent another bipartisan win for 
American transportation infrastruc- 
ture. It is another example of what has 
been possible with a Senate that is 
back to work for the American people. 
I look forward to its passage later 
today, and I would encourage our 
House colleagues to take action soon 
so we can send the bill to the Presi- 
dent. 


EE 
TRIBUTE TO TIM MITCHELL 


Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, one 
final matter. I would like to say a few 
words about Tim Mitchell, who has hit 
a significant milestone in his Senate 
career this week: 25 years of service. 

As the Democratic leader has noted 
on several occasions, Tim’s love for 
baseball—and the Red Sox in par- 
ticular—is hard to miss. How big a fan 
is Tim? Well, a few years back when 
the Sox won the World Series, the 
Democratic leader gave a shout-out to 
Tim when he offered the resolution 
honoring the team. ‘“‘[I]f it were in 
order,’’ he said then—which it wasn’t, 
as Tim would be quick to note—‘‘I 
would ask that... this resolution be 
passed with the name of ‘Tim Mitchell’ 
on it. ... I consider myself a fan of 
baseball,” the Democratic leader con- 
tinued, ‘‘but I have never known a 
more rabid fan of a baseball team than 
Tim Mitchell, whom we depend on so 
very, very much to help us work 
through all we do in the Senate.”’ 

I have to say that this is an area 
where the Democratic leader and I ab- 
solutely agree. Tim has been a staple 
around here for a quarter of a century, 
working his way through some of the 
most difficult jobs in the Senate as 
part of the floor staff. To paraphrase 
Laura Dove, the Secretary for the ma- 
jority, the work of Tim and his floor 
staff colleagues could be compared to 
that of a duck gliding through a pond. 
Above water, the duck appears to be 
moving through the pond effortlessly, 
but if you take a look below the sur- 
face, you will see its feet working—put- 
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ting in difficult and often unrecognized 
efforts—to keep it afloat. 

Tim certainly does so to keep this 
place afloat—coordinating with his ma- 
jority counterpart Robert Duncan, sift- 
ing through heaps of paperwork, and 
putting in long hours that turn into 
late nights. Even on those late nights, 
Tim makes it a priority to not only 
make it home for family dinner but to 
prepare it too. 

Tim, from what I hear, it is takeout 
night at your house. I would imagine 
tonight’s dinner will be a little more 
special than usual, and I know your 
wife Alicia and your son Ben couldn’t 
be prouder. Your Senate family is 
proud of you, too, and we thank you for 
these 25 years of dedication and serv- 
ice. 


RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 
LEADER 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Democratic leader is recognized. 


TRIBUTE TO TIM MITCHELL 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I appreciate 
those remarks of the Republican leader 
regarding Tim. 

People have heard me talk about 
baseball and how I fell in love with 
baseball as a little boy, listening on 
the radio and the game of the day. I so 
wanted to be a baseball player. As time 
went on, as a young man in college, I 
realized I wasn’t big enough, fast 
enough, or good enough to be the base- 
ball player of my dreams, but that 
didn’t take away my love for baseball. 

Living in Southern Nevada, Las 
Vegas, we had a team, the Dodgers. We 
listened to the games and watched the 
games. In the Reno area, Northern Ne- 
vada, the team was the Giants. We in 
Southern Nevada didn’t like the Gi- 
ants. The days of Sandy Koufax, Don 
Drysdale, Claude Osteen—those were 
the days of real baseball. Games were 2 
to 1, 3 to 0, not these slugfests. We 
didn’t have those then. 

In coming back to Washington, in the 
many years I have been here, we had 
the Baltimore Orioles. I love their 
owner—a wonderful man—Peter 
Angelos. I have been disappointed that 
they haven’t done better, but they are 
doing pretty well this year. I have fol- 
lowed them very closely. Of course, 
when the Nationals team came here, 
our attention was focused not entirely 
on Baltimore—because it was the only 
team around here—but also on the Na- 
tionals, and we divided our attention. 
Of course, I have been to the Nationals 
games, and it has been great. As the 
Republican leader and I have said 
many times, we bicker and fight on 
some things but never on baseball. We 
both watch the Nationals and follow 
what they do. 

As everyone knows, Greg Maddux 
from Las Vegas is the best athlete ever 
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to come out of Nevada. We have had 
some in Northern Nevada, and I recog- 
nized them also. Some of them played 
professional football. No one was as 
good as Greg Maddux, winning more 
than 350 games, which is unheard of 
today, a man of, as he would admit, av- 
erage talent—average talent but a 
mind and such dedication and such 
composure and such confidence that he 
became one of the best of all time. 

Tim and I have talked about all these 
things I have talked about regarding 
baseball. We have talked about Bryce 
Harper. We recognize he is not having a 
great year this year. They are afraid of 
him still. He has walked 104 times, 
which is unheard of in baseball, but his 
batting average is not as good as it 
was. But he was still the Most Valuable 
Player in baseball at age 22. He has 
been on the all-star team four or five 
times already in his young career. 

Tim and I have talked about all of 
this, and as he knows, I like the Boston 
Red Sox, but I am not in the same 
league as Tim Mitchell. Tim is the As- 
sistant Secretary for the minority and 
was for the majority, of course, during 
my many years as the Democratic 
leader. We have such a nice relation- 
ship. We can do our business when we 
need to, and we do that a lot, but we 
have a good time talking about family 
and baseball. 

I don’t know if anybody saw his tie. 
He has over 100 ties that have a base- 
ball theme on them. He has on one of 
those ties today. It is a little hard to 
see. It is one of those John Kerry ties. 
I think it is one of those Vineyard Vine 
ties from Massachusetts, but it is a 
beautiful tie. It is typical for Tim to 
wear a baseball tie. He wears one of 
them to work every day. I wouldn’t say 
some of them are ugly, but some catch 
your attention. 

He watches the Red Sox whenever he 
can. He goes to games, takes his dad to 
the games, and takes his son when he 
can. He watches games here and watch- 
es them in Baltimore as often as he can 
with his son. I wouldn’t put it in a 
class of weird, but it is close. In his 
basement, he has two seats from 
Fenway Park. They were worn out 
there, but he bought them anyway, and 
now he watches the games in his base- 
ment on Fenway Park seats. You can’t 
make up stuff like this. 

Tim is dedicated to baseball and we 
recognize that and I admire him for 
that. 

Tim, I think you and I are going 
through the same withdrawals in a few 
weeks because baseball season is end- 
ing, and for me baseball season is a tre- 
mendous respite from what we do here. 
Frankly, I am not much of a football 
fan anymore. I have become kind of ad- 
dicted to soccer after baseball, but dur- 
ing baseball season, I can go home and 
watch a few innings, and it is a com- 
plete deliverance from what goes on 
here. It is really very nice for me. 
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When I go home to Nevada, wow, is it 
pleasant because, again, I can watch a 
7 p.m. game at 4 p.m. in the afternoon. 

Pretty good, huh, Tim? 

Anyway, we will have a little bit of 
depression here in a few weeks, but his 
team is doing well. The Nationals are 
doing well, and Baltimore is doing 
quite well so we are going to be fine. 

As dedicated as he is to baseball, he 
is also dedicated to this institution. He 
has spent one-quarter of a century 
here. As the Republican leader men- 
tioned, this is his 25th anniversary of 
working in the Senate. He started as 
an intern with someone I served with 
in the Senate, Don Riegle from Michi- 
gan. He started working for him during 
his junior year in college. After grad- 
uation, Tim moved to Washington, DC, 
and became a full-time employee of 
Senator Riegle. He started out as a lot 
of us do, answering phones, but he 
moved on, of course, because of his per- 
sonality and talent. 

Following his time on the Banking 
Committee, which Riegle chaired, he 
worked on the Whitewater Committee. 
We all remember that, and there are 
still parts of that dribbling on in this 
Presidential election. At that time, he 
worked for Senator Tom Daschle, who 
was one of my predecessors, as a re- 
search assistant, and later on the 
Democratic policy committee, which I 
led during part of my tenure in the 
Senate. 

In 2001, Tim made a move that would 
forever change the Senate for the bet- 
ter. He joined our floor staff. That was 
a long time ago, but he has been work- 
ing diligently here ever since. He is 
armed with an incredible work ethic 
and a very keen intellect. He has 
worked his way up on the floor team 
and has become an expert on Senate 
rules and procedure. 

Tim is a lawyer. He went to law 
school at night and worked here as 
long as he could. He missed a few class- 
es because of working late here. During 
his time as a member of the Demo- 
cratic floor staff, he has become some- 
one whom the Republicans appreciate 
and go to for help just as the Demo- 
crats do. 

In 2008, the Senate adopted a resolu- 
tion making Tim Mitchell the Assist- 
ant Secretary for the majority. When 
the Republicans took control of the 
Senate, he assumed his current posi- 
tion. 

Think about all of the important leg- 
islation Tim has helped us with—and I 
mean helped us with. There are a num- 
ber of Senators on the floor this morn- 
ing. I see Senator BOXER and Senator 
DURBIN. 

Mrs. BOXER. Senator 
Senator SCHUMER. 

Mr. REID. They are on the same side 
as my bad eye, folks. We are all pretty 
good at what we do, but we would be 
lost without the Tim Mitchells and 
Gary Myricks of the world. We would 


MURRAY and 
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be stumbling around here. We depend 
on them so very much. Tim has helped 
us. He has helped us on so many dif- 
ferent things. He has helped us through 
the Affordable Care Act, the auto- 
mobile bailout, and the stimulus. I 
could go on and on with all we have 
done, and he has been here helping us. 

He has accomplished so very much, 
but I know—and he doesn’t have to 
give me a long dissertation on this—his 
role in life is to be a good father to his 
10-year-old son Ben and of course a 
good husband to his wife Alicia. I am 
sure he accomplishes that very well. 
Ben is a budding skier—and to no one’s 
surprise—a baseball player. He speaks, 
as we all do about our athletes, about 
how good they are, and in our eyes, 
they are the best. 

Alicia and Ben are here with us 
today. Thank you for sharing Tim with 
us all of these years. 

I join the entire U.S. Senate, Demo- 
crats and Republicans, in thanking 
Tim Mitchell for his exceptional work 
for 25 years. 

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, I ask 
through the Chair if the Senator will 
yield for 5 minutes, please. 

Mr. REID. Yes. 

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, I say 
through the chair, I see the leadership 
team is here. I will represent the rank 
and file, to tell you what Tim means to 
us. There is a lot of stress around here, 
not that I have ever experienced nor 
have I been worried, nervous, or annoy- 
ing to people, but through it all, Tim is 
with the team—and they know who 
they are—giving us advice, protecting 
us, telling us what are our rights, what 
we can do and what we can’t do. People 
outside the Chamber don’t understand 
what it means to have people like Tim. 

Tim loves baseball. I grew up six 
blocks from Ebbets Field and saw the 
civil rights movement unfold with 
Jackie Robinson on the bases so we 
have something in common. If we were 
voting today, Tim Mitchell would be 
the most valuable player. 

We do love you, Tim. Congratula- 
tions, and we look forward to working 
with you for a long time. 

I yield the floor. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
through the Chair if the Senator from 
Nevada will yield for a question. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I am happy 
to yield. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I say 
through the Chair that I wish to join 
in. I started my career as a staffer and 
then as a Parliamentarian so I know 
what happens behind the scenes is 
sometimes even more important than 
what you see on the floor of the Sen- 
ate. 

For 25 years, Tim Mitchell has been 
behind the scenes and at the heart of 
the activity in the U.S. Senate. I have 
been here for 20 years and have relied 
on Tim and our great staff team that 
has really stepped up time and time 
again. 
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Like most people, it took just a 
minute or two in the Senate cloakroom 
to realize that Tim Mitchell is the big- 
gest baseball fan I have ever run into. 
I didn’t know he had 100 baseball neck- 
ties, but he does, and as Senator REID 
said, some are very challenging from a 
style viewpoint, but he is loyal to his 
sport and particularly to his team, the 
Boston Red Sox. 

I watched him as he came into his 
glory moment when the Boston Red 
Sox won the World Series after a long 
wait. I know he is now looking for the 
Boston Red Sox to return to the World 
Series, and I have a pairing in my mind 
that would be perfect. It involves a 
former Red Sox President who came 
over to help the Chicago Cubs. His 
name is Theo Epstein, and he made his- 
tory in Boston by taking the Red Sox 
to the World Series. We think he is 
going to make history in Chicago. This 
would be the perfect World Series for 
Tim, me, and for baseball. 

Let me close by saying that would be 
a perfect World Series, you have been a 
perfect addition to the Senate for 25 
years, and we look forward to a lot 
more ahead. 

Thanks, Tim. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
ROUNDS). The Senator from Wash- 
ington. 


Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, if the 
minority leader will yield for a mo- 
ment. 

Mr. REID. I am happy to yield. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I just 
want to add my congratulations to Tim 
for his tremendous work here. I have 
been here for 24 years, and every year 
I have been here, he has been a critical 
part of the work we do. Thank you, 
Tim, for the numerous issues you have 
helped us work our way through. 

For me, when I was chairing the 
Budget Committee, which we all know 
is a very chaotic, long, and tedious 
process, Tim was there to make sure 
we did it right, that we were in order, 
and that things moved smoothly. 

Tim, we could not have done it with- 
out you. Thank you for your 25 years of 
service and thank you to your family 
for allowing you to be here with us for 
25 years of service, and I thank you for 
all you will continue to do in the fu- 
ture. 

Thank you. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from New York. 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, will 
the Democratic leader yield? 

Mr. REID. I am happy to yield. 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, every 
organization has what they call unsung 
heroes. On the battlefield, they are the 
soldiers, in the automobile plant, they 
are the assembly line workers, and in 
the hospital they may be the nurses. 
Those organizations can’t go on with- 
out these people. They are the heart 
and soul of these organizations, and 
they do their work quietly but proudly. 
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If you had to pick someone who per- 
sonifies the unsung hero of this body, 
it would be Tim. He does his job every 
day. When you talk to him, you can see 
the pride and the knowledge he has in 
doing his job and doing it well. 

BARBARA BOXER mentioned there are 
a lot of moments when everybody is in 
a stir but never Tim. He calmly and di- 
rectly gives you the right advice. He is 
a hero—a hero not only to those of us 
who are here but to every Member of 
the Senate. 

Tim, we love you. God bless. 


EE 
TRIBUTE TO KRYSTA JURIS 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I want to 
switch from my friend Tim Mitchell to 
another friend I have. Ten years ago, I 
was in search of a scheduler. I needed 
someone to help with my scheduling 
and work here in my Capitol office. 
The office is just a few feet from here 
and it is extremely busy. We have peo- 
ple coming and going all day long, in- 
cluding the end of the night, and so I 
knew I needed someone who was good 
and would get better. Little did I real- 
ize that the woman I would hire didn’t 
just get better, she has been the best. 
Her name is Krysta Juris. 

I have a few months to go as a Mem- 
ber of Congress. I have been here 34 
years, and I have had some remarkable 
employees. I have had such loyal staff 
with me now who have stayed until the 
bitter end, but it is hard to find a de- 
scription for someone who is as capa- 
ble, as nice, as competent, and as 
smart as Krysta Juris. 

David McCallum, who helps me line 
up staff, told me he had a candidate 
and thought she was really good. He 
gave me her background and told me 
she had worked in Senator Clinton’s of- 
fice and on her Presidential campaign. 
He told me—I guess this was the 
clincher—she was a collegiate lacrosse 
player. Lacrosse is a game I have got- 
ten to know quite well because I have 
grandsons who play that sport. It is a 
really difficult, hard game. A college 
lacrosse player? I understand the dif- 
ference between a high school lacrosse 
player and a college lacrosse player. 
Without knowing a lot more, I said she 
would be perfect. If she played lacrosse, 
she would know how to head a front of- 
fice. 

As I have indicated, serving as a 
scheduler for my office is not easy. 
She, as I indicated, was a college play- 
er. She played for the University of 
Maryland. They have excellent ath- 
letics there, generally. 

She has had a demanding schedule 
for at least 10 years. She incurs long, 
long hours. Of course, it goes without 
saying that quickly she became the 
scheduler—not the assistant, not the 
deputy. To put it simply, to do this job 
you have to be really tough and fair. 
My colleagues who come to that office 
regularly—DURBIN, SCHUMER, MURRAY, 
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and others—know Krysta. They always 
know that when they call Krysta, she 
tells them the truth: He is here; he is 
not here; he can see you; he can’t see 
you. She is tough. She is strong and 
unafraid. She is not intimidated by 
some big-shot Senators. She handles 
them just fine. 

She has been my gatekeeper and my 
loyal adviser, and she has performed 
phenomenally. She is the best at her 
job that I have ever seen in my many, 
many years of public service and as an 
attorney prior to my public service. 
For everything I have done, as far as 
setting the schedule, there is no one 
who is a close second. 

She has been in the thick of things. 
She has been through my ups and my 
downs. She has been by my side. There 
are many, many examples. Some of us 
will never forget the snowstorm of 2009. 
It became so tense here that one of my 
Republican colleagues said that he 
hoped Senator Byrd would die during 
the night so we wouldn’t have 60 Sen- 
ators. With his being ill and having 
trouble navigating on his legs and liv- 
ing in Virginia and coming through the 
blizzard, we were worried. But he 
showed up. I told Krysta: Try to do all 
you can from home, because of this 
Snowmageddon, as we called it. We 
were in session. We had to finish the 
health care bill, and every day meant 
so very, very much. No, she did not 
stay home. She trudged through blocks 
and blocks of snow and snowdrifts to be 
here. She never missed a day. She 
spent many, many long, long nights in 
my office. I said: We will get someone 
to drive you or walk with you. She 
said: No, Iam OK. I will be fine. 

During the fiscal crisis of 2012, we 
were in session on New Year’s Eve. She 
was at her desk working while the rest 
of the world rang in the new year. 
Frankly, she was probably glad she was 
here. She has a little dog and those 
firecrackers and all that noise drives 
her little dog crazy. So she could be 
away from the firecrackers and keep 
her dog safe. She had reasons for being 
here during that period of time. 

When the Republicans shut down the 
government for 17 days in 2013, she was 
here every day overseeing my schedule, 
making things run smoothly, even 
though no Senate employee was guar- 
anteed that they would be paid for the 
work they were doing. As my col- 
leagues will recall, many Senate em- 
ployees didn’t come to work. 

On a more personal note, as happens 
in everyone’s life, there are times of 
difficulty. The Reid family has had a 
few problems. As some will remember, 
I was engaged in my office trying to 
work out a deal with health care—the 
Affordable Care Act—and in walked 
Janice and Krysta and said there was a 
call: Your wife has been in an accident. 
It was very bad. It broke her neck in 
two places and her back, and her face 
was messed up. That was a hard time 
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for us. Krysta was there. She was 
there. She helped with the scheduling. 
We got over that. Then Landra got an 
extremely aggressive form of breast 
cancer that went on for months. Krysta 
balanced my schedule here with my 
schedule with Landra. She made sure I 
had time with Landra to help. I will al- 
ways remember her. I didn’t have to 
ask her to do it; she did it. 

When I had my unfortunate accident, 
Krysta knew how I had been hurt, and 
I did the best I could covering how I 
had been hurt. My three leaders—DUR- 
BIN, SCHUMER, AND MURRAY —helped 
me cover my disability for a while. She 
took care of things. My scheduling was 
done. I missed very, very few things be- 
cause of her. 

My children know her. My grand- 
children know her. It is no surprise 
then to say that Krysta is and always 
will be part of my family. 

Krysta’s time is ending this week. It 
is kind of like my service here in the 
Senate. I wish it would never end. I 
wish Krysta could be with me always. 
But things change and things happen. 
But really with Krysta it is not time 
for distress or sadness; it is time for 
happiness because I have nothing but 
fond memories of this very beautiful 
woman—beautiful on the outside and 
on the inside. Why is it time for cele- 
bration? Because Krysta, at the ripe 
old age of 32, is having her first baby. 
She is so excited. I remember with all 
her babies, Landra wore the smocks 
that were kind of the style at that 
time. We don’t do that anymore, and 
that is terrific. She is so pretty with 
her pregnancy, as she is without her 
pregnancy. She has never missed work 
because of her pregnancy. She has 
never complained about morning sick- 
ness or afternoon sickness or asked to 
go home early—never. So I am happy 
for her. I am happy for Trevor, her 
good husband. 

Senator DURBIN has helped me on a 
number of occasions with things that 
he could help with regarding Krysta. 
He has been so thoughtful about mak- 
ing things work out. 

So Iam happy for Krysta. I am happy 
for Trevor. She is going to have a little 
girl. My hope is that that little girl 
will turn out to be just like her mom— 
a person everybody loves, a person who 
is dependable and trustworthy, and a 
person whose friendship is so impor- 
tant to those she knows. 

My friendship with Krysta is not 
going to end when I leave the Senate. 
It is forever. 

So thank you, Krysta, for a job well 
done. I wish you and your family the 
best that life has to offer. 

Now back to some other things. I am 
sorry to have taken so long, but that is 
sometimes the way things are. 


—— 


DONALD TRUMP 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I am very 
concerned about the integrity and the 
security of our democracy in America. 
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The United States is a nation that 
has always been and must always be 
governed by its people. 

Later on today, I am going to see 
Ambassador Baucus. He is someone 
who has always talked about how we 
have to make sure the people deter- 
mine what we do. America must never 
be subject to undue influence from for- 
eign powers. Potential conflicts of in- 
terest involving our Nation’s elected 
officials deserve our highest scrutiny. 
That is why I found yesterday’s article 
by Kurt EHichenwald in Newsweek real- 
ly frightening. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the article be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From Newsweek, Sept. 14, 2016] 


How THE TRUMP ORGANIZATION’S FOREIGN 
BUSINESS TIES COULD UPEND U.S. NATIONAL 
SECURITY 


(By Kurt Eichenwald) 


If Donald Trump is elected president, will 
he and his family permanently sever all con- 
nections to the Trump Organization, a 
sprawling business empire that has spread a 
secretive financial web across the world? Or 
will Trump instead choose to be the most 
conflicted president in American history, 
one whose business interests will constantly 
jeopardize the security of the United States? 

Throughout this campaign, the Trump Or- 
ganization, which pumps potentially hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars into the Trump 
family’s bank accounts each year, has been 
largely ignored. As a private enterprise, its 
businesses, partners and investors are hidden 
from public view, even though they are the 
very people who could be enriched by—or 
will further enrich—Trump and his family if 
he wins the presidency. 

A close examination by Newsweek of the 
Trump Organization, including confidential 
interviews with business executives and 
some of its international partners, reveals an 
enterprise with deep ties to global fin- 
anciers, foreign politicians and even crimi- 
nals, although there is no evidence the 
Trump Organization has engaged in any ille- 
gal activities. It also reveals a web of con- 
tractual entanglements that could not be 
just canceled. If Trump moves into the White 
House and his family continues to receive 
any benefit from the company, during or 
even after his presidency, almost every for- 
eign policy decision he makes will raise seri- 
ous conflicts of interest and ethical quag- 
mires. 


THE MUMBAI SHUFFLE 


The Trump Organization is not like the 
Bill, Hillary & Chelsea Clinton Foundation, 
the charitable enterprise that has been the 
subject of intense scrutiny about possible 
conflicts for the Democratic presidential 
nominee. There are allegations that Hillary 
Clinton bestowed benefits on contributors to 
the foundation in some sort of ‘‘pay to play” 
scandal when she was secretary of state, but 
that makes no sense because there was no 
“pay.’’ Money contributed to the foundation 
was publicly disclosed and went to charitable 
efforts, such as fighting neglected tropical 
diseases that infect as many as a billion 
people. The financials audited by 
PricewaterhouseCoopers, the global inde- 
pendent accounting company, and the foun- 
dation’s tax filings show that about 90 per- 
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cent of the money it raised went to its chari- 
table programs. (Trump surrogates have 
falsely claimed that it was only 10 percent 
and that the rest was used as a Clinton 
“slush fund.’?) No member of the Clinton 
family received any cash from the founda- 
tion, nor did it finance any political cam- 
paigns. In fact, like the Clintons, almost the 
entire board of directors works for free. 

On the other hand, the Trump family rakes 
in untold millions of dollars from the Trump 
Organization every year. Much of that comes 
from deals with international financiers and 
developers, many of whom have been tied to 
controversial and even illegal activities. 
None of Trump’s overseas contractual busi- 
ness relationships examined by Newsweek 
were revealed in his campaign’s financial fil- 
ings with the Federal Election Commission, 
nor was the amount paid to him by his for- 
eign partners. (The Trump campaign did not 
respond to a request for the names of all for- 
eign entities in partnership or contractually 
tied to the Trump Organization.) Trump’s fi- 
nancial filings also indicate he is a share- 
holder or beneficiary of several overseas en- 
tities, including Excel Venture LLC in the 
French West Indies and Caribusiness Invest- 
ments SRL, based in the Dominican Repub- 
lic, one of the world’s tax havens. 

Trump’s business conflicts with America’s 
national security interests cannot be re- 
solved so long as he or any member of his 
family maintains a financial interest in the 
Trump Organization during a Trump admin- 
istration, or even if they leave open the pos- 
sibility of returning to the company later. 
The Trump Organization cannot be placed 
into a blind trust, an arrangement used by 
many politicians to prevent them from 
knowing their financial interests; the Trump 
family is already aware of who their overseas 
partners are and could easily learn about 
any new ones. 

Many foreign governments retain close ties 
to and even control of companies in their 
county, including several that already are 
partnered with the Trump Organization. Any 
government wanting to seek future influence 
with President Trump could do so by arrang- 
ing for a partnership with the Trump Organi- 
zation, feeding money directly to the family 
or simply stashing it away inside the com- 
pany for their use once Trump is out of the 
White House. This is why, without a perma- 
nent departure of the entire Trump family 
from their company, the prospect of legal 
bribery by overseas powers seeking to influ- 
ence American foreign policy, either through 
existing or future partnerships, will remain a 
reality throughout a Trump presidency. 

Moreover, the identity of every partner 
cannot be discovered if Trump reverses 
course and decided to release his taxes. The 
partnerships are struck with some of the 
more than 500 entities disclosed in Trump’s 
financial disclosure forms; each of those en- 
tities has its own records that would have to 
be revealed for a full accounting of all of 
Trump’s foreign entanglements to be made 
public. 

The problem of overseas conflicts emerges 
from the nature of Trump’s business in re- 
cent years. Much of the public believes 
Trump is a hugely successful developer, a 
television personality and a failed casino op- 
erator. But his primary business deals for al- 
most a decade have been a quite different en- 
deavor. The GOP nominee is essentially a li- 
censor who leverages his celebrity into 
streams of cash from partners from all over 
the world. The business model for Trump’s 
company started to change around 2007, after 
he became the star of NBC’s The Apprentice, 
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which boosted his national and international 
fame. Rather than constructing Trump’s own 
hotels, office towers and other buildings, 
much of his business involved striking deals 
with overseas developers who pay his com- 
pany for the right to slap his name on their 
buildings. (The last building constructed by 
Trump with his name on it is the Trump- 
SoHo hotel and condominium project, com- 
pleted in 2007.) In public statements, Trump 
and his son Donald Trump Jr. have cele- 
brated their company’s international brand- 
ing business and announced their intentions 
to expand it. ‘‘The opportunities for growth 
are endless, and I look forward to building 
upon the tremendous success we have en- 
joyed,’” Donald Trump Jr. said in 20138. 
Trump Jr. has cited prospects in Russia, 
Ukraine, Vietnam, Thailand, Argentina and 
other countries. 

The idea of selling the Trump brand name 
to overseas developers emerged as a small 
piece of the company’s business in the late 
1990s. At that time, two executives from 
Daewoo Engineering and Construction met 
with Trump at his Manhattan offices to pro- 
pose paying him for the right to use his 
name on a new complex under development, 
according to former executives from the 
South Korean company. Daewoo had already 
worked with the Trump Organization to 
build the Trump World Tower, which is close 
to the Manhattan headquarters of the United 
Nations. The former Daewoo executives said 
Trump was at first skeptical, but in 1999 con- 
struction began on the South Korean version 
of Trump World, six condominium properties 
in Seoul and two neighboring cities. Accord- 
ing to the two former executives, the Trump 
Organization received an annual fee of ap- 
proximately $8 million a year. 

Shortly after the deal was signed, the par- 
ent company of Daewoo Engineering and 
Construction, the Daewoo Group, collapsed 
into bankruptcy amid allegations of what 
proved to be a $48 billion accounting fraud. 
The chairman of the Daewoo Group, Kim 
Woo Choong, fled to North Korea; he re- 
turned in 2005, was arrested and convicted of 
embezzlement and sentenced to 10 years in 
prison. According to the two former Daewoo 
executives, a reorganization of Daewoo after 
its bankruptcy required revisions in the 
Trump contract, but the Trump Organiza- 
tion still remains allied with Daewoo Engi- 
neering and Construction. 

This relationship puts Trump’s foreign 
policies in conflict with his financial inter- 
ests. Earlier this year, he said South Korea 
should plan to shoulder its own military de- 
fense rather than relying on the United 
States, including the development of nuclear 
weapons. (He later denied making that state- 
ment, which was video-recorded.) One of the 
primary South Korean companies involved in 
nuclear energy, a key component in weapons 
development, is Trump’s partner—Daewoo 
Engineering and Construction. It would po- 
tentially get an economic windfall if the 
United States adopted policies advocated by 
Trump. 

In India, the conflicts between the inter- 
ests of the Trump Organization and Amer- 
ican foreign policy are starker. Trump 
signed an agreement in 2011 with an Indian 
property developer called Rohan Lifescapes 
that wanted to construct a 65-story building 
with his name on it. Leading the talks for 
Rohan was Kalpesh Mehta, a director of the 
company who would later become the exclu- 
sive representative of Trump’s businesses in 
India. However, government regulatory hur- 
dles soon impeded the project. According to 
a former Trump official who spoke on condi- 
tion of anonymity, Donald Trump Jr. flew to 
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India to plead with Prithviraj Chavan, chief 
minister of Maharashtra, a state in Western 
India, asking that he remove the hurdles, 
but the powerful politician refused to make 
an exception for the Trump Organization. It 
would be extremely difficult for a foreign 
politician to make that call if he were speak- 
ing to the son of the president of the United 
States. 

The Mumbai deal with Rohan fell apart in 
2013, but a new branding deal (Trump Tower 
Mumbai) was struck with the Lodha Group, 
a major Indian developer. By that time, 
Trump had an Indian project underway in 
the city of Pune with a large developer 
called Panchshil Realty that agreed to pay 
millions for use of the Trump brand on two 
22-floor towers. His new partner, Atul 
Chordia of Panchshil, appeared awed in pub- 
lic statements about his association with the 
famous Trump name and feted Trump with a 
special dinner attended by actors, industri- 
alists, socialites and even a former Miss Uni- 
verse. 

Last month, scandal erupted over the de- 
velopment, called Trump Towers Pune, after 
the state government and local police start- 
ed looking into discrepancies in the land 
records suggesting that the land on which 
the building was constructed may not have 
been legally obtained by Panchshil. The In- 
dian company says no rules or laws were bro- 
ken, but if government officials conclude 
otherwise, the project’s future will be in 
jeopardy—and create a problem that Indian 
politicians eager to please an American 
president might have to resolve. 

Through the Pune deal, the Trump Organi- 
zation has developed close ties to India’s Na- 
tionalist Congress Party—a centrist political 
organization that stands for democratic sec- 
ularism and is led by Sharad Pawar, an ally 
of the Chordia family that owns Panchshil— 
but that would be of little help in this inves- 
tigation. Political power in India rests large- 
ly with the Indian National Congress, a na- 
tionalist party that has controlled the cen- 
tral government for almost 50 years. (How- 
ever, Trump is very popular with the Hindu 
Sena, a far-right radical nationalist group 
that sees his anti-Muslim stance as a sign he 
would take an aggressive stand against Paki- 
stan. When Trump turned 70 in June, mem- 
bers of that organization threw a birthday 
party for the man they called ‘‘the savior of 
humanity.’’) 

Even as Trump was on the campaign trail, 
the Trump Organization struck another deal 
in India that drew the Republican nominee 
closer to another political group there. In 
April, the company inked an agreement with 
Ireo, a private real estate equity business 
based in the Indian city of Gurgaon. The 
company, which has more than 500 investors 
in the fund that will be paying the Trump 
Organization, is headed by Madhukar Tulsi, 
a prominent real estate executive in India. 
In 2010, Tulsi’s home and the offices of Ireo 
were raided as part of a sweeping corruption 
inquiry related to the 2010 Commonwealth 
Games held in New Delhi. According to one 
Indian business executive, government inves- 
tigators believed that Ireo had close ties 
with a prominent Indian  politician— 
Sudhanashu Mittal, then the leader of the 
Bharatiya Janata Party, India’s second larg- 
est political party—who was suspected in 
playing a role in rerouting money earned 
from Commonwealth Games contracts 
through tax havens into Ireo’s real estate 
projects. A senior official with Ireo, Tulsi is 
a relative of Mittal’s. No charges were ever 
brought in the case, but the investigation 
did reveal the close political ties between a 
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prominent Indian political party and a com- 
pany that is now a Trump partner 

No doubt, few Indian political groups hop- 
ing to establish close ties to a possible future 
American president could have missed the 
recent statements from the Trump family 
that its company wanted to do more deals in 
their country. As the Republican National 
Convention was about to get underway in 
July, the Trump Organization declared it 
was planning a massive expansion in the 
South Asian country. ‘‘We are very bullish 
on India and plan to build a pan-India devel- 
opment footprint for Trump-branded residen- 
tial and office projects,” Donald Trump Jr. 
told the Hindustan Times. ‘‘We have a very 
aggressive pipeline in the north and east, 
and look forward to the announcement of 
several exciting new projects in the months 
ahead.” 

That is a chilling example of the many 
looming conflicts of interest in a Trump 
presidency. If he plays tough with India, will 
the government assume it has to clear the 
way for projects in that ‘‘aggressive pipe- 
line” and kill the investigations involving 
Trump’s Pune partners? And if Trump takes 
a hard line with Pakistan, will it be for 
America’s strategic interests or to appease 
Indian government officials who might jeop- 
ardize his profits from Trump Towers Pune? 
Branding Wars in the Middle EastTrump al- 
ready has financial conflicts in much of the 
Islamic world, a problem made worse by his 
anti-Muslim rhetoric and his impulsive deci- 
sions during this campaign. One of his most 
troubling entanglements is in Turkey. In 
2008, the Trump Organization struck a brand- 
ing deal with the Dogan Group, named for its 
owners, one of the most politically influen- 
tial families in Turkey. Trump and Dogan 
first agreed that the Turkish company would 
pay a fee to put the Trump name on two tow- 
ers in Istanbul. 

When the complex opened in 2012, Trump 
attended the ribbon-cutting and declared his 
interest in more collaborations with Turkish 
businesses and in making significant invest- 
ments there. In a sign of the political clout 
of the Dogan family, Turkish President 
Recep Tayyip Erdogan met with Trump and 
even presided over the opening ceremonies 
for the Trump-branded property. 

However, the Dogans have fallen out of 
favor, and once again, a Trump partner is 
caught up in allegations of criminal and un- 
ethical activity. In March, an Istanbul court 
indicted Aydin Dogan, owner and head of the 
Dogan Group, on charges he engaged in a 
fuel-smuggling scheme. Dogan has pro- 
claimed his innocence; prosecutors are seek- 
ing a prison sentence of more than 24 years. 
According to an Arab financier with strong 
ties to Turkish political leaders, government 
connections with the Dogan family grew 
even more strained in May, when a consor- 
tium of news reporters released what are 
known as the Panama Papers, which exposed 
corporations, politicians and other individ- 
uals worldwide who evaded taxes through 
offshore accounts. One of the names revealed 
was that of Vuslat Dogan Sabanci, a member 
of Dogan Holding’s board. 

With the Dogans now politically radio- 
active, Erdogan struck at the family’s busi- 
ness partner, Trump, for his anti-Muslim 
rhetoric. In June, Erdogan called for the 
Trump name to be removed from the com- 
plex in Istanbul and said presiding over its 
dedication had been a mistake. 

This is no minor skirmish: American-Turk- 
ish relations are one of the most important 
national security issues for the United 
States. Turkey is among the few Muslim 
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countries allied with America in the fight 
against the Islamic State militant group; it 
carries even greater importance because it is 
a Sunni-majority nation aiding the U.S. 
military against the Sunni extremists. Tur- 
key has allowed the U.S. Air Force to use a 
base as a major staging area for bombing and 
surveillance missions against ISIS. A Trump 
presidency, according to the Arab financier 
in direct contact with senior Turkish offi- 
cials, would place that cooperation at risk, 
particularly since Erdogan, who is said to de- 
spise Trump, has grasped more power fol- 
lowing a thwarted coup d’état in July. 

In other words, Trump would be in direct 
financial and political conflict with Turkey 
from the moment he was sworn into office. 
Once again, all his dealings with Turkey 
would be suspect: Would Trump act in the in- 
terests of the United States or his wallet? 
When faced with the prospect of losing the 
millions of dollars that flow into the Trump 
Organization each year from that Istanbul 
property, what position would President 
Trump take on the important issues involv- 
ing Turkish-American relations, including 
that country’s role in the fight against ISIS? 

Another conundrum: Turkey is at war with 
the Kurds, America’s allies in the fight 
against ISIS in Syria. Kurdish insurgent 
groups are in armed conflict with Turkey, 
demanding an independent Kurdistan. If Tur- 
key cuts off the Trump Organization’s cash 
flow from Istanbul, will Trump, who has 
shown many times how petty and impulsive 
he can be, allow that to influence how the 
U.S. juggles the interests of these two crit- 
ical allies? 

Similar disturbing problems exist with the 
United Arab Emirates (UAE), another Mus- 
lim nation that is an important American 
ally. Trump has pursued business opportuni- 
ties in the oil-rich nation for years, with 
mixed success. His first venture was in 2005, 
when the Trump Organization struck a 
branding deal with a top Emirates developer 
called Nakheel LLC, backed by Dubai’s royal 
family, that planned to build a tulip-shaped 
hotel on a man-made island designed to look 
like a palm tree. In 2008, a bribery and cor- 
ruption probe was launched involving the 
company’s multibillion-dollar Dubai Water- 
front project. Two Nakheel executives were 
charged with fraud and cleared, but 
Nakheel’s financial condition deteriorated 
amid a collapse in real estate prices; the 
Trump project was delayed and then can- 
celed. So, in 2018, the Trump Organization 
struck another branding deal, this time with 
Nakheel’s archrival, Damac Properties, a di- 
vision of the Damac Group, that wanted the 
Trump name on a planned 18-hole PGA 
Championship golf course. The deal was ne- 
gotiated by Hussain Ali Sajwani, chairman 
of Damac, who had engaged in controversial 
land deals with senior government officials 
in the UAE. He met personally with Trump 
about the project, and their relationship 
grew, ultimately leading to Damac working 
with the Trump Organization on two branded 
golf courses and a collection of villas in 
Dubai. According to the former executive 
with the Trump Organization, Trump has 
said he personally invested in some of the 
Dubai projects. 

In this case, even the possibility of a 
Trump presidency has created chaos for the 
Trump Organization. On December 7, when 
Trump called for a ‘total and complete shut- 
down” of Muslims being allowed into the 
United States, the reaction in the UAE was 
instantaneous: There were calls to boycott 
the Damac-Trump properties. Damac put out 
a statement essentially saying its deal with 
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the Trump Organization had nothing to do 
with Donald Trump personally, a claim that 
fooled no one. On December 10, Damac re- 
moved Trump’s image and name from its 
properties. Two days later, the name went 
back up, setting off an even louder outcry. 
Damac’s share price dropped 15 percent amid 
the controversy, and it was forced to guar- 
antee rental returns for some of its luxury 
properties bearing the Trump name. 

Other UAE businesses with connections to 
Trump are also shunning the brand. The 
Dubai-based Landmark Group, one of the 
Middle East’s largest retail companies, said 
it was pulling products with Trump’s name 
off of its shelves. 

With Middle Eastern business partners and 
American allies turning on him, Trump 
lashed out. Prince Alwaleed bin Talal—the 
billionaire who aided Trump during his cor- 
porate bankruptcies in the 1990s by pur- 
chasing his yacht, which provided him with 
desperately needed cash—sent out a tweet 
amid the outcry in Dubai, calling the Repub- 
lican candidate a ‘‘disgrace.’’ (Alwaleed is a 
prodigious tweeter and Twitter’s second 
largest shareholder.) Trump responded with 
an attack on the prince—a member of the 
ruling Saudi royal family—with a childish 
tweet, saying, ‘Dopey Prince @Alwaleed— 
Talal wants to control our U.S. politicians 
with daddy’s money. Can’t do it when I get 
elected. #Trump2016.’’ Once again, Trump’s 
personal and financial interests are in con- 
flict with critical national security issues for 
the United States. During the Bush adminis- 
tration, Abu Dhabi, the UAE’s capital, and 
Washington reached a bilateral agreement to 
improve international standards for nuclear 
nonproliferation. Cooperation is particularly 
important for the United States because 
Iran—whose potential development of nu- 
clear weapons has been a significant security 
issue, leading to an international agreement 
designed to place controls on its nuclear en- 
ergy efforts—is one of the UAE’s largest 
trading partners, and Dubai has been a tran- 
sit point for sensitive technology bound for 
Iran. 

Given Trump’s name-calling when faced 
with a critical tweet from a member of the 
royal family in Saudi Arabia, an important 
ally, how would he react as president if his 
company’s business in the UAE collapsed? 
Would his decisions in the White House be 
based on what is best for America or on what 
would keep the cash from Dubai flowing to 
him and his family? 

A STRONGMAN’S BEST FRIEND 

Some of the most disturbing international 
dealings by the Trump Organization involved 
Trump’s attempts to woo Libyan dictator 
Muammar el-Qaddafi. The United States had 
labeled Qaddafi as a sponsor of terrorism for 
decades; President Ronald Reagan even 
launched a military attack on him in 1986 
after the National Security Agency inter- 
cepted a communications that showed 
Qaddafi was behind the bombing of a German 
discotheque that killed two Americans. He 
was also linked to the bombing of Pan Am 
Flight 108, which exploded over Lockerbie, 
Scotland, killing 259 people, in 1988. But for 
the Trump Organization, Qaddafi was not a 
murdering terrorist; he was a prospect who 
might bring the company financing and the 
opportunity to build a resort on the Medi- 
terranean coast of Libya. According to an 
Arab financier and a former businessman 
from the North African country, Trump 
made entreaties to Qaddafi and other mem- 
bers of his government, beginning in 2008, in 
which he sought deals that would bring cash 
to the Trump Organization from a sovereign 
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wealth fund called the Libyan Investment 
Authority. The following year, Trump of- 
fered to lease his estate in Westchester 
County, New York, to Qaddafi; he took 
Qaddaff’s money but, after local protests, 
forbade him from staying at his property. 
(Trump kept the cash.) “I made a lot of 
money with Qaddafi,” Trump said recently 
about the Westchester escapade. ‘‘He paid me 
a fortune.” 

Another business relationship that could 
raise concerns about conflicts involves Azer- 
baijan, a country the State Department said 
in an official report was infused with ‘‘cor- 
ruption and predatory behavior by politi- 
cally connected elites.” According to 
Trump’s financial filings, the Republican 
nominee is the president of two entities 
called OT Marks Baku LLC and DT Marks 
Baku Manaaina Member Corp. Those were 
established as part of deals the Trump Orga- 
nization made last year for a real estate 
project in the country’s capital. The partner 
in the deal is Garant Holding, which is con- 
trolled by Anar Mammadov, the son of the 
country’s transportation minister, Ziya 
Mammadov. According to American diplo- 
matic cables made public in 2010, the United 
States possessed information that led dip- 
lomats to believe Ziya Mammadov laundered 
money for the Iranian military. No formal 
charges have been brought against either 
Mammadov. 

Once again, however, this exposes poten- 
tial conflicts between Trump’s business con- 
nections and national security. While the de- 
velopment is currently on hold, it has not 
been canceled, meaning that Anar 
Mammadov could soon be paying millions of 
dollars to Trump. If American intelligence 
concludes, or has already concluded, that his 
business partner’s father has been aiding 
Iran by laundering money for the military, 
will Trump’s foreign policy decisions on Iran 
and Azerbaijan be based on the national se- 
curity of the United States or the financial 
security of Donald Trump? 

AN OLIGARCH IN D.C. 

The Trump Organization also has dealings 
in Russia and Ukraine, and officials with the 
company have repeatedly stated they want 
to develop projects there. The company is 
connected to a controversial Russian figure, 
Vladimir Potanin, a billionaire with inter- 
ests in mining, metals, banking and real es- 
tate. He was a host of the Russian version of 
The Apprentice (called Candidate), and 
Trump, through the Trump Organization, 
served as the show’s executive producer. 
Potanin is deeply tied to the Russian govern- 
ment and obtained much of his wealth in the 
1990s through what was called the loans-for- 
shares program, part of an effort by Moscow 
to privatize state properties through auc- 
tion. Those sales were rigged: Insiders with 
political connections were the biggest bene- 
ficiaries. 

Hoping to start its branding business in 
Russia, the Trump Organization registered 
the Trump name in 2008 as a trademark for 
projects in Moscow, St. Petersburg and 
Sochi. It also launched negotiations with a 
development company called the Mos City 
Group, but no deal was reached. The former 
Trump executive said that talks fell apart 
over the fees the Trump Organization wanted 
to charge: 25 percent of the planned project’s 
cost. However, the executive said, the Trump 
Organization has maintained close relations 
with Pavel Fuks, head of the Mos City 
Group. Fuks is one of the most politically 
prominent oligarchs in Russia, with signifi- 
cant interests in real estate and the coun- 
try’s financial industry, including the Push- 
kin bank and Sovcombank. 


September 15, 2016 


The Trump Organization has also shown 
interest in Ukraine. In 2006, Donald Trump 
Jr. and Ivanka Trump met with Viktor 
Tkachuk, an adviser to the Ukrainian presi- 
dent, and Andriy Zaika, head of the Ukrain- 
ian Construction Consortium. The potential 
financial conflicts here for a President 
Trump are enormous. Moreover, Trump’s pri- 
mary partner for his lucrative business in 
Canada, a well-respected Russo-Canadian bil- 
lionaire named Alex Shnaider, is also a 
major investor in Russia and Ukraine, mean- 
ing American policies benefiting those coun- 
tries could enrich an important business con- 
nection for the Trump Organization. 

Meanwhile, Trump has raised concerns in 
the United States among national security 
experts for his consistent and effusive praise 
for Vladimir Putin, the Russian ruler who 
also now controls much of Ukraine. With its 
founder in the White House, the Trump Orga- 
nization would have an extraordinary entrée 
into those countries. If the company sold its 
brand in Russia while Trump was in the 
White House, the world could be faced with 
the astonishing site of hotels and office com- 
plexes going up in downtown Moscow with 
the name of the American president embla- 
zoned in gold atop the buildings. 

The dealings of the Trump Organization 
reach into so many countries that it is im- 
possible to detail all the conflicts they 
present in a single issue of this magazine, 
but a Newsweek examination of the company 
has also found deep connections in China, 
Brazil, Bulgaria, Argentina, Canada, France, 
Germany and other countries. 

Never before has an American candidate 
for president had so many financial ties with 
American allies and enemies, and never be- 
fore has a business posed such a threat to the 
United States. If Donald Trump wins this 
election and his company is not immediately 
shut down or forever severed from the Trump 
family, the foreign policy of the United 
States of America could well be for sale. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, the piece is 
very, very thorough. So I am only 
going to quote a few things because of 
the time of the Senate. No. 1, the arti- 
cle says that, if elected, Donald Trump 
would be ‘the most conflicted presi- 
dent in American history,” and ‘‘al- 
most every foreign policy decision he 
makes will raise serious conflicts of in- 
terest and ethical quagmires.”’ 

The article details how Donald 
Trump, his family, and his businesses 
have multiple questionable partner- 
ships with foreign governments, polit- 
ical parties, and even criminals. 

The Newsweek article ends with this 
sound declaration: ‘‘Never before has 
an American candidate for president 
had so many financial ties with Amer- 
ican allies and enemies, and never be- 
fore has a business posed such a threat 
to the United States.” 

We face this from Donald Trump, a 
candidate and a notorious con artist. 
Donald Trump is only trying to help 
one person—Donald Trump. I don’t 
care if he wants to be President or city 
commissioner. Donald Trump is in it to 
benefit Donald Trump. 

If given the opportunity, Donald 
Trump will turn America into a big 
scam, just like Trump University. I 
can’t make up this stuff. Here is what 
one of its managers said at Trump Uni- 
versity—head of sales: ‘‘a fraudulent 
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scheme and that it preyed upon the el- 
derly and uneducated to separate them 
from their money.” 

That is one of the managers of 
Trump University. That is a direct 
quote. 

But Trump University is only one ex- 
ample. Trump has been ripping off peo- 
ple for a long, long time—long before 
Trump University. 

The list of people cheated by Donald 
Trump is a mile long, at least. A glass 
company in New Jersey, a children’s 
singing group, real estate brokers, 
plumbers, painters, dishwashers, and 
many, many more all got fleeced by 
this so-called billionaire—Trump. 
When Trump gets sued for not paying, 
here is what he does: He hires law- 
yers—lots of lawyers, most of the 
time—to defend him for having cheated 
lots of people. Then, guess what. Many 
times he doesn’t bother paying those 
lawyers so they have to sue him. 

He rips off people only to reap profit 
for himself. 

A lot of his business I don’t under- 
stand very well, but I understand At- 
lantic City. I was chairman of the Ne- 
vada Gaming Commission for 4 very tu- 
multuous years. I was there when we 
allowed Nevada operations to go to At- 
lantic City. So I understand what took 
place in Atlantic City. He will do any- 
thing to make a buck for himself. He 
applied for a license a number of years 
ago in Nevada. He got one. It was just 
perfunctory. If he applied for a license 
today after what he did in Atlantic 
City and what he has done since, he 
couldn’t get a gaming license in Ne- 
vada. 

Let’s be clear about Donald Trump. 
He is a spoiled brat raised in plenty, 
who inherited a fortune, and used his 
money to make more money, and he 
did a lot of it by swindling working 
men and women. 

Why would he change as President? 
The answer is simple. Trump won’t 
change. He is asking us to let him get 
rich scamming America. 

I know these are harsh words, but 
look at this man. He goes to Flint, MI, 
where people are desperate for help— 
desperate for help. He goes to an Afri- 
can-American church. What does he 
do? He just starts ranting about how 
horrible Hillary Clinton is. It was so 
bad that the woman who runs the 
church had to come up and say: Stop; 
you are not here to do this. And he 
stopped. This morning he said that, ob- 
viously, there was something wrong 
with her mentally. 

Trump is a human leech who will 
bleed the country and sit in his golf re- 
sort, laughing at the money he has 
made, even though working people, 
many of them, will be hurt. Trump 
doesn’t understand the middle class. 
How could he? How could he under- 
stand working people? 

This report from Newsweek proves 
Trump’s plan to take his rigged game 
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straight to the White House. The integ- 
rity and security of our democracy is 
really at stake. We can’t chance the 
sovereignty of this Nation on a con 
man like Trump. Where are Senator 
MCCONNELL and Speaker RYAN when 
America needs our help from this per- 
son running for President? 

Mr. President, will the Chair an- 
nounce the business of the day. 


EEE 
RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the leadership time 
is reserved. 


EEE 


WATER RESOURCES 
DEVELOPMENT ACT OF 2016 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will re- 
sume consideration of S. 2848, which 
the clerk will report. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A bill (S. 2848) to provide for the conserva- 
tion and development of water and related 
resources, to authorize the Secretary of the 
Army to construct various projects for im- 
provements to rivers and harbors of the 
United States, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the time until 11:30 
a.m. will be equally divided between 
the two leaders or their designees. 

The Senator from Wyoming. 

Mr. ENZI. Mr. President, I ask unani- 
mous consent to speak as in morning 
business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

OBAMACARE 

Mr. ENZI. Mr. President, resisting 
the urge to counter the diatribe I just 
heard, I will talk on a topic that is 
really important to America. I don’t 
always agree with what I read in the 
New York Times, but this caught my 
eye, and I want to share it with my col- 
leagues: 

So much for choice. In many parts of the 
country, Obamacare customers will be down 
to one insurer when they go to sign up for 
coverage next year on the public exchanges. 

That is from the August 19, 2016, New 
York Times, ‘‘TheUpshot.”’ 

Just a few years ago, in 2013, Presi- 
dent Obama was telling us: 

Just visit healthcare.gov, and there you 
can compare insurance plans, side by side, 
the same way you’d shop for a plane ticket 
on Kayak or a TV on Amazon. ... You’ll 
find more choices, more competition, and in 
many cases lower prices. 

Last year, Wyoming became one of 
the growing number of States that had 
one insurer on the ObamaCare ex- 
change. In the environment created by 
ObamaCare, we have to hope that we 
can hold on to the one that we have 
left. 

Before ObamaCare, Wyoming had 
many challenges in our health care 
system—particularly high costs and 
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the serious access challenges that come 
with being a frontier State. By frontier 
State, I mean we are the least popu- 
lated State in the Nation. We have less 
than 570,000 people in our State. We 
have less than 20 towns or cities in 
which the population exceeds the ele- 
vation. We have a lot of distance be- 
tween towns. We say Wyoming has 
miles and miles of miles and miles. It 
makes health care a difficult chal- 
lenge. But we had choice. Under 
ObamaCare we saw one of the two car- 
riers shut down by costs. Like other in- 
surers across the country, this com- 
pany focused on and dominated the 
Wyoming ObamaCare exchange in the 
first year, and then the economics of 
ObamaCare took hold. Patients were 
more costly than expected, premium 
rates didn’t quite cover medical ex- 
penses—and then insolvency. 

The changes to the health care sys- 
tem that President Obama and a com- 
pletely Democratic-controlled Con- 
gress hammered through were sold as 
the positive change. It is absolutely 
stunning to me that not one out of the 
60 Democrats who represent the people 
were being talked into it. Well, some of 
them were, I guess, because there were 
four extreme deals made for four 
States regarding Medicare Advantage 
that gave those States a little longer 
time than the rest of us would have to 
take care of our seniors. Two of the 
four are gone now. The other two may 
be going too. 

As I said, we did have choice, but we 
have had one shut down, and I don’t 
know if the other one can continue if 
they stay with the exchange. 

The changes to the health care sys- 
tem that the completely Democratic- 
controlled Congress hammered through 
were sold as positive change. Many of 
us thought otherwise and said so at the 
time. We pointed out flaws in it, but we 
were ignored. We were called fear- 
mongers, and here we are today. 

Today Wyoming continues to be one 
of the most expensive States for health 
care premiums. Do you know the one 
thing ObamaCare has done for Wyo- 
ming? We have more competition from 
other States for having the most ex- 
pensive health insurance premiums. 
Misery loves company, I guess. This 
year there are some States with pre- 
mium increases over 50 percent for 
2017. 

We have seen our individual market 
damaged, and we are seeing changes in 
our employer-sponsored insurance as 
well. Everyone from the biggest cor- 
poration to small, one-person oper- 
ations are paying more and are getting 
less. 

As a former small business owner, I 
tend to look at these issues from that 
perspective. In Wyoming, according to 
the Small Business Administration, 
there are 63,289 small businesses. Those 
businesses employ 132,085 people. In 
Wyoming, that is almost one-third of 
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all the adults in the State. Small busi- 
ness is the backbone of our economy. 
Now, that may not sound like many, 
but remember our low population, and 
it is just as important for each one of 
those people as it is for one out of 23 
million. We are talking about individ- 
uals here. Small business owners in 
Wyoming and across the country are 
trying to figure out how to stay afloat 
as more and more regulations pile up 
and work to put them out of business. 
So many, even though they are not 
technically required to have 
ObamaCare, try to offer help to their 
employees for health care. They do it 
because their employees need it, and 
they feel it is their responsibility. It 
may give them a competitive advan- 
tage, and they need to have health care 
to attract employees. But in today’s 
health insurance market, they face the 
ObamaCare combination of limited 
choice and seemingly unlimited pre- 
mium increases. 

According to the Kaiser Family 
Foundation, since 2004, the average an- 
nual family premium for covered em- 
ployees in small firms increased from 
$9,812 a year to $16,625 a year. It has al- 
most doubled. It is clear to anyone 
paying attention that the health care 
system is hurting, but my Democratic 
colleagues and President Obama have 
essentially dismissed us as hypo- 
chondriacs. They tell us it is working 
well; it is a success. Your premiums are 
high, and you can’t afford your deduct- 
ible? Nonsense. Your coverage is won- 
derfully comprehensive, so you can’t 
complain that your mortgage is less 
than your health insurance premium. 

The American people are facing more 
costly health care than ever before. 
There has been a complete refusal by 
the administration and Democrats in 
both Chambers to entertain any real 
changes to ObamaCare. The rollout was 
a mess. Do you remember how you 
couldn’t get on the computer, and if 
you did get on the computer, you 
didn’t get good data? Their rules and 
regulations are crushing. They keep 
adding on to them. Some that are re- 
quired to be done still aren’t done, and 
their costs are sky high. At the end of 
the day, anybody can get covered, but 
hardly anybody can afford it. That is 
not much of a choice. 

I urge the Senate to look at this 
issue and acknowledge what the law is 
really doing, and we need to be going 
beyond simply providing short-term re- 
lief like the President’s waivers, excep- 
tions, and delays. Those are all in- 
stances where there is a flaw in the bill 
that would have tremendous impact on 
people that the President didn’t want 
them to realize, so he delayed it, 
maybe just till he gets out of office. 


We need long-term, comprehensive 
changes that will lead us to sustained 
recovery. 


I have been working to find a path 
toward what would give more flexi- 
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bility to States, fewer restrictions on 
how employers help their employees 
with medical expenses, and practical 
ways to offer more choices and lower 
costs for getting the health care that 
Wyomingites and all Americans should 
be able to access. We need meaningful, 
comprehensive change in health care 
that will take us away from 
ObamaCare and in a new direction that 
will meet the promises that were made 
years ago. 

I yield the floor. 

Mr. President, I will suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum, and I ask unani- 
mous consent that the time in the 
quorum call be equally divided between 
both sides. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. ENZI. I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLUNT. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. BLUNT. Mr. President, I am here 
today to urge our colleagues to support 
the Water Resources Development Act. 
Missouri has more than 1,000 miles of 
navigable waterways that transport 
over $4 billion worth of cargo every 
year. 

I will say for the benefit of the Pre- 
siding Officer that it is hard at this 
moment not to stop and talk about 
what the EPA thinks navigable waters 
should be and what navigable waters 
have always been thought to be in Fed- 
eral law. My State has 1,000 miles of 
those waterways—as I have just said, $4 
billion a year. There is no reason, with 
world food demand anticipated to dou- 
ble between now and 35 or 40 years 
from now, with people wanting to bring 
some manufacturing jobs and hopefully 
lots of manufacturing jobs back to this 
country, that $4 billion number won’t 
be much bigger than that over the next 
few years, and so this bill really mat- 
ters. 

Maintaining and improving our wa- 
terways and the infrastructure sur- 
rounding our waterways is critically 
important. The Mississippi River Val- 
ley is the biggest piece of contiguous 
agricultural ground in the would. One 
of the great benefits of the interior 
port system is it is a port system that 
uniquely supports some of the most 
productive agricultural land anywhere 
in the world but also that it is a nat- 
ural network that has allowed our 
country to compete in the way it did 
early and the way it can now. So it is 
important that we maintain that sys- 
tem. 

We also need to think about—if we 
have the blessings of the waterways, 
we also have the challenges of the wa- 
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terways—protecting families in Mis- 
souri and families in other places from 
natural disasters. In our State, we had 
a surprise flood in December. It is not 
the only time we have ever had a New 
Year’s Eve flood, but it is not some- 
thing we anticipate. It was very big, 
very destructive, and very localized. So 
managing that is a critically impor- 
tant part of what happens in the Water 
Resources Development Act. 

This is a step to prioritize these re- 
sources so that once again we are 
thinking about why we have flood pro- 
tection, navigation, and water projects. 

Specifically, in our State this bill au- 
thorizes a number of projects in the 
Kansas City area. The Kansas City lev- 
ees themselves started in the 1940s, 
while maybe Harry Truman was using 
the desk I stand behind right now or 
the office I now get to use in the Rus- 
sell Building, maybe while he was 
President and Vice President. These 
were projects that took about 40 years 
to build and now need to be actively 
maintained. The Kansas City levees, 
the Turkey Creek Basin, the Swope 
Park Industrial Area, and the Blue 
River Basin are flood control projects 
that protect lots of jobs and protect 
lots of families and in some cases en- 
sure that the waterway can be used for 
navigation and still have the proper 
emphasis we want to have on conserva- 
tion and wildlife. 

The bill funds much needed drinking 
water and clean water programs. In so 
many cases, the infrastructure we have 
in this country below ground is even 
more challenged than the infrastruc- 
ture we have aboveground. It is not 
just about using the waterways for the 
drinking water that is provided to 
many communities from the rivers— 
the Missouri River is a drinking water 
source for people who live in the Mis- 
souri State capital, and it is a drinking 
water source for people up and down 
the river in many communities. This 
bill focuses not only on that tradi- 
tional system but also provides some 
additional assistance for challenged 
communities, for communities that 
need to replace lead pipes, so that 
through this bill communities can 
work on better ways to solve the im- 
portant infrastructure problems they 
have. 

The bill authorizes $25 million for the 
dredging of small ports on the Mis- 
sissippi River System. In the last Con- 
gress, the Senator from Iowa, Mr. Har- 
kin, and I—Senator Harkin has now re- 
tired, but Senator KLOBUCHAR stepped 
up to cochair with me the Mississippi 
River Caucus that looks at the river as 
the asset it is. As we try to take traffic 
off the highway system and off the rail 
system and put it on the water, if it is 
going to be on the water sooner rather 
than later, all these ports matter. So 
this bill takes a further step in encour- 
aging looking at the small ports, the 
interior ports, the almost totally ex- 
port ports. 
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There is nothing wrong with buying 
things from other people, but actually, 
economically, there is a tremendous, 
positive advantage to selling things to 
other people, and that is what the inte- 
rior port system is all about. Not only 
is it an export port system, it basically 
serves twice the land mass of a coastal 
port. If a coastal port effectively serves 
250 or 300 miles inland, the Mississippi 
River port would serve that same 
amount in all directions, 300 miles each 
way. So looking at those ports not for 
specifically the individual tonnage 
that might go out of the port but how 
they fit into a whole system is very im- 
portant. 

In many instances, the Corps said: 
Well, they do not export a million tons, 
so we don’t want to dredge that port 
because it is only a 900,000-ton port. 
But I think we need to look at this in 
different ways, and this bill creates the 
opportunity to do that. 

There is another measure that has an 
impact very close to where I live, 
Springfield, MO—Table Rock Lake. It 
is not on the lake but several miles 
from the lake. Owners there are wor- 
ried that the Corps is not listening as 
it comes up with a shoreline manage- 
ment plan. If you don’t live on the 
shore or if you aren’t affected by the 
economy of the lake, it may not mat- 
ter much, but it matters a lot if you 
are in one of those two categories. 
These plans don’t come along very 
often, and so this measure addresses 
the concerns property owners have 
that they are simply not being listened 
to. 

The public and those directly af- 
fected by changes in the plan for things 
such as awarding boat dock permits 
and shoreline zoning need to have a say 
in what that plan will look like for a 
long time because once these plans are 
in place, the Corps always has many 
reasons not to look at the shoreline 
management plans. The extra time 
here creates a comment period that 
lets the affected people be heard. 

I will say on this topic that when you 
talk to the Corps about variations in 
the plan, there are always a thousand 
reasons they can’t make one. Their 
view is, this is a plan that took a lot of 
time to put in place. Well, this bill 
says: OK, we would agree with that. 
Let’s take the necessary time to put it 
in place. 

I am also glad to see that this meas- 
ure ensures that a community afford- 
ability study which I drafted some lan- 
guage on and which we put in the Inte- 
rior appropriations bill last year will 
be put to use by the EPA. What is a 
community affordability study? If you 
have water issues in your community— 
if the drinking water system has a 
problem, if the storm water system has 
a problem—if you have water issues in 
your community, there are often rea- 
sonable caps that say: If the Federal 
Government comes in and tells you 
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that you have to do something, they 
have to give you enough time so that 
the community can afford it. Maybe 
that cap is no more than 4 percent or 
some percentage a year would be the 
cap on raising your water bill year 
after year. Well, if you raise it 4 per- 
cent a year, it doesn’t take long before 
it is 40 percent higher than it was and 
then 50 percent higher than it was. 
That is a cap that somebody looked at, 
studied, and thought that even though 
communities never like to do this, 
maybe this is something communities 
can live with. But what if you have two 
or three of those instances that occur 
at the same time? 

So what this bill does is further en- 
courage the EPA to do something that 
the municipal league is really for and 
that my hometown of Springfield, MO, 
has encouraged and has been a pro- 
ponent and drafter of, and that is, you 
have to look at the total impact on 
ratepayers before you tell a commu- 
nity they have to do something. You 
can put people in unbelievable eco- 
nomic stress by just deciding that 
whatever the Federal Government 
wants to do is what the Federal Gov- 
ernment gets to do no matter what im- 
pact it has on that community. That 
sort of integrated permitting will give 
communities what they need to really 
make the changes they need to make 
in a way the community can live with 
and deal with and, more importantly, 
families in the community can live 
with. 

This has some bipartisan compromise 
language that I have long supported to 
encourage the safe disposal of coal ash. 
I have heard from rural electric utili- 
ties that the rules handed down by 
EPA are too harsh. The language here 
will help address those concerns in a 
bipartisan way. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
measure. I am grateful for the leader- 
ship we have seen from Senator INHOFE, 
the chairman, and the ranking mem- 
ber, Senator BOXER, who served pre- 
viously as the chairman of this com- 
mittee. They have come together with 
a bipartisan package that makes sense 
and that impacts the lives of families, 
that has an impact on our economy 
and allows these projects to have a fu- 
ture they otherwise wouldn’t have and 
new rules to be put in place that 
wouldn’t be put in place. 

With that, Mr. President, I yield the 
floor. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I strongly 
support S. 2848, the Water Resources 
Development Act, WRDA, of 2016. 

I want to thank and commend Chair- 
man INHOFE, Ranking Member BOXER, 
and their staffs for developing a bipar- 
tisan bill to authorize and invest in our 
Nation’s infrastructure—our harbors 
and waterways, flood and coastal pro- 
tection projects, and drinking and 
clean water systems. 

I particularly want to thank them 
for including provisions on small dam 
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safety from S. 2835, the High Hazard 
Potential Small Dam Safety Act that I 
introduced with Senator CAPITO. Like 
our bill, this legislation creates a new 
program in the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency, FEMA, to assist 
States and communities in rehabili- 
tating small dams that have high-haz- 
ard potential, meaning that they 
threaten human life and property if 
they fail. There are thousands of these 
dams across the country, and we have 
seen the damage they can cause in the 
instances when they have failed. While 
there are programs to address small ag- 
ricultural dams that were built by the 
U.S. Department of Agriculture, there 
is no Federal program to deal with the 
small dams that proliferate the North- 
east, Southeast, and Midwest, includ- 
ing 78 high-hazard potential dams in 
Rhode Island. The bill authorizes up to 
$445 million over 10 years to begin to 
address these structures, with funding 
to be disbursed on both a formula and 
a competitive basis. Estimates show 
that $1 of predisaster mitigation spend- 
ing can save between $3-$14 in 
postdisaster spending. Therefore, by as- 
sisting in the repair or removal of 
high-hazard dams before they fail, this 
program makes an investment in fu- 
ture cost savings, not to mention lives 
and property saved. 

The bill also includes language to ad- 
dress concerns that Senator WHITE- 
HOUSE and I identified about marine de- 
bris and abandoned Army Corps 
projects in Narragansett Bay by ex- 
panding the Corps’ authority to remove 
obstructions adjacent to Federal navi- 
gation channels. I am pleased that the 
bill reauthorizes the Water Resources 
Research Act, which allows the U.S. 
Geological Survey to provide grants to 
colleges and universities, including the 
University of Rhode Island, to support 
research to improve water supply, ad- 
dress water quality, and train research- 
ers. Additionally, the bill requires a 
study of the Army Corps’ policies on 
aquaculture in certain areas of the 
country. Shellfish aquaculture is some- 
thing we do well in Rhode Island, 
where there is an excellent relationship 
with the Corps and where the industry 
continues to grow. I hope the studies 
authorized in this bill will be informed 
by our State’s very productive experi- 
ence. 

Beyond the traditional authoriza- 
tions, the bill also includes important 
policy changes and funding to deal 
with the tragic public health and 
drinking water crisis in the city of 
Flint, MI, which was brought about by 
disastrous cost-cutting measures that 
caused lead contamination in the water 
supply. The situation in Flint is acute 
and pronounced. The $100 million in 
funding provided under the Drinking 
Water State Revolving Fund and the 
$70 million under the Water Infrastruc- 
ture Finance and Innovation Act is 
long overdue. 
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However, drinking water is not the 
only source of lead contamination. 
Communities across the country are 
finding lead contamination in their 
soil and in the paint within their 
homes. In fact, lead-based paint is the 
leading cause of lead poisoning in chil- 
dren. Sadly, this is nothing new, and 
too often, it is low-income families and 
communities that experience this prob- 
lem. This issue has long been a concern 
of mine. My home State of Rhode Is- 
land has the fourth oldest housing 
stock in the country. For the past two 
decades, I have undertaken initiatives 
to address lead-based paint hazards. I 
have pushed for increased funding for 
housing and public health programs to 
better track lead hazards and then re- 
mediate those hazards within homes 
for low-income families. While these 
investments have been significant, 
more must be done. 

As ranking member of the Senate Ap- 
propriations Subcommittee for Trans- 
portation and Housing, I have worked 
with my chairman, Senator COLLINS, to 
direct HUD to update the elevated 
blood lead level standard that requires 
an immediate environmental investiga- 
tion in HUD assisted housing. This 
aligns HUD’s standard with the rec- 
ommendations of health experts at the 
Centers for Disease Control and Pre- 
vention, CDC. Senator COLLINS and I 
have gone a step further in the fiscal 
year 2017 bill, providing $25 million to 
help public housing agencies comply 
with this new rule and an additional 
$25 million for the Office of Lead Haz- 
ard Control and Healthy Homes that 
provides grants to help low-income 
families mitigate lead-based paint haz- 
ards in their homes. 

I am pleased that the WRDA Dill 
builds on our efforts in the Appropria- 
tion Committee by providing an addi- 
tional $10 million for the Healthy 
Homes program over the next 2 years, 
as well as $10 million for the CDC’s 
Childhood Lead Poisoning Prevention 
Fund, which supports research and 
funds State programs to address and 
prevent childhood lead poisoning. The 
bill also provides $10 million for the 
HHS Healthy Start Initiative to con- 
nect pregnant women and new mothers 
with health care and other resources to 
foster healthy childhood development. 

Many of these measures and others 
are ones that I have joined some of my 
Democratic colleagues in proposing in 
legislation we introduced known as the 
True LEADership Act of 2016. They add 
a new dimension—public health—to a 
bill that is typically about ‘“‘bricks and 
mortar.’’ For these reasons, I urge my 
colleagues to join me in voting for this 
bill. 

SECTION 2004 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, as chair- 
man of the Environment and Public 
Works Committee, today I wish to en- 
gage in a colloquy with my ranking 
member, Senator BOXER, Senator 
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BLUMENTHAL, and Senator MURPHY, to 
speak about section 2004 of S. 2848, the 
Water Resources Development Act of 
2016, or WRDA 2016. 

Section 2004 of S. 2848 reaffirms cur- 
rent law that the Army Corps of Engi- 
neers must adhere to State water qual- 
ity standards under the Clean Water 
Act when determining the least costly, 
environmentally acceptable alter- 
native for the disposal of dredged ma- 
terial, known as the Federal standard. 

Although reaffirming current law, 
this section is not an endorsement by 
Congress of the Corps’ current prac- 
tices. 

Instead, Congress is letting the Corps 
know that Congress is paying attention 
and that the Corps must meet its legal 
obligations to abide by State water 
quality standards when determining 
whether it is meeting the Federal 
standard. 

I have heard concerns that, in some 
cases, that the Corps has not met this 
legal requirement and instead self-cer- 
tifies its determination of the Federal 
standard rather than meeting State 
water quality standards. Senators 
PORTMAN and BROWN have raised this 
concern with me about the Corps’ in- 
tention to dispose of dredged material 
in Lake Erie. 

This section is therefore intended to 
clarify that the Federal standard is a 
legal, fact-based definition and that 
neither party is empowered to make 
the final decision on the Federal stand- 
ard, should a dispute arise. 

By not giving one party veto power 
over another, Congress is affirming 
that the Federal standard can be chal- 
lenged in court. This means that a 
State can appeal the Corps’ interpreta- 
tion of the Federal standard if the 
State believes the Corps has failed to 
meet State water quality standards 
and that such challenges will be re- 
solved on a case-by-case basis. 

I also have heard from members who 
are worried about whether the permit- 
ting of new dredged material disposal 
sites would be affected by the adoption 
of new State water quality standards 
that could ban open water disposal of 
dredged material. 

Under the Clean Water Act, the Envi- 
ronmental Protection Agency must ap- 
prove new disposal sites and have a 
very rigorous process for making those 
decisions. WRDA 2016 does not affect 
this process at all. 

The Clean Water Act also governs the 
adoption of new State water quality 
standards. These standards must carry 
out the purposes of the act. Blocking 
disposal of dredged material is not a 
purpose of the Clean Water Act. Any 
new State water quality standard must 
go through notice and comment rule- 
making and also can be litigated. 
WRDA 2016 does not affect that proc- 
ess. 

Mrs. BOXER. As the ranking member 
of the Environment and Public Works 
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Committee, I agree with the expla- 
nation provided by Senator INHOFE. 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. I would like to 
thank Senators INHOFE and BOXER for 
their work on the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act. 

I would also like to thank them for 
helping to explain section 2004. As Sen- 
ator INHOFE noted, this section has 
caused concern in some quarters that I 
think is useful to discuss. 

It is critical for the record to reflect 
the intent and context of this provision 
and to spell out what it does and does 
not do. 

Dredging is incredibly important to 
my State of Connecticut, which has a 
robust maritime economy. 

Long Island Sound in particular is a 
treasured and integral resource, one 
that generates $9 billion annually 
through tourism, recreation, and eco- 
nomic activity and is home to some of 
our most significant national security 
assets in terms of submarines and sub- 
marine manufacturing. 

But in order to enjoy the benefits of 
the sound, our coves, harbors, and navi- 
gation channels have to be dredged. 

My State has over 50 Federal dredg- 
ing projects pending with the Army 
Corps of Engineers. It also has every- 
thing from small mom-and-pop mari- 
nas to Electric Boat that have signifi- 
cant equities in the sound and in the 
dredging of navigable channels. 

For nearly 35 years, clean, nontoxic 
material dredged from Federal projects 
in Connecticut has been safely disposed 
of in Long Island Sound, meeting strin- 
gent water quality standards that have 
been approved by the EPA. Connecticut 
goes to great lengths to ensure that 
the material disposed of in the sound is 
protective of water quality and the en- 
vironment. 

Mr. MURPHY. That is correct. Sedi- 
ment from Federal projects and larger 
private projects are required to under- 
go toxicity testing, and if they fail, the 
sediment cannot be disposed of at the 
Long Island Sound sites. 

Connecticut requires ‘‘capping’’ or 
placement of clean sediment on top of 
sediments containing contaminants 
above certain levels as a best practice. 
It is not required, but our State does it 
as an added measure of protection. 

We understand though that there are 
some who remain uncomfortable with 
the open-water disposal of dredged ma- 
terial, even if the material passes tox- 
icity tests. 

As the Senate affirmed when it 
adopted the amendment to S. 2848 that 
Senator BLUMENTHAL and I filed, the 
best way to resolve these types of dis- 
agreements over State water quality 
standards is collaboratively, with input 
from all relevant stakeholders. 

Water quality standards that apply 
to the disposal of dredged material in 
Long Island Sound should be worked 
out by the States bordering the sound, 
working with appropriate Federal enti- 
ties. One State should not arbitrarily 
impose its will on the other. 
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And that is the process I intend to 
work towards with my colleagues in 
Connecticut and New York, as we con- 
tinue to address the issue of dredging 
in Long Island Sound. 

If I understand correctly what Sen- 
ator INHOFE just explained, nothing in 
S. 2848 gives any State any new rights 
with which to impose its own water 
quality standards on any other State. 
Is that a correct reading of the bill? 

Mr. INHOFE. Yes, the Senator is cor- 
rect. 

Mrs. BOXER. I agree with the chair- 
man. 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. And is section 
2004 simply a restatement of current 
law under the Clean Water Act? 

Mrs. BOXER. Yes, as Senator INHOFE 
stated earlier, the section was added to 
S. 2848 to let the Corps of Engineers 
know they must comply with the law, 
and that includes compliance with 
State water quality standards, and 
Congress is paying attention. 

Mr. MURPHY. Does section 2004 or 
any other provision in WRDA 2016 re- 
vise the Army Corps’ Federal standard 
for disposal of dredged material from 
Federal projects? 

Mr. INHOFE. No. The Federal stand- 
ard applicable to the disposal of 
dredged material from Federal projects 
is found in the Code of Federal Regula- 
tions at 33 C.F.R., section 335.7. That 
regulation requires that the method of 
disposal must be the least costly alter- 
native that is consistent with sound 
engineering practices and environ- 
mentally protective, as provided under 
the guidelines established by EPA 
under section 404(b)(1) of the Clean 
Water Act. EPA’s guidelines are found 
in the Code of Federal Regulations at 
40 C.F.R., part 230. 

Under EPA’s guidelines, “No dis- 
charge of dredged or fill material shall 
be permitted if it: (1) Causes or contrib- 
utes, after consideration of disposal 
site dilution and dispersion, to viola- 
tions of any applicable State water 
quality standard.” S. 2848 does not 
change this requirement. 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Does this provi- 
sion or WRDA 2016 affect the process 
for approving new dredged material 
disposal sites? 

Mr. INHOFE. No, it does not. 

Mrs. BOXER. I agree with Senator 
INHOFE. 

Mr. MURPHY. I would like to thank 
Chairman INHOFE and Ranking Member 
BOXER for this informative discussion 
and for their help in clarifying the con- 
tent and intent of section 2004 and the 
dredging provisions contained in 
WRDA 2016. 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. I would also like 
to thank Chairman INHOFE and Rank- 
ing Member BOXER for this edifying 
and clear discussion about the dredging 
provisions contained in WRDA 2016 and 
the legislative intent behind those pro- 
visions. 

Mr. BLUNT. I suggest the absence of 
a quorum. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER 
RUBIO). The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, at 11:30, 
we will be voting on the WRDA bill, 
which we have talked extensively 
about for the last 2 weeks and the ben- 
efits it has. I applaud my Senate col- 
leagues for advancing the WRDA bill to 
the floor to get to this point. We all 
have a lot to be proud of in the bipar- 
tisan passage of another critical infra- 
structure bill. We are kind of on a roll, 
really, when we think about our FAST 
Act and the chemical bill. We have a 
lot of things we have been doing, and 
we are authorizing the Engineers’ 30 
Chief’s reports that recommend the 
construction of new projects with sig- 
nificant economic benefits. The mod- 
ernization projects bill will modernize 
our Nation’s ports and make our water- 
ways safe and reliable. 

This Panamax chart shows that we 
have a problem in this country with 
some of our ports because as the Pan- 
ama Canal has expanded—and we have 
this Panamax, which the top shows the 
new capacity and then the old capac- 
ity—we have to do something to help 
our various ports. 

Take the Port of Charleston, It has a 
45-foot deck. That is fine for the old 
ships, but for the new ones it is not. 
The alternative is to take the ships 
into the Caribbean, change them, off- 
load some things, which is a great deal 
of expense. It is not necessary. 

We deal with flood control projects in 
this bill. If we look at this chart and 
the picture, we must provide the nec- 
essary level of protection to our com- 
munities before another unfortunate 
disaster occurs like the one we are 
looking at in Louisiana. Of course, 
WRDA helps to do that. 

The environmental projects in the 
bill also help our Nation’s critical eco- 
systems, including water off the coast 
of Florida which is experiencing the 
algae blooms that are disrupting the 
economy. Of course, the occupier of the 
Chair is very much responsible for 
that. 

It is important to note that this bill 
does a lot more than authorize new 
projects. WRDA 2016 includes sub- 
stantive reforms to the Army Corps 
policy so local sponsors will be empow- 
ered to participate in the funding. This 
is a big deal, because we would think 
we shouldn’t have to pass a law to ac- 
commodate those individuals who want 
to pay for things that otherwise the 
government is going to have to pay for. 
So we change the law. 

It also establishes the FEMA assist- 
ance program to help States rehabili- 
tate the unsafe dams. There are 14,726 
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which have been identified called high- 
hazard potential dams located all 
around the country. We can see that 
around the country—the term ‘“‘high 
hazard potential” means that if a dam 
breaks or if a levee breaks, it will take 
American lives. It will cost lives. We 
have 14,000 of these scattered around 
the country. 

The WRDA bill also provides reforms 
and assistance that will help commu- 
nities address clean water and safe 
drinking water infrastructure man- 
dates and help address aging infra- 
structure like this broken water main 
in Philadelphia. We can see it is not 
just in the larger, older parts of Amer- 
ica. This is one where we have prob- 
lems in the newer sections and the less- 
populated areas, such as my State of 
Oklahoma. 

WRDA also supports innovative ap- 
proaches to address drought and water 
supply issues, which is particularly a 
problem out West and in my State. 

Finally, in addition to supporting in- 
frastructure—and therefore the econ- 
omy—WRDA carries four significant 
priority policies: It addresses the af- 
fordability of Clean Water Act man- 
dates, unfunded mandates. We have 
been living with these since I was 
mayor of the city of Tulsa. Our biggest 
problem is unfunded mandates. In our 
area, we have a real serious problem in 
our smaller communities so it does ad- 
dress that. 

It addresses EPA’s coal ash rule. The 
coal ash rule is something that has 
been batted around for a long time. 
There are a lot of diverse thoughts on 
it. We came to a compromise on this, 
and it is something that will allow us 
to use the value of the coal ash for 
building roads and also taking care of 
the disposal problem. 

WRDA 2016 includes exemptions from 
the SPCC rule for farmers. Senator 
FISCHER has championed this issue, and 
I have been with her all the way on 
this. The WRDA bill will exempt all 
animal feed tanks, and up to two tanks 
on separate parcels, to allow farmers to 
refuel their equipment out in the field 
without being subject to onerous regu- 
lations. She has done a great job. 

Finally, the WRDA bill includes Gold 
King Mine legislation that will guar- 
antee EPA will reimburse States, local 
governments, and tribes for the costs 
they incur cleaning up the mess that 
EPA makes. 

So we are one step closer to getting 
back on track with passing the WRDA 
bill every 2 years. We went 7 years, 
from 2010 to 2017, without doing a 
WRDA bill. We are back on a 2-year 
schedule now. We want to stay that 
way. Senator BOXER and I have talked 
about this, and we have worked to- 
gether to make sure this does get done. 
We have also talked to Chairman SHU- 
STER and Chairman UPTON of the House 
to make sure this gets done. As when I 
came way back many years ago, he 
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feels very strongly about the relief 
that Flint has and the drinking water 
emergency. I will talk a little bit more 
about this later after we vote on the 
bill. 

I thank not just Senator BOXER for 
being chair of the committee, she has 
been the ranking member, and then 
when Democrats were in charge, she 
was the chairman and I was the rank- 
ing member, all the way through this. 
We were able to do what we were sup- 
posed to do; that is, infrastructure. I do 
applaud Senator BOXER. I will share my 
time before our vote with her. Maybe 
we can visit more about the benefits of 
this. I look forward to thanking the 
rest of the people afterward. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from California. 

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, once 
again, I think Senator INHOFE and I 
have proven we can get things done 
around here. 

I have been asked—and I know he has 
been asked—by many in the press: How 
do you do it? You are one of the most 
liberal and one of the most conserv- 
ative, one of the most progressive—— 

Mr. INHOFE. I am the conservative. 

Mrs. BOXER. I think people know 
that, clearly. I know they know that in 
my State and in your State, but people 
wonder how can we possibly bridge the 
divide. It is a fact that on certain 
issues we can’t, and I think there is a 
lesson there. On certain issues, we 
can’t bridge the divide. We recognize 
that, but we never ever have taken 
those differences and made them per- 
sonal. We always respected one an- 
other, we tried to understand one an- 
other, and we don’t waste a lot of time 
arguing with each other about things 
where one is Venus and one is Mars, 
let’s be clear, but we do come together 
as we work for this great country in 
our total belief that a sound infrastruc- 
ture is essential for our Nation. You 
can’t compete in a global economy if 
your infrastructure is failing. 

If we look at the grade that is given 
to our infrastructure, our highways, 
our bridges, our roadways, our sewer 
systems, unfortunately, the inde- 
pendent engineers of our country— 
some of whom are Republican, some of 
whom are Democrats, some of whom 
are Independents, some of whom could 
care less about politics—they tell us a 
lot of our infrastructure is graded at C- 
minus, D-plus, D. It is sad when we 
look at the grades and think: Oh, my 
God. Thank goodness we got a C. That 
is not the way I raised my kids. We 
need to do better. 

So we found this amazing area where 
we could work together. Even within 
that, we had different priorities, and 
that is OK. I know what his are and he 
knows what mine are. 

I just want to say, in this bill, where 
we do so much to respond to the infra- 
structure needs—we fund so many 
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Chief’s reports, 30 of them in 19 States, 
addressing critical needs, flood risk 
management, coastal storm damage re- 
duction, ecosystem restoration, navi- 
gation, all the things we have to do to 
literally keep our country moving—we 
also did something else. We knew that 
passing a water bill in this time with- 
out addressing lead in drinking water, 
which came to us in the most tragic 
story from Flint, MI—I am not going 
to get into why, how, and where. That 
is for others to talk about today. We 
knew we needed to address it in a way 
that not only helps the Flint people 
but helps people all over this country 
who are facing aging water supplies 
and have lead in the drinking water. 
We agree the science is clear on the im- 
pact of lead in drinking water. Now, we 
disagree on a lot of other science, but 
on that one we agree. 

I am so grateful to my friend JIM 
INHOFE, for he brings to the table his 
experiences as not only a Senator, be- 
loved in his State, but also as a dad 
and as a granddad, and if we have any 
obligation to our children—and we do— 
we need to fix this problem. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mrs. BOXER. I will. 

Mr. INHOFE. Just for one comment 
because we want to make sure we get 
this clear. We still have to go to the 
House, and Senator BOXER and I are 
hoping we are going to be able to re- 
solve this. In fact, we may see House 
action as soon as next week. I know 
there are some Members in the House 
who have said they are going to make 
it difficult on Chairman SHUSTER to 
pass the WRDA bill because it doesn’t 
have the Senate provisions that ad- 
dress the water crisis across our Nation 
that involves failing and outdated crit- 
ical infrastructure and the situation in 
Flint. I promise to address this in con- 
ference. I have been standing with my 
colleagues in Michigan from the begin- 
ning on our fiscally responsible solu- 
tion to help the Flint community, and 
I will continue to do so in conference. 

So let me be clear. It would be a 
shortsighted mistake for those trying 
to help the people of Flint to prevent 
the quick movement of WRDA in the 
House so we can conference imme- 
diately. Iam confident that is going to 
happen, and this bill will become law 
before the end of this Congress. I just 
want to be sure we got that in the 
record before the vote took place 
today. 

Mrs. BOXER. I am very pleased my 
colleague has stated unequivocally 
that the Flint provision—which again 
helps the whole country—is going to be 
strongly supported by him and by me 
and by others in the conference. 

I would simply say to my friends in 
the House, through the Chair, if I can: 
There is a simple way to go—take up 
and pass the Senate bill. We have had 
93 votes for cloture. 
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I see the majority leader. I thank 
him so much for his work. He promised 
me this would happen, and he kept that 
promise. And Senator REID—who had a 
lot of other fish to fry around here, but 
he said: You know what, let’s get this 
done. That is very good for the country 
and for the way this place functions. 
When I am not here, I just hope to 
leave behind a few of these bipartisan 
crumbs that I have been able to work 
on in my time here. 

In conclusion, I don’t want to get 
into what the House does. I hope they 
take up and pass our bill. If they don’t, 
we will have to work with them, but 
let me just say, it is heartening to hear 
my colleague say he will stand for this 
lead provision. 

I also thank Senators STABENOW and 
PETERS for bringing this unbelievable 
crisis to our attention and staying on 
this day after day. I can’t say how 
many phone calls I have had. She 
would call me and I would call Senator 
INHOFE. Then he would call her and 
they would call Senator PETERS. We 
have been standing together on this. 

I hope we have a resounding vote. I 
thought 93 was great, but as my father 
used to say to me when I brought a 90- 
percent grade home: Hey, what hap- 
pened to the other 10 percent? So I am 
looking for a 93, at a minimum, today. 
That is a heck of a message to send. I 
don’t know if we could get that for any 
other issue. 

I am thrilled to be part of this team. 
Again, I thank my friend and colleague 
for his devotion to getting work done 
around here. I am going to miss him, 
but I will be cheering from outside the 
Chamber. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma- 
jority leader. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
hate to see the Boxer-Inhofe team 
come to an end. We have had some 
great bipartisan accomplishments— 
this bill we are about to pass and the 
highway bill last year, which was 
something I think all of us and the 
three of us were very proud of. 

I want to say to my colleague from 
California, as we have discussed on nu- 
merous occasions, there are not a 
whole lot of things we agree on, but 
when we do, we have a lot of fun work- 
ing together. We are going to miss that 
opportunity next Congress. 

Mrs. BOXER. I thank the Senator. 

ORDER OF PROCEDURE 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that notwith- 
standing the provisions of rule XXII, 
the cloture vote with respect to the 
motion to proceed to H.R. 5325 ripen at 
5:30 p.m., Monday, September 19. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. McCONNELL. We will continue 
to negotiate text for the short-term 
CR, the Zika bill, and moving the vote 
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until Monday night will allow us to 

move forward next week. 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT AGREEMENT—EXECUTIVE 

CALENDAR 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that at 1:30 
p.m. on Thursday, September 15—that 
is today—the Senate proceed to execu- 
tive session for the consideration of 
Calendar No. 698, with no other busi- 
ness in order; that there be 15 minutes 
for debate only on the nomination, 
equally divided in the unusual form; 
that upon the use or yielding back of 
time, the Senate vote on the nomina- 
tion without intervening action or de- 
bate; that if confirmed, the motion to 
reconsider be considered made and laid 
upon the table, the President be imme- 
diately notified of the Senate’s action, 
and the Senate then resume legislative 
session without any intervening action 
or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. INHOFE. I suggest the absence of 
a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

AMENDMENTS NOS. 5075; 5063, AS MODIFIED; 5076; 
5068; 5069; 5074, AS MODIFIED; 5077; AND 5066, AS 
MODIFIED, TO AMENDMENT NO. 4979 
Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that notwith- 

standing the adoption of amendment 

No. 4979, as amended, the following 

amendments be reported by number, 

called up, and agreed to en bloc: Isak- 
son No. 5075; Sanders No. 5063, as modi- 

fied; Cochran No. 5076; Paul No. 5068; 

Cardin No. 5069; Hoeven No. 5074, as 

modified; Tester No. 5077; and Sasse 

No. 5066, as modified. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The clerk will report the amend- 
ments by number en bloc. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

The Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. INHOFE], 
for others, proposes amendments numbered 
5075; 5063, as modified; 5076; 5068; 5069; 5074, as 
modified; 5077; and 5066, as modified, en bloc 
to amendment No. 4979. 

The amendments are as follows: 

AMENDMENT NO. 5075 

(Purpose: To deauthorize the New Savannah 
Bluff Lock and Dam, Georgia and South 
Carolina) 

At the appropriate place in section 5001 (re- 
lating to deauthorizations), insert the fol- 
lowing: 

(__) NEW SAVANNAH BLUFF LOCK AND DAM, 
GEORGIA AND SOUTH CAROLINA.— 

(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 

(A) NEW SAVANNAH BLUFF LOCK AND DAM.— 
The term ‘‘New Savannah Bluff Lock and 
Dam” has the meaning given the term in 
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section 348(/)(1) of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 2000 (114 Stat. 2630) (as in 
effect on the day before the date of enact- 
ment of this Act). 

(B) PROJECT.—The term ‘‘Project’’ means 
the project for navigation, Savannah Harbor 
expansion, Georgia, authorized by section 
7002(1) of the Water Resources Reform and 
Development Act of 2014 (128 Stat. 1364). 

(2) DEAUTHORIZATION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Effective beginning on 
the date of enactment of this Act— 

(i) the New Savannah Bluff Lock and Dam 
is deauthorized; and 

(ii) notwithstanding section 348(/)(2)(B) of 
the Water Resources Development Act of 
2000 (114 Stat. 2630; 114 Stat. 2763A-228) (as in 
effect on the day before the date of enact- 
ment of this Act) or any other provision of 
law, the New Savannah Bluff Lock and Dam 
shall not be conveyed to the city of North 
Augusta and Aiken County, South Carolina, 
or any other non-Federal entity. 

(B) REPEAL.—Section 348 of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 2000 (114 Stat. 
2630; 114 Stat. 2763A—228) is amended— 

(i) by striking subsection (1); and 

(ii) by redesignating subsections (m) and 
(n) as subsections (J) and (m), respectively. 

(3) PROJECT MODIFICATIONS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, the Project is modi- 
fied to include, as the Secretary determines 
to be necessary— 

(i) repair of the lock wall of the New Sa- 
vannah Bluff Lock and Dam and modifica- 
tion of the structure such that the structure 
is able— 

(aa) to maintain the pool for navigation, 
water supply, and recreational activities, as 
in existence on the date of enactment of this 
Act; and 

(bb) to allow safe passage via a rock ramp 
over the structure to historic spawning 
grounds of Shortnose sturgeon, Atlantic 
sturgeon, and other migratory fish; or 

(Iaa) construction at an appropriate lo- 
cation across the Savannah River of a rock 
weir that is able to maintain the pool for 
water supply and recreational activities, as 
in existence on the date of enactment of this 
Act; and 

(bb) removal of the New Savannah Bluff 
Lock and Dam on completion of construction 
of the weir; and 

(ii) conveyance by the Secretary to Au- 
gusta-Richmond County, Georgia, of the 
park and recreation area adjacent to the 
New Savannah Bluff Lock and Dam, without 
consideration. 

(B) OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE COSTS.— 
The Federal share of the costs of operation 
and maintenance of any Project feature con- 
structed pursuant to subparagraph (A) shall 
be 100 percent. 

AMENDMENT NO. 5063, AS MODIFIED 
(Purpose: To provide for rehabilitation of 
certain dams) 

At the end of title III, insert the following: 
SEC. 3. REHABILITATION OF CORPS OF ENGI- 

NEERS CONSTRUCTED FLOOD CON- 
TROL DAMS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—If the Secretary deter- 
mines that the project is feasible, the Sec- 
retary may carry out a project for the reha- 
bilitation of a dam described in subsection 
(b). 
(b) ELIGIBLE DAMS.—A dam eligible for as- 
sistance under this section is a dam— 

(1) that has been constructed, in whole or 
in part, by the Corps of Engineers for flood 
control purposes; 

(2) for which construction was completed 
before 1940; 
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(3) that is classified as ‘‘Shigh hazard poten- 
tial” by the State dam safety agency of the 
State in which the dam is located; and 

(4) that is operated by a non-Federal enti- 
ty. 

(c) COST SHARING.—Non-Federal interests 
shall provide 35 percent of the cost of con- 
struction of any project carried out under 
this section, including provision of all land, 
easements, rights-of-way, and necessary re- 
locations. 

(d) AGREEMENTS.—Construction of a 
project under this section shall be initiated 
only after a non-Federal interest has entered 
into a binding agreement with the Sec- 
retary— 

(1) to pay the non-Federal share of the 
costs of construction under subsection (c); 
and 

(2) to pay 100 percent of any operation, 
maintenance, and replacement and rehabili- 
tation costs with respect to the project in 
accordance with regulations prescribed by 
the Secretary. 

(e) COST LIMITATION.—The Secretary shall 
not expend more than $10,000,000 for a project 
at any single dam under this section. 

(£) FUNDING.—There is authorized to be ap- 
propriated to carry out this section 
$10,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2017 
through 2026. 


AMENDMENT NO. 5076 
(Purpose: To make technical corrections) 


Strike section 6009 and insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. 6009. YAZOO BASIN, MISSISSIPPI. 

The authority of the Secretary to carry 
out the project for flood damage reduction, 
bank stabilization, and sediment and erosion 
control known as the ‘‘Yazoo Basin, Mis- 
sissippi, Mississippi Delta Headwater 
Project, MS’’, authorized by title I of Public 
Law 98-8 (97 Stat. 22), as amended, shall not 
be limited to watersheds referenced in re- 
ports accompanying appropriations bills for 
previous fiscal years. 


AMENDMENT NO. 5068 


(Purpose: To ensure that the Secretary does 
not charge a fee for certain surplus water) 
At the end of title I, add the following: 

SEC. 1__. SURPLUS WATER STORAGE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall not 
charge a fee for surplus water under a con- 
tract entered into pursuant to section 6 of 
the Act of December 22, 1944 (33 U.S.C. 708) 
(commonly known as the ‘‘Flood Control Act 
of 1944’’) if the contract is for surplus water 
stored in the Lake Cumberland Watershed, 
Kentucky and Tennessee. 

(b) TERMINATION.—The limitation under 
subsection (a) shall expire on the date that is 
2 years after the date of enactment of this 
Act. 

(c) APPLICABILITY.—Nothing in this sec- 
tion— 

(1) affects the authority of the Secretary 
under section 2695 of title 10, United States 
Code, to accept funds or to cover the admin- 
istrative expenses relating to certain real 
property transactions; 

(2) affects the application of section 6 of 
the Act of December 22, 1944 (33 U.S.C. 708) 
(commonly known as the ‘‘Flood Control Act 
of 1944”) or the Water Supply Act of 1958 (43 
U.S.C. 390b) to surplus water stored outside 
of the Lake Cumberland Watershed, Ken- 
tucky and Tennessee; or 

(3) affects the authority of the Secretary 
to accept funds under section 216(c) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1996 (33 
U.S.C. 2321a). 
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AMENDMENT NO. 5069 


(Purpose: To require an annual survey of sea 
grasses in the Chesapeake Bay) 

Strike section 7206 and insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. 7206. CHESAPEAKE BAY GRASS SURVEY. 

Section 117(i) of the Federal Water Pollu- 
tion Control Act (83 U.S.C. 1267(i)) is amend- 
ed by adding at the end the following: 

“(3) ANNUAL SURVEY.—The Administrator 
shall carry out an annual survey of sea 
grasses in the Chesapeake Bay.’’. 

AMENDMENT NO. 5074, AS MODIFIED 


(Purpose: To limit the permit fees for cabins 
and trailers on land administered by the 
Dakotas Area Office of the Bureau of Rec- 
lamation and to allow trailer area permit- 
tees at Heart Butte Dam and Reservoir 
(Lake Tschida) to continue using trailer 
homes on their permitted lots) 

At the end of title VIII, insert the fol- 
lowing: 
SEC. . BUREAU OF RECLAMATION DAKO- 
TAS AREA OFFICE PERMIT FEES FOR 
CABINS AND TRAILERS. 

During the period ending 5 years after the 
date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
of the Interior shall not increase the permit 
fee for a cabin or trailer on land in the State 
of North Dakota administered by the Dako- 
tas Area Office of the Bureau of Reclamation 
by more than 33 percent of the permit fee 
that was in effect on January 1, 2016. 

SEC. __. USE OF TRAILER HOMES AT HEART 

BUTTE DAM AND RESERVOIR (LAKE 
TSCHIDA). 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) ADDITION.—The term ‘‘addition’’ means 
any enclosed structure added onto the struc- 
ture of a trailer home that increases the liv- 
ing area of the trailer home. 

(2) CAMPER OR RECREATIONAL VEHICLE.—The 
term ‘‘camper or recreational vehicle” in- 
cludes— 

(A) a camper, motorhome, trailer camper, 
bumper hitch camper, fifth wheel camper, or 
equivalent mobile shelter; and 

(B) a recreational vehicle. 

(3) IMMEDIATE FAMILY.—The term ‘‘imme- 
diate family” means a spouse, grandparent, 
parent, sibling, child, or grandchild. 

(4) PERMIT.—The term ‘‘permit’’ means a 
permit issued by the Secretary authorizing 
the use of a lot in a trailer area. 

(5) PERMIT YEAR.—The term ‘‘permit year” 
means the period beginning on April 1 of a 
calendar year and ending on March 31 of the 
following calendar year. 


(6) PERMITTEE.—The term ‘‘permittee’’ 
means a person holding a permit. 
(7) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 


means the Secretary of the Interior, acting 
through the Commissioner of Reclamation. 

(8) TRAILER AREA.—The term ‘‘trailer area” 
means any of the following areas at Heart 
Butte Dam and Reservoir (Lake Tschida) (as 
described in the document of the Bureau of 
Reclamation entitled ‘‘Heart Butte Res- 
ervoir Resource Management Plan” (March 
2008)): 

(A) Trailer Area 1 and 2, also known as 
Management Unit 034. 

(B) Southside Trailer Area, also known as 
Management Unit 014. 

(9) TRAILER HOME.—The term ‘‘trailer 
home” means a dwelling placed on a sup- 
porting frame that— 

(A) has or had a tow-hitch; and 

(B) is made mobile, or is capable of being 
made mobile, by an axle and wheels. 

(b) PERMIT RENEWAL AND PERMITTED USE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall use 
the same permit renewal process for trailer 
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area permits as the Secretary uses for other 
permit renewals in other reservoirs in the 
State of North Dakota administered by the 
Dakotas Area Office of the Bureau of Rec- 
lamation. 

(2) TRAILER HOMES.—With respect to a 
trailer home, a permit for each permit year 
shall authorize the permittee— 

(A) to park the trailer home on the lot; 

(B) to use the trailer home on the lot; 

(C) to physically move the trailer home on 
and off the lot; and 

(D) to leave on the lot any addition, deck, 
porch, entryway, step to the trailer home, 
propane tank, or storage shed. 

(3) CAMPERS OR RECREATIONAL VEHICLES.— 
With respect to a camper or recreational ve- 
hicle, a permit shall, for each permit year— 

(A) from April 1 to October 31, authorize 
the permittee— 

(i) to park the camper or recreational vehi- 
cle on the lot; 

(ii) to use the camper or recreational vehi- 
cle on the lot; and 

(iii) to move the camper or recreational ve- 
hicle on and off the lot; and 

(B) from November 1 to March 31, require a 
permittee to remove the camper or rec- 
reational vehicle from the lot. 

(c) REMOVAL.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may re- 
quire removal of a trailer home from a lot in 
a trailer area if the trailer home is flooded 
after the date of enactment of this Act. 

(2) REMOVAL AND NEW USE.—If the Sec- 
retary requires removal of a trailer home 
under paragraph (1), on request by the per- 
mittee, the Secretary shall authorize the 
permittee— 

(A) to replace the trailer home on the lot 
with a camper or recreational vehicle in ac- 
cordance with this section; or 

(B) to place a trailer home on the lot from 
April 1 to October 31. 

(d) TRANSFER OF PERMITS.— 

(1) TRANSFER OF TRAILER HOME TITLE.—If a 
permittee transfers title to a trailer home 
permitted on a lot in a trailer area, the Sec- 
retary shall issue a permit to the transferee, 
under the same terms as the permit applica- 
ble on the date of transfer, subject to the 
conditions described in paragraph (3). 

(2) TRANSFER OF CAMPER OR RECREATIONAL 
VEHICLE TITLE.—If a permittee who has a per- 
mit to use a camper or recreational vehicle 
on a lot in a trailer area transfers title to 
the interests of the permittee on or to the 
lot, the Secretary shall issue a permit to the 
transferee, subject to the conditions de- 
scribed in paragraph (8). 

(3) CONDITIONS.—A permit issued by the 
Secretary under paragraph (1) or (2) shall be 
subject to the following conditions: 

(A) A permit may not be held in the name 
of a corporation. 

(B) A permittee may not have an interest 
in, or control of, more than 1 seasonal trailer 
home site in the Great Plains Region of the 
Bureau of Reclamation, inclusive of sites lo- 
cated on tracts permitted to organized 
groups on Reclamation reservoirs. 

(C) Not more than 2 persons may be per- 
mittees under 1 permit, unless— 

(i) approved by the Secretary; or 

(ii) the additional persons are immediate 
family members of the permittees. 

(e) ANCHORING REQUIREMENTS FOR TRAILER 
HOMES.—The Secretary shall require compli- 
ance with appropriate anchoring require- 
ments for each trailer home (including addi- 
tions to the trailer home) and other objects 
on a lot in a trailer area, as determined by 
the Secretary, after consulting with permit- 
tees. 
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(f) REPLACEMENT, REMOVAL, AND RETURN.— 

(1) REPLACEMENT.—Permittees may replace 
their trailer home with another trailer 
home. 

(2) REMOVAL AND RETURN.—Permittees 
may— 

(A) remove their trailer home; and 

(B) if the permittee removes their trailer 
home under subparagraph (A), return the 
trailer home to the lot of the permittee. 

(g) LIABILITY; TAKING.— 

(1) LIABILITY.—The United States shall not 
be liable for flood damage to the personal 
property of a permittee or for damages aris- 
ing out of any act, omission, or occurrence 
relating to a lot to which a permit applies, 
other than for damages caused by an act or 
omission of the United States or an em- 
ployee, agent, or contractor of the United 
States before the date of enactment of this 
Act. 

(2) TAKING.—Any temporary flooding or 
flood damage to the personal property of a 
permittee shall not be a taking by the 
United States. 

AMENDMENT NO. 5077 
(Purpose: To achieve a fair, equitable, and 
final settlement of claims to water rights 
in the State of Montana for the Blackfeet 

Tribe of the Blackfeet Indian Reservation 

and the United States, for the benefit of 

the Tribe and allottees, and for other pur- 
poses.) 

(The amendment is printed in today’s 
RECORD under “Text of Amendments.’’) 
AMENDMENT NO. 5066, AS MODIFIED 
(Purpose: To require a GAO review and 
report on certain projects) 

At the end of title I, insert the following: 
SEC. 10___. GAO REVIEW AND REPORT. 

Not later than 2 years after the date of en- 
actment of this Act, the Comptroller General 
of the United States shall conduct a review, 
and submit to Congress a report on the im- 
plementation and effectiveness of the 
projects carried out under section 219 of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1992 
(Public Law 102-580; 106 Stat. 4835). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, amendments Nos. 
5075; 5063, as modified; 5076; 5068; 5069; 
5074, as modified; 5077; and 5066, as 
modified, are agreed to. 

Under the previous order, 
postcloture time has expired. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading and was read the 
third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
having been read the third time, the 
question is, Shall it pass? 

Mr. HOEVEN. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec- 
ond. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll. 

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senator 
is necessarily absent: the Senator from 
New Hampshire (Ms. AYOTTE). 

Further, if present and voting, the 
Senator from New Hampshire (Ms. 
AYOTTE) would have voted “yea”. 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Virginia (Mr. KAINE) is 
necessarily absent. 

I further announce that, if present 
and voting, the Senator from Virginia 
(Mr. KAINE) would vote yea. 


all 
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The 
FISCHER). Are there any other Senators 
in the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 95, 
nays 3, as follows: 


PRESIDING OFFICER 


(Mrs. 


[Rollcall Vote No. 141 Leg.] 


YEAS—95 
Alexander Fischer Nelson 
Baldwin Franken Paul 
Barrasso Gardner Perdue 
Bennet Gillibrand Peters 
Blumenthal Graham Portman 
Blunt Grassley Reed 
Booker Hatch Reid 
Boozman Heinrich Risch 
Boxer Heitkamp Roberts 
Brown Heller Rounds 
Burr Hirono Rubi 
ubio 
Cantwell Hoeven Sanders 
Capito Inhofe s 
; chatz 
Cardin Isakson 
Carper Johnson Schumer 
K Scott 
Casey King i 
Cassidy Kirk Sessions 
Coats Klobuchar Shaheen 
Cochran Lankford Shelby 
Collins Leahy Stabenow 
Coons Manchin Sullivan 
Corker Markey Tester 
Cornyn McCain Thune 
Cotton McCaskill Tillis 
Crapo McConnell Toomey 
Cruz Menendez Udall 
Daines Merkley Vitter 
Donnelly Mikulski Warner 
Durbin Moran Warren 
Enzi Murkowski Whitehouse 
Ernst Murphy Wicker 
Feinstein Murray Wyden 
NAYS—3 
Flake Lee Sasse 
NOT VOTING—2 
Ayotte Kaine 


The bill (S. 2848), as amended, was 
passed, as follows: 
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Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
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Prioritization. 

Kennewick Man. 

Disposition studies. 

Transfer of excess credit. 

Surplus water storage. 

Hurricane and storm damage re- 
duction. 

Fish hatcheries. 

Feasibility studies and watershed 
assessments. 

Shore damage prevention or miti- 
gation. 

Enhancing lake recreation oppor- 
tunities. 

Cost estimates. 

Tribal partnership program. 

Cost sharing for territories and In- 
dian tribes. 

Local government water manage- 
ment plans. 

Credit in lieu of reimbursement. 

Retroactive changes to cost-shar- 
ing agreements. 

Easements for electric, telephone, 
or broadband service facilities 
eligible for financing under the 
Rural Electrification Act of 
1936. 

Study on the performance of inno- 
vative materials. 


Deauthorization of inactive 
projects. 
Review of reservoir operations. 


Written agreement requirement 
for water resources projects. 

Maximum cost of projects. 

Conversion of surplus water agree- 
ments. 


Authorized funding for inter- 
agency and international sup- 
port. 

Surplus water storage. 


GAO review and report. 
TITLE II—NAVIGATION 


Projects funded by the Inland Wa- 
terways Trust Fund. 

Operation and maintenance 
fuel-taxed inland waterways. 

Funding for harbor maintenance 
programs. 

Dredged material disposal. 

Cape Arundel disposal site, Maine. 

Maintenance of harbors of refuge. 

Aids to navigation. 

Beneficial use of dredged material. 

Operation and maintenance of har- 
bor projects. 


of 


Additional measures at donor 
ports and energy transfer ports. 
Harbor deepening. 


Operations and maintenance of in- 
land Mississippi River ports. 
Implementation guidance. 
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Remote and subsistence harbors. 

Non-Federal interest dredging au- 
thority. 

Transportation cost savings. 

Dredged material. 

Great Lakes Navigation System. 

Harbor Maintenance Trust Fund. 


TITLE III—SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS 


Sec. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


3001. 


3002. 
3003. 


. 3004. 


. 3005. 


. 3006. 


. 8007. 
. 3008. 


Rehabilitation assistance for non- 
Federal flood control projects. 

Rehabilitation of existing levees. 

Maintenance of high risk flood 
control projects. 

Rehabilitation of high hazard po- 
tential dams. 

Expedited completion of author- 
ized projects for flood damage 
reduction. 

Cumberland River Basin Dam re- 
pairs. 

Indian dam safety. 

Rehabilitation of Corps of Engi- 
neers constructed flood control 
dams. 


TITLE IV—RIVER BASINS, WATERSHEDS, 


Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


. 4001. 
. 4002. 


. 4003. 
. 4004. 


. 4005. 
. 4006. 
. 4007. 
. 4008. 
. 4009. 
. 4010. 
. 4011. 
. 4012. 


. 4013. 
. 4014. 


. 4015. 
. 4016. 
. 4017. 
. 4018. 
. 4019. 


. 4020. 


AND COASTAL AREAS 


Gulf Coast oyster bed recovery 
plan. 

Columbia River, Platte River, and 
Arkansas River. 

Missouri River. 

Puget Sound nearshore ecosystem 
restoration. 

Ice jam prevention and mitiga- 
tion. 

Chesapeake Bay oyster restora- 
tion. 

North Atlantic coastal region. 

Rio Grande. 

Texas coastal area. 

Upper Mississippi and Illinois Riv- 
ers flood risk management. 


Salton Sea, California. 

Adjustment. 

Coastal resiliency. 

Regional intergovernmental col- 
laboration on coastal resil- 
ience. 

South Atlantic coastal study. 


Kanawha River Basin. 

Consideration of full array of 
measures for coastal risk reduc- 
tion. 

Waterfront community revitaliza- 
tion and resiliency. 

Table Rock Lake, Arkansas and 
Missouri. 

Pearl River Basin, Mississippi. 


TITLE V—DEAUTHORIZATIONS 


. 5001. 
. 5002. 


Deauthorizations. 
Conveyances. 


TITLE VI—WATER RESOURCES 


. 6001. 
. 6002. 


. 6003. 


6004. 


6005. 


6006. 


6007. 
6008. 


INFRASTRUCTURE 


Authorization of final feasibility 
studies. 

Authorization of project modifica- 
tions recommended by the Sec- 
retary. 

Authorization of study and modi- 
fication proposals submitted to 
Congress by the Secretary. 

Expedited completion of reports. 

Extension of expedited consider- 
ation in Senate. 

GAO study on Corps of Engineers 
methodology and performance 
metrics. 

Inventory assessment. 

Saint Lawrence Seaway mod- 
ernization. 


Sec. 6009. Yazoo Basin, Mississippi. 
TITLE VII—SAFE DRINKING WATER AND 


CLEAN WATER INFRASTRUCTURE 


Sec. 7001. Definition of Administrator. 
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Sec. 7002. Sense of the Senate on appropria- 
tions levels and findings on eco- 
nomic impacts. 

Subtitle A—Drinking Water 

7101. Preconstruction work. 

7102. Priority system requirements. 

7103. Administration of State 

funds. 

Other authorized activities. 

Negotiation of contracts. 

Assistance for small and disadvan- 

taged communities. 

Reducing lead in drinking water. 

Regional liaisons for minority, 

tribal, and low-income commu- 
nities. 

Notice to persons served. 

Electronic reporting of drinking 

water data. 

Lead testing in school and child 

care drinking water. 

WaterSense program. 

Water supply cost savings. 

Small system technical assist- 

ance. 

Definition of Indian tribe. 

Technical assistance for 

water systems. 

Requirement for the use of Amer- 

ican materials. 

Subtitle B—Clean Water 


Sewer overflow control grants. 

Small and medium treatment 
works. 

Integrated plans. 

Green infrastructure promotion. 

Financial capability guidance. 

Chesapeake Bay Grass Survey. 

Great Lakes harmful algal bloom 
coordinator. 


Subtitle C—Innovative Financing and 
Promotion of Innovative Technologies 


Sec. 7301. Water infrastructure public-pri- 
vate partnership pilot program. 

Water infrastructure finance and 
innovation. 

Water Infrastructure Investment 
Trust Fund. 

Innovative water technology grant 
program. 

Water Resources 
amendments. 

Reauthorization of Water Desali- 
nation Act of 1996. 

National drought resilience guide- 
lines. 

Innovation in State water pollu- 
tion control revolving loan 
funds. 

Sec. 7309. Innovation in drinking water 

State revolving loan funds. 

Subtitle D—Drinking Water Disaster Relief 

and Infrastructure Investments 


7401. Drinking water infrastructure. 
7402. Loan forgiveness. 
7403. Registry for lead exposure and ad- 
visory committee. 
Additional funding for certain 
childhood health programs. 
7405. Review and report. 
Subtitle E—Report on Groundwater 
Contamination 
7501. Definitions. 
7502. Report on groundwater contami- 
nation. 
Subtitle F—Restoration 
PART I—GREAT LAKES RESTORATION 
Sec. 7611. Great Lakes Restoration Initia- 
tive. 
Sec. 7612. Amendments to the Great Lakes 
Fish and Wildlife Restoration 
Act of 1990. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. loan 
7104. 
7105. 
7106. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 


7107. 
7108. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


7109. 
7110. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 7111. 
7112. 


7113. 
7114. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 


7115. 
7116. 


Sec. 
Sec. tribal 


Sec. 7117. 


7201. 
7202. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


7203. 
7204. 
7205. 
7206. 
7207. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 7302. 
. 7303. 
. 7304. 
. 7305. Research Act 
. 7306. 
. 7307. 


. 7308. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 7404. 


Sec. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
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PART II—LAKE TAHOE RESTORATION 


Sec. 7621. Findings and purposes. 

Sec. 7622. Definitions. 

Sec. 7623. Improved administration of the 
Lake Tahoe Basin Management 
Unit. 

Sec. 7624. Authorized programs. 

Sec. 7625. Program performance and ac- 
countability. 

Sec. 7626. Conforming amendments; updates 
to related laws. 

Sec. 7627. Authorization of appropriations. 

Sec. 7628. Land transfers to improve man- 


agement efficiencies of Federal 
and State land. 


PART III—LONG ISLAND SOUND RESTORATION 


Sec. 7631. Restoration and stewardship pro- 
grams. 

7632. Reauthorization. 

PART IV—DELAWARE RIVER BASIN 

CONSERVATION 

Findings. 

Definitions. 

Program establishment. 

Grants and assistance. 

7645. Annual reports. 

7646. Authorization of appropriations. 

PART V—COLUMBIA RIVER BASIN 
RESTORATION 
Sec. 7651. Columbia River Basin restoration. 
Subtitle G—Innovative Water Infrastructure 
Workforce Development 

Sec. 7701. Innovative water infrastructure 
workforce development pro- 
gram. 
Subtitle H—Offset 

7801. Offset. 


TITLE VITI—MISCELLANEOUS 
PROVISIONS 


8001. Approval of State programs for 
control of coal combustion re- 
siduals. 

Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma and 
the Chickasaw Nation water 
settlement. 

Land transfer and trust land for 
the Muscogee (Creek) Nation. 
Reauthorization of Denali Com- 

mission. 

Recreational access of floating 
cabins. 

Regulation of aboveground storage 
at farms. 

Salt cedar removal permit re- 
views. 

International outfall interceptor 
repair, operations, and mainte- 
nance. 

Pechanga Band of Luiseno Mission 
Indians water rights settle- 
ment. 

Gold King Mine spill recovery. 

Reports by the Comptroller Gen- 
eral. 

Sense of Congress. 

Bureau of Reclamation Dakotas 
Area Office permit fees for cab- 
ins and trailers. 

Use of trailer homes at heart 
butte dam and reservoir (Lake 
Tschida). 

TITLE IX—BLACKFEET WATER RIGHTS 
SETTLEMENT ACT 

Short title. 

Purposes. 

Definitions. 

Ratification of compact. 

Milk River water right. 

Water delivery through Milk River 
project. 

Bureau of Reclamation activities 
to improve water management. 


Sec. 


7641. 
7642. 
7643. 
7644. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 8002. 


Sec. 8003. 


Sec. 8004. 


Sec. 8005. 


Sec. 8006. 


Sec. 8007. 


Sec. 8008. 


Sec. 8009. 


8010. 
8011. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


8012. 
8013. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 8014. 


9001. 
9002. 
9003. 
9004. 
9005. 
9006. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 9007. 
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Sec. 9008. St. Mary canal hydroelectric 
power generation. 

Sec. 9009. Storage allocation from Lake 
Elwell. 

Sec. 9010. Irrigation activities. 

Sec. 9011. Design and construction of MR&I 
System. 

Sec. 9012. Design and construction of water 
storage and irrigation facili- 
ties. 

Sec. 9013. Blackfeet water, storage, and de- 
velopment projects. 

Sec. 9014. Easements and rights-of-way. 

Sec. 9015. Tribal water rights. 

Sec. 9016. Blackfeet settlement trust fund. 

Sec. 9017. Blackfeet water settlement imple- 
mentation fund. 

Sec. 9018. Authorization of appropriations. 

Sec. 9019. Water rights in Lewis and Clark 
National Forest and Glacier 
National Park. 

Sec. 9020. Waivers and releases of claims. 

Sec. 9021. Satisfaction of claims. 

Sec. 9022. Miscellaneous provisions. 

Sec. 9023. Expiration on failure to meet en- 
forceability date. 

Sec. 9024. Antideficiency. 


SEC. 2. DEFINITION OF SECRETARY. 

In this Act, the term ‘‘Secretary’’ means 
the Secretary of the Army. 
SEC. 3. LIMITATIONS. 

Nothing in this Act— 

(1) supersedes or modifies any written 
agreement between the Federal Government 
and a non-Federal interest that is in effect 
on the date of enactment of this Act; 

(2) supersedes or authorizes any amend- 
ment to a multistate water control plan, in- 
cluding the Missouri River Master Water 
Control Manual (as in effect on the date of 
enactment of this Act); 

(8) affects any water right in existence on 
the date of enactment of this Act; 

(4) preempts or affects any State water law 
or interstate compact governing water; or 

(5) affects any authority of a State, as in 
effect on the date of enactment of this Act, 
to manage water resources within the State. 

TITLE I—PROGRAM REFORMS 
SEC. 1001. STUDY OF WATER RESOURCES DEVEL- 
OPMENT PROJECTS BY NON-FED- 
ERAL INTERESTS. 

Section 203 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 1986 (83 U.S.C. 2231) is amend- 
ed by adding at the end the following: 

“(e) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—On the re- 
quest of a non-Federal interest, the Sec- 
retary may provide technical assistance re- 
lating to any aspect of the feasibility study 
if the non-Federal interest contracts with 
the Secretary to pay all costs of providing 
the technical assistance.’’. 

SEC. 1002. ADVANCED FUNDS FOR WATER RE- 
SOURCES DEVELOPMENT STUDIES 
AND PROJECTS. 

The Act of October 15, 1940 (33 U.S.C. 701h- 
1), is amended— 

(1) in the first sentence— 

(A) by striking ‘‘Whenever any” and in- 
serting the following: 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—Whenever any”; 

(B) by striking ‘‘a flood-control project 
duly adopted and authorized by law” and in- 
serting ‘‘an authorized water resources de- 
velopment study or project,’’; and 

(C) by striking ‘‘such work’’ and inserting 
“such study or project”; 

(2) in the second sentence— 

(A) by striking ‘“‘The Secretary of the 
Army” and inserting the following: 

“(b) REPAYMENT.—The Secretary of the 
Army”; and 
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(B) by striking ‘‘from appropriations which 
may be provided by Congress for flood-con- 
trol work” and inserting ‘“‘if specific appro- 
priations are provided by Congress for such 
purpose”; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

“(c) DEFINITION OF STATE.—In this section, 
the term ‘State’ means— 

“(1) a State; 

“(2) the District of Columbia; 

“(3) the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico; 

“(4) any other territory or possession of 
the United States; and 

“(5) a federally recognized Indian tribe or a 
Native village, Regional Corporation, or Vil- 
lage Corporation (as those terms are defined 
in section 3 of the Alaska Native Claims Set- 
tlement Act (43 U.S.C. 1602)).”. 

SEC. 1003. AUTHORITY TO ACCEPT AND USE MA- 
TERIALS AND SERVICES. 

Section 1024 of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
2325a) is amended— 

(1) by striking subsection (a) and inserting 
the following: 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection 
(b), the Secretary is authorized to accept and 
use materials, services, or funds contributed 
by a non-Federal public entity, a nonprofit 
entity, or a private entity to repair, restore, 
replace, or maintain a water resources 
project in any case in which the District 
Commander determines that— 

“(1) there is a risk of adverse impacts to 
the functioning of the project for the author- 
ized purposes of the project; and 

“(2) acceptance of the materials and serv- 
ices or funds is in the public interest.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (c), in the matter pre- 
ceding paragraph (1)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘Not later than 60 days 
after initiating an activity under this sec- 
tion,” and inserting “Not later than Feb- 
ruary 1 of each year after the first fiscal year 
in which materials, services, or funds are ac- 
cepted under this section,’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘a report” and inserting 
“an annual report’’. 

SEC. 1004. PARTNERSHIPS WITH NON-FEDERAL 
ENTITIES TO PROTECT THE FED- 
ERAL INVESTMENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (c), 
the Secretary is authorized to partner with a 
non-Federal interest for the maintenance of 
a water resources project to ensure that the 
project will continue to function for the au- 
thorized purposes of the project. 

(b) FORM OF PARTNERSHIP.—Under a part- 
nership referred to in subsection (a), the Sec- 
retary is authorized to accept and use funds, 
materials, and services contributed by the 
non-Federal interest. 

(c) NO CREDIT OR REIMBURSEMENT.—Any 
entity that contributes materials, services, 
or funds under this section shall not be eligi- 
ble for credit, reimbursement, or repayment 
for the value of those materials, services, or 
funds. 

SEC. 1005. NON-FEDERAL STUDY AND CONSTRUC- 
TION OF PROJECTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may ac- 
cept and expend funds provided by non-Fed- 
eral interests to undertake reviews, inspec- 
tions, monitoring, and other Federal activi- 
ties related to non-Federal interests car- 
rying out the study, design, or construction 
of water resources development projects 
under section 203 or 204 of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 
2231, 2232) or any other Federal law. 

(b) INCLUSION IN CosTs.—In determining 
credit or reimbursement, the Secretary may 
include the amount of funds provided by a 
non-Federal interest under this section as a 
cost of the study, design, or construction. 
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SEC. 1006. MUNITIONS DISPOSAL. 

Section 1027 of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
426e-2) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), in the matter pre- 
ceding paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘, at full 
Federal expense,” after “The Secretary 
may”; and 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘funded’’ 
and inserting ‘‘reimbursed’’. 

SEC. 1007. CHALLENGE COST-SHARING PROGRAM 
FOR MANAGEMENT OF RECREATION 
FACILITIES. 

Section 225 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 1992 (33 U.S.C. 2328) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub- 
section (d); and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(c) USER FEES.— 

‘“(1) COLLECTION OF FEES.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may 
allow a non-Federal public or private entity 
that has entered into an agreement pursuant 
to subsection (b) to collect user fees for the 
use of developed recreation sites and facili- 
ties, whether developed or constructed by 
that entity or the Department of the Army. 

‘“(B) USE OF VISITOR RESERVATION SERV- 
IcES.—A public or private entity described in 
subparagraph (A) may use to manage fee col- 
lections and reservations under this section 
any visitor reservation service that the Sec- 
retary has provided for by contract or inter- 
agency agreement, subject to such terms and 
conditions as the Secretary determines to be 
appropriate. 

‘“(2) USE OF FEES.—A non-Federal public or 
private entity that collects user fees under 
paragraph (1) may— 

“(A) retain up to 100 percent of the fees 
collected, as determined by the Secretary; 
and 

“(B) notwithstanding section 210(b)(4) of 
the Flood Control Act of 1968 (16 U.S.C. 460d- 
3(b)(4)), use that amount for operation, main- 
tenance, and management at the recreation 
site at which the fee is collected. 

“(8) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The authority 
of a non-Federal public or private entity 
under this subsection shall be subject to 
such terms and conditions as the Secretary 
determines necessary to protect the inter- 
ests of the United States.’’. 

SEC. 1008. STRUCTURES AND FACILITIES 
STRUCTED BY THE SECRETARY. 

Section 14 of the Act of March 8, 1899 (33 
U.S.C. 408) (commonly known as the ‘“‘Rivers 
and Harbors Act of 1899’’), is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘“‘That it shall not be law- 
ful” and inserting the following: 

“(a) PROHIBITIONS AND PERMISSIONS.—It 
shall not be lawful’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(b) CONCURRENT REVIEW.— 

“(1) NEPA REVIEW.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—In any case in which an 
activity subject to this section requires a re- 
view under the National Environmental Pol- 
icy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4821 et seq.), review 
and approval under this section shall, to the 
maximum extent practicable, occur concur- 
rently with any review and decisions made 
under that Act. 

“(B) CORPS OF ENGINEERS AS A COOPERATING 
AGENCY.—If the Corps of Engineers is not the 
lead Federal agency for an environmental re- 
view described in subparagraph (A), the Chief 
of Engineers shall, to the maximum extent 
practicable— 

“(i) participate in the review as a cooper- 
ating agency (unless the Chief of Engineers 
does not intend to submit comments on the 
project); and 


CON- 


12777 


“(ii) adopt and use any environmental doc- 
ument prepared under the National Environ- 
mental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4821 et 
seq.) by the lead agency to the same extent 
that a Federal agency could adopt or use a 
document prepared by another Federal agen- 
cy under— 

“(I) the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.); and 

“(IT) parts 1500 through 1508 of title 40, 
Code of Federal Regulations (or successor 
regulations). 

“(2) REVIEWS BY SECRETARY.—In any case 
in which the Secretary of the Army is re- 
quired to approve an action under this sec- 
tion and under another authority, including 
sections 9 and 10 of this Act, section 404 of 
the Federal Water Pollution Control Act (83 
U.S.C. 1344), and section 103 of the Marine 
Protection, Research, and Sanctuaries Act of 
1972 (83 U.S.C. 1413), the Secretary shall— 

“(A) coordinate the reviews and, to the 
maximum extent practicable, carry out the 
reviews concurrently; and 

‘“(B) adopt and use any document prepared 
by the Corps of Engineers for the purpose of 
complying with the same law and that ad- 
dresses the same types of impacts in the 
same geographic area if the document, as de- 
termined by the Secretary, is current and 
applicable. 

‘“(3) CONTRIBUTED FUNDS.—The Secretary of 
the Army may accept and expend funds re- 
ceived from non-Federal public or private en- 
tities to evaluate under this section an alter- 
ation or permanent occupation or use of a 
work built by the United States.’’. 

SEC. 1009. PROJECT COMPLETION. 

For any project authorized under section 
219 of the Water Resources Development Act 
of 1992 (Public Law 102-580; 106 Stat. 4835), 
the authorization of appropriations is in- 
creased by the amount, including in incre- 
ments, necessary to allow completion of the 
project if— 

(1) as of the date of enactment of this Act, 
the project has received more than $4,000,000 
in Federal appropriations and those appro- 
priations equal an amount that is greater 
than 80 percent of the authorized amount; 

(2) significant progress has been dem- 
onstrated toward completion of the project 
or segments of the project but the project is 
not complete as of the date of enactment of 
this Act; and 

(8) the benefits of the Federal investment 
will not be realized without an increase in 
the authorization of appropriations to allow 
completion of the project. 

SEC. 1010. CONTRIBUTED FUNDS. 

(a) CONTRIBUTED FUNDS.—Section 5 of the 
Act of June 22, 1936 (33 U.S.C. 701h) (com- 
monly known as the ‘‘Flood Control Act of 
1936”), is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘funds appropriated by the 
United States for’’; and 

(2) in the first proviso, by inserting after 
“authorized purposes of the project:’’ the fol- 
lowing: ‘‘Provided further, That the Secretary 
may receive and expend funds from a State 
or a political subdivision of a State and 
other non-Federal interests to formulate, re- 
view, or revise, consistent with authorized 
project purposes, operational documents for 
any reservoir owned and operated by the 
Secretary (other than reservoirs in the 
Upper Missouri River, the Apalachicola- 
Chattahoochee-Flint River system, the Ala- 
bama-Coosa-Tallapoosa River system, and 
the Stones River):”’ 

(b) REPORT.—Section 1015 of the Water Re- 
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014 
is amended by striking subsection (b) (83 
U.S.C. 701h note; Public Law 113-121) and in- 
serting the following: 
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“(b) REPORT.—Not later than February 1 of 
each year, the Secretary shall submit to the 
Committees on Environment and Public 
Works and Appropriations of the Senate and 
the Committees on Transportation and In- 
frastructure and Appropriations of the House 
of Representatives a report that— 

“(1) describes the number of agreements 
executed in the previous fiscal year for the 
acceptance of contributed funds under sec- 
tion 5 of the Act of June 22, 1936 (33 U.S.C. 
701h) (commonly Known as the ‘Flood Con- 
trol Act of 1936’); and 

‘“(2) includes information on the projects 
and amounts of contributed funds referred to 
in paragraph (1).’’. 

SEC. 1011. APPLICATION OF CERTAIN BENEFITS 
AND COSTS INCLUDED IN FINAL 
FEASIBILITY STUDIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—For a navigation project 
authorized after November 7, 2007, involving 
offshore oil and gas fabrication ports, the 
recommended plan by the Chief of Engineers 
shall be the plan that uses the value of fu- 
ture energy exploration and production fab- 
rication contracts and the transportation 
savings that would result from a larger navi- 
gation channel in accordance with section 
6009 of the Emergency Supplemental Appro- 
priations Act for Defense, the Global War on 
Terror, and Tsunami Relief, 2005 (Public Law 
109-18; 119 Stat. 282). 

(b) SPECIAL RULE.—In addition to projects 
described in subsection (a), this section shall 
apply to— 

(1) a project that has undergone an eco- 
nomic benefits update; and 

(2) at the request of the non-Federal spon- 
sor, any ongoing feasibility study for which 
the benefits under section 6009 of the Emer- 
gency Supplemental Appropriations Act for 
Defense, the Global War on Terror, and Tsu- 
nami Relief, 2005 (Public Law 109-18; 119 
Stat. 282) may apply. 

SEC. 1012. LEVERAGING FEDERAL INFRASTRUC- 
TURE FOR INCREASED WATER SUP- 
PLY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—At the request of a non- 
Federal interest, the Secretary may review 
proposals to increase the quantity of avail- 
able supplies of water at Federal water re- 
sources projects through— 

(1) modification of a water resources 
project; 

(2) modification of how a project is man- 
aged; or 

(3) accessing water released from a project. 

(b) PROPOSALS INCLUDED.—A proposal 
under subsection (a) may include— 

(1) increasing the storage capacity of the 
project; 

(2) diversion of water released or with- 
drawn from the project— 

(A) to recharge groundwater; 

(B) to aquifer storage and recovery; or 

(C) to any other storage facility; 

(3) construction of facilities for delivery of 
water from pumping stations constructed by 
the Secretary; 

(4) construction of facilities to access 
water; and 

(5) a combination of the activities de- 
scribed in paragraphs (1) through (4). 

(c) EXCLUSIONS.—This section shall not 
apply to a proposal that— 

(1) reallocates existing water supply or hy- 
dropower storage; or 

(2) reduces water available for any author- 
ized project purpose. 

(d) OTHER FEDERAL PROJECTS.—In any case 
in which a proposal relates to a Federal 
project that is not owned by the Secretary, 
this section shall apply only to activities 
under the authority of the Secretary. 
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(e) REVIEW PROCESS.— 

(1) NoTIcE.—On receipt of a proposal sub- 
mitted under subsection (a), the Secretary 
shall provide a copy of the proposal to each 
entity described in paragraph (2) and if appli- 
cable, the Federal agency that owns the 
project, in the case of a project owned by an 
agency other than the Department of the 
Army. 

(2) PUBLIC PARTICIPATION.—In reviewing 
proposals submitted under subsection (a), 
and prior to making any decisions regarding 
a proposal, the Secretary shall comply with 
all applicable public participation require- 
ments under law, including consultation 
with— 

(A) affected States; 

(B) Power Marketing Administrations, in 
the case of reservoirs with Federal hydro- 
power projects; 

(C) entities responsible for operation and 
maintenance costs; 

(D) any entity that has a contractual right 
from the Federal Government or a State to 
withdraw water from, or use storage at, the 
project; 

(E) entities that the State determines hold 
rights under State law to the use of water 
from the project; and 

(F) units of local government with flood 
risk reduction responsibilities downstream 
of the project. 

(f) AUTHORITIES.—A proposal submitted to 
the Secretary under subsection (a) may be 
reviewed and approved, if applicable and ap- 
propriate, under— 

(1) the specific authorization for the water 
resources project; 

(2) section 216 of the Flood Control Act of 
1970 (83 U.S.C. 549a); 

(3) section 301 of the Water Supply Act of 
1958 (43 U.S.C. 390b); and 

(4) section 14 of the Act of March 3, 1899 
(commonly known as the “Rivers and Har- 
bors Act of 1899’’) (83 U.S.C. 408). 

(g) LIMITATIONS.—The Secretary shall not 
approve a proposal submitted under sub- 
section (a) that— 

(1) is not supported by the Federal agency 
that owns the project if the owner is not the 
Secretary; 

(2) interferes with an authorized purpose of 
the project; 

(3) adversely impacts contractual rights to 
water or storage at the reservoir; 

(4) adversely impacts legal rights to water 
under State law, as determined by an af- 
fected State; 

(5) increases costs for any entity other 
than the entity that submitted the proposal; 
or 

(6) if a project is subject to section 301(e) of 
the Water Supply Act of 1958 (43 U.S.C. 
390b(e)), makes modifications to the project 
that do not meet the requirements of that 
section unless the modification is submitted 
to and authorized by Congress. 

(h) COST SHARE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), 100 percent of the cost of de- 
veloping, reviewing, and implementing a pro- 
posal submitted under subsection (a) shall be 
provided by an entity other than the Federal 
Government. 

(2) PLANNING ASSISTANCE TO STATES.—In 
the case of a proposal from an entity author- 
ized to receive assistance under section 22 of 
the Water Resources Development Act of 
1974 (42 U.S.C. 1962d-16), the Secretary may 
use funds available under that section to pay 
50 percent of the cost of a review of a pro- 
posal submitted under subsection (a). 

(3) OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE COSTS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraphs (B) and (C), the operation and 
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maintenance costs for the non-Federal spon- 
sor of a proposal submitted under subsection 
(a) shall þe 100 percent of the separable oper- 
ation and maintenance costs associated with 
the costs of implementing the proposal. 

(B) CERTAIN WATER SUPPLY STORAGE 
PROJECTS.—For a proposal submitted under 
subsection (a) for constructing additional 
water supply storage at a reservoir for use 
under a water supply storage agreement, in 
addition to the costs under subparagraph 
(A), the non-Federal costs shall include the 
proportional share of any joint-use costs for 
operation, maintenance, repair, replacement, 
or rehabilitation of the reservoir project de- 
termined in accordance with section 301 of 
the Water Supply Act of 1958 (43 U.S.C. 390b). 

(C) VOLUNTARY CONTRIBUTIONS.—An entity 
other than an entity described in subpara- 
graph (A) may voluntarily contribute to the 
costs of implementing a proposal submitted 
under subsection (a). 

(i) CONTRIBUTED FUNDS.—The Secretary 
may receive and expend funds contributed by 
a non-Federal interest for the review and ap- 
proval of a proposal submitted under sub- 
section (a). 

(j) ASSISTANCE.—On request by a non-Fed- 
eral interest, the Secretary may provide 
technical assistance in the development or 
implementation of a proposal under sub- 
section (a), including assistance in obtaining 
necessary permits for construction, if the 
non-Federal interest contracts with the Sec- 
retary to pay all costs of providing the tech- 
nical assistance. 

(k) EXCLUSION.—This section shall not 
apply to reservoirs in— 

(1) the Upper Missouri River; 

(2) the Apalachicola-Chattahoochee-Flint 
river system; 

(3) the Alabama-Coosa-Tallapoosa river 
system; and 

(4) the Stones River. 

(1) EFFECT OF SECTION.—Nothing in this 
section affects or modifies any authority of 
the Secretary to review or modify reservoirs. 
SEC. 1013. NEW ENGLAND DISTRICT HEAD- 

QUARTERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (b), 
using amounts available in the revolving 
fund established by section 101 of the Civil 
Functions Appropriations Act, 1954 (33 U.S.C. 
576) and not otherwise obligated, the Sec- 
retary may— 

(1) design, renovate, and construct addi- 
tions to 2 buildings located on Hanscom Air 
Force Base in Bedford, Massachusetts for the 
headquarters of the New England District of 
the Army Corps of Engineers; and 

(2) carry out such construction and infra- 
structure improvements as are required to 
support the headquarters of the New England 
District of the Army Corps of Engineers, in- 
cluding any necessary demolition of the ex- 
isting infrastructure. 

(b) REQUIREMENT.—In carrying out sub- 
section (a), the Secretary shall ensure that 
the revolving fund established by section 101 
of the Civil Functions Appropriations Act, 
1954 (33 U.S.C. 576) is appropriately reim- 
bursed from funds appropriated for programs 
that receive a benefit under this section. 

SEC. 1014. BUFFALO DISTRICT HEADQUARTERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (b), 
using amounts available in the revolving 
fund established by section 101 of the Civil 
Functions Appropriations Act, 1954 (33 U.S.C. 
576) and not otherwise obligated, the Sec- 
retary may— 

(1) design and construct a new building in 
Buffalo, New York, for the headquarters of 
the Buffalo District of the Army Corps of En- 
gineers; and 
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(2) carry out such construction and infra- 
structure improvements as are required to 
support the headquarters and related instal- 
lations and facilities of the Buffalo District 
of the Army Corps of Engineers, including 
any necessary demolition or renovation of 
the existing infrastructure. 

(b) REQUIREMENT.—In carrying out sub- 
section (a), the Secretary shall ensure that 
the revolving fund established by section 101 
of the Civil Functions Appropriations Act, 
1954 (33 U.S.C. 576) is appropriately reim- 
bursed from funds appropriated for programs 
that receive a benefit under this section. 

SEC. 1015. COMPLETION OF ECOSYSTEM RES- 
TORATION PROJECTS. 

Section 2039 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 2007 (33 U.S.C. 2330a) is amend- 
ed by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(d) INCLUSIONS.—A monitoring plan under 
subsection (b) shall include a description of— 

“(1) the types and number of restoration 
activities to be conducted; 

‘“(2) the physical action to be undertaken 
to achieve the restoration objectives of the 
project; 

“(3) the functions and values that will re- 
sult from the restoration plan; and 

“(4) a contingency plan for taking correc- 
tive actions in cases in which monitoring 
demonstrates that restoration measures are 
not achieving ecological success in accord- 
ance with criteria described in the moni- 
toring plan. 

‘(e) CONCLUSION OF OPERATION AND MAIN- 
TENANCE RESPONSIBILITY.—The responsibility 
of the non-Federal sponsor for operation, 
maintenance, repair, replacement, and reha- 
bilitation of the ecosystem restoration 
project shall cease 10 years after the date on 
which the Secretary makes a determination 
of success under subsection (b)(2).’’. 

SEC. 1016. CREDIT FOR DONATED GOODS. 

Section 221(a)(4)(D)(iv) of the Flood Con- 
trol Act of 1970 (42 U.S.C. 1962d- 
5b(a)(4)(D)(iv)) is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘regardless of the cost in- 
curred by the non-Federal interest,” before 
“shall not”; and 

(2) by striking 
“value”. 

SEC. 1017. STRUCTURAL HEALTH MONITORING. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall de- 
sign and develop a structural health moni- 
toring program to assess and improve the 
condition of infrastructure constructed and 
maintained by the Corps of Engineers, in- 
cluding research, design, and development of 
systems and frameworks for— 

(1) response to flood and earthquake 
events; 

(2) pre-disaster mitigation measures; 

(3) lengthening the useful life of the infra- 
structure; and 

(4) identifying risks due to sea level rise. 

(b) CONSULTATION AND CONSIDERATION.—In 
developing the program under subsection (a), 
the Secretary shall— 

(1) consult with academic and other ex- 
perts; and 

(2) consider models for maintenance and 
repair information, the development of deg- 
radation models for real-time measurements 
and environmental inputs, and research on 
qualitative inspection data as surrogate sen- 
sors. 

SEC. 1018. FISH AND WILDLIFE MITIGATION. 

Section 906 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2283) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in subsection (h)— 

(A) in paragraph (4)— 

(i) by redesignating subparagraphs (D) and 
(EZ) as subparagraphs (E) and (F), respec- 
tively; and 


“costs? and inserting 
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(ii) by inserting after subparagraph (C) the 
following: 

‘“(D) include measures to protect or restore 
habitat connectivity”; 

(B) in paragraph (6)(C), by striking ‘‘im- 
pacts” and inserting ‘‘impacts, including im- 
pacts to habitat connectivity”; and 

(C) by striking paragraph (11) and inserting 
the following: 

“(11) EFFECT.—Nothing in this subsection— 

“(A) requires the Secretary to undertake 
additional mitigation for existing projects 
for which mitigation has already been initi- 
ated, including the addition of fish passage 
to an existing water resources development 
project; or 

“(B) affects the mitigation responsibilities 
of the Secretary under any other provision of 
law.”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(j) USE OF FUNDS.—The Secretary may 
use funds made available for preconstruction 
engineering and design prior to authoriza- 
tion of project construction to satisfy miti- 
gation requirements through third-party ar- 
rangements or to acquire interests in land 
necessary for meeting mitigation require- 
ments under this section. 

‘“(k) MEASURES.—The Secretary shall con- 
sult with interested members of the public, 
the Director of the United States Fish and 
Wildlife Service, the Assistant Adminis- 
trator for Fisheries of the National Oceanic 
and Atmospheric Administration, States, in- 
cluding State fish and game departments, 
and interested local governments to identify 
standard measures under subsection (h)(6)(C) 
that reflect the best available scientific in- 
formation for evaluating habitat con- 
nectivity.’’. 

SEC. 1019. NON-FEDERAL INTERESTS. 

Section 221(b)(1) of the Flood Control Act 
of 1970 (42 U.S.C. 1962d-5b(b)(1)) is amended 
by inserting ‘‘or a Native village, Regional 
Corporation, or Village Corporation (as those 
terms are defined in section 3 of the Alaska 
Native Claims Settlement Act (43 U.S.C. 
1602))’’ after ‘‘Indian tribe”. 

SEC. 1020. DISCRETE SEGMENT. 

Section 204 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2232) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) by striking ‘‘project or separable ele- 
ment” each place it appears and inserting 
“project, separable element, or discrete seg- 
ment”’; 

(2) by striking ‘‘project, or separable ele- 
ment thereof,” each place it appears and in- 
serting ‘‘project, separable element, or dis- 
crete segment of a project”; 

(3) in subsection (a)— 

(A) by  redesignating paragraphs (1) 
through (8) as subparagraphs (A) through (C), 
respectively, and indenting appropriately; 
and 

(B) by striking the subsection designation 
and all that follows through ‘‘In this section, 
the” and inserting the following: 

“(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) DISCRETE SEGMENT.—The term ‘dis- 
crete segment’, with respect to a project, 
means a physical portion of the project, as 
described in design documents, that is envi- 
ronmentally acceptable, is complete, will 
not create a hazard, and functions independ- 
ently so that the non-Federal sponsor can 
operate and maintain the discrete segment 
in advance of completion of the total project 
or separable element of the project. 

“(2) WATER RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT 
PROJECT.—The”’; 

(4) in subsection (b)(1), in the matter pre- 
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking 
‘project, or separate element thereof” and 
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inserting ‘‘project, separable element, or dis- 
crete segment of a project”; and 

(5) in subsection (d)— 

(A) in paragraph (3)(B), in the matter pre- 
ceding clause (i), by striking ‘‘project’’ and 
inserting ‘‘project, separable element, or dis- 
crete segment’’; 

(B) in paragraph (4), in the matter pre- 
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking 
“project, or a separable element of a water 
resources development project,’’ and insert- 
ing ‘‘project, separable element, or discrete 
segment of a project”; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(5) REPAYMENT OF REIMBURSEMENT .—If the 
non-Federal interest receives reimbursement 
for a discrete segment of a project and fails 
to complete the entire project or separable 
element of the project, the non-Federal in- 
terest shall repay to the Secretary the 
amount of the reimbursement, plus inter- 
est.’’. 

SEC. 1021. FUNDING TO PROCESS PERMITS. 


Section 214(a) of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 2000 (33 U.S.C. 2352(a)) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by adding at the end 
the following: 

“(C) RAIL CARRIER.—The term ‘rail carrier’ 
has the meaning given the term in section 
10102 of title 49, United States Code.”’; 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘or natural 
gas company” and inserting ‘‘, natural gas 
company, or rail carrier”; 

(3) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘or natural 
gas company” and inserting ‘‘, natural gas 
company, or rail carrier”; and 

(4) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘and nat- 
ural gas companies” and inserting ‘‘, natural 
gas companies, and rail carriers, including 
an evaluation of the compliance with all re- 
quirements of this section and, with respect 
to a permit for those entities, the require- 
ments of all applicable Federal laws’’. 

SEC. 1022. INTERNATIONAL OUTREACH PRO- 
GRAM. 


Section 401 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 1992 (33 U.S.C. 2329) is amend- 
ed by striking subsection (a) and inserting 
the following: 

“(a) AUTHORIZATION.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may en- 
gage in activities to inform the United 
States of technological innovations abroad 
that could significantly improve water re- 
sources development in the United States. 

‘(2) INCLUSIONS.—Activities under para- 
graph (1) may include— 

“(A) development, monitoring, assessment, 
and dissemination of information about for- 
eign water resources projects that could sig- 
nificantly improve water resources develop- 
ment in the United States; 

‘“(B) research, development, training, and 
other forms of technology transfer and ex- 
change; and 

“(C) offering technical services that can- 
not be readily obtained in the private sector 
to be incorporated into water resources 
projects if the costs for assistance will be re- 
covered under the terms of each project.’’. 
SEC. 1023. WETLANDS MITIGATION. 

Section 2036(c) of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 2007 (83 U.S.C. 2317b) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘*(4) MITIGATION BANKS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of this para- 
graph, the Secretary shall issue implementa- 
tion guidance that provides for the consider- 
ation in water resources development feasi- 
bility studies of the entire amount of poten- 
tial in-kind credits available at mitigation 
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banks and in-lieu fee programs with an ap- 
proved service area that includes the pro- 
jected impacts of the water resource develop- 
ment project. 

‘“(B) REQUIREMENTS.—AI1 potential mitiga- 
tion bank and in-lieu fee credits that meet 
the criteria under subparagraph (A) shall be 
considered a reasonable alternative for plan- 
ning purposes if the applicable mitigation 
bank— 

“(i) has an approved mitigation banking 
instrument; and 

“(ii) has completed a functional analysis of 
the potential credits using the approved 
Corps of Engineers certified habitat assess- 
ment model specific to the region. 

‘“(C) EFFECT.—Nothing in this paragraph 
modifies or alters any requirement for a 
water resources project to comply with ap- 
plicable laws or regulations, including sec- 
tion 906 of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2283).’’. 

SEC. 1024. USE OF YOUTH SERVICE AND CON- 
SERVATION CORPS. 

Section 213 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 2000 (33 U.S.C. 2339) is amend- 
ed by adding at the end the following: 

‘(d) YOUTH SERVICE AND CONSERVATION 
CorPs.—The Secretary shall encourage each 
district of the Corps of Engineers to enter 
into cooperative agreements authorized 
under this section with qualified youth serv- 
ice and conservation corps to perform appro- 
priate projects.’’. 

SEC. 1025. DEBRIS REMOVAL. 

Section 3 of the Act entitled “An Act au- 
thorizing the construction, repair, and pres- 
ervation of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes’’, ap- 
proved March 2, 1945 (33 U.S.C. 603a), is 
amended— 

(1) by striking ‘$1,000,000’? and inserting 
‘$5,000,000’; 

(2) by striking ‘‘accumulated snags and 
other debris?” and inserting ‘‘accumulated 
snags, obstructions, and other debris located 
in or adjacent to a Federal channel’’; and 

(3) by striking ‘‘or flood control” and in- 
serting ‘‘, flood control, or recreation”. 

SEC. 1026. AQUACULTURE STUDY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Comptroller General 
shall carry out an assessment of the shellfish 
aquaculture industry, including— 

(1) an examination of Federal and State 
laws (including regulations) in each relevant 
district of the Corps of Engineers; 

(2) the number of shellfish aquaculture 
leases, verifications, or permits in place in 
each relevant district of the Corps of Engi- 
neers; 

(3) the period of time required to secure a 
shellfish aquaculture lease, verification, or 
permit from each relevant jurisdiction; and 

(4) the experience of the private sector in 
applying for shellfish aquaculture permits 
from different jurisdictions of the Corps of 
Engineers and different States. 

(b) STUDY AREA.—The study area shall 
comprise, to the maximum extent prac- 
ticable, the following applicable locations: 

(1) The Chesapeake Bay. 

(2) The Gulf Coast States. 

(3) The State of California. 

(4) The State of Washington. 

(c) FINDINGS.—Not later than 225 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp- 
troller General shall submit to the Commit- 
tees on Environment and Public Works and 
on Energy and Natural Resources of the Sen- 
ate and the Committees on Transportation 
and Infrastructure and on Natural Resources 
of the House of Representatives a report con- 
taining the findings of the assessment con- 
ducted under subsection (a). 
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SEC. 1027. LEVEE VEGETATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 3013(g¢)(1) of the 
Water Resources Reform and Development 
Act of 2014 (83 U.S.C. 701n note; Public Law 
113-121) is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘remove existing vegeta- 
tion or” after ‘‘the Secretary shall not’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘as a condition or require- 
ment for any approval or funding of a 
project, or any other action”. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 30 days after 
the enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
shall submit to the Committee on Environ- 
ment and Public Works of the Senate and 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure of the House of Representatives a 
report that— 

(1) describes the reasons for the failure of 
the Secretary to meet the deadlines in sub- 
section (f) of section 3013 of the Water Re- 
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014 
(83 U.S.C. 701n note; Public Law 113-121); and 

(2) provides a plan for completion of the ac- 
tivities required in that subsection (f). 

SEC. 1028. PLANNING ASSISTANCE TO STATES. 

Section 22(a)(1) of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 1962d— 
16(a)(1)) is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘, a group of States, or a 
regional or national consortia of States” 
after ‘‘working with a State’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘located within the bound- 
aries of such State’’. 

SEC. 1029. PRIORITIZATION. 

Section 1011 of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
2341a) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)(C), by inserting ‘‘re- 
store or” before ‘‘prevent the loss”; and 

(B) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by striking ‘‘the date of enactment of 
this Act” and inserting “the date of enact- 
ment of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 2016”; and 

(ii) in subparagraph (A)(ii), by striking 
“that—’’ and all that follows through ‘‘(II)”’ 
and inserting ‘‘that’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by redesignating sub- 
paragraphs (A) through (C) as clauses (i) 
through (iii), respectively, and indenting ap- 
propriately; 

(B) by redesignating paragraphs (1) and (2) 
as subparagraphs (A) and (B), respectively, 
and indenting appropriately; 

(C) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A) (as so redesignated), by striking “For” 
and inserting the following: 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—For’”’; and 

(D) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(2) EXPEDITED CONSIDERATION OF CUR- 
RENTLY AUTHORIZED PROGRAMMATIC AUTHORI- 
TIES.—Not later than 180 days after the date 
of enactment of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 2016, the Secretary shall sub- 
mit to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works of the Senate and the Com- 
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
of the House of Representatives a report that 
contains— 

“(A) a list of all programmatic authorities 
for aquatic ecosystem restoration or im- 
provement of the environment that— 

“(i) were authorized or modified in the 
Water Resources Development Act of 2007 
(Public Law 110-114; 121 Stat. 1041) or any 
subsequent Act; and 

“(ii) that meet the criteria described in 
paragraph (1); and 

“(B) a plan for expeditiously completing 
the projects under the authorities described 
in subparagraph (A), subject to available 
funding.’’. 
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SEC. 1030. KENNEWICK MAN. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) CLAIMANT TRIBES.—The term ‘‘claimant 
tribes” means the Indian tribes and band re- 
ferred to in the letter from Secretary of the 
Interior Bruce Babbitt to Secretary of the 
Army Louis Caldera, relating to the human 
remains and dated September 21, 2000. 

(2) DEPARTMENT.—The term ‘‘Department’’ 
means the Washington State Department of 
Archaeology and Historic Preservation. 

(3) HUMAN REMAINS.—The term “human re- 
mains” means the human remains that— 

(A) are known as Kennewick Man or the 
Ancient One, which includes the projectile 
point lodged in the right ilium bone, as well 
as any residue from previous sampling and 
studies; and 

(B) are part of archaeological collection 
number 45BN495. 

(b) TRANSFER.—Notwithstanding any other 
provision of Federal law, including the Na- 
tive American Graves Protection and Repa- 
triation Act (25 U.S.C. 3001 et seq.), or law of 
the State of Washington, not later than 90 
days after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary, acting through the Chief of 
Engineers, shall transfer the human remains 
to the Department, on the condition that the 
Department, acting through the State His- 
toric Preservation Officer, disposes of the re- 
mains and repatriates the remains to claim- 
ant tribes. 

(c) CosT.—The Corps of Engineers shall be 
responsible for any costs associated with the 
transfer. 

(d) LIMITATIONS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The transfer shall be lim- 
ited solely to the human remains portion of 
the archaeological collection. 

(2) SECRETARY.—The Secretary shall have 
no further responsibility for the human re- 
mains transferred pursuant to subsection (b) 
after the date of the transfer. 

SEC. 1031. DISPOSITION STUDIES. 

In carrying out any disposition study for a 
project of the Corps of Engineers (including 
a study under section 216 of the Flood Con- 
trol Act of 1970 (33 U.S.C. 549a)), the Sec- 
retary shall consider the extent to which the 
property has economic or recreational sig- 
nificance or impacts at the national, State, 
or local level. 

SEC. 1032. TRANSFER OF EXCESS CREDIT. 

Section 1020 of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
2223) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) by striking the subsection designation 
and heading and all that follows through 
“Subject to subsection (b)’’ and inserting the 
following: 

“(a) APPLICATION OF CREDIT.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection 
(b)’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(2) REASONABLE INTERVALS.—On request 
from a non-Federal interest, the credit de- 
scribed in subsection (a) may be applied at 
reasonable intervals as those intervals occur 
and are identified as being in excess of the 
required non-Federal cost share prior to 
completion of the study or project if the 
credit amount is verified by the Secretary.”’; 

(2) by striking subsection (d); and 

(3) by redesignating subsection (e) as sub- 
section (d). 

SEC. 1033. SURPLUS WATER STORAGE. 

Section 1046(c) of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (Public 
Law 118-121; 128 Stat. 1254) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘(5) TIME LIMIT.— 
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“(A) IN GENERAL.—If the Secretary has doc- 
umented the volume of surplus water avail- 
able, not later than 60 days after the date on 
which the Secretary receives a request for a 
contract and easement, the Secretary shall 
issue a decision on the request. 

‘(B) OUTSTANDING INFORMATION.—If the 
Secretary has not documented the volume of 
surplus water available, not later than 30 
days after the date on which the Secretary 
receives a request for a contract and ease- 
ment, the Secretary shall provide to the re- 
quester— 

“(i) an identification of any outstanding 
information that is needed to make a final 
decision; 

“(ii) the date by which the information re- 
ferred to in clause (i) shall be obtained; and 

“(iii) the date by which the Secretary will 
make a final decision on the request.’’. 

SEC. 1034. HURRICANE AND STORM DAMAGE RE- 
DUCTION. 

Section 3(c)(2)(B) of the Act of August 18, 
1946 (83 U.S.C. 426g(c)(2)(B)) is amended by 
striking “*$5,000,000’’ and inserting 
‘*$10,000,000"’. 

SEC. 1035. FISH HATCHERIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, the Secretary may 
operate a fish hatchery for the purpose of re- 
storing a population of fish species located in 
the region surrounding the fish hatchery 
that is listed as a threatened species or an 
endangered species under the Endangered 
Species Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.) or 
a Similar State law. 

(b) Costs.—A non-Federal entity, another 
Federal agency, or a group of non-Federal 
entities or other Federal agencies shall be 
responsible for 100 percent of the additional 
costs associated with managing a fish hatch- 
ery for the purpose described in subsection 
(a) that are not authorized as of the date of 
enactment of this Act for the fish hatchery. 
SEC. 1036. FEASIBILITY STUDIES AND WATER- 

SHED ASSESSMENTS. 

(a) VERTICAL INTEGRATION AND ACCELERA- 
TION OF STUDIES.—Section 1001(d) of the 
Water Resources Reform and Development 
Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 2282c(d)) is amended by 
striking paragraph (3) and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

(3) REPORT.—Not later than February 1 of 
each year, the Secretary shall submit to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works of the Senate and the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives a report that iden- 
tifies any feasibility study for which the Sec- 
retary in the preceding fiscal year approved 
an increase in cost or extension in time as 
provided under this section, including an 
identification of the specific 1 or more fac- 
tors used in making the determination that 
the project is complex.’’. 

(b) COST SHARING.—Section 105(a)(1)(A) of 
the Water Resources Development Act of 
1986 (33 U.S.C. 2215(a)(1)(A)) is amended— 

(1) by striking the subparagraph designa- 
tion and heading and all that follows 
through “The Secretary” and inserting the 
following: 

‘(A) REQUIREMENT.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
clause (ii), the Secretary”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

““(ji) EXCEPTION.—For the purpose of meet- 
ing or otherwise communicating with pro- 
spective non-Federal sponsors to identify the 
scope of a potential water resources project 
feasibility study, identifying the Federal in- 
terest, developing the cost sharing agree- 
ment, and developing the project manage- 
ment plan, the first $100,000 of the feasibility 
study shall be a Federal expense.’’. 
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(c) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—Section 1729(f)(1) 
of the Water Resources Development Act of 
1986 (33 U.S.C. 2267a(f)(1)) is amended by in- 
serting before the period at the end ‘‘, except 
that the first $100,000 of the assessment shall 
be a Federal expense”. 


SEC. 1037. SHORE DAMAGE PREVENTION OR MITI- 
GATION. 

Section 111 of the River and Harbor Act of 
1968 (33 U.S.C. 426i) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘meas- 
ures” and all that follows through ‘‘project”’ 
and inserting ‘‘measures, including a study, 
shall be cost-shared in the same proportion 
as the cost-sharing provisions applicable to 
construction of the project”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(e) REIMBURSEMENT FOR FEASIBILITY 
STUDIES.—Beginning on the date of enact- 
ment of this subsection, in any case in which 
the Secretary implements a project under 
this section, the Secretary shall reimburse 
or credit the non-Federal interest for any 
amounts contributed for the study evalu- 
ating the damage in excess of the non-Fed- 
eral share of the costs, as determined under 
subsection (b).’’. 

SEC. 1038. ENHANCING LAKE RECREATION OP- 
PORTUNITIES. 

Section 3134 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 2007 (Public Law 110-114; 121 
Stat. 1142) is amended by striking subsection 
(e). 

SEC. 1039. COST ESTIMATES. 

Section 2008 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 2007 (33 U.S.C. 2340) is amend- 
ed by striking subsection (c). 

SEC. 1040. TRIBAL PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM. 

Section 203 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 2000 (33 U.S.C. 2269) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), in the matter pre- 
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘the 
Secretary” and all that follows through 
“projects” and inserting ‘‘the Secretary may 
carry out water-related planning activities, 
or activities relating to the study, design, 
and construction of water resources develop- 
ment projects or projects for the preserva- 
tion of cultural and natural resources,”’; 

(B) in paragraph (2), in the matter pre- 
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘(2) 
MATTERS TO BE STUDIED.—A study” and in- 
serting the following: 

“(2) AUTHORIZED ACTIVITIES.—Any activ- 
ity”; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

(3) FEASIBILITY STUDY AND REPORTS.— 

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—On the request of an In- 
dian tribe, the Secretary shall conduct a 
study, and provide to the Indian tribe a re- 
port describing the feasibility of a water re- 
sources development project or project for 
the preservation of cultural and natural re- 
sources described in paragraph (1). 

“(B) RECOMMENDATION.—A report under 
subparagraph (A) may, but shall not be re- 
quired to, contain a recommendation on a 
specific water resources development 
project. 

““(C) FUNDING.—The first $100,000 of a study 
under this paragraph shall be at full Federal 
expense. 

“(4) DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may 
carry out the design and construction of a 
water resources development project or 
project for the preservation of cultural and 
natural resources described in paragraph (1) 
that the Secretary determines is feasible if 
the Federal share of the cost of the project is 
not more than $10,000,000. 

“(B) SPECIFIC AUTHORIZATION.—If the Fed- 
eral share of the cost of a project described 
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in subparagraph (A) is more than $10,000,000, 
the Secretary may only carry out the project 
if Congress enacts a law authorizing the Sec- 
retary to carry out the project.’’; 

(2) in subsection (c)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘studies’’ 
and inserting ‘‘any activity”; and 

(B) in paragraph (2)(B), by striking ‘‘car- 
rying out projects studied? and inserting 
“any activity conducted’’; 

(3) in subsection (d)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)(A), by striking ‘‘a 
study” and inserting “any activity con- 
ducted”; and 

(B) by striking paragraph (2) and inserting 
the following: 

““(2) CREDIT.—The Secretary may credit to- 
ward the non-Federal share of the costs of 
any activity conducted under subsection (b) 
the cost of services, studies, supplies, or 
other in-kind contributions provided by the 
non-Federal interest. 

(3) SOVEREIGN IMMUNITY.—The Secretary 
shall not require an Indian tribe to waive the 
sovereign immunity of the Indian tribe as a 
condition to entering into a cost-sharing 
agreement under this subsection. 

‘(4) WATER RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT 
PROJECTS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The non-Federal share 
of costs for the study of a water resources de- 
velopment project described in subsection 
(b)(1) shall be 50 percent. 

“(B) OTHER COSTS.—The non-Federal share 
of costs of design and construction of a 
project described in subparagraph (A) shall 
be assigned to the appropriate project pur- 
poses described in sections 101 and 103 of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (33 
U.S.C. 2211, 2213) and shared in the same per- 
centages as the purposes to which the costs 
are assigned. 

‘(5) PROJECTS FOR THE PRESERVATION OF 
CULTURAL AND NATURAL RESOURCES.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The non-Federal share 
of costs for the study of a project for the 
preservation of cultural and natural re- 
sources described in subsection (b)(1) shall be 
50 percent. 

“(B) OTHER COSTS.—The non-Federal share 
of costs of design and construction of a 
project described in subparagraph (A) shall 
be 65 percent. 

“(6) 
TIES.— 
“(A) IN GENERAL.—The non-Federal share 
of costs of a watershed and river basin as- 
sessment shall be 25 percent. 

“(B) OTHER COSTS.—The non-Federal share 
of costs of other water-related planning ac- 
tivities described in subsection (b)(1) shall be 
65 percent.”’; and 

(4) by striking subsection (e). 

SEC. 1041. COST SHARING FOR TERRITORIES AND 
INDIAN TRIBES. 


WATER-RELATED PLANNING ACTIVI- 


Section 1156 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2310) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in the section heading, 
‘“ TERRITORIES” and inserting 
AND INDIAN TRIBES’’; and 

(2) by striking subsection (a) and inserting 
the following: 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
waive local cost-sharing requirements up to 
$200,000 for all studies, projects, and assist- 
ance under section 22(a) of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 
1962d-16(a))— 

“(1) in American Samoa, Guam, the North- 
ern Mariana Islands, the Virgin Islands, 
Puerto Rico, and the Trust Territory of the 
Pacific Islands; and 


by striking 
‘“TERRITORIES 
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(2) for any Indian tribe (as defined in sec- 
tion 102 of the Federally Recognized Indian 
Tribe List Act of 1994 (25 U.S.C. 5130)).”. 

SEC. 1042. LOCAL GOVERNMENT WATER MANAGE- 
MENT PLANS. 

The Secretary, with the consent of the 
non-Federal sponsor of a feasibility study for 
a water resources development project, may 
enter into a feasibility study cost-sharing 
agreement under section 221(a) of the Flood 
Control Act of 1970 (42 U.S.C. 1962d-5b(a)), to 
allow a unit of local government in a water- 
shed that has adopted a local or regional 
water management plan to participate in the 
feasibility study to determine if there is an 
opportunity to include additional feasible 
elements in the project being studied to help 
achieve the purposes identified in the local 
or regional water management plan. 

SEC. 1043. CREDIT IN LIEU OF REIMBURSEMENT. 

Section 1022 of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
2225) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘that has 
been constructed by a non-Federal interest 
under section 211 of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 1996 (33 U.S.C. 701b-13) be- 
fore the date of enactment of this Act” and 
inserting ‘‘for which a written agreement 
with the Corps of Engineers for construction 
was finalized on or before December 31, 2014, 
under section 211 of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 1996 (33 U.S.C. 701b-13) (as 
it existed before the repeal made by section 
1014(c)(3))’”’; and 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘share of 
the cost of the non-Federal interest of car- 
rying out other flood damage reduction 
projects or studies” and inserting ‘‘non-Fed- 
eral share of the cost of carrying out other 
water resources development projects or 
studies of the non-Federal interest”. 

SEC. 1044. RETROACTIVE CHANGES TO COST- 
SHARING AGREEMENTS. 

Study costs incurred before the date of 
execution of a feasibility cost-sharing agree- 
ment for a project to be carried out under 
section 206 of the Water Resources Develop- 
ment Act of 1996 (33 U.S.C. 2330) shall be Fed- 
eral costs, if— 

(1) the study was initiated before October 
1, 2006; and 

(2) the feasibility cost-sharing agreement 
was not executed before January 1, 2014. 

SEC. 1045. EASEMENTS FOR ELECTRIC, TELE- 
PHONE, OR BROADBAND SERVICE 
FACILITIES ELIGIBLE FOR FINANC- 
ING UNDER THE RURAL ELEC- 
TRIFICATION ACT OF 1936. 

(a) DEFINITION OF WATER RESOURCES DE- 
VELOPMENT PROJECT.—In this section, the 
term ‘‘water resources development project” 
means a project under the administrative ju- 
risdiction of the Corps of Engineers that is 
subject to part 327 of title 36, Code of Federal 
Regulations (or successor regulations). 

(b) NO CONSIDERATION FOR EASEMENTS.— 
The Secretary may not collect consideration 
for an easement across water resources de- 
velopment project land for the electric, tele- 
phone, or broadband service facilities of non- 
profit organizations eligible for financing 
under the Rural Electrification Act of 1936 (7 
U.S.C. 901 et seq.). 

(c) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—Nothing in 
this section affects the authority of the Sec- 
retary under section 2695 of title 10, United 
States Code, or under section 9701 of title 31, 
United State Code, to collect funds to cover 
reasonable administrative expenses incurred 
by the Secretary. 

SEC. 1046. STUDY ON THE PERFORMANCE OF IN- 
NOVATIVE MATERIALS. 

(a) DEFINITION OF INNOVATIVE MATERIAL.— 
In this section, the term ‘‘innovative mate- 
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rial”, with respect to a water resources de- 
velopment project, includes high perform- 
ance concrete formulations, geosynthetic 
materials, advanced alloys and metals, rein- 
forced polymer composites, and any other 
material, as determined by the Secretary. 

(b) STUDY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall offer 
to enter into a contract with the Transpor- 
tation Research Board of the National Acad- 
emy of Sciences— 

(A) to develop a proposal to study the use 
and performance of innovative materials in 
water resources development projects car- 
ried out by the Corps of Engineers; and 

(B) after the opportunity for public com- 
ment provided in accordance with subsection 
(c), to carry out the study proposed under 
subparagraph (A). 

(2) CONTENTS.—The study under paragraph 
(1) shall identify— 

(A) the conditions that result in degrada- 
tion of water resources infrastructure; 

(B) the capabilities of the innovative mate- 
rials in reducing degradation; 

(C) barriers to the expanded successful use 
of innovative materials; 

(D) recommendations on including per- 
formance-based requirements for the incor- 
poration of innovative materials into the 
Unified Facilities Guide Specifications; 

(E) recommendations on how greater use of 
innovative materials could increase perform- 
ance of an asset of the Corps of Engineers in 
relation to extended service life; 

(F) additional ways in which greater use of 
innovative materials could empower the 
Corps of Engineers to accomplish the goals 
of the Strategic Plan for Civil Works of the 
Corps of Engineers; and 

(G) recommendations on any further re- 
search needed to improve the capabilities of 
innovative materials in achieving extended 
service life and reduced maintenance costs in 
water resources development infrastructure. 

(c) PUBLIC COMMENT.—After developing the 
study proposal under subsection (b)(1)(A) and 
before carrying out the study under sub- 
section (b)(1)(B), the Secretary shall provide 
an opportunity for public comment on the 
study proposal. 

(d) CONSULTATION.—In carrying out the 
study under subsection (b)(1), the Secretary, 
at a minimum, shall consult with relevant 
experts on engineering, environmental, and 
industry considerations. 

(e) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 2 
years after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary shall submit to Congress 
a report describing the results of the study 
required under subsection (b)(1). 

SEC. 1047. DEAUTHORIZATION OF INACTIVE 
PROJECTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 6001(c) of the 
Water Resources Reform and Development 
Act of 2014 (83 U.S.C. 579b(c)) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘(5) DEFINITION OF CONSTRUCTION.—In this 
subsection, the term ‘construction’ includes 
the obligation or expenditure of non-Federal 
funds for construction of elements integral 
to the authorized project, whether or not the 
activity takes place pursuant to any agree- 
ment with, expenditure by, or obligation 
from the Secretary.’’. 

(b) NOTICES OF CORRECTION.—Not later than 
60 days after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary shall publish in the Fed- 
eral Register a notice of correction removing 
from the lists under subsections (c) and (d) of 
section 6001 of the Water Resources Reform 
and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 579b) 
any project that was listed even though con- 
struction (as defined in subsection (c)(5) of 
that section) took place. 
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SEC. 1048. REVIEW OF RESERVOIR OPERATIONS. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) RESERVED WORKS.—The term ‘‘reserved 
works” means any Bureau of Reclamation 
project facility at which the Secretary of the 
Interior carries out the operation and main- 
tenance of the project facility. 

(2) TRANSFERRED WORKS.—The term ‘‘trans- 
ferred works” means a Bureau of Reclama- 
tion project facility, the operation and main- 
tenance of which is carried out by a non-Fed- 
eral entity under the provisions of a formal 
operation and maintenance transfer con- 
tract. 

(3) TRANSFERRED WORKS OPERATING ENTI- 
Ty.—The term ‘“‘transferred works operating 
entity” means the organization that is con- 
tractually responsible for operation and 
maintenance of transferred works. 

(b) APPLICABILITY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—This section applies to 
reservoirs that are subject to regulation by 
the Secretary under section 7 of the Act of 
December 22, 1944 (83 U.S.C. 709) located in a 
State in which a Bureau of Reclamation 
project is located. 

(2) EXCLUSIONS.—This section shall not 
apply to— 

(A) any project authorized by the Boulder 
Canyon Project Act (48 U.S.C. 617 et seq.); 

(B) the initial units of the Colorado River 
Storage Project, as authorized by the first 
section of the Act of April 11, 1956 (com- 
monly known as the ‘‘Colorado River Stor- 
age Project Act’’) (43 U.S.C. 620); 

(C) any dam or reservoir operated by the 
Bureau of Reclamation as reserved works, 
unless all non-Federal project sponsors of 
the reserved works jointly provide to the 
Secretary a written request for application 
of this section to the project; 

(D) any dam or reservoir owned and oper- 
ated by the Corps of Engineers; or 

(E) any Bureau of Reclamation transferred 
works, unless the transferred works oper- 
ating entity provides to the Secretary a 
written request for application of this sec- 
tion to the project. 

(c) REVIEW.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—In accordance with the 
authorities of the Secretary in effect on the 
day before the date of enactment of this Act, 
at the reservoirs described in paragraph (2), 
the Secretary may— 

(A) review any flood control rule curves de- 
veloped by the Secretary; and 

(B) determine, based on the best available 
science (including improved weather fore- 
casts and forecast-informed operations, new 
watershed data, or structural improvements) 
whether an update to the flood control rule 
curves and associated changes to the water 
operations manuals is appropriate. 

(2) DESCRIPTION OF RESERVOIRS.—The res- 
ervoirs referred to in paragraph (1) are res- 
ervoirs— 

(AXi) located in areas with prolonged 
drought conditions; or 

(ii) for which no review has occurred dur- 
ing the 10-year period preceding the date of 
enactment of this Act; and 

(B) for which individuals or entities, in- 
cluding the individuals or entities respon- 
sible for operations and maintenance costs 
or that have storage entitlements or con- 
tracts at a reservoir, a unit of local govern- 
ment, the owner of a non-Federal project, or 
the non-Federal transferred works operating 
entity, as applicable, have submitted to the 
Secretary a written request to carry out the 
review described in paragraph (1). 

(8) REQUIRED CONSULTATION.—In carrying 
out a review under paragraph (1) and prior to 
updating any flood control rule curves and 
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manuals under subsection (e), the Secretary 
shall comply with all applicable public par- 
ticipation and agency review requirements, 
including consultation with— 

(A) affected States, Indian tribes, and 
other Federal and State agencies with juris- 
diction over a portion of or all of the project 
or the operations of the project; 

(B) the applicable power marketing admin- 
istration, in the case of reservoirs with Fed- 
eral hydropower projects; 

(C) any non-Federal entity responsible for 
operation and maintenance costs; 

(D) any entity that has a contractual right 
to withdraw water from, or use storage at, 
the project; 

(E) any entity that the State determines 
holds rights under State law to the use of 
water from the project; and 

(F) any unit of local government with flood 
risk reduction responsibilities downstream 
of the project. 

(d) AGREEMENT.—Before carrying out an 
activity under this section, the Secretary 
shall enter into a cooperative agreement, 
memorandum of understanding, or other 
agreement with an affected State, any owner 
or operator of the reservoir, and, on request, 
any non-Federal entities responsible for op- 
eration and maintenance costs at the res- 
ervoir, that describes the scope and goals of 
the activity and the coordination among the 
parties. 

(e) UPDATES.—If the Secretary determines 
under subsection (c) that an update to a 
flood control rule curve and associated 
changes to a water operations manual is ap- 
propriate, the Secretary may update the 
flood control rule curve and manual in ac- 
cordance with the authorities in effect on 
the day before the date of enactment of this 
Act. 

(f) FUNDING.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (d), 
the Secretary may accept and expend 
amounts from the entities described in para- 
graph (2) to fund all or part of the cost of 
carrying out a review under subsection (c) or 
an update under subsection (e), including 
any associated environmental documenta- 
tion. 

(2) DESCRIPTION OF ENTITIES.—The entities 
referred to in paragraph (1) are— 

(A) non-Federal entities responsible for op- 
erations and maintenance costs at the af- 
fected reservoir; 

(B) individuals and non-Federal entities 
with storage entitlements at the affected 
reservoir; 

(C) a Federal power marketing agency that 
markets power produced by the affected res- 
ervoir; 

(D) units of local government; 

(E) public or private entities holding con- 
tracts with the Federal Government for 
water storage or water supply at the affected 
reservoir; and 

(F) a nonprofit entity, with the consent of 
the affected unit of local government. 

(3) IN-KIND CONTRIBUTIONS.—The Secretary 
may— 

(A) accept and use materials and services 
contributed by an entity described in para- 
graph (2) under this subsection; and 

(B) credit the value of the contributed ma- 
terials and services toward the cost of car- 
rying out a review or revision of operational 
documents under this section. 

(g) PROTECTION OF EXISTING RIGHTS.—The 
Secretary shall not issue an updated flood 
control rule curve or operations manual 
under subsection (e) that— 

(1) interferes with an authorized purpose of 
the project or the existing purposes of a non- 
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Federal project regulated for flood control 
by the Secretary; 

(2) reduces the ability to meet contractual 
rights to water or storage at the reservoir; 

(8) adversely impacts legal rights to water 
under State law; 

(4) fails to address appropriate credit for 
the appropriate power marketing agency, if 
applicable; or 

(5) if a project is subject to section 301(e) of 
the Water Supply Act of 1958 (43 U.S.C. 
390b(e)), makes modifications to the project 
that do not meet the requirements of that 
section, unless the modification is submitted 
to and authorized by Congress. 

(h) EFFECT OF SECTION.—Nothing in this 
section— 

(1) authorizes the Secretary to take any 
action not otherwise authorized as of the 
date of enactment of this Act; 

(2) affects or modifies any obligation of the 
Secretary under Federal or State law; or 

(8) affects or modifies any other authority 
of the Secretary to review or modify res- 
ervoir operations. 

SEC. 1049. WRITTEN AGREEMENT REQUIREMENT 
FOR WATER RESOURCES PROJECTS. 

Section 221(a)(3) of the Flood Control Act 
of 1970 (42 U.S.C. 1962d-5b(a)(3)) is amended 
by striking ‘‘State legislature, the agree- 
ment may reflect” and inserting ‘‘State leg- 
islature, on the request of the State, body 
politic, or entity, the agreement shall re- 
flect’’. 

SEC. 1050. MAXIMUM COST OF PROJECTS. 

Section 902 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2280) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(2)(A), by striking ‘‘in- 
dexes’’ and inserting ‘‘indexes, including ac- 
tual appreciation in relevant real estate 
markets”; and 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘Notwithstanding sub- 
section (a), in accordance with section 5 of 
the Act of June 22, 1936 (33 U.S.C. 701h)” and 
inserting the following: 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sub- 
section (a)’’; 

(B) in paragraph (1) (as so designated)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘funds’’ the first place it ap- 
pears and inserting ‘‘funds, in-kind contribu- 
tions, and land, easements, and right-of-way, 
relocations, and dredged material disposal 
areas”; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘such funds” each place it 
appears and inserting ‘‘the contributions”; 
and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

“(2) LIMITATION.—Funds, in-kind contribu- 
tions, and land, easements, and right-of-way, 
relocations, and dredged material disposal 
areas provided under this subsection are not 
eligible for credit or repayment and shall not 
be included in calculating the total cost of 
the project.’’. 

SEC. 1051. CONVERSION 
AGREEMENTS. 

Section 6 of the Act of December 22, 1944 
(83 U.S.C. 708), is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘sEc. 6. That the Secretary” 
and inserting the following: 

“SEC. 6. SALE OF SURPLUS WATERS FOR DOMES- 
TIC AND INDUSTRIAL USES. 

‘*(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(b) CONTINUATION OF CERTAIN WATER SUP- 
PLY AGREEMENTS.—In any case in which a 
water supply agreement was predicated on 
water that was surplus to a purpose and pro- 
vided for contingent permanent storage 
rights under section 301 of the Water Supply 
Act of 1958 (48 U.S.C. 390b) pending the need 
for storage for that purpose, and that pur- 
pose is no longer authorized, the Secretary 
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of the Army shall continue the agreement 
with the same payment and all other terms 
as in effect prior to deauthorization of the 
purpose if the non-Federal entity has met all 
of the conditions of the agreement. 

“(c) PERMANENT STORAGE AGREEMENTS.—In 
any case in which a water supply agreement 
with a duration of 30 years or longer was 
predicated on water that was surplus to a 
purpose and provided for the complete pay- 
ment of the actual investment costs of stor- 
age to be used, and that purpose is no longer 
authorized, the Secretary of the Army shall 
provide to the non-Federal entity an oppor- 
tunity to convert the agreement to a perma- 
nent storage agreement in accordance with 
section 301 of the Water Supply Act of 1958 
(43 U.S.C. 390b), with the same payment 
terms incorporated in the agreement.’’. 

SEC. 1052. AUTHORIZED FUNDING FOR INTER- 
AGENCY AND INTERNATIONAL SUP- 
PORT. 

Section 234(d)(1) of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1996 (83 U.S.C. 
2323a(d)(1)) is amended by striking 
‘*$1,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$5,000,000’’. 

SEC. 1053. SURPLUS WATER STORAGE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall not 
charge a fee for surplus water under a con- 
tract entered into pursuant to section 6 of 
the Act of December 22, 1944 (33 U.S.C. 708) 
(commonly known as the ‘‘Flood Control Act 
of 1944’’) if the contract is for surplus water 
stored in the Lake Cumberland Watershed, 
Kentucky and Tennessee. 

(b) TERMINATION.—The limitation under 
subsection (a) shall expire on the date that is 
2 years after the date of enactment of this 
Act. 

(c) APPLICABILITY.—Nothing in this sec- 
tion— 

(1) affects the authority of the Secretary 
under section 2695 of title 10, United States 
Code, to accept funds or to cover the admin- 
istrative expenses relating to certain real 
property transactions; 

(2) affects the application of section 6 of 
the Act of December 22, 1944 (33 U.S.C. 708) 
(commonly known as the ‘‘Flood Control Act 
of 1944”) or the Water Supply Act of 1958 (43 
U.S.C. 390b) to surplus water stored outside 
of the Lake Cumberland Watershed, Ken- 
tucky and Tennessee; or 

(8) affects the authority of the Secretary 
to accept funds under section 216(c) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1996 (33 
U.S.C. 2321a). 

SEC. 1054. GAO REVIEW AND REPORT. 

Not later than 2 years after the date of en- 
actment of this Act, the Comptroller General 
of the United States shall conduct a review, 
and submit to Congress a report on the im- 
plementation and effectiveness of the 
projects carried out under section 219 of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1992 
(Public Law 102-580; 106 Stat. 4835). 

TITLE II—NAVIGATION 
SEC. 2001. PROJECTS FUNDED BY THE INLAND 
WATERWAYS TRUST FUND. 

Beginning on June 10, 2014, and ending on 
the date that is 15 years after the date of en- 
actment of this Act, section 1001(b)(2) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (33 
U.S.C. 579a(b)(2)) shall not apply to any 
project authorized to receive funding from 
the Inland Waterways Trust Fund estab- 
lished by section 9506(a) of the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986. 

SEC. 2002. OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF 
FUEL-TAXED INLAND WATERWAYS. 

Section 102(c) of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2212(c)) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 
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‘(3) CREDIT OR REIMBURSEMENT.—The Fed- 
eral share of operation and maintenance car- 
ried out by a non-Federal interest under this 
subsection after the date of enactment of the 
Water Resources Reform and Development 
Act of 2014 shall be eligible for reimburse- 
ment or for credit toward— 

“(A) the non-Federal share of future oper- 
ation and maintenance under this sub- 
section; or 

“(B) any measure carried out by the Sec- 
retary under section 3017(a) of the Water Re- 
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014 
(33 U.S.C. 3308a note; Public Law 1138-121).’’. 
SEC. 2003. FUNDING FOR HARBOR MAINTENANCE 

PROGRAMS. 

Section 2101 of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
2238b) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)(1), in the matter pre- 
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘The 
target total” and inserting ‘‘Except as pro- 
vided in subsection (c), the target total’’; 

(2) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub- 
section (d); and 

(3) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(c) EXCEPTION.—If the target total budget 
resources for a fiscal year described in sub- 
paragraphs (A) through (J) of subsection 
(b)(1) is lower than the target total budget 
resources for the previous fiscal year, then 
the target total budget resources shall be ad- 
justed to be equal to the lesser of— 

“(1) 103 percent of the total budget re- 
sources appropriated for the previous fiscal 
year; or 

‘(2) 100 percent of the total amount of har- 
bor maintenance taxes received in the pre- 
vious fiscal year.’’. 

SEC. 2004. DREDGED MATERIAL DISPOSAL. 


Disposal of dredged material shall not be 
considered environmentally acceptable for 
the purposes of identifying the Federal 
standard (as defined in section 335.7 of title 
33, Code of Federal Regulations (or successor 
regulations)) if the disposal violates applica- 
ble State water quality standards approved 
by the Administrator of the Environmental 
Protection Agency under section 303 of the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act (83 
U.S.C. 1813), 

SEC. 2005. CAPE ARUNDEL DISPOSAL SITE, 
MAINE. 

(a) DEADLINE.—The Cape Arundel Disposal 
Site selected by the Department of the Army 
as an alternative dredged material disposal 
site under section 103(b) of the Marine Pro- 
tection, Research, and Sanctuaries Act of 
1972 (33 U.S.C. 1413(b)) and reopened pursuant 
to section 118 of the Energy and Water De- 
velopment and Related Agencies Appropria- 
tions Act, 2014 (Public Law 113-76; 128 Stat. 
158) (referred to in this section as the ‘‘Site’’) 
may remain open until the earlier of— 

(1) the date on which the Site does not 
have any remaining disposal capacity; 

(2) the date on which an environmental im- 
pact statement designating an alternative 
dredged material disposal site for southern 
Maine has been completed; or 

(3) the date that is 5 years after the date of 
enactment of this Act. 

(b) LIMITATIONS.—The use of the Site as a 
dredged material disposal site under sub- 
section (a) shall be subject to the conditions 
that— 

(1) conditions at the Site remain suitable 
for the continued use of the Site as a dredged 
material disposal site; and 

(2) the Site not be used for the disposal of 
more than 80,000 cubic yards from any single 
dredging project. 
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SEC. 2006. MAINTENANCE OF HARBORS OF REF- 
UGE. 

The Secretary is authorized to maintain 
federally authorized harbors of refuge to re- 
store and maintain the authorized dimen- 
sions of the harbors. 

SEC. 2007. AIDS TO NAVIGATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall— 

(1) consult with the Commandant of the 
Coast Guard regarding navigation on the 
Ouachita-Black Rivers; and 

(2) share information regarding the assist- 
ance that the Secretary can provide regard- 
ing the placement of any aids to navigation 
on the rivers referred to in paragraph (1). 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec- 
retary shall submit to the Committee on En- 
vironment and Public Works of the Senate 
and the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure of the House of Representa- 
tives a report on the outcome of the con- 
sultation under subsection (a). 

SEC. 2008. BENEFICIAL USE OF DREDGED MATE- 
RIAL. 

Section 204 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 1992 (33 U.S.C. 2326) is amend- 
ed by adding at the end the following: 

(1) in subsection (a)(1)— 

(A) by striking “For sediment” and insert- 
ing the following: 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—For sediment’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

“(B) SEDIMENT FROM OTHER FEDERAL 
SOURCES AND NON-FEDERAL SOURCES.—For 
purposes of projects carried out under this 
section, the Secretary may include sediment 
from other Federal sources and non-Federal 
sources, subject to the requirement that any 
sediment obtained from a non-Federal source 
shall not be obtained at Federal expense.”’; 
and 

(2) in subsection (d), by adding at the end 
the following: 

“(3) SPECIAL RULE.—Disposal of dredged 
material under this subsection may include a 
single or periodic application of sediment for 
beneficial use and shall not require oper- 
ation and maintenance. 

“(4) DISPOSAL AT NON-FEDERAL COST.—The 
Secretary may accept funds from a non-Fed- 
eral interest to dispose of dredged material 
as provided under section 103(d)(1) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (83 
U.S.C. 2213(d)(1)).”’. 

SEC. 2009. OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF 
HARBOR PROJECTS. 

Section 210(c)(8) of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1986 (83 U.S.C. 2238(c)(3)) 
is amended by striking ‘‘for each of fiscal 
years 2015 through 2022’? and inserting ‘‘for 
each fiscal year’’. 

SEC. 2010. ADDITIONAL MEASURES AT DONOR 
PORTS AND ENERGY TRANSFER 
PORTS. 

Section 2106 of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
2238c) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) by  redesignating paragraphs (2) 
through (6) as paragraphs (3) through (7), re- 
spectively; 

(B) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘(2) DISCRETIONARY CARGO.—The term ‘dis- 
cretionary cargo’ means maritime cargo that 
is destined for inland locations and that can 
be economically shipped through multiple 
seaports located in different countries or re- 
gions.”’; 

(C) in paragraph (8) (as redesignated)— 

(i) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) 
through (D) as clause (i) through (iv), respec- 
tively, and indenting appropriately; 
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(ii) in the matter preceding clause (i) (as 
redesignated), by striking “The term” and 
inserting the following: 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The term’’; and 

(iii) by adding at the end the following: 

“(B) CALCULATION.—For the purpose of cal- 
culating the percentage described in sub- 
paragraph (A)(iii), payments described under 
subsection (c)(1) shall not be included.’’; 

(D) in paragraph (5)(A) (as redesignated), 
by striking ‘‘Code of Federal Regulation” 
and inserting ‘‘Code of Federal Regulations”; 
and 

(E) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(8) MEDIUM-SIZED DONOR PORT.—The term 
‘medium-sized donor port’ means a port— 

“(A) that is subject to the harbor mainte- 
nance fee under section 24.24 of title 19, Code 
of Federal Regulations (or a successor regu- 
lation); 

“(B) at which the total amount of harbor 
maintenance taxes collected comprise annu- 
ally more than $5,000,000 but less than 
$15,000,000 of the total funding of the Harbor 
Maintenance Trust Fund established under 
section 9505 of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986; 

‘“(C) that received less than 25 percent of 
the total amount of harbor maintenance 
taxes collected at that port in the previous 5 
fiscal years; and 

‘(D) that is located in a State in which 
more than 2,000,000 cargo containers were un- 
loaded from or loaded onto vessels in fiscal 
year 2012.”’; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘donor 
ports” and inserting ‘‘donor ports, medium- 
sized donor ports,”’; 

(B) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
at the end; and 

(ii) by striking subparagraph (B) and in- 
serting the following: 

‘“(B) shall be made available to a port as ei- 
ther a donor port, medium-sized donor port, 
or an energy transfer port, and no port may 
receive amounts from more than 1 designa- 
tion; and 

‘(C) for donor ports and medium-sized 
donor ports— 

“(i) 50 percent of the funds shall be equally 
divided between the eligible donor ports as 
authorized by this section; and 

““(ji) 50 percent of the funds shall be divided 
between the eligible donor ports and eligible 
medium-sized donor ports based on the per- 
centage of the total Harbor Maintenance Tax 
revenues generated at each eligible donor 
port and medium-sized donor port.”’; 

(3) in subsection (c), in the matter pre- 
ceding paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘donor 
port” and inserting ‘‘donor port, a medium- 
sized donor port,’’; 

(4) by striking subsection (d) and inserting 
the following: 

‘(d) ADMINISTRATION OF PAYMENTS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—If a donor port, a me- 
dium-sized donor port, or an energy transfer 
port elects to provide payments to importers 
or shippers under subsection (c), the Sec- 
retary shall transfer to the Commissioner of 
Customs and Border Protection the amount 
that would otherwise be provided to the port 
under this section that is equal to those pay- 
ments to provide the payments to the im- 
porters or shippers of the discretionary cargo 
that is— 

‘(A) shipped through respective eligible 
ports; and 

‘(B) most at risk of diversion to seaports 
outside of the United States. 

“(2) REQUIREMENT.—The Secretary, in con- 
sultation with the eligible port, shall limit 
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payments to top importers or shippers 
through an eligible port, as ranked by value 
of discretionary cargo.’’; and 

(5) in subsection (f)— 

(A) by striking paragraph (1) and inserting 
the following: 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—If the total amounts 
made available from the Harbor Mainte- 
nance Trust Fund exceed the total amounts 
made available from the Harbor Mainte- 
nance Trust Fund in fiscal year 2012, there is 
authorized to be appropriated to carry out 
this section $50,000,000 from the Harbor 
Maintenance Trust Fund.”’; 

(B) by striking paragraph (2) and inserting 
the following: 

‘(2) DIVISION BETWEEN DONOR PORTS, ME- 
DIUM-SIZED DONOR PORTS, AND ENERGY TRANS- 
FER PORTS.—For each fiscal year, amounts 
made available to carry out this section 
shall be provided in equal amounts to— 

“(A) donor ports and medium-sized donor 
ports; and 

‘“(B) energy transfer ports.’’; 

(C) by striking paragraph (3). 
SEC. 2011. HARBOR DEEPENING. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 101(a)(1) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (33 
U.S.C. 2211(a)(1)) is amended— 

(1) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by striking ‘‘the date of enactment of 
this Act” and inserting “the date of enact- 
ment of the Water Resources Reform and De- 
velopment Act of 2014 (Public Law 113-121; 
128 Stat. 1193)”; 

(2) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘45 
feet’’ and inserting ‘‘50 feet’’; and 

(3) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘45 
feet’’ and inserting ‘‘50 feet’’. 

(b) DEFINITION OF DEEP-DRAFT HARBOR.— 
Section 214(1) of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2241(1)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘45 feet” and inserting 
‘50 feet”. 

SEC. 2012. OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE OF 
INLAND MISSISSIPPI RIVER PORTS. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) INLAND MISSISSIPPI RIVER.—The term 
“inland Mississippi River” means the por- 
tion of the Mississippi River that begins at 
the confluence of the Minnesota River and 
ends at the confluence of the Red River. 

(2) SHALLOW DRAFT.—The term ‘‘shallow 
draft? means a project that has a depth of 
less than 14 feet. 

(b) DREDGING ACTIVITIES.—The Secretary 
shall carry out dredging activities on shal- 
low draft ports located on the inland Mis- 
sissippi River to the respective authorized 
widths and depths of those inland ports, as 
authorized on the date of enactment of this 
Act. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
For each fiscal year, there is authorized to 
be appropriated to the Secretary to carry 
out this section $25,000,000. 

SEC. 2013. IMPLEMENTATION GUIDANCE. 

Section 2102 of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (Public 
Law 118-121; 128 Stat. 1273) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘(d) GUIDANCE.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of enactment of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 2016 the Sec- 
retary shall publish on the website of the 
Corps of Engineers guidance on the imple- 
mentation of this section and the amend- 
ments made by this section.’’. 

SEC. 2014. REMOTE AND SUBSISTENCE HARBORS. 

Section 2006 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 2007 (33 U.S.C. 2242) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in subsection (a)(3), by inserting ‘‘in 
which the project is located or of a commu- 


and 
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nity that is located in the region that is 
served by the project and that will rely on 
the project” after “community”; and 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘or of a 
community that is located in the region to 
be served by the project and that will rely on 
the project” after ‘‘community”’; 

(B) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘local pop- 
ulation” and inserting ‘‘regional population 
to be served by the project”; and 

(C) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘commu- 
nity” and inserting ‘‘local community or to 
a community that is located in the region to 
be served by the project and that will rely on 
the project”. 

SEC. 2015. NON-FEDERAL INTEREST DREDGING 
AUTHORITY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may per- 
mit a non-Federal interest to carry out, for 
an authorized navigation project (or a sepa- 
rable element of an authorized navigation 
project), such maintenance activities as are 
necessary to ensure that the project is main- 
tained to not less than the minimum project 
dimensions. 

(b) CosT LIMITATIONS.—Except as provided 
in this section and subject to the availability 
of appropriations, the costs incurred by a 
non-Federal interest in performing the main- 
tenance activities described in subsection (a) 
shall be eligible for reimbursement, not to 
exceed an amount that is equal to the esti- 
mated Federal cost for the performance of 
the maintenance activities. 

(c) AGREEMENT.—Before initiating mainte- 
nance activities under this section, the non- 
Federal interest shall enter into an agree- 
ment with the Secretary that specifies, for 
the performance of the maintenance activi- 
ties, the terms and conditions that are ac- 
ceptable to the non-Federal interest and the 
Secretary. 

(d) PROVISION OF EQUIPMENT.—In carrying 
out maintenance activities under this sec- 
tion, a non-Federal interest shall— 

(1) provide equipment at no cost to the 
Federal Government; and 

(2) hold and save the United States free 
from any and all damage that arises from 
the use of the equipment of the non-Federal 
interest, except for damage due to the fault 
or negligence of a contractor of the Federal 
Government. 

(e) REIMBURSEMENT ELIGIBILITY LIMITA- 
TIONS.—Costs that are eligible for reimburse- 
ment under this section are those costs di- 
rectly related to the costs associated with 
operation and maintenance of the dredge 
based on the lesser of the period of time for 
which— 

(1) the dredge is being used in the perform- 
ance of work for the Federal Government 
during a given fiscal year; and 

(2) the actual fiscal year Federal appro- 
priations identified for that portion of main- 
tenance dredging that are made available. 

(f) AUDIT.—Not earlier than 5 years after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec- 
retary may conduct an audit on any mainte- 
nance activities for an authorized navigation 
project (or a separable element of an author- 
ized navigation project) carried out under 
this section to determine if permitting a 
non-Federal interest to carry out mainte- 
nance activities under this section has re- 
sulted in— 

(1) improved reliability and safety for navi- 
gation; and 

(2) cost savings to the Federal Govern- 
ment. 

(g) TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY.—The au- 
thority of the Secretary under this section 
terminates on the date that is 10 years after 
the date of enactment of this Act. 
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SEC. 2016. TRANSPORTATION COST SAVINGS. 

Section 210(e)(8) of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2238(e)(3)) 
is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subparagraph (B) as 
subparagraph (C); and 

(2) by inserting after subparagraph (A) the 
following: 

‘(B) ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENT.—For the 
first report following the date of enactment 
of the Water Resources Development Act of 
2016, in the report submitted under subpara- 
graph (A), the Secretary shall identify, to 
the maximum extent practicable, transpor- 
tation cost savings realized by achieving and 
maintaining the constructed width and 
depth for the harbors and inland harbors re- 
ferred to in subsection (a)(2), on a project-by- 
project basis.’’. 

SEC. 2017. DREDGED MATERIAL. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding part 335 
of title 33, Code of Federal Regulations, the 
Secretary may place dredged material from 
the operation and maintenance of an author- 
ized Federal water resources project at an- 
other authorized water resource project if 
the Secretary determines that— 

(1) the placement of the dredged material 
would— 

(AXi) enhance protection from flooding 
caused by storm surges or sea level rise; or 

(ii) significantly contribute to shoreline 
resiliency, including the resilience and res- 
toration of wetland; and 

(B) be in the public interest; and 

(2) the cost associated with the placement 
of the dredged material is reasonable in rela- 
tion to the associated environmental, flood 
protection, and resiliency benefits. 

(b) ADDITIONAL Costs.—If the cost of plac- 
ing the dredged material at another author- 
ized water resource project exceeds the cost 
of depositing the dredged material in accord- 
ance with the Federal standard (as defined in 
section 335.7 of title 33, Code of Federal Reg- 
ulations (as in effect on the date of enact- 
ment of this Act)), the Secretary shall not 
require a non-Federal entity to bear any of 
the increased costs associated with the 
placement of the dredged material. 

SEC. 2018. GREAT LAKES NAVIGATION SYSTEM. 

Section 210(d)(1) of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2238(d)(1)) 
is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A), in the matter pre- 
ceding clause (i), by striking “For each of 
fiscal years 2015 through 2024” and inserting 
“For each fiscal year”; and 

(2) in subparagraph (B), in the matter pre- 
ceding clause (i), by striking “For each of 
fiscal years 2015 through 2024” and inserting 
“For each fiscal year”. 

SEC. 2019. HARBOR MAINTENANCE TRUST FUND. 

The Secretary shall allocate funding made 
available to the Secretary from the Harbor 
Maintenance Trust Fund, established under 
section 9505 of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986, in accordance with section 210 of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (33 
U.S.C. 2238). 

TITLE ITI—SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS 
SEC. 3001. REHABILITATION ASSISTANCE FOR 
NON-FEDERAL FLOOD CONTROL 
PROJECTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 5 of the Act of 
August 18, 1941 (33 U.S.C. 701n), is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘*(3) DEFINITION OF NONSTRUCTURAL ALTER- 
NATIVES.—In this subsection, ‘nonstructural 
alternatives’ includes efforts to restore or 
protect natural resources including streams, 
rivers, floodplains, wetlands, or coasts, if 
those efforts will reduce flood risk.’’; and 
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(2) by adding at the end the following: 


‘(d) INCREASED LEVEL OF PROTECTION.—In 
conducting repair or restoration work under 
subsection (a), at the request of the non-Fed- 
eral sponsor, the Secretary may increase the 
level of protection above the level to which 
the system was designed, or, if the repair and 
rehabilitation includes repair or rehabilita- 
tion of a pumping station, will increase the 
capacity of a pump, if— 

“(1) the Chief of Engineers determines the 
improvements are in the public interest, in- 
cluding consideration of whether— 

“(A) the authority under this section has 
been used more than once at the same loca- 
tion; 

‘“(B) there is an opportunity to decrease 
significantly the risk of loss of life and prop- 
erty damage; or 

‘(C) there is an opportunity to decrease 
total life cycle rehabilitation costs for the 
project; and 

‘(2) the non-Federal sponsor agrees to pay 
the difference between the cost of repair, res- 
toration, or rehabilitation to the original de- 
sign level or original capacity and the cost of 
achieving the higher level of protection or 
capacity sought by the non-Federal sponsor. 


“(e) NOTICE.—The Secretary shall notify 
the non-Federal sponsor of the opportunity 
to request implementation of nonstructural 
alternatives to the repair or restoration of 
the flood control work under subsection 
(a).””. 

(b) PROJECTS IN COORDINATION WITH CER- 
TAIN REHABILITATION REQUIREMENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—In any case in which the 
Secretary has completed a study deter- 
mining a project for flood damage reduction 
is feasible and such project is designed to 
protect the same geographic area as work to 
be performed under section 5(c) of the Act of 
August 18, 1941 (33 U.S.C. 701n(c)), the Sec- 
retary may, if the Secretary determines that 
the action is in the public interest, carry out 
such project with the work being performed 
under section 5(c) of that Act, subject to the 
limitations in paragraph (2). 

(2) COST-SHARING.—The cost to carry out a 
project under paragraph (1) shall be shared in 
accordance with section 103 of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 
2213). 


SEC. 3002. REHABILITATION OF EXISTING LEV- 


Section 3017 of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
3303a note; Public Law 118-121) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘if the 
Secretary determines the necessary work is 
technically feasible, environmentally accept- 
able, and economically justified’; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘This section” and insert- 
ing the following: 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—This section”; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

“(2) REQUIREMENT.—A measure carried out 
under subsection (a) shall be implemented in 
the same manner as the repair or restoration 
of a flood control work pursuant to section 5 
of the Act of August 18, 1941 (33 U.S.C. 
701n).”’; 

(3) in subsection (c)(1), by striking ‘‘The 
non-Federal”’ and inserting “Notwith- 
standing subsection (b)(2), the non-Federal’’; 
and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 


‘(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary to carry out this section 
$125,000,000.’’. 
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SEC. 3003. MAINTENANCE OF HIGH RISK FLOOD 
CONTROL PROJECTS. 

In any case in which the Secretary has as- 
sumed, as of the date of enactment of this 
Act, responsibility for the maintenance of a 
project classified as class III under the Dam 
Safety Action Classification of the Corps of 
Engineers, the Secretary shall continue to be 
responsible for the maintenance until the 
earlier of the date that— 

(1) the project is modified to reduce that 
risk and the Secretary determines that the 
project is no longer classified as class III 
under the Dam Safety Action Classification 
of the Corps of Engineers; or 

(2) is 15 years after the date of enactment 
of this Act. 

SEC. 3004. REHABILITATION OF HIGH HAZARD 
POTENTIAL DAMS. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 2 of the National 
Dam Safety Program Act (33 U.S.C. 467) is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (4), (5), (6), 
(7), (8), (9), 10), (11), (12), and (13) as para- 
graphs (5), (6), (7), (8), (9), (11), (18), (14), (15), 
and (16), respectively; 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (3) the fol- 
lowing: 
“(4) 
DAM.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘eligible high 
hazard potential dam’ means a non-Federal 
dam that— 

“(i) is located in a State with a State dam 
safety program; 

“(i) is classified as ‘high hazard potential’ 
by the State dam safety agency in the State 
in which the dam is located; 

“Gii) has an emergency action plan ap- 
proved by the relevant State dam safety 
agency; and 

“(iv) the State in which the dam is located 
determines— 

“(T) fails to meet minimum dam safety 
standards of the State; and 

‘(II) poses an unacceptable risk to the pub- 
lic. 

“(B) EXCLUSION.—The term ‘eligible high 
hazard potential dam’ does not include— 

‘“(i) a licensed hydroelectric dam; or 

“(ii) a dam built under the authority of the 
Secretary of Agriculture.’’; 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (9) (as re- 
designated by paragraph (1)) the following: 

‘“(10) NON-FEDERAL SPONSOR.—The term 
‘non-Federal sponsor’, in the case of a 
project receiving assistance under section 
8A, includes— 

“(A) a governmental organization; and 

“(B) a nonprofit organization.” and 

(4) by inserting after paragraph (11) (as re- 
designated by paragraph (1)) the following: 

‘*(12) REHABILITATION.—The term ‘rehabili- 
tation’ means the repair, replacement, re- 
construction, or removal of a dam that is 
carried out to meet applicable State dam 
safety and security standards.”’’. 

(b) PROGRAM FOR REHABILITATION OF HIGH 
HAZARD POTENTIAL DAMS.—The National 
Dam Safety Program Act is amended by in- 
serting after section 8 (33 U.S.C. 467f) the fol- 
lowing: 

“SEC. 8A. REHABILITATION OF HIGH HAZARD PO- 
TENTIAL DAMS. 

‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM.—The Ad- 
ministrator shall establish, within FEMA, a 
program to provide technical, planning, de- 
sign, and construction assistance in the form 
of grants to non-Federal sponsors for reha- 
bilitation of eligible high hazard potential 
dams. 

‘“(b) ELIGIBLE ACTIVITIES.—A grant award- 
ed under this section for a project may be 
used for— 
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“(1) repair; 

“(2) removal; or 

(3) any other structural or nonstructural 
measures to rehabilitate a high hazard po- 
tential dam. 

“(c) AWARD OF GRANTS.— 

‘*(1) APPLICATION.— 

‘(A) IN GENERAL.—A non-Federal sponsor 
interested in receiving a grant under this 
section may submit to the Administrator an 
application for the grant. 

(B) REQUIREMENTS.—An application sub- 
mitted to the Administrator under this sec- 
tion shall be submitted at such time, be in 
such form, and contain such information as 
the Administrator may prescribe by regula- 
tion pursuant to section 3004(c) of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 2016. 

‘(2) GRANT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator may 
make a grant in accordance with this section 
for rehabilitation of a high hazard potential 
dam to a non-Federal sponsor that submits 
an application for the grant in accordance 
with the regulations prescribed by the Ad- 
ministrator. 

‘(B) PROJECT GRANT AGREEMENT.—The Ad- 
ministrator shall enter into a project grant 
agreement with the non-Federal sponsor to 
establish the terms of the grant and the 
project, including the amount of the grant. 

“(C) GRANT ASSURANCE.—As part of a 
project grant agreement under subparagraph 
(B), the Administrator shall require the non- 
Federal sponsor to provide an assurance, 
with respect to the dam to be rehabilitated 
under the project, that the owner of the dam 
has developed and will carry out a plan for 
maintenance of the dam during the expected 
life of the dam. 

‘(D) LIMITATION.—A grant provided under 
this section shall not exceed the lesser of— 

“(i) 12.5 percent of the total amount of 
funds made available to carry out this sec- 
tion; or 

‘*(ii) $7,500,000. 

‘(d) REQUIREMENTS.— 

“(1) APPROVAL.—A grant awarded under 
this section for a project shall be approved 
by the relevant State dam safety agency. 

‘“(2) NON-FEDERAL SPONSOR REQUIRE- 
MENTS.—To receive a grant under this sec- 
tion, the non-Federal sponsor shall— 

“(A) participate in, and comply with, all 
applicable Federal flood insurance programs; 

‘“(B) have in place a hazard mitigation plan 
that— 

“(i) includes all dam risks; and 

“(ii) complies with the Disaster Mitigation 
Act of 2000 (Public Law 106-390; 114 Stat. 
1552); 

“(C) commit to provide operation and 
maintenance of the project for the 50-year 
period following completion of rehabilita- 
tion; 

‘(D) comply with such minimum eligi- 
bility requirements as the Administrator 
may establish to ensure that each owner and 
operator of a dam under a participating 
State dam safety program— 

“(i) acts in accordance with the State dam 
safety program; and 

“(ii) carries out activities relating to the 
public in the area around the dam in accord- 
ance with the hazard mitigation plan de- 
scribed in subparagraph (B); and 

“(E) comply with section 611(j)(9) of the 
Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer- 
gency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5196(j)(9)) (as 
in effect on the date of enactment of this 
section) with respect to projects receiving 
assistance under this section in the same 
manner as recipients are required to comply 
in order to receive financial contributions 
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from the Administrator for emergency pre- 
paredness purposes. 

‘“(e) FLOODPLAIN MANAGEMENT PLANS.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—AsS a condition of receipt 
of assistance under this section, the non- 
Federal entity shall demonstrate that a 
floodplain management plan to reduce the 
impacts of future flood events in the area 
protected by the project— 

“(A) is in place; or 

“(B) will be— 

“(i) developed not later than 1 year after 
the date of execution of a project agreement 
for assistance under this section; and 

“(ii) implemented not later than 1 year 
after the date of completion of construction 
of the project. 

‘(2) INCLUSIONS.—A plan under paragraph 
(1) shall address— 

“(A) potential measures, practices, and 
policies to reduce loss of life, injuries, dam- 
age to property and facilities, public expend- 
itures, and other adverse impacts of flooding 
in the area protected by the project; 

‘(B) plans for flood fighting and evacu- 
ation; and 

‘“(C) public education and awareness of 
flood risks. 

‘(3) TECHNICAL SUPPORT.—The Adminis- 
trator may provide technical support for the 
development and implementation of flood- 
plain management plans prepared under this 
subsection. 

“(f) PRIORITY SYSTEM.—The Administrator, 
in consultation with the Board, shall develop 
a risk-based priority system for use in iden- 
tifying high hazard potential dams for which 
grants may be made under this section. 

“(g) FUNDING.— 

“(1) COST SHARING.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Any assistance provided 
under this section for a project shall be sub- 
ject to a non-Federal cost-sharing require- 
ment of not less than 35 percent. 

‘(B) IN-KIND CONTRIBUTIONS.—The non-Fed- 
eral share under subparagraph (A) may be 
provided in the form of in-kind contribu- 
tions. 

‘(2) ALLOCATION OF FUNDS.—The total 
amount of funds made available to carry out 
this section for each fiscal year shall be dis- 
tributed as follows: 

‘(A) EQUAL DISTRIBUTION.—'% shall be dis- 
tributed equally among the States in which 
the projects for which applications are sub- 
mitted under subsection (c)(1) are located. 

‘(B) NEED-BASED.—*% shall be distributed 
among the States in which the projects for 
which applications are submitted under sub- 
section (c)(1) are located based on the pro- 
portion that— 

“(i) the number of eligible high hazard po- 
tential dams in the State; bears to 

“(ii) the number of eligible high hazard po- 
tential dams in all States in which projects 
for which applications are submitted under 
subsection (c)(1). 

‘“ch) USE OF FUNDS.—None of the funds pro- 
vided in the form of a grant or otherwise 
made available under this section shall be 
used— 

“(1) to rehabilitate a Federal dam; 

‘(2) to perform routine operation or main- 
tenance of a dam; 

“(3) to modify a dam to produce hydro- 
electric power; 

“(4) to increase water supply storage ca- 
pacity; or 

“(5) to make any other modification to a 
dam that does not also improve the safety of 
the dam. 

“(i) CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS.— 

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 
as a condition on the receipt of a grant under 
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this section of an amount greater than 
$1,000,000, a non-Federal sponsor that re- 
ceives the grant shall require that each con- 
tract and subcontract for program manage- 
ment, construction management, planning 
studies, feasibility studies, architectural 
services, preliminary engineering, design, 
engineering, surveying, mapping, and related 
services entered into using funds from the 
grant be awarded in the same manner as a 
contract for architectural and engineering 
services is awarded under— 

“(A) chapter 11 of title 40, United States 
Code; or 

“(B) an equivalent qualifications-based re- 
quirement prescribed by the relevant State. 

“(2) NO PROPRIETARY INTEREST.—A contract 
awarded in accordance with paragraph (1) 
shall not be considered to confer a propri- 
etary interest upon the United States. 


‘(j) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section— 

“*(1) $10,000,000 for fiscal years 2017 and 2018; 

“*(2) $25,000,000 for fiscal year 2019; 

**(3) $40,000,000 for fiscal year 2020; and 

**(4) $60,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2021 
through 2026.’’. 


(c) RULEMAKING.— 

(1) PROPOSED RULEMAKING.—Not later than 
90 days after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Administrator of the Federal Emer- 
gency Management Agency shall issue a no- 
tice of proposed rulemaking regarding appli- 
cations for grants of assistance under the 
amendments made by subsection (b) to the 
National Dam Safety Program Act (33 U.S.C. 
467 et seq.). 

(2) FINAL RULE.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator of the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency shall promulgate a 
final rule regarding the amendments de- 
scribed in paragraph (1). 


SEC. 3005. EXPEDITED COMPLETION OF AUTHOR- 
IZED PROJECTS FOR FLOOD DAM- 
AGE REDUCTION. 


The Secretary shall expedite the comple- 
tion of the following projects for flood dam- 
age reduction and flood risk management: 

(1) Chicagoland Underflow Plan, Illinois, 
phase 2, as authorized by section 3(a)(5) of 
the Water Resources Development Act of 
1988 (Public Law 100-676; 102 Stat. 4013) and 
modified by section 319 of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 1996 (Public Law 
104-303; 110 Stat. 3715) and section 501 of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1999 
(Public Law 106-53; 113 Stat. 334). 

(2) Cedar River, Cedar Rapids, Iowa, as au- 
thorized by section 7002(2)(3) of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 2014 (Public 
Law 113-121; 128 Stat. 1366). 

(8) Comite River, Louisiana, authorized as 
part of the project for flood control, Amite 
River and Tributaries, Louisiana, by section 
101(11) of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 1992 (Public Law 102-580; 106 Stat. 4802) 
and modified by section 301(b)(5) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1996 
(Public Law 104-03; 110 Stat. 3709) and section 
371 of the Water Resources Development Act 
of 1999 (Public Law 106-53; 113 Stat. 321). 

(4) Amite River and Tributaries, Louisiana, 
East Baton Rouge Parish Watershed, as au- 
thorized by section 101(a)(21) of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 1999 (Public 
Law 106-53; 113 Stat. 277) and modified by 
section 116 of division D of Public Law 108-7 
(117 Stat. 140) and section 3074 of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 2007 (Public 
Law 110-114; 121 Stat. 1124). 
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SEC. 3006. CUMBERLAND RIVER BASIN DAM RE- 
PAIRS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Costs incurred in car- 
rying out any repair to correct a seepage 
problem at any dam in the Cumberland River 
Basin shall be— 

(1) treated as costs for a dam safety 
project; and 

(2) subject to cost-sharing requirements in 
accordance with section 1203 of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 
467n). 

(b) APPLICATION.—Subsection (a) shall 
apply only to repairs for projects for which 
construction has not begun and appropria- 
tions have not been made as of the date of 
enactment of this Act. 

SEC. 3007. INDIAN DAM SAFETY. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) DAM.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘dam’’ has the 
meaning given the term in section 2 of the 
National Dam Safety Program Act (83 U.S.C. 
467). 

(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘‘dam’’ includes 
any structure, facility, equipment, or vehicle 
used in connection with the operation of a 
dam. 

(2) FUND.—The term “Fund” means, as ap- 
plicable— 

(A) the High-Hazard Indian Dam Safety 
Deferred Maintenance Fund established by 
subsection (b)(1)(A); or 

(B) the Low-Hazard Indian Dam Safety De- 
ferred Maintenance Fund established by sub- 
section (b)(2)(A). 

(3) HIGH HAZARD POTENTIAL DAM.—The term 
“high hazard potential dam” means a dam 
assigned to the significant or high hazard po- 
tential classification under the guidelines 
published by the Federal Emergency Man- 
agement Agency entitled ‘‘Federal Guide- 
lines for Dam Safety: Hazard Potential Clas- 
sification System for Dams” (FEMA Publi- 
cation Number 333). 

(4) INDIAN TRIBE.—The term ‘‘Indian tribe’’ 
has the meaning given the term in section 4 
of the Indian Self-Determination and Edu- 
cation Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 5304). 

(5) LOW HAZARD POTENTIAL DAM.—The term 
“low hazard potential dam’’ means a dam as- 
signed to the low hazard potential classifica- 
tion under the guidelines published by the 
Federal Emergency Management Agency en- 
titled “Federal Guidelines for Dam Safety: 
Hazard Potential Classification System for 
Dams” (FEMA Publication Number 333). 

(6) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior, acting 
through the Assistant Secretary for Indian 
Affairs, in consultation with the Secretary 
of the Army. 

(b) INDIAN DAM SAFETY DEFERRED MAINTE- 
NANCE FUNDS.— 

(1) HIGH-HAZARD FUND.— 

(A) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
in the Treasury of the United States a fund, 
to be known as the ‘‘High-Hazard Indian 
Dam Safety Deferred Maintenance Fund”, 
consisting of— 

(i) such amounts as are deposited in the 
Fund under subparagraph (B); and 

(ii) any interest earned on investment of 
amounts in the Fund under subparagraph 
(D). 

(B) DEPOSITS TO FUND.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—For each of fiscal years 
2017 through 2037, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall deposit in the Fund $22,750,000 from 
the general fund of the Treasury. 

(ii) AVAILABILITY OF AMOUNTS.—Amounts 
deposited in the Fund under clause (i) shall 
be used, subject to appropriation, to carry 
out this section. 
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(C) EXPENDITURES FROM FUND.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to clause (ii), for 
each of fiscal years 2017 through 2037, the 
Secretary may, to the extent provided in ad- 
vance in appropriations Acts, expend from 
the Fund, in accordance with this section, 
not more than the sum of— 

(I) $22,750,000; and 

(II) the amount of interest accrued in the 
Fund. 

(ii) ADDITIONAL EXPENDITURES.—The Sec- 
retary may expend more than $22,750,000 for 
any fiscal year referred to in clause (i) if the 
additional amounts are available in the Fund 
as a result of a failure of the Secretary to ex- 
pend all of the amounts available under 
clause (i) in 1 or more prior fiscal years. 

(D) INVESTMENTS OF AMOUNTS.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the 
Treasury shall invest such portion of the 
Fund as is not, in the judgment of the Sec- 
retary, required to meet current with- 
drawals. 

(ii) CREDITS TO FUND.—The interest on, and 
the proceeds from the sale or redemption of, 
any obligations held in the Fund shall be 
credited to, and form a part of, the Fund. 

(E) TRANSFERS OF AMOUNTS.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The amounts required to 
be transferred to the Fund under this para- 
graph shall be transferred at least monthly. 

(ii) ADJUSTMENTS.—Proper adjustment 
shall be made in amounts subsequently 
transferred to the extent prior estimates are 
in excess of or less than the amounts re- 
quired to be transferred. 

(F) TERMINATION.—On September 30, 2037— 

(i) the Fund shall terminate; and 

(ii) the unexpended and unobligated bal- 
ance of the Fund shall be transferred to the 
general fund of the Treasury. 

(2) LOW-HAZARD FUND.— 

(A) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
in the Treasury of the United States a fund, 
to be known as the ‘‘Low-Hazard Indian Dam 
Safety Deferred Maintenance Fund’’, con- 
sisting of— 

(i) such amounts as are deposited in the 
Fund under subparagraph (B); and 

(ii) any interest earned on investment of 
amounts in the Fund under subparagraph 
(D). 

(B) DEPOSITS TO FUND.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—For each of fiscal years 
2017 through 2037, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall deposit in the Fund $10,000,000 from 
the general fund of the Treasury. 

(ii) AVAILABILITY OF AMOUNTS.—Amounts 
deposited in the Fund under clause (i) shall 
be used, subject to appropriation, to carry 
out this section. 

(C) EXPENDITURES FROM FUND.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to clause (ii), for 
each of fiscal years 2017 through 2037, the 
Secretary may, to the extent provided in ad- 
vance in appropriations Acts, expend from 
the Fund, in accordance with this section, 
not more than the sum of— 

(I) $10,000,000; and 

(II) the amount of interest accrued in the 
Fund. 

(ii) ADDITIONAL EXPENDITURES.—The Sec- 
retary may expend more than $10,000,000 for 
any fiscal year referred to in clause (i) if the 
additional amounts are available in the Fund 
as a result of a failure of the Secretary to ex- 
pend all of the amounts available under 
clause (i) in 1 or more prior fiscal years. 

(D) INVESTMENTS OF AMOUNTS.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the 
Treasury shall invest such portion of the 
Fund as is not, in the judgment of the Sec- 
retary, required to meet current with- 
drawals. 
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(ii) CREDITS TO FUND.—The interest on, and 
the proceeds from the sale or redemption of, 
any obligations held in the Fund shall be 
credited to, and form a part of, the Fund. 

(E) TRANSFERS OF AMOUNTS.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The amounts required to 
be transferred to the Fund under this para- 
graph shall be transferred at least monthly. 

(ii) ADJUSTMENTS.—Proper adjustment 
shall be made in amounts subsequently 
transferred to the extent prior estimates are 
in excess of or less than the amounts re- 
quired to be transferred. 

(F) TERMINATION.—On September 30, 2037— 

(i) the Fund shall terminate; and 

(ii) the unexpended and unobligated bal- 
ance of the Fund shall be transferred to the 
general fund of the Treasury. 

(c) REPAIR, REPLACEMENT, AND MAINTE- 
NANCE OF CERTAIN INDIAN DAMS.— 

(1) PROGRAM ESTABLISHMENT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es- 
tablish a program to address the deferred 
maintenance needs of Indian dams that— 

(i) create flood risks or other risks to pub- 
lic or employee safety or natural or cultural 
resources; and 

(ii) unduly impede the management and ef- 
ficiency of Indian dams. 

(B) FUNDING.— 

(i) HIGH-HAZARD FUND.—Consistent with 
subsection (b)(1)(B), the Secretary shall use 
or transfer to the Bureau of Indian Affairs 
not less than $22,750,000 of amounts in the 
High-Hazard Indian Dam Safety Deferred 
Maintenance Fund, plus accrued interest, for 
each of fiscal years 2017 through 2037 to carry 
out maintenance, repair, and replacement 
activities for 1 or more of the Indian dams 
described in paragraph (2)(A). 

(ii) LOW-HAZARD FUND.—Consistent with 
subsection (b)(2)(B), the Secretary shall use 
or transfer to the Bureau of Indian Affairs 
not less than $10,000,000 of amounts in the 
Low-Hazard Indian Dam Safety Deferred 
Maintenance Fund, plus accrued interest, for 
each of fiscal years 2017 through 2037 to carry 
out maintenance, repair, and replacement 
activities for 1 or more of the Indian dams 
described in paragraph (2)(B). 

(C) COMPLIANCE WITH DAM SAFETY POLI- 
CIES.—Maintenance, repair, and replacement 
activities for Indian dams under this section 
shall be carried out in accordance with the 
dam safety policies of the Director of the Bu- 
reau of Indian Affairs established to carry 
out the Indian Dams Safety Act of 1994 (25 
U.S.C. 3801 et seq.). 

(2) ELIGIBLE DAMS.— 

(A) HIGH HAZARD POTENTIAL DAMS.—The 
dams eligible for funding under paragraph 
(1)(B)Gi) are Indian high hazard potential 
dams in the United States that— 

(i) are included in the safety of dams pro- 
gram established pursuant to the Indian 
Dams Safety Act of 1994 (25 U.S.C. 3801 et 
seq.); and 

(ii)(D(aa) are owned by the Federal Gov- 
ernment, as listed in the Federal inventory 
required by Executive Order 13327 (40 U.S.C. 
121 note; relating to Federal real property 
asset management); and 

(bb) are managed by the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs (including dams managed under con- 
tracts or compacts pursuant to the Indian 
Self-Determination and Education Assist- 
ance Act (25 U.S.C. 5301 et seq.)); or 

(II) have deferred maintenance documented 
by the Bureau of Indian Affairs. 

(B) LOW HAZARD POTENTIAL DAMS.—The 
dams eligible for funding under paragraph 
(1)(B)@ii) are Indian low hazard potential 
dams in the United States that, on the date 
of enactment of this Act— 
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(i) are covered under the Indian Dams Safe- 
ty Act of 1994 (25 U.S.C. 3801 et seq.); and 

Gi) (aa) are owned by the Federal Gov- 
ernment, as listed in the Federal inventory 
required by Executive Order 13327 (40 U.S.C. 
121 note; relating to Federal real property 
asset management); and 

(bb) are managed by the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs (including dams managed under con- 
tracts or compacts pursuant to the Indian 
Self-Determination and Education Assist- 
ance Act (25 U.S.C. 5301 et seq.)); or 

(II) have deferred maintenance documented 
by the Bureau of Indian Affairs. 

(3) REQUIREMENTS AND CONDITIONS.—Not 
later than 120 days after the date of enact- 
ment of this Act and as a precondition to 
amounts being expended from the Fund to 
carry out this subsection, the Secretary, in 
consultation with representatives of affected 
Indian tribes, shall develop and submit to 
Congress— 

(A) programmatic goals to carry out this 
subsection that— 

(i) would enable the completion of repair- 
ing, replacing, improving, or performing 
maintenance on Indian dams as expedi- 
tiously as practicable, subject to the dam 
safety policies of the Director of the Bureau 
of Indian Affairs established to carry out the 
Indian Dams Safety Act of 1994 (25 U.S.C. 
3801 et seq.); 

(ii) facilitate or improve the ability of the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs to carry out the 
mission of the Bureau of Indian Affairs in op- 
erating an Indian dam; and 

(iii) ensure that the results of government- 
to-government consultation required under 
paragraph (4) be addressed; and 

(B) funding prioritization criteria to serve 
as a methodology for distributing funds 
under this subsection that take into ac- 
count— 

(i) the extent to which deferred mainte- 
nance of Indian dams poses a threat to— 

(I) public or employee safety or health; 

(II) natural or cultural resources; or 

(III) the ability of the Bureau of Indian Af- 
fairs to carry out the mission of the Bureau 
of Indian Affairs in operating an Indian dam; 

(ii) the extent to which repairing, replac- 
ing, improving, or performing maintenance 
on an Indian dam will— 

(I) improve public or employee safety, 
health, or accessibility; 

(II) assist in compliance with codes, stand- 
ards, laws, or other requirements; 

(IIT) address unmet needs; or 

(IV) assist in protecting natural or cul- 
tural resources; 

(iii) the methodology of the rehabilitation 
priority index of the Secretary, as in effect 
on the date of enactment of this Act; 

(iv) the potential economic benefits of the 
expenditures on job creation and general 
economic development in the affected tribal 
communities; 

(v) the ability of an Indian dam to address 
tribal, regional, and watershed level flood 
prevention needs; 

(vi) the need to comply with the dam safe- 
ty policies of the Director of the Bureau of 
Indian Affairs established to carry out the 
Indian Dams Safety Act of 1994 (25 U.S.C. 
3801 et seq.); 

(vii) the ability of the water storage capac- 
ity of an Indian dam to be increased to pre- 
vent flooding in downstream tribal and non- 
tribal communities; and 

(viii) such other factors as the Secretary 
determines to be appropriate to prioritize 
the use of available funds that are, to the 
fullest extent practicable, consistent with 
tribal and user recommendations received 
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pursuant to the consultation and input proc- 
ess under paragraph (4). 

(4) TRIBAL CONSULTATION AND USER INPUT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), before expending funds on 
an Indian dam pursuant to paragraph (1) and 
not later than 60 days after the date of en- 
actment of this Act, the Secretary shall— 

(i) consult with the Director of the Bureau 
of Indian Affairs on the expenditure of funds; 

(ii) ensure that the Director of the Bureau 
of Indian Affairs advises the Indian tribe 
that has jurisdiction over the land on which 
a dam eligible to receive funding under para- 
graph (2) is located on the expenditure of 
funds; and 

(iii) solicit and consider the input, com- 
ments, and recommendations of the land- 
owners served by the Indian dam. 

(B) EMERGENCIES.—If the Secretary deter- 
mines that an emergency circumstance ex- 
ists with respect to an Indian dam, subpara- 
graph (A) shall not apply with respect to 
that Indian dam. 

(5) ALLOCATION AMONG DAMS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(B), to the maximum extent practicable, the 
Secretary shall ensure that, for each of fiscal 
years 2017 through 2037, each Indian dam eli- 
gible for funding under paragraph (2) that 
has critical maintenance needs receives part 
of the funding under paragraph (1) to address 
critical maintenance needs. 

(B) PRIORITY.—In allocating amounts 
under paragraph (1)(B), in addition to consid- 
ering the funding priorities described in 
paragraph (3), the Secretary shall give pri- 
ority to Indian dams eligible for funding 
under paragraph (2) that serve— 

(i) more than 1 Indian tribe within an In- 
dian reservation; or 

(ii) highly populated Indian communities, 
as determined by the Secretary. 

(C) CAP ON FUNDING.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to clause (ii), in 
allocating amounts under paragraph (1)(B), 
the Secretary shall allocate not more than 
$10,000,000 to any individual dam described in 
paragraph (2) during any consecutive 3-year 
period. 

(ii) EXCEPTION.—Notwithstanding the cap 
described in clause (i), if the full amount 
under paragraph (1)(B) cannot be fully allo- 
cated to eligible Indian dams because the 
costs of the remaining activities authorized 
in paragraph (1)(B) of an Indian dam would 
exceed the cap described in clause (i), the 
Secretary may allocate the remaining funds 
to eligible Indian dams in accordance with 
this subsection. 

(D) BASIS OF FUNDING.—Any amounts made 
available under this paragraph shall be non- 
reimbursable. 

(E) APPLICABILITY OF ISDEAA.—The Indian 
Self-Determination and Education Assist- 
ance Act (25 U.S.C. 5301 et seq.) shall apply to 
activities carried out under this paragraph. 

(d) TRIBAL SAFETY OF DAMS COMMITTEE.— 

(1) ESTABLISHMENT OF COMMITTEE.— 

(A) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary of the 
Interior shall establish within the Bureau of 
Indian Affairs the Tribal Safety of Dams 
Committee (referred to in this paragraph as 
the ‘‘Committee’’). 

(B) MEMBERSHIP.— 

(i) COMPOSITION.—The Committee shall be 
composed of 15 members, of whom— 

(I) 11 shall be appointed by the Secretary 
of the Interior from among individuals who, 
to the maximum extent practicable, have 
knowledge and expertise in dam safety issues 
and flood prevention and mitigation, of 
whom not less than 1 shall be a member of 
an Indian tribe in each of the Bureau of In- 
dian Affairs regions of— 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


(aa) the Northwest Region; 

(bb) the Pacific Region; 

(cc) the Western Region; 

(dd) the Navajo Region; 

(ee) the Southwest Region; 

(ff) the Rocky Mountain Region; 

(gg) the Great Plans Region; and 

(hh) the Midwest Region; 

(II) 2 shall be appointed by the Secretary of 
the Interior from among employees of the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs who have knowledge 
and expertise in dam safety issues and flood 
prevention and mitigation; 

(III) 1 shall be appointed by the Secretary 
of the Interior from among employees of the 
Bureau of Reclamation who have knowledge 
and expertise in dam safety issues and flood 
prevention and mitigation; and 

(IV) 1 shall be appointed by the Secretary 
of the Army from among employees of the 
Corps of Engineers who have knowledge and 
expertise in dam safety issues and flood pre- 
vention and mitigation. 

(ii) NONVOTING MEMBERS.—The members of 
the Committee appointed under subclauses 
(II) and (III) of clause (i) shall be nonvoting 
members. 

(iii) DATE.—The appointments of the mem- 
bers of the Committee shall be made as soon 
as practicable after the date of enactment of 
this Act. 

(C) PERIOD OF APPOINTMENT.—Members 
shall be appointed for the life of the Com- 
mittee. 

(D) VACANCIES.—Any vacancy in the Com- 
mittee shall not affect the powers of the 
Committee, but shall be filled in the same 
manner as the original appointment. 

(E) INITIAL MEETING.—Not later than 30 
days after the date on which all members of 
the Committee have been appointed, the 
Committee shall hold the first meeting. 

(F) MEETINGS.—The Committee shall meet 
at the call of the Chairperson. 

(G) QUORUM.—A majority of the members 
of the Committee shall constitute a quorum, 
but a lesser number of members may hold 
hearings. 

(H) CHAIRPERSON AND VICE CHAIRPERSON.— 
The Committee shall select a Chairperson 
and Vice Chairperson from among the mem- 
bers. 

(2) DUTIES OF THE COMMITTEE.— 

(A) STUDY.—The Committee shall conduct 
a thorough study of all matters relating to 
the modernization of the Indian Dams Safety 
Act of 1994 (25 U.S.C. 3801 et seq.). 

(B) RECOMMENDATIONS.—The Committee 
shall develop recommendations for legisla- 
tion to improve the Indian Dams Safety Act 
of 1994 (25 U.S.C. 3801 et seq.). 

(C) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date on which the Committee holds the 
first meeting, the Committee shall submit a 
report containing a detailed statement of the 
findings and conclusions of the Committee, 
together with recommendations for legisla- 
tion that the Committee considers appro- 
priate, to— 

(i) the Committee on Indian Affairs of the 
Senate; and 

(ii) the Committee on Natural Resources of 
the House of Representatives. 

(3) POWERS OF THE COMMITTEE.— 

(A) HEARINGS.—The Committee may hold 
such hearings, sit and act at such times and 
places, take such testimony, and receive 
such evidence as the Committee considers 
appropriate to carry out this paragraph. 

(B) INFORMATION FROM FEDERAL AGENCIES.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The Committee may se- 
cure directly from any Federal department 
or agency such information as the Com- 
mittee considers necessary to carry out this 
paragraph. 
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(ii) REQUEST.—On request of the Chair- 
person of the Committee, the head of any 
Federal department or agency shall furnish 
information described in clause (i) to the 
Committee. 

(C) POSTAL SERVICES.—The Committee may 
use the United States mails in the same 
manner and under the same conditions as 
other departments and agencies of the Fed- 
eral Government. 

(D) GIFTS.—The Committee may accept, 
use, and dispose of gifts or donations of serv- 
ices or property. 

(4) COMMITTEE PERSONNEL MATTERS.— 

(A) COMPENSATION OF MEMBERS.— 

(i) NON-FEDERAL MEMBERS.—Each member 
of the Committee who is not an officer or 
employee of the Federal Government shall 
be compensated at a rate equal to the daily 
equivalent of the annual rate of basic pay 
prescribed for level IV of the Executive 
Schedule under section 5315 of title 5, United 
States Code, for each day (including travel 
time) during which the member is engaged in 
the performance of the duties of the Com- 
mittee. 

(ii) FEDERAL MEMBERS.—Each member of 
the Committee who is an officer or employee 
of the Federal Government shall serve with- 
out compensation in addition to that re- 
ceived for services as an officer or employee 
of the Federal Government. 

(B) TRAVEL EXPENSES.—The members of 
the Committee shall be allowed travel ex- 
penses, including per diem in lieu of subsist- 
ence, at rates authorized for employees of 
agencies under subchapter I of chapter 57 of 
title 5, United States Code, while away from 
their homes or regular places of business in 
the performance of services for the Com- 
mittee. 

(C) STAFF.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.— 

(I) APPOINTMENT.—The Chairperson of the 
Committee may, without regard to the civil 
service laws and regulations, appoint and 
terminate an executive director and such 
other additional personnel as may be nec- 
essary to enable the Committee to perform 
the duties of the Committee. 

(II) CONFIRMATION.—The employment of an 
executive director shall be subject to con- 
firmation by the Committee. 

(ii) COMPENSATION.—The Chairperson of the 
Committee may fix the compensation of the 
executive director and other personnel with- 
out regard to chapter 51 and subchapter III of 
chapter 53 of title 5, United States Code, re- 
lating to classification of positions and Gen- 
eral Schedule pay rates, except that the rate 
of pay for the executive director and other 
personnel may not exceed the rate payable 
for level V of the Executive Schedule under 
section 5316 of that title. 

(D) DETAIL OF GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES.— 
Any Federal Government employee may be 
detailed to the Committee without reim- 
bursement, and such detail shall be without 
interruption or loss of civil service status or 
privilege. 

(E) PROCUREMENT OF TEMPORARY AND 
INTERMITTENT SERVICES.—The Chairperson of 
the Committee may procure temporary and 
intermittent services under section 3109(b) of 
title 5, United States Code, at rates for indi- 
viduals that do not exceed the daily equiva- 
lent of the annual rate of basic pay pre- 
scribed for level V of the Executive Schedule 
under section 5316 of that title. 

(5) TERMINATION OF THE COMMITTEE.—The 
Committee shall terminate 90 days after the 
date on which the Committee submits the re- 
port under paragraph (2)(C). 

(6) FUNDING.—Of the amounts authorized to 
be expended from either Fund, $1,000,000 shall 
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be made available from either Fund during 
fiscal year 2017 to carry out this subsection, 
to remain available until expended. 

(e) INDIAN DAM SURVEYS.— 

(1) TRIBAL REPORTS.—The Secretary shall 
request that, not less frequently than once 
every 180 days, each Indian tribe submit to 
the Secretary a report providing an inven- 
tory of the dams located on the land of the 
Indian tribe. 

(2) BIA REPORTS.—Not less frequently than 
once each year, the Secretary shall submit 
to Congress a report describing the condition 
of each dam under the partial or total juris- 
diction of the Secretary. 

(f) FLOOD PLAIN MANAGEMENT PILOT PRO- 
GRAM.— 

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall 
establish, within the Bureau of Indian Af- 
fairs, a flood plain management pilot pro- 
gram (referred to in this subsection as the 
“program’’) to provide, at the request of an 
Indian tribe, guidance to the Indian tribe re- 
lating to best practices for the mitigation 
and prevention of floods, including consulta- 
tion with the Indian tribe on— 

(A) flood plain mapping; or 

(B) new construction planning. 

(2) TERMINATION.—The program shall ter- 
minate on the date that is 4 years after the 
date of enactment of this Act. 

(3) FUNDING.—Of the amounts authorized to 
be expended from either Fund, $250,000 shall 
be made available from either Fund during 
each of fiscal years 2017, 2018, and 2019 to 
carry out this subsection, to remain avail- 
able until expended. 

SEC. 3008. REHABILITATION OF CORPS OF ENGI- 
NEERS CONSTRUCTED FLOOD CON- 
TROL DAMS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—If the Secretary deter- 
mines that the project is feasible, the Sec- 
retary may carry out a project for the reha- 
bilitation of a dam described in subsection 
(b). 

(b) ELIGIBLE DAMS.—A dam eligible for as- 
sistance under this section is a dam— 

(1) that has been constructed, in whole or 
in part, by the Corps of Engineers for flood 
control purposes; 

(2) for which construction was completed 
before 1940; 

(3) that is classified as ‘‘Shigh hazard poten- 
tial” by the State dam safety agency of the 
State in which the dam is located; and 

(4) that is operated by a non-Federal enti- 
ty. 

(c) COST SHARING.—Non-Federal interests 
shall provide 35 percent of the cost of con- 
struction of any project carried out under 
this section, including provision of all land, 
easements, rights-of-way, and necessary re- 
locations. 

(d) AGREEMENTS.—Construction of a 
project under this section shall be initiated 
only after a non-Federal interest has entered 
into a binding agreement with the Sec- 
retary— 

(1) to pay the non-Federal share of the 
costs of construction under subsection (c); 
and 

(2) to pay 100 percent of any operation, 
maintenance, and replacement and rehabili- 
tation costs with respect to the project in 
accordance with regulations prescribed by 
the Secretary. 

(e) COST LIMITATION.—The Secretary shall 
not expend more than $10,000,000 for a project 
at any single dam under this section. 

(f) FUNDING.—There is authorized to be ap- 
propriated to carry out this section 
$10,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2017 
through 2026. 
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TITLE IV—RIVER BASINS, WATERSHEDS, 
AND COASTAL AREAS 
SEC. 4001. GULF COAST OYSTER BED RECOVERY 
PLAN. 

(a) DEFINITION OF GULF STATES.—In this 
section, the term ‘‘Gulf States” means each 
of the States of Alabama, Florida, Louisiana, 
Mississippi, and Texas. 

(b) GULF COAST OYSTER BED RECOVERY 
PLAN.—The Secretary, in coordination with 
the Gulf States, shall develop and implement 
a plan to assist in the recovery of oyster 
beds on the coast of Gulf States that were 
damaged by events including— 

(1) Hurricane Katrina in 2005; 

(2) the Deep Water Horizon oil spill in 2010; 
and 

(8) floods in 2011 and 2016. 

(c) INCLUSION.—The plan developed under 
subsection (b) shall address the beneficial 
use of dredged material in providing sub- 
strate for oyster bed development. 

(d) SUBMISSION.—Not later than 18 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall submit to the Committee of 
Environment and Public Works of the Senate 
and the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure of the House of Representa- 
tives the plan developed under subsection 
(b). 

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary to carry out this section $2,000,000, 
to remain available until expended. 

SEC. 4002. COLUMBIA RIVER, PLATTE RIVER, AND 
ARKANSAS RIVER. 

(a) ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION.—Section 
536(g) of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 2000 (Public Law 106-541; 114 Stat. 2662; 
128 Stat. 1314) is amended by striking 
‘*$50,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$75,000,000’’. 

(b) WATERCRAFT INSPECTION STATIONS.— 
Section 104 of the River and Harbor Act of 
1958 (33 U.S.C. 610) is amended— 

(1) by striking subsection (b) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to 
be appropriated such sums as are necessary, 
but not more than $65,000,000, to carry out 
this section for each fiscal year, of which— 

“(A) $20,000,000 shall be made available to 
carry out subsection (d)(1)(A)(i); and 

‘“(B) $25,000,000 shall be made available to 
carry out clauses (ii) and (iii) of subsection 
DAA). 

‘“(2) ALLOCATION.—Any funds made avail- 
able under paragraph (1) that are employed 
for control operations shall be allocated by 
the Chief of Engineers on a priority basis, 
based on— 

“(A) the urgency and need of each area; 
and 

‘“(B) the availability of local funds.”; and 

(2) in subsection (d)— 

(A) by striking paragraph (1) and inserting 
the following: 

“(1) ESTABLISHMENT, OPERATION, AND MAIN- 
TENANCE.— 

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out this sec- 
tion, the Secretary may establish, operate, 
and maintain watercraft inspection stations 
to protect— 

‘“(i) the Columbia River Basin; 

‘“(ii) the Platte River Basin located in the 
States of Colorado, Nebraska, and Wyoming; 
and 

‘“(iii) the Arkansas River Basin located in 
the States of Arkansas, Colorado, Kansas, 
New Mexico, Oklahoma, and Texas. 

“(B) LOCATION.—The watercraft inspection 
stations under subparagraph (A) shall be lo- 
cated in areas, as determined by the Sec- 
retary, with the highest likelihood of pre- 


September 15, 2016 


venting the spread of aquatic invasive spe- 
cies at reservoirs operated and maintained 
by the Secretary.’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (8), by striking subpara- 
graph (A) and inserting the following: 

“(A) the Governor of each State in which a 
station is established under paragraph (1);’’. 

(c) TRIBAL HOUSING.— 

(1) DEFINITION OF REPORT.—In this sub- 
section, the term “report” means the final 
report for the Portland District, Corps of En- 
gineers, entitled ‘‘Columbia River Treaty 
Fishing Access Sites, Oregon and Wash- 
ington: Fact-finding Review on Tribal Hous- 
ing” and dated November 19, 2013. 

(2) ASSISTANCE AUTHORIZED.—As replace- 
ment housing for Indian families displaced 
due to the construction of the Bonneville 
Dam, on the request of the Secretary of the 
Interior, the Secretary may provide assist- 
ance on land transferred by the Department 
of the Army to the Department of the Inte- 
rior pursuant to title IV of Public Law 100- 
581 (102 Stat. 2944; 110 Stat. 766; 110 Stat. 3762; 
114 Stat. 2679; 118 Stat. 544) for the number of 
families estimated in the report as having 
received no relocation assistance. 

(3) StTuDY.—The Secretary shall— 

(A) conduct a study to determine the num- 
ber of Indian people displaced by the con- 
struction of the John Day Dam; and 

(B) identify a plan for suitable housing to 
replace housing lost to the construction of 
the John Day Dam. 

(d) COLUMBIA AND LOWER WILLAMETTE RIV- 
ERS BELOW VANCOUVER, WASHINGTON AND OR- 
EGON.—The Secretary shall conduct a study 
to determine the feasibility of modifying the 
project for navigation, Columbia and Lower 
Willamette Rivers below Vancouver, Wash- 
ington and Portland, Oregon, authorized by 
section 101 of the River and Harbor Act of 
1962 (Public Law 87-874; 76 Stat. 1177) to ad- 
dress safety risks. 

SEC. 4003. MISSOURI RIVER. 

(a) RESERVOIR SEDIMENT MANAGEMENT.— 

(1) DEFINITION OF SEDIMENT MANAGEMENT 
PLAN.—In this subsection, the term ‘“‘sedi- 
ment management plan” means a plan for 
preventing sediment from reducing water 
storage capacity at a reservoir and increas- 
ing water storage capacity through sediment 
removal at a reservoir. 

(2) UPPER MISSOURI RIVER BASIN PILOT PRO- 
GRAM.—The Secretary shall carry out a pilot 
program for the development and implemen- 
tation of sediment management plans for 
reservoirs owned and operated by the Sec- 
retary in the Upper Missouri River Basin, on 
request by project beneficiaries. 

(3) PLAN ELEMENTS.—A sediment manage- 
ment plan under paragraph (2) shall— 

(A) provide opportunities for project bene- 
ficiaries and other stakeholders to partici- 
pate in sediment management decisions; 

(B) evaluate the volume of sediment in a 
reservoir and impacts on storage capacity; 

(C) identify preliminary sediment manage- 
ment options, including sediment dikes and 
dredging; 

(D) identify constraints; 

(E) assess technical feasibility, economic 
justification, and environmental impacts; 

(F) identify beneficial uses for sediment; 
and 

(G) to the maximum extent practicable, 
use, develop, and demonstrate innovative, 
cost-saving technologies, including struc- 
tural and nonstructural technologies and de- 
signs, to manage sediment. 

(4) COST SHARE.—The beneficiaries request- 
ing the plan shall share in the cost of devel- 
opment and implementation of a sediment 
management plan allocated in accordance 
with the benefits to be received. 
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(5) CONTRIBUTED FUNDS.—The Secretary 
may accept funds from non-Federal interests 
and other Federal agencies to develop and 
implement a sediment management plan 
under this subsection. 

(6) GUIDANCE.—The Secretary shall use the 
knowledge gained through the development 
and implementation of sediment manage- 
ment plans under paragraph (2) to develop 
guidance for sediment management at other 
reservoirs. 

(7) PARTNERSHIP WITH SECRETARY OF THE IN- 
TERIOR.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall carry 
out the pilot program established under this 
subsection in partnership with the Secretary 
of the Interior, and the program may apply 
to reservoirs managed or owned by the Bu- 
reau of Reclamation on execution of a 
memorandum of agreement between the Sec- 
retary and the Secretary of the Interior es- 
tablishing the framework for a partnership 
and the terms and conditions for sharing ex- 
pertise and resources. 

(B) LEAD AGENCY.—The Secretary that has 
primary jurisdiction over the reservoir shall 
take the lead in developing and imple- 
menting a sediment management plan for 
that reservoir. 

(8) OTHER AUTHORITIES NOT AFFECTED.— 
Nothing in this subsection affects sediment 
management or the share of costs paid by 
Federal and non-Federal interests relating to 
sediment management under any other pro- 
vision of law (including regulations). 

(b) SNOWPACK AND DROUGHT MONITORING.— 
Section 4003(a) of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (Public 
Law 113-121; 128 Stat. 1311) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘(5) LEAD AGENCY.—The Corps of Engineers 
shall be the lead agency for carrying out and 
coordinating the activities described in para- 
graph (1).’’. 

SEC. 4004. PUGET SOUND NEARSHORE ECO- 
SYSTEM RESTORATION. 

Section 544(f) of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 2000 (Public Law 106-541; 
114 Stat. 2675) is amended by striking 
‘*$5,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$10,000,000’’. 

SEC. 4005. ICE JAM PREVENTION AND MITIGA- 
TION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may carry 
out projects under section 205 of the Flood 
Control Act of 1948 (33 U.S.C. 701s), including 
planning, design, construction, and moni- 
toring of structural and nonstructural tech- 
nologies and measures for preventing and 
mitigating flood damages associated with ice 
jams. 

(b) INCLUSION.—The projects described in 
subsection (a) may include the development 
and demonstration of cost-effective tech- 
nologies and designs developed in consulta- 
tion with— 

(1) the Cold Regions Research and Engi- 
neering Laboratory of the Corps of Engi- 
neers; 

(2) universities; 

(3) Federal, State, and local agencies; and 

(4) private organizations. 

(c) PILOT PROGRAM.— 

(1) AUTHORIZATION.—In addition to the 
funding authorized under section 205 of the 
Flood Control Act of 1948 (33 U.S.C. 701s), the 
Secretary is authorized to expend $30,000,000 
to carry out pilot projects to demonstrate 
technologies and designs developed in ac- 
cordance with this section. 

(2) PRIORITY.—In carrying out pilot 
projects under paragraph (1), the Secretary 
shall give priority to projects in the Upper 
Missouri River Basin. 
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(3) SUNSET.—The pilot program under this 
subsection shall terminate on December 31, 
2026. 

SEC. 4006. CHESAPEAKE BAY OYSTER RESTORA- 
TION. 

Section 704(b)(1) of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2263(b)(1)) 
is amended by striking ‘‘$60,000,000’’ and in- 
serting ‘‘$100,000,000’’. 

SEC. 4007. NORTH ATLANTIC COASTAL REGION. 

Section 4009 of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (Public 
Law 118-121; 128 Stat. 1316) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘conduct 
a study to determine the feasibility of car- 
rying out projects” and inserting ‘‘develop a 
comprehensive assessment and management 
plan at Federal expense”; 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking the sub- 
section designation and heading and all that 
follows through ‘‘In carrying out the study” 
and inserting the following: 

‘(b) ASSESSMENT AND MANAGEMENT PLAN.— 
In developing the comprehensive assessment 
and management plan’’; and 

(3) in subsection (c)(1), in the matter pre- 
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking ‘“‘identi- 
fied in the study pursuant to subsection (a)” 
and inserting ‘‘identified in the comprehen- 
sive assessment and management plan under 
this section’’. 

SEC. 4008. RIO GRANDE. 

Section 5056(f) of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 2007 (Public Law 110-114; 
121 Stat. 1214; 128 Stat. 1315) is amended by 
striking ‘‘2019’’ and inserting ‘‘2024’’. 

SEC. 4009. TEXAS COASTAL AREA. 

In carrying out the Coastal Texas eco- 
system protection and restoration study au- 
thorized by section 4091 of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 2007 (Public Law 
110-114; 121 Stat. 1187), the Secretary shall 
consider studies, data, or information devel- 
oped by the Gulf Coast Community Protec- 
tion and Recovery District to expedite com- 
pletion of the study. 

SEC. 4010. UPPER MISSISSIPPI AND ILLINOIS RIV- 
ERS FLOOD RISK MANAGEMENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con- 
duct a study at Federal expense to determine 
the feasibility of carrying out projects to ad- 
dress systemic flood damage reduction in the 
upper Mississippi and Illinois River basins. 

(b) PURPOSE.—The purposes of the study 
under subsection (a) are— 

(1) to develop an integrated, comprehen- 
sive, and systems-based approach to mini- 
mize the threat to health and safety result- 
ing from flooding by using structural and 
nonstructural flood risk management meas- 
ures; 

(2) to reduce damages and costs associated 
with flooding; 

(3) to identify opportunities to support en- 
vironmental sustainability and restoration 
goals of the Upper Mississippi River and Illi- 
nois River floodplain as part of any systemic 
flood risk management plan; and 

(4) to seek opportunities to address, in con- 
cert with flood risk management measures, 
other floodplain specific problems, needs, 
and opportunities. 

(c) STUDY COMPONENTS.—In carrying out 
the study under subsection (a), the Secretary 
shall— 

(1) as appropriate, coordinate with the 
heads of other appropriate Federal agencies, 
the Governors of the States within the Upper 
Mississippi and Illinois River basins, the ap- 
propriate levee and drainage districts, non- 
profit organizations, and other interested 
parties; 

(2) recommend projects for reconstruction 
of existing levee systems so as to develop 
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and maintain a comprehensive system for 
flood risk reduction and floodplain manage- 
ment; 

(3) perform a systemic analysis of critical 
transportation systems to determine the fea- 
sibility of protecting river approaches for 
land-based systems, highways, and railroads; 

(4) develop a basin-wide hydrologic model 
for the Upper Mississippi River System and 
update as changes occur and new data is 
available; and 

(5) use, to the maximum extent prac- 
ticable, any existing plans and data. 

(d) BASIS FOR RECOMMENDATIONS.—In rec- 
ommending a project under subsection (c)(2), 
the Secretary may justify the project based 
on system-wide benefits. 

SEC. 4011. SALTON SEA, CALIFORNIA. 

Section 3032 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 2007 (Public Law 110-114; 121 
Stat. 1113) is amended— 

(1) in the section heading, by inserting 
“PROGRAM” after ‘‘RESTORATION’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in the subsection heading, by striking 
“PILOT PROJECTS” and inserting ‘‘PROGRAM”’; 

(B) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) and 
(B) as subparagraphs (B) and (C), respec- 
tively; 

(ii) by inserting before subparagraph (B) 
(as redesignated) the following: 

“(A) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall 
carry out a program to implement projects 
to restore the Salton Sea in accordance with 
this section.”’; 

(iii) in subparagraph (B) (as redesignated 
by clause (i)), by striking ‘‘the pilot”; and 

(iv) in subparagraph (C) (as redesignated by 
clause (i))— 

(I) in clause (i), in the matter preceding 
subclause (I), by striking ‘‘the pilot projects 
referred to in subparagraph (A)’’ and insert- 
ing ‘‘the projects referred to in subparagraph 
(B)”; 

(II) in subclause (I), by inserting ‘‘, Salton 
Sea Authority, or other non-Federal inter- 
est’’ before the semicolon at the end; and 

(III) in subclause (II), by striking ‘‘pilot’’; 

(C) in paragraph (2), in the matter pre- 
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘pilot’’; 
and 

(D) in paragraph (3)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘pilot’’ each place it ap- 
pears; and 

(ii) by inserting ‘‘, Salton Sea Authority, 
or other non-Federal interest” after “State”; 
and 

(3) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘pilot’’. 
SEC. 4012. ADJUSTMENT. 

Section 219(f)(25) of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1992 (Public Law 102-580; 
113 Stat. 336) is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘Berkeley’’ before ‘‘Cal- 
houn’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘Orangeberg, and Sumter” 
and inserting ‘‘and Orangeberg’’. 

SEC. 4013. COASTAL RESILIENCY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 4014(b) of the 
Water Resources Reform and Development 
Act of 2014 (83 U.S.C. 2808a(b)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘Indian 
tribes,” after ‘‘nonprofit organizations,” ; 

(2) by redesignating paragraphs (3) and (4) 
as paragraphs (4) and (5), respectively; and 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(8) give priority to projects in commu- 
nities the existence of which is threatened 
by rising sea level, including projects relat- 
ing to shoreline restoration, tidal marsh res- 
toration, dunal habitats to protect coastal 
infrastructure, reduction of future and exist- 
ing emergency repair costs, and projects that 
use dredged materials;”. 
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(b) INTERAGENCY COORDINATION ON COASTAL 
RESILIENCE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con- 
vene an interagency working group on resil- 
ience to extreme weather, which will coordi- 
nate research, data, and Federal investments 
related to sea level rise, resiliency, and vul- 
nerability to extreme weather, including 
coastal resilience. 

(2) CONSULTATION.—The interagency work- 
ing group convened under paragraph (1) 
shall— 

(A) participate in any activity carried out 
by an organization authorized by a State to 
study and issue recommendations on how to 
address the impacts on Federal assets of re- 
current flooding and sea level rise, including 
providing consultation regarding policies, 
programs, studies, plans, and best practices 
relating to recurrent flooding and sea level 
rise in areas with significant Federal assets; 
and 

(B) share physical, biological, and socio- 
economic data among such State organiza- 
tions, as appropriate. 

SEC. 4014. REGIONAL INTERGOVERNMENTAL 
COLLABORATION ON COASTAL RE- 
SILIENCE. 

(a) REGIONAL ASSESSMENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may con- 
duct regional assessments of coastal and 
back bay protection and of Federal and State 
policies and programs related to coastal 
water resources, including— 

(A) an assessment of the probability and 
the extent of coastal flooding and erosion, 
including back bay and estuarine flooding; 

(B) recommendations for policies and other 
measures related to regional Federal, State, 
local, and private participation in shoreline 
and back-bay protection projects; 

(C) an evaluation of the performance of ex- 
isting Federal coastal storm damage reduc- 
tion, ecosystem restoration, and navigation 
projects, including recommendations for the 
improvement of those projects; 

(D) an assessment of the value and impacts 
of implementation of regional, systems- 
based, watershed-based, and interstate ap- 
proaches if practicable; 

(E) recommendations for the demonstra- 
tion of methodologies for resilience through 
the use of natural and nature-based infra- 
structure approaches, as appropriate; and 

(F) recommendations regarding alternative 
sources of funding for new and existing 
projects. 

(2) COOPERATION.—In carrying out para- 
graph (1), the Secretary shall cooperate 
with— 

(A) heads of appropriate Federal agencies; 

(B) States that have approved coastal man- 
agement programs and appropriate agencies 
of those States; 

(C) local governments; and 

(D) the private sector. 

(b) STREAMLINING.—In carrying out this 
section, the Secretary shall— 

(1) to the maximum extent practicable, use 
existing research done by Federal, State, re- 
gional, local, and private entities to elimi- 
nate redundancies and related costs; 

(2) receive from any of the entities de- 
scribed in subsection (a)(2)— 

(A) contributed funds; or 

(B) research that may be eligible for credit 
as work-in-kind under applicable Federal 
law; and 

(3) enable each District or combination of 
Districts of the Corps of Engineers that 
jointly participate in carrying out an assess- 
ment under this section to consider region- 
ally appropriate engineering, biological, eco- 
logical, social, economic, and other factors 
in carrying out the assessment. 
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(c) REPORTS.—The Secretary shall submit 
to the Committee on Environment and Pub- 
lic Works of the Senate and the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives all reports and rec- 
ommendations prepared under this section, 
together with any necessary supporting doc- 
umentation. 

SEC. 4015. SOUTH ATLANTIC COASTAL STUDY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con- 
duct a study of the coastal areas located 
within the geographical boundaries of the 
South Atlantic Division of the Corps of Engi- 
neers to identify the risks and 
vulnerabilities of those areas to increased 
hurricane and storm damage as a result of 
sea level rise. 

(b) REQUIREMENTS.—In carrying out the 
study under subsection (a), the Secretary 
shall— 

(1) conduct a comprehensive analysis of 
current hurricane and storm damage reduc- 
tion measures with an emphasis on regional 
sediment management practices to sus- 
tainably maintain or enhance current levels 
of storm protection; 

(2) identify risks and coastal vulner- 
abilities in the areas affected by sea level 
rise; 

(3) recommend measures to address the 
vulnerabilities described in paragraph (2); 
and 

(4) develop a long-term strategy for— 

(A) addressing increased hurricane and 
storm damages that result from rising sea 
levels; and 

(B) identifying opportunities to enhance 
resiliency, increase sustainability, and lower 
risks in— 

(i) populated areas; 

(ii) areas of concentrated economic devel- 
opment; and 

(iii) areas with vulnerable environmental 
resources. 

(c) CONSULTATION.—The Secretary shall co- 
ordinate, as appropriate, with the heads of 
other Federal departments and agencies, the 
Governors of the affected States, regional 
governmental agencies, and units of local 
government to address coastal impacts re- 
sulting from sea level rise. 

(d) REPORT.—Not later than 4 years after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec- 
retary shall submit to the Committee on En- 
vironment and Public Works of the Senate 
and the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure of the House of Representa- 
tives a report recommending specific and 
detailed actions to address risks and 
vulnerabilities of the areas described in sub- 
section (a) to increased hurricane and storm 
damage as a result of sea level rise. 

SEC. 4016. KANAWHA RIVER BASIN. 

The Secretary shall conduct studies to de- 
termine the feasibility of implementing 
projects for flood risk management, eco- 
system restoration, navigation, water sup- 
ply, recreation, and other water resource re- 
lated purposes within the Kanawha River 
Basin, West Virginia, Virginia, and North 
Carolina. 

SEC. 4017. CONSIDERATION OF FULL ARRAY OF 
MEASURES FOR COASTAL RISK RE- 
DUCTION. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) NATURAL FEATURE.—The term ‘‘natural 
feature” means a feature that is created 
through the action of physical, geological, 
biological, and chemical processes over time. 

(2) NATURE-BASED FEATURE.—The term ‘‘na- 
ture-based feature” means a feature that is 
created by human design, engineering, and 
construction to protect, and in concert with, 
natural processes to provide risk reduction 
in coastal areas. 
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(b) REQUIREMENT.—In developing projects 
for coastal risk reduction, the Secretary 
shall consider, as appropriate— 

(1) natural features; 

(2) nature-based features; 

(3) nonstructural measures; and 

(4) structural measures. 

(c) REPORT TO CONGRESS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than February 1, 
2020, the Secretary shall submit to the Com- 
mittee on Environment and Public Works of 
the Senate and the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure of the House of 
Representatives a report on the implementa- 
tion of subsection (b). 

(2) CONTENTS.—The report under paragraph 
(1) shall include, at a minimum, the fol- 
lowing: 

(A) A description of guidance or instruc- 
tions issued, and other measures taken, by 
the Secretary and the Chief of Engineers to 
implement subsection (b). 

(B) An assessment of the costs, benefits, 
impacts, and trade-offs associated with 
measures recommended by the Secretary for 
coastal risk reduction and the effectiveness 
of those measures. 

(C) A description of any statutory, fiscal, 
or regulatory barriers to the appropriate 
consideration and use of a full array of meas- 
ures for coastal risk reduction. 

SEC. 4018. WATERFRONT COMMUNITY REVITAL- 
IZATION AND RESILIENCY. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 

(1) many communities in the United States 
were developed along waterfronts; 

(2) water proximity and access is a recog- 
nized economic driver; 

(3) water shortages faced by parts of the 
United States underscore the need to man- 
age water sustainably and restore water 
quality; 

(4) interest in waterfront revitalization 
and development has grown, while the cir- 
cumstances driving waterfront development 
have changed; 

(5) waterfront communities face challenges 
to revitalizing and leveraging water re- 
sources, such as outdated development pat- 
terns, deteriorated water infrastructure, in- 
dustrial contamination of soil and sediment, 
and lack of public access to the waterfront, 
which are often compounded by overarching 
economic distress in the community; 

(6) public investment in waterfront com- 
munity development and infrastructure 
should reflect changing ecosystem condi- 
tions and extreme weather projections to en- 
sure strategic, resilient investments; 

(7) individual communities have unique 
priorities, concerns, and opportunities re- 
lated to waterfront restoration and commu- 
nity revitalization; and 

(8) the Secretary of Commerce has unique 
expertise in Great Lakes and ocean coastal 
resiliency and economic development. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) INDIAN TRIBE.—The term ‘‘Indian tribe’’ 
has the meaning given the term in section 4 
of the Indian Self-Determination and Edu- 
cation Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 5304). 

(2) RESILIENT WATERFRONT COMMUNITY.— 
The term ‘“‘resilient waterfront community” 
means a unit of local government or Indian 
tribe that is— 

(A)(i) bound in part by— 

(I) a Great Lake; or 

(II) an ocean; or 

(ii) bordered or traversed by a riverfront or 
an inland lake; 

(B) self-nominated as a resilient water- 
front community; and 

(C) designated by the Secretary as a resil- 
ient waterfront community on the basis of 
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the development by the community of an eli- 
gible resilient waterfront community plan, 
with eligibility determined by the Secretary 
after considering the requirements of para- 
graphs (2) and (3) of subsection (c). 

(3) SECRETARY.—The term “Secretary” 
means the Secretary of Commerce. 

(c) RESILIENT WATERFRONT COMMUNITIES 
DESIGNATION.— 

(1) DESIGNATION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(B), the Secretary shall designate resilient 
waterfront communities based on the extent 
to which a community meets the criteria de- 
scribed in paragraph (2). 

(B) COLLABORATION.—For inland lake and 
riverfront communities, in making the des- 
ignation described in subparagraph (A), the 
Secretary shall work with the Administrator 
of the Environmental Protection Agency and 
the heads of other Federal agencies, as the 
Secretary determines to be necessary. 

(2) RESILIENT WATERFRONT COMMUNITY 
PLAN.—A resilient waterfront community 
plan is a community-driven vision and plan 
that is developed— 

(A) voluntarily at the discretion of the 
community— 

(i) to respond to local needs; or 

(ii) to take advantage of new water-ori- 
ented opportunities; 

(B) with the leadership of the relevant gov- 
ernmental entity or Indian tribe with the ac- 
tive participation of— 

(i) community residents; 

(ii) utilities; and 

(iii) interested business and nongovern- 
mental stakeholders; 

(C) as a new document or by amending or 
compiling community planning documents, 
as necessary, at the discretion of the Sec- 
retary; 

(D) in consideration of all applicable Fed- 
eral and State coastal zone management 
planning requirements; 

(E) to address economic 
strengths; and 

(F) to complement and incorporate the ob- 
jectives and recommendations of applicable 
regional economic plans. 

(3) COMPONENTS OF A RESILIENT WATER- 
FRONT COMMUNITY PLAN.—A resilient water- 
front community plan shall— 

(A) consider all, or a portion of, the water- 
front area and adjacent land and water to 
which the waterfront is connected eco- 
logically, economically, or through local 
governmental or tribal boundaries; 

(B) describe a vision and plan for the com- 
munity to develop as a vital and resilient 
waterfront community, integrating consider- 
ation of— 

(i) the economic opportunities resulting 
from water proximity and access, including— 

(I) water-dependent industries; 

(II) water-oriented commerce; and 

(IIT) recreation and tourism; 

(ii) the community relationship to the 
water, including— 

(I) quality of life; 

(II) public health; 

(IIT) community heritage; and 

(IV) public access, particularly in areas in 
which publicly funded ecosystem restoration 
is underway; 

(iii) ecosystem challenges and projections, 
including unresolved and emerging impacts 
to the health and safety of the waterfront 
and projections for extreme weather and 
water conditions; 

(iv) infrastructure needs and opportunities, 
to facilitate strategic and sustainable cap- 
ital investments in— 

(I) docks, piers, and harbor facilities; 
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(II) protection against storm surges, 
waves, and flooding; 
(III) stormwater, sanitary sewer, and 


drinking water systems, including green in- 
frastructure and opportunities to control 
nonpoint source runoff; and 

(IV) other community facilities and pri- 
vate development; and 

(v) such other factors as are determined by 
the Secretary to align with metrics or indi- 
cators for resiliency, considering environ- 
mental and economic changes. 

(4) DURATION.—After the designation of a 
community as a resilient waterfront commu- 
nity under paragraph (1), a resilient water- 
front community plan developed in accord- 
ance with paragraphs (2) and (3) may be— 

(A) effective for the 10-year period begin- 
ning on the date on which the Secretary ap- 
proves the resilient waterfront community 
plan; and 

(B) updated by the resilient waterfront 
community and submitted to the Secretary 
for the approval of the Secretary before the 
expiration of the 10-year period. 

(d) RESILIENT WATERFRONT COMMUNITIES 
NETWORK.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall de- 
velop and maintain a resilient waterfront 
communities network to facilitate the shar- 
ing of best practices among waterfront com- 
munities. 

(2) PUBLIC RECOGNITION.—In consultation 
with designated resilient waterfront commu- 
nities, the Secretary shall provide formal 
public recognition of the designated resilient 
waterfront communities to promote tourism, 
investment, or other benefits. 

(e) WATERFRONT COMMUNITY REVITALIZA- 
TION ACTIVITIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—To support a community 
in leveraging other sources of public and pri- 
vate investment, the Secretary may use ex- 
isting authority to support— 

(A) the development of a resilient water- 
front community plan, including planning 
and feasibility analysis; and 

(B) the implementation of strategic com- 
ponents of a resilient waterfront community 
plan after the resilient waterfront commu- 
nity plan has been approved by the Sec- 
retary. 

(2) NON-FEDERAL PARTNERS.— 

(A) LEAD NON-FEDERAL PARTNERS.—A unit 
of local government or an Indian tribe shall 
be eligible to be considered as a lead non- 
Federal partner if the unit of local govern- 
ment or Indian tribe is— 

(i) bound in part by— 

(I) a Great Lake; or 

(II) an ocean; or 

(ii) bordered or traversed by a riverfront or 
an inland lake. 

(B) NON-FEDERAL IMPLEMENTATION PART- 
NERS.—Subject to paragraph (4)(C), a lead 
non-Federal partner may contract with an 
eligible non-Federal implementation partner 
for implementation activities described in 
paragraph (4)(B). 

(3) PLANNING ACTIVITIES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Technical assistance may 
be provided for the development of a resil- 
ient waterfront community plan. 

(B) ELIGIBLE PLANNING ACTIVITIES.—In de- 
veloping a resilient waterfront community 
plan, a resilient waterfront community 
may— 

(i) conduct community visioning and out- 
reach; 

(ii) identify challenges and opportunities; 

(iii) develop strategies and solutions; 

(iv) prepare plan materials, including text, 
maps, design, and preliminary engineering; 

(v) collaborate across local agencies and 
work with regional, State, and Federal agen- 
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cies to identify, understand, and develop re- 
sponses to changing ecosystem and economic 
circumstances; and 

(vi) conduct other planning activities that 
the Secretary considers necessary for the de- 
velopment of a resilient waterfront commu- 
nity plan that responds to revitalization and 
resiliency issues confronted by the resilient 
waterfront community. 

(4) IMPLEMENTATION ACTIVITIES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Implementation assist- 
ance may be provided— 

(i) to initiate implementation of a resilient 
waterfront community plan and facilitate 
high-quality development, including 
leveraging local and private sector invest- 
ment; and 

(ii) to address strategic community prior- 
ities that are identified in the resilient wa- 
terfront community plan. 

(B) ASSISTANCE.—Assistance may be pro- 
vided to advance implementation activities, 
such as— 

(i) site preparation; 

(ii) environmental review; 

(iii) engineering and design; 

(iv) acquiring easements or land for uses 
such as green infrastructure, public amen- 
ities, or assembling development sites; 

(v) updates to zoning codes; 

(vi) construction of— 

(I) public waterfront or boating amenities; 
and 

(II) public spaces; 

(vii) infrastructure upgrades to improve 
coastal resiliency; 

(viii) economic and community develop- 
ment marketing and outreach; and 

(ix) other activities at the discretion of the 
Secretary. 

(C) IMPLEMENTATION PARTNERS.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—To assist in the comple- 
tion of implementation activities, a lead 
non-Federal partner may contract or other- 
wise collaborate with a non-Federal imple- 
mentation partner, including— 

(I) a nonprofit organization; 

(II) a public utility; 

(III) a private entity; 

(IV) an institution of higher education; 

(V) a State government; or 

(VI) a regional organization. 

(ii) LEAD NON-FEDERAL PARTNER RESPONSI- 
BILITY.—The lead non-Federal partner shall 
ensure that assistance and resources re- 
ceived by the lead non-Federal partner to ad- 
vance the resilient waterfront community 
plan of the lead non-Federal partner and for 
related activities are used for the purposes 
of, and in a manner consistent with, any ini- 
tiative advanced by the Secretary for the 
purpose of promoting waterfront community 
revitalization and resiliency. 

(5) USE OF NON-FEDERAL RESOURCES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—A resilient waterfront 
community receiving assistance under this 
subsection shall provide non-Federal funds 
toward completion of planning or implemen- 
tation activities. 

(B) NON-FEDERAL RESOURCES.—Non-Federal 
funds may be provided by— 

(i) 1 or more units of local or tribal govern- 
ment; 

(ii) a State government; 

(iii) a nonprofit organization; 

(iv) a private entity; 

(v) a foundation; 

(vi) a public utility; or 

(vii) a regional organization. 

(f) INTERAGENCY AWARENESS.—At regular 
intervals, the Secretary shall provide a list 
of resilient waterfront communities to the 
applicable States and the heads of national 
and regional offices of interested Federal 
agencies, including at a minimum— 
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(1) the Secretary of Transportation; 

(2) the Secretary of Agriculture; 

(3) the Administrator of the Environ- 
mental Protection Agency; 

(4) the Administrator of the Federal Emer- 
gency Management Agency; 

(5) the Assistant Secretary of the Army for 
Civil Works; 

(6) the Secretary of the Interior; and 

(7) the Secretary of Housing and Urban De- 
velopment. 

(€) No NEW REGULATORY AUTHORITY.— 
Nothing in this section may be construed as 
establishing new authority for any Federal 
agency. 

(h) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary to carry out this section $25,000,000 
for each of fiscal years 2017 through 2021. 

(i) FUNDING.—Out of any funds in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall transfer to 
the Secretary to carry out this section 
$800,000, to remain available until expended. 
SEC. 4019. TABLE ROCK LAKE, ARKANSAS AND 

MISSOURI. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, the Secretary— 

(1) shall include a 60-day public comment 
period for the Table Rock Lake Master Plan 
and Table Rock Lake Shoreline Management 
Plan revision; and 

(2) shall finalize the revision for the Table 
Rock Lake Master Plan and Table Rock 
Lake Shoreline Management Plan during the 
2-year period beginning on the date of enact- 
ment of this Act. 

(b) SHORELINE USE PERMITS.—During the 
period described in subsection (a)(2), the Sec- 
retary shall lift or suspend the moratorium 
on the issuance of new, and modifications to 
existing, shoreline use permits based on the 
existing Table Rock Lake Master Plan and 
Table Rock Lake Shoreline Management 
Plan. 

(c) OVERSIGHT COMMITTEE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 120 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall establish an oversight com- 
mittee (referred to in this subsection as the 
“Committee’’). 

(2) PURPOSES.—The purposes of the Com- 
mittee shall be— 

(A) to review any permit to be issued under 
the existing Table Rock Lake Master Plan at 
the recommendation of the District Engi- 
neer; and 

(B) to advise the District Engineer on revi- 
sions to the new Table Rock Lake Master 
Plan and Table Rock Lake Shoreline Man- 
agement Plan. 

(3) MEMBERSHIP.—Membership in the Com- 
mittee shall not exceed 6 members and shall 
include— 

(A) not more than 1 representative each 
from the State of Missouri and the State of 
Arkansas; 

(B) not more than 1 representative each 
from local economic development organiza- 
tions with jurisdiction over Table Rock 
Lake; and 

(C) not more than 1 representative each 
representing the boating and conservation 
interests of Table Rock Lake. 

(4) StuDy.—The Secretary shall— 

(A) carry out a study on the need to revise 
permit fees relating to Table Rock Lake to 
better reflect the cost of issuing those fees 
and achieve cost savings; 

(B) submit to Congress a report on the re- 
sults of the study described in subparagraph 
(A); and 

(C) begin implementation of the new per- 
mit fee structure based on the findings of the 
study described in subparagraph (A). 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


SEC. 4020. PEARL RIVER BASIN, MISSISSIPPI. 

The Secretary shall expedite review and 
decision on the recommendation for the 
project for flood damage reduction author- 
ized by section 401(e)(3) of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 1986 (100 Stat. 
4132), as amended by section 3104 of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 2007 
(121 Stat. 1134), submitted to the Secretary 
under section 211 of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 1996 (33 U.S.C. 701b-13) (as 
in effect on the day before the date of enact- 
ment of the Water Resources Reform and De- 
velopment Act of 2014). 

TITLE V—DEAUTHORIZATIONS 
SEC. 5001. DEAUTHORIZATIONS. 

(a) VALDEZ, ALASKA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 
the portions of the project for navigation, 
Valdez, Alaska, identified as Tract G, Harbor 
Subdivision, shall not be subject to naviga- 
tion servitude beginning on the date of en- 
actment of this Act. 

(2) ENTRY BY FEDERAL GOVERNMENT.—The 
Federal Government may enter on the prop- 
erty referred to in paragraph (1) to carry out 
any required operation and maintenance of 
the general navigation features of the 
project described in paragraph (1). 

(b) RED RIVER BELOW DENISON DAM, ARKAN- 
SAS, LOUISIANA, AND TEXAS.—The portion of 
the project for flood protection on Red River 
Below Denison Dam, Arkansas, Louisiana 
and Texas, authorized by section 10 of the 
Flood Control Act of 1946 (60 Stat. 647, chap- 
ter 596), consisting of the portion of the West 
Agurs Levee that begins at lat. 32°32’50.86”’ 
N., by long. 93°46°16.82” W., and ends at lat. 
82° 3122.79” N., by long. 93° 45’ 2.47 W., is no 
longer authorized beginning on the date of 
enactment of this Act. 

(c) SUTTER BASIN, CALIFORNIA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The separable element 
constituting the locally preferred plan incre- 
ment reflected in the report of the Chief of 
Engineers dated March 12, 2014, and author- 
ized for construction under section 7002(2)(8) 
of the Water Resources Reform and Develop- 
ment Act of 2014 (Public Law 113-121; 128 
Stat. 1366) is no longer authorized beginning 
on the date of enactment of this Act. 

(2) SAVINGS PROVISIONS.—The deauthoriza- 
tion under paragraph (1) does not affect— 

(A) the national economic development 
plan separable element reflected in the re- 
port of the Chief of Engineers dated March 
12, 2014, and authorized for construction 
under section 7002(2)(8) of the Water Re- 
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014 
(Public Law 113-121; 128 Stat. 1366); or 

(B) previous authorizations providing for 
the Sacramento River and major and minor 
tributaries project, including— 

(i) section 2 of the Act of March 1, 1917 (39 
Stat. 949; chapter 144); 

(ii) section 12 of the Act of December 22, 
1944 (58 Stat. 900; chapter 665); 

(iii) section 204 of the Flood Control Act of 
1950 (64 Stat. 177; chapter 188); and 

(iv) any other Acts relating to the author- 
ization for the Sacramento River and major 
and minor tributaries project along the 
Feather River right bank between levee sta- 
tioning 1483+33 and levee stationing 2368+00. 

(d) STONINGTON HARBOR, CONNECTICUT.— 
The portion of the project for navigation, 
Stonington Harbor, Connecticut, authorized 
by the Act of May 23, 1828 (4 Stat. 288; chap- 
ter 73) that consists of the inner stone break- 
water that begins at coordinates N. 
682,146.42, E. 1231,378.69, running north 83.587 
degrees west 166.79’ to a point N. 682,165.05, E. 
1,231,212.94, running north 69.209 degrees west 
380.89’ to a point N. 682,300.25, E. 1,230,856.86, 
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is no longer authorized as a Federal project 
beginning on the date of enactment of this 
Act. 

(e) GREEN RIVER AND BARREN RIVER, KEN- 
TUCKY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Beginning on the date of 
enactment of this Act, commercial naviga- 
tion at the locks and dams identified in the 
report of the Chief of Engineers entitled 
“Green River Locks and Dams 3, 4, 5, and 6 
and Barren River Lock and Dam 1, Ken- 
tucky” and dated April 30, 2015, shall no 
longer be authorized, and the land and im- 
provements associated with the locks and 
dams shall be— 

(A) disposed of consistent with paragraph 
(2); and 

(B) subject to such terms and conditions as 
the Secretary determines to be necessary 
and appropriate in the public interest. 

(2) DISPOSITION.— 

(A) GREEN RIVER LOCK AND DAM 3.—The Sec- 
retary shall convey to the Rochester Dam 
Regional Water Commission all right, title, 
and interest of the United States in and to 
Green River Lock and Dam 3, located in Ohio 
County and Muhlenberg County, Kentucky, 
together with any improvements on the 
land. 

(B) GREEN RIVER LOCK AND DAM 4.—The Sec- 
retary shall convey to Butler County, Ken- 
tucky, all right, title, and interest of the 
United States in and to Green River Lock 
and Dam 4, located in Butler County, Ken- 
tucky, together with any improvements on 
the land. 

(C) GREEN RIVER LOCK AND DAM 5.—The Sec- 
retary shall convey to the State of Ken- 
tucky, a political subdivision of the State of 
Kentucky, or a nonprofit, nongovernmental 
organization all right, title, and interest of 
the United States in and to Green River 
Lock and Dam 5 for the express purposes of— 

(i) removing the structure from the river 
at the earliest feasible time; and 

(ii) making the land available for conserva- 
tion and public recreation, including river 
access. 

(D) GREEN RIVER LOCK AND DAM 6.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall trans- 
fer to the Secretary of the Interior adminis- 
trative jurisdiction over the portion of Green 
River Lock and Dam 6, Edmonson County, 
Kentucky, that is located on the left de- 
scending bank of the Green River, together 
with any improvements on the land, for in- 
clusion in Mammoth Cave National Park. 

(ii) TRANSFER TO THE STATE OF KENTUCKY.— 
The Secretary shall transfer to the State of 
Kentucky all right, title, and interest of the 
United States in and to the portion of Green 
River Lock and Dam 6, Edmonson County, 
Kentucky, that is located on the right de- 
scending bank of the Green River, together 
with any improvements on the land, for use 
by the Department of Fish and Wildlife Re- 
sources of the State of Kentucky for the pur- 
poses of— 

(I) removing the structure from the river 
at the earliest feasible time; and 

(II) making the land available for con- 
servation and public recreation, including 
river access. 

(E) BARREN RIVER LOCK AND DAM 1.—The 
Secretary shall convey to the State of Ken- 
tucky, all right, title, and interest of the 
United States in and to Barren River Lock 
and Dam 1, located in Warren County, Ken- 
tucky, together with any improvements on 
the land, for use by the Department of Fish 
and Wildlife Resources of the State of Ken- 
tucky for the purposes of— 

(i) removing the structure from the river 
at the earliest feasible time; and 
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(ii) making the land available for conserva- 
tion and public recreation, including river 
access. 

(3) CONDITIONS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The exact acreage and 
legal description of any land to be disposed 
of, transferred, or conveyed under this sub- 
section shall be determined by a survey sat- 
isfactory to the Secretary. 

(B) QUITCLAIM DEED.—A conveyance under 
subparagraph (A), (B), (D), or (E) of para- 
graph (2) shall be accomplished by quitclaim 
deed and without consideration. 

(C) ADMINISTRATIVE COSTS.—The Secretary 
shall be responsible for all administrative 
costs associated with a transfer or convey- 
ance under this subsection, including the 
costs of a survey carried out under subpara- 
graph (A). 

(D) REVERSION.—If the Secretary deter- 
mines that the land transferred or conveyed 
under this subsection is not used by a non- 
Federal entity for a purpose that is con- 
sistent with the purpose of the transfer or 
conveyance, all right, title, and interest in 
and to the land, including any improvements 
on the land, shall revert, at the discretion of 
the Secretary, to the United States, and the 
United States shall have the right of imme- 
diate entry onto the land. 

(f) ESSEX RIVER, MASSACHUSETTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The portions of the 
project for navigation, Essex River, Massa- 
chusetts, authorized by the first section of 
the Act of July 18, 1892 (27 Stat. 96, chapter 
158), and modified by the first section of the 
Act of March 3, 1899 (30 Stat. 1133, chapter 
425), and the first section of the Act of March 
2, 1907 (34 Stat. 1075, chapter 2509), that do 
not lie within the areas described in para- 
graph (2) are no longer authorized beginning 
on the date of enactment of this Act. 

(2) AREAS DESCRIBED.—The areas described 
in this paragraph are— 

(A) beginning at a point N. 3056139.82, E. 
851780.21; 

(B) running southwesterly about 156.88 feet 
to a point N. 3055997.75, E. 851713.67; 

(C) running southwesterly about 64.59 feet 
to a point N. 3055959.37, E. 851661.72; 

(D) running southwesterly about 145.14 feet 
to a point N. 3055887.10, E. 851535.85; 

(E) running southwesterly about 204.91 feet 
to a point N. 3055855.12, E. 851833.45; 

(F) running northwesterly about 423.50 feet 
to a point N. 3055976.70, E. 850927.78; 

(G) running northwesterly about 58.77 feet 
to a point N. 3056002.99, E. 850875.21; 

(H) running northwesterly about 240.57 feet 
to a point N. 3056232.82, E. 850804.14; 

(I) running northwesterly about 203.60 feet 
to a point N. 3056435.41, E. 850783.93; 

(J) running northwesterly about 78.63 feet 
to a point N. 3056499.63, E. 850738.56; 

(K) running northwesterly about 60.00 feet 
to a point N. 3056526.30, E. 850684.81; 

(L) running southwesterly about 85.56 feet 
to a point N. 3056523.33, E. 850599.31; 

(M) running southwesterly about 36.20 feet 
to a point N. 3056512.37, E. 850564.81; 

(N) running southwesterly about 80.10 feet 
to a point N. 3056467.08, E. 850498.74; 

(O) running southwesterly about 169.05 feet 
to a point N. 3056334.36, E. 850394.03; 

(P) running northwesterly about 48.52 feet 
to a point N. 3056354.38, E. 850349.83; 

(Q) running northeasterly about 83.71 feet 
to a point N. 3056486.35, E. 850366.84; 

(R) running northeasterly about 212.38 feet 
to a point N. 3056548.70, E. 850547.07; 

(S) running northeasterly about 47.60 feet 
to a point N. 3056563.12, E. 850592.48; 

(T) running northeasterly about 101.16 feet 
to a point N. 3056566.62, E. 850693.53; 
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(U) running southeasterly about 80.22 fe 
to a point N. 3056530.97, E. 850765.40; 

(V) running southeasterly about 99.29 fi 
to a point N. 3056449.88, E. 850822.69; 

(W) running southeasterly about 210.12 f 
to a point N. 3056240.79, E. 850843.54; 

(X) running southeasterly about 219.46 f 
to a point N. 3056031.138, E. 850908.38; 

(Y) running southeasterly about 38.23 fi 
to a point N. 3056014.02, E. 850942.57; 

(Z) running southeasterly about 410.93 f 
to a point N. 3055896.06, E. 851336.21; 

(AA) running northeasterly about 188.43 
feet to a point N. 3055925.46, E. 851522.33; 

(BB) running northeasterly about 185.47 
feet to a point N. 3055992.91, E. 851639.80; 

(CC) running northeasterly about 52.15 feet 
to a point N. 3056023.90, E. 851681.75; and 

(DD) running northeasterly about 91.57 feet 
to a point N. 3056106.82, E. 851720.59. 

(g) HANNIBAL SMALL BOAT HARBOR, HAN- 
NIBAL, MISSOURI.—The project for navigation 
at Hannibal Small Boat Harbor on the Mis- 
sissippi River, Hannibal, Missouri, author- 
ized by section 101 of the River and Harbor 
Act of 1950 (Public Law 81-516; 64 Stat. 166, 
chapter 188), is no longer authorized begin- 
ning on the date of enactment of this Act, 
and any maintenance requirements associ- 
ated with the project are terminated. 

(h) PORT OF CASCADE LOCKS, OREGON.— 

(1) TERMINATION OF PORTIONS OF EXISTING 
FLOWAGE EASEMENT.— 

(A) DEFINITION OF FLOWAGE EASEMENT.—In 
this paragraph, the term ‘‘flowage ease- 
ment” means the flowage easements identi- 
fied as tracts 302H-1 and 304E-1 on the ease- 
ment deeds recorded as instruments in Hood 
River County, Oregon, as follows: 

(i) A flowage easement dated October 3, 
1936, recorded December 1, 1936, book 25 at 
page 531 (records of Hood River County, Or- 
egon), in favor of United States (802H-1-Per- 
petual Flowage Easement from October 5, 
1937, October 5, 1936, and October 8, 1936) (pre- 
viously acquired as tracts OH-36 and OH-41 
and a portion of tract OH-47). 

(ii) A flowage easement recorded October 
17, 1936, book 25 at page 476 (records of Hood 
River County, Oregon), in favor of the United 
States, that affects that portion below the 
94-foot contour line above main sea level (304 
E-1-Perpetual Flowage Easement from Au- 
gust 10, 1987 and October 3, 1936) (previously 
acquired as tract OH-42 and a portion of 
tract OH-47). 

(B) TERMINATION.—With respect to the 
properties described in paragraph (2), begin- 
ning on the date of enactment of this Act, 
the flowage easements are terminated above 
elevation 82.4 feet (NGVD29), the ordinary 
high water mark. 

(2) AFFECTED PROPERTIES.—The properties 
described in this paragraph, as recorded in 
Hood River, County, Oregon, are as follows: 

(A) Lots 8, 4, 5, and 7 of the ‘‘Port of Cas- 
cade Locks Business Park” subdivision, in- 
strument #2014-00436. 

(B) Parcels 1, 2, and 3 of Hood River County 
Partition plat No. 2008-25P. 

(3) FEDERAL LIABILITIES; CULTURAL, ENVI- 
RONMENTAL, OTHER REGULATORY REVIEWS.— 

(A) FEDERAL LIABILITY.—The United States 
shall not be liable for any injury caused by 
the termination of the easement under this 
subsection. 

(B) CULTURAL AND ENVIRONMENTAL REGU- 
LATORY ACTIONS.—Nothing in this subsection 
establishes any cultural or environmental 
regulation relating to the properties de- 
scribed in paragraph (2). 

(4) EFFECT ON OTHER RIGHTS.—Nothing in 
this subsection affects any remaining right 
or interest of the Corps of Engineers in the 
properties described in paragraph (2). 
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(i) DECLARATIONS OF NON-NAVIGABILITY FOR 
PORTIONS OF THE DELAWARE RIVER, PHILA- 
DELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraphs (2) 
and (8), unless the Secretary determines, 
after consultation with local and regional 
public officials (including local and regional 
project planning organizations), that there 
are substantive objections, the following por- 
tions of the Delaware River, bounded by the 
former bulkhead and pierhead lines estab- 
lished by the Secretary of War and succes- 
sors, are declared to be non-navigable waters 
of the United States: 

(A) Piers 70 South through 38 South, en- 
compassing an area bounded by the southern 
line of Moore Street extended to the north- 
ern line of Catherine Street extended, in- 
cluding the following piers: Piers 70, 68, 67, 
64, 61-63, 60, 57, 55, 46, 48, 40, and 38. 

(B) Piers 24 North through 72 North, en- 
compassing an area bounded by the southern 
line of Callowhill Street extended to the 
northern line of East Fletcher Street ex- 
tended, including the following piers: 24, 25, 
27-35, 35.5, 36, 37, 38, 39, 49, 51-52, 538-57, 58-65, 
66, 67, 69, 70-72, and Rivercenter. 

(2) DETERMINATION.—The Secretary shall 
make the determination under paragraph (1) 
separately for each portion of the Delaware 
River described in subparagraphs (A) and (B) 
of paragraph (1), using reasonable discretion, 
by not later than 150 days after the date of 
submission of appropriate plans for that por- 
tion. 

(3) LIMITS ON APPLICABILITY.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (1) applies 
only to those parts of the areas described in 
that paragraph that are or will be bulk- 
headed and filled or otherwise occupied by 
permanent structures, including marina and 
recreation facilities. 

(B) OTHER FEDERAL LAWS.—Any work de- 
scribed in subparagraph (A) shall be subject 
to all applicable Federal law (including regu- 
lations), including— 

(i) sections 9 and 10 of the Act of March 3, 
1899 (commonly known as the “River and 
Harbors Appropriation Act of 1899’’) (33 
U.S.C. 401, 403); 

(ii) section 404 of the Federal Water Pollu- 
tion Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1344); and 

(iii) the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.). 

(j) SALT CREEK, GRAHAM, TEXAS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The project for flood con- 
trol, environmental restoration, and recre- 
ation, Salt Creek, Graham, Texas, author- 
ized by section 101(a)(30) of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 1999 (Public Law 
106-53; 113 Stat. 278-279), is no longer author- 
ized as a Federal project beginning on the 
date of enactment of this Act. 

(2) CERTAIN PROJECT-RELATED CLAIMS.—The 
non-Federal sponsor for the project described 
in paragraph (1) shall hold and save the 
United States harmless from any claim that 
has arisen, or that may arise, in connection 
with the project. 

(3) TRANSFER.—The Secretary is authorized 
to transfer any land acquired by the Federal 
Government for the project on behalf of the 
non-Federal sponsor that remains in Federal 
ownership on or after the date of enactment 
of this Act to the non-Federal sponsor. 

(4) REVERSION.—If the Secretary deter- 
mines that the land that is integral to the 
project described in paragraph (1) ceases to 
be owned by the public, all right, title, and 
interest in and to the land and improve- 
ments shall revert, at the discretion of the 
Secretary, to the United States. 

(k) NEW SAVANNAH BLUFF LOCK AND DaM, 
GEORGIA AND SOUTH CAROLINA.— 
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(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 

(A) NEW SAVANNAH BLUFF LOCK AND DAM.— 
The term ‘‘New Savannah Bluff Lock and 
Dam” has the meaning given the term in 
section 348(1)(1) of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 2000 (114 Stat. 2630) (as in 
effect on the day before the date of enact- 
ment of this Act). 

(B) PROJECT.—The term ‘‘Project’’? means 
the project for navigation, Savannah Harbor 
expansion, Georgia, authorized by section 
7002(1) of the Water Resources Reform and 
Development Act of 2014 (128 Stat. 1364). 

(2) DEAUTHORIZATION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Effective beginning on 
the date of enactment of this Act— 

(i) the New Savannah Bluff Lock and Dam 
is deauthorized; and 

(ii) notwithstanding section 348(1)(2)(B) of 
the Water Resources Development Act of 
2000 (114 Stat. 2630; 114 Stat. 2763A-228) (as in 
effect on the day before the date of enact- 
ment of this Act) or any other provision of 
law, the New Savannah Bluff Lock and Dam 
shall not be conveyed to the city of North 
Augusta and Aiken County, South Carolina, 
or any other non-Federal entity. 

(B) REPEAL.—Section 348 of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 2000 (114 Stat. 
2630; 114 Stat. 2763A—228) is amended— 

(i) by striking subsection (1); and 

(ii) by redesignating subsections (m) and 
(n) as subsections (J) and (m), respectively. 

(3) PROJECT MODIFICATIONS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, the Project is modi- 
fied to include, as the Secretary determines 
to be necessary— 

G)(I) repair of the lock wall of the New Sa- 
vannah Bluff Lock and Dam and modifica- 
tion of the structure such that the structure 
is able— 

(aa) to maintain the pool for navigation, 
water supply, and recreational activities, as 
in existence on the date of enactment of this 
Act; and 

(bb) to allow safe passage via a rock ramp 
over the structure to historic spawning 
grounds of Shortnose sturgeon, Atlantic 
sturgeon, and other migratory fish; or 

dI (aa) construction at an appropriate lo- 
cation across the Savannah River of a rock 
weir that is able to maintain the pool for 
water supply and recreational activities, as 
in existence on the date of enactment of this 
Act; and 

(bb) removal of the New Savannah Bluff 
Lock and Dam on completion of construction 
of the weir; and 

(ii) conveyance by the Secretary to Au- 
gusta-Richmond County, Georgia, of the 
park and recreation area adjacent to the 
New Savannah Bluff Lock and Dam, without 
consideration. 

(B) OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE COSTS.— 
The Federal share of the costs of operation 
and maintenance of any Project feature con- 
structed pursuant to subparagraph (A) shall 
be 100 percent. 

SEC. 5002. CONVEYANCES. 

(a) PEARL RIVER, MISSISSIPPI AND LOU- 
ISIANA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The project for naviga- 
tion, Pearl River, Mississippi and Louisiana, 
authorized by the first section of the Act of 
August 30, 1935 (49 Stat. 1033, chapter 831) and 
section 101 of the River and Harbor Act of 
1966 (Public Law 89-789; 80 Stat. 1405), is no 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


longer authorized as a Federal project begin- 
ning on the date of enactment of this Act. 

(2) TRANSFER.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraphs 
(B) and (C), the Secretary is authorized to 
convey to a State or local interest, without 
consideration, all right, title, and interest of 
the United States in and to— 

(i) any land in which the Federal Govern- 
ment has a property interest for the project 
described in paragraph (1); and 

(ii) improvements to the land described in 
clause (i). 

(B) RESPONSIBILITY FOR COSTS.—The trans- 
feree shall be responsible for the payment of 
all costs and administrative expenses associ- 
ated with any transfer carried out pursuant 
to subparagraph (A), including costs associ- 
ated with any land survey required to deter- 
mine the exact acreage and legal description 
of the land and improvements to be trans- 
ferred. 

(C) OTHER TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—A trans- 
fer under subparagraph (A) shall be subject 
to such other terms and conditions as the 
Secretary determines to be necessary and ap- 
propriate to protect the interests of the 
United States. 

(3) REVERSION.—If the Secretary deter- 
mines that the land and improvements con- 
veyed under paragraph (2) ceases to be owned 
by the public, all right, title, and interest in 
and to the land and improvements shall re- 
vert, at the discretion of the Secretary, to 
the United States. 

(b) SARDIS LAKE, MISSISSIPPI.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary is author- 
ized to convey to the lessee, at full fair mar- 
ket value, all right, title and interest of the 
United Sates in and to the property identi- 
fied in the leases numbered DACW88-1-15-7, 
DACW88-1-15-83, DACW38-1-15-34, and 
DACW38-1-15-38, subject to such terms and 
conditions as the Secretary determines to be 
necessary and appropriate to protect the in- 
terests of the United States. 

(2) EASEMENT AND RESTRICTIVE COVENANT.— 
The conveyance under paragraph (1) shall in- 
clude— 

(A) a restrictive covenant to require the 
approval of the Secretary for any substantial 
change in the use of the property; and 

(B) a flowage easement. 

(c) PENSACOLA DAM AND RESERVOIR, GRAND 
RIVER, OKLAHOMA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding the Act 
of June 28, 1938 (52 Stat. 1215, chapter 795), as 
amended by section 3 of the Act of August 18, 
1941 (55 Stat. 645, chapter 377), and notwith- 
standing section 3 of the Act of July 31, 1946 
(60 Stat. 744, chapter 710), the Secretary shall 
convey, by quitclaim deed and without con- 
sideration, to the Grand River Dam Author- 
ity, an agency of the State of Oklahoma, for 
flood control purposes, all right, title, and 
interest of the United States in and to real 
property under the administrative jurisdic- 
tion of the Secretary acquired in connection 
with the Pensacola Dam project, together 
with any improvements on the property. 

(2) FLOOD CONTROL PURPOSES.—If any inter- 
est in the real property described in para- 
graph (1) ceases to be managed for flood con- 
trol or other public purposes and is conveyed 
to a non-public entity, the transferee, as 
part of the conveyance, shall pay to the 
United States the fair market value for the 
interest. 
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(3) NO EFFECT.—Nothing 
section— 

(A) amends, modifies, or repeals any exist- 
ing authority vested in the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission; or 

(B) amends, modifies, or repeals any au- 
thority of the Secretary or the Chief of Engi- 
neers pursuant to section 7 of the Act of De- 
cember 22, 1944 (33 U.S.C. 709). 


(d) JOE POOL LAKE, TEXAS.—The Secretary 
shall accept from the Trinity River Author- 
ity of Texas, if received by December 31, 2016, 
$31,233,401 as payment in full of amounts 
owed to the United States, including any ac- 
crued interest, for the approximately 61,747.1 
acre-feet of water supply storage space in 
Joe Pool Lake, Texas (previously known as 
Lakeview Lake), for which payment has not 
commenced under Article 5.a (relating to 
project investment costs) of contract number 
DACW63-76-C-0106 as of the date of enact- 
ment of this Act. 


(e) WEBER BASIN PROJECT, UTAH.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the Inte- 
rior shall allow for the prepayment of repay- 
ment obligations under the repayment con- 
tract numbered 14-06-400-33 between the 
United States and the Weber Basin Water 
Conservancy District (referred to in this sub- 
section as the ‘‘District’’), dated December 
12, 1952, and supplemented and amended on 
June 30, 1961, on April 15, 1966, on September 
20, 1968, and on May 9, 1985, including any 
other amendments and all related applicable 
contracts to the repayment contract, pro- 
viding for repayment of Weber Basin Project 
construction costs allocated to irrigation 
and municipal and industrial purposes for 
which repayment is provided pursuant to the 
repayment contract under terms and condi- 
tions similar to the terms and conditions 
used in implementing the prepayment provi- 
sions in section 210 of the Central Utah 
Project Completion Act (Public Law 102-575; 
106 Stat. 4624) for prepayment of Central 
Utah Project, Bonneville Unit repayment ob- 
ligations. 

(2) AUTHORIZATIONS AND REQUIREMENTS.— 
The prepayment authorized under paragraph 
(1)— 

(A) shall result in the United States recov- 
ering the net present value of all repayment 
streams that would have been payable to the 
United States if this section was not in ef- 
fect; 

(B) may be provided in several install- 
ments; 

(C) may not be adjusted on the basis of the 
type of prepayment financing used by the 
District; and 

(D) shall be made in a manner that pro- 
vides that total repayment is made not later 
than September 30, 2026. 


TITLE VI—WATER RESOURCES 
INFRASTRUCTURE 


SEC. 6001. AUTHORIZATION OF FINAL FEASI- 
BILITY STUDIES. 


in this sub- 


The following final feasibility studies for 
water resources development and conserva- 
tion and other purposes are authorized to be 
carried out by the Secretary substantially in 
accordance with the plan, and subject to the 
conditions, described in the respective re- 
ports designated in this section: 

(1) NAVIGATION.— 
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C. Date of Report of . 
A. State B. Name Chief of Engineers D. Estimated Costs 
1. TX Brazos Island Harbor November 3, 2014 Federal: $116,116,000 
Non-Federal: $185,836,000 
Total: $251,952,000 
2. LA Calcasieu Lock December 2, 2014 Federal: $16,700,000 
Non-Federal: $0 
Total: $16,700,000 
3. NH, ME Portsmouth Harbor and | February 8, 2015 Federal: $15,580,000 
Piscataqua River Non-Federal: $5,190,000 
Total: $20,770,000 
4. KY Green River Locks and Dams | April 30, 2015 Federal: $0 
3, 4, 5, and 6 and Barren Non-Federal: $0 
River Lock and Dam 1 Dis- Total: $0 
position 
5. FL Port Everglades June 25, 2015 Federal: $220,200,000 
Non-Federal: $102,500,000 
Total: $322,700,000 
6. AK Little Diomede August 10, 2015 Federal: $26,015,000 
Non-Federal: $2,945,000 
Total: $28,960,000 
7. SC Charleston Harbor September 8, 2015 Federal: $224,300,000 
Non-Federal: $269,000,000 
Total: $493,300,000 
8. AK Craig Harbor March 16, 2016 Federal: $29,062,000 
Non-Federal: $3,255,000 
Total: $32,317,000 
9. PA Upper Ohio River, Allegheny | September 12, 2016 Federal: $1,324,235,500 
and Beaver Counties Non-Federal: $1,324,235,500 
Total: $2,648,471,000 


(2) FLOOD RISK 


ANAGEMENT.— 


C. Date of Report of ` 
A. State B. Name Chief of Engineers D. Estimated Costs 
1. TX Leon Creek Watershed, San | June 30, 2014 Federal: $18,314,000 
Antonio Non-Federal: $9,861,000 
Total: $28,175,000 
2. MO, KS Armourdale and Central In- | January 27, 2015 Federal: $207,036,000 
dustrial District Levee Non-Federal: $111,481,000 
Units, Missouri River and Total: $318,517,000 
Tributaries at Kansas City 
3. KS City of Manhattan April 30, 2015 Federal: $15,440,100 
Non-Federal: $8,313,900 
Total: $23,754,000 
4. KS Upper Turkey Creek Basin December 22, 2015 Federal: $24,584,000 
Non-Federal: $13,238,000 
Total: $37,822,000 
5. NC Princeville February 23, 2016 Federal: $14,001,000 
Non-Federal: $7,539,000 
Total: $21,540,000 
6. CA West Sacramento April 26, 2016 Federal: $776,517,000 
Non-Federal: $414,011,000 
Total: $1,190,528,000 
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C. Date of Report of ? 
A. State B. Name Chief of Engineers D. Estimated Costs 
7. CA American River Watershed | April 26, 2016 Federal: $876,478,000 
Common Features Non-Federal: $689,272,000 
Total: $1,565,750,000 
8. TN Mill Creek, Nashville October 15, 2015 Federal: $17,759,000 
Non-Federal: $10,745,000 
Total: $28,504,000 


(3) HURRICANE AND STORM DAMAGE RISK RE- 
DUCTION; = 


A. State B. Name 


C. Date of Report of 
Chief of Engineers 


D. Estimated Initial Costs and 
Estimated Renourishment Costs 


Edisto Beach, Colleton County 


September 5, 2014 


Initial Federal: $13,733,850 

Initial Non-Federal: $7,395,150 

Initial Total: $21,129,000 
Renourishment Federal: $16,371,000 
Renourishment Non-Federal: $16,371,000 
Renourishment Total: $32,742,000 


Flagler County 


December 23, 2014 


Initial Federal: $9,218,300 

Initial Non-Federal: $4,963,700 

Initial Total: $14,182,000 
Renourishment Federal: $15,390,000 
Renourishment Non-Federal: $15,390,000 
Renourishment Total: $30,780,000 


Bogue Banks, Carteret County 


December 23, 2014 


Initial Federal: $24,263,000 

Initial Non-Federal: $13,064,000 

Initial Total: $37,327,000 

Renourishment Federal: $114,728,000 
Renourishment Non-Federal: $114,728,000 
Renourishment Total: $229,456,000 


Hereford Inlet to Cape May 
Inlet, New Jersey Shoreline 
Protection Project, Cape 
May County 


January 23, 2015 


Initial Federal: $14,040,000 

Initial Non-Federal: $7,560,000 

Initial Total: $21,600,000 
Renourishment Federal: $41,215,000 
Renourishment Non-Federal: $41,215,000 
Renourishment Total: $82,430,000 


West Shore Lake 


chartrain 


Pont- 


June 12, 2015 


Federal: $466,760,000 
Non-Federal: $251,330,000 
Total: $718,090,000 


Encinitas-Solana Beach Coast- 
al Storm Damage Reduction 


April 29, 2016 


Initial Federal: $20,166,000 

Initial Non-Federal: $10,858,000 

Initial Total: $31,024,000 
Renourishment Federal: $68,215,000 
Renourishment Non-Federal: $68,215,000 
Renourishment Total: $136,430,000 


Southwest Coastal Louisiana 


July 29, 2016 


Federal: $2,011,279,000 
Non-Federal: $1,082,997,000 
Total: $3,094,276,000 


(4) FLOOD RISK MANAGEMENT AND ENVIRON- 
MENTAL RESTORATION.— 


September 15, 2016 


September 15, 2016 
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C. Date of Report of ? 
A. State B. Name Chief of Engineers D. Estimated Costs 
1. IL, WI Upper Des Plaines River and | June 8, 2015 Federal: $199,393,000 
Tributaries Non-Federal: $107,694,000 
Total: $307,087,000 
2. CA South San Francisco Bay | December 18, 2015 Federal: $69,521,000 
Shoreline Non-Federal: $104,379,000 
Total: $173,900,000 
(5) ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION.— 
C. Date of Report of f 
A. State B. Name Chief of Engineers D. Estimated Costs 
1. FL Central Everglades Planning | December 23, 2014 Federal: $976,375,000 
Project, Comprehensive Ev- Non-Federal: $974,625,000 
erglades Restoration Plan, Total: $1,951,000,000 
Central and Southern Flor- 
ida Project 
2. OR Lower Willamette River Envi- | December 14, 2015 Federal: $19,143,000 
ronmental Dredging Non-Federal: $10,631,000 
Total: $29,774,000 
3. WA Skokomish River December 14, 2015 Federal: $12,782,000 
Non-Federal: $6,882,000 
Total: $19,664,000 
4. CA LA River Ecosystem Restora- | December 18, 2015 Federal: $375,773,000 
tion Non-Federal: $980,835,000 
Total: $1,356,608,000 


(6) SPECIAL RU: 


LE.—The portion of the Mill 


SEC. 6002. AUTHORIZATION OF PROJECT MODI- 
FICATIONS RECOMMENDED BY THE 


carried out by the Secretary substantially in 


Creek Flood Risk Management project au- 
thorized by paragraph (2) that consists of 


measures within the Mill Creek Basin shall 
be carried out pursuant to section 205 of the 
Flood Control Act of 1948 (83 U.S.C. 701s). 


SECRETARY. 


The following project modifications for 
water resources development and conserva- 
tion and other purposes are authorized to be 


accordance with the recommendations of the 


Director of Civil Works, as specified in the 


reports referred to in this section: 


A. State 


B. Name 


C. Date of Director’s Report 


D. Updated Authorization Project Costs 


1. KS, MO 


Turkey Creek Basin 


November 4, 2015 


Estimated Federal: $97,067,750 
Estimated Non-Federal: $55,465,250 
Total: $152,533,000 


Blue River Basin 


November 6, 2015 


Estimated Federal: $34,860,000 
Estimated Non-Federal: $11,620,000 
Total: $46,480,000 


Picayune Strand 


March 9, 2016 


Estimated Federal: $308,983,000 
Estimated Non-Federal: $308,983,000 
Total: $617,967,000 


Ohio River Shoreline 


March 11, 2016 


Estimated Federal: $20,309,900 
Estimated Non-Federal: $10,936,100 
Total: $31,246,000 


Houston Ship Channel 


May 18, 2016 


Estimated Federal: $381,032,000 
Estimated Non-Federal: $127,178,000 
Total: $508,210,000 


Rio de Flag, Flagstaff 


June 22, 2016 


Estimated Federal: $65,514,650 
Estimated Non-Federal: $35,322,350 
Total: $100,837,000 
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A. State B. Name 


C. Date of Director’s Report 


D. Updated Authorization Project Costs 


7. MO 
Blue River 


Swope Park Industrial Area, 


April 21, 2016 


Estimated Federal: $20,205,250 
Estimated Non-Federal: $10,879,750 
Total: $31,085,000 


SEC. 6003. AUTHORIZATION OF STUDY AND MODI- 
FICATION PROPOSALS SUBMITTED 
TO CONGRESS BY THE SECRETARY. 

(a) ARCTIC DEEP DRAFT PORT DEVELOPMENT 
PARTNERSHIPS.—Section 2105 of the Water 
Resources Reform and Development Act of 
2014 (33 U.S.C. 2243) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘(25 U.S.C. 450b) each 
place it appears and inserting ‘(25 U.S.C. 
5304)) and a Native village, Regional Cor- 
poration, or Village Corporation (as those 
terms are defined in section 3 of the Alaska 
Native Claims Settlement Act (48 U.S.C. 
1602)’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(e) CONSIDERATION OF NATIONAL SECURITY 
INTERESTS.—In carrying out a study of the 
feasibility of an Arctic deep draft port, the 
Secretary— 

“(1) shall consult with the Secretary of 
Homeland Security and the Secretary of De- 
fense to identify national security benefits 
associated with an Arctic deep draft port; 
and 

‘(2) if appropriate, as determined by the 
Secretary, may determine a port described 
in paragraph (1) is feasible based on the bene- 
fits described in that paragraph.’’. 

(b) OUACHITA-BLACK RIVERS, ARKANSAS AND 
LOUISIANA.—The Secretary shall conduct a 
study to determine the feasibility of modi- 
fying the project for navigation, Ouachita- 
Black Rivers, authorized by section 101 of 
the River and Harbor Act of 1960 (Public Law 
86-645; 74 Stat. 481) to include bank stabiliza- 
tion and water supply as project purposes. 

(c) CACHE CREEK BASIN, CALIFORNIA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pre- 
pare a general reevaluation report on the 
project for flood control, Cache Creek Basin, 
California, authorized by section 401(a) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 
(Public Law 99-662; 100 Stat. 4112). 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—In preparing the report 
under paragraph (1), the Secretary shall 
identify specific needed modifications to ex- 
isting project authorities— 

(A) to increase basin capacity; 

(B) to decrease the long-term maintenance; 
and 

(C) to provide opportunities for ecosystem 
benefits for the Sacramento River flood con- 
trol project. 

(d) COYOTE VALLEY DAM, CALIFORNIA.—The 
Secretary shall conduct a study to determine 
the feasibility of carrying out a project for 
flood damage reduction, environmental res- 
toration, and water supply by modifying the 
Coyote Valley Dam, California. 

(e) DEL ROSA DRAINAGE AREA, CALI- 
FORNIA.—The Secretary shall conduct a 
study to determine the feasibility of car- 
rying out projects for flood control and eco- 
system restoration in the cities of San 
Bernardino and Highland, San Bernardino 
County, California. 

(f) MERCED COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.—The Sec- 
retary shall prepare a general reevaluation 
report on the project for flood control, 
Merced County streams project, California, 
authorized by section 10 of the Act of Decem- 
ber 22, 1944 (58 Stat. 900; chapter 665), to in- 
vestigate the flood risk management oppor- 
tunities and improve levee performance 
along Black Rascal Creek and Bear Creek. 


(g) MISSION-ZANJA DRAINAGE AREA, CALI- 
FORNIA.—The Secretary shall conduct a 
study to determine the feasibility of car- 
rying out projects for flood control and eco- 
system restoration in the cities of Redlands, 
Loma Linda, and San Bernardino, California, 
and unincorporated counties of San 
Bernardino County, California. 

(h) SANTA ANA RIVER BASIN, CALIFORNIA.— 
The Secretary shall conduct a study to de- 
termine the feasibility of modifying the 
project for flood damage reduction by modi- 
fying the San Jacinto and Bautista Creek 
Improvement Project, part of the Santa Ana 
River Basin Project in Riverside County, 
California. 

(i) DELAWARE BAY COASTLINE, DELAWARE 
AND NEW JERSEY-ROOSEVELT INLET-LEWES 
BEACH, DELAWARE.—The Secretary shall con- 
duct a study to determine the feasibility of 
modifying the project for shoreline protec- 
tion and ecosystem restoration, Delaware 
Bay Coastline, Delaware and New Jersey- 
Roosevelt Inlet-Lewes Beach, Delaware, au- 
thorized by section 101(a)(18) of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 1999 (Public 
Law 106-53; 118 Stat. 276), to extend the au- 
thorized project limit from the current east- 
ward terminus to a distance of 8,000 feet east 
of the Roosevelt Inlet east jetty. 

(j) MISPILLION INLET, CONCH BAR, DELA- 
WARE.—The Secretary shall conduct a study 
to determine the feasibility of carrying out a 
project for navigation and shoreline protec- 
tion at Mispillion Inlet and Conch Bar, Sus- 
sex County, Delaware. 

(k) DAYTONA BEACH FLOOD PROTECTION, 
FLORIDA.—The Secretary shall conduct a 
study to determine the feasibility of car- 
rying out projects for flood control in the 
city of Daytona Beach, Florida. 

(1) BRUNSWICK HARBOR, GEORGIA.—The Sec- 
retary shall conduct a study to determine 
the feasibility of modifying the project for 
navigation, Brunswick Harbor, Georgia, au- 
thorized by section 101(a)(19) of the Water 
Resources and Development Act of 1999 (Pub- 
lic Law 106-53; 118 Stat. 277)— 

(1) to widen the existing bend in the Fed- 
eral navigation channel at the intersection 
of Cedar Hammock and Brunswick Point Cut 
Ranges; and 

(2) to extend the northwest side of the ex- 
isting South Brunswick River Turning 
Basin. 

(m) SAVANNAH RIVER BELOW AUGUSTA, 
GEORGIA.—The Secretary shall conduct a 
study to determine the feasibility of modi- 
fying the project for navigation, Savannah 
River below Augusta, Georgia, authorized by 
the first section of the Act of July 3, 1930 (46 
Stat. 924, chapter 847), to include aquatic 
ecosystem restoration, water supply, recre- 
ation, sediment management, and flood con- 
trol as project purposes. 

(n) DUBUQUE, IOWA.—The Secretary shall 
conduct a study to determine the feasibility 
of modifying the project for flood protection, 
Dubuque, Iowa, authorized by section 208 of 
the Flood Control Act of 1965 (Public Law 89- 
298; 79 Stat. 1086), to increase the level of 
flood protection and reduce flood damages. 

(0) MISSISSIPPI RIVER SHIP CHANNEL, GULF 
TO BATON ROUGE, LOUISIANA.—The Secretary 


shall conduct a study to determine the feasi- 
bility of modifying the project for naviga- 
tion, Mississippi River Ship Channel, Gulf to 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana, authorized by sec- 
tion 201(a) of the Harbor Development and 
Navigation Improvement Act of 1986 (Public 
Law 99-662; 100 Stat. 4090), to deepen the 
channel approaches and the associated area 
on the left descending bank of the Mis- 
sissippi River between mile 98.3 and mile 
100.6 Above Head of Passes (AHP) to a depth 
equal to the Channel. 

(p) ST. TAMMANY PARISH GOVERNMENT COM- 
PREHENSIVE COASTAL MASTER PLAN, LoọoU- 
ISIANA.—The Secretary shall conduct a study 
to determine the feasibility of carrying out 
projects described in the St. Tammany Par- 
ish Comprehensive Coastal Master Plan for 
flood control, shoreline protection, and eco- 
system restoration in St. Tammany Parish, 
Louisiana. 

(q) CAYUGA INLET, ITHACA, NEW YORK.—The 
Secretary shall conduct a study to determine 
the feasibility of modifying the project for 
flood protection, Great Lakes Basin, author- 
ized by section 203 of the Flood Control Act 
of 1960 (Public Law 86-645; 74 Stat. 488) to in- 
clude sediment management as a project 
purpose on the Cayuga Inlet, Ithaca, New 
York. 

(r) CHAUTAUQUA COUNTY, NEW YORK.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con- 
duct a study to determine the feasibility of 
carrying out projects for flood risk manage- 
ment, navigation, environmental dredging, 
and ecosystem restoration on the 
Cattaraugus, Silver Creek, and Chautauqua 
Lake tributaries in Chautauqua County, New 
York. 

(2) EVALUATION OF POTENTIAL SOLUTIONS.— 
In conducting the study under paragraph (1), 
the Secretary shall evaluate potential solu- 
tions to flooding from all sources, including 
flooding that results from ice jams. 

(S) DELAWARE RIVER BASIN, NEW YORK, NEW 
JERSEY, PENNSYLVANIA, DELAWARE.—The 
Secretary shall conduct a study to determine 
the feasibility of modifying the operations of 
the projects for flood control, Delaware 
River Basin, New York, New Jersey, Penn- 
sylvania, and Delaware, authorized by sec- 
tion 10 of the Flood Control Act of 1946 (60 
Stat. 644, chapter 596), and section 203 of the 
Flood Control Act of 1962 (Public Law 87-874; 
76 Stat. 1182), to enhance opportunities for 
ecosystem restoration and water supply. 

(t) CINCINNATI, OHIO.— 

(1) REviEW.—The Secretary shall review 
the Central Riverfront Park Master Plan, 
dated December 1999, and the Ohio River- 
front Study, Cincinnati, Ohio, dated August 
2002, to determine the feasibility of carrying 
out flood risk reduction, ecosystem restora- 
tion, and recreation components beyond the 
ecosystem restoration and recreation compo- 
nents that were undertaken pursuant to sec- 
tion 5116 of the Water Resources Develop- 
ment Act of 2007 (Public Law 110-114; 121 
Stat. 1238) as a second phase of that project. 

(2) AUTHORIZATION.—The project authorized 
under section 5116 of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 2007 (Public Law 110-114; 
121 Stat. 1238) is modified to authorize the 
Secretary to undertake the additional flood 
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risk reduction and ecosystem restoration 
components described in paragraph (1), at a 
total cost of $30,000,000, if the Secretary de- 
termines that the additional flood risk re- 
duction, ecosystem restoration, and recre- 
ation components, considered together, are 
feasible. 

(u) TULSA AND WEST TULSA, ARKANSAS 
RIVER, OKLAHOMA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con- 
duct a study to determine the feasibility of 
modifying the projects for flood risk man- 
agement, Tulsa and West Tulsa, Oklahoma, 
authorized by section 3 of the Act of August 
18, 1941 (55 Stat. 645; chapter 377). 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out the study 
under paragraph (1), the Secretary shall ad- 
dress project deficiencies, uncertainties, and 
significant data gaps, including material, 
construction, and subsurface, which render 
the project at risk of overtopping, breaching, 
or system failure. 

(B) ADDRESSING DEFICIENCIES.—In address- 
ing deficiencies under subparagraph (A), the 
Secretary shall incorporate current design 
standards and efficiency improvements, in- 
cluding the replacement of mechanical and 
electrical components at pumping stations, 
if the incorporation does not significantly 
change the scope, function, or purpose of the 
project. 

(3) PRIORITIZATION TO ADDRESS SIGNIFICANT 
RISKS.—In any case in which a levee or levee 
system (as defined in section 9002 of the 
Water Resources Reform and Development 
Act of 2007 (33 U.S.C. 3301)) is classified as a 
Class I or II under the levee safety action 
classification tool developed by the Corps of 
Engineers, the Secretary shall expedite the 
project for budget consideration. 

(v) JOHNSTOWN, PENNSYLVANIA.—The Sec- 
retary shall conduct a study to determine 
the feasibility of modifying the project for 
flood control, Johnstown, Pennsylvania, au- 
thorized by the Act of June 22, 1936 (49 Stat. 
1570, chapter 688; 50 Stat. 880) (commonly 
known as the “Flood Control Act of 1936”), 
to include aquatic ecosystem restoration, 
recreation, sediment management, and in- 
crease the level of flood control. 

(w) CHACON CREEK, TEXAS.—Notwith- 
standing any other provision of law (includ- 
ing any resolution of a Committee of Con- 
gress), the study conducted by the Secretary 
described in the resolution adopted by the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure of the House of Representatives on 
May 21, 2003, relating to flood damage reduc- 
tion, environmental restoration and protec- 
tion, water conservation and supply, water 
quality, and related purposes in the Rio 
Grande Watershed below Falcon Dam, shall 
include the area above Falcon Dam. 

(x) CORPUS CHRISTI SHIP CHANNEL, TEXAS.— 
The Secretary shall conduct a study to de- 
termine the feasibility of modifying the 
project for navigation and ecosystem res- 
toration, Corpus Christi Ship Channel, 
Texas, authorized by section 1001(40) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 2007 
(Public Law 110-114; 121 Stat. 1056), to de- 
velop and evaluate alternatives that address 
navigation problems directly affecting the 
Corpus Christi Ship Channel, La Quinta 
Channel, and La Quinta Channel Extension, 
including deepening the La Quinta Channel, 
2 turning basins, and the wye at La Quinta 
Junction. 

(y) TRINITY RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, 
TEXAS.— 

(1) REVIEW.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec- 
retary shall review the economic analysis of 
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the Center for Economic Development and 
Research of the University of North Texas 
entitled ‘‘Estimated Economic Benefits of 
the Modified Central City Project (Trinity 
River Vision) in Fort Worth, Texas” and 
dated November 2014. 

(2) AUTHORIZATION.—The project for flood 
control and other purposes on the Trinity 
River and tributaries, Texas, authorized by 
the River and Harbor Act of 1965 (Public Law 
89-298; 79 Stat. 1091), as modified by section 
116 the Energy and Water Development Ap- 
propriations Act, 2005 (Public Law 108-447; 
118 Stat. 2944), is further modified to author- 
ize the Secretary to carry out projects de- 
scribed in the recommended plan of the eco- 
nomic analysis described in paragraph (1), if 
the Secretary determines, based on the re- 
view referred to in paragraph (1), that— 

(A) the economic analysis and the process 
by which the economic analysis was devel- 
oped complies with Federal law (including 
regulations) applicable to economic analyses 
for water resources development projects; 
and 

(B) based on the economic analysis, the 
recommended plan in the supplement to the 
final environmental impact statement for 
the Central City Project, Upper Trinity 
River entitled ‘‘Final Supplemental No. 1” is 
economically justified. 

(8) LIMITATION.—The Federal share of the 
cost of the recommended plan described in 
paragraph (2) shall not exceed $520,000,000, of 
which not more than $5,500,000 may be ex- 
pended to carry out recreation features of 
the project. 

(z) CHINCOTEAGUE ISLAND, VIRGINIA.—The 
Secretary shall conduct a study to determine 
the feasibility of carrying out projects for 
ecosystem restoration and flood control, 
Chincoteague Island, Virginia, authorized by 
section 8 of Public Law 89-195 (16 U.S.C. 459f- 
7) (commonly known as the ‘‘Assateague Is- 
land National Seashore Act’’) for— 

(1) assessing the current and future func- 
tion of the barrier island, inlet, and coastal 
bay system surrounding Chincoteague Is- 
land; 

(2) developing an array of options for re- 
source management; and 

(3) evaluating the feasibility and cost asso- 
ciated with sustainable protection and res- 
toration areas. 

(aa) BURLEY CREEK WATERSHED, WASH- 
INGTON.—The Secretary shall conduct a 
study to determine the feasibility of car- 
rying out projects for flood control and 
aquatic ecosystem restoration in the Burley 
Creek Watershed, Washington. 

SEC. 6004. EXPEDITED COMPLETION OF RE- 
PORTS. 

The Secretary shall expedite completion of 
the reports for the following projects, in ac- 
cordance with section 2045 of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 2007 (33 U.S.C. 
2348), and, if the Secretary determines that a 
project is justified in the completed report, 
proceed directly to project preconstruction, 
engineering, and design in accordance with 
section 910 of the Water Resources Develop- 
ment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2287): 

(1) The project for navigation, St. George 
Harbor, Alaska. 

(2) The project for flood risk management, 
Rahway River Basin, New Jersey. 

(3) The Hudson-Raritan Estuary Com- 
prehensive Restoration Project. 

(4) The project for navigation, Mobile Har- 
bor, Alabama. 

SEC. 6005. EXTENSION OF EXPEDITED CONSIDER- 
ATION IN SENATE. 

Section 7004(b)(4) of the Water Resources 

Reform and Development Act of 2014 (Public 
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Law 113-121; 128 Stat. 1374) is amended by 

striking ‘‘2018” and inserting ‘‘2020’’. 

SEC. 6006. GAO STUDY ON CORPS OF ENGINEERS 
METHODOLOGY AND PERFORMANCE 
METRICS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 2 years 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Comptroller General shall submit to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works of the Senate and the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives a study of the 
methodologies and performance metrics used 
by the Corps of Engineers to calculate ben- 
efit-to-cost ratios and evaluate construction 
projects. 

(b) CONSIDERATIONS.—The study under sub- 
section (a) shall address— 

(1) whether and to what extent the current 
methodologies and performance metrics 
place small and rural geographic areas at a 
competitive disadvantage; 

(2) whether the value of property for which 
damage would be prevented as a result of a 
flood risk management project is the best 
measurement for the primary input in ben- 
efit-to-cost calculations for flood risk man- 
agement projects; 

(3) any recommendations for approaches to 
modify the metrics used to improve benefit- 
to-cost ratio results for small and rural geo- 
graphic areas; and 

(4) whether a reevaluation of existing ap- 
proaches and the primary criteria used to 
calculate the economic benefits of a Corps of 
Engineers construction project could provide 
greater construction project completion re- 
sults for small and rural geographic areas 
without putting a strain on the budget of the 
Corps of Engineers. 

SEC. 6007. INVENTORY ASSESSMENT. 

Not later than 1 year after the date of en- 
actment of this Act, the Secretary shall 
complete the assessment and inventory re- 
quired under section 6002(a) of the Water Re- 
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014 
(Public Law 113-121; 128 Stat. 1349). 

SEC. 6008. SAINT LAWRENCE SEAWAY MOD- 
ERNIZATION. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) GREAT LAKES REGION.—The term ‘‘Great 
Lakes region” means the region comprised of 
the Great Lakes States. 

(2) GREAT LAKES STATES.—The term ‘‘Great 
Lakes States’? means each of the States of 
Illinois, Indiana, Michigan, Minnesota, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, New York, and Wisconsin. 

(3) SEAWAY.—The term “Seaway” means 
the Saint Lawrence Seaway. 

(b) STUDY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Comptroller General, 
in cooperation with appropriate Federal, 
State, and local authorities, shall conduct a 
study to— 

(A) assess the condition of the Seaway; and 

(B) evaluate options available in the 21st 
century for modernizing the Seaway as a 
globally significant transportation corridor. 

(2) SCOPE OF sTUDY.—In conducting the 
study under paragraph (1), the Comptroller 
General shall— 

(A) assess the condition of the Seaway and 
the capacity of the Seaway to drive com- 
merce and other economic activity in the 
Great Lakes region; 

(B) detail the importance of the Seaway to 
the functioning of the United States econ- 
omy, with an emphasis on the domestic man- 
ufacturing sector, including the domestic 
steel manufacturing industry; 

(C) evaluate options— 

(i) to modernize physical navigation infra- 
structure, facilities, and related assets not 
operated or maintained by the Secretary 
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along the corridor of the Seaway, including 
an assessment of alternative means for the 
Great Lakes region to finance large-scale 
initiatives; 

(ii) to increase exports of domestically pro- 
duced goods and study the trade balance and 
regional economic impact of the possible in- 
crease in imports of agricultural products, 
steel, aggregates, and other goods commonly 
transported through the Seaway; 

(iii) increase economic activity and devel- 
opment in the Great Lakes region by advanc- 
ing the multimodal transportation and eco- 
nomic network in the region; 

(iv) ensure the competitiveness of the Sea- 
way as a transportation corridor in an in- 
creasingly integrated global transportation 
network; and 

(v) attract tourists to the Great Lakes re- 
gion by improving attractions and removing 
barriers to tourism and travel throughout 
the Seaway; and 

(D) evaluate the existing and potential fi- 
nancing authorities of the Seaway as com- 
pared to other Federal agencies and instru- 
mentalities with development responsibil- 
ities. 

(3) DEADLINE.—The Comptroller General 
shall complete the study under paragraph (1) 
as soon as practicable and not later than 2 
years after the date of enactment of this 
Act. 

(4) COORDINATION.—The Comptroller Gen- 
eral shall conduct the study under paragraph 
(1) with input from representatives of the 
Saint Lawrence Seaway Development Cor- 
poration, the Economic Development Admin- 
istration, the Coast Guard, the Corps of En- 
gineers, the Department of Homeland Secu- 
rity, and State and local entities (including 
port authorities throughout the Seaway). 

(5) REPORT.—The Comptroller General 
shall submit to Congress a report on the re- 
sults of the study under paragraph (1) not 
later than the earlier of— 

(A) the date that is 180 days after the date 
on which the study is completed; or 

(B) the date that is 30 months after the 
date of enactment of this Act. 

SEC. 6009. YAZOO BASIN, MISSISSIPPI. 

The authority of the Secretary to carry 
out the project for flood damage reduction, 
bank stabilization, and sediment and erosion 
control known as the ‘‘Yazoo Basin, Mis- 
sissippi, Mississippi Delta Headwater 
Project, MS’’, authorized by title I of Public 
Law 98-8 (97 Stat. 22), as amended, shall not 
be limited to watersheds referenced in re- 
ports accompanying appropriations bills for 
previous fiscal years. 

TITLE VII—SAFE DRINKING WATER AND 

CLEAN WATER INFRASTRUCTURE 
SEC. 7001. DEFINITION OF ADMINISTRATOR. 

In this title, the term ‘‘Administrator’’ 
means the Administrator of the Environ- 
mental Protection Agency. 

SEC. 7002. SENSE OF THE SENATE ON APPRO- 
PRIATIONS LEVELS AND FINDINGS 
ON ECONOMIC IMPACTS. 

(a) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense 
of the Senate that Congress should provide 
robust funding for the State drinking water 
treatment revolving loan funds established 
under section 1452 of the Safe Drinking 
Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12) and the State 
water pollution control revolving funds es- 
tablished under title VI of the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act (83 U.S.C. 1381 et seq.). 

(b) FINDINGS.—Congress finds, based on an 
analysis sponsored by the Water Environ- 
ment Federation and the WateReuse Asso- 
ciation of the nationwide impact of State re- 
volving loan fund spending using the 
IMPLAN economic model developed by the 
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Federal Government, that, in addition to the 
public health and environmental benefits, 
the Federal investment in safe drinking 
water and clean water provides the following 
benefits: 

(1) Generation of significant Federal tax 
revenue, as evidenced by the following: 

(A) Every dollar of a Federal capitalization 
grant returns $0.21 to the general fund of the 
Treasury in the form of Federal taxes and, 
when additional spending from the State re- 
volving loan funds is considered to be the re- 
sult of leveraging the Federal investment, 
every dollar of a Federal capitalization grant 
returns $0.93 in Federal tax revenue. 

(B) A combined $34,700,000,000 in capitaliza- 
tion grants for the clean water and state 
drinking water state revolving loan funds de- 
scribed in subsection (a) over a period of 5 
years would generate $7,430,000,000 in Federal 
tax revenue and, when additional spending 
from the State revolving loan funds is con- 
sidered to be the result of leveraging the 
Federal investment, the Federal investment 
will result in $32,300,000,000 in Federal tax 
revenue during that 5-year period. 

(2) An increase in employment, as evi- 
denced by the following: 

(A) Every $1,000,000 in State revolving loan 
fund spending generates 16% jobs. 

(B) $34,700,000,000 in Federal capitalization 
grants for State revolving loan funds over a 
period of 5 years would result in 506,000 jobs. 

(8) An increase in economic output: 

(A) Every $1,000,000 in State revolving loan 
fund spending results in $2,950,000 in output 
for the economy of the United States. 

(B) $34,700,000,000 in Federal capitalization 
grants for State revolving loan funds over a 
period of 5 years will generate $102,700,000,000 
in total economic output. 

Subtitle A—Drinking Water 
SEC. 7101. PRECONSTRUCTION WORK. 

Section 1452(a)(2) of the Safe Drinking 
Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12(a)(2)) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) by designating the first, second, third, 
fourth, and fifth sentences as subparagraphs 
(A), (B), (D), (Œ), and (F), respectively; 

(2) in subparagraph (B) (as designated by 
paragraph (1)) by striking ‘‘(not’’ and insert- 
ing ‘“‘(including expenditures for planning, 
design, and associated preconstruction ac- 
tivities, including activities relating to the 
siting of the facility, but not”; and 

(3) by inserting after subparagraph (B) (as 
designated by paragraph (1)) the following: 

“(C) SALE OF BONDS.—Funds may also be 
used by a public water system as a source of 
revenue (restricted solely to interest earn- 
ings of the applicable State loan fund) or se- 
curity for payment of the principal and in- 
terest on revenue or general obligation bonds 
issued by the State to provide matching 
funds under subsection (e), if the proceeds of 
the sale of the bonds will be deposited in the 
State loan fund.’’. 

SEC. 7102. PRIORITY SYSTEM REQUIREMENTS. 

Section 1452(b)(8) of the Safe Drinking 
Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12(b)(3)) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) by redesignating subparagraph (B) as 
subparagraph (D); 

(2) by striking subparagraph (A) and in- 
serting the following: 

“(A) DEFINITION OF RESTRUCTURING.—In 
this paragraph, the term ‘restructuring’ 
means changes in operations (including own- 
ership, cooperative partnerships, asset man- 
agement, consolidation, and alternative 
water supply). 

‘“(B) PRIORITY SYSTEM.—An intended use 
plan shall provide, to the maximum extent 
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practicable, that priority for the use of funds 
be given to projects that— 

“(i) address the most serious risk to 
human health; 

“(ii) are necessary to ensure compliance 
with this title (including requirements for 
filtration); 

“(iii) assist systems most in need on a per- 
household basis according to State afford- 
ability criteria; and 

“(iv) improve the sustainability of sys- 
tems. 

‘(C) WEIGHT GIVEN TO APPLICATIONS.—After 
determining project priorities under sub- 
paragraph (B), an intended use plan shall 
provide that the State shall give greater 
weight to an application for assistance by a 
community water system if the application 
includes such information as the State deter- 
mines to be necessary and contains— 

“(i) a description of utility management 
best practices undertaken by a treatment 
works applying for assistance, including— 

“(I) an inventory of assets, including any 
lead service lines, and a description of the 
condition of the assets; 

‘(II) a schedule for replacement of assets; 

“(IIT) a financing plan that factors in all 
lifecycle costs indicating sources of revenue 
from ratepayers, grants, bonds, other loans, 
and other sources to meet the costs; and 

‘“(IV) a review of options for restructuring 
the public water system; 

“ii) demonstration of consistency with 
State, regional, and municipal watershed 
plans; 

“(iii) a water conservation plan consistent 
with guidelines developed for those plans by 
the Administrator under section 1455(a); and 

“(iv) approaches to improve the sustain- 
ability of the system, including— 

“(I) water efficiency or conservation, in- 
cluding the rehabilitation or replacement of 
existing leaking pipes; 

“(ID) use of reclaimed water; 

“(JIT) actions to increase energy efficiency; 
and 

‘(IV) implementation of plans to protect 
source water identified in a source water as- 
sessment under section 14538.’’; and 

(3) in subparagraph (D) (as redesignated by 
paragraph (1)), by striking ‘‘periodically”’ 
and inserting ‘‘at least biennially”. 

SEC. 7103. ADMINISTRATION OF STATE LOAN 
FUNDS. 

Section 1452(¢)(2) of the Safe Drinking 
Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12(¢)(2)) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘up to 
4 percent of the funds allotted to the State 
under this section” and inserting ‘‘, for each 
fiscal year, an amount that does not exceed 
the sum of the amount of any fees collected 
by the State for use in covering reasonable 
costs of administration of programs under 
this section, regardless of the source, and an 
amount equal to the greatest of $400,000, % 
percent of the current valuation of the fund, 
or 4 percent of all grant awards to the fund 
under this section for the fiscal year,’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘1419,’’ and all that follows 
through ‘‘1993.” and inserting ‘‘1419.’’. 

SEC. 7104. OTHER AUTHORIZED ACTIVITIES. 

Section 1452(k) of the Safe Drinking Water 
Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12(k)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)(D), by inserting before 
the period at the end the following: ‘‘and the 
implementation of plans to protect source 
water identified in a source water assess- 
ment under section 1453”; and 

(2) in paragraph (2)(E), by inserting after 
“wellhead protection programs’ the fol- 
lowing: ‘‘and implement plans to protect 
source water identified in a source water as- 
sessment under section 1453”. 


September 15, 2016 


SEC. 7105. NEGOTIATION OF CONTRACTS. 

Section 1452 of the Safe Drinking Water 
Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12) is amended by adding 
at the end the following: 

‘*(s) NEGOTIATION OF CONTRACTS.—For com- 
munities with populations of more than 
10,000 individuals, a contract to be carried 
out using funds directly made available by a 
capitalization grant under this section for 
program management, construction manage- 
ment, feasibility studies, preliminary engi- 
neering, design, engineering, surveying, 
mapping, or architectural or related services 
shall be negotiated in the same manner as— 

“(1) a contract for architectural and engi- 
neering services is negotiated under chapter 
11 of title 40, United States Code; or 

“(2) an equivalent State qualifications- 
based requirement (as determined by the 
Governor of the State).’’. 

SEC. 7106. ASSISTANCE FOR SMALL AND DIS- 
ADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Part E of the Safe Drink- 
ing Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j et seq.) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 
“SEC. 1459A. ASSISTANCE FOR SMALL AND DIS- 

ADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES. 

‘(a) DEFINITION OF UNDERSERVED COMMU- 
NITY.—In this section: 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘underserved 
community’ means a local political subdivi- 
sion that, as determined by the Adminis- 
trator, has an inadequate drinking water or 
wastewater system. 

“(2) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘underserved 
community’ includes a local political sub- 
division that either, as determined by the 
Administrator— 

“(A) does not have household drinking 
water or wastewater services; or 

“(B) has a drinking water system that fails 
to meet health-based standards under this 
Act, including— 

“(i) a maximum contaminant level for a 
primary drinking water contaminant; 

“(ii) a treatment technique violation; and 

“(iii) an action level exceedance. 

‘(b) ESTABLISHMENT.— 

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 
establish a program under which grants are 
provided to eligible entities for use in car- 
rying out projects and activities the primary 
purposes of which are to assist public water 
systems in meeting the requirements of this 
Act. 

‘“(2) INCLUSIONS.—Projects and activities 
under paragraph (1) include— 

“(A) infrastructure investments necessary 
to comply with the requirements of this Act, 

‘“(B) assistance that directly and primarily 
benefits the disadvantaged community on a 
per-household basis, and 

‘“(C) programs to provide household water 
quality testing, including testing for unregu- 
lated contaminants. 

‘(c) ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—An entity eligible 
to receive a grant under this section— 

(1) is— 

‘(A) a public water system as defined in 
section 1401; 

“(B) a system that is located in an area 
governed by an Indian Tribe (as defined in 
section 1401); or 

“(C) a State, on behalf of an underserved 
community; and 

“(2) serves a community that, under af- 
fordability criteria established by the State 
under section 1452(d)(3), is determined by the 
State— 

“(A) to be a disadvantaged community; 

“(B) to be a community that may become 
a disadvantaged community as a result of 
carrying out an eligible activity; or 

“(C) to serve a community with a popu- 
lation of less than 10,000 individuals that the 
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Administrator determines does not have the 
capacity to incur debt sufficient to finance 
the project under subsection (b). 

““(d) PRIORITY.—In prioritizing projects for 
implementation under this section, the Ad- 
ministrator shall give priority to systems 
that serve underserved communities. 

‘“(e) LOCAL PARTICIPATION.—In prioritizing 
projects for implementation under this sec- 
tion, the Administrator shall consult with, 
and consider the priorities of, affected 
States, Indian Tribes, and local govern- 
ments. 

“(f) TECHNICAL, MANAGERIAL, AND FINAN- 
CIAL CAPABILITY.—The Administrator may 
provide assistance to increase the technical, 
managerial, and financial capability of an el- 
igible entity receiving a grant under this 
section if the Administrator determines that 
the eligible entity lacks appropriate tech- 
nical, managerial, and financial capability. 

‘“(g) COST SHARING.—Before carrying out 
any project under this section, the Adminis- 
trator shall enter into a binding agreement 
with 1 or more non-Federal interests that 
shall require the non-Federal interests— 

“(1) to pay not less than 45 percent of the 
total costs of the project, which may include 
services, materials, supplies, or other in- 
kind contributions; 

“*(2) to provide any land, easements, rights- 
of-way, and relocations necessary to carry 
out the project; and 

(3) to pay 100 percent of any operation, 
maintenance, repair, replacement, and reha- 
bilitation costs associated with the project. 

“(h) WAIVER.—The Administrator may 
waive the requirement to pay the non-Fed- 
eral share of the cost of carrying out an eli- 
gible activity using funds from a grant pro- 
vided under this section if the Administrator 
determines that an eligible entity is unable 
to pay, or would experience significant fi- 
nancial hardship if required to pay, the non- 
Federal share. 

‘“(i) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section— 

“*(1) $230,000,000 for fiscal year 2017; and 

**(2) $300,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2018 
through 2021.’’. 

(b) FUNDING.—Out of any funds in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall transfer to 
the Administrator to provide grants to eligi- 
ble entities under section 1459A of the Safe 
Drinking Water Act (as added by subsection 
(a)), $20,000,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended. 

SEC. 7107. REDUCING LEAD IN DRINKING WATER. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Part E of the Safe Drink- 
ing Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j et seq.) (as 
amended by section 7106) is amended by add- 
ing at the end the following: 

“SEC. 1459B. REDUCING LEAD IN DRINKING 
WATER. 

“(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) ELIGIBLE ENTITY.—The term ‘eligible 
entity’ means— 

“(A) a community water system; 

‘“(B) a system located in an area governed 
by an Indian Tribe; 

“(C) a nontransient noncommunity water 
system; 

“(D) a qualified nonprofit organization, as 
determined by the Administrator; and 

‘“(E) a municipality or State, interstate, or 
intermunicipal agency. 

‘(2) LEAD REDUCTION PROJECT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘lead reduc- 
tion project’ means a project or activity the 
primary purpose of which is to reduce the 
level of lead in water for human consump- 
tion by— 
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“(i) replacement of publicly owned lead 
service lines; 

“(ii) testing, planning, or other relevant 
activities, as determined by the Adminis- 
trator, to identify and address conditions 
(including corrosion control) that contribute 
to increased lead levels in water for human 
consumption; 

“(iii) assistance to low-income home- 
owners to replace privately owned service 
lines, pipes, fittings, or fixtures that contain 
lead; and 

“(iv) education of consumers regarding 
measures to reduce exposure to lead from 
drinking water or other sources. 

“(B) LIMITATION.—The term ‘lead reduction 
project’ does not include a partial lead serv- 
ice line replacement if, at the conclusion of 
the service line replacement, drinking water 
is delivered to a household through a pub- 
licly or privately owned portion of a lead 
service line. 

“(3) LOW-INCOME.—The term ‘low-income’, 
with respect to an individual provided assist- 
ance under this section, has such meaning as 
may be given the term by the head of the 
municipality or State, interstate, or inter- 
municipal agency with jurisdiction over the 
area to which assistance is provided. 

“(4) MUNICIPALITY.—The term ‘munici- 
pality’ means— 

“(A) a city, town, borough, county, parish, 
district, association, or other public entity 
established by, or pursuant to, applicable 
State law; and 

“(B) an Indian tribe (as defined in section 
4 of the Indian Self-Determination and Edu- 
cation Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 5304)). 


‘(b) GRANT PROGRAM.— 

“(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Administrator 
shall establish a grant program to provide 
assistance to eligible entities for lead reduc- 
tion projects in the United States. 

‘“(2) PRECONDITION.—As a condition of re- 
ceipt of assistance under this section, before 
receiving the assistance the eligible entity 
shall take steps to identify— 

“(A) the source of lead in water for human 
consumption; and 

‘“(B) the means by which the proposed lead 
reduction project would reduce lead levels in 
the applicable water system. 

‘(3) PRIORITY APPLICATION.—In providing 
grants under this subsection, the Adminis- 
trator shall give priority to an eligible enti- 
ty that— 

“(A) the Administrator determines, based 
on affordability criteria established by the 
State under section 1452(d)(8), to be a dis- 
advantaged community; and 

“(B) proposes to— 

“(i) carry out a lead reduction project at a 
public water system or nontransient non- 
community water system that has exceeded 
the lead action level established by the Ad- 
ministrator at any time during the 3-year 
period preceding the date of submission of 
the application of the eligible entity; 

“(ii) address lead levels in water for human 
consumption at a school, daycare, or other 
facility that primarily serves children or 
other vulnerable human subpopulation; or 

“(iii) address such priority criteria as the 
Administrator may establish, consistent 
with the goal of reducing lead levels of con- 
cern. 

“*(4) COST SHARING.— 

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(B), the non-Federal share of the total cost 
of a project funded by a grant under this sub- 
section shall be not less than 20 percent. 

“(B) WAIVER.—The Administrator may re- 
duce or eliminate the non-Federal share 
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under subparagraph (A) for reasons of afford- 
ability, as the Administrator determines to 
be appropriate. 

‘*(5) LOW-INCOME ASSISTANCE.— 

‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(B), an eligible entity may use a grant pro- 
vided under this subsection to provide assist- 
ance to low-income homeowners to carry out 
lead reduction projects. 

“(B) LIMITATION.—The amount of a grant 
provided to a low-income homeowner under 
this paragraph shall not exceed the cost of 
replacement of the privately owned portion 
of the service line. 

‘‘(6) SPECIAL CONSIDERATION FOR LEAD SERV- 
ICE LINE REPLACEMENT.—In carrying out lead 
service line replacement using a grant under 
this subsection, an eligible entity shall— 

‘(A) notify customers of the replacement 
of any publicly owned portion of the lead 
service line; 

“(B) in the case of a homeowner who is not 
low-income, offer to replace the privately 
owned portion of the lead service line at the 
cost of replacement; 

“(C) in the case of a low-income home- 
owner, offer to replace the privately owned 
portion of the lead service line and any 
pipes, fitting, and fixtures that contain lead 
at a cost that is equal to the difference be- 
tween— 

“(i) the cost of replacement; and 

“(ii) the amount of low-income assistance 
available to the homeowner under paragraph 
(5); 

‘(D) notify each customer that a planned 
replacement of any publicly owned portion 
of a lead service line that is funded by a 
grant made under this subsection will not be 
carried out unless the customer agrees to the 
simultaneous replacement of the privately 
owned portion of the lead service line; and 

“(E) demonstrate that the eligible entity 
has considered options for reducing lead in 
drinking water, including an evaluation of 
options for corrosion control. 

‘(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $60,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2017 through 2021.’’. 

(b) FUNDING.—Out of any funds in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall transfer to 
the Administrator to provide grants to eligi- 
ble entities under this section under section 
1459B of the Safe Drinking Water Act (as 
added by subsection (a)), $20,000,000, to re- 
main available until expended. 

SEC. 7108. REGIONAL LIAISONS FOR MINORITY, 
TRIBAL, AND LOW-INCOME COMMU- 
NITIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 
appoint not fewer than 1 employee in each 
regional office of the Environmental Protec- 
tion Agency to serve as a liaison to minor- 
ity, tribal, and low-income communities in 
the relevant region. 

(b) PUBLIC IDENTIFICATION.—The Adminis- 
trator shall identify each regional liaison se- 
lected under subsection (a) on the website 
of— 

(1) the relevant regional office of the Envi- 
ronmental Protection Agency; and 

(2) the Office of Environmental Justice of 
the Environmental Protection Agency. 

SEC. 7109. NOTICE TO PERSONS SERVED. 

(a) EXCEEDANCE OF LEAD ACTION LEVEL.— 
Section 1414(c) of the Safe Drinking Water 
Act (42 U.S.C. 300g-3(c)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by adding at the end 
the following: 

“(D) Notice of any exceedance of a lead ac- 
tion level or any other prescribed level of 
lead in a regulation issued under section 
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1412, including the concentrations of lead 
found in a monitoring activity.’’; 

(2) in paragraph (2)— 

(A) in subparagraph (C)— 

(i) in clause (iii)— 

(D) by striking ‘‘Administrator or” and in- 
serting ‘‘Administrator, the Director of the 
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, 
and, if applicable,’’; and 

(II) by inserting ‘‘and the appropriate 
State and county health agencies’’ after 
“1413”; 

(B) by redesignating subparagraphs (D) and 
(E) as subparagraphs (E) and (F), respec- 
tively; and 

(C) by inserting after subparagraph (C) the 
following: 

“(D) EXCEEDANCE OF LEAD ACTION LEVEL.— 
Regulations issued under subparagraph (A) 
shall specify notification procedures for an 
exceedance of a lead action level or any 
other prescribed level of lead in a regulation 
issued under section 1412.”’; 

(3) by redesignating paragraphs (3) and (4) 
as paragraphs (4) and (5), respectively; 

(4) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘(3) NOTIFICATION OF THE PUBLIC RELATING 
TO LEAD.— 

“(A) EXCEEDANCE OF LEAD ACTION LEVEL.— 
Not later than 15 days after the date of an 
exceedance of a lead action level or any 
other prescribed level of lead in a regulation 
issued under section 1412, the Administrator 
shall notify the public of the concentrations 
of lead found in the monitoring activity con- 
ducted by the public water system if the pub- 
lic water system or the State does not notify 
the public of the concentrations of lead 
found in a monitoring activity. 

‘“(B) RESULTS OF LEAD MONITORING.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator may 
provide notice of any result of lead moni- 
toring conducted by a public water system 
to— 

“(I) any person that is served by the public 
water system; or 

“(II) the local or State health department 
of a locality or State in which the public 
water system is located. 

“(ii) FORM OF NOTICE.—The Administrator 
may provide the notice described in clause 
G) by— 

““(I) press release; or 

“(IT) other form of communication, includ- 
ing local media. 

“(C) PRIVACY.—Notice to the public shall 
protect the privacy of individual customer 
information.’’; and 

(5) by adding at the end the following: 

“(6) STRATEGIC PLAN.—Not later than 120 
days after the date of enactment of this 
paragraph, the Administrator, in collabora- 
tion with States and owners and operators of 
public water systems, shall establish a stra- 
tegic plan for how the Administrator, a 
State with primary enforcement responsi- 
bility, and the owners and operators of pub- 
lic water systems shall conduct targeted out- 
reach, education, technical assistance, and 
risk communication to populations affected 
by lead in a public water system.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section 
1414(c) of the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 
U.S.C. 300g-3(c)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)(C), by striking ‘‘para- 
graph (2E)? and inserting ‘‘paragraph 
(2)(F)”; 

(2) in paragraph (2)(B)(i)(UD, by striking 
“subparagraph (D)’’ and inserting ‘‘subpara- 
graph (B)’’; and 

(3) in paragraph (4)(B) (as redesignated by 
subsection (a)(8)), in the first sentence, by 
striking ‘‘(D)’’ and inserting “(B)”. 
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SEC. 7110. ELECTRONIC REPORTING OF DRINK- 
ING WATER DATA. 

Section 1414 of the Safe Drinking Water 
Act (42 U.S.C. 300g-3) is amended by adding 
at the end the following: 

‘*(j) ELECTRONIC REPORTING OF COMPLIANCE 
MONITORING DATA.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 
require electronic submission of available 
compliance monitoring data, if practicable— 

“(A) by public water systems (or a certified 
laboratory on behalf of a public water sys- 
tem)— 

“(i) to the Administrator; or 

“(ii) with respect to a public water system 
in a State that has primary enforcement re- 
sponsibility under section 1418, to that 
State; and 

‘(B) by each State that has primary en- 
forcement responsibility under section 1413 
to the Administrator, as a condition on the 
receipt of funds under this Act. 

“Cy CONSIDERATIONS.—In determining 
whether the requirement referred to in para- 
graph (1) is practicable, the Administrator 
shall consider— 

“(A) the ability of a public water system 
(or a certified laboratory on behalf of a pub- 
lic water system) or a State to meet the re- 
quirements of sections 3.1 through 3.2000 of 
title 40, Code of Federal Regulations (or suc- 
cessor regulations); 

‘“(B) information system compatibility; 

‘“(C) the size of the public water system; 
and 

“(D) the size of the community served by 
the public water system.’’. 

SEC. 7111. LEAD TESTING IN SCHOOL AND CHILD 
CARE DRINKING WATER. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1464 of the Safe 
Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-24) is 
amended by striking subsection (d) and in- 
serting the following: 

“(d) VOLUNTARY SCHOOL AND CHILD CARE 
LEAD TESTING GRANT PROGRAM.— 

“(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 

‘(A) CHILD CARE PROGRAM.—The term 
‘child care program’ has the meaning given 
the term ‘early childhood education pro- 
gram’ in section 103 of the Higher Education 
Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1003). 

‘(B) LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCY.—The 
term ‘local educational agency’ means— 

“(i) a local educational agency (as defined 
in section 8101 of the Elementary and Sec- 
ondary Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
7801)); 

“(ii) a tribal education agency (as defined 
in section 3 of the National Environmental 
Education Act (20 U.S.C. 5502)); and 

“(iii) an operator of a child care program 
facility licensed under State law. 

‘(2) ESTABLISHMENT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 2016, the Admin- 
istrator shall establish a voluntary school 
and child care lead testing grant program to 
make grants available to States to assist 
local educational agencies in voluntary test- 
ing for lead contamination in drinking water 
at schools and child care programs under the 
jurisdiction of the local educational agen- 
cies. 

‘“(B) GRANTS TO LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGEN- 
clIeEs.—The Administrator may make grants 
directly available to local educational agen- 
cies for the voluntary testing described in 
subparagraph (A) in— 

“(i) any State that does not participate in 
the voluntary school and child care lead 
testing grant program established under that 
subparagraph; and 

“(ii) any direct implementation area. 
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‘(3) APPLICATION.—To be eligible to receive 
a grant under this subsection, a State or 
local educational agency shall submit to the 
Administrator an application at such time, 
in such manner, and containing such infor- 
mation as the Administrator may require. 

‘(4) LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS.—Not 
more than 4 percent of grant funds accepted 
under this subsection shall be used to pay 
the administrative costs of carrying out this 
subsection. 

‘(5) GUIDANCE; PUBLIC AVAILABILITY.—AS a 
condition of receiving a grant under this sub- 
section, the State or local educational agen- 
cy shall ensure that each local educational 
agency to which grant funds are distributed 
shall— 

“(A) expend grant funds in accordance 
with— 

“(i) the guidance of the Environmental 
Protection Agency entitled ‘3Ts for Reducing 
Lead in Drinking Water in Schools: Revised 
Technical Guidance’ and dated October 2006 
(or any successor guidance); or 

“(ii) applicable State regulations or guid- 
ance regarding reducing lead in drinking 
water in schools and child care programs 
that is not less stringent than the guidance 
referred to in clause (i); and 

“(B)Xi) make available in the administra- 
tive offices, and to the maximum extent 
practicable, on the Internet website, of the 
local educational agency for inspection by 
the public (including teachers, other school 
personnel, and parents) a copy of the results 
of any voluntary testing for lead contamina- 
tion in school and child care program drink- 
ing water that is carried out with grant 
funds under this subsection; and 

“(ii) notify parent, teacher, and employee 
organizations of the availability of the re- 
sults described in clause (i). 

““(6) MAINTENANCE OF EFFORT.—If resources 
are available to a State or local educational 
agency from any other Federal agency, a 
State, or a private foundation for testing for 
lead contamination in drinking water, the 
State or local educational agency shall dem- 
onstrate that the funds provided under this 
subsection will not displace those resources. 

‘(7) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this subsection $20,000,000 for each 
of fiscal years 2017 through 2021.’’. 

(b) REPEAL.—Section 1465 of the Safe 
Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-25) is re- 
pealed. 

SEC. 7112. WATERSENSE PROGRAM. 

The Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 
300j et seq.) is amended by adding after Part 
F the following: 

“PART G—ADDITIONAL PROVISIONS 
“SEC. 1471. WATERSENSE PROGRAM. 

‘“(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF WATERSENSE PRO- 
GRAM.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—There is established 
within the Agency a voluntary WaterSense 
program to identify and promote water-effi- 
cient products, buildings, landscapes, facili- 
ties, processes, and services that, through 
voluntary labeling of, or other forms of com- 
munications regarding, products, buildings, 
landscapes, facilities, processes, and services 
while meeting strict performance criteria, 
sensibly— 

“(A) reduce water use; 

‘“(B) reduce the strain on public and com- 
munity water systems and wastewater and 
stormwater infrastructure; 

‘“(C) conserve energy used to pump, heat, 
transport, and treat water; and 

‘(D) preserve water resources for future 
generations. 
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**(2) INCLUSIONS.—The Administrator shall, 
consistent with this section, identify water- 
efficient products, buildings, landscapes, fa- 
cilities, processes, and services, including 
categories such as— 

“(A) irrigation technologies and services; 

““(B) point-of-use water treatment devices; 

“(C) plumbing products; 

‘“(D) reuse and recycling technologies; 

“(E) landscaping and gardening products, 
including moisture control or water enhanc- 
ing technologies; 

“(F) xeriscaping and other landscape con- 
versions that reduce water use; 

““(G) whole house humidifiers; and 

“(H) water-efficient buildings or facilities. 

“(b) DUTIES.—The Administrator, coordi- 
nating as appropriate with the Secretary of 
Energy, shall— 

“(1) establish— 

“(A) a WaterSense label to be used for 
items meeting the certification criteria es- 
tablished in accordance with this section; 
and 

“(B) the procedure, including the methods 
and means, and criteria by which an item 
may be certified to display the WaterSense 
label; 

“(2) enhance public awareness regarding 
the WaterSense label through outreach, edu- 
cation, and other means; 

“(3) preserve the 
WaterSense label by— 

“(A) establishing and maintaining feasible 
performance criteria so that products, build- 
ings, landscapes, facilities, processes, and 
services labeled with the WaterSense label 
perform as well or better than less water-ef- 
ficient counterparts; 

“(B) overseeing WaterSense certifications 
made by third parties; 

“(C) as determined appropriate by the Ad- 
ministrator, using testing protocols, from 
the appropriate, applicable, and relevant 
consensus standards, for the purpose of de- 
termining standards compliance; and 

“(D) auditing the use of the WaterSense 
label in the marketplace and preventing 
cases of misuse; and 

“(4) not more than 6 years after adoption 
or major revision of any WaterSense speci- 
fication, review and, if appropriate, revise 
the specification to achieve additional water 
savings; 

“(5) in revising a WaterSense specifica- 
tion— 

“(A) provide reasonable notice to inter- 
ested parties and the public of any changes, 
including effective dates, and an explanation 
of the changes; 

““(B) solicit comments from interested par- 
ties and the public prior to any changes; 

“(C) as appropriate, respond to comments 
submitted by interested parties and the pub- 
lic; and 

“(D) provide an appropriate transition 
time prior to the applicable effective date of 
any changes, taking into account the timing 
necessary for the manufacture, marketing, 
training, and distribution of the specific 
water-efficient product, building, landscape, 
process, or service category being addressed; 
and 

“(6) not later than December 31, 2018, con- 
sider for review and revision any WaterSense 
specification adopted before January 1, 2012. 

“(c) TRANSPARENCY.—The Administrator 
shall, to the maximum extent practicable 
and not less than annually, regularly esti- 
mate and make available to the public the 
production and relative market shares and 
savings of water, energy, and capital costs of 
water, wastewater, and stormwater attrib- 
utable to the use of WaterSense-labeled 
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products, buildings, landscapes, facilities, 
processes, and services. 

‘(d) DISTINCTION OF AUTHORITIES.—In set- 
ting or maintaining specifications for En- 
ergy Star pursuant to section 324A of the En- 
ergy Policy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 
6294a), and WaterSense under this section, 
the Secretary of Energy and Administrator 
shall coordinate to prevent duplicative or 
conflicting requirements among the respec- 
tive programs. 

“(e) NO WARRANTY.—A WaterSense label 
shall not create an express or implied war- 
ranty.’’. 

SEC. 7113. WATER SUPPLY COST SAVINGS. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 

(1) the United States is facing a drinking 
water infrastructure funding crisis; 

(2) the Environmental Protection Agency 
projects a shortfall of approximately 
$384,000,000,000 in funding for drinking water 
infrastructure from 2015 to 2035 and this 
funding challenge is particularly acute in 
rural communities in the United States; 

(3) there are approximately 52,000 commu- 
nity water systems in the United States, of 
which nearly 42,000 are small community 
water systems; 

(4) the Drinking Water Needs Survey con- 
ducted by the Environmental Protection 
Agency in 2011 placed the shortfall in drink- 
ing water infrastructure funding for small 
communities, which consist of 3,300 or fewer 
persons, at $64,500,000,000; 

(5) small communities often cannot finance 
the construction and maintenance of drink- 
ing water systems because the cost per resi- 
dent for the investment would be prohibi- 
tively expensive; 

(6) drought conditions have placed signifi- 
cant strains on existing surface water sup- 
plies; 

(7) many communities across the United 
States are considering the use of ground- 
water and community well systems to pro- 
vide drinking water; and 

(8) approximately 42,000,000 people in the 
United States receive drinking water from 
individual wells and millions more rely on 
community well systems for drinking water. 

(b) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense 
of the Senate that providing rural commu- 
nities with the knowledge and resources nec- 
essary to fully use alternative drinking 
water systems, including wells and commu- 
nity well systems, can provide safe and af- 
fordable drinking water to millions of people 
in the United States. 

(c) DRINKING WATER TECHNOLOGY CLEAR- 
INGHOUSE.—The Administrator and the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture shall— 

(1) update existing programs of the Envi- 
ronmental Protection Agency and the De- 
partment of Agriculture designed to provide 
drinking water technical assistance to in- 
clude information on cost-effective, innova- 
tive, and alternative drinking water delivery 
systems, including systems that are sup- 
ported by wells; and 

(2) disseminate information on the cost ef- 
fectiveness of alternative drinking water de- 
livery systems, including wells and well sys- 
tems, to communities and not-for-profit or- 
ganizations seeking Federal funding for 
drinking water systems serving 500 or fewer 
persons. 

(d) WATER SYSTEM ASSESSMENT.—Notwith- 
standing any other provision of law, in any 
application for a grant or loan from the Fed- 
eral Government or a State that is using 
Federal assistance for a drinking water sys- 
tem serving 500 or fewer persons, a unit of 
local government or not-for-profit organiza- 
tion shall self-certify that the unit of local 
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government or organization has considered, 
as an alternative drinking water supply, 
drinking water delivery systems sourced by 
publicly owned— 

(1) individual wells; 

(2) shared wells; and 

(3) community wells. 

(e) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 3 
years after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Administrator and the Secretary of 
Agriculture shall submit to Congress a re- 
port that describes— 

(1) the use of innovative and alternative 
drinking water systems described in this sec- 
tion; 

(2) the range of cost savings for commu- 
nities using innovative and alternative 
drinking water systems described in this sec- 
tion; and 

(3) the use of drinking water technical as- 
sistance programs operated by the Adminis- 
trator and the Secretary of Agriculture. 

SEC. 7114. SMALL SYSTEM TECHNICAL ASSIST- 
ANCE. 

Section 1452(q) of the Safe Drinking Water 
Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12(q)) is amended by strik- 
ing ‘‘appropriated’’ and all that follows 
through ‘2003’? and inserting ‘‘made avail- 
able for each of fiscal years 2016 through 
2021”. 

SEC. 7115. DEFINITION OF INDIAN TRIBE. 

Section 1401(14) of the Safe Drinking Water 
Act (42 U.S.C. 300(£)(14)) is amended by strik- 
ing ‘“‘section 1452” and inserting ‘‘sections 
1452, 1459A, and 1459B”. 

SEC. 7116. TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE FOR TRIBAL 
WATER SYSTEMS. 

(a) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—Section 
1442(e)(7) of the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 
U.S.C. 300j-1(e)(7)) is amended by striking 
“Tribes” and inserting ‘‘tribes, including 
grants to provide training and operator cer- 
tification services under section 1452(i)(5)’’. 

(b) INDIAN TRIBES.—Section 1452(i) of the 
Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j—12(i)) 
is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), in the first sentence, 
by striking “Tribes and Alaska Native vil- 
lages” and inserting ‘‘tribes, Alaska Native 
villages, and, for the purpose of carrying out 
paragraph (5), intertribal consortia or tribal 
organizations”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(5) TRAINING AND OPERATOR CERTIFI- 
CATION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator may 
use funds made available under this sub- 
section and section 1442(e)(7) to make grants 
to intertribal consortia or tribal organiza- 
tions for the purpose of providing operations 
and maintenance training and operator cer- 
tification services to Indian tribes. 

‘“(B) ELIGIBLE TRIBAL ORGANIZATIONS.—An 
intertribal consortium or tribal organization 
eligible for a grant under subparagraph (A) is 
an intertribal consortium or tribal organiza- 
tion that— 

“(i) is the most qualified to provide train- 
ing and technical assistance to Indian tribes; 
and 

“(ii) Indian tribes determine to be the 
most beneficial and effective.’’. 

SEC. 7117. REQUIREMENT FOR THE USE OF 
AMERICAN MATERIALS. 

Section 1452(a) of the Safe Drinking Water 
Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12(a)) is amended by add- 
ing at the end the following: 

“(4) REQUIREMENT FOR THE USE OF AMER- 
ICAN MATERIALS.— 

‘(A) DEFINITION OF IRON AND STEEL PROD- 
ucTs.—In this paragraph, the term ‘iron and 
steel products’ means the following products 
made, in part, of iron or steel: 

“(i) Lined or unlined pipe and fittings. 
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“(i) Manhole covers and other municipal 
castings. 

“(iii) Hydrants. 

“(iv) Tanks. 

“(v) Flanges. 

““(vi) Pipe clamps and restraints. 

“(vii) Valves. 

“(vili) Structural steel. 

‘“(ix) Reinforced precast concrete. 

“(x) Construction materials. 

““(B) REQUIREMENT.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (C), funds made available by a 
State loan fund authorized under this sec- 
tion may not be used for a project for the 
construction, alteration, maintenance, or re- 
pair of a public water system unless all the 
iron and steel products used in the project 
are produced in the United States. 

“(C) EXCEPTION.—Subparagraph (B) shall 
not apply in any case or category of cases in 
which the Administrator finds that— 

“() applying subparagraph (B) would be in- 
consistent with the public interest; 

“(i) iron and steel products are not pro- 
duced in the United States in sufficient and 
reasonably available quantities and of a sat- 
isfactory quality; or 

“(ii) inclusion of iron and steel products 
produced in the United States will increase 
the cost of the overall product by more than 
25 percent. 

‘“(D) PUBLIC NOTICE; WRITTEN JUSTIFICA- 
TION.— 

“(i) PUBLIC NOTICE.—If the Administrator 
receives a request for a waiver under this 
paragraph, the Administrator shall— 

“(I) make available to the public on an in- 
formal basis, including on the public website 
of the Administrator— 

“(aa) a copy of the request; and 

“(bb) any information available to the Ad- 
ministrator regarding the request; and 

“(II) provide notice of, and opportunity for 
informal public comment on, the request for 
a period of not less than 15 days before mak- 
ing a finding under subparagraph (C). 

‘“(ii) WRITTEN JUSTIFICATION.—If, after the 
period provided under clause (i), the Admin- 
istrator makes a finding under subparagraph 
(C), the Administrator shall publish in the 
Federal Register a written justification as to 
why subparagraph (B) is being waived. 

‘“(E) APPLICATION.—This paragraph shall be 
applied in a manner consistent with United 
States obligations under international 
agreements. 

“(F) MANAGEMENT AND OVERSIGHT.—The 
Administrator may use not more than 0.25 
percent of any funds made available to carry 
out this title for management and oversight 
of the requirements of this paragraph.’’. 

Subtitle B—Clean Water 
SEC. 7201. SEWER OVERFLOW CONTROL GRANTS. 

Section 221 of the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1301) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking the sub- 
section designation and heading and all that 
follows through ‘‘subject to subsection (g), 
the Administrator may” in paragraph (2) and 
inserting the following: 

“(a) AUTHORITY.—The 
may— 

“(1) make grants to States for the purpose 
of providing grants to a municipality or mu- 
nicipal entity for planning, designing, and 
constructing— 

“(A) treatment works to intercept, trans- 
port, control, or treat municipal combined 
sewer overflows and sanitary sewer over- 
flows; and 

““(B) measures to manage, reduce, treat, or 
recapture stormwater or subsurface drainage 
water; and 

“*(2) subject to subsection (g),”’; 
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(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking the semi- 
colon at the end and inserting ‘‘; or”; 

(B) by striking paragraphs (2) and (3); and 

(C) by redesignating paragraph (4) as para- 
graph (2); 

(8) by striking subsections (e) through (g) 
and inserting the following: 

‘“(e) ADMINISTRATIVE REQUIREMENTS.— 

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 
a project that receives grant assistance 
under subsection (a) shall be carried out sub- 
ject to the same requirements as a project 
that receives assistance from a State water 
pollution control revolving fund established 
pursuant to title VI. 

‘((2) DETERMINATION OF GOVERNOR.—The re- 
quirement described in paragraph (1) shall 
not apply to a project that receives grant as- 
sistance under subsection (a) to the extent 
that the Governor of the State in which the 
project is located determines that a require- 
ment described in title VI is inconsistent 
with the purposes of this section. 

‘(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section, to remain available 
until expended— 

**(1) $250,000,000 for fiscal year 2017; 

“*(2) $300,000,000 for fiscal year 2018; 

**(3) $350,000,000 for fiscal year 2019; 

“*(4) $400,000,000 for fiscal year 2020; and 

“*(5) $500,000,000 for fiscal year 2021. 

“(g) ALLOCATION OF FUNDS.— 

‘(1) FISCAL YEAR 2017 AND 2018.—For each of 
fiscal years 2017 and 2018, subject to sub- 
section (h), the Administrator shall use the 
amounts made available to carry out this 
section to provide grants to municipalities 
and municipal entities under subsection 
(a)(2)— 

“(A) in accordance with the priority cri- 
teria described in subsection (b); and 

‘(B) with additional priority given to pro- 
posed projects that involve the use of— 

“(i) nonstructural, low-impact develop- 


ment; 
“(ii) water conservation, efficiency, or 
reuse; or 


“(iii) other decentralized stormwater or 
wastewater approaches to minimize flows 
into the sewer systems. 

‘(2) FISCAL YEAR 2019 AND THEREAFTER.— 
For fiscal year 2019 and each fiscal year 
thereafter, subject to subsection (h), the Ad- 
ministrator shall use the amounts made 
available to carry out this section to provide 
grants to States under subsection (a)(1) in 
accordance with a formula that— 

“(A) shall be established by the Adminis- 
trator, after providing notice and an oppor- 
tunity for public comment; and 

‘“(B) allocates to each State a proportional 
share of the amounts based on the total 
needs of the State for municipal combined 
sewer overflow controls and sanitary sewer 
overflow controls, as identified in the most 
recent survey— 

“(i) conducted under section 210; and 

“(ii) included in a report required under 
section 516(b)(1)(B).’’; and 

(4) by striking subsection (i). 

SEC. 7202. SMALL AND MEDIUM TREATMENT 
WORKS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Title II of the Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act (83 U.S.C. 1281 
et seq.) is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

“SEC. 222. TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE FOR SMALL 
AND MEDIUM TREATMENT WORKS. 

“(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

‘(1) MEDIUM TREATMENT WORKS.—The term 
‘medium treatment works’ means a publicly 
owned treatment works serving not fewer 
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than 10,001 and not more than 100,000 individ- 
uals. 

‘(2) QUALIFIED NONPROFIT MEDIUM TREAT- 
MENT WORKS TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE PRO- 
VIDER.—The term ‘qualified nonprofit me- 
dium treatment works technical assistance 
provider’ means a qualified nonprofit tech- 
nical assistance provider of water and waste- 
water services to medium-sized communities 
that provides technical assistance (including 
circuit rider technical assistance programs, 
multi-State, regional assistance programs, 
and training and preliminary engineering 
evaluations) to owners and operators of me- 
dium treatment works, which may include 
State agencies. 

*(3) QUALIFIED NONPROFIT SMALL TREAT- 
MENT WORKS TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE PRO- 
VIDER.—The term ‘qualified nonprofit small 
treatment works technical assistance pro- 
vider’ means a nonprofit organization that, 
as determined by the Administrator— 

“(A) is the most qualified and experienced 
in providing training and technical assist- 
ance to small treatment works; and 

“(B) the small treatment works in the 
State finds to be the most beneficial and ef- 
fective. 

‘(4) SMALL TREATMENT WORKS.—The term 
‘small treatment works’ means a publicly 
owned treatment works serving not more 
than 10,000 individuals. 

“(b) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—The Adminis- 
trator may use amounts made available to 
carry out this section to provide grants or 
cooperative agreements to qualified non- 
profit small treatment works technical as- 
sistance providers and grants or cooperative 
agreements to qualified nonprofit medium 
treatment works technical assistance pro- 
viders to provide to owners and operators of 
small and medium treatment works onsite 
technical assistance, circuit-rider technical 
assistance programs, multi-State, regional 
technical assistance programs, and onsite 
and regional training, to assist the treat- 
ment works in achieving compliance with 
this Act or obtaining financing under this 
Act for eligible projects. 

‘(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section— 

“(1) for grants for small treatment works 
technical assistance, $15,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2017 through 2021; and 

“(2) for grants for medium treatment 
works technical assistance, $10,000,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2017 through 2021.’’. 

(b) WATER POLLUTION CONTROL REVOLVING 
LOAN FUNDS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 603 of the Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1383) 
is amended— 

(A) in subsection (d)— 

(i) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by inserting ‘‘and as provided in subsection 
(e)” after ‘State law”; 

(ii) by redesignating subsections (e) 
through (i) as subsections (f) through (j), re- 
spectively; and 

(iii) by inserting after subsection (d) the 
following: 

“(e) ADDITIONAL USE OF FUNDS.—A State 
may use an additional 2 percent of the funds 
annually allotted to the State under this 
section for qualified nonprofit small treat- 
ment works technical assistance providers 
and qualified nonprofit medium treatment 
works technical assistance providers (as 
those terms are defined in section 222) to 
provide technical assistance to small treat- 
ment works and medium treatment works 
(as those terms are defined in section 222) in 
the State.’’. 
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(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
221(d) of the Federal Water Pollution Control 
Act (33 U.S.C. 1801(d)) is amended by striking 
“section 603(h)’’ and inserting ‘‘section 
603(i)’’. 

SEC. 7203. INTEGRATED PLANS. 

(a) INTEGRATED PLANS.—Section 402 of the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act (33 
U.S.C. 1342) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

““(s) INTEGRATED PLAN PERMITS.— 

‘*(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 

‘“(A) GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE.—The term 
‘green infrastructure’ means the range of 
measures that use plant or soil systems, per- 
meable pavement or other permeable sur- 
faces or substrates, stormwater harvest and 
reuse, or landscaping to store, infiltrate, or 
evapotranspirate stormwater and reduce 
flows to sewer systems or to surface waters. 

“(B) INTEGRATED PLAN.—The term ‘inte- 
grated plan’ has the meaning given in Part 
III of the Integrated Municipal Stormwater 
and Wastewater Planning Approach Frame- 
work, issued by the Environmental Protec- 
tion Agency and dated June 5, 2012. 

“(C) MUNICIPAL DISCHARGE. 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘municipal dis- 
charge’ means a discharge from a treatment 
works (as defined in section 212) or a dis- 
charge from a municipal storm sewer under 
subsection (p). 

“(ii) INCLUSION.—The term ‘municipal dis- 
charge’ includes a discharge of wastewater or 
storm water collected from multiple munici- 
palities if the discharge is covered by the 
same permit issued under this section. 

‘‘(2) INTEGRATED PLAN.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator (or a 
State, in the case of a permit program ap- 
proved under subsection (b)) shall inform a 
municipal permittee or multiple municipal 
permittees of the opportunity to develop an 
integrated plan. 

‘“(B) SCOPE OF PERMIT INCORPORATING INTE- 
GRATED PLAN.—A permit issued under this 
subsection that incorporates an integrated 
plan may integrate all requirements under 
this Act addressed in the integrated plan, in- 
cluding requirements relating to— 

“(i)a combined sewer overflow; 

“Gi) a capacity, management, operation, 
and maintenance program for sanitary sewer 
collection systems; 

“Gii) a municipal stormwater discharge; 

“(iv) a municipal wastewater discharge; 
and 

“(v) a water quality-based effluent limita- 
tion to implement an applicable wasteload 
allocation in a total maximum daily load. 

‘(3) COMPLIANCE SCHEDULES.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—A permit for a munic- 
ipal discharge by a municipality that incor- 
porates an integrated plan may include a 
schedule of compliance, under which actions 
taken to meet any applicable water quality- 
based effluent limitation may be imple- 
mented over more than 1 permit term if the 
compliance schedules are authorized by 
State water quality standards. 

““(B) INCLUSION.—Actions subject to a com- 
pliance schedule under subparagraph (A) 
may include green infrastructure if imple- 
mented as part of a water quality-based ef- 
fluent limitation. 

“(C) REVIEW.—A schedule of compliance 
may be reviewed each time the permit is re- 
newed. 

‘(4) EXISTING AUTHORITIES RETAINED.— 

‘“(A) APPLICABLE STANDARDS.—Nothing in 
this subsection modifies any obligation to 
comply with applicable technology and 
water quality-based effluent limitations 
under this Act. 
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“(B) FLEXIBILITY.—Nothing in this sub- 
section reduces or eliminates any flexibility 
available under this Act, including the au- 
thority of— 

“(i) a State to revise a water quality 
standard after a use attainability analysis 
under section 131.10(g¢) of title 40, Code of 
Federal Regulations (as in effect on the date 
of enactment of this subsection), subject to 
the approval of the Administrator under sec- 
tion 303(c); and 

“(ii) the Administrator or a State to au- 
thorize a schedule of compliance that ex- 
tends beyond the date of expiration of a per- 
mit term if the schedule of compliance meets 
the requirements of section 122.47 of title 40, 
Code of Federal Regulations (as in effect on 
the date of enactment of this subsection). 

‘**(5) CLARIFICATION OF STATE AUTHORITY.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Nothing in section 
301(b)(1)(C) precludes a State from author- 
izing in the water quality standards of the 
State the issuance of a schedule of compli- 
ance to meet water quality-based effluent 
limitations in permits that incorporate pro- 
visions of an integrated plan. 

“(B) TRANSITION RULE.—In any case in 
which a discharge is subject to a judicial 
order or consent decree as of the date of en- 
actment of the Water Resources Develop- 
ment Act of 2016 resolving an enforcement 
action under this Act, any schedule of com- 
pliance issued pursuant to an authorization 
in a State water quality standard shall not 
revise or otherwise affect a schedule of com- 
pliance in that order or decree unless the 
order or decree is modified by agreement of 
the parties and the court.’’. 

(b) MUNICIPAL OMBUDSMAN.— 

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
within the Office of the Administrator an Of- 
fice of the Municipal Ombudsman. 

(2) GENERAL DUTIES.—The duties of the mu- 
nicipal ombudsman shall include the provi- 
sion of— 

(A) technical assistance to municipalities 
seeking to comply with the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.) 
and the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 
300f et seq.); and 

(B) information to the Administrator to 
help the Administrator ensure that agency 
policies are implemented by all offices of the 
Environmental Protection Agency, including 
regional offices. 

(3) ACTIONS REQUIRED.—The municipal om- 
budsman shall work with appropriate offices 
at the headquarters and regional offices of 
the Environmental Protection Agency to en- 
sure that the municipality seeking assist- 
ance is provided information— 

(A) about available Federal financial as- 
sistance for which the municipality is eligi- 
ble; 

(B) about flexibility available under the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act (83 
U.S.C. 1251 et seq.) and, if applicable, the 
Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300f et 
seq.); and 

(C) regarding the opportunity to develop 
an integrated plan, as defined in section 
402(s)(1)(B) of the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act (as added by subsection (a)). 

(4) PRIORITY.—In carrying out paragraph 
(3), the municipal ombudsman shall give pri- 
ority to any municipality that demonstrates 
affordability concerns relating to compli- 
ance with the Federal Water Pollution Con- 
trol Act (83 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.) or the Safe 
Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300f et seq.). 

(5) INFORMATION SHARING.—The municipal 
ombudsman shall publish on the website of 
the Environmental Protection Agency— 

(A) general information relating to— 
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(i) the technical assistance referred to in 
paragraph (2)(A); 

(ii) the financial assistance referred to in 
paragraph (3)(A); 

(iii) the flexibility referred to in paragraph 
3(B); and 

(iv) any resources related to integrated 
plans developed by the Administrator; and 

(B) a copy of each permit, order, or judicial 
consent decree that implements or incor- 
porates an integrated plan. 

(c) MUNICIPAL ENFORCEMENT.—Section 309 
of the Federal Water Pollution Control Act 
(33 U.S.C. 1319) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘(h) IMPLEMENTATION OF INTEGRATED 
PLANS THROUGH ENFORCEMENT TOOLS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—In conjunction with an 
enforcement action under subsection (a) or 
(b) relating to municipal discharges, the Ad- 
ministrator shall inform a municipality of 
the opportunity to develop an integrated 
plan, as defined in section 402(s). 

“(2Y MODIFICATION.—Any municipality 
under an administrative order under sub- 
section (a) or settlement agreement (includ- 
ing a judicial consent decree) under sub- 
section (b) that has developed an integrated 
plan consistent with section 402(s) may re- 
quest a modification of the administrative 
order or settlement agreement based on that 
integrated plan.’’. 

(d) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 2 
years after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Administrator shall submit to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works of the Senate and the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives and make publicly 
available a report on each integrated plan 
developed and implemented through a per- 
mit, order, or judicial consent decree since 
the date of publication of the ‘Integrated 
Municipal Stormwater and Wastewater Plan- 
ning Approach Framework” issued by the 
Environmental Protection Agency and dated 
June 5, 2012, including a description of the 
control measures, levels of control, esti- 
mated costs, and compliance schedules for 
the requirements implemented through an 
integrated plan. 


SEC. 7204. GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE PRO- 
MOTION. 
Title V of the Federal Water Pollution 


Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1361 et seq.) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) by redesignating section 519 (33 U.S.C. 
1251 note) as section 520; and 

(2) by inserting after section 518 (33 U.S.C. 
1877) the following: 

“SEC. 519. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGEN- 
CY GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE PRO- 
MOTION. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 
ensure that the Office of Water, the Office of 
Enforcement and Compliance Assurance, the 
Office of Research and Development, and the 
Office of Policy of the Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency promote the use of green in- 
frastructure in and coordinate the integra- 
tion of green infrastructure into, permitting 
programs, planning efforts, research, tech- 
nical assistance, and funding guidance. 

“(b) DuTIES.—The Administrator shall en- 
sure that the Office of Water— 

“(1) promotes the use of green infrastruc- 
ture in the programs of the Environmental 
Protection Agency; and 

“(2) coordinates efforts to increase the use 
of green infrastructure with— 

“(A) other Federal departments and agen- 
cies; 

“(B) State, tribal, and local governments; 
and 
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““(C) the private sector. 

‘“(c) REGIONAL GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE 
PROMOTION.—The Administrator shall direct 
each regional office of the Environmental 
Protection Agency, as appropriate based on 
local factors, and consistent with the re- 
quirements of this Act, to promote and inte- 
grate the use of green infrastructure within 
the region that includes— 

“(1) outreach and training regarding green 
infrastructure implementation for State, 
tribal, and local governments, tribal commu- 
nities, and the private sector; and 

“(2) the incorporation of green infrastruc- 
ture into permitting and other regulatory 
programs, codes, and ordinance development, 
including the requirements under consent 
decrees and settlement agreements in en- 
forcement actions. 

‘“(d) GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE INFORMATION- 
SHARING.—The Administrator shall promote 
green infrastructure information-sharing, in- 
cluding through an Internet website, to 
share information with, and provide tech- 
nical assistance to, State, tribal, and local 
governments, tribal communities, the pri- 
vate sector, and the public regarding green 
infrastructure approaches for— 

““(1) reducing water pollution; 

““(2) protecting water resources; 

“(3) complying with regulatory require- 
ments; and 

“(4) achieving other environmental, public 
health, and community goals.”. 

SEC. 7205. FINANCIAL CAPABILITY GUIDANCE. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) AFFORDABILITY.—The term  ‘‘afford- 
ability” means, with respect to payment of a 
utility bill, a measure of whether an indi- 
vidual customer or household can pay the 
bill without undue hardship or unreasonable 
sacrifice in the essential lifestyle or spend- 
ing patterns of the individual or household, 
as determined by the Administrator. 

(2) FINANCIAL CAPABILITY.—The term ‘‘fi- 
nancial capability” means the financial ca- 
pability of a community to make invest- 
ments necessary to make water quality or 
drinking water improvements. 

(3) GUIDANCE.—The term ‘‘guidance’’ means 
the guidance published by the Administrator 
entitled ‘‘Combined Sewer Overflows—Guid- 
ance for Financial Capability Assessment 
and Schedule Development” and dated Feb- 
ruary 1997, as applicable to the combined 
sewer overflows and sanitary sewer overflows 
guidance published by the Administrator en- 
titled ‘‘Financial Capability Assessment 
Framework” and dated November 24, 2014. 

(b) USE OF MEDIAN HOUSEHOLD INCOME.— 
The Administrator shall not use median 
household income as the sole indicator of af- 
fordability for a residential household. 

(c) REVISED GUIDANCE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of completion of the National Acad- 
emy of Public Administration study to es- 
tablish a definition and framework for com- 
munity affordability required by Senate Re- 
port 114-70, accompanying S. 1645 (114th Con- 
gress), the Administrator shall revise the 
guidance described in subsection (a)(8). 

(2) USE OF GUIDANCE.—Beginning on the 
date on which the revised guidance referred 
to in paragraph (1) is finalized, the Adminis- 
trator shall use the revised guidance in lieu 
of the guidance described in subsection 
(a)(3). 

(d) CONSIDERATION AND CONSULTATION.— 

(1) CONSIDERATION.—In revising the guid- 
ance, the Administrator shall consider— 

(A) the recommendations of the study re- 
ferred to in subsection (c) and any other rel- 
evant study, as determined by the Adminis- 
trator; 
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(B) local economic conditions, including 
site-specific local conditions that should be 
taken into consideration in analyzing finan- 
cial capability; 

(C) other essential community 
ments; 

(D) potential adverse impacts on distressed 
populations, including the percentage of low- 
income ratepayers within the service area of 
a utility and impacts in communities with 
disparate economic conditions throughout 
the entire service area of a utility; 

(E) the degree to which rates of low-income 
consumers would be affected by water infra- 
structure investments and the use of rate 
structures to address the rates of low-income 
consumers; 

(F) an evaluation of an array of factors, 
the relative importance of which may vary 
across regions and localities; and 

(G) the appropriate weight for economic, 
public health, and environmental benefits 
associated with improved water quality. 

(2) CONSULTATION.—Any revised guidance 
issued to replace the guidance shall be devel- 
oped in consultation with stakeholders. 

(e) PUBLICATION AND SUBMISSION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—On completion of the revi- 
sion of the guidance, the Administrator shall 
publish in the Federal Register and submit 
to the Committee on Environment and Pub- 
lic Works of the Senate and the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives the revised guid- 
ance. 

(2) EXPLANATION.—If the Administrator 
makes a determination not to follow 1 or 
more recommendations of the study referred 
to in subsection (c)(1), the Administrator 
shall include in the publication and submis- 
sion under paragraph (1) an explanation of 
that decision. 

(£) EFFECT.—Nothing in this section pre- 
empts or interferes with any obligation to 
comply with any Federal law, including the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act (83 
U.S.C. 1251 et seq.). 

SEC. 7206. CHESAPEAKE BAY GRASS SURVEY. 

Section 117(i) of the Federal Water Pollu- 
tion Control Act (83 U.S.C. 1267(i)) is amend- 
ed by adding at the end the following: 

(3) ANNUAL SURVEY.—The Administrator 
shall carry out an annual survey of sea 
grasses in the Chesapeake Bay.’’. 

SEC. 7207. GREAT LAKES HARMFUL ALGAL 
BLOOM COORDINATOR. 

The Administrator, acting as the chair of 
the Great Lakes Interagency Task Force, 
shall appoint a coordinator to work with ap- 
propriate Federal agencies and State, local, 
tribal, and foreign governments to coordi- 
nate efforts to address the issue of harmful 
algal blooms in the Great Lakes. 

Subtitle C—Innovative Financing and 
Promotion of Innovative Technologies 
SEC. 7301. WATER INFRASTRUCTURE PUBLIC-PRI- 
VATE PARTNERSHIP PILOT PRO- 

GRAM. 

Section 5014(c) of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
2201 note; Public Law 113-121) is amended by 
striking ‘‘Any activity undertaken under 
this section is authorized only to the extent” 
and inserting ‘‘Nothing in this section obli- 
gates the Secretary to expend funds unless’’. 
SEC. 7302. WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCE 

AND INNOVATION. 

(a) AUTHORITY TO PROVIDE ASSISTANCE.— 
Section 5023(b)(2) of the Water Infrastructure 
Finance and Innovation Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
3902(b)(2)) is amended by striking ‘‘carry 
out” and inserting ‘‘provide financial assist- 
ance to carry out’’. 

(b) PROJECTS ELIGIBLE FOR ASSISTANCE.— 
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(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 5026 of the Water 
Infrastructure Finance and Innovation Act 
of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 3905) is amended— 

(A) in paragraph (6)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘desalination project” and 
inserting ‘‘desalination project, including 
chloride control’’; and 

(ii) by striking “or a water recycling 
project”? and inserting “a water recycling 
project, or a project to provide alternative 
water supplies to reduce aquifer depletion”’; 

(B) by redesignating paragraphs (7), (8), 
and (9) as paragraphs (8), (9), and (10), respec- 
tively; 

(C) by inserting after paragraph (6) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘“(7) A project to prevent, reduce, or miti- 
gate the effects of drought, including 
projects that enhance the resilience of 
drought-stricken watersheds.’’; and 

(D) in paragraph (10) (as redesignated by 
subparagraph (B)), by striking “or (7)? and 
inserting ‘‘(7), or (8)’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 

(A) Section 5023(b) of the Water Infrastruc- 
ture Finance and Innovation Act of 2014 (83 
U.S.C. 3902(b)) is amended— 

(i) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘and (8)’’ 
and inserting ‘‘(7), and (9)’’; and 

(ii) in paragraph (8), by striking ‘‘para- 
graph (7) or (9)’’ and inserting ‘‘paragraph (8) 
or (10)’’. 

(B) Section 5024(b) of the Water Infrastruc- 
ture Finance and Innovation Act of 2014 (83 
U.S.C. 3903(b)) is amended by striking ‘‘para- 
graph (8) or (9)’’ and inserting ‘‘paragraph (9) 
or (10)’’. 

(C) Section 5027(8) of the Water Infrastruc- 
ture Finance and Innovation Act of 2014 (83 
U.S.C. 3906(3)) is amended by striking ‘‘sec- 
tion 5026(7)”’ and inserting ‘‘section 5026(8)’’. 

(D) Section 5028 of the Water Infrastruc- 
ture Finance and Innovation Act of 2014 (83 
U.S.C. 3907) is amended— 

(i) in subsection (a)(1)(E)— 

(I) by striking ‘‘section 5026(9)’’ and insert- 
ing ‘“‘section 5026(10)’’; and 

(II) by striking ‘‘section 5026(8)’? and in- 
serting ‘‘section 5026(9)’’; and 

(ii) in subsection (b)(3), by striking ‘‘sec- 
tion 5026(8)’’ and inserting ‘‘section 5026(9)’’. 

(c) DETERMINATION OF ELIGIBILITY AND 
PROJECT SELECTION.—Section 5028(b)(2)(F) of 
the Water Infrastructure Finance and Inno- 
vation Act of 2014 (83 U.S.C. 3907(b)(2)(F)) is 
amended— 

(1) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘or’’ at the 
end; and 

(2) by striking clause (ii) and inserting the 
following: 

‘“(ii) helps maintain or protect the environ- 
ment; 

“(iii) resists hazards due to a natural dis- 
aster; 

“(iv) continues to serve the primary func- 
tion of the water resources infrastructure 
project following a natural disaster; 

“(v) reduces the magnitude or duration of 
a disruptive event to a water resources infra- 
structure project; or 

‘““(vi) has the absorptive, adaptive, and re- 
coverable capacities to withstand a poten- 
tially disruptive event.’’. 

(d) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—Section 5029(b) 
of the Water Infrastructure Finance and In- 
novation Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 3908(b)) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (7)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘The Secretary” and in- 
serting the following: 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), the Secretary”; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(B) FINANCING FEES.—On request of an eli- 
gible entity, the Secretary or the Adminis- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


trator, as applicable, shall allow the fees 
under subparagraph (A) to be financed as 
part of the loan.’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

(10) CREDIT.—Any eligible project costs 
incurred and the value of any integral in- 
kind contributions made before receipt of as- 
sistance under this subtitle shall be credited 
toward the 51 percent of project costs to be 
provided by sources of funding other than a 
secured loan under this subtitle (as described 
in paragraph (2)(A).’’. 

(e) REMOVAL OF PILOT DESIGNATION.— 

(1) Subtitle C of title V of the Water Re- 
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014 
(33 U.S.C. 3901 et seq.) is amended by striking 
the subtitle designation and heading and in- 
serting the following: 

“Subtitle C—Innovative Financing Projects”. 


(2) Section 5023 of the Water Infrastructure 
Finance and Innovation Act of 2014 (83 U.S.C. 
3092) is amended by striking ‘‘pilot’’? each 
place it appears. 

(8) Section 5034 of the Water Infrastructure 
Finance and Innovation Act of 2014 (83 U.S.C. 
3913) is amended by striking the section des- 
ignation and heading and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“SEC. 5034. REPORTS ON PROGRAM IMPLEMEN- 
TATION.”. 

(4) The table of contents for the Water Re- 
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014 
(Public Law 118-121) is amended— 

(A) by striking the item relating to sub- 
title C of title V and inserting the following: 
“Subtitle C—Innovative Financing 
Projects’’.; and 

(B) by striking the item relating to section 
5034 and inserting the following: 

“Sec. 5034. Reports on program implementa- 
tion.’’. 

(f) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense of 
the Senate that— 

(1) appropriations made available to carry 
out the Water Infrastructure Finance and In- 
novation Act of 2014 (83 U.S.C. 3901 et seq.) 
should be in addition to robust funding for 
the State water pollution control revolving 
funds established under title VI of the Fed- 
eral Water Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 
1881 et seq.) and State drinking water treat- 
ment revolving loan funds established under 
section 1452 of the Safe Drinking Water Act 
(42 U.S.C. 300j-12); and 

(2) the appropriations made available for 
the funds referred to in paragraph (1) should 
not decrease for any fiscal year. 

SEC. 7303. WATER INFRASTRUCTURE INVEST- 
MENT TRUST FUND. 

(a) CREATION OF TRUST FUND.—There is es- 
tablished in the Treasury of the United 
States a trust fund to be known as the 
“Water Infrastructure Investment Trust 
Fund” (referred to in this section as the 
“Fund’’), consisting of such amounts as may 
be appropriated to or deposited in such fund 
as provided in this section. 

(b) TRANSFERS TO TRUST FUND.—The Sec- 
retary of the Treasury (referred to in this 
section as the ‘‘Secretary’’) shall deposit in 
the Fund amounts equal to the fees received 
before January 1, 2022, under subsection 
(£)(2). 

(c) EXPENDITURES.—Amounts in the Fund, 
including interest earned and advances to 
the Fund and proceeds from investment 
under subsection (d), shall be available for 
expenditure, without further appropriation, 
as follows: 

(1) 50 percent of the amounts shall be avail- 
able to the Administrator for making cap- 
italization grants under section 601 of the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act (83 
U.S.C. 1381). 
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(2) 50 percent of the amounts shall be avail- 
able to the Administrator for making cap- 
italization grants under section 1452 of the 
Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12). 

(d) INVESTMENT.—Amounts in the Fund 
shall be invested in accordance with section 
9702 of title 31, United States Code, and any 
interest on, and proceeds from, any such in- 
vestment shall be available for expenditure 
in accordance with this section. 

(e) LIMITATION ON EXPENDITURES.— 
Amounts in the Fund may not be made 
available for a fiscal year under subsection 
(c) unless the sum of the funds appropriated 
to the Clean Water State Revolving Fund 
and the Safe Drinking Water State Revolv- 
ing Fund through annual capitalization 
grants is not less than the average of the 
sum of the annual amounts provided in cap- 
italization grants under section 601 of the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act (83 
U.S.C. 1881) and section 1452 of the Safe 
Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j—12) for the 
5-fiscal-year period immediately preceding 
such fiscal year. 

(f) VOLUNTARY LABELING SYSTEM.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator, in 
consultation with the Administrator of the 
Food and Drug Administration, manufactur- 
ers, producers, and importers, shall develop 
and implement a program under which the 
Administrator provides a label designed in 
consultation with manufacturers, producers, 
and importers suitable for placement on 
products to inform consumers that the man- 
ufacturer, producer, or importer of the prod- 
uct, and other stakeholders, participates in 
the Fund. 

(2) FEE.—The Administrator shall provide 
a label for a fee of 3 cents per unit. 

(g) EPA STUDY ON WATER PRICING.— 

(1) STUDY.—The Administrator, with par- 
ticipation by the States, shall conduct a 
study to— 

(A) assess the affordability gap faced by 
low-income populations located in urban and 
rural areas in obtaining services from clean 
water and drinking water systems; and 

(B) analyze options for programs to provide 
incentives for rate adjustments at the local 
level to achieve ‘‘full cost”? or “true value” 
pricing for such services, while protecting 
low-income ratepayers from undue burden. 

(2) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Ad- 
ministrator shall submit to the Committee 
on the Environment and Public Works of the 
Senate and the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure and the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce of the House of 
Representatives a report on the results of 
the study. 

SEC. 7304. INNOVATIVE WATER TECHNOLOGY 
GRANT PROGRAM. 

(a) DEFINITION OF ELIGIBLE ENTITY.—In this 
section, the term ‘‘eligible entity” means— 

(1) a public utility, including publicly 
owned treatment works and clean water sys- 
tems; 

(2) a unit of local government, including a 
municipality or a joint powers authority; 

(3) a private entity, including a farmer or 
manufacturer; 

(4) an institution of higher education; 

(5) a research institution or foundation; 

(6) a State; 

(7) a regional organization; or 

(8) a nonprofit organization. 

(b) GRANT PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.—The Ad- 
ministrator shall carry out a grant program 
for purposes described in subsection (c) to ac- 
celerate the development of innovative 
water technologies that address pressing 
water challenges. 
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(c) GRANTS.—In carrying out the program 
under subsection (b), the Administrator shall 
make to eligible entities grants that— 

(1) finance projects to develop, deploy, 
test, and improve emerging water tech- 
nologies; 

(2) fund entities that provide technical as- 
sistance to deploy innovative water tech- 
nologies more broadly, especially— 

(A) to increase adoption of innovative 
water technologies in— 

(i) municipal drinking water and waste- 
water treatment systems; 

(ii) areas served by private wells; or 

(iii) water supply systems in arid areas 
that are experiencing, or have recently expe- 
rienced, prolonged drought conditions; and 

(B) in a manner that reduces ratepayer or 
community costs over time, including the 
cost of future capital investments; or 

(3) support technologies that, as deter- 
mined by the Administrator— 

(A) improve water quality of a water 
source; 

(B) improve the safety and security of a 
drinking water delivery system; 

(C) minimize contamination of drinking 
water and drinking water sources, including 
contamination by lead, bacteria, chlorides, 
and nitrates; 

(D) improve the quality and timeliness and 
decrease the cost of drinking water quality 
tests, especially technologies that can be de- 
ployed within water systems and at indi- 
vidual faucets to provide accurate real-time 
tests of water quality, especially with re- 
spect to lead, bacteria, and nitrate content; 

(E) increase water supplies in arid areas 
that are experiencing, or have recently expe- 
rienced, prolonged drought conditions; 

(F) treat edge-of-field runoff to improve 
water quality; 

(G) treat agricultural, municipal, and in- 
dustrial wastewater; 

(H) recycle or reuse water; 

(I) manage urban storm water runoff; 

(J) reduce sewer or stormwater overflows; 

(K) conserve water; 

(L) improve water quality by reducing sa- 
linity; 

(M) mitigate air quality impacts associ- 
ated with declining water resources; 

(N) address treatment byproduct and brine 
disposal alternatives; or 

(O) address urgent water quality and 
human health needs. 

(d) PRIORITY FUNDING.—In making grants 
under this section, the Administrator shall 
give priority to projects that have the poten- 
tial— 

(1) to provide substantial cost savings 
across a sector; 

(2) to significantly improve human health 
or the environment; or 

(3) to provide additional water supplies 
with minimal environmental impact. 

(e) COST-SHARING.—The Federal share of 
the cost of activities carried out using a 
grant made under this section shall be not 
more than 65 percent. 

(f) LIMITATION.—The maximum amount of 
a grant provided to a project under this sec- 
tion shall be $5,000,000. 

(g) REPORT.—Each year, the Administrator 
shall submit to Congress and make publicly 
available on the website of the Adminis- 
trator a report that describes any advance- 
ments during the previous year in develop- 
ment of innovative water technologies made 
as a result of funding provided under this 
section. 

(h) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $50,000,000 for each fis- 
cal year. 
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(i) FUNDING.—Out of any funds in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall transfer to 
the Administrator to provide grants to eligi- 
ble entities under this section $10,000,000, to 
remain available until expended. 

SEC. 7305. WATER RESOURCES RESEARCH ACT 
AMENDMENTS. 

(a) CONGRESSIONAL FINDINGS AND DECLARA- 
TIONS.—Section 102 of the Water Resources 
Research Act of 1984 (42 U.S.C. 10301) is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (7) through 
(9) as paragraphs (8) through (10), respec- 
tively; 

(2) in paragraph (8) (as so redesignated), by 
striking “and” at the end; and 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (6) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(7) additional research is required to in- 
crease the effectiveness and efficiency of new 
and existing treatment works through alter- 
native approaches, including— 

“(A) nonstructural alternatives; 

““(B) decentralized approaches; 

““(C) water use efficiency and conservation; 
and 

‘“(D) actions to reduce energy consumption 
or extract energy from wastewater;’’. 

(b) WATER RESOURCES RESEARCH AND TECH- 
NOLOGY INSTITUTES.—Section 104 of the 
Water Resources Research Act of 1984 (42 
U.S.C. 10303) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)(1)— 

(A) in subparagraph (B)(ii), by striking 
“water-related phenomena” and inserting 
“water resources”; and 

(B) in subparagraph (D), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; 

(2) in subsection (c)— 

(A) by striking “From the” and inserting 
the following: 

(1) IN GENERAL.—From the”; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

“(2) REPORT.—Not later than December 31 
of each fiscal year, the Secretary shall sub- 
mit to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works of the Senate, the Committee 
on the Budget of the Senate, the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives, and the Com- 
mittee on the Budget of the House of Rep- 
resentatives a report regarding the compli- 
ance of each funding recipient with this sub- 
section for the immediately preceding fiscal 
year.”’; 

(3) by striking subsection (e) and inserting 
the following: 

“(e) EVALUATION OF WATER RESOURCES RE- 
SEARCH PROGRAM.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con- 
duct a careful and detailed evaluation of 
each institute at least once every 3 years to 
determine— 

“(A) the quality and relevance of the water 
resources research of the institute; 

‘“(B) the effectiveness of the institute at 
producing measured results and applied 
water supply research; and 

““(C) whether the effectiveness of the insti- 
tute as an institution for planning, con- 
ducting, and arranging for research warrants 
continued support under this section. 

‘(2) PROHIBITION ON FURTHER SUPPORT.—If, 
as a result of an evaluation under paragraph 
(1), the Secretary determines that an insti- 
tute does not qualify for further support 
under this section, no further grants to the 
institute may be provided until the quali- 
fications of the institute are reestablished to 
the satisfaction of the Secretary.’’; 

(4) in subsection (f)(1), by striking 
‘*$12,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2007 
through 2011” and inserting ‘$7,500,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2017 through 2021”; and 
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(5) in subsection (g)(1), in the first sen- 
tence, by striking ‘‘$6,000,000 for each of fis- 
cal years 2007 through 2011’’ and inserting 
“$1,500,000 for each of fiscal years 2017 
through 2021”. 

SEC. 7306. REAUTHORIZATION OF WATER DESALI- 
NATION ACT OF 1996. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF RESEARCH AND STUD- 
IES.—Section 3 of the Water Desalination Act 
of 1996 (42 U.S.C. 10301 note; Public Law 104- 
298) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in paragraph (6), by striking “and” at 
the end; 

(B) in paragraph (7), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting a semicolon; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

“(8) development of metrics to analyze the 
costs and benefits of desalination relative to 
other sources of water (including costs and 
benefits related to associated infrastructure, 
energy use, environmental impacts, and di- 
versification of water supplies); and 

“9) development of design and siting spec- 
ifications that avoid, minimize, or offset ad- 
verse social, economic, and environmental 
impacts.’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(e) PRIORITIZATION.—In carrying out this 
section, the Secretary shall prioritize fund- 
ing for research— 

“(1) to reduce energy consumption and 
lower the cost of desalination, including 
chloride control; 

‘“(2) to reduce the environmental impacts 
of seawater desalination and develop tech- 
nology and strategies to minimize those im- 
pacts; 

‘“(3) to improve existing reverse osmosis 
and membrane technology; 

““(4) to carry out basic and applied research 
on next generation desalination tech- 
nologies, including improved energy recov- 
ery systems and renewable energy-powered 
desalination systems that could signifi- 
cantly reduce desalination costs; 

‘“(5) to develop portable or modular desali- 
nation units capable of providing temporary 
emergency water supplies for domestic or 
military deployment purposes; and 

“6) to develop and promote innovative de- 
salination technologies, including chloride 
control, identified by the Secretary.’’. 

(b) DESALINATION DEMONSTRATION AND DE- 
VELOPMENT.—Section 4 of the Water Desali- 
nation Act of 1996 (42 U.S.C. 10301 note; Pub- 
lic Law 104-298) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘(c) PRIORITIZATION.—In carrying out dem- 
onstration and development activities under 
this section, the Secretary shall prioritize 
projects— 

“(1) for the benefit of drought-stricken 
States and communities; 

“(2) for the benefit of States that have au- 
thorized funding for research and develop- 
ment of desalination technologies and 
projects; 

(3) that can reduce reliance on imported 
water supplies that have an impact on spe- 
cies listed under the Endangered Species Act 
of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.); and 

“(4) that demonstrably leverage the experi- 
ence of international partners with consider- 
able expertise in desalination, such as the 
State of Israel.’’. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 8 of the Water Desalination Act of 
1996 (42 U.S.C. 10301 note; Public Law 104-298) 
is amended— 

(1) in the first sentence of subsection (a)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘$5,000,000’’ and inserting 
‘$8,000,000’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘2013” and inserting ‘‘2021’’; 
and 
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(2) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘for each 
of fiscal years 2012 through 2013” and insert- 
ing “for each of fiscal years 2017 through 
2021”. 

(d) CONSULTATION.—Section 9 of the Water 
Desalination Act of 1996 (42 U.S.C. 10301 note; 
Public Law 104-298) is amended— 

(1) by striking the section designation and 
heading and all that follows through ‘‘In car- 
rying out” in the first sentence and inserting 
the following: 

“SEC. 9. CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION. 

“(a) CONSULTATION.—In carrying out’’; 

(2) in the second sentence, by striking 
“The authorization” and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

‘(c) OTHER DESALINATION PROGRAMS.—The 
authorization’’; and 

(3) by inserting after subsection (a) (as des- 
ignated by paragraph (1)) the following: 

‘(b) COORDINATION OF FEDERAL DESALINA- 
TION RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT.—The 
White House Office of Science and Tech- 
nology Policy shall develop a coordinated 
strategic plan that— 

“(1) establishes priorities for future Fed- 
eral investments in desalination; 

“(2) coordinates the activities of Federal 
agencies involved in desalination, including 
the Bureau of Reclamation, the Corps of En- 
gineers, the United States Army Tank Auto- 
motive Research, Development and Engi- 
neering Center, the National Science Foun- 
dation, the Office of Naval Research of the 
Department of Defense, the National Labora- 
tories of the Department of Energy, the 
United States Geological Survey, the Envi- 
ronmental Protection Agency, and the Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion; 

“(3) strengthens research and development 
cooperation with international partners, 
such as the State of Israel, in the area of de- 
salination technology; and 

“(4) promotes public-private partnerships 
to develop a framework for assessing needs 
for, and to optimize siting and design of, fu- 
ture ocean desalination projects.’’. 

SEC. 7307. NATIONAL DROUGHT RESILIENCE 
GUIDELINES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the In- 
terior, the Secretary of Agriculture, the Sec- 
retary of Commerce, the Administrator, and 
other appropriate Federal agency heads 
along with State, local, and tribal govern- 
ments, shall jointly develop nonregulatory 
national drought resilience guidelines relat- 
ing to drought preparedness planning and in- 
vestments for communities, water utilities, 
and other water users and providers, in a 
manner consistent with the Presidential 
Memorandum entitled ‘‘Building National 
Capabilities for Long-Term Drought Resil- 
ience” (81 Fed. Reg. 16053 (March 21, 2016)). 

(b) CONSULTATION.—In developing the na- 
tional drought resilience guidelines, the Ad- 
ministrator and other Federal agency heads 
referred to in subsection (a) shall consult 
with— 

(1) State and local governments; 

(2) water utilities; 

(3) scientists; 

(4) institutions of higher education; 

(5) relevant private entities; and 

(6) other stakeholders. 

(c) CONTENTS.—The national drought resil- 
ience guidelines developed under this section 
shall, to the maximum extent practicable, 
provide recommendations for a period of 10 
years that— 

(1) address a broad range of potential ac- 
tions, including— 

(A) analysis of the impacts of the changing 
frequency and duration of drought on the fu- 
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ture effectiveness of water management 
tools; 

(B) the identification of drought-related 
water management challenges in a broad 
range of fields, including— 

(i) public health and safety; 

(ii) municipal and industrial water supply; 

(iii) agricultural water supply; 

(iv) water quality; 

(v) ecosystem health; and 

(vi) water supply planning; 

(C) water management tools to reduce 
drought-related impacts, including— 

(i) water use efficiency through gallons per 
capita reduction goals, appliance efficiency 
standards, water pricing incentives, and 
other measures; 

(ii) water recycling; 

(iii) groundwater clean-up and storage; 

(iv) new technologies, such as behavioral 
water efficiency; and 

(v) stormwater capture and reuse; 

(D) water-related energy and greenhouse 
gas reduction strategies; and 

(E) public education and engagement; and 

(2) include recommendations relating to 
the processes that Federal, State, and local 
governments and water utilities should con- 
sider when developing drought resilience pre- 
paredness and plans, including— 

(A) the establishment of planning goals; 

(B) the evaluation of institutional capac- 
ity; 

(C) the assessment of drought-related risks 
and vulnerabilities, including the integra- 
tion of climate-related impacts; 

(D) the establishment of a development 
process, including an evaluation of the cost- 
effectiveness of potential strategies; 

(E) the inclusion of private entities, tech- 
nical advisors, and other stakeholders in the 
development process; 

(F) implementation and financing issues; 
and 

(G) evaluation of the plan, including any 
updates to the plan. 

SEC. 7308. INNOVATION IN STATE WATER POLLU- 
TION CONTROL REVOLVING LOAN 
FUNDS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (j)(1)(B) (as 
redesignated by section 7202(b)(1)(A)(ii)) of 
section 603 of the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act (83 U.S.C. 1383) is amended— 

(1) in clause (iii), by striking ‘‘or’’ at the 
end; 

(2) in clause (iv), by striking the period at 
the end and inserting ‘‘; or’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

“(v) to encourage the use of innovative 
water technologies related to any of the 
issues identified in clauses (i) through (iv) 
or, as determined by the State, any other eli- 
gible project and activity eligible for assist- 
ance under subsection (c)’’. 

(b) INNOVATIVE WATER TECHNOLOGIES.—Sec- 
tion 603 of the Federal Water Pollution Con- 
trol Act (33 U.S.C. 1383) (as amended by sec- 
tion 7202(b)(1)) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘“(k) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—The Adminis- 
trator may provide technical assistance to 
facilitate and encourage the provision of fi- 
nancial assistance for innovative water tech- 
nologies. 

“(1) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 2016, and not 
less frequently than every 5 years thereafter, 
the Administrator shall submit to Congress 
a report that describes— 

“(1) the amount of financial assistance pro- 
vided by State water pollution control re- 
volving funds to deploy innovative water 
technologies; 
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“(2) the barriers impacting greater use of 
innovative water technologies; and 

‘(8) the cost-saving potential to cities and 
future infrastructure investments from 
emerging technologies.’’. 

SEC. 7309. INNOVATION IN DRINKING WATER 
STATE REVOLVING LOAN FUNDS. 

Section 1452 of the Safe Drinking Water 
Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12) (as amended by section 
7105) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (d)— 

(A) by striking the heading and inserting 
‘ ADDITIONAL ASSISTANCE.—”’; 

(B) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘Notwithstanding” and in- 
serting the following: 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding’’; and 

(ii) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(B) INNOVATIVE WATER TECHNOLOGY.—Not- 
withstanding any other provision of this sec- 
tion, in the case of a State that makes a loan 
under subsection (a)(2) to carry out an eligi- 
ble activity through the use of an innovative 
water technology (including technologies to 
improve water treatment to ensure compli- 
ance with this title and technologies to iden- 
tify and mitigate sources of drinking water 
contamination, including lead contamina- 
tion), the State may provide additional sub- 
sidization, including forgiveness of principal 
that is not more than 50 percent of the cost 
of the portion of the project associated with 
the innovative technology.” ; 

(C) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘For each fiscal year” and 
inserting the following: 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—For each fiscal year”; 
and 

(ii) by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(B) INNOVATIVE WATER TECHNOLOGY.—For 
each fiscal year, not more than 20 percent of 
the loan subsidies that may be made by a 
State under paragraph (1) may be used to 
provide additional subsidization under sub- 
paragraph (B) of that paragraph.’’; and 

(D) in paragraph (3), in the first sentence, 
by inserting ‘‘, or portion of a service area,” 
after ‘‘service area”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(t) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—The Adminis- 
trator may provide technical assistance to 
facilitate and encourage the provision of fi- 
nancial assistance for the deployment of in- 
novative water technologies. 

‘(u) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 2016, and not 
less frequently than every 5 years thereafter, 
the Administrator shall submit to Congress 
a report that describes— 

“(1) the amount of financial assistance pro- 
vided by State loan funds to deploy innova- 
tive water technologies; 

‘“(2) the barriers impacting greater use of 
innovative water technologies; and 

“(3) the cost-saving potential to cities and 
future infrastructure investments from 
emerging technologies.’’. 

Subtitle D—Drinking Water Disaster Relief 

and Infrastructure Investments 
SEC. 7401. DRINKING WATER INFRASTRUCTURE. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) ELIGIBLE STATE.—The term ‘eligible 
State’? means a State for which the Presi- 
dent has declared an emergency under the 
Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer- 
gency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq.) 
relating to the public health threats associ- 
ated with the presence of lead or other con- 
taminants in a public drinking water supply 
system. 

(2) ELIGIBLE SYSTEM.—The term ‘‘eligible 
system” means a public drinking water sup- 
ply system that has been the subject of an 
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emergency declaration referred to in para- 
graph (1). 

(b) STATE REVOLVING LOAN FUND ASSIST- 
ANCE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—An eligible system shall 
be— 

(A) considered to be a disadvantaged com- 
munity under section 1452(d) of the Safe 
Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12(d)); and 

(B) eligible to receive loans with additional 
subsidization under that Act (42 U.S.C. 300f 
et seq.), including forgiveness of principal 
under section 1452(d)(1) of that Act (42 U.S.C. 
800j-12(d)(1)). 

(2) AUTHORIZATION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Using funds provided 
under subsection (e)(1)(A), an eligible State 
may provide assistance to an eligible system 
within the eligible State, for the purpose of 
addressing lead or other contaminants in 
drinking water, including repair and replace- 
ment of public and private drinking water 
infrastructure. 

(B) INCLUSION.—Assistance provided under 
subparagraph (A) may include additional 
subsidization under the Safe Drinking Water 
Act (42 U.S.C. 300f et seq.), as described in 
paragraph (1)(B). 

(C) EXCLUSION.—Assistance provided under 
subparagraph (A) shall not include assist- 
ance for a project that is financed (directly 
or indirectly), in whole or in part, with pro- 
ceeds of any obligation issued after the date 
of enactment of this Act— 

(i) the interest of which is exempt from the 
tax imposed under chapter 1 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986; or 

(ii) with respect to which credit is allow- 
able under subpart I or J of part IV of sub- 
chapter A of chapter 1 of such Code. 

(3) LIMITATION.—Section 1452(d)(2) of the 
Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j- 
12(d)(2)) shall not apply to— 

(A) any funds provided under subsection 
(e)(1)(A); or 

(B) any other loan provided to an eligible 
system. 

(c) WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING.— 

(1) SECURED LOANS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Using funds provided 
under subsection (e)(2)(A), the Administrator 
may make a secured loan under the Water 
Infrastructure Finance and Innovation Act 
of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 3901 et seq.) to— 

(i) an eligible State to carry out a project 
eligible under paragraphs (2) through (9) of 
section 5026 of that Act (33 U.S.C. 3905) to ad- 
dress lead or other contaminants in drinking 
water in an eligible system, including repair 
and replacement of public and private drink- 
ing water infrastructure; and 

(ii) any eligible entity under section 5025 of 
that Act (33 U.S.C. 3904) for a project eligible 
under paragraphs (2) through (9) of section 
5026 of that Act (33 U.S.C. 3905). 

(B) AMOUNT.—Notwithstanding section 
5029(b)(2) of the Water Infrastructure Fi- 
nance and Innovation Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
3908(b)(2)), the amount of a secured loan pro- 
vided under subparagraph (AXi) may be 
equal to not more than 80 percent of the rea- 
sonably anticipated costs of the projects. 

(2) FEDERAL INVOLVEMENT.—Notwith- 
standing section 5029(b)(9) of the Water Infra- 
structure Finance and Innovation Act of 2014 
(33 U.S.C. 3908(b)(9)), any costs for a project 
to address lead or other contaminants in 
drinking water in an eligible system that are 
not covered by a secured loan under para- 
graph (1) may be covered using amounts in 
the State revolving loan fund under section 
1452 of the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 
U.S.C. 300j-12). 

(d) NONDUPLICATION OF WORK.—An activity 
carried out pursuant to this section shall not 
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duplicate the work or activity of any other 
Federal or State department or agency. 

(e) FUNDING.— 

(1) ADDITIONAL DRINKING WATER STATE RE- 
VOLVING FUND CAPITALIZATION GRANTS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the 
Treasury shall make available to the Admin- 
istrator a total of $100,000,000 to provide ad- 
ditional grants to eligible States pursuant to 
section 1452 of the Safe Drinking Water Act 
(42 U.S.C. 300j-12), to be available for a period 
of 18 months beginning on the date on which 
the funds are made available, for the pur- 
poses described in subsection (b)(2), and after 
the end of the 18-month period, until ex- 
pended for the purposes described in subpara- 
graph (C). 

(B) SUPPLEMENTED INTENDED USE PLANS.— 
From funds made available under subpara- 
graph (A), the Administrator shall obligate 
to an eligible State such amounts as are nec- 
essary to meet the needs identified in a sup- 
plemented intended use plan by not later 
than 30 days after the date on which the eli- 
gible State submits to the Administrator a 
supplemented intended use plan under sec- 
tion 1452(b) of the Safe Drinking Water Act 
(42 U.S.C. 300j—12(b)) that includes 
preapplication information regarding 
projects to be funded using the additional as- 
sistance, including, with respect to each 
such project— 

(i) a description of the project; 

(ii) an explanation of the means by which 
the project will address a situation causing a 
declared emergency in the eligible State; 

(iii) the estimated cost of the project; and 

(iv) the projected start date for construc- 
tion of the project. 

(C) UNOBLIGATED AMOUNTS.—Of any 
amounts made available to the Adminis- 
trator under subparagraph (A) that are unob- 
ligated on the date that is 18 months after 
the date on which the amounts are made 
available— 

(i) 50 percent shall be available to provide 
additional grants under section 1459A of the 
Safe Drinking Water Act (as added by sec- 
tion 7106); and 

(ii) 50 percent shall be available to provide 
additional grants under section 1459B of the 
Safe Drinking Water Act (as added by sec- 
tion 7107). 

(D) APPLICABILITY.—Section 1452(b)(1) of 
the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j- 
12(b)(1)) shall not apply to a supplement to 
an intended use plan under subparagraph (B). 

(2) WIFIA FUNDING.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—As soon as practicable 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall make avail- 
able to the Administrator $70,000,000 to pro- 
vide credit subsidies, in consultation with 
the Director of the Office of Management 
and Budget, for secured loans under sub- 
section (c)(1)(A) with a goal of providing se- 
cured loans totaling at least $700,000,000. 

(B) USE.—Secured loans provided pursuant 
to subparagraph (A) shall be available to 
carry out activities described in subsection 
ODA). 

(C) EXCLUSION.—Of the amounts made 
available under subparagraph (A), $20,000,000 
shall not be used to provide assistance for a 
project that is financed (directly or indi- 
rectly), in whole or in part, with proceeds of 
any obligation issued after the date of enact- 
ment of this Act— 

(i) the interest of which is exempt from the 
tax imposed under chapter 1 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986; or 

(ii) with respect to which credit is allow- 
able under subpart I or J of part IV of sub- 
chapter A of chapter 1 of such Code. 
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(33 APPLICABILITY.—Unless explicitly 
waived, all requirements under the Safe 
Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300f et seq.) 
and the Water Infrastructure Finance and 
Innovation Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 3901 et seq.) 
shall apply to funding provided under this 
subsection. 

(f) HEALTH EFFECTS EVALUATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Pursuant to section 
104(14)(1)(E) of the Comprehensive Environ- 
mental Response, Compensation, and Liabil- 
ity Act (42 U.S.C. 9604(i1)(1)(B)), and on re- 
ceipt of a request of an appropriate State or 
local health official of an eligible State, the 
Director of the Agency for Toxic Substances 
and Disease Registry of the National Center 
for Environmental Health shall in coordina- 
tion with other agencies, as appropriate, 
conduct voluntary surveillance activities to 
evaluate any adverse health effects on indi- 
viduals exposed to lead from drinking water 
in the affected communities. 

(2) CONSULTATIONS.—Pursuant to section 
104(1)(4) of the Comprehensive Environ- 
mental Response, Compensation, and Liabil- 
ity Act (42 U.S.C. 9604(i)(4)), and on receipt of 
a request of an appropriate State or local 
health official of an eligible State, the Direc- 
tor of the Agency for Toxic Substances and 
Disease Registry of the National Center for 
Environmental Health shall provide con- 
sultations regarding health issues described 
in paragraph (1). 

SEC. 7402. LOAN FORGIVENESS. 

The matter under the heading ‘‘STATE AND 
TRIBAL ASSISTANCE GRANTS” under the head- 
ing “ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY” in title II of division G of the Con- 
solidated Appropriations Act, 2016 (Public 
Law 114-113), is amended in paragraph (1), by 
striking the semicolon at the end and insert- 
ing the following: ‘‘or, if a Federal or State 
emergency declaration has been issued due 
to a threat to public health from heightened 
exposure to lead in a municipal drinking 
water supply, before the date of enactment 
of this Act: Provided further, That in a State 
in which such an emergency declaration has 
been issued, the State may use more than 20 
percent of the funds made available under 
this title to the State for Drinking Water 
State Revolving Fund capitalization grants 
to provide additional subsidy to eligible re- 
cipients;’’. 

SEC. 7403. REGISTRY FOR LEAD EXPOSURE AND 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) Ciry.—The term ‘‘City’’ means a city 
exposed to lead contamination in the local 
drinking water system. 

(2) COMMITTEE.—The term ‘‘Committee’’ 
means the Advisory Committee established 
under subsection (c). 

(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services. 

(b) LEAD EXPOSURE REGISTRY.—The Sec- 
retary shall establish within the Agency for 
Toxic Substances and Disease Registry or 
another relevant agency at the discretion of 
the Secretary, or establish through a grant 
award or contract, a lead exposure registry 
to collect data on the lead exposure of resi- 
dents of a City on a voluntary basis. 

(c) ADVISORY COMMITTEE.— 

(1) MEMBERSHIP.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es- 
tablish an Advisory Committee in coordina- 
tion with the Director of the Centers for Dis- 
ease Control and Prevention and other rel- 
evant agencies as determined by the Sec- 
retary consisting of Federal members and 
non-Federal members, and which shall in- 
clude— 
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(i) an epidemiologist; 

(ii) a toxicologist; 

(iii) a mental health professional; 

(iv) a pediatrician; 

(v) an early childhood education expert; 

(vi) a special education expert; 

(vii) a dietician; and 

(viii) an environmental health expert. 

(B) REQUIREMENTS.—Membership in the 
Committee shall not exceed 15 members and 
not less than 1⁄2 of the members shall be Fed- 
eral members. 

(2) CHAIR.—The Secretary shall designate a 
chair from among the Federal members ap- 
pointed to the Committee. 

(3) TERMS.—Members of the Committee 
shall serve for a term of not more than 3 
years and the Secretary may reappoint mem- 
bers for consecutive terms. 

(4) APPLICATION OF FACA.—The Committee 
shall be subject to the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act (5 U.S.C. App.). 

(5) RESPONSIBILITIES.—The 
shall, at a minimum— 

(A) review the Federal programs and serv- 
ices available to individuals and commu- 
nities exposed to lead; 

(B) review current research on lead poi- 
soning to identify additional research needs; 

(C) review and identify best practices, or 
the need for best practices, regarding lead 
screening and the prevention of lead poi- 
soning; 

(D) identify effective services, including 
services relating to healthcare, education, 
and nutrition for individuals and commu- 
nities affected by lead exposure and lead poi- 
soning, including in consultation with, as ap- 
propriate, the lead exposure registry as es- 
tablished in subsection (b); and 

(E) undertake any other review or activi- 
ties that the Secretary determines to be ap- 
propriate. 

(6) REPORT.—Annually for 5 years and 
thereafter as determined necessary by the 
Secretary or as required by Congress, the 
Committee shall submit to the Secretary, 
the Committees on Finance, Health, Edu- 
cation, Labor, and Pensions, and Agri- 
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry of the Sen- 
ate and the Committees on Education and 
the Workforce, Energy and Commerce, and 
Agriculture of the House of Representatives 
a report that includes— 

(A) an evaluation of the effectiveness of 
the Federal programs and services available 
to individuals and communities exposed to 
lead; 

(B) an evaluation of additional lead poi- 
soning research needs; 

(C) an assessment of any effective screen- 
ing methods or best practices used or devel- 
oped to prevent or screen for lead poisoning; 

(D) input and recommendations for im- 
proved access to effective services relating 
to healthcare, education, or nutrition for in- 
dividuals and communities impacted by lead 
exposure; and 

(E) any other recommendations for com- 
munities affected by lead exposure, as appro- 
priate. 

(d) MANDATORY FUNDING.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—On the date of enactment 
of this Act, out of any funds in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall transfer to the Secretary, 
to be available during the period of fiscal 
years 2016 through 2020— 

(A) $17,500,000 to carry out subsection (b); 
and 

(B) $2,500,000 to carry out subsection (c). 

(2) RECEIPT AND ACCEPTANCE.—The Sec- 
retary shall be entitled to receive, shall ac- 
cept, and shall use to carry out subsections 
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(b) and (c) the funds transferred under sub- 
paragraphs (A) and (B) of paragraph (1), re- 
spectively, without further appropriation. 
SEC. 7404. ADDITIONAL FUNDING FOR CERTAIN 
CHILDHOOD HEALTH PROGRAMS. 

(a) CHILDHOOD LEAD POISONING PREVENTION 
PROGRAM.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—On the date of enactment 
of this Act, out of any funds in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall transfer to the Director of 
the Centers for Disease Control and Preven- 
tion, to be available during the period of fis- 
cal years 2017 and 2018, $10,000,000 for the 
childhood lead poisoning prevention program 
authorized under section 317A of the Public 
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 247b-1). 

(2) RECEIPT AND ACCEPTANCE.—The Director 
of the Centers for Disease Control and Pre- 
vention shall be entitled to receive, shall ac- 
cept, and shall use to carry out the child- 
hood lead poisoning prevention program au- 
thorized under section 317A of the Public 
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 247b-1) the 
funds transferred under paragraph (1), with- 
out further appropriation. 

(b) HEALTHY HOMES PROGRAM.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—On the date of enactment 
of this Act, out of any funds in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall transfer to the Secretary 
of Housing and Urban Development, to be 
available during the period of fiscal years 
2017 and 2018, $10,000,000 to carry out the 
Healthy Homes Initiative of the Department 
of Housing and Urban Development. 

(2) RECEIPT AND ACCEPTANCE.—The Sec- 
retary of Housing and Urban Development 
shall be entitled to receive, shall accept, and 
shall use to carry out the Healthy Homes 
Initiative of the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development the funds transferred 
under paragraph (1), without further appro- 
priation. 

(c) HEALTHY START PROGRAM.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—On the date of enactment 
of this Act, out of any funds in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall transfer to the Adminis- 
trator of the Health Resources and Services 
Administration, to be available during the 
period of fiscal years 2017 and 2018, $10,000,000 
to carry out the Healthy Start Initiative 
under section 330H of the Public Health Serv- 
ice Act (42 U.S.C. 254c-8). 

(2) RECEIPT AND ACCEPTANCE.—The Admin- 
istrator of the Health Resources and Serv- 
ices Administration shall be entitled to re- 
ceive, shall accept, and shall use to carry out 
the Healthy Start Initiative under section 
330H of the Public Health Service Act (42 
U.S.C. 254c-8) the funds transferred under 
paragraph (1), without further appropriation. 
SEC. 7405. REVIEW AND REPORT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Attorney General and the Inspector General 
of the Environmental Protection Agency 
shall submit to the Committees on Appro- 
priations, Environment and Public Works, 
and Homeland Security and Governmental 
Affairs of the Senate and the Committees on 
Appropriations, Energy and Commerce, 
Transportation and Infrastructure, and Over- 
sight and Government Reform of the House 
of Representatives a report on the status of 
any ongoing investigations into the Federal 
and State response to the contamination of 
the drinking water supply of the City of 
Flint, Michigan. 

(b) REVIEW.—Not later than 30 days after 
the completion of the investigations de- 
scribed in subsection (a), the Comptroller 
General of the United States shall commence 
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a review of issues that are not addressed by 
the investigations and relating to— 

(1) the adequacy of the response by the 
State of Michigan and the City of Flint to 
the drinking water crisis in Flint, Michigan, 
including the timeliness and transparency of 
the response, as well as the capacity of the 
State and City to manage the drinking water 
system; and 

(2) the adequacy of the response by Region 
5 of the Environmental Protection Agency to 
the drinking water crisis in Flint, Michigan, 
including the timeliness and transparency of 
the response. 


(c) CONTENTS OF REPORT.—Not later than 1 
year after commencing each review under 
subsection (b), the Comptroller General of 
the United States shall submit to Congress a 
report that includes— 

(1) a statement of the principal findings of 
the review; and 

(2) recommendations for Congress and the 
President to take any actions to prevent a 
similar situation in the future and to protect 
public health. 


Subtitle E—Report on Groundwater 
Contamination 


SEC. 7501. DEFINITIONS. 


In this subtitle: 
(1) COMPREHENSIVE STRATEGY.—The term 
“comprehensive strategy” means a plan 


for— 
(A) the remediation of the plume under the 
Comprehensive Environmental Response, 


Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 (42 
U.S.C. 9601 et seq.); or 

(B) corrective action under the Solid Waste 
Disposal Act (42 U.S.C. 6901 et seq.). 

(2) GROUNDWATER.—The term ‘‘ground- 
water’? means water in a saturated zone or 
stratum beneath the surface of land or 
water. 

(3) PLUME.—The term ‘‘plume’’ means any 
hazardous waste (as defined in section 1004 of 
the Solid Waste Disposal Act (42 U.S.C. 6903)) 
or hazardous substance (as defined in section 
101 of the Comprehensive Environmental Re- 
sponse, Compensation, and Liability Act of 
1980 (42 U.S.C. 9601)) found in the ground- 
water supply. 

(4) SITE.—The term ‘‘site’’ means the site 
located at 830 South Oyster Bay Road, 
Bethpage, New York, 11714 (Environmental 
Protection Agency identification number 
NYD002047967). 


SEC. 7502. REPORT ON GROUNDWATER CONTAMI- 
NATION. 


Not later than 180 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act and annually there- 
after, the Secretary of the Navy shall submit 
to Congress a report on the groundwater con- 
tamination from the site that includes— 

(1) a description of the status of the 
groundwater contaminants that are leaving 
the site and migrating to a location within a 
10-mile radius of the site, including— 

(A) detailed mapping of the movement of 
the plume over time; and 

(B) projected migration rates of the plume; 

(2) an analysis of the current and future 
impact of the movement of the plume on 
drinking water facilities; and 

(3) a comprehensive strategy to prevent 
the groundwater contaminants from the site 
from contaminating drinking water wells 
that, as of the date of the submission of the 
report, have not been affected by the migra- 
tion of the plume. 
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Subtitle F—Restoration 

PART I—GREAT LAKES RESTORATION 

SEC. 7611. GREAT LAKES RESTORATION INITIA- 
TIVE. 

Section 118(c) of the Federal Water Pollu- 
tion Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1268(c)) is amend- 
ed by striking paragraph (7) and inserting 
the following: 

‘(7) GREAT LAKES RESTORATION 
TIVE.— 

“(A) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
in the Agency a Great Lakes Restoration 
Initiative (referred to in this paragraph as 
the ‘Initiative’) to carry out programs and 
projects for Great Lakes protection and res- 
toration. 

“(B) FOCUS AREAS.—Each fiscal year under 
a 5-year Initiative Action Plan, the Initia- 
tive shall prioritize programs and projects, 
carried out in coordination with non-Federal 
partners, that address priority areas, such 
as— 

“(i) the remediation of toxic substances 
and areas of concern; 

‘“(ii) the prevention and control of invasive 
species and the impacts of invasive species; 

“(ii) the protection and restoration of 
nearshore health and the prevention and 
mitigation of nonpoint source pollution; 

“(iv) habitat and wildlife protection and 
restoration, including wetlands restoration 
and preservation; and 

“(v) accountability, monitoring, evalua- 
tion, communication, and partnership activi- 
ties. 

“(C) PROJECTS.—Under the Initiative, the 
Agency shall collaborate with Federal part- 
ners, including the Great Lakes Interagency 
Task Force, to select the best combination 
of programs and projects for Great Lakes 
protection and restoration using appropriate 
principles and criteria, including whether a 
program or project provides— 

“(i) the ability to achieve strategic and 
measurable environmental outcomes that 
implement the Great Lakes Action Plan and 
the Great Lakes Water Quality Agreement; 

“(ii) the feasibility of— 

“(I) prompt implementation; 

“(ID timely achievement of results; and 

“(III) resource leveraging; and 

“(ii) the opportunity to improve inter- 
agency and inter-organizational coordina- 
tion and collaboration to reduce duplication 
and streamline efforts. 

‘(D) IMPLEMENTATION OF PROJECTS.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(œi), funds made available to carry out the 
Initiative shall be used to strategically im- 
plement— 

“(I) Federal projects; and 

“(II) projects carried out in coordination 
with States, Indian tribes, municipalities, 
institutions of higher education, and other 
organizations. 

“(ii) TRANSFER OF FUNDS.—With amounts 
made available for the Initiative each fiscal 
year, the Administrator may— 

“(D) transfer not more than $300,000,000 to 
the head of any Federal department or agen- 
cy, with the concurrence of the department 
or agency head, to carry out activities to 
support the Initiative and the Great Lakes 
Water Quality Agreement; 

“(ID) enter into an interagency agreement 
with the head of any Federal department or 
agency to carry out activities described in 
subclause (I); and 

“(JIT) make grants to governmental enti- 
ties, nonprofit organizations, institutions, 
and individuals for planning, research, moni- 
toring, outreach, and implementation of 
projects in furtherance of the Initiative and 
the Great Lakes Water Quality Agreement. 
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“(E) SCOPE.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—Projects shall be carried 
out under the Initiative on multiple levels, 
including— 

“(T) Great Lakes-wide; and 

‘“(ID) Great Lakes basin-wide. 

“(ii) LIMITATION.—No funds made available 
to carry out the Initiative may be used for 
any water infrastructure activity (other 
than a green infrastructure project that im- 
proves habitat and other ecosystem func- 
tions in the Great Lakes) for which amounts 
are made available from— 

“(I)a State water pollution control revolv- 
ing fund established under title VI; or 

“(ID) a State drinking water revolving loan 
fund established under section 1452 of the 
Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12). 

“(F) ACTIVITIES BY OTHER FEDERAL AGEN- 
cIES.—Each relevant Federal department or 
agency shall, to the maximum extent prac- 
ticable— 

“(i) maintain the base level of funding for 
the Great Lakes activities of that depart- 
ment or agency without regard to funding 
under the Initiative; and 

“Gi) identify new activities and projects to 
support the environmental goals of the Ini- 
tiative and the Great Lakes Water Quality 
Agreement. 

“(G) FUNDING.— 

‘“(i) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to be 
appropriated to carry out this paragraph 
$300,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2017 
through 2021. 

“(ii) LIMITATION.—Nothing in this para- 
graph creates, expands, or amends the au- 
thority of the Administrator to implement 
programs or projects under— 

“(T) this section; 

‘(ID the Initiative Action Plan; or 

“(II) the Great Lakes Water Quality 
Agreement.’’. 

SEC. 7612. AMENDMENTS TO THE GREAT LAKES 
FISH AND WILDLIFE RESTORATION 
ACT OF 1990. 

(a) REFERENCES.—Except as otherwise ex- 
pressly provided, wherever in this section an 
amendment is expressed in terms of an 
amendment to a section or other provision, 
the reference shall be considered to be made 
to a section or other provision of the Great 
Lakes Fish and Wildlife Restoration Act of 
1990 (16 U.S.C. 941 et seq.). 

(b) FINDINGS.—The Act is amended by 
striking section 1002 and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“SEC. 1002. FINDINGS. 

“Congress finds that— 

“(1) the Great Lakes have fish and wildlife 
communities that are structurally and func- 
tionally changing; 

‘“(2) successful fish and wildlife manage- 
ment focuses on the lakes as ecosystems, and 
effective management requires the coordina- 
tion and integration of efforts of many part- 
ners; 

‘“(3) it is in the national interest to under- 
take activities in the Great Lakes Basin that 
support sustainable fish and wildlife re- 
sources of common concern provided under 
the Great Lakes Restoration Initiative Ac- 
tion Plan based on the recommendations of 
the Great Lakes Regional Collaboration au- 
thorized under Executive Order 13340 (69 Fed. 
Reg. 29043; relating to the Great Lakes Inter- 
agency Task Force); 

‘“(4) additional actions and better coordina- 
tion are needed to protect and effectively 
manage the fish and wildlife resources, and 
the habitats on which the resources depend, 
in the Great Lakes Basin; 

‘“(5) as of the date of enactment of this 
Act, actions are not funded that are consid- 
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ered essential to meet the goals and objec- 
tives in managing the fish and wildlife re- 
sources, and the habitats on which the re- 
sources depend, in the Great Lakes Basin; 
and 

“(6) this Act allows Federal agencies, 
States, and Indian tribes to work in an effec- 
tive partnership by providing the funding for 
restoration work.’’. 

(c) IDENTIFICATION, REVIEW, AND IMPLEMEN- 
TATION OF PROPOSALS AND REGIONAL 
PROJECTS.— 

(1) REQUIREMENTS FOR PROPOSALS AND RE- 
GIONAL PROJECTS.—Section 1005(b)(2)(B) (16 
U.S.C. 941c(b)(2)(B)) is amended— 

(A) in clause (v), by striking ‘‘and’’ at the 
end; 

(B) in clause (vi), by striking the period at 
the end and inserting a semicolon; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(vii) the strategic action plan of the 
Great Lakes Restoration Initiative; and 

“(viii) each applicable State wildlife action 
plan.’’. 

(2) REVIEW OF PROPOSALS.—Section 
1005(c)(2)(C) (16 U.S.C. 941¢(c)(2)(C)) is amend- 
ed by striking “Great Lakes Coordinator of 
the”. 

(3) COST SHARING.—Section 1005(e) 
U.S.C. 941c(e)) is amended— 

(A) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘Except as provided in para- 
graphs (2) and (4), not less than 25 percent of 
the cost of implementing a proposal” and in- 
serting the following: 

“(A) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—Except as pro- 
vided in paragraphs (3) and (5) and subject to 
paragraph (2), not less than 25 percent of the 
cost of implementing a proposal or regional 
project”; and 

(ii) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(B) TIME PERIOD FOR PROVIDING MATCH.— 
The non-Federal share of the cost of imple- 
menting a proposal or regional project re- 
quired under subparagraph (A) may be pro- 
vided at any time during the 2-year period 
preceding January 1 of the year in which the 
Director receives the application for the pro- 
posal or regional project.”’; 

(B) by  redesignating paragraphs (2) 
through (4) as paragraphs (3) through (5), re- 
spectively; and 

(C) by inserting before paragraph (8) (as so 
redesignated) the following: 

‘(2) AUTHORIZED SOURCES OF NON-FEDERAL 
SHARE.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Director may deter- 
mine the non-Federal share under paragraph 
(1) by taking into account— 

“(i) the appraised value of land or a con- 
servation easement as described in subpara- 
graph (B); or 

“(ii) as described in subparagraph (C), the 
costs associated with— 

‘(T) land acquisition or securing a con- 
servation easement; and 

“(ID) restoration or enhancement of that 
land or conservation easement. 

‘(B) APPRAISAL OF LAND OR CONSERVATION 
EASEMENT.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—The value of land or a 
conservation easement may be used to sat- 
isfy the non-Federal share of the cost of im- 
plementing a proposal or regional project re- 
quired under paragraph (1)(A) if the Director 
determines that the land or conservation 
easement— 

“(D) meets the requirements of subsection 
(b)(2); 

“(II) is acquired before the end of the grant 
period of the proposal or regional project; 

‘“(III) is held in perpetuity for the con- 
servation purposes of the programs of the 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service re- 
lated to the Great Lakes Basin, as described 
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in section 1006, by an accredited land trust or 
conservancy or a Federal, State, or tribal 
agency; 

‘(IV) is connected either physically or 
through a conservation planning process to 
the proposal or regional project; and 

‘“(V) is appraised in accordance with clause 
(ii). 

“(ii) APPRAISAL.—With respect to the ap- 
praisal of land or a conservation easement 
described in clause (i)— 

“(D) the appraisal valuation date shall be 
not later than 1 year after the price of the 
land or conservation easement was set under 
a contract; and 

‘(ID) the appraisal shall— 

“(aa) conform to the Uniform Standards of 
Professional Appraisal Practice (USPAP); 
and 

‘“(bb) be completed by a Federal- or State- 
certified appraiser. 

‘(C) COSTS OF LAND ACQUISITION OR SECUR- 
ING CONSERVATION EASEMENT.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—AI1 costs associated with 
land acquisition or securing a conservation 
easement and restoration or enhancement of 
that land or conservation easement may be 
used to satisfy the non-Federal share of the 
cost of implementing a proposal or regional 
project required under paragraph (1)(A) if the 
activities and expenses associated with the 
land acquisition or securing the conservation 
easement and restoration or enhancement of 
that land or conservation easement meet the 
requirements of subparagraph (B)(i). 

“(ii) INCLUSION.—The costs referred to in 
clause (i) may include cash, in-kind con- 
tributions, and indirect costs. 

“(iii) EXCLUSION.—The costs referred to in 
clause (i) may not be costs associated with 
mitigation or litigation (other than costs as- 
sociated with the Natural Resource Damage 
Assessment program).’’. 


(d) ESTABLISHMENT OF OFFICES.—Section 
1007 (16 U.S.C. 941e) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in the subsection heading, by striking 
“FISHERY RESOURCES” and inserting ‘‘FISH 
AND WILDLIFE CONSERVATION”; and 

(B) by striking “Fishery Resources” each 
place it appears and inserting ‘‘Fish and 
Wildlife Conservation”’; 

(2) in subsection (c)— 

(A) in the subsection heading, by striking 
“FISHERY RESOURCES” and inserting ‘‘FISH 
AND WILDLIFE CONSERVATION”; and 

(B) by striking “Fishery Resources” each 
place it appears and inserting ‘‘Fish and 
Wildlife Conservation”; 

(3) by striking subsection (a); and 

(4) by redesignating subsections (b) and (c) 
as subsections (a) and (b), respectively. 


(e) REPORTS.—Section 1008 (16 U.S.C. 941f) 
is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), in the matter pre- 
ceding paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘2011”’ and 
inserting ‘‘2021”’; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by striking ‘‘2007 through 2012” and inserting 
‘2016 through 2020”; and 

(B) in paragraph (5), by inserting ‘‘the 
Great Lakes Restoration Initiative Action 
Plan based on” after ‘‘in support of”; and 

(3) by striking subsection (c) and inserting 
the following: 

‘“(c) CONTINUED MONITORING AND ASSESS- 
MENT OF STUDY FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDA- 
TIONS.—The Director— 

“(1) shall continue to monitor the status, 
and the assessment, management, and res- 
toration needs, of the fish and wildlife re- 
sources of the Great Lakes Basin; and 
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““(2) may reassess and update, as necessary, 
the findings and recommendations of the Re- 
port.”’. 

(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 1009 (16 U.S.C. 941g) is amended— 

(1) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by striking ‘‘2007 through 2012” and inserting 
‘2016 through 2021”; 

(2) in paragraph (1)— 

(A) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by striking ‘‘$14,000,000’’ and inserting 
“$6,000,000”; 


(B) in subparagraph (A), by striking 
“*$4,600,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$2,000,000’’; and 
(C) in subparagraph (B), by striking 


“*$700,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$300,000’’; and 

(3) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘the ac- 
tivities of’ and all that follows through 
“section 1007” and inserting ‘‘the activities 
of the Upper Great Lakes Fish and Wildlife 
Conservation Offices and the Lower Great 
Lakes Fish and Wildlife Conservation Office 
under section 1007”. 

(g) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 8 of 
the Great Lakes Fish and Wildlife Restora- 
tion Act of 2006 (16 U.S.C. 941 note; Public 
Law 109-326) is repealed. 

PART II—LAKE TAHOE RESTORATION 
SEC. 7621. FINDINGS AND PURPOSES. 

The Lake Tahoe Restoration Act (Public 
Law 106-506; 114 Stat. 2351) is amended by 
striking section 2 and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“SEC. 2. FINDINGS AND PURPOSES. 

“(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 

“(1) Lake Tahoe— 

“(A) is one of the largest, deepest, and 
clearest lakes in the world; 

‘“(B) has a cobalt blue color, a biologically 
diverse alpine setting, and remarkable water 
clarity; and 

“(C) is recognized nationally and world- 
wide as a natural resource of special signifi- 
cance; 

‘“(2) in addition to being a scenic and eco- 
logical treasure, the Lake Tahoe Basin is one 
of the outstanding recreational resources of 
the United States, which— 

“(A) offers skiing, water sports, biking, 
camping, and hiking to millions of visitors 
each year; and 

‘“(B) contributes significantly to the econo- 
mies of California, Nevada, and the United 
States; 

(3) the economy in the Lake Tahoe Basin 
is dependent on the conservation and res- 
toration of the natural beauty and recre- 
ation opportunities in the area; 

“(4) the ecological health of the Lake 
Tahoe Basin continues to be challenged by 
the impacts of land use and transportation 
patterns developed in the last century; 

‘“(5) the alteration of wetland, wet mead- 
ows, and stream zone habitat have com- 
promised the capacity of the watershed to 
filter sediment, nutrients, and pollutants be- 
fore reaching Lake Tahoe; 

‘“(6) forests in the Lake Tahoe Basin suffer 
from over a century of fire damage and peri- 
odic drought, which have resulted in— 

“(A) high tree density and mortality; 

‘*(B) the loss of biological diversity; and 

“(C) a large quantity of combustible forest 
fuels, which significantly increases the 
threat of catastrophic fire and insect infesta- 
tion; 

“(7) the establishment of several aquatic 
and terrestrial invasive species (including 
perennial pepperweed, milfoil, and Asian 
clam) threatens the ecosystem of the Lake 
Tahoe Basin; 

““(8) there is an ongoing threat to the econ- 
omy and ecosystem of the Lake Tahoe Basin 
of the introduction and establishment of 
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other invasive species (such as yellow 
starthistle, New Zealand mud snail, Zebra 
mussel, and quagga mussel); 

(9) 78 percent of the land in the Lake 
Tahoe Basin is administered by the Federal 
Government, which makes it a Federal re- 
sponsibility to restore ecological health to 
the Lake Tahoe Basin; 

“(10) the Federal Government has a long 
history of environmental stewardship at 
Lake Tahoe, including— 

“(A) congressional consent to the estab- 
lishment of the Planning Agency with— 

“(i) the enactment in 1969 of Public Law 
91-148 (83 Stat. 360); and 

“(ii) the enactment in 1980 of Public Law 
96-551 (94 Stat. 3233); 

“(B) the establishment of the Lake Tahoe 
Basin Management Unit in 1973; 

“(C) the enactment of Public Law 96-586 (94 
Stat. 3381) in 1980 to provide for the acquisi- 
tion of environmentally sensitive land and 
erosion control grants in the Lake Tahoe 
Basin; 

“(D) the enactment of sections 341 and 342 
of the Department of the Interior and Re- 
lated Agencies Appropriations Act, 2004 
(Public Law 108-108; 117 Stat. 1317), which 
amended the Southern Nevada Public Land 
Management Act of 1998 (Public Law 105-263; 
112 Stat. 2346) to provide payments for the 
environmental restoration programs under 
this Act; and 

“(E) the enactment of section 382 of the 
Tax Relief and Health Care Act of 2006 (Pub- 
lic Law 109-432; 120 Stat. 3045), which amend- 
ed the Southern Nevada Public Land Man- 
agement Act of 1998 (Public Law 105-263; 112 
Stat. 2346) to authorize development and im- 
plementation of a comprehensive 10-year 
hazardous fuels and fire prevention plan for 
the Lake Tahoe Basin; 

“(11) the Assistant Secretary was an origi- 
nal signatory in 1997 to the Agreement of 
Federal Departments on Protection of the 
Environment and Economic Health of the 
Lake Tahoe Basin; 

“(12) the Chief of Engineers, under direc- 
tion from the Assistant Secretary, has con- 
tinued to be a significant contributor to 
Lake Tahoe Basin restoration, including— 

“(A) stream and wetland restoration; and 

‘“(B) programmatic technical assistance; 

(18) at the Lake Tahoe Presidential 
Forum in 1997, the President renewed the 
commitment of the Federal Government to 
Lake Tahoe by— 

“(A) committing to increased Federal re- 
sources for ecological restoration at Lake 
Tahoe; and 

“(B) establishing the Federal Interagency 
Partnership and Federal Advisory Com- 
mittee to consult on natural resources issues 
concerning the Lake Tahoe Basin; 

*(14) at the 2011 and 2012 Lake Tahoe Fo- 
rums, Senator Reid, Senator Feinstein, Sen- 
ator Heller, Senator Ensign, Governor Gib- 
bons, Governor Sandoval, and Governor 
Brown— 

“(A) renewed their commitment to Lake 
Tahoe; and 

‘“(B) expressed their desire to fund the Fed- 
eral and State shares of the Environmental 
Improvement Program through 2022; 

“(15) since 1997, the Federal Government, 
the States of California and Nevada, units of 
local government, and the private sector 
have contributed more than $1,955,500,000 to 
the Lake Tahoe Basin, including— 

“(A) $635,400,000 from the Federal Govern- 
ment; 

“(B) $758,600,000 from the State of Cali- 
fornia; 

““(C) $123,700,000 from the State of Nevada; 
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“(D) $98,900,000 from units of local govern- 
ment; and 

‘(E) $338,900,000 from private interests; 

(16) significant additional investment 
from Federal, State, local, and private 
sources is necessary— 

“(A) to restore and sustain the ecological 
health of the Lake Tahoe Basin; 

‘“(B) to adapt to the impacts of fluctuating 
water temperature and precipitation; and 

‘“(C) to prevent the introduction and estab- 
lishment of invasive species in the Lake 
Tahoe Basin; and 

“(17) the Secretary has indicated that the 
Lake Tahoe Basin Management Unit has the 
capacity for at least $10,000,000 annually for 
the Fire Risk Reduction and Forest Manage- 
ment Program. 

‘(b) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this Act 
are— 

“(1) to enable the Chief of the Forest Serv- 
ice, the Director of the United States Fish 
and Wildlife Service, and the Administrator, 
in cooperation with the Planning Agency 
and the States of California and Nevada, to 
fund, plan, and implement significant new 
environmental restoration activities and for- 
est management activities in the Lake 
Tahoe Basin; 

‘“(2) to ensure that Federal, State, local, 
regional, tribal, and private entities con- 
tinue to work together to manage land in 
the Lake Tahoe Basin; 

‘(3) to support local governments in efforts 
related to environmental restoration, 
stormwater pollution control, fire risk re- 
duction, and forest management activities; 
and 

“(4) to ensure that agency and science 
community representatives in the Lake 
Tahoe Basin work together— 

“(A) to develop and implement a plan for 
integrated monitoring, assessment, and ap- 
plied research to evaluate the effectiveness 
of the Environmental Improvement Pro- 
gram; and 

‘(B) to provide objective information as a 
basis for ongoing decisionmaking, with an 
emphasis on decisionmaking relating to re- 
source management in the Lake Tahoe 
Basin.’’. 

SEC. 7622. DEFINITIONS. 

The Lake Tahoe Restoration Act (Public 
Law 106-506; 114 Stat. 2351) is amended by 
striking section 3 and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS. 

“In this Act: 

“(1) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘Adminis- 
trator’ means the Administrator of the Envi- 
ronmental Protection Agency. 

‘(2) ASSISTANT SECRETARY.—The term ‘As- 
sistant Secretary’ means the Assistant Sec- 
retary of the Army for Civil Works. 

“(3) CHAIR.—The term ‘Chair’ means the 
Chair of the Federal Partnership. 

(4) COMPACT.—The term ‘Compact’ means 
the Tahoe Regional Planning Compact in- 
cluded in the first section of Public Law 96- 
551 (94 Stat. 3233). 

‘(5) DIRECTORS.—The 
means— 

“(A) the Director of the United States Fish 
and Wildlife Service; and 

“(B) the Director of the United States Geo- 
logical Survey. 

‘(6) ENVIRONMENTAL IMPROVEMENT PRO- 
GRAM.—The term ‘Environmental Improve- 
ment Program’ means— 

“(A) the Environmental Improvement Pro- 
gram adopted by the Planning Agency; and 

“(B) any amendments to the Program. 

‘(7) ENVIRONMENTAL THRESHOLD CARRYING 
CAPACITY.—The term ‘environmental thresh- 
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old carrying capacity’ has the meaning given 
the term in Article II of the Compact. 

“(8) FEDERAL PARTNERSHIP.—The term 
‘Federal Partnership’ means the Lake Tahoe 
Federal Interagency Partnership established 
by Executive Order 18057 (62 Fed. Reg. 41249) 
(or a successor Executive order). 

“(9) FOREST MANAGEMENT ACTIVITY.—The 


term ‘forest management activity’ in- 
cludes— 
“(A) prescribed burning for ecosystem 


health and hazardous fuels reduction; 

“(B) mechanical and minimum tool treat- 
ment; 

“(C) stream environment zone restoration 
and other watershed and wildlife habitat en- 
hancements; 

“(D) nonnative invasive species manage- 
ment; and 

‘“(E) other activities consistent with For- 
est Service practices, as the Secretary deter- 
mines to be appropriate. 

(10) MAps.—The term ‘Maps’ means the 
maps— 

“(A) entitled— 

“G) ‘LTRA USFS-CA Land Exchange/ 
North Shore’; 

“Gi) ‘LTRA USFS-CA Land Exchange/West 
Shore’; and 

“Gii) ‘LTRA USFS-CA Land Exchange/ 
South Shore’; and 

““(B) dated January 4, 2016, and on file and 
available for public inspection in the appro- 
priate offices of— 

‘“(i) the Forest Service; 

“(ii) the California Tahoe Conservancy; 
and 

“Gii) the California Department of Parks 
and Recreation. 

“(11) NATIONAL WILDLAND FIRE CODE.—The 
term ‘national wildland fire code’ means— 

“(A) the most recent publication of the Na- 
tional Fire Protection Association codes 
numbered 1141, 1142, 1148, and 1144; 

“(B) the most recent publication of the 
International Wildland-Urban Interface Code 
of the International Code Council; or 

“(C) any other code that the Secretary de- 
termines provides the same, or better, stand- 
ards for protection against wildland fire as a 
code described in subparagraph (A) or (B). 

**(12) PLANNING AGENCY.—The term ‘Plan- 
ning Agency’ means the Tahoe Regional 
Planning Agency established under Public 
Law 91-148 (83 Stat. 360) and Public Law 96- 
551 (94 Stat. 3233). 

(18) PRIORITY LIST.—The term ‘Priority 
List’ means the environmental restoration 
priority list developed under section 5(b). 

“(14) SECRETARY.—The term ‘Secretary’ 
means the Secretary of Agriculture, acting 
through the Chief of the Forest Service. 

(15) STREAM ENVIRONMENT ZONE.—The 
term ‘Stream Environment Zone’ means an 
area that generally owes the biological and 
physical characteristics of the area to the 
presence of surface water or groundwater. 

16) TOTAL MAXIMUM DAILY LOAD.—The 
term ‘total maximum daily load’ means the 
total maximum daily load allocations adopt- 
ed under section 303(d) of the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act (83 U.S.C. 13813(d)). 

“(17) WATERCRAFT.—The term ‘watercraft’ 
means motorized and non-motorized 
watercraft, including boats, seaplanes, per- 
sonal watercraft, kayaks, and canoes.”’. 

SEC. 7623. IMPROVED ADMINISTRATION OF THE 
LAKE TAHOE BASIN MANAGEMENT 
UNIT. 

Section 4 of the Lake Tahoe Restoration 
Act (Public Law 106-506; 114 Stat. 2353) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)(3), by striking ‘‘basin’’ 
and inserting ‘‘Basin’’; and 
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(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(¢c) FOREST MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES.— 

‘**(1) COORDINATION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—In conducting forest 
management activities in the Lake Tahoe 
Basin Management Unit, the Secretary shall, 
as appropriate, coordinate with the Adminis- 
trator and State and local agencies and orga- 
nizations, including local fire departments 
and volunteer groups. 

“(B) GOALS.—The coordination of activi- 
ties under subparagraph (A) should aim to 
increase efficiencies and maximize the com- 
patibility of management practices across 
public property boundaries. 

‘*(2) MULTIPLE BENEFITS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—In conducting forest 
management activities in the Lake Tahoe 
Basin Management Unit, the Secretary shall 
conduct the activities in a manner that— 

“(i) except as provided in subparagraph (B), 
attains multiple ecosystem benefits, includ- 
ing— 

“(I) reducing forest fuels; 

“(ID maintaining biological diversity; 

“(IIT) improving wetland and water qual- 
ity, including in Stream Environment Zones; 
and 

“(IV) increasing resilience to changing 
water temperature and precipitation; and 

“(ii) helps achieve and maintain the envi- 
ronmental threshold carrying capacities es- 
tablished by the Planning Agency. 

“(B) EXCEPTION.—Notwithstanding sub- 
paragraph (A)(i), the attainment of multiple 
ecosystem benefits shall not be required if 
the Secretary determines that management 
for multiple ecosystem benefits would exces- 
sively increase the cost of a program in rela- 
tion to the additional ecosystem benefits 
gained from the management activity. 

‘3) GROUND DISTURBANCE.—Consistent 
with applicable Federal law and Lake Tahoe 
Basin Management Unit land and resource 
management plan direction, the Secretary 
shall— 

“(A) establish post-program ground condi- 
tion criteria for ground disturbance caused 
by forest management activities; and 

‘“(B) provide for monitoring to ascertain 
the attainment of the post-program condi- 
tions. 

‘(d) WITHDRAWAL OF FEDERAL LAND.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to valid existing 
rights and paragraph (2), the Federal land lo- 
cated in the Lake Tahoe Basin Management 
Unit is withdrawn from— 

“(A) all forms of entry, appropriation, or 
disposal under the public land laws; 

‘“(B) location, entry, and patent under the 
mining laws; and 

‘(C) disposition under all laws relating to 
mineral and geothermal leasing. 

“(2) EXCEPTIONS.—A conveyance of land 
shall be exempt from withdrawal under this 
subsection if carried out under— 

“(A) this Act; or 

‘“(B) Public Law 96-586 (94 Stat. 3381) (com- 
monly known as the ‘Santini-Burton Act’). 

“(e) ENVIRONMENTAL THRESHOLD CARRYING 
CAPACITY.—The Lake Tahoe Basin Manage- 
ment Unit shall support the attainment of 
the environmental threshold carrying capac- 
ities. 

‘“(f) COOPERATIVE AUTHORITIES.—During 
the 4 fiscal years following the date of enact- 
ment of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 2016, the Secretary, in conjunction 
with land adjustment programs, may enter 
into contracts and cooperative agreements 
with States, units of local government, and 
other public and private entities to provide 
for fuel reduction, erosion control, reforest- 
ation, Stream Environment Zone restora- 
tion, and similar management activities on 
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Federal land and non-Federal land within 
the programs.”’. 
SEC. 7624. AUTHORIZED PROGRAMS. 

The Lake Tahoe Restoration Act (Public 
Law 106-506; 114 Stat. 2351) is amended by 
striking section 5 and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“SEC. 5. AUTHORIZED PROGRAMS. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, the As- 
sistant Secretary, the Directors, and the Ad- 
ministrator, in coordination with the Plan- 
ning Agency and the States of California and 
Nevada, may carry out or provide financial 
assistance to any program that— 

“(1) is described in subsection (d); 

“(2) is included in the Priority List under 
subsection (b); and 

‘(3) furthers the purposes of the Environ- 
mental Improvement Program if the pro- 
gram has been subject to environmental re- 
view and approval, respectively, as required 
under Federal law, Article VII of the Com- 
pact, and State law, as applicable. 

‘(b) PRIORITY LIST.— 

‘(1) DEADLINE.—Not later than March 15 of 
the year after the date of enactment of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 2016, 
the Chair, in consultation with the Sec- 
retary, the Administrator, the Directors, the 
Planning Agency, the States of California 
and Nevada, the Federal Partnership, the 
Washoe Tribe, the Lake Tahoe Federal Advi- 
sory Committee, and the Tahoe Science Con- 
sortium (or a successor organization) shall 
submit to Congress a prioritized Environ- 
mental Improvement Program list for the 
Lake Tahoe Basin for the program categories 
described in subsection (d). 

“(2) CRITERIA.—The ranking of the Priority 
List shall be based on the best available 
science and the following criteria: 

‘(A) The 4-year threshold carrying capac- 
ity evaluation. 

‘(B) The ability to measure progress or 
success of the program. 

‘(C) The potential to significantly con- 
tribute to the achievement and maintenance 
of the environmental threshold carrying ca- 
pacities identified in Article II of the Com- 
pact. 

‘(D) The ability of a program to provide 
multiple benefits. 

“(E) The ability of a program to leverage 
non-Federal contributions. 

‘“(F) Stakeholder support for the program. 

(G) The justification of Federal interest. 

‘“(H) Agency priority. 

“(D Agency capacity. 

““( J) Cost-effectiveness. 

“(K) Federal funding history. 

‘(3) REVISIONS.—The Priority List sub- 
mitted under paragraph (1) shall be revised 
every 2 years. 

“(4) FUNDING.—Of the amounts made avail- 
able under section 10(a), $80,000,000 shall be 
made available to the Secretary to carry out 
projects listed on the Priority List. 

“iey RESTRICTION.—The Administrator 
shall use not more than 3 percent of the 
funds provided under subsection (a) for ad- 
ministering the programs described in para- 
graphs (1) and (2) of subsection (d). 

‘(d) DESCRIPTION OF ACTIVITIES.— 

‘(1) FIRE RISK REDUCTION AND FOREST MAN- 
AGEMENT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Of the amounts made 
available under section 10(a), $150,000,000 
shall be made available to the Secretary to 
carry out, including by making grants, the 
following programs: 

“(i) Programs identified as part of the 
Lake Tahoe Basin Multi-Jurisdictional Fuel 
Reduction and Wildfire Prevention Strategy 
10-Year Plan. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


“Gi) Competitive grants for fuels work to 
be awarded by the Secretary to communities 
that have adopted national wildland fire 
codes to implement the applicable portion of 
the 10-year plan described in clause (i). 

“(ii) Biomass programs, including feasi- 
bility assessments. 

“(iv) Angora Fire Restoration under the 
jurisdiction of the Secretary. 

“(v) Washoe Tribe programs on tribal lands 
within the Lake Tahoe Basin. 

“(vi) Development of an updated Lake 
Tahoe Basin multijurisdictional fuel reduc- 
tion and wildfire prevention strategy, con- 
sistent with section 4(c). 

“(vii) Development of updated community 
wildfire protection plans by local fire dis- 
tricts. 

“(viii) Municipal water infrastructure that 
significantly improves the firefighting capa- 
bility of local government within the Lake 
Tahoe Basin. 

“(ix) Stewardship end result contracting 
projects carried out under section 604 of the 
Healthy Forests Restoration Act of 2003 (16 
U.S.C. 6591c). 

“(B) MINIMUM ALLOCATION.—Of the 
amounts made available to the Secretary to 
carry out subparagraph (A), at least 
$100,000,000 shall be used by the Secretary for 
programs under subparagraph (A)(i). 

““(C) PRIORITY.—Units of local government 
that have dedicated funding for inspections 
and enforcement of defensible space regula- 
tions shall be given priority for amounts pro- 
vided under this paragraph. 

“(D) COST-SHARING REQUIREMENTS.— 

‘“(i) IN GENERAL.—As a condition on the re- 
ceipt of funds, communities or local fire dis- 
tricts that receive funds under this para- 
graph shall provide a 25-percent match. 

‘“(ii) FORM OF NON-FEDERAL SHARE.— 

“(I) IN GENERAL.—The non-Federal share 
required under clause (i) may be in the form 
of cash contributions or in-kind contribu- 
tions, including providing labor, equipment, 
supplies, space, and other operational needs. 

“(II) CREDIT FOR CERTAIN DEDICATED FUND- 
ING.—There shall be credited toward the non- 
Federal share required under clause (i) any 
dedicated funding of the communities or 
local fire districts for a fuels reduction man- 
agement program, defensible space inspec- 
tions, or dooryard chipping. 

“(JIT) DOCUMENTATION.—Communities and 
local fire districts shall— 

“(aa) maintain a record of in-kind con- 
tributions that describes— 

“(AA) the monetary value of the in-kind 
contributions; and 

“(BB) the manner in which the in-kind 
contributions assist in accomplishing pro- 
gram goals and objectives; and 

“(bb) document in all requests for Federal 
funding, and include in the total program 
budget, evidence of the commitment to pro- 
vide the non-Federal share through in-kind 
contributions. 

‘(2) INVASIVE SPECIES MANAGEMENT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Of the amounts made 
available under section 10(a), $45,000,000 shall 
be made available to the Director of the 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service for 
the Aquatic Invasive Species Program and 
the watercraft inspections described in sub- 
paragraph (B). 

‘“(B) DESCRIPTION OF ACTIVITIES.—The Di- 
rector of the United States Fish and Wildlife 
Service, in coordination with the Assistant 
Secretary, the Planning Agency, the Cali- 
fornia Department of Fish and Wildlife, and 
the Nevada Department of Wildlife, shall de- 
ploy strategies consistent with the Lake 
Tahoe Aquatic Invasive Species Management 
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Plan to prevent the introduction or spread of 
aquatic invasive species in the Lake Tahoe 
region. 

“(C) CRITERIA.—The strategies referred to 
in subparagraph (B) shall provide that— 

“(i) combined inspection and decontamina- 
tion stations be established and operated at 
not less than 2 locations in the Lake Tahoe 
region; and 

“(ii) watercraft not be allowed to launch in 
waters of the Lake Tahoe region if the 
watercraft has not been inspected in accord- 
ance with the Lake Tahoe Aquatic Invasive 
Species Management Plan. 

‘“(D) CERTIFICATION.—The Planning Agency 
may certify State and local agencies to per- 
form the decontamination activities de- 
scribed in subparagraph (C)(i) at locations 
outside the Lake Tahoe Basin if standards at 
the sites meet or exceed standards for simi- 
lar sites in the Lake Tahoe Basin established 
under this paragraph. 

“(E) APPLICABILITY.—The strategies and 
criteria developed under this paragraph shall 
apply to all watercraft to be launched on 
water within the Lake Tahoe region. 

“(F) FEES.—The Director of the United 
States Fish and Wildlife Service may collect 
and spend fees for decontamination only at a 
level sufficient to cover the costs of oper- 
ation of inspection and decontamination sta- 
tions under this paragraph. 

‘(G) CIVIL PENALTIES.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—Any person that 
launches, attempts to launch, or facilitates 
launching of watercraft not in compliance 
with strategies deployed under this para- 
graph shall be liable for a civil penalty in an 
amount not to exceed $1,000 per violation. 

“(ii) OTHER AUTHORITIES.—Any penalties 
assessed under this subparagraph shall be 
separate from penalties assessed under any 
other authority. 

“(H) LIMITATION.—The strategies and cri- 
teria under subparagraphs (B) and (C), re- 
spectively, may be modified if the Secretary 
of the Interior, in a nondelegable capacity 
and in consultation with the Planning Agen- 
cy and State governments, issues a deter- 
mination that alternative measures will be 
no less effective at preventing introduction 
of aquatic invasive species into Lake Tahoe 
than the strategies and criteria developed 
under subparagraphs (B) and (C), respec- 
tively. 

“(I) SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY.—The au- 
thority under this paragraph is supplemental 
to all actions taken by non-Federal regu- 
latory authorities. 

“(J) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—Nothing in this title 
restricts, affects, or amends any other law or 
the authority of any department, instrumen- 
tality, or agency of the United States, or any 
State or political subdivision thereof, re- 
specting the control of invasive species. 

‘(3) STORMWATER MANAGEMENT, EROSION 
CONTROL, AND TOTAL WATERSHED RESTORA- 
TION.—Of the amounts made available under 
section 10(a), $113,000,000 shall be made avail- 
able— 

“(A) to the Secretary, the Secretary of the 
Interior, the Assistant Secretary, or the Ad- 
ministrator for the Federal share of 
stormwater management and related pro- 
grams consistent with the adopted Total 
Maximum Daily Load and near-shore water 
quality goals; 

“(B) for grants by the Secretary and the 
Administrator to carry out the programs de- 
scribed in subparagraph (A); 

“(C) to the Secretary or the Assistant Sec- 
retary for the Federal share of the Upper 
Truckee River restoration programs and 
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other watershed restoration programs identi- 
fied in the Priority List established under 
section 5(b); and 

“(D) for grants by the Administrator to 
carry out the programs described in subpara- 
graph (C). 

‘(4) SPECIAL STATUS SPECIES MANAGE- 
MENT.—Of the amounts made available under 
section 10(a), $20,000,000 shall be made avail- 
able to the Director of the United States 
Fish and Wildlife Service for the Lahontan 
Cutthroat Trout Recovery Program.”’’. 

SEC. 7625. PROGRAM PERFORMANCE AND AC- 
COUNTABILITY. 

The Lake Tahoe Restoration Act (Public 
Law 106-506; 114 Stat. 2351) is amended by 
striking section 6 and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“SEC. 6. PROGRAM PERFORMANCE AND AC- 
COUNTABILITY. 

‘*(a) PROGRAM PERFORMANCE AND ACCOUNT- 
ABILITY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Of the amounts made 
available under section 10(a), not less than 
$5,000,000 shall be made available to the Sec- 
retary to carry out this section. 

““(2) PLANNING AGENCY.—Of the amounts de- 
scribed in paragraph (1), not less than 50 per- 
cent shall be made available to the Planning 
Agency to carry out the program oversight 
and coordination activities established under 
subsection (d). 

“(b) CONSULTATION.—In carrying out this 
Act, the Secretary, the Administrator, and 
the Directors shall, as appropriate and in a 
timely manner, consult with the heads of the 
Washoe Tribe, applicable Federal, State, re- 
gional, and local governmental agencies, and 
the Lake Tahoe Federal Advisory Com- 
mittee. 

“(c) CORPS OF ENGINEERS; INTERAGENCY 
AGREEMENTS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Assistant Secretary 
may enter into interagency agreements with 
non-Federal interests in the Lake Tahoe 
Basin to use Lake Tahoe Partnership-Mis- 
cellaneous General Investigations funds to 
provide programmatic technical assistance 
for the Environmental Improvement Pro- 
gram. 

‘*(2) LOCAL COOPERATION AGREEMENTS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Before providing tech- 
nical assistance under this section, the As- 
sistant Secretary shall enter into a local co- 
operation agreement with a non-Federal in- 
terest to provide for the technical assist- 
ance. 

“(B) COMPONENTS.—The agreement entered 
into under subparagraph (A) shall— 

“(i) describe the nature of the technical as- 
sistance; 

“(ii) describe any legal and institutional 
structures necessary to ensure the effective 
long-term viability of the end products by 
the non-Federal interest; and 

“(iii) include cost-sharing provisions in ac- 
cordance with subparagraph (C). 

‘(C) FEDERAL SHARE.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—The Federal share of pro- 
gram costs under each local cooperation 
agreement under this paragraph shall be 65 
percent. 

“(ii) FoRM.—The Federal share may be in 
the form of reimbursements of program 
costs. 

“(iii) CREDIT.—The non-Federal interest 
may receive credit toward the non-Federal 
share for the reasonable costs of related 
technical activities completed by the non- 
Federal interest before entering into a local 
cooperation agreement with the Assistant 
Secretary under this paragraph. 

‘(d) EFFECTIVENESS EVALUATION AND MONI- 
TORING.—In carrying out this Act, the Sec- 
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retary, the Administrator, and the Directors, 
in coordination with the Planning Agency 
and the States of California and Nevada, 
shall— 

“(1) develop and implement a plan for inte- 
grated monitoring, assessment, and applied 
research to evaluate the effectiveness of the 
Environmental Improvement Program; 

‘“(2) include funds in each program funded 
under this section for monitoring and assess- 
ment of results at the program level; and 

(3) use the integrated multiagency per- 
formance measures established under this 
section. 

“(e) REPORTING REQUIREMENTS.—Not later 
than March 15 of each year, the Secretary, in 
cooperation with the Chair, the Adminis- 
trator, the Directors, the Planning Agency, 
and the States of California and Nevada, con- 
sistent with subsection (a), shall submit to 
Congress a report that describes— 

“(1) the status of all Federal, State, local, 
and private programs authorized under this 
Act, including to the maximum extent prac- 
ticable, for programs that will receive Fed- 
eral funds under this Act during the current 
or subsequent fiscal year— 

“(A) the program scope; 

““(B) the budget for the program; and 

“(C) the justification for the program, con- 
sistent with the criteria established in sec- 
tion 5(b)(2); 

“(2) Federal, State, local, and private ex- 
penditures in the preceding fiscal year to im- 
plement the Environmental Improvement 
Program; 

(3) accomplishments in the preceding fis- 
cal year in implementing this Act in accord- 
ance with the performance measures and 
other monitoring and assessment activities; 
and 

“(4) public education and outreach efforts 
undertaken to implement programs author- 
ized under this Act. 

“(f) ANNUAL BUDGET PLAN.—As part of the 
annual budget of the President, the Presi- 
dent shall submit information regarding 
each Federal agency involved in the Envi- 
ronmental Improvement Program (including 
the Forest Service, the Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, the United States Fish and 
Wildlife Service, the United States Geologi- 
cal Survey, and the Corps of Engineers), in- 
cluding— 

“(1) an interagency crosscut budget that 
displays the proposed budget for use by each 
Federal agency in carrying out restoration 
activities relating to the Environmental Im- 
provement Program for the following fiscal 
year; 

“(2) a detailed accounting of all amounts 
received and obligated by Federal agencies 
to achieve the goals of the Environmental 
Improvement Program during the preceding 
fiscal year; and 

“*(3) a description of the Federal role in the 
Environmental Improvement Program, in- 
cluding the specific role of each agency in- 
volved in the restoration of the Lake Tahoe 
Basin.’’. 

SEC. 7626. CONFORMING AMENDMENTS; UP- 
DATES TO RELATED LAWS. 

(a) LAKE TAHOE RESTORATION ACT.—The 
Lake Tahoe Restoration Act (Public Law 
106-506; 114 Stat. 2351) is amended— 

(1) by striking sections 8 and 9; 

(2) by redesignating sections 10, 11, and 12 
as sections 8, 9, and 10, respectively; and 

(3) in section 9 (as redesignated by para- 
graph (2)) by inserting ‘‘, Director, or Admin- 
istrator” after ‘‘Secretary’’. 

(b) TAHOE REGIONAL PLANNING COMPACT.— 
Subsection (c) of Article V of the Tahoe Re- 
gional Planning Compact (Public Law 96-551; 
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94 Stat. 3240) is amended in the third sen- 
tence by inserting ‘‘and, in so doing, shall 
ensure that the regional plan reflects chang- 
ing economic conditions and the economic 
effect of regulation on commerce” after 
“maintain the regional plan’’. 

(c) TREATMENT UNDER TITLE 49, UNITED 
STATES CODE.—Section 5303(r)(2)(C) of title 
49, United States Code, is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘and 25 square miles of 
land area” after ‘‘145,000’’; and 

(2) by inserting ‘‘and 12 square miles of 
land area” after ‘‘65,000’’. 

SEC. 7627. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

The Lake Tahoe Restoration Act (Public 
Law 106-506; 114 Stat. 2351) is amended by 
striking section 10 (as redesignated by sec- 
tion 7626(a)(2)) and inserting the following: 
“SEC. 10. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

‘“(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this Act $415,000,000 for a period of 
10 fiscal years beginning the first fiscal year 
after the date of enactment of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 2016. 

‘(b) EFFECT ON OTHER FUNDS.—Amounts 
authorized under this section and any 
amendments made by this Act— 

“(1) shall be in addition to any other 
amounts made available to the Secretary, 
the Administrator, or the Directors for ex- 
penditure in the Lake Tahoe Basin; and 

“(2) shall not reduce allocations for other 
Regions of the Forest Service, the Environ- 
mental Protection Agency, or the United 
States Fish and Wildlife Service. 

‘(c) COST-SHARING REQUIREMENT.—Except 
as provided in subsection (d) and section 
5(d)(1)(D), funds for activities carried out 
under section 5 shall be available for obliga- 
tion on a 1-to-1 basis with funding of restora- 
tion activities in the Lake Tahoe Basin by 
the States of California and Nevada. 

“(d) RELOCATION CostTs.—Notwithstanding 
subsection (c), the Secretary shall provide to 
local utility districts 74 of the costs of relo- 
cating facilities in connection with— 

“(1) environmental restoration programs 
under sections 5 and 6; and 

‘“(2) erosion control programs under sec- 
tion 2 of Public Law 96-586 (94 Stat. 3381). 

“(e) SIGNAGE.—To the maximum extent 
practicable, a program provided assistance 
under this Act shall include appropriate 
signage at the program site that— 

‘(1) provides information to the public 
on— 

“(A) the amount of Federal funds being 
provided to the program; and 

“(B) this Act; and 

‘(2) displays the visual identity mark of 
the Environmental Improvement Program.’’. 
SEC. 7628. LAND TRANSFERS TO IMPROVE MAN- 

AGEMENT EFFICIENCIES OF FED- 
ERAL AND STATE LAND. 

Section 3(b) of Public Law 96-586 (94 Stat. 
3384) (commonly known as the ‘‘Santini-Bur- 
ton Act’’) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘(b) Lands” and inserting 
the following: 

‘*(b) ADMINISTRATION OF ACQUIRED LAND.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Land”’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(2) CALIFORNIA CONVEYANCES.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—If the State of Cali- 
fornia (acting through the California Tahoe 
Conservancy and the California Department 
of Parks and Recreation) offers to donate to 
the United States the non-Federal land de- 
scribed in subparagraph (B)(i), the Sec- 
retary— 

“(i) may accept the offer; and 

“(ii) convey to the State of California, sub- 
ject to valid existing rights and for no con- 
sideration, all right, title, and interest of the 
United States in and to the Federal land. 
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‘(B) DESCRIPTION OF LAND.— 

“(i) NON-FEDERAL LAND.—The non-Federal 
land referred to in subparagraph (A) in- 
cludes— 

‘“(I) the approximately 1,936 acres of land 
administered by the California Tahoe Con- 
servancy and identified on the Maps as 
‘Tahoe Conservancy to the USFS’; and 

“(IT) the approximately 183 acres of land 
administered by California State Parks and 
identified on the Maps as ‘Total USFS to 
California’. 

“(ii) FEDERAL LAND.—The Federal land re- 
ferred to in subparagraph (A) includes the 
approximately 1,995 acres of Forest Service 
land identified on the Maps as ‘U.S. Forest 
Service to Conservancy and State Parks’. 

“(C) CONDITIONS.—Any land conveyed 
under this paragraph shall— 

“(i) be for the purpose of consolidating 
Federal and State ownerships and improving 
management efficiencies; 

“(ii) not result in any significant changes 
in the uses of the land; and 

“(iii) be subject to the condition that the 
applicable deed include such terms, restric- 


tions, covenants, conditions, and reserva- 
tions as the Secretary determines nec- 
essary— 


‘(T) to ensure compliance with this Act; 
and 

“(IT) to ensure that the transfer of develop- 
ment rights associated with the conveyed 
parcels shall not be recognized or available 
for transfer under chapter 51 of the Code of 
Ordinances for the Tahoe Regional Planning 
Agency. 

‘(D) CONTINUATION OF SPECIAL USE PER- 
MITS.—The land conveyance under this para- 
graph shall be subject to the condition that 
the State of California accept all special use 
permits applicable, as of the date of enact- 
ment of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 2016, to the land described in subpara- 
graph (B)(ii) for the duration of the special 
use permits, and subject to the terms and 
conditions of the special use permits. 

‘(3) NEVADA CONVEYANCES.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—In accordance with this 
section and on request by the Governor of 
Nevada, the Secretary may transfer the land 
or interests in land described in subpara- 
graph (B) to the State of Nevada without 
consideration, subject to appropriate deed 
restrictions to protect the environmental 
quality and public recreational use of the 
land transferred. 

‘(B) DESCRIPTION OF LAND.—The land re- 
ferred to in subparagraph (A) includes— 

“(i) the approximately 38.68 acres of Forest 
Service land identified on the map entitled 
‘State of Nevada Conveyances’ as ‘Van Sick- 
le Unit USFS Inholding’; and 

“(ii) the approximately 92.28 acres of For- 
est Service land identified on the map enti- 
tled ‘State of Nevada Conveyances’ as ‘Lake 
Tahoe Nevada State Park USFS Inholding’. 

“(C) CONDITIONS.—Any land conveyed 
under this paragraph shall— 

“(i) be for the purpose of consolidating 
Federal and State ownerships and improving 
management efficiencies; 

“(ii) not result in any significant changes 
in the uses of the land; and 

“(iii) be subject to the condition that the 
applicable deed include such terms, restric- 


tions, covenants, conditions, and reserva- 
tions as the Secretary determines nec- 
essary— 


“(D) to ensure compliance with this Act; 
and 

“(IT) to ensure that the development rights 
associated with the conveyed parcels shall 
not be recognized or available for transfer 
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under section 90.2 of the Code of Ordinances 
for the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency. 

“(D) CONTINUATION OF SPECIAL USE PER- 
MITS.—The land conveyance under this para- 
graph shall be subject to the condition that 
the State of Nevada accept all special use 
permits applicable, as of the date of enact- 
ment of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 2016, to the land described in subpara- 
graph (B)(ii) for the duration of the special 
use permits, and subject to the terms and 
conditions of the special use permits. 

‘(4) AUTHORIZATION FOR CONVEYANCE OF 
FOREST SERVICE URBAN LOTS.— 

“(A) CONVEYANCE AUTHORITY.—Except in 
the case of land described in paragraphs (2) 
and (3), the Secretary of Agriculture may 
convey any urban lot within the Lake Tahoe 
Basin under the administrative jurisdiction 
of the Forest Service. 

“(B) CONSIDERATION.—A conveyance under 
subparagraph (A) shall require consideration 
in an amount equal to the fair market value 
of the conveyed lot. 

“(C) AVAILABILITY AND USE.—The proceeds 
from a conveyance under subparagraph (A) 
shall be retained by the Secretary of Agri- 
culture and used for— 

“(G) purchasing inholdings throughout the 
Lake Tahoe Basin; or 

“Gi) providing additional funds to carry 
out the Lake Tahoe Restoration Act (Public 
Law 106-506; 114 Stat. 2351) in excess of 
amounts made available under section 10 of 
that Act. 

“(D) OBLIGATION LIMIT.—The obligation 
and expenditure of proceeds retained under 
this paragraph shall be subject to such fiscal 
year limitation as may be specified in an Act 
making appropriations for the Forest Serv- 
ice for a fiscal year. 

“(5) REVERSION.—If a parcel of land trans- 
ferred under paragraph (2) or (3) is used in a 
manner that is inconsistent with the use de- 
scribed for the parcel of land in paragraph (2) 
or (3), respectively, the parcel of land, shall, 
at the discretion of the Secretary, revert to 
the United States. 

“(6) FUNDING.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Of the amounts made 
available under section 10(a) of the Lake 
Tahoe Restoration Act (Public Law 106-506; 
114 Stat. 2351), $2,000,000 shall be made avail- 
able to the Secretary to carry out the activi- 
ties under paragraphs (2), (3), and (4). 

‘“(B) OTHER FUNDS.—Of the amounts avail- 
able to the Secretary under paragraph (1), 
not less than 50 percent shall be provided to 
the California Tahoe Conservancy to facili- 
tate the conveyance of land described in 
paragraphs (2) and (8).’’. 


PART III—LONG ISLAND SOUND 
RESTORATION 


SEC. 7631. RESTORATION AND STEWARDSHIP 
PROGRAMS. 

(a) LONG ISLAND SOUND RESTORATION PRO- 
GRAM.—Section 119 of the Federal Water Pol- 
lution Control Act (83 U.S.C. 1269) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in subsection (b), by striking the sub- 
section designation and heading and all that 
follows through ‘‘The Office shall” and in- 
serting the following: 

“(b) OFFICE.— 

“(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Administrator 
shall— 

“(A) continue to carry out the conference 
study; and 

‘“(B) establish an office, to be located on or 
near Long Island Sound. 

“(2) ADMINISTRATION AND STAFFING.—The 
Office shall’’; 

(2) in subsection (c)— 
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(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by striking “Management Conference of the 
Long Island Sound Study” and inserting 
“conference study”’; 

(B) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) in each of subparagraphs (A) through 
(G), by striking the commas at the end of the 
subparagraphs and inserting semicolons; 

(ii) in subparagraph (H), by striking “‘, 
and” and inserting a semicolon; 

(iii) in subparagraph (1), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting a semicolon; 
and 

(iv) by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(J) environmental impacts on the Long 
Island Sound watershed, including— 

“(i) the identification and assessment of 
vulnerabilities in the watershed; 

“(ii) the development and implementation 
of adaptation strategies to reduce those 
vulnerabilities; and 

“(iii) the identification and assessment of 
the impacts of sea level rise on water qual- 
ity, habitat, and infrastructure; and 

‘(K) planning initiatives for Long Island 
Sound that identify the areas that are most 
suitable for various types or classes of ac- 
tivities in order to reduce conflicts among 
uses, reduce adverse environmental impacts, 
facilitate compatible uses, or preserve crit- 
ical ecosystem services to meet economic, 
environmental, security, or social objec- 
tives;’’; 

(C) by striking paragraph (4) and inserting 
the following: 

‘(4) develop and implement strategies to 
increase public education and awareness 
with respect to the ecological health and 
water quality conditions of Long Island 
Sound;”’; 

(D) in paragraph (5), by inserting ‘‘study’’ 
after ‘‘conference’’; 

(E) in paragraph (6)— 

(i) by inserting ‘‘(including on the Inter- 
net)” after ‘‘the public”; and 

(ii) by inserting ‘‘study”’ 
ference”; and 

(F) by striking paragraph (7) and inserting 
the following: 

‘(7) monitor the progress made toward 
meeting the identified goals, actions, and 
schedules of the Comprehensive Conserva- 
tion and Management Plan, including 
through the implementation and support of a 
monitoring system for the ecological health 
and water quality conditions of Long Island 
Sound; and’’; 

(3) in subsection (d)(8), in the second sen- 
tence, by striking ‘50 per centum” and in- 
serting ‘‘60 percent”; 

(4) by redesignating subsection (f) as sub- 
section (i); and 

(5) by inserting after subsection (e) the fol- 
lowing: 


‘“(f) REPORT.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 2 years 
after the date of enactment of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 2016, and bienni- 
ally thereafter, the Director of the Office, in 
consultation with the Governor of each Long 
Island Sound State, shall submit to Congress 
a report that— 

“(A) summarizes and assesses the progress 
made by the Office and the Long Island 
Sound States in implementing the Long Is- 
land Sound Comprehensive Conservation and 
Management Plan, including an assessment 
of the progress made toward meeting the 
performance goals and milestones contained 
in the Plan; 

“(B) assesses the key ecological attributes 
that reflect the health of the ecosystem of 
the Long Island Sound watershed; 


after ‘‘con- 
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“(C) describes any substantive modifica- 
tions to the Long Island Sound Comprehen- 
sive Conservation and Management Plan 
made during the 2-year period preceding the 
date of submission of the report; 

‘(D) provides specific recommendations to 
improve progress in restoring and protecting 
the Long Island Sound watershed, including, 
as appropriate, proposed modifications to the 
Long Island Sound Comprehensive Conserva- 
tion and Management Plan; 

“(E) identifies priority actions for imple- 
mentation of the Long Island Sound Com- 
prehensive Conservation and Management 
Plan for the 2-year period following the date 
of submission of the report; and 

“(F) describes the means by which Federal 
funding and actions will be coordinated with 
the actions of the Long Island Sound States 
and other entities. 

‘(2) PUBLIC AVAILABILITY.—The Adminis- 
trator shall make the report described in 
paragraph (1) available to the public, includ- 
ing on the Internet. 

“(g) ANNUAL BUDGET PLAN.—The President 
shall submit, together with the annual budg- 
et of the United States Government sub- 
mitted under section 1105(a) of title 31, 
United States Code, information regarding 
each Federal department and agency in- 
volved in the protection and restoration of 
the Long Island Sound watershed, includ- 
ing— 

“(1) an interagency crosscut budget that 
displays for each department and agency— 

“(A) the amount obligated during the pre- 
ceding fiscal year for protection and restora- 
tion projects and studies relating to the wa- 
tershed; 

“(B) the estimated budget for the current 
fiscal year for protection and restoration 
projects and studies relating to the water- 
shed; and 

‘(C) the proposed budget for succeeding 
fiscal years for protection and restoration 
projects and studies relating to the water- 
shed; and 

“(2) a summary of any proposed modifica- 
tions to the Long Island Sound Comprehen- 
sive Conservation and Management Plan for 
the following fiscal year. 

‘(h) FEDERAL ENTITIES.— 

“(1) COORDINATION.—The Administrator 
shall coordinate the actions of all Federal 
departments and agencies that impact water 
quality in the Long Island Sound watershed 
in order to improve the water quality and 
living resources of the watershed. 

“(2) METHODS.—In carrying out this sec- 
tion, the Administrator, acting through the 
Director of the Office, may— 

“(A) enter into interagency agreements; 
and 

“(B) make 
appointments. 

‘(8) FEDERAL PARTICIPATION IN WATERSHED 
PLANNING.—A Federal department or agency 
that owns or occupies real property, or car- 
ries out activities, within the Long Island 
Sound watershed shall participate in re- 
gional and subwatershed planning, protec- 
tion, and restoration activities with respect 
to the watershed. 

‘*(4) CONSISTENCY WITH COMPREHENSIVE CON- 
SERVATION AND MANAGEMENT PLAN.—To the 
maximum extent practicable, the head of 
each Federal department and agency that 
owns or occupies real property, or carries 
out activities, within the Long Island Sound 
watershed shall ensure that the property and 
all activities carried out by the department 
or agency are consistent with the Long Is- 
land Sound Comprehensive Conservation and 
Management Plan (including any related 
subsequent agreements and plans).’’. 


intergovernmental personnel 
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(b) LONG ISLAND SOUND STEWARDSHIP PRO- 
GRAM.— 

(1) LONG ISLAND SOUND STEWARDSHIP ADVI- 
SORY COMMITTEE.—Section 8 of the Long Is- 
land Sound Stewardship Act of 2006 (33 U.S.C. 
1269 note; Public Law 109-359) is amended— 

(A) in subsection (g), by striking ‘‘2011’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2021’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

“(h) NONAPPLICABILITY OF FACA.—The 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (5 U.S.C. 
App.) shall not apply to— 

“(1) the Advisory Committee; or 

“(2) any board, committee, or other group 
established under this Act.’’. 

(2) REPORTS.—Section 9(b)(1) of the Long 
Island Sound Stewardship Act of 2006 (33 
U.S.C. 1269 note; Public Law 109-859) is 
amended in the matter preceding subpara- 
graph (A) by striking ‘‘2011’’ and inserting 
“2021”. 

(3) AUTHORIZATION.—Section 11 of the Long 
Island Sound Stewardship Act of 2006 (33 


U.S.C. 1269 note; Public Law 109-859) is 
amended— 

(A) by striking subsection (a); 

(B) by redesignating subsections (b) 


through (d) as subsections (a) through (c), re- 
spectively; and 

(C) in subsection (a) (as so redesignated), 
by striking ‘‘under this section each” and in- 
serting ‘‘to carry out this Act for a”. 

(4) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this subsection take effect on Octo- 
ber 1, 2011. 

SEC. 7632. REAUTHORIZATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to 
be appropriated to the Administrator such 
sums as are necessary for each of fiscal years 
2017 through 2021 for the implementation of— 

(1) section 119 of the Federal Water Pollu- 
tion Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1269), other than 
subsection (d) of that section; and 

(2) the Long Island Sound Stewardship Act 
of 2006 (33 U.S.C. 1269 note; Public Law 109- 
359). 

(b) LONG ISLAND SOUND GRANTS.—There is 
authorized to be appropriated to the Admin- 
istrator to carry out section 119(d) of the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act (33 
U.S.C. 1269(d)) $40,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2017 through 2021. 

(c) LONG ISLAND SOUND STEWARDSHIP 
GRANTS.—There is authorized to be appro- 
priated to the Administrator to carry out 
the Long Island Sound Stewardship Act of 
2006 (33 U.S.C. 1269 note; Public Law 109-359) 
$25,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2017 
through 2021. 

PART IV—DELAWARE RIVER BASIN 
CONSERVATION 
SEC. 7641. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds that— 

(1) the Delaware River Basin is a national 
treasure of great cultural, environmental, 
ecological, and economic importance; 

(2) the Basin contains over 12,500 square 
miles of land in the States of Delaware, New 
Jersey, New York, and Pennsylvania, includ- 
ing nearly 800 square miles of bay and more 
than 2,000 tributary rivers and streams; 

(3) the Basin is home to more than 8,000,000 
people who depend on the Delaware River 
and the Delaware Bay as an economic en- 
gine, a place of recreation, and a vital habi- 
tat for fish and wildlife; 

(4) the Basin provides clean drinking water 
to more than 15,000,000 people, including New 
York City, which relies on the Basin for ap- 
proximately half of the drinking water sup- 
ply of the city, and Philadelphia, whose most 
significant threat to the drinking water sup- 
ply of the city is loss of forests and other 
natural cover in the Upper Basin, according 
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to a study conducted by the Philadelphia 
Water Department; 

(5) the Basin contributes $25,000,000,000 an- 
nually in economic activity, provides 
$21,000,000,000 in ecosystem goods and serv- 
ices per year, and is directly or indirectly re- 
sponsible for 600,000 jobs with $10,000,000,000 
in annual wages; 

(6) almost 180 species of fish and wildlife 
are considered special status species in the 
Basin due to habitat loss and degradation, 
particularly sturgeon, eastern oyster, horse- 
shoe crabs, and red knots, which have been 
identified as unique species in need of habi- 
tat improvement; 

(7) the Basin provides habitat for over 200 
resident and migrant fish species, includes 
significant recreational fisheries, and is an 
important source of eastern oyster, blue 
crab, and the largest population of the Amer- 
ican horseshoe crab; 

(8) the annual dockside value of commer- 
cial eastern oyster fishery landings for the 
Delaware Estuary is nearly $4,000,000, mak- 
ing it the fourth most lucrative fishery in 
the Delaware River Basin watershed, and 
proven management strategies are available 
to increase oyster habitat, abundance, and 
harvest; 

(9) the Delaware Bay has the second larg- 
est concentration of shorebirds in North 
America and is designated as one of the 4 
most important shorebird migration sites in 
the world; 

(10) the Basin, 50 percent of which is for- 
ested, also has over 700,000 acres of wetland, 
more than 126,000 acres of which are recog- 
nized as internationally important, resulting 
in a landscape that provides essential eco- 
system services, including recreation, com- 
mercial, and water quality benefits; 

(11) much of the remaining exemplary nat- 
ural landscape in the Basin is vulnerable to 
further degradation, as the Basin gains ap- 
proximately 10 square miles of developed 
land annually, and with new development, 
urban watersheds are increasingly covered 
by impervious surfaces, amplifying the quan- 
tity of polluted runoff into rivers and 
streams; 

(12) the Delaware River is the longest 
undammed river east of the Mississippi; a 
critical component of the National Wild and 
Scenic Rivers System in the Northeast, with 
more than 400 miles designated; home to one 
of the most heavily visited National Park 
units in the United States, the Delaware 
Water Gap National Recreation Area; and 
the location of 6 National Wildlife Refuges; 

(18) the Delaware River supports an inter- 
nationally renowned cold water fishery in 
more than 80 miles of its northern head- 
waters that attracts tens of thousands of 
visitors each year and generates over 
$21,000,000 in annual revenue through tour- 
ism and recreational activities; 

(14) management of water volume in the 
Basin is critical to flood mitigation and 
habitat for fish and wildlife, and following 3 
major floods along the Delaware River since 
2004, the Governors of the States of Dela- 
ware, New Jersey, New York, and Pennsyl- 
vania have called for natural flood damage 
reduction measures to combat the problem, 
including restoring the function of riparian 
corridors; 

(15) the Delaware River Port Complex (in- 
cluding docking facilities in the States of 
Delaware, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania) is 
one of the largest freshwater ports in the 
world, the Port of Philadelphia handles the 
largest volume of international tonnage and 
70 percent of the oil shipped to the East 
Coast, and the Port of Wilmington, a full- 
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service deepwater port and marine terminal 
supporting more than 12,000 jobs, is the busi- 
est terminal on the Delaware River, handling 
more than 400 vessels per year with an an- 
nual import/export cargo tonnage of more 
than 4,000,000 tons; 

(16) the Delaware Estuary, where fresh- 
water from the Delaware River mixes with 
saltwater from the Atlantic Ocean, is one of 
the largest and most complex of the 28 estu- 
aries in the National Estuary Program, and 
the Partnership for the Delaware Estuary 
works to improve the environmental health 
of the Delaware Estuary; 

(17) the Delaware River Basin Commission 
is a Federal-interstate compact government 
agency charged with overseeing a unified ap- 
proach to managing the river system and im- 
plementing important water resources man- 
agement projects and activities throughout 
the Basin that are in the national interest; 

(18) restoration activities in the Basin are 
supported through several Federal and State 
agency programs, and funding for those im- 
portant programs should continue and com- 
plement the establishment of the Delaware 
River Basin Restoration Program, which is 
intended to build on and help coordinate res- 
toration and protection funding mechanisms 
at the Federal, State, regional, and local lev- 
els; and 

(19) the existing and ongoing voluntary 
conservation efforts in the Delaware River 
Basin necessitate improved efficiency and 
cost effectiveness, as well as increased pri- 
vate-sector investments and coordination of 
Federal and non-Federal resources. 

SEC. 7642. DEFINITIONS. 

In this part: 

(1) BASIN.—The term ‘‘Basin’’ means the 4- 
State Delaware Basin region, including all of 
Delaware Bay and portions of the States of 
Delaware, New Jersey, New York, and Penn- 
sylvania located in the Delaware River wa- 
tershed. 

(2) BASIN STATE.—The term ‘‘Basin State” 
means each of the States of Delaware, New 
Jersey, New York, and Pennsylvania. 

(3) DIRECTOR.—The term ‘‘Director’’ means 
the Director of the United States Fish and 
Wildlife Service. 

(4) FOUNDATION.—The term ‘‘Foundation’’ 
means the National Fish and Wildlife Foun- 
dation, a congressionally chartered founda- 
tion established by section 2 of the National 
Fish and Wildlife Foundation Establishment 
Act (16 U.S.C. 3701). 

(5) GRANT PROGRAM.—The term ‘‘grant pro- 
gram’’ means the voluntary Delaware River 
Basin Restoration Grant Program estab- 
lished under section 7644. 

(6) PROGRAM.—The term ‘“‘program’’ means 
the nonregulatory Delaware River Basin res- 
toration program established under section 
7643. 

(T) RESTORATION AND PROTECTION.—The 
term ‘‘restoration and protection’? means 
the conservation, stewardship, and enhance- 
ment of habitat for fish and wildlife to pre- 
serve and improve ecosystems and ecological 
processes on which they depend, and for use 
and enjoyment by the public. 

(8) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior, acting 
through the Director. 

(9) SERVICE.—The term ‘‘Service’’ means 
the United States Fish and Wildlife Service. 
SEC. 7643. PROGRAM ESTABLISHMENT. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall establish a nonregula- 
tory program to be known as the ‘‘Delaware 
River Basin restoration program”. 

(b) DUTIES.—In carrying out the program, 
the Secretary shall— 
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(1) draw on existing and new management 
plans for the Basin, or portions of the Basin, 
and work in consultation with applicable 
management entities, including representa- 
tives of the Partnership for the Delaware Es- 
tuary, the Delaware River Basin Commis- 
sion, the Federal Government, and other 
State and local governments, and regional 
and nonprofit organizations, as appropriate, 
to identify, prioritize, and implement res- 
toration and protection activities within the 
Basin; 

(2) adopt a Basinwide strategy that— 

(A) supports the implementation of a 
shared set of science-based restoration and 
protection activities developed in accordance 
with paragraph (1); 

(B) targets cost-effective projects with 
measurable results; and 

(C) maximizes conservation outcomes with 
no net gain of Federal full-time equivalent 
employees; and 

(3) establish the voluntary grant and tech- 
nical assistance programs in accordance with 
section 7644. 

(c) COORDINATION.—In establishing the pro- 
gram, the Secretary shall consult, as appro- 
priate, with— 

(1) the heads of Federal agencies, includ- 
ing— 

(A) the Administrator; 

(B) the Administrator of the National Oce- 
anic and Atmospheric Administration; 

(C) the Chief of the Natural Resources Con- 
servation Service; 

(D) the Chief of Engineers; and 

(E) the head of any other applicable agen- 
cy; 

(2) the Governors of the Basin States; 

(8) the Partnership for the Delaware Estu- 
ary; 

(4) the Delaware River Basin Commission; 

(5) fish and wildlife joint venture partner- 
ships; and 

(6) other public agencies and organizations 
with authority for the planning and imple- 
mentation of conservation strategies in the 
Basin. 

(d) PURPOSES.—The purposes of the pro- 
gram include— 

(1) coordinating restoration and protection 
activities among Federal, State, local, and 
regional entities and conservation partners 
throughout the Basin; and 

(2) carrying out coordinated restoration 
and protection activities, and providing for 
technical assistance throughout the Basin 
and Basin States— 

(A) to sustain and enhance fish and wildlife 
habitat restoration and protection activities; 

(B) to improve and maintain water quality 
to support fish and wildlife, as well as the 
habitats of fish and wildlife, and drinking 
water for people; 

(C) to sustain and enhance water manage- 
ment for volume and flood damage mitiga- 
tion improvements to benefit fish and wild- 
life habitat; 

(D) to improve opportunities for public ac- 
cess and recreation in the Basin consistent 
with the ecological needs of fish and wildlife 
habitat; 

(E) to facilitate strategic planning to 
maximize the resilience of natural systems 
and habitats under changing watershed con- 
ditions; 

(F) to engage the public through outreach, 
education, and citizen involvement, to in- 
crease capacity and support for coordinated 
restoration and protection activities in the 
Basin; 

(Œ) to increase scientific capacity to sup- 
port the planning, monitoring, and research 
activities necessary to carry out coordinated 
restoration and protection activities; and 
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(H) to provide technical assistance to carry 
out restoration and protection activities in 
the Basin. 

SEC. 7644. GRANTS AND ASSISTANCE. 

(a) DELAWARE RIVER BASIN RESTORATION 
GRANT PROGRAM.—To the extent that funds 
are available to carry out this section, the 
Secretary shall establish a voluntary grant 
and technical assistance program to be 
known as the “Delaware River Basin Res- 
toration Grant Program’’ to provide com- 
petitive matching grants of varying amounts 
to State and local governments, nonprofit 
organizations, institutions of higher edu- 
cation, and other eligible entities to carry 
out activities described in section 7648(d). 

(b) CRITERIA.—The Secretary, in consulta- 
tion with the organizations described in sec- 
tion 7643(c), shall develop criteria for the 
grant program to help ensure that activities 
funded under this section accomplish one or 
more of the purposes identified in section 
7643(d)(2) and advance the implementation of 
priority actions or needs identified in the 
Basinwide strategy adopted under section 
7643(b)(2). 

(c) COST SHARING.— 

(1) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of 
the cost of a project funded under the grant 
program shall not exceed 50 percent of the 
total cost of the activity, as determined by 
the Secretary. 

(2) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—The non-Federal 
share of the cost of a project funded under 
the grant program may be provided in cash 
or in the form of an in-kind contribution of 
services or materials. 

(d) ADMINISTRATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may enter 
into an agreement to manage the grant pro- 
gram with the National Fish and Wildlife 
Foundation or a similar organization that 
offers grant management services. 

(2) FUNDING.—If the Secretary enters into 
an agreement under paragraph (1), the orga- 
nization selected shall— 

(A) for each fiscal year, receive amounts to 
carry out this section in an advance pay- 
ment of the entire amount on October 1, or 
as soon as practicable thereafter, of that fis- 
cal year; 

(B) invest and reinvest those amounts for 
the benefit of the grant program; and 

(C) otherwise administer the grant pro- 
gram to support partnerships between the 
public and private sectors in accordance with 
this part. 

(3) REQUIREMENTS.—If the Secretary enters 
into an agreement with the Foundation 
under paragraph (1), any amounts received 
by the Foundation under this section shall 
be subject to the National Fish and Wildlife 
Foundation Establishment Act (16 U.S.C. 
3701 et seq.), excluding section 10(a) of that 
Act (16 U.S.C. 3709(a)). 

SEC. 7645. ANNUAL REPORTS. 

Not later than 180 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act and annually there- 
after, the Secretary shall submit to Congress 
a report on the implementation of this part, 
including a description of each project that 
has received funding under this part. 

SEC. 7646. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to be 
appropriated to the Secretary to carry out 
this part $5,000,000 for each of fiscal years 
2017 through 2022. 

(b) USE.—Of any amount made available 
under this section for each fiscal year, the 
Secretary shall use at least 75 percent to 
carry out the grant program under section 
7644 and to provide, or provide for, technical 
assistance under that program. 
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PART V—COLUMBIA RIVER BASIN 
RESTORATION 
SEC. 7651. COLUMBIA RIVER BASIN RESTORA- 
TION. 

Title I of the Federal Water Pollution Con- 
trol Act (33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 
“SEC. 123. COLUMBIA RIVER BASIN 

TION. 

“(a) DEFINITIONS.— 

‘(1) COLUMBIA RIVER BASIN.—The term ‘Co- 
lumbia River Basin’ means the entire United 
States portion of the Columbia River water- 
shed. 

‘(2) ESTUARY PARTNERSHIP.—The term ‘Es- 
tuary Partnership’ means the Lower Colum- 
bia Estuary Partnership, an entity created 
by the States of Oregon and Washington and 
the Environmental Protection Agency under 
section 320. 

‘*(3) ESTUARY PLAN.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘Estuary Plan’ 
means the Estuary Partnership Comprehen- 
sive Conservation and Management Plan 
adopted by the Environmental Protection 
Agency and the Governors of Oregon and 
Washington on October 20, 1999, under sec- 
tion 320. 

“(B) INCLUSION.—The term ‘Estuary Plan’ 
includes any amendments to the plan. 

‘(4) LOWER COLUMBIA RIVER ESTUARY.—The 
term ‘Lower Columbia River Estuary’ means 
the mainstem Columbia River from the Bon- 
neville Dam to the Pacific Ocean and tidally 
influenced portions of tributaries to the Co- 
lumbia River in that region. 

‘(5) MIDDLE AND UPPER COLUMBIA RIVER 
BASIN.—The term ‘Middle and Upper Colum- 
bia River Basin’ means the region consisting 
of the United States portion of the Columbia 
River Basin above Bonneville Dam. 

“(6) PROGRAM.—The term ‘Program’ means 
the Columbia River Basin Restoration Pro- 
gram established under subsection (b)(1)(A). 

‘(b) COLUMBIA RIVER BASIN RESTORATION 
PROGRAM.— 

“(1) ESTABLISHMENT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 
establish within the Environmental Protec- 
tion Agency a Columbia River Basin Res- 
toration Program. 

‘(B) EFFECT.— 

“(i) The establishment of the Program does 
not modify any legal or regulatory authority 
or program in effect as of the date of enact- 
ment of this section, including the roles of 
Federal agencies in the Columbia River 
Basin. 

“(ii) This section does not create any new 
regulatory authority. 

‘(2) SCOPE OF PROGRAM.—The Program 
shall consist of a collaborative stakeholder- 
based program for environmental protection 
and restoration activities throughout the 
Columbia River Basin. 

‘(3) DUTIES.—The Administrator shall— 

“(A) assess trends in water quality, includ- 
ing trends that affect uses of the water of the 
Columbia River Basin; 

“(B) collect, characterize, and assess data 
on water quality to identify possible causes 
of environmental problems; and 

‘“(C) provide grants in accordance with sub- 
section (d) for projects that assist in— 

“(i) eliminating or reducing pollution; 

‘“(ii) cleaning up contaminated sites; 

“(iii) improving water quality; 

“(iv) monitoring to evaluate trends; 

“(v) reducing runoff; 

“(vi) protecting habitat; or 

“(vii) promoting citizen engagement or 
knowledge. 

‘(c) STAKEHOLDER WORKING GROUP.— 

“(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Administrator 
shall establish a Columbia River Basin Res- 
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toration Working Group (referred to in this 
subsection as the ‘Working Group’). 

‘(2) MEMBERSHIP.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Membership in the 
Working Group shall be on a voluntary basis 
and any person invited by the Administrator 
under this subsection may decline member- 
ship. 

‘“(B) INVITED REPRESENTATIVES.—The Ad- 
ministrator shall invite, at a minimum, rep- 
resentatives of— 

“() each State located in whole or in part 
within the Columbia River Basin; 

“(ii) the Governors of each State located in 
whole or in part with the Columbia River 
Basin; 

‘“(iii) each federally recognized Indian tribe 
in the Columbia River Basin; 

‘“(iv) local governments located in the Co- 
lumbia River Basin; 

“(v) industries operating in the Columbia 
River Basin that affect or could affect water 
quality; 

“(vi) electric, water, and wastewater utili- 
ties operating in the Columba River Basin; 

““(vii) private landowners in the Columbia 
River Basin; 

‘“(viii) soil and water conservation districts 
in the Columbia River Basin; 

‘“(ix) nongovernmental organizations that 
have a presence in the Columbia River Basin; 

“(x) the general public in the Columbia 
River Basin; and 

‘“(xi) the Estuary Partnership. 

“(3) GEOGRAPHIC REPRESENTATION.—The 
Working Group shall include representatives 
from— 

“(A) each State; and 

‘“(B) each of the Lower, Middle, and Upper 
Basins of the Columbia River. 

“(4) DUTIES AND RESPONSIBILITIES.—The 
Working Group shall— 

“(A) recommend and prioritize projects 
and actions; and 

‘“(B) review the progress and effectiveness 
of projects and actions implemented. 

‘(5) LOWER COLUMBIA RIVER ESTUARY.— 

“(A) ESTUARY PARTNERSHIP.—The Estuary 
Partnership shall perform the duties and ful- 
fill the responsibilities of the Working Group 
described in paragraph (4) as those duties 
and responsibilities relate to the Lower Co- 
lumbia River Estuary for such time as the 
Estuary Partnership is the management con- 
ference for the Lower Columbia River Na- 
tional Estuary Program under section 320. 

(B) DESIGNATION.—If the Estuary Partner- 
ship ceases to be the management conference 
for the Lower Columbia River National Estu- 
ary Program under section 320, the Adminis- 
trator may designate the new management 
conference to assume the duties and respon- 
sibilities of the Working Group described in 
paragraph (4) as those duties and responsibil- 
ities relate to the Lower Columbia River Es- 
tuary. 

‘“(C) INCORPORATION.—If the Estuary Part- 
nership is removed from the National Estu- 
ary Program, the duties and responsibilities 
for the lower 146 miles of the Columbia River 
pursuant to this Act shall be incorporated 
into the duties of the Working Group. 

““(d) GRANTS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 
establish a voluntary, competitive Columbia 
River Basin program to provide grants to 
State governments, tribal governments, re- 
gional water pollution control agencies and 
entities, local government entities, non- 
governmental entities, or soil and water con- 
servation districts to develop or implement 
projects authorized under this section for the 
purpose of environmental protection and res- 
toration activities throughout the Columbia 
River Basin. 
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‘*(2) FEDERAL SHARE.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), the Federal share of the 
cost of any project or activity carried out 
using funds from a grant provided to any 
person (including a State, tribal, or local 
government or interstate or regional agency) 
under this subsection for a fiscal year— 

“(i) shall not exceed 75 percent of the total 
cost of the project or activity; and 

“(ii) shall be made on condition that the 
non-Federal share of that total cost shall be 
provided from non-Federal sources. 

‘(B) EXCEPTIONS.—With respect to cost- 
sharing for a grant provided under this sub- 
section— 

“(i) a tribal government may use Federal 
funds for the non-Federal share; and 

“(ii) the Administrator may increase the 
Federal share under such circumstances as 
the Administrator determines to be appro- 
priate. 

“(3) ALLOCATION.—In making grants using 
funds appropriated to carry out this section, 
the Administrator shall— 

“(A) provide not less than 25 percent of the 
funds to make grants for projects, programs, 
and studies in the Lower Columbia River Es- 
tuary; 

‘“(B) provide not less than 25 percent of the 
funds to make grants for projects, programs, 
and studies in the Middle and Upper Colum- 
bia River Basin, which includes the Snake 
River Basin; and 

“(C) retain for Environmental Protection 
Agency not more than 5 percent of the funds 
for purposes of implementing this section. 

‘*(4) REPORTING.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Each grant recipient 
under this subsection shall submit to the Ad- 
ministrator reports on progress being made 
in achieving the purposes of this section. 

“(B) REQUIREMENTS.—The Administrator 
shall establish requirements and timelines 
for recipients of grants under this subsection 
to report on progress made in achieving the 
purposes of this section. 

‘(5) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER FUNDING.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Nothing in this sub- 
section limits the eligibility of the Estuary 
Partnership to receive funding under section 
320(g). 

“(B) LIMITATION.—None of the funds made 
available under this subsection may be used 
for the administration of a management con- 
ference under section 320. 

“(e) ANNUAL BUDGET PLAN.—The President, 
as part of the annual budget submission of 
the President to Congress under section 
1105(a) of title 31, United States Code, shall 
submit information regarding each Federal 
agency involved in protection and restora- 
tion of the Columbia River Basin, including 
an interagency crosscut budget that displays 
for each Federal agency— 

‘“(1) the amounts obligated for the pre- 
ceding fiscal year for protection and restora- 
tion projects, programs, and studies relating 
to the Columbia River Basin; 

“(2) the estimated budget for the current 
fiscal year for protection and restoration 
projects, programs, and studies relating to 
the Columbia River Basin; and 

‘(3) the proposed budget for protection and 
restoration projects, programs, and studies 
relating to the Columbia River Basin.’’. 


Subtitle G—Innovative Water Infrastructure 
Workforce Development 


INNOVATIVE WATER INFRASTRUC- 
TURE WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT 
PROGRAM. 

(a) GRANTS AUTHORIZED.—The Adminis- 
trator shall establish a competitive grant 
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program to assist the development of innova- 
tive activities relating to workforce develop- 
ment in the water utility sector. 


(b) SELECTION OF GRANT RECIPIENTS.—In 
awarding grants under subsection (a), the 
Administrator shall, to the maximum extent 
practicable, select water utilities that— 

(1) are geographically diverse; 

(2) address the workforce and human re- 
sources needs of large and small public water 
and wastewater utilities; 

(3) address the workforce and human re- 
sources needs of urban and rural public 
water and wastewater utilities; 

(4) advance training relating to construc- 
tion, utility operations, treatment and dis- 
tribution, green infrastructure, customer 
service, maintenance, and engineering; and 

(5)(A) have a high retiring workforce rate; 
or 

(B) are located in areas with a high unem- 
ployment rate. 


(c) USE OF FUNDS.—Grants awarded under 
subsection (a) may be used for activities 
such as— 

(1) targeted internship, apprenticeship, 
preapprenticeship, and post-secondary bridge 
programs for mission-critical skilled trades, 
in collaboration with labor organizations, 
community colleges, and other training and 
education institutions that provide— 

(A) on-the-job training; 

(B) soft and hard skills development; 

(C) test preparation for skilled trade ap- 
prenticeships; or 

(D) other support services to facilitate 
post-secondary success; 

(2) kindergarten through 12th grade and 
young adult education programs that— 

(A) educate young people about the role of 
water and wastewater utilities in the com- 
munities of the young people; 

(B) increase the career awareness and expo- 
sure of the young people to water utility ca- 
reers through various work-based learning 
opportunities inside and outside the class- 
room; and 

(C) connect young people to post-secondary 
career pathways related to water utilities; 

(8) regional industry and workforce devel- 
opment collaborations to identify water util- 
ity employment needs, map existing career 
pathways, support the development of cur- 
ricula, facilitate the sharing of resources, 
and coordinate candidate development, staff 
preparedness efforts, and activities that en- 
gage and support— 

(A) water utilities employers; 

(B) educational and training institutions; 

(C) local community-based organizations; 

(D) public workforce agencies; and 

(E) other related stakeholders; 

(4) integrated learning laboratories embed- 
ded in high schools or other secondary edu- 
cational institutions that provide students 
with— 

(A) hands-on, contextualized learning op- 
portunities; 

(B) dual enrollment credit for post-sec- 
ondary education and training programs; and 

(C) direct connection to industry employ- 
ers; and 

(5) leadership development, occupational 
training, mentoring, or cross-training pro- 
grams that ensure that incumbent water and 
wastewater utilities workers are prepared for 
higher-level supervisory or management- 
level positions. 


(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Administrator to carry out this section 
$1,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2017 through 
2021. 
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Subtitle H—Offset 
SEC. 7801. OFFSET. 

None of the funds available to the Sec- 
retary of Energy to provide any credit sub- 
sidy under subsection (d) of section 136 of the 
Energy Independence and Security Act of 
2007 (42 U.S.C. 17013) as of the date of enact- 
ment of this Act shall be obligated for new 
loan commitments under that subsection on 
or after October 1, 2020. 

TITLE VIII—MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS 

SEC. 8001. APPROVAL OF STATE PROGRAMS FOR 
CONTROL OF COAL COMBUSTION 
RESIDUALS. 

Section 4005 of the Solid Waste Disposal 
Act (42 U.S.C. 6945) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

“(d) STATE PROGRAMS FOR CONTROL OF 
COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUALS.— 

“(1) APPROVAL BY ADMINISTRATOR.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Each State may submit 
to the Administrator, in such form as the 
Administrator may establish, evidence of a 
permit program or other system of prior ap- 
proval and conditions under State law for 
regulation by the State of coal combustion 
residual units that are located in the State 
in lieu of a Federal program under this sub- 
section. 

“(B) REQUIREMENT.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date on which a State submits the 
evidence described in subparagraph (A), the 
Administrator shall approve, in whole or in 
part, a permit program or other system of 
prior approval and conditions submitted 
under subparagraph (A) if the Administrator 
determines that the program or other sys- 
tem requires each coal combustion residual 
unit located in the State to achieve compli- 
ance with— 

“G) the applicable criteria for coal com- 
bustion residual units under part 257 of title 
40, Code of Federal Regulations (or successor 
regulations), promulgated pursuant to sec- 
tions 1008(a)(3) and 4004(a); or 

“(ii) such other State criteria that the Ad- 
ministrator, after consultation with the 
State, determines to be at least as protective 
as the criteria described in clause (i). 

“(C) PERMIT REQUIREMENTS.—The Adminis- 
trator may approve under subparagraph 
(B)Gi) a State permit program or other sys- 
tem of prior approval and conditions that al- 
lows a State to include technical standards 
for individual permits or conditions of ap- 
proval that differ from the technical stand- 
ards under part 257 of title 40, Code of Fed- 
eral Regulations (or successor regulations), 
if, based on site-specific conditions, the tech- 
nical standards established pursuant to an 
approved State program or other system are 
at least as protective as the technical stand- 
ards under that part. 

“(D) WITHDRAWAL OF APPROVAL.— 

“(i) PROGRAM REVIEW.—The Administrator 
shall review programs or other systems ap- 
proved under subparagraph (B)— 

“(T) from time to time, but not less fre- 
quently than once every 5 years; or 

“(IT) on request of any State. 

‘(ii) NOTIFICATION AND OPPORTUNITY FOR A 
PUBLIC HEARING.—The Administrator shall 
provide to the relevant State notice and an 
opportunity for a public hearing if the Ad- 
ministrator determines that— 

“(I) a revision or correction to the permit 
program or other system of prior approval 
and conditions of the State is required for 
the State to achieve compliance with the re- 
quirements of subparagraph (B); 

“(II) the State has not adopted and imple- 
mented an adequate permit program or other 
system of prior approval and conditions for 
each coal combustion residual unit located 
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in the State to ensure compliance with the 
requirements of subparagraph (B); or 

‘(III) the State has, at any time, approved 
or failed to revoke a permit under this sub- 
section that would lead to the violation of a 
law to protect human health or the environ- 
ment of any other State. 

“(iii) WITHDRAWAL.— 

(I) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 
withdraw approval of a State permit pro- 
gram or other system of prior approval and 
conditions if, after the Administrator pro- 
vides notice and an opportunity for a public 
hearing to the relevant State under clause 
(ii), the Administrator determines that the 
State has not corrected the deficiency. 

‘(II) REINSTATEMENT OF STATE APPROVAL.— 
Any withdrawal of approval under subclause 
(I) shall cease to be effective on the date on 
which the Administrator makes a determina- 
tion that the State permit program or other 
system of prior approval and conditions com- 
plies with the requirements of subparagraph 
(B). 

‘(2) NONPARTICIPATING STATES.— 

‘(A) DEFINITION OF NONPARTICIPATING 
STATE.—In this paragraph, the term ‘non- 
participating State’ means a State— 

“(i) for which the Administrator has not 
approved a State permit program or other 
system of prior approval and conditions 
under paragraph (1)(B); 

“(ii) the Governor of which has not sub- 
mitted to the Administrator for approval 
evidence to operate a State permit program 
or other system of prior approval and condi- 
tions under paragraph (1)(A); 

“(iii) the Governor of which has provided 
notice to the Administrator that, not fewer 
than 90 days after the date on which the Gov- 
ernor provides notice to the Administrator, 
the State relinquishes an approval under 
paragraph (1)(B) to operate a permit program 
or other system of prior approval and condi- 
tions; or 

“(iv) for which the Administrator has 
withdrawn approval for a permit program or 
other system of prior approval and condi- 
tions under paragraph (1)(D)(iii). 

“(B) PERMIT PROGRAM.—In the case of a 
nonparticipating State for which the Admin- 
istrator makes a determination that the 
nonparticipating State lacks the capacity to 
implement a permit program or other sys- 
tem of prior approval and conditions and 
subject to the availability of appropriations, 
the Administrator may implement a permit 
program to require each coal combustion re- 
sidual unit located in the nonparticipating 
State to achieve compliance with applicable 
criteria established by the Administrator 
under part 257 of title 40, Code of Federal 
Regulations (or successor regulations). 

‘(3) APPLICABILITY OF CRITERIA.—The ap- 
plicable criteria for coal combustion residual 
units under part 257 of title 40, Code of Fed- 
eral Regulations (or successor regulations), 
promulgated pursuant to sections 1008(a)(3) 
and 4004(a), shall apply to each coal combus- 
tion residual unit in a State unless— 

“(A) a permit under a State permit pro- 
gram or other system of prior approval and 
conditions approved by the Administrator 
under paragraph (1)(B) is in effect; or 

‘“(B) a permit issued by the Administrator 
in a State in which the Administrator is im- 
plementing a permit program under para- 
graph (2)(B) is in effect. 

‘*(4) PROHIBITION ON OPEN DUMPING.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B)(i) and subject to subpara- 
graph (B)(ii), the Administrator may use the 
authority provided by sections 3007 and 3008 
to enforce the prohibition against open 
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dumping contained in subsection (a) with re- 

spect to a coal combustion residual unit. 

‘(B) FEDERAL ENFORCEMENT IN APPROVED 
STATE.— 

‘“(i) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a coal com- 
bustion residual unit located in a State that 
is approved to operate a permit program or 
other system of prior approval and condi- 
tions under paragraph (1)(B), the Adminis- 
trator may commence an administrative or 
judicial enforcement action under section 
3008 if— 

“(D) the State requests that the Adminis- 
trator provide assistance in the performance 
of the enforcement action; or 

“(JI) after consideration of any other ad- 
ministrative or judicial enforcement action 
involving the coal combustion residual unit, 
the Administrator determines that an en- 
forcement action is likely to be necessary to 
ensure that the coal combustion residual 
unit is operating in accordance with the cri- 
teria established under the permit program 
or other system of prior approval and condi- 
tions. 

“(ii) NOTIFICATION.—In the case of an en- 
forcement action by the Administrator 
under clause (i)(II), before issuing an order or 
commencing a civil action, the Adminis- 
trator shall notify the State in which the 
coal combustion residual unit is located. 

‘“(iii) ANNUAL REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not 
later than December 31, 2017, and December 
31 of each year thereafter, the Administrator 
shall submit to the Committee on Environ- 
ment and Public Works of the Senate and 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce of 
the House of Representatives a report that 
describes any enforcement action com- 
menced under clause (i)(II), including a de- 
scription of the basis for the enforcement ac- 
tion. 

“(5) INDIAN COUNTRY.—The Administrator 
may establish and carry out a permit pro- 
gram, in accordance with this subsection, for 
coal combustion residual units in Indian 
country (as defined in section 1151 of title 18, 
United States Code) to require each coal 
combustion residual unit located in Indian 
country to achieve compliance with the ap- 
plicable criteria established by the Adminis- 
trator under part 257 of title 40, Code of Fed- 
eral Regulations (or successor regulations). 

‘*(6) TREATMENT OF COAL COMBUSTION RESID- 
UAL UNITS.—A coal combustion residual unit 
shall be considered to be a sanitary landfill 
for purposes of subsection (a) only if the coal 
combustion residual unit is operating in ac- 
cordance with— 

“(A) the requirements established pursu- 
ant to a program for which an approval is 
provided by— 

“(i) the State in accordance with a pro- 
gram or system approved under paragraph 
(1)(B); or 

“(ii) the Administrator pursuant to para- 
graph (2)(B) or paragraph (5); or 

‘(B) the applicable criteria for coal com- 
bustion residual units under part 257 of title 
40, Code of Federal Regulations (or successor 
regulations), promulgated pursuant to sec- 
tions 1008(a)(3) and 4004(a). 

‘(7) EFFECT OF SUBSECTION.—Nothing in 
this subsection affects any authority, regu- 
latory determination, other law, or legal ob- 
ligation in effect on the day before the date 
of enactment of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 2016.’’. 

SEC. 8002. CHOCTAW NATION OF OKLAHOMA AND 
THE CHICKASAW NATION WATER 
SETTLEMENT. 

(a) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this section 
are— 

(1) to permanently resolve and settle those 
claims to Settlement Area Waters of the 
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Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma and the Chick- 
asaw Nation as set forth in the Settlement 
Agreement and this section, including all 
claims or defenses in and to Chickasaw Na- 
tion, Choctaw Nation v. Fallin et al., CIV 11- 
927 (W.D. OK.), OWRB v. United States, et al. 
CIV 12-275 (W.D. Ok.), or any future stream 
adjudication; 

(2) to approve, ratify, and confirm the Set- 
tlement Agreement; 

(8) to authorize and direct the Secretary of 
the Interior to execute the Settlement 
Agreement and to perform all obligations of 
the Secretary of the Interior under the Set- 
tlement Agreement and this section; 

(4) to approve, ratify, and confirm the 
amended storage contract among the State, 
the City and the Trust; 

(5) to authorize and direct the Secretary to 
approve the amended storage contract for 
the Corps of Engineers to perform all obliga- 
tions under the 1974 storage contract, the 
amended storage contract, and this section; 
and 

(6) to authorize all actions necessary for 
the United States to meet its obligations 
under the Settlement Agreement, the 
amended storage contract, and this section. 


(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) 1974 STORAGE CONTRACT.—The term 
“1974 storage contract” means the contract 
approved by the Secretary on April 9, 1974, 
between the Secretary and the Water Con- 
servation Storage Commission of the State 
of Oklahoma pursuant to section 301 of the 
Water Supply Act of 1958 (43 U.S.C. 390b), and 
other applicable Federal law. 

(2) 2010 AGREEMENT.—The term ‘‘2010 agree- 
ment”? means the agreement entered into 
among the OWRB and the Trust, dated June 
15, 2010, relating to the assignment by the 
State of the 1974 storage contract and trans- 
fer of rights, title, interests, and obligations 
under that contract to the Trust, including 
the interests of the State in the conservation 
storage capacity and associated repayment 
obligations to the United States. 

(3) ADMINISTRATIVE SET-ASIDE SUB- 
CONTRACTS.—The term ‘‘administrative set- 
aside subcontracts’? means the subcontracts 
the City shall issue for the use of Conserva- 
tion Storage Capacity in Sardis Lake as pro- 
vided by section 4 of the amended storage 
contract. 

(4) ALLOTMENT.—The term ‘‘allotment’’ 
means the land within the Settlement Area 
held by an allottee subject to a statutory re- 
striction on alienation or held by the United 
States in trust for the benefit of an allottee. 

(5) ALLOTTEE.—The term ‘‘allottee’’ means 
an enrolled member of the Choctaw Nation 
or citizen of the Chickasaw Nation who, or 
whose estate, holds an interest in an allot- 
ment. 

(6) AMENDED PERMIT APPLICATION.—The 
term ‘“‘amended permit application” means 
the permit application of the City to the 
OWRB, No. 2007-17, as amended as provided 
by the Settlement Agreement. 

(7) AMENDED STORAGE CONTRACT TRANSFER 
AGREEMENT; AMENDED STORAGE CONTRACT.— 
The terms ‘‘amended storage contract trans- 
fer agreement” and ‘‘amended storage con- 
tract? mean the 2010 Agreement between the 
City, the Trust, and the OWRB, as amended, 
as provided by the Settlement Agreement 
and this section. 

(8) ATOKA AND SARDIS CONSERVATION 
PROJECTS FUND.—The term ‘‘Atoka and Sar- 
dis Conservation Projects Fund” means the 
Atoka and Sardis Conservation Projects 
Fund established, funded, and managed in 
accordance with the Settlement Agreement. 
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(9) CITY.—The term ‘‘City’’ means the City 
of Oklahoma City, or the City and the Trust 
acting jointly, as applicable. 

(10) CITY PERMIT.—The term ‘‘City permit” 
means any permit issued to the City by the 
OWRB pursuant to the amended permit ap- 
plication and consistent with the Settlement 
Agreement. 

(11) CONSERVATION STORAGE CAPACITY.—The 
term ‘‘conservation storage capacity” means 
the total storage space as stated in the 1974 
storage contract in Sardis Lake between ele- 
vations 599.0 feet above mean sea level and 
542.0 feet above mean sea level, which is esti- 
mated to contain 297,200 acre-feet of water 
after adjustment for sediment deposits, and 
which may be used for municipal and indus- 
trial water supply, fish and wildlife, and 
recreation. 

(12) ENFORCEABILITY DATE.—The term ‘‘en- 
forceability date’? means the date on which 
the Secretary of the Interior publishes in the 
Federal Register a notice certifying that the 
conditions of subsection (i) have been satis- 
fied. 

(13) FUTURE USE STORAGE.—The term ‘“‘fu- 
ture use storage” means that portion of the 
conservation storage capacity that was des- 
ignated by the 1974 Contract to be utilized 
for future water use storage and was esti- 
mated to contain 155,500 acre feet of water 
after adjustment for sediment deposits, or 
52.322 percent of the conservation storage ca- 
pacity. 

(14) NATIONS.—The term “Nations” means, 
collectively, the Choctaw Nation of Okla- 
homa (‘‘Choctaw Nation’’) and the Chicka- 
saw Nation. 

(15) OWRB.—The term ‘‘OWRB’”’ means the 
Oklahoma Water Resources Board. 

(16) SARDIS LAKE.—The term “Sardis Lake” 
means the reservoir, formerly known as 
Clayton Lake, whose dam is located in Sec- 
tion 19, Township 2 North, Range 19 East of 
the Indian Meridian, Pushmataha County, 
Oklahoma, the construction, operation, and 
maintenance of which was authorized by sec- 
tion 203 of the Flood Control Act of 1962 
(Public Law 87-874; 76 Stat. 1187). 

(17) SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT.—The term 
“Settlement Agreement” means the settle- 
ment agreement as approved by the Nations, 
the State, the City, and the Trust effective 
August 22, 2016, as revised to conform with 
this section, as applicable. 

(18) SETTLEMENT AREA.—The term ‘‘settle- 
ment area’? means— 

(A) the area lying between— 

(i) the South Canadian River and Arkansas 
River to the north; 

(ii) the Oklahoma-—Texas State line to the 
south; 

(iii) the Oklahoma-—Arkansas State line to 
the east; and 

(iv) the 98th Meridian to the west; and 

(B) the area depicted in Exhibit 1 to the 
Settlement Agreement and generally includ- 
ing the following counties, or portions of, in 
the State: 

(i) Atoka. 

(ii) Bryan. 

(iii) Carter. 

(iv) Choctaw. 

(v) Coal. 

(vi) Garvin. 

(vii) Grady. 

(viii) McClain. 

(ix) Murray. 

(x) Haskell. 

(xi) Hughes. 

(xii) Jefferson. 

(xiii) Johnston. 

(xiv) Latimer. 

(xv) LeF lore. 
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(xvi) Love. 

(xvii) Marshall. 

(xviii) McCurtain. 

(xix) Pittsburgh. 

(xx) Pontotoc. 

(xxi) Pushmataha. 

(xxii) Stephens. 

(19) SETTLEMENT AREA WATERS.—The term 
“settlement area waters”? means the waters 
located— 

(A) within the settlement area; and 

(B) within a basin depicted in Exhibit 10 to 
the Settlement Agreement, including any of 
the following basins as denominated in the 
2012 Update of the Oklahoma Comprehensive 
Water Plan: 

(i) Beaver Creek (24, 25, and 26). 

(ii) Blue (11 and 12). 

(iii) Clear Boggy (9). 

(iv) Kiamichi (5 and 6). 

(v) Lower Arkansas (46 and 47). 

(vi) Lower Canadian (48, 56, 57, and 58). 

(vii) Lower Little (2). 

(viii) Lower Washita (14). 

(ix) Mountain Fork (4). 

(x) Middle Washita (15 and 16). 

(xi) Mud Creek (28). 

(xii) Muddy Boggy (7 and 8). 

(xiii) Poteau (44 and 45). 

(xiv) Red River Mainstem (1, 10, 18, and 21). 

(xv) Upper Little (3). 

(xvi) Walnut Bayou (22). 

(20) STATE.—The term “State” means the 
State of Oklahoma. 

(21) TRUST.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term “Trust” means 
the Oklahoma City Water Utilities Trust, 
formerly known as the Oklahoma City Mu- 
nicipal Improvement Authority, a public 
trust established pursuant to State law with 
the City as the beneficiary. 

(B) REFERENCES.—A reference in this sec- 
tion to ‘“‘Trust’’ shall refer to the Oklahoma 
City Water Utilities Trust, acting severally. 

(c) APPROVAL OF THE SETTLEMENT AGREE- 
MENT.— 

(1) RATIFICATION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as modified by 
this section, and to the extent the Settle- 
ment Agreement does not conflict with this 
section, the Settlement Agreement is au- 
thorized, ratified, and confirmed. 

(B) AMENDMENTS.—If an amendment is exe- 
cuted to make the Settlement Agreement 
consistent with this section, the amendment 
is also authorized, ratified and confirmed to 
the extent the amendment is consistent with 
this section. 

(2) EXECUTION OF 
MENT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—To the extent the Settle- 
ment Agreement does not conflict with this 
section, the Secretary of the Interior shall 
promptly execute the Settlement Agree- 
ment, including all exhibits to or parts of 
the Settlement Agreement requiring the sig- 
nature of the Secretary of the Interior and 
any amendments necessary to make the Set- 
tlement Agreement consistent with this sec- 
tion. 

(B) NOT A MAJOR FEDERAL ACTION.—Execu- 
tion of the Settlement Agreement by the 
Secretary of the Interior under this sub- 
section shall not constitute a major Federal 
action under the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.). 

(d) APPROVAL OF THE AMENDED STORAGE 
CONTRACT AND 1974 STORAGE CONTRACT.— 

(1) RATIFICATION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except to the extent any 
provision of the amended storage contract 
conflicts with any provision of this section, 
the amended storage contract is authorized, 
ratified, and confirmed. 
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(B) 1974 STORAGE CONTRACT.—To the extent 
the amended storage contract, as authorized, 
ratified, and confirmed, modifies or amends 
the 1974 storage contract, the modification 
or amendment to the 1974 storage contract is 
authorized, ratified, and confirmed. 

(C) AMENDMENTS.—To the extent an 
amendment is executed to make the amend- 
ed storage contract consistent with this sec- 
tion, the amendment is authorized, ratified, 
and confirmed. 

(2) APPROVAL BY THE SECRETARY.—After 
the State and the City execute the amended 
storage contract, the Secretary shall ap- 
prove the amended storage contract. 

(3) MODIFICATION OF SEPTEMBER 11, 2009, 
ORDER IN UNITED STATES V. OKLAHOMA WATER 
RESOURCES BOARD, CIV 98-00521 (N.D. OK).—The 
Secretary, through counsel, shall cooperate 
and work with the State to file any motion 
and proposed order to modify or amend the 
order of the United States District Court for 
the Northern District of Oklahoma dated 
September 11, 2009, necessary to conform the 
order to the amended storage contract trans- 
fer agreement, the Settlement Agreement, 
and this section. 

(4) CONSERVATION STORAGE CAPACITY.—The 
allocation of the use of the conservation 
storage capacity in Sardis Lake for adminis- 
trative set-aside subcontracts, City water 
supply, and fish and wildlife and recreation 
as provided by the amended storage contract 
is authorized, ratified and approved. 

(5) ACTIVATION; WAIVER.— 

(A) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 

(i) the earliest possible activation of any 
increment of future use storage in Sardis 
Lake will not occur until after 2050; and 

(ii) the obligation to make annual pay- 
ments for the Sardis future use storage oper- 
ation, maintenance and replacement costs, 
capital costs, or interest attributable to Sar- 
dis future use storage only arises if, and only 
to the extent, that an increment of Sardis 
future use storage is activated by with- 
drawal or release of water from the future 
use storage that is authorized by the user for 
a consumptive use of water. 

(B) WAIVER OF OBLIGATIONS FOR STORAGE 
THAT IS NOT ACTIVATED.—Notwithstanding 
section 301 of the Water Supply Act of 1958 
(43 U.S.C. 390b), section 203 of the Flood Con- 
trol Act of 1962 (Public Law 87-874; 76 Stat. 
1187), the 1974 storage contract, or any other 
provision of law, effective as of January 1, 
2050— 

(i) the entirety of any repayment obliga- 
tions (including interest), relating to that 
portion of conservation storage capacity al- 
located by the 1974 storage contract to fu- 
ture use storage in Sardis Lake is waived 
and shall be considered nonreimbursable; and 

(ii) any obligation of the State and, on exe- 
cution and approval of the amended storage 
contract, of the City and the Trust, under 
the 1974 storage contract regarding capital 
costs and any operation, maintenance, and 
replacement costs and interest otherwise at- 
tributable to future use storage in Sardis 
Lake is waived and shall be nonreimburs- 
able, if by January 1, 2050, the right to future 
use storage is not activated by the with- 
drawal or release of water from future use 
storage for an authorized consumptive use of 
water. 

(6) CONSISTENT WITH AUTHORIZED PURPOSES; 
NO MAJOR OPERATIONAL CHANGE.— 

(A) CONSISTENT WITH AUTHORIZED PUR- 
POSE.—The amended storage contract, the 
approval of the Secretary of the amended 
storage contract, and the waiver of future 
use storage under paragraph (5)— 

(i) are deemed consistent with the author- 
ized purposes for Sardis Lake as described in 
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section 203 of the Flood Control Act of 1962 
(Public Law 87-874; 76 Stat. 1187) and do not 
affect the authorized purposes for which the 
project was authorized, surveyed, planned, 
and constructed; and 

(ii) shall not constitute a reallocation of 
storage. 

(B) NO MAJOR OPERATIONAL CHANGE.—The 
amended storage contract, the approval of 
the Secretary of the amended storage con- 
tract, and the waiver of future use storage 
under paragraph (5) shall not constitute a 
major operational change under section 
301(e) of the Water Supply Act of 1958 (43 
U.S.C. 390b(e)). 

(7) NO FURTHER AUTHORIZATION REQUIRED.— 
This section shall be considered sufficient 
and complete authorization, without further 
study or analysis, for— 

(A) the Secretary to approve the amended 
storage contract; and 

(B) after approval under subparagraph (A), 
the Corps of Engineers to manage storage in 
Sardis Lake pursuant to and in accordance 
with the 1974 storage contract, the amended 
storage contract, and the Settlement Agree- 
ment. 

(e) SETTLEMENT AREA WATERS.— 

(1) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 

(A) pursuant to the Atoka Agreement as 
ratified by section 29 of the Act of June 28, 
1898 (30 Stat. 505, chapter 517) (as modified by 
the Act of July 1, 1902 (32 Stat. 641, chapter 
1362)), the Nations issued patents to their re- 
spective tribal members and citizens and 
thereby conveyed to individual Choctaws and 
Chickasaws, all right, title, and interest in 
and to land that was possessed by the Na- 
tions, other than certain mineral rights; and 

(B) when title passed from the Nations to 
their respective tribal members and citizens, 
the Nations did not convey and those indi- 
viduals did not receive any right of regu- 
latory or sovereign authority, including with 
respect to water. 

(2) PERMITTING, ALLOCATION, AND ADMINIS- 
TRATION OF SETTLEMENT AREA WATERS PURSU- 
ANT TO THE SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT.—Begin- 
ning on the enforceability date, settlement 
area waters shall be permitted, allocated, 
and administered by the OWRB in accord- 
ance with the Settlement Agreement and 
this section. 

(3) CHOCTAW NATION AND CHICKASAW NA- 
TION.—Beginning on the enforceability date, 
the Nations shall have the right to use and 
to develop the right to use settlement area 
waters only in accordance with the Settle- 
ment Agreement and this section. 

(4) WAIVER AND DELEGATION BY NATIONS.—In 
addition to the waivers under subsection (h), 
the Nations, on their own behalf, shall per- 
manently delegate to the State any regu- 
latory authority each Nation may possess 
over water rights on allotments, which the 
State shall exercise in accordance with the 
Settlement Agreement and this subsection. 

(5) RIGHT TO USE WATER.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—An allottee may use 
water on an allotment in accordance with 
the Settlement Agreement and this sub- 
section. 

(B) SURFACE WATER USE.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—An allottee may divert 
and use, on the allotment of the allottee, 6 
acre-feet per year of surface water per 160 
acres, to be used solely for domestic uses on 
an allotment that constitutes riparian land 
under applicable State law as of the date of 
enactment of this Act. 

(ii) EFFECT OF STATE LAW.—The use of sur- 
face water described in clause (i) shall be 
subject to all rights and protections of State 
law, as of the date of enactment of this Act, 
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including all protections against loss for 
nonuse. 

(iii) NO PERMIT REQUIRED.—An allottee may 
divert water under this subsection without a 
permit or any other authorization from the 
OWRB. 

(C) GROUNDWATER USE.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—An allottee may drill 
wells on the allotment of the allottee to take 
and use for domestic uses the greater of— 

(I) 5 acre-feet per year; or 

(II) any greater quantity allowed under 
State law. 

(ii) EFFECT OF STATE LAW.—The ground- 
water use described in clause (i) shall be sub- 
ject to all rights and protections of State 
law, as of the date of enactment of this Act, 
including all protections against loss for 
nonuse. 

(iii) NO PERMIT REQUIRED.—An allottee may 
drill wells and use water under this sub- 
section without a permit or any other au- 
thorization from the OWRB. 

(D) FUTURE CHANGES IN STATE LAW.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—If State law changes to 
limit use of water to a quantity that is less 
than the applicable quantity specified in 
subparagraph (B) or (C), as applicable, an al- 
lottee shall retain the right to use water in 
accord with those subparagraphs, subject to 
paragraphs (6)(B)(iv) and (7). 

(ii) OPPORTUNITY TO BE HEARD.—Prior to 
taking any action to limit the use of water 
by an individual, the OWRB shall provide to 
the individual an opportunity to dem- 
onstrate that the individual is— 

(I) an allottee; and 

(II) using water on the allotment pursuant 
to and in accordance with the Settlement 
Agreement and this section. 

(6) ALLOTTEE OPTIONS FOR ADDITIONAL 
WATER.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—To use a quantity of 
water in excess of the quantities provided 
under paragraph (5), an allottee shall— 

(i) file an action under subparagraph (B); 
or 

(ii) apply to the OWRB for a permit pursu- 
ant to, and in accordance with, State law. 

(B) DETERMINATION IN FEDERAL DISTRICT 
COURT.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—In lieu of applying to the 
OWRB for a permit to use more water than 
is allowed under paragraph (5), an allottee 
may, after written notice to the OWRB, file 
an action in the United States District Court 
for the Western District of Oklahoma for de- 
termination of the right to water of the al- 
lottee. 

(ii) JURISDICTION.—For purposes of this 
subsection— 

(I) the United States District Court for the 
Western District of Oklahoma shall have ju- 
risdiction; and 

(II) the waivers of immunity under sub- 
paragraphs (A) and (B) of subsection (j)(2) 
shall apply. 

(iii) REQUIREMENTS.—An allottee filing an 
action pursuant to this subparagraph shall— 

(I) join the OWRB as a party; and 

(II) publish notice in a newspaper of gen- 
eral circulation within the Settlement Area 
Hydrologic Basin for 2 consecutive weeks, 
with the first publication appearing not later 
than 30 days after the date on which the ac- 
tion is filed. 

(iv) DETERMINATION FINAL.— 

(I) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subclause (II), 
if an allottee elects to have the rights of the 
allottee determined pursuant to this sub- 
paragraph, the determination shall be final 
as to any rights under Federal law and in 
lieu of any rights to use water on an allot- 
ment as provided in paragraph (5). 
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(II) RESERVATION OF RIGHTS.—Subclause (1) 
shall not preclude an allottee from— 

(aa) applying to the OWRB for water rights 
pursuant to State law; or 

(bb) using any rights allowed by State law 
that do not require a permit from the OWRB. 

(7) OWRB ADMINISTRATION AND ENFORCE- 
MENT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—If an allottee exercises 
any right under paragraph (5) or has rights 
determined under paragraph (6)(B), the 
OWBB shall have jurisdiction to administer 
those rights. 

(B) CHALLENGES.—An allottee may chal- 
lenge OWRB administration of rights deter- 
mined under this paragraph, in the United 
States District Court for the Western Dis- 
trict of Oklahoma. 

(8) PRIOR EXISTING STATE LAW RIGHTS.— 
Water rights held by an allottee as of the en- 
forceability date pursuant to a permit issued 
by the OWRB shall be governed by the terms 
of that permit and applicable State law (in- 
cluding regulations). 

(£) CITY PERMIT FOR APPROPRIATION OF 
STREAM WATER FROM THE KIAMICHI RIVER.— 
The City permit shall be processed, evalu- 
ated, issued, and administered consistent 
with and in accordance with the Settlement 
Agreement and this section. 

(g) SETTLEMENT COMMISSION.— 

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established a 
Settlement Commission. 

(2) MEMBERS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Settlement Commis- 
sion shall be comprised of 5 members, ap- 
pointed as follows: 

(i) 1 by the Governor of the State. 

(ii) 1 by the Attorney General of the State. 

(iii) 1 by the Chief of the Choctaw Nation. 

(iv) 1 by the Governor of the Chickasaw 
Nation. 

(v) 1 by agreement of the members de- 
scribed in clauses (i) through (iv). 

(B) JOINTLY APPOINTED MEMBER.—If the 
members described in clauses (i) through (iv) 
of subparagraph (A) do not agree on a mem- 
ber appointed pursuant to subparagraph 
(A)(v)— 

(i) the members shall submit to the Chief 
Judge for the United States District Court 
for the Eastern District of Oklahoma, a list 
of not less than 3 persons; and 

(ii) from the list under clause (i), the Chief 
Judge shall make the appointment. 

(C) INITIAL APPOINTMENTS.—The initial ap- 
pointments to the Settlement Commission 
shall be made not later than 90 days after 
the enforceability date. 

(3) MEMBER TERMS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Each Settlement Com- 
mission member shall serve at the pleasure 
of appointing authority. 

(B) COMPENSATION.—A member of the Set- 
tlement Commission shall serve without 
compensation, but an appointing authority 
may reimburse the member appointed by the 
entity for costs associated with service on 
the Settlement Commission. 

(C) VACANCIES.—If a member of the Settle- 
ment Commission is removed or resigns, the 
appointing authority shall appoint the re- 
placement member. 

(D) JOINTLY APPOINTED MEMBER.—The 
member of the Settlement Commission de- 
scribed in paragraph (2)(A)(v) may be re- 
moved or replaced by a majority vote of the 
Settlement Commission based on a failure of 
the member to carry out the duties of the 
member. 

(4) DUTIES.—The duties and authority of 
the Settlement Commission shall be set 
forth in the Settlement Agreement, and the 
Settlement Commission shall not possess or 
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exercise any duty or authority not stated in 
the Settlement Agreement. 

(h) WAIVERS AND RELEASES OF CLAIMS.— 

(1) CLAIMS BY THE NATIONS AND THE UNITED 
STATES AS TRUSTEE FOR THE NATIONS.—Sub- 
ject to the retention of rights and claims 
provided in paragraph (3) and except to the 
extent that rights are recognized in the Set- 
tlement Agreement or this section, the Na- 
tions and the United States, acting as a 
trustee for the Nations, shall execute a waiv- 
er and release of— 

(A) all of the following claims asserted or 
which could have been asserted in any pro- 
ceeding filed or that could have been filed 
during the period ending on the enforce- 
ability date, including Chickasaw Nation, 
Choctaw Nation v. Fallin et al., CIV 11-927 
(W.D. Ok.), OWRB v. United States, et al. 
CIV 12-275 (W.D. OK.), or any general stream 
adjudication, relating to— 

(i) claims to the ownership of water in the 
State; 

(ii) claims to water rights and rights to use 
water diverted or taken from a location 
within the State; 

(iii) claims to authority over the alloca- 
tion and management of water and adminis- 
tration of water rights, including authority 
over third-party ownership of or rights to 
use water diverted or taken from a location 
within the State and ownership or use of 
water on allotments by allottees or any 
other person using water on an allotment 
with the permission of an allottee; 

(iv) claims that the State lacks authority 
over the allocation and management of 
water and administration of water rights, in- 
cluding authority over the ownership of or 
rights to use water diverted or taken from a 
location within the State; 

(v) any other claim relating to the owner- 
ship of water, regulation of water, or author- 
ized diversion, storage, or use of water di- 
verted or taken from a location within the 
State, which claim is based on the status of 
the Chickasaw Nation or the Choctaw Nation 
as a federally recognized Indian tribe; and 

(vi) claims or defenses asserted or which 
could have been asserted in Chickasaw Na- 
tion, Choctaw Nation v. Fallin et al., CIV 11- 
927 (W.D. Ok.), OWRB v. United States, et al. 
CIV 12-275 (W.D. OK.), or any general stream 
adjudication; 

(B) all claims for damages, losses or inju- 
ries to water rights or water, or claims of in- 
terference with, diversion, storage, taking, 
or use of water (including claims for injury 
to land resulting from the damages, losses, 
injuries, interference with, diversion, stor- 
age, taking, or use of water) attributable to 
any action by the State, the OWRB, or any 
water user authorized pursuant to State law 
to take or use water in the State, including 
the City, that accrued during the period end- 
ing on the enforceability date; 

(C) all claims and objections relating to 
the amended permit application, and the 
City permit, including— 

(i) all claims regarding regulatory control 
over or OWRB jurisdiction relating to the 
permit application and permit; and 

(ii) all claims for damages, losses or inju- 
ries to water rights or rights to use water, or 
claims of interference with, diversion, stor- 
age, taking, or use of water (including claims 
for injury to land resulting from the dam- 
ages, losses, injuries, interference with, di- 
version, storage, taking, or use of water) at- 
tributable to the issuance and lawful exer- 
cise of the City permit; 

(D) all claims to regulatory control over 
the Permit Numbers P80-48 and 54-613 of the 
City for water rights from the Muddy Boggy 
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River for Atoka Reservoir and P73-282D for 
water rights from the Muddy Boggy River, 
including McGee Creek, for the McGee Creek 
Reservoir; 

(E) all claims that the State lacks regu- 
latory authority over or OWRB jurisdiction 
relating to Permit Numbers P80-48 and 54-613 
for water rights from the Muddy Boggy 
River for Atoka Reservoir and P73-282D for 
water rights from the Muddy Boggy River, 
including McGee Creek, for the McGee Creek 
Reservoir; 

(F) all claims to damages, losses or inju- 
ries to water rights or water, or claims of in- 
terference with, diversion, storage, taking, 
or use of water (including claims for injury 
to land resulting from such damages, losses, 
injuries, interference with, diversion, stor- 
age, taking, or use of water) attributable to 
the lawful exercise of Permit Numbers P80-48 
and 546138 for water rights from the Muddy 
Boggy River for Atoka Reservoir and P73- 
282D for water rights from the Muddy Boggy 
River, including McGee Creek, for the McGee 
Creek Reservoir, that accrued during the pe- 
riod ending on the enforceability date; 

(G) all claims and objections relating to 
the approval by the Secretary of the assign- 
ment of the 1974 storage contract pursuant 
to the amended storage contract; and 

(H) all claims for damages, losses, or inju- 
ries to water rights or water, or claims of in- 
terference with, diversion, storage, taking, 
or use of water (including claims for injury 
to land resulting from such damages, losses, 
injuries, interference with, diversion, stor- 
age, taking, or use of water) attributable to 
the lawful exercise of rights pursuant to the 
amended storage contract. 

(2) WAIVERS AND RELEASES OF CLAIMS BY 
THE NATIONS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES.— 
Subject to the retention of rights and claims 
provided in paragraph (3) and except to the 
extent that rights are recognized in the Set- 
tlement Agreement or this section, the Na- 
tions are authorized to execute a waiver and 
release of all claims against the United 
States (including any agency or employee of 
the United States) relating to— 

(A) all of the following claims asserted or 
which could have been asserted in any pro- 
ceeding filed or that could have been filed by 
the United States as a trustee during the pe- 
riod ending on the enforceability date, in- 
cluding Chickasaw Nation, Choctaw Nation 
v. Fallin et al., CIV 11-9272 (W.D. Ok.) or 
OWRB v. United States, et al. CIV 12-275 
(W.D. Ok.), or any general stream adjudica- 
tion, relating to— 

(i) claims to the ownership of water in the 
State; 

(ii) claims to water rights and rights to use 
water diverted or taken from a location 
within the State; 

(iii) claims to authority over the alloca- 
tion and management of water and adminis- 
tration of water rights, including authority 
over third-party ownership of or rights to 
use water diverted or taken from a location 
within the State and ownership or use of 
water on allotments by allottees or any 
other person using water on an allotment 
with the permission of an allottee; 

(iv) claims that the State lacks authority 
over the allocation and management of 
water and administration of water rights, in- 
cluding authority over the ownership of or 
rights to use water diverted or taken from a 
location within the State; 

(v) any other claim relating to the owner- 
ship of water, regulation of water, or author- 
ized diversion, storage, or use of water di- 
verted or taken from a location within the 
State, which claim is based on the status of 
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the Chickasaw Nation or the Choctaw Nation 
as a federally recognized Indian tribe; and 

(vi) claims or defenses asserted or which 
could have been asserted in Chickasaw Na- 
tion, Choctaw Nation v. Fallin et al., CIV 11- 
927 (W.D. OK.), OWRB v. United States, et al. 
CIV 12-275 (W.D. OK.), or any general stream 
adjudication; 

(B) all claims for damages, losses or inju- 
ries to water rights or water, or claims of in- 
terference with, diversion, storage, taking, 
or use of water (including claims for injury 
to land resulting from the damages, losses, 
injuries, interference with, diversion, stor- 
age, taking, or use of water) attributable to 
any action by the State, the OWRB, or any 
water user authorized pursuant to State law 
to take or use water in the State, including 
the City, that accrued during the period end- 
ing on the enforceability date; 

(C) all claims and objections relating to 
the amended permit application, and the 
City permit, including— 

(i) all claims regarding regulatory control 
over or OWRB jurisdiction relating to the 
permit application and permit; and 

(ii) all claims for damages, losses or inju- 
ries to water rights or rights to use water, or 
claims of interference with, diversion, stor- 
age, taking, or use of water (including claims 
for injury to land resulting from the dam- 
ages, losses, injuries, interference with, di- 
version, storage, taking, or use of water) at- 
tributable to the issuance and lawful exer- 
cise of the City permit; 

(D) all claims to regulatory control over 
the Permit Numbers P80-48 and 54-613 for 
water rights from the Muddy Boggy River 
for Atoka Reservoir and P73-282D for water 
rights from the Muddy Boggy River, includ- 
ing McGee Creek, for the McGee Creek Res- 
ervoir; 

(E) all claims that the State lacks regu- 
latory authority over or OWRB jurisdiction 
relating to Permit Numbers P80—-48 and 54-613 
for water rights from the Muddy Boggy 
River for Atoka Reservoir and P73-282D for 
water rights from the Muddy Boggy River, 
including McGee Creek, for the McGee Creek 
Reservoir; 

(F) all claims to damages, losses or inju- 
ries to water rights or water, or claims of in- 
terference with, diversion, storage, taking, 
or use of water (including claims for injury 
to land resulting from the damages, losses, 
injuries, interference with, diversion, stor- 
age, taking, or use of water) attributable to 
the lawful exercise of Permit Numbers P80-48 
and 54-613 for water rights from the Muddy 
Boggy River for Atoka Reservoir and P73- 
282D for water rights from the Muddy Boggy 
River, including McGee Creek, for the McGee 
Creek Reservoir, that accrued during the pe- 
riod ending on the enforceability date; 

(G) all claims and objections relating to 
the approval by the Secretary of the assign- 
ment of the 1974 storage contract pursuant 
to the amended storage contract; 

(H) all claims relating to litigation 
brought by the United States prior to the en- 
forceability date of the water rights of the 
Nations in the State; and 

(I) all claims relating to the negotiation, 
execution, or adoption of the Settlement 
Agreement (including exhibits) or this sec- 
tion. 

(3) RETENTION AND RESERVATION OF CLAIMS 
BY NATIONS AND THE UNITED STATES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding the 
waiver and releases of claims authorized 
under paragraphs (1) and (2), the Nations and 
the United States, acting as trustee, shall re- 
tain— 

(i) all claims for enforcement of the Settle- 
ment Agreement and this section; 
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(ii) all rights to use and protect any water 
right of the Nations recognized by or estab- 
lished pursuant to the Settlement Agree- 
ment, including the right to assert claims 
for injuries relating to the rights and the 
right to participate in any general stream 
adjudication, including any inter se pro- 
ceeding; 

(iii) all claims relating to activities affect- 
ing the quality of water that are not waived 
under paragraph (1)(A)(v) or paragraph 
(2)(A)(v), including any claims the Nations 
may have under— 

(I) the Comprehensive Environmental Re- 
sponse, Compensation, and Liability Act of 
1980 (42 U.S.C. 9601 et seq.), including for 
damages to natural resources; 

(II) the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 
300f et seq.); 

(III) the Federal Water Pollution Control 
Act (33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.); and 

(IV) any regulations implementing the 
Acts described in items (aa) through (cc); 

(iv) all claims relating to damage, loss, or 
injury resulting from an unauthorized diver- 
sion, use, or storage of water, including dam- 
ages, losses, or injuries to land or nonwater 
natural resources associated with any hunt- 
ing, fishing, gathering, or cultural right; and 

(v) all rights, remedies, privileges, immu- 
nities, and powers not specifically waived 
and released pursuant to this section or the 
Settlement Agreement. 

(B) AGREEMENT.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—As provided in the Settle- 
ment Agreement, the Chickasaw Nation 
shall convey an easement to the City, which 
easement shall be as described and depicted 
in Exhibit 15 to the Settlement Agreement. 

(ii) APPLICATION.—The Chickasaw Nation 
and the City shall cooperate and coordinate 
on the submission of an application for ap- 
proval by the Secretary of the Interior of the 
conveyance under clause (i), in accordance 
with applicable Federal law. 

(iii) RECORDING.—On approval by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior of the conveyance of 
the easement under this clause, the City 
shall record the easement. 

(iv) CONSIDERATION.—In exchange for con- 
veyance of the easement under clause (i), the 
City shall pay to the Chickasaw Nation the 
value of past unauthorized use and consider- 
ation for future use of the land burdened by 
the easement, based on an appraisal secured 
by the City and Nations and approved by the 
Secretary of the Interior. 

(4) EFFECTIVE DATE OF WAIVER AND RE- 
LEASES.—The waivers and releases under this 
subsection take effect on the enforceability 
date. 

(5) TOLLING OF CLAIMS.—Each applicable 
period of limitation and time-based equi- 
table defense relating to a claim described in 
this subsection shall be tolled during the pe- 
riod beginning on the date of enactment of 
this Act and ending on the earlier of the en- 
forceability date or the expiration date 
under subsection (i)(2). 


(i) ENFORCEABILITY DATE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Settlement Agree- 
ment shall take effect and be enforceable on 
the date on which the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior publishes in the Federal Register a cer- 
tification that— 

(A) to the extent the Settlement Agree- 
ment conflicts with this section, the Settle- 
ment Agreement has been amended to con- 
form with this section; 

(B) the Settlement Agreement, as amend- 
ed, has been executed by the Secretary of the 
Interior, the Nations, the Governor of the 
State, the OWRB, the City, and the Trust; 
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(C) to the extent the amended storage con- 
tract conflicts with this section, the amend- 
ed storage contract has been amended to 
conform with this section; 

(D) the amended storage contract, as 
amended to conform with this section, has 
been— 

(i) executed by the State, the City, and the 
Trust; and 

(ii) approved by the Secretary; 

(E) an order has been entered in United 
States v. Oklahoma Water Resources Board, 
Civ. 98-C-521-E with any modifications to 
the order dated September 11, 2009, as pro- 
vided in the Settlement Agreement; 

(F) orders of dismissal have been entered in 
Chickasaw Nation, Choctaw Nation v. Fallin 
et al., Civ 11-297 (W.D. Ok.) and OWRB v. 
United States, et al. Civ 12-275 (W.D. Ok.) as 
provided in the Settlement Agreement; 

(G) the OWRB has issued the City Permit; 

(H) the final documentation of the 
Kiamichi Basin hydrologic model is on file 
at the Oklahoma City offices of the OWRB; 
and 

(I) the Atoka and Sardis Conservation 
Projects Fund has been funded as provided in 
the Settlement Agreement. 

(2) EXPIRATION DATE.—If the Secretary of 
the Interior fails to publish a statement of 
findings under paragraph (1) by not later 
than September 30, 2020, or such alternative 
later date as is agreed to by the Secretary of 
the Interior, the Nations, the State, the 
City, and the Trust under paragraph (4), the 
following shall apply: 

(A) This section, except for this subsection 
and any provisions of this section that are 
necessary to carry out this subsection (but 
only for purposes of carrying out this sub- 
section) are not effective beginning on Sep- 
tember 30, 2020, or the alternative date. 

(B) The waivers and release of claims, and 
the limited waivers of sovereign immunity, 
shall not become effective. 

(C) The Settlement Agreement shall be 
null and void, except for this paragraph and 
any provisions of the Settlement Agreement 
that are necessary to carry out this para- 
graph. 

(D) Except with respect to this paragraph, 
the State, the Nations, the City, the Trust, 
and the United States shall not be bound by 
any obligations or benefit from any rights 
recognized under the Settlement Agreement. 

(E) If the City permit has been issued, the 
permit shall be null and void, except that the 
City may resubmit to the OWRB, and the 
OWBB shall be considered to have accepted, 
OWRB permit application No. 2007-017 with- 
out having waived the original application 
priority date and appropriative quantities. 

(F) If the amended storage contract has 
been executed or approved, the contract 
shall be null and void, and the 2010 agree- 
ment shall be considered to be in force and 
effect as between the State and the Trust. 

(G) If the Atoka and Sardis Conservation 
Projects Fund has been established and fund- 
ed, the funds shall be returned to the respec- 
tive funding parties with any accrued inter- 
est. 

(3) NO PREJUDICE.—The occurrence of the 
expiration date under paragraph (2) shall not 
in any way prejudice— 

(A) any argument or suit that the Nations 
may bring to contest— 

(i) the pursuit by the City of OWRB permit 
application No. 2007-017, or a modified 
version; or 

(ii) the 2010 agreement; 

(B) any argument, defense, or suit the 
State may bring or assert with regard to the 
claims of the Nations to water or over water 
in the settlement area; or 
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(C) any argument, defense or suit the City 
may bring or assert— 

(i) with regard to the claims of the Nations 
to water or over water in the settlement 
area relating to OWRB permit application 
No. 2007-017, or a modified version; or 

(ii) to contest the 2010 agreement. 

(4) EXTENSION.—The expiration date under 
paragraph (2) may be extended in writing if 
the Nations, the State, the OWRB, the 
United States, and the City agree that an ex- 
tension is warranted. 

(j) JURISDICTION, WAIVERS OF IMMUNITY FOR 
INTERPRETATION AND ENFORCEMENT.— 

(1) JURISDICTION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.— 

(i) EXCLUSIVE JURISDICTION.—The United 
States District Court for the Western Dis- 
trict of Oklahoma shall have exclusive juris- 
diction for all purposes and for all causes of 
action relating to the interpretation and en- 
forcement of the Settlement Agreement, the 
amended storage contract, or interpretation 
or enforcement of this section, including all 
actions filed by an allottee pursuant to sub- 
section (e)(4)(B). 

(ii) RIGHT TO BRING ACTION.—The Choctaw 
Nation, the Chickasaw Nation, the State, the 
City, the Trust, and the United States shall 
each have the right to bring an action pursu- 
ant to this section. 

(iii) NO ACTION IN OTHER COURTS.—No ac- 
tion may be brought in any other Federal, 
Tribal, or State court or administrative 
forum for any purpose relating to the Settle- 
ment Agreement, amended storage contract, 
or this section. 

(iv) NO MONETARY JUDGMENT.—Nothing in 
this section authorizes any money judgment 
or otherwise allows the payment of funds by 
the United States, the Nations, the State 
(including the OWRB), the City, or the 
Trust. 

(B) NOTICE AND CONFERENCE.—An entity 
seeking to interpret or enforce the Settle- 
ment Agreement shall comply with the fol- 
lowing: 

(i) Any party asserting noncompliance or 
seeking interpretation of the Settlement 
Agreement or this section shall first serve 
written notice on the party alleged to be in 
breach of the Settlement Agreement or vio- 
lation of this section. 

(ii) The notice under clause (i) shall iden- 
tify the specific provision of the Settlement 
Agreement or this section alleged to have 
been violated or in dispute and shall specify 
in detail the contention of the party assert- 
ing the claim and any factual basis for the 
claim. 

(iii) Representatives of the party alleging a 
breach or violation and the party alleged to 
be in breach or violation shall meet not later 
than 30 days after receipt of notice under 
clause (i) in an effort to resolve the dispute. 

(iv) If the matter is not resolved to the sat- 
isfaction of the party alleging breach not 
later than 90 days after the original notice 
under clause (i), the party may take any ap- 
propriate enforcement action consistent 
with the Settlement Agreement and this 
subsection. 

(2) LIMITED WAIVERS OF SOVEREIGN IMMU- 
NITY.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The United States and 
the Nations may be joined in an action filed 
in the United States District Court for the 
Western District of Oklahoma. 

(B) UNITED STATES IMMUNITY.—Any claim 
by the United States to sovereign immunity 
from suit is irrevocably waived for any ac- 
tion brought by the State, the Chickasaw 
Nation, the Choctaw Nation, the City, the 
Trust, or (solely for purposes of actions 
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brought pursuant to subsection (e)) an allot- 
tee in the Western District of Oklahoma re- 
lating to interpretation or enforcement of 
the Settlement Agreement or this section, 
including of the appellate jurisdiction of the 
United States Court of Appeals for the Tenth 
Circuit and the Supreme Court of the United 
States. 

(C) CHICKASAW NATION IMMUNITY.—For the 
exclusive benefit of the State (including the 
OWRB), the City, the Trust, the Choctaw Na- 
tion, and the United States, the sovereign 
immunity of the Chickasaw Nation from suit 
is waived solely for any action brought in 
the Western District of Oklahoma relating to 
interpretation or enforcement of the Settle- 
ment Agreement or this section, if the ac- 
tion is brought by the State or the OWRB, 
the City, the Trust, the Choctaw Nation, or 
the United States, including the appellate 
jurisdiction of the United States Court of 
Appeals for the Tenth Circuit and the Su- 
preme Court of the United States. 

(D) CHOCTAW NATION IMMUNITY.—For the 
exclusive benefit of the State (including of 
the OWRB), the City, the Trust, the Chicka- 
saw Nation, and the United States, the Choc- 
taw Nation shall expressly and irrevocably 
consent to a suit and waive sovereign immu- 
nity from a suit solely for any action 
brought in the Western District of Oklahoma 
relating to interpretation or enforcement of 
the Settlement Agreement or this section, if 
the action is brought by the State, the 
OWRB, the City, the Trust, the Chickasaw 
Nation, or the United States, including the 
appellate jurisdiction of the United States 
Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit and 
the Supreme Court of the United States. 

(K) DISCLAIMER.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Settlement Agree- 
ment applies only to the claims and rights of 
the Nations. 

(2) NO PRECEDENT.—Nothing in this section 
or the Settlement Agreement shall be con- 
strued in any way to quantify, establish, or 
serve as precedent regarding the land and 
water rights, claims, or entitlements to 
water of any American Indian Tribe other 
than the Nations, including any other Amer- 
ican Indian Tribe in the State. 

SEC. 8003. LAND TRANSFER AND TRUST LAND 
FOR THE MUSCOGEE (CREEK) NA- 
TION. 

(a) TRANSFER.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2) 
and for the consideration described in sub- 
section (c), the Secretary shall transfer to 
the Secretary of the Interior the land de- 
scribed in subsection (b) to be held in trust 
for the benefit of the Muscogee (Creek) Na- 
tion. 

(2) CONDITIONS.—The land transfer under 
this subsection shall be subject to the fol- 
lowing conditions: 

(A) The transfer— 

(i) shall not interfere with the Corps of En- 
gineers operation of the Eufaula Lake 
Project or any other authorized civil works 
projects; and 

(ii) shall be subject to such other terms 
and conditions as the Secretary determines 
to be necessary and appropriate to ensure 
the continued operation of the Eufaula Lake 
Project or any other authorized civil works 
project. 

(B) The Secretary shall retain the right to 
inundate with water the land transferred to 
the Secretary of the Interior under this sub- 
section, as necessary to carry out an author- 
ized purpose of the Eufaula Lake Project or 
any other civil works project. 

(C) No gaming activities may be conducted 
on the land transferred under this sub- 
section. 
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(b) LAND DESCRIPTION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The land to be transferred 
pursuant to subsection (a) is the approxi- 
mately 18.38 acres of land located in the 
Northwest Quarter (NW 1/4) of sec. 3, T. 10 N., 
R. 16 E., McIntosh County, Oklahoma, gen- 
erally depicted as ‘‘USACEH”’ on the map enti- 


tled ‘‘Muscogee (Creek) Nation Proposed 
Land Acquisition’? and dated October 16, 
2014. 


(2) SURVEY.—The exact acreage and legal 
description of the land to be transferred 
under subsection (a) shall be determined by a 
survey satisfactory to the Secretary and the 
Secretary of the Interior. 

(c) CONSIDERATION.—The Muscogee (Creek) 
Nation shall pay— 

(1) to the Secretary an amount that is 
equal to the fair market value of the land 
transferred under subsection (a), as deter- 
mined by the Secretary, which funds may be 
accepted and expended by the Secretary; and 

(2) all costs and administrative expenses 
associated with the transfer of land under 
subsection (a), including the costs of— 

(A) the survey under subsection (b)(2); 

(B) compliance with the National Environ- 
mental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4821 et 
seq.); and 

(C) any coordination necessary with re- 
spect to requirements related to endangered 
species, cultural resources, clean water, and 
clean air. 

SEC. 8004. REAUTHORIZATION OF DENALI COM- 
MISSION. 

(a) ADMINISTRATION.—Section 303 of the 
Denali Commission Act of 1998 (42 U.S.C. 3121 
note; Public Law 105-277) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (c)— 

(A) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘The 
Federal Cochairperson’’ and inserting the 
following: 

“(1) TERM OF FEDERAL COCHAIRPERSON.— 
The Federal Cochairperson’’; 

(B) in the second sentence, by striking “All 
other members” and inserting the following: 

‘(3) TERM OF ALL OTHER MEMBERS.—AI1L 
other members’”’; 

(C) in the third sentence, by striking “Any 
vacancy” and inserting the following: 

“(4) VACANCIES.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), any vacancy”; and 

(D) by inserting before paragraph (8) (as 
designated by subparagraph (B)) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘(2) INTERIM FEDERAL COCHAIRPERSON.—In 
the event of a vacancy for any reason in the 
position of Federal Cochairperson, the Sec- 
retary may appoint an Interim Federal Co- 
chairperson, who shall have all the authority 
of the Federal Cochairperson, to serve until 
such time as the vacancy in the position of 
Federal Cochairperson is filled in accordance 
with subsection (b)(2)).’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(f) NO FEDERAL EMPLOYEE STATUS.—No 
member of the Commission, other than the 
Federal Cochairperson, shall be considered 
to be a Federal employee for any purpose. 

“(g) CONFLICTS OF INTEREST.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraphs (2) and (8), no member of the 
Commission (referred to in this subsection as 
a ‘member’) shall participate personally or 
substantially, through decision, approval, 
disapproval, recommendation, the rendering 
of advice, investigation, or otherwise, in any 
proceeding, application, request for a ruling 
or other determination, contract claim, con- 
troversy, or other matter in which, to the 
knowledge of the member, 1 or more of the 
following has a direct financial interest: 

“(A) The member. 

‘(B) The spouse, minor child, or partner of 
the member. 
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“(C) An organization described in subpara- 
graph (B), (C), (D), (Œ), or (F) of subsection 
(b)(1) for which the member is serving as of- 
ficer, director, trustee, partner, or employee. 

“(D) Any individual, person, or organiza- 
tion with which the member is negotiating 
or has any arrangement concerning prospec- 
tive employment. 

“(2) DISCLOSURE.—Paragraph (1) shall not 
apply if the member— 

“(A) immediately advises the designated 
agency ethics official for the Commission of 
the nature and circumstances of the matter 
presenting a potential conflict of interest; 

‘“(B) makes full disclosure of the financial 
interest; and 

“(C) before the proceeding concerning the 
matter presenting the conflict of interest, 
receives a written determination by the des- 
ignated agency ethics official for the Com- 
mission that the interest is not so substan- 
tial as to be likely to affect the integrity of 
the services that the Commission may ex- 
pect from the member. 

(3) ANNUAL DISCLOSURES.—Once per cal- 
endar year, each member shall make full dis- 
closure of financial interests, in a manner to 
be determined by the designated agency eth- 
ics official for the Commission. 

“(4) TRAINING.—Once per calendar year, 
each member shall undergo disclosure of fi- 
nancial interests training, as prescribed by 
the designated agency ethics official for the 
Commission. 

“(5) VIOLATION.—Any person that violates 
this subsection shall be fined not more than 
$10,000, imprisoned for not more than 2 years, 
or both.”’. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 310 of the Denali 
Commission Act of 1998 (42 U.S.C. 3121 note; 
Public Law 105-277) (as redesignated by sec- 
tion 196011) of SAFETEA-LU (Public Law 
109-59; 119 Stat. 1516)) is amended, in sub- 
section (a), by striking ‘‘under section 4 
under this Act” and all that follows through 
2008’ and inserting ‘‘under section 304, 
$20,000,000 for fiscal year 2017, and such sums 
as are necessary for each of fiscal years 2018 
through 2021.’’. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—Section 310 of 
the Denali Commission Act of 1998 (42 U.S.C. 
3121 note; Public Law 105-277) (as redesig- 
nated by section 1960(1) of SAFETEA-LU 
(Public Law 109-59; 119 Stat. 1516)) is redesig- 
nated as section 312. 

SEC. 8005. RECREATIONAL ACCESS OF FLOATING 
CABINS. 

The Tennessee Valley Authority Act of 
1933 is amended by inserting after section 9a 
(16 U.S.C. 831h-1) the following: 

“SEC. 9b. RECREATIONAL ACCESS. 

“(a) DEFINITION OF FLOATING CABIN.—In 
this section, the term ‘floating cabin’ means 
a watercraft or other floating structure— 

“(1) primarily designed and used for human 
habitation or occupation; and 

“(2) not primarily designed or used for 
navigation or transportation on water. 

‘“(b) RECREATIONAL ACCESS.—The Board 
may allow the use of a floating cabin if— 

“(1) the floating cabin is maintained by the 
owner to reasonable health, safety, and envi- 
ronmental standards, as required by the 
Board; 

‘“(2) the Corporation has authorized the use 
of recreational vessels on the waters; and 

“(3) the floating cabin was located on 
waters under the jurisdiction of the Corpora- 
tion as of the date of enactment of this sec- 
tion. 

“(c) FEES.—The Board may assess fees on 
the owner of a floating cabin on waters 
under the jurisdiction of the Corporation for 
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the purpose of ensuring compliance with sub- 
section (b) if the fees are necessary and rea- 
sonable for those purposes. 

‘*(d) CONTINUED RECREATIONAL USE.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—With respect to a float- 
ing cabin located on waters under the juris- 
diction of the Corporation on the date of en- 
actment of this section, the Board— 

“(A) may not require the removal of the 
floating cabin— 

“(i) in the case of a floating cabin that was 
granted a permit by the Corporation before 
the date of enactment of this section, for a 
period of 15 years beginning on that date of 
enactment; and 

“(ii) in the case of a floating cabin not 
granted a permit by the Corporation before 
the date of enactment of this section, for a 
period of 5 years beginning on that date of 
enactment; and 

‘“(B) shall approve and allow the use of the 
floating cabin on waters under the jurisdic- 
tion of the Corporation at such time and for 
such duration as— 

“(i) the floating cabin meets the require- 
ments of subsection (b); and 

“(ii) the owner of the floating cabin has 
paid any fee assessed pursuant to subsection 
(Cc). 

‘(2) SAVINGS PROVISIONS.— 

“(A) Nothing in this subsection restricts 
the ability of the Corporation to enforce 
health, safety, or environmental standards. 

‘(B) This section applies only to floating 
cabins located on waters under the jurisdic- 
tion of the Corporation. 

“(e) NEW CONSTRUCTION.—The Corporation 
may establish regulations to prevent the 
construction of new floating cabins.’’. 

SEC. 8006. REGULATION OF ABOVEGROUND 
STORAGE AT FARMS. 

Section 1049(c) of the Water Resources Re- 
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
1361 note; Public Law 113-121) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (1) and (2) 
as subparagraphs (A) and (B), respectively, 
and indenting appropriately; 

(2) by striking the subsection designation 
and heading and all that follows through 
“subsection (b),’’ and inserting the following: 

‘*(c) REGULATION OF ABOVEGROUND STORAGE 
AT FARMS.— 

“(1) CALCULATION OF AGGREGATE ABOVE- 
GROUND STORAGE CAPACITY.—For purposes of 
subsection (b),’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

‘*(2) CERTAIN FARM CONTAINERS.—Part 112 of 
title 40, Code of Federal Regulations (or suc- 
cessor regulations), shall not apply to the 
following containers located at a farm: 

“(A) Containers on a separate parcel that 
have— 

“(i) an individual capacity of not greater 
than 1,000 gallons; and 

“(ii) an aggregate capacity of not greater 
than 2,000 gallons. 

“(B) A container holding animal feed in- 
gredients approved for use in livestock feed 
by the Commissioner of Food and Drugs.”’. 
SEC. 8007. SALT CEDAR REMOVAL PERMIT RE- 

VIEWS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—In the case of an applica- 
tion for a permit for the mechanized removal 
of salt cedar from an area that consists of 
not more than 500 acres— 

(1) any review by the Secretary under sec- 
tion 404 of the Federal Water Pollution Con- 
trol Act (33 U.S.C. 1344) or section 10 of the 
Act of March 3, 1899 (commonly known as 
the “Rivers and Harbors Appropriation Act 
of 1899’’) (33 U.S.C. 403), and any review by 
the Director of the United States Fish and 
Wildlife Service (referred to in this section 
as the ‘‘Director’’) under section 7 of the En- 
dangered Species Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1536), 
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shall, to the maximum extent practicable, 

occur concurrently; 

(2) all participating and cooperating agen- 
cies shall, to the maximum extent prac- 
ticable, adopt and use any environmental 
document prepared by the lead agency under 
the National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) to the same ex- 
tent that a Federal agency could adopt or 
use a document prepared by another Federal 
agency under— 

(A) that Act; and 

(B) parts 1500 through 1508 of title 40, Code 
of Federal Regulations (or successor regula- 
tions); and 

(3) the review of the application shall, to 
the maximum extent practicable, be com- 
pleted not later than the date on which the 
Secretary, in consultation with, and with 
the concurrence of, the Director, establishes. 

(b) CONTRIBUTED FUNDS.—The Secretary 
may accept and expend funds received from 
non-Federal public or private entities to con- 
duct a review referred to in subsection (a). 

(c) LIMITATIONS.—Nothing in this section 
preempts or interferes with— 

(1) any obligation to comply with the pro- 
visions of any Federal law, including— 

(A) the National Environmental Policy Act 
of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4821 et seq.); and 

(B) any other Federal environmental law; 

(2) the reviewability of any final Federal 
agency action in a court of the United States 
or in the court of any State; 

(3) any requirement for seeking, consid- 
ering, or responding to public comment; or 

(4) any power, jurisdiction, responsibility, 
duty, or authority that a Federal, State, or 
local governmental agency, Indian tribe, or 
project sponsor has with respect to carrying 
out a project or any other provision of law 
applicable to projects. 

SEC. 8008. INTERNATIONAL OUTFALL INTER- 
CEPTOR REPAIR, OPERATIONS, AND 
MAINTENANCE. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that, pursuant to the Act of July 
27, 1953 (22 U.S.C. 277d-10 et seq.), and not- 
withstanding the memorandum of agreement 
between the United States Section of the 
International Boundary and Water Commis- 
sion and the City of Nogales, Arizona, dated 
January 20, 2006 (referred to in this section 
as the ‘‘Agreement’’), an equitable propor- 
tion of the costs of operation and mainte- 
nance of the Nogales sanitation project to be 
contributed by the City of Nogales, Arizona 
(referred to in this section as the ‘‘City’’), 
should be based on the average daily volume 
of wastewater originating from the City. 

(b) CAPITAL COSTS EXCLUDED.—Pursuant to 
the Agreement and the Act of July 27, 1953 
(22 U.S.C. 277d-10 et seq.), the City shall have 
no obligation to contribute to any capital 
costs of repairing or upgrading the Nogales 
sanitation project. 

(c) OVERCHARGES.—Notwithstanding the 
Agreement and subject to subsection (d), the 
United States Section of the International 
Boundary and Water Commission shall reim- 
burse the City for, and shall not charge the 
City after the date of enactment of this Act 
for, operations and maintenance costs in ex- 
cess of an equitable proportion of the costs, 
as described in subsection (a). 

(d) LIMITATION.—Costs reimbursed or a re- 
duction in costs charged under subsection (c) 
shall not exceed $4,000,000. 

SEC. 8009. PECHANGA BAND OF LUISENO MIS- 
SION INDIANS WATER RIGHTS SET- 
TLEMENT. 

(a) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this section 
are— 

(1) to achieve a fair, equitable, and final 
settlement of claims to water rights and cer- 
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tain claims for injuries to water rights in the 
Santa Margarita River Watershed for— 

(A) the Band; and 

(B) the United States, acting in its capac- 
ity as trustee for the Band and Allottees; 

(2) to achieve a fair, equitable, and final 
settlement of certain claims by the Band and 
Allottees against the United States; 

(8) to authorize, ratify, and confirm the 
Pechanga Settlement Agreement to be en- 
tered into by the Band, RCWD, and the 
United States; 

(4) to authorize and direct the Secretary— 

(A) to execute the Pechanga Settlement 
Agreement; and 

(B) to take any other action necessary to 
carry out the Pechanga Settlement Agree- 
ment in accordance with this section; and 

(5) to authorize the appropriation of 
amounts necessary for the implementation 
of the Pechanga Settlement Agreement and 
this section. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) ADJUDICATION COURT.—The term ‘“‘Adju- 
dication Court? means the United States 
District Court for the Southern District of 
California, which exercises continuing juris- 
diction over the Adjudication Proceeding. 

(2) ADJUDICATION PROCEEDING.—The term 
“Adjudication Proceeding” means litigation 
initiated by the United States regarding rel- 
ative water rights in the Santa Margarita 
River Watershed in United States v. 
Fallbrook Public Utility District et al., Civ. 
No. 3:51-cv-01247 (S.D.C.A.), including any 
litigation initiated to interpret or enforce 
the relative water rights in the Santa Mar- 
garita River Watershed pursuant to the con- 
tinuing jurisdiction of the Adjudication 
Court over the Fallbrook Decree. 

(3) ALLOTTEE.—The term ‘‘Allottee’’ means 
an individual who holds a beneficial real 
property interest in an Indian allotment 
that is— 

(A) located within the Reservation; and 

(B) held in trust by the United States. 

(4) BAND.—The term “Band”? means 
Pechanga Band of Luiseno Mission Indians, a 
federally recognized sovereign Indian tribe 
that functions as a custom and tradition In- 
dian tribe, acting on behalf of itself and its 
members, but not acting on behalf of mem- 
bers in their capacities as Allottees. 

(5) CLAIMS.—The term “claims?” means 
rights, claims, demands, actions, compensa- 
tion, or causes of action, whether known or 
unknown. 

(6) EMWD.—The term ‘“EMWD” means 
Eastern Municipal Water District, a munic- 
ipal water district organized and existing in 
accordance with the Municipal Water Dis- 
trict Law of 1911, Division 20 of the Water 
Code of the State of California, as amended. 

(7) EMWD CONNECTION FEE.—The term 
“EMWD Connection Fee” has the meaning 
set forth in the Extension of Service Area 
Agreement. 

(8) ENFORCEABILITY DATE.—The term ‘‘en- 
forceability date’’ means the date on which 
the Secretary publishes in the Federal Reg- 
ister the statement of findings described in 
subsection (f)(5). 

(9) ESAA CAPACITY AGREEMENT.—The term 
“HSAA Capacity Agreement”? means the 
“Agreement to Provide Capacity for Deliv- 
ery of ESAA Water’’, among the Band, 
RCWD and the United States. 

(10) ESAA WATER.—The term ‘“ESAA 
Water’? means imported potable water that 
the Band receives from EMWD and MWD 
pursuant to the Extension of Service Area 
Agreement and delivered by RCWD pursuant 
to the ESAA Water Delivery Agreement. 

(11) ESAA WATER DELIVERY AGREEMENT.— 
The term “ESAA Water Delivery Agree- 
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ment’’ means the agreement among EMWD, 
RCWD, and the Band, establishing the terms 
and conditions of water service to the Band. 

(12) EXTENSION OF SERVICE AREA AGREE- 
MENT.—The term ‘‘Extension of Service Area 
Agreement” means the ‘‘Agreement for Ex- 
tension of Existing Service Area’’, among 
the Band, EMWD, and MWD, for the provi- 
sion of water service by EMWD to a des- 
ignated portion of the Reservation using 
water supplied by MWD. 

(13) FALLBROOK DECREE.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘Fallbrook De- 
cree” means the ‘‘Modified Final Judgment 
And Decree’’, entered in the Adjudication 
Proceeding on April 6, 1966. 

(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘‘Fallbrook De- 
cree” includes all court orders, interlocutory 
judgments, and decisions supplemental to 
the ‘‘Modified Final Judgment And Decree”, 
including Interlocutory Judgment No. 30, In- 
terlocutory Judgment No. 35, and Interlocu- 
tory Judgment No. 41. 

(14) FUND.—The term “Fund” means the 
Pechanga Settlement Fund established by 
subsection (h). 

(15) INDIAN TRIBE.—The term ‘‘Indian 
tribe” has the meaning given the term in 
section 4 of the Indian Self-Determination 
and Education Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 
5304). 

(16) INJURY TO WATER RIGHTS.—The term 
“injury to water rights” means an inter- 
ference with, diminution of, or deprivation 
of water rights under Federal or State law. 

(17) INTERIM CAPACITY.—The term ‘‘Interim 
Capacity” has the meaning set forth in the 
ESAA Capacity Agreement. 

(18) INTERIM CAPACITY NOTICE.—The term 
“Interim Capacity Notice” has the meaning 
set forth in the ESAA Capacity Agreement. 

(19) INTERLOCUTORY JUDGMENT NO. 41.—The 
term ‘‘Interlocutory Judgment No. 41” 
means Interlocutory Judgment No. 41 issued 
in the Adjudication Proceeding on November 
8, 1962, including all court orders, judgments 
and decisions supplemental to that inter- 
locutory judgment. 

(20) MWD.—The term “MWD” means the 
Metropolitan Water District of Southern 
California, a metropolitan water district or- 
ganized and incorporated under the Metro- 
politan Water District Act of the State of 


California (Stats. 1969, Chapter 209, as 
amended). 
(21) MWD CONNECTION FEE.—The term 


“MWD Connection Fee” has the meaning set 
forth in the Extension of Service Area Agree- 
ment. 

(22) PECHANGA ESAA DELIVERY CAPACITY AC- 
COUNT.—The term ‘‘Pechanga ESAA Delivery 
Capacity account” means the account estab- 
lished by subsection (h)(3)(B). 

(23) PECHANGA RECYCLED WATER 
STRUCTURE ACCOUNT.—The term ‘‘Pechanga 
Recycled Water Infrastructure account” 
means the account established by subsection 
WNA). 

(24) PECHANGA SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT.— 
The term ‘“‘Pechanga Settlement Agree- 
ment”? means the Pechanga Settlement 
Agreement, dated June 17, 2014, together 
with the exhibits to that agreement, entered 
into by the Band, the United States on be- 
half of the Band, its members and Allottees, 
MWD, EMWD, and RCWD, including— 

(A) the Extension of Service Area Agree- 
ment; 

(B) the ESAA Capacity Agreement; and 

(C) the ESAA Water Delivery Agreement. 

(25) PECHANGA WATER CODE.—The term 
“Pechanga Water Code” means a water code 
to be adopted by the Band in accordance 
with subsection (d)(6). 
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(26) PECHANGA WATER FUND ACCOUNT.—The 
term ‘‘Pechanga Water Fund account” 
means the account established by subsection 
(n)(3)(C). 

(27) PECHANGA WATER QUALITY ACCOUNT.— 
The term ‘‘Pechanga Water Quality ac- 
count”? means the account established by 
subsection (h)(3)(D). 

(28) PERMANENT CAPACITY.—The term ‘‘Per- 
manent Capacity” has the meaning set forth 
in the ESAA Capacity Agreement. 

(29) PERMANENT CAPACITY NOTICE.—The 
term “Permanent Capacity Notice” has the 
meaning set forth in the ESAA Capacity 
Agreement. 

(30) RCWD.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘RCWD” means 
the Rancho California Water District orga- 
nized pursuant to section 34000 et seq. of the 
California Water Code. 

(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term “RCWD” in- 
cludes all real property owners for whom 
RCWD acts as an agent pursuant to an agen- 
cy agreement. 

(81) RECYCLED WATER INFRASTRUCTURE 
AGREEMENT.—The term ‘‘Recycled Water In- 
frastructure Agreement” means the ‘‘Agree- 
ment for Recycled Water Infrastructure” 
among the Band, RCWD, and the United 
States. 

(82) RECYCLED WATER TRANSFER AGREE- 
MENT.—The term ‘‘Recycled Water Transfer 
Agreement” means the ‘‘Recycled Water 
Transfer Agreement” between the Band and 
RCWD. 

(33) RESERVATION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘Reservation’’ 
means the land depicted on the map attached 
to the Pechanga Settlement Agreement as 
Exhibit I. 

(B) APPLICABILITY OF TERM.—The term 
“Reservation” shall be used solely for the 
purposes of the Pechanga Settlement Agree- 
ment, this section, and any judgment or de- 
cree issued by the Adjudication Court ap- 
proving the Pechanga Settlement Agree- 
ment. 

(34) SANTA MARGARITA RIVER WATERSHED.— 
The term “Santa Margarita River Water- 
shed” means the watershed that is the sub- 
ject of the Adjudication Proceeding and the 
Fallbrook Decree. 

(85) SECRETARY.—The term “Secretary” 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

(386) STATE.—The term “State” means the 
State of California. 

(87) STORAGE POND.—The term ‘Storage 
Pond” has the meaning set forth in the Re- 
cycled Water Infrastructure Agreement. 

(38) TRIBAL WATER RIGHT.—The term ‘‘Trib- 
al Water Right” means the water rights rati- 
fied, confirmed, and declared to be valid for 
the benefit of the Band and Allottees, as set 
forth and described in subsection (d). 

(c) APPROVAL OF THE PECHANGA SETTLE- 
MENT AGREEMENT.— 

(1) RATIFICATION OF PECHANGA SETTLEMENT 
AGREEMENT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as modified by 
this section, and to the extent that the 
Pechanga Settlement Agreement does not 
conflict with this section, the Pechanga Set- 
tlement Agreement is authorized, ratified, 
and confirmed. 

(B) AMENDMENTS.—Any amendment to the 
Pechanga Settlement Agreement is author- 
ized, ratified, and confirmed, to the extent 
that the amendment is executed to make the 
Pechanga Settlement Agreement consistent 
with this section. 

(2) EXECUTION OF PECHANGA SETTLEMENT 
AGREEMENT .— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—To the extent that the 
Pechanga Settlement Agreement does not 
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conflict with this section, the Secretary is 
directed to and promptly shall execute— 

(i) the Pechanga Settlement Agreement 
(including any exhibit to the Pechanga Set- 
tlement Agreement requiring the signature 
of the Secretary); and 

(ii) any amendment to the Pechanga Set- 
tlement Agreement necessary to make the 
Pechanga Settlement Agreement consistent 
with this section. 

(B) MODIFICATIONS.—Nothing in this sec- 
tion precludes the Secretary from approving 
modifications to exhibits to the Pechanga 
Settlement Agreement not inconsistent with 
this section, to the extent those modifica- 
tions do not otherwise require congressional 
approval pursuant to section 2116 of the Re- 
vised Statutes (25 U.S.C. 177) or other appli- 
cable Federal law. 

(3) ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—In implementing the 
Pechanga Settlement Agreement, the Sec- 
retary shall promptly comply with all appli- 
cable requirements of— 

(i) the National Environmental Policy Act 
of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4821 et seq.); 

(ii) the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16 
U.S.C. 1531 et seq.); 

(iii) all other applicable Federal environ- 
mental laws; and 

(iv) all regulations promulgated under the 
laws described in clauses (i) through (iii). 

(B) EXECUTION OF THE PECHANGA SETTLE- 
MENT AGREEMENT.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—Execution of the Pechanga 
Settlement Agreement by the Secretary 
under this subsection shall not constitute a 
major Federal action under the National En- 
vironmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4821 
et seq.). 

(ii) COMPLIANCE.—The Secretary is directed 
to carry out all Federal compliance nec- 
essary to implement the Pechanga Settle- 
ment Agreement. 

(C) LEAD AGENCY.—The Bureau of Reclama- 
tion shall be designated as the lead agency 
with respect to environmental compliance. 


(d) TRIBAL WATER RIGHT.— 

(1) INTENT OF CONGRESS.—It is the intent of 
Congress to provide to each Allottee benefits 
that are equal to or exceed the benefits 
Allottees possess as of the date of enactment 
of this section, taking into consideration— 

(A) the potential risks, cost, and time 
delay associated with litigation that would 
be resolved by the Pechanga Settlement 
Agreement and this section; 

(B) the availability of funding under this 
section; 

(C) the availability of water from the Trib- 
al Water Right and other water sources as 
set forth in the Pechanga Settlement Agree- 
ment; and 

(D) the applicability of section 7 of the Act 
of February 8, 1887 (25 U.S.C. 381), and this 
section to protect the interests of Allottees. 

(2) CONFIRMATION OF TRIBAL WATER RIGHT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—A Tribal Water Right of 
up to 4,994 acre-feet of water per year that, 
under natural conditions, is physically avail- 
able on the Reservation is confirmed in ac- 
cordance with the Findings of Fact and Con- 
clusions of Law set forth in Interlocutory 
Judgment No. 41, as affirmed by the 
Fallbrook Decree. 

(B) USE.—Subject to the terms of the 
Pechanga Settlement Agreement, this sec- 
tion, the Fallbrook Decree and applicable 
Federal law, the Band may use the Tribal 
Water Right for any purpose on the Reserva- 
tion. 

(3) HOLDING IN TRUST.—The Tribal Water 
Right, as set forth in paragraph (2), shall— 
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(A) be held in trust by the United States on 
behalf of the Band and the Allottees in ac- 
cordance with this subsection; 

(B) include the priority dates described in 
Interlocutory Judgment No. 41, as affirmed 
by the Fallbrook Decree; and 

(C) not be subject to forfeiture or abandon- 
ment. 

(4) ALLOTTEES.— 

(A) APPLICABILITY OF ACT OF FEBRUARY 8, 
1887.—The provisions of section 7 of the Act of 
February 8, 1887 (25 U.S.C. 381), relating to 
the use of water for irrigation purposes shall 
apply to the Tribal Water Right. 

(B) ENTITLEMENT TO WATER.—Any entitle- 
ment to water of allotted land located within 
the exterior boundaries of the Reservation 
under Federal law shall be satisfied from the 
Tribal Water Right. 

(C) ALLOCATIONS.—Allotted land located 
within the exterior boundaries of the Res- 
ervation shall be entitled to a just and equi- 
table allocation of water for irrigation and 
domestic purposes from the Tribal Water 
Right. 

(D) EXHAUSTION OF REMEDIES.—Before as- 
serting any claim against the United States 
under section 7 of the Act of February 8, 1887 
(25 U.S.C. 381), or any other applicable law, 
an Allottee shall exhaust remedies available 
under the Pechanga Water Code or other ap- 
plicable tribal law. 

(E) CLAIMS.—Following exhaustion of rem- 
edies available under the Pechanga Water 
Code or other applicable tribal law, an Allot- 
tee may seek relief under section 7 of the Act 
of February 8, 1887 (25 U.S.C. 381), or other 
applicable law. 

(F) AUTHORITY.—The Secretary shall have 
the authority to protect the rights of 
Allottees as specified in this subsection. 

(5) AUTHORITY OF BAND.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), the Band shall have au- 
thority to use, allocate, distribute, and lease 
the Tribal Water Right on the Reservation in 
accordance with— 

(i) the Pechanga Settlement Agreement; 
and 

(ii) applicable Federal law. 

(B) LEASES BY ALLOTTEES.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—An Allottee may lease any 
interest in land held by the Allottee, to- 
gether with any water right determined to 
be appurtenant to that interest in land. 

Gi) WATER RIGHT APPURTENANT.—Any 
water right determined to be appurtenant to 
an interest in land leased by an Allottee 
shall be used on the Reservation. 

(6) PECHANGA WATER CODE.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 18 months 
after the enforceability date, the Band shall 
enact a Pechanga Water Code, that provides 
for— 

(i) the management, regulation, and gov- 
ernance of all uses of the Tribal Water Right 
in accordance with the Pechanga Settlement 
Agreement; and 

(ii) establishment by the Band of condi- 
tions, permit requirements, and other limi- 
tations relating to the storage, recovery, and 
use of the Tribal Water Right in accordance 
with the Pechanga Settlement Agreement. 

(B) INCLUSIONS.—The Pechanga Water Code 
shall provide— 

(i) that allocations of water to Allottees 
shall be satisfied with water from the Tribal 
Water Right; 

(ii) that charges for delivery of water for 
irrigation purposes for Allottees shall be as- 
sessed in accordance with section 7 of the 
Act of February 8, 1887 (25 U.S.C. 381); 
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(iii) a process by which an Allottee (or any 
successor in interest to an Allottee) may re- 
quest that the Band provide water for irriga- 
tion or domestic purposes in accordance with 
this section; 

(iv) a due process system for the consider- 
ation and determination by the Band of any 
request by an Allottee (or any successor in 
interest to an Allottee) for an allocation of 
such water for irrigation or domestic pur- 
poses on allotted land, including a process 
for— 

(I) appeal and adjudication of any denied or 
disputed distribution of water; and 

(II) resolution of any contested administra- 
tive decision; and 

(v) a requirement that any Allottee (or any 
successor in interest to an Allottee) with a 
claim relating to the enforcement of rights 
of the Allottee (or any successor in interest 
to an Allottee) under the Pechanga Water 
Code or relating to the amount of water allo- 
cated to land of the Allottee must first ex- 
haust remedies available to the Allottee 
under tribal law and the Pechanga Water 
Code before initiating an action against the 
United States or petitioning the Secretary 
pursuant to paragraph (4)(D). 

(C) ACTION BY SECRETARY.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
minister the Tribal Water Right until 
Pechanga Water Code is enacted and 
proved under this subsection. 

(ii) APPROVAL.—Any provision of the 
Pechanga Water Code and any amendment to 
the Pechanga Water Code that affects the 
rights of Allottees— 

(I) shall be subject to the approval of the 
Secretary; and 

(II) shall not be valid until approved by the 
Secretary. 

(iii) APPROVAL PERIOD.—The Secretary 
shall approve or disapprove the Pechanga 
Water Code within a reasonable period of 
time after the date on which the Band sub- 
mits the Pechanga Water Code to the Sec- 
retary for approval. 

(7) EFFECT.—Except as otherwise specifi- 
cally provided in this section, nothing in this 
section— 

(A) authorizes any action by an Allottee 
(or any successor in interest to an Allottee) 
against any individual or entity, or against 
the Band, under Federal, State, tribal, or 
local law; or 

(B) alters or affects the status of any ac- 
tion pursuant to section 1491(a) of title 28, 
United States Code. 

(e) SATISFACTION OF CLAIMS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The benefits provided to 
the Band under the Pechanga Settlement 
Agreement and this Act shall be in complete 
replacement of, complete substitution for, 
and full satisfaction of all claims of the Band 
against the United States that are waived 
and released pursuant to subsection (f). 

(2) ALLOTTEE CLAIMS.—The benefits real- 
ized by the Allottees under this section shall 
be in complete replacement of, complete sub- 
stitution for, and full satisfaction of— 

(A) all claims that are waived and released 
pursuant to subsection (f); and 

(B) any claims of the Allottees against the 
United States that the Allottees have or 
could have asserted that are similar in na- 
ture to any claim described in subsection (f). 

(3) NO RECOGNITION OF WATER RIGHTS.—Ex- 
cept as provided in subsection (d)(4), nothing 
in this section recognizes or establishes any 
right of a member of the Band or an Allottee 
to water within the Reservation. 

(4) CLAIMS RELATING TO DEVELOPMENT OF 
WATER FOR RESERVATION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The amounts authorized 
to be appropriated pursuant to subsection (j) 


ad- 
the 
ap- 
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shall be used to satisfy any claim of the 
Allottees against the United States with re- 
spect to the development or protection of 
water resources for the Reservation. 

(B) SATISFACTION OF CLAIMS.—Upon the 
complete appropriation of amounts author- 
ized pursuant to subsection (j), any claim of 
the Allottees against the United States with 
respect to the development or protection of 
water resources for the Reservation shall be 
deemed to have been satisfied. 

(f) WAIVER OF CLAIMS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.— 

(A) WAIVER OF CLAIMS BY THE BAND AND THE 
UNITED STATES ACTING IN ITS CAPACITY AS 
TRUSTEE FOR THE BAND.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the retention of 
rights set forth in paragraph (8), in return 
for recognition of the Tribal Water Right 
and other benefits as set forth in the 
Pechanga Settlement Agreement and this 
section, the Band, on behalf of itself and the 
members of the Band (but not on behalf of a 
tribal member in the capacity of Allottee), 
and the United States, acting as trustee for 
the Band, are authorized and directed to exe- 
cute a waiver and release of all claims for 
water rights within the Santa Margarita 
River Watershed that the Band, or the 
United States acting as trustee for the Band, 
asserted or could have asserted in any pro- 
ceeding, including the Adjudication Pro- 
ceeding, except to the extent that such 
rights are recognized in the Pechanga Settle- 
ment Agreement and this section. 

(ii) CLAIMS AGAINST RCWD.—Subject to the 
retention of rights set forth in paragraph (3) 
and notwithstanding any provisions to the 
contrary in the Pechanga Settlement Agree- 
ment, the Band and the United States, on be- 
half of the Band and Allottees, fully release, 
acquit, and discharge RCWD from— 

(I) claims for injuries to water rights in 
the Santa Margarita River Watershed for 
land located within the Reservation arising 
or occurring at any time up to and including 
June 30, 2009; 

(II) claims for injuries to water rights in 
the Santa Margarita River Watershed for 
land located within the Reservation arising 
or occurring at any time after June 30, 2009, 
resulting from the diversion or use of water 
in a manner not in violation of the Pechanga 
Settlement Agreement or this section; 

(III) claims for subsidence damage to land 
located within the Reservation arising or oc- 
curring at any time up to and including June 
30, 2009; 

(IV) claims for subsidence damage arising 
or occurring after June 30, 2009, to land lo- 
cated within the Reservation resulting from 
the diversion of underground water in a man- 
ner consistent with the Pechanga Settle- 
ment Agreement or this section; and 

(V) claims arising out of, or relating in any 
manner to, the negotiation or execution of 
the Pechanga Settlement Agreement or the 
negotiation or execution of this section. 

(B) CLAIMS BY THE UNITED STATES ACTING IN 
ITS CAPACITY AS TRUSTEE FOR ALLOTTEES.— 
Subject to the retention of claims set forth 
in paragraph (8), in return for recognition of 
the water rights of the Band and other bene- 
fits as set forth in the Pechanga Settlement 
Agreement and this section, the United 
States, acting as trustee for Allottees, is au- 
thorized and directed to execute a waiver 
and release of all claims for water rights 
within the Santa Margarita River Watershed 
that the United States, acting as trustee for 
the Allottees, asserted or could have as- 
serted in any proceeding, including the Adju- 
dication Proceeding. 

(C) CLAIMS BY THE BAND AGAINST THE 
UNITED STATES.—Subject to the retention of 
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rights set forth in paragraph (3), the Band, 
on behalf of itself and the members of the 
Band (but not on behalf of a tribal member 
in the capacity of Allottee), is authorized to 
execute a waiver and release of— 

(i) all claims against the United States (in- 
cluding the agencies and employees of the 
United States) relating to claims for water 
rights in, or water of, the Santa Margarita 
River Watershed that the United States, act- 
ing in its capacity as trustee for the Band, 
asserted, or could have asserted, in any pro- 
ceeding, including the Adjudication Pro- 
ceeding, except to the extent that those 
rights are recognized in the Pechanga Settle- 
ment Agreement and this section; 

(ii) all claims against the United States 
(including the agencies and employees of the 
United States) relating to damages, losses, 
or injuries to water, water rights, land, or 
natural resources due to loss of water or 
water rights (including damages, losses or 
injuries to hunting, fishing, gathering, or 
cultural rights due to loss of water or water 
rights, claims relating to interference with, 
diversion, or taking of water or water rights, 
or claims relating to failure to protect, ac- 
quire, replace, or develop water, water 
rights, or water infrastructure) in the Santa 
Margarita River Watershed that first ac- 
crued at any time up to and including the 
enforceability date; 

(iii) all claims against the United States 
(including the agencies and employees of the 
United States) relating to the pending litiga- 
tion of claims relating to the water rights of 
the Band in the Adjudication Proceeding; 
and 

(iv) all claims against the United States 
(including the agencies and employees of the 
United States) relating to the negotiation or 
execution of the Pechanga Settlement 
Agreement or the negotiation or execution 
of this section. 

(2) EFFECTIVENESS OF WAIVERS AND RE- 
LEASES.—The waivers under paragraph (1) 
shall take effect on the enforceability date. 

(3) RESERVATION OF RIGHTS AND RETENTION 
OF CLAIMS.—Notwithstanding the waivers 
and releases authorized in this section, the 
Band, on behalf of itself and the members of 
the Band, and the United States, acting in 
its capacity as trustee for the Band and 
Allottees, retain— 

(A) all claims for enforcement of the 
Pechanga Settlement Agreement and this 
section; 

(B) all claims against any person or entity 
other than the United States and RCWD, in- 
cluding claims for monetary damages; 

(C) all claims for water rights that are out- 
side the jurisdiction of the Adjudication 
Court; 

(D) all rights to use and protect water 
rights acquired on or after the enforceability 
date; and 

(Œ) all remedies, privileges, immunities, 
powers, and claims, including claims for 
water rights, not specifically waived and re- 
leased pursuant to this section and the 
Pechanga Settlement Agreement. 

(4) EFFECT OF PECHANGA SETTLEMENT 
AGREEMENT AND AcT.—Nothing in the 
Pechanga Settlement Agreement or this sec- 
tion— 

(A) affects the ability of the United States, 
acting as sovereign, to take actions author- 
ized by law, including any laws relating to 
health, safety, or the environment, includ- 
ing— 

(i) the Comprehensive Environmental Re- 
sponse, Compensation, and Liability Act of 
1980 (42 U.S.C. 9601 et seq.); 

(ii) the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 
300f et seq.); 
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(iii) the Federal Water Pollution Control 
Act (83 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.); and 

(iv) any regulations implementing the Acts 
described in clauses (i) through (iii); 

(B) affects the ability of the United States 
to take actions acting as trustee for any 
other Indian tribe or an Allottee of any 
other Indian tribe; 


(C) confers jurisdiction on any State 
court— 
(i) to interpret Federal law regarding 


health, safety, or the environment; 

(ii) to determine the duties of the United 
States or other parties pursuant to Federal 
law regarding health, safety, or the environ- 
ment; or 

(iii) to conduct judicial review of Federal 
agency action; 

(D) waives any claim of a member of the 
Band in an individual capacity that does not 
derive from a right of the Band; 

(E) limits any funding that RCWD would 
otherwise be authorized to receive under any 
Federal law, including, the Reclamation 
Wastewater and Groundwater Study and Fa- 
cilities Act (48 U.S.C. 390h et seq.) as that 
Act applies to permanent facilities for water 
recycling, demineralization, and desalina- 
tion, and distribution of nonpotable water 
supplies in Southern Riverside County, Cali- 
fornia; 

(F) characterizes any amounts received by 
RCWD under the Pechanga Settlement 
Agreement or this section as Federal for pur- 
poses of section 1649 of the Reclamation 
Wastewater and Groundwater Study and Fa- 
cilities Act (43 U.S.C. 390h-82); or 

(G) affects the requirement of any party to 
the Pechanga Settlement Agreement or any 
of the exhibits to the Pechanga Settlement 
Agreement to comply with the National En- 
vironmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 
et seq.) or the California Environmental 
Quality Act (Cal. Pub. Res. Code 21000 et 
seq.) prior to performing the respective obli- 
gations of that party under the Pechanga 
Settlement Agreement or any of the exhibits 
to the Pechanga Settlement Agreement. 

(5) ENFORCEABILITY DATE.—The_ enforce- 
ability date shall be the date on which the 
Secretary publishes in the Federal Register a 
statement of findings that— 

(A) the Adjudication Court has approved 
and entered a judgment and decree approving 
the Pechanga Settlement Agreement in sub- 
stantially the same form as Appendix 2 to 
the Pechanga Settlement Agreement; 

(B) all amounts authorized by this section 
have been deposited in the Fund; 

(C) the waivers and releases authorized in 
paragraph (1) have been executed by the 
Band and the Secretary; 

(D) the Extension of Service Area Agree- 
ment— 

(i) has been approved and executed by all 
the parties to the Extension of Service Area 
Agreement; and 

(ii) is effective and enforceable in accord- 
ance with the terms of the Extension of 
Service Area Agreement; and 

(E) the ESAA Water Delivery Agreement— 

(i) has been approved and executed by all 
the parties to the ESAA Water Delivery 
Agreement; and 

(ii) is effective and enforceable in accord- 
ance with the terms of the ESAA Water De- 
livery Agreement. 

(6) TOLLING OF CLAIMS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Each applicable period of 
limitation and time-based equitable defense 
relating to a claim described in this sub- 
section shall be tolled for the period begin- 
ning on the date of enactment of this Act 
and ending on the earlier of— 
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(i) April 30, 2030, or such alternate date 
after April 30, 2030, as is agreed to by the 
Band and the Secretary; or 

(ii) the enforceability date. 

(B) EFFECTS OF SUBSECTION.—Nothing in 
this subsection revives any claim or tolls 
any period of limitation or time-based equi- 
table defense that expired before the date of 
enactment of this Act. 

(C) LIMITATION.—Nothing in this sub- 
section precludes the tolling of any period of 
limitations or any time-based equitable de- 
fense under any other applicable law. 

(7) TERMINATION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—TIf all of the amounts au- 
thorized to be appropriated to the Secretary 
pursuant to this section have not been made 
available to the Secretary by April 30, 2030— 

(i) the waivers authorized by this sub- 
section shall expire and have no force or ef- 
fect; and 

(ii) all statutes of limitations applicable to 
any claim otherwise waived under this sub- 
section shall be tolled until April 30, 2030. 

(B) VOIDING OF WAIVERS.—If a waiver au- 
thorized by this subsection is void under sub- 
paragraph (A)— 

(i) the approval of the United States of the 
Pechanga Settlement Agreement under sub- 
section (c) shall be void and have no further 
force or effect; 

(ii) any unexpended Federal amounts ap- 
propriated or made available to carry out 
this section, together with any interest 
earned on those amounts, and any water 
rights or contracts to use water and title to 
other property acquired or constructed with 
Federal amounts appropriated or made avail- 
able to carry out this section shall be re- 
turned to the Federal Government, unless 
otherwise agreed to by the Band and the 
United States and approved by Congress; and 

(iii) except for Federal amounts used to ac- 
quire or develop property that is returned to 
the Federal Government under clause (ii), 
the United States shall be entitled to set off 
any Federal amounts appropriated or made 
available to carry out this section that were 
expended or withdrawn, together with any 
interest accrued, against any claims against 
the United States relating to water rights 
asserted by the Band or Allottees in any fu- 
ture settlement of the water rights of the 
Band or Allottees. 

(g) WATER FACILITIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall, sub- 
ject to the availability of appropriations, 
using amounts from the designated accounts 
of the Fund, provide the amounts necessary 
to fulfill the obligations of the Band under 
the Recycled Water Infrastructure Agree- 
ment and the ESAA Capacity Agreement, in 
an amount not to exceed the amounts depos- 
ited in the designated accounts for such pur- 
poses plus any interest accrued on such 
amounts from the date of deposit in the 
Fund to the date of disbursement from the 
Fund, in accordance with this section and 
the terms and conditions of those agree- 
ments. 

(2) NONREIMBURSABILITY OF COSTS.—All 
costs incurred by the Secretary in carrying 
out this subsection shall be nonreimburs- 
able. 

(3) RECYCLED WATER INFRASTRUCTURE.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall, 
using amounts from the Pechanga Recycled 
Water Infrastructure account, provide 
amounts for the Storage Pond in accordance 
with this paragraph. 

(B) STORAGE POND.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall, sub- 
ject to the availability of appropriations, 
provide the amounts necessary to fulfill the 
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obligations of the Band under the Recycled 
Water Infrastructure Agreement for the de- 
sign and construction of the Storage Pond, 
in an amount not to exceed $2,656,374. 

(ii) PROCEDURE.—The procedure for the 
Secretary to provide amounts pursuant to 
this paragraph shall be as set forth in the 
Recycled Water Infrastructure Agreement. 

(iii) LEAD AGENCY.—The Bureau of Rec- 
lamation shall be the lead agency for pur- 
poses of the implementation of this para- 
graph. 

(iv) LIABILITY.—The United States shall 
have no responsibility or liability for the 
Storage Pond. 

(4) ESAA DELIVERY CAPACITY.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall, 
using amounts from the Pechanga ESAA De- 
livery Capacity account, provide amounts for 
Interim Capacity and Permanent Capacity in 
accordance with this paragraph. 

(B) INTERIM CAPACITY.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall, sub- 
ject to the availability of appropriations, 
using amounts from the ESAA Delivery Ca- 
pacity account, provide amounts necessary 
to fulfill the obligations of the Band under 
the ESAA Capacity Agreement for the provi- 
sion by RCWD of Interim Capacity to the 
Band in an amount not to exceed $1,000,000. 

(ii) PROCEDURE.—The procedure for the 
Secretary to provide amounts pursuant to 
this subparagraph shall be as set forth in the 
ESAA Capacity Agreement. 

(iii) LEAD AGENCY.—The Bureau of Rec- 
lamation shall be the lead agency for pur- 
poses of the implementation of this subpara- 
graph. 

(iv) LIABILITY.—The United States shall 
have no responsibility or liability for the In- 
terim Capacity to be provided by RCWD. 

(v) TRANSFER TO BAND.—If RCWD does not 
provide the Interim Capacity Notice required 
pursuant to the ESAA Capacity Agreement 
by the date that is 60 days after the date re- 
quired under the ESAA Capacity Agreement, 
the amounts in the Pechanga ESAA Delivery 
Capacity account for purposes of the provi- 
sion of Interim Capacity and Permanent Ca- 
pacity, including any interest that has ac- 
crued on those amounts, shall be available 
for use by the Band to provide alternative in- 
terim capacity in a manner that is similar to 
the Interim Capacity and Permanent Capac- 
ity that the Band would have received had 
RCWD provided such Interim Capacity and 
Permanent Capacity. 

(C) PERMANENT CAPACITY.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—On receipt of the Perma- 
nent Capacity Notice pursuant to section 
5(b) of the ESAA Capacity Agreement, the 
Secretary, acting through the Bureau of Rec- 
lamation, shall enter into negotiations with 
RCWD and the Band to establish an agree- 
ment that will allow for the disbursement of 
amounts from the Pechanga ESAA Delivery 
Capacity account in accordance with clause 
(ii). 

(ii) SCHEDULE OF DISBURSEMENT.—Subject 
to the availability of amounts under sub- 
section (h)(5), on execution of the ESAA Ca- 
pacity Agreement, the Secretary shall, sub- 
ject to the availability of appropriations and 
using amounts from the ESAA Delivery Ca- 
pacity account, provide amounts necessary 
to fulfill the obligations of the Band under 
the ESAA Capacity Agreement for the provi- 
sion by RCWD of Permanent Capacity to the 
Band in an amount not to exceed the amount 
available in the ESAA Delivery Capacity ac- 
count as of the date on which the ESAA Ca- 
pacity Agreement is executed. 

(iii) PROCEDURE.—The procedure for the 
Secretary to provide funds pursuant to this 
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subparagraph shall be as set forth in the 
ESAA Capacity Agreement. 

(iv) LEAD AGENCY.—The Bureau of Rec- 
lamation shall be the lead agency for pur- 
poses of the implementation of this subpara- 
graph. 

(v) LIABILITY.—The United States shall 
have no responsibility or liability for the 
Permanent Capacity to be provided by 
RCWD. 

(vi) TRANSFER TO BAND.—If RCWD does not 
provide the Permanent Capacity Notice re- 
quired pursuant to the ESAA Capacity 
Agreement by the date that is 5 years after 
the enforceability date, the amounts in the 
Pechanga ESAA Delivery Capacity account 
for purposes of the provision of Permanent 
Capacity, including any interest that has ac- 
crued on those amounts, shall be available 
for use by the Band to provide alternative 
permanent capacity in a manner that is 
similar to the Permanent Capacity that the 
Band would have received had RCWD pro- 
vided such Permanent Capacity. 

(h) PECHANGA SETTLEMENT FUND.— 

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
in the Treasury of the United States a fund 
to be known as the ‘‘Pechanga Settlement 
Fund’’, to be managed, invested, and distrib- 
uted by the Secretary and to be available 
until expended, and, together with any inter- 
est earned on those amounts, to be used sole- 
ly for the purpose of carrying out this sec- 
tion. 

(2) TRANSFERS TO FUND.—The Fund shall 
consist of such amounts as are deposited in 
the Fund under subsection (j), together with 
any interest earned on those amounts, which 
shall be available in accordance with para- 
graph (5). 

(3) ACCOUNTS OF PECHANGA SETTLEMENT 
FUND.—The Secretary shall establish in the 
Fund the following accounts: 

(A) Pechanga Recycled Water Infrastruc- 
ture account, consisting of amounts author- 
ized pursuant to subsection (j)(1). 

(B) Pechanga ESAA Delivery Capacity ac- 
count, consisting of amounts authorized pur- 
suant to subsection (j)(2). 

(C) Pechanga Water Fund account, con- 
sisting of amounts authorized pursuant to 
subsection (j)(3). 

(D) Pechanga Water Quality account, con- 
sisting of amounts authorized pursuant to 
subsection (j)(4). 

(4) MANAGEMENT OF FUND.—The Secretary 
shall manage, invest, and distribute all 
amounts in the Fund in a manner that is 
consistent with the investment authority of 
the Secretary under— 

(A) the first section of the Act of June 24, 
1938 (25 U.S.C. 162a); 

(B) the American Indian Trust Fund Man- 
agement Reform Act of 1994 (25 U.S.C. 4001 et 
seq.); and 

(C) this subsection. 

(5) AVAILABILITY OF AMOUNTS.—Amounts 
appropriated to, and deposited in, the Fund, 
including any investment earnings accrued 
from the date of deposit in the Fund through 
the date of disbursement from the Fund, 
shall be made available to the Band by the 
Secretary beginning on the enforceability 
date. 

(6) WITHDRAWALS BY BAND PURSUANT TO THE 
AMERICAN INDIAN TRUST FUND MANAGEMENT 
REFORM ACT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Band may withdraw 
all or part of the amounts in the Fund on ap- 
proval by the Secretary of a tribal manage- 
ment plan submitted by the Band in accord- 
ance with the American Indian Trust Fund 
Management Reform Act of 1994 (25 U.S.C. 
4001 et seq.). 
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(B) REQUIREMENTS.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—In addition to the require- 
ments under the American Indian Trust 
Fund Management Reform Act of 1994 (25 
U.S.C. 4001 et seq.), the tribal management 
plan under subparagraph (A) shall require 
that the Band shall spend all amounts with- 
drawn from the Fund in accordance with this 
section. 

(ii) ENFORCEMENT.—The Secretary may 
carry out such judicial or administrative ac- 
tions as the Secretary determines to be nec- 
essary to enforce the tribal management 
plan to ensure that amounts withdrawn by 
the Band from the Fund under this para- 
graph are used in accordance with this sec- 
tion. 

(7) WITHDRAWALS BY BAND PURSUANT TO AN 
EXPENDITURE PLAN.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Band may submit an 
expenditure plan for approval by the Sec- 
retary requesting that all or part of the 
amounts in the Fund be disbursed in accord- 
ance with the plan. 

(B) REQUIREMENTS.—The expenditure plan 
under subparagraph (A) shall include a de- 
scription of the manner and purpose for 
which the amounts proposed to be disbursed 
from the Fund will be used, in accordance 
with paragraph (8). 

(C) APPROVAL.—If the Secretary deter- 
mines that an expenditure plan submitted 
under this subsection is consistent with the 
purposes of this section, the Secretary shall 
approve the plan. 

(D) ENFORCEMENT.—The Secretary may 
carry out such judicial or administrative ac- 
tions as the Secretary determines necessary 
to enforce an expenditure plan to ensure that 
amounts disbursed under this paragraph are 
used in accordance with this section. 

(8) USES.—Amounts from the Fund shall be 
used by the Band for the following purposes: 

(A) PECHANGA RECYCLED WATER INFRA- 
STRUCTURE ACCOUNT.—The Pechanga Recy- 
cled Water Infrastructure account shall be 
used for expenditures by the Band in accord- 
ance with subsection (g)(8). 

(B) PECHANGA ESAA DELIVERY CAPACITY AC- 
COUNT.—The Pechanga ESAA Delivery Ca- 
pacity account shall be used for expenditures 
by the Band in accordance with subsection 
(g)(4). 

(C) PECHANGA WATER FUND ACCOUNT.—The 
Pechanga Water Fund account shall be used 
for— 

(i) payment of the EMWD Connection Fee; 

(ii) payment of the MWD Connection Fee; 
and 

(iii) any expenses, charges, or fees incurred 
by the Band in connection with the delivery 
or use of water pursuant to the Pechanga 
Settlement Agreement. 

(D) PECHANGA WATER QUALITY ACCOUNT.— 
The Pechanga Water Quality account shall 
be used by the Band to fund groundwater de- 
salination activities within the Wolf Valley 
Basin. 

(9) LIABILITY.—The Secretary and the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury shall not be liable for 
the expenditure of, or the investment of any 
amounts withdrawn from, the Fund by the 
Band under paragraph (6) or (7). 

(10) NO PER CAPITA DISTRIBUTIONS.—No por- 
tion of the Fund shall be distributed on a per 
capita basis to any member of the Band. 

(i) MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS.— 

(1) WAIVER OF SOVEREIGN IMMUNITY BY THE 
UNITED STATES.—Except as provided in sub- 
sections (a) through (c) of section 208 of the 
Department of Justice Appropriation Act, 
1953 (48 U.S.C. 666), nothing in this section 
waives the sovereign immunity of the United 
States. 
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(2) OTHER TRIBES NOT ADVERSELY AF- 
FECTED.—Nothing in this section quantifies 
or diminishes any land or water right, or any 
claim or entitlement to land or water, of an 
Indian tribe, band, or community other than 
the Band. 

(3) LIMITATION ON CLAIMS FOR REIMBURSE- 
MENT.—With respect to Indian land within 
the Reservation— 

(A) the United States shall not submit 
against any Indian-owned land located with- 
in the Reservation any claim for reimburse- 
ment of the cost to the United States of car- 
rying out this section and the Pechanga Set- 
tlement Agreement; and 

(B) no assessment of any Indian-owned 
land located within the Reservation shall be 
made regarding that cost. 

(4) EFFECT ON CURRENT LAW.—Nothing in 
this subsection affects any provision of law 
(including regulations) in effect on the day 
before the date of enactment of this Act with 
respect to preenforcement review of any Fed- 
eral environmental enforcement action. 

(j) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

(1) PECHANGA RECYCLED WATER INFRASTRUC- 
TURE ACCOUNT.—There is authorized to be ap- 
propriated $2,656,374, for deposit in the 
Pechanga Recycled Water Infrastructure ac- 
count, to carry out the activities described 
in subsection (g)(38). 

(2) PECHANGA ESAA DELIVERY CAPACITY AC- 
COUNT.—There is authorized to be appro- 
priated $17,900,000, for deposit in the 
Pechanga ESAA Delivery Capacity account, 
which amount shall be adjusted for changes 
in construction costs since June 30, 2009, as 
is indicated by ENR Construction Cost 
Index, 20-City Average, as applicable to the 
types of construction required for the Band 
to provide the infrastructure necessary for 
the Band to provide the Interim Capacity 
and Permanent Capacity in the event that 
RCWD elects not to provide the Interim Ca- 
pacity or Permanent Capacity as set forth in 
the ESAA Capacity Agreement and con- 
templated in subparagraphs (B)(v) and (C)(vi) 
of subsection (g)(4), with such adjustment 
ending on the date on which funds author- 
ized to be appropriated under this subsection 
have been deposited in the Fund. 

(3) PECHANGA WATER FUND ACCOUNT.—There 
is authorized to be appropriated $5,483,653, 
for deposit in the Pechanga Water Fund ac- 
count, which amount shall be adjusted for 
changes in appropriate cost indices since 
June 30, 2009, with such adjustment ending 
on the date of deposit in the Fund, for the 
purposes set forth in subsection (h)(8)(C). 

(4) PECHANGA WATER QUALITY ACCOUNT.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated 
$2,460,000, for deposit in the Pechanga Water 
Quality account, which amount shall be ad- 
justed for changes in appropriate cost indices 
since June 30, 2009, with such adjustment 
ending on the date of deposit in the Fund, for 
the purposes set forth in subsection (h)(8)(D). 

(k) REPEAL ON FAILURE OF ENFORCEABILITY 
DATE.—If the Secretary does not publish a 
statement of findings under subsection (f)(5) 
by April 30, 2021, or such alternative later 
date as is agreed to by the Band and the Sec- 
retary, as applicable— 

(1) this section is repealed effective on the 
later of May 1, 2021, or the day after the al- 
ternative date agreed to by the Band and the 
Secretary; 

(2) any action taken by the Secretary and 
any contract or agreement pursuant to the 
authority provided under any provision of 
this section shall be void; 

(3) any amounts appropriated under sub- 
section (j), together with any interest on 
those amounts, shall immediately revert to 
the general fund of the Treasury; and 
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(4) any amounts made available under sub- 
section (j) that remain unexpended shall im- 
mediately revert to the general fund of the 
Treasury. 

(1) ANTIDEFICIENCY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any au- 
thorization of appropriations to carry out 
this section, the expenditure or advance of 
any funds, and the performance of any obli- 
gation by the Department in any capacity, 
pursuant to this section shall be contingent 
on the appropriation of funds for that ex- 
penditure, advance, or performance. 

(2) LIABILITY.—The Department of the In- 
terior shall not be liable for the failure to 
carry out any obligation or activity author- 
ized by this section if adequate appropria- 
tions are not provided to carry out this sec- 
tion. 

SEC. 8010. GOLD KING MINE SPILL RECOVERY. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘‘Adminis- 
trator” means the Administrator of the En- 
vironmental Protection Agency. 

(2) CLAIMANT.—The term  ‘‘claimant’’ 
means a State, Indian tribe, or local govern- 
ment that submits a claim under subsection 
(c). 

(8) GOLD KING MINE RELEASE.—The term 
“Gold King Mine release” means the dis- 
charge on August 5, 2015, of approximately 
3,000,000 gallons of contaminated water from 
the Gold King Mine north of Silverton, Colo- 
rado, into Cement Creek that occurred while 
contractors of the Environmental Protection 
Agency were conducting an investigation of 
the Gold King Mine to assess mine condi- 
tions. 

(4) NATIONAL CONTINGENCY PLAN.—The term 
“National Contingency Plan” means the Na- 
tional Contingency Plan prepared and pub- 
lished under part 300 of title 40, Code of Fed- 
eral Regulations (or successor regulations). 

(5) RESPONSE.—The term ‘“‘response’’ has 
the meaning given the term in section 101 of 
the Comprehensive Environmental Response, 
Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 (42 
U.S.C. 9601). 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the Administrator should re- 
ceive and process, as expeditiously as pos- 
sible, claims under chapter 171 of title 28, 
United States Code (commonly known as the 
“Federal Tort Claims Act’’) for any injury 
arising out of the Gold King Mine release. 

(c) GOLD KING MINE RELEASE CLAIMS PUR- 
SUANT TO THE COMPREHENSIVE ENVIRON- 
MENTAL RESPONSE, COMPENSATION, AND LI- 
ABILITY ACT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall, 
consistent with the National Contingency 
Plan, receive and process under the Com- 
prehensive Environmental Response, Com- 
pensation, and Liability Act of 1980 (42 
U.S.C. 9601 et seq.), and pay from appropria- 
tions made available to the Administrator to 
carry out that Act, any claim made by a 
State, Indian tribe, or local government for 
eligible response costs relating to the Gold 
King Mine release. 

(2) ELIGIBLE RESPONSE COSTS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Response costs incurred 
between August 5, 2015, and September 9, 
2016, are eligible for payment by the Admin- 
istrator under this subsection, without prior 
approval by the Administrator, if the re- 
sponse costs are not inconsistent with the 
National Contingency Plan. 

(B) PRIOR APPROVAL REQUIRED.—Response 
costs incurred after September 9, 2016, are el- 
igible for payment by the Administrator 
under this subsection if— 

(i) the Administrator approves the re- 
sponse costs under section 111(a)(2) of the 
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Comprehensive Environmental Response, 
Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 (42 
U.S.C. 9611(a)(2)); and 

(ii) the response costs are not inconsistent 
with the National Contingency Plan. 

(3) PRESUMPTION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 
consider response costs claimed under para- 
graph (1) to be eligible response costs if a 
reasonable basis exists to establish that the 
response costs are not inconsistent with the 
National Contingency Plan. 

(B) APPLICABLE STANDARD.—In determining 
whether a response cost is not inconsistent 
with the National Contingency Plan, the Ad- 
ministrator shall apply the same standard 
that the United States applies in seeking re- 
covery of the response costs of the United 
States from responsible parties under section 
107 of the Comprehensive Environmental Re- 
sponse, Compensation, and Liability Act of 
1980 (42 U.S.C. 9607). 

(4) TIMING.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator shall make a decision on, and 
pay, any eligible response costs submitted to 
the Administrator before that date of enact- 
ment. 

(B) SUBSEQUENTLY FILED CLAIMS.—Not later 
than 90 days after the date on which a claim 
is submitted to the Administrator, the Ad- 
ministrator shall make a decision on, and 
pay, any eligible response costs. 

(C) DEADLINE.—AI1 claims under this sub- 
section shall be submitted to the Adminis- 
trator not later than 180 days after the date 
of enactment of this Act. 

(D) NOTIFICATION.—Not later than 30 days 
after the date on which the Administrator 
makes a decision under subparagraph (A) or 
(B), the Administrator shall notify the 
claimant of the decision. 

(d) WATER QUALITY PROGRAM.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—In response to the Gold 
King Mine release, the Administrator, in 
conjunction with affected States, Indian 
tribes, and local governments, shall, subject 
to the availability of appropriations, develop 
and implement a program for long-term 
water quality monitoring of rivers contami- 
nated by the Gold King Mine release. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—In carrying out the 
program described in paragraph (1), the Ad- 
ministrator, in conjunction with affected 
States, Indian tribes, and local governments, 
shall— 

(A) collect water quality samples and sedi- 
ment data; 

(B) provide the public with a means of 
viewing the water quality sample results and 
sediment data referred to in subparagraph 
(A) by, at a minimum, posting the informa- 
tion on the website of the Administrator; 

(C) take any other reasonable measure nec- 
essary to assist affected States, Indian 
tribes, and local governments with long-term 
water monitoring; and 

(D) carry out additional program activities 
related to long-term water quality moni- 
toring that the Administrator determines to 
be necessary. 

(3) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Administrator such sums as may be nec- 
essary to carry out this subsection, includ- 
ing the reimbursement of affected States, In- 
dian tribes, and local governments for the 
costs of long-term water quality monitoring 
of any river contaminated by the Adminis- 
trator. 

(e) EXISTING STATE AND TRIBAL LAW.— 
Nothing in this section affects the jurisdic- 
tion or authority of any department, agency, 
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or officer of any State government or any In- 
dian tribe. 

(f) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—Nothing in this sec- 
tion affects any right of any State, Indian 
tribe, or other person to bring a claim 
against the United States for response costs 
or natural resources damages pursuant to 
section 107 of the Comprehensive Environ- 
mental Response, Compensation, and Liabil- 
ity Act of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 9607). 

SEC. 8011. REPORTS BY THE COMPTROLLER GEN- 
ERAL. 

Not later than 5 years after the date of en- 
actment of this Act, the Comptroller General 
of the United States shall conduct the fol- 
lowing reviews and submit to Congress re- 
ports describing the results of the reviews: 

(1) A review of the implementation and ef- 
fectiveness of the Columbia River Basin res- 
toration program authorized under part V of 
subtitle F of title VII. 

(2) A review of the implementation and ef- 
fectiveness of watercraft inspection stations 
established by the Secretary under section 
104 of the River and Harbor Act of 1958 (33 
U.S.C. 610) in preventing the spread of aquat- 
ic invasive species at reservoirs operated and 
maintained by the Secretary. 

SEC. 8012. SENSE OF CONGRESS. 

It is the sense of Congress that— 

(1) State water quality standards that im- 
pact the disposal of dredged material should 
be developed collaboratively, with input 
from all relevant stakeholders; 

(2) Open-water disposal of dredged material 
should be reduced to the maximum extent 
practicable; 

(3) Where practicable, the preference is for 
disputes between states related to the dis- 
posal of dredged material and the protection 
of water quality to be resolved between the 
states in accordance with regional plans and 
involving regional bodies. 

SEC. 8013. BUREAU OF RECLAMATION DAKOTAS 
AREA OFFICE PERMIT FEES FOR 
CABINS AND TRAILERS. 

During the period ending 5 years after the 
date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
of the Interior shall not increase the permit 
fee for a cabin or trailer on land in the State 
of North Dakota administered by the Dako- 
tas Area Office of the Bureau of Reclamation 
by more than 33 percent of the permit fee 
that was in effect on January 1, 2016. 

SEC. 8014. USE OF TRAILER HOMES AT HEART 
BUTTE DAM AND RESERVOIR (LAKE 
TSCHIDA). 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) ADDITION.—The term ‘‘addition’’ means 
any enclosed structure added onto the struc- 
ture of a trailer home that increases the liv- 
ing area of the trailer home. 

(2) CAMPER OR RECREATIONAL VEHICLE.—The 
term ‘‘camper or recreational vehicle” in- 
cludes— 

(A) a camper, motorhome, trailer camper, 
bumper hitch camper, fifth wheel camper, or 
equivalent mobile shelter; and 

(B) a recreational vehicle. 

(8) IMMEDIATE FAMILY.—The term ‘‘imme- 
diate family” means a spouse, grandparent, 
parent, sibling, child, or grandchild. 

(4) PERMIT.—The term ‘‘permit’’ means a 
permit issued by the Secretary authorizing 
the use of a lot in a trailer area. 

(5) PERMIT YEAR.—The term ‘‘permit year” 
means the period beginning on April 1 of a 
calendar year and ending on March 31 of the 
following calendar year. 


(6) PERMITTEE.—The term ‘‘permittee’’ 
means a person holding a permit. 
(7) SECRETARY.—The term “Secretary” 


means the Secretary of the Interior, acting 
through the Commissioner of Reclamation. 
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(8) TRAILER AREA.—The term ‘‘trailer area’’ 
means any of the following areas at Heart 
Butte Dam and Reservoir (Lake Tschida) (as 
described in the document of the Bureau of 
Reclamation entitled ‘‘Heart Butte Res- 
ervoir Resource Management Plan” (March 
2008)): 

(A) Trailer Area 1 and 2, also known as 
Management Unit 034. 

(B) Southside Trailer Area, also known as 
Management Unit 014. 

(9) TRAILER HOME.—The term ‘‘trailer 
home” means a dwelling placed on a sup- 
porting frame that— 

(A) has or had a tow-hitch; and 

(B) is made mobile, or is capable of being 
made mobile, by an axle and wheels. 

(b) PERMIT RENEWAL AND PERMITTED USE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall use 
the same permit renewal process for trailer 
area permits as the Secretary uses for other 
permit renewals in other reservoirs in the 
State of North Dakota administered by the 
Dakotas Area Office of the Bureau of Rec- 
lamation. 

(2) TRAILER HOMES.—With respect to a 
trailer home, a permit for each permit year 
shall authorize the permittee— 

(A) to park the trailer home on the lot; 

(B) to use the trailer home on the lot; 

(C) to physically move the trailer home on 
and off the lot; and 

(D) to leave on the lot any addition, deck, 
porch, entryway, step to the trailer home, 
propane tank, or storage shed. 

(3) CAMPERS OR RECREATIONAL VEHICLES.— 
With respect to a camper or recreational ve- 
hicle, a permit shall, for each permit year— 

(A) from April 1 to October 31, authorize 
the permittee— 

(i) to park the camper or recreational vehi- 
cle on the lot; 

(ii) to use the camper or recreational vehi- 
cle on the lot; and 

(iii) to move the camper or recreational ve- 
hicle on and off the lot; and 

(B) from November 1 to March 31, require a 
permittee to remove the camper or rec- 
reational vehicle from the lot. 

(c) REMOVAL.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may re- 
quire removal of a trailer home from a lot in 
a trailer area if the trailer home is flooded 
after the date of enactment of this Act. 

(2) REMOVAL AND NEW USE.—If the Sec- 
retary requires removal of a trailer home 
under paragraph (1), on request by the per- 
mittee, the Secretary shall authorize the 
permittee— 

(A) to replace the trailer home on the lot 
with a camper or recreational vehicle in ac- 
cordance with this section; or 

(B) to place a trailer home on the lot from 
April 1 to October 31. 

(d) TRANSFER OF PERMITS.— 

(1) TRANSFER OF TRAILER HOME TITLE.—If a 
permittee transfers title to a trailer home 
permitted on a lot in a trailer area, the Sec- 
retary shall issue a permit to the transferee, 
under the same terms as the permit applica- 
ble on the date of transfer, subject to the 
conditions described in paragraph (3). 

(2) TRANSFER OF CAMPER OR RECREATIONAL 
VEHICLE TITLE.—If a permittee who has a per- 
mit to use a camper or recreational vehicle 
on a lot in a trailer area transfers title to 
the interests of the permittee on or to the 
lot, the Secretary shall issue a permit to the 
transferee, subject to the conditions de- 
scribed in paragraph (8). 

(3) CONDITIONS.—A permit issued by the 
Secretary under paragraph (1) or (2) shall be 
subject to the following conditions: 

(A) A permit may not be held in the name 
of a corporation. 
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(B) A permittee may not have an interest 
in, or control of, more than 1 seasonal trailer 
home site in the Great Plains Region of the 
Bureau of Reclamation, inclusive of sites lo- 
cated on tracts permitted to organized 
groups on Reclamation reservoirs. 

(C) Not more than 2 persons may be per- 
mittees under 1 permit, unless— 

(i) approved by the Secretary; or 

(ii) the additional persons are immediate 
family members of the permittees. 

(e) ANCHORING REQUIREMENTS FOR TRAILER 
HOMES.—The Secretary shall require compli- 
ance with appropriate anchoring require- 
ments for each trailer home (including addi- 
tions to the trailer home) and other objects 
on a lot in a trailer area, as determined by 
the Secretary, after consulting with permit- 
tees. 

(f) REPLACEMENT, REMOVAL, AND RETURN.— 

(1) REPLACEMENT.—Permittees may replace 
their trailer home with another trailer 
home. 

(2) REMOVAL AND RETURN.—Permittees 
may— 

(A) remove their trailer home; and 

(B) if the permittee removes their trailer 
home under subparagraph (A), return the 
trailer home to the lot of the permittee. 

(g) LIABILITY; TAKING.— 

(1) LIABILITY.—The United States shall not 
be liable for flood damage to the personal 
property of a permittee or for damages aris- 
ing out of any act, omission, or occurrence 
relating to a lot to which a permit applies, 
other than for damages caused by an act or 
omission of the United States or an em- 
ployee, agent, or contractor of the United 
States before the date of enactment of this 
Act. 

(2) TAKING.—Any temporary flooding or 
flood damage to the personal property of a 
permittee shall not be a taking by the 
United States. 

TITLE IX—BLACKFEET WATER RIGHTS 

SETTLEMENT ACT 
SEC. 9001. SHORT TITLE. 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Blackfeet 
Water Rights Settlement Act’’. 

SEC. 9002. PURPOSES. 

The purposes of this title are— 

(1) to achieve a fair, equitable, and final 
settlement of claims to water rights in the 
State of Montana for— 

(A) the Blackfeet Tribe of the Blackfeet In- 
dian Reservation; and 

(B) the United States, for the benefit of the 
Tribe and allottees; 

(2) to authorize, ratify, and confirm the 
water rights compact entered into by the 
Tribe and the State, to the extent that the 
Compact is consistent with this title; 

(8) to authorize and direct the Secretary of 
the Interior— 

(A) to execute the Compact; and 

(B) to take any other action necessary to 
carry out the Compact in accordance with 
this title; and 

(4) to authorize funds necessary for the im- 
plementation of the Compact and this title. 
SEC. 9003. DEFINITIONS. 

In this title: 

(1) ALLOTTEE.—The term ‘‘allottee’’ means 
any individual who holds a beneficial real 
property interest in an allotment of Indian 
land that is— 

(A) located within the Reservation; and 

(B) held in trust by the United States. 

(2) BIRCH CREEK AGREEMENT.—The term 
“Birch Creek Agreement” means— 

(A) the agreement between the Tribe and 
the State regarding Birch Creek water use 
dated January 31, 2008 (as amended on Feb- 
ruary 18, 2009); and 
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(B) any amendment or exhibit (including 
exhibit amendments) to that agreement that 
is executed in accordance with this title. 

(3) BLACKFEET IRRIGATION PROJECT.—The 
term ‘‘Blackfeet Irrigation Project”? means 
the irrigation project authorized by the mat- 
ter under the heading ‘‘MONTANA”’ of title 
II of the Act of March 1, 1907 (84 Stat. 1035, 
chapter 2285), and administered by the Bu- 
reau of Indian Affairs. 

(4) CompactT.—The 
means— 

(A) the Blackfeet-Montana water rights 
compact dated April 15, 2009, as contained in 
section 85-20-1501 of the Montana Code Anno- 
tated (2015); and 

(B) any amendment or exhibit (including 
exhibit amendments) to the Compact that is 
executed to make the Compact consistent 
with this title. 

(5) ENFORCEABILITY DATE.—The term ‘‘en- 
forceability date”? means the date described 
in section 9020(f). 

(6) LAKE ELWELL.—The term ‘‘Lake Elwell’’ 
means the water impounded on the Marias 
River in the State by Tiber Dam, a feature of 
the Lower Marias Unit of the Pick-Sloan 
Missouri River Basin Program authorized by 
section 9 of the Act of December 22, 1944 
(commonly known as the ‘‘Flood Control Act 
of 1944’’) (58 Stat. 891, chapter 665). 

(7) MILK RIVER BASIN.—The term ‘‘Milk 
River Basin” means the North Fork, Middle 
Fork, South Fork, and main stem of the 
Milk River and tributaries, from the head- 
waters to the confluence with the Missouri 
River. 

(8) MILK RIVER PROJECT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘Milk River 
Project? means the Bureau of Reclamation 
project conditionally approved by the Sec- 
retary on March 14, 1903, pursuant to the Act 
of June 17, 1902 (82 Stat. 388, chapter 1093), 
commencing at Lake Sherburne Reservoir 
and providing water to a point approxi- 
mately 6 miles east of Nashua, Montana. 

(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘‘Milk River 
Project” includes— 

(i) the St. Mary Unit; 

(ii) the Fresno Dam and Reservoir; and 

(iii) the Dodson pumping unit. 

(9) MILK RIVER PROJECT WATER RIGHTS.— 
The term ‘‘Milk River Project water rights” 
means the water rights held by the Bureau of 
Reclamation on behalf of the Milk River 
Project, as finally adjudicated by the Mon- 
tana Water Court. 

(10) MILK RIVER WATER RIGHT.—The term 
“Milk River water right”? means the portion 
of the Tribal water rights described in arti- 
cle III.F of the Compact and this title. 

(11) MISSOURI RIVER BASIN.—The term 
“Missouri River Basin” means the hydro- 
logic basin of the Missouri River (including 
tributaries). 

(12) MR&I SYSTEM.—The term “MR&I Sys- 
tem’’ means the intake, treatment, pumping, 
storage, pipelines, appurtenant items, and 
any other feature of the system, as generally 
described in the document entitled ‘‘Black- 
feet Regional Water System”, prepared by 
DOWL HKM, and dated June 2010, and modi- 
fied by DOWL HKM, as set out in the adden- 
dum to the report dated March 2013. 

(13) OM&R.—The term ‘‘OM&R’’ means— 

(A) any recurring or ongoing activity asso- 
ciated with the day-to-day operation of a 
project; 

(B) any activity relating to scheduled or 
unscheduled maintenance of a project; and 

(C) any activity relating to replacing a fea- 
ture of a project. 

(14) RESERVATION.—The term ‘‘Reserva- 
tion? means the Blackfeet Indian Reserva- 
tion of Montana, as— 
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(A) established by the Treaty of October 17, 
1855 (11 Stat. 657); and 

(B) modified by— 

(i) the Executive Order of July 5, 1873 (re- 
lating to the Blackfeet Reserve); 

(ii) the Act of April 15, 1874 (18 Stat. 28, 
chapter 96); 

(iii) the Executive order of August 19, 1874 
(relating to the Blackfeet Reserve); 

(iv) the Executive order of April 18, 1875 
(relating to the Blackfeet Reserve); 

(v) the Executive order of July 18, 1880 (re- 
lating to the Blackfeet Reserve); 

(vi) the Agreement with the Blackfeet, 
ratified by the Act of May 1, 1888 (25 Stat. 
118, chapter 213); and 

(vii) the Agreement with the Blackfeet, 
ratified by the Act of June 10, 1896 (29 Stat. 
353, chapter 398). 

(15) ST. MARY RIVER WATER RIGHT.—The 
term “St. Mary River water right” means 
that portion of the Tribal water rights de- 
scribed in article III.G.1.a.i. of the Compact 
and this title. 

(16) ST. MARY UNIT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term “St. Mary 
Unit”? means the St. Mary Storage Unit of 
the Milk River Project authorized by Con- 
gress on March 25, 1905. 

(B) INCLUSIONS.—The 
Unit” includes— 

(i) Sherburne Dam and Reservoir; 

(ii) Swift Current Creek Dike; 

(iii) Lower St. Mary Lake; 

(iv) St. Mary Canal Diversion Dam; and 

(v) St. Mary Canal and appurtenances. 

(17) SECRETARY.—The term “Secretary” 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

(18) STATE.—The term “State” means the 
State of Montana. 

(19) SWIFTCURRENT CREEK BANK STABILIZA- 
TION PROJECT.—The term ‘“Swiftcurrent 
Creek Bank Stabilization Project’? means 
the project to mitigate the physical and en- 
vironmental problems associated with the 
St. Mary Unit from Sherburne Dam to the 
St. Mary River, as described in the report en- 
titled ‘‘Boulder/Swiftcurrent Creek Sta- 
bilization Project, Phase II Investigations 
Report’’, prepared by DOWL HKM, and dated 
March 2012. 

(20) TRIBAL WATER RIGHTS.—The term 
“Tribal water rights”? means the water 
rights of the Tribe described in article III of 
the Compact and this title, including— 

(A) the Lake Elwell allocation provided to 
the Tribe under section 9009; and 

(B) the instream flow water rights de- 
scribed in section 9019. 

(21) TRIBE.—The term ‘‘Tribe’’ means the 
Blackfeet Tribe of the Blackfeet Indian Res- 
ervation of Montana. 

SEC. 9004. RATIFICATION OF COMPACT. 

(a) RATIFICATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—As modified by this title, 
the Compact is authorized, ratified, and con- 
firmed. 

(2) AMENDMENTS.—Any amendment to the 
Compact is authorized, ratified, and con- 
firmed, to the extent that such amendment 
is executed to make the Compact consistent 
with this title. 

(b) EXECUTION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—To the extent that the 
Compact does not conflict with this title, the 
Secretary shall execute the Compact, includ- 
ing all exhibits to, or parts of, the Compact 
requiring the signature of the Secretary. 

(2) MODIFICATIONS.—Nothing in this title 
precludes the Secretary from approving any 
modification to an appendix or exhibit to the 
Compact that is consistent with this title, to 
the extent that the modification does not 
otherwise require congressional approval 
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under section 2116 of the Revised Statutes (25 
U.S.C. 177) or any other applicable provision 
of Federal law. 

(c) ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—In implementing the Com- 
pact and this title, the Secretary shall com- 
ply with all applicable provisions of— 

(A) the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16 
U.S.C. 1531 et seq.); 

(B) the National Environmental Policy Act 
of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4821 et seq.); and 

(C) all other applicable environmental laws 
and regulations. 

(2) EFFECT OF EXECUTION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The execution of the 
Compact by the Secretary under this section 
shall not constitute a major Federal action 
for purposes of the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.). 

(B) COMPLIANCE.—The Secretary shall 
carry out all Federal compliance activities 
necessary to implement the Compact and 
this title. 

SEC. 9005. MILK RIVER WATER RIGHT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—With respect to the Milk 
River water right, the Tribe— 

(1) may continue the historical uses and 
the uses in existence on the date of enact- 
ment of this title; and 

(2) except as provided in article III.F.1.d of 
the Compact, shall not develop new uses 
until the date on which— 

(A) the Tribe has entered into the agree- 
ment described in subsection (c); or 

(B) the Secretary has established the terms 
and conditions described in subsection (e). 

(b) WATER RIGHTS ARISING UNDER STATE 
LAW.—With respect to any water rights aris- 
ing under State law in the Milk River Basin 
owned or acquired by the Tribe, the Tribe— 

(1) may continue any use in existence on 
the date of enactment of this title; and 

(2) shall not change any use until the date 
on which— 

(A) the Tribe has entered into the agree- 
ment described in subsection (c); or 

(B) the Secretary has established the terms 
and conditions described in subsection (e). 

(c) TRIBAL AGREEMENT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—In consultation with the 
Commissioner of Reclamation and the Direc- 
tor of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, the Tribe 
and the Fort Belknap Indian Community 
shall enter into an agreement to provide for 
the exercise of their respective water rights 
on the respective reservations of the Tribe 
and the Fort Belknap Indian Community in 
the Milk River. 

(2) CONSIDERATIONS.—The agreement en- 
tered into under paragraph (1) shall take 
into consideration— 

(A) the equal priority dates of the 2 Indian 
tribes; 

(B) the water supplies of the Milk River; 
and 

(C) historical, current, and future uses 
identified by each Indian tribe. 

(d) SECRETARIAL DETERMINATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 120 days 
after the date on which the agreement de- 
scribed in subsection (c) is submitted to the 
Secretary, the Secretary shall review and ap- 
prove or disapprove the agreement. 

(2) APPROVAL.—The Secretary shall ap- 
prove the agreement if the Secretary finds 
that the agreement— 

(A) equitably accommodates the interests 
of each Indian tribe in the Milk River; 

(B) adequately considers the factors de- 
scribed in subsection (c)(2); and 

(C) is otherwise in accordance with appli- 
cable law. 

(3) DEADLINE EXTENSION.—The deadline to 
review the agreement described in paragraph 
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(1) may be extended by the Secretary after 
consultation with the Tribe and the Fort 
Belknap Indian Community. 

(e) SECRETARIAL DECISION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—If the Tribe and the Fort 
Belknap Indian Community do not, by 3 
years after the Secretary certifies under sec- 
tion 9020(f)(5) that the Tribal membership 
has approved the Compact and this title, 
enter into an agreement approved under sub- 
section (d)(2), the Secretary, in the Sec- 
retary’s sole discretion, shall establish, after 
consultation with the Tribe and the Fort 
Belknap Indian Community, terms and con- 
ditions that reflect the considerations de- 
scribed in subsection (c)(2) by which the re- 
spective water rights of the Tribe and the 
Fort Belknap Indian Community in the Milk 
River may be exercised. 

(2) CONSIDERATION AS FINAL AGENCY AC- 
TION.—The establishment by the Secretary of 
terms and conditions under paragraph (1) 
shall be considered to be a final agency ac- 
tion for purposes of review under chapter 7 of 
title 5, United States Code. 

(3) JUDICIAL REVIEW.—An action for judi- 
cial review pursuant to this section shall be 
brought by not later than the date that is 1 
year after the date of notification of the es- 
tablishment of the terms and conditions 
under this subsection. 

(4) INCORPORATION INTO DECREES.—The 
agreement under subsection (c), or the deci- 
sion of the Secretary under this subsection, 
shall be filed with the Montana Water Court, 
or the district court with jurisdiction, for in- 
corporation into the final decrees of the 
Tribe and the Fort Belknap Indian Commu- 
nity. 

(5) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The agreement under 
subsection (c) and a decision of the Secretary 
under this subsection— 

(A) shall be effective immediately; and 

(B) may not be modified absent— 

(i) the approval of the Secretary; and 

(ii) the consent of the Tribe and the Fort 
Belknap Indian Community. 

(f) USE OF FUNDS.—The Secretary shall dis- 
tribute equally the funds made available 
under section 9018(a)(2)(C)(ii) to the Tribe 
and the Fort Belknap Indian Community to 
use to reach an agreement under this sec- 
tion, including for technical analyses and 
legal and other related efforts. 

SEC. 9006. WATER DELIVERY THROUGH 
RIVER PROJECT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the avail- 
ability of appropriations, the Secretary, act- 
ing through the Commissioner of Reclama- 
tion, shall carry out the activities author- 
ized under this section with respect to the 
St. Mary River water right. 

(b) TREATMENT.—Notwithstanding article 
IV.D.4 of the Compact, any responsibility of 
the United States with respect to the St. 
Mary River water right shall be limited to, 
and fulfilled pursuant to— 

(1) subsection (c) of this section; and 

(2) subsection (b)(3) of section 9016 and sub- 
section (a)(1)(C) of section 9018. 

(c) WATER DELIVERY CONTRACT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the enforceability date, the Secretary 
shall enter into a water delivery contract 
with the Tribe for the delivery of not greater 
than 5,000 acre-feet per year of the St. Mary 
River water right through Milk River 
Project facilities to the Tribe or another en- 
tity specified by the Tribe. 

(2) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The contract 
under paragraph (1) shall establish the terms 
and conditions for the water deliveries de- 
scribed in paragraph (1) in accordance with 
the Compact and this title. 
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(3) REQUIREMENTS.—The water delivery 
contract under paragraph (1) shall include 
provisions requiring that— 

(A) the contract shall be without limit as 
to term; 

(B) the Tribe, and not the United States, 
shall collect, and shall be entitled to, all 
consideration due to the Tribe under any 
lease, contract, or agreement entered into by 
the Tribe pursuant to subsection (f); 

(C) the United States shall have no obliga- 
tion to monitor, administer, or account for— 

(i) any funds received by the Tribe as con- 
sideration under any lease, contract, or 
agreement entered into by the Tribe pursu- 
ant to subsection (f); or 

(ii) the expenditure of such funds; 

(D) if water deliveries under the contract 
are interrupted for an extended period of 
time because of damage to, or a reduction in 
the capacity of, St. Mary Unit facilities, the 
rights of the Tribe shall be treated in the 
same manner as the rights of other contrac- 
tors receiving water deliveries through the 
Milk River Project with respect to the water 
delivered under this section; 

(E) deliveries of water under this section 
shall be— 

(i) limited to not greater than 5,000 acre- 
feet of water in any 1 year; 

(ii) consistent with operations of the Milk 
River Project and without additional costs 
to the Bureau of Reclamation, including op- 
eration, maintenance, and replacement 
costs; and 

(iii) without additional cost to the Milk 
River Project water users; and 

(F) the Tribe shall be required to pay 
OM@&R for water delivered under this section. 

(d) SHORTAGE SHARING OR REDUCTION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The 5,000 acre-feet per 
year of water delivered under paragraph 
(3)(E)(i) of subsection (c) shall not be subject 
to shortage sharing or reduction, except as 
provided in paragraph (8)(D) of that sub- 
section. 

(2) NO INJURY TO MILK RIVER PROJECT WATER 
USERS.—Notwithstanding article IV.D.4 of 
the Compact, any reduction in the Milk 
River Project water supply caused by the de- 
livery of water under subsection (c) shall not 
constitute injury to Milk River Project 
water users. 

(e) SUBSEQUENT CONTRACTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—As part of the studies au- 
thorized by section 9007(c)(1), the Secretary, 
acting through the Commissioner of Rec- 
lamation, and in cooperation with the Tribe, 
shall identify alternatives to provide to the 
Tribe water from the St. Mary River water 
right in quantities greater than the 5,000 
acre-feet per year of water described in sub- 
section (c)(3)(B)(i). 

(2) CONTRACT FOR WATER DELIVERY.—If the 
Secretary determines under paragraph (1) 
that more than 5,000 acre-feet per year of the 
St. Mary River water right can be delivered 
to the Tribe, the Secretary shall offer to 
enter into 1 or more contracts with the Tribe 
for the delivery of that water, subject to the 
requirements of subsection (c)(8), except sub- 
section (c)(3)(E)(i), and this subsection. 

(3) TREATMENT.—Any delivery of water 
under this subsection shall be subject to re- 
duction in the same manner as for Milk 
River Project contract holders. 

(£) SUBCONTRACTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Tribe may enter into 
any subcontract for the delivery of water 
under this section to a third party, in ac- 
cordance with section 9015(e). 

(2) COMPLIANCE WITH OTHER LAW.—AII] sub- 
contracts described in paragraph (1) shall 
comply with— 
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(A) this title; 

(B) the Compact; 

(C) the tribal water code; and 

(D) other applicable law. 

(8) NO LIABILITY.—The Secretary shall not 
be liable to any party, including the Tribe, 
for any term of, or any loss or other det- 
riment resulting from, a lease, contract, or 
other agreement entered into pursuant to 
this subsection. 

(g) EFFECT OF PROVISIONS.—Nothing in this 
section— 

(1) precludes the Tribe from taking the 
water described in subsection (c)(8)(E)(i), or 
any additional water provided under sub- 
section (e), from the direct flow of the St. 
Mary River; or 

(2) modifies the quantity of the Tribal 
water rights described in article III.G.1 of 
the Compact. 

(h) OTHER RIGHTS.—Notwithstanding the 
requirements of article III.G.1.d of the Com- 
pact, after satisfaction of all water rights 
under State law for use of St. Mary River 
water, including the Milk River Project 
water rights, the Tribe shall have the right 
to the remaining portion of the share of the 
United States in the St. Mary River under 
the International Boundary Waters Treaty of 
1909 (86 Stat. 2448) for any tribally authorized 
use or need consistent with this title. 

SEC. 9007. BUREAU OF RECLAMATION ACTIVITIES 
TO IMPROVE WATER MANAGEMENT. 

(a) MILK RIVER PROJECT PURPOSES.—The 
purposes of the Milk River Project shall in- 
clude— 

(1) irrigation; 

(2) flood control; 

(8) the protection of fish and wildlife; 

(4) recreation; 

(5) the provision of municipal, rural, and 
industrial water supply; and 

(6) hydroelectric power generation. 

(b) USE OF MILK RIVER PROJECT FACILITIES 
FOR THE BENEFIT OF TRIBE.—The use of Milk 
River Project facilities to transport water 
for the Tribe pursuant to subsections (c) and 
(e) of section 9006, together with any use by 
the Tribe of that water in accordance with 
this title— 

(1) shall be considered to be an authorized 
purpose of the Milk River Project; and 

(2) shall not change the priority date of 
any Tribal water rights. 

(c) ST. MARY RIVER STUDIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the avail- 
ability of appropriations, the Secretary, in 
cooperation with the Tribe and the State, 
shall conduct— 

(A) an appraisal study— 

(i) to develop a plan for the management 
and development of water supplies in the St. 
Mary River Basin and Milk River Basin, in- 
cluding the St. Mary River and Milk River 
water supplies for the Tribe and the Milk 
River water supplies for the Fort Belknap In- 
dian Community; and 

(ii) to identify alternatives to develop ad- 
ditional water of the St. Mary River for the 
Tribe; and 

(B) a feasibility study— 

(i) using the information resulting from 
the appraisal study conducted under para- 
graph (1) and such other information as is 
relevant, to evaluate the feasibility of— 

(I) alternatives for the rehabilitation of 
the St. Mary Diversion Dam and Canal; and 

(II) increased storage in Fresno Dam and 
Reservoir; and 

(ii) to create a cost allocation study that is 
based on the authorized purposes described 
in subsections (a) and (b). 

(2) COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT.—On request 
of the Tribe, the Secretary shall enter into a 
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cooperative agreement with the Tribe with 
respect to the portion of the appraisal study 
described in paragraph (1)(A). 

(3) COSTS NONREIMBURSABLE.—The cost of 
the studies under this subsection shall not 
be— 

(A) considered to be a cost of the Milk 
River Project; or 

(B) reimbursable in accordance with the 
reclamation laws. 

(d) SWIFTCURRENT CREEK BANK STABILIZA- 
TION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the avail- 
ability of appropriations, the Secretary, act- 
ing through the Commissioner of Reclama- 
tion, shall carry out appropriate activities 
concerning the Swiftcurrent Creek Bank 
Stabilization Project, including— 

(A) a review of the final project design; and 

(B) value engineering analyses. 

(2) MODIFICATION OF FINAL DESIGN.—Prior 
to beginning construction activities for the 
Swiftcurrent Creek Bank Stabilization 
Project, on the basis of the review conducted 
under paragraph (1), the Secretary shall ne- 
gotiate with the Tribe appropriate changes, 
if any, to the final design— 

(A) to ensure compliance with applicable 
industry standards; 

(B) to improve the cost-effectiveness of the 
Swiftcurrent Creek Bank Stabilization 
Project; and 

(C) to ensure that the Swiftcurrent Creek 
Bank Stabilization Project may be con- 
structed using only the amounts made avail- 
able under section 9018. 

(3) APPLICABILITY OF ISDEAA.—At the re- 
quest of the Tribe, and in accordance with 
the Indian Self-Determination and Edu- 
cation Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 5301 et seq.), 
the Secretary shall enter into 1 or more 
agreements with the Tribe to carry out the 
Swiftcurrent Bank Stabilization Project. 

(e) ADMINISTRATION.—The Commissioner of 
Reclamation and the Tribe shall negotiate 
the cost of any oversight activity carried out 
by the Bureau of Reclamation under any 
agreement entered into under this section, 
subject to the condition that the total cost 
for the oversight shall not exceed 4 percent 
of the total costs incurred under this sec- 
tion. 

(f) MILK RIVER PROJECT RIGHTS-OF-WAY 
AND EASEMENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraphs (2) 
and (8), the Tribe shall grant the United 
States a right-of-way on Reservation land 
owned by the Tribe for all uses by the Milk 
River Project (permissive or otherwise) in 
existence as of December 31, 2015, including 
all facilities, flowage easements, and access 
easements necessary for the operation and 
maintenance of the Milk River Project. 

(2) AGREEMENT REGARDING EXISTING USES.— 
The Tribe and the Secretary shall enter into 
an agreement for a process to determine the 
location, nature, and extent of the existing 
uses referenced in this subsection. The agree- 
ment shall require that— 

(A) a panel of 3 individuals determine the 
location, nature, and extent of existing uses 
necessary for the operation and maintenance 
of the Milk River Project (the ‘‘Panel Deter- 
mination’’), with the Tribe appointing 1 rep- 
resentative of the Tribe, the Secretary ap- 
pointing 1 representative of the Secretary, 
and those 2 representatives jointly appoint- 
ing a third individual; 

(B) if the Panel Determination is unani- 
mous, the Tribe grant a right-of-way to the 
United States for the existing uses identified 
in the Panel Determination in accordance 
with applicable law without additional com- 
pensation; 
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(C) if the Panel Determination is not unan- 
imous— 

(i) the Secretary adopt the Panel Deter- 
mination with any amendments the Sec- 
retary reasonably determines necessary to 
correct any clear error (the ‘‘Interior Deter- 
mination’’), provided that if any portion of 
the Panel Determination is unanimous, the 
Secretary will not amend that portion; and 

(ii) the Tribe grant a right-of-way to the 
United States for the existing uses identified 
in the Interior Determination in accordance 
with applicable law without additional com- 
pensation, with the agreement providing for 
the timing of the grant to take into consid- 
eration the possibility of review under para- 
graph (5). 

(3) EFFECT.—Determinations made under 
this subsection— 

(A) do not address title as between the 
United States and the Tribe; and 

(B) do not apply to any new use of Reserva- 
tion land by the United States for the Milk 
River Project after December 31, 2015. 

(4) INTERIOR DETERMINATION AS FINAL AGEN- 
CY ACTION.—Any determination by the Sec- 
retary under paragraph (2)(C) shall be consid- 
ered to be a final agency action for purposes 
of review under chapter 7 of title 5, United 
States Code. 

(5) JUDICIAL REVIEW.—An action for judi- 
cial review pursuant to this section shall be 
brought by not later than the date that is 1 
year after the date of notification of the In- 
terior Determination. 

(g) FUNDING.—The total amount of obliga- 
tions incurred by the Secretary shall not ex- 
ceed— 

(1) $3,800,000 to carry out subsection (c); 

(2) $20,700,000 to carry out subsection (d); 
and 

(3) $3,100,000 to carry out subsection (f). 
SEC. 9008. ST. MARY CANAL HYDROELECTRIC 

POWER GENERATION. 

(a) BUREAU OF RECLAMATION JURISDIC- 
TION.—Effective beginning on the date of en- 
actment of this title, the Commissioner of 
Reclamation shall have exclusive jurisdic- 
tion to authorize the development of hydro- 
power on the St. Mary Unit. 

(b) RIGHTS OF TRIBE.— 

(1) EXCLUSIVE RIGHT OF TRIBE.—Subject to 
paragraph (2) and notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, the Tribe shall have the ex- 
clusive right to develop and market hydro- 
electric power of the St. Mary Unit. 

(2) LIMITATIONS.—The exclusive right de- 
scribed in paragraph (1)— 

(A) shall expire on the date that is 15 years 
after the date of enactment of an Act appro- 
priating funds for rehabilitation of the St. 
Mary Unit; but 

(B) may be extended by the Secretary at 
the request of the Tribe. 

(3) OM&R costs.—Effective beginning on 
the date that is 10 years after the date on 
which the Tribe begins marketing hydro- 
electric power generated from the St. Mary 
Unit to any third party, the Tribe shall 
make annual payments for operation, main- 
tenance, and replacement costs attributable 
to the direct use of any facilities by the 
Tribe for hydroelectric power generation, in 
amounts determined in accordance with the 
guidelines and methods of the Bureau of Rec- 
lamation for assessing operation, mainte- 
nance, and replacement charges. 

(c) BUREAU OF RECLAMATION COOPERA- 
TION.—The Commissioner of Reclamation 
shall cooperate with the Tribe in the devel- 
opment of any hydroelectric power genera- 
tion project under this section. 

(d) AGREEMENT.—Before construction of a 
hydroelectric power generation project 
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under this section, the Tribe shall enter into 
an agreement with the Commissioner of Rec- 
lamation that includes provisions— 

(1) requiring that— 

(A) the design, construction, and operation 
of the project shall be consistent with the 
Bureau of Reclamation guidelines and meth- 
ods for hydroelectric power development at 
Bureau facilities, as appropriate; and 

(B) the hydroelectric power generation 
project will not impair the efficiencies of the 
Milk River Project for authorized purposes; 

(2) regarding construction and operating 
criteria and emergency procedures; and 

(3) under which any modification proposed 
by the Tribe to a facility owned by the Bu- 
reau of Reclamation shall be subject to re- 
view and approval by the Secretary, acting 
through the Commissioner of Reclamation. 

(e) USE OF HYDROELECTRIC POWER BY 
TRIBE.—Any hydroelectric power generated 
in accordance with this section shall be used 
or marketed by the Tribe. 

(f) REVENUES.—The Tribe shall collect and 
retain any revenues from the sale of hydro- 
electric power generated by a project under 
this section. 

(g) LIABILITY OF UNITED STATES.—The 
United States shall have no obligation to 
monitor, administer, or account for— 

(1) any revenues received by the Tribe 
under this section; or 

(2) the expenditure of those revenues. 

(h) PREFERENCE.—During any period for 
which the exclusive right of the Tribe de- 
scribed in subsection (b)(1) is not in effect, 
the Tribe shall have a preference to develop 
hydropower on the St. Mary Unit facilities, 
in accordance with Bureau of Reclamation 
guidelines and methods for hydroelectric 
power development at Bureau facilities. 

SEC. 9009. STORAGE ALLOCATION FROM LAKE 
ELWELL. 

(a)(1) STORAGE ALLOCATION TO TRIBE.—The 
Secretary shall allocate to the Tribe 45,000 
acre-feet per year of water stored in Lake 
Elwell for use by the Tribe for any beneficial 
purpose on or off the Reservation, under a 
water right held by the United States and 
managed by the Bureau of Reclamation, as 
measured at the outlet works of Tiber Dam 
or through direct pumping from Lake Elwell. 

(2) REDUCTION.—Up to 10,000 acre-feet per 
year of water allocated to the Tribe pursuant 
to paragraph (1) will be subject to an acre- 
foot for acre-foot reduction if depletions 
from the Tribal water rights above Lake 
Elwell exceed 88,000 acre-feet per year of 
water because of New Development (as de- 
fined in article II.37 of the Compact). 

(b) TREATMENT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The allocation to the 
Tribe under subsection (a) shall be consid- 
ered to be part of the Tribal water rights. 

(2) PRIORITY DATE.—The priority date of 
the allocation to the Tribe under subsection 
(a) shall be the priority date of the Lake 
Elwell water right held by the Bureau of 
Reclamation. 

(3) ADMINISTRATION.—The Tribe shall ad- 
minister the water allocated under sub- 
section (a) in accordance with the Compact 
and this title. 

(c) ALLOCATION AGREEMENT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—AS a condition of receiv- 
ing an allocation under this section, the 
Tribe shall enter into an agreement with the 
Secretary to establish the terms and condi- 
tions of the allocation, in accordance with 
the Compact and this title. 

(2) INCLUSIONS.—The agreement under 
paragraph (1) shall include provisions estab- 
lishing that— 

(A) the agreement shall be without limit as 
to term; 
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(B) the Tribe, and not the United States, 
shall be entitled to all consideration due to 
the Tribe under any lease, contract, or 
agreement entered into by the Tribe pursu- 
ant to subsection (d); 

(C) the United States shall have no obliga- 
tion to monitor, administer, or account for— 

(i) any funds received by the Tribe as con- 
sideration under any lease, contract, or 
agreement entered into by the Tribe pursu- 
ant to subsection (d); or 

(ii) the expenditure of those funds; 

(D) if the capacity or function of Lake 
Elwell facilities are significantly reduced, or 
are anticipated to be significantly reduced, 
for an extended period of time, the Tribe 
shall have the same rights as other storage 
contractors with respect to the allocation 
under this section; 

(E) the costs associated with the construc- 
tion of the storage facilities at Tiber Dam al- 
locable to the Tribe shall be nonreimburs- 
able; 

(F) no water service capital charge shall be 
due or payable for any water allocated to the 
Tribe pursuant to this section or the alloca- 
tion agreement, regardless of whether that 
water is delivered for use by the Tribe or 
under a lease, contract, or by agreement en- 
tered into by the Tribe pursuant to sub- 
section (d); 

(G) the Tribe shall not be required to make 
payments to the United States for any water 
allocated to the Tribe under this title or the 
allocation agreement, except for each acre- 
foot of stored water leased or transferred for 
industrial purposes as described in subpara- 
graph (H); 

(H) for each acre-foot of stored water 
leased or transferred by the Tribe for indus- 
trial purposes— 

(i) the Tribe shall pay annually to the 
United States an amount necessary to cover 
the proportional share of the annual oper- 
ation, maintenance, and replacement costs 
allocable to the quantity of water leased or 
transferred by the Tribe for industrial pur- 
poses; and 

(ii) the annual payments of the Tribe shall 
be reviewed and adjusted, as appropriate, to 
reflect the actual operation, maintenance, 
and replacement costs for Tiber Dam; and 

(I) the adjustment process identified in 
subsection (a)(2) will be based on specific 
enumerated provisions. 

(d) AGREEMENTS BY TRIBE.—The Tribe may 
use, lease, contract, exchange, or enter into 
other agreements for use of the water allo- 
cated to the Tribe under subsection (a), if— 

(1) the use of water that is the subject of 
such an agreement occurs within the Mis- 
souri River Basin; and 

(2) the agreement does not permanently al- 
ienate any portion of the water allocated to 
the Tribe under subsection (a). 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The allocation under 
subsection (a) takes effect on the enforce- 
ability date. 

(f) NO CARRYOVER STORAGE.—The alloca- 
tion under subsection (a) shall not be in- 
creased by any year-to-year carryover stor- 
age. 

(g) DEVELOPMENT AND DELIVERY COSTS.— 
The United States shall not be required to 
pay the cost of developing or delivering any 
water allocated under this section. 

SEC. 9010. IRRIGATION ACTIVITIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the avail- 
ability of appropriations, the Secretary, act- 
ing through the Commissioner of Reclama- 
tion and in accordance with subsection (c), 
shall carry out the following actions relating 
to the Blackfeet Irrigation Project: 

(1) Deferred maintenance. 
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(2) Dam safety improvements for Four 
Horns Dam. 

(3) Rehabilitation and enhancement of the 
Four Horns Feeder Canal, Dam, and Res- 
ervoir. 

(b) LEAD AGENCY.—The Bureau of Reclama- 
tion shall serve as the lead agency with re- 
spect to any activities carried out under this 
section. 

(c) SCOPE OF DEFERRED MAINTENANCE AC- 
TIVITIES AND FOUR HORNS DAM SAFETY IM- 
PROVEMENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the conditions 
described in paragraph (2), the scope of the 
deferred maintenance activities and Four 
Horns Dam safety improvements shall be as 
generally described in— 

(A) the document entitled ‘‘Engineering 
Evaluation and Condition Assessment, 
Blackfeet Irrigation Project”, prepared by 
DOWL HKM, and dated August 2007; and 

(B) the provisions relating to Four Horns 
Rehabilitated Dam of the document entitled 
“Four Horns Dam Enlarged Appraisal Eval- 
uation Design Report’’, prepared by DOWL 
HKM, and dated April 2007. 

(2) CONDITIONS.—The conditions referred to 
in paragraph (1) are that, before commencing 
construction activities, the Secretary shall— 

(A) review the design of the proposed reha- 
bilitation or improvement; 

(B) perform value engineering analyses; 

(C) perform appropriate Federal environ- 
mental compliance activities; and 

(D) ensure that the deferred maintenance 
activities and dam safety improvements may 
be constructed using only the amounts made 
available under section 9018. 

(d) SCOPE OF REHABILITATION AND ENHANCE- 
MENT OF FOUR HORNS FEEDER CANAL, DAM, 
AND RESERVOIR.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The scope of the rehabili- 
tation and improvements shall be as gen- 
erally described in the document entitled 
“Four Horns Feeder Canal Rehabilitation 
with Export’’, prepared by DOWL HKM, and 
dated April 2013, subject to the condition 
that, before commencing construction ac- 
tivities, the Secretary shall— 

(A) review the design of the proposed reha- 
bilitation or improvement; 

(B) perform value engineering analyses; 

(C) perform appropriate Federal environ- 
mental compliance activities; and 

(D) ensure that the rehabilitation and im- 
provements may be constructed using only 
the amounts made available under section 
9018. 

(2) INCLUSIONS.—The activities carried out 
by the Secretary under this subsection shall 
include— 

(A) the rehabilitation or improvement of 
the Four Horns feeder canal system to a ca- 
pacity of not fewer than 360 cubic feet per 
second; 

(B) the rehabilitation or improvement of 
the outlet works of Four Horns Dam and 
Reservoir to deliver not less than 15,000 acre- 
feet of water per year, in accordance with 
subparagraph (C); and 

(C) construction of facilities to deliver not 
less than 15,000 acre-feet of water per year 
from Four Horns Dam and Reservoir, to a 
point on or near Birch Creek to be des- 
ignated by the Tribe and the State for deliv- 
ery of water to the water delivery system of 
the Pondera County Canal and Reservoir 
Company on Birch Creek, in accordance with 
the Birch Creek Agreement. 

(3) NEGOTIATION WITH TRIBE.—On the basis 
of the review described in paragraph (1)(A), 
the Secretary shall negotiate with the Tribe 
appropriate changes to the final design of 
any activity under this subsection to ensure 
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that the final design meets applicable indus- 
try standards. 

(e) FUNDING.—The total amount of obliga- 
tions incurred by the Secretary in carrying 
out this section shall not exceed $54,900,000, 
of which— 

(1) $40,900,000 shall be allocated to carry 
out the activities described in subsection (c); 
and 

(2) $14,000,000 shall be allocated to carry 
out the activities described in subsection 
(d)(2). 

(f) NONREIMBURSABILITY OF COosTS.—AIl 
costs incurred by the Secretary in carrying 
out this section shall be nonreimbursable. 

(g) NON-FEDERAL CONTRIBUTION.—No part 
of the project under subsection (d) shall be 
commenced until the State has made avail- 
able $20,000,000 to carry out the activities de- 
scribed in subsection (d)(2). 

(h) ADMINISTRATION.—The Commissioner of 
Reclamation and the Tribe shall negotiate 
the cost of any oversight activity carried out 
by the Bureau of Reclamation under any 
agreement entered into under subsection 
(m), subject to the condition that the total 
cost for the oversight shall not exceed 4 per- 
cent of the total project costs for each 
project. 

(i) PROJECT EFFICIENCIES.—If the total cost 
of planning, design, and construction activi- 
ties relating to the projects described in this 
section results in cost savings and is less 
than the amounts authorized to be obligated, 
the Secretary, at the request of the Tribe, 
may— 

(1) use those cost savings to carry out a 
project described in section 9007(d), 9011, 9012, 
or 9018; or 

(2) deposit those cost savings to the Black- 
feet OM&R Trust Account. 

(j) OWNERSHIP BY TRIBE OF BIRCH CREEK 
DELIVERY FACILITIES.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, the Secretary shall 
transfer to the Tribe, at no cost, title in and 
to the facilities constructed under sub- 
section (d)(2)(C). 

(k) OWNERSHIP, OPERATION, AND MAINTE- 
NANCE.—On transfer to the Tribe of title 
under subsection (j), the Tribe shall— 

(1) be responsible for OM&R in accordance 
with the Birch Creek Agreement; and 

(2) enter into an agreement with the Bu- 
reau of Indian Affairs regarding the oper- 
ation of the facilities described in that sub- 
section. 

(1) LIABILITY OF UNITED STATES.—The 
United States shall have no obligation or re- 
sponsibility with respect the facilities de- 
scribed in subsection (d)(2)(C). 

(m) APPLICABILITY OF ISDEAA.—At the re- 
quest of the Tribe, and in accordance with 
the Indian Self-Determination and Edu- 
cation Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 5301 et seq.), 
the Secretary shall enter into 1 or more 
agreements with the Tribe to carry out this 
section. 

(n) EFFECT.—Nothing in this section— 

(1) alters any applicable law (including reg- 
ulations) under which the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs collects assessments or carries out 
Blackfeet Irrigation Project OM&R; or 

(2) impacts the availability of amounts 
made available under subsection (a)(1)(B) of 
section 9018. 

SEC. 9011. DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION OF MR&I 
SYSTEM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the avail- 
ability of appropriations, the Secretary, act- 
ing through the Commissioner of Reclama- 
tion, shall plan, design, and construct the 
water diversion and delivery features of the 
MR&I System in accordance with 1 or more 
agreements between the Secretary and the 
Tribe. 
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(b) LEAD AGENCY.—The Bureau of Reclama- 
tion shall serve as the lead agency with re- 
spect to any activity to design and construct 
the water diversion and delivery features of 
the MR&I System. 

(c) SCOPE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The scope of the design 
and construction under this section shall be 
as generally described in the document enti- 
tled ‘‘Blackfeet Regional Water System”, 
prepared by DOWL HKM, dated June 2010, 
and modified by DOWL HKM in the adden- 
dum to the report dated March 2018, subject 
to the condition that, before commencing 
final design and construction activities, the 
Secretary shall— 

(A) review the design of the proposed reha- 
bilitation and construction; 

(B) perform value engineering analyses; 
and 

(C) perform appropriate Federal compli- 
ance activities. 

(2) NEGOTIATION WITH TRIBE.—On the basis 
of the review described in paragraph (1)(A), 
the Secretary shall negotiate with the Tribe 
appropriate changes, if any, to the final de- 
sign— 

(A) to ensure that the final design meets 
applicable industry standards; 

(B) to improve the cost-effectiveness of the 
delivery of MR&I System water; and 

(C) to ensure that the MR&I System may 
be constructed using only the amounts made 
available under section 9018. 

(d) NONREIMBURSABILITY OF CostTs.—All 
costs incurred by the Secretary in carrying 
out this section shall be nonreimbursable. 

(e) FUNDING.—The total amount of obliga- 
tions incurred by the Secretary in carrying 
out this section shall not exceed $76,200,000. 

(f) NON-FEDERAL CONTRIBUTION.— 

(1) CONSULTATION.—Before completion of 
the final design of the MR&I System re- 
quired by subsection (c), the Secretary shall 
consult with the Tribe, the State, and other 
affected non-Federal parties to discuss the 
possibility of receiving non-Federal con- 
tributions for the cost of the MR&I System. 

(2) NEGOTIATIONS.—If, based on the extent 
to which non-Federal parties are expected to 
use the MR&I System, a non-Federal con- 
tribution to the MR&I System is determined 
by the parties described in paragraph (1) to 
be appropriate, the Secretary shall initiate 
negotiations for an agreement regarding the 
means by which the contributions shall be 
provided. 

(g) OWNERSHIP BY TRIBE.—Title to the 
MR&I System and all facilities rehabilitated 
or constructed under this section shall be 
held by the Tribe. 

(h) ADMINISTRATION.—The Commissioner of 
Reclamation and the Tribe shall negotiate 
the cost of any oversight activity carried out 
by the Bureau of Reclamation under any 
agreement entered into under this section, 
subject to the condition that the total cost 
for the oversight shall not exceed 4 percent 
of the total costs incurred under this sec- 
tion. 

(i) OM&R Costs.—The Federal Govern- 
ment shall have no obligation to pay for the 
operation, maintenance, or replacement 
costs for any facility rehabilitated or con- 
structed under this section. 

(j) PROJECT EFFICIENCIES.—If the total cost 
of planning, design, and construction activi- 
ties relating to the projects described in this 
section results in cost savings and is less 
than the amounts authorized to be obligated, 
the Secretary, at the request of the Tribe, 
may— 

(1) use those cost savings to carry out a 
project described in section 9007(d), 9010, 
9011(a), 9012, or 9013; or 
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(2) deposit those cost savings to the Black- 
feet OM&R Trust Account. 

(k) APPLICABILITY OF ISDEAA.—At the re- 
quest of the Tribe, and in accordance with 
the Indian Self-Determination and Edu- 
cation Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 5301 et seq.), 
the Secretary shall enter into 1 or more 
agreements with the Tribe to carry out this 
section. 

SEC. 9012. DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION OF 
WATER STORAGE AND IRRIGATION 
FACILITIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the avail- 
ability of appropriations, the Secretary, act- 
ing through the Commissioner of Reclama- 
tion, shall plan, design, and construct 1 or 
more facilities to store water and support ir- 
rigation on the Reservation in accordance 
with 1 or more agreements between the Sec- 
retary and the Tribe. 

(b) LEAD AGENCY.—The Bureau of Reclama- 
tion shall serve as the lead agency with re- 
spect to any activity to design and construct 
the irrigation development and water stor- 
age facilities described in subsection (c). 

(c) SCOPE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The scope of the design 
and construction under this section shall be 
as generally described in the document enti- 
tled ‘“‘Blackfeet Water Storage, Develop- 
ment, and Project Report’’, prepared by 
DOWL HKM, and dated March 18, 2013, as 
modified and agreed to by the Secretary and 
the Tribe, subject to the condition that, be- 
fore commencing final design and construc- 
tion activities, the Secretary shall— 

(A) review the design of the proposed con- 
struction; 

(B) perform value engineering analyses; 
and 

(C) perform appropriate Federal compli- 
ance activities. 

(2) MODIFICATION.—The Secretary may 
modify the scope of construction for the 
projects described in the document referred 
to in paragraph (1), if— 

(A) the modified project is— 

(i) similar in purpose to the proposed 
projects; and 

(ii) consistent with the purposes of this 
title; and 

(B) the Secretary has consulted with the 
Tribe regarding any modification. 

(3) NEGOTIATION WITH TRIBE.—On the basis 
of the review described in paragraph (1)(A), 
the Secretary shall negotiate with the Tribe 
appropriate changes, if any, to the final de- 
sign— 

(A) to ensure that the final design meets 
applicable industry standards; 

(B) to improve the cost-effectiveness of 
any construction; and 

(C) to ensure that the projects may be con- 
structed using only the amounts made avail- 
able under section 9018. 

(d) NONREIMBURSABILITY OF CostTs.—All 
costs incurred by the Secretary in carrying 
out this section shall be nonreimbursable. 

(e) FUNDING.—The total amount of obliga- 
tions incurred by the Secretary in carrying 
out this section shall not exceed $87,300,000. 

(f) OWNERSHIP BY TRIBE.—Title to all facili- 
ties rehabilitated or constructed under this 
section shall be held by the Tribe, except 
that title to the Birch Creek Unit of the 
Blackfeet Indian Irrigation Project shall re- 
main with the Bureau of Indian Affairs. 

(g) ADMINISTRATION.—The Commissioner of 
Reclamation and the Tribe shall negotiate 
the cost of any oversight activity carried out 
by the Bureau of Reclamation under any 
agreement entered into under this section, 
subject to the condition that the total cost 
for the oversight shall not exceed 4 percent 
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of the total costs incurred under this sec- 
tion. 

(h) OM&R Costs.—The Federal Govern- 
ment shall have no obligation to pay for the 
operation, maintenance, or replacement 
costs for the facilities rehabilitated or con- 
structed under this section. 

(i) PROJECT EFFICIENCIES.—If the total cost 
of planning, design, and construction activi- 
ties relating to the projects described in this 
section results in cost savings and is less 
than the amounts authorized to be obligated, 
the Secretary, at the request of the Tribe, 
may— 

(1) use those cost savings to carry out a 
project described in section 9007(d), 9010, 9011, 
or 9018; or 

(2) deposit those cost savings to the Black- 
feet OM&R Trust Account. 

(j) APPLICABILITY OF ISDEAA.—At the re- 
quest of the Tribe, and in accordance with 
the Indian Self-Determination and Edu- 
cation Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 5301 et seq.), 
the Secretary shall enter into 1 or more 
agreements with the Tribe to carry out this 
section. 

SEC. 9013. BLACKFEET WATER, STORAGE, AND 
DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.— 

(1) ScopE.—The scope of the construction 
under this section shall be as generally de- 
scribed in the document entitled ‘‘Blackfeet 
Water Storage, Development, and Project 
Report”, prepared by DOWL HKM, and dated 
March 13, 2018, as modified and agreed to by 
the Secretary and the Tribe. 

(2) MODIFICATION.—The Tribe may modify 
the scope of the projects described in the 
document referred to in paragraph (1) if— 

(A) the modified project is— 

(i) similar to the proposed project; and 

(ii) consistent with the purposes of this 
title; and 

(B) the modification is approved by the 
Secretary. 

(b) NONREIMBURSABILITY OF CostTs.—AII1 
costs incurred by the Secretary in carrying 
out this section shall be nonreimbursable. 

(c) FUNDING.—The total amount of obliga- 
tions incurred by the Secretary in carrying 
out this section shall not exceed $91,000,000. 

(da) OM&R Costs.—The Federal Govern- 
ment shall have no obligation to pay for the 
operation, maintenance, or replacement 
costs for the facilities rehabilitated or con- 
structed under this section. 

(e) OWNERSHIP BY TRIBE.—Title to any fa- 
cility constructed under this section shall be 
held by the Tribe. 

SEC. 9014. EASEMENTS AND RIGHTS-OF-WAY. 

(a) TRIBAL EASEMENTS AND RIGHTS-OF- 
WAY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—On request of the Sec- 
retary, the Tribe shall grant, at no cost to 
the United States, such easements and 
rights-of-way over tribal land as are nec- 
essary for the construction of the projects 
authorized by sections 9010 and 9011. 

(2) JURISDICTION.—An easement or right-of- 
way granted by the Tribe pursuant to para- 
graph (1) shall not affect in any respect the 
civil or criminal jurisdiction of the Tribe 
over the easement or right-of-way. 

(b) LANDOWNER EASEMENTS AND RIGHTS-OF- 
Way.—In partial consideration for the con- 
struction activities authorized by section 
9011, and as a condition of receiving service 
from the MR&I System, a landowner shall 
grant, at no cost to the United States or the 
Tribe, such easements and rights-of-way over 
the land of the landowner as may be nec- 
essary for the construction of the MR&I Sys- 
tem. 

(c) LAND ACQUIRED BY UNITED STATES OR 
TRIBE.—Any land acquired within the bound- 
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aries of the Reservation by the United States 
on behalf of the Tribe, or by the Tribe on be- 
half of the Tribe, in connection with achiev- 
ing the purposes of this title shall be held in 
trust by the United States for the benefit of 
the Tribe. 

SEC. 9015. TRIBAL WATER RIGHTS. 

(a) CONFIRMATION OF TRIBAL WATER 
RIGHTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Tribal water rights 
are ratified, confirmed, and declared to be 
valid. 

(2) UsE.—Any use of the Tribal water 
rights shall be subject to the terms and con- 
ditions of the Compact and this title. 

(3) CONFLICT.—In the event of a conflict be- 
tween the Compact and this title, the provi- 
sions of this title shall control. 

(b) INTENT OF CONGRESS.—It is the intent of 
Congress to provide to each allottee benefits 
that are equivalent to, or exceed, the bene- 
fits the allottees possess on the day before 
the date of enactment of this title, taking 
into consideration— 

(1) the potential risks, cost, and time delay 
associated with litigation that would be re- 
solved by the Compact and this title; 

(2) the availability of funding under this 
title and from other sources; 

(8) the availability of water from the Trib- 
al water rights; and 

(4) the applicability of section 7 of the Act 
of February 8, 1887 (25 U.S.C. 381), and this 
title to protect the interests of allottees. 

(c) TRUST STATUS OF TRIBAL WATER 
RIGHTS.—The Tribal water rights— 

(1) shall be held in trust by the United 
States for the use and benefit of the Tribe 
and the allottees in accordance with this 
title; and 

(2) shall not be subject to forfeiture or 
abandonment. 

(d) ALLOTTEES.— 

(1) APPLICABILITY OF ACT OF FEBRUARY 8, 
1887.—The provisions of section 7 of the Act of 
February 8, 1887 (25 U.S.C. 381), relating to 
the use of water for irrigation purposes shall 
apply to the Tribal water rights. 

(2) ENTITLEMENT TO WATER.—Any entitle- 
ment to water of an allottee under Federal 
law shall be satisfied from the Tribal water 
rights. 

(3) ALLOCATIONS.—An allottee shall be enti- 
tled to a just and equitable allocation of 
water for irrigation purposes. 

(4) CLAIMS.— 

(A) EXHAUSTION OF REMEDIES.—Before as- 
serting any claim against the United States 
under section 7 of the Act of February 8, 1887 
(25 U.S.C. 381), or any other applicable law, 
an allottee shall exhaust remedies available 
under the tribal water code or other applica- 
ble tribal law. 

(B) ACTION FOR RELIEF.—After the exhaus- 
tion of all remedies available under the trib- 
al water code or other applicable tribal law, 
an allottee may seek relief under section 7 of 
the Act of February 8, 1887 (25 U.S.C. 381), or 
other applicable law. 

(5) AUTHORITY OF SECRETARY.—The Sec- 
retary shall have the authority to protect 
the rights of allottees in accordance with 
this section. 

(e) AUTHORITY OF TRIBE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Tribe shall have the 
authority to allocate, distribute, and lease 
the Tribal water rights for any use on the 
Reservation in accordance with the Com- 
pact, this title, and applicable Federal law. 

(2) OFF-RESERVATION USE.—The Tribe may 
allocate, distribute, and lease the Tribal 
water rights for off-Reservation use in ac- 
cordance with the Compact, subject to the 
approval of the Secretary. 


12842 


(3) LAND LEASES BY ALLOTTEES.—Notwith- 
standing paragraph (1), an allottee may lease 
any interest in land held by the allottee, to- 
gether with any water right determined to 
be appurtenant to the interest in land, in ac- 
cordance with the tribal water code. 

(f) TRIBAL WATER CODE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding article 
IV.C.1 of the Compact, not later than 4 years 
after the date on which the Tribe ratifies the 
Compact in accordance with this title, the 
Tribe shall enact a tribal water code that 
provides for— 

(A) the management, regulation, and gov- 
ernance of all uses of the Tribal water rights 
in accordance with the Compact and this 
title; and 

(B) establishment by the Tribe of condi- 
tions, permit requirements, and other re- 
quirements for the allocation, distribution, 
or use of the Tribal water rights in accord- 
ance with the Compact and this title. 

(2) INCLUSIONS.—Subject to the approval of 
the Secretary, the tribal water code shall 
provide— 

(A) that use of water by allottees shall be 
satisfied with water from the Tribal water 
rights; 

(B) a process by which an allottee may re- 
quest that the Tribe provide water for irriga- 
tion use in accordance with this title, includ- 
ing the provision of water under any allottee 
lease under section 4 of the Act of June 25, 
1910 (25 U.S.C. 403); 

(C) a due process system for the consider- 
ation and determination by the Tribe of any 
request by an allottee (or a successor in in- 
terest to an allottee) for an allocation of 
water for irrigation purposes on allotted 
land, including a process for— 

(i) appeal and adjudication of any denied or 
disputed distribution of water; and 

(ii) resolution of any contested administra- 
tive decision; and 

(D) a requirement that any allottee assert- 
ing a claim relating to the enforcement of 
rights of the allottee under the tribal water 
code, or to the quantity of water allocated to 
land of the allottee, shall exhaust all rem- 
edies available to the allottee under tribal 
law before initiating an action against the 
United States or petitioning the Secretary 
pursuant to subsection (d)(4)(B). 

(3) ACTION BY SECRETARY.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—During the period begin- 
ning on the date of enactment of this title 
and ending on the date on which a tribal 
water code described in paragraphs (1) and (2) 
is enacted, the Secretary shall administer, 
with respect to the rights of allottees, the 
Tribal water rights in accordance with this 
title. 

(B) APPROVAL.—The tribal water code de- 
scribed in paragraphs (1) and (2) shall not be 
valid unless— 

(i) the provisions of the tribal water code 
required by paragraph (2) are approved by 
the Secretary; and 

(ii) each amendment to the tribal water 
code that affects a right of an allottee is ap- 
proved by the Secretary. 

(C) APPROVAL PERIOD.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall ap- 
prove or disapprove the tribal water code or 
an amendment to the tribal water code not 
later than 180 days after the date on which 
the tribal water code or amendment is sub- 
mitted to the Secretary. 

(ii) EXTENSION.—The deadline described in 
clause (i) may be extended by the Secretary 
after consultation with the Tribe. 

(g) ADMINISTRATION.— 

(1) NO ALIENATION.—The Tribe shall not 
permanently alienate any portion of the 
Tribal water rights. 
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(2) PURCHASES OR GRANTS OF LAND FROM IN- 
DIANS.—An authorization provided by this 
title for the allocation, distribution, leasing, 
or other arrangement entered into pursuant 
to this title shall be considered to satisfy 
any requirement for authorization of the ac- 
tion by treaty or convention imposed by sec- 
tion 2116 of the Revised Statutes (25 U.S.C. 
177). 

(3) PROHIBITION ON FORFEITURE.—The non- 
use of all or any portion of the Tribal water 
rights by a lessee or contractor shall not re- 
sult in the forfeiture, abandonment, relin- 
quishment, or other loss of all or any portion 
of the Tribal water rights. 

(h) EFFECT.—Except as otherwise expressly 
provided in this section, nothing in this 
title— 

(1) authorizes any action by an allottee 
against any individual or entity, or against 
the Tribe, under Federal, State, tribal, or 
local law; or 

(2) alters or affects the status of any action 
brought pursuant to section 1491l(a) of title 
28, United States Code. 

SEC. 9016. BLACKFEET SETTLEMENT TRUST 
FUND. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
in the Treasury of the United States a trust 
fund, to be known as the ‘‘Blackfeet Settle- 
ment Trust Fund’’ (referred to in this sec- 
tion as the ‘‘Trust Fund’’), to be managed, 
invested, and distributed by the Secretary 
and to remain available until expended. 

(b) ACCOUNTS.—The Secretary shall estab- 
lish in the Trust Fund the following ac- 
counts: 

(1) The Administration and Energy Ac- 
count. 

(2) The OM&R Account. 

(3) The St. Mary Account. 

(4) The Blackfeet Water, Storage, and De- 
velopment Projects Account. 

(c) DEPOSITS.—The Secretary shall deposit 
in the Trust Fund— 

(1) in the Administration and Energy Ac- 
count, the amount made available pursuant 
to section 9018(a)(1)(A); 

(2) in the OM&R Account, the amount 
made available pursuant to section 
9018(a)(1)(B); 

(3) in the St. Mary Account, the amount 
made available pursuant to section 
9018(a)(1)(C); and 

(4) in the Blackfeet Water, Storage, and 
Development Projects Account, the amount 
made available pursuant to section 
9018(a)(1)(D). 

(d) INTEREST.—In addition to the deposits 
under subsection (c), any interest credited to 
amounts unexpended in the Trust Fund are 
authorized to be appropriated to be used in 
accordance with the uses described in sub- 
section (i). 

(e) MANAGEMENT.—The Secretary shall 
manage, invest, and distribute all amounts 
in the Trust Fund in a manner that is con- 
sistent with the investment authority of the 
Secretary under— 

(1) the first section of the Act of June 24, 
1938 (25 U.S.C. 162a); 

(2) the American Indian Trust Fund Man- 
agement Reform Act of 1994 (25 U.S.C. 4001 et 
seq.); and 

(8) this section. 

(f) AVAILABILITY OF AMOUNTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Amounts appropriated to, 
and deposited in, the Trust Fund, including 
any investment earnings, shall be made 
available to the Tribe by the Secretary be- 
ginning on the enforceability date. 

(2) FUNDING FOR TRIBAL IMPLEMENTATION 
ACTIVITIES.—Notwithstanding paragraph (1), 
on approval pursuant to this title and the 
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Compact by a referendum vote of a majority 
of votes cast by members of the Tribe on the 
day of the vote, as certified by the Secretary 
and the Tribe and subject to the availability 
of appropriations, of the amounts in the Ad- 
ministration and Energy Account, $4,800,000 
shall be made available to the Tribe for the 
implementation of this title. 


(g) WITHDRAWALS UNDER AIFRMRA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Tribe may withdraw 
any portion of the funds in the Trust Fund 
on approval by the Secretary of a tribal 
management plan submitted by the Tribe in 
accordance with the American Indian Trust 
Fund Management Reform Act of 1994 (25 
U.S.C. 4001 et seq.). 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—In addition to the re- 
quirements under the American Indian Trust 
Fund Management Reform Act of 1994 (25 
U.S.C. 4001 et seq.), the tribal management 
plan under paragraph (1) shall require that 
the Tribe shall spend all amounts withdrawn 
from the Trust Fund in accordance with this 
title. 

(B) ENFORCEMENT.—The Secretary may 
carry out such judicial and administrative 
actions as the Secretary determines to be 
necessary to enforce the tribal management 
plan to ensure that amounts withdrawn by 
the Tribe from the Trust Fund under this 
subsection are used in accordance with this 
title. 


(h) WITHDRAWALS 
PLAN.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Tribe may submit to 
the Secretary a request to withdraw funds 
from the Trust Fund pursuant to an ap- 
proved expenditure plan. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—To be eligible to with- 
draw funds under an expenditure plan under 
paragraph (1), the Tribe shall submit to the 
Secretary for approval an expenditure plan 
for any portion of the Trust Fund that the 
Tribe elects to withdraw pursuant to this 
subsection, subject to the condition that the 
funds shall be used for the purposes described 
in this title. 

(3) INCLUSIONS.—An expenditure plan under 
this subsection shall include a description of 
the manner and purpose for which the 
amounts proposed to be withdrawn from the 
Trust Fund will be used by the Tribe, in ac- 
cordance with subsection (h). 

(4) APPROVAL.—On receipt of an expendi- 
ture plan under this subsection, the Sec- 
retary shall approve the plan, if the Sec- 
retary determines that the plan— 

(A) is reasonable; and 

(B) is consistent with, and will be used for, 
the purposes of this title. 

(5) ENFORCEMENT.—The Secretary may 
carry out such judicial and administrative 
actions as the Secretary determines to be 
necessary to enforce an expenditure plan to 
ensure that amounts disbursed under this 
subsection are used in accordance with this 
title. 


(i) USES.—Amounts from the Trust Fund 
shall be used by the Tribe for the following 
purposes: 

(1) The Administration and Energy Ac- 
count shall be used for administration of the 
Tribal water rights and energy development 
projects under this title and the Compact. 

(2) The OM&R Account shall be used to as- 
sist the Tribe in paying OM&R costs. 

(3) The St. Mary Account shall be distrib- 
uted pursuant to an expenditure plan ap- 
proved under subsection (g), subject to the 
conditions that— 

(A) during the period for which the amount 
is available and held by the Secretary, 
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$500,000 shall be distributed to the Tribe an- 
nually as compensation for the deferral of 
the St. Mary water right; and 

(B) any additional amounts deposited in 
the account may be withdrawn and used by 
the Tribe to pay OM&R costs or other ex- 
penses for 1 or more projects to benefit the 
Tribe, as approved by the Secretary, subject 
to the requirement that the Secretary shall 
not approve an expenditure plan under this 
paragraph unless the Tribe provides a resolu- 
tion of the tribal council— 

(i) approving the withdrawal of the funds 
from the account; and 

(ii) acknowledging that the Secretary will 
not be able to distribute funds under sub- 
paragraph (A) indefinitely if the principal 
funds in the account are reduced. 

(4) The Blackfeet Water, Storage, and De- 
velopment Projects Account shall be used to 
carry out section 9013. 

(j) LIABILITY.—The Secretary and the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury shall not be liable for 
the expenditure or investment of any 
amounts withdrawn from the Trust Fund by 
the Tribe under subsection (f) or (g). 

(k) No PER CAPITA DISTRIBUTIONS.—No por- 
tion of the Trust Fund shall be distributed 
on a per capita basis to any member of the 
Tribe. 

(1) DEPOSIT OF FUNDS.—On request by the 
Tribe, the Secretary may deposit amounts 
from an account described in paragraph (1), 
(2), or (4) of subsection (b) to any other ac- 
count the Secretary determines to be appro- 
priate. 

SEC. 9017. BLACKFEET WATER SETTLEMENT IM- 
PLEMENTATION FUND. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
in the Treasury of the United States a 
nontrust, interest-bearing account, to be 
known as the “Blackfeet Water Settlement 
Implementation Fund” (referred to in this 
section as the ‘Implementation Fund’’), to 
be managed and distributed by the Sec- 
retary, for use by the Secretary for carrying 
out this title. 

(b) ACCOUNTS.—The Secretary shall estab- 
lish in the Implementation Fund the fol- 
lowing accounts: 

(1) The MR&I System, 
Water Storage Account. 

(2) The Blackfeet Irrigation Project De- 
ferred Maintenance and Four Horns Dam 
Safety Improvements Account. 

(3) The St. Mary/Milk Water Management 
and Activities Fund. 

(c) DEPOSITS.—The Secretary shall deposit 
in the Implementation Fund— 

(1) in the MR&I System, Irrigation, and 
Water Storage Account, the amount made 
available pursuant to section 9018(a)(2)(A); 

(2) in the Blackfeet Irrigation Project De- 
ferred Maintenance and Four Horns Dam 
Safety Improvements Account, the amount 
made available pursuant to section 
9018(a)(2)(B); and 

(3) in the St. Mary/Milk Water Manage- 
ment and Activities Fund, the amount made 
available pursuant to section 9018(a)(2)(C). 

(d) INTEREST.—In addition to the deposits 
under subsection (c), any interest credited to 
amounts unexpended in the Implementation 
Fund are authorized to be appropriated to be 
used in accordance with the uses described in 
subsection (e). 

(e) USES.— 

(1) MR&I SYSTEM, IRRIGATION, AND WATER 
STORAGE ACCOUNT.—The MR&I System, Irri- 
gation, and Water Storage Account shall be 
used to carry out sections 9011 and 9012. 

(2) BLACKFEET IRRIGATION PROJECT DE- 
FERRED MAINTENANCE AND FOUR HORNS DAM 
SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS ACCOUNT.—The Black- 


Irrigation, and 
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feet Irrigation Project Deferred Maintenance 
and Four Horns Dam Safety Improvements 
Account shall be used to carry out section 
9010. 

(3) ST. MARY/MILK WATER MANAGEMENT AND 
ACTIVITIES ACCOUNT.—The St. Mary/Milk 
Water Management and Activities Account 
shall be used to carry out sections 9005 and 
9007. 

(f) MANAGEMENT.—Amounts in the Imple- 
mentation Fund shall not be available to the 
Secretary for expenditure until the enforce- 
ability date. 

SEC. 9018. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (b), 
there are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary— 

(1) as adjusted on appropriation to reflect 
changes since April 2010 in the Consumer 
Price Index for All Urban Consumers West 
Urban 50,000 to 1,500,000 index for the amount 
appropriated— 

(A) for deposit in the Administration and 
Energy Account of the Blackfeet Settlement 
Trust Fund established under section 
9016(b)(1), $28,900,000; 

(B) for deposit in the OM&R Account of the 
Blackfeet Settlement Trust Fund estab- 
lished under section 9016(b)(2), $27,760,000; 

(C) for deposit in the St. Mary Account of 
the Blackfeet Settlement Trust Fund estab- 
lished under section 9016(b)(3), $27,800,000; 

(D) for deposit in the Blackfeet Water, 
Storage, and Development Projects Account 
of the Blackfeet Settlement Trust Fund es- 
tablished under section 9016(b)(4), $91,000,000; 
and 

(E) such sums not to exceed the amount of 
interest credited to the unexpended amounts 
of the Blackfeet Settlement Trust Fund; and 

(2) as adjusted annually to reflect changes 
since April 2010 in the Bureau of Reclama- 
tion Construction Cost Trends Index applica- 
ble to the types of construction involved— 

(A) for deposit in the MR&I System, Irriga- 
tion, and Water Storage Account of the 
Blackfeet Water Settlement Implementation 
Fund established under section 9017(b)(1), 
$163,500,000; 

(B) for deposit in the Blackfeet Irrigation 
Project Deferred Maintenance, Four Horns 
Dam Safety, and Rehabilitation and En- 
hancement of the Four Horns Feeder Canal, 
Dam, and Reservoir Improvements Account 
of the Blackfeet Water Settlement Imple- 
mentation Fund established under section 
9017(b)(2), $54,900,000, of which— 

(i) $40,900,000 shall be made available for 
activities and projects under section 9010(c); 
and 

(ii) $14,000,000 shall be made available for 
activities and projects under section 
9010(d)(2); 

(C) for deposit in the St. Mary/Milk Water 
Management and Activities Account of the 
Blackfeet Water Settlement Implementation 
Fund established under section 9017(b)(3), 
$28,100,000, of which— 

(i) $27,600,000 shall be allocated in accord- 
ance with section 9007(g); and 

(ii) $500,000 shall be used to carry out sec- 
tion 9005; and 

(D) such sums not to exceed the amount of 
interest credited to the unexpended amounts 
of the Blackfeet Water Settlement Imple- 
mentation Fund. 

(b) ADJUSTMENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The adjustment of the 
amounts authorized to be appropriated pur- 
suant to subsection (a)(1) shall occur each 
time an amount is appropriated for an ac- 
count and shall add to, or subtract from, as 
applicable, the total amount authorized. 

(2) REPETITION.—The adjustment process 
under this subsection shall be repeated for 
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each subsequent amount appropriated until 
the amount authorized, as adjusted, has been 
appropriated. 

(3) TREATMENT.—The amount of an adjust- 
ment may be considered— 

(A) to be authorized as of the date on 
which congressional action occurs; and 

(B) in determining the amount authorized 
to be appropriated. 

SEC. 9019. WATER RIGHTS IN LEWIS AND CLARK 
NATIONAL FOREST AND GLACIER 
NATIONAL PARK. 

The instream flow water rights of the 
Tribe on land within the Lewis and Clark 
National Forest and Glacier National Park— 

(1) are confirmed; and 

(2) shall be as described in the document 
entitled ‘‘Stipulation to Address Claims by 
and for the Benefit of the Blackfeet Indian 
Tribe to Water Rights in the Lewis & Clark 
National Forest and Glacier National Park”, 
and as finally decreed by the Montana Water 
Court, or, if the Montana Water Court is 
found to lack jurisdiction, by the United 
States district court with jurisdiction. 

SEC. 9020. WAIVERS AND RELEASES OF CLAIMS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.— 

(1) WAIVER AND RELEASE OF CLAIMS BY 
TRIBE AND UNITED STATES AS TRUSTEE FOR 
TRIBE.—Subject to the reservation of rights 
and retention of claims under subsection (d), 
as consideration for recognition of the Tribal 
water rights and other benefits as described 
in the Compact and this title, the Tribe, act- 
ing on behalf of the Tribe and members of 
the Tribe (but not any member of the Tribe 
as an allottee), and the United States, acting 
as trustee for the Tribe and the members of 
the Tribe (but not any member of the Tribe 
as an allottee), shall execute a waiver and re- 
lease of all claims for water rights within 
the State that the Tribe, or the United 
States acting as trustee for the Tribe, as- 
serted or could have asserted in any pro- 
ceeding, including a State stream adjudica- 
tion, on or before the enforceability date, ex- 
cept to the extent that such rights are recog- 
nized in the Compact and this title. 

(2) WAIVER AND RELEASE OF CLAIMS BY 
UNITED STATES AS TRUSTEE FOR ALLOTTEES.— 
Subject to the reservation of rights and the 
retention of claims under subsection (d), as 
consideration for recognition of the Tribal 
water rights and other benefits as described 
in the Compact and this title, the United 
States, acting as trustee for allottees, shall 
execute a waiver and release of all claims for 
water rights within the Reservation that the 
United States, acting as trustee for the 
allottees, asserted or could have asserted in 
any proceeding, including a State stream ad- 
judication, on or before the enforceability 
date, except to the extent that such rights 
are recognized in the Compact and this title. 

(3) WAIVER AND RELEASE OF CLAIMS BY 
TRIBE AGAINST UNITED STATES.—Subject to 
the reservation of rights and retention of 
claims under subsection (d), the Tribe, act- 
ing on behalf of the Tribe and members of 
the Tribe (but not any member of the Tribe 
as an allottee), shall execute a waiver and re- 
lease of all claims against the United States 
(including any agency or employee of the 
United States)— 

(A) relating to— 

(i) water rights within the State that the 
United States, acting as trustee for the 
Tribe, asserted or could have asserted in any 
proceeding, including a stream adjudication 
in the State, except to the extent that such 
rights are recognized as Tribal water rights 
under this title; 

(ii) damage, loss, or injury to water, water 
rights, land, or natural resources due to loss 
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of water or water rights (including damages, 
losses, or injuries to hunting, fishing, gath- 
ering, or cultural rights due to loss of water 
or water rights, claims relating to inter- 
ference with, diversion, or taking of water, 
or claims relating to failure to protect, ac- 
quire, replace, or develop water, water 
rights, or water infrastructure) within the 
State that first accrued at any time on or 
before the enforceability date; 

(iii) a failure to establish or provide a mu- 
nicipal rural or industrial water delivery 
system on the Reservation; 

(iv) a failure to provide for operation or 
maintenance, or deferred maintenance, for 
the Blackfeet Irrigation Project or any other 
irrigation system or irrigation project on the 
Reservation; 

(v) the litigation of claims relating to the 
water rights of the Tribe in the State; and 

(vi) the negotiation, execution, or adoption 
of the Compact (including exhibits) or this 
title; 

(B) reserved in subsections (b) through (d) 
of section 6 of the settlement for the case 
styled Blackfeet Tribe v. United States, No. 
02-127L (Fed. Cl. 2012); and 

(C) that first accrued at any time on or be- 
fore the enforceability date— 

(i) arising from the taking or acquisition of 
the land of the Tribe or resources for the 
construction of the features of the St. Mary 
Unit of the Milk River Project; 

(ii) relating to the construction, operation, 
and maintenance of the St. Mary Unit of the 
Milk River Project, including Sherburne 
Dam, St. Mary Diversion Dam, St. Mary 
Canal and associated infrastructure, and the 
management of flows in Swiftcurrent Creek, 
including the diversion of Swiftcurrent 
Creek into Lower St. Mary Lake; 

(iii) relating to the construction, oper- 
ation, and management of Lower Two Medi- 
cine Dam and Reservoir and Four Horns Dam 
and Reservoir, including any claim relating 
to the failure to provide dam safety improve- 
ments for Four Horns Reservoir; or 

(iv) relating to the allocation of waters of 
the Milk River and St. Mary River (including 
tributaries) between the United States and 
Canada pursuant to the International Bound- 
ary Waters Treaty of 1909 (36 Stat. 2448). 

(b) EFFECTIVENESS.—The waivers and re- 
leases under subsection (a) shall take effect 
on the enforceability date. 

(c) WITHDRAWAL OF OBJECTIONS.—The Tribe 
shall withdraw all objections to the water 
rights claims filed by the United States for 
the benefit of the Milk River Project, except 
objections to those claims consolidated for 
adjudication within Basin 40J, within 14 days 
of the certification under subsection (f)(5) 
that the Tribal membership has approved the 
Compact and this title. 

(1) Prior to withdrawal of the objections, 
the Tribe may seek leave of the Montana 
Water Court for a right to reinstate the ob- 
jections in the event the conditions of en- 
forceability in paragraphs (1) through (8) of 
subsection (f) are not satisfied by the date of 
expiration described in section 9023 of this 
title. 

(2) If the conditions of enforceability in 
paragraphs (1) through (8) of subsection (f) 
are satisfied, and any authority the Montana 
Water Court may have granted the Tribe to 
reinstate objections described in this section 
has not yet expired, the Tribe shall notify 
the Montana Water Court and the United 
States in writing that it will not exercise 
any such authority. 

(d) RESERVATION OF RIGHTS AND RETENTION 
OF CLAIMS.—Notwithstanding the waivers 
and releases under subsection (a), the Tribe, 
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acting on behalf of the Tribe and members of 
the Tribe, and the United States, acting as 
trustee for the Tribe and allottees, shall re- 
tain— 

(1) all claims relating to— 

(A) enforcement of, or claims accruing 
after the enforceability date relating to 
water rights recognized under, the Compact, 
any final decree, or this title; 

(B) activities affecting the quality of 
water, including any claim under— 

(i) the Comprehensive Environmental Re- 
sponse, Compensation, and Liability Act of 
1980 (42 U.S.C. 9601 et seq.), including dam- 
ages to natural resources; 

(ii) the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 
300f et seq.); 

(iii) the Federal Water Pollution Control 
Act (33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.) (commonly re- 
ferred to as the ‘Clean Water Act”); and 

(iv) any regulations implementing the Acts 
described in clauses (i) through (iii); or 

(C) damage, loss, or injury to land or nat- 
ural resources that are not due to loss of 
water or water rights (including hunting, 
fishing, gathering, or cultural rights); 

(2) all rights to use and protect water 
rights acquired after the date of enactment 
of this title; and 

(8) all rights, remedies, privileges, immuni- 
ties, and powers not specifically waived and 
released pursuant to this title or the Com- 
pact. 

(e) EFFECT OF COMPACT AND AcCT.—Nothing 
in the Compact or this title— 

(1) affects the ability of the United States, 
acting as a sovereign, to take any action au- 
thorized by law (including any law relating 
to health, safety, or the environment), in- 
cluding— 

(A) the Comprehensive Environmental Re- 
sponse, Compensation, and Liability Act of 
1980 (42 U.S.C. 9601 et seq.); 

(B) the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 
300f et seq.); 

(C) the Federal Water Pollution Control 
Act (33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.) (commonly re- 
ferred to as the ‘“‘Clean Water Act”); and 

(D) any regulations implementing the Acts 
described in subparagraphs (A) through (C); 

(2) affects the ability of the United States 
to act as trustee for any other Indian tribe 
or allottee of any other Indian tribe; 

(8) confers jurisdiction on any State 
court— 

(A) to interpret Federal law regarding 
health, safety, or the environment; 

(B) to determine the duties of the United 
States or any other party pursuant to a Fed- 
eral law regarding health, safety, or the en- 
vironment; or 

(C) to conduct judicial review of a Federal 
agency action; 

(4) waives any claim of a member of the 
Tribe in an individual capacity that does not 
derive from a right of the Tribe; 

(5) revives any claim waived by the Tribe 
in the case styled Blackfeet Tribe v. United 
States, No. 02-127L (Fed. Cl. 2012); or 

(6) revives any claim released by an allot- 
tee or a tribal member in the settlement for 
the case styled Cobell v. Salazar, No. 
1:96CV01285-JR (D.D.C. 2012). 

(f) ENFORCEABILITY DATE.—The_ enforce- 
ability date shall be the date on which the 
Secretary publishes in the Federal Register a 
statement of findings that— 

(1)(A) the Montana Water Court has ap- 
proved the Compact, and that decision has 
become final and nonappealable; or 

(B) if the Montana Water Court is found to 
lack jurisdiction, the appropriate United 
States district court has approved the Com- 
pact, and that decision has become final and 
nonappealable; 
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(2) all amounts authorized under section 
9018(a) have been appropriated; 

(3) the agreements required by sections 
9006(c), 9007(f), and 9009(c) have been exe- 
cuted; 

(4) the State has appropriated and paid 
into an interest-bearing escrow account any 
payments due as of the date of enactment of 
this title to the Tribe under the Compact, 
the Birch Creek Agreement, and this title; 

(5) the members of the Tribe have voted to 
approve this title and the Compact by a ma- 
jority of votes cast on the day of the vote, as 
certified by the Secretary and the Tribe; 

(6) the Secretary has fulfilled the require- 
ments of section 9009(a); 

(7) the agreement or terms and conditions 
referred to in section 9005 are executed and 
final; and 

(8) the waivers and releases described in 
subsection (a) have been executed by the 
Tribe and the Secretary. 

(g) TOLLING OF CLAIMS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Each applicable period of 
limitation and time-based equitable defense 
relating to a claim described in this section 
shall be tolled during the period beginning 
on the date of enactment of this title and 
ending on the date on which the amounts 
made available to carry out this title are 
transferred to the Secretary. 

(2) EFFECT OF SUBSECTION.—Nothing in this 
subsection revives any claim or tolls any pe- 
riod of limitation or time-based equitable de- 
fense that expired before the date of enact- 
ment of this title. 

(h) EXPIRATION.—If all appropriations au- 
thorized by this title have not been made 
available to the Secretary by January 21, 
2026, the waivers and releases described in 
this section shall— 

(1) expire; and 

(2) have no further force or effect. 

(i) VOIDING OF WAIVERS.—If the waivers and 
releases described in this section are void 
under subsection (h)— 

(1) the approval of the United States of the 
Compact under section 9004 shall no longer 
be effective; 

(2) any unexpended Federal funds appro- 
priated or made available to carry out the 
activities authorized by this title, together 
with any interest earned on those funds, and 
any water rights or contracts to use water 
and title to other property acquired or con- 
structed with Federal funds appropriated or 
made available to carry out the activities 
authorized under this title shall be returned 
to the Federal Government, unless otherwise 
agreed to by the Tribe and the United States 
and approved by Congress; and 

(3) except for Federal funds used to acquire 
or develop property that is returned to the 
Federal Government under paragraph (2), the 
United States shall be entitled to offset any 
Federal funds appropriated or made avail- 
able to carry out the activities authorized 
under this title that were expended or with- 
drawn, together with any interest accrued, 
against any claims against the United States 
relating to water rights in the State asserted 
by the Tribe or any user of the Tribal water 
rights or in any future settlement of the 
water rights of the Tribe or an allottee. 

SEC. 9021. SATISFACTION OF CLAIMS. 

(a) TRIBAL CLAIMS.—The benefits realized 
by the Tribe under this title shall be in com- 
plete replacement of, complete substitution 
for, and full satisfaction of all— 

(1) claims of the Tribe against the United 
States waived and released pursuant to sec- 
tion 9020(a); and 

(2) objections withdrawn pursuant to sec- 
tion 9020(c). 
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(b) ALLOTTEE CLAIMS.—The benefits real- 
ized by the allottees under this title shall be 
in complete replacement of, complete substi- 
tution for, and full satisfaction of— 

(1) all claims waived and released pursuant 
to section 9020(a)(2); and 

(2) any claim of an allottee against the 
United States similar in nature to a claim 
described in section 9020(a)(2) that the allot- 
tee asserted or could have asserted. 

SEC. 9022. MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS. 

(a) WAIVER OF SOVEREIGN IMMUNITY.—Ex- 
cept as provided in subsections (a) through 
(c) of section 208 of the Department of Jus- 
tice Appropriation Act, 1953 (48 U.S.C. 666), 
nothing in this title waives the sovereign im- 
munity of the United States. 

(b) OTHER TRIBES NOT ADVERSELY AF- 
FECTED.—Nothing in this title quantifies or 
diminishes any land or water right, or any 
claim or entitlement to land or water, of an 
Indian tribe, band, or community other than 
the Tribe. 

(c) LIMITATION ON CLAIMS FOR REIMBURSE- 
MENT.—With respect to any Indian-owned 
land located within the Reservation— 

(1) the United States shall not submit 
against that land any claim for reimburse- 
ment of the cost to the United States of car- 
rying out this title or the Compact; and 

(2) no assessment of that land shall be 
made regarding that cost. 

(d) LIMITATION ON LIABILITY OF UNITED 
STATES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The United States has no 
obligation— 

(A) to monitor, administer, or account for, 
in any manner, any funds provided to the 
Tribe by the State; or 

(B) to review or approve any expenditure of 
those funds. 

(2) INDEMNITY.—The Tribe shall indemnify 
the United States, and hold the United 
States harmless, with respect to all claims 
(including claims for takings or breach of 
trust) arising from the receipt or expendi- 
ture of amounts described in the subsection. 

(e) EFFECT ON CURRENT LAW.—Nothing in 
this section affects any provision of law (in- 
cluding regulations) in effect on the day be- 
fore the date of enactment of this title with 
respect to preenforcement review of any Fed- 
eral environmental enforcement action. 

(£) EFFECT ON RECLAMATION LAWS.—The ac- 
tivities carried out by the Commissioner of 
Reclamation under this title shall not estab- 
lish a precedent or impact the authority pro- 
vided under any other provision of the rec- 
lamation laws, including— 

(1) the Reclamation Rural Water Supply 
Act of 2006 (48 U.S.C. 2401 et seq.); and 

(2) the Omnibus Public Land Management 
Act of 2009 (Public Law 111-11; 123 Stat. 991). 

(g) IRRIGATION EFFICIENCY IN UPPER BIRCH 
CREEK DRAINAGE.—Any activity carried out 
by the Tribe in the Upper Birch Creek Drain- 
age (as defined in article II.50 of the Com- 
pact) using funds made available to carry 
out this title shall achieve an irrigation effi- 
ciency of not less than 50 percent. 

(h) BIRCH CREEK AGREEMENT APPROVAL.— 
The Birch Creek Agreement is approved to 
the extent that the Birch Creek Agreement 
requires approval under section 2116 of the 
Revised Statutes (25 U.S.C. 177). 

(i) LIMITATION ON EFFECT.—Nothing in this 
title or the Compact— 

(1) makes an allocation or apportionment 
of water between or among States; or 

(2) addresses or implies whether, how, or to 
what extent the Tribal water rights, or any 
portion of the Tribal water rights, should be 
accounted for as part of, or otherwise 
charged against, an allocation or apportion- 
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ment of water made to a State in an inter- 

state allocation or apportionment. 

SEC. 9023. EXPIRATION ON FAILURE TO MEET EN- 
FORCEABILITY DATE. 

If the Secretary fails to publish a state- 
ment of findings under section 9020(f) by not 
later than January 21, 2025, or such alter- 
native later date as is agreed to by the Tribe 
and the Secretary, after reasonable notice to 
the State, as applicable— 

(1) this title expires effective on the later 
of— 

(A) January 22, 2025; and 

(B) the day after such alternative later 
date as is agreed to by the Tribe and the Sec- 
retary; 

(2) any action taken by the Secretary and 
any contract or agreement entered into pur- 
suant to this title shall be void; 

(3) any amounts made available under sec- 
tion 9018, together with any interest on those 
amounts, that remain unexpended shall im- 
mediately revert to the general fund of the 
Treasury, except for any funds made avail- 
able under section 9016(e)(2) if the Montana 
Water Court denies the Tribe’s request to re- 
instate the objections in section 9020(c); and 

(4) the United States shall be entitled to 
offset against any claims asserted by the 
Tribe against the United States relating to 
water rights— 

(A) any funds expended or withdrawn from 
the amounts made available pursuant to this 
title; and 

(B) any funds made available to carry out 
the activities authorized by this title from 
other authorized sources, except for any 
funds provided under section 9016(e)(2) if the 
Montana Water court denies the Tribe’s re- 
quest to reinstate the objections in section 
9020(c). 

SEC. 9024. ANTIDEFICIENCY. 

The United States shall not be liable for 
any failure to carry out any obligation or ac- 
tivity authorized by this title (including any 
obligation or activity under the Compact) 
if— 

(1) adequate appropriations are not pro- 
vided expressly by Congress to carry out the 
purposes of this title; or 

(2) there are not enough monies available 
to carry out the purposes of this title in the 
Reclamation Water Settlements Fund estab- 
lished under section 10501(a) of the Omnibus 
Public Land Management Act of 2009 (48 
U.S.C. 407(a)). 


— 


LEGISLATIVE BRANCH APPRO- 
PRIATIONS ACT, 2017—MOTION TO 
PROCEED 


Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 
I move to proceed to H.R. 5325. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the motion. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

Motion to proceed to Calendar No. 516, H.R. 
5325, making appropriations for the Legisla- 
tive Branch for the fiscal year ending Sep- 
tember 30, 2017, and for other purposes. 


EE 
MORNING BUSINESS 


Mr. McCONNELL. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ate proceed to a period of morning 
business, with Senators permitted to 
speak therein for up to 10 minutes 
each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 
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Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The Senator from Oklahoma. 


EE 
THANKING STAFF 


Mr. INHOFE. Madam President, first 
of all, I will be very brief. What we just 
passed is a major bill. It took a lot of 
effort from a lot of people. Many times 
the Members get more credit than they 
should because the real heroes are the 
ones who are back there doing the 
work. I want to thank the staff who are 
responsible for the hours and a lot of 
late nights. 

I want to thank my chief of staff, 
Adrienne Jackson, as well as Alex 
Herrgott. They do a lot of late night 
work on these things, as well as many 
on the other side. In the case of Alex 
Herrgott, who was driving this thing, 
he has been doing this for me for over 
a dozen years. We have had a lot of suc- 
cesses. 

I also wish to recognize Susan 
Bodine, who is sitting right here. She 
is a long-time WRDA expert, going 
back to 2 years ago when we had the 
WRDA bill, in 2014. She actually 
worked on WRDA on the House side for 
11 years. I thank, as well, Charles 
Brittingham. These are the two who 
actually spent the time on my side of 
the aisle who put in the hardest and 
the longest hours. He was originally on 
loan to me from Senator VITTER, but 
now he is a full member of the EPW 
Committee. Few, if any, have better 
expertise on the core operation than 
Charles. 

I want to thank Joe Brown for his 
long hours, as well as Jennie Wright 
and Andrew Neely for their work on 
the Oklahoma priorities on this bill, 
along with Carter Vella and Amanda 
Hall. 

I want to thank Jason Albritton and 
Ted Illston on Senator BOXER’s staff 
for their hard work with my team, and 
I thank Bettina Poirier, as always, for 
the hard work she did. 

I thank the hard-working Aurora 
Swanson at CBO. We really put the 
burden on CBO. They had to respond 
immediately on short notice in order 
to get this done. Everyone said it was 
going to be impossible during this work 
period, but she played a major part in 
that. I also recognize the scoring and 
work that was necessary from the Sen- 


ate legislative counsel Deanna 
Edwards, Maureen Catreni, and Gary 
Endicott. Finally, I thank Neil 


Chatterjee for his work from the lead- 
er’s office. It was very, very helpful. 

Of course, I already mentioned the 
hard work of my colleague Senator 
BOXER for making this bill a reality. It 
was a project that couldn’t have been 
done any other way with any other 
people, and I am proud to have that be- 
hind us now. 

With that, I will yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont. 
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REMEMBERING ROBERT J. 
DUNFEY, SR. 


Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, for 
every pivotal moment in history, be- 
hind the faces of the political leaders, 
the negotiators, the protestors and the 
agreement-seekers, there are stalwart 
citizens, seeking to find the common 
ground for the common good. Last 
month, one such advocate in the march 
for peace in Ireland, Robert J. Dunfey, 
Sr., passed away. 

Bob Dunfey was a successful busi- 
nessman, the founder of what today we 
call the Omni Hotel chain, who gave 
back to his community, his state, his 
country and his world. A public servant 
who spent decades advancing peace- 
building efforts in his ancestral home 
of Ireland, Mr. Dunfey was widely re- 
garded by leaders of all walks in Ire- 
land. He worked to support initiatives 
in Northern Ireland, as well as those in 
Ireland. A trusted partner, Bob Dunfey 
sought neither credit nor the spotlight; 
he worked behind the scenes, a true 
hallmark of public service. 

Marcelle and I were touched when 
Bob welcomed us and our family into 
his home in Ballyferriter, Ireland. He 
leaves behind family and friends in his 
native New England, across the coun- 
try and around the world. His is a 
friendship I will miss. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
full obituary for Robert Dunfey, Sr., be 
printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

OBITUARY FOR ROBERT J. DUNFEY SR., Co- 
FOUNDER, OMNI-DUNFEY HOTELS INTER- 
NATIONAL AND PEACE-BUILDER, NORTHERN 
IRELAND 
Robert John ‘Bob’ Dunfey, Sr. of Ports- 

mouth, NH and formerly of Cape Elizabeth, 

ME, died peacefully on Tuesday, August 23, 

2016, surrounded by loving family including 

his devoted wife, Jeanette Marston Dunfey 

who tirelessly cared for him during his long 
and valiant struggle against Parkinson’s 

Disease. 

Bob was born February 9, 1928 in Lowell, 
MA, the seventh of twelve children of Cath- 
erine and LeRoy Dunfey. He was educated at 
St. Patrick’s School and Keith Academy, 
both in Lowell. 

He is survived by former wife Shirley 
(Corey) Dunfey, and five children: Robert 
Dunfey, Jr. Cape Elizabeth, ME; Roy and 
Karen Dunfey, Portland, ME; Eileen Dunfey 
and Michael Pulsifer, Cape Elizabeth, ME; 
Brian Dunfey, South Berwick, ME; 
Maryanne Dunfey, North Conway, NH; 10 
grandchildren and 3 great-grandchildren. 

He is also survived by 4 of his 11 siblings: 
Jack and his wife Lisa of Boston; Eileen Rob- 
inson of Bradenton, FL; Jerry and his wife 
Nadine Hack of Lutry, Switzerland; Eleanor 
Dunfey and her husband Jim Freiburger of 
Exeter, NH; many dear cousins in 
Ballyferriter, Co. Kerry, Ireland; and his wife 
Jeanette’s devoted Marston family. 

He was pre-deceased by his parents Cath- 
erine and LeRoy and 7 Dunfey siblings: Roy, 
Paul, Catherine, ‘Kay,’ Mary, William ‘Bud,’ 
and Richard, ‘Dick,’ and Walter. 

Rarely in the 88 years of Bob Dunfey’s life 
was he in or did he seek the limelight, but a 
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look behind the scenes in meetings, con- 
versations, and telephone calls would reveal 
Bob’s signature contributions. The seventh 
child in a family of 12 knew from the begin- 
ning that his life would be that of bridge 
builder, connector, supporter of worthy 
causes. 

Too young to enlist in WWII with his older 
brothers, he became the indispensable ‘‘right 
hand” for his father and role model for his 
younger siblings by doing the often thank- 
less hard work—behind the counter in the 
family’s luncheonette and variety store in 
Lowell, MA’s ‘ACRE,’ the home of so many 
first generation Irish and other immigrants. 
To this day, his closest friend and partner, 
brother Jack, credits Bob’s energy and hard 
work as the distinct factor that grew the 
family business from one small business to 
fried clam stands at Hampton Beach then on 
to restaurants, motels and hotels throughout 
New England, an evolution which led to the 
purchase of Boston’s famous Parker House in 
1968 and later became Omni Hotels Inter- 
national. 

Bob’s work in the business community had 
a significant impact on the Maine economy. 
In 1966 Bob successfully led the controversial 
campaign to allow restaurants, lounges and 
hotels to sell alcoholic beverages on Sunday 
which was prohibited by law. Another major 
contribution was the development of the 
Maine Mall. 

During Bobby Kennedy’s 1968 campaign for 
President, Bobby would personally call Bob 
each Sunday to hear how the campaign was 
going in Maine. In 1980, on behalf of Maine 
Governor Brennan, Bob asked Federal Judge 
George Mitchell to fill the senate seat of Ed- 
mund Muskie, newly appointed Secretary of 
State by President Carter. Mitchell accept- 
ed. 

As an active father he helped raise his fam- 
ily in Cape Elizabeth. His favorite places 
were Prout’s Neck walking the beach and the 
bird walk, boating around Casco Bay and 
riding his bike along the New England Coast. 
In 1965, he built a ski chalet in North 
Conway where his family and grandchildren 
spent winter weekends skiing Cranmore 
Mountain and snowmobiling, He also ar- 
ranged many family ski trips to Vail at 
Thanksgiving. 

But his pride and joy was the house he had 
built in Ballyferriter, Ireland with the most 
amazing view of ocean and cliffs. His purpose 
was to have new generations of family recon- 
nect with Irish relatives. His school master 
and archeologist cousin, Denis O’Connor 
helped Bob select the perfect Irish name: 
Feorann: ‘‘edge of the sea, a verdant bank on 
a mountainside...’ Over 35 years, Bob ex- 
panded that word’s meaning to include: a bit 
of heaven to be shared with all! He gener- 
ously opened his Irish home to family, 
countless friends—even friends of friends. He 
introduced Senators George Mitchell, Ted 
Kennedy, Patrick Leahy, and Chris Dodd to 
the expansive beauty and warm hospitality 
of the Dingle Peninsula. Bob believed as 
every Kerryman does, that there are only 
two kingdoms: The Kingdom of God and The 
Kingdom of Kerry; ‘‘One is of this world and 
one is out of this world!’ 

Robert J. ‘Bob’ Dunfey, Sr. was a trustee of 
the University of Maine System; a director 
of the American Ireland Funds; founder and 
honorary director of the Susan L. Curtis 
Foundation, which operates a 50-acre sum- 
mer camp for Maine’s underprivileged chil- 
dren. Bob was a founding director of the 
Maine Community Foundation. Bob served 
on the Spurwink Board of Trustees for 14 
years, and was honored as the inaugural Hu- 
manitarian of the Year in 1987. 
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He was founding treasurer and director of 
New England Circle/Global Citizens Circle, a 
40-year old non-profit forum that brings 
leaders and activists together for civil dia- 
logue on critical issues that lead to con- 
structive change in our local and global com- 
munities. Bob worked tirelessly to support 
initiatives in Northern Ireland and cultural 
preservation projects in the South of Ireland. 
For his extraordinary efforts over 40 years 
on the Isle of Ireland, he was honored with 
several major awards by all the Parties to 
the Peace Process as a trusted behind the 
scenes partner for all who were interested in 
moving beyond ‘‘The Troubles.” 


He was an advisor for the White House 
Conference for Trade and Investment in 
Northern Ireland. He participated with Sen. 
George Mitchell, President Clinton’s Special 
Envoy for Economic Initiatives for Northern 
Ireland, on the Senator’s first tour of Bel- 
fast, Derry, and Border Towns. 


Bob and his brother, Jack Dunfey, traveled 
to Oslo with John Hume and David Trimble 
and their families when the two Northern 
Ireland leaders were awarded the Nobel 
Peace Prize in 1998. 


Perhaps it is in the reflections of others 
that we see the worth of a life well lived. 
Julia Brown, Bob’s granddaughter, offers 
such a reflection and two dear friends warm- 
ly affirm her tribute: ‘Our Papa leaves an 
amazing legacy as a humanitarian and activ- 
ist. He touched so many lives and made such 
a memorable impact in this world. He will be 
immensely missed by his loving family and 
wide circle of friends.’’ One of those dear and 
longtime friends, Jackie Redpath, Belfast 
Shankill Community Centre, who worked so 
closely alongside Bob, shares that sentiment: 
“Bob was a ‘great man’. In Ireland, in Bel- 
fast, on the Shankill Falls, he straddled 
‘both sides’ & both extremes & I am forever 
grateful for his, and your family’s, bringing 
loyalism/unionism’ in from the cold and giv- 
ing us a seat ‘at the top table’ in the United 
States. People are alive today, who would 
not otherwise be, on account of this. Bob was 
strong, sincere, determined, wise, sensitive 
and great damn fun. He was very kind to me 
and I will miss him. 


It was his beloved Maine, however, that 
Bob served first and foremost, and the Susan 
Curtis Foundation expresses best, all that 
Bob Dunfey means to them: “It may comfort 
you to know that this summer, nearly 500 
youth learned about themselves and who 
they can be, while developing the character, 
skills and life lessons they need to reach 
their dreams. Over 16,000 youth have had 
that same experience since Camp Susan Cur- 
tis opened its doors in 1974. None of this 
would have happened without Bob. He lives 
on in the thousands of Maine youth (and 
former Maine youth—now adults!) who are 
succeeding and thriving in part because they 
mattered at Camp Susan Curtis. He will for- 
ever be a part of us and we will miss him.” 


A celebration of Bob’s life will be held at 
St. John’s Episcopal Church, 100 Chapel 
Street, Portsmouth, NH at 11 A.M. Saturday, 
September 10, 2016. Honoring Bob’s wish, his 
ashes will be interred in the family’s ances- 
tral grave in Ballyferriter, Ireland alongside 
his sister, Mary; brother, Walter; and neph- 
ew, Philip, at a time convenient to the fam- 
ily. The family requests that, in lieu of flow- 
ers, friends consider a contribution in Bob’s 
memory to the Susan Curtis Foundation 1321 
Washington Ave. #104, Portland, ME 04103. 
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TRIBUTE TO TIM MITCHELL 


Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, if I 
can take a moment. I don’t think peo- 
ple realize how many men and women 
on both sides of the aisle work so hard 
to make the Senate work, to keep 
things going. I’ve often said, only par- 
tially in jest, that U.S. Senators are 
merely constitutional impediments to 
the staff who do all the work. One of 
those people is Tim Mitchell. 

I have been here from the day he 
began, 25 years ago tomorrow. I know 
his wonderful wife, Alicia, and his son, 
Ben, who is in my grandson’s class. We 
see them playing sports together. 

If I am ever feeling down about the 
prospects of the Red Sox, I simply ask 
Tim, and know the sun will come up 
tomorrow because Tim will point out 
we still have a chance because of this 
or that. I have also been at the White 
House with him when the Red Sox 
came to town with their World Series 
trophy. 

More importantly, Tim is a true pro- 
fessional, and one of the most honest 
people I’ve known. If it is bad news, he 
will give you the bad news, but he is so 
nice, it is almost acceptable. I can al- 
ways go to him because he will keep 
confidences if we ask him to. He under- 
stands the Senate, every single aspect 
of the Senate, as well as anybody I 
have ever worked with and I have been 
here 42 years. He is a person that ev- 
eryone who works for the Senate 
should model themselves after. He 
works very well with his Republican 
counterparts, and has the respect of all 
Senators. 

I don’t want to embarrass Tim, but 
as the Dean of the Senate, the one who 
has served here the longest, I think it 
is safe for me to say that I know of no 
one finer. He is a wonderful person, and 
I commend him. I commend the sac- 
rifices that Alicia and Ben have made, 
because there are some nights we are 
here very late. I know what it is like to 
miss a child’s game, play or school 
event. Tim has had to do that. I would 
like to address this part to Alicia and 
to Ben. Ben, you should be extraor- 
dinarily proud of your father and 
Alicia, I know you love, respect and are 
proud of your husband. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Oregon. 

Mr. WYDEN. Madam President, be- 
fore he leaves the floor, I note the very 
fine statement of the dean of the Sen- 
ate Democrats, and I would just like to 
say that I want to ascribe to Senator 
LEAHY’s views and also be a charter 
member of the ‘‘Tim Mitchell caucus.” 
What a great name to give his public 
service. I thank you, Senator LEAHY. 


EE 
UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST— 
S. 2979 


Mr. WYDEN. Madam President and 
colleagues, I come to the Senate floor 
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today to discuss S. 2979, the Presi- 
dential Tax Transparency Act. I am 
very pleased to see that my colleague 
on the Finance Committee who is such 
a valuable Member, Senator CARDIN, is 
here as well. 

In America, nobody forces you to run 
for President. You volunteer to run for 
President, and this year we have had a 
bumper crop of volunteers. Since Wa- 
tergate, there has been a bipartisan 
tradition honored by all candidates 
that they would release their tax re- 
turns. Every Democrat, every Repub- 
lican, every liberal, every conservative 
has subscribed to honoring this par- 
ticular tradition. Why is it so impor- 
tant? Tax returns say so much about a 
candidate for the world’s most demand- 
ing job. Rather than the spin and de- 
ception that counts as messaging in a 
Presidential campaign, the tax returns 
are legally required to be an account- 
ing in black and white of a candidate’s 
honesty, integrity, and their personal 
priorities. 

A return can show whether a nomi- 
nee has intimate connections to power- 
ful interests in foreign governments 
whose priorities run contrary to the in- 
terests of typical Americans. A return 
highlights important questions about 
integrity. Are you the person giving to 
charity or, as some have wondered, are 
you converting another donor’s gift 
into your own? Are you using charities 
for personal gain? 

A return shows if you pay any taxes 
at all or if you use the complexity of 
this Byzantine Tax Code to hide your 
income while working Americans have 
their taxes taken out of their pay- 
check. 

Today—and I made it clear I am 
going to shortly try to get support for 
the Presidential Tax Transparency 
Act. Today honest taxpayers who dot 
every ‘‘i’? and cross every “t” are faced 
with a major Presidential candidate 
who refuses to show even one single 
page of his tax return. This flouting of 
a tradition honored by every candidate 
since Watergate is just too dangerous 
to ignore. 

So shortly I will ask unanimous con- 
sent that the Senate pass S. 2979, the 
Presidential Tax Transparency Act. It 
is a straightforward proposal. It says 
within just over 2 weeks of becoming a 
nominee, at a party convention nomi- 
nees are required to release at least 3 
years of tax returns. If they refuse, the 
Treasury Secretary provides the re- 
turns to the Federal Election Commis- 
sion and they are put online automati- 
cally. 

Since I introduced this bill in the 
spring, I was asked again and again 
what was behind my thinking. I re- 
member talking to Senator CARDIN, my 
colleague on the Finance Committee, 
about it. I said at home, through town 
meetings, and to colleagues here: Oh, 
how I wish this bill was not necessary. 
I think certainly millions of Americans 
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say: Hey, there are lots of laws already. 
Why do we need more laws? I think we 
all could feel very proud of this 40-year, 
bipartisan voluntary tradition that all 
the candidates have honored. I have 
waited to bring this bill up in front of 
the Senate, until it was clear the tradi- 
tion would not be honored this year. 

I believe it is time for the United 
States Senate to act on S. 2979, the 
Presidential Tax Transparency Act, to 
protect honesty, accountability, and 
transparency in our Presidential elec- 
tion process. 

Madam President, I ask unanimous 
consent that the Committee on Rules 
and Administration be discharged from 
further consideration of S. 2979; that 
the Senate proceed to its immediate 
consideration; that the bill be read a 
third time and passed, and the motion 
to reconsider be considered made and 
laid upon the table with no intervening 
action or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

The majority whip. 

Mr. CORNYN. Madam President, re- 
serving the right to object—if my 
friend from Oregon wants to discuss 
transparency and bring the Presi- 
dential election to the floor of the U.S. 
Senate, I think the person we should 
start with is the former Secretary of 
State. She has had, to put it chari- 
tably, innumerable challenges on the 
topic of transparency. 

Let’s just look at one. All we need to 
do is look at the way she exposed some 
of our Nation’s most highly classified 
information by setting up a private 
email server in her home. The ensuing 
investigation produced nothing but 
stonewalling, obfuscation, and mis- 
leading statements she made to the 
American public. 

When FBI Director James Comey an- 
nounced the agency was closing the in- 
vestigation, his statements made clear 
that Hillary Clinton had not been tell- 
ing the truth. She did send and she did 
receive classified information, again, 
at some of the various highest levels. 
Director Comey said she and her staff 
who aided and abetted her were ‘‘ex- 
tremely careless in their handling of 
this highly sensitive information.” 

In response, I have introduced legis- 
lation with the junior Senator from 
Colorado, Senator GARDNER, to help 
hold her and her staff accountable. The 
bill is called the Trust Act and it would 
revoke the security clearance of any 
person found to have been extremely 
careless in the handling of classified 
information, and it would keep them 
from receiving a security clearance in 
the future. It would also clarify that 
when someone has been found by inves- 
tigators to have been extremely care- 
less in handling classified information, 
that is tantamount to gross negligence. 

So I would ask the Senator from Or- 
egon to modify his request so S. 2979 
and S. 3135 be discharged from their re- 
spective committees and the Senate 


12848 


proceed to their immediate consider- 
ation. I would ask unanimous consent 
that the bills be read a third time and 
passed and that the motions to recon- 
sider be considered made and laid upon 
the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the 
Senator so modify his request? 

Mr. WYDEN. Reserving the right to 
object—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Oregon. 

Mr. WYDEN. Thank you, Madam 
President. 

First of all, it is with great dis- 
appointment and regret that I note 
that Senate Republicans are willing to 
throw aside a 40-year tradition of hon- 
esty and openness in our Presidential 
elections by blocking the Presidential 
Tax Transparency Act. 

With respect to their own proposal, I 
want to be clear on this point. The bill 
that I have authored, S. 2979, the Presi- 
dential Tax Transparency Act, affects 
all the candidates for President in an 
attempt to preserve the tradition of 
openness and accountability that is no 
longer being honored. The proposal of- 
fered by my colleague from Texas, on 
behalf of Senate Republicans, responds 
with a bill targeted at one candidate, a 
proposal that all our true national se- 
curity experts have said would harm 
America’s security. The briefing of our 
Presidential candidates is not just for 
their benefit, it is for the benefit of the 
American people so we have a smooth, 
democratic transition of power without 
risk to our national security. 

This attempt to hide the violation of 
a tradition of openness and account- 
ability behind a political witch hunt 
ought to tell Americans all they need 
to know about Senate Republicans at 
this point. For that reason, I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion is heard. 

Is there objection to the original re- 
quest? 
Mr. 
object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 

tion is heard. 

The Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. CARDIN. Madam President, I 
join with Senator WYDEN in my deep 
disappointment that the Republicans 
have objected to the continuation of a 
policy that has voluntarily been done 
for 40 years; that is, those who are run- 
ning for President of the United States 
release their tax returns. I want to un- 
derscore a couple of points that were 
made by Senator WYDEN. I thank him 
very much for his leadership on this 
issue. 

I just came from a hearing at the 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee— 
where I have the privilege of being the 
ranking Democrat—on Afghanistan. A 
large part of that hearing dealt with 
transparency, good governance, corrup- 
tion, and anti-corruption. That is a key 
fundamental for Afghans’ success. This 
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morning I also had a chance to meet 
with the new leader of Burma. She has 
tremendous challenges in that emerg- 
ing country. Transparency and anti- 
corruption are critically important to 
the success of that democracy. 

When the United States stands inter- 
nationally for good governance, anti- 
corruption, and transparency, we first 
have to deal with our issues at home. It 
is hard for us to demand transparency 
globally when we ourselves fall victim 
to the failure to make information 
available to the public that they des- 
perately need. Let me tell you why 
that is important. This is not theo- 
retical. The Panama Papers indicate 
that heads of state—current heads of 
state and former heads of state—have 
used ways to avoid public disclosure of 
the gains of their office, the connec- 
tions they have had. 

There is a reason why for 40 years we 
have seen the release of tax returns by 
those running for President. Before 
they vote, the public has a right to 
know about the potential conflicts that 
individual brings to the Office of the 
Presidency, the highest office in the 
land. 

Senator WYDEN pointed out accu- 
rately that that tax return could very 
well show international contacts, 
international business, and offshore ac- 
tivity that the public has a right to 
have debated during the course of the 
campaign. It may show a Presidential 
candidate’s use of the provisions within 
our Tax Code to pay a different tax 
rate or no taxes at all. The public has 
a right to know that before they cast 
their vote so they can ask questions 
about that. The tax return may show 
that certain statements made in regard 
to the use of charities are either appro- 
priate or not appropriate. They have 
the right to debate that before they 
cast their vote. 

Senator WYDEN’s bill carries out cur- 
rent practice. I don’t think anyone 
thought 6 months ago that someone 
would step forward to run for the Pres- 
idency of the United States and accept 
the nomination of a major political 
party without disclosing their tax re- 
turns. I don’t think any of us thought 
that was at issue. 

Senator WYDEN has been very patient 
with this bill. We have given all the 
Presidential candidates that oppor- 
tunity. Secretary Clinton has disclosed 
her tax returns. Secretary Clinton has 
made available her emails through ap- 
propriate channels. That has been 
done. That transparency has been 
made. But there is a person running on 
the Republican side who has refused to 
disclose his tax returns. That is wrong. 
That denies the American people the 
transparency they need to judge the 
candidates and to engage in political 
discourse during the campaign, which 
is critically important to their deci- 
sion as to who the next President of 
the United States should be. 
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I am extremely disappointed that 
there has been an objection to Senator 
WYDEN’s request that we require those 
who want to be President of the United 
States—the highest office in this land, 
the highest office in the free world—to 
disclose their tax returns. 

I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Ms. WARREN. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 


PRESIDENTIAL TAX 
TRANSPARENCY ACT 


Ms. WARREN. Madam President, I 
am on the floor today to talk about the 
Presidential Tax Transparency Act. It 
is a simple proposal that would require 
every Presidential candidate of a major 
party to release their tax returns. Hil- 
lary Clinton has already done it. In 
fact, every single general election can- 
didate in the past nine elections has 
done it. 

I will be honest. This is not the kind 
of legislation that I thought Congress 
would ever need to pass, but, like a lot 
of people, I never thought that some- 
one like Donald Trump would be the 
nominee of a major political party. 
Donald Trump makes a big show, strut- 
ting around, pretending to be tough, 
but he is too chicken to show his tax 
returns to the American people. He has 
had a million excuses, but we all know 
why Donald Trump isn’t releasing his 
taxes. He is hiding something. 

For a long time I wasn’t sure what he 
was hiding. But thanks to the tireless 
work of journalists and experts, we at 
least have some clues about what he is 
hiding. We don’t know everything, but 
slowly some of his secrets are starting 
to leak to the public, and they are not 
pretty. 

Let’s start with the tax scams that 
we know about. Here are just three of 
them. 

The first scam is claiming tax credits 
for homeowners who make less than 
$500,000 a year. He wasn’t eligible, so he 
lied—nothing fancy. Eventually, the 
press caught wind of it, and Trump 
paid up. And if he hadn’t been caught, 
he would still be lying about it today. 

Here is another Trump tax scam. 
Scoop up hundreds of millions of dol- 
lars in real estate developer subsidies, 
then skip out on paying any income 
taxes. In 1978, 1979, 1991, and 1998, 
Trump paid zero dollars in income 
taxes—zero, and that is not a com- 
prehensive list of his zero-tax years. It 
is just the years when, for one reason 
or another, his tax returns were public. 

Here is the third Trump tax scam. In 
this campaign, Trump claims the char- 
itable deduction when he gives money 
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to his own foundation, and then he uses 
that foundation for personal expenses 
and campaign fundraising. 

That is just the stuff we know about. 
So how bad are the things we don’t 
know about? The American people 
should see Donald Trump’s tax returns 
so they can decide for themselves if his 
shameful and, in some cases, illegal be- 
havior disqualifies him from being 
President. 

The tax scams are awful, but they 
are a sideshow compared to what else 
is probably tucked away in his tax re- 
turns. Those tax returns would show 
his personal deals with foreign govern- 
ments, arrangements that could put 
him in direct conflict with American 
interests. 

We already know about some of 
Trump’s foreign dealings. We know he 
has gotten Russian oligarchs with close 
ties to Vladimir Putin to fund his busi- 
nesses. Is he still doing that? 

We know he has financial ties to po- 
litical dynasties in Turkey. We know 
he is wrapped up in aggressive pipeline 
plans in North and East India. 

The list of countries where Trump 
has financial conflicts is staggering: 
South Korea, India, Turkey, Libya, 
Russia, Ukraine, United Arab Emir- 
ates. 

Remember the Libyan dictator Qa- 
dhafi. Back in 2009, Trump was set to 
lease his own estate to the dictator, 
but local protests shut that down. So 
who else has he been leasing his home 
to—Putin? I mean, maybe Trump’s 
next business will be Airbnb for dic- 
tators. 

Tax returns will not tell us every- 
thing, but we know that they will tell 
us something about what Trump is hid- 
ing. Donald Trump praises brutal dic- 
tators and murderers. He threatens our 
allies. He denigrates democracy right 
here at home. He is right out front 
with all of that stuff. 

What is so bad that Donald Trump 
has to hide it? Would his tax returns 
show how deeply Donald Trump’s per- 
sonal, financial interests run directly 
counter to the national interests of the 
United States of America? 

It is 8 weeks before a national elec- 
tion. Everyone wants Donald Trump to 
do what other candidates—Republican 
candidates and Democratic can- 
didates—have done and disclose his fi- 
nancial information to the American 
people. 

George W. Bush’s IRS Commissioner 
has said: Trump should release his 
taxes, period. 

The IRS Chief Counsel for Ronald 
Reagan has said the same thing: Trump 
should release his taxes, period. 

TED CRUZ has released his taxes. 
John Kasich released his taxes. Jeb 
Bush released his taxes going all the 
way back to 1981. 

Look, it is no surprise that Trump 
thinks the rules don’t apply to him; he 
never does. But the American people 
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are not going to buy a pig in a poke. He 
should release his taxes voluntarily. 
But since he will not, then we should 
pass the Presidential Tax Trans- 
parency Act and make him release 
those taxes. 

No one knows what he is up to with 
Russia, Libya, or any other country. 
Let’s take a look at his taxes and find 
out. 

I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. BROWN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 
MINERS PROTECTION ACT 


Mr. BROWN. Madam President, yes- 
terday I joined Senator MANCHIN, Sen- 
ator WARNER, Senator CAPITO, and oth- 
ers about the mine workers’ pension. I 
come to the floor again today as I just 
cannot believe that my colleagues are 
going to go home. Some wanted to go 
today and make this the last day of 
session. Others are saying next week. 

I think there is no excuse for this 
Senate to leave without taking care of 
the longtime—starting with Harry Tru- 
man—agreement we have made with 
the people who go down into coal mines 
and do their work. They powered this 
country and have for decades. It is one 
of the most difficult, least safe jobs in 
the country. 

On my lapel I wear a depiction of a 
canary in a bird cage that was given to 
me at a workers’ Memorial Day rally. 
The mine workers stuck a canary down 
in the mines. One hundred years ago 
they had no union to protect them. 
They had no government that cared 
enough to protect them and their safe- 
ty. They relied on this canary. If the 
canary died, they got out of the mines. 
They were on their own. 

We know this proud history of mine 
workers in Ohio, West Virginia, Ken- 
tucky, Western Pennsylvania, and 
Southwest Virginia. We have an obliga- 
tion—the anti-labor sentiment in this 
body, particularly in Republican lead- 
ership—to these mine workers. When 
they negotiated their wages at the bar- 
gaining table, they gave up wages 20 
years ago, 30 years ago, or 40 years ago. 
They gave up wages then so they would 
have pension and health care later. 
They were some of the most patriotic 
people—and have been. 

When we had our rally the other day 
outside of the Capitol to at least push 
Senator MCCONNELL to do his job, to 
push this Senate to do its job. This is 
a Senate that has been out of session 
more than any Senate in the last 60 
years. They simply don’t want to do 
their job. Even forgetting about nomi- 
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nating, confirming, or at least having 
hearings on a Supreme Court nominee, 
forgetting about the Zika virus for a 
moment—this Senate simply isn’t 
doing its job, and it starts down the 
hall in the majority leader’s office. 

They are simply refusing to bring to 
a vote this very simple bill to protect 
miners’ pensions and health care. It 
doesn’t cost taxpayer dollars. It is 
moving money from the abandoned 
mine fund into this UMWA pension and 
health care fund. 

It is a betrayal of those workers. It is 
simply saying we don’t care about 
those workers. I can’t believe that this 
body doesn’t seem to care much about 
workers, doesn’t seem to care much 
about people who work with their 
hands, doesn’t seem to care much 
about the safety of workers, doesn’t 
seem to care much about the air they 
breathe and the conditions they work 
in. 
This is finally a chance for this body 
to go on record saying: Yes, we actu- 
ally think mine workers have dedi- 
cated their lives to working some of 
the most difficult jobs in our country, 
and we should live up to our obligation. 
Other than that, it is a betrayal of 
those workers, and it is coming 
straight out of the majority leader’s of- 
fice. 

It is shameful that this Senate is 
thinking about going home without 
doing its work. I again ask the leader 
to schedule this bill so we can move 
forward. 

Madam President, I suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
DAINES). Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 


TD 
OBAMACARE 


Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, as 
you hear in Montana and I hear in Wy- 
oming weekend after weekend as we go 
home and we travel our States over the 
summertime, we are hearing from 
more people and seeing more articles 
in the newspaper about how the Obama 
health care law is falling apart. Every 
Member of this body—every Member of 
this body—probably hears the same 
stories I hear and have heard again 
today visiting with people from Wyo- 
ming—stories from people who can no 
longer afford their health care pre- 
miums, their health care coverage, the 
copays, the deductibles, and all of the 
things that have happened because of 
the Obama health care law. 

I think it is interesting to reflect on 
that new survey done by the Gallup or- 
ganization, a well-known pollster from 
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around the country with a long his- 
tory. They released numbers last week 
about what people are seeing around 
the country with regard to 
ObamaCare—the things we have been 
hearing at home every weekend. 

The first thing we found is that more 
Americans disapprove of ObamaCare 
than approve of it. Now, it is inter- 
esting because the Senate minority 
leader, HARRY REID, was on the floor 
yesterday saying repeatedly: Isn’t 
ObamaCare great? Well, I would say to 
my friend and colleague from Nevada: 
No, as a matter of fact, more Ameri- 
cans disapprove—thumbs down—of the 
Obama health care law than people 
who approve. 

That is not what was supposed to 
happen—oh no. When the now minority 
leader—then the majority leader— 
came to the floor a number of years 
ago with a bill that was written behind 
closed doors in his office, when they 
forced this through the House and the 
Senate, they said it would be great. 
Senator SCHUMER, who may likely be- 
come the new leader of the Democrats 
in a new Senate after the minority 
leader retires, predicted from the 
floor—right over there—that the law 
was going to be much more popular as 
time went on. He said: ‘‘When people 
see what is in the bill, and when people 
see what it does, they will come 
around.”’ 

Well, it has now been 6 years. People 
have seen what is in the bill. Remem- 
ber NANCY PELOSI saying: First you 
have to pass it before you get to find 
out what is in it. People have seen 
what is in it. They have not come 
around. People disapprove of the Presi- 
dent’s health care law—thumbs down— 
by 51 percent. 

It is interesting that the numbers 
have actually gotten worse, in spite of 
what the Senate minority leader said 
yesterday repeatedly, when he said: 
Isn’t ObamaCare great? So 4 years ago, 
when Gallup asked the same question, 
the numbers were actually only 45 per- 
cent. Now it is 51 percent who dis- 
approve. So it is actually heading 
backwards. ObamaCare is becoming 
more unpopular as time goes on and as 
people see that it has actually hurt 
them personally. Yes, that is what I 
said: It hurt them personally. The 
President’s signature law is hurting 
them personally. 

Let’s take a look. How many people 
tell others the Obama health care law 
has hurt them personally—they and 
their families? A record number say 
that ObamaCare hurt their family—29 
percent. Have people been helped by 
the health care law? Yes, but only 18 
percent of people say they were helped 
by the health care law. 

What I hear repeatedly in Wyoming— 
and I assume the Presiding Officer 
hears in Montana—is that the Presi- 
dent should not have had to hurt this 
many Americans to help people who 
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didn’t have insurance. Why should they 
have hurt people who had insurance to 
help those who didn’t? That is why this 
law continues to be so unpopular. It is 
a record number. It is not what the 
President or the Democrats said would 
happen with the health care law. 

What does the President say about 
the law? He says: Forcefully defend and 
be proud. I think that is why we saw 
the minority leader on the floor yester- 
day saying: Isn’t ObamaCare great? 
The minority party whip came to the 
floor on Tuesday, and he said the major 
aspects of the law are working. That is 
what he said. This doesn’t look like a 
law that is working to me. More Amer- 
icans have been hurt by the law than 
have been helped. 

The Senator from Illinois said that 
the major parts of the law, the major 
aspects of the law are working. Well, 
what are the major aspects? Premiums, 
what people have to pay—but pre- 
miums are going through the roof. In 
Senator DURBIN’s home State of Illi- 
nois, the average person in an 
ObamaCare exchange is going to be 
paying 45 percent more next year than 
this year. That is when they select 
their plans—November 1. When they go 
to the exchange to see what is avail- 
able, they are going to find it 45 per- 
cent more expensive than this year. So 
it doesn’t seem like the fundamental 
parts of the law are working. 

Why did the rates go up? It is because 
of ObamaCare and the mandates that 
come from a Washington that decides 
it knows what is better for the people 
than they know themselves. They have 
to buy insurance the President says 
they have to buy, not what they think 
might work best for them or their fam- 
ilies. That is why record numbers say 
ObamaCare has hurt their family. They 
can’t buy what they want. They are 
paying a price that is too high. The 
deductibles are too high. The copays 
are too high. So we hear the stories of 
what is happening with ObamaCare. 

There was one other question in this 
poll that I would like to point to. They 
asked all these American families 
about ObamaCare. They asked: In the 
long run—in the long run—how do you 
think the health care law will affect 
your family’s health care situation? 
Will it make it better for your family, 
as the Democrats promised? Will it 
have no affect? Or will it actually 
make things worse for you and your 
family? Over one-third of Americans— 
36 percent—say the health care law will 
make health care for them and for 
their family worse. Less than one in 
four say it will make it better. So more 
say ObamaCare will make their fam- 
ily’s health care situation worse. 

Now, that is an overwhelming mar- 
gin. It is even a higher margin than 
last year. So as people see the impact 
of the health care law, as they see the 
impact on themselves and on their 
families, they are looking at this and 
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saying: Things are going to continue to 
get worse because premiums have con- 
tinued to go up, copays have continued 
to go up, deductibles have been con- 
tinuing to go up, and the options are 
fewer and fewer. 

What does the administration say 
about that? Well, the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services, Sylvia 
Burwell, wrote an op-ed that appeared 
in CNN 6 days ago. It was entitled: 
“The reality of the health insurance 
marketplace.’’ That is what they called 
it: “The reality of the health insurance 
marketplace.” She said that all these 
higher prices people are experiencing 
around the country—the reason people 
are saying it is worse for them and 
their family and that they have been 
hurt by the health care law—are 
“growing pains.” That is what she 
said—‘‘growing pains.’’ 

Well, as a doctor who practiced medi- 
cine for 25 years, I can tell you that 
growing pains generally happen when 
something is growing. But that is not 
what is happening here. What is actu- 
ally happening here is that ObamaCare 
is shrinking. The ObamaCare ex- 
changes are shrinking. Millions of 
Americans will have fewer choices this 
year when they go to the ObamaCare 
exchanges than they had to buy insur- 
ance last year. In about one out of 
every three counties in America, peo- 
ple are going to be limited to only one 
single ObamaCare coverage choice in 
2017. 

In her op-ed, the Secretary talked 
about the ‘“‘health insurance market- 
place.” When there is only one com- 
pany selling insurance to one-third of 
the country, that is not a marketplace, 
that is a monopoly. That is why so 
many people say that they and their 
families have been personally hurt by 
the law and they believe it is going to 
make things worse for their families. 

This Democrats’ health care law is 
turning the country into an 
ObamaCare wasteland—a wasteland 
without choices and without opportu- 
nities to make decisions about what is 
best for you and your family. That is 
why the American people are so wor- 
ried about the future of their health 
care and why there has been an incred- 
ible spike in the number of people who 
think that in the future, their health 
care will get worse. 

People look at these unsustainable 
price increases and they say: What am 
I going to do? They can’t afford the in- 
surance now. Maybe they can make it 
through this year. What about next 
year? 

People want and need relief because 
even if you are down to one choice, 
even if there is a monopoly and you are 
down to one choice, you have to buy it 
because if you don’t, President Obama 
and the Democrats say ‘‘You must pay 
a fine. You must pay a penalty. You 
must pay a tax” even though you have 
no choice. That is the Democrats’ plan 
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for health care—fine and penalize and 
tax them, but we are not going to give 
them any choice. There is no market- 
place; there is a monopoly. 

People want and deserve relief, and 
Republicans are offering that kind of 
relief. We are offering relief by saying: 
If you live in one of those counties that 
have no choices, the penalties, man- 
dates, and fines should not apply to 
you. 

The Democrats say: Pay up anyway. 

If you live in a location where the 
premiums have gone up over 10 per- 
cent, the Republicans say: You deserve 
relief from what President Obama and 
the Democrats have forced upon you. 

The Democrats say: Tough. Pay up 
anyway. Pay the fine. Pay the penalty. 
Pay the tax. 

The American people deserve relief. 
People around the country are fright- 
ened by what they are seeing. They are 
frightened by what is happening with 
the health care law and the impacts, 
and they can see it getting worse and 
worse. 

This didn’t have to happen. It didn’t 
have to happen. When the President 
wrote this law and had HARRY REID’s 
office behind closed doors—had it writ- 
ten over in that area, ignoring the 
pleas of the Republicans, ignoring the 
pleas of the American people, who said 
“Do not do this to us,” the Democrats 
and the President said they know bet- 
ter than all of us. 

They said: If you like your doctor, 
you can keep your doctor. That turned 
out not to be true. 

They said: If you like your health 
care plan, you can keep your health 
care plan. That turned out not to be 
true. 

Premiums will drop by $2,500, they 
said, and that was per year. That 
turned out not to be true. 

This health care law has been very 
damaging to so many Americans. 
There are people who need help, but 
the Democrats should not have hurt so 
many Americans who had insurance, 
who had something that worked for 
them, who had something they could 
afford, in an effort to help others who 
didn’t have insurance. That is why peo- 
ple are desperately asking for relief 
from a one-size-fits-all approach with 
Washington mandates, with unelected, 
unaccountable bureaucrats forcing 
more regulations on hospitals, on doc- 
tors, on nurses, and on nursing homes 
across the board. That is why the 
American people say the health care 
law is going to make things even 
worse. 

It is very distressing to hear a Demo- 
cratic Senator come to the floor and 
say ‘‘Isn’t ObamaCare great?” because 
the American people know it is not. 
They know they have been hurt, they 
have been harmed, they have been 
taxed, they have been penalized, and 
they have been forced to pay more. 
They have lost options, lost choices, 
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and lost opportunities because of this 
law and this administration and the 
way this was passed—without listening 
to people from both sides. 

I think it is time for the Democrats 
to stop trying to spin this destructive 
law. It is time for them to work with 
Republicans to give the American peo- 
ple what they wanted from the begin- 
ning. They wanted the care they need 
from a doctor they chose at lower 
costs, not a health care law that so 
many Americans believe is going to 
continue to make health care in this 
country worse. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 


EXECUTIVE SESSION 


EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will pro- 
ceed to executive session to consider 
the following nomination, which the 
clerk will report. 

The assistant bill clerk read the 
nomination of Susan S. Gibson, of Vir- 
ginia, to be Inspector General of the 
National Reconnaissance Office. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, there will be 15 
minutes for debate, equally divided in 
the usual form. 

The Senator from New Jersey. 

RUSSIA 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I 
rise to take a stand against Russia’s 
attempts to tamper with the American 
Presidential electoral process and to 
create chaos in our elections and, at 
the end of the day, to undermine the 
integrity of the results of our election 
to serve its own purposes. 

I remind my colleagues that in 2012, 
I was the victim of such election tam- 
pering attempts. The Washington Post 
reported that while I was running for 
reelection and preparing to become 
chairman of the Senate Foreign Rela- 
tions Committee, the CIA had credible 
evidence, including Internet protocol 
addresses, linking Cuban agents to 
planted stories in the United States 
and in Latin American publications. 

It was reported that those connec- 
tions were laid out in intelligence re- 
ports provided to U.S. Government offi- 
cials and sent by secure cables to the 
FBI’s Counterintelligence Division. De- 
spite all of our government’s capabili- 
ties, they supposedly could not find 
who was behind the smear. Maybe our 
government didn’t want to rock the 
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boat as they were prepared to establish 
relations with Cuba, but you would 
think that our government would do 
everything possible against a foreign 
government that was trying to upset 
the election of a sitting Senator to af- 
fect U.S. policy. 

Let’s be clear. In this new digital 
world of open and accessible personal 
information available to anyone who 
has the technical savvy to find it and 
use it for nefarious purposes, the elec- 
tion of anyone in this Chamber is at 
risk. 

We need to take a stand in this elec- 
tion cycle. We need the administration 
to come forward and tell us what they 
know about Vladimir Putin’s efforts to 
influence our Presidential election. We 
need to know what Putin knows, and 
we must find out exactly who is behind 
it, what they have, and what their pur- 
pose is. 

It is certainly more than my experi- 
ence and more than the Republican 
nominee’s deplorable admiration for 
dictators and strongmen. It is about 
protecting the American political proc- 
ess from outside interference and influ- 
ence. 

Let’s be very clear. I know, from my 
experience that we cannot underesti- 
mate the tradecraft of seasoned 
operatives like Vladimir Putin. We cer- 
tainly cannot be naive enough to praise 
them for perceived strength and 
conflate it with the ruthless abuse of 
power. There is a difference between 
thuggery and strength. 

Let’s be clear. Neither the Cuban 
Government, which attempted to 
smear me, nor Putin is in any way a 
friend of the United States. In Putin’s 
case, he is, as my colleague from Ari- 
zona—who, like me, was sanctioned by 
Putin—has publicly called him, “a 
thug and a butcher.” He is, in fact, a 
dictator who has been connected to the 
brutal deaths of his enemies and now 
has shown a willingness to use cyber 
warfare to undermine our democratic 
process. He clearly is attempting to 
shake the bedrock integrity of our po- 
litical system, as Cuban intelligence 
tried to undermine the integrity of my 
last election in an effort to prevent me 
from becoming chairman of the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee. 

From my perspective, the purpose is 
not only to undermine credibility and 
faith but to create a result that would 
benefit Russia. These actions are be- 
yond the scope of any acceptable inter- 
national norm and cannot be tolerated. 
With a laptop, a computer code, and a 
KGB penchant to rebuild the Russian 
Empire, wage Cold War 2.0, and use 
every technological tool to tip the geo- 
political balance in Russia’s favor, we 
cannot in any way praise Putin or any- 
one else who attempts to influence our 
election process for their leadership. 

We have seen the manifestation of 
Putin’s methods in the latest cyber at- 
tack on the Democratic National Com- 
mittee and in a long list of egregious 
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conventional interventions, from the 
annexation of Crimea to the orches- 
trating of supposed-Russian separatists 
who shot down Malaysia Airlines 
Flight 17 over Ukraine, his invasion of 
eastern Ukraine through the use of ir- 
regular Russian forces, now his troops 
amassing along the Ukraine border, 
and his invasion of Georgia not long 
ago. You can see it in his efforts to un- 
dermine sovereign Baltic countries 
through broadcasting and cyber efforts 
against those governments. 

We have seen it in his military and 
political maneuverings to maintain 
control of his naval base in the port 
city of Tartus in Syria by intervening, 
with Assad, in the Syrian civil war. In 
Syria, Putin has stepped up his support 
for his friend and dictator Bashar al- 
Assad. 

While its own citizens are suffering 
severe economic hardships, and while 
innocent Syrian civilians continue to 
suffer under the barrel bombs and mili- 
tary campaigns of Assad, Putin con- 
tinues to provide military and tactical 
support to this murderous regime, at- 
tacking schools and hospitals with 
cluster munitions and incendiary at- 
tacks. Further ignoring the basic 
rights of all people, as Russia sells 
weapons system to Assad, it refuses to 
grant asylum or basic humanitarian 
support to Syrian refugees, who are di- 
rectly suffering under Russia’s contin- 
ued involvement in their country. 

I remind my colleagues that Putin is 
no friend to the United States. His 
brand of leadership is to be condemned 
in no uncertain terms and should be de- 
nounced in this Chamber and by all re- 
sponsible American Presidential can- 
didates. 

He is not a strong leader. He is a 
ruthless dictator who clearly knows his 
tradecraft and has not only hacked 
into the Democratic National Commit- 
tee’s computer files but has capitalized 
on whatever business ties Paul 
Manafort has or had to Russia to woo— 
seemingly, in effect—an American 
Presidential candidate who respects 
strongmen and bravado and effectively 
recruit him. 

There is no room in this Chamber or 
in the American political landscape for 
the support of Putin’s actions or lead- 
ership. This former KGB agent has a 
clear purpose in mind. He is engaged in 
a Soviet Cold War style brand of dic- 
tatorial actions, including state-spon- 
sored surveillance, censorship, and re- 
pression. 

Just look at the record. Human 
rights groups continue to report that 
in 2015, the Kremlin’s crackdown on 
civil society, media, and the Internet 
took a sinister turn as the government 
further intensified harassment and per- 
secution of independent critics. Putin’s 
thugs routinely harass anyone and ev- 
eryone who dares to question Putin’s 
authority. 

Earlier this year, a vocal critic was 
shot dead in front of the Kremlin. Ac- 
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cording to reports from rights groups, 
last week Russian police harassed, 
beat, and threatened environmental ac- 
tivists, and Russian state TV published 
a smear campaign against these envi- 
ronmentalists, calling them American 
spies. The real spying—the dangerous 
activity—comes from Russia itself. 

It was July when Russian hackers 
broke into the email servers of the 
Democratic National Committee—a 
clear and blatant attempt to interfere 
in our domestic political process. We 
know that Russian actors released tens 
of thousands of emails with the inten- 
tion of undermining the Democratic 
nominee for President, while, amaz- 
ingly, the Republican nominee seems 
to encourage it. He encouraged an 
international adversary—someone he 
clearly admires for his supposed 
strength—to hack into the emails in 
the account of a former American Sec- 
retary of State. 

This is not normal political cam- 
paign behavior. In my view, it is trea- 
sonous, and there are no excuses for it. 
There is no defending it. There is no 
reasonable explanation or defending it. 
Every one of my colleagues in this 
Chamber should condemn it. 

Encouraging hacking and govern- 
ment surveillance reeks of authoritar- 
ianism that has no place in our demo- 
cratic society and threatens each and 
every one of us. It is outrageous that 
anyone would invite a foreign leader of 
an adversarial country to undermine or 
threaten any American, let alone a 
former Secretary of State and Presi- 
dential candidate. 

Putin clearly prefers a candidate who 
is willing to cozy up to dictators, who 
lavishes praise on the leadership styles 
of dictators like Saddam Hussein. 
Someone aspiring to be Commander in 
Chief, who praises the behavior of lead- 
ers who murder their own citizens, jail 
journalists who dare to question their 
activities, or consistently take actions 
to isolate themselves from the inter- 
national community, in my view, has 
no business seeking higher office. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator’s time has expired. 

Mr. MENENDEZ. I ask unanimous 
consent for one additional minute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Any praise of Putin 
for any reason, a Cold War warrior who 
continues to upend international sta- 
bility and order, seeking to expand his 
rule and control, holds false Duma 
elections in Crimea, stages war games 
on Crimea’s shores—simulating an in- 
vasion—clearly must raise a red flag to 
every American voter. 

We must respond to Russia’s contin- 
ued muscle flexing and provocation. I 
call on the administration for forceful 
and appropriate responses to Russia’s 
nefarious and calculated involvement 
in our elections. It is attacking the 
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U.S. political system in a Putin-led 
cold war 2.0, and it is clear this old 
KGB spy has no boundaries. 

Let’s not let ourselves be recruited 
by him or confuse strength with ruth- 
lessness, aS some have. It is my hope 
that every one of my colleagues will in 
no uncertain terms condemn any at- 
tempt by any nation to influence any 
American election as well as Russian 
interventionism and Putin’s actions 
around the world. 

With that, I yield the floor. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, 
today I wish to support Ms. Susan Gib- 
son to serve as the next inspector gen- 
eral of the National Reconnaissance Of- 
fice, NRO, the first to be confirmed by 
the U.S. Senate. 

In 2013, the Senate Select Committee 
on Intelligence, which I chaired at the 
time, included in its Intelligence Au- 
thorization Act a provision to require 
Senate confirmation of the inspectors 
general for the National Reconnais- 
sance Office and the National Security 
Agency. Ms. Gibson represents the first 
nominee to be considered by the Senate 
for the NRO position. 

I had the pleasure to meet Ms. Gib- 
son earlier this year, prior to the Sen- 
ate Intelligence Committee’s open 
hearing which took place on June 7, 
2016, to consider her nomination. I per- 
sonally appreciated our frank discus- 
sion for it demonstrated Ms. Gibson’s 
understanding of the role of the inspec- 
tor general and the need for principled, 
objective, and effective oversight of 
every aspect of the NRO. 

With this confirmation, it will be Ms. 
Gibson’s job to ensure that the NRO re- 
mains free of waste, fraud, and mis- 
management, while supporting efforts 
to drive the organization toward more 
efficient and effective operations. I be- 
lieve that Ms. Gibson possesses the ex- 
tensive experience and background 
necessary to carry out this mission. 

It is also important that Ms. Gibson 
recognizes her responsibility to keep 
the appropriate Members of Congress 
fully and currently informed about the 
concerns she may identify at the NRO. 

I do not want to sugarcoat it, but 
this is big job. It is a big job, in part, 
due to NRO’s size and the complexity 
of its mission. Ms. Gibson will be re- 
quired to dig deep into some very tech- 
nical and complicated programs, in- 
cluding some of the most classified and 
expensive programs. 

But it is also a big job because it 
comes with the extra responsibility of 
conducting oversight of an organiza- 
tion in which most activities are con- 
ducted in secret. The duty to the 
American public cannot be overstated. 

The Senate Select Committee on In- 
telligence on which I currently serve as 
vice chairman is charged with ensuring 
the intelligence community operates in 
a manner that is legal, efficient, and 
abides by the values of the American 
people. The committee requires effec- 
tive and independent inspectors gen- 
eral to support us in this task. It is my 
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expectation that Ms. Gibson will make 
full use of the authorities provided to 
her as an inspector general. 

So, again, congratulations on Ms. 
Gibson’s well-deserved confirmation to 
this important position, and I want to 
thank her again on her continued serv- 
ice to the country. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio. 

Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. President, my 
understanding is that we have 7 min- 
utes left on the Republican side, and I 
ask unanimous consent to use those 7 
minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

HEROIN AND PRESCRIPTION DRUG EPIDEMIC 

Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. President, I rise 
today to talk about this epidemic of 
heroin, prescription drugs, and now 
fentanyl and other synthetic heroin. It 
is devastating our communities. My 
home State of Ohio, unfortunately, is 
one of those States that has seen the 
tragedy of this epidemic unfold. The 
grip of this addiction has affected 
every single State in this Chamber, 
though. People are talking about it 
more and more in this Chamber be- 
cause it is affecting every one of us, 
every community. It knows no ZIP 
Code. It is in the rural areas, in the 
suburban areas, and the inner city. No 
community is safe from it. 

Yesterday, I had a coffee—which I do 
once a week—our Buckeye Coffee, and I 
had a woman come up to me at the cof- 
fee whose name is Sheila. Sheila told 
me about her son and her daughter-in- 
law. They had overdosed. They were 
unconscious. Luckily, she had 
Narcan—this miracle drug. It is a 
brand name of naloxone. She was able 
to bring them back to life. 

She then started a group that is all 
over our State now, which is called 
Families of Addicts. They are in five 
different counties. They are focused on 
the hope of treatment and recovery, 
but they are also focused on—when 
Narcan is administered—going to peo- 
ple, intervening with people, getting 
them into treatment, longer term re- 
covery, and helping them save lives. I 
so appreciate her and so appreciate 
these other parents like her who are 
ensuring that, yes, we save people’s 
lives with Narcan, which is so impor- 
tant, but we also ensure that we are 
getting people into the treatment they 
need so they can get back to a produc- 
tive life and back to their families. 

This Chamber passed legislation 
called the Comprehensive Addiction 
and Recovery Act, or CARA, earlier 
this summer. That legislation is now 
being implemented by the administra- 
tion. I hope they accelerate that imple- 
mentation. They must because the epi- 
demic is so urgent, but, unfortunately, 
that legislation, which was written 
over the last 3% years, doesn’t address 
one specific issue that I think must be 
addressed now in the context of what is 
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happening in my State of Ohio and 
around the country, because it is not 
just prescription drugs and not just 
heroin. Increasingly, it is this syn- 
thetic heroin called fentanyl or 
carfentanil and sometimes U—4. This is 
poison and it is getting into our com- 
munities. It is much more powerful 
than heroin. Ingesting just a few flakes 
of it can kill a human being. 

We have seen huge spikes in 
overdoses in Ohio over the last couple 
of months. In my hometown of Cin- 
cinnati, we had 174 overdoses in the 
space of 6 days. Miraculously, most 
people were saved by Narcan but some- 
times having to be administered four 
or five or six times. The authorities 
knew it wasn’t just heroin, and sure 
enough, we were able to get a sample of 
carfentanil to them thinking that 
might be the problem. They tested it, 
and sure enough, many of these 
overdoses were caused by this syn- 
thetic heroin which is 100 times strong- 
er than heroin in some cases. By the 
way, it is a large animal tranquilizer 
used for elephants in zoos. Yet these 
traffickers and pushers are using this 
drug and not just causing overdoses but 
causing overdose deaths. 

We need new legislation. Last week, 
we introduced legislation in this Cham- 
ber to be able to stop this fentanyl, 
carfentanil, U-4, and these other syn- 
thetic drugs from coming into our com- 
munities. 

What we were told by the authorities 
is, the drugs come in by way of the 
mail system primarily from China and 
sometimes India. There are chemists in 
sophisticated laboratories in these 
countries sending this poison into our 
community. All we are asking for in 
our legislation is let’s ensure that 
packages coming from those countries 
have the information provided so we 
know where they are coming from, 
where they are going, and what the 
contents are. Unbelievably, that is not 
required now. FedEx, UPS, and other 
private carriers require it, but our mail 
system, including our U.S. mail sys- 
tem, does not require it. Talking to law 
enforcement, including Customs and 
Border Protection, DEA folks, and the 
people who are in the trenches dealing 
with this issue, all agree this legisla- 
tion makes sense so we can try to stop 
some of this poison from coming into 
our communities. 

I have been on this floor every single 
week since our legislation came up 
back on March 10. I have been talking 
about the importance of getting legis- 
lation passed, and that has now hap- 
pened. I have been talking about the 
importance of implementing it quick- 
ly, and that is now happening. The 
Comprehensive Addiction Recovery 
Act was supported by an amazing 92-to- 
2 vote in this Chamber because every 
State is affected. 

I believe we need to do even more 
with regard to the specific issue of 
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these synthetic drugs coming into our 
country through the mail system. I ask 
my colleagues to support it—with 92 of 
us supporting that legislation—and 
please look at this legislation. Let’s 
support it, get it to the floor, get it to 
a vote, and let’s begin saving more 
lives as we have to deal with this new 
wave of synthetic heroin coming into 
our communities. 

I yield back my time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time 
has expired. 

The question is, Will the Senate ad- 
vise and consent to the Gibson nomina- 
tion? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I 
ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec- 
ond. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant bill clerk called the 
roll. 

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from New Hampshire (Ms. AYOTTE), the 
Senator from Wisconsin (Mr. JOHNSON), 
the Senator from Kansas (Mr. MORAN), 
and the Senator from Louisiana (Mr. 
VITTER). 

Further, if present and voting, the 
Senator from New Hampshire (Ms. 
AYOTTE) would have voted ‘‘yea’’. 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from California (Mrs. BOXER), 
the Senator from Virginia (Mr. KAINE), 
and the Senator from Vermont (Mr. 
SANDERS) are necessarily absent. 

I further announce that, if present 
and voting, the Senator from Virginia 
(Mr. KAINE) would vote yea. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de- 
siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 93, 
nays 0, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 142 Ex.] 


YEAS—93 
Alexander Fischer Murray 
Baldwin Flake Nelson 
Barrasso Franken Paul 
Bennet Gardner Perdue 
Blumenthal Gillibrand Peters 
Blunt Graham Portman 
Booker Grassley Reed 
Boozman Hatch Reid 
Brown Heinrich Risch 
Burr Heitkamp Roberts 
Cantwell Heller Rounds 
Capito Hirono Rubio 
Cardin Hoeven Sasse 
Carper Inhofe Schatz 
Casey Isakson Schumer 
Cassidy King Scott 
Coats Kirk Sessions 
Cochran Klobuchar Shaheen 
Collins Lankford Shelby 
Coons Leahy Stabenow 
Corker Lee Sullivan 
Cornyn Manchin Tester 
Cotton Markey Thune 
Crapo McCain Tillis 
Cruz McCaskill Toomey 
Daines McConnell Udall 
Donnelly Menendez Warner 
Durbin Merkley Warren 
Enzi Mikulski Whitehouse 
Ernst Murkowski Wicker 
Feinstein Murphy Wyden 
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NOT VOTING—7 


Ayotte Kaine Vitter 
Boxer Moran 
Johnson Sanders 


The nomination was confirmed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the motion to re- 
consider is considered made and laid 
upon the table, and the President will 
be immediately notified of the Senate’s 
action. 


EEE 
LEGISLATIVE SESSION 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will re- 
sume legislative session. 

The Senator from Alaska. 


Ee 


REMEMBERING THE VENERABLE 
NORMAN H.V. ELLIOTT 


Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, it 
seems I am coming to the floor of the 
Senate on an increasingly frequent 
basis to honor the pioneering men and 
women who arrived in the State of 
Alaska prior to statehood who truly 
have left a lasting impression on the 
history of the 49th State. 

Today I rise to remember the Vener- 
able Norman H.V. Elliott. Father El- 
liott was an Episcopal clergyman who 
arrived in Alaska in 1951. He was truly 
a profound spiritual force in Alaska 
from the day he arrived in our State 
until his death on Friday, September 9 
of this year. Father Elliott passed at 
the age of 97. To say he lived his life to 
the fullest would be a huge understate- 
ment. 

Father Elliott lived a life as big as 
the State of Alaska. As we reflect upon 
that life, it would be no overstatement 
to characterize Norman Elliott as a 
true Alaskan icon. 

Father Elliott was born in England. 
He moved to Detroit, MI, when he was 
4 years old, and according to the sto- 
ries, he decided very early on, about 
middle-school age, that he wanted to 
enter the ministry. 

That future was somewhat inter- 
rupted by World War II. Father Elliott 
was drawn to military service, and 
after considering the possibility of 
joining a Canadian Forces battalion in 
neighboring Windsor, Ontario, he chose 
the U.S. Army instead. He was assigned 
to a new experimental light infantry 
division which was patterned after a 
German light division. After training 
in the swamps of Louisiana and Cali- 
fornia’s mountains, he was deployed to 
Europe. Initially deployed to France, 
he fought in Luxembourg and Ger- 
many. 

I had an opportunity to come to 
know Father Elliott very well over the 
years. Several years back, he agreed to 
sit for an interview as part of our Vet- 
erans Spotlight series. This is an oral 
history project I sponsored to capture 
the stories of Alaskan veterans. We 
worked in conjunction with the Vet- 
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erans History Project at the Library of 
Congress. In that interview, Father El- 
liott talked about the realities of the 
war. He said: 

I remember good times. I remember bad 
times. I remember times where I barely es- 
caped by the skin of my teeth. You never for- 
get. I remember, and there are things I wish 
I had done or didn’t do. I hope that as a 
whole, Alaskans remember what we did, be- 
cause as a Nation, we are losing our remem- 
brance of World War II. 

Well, Father Elliott never let us for- 
get our veterans, whether it was our 
veterans who fought honorably in 
World War II or the returning men and 
women who are coming back from Iraq 
and Afghanistan. 

Father Elliott’s history after the war 
took him to Alaska. He attended Vir- 
ginia Theological Seminary. He in- 
tended to serve as a missionary in 
India. There wasn’t a slot available 
there for him, but there was one in 
Alaska. Father Elliott ended up in 
Alaska. His first stop was at St. Mark’s 
Episcopal Mission in Nenana, a church 
and boarding home for Native children. 
Then he went to St. Barnabas’s Mission 
in Minto and St. Stephen’s Mission in 
Fort Yukon. Over time, his responsibil- 
ities expanded to missions throughout 
the Gwich’in communities on the 
Upper Yukon—communities such as 
Eagle, Circle, Chalkyitsik, Arctic Vil- 
lage, Venetie, Beaver, and Stevens Vil- 
lage. To cover this very large territory, 
Father Elliott would often travel by 
dogsled. He became a pilot and flew his 
own aircraft. I think he called his yel- 
low plane the ‘‘Drunken Canary.” 

Father Elliott was truly ‘‘as unique 
as Alaska itself,” in the words of one of 
his parishioners. 

His duties in the villages were hardly 
romantic. Father Elliott was forced to 
confront the dual scourge of alcohol 
abuse and suicide and the loss of faith 
that comes along with despair. As a 
member of a joint Federal-State Com- 
mission on Alaska Natives in the 1990s, 
he encouraged a shift in government 
policies toward Native people. Instead 
of the government doing for Native 
people and doing things perhaps poorly, 
he believed the Native people them- 
selves needed to be heard. He was an 
incredible advocate in so many ways. 

He was more than your village priest, 
though. In various villages, Father El- 
liott would come in and do whatever 
task was needed. 

In an article in our local newspaper, 
the Alaska Dispatch, just a couple of 
days ago, it was reported this way: 

[Father] Elliott did every kind of task—he 
was a policeman, a tax collector, a school- 
teacher, a delivery person and a messenger. 
When he arrived in one village to do church 
services, he first vaccinated everyone for ty- 
phoid. He usually carried penicillin in his 
sled bag, giving anyone who needed it an in- 
jection in the rump, including any sick dogs 
in his team. 

Now, that is an individual who cared 
for everyone in whatever the capacity. 
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After being in the remote interior of 
the State, Father Elliott’s next assign- 
ments were in relatively urban corners 
of Alaska. In 1958, Father Elliott 
moved to Southeast Alaska where he 
served at St. John’s Church in Ketch- 
ikan. In 1962, he settled in as rector at 
All Saints Episcopal Church, a beau- 
tiful church in downtown Anchorage. 
Father Elliott officially retired in 1990 
when he reached the age of 70 in ac- 
cordance with the church rules. 

That might be the end of the story 
there, but it is hardly the story for Fa- 
ther Elliott. Two years after his retire- 
ment, All Saints needed a replacement 
priest, and he came out of retirement 
to serve as something called a priest in 
charge and continued to serve until 
earlier this year. 

Father Elliott was one of those who 
was everywhere. He was at every social 
gathering. He was at every wedding, 
every funeral, baptisms, everything in 
between. He would visit those in the 
hospital. At times he would stay all 
night. He had this uncanny sense of 
knowing when they were in the hos- 
pital because he was very often the 
first one to visit. 

Father Elliott ended up in the hos- 
pital earlier this year. He was down 
with pneumonia. It was a bit ironic. I 
went to visit him. He was really pretty 
grumpy. He was grumpy because he 
knew the hospital in and out, but he 
didn’t like being the one who was con- 
fined in the bed. He was grumpy be- 
cause he had places to go and people to 
see. As I recall, he had a funeral to go 
to and a wedding to go to, and when he 
got out of the hospital, he resumed 
that active schedule. 

I have remarked often that Father 
Elliott lived every day to its fullest, 
from the time he woke up in the morn- 
ing until the time he went to bed at 
night, and his is a life well lived. 

Last week, Father Elliott passed 
away, and that, I am afraid, is the end 
of his story—at least the end of the 
story as we know it here on this Earth. 
Father Elliott served his church, his 
Nation, and his community with great 
distinction, and his was indeed a life 
that was well lived. 

I have so many wonderful memories 
of my friend Father Norman Elliott, 
and that will sustain me, but I cannot 
help but observe that with Father El- 
liott’s passing, another of Alaska’s 
great and mighty trees has fallen. 

I will be in Alaska this weekend and 
on Monday will have an opportunity to 
join with Alaskans from around the 
State in paying a tribute to a man who 
truly lived a life of service to others, 
who truly cared in a way that goes al- 
most beyond description. I stand with 
my colleagues and ask that we join in 
prayers for Father Elliott and the fam- 
ily of truly a great Alaskan. 

With that, Mr. President, I yield the 
floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 
HOEVEN). The Senator from Texas. 


(Mr. 


September 15, 2016 


Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I wasn’t 
expecting to be on the floor when the 
Senator from Alaska was talking about 
Father Elliott. What a great story, and 
what a great life he lived. I am glad I 
happened to be here and had a chance 
to listen. 


EE 


SENATE ACCOMPLISHMENTS 


Mr. CORNYN. Just a few moments 
ago, the Senate passed a piece of legis- 
lation that some might ask: Well, what 
is the big deal? The Water Resources 
Development Act—what we call around 
here WRDA by the acronym—this bill 
is enormously important for States 
like North Dakota, places like Texas 
that have experienced flooding, in par- 
ticular, but this bill will help us main- 
tain and expand our infrastructure re- 
lated to our most precious natural re- 
source, and that is water. 

Like I said, that might sound a little 
boring, not particularly interesting, 
but it actually has a lot of relevance to 
every American. Like I said last week, 
this legislation includes provisions 
that will help my constituents in Texas 
in a number of ways, from drought and 
flood protection to carving out deeper 
ports to enhance our ability to do 
international trade, but the passage of 
this bill serves as another example of 
what can happen when the Senate is 
actually working the way it is sup- 
posed to. 

I am not going to suggest to you that 
just because the 2014 election gave Re- 
publicans the majority in the U.S. Sen- 
ate that automatically made it pos- 
sible for the Senate to begin func- 
tioning again, but the fact is, leader- 
ship does make a difference. I know it 
was absolutely key to Majority Leader 
McCONNELL’s agenda that we would ac- 
tually work in the committees to build 
consensus on legislation, and then they 
would come to the floor and people 
would have an opportunity to offer 
amendments and other constructive 
suggestions and we would work until 
we built that consensus and accom- 
plished our goal of passing legislation. 

It is worth reminding our colleagues 
that the Senate, under Senator MCCON- 
NELL’s leadership, passed the first bi- 
cameral budget that we have passed 
since 2009 and the first balanced budget 
since 2001. Under a Republican-led Sen- 
ate, all 12 appropriations bills were ap- 
proved by their respective subcommit- 
tees and by the Appropriations Com- 
mittee itself. As the Presiding Officer 
knows, the only way that happens is 
for the chair and the ranking member 
of the appropriate Appropriations sub- 
committee to work together on a bi- 
partisan basis and then work with col- 
leagues on the whole Appropriations 
Committee to come up with legislation 
they will support or that an over- 
whelming majority—in some cases 
unanimously—of the committee sup- 
ports. 
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This is the first time since 2009 that 
we have actually seen all 12 appropria- 
tions bills approved by the subcommit- 
tees and then by the entire Appropria- 
tions Committee. That is the good 
news. 

The bad news is, our Democratic col- 
leagues wouldn’t let us proceed with 
actually voting on those appropria- 
tions bills to get them done one at a 
time, in a transparent sort of way, 
where we would be held accountable for 
what we did, and it would be open to 
the American people to see exactly 
what we were doing. 

The reason we are talking about a 
continuing resolution this week and 
next is because of the filibuster of the 
appropriations process. It didn’t have 
to be that way. In fact, we were on 
track to funding the government the 
way we were supposed to, bill by bill. 
In spite of the filibuster on the appro- 
priations bill, we have been able to find 
consensus on a number of other impor- 
tant pieces of legislation. This is legis- 
lation that will help American fami- 
lies, strengthen our economy, and help 
keep the American people secure. Im- 
portantly, these were bills that 
furthered what I believe to be the ap- 
propriate philosophy of the govern- 
ment; that is, Washington does not al- 
ways know best, and that power needs 
to be devolved from the Federal Gov- 
ernment in Washington back down to 
the States and back down to individual 
citizens. 

For example, we passed the first 
major education reform bill since No 
Child Left Behind, a piece of legisla- 
tion called the Every Student Succeeds 
Act. This bill does exactly what I just 
described. Under the chairmanship and 
the leadership of Senator ALEXANDER 
and Ranking Member MURRAY, what 
this legislation did was it transferred 
more power with regard to public edu- 
cation, K-12, from Washington back to 
the States and back to parents and 
teachers—people who actually under- 
stand best what the educational needs 
of their students are and how to make 
sure they achieve their potential. 

We also passed the first multiyear 
highway bill since 2005. Why is that im- 
portant? Well, if you come from a fast- 
growing State like mine, a big State, 
the quality of highways and bridges are 
pretty darn important—not only im- 
portant to public safety, they are im- 
portant to the environment and they 
are important for the economy. But 
this is the first time we passed a 
multiyear highway bill since 2005. As I 
said, this legislation will help us main- 
tain and build our infrastructure so we 
can keep up with economic and popu- 
lation growth and make the most of it. 
It will also provide certainty to our 
States and communities so they can 
actually plan for the future. As long as 
we were passing 6-month or yearlong 
Transportation bills, there was no way 
they could do long-term planning, 
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which is more efficient and more cost- 
effective. 

We also have done other important 
things. We passed trade promotion au- 
thority—working with the President— 
that defines the parameters of what 
Congress and the White House would 
agree to when it comes to trade agree- 
ments. I know ‘‘trade’’ has kind of be- 
come a little bit of a dirty word lately 
in Presidential politics, but I can tell 
you, in my State we see the benefits of 
our international trading ability every 
day. Six million jobs depend on bina- 
tional trade with Mexico alone, and 
NAFTA, the North American Free 
Trade Agreement, which basically tied 
together Canada, Mexico, and the 
United States, has been seen as a very 
positive move and has created a lot of 
jobs and economic growth. 

We also reauthorized the Federal 
Aviation Administration—pretty darn 
important if you happen to fly. 

We passed another piece of important 
legislation called the POLICE Act to 
support our local law enforcement offi- 
cials and to make sure they get the 
training they need to respond to an ac- 
tive shooter situation—something 
that, sadly, more and more police find 
themselves confronted with these days. 

We also had a tremendous vote—99 to 
0—in the Senate on a bill called Justice 
for Victims of Trafficking Act. I have 
said many times that sadly the profile 
of a victim of human trafficking is a 
girl between the ages of 12 and 14 years 
old, many of whom run away from 
home, only to find themselves living a 
life of literally modern-day slavery. 
This legislation was designed to make 
sure there were more resources avail- 
able to help rescue those victims of 
human trafficking and to better equip 
law enforcement to track down their 
captors. 

We also passed legislation that pro- 
motes a more transparent and open 
government and protects intellectual 
property rights, just to name a few. 

Again, these may seem like small 
things in isolation, but they represent 
a major change in the way we do busi- 
ness here in the Senate—actually 
working together on a bipartisan basis 
to solve problems and to get legislation 
on the President’s desk and have him 
sign it. Now, you won’t read very much 
about that because the news covers 
conflict. That is just the nature of the 
beast. When we fight like cats and 
dogs, it is all over the newspapers and 
on the Internet and on TV, but when 
we actually appear to be doing the 
work the American people sent us here 
to do, frankly, it is not particularly 
newsworthy, sadly enough. 

We have other important work that 
is still outstanding as the Senate con- 
tinues to make progress on a con- 
ference report on the Energy Policy 
Modernization Act, a bill this Chamber 
passed months ago thanks to the lead- 
ership of Senator MURKOWSKI of Alaska 
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and Ranking Member CANTWELL. We 
also are close to finishing up our work 
on the National Defense Authorization 
Act. This is the major defense author- 
ization bill that has been passed out of 
the Senate every year for more years 
than we can remember. Then the work 
we have to complete this week and 
next is to find a way to keep the gov- 
ernment up and running and provide 
resources to communities to fight the 
Zika virus and to prevent the horrific 
birth defects that unfortunately are 
part of that disease. 

I point out these accomplishments in 
an effort to just remind our colleagues 
and anybody who happens to be listen- 
ing that we do try—not all the time 
but most of the time—to put politics 
aside, to focus on results, and to try to 
do things that benefit the American 
people. 

I am thankful for the leadership of 
the majority leader. As I said earlier, 
leadership matters. Senator McCon- 
NELL has worked hard to try to bring 
bills to the floor that did enjoy bipar- 
tisan support and, to the extent pos- 
sible, to make sure everybody had a 
chance to participate in the process. It 
is that sort of vision and that sort of 
pragmatism which has brought us this 
record of success. I hope we continue to 
do that in the time we have left be- 
tween now and the election and then 
when we return after the election to 
work together. I know it is tough work. 
It is frustrating. But it is worthwhile, 
and it is worth doing. 

I don’t see anybody ready to speak. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak in morn- 
ing business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ate is in morning business, and the 
Senator is recognized for up to 10 min- 
utes. 


-o 


STOP TERRORIST OPERATIONAL 
RESOURCES AND MONEY ACT 


Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, I rise 
today to discuss the issue of terrorism 
financing, especially with regard to the 
terrorist group ISIS, known by some as 
ISIL, or other terminology referring to 
ISIS itself. 

Just days ago, we marked the 15th 
anniversary since the terrorist attack 
on our country on September 11, 2001. 
At the time, the United States had a 
fundamentally different understanding 
of terrorist groups, their ideologies, 
and their operations. 

In the years since, our national secu- 
rity apparatus has grown and adapted, 
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responding to evolving threats and 
prioritizing the fight against terrorism 
and violent extremism. 

For example, prior to 9/11, the De- 
partment of the Treasury was not as 
significant in our fight against ter- 
rorism as it is today. An act of Con- 
gress established the Treasury Office of 
Terrorism and Financial Intelligence 
in 2004. Since then, this office has 
grown into an essential component of 
our counterterrorism work. They are 
charged with the task of cutting off the 
financial resources that terrorist 
groups need to survive. 

The terrorist group ISIS presents 
challenges, a whole new set of chal- 
lenges. Similar to Hezbollah, ISIS is 
part terrorist group, part army, and 
part criminal syndicate fueled by a 
hateful ideology and controlling com- 
munities in Syria and Iraq. We know 
that ISIS has sacked banks and still 
profits from the illicit sale of oil, an- 
tiquities, and other items through the 
black market while extorting the civil- 
ians under their control. ISIS uses this 
funding to conduct terror attacks and 
control territory in both Syria and 
Iraq. They use it to buy more weapons, 
ammunition, and components for im- 
provised explosive devices known as 
IEDs. They use it to pay salaries for 
fighters and develop propaganda mate- 
rials to spread their hateful ideology. 

In August of 2014, I joined with Sen- 
ator RUBIO, urging the administration 
to prioritize stopping ISIS’s financial 
support. Soon after, the President an- 
nounced his comprehensive strategy to 
degrade and defeat ISIS. 

Already, we have seen that the 
United States and coalition efforts, in- 
cluding airstrikes on oil trucks and 
cash storage sites, have had a meaning- 
ful impact on ISIS’s finances. For ex- 
ample, in recent months, ISIS has had 
to reduce the salaries they pay their 
fighters. Our airstrikes have also taken 
key ISIS leaders, including their fi- 
nance minister, off the battlefield. 

Just yesterday, Deputy Secretary of 
State Tony Blinken reported signifi- 
cant progress on rolling back ISIS’s 
control of territory. In April, Maj. Gen. 
Peter Gersten, Deputy Commander of 
the Combined Joint Task Force, Oper- 
ation Inherent Resolve, said: ‘‘ISIS’s 
ability to finance their war through oil 
refineries has been destroyed.” That is 
what it says right here. Their “ability 
to finance their war through oil refin- 
eries has been destroyed.” This is a 
very significant step, since ISIS was 
heavily reliant on this source of in- 
come. 

The President also recently signed 
into law my bill, the Protect and Pre- 
serve International Cultural Property 
Act, which helped ensure that the 
United States is not a market for an- 
tiquities looted from Syria. This is im- 
portant because a report by the 
CultureUnderThreat Task Force stated 
that ISIS may try to increase—in- 


September 15, 2016 


crease—its antiquities trafficking ac- 
tivity as other revenue streams, such 
as oil sales, are cut off. 

ISIS is rewriting the rule book on 
how terrorist groups work. Despite the 
loss of territory in both Syria and Iraq, 
it continues to cultivate its affiliates 
in northern and western Africa, Cen- 
tral Asia, and other parts of the Middle 
East. It continues to sow the seeds of 
terror in neighboring countries such as 
Turkey, Saudi Arabia, further afield in 
Europe, Africa, and, of course, here in 
the United States. ISIS has figured out 
how to operate outside of the inter- 
national financial system, lessening 
the impact of our banking sanctions 
that we have relied upon before. We 
may be able to defeat ISIS, but the 
problem of terrorist financing will stay 
with us. 

I took a trip in February to Israel, 
Qatar, Saudi Arabia, and Turkey, 
which confirmed this assessment. That 
is why I believe we need a more robust, 
permanent, international architecture 
for countering terrorist financial net- 
works. 

In June, I introduced the Stop Ter- 
rorist Operational Resources and 
Money Act—the so-called STORM 
Act—with Senator JOHNNY ISAKSON, 
and this is but a first step. This bill 
provides a strong set of tools to compel 
greater cooperation from partner na- 
tions. 

The STORM Act authorizes a new 
designation by the President called 
“Jurisdiction of Terrorism Financing 
Concern,” which can be triggered ei- 
ther by a lack of political will by a 
country or a lack of capacity to take 
on this problem. Some countries have 
the capacity to make meaningful 
progress but lack the political will to 
do so. I believe we should levy tough 
penalties that make countries recon- 
sider their willful ignorance or tacit 
acceptance of terrorist financiers car- 
rying their country’s passports or oper- 
ating in their territory. The penalties 
under the STORM Act include suspen- 
sion of security or development assist- 
ance, blocking of arms sales, and 
blocking loans from the IMF or the 
World Bank. 

With some countries the challenge is 
a basic lack of capacity. The United 
States is well equipped to provide tech- 
nical assistance and capacity building. 
We have done this before on the issue 
of nuclear nonproliferation. The 
STORM Act authorizes the administra- 
tion to do the same with countering 
terrorism financing. 

Lastly, the STORM Act authorizes 
sanctions against financial institutions 
that do business with ISIS. This sends 
a signal that banks need to be vigilant 
in ensuring that they do not facilitate 
ISIS’s financial operations. 

In the years since 9/11, terrorist 
groups have become ever more sophis- 
ticated in the way they finance their 
operations. We have to respond in kind, 
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and it is right to expect all our part- 
ners to do the same. 

The bipartisan STORM Act sends a 
very clear message. If you fail to pull 
your weight when it comes to ter- 
rorism financing and cutting it off, 
there will be consequences. If you want 
to improve your record, the United 
States is here to help you. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
STORM Act as an element of our fight 
against ISIS and a step toward building 
a more robust, international architec- 
ture to stop terrorism financing in the 
long run. 

I yield the floor. 

Mr. President, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CARPER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAs- 
SIDY). Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 


EE 
ISIS 


Mr. CARPER. Mr. President, you of- 
tentimes draw the short straw and 
have to preside while I am speaking, 
and you can probably give some of 
these talks as well as I can, but I am 
going to go back and talk about some- 
thing I have discussed every couple of 
weeks—not so much during our 7-week 
recess but certainly before and subse- 
quent to that as well. What I have been 
doing is providing an update for our 
colleagues on what is going on in a 
part of the world we have a lot of inter- 
est in, including Iraq, here; Kurdistan, 
here, which is part of Iraq; Turkey in 
the north; Syria, which is right here to 
the west of Iraq; and Iran is over here. 
We have the Mediterranean Sea right 
here. 

I just want to hearken back to 2 
years ago when the folks from ISIS 
were rolling through this part of the 
world hellbent on getting to Baghdad. 
Baghdad is right here, right down here, 
not too far from Iran. They had made 
extraordinary progress, killing a lot of 
people along the way, taking a lot of 
prisoners, a lot of them women as sex 
prisoners, and slaughtering a lot of 
people, with mass graves and a large 
amount of carnage. They were able to 
scare off the Iraqi Army. In many 
cases, the Iraqis turned tail and ran. 
Their leadership ran too. In fact, their 
leadership may have actually run be- 
fore the rank-and-file troops, heading 
this way, back toward Baghdad. Fi- 
nally, when the folks of ISIS were sort 
of knocking on the door just west of 
Baghdad, they were slowed and 
stopped. 

What has happened in the last sev- 
eral months? There has been a big 
change in the momentum of the battle. 
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Now it is not just Iraq on its own in 
this fight; Iraq is joined by a coalition 
of roughly 60 nations, of which the 
United States is the leader. Our job is 
not to provide boots on the ground in 
Iraq or in Syria; for the most part, our 
job is to provide intelligence support. 
Our job is to provide air support—fixed- 
wing, rotary-wing, unpiloted aircraft, 
drones—and our job is to provide train- 
ing, support, and advice to the folks 
who are doing the fighting. 

This is a province just west of Bagh- 
dad called Anbar Province. We have all 
heard of it. This area right here—west 
of this whole area is considered the 
Sunni Triangle because the lion’s share 
of the folks who live in this part of Iraq 
are Sunni. There are particular cities 
they live in. One is called Fallujah. A 
member of my staff was wounded and 
almost killed in Fallujah a few years 
ago. There is Ramadi and a place called 
Tikrit. Tikrit, right up here, is where 
Saddam Hussein was from. All these 
areas were taken over by ISIS a couple 
of years ago. They have been driven 
out of those cities and out of this part 
of Iraq. 

The folks who have been doing most 
of the fighting on the ground—their ab- 
breviation is CTS, which, as I recall, 
stands for Counter Terrorism Service. 
We are providing support for them, but 
they are actually the boots on the 
ground. 

The next province here in this coun- 
try is to the northeast. It is on the bor- 
der here with Kurdistan, and it is a 
town called Mosul. It is not a town, it 
is a city, and there are about 2 million 
people living there. That is the second 
largest city, right behind Baghdad, 
that is still in the hands of ISIS. 

Sometime later this year or early 
next year, we expect to see a full-scale 
movement by the coalition—led again 
by the Iraqi forces themselves—to 
move on Mosul. There is a town here— 
there is actually a base here about 50 
miles southwest of Mosul called 
Qayyarah, and it is a big Air Force 
base, and that was taken maybe a 
month or so ago by the Iraqi forces 
with our support. There is not only a 
base there, there is a town that goes 
with it called Qayyarah, and that town 
is now in the hands of the Iraqis, and 
the folks from ISIS have been driven 
out of Qayyarah. It was really the last 
major city or town between Baghdad 
and Mosul that was in the hands of 
ISIS. 

Now we come across the northern 
part of Iraq over into Syria again to a 
place called Manbij. This is a pretty 
good size city. It is very close to the 
Turkish border. There is another town 
here on the Turkish border with Syria 
called Jarabulus. These two places 
were in the hands of ISIS until very re- 
cently. They served almost as a gate- 
way, almost a free flow of ISIS troops, 
soldiers, or reinforcements coming 
across the border with Turkey and 
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through Jarabulus and down by 
Manbij. Both those cities are now in 
the hands of forces that are in alliance 
with our coalition. 

There is a place here—not as big as 
Mosul—called Raqqa that is still in the 
hands of ISIS. They think of it as the 
spiritual center of their caliphate. My 
guess is that sometime next year, after 
Mosul has been taken, full attention 
will turn to Raqqa. There will be coali- 
tion forces coming in from the south- 
west and folks who we are fighting 
with in the northeast, and that will be 
the next big battle. 

In the meantime, since the last time 
I spoke on the Senate floor, a lot of 
land that ISIS had taken has been re- 
taken. It was less than 50 percent, and 
now 50 percent or more of the land that 
ISIS previously held has been retaken. 

Again, this is not just the United 
States. We are playing a constructive 
role, but the coalition and the Iraqis 
themselves—some who ran from ISIS— 
don’t run anymore. We were very much 
encouraged by the courage they have 
shown. 

Among the other things that ISIS 
took, aside from land, was oil—oil re- 
serves—and they turned that into 
money. They captured banks. They 
went right into the treasuries of the 
banks and safes and vaults and stole a 
lot of money—hundreds of millions of 
dollars. A fair amount of that money 
has actually been destroyed by air- 
strikes—literally, cash on fire. I don’t 
know if it is half, but it is a lot of the 
money, and ISIS’s ability to realize 
more revenues by virtue of oil and by 
selling oil on the black market has 
been significantly reduced. The idea 
there is to starve them and reduce the 
ability for reinforcements to come in 
from the north and at the same time to 
take away their ability to make money 
and use that money to pay their troops 
and buy things that they and their 
forces need to wage a successful war. 

So that is a little bit about what is 
going on in that part of the world. I 
will mention a couple of other pieces. I 
don’t think we have Libya on this map. 
Libya is over here, a little to the west 
and to the south. Imagine it is some- 
where over here—probably over here, 
but we get the drift. 

When ISIS is being driven out of this 
part of the world—out of Iraq and 
Syria—where do they go? About 50,000 
have been killed, over 100 to 200 of their 
top leaders, including the No. 2 guy 
who was killed I think last week. 
Frankly, some are packing up and 
going home. They see the writing on 
the wall. 

Others are going to different coun- 
tries. Libya is one of the places ISIS 
has headed. They settled into a place 
called Sirte, a big seaport town. We 
have had a heavy focus working with 
the Libyan forces to take back Sirte, 
and a week or two ago the last portion 
of Sirte was recaptured. I think that is 
another positive development. 
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We have terrorist groups in the Medi- 
terranean and the Persian Gulf. And 
through the air and with aircraft as- 
signed to the carriers, we have been 
providing that support. The Turks have 
been good about giving us access to one 
or more of their bases, so we have the 
ability to fly aircraft out of there and 
provide air support for the coalition 
forces that we have. 

One of the other ways that ISIS has 
been very effective in waging this war, 
aside from the actual fighting on the 
battlefield, is fighting that does not 
occur on a battlefield and is not the 
kind of battle that you win with guns 
and bullets and rockets and missiles, 
but it is the kind of fight that goes on 
through the Internet and through so- 
cial media. These guys are pretty good 
at that. They are not 12 feet tall on the 
battlefield, as it turns out. We are ca- 
pable of degrading and destroying 
them, as the President likes to say. 
But the ability to actually take them 
down on the Internet through social 
media has been more challenging. 

Before I get into that, though, I 
think the last time I spoke here, I men- 
tioned that 2 years ago some 2,000 for- 
eign fighters per month were coming in 
to this part of the world to be part of 
the ISIS team—2,000 a month. The last 
time I reported, I said that number was 
down to 200 a month. Today, we know 
that number is down to 50 a month. 
Part of it is because Jarabulus and 
Manbij and other towns have pretty 
much cut off access to the Turkish bor- 
der. That is an encouragement. I think 
I mentioned the last time I was on the 
floor that 2 years ago maybe 10 Ameri- 
cans a month were coming to this part 
of the world to join ISIS and to fight. 
Today, that number is probably down 
to one per month, one every 2 months. 
We are encouraged by that. 

In cyberspace, I understand there are 
over 360,000 pro-ISIS twitter accounts 
that have been taken offline this year. 
Let me say that again. In cyberspace, 
over 360,000 ISIS twitter accounts have 
been taken offline over the past 12 
months. For every pro-ISIS twitter ac- 
count, there are now six anti-ISIS ac- 
counts criticizing and challenging 
ISIS’s twisted theology. For a while, 
the ISIS fighters continued to take 
their hits on the battlefield and had a 
good spanking applied to them, but 
they were still doing well on social 
media. Not so much anymore. As it 
turns out, as they move over to places 
like Libya and try to set up a 
minicaliphate, we have shown that 
isn’t going to work either. 

So on balance, this is going in the 
right direction. It is not time to spike 
the football. It is a pretty good coali- 
tion working together, and we are 
starting to hit on all eight cylinders. 

I would just say to our troops and to 
those who are part of the coalition, as 
we say in the Navy when people do a 
good job, “Bravo Zulu.” We are not 
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going to spike the football yet, but 
things are very much encouraging. We 
are grateful for everybody who has 
helped to make that possible. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Montana. 


EE 


BLACKFEET WATER RIGHTS 
SETTLEMENT ACT 


Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, today is 
a good day for Montana and the Black- 
feet people. 

With the passage of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act, the Black- 
feet Water Rights Settlement Act is 
one step closer to the President’s desk. 
Today’s action marks the first time 
the compact has passed the Senate 
after being introduced four times since 
2010. 

Today, for the first time, this impor- 
tant legislation came to the Senate for 
a vote and it passed. I, along with my 
colleague Senator JON TESTER, worked 
hard to make sure it made it through 
this time. The settlement is long over- 
due and will not only establish the 
tribe’s water rights but will also facili- 


tate real, tangible benefits for the 
Blackfeet and surrounding commu- 
nities. 


The bill will improve several Federal 
water structures that are some of the 
oldest and most in need of repair in the 
country and will help irrigate some of 
the most productive farmland in our 
State. The Blackfeet Water Rights Set- 
tlement Act also balances the need of 
the State and the local community. 
The Blackfeet Indian Reservation is lo- 
cated adjacent to Glacier National 
Park and is some 1.5 million acres in 
size. There are 17,000 enrolled tribal 
members, about half of whom live on 
the reservation. 

This water settlement also upholds 
agreements by the State that will 
strengthen irrigation for neighboring 
farmlands. We call that Montana’s 
Golden Triangle. It is where my great- 
great-grandmother homesteaded þe- 
cause of its wheat production. 

I commend the Blackfeet Tribe and 
Chairman Harry Barnes, who have been 
diligent and patient in seeing this set- 
tlement forward. I commend our State 
for its commitment to the Blackfeet 
Tribe and Indian Country in Montana 
and my colleague Senator TESTER for 
working with me on this bill. I am 
proud to get this through the Senate 
and will continue to fight for its enact- 
ment. 


EE 
OBAMACARE 


Mr. DAINES. ObamaCare—it is still a 
train wreck of broken promises. Presi- 
dent Obama promised that the cost of 
premiums would go down by $2,500 per 
family. But just yesterday, Montana’s 
insurance commissioner announced an 
average premium increase of 58 percent 
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for Montana’s largest provider on the 
exchange. And not only have premiums 
not gone down, the coverage that peo- 
ple get from it is unaffordable and un- 
usable. 

With some deductibles at or above 
$9,000 per family, middle-class families 
are being priced out of the market, all 
the while paying for a policy they sim- 
ply can’t use. Now plans are also re- 
stricting provider networks and elimi- 
nating doctors from their plans, all in 
an attempt to remain solvent under 
ObamaCare’s requirements. 

In Montana, we like to fish. Some- 
times when the fishing line gets really 
tangled up, the only thing you can do 
is cut the line. It is time to cut the line 
with ObamaCare. It is time to clear 
this train wreck from the tracks and 
get our health care moving forward 
again. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from North Carolina. 


EE 
HONORING TIM BRACKEEN 


Mr. TILLIS. Mr. President, today I 
rise to honor the memory of Tim 
Brackeen, a K-9 police officer with the 
Shelby Police Department in North 
Carolina. Officer Brackeen was trag- 
ically killed after succumbing to gun- 
shot wounds he sustained in the line of 
duty just last week. 

On September 10, 2016, Officer 
Brackeen was doing what he did every 
day—going to work, trying to put his 
life in the way of others to keep them 
safe. He said good-bye to his wife and 
his family, and he went to work. 

Unfortunately, on that day, in the 
middle of the night, Officer Brackeen 
responded to a call to bring a wanted 
robbery suspect into custody. Officer 
Brackeen attempted to arrest the sus- 
pect. The suspect resisted and opened 
fire, critically wounding Officer 
Brackeen. 

The people of North Carolina and 
citizens from across the Nation prayed 
for Officer Brackeen and his family as 
he received treatment. Unfortunately, 
on Monday, we heard the tragic news 
that Officer Brackeen, only 38 years 
old, had passed away. 

When we lost Officer Brackeen, we 
lost more than a dedicated K-9 officer 
who had served the Shelby Police De- 
partment for 13 years. Above all else, 
we lost a devoted husband to his wife 
Mikel and a loving father to his 4-year- 
old daughter. He was well known as a 
loving family man and was deeply re- 
spected and admired for the dedication 
he had to the department and the com- 
munity which he served. Many had the 
chance to meet Officer Brackeen dur- 
ing a class or seminar he held with his 
K-9 partner called Ciko. He was hon- 
ored as Shelby police officer of the 
year in 2012. 

For anyone in this country who has 
ever had a trace of doubt over the true 
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character and motivation of the vast 
majority of brave men and women in 
law enforcement, Officer Tim Brackeen 
was exactly the kind of officer who 
would instantly erase any of those 
doubts when you met him. 

As Officer Brackeen’s family, friends, 
and colleagues mourn this tragic loss, I 
hope they find comfort in knowing that 
his death was not in vain. The out- 
pouring of love that we have seen in his 
honor has been tremendous. 

On the night of Officer Brackeen’s 
death, hundreds of people came to- 
gether in Shelby to hold a vigil outside 
the police department. Attendees 
adorned his patrol car with flowers and 
candles. Shelby police officers all re- 
ceived a standing ovation, and the 
crowd came together to sing “Amazing 
Grace.” That symbolizes the profound 
impact that Tim Brackeen had on peo- 
ple’s lives and how grateful they are 
for his selfless service to the commu- 
nity of Shelby. 

May God bless Officer Tim 
Brackeen’s family and friends and give 
them strength in these difficult times. 
Let them know that the community of 
Shelby, the people of North Carolina, 
and Americans from across the Nation 
will continue to pray for them and 
stand with them during this difficult 
time. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Indiana. 


REMEMBERING DR. JOHN 
BRADEMAS 


Mr. DONNELLY. Mr. President, I rise 
today to honor one of Indiana’s best, 
Dr. John Brademas, who passed away 
on July 11. 

John Brademas was an extraordinary 
public servant and a trailblazing lead- 
er. His achievements made a mark on 
Indiana and on our country that can 
still be felt today. 

John was born a Hoosier in 1927 in 
Mishawaka, IN, to a Greek immigrant 
who ran a restaurant and to an Indiana 
native who worked as a schoolteacher. 
John Brademas was a star quarterback, 
and he was the valedictorian at South 
Bend Central High School. 

After high school, he served in the 
U.S. Navy and in the naval officers’ 
training program at the University of 
Mississippi. He graduated from Harvard 
University, and he received a Rhodes 
Scholarship to Oxford University in 
England, where he earned his doc- 
torate. 

In 1958, Dr. Brademas was elected to 
the U.S. House of Representatives to 
the then-Third District of Indiana, 
where he served with incredible dis- 
tinction for 22 years, until 1981. In Con- 
gress he was always working, always 
pushing to make life better for Hoo- 
siers and for all Americans. 

His colleague, Representative Frank 
Thompson said: 
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He never stops. He’s incredibly bright, 
works terribly hard, and is able to translate 
that brightness into very pragmatic legisla- 
tive ability. 

Dr. Brademas was a leading and ef- 
fective legislator on issues involving 
schools, colleges, and universities, 
services for the elderly and the dis- 
abled, and for libraries, museums, the 
arts, and humanities. It earned him the 
recognition as ‘‘Mr. Arts’? and ‘‘Mr. 
Education.” He helped lead the suc- 
cessful charge to establish the National 
Endowment for the Arts and the Na- 
tional Endowment for the Humanities. 
He served as a member of the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor, writ- 
ing Federal legislation on schools at 
every level. 

He was instrumental in passing land- 
mark legislation, including the Ele- 
mentary and Secondary Education Act 
of 1965. This sought to increase oppor- 
tunities for economically disadvan- 
taged children and provided unprece- 
dented Federal support for education. 
Dr. Brademas was the author in 1975 of 
the Education for All Handicapped 
Children Act, which for the first time 
provided Federal support and guaran- 
teed nationwide educational opportuni- 
ties for students with mental and phys- 
ical disabilities. 

Additionally, Dr. Brademas was piv- 
otal in efforts to improve higher edu- 
cation and boost grants and aid for stu- 
dent loans. John is also remembered 
for his support to advance civil rights 
and social justice. 

During his last 4 years in Congress, 
Dr. Brademas served as House majority 
whip. Following his congressional serv- 
ice, Dr. Brademas served as the presi- 
dent of New York University, or NYU, 
one of the largest private institutions 
in the country, until 1992. During his 
tenure, he led NYU’s transformation 
from a local commuter school into a 
national and world-renowned research 
university. 

After retiring from NYU, he contin- 
ued dedicating himself to causes im- 
portant to him, such as democracy, the 
arts, and education. To that end, he 
helped establish two centers at NYU. 
Dr. Brademas founded the John 
Brademas Center at NYU to teach stu- 
dents about Congress—to have them 
become more familiar with their gov- 
ernment—the legislative process, the 
policies around education and the arts, 
and foreign policy. 

The Brademas Center continues to 
educate some of the best and brightest 
students from around the world, and it 
educates them about democratic values 
and the need for an educated dialogue 
around the public policy challenges we 
are facing today and tomorrow. 

Dr. Brademas also launched and 
served as the first President of the 
King Juan Carlos I of Spain Center, 
which promotes research and scholar- 
ship on Spain and Latin America. 

Dr. Brademas was awarded honorary 
degrees by 52 colleges and universities 
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during his life—an incredible testa- 
ment to his inspirational leadership 
and service to our country, which he 
loved so much. 

He also earned countless awards, 
served on many boards, and received 
numerous prestigious appointments. 
Among those, Dr. Brademas served as 
the chairman of President Bill Clin- 
ton’s Committee on the Arts and Hu- 
manities and on the board of the Fed- 
eral Reserve of New York. 

On a personal note, I was honored to 
call John Brademas my friend and my 
mentor. I got to know him after being 
elected to represent many of the same 
North Central Indiana communities 
that he served so well in Congress for 
so long. When I was elected to the 
House of Representatives, approxi- 
mately a decade ago, it was a privilege 
to serve in what many still call ‘‘the 
Brademas seat.” 

Over the years, John was a resource 
to me, set an example for me, and was 
an example to so many. He was 
unfailingly kind, helpful, thoughtful, 
and incredibly productive. John burned 
with a deep love for our country and 
with a desire to make the world a bet- 
ter place. The State of Indiana, the 
United States, and our world are so 
much better off because of Dr. John 
Brademas. God bless Mary Ellen and 
the Brademas family, God bless Indi- 
ana, and God bless America. 

Thank you, Dr. Brademas. 

I yield back. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from West Virginia. 


EE 
OPIOID EPIDEMIC 


Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. President, I would 
like to talk a little bit on the floor 
about an issue that is cascading across 
the country and is deeply troubling in 
the State of West Virginia, the region 
in which I live, and that is the opioid 
crisis we are seeing. 

Many of you have recently read 
about what has happened in the city of 
Huntington, WV. Huntington is a beau- 
tiful city. It sits right on the Ohio 
River at the corner of West Virginia, 
Kentucky, and Ohio. It is the home of 
the Thundering Herd of Marshall Uni- 
versity. However, 1 month ago today, 
on Monday, August 15, in just a 4-hour 
period, this small city of Huntington 
was the site of 28 overdoses. Respond- 
ing to this mass overdose occupied all 
of the ambulances in the city and more 
than a shift’s worth of the police offi- 
cers in Huntington. 

Of the 28 people affected, 26 were re- 
vived using naloxone, a lifesaving drug 
that helps reverse overdoses. However, 
the heroin they had used was likely 
laced with a substance so potent that 
the ordinary dose of naloxone was not 
enough. Responders had to use two and 
sometimes three doses of naloxone to 
bring people back to life and out of the 
overdose. 
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Rashes of overdoses due to particu- 
larly strong batches of heroin have 
been happening more and more fre- 
quently. This is heroin that is likely 
laced with fentanyl or a new product 
we have heard about—a synthetic prod- 
uct—called carfentanil, which is a drug 
used to sedate elephants and other 
large animals that is 100 times as po- 
tent as fentanyl. Apparently, this is 
happening much too frequently. 

Versions of this chaotic scene are 
happening day after day in big cities 
and small towns in Kentucky, New 
Hampshire, Ohio, and Florida. The re- 
gion and area of my friend Senator 
PORTMAN, the State of Ohio and Cin- 
cinnati, probably 2 or 3 days after this 
occurred in Huntington had the same 
thing occur but much larger. 

What makes the recent spate of 
overdoses in Huntington so noteworthy 
is that Huntington is a city that knows 
it has a problem and is doing all the 
right things to fight it. Under the may- 
or’s guidance, they have really worked 
hard to put together a great consor- 
tium, which began in 2014, to fight this 
scourge on their town. The mayor 
started the office of drug control pol- 
icy. They have staffed the office with 
people who have intimate knowledge of 
the problem. 

They are not hiding their head in the 
sand. They are not saying it is some- 
thing else. They know what this prob- 
lem is, and they are trying to hit it 
face on. In staffing the office, they 
have a former police chief, a fire de- 
partment captain who is also a reg- 
istered nurse and works at the hos- 
pital, and a police department criminal 
intelligence analyst. They have created 
a strategic plan which focuses on three 
general principles: prevention, treat- 
ment, and law enforcement. 

The plan embraces harm reduction 
strategies, including weekly training 
for citizens on how to use naloxone. I 
actually went to a naloxone training 
seminar myself, just to see. If you are 
trained on it properly, it can make the 
difference. It can make the difference 
in preventing people from inflicting ir- 
reversible damage to themselves and 
others. 

Huntington has expanded their adult 
drug court and recently received a 
grant to launch the Women’s Empower- 
ment and Addiction Recovery Pro- 
gram—a specialized track within the 
drug court that will expand services to 
address the needs of drug-addicted 
prostitutes. Even in the face of the 
overdose, they are making progress. In 
fact, the cooperation among local 
agencies—and the sad reality that they 
are well-practiced and well-trained— 
can also be accredited with the 26 lives 
they have saved. 

While the overdose rate in Hun- 
tington has remained steadily high, the 
number of deaths from overdose has 
fallen, and that is an encouraging sign. 
Jim Johnson, who is the director of the 
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Huntington Mayor’s Office of Drug 
Control Policy has said: 

What we are seeing around the country is 
overdose deaths going up—[especially] with 
the rise of fentanyl and ... [other sub- 
stances]. It’s not good that our [Huntington] 
overdose rate is holding—but compared to 
others having real increases—it’s encour- 
aging. And we are happy the death rate is 
down. 

As I have heard from West Virginians 
and read in local and national news ac- 
counts about this rash of overdoses, I 
think: What have we done and what do 
we need to do to help cities all across 
this Nation? 

The Comprehensive Addiction and 
Recovery Act, or CARA, marked a big 
first step forward. It reflects some of 
the best practices we have seen in 
places like Huntington. It includes re- 
forms to help law enforcement respond 
to this epidemic, such as the successful 
drug court programs that operate in 
West Virginia and in many other 
States. 

It expands the availability of 
naloxone and allows funds to be used 
for followup services for those who re- 
ceive another chance at life. When 
somebody comes into the emergency 
room in an overdose situation, is ad- 
ministered naloxone, and 1 or 2 hours 
later gets up and just walks out the 
door, we haven’t really followed 
through on our public health obliga- 
tion. 

In this bill, we have followup services 
so that person can be followed by a 
home visit or a home phone call to see 
what their situation might be. 

I proudly voted for CARA, as most of 
us did, and believe it is an excellent 
first step, but that is exactly what it 
is—a first step. Now we must take a 
fresh look at this epidemic—an epi- 
demic that, to me, is threatening to 
take an entire generation, this next 
generation of our best and brightest. 

We must look at ways to stop the 
drugs from getting to our commu- 
nities. One solution is the Synthetics 
Trafficking and Overdose Prevention 
Act, or STOP Act, which was recently 
introduced by Senators PORTMAN, 
AYOTTE, and JOHNSON. 

The STOP Act, of which I recently 
became a cosponsor, is designed to stop 
dangerous synthetic drugs such as 
fentanyl and carfentanil from being 
shipped through our borders and ad- 
dresses any gaps in our mail security. 

Earlier this year, I announced that 
the DEA had established a tactical di- 
version squad in Clarksburg, WV. It 
probably doesn’t sound like much but 
it will be a big help to enhancing our 
law enforcement efforts to stay one 
step ahead of this influx of drugs. 

Programs like the High Intensity 
Drug Trafficking Area Program, known 
as HIDTA, are critical in helping to co- 
ordinate initiatives that reduce drug 
use and abuse in communities. We 
must embrace and intensify prevention 
strategies in our schools, community 
centers, and our afterschool programs. 
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Our youth cannot think that this epi- 
demic is acceptable or that it is the 
new normal. We must ensure that when 
someone decides they want treatment 
for their drug use, they have access to 
this treatment. There are no lists of 
people to admit into incarceration. 
There is no waiting list here. Yet there 
is a waiting list for our drug treatment 
and prevention centers. 

September is National Alcohol Ad- 
diction and Recovery Month, and today 
Senator MURPHY of Connecticut and I 
are offering a resolution which honors 
the significant achievements of those 
citizens who are now in recovery. The 
resolution also recognizes the nation- 
wide need for increased access to treat- 
ment. 

This is an area where there is so 
much more work to do. We must have 
the detox beds available and the work- 
force trained and ready to assist those 
seeking treatment. We also want to 
make sure we have a range of treat- 
ment options available. This is defi- 
nitely not a one-size-fits-all problem. 
Each addict found their way to addic- 
tion in a different way, and each must 
figure their own path out, whether 
through inpatient rehab, peer-to-peer 
rehab, medication-assisted therapy, a 
12-step program, or, most likely, a 
combination of these and other op- 
tions. 

It is also essential that we remember 
that recovery does not end when an ad- 
dict finishes treatment. Services need 
to be available to assist with their 
transition back into society. 

We must look at the collateral ef- 
fects substance abuse has on our com- 
munities, whether it is through in- 
creased violent crime, child neglect 
and abuse, or disease, especially hepa- 
titis and HIV, given the rise in heroin 
use. 

Are there immediate solutions for all 
of these problems? No, we have found 
there aren’t. But, like the city of Hun- 
tington, we must continue to come to 
terms with the extent of the problem 
in order to know what solutions do 
make sense, and, like Huntington, 
progress is going to be incremental and 
it will take time. We can begin to tack- 
le some of the problems through com- 
monsense changes and policies. 

One example is Jesse’s Law, a bill 
named after a West Virginian. She was 
a daughter, a sister, and an addict in 
recovery. Following surgery from a 
running injury, despite her best efforts 
and those of her family, Jesse was dis- 
charged from the hospital—she had 
told the hospital she had addiction 
issues—she was discharged from the 
hospital with a prescription for 50 
oxycodone pills and fatally overdosed 
later that evening. By amending the 
privacy regulations for persons with 
substance abuse disorders, we can en- 
sure that those individuals receive the 
safe, effective, and coordinated care 
they need to prevent other tragedies 
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like Jesse’s and her family’s from oc- 
curring. 

I recognize that these problems are 
also going to take additional funding. 
As a member of the Appropriations 
Committee, along with the Presiding 
Officer, I will work to ensure that 
these resources are going to programs 
that best meet a State’s needs, whether 
it is HIDTA, the DOD’s counterdrug 
program, or substance abuse grants. In 
the fiscal year 2017 Labor-HHS appro- 
priations bill, there is a $126 million in- 
crease for programs fighting opioid 
abuse. In bills passed by the com- 
mittee, funding to address heroin 
opioid abuse is more than double last 
year’s levels. However, I also know this 
problem cannot be solved by simply 
throwing money at it. 

I look forward to working with my 
colleagues on both sides of the aisle to 
develop additional policies to tackle 
these problems. We must consider all 
options. The outcomes are sad. I mean, 
I personally know families who have 
been affected by this. I think every- 
body does. If you are in a townhall 
meeting and you ask for a show of 
hands from those who have a story or 
know somebody from their church or 
their children’s friends, almost every 
hand in the meeting will go up. 

We need to work with State and local 
officials to learn what is working and 
what is not. 

I will also keep fighting for an addi- 
tional issue, a side issue that is just as 
important, which is veterans who rely 
on the VA programs to help with their 
opioid addiction, or that newborn who 
is born dependent on opioids, or the ad- 
dict who is willing to seek treatment, 
and any other person because prac- 
tically every person in this country is 
touched by this disease. 

I will keep fighting for cities like 
Huntington that even in their darkest 
hours continue to move forward and 
fight every day toward a brighter drug- 
free future. 

I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak in morn- 
ing business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator is recognized. 


GUN VIOLENCE 


Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, I will 
start today with some numbers. Unfor- 
tunately, some of these numbers are all 
too familiar to Americans concerned 
about the horror of gun violence. There 
are 3 numbers: 49, 280, and 99. 
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Forty-nine, unfortunately, we know 
maybe more than the other two num- 
bers. That is the number of people 
killed in Orlando just a couple of 
months ago in the worst act of gun vio- 
lence we know of. So many Americans 
watched that horror and would have 
guessed that the Senate would have 
acted with a sense of purpose and ur- 
gency and even outrage to begin to 
take steps to reduce gun violence. Un- 
fortunately, that didn’t happen a cou- 
ple of months ago. There were 49 killed 
in Orlando. We can recite the other 
communities in the country over the 
last not just number of years but even 
the last several years, and 49 is the Or- 
lando number. 

I am not sure we hear enough about 
the other two numbers, which are the 
weekly death toll or the weekly toll of 
violence in cities and communities 
across the country. Two hundred and 
eighty is the number just in the last 
week who were shot across the country 
and 99 is the number killed. That is 
just 1 week. 

For purposes of my remarks, to set 
aside numbers for a moment and con- 
sider the human trauma, the human 
tragedy, the toll of that, it is almost 
incomprehensible, all of the families 
who have been destroyed by gun vio- 
lence. For many of us, it is a news 
event that we watch on television and 
read about. We are horrified. We pray 
for the victims. We wish for action to 
be taken to at least begin—just begin 
to reduce gun violence, but then we 
move on. Most of us move on if we are 
not directly affected, but those fami- 
lies don’t move on. Their lives are ei- 
ther destroyed forever or adversely im- 
pacted in some way forever, mothers 
and fathers and brothers and sisters 
and husbands and wives and friends. It 
is impossible to in any way describe 
the adverse impact this problem is hav- 
ing. 

There are some who would say there 
is not much we can do about it other 
than enforce the law, and that is their 
point of view. I don’t happen to agree 
with that. I think we need to take the 
same approach to this issue as we have 
taken to any issue the American people 
have faced over many generations. 
Most of the time we come together 
with concerted action and begin to 
tackle a problem. It might take a year, 
it might take 5 years, it might take 25 
years, but, as Americans, in most cases 
we come together and begin to address 
the problem. Only in Washington does 
that not happen anywhere near often 
enough. 

There are a couple of commonsense 
steps we can take right now—meaning 
next week or the week after or in the 
very near term—commonsense steps 
that have wide support across the 
country in both parties. One would be 
to finally say: Why not vote in accord- 
ance with not just a national consensus 
but actually a consensus here in the 
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Senate on background checks? Why 
would we allow these gaping holes in 
our system to remain wide open so that 
almost anyone can get a gun? No mat- 
ter how dangerous, no matter how 
much a threat they are to society, they 
can get a gun because of these gaping 
holes in our background check system. 
No one disputes that there are these 
holes. No one disputes that they lead 
to unnecessary death and violence. But 
we haven’t been able to get enough 
Members in the Senate to come to- 
gether to support background checks. 
We should try to do that again. I don’t 
know why we don’t have more votes. 
Let’s keep voting until we get enough 
momentum. 

Second, this idea of terrorists whom 
we made a judgment about—that we ei- 
ther know they are terrorists or we 
suspect they are terrorists based upon 
all kinds of evidence—and we say: That 
category of people will not be able to 
get on an airplane. Guess what. When 
we did that after 9/11, that was our pol- 
icy or part of our larger policy against 
terrorism. We came together and said 
that those people can’t get on air- 
planes. Guess what. We haven’t had 
planes fly into buildings in the country 
since 9/11 because we came together, we 
made a decision, we acted on it, and we 
stopped at least that part of the prac- 
tices terrorists engage in. But when it 
comes to this issue of reducing—even 
beginning to reduce gun violence, we 
haven’t had the same consensus. 

So we have a circumstance now 
where suspected terrorists are deemed 
too dangerous to fly in a plane but not 
to own a weapon of war. So, virtually, 
under the policy that is in place now, 
because the Senate hasn’t acted, be- 
cause we haven’t had an act of Con- 
gress, there are folks who are either 
suspected terrorists or terrorists who 
can’t get on an airplane but can buy 
any gun they want or obtain any gun 
they want and there is no legal prohibi- 
tion. That makes no sense to anyone 
who is serious about this issue of pre- 
venting violence and reducing gun vio- 
lence. 

How about individuals who are con- 
victed of violent hate crimes that in- 
volve the use of force being allowed to 
get a gun? Why would we wait until 
that individual commits a felony with 
a use of force that in many cases in- 
volves the use of force with a firearm? 
Why would we wait for that violent 
person to go down that pathway, some- 
one who is convicted of a hate crime 
that involves domestic abuse or some 
other act of violence or the use of 
force? 

So I think a number of these strate- 
gies are commonsense steps we can 
take that would have zero impact on 
the right to bear arms. We are not 
talking about law-abiding citizens; we 
are talking about people who pose a 
demonstrated threat to people in our 
community and beyond. But so far that 
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hasn’t happened. I hope we will sched- 
ule some votes. How can that be harm- 
ful, to keep voting on such an impor- 
tant issue until we move forward? So 
that is something we can work on be- 
fore we leave here. 

There is no rule that says we have to 
leave at the end of next week. We could 
work the week after that and the week 
after that and begin to make progress 
on a whole range of issues, including 
gun violence. Of course, I hope that 
will include finally getting to a conclu- 
sion on Zika funding to address this 
threat to pregnant women and their 
children. We should finally get that 
done, and maybe we can get that done 
with the spending bill next week. That 
would be great progress. But unless we 
act, we leave on the table this horror of 
gun violence where there has been vir- 
tually no progress for years—not just 
months but for years. 


EE 


PENSIONS FOR MINE WORKERS 


Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, I wish to 
speak about an issue that is—to say it 
is unfinished business is an understate- 
ment. The fact that we are standing 
here in the fall of 2016 and the Congress 
of the United States hasn’t fulfilled its 
promise to coal miners is really an in- 
sult not only to coal miners who spent 
a lot of years in the mines in a lot of 
States, mine and other States, but it is 
also an insult to the country because 
their government—our government— 
made a promise to them more than a 
generation ago. 

Some people may remember the book 
“The Red Badge of Courage.” That was 
written by Stephen Crane, a great nov- 
elist who didn’t even make it to the 
age of 30. He died in his late twenties. 

Stephen Crane is known for being a 
great novelist and known for writing 
“The Red Badge of Courage,” but one 
of the most compelling accounts he 
ever wrote or anyone has ever written 
about the dangers and horrors of a par- 
ticular line of work was Stephen 
Crane’s essay, just before the turn of 
the last century, about a coal mine in 
my hometown of Scranton. The name 
of the article published in Collier’s 
magazine was ‘“‘In the Depths of the 
Coal Mine.” I will not of course read all 
of it and recite major portions of it, 
but suffice it to say that Stephen 
Crane, a great novelist, went into a 
coal mine and reported what he saw 
there, not as a work of fiction but as a 
work of the harsh realities in nonfic- 
tion of what the miners were facing. 

In one part of the essay, he described 
the mine he was in when he descended 
all the way down. Of course, you only 
have to go down a very short distance 
before it is pitch black. You can’t even 
see your hand in front of your face. He 
described the mine as a place of ‘‘an in- 
scrutable darkness, a soundless place of 
tangible loneliness... .” 

Then he went on from there describ- 
ing what he saw, describing young chil- 
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dren working in the mines, children 
the ages of 10, 11, 12, and into their 
teens, working in the mines; describing 
the process of how the coal got out of 
the mines, mules pulling these carts 
full of coal. He described what my fra- 
ternal grandfather saw when he was 
there as a young boy at the age of 11, 
who entered a mine not too far away 
from this particular mine, just as Ste- 
phen Crane was writing. 

Stephen Crane concluded the essay 
by talking not only about all of the 
horrors of the mine but how miners 
could die in that mine. He described it 
at one point in summation as the 100 
perils or the 100 dangers that those 
coal miners faced. 

Why do I raise that today? I realize 
coal mining in the present day or even 
10 or 15 or 20 years ago, maybe even 30 
years ago, was not nearly as dangerous 
as it was in the 1890s or the early part 
of the 1900s, but it is still very dan- 
gerous work today and has been for all 
these years. We have seen too many 
places where miners have been trapped 
and rescued or trapped and never res- 
cued, killed, in places like Pennsyl- 
vania, West Virginia, Kentucky, and 
other places over more than a genera- 
tion—in fact, many generations. Those 
miners worked there for, in many 
cases, more than 10 years or 20 years. 
Some of them also served our country 
in World War II, Korea, Vietnam, or be- 
yond. 

They were promised by their govern- 
ment that they would have a pension. 
A number of us, in a bipartisan fashion, 
came together to support the Miners 
Protection Act, which would make sure 
that at a minimum the now 12,951 min- 
ers in Pennsylvania would get that 
pension they were promised and a 
smaller number—but a big number, in 
the thousands, in Pennsylvania—would 
also get the health care they have a 
right to expect. This was a promise by 
the Federal Government. It wasn’t a 
‘‘we will try to” or ‘‘we hope to do it” 
or ‘‘we will make every effort to do it,” 
it was a hard-and-fast, irrefutable 
promise, and it is time the Federal 
Government has delivered on that 
promise to those miners and their fam- 
ilies. 

They went into the darkness and the 
danger of a coal mine in the 1950s, 
1960s, 1970s, and beyond. Some of them 
were younger than that. Some of them 
still do it and still engage in that 
work. They should have a right to ex- 
pect that just as they kept their prom- 
ise to their families that they would go 
to work every day and work hard and 
bring home a paycheck, just as they 
made a promise to their employer that 
they would go into that mine every day 
and do impossibly difficult work year 
after year and sometimes decade after 
decade—and they fulfilled that promise 
to their employer and to their families. 
Some of them made a promise to their 
country that not only would they work 
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hard, but they would serve their coun- 
try in war and combat. 

The question is, Will we keep our 
promise to them? 

Their promise was much tougher 
than our promise. All we have to do 
here to keep the promise is vote the 
right way, vote in the U.S. Senate to 
make sure miners get their pensions 
and health care and vote in the House 
in the same way. That is not hard to 
do—to walk into the well of the U.S. 
Senate or somewhere in this Chamber 
and put your hand up. That is pretty 
easy to fulfill the promise we made to 
them. This isn’t a lot of money for 
these miners. In addition to Social Se- 
curity, sometimes it is about 530 bucks 
a month for all of that work they did. 
So it is not hard to fulfill this promise 
that our country and our government 
made to them. 

These are people who are not in the 
newspaper every day, they are not on 
television. They may not have a lot of 
power. They may not be connected to 
people who are powerful or people who 
are wealthy. They are just hard-work- 
ing people who did their job and de- 
serve to have that promise fulfilled. 

I believe this is a matter of basic jus- 
tice. It is basic justice whether we are 
going to fulfill that promise. Saint Au- 
gustine said a long time ago, hundreds 
of years ago: ‘Without justice, what 
are kingdoms but great bands of rob- 
bers.”’ 

If you apply that to today’s termi- 
nology, a kingdom in some sense is like 
our government—a governing body for 
a nation. Without justice, what is a 
government but a great band of rob- 
bers. We owe people that basic justice, 
that promise. 

So let’s fulfill our promise as Demo- 
crats, Republicans, and Independents 
in the U.S. Senate. Let’s not allow in- 
action or other circumstances, polit- 
ical or otherwise, to prevent us from 
doing the right thing. Let’s not rob 
these miners and their families of what 
they deserve, what they earned. We are 
not giving them anything. We are just 
voting the right way so they have a 
promise fulfilled. 

I would hope that before everyone 
goes home to do whatever folks will 
do—travel to their States or campaign 
or whatever they are going to do—I 
would hope, at a minimum, we would 
take action on a number of things we 
talked about today but in particular 
that we make sure families don’t have 
to worry about the horror and threat of 
Zika, something we can prevent the 
spread of if we take action; that fami- 
lies will not be threatened by it in 
Florida or Puerto Rico or anywhere be- 
cause beyond that, we don’t get to the 
solution, the action. Of course, we hope 
we can go home and say we at least 
said to miners and their families: We 
have fulfilled the promise the govern- 
ment made to you generations ago. 
That is the least this body and the 
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other body should do before we leave 
Washington. 

Mr. President, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EEE 
TRIBUTE TO TIM MITCHELL 


Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, I didn’t 
want to leave today without joining 
the chorus of commendations for Tim 
Mitchell. I think technically tomorrow 
is his 25th anniversary, if I have that 
right, and I heard some of the com- 
ments this morning, but I didn’t get to 
the microphone earlier to say any- 
thing, and I should have. I will be brief. 

I just want to thank Tim for his re- 
markable service to the Senate these 25 
years, and I know he has more work to 
do, but it is an important anniversary 
to highlight. 

Some people mentioned his great 
baseball knowledge, where I am often 
deficient, despite having two great 
teams in Pennsylvania, the Pirates and 
Phillies, but Tim knows just about as 
much as anyone. In addition to his 
knowledge of baseball and his great 
work in the Senate, which often in the 
Senate goes unrecognized or 
unheralded, Tim is someone who brings 
to the job great character, integrity, 
and a kind of decency that sometimes 
we all don’t exercise every day of the 
week. Sometimes he is getting seven 
questions from nine different people 
and he handles every one. Sometimes 
you ask him the impossible question 
which he tries to answer, but he prob- 
ably shouldn’t, which is: When will we 
finish this week, which is always an 
open question with an uncertain an- 
swer. I have at least kept my faith 
with him by saying: Tim, I won’t quote 
you, but tell me when we might wrap 
up this week. 

He is a great example of public serv- 
ice in the Senate and a great example 
of what we all hope to be when we work 
in a government institution or in a 
Chamber like the U.S. Senate. I am so 
grateful to Tim for his ongoing com- 
mitment to public service. I wish him 
25 more years on top of the 25 years 
that preceded this anniversary. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Illinois. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I thank 
my colleague from Pennsylvania. 

Several of us came to the floor ear- 
lier today to pay tribute to Tim Mitch- 
ell in his service to the Senate, which 
is certainly deserved on this occasion 
of his 25th anniversary of beginning 
work here. 
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(The remarks of Mr. DURBIN per- 
taining to the introduction of S. 3347 
are printed in today’s RECORD under 
“Statements on Introduced Bills and 
Joint Resolutions.’’) 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I sug- 
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. SASSE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 


RELIGIOUS LIBERTY 


Mr. SASSE. Mr. President, I rise 
today to address the recently released 
new report of the U.S. Commission on 
Civil Rights entitled ‘‘Peaceful Coex- 
istence: Reconciling Nondiscrimination 
Principles with Civil Liberties.” 

The Commission on Civil Rights has 
a glorious and profound history in our 
Nation. Founded in 1957, the Commis- 
sion initially had the grand cause of 
ending the horror and the tragedy of 
Jim Crow laws in our Nation. 

Sadly, however, the Commission’s 
focus has recently strayed, and its new 
report poses profound threats to the 
historic American understanding of our 
First Amendment. In the Commission’s 
just released report, the majority re- 
veals a disturbingly low view of our 
first freedoms. It actually puts the 
term ‘religious liberty” in scare 
quotes, and it says that religious lib- 
erty must now be subservient to other 
values. 

Here is a snapshot of the majority’s 
position from this new report, in their 
own words: 

Progress toward social justice depends 
upon the enactment of, and vigorous enforce- 
ment of, status-based nondiscrimination 
laws. Limited claims for religious liberty are 
allowed only when religious liberty comes 
into direct conflict with nondiscrimination 
precepts. The central finding which the Com- 
mission made in this regard is: 

Religious exemptions to the protections of 
civil rights based upon classifications such 
as race, color, national origin, sex, disability 
status, sexual orientation, and gender iden- 
tity, when they are permissible, significantly 
infringe upon these civil rights. 

Additionally, the Commission’s 
Chair, Martin Castro noted: 

The phrases ‘‘religious liberty” and ‘‘reli- 
gious freedom” will stand for nothing except 
hypocrisy so long as they remain code words 
for discrimination, intolerance, racism, 
sexism, homophobia, Islamophobia, Chris- 
tian supremacy or any form of intolerance. 

But are the phrases ‘‘religious lib- 
erty” and ‘‘religious freedom” simply 
hypocritical code words? Are they 
shields for phobias, intolerances, and 
power struggles? 

Of course, they are not. 

Religious liberty is far more beau- 
tiful, far more profound, and far more 
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human than that. Our national iden- 
tity is actually based on this very 
premise. 

The American founding was unbeliev- 
ably bold. Our Founders were making 
the somewhat arrogant claim, almost, 
that almost everyone in the history of 
the world had actually been wrong 
about the nature of government and 
about the nature of human rights. 

Our country’s Founders believed that 
God created people with dignity and 
that we have our rights via nature. 
Government is our shared project to se- 
cure those rights. Government does not 
come first. Government is not the au- 
thor or the source of our rights, and 
this conviction matters for today’s 
conversations. In fact, this conviction 
is our Constitution. 

No King, no Congress, no Senate, no 
Commission gives our people their 
rights, for government is not the au- 
thor or source of rights. Government is 
a tool to secure our rights. 

We have rights because we are peo- 
ple, created with dignity. Government 
is that shared project to secure those 
rights that we have because we are peo- 
ple created with dignity. So we the 
people are the ones who actually give 
the government limited authorities. It 
is not the government that is conde- 
scending to grant us some rights. 

Gail Heriot, who is a member of the 
Commission, offered a compelling 
statement and a healthy rebuttal to 
the majority’s very low view of reli- 
gious freedom. Thankfully, Ms. Heriot 
indicated her opposition to the run- 
away chairman’s bizarre dismissal of 
religious freedom. She considered ask- 
ing him to withdraw it, but then she 
decided against it, and here is her rea- 
son why. She decided: 

It might be better for Christians, people of 
faith generally, and advocates of limited 
government to know and understand where 
they stand with him— 

Where they stand with this chair- 
man. Ms. Heriot notes—and I am going 
to quote her here at length: 

The conflicts that can arise between reli- 
gious conscience and the secular law are 
many and varied. Some of the nation’s best 
legal minds have written on how the federal 
and state governments should resolve those 
conflicts. But no one has ever come up with 
a systematic framework for doing so—at 
least not one that all Americans agree on— 
and perhaps no one ever will. Instead, we 
have been left to resolve these issues that 
arise on a more case-by-case basis. 

While she does not aim to create that 
framework in her remarks, she con- 
tinues by saying: 

The bigger and more complex government 
becomes, the more conflicts between reli- 
gious conscience and the duty to comply 
with law we can expect. 

Back when the Federal Government didn’t 
heavily subsidize both public and private 
higher education, when it didn’t heavily reg- 
ulate employment relationships, when it 
didn’t have the leading role in financing and 
delivering healthcare, we didn’t need to 
worry nearly so much about the ways in 
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which conflicts with religious conscience and 
the law arise. Nobody thought about whether 
the Sisters of Charity should be given a reli- 
gious exemption from the ObamaCare con- 
traceptive mandate, because there was no 
Obamacare contraceptive mandate. The 
Roman Catholic Church didn’t need the so- 
called Ministerial Exemption to Title VII in 
order to limit ordinations to men (and to 
Roman Catholics), because there was no 
Title VII. 


What she is talking about here is 
about the ways that expanding govern- 
ment tends to crowd out civil society 
and mediating institutions. She is 
talking about the ways that power 
drives out persuasion. She is talking 
about the ways that law crowds out 


neighborliness. 

She continues: 

The second [...] comment I will make is 
this: While the targeted religious accom- 


modations approach may sometimes be a 
good idea, it is not always the best strategy 
for people of faith. Targeted religious accom- 
modations make it possible for ever-expand- 
ing government bureaucracies to divide and 
to conquer. They remove the faith-based ob- 
jections to their expansive ambitions, thus 
allowing them to ignore objections that are 
not based on faith. The bureaucratic jug- 
gernaut rolls on. People of faith should not 
allow themselves to become just another 
special interest group that needs to be ap- 
peased before the next government expansion 
is allowed to proceed. 

Here, she is talking people of faith. 

They have an interest in ensuring the 
health of the many institutions of our civil 
society that act as counterweights to the 
state—including not just the Church itself, 
but also the family, the free press, small 
business and others. They have an interest in 
ordered liberty in all its manifestations. A 
nation in which religious liberty is the only 
protected freedom is a nation that soon will 
be without religious liberty as well. 

Are people of faith simply another 
special interest group that should be 
appeased? I suggest—along with Ms. 
Heriot and, frankly, far more impor- 
tantly, with all of the Founders of this 
Nation—they are not. People of faith 
and people of no faith at all, people of 
conscience, are simply exercising their 
humanity, and they do not need the 
government’s permission to do so. 

The Commission’s report is titled 
‘Peaceful Coexistence.” Who wants to 
disagree with a title like that? But this 
profession of peaceful coexistence must 
never quietly euthanize religious lib- 
erty just because Washington lawyers 
and bureaucrats find it convenient and 
orderly to do so. It must never be used 
to chip away at our most fundamental 
freedom, for the First Amendment is a 
cluster of freedoms: freedom of reli- 
gion, the press, assembly, and speech. 
They all must go together. It must 
never undermine the essence of what it 
means to be human. It must never 
erode the American creed, which 
should be uniting us. We can and we 
should disagree peaceably. We should 
argue and debate and seek to persuade. 
We should jealously together be seek- 
ing to defend every right of conscience 
and self-expression. 
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In closing, I ask my colleagues from 
both parties—for this should not be a 
partisan issue, as the First Amendment 
is not the domain of any political 
party—to consider the dangerous im- 
plications of this new report. 

To my progressive friends, I invite 
you to become liberals again in your 
understanding of religious liberty and 
its merits. 

To my conservative friends, let’s 
cheerfully celebrate all Americans’ 
freedoms. Let’s work to kindly dis- 
mantle the pernicious myth that some- 
how your freedoms are merely a cover 
for fear or hate or some other phobia. 
These freedoms are too important to 
relinquish. They are the essence of 
what we share together as Americans. 

I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 
NORTH KOREA 


Mr. GARDNER. Mr. President, I rise 
today to speak about the threat from 
North Korea. 

Pyongyang has just conducted its 
fifth nuclear test, which is the regime’s 
fourth test since 2009. This is also the 
regime’s second test this year, and this 
is the largest weapon they have ever 
tested, with an estimated explosive 
yield of 10 kilotons of TNT. 

The rapid advancement of North Ko- 
rea’s nuclear and ballistic missile pro- 
gram represents a grave threat to glob- 
al peace and stability and a direct 
threat to the U.S. homeland in our im- 
mediate future. 

This past week, since the detonation 
of this fifth nuclear test, I have had the 
opportunity to visit with General Rob- 
inson, our combatant commander of 
NORTHCOM, to visit with Ambassador 
Ahn of North Korea, to speak with Am- 
bassador Sasae of Japan, to visit with 
Ambassador Fried of the State Depart- 
ment, to talk to representatives at the 
Treasury Department—all about what 
is happening in North Korea and our 
response to the provocative actions, 
the dangerous actions of this regime as 
they continue to attempt to obtain nu- 
clear status. All of them are very wor- 
ried about what is happening. 

In my conversations, it was clear 
that we can expect and anticipate even 
more tests coming up, whether that is 
the launch of rockets against inter- 
national sanctions, U.S. sanctions, the 
international community, United Na- 
tions security resolutions, or whether 
that is indeed further attempts to test 
or actual tests of nuclear weapons. 
They all recognize this will continue. 
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They recognize the dangerous position 
our allies and our homeland are in. 

This morning, there was testimony 
from the U.S. State Department—Tom 
Countryman, Assistant Secretary— 
talking about the fact that these ac- 
tivities continue in North Korea with 
the assistance of outside actors, that 
North Korea receives material for its 
nuclear program from illegal oper- 
ations in China, operations out of Rus- 
sia. 

So in response to this test and the 
dangerous actions of North Korea and 
the conversations I have held across all 
levels of government this past week, I 
am asking the administration to ur- 
gently take the following actions: 

No. 1. Take immediate steps to ex- 
pand U.S. sanctions against North 
Korea and those entities that assist the 
regime—most importantly, China- 
based entities. We know there are enti- 
ties within China that are assisting the 
North Korean regime, violating U.S. 
sanctions, and violating United Na- 
tions Security Council resolutions. The 
administration must take immediate 
steps to expand these sanctions against 
them and anyone who is violating the 
regime of sanctions. 

No. 2. We must negotiate a new 
United Nations Security Council reso- 
lution that closes loopholes that have 
allowed China to skip full-faith en- 
forcement. I will talk more about that 
in a little bit, but the fact is that 
China is finding exemptions in existing 
resolutions to skip full-faith enforce- 
ment. Why is that important? Because 
we know that about 90 percent of North 
Korea’s economy—their hard cur- 
rency—comes from these types of oper- 
ations and business with China. 

No. 3. We must expedite the deploy- 
ment of the terminal high altitude area 
defense—THAAD—system in South 
Korea. We must expedite the THAAD 
system to make sure South Korea has 
the ability to protect itself from these 
aggressive actions taken by the North 
Korean regime. 

No. 4. Take all feasible steps to fa- 
cilitate a stronger trilateral alliance 
between the United States, Japan, and 
South Korea to more effectively 
counter the North Korean threat. A 
strong trilateral alliance between 
Japan, the United States, and South 
Korea can be used to help China make 
sure they are enforcing the regula- 
tions, standing up to full-faith execu- 
tion of the sanctions, and make sure 
we are pushing peaceful denuclear- 
ization of the North Korean regime. 

It is unfortunate—this aggression in 
North Korea isn’t new. The aggression 
we see from North Korea today pre- 
dates the current administration and 
goes back multiple administrations. 
Time and time again since I came to 
the Senate, I have stood before this 
great body and I have argued that this 
administration’s policy of so-called 
strategic patience—which was crafted 
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under then-Secretary of State Hillary 
Clinton—was failing to stop the forgot- 
ten maniac in Pyongyang. The re- 
gime’s nuclear stockpile is growing 
fast. Nuclear experts have reported 
that North Korea may have as many as 
20 nuclear warheads and has the poten- 
tial to possess as many as 100 warheads 
within the next 5 years. The adminis- 
tration has admitted that the policy of 
strategic patience has failed. It is evi- 
dent in the fact that they have 100 nu- 
clear warheads coming online in the 
next several years. But we have gone 
from a strategy of strategic patience to 
no strategy at all when it comes to 
dealing with the North Korean regime. 

The regime’s ballistic missile capa- 
bility is rapidly advancing. Director of 
National Intelligence James Clapper 
has stated in his testimony to Congress 
that ‘‘North Korea has also expanded 
the size and sophistication of its bal- 
listic missile force—from close-range 
ballistic missiles to intercontinental 
ballistic missiles (ICBMs)—and con- 
tinues to conduct test launches.” 

Director Clapper also stated that 
“Pyongyang is also committed to de- 
veloping a long-range, nuclear-armed 
missile that is capable of posing a di- 
rect threat to the United States.” 

Assistant Secretary Tom Country- 
man testified before the Senate For- 
eign Relations Committee that the ac- 
tivities involved for the construction of 
this nuclear warhead in North Korea 
have been indigenized, meaning that it 
is coming from the industry within 
North Korea. They are not relying on 
Pakistan or others to provide it for 
them; they have the engineering know- 
how and they have the capabilities to 
build it on their own, within the coun- 
try, without turning outside for help. 
He also said that some material, yes, is 
coming from China and Russia. And 
that is exactly what we must stop. 

We should never forget that the Kim 
Jong-un regime has been one of the 
world’s foremost abusers of human 
rights. The North Korean regime main- 
tains a vast network of political prison 
camps where as many as 200,000 men, 
women, and children are confined to 
atrocious living conditions, where they 
are tortured, maimed, and killed. This 
isn’t just report language; I have spo- 
ken to defectors from North Korea who 
talk of these political concentration 
camps where this torture is occurring. 
On February 7, 2014, the United Nations 
Human Rights Commission of Inquiry 
released a groundbreaking report de- 
tailing North Korea’s horrendous 
record on human rights. The Commis- 
sion found that North Korea’s actions 
constituted a ‘“‘crime against human- 
ity.” 

We also know that Pyongyang is 
quickly developing its cyber capabili- 
ties as another dangerous tool of in- 
timidation, an asymmetric tool, dem- 
onstrated by its attack on Sony Pic- 
tures, the hacking incident that oc- 
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curred in November of 2014, and the re- 
peated attack on the South Korean fi- 
nancial and communication systems. 
According to a recent report by the 
Center for Strategic and International 
Studies, “North Korea is emerging as a 
significant actor in cyberspace with 
both its military and clandestine orga- 
nizations gaining the ability to con- 
duct cyber operations.” They are try- 
ing and striving to achieve an asym- 
metric capability so that they can at- 
tack South Korea, our allies, such as 
Japan, and, indeed, the United States. 

So given this record of aggression 
from North Korea and fecklessness 
from this administration—the fact that 
we went from a failed policy, a strat- 
egy of strategic patience to no strat- 
egy—the Congress came together this 
year to pass the North Korean Sanc- 
tion and Policy Enhancement Act, leg- 
islation I coauthored here in the Sen- 
ate with my colleague Senator BOB 
MENENDEZ. This legislation, which 
President Obama signed into law on 
February 18, 2016, was a momentous 
achievement, and for the first time 
ever, our Congress imposed mandatory 
sanctions on North Korea. Unfortu- 
nately, the administration’s implemen- 
tation of this legislation has been lack- 
ing and certainly disappointing. While 
they have taken some positive steps, 
such as designating North Korea as a 
jurisdiction of “primary money laun- 
dering concern” and also designating 
top North Korean officials, including 
Kim Jong-un, as human rights viola- 
tors, these actions only scratch the 
surface of the sanctions authorities 
provided to the President under the 
new law. 

We know the source of the majority 
of North Korea’s export earnings is the 
People’s Republic of China. Nearly 90 
percent of North Korea’s trade is with 
China. Yet, to date, no Chinese entities 
that are responsible for this 90 percent 
have been designated for sanctions vio- 
lations under the new legislation. So 
while we are trying to keep this regime 
from continuing to grow a nuclear pro- 
file, the entities that are giving them 
the money and the resources to do it 
outside of the country haven’t faced 
the sanctions this body authorized ear- 
lier this year. 

The Wall Street Journal wrote in an 
editorial on August 18, 2016: 

The promise of secondary sanctions is that 
they can force foreign banks, trading compa- 
nies and ports to choose between doing busi- 
ness with North Korea and doing business in 
dollars, which usually is an easy call. ... 
But this only works if the U.S. exercises its 
power and blacklists offending institutions, 
as Congress required in February’s North 
Korea Sanctions and Policy Enhancement 
Act. The Obama administration hasn’t done 
so even once. 

As the Wall Street Journal further 
noted, for instance, the administration 
has not acted on information from the 
United Nations Panel of Experts Re- 
port that the Bank of China ‘‘allegedly 
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helped a North Korea-linked client get 
$40 million in deceptive wire transfers 
through U.S. banks.”’ 

Moreover, there is ample evidence of 
increased North Korean efforts to 
evade sanctions with help from Chi- 
nese-based entities. According to a New 
York Times report on September 9, 
2016, ‘‘To evade sanctions, the North’s 
state-run trading companies opened of- 
fices in China, hired more capable Chi- 
nese middlemen, and paid higher fees 
to employ more sophisticated bro- 
kers.” 

This isn’t a regime that is facing the 
full wrath of the sanctions of the 
United States; this is a regime that has 
figured out how to use its neighboring 
countries to cheat to evade sanctions. 
We need those neighboring nations, 
which I know also agree in the 
denuclearization of North Korea, to 
step up, to stand up and agree to stop 
the provocations of North Korea by en- 
suring that we can shut down the 
money flow, ensuring that we can shut 
down the supplies, the materials they 
are using in this nuclear production, 
make sure they stop providing trade 
opportunities for hard currency going 
to North Korea that is feeding a nu- 
clear program, not feeding the people 
of North Korea. 

This behavior can’t be tolerated, and 
the administration now has the tools 
to punish these actions. It is unaccept- 
able that it has not done so already, 
despite the will of this body. Passage of 
our legislation 96 to 0—every Repub- 
lican and Democrat supported our ef- 
forts to impose sanctions on this re- 
gime. These latest developments in 
North Korea show that we are now 
reaping the rewards for our weak poli- 
cies. The simple fact is that this ad- 
ministration’s strategic patience has 
been a strategic failure, both with 
North Korea and with China, and has 
resulted in no strategy. 

As Secretary Ash Carter stated im- 
mediately following the latest nuclear 
test, China shares an important re- 
sponsibility for this development and 
has an important responsibility to re- 
verse it. It is important that it use its 
location, its history, and its influence 
to further the denuclearization of the 
Korean Peninsula and not the direction 
that things have been going. We must 
now send a strong message to Beijing 
that our patience has run out and exert 
any and all effort with Beijing to use 
its critical leverage to stop the mad- 
man in Pyongyang. We must not tol- 
erate this behavior. 

The four things that I pointed out at 
the beginning of this talk are impor- 
tant to secure. Tomorrow I will be 
sending a letter to the President. Over 
a dozen Members of this body have 
signed and agreed to participate in this 
letter, asking a series of questions 
about our strategy toward North 
Korea, about the compliance of China 
and whether they are living up to the 
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full faith of the United Nations Secu- 
rity Council Resolution 2270. 

Are they skirting the resolution? We 
are encouraging the closure of the live- 
lihood exemption in the Security Coun- 
cil resolution. It talks about Air Koryo 
and its ability to skirt the sanctions to 
help secure luxury goods that are 
banned by the sanctions. 

I hope that other colleagues will 
stand with me as we make sure that we 
are doing everything we can to stop the 
actions of a regime that is bent on the 
destruction of its neighbor South 
Korea—our great ally. It is bent on the 
destruction of our allies around the re- 
gion and certainly intent on finding 
the capability, the technology to de- 
liver one of those warheads to the U.S. 
homeland. 

This is an important issue for this 
generation. It is important that this 
generation act and solve it before the 
next generation bears the con- 
sequences. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island. 


ADDRESSING CRITICAL MATTERS 
FACING OUR NATION 


Mr. REED. Mr. President, today I 
join many of my colleagues who have 
come to the floor to implore the lead- 
ership and my colleagues on the other 
side of the aisle to work with us to ad- 
dress critical matters facing our Na- 
tion. From failing to provide the nec- 
essary funding to combat the Zika 
virus and our Nation’s opioid epidemic 
to failing to even consider a candidate 
for the Highest Court in the land, or 
legislation to curb gun violence and ad- 
dress college costs and the student debt 
crisis—we must act on all of these 
measures, and we must do it promptly. 

We are entrusted by the American 
people to find solutions for difficult, 
hard-to-fix problems, not to ignore 
them at almost every turn. I have 
heard from people of all persuasions, 
reaching out, urging Congress to take 
action. So I come here today to remind 
my colleagues across the aisle, and my 
colleagues within my caucus, that we 
all must do our job. That message has 
come through loud and clear from the 
American public, and we have to put 
those words into action. 

For more than 8 months, we have 
seen, for example, the harmful effects 
of the Zika virus. We have seen its 
heartbreaking impact on newborns, 
women, and families and deepened our 
understanding of the suffering this 
virus causes. Pregnancies have been 
lost. We have seen children born with 
permanent birth defects that could 
have been avoided. And recently, the 
Centers for Disease Control and Pre- 
vention has said that the disease can 
enter people’s eyes, causing serious vi- 
sion impairment. 

It has been over 6 months since the 
President requested $1.9 billion in 
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emergency funding to fight the Zika 
virus. It has been 4 months since the 
Senate passed a compromise measure 
to provide $1.1 billion for a comprehen- 
sive response to Zika and to speed up 
development of a vaccine by a strong 
bipartisan vote of 68 to 29. 

Instead of the other body passing this 
measure, the majority in both bodies 
agreed upon a bill that uses this public 
health crisis as an opportunity to at- 
tack the Environmental Protection 
Agency and make cuts to the Afford- 
able Care Act, veterans’ health care, 
and other provisions. This approach 
seeks to drain funds from critical 
health needs, which have not abated, as 
a way to pay for the Zika emergency. 
Indeed, it is an emergency that re- 
quires an emergency response. 

In light of this failure, the adminis- 
tration shifted all the funds it could to 
the Zika efforts. As the head of the 
Centers for Disease Control has noted, 
these funds are now running out. It is 
urgent that we pass a measure like the 
one we already did that gives the pub- 
lic health community the resources it 
needs to prevent further infections, 
treat those who have been affected, and 
develop vaccines to limit future out- 
breaks. 

Unfortunately, Congress has taken a 
similar approach of delay to the opioid 
epidemic, severely underfunding efforts 
to combat this crisis. Like many Amer- 
icans, I have seen the devastating im- 
pact the opioid crisis continues to have 
on our Nation. Indeed, since 2010, we 
have lost more than 1,000 Rhode Island- 
ers to accidental drug overdoses, in- 
cluding more than 230 overdose deaths 
in 2014—an increase of 73 percent since 
2009. Nationally, drug overdoses have 
exceeded car crashes as the number one 
injury-related death. Two Americans 
die of drug overdoses every hour. 

Action is urgently called for, and I 
commend my colleague from Rhode Is- 
land, Senator WHITEHOUSE, who spear- 
headed passage in this body of the bi- 
partisan Comprehensive Addiction and 
Recovery Act, or CARA. However, 
CARA provides authority only for a re- 
sponse plan to address this complex 
challenge; it does not adequately fund 
this effort. For this law to work, we 
need real dollars to deliver lifesaving 
prevention and treatment services. It 
is critical that we provide robust re- 
sources to confront this epidemic and 
ensure that people have access to the 
treatment they need. Unfortunately, 
that has not happened. We cannot fight 
the opioid crisis with words. We need 
dollars, as well as words. 

Those across the aisle have also fall- 
en short on their responsibility by re- 
fusing to hold so much as a hearing on 
President Obama’s nomination of Chief 
Judge Merrick Garland to the Supreme 
Court. This body has a constitutional 
obligation to advise and consent on the 
President’s nominees. When we fail in 
that obligation, we undermine the sta- 
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bility of our system of justice and en- 
danger Separation of Powers. 

Since the stunning announcement by 
the majority leadership that no hear- 
ing would be held on a replacement, 
the Supreme Court has deadlocked on 
five major questions of law. These are 
legal issues that directly impact mil- 
lions of Americans in terms of labor 
force protections, business interests, 
and civil rights. These issues are more 
important than political gamesman- 
ship, and they need resolution now. 

If this obstructionism continues, 
American families and businesses will 
face growing legal uncertainty as dis- 
puted Federal laws apply differently 
across States. This damage to our legal 
system is unprecedented and could 
take years to undo. I urge my col- 
leagues to do their job and allow a vote 
on Chief Judge Garland’s nomination. 

The majority has also thwarted ef- 
forts to address the continuing epi- 
demic of gun violence in our country. 
This year, nearly as many Americans 
will lose their lives to guns as will be 
killed in automobile accidents. Sadly, 
the number of gun deaths continues to 
grow, fueled by easy access to lethal 
firearms. 

This body could take action to limit 
the devastation to families in our com- 
munities brought about by military- 
grade firearms that are too easily 
accessed. It is my hope that through an 
honest, open dialogue, we can bridge 
the divide and pass legislation—such as 
closing the terror gap—in order to keep 
our families and communities safe 
from the threat of gun violence. 

Another area that I want to empha- 
size is college affordability, where in- 
action has exacerbated a crisis in 
which sending a child to college can 
often put families hopelessly in the 
red. 

We all understand that education is 
the engine that pulls this economy for- 
ward, fulfills individual aspirations, 
and makes America what it is. The 
United States invented modern public 
education and led the world in access 
to higher education for generations. It 
is a great irony that we are falling be- 
hind. 

Rising college costs and student loan 
debt are putting America at risk. And 
too many institutions lack account- 
ability, putting profit before providing 
a quality education to students. We 
need to revamp our system for financ- 
ing college, and we need to help fami- 
lies currently struggling under the 
weight of student loan debt. 

Many of my colleagues, and I have 
joined them, have put forth common- 
sense proposals to allow families to re- 
finance student loans at today’s low 
rates; to ensure that all Americans 
have access to tuition-free community 
college; to strengthen the Pell grant 
and reduce the reliance on student 
loans; and to ensure that States and in- 
stitutions live up to their shared re- 
sponsibilities in providing high quality 
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and affordable higher education. These 
solutions are badly needed, and the ma- 
jority needs to work with us to do our 
job and not leave students and families 
behind. 

It is a great honor to serve the people 
of Rhode Island, and I know all of my 
colleagues in the Senate feel the same 
way about their respective States. Con- 
gress has always faced an array of com- 
plex and varied challenges. We must 
come together and find sincere solu- 
tions to improve our country. 

I say to my colleagues: It is long past 
time to get to work, to do your job, and 
to act on these pressing problems. 
They cannot wait any longer. 

With that, Mr. President, I yield the 
floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. COONS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 
GLOBAL ANTI-POACHING ACT 


Mr. COONS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the immediate consider- 
ation of Calendar No. 459, H.R. 2494. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the bill by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 2494) to support global anti- 
poaching efforts, strengthen the capacity of 
partner countries to counter wildlife traf- 
ficking, designate major wildlife trafficking 
countries, and for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill, which 
had been reported from the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, with an amend- 
ment to strike all after the enacting 
clause and insert in lieu thereof the 
following: 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 

the “Eliminate, Neutralize, and Disrupt Wildlife 

Trafficking Act of 2016”. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con- 
tents for this Act is as follows: 

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 

Sec. 2. Definitions. 

TITLE I~PURPOSES AND POLICY 

Sec. 101. Purposes. 

Sec. 102. Statement of United States policy. 
TITLE II—REPORT ON MAJOR WILDLIFE 
TRAFFICKING COUNTRIES 

Sec. 201. Report. 

TITLE III—FRAMEWORK FOR 
INTERAGENCY RESPONSE 
Sec. 301. Presidential Task Force on Wildlife 
Trafficking. 

TITLE IV—PROGRAMS TO ADDRESS THE 
ESCALATING WILDLIFE TRAFFICKING 
CRISIS 

Sec. 401. 

Sec. 402. 

Sec. 403. 


Anti-poaching programs. 

Anti-trafficking programs. 

Engagement of United States diplo- 
matic missions. 

Community conservation. 


Sec. 404. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


TITLE V—TRANSITION OF OVERSEAS CON- 
TINGENCY FUNDING TO BASE FUNDING 


Sec. 501. Sense of congress on funding. 


TITLE VI—OTHER ACTIONS RELATING TO 
WILDLIFE TRAFFICKING PROGRAMS 


Sec. 601. Amendments to Fisherman’s Protective 
Act of 1967. 
SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 

(1) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT- 
TEES.—The term ‘‘appropriate congressional 
committees” means— 

(A) the Committee on Foreign Relations and 
the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate; 
and 

(B) the Committee on Foreign Affairs and the 
Committee on Appropriations of the House of 
Representatives. 

(2) CO-CHAIRS OF THE TASK FORCE.—The term 
“Co-Chairs of the Task Force’’ means the Sec- 
retary of State, the Secretary of the Interior, 
and the Attorney General, as established pursu- 
ant to Executive Order 13648. 

(3) COMMUNITY CONSERVATION.—The_ term 
“community conservation” means an approach 
to conservation that recognizes the rights of 
local people to sustainably manage, or benefit 
directly and indirectly from wildlife and other 
natural resources and includes— 

(A) devolving management and governance to 
local communities to create positive conditions 
for sustainable resource use; and 

(B) building the capacity of communities for 
conservation and natural resource management. 

(4) COUNTRY OF CONCERN.—The term “country 
of concern” refers to a foreign country specially 
designated by the Secretary of State pursuant to 
subsection (b) of section 201 as a major source of 
wildlife trafficking products or their derivatives, 
a major transit point of wildlife trafficking 
products or their derivatives, or a major con- 
sumer of wildlife trafficking products, in which 
the government has actively engaged in or 
knowingly profited from the trafficking of en- 
dangered or threatened species. 

(5) FOCUS COUNTRY.—The term “focus coun- 
try” refers to a foreign country determined by 
the Secretary of State to be a major source of 
wildlife trafficking products or their derivatives, 
a major transit point of wildlife trafficking 
products or their derivatives, or a major con- 
sumer of wildlife trafficking products. 

(6) DEFENSE ARTICLE; DEFENSE SERVICE; SIG- 
NIFICANT MILITARY EQUIPMENT; TRAINING.—The 
terms ‘‘defense article”, ‘defense service”, ‘‘sig- 
nificant military equipment”, and ‘‘training”’ 
have the meanings given such terms in section 
47 of the Arms Export Control Act (22 U.S.C. 
2794). 

(7) IMPLEMENTATION PLAN.—The term ‘‘Imple- 
mentation Plan”? means the Implementation 
Plan for the National Strategy for Combating 
Wildlife Trafficking released on February 11, 
2015, a modification of that plan, or a successor 
plan. 

(8) NATIONAL STRATEGY.—The term “National 
Strategy’’ means the National Strategy for Com- 
bating Wildlife Trafficking published on Feb- 
ruary 11, 2014, a modification of that strategy, 
or a successor strategy. 

(9) NATIONAL WILDLIFE SERVICES.—The term 
“national wildlife services” refers to the min- 
istries and government bodies designated to 
manage matters pertaining to wildlife manage- 
ment, including poaching or trafficking, in a 
focus country. 

(10) SECURITY FORCE.—The term ‘“‘security 
force” means a military, law enforcement, gen- 
darmerie, park ranger, or any other security 
force with a responsibility for protecting wildlife 
and natural habitats. 

(11) TASK FORCE.—The term “Task Force” 
means the Presidential Task Force on Wildlife 
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Trafficking, as established by Executive Order 
13648 (78 Fed. Reg. 40621) and modified by sec- 
tion 201. 

(12) WILDLIFE TRAFFICKING.—The term ‘‘wild- 
life trafficking” refers to the poaching or other 
illegal taking of protected or managed species 
and the illegal trade in wildlife and their related 
parts and products. 

TITLE I—PURPOSES AND POLICY 
SEC. 101. PURPOSES. 

The purposes of this Act are— 

(1) to support a collaborative, interagency ap- 
proach to address wildlife trafficking; 

(2) to protect and conserve the remaining pop- 
ulations of wild elephants, rhinoceroses, and 
other species threatened by poaching and the il- 
legal wildlife trade; 

(3) to disrupt regional and global 
transnational organized criminal networks and 
to prevent the illegal wildlife trade from being 
used as a source of financing for criminal 
groups that undermine United States and global 
security interests; 

(4) to prevent wildlife poaching and traf- 
ficking from being a means to make a living in 
focus countries; 

(5) to support the efforts of, and collaborate 
with, individuals, communities, local organiza- 
tions, and foreign governments to combat poach- 
ing and wildlife trafficking; 

(6) to assist focus countries in implementation 
of national wildlife anti-trafficking and poach- 
ing laws; and 

(7) to ensure that United States assistance to 
prevent and suppress illicit wildlife trafficking 
is carefully planned and coordinated, and that 
it is systematically and rationally prioritized on 
the basis of detailed analysis of the nature and 
severity of threats to wildlife and the willing- 
ness and ability of foreign partners to cooperate 
effectively toward these ends. 

SEC. 102. STATEMENT OF UNITED STATES POL- 
ICY. 

It is the policy of the United States— 

(1) to take immediate actions to stop the ille- 
gal global trade in wildlife and wildlife products 
and associated transnational organized crime; 

(2) to provide technical and other forms of as- 
sistance to help focus countries halt the poach- 
ing of elephants, rhinoceroses, and other imper- 
iled species and end the illegal trade in wildlife 
and wildlife products, including by providing 
training and assistance in— 

(A) wildlife protection and management of 
wildlife populations; 

(B) anti-poaching and effective management 
of protected areas including community man- 
aged and privately-owned lands; 

(C) local engagement of security forces in 
anti-poaching responsibilities, where appro- 
priate; 

(D) wildlife trafficking investigative tech- 
niques, including forensic tools; 

(E) transparency and corruption issues; 

(F) management, tracking, and inventory of 
confiscated wildlife contraband; 

(G) demand reduction strategies in countries 
that lack the means and resources to conduct 
them; and 

(H) bilateral and multilateral agreements and 
cooperation; 

(3) to employ appropriate assets and resources 
of the United States Government in a coordi- 
nated manner to curtail poaching and disrupt 
and dismantle illegal wildlife trade networks 
and the financing of those networks in a man- 
ner appropriate for each focus country; 

(4) to build upon the National Strategy and 
Implementation Plan to further combat wildlife 
trafficking in a holistic manner and guide the 
response of the United States Government to en- 
sure progress in the fight against wildlife traf- 
ficking; and 

(5) to recognize the ties of wildlife trafficking 
to broader forms of transnational organized 
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criminal activities, including trafficking, and 
where applicable, to focus on those crimes in a 
coordinated, cross-cutting manner. 


TITLE II—REPORT ON MAJOR WILDLIFE 
TRAFFICKING COUNTRIES 
SEC. 201. REPORT. 

(a) REPORT.—Not later than one year after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, and annu- 
ally thereafter, the Secretary of State, in con- 
sultation with the Secretary of the Interior and 
the Secretary of Commerce, shall submit to Con- 
gress a report that lists each country determined 
by the Secretary of State to be a focus country 
within the meaning of this Act. 

(b) SPECIAL DESIGNATION.—In each report re- 
quired under subsection (a), the Secretary of 
State, in consultation with the Secretary of the 
Interior and the Secretary of Commerce, shall 
identify each country listed in the report that 
also constitutes a country of concern (as defined 
in section 2(4)) . 

(c) SUNSET.—This section shall terminate on 
the date that is 5 years after the date of the en- 
actment of this Act. 


TITLE III—FRAMEWORK FOR 
INTERAGENCY RESPONSE 
SEC. 301. PRESIDENTIAL TASK FORCE ON WILD- 
LIFE TRAFFICKING. 

(a) RESPONSIBILITIES.—In addition to the 
functions required by Executive Order 13648 (78 
Fed. Reg. 40621), the Task Force shall be in- 
formed by the Secretary of State’s annual report 
required under section 201 and considering all 
available information, ensure that relevant 
United States Government agencies— 

(1) collaborate, to the greatest extent prac- 
ticable, with the national wildlife services, or 
other relevant bodies of each focus country to 
prepare, not later than 90 days after the date of 
submission of the report required under section 
201(a), a United States mission assessment of the 
threats to wildlife in that focus country and an 
assessment of the capacity of that country to 
address wildlife trafficking; 

(2) collaborate, to the greatest extent prac- 
ticable, with relevant ministries, national wild- 
life services, or other relevant bodies of each 
focus country to prepare, not later than 180 
days after preparation of the assessment re- 
ferred to in paragraph (1), a United States mis- 
sion strategic plan that includes recommenda- 
tions for addressing wildlife trafficking, taking 
into account any regional or national strategies 
for addressing wildlife trafficking in a focus 
country developed before the preparation of 
such assessment; 

(3) coordinate efforts among United States 
Federal agencies and non-Federal partners, in- 
cluding missions, domestic and international or- 
ganizations, the private sector, and other global 
partners, to implement the strategic plans re- 
quired by paragraph (2) in each focus country; 

(4) not less frequently than annually, consult 
and coordinate with stakeholders qualified to 
provide advice, assistance, and information re- 
garding effective support for anti-poaching ac- 
tivities, coordination of regional law enforce- 
ment efforts, development of and support for ef- 
fective legal enforcement mechanisms, and de- 
velopment of strategies to reduce illicit trade 
and reduce consumer demand for illegally trad- 
ed wildlife and wildlife products, and other rel- 
evant topics under this Act; and 

(5) coordinate or carry out other functions as 
are necessary to implement this Act. 

(b) DUPLICATION AND EFFICIENCY.—The Task 
Force shall— 

(1) ensure that the activities of the Federal 
agencies involved in carrying out efforts under 
this Act are coordinated and not duplicated; 
and 

(2) encourage efficiencies and coordination 
among the efforts of Federal agencies and inter- 
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agency initiatives ongoing as of the date of the 
enactment of this Act to address trafficking ac- 
tivities, including trafficking of wildlife, hu- 
mans, weapons, and narcotics, illegal trade, 
transnational organized crime, or other illegal 
activities. 

(c) CONSISTENCY WITH AGENCY RESPONSIBIL- 
ITIES——The Task Force shall carry out its re- 
sponsibilities under this Act in a manner con- 
sistent with the authorities and responsibilities 
of agencies represented on the Task Force. 

(a) TASK FORCE STRATEGIC REVIEW.—One 
year after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
and annually thereafter, the Task Force shall 
submit a strategic assessment of its work and 
provide a briefing to the appropriate congres- 
sional committees that shall include— 

(1) a review and assessment of the Task 
Force’s implementation of this Act, identifying 
successes, failures, and gaps in its work, or that 
of agencies represented on the Task Force, in- 
cluding detailed descriptions of— 

(A) what approaches, initiatives, or programs 
have succeeded best in increasing the willing- 
ness and capacity of focus countries to suppress 
and prevent illegal wildlife trafficking, and 
what approaches, initiatives, or programs have 
not succeeded as well as hoped; and 

(B) which foreign governments subject to sub- 
sections (a) and (b) of section 201 have proven 
to be the most successful partners in suppressing 
and preventing illegal wildlife trafficking, 
which focus countries have not proven to be so, 
and what factors contributed to these results in 
each country discussed; 

(2) a description of each Task Force member 
agency’s priorities and objectives for combating 
wildlife trafficking; 

(3) an account of total United States funding 
each year since fiscal year 2014 for all govern- 
ment agencies and programs involved in coun- 
tering poaching and wildlife trafficking; 

(4) an account of total United States funding 
since fiscal year 2014 to support the activities of 
the Task Force, including administrative over- 
head costs and congressional reporting; and 

(5) recommendations for how to improve 
United States and international efforts to sup- 
press and prevent illegal wildlife trafficking in 
the future, based upon the Task Force’s experi- 
ence as of the time of the review. 

(e) TERMINATION OF TASK FORCE.—The statu- 
tory authorization for the Task Force provided 
by this Act shall terminate 5 years after the date 
of the enactment of this Act or such earlier date 
that the President terminates the Task Force by 
rescinding, superseding, or otherwise modifying 
relevant portions of Executive Order 13648. 


TITLE IV—PROGRAMS TO ADDRESS THE 
ESCALATING WILDLIFE TRAFFICKING 
CRISIS 

SEC. 401. ANTI-POACHING PROGRAMS. 

(a) WILDLIFE LAW ENFORCEMENT PROFES- 
SIONAL TRAINING AND COORDINATION ACTIVI- 
TIES.—The Secretary of State and the Adminis- 
trator of the United States Agency for Inter- 
national Development, in collaboration with the 
heads of other relevant United States agencies 
and nongovernmental partners where appro- 
priate, may provide assistance to focus countries 
to carry out the recommendations made in the 
strategic plan required by section 301(a)(2), 
among other goals, to improve the effectiveness 
of wildlife law enforcement in regions and coun- 
tries that have demonstrated capacity, willing- 
ness, and need for assistance. 

(b) AUTHORITY TO PROVIDE SECURITY ASSIST- 
ANCE TO COUNTER WILDLIFE TRAFFICKING AND 
POACHING.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The President is authorized 
to provide defense articles, defense services, and 
related training to security forces of focus coun- 
tries for the purpose of countering wildlife traf- 
ficking and poaching where appropriate. 
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(2) TYPES OF ASSISTANCE.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—ASsistance provided under 
paragraph (1) may include intelligence and sur- 
veillance assets, communications and electronic 
equipment, mobility assets, night vision and 
thermal imaging devices, and organizational 
clothing and individual equipment, pursuant to 
the applicable provision of the Arms Export 
Control Act (22 U.S.C. 2751 et seq.) or the For- 
eign Assistance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2151 et 
seq.). 

(B) LIMITATION.—Assistance provided under 
paragraph (1) may not include significant mili- 
tary equipment. 

(3) SPECIAL RULE.—ASsistance provided under 
paragraph (1) shall be in addition to any other 
assistance provided to the countries under any 
other provision of law. 

(4) PROHIBITION ON ASSISTANCE.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—No assistance may be pro- 
vided under subsection (b) to a unit of a secu- 
rity force if the President determines that the 
unit has been found to engage in wildlife traf- 
ficking or poaching. 

(B) EXCEPTION.—The prohibition in subpara- 
graph (A) shall not apply with respect to a unit 
of a security force of a country if the President 
determines that the government of the country 
is taking effective steps to hold the unit ac- 
countable and prevent the unit from engaging 
in trafficking and poaching. 

(5) CERTIFICATION.—With respect to any as- 
sistance provided pursuant to this subsection, 
the Secretary of State shall certify to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations of the Senate and 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House 
of Representatives that such assistance is nec- 
essary for the purposes of combating wildlife 
trafficking. 

(6) NOTIFICATION.—Consistent with the re- 
quirements of the Arms Export Control Act (22 
U.S.C. 2751 et seq.) and the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2151 et seq.), the Secretary 
of State shall notify the appropriate congres- 
sional committees regarding defense articles, de- 
fense services, and related training provided 
under paragraph (1). 

SEC. 402. ANTI-TRAFFICKING PROGRAMS. 

(a) INVESTIGATIVE CAPACITY BUILDING.—The 
Secretary of State and the Administrator of the 
United States Agency for International Develop- 
ment, in collaboration with the heads of other 
relevant United States agencies and commu- 
nities, regions, and governments in focus coun- 
tries, may design and implement programs in 
focus countries to carry out the recommenda- 
tions made in the strategic plan required under 
section 301(a)(2) among other goals, with clear 
and measurable targets and indicators of suc- 
cess, to increase the capacity of wildlife law en- 
forcement and customs and border security offi- 
cers in focus countries. 

(b) TRANSNATIONAL PROGRAMS.—The_ Sec- 
retary of State and the Administrator of the 
United States Agency for International Develop- 
ment, in collaboration with other relevant 
United States agencies, nongovernmental part- 
ners, and international bodies, and in collabora- 
tion with communities, regions, and govern- 
ments in focus countries, may design and imple- 
ment programs, including support for Wildlife 
Enforcement Networks, in focus countries to 
carry out the recommendations made in the 
strategic plan required under section 301(a)(2), 
among other goals, to better understand and 
combat the transnational trade in illegal wild- 
life. 

SEC. 403. ENGAGEMENT OF UNITED STATES DIP- 
LOMATIC MISSIONS. 

As soon as practicable but not later than 2 
years after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, each chief of mission to a focus country 
should begin to implement the recommendations 
contained in the strategic plan required under 
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section 301(a)(2), among other goals, for the 
country. 
SEC. 404. COMMUNITY CONSERVATION. 

The Secretary of State, in collaboration with 
the United State Agency for International De- 
velopment, heads of other relevant United States 
agencies, the private sector, nongovernmental 
organizations, and other development partners, 
may provide support in focus countries to carry 
out the recommendations made in the strategic 
plan required under section 301(a)(2) as such 
recommendations relate to the development, 
scaling, and replication of community wildlife 
conservancies and community conservation pro- 
grams in focus countries to assist with rural sta- 
bility and greater security for people and wild- 
life, empower and support communities to man- 
age or benefit from their wildlife resources 
sustainably, and reduce the threat of poaching 
and trafficking, including through— 

(1) promoting conservation-based enterprises 
and incentives, such as eco-tourism and sustain- 
able agricultural production, that empower com- 
munities to manage wildlife, natural resources, 
and community ventures where appropriate, by 
ensuring they benefit from well-managed wild- 
life populations; 

(2) helping create alternative livelihoods to 
poaching by mitigating wildlife trafficking, 
helping support rural stability, greater security 
for people and wildlife, sustainable economic de- 
velopment, and economic incentives to conserve 
wildlife populations; 

(3) engaging regional businesses and the pri- 
vate sector to develop goods and services to aid 
in anti-poaching and anti-trafficking measures; 

(4) working with communities to develop se- 
cure and safe methods of sharing information 
with enforcement officials; 

(5) providing technical assistance to support 
sustainable land use plans to improve the eco- 
nomic, environmental, and social outcomes in 
community-owned or -managed lands; 

(6) supporting community anti-poaching ef- 
forts, including policing and informant net- 
works; 

(7) working with community and national 
governments to develop relevant policy and reg- 
ulatory frameworks to enable and promote com- 
munity conservation programs, including sup- 
porting law enforcement engagement with wild- 
life protection authorities to promote informa- 
tion-sharing; and 

(8) working with national governments to en- 
sure that communities have timely and effective 
support from national authorities to mitigate 
risks that communities may face when engaging 
in anti-poaching and anti-trafficking activities. 
TITLE V—TRANSITION OF OVERSEAS CON- 

TINGENCY FUNDING TO BASE FUNDING 
SEC. 501. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON FUNDING. 

It is the sense of Congress that the President 
and Congress should provide for an appropriate 
and responsible transition for funding des- 
ignated for overseas contingency operations to 
traditional and regular annual appropriations, 
including emergency supplemental funding, as 
appropriate. 

TITLE VI—OTHER ACTIONS RELATING TO 
WILDLIFE TRAFFICKING PROGRAMS 
SEC. 601. AMENDMENTS TO FISHERMAN’S PRO- 

TECTIVE ACT OF 1967. 

Section 8 of the Fisherman’s Protective Act of 
1967 (22 U.S.C. 1978) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘, in con- 
sultation with the Secretary of State,” after 
“Secretary of Commerce’’; 

(B) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘‘, in con- 
sultation with the Secretary of State,’’ after 
“Secretary of the Interior”; 

(C) in paragraph (3), by inserting “in con- 
sultation with the Secretary of State,” after ‘‘, 
as appropriate,’’; 
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(D) by redesigning paragraph (4) as para- 
graph (5); and 

(E) by inserting after paragraph (3) the fol- 
lowing new paragraph: 

“(4) The Secretary of Commerce and the Sec- 
retary of the Interior shall each report to Con- 
gress each certification to the President made by 
such Secretary under this subsection, within 15 
days after making such certification.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (d), by inserting ‘“‘in con- 
sultation with the Secretary of State,” after ‘‘as 
the case may be,’’. 


Mr. COONS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the com- 
mittee-reported amendment be with- 
drawn; the Coons amendment at the 


desk be agreed to; and the bill, as 
amended, be read a third time. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 


SASSE). Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

The committee-reported amendment 
was withdrawn. 

The amendment (No. 5078) in the na- 
ture of a substitute was agreed to. 

(The amendment is printed in today’s 
RECORD under “Text of Amendments.”’’) 

The amendment was ordered to be 
engrossed, and the bill to be read a 
third time. 

The bill was read the third time. 

Mr. COONS. Mr. President, I know of 
no further debate on this measure. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 
is no further debate, the bill having 
been read the third time, the question 
is, Shall the bill pass? 

The bill (H.R. 2494), as amended, was 
passed. 

Mr. COONS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the motion to 
reconsider be considered made and laid 
upon the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. COONS. Mr. President, I am 
going to take a few minutes, if I might, 
to celebrate something that we, frank- 
ly, have a chance to celebrate far too 
rarely—a bipartisan legislative suc- 
cess. 

I am thrilled to be here to celebrate 
the passage of the End Wildlife Traf- 
ficking Act, a bill Senator FLAKE and I 
have been working on for months since 
it was introduced in December of last 
year, an idea which we have been work- 
ing on for well over a year. This bill 
has been a long time in coming. 

I first saw the tragic consequences of 
poaching and wildlife trafficking dec- 
ades ago when I was a young man in 
Kenya, and I first visited Africa with a 
number of my colleagues on a trip to 
look at the dramatic increase in wild- 
life trafficking just a few short years 
ago. 

President Obama issued an Executive 
order to combat wildlife trafficking 
back in 2013, and Senator CARDIN and I 
held a joint hearing on the topic in 2014 
when I chaired the African Affairs Sub- 
committee. Senator FLAKE, now the 
chair of the African Affairs Sub- 
committee, and I introduced this bill 
together last December, and now we 
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are excited to see it pass this body and 
be one step closer to becoming law. 

Why is this bill important? Why does 
wildlife trafficking in Africa matter? 
Because nearly 100 elephants are killed 
every single day so their ivory tusks 
can be sold on the black market. Ivory 
now commands prices higher than her- 
oin or gold, and it has become one of 
the principal ways of financing 
transnational networks of terrorists 
and of criminals. 

The tragic consequences for the Afri- 
can elephant were recently noted in a 
report that showed that the population 
of elephants across the continent 
shrank by one-third in the last decade. 
In 2014, more than 1,000 rhinoceroses 
were illegally killed in South Africa, a 
several thousand-percent increase 
since the decade before. And as rhino 
horn and elephant tusks command out- 
rageous prices on the world market, 
the demand has driven both wildlife 
poaching and trafficking steadily up- 
ward. Until today, it has become a 
multibillion-dollar industry that 
threatens wildlife, fragile ecosystems, 
and our national security. 

Wildlife poaching and trafficking is 
one of those problems about which it is 
tempting to throw up our hands and 
ask: What could we possibly do about 
this? It happens on the other side of 
the world and it affects wildlife most of 
us will never see in person. But we 
didn’t. And because of that, because of 
our persistence and determination and 
because so many people on the com- 
mittee staff in the Senate and in the 
executive branch have devoted time 
and effort to coming up with a strategy 
and a pathway toward addressing it, we 
have lots of reasons today to be opti- 
mistic. 

In President Obama, we have a Presi- 
dent engaged in the continent of Africa 
and committed to combating traf- 
ficking and poaching. In Secretary 
Kerry, we have a former Senator who, 
when he was chairman of the Foreign 
Relations Committee, dedicated per- 
sonal time and effort to highlighting 
the issue of wildlife trafficking. As I 
mentioned, in 2013, the President cre- 
ated a task force on wildlife trafficking 
that produced a national strategy for 
working together to combat wildlife 
trafficking. Now, just today, we have a 
strong bill—the End Wildlife Traf- 
ficking Act—that has passed the Sen- 
ate and is on its way to the House. 

Based on a recent conversation, I am 
optimistic that Chairman ROYCE and 
Ranking Member ENGEL, of the House 
Foreign Affairs Committee, will move 
this forward in the week ahead. Both 
Chairman ROYCE and Ranking Member 
ENGEL deserve great credit for passing 
a complementary bill in the House, and 
it is because they have already acted 
on this that I am optimistic we will be 
able to together reach our end goal. 

What exactly does that bill do? Let 
me briefly say, it requires a strategy, 
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it authorizes an interagency approach 
to working with the governments of 
many countries affected by wildlife 
trafficking, and it produces rec- 
ommendations on how to address those 
threats in coordination with non- 
governmental organizations. It author- 
izes the Secretary of State and the Ad- 
ministrator of USAID to support ef- 
forts to combat poaching and wildlife 
trafficking and to encourage commu- 
nity conservation programs—an initia- 
tive, a direction, that Senator FLAKE 
and I have seen in person on the ground 
in southern Africa. 

It also includes strategic regular re- 
views to monitor progress being made, 
and it gives prosecutors more tools to 
go after individuals involved in high- 
value wildlife crime. Last, but not 
least, it encourages diplomatic efforts 
around the world to try and reduce the 
demand for wildlife trafficking and for 
the markets that consume so much of 
this illicit traffic, whether in China, 
Vietnam, Malaysia, or elsewhere. Fi- 
nally, it requires an annual report back 
to us in Congress to let us know how 
any taxpayer dollars appropriated in 
this fight against wildlife trafficking 
are being spent. 

This bill isn’t just good policy. In a 
Congress that is all too often paralyzed 
by division and by dysfunction, the 
passage of this act is an important ex- 
ample of what it can look like when we 
put good policy before partisan poli- 
tics. 

I want to briefly thank the staff of 
Senators CORKER and CARDIN; my own 
staff, including Lisa Jones, who spent a 
great deal of time on this; the staff of 
Senator FLAKE, Colleen Donnelly and 
Sarah Towles; and three terrific people, 
all of them AAAS fellows who have 
helped bring this bill to passage: Rosa 
Mutiso, Allie Schwier, and Leah Rubin 
Shen, who has moved from being an 
AAAS fellow to my office and has done 
a terrific job getting us to the finish 
line today. 

Iam so grateful for all of the work of 
the dedicated folks in Congress and in 
the executive branch who have made 
this possible. 

Thank you very much. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Michigan. 


WRDA 


Mr. PETERS. Mr. President, I rise to 
applaud the Senate for passing earlier 
today the Water Resources Develop- 
ment Act of 2016, better known as 
WRDA. It is important to pause for a 
moment and appreciate the fact that 
we were able to come together in such 
a bipartisan way on such an important 
and substantive matter. Today, WRDA 
passed by an overwhelming majority of 
95 to 3. 

Today we took a critical step toward 
making real investments in our Na- 
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tion’s waterways, ports, harbors, eco- 
systems, and the infrastructure we rely 
on for our drinking water. We also 
made a statement that when a group of 
people are suffering, our country must 
pull together to help. 

Delivering assistance to Flint, MI, 
and other communities suffering from 
poor drinking water quality is, frankly, 
quite overdue. We should have provided 
funding to fix Flint’s water infrastruc- 
ture long ago, but today we have taken 
a meaningful step toward the future, 
where the people of Flint, as well as 
communities all across America, can 
turn on their taps and trust that it is 
safe to use the water that comes out of 
them. 

We cannot forget that right now the 
people of Flint are still living in this 
crisis. People are still depending on 
bottled water and filters for everyday 
water needs. The health effects will 
last for decades to come. 

Over the past year, I have regularly 
heard from Flint families about their 
ongoing struggles. Just this week, I 
heard from Flint residents who came to 
Washington. They came to share their 
stories and to keep up the fight for the 
Federal support their community 
needs. These Americans continue to en- 
dure unimaginable circumstances with 
both grace and dignity. 

The breadth and severity of the hard- 
ships these families have faced are 
breathtaking, but I continue to hear 
news stories that would shock all of us 
in this Chamber and push Congress to 
finish our work to get this package 
signed into law. 

This week I heard from one Flint 
mother who told me a story about her 
10-year-old daughter with aching bones 
and teeth. Lead and calcium compete 
for the same locations in the body and 
are stored in bone tissue. This is one of 
the many reasons lead exposure is espe- 
cially devastating to growing children. 

Try to imagine the horror of seeing 
your daughter’s teeth crumble while 
biting into a sandwich. This is what 
the people of Flint are living with. The 
girl’s blood lead levels, even recently, 
were up and down, and she takes large 
supplements to improve her bone 
strength. As these Flint residents con- 
tinue to tell their stories, we must not 
let their reality fade from the minds of 
this Nation. As a nation, we can do bet- 
ter than this. We must take care of our 
own. 

As we pause to recognize the weight 
of our actions today, we must recog- 
nize and remember the people who have 
been fighting for a very long time. 

I would like to recognize Dr. Mona 
Hanna-Attisha, Dr. Marc Edwards, and 
Miguel Del Toral for their tireless 
work to identify and shine a light on 
the crisis of Flint last year, as well as 
for all of their advocacy and work since 
then. 

I would also like to recognize the 
grassroots leaders in Flint who realized 
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there was a serious problem way before 
anyone else. LeeAnne Walters, Melissa 
Mays, the Concerned Pastors of Flint, 
and many others. Despite being repeat- 
edly dismissed and ignored, they kept 
talking and marching and battling to 
let the world know about the injustice. 

Senator STABENOW and her team have 
worked tirelessly with us on this effort 
and to advance our package helping 
Flint and other countries across the 
country. She and I underwent weeks of 
negotiations to carefully craft a bipar- 
tisan agreement, and we have a number 
of Senators who were willing to work 
with us and truly wanted to find a solu- 
tion. 

Senator STABENOW’s staff, particu- 
larly Matt VanKuiken and Aaron 
Suntag, deserve a lot of credit for late 
nights drafting legislative language 
and making calls to negotiate a deal. 

Senators INHOFE and BOXER deserve 
special gratitude for their creative 
ideas and steadfast determination. 

I would also like to thank the Envi- 
ronment and Public Works Committee 
staff, including Alex Herrgott, Jason 
Albritton, Bettina Poirier, and Susan 
Bodine, among others. Your long hours 
and commitment were critical to the 
bill’s passage. 

I should also recognize the cospon- 
sors of our bipartisan legislation, in- 
cluding Senators BROWN, PORTMAN, 
KIRK, REED, BURR, DURBIN, MIKULSKI, 
CAPITO, and BALDWIN. 

I would like to recognize Senators 
MURKOWSKI and CANTWELL and their 
staff who worked for weeks to help us 
find a path forward on a bipartisan en- 
ergy bill. While this did not come to 
fruition, we kept working hard to find 
a path forward. We didn’t let one road- 
block stand in the way. We kept on 
fighting for Flint, just like the families 
in Flint keep on fighting. 

So while I am pleased the Senate fi- 
nally passed this bipartisan, fully paid- 
for legislation to provide much needed 
support for Flint families, we now need 
to redouble our efforts to get it done 
and get it over the finish line. 

I urge my colleagues in the House to 
swiftly pass similar assistance to Flint 
and other communities across the 
country. This bill is the best way for us 
to help them make critical invest- 
ments in their aging water infrastruc- 
ture. 

I thank my colleague Congressman 
KILDEE, who has been Flint’s most 
steadfast champion in the U.S. House. 
He has worked with Senator STABENOW 
and me to secure Federal resources for 
Flint families, and I know he is work- 
ing hard with his House colleagues to 
pass legislation to aid Flint. 

Local elected officials, such as State 
Senator Jim Ananich, State Represent- 
ative Sheldon Neeley, and Mayor Karen 
Weaver continue to battle for their 
constituents, secure resources to fix 
problems, and shine a light on all of 
the many positive aspects of the city of 
Flint. 
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I know other Members of the Michi- 
gan delegation and of other States are 
committed, but now is the time to step 
up to the plate and show that we will 
follow through on our responsibilities 
as representatives of the people. 

Finally, if we are to solve this crisis, 
the State of Michigan must step up 
with substantial long-term support for 
the people of Flint and help them fully 
recover in the years and decades ahead. 
This disaster happened on their watch, 
and it is an immense failure on the 
part of the State of Michigan to pro- 
tect the health and safety of its city’s 
residents. 

Despite the grim facts of this trag- 
edy, some day in the future I hope we 
will look back at today and say it was 
a milestone and a turning point. I am 
optimistic that we will. This is not the 
end of our efforts for Flint. This is the 
beginning of making things right. 

We won’t stop fighting for what is 
best for Flint families. I urge all of my 
colleagues to continue working to in- 
vest in critical water infrastructure so 
that we never, ever see a crisis like 
this again anywhere in our country. 

I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 


PUERTO RICAN TASK FORCE’S 
INTERIM REPORT 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, pursuant 
to section 409 of the Puerto Rico Over- 
sight, Management, and Economic Sta- 
bility Act, or PROMESA, P.L. 114-187, 
the bipartisan Congressional Task 
Force on Economic Growth in Puerto 
Rico has been charged with compiling a 
report by December 31, 2016, that iden- 
tifies impediments to growth and rec- 
ommends changes to promote long- 
term economic growth and stability, 
spur new job creation, reduce child 
poverty, and attract investment in the 
territory. 

The statute also requires submission 
of an interim report on the status of 
the task force’s efforts to the House 
and Senate. As chairman of the task 
force and after having submitted this 
report to leadership of both parties in 
the Senate and the House, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the report be print- 
ed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

CONGRESSIONAL TASK FORCE ON ECONOMIC 

GROWTH IN PUERTO RICO 

STATUS UPDATE TO THE HOUSE AND SENATE 
Background: 

On June 30, 2016, the ‘‘Puerto Rico Over- 
sight, Management, and Economic Stability 
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Act,” or “PROMESA,” was signed into law 
(Public Law 114-187). Section 409 of 
PROMESA establishes an eight-member Con- 
gressional Task Force on Economic Growth 
in Puerto Rico (hereafter, ‘‘Task Force”). 

The Task Force has two basic charges: 

1. To issue, between September 1, 2016 and 
September 15, 2016, a status update to the 
House and Senate that includes— 

a. information the Task Force has col- 
lected; and 

b. a discussion on matters the chairman of 
the Task Force deems urgent for consider- 
ation by Congress. 

2. To issue, not later than December 31, 
2016, a report of Task Force findings to the 
House and Senate regarding— 

a. impediments in current Federal law and 
programs to economic growth in Puerto Rico 
including equitable access to Federal health 
care programs; 

b. recommended changes to Federal law 
and programs that, if adopted, would serve 
to spur sustainable long-term economic 
growth, job creation, reduce child poverty, 
and attract investment in Puerto Rico; 

c. the economic effect of Administrative 
Order No. 346 of the Department of Health of 
the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico (relating 
to natural products, natural supplements, 
and dietary supplements) or any successor or 
substantially similar order, rule, or guidance 
of the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico; and 

d. additional information the Task Force 
deems appropriate. 

Further, PROMESA urges the Task Force’s 
final report to reflect the shared views of all 
eight members ‘‘to the greatest extent prac- 
ticable.” PROMESA also directs the Task 
Force to consult with the Puerto Rico Legis- 
lative Assembly, the Puerto Rico Depart- 
ment of Economic Development and Com- 
merce, and the private sector of Puerto Rico. 

Task Force Members were selected in July 
in accordance with specifications in 
PROMESA, and are as follows: Senator Orrin 
Hatch, (R-UT); Senator Robert Menendez (D-— 
NJ); Senator Marco Rubio (R-FL); Senator 
Bill Nelson (D-FL); Representative Tom 
MacArthur (R-NJ); Resident Commissioner 
Pedro Pierluisi (PR); Representative Sean 
Duffy (R-WI); Representative Nydia 
Velazquez (D-NY). 

This report provides the status update pur- 
suant to the Task Force’s first basic charge, 
highlighting information the Task Force has 
collected and outlining the Task Force’s on- 
going activities related to information gath- 
ering, analysis of policy options, and com- 
munication with stakeholders. 

Residents of Puerto Rico and their families 
face numerous challenges to economic 
growth along many dimensions affected by 
Federal law and programs, including health 
care, government finances, economic stagna- 
tion, population loss, and sectoral inefficien- 
cies. In addition, Puerto Rico is confronting 
challenges shared with several states related 
to the Zika virus and faces the highest num- 
ber of confirmed cases of any U.S. jurisdic- 
tion. Task Force Members are actively work- 
ing to arrive at a consensus in order to pro- 


vide Congress with findings and rec- 

ommendations as called for under 

PROMESA. 

Information the Task Force has collected: 
Data 


Task Force staff convened a meeting with 
researchers from the Federal Reserve Bank 
of New York to discuss sources of data on 
Puerto Rico’s economy and financial activi- 
ties. The Federal Reserve Bank of New York 
oversees the Second District of the Federal 
Reserve System, which includes Puerto Rico. 
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Researchers and analysts at the Federal Re- 
serve Bank of New York have a long history 
of monitoring economic and financial devel- 
opments in Puerto Rico and provided useful 
information to Task Force staff on available 
data to assist the Task Force in analyzing 
the economic and financial environment in 
the territory. 


Task Force staff have also been in contact 
with entities within Puerto Rico, including 
the Puerto Rico Institute of Statistics 
(Instituto de Estadisticas de Puerto Rico), to 
obtain the best available information about 
Puerto Rico’s economic and fiscal situation. 


Like other observers, the Task Force is 
concerned about the relative lack of reliable 
data pertaining to certain aspects of the eco- 
nomic, financial, and fiscal situation in 
Puerto Rico, which are necessary for produc- 
tive analyses that may lead to sound public 
policy recommendations. 

Therefore, the Task Force intends to ana- 
lyze the extent to which Federal statistical 
products that measure economic and finan- 
cial activity in the states might also provide 
equivalent information for Puerto Rico and 
other territories, and the Task Force intends 
to explore ways in which any such data gaps 
can be responsibly closed. 


Task Force Email Portal 


The Task Force established an email por- 
tal—prtaskforce@mail.house.gov—and issued 
press releases calling on stakeholders to sub- 
mit their input to this portal. These written 
submissions, from both the public and pri- 
vate sectors, will be useful to the Task Force 
as it works to arrive at bipartisan rec- 
ommendations. All submissions will be con- 
sidered part of the public record and the 
Task Force intends to publish them prior to 
or along with its final report. To date, the 
Task Force has received approximately 335 
submissions to the email portal from indi- 
viduals and organizations representing a 
wide variety of interests. Task Force staff 
have begun analyzing these submissions and 
will continue to do so as the year progresses. 


The Task Force initially announced a 
deadline for submission to the email portal 
of September 2, 2016. The Task Force has 
since extended the deadline until October 14, 
2016 in order to cast the widest net possible 
and to ensure that stakeholders have ample 
opportunity to provide input. 


Federal Agencies 


As a U.S. jurisdiction, Puerto Rico is af- 
fected by Federal laws enacted by Congress 
and administered by Federal agencies. Ac- 
cordingly, the Task Force, in order to fulfill 
its charges under PROMESA, will require 
input and cooperation from various Federal 
agencies and offices Task Force staff have 
begun, and will continue, to contact congres- 
sional liaisons from Federal agencies and of- 
fices to schedule briefings and facilitate in- 
formation sharing. 

Thus far, Task Force staff have contacted 
officials at the U.S. Department of Health 
and Human Services, including the Centers 
for Medicare and Medicaid Services, to open 
a dialogue regarding Federal health policy 
and its impact on Puerto Rico. Task Force 
staff have also contacted officials at the U.S. 
Department of Commerce, the U.S. Depart- 
ment of Labor, and the Federal Housing Fi- 
nance Agency to discuss a range of topics, 
including the inclusion, or lack thereof, of 
Puerto Rico in economic measures com- 
monly used to gauge economic and financial 
activities in states. The U.S. Department of 
Energy, the U.S. Environmental Protection 
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Agency, the U.S. Small Business Administra- 
tion, and the U.S. Department of the Treas- 
ury have also been contacted to discuss crit- 
ical energy, environmental, health, and eco- 
nomic issues. Task Force staff expect to con- 
tact officials at additional Federal agencies 
to obtain pertinent information. 

Task Force Members urge all Federal 
agencies and offices contacted by Task Force 
staff to recognize the relatively brief time 
period in which the Task Force is required to 
operate, and welcome prompt responses to 
requests for information and willingness to 
meet with Task Force staff on short notice 
to provide background and briefing mate- 
rials. Moreover, Task Force Members empha- 
size the need for bipartisan cooperation as 
the Task Force works to arrive at findings 
and recommendations. 

Congressional Support 

The Task Force expects to benefit from the 
support of available congressional support 
offices, most notably the Joint Committee 
on Taxation (JCT), the Congressional Budget 
Office (CBO), and the Library of Congress’s 
Congressional Research Service (CRS). 

Task Force staff have contacted JCT, 
which will provide a briefing in the near 
term to discuss the application of Federal 
tax policy in Puerto Rico, as well as indi- 
vidual, corporate, and other tax proposals 
put forward in recent years by stakeholders 
in Puerto Rico and in Congress. Staff have 
reached out to CRS researchers for updates 
on previously-issued CRS reports related to 
Puerto Rico and have scheduled briefings on 
a number of germane issues. 

Offices and Agencies in Puerto Rico 

As noted above, PROMESA specifically re- 
quires the Task Force to consult with the 
Puerto Rico Legislative Assembly, the Puer- 
to Rico Department of Economic Develop- 
ment and Commerce, and the private sector 
of Puerto Rico. 

Task Force staff have begun outreach to 
leaders of the Puerto Rico Legislative As- 
sembly, and welcome any input and rec- 
ommendations that they wish to provide. 
Task Force staff have also contacted the 
Secretary of the Puerto Rico Department of 
Economic Development and Commerce, and 
welcome input and recommendations from 
the Secretary and other officials at the agen- 
cy. Similarly, Task Force staff have con- 
tacted the Secretary of the Puerto Rico De- 
partment of Health to obtain input with re- 
spect to the Department’s Administrative 
Order No. 346. Consultation with entities in 
the private sector of Puerto Rico has also 
been ongoing and will continue throughout 
this process. 


ee 


TRIBUTE TO THE KENTUCKY 
BANKERS ASSOCIATION 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
rise today to extend my thanks and 
congratulations to a venerable Ken- 
tucky business trade association that 
is celebrating a milestone anniversary 
of service to its members and its cus- 
tomers. The Kentucky Bankers Asso- 
ciation, a nonprofit trade association 
serving Kentucky’s community finan- 
cial services industry, celebrates its 
125th anniversary this October. 

Founded in October of 1891, the Ken- 
tucky Bankers Association, KBA, rep- 
resents State and federally chartered 
banks and thrifts. It has 185 member 
banks, 167 of which are headquartered 
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in Kentucky. Not only do KBA’s mem- 
ber banks provide high-quality service 
to the people of the Commonwealth, 
but they also employ more than 23,000 
Kentuckians. 

The purpose of the Kentucky Bank- 
ers Association is to provide advocacy 
for the financial services industry both 
in Kentucky and on the national level. 
The organization also serves as a fount 
of information to its members on the 
banking industry and acts as a catalyst 
for internal debate and action within 
the industry and among its members. 
It also publishes an industry magazine 
to provide news and information to its 
members. And by providing loans to 
Kentucky businesses, they enable fu- 
ture business growth and spur the cre- 
ation of new jobs. 

KBA has served its members for 125 
years, and many of KBA’s member 
banks have also been serving their cus- 
tomers for a long time. The oldest 
bank chartered in Kentucky was estab- 
lished in 1835, making it 181 years old. 
And the average age of Kentucky char- 
tered banks is 84 years old. Kentuck- 
jans who bank with KBA’s members 
have counted on and appreciated their 
high level of service for generations. 

I also want to congratulate my friend 
Ballard Cassady, the president and CEO 
of KBA, as he has served in that posi- 
tion for 30 years. His dedication to the 
KBA is equaled only by KBA member 
banks’ dedication to their customers. 

Kentucky community banks are inte- 
gral parts of the local neighborhoods 
they serve. And the KBA plays a vital 
role in representing these community 
financial institutions. I want to extend 
my gratitude to the KBA, Mr. Cassady, 
and KBA leadership for 125 years of 
service to Kentucky’s community fi- 
nancial institutions and their con- 
sumers. And I wish to thank KBA’s 
member banks across the Common- 
wealth for their long-standing commit- 
ment to the people of Kentucky. 


EEE 
TRIBUTE TO JOHN BEL EDWARDS 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, today I rec- 
ognize Governor John Bel Edwards, 
who is celebrating his 50th birthday on 
September 16, 2016. 

Governor Edwards is a committed 
public servant who has dedicated his 
career to improving the lives of Lou- 
isiana residents. A Louisiana native, 
Governor Edwards’ graduated from 
Amite High School as valedictorian of 
his class. After graduating from the 
U.S. Military Academy at West Point 4 
years later, he bravely served our coun- 
try as an airborne ranger in the U.S. 
Army. Following his service, Governor 
Edwards attended law school at Lou- 
isiana State University, where he grad- 
uated Order of the Coif, the prestigious 
honor society for our Nation’s bright- 
est law school graduates. 

In 2008, Governor Edwards was elect- 
ed to the Louisiana House of Rep- 
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resentatives. Throughout his tenure, 
he worked diligently to ensure that the 
needs of Louisiana residents were met. 
His Democratic colleagues recognized 
his unwavering commitment to public 
service and his steadfast leadership 
ability, and they elected him as chair- 
man of the Louisiana House Demo- 
cratic Caucus. 

It comes as no surprise that Governor 
Edwards has already achieved a num- 
ber of accomplishments on behalf of 
Louisiana since he became the Gov- 
ernor of the State in January 2016. He 
has led State legislators in addressing 
Louisiana’s most pressing issues, in- 
cluding the State’s budget crisis, his- 
toric flood events that have damaged 
more than 100,000 homes throughout 
the State, and several tornadoes that 
have impacted many of the State’s 
most vulnerable residents. In addition 
to managing the response to these cri- 
ses, Governor Edwards is implementing 
programs that are critical to the suc- 
cess and well-being of Louisiana resi- 
dents, such as Medicaid expansion and 
major infrastructure development 
projects. 

Governor Edwards is married to his 
high-school sweetheart, Donna 
Edwards, and they have three beautiful 
children: Samantha Bel, Sarah Ellen, 
and John Miller. I join the Governor’s 
family, friends, and the residents of 
Louisiana in wishing him a very happy 
50th birthday. His dedication to Lou- 
isiana is commendable, and I look for- 
ward learning about his future success 
on behalf of the residents of Louisiana 
and all Americans. 


EE 


WATER RESOURCES 
DEVELOPMENT ACT OF 2016 


Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I want 
to take a few minutes to celebrate the 
bipartisan passage of this year’s Water 
Resources Development Act. This criti- 
cally important legislation will help 
keep our drinking water safe, move 
goods on Illinois waterways, protect 
communities from flooding and pre- 
serve the precious natural resources 
that are our rivers, streams, and wet- 
lands. 

Our Nation’s water infrastructure 
plays a vital role in protecting our 
communities from flooding, safe- 
guarding our drinking water from con- 
tamination, and advancing commerce 
through the safe and secure movement 
of goods. The safety of the American 
people and the stability of the Amer- 
ican economy depend on the reliability 
of our water infrastructure. 

But our water infrastructure in the 
U.S. is aging and overburdened, and in- 
vestment is not keeping up with the 
need. We have locks and dams that are 
crumbling, in serious need of mainte- 
nance and upgrades, and lead water 
pipes that are long overdue for replace- 
ment. What happened in Flint has 
shown just how vulnerable our water 
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infrastructure is and why investing in 
it is so important. That is why I was 
proud to support the passage of the 
Water Resource and Development Act 
of 2016, which makes significant invest- 
ments in water infrastructure around 
the country. 

I am proud to report that much of 
the water infrastructure funding in 
this bill will benefit my home State of 
Illinois. The bill authorizes a final fea- 
sibility report on phase II of the Des 
Plaines River Project, which will pro- 
vide flood risk management and envi- 
ronmental restoration on the Upper 
Des Plaines River and tributaries in Il- 
linois and Wisconsin. The bill also in- 
cludes language that expedites the 
completion of the McCook Reservoir in 
the Chicago region. McCook is a 10-bil- 
lion-gallon reservoir designed to redi- 
rect flood and wastewater from the 
Chicago region. When completed, the 
project will benefit Chicago and 36 sur- 
rounding suburbs, including 1.5 million 
structures and over 5 million people. 
Also included is language that will help 
pay for work on the Lockport Prairie 
Nature Preserve and the Prairie Bluff 
Preserve in Will County. These are im- 
portant projects for Illinois that will 
help prevent flooding in our commu- 
nities and restore our region’s eco- 
systems. 

In Illinois, we treasure Lake Michi- 
gan, from the drinking water it pro- 
vides to millions of people, to the com- 
merce and tourism it brings to the Chi- 
cago area. That is why protecting and 
restoring our Great Lakes is so impor- 
tant to Illinois. This bill authorizes 
$300 million per year to help protect 
our Great Lakes through the Great 
Lakes Restoration Initiative, or GLRI, 
which provides Illinois with millions in 
Federal funding to combat invasive 
species like Asian carp; reduce and re- 
move pollution, waste runoff, and toxic 
chemicals; and restore wetlands and 
other lakefront assets. GLRI funds 
have been used for restoration projects 
like the removal of toxic chemicals 
from Waukegan Harbor, green infra- 
structure like the Millennium Reserve 
near the Calumet River, and the res- 
toration of 40 acres of land at North- 
erly Island. 

Finally, this bill takes important 
steps to address the water contamina- 
tion issues that have been plaguing 
communities across the country. Lead 
water contamination is not a new prob- 
lem. In Illinois, we have been battling 
this issue for years. The contaminated 
water crisis in Flint, MI, was a wakeup 
call to all of us that we must have 
strong drinking water protections in 
place and invest the necessary re- 
sources to keep our water safe for our 
children. This bill provides $220 million 
in direct emergency assistance to Flint 
and other communities facing similar 
drinking water emergencies. It pro- 
vides $1.4 billion over 5 years to help 
small and disadvantaged communities 
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comply with the Safe Drinking Water 
Act. The bill modernizes our State Re- 
volving Loan Fund program and pro- 
vides $300 million in grants for commu- 
nities to replace lead service lines. And 
because we are also seeing high levels 
of lead in our schools’ water, the bill 
authorizes $100 million for additional 
lead testing in schools. This bill also 
addresses many of the issues that I 
raised in the Lead-Safe Housing for 
Kids Act that I introduced with Sen- 
ator MENENDEZ and the CLEAR Act 
that I introduced with Senator CARDIN, 
two bills that would ensure our chil- 
dren are protected from the dangerous 
effects of lead in our water and our 
housing. 

Congress has a responsibility to pro- 
tect the safety of our drinking water, 
defend our communities from flooding, 
improve our waterways, and fix the Na- 
tion’s crumbling water infrastructure. 
I want to congratulate Chairman 
INHOFE and Ranking Member BOXER for 
their hard work and dedication to im- 
proving our water infrastructure and 
for getting this bill passed by the Sen- 
ate. I am proud to support the impor- 
tant investments that this bipartisan 
bill makes to improve water infra- 
structure in Illinois and around the 
country. 


EE 


U.S. PARTNERSHIP WITH GEORGIA 


Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, Geor- 
gia is a trusted friend and steadfast 
partner of the United States. I firmly 
support Georgia’s sovereignty, secu- 
rity, and prosperity, and I wish to con- 
gratulate Georgians on the remarkable 
democratic and economic progress they 
have achieved in 25 years of independ- 
ence since the fall of the Soviet Union. 

I would particularly like to call at- 
tention to our unwavering security 
partnership with Georgia, whose 
Armed Forces participate in inter- 
national missions worldwide, including 
the Resolute Support Mission in Af- 
ghanistan, where Georgia is contrib- 
uting more personnel than any other 
non-NATO member. I know the United 
States deeply appreciates Georgia’s 
contributions to these missions and 
honors its sacrifices. 

Our important security relationship 
with Georgia continues to grow. 
Through ongoing regional efforts like 
the European Readiness Initiative and 
expanded bilateral cooperation, as laid 
out in the new defense agreement 
signed in July, the United States and 
Georgia are working ever more closely 
to boost our mutual security, build 
Georgia’s resilience and self-defense ca- 
pabilities, and create a safer region and 
world. In this context, I remain deeply 
concerned about Russia’s continued oc- 
cupation of Abkhazia and South 
Ossetia and believe Russia must fulfill 
its obligations under the 2008 ceasefire 
agreement. The United States is stead- 
fast in our support for Georgia’s sov- 
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ereignty and remains committed to 
helping Georgia achieve its goal of 
NATO and European Union member- 
ship and full integration into European 
institutions. 

Georgia is preparing for parliamen- 
tary elections in October, an important 
test of the country’s civic institutions 
and democratic practices. Georgia’s 
continued democratic maturation de- 
pends on free and fair elections con- 
tested in a pluralistic media environ- 
ment. I also believe it is critical for 
Georgia to sustain progress in enacting 
its reform agenda, particularly in the 
justice sector, which will both further 
strengthen our bilateral partnership 
and prove to Georgians that their gov- 
ernment is working for them. Progress 
has not come without difficulty, but 
the commitment of the Georgian peo- 
ple has made Georgia a true standout 
in a difficult region and an important 
partner of the United States. 

Again, I would like to congratulate 
Georgia on reaching this significant 
milestone and recognize the impor- 
tance of our continued close partner- 
ship. 


EE 
GROWTH AWARENESS 


Mr. KIRK. Mr. President, today, on 
behalf of every child who suffers from 
growth disorders, I ask my colleagues 
to join me in recognizing this week, 
September 19 through 23, as Growth 
Awareness Week. 

Tracking a child’s growth is critical 
as it is a major sign of his or her over- 
all health. When their growth is de- 
layed, it is an indicator of potential 
underlying medical disorders. In fact, 
more than 600 serious diseases and 
health conditions, ranging from nutri- 
tional disturbances and hormone im- 
balances to unidentified kidney prob- 
lems and brain tumors, can cause 
growth failure. Unfortunately, the two 
most common causes of growth failures 
frequently go undiagnosed, even in 
children who are evaluated. 

By failing to diagnose the cause of 
growth failure, the potential for dam- 
age and high costs of care increases. By 
contrast, early detection and diagnosis 
can ensure a healthy future for chil- 
dren with growth failures. That is why 
raising public awareness and education 
about growth failure is so important. 

I commend the MAGIC Foundation 
for their great work and look forward 
to working with my colleagues to im- 
prove the lives and health of children 
in Illinois and across the country. 


EE 


NATIONAL TRUCK DRIVER 
APPRECIATION WEEK 


Mrs. FISCHER. Mr. President, today 
I wish to recognize America’s profes- 
sional truck drivers who serve our Na- 
tion by safely delivering such vital 
goods as the clothes we wear, the food 
we eat, and the medicine we rely on. 
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This week, September 11 through 17, 
is designated as National Truck Driver 
Appreciation Week to honor the 3.5 
million professional truck drivers in 
the United States. According to the 
American Trucking Associations, the 
trucking industry employs more than 7 
million people, making it not only es- 
sential to our economy, but also one of 
our country’s largest employers. 

In Nebraska, the trucking industry 
employs nearly 63,000 men and women 
who safely deliver essential goods from 
Scottsbluff to Lincoln and everywhere 
in between. 

Trucking is a major driver of our 
economy, responsible for nearly 70 per- 
cent of the total U.S. freight tonnage. 
More than 80 percent of communities 
rely solely on the trucking industry for 
their goods and commodities. 

America’s truck drivers are dedicated 
to keeping our highways safe. They fol- 
low stringent safety regulations, at- 
tend frequent training programs, and 
educate the motoring public to help 
them drive safely around tractor-trail- 
ers. 

America’s truck drivers sacrifice pre- 
cious time with their families while de- 
livering their products to millions 
more. This week, we pause to say 
thank you. 

I salute these fine professionals and 
their families for their dedication to 
delivering life’s essentials safely and 
securely. 


-Á 


20TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE 
LORING JOB CORPS CENTER IN 
LIMESTONE, MAINE 


Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, on Oc- 
tober 1, 1996, the first students arrived 
at the new Loring Job Corps Center in 
Limestone, ME. It is a pleasure to rec- 
ognize this milestone 20th anniversary 
of this program, dedicated to helping 
disadvantaged young people develop 
the determination, abilities, and char- 
acter to succeed. 

In the two decades since its founding, 
the Loring Job Corps Center has grad- 
uated more than 10,500 students. 
Whether they go on to the workforce, 
higher education, or the military, 
these graduates take with them the 
skills, self-confidence, and resolve to 
overcome the setbacks, obstacles, and 
failures that are part of life. The focus 
on community service at Loring helps 
to create the engaged citizens that are 
so important to Maine’s future. 

In addition to providing training and 
education, Loring Job Corps has devel- 
oped a nationally recognized premili- 
tary program and is one of the highest 
military placement Job Corps centers 
in our Nation. This is a fitting tribute 
to the namesake of the former Air 
Force base on which the center is lo- 
cated: MAJ Charles Loring, a Maine 
native who was awarded the Medal of 
Honor posthumously for heroism in the 
Korean war. Two years ago, the Loring 
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Job Corps Center reaffirmed its respect 
for those who serve our Nation by re- 
dedicating its dining center, Dahlgren 
Hall, in memory of LT Edward Dahl- 
gren, a World War II Medal of Honor re- 
cipient from nearby Perham, ME. 

Young people today face a great 
many challenges and threats to their 
well-being, and Job Corps students at 
Loring and throughout the Nation are 
no exception. It is essential that Con- 
gress continues to work with the De- 
partment of Labor to strengthen poli- 
cies to better ensure the safety of the 
young men and women who enter the 
Job Corps to better their lives. 

The national Job Corps program was 
founded more than a half-century ago 
on the noble idea that, if given the op- 
portunity, the support, and the train- 
ing, America’s at-risk young people 
could overcome any obstacles and 
achieve. For 20 years, Loring Job Corps 
graduates have turned that idea into 
reality. I congratulate the faculty, 
staff, and students for this accomplish- 
ment and offer my best wishes for con- 
tinued success. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, today I join 
my esteemed colleague, Senator CoOL- 
LINS, in recognizing the 20th anniver- 
sary of Loring Jobs Corps Center in 
Limestone, ME. This center is a sub- 
sidiary of the Department of Labor’s 
national Jobs Corps program, which 
provides vocational training, edu- 
cation, and opportunity to our Nation’s 
at-risk youth. Over the past two dec- 
ades, the Loring Jobs Corps has been 
an important part of that noble effort. 

Throughout our great Nation, young 
people face roadblocks to their per- 
sonal and vocational success. Recog- 
nizing that every member of society 
has potential if given opportunity, 
Jobs Corps gives people the skills they 
need to overcome these problems and 
create better engaged members of soci- 
ety. Through their efforts, they have 
inspired self-confidence and a sense of 
commitment to the community in the 
lives of their members. Through mili- 
tary service, higher education, or the 
workforce, graduates of the Jobs Corps 
have been able to make a difference in 
the world and been an inspiration for 
countless others. 

Since its opening in 1996, Loring Jobs 
Corps Center has been at the forefront 
of the effort to improve the lives of dis- 
advantaged young people and provides 
them with the skills necessary to 
thrive in their communities. Through 
career training and education, Loring 
Jobs Corps has helped over 10,500 stu- 
dents to a brighter, fuller future and 
stands poised to help thousands more. 
A testament to the program’s success, 
the Loring Center has even become one 
of the highest military placement Job 
Corps centers in the country. 

I like to think of Maine as one big 
small town. As such, we all have a re- 
sponsibility to help disenfranchised 
youth in our communities, and the 
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Loring Jobs Corps has gone above and 
beyond in accepting this responsibility. 
I thank the center for its consistent 
dedication to at-risk youth, commend 
them for their long record of service, 
and wish them the best of success for 
years to come. 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO MICHAEL F. 
BUCHWALD 


Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, 
today I wish to pay tribute to Mike 
Buchwald, a dedicated member of my 
staff for over 9 years. Mike has served 
in my personal office, as my counsel, 
and finally, as deputy staff director for 
oversight and policy on the Senate Se- 
lect Committee on Intelligence. Over 
this time period, Mike has displayed a 
work ethic like none other. I have 
come to rely deeply on his attention to 
detail and exceptional command of the 
Nation’s intelligence analysis. 

Before joining the committee, Mike 
served an associate at the inter- 
national law firm of O’Melveny & 
Myers, where he specialized in crimi- 
nal, congressional, and internal inves- 
tigations of corporations and nonprofit 
entities as a member of the white-col- 
lar defense and strategic counseling 
groups. He served as a law clerk for 
Federal District Judge George P. 
Schiavelli in California, where he was 
born and raised. Prior to law school, he 
worked as a legislative assistant in my 
personal office for 3 years. Mike earned 
his J.D. from the University of Vir- 
ginia School of Law and his B.A. cum 
laude with distinction in history from 
Yale University. He is a member of Phi 
Beta Kappa and has been admitted to 
practice law in California and the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mike’s accomplishments on the In- 
telligence committee were extensive, 
many of which were completed behind 
the scenes in furtherance of the com- 
mittee’s oversight mandate. Two im- 
portant public reports on which Mike 
was involved were the 2010 report on 
Attempted Terrorist Attack on North- 
west Airlines Flight 253 and the 2013 
SSCI Review of Terrorist Attacks on 
U.S. Facilities in Benghazi. Both re- 
ports were critical in helping improve 
our understanding of these attacks and 
how the U.S. Government and the in- 
telligence community can prepare for 
them in the future. 

The sheer volume of other committee 
activities in which Mike was engaged 
are too numerous to mention. Suffice 
it to say that he was an integral part of 
my intelligence team, supporting me 
and the committee in the enactment of 
seven consecutive intelligence author- 
ization bills and overseeing the most 
complex activities undertaken by our 
government. He has unmatched passion 
for congressional oversight, for the in- 
telligence community, and for this 
country’s national security. Mike not 
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only served me well, but was the con- 
summate professional with all mem- 
bers and committee staff on both sides 
of the aisle. 

Mike will continue to further his 
government career by accepting a posi- 
tion within the U.S. Department of 
Justice’s National Security Division. I 
am certain the Department will find 
him to be a shining light, committed to 
protecting this country and its citi- 
zens. It is also important for me to ac- 
knowledge the support Mike has re- 
ceived from his fiancée and now wife, 
Jamie Lynn Poslosky. I thank her for 
allowing Mike to spend many late 
nights in the office meeting the over- 
sight demands of the Intelligence Com- 
mittee. 

I am pleased to have this opportunity 
to publicly thank Mike and to wish 
him the very best in all his future en- 
deavors. I will miss his insights and his 
ability to always have the right docu- 
ment at hand for any discussion or de- 
liberations. Thank you, Mike, for your 
many years of service and dedication 
both to the country and to me person- 
ally. 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO ANNETTE MARIE 
GILLIS 


Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, as 
chairman of the Select Committee on 
Ethics, on behalf of the members of the 
committee and its staff, it is my privi- 
lege to give public notice and honor- 
able mention to the outstanding serv- 
ice that Annette Marie Gillis, deputy 
staff director, has provided to the com- 
mittee and the Senate for the past 36 
years. 

Annette, the middle child of Henry 
Lee and Geneva G. Gillis’s seven chil- 
dren, was born and raised in Alexan- 
dria, VA. She began her Federal service 
in 1979, right after high school, with 
the U.S. House of Representatives, 
working first for Congressman Herbert 
E. Harris and then for Congressman 
Carl D. Purcell. 

In September 1980, Annette came to 
the Senate Select Committee on Ethics 
as a staff assistant. While working for 
the committee, she earned an associate 
of science degree in management from 
Northern Virginia Community College 
and then a bachelor of arts in Psy- 
chology, magna cum laude, from 
Marymount University. Because of her 
intellect, hard work, and profes- 
sionalism, she advanced to become sys- 
tems administrator, then chief clerk, 
and finally, in 2005, deputy staff direc- 
tor. Her contributions to the critical 
work of the committee have been in- 
valuable. Over the years, serving under 
14 different chairmen, including myself 
and Senator BOXER, Annette has been 
the constant in the committee’s work, 
expertly managing the operations of 
the committee and its staff. 

I now would like to yield to the Sen- 
ator from California, whom I have had 
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the honor of serving with on the Select 
Committee on Ethics, so that she can 
say a few words about Annette. 

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, 
Annette’s contributions go far beyond 
the committee itself. Through her 
work on the committee’s education and 
training programs, reporting require- 
ments, and compliance functions, An- 
nette has reached the entire Senate 
community and, indeed, the Nation. 
Her contributions, drawn from a re- 
serve of institutional knowledge and 
experience, have been immeasurable. 

The committee commends Annette’s 
unwavering commitment to its work 
and is honored to have been the bene- 
ficiary of her loyal service. Despite the 
impact of her retirement, we, the com- 
mittee members and staff, are pleased 
to see Annette receive the recognition 
she deserves for her decades of faithful 
service to the U.S. Senate and the 
American people. 

We ask our colleagues to join us in 
thanking Annette for her invaluable 
service to the Select Committee on 
Ethics, the Senate community, and our 
Nation. 

We thank you, Annette, for your 36 
years of dedicated service. 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO ROB NOEL 


Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, I wanted 
to take a moment to thank a key mem- 
ber of my office who, after more than 4 
years of service to the people of Flor- 
ida, is leaving us tomorrow to pursue a 
new career opportunity. 

Rob Noel started in our office’s com- 
munications shop, often rising before 
the sun to see what was in the news 
and to make sure my staff and I had 
the latest info on the issues of the day. 
Over time, his duties would grow, even- 
tually becoming our speechwriter and 
deputy communications director. 

Rob is a talented writer and has been 
an invaluable part of our efforts to 
communicate the causes that are im- 
portant to us, to shine a spotlight on 
injustices we see around America and 
the world, and to rally support for the 
ideas and solutions that we believe can 
make a difference for people. 

On behalf of myself, your colleagues, 
and the people of Florida, thank you, 
Rob, for your service. We wish you the 
best. 


EE 


ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 


TEXT TO 9-1-1 IN NEW JERSEY 


e Mr. BOOKER. Mr. President, I wish 
to commend the hardworking men and 
women in New Jersey who have made 
significant strides to ensure our State 
keeps pace with modern technology 
when it comes to public safety. This 
month, all 21 counties in our great 
State will have access to expanded 9-1- 
1 services, by being able to text to 9-1- 
l in case of emergency. 
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This exciting new development will 
help save lives across our State and 
serves as a national model for receiv- 
ing public safety services. Text to 9-1- 
1 further empowers persons with dis- 
abilities—such as hearing or speech im- 
pairments—who may have previously 
faced barriers to accessing emergency 
services. Today, 9-1-1 in New Jersey is 
open and accessible to more residents 
than ever before, and I commend the 
hard work and collaboration in New 
Jersey that resulted in this accom- 
plishment. 

Tragically, there are situations that 
happen every day where victims of 
crime or domestic violence are not ina 
position to physically call 9-1-1. With 
text to 9-1-1, individuals who can’t 
speak on the phone can still access 
vital services. Further, with text to 
9-1-1 enabled, there may soon come a 
time when victims can send informa- 
tion they never could have before, such 
as photos which can be instantly 
shared with first responders on the 
ground. 

In February of this year, the text to 
9-1-1 system was rolled out at Rutgers 
University and showed excellent re- 
sults. In July, Camden County an- 
nounced its successful implementation 
of this new service. And today all coun- 
ties in our entire State have access to 
this convenient way of reaching local 
police. While this service is incredibly 
important and helps bring our emer- 
gency communications into the 21st 
century, it is important to note that, 
at this time, a phone call is preferred 
over a text message. I commend the 
educational campaign that has accom- 
panied the text to 9-1-1 roll out, shar- 
ing the message to ‘‘call if you can, 
text if you can’t.” 

With this month’s announcement, 
New Jersey leads the way as the fifth 
State to implement text to 9-1-1 in the 
entire Nation. This major achievement 
would not have been possible without 
the commitment and collaboration 
from cellular providers, Rutgers Uni- 
versity, and other host sites across the 
State, as well as State and local gov- 
ernments and emergency response pro- 
fessionals who came together to ad- 
vance this goal. I am confident that 
text to 9-1-1 will have a tremendous im- 
pact on the residents of our State, and 
I hope our successes and lessons 
learned in New Jersey can help further 
inform other States seeking to update 
their 9-1-1 capabilities and better pro- 
tect their citizens.e 


EE 
REMEMBERING RONNIE BALDWIN 


e Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, 
today I wish to remember the life of 
Ronnie Baldwin, who passed away on 
August 28, 2016. 

Ronnie Baldwin led a life dedicated 
to public service. He joined the Wynne 
Police Department after graduating 
from Wynne High School in 1970. He 
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served with that department for more 
than 15 years, first as a patrolman, 
then a lieutenant and a criminal inves- 
tigator. He continued his commitment 
to protecting the community as the 
Brinkley chief of police and served as 
sheriff of Cross County from 1999-2008. 

He remained committed to the law 
enforcement community, serving as ex- 
ecutive director of the Arkansas Sher- 
iff’s Association, which he told friends 
was his dream job. 

His commitment to public service ex- 
tended beyond the borders of Arkansas. 
He was a board member of the National 
Sheriffs’ Association and also served as 
a board member of the Arkansas Pro- 
fessional Bail Bond Licensing Board for 
more than 11 years. 

Ronnie once said in a newspaper 
interview that he believed ‘‘actions de- 
fine character.” Those who had the 
privilege of working with him knew 
that he lived by those words. 

A true family man and dear friend, 
Ronnie leaves behind many loved ones, 
including his wife, Martha, children, 
grandchildren, and many friends. I 
want to offer my prayers and sincere 
condolences to his loved ones on their 
loss. Ronnie was a true hero who led a 
life committed to protecting public 
safety. I thank him for his lifelong 
commitment to Arkansas and law en- 
forcement throughout the Nation.e 


ee 


100TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE 
LEGAL AID SOCIETY—EMPLOY- 
MENT LAW CENTER 


e Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, as the 
Legal Aid Society—Employment Law 
Center, LAS-ELC, celebrates its 100th 
anniversary, I want to congratulate 
the staff, volunteers, and supporters of 
this extraordinary organization for all 
they have done for decades to support 
low-income workers in the San Fran- 
cisco Bay Area. 

Established in 1916 by the State Com- 
mission of Immigration and Housing, 
LAS-ELC has a long history of success- 
fully advocating on behalf of working 
families. Beginning with its early ef- 
forts to assist struggling workers dur- 
ing the Great Depression and WWII 
veterans as they integrated back into 
life at home, LAS-ELC has provided 
critical support for men and women in 
need of help. Their groundbreaking 
work includes securing the first-ever 
Federal grant to provide free legal 
services to indigent criminal defend- 
ants, leading the settlement of a major 
class action on behalf of women and 
minorities who were denied jobs and 
promotions by the San Francisco Fire 
Department and winning a court ruling 
establishing AIDS and HIV status as a 
disability protected by State and Fed- 
eral employment laws. 

Over the years, the organization has 
won hundreds of individual rulings and 
settlements for workers discriminated 
against on the basis of race, gender, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


ethnicity, disability, or religious be- 
liefs. Today, LAS-ELC serves thou- 
sands of clients annually, provides free 
information about workers’ legal 
rights, and advocates for policy 
changes that better support workers 
and help strengthen families and com- 
munities. 

A hundred years after its founding, 
LAS-ELC continues to lead the fight 
against discrimination, harassment, 
wage theft, and other workplace injus- 
tices. I am pleased to join in honoring 
this special anniversary and wish LAS- 
ELC continued success in the years to 
come.@ 


Ee 


TRIBUTE TO BRUCE DUTTON 


e Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, this 
week I have the distinct honor of rec- 
ognizing Bruce Dutton of Garfield 
County, who celebrated his 100th birth- 
day in August this year. He is a Mon- 
tanan and a veteran who served his 
country during World War II, and he is 
also a sheep rancher. Montana has a 
long history of strong work ethic and 
dedication to service and Mr. Dutton 
exemplifies these qualities. 

When Bruce was born 100 years ago, 
homesteaders were settling homes and 
setting up communities across Mon- 
tana, carving out a living from the 
land. His parents, Bruce and Margaret, 
had a family homestead between Mosby 
and Sand Springs, MT. When Bruce’s 
mother, Margaret, felt it was nearing 
time for her to give birth, she traveled 
over 20 miles to Mrs. McDougal’s 
neighboring homestead for help. Mrs. 
McDougal provided her dugout for Mar- 
garet where she gave birth to Bruce, 
the third of seven children. 

Bruce did not lack for education on 
the homestead. The Dutton family 
even provided boarding for teachers 
who traveled from as far as Idaho to 
serve the local school. When a proper 
teacher was not available, a local high 
school graduate would fill in. After 
eighth grade, he took a break from 
school to help on the family ranch, but 
was still able to learn algebra. When he 
returned to school, Bruce traveled over 
200 miles to stay with an aunt and 
uncle in Great Falls for high school but 
returned closer to home to finish 
school while ranching sheep. 

On July 25, 1942, Bruce traveled over 
300 miles to Butte, Montana to enlist 
in the Army where he served a variety 
of duties. While training in Texas, 
Bruce worked for a local rancher buck- 
ing hay on the weekends. As the end of 
his duty approached, Bruce wrote his 
father asking if he was needed at home. 
If he was needed at home, he wanted 
his father to know he could elect to 
terminate his service early. His father 
did, in fact, call him home, and Bruce 
forfeited $75.00 of separation pay to ter- 
minate his military service early and 
return to Montana. 

With a $2,000 bank loan to buy sheep, 
Bruce committed to his own sheep 


September 15, 2016 


business with his brother, Joe. His per- 
sistence and hard work continued to 
pay off when—as he says, through pure 
determination—he convinced Daisy, a 
teacher in Winnett, to marry him and 
devoted his life to his family, the com- 
munity, and the work of lambing, 
docking, and sheering sheep. 

Today his legacy is the present-day 
Cat Creek Cattle Company Ranch near 
Cat Creek. Bruce and Daisy raised two 
children, continued to be involved in 
the community serving as Garfield 
County commissioner, working on the 
Weede State Grazing District Board, 
and the Sage Hen Grazing District 
Board, as a Mason and a Shriner. 

Now, on his 100th year, Bruce is part 
of a generation of Montanans who have 
witnessed incredible advancements in 
our State and our Nation. From the 
homestead dugout near Melstone, to 
his military service, a man on the 
moon, we owe much to his generation.e 


EE 


REMEMBERING MARGARET MARIE 
McISAAC 


e Mr. HELLER. Mr. President, today 
we honor the life and legacy of an out- 
standing individual, Margaret Marie 
McIsaac, whose passing signifies a 
great loss to the State of Nevada. I 
send my condolences and prayers to 
Mrs. MclIsaac’s family in this time of 
mourning. She was a woman truly 
committed to her family, friends, and 
community. Although she will be sore- 
ly missed, her hard work and great in- 
fluence in Nevada will be felt for years 
to come. 

Margaret was born in Winsor, NC, but 
moved several different times before 
establishing herself in Sparks, NV. 
While in Sparks, Margaret was soon ac- 
knowledged throughout Washoe Coun- 
ty as a defender of Republican values 
and principles, as well as a true Amer- 
ican patriot. Margaret was also a 
prominent personality in the Washoe 
Republican Women, WRW, volunteer 
group. 

In addition to being one of northern 
Nevada’s prized Republican supporters, 
Margaret dedicated much of her time 
to American veterans and their fami- 
lies after losing her beloved husband, 
Don, who was a steadfast Washoe Coun- 
ty conservative as well. After her hus- 
band’s death, many thought Margaret’s 
dedication to her fellow Republicans 
would simmer, but she continued to 
fight for her beliefs and truly made a 
difference in several key elections 
throughout the Silver State. 

Margaret was such an inspiring and 
kind woman, and I am honored to have 
known her. She was also an incredibly 
valuable resource to conservative ef- 
forts across our State, and her devout 
loyalty to me and several other elected 
officials in Nevada is truly inspiring. 
Margaret’s joyful disposition was infec- 
tious, and I was proud to call such a 
committed supporter my friend. 
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I extend my deepest gratitude for all 
of her work on behalf of our State. 
Margaret’s years of service will be re- 
membered for generations to come. Our 
State is fortunate to have had a public 
servant of such commitment and un- 
wavering devotion, and I am deeply ap- 
preciative of Margaret’s invaluable 
contributions to Nevada. 

Today I join citizens across Nevada 
in celebrating the life of a truly dedi- 
cated and inspirational woman, Mar- 
garet Marie MclIsaac.e 


Ee 


COMMERCIAL REAL ESTATE DE- 
VELOPMENT ASSOCIATION OF 
NORTHERN NEVADA’S 10TH ANNI- 
VERSARY 


e Mr. HELLER. Mr. President, today I 
wish to recognize the 10th anniversary 
of an important entity to Nevada, the 
Commercial Real Estate Development 
Association, NAIOP, of northern Ne- 
vada. I am proud to honor this NAIOP 
chapter and its contributions that 
make such a significant impact on the 
commercial real estate industry in 
northern Nevada. 

NAIOP commissioned a chapter in 
northern Nevada in October of 2006. 
Since then, NAIOP of northern Nevada 
has continuously assisted Nevadans 
striving to succeed in the commercial 
real estate business. Specifically, the 
northern Nevada chapter provides ben- 
eficial business and educational re- 
sources to its members, as well as a 
critical networking program that en- 
ables NAIOP members to connect with 
each other all throughout the United 
States. 

The northern Nevada chapter has 15 
board of directors, as well as several 
different committees that consist of a 
chairperson and other NAIOP mem- 
bers. These committees perform spe- 
cific tasks that work toward NAIOP’s 
overall vision and are crucially impor- 
tant to the growth and success north- 
ern Nevadans experience firsthand. 

In light of the chapter’s 10th anniver- 
sary celebration, I would like to recog- 
nize the individuals who will be hon- 
ored for their hard work and dedication 
to the chapter, including Scott Shanks, 
Michael Dermody, Scott Beggs, Bill 
Miles, Brad Woodring, Marc Markwell, 
Brandon Page, Dave Howard, Doug 
Roberts, and Paul Kinne. Our State has 
truly benefited from these hard-work- 
ing individuals, and I am thankful for 
their leadership and the great work 
they are doing for businesses through- 
out northern Nevada. 

Over the past decade, NAIOP of 
northern Nevada has demonstrated 
strong dedication to the great State of 
Nevada’s business and real estate com- 
munity. Without the determination 
and persistence of those who estab- 
lished this chapter, northern Nevada 
would not have seen the excellent 
growth we see today. 

I ask my colleagues and all Nevadans 
to join me in congratulating NAIOP of 
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northern Nevada on its 10th anniver- 
sary. This institution has advanced Ne- 
vada’s real estate industry, and I am 
honored to recognize this important 
milestone. I wish NAIOP of northern 
Nevada well in all of its future endeav- 
ors and in creating greater opportuni- 
ties in Nevada.e 


ES 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


At 12:34 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mr. Novotny, one of its reading clerks, 
announced that the House has passed 
the following bills, in which it requests 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

H.R. 5226. An act to amend chapter 3 of 
title 5, United States Code, to require the 
publication of information relating to pend- 
ing agency regulatory actions, and for other 
purposes. 

H.R. 5351. An act to prohibit the transfer of 
any individual detained at United States 
Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba. 

H.R. 5620. An act to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to provide for the removal or 
demotion of employees of the Department of 
Veterans Affairs based on performance or 
misconduct, and for other purposes. 


a 


MEASURES REFERRED 


The following bills were read the first 
and the second times by unanimous 
consent, and referred as indicated: 

H.R. 5226. An act to amend chapter 3 of 
title 5, United States Code, to require the 
publication of information relating to pend- 
ing agency regulatory actions, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Homeland Se- 
curity and Governmental Affairs. 

H.R. 5620. An act to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to provide for the removal or 
demotion of employees of the Department of 
Veterans Affairs based on performance or 
misconduct, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 


EE 


MEASURES PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR 


The following bill was read the sec- 
ond time, and placed on the calendar: 

S. 3326. A bill to give States the authority 
to provide temporary access to affordable 
private health insurance options outside of 
Obamacare exchanges. 


a 


MEASURES READ THE FIRST TIME 


The following bill was read the first 
time: 

S. 3348. A bill to amend the Federal Elec- 
tion Campaign Act of 1971 to require can- 
didates of major parties for the office of 
President to disclose recent tax return infor- 
mation. 


-aa 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mr. THUNE, from the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation, 
with an amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute: 
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S. 2058. A bill to require the Secretary of 
Commerce to maintain and operate at least 
one Doppler weather radar site within 55 
miles of each city in the United States that 
has a population of more than 700,000 individ- 
uals, and for other purposes (Rept. No. 114- 
351). 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI, from the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources, without 
amendment: 

S. 2616. A bill to modify certain cost-shar- 
ing and revenue provisions relating to the 
Arkansas Valley Conduit, Colorado (Rept. 
No. 114-852). 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI, from the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources, with 
amendments: 

S. 2902. A bill to provide for long-term 
water supplies, optimal use of existing water 
supply infrastructure, and protection of ex- 
isting water rights (Rept. No. 114-353). 

By Mr. GRASSLEY, from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, without amendment: 

S. 3155. A bill to amend chapter 97 of title 
28, United States Code, to clarify the excep- 
tion to foreign sovereign immunity set forth 
in section 1605(a)(8) of such title. 


Ee 


EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF 
COMMITTEE 


The following executive reports of 
nominations were submitted: 

By Mr. GRASSLEY for the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Lucy Haeran Koh, of California, to be 
United States Circuit Judge for the Ninth 
Circuit. 

Florence Y. Pan, of the District of Colum- 
bia, to be United States District Judge for 
the District of Columbia. 


(Nominations without an asterisk 
were reported with the recommenda- 
tion that they be confirmed.) 


EE 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


The following bills and joint resolu- 
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con- 
sent, and referred as indicated: 


By Mr. RUBIO: 

S. 3332. A bill to provide appropriate infor- 
mation to Federal law enforcement and in- 
telligence agencies, pursuant to inves- 
tigating terrorism, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FLAKE (for himself and Mr. 
MCCAIN): 

S. 3333. A bill to provide for the disposal of 
certain Bureau of Land Management land in 
Mohave County, Arizona, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Nat- 
ural Resources. 

By Mr. FLAKE (for himself, 
McCAIN, and Mr. HELLER): 

S. 3334. A bill to establish a procedure for 
resolving claims to certain rights-of-way; to 
the Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

By Ms. BALDWIN (for herself and Mr. 
MCCAIN): 

S. 3335. A bill to require reporting regard- 
ing certain drug price increases, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mrs. ERNST (for herself, Mr. DUR- 
BIN, Mr. GRASSLEY, Mr. KIRK, and 
Mrs. GILLIBRAND): 

S. 3336. A bill to provide arsenal installa- 

tion; to the Committee on Armed Services. 


Mr. 


12878 


By Mr. LEE (for himself, Mr. CASSIDY, 
Mr. CARPER, Mr. BOOKER, and Mr. 
JOHNSON): 

S. 3337. A bill to provide for reimbursement 
for the use of modern travel services by Fed- 
eral employees traveling on official Govern- 
ment business, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov- 
ernmental Affairs. 

By Mr. BURR (for himself and Mr. BEN- 
NET): 

S. 3338. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to encourage small busi- 
nesses to enroll their employees in retire- 
ment savings options, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. McCAIN: 

S. 3339. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to repeal the increase in 
the income threshold used in determining 
the deduction for medical care; to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

By Mr. KIRK: 

S. 3340. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to require the Secretary of Vet- 
erans Affairs to enter into contracts with fu- 
neral homes to ensure the expeditious and 
respectful provision of burial and funeral 
services for indigent, deceased veterans and 
remains of deceased veterans that are un- 
claimed, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for herself and 
Ms. COLLINS): 

S. 3341. A bill to establish and strengthen 
projects that defray the cost of related in- 
struction associated with pre-apprenticeship 
and apprenticeship programs, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Health, Edu- 
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. PORTMAN (for himself and Mr. 
BROWN): 

S. 33842. A bill to designate the Veterans 
Memorial and Museum in Columbus, Ohio, as 
the National Veterans Memorial and Mu- 
seum, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 

By Mr. MENENDEZ: 

S. 3343. A bill to authorize the Attorney 
General to provide a grant to assist Federal, 
State, tribal, and local law enforcement 
agencies in the rapid recovery of missing in- 
dividuals; to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary. 

By Mr. HATCH (for himself and Mr. 
BENNET): 

S. 3344. A bill to amend the Carl D. Perkins 
Career and Technical Education Act of 2006 
to encourage innovation, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Health, Edu- 
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. DURBIN (for himself and Mr. 
KIRK): 

S. 3345. A bill to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
1101 Davis Street in Evanston, Illinois, as the 
“Abner J. Mikva Post Office Building”; to 
the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

By Mr. CRUZ (for himself, Mr. NELSON, 
Mr. RUBIO, Mr. PETERS, Mr. WICKER, 
and Mr. UDALL): 

S. 3346. A bill to authorize the programs of 
the National Aeronautics and Space Admin- 


istration, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

By Mr. DURBIN (for himself, Mr. 


FRANKEN, and Mr. REED): 

S. 3347. A bill to amend the Truth in Lend- 
ing Act and the Higher Education Act of 1965 
to require certain creditors to obtain certifi- 
cations from institutions of higher edu- 
cation, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
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mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af- 
fairs. 
By Mr. WYDEN (for himself, Mr. BEN- 
NET, Ms. WARREN, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. 
KAINE, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. CARDIN, Mr. 
MURPHY, and Mr. UDALL): 

S. 3348. A bill to amend the Federal Elec- 
tion Campaign Act of 1971 to require can- 
didates of major parties for the office of 
President to disclose recent tax return infor- 
mation; read the first time. 

By Mr. REED (for himself and Ms. 
BALDWIN): 

S. 3349. A bill to amend the Carl D. Perkins 
Career and Technical Education Act of 2006 
to improve career and technical education 
opportunities for adult learners, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. COCHRAN (for himself and Mr. 
TESTER): 

S. 3350. A bill to amend the Packers and 
Stockyards Act, 1921, to clarify the duties re- 
lating to services furnished in connection 
with the buying or selling of livestock in 
commerce through online, video, or other 
electronic methods, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, 
and Forestry. 


eS 


SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 


The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 


By Mr. ALEXANDER (for himself, Mr. 
UDALL, Mr. CORKER, Mr. HEINRICH, 
Mr. MCCONNELL, Mr. REID, Ms. MUR- 
KOWSKI, Ms. CANTWELL, Mr. GRAHAM, 
Mr. BROWN, and Mr. PORTMAN): 

S. Res. 560. A resolution designating Octo- 
ber 30, 2016, as a national day of remem- 
brance for nuclear weapons program work- 
ers; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MERKLEY (for himself, Mr. 
SCHUMER, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. DURBIN, 

Mr. SANDERS, Ms. STABENOW, Mrs. 
BOXER, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. FRANKEN, 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. UDALL, Mr. 
WYDEN, Mr. BROWN, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, 
Mr. MURPHY, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. 
REED, Mr. CARDIN, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 
Mr. CASEY, Mr. MARKEY, Mrs. SHA- 
HEEN, Mr. BENNET, Ms. BALDWIN, Ms. 
WARREN, Mr. PETERS, Mr. SCHATZ, 
Mr. HEINRICH, Mr. LEAHY, Ms. 
HIRONO, Ms. MIKULSKI, Mr. REID, and 
Ms. KLOBUCHAR): 

S. Res. 561. A resolution supporting efforts 
to increase competition and accountability 
in the health insurance marketplace, and to 
extend accessible, quality, affordable health 
care coverage to every American through the 
choice of a public insurance plan; to the 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr. 
ALEXANDER, Ms. CANTWELL, Mrs. CAP- 
ITO, Mr. CASSIDY, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. 
NELSON, Mr. PETERS, Mr. KING, Mr. 
MARKEY, and Mr. HEINRICH): 

S. Res. 562. A resolution expressing support 
for designation of the week of October 9, 
2016, through October 15, 2016, as ‘‘Earth 
Science Week’’; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

By Mr. McCAIN: 

S. Res. 563. A resolution calling on the De- 
partment of Defense, other elements of the 
Federal Government, and foreign countries 
to intensify efforts to investigate, recover, 
and identify all missing and unaccounted-for 
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personnel of the United States; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

By Mr. CARDIN (for himself, Mr. REED, 
Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. DURBIN, and Mr. 
SCHUMER): 

S. Res. 564. A resolution condemning North 
Korea’s fifth nuclear test on September 9, 
2016; to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

By Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself, Mr. 
REID, Mr. CORNYN, Mr. BENNET, Mr. 
BOOKER, Mr. CASEY, Mr. Coons, Mr. 
DURBIN, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. HELLER, 
Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. NELSON, Mr. 
RUBIO, Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. UDALL, Ms. 
WARREN, Mr. HATCH, Mr. KAINE, and 
Mr. HEINRICH): 

S. Res. 565. A resolution designating the 
week beginning September 12, 2016, as ‘‘Na- 
tional Hispanic-Serving Institutions Week”; 
considered and agreed to. 

By Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself, Mr. 
LEAHY, Ms. AYOTTE, and Ms. KLO- 
BUCHAR): 

S. Res. 566. A resolution supporting the 
goals and ideals of National Domestic Vio- 
lence Awareness Month, commending domes- 
tic violence victim advocates, domestic vio- 
lence victim service providers, crisis hotline 
staff, and first responders serving victims of 
domestic violence for their compassionate 
support of victims of domestic violence, and 
expressing the sense of the Senate that Con- 
gress should continue to support efforts to 
end domestic violence and hold perpetrators 
of domestic violence accountable; considered 
and agreed to. 

By Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself, Ms. 
STABENOW, Mr. ENZI, Mr. DONNELLY, 
and Mr. COCHRAN): 

S. Res. 567. A resolution designating the 
week beginning October 16, 2016, as ‘‘Na- 
tional Character Counts Week”; considered 
and agreed to. 

By Mr. CORKER (for himself, Mr. 
ALEXANDER, and Mr. Coons): 

S. Res. 568. A resolution recognizing the in- 
valuable contributions of the towing and re- 
covery industry in the United States, the 
International Towing & Recovery Hall of 
Fame & Museum, towing associations around 
the world, and the members of those towing 
associations and designating the week of 
September 9 through 15, 2016, as ‘‘National 
Towing Industry Awareness Week’’; consid- 
ered and agreed to. 

By Mr. VITTER (for himself, Mrs. SHA- 
HEEN, Ms. AYOTTE, Ms. CANTWELL, 
Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. PETERS, Mr. 
PORTMAN, Mr. WARNER, Mr. SCOTT, 
Mr. DONNELLY, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MAR- 
KEY, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. TESTER, Mr. 
RISCH, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. 
UDALL, Mrs. FISCHER, Ms. MIKULSKI, 
Ms. MURKOWSKI, Mr. KING, Mr. 
INHOFE, Mr. Coons, Ms. COLLINS, Ms. 
HEITKAMP, Mr. KIRK, Mr. MANCHIN, 
Mr. CARDIN, Mrs. BOXER, Ms. KLO- 
BUCHAR, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. BOOKER, 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. MERKLEY, Mr. 
CASEY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. ENZI, and 
Mrs. ERNST): 

S. Res. 569. A resolution recognizing No- 
vember 26, 2016, as ‘‘Small Business Satur- 
day” and supporting the efforts of the Small 
Business Administration to increase aware- 
ness of the value of locally owned small busi- 
nesses; considered and agreed to. 


Sa 


ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 


S. 386 


At the request of Mr. THUNE, the 
name of the Senator from Iowa (Mrs. 
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ERNST) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
386, a bill to limit the authority of 
States to tax certain income of em- 
ployees for employment duties per- 
formed in other States. 
S. 428 
At the request of Mr. BROWN, the 
name of the Senator from Wisconsin 
(Ms. BALDWIN) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 428, a bill to amend titles XIX 
and XXI of the Social Security Act to 
provide for 12-month continuous enroll- 
ment under Medicaid and the Chil- 
dren’s Health Insurance Program, and 
for other purposes. 
S. 681 
At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND, 
the name of the Senator from Arizona 
(Mr. McCAIN) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 681, a bill to amend title 38, 
United States Code, to clarify presump- 
tions relating to the exposure of cer- 
tain veterans who served in the vicin- 
ity of the Republic of Vietnam, and for 
other purposes. 
S. 689 
At the request of Mr. THUNE, the 
names of the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
ROBERTS) and the Senator from North 
Dakota (Mr. HOEVEN) were added as co- 
sponsors of S. 689, a bill to provide pro- 
tections for certain sports medicine 
professionals who provide certain med- 
ical services in a secondary State. 
S. 979 
At the request of Mr. NELSON, the 
name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 979, a bill to amend title 
10, United States Code, to repeal the 
requirement for reduction of survivor 
annuities under the Survivor Benefit 
Plan by veterans’ dependency and in- 
demnity compensation, and for other 
purposes. 
S. 1411 
At the request of Mrs. ERNST, the 
name of the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mrs. FISCHER) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 1411, a bill to amend the Act 
of August 25, 1958, commonly known as 
the “Former Presidents Act of 1958”, 
with respect to the monetary allow- 
ance payable to a former President, 
and for other purposes. 
S. 1562 
At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the 
name of the Senator from Iowa (Mrs. 
ERNST) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1562, a bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to reform taxation of 
alcoholic beverages. 
S. 1605 
At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the 
name of the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. WHITEHOUSE) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 1605, a bill to amend the 
Millennium Challenge Act of 2003 to 
authorize concurrent compacts for pur- 
poses of regional economic integration 
and cross-border collaborations, and 
for other purposes. 
S. 1804 
At the request of Mr. CRUZ, the name 
of the Senator from Kentucky (Mr. 
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PAUL) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1804, a bill to eliminate the Bureau of 
Consumer Financial Protection by re- 
pealing title X of the Dodd-Frank Wall 
Street Reform and Consumer Protec- 
tion Act, commonly known as the Con- 
sumer Financial Protection Act of 2010. 
S. 2258 
At the request of Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 
the name of the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. CARPER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2253, a bill to amend title 38, 
United States Code, to provide vet- 
erans affected by closures of edu- 
cational institutions certain relief and 
restoration of educational benefits, and 
for other purposes. 
S. 2595 
At the request of Mr. CRAPO, the 
name of the Senator from Wisconsin 
(Ms. BALDWIN) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 2595, a bill to amend the Inter- 
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to perma- 
nently extend the railroad track main- 
tenance credit. 
S. 2612 
At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the 
name of the Senator from Hawaii (Ms. 
HIRONO) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2612, a bill to ensure United States ju- 
risdiction over offenses committed by 
United States personnel stationed in 
Canada in furtherance of border secu- 
rity initiatives. 
S. 2615 
At the request of Mrs. MCCASKILL, 
the name of the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. TESTER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2615, a bill to increase competi- 
tion in the pharmaceutical industry. 
At the request of Ms. COLLINS, the 
name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
KIRK) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2615, supra. 
S. 2645 
At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the 
names of the Senator from Wisconsin 
(Ms. BALDWIN) and the Senator from 
Delaware (Mr. COONS) were added as co- 
sponsors of S. 2645, a bill to impose 
sanctions with respect to foreign per- 
sons responsible for gross violations of 
internationally recognized human 
rights against lesbian, gay, bisexual, 
and transgender individuals, and for 
other purposes. 
S. 2726 
At the request of Mr. KIRK, the name 
of the Senator from Wisconsin (Mr. 
JOHNSON) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 2726, a bill to hold Iran accountable 
for its state sponsorship of terrorism 
and other threatening activities and 
for its human rights abuses, and for 
other purposes. 
S. 2759 
At the request of Mrs. ERNST, the 
name of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. BLUMENTHAL) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 2759, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to pro- 
vide a nonrefundable credit for working 
family caregivers. 
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S. 2763 

At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the 
names of the Senator from Iowa (Mr. 
GRASSLEY), the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. LEAHY) and the Senator from Ohio 
(Mr. PORTMAN) were added as cospon- 
sors of S. 2763, a bill to provide the vic- 
tims of Holocaust-era persecution and 
their heirs a fair opportunity to re- 
cover works of art confiscated or mis- 
appropriated by the Nazis. 

S. 2803 


At the request of Mr. SASSE, the 
name of the Senator from Texas (Mr. 
CRUZ) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2803, a bill to require the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services to deposit 
certain funds into the general fund of 
the Treasury in accordance with provi- 
sions of Federal law with regard to the 
Patient Protection and Affordable Care 
Act’s Transitional Reinsurance Pro- 
gram. 

S. 2979 

At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the 
names of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. MURPHY) and the Senator from 
New Mexico (Mr. UDALL) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 2979, a bill to amend 
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 
1971 to require candidates of major par- 
ties for the office of President to dis- 
close recent tax return information. 

S. 3073 

At the request of Ms. BALDWIN, the 
name of the Senator from Missouri 
(Mrs. MCCASKILL) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 3073, a bill to establish a 
commission to ensure a suitable ob- 
servance of the centennial of the pas- 
sage and ratification of the Nineteenth 
Amendment to the United States Con- 
stitution providing for women’s suf- 
frage, and for other purposes. 

S. 3124 

At the request of Mrs. ERNST, the 
name of the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
MORAN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
3124, a bill to require U.S. Immigration 
and Customs Enforcement to take into 
custody certain aliens who have been 
charged in the United States with a 
crime that resulted in the death or se- 
rious bodily injury of another person, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 3155 

At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 
names of the Senator from Iowa (Mr. 
GRASSLEY) and the Senator from 
Vermont (Mr. LEAHY) were added as co- 
sponsors of S. 3155, a bill to amend 
chapter 97 of title 28, United States 
Code, to clarify the exception to for- 
eign sovereign immunity set forth in 
section 1605(a)(3) of such title. 

S. 3164 

At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the 
name of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. MURPHY) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 3164, a bill to provide protection 
for survivors of domestic violence or 
sexual assault under the Fair Housing 
Act. 
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S. 3179 
At the request of Ms. HEITKAMP, the 
name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
KIRK) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
3179, a bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to improve and ex- 
tend the credit for carbon dioxide se- 
questration. 
S. 3198 
At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 
names of the Senator from Idaho (Mr. 
CRAPO) and the Senator from Maine 
(Mr. KING) were added as cosponsors of 
S. 3198, a bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to improve the provision 
of adult day health care services for 
veterans. 
S. 3245 
At the request of Mr. MERKLEY, the 
names of the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND), the Senator from 
New Hampshire (Ms. AYOTTE), the Sen- 
ator from Alaska (Ms. MURKOWSKI), the 
Senator from Illinois (Mr. KIRK) and 
the Senator from Rhode Island (Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE) were added as cosponsors 
of S. 3245, a bill to amend title VIII of 
the Public Health Service Act to ex- 
tend advanced education nursing 
grants to support clinical nurse spe- 
cialist programs, and for other pur- 
poses. 
S. 3270 
At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the 
names of the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. LEAHY), the Senator from Illinois 
(Mr. DURBIN) and the Senator from 
North Carolina (Mr. TILLIS) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 3270, a bill to pre- 
vent elder abuse and exploitation and 
improve the justice system’s response 
to victims in elder abuse and exploi- 
tation cases. 
S. 3292 
At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the 
name of the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia (Mrs. CAPITO) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 3292, a bill to amend the 
Tariff Act of 1930 to make the Post- 
master General the importer of record 
for the non-letter class mail and to re- 
quire the provision of advance elec- 
tronic information about shipments of 
non-letter class mail to U.S. Customs 
and Border Protection, and for other 
purposes. 
S. 3296 
At the request of Mr. HELLER, his 
name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
3296, a bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to provide an exemp- 
tion to the individual mandate to 
maintain health coverage for individ- 
uals residing in counties with fewer 
than 2 health insurance issuers offering 
plans on an Exchange. 
S. 3297 
At the request of Mr. COTTON, the 
name of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania (Mr. TOOMEY) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 3297, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to pro- 
vide an exemption to the individual 
mandate to maintain health coverage 
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for certain individuals whose premium 
has increased by more than 10 percent, 
and for other purposes. 
S. 3308 

At the request of Mrs. CAPITO, the 
name of the Senator from Oklahoma 
(Mr. LANKFORD) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 3308, a bill to amend title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act to 
prohibit prescription drug plan spon- 
sors and MA-PD organizations under 
the Medicare program from retro- 
actively reducing payment on clean 
claims submitted by pharmacies. 

S. 3311 

At the request of Mr. SASSE, the 
name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
KIRK) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
3311, a bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to exempt individuals 
whose health plans under the Con- 
sumer Operated and Oriented Plan pro- 
gram have been terminated from the 
individual mandate penalty. 

S. CON. RES. 30 

At the request of Mr. LEE, the name 
of the Senator from Delaware (Mr. 
COONS) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
Con. Res. 30, a concurrent resolution 
expressing concern over the disappear- 
ance of David Sneddon, and for other 
purposes. 

S. RES. 552 

At the request of Mr. Coons, the 
names of the Senator from Florida (Mr. 
RUBIO) and the Senator from Georgia 
(Mr. PERDUE) were added as cosponsors 
of S. Res. 552, a resolution commemo- 
rating the fifteenth anniversary of 
NATO’s invocation of Article V to de- 
fend the United States following the 
terrorist attacks of September 11, 2001. 


a 


STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


By Mr. DURBIN (for himself and 
Mr. KIRK): 

S. 3345. A bill to designate the facil- 
ity of the United States Postal Service 
located at 1101 Davis Street in Evans- 
ton, Illinois, as the ‘‘Abner J. Mikva 
Post Office Building’; to the Com- 
mittee on Homeland Security and Gov- 
ernmental Affairs. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the text of the 
bill be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 3345 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. ABNER J. MIKVA POST OFFICE BUILD- 
ING. 

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 1101 
Davis Street in Evanston, Illinois, shall be 
known and designated as the ‘“‘Abner J. 
Mikva Post Office Building”. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the facility re- 
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ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to 
be a reference to the “Abner J. Mikva Post 
Office Building”. 


By Mr. DURBIN (for himself, Mr. 
FRANKEN, and Mr. REED): 

S. 3347. A bill to amend the Truth in 
Lending Act and the Higher Education 
Act of 1965 to require certain creditors 
to obtain certifications from institu- 
tions of higher education, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Bank- 
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, this has 
been a big week in Chicago and the 
Midwest, in fact, across the country, as 
some 35,000 students who attended ITT 
Tech have finally come to realize that 
school is closing and many of them 
have to assess now what their lives will 
be from this point forward. 

In my hometown of Springfield, IL, 
there was a large sign in the local 
shopping mall “ITT Tech,” and I used 
to drive by and look at it, thinking: I 
know how this story is going to end, 
and it will not be good. 

It turns out some 750 students signed 
up at this for-profit college in the 
State of Illinois and, as I mentioned, 
many outside the State, and many of 
them were fleeced, literally. 

In this situation, they offered them 
an associate’s degree at the ITT Tech 
campus at the White Oaks Mall in 
Springfield. There were several 
courses, one in communications, an- 
other one in computers. 

The tuition charged at ITT Tech for 
a 2-year associate’s degree was $47,000. 
If those same students got in their cars 
and drove 15 minutes away, they would 
have been at Lincoln Land Community 
College. The same course is offered not 
for $47,000 for a 2-year career degree 
but less than $7,000. 

These students did not know better. 
They thought they were in good hands. 
They signed up for these loans, and 
now the school has disappeared. It dis- 
appeared after more than a dozen at- 
torneys general around the United 
States started suing ITT Tech for its 
practices: recruiting students who were 
not ready for college, misleading them 
about the courses that were being of- 
fered, and overcharging them on their 
loans. It is currently being sued by the 
Consumer Financial Protection Bureau 
and the Securities and Exchange Com- 
mission. This is not the first major for- 
profit college to go down. Corinthian 
was an early casualty. I am sorry to 
say that I think others will follow. 

It bears repeating that when we take 
a look at this industry, the for-profit 
college industry, we are looking at the 
most heavily subsidized private for- 
profit companies in the United States 
of America. For many of these compa- 
nies, over 90 percent of their revenue 
sources come from the Federal Treas- 
ury in the form of Pell grants and di- 
rect government loans. They take the 
money from the government through 
the students. The students end up with 
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the debt to pay off and many times, if 
they can stick with the course, a 
worthless diploma or certificate. 

Why are we letting this happen? Why 
are we letting American families work 
hard to send their kids to college, only 
to be exploited by schools that are 
thinly veiled machines for taking 
money away from these poor students 
and saddling them with debt? Why 
aren’t we speaking out? Well, sadly, 
the for-profit college and university in- 
dustry in America has friends in high 
places. When the time comes, they hire 
some of the most effective lobbyists in 
Washington on both political sides to 
push for their agenda and to keep them 
in business. It is understandable. They 
take millions of dollars out of these op- 
erations. They end up with salaries for 
CEOs that are higher for their so-called 
university presidents than any univer- 
sity president in America. We let it 
happen. The Congress lets it happen. 
The government lets it happen. 

It is time for a new day and some 
new thinking. The 2016-2017 school year 
has begun. Millions of students across 
the country are walking onto college 
campuses, and they are excited about 
their opportunities. Many of these stu- 
dents know they are going to have to 
take out loans to finance their edu- 
cation and will end up owing the gov- 
ernment thousands of dollars. 

We know that student debt is now 
larger than credit card debt. It is over 
$1 trillion. That means that students 
and their families across America are 
deeply indebted for higher education. If 
you are getting a good education out of 
it, something that really changes your 
life for the better and gives you new 
opportunities, the argument can be 
made. But, sadly, in many cases stu- 
dents don’t receive the education they 
were promised. And at the end of the 
day whether these students owe money 
to the government or to private lend- 
ers, makes a big difference. 

A lot of students—19, 20 years old— 
really don’t understand the magnitude 
of the debt they are incurring. We 
know that two-thirds of students who 
take out private education loans really 
don’t understand the terms of those 
loans, the interest rates of those loans, 
and how they compare with govern- 
ment loans. They don’t understand 
that in many cases, private student 
loans are significantly more expensive 
and riskier. 

Federal student loans have fixed, af- 
fordable interest rates. They have a va- 
riety of consumer protections built 
into them: forbearance in times of eco- 
nomic difficulty; manageable repay- 
ment options, such as income-based re- 
payment plans which calculate your 
monthly student loan payment based 
on your income. 

On the other hand, private student 
loans don’t have these protections and 
offer interest rates that are some of 
the highest in the land, up to 18 per- 
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cent. These private loans also don’t in- 
clude repayment options that Federal 
loans do. I have heard from many pri- 
vate education loan borrowers that 
their lender is unwilling to work with 
them when it comes to alternative re- 
payment plans. They are harassed by 
collection agencies night and day when 
they owe these private student loans. 
In many cases, private lenders are 
more focused on their own bottom line 
than the students’ welfare. 

This past summer, the Consumer Fi- 
nancial Protection Bureau took action 
against Wells Fargo Bank—one of the 
largest private student lenders—for il- 
legal student loan servicing practices. 
Wells Fargo charged borrowers illegal 
fees, failed to provide borrowers with 
accurate loan information, and failed 
to correct inaccurate credit reports. 
Upon being caught, Wells Fargo was 
fined $3.6 million and is required to re- 
fund borrowers who were illegally 
charged. 

While I commend the Consumer Fi- 
nancial Protection Bureau for their 
work to hold private student lenders 
accountable, there are steps we in Con- 
gress should take to make sure stu- 
dents have a fighting chance. 

Today, Senators FRANKEN, REED, and 
I will introduce the Know Before You 
Owe Private Education Loan Act of 
2016. This legislation requires school 
certification before a student can take 
out a private loan. There are certain 
steps the school has to take before cer- 
tifying a loan. The prospective bor- 
rower’s school has to confirm the stu- 
dent’s enrollment status, cost of at- 
tendance, and estimated Federal finan- 
cial aid assistance before certifying. 
The school must also notify students of 
the amount of unused Federal student 
aid for which they are still eligible. 
Think about that. Some of these 
schools are luring students into more 
expensive, terrible private loans when 
the students are still eligible for lower 
interest rates and better terms through 
the Federal Government. I have heard 
too many stories of for-profit colleges 
steering students into these private in- 
stitutional loans. This bill will help 
stop that. 

The bill will also ensure that stu- 
dents are given information about the 
differences in terms and repayment op- 
tions. For students who still decide to 
get a private student loan, the bill re- 
quires private lenders to send the stu- 
dent borrowers quarterly updates on 
their balance, accrued interest, and 
capitalized interest. 

The bill also requires private lenders 
to annually report the number of stu- 
dents taking out private loans, the 
amount of the loans, and the interest 
rates—all of these to be reported to the 
Consumer Financial Protection Bu- 
reau. Currently, there is little informa- 
tion publicly available about private 
student loans. Increasing the amount 
of available information will help pol- 
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icymakers and enforcement agencies 
more effectively protect students and 
their families. 

Here are a few of the organizations 
supporting our bill: the Institute for 
College Access and Success, National 
Association for College Admission 
Counseling, National Consumer Law 
Center, Consumer Action, National As- 
sociation of Student Financial Aid Ad- 
ministrators, National Association of 
Consumer Advocates, Consumers 
Union, the American Association of 
University Women, the American Fed- 
eration of Teachers. 

Loan certification for private edu- 
cation loans could keep many students 
from taking on unnecessary debt or un- 
knowingly giving up the benefits and 
protections of Federal student loans. It 
is an important part of making college 
more affordable. I thank Senators 
FRANKEN and JACK REED for standing 
with me in this effort. 

I sincerely hope that this Congress, 
which is now coming to a close before 
the election, will take up this question 
of student loans when we return after 
the election. I know we only have a few 
weeks, but if you ask working families 
across America what concerns them 
greatly, it is the amount of debt kids 
are incurring to go to college. In some 
families, mom and dad have never been 
to college, and sending their son or 
daughter off to a university is a dream 
come true. It can turn into a night- 
mare if they end up at for-profit col- 
leges and universities. 

I put on the Record the last time I 
spoke—and I will put it on again—the 
basic numbers to know about the for- 
profit college and university industry. 
Ten percent of all college students at- 
tend these schools, schools such as the 
University of Phoenix, DeVry, Kaplan, 
and Rasmussen. You know the names. 
Ten percent of the students end up in 
these schools, but when it comes to 
student loan defaults, 40 percent of the 
student loan defaults are students from 
for-profit colleges and universities. 
Students are dramatically overcharged 
for tuition. They are put into courses 
that are worthless, and they end up 
with maybe a certificate or a diploma 
that cannot even land them a job. 

Another statistic that I think is 
shameful—and it really should be a re- 
minder to Members of the Senate of 
our responsibility—the Department of 
Education analyzed programs at for- 
profit colleges and found that 72 per- 
cent of for-profit college graduates, on 
average, make less money than high 
school dropouts—72 percent. After all 
that time, all that debt, all those 
promises, they make less money than 
if they dropped out of high school. How 
can we continue to subsidize this in- 
dustry after what we know about their 
performance? We need to hold them to 
higher standards. 

In the meantime, let’s find a way to 
protect students and working families 
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who are trying to realize the American 
dream, make this a better nation, and 
provide a better life for themselves and 
their families. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 3347 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Know Before 
You Owe Private Education Loan Act of 
2016”. 

SEC. 2. AMENDMENTS TO THE TRUTH IN LEND- 
ING ACT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 128(e) of the 
Truth in Lending Act (15 U.S.C. 1638(e)) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking paragraph (3) and inserting 
the following: 

‘(3) INSTITUTIONAL 
QUIRED.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), before a creditor may 
issue any funds with respect to an extension 
of credit described in this subsection, the 
creditor shall obtain from the relevant insti- 
tution of higher education where such loan is 
to be used for a student, such institution’s 
certification of— 

“(i) the enrollment status of the student; 

“(ii) the student’s cost of attendance at 
the institution as determined by the institu- 
tion under part F of title IV of the Higher 
Education Act of 1965; and 

“(iii) the difference between— 

“(I) such cost of attendance; and 

“(ID) the student’s estimated financial as- 
sistance, including such assistance received 
under title IV of the Higher Education Act of 
1965 and other financial assistance known to 
the institution, as applicable. 

“(B) EXCEPTION.—Notwithstanding sub- 
paragraph (A), a creditor may issue funds 
with respect to an extension of credit de- 
scribed in this subsection without obtaining 
from the relevant institution of higher edu- 
cation such institution’s certification if such 
institution fails to provide within 15 business 
days of the creditor’s request for such cer- 
tification— 

““(j) the requested certification; or 

“(ii) notification that the institution has 
received the request for certification and 
will need additional time to comply with the 
certification request. 

‘(C) LOANS DISBURSED WITHOUT CERTIFI- 
CATION.—If a creditor issues funds without 
obtaining a certification, as described in sub- 
paragraph (B), such creditor shall report the 
issuance of such funds in a manner deter- 
mined by the Director of the Bureau of Con- 
sumer Financial Protection.’’; 

(2) by redesignating paragraphs (9), (10), 
and (11) as paragraphs (10), (11), and (12), re- 
spectively; and 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (8) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘*(9) PROVISION OF INFORMATION.— 

‘(A) PROVISION OF INFORMATION TO STU- 
DENTS.— 

“(i) LOAN STATEMENT.—A creditor that 
issues any funds with respect to an extension 
of credit described in this subsection shall 
send loan statements, where such loan is to 
be used for a student, to borrowers of such 
funds not less than once every 3 months dur- 
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ing the time that such student is enrolled at 
an institution of higher education. 

“(ii) CONTENTS OF LOAN STATEMENT.—Each 
statement described in clause (i) shall— 

“(I) report the borrower’s total remaining 
debt to the creditor, including accrued but 
unpaid interest and capitalized interest; 

“(II) report any debt increases since the 
last statement; and 

“(III) list the current interest rate for each 
loan. 

‘“(B) NOTIFICATION OF LOANS DISBURSED 
WITHOUT CERTIFICATION.—On or before the 
date a creditor issues any funds with respect 
to an extension of credit described in this 
subsection, the creditor shall notify the rel- 
evant institution of higher education, in 
writing, of the amount of the extension of 
credit and the student on whose behalf credit 
is extended. The form of such written notifi- 
cation shall be subject to the regulations of 
the Bureau. 

“(C) ANNUAL REPORT.—A creditor that 
issues funds with respect to an extension of 
credit described in this subsection shall pre- 
pare and submit an annual report to the Bu- 
reau containing the required information 
about private student loans to be determined 
by the Bureau, in consultation with the Sec- 
retary of Education.’’. 

(b) DEFINITION OF PRIVATE EDUCATION 
LOAN.—Section 140(a)(7)(A) of the Truth in 
Lending Act (15 U.S.C. 1650(a)(7)(A)) is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating clause (ii) as clause 
Gii); 

(2) in clause (i), by striking “and” after the 
semicolon; and 

(3) by adding after clause (i) the following: 

“(ii) is not made, insured, or guaranteed 
under title VII or title VIII of the Public 
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 292 et seq. and 
296 et seq.); and’’. 

(c) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 365 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Bureau of Consumer Financial Protection 
shall issue regulations in final form to im- 
plement paragraphs (3) and (9) of section 
128(e) of the Truth in Lending Act (15 U.S.C. 
1638(e)), as amended by subsection (a). Such 
regulations shall become effective not later 
than 6 months after their date of issuance. 
SEC. 3. AMENDMENT TO THE HIGHER EDU- 

CATION ACT OF 1965. 

(a) AMENDMENT TO THE HIGHER EDUCATION 
ACT OF 1965.—Section 487(a) of the Higher 
Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1094(a)) is 
amended by striking paragraph (28) and in- 
serting the following: 

**(28)(A) The institution shall— 

“G) upon the request of a private edu- 
cational lender, acting in connection with an 
application initiated by a borrower for a pri- 
vate education loan in accordance with sec- 
tion 128(e)(8) of the Truth in Lending Act, 
provide certification to such private edu- 
cational lender— 

“(I) that the student who initiated the ap- 
plication for the private education loan, or 
on whose behalf the application was initi- 
ated, is enrolled or is scheduled to enroll at 
the institution; 

“(TT) of such student’s cost of attendance 
at the institution as determined under part 
F of this title; and 

““(TIT) of the difference between— 

‘“(aa) the cost of attendance at the institu- 
tion; and 

““(bb) the student’s estimated financial as- 
sistance received under this title and other 
assistance known to the institution, as ap- 
plicable; and 

“Gi) provide the certification described in 
clause (i), or notify the creditor that the in- 
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stitution has received the request for certifi- 
cation and will need additional time to com- 
ply with the certification request— 

“(D within 15 business days of receipt of 
such certification request; and 

“(ID only after the institution has com- 
pleted the activities described in subpara- 
graph (B). 

‘(B) The institution shall, upon receipt of 
a certification request described in subpara- 
graph (A)(i), and prior to providing such cer- 
tification— 

“(i) determine whether the student who 
initiated the application for the private edu- 
cation loan, or on whose behalf the applica- 
tion was initiated, has applied for and ex- 
hausted the Federal financial assistance 
available to such student under this title and 
inform the student accordingly; and 

“(ii) provide the borrower whose loan ap- 
plication has prompted the certification re- 
quest by a private education lender, as de- 
scribed in subparagraph (A)(i), with the fol- 
lowing information and disclosures: 

“(I) The amount of additional Federal stu- 
dent assistance for which the borrower is eli- 
gible and the potential advantages of Fed- 
eral loans under this title, including disclo- 
sure of the fixed interest rates, deferments, 
flexible repayment options, loan forgiveness 
programs, and additional protections, and 
the higher student loan limits for dependent 
students whose parents are not eligible for a 
Federal Direct PLUS Loan. 

‘(II) The borrower’s ability to select a pri- 
vate educational lender of the borrower’s 
choice. 

‘“(IIT) The impact of a proposed private 
education loan on the borrower’s potential 
eligibility for other financial assistance, in- 
cluding Federal financial assistance under 
this title. 

‘“(IV) The borrower’s right to accept or re- 
ject a private education loan within the 30- 
day period following a private educational 
lender’s approval of a borrower’s application 
and about a borrower’s 3-day right to cancel 
period. 

‘(C) For purposes of this paragraph, the 
terms ‘private educational lender’ and ‘pri- 
vate education loan’ have the meanings 
given such terms in section 140 of the Truth 
in Lending Act (15 U.S.C. 1650).’’. 


(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by subsection (a) shall take effect on 
the effective date of the regulations de- 
scribed in section 2(c). 


SEC. 4. REPORT. 


Not later than 24 months after the issuance 
of regulations under section 2(c), the Direc- 
tor of the Bureau of Consumer Financial 
Protection and the Secretary of Education 
shall jointly submit to Congress a report on 
the compliance of institutions of higher edu- 
cation and private educational lenders with 
section 128(e)(3) of the Truth in Lending Act 
(15 U.S.C. 1688(e)), as amended by section 2, 
and section 487(a)(28) of the Higher Edu- 
cation Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1094(a)), as 
amended by section 3. Such report shall in- 
clude information about the degree to which 
specific institutions utilize certifications in 
effectively encouraging the exhaustion of 
Federal student loan eligibility and lowering 
student private education loan debt. 


By Mr. REED (for himself and 
Ms. BALDWIN): 

S. 3349. A bill to amend the Carl D. 
Perkins Career and Technical Edu- 
cation Act of 2006 to improve career 
and technical education opportunities 
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for adult learners, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I am proud 
to introduce the Career and Technical 
Education for Adult Learners or the 
CTE for All Act with my colleague, 
Senator BALDWIN. 

Our legislation addresses the critical 
need to expand educational opportuni- 
ties for working adults with low aca- 
demic skills. A Department of Edu- 
cation update of the Organisation for 
Economic Co-operation and Develop- 
ment, OECD, 2013 Survey of Adult 
Skills confirms that a significant num- 
ber of working adults in the United 
States have low literacy, numeracy, 
and digital problem solving skills. Spe- 
cifically, 14 percent have low literacy 
skills; 23 percent have low numeracy 
skills; and 62 percent have low digital 
problem solving skills. Moreover, the 
skills gap has no age barrier as half of 
low skilled working adults are under 
the age of 45. 

Our ability to accelerate the eco- 
nomic momentum we have seen in the 
latest income data from the U.S. Cen- 
sus Bureau will depend, in large part, 
on our commitment to providing edu- 
cation and training opportunities to 
low-skilled adults. These workers are 
concentrated in fields such as construc- 
tion, health care, manufacturing, and 
hospitality. Expanding career and tech- 
nical education opportunities to these 
workers could enhance their career op- 
portunities and strengthen their earn- 
ing potential, fueling economic produc- 
tivity and growth for the future. Unfor- 
tunately, according to the U.S. Depart- 
ment of Education, roughly half of low- 
skilled workers are not engaged in for- 
mal or non-formal learning opportuni- 
ties. The CTE for All Act aims to 
change that by ensuring that there are 
pathways for adult learners in career 
and technical education programs. 

Specifically, our legislation will en- 
sure that programs funded under the 
Carl D. Perkins Career and Technical 
Education Act are aligned with adult 
education programs and industry sec- 
tor partnerships authorized under the 
Workforce Innovation and Opportunity 
Act. The CTE for All Act will require 
that the state director for adult edu- 
cation is consulted in the development 
of the statewide plan for career and 
technical education. The bill adds low- 
skilled adults to the special popu- 
lations to be served in career and tech- 
nical education programs and will 
allow states to report separate per- 
formance indicators for adult career 
and technical education students. The 
legislation would also allow adult edu- 
cation providers that offer integrated 
education and training programs to re- 
ceive career and technical education 
funding. Additionally, the legislation 
encourages career and technical edu- 
cation programs to include work expe- 
riences for their students. 
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We have worked with the adult edu- 
cation community and other stake- 
holders in developing this legislation. 
We are pleased to have the support of 
the National Council of State Directors 
of Adult Education, the Commission on 
Adult Basic Education, the National 
Skills Coalition, the Center for Law 
and Social Policy, CLASP, and the Na- 
tional Council of Adult Learning. 

We are stronger as a nation when 
every person—no matter their starting 
point—has the opportunity to develop 
their skills and reach their potential. 
The CTE for All Act will strengthen 
the ladder of opportunity for low- 
skilled adults who work hard every day 
to provide for their families. I urge my 
colleagues to support this legislation 
and work with us to include these pro- 
visions in the reauthorization of the 
Carl D. Perkins Career and Technical 
Education Act. 


rE 


SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 


SENATE RESOLUTION 560—DESIG- 
NATING OCTOBER 30, 2016, AS A 
NATIONAL DAY OF REMEM- 
BRANCE FOR NUCLEAR WEAP- 
ONS PROGRAM WORKERS 


Mr. ALEXANDER (for himself, Mr. 
UDALL, Mr. CORKER, Mr. HEINRICH, Mr. 
MCCONNELL, Mr. REID, Ms. MURKOWSKI, 
Ms. CANTWELL, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. 
BROWN, and Mr. PORTMAN) submitted 
the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary: 

S. REs. 560 


Whereas, since World War II, hundreds of 
thousands of men and women, including ura- 
nium miners, millers, and haulers, have 
served the United States by building nuclear 
weapons for the defense of the United States; 

Whereas dedicated workers paid a high 
price for developing a nuclear weapons pro- 
gram at the service, and for the benefit of, 
the United States, including by developing 
disabling or fatal illnesses; 

Whereas the Senate recognized the con- 
tributions, services, and sacrifices that those 
patriotic men and women made for the de- 
fense of the United States in— 

(1) Senate Resolution 151, 111th 
agreed to May 20, 2009; 

(2) Senate Resolution 653, 
agreed to September 28, 2010; 

(3) Senate Resolution 275, 
agreed to September 26, 2011; 

(4) Senate Resolution 519, 
agreed to August 1, 2012; 

(5) Senate Resolution 164, 
agreed to September 18, 2013; 

(6) Senate Resolution 417, 
agreed to July 9, 2014; and 

(7) Senate Resolution 213, 
agreed to September 25, 2015; 

Whereas a national day of remembrance 
time capsule has been crossing the United 
States, collecting stories and artifacts of nu- 
clear weapons program workers relating to 
the nuclear defense era of the United States, 
and a remembrance quilt has been con- 
structed to memorialize the contribution of 
those workers; 

Whereas the stories and artifacts reflected 
in the time capsule and the remembrance 


Congress, 
111th Congress, 
112th Congress, 
112th Congress, 
113th Congress, 


113th Congress, 


114th Congress, 
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quilt reinforce the importance of recognizing 
nuclear weapons program workers; and 

Whereas those patriotic men and women 
deserve to be recognized for the contribu- 
tions, services, and sacrifices they made for 
the defense of the United States: Now, there- 
fore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) designates October 30, 2016, as a na- 
tional day of remembrance for the nuclear 
weapons program workers of the United 
States, including the uranium miners, mil- 
lers, and haulers; and 

(2) encourages the people of the United 
States to support and participate in appro- 
priate ceremonies, programs, and other ac- 
tivities to commemorate October 30, 2016, as 
a national day of remembrance for past and 
present workers in the nuclear weapons pro- 
gram of the United States. 


SEE 


SENATE RESOLUTION — 561—SUP- 
PORTING EFFORTS TO INCREASE 
COMPETITION AND ACCOUNT- 
ABILITY IN THE HEALTH INSUR- 
ANCE MARKETPLACE, AND TO 
EXTEND ACCESSIBLE, QUALITY, 
AFFORDABLE HEALTH CARE 
COVERAGE TO EVERY AMERICAN 
THROUGH THE CHOICE OF A 
PUBLIC INSURANCE PLAN 


Mr. MERKLEY (for himself, Mr. 
SCHUMER, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. DURBIN, 
Mr. SANDERS, Ms. STABENOW, Mrs. 
BOXER, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. FRANKEN, 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. UDALL, Mr. 
WYDEN, Mr. BROWN, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, 
Mr. MuRPHY, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. REED, 
Mr. CARDIN, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. 
CASEY, Mr. MARKEY, Mrs. SHAHEEN, Mr. 
BENNET, Ms. BALDWIN, Ms. WARREN, 
Mr. PETERS, Mr. SCHATZ, Mr. HEINRICH, 
Mr. LEAHY, Ms. HIRONO, Ms. MIKULSKI, 
Mr. REID, and Ms. KLOBUCHAR) sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pen- 
sions: 


S. RES. 561 


Whereas under the Patient Protection and 
Affordable Care Act (Public Law 111-148; 124 
Stat. 119) (referred to in this preamble as the 
“Affordable Care Act”), 20,000,000 Americans 
have gained health insurance coverage, in- 
cluding 11,000,000 Americans that have cov- 
erage through the public exchanges created 
by that Act; 

Whereas the uninsured rate is at its lowest 
point in history, but there is more work to 
be done to provide access to coverage for 
Americans that remain uninsured, and to re- 
duce deductibles and out-of-pocket costs for 
the 31,000,000 Americans who are currently 
underinsured; 

Whereas before the date of enactment of 
the Affordable Care Act, millions of individ- 
uals with preexisting conditions were denied 
health coverage by insurance companies that 
controlled who received health care in the 
United States; 

Whereas profound disparities persist in 
health outcomes based on race, ethnicity, 
and geography, and nearly 4,000,000 adults, 
disproportionately people of color, lack cov- 
erage as a result of the failure of 19 States to 
expand the Medicaid program under title 
XIX of the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1396 
et seq.) under the Affordable Care Act; 

Whereas public insurance options for work- 
ers’ compensation insurance have resulted in 
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lower rates for small businesses and more 
competition in several States; 

Whereas giving all Americans the choice of 
a public, nonprofit health insurance option 
would— 

(1) lead to increased competition and re- 
duced premiums; 

(2) cut wasteful spending on administra- 
tion, marketing, and executive pay; and 

(3) ensure that consumers have the afford- 
able choices they deserve; 

Whereas establishing a State-based public 
health insurance plan is possible through the 
use of State innovation waivers established 
by the Affordable Care Act, which allow 
States to promote unique, creative, and in- 
novative approaches to implementing mean- 
ingful health care reform, including a public 
option; 

Whereas public programs such as the Medi- 
care program under title XVIII of the Social 
Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1395 et seq.) often de- 
liver care more cost-effectively by limiting 
administrative overhead and securing better 
prices from providers; and 

Whereas the Congressional Budget Office 
has found that a public health insurance op- 
tion would save taxpayers billions of dollars: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate supports efforts 
to build on the Patient Protection and Af- 
fordable Care Act (Public Law 111-148; 124 
Stat. 119) by ensuring that, in addition to the 
health coverage options provided by private 
insurers, every American has access to a 
public health insurance option, which, when 
established, will— 

(1) strengthen competition; 

(2) improve affordability for families by re- 
ducing premiums and increasing choices; and 

(3) save American taxpayers billions of dol- 
lars. 


a 


SENATE RESOLUTION 562—EX- 
PRESSING SUPPORT FOR DES- 
IGNATION OF THE WEEK OF OC- 
TOBER 9, 2016, THROUGH OCTO- 
BER 15, 2016, AS “EARTH SCIENCE 
WEEK” 


Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr. 
ALEXANDER, Ms. CANTWELL, Mrs. CAP- 
ITO, Mr. CASSIDY, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. NEL- 
SON, Mr. PETERS, Mr. KING, Mr. MAR- 
KEY, and Mr. HEINRICH) submitted the 
following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation: 

S. RES. 562 

Whereas 2016 marks the 19th annual inter- 
national Earth Science Week, designated by 
the American Geosciences Institute to help 
the public gain a better understanding of and 
appreciation for the Earth sciences and to 
encourage stewardship of the Earth; 

Whereas the theme of Earth Science Week 
for 2016, ‘‘Our Shared Geoheritage’’, pro- 
motes better understanding and appreciation 
of sites or areas with geologic features of sig- 
nificant scientific, educational, cultural, his- 
toric, or aesthetic value; 

Whereas the study of the Earth sciences 
leads to an improved understanding of the 
Earth’s natural systems and the interplay 
between human society and those systems; 

Whereas the Earth sciences enable the dis- 
covery, development, and responsible pro- 
duction of the mineral base of the United 
States, which contributes to the strength of 
the economy of the United States and raises 
the standard of living in the United States; 

Whereas geologic mapping and remote 
sensing technologies provide the founda- 
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tional knowledge of Earth’s natural systems 
that is integral— 

(1) to the discovery, development, and con- 
servation of energy, water, and natural re- 
sources; and 

(2) to the safe disposal of waste products; 

Whereas the geological aspects of re- 
sources, hazards, and the environment are 
vital to land management and land use deci- 
sions at the local, State, regional, national, 
and international levels; 

Whereas the Earth sciences provide the 
basis for locating, assessing, monitoring, and 
mitigating natural hazards, such as earth- 
quakes, landslides, floods, droughts, wild- 
fires, subsidence, hurricanes, coastal erosion, 
and volcanic eruptions; 

Whereas the Earth sciences are vital in 
protecting health and human safety during 
natural hazards events; 

Whereas Earth scientists working in ma- 
rine environments contribute to the under- 
standing of global oceans, enabling advances 
in food management, national security, en- 
ergy resources, transportation, economic 
growth, and recreation; 

Whereas the Earth sciences support the 
ability to manage healthy and productive 
soils and ocean and river waters and fish- 
eries, the foundations of the food supply of 
the United States; 

Whereas the Earth sciences enhance under- 
standing of current and past global condi- 
tions and offer a basis for anticipating future 
conditions; 

Whereas the Earth sciences contribute to 
understanding Earth as a planet in the solar 
system and the universe; 

Whereas Earth science research leads to 
the development of innovative new tech- 
nologies and industries that fuel the econ- 
omy of the United States and improve qual- 
ity of life in the United States; 

Whereas Earth science researchers and 
educators drive creativity and passion for 
the Science, Technology, Engineering, and 
Mathematics (commonly known as ‘‘STEM’’) 
fields among students of all ages through di- 
verse and innovative education and public 
outreach efforts; 

Whereas geoscientists and researchers in 
the labs, universities, research institutions, 
and Federal agencies of the United States 
continually push the frontiers of human 
knowledge, help develop and incubate the 
concepts and programs that keep the compa- 
nies and industries of the United States at 
the innovative forefront of the world’s econ- 
omy, and inspire future generations of re- 
searchers, scientists, and informed citizens; 
and 

Whereas the Earth sciences make vital 
contributions to an understanding of and re- 
spect for nature and the Earth: Now, there- 
fore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) supports the designation of the week of 
October 9, 2016, through October 15, 2016, as 
“Earth Science Week”; 

(2) expresses strong support for the goals 
and ideals of Earth Science Week to increase 
the understanding of and interest in the 
Earth sciences at the local, State, national, 
and international levels; 

(3) recognizes the importance of education 
and public outreach efforts to ensure that 
the people of the United States gain a better 
understanding of and appreciation for the 
impact of the Earth sciences on their daily 
lives; 

(4) encourages K-12 students— 

(A) to participate in local, State, and na- 
tional events in connection with Earth 
Science Week; and 
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(B) to get involved in the celebration of 
Earth Science Week by exploring artistic 
and academic applications of the Earth 
sciences; and 

(5) encourages the people of the United 
States to observe Earth Science Week with 
appropriate activities— 

(A) to gain a better understanding of and 
appreciation for the Earth sciences; and 

(B) to encourage stewardship of the Earth. 


EEE 


SENATE RESOLUTION 563—CALL- 
ING ON THE DEPARTMENT OF 
DEFENSE, OTHER ELEMENTS OF 
THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT, 
AND FOREIGN COUNTRIES TO IN- 
TENSIFY EFFORTS TO INVES- 
TIGATE, RECOVER, AND IDEN- 
TIFY ALL MISSING AND UNAC- 
COUNTED-FOR PERSONNEL OF 
THE UNITED STATES 


Mr. McCAIN submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations: 

S. REs. 563 


Whereas more than 83,000 personnel of the 
United States are still unaccounted-for 
around the world from past wars and con- 
flicts; 

Whereas, though recognizing that an esti- 
mated 50,000 of these World War II personnel, 
were lost deep at sea and are unlikely ever to 
be recovered, thousands of families and 
friends have waited decades for the account- 
ing of their loved ones and comrades in arms; 

Whereas the families of these brave Ameri- 
cans deserve our nation’s best efforts to 
achieve the fullest possible accounting for 
their missing loved ones; 

Whereas the National League of POW/MIA 
Families, and their iconic POW/MIA flag, pi- 
oneered the accounting effort since 1970 and 
has been joined in this humanitarian quest 
for answers by the Korean War, Cold War and 
World War II families, fully supported by the 
American Legion, the Veterans of Foreign 
Wars, the Disabled American Veterans, Jew- 
ish War Veterans, AMVETS, Vietnam Vet- 
erans of America, Special Forces Associa- 
tion, Special Operations Association, Rolling 
Thunder, and other more recently formed 
groups, and thousands of families are yearn- 
ing and advocating for answers concerning 
the fates of their loved ones and comrades in 
arms; 

Whereas the mission of the Defense POW/ 
MIA Accounting Agency of the Department 
of Defense is to provide the fullest possible 
accounting for missing members of the 
Armed Forces of the United States, des- 
ignated civilians of the Department, and 
other designated personnel; and 

Whereas the recovery and investigation 
teams of the Department of Defense deploy 
to countries around the world to account as 
fully as possible for these missing and other- 
wise unaccounted-for personnel of the United 
States: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) calls upon the Defense POW/MIA Ac- 
counting Agency and other elements of the 
Department of Defense, other elements of 
the Federal Government, and all foreign 
countries to intensify efforts to investigate, 
recover, identify and account as fully as pos- 
sible for all missing and unaccounted-for 
personnel of the United States around the 
world; and 

(2) calls upon all foreign countries with in- 
formation on missing personnel of the 
United States, or with missing personnel of 
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the United States within their territories, to 
cooperate fully with the Government of the 
United States to provide the fullest possible 
accounting for all missing personnel of the 
United States. 


a 


SENATE RESOLUTION  564—CON- 
DEMNING NORTH KOREA’S FIFTH 
NUCLEAR TEST ON SEPTEMBER 
9, 2016 


Mr. CARDIN (for himself, Mr. REED, 
Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. DURBIN, and Mr. 
SCHUMER) submitted the following res- 
olution; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations: 

S. REs. 564 


Whereas the Democratic People’s Republic 
of North Korea (DPRK) conducted its fifth 
nuclear test on September 9, 2016, in 
Punggye-ri, North Hamgyong Province; 

Whereas North Korea’s nuclear test on 
September 9th, the second nuclear test this 
year, follows an unprecedented campaign of 
ballistic missile launches, which the Govern- 
ment of North Korea claims are intended to 
serve as delivery vehicles for nuclear weap- 
ons targeting the United States and United 
States allies South Korea and Japan; 

Whereas North Korea continues to test nu- 
clear weapons and intercontinental and sub- 
marine-launched ballistic missiles, which 
pose a major threat to the United States and 
United States allies and partners in Asia and 
around the world; 

Whereas the Government of North Korea’s 
belligerent behavior has been in direct defi- 
ance of United Nations Security Council Res- 
olutions 1718 (adopted October 14, 2006), 1874 
(adopted June 12, 2009), 2087 (adopted Janu- 
ary 22, 2013), 2094 (adopted March 7, 2013), and 
2270 (adopted March 2, 2016) and the non-pro- 
liferation regime; 

Whereas the United Nations Security 
Council strongly condemned North Korea’s 
nuclear test and expressed its willingness to 
begin to work immediately on appropriate 
measures under Article 41 in a United Na- 
tions Security Council Resolution after its 
meeting on September 10, 2016; 

Whereas President Barack Obama stated in 
response to the nuclear test that ‘‘far from 
achieving its stated national security and 
economic development goals, North Korea’s 
provocative and destabilizing actions have 
instead served to isolate and impoverish its 
people through its relentless pursuit of nu- 
clear weapons and ballistic missile capabili- 
ties”; 

Whereas Secretary of State John Kerry 
stated in response to the nuclear test that 
“the D.P.R.K.’s repeated and willful viola- 
tions of its obligations under U.N. Security 
Council Resolutions, its belligerent and er- 
ratic threats, and web of illicit activities 
around the world indicate it has no interest 
in participating in global affairs as a respon- 
sible member of the international commu- 
nity’’; 

Whereas United States Ambassador to the 
United Nations Samantha Power stated in 
explanation of the vote on United Nations 
Security Council Resolution 2270 that ‘‘the 
chronic suffering of the people of North 
Korea is the direct result of the choices 
made by the DPRK government, a govern- 
ment that has consistently prioritized its 
nuclear weapons and ballistic missile pro- 
grams over providing for the most basic 
needs of its own people ... the North Ko- 
rean government would rather grow its nu- 
clear weapons program than grow its chil- 
dren’’; 
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Whereas Republic of Korea President Park 
Geun-hye stated, in response to the nuclear 
test, ‘‘North Korea’s nuclear test, already 
the second this year, cannot be regarded as 
anything else but a direct defiance against 
the international community ... the nu- 
clear threat posed by North Korea is an ur- 
gent and present threat. Accordingly, our 
and the international community’s response 
too should now be completely different from 
before.”’; 

Whereas Congress passed the North Korea 
Sanctions and Policy Enhancement Act 
(NKSPEA) on February 18, 2016 (Public Law 
114-122); 

Whereas NKSPEA imposes mandatory 
sanctions on individuals who contribute to 
North Korea’s nuclear program, proliferation 
activities, malicious cyberattacks, and 
human rights abuses; 

Whereas, on June 1 2016, the Department of 
the Treasury designated North Korea as a 
“primary money laundering concern” under 
section 5318A of title 31, United States Code; 

Whereas, on July 6, 2016, the Department of 
the Treasury designated top officials of the 
North Korean regime, including North Ko- 
rean leader Kim Jong Un, ten other individ- 
uals, and five entities, for their role as per- 
petrators of human rights abuses in North 
Korea; and 

Whereas additional measures to further 
curtail North Korea’s access to international 
financial markets, further impede trade that 
benefits the Government of North Korea, 
government and party officials, and military 
entities, and freeze assets of North Korean 
officials are available both through already 
authorized unilateral United States policy, 
including secondary sanctions on entities 
that facilitate trade with North Korea and 
designations for actions which undermine 
cybersecurity, and through the United Na- 
tions Security Council: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) condemns the North Korean regime for 
continuing its dangerous provocations, fo- 
cusing solely on the advancement of its nu- 
clear and missile capabilities while violating 
the human rights of its people; 

(2) calls on the North Korean regime to im- 
mediately and unconditionally meet its obli- 
gation to abandon its nuclear weapons and 
missile programs in a complete, verifiable, 
and irreversible manner; 

(8) calls on China to exercise its significant 
economic and diplomatic leverage over the 
DPRK, including through the aggressive en- 
forcement of existing United Nations Secu- 
rity Council resolutions, in order to halt 
North Korea’s illegal nuclear and missile 
programs; 

(4) reaffirms the commitment of the 
United States to defending allies in the re- 
gion, including through deployment of a Ter- 
minal High Altitude Area Defense (THAAD) 
battery to the Republic of Korea and joint 
United States-Japan efforts to develop the 
next generation of missile defense intercep- 
tors, including the Standard Missile 3; 

(5) reinforces longstanding United States 
commitments to provide extended deter- 
rence, guaranteed by the full spectrum of 
United States defense capabilities, to the Re- 
public of Korea and Japan; 

(6) supports ongoing efforts to strengthen 
the United States-Republic of Korea alli- 
ance, to protect the 28,500 members of the 
United States Armed Forces stationed on the 
Korean Peninsula, and to defend the alliance 
against any and all provocations committed 
by the North Korean regime; and 

(7) calls on all members of the United Na- 
tions Security Council to take immediate 
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action to pass additional and meaningful 
new measures under Article 41 of the United 
Nations Charter, including— 

(A) stricter measures to eliminate excep- 
tions in current United Nation Security 
Council resolution sanctions; 

(B) further restrictions on imports and ex- 
ports of such sectoral commodities as coal, 
iron, and precious metals and the prohibition 
on fuel oil exports to North Korea; 

(C) elimination of access for entities in- 
volved in North Korea’s nuclear and ballistic 
missile programs to international financial 
markets and banking; 

(D) restrictions on the use of North Korean 
subcontractors in global supply chains, par- 
ticularly in the textile and apparel industry; 

(E) restrictions on the supply of aviation 
fuel and a ban on civilian aviation; 

(F) a ban on bulk cash transfers to and 
from North Korea; 

(G) prevention of the use of North Korean 
labor in third-country projects and agree- 
ments; and 

(H) a downgrading of North Korean diplo- 
matic representation. 


—— EEE 


SENATE RESOLUTION 565—DESIG- 
NATING THE WEEK BEGINNING 


SEPTEMBER 12, 2016, AS ‘“NA- 

TIONAL HISPANIC-SERVING IN- 

STITUTIONS WEEK” 

Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself, Mr. 
REID, Mr. CORNYN, Mr. BENNET, Mr. 
BOOKER, Mr. CASEY, Mr. Coons, Mr. 


DURBIN, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. HELLER, 
Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. NELSON, Mr. RUBIO, 
Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. UDALL, Ms. WARREN, 
Mr. HATCH, Mr. KAINE, and Mr. HEIN- 
RICH) submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and agreed 
to: 
S. RES. 565 

Whereas Hispanic-Serving Institutions are 
degree-granting institutions that have a full- 
time equivalent undergraduate enrollment of 
not less than 25 percent Hispanic students; 

Whereas Hispanic-Serving Institutions 
play an important role in educating many 
underprivileged students and helping those 
students attain their full potential through 
higher education; 

Whereas more than 400 Hispanic-Serving 
Institutions operate in the United States; 

Whereas Hispanic-Serving Institutions rep- 
resent just 13 percent of all non-profit insti- 
tutions of higher education, yet serve more 
than 63 percent of all Hispanic under- 
graduate students, enrolling more than 
1,750,000 Hispanic undergraduate students 
and more than 86,000 Hispanic graduate stu- 
dents in 2014; 

Whereas the number of ‘‘emerging His- 
panic-Serving Institutions’’, defined as insti- 
tutions that do not yet meet the threshold of 
25 percent Hispanic enrollment but serve a 
Hispanic student population of between 15 
and 24 percent, grew to more than 300 col- 
leges and universities in 2014; 

Whereas Hispanic-Serving Institutions are 
located in 18 States and Puerto Rico and 
emerging Hispanic-Serving Institutions are 
located in 33 States and Washington, DC; 

Whereas Hispanic-Serving Institutions are 
actively involved in stabilizing and improv- 
ing the communities in which the institu- 
tions are located; 

Whereas celebrating the vast contributions 
of Hispanic-Serving Institutions to the 
United States strengthens the culture of the 
United States; and 
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Whereas the achievements and goals of 
Hispanic-Serving Institutions deserve na- 
tional recognition: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) recognizes the achievements and goals 
of Hispanic-Serving Institutions across the 
United States; 

(2) designates the week beginning Sep- 
tember 12, 2016, as ‘‘National Hispanic-Serv- 
ing Institutions Week’’; and 

(3) calls on the people of the United States 
and interested groups to observe National 
Hispanic-Serving Institutions Week with ap- 
propriate ceremonies, activities, and pro- 
grams to demonstrate support for Hispanic- 
Serving Institutions. 


SENATE RESOLUTION  566—SUP- 
PORTING THE GOALS AND 
IDEALS OF NATIONAL DOMESTIC 
VIOLENCE AWARENESS MONTH, 
COMMENDING DOMESTIC VIO- 
LENCE VICTIM ADVOCATES, DO- 
MESTIC VIOLENCE VICTIM SERV- 
ICE PROVIDERS, CRISIS HOTLINE 
STAFF, AND FIRST RESPONDERS 
SERVING VICTIMS OF DOMESTIC 
VIOLENCE FOR THEIR COMPAS- 
SIONATE SUPPORT OF VICTIMS 
OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, AND 
EXPRESSING THE SENSE OF THE 
SENATE THAT CONGRESS 
SHOULD CONTINUE TO SUPPORT 
EFFORTS TO END DOMESTIC VIO- 
LENCE AND HOLD PERPETRA- 
TORS OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE 
ACCOUNTABLE 


Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself, Mr. 
LEAHY, Ms. AYOTTE, and Ms. KLO- 
BUCHAR) submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

S. RES. 566 


Whereas domestic violence victim advo- 
cates, domestic violence service providers, 
domestic violence first responders, and other 
individuals in the United States observe the 
month of October, 2016, as ‘National Domes- 
tic Violence Awareness Month” in order to 
increase awareness in the United States 
about the issue of domestic violence; 

Whereas it is estimated that each year ap- 
proximately 12,673,000 individuals in the 
United States are victims of intimate part- 
ner violence, including— 

(1) physical violence; 

(2) rape; or 

(3) stalking; 

Whereas more than 1 in 5 women in the 
United States and up to 1 in 7 men in the 
United States have experienced severe phys- 
ical violence by an intimate partner; 

Whereas, on average, 3 women are killed by 
a current or former intimate partner every 
day in the United States, according to the 
Bureau of Justice Statistics; 

Whereas personal safety and economic se- 
curity are often inextricably linked for vic- 
tims of domestic violence, according to the 
National Network to End Domestic Violence; 

Whereas 1 in 11 women and 1 in 21 men who 
have experienced sexual violence, physical 
violence, or stalking by an intimate partner 
missed work or school as a result of the 
abuse; 

Whereas the National Domestic Violence 
Counts Census found that during 1 day dur- 
ing September 2015, more than 71,828 victims 
of domestic violence received services, but 
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12,197 requests for services went unmet due 
to a lack of funding and resources; 

Whereas domestic violence affects women, 
men, and children of every age and back- 
ground, but women— 

(1) experience more domestic violence than 
men; and 

(2) are significantly more likely than men 
to be injured during an assault by an inti- 
mate partner; 

Whereas women aged 18 to 34 typically ex- 
perience the highest rates of intimate part- 
ner violence, according to the Bureau of Jus- 
tice Statistics; 

Whereas most female victims of intimate 
partner violence have been victimized by the 
same offender previously; 

Whereas domestic violence is cited as a 
significant factor in homelessness among 
families; 

Whereas research shows that households in 
which children are abused or neglected are 
likely to have a higher rate of intimate part- 
ner violence; 

Whereas millions of children are exposed 
to domestic violence each year; 

Whereas victims of domestic violence expe- 
rience immediate and long-term negative 
outcomes, including detrimental effects on 
mental and physical health; 

Whereas crisis hotlines serving domestic 
violence operate 24 hours per day, 365 days 
per year, and offer important— 

(1) crisis intervention; 

(2) support; 

(3) information; and 

(4) referrals for victims; 

Whereas staff and volunteers of domestic 
violence shelters and programs in the United 
States, in cooperation with 56 State and ter- 
ritorial coalitions against domestic violence, 
serve— 

(1) thousands of adults and children each 
day; and 

(2) at least 1,000,000 adults and children 
each year; 

Whereas law enforcement officers in the 
United States put their lives at risk each 
day by responding to incidents of domestic 
violence, which can be among the most vola- 
tile and deadly disturbance calls; 

Whereas Congress first demonstrated a sig- 
nificant commitment to supporting victims 
of domestic violence through the landmark 
enactment of the Family Violence Preven- 
tion and Services Act (42 U.S.C. 10401 et 
seq.); 

Whereas Congress has remained committed 
to protecting survivors of all forms of domes- 
tic violence and sexual abuse by making 
Federal funding available to support the ac- 
tivities that are authorized under— 

(1) the Family Violence Prevention and 
Services Act (42 U.S.C. 10401 et seq.); and 

(2) the Violence Against Women Act of 1994 
(42 U.S.C. 18925 et seq.); 

Whereas there is a need to continue to sup- 
port programs and activities aimed at do- 
mestic violence intervention and domestic 
violence prevention in the United States; 
and 

Whereas individuals and organizations that 
are dedicated to preventing and ending do- 
mestic violence should be recognized: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That— 

(1) the Senate supports the goals and ideals 
of ‘‘National Domestic Violence Awareness 
Month’’; and 

(2) it is the sense of the Senate that Con- 
gress should— 

(A) continue to raise awareness of domes- 
tic violence in the United States and the cor- 
responding devastating effects of domestic 
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violence on survivors, families, and commu- 
nities; and 

(B) pledge continued support for programs 
designed— 

(i) to assist survivors; 

(ii) to hold perpetrators accountable; and 

(iii) to bring an end to domestic violence. 


ES 


SENATE RESOLUTION 567—DESIG- 
NATING THE WEEK BEGINNING 
OCTOBER 16, 2016, AS “NATIONAL 
CHARACTER COUNTS WEEK” 


Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself, Ms. 
STABENOW, Mr. ENZI, Mr. DONNELLY, 
and Mr. COCHRAN) submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was consid- 
ered and agreed to: 

S. RES. 567 


Whereas the well-being of the United 
States requires that the young people of the 
United States become an involved, caring 
citizenry of good character; 

Whereas the character education of chil- 
dren has become more urgent, as violence by 
and against youth increasingly threatens the 
physical and psychological well-being of the 
people of the United States; 

Whereas, more than ever, children need 
strong and constructive guidance from their 
families and their communities, including 
schools, youth organizations, religious insti- 
tutions, and civic groups; 

Whereas the character of a nation is only 
as strong as the character of its individual 
citizens; 

Whereas the public good is advanced when 
young people are taught the importance of 
good character and the positive effects that 
good character can have in personal relation- 
ships, in school, and in the workplace; 

Whereas scholars and educators agree that 
people do not automatically develop good 
character and that, therefore, conscientious 
efforts must be made by institutions and in- 
dividuals that influence youth to help young 
people develop the essential traits and char- 
acteristics that comprise good character; 

Whereas, although character development 
is, first and foremost, an obligation of fami- 
lies, the efforts of faith communities, 
schools, and youth, civic, and human service 
organizations also play an important role in 
fostering and promoting good character; 

Whereas Congress encourages students, 
teachers, parents, youth, and community 
leaders to recognize the importance of char- 
acter education in preparing young people to 
play a role in determining the future of the 
United States; 

Whereas effective character education is 
based on core ethical values, which form the 
foundation of a democratic society; 

Whereas examples of character are trust- 
worthiness, respect, responsibility, fairness, 
caring, citizenship, and honesty; 

Whereas elements of character transcend 
cultural, religious, and socioeconomic dif- 
ferences; 

Whereas the character and conduct of 
youth reflect the character and conduct of 
society, and, therefore, every adult has the 
responsibility to teach and model ethical 
values and every social institution has the 
responsibility to promote the development of 
good character; 

Whereas Congress encourages individuals 
and organizations, especially those that have 
an interest in the education and training of 
the young people of the United States, to 
adopt the elements of character as intrinsic 
to the well-being of individuals, commu- 
nities, and society; 
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Whereas many schools in the United States 
recognize the need, and have taken steps, to 
integrate the values of their communities 
into teaching activities; and 

Whereas the establishment of ‘‘National 
Character Counts Week”, during which indi- 
viduals, families, schools, youth organiza- 
tions, religious institutions, civic groups, 
and other organizations focus on character 
education, is of great benefit to the United 
States: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) designates the week beginning October 
16, 2016, as ‘‘National Character Counts 
Week’’; and 

(2) calls upon the people of the United 
States and interested groups— 

(A) to embrace the elements of character 
identified by local schools and communities, 
such as trustworthiness, respect, responsi- 
bility, fairness, caring, and citizenship; and 

(B) to observe the week with appropriate 
ceremonies, programs, and activities. 


Se 


SENATE RESOLUTION 568—RECOG- 
NIZING THE INVALUABLE CON- 
TRIBUTIONS OF THE TOWING 
AND RECOVERY INDUSTRY IN 
THE UNITED STATES, THE 
INTERNATIONAL TOWING & RE- 
COVERY HALL OF FAME & MU- 
SEUM, TOWING ASSOCIATIONS 
AROUND THE WORLD, AND THE 
MEMBERS OF THOSE TOWING 
ASSOCIATIONS AND DESIG- 
NATING THE WEEK OF SEP- 
TEMBER 9 THROUGH 15, 2016, AS 
“NATIONAL TOWING INDUSTRY 
AWARENESS WEEK” 


Mr. CORKER (for himself, Mr. ALEX- 
ANDER, and Mr. COONS) submitted the 
following resolution; which was consid- 
ered and agreed to: 

S. RES. 568 


Whereas, in 1916, Ernest Holmes built the 
first twin boom wrecker in Chattanooga, 
Tennessee, for use in his own garage and 
later agreed to build and sell the units to 
others; 

Whereas the first production wreckers 
were known as ‘‘680’s’’ because they cost 
$680; 

Whereas, in service to the United States, 
the Ernest Holmes Company supplied the W- 
45 military wrecker for use during World War 
II; 

Whereas, in 1959, the Ernest Holmes Com- 
pany patented its first tow sling and car 
dolly; 

Whereas, in the early 1970’s, Gerald Holmes 
built the first hydraulic towing equipment, 
an advancement in the industry; 

Whereas, in 1995, the International Towing 
& Recovery Hall of Fame & Museum (re- 
ferred to in this preamble as the ‘“Museum’”’) 
was established in Chattanooga, Tennessee, 
the birthplace of the tow truck; 

Whereas, in 2003, the Museum, having out- 
grown its original home, moved to 3315 Broad 
Street in Chattanooga; 

Whereas, in 2006, the Museum officially 
dedicated the Wall of the Fallen, the first 
monument in the industry to honor towing 
operators killed in the line of service; 

Whereas, in the United States, there are 
more than 35,000 tow companies and hun- 
dreds of thousands of individuals employed 
in the towing industry, including tow truck 
operators, dispatchers, safety advisors, and 
owners; 
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Whereas more than 1 tow truck operator is 
killed every 6 days assisting motorists on 
the roadways of the United States; 

Whereas tow truck operators respond to 
nearly 15,000,000 accidents per year across 
the United States; 

Whereas tow truck operators are an indis- 
pensable part of keeping the United States 
moving by keeping the highways of the 
United States clear and open for travel; 

Whereas most highway crashes require as- 
sistance from tow truck operators; and 

Whereas the people of the United States 
have a duty to drive safely and be courteous 
toward fellow motorists on the roadways as 
the people of the United States work to- 
gether toward the common goal of reducing 
fatal accidents: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) recognizes the 100th anniversary of the 
tow truck; 

(2) designates the week of September 9 
through 15, 2016, as ‘‘National Towing Indus- 
try Awareness Week”, to be held in conjunc- 
tion with the International Towing & Recov- 
ery Hall of Fame & Museum Hall of Fame In- 
duction Ceremony and the Wall of the Fallen 
ceremony, each of which is held annually at 
the International Towing & Recovery Hall of 
Fame & Museum in Chattanooga, Tennessee; 
and 

(8) encourages the people of the United 
States— 

(A) to observe the move over and slow 
down laws in the United States; and 

(B) to join in the worthy observance of Na- 
tional Towing Industry Awareness Week. 


——— 


SENATE RESOLUTION 569—RECOG- 
NIZING NOVEMBER 26, 2016, AS 
“SMALL BUSINESS SATURDAY” 
AND SUPPORTING THE EFFORTS 
OF THE SMALL BUSINESS AD- 
MINISTRATION TO INCREASE 
AWARENESS OF THE VALUE OF 
LOCALLY OWNED SMALL BUSI- 
NESSES 


Mr. VITTER (for himself, Mrs. SHA- 
HEEN, Ms. AYOTTE, Ms. CANTWELL, Mr. 
BARRASSO, Mr. PETERS, Mr. PORTMAN, 
Mr. WARNER, Mr. SCOTT, Mr. DONNELLY, 
Mr. DAINES, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. BOOZMAN, 
Mr. TESTER, Mr. RISCH, Ms. HIRONO, 
Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. UDALL, Mrs. FISCHER, 
Ms. MIKULSKI, Ms. MURKOWSKI, Mr. 
KING, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. Coons, Ms. CoOL- 
LINS, Ms. HEITKAMP, Mr. KIRK, Mr. 
MANCHIN, Mr. CARDIN, Mrs. BOXER, Ms. 
KLOBUCHAR, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. BOOK- 
ER, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. MERKLEY, Mr. 
CASEY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. ENZI, and 
Mrs. ERNST) submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 


S. RES. 569 


Whereas there are 28,773,992 small busi- 
nesses in the United States; 

Whereas small businesses represent 99.7 
percent of all businesses with employees in 
the United States; 

Whereas small businesses employ more 
than 49 percent of the employees in the pri- 
vate sector in the United States; 

Whereas small businesses pay more than 42 
percent of the total payroll of the employees 
in the private sector in the United States; 

Whereas small businesses constitute 97.7 
percent of firms exporting goods; 


12887 


Whereas small businesses are responsible 
for more than 46 percent of private sector 
output; 

Whereas small businesses generated 63 per- 
cent of net new jobs created during the past 
20 years; 

Whereas 87 percent of consumers in the 
United States agree that the success of small 
businesses is critical to the overall economic 
health of the United States; 

Whereas 89 percent of consumers in the 
United States agree that small businesses 
contribute positively to local communities 
by supplying jobs and generating tax rev- 
enue; 

Whereas 93 percent of consumers in the 
United States agree that it is important to 
support the small businesses in their com- 
munities; and 

Whereas November 26, 2016, is an appro- 
priate day to recognize ‘Small Business Sat- 
urday’’: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate joins with the 
Small Business Administration in— 

(1) recognizing and encouraging the observ- 
ance of ‘‘Small Business Saturday” on No- 
vember 26, 2016; and 

(2) supporting efforts— 

(A) to encourage consumers to shop lo- 
cally; and 

(B) to increase awareness of the value of 
locally owned small businesses and the im- 
pact of locally owned small businesses on the 
economy of the United States. 


EE 


AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 


SA 5074. Mr. HOEVEN (for himself and Ms. 
HEITKAMP) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 4979 
proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE 
(for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 
2848, to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related resources, to 
authorize the Secretary of the Army to con- 
struct various projects for improvements to 
rivers and harbors of the United States, and 
for other purposes. 

SA 5075. Mr. ISAKSON (for himself and Mr. 
PERDUE) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 4979 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for 
himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 


supra. 
SA 5076. Mr. COCHRAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 


amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. McCon- 
NELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. 
BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, supra. 

SA 5077. Mr. TESTER (for himself and Mr. 
DAINES) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 4979 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for 
himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
supra. 

SA 5078. Mr. COONS (for himself and Mr. 
FLAKE) proposed an amendment to the bill 
H.R. 2494, to support global anti-poaching ef- 
forts, strengthen the capacity of partner 
countries to counter wildlife trafficking, des- 
ignate major wildlife trafficking countries, 
and for other purposes. 


EE 


TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 


SA 5074. Mr. HOEVEN (for himself 
and Ms. HEITKAMP) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
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to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; as follows: 


At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 
SEC. . BUREAU OF RECLAMATION DAKO- 
TAS AREA OFFICE PERMIT FEES FOR 
CABINS AND TRAILERS. 

During the period ending 5 years after the 
date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
of the Interior shall not increase the permit 
fee for a cabin or trailer on land in the State 
of North Dakota administered by the Dako- 
tas Area Office of the Bureau of Reclamation 
by more than 33 percent of the permit fee 
that was in effect on January 1, 2016. 

SEC. . USE OF TRAILER HOMES AT HEART 
BUTTE DAM AND RESERVOIR (LAKE 
TSCHIDA). 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) ADDITION.—The term ‘‘addition’’ means 
any enclosed structure added onto the struc- 
ture of a trailer home that increases the liv- 
ing area of the trailer home. 

(2) CAMPER OR RECREATIONAL VEHICLE.—The 
term ‘‘camper or recreational vehicle” in- 
cludes— 

(A) a camper, motorhome, trailer camper, 
bumper hitch camper, fifth wheel camper, or 
equivalent mobile shelter; and 

(B) a recreational vehicle. 

(3) IMMEDIATE FAMILY.—The term ‘‘imme- 
diate family” means a spouse, grandparent, 
parent, sibling, child, or grandchild. 

(4) PERMIT.—The term ‘‘permit’’ means a 
permit issued by the Secretary authorizing 
the use of a lot in a trailer area. 

(5) PERMIT YEAR.—The term “permit year” 
means the period beginning on April 1 of a 
calendar year and ending on March 31 of the 
following calendar year. 


(6) PERMITTEE.—The term ‘‘permittee’’ 
means a person holding a permit. 
(7) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 


means the Secretary of the Interior, acting 
through the Commissioner of Reclamation. 

(8) TRAILER AREA.—The term ‘‘trailer area’’ 
means any of the following areas at Heart 
Butte Dam and Reservoir (Lake Tschida) (as 
described in the document of the Bureau of 
Reclamation entitled ‘‘Heart Butte Res- 
ervoir Resource Management Plan” (March 
2008)): 

(A) Trailer Area 1 and 2, also known as 
Management Unit 034. 

(B) Southside Trailer Area, also known as 
Management Unit 014. 

(9) TRAILER HOME.—The term ‘‘trailer 
home” means a dwelling placed on a sup- 
porting frame that— 

(A) has or had a tow-hitch; and 

(B) is made mobile, or is capable of being 
made mobile, by an axle and wheels. 

(b) PERMIT RENEWAL AND PERMITTED USE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall use 
the same permit renewal process for trailer 
area permits as the Secretary uses for other 
permit renewals in other reservoirs in the 
State of North Dakota administered by the 
Dakotas Area Office of the Bureau of Rec- 
lamation. 

(2) TRAILER HOMES.—With respect to a 
trailer home, a permit for each permit year 
shall authorize the permittee— 

(A) to park the trailer home on the lot; 

(B) to use the trailer home on the lot; 

(C) to physically move the trailer home on 
and off the lot; and 
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(D) to leave on the lot any addition, deck, 
porch, entryway, step to the trailer home, 
propane tank, or storage shed. 

(3) CAMPERS OR RECREATIONAL VEHICLES.— 
With respect to a camper or recreational ve- 
hicle, a permit shall, for each permit year— 

(A) from April 1 to October 31, authorize 
the permittee— 

(i) to park the camper or recreational vehi- 
cle on the lot; 

(ii) to use the camper or recreational vehi- 
cle on the lot; and 

(iii) to move the camper or recreational ve- 
hicle on and off the lot; and 

(B) from November 1 to March 31, require a 
permittee to remove the camper or rec- 
reational vehicle from the lot. 

(c) REMOVAL.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may re- 
quire removal of a trailer home from a lot in 
a trailer area if the trailer home is flooded 
after the date of enactment of this Act. 

(2) REMOVAL AND NEW USE.—If the Sec- 
retary requires removal of a trailer home 
under paragraph (1), on request by the per- 
mittee, the Secretary shall authorize the 
permittee— 

(A) to replace the trailer home on the lot 
with a camper or recreational vehicle in ac- 
cordance with this section; or 

(B) to place a trailer home on the lot from 
April 1 to October 31. 

(d) TRANSFER OF PERMITS.— 

(1) TRANSFER OF TRAILER HOME TITLE.—If a 
permittee transfers title to a trailer home 
permitted on a lot in a trailer area, the Sec- 
retary shall issue a permit to the transferee, 
under the same terms as the permit applica- 
ble on the date of transfer, subject to the 
conditions described in paragraph (3). 

(2) TRANSFER OF CAMPER OR RECREATIONAL 
VEHICLE TITLE.—If a permittee who has a per- 
mit to use a camper or recreational vehicle 
on a lot in a trailer area transfers title to 
the interests of the permittee on or to the 
lot, the Secretary shall issue a permit to the 
transferee, subject to the conditions de- 
scribed in paragraph (8). 

(3) CONDITIONS.—A permit issued by the 
Secretary under paragraph (1) or (2) shall be 
subject to the following conditions: 

(A) A permit may not be held in the name 
of a corporation. 

(B) A permittee may not have an interest 
in, or control of, more than 1 seasonal trailer 
home site in the Great Plains Region of the 
Bureau of Reclamation, inclusive of sites lo- 
cated on tracts permitted to organized 
groups on Reclamation reservoirs. 

(C) Not more than 2 persons may be per- 
mittees under 1 permit, unless— 

(i) approved by the Secretary; or 

(ii) the additional persons are immediate 
family members of the permittees. 

(e) ANCHORING REQUIREMENTS FOR TRAILER 
HOMES.—The Secretary shall require compli- 
ance with appropriate anchoring require- 
ments for each trailer home (including addi- 
tions to the trailer home) and other objects 
on a lot in a trailer area, as determined by 
the Secretary, after consulting with permit- 
tees. 

(£) REPLACEMENT, REMOVAL, AND RETURN.— 

(1) REPLACEMENT.—Permittees may replace 
their trailer home with another trailer 
home. 

(2) REMOVAL AND RETURN.—Permittees 
may— 

(A) remove their trailer home; and 

(B) if the permittee removes their trailer 
home under subparagraph (A), return the 
trailer home to the lot of the permittee. 

(g) LIABILITY; TAKING.— 

(1) LIABILITY.—The United States shall not 
be liable for flood damage to the personal 
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property of a permittee or for damages aris- 
ing out of any act, omission, or occurrence 
relating to a lot to which a permit applies, 
other than for damages caused by an act or 
omission of the United States or an em- 
ployee, agent, or contractor of the United 
States before the date of enactment of this 
Act. 

(2) TAKING.—Any temporary flooding or 
flood damage to the personal property of a 
permittee shall not be a taking by the 
United States. 


SA 5075. Mr. ISAKSON (for himself 
and Mr. PERDUE) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in section 5001 (re- 
lating to deauthorizations), insert the fol- 
lowing: 

(__) NEW SAVANNAH BLUFF LOCK AND DAM, 
GEORGIA AND SOUTH CAROLINA.— 

(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 

(A) NEW SAVANNAH BLUFF LOCK AND DAM.— 
The term ‘‘New Savannah Bluff Lock and 
Dam” has the meaning given the term in 
section 348(1)(1) of the Water Resources De- 
velopment Act of 2000 (114 Stat. 2630) (as in 
effect on the day before the date of enact- 
ment of this Act). 

(B) PROJECT.—The term ‘‘Project’’? means 
the project for navigation, Savannah Harbor 
expansion, Georgia, authorized by section 
7002(1) of the Water Resources Reform and 
Development Act of 2014 (128 Stat. 1364). 

(2) DEAUTHORIZATION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Effective beginning on 
the date of enactment of this Act— 

(i) the New Savannah Bluff Lock and Dam 
is deauthorized; and 

(ii) notwithstanding section 348(1)(2)(B) of 
the Water Resources Development Act of 
2000 (114 Stat. 2630; 114 Stat. 2763A-228) (as in 
effect on the day before the date of enact- 
ment of this Act) or any other provision of 
law, the New Savannah Bluff Lock and Dam 
shall not be conveyed to the city of North 
Augusta and Aiken County, South Carolina, 
or any other non-Federal entity. 

(B) REPEAL.—Section 348 of the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 2000 (114 Stat. 
2630; 114 Stat. 2763A—228) is amended— 

(i) by striking subsection (J); and 

(ii) by redesignating subsections (m) and 
(n) as subsections (1) and (m), respectively. 

(3) PROJECT MODIFICATIONS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, the Project is modi- 
fied to include, as the Secretary determines 
to be necessary— 

(i)() repair of the lock wall of the New Sa- 
vannah Bluff Lock and Dam and modifica- 
tion of the structure such that the structure 
is able— 

(aa) to maintain the pool for navigation, 
water supply, and recreational activities, as 
in existence on the date of enactment of this 
Act; and 

(bb) to allow safe passage via a rock ramp 
over the structure to historic spawning 
grounds of Shortnose sturgeon, Atlantic 
sturgeon, and other migratory fish; or 

(II](aa) construction at an appropriate lo- 
cation across the Savannah River of a rock 
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weir that is able to maintain the pool for 
water supply and recreational activities, as 
in existence on the date of enactment of this 
Act; and 

(bb) removal of the New Savannah Bluff 
Lock and Dam on completion of construction 
of the weir; and 

(ii) conveyance by the Secretary to Au- 
gusta-Richmond County, Georgia, of the 
park and recreation area adjacent to the 
New Savannah Bluff Lock and Dam, without 
consideration. 

(B) OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE COSTS.— 
The Federal share of the costs of operation 
and maintenance of any Project feature con- 
structed pursuant to subparagraph (A) shall 
be 100 percent. 


SA 5076. Mr. COCHRAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; as follows: 

Strike section 6009 and insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. 6009. YAZOO BASIN, MISSISSIPPI. 

The authority of the Secretary to carry 
out the project for flood damage reduction, 
bank stabilization, and sediment and erosion 
control known as the ‘‘Yazoo Basin, Mis- 
sissippi, Mississippi Delta Headwater 
Project, MS’’, authorized by title I of Public 
Law 98-8 (97 Stat. 22), as amended, shall not 
be limited to watersheds referenced in re- 
ports accompanying appropriations bills for 
previous fiscal years. 


SA 5077. Mr. TESTER (for himself 
and Mr. DAINES) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for him- 
self and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S. 2848, 
to provide for the conservation and de- 
velopment of water and related re- 
sources, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to construct various projects 
for improvements to rivers and harbors 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; as follows: 

At the end, add the following: 

TITLE IX—BLACKFEET WATER RIGHTS 

SETTLEMENT ACT 
SEC. 9001. SHORT TITLE. 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Blackfeet 
Water Rights Settlement Act”. 

SEC. 9002. PURPOSES. 

The purposes of this title are— 

(1) to achieve a fair, equitable, and final 
settlement of claims to water rights in the 
State of Montana for— 

(A) the Blackfeet Tribe of the Blackfeet In- 
dian Reservation; and 

(B) the United States, for the benefit of the 
Tribe and allottees; 

(2) to authorize, ratify, and confirm the 
water rights compact entered into by the 
Tribe and the State, to the extent that the 
Compact is consistent with this title; 

(3) to authorize and direct the Secretary of 
the Interior— 

(A) to execute the Compact; and 
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(B) to take any other action necessary to 
carry out the Compact in accordance with 
this title; and 

(4) to authorize funds necessary for the im- 
plementation of the Compact and this title. 
SEC. 9003. DEFINITIONS. 

In this title: 

(1) ALLOTTEE.—The term ‘‘allottee’’ means 
any individual who holds a beneficial real 
property interest in an allotment of Indian 
land that is— 

(A) located within the Reservation; and 

(B) held in trust by the United States. 

(2) BIRCH CREEK AGREEMENT.—The term 
“Birch Creek Agreement” means— 

(A) the agreement between the Tribe and 
the State regarding Birch Creek water use 
dated January 31, 2008 (as amended on Feb- 
ruary 18, 2009); and 

(B) any amendment or exhibit (including 
exhibit amendments) to that agreement that 
is executed in accordance with this title. 

(3) BLACKFEET IRRIGATION PROJECT.—The 
term “Blackfeet Irrigation Project” means 
the irrigation project authorized by the mat- 
ter under the heading “MONTANA” of title 
II of the Act of March 1, 1907 (34 Stat. 1035, 
chapter 2285), and administered by the Bu- 
reau of Indian Affairs. 

(4) ComMPacT.—The 
means— 

(A) the Blackfeet-Montana water rights 
compact dated April 15, 2009, as contained in 
section 85-20-1501 of the Montana Code Anno- 
tated (2015); and 

(B) any amendment or exhibit (including 
exhibit amendments) to the Compact that is 
executed to make the Compact consistent 
with this title. 

(5) ENFORCEABILITY DATE.—The term ‘‘en- 
forceability date’’ means the date described 
in section 9020(f). 

(6) LAKE ELWELL.—The term ‘‘Lake Elwell’’ 
means the water impounded on the Marias 
River in the State by Tiber Dam, a feature of 
the Lower Marias Unit of the Pick-Sloan 
Missouri River Basin Program authorized by 
section 9 of the Act of December 22, 1944 
(commonly known as the ‘‘Flood Control Act 
of 1944’’) (58 Stat. 891, chapter 665). 

(7) MILK RIVER BASIN.—The term ‘‘Milk 
River Basin” means the North Fork, Middle 
Fork, South Fork, and main stem of the 
Milk River and tributaries, from the head- 
waters to the confluence with the Missouri 
River. 

(8) MILK RIVER PROJECT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘Milk River 
Project’? means the Bureau of Reclamation 
project conditionally approved by the Sec- 
retary on March 14, 1903, pursuant to the Act 
of June 17, 1902 (32 Stat. 388, chapter 1093), 
commencing at Lake Sherburne Reservoir 
and providing water to a point approxi- 
mately 6 miles east of Nashua, Montana. 

(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘“‘Milk River 
Project” includes— 

(i) the St. Mary Unit; 

(ii) the Fresno Dam and Reservoir; and 

(iii) the Dodson pumping unit. 

(9) MILK RIVER PROJECT WATER RIGHTS.— 
The term ‘‘Milk River Project water rights” 
means the water rights held by the Bureau of 
Reclamation on behalf of the Milk River 
Project, as finally adjudicated by the Mon- 
tana Water Court. 

(10) MILK RIVER WATER RIGHT.—The term 
“Milk River water right’’ means the portion 
of the Tribal water rights described in arti- 
cle III.F of the Compact and this title. 

(11) MISSOURI RIVER BASIN.—The term 
“Missouri River Basin’’ means the hydro- 
logic basin of the Missouri River (including 
tributaries). 
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(12) MR&I SYSTEM.—The term “MR&I Sys- 
tem” means the intake, treatment, pumping, 
storage, pipelines, appurtenant items, and 
any other feature of the system, as generally 
described in the document entitled ‘‘Black- 
feet Regional Water System”, prepared by 
DOWL HKM, and dated June 2010, and modi- 
fied by DOWL HKM, as set out in the adden- 
dum to the report dated March 2013. 

(13) OM&R.—The term “OM&R”” means— 

(A) any recurring or ongoing activity asso- 
ciated with the day-to-day operation of a 
project; 

(B) any activity relating to scheduled or 
unscheduled maintenance of a project; and 

(C) any activity relating to replacing a fea- 
ture of a project. 

(14) RESERVATION.. The term ‘‘Reserva- 
tion’? means the Blackfeet Indian Reserva- 
tion of Montana, as— 

(A) established by the Treaty of October 17, 
1855 (11 Stat. 657); and 

(B) modified by— 

(i) the Executive Order of July 5, 1873 (re- 
lating to the Blackfeet Reserve); 

Gi) the Act of April 15, 1874 (18 Stat. 28, 
chapter 96); 

(iii) the Executive order of August 19, 1874 
(relating to the Blackfeet Reserve); 

(iv) the Executive order of April 13, 1875 
(relating to the Blackfeet Reserve); 

(v) the Executive order of July 18, 1880 (re- 
lating to the Blackfeet Reserve); 

(vi) the Agreement with the Blackfeet, 
ratified by the Act of May 1, 1888 (25 Stat. 
118, chapter 213); and 

(vii) the Agreement with the Blackfeet, 
ratified by the Act of June 10, 1896 (29 Stat. 
353, chapter 398). 

(15) ST. MARY RIVER WATER RIGHT.—The 
term “St. Mary River water right’? means 
that portion of the Tribal water rights de- 
scribed in article III.G.1.a.i. of the Compact 
and this title. 

(16) ST. MARY UNIT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term “St. Mary 
Unit” means the St. Mary Storage Unit of 
the Milk River Project authorized by Con- 
gress on March 25, 1905. 

(B) INCLUSIONS.—The 
Unit” includes— 

(i) Sherburne Dam and Reservoir; 

(ii) Swift Current Creek Dike; 

(iii) Lower St. Mary Lake; 

(iv) St. Mary Canal Diversion Dam; and 

(v) St. Mary Canal and appurtenances. 

(17) SECRETARY.—The term “Secretary” 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

(18) STATE.—The term “State” means the 
State of Montana. 

(19) SWIFTCURRENT CREEK BANK STABILIZA- 
TION PROJECT.—The term ‘“Swiftcurrent 
Creek Bank Stabilization Project’? means 
the project to mitigate the physical and en- 
vironmental problems associated with the 
St. Mary Unit from Sherburne Dam to the 
St. Mary River, as described in the report en- 
titled ‘‘Boulder/Swiftcurrent Creek Sta- 
bilization Project, Phase II Investigations 
Report’’, prepared by DOWL HKM, and dated 
March 2012. 

(20) TRIBAL WATER RIGHTS.—The term 
“Tribal water rights? means the water 
rights of the Tribe described in article III of 
the Compact and this title, including— 

(A) the Lake Elwell allocation provided to 
the Tribe under section 9009; and 

(B) the instream flow water rights de- 
scribed in section 9019. 

(21) TRIBE.—The term “Tribe” means the 
Blackfeet Tribe of the Blackfeet Indian Res- 
ervation of Montana. 

SEC. 9004. RATIFICATION OF COMPACT. 

(a) RATIFICATION.— 
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(1) IN GENERAL.—As modified by this title, 
the Compact is authorized, ratified, and con- 
firmed. 

(2) AMENDMENTS.—Any amendment to the 
Compact is authorized, ratified, and con- 
firmed, to the extent that such amendment 
is executed to make the Compact consistent 
with this title. 

(b) EXECUTION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—To the extent that the 
Compact does not conflict with this title, the 
Secretary shall execute the Compact, includ- 
ing all exhibits to, or parts of, the Compact 
requiring the signature of the Secretary. 

(2) MODIFICATIONS.—Nothing in this title 
precludes the Secretary from approving any 
modification to an appendix or exhibit to the 
Compact that is consistent with this title, to 
the extent that the modification does not 
otherwise require congressional approval 
under section 2116 of the Revised Statutes (25 
U.S.C. 177) or any other applicable provision 
of Federal law. 

(c) ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—In implementing the Com- 
pact and this title, the Secretary shall com- 
ply with all applicable provisions of— 

(A) the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16 
U.S.C. 1531 et seq.); 

(B) the National Environmental Policy Act 
of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4821 et seq.); and 

(C) all other applicable environmental laws 
and regulations. 

(2) EFFECT OF EXECUTION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The execution of the 
Compact by the Secretary under this section 
shall not constitute a major Federal action 
for purposes of the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.). 

(B) COMPLIANCE.—The Secretary shall 
carry out all Federal compliance activities 
necessary to implement the Compact and 
this title. 

SEC. 9005. MILK RIVER WATER RIGHT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—With respect to the Milk 
River water right, the Tribe— 

(1) may continue the historical uses and 
the uses in existence on the date of enact- 
ment of this title; and 

(2) except as provided in article III.F.1.d of 
the Compact, shall not develop new uses 
until the date on which— 

(A) the Tribe has entered into the agree- 
ment described in subsection (c); or 

(B) the Secretary has established the terms 
and conditions described in subsection (e). 

(b) WATER RIGHTS ARISING UNDER STATE 
LAW.—With respect to any water rights aris- 
ing under State law in the Milk River Basin 
owned or acquired by the Tribe, the Tribe— 

(1) may continue any use in existence on 
the date of enactment of this title; and 

(2) shall not change any use until the date 
on which— 

(A) the Tribe has entered into the agree- 
ment described in subsection (c); or 

(B) the Secretary has established the terms 
and conditions described in subsection (e). 

(c) TRIBAL AGREEMENT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—In consultation with the 
Commissioner of Reclamation and the Direc- 
tor of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, the Tribe 
and the Fort Belknap Indian Community 
shall enter into an agreement to provide for 
the exercise of their respective water rights 
on the respective reservations of the Tribe 
and the Fort Belknap Indian Community in 
the Milk River. 

(2) CONSIDERATIONS.—The agreement en- 
tered into under paragraph (1) shall take 
into consideration— 

(A) the equal priority dates of the 2 Indian 
tribes; 

(B) the water supplies of the Milk River; 
and 
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(C) historical, current, and future uses 
identified by each Indian tribe. 

(d) SECRETARIAL DETERMINATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 120 days 
after the date on which the agreement de- 
scribed in subsection (c) is submitted to the 
Secretary, the Secretary shall review and ap- 
prove or disapprove the agreement. 

(2) APPROVAL.—The Secretary shall ap- 
prove the agreement if the Secretary finds 
that the agreement— 

(A) equitably accommodates the interests 
of each Indian tribe in the Milk River; 

(B) adequately considers the factors de- 
scribed in subsection (c)(2); and 

(C) is otherwise in accordance with appli- 
cable law. 

(3) DEADLINE EXTENSION.—The deadline to 
review the agreement described in paragraph 
(1) may be extended by the Secretary after 
consultation with the Tribe and the Fort 
Belknap Indian Community. 

(e) SECRETARIAL DECISION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—If the Tribe and the Fort 
Belknap Indian Community do not, by 3 
years after the Secretary certifies under sec- 
tion 9020(f)(5) that the Tribal membership 
has approved the Compact and this title, 
enter into an agreement approved under sub- 
section (d)(2), the Secretary, in the Sec- 
retary’s sole discretion, shall establish, after 
consultation with the Tribe and the Fort 
Belknap Indian Community, terms and con- 
ditions that reflect the considerations de- 
scribed in subsection (c)(2) by which the re- 
spective water rights of the Tribe and the 
Fort Belknap Indian Community in the Milk 
River may be exercised. 

(2) CONSIDERATION AS FINAL AGENCY AC- 
TION.—The establishment by the Secretary of 
terms and conditions under paragraph (1) 
shall be considered to be a final agency ac- 
tion for purposes of review under chapter 7 of 
title 5, United States Code. 

(3) JUDICIAL REVIEW.—An action for judi- 
cial review pursuant to this section shall be 
brought by not later than the date that is 1 
year after the date of notification of the es- 
tablishment of the terms and conditions 
under this subsection. 

(4) INCORPORATION INTO DECREES.—The 
agreement under subsection (c), or the deci- 
sion of the Secretary under this subsection, 
shall be filed with the Montana Water Court, 
or the district court with jurisdiction, for in- 
corporation into the final decrees of the 
Tribe and the Fort Belknap Indian Commu- 
nity. 

(5) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The agreement under 
subsection (c) and a decision of the Secretary 
under this subsection— 

(A) shall be effective immediately; and 

(B) may not be modified absent— 

(i) the approval of the Secretary; and 

(ii) the consent of the Tribe and the Fort 
Belknap Indian Community. 

(f) USE OF FUNDS.—The Secretary shall dis- 
tribute equally the funds made available 
under section 9018(a)(2)(C)(ii) to the Tribe 
and the Fort Belknap Indian Community to 
use to reach an agreement under this sec- 
tion, including for technical analyses and 
legal and other related efforts. 

SEC. 9006. WATER DELIVERY THROUGH MILK 
RIVER PROJECT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the avail- 
ability of appropriations, the Secretary, act- 
ing through the Commissioner of Reclama- 
tion, shall carry out the activities author- 
ized under this section with respect to the 
St. Mary River water right. 

(b) TREATMENT.—Notwithstanding article 
IV.D.4 of the Compact, any responsibility of 
the United States with respect to the St. 
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Mary River water right shall be limited to, 
and fulfilled pursuant to— 

(1) subsection (c) of this section; and 

(2) subsection (b)(3) of section 9016 and sub- 
section (a)(1)(C) of section 9018. 

(c) WATER DELIVERY CONTRACT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the enforceability date, the Secretary 
shall enter into a water delivery contract 
with the Tribe for the delivery of not greater 
than 5,000 acre-feet per year of the St. Mary 
River water right through Milk River 
Project facilities to the Tribe or another en- 
tity specified by the Tribe. 

(2) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The contract 
under paragraph (1) shall establish the terms 
and conditions for the water deliveries de- 
scribed in paragraph (1) in accordance with 
the Compact and this title. 

(3) REQUIREMENTS.—The water delivery 
contract under paragraph (1) shall include 
provisions requiring that— 

(A) the contract shall be without limit as 
to term; 

(B) the Tribe, and not the United States, 
shall collect, and shall be entitled to, all 
consideration due to the Tribe under any 
lease, contract, or agreement entered into by 
the Tribe pursuant to subsection (f); 

(C) the United States shall have no obliga- 
tion to monitor, administer, or account for— 

(i) any funds received by the Tribe as con- 
sideration under any lease, contract, or 
agreement entered into by the Tribe pursu- 
ant to subsection (f); or 

(ii) the expenditure of such funds; 

(D) if water deliveries under the contract 
are interrupted for an extended period of 
time because of damage to, or a reduction in 
the capacity of, St. Mary Unit facilities, the 
rights of the Tribe shall be treated in the 
same manner as the rights of other contrac- 
tors receiving water deliveries through the 
Milk River Project with respect to the water 
delivered under this section; 

(E) deliveries of water under this section 
shall be— 

(i) limited to not greater than 5,000 acre- 
feet of water in any 1 year; 

(ii) consistent with operations of the Milk 
River Project and without additional costs 
to the Bureau of Reclamation, including op- 
eration, maintenance, and replacement 
costs; and 

(iii) without additional cost to the Milk 
River Project water users; and 

(F) the Tribe shall be required to pay 
OM@&R for water delivered under this section. 

(d) SHORTAGE SHARING OR REDUCTION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The 5,000 acre-feet per 
year of water delivered under paragraph 
(3)(E)(i) of subsection (c) shall not be subject 
to shortage sharing or reduction, except as 
provided in paragraph (8)(D) of that sub- 
section. 

(2) NO INJURY TO MILK RIVER PROJECT WATER 
USERS.—Notwithstanding article IV.D.4 of 
the Compact, any reduction in the Milk 
River Project water supply caused by the de- 
livery of water under subsection (c) shall not 
constitute injury to Milk River Project 
water users. 

(e) SUBSEQUENT CONTRACTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—As part of the studies au- 
thorized by section 9007(c)(1), the Secretary, 
acting through the Commissioner of Rec- 
lamation, and in cooperation with the Tribe, 
shall identify alternatives to provide to the 
Tribe water from the St. Mary River water 
right in quantities greater than the 5,000 
acre-feet per year of water described in sub- 
section (c)(3)(E)(i). 

(2) CONTRACT FOR WATER DELIVERY.—If the 
Secretary determines under paragraph (1) 
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that more than 5,000 acre-feet per year of the 
St. Mary River water right can be delivered 
to the Tribe, the Secretary shall offer to 
enter into 1 or more contracts with the Tribe 
for the delivery of that water, subject to the 
requirements of subsection (c)(3), except sub- 
section (c)(3)(E)(i), and this subsection. 

(3) TREATMENT.—Any delivery of water 
under this subsection shall be subject to re- 
duction in the same manner as for Milk 
River Project contract holders. 

(f) SUBCONTRACTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Tribe may enter into 
any subcontract for the delivery of water 
under this section to a third party, in ac- 
cordance with section 9015(e). 

(2) COMPLIANCE WITH OTHER LAW.—AII sub- 
contracts described in paragraph (1) shall 
comply with— 

(A) this title; 

(B) the Compact; 

(C) the tribal water code; and 

(D) other applicable law. 

(8) NO LIABILITY.—The Secretary shall not 
be liable to any party, including the Tribe, 
for any term of, or any loss or other det- 
riment resulting from, a lease, contract, or 
other agreement entered into pursuant to 
this subsection. 

(€) EFFECT OF PROVISIONS.—Nothing in this 
section— 

(1) precludes the Tribe from taking the 
water described in subsection (c)(3)(E)(i), or 
any additional water provided under sub- 
section (e), from the direct flow of the St. 
Mary River; or 

(2) modifies the quantity of the Tribal 
water rights described in article III.G.1 of 
the Compact. 

(h) OTHER RIGHTS.—Notwithstanding the 
requirements of article III.G.1.d of the Com- 
pact, after satisfaction of all water rights 
under State law for use of St. Mary River 
water, including the Milk River Project 
water rights, the Tribe shall have the right 
to the remaining portion of the share of the 
United States in the St. Mary River under 
the International Boundary Waters Treaty of 
1909 (36 Stat. 2448) for any tribally authorized 
use or need consistent with this title. 

SEC. 9007. BUREAU OF RECLAMATION ACTIVITIES 
TO IMPROVE WATER MANAGEMENT. 

(a) MILK RIVER PROJECT PURPOSES.—The 
purposes of the Milk River Project shall in- 
clude— 

(1) irrigation; 

(2) flood control; 

(3) the protection of fish and wildlife; 

(4) recreation; 

(5) the provision of municipal, rural, and 
industrial water supply; and 

(6) hydroelectric power generation. 

(b) USE OF MILK RIVER PROJECT FACILITIES 
FOR THE BENEFIT OF TRIBE.—The use of Milk 
River Project facilities to transport water 
for the Tribe pursuant to subsections (c) and 
(e) of section 9006, together with any use by 
the Tribe of that water in accordance with 
this title— 

(1) shall be considered to be an authorized 
purpose of the Milk River Project; and 

(2) shall not change the priority date of 
any Tribal water rights. 

(c) ST. MARY RIVER STUDIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the avail- 
ability of appropriations, the Secretary, in 
cooperation with the Tribe and the State, 
shall conduct— 

(A) an appraisal study— 

(i) to develop a plan for the management 
and development of water supplies in the St. 
Mary River Basin and Milk River Basin, in- 
cluding the St. Mary River and Milk River 
water supplies for the Tribe and the Milk 
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River water supplies for the Fort Belknap In- 
dian Community; and 

(ii) to identify alternatives to develop ad- 
ditional water of the St. Mary River for the 
Tribe; and 

(B) a feasibility study— 

(i) using the information resulting from 
the appraisal study conducted under para- 
graph (1) and such other information as is 
relevant, to evaluate the feasibility of— 

(I) alternatives for the rehabilitation of 
the St. Mary Diversion Dam and Canal; and 

(II) increased storage in Fresno Dam and 
Reservoir; and 

(ii) to create a cost allocation study that is 
based on the authorized purposes described 
in subsections (a) and (b). 

(2) COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT.—On request 
of the Tribe, the Secretary shall enter into a 
cooperative agreement with the Tribe with 
respect to the portion of the appraisal study 
described in paragraph (1)(A). 

(3) COSTS NONREIMBURSABLE.—The cost of 
the studies under this subsection shall not 
be— 

(A) considered to be a cost of the Milk 
River Project; or 

(B) reimbursable in accordance with the 
reclamation laws. 

(d) SWIFTCURRENT CREEK BANK STABILIZA- 
TION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the avail- 
ability of appropriations, the Secretary, act- 
ing through the Commissioner of Reclama- 
tion, shall carry out appropriate activities 
concerning the Swiftcurrent Creek Bank 
Stabilization Project, including— 

(A) a review of the final project design; and 

(B) value engineering analyses. 

(2) MODIFICATION OF FINAL DESIGN.—Prior 
to beginning construction activities for the 
Swiftcurrent Creek Bank Stabilization 
Project, on the basis of the review conducted 
under paragraph (1), the Secretary shall ne- 
gotiate with the Tribe appropriate changes, 
if any, to the final design— 

(A) to ensure compliance with applicable 
industry standards; 

(B) to improve the cost-effectiveness of the 
Swiftcurrent Creek Bank Stabilization 
Project; and 

(C) to ensure that the Swiftcurrent Creek 
Bank Stabilization Project may be con- 
structed using only the amounts made avail- 
able under section 9018. 

(3) APPLICABILITY OF ISDEAA.—At the re- 
quest of the Tribe, and in accordance with 
the Indian Self-Determination and Edu- 
cation Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 5301 et seq.), 
the Secretary shall enter into 1 or more 
agreements with the Tribe to carry out the 
Swiftcurrent Bank Stabilization Project. 

(e) ADMINISTRATION.—The Commissioner of 
Reclamation and the Tribe shall negotiate 
the cost of any oversight activity carried out 
by the Bureau of Reclamation under any 
agreement entered into under this section, 
subject to the condition that the total cost 
for the oversight shall not exceed 4 percent 
of the total costs incurred under this sec- 
tion. 

(f) MILK RIVER PROJECT RIGHTS-OF-WAY 
AND EASEMENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraphs (2) 
and (3), the Tribe shall grant the United 
States a right-of-way on Reservation land 
owned by the Tribe for all uses by the Milk 
River Project (permissive or otherwise) in 
existence as of December 31, 2015, including 
all facilities, flowage easements, and access 
easements necessary for the operation and 
maintenance of the Milk River Project. 

(2) AGREEMENT REGARDING EXISTING USES.— 
The Tribe and the Secretary shall enter into 
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an agreement for a process to determine the 
location, nature, and extent of the existing 
uses referenced in this subsection. The agree- 
ment shall require that— 

(A) a panel of 3 individuals determine the 
location, nature, and extent of existing uses 
necessary for the operation and maintenance 
of the Milk River Project (the ‘‘Panel Deter- 
mination’’), with the Tribe appointing 1 rep- 
resentative of the Tribe, the Secretary ap- 
pointing 1 representative of the Secretary, 
and those 2 representatives jointly appoint- 
ing a third individual; 

(B) if the Panel Determination is unani- 
mous, the Tribe grant a right-of-way to the 
United States for the existing uses identified 
in the Panel Determination in accordance 
with applicable law without additional com- 
pensation; 

(C) if the Panel Determination is not unan- 
imous— 

(i) the Secretary adopt the Panel Deter- 
mination with any amendments the Sec- 
retary reasonably determines necessary to 
correct any clear error (the ‘‘Interior Deter- 
mination’’), provided that if any portion of 
the Panel Determination is unanimous, the 
Secretary will not amend that portion; and 

(ii) the Tribe grant a right-of-way to the 
United States for the existing uses identified 
in the Interior Determination in accordance 
with applicable law without additional com- 
pensation, with the agreement providing for 
the timing of the grant to take into consid- 
eration the possibility of review under para- 
graph (5). 

(3) EFFECT.—Determinations made under 
this subsection— 

(A) do not address title as between the 
United States and the Tribe; and 

(B) do not apply to any new use of Reserva- 
tion land by the United States for the Milk 
River Project after December 31, 2015. 

(4) INTERIOR DETERMINATION AS FINAL AGEN- 
CY ACTION.—Any determination by the Sec- 
retary under paragraph (2)(C) shall be consid- 
ered to be a final agency action for purposes 
of review under chapter 7 of title 5, United 
States Code. 

(5) JUDICIAL REVIEW.—An action for judi- 
cial review pursuant to this section shall be 
brought by not later than the date that is 1 
year after the date of notification of the In- 
terior Determination. 

(g) FUNDING.—The total amount of obliga- 
tions incurred by the Secretary shall not ex- 
ceed— 

(1) $3,800,000 to carry out subsection (c); 

(2) $20,700,000 to carry out subsection (d); 
and 

(3) $3,100,000 to carry out subsection (f). 
SEC. 9008. ST. MARY CANAL HYDROELECTRIC 

POWER GENERATION. 

(a) BUREAU OF RECLAMATION JURISDIC- 
TION.—Effective beginning on the date of en- 
actment of this title, the Commissioner of 
Reclamation shall have exclusive jurisdic- 
tion to authorize the development of hydro- 
power on the St. Mary Unit. 

(b) RIGHTS OF TRIBE.— 

(1) EXCLUSIVE RIGHT OF TRIBE.—Subject to 
paragraph (2) and notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, the Tribe shall have the ex- 
clusive right to develop and market hydro- 
electric power of the St. Mary Unit. 

(2) LIMITATIONS.—The exclusive right de- 
scribed in paragraph (1)— 

(A) shall expire on the date that is 15 years 
after the date of enactment of an Act appro- 
priating funds for rehabilitation of the St. 
Mary Unit; but 

(B) may be extended by the Secretary at 
the request of the Tribe. 

(3) OM&R cosTs.—Effective beginning on 
the date that is 10 years after the date on 
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which the Tribe begins marketing hydro- 
electric power generated from the St. Mary 
Unit to any third party, the Tribe shall 
make annual payments for operation, main- 
tenance, and replacement costs attributable 
to the direct use of any facilities by the 
Tribe for hydroelectric power generation, in 
amounts determined in accordance with the 
guidelines and methods of the Bureau of Rec- 
lamation for assessing operation, mainte- 
nance, and replacement charges. 

(c) BUREAU OF RECLAMATION COOPERA- 
TION.—The Commissioner of Reclamation 
shall cooperate with the Tribe in the devel- 
opment of any hydroelectric power genera- 
tion project under this section. 

(d) AGREEMENT.—Before construction of a 
hydroelectric power generation project 
under this section, the Tribe shall enter into 
an agreement with the Commissioner of Rec- 
lamation that includes provisions— 

(1) requiring that— 

(A) the design, construction, and operation 
of the project shall be consistent with the 
Bureau of Reclamation guidelines and meth- 
ods for hydroelectric power development at 
Bureau facilities, as appropriate; and 

(B) the hydroelectric power generation 
project will not impair the efficiencies of the 
Milk River Project for authorized purposes; 

(2) regarding construction and operating 
criteria and emergency procedures; and 

(3) under which any modification proposed 
by the Tribe to a facility owned by the Bu- 
reau of Reclamation shall be subject to re- 
view and approval by the Secretary, acting 
through the Commissioner of Reclamation. 

(e) USE OF HYDROELECTRIC POWER BY 
TRIBE.—Any hydroelectric power generated 
in accordance with this section shall be used 
or marketed by the Tribe. 

(f) REVENUES.—The Tribe shall collect and 
retain any revenues from the sale of hydro- 
electric power generated by a project under 
this section. 

(g) LIABILITY OF UNITED STATES.—The 
United States shall have no obligation to 
monitor, administer, or account for— 

(1) any revenues received by the Tribe 
under this section; or 

(2) the expenditure of those revenues. 

(h) PREFERENCE.—During any period for 
which the exclusive right of the Tribe de- 
scribed in subsection (b)(1) is not in effect, 
the Tribe shall have a preference to develop 
hydropower on the St. Mary Unit facilities, 
in accordance with Bureau of Reclamation 
guidelines and methods for hydroelectric 
power development at Bureau facilities. 

SEC. 9009. STORAGE ALLOCATION FROM LAKE 
ELWELL. 

(a)(1) STORAGE ALLOCATION TO TRIBE.—The 
Secretary shall allocate to the Tribe 45,000 
acre-feet per year of water stored in Lake 
Elwell for use by the Tribe for any beneficial 
purpose on or off the Reservation, under a 
water right held by the United States and 
managed by the Bureau of Reclamation, as 
measured at the outlet works of Tiber Dam 
or through direct pumping from Lake Elwell. 

(2) REDUCTION.—Up to 10,000 acre-feet per 
year of water allocated to the Tribe pursuant 
to paragraph (1) will be subject to an acre- 
foot for acre-foot reduction if depletions 
from the Tribal water rights above Lake 
Elwell exceed 88,000 acre-feet per year of 
water because of New Development (as de- 
fined in article II.37 of the Compact). 

(b) TREATMENT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The allocation to the 
Tribe under subsection (a) shall be consid- 
ered to be part of the Tribal water rights. 

(2) PRIORITY DATE.—The priority date of 
the allocation to the Tribe under subsection 
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(a) shall be the priority date of the Lake 
Elwell water right held by the Bureau of 
Reclamation. 

(3) ADMINISTRATION.—The Tribe shall ad- 
minister the water allocated under sub- 
section (a) in accordance with the Compact 
and this title. 

(c) ALLOCATION AGREEMENT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—As a condition of receiv- 
ing an allocation under this section, the 
Tribe shall enter into an agreement with the 
Secretary to establish the terms and condi- 
tions of the allocation, in accordance with 
the Compact and this title. 

(2) INCLUSIONS.—The agreement under 
paragraph (1) shall include provisions estab- 
lishing that— 

(A) the agreement shall be without limit as 
to term; 

(B) the Tribe, and not the United States, 
shall be entitled to all consideration due to 
the Tribe under any lease, contract, or 
agreement entered into by the Tribe pursu- 
ant to subsection (d); 

(C) the United States shall have no obliga- 
tion to monitor, administer, or account for— 

(i) any funds received by the Tribe as con- 
sideration under any lease, contract, or 
agreement entered into by the Tribe pursu- 
ant to subsection (d); or 

(ii) the expenditure of those funds; 

(D) if the capacity or function of Lake 
Elwell facilities are significantly reduced, or 
are anticipated to be significantly reduced, 
for an extended period of time, the Tribe 
shall have the same rights as other storage 
contractors with respect to the allocation 
under this section; 

(E) the costs associated with the construc- 
tion of the storage facilities at Tiber Dam al- 
locable to the Tribe shall be nonreimburs- 
able; 

(F) no water service capital charge shall be 
due or payable for any water allocated to the 
Tribe pursuant to this section or the alloca- 
tion agreement, regardless of whether that 
water is delivered for use by the Tribe or 
under a lease, contract, or by agreement en- 
tered into by the Tribe pursuant to sub- 
section (d); 

(G) the Tribe shall not be required to make 
payments to the United States for any water 
allocated to the Tribe under this title or the 
allocation agreement, except for each acre- 
foot of stored water leased or transferred for 
industrial purposes as described in subpara- 
graph (H); 

(H) for each acre-foot of stored water 
leased or transferred by the Tribe for indus- 
trial purposes— 

(i) the Tribe shall pay annually to the 
United States an amount necessary to cover 
the proportional share of the annual oper- 
ation, maintenance, and replacement costs 
allocable to the quantity of water leased or 
transferred by the Tribe for industrial pur- 
poses; and 

(ii) the annual payments of the Tribe shall 
be reviewed and adjusted, as appropriate, to 
reflect the actual operation, maintenance, 
and replacement costs for Tiber Dam; and 

(I) the adjustment process identified in 
subsection (a)(2) will be based on specific 
enumerated provisions. 

(d) AGREEMENTS BY TRIBE.—The Tribe may 
use, lease, contract, exchange, or enter into 
other agreements for use of the water allo- 
cated to the Tribe under subsection (a), if— 

(1) the use of water that is the subject of 
such an agreement occurs within the Mis- 
souri River Basin; and 

(2) the agreement does not permanently al- 
ienate any portion of the water allocated to 
the Tribe under subsection (a). 
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(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The allocation under 
subsection (a) takes effect on the enforce- 
ability date. 

(£) NO CARRYOVER STORAGE.—The alloca- 
tion under subsection (a) shall not be in- 
creased by any year-to-year carryover stor- 
age. 

(g) DEVELOPMENT AND DELIVERY COSTS.— 
The United States shall not be required to 
pay the cost of developing or delivering any 
water allocated under this section. 

SEC. 9010. IRRIGATION ACTIVITIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the avail- 
ability of appropriations, the Secretary, act- 
ing through the Commissioner of Reclama- 
tion and in accordance with subsection (c), 
shall carry out the following actions relating 
to the Blackfeet Irrigation Project: 

(1) Deferred maintenance. 

(2) Dam safety improvements for Four 
Horns Dam. 

(3) Rehabilitation and enhancement of the 
Four Horns Feeder Canal, Dam, and Res- 
ervoir. 

(b) LEAD AGENCY.—The Bureau of Reclama- 
tion shall serve as the lead agency with re- 
spect to any activities carried out under this 
section. 

(c) SCOPE OF DEFERRED MAINTENANCE AC- 
TIVITIES AND FOUR HORNS DAM SAFETY IM- 
PROVEMENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the conditions 
described in paragraph (2), the scope of the 
deferred maintenance activities and Four 
Horns Dam safety improvements shall be as 
generally described in— 

(A) the document entitled ‘‘Engineering 
Evaluation and Condition Assessment, 
Blackfeet Irrigation Project’’, prepared by 
DOWL HKM, and dated August 2007; and 

(B) the provisions relating to Four Horns 
Rehabilitated Dam of the document entitled 
“Four Horns Dam Enlarged Appraisal Eval- 
uation Design Report”, prepared by DOWL 
HKM, and dated April 2007. 

(2) CONDITIONS.—The conditions referred to 
in paragraph (1) are that, before commencing 
construction activities, the Secretary shall— 

(A) review the design of the proposed reha- 
bilitation or improvement; 

(B) perform value engineering analyses; 

(C) perform appropriate Federal environ- 
mental compliance activities; and 

(D) ensure that the deferred maintenance 
activities and dam safety improvements may 
be constructed using only the amounts made 
available under section 9018. 

(d) SCOPE OF REHABILITATION AND ENHANCE- 
MENT OF FOUR HORNS FEEDER CANAL, DAM, 
AND RESERVOIR.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The scope of the rehabili- 
tation and improvements shall be as gen- 
erally described in the document entitled 
“Four Horns Feeder Canal Rehabilitation 
with Export’’, prepared by DOWL HKM, and 
dated April 2018, subject to the condition 
that, before commencing construction ac- 
tivities, the Secretary shall— 

(A) review the design of the proposed reha- 
bilitation or improvement; 

(B) perform value engineering analyses; 

(C) perform appropriate Federal environ- 
mental compliance activities; and 

(D) ensure that the rehabilitation and im- 
provements may be constructed using only 
the amounts made available under section 
9018. 

(2) INCLUSIONS.—The activities carried out 
by the Secretary under this subsection shall 
include— 

(A) the rehabilitation or improvement of 
the Four Horns feeder canal system to a ca- 
pacity of not fewer than 360 cubic feet per 
second; 
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(B) the rehabilitation or improvement of 
the outlet works of Four Horns Dam and 
Reservoir to deliver not less than 15,000 acre- 
feet of water per year, in accordance with 
subparagraph (C); and 

(C) construction of facilities to deliver not 
less than 15,000 acre-feet of water per year 
from Four Horns Dam and Reservoir, to a 
point on or near Birch Creek to be des- 
ignated by the Tribe and the State for deliv- 
ery of water to the water delivery system of 
the Pondera County Canal and Reservoir 
Company on Birch Creek, in accordance with 
the Birch Creek Agreement. 

(3) NEGOTIATION WITH TRIBE.—On the basis 
of the review described in paragraph (1)(A), 
the Secretary shall negotiate with the Tribe 
appropriate changes to the final design of 
any activity under this subsection to ensure 
that the final design meets applicable indus- 
try standards. 

(e) FUNDING.—The total amount of obliga- 
tions incurred by the Secretary in carrying 
out this section shall not exceed $54,900,000, 
of which— 

(1) $40,900,000 shall be allocated to carry 
out the activities described in subsection (c); 
and 

(2) $14,000,000 shall be allocated to carry 
out the activities described in subsection 
(d)(2). 

(£) NONREIMBURSABILITY OF Costs.—All 
costs incurred by the Secretary in carrying 
out this section shall be nonreimbursable. 

(g) NON-FEDERAL CONTRIBUTION.—No part 
of the project under subsection (d) shall be 
commenced until the State has made avail- 
able $20,000,000 to carry out the activities de- 
scribed in subsection (d)(2). 

(h) ADMINISTRATION.—The Commissioner of 
Reclamation and the Tribe shall negotiate 
the cost of any oversight activity carried out 
by the Bureau of Reclamation under any 
agreement entered into under subsection 
(m), subject to the condition that the total 
cost for the oversight shall not exceed 4 per- 
cent of the total project costs for each 
project. 

(i) PROJECT EFFICIENCIES.—If the total cost 
of planning, design, and construction activi- 
ties relating to the projects described in this 
section results in cost savings and is less 
than the amounts authorized to be obligated, 
the Secretary, at the request of the Tribe, 
may— 

(1) use those cost savings to carry out a 
project described in section 9007(d), 9011, 9012, 
or 9018; or 

(2) deposit those cost savings to the Black- 
feet OM&R Trust Account. 

(j) OWNERSHIP BY TRIBE OF BIRCH CREEK 
DELIVERY FACILITIES.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, the Secretary shall 
transfer to the Tribe, at no cost, title in and 
to the facilities constructed under sub- 
section (d)(2)(C). 

(k) OWNERSHIP, OPERATION, AND MAINTE- 
NANCE.—On transfer to the Tribe of title 
under subsection (j), the Tribe shall— 

(1) be responsible for OM&R in accordance 
with the Birch Creek Agreement; and 

(2) enter into an agreement with the Bu- 
reau of Indian Affairs regarding the oper- 
ation of the facilities described in that sub- 
section. 

(q) LIABILITY OF UNITED STATES.—The 
United States shall have no obligation or re- 
sponsibility with respect the facilities de- 
scribed in subsection (d)(2)(C). 

(m) APPLICABILITY OF ISDEAA.—At the re- 
quest of the Tribe, and in accordance with 
the Indian Self-Determination and Edu- 
cation Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 5301 et seq.), 
the Secretary shall enter into 1 or more 
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agreements with the Tribe to carry out this 
section. 

(n) EFFECT.—Nothing in this section— 

(1) alters any applicable law (including reg- 
ulations) under which the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs collects assessments or carries out 
Blackfeet Irrigation Project OM&R; or 

(2) impacts the availability of amounts 
made available under subsection (a)(1)(B) of 
section 9018. 

SEC. 9011. DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION OF MR&I 
SYSTEM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the avail- 
ability of appropriations, the Secretary, act- 
ing through the Commissioner of Reclama- 
tion, shall plan, design, and construct the 
water diversion and delivery features of the 
MR&I System in accordance with 1 or more 
agreements between the Secretary and the 
Tribe. 

(b) LEAD AGENCY.—The Bureau of Reclama- 
tion shall serve as the lead agency with re- 
spect to any activity to design and construct 
the water diversion and delivery features of 
the MR&I System. 

(c) SCOPE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The scope of the design 
and construction under this section shall be 
as generally described in the document enti- 
tled ‘‘Blackfeet Regional Water System”, 
prepared by DOWL HKM, dated June 2010, 
and modified by DOWL HKM in the adden- 
dum to the report dated March 2018, subject 
to the condition that, before commencing 
final design and construction activities, the 
Secretary shall— 

(A) review the design of the proposed reha- 
bilitation and construction; 

(B) perform value engineering analyses; 
and 

(C) perform appropriate Federal compli- 
ance activities. 

(2) NEGOTIATION WITH TRIBE.—On the basis 
of the review described in paragraph (1)(A), 
the Secretary shall negotiate with the Tribe 
appropriate changes, if any, to the final de- 
sign— 

(A) to ensure that the final design meets 
applicable industry standards; 

(B) to improve the cost-effectiveness of the 
delivery of MR&I System water; and 

(C) to ensure that the MR&I System may 
be constructed using only the amounts made 
available under section 9018. 

(d) NONREIMBURSABILITY OF CostTs.—AII1 
costs incurred by the Secretary in carrying 
out this section shall be nonreimbursable. 

(e) FUNDING.—The total amount of obliga- 
tions incurred by the Secretary in carrying 
out this section shall not exceed $76,200,000. 

(f) NON-FEDERAL CONTRIBUTION.— 

(1) CONSULTATION.—Before completion of 
the final design of the MR&I System re- 
quired by subsection (c), the Secretary shall 
consult with the Tribe, the State, and other 
affected non-Federal parties to discuss the 
possibility of receiving non-Federal con- 
tributions for the cost of the MR&I System. 

(2) NEGOTIATIONS.—If, based on the extent 
to which non-Federal parties are expected to 
use the MR&I System, a non-Federal con- 
tribution to the MR&I System is determined 
by the parties described in paragraph (1) to 
be appropriate, the Secretary shall initiate 
negotiations for an agreement regarding the 
means by which the contributions shall be 
provided. 

(g) OWNERSHIP BY TRIBE.—Title to the 
MR&I System and all facilities rehabilitated 
or constructed under this section shall be 
held by the Tribe. 

(h) ADMINISTRATION.—The Commissioner of 
Reclamation and the Tribe shall negotiate 
the cost of any oversight activity carried out 
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by the Bureau of Reclamation under any 
agreement entered into under this section, 
subject to the condition that the total cost 
for the oversight shall not exceed 4 percent 
of the total costs incurred under this sec- 
tion. 

(i) OM&R Costs.—The Federal Govern- 
ment shall have no obligation to pay for the 
operation, maintenance, or replacement 
costs for any facility rehabilitated or con- 
structed under this section. 

(j) PROJECT EFFICIENCIES.—If the total cost 
of planning, design, and construction activi- 
ties relating to the projects described in this 
section results in cost savings and is less 
than the amounts authorized to be obligated, 
the Secretary, at the request of the Tribe, 
may— 

(1) use those cost savings to carry out a 
project described in section 9007(d), 9010, 
9011(a), 9012, or 9013; or 

(2) deposit those cost savings to the Black- 
feet OM&R Trust Account. 

(k) APPLICABILITY OF ISDEAA.—At the re- 
quest of the Tribe, and in accordance with 
the Indian Self-Determination and Edu- 
cation Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 5301 et seq.), 
the Secretary shall enter into 1 or more 
agreements with the Tribe to carry out this 
section. 

SEC. 9012. DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION OF 
WATER STORAGE AND IRRIGATION 
FACILITIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the avail- 
ability of appropriations, the Secretary, act- 
ing through the Commissioner of Reclama- 
tion, shall plan, design, and construct 1 or 
more facilities to store water and support ir- 
rigation on the Reservation in accordance 
with 1 or more agreements between the Sec- 
retary and the Tribe. 

(b) LEAD AGENCY.—The Bureau of Reclama- 
tion shall serve as the lead agency with re- 
spect to any activity to design and construct 
the irrigation development and water stor- 
age facilities described in subsection (c). 

(c) SCOPE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The scope of the design 
and construction under this section shall be 
as generally described in the document enti- 
tled ‘‘Blackfeet Water Storage, Develop- 
ment, and Project Report’’, prepared by 
DOWL HKM, and dated March 18, 2013, as 
modified and agreed to by the Secretary and 
the Tribe, subject to the condition that, be- 
fore commencing final design and construc- 
tion activities, the Secretary shall— 

(A) review the design of the proposed con- 
struction; 

(B) perform value engineering analyses; 
and 

(C) perform appropriate Federal compli- 
ance activities. 

(2) MODIFICATION.—The Secretary may 
modify the scope of construction for the 
projects described in the document referred 
to in paragraph (1), if— 

(A) the modified project is— 

(i) similar in purpose to the proposed 
projects; and 

(ii) consistent with the purposes of this 
title; and 

(B) the Secretary has consulted with the 
Tribe regarding any modification. 

(3) NEGOTIATION WITH TRIBE.—On the basis 
of the review described in paragraph (1)(A), 
the Secretary shall negotiate with the Tribe 
appropriate changes, if any, to the final de- 
sign— 

(A) to ensure that the final design meets 
applicable industry standards; 

(B) to improve the cost-effectiveness of 
any construction; and 

(C) to ensure that the projects may be con- 
structed using only the amounts made avail- 
able under section 9018. 
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(d) NONREIMBURSABILITY OF CostTs.—All 
costs incurred by the Secretary in carrying 
out this section shall be nonreimbursable. 

(e) FUNDING.—The total amount of obliga- 
tions incurred by the Secretary in carrying 
out this section shall not exceed $87,300,000. 

(f) OWNERSHIP BY TRIBE.—Title to all facili- 
ties rehabilitated or constructed under this 
section shall be held by the Tribe, except 
that title to the Birch Creek Unit of the 
Blackfeet Indian Irrigation Project shall re- 
main with the Bureau of Indian Affairs. 

(g) ADMINISTRATION.—The Commissioner of 
Reclamation and the Tribe shall negotiate 
the cost of any oversight activity carried out 
by the Bureau of Reclamation under any 
agreement entered into under this section, 
subject to the condition that the total cost 
for the oversight shall not exceed 4 percent 
of the total costs incurred under this sec- 
tion. 

(h) OM&R CostTs.—The Federal Govern- 
ment shall have no obligation to pay for the 
operation, maintenance, or replacement 
costs for the facilities rehabilitated or con- 
structed under this section. 

(i) PROJECT EFFICIENCIES.—If the total cost 
of planning, design, and construction activi- 
ties relating to the projects described in this 
section results in cost savings and is less 
than the amounts authorized to be obligated, 
the Secretary, at the request of the Tribe, 
may— 

(1) use those cost savings to carry out a 
project described in section 9007(d), 9010, 9011, 
or 9013; or 

(2) deposit those cost savings to the Black- 
feet OM&R Trust Account. 

(j) APPLICABILITY OF ISDEAA.—At the re- 
quest of the Tribe, and in accordance with 
the Indian Self-Determination and Edu- 
cation Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 5301 et seq.), 
the Secretary shall enter into 1 or more 
agreements with the Tribe to carry out this 
section. 

SEC. 9013. BLACKFEET WATER, STORAGE, AND 
DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.— 

(1) ScoPpE.—The scope of the construction 
under this section shall be as generally de- 
scribed in the document entitled ‘‘Blackfeet 
Water Storage, Development, and Project 
Report’’, prepared by DOWL HKM, and dated 
March 18, 2013, as modified and agreed to by 
the Secretary and the Tribe. 

(2) MODIFICATION.—The Tribe may modify 
the scope of the projects described in the 
document referred to in paragraph (1) if— 

(A) the modified project is— 

(i) similar to the proposed project; and 

(ii) consistent with the purposes of this 
title; and 

(B) the modification is approved by the 
Secretary. 

(b) NONREIMBURSABILITY OF CostTs.—All 
costs incurred by the Secretary in carrying 
out this section shall be nonreimbursable. 

(c) FUNDING.—The total amount of obliga- 
tions incurred by the Secretary in carrying 
out this section shall not exceed $91,000,000. 

(d) OM&R Costs.—The Federal Govern- 
ment shall have no obligation to pay for the 
operation, maintenance, or replacement 
costs for the facilities rehabilitated or con- 
structed under this section. 

(e) OWNERSHIP BY TRIBE.—Title to any fa- 
cility constructed under this section shall be 
held by the Tribe. 

SEC. 9014. EASEMENTS AND RIGHTS-OF-WAY. 

(a) TRIBAL EASEMENTS AND RIGHTS-OF- 
Way.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—On request of the Sec- 
retary, the Tribe shall grant, at no cost to 
the United States, such easements and 
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rights-of-way over tribal land as are nec- 
essary for the construction of the projects 
authorized by sections 9010 and 9011. 

(2) JURISDICTION.—An easement or right-of- 
way granted by the Tribe pursuant to para- 
graph (1) shall not affect in any respect the 
civil or criminal jurisdiction of the Tribe 
over the easement or right-of-way. 

(b) LANDOWNER EASEMENTS AND RIGHTS-OF- 
Way.—In partial consideration for the con- 
struction activities authorized by section 
9011, and as a condition of receiving service 
from the MR&I System, a landowner shall 
grant, at no cost to the United States or the 
Tribe, such easements and rights-of-way over 
the land of the landowner as may be nec- 
essary for the construction of the MR&I Sys- 
tem. 

(c) LAND ACQUIRED BY UNITED STATES OR 
TRIBE.—Any land acquired within the bound- 
aries of the Reservation by the United States 
on behalf of the Tribe, or by the Tribe on be- 
half of the Tribe, in connection with achiev- 
ing the purposes of this title shall be held in 
trust by the United States for the benefit of 
the Tribe. 

SEC. 9015. TRIBAL WATER RIGHTS. 

(a) CONFIRMATION OF TRIBAL 
RIGHTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Tribal water rights 
are ratified, confirmed, and declared to be 
valid. 

(2) UsE.—Any use of the Tribal water 
rights shall be subject to the terms and con- 
ditions of the Compact and this title. 

(8) CONFLICT.—In the event of a conflict be- 
tween the Compact and this title, the provi- 
sions of this title shall control. 

(b) INTENT OF CONGRESS.—It is the intent of 
Congress to provide to each allottee benefits 
that are equivalent to, or exceed, the bene- 
fits the allottees possess on the day before 
the date of enactment of this title, taking 
into consideration— 

(1) the potential risks, cost, and time delay 
associated with litigation that would be re- 
solved by the Compact and this title; 

(2) the availability of funding under this 
title and from other sources; 

(8) the availability of water from the Trib- 
al water rights; and 

(4) the applicability of section 7 of the Act 
of February 8, 1887 (25 U.S.C. 381), and this 
title to protect the interests of allottees. 

(c) TRUST STATUS OF TRIBAL WATER 
RIGHTS.—The Tribal water rights— 

(1) shall be held in trust by the United 
States for the use and benefit of the Tribe 
and the allottees in accordance with this 
title; and 

(2) shall not be subject to forfeiture or 
abandonment. 

(d) ALLOTTEES.— 

(1) APPLICABILITY OF ACT OF FEBRUARY 8, 
1887.—The provisions of section 7 of the Act of 
February 8, 1887 (25 U.S.C. 381), relating to 
the use of water for irrigation purposes shall 
apply to the Tribal water rights. 

(2) ENTITLEMENT TO WATER.—Any entitle- 
ment to water of an allottee under Federal 
law shall be satisfied from the Tribal water 
rights. 

(3) ALLOCATIONS.—An allottee shall be enti- 
tled to a just and equitable allocation of 
water for irrigation purposes. 

(4) CLAIMS.— 

(A) EXHAUSTION OF REMEDIES.—Before as- 
serting any claim against the United States 
under section 7 of the Act of February 8, 1887 
(25 U.S.C. 381), or any other applicable law, 
an allottee shall exhaust remedies available 
under the tribal water code or other applica- 
ble tribal law. 

(B) ACTION FOR RELIEF.—After the exhaus- 
tion of all remedies available under the trib- 
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al water code or other applicable tribal law, 
an allottee may seek relief under section 7 of 
the Act of February 8, 1887 (25 U.S.C. 381), or 
other applicable law. 

(5) AUTHORITY OF SECRETARY.—The Sec- 
retary shall have the authority to protect 
the rights of allottees in accordance with 
this section. 

(e) AUTHORITY OF TRIBE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Tribe shall have the 
authority to allocate, distribute, and lease 
the Tribal water rights for any use on the 
Reservation in accordance with the Com- 
pact, this title, and applicable Federal law. 

(2) OFF-RESERVATION USE.—The Tribe may 
allocate, distribute, and lease the Tribal 
water rights for off-Reservation use in ac- 
cordance with the Compact, subject to the 
approval of the Secretary. 

(3) LAND LEASES BY ALLOTTEES.—Notwith- 
standing paragraph (1), an allottee may lease 
any interest in land held by the allottee, to- 
gether with any water right determined to 
be appurtenant to the interest in land, in ac- 
cordance with the tribal water code. 

(f) TRIBAL WATER CODE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding article 
IV.C.1 of the Compact, not later than 4 years 
after the date on which the Tribe ratifies the 
Compact in accordance with this title, the 
Tribe shall enact a tribal water code that 
provides for— 

(A) the management, regulation, and gov- 
ernance of all uses of the Tribal water rights 
in accordance with the Compact and this 
title; and 

(B) establishment by the Tribe of condi- 
tions, permit requirements, and other re- 
quirements for the allocation, distribution, 
or use of the Tribal water rights in accord- 
ance with the Compact and this title. 

(2) INCLUSIONS.—Subject to the approval of 
the Secretary, the tribal water code shall 
provide— 

(A) that use of water by allottees shall be 
satisfied with water from the Tribal water 
rights; 

(B) a process by which an allottee may re- 
quest that the Tribe provide water for irriga- 
tion use in accordance with this title, includ- 
ing the provision of water under any allottee 
lease under section 4 of the Act of June 25, 
1910 (25 U.S.C. 403); 

(C) a due process system for the consider- 
ation and determination by the Tribe of any 
request by an allottee (or a successor in in- 
terest to an allottee) for an allocation of 
water for irrigation purposes on allotted 
land, including a process for— 

(i) appeal and adjudication of any denied or 
disputed distribution of water; and 

(ii) resolution of any contested administra- 
tive decision; and 

(D) a requirement that any allottee assert- 
ing a claim relating to the enforcement of 
rights of the allottee under the tribal water 
code, or to the quantity of water allocated to 
land of the allottee, shall exhaust all rem- 
edies available to the allottee under tribal 
law before initiating an action against the 
United States or petitioning the Secretary 
pursuant to subsection (d)(4)(B). 

(3) ACTION BY SECRETARY.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—During the period begin- 
ning on the date of enactment of this title 
and ending on the date on which a tribal 
water code described in paragraphs (1) and (2) 
is enacted, the Secretary shall administer, 
with respect to the rights of allottees, the 
Tribal water rights in accordance with this 
title. 

(B) APPROVAL.—The tribal water code de- 
scribed in paragraphs (1) and (2) shall not be 
valid unless— 
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(i) the provisions of the tribal water code 
required by paragraph (2) are approved by 
the Secretary; and 

(ii) each amendment to the tribal water 
code that affects a right of an allottee is ap- 
proved by the Secretary. 

(C) APPROVAL PERIOD.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall ap- 
prove or disapprove the tribal water code or 
an amendment to the tribal water code not 
later than 180 days after the date on which 
the tribal water code or amendment is sub- 
mitted to the Secretary. 

(ii) EXTENSION.—The deadline described in 
clause (i) may be extended by the Secretary 
after consultation with the Tribe. 

(g) ADMINISTRATION.— 

(1) No ALIENATION.—The Tribe shall not 
permanently alienate any portion of the 
Tribal water rights. 

(2) PURCHASES OR GRANTS OF LAND FROM IN- 
DIANS.—An authorization provided by this 
title for the allocation, distribution, leasing, 
or other arrangement entered into pursuant 
to this title shall be considered to satisfy 
any requirement for authorization of the ac- 
tion by treaty or convention imposed by sec- 
tion 2116 of the Revised Statutes (25 U.S.C. 
177). 

(3) PROHIBITION ON FORFEITURE.—The non- 
use of all or any portion of the Tribal water 
rights by a lessee or contractor shall not re- 
sult in the forfeiture, abandonment, relin- 
quishment, or other loss of all or any portion 
of the Tribal water rights. 

(h) EFFECT.—Except as otherwise expressly 
provided in this section, nothing in this 
title— 

(1) authorizes any action by an allottee 
against any individual or entity, or against 
the Tribe, under Federal, State, tribal, or 
local law; or 

(2) alters or affects the status of any action 
brought pursuant to section 1491(a) of title 
28, United States Code. 

SEC. 9016. BLACKFEET SETTLEMENT TRUST 
FUND. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
in the Treasury of the United States a trust 
fund, to be known as the ‘‘Blackfeet Settle- 
ment Trust Fund’’ (referred to in this sec- 
tion as the “Trust Fund”), to be managed, 
invested, and distributed by the Secretary 
and to remain available until expended. 

(b) ACCOUNTS.—The Secretary shall estab- 
lish in the Trust Fund the following ac- 
counts: 

(1) The Administration and Energy Ac- 
count. 

(2) The OM&R Account. 

(3) The St. Mary Account. 

(4) The Blackfeet Water, Storage, and De- 
velopment Projects Account. 

(c) DEPOSITS.—The Secretary shall deposit 
in the Trust Fund— 

(1) in the Administration and Energy Ac- 
count, the amount made available pursuant 
to section 9018(a)(1)(A); 

(2) in the OM&R Account, the amount 
made available pursuant to section 
9018(a)(1)(B); 

(3) in the St. Mary Account, the amount 
made available pursuant to section 
9018(a)(1)(C); and 

(4) in the Blackfeet Water, Storage, and 
Development Projects Account, the amount 
made available pursuant to section 
9018(a)(1)(D). 

(d) INTEREST.—In addition to the deposits 
under subsection (c), any interest credited to 
amounts unexpended in the Trust Fund are 
authorized to be appropriated to be used in 
accordance with the uses described in sub- 
section (i). 
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(e) MANAGEMENT.—The Secretary shall 
manage, invest, and distribute all amounts 
in the Trust Fund in a manner that is con- 
sistent with the investment authority of the 
Secretary under— 

(1) the first section of the Act of June 24, 
1938 (25 U.S.C. 162a); 

(2) the American Indian Trust Fund Man- 
agement Reform Act of 1994 (25 U.S.C. 4001 et 
seq.); and 

(8) this section. 

(f) AVAILABILITY OF AMOUNTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Amounts appropriated to, 
and deposited in, the Trust Fund, including 
any investment earnings, shall be made 
available to the Tribe by the Secretary be- 
ginning on the enforceability date. 

(2) FUNDING FOR TRIBAL IMPLEMENTATION 
ACTIVITIES.—Notwithstanding paragraph (1), 
on approval pursuant to this title and the 
Compact by a referendum vote of a majority 
of votes cast by members of the Tribe on the 
day of the vote, as certified by the Secretary 
and the Tribe and subject to the availability 
of appropriations, of the amounts in the Ad- 
ministration and Energy Account, $4,800,000 
shall be made available to the Tribe for the 
implementation of this title. 

(g) WITHDRAWALS UNDER AIFRMRA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Tribe may withdraw 
any portion of the funds in the Trust Fund 
on approval by the Secretary of a tribal 
management plan submitted by the Tribe in 
accordance with the American Indian Trust 
Fund Management Reform Act of 1994 (25 
U.S.C. 4001 et seq.). 

(2) REQUIREMENTS .— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—In addition to the re- 
quirements under the American Indian Trust 
Fund Management Reform Act of 1994 (25 
U.S.C. 4001 et seq.), the tribal management 
plan under paragraph (1) shall require that 
the Tribe shall spend all amounts withdrawn 
from the Trust Fund in accordance with this 
title. 

(B) ENFORCEMENT.—The Secretary may 
carry out such judicial and administrative 
actions as the Secretary determines to be 
necessary to enforce the tribal management 
plan to ensure that amounts withdrawn by 
the Tribe from the Trust Fund under this 
subsection are used in accordance with this 
title. 

(h) WITHDRAWALS 
PLAN.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Tribe may submit to 
the Secretary a request to withdraw funds 
from the Trust Fund pursuant to an ap- 
proved expenditure plan. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—To be eligible to with- 
draw funds under an expenditure plan under 
paragraph (1), the Tribe shall submit to the 
Secretary for approval an expenditure plan 
for any portion of the Trust Fund that the 
Tribe elects to withdraw pursuant to this 
subsection, subject to the condition that the 
funds shall be used for the purposes described 
in this title. 

(3) INCLUSIONS.—An expenditure plan under 
this subsection shall include a description of 
the manner and purpose for which the 
amounts proposed to be withdrawn from the 
Trust Fund will be used by the Tribe, in ac- 
cordance with subsection (h). 

(4) APPROVAL.—On receipt of an expendi- 
ture plan under this subsection, the Sec- 
retary shall approve the plan, if the Sec- 
retary determines that the plan— 

(A) is reasonable; and 

(B) is consistent with, and will be used for, 
the purposes of this title. 

(5) ENFORCEMENT.—The Secretary may 
carry out such judicial and administrative 
actions as the Secretary determines to be 
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necessary to enforce an expenditure plan to 
ensure that amounts disbursed under this 
subsection are used in accordance with this 
title. 

(i) USES.—Amounts from the Trust Fund 
shall be used by the Tribe for the following 
purposes: 

(1) The Administration and Energy Ac- 
count shall be used for administration of the 
Tribal water rights and energy development 
projects under this title and the Compact. 

(2) The OM&R Account shall be used to as- 
sist the Tribe in paying OM&R costs. 

(3) The St. Mary Account shall be distrib- 
uted pursuant to an expenditure plan ap- 
proved under subsection (g), subject to the 
conditions that— 

(A) during the period for which the amount 
is available and held by the Secretary, 
$500,000 shall be distributed to the Tribe an- 
nually as compensation for the deferral of 
the St. Mary water right; and 

(B) any additional amounts deposited in 
the account may be withdrawn and used by 
the Tribe to pay OM&R costs or other ex- 
penses for 1 or more projects to benefit the 
Tribe, as approved by the Secretary, subject 
to the requirement that the Secretary shall 
not approve an expenditure plan under this 
paragraph unless the Tribe provides a resolu- 
tion of the tribal council— 

(i) approving the withdrawal of the funds 
from the account; and 

(ii) acknowledging that the Secretary will 
not be able to distribute funds under sub- 
paragraph (A) indefinitely if the principal 
funds in the account are reduced. 

(4) The Blackfeet Water, Storage, and De- 
velopment Projects Account shall be used to 
carry out section 9013. 

(j) LIABILITY.—The Secretary and the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury shall not be liable for 
the expenditure or investment of any 
amounts withdrawn from the Trust Fund by 
the Tribe under subsection (f) or (g). 

(k) No PER CAPITA DISTRIBUTIONS.—No por- 
tion of the Trust Fund shall be distributed 
on a per capita basis to any member of the 
Tribe. 

(1) DEPOSIT OF FUNDS.—On request by the 
Tribe, the Secretary may deposit amounts 
from an account described in paragraph (1), 
(2), or (4) of subsection (b) to any other ac- 
count the Secretary determines to be appro- 
priate. 

SEC. 9017. BLACKFEET WATER SETTLEMENT IM- 
PLEMENTATION FUND. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
in the Treasury of the United States a 
nontrust, interest-bearing account, to be 
known as the “Blackfeet Water Settlement 
Implementation Fund” (referred to in this 
section as the ‘Implementation Fund’’), to 
be managed and distributed by the Sec- 
retary, for use by the Secretary for carrying 
out this title. 

(b) ACCOUNTS.—The Secretary shall estab- 
lish in the Implementation Fund the fol- 
lowing accounts: 

(1) The MR&I System, 
Water Storage Account. 

(2) The Blackfeet Irrigation Project De- 
ferred Maintenance and Four Horns Dam 
Safety Improvements Account. 

(3) The St. Mary/Milk Water Management 
and Activities Fund. 

(c) DEPOSITS.—The Secretary shall deposit 
in the Implementation Fund— 

(1) in the MR&I System, Irrigation, and 
Water Storage Account, the amount made 
available pursuant to section 9018(a)(2)(A); 

(2) in the Blackfeet Irrigation Project De- 
ferred Maintenance and Four Horns Dam 
Safety Improvements Account, the amount 
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made available 
9018(a)(2)(B); and 

(3) in the St. Mary/Milk Water Manage- 
ment and Activities Fund, the amount made 
available pursuant to section 9018(a)(2)(C). 

(d) INTEREST.—In addition to the deposits 
under subsection (c), any interest credited to 
amounts unexpended in the Implementation 
Fund are authorized to be appropriated to be 
used in accordance with the uses described in 
subsection (e). 

(e) USES.— 

(1) MR&I SYSTEM, IRRIGATION, AND WATER 
STORAGE ACCOUNT.—The MR&I System, Irri- 
gation, and Water Storage Account shall be 
used to carry out sections 9011 and 9012. 

(2) BLACKFEET IRRIGATION PROJECT DE- 
FERRED MAINTENANCE AND FOUR HORNS DAM 
SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS ACCOUNT.—The Black- 
feet Irrigation Project Deferred Maintenance 
and Four Horns Dam Safety Improvements 
Account shall be used to carry out section 
9010. 

(3) ST. MARY/MILK WATER MANAGEMENT AND 
ACTIVITIES ACCOUNT.—The St. Mary/Milk 
Water Management and Activities Account 
shall be used to carry out sections 9005 and 
9007. 

(f) MANAGEMENT.—Amounts in the Imple- 
mentation Fund shall not be available to the 
Secretary for expenditure until the enforce- 
ability date. 

SEC. 9018. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (b), 
there are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary— 

(1) as adjusted on appropriation to reflect 
changes since April 2010 in the Consumer 
Price Index for All Urban Consumers West 
Urban 50,000 to 1,500,000 index for the amount 
appropriated— 

(A) for deposit in the Administration and 
Energy Account of the Blackfeet Settlement 
Trust Fund established under section 
9016(b)(1), $28,900,000; 

(B) for deposit in the OM&R Account of the 
Blackfeet Settlement Trust Fund estab- 
lished under section 9016(b)(2), $27,760,000; 

(C) for deposit in the St. Mary Account of 
the Blackfeet Settlement Trust Fund estab- 
lished under section 9016(b)(3), $27,800,000; 

(D) for deposit in the Blackfeet Water, 
Storage, and Development Projects Account 
of the Blackfeet Settlement Trust Fund es- 
tablished under section 9016(b)(4), $91,000,000; 
and 

(E) such sums not to exceed the amount of 
interest credited to the unexpended amounts 
of the Blackfeet Settlement Trust Fund; and 

(2) as adjusted annually to reflect changes 
since April 2010 in the Bureau of Reclama- 
tion Construction Cost Trends Index applica- 
ble to the types of construction involved— 

(A) for deposit in the MR&I System, Irriga- 
tion, and Water Storage Account of the 
Blackfeet Water Settlement Implementation 
Fund established under section 9017(b)(1), 
$163,500,000; 

(B) for deposit in the Blackfeet Irrigation 
Project Deferred Maintenance, Four Horns 
Dam Safety, and Rehabilitation and En- 
hancement of the Four Horns Feeder Canal, 
Dam, and Reservoir Improvements Account 
of the Blackfeet Water Settlement Imple- 
mentation Fund established under section 
9017(b)(2), $54,900,000, of which— 

(i) $40,900,000 shall be made available for 
activities and projects under section 9010(c); 
and 

(ii) $14,000,000 shall be made available for 
activities and projects under section 
9010(d)(2); 

(C) for deposit in the St. Mary/Milk Water 
Management and Activities Account of the 
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Blackfeet Water Settlement Implementation 
Fund established under section 9017(b)(8), 
$28,100,000, of which— 

(i) $27,600,000 shall be allocated in accord- 
ance with section 9007(¢); and 

(ii) $500,000 shall be used to carry out sec- 
tion 9005; and 

(D) such sums not to exceed the amount of 
interest credited to the unexpended amounts 
of the Blackfeet Water Settlement Imple- 
mentation Fund. 

(b) ADJUSTMENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The adjustment of the 
amounts authorized to be appropriated pur- 
suant to subsection (a)(1) shall occur each 
time an amount is appropriated for an ac- 
count and shall add to, or subtract from, as 
applicable, the total amount authorized. 

(2) REPETITION.—The adjustment process 
under this subsection shall be repeated for 
each subsequent amount appropriated until 
the amount authorized, as adjusted, has been 
appropriated. 

(8) TREATMENT.—The amount of an adjust- 
ment may be considered— 

(A) to be authorized as of the date on 
which congressional action occurs; and 

(B) in determining the amount authorized 
to be appropriated. 

SEC. 9019. WATER RIGHTS IN LEWIS AND CLARK 
NATIONAL FOREST AND GLACIER 
NATIONAL PARK. 

The instream flow water rights of the 
Tribe on land within the Lewis and Clark 
National Forest and Glacier National Park— 

(1) are confirmed; and 

(2) shall be as described in the document 
entitled ‘‘Stipulation to Address Claims by 
and for the Benefit of the Blackfeet Indian 
Tribe to Water Rights in the Lewis & Clark 
National Forest and Glacier National Park”, 
and as finally decreed by the Montana Water 
Court, or, if the Montana Water Court is 
found to lack jurisdiction, by the United 
States district court with jurisdiction. 

SEC. 9020. WAIVERS AND RELEASES OF CLAIMS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.— 

(1) WAIVER AND RELEASE OF CLAIMS BY 
TRIBE AND UNITED STATES AS TRUSTEE FOR 
TRIBE.—Subject to the reservation of rights 
and retention of claims under subsection (d), 
as consideration for recognition of the Tribal 
water rights and other benefits as described 
in the Compact and this title, the Tribe, act- 
ing on behalf of the Tribe and members of 
the Tribe (but not any member of the Tribe 
as an allottee), and the United States, acting 
as trustee for the Tribe and the members of 
the Tribe (but not any member of the Tribe 
as an allottee), shall execute a waiver and re- 
lease of all claims for water rights within 
the State that the Tribe, or the United 
States acting as trustee for the Tribe, as- 
serted or could have asserted in any pro- 
ceeding, including a State stream adjudica- 
tion, on or before the enforceability date, ex- 
cept to the extent that such rights are recog- 
nized in the Compact and this title. 

(2) WAIVER AND RELEASE OF CLAIMS BY 
UNITED STATES AS TRUSTEE FOR ALLOTTEES.— 
Subject to the reservation of rights and the 
retention of claims under subsection (d), as 
consideration for recognition of the Tribal 
water rights and other benefits as described 
in the Compact and this title, the United 
States, acting as trustee for allottees, shall 
execute a waiver and release of all claims for 
water rights within the Reservation that the 
United States, acting as trustee for the 
allottees, asserted or could have asserted in 
any proceeding, including a State stream ad- 
judication, on or before the enforceability 
date, except to the extent that such rights 
are recognized in the Compact and this title. 
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(3) WAIVER AND RELEASE OF CLAIMS BY 
TRIBE AGAINST UNITED STATES.—Subject to 
the reservation of rights and retention of 
claims under subsection (d), the Tribe, act- 
ing on behalf of the Tribe and members of 
the Tribe (but not any member of the Tribe 
as an allottee), shall execute a waiver and re- 
lease of all claims against the United States 
(including any agency or employee of the 
United States)— 

(A) relating to— 

(i) water rights within the State that the 
United States, acting as trustee for the 
Tribe, asserted or could have asserted in any 
proceeding, including a stream adjudication 
in the State, except to the extent that such 
rights are recognized as Tribal water rights 
under this title; 

(ii) damage, loss, or injury to water, water 
rights, land, or natural resources due to loss 
of water or water rights (including damages, 
losses, or injuries to hunting, fishing, gath- 
ering, or cultural rights due to loss of water 
or water rights, claims relating to inter- 
ference with, diversion, or taking of water, 
or claims relating to failure to protect, ac- 
quire, replace, or develop water, water 
rights, or water infrastructure) within the 
State that first accrued at any time on or 
before the enforceability date; 

(iii) a failure to establish or provide a mu- 
nicipal rural or industrial water delivery 
system on the Reservation; 

(iv) a failure to provide for operation or 
maintenance, or deferred maintenance, for 
the Blackfeet Irrigation Project or any other 
irrigation system or irrigation project on the 
Reservation; 

(v) the litigation of claims relating to the 
water rights of the Tribe in the State; and 

(vi) the negotiation, execution, or adoption 
of the Compact (including exhibits) or this 
title; 

(B) reserved in subsections (b) through (d) 
of section 6 of the settlement for the case 
styled Blackfeet Tribe v. United States, No. 
02-127L (Fed. Cl. 2012); and 

(C) that first accrued at any time on or be- 
fore the enforceability date— 

(i) arising from the taking or acquisition of 
the land of the Tribe or resources for the 
construction of the features of the St. Mary 
Unit of the Milk River Project; 

(ii) relating to the construction, operation, 
and maintenance of the St. Mary Unit of the 
Milk River Project, including Sherburne 
Dam, St. Mary Diversion Dam, St. Mary 
Canal and associated infrastructure, and the 
management of flows in Swiftcurrent Creek, 
including the diversion of Swiftcurrent 
Creek into Lower St. Mary Lake; 

(iii) relating to the construction, oper- 
ation, and management of Lower Two Medi- 
cine Dam and Reservoir and Four Horns Dam 
and Reservoir, including any claim relating 
to the failure to provide dam safety improve- 
ments for Four Horns Reservoir; or 

(iv) relating to the allocation of waters of 
the Milk River and St. Mary River (including 
tributaries) between the United States and 
Canada pursuant to the International Bound- 
ary Waters Treaty of 1909 (36 Stat. 2448). 

(b) EFFECTIVENESS.—The waivers and re- 
leases under subsection (a) shall take effect 
on the enforceability date. 

(c) WITHDRAWAL OF OBJECTIONS.—The Tribe 
shall withdraw all objections to the water 
rights claims filed by the United States for 
the benefit of the Milk River Project, except 
objections to those claims consolidated for 
adjudication within Basin 40J, within 14 days 
of the certification under subsection (f)(5) 
that the Tribal membership has approved the 
Compact and this title. 
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(1) Prior to withdrawal of the objections, 
the Tribe may seek leave of the Montana 
Water Court for a right to reinstate the ob- 
jections in the event the conditions of en- 
forceability in paragraphs (1) through (8) of 
subsection (f) are not satisfied by the date of 
expiration described in section 9023 of this 
title. 

(2) If the conditions of enforceability in 
paragraphs (1) through (8) of subsection (f) 
are satisfied, and any authority the Montana 
Water Court may have granted the Tribe to 
reinstate objections described in this section 
has not yet expired, the Tribe shall notify 
the Montana Water Court and the United 
States in writing that it will not exercise 
any such authority. 


(d) RESERVATION OF RIGHTS AND RETENTION 
OF CLAIMS.—Notwithstanding the waivers 
and releases under subsection (a), the Tribe, 
acting on behalf of the Tribe and members of 
the Tribe, and the United States, acting as 
trustee for the Tribe and allottees, shall re- 
tain— 

(1) all claims relating to— 

(A) enforcement of, or claims accruing 
after the enforceability date relating to 
water rights recognized under, the Compact, 
any final decree, or this title; 

(B) activities affecting the quality of 
water, including any claim under— 

(i) the Comprehensive Environmental Re- 
sponse, Compensation, and Liability Act of 
1980 (42 U.S.C. 9601 et seq.), including dam- 
ages to natural resources; 

(ii) the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 
300f et seq.); 

(iii) the Federal Water Pollution Control 
Act (33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.) (commonly re- 
ferred to as the ‘‘Clean Water Act’’); and 

(iv) any regulations implementing the Acts 
described in clauses (i) through (iii); or 

(C) damage, loss, or injury to land or nat- 
ural resources that are not due to loss of 
water or water rights (including hunting, 
fishing, gathering, or cultural rights); 

(2) all rights to use and protect water 
rights acquired after the date of enactment 
of this title; and 

(3) all rights, remedies, privileges, immuni- 
ties, and powers not specifically waived and 
released pursuant to this title or the Com- 
pact. 


(e) EFFECT OF COMPACT AND ACT.—Nothing 
in the Compact or this title— 

(1) affects the ability of the United States, 
acting as a sovereign, to take any action au- 
thorized by law (including any law relating 
to health, safety, or the environment), in- 
cluding— 

(A) the Comprehensive Environmental Re- 
sponse, Compensation, and Liability Act of 
1980 (42 U.S.C. 9601 et seq.); 

(B) the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 
300f et seq.); 

(C) the Federal Water Pollution Control 
Act (33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.) (commonly re- 
ferred to as the ‘‘Clean Water Act’’); and 

(D) any regulations implementing the Acts 
described in subparagraphs (A) through (C); 

(2) affects the ability of the United States 
to act as trustee for any other Indian tribe 
or allottee of any other Indian tribe; 

(3) confers jurisdiction on any State 
court— 

(A) to interpret Federal law regarding 
health, safety, or the environment; 

(B) to determine the duties of the United 
States or any other party pursuant to a Fed- 
eral law regarding health, safety, or the en- 
vironment; or 

(C) to conduct judicial review of a Federal 
agency action; 
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(4) waives any claim of a member of the 
Tribe in an individual capacity that does not 
derive from a right of the Tribe; 

(5) revives any claim waived by the Tribe 
in the case styled Blackfeet Tribe v. United 
States, No. 02-127L (Fed. Cl. 2012); or 

(6) revives any claim released by an allot- 
tee or a tribal member in the settlement for 
the case styled Cobell v. Salazar, No. 
1:96CV01285-JR (D.D.C. 2012). 

(f) ENFORCEABILITY DATE.—The enforce- 
ability date shall be the date on which the 
Secretary publishes in the Federal Register a 
statement of findings that— 

(1)(A) the Montana Water Court has ap- 
proved the Compact, and that decision has 
become final and nonappealable; or 

(B) if the Montana Water Court is found to 
lack jurisdiction, the appropriate United 
States district court has approved the Com- 
pact, and that decision has become final and 
nonappealable; 

(2) all amounts authorized under section 
9018(a) have been appropriated; 

(3) the agreements required by sections 
9006(c), 9007(f), and 9009(c) have been exe- 
cuted; 

(4) the State has appropriated and paid 
into an interest-bearing escrow account any 
payments due as of the date of enactment of 
this title to the Tribe under the Compact, 
the Birch Creek Agreement, and this title; 

(5) the members of the Tribe have voted to 
approve this title and the Compact by a ma- 
jority of votes cast on the day of the vote, as 
certified by the Secretary and the Tribe; 

(6) the Secretary has fulfilled the require- 
ments of section 9009(a); 

(7) the agreement or terms and conditions 
referred to in section 9005 are executed and 
final; and 

(8) the waivers and releases described in 
subsection (a) have been executed by the 
Tribe and the Secretary. 

(g) TOLLING OF CLAIMS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Each applicable period of 
limitation and time-based equitable defense 
relating to a claim described in this section 
shall be tolled during the period beginning 
on the date of enactment of this title and 
ending on the date on which the amounts 
made available to carry out this title are 
transferred to the Secretary. 

(2) EFFECT OF SUBSECTION.—Nothing in this 
subsection revives any claim or tolls any pe- 
riod of limitation or time-based equitable de- 
fense that expired before the date of enact- 
ment of this title. 

(h) EXPIRATION.—If all appropriations au- 
thorized by this title have not been made 
available to the Secretary by January 21, 
2026, the waivers and releases described in 
this section shall— 

(1) expire; and 

(2) have no further force or effect. 

(i) VOIDING OF WAIVERS.—If the waivers and 
releases described in this section are void 
under subsection (h)— 

(1) the approval of the United States of the 
Compact under section 9004 shall no longer 
be effective; 

(2) any unexpended Federal funds appro- 
priated or made available to carry out the 
activities authorized by this title, together 
with any interest earned on those funds, and 
any water rights or contracts to use water 
and title to other property acquired or con- 
structed with Federal funds appropriated or 
made available to carry out the activities 
authorized under this title shall be returned 
to the Federal Government, unless otherwise 
agreed to by the Tribe and the United States 
and approved by Congress; and 

(3) except for Federal funds used to acquire 
or develop property that is returned to the 
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Federal Government under paragraph (2), the 
United States shall be entitled to offset any 
Federal funds appropriated or made avail- 
able to carry out the activities authorized 
under this title that were expended or with- 
drawn, together with any interest accrued, 
against any claims against the United States 
relating to water rights in the State asserted 
by the Tribe or any user of the Tribal water 
rights or in any future settlement of the 
water rights of the Tribe or an allottee. 

SEC. 9021. SATISFACTION OF CLAIMS. 

(a) TRIBAL CLAIMS.—The benefits realized 
by the Tribe under this title shall be in com- 
plete replacement of, complete substitution 
for, and full satisfaction of all— 

(1) claims of the Tribe against the United 
States waived and released pursuant to sec- 
tion 9020(a); and 

(2) objections withdrawn pursuant to sec- 
tion 9020(c). 

(b) ALLOTTEE CLAIMS.—The benefits real- 
ized by the allottees under this title shall be 
in complete replacement of, complete substi- 
tution for, and full satisfaction of— 

(1) all claims waived and released pursuant 
to section 9020(a)(2); and 

(2) any claim of an allottee against the 
United States similar in nature to a claim 
described in section 9020(a)(2) that the allot- 
tee asserted or could have asserted. 

SEC. 9022. MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS. 

(a) WAIVER OF SOVEREIGN IMMUNITY.—Ex- 
cept as provided in subsections (a) through 
(c) of section 208 of the Department of Jus- 
tice Appropriation Act, 1953 (48 U.S.C. 666), 
nothing in this title waives the sovereign im- 
munity of the United States. 

(b) OTHER TRIBES NOT ADVERSELY AF- 
FECTED.—Nothing in this title quantifies or 
diminishes any land or water right, or any 
claim or entitlement to land or water, of an 
Indian tribe, band, or community other than 
the Tribe. 

(c) LIMITATION ON CLAIMS FOR REIMBURSE- 
MENT.—With respect to any Indian-owned 
land located within the Reservation— 

(1) the United States shall not submit 
against that land any claim for reimburse- 
ment of the cost to the United States of car- 
rying out this title or the Compact; and 

(2) no assessment of that land shall be 
made regarding that cost. 

(da) LIMITATION ON LIABILITY OF UNITED 
STATES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The United States has no 
obligation— 

(A) to monitor, administer, or account for, 
in any manner, any funds provided to the 
Tribe by the State; or 

(B) to review or approve any expenditure of 
those funds. 

(2) INDEMNITY.—The Tribe shall indemnify 
the United States, and hold the United 
States harmless, with respect to all claims 
(including claims for takings or breach of 
trust) arising from the receipt or expendi- 
ture of amounts described in the subsection. 

(e) EFFECT ON CURRENT LAW.—Nothing in 
this section affects any provision of law (in- 
cluding regulations) in effect on the day be- 
fore the date of enactment of this title with 
respect to preenforcement review of any Fed- 
eral environmental enforcement action. 

(f) EFFECT ON RECLAMATION LAWS.—The ac- 
tivities carried out by the Commissioner of 
Reclamation under this title shall not estab- 
lish a precedent or impact the authority pro- 
vided under any other provision of the rec- 
lamation laws, including— 

(1) the Reclamation Rural Water Supply 
Act of 2006 (48 U.S.C. 2401 et seq.); and 

(2) the Omnibus Public Land Management 
Act of 2009 (Public Law 111-11; 123 Stat. 991). 
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(g) IRRIGATION EFFICIENCY IN UPPER BIRCH 
CREEK DRAINAGE.—Any activity carried out 
by the Tribe in the Upper Birch Creek Drain- 
age (as defined in article II.50 of the Com- 
pact) using funds made available to carry 
out this title shall achieve an irrigation effi- 
ciency of not less than 50 percent. 

(h) BIRCH CREEK AGREEMENT APPROVAL.— 
The Birch Creek Agreement is approved to 
the extent that the Birch Creek Agreement 
requires approval under section 2116 of the 
Revised Statutes (25 U.S.C. 177). 

(i) LIMITATION ON EFFECT.—Nothing in this 
title or the Compact— 

(1) makes an allocation or apportionment 
of water between or among States; or 

(2) addresses or implies whether, how, or to 
what extent the Tribal water rights, or any 
portion of the Tribal water rights, should be 
accounted for as part of, or otherwise 
charged against, an allocation or apportion- 
ment of water made to a State in an inter- 
state allocation or apportionment. 

SEC. 9023. EXPIRATION ON FAILURE TO MEET EN- 
FORCEABILITY DATE. 

If the Secretary fails to publish a state- 
ment of findings under section 9020(f) by not 
later than January 21, 2025, or such alter- 
native later date as is agreed to by the Tribe 
and the Secretary, after reasonable notice to 
the State, as applicable— 

(1) this title expires effective on the later 
of— 

(A) January 22, 2025; and 

(B) the day after such alternative later 
date as is agreed to by the Tribe and the Sec- 
retary; 

(2) any action taken by the Secretary and 
any contract or agreement entered into pur- 
suant to this title shall be void; 

(3) any amounts made available under sec- 
tion 9018, together with any interest on those 
amounts, that remain unexpended shall im- 
mediately revert to the general fund of the 
Treasury, except for any funds made avail- 
able under section 9016(e)(2) if the Montana 
Water Court denies the Tribe’s request to re- 
instate the objections in section 9020(c); and 

(4) the United States shall be entitled to 
offset against any claims asserted by the 
Tribe against the United States relating to 
water rights— 

(A) any funds expended or withdrawn from 
the amounts made available pursuant to this 
title; and 

(B) any funds made available to carry out 
the activities authorized by this title from 
other authorized sources, except for any 
funds provided under section 9016(e)(2) if the 
Montana Water court denies the Tribe’s re- 
quest to reinstate the objections in section 
9020(c). 

SEC. 9024. ANTIDEFICIENCY. 

The United States shall not be liable for 
any failure to carry out any obligation or ac- 
tivity authorized by this title (including any 
obligation or activity under the Compact) 
if— 

(1) adequate appropriations are not pro- 
vided expressly by Congress to carry out the 
purposes of this title; or 

(2) there are not enough monies available 
to carry out the purposes of this title in the 
Reclamation Water Settlements Fund estab- 
lished under section 10501(a) of the Omnibus 
Public Land Management Act of 2009 (43 
U.S.C. 407(a)). 


SA 5078. Mr. COONS (for himself and 
Mr. FLAKE) proposed an amendment to 
the bill H.R. 2494, to support global 
anti-poaching efforts, strengthen the 
capacity of partner countries to 
counter wildlife trafficking, designate 
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major wildlife trafficking countries, 
and for other purposes; as follows: 
Strike all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert the following: 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the “Eliminate, Neutralize, and Disrupt 
Wildlife Trafficking Act of 2016”. 
(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con- 
tents for this Act is as follows: 
Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 
Sec. 2. Definitions. 
TITLE I—PURPOSES AND POLICY 
Sec. 101. Purposes. 

Sec. 102. Statement of United States policy. 
TITLE II—REPORT ON MAJOR WILDLIFE 
TRAFFICKING COUNTRIES 

Sec. 201. Report. 
TITLE III—FRAMEWORK FOR 
INTERAGENCY RESPONSE 


Sec. 301. Presidential Task Force on Wildlife 
Trafficking. 

TITLE IV—PROGRAMS TO ADDRESS THE 
ESCALATING WILDLIFE TRAFFICKING 
CRISIS 

Sec. 401. Anti-poaching programs. 

Sec. 402. Anti-trafficking programs. 

Sec. 403. Engagement of United States diplo- 
matic missions. 

Sec. 404. Community conservation. 

TITLE V—OTHER ACTIONS RELATING TO 
WILDLIFE TRAFFICKING PROGRAMS 
Sec. 501. Amendments to Fisherman’s Pro- 
tective Act of 1967. 

Sec. 502. Wildlife trafficking violations as 
predicate offenses under money 
laundering statute. 

SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 

(1) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT- 
TEES.—The term ‘‘appropriate congressional 
committees’? means— 

(A) the Committee on Foreign Relations 
and the Committee on Appropriations of the 
Senate; and 

(B) the Committee on Foreign Affairs and 
the Committee on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives. 

(2) CO-CHAIRS OF THE TASK FORCE.—The 
term ‘‘Co-Chairs of the Task Force” means 
the Secretary of State, the Secretary of the 
Interior, and the Attorney General, as estab- 
lished pursuant to Executive Order 13648. 

(3) COMMUNITY CONSERVATION.—The term 
“community conservation” means an ap- 
proach to conservation that recognizes the 
rights of local people to manage, or benefit 
directly and indirectly from wildlife and 
other natural resources in a long-term bio- 
logically viable manner and includes— 

(A) devolving management and governance 
to local communities to create positive con- 
ditions for resource use that takes into ac- 
count current and future ecological require- 
ments; and 

(B) building the capacity of communities 
for conservation and natural resource man- 
agement. 

(4) COUNTRY OF CONCERN.—The term ‘‘coun- 
try of concern” refers to a foreign country 
specially designated by the Secretary of 
State pursuant to subsection (b) of section 
201 as a major source of wildlife trafficking 
products or their derivatives, a major transit 
point of wildlife trafficking products or their 
derivatives, or a major consumer of wildlife 
trafficking products, in which the govern- 
ment has actively engaged in or knowingly 
profited from the trafficking of endangered 
or threatened species. 

(5) FOCUS COUNTRY.—The term ‘‘focus coun- 
try” refers to a foreign country determined 
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by the Secretary of State to be a major 
source of wildlife trafficking products or 
their derivatives, a major transit point of 
wildlife trafficking products or their deriva- 
tives, or a major consumer of wildlife traf- 
ficking products. 

(6) DEFENSE ARTICLE; DEFENSE SERVICE; SIG- 
NIFICANT MILITARY EQUIPMENT; TRAINING.— 
The terms ‘‘defense article’’, ‘‘defense serv- 
ice”, “significant military equipment”, and 
“training? have the meanings given such 
terms in section 47 of the Arms Export Con- 
trol Act (22 U.S.C. 2794). 

(7) IMPLEMENTATION PLAN.—The term ‘‘Im- 
plementation Plan” means the Implementa- 
tion Plan for the National Strategy for Com- 
bating Wildlife Trafficking released on Feb- 
ruary 11, 2015, a modification of that plan, or 
a successor plan. 

(8) NATIONAL STRATEGY.—The term ‘‘Na- 
tional Strategy” means the National Strat- 
egy for Combating Wildlife Trafficking pub- 
lished on February 11, 2014, a modification of 
that strategy, or a successor strategy. 

(9) NATIONAL WILDLIFE SERVICES.—The term 
‘national wildlife services’? refers to the 
ministries and government bodies designated 
to manage matters pertaining to wildlife 
management, including poaching or traf- 
ficking, in a focus country. 

(10) SECURITY FORCE.—The term ‘‘security 
force” means a military, law enforcement, 
gendarmerie, park ranger, or any other secu- 
rity force with a responsibility for pro- 
tecting wildlife and natural habitats. 

(11) TASK FORCE.—The term ‘‘Task Force’’ 
means the Presidential Task Force on Wild- 
life Trafficking, as established by Executive 
Order 13648 (78 Fed. Reg. 40621) and modified 
by section 201. 

(12) WILDLIFE TRAFFICKING.—The term 
“wildlife trafficking” refers to the poaching 
or other illegal taking of protected or man- 
aged species and the illegal trade in wildlife 
and their related parts and products. 

TITLE I—PURPOSES AND POLICY 
SEC. 101. PURPOSES. 

The purposes of this Act are— 

(1) to support a collaborative, interagency 
approach to address wildlife trafficking; 

(2) to protect and conserve the remaining 
populations of wild elephants, rhinoceroses, 
and other species threatened by poaching 
and the illegal wildlife trade; 

(3) to disrupt regional and global 
transnational organized criminal networks 
and to prevent the illegal wildlife trade from 
being used as a source of financing for crimi- 
nal groups that undermine United States and 
global security interests; 

(4) to prevent wildlife poaching and traf- 
ficking from being a means to make a living 
in focus countries; 

(5) to support the efforts of, and collabo- 
rate with, individuals, communities, local 
organizations, and foreign governments to 
combat poaching and wildlife trafficking; 

(6) to assist focus countries in implementa- 
tion of national wildlife anti-trafficking and 
poaching laws; and 

(7) to ensure that United States assistance 
to prevent and suppress illicit wildlife traf- 
ficking is carefully planned and coordinated, 
and that it is systematically and rationally 
prioritized on the basis of detailed analysis 
of the nature and severity of threats to wild- 
life and the willingness and ability of foreign 
partners to cooperate effectively toward 
these ends. 

SEC. 102. STATEMENT OF UNITED STATES POL- 
ICY. 

It is the policy of the United States— 

(1) to take immediate actions to stop the 
illegal global trade in wildlife and wildlife 
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products and associated transnational orga- 
nized crime; 

(2) to provide technical and other forms of 
assistance to help focus countries halt the 
poaching of elephants, rhinoceroses, and 
other imperiled species and end the illegal 
trade in wildlife and wildlife products, in- 
cluding by providing training and assistance 
in— 

(A) wildlife protection and management of 
wildlife populations; 

(B) anti-poaching and effective manage- 
ment of protected areas including commu- 
nity managed and privately-owned lands; 

(C) local engagement of security forces in 
anti-poaching responsibilities, where appro- 
priate; 

(D) wildlife trafficking investigative tech- 
niques, including forensic tools; 

(E) transparency and corruption issues; 

(F) management, tracking, and inventory 
of confiscated wildlife contraband; 

(G) demand reduction strategies in coun- 
tries that lack the means and resources to 
conduct them; and 

(H) bilateral and multilateral agreements 
and cooperation; 

(3) to employ appropriate assets and re- 
sources of the United States Government in 
a coordinated manner to curtail poaching 
and disrupt and dismantle illegal wildlife 
trade networks and the financing of those 
networks in a manner appropriate for each 
focus country; 

(4) to build upon the National Strategy and 
Implementation Plan to further combat 
wildlife trafficking in a holistic manner and 
guide the response of the United States Gov- 
ernment to ensure progress in the fight 
against wildlife trafficking; and 

(5) to recognize the ties of wildlife traf- 
ficking to broader forms of transnational or- 
ganized criminal activities, including traf- 
ficking, and where applicable, to focus on 
those crimes in a coordinated, cross-cutting 
manner. 

TITLE II—REPORT ON MAJOR WILDLIFE 

TRAFFICKING COUNTRIES 
SEC. 201. REPORT. 

(a) REPORT.—Not later than one year after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, and 
annually thereafter, the Secretary of State, 
in consultation with the Secretary of the In- 
terior and the Secretary of Commerce, shall 
submit to Congress a report that lists each 
country determined by the Secretary of 
State to be a focus country within the mean- 
ing of this Act. 

(b) SPECIAL DESIGNATION.—In each report 
required under subsection (a), the Secretary 
of State, in consultation with the Secretary 
of the Interior and the Secretary of Com- 
merce, shall identify each country of con- 
cern listed in the report the government of 
which has actively engaged in or knowingly 
profited from the trafficking of endangered 
or threatened species. 

(c) SUNSET.—This section shall terminate 
on the date that is 5 years after the date of 
the enactment of this Act. 

TITLE ITI—FRAMEWORK FOR 
INTERAGENCY RESPONSE 
SEC. 301. PRESIDENTIAL TASK FORCE ON WILD- 
LIFE TRAFFICKING. 

(a) RESPONSIBILITIES.—In addition to the 
functions required by Executive Order 13648 
(78 Fed. Reg. 40621), the Task Force shall be 
informed by the Secretary of State’s annual 
report required under section 201 and consid- 
ering all available information, ensure that 
relevant United States Government agen- 
cies— 

(1) collaborate, to the greatest extent prac- 
ticable, with the national wildlife services, 
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or other relevant bodies of each focus coun- 
try to prepare, not later than 90 days after 
the date of submission of the report required 
under section 201(a), a United States mission 
assessment of the threats to wildlife in that 
focus country and an assessment of the ca- 
pacity of that country to address wildlife 
trafficking; 

(2) collaborate, to the greatest extent prac- 
ticable, with relevant ministries, national 
wildlife services, or other relevant bodies of 
each focus country to prepare, not later than 
180 days after preparation of the assessment 
referred to in paragraph (1), a United States 
mission strategic plan that includes rec- 
ommendations for addressing wildlife traf- 
ficking, taking into account any regional or 
national strategies for addressing wildlife 
trafficking in a focus country developed be- 
fore the preparation of such assessment; 

(8) coordinate efforts among United States 
Federal agencies and non-Federal partners, 
including missions, domestic and inter- 
national organizations, the private sector, 
and other global partners, to implement the 
strategic plans required by paragraph (2) in 
each focus country; 

(4) not less frequently than annually, con- 
sult and coordinate with stakeholders quali- 
fied to provide advice, assistance, and infor- 
mation regarding effective support for anti- 
poaching activities, coordination of regional 
law enforcement efforts, development of and 
support for effective legal enforcement 
mechanisms, and development of strategies 
to reduce illicit trade and reduce consumer 
demand for illegally traded wildlife and wild- 
life products, and other relevant topics under 
this Act; and 

(5) coordinate or carry out other functions 
as are necessary to implement this Act. 

(b) DUPLICATION AND EFFICIENCY.—The 
Task Force shall— 

(1) ensure that the activities of the Federal 
agencies involved in carrying out efforts 
under this Act are coordinated and not dupli- 
cated; and 

(2) encourage efficiencies and coordination 
among the efforts of Federal agencies and 
interagency initiatives ongoing as of the 
date of the enactment of this Act to address 
trafficking activities, including trafficking 
of wildlife, humans, weapons, and narcotics, 
illegal trade, transnational organized crime, 
or other illegal activities. 

(c) CONSISTENCY WITH AGENCY RESPONSIBIL- 
ITIES.—The Task Force shall carry out its re- 
sponsibilities under this Act in a manner 
consistent with the authorities and respon- 
sibilities of agencies represented on the Task 
Force. 

(d) TASK FORCE STRATEGIC REVIEW.—One 
year after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, and annually thereafter, the Task Force 
shall submit a strategic assessment of its 
work and provide a briefing to the appro- 
priate congressional committees that shall 
include— 

(1) a review and assessment of the Task 
Force’s implementation of this Act, identi- 
fying successes, failures, and gaps in its 
work, or that of agencies represented on the 
Task Force, including detailed descriptions 
of— 

(A) what approaches, initiatives, or pro- 
grams have succeeded best in increasing the 
willingness and capacity of focus countries 
to suppress and prevent illegal wildlife traf- 
ficking, and what approaches, initiatives, or 
programs have not succeeded as well as 
hoped; and 

(B) which foreign governments subject to 
subsections (a) and (b) of section 201 have 
proven to be the most successful partners in 
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suppressing and preventing illegal wildlife 

trafficking, which focus countries have not 

proven to be so, and what factors contrib- 
uted to these results in each country dis- 
cussed; 

(2) a description of each Task Force mem- 
ber agency’s priorities and objectives for 
combating wildlife trafficking; 

(3) an account of total United States fund- 
ing each year since fiscal year 2014 for all 
government agencies and programs involved 
in countering poaching and wildlife traf- 
ficking; 

(4) an account of total United States fund- 
ing since fiscal year 2014 to support the ac- 
tivities of the Task Force, including admin- 
istrative overhead costs and congressional 
reporting; and 

(5) recommendations for how to improve 
United States and international efforts to 
suppress and prevent illegal wildlife traf- 
ficking in the future, based upon the Task 
Force’s experience as of the time of the re- 
view. 

(e) TERMINATION OF TASK FORCE.—The stat- 
utory authorization for the Task Force pro- 
vided by this Act shall terminate 5 years 
after the date of the enactment of this Act 
or such earlier date that the President ter- 
minates the Task Force by rescinding, super- 
seding, or otherwise modifying relevant por- 
tions of Executive Order 13648. 

TITLE IV—PROGRAMS TO ADDRESS THE 
ESCALATING WILDLIFE TRAFFICKING 
CRISIS 

SEC. 401. ANTI-POACHING PROGRAMS. 

(a) WILDLIFE LAW ENFORCEMENT PROFES- 
SIONAL TRAINING AND COORDINATION ACTIVI- 
TIES.—The Secretary of State and the Ad- 
ministrator of the United States Agency for 
International Development, in collaboration 
with the heads of other relevant United 
States agencies and nongovernmental part- 
ners where appropriate, may provide assist- 
ance to focus countries to carry out the rec- 
ommendations made in the strategic plan re- 
quired by section 301(a)(2), among other 
goals, to improve the effectiveness of wildlife 
law enforcement in regions and countries 
that have demonstrated capacity, willing- 
ness, and need for assistance. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS REGARDING SECU- 
RITY ASSISTANCE TO COUNTER WILDLIFE TRAF- 
FICKING AND POACHING IN AFRICA.—It is the 
sense of Congress that the United States 
should continue to provide defense articles 
(not including significant military equip- 
ment), defense services, and related training 
to appropriate security forces of countries of 
Africa for the purposes of countering wildlife 
trafficking and poaching. 

SEC. 402. ANTI-TRAFFICKING PROGRAMS. 

(a) INVESTIGATIVE CAPACITY BUILDING.— 
The Secretary of State and the Adminis- 
trator of the United States Agency for Inter- 
national Development, in collaboration with 
the heads of other relevant United States 
agencies and communities, regions, and gov- 
ernments in focus countries, may design and 
implement programs in focus countries to 
carry out the recommendations made in the 
strategic plan required under section 
301(a)(2) among other goals, with clear and 
measurable targets and indicators of success, 
to increase the capacity of wildlife law en- 
forcement and customs and border security 
officers in focus countries. 

(b) TRANSNATIONAL PROGRAMS.—The Sec- 
retary of State and the Administrator of the 
United States Agency for International De- 
velopment, in collaboration with other rel- 
evant United States agencies, nongovern- 
mental partners, and international bodies, 
and in collaboration with communities, re- 
gions, and governments in focus countries, 
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may design and implement programs, includ- 
ing support for Wildlife Enforcement Net- 
works, in focus countries to carry out the 
recommendations made in the strategic plan 
required under section 301(a)(2), among other 
goals, to better understand and combat the 
transnational trade in illegal wildlife. 

SEC. 403. ENGAGEMENT OF UNITED STATES DIP- 

LOMATIC MISSIONS. 

As soon as practicable but not later than 2 
years after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, each chief of mission to a focus country 
should begin to implement the recommenda- 
tions contained in the strategic plan re- 
quired under section 301(a)(2), among other 
goals, for the country. 

SEC. 404. COMMUNITY CONSERVATION. 

The Secretary of State, in collaboration 
with the United State Agency for Inter- 
national Development, heads of other rel- 
evant United States agencies, the private 
sector, nongovernmental organizations, and 
other development partners, may provide 
support in focus countries to carry out the 
recommendations made in the strategic plan 
required under section 301(a)(2) as such rec- 
ommendations relate to the development, 
scaling, and replication of community wild- 
life conservancies and community conserva- 
tion programs in focus countries to assist 
with rural stability and greater security for 
people and wildlife, empower and support 
communities to manage or benefit from 
their wildlife resources in a long-term bio- 
logically viable manner, and reduce the 
threat of poaching and trafficking, including 
through— 

(1) promoting conservation-based enter- 
prises and incentives, such as eco-tourism 
and stewardship-oriented agricultural pro- 
duction, that empower communities to man- 
age wildlife, natural resources, and commu- 
nity ventures where appropriate, by ensuring 
they benefit from well-managed wildlife pop- 
ulations; 

(2) helping create alternative livelihoods to 
poaching by mitigating wildlife trafficking, 
helping support rural stability, greater secu- 
rity for people and wildlife, responsible eco- 
nomic development, and economic incentives 
to conserve wildlife populations; 

(3) engaging regional businesses and the 
private sector to develop goods and services 
to aid in anti-poaching and anti-trafficking 
measures; 

(4) working with communities to develop 
secure and safe methods of sharing informa- 
tion with enforcement officials; 

(5) providing technical assistance to sup- 
port land use stewardship plans to improve 
the economic, environmental, and social out- 
comes in community-owned or -managed 
lands; 

(6) supporting community anti-poaching 
efforts, including policing and informant 
networks; 

(7) working with community and national 
governments to develop relevant policy and 
regulatory frameworks to enable and pro- 
mote community conservation programs, in- 
cluding supporting law enforcement engage- 
ment with wildlife protection authorities to 
promote information-sharing; and 

(8) working with national governments to 
ensure that communities have timely and ef- 
fective support from national authorities to 
mitigate risks that communities may face 
when engaging in anti-poaching and anti- 
trafficking activities. 

TITLE V—OTHER ACTIONS RELATING TO 
WILDLIFE TRAFFICKING PROGRAMS 
SEC. 501. AMENDMENTS TO FISHERMAN’S PRO- 

TECTIVE ACT OF 1967. 

Section 8 of the Fisherman’s Protective 

Act of 1967 (22 U.S.C. 1978) is amended— 
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(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘, in con- 
sultation with the Secretary of State,” after 
“Secretary of Commerce”’; 

(B) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘‘, in con- 
sultation with the Secretary of State,” after 
“Secretary of the Interior’’; 

(C) in paragraph (3), by inserting ‘‘in con- 
sultation with the Secretary of State,” after 
“, as appropriate,”’; 

(D) by redesigning paragraph (4) as para- 
graph (5); and 

(E) by inserting after paragraph (8) the fol- 
lowing new paragraph: 

(4) The Secretary of Commerce and the 
Secretary of the Interior shall each report to 
Congress each certification to the President 
made by such Secretary under this sub- 
section, within 15 days after making such 
certification.” ; and 

(2) in subsection (d), by inserting ‘‘in con- 
sultation with the Secretary of State,” after 
“as the case may be,”. 

SEC. 502. WILDLIFE TRAFFICKING VIOLATIONS 
AS PREDICATE OFFENSES UNDER 
MONEY LAUNDERING STATUTE. 

Section 1956(c)(7) of title 18, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (E), by striking ‘‘; or” 
and inserting a semicolon; 

(2) in subparagraph (F), by striking the 
semicolon and inserting ‘‘; or’’; and 

(8) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

“(G@) any act that is a criminal violation of 
subparagraph (A), (B), (C), (D), (Œ), or (F) of 
paragraph (1) of section 9(a) of the Endan- 
gered Species Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 
1538(a)(1)), section 2203 of the African Ele- 
phant Conservation Act (16 U.S.C. 4223), or 
section 7(a) of the Rhinoceros and Tiger Con- 
servation Act of 1994 (16 U.S.C. 5305a(a)), if 
the endangered or threatened species of fish 
or wildlife, products, items, or substances in- 
volved in the violation and relevant conduct, 
as applicable, have a total value of more 
than $10,000;”’’. 


ne 


AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
have nine requests for committees to 
meet during today’s session of the Sen- 
ate. They have the approval of the Ma- 
jority and Minority leaders. 

Pursuant to Rule XXVI, paragraph 
5(a), of the Standing Rules of the Sen- 
ate, the following committees are au- 
thorized to meet during today’s session 
of the Senate: 

COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION, AND 
FORESTRY 

The Committee on Agriculture, Nu- 
trition, and Forestry is authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
on September 15, 2016, at 10 a.m., in 
room SR-328A of the Russell Senate Of- 
fice Building. 

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES 

The Committee on Armed Services is 
authorized to meet during the session 
of the Senate on September 15, 2016, at 
9:30 a.m. 

COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, SCIENCE, AND 
TRANSPORTATION 

The Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation is author- 
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on September 15, 2016, at 10 
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a.m., in room SR-253 of the Russell 
Senate Office Building to conduct a 
hearing entitled ‘“‘Oversight of the Fed- 
eral Communications Commission.” 
COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 
The Committee on Foreign Relations 
is authorized to meet during the ses- 
sion of the Senate on September 15, 
2016, at 9:45 a.m., to conduct a hearing 
entitled “Afghanistan: U.S. Policy and 
International Commitments.”’ 
COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 
The Committee on Foreign Relations 
is authorized to meet during the ses- 
sion of the Senate on September 15, 
2016, at 2:15 p.m., to conduct a hearing 
entitled ‘‘Reviewing the Civil Nuclear 
Agreement with Norway.” 
COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY AND 
GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS 
The Committee on Homeland Secu- 
rity and Governmental Affairs is au- 
thorized to meet during the session of 
the Senate on September 15, 2016, at 10 
a.m., to conduct a hearing entitled 
“The State of Health Insurance Mar- 
kets.” 
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 
The Committee on the Judiciary is 
authorized to meet during the session 
of the Senate on September 15, 2016, at 
10 a.m., in room SD-226 of the Dirksen 
Senate Office Building. 
COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS AND 
ENTREPRENEURSHIP 
The Committee on Small Business 
and Entrepreneurship is authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
on September 15, 2016, at 10:30 a.m., in 
room SR-428A of the Russell Senate Of- 
fice Building to conduct a hearing enti- 
tled “An Examination of the Federal 
Response and Resources for Louisiana 
Flood Victims.” 
SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE 
The Select Committee on Intel- 
ligence is authorized to meet during 
the session of the Senate on September 
15, 2016, at 2 p.m., in room SH-219 of the 
Hart Senate Office Building. 


—— 


EXECUTIVE SESSION 


TREATY WITH KAZAKHSTAN ON 
MUTUAL LEGAL ASSISTANCE IN 
CRIMINAL MATTERS 


TREATY WITH ALGERIA ON MU- 
TUAL LEGAL ASSISTANCE IN 
CRIMINAL MATTERS 


TREATY WITH JORDAN ON MU- 
TUAL LEGAL ASSISTANCE IN 
CRIMINAL MATTERS 


Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to executive session to con- 
sider the following treaties on today’s 
Executive Calendar en bloc: Nos. 13, 14, 
15; I further ask unanimous consent 
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that the treaties be considered as hav- 
ing passed through their various par- 
liamentary stages up to and including 
the presentation of the resolutions of 
ratification; that any committee con- 
ditions, declarations, or reservations 
be agreed to as applicable; that any 
statements be printed in the RECORD; 
further, that each treaty be voted on 
en bloc but considered voted on indi- 
vidually; that the motions to recon- 
sider be laid upon the table; and that 
the President be notified of the Sen- 
ate’s action. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The treaties will be stated. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

Treaty document No. 11411, Treaty with 
Kazakhstan on Mutual Legal Assistance in 
Criminal Matters. 

Treaty document No. 114-3, Treaty with 
Algeria on Mutual Legal Assistance in 
Criminal Matters. 

Treaty document No. 114-4, Treaty with 
Jordan on Mutual Legal Assistance in Crimi- 
nal Matters. 

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. President, I ask 
for a division vote on the resolutions of 
ratification en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A divi- 
sion vote has been requested. 

On treaty document No. 114-11, Sen- 
ators in favor of the resolution of rati- 
fication will rise and stand until count- 
ed. 

Those opposed will rise and stand 
until counted. 

On a division vote, two-thirds of the 
Senators present having voted in the 
affirmative, the resolution of ratifica- 
tion is agreed to. 

The resolution of ratification is as 
follows: 

Resolved, (two-thirds of the Senators present 
concurring therein), 

Section 1. Senate Advice and Consent Sub- 
ject to a Declaration. 

The Senate advises and consents to the 
ratification of the Treaty Between the 
United States of America and the Republic 
of Kazakhstan on Mutual Legal Assistance 
in Criminal Matters, signed at Washington 
on February 20, 2015 (Treaty Doc. 114-11), 
subject to the declaration of section 2. 

Sec. 2. Declaration. 

The advice and consent of the Senate 
under section 1 is subject to the following 
declaration: The Treaty is self-executing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On trea- 
ty document No. 114-8, Senators in 
favor of the resolution of ratification 
will rise and stand until counted. 

Those opposed will rise and stand 
until counted. 

On a division vote, two-thirds of the 
Senators present having voted in the 
affirmative, the resolution of ratifica- 
tion is agreed to. 

The resolution of ratification is as 
follows: 

Resolved, (two-thirds of the Senators present 
concurring therein), 

Section 1. Senate Advice and Consent Sub- 
ject to a Declaration. 
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The Senate advises and consents to the 
ratification of the Treaty Between the Gov- 
ernment of the United States of America and 
the Government of the People’s Republic of 
Algeria on Mutual Legal Assistance in 
Criminal Matters, signed at Washington on 
April 7, 2010 (Treaty Doc. 114-3), subject to 
the declaration of section 2. 

Sec. 2. Declaration. 

The advice and consent of the Senate 
under section 1 is subject to the following 
declaration: The Treaty is self-executing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On trea- 
ty document No. 1144, Senators in 
favor of the resolution of ratification 
will rise and stand until counted. 

Those opposed will rise and stand 
until counted. 

On a division vote, two-thirds of the 
Senators present having voted in the 
affirmative, the resolution of ratifica- 
tion is agreed to. 

The resolution of ratification is as 
follows: 

Resolved, (two-thirds of the Senators present 
concurring therein), 

Section 1. Senate Advice and Consent Sub- 
ject to a Declaration. 

The Senate advises and consents to the 
ratification of the Treaty Between the Gov- 
ernment of the United States of America and 
the Government of the Hashemite Kingdom 
of Jordan on Mutual Legal Assistance in 
Criminal Matters, signed at Washington on 
October 1, 2013 (Treaty Doc. 114-4), subject to 
the declaration of section 2. 

Sec. 2. Declaration. 

The advice and consent of the Senate 
under section 1 is subject to the following 
declaration: The Treaty is self-executing. 


EE 
EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 


Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of Cal- 
endar Nos. 700 through 715 and all 
nominations on the Secretary’s desk; 
that the nominations be confirmed en 
bloc; that the motions to reconsider be 
considered made and laid upon the 
table with no intervening action or de- 
bate; that no further motions be in 
order; that any statements related to 
the nominations be printed in the 
RECORD; that the President be imme- 
diately notified of the Senate’s action, 
and the Senate then resume legislative 
session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The nominations considered and con- 
firmed en bloc are as follows: 

IN THE AIR FORCE 

The following named officer for appoint- 
ment in the United States Air Force to the 
grade indicated while assigned to a position 
of importance and responsibility under title 
10, U.S.C., section 601: 

To be lieutenant general 
Lt. Gen. Timothy M. Ray 

The following named officer for appoint- 
ment in the United States Air Force to the 
grade indicated while assigned to a position 
of importance and responsibility under title 
10, U.S.C., section 601: 

To be lieutenant general 
Lt. Gen. Mark C. Nowland 
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The following named officer for appoint- 
ment in the United States Air Force to the 
grade indicated while assigned to a position 
of importance and responsibility under title 
10 U.S.C., section 601: 

To be lieutenant general 
Maj. Gen. Jerry P. Martinez 
IN THE ARMY 

The following named officer for appoint- 
ment in the United States Army to the grade 
indicated while assigned to a position of im- 
portance and responsibility under title 10, 
U.S.C., section 601: 

To be lieutenant general 
Maj. Gen. Paul M. Nakasone 

The following named officer for appoint- 
ment in the United States Army to the grade 
indicated while assigned to a position of im- 
portance and responsibility under title 10, 
U.S.C., section 601: 

To be lieutenant general 
Maj. Gen. Aundre F. Piggee 
IN THE NAVY 

The following named officer for appoint- 
ment in the United States Navy to the grade 
indicated while assigned to a position of im- 
portance and responsibility under title 10, 
U.S.C., section 601: 

To be vice admiral 
Rear Adm. Charles A. Richard 

The following named officer for appoint- 
ment in the United States Navy to the grade 
indicated while assigned to a position of im- 
portance and responsibility under title 10, 
U.S.C., section 601: 

To be vice admiral 
Rear Adm. Philip G. Howe 
IN THE AIR FORCE 

The following named officer for appoint- 
ment in the United States Air Force to the 
grade indicated under title 10, U.S.C., section 
624: 

To be brigadier general 
Col. Charles L. Plummer 

The following named officer for appoint- 
ment in the United States Air Force to the 
grade indicated while assigned to a position 
of importance and responsibility under title 
10, U.S.C., section 601: 

To be lieutenant general 
Lt. Gen. Samuel A. Greaves 

The following named officer for appoint- 
ment in the United States Air Force to the 
grade indicated while assigned to a position 
of importance and responsibility under title 
10, U.S.C., section 601: 

To be lieutenant general 
Maj. Gen. Mark D. Kelly 
IN THE ARMY 

The following Army National Guard of the 
United States officer for appointment in the 
Reserve of the Army to the grade indicated 
under title 10, U.S.C., sections 12203 and 
12211: 

To be brigadier general 
Col. Joseph F. Jarrard 

The following officer for appointment in 
the Reserve of the Army to the grade indi- 
cated under title 10, U.S.C., sections 12203 
and 12211: 

To be brigadier general 
Col. Laurel J. Hummel 

The following named officer for appoint- 
ment in the United States Army to the grade 
indicated while assigned to a position of im- 
portance and responsibility under title 10, 
U.S.C., section 601: 
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To be general 
Lt. Gen. Gustave F. Perna 
The following named officer for appoint- 
ment as the Vice Chief of the National Guard 
Bureau and for appointment to the grade in- 
dicated in the Reserve of the Army under 
title 10, U.S.C., sections 10505 and 601: 
To be lieutenant general 
Lt. Gen. Daniel R. Hokanson 
IN THE NAVY 
The following named officer for appoint- 
ment in the United States Navy to the grade 
indicated while assigned to a position of im- 
portance and responsibility under title 10, 
U.S.C., section 601: 
To be vice admiral 
Vice Adm. James G. Foggo, III 
IN THE AIR FORCE 
The following named officer for appoint- 
ment in the United States Air Force to the 
grade indicated while assigned to a position 
of importance and responsibility under title 
10, U.S.C., section 601: 
To be general 
Lt. Gen. John W. Raymond 
NOMINATIONS PLACED ON THE SECRETARY’S 
DESK 
IN THE AIR FORCE 


PN1552 AIR FORCE nominations (1186) be- 
ginning NATHAN J. ABEL, and ending BAI 
LAN ZHU, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record of June 16, 2016. 

PN1555 AIR FORCE nominations (49) begin- 
ning EBON S. ALLEY, and ending KENDRA 
S. ZBIR, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record of June 16, 2016. 

PN1556 AIR FORCE nominations (158) be- 
ginning OLUJIMISOLA M. ADELANI, and 
ending KELLIE J. ZENTZ, which nomina- 
tions were received by the Senate and ap- 
peared in the Congressional Record of June 
16, 2016. 

PN1630 AIR FORCE nominations (129) be- 
ginning STEVEN S. ALEXANDER, and end- 
ing STACEY SCOTT ZDANAVAGE, which 
nominations were received by the Senate and 
appeared in the Congressional Record of July 
18, 2016. 

PN1674 AIR FORCE nomination of Rebecca 
L. Powers, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
September 6, 2016. 

PN1675 AIR FORCE nomination of William 
L. White, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
September 6, 2016. 

PN1676 AIR FORCE nomination of An- 
thony B. Mulhare, which was received by the 
Senate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record of September 6, 2016. 

PN1677 AIR FORCE nominations (2) begin- 
ning ROBERT M. CLONTZ, II, and ending 
REBECCA K. KEMMET, which nominations 
were received by the Senate and appeared in 
the Congressional Record of September 6, 
2016. 

PN1707 AIR FORCE nomination of Paul K. 
Clark, which was received by the Senate and 
appeared in the Congressional Record of Sep- 
tember 8, 2016. 

PN1709 AIR FORCE nomination of An- 
thony S. Robbins, which was received by the 
Senate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record of September 8, 2016. 

IN THE ARMY 

PN1631 ARMY nomination of Andrell J. 
Hardy, which was received by the Senate and 
appeared in the Congressional Record of July 
18, 2016. 
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PN1632 ARMY nomination of Hector I. 
Martinezpineiro, which was received by the 
Senate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record of July 13, 2016. 

PN1648 ARMY nominations (3) beginning 
CHATTIE N. LEVY, and ending LISA G. 
WILSON, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record of July 14, 2016. 

PN1649 ARMY nominations (6) beginning 
ARTHUR J. BILENKER, and ending INEZ E. 
WRIGHT, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record of July 14, 2016. 

PN1650 ARMY nominations (14) beginning 
JOHN J. BRADY, and ending ELIZABETH A. 
WERNS, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record of July 14, 2016. 

PN1651 ARMY nominations (11) beginning 
RICHARD J. BUTALLA, and ending MARK 
B. YOUNG, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record of July 14, 2016. 

PN1652 ARMY nominations (9) beginning 
CHRISTOPHER B. AASGAARD, and ending 
WILLIAM A. SOCRATES, which nomina- 
tions were received by the Senate and ap- 
peared in the Congressional Record of July 
14, 2016. 

PN1653 ARMY nomination of Paul V. 
Rahm, which was received by the Senate and 
appeared in the Congressional Record of July 
14, 2016. 

PN1654 ARMY nominations (5) beginning 
MICHAEL A. DEAN, and ending MARK O. 
WORLEY, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record of July 14, 2016. 

PN1655 ARMY nominations (36) beginning 
JONNIE L. BAILEY, and ending ILONA L. 
WRIGHT, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record of July 14, 2016. 

PN1656 ARMY nominations (11) beginning 
GORDON B. CHIU, and ending PAUL A. 
VIATOR, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record of July 14, 2016. 

PN1657 ARMY nominations (47) beginning 
SCOTT B. ARMEN, and ending JON S. 
YAMAGUCHI, which nominations were re- 
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record of July 14, 2016. 

PN1658 ARMY nominations (18) beginning 
THAD J. COLLARD, and ending MICHAEL 
L. YOST, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record of July 14, 2016. 

PN1659 ARMY nominations (2) beginning 
ANN M.B. HALL, and ending DAVID W. 
ROSE, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record of July 14, 2016. 

PN1660 ARMY nominations (2) beginning 
GARRY E. ONEAL, and ending 
CRISTOPHER A. YOUNG, which nomina- 
tions were received by the Senate and ap- 
peared in the Congressional Record of July 
14, 2016. 

PN1678 ARMY nominations (104) beginning 
FREDDY L. ADAMS, II, and ending D012362, 
which nominations were received by the Sen- 
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record of September 6, 2016. 

PN1679 ARMY nominations (147) beginning 
ALISSA R. ACKLEY, and ending D003185, 
which nominations were received by the Sen- 
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record of September 6, 2016. 

PN1680 ARMY nominations (190) beginning 
GEOFFREY R. ADAMS, and ending D005579, 
which nominations were received by the Sen- 
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record of September 6, 2016. 
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PN1681 ARMY nominations (27) beginning 
BRIAN BICKEL, and ending MELISSA F. 
TUCKER, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record of September 6, 2016. 

PN1682 ARMY nominations (164) beginning 
KYLE D. AEMISEGGER, and ending SARAH 
M. ZATE, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record of September 6, 2016. 

PN1683 ARMY nomination of John B. 
Shemanski, which was received by the Sen- 
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record of September 6, 2016. 

PN1684 ARMY nominations (21) beginning 
CHRISTOPHER D. BAYSA, and ending 
SARAH A. WILLIAMS BROWN, which nomi- 
nations were received by the Senate and ap- 
peared in the Congressional Record of Sep- 
tember 6, 2016. 

PN1685 ARMY nominations (34) beginning 
ADRIENNE B. ARI, and ending CHARLES D. 
ZIMMERMAN, JR., which nominations were 
received by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record of September 6, 2016. 

PN1686 ARMY nominations (6) beginning 
NORMAN W. GILL, III, and ending MI- 
CHAEL A. ROBERTSON, which nominations 
were received by the Senate and appeared in 
the Congressional Record of September 6, 
2016. 

PN1687 ARMY nominations (7) beginning 
DERRON A. ALVES, and ending CHAD A. 
WEDDELL, which nominations were re- 
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record of September 6, 2016. 

PN1688 ARMY nomination of Chantil A. 
Alexander, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
September 6, 2016. 

PN1690 ARMY nomination of Yevgeny S. 
Vindman, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
September 6, 2016. 

PN1691 ARMY nomination of David G. Ott, 
which was received by the Senate and ap- 
peared in the Congressional Record of Sep- 
tember 6, 2016. 

PN1693 ARMY nomination of Geoffrey J. 
Cole, which was received by the Senate and 
appeared in the Congressional Record of Sep- 
tember 6, 2016. 

PN1694 ARMY nomination of Jeffrey D. 
McCoy, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
September 6, 2016. 

PN1695 ARMY nominations (74) beginning 
JOSEPH T. ALWAN, and ending NICHOLAS 
D. WILSON, which nominations were re- 
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record of September 6, 2016. 

PN1696 ARMY nominations (300) beginning 
DUSTIN M. ALBERT, and ending JENNIFER 
E. ZUCCARELLI, which nominations were 
received by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record of September 6, 2016. 

PN1697 ARMY nominations (36) beginning 
BUSTER D. AKERS, JR., and ending MI- 
CHAEL T. ZELL, which nominations were 
received by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record of September 6, 2016. 

PN1698 ARMY nomination of Richard L. 
Weaver, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
September 6, 2016. 

PN1710 ARMY nomination of Gail E. S. 
Yoshitani, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
September 8, 2016. 

PN1714 ARMY nomination of Richard A. 
Dorchak, Jr., which was received by the Sen- 
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record of September 8, 2016. 

PN1715 ARMY nomination of Aristidis 
Katerelos, which was received by the Senate 
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and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
September 8, 2016. 

PN1716 ARMY nomination of Scott C. 
Moran, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
September 8, 2016. 

PN1717 ARMY nomination of Mona M. 
McFadden, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
September 8, 2016. 

PN1718 ARMY nominations (11) beginning 
NICOLE N. CLARK, and ending SUSAN R. 
SINGALEWITCH, which nominations were 
received by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record of September 8, 2016. 

PN1719 ARMY nomination of Clayton T. 
Herriford, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
September 8, 2016. 

PN1720 ARMY nominations (18) beginning 
JAMES R. BOULWAREH, and ending MAT- 
THEW S. WYSOCKI, which nominations 
were received by the Senate and appeared in 
the Congressional Record of September 8, 
2016. 

PN1721 ARMY nomination of David E. Fos- 
ter, which was received by the Senate and 
appeared in the Congressional Record of Sep- 
tember 8, 2016. 

PN1722 ARMY nomination of Justin J. 
Orton, which was received by the Senate and 
appeared in the Congressional Record of Sep- 
tember 8, 2016. 

PN1723 ARMY nomination of Tina R. Hart- 
ley, which was received by the Senate and 
appeared in the Congressional Record of Sep- 
tember 8, 2016. 

PN1724 ARMY nomination of Melaine A. 
Williams, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
September 8, 2016. 

PN1725 ARMY nomination of Anthony T. 
Sampson, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
September 8, 2016. 

IN THE NAVY 


PN1634 NAVY nominations (125) beginning 
KENRIC T. ABAN, and ending ERIC H. 
YEUNG, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record of July 13, 2016. 

PN1635 NAVY nominations (61) beginning 
BRENT N. ADAMS, and ending EMILY L. 
ZYWICKE, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record of July 13, 2016. 

PN1686 NAVY nominations (24) beginning 
TERESITA ALSTON, and ending ERIN K. 
ZIZAK, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record of July 13, 2016. 

PN1637 NAVY nominations (29) beginning 
DYLAN T. BURCH, and ending LUKE A. 
WHITTEMORE, which nominations were re- 
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record of July 13, 2016. 

PN1638 NAVY nominations (65) beginning 
BROOKE M. BASFORD, and ending 
MALISSA D. WICKERSHAM, which nomina- 
tions were received by the Senate and ap- 
peared in the Congressional Record of July 
18, 2016. 

PN1639 NAVY nominations (53) beginning 
RYAN P. ANDERSON, and ending SCOTT A. 
WILSON, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record of July 13, 2016. 

PN1640 NAVY nominations (31) beginning 
JENNIFER D. BOWDEN, and ending ROB- 
ERT B. WILLS which nominations were re- 
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record of July 13, 2016. 

PN1641 NAVY nominations (86) beginning 
BRADLEY M. BAER, and ending GREGORY 
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J. WOODS, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record of July 13, 2016. 

PN1699 NAVY nomination of Richard M. 
Camarena, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
September 6, 2016. 

PN1701 NAVY nominations (89) beginning 
JULIO A. ALARCON, and ending JODI M. 
WILLIAMS, which nominations were re- 
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record of September 6, 2016. 

PN1702 NAVY nominations (3) beginning 
ROLANDA A. FINDLAY, and ending DAPH- 
NE P. MORRISONPONCEH, which nomina- 
tions were received by the Senate and ap- 
peared in the Congressional Record of Sep- 
tember 6, 2016. 

PN1703 NAVY nomination of Russell A. 
Maynard, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
September 6, 2016. 

PN1726 NAVY nomination of William J. 
Kaiser, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
September 8, 2016. 

PN1727 NAVY nominations (246) beginning 
NICOLE A. AGUIRRE, and ending AMY F. 
ZUCHARO, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record of September 8, 2016. 

PN1728 NAVY nominations (81) beginning 
ALICE A. T. ALCORN, and ending MALKA 
ZIPPERSTEIN, which nominations were re- 
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record of September 8, 2016. 

PN1729 NAVY nominations (119) beginning 
JULIE M. C. ANDERSON, and ending BRAD- 
LEY S. WELLS, which nominations were re- 
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record of September 8, 2016. 

PN1730 NAVY nominations (53) beginning 
BENJAMIN D. ADAMS, and ending MI- 
CHAEL F. WHITICAN, which nominations 
were received by the Senate and appeared in 
the Congressional Record of September 8, 
2016. 

PN1731 NAVY nominations (145) beginning 
STEPHEN K. AFFUL, and ending 
ALESSANDRA E. ZIEGLER, which nomina- 
tions were received by the Senate and ap- 
peared in the Congressional Record of Sep- 
tember 8, 2016. 

PN1732 NAVY nominations (86) beginning 
SCOTT E. ADAMS, and ending CHARMAINE 
R. YAP, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record of September 8, 2016. 

PN1733 NAVY nominations (35) beginning 
RAYMOND B. ADKINS, and ending GALE B. 
WHITE, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record of September 8, 2016. 

PN1734 NAVY nominations (55) beginning 
PAUL I. AHN, and ending SHANNON L. 
WRIGHT, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record of September 8, 2016. 

PN1735 NAVY nominations (2) beginning 
DENNIS L. LANG, JR., and ending 
YASMIRA LEFFAKIS, which nominations 
were received by the Senate and appeared in 
the Congressional Record of September 8, 
2016. 

PN1736 NAVY nomination of Karen J. 
Sankesritland, which was received by the 
Senate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record of September 8, 2016. 

PN1737 NAVY nominations (8) beginning 
MARK F. BIBEAU, and ending JASON A. 
LAURION, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record of September 8, 2016. 

PN1738 NAVY nomination of Randall L. 
McAtee, which was received by the Senate 
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and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
September 8, 2016. 

PN1739 NAVY nomination of John F. 
Capacchione, which was received by the Sen- 
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record of September 8, 2016. 

PN1740 NAVY nomination of Stuart T. 
Kirkby, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
September 8, 2016. 

PN1741 NAVY nomination of Carrie M. 
Mercier, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
September 8, 2016. 


EE 
LEGISLATIVE SESSION 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ate will now resume legislative session. 


EE 


TOM STAGG FEDERAL BUILDING 
AND UNITED STATES COURT- 
HOUSE 


Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the immediate consider- 
ation of Calendar No. 471, S. 2754. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the bill by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 2754) to designate the Federal 
building and United States courthouse lo- 
cated at 300 Fannin Street in Shreveport, 
Louisiana, as the ‘Tom Stagg Federal Build- 
ing and United States Courthouse.”’ 


There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill, which 
had been reported from the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works with 
amendments, as follows: 

(The parts of the bill intended to be 
stricken are shown in boldface brack- 
ets and the parts of the bill intended to 
be inserted are shown in italic.) 

S. 2754 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. TOM STAGG [FEDERAL BUILDING 
AND UNITED STATES COURTHOUSE] 
UNITED STATES COURT HOUSE. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 

(1) the Honorable Thomas Eaton Stagg, 
Jr., served as judge of the United States Dis- 
trict Court for the Western District of Lou- 
isiana from 1974 until his death in 2015; 

(2) Judge Stagg served as Chief Judge of 
the United States District Court for the 
Western District of Louisiana from 1984 
through 1992; 

(3) Judge Stagg served as Senior Judge of 
the United States District Court for the 
Western District of Louisiana from 1992 
through 2015; 

(4) Judge Stagg exemplified all that is re- 
spectable and dignified in the judiciary and 
was a mentor and role model for all attor- 
neys within and beyond the Western District 
of Louisiana; and 

(5) the naming of the Federal building and 
United States courthouse located at 300 
Fannin Street in Shreveport, Louisiana, 
after Judge Stagg would honor his name and 
the legacy he left to all citizens of the West- 
ern District of Louisiana. 

(b) DESIGNATION.—The Federal building 
and United States courthouse located at 300 
Fannin Street in Shreveport, Louisiana, 
shall be known and designated as the ‘‘Tom 
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Stagg [Federal Building and United States 
Courthouse] United States Court House’’. 

(c) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the Federal 
building and United States courthouse re- 
ferred to in subsection (b) shall be deemed to 
be a reference to the “Tom Stagg [Federal 
Building and United States Courthouse] 
United States Court House’’. 


Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the com- 
mittee-reported amendments be agreed 
to, the bill, as amended, be read a third 
time and passed, and the motion to re- 
consider be considered made and laid 
upon the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The committee-reported amendments 
were agreed to. 

The bill (S. 2754), as amended, was or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing, was read the third time, and 
passed, as follows: 

S. 2754 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. TOM STAGG UNITED STATES COURT 
HOUSE. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 

(1) the Honorable Thomas Eaton Stagg, 
Jr., served as judge of the United States Dis- 
trict Court for the Western District of Lou- 
isiana from 1974 until his death in 2015; 

(2) Judge Stagg served as Chief Judge of 
the United States District Court for the 
Western District of Louisiana from 1984 
through 1992; 

(3) Judge Stagg served as Senior Judge of 
the United States District Court for the 
Western District of Louisiana from 1992 
through 2015; 

(4) Judge Stagg exemplified all that is re- 
spectable and dignified in the judiciary and 
was a mentor and role model for all attor- 
neys within and beyond the Western District 
of Louisiana; and 

(5) the naming of the Federal building and 
United States courthouse located at 300 
Fannin Street in Shreveport, Louisiana, 
after Judge Stagg would honor his name and 
the legacy he left to all citizens of the West- 
ern District of Louisiana. 

(b) DESIGNATION.—The Federal building 
and United States courthouse located at 300 
Fannin Street in Shreveport, Louisiana, 
shall be known and designated as the ‘‘Tom 
Stagg United States Court House’’. 

(c) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the Federal 
building and United States courthouse re- 
ferred to in subsection (b) shall be deemed to 
be a reference to the ‘“‘Tom Stagg United 
States Court House’’. 


Ee 


NATIONAL HISPANIC-SERVING 
INSTITUTIONS WEEK 


Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the immediate consider- 
ation of S. Res. 565, submitted earlier 
today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
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A resolution (S. Res. 565) designating the 
week beginning September 12, 2016, as ‘‘Na- 
tional Hispanic-Serving Institutions Week.”’ 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. President, I know 
of no further debate on the resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 
is no further debate, the question is on 
agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution (S. Res. 
agreed to. 

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the preamble 
be agreed to and the motions to recon- 
sider be considered made and laid upon 
the table with no intervening action or 
debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

(The resolution, with its preamble, is 
printed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Sub- 
mitted Resolutions.’’) 


565) was 


EE 


RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED TODAY 


Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
now proceed to the en bloc consider- 
ation of the following Senate resolu- 
tions, which were submitted earlier 
today: S. Res. 566, S. Res. 567, S. Res. 
568, and S. Res. 569. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolutions 
en bloc. 

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the resolu- 
tions be agreed to, the preambles be 
agreed to, and the motions to recon- 
sider be laid upon the table en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolutions were agreed to. 

The preambles were agreed to. 

(The resolutions, with their pre- 
ambles, are printed in today’s RECORD 
under ‘‘Submitted Resolutions.’’) 


ee 


MEASURE READ THE FIRST 
TIME—S. 3348 


Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. President, I under- 
stand that S. 3348, introduced earlier 
today by Senator WYDEN, is at the 
desk, and I ask for its first reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will read the bill by title for the 
first time. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 3348) to amend the Federal Elec- 
tion Campaign Act of 1971 to require can- 
didates of major parties for the office of 
President to disclose recent tax return infor- 
mation. 

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. President, I now 
ask for its second reading and object to 
my own request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion is heard. 

The bill will be read for the second 
time on the next legislative day. 


September 15, 2016 


ORDERS FOR MONDAY, 
SEPTEMBER 19, 2016 


Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the Sen- 
ate completes its business today, it ad- 
journ until 3 p.m., Monday, September 
19; that following the prayer and 
pledge, the morning hour be deemed 
expired, the Journal of proceedings be 
approved to date, and the time for the 
two leaders be reserved for their use 
later in the day; further, that following 
leader remarks, the Senate resume 
consideration of the motion to proceed 
to H.R. 5325. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


Sa 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY, 
SEPTEMBER 19, 2016, AT 3 P.M. 


Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. President, if there 
is no further business to come before 
the Senate, I ask unanimous consent 
that it stand adjourned under the pre- 
vious order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 6:28 p.m., adjourned until Monday, 
September 19, 2016, at 3 p.m. 


Ee 


CONFIRMATIONS 


Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate September 15, 2016: 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 


SUSAN S. GIBSON, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE INSPECTOR GEN- 
ERAL OF THE NATIONAL RECONNAISSANCE OFFICE. 


IN THE AIR FORCE 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI- 
CATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE 
AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 
601: 


To be lieutenant general 


LT. GEN. TIMOTHY M. RAY 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI- 
CATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE 
AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 
601: 


To be lieutenant general 


LT. GEN. MARK C. NOWLAND 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI- 
CATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE 
AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 
601: 


To be lieutenant general 
MAJ. GEN. JERRY P. MARTINEZ 
IN THE ARMY 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 601: 


To be lieutenant general 


MAJ. GEN. PAUL M. NAKASONE 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 601: 


To be lieutenant general 
MAJ. GEN. AUNDRE F. PIGGEE 
IN THE NAVY 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 601: 


To be vice admiral 


REAR ADM. CHARLES A. RICHARD 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 


September 15, 2016 


WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 601: 


To be vice admiral 
REAR ADM. PHILIP G. HOWE 
IN THE AIR FORCE 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI- 
CATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 


To be brigadier general 


COL. CHARLES L. PLUMMER 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI- 
CATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE 
AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 
601: 


To be lieutenant general 


LT. GEN. SAMUEL A. GREAVES 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI- 
CATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE 
AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 
601: 


To be lieutenant general 
MAJ. GEN. MARK D. KELLY 
IN THE ARMY 


THE FOLLOWING ARMY NATIONAL GUARD OF THE 
UNITED STATES OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE RE- 
SERVE OF THE ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED UNDER 
TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12211: 


To be brigadier general 


COL. JOSEPH F. JARRARD 


THE FOLLOWING OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE 
RESERVE OF THE ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12211: 


To be brigadier general 


COL. LAUREL J. HUMMEL 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 601: 


To be general 


LT. GEN. GUSTAVE F. PERNA 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
AS THE VICE CHIEF OF THE NATIONAL GUARD BUREAU 
AND FOR APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN 
THE RESERVE OF THE ARMY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., 
SECTIONS 10505 AND 601: 


To be lieutenant general 
LT. GEN. DANIEL R. HOKANSON 
IN THE NAVY 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 601: 


To be vice admiral 
VICE ADM. JAMES G. FOGGO III 
IN THE AIR FORCE 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI- 
CATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE 
AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 
601: 


To be general 


LT. GEN. JOHN W. RAYMOND 


AIR FORCE NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH NATHAN J. 
ABEL AND ENDING WITH BAI LAN ZHU, WHICH NOMINA- 
TIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND APPEARED 
IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON JUNE 16, 2016. 

AIR FORCE NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH EBON S. 
ALLEY AND ENDING WITH KENDRA S. ZBIR, WHICH NOMI- 
NATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP- 
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON JUNE 16, 
2016. 

AIR FORCE NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH 
OLUJIMISOLA M. ADELANI AND ENDING WITH KELLIE J. 
ZENTZ, WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE 
SENATE AND APPEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD ON JUNE 16, 2016. 

AIR FORCE NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH STEVEN S. 
ALEXANDER AND ENDING WITH STACEY SCOTT 
ZDANAVAGE, WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY 
THE SENATE AND APPEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD ON JULY 13, 2016. 

AIR FORCE NOMINATION OF REBECCA L. POWERS, TO 
BE MAJOR. 

AIR FORCE NOMINATION OF WILLIAM L. WHITE, TO BE 
MAJOR. 

AIR FORCE NOMINATION OF ANTHONY B. MULHARE, TO 
BE COLONEL. 

AIR FORCE NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH ROBERT M. 
CLONTZ II AND ENDING WITH REBECCA K. KEMMET, 
WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE 
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AND APPEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON 
SEPTEMBER 6, 2016. 

AIR FORCE NOMINATION OF PAUL K. CLARK, TO BE 
MAJOR. 

AIR FORCE NOMINATION OF ANTHONY S. ROBBINS, TO 
BE LIEUTENANT COLONEL. 


IN THE ARMY 


ARMY NOMINATION OF ANDRELL J. HARDY, TO BE 
LIEUTENANT COLONEL. 

ARMY NOMINATION OF HECTOR I. MARTINEZPINEIRO, 
TO BE COLONEL. 

ARMY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH CHATTIE N. 
LEVY AND ENDING WITH LISA G. WILSON, WHICH NOMI- 
NATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP- 
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON JULY 14, 
2016. 

ARMY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH ARTHUR J. 
BILENKER AND ENDING WITH INEZ E. WRIGHT, WHICH 
NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP- 
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON JULY 14, 
2016. 

ARMY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH JOHN J. BRADY 
AND ENDING WITH ELIZABETH A. WERNS, WHICH NOMI- 
NATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP- 
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON JULY 14, 
2016. 

ARMY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH RICHARD J. 
BUTALLA AND ENDING WITH MARK B. YOUNG, WHICH 
NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP- 
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON JULY 14, 
2016. 

ARMY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH CHRISTOPHER 
B. AASGAARD AND ENDING WITH WILLIAM A. SOCRATES, 
WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE 
AND APPEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON 
JULY 14, 2016. 

ARMY NOMINATION OF PAUL V. RAHM, TO BE COLONEL. 

ARMY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH MICHAEL A. 
DEAN AND ENDING WITH MARK O. WORLEY, WHICH NOMI- 
NATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP- 
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON JULY 14, 
2016. 

ARMY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH JONNIE L. BAI- 
LEY AND ENDING WITH ILONA L. WRIGHT, WHICH NOMI- 
NATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP- 
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON JULY 14, 
2016. 

ARMY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH GORDON B. CHIU 
AND ENDING WITH PAUL A. VIATOR, WHICH NOMINA- 
TIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND APPEARED 
IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON JULY 14, 2016. 

ARMY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH SCOTT B. 
ARMEN AND ENDING WITH JON S. YAMAGUCHI, WHICH 
NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP- 
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON JULY 14, 
2016. 

ARMY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH THAD J. COL- 
LARD AND ENDING WITH MICHAEL L. YOST, WHICH NOMI- 
NATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP- 
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON JULY 14, 
2016. 

ARMY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH ANN M. B. HALL 
AND ENDING WITH DAVID W. ROSE, WHICH NOMINATIONS 
WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND APPEARED IN THE 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON JULY 14, 2016. 

ARMY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH GARRY E. 
ONEAL AND ENDING WITH CRISTOPHER A. YOUNG, WHICH 
NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP- 
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON JULY 14, 
2016. 

ARMY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH FREDDY L. 
ADAMS II AND ENDING WITH D012362, WHICH NOMINA- 
TIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND APPEARED 
IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON SEPTEMBER 6, 2016. 

ARMY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH ALISSA R. 
ACKLEY AND ENDING WITH D003185, WHICH NOMINATIONS 
WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND APPEARED IN THE 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON SEPTEMBER 6, 2016. 

ARMY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH GEOFFREY R. 
ADAMS AND ENDING WITH D005579, WHICH NOMINATIONS 
WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND APPEARED IN THE 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON SEPTEMBER 6, 2016. 

ARMY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH BRIAN BICKEL 
AND ENDING WITH MELISSA F. TUCKER, WHICH NOMINA- 
TIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND APPEARED 
IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON SEPTEMBER 6, 2016. 

ARMY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH KYLE D. 
AEMISEGGER AND ENDING WITH SARAH M. ZATE, WHICH 
NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP- 
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON SEP- 
TEMBER 6, 2016. 

ARMY NOMINATION OF JOHN E. SHEMANSKI, TO BE 
MAJOR. 

ARMY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH CHRISTOPHER 
D. BAYSA AND ENDING WITH SARAH A. WILLIAMS 
BROWN, WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE 
SENATE AND APPEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD ON SEPTEMBER 6, 2016. 

ARMY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH ADRIENNE B. 
ARI AND ENDING WITH CHARLES D. ZIMMERMAN, JR., 
WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE 
AND APPEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON 
SEPTEMBER 6, 2016. 

ARMY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH NORMAN W. 
GILL II AND ENDING WITH MICHAEL A. ROBERTSON, 
WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE 
AND APPEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON 
SEPTEMBER 6, 2016. 

ARMY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH DERRON A. 
ALVES AND ENDING WITH CHAD A. WEDDELL, WHICH 
NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP- 
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PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON SEP- 
TEMBER 6, 2016. 

ARMY NOMINATION OF CHANTIL A. ALEXANDER, TO BE 
MAJOR. 

ARMY NOMINATION OF YEVGENY S. VINDMAN, TO BE 
LIEUTENANT COLONEL. 

ARMY NOMINATION OF DAVID G. OTT, TO BE COLONEL. 

ARMY NOMINATION OF GEOFFREY J. COLE, TO BE LIEU- 
TENANT COLONEL. 

ARMY NOMINATION 
COLONEL. 

ARMY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH JOSEPH T. 
ALWAN AND ENDING WITH NICHOLAS D. WILSON, WHICH 
NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP- 
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON SEP- 
TEMBER 6, 2016. 

ARMY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH DUSTIN M. AL- 
BERT AND ENDING WITH JENNIFER E. ZUCCARELLI, 
WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE 
AND APPEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON 
SEPTEMBER 6, 2016. 

ARMY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH BUSTER D. 
AKERS, JR. AND ENDING WITH MICHAEL T. ZELL, WHICH 
NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP- 
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON SEP- 
TEMBER 6, 2016. 

ARMY NOMINATION OF RICHARD L. WEAVER, TO BE 
COLONEL. 

ARMY NOMINATION OF GAIL E. S. YOSHITANI, TO BE 
COLONEL. 

ARMY NOMINATION OF RICHARD A. DORCHAK, JR., TO 
BE LIEUTENANT COLONEL. 

ARMY NOMINATION OF ARISTIDIS KATERELOS, TO BE 
MAJOR. 

ARMY NOMINATION OF SCOTT C. MORAN, TO BE COLO- 
NEL. 

ARMY NOMINATION OF MONA M. MCFADDEN, TO BE 
MAJOR. 

ARMY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH NICOLE N. 
CLARK AND ENDING WITH SUSAN R. SINGALEWITCH, 
WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE 
AND APPEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON 
SEPTEMBER 8, 2016. 

ARMY NOMINATION OF CLAYTON T. HERRIFORD, TO BE 
MAJOR. 

ARMY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH JAMES R. 
BOULWARE AND ENDING WITH MATTHEW S. WYSOCKI, 
WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE 
AND APPEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON 
SEPTEMBER 8, 2016. 

ARMY NOMINATION OF DAVID E. FOSTER, TO BE LIEU- 
TENANT COLONEL. 

ARMY NOMINATION OF JUSTIN J. ORTON, TO BE MAJOR. 

ARMY NOMINATION OF TINA R. HARTLEY, TO BE COLO- 
NEL. 

ARMY NOMINATION OF MELAINE A. WILLIAMS, TO BE 
COLONEL. 

ARMY NOMINATION OF ANTHONY T. SAMPSON, TO BE 
COLONEL. 


OF JEFFREY D. MCCOY, TO BE 


IN THE NAVY 


NAVY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH KENRIC T. ABAN 
AND ENDING WITH ERIC H. YEUNG, WHICH NOMINATIONS 
WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND APPEARED IN THE 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON JULY 13, 2016. 

NAVY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH BRENT N. 
ADAMS AND ENDING WITH EMILY L. ZYWICKE, WHICH 
NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP- 
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON JULY 13, 
2016. 

NAVY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH TERESITA AL- 
STON AND ENDING WITH ERIN K. ZIZAK, WHICH NOMINA- 
TIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND APPEARED 
IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON JULY 183, 2016. 

NAVY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH DYLAN T. BURCH 
AND ENDING WITH LUKE A. WHITTEMORE, WHICH NOMI- 
NATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP- 
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON JULY 13, 
2016. 

NAVY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH BROOKE M. 
BASFORD AND ENDING WITH MALISSA D. WICKERSHAM, 
WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE 
AND APPEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON 
JULY 18, 2016. 

NAVY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH RYAN P. ANDER- 
SON AND ENDING WITH SCOTT A. WILSON, WHICH NOMI- 
NATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP- 
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON JULY 13, 
2016. 

NAVY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH JENNIFER D. 
BOWDEN AND ENDING WITH ROBERT B. WILLS, WHICH 
NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP- 
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON JULY 13, 
2016. 

NAVY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH BRADLEY M. 
BAER AND ENDING WITH GREGORY J. WOODS, WHICH 
NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP- 
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON JULY 13, 
2016. 

NAVY NOMINATION OF RICHARD M. CAMARENA, TO BE 
COMMANDER. 

NAVY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH JULIO A. 
ALARCON AND ENDING WITH JODI M. WILLIAMS, WHICH 
NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP- 
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON SEP- 
TEMBER 6, 2016. 

NAVY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH ROLANDA A. 
FINDLAY AND ENDING WITH DAPHNE P: 
MORRISONPONCE, WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED 
BY THE SENATE AND APPEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD ON SEPTEMBER 6, 2016. 

NAVY NOMINATION OF RUSSELL A. MAYNARD, TO BE 
CAPTAIN. 
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NAVY NOMINATION OF WILLIAM J. KAISER, TO BE CAP- 
TAIN. 

NAVY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH NICOLE A. 
AGUIRRE AND ENDING WITH AMY F. ZUCHARO, WHICH 
NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP- 
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON SEP- 
TEMBER 8, 2016. 

NAVY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH ALICE A. T. 
ALCORN AND ENDING WITH MALKA ZIPPERSTEIN, WHICH 
NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP- 
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON SEP- 
TEMBER 8, 2016. 

NAVY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH JULIE M. C. AN- 
DERSON AND ENDING WITH BRADLEY S. WELLS, WHICH 
NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP- 
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON SEP- 
TEMBER 8, 2016. 

NAVY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH BENJAMIN D. 
ADAMS AND ENDING WITH MICHAEL F. WHITICAN, WHICH 
NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP- 
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PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON SEP- 
TEMBER 8, 2016. 

NAVY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH STEPHEN K. 
AFFUL AND ENDING WITH ALESSANDRA E. ZIEGLER, 
WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE 
AND APPEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON 
SEPTEMBER 8, 2016. 

NAVY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH SCOTT E. ADAMS 
AND ENDING WITH CHARMAINE R. YAP, WHICH NOMINA- 
TIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND APPEARED 
IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON SEPTEMBER 8, 2016. 

NAVY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH RAYMOND B. 
ADKINS AND ENDING WITH GALE B. WHITE, WHICH NOMI- 
NATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP- 
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON SEP- 
TEMBER 8, 2016. 

NAVY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH PAUL I. AHN 
AND ENDING WITH SHANNON L. WRIGHT, WHICH NOMINA- 
TIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND APPEARED 
IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON SEPTEMBER 8, 2016. 
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NAVY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH DENNIS L. LANG, 
JR. AND ENDING WITH YASMIRA LEFFAKIS, WHICH NOMI- 
NATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP- 
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON SEP- 
TEMBER 8, 2016. 

NAVY NOMINATION OF KAREN J. SANKESRITLAND, TO 
BE LIEUTENANT COMMANDER. 

NAVY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH MARK F. BIBEAU 
AND ENDING WITH JASON A. LAURION, WHICH NOMINA- 
TIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND APPEARED 
IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON SEPTEMBER 8, 2016. 

NAVY NOMINATION OF RANDALL L. MCATEE, TO BE 
LIEUTENANT COMMANDER. 

NAVY NOMINATION OF JOHN F. CAPACCHIONE, TO BE 
CAPTAIN. 

NAVY NOMINATION OF STUART T. KIRKBY, TO BE COM- 
MANDER. 

NAVY NOMINATION OF CARRIE M. MERCIER, TO BE 
LIEUTENANT COMMANDER. 
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 


IN RECOGNITION OF 
MICHAEL E. KUNZ 


HON. PATRICK MEEHAN 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 15, 2016 


Mr. MEEHAN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor the service of Michael E. Kunz to our 
federal court system. Mr. Kunz retired this 
past July after more than forty years of service 
in the Eastern Judicial District of Pennsyl- 
vania, including more than 37 years as its 
chief clerk. 

Mr. Kunz was respected and beloved by all 
who had business before the court—judges, 
prosecutors, attorneys and others—and he left 
an indelible mark in the halls of the court- 
house in Philadelphia. 

During Mr. Kunz’s tenure as chief clerk—the 
longest of any clerk in the history of the East- 
ern District—he oversaw unprecedented 
growth, expansion and modernization of the 
court. On the day of Michael’s appointment in 
1979, there were just 24 judges and some 50 
employees within the Clerk’s Office. Today, 
there are nearly twice as many judges and 
more than 200 employees facilitating the day- 
to-day operation of the judicial system. 

| had the privilege of serving with Michael 
during my own tenure as U.S. Attorney for the 
Eastern District. | was always impressed by 
his tireless commitment, his ability and his loy- 
alty to the court he served. I’m proud to call 
him my friend. | wish him the best in his retire- 
ment and | commend him for his decades of 
service. 


——— 


HONORING BODEGA MARINE 
LABORATORY 


HON. JARED HUFFMAN 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 15, 2016 


Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
with my colleagues, Representatives JOHN 
GARAMENDI and MIKE THOMPSON, to recognize 
the University of California, Davis’ Bodega Ma- 
rine Laboratory upon its 50th anniversary. 
Seated on the 362-acre Bodega Marine Re- 
serve within the University’s Natural Reserve 
System, which supports the highest number of 
research projects of any reserve in the state 
and arguably in the nation, the Bodega Marine 
Laboratory is the primary open-coast research 
facility along the California coast. 

Since its founding in 1966 by the University 
of California, Berkeley, this instrumental coast- 
al and marine sciences laboratory has edu- 
cated thousands of students, coordinated hun- 
dreds of projects with local and state agencies 
and has conducted outreach education initia- 
tives in local communities. The Bodega Marine 


Laboratory’s history of research, education, 
and outreach has contributed substantially to 
the strength of California’s habitats. 

The Bodega Marine Laboratory’s inter- 
disciplinary, collaborative approach to ad- 
dressing Californias unique environmental 
challenges has established California as a 
prime example of what we can accomplish 
through coordinated efforts to protect our nat- 
ural resources. 

Mr. Speaker, it is therefore fitting that we 
congratulate the Bodega Marine Laboratory 
upon its 50th anniversary, and thank its lead- 
ership and staff for their invaluable contribu- 
tions to our environment and community. 


GROWTH AWARENESS WEEK 


HON. DENNY HECK 


OF WASHINGTON 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 15, 2016 


Mr. HECK of Washington. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise today to recognize this week, September 
19-23, as Growth Awareness Week in order 
to realize the reality of growth disorders and 
their impact on our children’s health. 

Monitoring growth is a major sign of a 
child’s overall health and physical develop- 
ment. When a child’s growth is delayed, it is 
an early indicator of potential underlying med- 
ical disorders. According to the Pictures of 
Standard Syndromes and Undiagnosed Mal- 
formations (POSSUM) database, more than 
600 serious diseases and health conditions 
cause growth failure. These diseases range 
from nutritional disturbances and hormone im- 
balances to serious conditions such as un- 
identified kidney problems and even brain tu- 
mors that can all exhibit early signs by chang- 
ing how much that child grows. Too many chil- 
dren with serious growth disorders are not re- 
ceiving the medical attention they need be- 
cause their condition is not caught at an early 
age. In fact, 48 percent of children in the U.S. 
who were evaluated with the two most com- 
mon causes of growth failure went 
undiagnosed. 

The longer a child with growth failure goes 
undiagnosed, the greater the potential for 
damage and higher costs of care. Early detec- 
tion and diagnosis are crucial in ensuring a 
healthy future for a child with growth failure. 
Therefore, raising public awareness of, and 
educating the public about growth failure is a 
vital public service. 

Growth Awareness Week is a key tool in 
educating families on their children’s health, 
and | would like to thank the tremendous ef- 
forts of the MAGIC Foundation for their incred- 
ible work in furthering public awareness and 
understanding of growth failure. | look forward 
to working with my colleagues to improve the 
lives and health of children. 


CELEBRATING DOUBLE TEN DAY 
HON. BLAKE FARENTHOLD 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 15, 2016 


Mr. FARENTHOLD. Mr. Speaker, Monday, 
October 10 is Taiwan’s National Day—also 
known as Double Ten Day. Since this body 
will not be in session that day, | would like to 
offer my early best wishes to the people of 
Taiwan. 

Taiwan is a close trade partner and ally of 
the US in the Asia-Pacific region. A fine exam- 
ple of the trade relationship between Taiwan 
and the US is Formosa Plastics Corporation, 
a Taiwanese company heavily invested in the 
district | represent. They are a major employer 
in the region and are actively involved in the 
community. 

Last year, Eva Air, one of the biggest Tai- 
wanese airlines, launched the direct flight 
route between Houston, Texas and Taipei, 
Taiwan, and will soon be offering direct flights 
between Dallas/Ft. Worth and Taipei. These 
flights shore up the business and cultural ties 
between Taiwan, Texas and the entire U.S. 

| am glad to see closer trade ties between 
Taiwan and the U.S. It is my belief Taiwan 
should be included in the International Civil 
Aviation Organization (I-C-A-O), which works 
to secure the civil aviation throughout the 
world. The ICAO’s 39th Triennial Assembly 
will meet in Montreal on September 27. | hope 
that Taiwan will be invited to attend the As- 
sembly as it was three years ago. 

Again, | wish the people of Taiwan a Happy 
Double Ten Day, and | look forward to working 
closely with Taiwanese people to further en- 
hance our bilateral relations. 


ee 


RECOGNIZING ODESSA COLLEGE’S 
DESIGN FOR COMPLETION PRO- 
GRAM 


HON. K. MICHAEL CONAWAY 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 15, 2016 


Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate Odessa College for being named 
a Finalist in Excelencia in Education. This 
honor was bestowed on Odessa College for 
their work in raising retention rates through 
their Design for Completion program. 

Starting in 2011, Odessa College created a 
framework to provide meaningful connections 
and engagements between their students and 
faculty. Design for Completion is focused on 
the student and their success in the classroom 
and beyond. This initiative places students on 
a distinct and coherent pathway that provides 
the necessary support and resources vital to 
their collegiate careers. 


@ This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 


Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor. 
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Since implementing Design for Completion, 
retention and student success rates have dra- 
matically increased across campus, especially 
among Hispanic students. Through this pro- 
gram, Odessa College has instilled confidence 
in their students by showing them that they 
can accomplish any goal that they set out to 
conquer. Odessa College hopes that this pro- 
gram serves as a model that other higher edu- 
cation institutions can use to help other stu- 
dents succeed in their academic studies. 

A strong education system contributes 
greatly to the success and growth of our coun- 
try, and is the key to not only our individual 
achievement, but also to our competitiveness 
as a nation. Programs like Design for Comple- 
tion helps our nation achieve these goals and 
reach our fullest potential. | am honored to 
have the opportunity to represent Odessa Col- 
lege and wish them continued success. 


eS 


COMMEMORATING THE 50TH ANNI- 
VERSARY OF BELLEVUE COL- 
LEGE 


HON. SUZAN K. DelBENE 


OF WASHINGTON 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 15, 2016 


Ms. DELBENE. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
commemorate the 50th anniversary of Belle- 
vue College and its great work toward edu- 
cating students in my home state of Wash- 
ington. 

Bellevue College was founded in 1966 as a 
small community college with fewer than 500 
students. Fifty years later, it has grown into 
two campuses with an enrollment of nearly 
33,000 students each year, becoming Wash- 
ington’s largest community college. 

Throughout its tremendous growth, Bellevue 
College has remained committed to providing 
all students with access to affordable, quality 
higher education. 

Today, the institution’s students are able to 
take advantage of nearly 100 different profes- 
sional and technical programs or pursue one 
of the 10 bachelor degrees offered by the col- 
lege. 

| would like to thank all of the school’s fac- 
ulty, staff and administrators for their hard 
work and commitment to helping their students 
and the college succeed. 

Bellevue College has done a remarkable job 
preparing its students for the future, and | look 
forward to seeing what the next 50 years hold. 
Happy anniversary to the entire Bellevue Col- 
lege community. 


EE 


ERITREA: A NEGLECTED 
REGIONAL THREAT 


HON. CHRISTOPHER H. SMITH 


OF NEW JERSEY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 15, 2016 


Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, in 
1993, the citizens of Eritrea, then a province 
of Ethiopia, voted to become an independent 
nation. Ethiopia had annexed Eritrea in 1962, 
and its citizens no doubt believed they were 
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well on their way to controlling their destiny. 
Unfortunately, their hopes would soon be 
dashed. Elections have been repeatedly post- 
poned, and opposition political parties are no 
longer able to organize. 

Those same initial hopes for democracy and 
good government in Eritrea also were held by 
the international community. In a March 1997 
report on the U.S. Agency for International De- 
velopment program in Eritrea, the American 
aid agency had high praise for its collaboration 
with the Eritrean government: “Over the past 
year, the young state of Eritrea continued its 
exciting and pace-setting experiment in nation- 
building, and, similarly, USAID/Eritrea estab- 
lished itself as Eritrea’s leading development 
partner.” 

Within a few years, the Government of Eri- 
trea ended its relationship with USAID, but this 
decision was originally taken as a sign that 
Eritrea was ready to become an example to 
the rest of the developing world by managing 
its own humanitarian needs. Yet Eritrea’s gov- 
ernment instead merely became less open, 
and when an East African drought occurred in 
2011, we knew very little about how Eritreans 
were faring. Today, we know that two-thirds of 
Eritreans live on subsistence agriculture, 
which has had poor yields due to recurring 
droughts and low productivity. 

What we also know is that Eritrea’s citizens 
are living under a regime that does not honor 
their human rights. In June of this year, the 
UN Human Rights Council released a report 
that accused the Government of Eritrea with a 
variety of violations, including extrajudicial 
executions, torture, indefinitely prolonged na- 
tional service and forced labor, and sexual 
harassment, rape and sexual servitude by 
state officials. 

In its Trafficking in Persons Report from 
June 2016, the State Department listed Eritrea 
as ‘Tier 3’ and stated, “Eritrea is a source 
country for men, women, and children sub- 
jected to forced labor . . . the government did 
not investigate, prosecute, or convict traf- 
ficking offenders during the reporting year. . . 
the government demonstrated negligible ef- 
forts to identify and protect trafficking victims 

. . the government maintained minimal ef- 
forts to prevent trafficking.” 

In their most recent International Religious 
Freedom Report, the State Department listed 
Eritrea as a Country of Particular Concern. 
Moreover, the U.S. Commission on Inter- 
national Religious Freedom lists Eritrea as a 
Tier 1 Country of Particular Concern for its 
egregious religious freedom violations. Eri- 
trea’s government interferes with the internal 
affairs of registered religious groups and re- 
presses the religious liberty of those faith 
groups it refuses to register, such as Evan- 
gelical and Pentecostal Christians, Jehovah's 
Witnesses and Muslims who do not follow the 
government-appointed head of the Islamic 
community. Furthermore, the government has 
a record of arbitrary arrests of believers and 
their leaders and reportedly tortures those in 
prolonged detention. 

As a result of the authoritarian government’s 
actions, Eritrea is considered one of the 
world’s fastest emptying nations, with about 
half a million of the country’s citizens having 
left their homes for often dangerous paths to 
freedom. An estimated 5,000 Eritreans leave 
their country each month. 
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In a July 9, 2015, hearing by our sub- 
committee on African refugees, John Stauffer, 
President of the America Team for Displaced 
Eritreans, told us that Eritrean Government of- 
ficials operated freely in eastern Sudan, ar- 
resting and bringing back to Eritrea those they 
considered high-value targets among refu- 
gees, such as government officials or church 
leaders. He also testified that refugees moving 
east may be kidnapped and extorted locally 
for a few thousand dollars, or taken off to 
Egypt or Libya where they are abused. That 
abuse often included organ harvesting. 

In the past year, the world has witnessed a 
flood of Eritrean refugees risking their lives on 
too-often unseaworthy boats bound for Eu- 
rope. The prevalence of Eritreans among refu- 
gees has been overshadowed by refugees 
from the Middle East, especially Syria. The 
United Kingdom, one of the prime destinations 
for Eritrean refugees, apparently wanted to 
slow down the flow of Eritreans into the coun- 
try. Earlier this year, the UK reduced the per- 
centage of Eritrean asylum claims from 95 
percent to 28 percent. 

Directly addressing the root causes of the 
flight of Eritreans seems a better policy than 
trying to determine the final destination of Eri- 
treans who feel forced to leave home. That 
means an enhanced level of communication 
between Eritrea’s government and the inter- 
national community. There have been quiet 
contacts between Eritrea’s government, the 
U.S. Government, and civil society. A hearing 
| convened yesterday examined how such 
contacts have developed. 

Can the United States form a relationship 
with a government it has under sanction? 

Does the dire situation in which Eritrea’s 
people live require an alteration of U.S. pol- 
icy? 

What would a change in policy mean for the 
international effort to hold Eritrea’s govern- 
ment responsible for blatant human rights vio- 
lations? 

These and other questions must be an- 
swered before there is any policy adjustment 
toward Eritrea. 


EE 


NATIONAL POW/MIA RECOGNITION 
DAY 


HON. DENNIS A. ROSS 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 15, 2016 


Mr. ROSS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to call 
my colleagues’ attention to a very special 
POW/MIA memorial dedication ceremony tak- 
ing place in my home town of Lakeland, Flor- 
ida. 

As flags are raised across America this 
week in honor of National POW/MIA Recogni- 
tion Day, we must stand united as a nation re- 
membering and honoring those captured and 
those who have gone missing while serving 
our great country, as well as their loved ones. 
Today, as in every day, we shall live by the 
POW/MIA flag’s creed: You Are Not Forgotten. 

No other country has devoted as much en- 
ergy and as many resources to account for its 
missing or captured like the United States of 
America. Our debt to American prisoners of 
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war, those missing in action, and the families 
of these brave soldiers can never truly be re- 
paid. 

America’s service members are the back- 
bone of the freedom and prosperity this coun- 
try has been blessed with for more than two 
hundred years. The sacrifices made by these 
courageous and selfless men and women in 
uniform, on behalf of perfect strangers, em- 
bodies the American spirit of patriotism. 

Few among us will ever understand the pain 
and fear associated with knowing a loved one 
is captured or missing in a warzone across the 
globe. We as a nation must join together to 
honor those who have sacrificed so greatly 
today, and every day. Without their sacrifices, 
we would not be able to enjoy the liberties we 
are blessed with today. Let us never take for 
granted their selfless protection of our great 
nation and its people. 

May God continue to watch over our valiant 
soldiers, and return them safely home, and 
may God continue to bless the United States 
of America. 


——— 


PRESIDENT OBAMA ENDANGERS 
U.S. CITIZENS BY CLOSING GITMO 


HON. TED POE 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 15, 2016 


Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, sitting in 
Guantanamo Bay are cold-blooded, calculating 
terrorists that have either already killed Ameri- 
cans or had planned to do so. The high-secu- 
rity prisoners that remain at GITMO committed 
some of the most repulsive crimes known to 
all of us. 

Despite this fact, this Administration—since 
literally day one—has promised to close 
GITMO all together and release these terror- 
ists back into the world. Mr. Speaker, why 
would we do that? 

Many of the terrorists we have released 
have re-entered the battlefield. The Adminis- 
tration even admitted earlier this year that at 
least 12 former detainees were implicated in 
attacks overseas against Americans and our 
allies—and those are just the ones we know 
of. So why would we continue to let terrorists 
go? 
Mr. Speaker, | have been to GITMO. Most 
Americans would be surprised to know it’s ac- 
tually nicer than most facilities we have here 
in the states. GITMO has soccer fields, 
volleyball courts, table tennis, you name it. 

It also has new medical facilities and new 
dental facilities. When | visited GITMO, | ate 
the same meal the prisoners did, and the food 
was good. 

But the Administration is more concerned 
with the President’s legacy than global safety 
and the potential victims of these prisoners’ at- 
tacks. | do not think the White House has its 
priorities straight. 

That's why I’m happy to support Congress- 
woman WALORSKI’s efforts to prohibit the 
transfer of any detainees from GITMO. Trans- 
ferring detainees from Guantanamo endangers 
American citizens, and it endangers our na- 
tional security. Put simply, it is a bad idea. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
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HONORING THE DISTINGUISHED 
SERVICE OF LTC CHARLES 8. 
KETTLES 


HON. K. MICHAEL CONAWAY 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 15, 2016 


Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize a recent Medal of Honor recipient, 
LTC Charles S. Kettles. LTC Kettles will be 
honored at the Fort Wolters Historical Park’s 
Medal of Honor Day in Mineral Wells, Texas 
on September 17, 2016. This ceremony recog- 
nizes the lives of individuals who were sta- 
tioned at Fort Wolters at some point in their 
career and received our nation’s highest mili- 
tary commendation. 

On May 15, 1967, Charles was serving as 
the Flight Commander of the 176th Aviation 
Company in the 14th Combat Aviation Bat- 
talion, American Division near Duc Pho, Re- 
public of Vietnam. On that day, an airborne in- 
fantry unit came under heavy enemy fire and 
suffered casualties. Charles immediately vol- 
unteered to lead a flight of six UH—1D heli- 
copters to carry reinforcements to the embat- 
tled force and evacuate his wounded brothers. 
Upon arriving at the landing zone, Charles and 
his crew faced a savage barrage of enemy fire 
that inflicted heavy damage to their fleet. De- 
spite all of this, Charles refused to depart until 
all helicopters were loaded to capacity. With 
his aircraft severely damaged and leaking fuel, 
Charles skillfully guided his helicopter back to 
base. 

Later that day, the Infantry Battalion Com- 
mander requested immediate, emergency ex- 
traction of the remaining 40 soldiers that were 
stranded after their helicopter was downed by 
enemy fire. Again, Charles volunteered to lead 
a flight of six evacuation helicopters to return 
back to the deadly landing zone, making this 
his third trip that day. During the extraction, 
Charles was told that all personnel were ac- 
counted for and he, along with his team and 
Army gunships, left the battlefield. 

Shortly after departing, Charles was in- 
formed that eight troops had been unable to 
reach the evacuation helicopters due to being 
pinned down by intense heavy fire. With com- 
plete disregard for his safety, Charles passed 
the lead to another helicopter and reversed 
course back to the landing zone. Without any 
artillery and tactical support, enemy forces 
concentrated all firepower on Charles’ heli- 
copter. His aircraft was immediately damaged 
by a mortar round that shattered his front 
windshields and the body of the helicopter 
was riddled with small arms and machine gun 
bullets. Despite these circumstances, Charles 
was able to buy enough time to allow the re- 
maining eight soldiers to board the helicopter. 
Once in the air, Charles was able to safely 
guide his severely mangled aircraft back to the 
base. 

Without LTC Kettles’ heroic deeds that day, 
the dozens of soldiers he had saved would not 
have come home to their loved ones. His self- 
less acts of valor exemplified the values of 
honor and service that makes our nation’s 
military the finest in the world. It is with great 
pleasure and honor that | am able to share his 
story with all of my colleagues in the House. 
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HONORING SHELLEY KESSLER, RE- 
TIRED EXECUTIVE SECRETARY- 
TREASURER, SAN MATEO COUN- 
TY CENTRAL LABOR COUNCIL 


HON. JACKIE SPEIER 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 15, 2016 


Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize the retirement of an outstanding 
woman leader in San Mateo County, Ms. 
Shelley Kessler. She is leaving her position as 
Executive Secretary-Treasurer of the San 
Mateo County Central Labor Council, a posi- 
tion that she has held—and honored through 
her exemplary leadership—for twenty years. | 
am honored to call Shelley a trusted friend. 

She is a remarkable leader in public policy. 
She is a person who is willing to listen and to 
compromise, but she is also capable of hold- 
ing the line when she seeks justice for those 
whom she services. No one would ever ac- 
cuse Shelley Kessler of being a shrinking vio- 
let. However, she also seeks progress on be- 
half of the working men and women of San 
Mateo County without seeking credit for her- 
self. In short, she is a forceful, thoughtful ad- 
vocate for fair wages, safe working conditions, 
and for long-term public policies that benefit all 
San Mateo County workers. 

Shelley has two bachelor’s degrees from 
Sonoma State University and spent a year in 
law school. She was a trailblazer in the auto 
manufacturing workforce as she was hired by 
General Motors in 1977 during a time when 
the company was under a consent decree re- 
quiring it to hire more women. She worked as 
a spot welder on an assembly line and even- 
tually was elected to a full-time position in the 
United Auto Workers. She later moved to 
Westinghouse Electric, working as a mechanic 
on turbines, generators and marine ordinance. 
While she was working at Westinghouse, she 
was also elected to leadership positions in 
Machinists Union Local 565. 

Fortune shined on San Mateo County when 
Shelley applied for a job at our local labor 
council. She led a strong and responsive team 
and built relationships with elected officials at 
all levels of government. Her intellect, thor- 
ough understanding of issues and willingness 
to negotiate are legendary. 

For example, San Francisco International 
Airport is one of the largest employers in San 
Mateo County. The 45,000 workers throughout 
this giant complex have Shelley and her part- 
ners at the labor council to thank for the out- 
standing working conditions that the airport di- 
rector has informed me contribute to security 
throughout the facility. Instead of having an 
ever-rotating list of tens of thousands of per- 
sons with access to these critical facilities, 
people who enter the labor force at the air- 
port—whether through the airport itself or var- 
ious vendors—are assured a living wage and 
decent benefits. This directly contributes to a 
stable workforce that treasures the airport and 
honors its need for security. 

Shelley also led the way in establishing 
PALCARE for airport workers and the sur- 
rounding community, an innovative child care 
center that allows working families with un- 
usual work hours to have a safe place for 
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childcare. She is also a leading advocate for 
affordable housing and affordable health care. 
She donates her time to the American Heart 
Association and to KQED, our local public tel- 
evision and radio affiliate, and she has pre- 
served and strengthened the UC Berkeley 
Labor Center. 

She has served as Vice President of the 
California Labor Federation, and was once se- 
lected as “Woman Labor Leader of the Year” 
by the federation. She has also been inducted 
into the San Mateo County Women’s Hall of 
Fame. She gets her greatest joy from her hus- 
band Dennis, a retired firefighter who discov- 
ered that being with Shelley was a step up 
from the energy needed to extinguish a mas- 
sive blaze. The man is as cool as Shelley is 
hot. 

Mr. Speaker, San Mateo County has had 
many leading citizens over the decades, in- 
cluding such historical figures as the founder 
of the Bank of America or the CEOs of giant 
social media sites. Thankfully, we also have 
had a thoughtful, honorable advocate for work- 
ing women and men: Shelley Kessler. We are 
losing a leader but gaining an adventurous re- 
tiree. It’s doubtful that the county will ever be 
the same. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. DARIN LaHOOD 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 15, 2016 


Mr. LAHOOD. Mr. Speaker, on roll call no. 
505, on Wednesday, September 14, 2016 | 
was delayed on my way to the U.S. House of 
Representatives floor and missed the first vote 
of the series—Ordering the Previous Question 
on H. Res. 863. Had | been present, | would 
have voted Yes. 


ES 


IN CELEBRATION OF THE IRON 
MEN HEALTH FAIR 


HON. SANFORD D. BISHOP, JR. 


OF GEORGIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 15, 2016 


Mr. BISHOP of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today in recognition of the Iron Men Health 
Fair being held on Saturday, September 17, 
2016 from 10:00 a.m. to 2:00 p.m. at Central 
Georgia Technical College in Macon, Georgia. 
Hosted by Macon-Bibb County, the Macon 
Chapter of the Georgia Prostate Cancer Coali- 
tion, and their partners, the Iron Men Health 
Fair is the manifestation of Middle Georgia’s 
mission to improve health and wellness for 
men. Throughout the duration of the fair, the 
men of Middle Georgia will have access to a 
plethora of health and wellness resources, in- 
cluding screenings for glucose, hypertension, 
cholesterol, vision, hearing, body mass index, 
HIV, and prostate cancer. 

In recognition of Prostate Cancer Aware- 
ness Month, the Iron Men Health Fair will help 
in the fight to defeat prostate cancer—the sec- 
ond leading cause of cancer death among 
men in the United States. Prostate cancer is 
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a complex disease that can take several 
forms. Some forms of this cancer are non-life- 
threatening, but other forms can be extremely 
aggressive and lethal. These subtypes of 
prostate cancer take more than 29,000 lives 
each year. In Georgia alone, 5,000 men will 
be diagnosed with prostate cancer this year 
and approximately 1,000 of those men will die 
from the disease. For African-American men, 
prostate cancer is 1.6 times more common 
and 2.4 times more deadly than for Caucasian 
men. 

Although prostate cancer has been a story 
of heartbreak and tragedy for so many, it can 
also be one of great hope. If diagnosed early, 
men with prostate cancer have a 100 percent 
survival rate five years out. And at ten years 
after diagnosis, 98 percent of men who were 
diagnosed early remain alive and have the op- 
portunity to lead healthy, happy lives for years 
to come. 

This year, President Barack Obama has 
again declared September to be National 
Prostate Cancer Awareness Month. This 
month is meant to be a time dedicated to 
being aware, staying informed, and making 
proactive decisions in the fight against this all- 
too-common disease. According to the Pros- 
tate Cancer Foundation, early detection is the 
key to defeating this disease, especially for 
men over the age of 40. The Iron Men Health 
Fair embodies that mission. No cancer, espe- 
cially prostate cancer, should be considered 
as a death sentence. With early detection, 
prostate cancer can be a curable and treat- 
able disease. Getting tested regularly for pros- 
tate cancer and taking one’s health seriously 
should not be taboo for any man. Every Amer- 
ican deserves the chance to lead a happy, 
healthy life. 

During the month of September, we want to 
honor the lives we have lost to prostate can- 
cer, highlight how far we have come, and re- 
double our efforts in beating prostate cancer 
once and for all through continued awareness 
and breakthrough research. The Iron Men 
Health Fair collaborators’ commitment to end- 
ing prostate cancer is a worthwhile one as 
they had over 300 men attend and participate 
in the fair last year. The fair may very well 
play an important role in saving the lives of 
many men this year. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
today in recognizing the Iron Men Health Fair, 
Macon-Bibb County, the Macon Chapter of the 
Georgia Prostate Cancer Coalition, and their 
partners for their commitment to promoting 
prostate cancer awareness as well as the gen- 
eral health and wellbeing for the men of Mid- 
dle Georgia. 


EE 


NATIONAL POW/MIA RECOGNITION 
DAY 


HON. DAVID W. JOLLY 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 15, 2016 


Mr. JOLLY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to re- 
member those who were prisoners of war and 
those who are still missing in action, as well 
as their families, who continue to grieve their 
loss. 
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Mr. Speaker, as you know, Friday, Sep- 
tember 16, is National POW/MIA Recognition 
Day. According to the Defense POW/MIA Ac- 
counting Agency, at present there are more 
than 82,000 Americans missing from World 
War II, the Korean War, the Vietnam War, the 
Cold War, the Gulf Wars and other conflicts. 

In fact, from Pinellas County, Florida alone, 
there are five Americans still unaccounted for 
from the Vietnam War: Christos Bogiages of 
Clearwater, Jack DeCaire of St. Petersburg, 
Carl Laker of Clearwater, Dennis Neal of Tar- 
pon Springs, and Jan Nelson of Clearwater. 

As a nation, let us never forget those who 
were left behind, and let us continue to pursue 
every available effort to bring home all of our 
men and women who have served this great 
country. 

| urge my colleagues to join me in remem- 
bering those who have not yet returned from 
the battlefield, and let us, as a nation, always 
recognize their great sacrifice. 


EE 


RECOGNITION OF THE NEWLY UN- 
VEILED NATIONAL SHRINE OF 
OUR LADY OF CZESTOCHOWA 


HON. MICHAEL G. FITZPATRICK 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 15, 2016 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, it is an 
honor to pay tribute to the memory of the 
armed soldiers who resisted communism in 
Poland during the period between 1944 and 
1963, men and women who are referred to as 
the “Doomed Soldiers.” The monument at the 
National Shrine of Our Lady of Czestochowa 
in Doylestown, Bucks County, Pennsylvania, 
was unveiled on September 18, 2016 and re- 
spectfully dedicated to those who fought and 
defended Poland against the aggressive occu- 
pation by Nazi Germany and the Soviet Union. 
The monument honoring these patriots was 
erected by the Smolensk Disaster Commemo- 
ration Committee with the help of many Polish 
Americans. Historically, the fight for freedom 
began in 1939. The brave Polish people con- 
tinued to struggle for independence, under- 
ground, also opposing the communist regime 
in the post-World War II era. The monument 
at the National Shrine of Our Lady of Czesto- 
chowa is a way to preserve their place in Po- 
land’s history. On behalf of the constituents of 
Pennsylvania’s 8th Congressional District, | 
extend a warm welcome to His Excellency 
Andrzej Duda, president of the Republic of Po- 
land. | offer my sincerest gratitude for his 
presence at the dedication on September 18, 
2016 and for representing today’s Polish citi- 
zens who steadfastly honor the memory of 
those who sacrificed their lives for the cause 
of freedom they enjoy today. 


ee 


IN RECOGNITION OF 
JIM O’DONNELL 


HON. JACKIE SPEIER 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 15, 2016 


Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Speaker, | rise to honor 
Dr. Jim O’Donnell who has been a pediatrician 
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with Kaiser Permanente for 35 years. For the 
last 16 years he served in a vital leadership 
role as Physician-in-Chief at the Redwood City 
Medical Center. Jim is everything a patient 
can hope for in a physician. He is brilliant, 
warm, funny, and up to date on the latest re- 
search and technology. In addition to his pedi- 
atric caseload, Dr. O’Donnell cared for my par- 
ents and | could not have imagined a more 
skilled physician to offer care to them. 

Dr. O’Donnell is a visionary. He led the ne- 
gotiations and planning for the new Redwood 
City hospital that opened in December 2014. 
At the ribbon cutting, Kaiser CEO Bernard 
Tyson noted that he was initially skeptical of 
the proposal for a new hospital. Now | ask ev- 
eryone to imagine a poker game between Jim 
O’Donnell and Bernard Tyson. Let me assure 
you that it was never an even match. Jim 
bluffed many times, and eventually Bernard 
Tyson was forced to fold. South County Kaiser 
patients won the pot, and it was quite lucra- 
tive—perhaps a bit costly for Mr. Tyson—but 
the hospital is truly amazing. 

In addition to its ultra-modern equipment, 
the hospital offers green architecture and a 
soothing environment filled with warm colors 
and beautiful artwork. The hospital is also a 
designated stroke center. The American Heart 
Association and American Stroke Association 
have awarded it the “Get With The Guidelines 
Stroke Gold Plus Quality Achievement Award” 
for providing patients with the best possible 
care. U.S. News & World Report named it a 
high performing hospital for neuroscience. 

Planning a new hospital and seeing patients 
wasn’t enough, and thus Jim was also instru- 
mental in opening the San Mateo Medical Of- 
fices in 2011. He is always looking for new 
and creative ways to improve care for pa- 
tients. Jim O’Donnell is Kaisers Johnny 
Appleseed of clinic and hospital construction. 
| suspect that his name is well known by Kai- 
sers capital allocation committee, and most 
likely because Jim is as prudent with Kaisers 
construction dollars as he is with the health of 
his patients. 

Dr. O'Donnell grew up in a small farming 
community in lowa. His interest in public serv- 
ice and his honing of great people skills began 
early when he worked in his father’s general 
store. He developed a deep fascination with 
science. Combining those three ingredients 
naturally led him to medicine. He received his 
medical degree from the University of lowa, 
College of Medicine in lowa City. He com- 
pleted his medical internship and residency at 
the University of Michigan Hospitals in Ann 
Arbor, Michigan. He is also a 1998 graduate 
of the Kenan Flagler School of Business Ad- 
vanced Leadership Program at the University 
of North Carolina, Chapel Hill. 

The reason he chose pediatrics is obvious. 
He loves children. His awe watching young 
children grow up and his passion to help them 
develop into productive and healthy adoles- 
cents are palpable. 

After he finished his residency in 1980, Jim 
moved to the Bay Area. He chose Kaiser 
Permanente because he liked its preventative 
focus and its integrated model of care. We are 
immensely fortunate that Jim settled here and 
made Redwood City his home with his hus- 
band, Michael, and he says his most joyful ex- 
perience in life is time with his two daughters, 
Emma and Audie. 
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For 15 years, Jim O’Donnell has served on 
Redwood City 2020, a partnership among the 
City of Redwood City, the elementary and high 
school districts, San Mateo County, Stanford 
University, the Sequoia Healthcare District and 
Kaiser Permanente designed to support the 
success of all youth and families and to en- 
gage and strengthen the community. Jim’s 
strategic thinking, problem-solving ability and 
passion have benefited everyone in that part- 
nership and our community at large. In his 
well-deserved retirement, Jim will enjoy more 
time with his family and finally have more time 
to read, hike, cook and take advantage of our 
great Bay Area restaurants. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask the House of Represent- 
atives to rise with me to honor Dr. Jim 
O'Donnell, a top-notch doctor, devoted family 
man, and extraordinary human being who | 
am very fortunate to call my good friend. 
While he is leaving Kaiser Permanente, he 
leaves behind a first-class hospital with a 
world-class medical team. His vision for a 
healthy Redwood City has come alive under 
his stewardship. His child—the hospital—and 
the staff that animate the child will now say 
farewell to their father, but the lessons learned 
from Jim’s instruction will save lives for dec- 
ades yet to come. 


HONORING EL CONCILIO 
HON. JEFF DENHAM 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 15, 2016 


Mr. DENHAM. Mr. Speaker, today | rise to 
acknowledge and honor El Concilio, the Coun- 
cil for the Spanish Speaking, for their partici- 
pation in the Sixteenth Annual Binational 
Health Week, taking place this October. 

Since October 2001, El Concilio has led the 
Binational Health Week of Stanislaus County 
in a collaborative effort with a number of part- 
ner organizations, including the Tzu Chi Foun- 
dation and the Health Initiative of the Amer- 
icas. This unprecedented effort is overseen by 
multi-agency taskforces, and conducts health 
promotion and education activities for the 
Latino population in the United States. To 
date, over 1,000,000 people in our country 
have benefited from the health care activities 
provided during the Binational Health Week. 

Binational Health Week represents an inter- 
national effort between the United States, 
Mexico, Canada, Guatemala, Honduras, Co- 
lombia, Ecuador, Bolivia, Nicaragua, Ven- 
ezuela, Uruguay and Peru to improve the 
quality of life for members of underserved 
populations by expanding their access to 
health care, increasing their health insurance 
coverage, and addressing their unmet health 
needs. 

The Health Initiative of the Americas, and 
the consular network here in the United 
States, are coordinating the Sixteenth Annual 
Binational Health Week. Activities throughout 
the country will be centered on the commu- 
nities that have a high level of need for acces- 
sible health care. 

Mr. Speaker, please join me in honoring and 
commending El Concilio upon their efforts to 
improve public health for the Latino community 
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by participating in the Sixteenth Annual Bina- 
tional Health Week. 


EE 


COMMEMORATING THE 275TH ANNI- 
VERSARY OF UPPER HANOVER 
TOWNSHIP 


HON. RYAN A. COSTELLO 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 15, 2016 


Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, | rise today to recognize the resi- 
dents, businesses and Board of Supervisors of 
Upper Hanover Township as they celebrate 
275 years as a municipality in Montgomery 
County, Pennsylvania. 

Settled by German-speaking immigrants 
seeking religious tolerance and economic op- 
portunity, Upper Hanover Township was for- 
mally incorporated in 1741. During the Town- 
ship’s early years, agriculture thrived thanks to 
the rich soil and skilled German farmers. The 
building construction industry blossomed as a 
result of an abundance of granite boulders 
mined from the Hosensack Hills and easily-ac- 
cessible water from the Perkiomen Creek, 
which powered five gristmills and four saw- 
mills. 

Today, more than 7,100 people call Upper 
Hanover Township home. At just over 21 
square miles, Upper Hanover is geographically 
the fourth-largest Township in Montgomery 
County. And the Township ranks second in 
Montgomery County with just more than 1,500 
acres of permanently preserved farmland. The 
major employers in the Township include 
Blommer Chocolate, the largest cocoa proc- 
essor and ingredient chocolate supplier in 
North America, and Knoll Inc., a modern home 
and office furniture manufacturer. 

The community will commemorate the 
Township’s 275th anniversary on Saturday, 
September 17, 2016 during a day of activities 
in Camelot Park. Mr. Speaker, | ask that my 
colleagues join me in congratulating the resi- 
dents, business owners and community lead- 
ers as Upper Hanover marks this memorable 
milestone. 


EE 


IN MEMORY OF 
MARK VALENTE III 


HON. JOE WILSON 


OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 15, 2016 


Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. Speak- 
er, when | was first elected in 2001, | am 
grateful Mark and Claudia Valente were 
among the first to give me and Roxanne coun- 
sel on service to the public. The following obit- 
uary is a fitting tribute to his service for Amer- 
ican families. | especially appreciate his affec- 
tion for Italian-American heritage with my son 
recently completing a three year tour in Italy 
with my three Italian-speaking grandchildren: 

Former Grosse Pointe Park resident Mark 
Valente IIl passed away in his home in Spring- 
field, VA on August 3, 2016. Mark was born 
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July 27, 1956, in Detroit, MI. He graduated in 
1974 from University Liggett School, earned 
an accounting degree from his beloved 
Villanova University, class of 1978, then went 
on to earn a Law Degree from the University 
of Detroit School of Law. 


Mark left Grosse Pointe in 1984 to work in 
the Office of Public Liaison at the White 
House under President Ronald Reagan. In 
1986, he became the Director, Coalition De- 
velopment Department at the Republican Na- 
tional Committee. In 1989 Mark worked as Di- 
rector, in the Office of Congressional Rela- 
tions, at the US Office of Personnel Manage- 
ment for President George H.W. Bush. 


After leaving government service, Mark 
formed a Washington, DC based government 
relations firm, Valente & Associates, providing 
legislative analysis and government relations 
advice. He worked there until his death. Mark 
was elected to the Grosse Pointe Park city 
council at age 24, the youngest in the city’s 
history and was the president of the Detroit 
Young Republicans during that time. 


Most recently Mark, a proud grandson of 
Italian immigrants who emigrated from 
Abruzzo, Italy, served on the national board of 
the National Italian American Foundation 
where he held the leadership role as chairman 
of the Public Policy and Government Relations 
Committee and was a board member of the 
U.S. Capitol Historical Society. Also, he 
chaired the Board of the Center for Marketing 
and Public Policy Research at Villanova Uni- 
versity School of Business. 


Mark was a long-time supporter of the 
Baseball Hall of Fame (HOF) and a member 
of its Champions Program. He was a frequent 
host of and participant in the HOF events in 
Washington, DC and other baseball cities. A 
member of the Detroit Athletic Club, Capitol 
Hill Club in Washington, DC, and Springfield 
Golf and Country Club in VA. Mark was a de- 
voted Detroit Tigers fan and loved to play golf 
with his friends. He also was a coach and um- 
pire for Little League and Grosse Pointe Park 
Babe Ruth league. 


Mark is survived by his wife Claudia (Bark- 
er), mother Maria (Ballerini), father Marco Jr., 
brothers: JB, Richard, Dean, and _ brother-in- 
law Craig Barker, nieces and nephew and 
twelve godchildren. Mark was predeceased by 
his grandparents Ballerini and Valente. 


A memorial service is planned at St. Clair of 
Montefalco Catholic Church, located at the 
corner of Mack Avenue and Outer Drive in 
Grosse Pointe Park on August 25th at 10:30 
am. Visitation at 10 am. A second memorial 
service will be held on Wednesday, Sep- 
tember 14th at 2:00 pm at St. Peter’s Catholic 
Church, 313 2nd Street SE, Washington, DC. 
Followed by a reception at the Capitol Hill 
Club. In lieu of flowers, contributions can be 
directed to the scholarship being established 
in the name of Mark Valente III at Villanova 
University School of Business, ATTN: Clay 
Center at VSB, 800 E. Lancaster Avenue, 
Villanova, PA 19085. 
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THE RETIREMENT OF AIRPORT 
DIRECTOR JOHN MARTIN 


HON. JACKIE SPEIER 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 15, 2016 


Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Speaker, | rise to honor 
Mr. John Martin upon his retirement as the 
Airport Director of San Francisco International 
Airport. Mr. Martin is leaving his position after 
21 years at the helm, and after 36 years work- 
ing in various capacities for the airport com- 
mission. 

SFO is a rapidly expanding enterprise, di- 
rectly or indirectly employing 45,000 people. 
John Martin is therefore in charge of a small 
city and one that links this nation with nations 
around the globe. His accomplishments reflect 
this global reach. 

John piloted the airport through a $2.4 bil- 
lion expansion including the construction of a 
beautiful international terminal, the extension 
of the Bay Area’s major rapid transit line— 
BART—into the terminal, and the creation of a 
self-guided tram line. He was instrumental in 
recruiting Virgin America to establish its head- 
quarters in San Mateo County, bringing jobs at 
a time when the economy desperately needed 
an injection of investment. John Martin has 
also worked closely with my office to prove 
that a third-party contractor operating airport 
screening services can, if the contract is struc- 
tured and supervised well, provide superior 
service to passengers. 

All airport directors have dreams but when 
their construction projects go awry, some have 
nightmares as well. In contrast, John success- 
fully undertook the largest public works project 
of the era. Terminal 2 was rebuilt and now 
serves as the launching point for Virgin Amer- 
ica and American Airlines. The FAA has a 
new and beautiful tower at SFO, designed by 
John’s staff and built, as is true of all work at 
the airport, using highly skilled union labor that 
proves its value with every weld, hammer blow 
or polished surface. 

As he explained to me a few weeks ago 
during a security tour of the airport, fair wages 
and working conditions materially contribute to 
airport security. Instead of a revolving door of 
disgruntled employees, SFO is notable for try- 
ing to create a healthy atmosphere where 
people may earn their livings safely and with 
dignity. Indeed, there’s an ordinance to assure 
a livable wage. 

SFO will soon undertake $4.3 billion in con- 
struction leading to a new four star hotel, the 
redevelopment of Terminal 1 and the boarding 
area of Terminal 3, and an extension of the 
AirTrain system. This 10 year capital improve- 
ment program will bring more than 36,000 
construction jobs to San Mateo County. 

The airports finances are in excellent 
shape, in part because of John’s dedication to 
earning extra money from passengers shop- 
ping at the airport’s various shops. It is ru- 
mored that his retail managers have their own 
version of a biblical admonition: “It is easier 
for a rich man to pass through the eye of a 
needle than it is for an airport visitor to pass 
by a See’s candy store.” 

John is a gifted public policy leader in the 
Bay Area, supporting California’s high speed 
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rail system to relieve pressure on his airport, 
advocating for mass transit throughout the Bay 
Area, and encouraging coordination between 
his airport and the other two major airports in 
our region. He was the founding president of 
the California Airports Council and served on 
the executive board of the Bay Area Council, 
a major public policy advocacy organization. 

| was once walking through a terminal with 
him and he paused momentarily to pick up a 
piece of trash and tossed it into the waste- 
basket. A few steps later he noticed that a 
door wasn’t working and phoned airport staff 
to have it dealt with immediately. Farmers are 
often noted for the pride that they take in tilling 
their own fields. John is an excellent farmer 
and rightfully proud of the field called San 
Francisco International Airport. 

Mr. Speaker, we wish John Martin well in 
his next phase in life. Hopefully he will now 
have the time to travel and to reflect upon his 
public service. | feel privileged to have served 
with him and | submit, given all his out- 
standing contributions, that one of the termi- 
nals should be named after him. He deserves 
to be acknowledged and remembered for the 
accomplishments of his career that will endure 
beyond his own era at San Francisco Inter- 
national Airport. 


———— 


HONORING MS. MARGARET 
“MAGGIE”? OWEN POOLE 


HON. H. MORGAN GRIFFITH 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 15, 2016 


Mr. GRIFFITH. Mr. Speaker, | submit these 
remarks to honor the life of Ms. Margaret 
“Maggie” Owen Poole, of Max Meadows, Vir- 
ginia, who passed away on September 7, 
2016. She was born November 22, 1932, 
daughter of the late William N. and Lula 
Metcalf Owen. 

| was always impressed with Maggie’s work 
ethic and energy. Elected in 2007 to the 
Wythe County Board of Supervisors, she 
spent her life dedicating time and effort to her 
community. Maggie was the first to offer a 
helping hand to someone in need, and she put 
forth astounding effort in every task she un- 
dertook. In remarks at her funeral, it was said 
that folks “felt certain that she is up in Heaven 
reorganizing things.” This is a true reflection of 
how Maggie lived her life. She will be remem- 
bered for her generosity and hard work. 

Maggie will also be remembered for her 
strong opinions, which she shared confidently 
without reservation. With Maggie, you never 
had to wonder where you stood. She was a 
woman of many interests; a member of St. 
Paul United Methodist Church, an avid bridge 
player, and a substitute teacher at George 
Wythe High School for many years. Maggie 
was a strong advocate for Wythe County. 
From her efforts to pave dirt roads, to her de- 
votion to the development of the industrial site 
Progress Park, she tirelessly supported cre- 
ation of local jobs and the betterment of her 
community. In addition to her position on the 
Board of Supervisors, Maggie was active in 
the Wythe County Republican Party, a Wythe 
County Extension Volunteer, and the recipient 
of the Honorary FFA State Farmer Degree. 
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Maggie was preceded in death by her hus- 
band, Jack Stuart Poole and her grandson, 
Tom Poole. She is survived by two sons and 
daughters-in-law, Jay and Shelly Poole of 
Richmond, VA, Owen Poole and Liz Verhalen 
of Kingsport, TN; daughter and son-in-law, Bil- 
lie Jean and Kurt Elmer of Bedford, VA; four 
grandchildren, Mary Elmer of Raleigh, NC, 
Kate and Brandon Turner of Christiansburg, 
VA, Morgan Poole of Minneapolis, MN and 
Adele Poole of Kingsport, TN; two brothers, 
James E. Owen of Rural Retreat, VA, Calvin 
and Diane Owen of Wilmington, NC; brother- 
in-law, Charles R. Poole of Birmingham, AL; 
sister-in-law, Faye Poole of Moneta, VA; sev- 
eral nieces and nephews. 

Maggie will be missed deeply by her family 
and loved ones. | know the Wythe County 
community will miss her hard work and numer- 
ous contributions. However, she will be re- 
membered for the efforts she made to improve 
her community. 

On behalf of those who had the pleasure of 
knowing her, we thank her for her tireless 
service. 


HONORING JACOB WETTERLING 


HON. TED POE 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 15, 2016 


Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, twenty- 
seven years ago, every parent’s nightmare be- 
came a painful reality for Jerry and Patty 
Wetterling. On October 22, 1989, Jacob Erwin 
Wetterling was kidnapped while riding his bike 
in St. Joseph, Minnesota, and his abduction 
remained unsolved until last week. 

| was a judge in Houston, Texas where 
many of my cases involved horrific abuse of 
children. | clearly remember the day of Ja- 
cob’s abduction, and | also recall and honor 
the work of his parents, Patty and Jerry, that 
literally changed how we view child protection 
in America. 

Patty Wetterling became a fierce advocate 
for child safety, and her heroic efforts led to 
the creation of sex offender registries in all 50 
states and here in DC. Patty and Jerry found- 
ed the Jacob Wetterling Resource Center to 
educate and assist families and communities 
to address and prevent the exploitation of chil- 
dren. 

When Jacob’s remains were found earlier 
this month, the shock to America—and to 
countless advocates who work to help child 
victims and survivors—was profound. Our 
hearts ached for Jacob’s family. And then our 
hearts were truly inspired by their response, 
and their challenge, to us all. 

Patty Wetterling has said of Jacob, “He’s 
taught us all how to live, how to love, how to 
be fair and how to be kind.” Last week, she 
encouraged us all to emulate Jacob 
Wetterling’s too-brief life by simply doing 
#11forJacob: 

. Be fair 

. Be kind 

. Be understanding 
. Be honest 

. Be thankful 

. Be a good sport 


OahWN— 
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7. Be a good friend 

8. Be joyful 

9. Be generous 

10. Be gentle with others 

11. Be positive 

If we ALL practiced #11forJacob on a daily 
basis, our Nation—and our communities and 
homes and schools—would be a much better 
place to live. Jacob and his family inspire us 
to just do and be better. 

As the Co-Founder and Chair of the U.S. 
Congressional Victims’ Rights Caucus, | honor 
Jacob Wetterling by encouraging you to honor 
the legacy of his life. And that’s just the way 
it is. 

Í ee 


HONORING DIMITRIS “JD” 
FOTOPOULOS 


HON. MARSHA BLACKBURN 


OF TENNESSEE 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 15, 2016 


Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, | would 
like to acknowledge and honor the life of 
Franklin Firefighter, Dimitris “JD” Fotopoulos, 
who passed away while serving as a mis- 
sionary in Honduras. 

Dimitris was a Michigan native who trans- 
ferred to Tennessee. He began working with 
the Franklin Fire Department in 2007. During 
his time with the department, Fotopoulos was 
awarded a Unit Citation for Valorous Conduct 
in 2010 after the heroic rescue of a woman 
from a home engulfed in flames. He also 
earned three Phoenix Awards for saving the 
lives of three individuals in cardiac arrest. 
Dimitris will forever be remembered as a hero 
to those he served and worked with. 

We are thankful to Dimitris “JD” Fotopoulos 
for his service to the City of Franklin and the 
Seventh District of Tennessee. His life and 
legacy will serve as testament to many and 
will bring inspiration to all who decide to be- 
come public servants. 


EE 


HONORING THE DAUGHTERS OF 
CHARITY AT SETON HOSPITAL 


HON. JACKIE SPEIER 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 15, 2016 


Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor the Daughters of Charity Health System 
as it turns over ownership of Seton Hospital in 
Daly City to Integrity Healthcare and Blue 
Mountain Capital Management. The Daughters 
leave Seton having contributed mightily to the 
health care of 1.5 million residents in San 
Francisco and San Mateo counties. Hundreds 
of thousands of patients have come through 
the doors of Seton since 1986, when the 
Daughters assumed responsibility for the hos- 
pital. 

Seton Hospital Daly City began its existence 
as Mary’s Help Hospital in San Francisco in 
1912. As of 2011, with 357 licensed beds, 
1,500 staff, over 400 physicians, 4,800 sur- 
gical cases and 28,000 emergency visits an- 
nually, Seton Hospital was mission central for 
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medical care in northern San Mateo County. 
During this time, the Daughters of Charity 
worked aggressively to meet their mission of 
providing care for the poor, as evidenced by 
the annual $30 million of community benefit 
that the hospital offered. Nearly $50 million of 
care was offered to the elderly. 

Mr. Speaker, the hospital is a Gold Certified 
Stroke Center and in 2013 received awards 
from the Hospital Council of Northern and 
Central California for reducing deaths from 
sepsis. Among its key services are cardio- 
vascular, oncology, and orthopedics. Its coast- 
al hospital, Seton Coastside, provides 116 
skilled nursing facility beds for our elderly. 
Even as the recession took its toll on the fi- 
nances of Seton and the Daughters, the insti- 
tution persevered. Children were born, broken 
bones were set, cancer went into remission, 
blood clots were cleared so that hearts began 
to beat normally again, and hope was reborn 
each day at Seton Hospital in Daly City. The 
physicians and staff of this wonderful institu- 
tion are beloved, and justifiably so. 

It is not easy to operate a modern American 
hospital. Our Medicare rates impose strict fi- 
nancial discipline and our Medicaid program 
offers reimbursements that are an insult to our 
nation’s conscience. We hope that health in- 
surance for more persons will improve access 
to health care and ultimately boost health out- 
comes. 

Mr. Speaker, after many decades of service 
in the north county and on the coast, the 
Daughters of Charity have decided to transi- 
tion the administration to a different organiza- 
tion. In our community, the Daughters have 
acted with integrity and been resourceful de- 
spite the odds. Now, as the Daughters of 
Charity transition from ownership of Seton 
they will leave the community knowing that 
they served us exceptionally well. We thank 
the Daughters of Charity for seeing a purpose 
for their organization in serving San Francisco 
and San Mateo counties. Their hilltop temple 
to modern medicine will now be operated by 
someone else, but their dedication to our lives 
and to our families will be remembered and 
honored for years to come. 


EE 


HONORING THE LIFE OF 
JOHN J. AREIAS 


HON. JIM COSTA 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 15, 2016 


Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor the life and achievements of John J. 
Areias who recently passed away at age 95. 
John was a wonderful father, grandfather, hus- 
band, dairyman, and friend, whose commit- 
ment to improving the San Joaquin Valley can 
be matched only by his depth of love toward 
those close to him. 

Born on April 27, 1921 to Jess and Gene- 
vieve, John was a first generation Portuguese- 
American from Volta, California. His family 
moved from Portugal’s Azores Islands to Cali- 
fornia to start their dairy operation. John’s fa- 
ther put $10 down on 640 acres of land in 
western Merced County, where John spent 
much of his youth learning how to be a dairy- 
man alongside his eight siblings. He was the 
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valedictorian of Volta elementary and grad- 
uated from Los Banos High School in 1940. 

John had an insatiable hunger for commu- 
nity involvement, which began with his high 
school’s student government and the Future 
Farmers of America (FFA). His leadership po- 
sition in the FFA granted him many opportuni- 
ties early on, one of which called on him to 
present cattle at the California State Fair. This 
is also where he would meet the love of his 
life, Mary, whom he married shortly thereafter. 
John and his brother Jess then moved on to 
begin their own dairy, which quickly became 
the first grade-A dairy in the Los Banos Dairy- 
men’s Association. Eventually their dairy be- 
came one of the biggest and most successful 
in California, but they never lost sight of the 
role family should play in their business. 
John’s children played the same part that he 
did when he was younger, lending a hand in 
day-to-day dairy operations to support the 
family business. 

John was also very politically active in Cen- 
tral California Democratic circles. Because he 
understood that coming from an immigrant 
family, as a first generation American, that as 
a part of citizenship it was important to be in- 
volved. He served as Chairman of the Merced 
County Democratic Central Committee and 
was a delegate to the Democratic National 
Convention in 1960, where then Senator John 
F. Kennedy earned the nomination of his party 
as candidate for President of the United 
States. John was also a devout Catholic, serv- 
ing as the Grand Knight for the Knights of Co- 
lumbus. 


EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


John is survived by his four children, 
Marcia, Lucia, Kathleen, and Rusty, all of 
whom left John immensely proud of their suc- 
cess. He is also succeeded by his five grand- 
children, Evan, Nick, Bianca, Alexis and Aus- 
tin. 

Mr. Speaker, | urge my colleges to join me 
in memorializing the life of John J. Areias. His 
outstanding character as an entrepreneur, 
family man, and friend will be remembered 
fondly by those who knew him. He was a 
leader in California’s agricultural community 
and a role model for the people of the San 
Joaquin Valley. His life is a testament to the 
immigrant’s story, which is the strength of the 
American dream. | join John’s family in hon- 
oring his life, love for our community, and our 
country. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. TOM REED 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 15, 2016 


Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, on Tuesday Sep- 
tember 13, 2016, | was unable to vote on roll 
call vote No. 502: Passage of H.R. 3590, the 
Halt Tax Increases on the Middle Class and 
Seniors Act. Had | been present, | would have 
voted “yes.” 


September 15, 2016 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. BEN RAY LUJAN 


OF NEW MEXICO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 15, 2016 


Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New Mexico. Mr. 
Speaker, on September 13, 2016, | was un- 
avoidably detained. Had | been present, | 
would have voted as follows: 

On roll call numbers 502, 501, 500, 499, 
and 498, | would have voted NO. 

On roll call numbers 504 and 503, | would 
have voted YES. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. XAVIER BECERRA 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, September 15, 2016 


Mr. BECERRA. Mr. Speaker, on Tuesday, 
September 13, 2016, | was unable to cast my 
floor vote on roll call vote number 496. Had | 
been present for the vote, | would have voted 
“yes” on roll call vote number 496. 

Mr. Speaker, on Wednesday, September 
14, 2016, | was unable to cast my floor vote 
on roll call vote number 508 (Rep. Boustany 
amendment). Had | been present for the vote, 
| would have voted “no” on roll call vote num- 
ber 508. 


September 19, 2016 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


12915 


SENATE—Monday, September 19, 2016 


The Senate met at 3 p.m. and was 
called to order by the President pro 
tempore (Mr. HATCH). 


EE 
PRAYER 


The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of- 
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 

Eternal God, help us to so live that 
the generations to come will know 
about Your mighty acts. Today give 
our lawmakers the singularity of heart 
to seek, find, and follow Your will so 
that their legacy will be exemplary. 

Lord, guide them in the path You 
have created, inspiring them with the 
potency of Your powerful presence. 
May they trust You in times of adver- 
sity and prosperity, knowing that they 
will reap a productive harvest if they 
persevere. Keep them from under- 
estimating the power of Your great 
Name as You make them instruments 
of Your peace. 

Help us to not pray primarily in our 
distress and need but rather also in 
joy’s fullness and in our gratitude for 
abundant living. 

Lord, we ask for Your healing for the 
victims of the New York City and New 
Jersey explosions and the Minnesota 
stabbing attacks. 

We pray in Your merciful Name. 
Amen. 


EE 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The President pro tempore led the 
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


Ee 


RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
CoATs). The majority leader is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Í — 
MEASURE PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR—S. 3348 
Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 


understand that there is a bill at the 
desk due for a second reading. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will read the bill by title for the 
second time. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 3348) to amend the Federal Elec- 
tion Campaign Act of 1971 to require can- 
didates of major parties for the office of 
President to disclose recent tax return infor- 
mation. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, in 
order to place the bill on the calendar 
under the provisions of rule XIV, I ob- 
ject to further proceedings. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion having been heard, the bill will be 
placed on the calendar. 


ES 


ATTACKS IN NEW YORK, NEW 
JERSEY, AND MINNESOTA 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, 
over the weekend, several incidents 
that appear to be acts of terrorism left 
dozens injured and many across the 
country shaken. While we are thankful 
that no loss of life has been reported, 
we also know that the injured will face 
a difficult road to recovery and heal- 
ing. Our prayers are with each of them 
and all of those affected in this trying 
time. 

Authorities acted expeditiously to 
uncover the facts, and just hours ago 
they captured a suspect in connection 
to the New York and New Jersey bomb- 
ings. We thank them for their swift ac- 
tions and continued efforts to keep 
Americans safe. Although an arrest has 
now been made, there is still much we 
do not know about these incidents, in- 
cluding whether there was involvement 
of a terrorist organization overseas. In- 
vestigators are continuing their work 
even as we speak, and we are moni- 
toring that situation closely as it 
unfolds. 

No matter the motive behind these 
incidents, it is clear that we must do 
everything we can to bolster security 
measures and counter the threats fac- 
ing our homeland. These acts are very 
real reminders of the national security 
threats and challenges that we face 
both from beyond our borders and from 
within. Ensuring the safety of all 
Americans remains our top priority, so 
we will continue to do our part in 
working with our intelligence commu- 
nity, military leaders, and our law en- 
forcement personnel in their efforts to 
protect the American people. 


ES 
CONTINUING RESOLUTION 
Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, 
Members have been working toward an 


agreement on a continuing resolution 
that will fund the government and pro- 


vide critical resources to support vet- 
erans and combat Zika. Senate Repub- 
licans stand ready to move forward 
with this important measure now. 

I encourage our colleagues across the 
aisle to work with us to complete the 
negotiations so we can advance this 
important measure. 


ES 


HONORING OUR ARMED FORCES 


CAPTAIN MATTHEW D. ROLAND 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, 
today I rise in honor of Kentucky’s 
bravest young men, one of whom, Capt. 
Matthew D. Roland, of Lexington, KY, 
gave his life in service to our country 
on August 26, 2015. 

Captain Roland was a proud airman 
and member of the 23rd Special Tactics 
Squadron in Hurlburt Field, FL. He 
was 27 years old. 

Captain Roland was killed in combat 
at Camp Antonik in Helmand Province, 
Afghanistan. He was driving the lead 
vehicle in a convoy when that convoy 
was attacked by enemy combatants 
dressed as friendly Afghan forces. 

It was a complex attack. The first 
warning that something was wrong 
came when an enemy combatant ap- 
proached Captain Roland’s vehicle. 
When he was within 5 feet of the vehi- 
cle, he began to raise his weapon. With- 
out hesitation, Captain Roland’s first 
thoughts were for the safety of his fel- 
low servicemembers. He yelled ‘‘Insider 
attack” while radioing a warning to all 
vehicles in the convoy. Simulta- 
neously, he drove in reverse, away from 
the gunmen, to protect his passengers. 

Tragically, a split second later, the 
lead gunman who had approached the 
vehicle, shot Captain Roland, instantly 
killing him, but the message he had 
conveyed over the radio gave the other 
personnel in his convoy the oppor- 
tunity to take cover and ready their 
weapons. Because of his warning, 
American casualties were fewer and 
the enemy combatants were neutral- 
ized, including the one who killed Cap- 
tain Roland. 

For his actions, Captain Roland was 
posthumously awarded the Silver Star 
for Valor. The citation accompanying 
the award read: 

Captain Roland’s actions are in keeping 
with the finest traditions of military her- 
oism and reflect distinct credit upon himself, 
the NATO Special Operations Component 
Command ... and the United States Air 
Force. 

Over the course of his military ca- 
reer, Captain Roland received several 
other awards, medals, and declarations, 
including the Bronze Star, Purple 
Heart, Meritorious Service Medal, Air 


@ This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 
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Force Achievement Medal, Air Force 
Organizational Excellence Award, Na- 
tional Defense Service Medal, and 
NATO Medal. 

Captain Roland was born at Ells- 
worth Air Force Base in Rapid City, 
SD. His father, retired U.S. Air Force 
Col. Mark Roland, moved frequently 
for assignments, and Matthew grew up 
in Abilene, TX, and Albuquerque, NM, 
before the family settled in Lexington, 
KY, where Matthew attended Lex- 
ington Catholic High School. 

In high school, it was clear to many 
that Matthew was a driven young man 
who knew what he wanted out of life. 
Tim Wiesenhahn, his cross-country 
coach at Lexington Catholic, remem- 
bered that. Tim said: 

He really wanted to be successful. I like to 
say he was driven to succeed. You just kind 
of knew he was going to be a leader... . The 
best runners really work at it, and Matt 
really wanted to be successful, and he put in 
the work. 

A friend of Matthew’s from high 
school, Clint Roberts, saw the same de- 
termination in the future airman. He 
said: 

I don’t remember a time when Matt didn’t 
know what he wanted to do with his life. 
From the time we met at cross-country prac- 
tice in high school until the last time I 
talked to him, Matt always seemed like he 
controlled his life and path in a way that ev- 
eryone strives to. 

Matthew attained the Eagle Scout 
rank in Boy Scouting and graduated 
from Lexington Catholic in 2006. He en- 
tered the U.S. Air Force Academy in 
Colorado Springs, CO, where he grad- 
uated in 2010 with a bachelor of science 
degree in aeronautical engineering. 
Matthew then completed the rigorous 
special tactics program in 2012 to be- 
come a special tactics officer. As an 
STO, he was a team leader who super- 
vised combat preparedness training for 
a 35-member team. He was a military 
static line and free-fall parachutist, 
Air Force combat scuba diver, and a 
joint terminal attack controller. He 
led reconnaissance, strike, and recov- 
ery missions. He was deployed three 
times over his 5 years of service in the 
Air Force, twice to Afghanistan and 
once to Africa, and wherever he served, 
he gained a reputation as a rock during 
stressful times, always cool under pres- 
sure yet always easy to befriend. 

Capt. Ben Self, a fellow special tac- 
tics officer, said: 

The attribute that stood out to me most 
was his unflinching stoic presence when we 
needed it most. I relied on Matt when times 
were toughest, and I will continue to do so as 
his memory lives on through all of us. 

“Matt was anything but typical,” 
says Col. Paul Brister, his commander. 
“On the battlefield, he was a lion—le- 
thal, precise, humble and compas- 
sionate. He was always flawless. I’m 
convinced I learned more from him 
than he could ever learn from me.” 

Another airman said of Matthew: 
“He was unquestionably our leader... 
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not just by the [regulations] or rank, 
but through his ability to command 
our respect and trust as men.” 

A letter written to Matthew’s par- 
ents after his death revealed what Mat- 
thew did when off duty. ‘Besides 
Matt’s great qualities as a teammate, 
air commando and USAF officer, Matt 
has two memorable habits,’’ wrote LTC 
John Sannes and CSM Dwight Utley. 

The letter continued: 

He loved to walk around in his American 
flag shorts, and he loved his mom’s chocolate 
chip cookies. As a testimony to Matt’s gen- 
erous heart, he burned his legs helping a con- 
tractor weld a gate while wearing his flag 
shorts, and he always shared his cookies 
with the guys on his team. 

Matthew’s loved ones are foremost in 
our thoughts as I share his story with 
my Senate colleagues and the entire 
Nation today. They include his par- 
ents, Colonel Mark and Barbara Ro- 
land; his sister, Erica Roland; his 
niece, Willamina Roland; his grand- 
parents, Dr. and Mrs. Earl Roland; his 
grandmother, Rita Thomas; and many 
other beloved family members and 
friends. 

Matthew’s final resting place is Ar- 
lington National Cemetery, not far 
from where we stand. He was buried 
with full military honors. 

One of Matthew’s fellow airmen said 
this about hearing of his death: 

[Matthew] brought America to the tent 
flaps and mud walls of our enemies on two 
continents. ... He did not compromise on 
what he believed, and the nation is lucky he 
spent his time and energy protecting her. 

I couldn’t agree more. I am sure my 
colleagues agree that America is in- 
deed lucky to have had Capt. Matthew 
D. Roland fighting for our freedoms. I 
would like his family to know that the 
Members of the Senate honor his serv- 
ice and his sacrifice and will be forever 
grateful. 


Ea 


RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 
LEADER 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The mi- 
nority leader is recognized. 


Ea 


CONTINUING RESOLUTION 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I have been 
asked a number of times walking into 
my office this morning if there has 
been an agreement on the Zika funding 
and the continuing resolution, which is 
to keep our government open and fund- 
ed. No, we have not is the answer. We 
have made progress. I am encouraged 
by the headway we have made. But as 
I said before, as Democrats, we are 
going to be cautious. There is still 
work to be done before we can say 
there has been an agreement made. 


EE 


TERROR ATTACKS IN NEW JER- 


SEY, NEW YORK, AND MIN- 
NESOTA 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, many 


Americans are taking the news about 
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this weekend’s terror attacks in New 
Jersey, New York, and even Minnesota 
very seriously. As a country, we are al- 
ways stunned when these violent acts 
occur, and we are absolutely sickened 
by the acts of violence of this terrorist 
activity. We grieve with the victims, 
their families, and their loved ones. 

I had a long, thorough briefing today 
by the FBI. I appreciate their good 
work always. They have a difficult job 
doing everything they can to make 
sure we are safe. 

I am aware of the many people in- 
jured in these cowardly attacks, in- 
cluding police officers. I wish them all 
a full and complete recovery. Despite 
the many injured, we are very grateful 
that no one was killed in these attacks. 
It is a credit to both law enforcement 
and America’s terrific, good, brave first 
responders. 

Earlier today, the suspect wanted in 
connection with these cowardly at- 
tacks was shot and apprehended by po- 
lice officers, but, of course, not before 
he wounded two of these police officers. 
These officers’ quick response most 
likely kept Americans safe. 

These events remind us of these 
brave men and women who risk their 
lives every day to protect the Amer- 
ican people. First responders in New 
York, New Jersey, and Minnesota 
rushed into danger this weekend to 
protect innocent people. They cer- 
tainly saved lives. Now we must do ev- 
erything we can to ensure justice is 
served and law enforcement gets the 
support needed to conduct their inves- 
tigation. 

It is not enough to simply offer help 
after these heinous attacks take place. 
Congress must do more to prevent 
these acts of terrorism altogether. 
There are things we can do, and some 
of them are really easy. Right now, as 
we speak, there is a loophole in our law 
that allows potential FBI terror sus- 
pects to legally purchase guns and ex- 
plosives. Stop and think about that for 
just a moment. A person with sus- 
pected ties to terrorism can walk into 
a store now and buy all of the explo- 
sives, all the guns, and all the ammuni- 
tion they want. 

In Nevada, a man who has been so 
charitable has set up a camp for chil- 
dren every summer. It costs him lots of 
money. It is in a beautiful part of the 
mountain area right outside of Las 
Vegas. We have, within 10 minutes of 
Las Vegas, a 12,000-foot mountain. At 
the foot of those mountains, he has a 
beautiful camp. 

Here is what they are doing now. You 
can go to a gun store in Las Vegas, and 
you can buy explosives. They put them 
up in the trees. We don’t have that 
many trees in Nevada. They will put 
explosives up in a tree, and they shoot 
at it, and it blows up. It blows up the 
tree and anything around it. That is for 
sport. 

Anyone can walk into a gun store 
and buy explosives. It doesn’t matter 
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who it is. You can also be a terrorist 
and do the same thing. Again, I ask ev- 
eryone to think about that. A person 
with suspected ties to terrorism can 
walk into a store now and buy all of 
the explosives they want. They can buy 
all the guns they want. 

The so-called terror gap is out- 
rageous and terribly reckless. How can 
something like this go unaddressed in 
modern-day America? 

Democrats have tried repeatedly for 
the past year to close that loophole, 
but we have been prevented from doing 
that by the Republicans. We can argue 
from now on about whether this bill 
could have prevented this weekend’s 
attacks, but one thing is for sure: It 
could prevent the next attack. 

But we know this loophole shouldn’t 
exist. We know terror’ suspects 
shouldn’t be given a free pass to buy all 
the guns and all the explosives they 
want, and we know the American peo- 
ple want this loophole closed. Eighty- 
five percent of the people in Indiana, in 
Nevada, in Kentucky—85 percent of the 
people in America—support legislation 
keeping explosives and guns out of the 
hands of suspected terrorists. If you 
can’t fly, why should you be able to 
buy a gun? If you can’t fly, why should 
you be able to buy explosives? The only 
reason the FBI terror suspects are al- 
lowed to buy guns and explosives is 
simply because of Republican opposi- 
tion. That is the reason. 

This state of affairs defies belief. It is 
hard to believe that in America today 
an FBI terror suspect who cannot fly 
on an airplane can walk into a gun 
store in Las Vegas, New York City, or 
anyplace and legally purchase explo- 
sives and assault weapons. But it is 
true because Republicans refuse to 
close the terror gap loophole. 

In the aftermath of these attacks, 
our constituents are looking for us to 
help. They want to feel safe. They want 
to be safe. We can help provide that 
safety by closing the terror loophole, 
but Democrats can’t do it alone. We 
need help from the Republicans. 

Mr. President, I see no one seeking 
recognition, so I ask the Chair to an- 
nounce the business of the day. 


EE 
RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the leadership time 
is reserved. 


EE 


LEGISLATIVE BRANCH APPRO- 
PRIATIONS ACT, 2017—MOTION TO 
PROCEED 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will re- 
sume consideration of the motion to 
proceed to H.R. 5325, which the clerk 
will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

Motion to proceed to Calendar No. 516, H.R. 
5325, a bill making appropriations for the 
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Legislative Branch for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2017, and for other purposes. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

ZIKA VIRUS FUNDING 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, we have 
a bit of good news because earlier 
today the CDC, or the Centers for Dis- 
ease Control, announced that it had 
lifted its travel advisory to not go into 
a section north of downtown Miami 
called Wynwood. It is the neighborhood 
where the first locally transmitted 
Zika virus was found. So the fact that 
they said today that this area is no 
longer considered an area of active 
transmission is certainly good news, 
not only for those who live there but 
for those businesses that are dependent 
on those who are planning to visit 
there. That is just one area of Florida. 

There are now 835 active cases of 
Zika-infected people in the State of 
Florida. If you compare that to the 
number for the total United States, 
talking about infections, in 49 of the 50 
States, it is 3,182. If you add our broth- 
ers and sisters in Puerto Rico and the 
territories, fellow American citizens, 
17,315 are infected with the Zika virus. 
In Florida, 86 pregnant women are in- 
fected with the Zika virus. The total in 
the Nation is 731. In Puerto Rico—pri- 
marily there, although bringing in all 
the territories, it is 1,156. Combining 
Puerto Rico, the territories, and the 
United States, we are talking about 
close to 2,000 pregnant women infected 
with the Zika virus. 

We know that the CDC has said that 
there is anywhere from a 1-percent to 
12-percent chance—if a woman is in- 
fected in the first trimester of preg- 
nancy, there is a 1- to 12-percent 
chance that her baby will be born with 
defects. If you do the math on the near- 
ly 2,000 pregnant women, we are talk- 
ing about a substantial number of birth 
defects, including the possibility of 
what we have heard about and seen— 
microcephaly, babies with a deformed 
brain and shrunken head. In Puerto 
Rico they already had one live birth of 
microcephaly and they had one who did 
not live after birth. 

We can expect to see huge numbers 
coming on down the line. That is all 
the more reason for us—since we start- 
ed our request for funding last spring— 
to get at this by doing a Zika vaccine. 
It is now ready to go into the FDA first 
trials. A vaccine is at least 2 years 
away, but we have to get started, and 
that costs money. 

The administration has been robbing 
Peter to pay Paul, finding every little 
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pot of money that it can borrow from 
since last spring in order to try to fund 
the preventive measures of a vaccine, 
mosquito control, and all the attend- 
ant health expenditures through our 
health care centers that are sponsored 
and paid for by the government, and 
particularly for the very poor. AS a 
matter of fact, the government raided 
the Ebola fund of $576 million to ad- 
vance it to Zika. Well, we need to pay 
back all of those funds that were raid- 
ed, and that is incumbent upon us now 
here at the last minute before we ad- 
journ to go home to campaign before 
the election. You know, those words 
are suddenly similar to the words we 
used in early July, trying to get that 
done before the summer recess for the 
political conventions. Yet we did not. 

The good news is that it looks as 
though there is now an agreement on 
Zika. As a result, we can come up with 
a funding bill to keep the government 
open until we can pass a permanent 
funding bill for this fiscal year starting 
October 1. We will pass a temporary 
one until sometime in early December. 
That will give us a chance to try to do 
the permanent one. In the meantime, 
the government has to stay open. We 
have to fund the functions of govern- 
ment, including national security and 
the U.S. Department of Defense. 

So one would think that this bill 
would be all done, but, unrelated to 
Zika, there are other issues that are 
threatening the funding bill. At the 
end of the day, we will get it done. 
Some of the issues are over as arcane a 
subject as who is going to administer 
the issuance of domain names on the 
Internet. There seems to be some con- 
troversy over that. As a result, we are 
here at the last minute, at the last 
hour, having to act on a funding bill, 
and now we have issues that are now 
all wound around the axle again. 

I want to say very positively that I 
appreciate the progress that is being 
made on the Zika funding. It is not as 
if we haven’t tried this before. Last 
May we had a bill that passed in a bi- 
partisan fashion for $1.1 billion that did 
not have the attached political riders. 
It passed in the Senate by 89 votes out 
of 100 Senators. Then, of course, the 
bill in the House of Representatives got 
all wound up with all kinds of political 
messaging. I want to state very posi- 
tively that I am very happy that it 
seems as if those issues have been put 
aside and there has been an agreement 
reached. Now let’s get through the rest 
of this on the funding bill and go ahead 
and execute our responsibilities that 
we have to the United States of Amer- 
ica. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Florida. 

TRIBUTE TO EMOGENE STEGALL 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I want 
to praise the work of a local elected of- 
ficial in Florida who has admirably 
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served as supervisor of elections in 
Lake County, FL. This is an elected po- 
sition in which she has now served for 
44 years, and she is going to retire from 
her position as the chief elections offi- 
cer after this upcoming election in No- 
vember. That is an incredible tenure of 
public service, and Emogene Stegall 
should be commended for being the 
longtime supervisor of elections. 

“Emogene” is a name that is almost 
synonymous with ‘‘Lake County” be- 
cause she has been an elected official 
for nearly half a century. What is so 
special about her is not only how many 
years she has held the office but how 
she embodied the details and the ideals 
of public service. 

Since she was first elected in 1972, a 
lot has changed about the way elec- 
tions are conducted, but through all of 
those decades, the same fundamental 
principles have guided Emogene 
Stegall’s work: a dedication to treating 
all voters fairly without any regard for 
party affiliation and safeguarding tax- 
payer dollars—no partisan politics, no 


attention-grabbing headlines, just 
humble public service. 
Before being elected supervisor, 


Emogene had already worked 14 years 
as the supervisor’s deputy, starting in 
1958. At that time there were only 
about 17,000 registered voters in Lake 
County and a handful of voting ma- 
chines. Most of it was done by paper 
ballot. Her office used typewriters and 
carbon paper to function, and voting 
results were announced on the radio. 

Fast-forward to today. Emogene has 
been reelected many times over since 
winning her first election in 1972, and 
the number of registered voters in the 
county has gone from 17,000 to over 
200,000. Now the supervisor’s office is 
filled with computers, and computer 
programs tally the votes on election 
day before publishing them on the 
Internet so the voters receive almost 
instant results. 

Even with all these changes, 
Emogene is still there, opening her of- 
fice to constituents of all political 
stripes and working long hours to 
make sure election day runs smoothly 
and that all citizens in Lake County 
can exercise their constitutional right 
to vote. Her principled approach to ful- 
filling her responsibilities explains why 
she has continued to be reelected to 
her post time and time again even 
though she is a registered Democrat in 
a county that shifted to Republican 
control long ago. 

The changes Emogene has witnessed 
run deeper than the office equipment 
and the party politics. When she was 
first elected, Lake County, along with 
much of the South of the United 
States, was still suffering from the 
scourge of Jim Crowe. African Ameri- 
cans in particular were often denied 
the right to vote. Even after the civil 
rights legislation was passed in the 
1960s, the country still needed public 
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servants to implement the law without 
prejudice in order to usher in change 
and combat racism. Emogene’s stead- 
fast commitment to ensuring the peo- 
ple’s right to vote helped achieve that 
transformation and in a way brings our 
Nation closer to realizing the ideal of 
equality that we have reached and have 
tried to reach since our founding. 

It is also notable that HEmogene 
Stegall served as the first woman 
elected official and community leader 
at a time when women’s educational 
and professional opportunities were 
much more limited than today. 

After so many decades of public serv- 
ice, Emogene will oversee her last elec- 
tion day this November. But her legacy 
for being a committed and tireless pub- 
lic servant will continue to be remem- 
bered. She has used her position to ben- 
efit the community she was elected to 
serve. She never was elected, nor used 
it, for herself or her own interests. 

Emogene Stegall is an example for 
all of us in public service. So I am hon- 
ored to share her story and acknowl- 
edge her accomplishments on this oc- 
casion today on the floor of the Senate 
as Emogene Stegall will conduct and is 
preparing for her last election as Su- 
pervisor of Elections. 

What a great public service. What a 
great public servant whom we can 
honor today. 

I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

JUSTICE AGAINST SPONSORS OF TERRORISM ACT 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, over the 
weekend, we were reminded once again 
of the threat that terrorism poses to 
our communities all across this coun- 
try. I know we are all grateful the ex- 
plosions that occurred in New Jersey 
and Manhattan and the knife attack in 
Minnesota did not hurt more people. 

Iam thankful for the authorities, the 
law enforcement officials, the emer- 
gency medical officials and others who 
have responded so heroically. I am 
grateful there has already been a sus- 
pect detained in the New York and New 
Jersey incident before he could at- 
tempt additional attacks. 

This is just another reminder, as if 
we needed more reminders, of the im- 
portance of remaining vigilant to the 
threat of terrorism in the United 
States. Our values and our way of life 
seem to be under near constant attack, 
certainly under constant threat. We 
have a responsibility to do everything 
we can within our power to support and 
protect those affected by the evil of 
terrorism within our borders. 

Last week, the Senate sent a piece of 
legislation, an important piece of legis- 
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lation from my perspective, called the 
Justice Against Sponsors of Terrorism 
Act to President Obama for his signa- 
ture. He has until Friday to act on it. 

I want to clarify for my colleagues 
exactly what is contained in this legis- 
lation because I have heard from some 
stories that make me think they are 
being misled by some but also maybe 
there is just some confusion I can help 
clear up. This legislation, the Justice 
Against Sponsors of Terrorism Act, or 
sometimes called the 9/11 families bill, 
makes some narrow amendments to a 
longstanding Federal statute, the For- 
eign Sovereign Immunities Act, and 
the anti-terrorism act. What it does 
provide is for Americans to be able to 
seek recourse in a court of law from 
governments or people who sponsor 
terrorist attacks on American soil. 

You would think that would not be 
particularly controversial. Put another 
way, this bill does not allow a lawsuit 
to proceed against a foreign nation un- 
less they are alleged to have been be- 
hind a terror attack on American soil. 
As I said, this is pretty straight- 
forward, which is why it passed the 
Senate and the House unanimously. 

I want to be clear what the bill does 
and does not do. First of all, the legis- 
lation does not single out any par- 
ticular country for some kind of unfair 
treatment. It stands for the simple 
proposition that Americans should 
have recourse against those involved in 
terrorist attacks on our homeland, just 
as they do against others who commit 
other wrongs. 

I have had some of my colleagues 
say: Yes, but perception is reality. 
Well, misperception is not reality. The 
fact is, there is no country mentioned 
in the legislation, this extension of ex- 
isting law. To the extent it singles out 
anybody, it only singles out countries, 
without naming any, that fund terror- 
ists who commit terrorism on our soil. 

Some have suggested this could hurt 
our relationship with the Kingdom of 
Saudi Arabia, in particular. This bill 
has nothing to do, on its face, with our 
strong partnership with Saudi Arabia, 
which is based on mutual interests. 
The reality is, the nuclear deal struck 
by President Obama involving the 
country of Iran has done far more to 
damage our relationship with our allies 
in the Middle East, including the King- 
dom of Saudi Arabia. 

It has caused many of our allies, not 
just the Saudis but others in the Mid- 
dle East, to question whether we are a 
reliable ally in the areas where we do 
share a common interest. 

We know many of our Gulf State al- 
lies, including the Saudis, believe the 
President has not done enough to 
achieve his own stated goal of defeat- 
ing the terrorist army of ISIS, which 
threatens Saudi Arabia from Iraq, just 
across its northern border. Quite to the 
contrary, we know President Obama ig- 
nored the advice of his own military 
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advisers and unwisely withdrew all 
combat forces from Iraq in a precipi- 
tous way before that country was ready 
and able to defend itself, only to see 
ISIS rush in and fill the vacuum left 
after the departure of American leader- 
ship and ground forces. 

The bottom line is that this legisla- 
tion should not upset our relationships 
with any country with which we share 
common interests, including the 
Saudis. They should not take passage 
of this legislation as a reason to some- 
how question our commitment to an 
alliance based on shared values or 
shared interests. 

This bill targets those who fund ter- 
rorist activity against us—plain and 
simple. I should also add that all this 
bill does is to give victims an oppor- 
tunity to have their case heard in 
court. It doesn’t decide the merits of 
the case. It simply gives them an ave- 
nue for justice. 

Second, I want to debunk this idea 
that somehow the Justice Against 
Sponsors of Terrorism Act will sud- 
denly result in lawsuits being filed 
against Americans by foreign govern- 
ments. The reality is this already hap- 
pens. We have an entire office at the 
Justice Department—the Office of For- 
eign lLitigation—that defends the 
United States in foreign courts. 

As its Web site explains, that litiga- 
tion includes ‘“‘litigation arising from 
U.S. agency or military activities in 
foreign countries,’’ which is one reason 
why, before we pulled out all of our 
troops from Iraq, President Obama and 
his administration should have done a 
better job pursuing a status of forces 
agreement with the country of Iraq. 
But because they did not negotiate 
that, they decided to pull out, and we 
have reaped the whirlwind as a result. 

While likely a minority, there are 
cases, in fact, brought abroad that im- 
plicate our own overseas activity. For 
example, in 2010, CBS News reported on 
a case in Pakistan in which the CIA 
was sued for an alleged drone strike. 
This is a matter of public record that 
CBS News reported. The point is that 
today foreign governments allow suits 
against the United States from time to 
time, and they are defended based on 
international law and based on the 
merits of the case. That is because of 
their legal systems and domestic poli- 
tics. Our laws are simply not consulted 
as a determining factor. Why would a 
foreign country apply American law or 
precedent or procedure? 

But let me also make clear: The Jus- 
tice Against Sponsors of Terrorism Act 
makes only modest changes to current 
foreign sovereign immunity laws—laws 
that have already been passed by the 
U.S. Congress—and it has been written 
in a narrow manner to prevent such 
suits should any reciprocal law be 
passed. 

Finally, I remind my colleagues that 
this legislation was crafted and created 
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through consensus. Before the Senate 
passed it several months ago, my col- 
leagues and I took great care to ad- 
dress concerns from Members on both 
sides of the aisle, as you would expect. 
Working with other Members, we made 
changes to the legislation they re- 
quested so we could keep support for 
this legislation and support for the 
families of victims strong. It then 
unanimously passed the Senate in May. 

Over in the House, it passed without 
dissent. I have to say that it is hard to 
find any piece of legislation that can 
pass unanimously in the Senate and in 
the House of Representatives. It just 
doesn’t happen very often. 

But even with so much bipartisan, bi- 
cameral support, President Obama still 
says he intends to veto the legislation. 
As I have said before, that is his pre- 
rogative, but I hope he does so soon so 
that Congress has the opportunity to 
vote to override his veto. Once he does 
veto it, I hope Congress will quickly 
act. 

I have been reminded of a passage in 
Henry Kissinger’s book called ‘‘World 
Order,” where he talks about how the 
West, in particular, often views the 
world as an orderly rules-based system. 
Of course, the problem with that is re- 
ality. The world does not all acknowl- 
edge a rules-based system, no matter 
who imagines it. Other countries will 
take actions based on what they per- 
ceive to advance their own interests, 
not because they just want to follow a 
certain set of rules that somebody else 
wrote up. That will remain true for the 
Kingdom of Saudi Arabia even after 
the Justice Against Sponsors of Ter- 
rorism Act becomes law. That is why 
our relationship with the Kingdom of 
Saudi Arabia will continue, because 
they have been fighting terrorism on 
their own soil and we know that we 
share other interests as well. 

But at the end of the day, we need to 
do what is right for the American peo- 
ple, just as other countries would do 
right for their own citizens. We should 
not change our domestic laws because 
of our concerns about other countries 
perhaps being offended or because they 
have other interests other than what 
we are trying to vindicate here, which 
are the rights of the families who lost 
loved ones on 9/11 due to a terrorist at- 
tack on American soil. They should 
have the opportunity to make their 
case if they can, and nothing in this 
judges the merits of the case or makes 
any conclusion about whether they will 
be successful or not. But, certainly, 
they represent part of the American 
people who we work for, and they are 
entitled to get access to the courts for 
the purpose of making the case if they 
can. 

This bill sends a clear signal to every 
country that the United States is not 
afraid to stand and ensure that our 
countrymen and countrywomen have 
the ability to pursue justice here in our 
courts. That is nonnegotiable. 
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I hope the President will act quickly. 
The President can string this out into 
next week if he wants, but he has al- 
ready said he is going to veto it. So 
why put the families through any more 
delay, anguish, and uncertainty? The 
President should go ahead and veto the 
legislation. Then the Senate and the 
House of Representatives should take 
up a veto override vote. I am confident 
of what the outcome of that would be, 
based on the unanimous consent to the 
bill in the Senate and the unanimous 
vote in the House of Representatives. 

Madam President, I don’t see any 
other Senator interested in speaking. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. 
ERNST). The clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT AGREEMENT—H.R. 5985 

Mr. McCONNELL. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent that at 5 p.m. 
today, the Senate proceed to the imme- 
diate consideration of H.R. 5985; fur- 
ther, that there be 30 minutes of debate 
equally divided in the usual form; that 
following the use or yielding back of 
time, the bill be read a third time and 
the Senate vote on passage of the bill 
with no intervening action or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent that notwith- 
standing rule XXII, the cloture motion 
on the motion to proceed to H.R. 5325 
ripen at 2:15 p.m. on Tuesday, Sep- 
tember 20. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. GARDNER. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

RECOGNIZING THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE 

Mr. GARDNER. Madam President, I 
rise to recognize the U.S. Air Force on 
the occasion of its 69th birthday. 

On September 18, 1947, President Tru- 
man signed the National Security Act, 
which established the U.S. Air Force as 
an independent service equal to the 
U.S. Army and U.S. Navy. The mission 
of the U.S. Air Force is to fly, fight, 
and win in airspace and cyberspace, 
and Colorado is proud to call itself 
home to units that play a vital role in 
executing all aspects of the Air Force 
mission. 
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Although it is the youngest of the 
armed services, the Air Force has ac- 
complished a tremendous amount—a 
tremendous amount—in those 69 years. 
With a combined force strength of 
more than 660,000 Active, Reserve, Na- 
tional Guard, and civilian personnel 
within the U.S. Air Force, it is a force 
to be reckoned with. The U.S. Air 
Force’s ability to maintain air superi- 
ority is evidenced by the fact that the 
last time an American ground troop 
was killed by ordnance delivered from 
an enemy aircraft was in 1953. 

On any given day, there are more 
than 21,000 Air Force personnel de- 
ployed to 179 worldwide locations, 
16,000 airmen deployed to the 
CENTCOM area of operations, and 
more than 1,000 airmen working di- 
rectly with partner nations. While 
American airmen serve all over the 
world, there are thousands of airmen in 
my State of Colorado protecting our 
Nation’s interests. 

Colorado is home to five major Air 
Force installations that include Buck- 
ley Air Force Base, Schriever Air Force 
Base, Peterson Air Force Base, Chey- 
enne Mountain Air Force Station, and 
the United States Air Force Academy. 

Buckley Air Force Base is home to 
the 460th Space Wing and has air oper- 
ations, space-based missile warning ca- 
pabilities, space surveillance oper- 
ations, space communications oper- 
ations, and support functions. If North 
Korea, Iran, or any adversary fires a 
missile at the U.S. homeland, Buckley 
would be the first to see it. Buckley is 
also one of 18 bases nationwide being 
considered by the Air Force to host the 
next-generation F-35 jet, and it is my 
firm belief it fully merits that designa- 
tion as well. 

Peterson Air Force Base, named after 
lst Lt. Edward J. Peterson, a Colorado 
native, has been in operation since 
1926. Over its 90-plus years, Peterson 
Air Force Base has served a variety of 
operational and training missions and 
is currently home to the 21st Space 
Wing and Air Force Space Command as 
well. Peterson is also home to the U.S. 
Northern Command—NORTHCOM—and 
the North American Aerospace Defense 
Command, or NORAD. NORAD and 
NORTHCOM is responsible for pro- 
tecting the U.S. homeland from the 
myriad of threats we face in today’s 
complex global security environment. 
On a day like today, when we reflect on 
what happened in Minnesota, when we 
reflect on what happened in New Jer- 
sey, and when we reflect on what hap- 
pened in New York, we know that ef- 
forts to protect our homeland are criti- 
cally important. 

In a recent letter to the President, 
several colleagues and I expressed 
grave concerns about the rapid ad- 
vancement of North Korea’s nuclear 
ballistic missile program. That regime 
represents a grave threat to global 
peace and stability and is a direct 
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threat to the U.S. homeland—and that 
is what our bases in Colorado are re- 
sponsible for. While we in Congress 
urge the President to take actions to 
counter the North Korean threat, the 
American people rely on the hard- 
working men and women at NORAD 
and NORTHCOM to protect us from 
this rogue regime. 

Just down the road from Peterson 
Air Force Base is Schriever Air Force 
Base, which is home to the 50th Space 
Wing of the Air Force Space Command. 
Schriever provides command and con- 
trol for over 170 Department of Defense 
warning, navigational, and commu- 
nications satellites. The global posi- 
tioning satellite, or GPS, is operated 
by the 2nd Space Operations Squadron 
at Schriever. If you successfully use 
your Google Maps today, it is because 
of the good work by the satellite opera- 
tors at Schriever. 

Schriever is home to the Joint Inter- 
agency Space Operations Center, or 
JICSpOC. Established in 2015, the 
JICSpOC consolidates efforts between 
the DOD, U.S. Strategic Command, and 
the intelligence community to create 
unity of effort and facilitate U.S. infor- 
mation-sharing across the national se- 
curity space enterprise. JICSpOC will 
enhance U.S. space operations, con- 
tribute to operational command and 
control within the Department of De- 
fense, and improve the Nation’s ability 
to protect and defend critical infra- 
structure in an increasingly contested 
space environment. 

Since 1966, Cheyenne Mountain Air 
Force, stationed in Colorado Springs, 
has been a synergistic hub for tracking 
security threats worldwide and serves 
as an essential component to the de- 
fense of North America and global se- 
curity. Cheyenne Mountain is an engi- 
neering marvel that provides an elec- 
tromagnetic pulse-hardened facility to 
protect our Nation’s most vital inter- 
ests. Many of the people around the 
country may know Cheyenne Mountain 
Air Force Station as the site of Mat- 
thew Broderick in the movie 
“WarGames.”’ 

Last but not least of the major Air 
Force installations in Colorado is the 
U.S. Air Force Academy. Since the 1955 
swearing-in of its first class of cadets, 
the Air Force Academy has been devel- 
oping leaders of character to lead the 
world’s best Air Force. The Air Force 
Academy educates, trains, and inspires 
men and women to become officers of 
character, motivated to lead the U.S. 
Air Force in service to our Nation. 

In addition to celebrating the Air 
Force’s 69th birthday, I would also like 
to recognize that this year, 2016, is the 
40th anniversary of women cadets en- 
rolling in the U.S. Air Force Academy. 
Just as the Air Force leads the way as 
the preeminent global air power, the 
Air Force Academy has been leading 
the way with the integration of women 
cadets into the Cadet Wing. 


September 19, 2016 


In 1972, the Air Force Academy 
issued Operational Plan 36-72, which 
laid the groundwork for the arrival of 
its first 156 female cadets in the sum- 
mer of 1976. In the proceeding 40 years, 
women cadets and graduates have 
made extraordinary contributions to 
both the academy and to the Air Force. 
These contributions are exemplified by 
women such as Michelle Johnson, who 
in 1980 became the first woman cadet 
wing commander, which is the highest 
ranking cadet in the academy, and 
then in 1981 she became the first 
woman cadet to become a Rhodes 
scholar. In 2013, Lt. Gen. Michelle 
Johnson became the first female super- 
intendent of any military service acad- 
emy when she became the super- 
intendent of the U.S. Air Force Acad- 
emy. Heather Wilson was the first fe- 
male veteran to serve in Congress. Lt. 
Gen. Susan J. Helms was the first 
woman graduate of the Air Force Acad- 
emy to go into space. Lieutenant Ros- 
lyn Schulte became the first female 
graduate killed by enemy action in 
2009. These women and countless others 
are why the State of Colorado is proud, 
honored, and humbled to host the U.S. 
Air Force Academy. 

On behalf of all Coloradoans and a 
grateful nation, I wish the U.S. Air 
Force a happy 69th birthday. Aim high, 
fly, fight, and win. 

I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
CoATS). Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Thank you, Mr. 
President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the 
Senator withhold. 


EE 


DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AF- 
FAIRS EXPIRING AUTHORITIES 
ACT OF 2016 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will pro- 
ceed to the consideration of H.R. 5985, 
which the clerk will report. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 5985) to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to extend certain expiring pro- 
visions of law administered by the Secretary 
of Veterans Affairs, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There 
will now be 30 minutes of debate equal- 
ly divided in the usual form. 

The Senator from Connecticut is rec- 
ognized. 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, I 
see my friend and colleague, the chair- 
man of the VA Committee, here. I will 
happily yield to him to speak first, or 
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I can proceed and then yield to him 
afterwards. 

Mr. ISAKSON. I appreciate that. I 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut 
to begin. 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, I 
am pleased and honored to be here 
today to speak in support of H.R. 5985, 
the Department of Veterans Affairs Ex- 
piring Authorities Act. We will vote on 
it shortly. I thank my colleagues for 
what I expect to be an overwhelmingly 
positive vote to affirm our commit- 
ment to the veterans of America and 
that neither dysfunction nor distrac- 
tion of what is happening during this 
season of elections will prevent us from 
keeping the lights on in the Veterans 
Affairs Department. 

As its name implies, this measure 
would maintain 27 vital ongoing pro- 
grams and services that the VA pro- 
vides through the next year. I com- 
mend Chairman MILLER and Ranking 
Member TAKANO in the House for draft- 
ing this bipartisan measure that is so 
important and necessary. We have 
worked collaboratively with them. 
Chairman ISAKSON and I have met with 
them numerous times, and it has truly 
been a cooperative and collaborative 
effort. 

This legislation authorizes an in- 
crease in the existing VA caregivers 
program of $10 million, going from $724 
million to $734 million, as well as a 
grants program that assists homeless 
veterans and provides them with sup- 
port services. 

The bill we will vote on this evening 
will also give the Secretary of the VA 
the exact same power as the Secretary 
of Education has with respect to title 
IV in the event of a university’s sudden 
loss of accreditation. It is critically 
important. As we have seen with ITT 
and Corinthian, for-profit colleges have 
abruptly closed, leaving veterans 
stranded. This bill will empower the 
VA Secretary to provisionally approve 
programs for use with the GI bill so 
that veterans may transition to an- 
other course of study. Without this 
provision becoming law now, veterans 
who attended those schools like ITT 
may find themselves in a similar un- 
tenable, unacceptable, unfair situation. 
They lose education benefits and, 
equally troubling, benefits for their 
housing and food allowance, which 
they so critically need. 

I am pleased we can vote on this 
measure tonight and send it to the 
President’s desk for his signature. But 
the simple, stark fact is that this bill 
is simply a small down payment—a 
small step in the direction that we 
must move and that the Senate must 
accomplish in the days that remain in 
this session to honor all who have 
served. It is just one of a series of con- 
gressional actions that are needed be- 
fore we recess to ensure that for-profit 
schools that put their profits before 
veterans’ rights to an education do not 
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hurt our veterans as their business 
model collapses. 

The Senate should also pass the Vet- 
erans Education Relief and Reinstate- 
ment Act that Senator TILLIS of North 
Carolina and I have introduced. This 
bill is bipartisan, as is this bill, and 
would grant an emergency housing sti- 
pend to those students who are ad- 
versely affected by destabilizing per- 
manent school closures. Corinthian 
College and, more recently, ITT give a 
voice and face to this staggeringly real 
problem for so many veterans who are 
the victims of the exploitation by these 
for-profit schools. 

Our mission of ensuring that no vet- 
eran is left behind will not be com- 
pleted by the vote we take this 
evening. It is just a down payment. I 
urge my colleagues to join with me in 
supporting H.R. 5985 and beginning and 
concluding the hard work of passing 
other bills that have been reported out 
of the Senate Veterans’ Affairs Com- 
mittee, with the strong bipartisan 
work, collaboration, and partnership 
among the chairman, Senator ISAKSON, 
and myself. 

I thank Senator ISAKSON for being 
here this evening, and I will be honored 
to yield to him now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Georgia. 

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, I am 
honored to join the ranking member, 
Senator BLUMENTHAL from Con- 
necticut, on this important day. 

This morning when I woke up, I 
began preparing for a speech I made at 
Oglethorpe University at 11 o’clock 
this morning on Constitution Day, and 
it reminded me of what an important 
September day today is. 

Senator Robert Byrd, the distin- 
guished Democrat, majority leader, 
and President pro tempore of the Sen- 
ate for many years and who served here 
for many decades, amended an appro- 
priations act on September 19, 2004, to 
designate today as Constitution Day. 
So it is a great honor for me to speak 
on the floor to honor our veterans on 
the day we honor our Constitution be- 
cause, without our veterans, there 
would be no Constitution. Without 
those who fight to defend our freedom 
and our liberty around the world, there 
would be no Constitution. So it is a 
great day to do this. 

I wish to express my agreement with 
exactly what Senator BLUMENTHAL 
said. This is a mere down payment. It 
is an acknowledgment. There is lots of 
work to be done. Critically, though, 
this extender bill addresses any num- 
ber of programs in the VA that will ex- 
pire at the end of the fiscal year unless 
they are extended. Most importantly 
are homeless programs, which are criti- 
cally important, and adaptive sports 
programs, which are critically impor- 
tant as well. 

So by adopting this bill, our home- 
less programs will stay in place and 
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our adaptive sports programs will stay 
in place. As Senator BLUMENTHAL said, 
should the Secretary of Education shut 
down an institution midterm, this pro- 
vides help to that student who is a vet- 
eran to see to it that they don’t lose 
their benefit and they can continue 
their education. 

Again, this is a small down payment. 
We have other things yet to be done. 
Hopefully, they will be done after we 
come back for the lameduck session 
after the election. But tonight, all 
Members of the Senate from both par- 
ties—Republicans and Democrats—can 
help us make a down payment on Con- 
stitution Day to those who make our 
freedom and liberty possible—our vet- 
erans of the United States of America. 

I urge an “aye” vote from each Mem- 
ber of the Senate. 

I yield back the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, I yield 
back all time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time 
is yielded back. 

The bill was ordered to a third read- 
ing and was read the third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
having been read the third time, the 
question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I ask for 
the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec- 
ond. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant bill clerk called the 
roll. 

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Wisconsin (Mr. JOHNSON), the 
Senator from Illinois (Mr. KIRK), the 
Senator from Alaska (Ms. MURKOWSKI), 
the Senator from South Carolina (Mr. 
ScoTT), the Senator from Alabama (Mr. 
SESSIONS), and the Senator from Alas- 
ka (Mr. SULLIVAN). 

Further, if present and voting, the 
Senator from Wisconsin (Mr. JOHNSON) 
would have voted ‘‘yea’’ and the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina (Mr. SCOTT) 
would have voted “yea.” 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Delaware (Mr. COONS), 
the Senator from Virginia (Mr. KAINE), 
the Senator from Maryland (Ms. MI- 
KULSKI), the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. SANDERS), and the Senator from 
Virginia (Mr. WARNER) are necessarily 
absent. 

I further announce that, if present 
and voting, the Senator from Virginia 
(Mr. KAINE) would vote yea. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
LANKFORD). Are there any other Sen- 
ators in the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 89, 
nays 0, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 143 Leg.] 


YEHAS—89 
Alexander Ernst Murphy 
Ayotte Feinstein Murray 
Baldwin Fischer Nelson 
Barrasso Flake Paul 
Bennet Franken Perdue 
Blumenthal Gardner Peters 
Blunt Gillibrand Portman 
Booker Graham Reed 
ee Maton Reia 
Brown Heinrich paT 

z oberts 
Burr Heitkamp R å 
Cantwell Heller roca 
Capito Hirono Rubio 
Cardin Hoeven Sasse 
Carper Inhofe Schatz 
Casey Isakson Schumer 
Cassidy King Shaheen 
Coats Klobuchar Shelby 
Cochran Lankford Stabenow 
Collins Leahy Tester 
Corker Lee Thune 
Cornyn Manchin Tillis 
Cotton Markey Toomey 
Crapo McCain Udall 
Cruz McCaskill Vitter 
Daines McConnell Warren 
Donnelly Menendez Whitehouse 
Durbin Merkley Wicker 
Enzi Moran Wyden 

NOT VOTING—11 

Coons Mikulski Sessions 
Johnson Murkowski Sullivan 
Kaine Sanders Warner 
Kirk Scott 


The bill (H.R. 5985) was passed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Wyoming. 


eS 


MORNING BUSINESS 


Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate be 
in a period of morning business, with 
Senators permitted to speak therein 
for up to 10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that I be permitted 
to speak for up to 15 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


Sa 


VOTING RIGHTS 


Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, last year 
our country celebrated the 50th anni- 
versary of the Voting Rights Act of 
1965, one of the most important pieces 
of legislation that was passed in the 
20th century. It opened the door for 
millions of Americans to exercise their 
constitutional right to vote. But this 
year will mark the first Presidential 
election in half a century without the 
full protections guaranteed by that 
landmark law. One of the worst deci- 
sions this corporate-dominated Su- 
preme Court made was Shelby County 
v. Holder, which struck down a key 
part of the law, taking the teeth out of 
provisions that protect voters from 
suppression laws. 
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Since that misguided decision, States 
across the country have passed new 
voting restrictions that would dis- 
enfranchise hundreds of thousands of 
Americans. At least 17 States have 
passed new voting restrictions since 
the Shelby County restriction. We 
know who is hurt most by these laws— 
African Americans, Latinos, young 
people, and seniors. 

In North Carolina, before enacting 
one of these laws, the State legislature 
specifically asked for data on voting 
patterns by race. Once they had this 
data, they decided to eliminate or 
limit the voting methods used by Afri- 
can-American voters. Thankfully, the 
Fourth Circuit Court struck down this 
blatant attempt to disenfranchise one 
group of voters, writing: ‘‘The new pro- 
visions target African Americans with 
almost surgical precision.”’ 

In my State of Ohio, the courts have 
shamefully allowed laws such as these 
to stay on the books. Last week we 
were dealt multiple blows. 

First, the Supreme Court refused to 
hear an appeal on the Sixth Circuit’s 
decision ending ‘‘Golden Week’’—cre- 
ated by a Republican legislature a dec- 
ade ago—when voters can register and 
vote on the same day during the 1 week 
early-voting period. In May, Judge 
Watson—a George W. Bush appointee 
in the Southern District in Columbus— 
found that the laws limiting early vot- 
ing and registration would dispropor- 
tionately impact African Americans. 
Judge Watson did the right thing, but 
the ultraconservative Sixth Circuit 
ruled to overturn that ruling, ending 
“Golden Week.” Last week the Su- 
preme Court nodded 4 to 4 because the 
Republican majority leader won’t let 
the Senate do its job to have hearings 
and confirmation on Judge Garland. 
The Supreme Court declined to inter- 
vene. 

Then the Sixth Circuit overturned a 
lower court ruling that had thrown out 
new Ohio laws imposing stricter re- 
quirements on absentee and provisional 
voters. Judge Damon Keith’s dissent in 
this case captured what these restric- 
tions are really all about. He notes 
that during the committee debate over 
the law, one legislator asked: ‘‘Should 
we really be making it easier for those 
people who take the bus after church 
on Sunday to vote?’’—making it crys- 
tal clear exactly what they were tar- 
geting and whom they were targeting. 

Judge Keith continues: 

Democracies die behind closed doors. 

Voting is the ultimate expression of self- 
government. Instead of making it easier for 
all persons, unrestrained and unfettered, to 
exercise this fundamental right to vote, leg- 
islators are making it harder. 

States are audaciously nullifying a right 
for which our ancestors relentlessly fought 
and—in some _ instances—even tragically 
died. 


I would point out that only about a 
decade ago, this body and the House 
overwhelmingly, bipartisanly renewed 
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the Voting Rights Act that the Court 
struck down. Now one political party is 
digging in in opposition to that. It is 
no secret what these laws are about. 
State legislators have made it per- 
fectly clear. 

In 2008, African Americans voted 
early in person at a rate more than 20 
times greater than White voters. We all 
remember the scenes from Cuyahoga 
County, Cleveland, in 2004 when some 
voters waited as long as 7 hours to 
vote. For hourly workers, college stu- 
dents who work a third shift, parents 
who have to drop their children off at 
school, and many others, early voting 
ensures that their voices will be heard. 
In 2012, 10 percent of the electorate— 
600,000 people—voted early in my State. 
That is 600,000 voices that might not 
have been heard were it not for early 
voting. But some judges who dress in 
suits and lead very privileged lives 
with generous benefits from taxpayers 
have decided these voices aren’t worth 
hearing. As Judge Keith said, democ- 
racies die behind closed doors. This 
body refuses to hold a hearing on the 
nominee who would have allowed the 
Supreme Court to hear the appeal on 
the ‘“‘Golden Week” issue and issue a 
real decision. 

This body refuses to bring to the 
floor the bipartisan Voting Rights Ad- 
vancement Act. 

In 1981, when signing an extension to 
the Voting Rights Act, President 
Reagan called the right to vote ‘‘the 
crown jewel of American liberties.” 
Ronald Reagan would have seen his po- 
litical party today going in exactly the 
opposite direction, and that is sad. 


EE 


HONORING OUR ARMED FORCES 
SEAMAN 1ST CLASS WILLIAM WELCH 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I rise to 
honor Seaman 1st Class William W. 
Welch, a native of Springfield, OH—an 
American hero who laid down his life 
for our country during the attack on 
Pearl Harbor. 

Seaman Welch was known to his fam- 
ily as Billy. He enlisted in the Navy, as 
so many did in those days, at 17. He 
left during his senior year at Spring- 
field Catholic Central High School, so 
determined was he to serve his coun- 
try. On December 7, 1941, Welch was 
stationed on the USS Oklahoma, 
docked at the U.S. Naval Base at Pearl 
Harbor. The Oklahoma was the first to 
be hit that fateful morning by the Jap- 
anese. 

Of the more than 1,300 crew aboard, 
429 perished that day—a loss of life sec- 
ond only to the better known USS Ari- 
zona. The ship capsized, and Billy 
Welch was among the first of so many 
Americans to make the ultimate sac- 
rifice for our Nation during World War 
II. Billy’s grieving family was dealt an 
additional blow when their son’s re- 
mains were not returned to them, and 
they were unable to give him a burial 
befitting his sacrifice. 
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It wasn’t until 1943 that the Navy 
was able to right the Oklahoma and 
began trying to identify the remains. 
By then, with the technology available 
in the 1940s, it was too late for most 
sailors. Billy and his fellow sailors 
were buried as ‘‘unknowns,”’ and they 
had rested in the National Memorial 
Cemetery of the Pacific in Honolulu 
until last year. 

In 2014, Billy Welch’s nephew, Mi- 
chael, contacted my office. He was 
fighting—for want of a better term— 
with the Department of Defense, beg- 
ging them to try to identify his uncle’s 
remains with the new technology avail- 
able in 2014. He was part of a movement 
of families and veterans trying to piece 
together where their loved ones were 
buried and get them returned home. 

In 2015, the Pentagon announced 
plans to exhume and attempt to iden- 
tify the fallen sailors and soldiers bur- 
ied in the Pacific. DOD began removing 
caskets and using dental records and 
DNA to identify the remains and re- 
turn those fallen heroes to their fami- 
lies. 

Billy Welch was identified. Now, with 
the help of dedicated staff in my office, 
next month he will finally be returned 
to Springfield and buried with full 
military honors in his hometown. It 
will be my honor to stand with Seaman 
Welch’s family at Saint Joseph Catho- 
lic Church in Springfield and witness 
this hero be shown the honor and ap- 
preciation he deserves and his family 
has been denied for so long. 

Billy and his fellow sailors may not 
have known the contribution they were 
making that day on the USS Oklahoma 
to future generations at home and 
around the world as the first to sac- 
rifice their lives fighting tyranny dur- 
ing the Second World War. That makes 
their actions all the more heroic. There 
is a reason we call them the ‘‘greatest 
generation.” 

We are losing more and more of that 
generation with each passing day. Less 
than 700,000 World War II veterans re- 
main with us. We lose some 430 of those 
heroes each day. My father, a World 
War II veteran stationed in New Zea- 
land and Iran—what he always called 
Persia World War II—passed away back 
in the year 2000. 

Projects like this one are all the 
more important and more timely. We 
need to identify these sailors and sol- 
diers now, while their loved ones are 
still with us and still able to pay their 
proper respects. We owe William Welch 
and all those who gave their lives for 
our country a burial and, equally im- 
portant, a tribute that befits their 
service and their sacrifice. I will be 
honored to take part in that tribute for 
Seaman Welch next month. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 
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Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


See 


TRIBUTE TO ROY SCHOTT 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
rise to pay tribute to a hard-working 
businessowner, veteran, and respected 
Kentuckian, Mr. Roy Schott. Mr. 
Schott recently celebrated 61 years of 
work as a mechanic and service station 
owner and 55 years as a U-Haul outlet. 
His dedication to his work is some- 
thing to be admired by us all. 

Mr. Schott’s journey began at the 
age of 15 when he discovered his inter- 
est and aptitude in mechanics. This led 
him to his first job in a garage, where 
he repaired motor vehicles. In 1951, he 
left his job and home to serve our coun- 
try in the Korean war as a motor ser- 
geant. 

Upon returning to London, KY, from 
his time in the military, he and a 
friend opened a service station. Mr. 
Schott made an addition to his busi- 
ness in 1961 after seeing a U-Haul ad in 
the paper. The service station became 
Schott Marathon and U-Haul Dealer- 
ship. At that time, U-Haul charged 
only $3 a day to rent a trailer, later 
adding a $1 fee for hitch rentals. 

Mr. Schott’s secrets to U-Haul suc- 
cess are good help, good customer serv- 
ice, and a good field manager. To this 
day, he has remained active in his busi- 
ness, coming every day to work along- 
side his loyal employees and inter- 
acting with his customers. After the 
loss of his wife in 2002, Mr. Schott con- 
sidered retiring, but ultimately decided 
that he loves his job too much to ever 
stop. 

I am very honored to represent Mr. 
Schott here in the U.S. Senate and 
want to wish him congratulations on 
his many years of service not only to 
the people of London, KY, but also to 
this nation. I am sure my U.S. Senate 
colleagues join me in expressing grati- 
tude and admiration for his service as 
well. He truly represents the finest of 
Kentucky. 

Mr. President, an area publication, 
the Sentinel-Echo, published a compel- 
ling article on Roy Schott’s life. I ask 
unanimous consent that the article be 
printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From the Sentinel-Echo, Aug. 22, 2016] 
STILL GOING STRONG: ROY SCHOTT CELE- 
BRATES 61 YEARS OF KEEPING VEHICLES ON 
THE ROAD 
(By Nita Johnson) 

London businessman Roy Schott has many 
memories. 

He will share some of those, but often says 
they are not important. 

But after 61 years of operating Schott’s 
Service Station on Main Street, he has a lot 
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of memories and a lot of knowledge to go 
with it. 

“Be sure to find out what kind of oil it 
needs,” he said to a customer who called his 
business on Thursday afternoon, before going 
into the service section and assisting an em- 
ployee with loosening bolts on a car part. 

Schott said he got involved in the me- 
chanic business because it paid better than 
some other vocations available in 1943. 

“T started working at a garage that is 
where the Sentinel-Echo is now,” he said. “I 
got $1.50 a day. Other places only paid $1 a 
day, except the railroad and it paid $1 an 
hour.” 

Schott learned to weld as part of his job, 
recalling that parts weren’t manufactured 
then as they are today. 

“If a bus came in with a broken window, 
you had to fix it with a piece of tin,” he said. 

Schott left the business in 1951 with many 
other Laurel Countians who went to serve 
their country in the Korean War. He served 
two years during that conflict ‘‘when all hell 
was going on.” War is no good memory for 
Schott, who still tears up when he thinks 
about the end of World War II. 

“When World War II ended, the bell at the 
courthouse rang all day,” he said. ‘‘There 
would þe four or five bodies of boys come in 
every day.” 

Schott served as combat engineer in Korea, 
where he was a motor sergeant and oversaw 
23 trucks. He remembers those trying times 
through a book presented to Korean veterans 
by the Korean government. The book shows 
pictures of the devastation during and fol- 
lowing the war there, but highlights the 
achievements made over the years as the 
country rebuilt. 

Once safely back home after the Korean 
War, Schott opened his service station on 
South Main Street near the former Ormsby 
Hardware. While also operating his service 
station, Schott became an authorized U-Haul 
rental facility. He credits Bill Ormsby for 
that venture—one that earned him recogni- 
tion from U-Haul last year for 55 years as an 
authorized dealer. 

“Im the oldest one in the state, probably 
the oldest one in the country,” he laughed. 

But in 1955, Schott got a loan to start his 
own business. He remembers that day when 
his loan was approved. 

“It was August 28, 1955,” he said. “When 
you borrow money you know the date you 
got it.” 

He moved the business to its current spot 
on North Main Street across from London 
Elementary School in 1960. Now, 56 years 
later, he continues the tradition he began, 
still working performing his magic on 
brakes, tires and air conditioning units. The 
business has served him well, providing for 
his four children over the years. He also has 
grandchildren, of whom he cannot hide his 
pride. 

“Let me tell you about my grandchildren. 
No, that would take too long,” he said with 
a laugh. 

Schott plans to continue to work until he 
is no longer able, refusing to retire. When 
asked if he still works on vehicles himself, 
he holds out his hands as proof. 

“I guess I do,” he said. 

He once considered retirement following 
the death of his wife 14 years ago. But his 
son-in-law quickly talked him out of it. 

“He said, ‘What are you going to do, climb 
the walls?’ so I decided to stay open,” he 
said. 

He believes working and staying busy is 
why he continues to be able to serve resi- 
dents in the London and Laurel areas. 
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“A friend who retired told me to work all 
I could,” he said. “He said the walls would 
close in on you after a little while. So when 
people ask me if I’m going to stay here until 
they have to carry me out, I tell them I 
guess they will.” 


EE 


GEAR UP HAWAII 


Mr. SCHATZ. Mr. President, today, 
September 19, marks the beginning of 
National Gaining Early Awareness and 
Readiness for Undergraduate Pro- 
grams, GEAR UP, Week, and I would 
like to recognize the meaningful work 
of GEAR UP in Hawaii. 

Since 1998, GEAR UP has provided 
support and resources to low-income 
students across the country to inform 
them about, prepare for, and succeed in 
college. GEAR UP helps these students, 
many who are first-generation college 
students, overcome the challenges they 
face in their communities. 

GEAR UP Hawaii serves over 16,000 
students each year from low-income 
and underserved communities through- 
out the State in grades 7 through 12 
and in their first year in college. The 
program equips students with the tools 
they need to succeed in college and 
their careers. GHAR UP delivers a 
number of services to students, includ- 
ing supporting early college-level aca- 
demic preparation in high school, pro- 
viding opportunities for early college 
options, increasing college access and 
financial aid information to students 
and families, and advising students 
during their first year of college to in- 
crease first-year completion. GEAR UP 
Hawaii has gained national recognition 
for its success in closing the achieve- 
ment gap among groups traditionally 
underrepresented in higher education 
and helping low-income students pre- 
pare for college. 

Through its collaborative partner- 
ships between Hawaii’s State Depart- 
ment of Education, K-12 schools, the 
University of Hawaii, local businesses, 
and community organizations, GEAR 
UP Hawaii inspires students to see 
postsecondary education as something 
they can achieve. The early outreach 
GEAR UP Hawaii performs is key to 
improving access to postsecondary edu- 
cation for students from low-income 
families in our State. 

The program’s results demonstrate 
that GEAR UP Hawaii is making sig- 
nificant strides towards increasing the 
number of low-income students who 
are prepared for and enroll in college. 
For example, 20 percent of Step Up 
Scholars, a GEAR UP Hawaii program, 
graduated from high school in June 
2015 with the Board of Education Rec- 
ognition Diploma, BOERD, compared 
to 14 percent of students statewide. 
The BOERD is an honors diploma that 
requires students to earn a minimum 
cumulative grade point average of 3.0 
and complete a senior project. Addi- 
tionally, GEAR UP has increased the 
availability of High School Based Run- 
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ning Start, HBRS, courses, which allow 
high school students to attend Univer- 
sity of Hawaii classes to earn both high 
school and college credits. For the Ha- 
waii class of 2014, 83 percent of students 
who took at least one HBRS course en- 
rolled in college the semester after 
graduation compared to the statewide 
average of 56 percent. Thanks to these 
programs, thousands of Hawaii’s stu- 
dents graduate from high school every 
year better prepared for college and for 
their futures. 

A college education is a path of op- 
portunity for our students. GEAR UP 
Hawaii has been and will continue to 
be critical in supporting the State’s 
goal of having 55 percent of working- 
age adults in the State earn a college 
degree by 2025. I commend GEAR UP 
Hawaii for the vital role it plays in 
helping Hawaii’s students access and 
excel in their higher education. 


EE 


ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 


REMEMBERING BEN CRAIG 


e Mr. MORAN. Mr. President, all who 
knew Ben Craig know that his passing 
marks the loss of an exceptional family 
man, local leader, and community 
banker. Ben was a great neighbor and a 
shining example of a Kansan who im- 
proved the lives of all he knew. 

The youngest of five children, Ben 
was born in 1929 to Benjamin D. Craig, 
Sr., and Orpha (Cox) Craig. He grew up 
and went to school in Baxter Springs, 
where he was an avid baseball player 
and sports fan. During high school, he 
was the pitcher for the Baxter Whiz 
Kids, the local regional team. 

He attended the University of Kan- 
sas, and during his college years, he 
pursued his minor league baseball 
dreams playing with the New York 
Yankees and the St. Louis Browns. 

After the Korean war began in 1950, 
Ben enlisted in the Air Force and spent 
18 months stationed in Tripoli, Libya. 
Following his deployment, he returned 
to the States and was stationed at 
Sewart Air Force Base near Nashville, 
TN. He was joined by his new bride, 
Evadean Talbot, who he married after 
returning home from Tripoli. In 1954, 
he was honorably discharged from the 
service as an E-5 tech sergeant. 

Ben’s long career in business began 
after leaving the Air Force when he 
took a job with the Cassville, MO, 
chamber of commerce. He later worked 
with the Kansas City, KS, chamber be- 
fore beginning a banking career that 
would span decades. Ben served as 
president of Metcalf Bank in Kansas 
City for 35 years and then as chairman 
of the board until 2007. When the bank 
was sold in 2007, Ben remained on the 
board of directors and served as chair- 
man emeritus until his death. 

In addition to strengthening the Kan- 
sas City economy with his work in the 
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banking community, where small busi- 
nesses and families alike could depend 
on Ben for solid financial assistance 
and advice, Ben served in leadership 
positions in a number of local charities 
and service organizations. For 52 years, 
he had perfect attendance in the Over- 
land Park Rotary Club, which is where 
I first met him. He also played a key 
role in establishing many of the Kansas 
City institutions we know today, such 
as Johnson County Community Col- 
lege, Shawnee Mission Medical Center, 
and the Overland Park Chamber of 
Commerce. 

Ben was preceded in death by his wife 
of 52 years, Evadean. He leaves behind 
his friend and companion of the last 10 
years, Vivian Sirratt, along with his 
daughters, Denise Koonse (Charles), 
Kellee Hearst (Rex), granddaughters, 
Amanda Lubiewski (Michael), Kelsey 
Houchen (Andrew), and great-grand- 
daughters, Abigail and Emily 
Lubiewski. 

Ben’s dedication to public service and 
constant desire to find ways he could 
help others will benefit generations of 
Kansans to come. He had a kind heart 
and giving nature. Ben was a natural 
leader who freely gave his time to all 
he knew. I am thankful for my friend- 
ship with him. May he rest in peace.e 


ES 


REMEMBERING RODGER 
McCONNELL 


e Mr. TESTER. Mr. President, on July 
21, 2016, shortly before his 72nd birth- 
day, the United States lost a great 
man, an outstanding soldier, and an 
unparalleled advocate for his fellow 
veterans—and I lost a great friend. 
Rodger McConnell’s legacy will be for- 
ever remembered as one of persever- 
ance, passion, a humbling work ethic, 
and an enduring love of Starbucks cof- 
fee. 

Born in August 1944, Rodger grad- 
uated high school in 1962 and found em- 
ployment with a local gas company for 
several years. 

Answering the call of duty, Rodger 
enlisted in the U.S. Army in 1966. He 
saw combat in Vietnam as a cavalry 
troop forward observer for mortars and 
artillery with the 9th Infantry Division 
and the 11th Armored Cavalry Regi- 
ment before his honorable discharge a 
year later. 

In his postwar years, Rodger over- 
came several personal hardships, in- 
cluding homelessness and post- 
traumatic stress disorder, but he re- 
mained undaunted and undefeated. It 
was these struggles that created an 
empathetic man, who became a tireless 
and fearless advocate for other strug- 
gling veterans. 

Eventually receiving a liberal arts 
degree from Carroll College and a mas- 
ter’s degree in K-12 education from 
Montana State University-Northern, 
Rodger spent several years as an educa- 
tor before he retired in 2003 and 


September 19, 2016 


launched into his unwavering service 
for veterans in Cascade County. 

Working with State District Judge 
Greg Pinski, Rodger helped create a 
veterans court to help veterans navi- 
gate the justice system and get the 
help and treatment they need to get 
back on their feet. Rodger also played 
a pivotal role in constructing the Mon- 
tana Veterans Memorial, which serves 
as a landmark in Great Falls to honor 
those who have served. 

Most notably, Rodger spearheaded 
the “Stand Down” event in Great 
Falls, providing veterans with clothing 
and access to job training and health 
services. Through this important 
event, Rodger made a difference in the 
lives of hundreds of veterans. 

Rodger was also an extremely active 
volunteer, contributing to the Great 
Falls community by registering voters, 
hosting a radio show on a local Great 
Falls station, and volunteering with 
the local Optimist Club. 

In Rodger’s eyes, the community was 
his family, and he was theirs. 

Let us now take a moment to recog- 
nize the exceptional life of Rodger 
McConnell and the legacy he left be- 
hind. It is a legacy I hope each of us 
can aspire towards.e@ 


a 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 


Messages from the President of the 
United States were communicated to 
the Senate by Mr. Pate, one of his sec- 
retaries. 


eS 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 


As in executive session the Presiding 
Officer laid before the Senate messages 
from the President of the United 
States submitting sundry nominations 
which were referred to the appropriate 
committees. 

(The messages received today are 
printed at the end of the Senate pro- 
ceedings.) 


EE 


MEASURES PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR 


The following bill was read the sec- 
ond time, and placed on the calendar: 

S. 3348. A bill to amend the Federal Elec- 
tion Campaign Act of 1971 to require can- 
didates of major parties for the office of 
President to disclose recent tax return infor- 
mation. 


EES 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 


The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc- 
uments, and were referred as indicated: 

EC-6862. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Aspergillus flavus strains TCI16F, 
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TC35C, TC388B, and TC46G; Temporary Ex- 
emption from the Requirement of a Toler- 
ance” (FRL No. 9951-44) received in the Of- 
fice of the President of the Senate on Sep- 
tember 14, 2016; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

EC-6863. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled “Ammonium persulfate; Exemption 
from the Requirement of a Tolerance” (FRL 
No. 9951-08) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on September 14, 
2016; to the Committee on Agriculture, Nu- 
trition, and Forestry. 

EC-6864. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Thiabendazole; Pesticide Tolerances” 
(FRL No. 9950-05) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on September 12, 
2016; to the Committee on Agriculture, Nu- 
trition, and Forestry. 

EC-6865. A communication from the Chair- 
man, Farm Credit System Insurance Cor- 
poration, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Releasing Informa- 
tion; Availability of Records of the Farm 
Credit System Insurance Corporation; Fees 
for Provision of Information” (RIN3055— 
AA12) received in the Office of the President 
pro tempore of the Senate; to the Committee 
on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

EC-6866. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary, Office of Legislative Affairs, 
Department of State, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a report on politically motivated act 
of boycott of, divestment from, and sanc- 
tions against Israel; to the Committees on 
Appropriations; and Foreign Relations. 

EC-6867. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary, Office of Legislative Affairs, 
Department of State, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a report on politically motivated act 
of boycott of, divestment from, and sanc- 
tions against Israel; to the Committees on 
Appropriations; and Foreign Relations. 

EC-6868. A communication from the Alter- 
nate Federal Register Liaison Officer, Office 
of the Secretary, Department of Defense, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Civil Monetary Penalty In- 
flation Adjustment” (RIN0790-AJ42) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on September 14, 2016; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

EC-6869. A communication from the Alter- 
nate Federal Register Liaison Officer, Office 
of the Secretary, Department of Defense, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘“‘TRICARE; Mental Health 
and Substance Use Disorder Treatment” 
(RIN0720-AB65) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on September 8, 2016; 
to the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC-6870. A communication from the Alter- 
nate Federal Register Liaison Officer, Office 
of the Secretary, Department of Defense, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Professional U.S. Scouting 
Organization Operations at U.S. Military In- 
stallations Overseas; Technical Amendment” 
(RIN0790—AI98) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on September 14, 
2016; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC-6871. A communication from the Acting 
Under Secretary of Defense (Personnel and 
Readiness), transmitting the report of two 
(2) officers authorized to wear the insignia of 
the grade of rear admiral (lower half) in ac- 
cordance with title 10, United States Code, 
section 777; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 
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EC-6872. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary for Export Administration, 
Bureau of Industry and Security, Depart- 
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Revi- 
sions to the Entity List” (RIN0694-AH00) re- 
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on September 14, 2016; to the Com- 
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af- 
fairs. 

EC-6873. A communication from the Chair, 
Securities and Exchange Commission, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the 2015 Annual 
Report of the Securities Investor Protection 
Corporation (SIPC); to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC-6874. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary for Export Administration, 
Bureau of Industry and Security, Depart- 
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Russian 
Sanctions: Addition of Certain Entities to 
the Entity List” (RIN0694-AH02) received in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
September 8, 2016; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC-6875. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary for Export Administration, 
Bureau of Industry and Security, Depart- 
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend- 
ments to Existing Validated End-User Au- 
thorization in the People’s Republic of 
China: Boeing Tianjin Composites Co. Ltd.” 
(RIN0694-AH05) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on September 8, 2016; 
to the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 

EC-6876. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary for Export Administration, 
Bureau of Industry and Security, Depart- 
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Wassenaar Arrangement 2015 Plenary 
Agreements Implementation, Removal of 
Foreign National Review Requirements, and 
Information Security Updates’? (RIN0694— 
AG85) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on September 13, 2016; to the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs. 

EC-6877. A communication from the Presi- 
dent of the United States, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, a report relative to an alter- 
native plan for monthly basic pay increases 
for members of the uniformed services for 
2017; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC-6878. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of Defense Procurement and Acquisition 
Policy, Department of Defense, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Defense Federal Acquisition Regula- 
tion Supplement: New Designated Country— 
Moldova” ((RIN0750-AJ07) (DFARS Case 
2016-D028)) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on September 15, 
2016; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC-6879. A communication from the Acting 
Under Secretary of Defense (Policy), Depart- 
ment of Defense, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report relative to the Department’s 
anti-personnel landmine (APL) policy; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

EC-6880. A communication from the Alter- 
nate Federal Register Liaison Officer, Office 
of the Secretary, Department of Defense, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘Sexual Assault Prevention 
and Response (SAPR) Program” (RIN0790- 
AJ40) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on September 15, 2016; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

EC-6881. A communication from the Assist- 
ant General Counsel for Legislation, Regula- 
tion and Energy Efficiency, Department of 
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Energy, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Department of En- 
ergy Property Management Regulations” 
(RIN1991—-AB73) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on September 14, 
2016; to the Committee on Energy and Nat- 
ural Resources. 

EC-6882. A communication from the Chief 
of the Regulations and Standards Branch, 
Bureau of Safety and Environmental En- 
forcement, Department of the Interior, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled “Oil and Gas and Sulfur Oper- 
ations on the Outer Continental Shelf—Oil 
and Gas and Production Safety Systems’’ 
(RIN1014-AA10) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on September 7, 2016; 
to the Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

EC-6883. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of Congressional Affairs, Office of Nu- 
clear Material Safety and Safeguards, Nu- 
clear Regulatory Commission, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Final Revision to Chapter 7, ‘Instrumenta- 
tion and Controls’ of NUREG-—0800,‘Standard 
Review Plan (SRP) for the Review of Safety 
Analysis Reports for Nuclear Power Plants: 
LWR Edition’ ’’ (NUREG—0800) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on Sep- 
tember 15, 2016; to the Committee on Envi- 
ronment and Public Works. 

EC-6884. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of Congressional Affairs, Office of Nu- 
clear Material Safety and Safeguards, Nu- 
clear Regulatory Commission, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Steam Generator Materials and Design’’ 
(NUREG-—0800) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on September 15, 
2016; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

EC-6885. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Approval of California Air Plan Revi- 
sions, Department of Pesticide Regulations” 
(FRL No. 9951-19-Region 9) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on Sep- 
tember 14, 2016; to the Committee on Envi- 
ronment and Public Works. 

EC-6886. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘“‘Partial Approval and Partial Dis- 
approval of Air Quality Implementation 
Plans; NJ; Infrastructure SIP Requirements 
for 2008 Lead, 2008 Ozone, 2010 Nitrogen Diox- 
ide, 2010 Sulfur Dioxide, and 2012 PM2.5, 2006 
PM10 and 2011 Carbon Monoxide NAAQS: 
Interstate Transport Provisions’ (FRL No. 
9952-41-Region 2) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on September 14, 
2016; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

EC-6887. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Approval of Iowa’s Air Quality Imple- 
mentation Plans; Correction” (FRL No. 9952- 
44-Region 7) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on September 14, 
2016; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

EC-6888. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air 
Quality Implementation Plans; Maryland; 
Control of Volatile Organic Compounds 
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Emissions from Fiberglass Boat Manufac- 
turing Materials; Withdrawal of Direct Final 
Rule” (FRL No. 9952-47-Region 3) received in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
September 14, 2016; to the Committee on En- 
vironment and Public Works. 

EC-6889. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Air Plan Approval; Tennessee; Revi- 
sion and Removal of Stage I and II Gasoline 
Vapor Recovery Program” (FRL No. 9952-50- 
Region 4) received in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on September 14, 2016; to 
the Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC-6890. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Air Plan Approval; SC Infrastructure 
Requirements for the 2010 1-hour NO2 
NAAQS” (FRL No. 9952-28-Region 4) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on September 14, 2016; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

EC-6891. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Air Plan Approval; Ohio; Infrastruc- 
ture SIP Requirements for the 2012 PM2.5 
NAAQS” (FRL No. 9952-42-Region 5) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on September 14, 2016; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

EC-6892. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Air Plan Approval; Alabama; Volatile 
Organic Compounds”? (FRL No. 9952-30-Re- 
gion 4) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on September 14, 2016; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC-6893. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘“‘Air Plan Approval/Disapproval; MS 
Infrastructure Requirements for the 2010 NO2 
NAAQS” (FRL No. 9952-33-Region 4) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on September 14, 2016; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

EC-6894. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air 
Quality Implementation Plans; Texas; Infra- 
structure or Requirements for the 2008 Ozone 
and 2010 Nitrogen Dioxide National Ambient 
Air Quality Standards” (FRL No. 9950-77-Re- 
gion 6) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on September 12, 2016; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC-6895. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air 
Quality Implementation Plans; State of Col- 
orado; Second Ten-Year PM10 Maintenance 
Plan for Lamar” (FRL No. 9952-09-Region 8) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on September 12, 2016; to the Com- 
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC-6896. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
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ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Air Plan Approval; VT; Prevention of 
Significant Deterioration, PM2.5’’ (FRL No. 
9952-11-Region 1) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on September 12, 
2016; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

EC-6897. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled “Air Plan Approval; GA; Infrastruc- 
ture Requirements for the 2010 1-hour NO2 
NAAQS” (FRL No. 9952-32-Region 4) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on September 12, 2016; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

EC-6898. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Air Plan Approval and Disapproval; 
North Carolina: New Source Review for Fine 
Particulate Matter (PM2.5)” (FRL No. 9952- 
31-Region 4) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on September 12, 
2016; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

EC-6899. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of Congressional Affairs, Office of Nu- 
clear Regulatory Research, Nuclear Regu- 
latory Commission, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Mate- 
rials Reliability Program: Primary Water 
Stress Corrosion Cracking Mitigation by 
Surface Stress Improvement (MRP-335 Revi- 
sion 3)” (TAC No. MF2429) received in the Of- 
fice of the President of the Senate on Sep- 
tember 12, 2016; to the Committee on Envi- 
ronment and Public Works. 

EC-6900. A communication from the Chief 
Counsel, Federal Emergency Management 
Agency, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Removal of Environmental 
Considerations Regulations’’ ((RIN1660— 
AA87) (Docket No. FEMA~2016-0018)) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of- 
fice of the President of the Senate on August 
30, 2016; to the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works. 

EC-6901. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Imple- 
mentation Plans; Texas; Revisions to the 
General Definitions for Texas New Source 
Review and the Minor NSR Qualified Facili- 
ties Program” (FRL No. 9950-32-Region 6) re- 
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on September 12, 2016; to the Com- 
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC-6902. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Relief for Victims 
of Louisiana Storms” (Announcement 2016- 
30) received in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on September 8, 2016; to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

EC-6903. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Waiver of 60-Day 
Rollover Requirement” (Rev. Proc. 2016-47) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on September 8, 2016; to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

EC-6904. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
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Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘Examinations of 
Returns and Claims for Refund, Credit, or 
Abatement; Determination of Correct Tax 
Liability” (Rev. Proc. 2016-46) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on Sep- 
tember 8, 2016; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC-6905. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Definition of Real 
Estate Investment Trust Real Property” 
(CRIN1545-BM05) (TD 9784)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on Sep- 
tember 8, 2016; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC-6906. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Definition of Terms 
Relating to Marital Status” ((RIN1545-BM10) 
(TD 9785)) received in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on September 8, 2016; to 
the Committee on Finance. 

EC-6907. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Management Con- 
tracts Safe Harbors” (Rev. Proc. 2016-44) re- 
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on September 8, 2016; to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

EC-6908. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled “Eliminating Busi- 
ness Purpose and Device as No-Rules under 
Section 355” (Rev. Proc. 2016-45) received in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
September 8, 2016; to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

EC-6909. A communication from the Regu- 
lations Coordinator, Centers for Medicare 
and Medicaid Services, Department of 
Health and Human Services, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Medicare and Medicaid Programs; Emer- 
gency Preparedness Requirements for Medi- 
care and Medicaid Participating Providers 
and Suppliers”? ((RIN0938-A091) (CMS-8178- 
F)) received in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on September 13, 2016; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

EC-6910. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to Executive Order 13318 of July 31, 2003, 
a semiannual report detailing telecommuni- 
cations-related payments made to Cuba pur- 
suant to Department of the Treasury li- 
censes; to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

EC-6911. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary of State, Bureau of Legislative 
Affairs, transmitting, pursuant to law, a re- 
port relative to the interdiction of aircraft 
engaged in illicit drug trafficking; to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC-6912. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart- 
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report relative to section 36(c) of the 
Arms Export Control Act (DDTC 16-008); to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC-6918. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart- 
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report relative to section 36(c) of the 
Arms Export Control Act (DDTC 16-010); to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC-6914. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart- 
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ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report relative to section 36(c) and 
36(d) of the Arms Export Control Act (DDTC 
16-026); to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

EC-6915. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart- 
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report relative to section 36(c) of the 
Arms Export Control Act (DDTC 16-034); to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC-6916. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart- 
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report relative to section 36(c) of the 
Arms Export Control Act (DDTC 16-054); to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC-6917. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart- 
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report relative to section 36(c) and 
36(d) of the Arms Export Control Act (DDTC 
16-061); to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

EC-6918. A communication from the Acting 
Assistant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, De- 
partment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report relative to a section of the 
Arms Export Control Act (RSAT 16-5068); to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC-6919. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Legal Adviser for Treaty Affairs, Depart- 
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to the 
Case-Zablocki Act, 1 U.S.C. 112b, as amended, 
the report of the texts and background state- 
ments of international agreements, other 
than treaties (List 2016-0105 - 2016-0116); to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC-6920. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart- 
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Inter- 
national Traffic in Arms: Revisions to Defi- 
nition of Export and Related Definitions” 
(RIN1400-AD70) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on September 6, 2016; 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC-6921. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Assistant General Counsel for Regu- 
latory Services, Office of Special Education 
and Rehabilitative Services, Department of 
Education, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Final Prior- 
ities—Enhanced Assessment Instruments” 
((CFDA No. 84.368A.) (Docket No. ED-2016- 
OESE-0004)) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on September 13, 
2016; to the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions. 

EC-6922. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of Regulations and Policy Management 
Staff, Food and Drug Administration, De- 
partment of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Maximum Civil Money Pen- 
alty Amounts; Technical Amendment’’ 
(Docket No. FDA-2016—-N-1745) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on Sep- 
tember 12, 2016; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC-6923. A communication from the Regu- 
lations Coordinator, Administration for 
Children and Families, Department of 
Health and Human Services, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Adjustment of Civil Monetary Penalties for 
Inflation” (RIN0970—-AC0) received during ad- 
journment of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on September 2, 2016; 
to the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions. 

EC-6924. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary for Legislation, Department of 
Health and Human Services, transmitting, 
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pursuant to law, a report on the Develop- 
mental Disabilities Programs for fiscal years 
2011-2012; to the Committee on Health, Edu- 
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC-6925. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary for Legislation, Department of 
Health and Human Services, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report entitled ‘‘Pre- 
market Approval of Pediatric Uses of De- 
vices—Fiscal Year 2014’’; to the Committee 
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC-6926. A communication from the Regu- 
lations Coordinator, Division of Select 
Agents and Toxins, Centers for Disease Con- 
trol and Prevention, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Posses- 
sion, Use, and Transfer of Select Agents and 
Toxins—Addition of Bacillus cereus Biovar 
anthracis to the HHS List of Select Agents 
and Toxins” (RIN0920-AA64) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on Sep- 
tember 13, 2016; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC-6927. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Attorney General, Office of Legislative 
Affairs, Department of Justice, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the semi-annual re- 
ports of the Attorney General relative to en- 
forcement actions taken by the Department 
of Justice under the Lobbying Disclosure Act 
for the period from July 1, 2015, through De- 
cember 31, 2015; to the Committees on Home- 
land Security and Governmental Affairs; and 
the Judiciary. 

EC-6928. A communication from the Presi- 
dent of the United States, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, a report relative to an alter- 
native plan for pay increases for civilian 
Federal employees covered by the General 
Schedule and certain other pay systems in 
January 2017, received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on September 1, 2016; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov- 
ernmental Affairs. 

EC-6929. A communication from the Direc- 
tor, Office of Government Ethics, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Interpretation, Exemptions and 
Waiver Guidance Concerning 18 U.S.C. 208 
(Acts Affecting A Personal Financial Inter- 
est); Amendment to Definition of ‘Em- 
ployee’’’ (RIN38209-AA09) received during ad- 
journment of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on September 2, 2016; 
to the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC-6930. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Secretary of Labor, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Guidance for Executive Order 13673, ‘Fair 
Pay and Safe Workplaces’’’ (RIN1290-ZA02) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on August 26, 2016; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af- 
fairs. 

EC-6931. A communication from the Prin- 
cipal Deputy Assistant Secretary for Policy, 
Management and Budget, Department of the 
Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law, a re- 
port relative to an order that would cancel 
debts assessed against the Yakama Nation; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

EC-6932. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Attorney General, Office of Legislative 
Affairs, Department of Justice, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, a report relative to 
settlements and consent degrees and orders; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

EC-6933. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Attorney General, Office of Legislative 
Affairs, Department of Justice, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, a report relative to 


12928 


settlements and consent degrees and orders; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

EC-6934. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Assistant Administrator of the Office of 
Diversion Control, Drug Enforcement Agen- 
cy, Department of Justice, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Schedules of Controlled Substances: Place- 
ment of PB-22, 5F-PB-22, AB-FUBINACA 
and ADB-PINACA into Schedule I” (Docket 
No. DEA-483) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on September 6, 2016; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

EC-6935. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Commission, Bureau of Com- 
petition, Federal Trade Commission, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Premerger Notification; Reporting 
and Waiting Period Requirements” (16 CFR 
Part 803) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on September 2, 2016; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

EC-6936. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Attorney General, Office of Legislative 
Affairs, Department of Justice, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, a report entitled 
“Coming Into Focus: The Future of Juvenile 
Justice Reform, 2014 Annual Report’’; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

EC-6937. A communication from the Chief 
of the Border Security Regulations Branch, 
Customs and Border Protection, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Technical Corrections Relating to Issuance 
of Notices to Appear, Warrants of Removal, 
Exercise of Power by Immigration Officers, 
and Standards for Enforcement Activities” 
(CBP Dec. 16-14) received during adjourn- 
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on September 1, 2016; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary 

EC-6938. A communication from the Dep- 
uty General Counsel, Office of Government 
Contracting, Small Business Administration, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Civil Penalties Inflation Ad- 
justments” (RIN3245-AG80) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on Sep- 
tember 8, 2016; to the Committee on Small 
Business and Entrepreneurship. 

EC-6939. A communication from the Presi- 
dent of the United States, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, a report relative to the rec- 
ommendations and underlying objectives of- 
fered by the Commission on Care, received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of- 
fice of the President of the Senate on Sep- 
tember 1, 2016; to the Committee on Vet- 
erans’ Affairs. 

EC-6940. A communication from the Office 
Program Manager, Office of Regulation Pol- 
icy and Management, Department of Vet- 
erans Affairs, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Telephone En- 
rollment in the VA Healthcare System” 
(RIN2900-AP68) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on September 13, 
2016; to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

EC-6941. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi- 
ness Directives; Airbus Airplanes” ((RIN2120- 
AA64) (Docket No. FAA~-2016-3696)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on September 12, 2016; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6942. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
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law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi- 
ness Directives; Airbus Airplanes” ((RIN2120— 
AA64) (Docket No. FAA-2016-4226)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on September 12, 2016; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6943. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi- 
ness Directives; Airbus Airplanes” ((RIN2120— 
AA64) (Docket No. FAA~-2015-8463)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on September 12, 2016; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6944. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi- 
ness Directives; Airbus Airplanes” ((RIN2120— 
AA64) (Docket No. FAA~-2016-5460)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on September 12, 2016; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6945. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi- 
ness Directives; Airbus Airplanes” ((RIN2120— 
AA64) (Docket No. FAA-2016-5467)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on September 12, 2016; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6946. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi- 
ness Directives; Bombardier, Inc. Airplanes” 
((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. FAA~-2016-3990)) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on September 12, 2016; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-6947. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi- 
ness Directives; Bombardier, Inc. Airplanes” 
((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. FAA~-2015-3986)) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on September 12, 2016; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-6948. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi- 
ness Directives; Bombardier, Inc. Airplanes” 
((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. FAA~-2016-6414)) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on September 12, 2016; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-6949. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi- 
ness Directives; Bombardier, Inc. Airplanes” 
((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. FAA~-2012-1075)) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on September 12, 2016; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-6950. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
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law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi- 
ness Directives; Bombardier, Inc. Airplanes” 
((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. FAA~-2016-6415)) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on September 12, 2016; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-6951. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi- 
ness Directives; Bombardier, Inc. Airplanes” 
((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. FAA~-2016-3989)) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on September 12, 2016; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-6952. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi- 
ness Directives; The Boeing Company Air- 
planes” ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. FAA- 
2016-8846)) received in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on September 12, 2016; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC-6953. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi- 
ness Directives; The Boeing Company Air- 
planes” ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. FAA- 
2016-4221)) received in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on September 12, 2016; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC-6954. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi- 
ness Directives; The Boeing Company Air- 
planes” ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. FAA- 
2016-0463)) received in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on September 12, 2016; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC-6955. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi- 
ness Directives; The Boeing Company Air- 
planes” ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. FAA- 
2016-8702)) received in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on September 12, 2016; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC-6956. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi- 
ness Directives; The Boeing Company Air- 
planes” ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. FAA- 
2015-8133)) received in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on September 12, 2016; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC-6957. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi- 
ness Directives; The Boeing Company Air- 
planes” ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. FAA- 
2016-9047)) received in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on September 12, 2016; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 
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EC-6958. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi- 
ness Directives; Dassault Aviation Air- 
planes” ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. FAA- 
2016-8843)) received in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on September 12, 2016; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC-6959. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi- 
ness Directives; PILATUS AIRCRAFT LTD. 
Airplanes”? ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. 
FAA-2016-7026)) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on September 12, 
2016; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6960. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi- 
ness Directives; PILATUS AIRCRAFT LTD. 
Airplanes”? ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. 
FAA-2016-7048)) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on September 12, 
2016; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6961. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi- 
ness Directives; All Hot Air Balloons” 
((RIN2120-A A64) (Docket No. FAA~-2016-8989)) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on September 12, 2016; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-6962. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi- 
ness Directives; All Hot Air Balloons” 
((RIN2120-A A64) (Docket No. FAA~-2016-8989)) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on September 12, 2016; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-6963. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi- 
ness Directives; Turbomeca S.A. Turboshaft 
Engines” ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. FAA- 
2015-8257)) received in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on September 7, 2016; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC-6964. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi- 
ness Directives; International Aero Engines 
AG Turbofan Engines’? ((RIN2120-AA64) 
(Docket No. FAA-2016-4123)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on Sep- 
tember 12, 2016; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6965. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi- 
ness Directives; RUAG Aerospace Services 
GmbH Airplanes” ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket 
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No. FAA-2016-6983)) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on September 12, 
2016; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6966. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi- 
ness Directives; Textron Aviation, Inc. Air- 
planes” ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. FAA- 
2016-8992)) received in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on September 12, 2016; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC-6967. A communication from the Para- 
legal Specialist, Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Rolls-Royce Deutschland Ltd and Co KG 
Turbofan Engines” ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket 
No. FAA-2006-25518)) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on September 12, 
2016; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6968. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Safety Zone; Great Egg Harbor Bay, 
Marmora , NJ” ((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No. 
USCG-—2016-0665)) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on September 14, 
2016; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6969. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Safety Zone; Dredging, Shark River, NJ” 
((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No. USCG~2016- 
0824)) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on September 14, 2016; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC-6970. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Safety Zone; Caribbean Fantasy, Vessel on 
Fire; Punta Salinas, Toa Baja, Puerto Rico” 
((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No. USCG~2016- 
0832)) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on September 14, 2016; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC-6971. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Se- 
curity Zone; Kailua Bay, Oahu, HI” 
((RIN1625-AA87) (Docket No. USCG—2015- 
1030)) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on September 14, 2016; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC-6972. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Se- 
curity Zone; U.S. Navy/U.S. Coast Guard As- 
sets Demonstration in Conjunction with 
Fleet Week San Diego, San Diego Bay; San 
Diego, CA” ((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No. 
USCG-—2016-0756)) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on September 14, 
2016; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6973. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Safety Zone; Upper Mississippi River, St. 
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Louis, MO” ((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No. 
USCG-—2016-0689)) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on September 14, 
2016; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6974. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Safety Zone; Port Huron Float-Down, St. 
Clair River, Port Huron, MI” ((RIN1625— 
AA00) (Docket No. USCG—2016-0751)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on September 14, 2016; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6975. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Drawbridge Operation Regulation; Hacken- 
sack River, Jersey City, NJ” ((RIN1625—-AA09) 
(Docket No. USCG-—2016-0173)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on Sep- 
tember 14, 2016; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6976. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Regulated Navigation Area; Portsmouth 
Naval Shipyard, Kittery, ME and Ports- 
mouth, NH” ((RIN1625-AA09) (Docket No. 
USCG-—2016-0513)) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on September 14, 
2016; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6977. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De- 
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“International Fisheries; Western and Cen- 
tral Pacific Fisheries for Highly Migratory 
Species; Closure on Purse Seine Fishery in 
the ELAPS in 2016” (RIN0648-XE741) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of- 
fice of the President of the Senate on Sep- 
tember 2, 2016; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6978. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De- 
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘At- 
lantic Highly Migratory Species; Atlantic 
Bluefin Tuna Fisheries” (RIN0648-XE725) re- 
ceived during adjournment of the Senate in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
September 2, 2016; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6979. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De- 
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Fisheries of the Caribbean, Gulf of Mexico, 
and South Atlantic; Snapper-Grouper Re- 
sources of the South Atlantic; Trip Limit 
Reduction” (RIN0648-XE824) received during 
adjournment of the Senate in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on September 2, 
2016; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6980. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De- 
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Fisheries of the Northeastern United 
States; Atlantic Bluefish Fishery; Quota 
Transfer” (RIN0648-XE782) received during 
adjournment of the Senate in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on September 2, 
2016; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science , and Transportation. 

EC-6981. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De- 
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
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“Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
Off Alaska; Pacific Ocean Perch in the West 
Yakutat District of the Gulf of Alaska” 
(RIN0648-XE772) received during adjourn- 
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on September 2, 2016; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC-6982. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De- 
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
Off Alaska; Atka Mackerel in the Bering Sea 
and Aleutian Islands Management Area’’ 
(RIN0648-XEH833) received during adjourn- 
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on September 2, 2016; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC-6983. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Establish- 
ment of Class E Airspace; Slaton, TX” 
((RIN2120-A A66) (Docket No. FAA~2016-3785)) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on September 12, 2016; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-6984. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Establish- 
ment of Class E Airspace; Dupree, SD” 
((RIN2120-A A66) (Docket No. FAA~-2015-3599)) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on September 12, 2016; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-6985. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Standard 
Instrument Approach Procedures, and Take- 
off Minimums and Obstacle Departure Proce- 
dures; Miscellaneous Amendments (76); 
Amdt. No. 3709’ (RIN2120-AA65) received in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
September 12, 2016; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6986. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Standard 
Instrument Approach Procedures, and Take- 
off Minimums and Obstacle Departure Proce- 
dures; Miscellaneous Amendments (15); 
Amdt. No. 3708’ (RIN2120-AA65) received in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
September 12, 2016; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6987. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Standard 
Instrument Approach Procedures, and Take- 
off Minimums and Obstacle Departure Proce- 
dures; Miscellaneous Amendments (112); 
Amdt. No. 3707” (RIN2120-AA65) received in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
September 12, 2016; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6988. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Standard 
Instrument Approach Procedures, and Take- 
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off Minimums and Obstacle Departure Proce- 
dures; Miscellaneous Amendments (86); 
Amdt. No. 3710” (RIN2120-AA65) received in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
September 12, 2016; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6989. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Part 95 In- 
strument Flight Rules; Miscellaneous 
Amendments; Amendment No. 528” (RIN2120- 
AA68) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on September 12, 2016; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC-6990. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Commission, Bureau of Con- 
sumer Protection, Federal Trade Commis- 
sion, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re- 
port of a rule entitled “Energy Labeling 
Rule” (RIN3084-AB15) received in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on September 
8, 2016; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6991. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Commission, Bureau of Con- 
sumer Protection, Federal Trade Commis- 
sion, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re- 
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Rules, Regulations, 
Statements of General Policy or Interpreta- 
tion and Exemptions Under the Fair Pack- 
aging and Labeling Act” (RIN3084-AB83) re- 
ceived during adjournment of the Senate in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
September 2, 2016; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6992. A communication from the Para- 
legal, Federal Transit Administration, De- 
partment of Transportation, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Public Transportation Safety Program” 
(RIN2182-AB22) received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on September 1, 2016; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC-6993. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Reciprocal 
Waivers of Claims for Licensed or Permitted 
Launch and Reentry Activities’? ((RIN2120— 
AK44) (Docket No. FAA-2014-1012)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on September 12, 2016; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6994. A communication from the Trial 
Attorney, Federal Railroad Administration, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“System Safety Program” (RIN2130-AC31) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on September 12, 2016; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-6995. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘MU-2B Se- 
ries Airplane Training Requirements Up- 
date”? ((RIN2120-AK63) (Docket No. FAA- 
2006-24981)) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on September 12, 
2016; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6996. A communication from the Fed- 
eral Register Liaison Officer, Alcohol and 
Tobacco Tax and Trade Bureau, Department 
of the Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Reclassi- 
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fication of Specially Denatured Spirits and 
Completely Denatured Alcohol Formulas and 
Related Amendments” (RIN1518-AB59) re- 
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on September 8, 2016; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-6997. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Chief, Wireline Competition Bureau, 
Federal Communications Commission, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Rates for Interstate Inmate Calling 
Services” ((FCC 16-102) (WC Docket No. 12- 
375)) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on September 13, 2016; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC-6998. A communication from the Pro- 
gram Analyst, Office of Managing Director, 
Federal Communications Commission, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Assessment and Collection of Reg- 
ulatory Fees for Fiscal Year 2016’? ((FCC 16- 
121) (MD Docket No. 16-166)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on Sep- 
tember 12, 2016; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-6999. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Safety Zone; Chesapeake Bay, Hampton, 
VA” ((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No. USCG- 
2016-0371)) received in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on September 14, 2016; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 


EE 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 


The following petition or memorial 
was laid before the Senate and was re- 
ferred or ordered to lie on the table as 
indicated: 

POM-205. A petition from a citizen of the 
Commonwealth of Kentucky relative to vet- 
erans’ benefits; to the Committee on Vet- 
erans’ Affairs. 


EE 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 


By Mr. ROBERTS, from the Committee on 
Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry, with 
an amendment in the nature of a substitute: 

H.R. 2647. An act to expedite under the Na- 
tional Environmental Policy Act of 1969 and 
improve forest management activities on 
National Forest System lands, on public 
lands under the jurisdiction of the Bureau of 
Land Management, and on tribal lands to re- 
turn resilience to overgrown, fire-prone for- 
ested lands, and for other purposes. 


ae 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


The following bills and joint resolu- 
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con- 
sent, and referred as indicated: 


By Mr. RUBIO: 

S. 3351. A bill to prohibit certain transfers 
of individuals detained at United States 
Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, to 
prohibit funds from being made available for 
the closure of that Naval Station, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 
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By Mr. RUBIO: 

S. 3352. A bill to amend the Higher Edu- 
cation Act of 1965 to provide student loan 
deferment for victims of terrorist attacks; to 
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions. 


EE 


SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 


The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. MURPHY (for himself, Mrs. 
CAPITO, Mrs. MURRAY, and Mr. ALEX- 
ANDER): 

S. Res. 570. A resolution recognizing the 
importance of substance abuse disorder 
treatment and recovery in the United States; 
to the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. MANCHIN: 

S. Res. 571. A resolution providing official 
recognition of the massacre of 11 African- 
American soldiers of the 333rd Field Artil- 
lery Battalion of the United States Army 
who had been captured near Wereth, Bel- 
gium, during the Battle of the Bulge on De- 
cember 17, 1944; to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 


— 


ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 


S. 241 
At the request of Mr. TESTER, the 
name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. FEINSTEIN) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 241, a bill to amend title 
38, United States Code, to provide for 
the payment of temporary compensa- 
tion to a surviving spouse of a veteran 
upon the death of the veteran, and for 
other purposes. 
S. 391 
At the request of Mr. PAUL, the name 
of the Senator from Oklahoma (Mr. 
INHOFE) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
391, a bill to preserve and protect the 
free choice of individual employees to 
form, join, or assist labor organiza- 
tions, or to refrain from such activi- 
ties. 
S. 746 
At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the 
name of the Senator from Florida (Mr. 
NELSON) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
746, a bill to provide for the establish- 
ment of a Commission to Accelerate 
the End of Breast Cancer. 
S. 1473 
At the request of Mr. MARKEY, the 
name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Ms. STABENOW) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 1473, a bill to authorize the ap- 
propriation of funds to the Centers for 
Disease Control and Prevention for 
conducting or supporting research on 
firearms safety or gun violence preven- 
tion. 
S. 1604 
At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the 
name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
KIRK) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1604, a bill to establish the Transition 
to Independence Medicaid Buy-In Op- 
tion demonstration program. 
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S. 1651 
At the request of Mr. BROWN, the 
name of the Senator from Missouri 
(Mrs. MCCASKILL) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 1651, a bill to amend title 
II of the Social Security Act to repeal 
the Government pension offset and 
windfall elimination provisions. 
S. 1679 
At the request of Mr. HELLER, the 
name of the Senator from Indiana (Mr. 
DONNELLY) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1679, a bill to amend the Flood Dis- 
aster Protection Act of 1973 to require 
that certain buildings and personal 
property be covered by flood insurance, 
and for other purposes. 
S. 1766 
At the request of Mr. SCHATZ, the 
name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Ms. STABENOW) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 1766, a bill to direct the Sec- 
retary of Defense to review the dis- 
charge characterization of former 
members of the Armed Forces who 
were discharged by reason of the sexual 
orientation of the member, and for 
other purposes. 
S. 1858 
At the request of Mr. MERKLEY, the 
name of the Senator from Florida (Mr. 
NELSON) was added as a cosponsor of 8S. 
1858, a bill to prohibit discrimination 
on the basis of sex, gender identity, 
and sexual orientation, and for other 
purposes. 
S. 2258 
At the request of Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 
the names of the Senator from Mis- 
souri (Mrs. MCCASKILL) and the Sen- 
ator from Michigan (Mr. PETERS) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 2253, a bill to 
amend title 38, United States Code, to 
provide veterans affected by closures of 
educational institutions certain relief 
and restoration of educational benefits, 
and for other purposes. 
S. 2268 
At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the 
name of the Senator from Georgia (Mr. 
PERDUE) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2268, a bill to award a Congressional 
Gold Medal to the United States Army 
Dust Off crews of the Vietnam War, 
collectively, in recognition of their ex- 
traordinary heroism and life-saving ac- 
tions in Vietnam. 
S. 2541 
At the request of Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 
the name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Mr. PETERS) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2541, a bill to amend the Lacey 
Act Amendments of 1981 to clarify pro- 
visions enacted by the Captive Wildlife 
Safety Act to further the conservation 
of prohibited wildlife species. 
S. 2748 
At the request of Ms. BALDWIN, the 
names of the Senator from Maine (Mr. 
KING) and the Senator from North Da- 
kota (Mr. HOEVEN) were added as co- 
sponsors of S. 2748, a bill to amend the 
Public Health Service Act to increase 
the number of permanent faculty in 
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palliative care at accredited allopathic 
and osteopathic medical schools, nurs- 
ing schools, social work schools, and 
other programs, including physician 
assistant education programs, to pro- 
mote education and research in pallia- 
tive care and hospice, and to support 
the development of faculty careers in 
academic palliative medicine. 
S. 2799 
At the request of Mr. MENENDEZ, the 
name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. BOOKER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2799, a bill to require the Sec- 
retary of Health and Human Services 
to develop a voluntary patient registry 
to collect data on cancer incidence 
among firefighters. 
S. 2895 
At the request of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, the 
names of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. BLUMENTHAL), the Senator from 
Massachusetts (Mr. MARKEY), the Sen- 
ator from Washington (Mrs. MURRAY) 
and the Senator from North Carolina 
(Mr. TILLIS) were added as cosponsors 
of S. 2895, a bill to extend the civil 
statute of limitations for victims of 
Federal sex offenses. 
S. 2932 
At the request of Mr. CASSIDY, the 
name of the Senator from North Da- 
kota (Mr. HOEVEN) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 2932, a bill to amend the 
Controlled Substances Act with respect 
to the provision of emergency medical 
services. 
S. 2953 
At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, the 
name of the Senator from Arizona (Mr. 
MCCAIN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2953, a bill to promote patient-centered 
care and accountability at the Indian 
Health Service, and for other purposes. 
S. 2999 
At the request of Mr. DAINES, the 
names of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
KIRK) and the Senator from Florida 
(Mr. RUBIO) were added as cosponsors 
of S. 2999, a bill to prohibit the transfer 
of any individual detained at United 
States Naval Station, Guantanamo 
Bay, Cuba. 
S. 3065 
At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the 
names of the Senator from Virginia 
(Mr. WARNER), the Senator from Michi- 
gan (Mr. PETERS) and the Senator from 
New Mexico (Mr. UDALL) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 3065, a bill to amend 
parts B and E of title IV of the Social 
Security Act to invest in funding pre- 
vention and family services to help 
keep children safe and supported at 
home, to ensure that children in foster 
care are placed in the least restrictive, 
most family-like, and appropriate set- 
tings, and for other purposes. 
S. 3183 
At the request of Mr. MORAN, the 
name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 3183, a bill to prohibit the 
circumvention of control measures 
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used by Internet ticket sellers to en- 
sure equitable consumer access to tick- 
ets for any given event, and for other 
purposes. 
S. 3188 
At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the 
name of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts (Mr. MARKEY) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 3188, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to mod- 
ify the incentives for biodiesel. 
S. 3198 
At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 
names of the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND), the Senator from 
Minnesota (Ms. KLOBUCHAR) and the 
Senator from North Carolina (Mr. 
BURR) were added as cosponsors of S. 
3198, a bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to improve the provision 
of adult day health care services for 
veterans. 
S. 3217 
At the request of Mr. INHOFE, the 
name of the Senator from Indiana (Mr. 
DONNELLY) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 3217, a bill to amend title 5, United 
States Code, to provide for an annuity 
supplement for certain air traffic con- 
trollers. 
S. 3296 
At the request of Mr. McCAIN, the 
names of the Senator from Missouri 
(Mr. BLUNT) and the Senator from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. TOOMEY) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 3296, a bill to amend 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to 
provide an exemption to the individual 
mandate to maintain health coverage 
for individuals residing in counties 
with fewer than 2 health insurance 
issuers offering plans on an Exchange. 
S. 3330 
At the request of Mr. MORAN, the 
name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
KIRK) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
3330, a bill to reduce the benefits of em- 
ployees of the Department of Veterans 
Affairs who are medical professionals 
and were convicted of violent crimes 
against veterans, and for other pur- 
poses. 
S. 3335 
At the request of Ms. BALDWIN, the 
names of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire (Ms. AYOTTE) and the Senator 
from Illinois (Mr. DURBIN) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 3335, a bill to re- 
quire reporting regarding certain drug 
price increases, and for other purposes. 
S. 3346 
At the request of Mr. CRUZ, the 
names of the Senator from Washington 
(Ms. CANTWELL) and the Senator from 
South Dakota (Mr. THUNE) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 3346, a bill to au- 
thorize the programs of the National 
Aeronautics and Space Administration, 
and for other purposes. 
S. RES. 432 
At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the 
name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Ms. STABENOW) was added as a cospon- 
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sor of S. Res. 482, a resolution sup- 
porting respect for human rights and 
encouraging inclusive governance in 
Ethiopia. 
S. RES. 527 
At the request of Mr. UDALL, the 
names of the Senator from Maryland 
(Mr. CARDIN), the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts (Ms. WARREN), the Senator 
from Massachusetts (Mr. MARKEY), the 
Senator from Mississippi (Mr. COCH- 
RAN) and the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) were added as co- 
sponsors of S. Res. 527, a resolution 
recognizing the 75th anniversary of the 
opening of the National Gallery of Art. 
S. RES. 564 
At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the 
names of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. MENENDEZ), the Senator from 
Massachusetts (Mr. MARKEY) and the 
Senator from Delaware (Mr. COONS) 
were added as cosponsors of S. Res. 564, 
a resolution condemning North Korea’s 
fifth nuclear test on September 9, 2016. 
S. RES. 565 
At the request of Mr. MENENDEZ, the 
name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. BOXER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. Res. 565, a resolution designating 
the week beginning September 12, 2016, 
as ‘“‘National Hispanic-Serving Institu- 
tions Week”. 


EE 


SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 


SENATE RESOLUTION 570—RECOG- 
NIZING THE IMPORTANCE OF 
SUBSTANCE ABUSE DISORDER 
TREATMENT AND RECOVERY IN 
THE UNITED STATES 


Mr. MURPHY (for himself, Mrs. CAP- 
ITO, Mrs. MURRAY, and Mr. ALEXANDER) 
submitted the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee 
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pen- 
sions: 

S. REs. 570 


Whereas National Alcohol and Drug Addic- 
tion Recovery Month is observed in Sep- 
tember of 2016; 

Whereas, in 2015, an estimated 17,000,000 in- 
dividuals in the United States were depend- 
ent on, or abused, alcohol; 

Whereas substance use disorders are a seri- 
ous public health threat in the United 
States, and are associated with— 

(1) mental and physical health conditions; 

(2) lower educational attainment; 

(3) underemployment or unemployment; 

(4) involvement with the criminal justice 
system; 

(5) victimization and perpetration of vio- 
lence; and 

(6) homelessness; 

Whereas, in 2014, 9.4 percent of adolescents 
in the United States used illicit drugs during 
the month before being surveyed; 

Whereas young adults between the ages of 
18 and 25 have higher rates of alcohol depend- 
ence and abuse and illicit substance depend- 
ence and abuse as compared to other age 
groups; 

Whereas the rates of alcohol dependence or 
abuse and illicit substance dependence or 
abuse are higher among individuals— 
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(1) without health insurance; 

(2) living in households with incomes less 
than 100 percent of the Federal poverty level; 
and 

(3) living in metropolitan areas; 

Whereas 90 percent of individuals with al- 
cohol dependence or abuse do not receive, or 
perceive a need for, treatment for their alco- 
hol use; 

Whereas the most recent epidemic of sub- 
stance use disorders relates to prescription 
opioids and heroin, and approximately 600 in- 
dividuals begin using heroin each day; 

Whereas overdose deaths from opioids have 
nearly quadrupled since 1999; 

Whereas drug-related suicide attempts 
leading to emergency department visits have 
increased by 51 percent since 2005; 

Whereas 23,500,000 individuals in the United 
States are in recovery from substance use 
disorders; 

Whereas the stigma associated with sub- 
stance use disorders is an additional barrier 
to people of the United States who strive to- 
ward recovery every day; 

Whereas substance use treatment has been 
shown to be effective in reducing substance 
use, and can produce positive outcomes for 
individuals; and 

Whereas there is a nationwide need for— 

(1) increased education regarding sub- 
stance use; 

(2) increased access to substance use treat- 
ment; and 

(3) increased attention to reducing sub- 
stance use stigma: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) recognizes the importance of National 
Alcohol and Drug Addiction Recovery 
Month; 

(2) affirms the continued need of the 
United States to provide resources for sub- 
stance use education, treatment, and re- 
search; and 

(8) honors the significant achievements of 
people of the United States who are in recov- 
ery from substance use disorders. 


EE 


SENATE RESOLUTION 571—PRO- 
VIDING OFFICIAL RECOGNITION 
OF THE MASSACRE OF 11 AFRI- 
CAN-AMERICAN SOLDIERS OF 
THE 333RD FIELD ARTILLERY 
BATTALION OF THE UNITED 
STATES ARMY WHO HAD BEEN 
CAPTURED NEAR WERETH, BEL- 
GIUM, DURING THE BATTLE OF 
THE BULGE ON DECEMBER 17, 
1944 


Mr. MANCHIN submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions: 

S. RES. 571 

Whereas, during the Battle of the Bulge in 
Belgium in December 1944, elements of the 
333rd Field Artillery Battalion, an African- 
American unit, were among the units of the 
United States Army overrun in the initial 
German attack; 

Whereas 11 soldiers from different bat- 
teries of the 333rd Field Artillery Battalion 
attempted to escape capture and return to 
the lines of the United States; 

Whereas the 11 soldiers were Curtis Adams 
of South Carolina, Mager Bradley of Mis- 
sissippi, George Davis, Jr. of Alabama, 
Thomas Forte of Mississippi, Robert Green 
of Georgia, James Leatherwood of Mis- 
sissippi, Nathaniel Moss of Texas, George 
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Motten of Texas, William Pritchett of Ala- 
bama, James Stewart of West Virginia, and 
Due Turner of Arkansas; 

Whereas the 11 soldiers were captured by a 
German patrol composed of SS soldiers, who, 
after dark, marched the unarmed soldiers to 
a nearby field and massacred them; 

Whereas the massacre of the 11 African- 
American soldiers of the 338rd Field Artil- 
lery Battalion in Wereth remains unknown 
to the vast majority of the people of the 
United States; and 

Whereas, in 2004, a permanent monument 
was dedicated in Wereth to the 11 African- 
American soldiers of the 338rd Field Artil- 
lery Battalion who lost their lives in Wereth 
during the Battle of the Bulge in an effort to 
defeat fascism and defend freedom: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate officially recog- 
nizes the dedicated service and ultimate sac- 
rifice on behalf of the United States of the 11 
African-American soldiers of the 3338rd Field 
Artillery Battalion of the United States 
Army who were massacred in Wereth, Bel- 
gium, during the Battle of the Bulge on De- 
cember 17, 1944. 


a 


AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 


Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, I have 
one request for a committee to meet 
during today’s session of the Senate. It 
has the approval of the Majority and 
Minority leaders. 

Pursuant to Rule XXVI, paragraph 
5(a), of the Standing Rules of the Sen- 
ate, the following committee is author- 
ized to meet during today’s session of 
the Senate: 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 

The Committee on Foreign Relations 
is authorized to meet during the ses- 
sion of the Senate on September 19, 
2016, at 5 p.m., to hold a classified 
briefing entitled ‘‘Assessing the Recent 
North Korea Nuclear Event, Missile 
Tests and Regional Dynamics.” 


ee 


WEST LOS ANGELES LEASING ACT 
OF 2016 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the immediate consider- 
ation of H.R. 5936, which was received 
from the House and is at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the bill by title. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 5986) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of Veterans Affairs to enter into cer- 
tain leases at the Department of Veterans 
Affairs West Los Angeles Campus in Los An- 
geles, California, to make certain improve- 
ments to the enhanced-use lease authority of 
the Department, and for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. McCONNELL. I know of no fur- 
ther debate on the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
further debate? 

The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to a third read- 
ing and was read the third time. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
having been read the third time, the 
question is, Shall the bill pass? 

The bill (H.R. 5936) was passed. 

Mr. McCONNELL. I further ask 
unanimous consent that the motion to 
reconsider be considered made and laid 
upon the table with no intervening ac- 
tion or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


Se 


KOREAN WAR VETERANS MEMO- 
RIAL WALL OF REMEMBRANCE 
ACT OF 2016 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the immediate consider- 
ation of Calendar No. 572, H.R. 1475. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the bill by title. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 1475) to authorize a Wall of Re- 
membrance as part of the Korean War Vet- 
erans Memorial and to allow certain private 
contributions to fund that Wall of Remem- 
brance. 


There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill, which 
had been reported from the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources, with 
an amendment to strike all after the 
enacting clause and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Korean War 
Veterans Memorial Wall of Remembrance Act”. 
SEC. 2. WALL OF REMEMBRANCE. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section 
8908(c) of title 40, United States Code, the Ko- 
rean War Veterans Memorial Foundation, Inc., 
may construct a Wall of Remembrance at the 
site of the Korean War Veterans Memorial. 

(2) REQUIREMENT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Wall of Remembrance 
shall include a list of names of members of the 
Armed Forces of the United States who died in 
the Korean War, as determined by the Secretary 
of Defense, in accordance with subparagraph 
(B). 

(B) CRITERIA; SUBMISSION TO THE SECRETARY 
OF THE INTERIOR.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall— 

(i) establish eligibility criteria for the inclu- 
sion of names on the Wall of Remembrance 
under subparagraph (A); and 

(ii) provide to the Secretary of the Interior a 
final list of names for inclusion on the Wall of 
Remembrance under subparagraph (A) that 
meet the criteria established under clause (i). 

(3) ADDITIONAL INFORMATION.—The Wall of 
Remembrance may include other information 
about the Korean War, including the number of 
members of the Armed Forces of the United 
States, the Korean Augmentation to the United 
States Army, the Republic of Korea Armed 
Forces, and the other nations of the United Na- 
tions Command who, in regards to the Korean 
War— 

(A) were killed in action; 

(B) were wounded in action; 

(C) are listed as missing in action; or 

(D) were prisoners of war. 

(b) COMMEMORATIVE WORKS ACT.—Except as 
provided in subsection (a)(1), chapter 89 of title 
40, United States Code (commonly known as the 
“Commemorative Works Act’’), shall apply. 
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(c) NO FEDERAL FUNDS.—No Federal funds 
may be used to construct the Wall of Remem- 
brance. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I ask unanimous 
consent that the committee-reported 
amendment be agreed to, the bill, as 
amended, be read a third time and 
passed, and the motion to reconsider be 
considered made and laid upon the 
table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The committee-reported amendment 
in the nature of a substitute was 
agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to be 
engrossed, and the bill to be read a 
third time. 

The bill was read the third time. 

The bill (H.R. 1475), as amended, was 
passed. 

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, I want 
to applaud Senate passage of H.R. 1475, 
the Korean War Veterans Memorial 
Act, which is the House companion to 
the bill I introduced with Senator 
BOOZMAN, S. 1982. This legislation hon- 
ors Americans who died during the Ko- 
rean war by adding a wall of remem- 
brance to the Korean War Veterans Me- 
morial without the use of public funds. 

The Korean war, often referred to as 
the Forgotten War, began on June 25, 
1950, when the Democratic People’s Re- 
public of Korea launched a surprise at- 
tack on the neighboring Republic of 
Korea. Against the expectations of the 
North Koreans and the Soviet Union, 
the United States immediately pro- 
vided military support to South Korea, 
and the United Nations Security Coun- 
cil passed a resolution, UNSC resolu- 
tion 82, demanding a North Korean 
withdrawal to the 38th Parallel. The 
conflict ended with the signing of an 
armistice on July 27, 1953. By the time 
this armistice was signed, 36,575 Ameri- 
cans had sacrificed their lives, 103,284 
were wounded, 7,140 were captured, and 
664 were missing. 

To honor the Americans who served 
during the Korean war, Congress 
passed a law on October 28, 1986, au- 
thorizing the construction of a Korean 
War Veterans Memorial. This Korean 
War Veterans Memorial, however, does 
not honor the Americans who died dur- 
ing the war by displaying the names of 
the fallen. 

The wall of remembrance H.R. 1475 
authorizes will list the names of mem- 
bers of the Armed Forces of the United 
States who died in theater in the Ko- 
rean war, aS well as the number of 
servicemembers who were wounded in 
action, are listed as missing in action, 
or who were prisoners of war during the 
Korean war. The wall may also list the 
number of members of the Korean Aug- 
mentation to the U.S. Army, the Re- 
public of Korean Armed Forces, and 
other nations of the United Nations 
Command who were killed in action, 
wounded in action, are listed as miss- 
ing in action, or were prisoners of war. 
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Building a wall of remembrance to 
honor the 36,575 Americans who died in 
the Korean war would not deviate from 
the norm: many countries who fought 
in the war also honor their fallen, and 
the Vietnam Veterans Memorial Wall 
contains the name of Americans who 
died during that war. Korean war vet- 
erans’ memorials that display the 
names of a nation’s fallen soldiers can 
be found across the globe in the 22 UN 
coalition countries. The Republic of 
Korea even displays the personal 
names of the 36,575 Americans who died 
during the war. These names are 
etched on bronze tablets and listed by 
home State. The Vietnam Veterans 
Memorial’s wall also lists the names of 
those who died in the theater of its re- 
spective war. It has also been aug- 
mented with the additions of the three- 
soldier sculpture and Nurse Memorial. 

The addition of the wall of remem- 
brance would also not cost any tax- 
payer dollars. Korean war veterans who 
have campaigned for this wall have 
also been raising money for the wall’s 
construction. This legislation would 
not allow any Federal funds to be used 
for the construction of this wall. Con- 
struction, therefore, would be privately 
financed. 

I want to thank Senator BOOZMAN 
and the other Senators who cospon- 
sored S. 1982 and have helped me to 
pass this legislation. I also want to 
thank my colleagues in the House of 
Representatives—especially Represent- 
atives SAM JOHNSON, CHARLIE RANGEL, 
and JOHN CONYERS—for their service to 
our Nation during the Korean war and 
for their tireless efforts to honor their 
fellow servicemen and women. And fi- 
nally, I want to thank the Korean War 
Veterans Memorial Foundation, Inc., 
for its support, on behalf of all Korean 
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war veterans, to build this wall. Au- 
thorizing the construction of a wall of 
remembrance is just one way we can 
help ensure that those who died while 
serving our country in the “Forgotten 
War” are no longer forgotten. 


APPOINTMENT 


PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair announces, on behalf of the 
Democratic leader, pursuant to the 
provisions of Public Law 114-215, the 
appointment of the following indi- 
vidual to serve as a member of the 
John F. Kennedy Centennial Commis- 
sion: the Honorable EDWARD J. MARKEY 
of Massachusetts. 


ES 


ORDERS FOR TUESDAY, 
SEPTEMBER 20, 2016 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that when the 
Senate completes its business today, it 
adjourn until 10 a.m., Tuesday, Sep- 
tember 20; that following the prayer 
and pledge, the morning hour be 
deemed expired, the Journal of pro- 
ceedings be approved to date, and the 
time for the two leaders be reserved for 
their use later in the day; further, that 
following leader remarks, the Senate 
resume consideration of the motion to 
proceed to H.R. 5325; finally, that the 
Senate recess from 12:30 p.m. until 2:15 
p.m. to allow for the weekly conference 
meetings. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Í ea 
ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 10 A.M. 
TOMORROW 


Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, if 
there is no further business to come be- 


The 
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fore the Senate, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that it stand adjourned under the 
previous order. 


There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 6:29 p.m., adjourned until Tuesday, 
September 20, 2016, at 10 a.m. 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive nominations received by 
the Senate: 


UNITED STATES ADVISORY COMMISSION ON 
PUBLIC DIPLOMACY 


MARKOS KOUNALAKIS, OF CALIFORNIA, TO BE A MEM- 
BER OF THE UNITED STATES ADVISORY COMMISSION ON 
PUBLIC DIPLOMACY FOR A TERM EXPIRING JULY 1, 2017, 
VICE LYNDON L. OLSON, JR., TERM EXPIRED. 


NATIONAL FOUNDATION ON THE ARTS AND THE 
HUMANITIES 


GAIL O’CONNOR MELLOW, OF NEW YORK, TO BE A MEM- 
BER OF THE NATIONAL COUNCIL ON THE HUMANITIES 
FOR A TERM EXPIRING JANUARY 26, 2022, VICE ALBERT J. 
BEVERIDGE III, TERM EXPIRED. 

DANA A. WILLIAMS, OF MARYLAND, TO BE A MEMBER 
OF THE NATIONAL COUNCIL ON THE HUMANITIES FOR A 
TERM EXPIRING JANUARY 26, 2022, VICE JOHN 
UNSWORTH, TERM EXPIRED. 


EXPORT-IMPORT BANK OF THE UNITED STATES 


CLAUDIA SLACIK, OF NEW YORK, TO BE A MEMBER OF 
THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE EXPORT-IMPORT 
BANK OF THE UNITED STATES FOR A TERM EXPIRING 
JANUARY 20, 2019, VICE PATRICIA M. LOUI, TERM EX- 
PIRED. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


TINA S. KAIDANOW, OF MARYLAND, A CAREER MEMBER 
OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF MINISTER- 
COUNSELOR, TO BE AN ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF 
STATE (POLITICAL-MILITARY AFFAIRS), VICE PUNEET 
TALWAR, RESIGNED. 

JUSTIN H. SIBERELL, OF MARYLAND, A CAREER MEM- 
BER OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF MIN- 
ISTER-COUNSELOR, TO BE COORDINATOR FOR COUNTER- 
TERRORISM, WITH THE RANK AND STATUS OF AMBAS- 
SADOR AT LARGE, VICE TINA S. KAIDANOW, RESIGNED. 


OFFICE OF PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT 


ELIZABETH A. FIELD, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
TO BE INSPECTOR GENERAL, OFFICE OF PERSONNEL 
MANAGEMENT, VICE PATRICK E. MCFARLAND, RE- 
SIGNED. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Monday, September 19, 2016 


The House met at 2 p.m. and was 
called to order by the Speaker pro tem- 
pore (Mr. HOLDING). 


ee 


DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
September 19, 2016. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable GEORGE 
HOLDING to act as Speaker pro tempore on 
this day. 

PAUL D. RYAN, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


EE 
PRAYER 


Reverend Michael Wilker, Church of 
the Reformation, Washington, D.C., of- 
fered the following prayer: 

God of earth and air, water and fire, 
height and depth, we pray for those 
who work in danger, who rush in to 
bring hope and help and comfort when 
others flee to safety, whose mission is 
to seek and save, serve and protect, 
and whose presence embodies the pro- 
tection of the Good Shepherd. 

Thank you for the first responders in 
each community including the United 
States Capitol Police. Give them cau- 
tion and concern for one another, so 
that in safety they may do what must 
be done under Your watchful eye. 

Support them in their courage and 
dedication that they may continue to 
save lives, ease pain, and mend the 
torn fabric of lives and social order. 

In the spirit of justice, love, and hu- 
mility we pray. 

Amen. 


EE 
THE JOURNAL 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 
last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour- 
nal stands approved. 


PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will lead the House in the Pledge 
of Allegiance. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore led the 
Pledge of Allegiance as follows: 


I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


COMMUNICATION FROM CHAIR OF 
COMMITTEE ON TRANSPOR- 
TATION AND INFRASTRUCTURE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Chair of the Com- 
mittee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure; which was read and, without 
objection, referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations: 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, COM- 
MITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND 
INFRASTRUCTURE, 

Washington, DC, September 14, 2016. 
Hon. PAUL RYAN, 
Speaker of the House, House of Representatives, 

The Capitol, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: On September 14, 2016, 
pursuant to section 3307 of Title 40, United 
States Code, the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure met in open ses- 
sion to consider 20 resolutions included in 
the General Services Administration’s Cap- 
ital Investment and Leasing Programs. 

The Committee continues to work to re- 
duce the cost of federal property and leases. 
Of the 20 resolutions considered, the four 
construction projects include federal court- 
houses consistent with existing funding, and 
the 16 lease prospectuses include significant 
reductions of leased space. In total, these 
resolutions represent $154 million in avoided 
lease costs and offsets. 

I have enclosed copies of the resolutions 
adopted by the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure on September 14, 
2016. 

Sincerely, 
BILL SHUSTER, 
Chairman. 
Enclosures. 


This symbol represents the time of day during the House proceedings, e.g., 


COMMITTEE RESOLUTION 


LEASE—INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE, AUSTIN, 
TX 


Resolved by the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep- 
resentatives, that pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307, 
appropriations are authorized for a lease of 
up to 219,000 rentable square feet of space for 
the Department of the Treasury, Internal 
Revenue Service National Office currently 
located at 1821 Director’s Boulevard in Aus- 
tin, Texas at a proposed total annual cost of 
$8,103,000 for a lease term of up to 15 years, 
a prospectus for which is attached to and in- 
cluded in this resolution. 

Approval of this prospectus constitutes au- 
thority to execute an interim lease for all 
tenants, if necessary, prior to the execution 
of the new lease. 

Provided that, the Administrator of General 
Services and tenant agencies agree to apply 
an overall utilization rate of 190 square feet 
or less per person, except that, if the Admin- 
istrator determines that the overall utiliza- 
tion rate cannot be achieved, the Adminis- 
trator shall provide an explanatory state- 
ment to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the House of Rep- 
resentatives prior to exercising any lease au- 
thority provided in this resolution. 

Provided that, except for interim leases as 
described above, the Administrator may not 
enter into any leases that are below pro- 
spectus level for the purposes of meeting any 
of the requirements, or portions thereof, in- 
cluded in the prospectus that would result in 
an overall utilization rate of 190 square feet 
or higher per person. 

Provided that, to the maximum extent 
practicable, the Administrator shall include 
in the lease contract(s) a purchase option. 

Provided further, that the Administrator 
shall require that the delineated area of the 
procurement is identical to the delineated 
area included in the prospectus, except that, 
if the Administrator determines that the de- 
lineated area of the procurement should not 
be identical to the delineated area included 
in the prospectus, the Administrator shall 
provide an explanatory statement to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure of the House of Representatives 
prior to exercising any lease authority pro- 
vided in this resolution. 

Provided further, that the General Services 
Administration shall not delegate to any 
other agency the authority granted by this 
resolution. 


1407 is 2:07 p.m. 


Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor. 
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GSA PBS 


PROSPECTUS - LEASE 
INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE 
AUSTIN, TX 


Prospectus Number: PTX-01-AUI7 
Congressional District: 35 


Executive Summary 


The General Services Administration (GSA) proposes a lease of approximately 219,000 
rentable square feet (RSF) of space for the Department of the Treasury - Internal Revenue 
Service (IRS) Nationa! Office, currently located in leased space at 1821 Director's 
Boulevard in Austin, TX. 


The lease will provide continued housing for IRS and will improve office and overall 


space utilization rates (UR) from 129 to 125 usable square fect (USF) per person and 
from 197 to 190 USF per person, respectively. 


Description 


Occupant: Internal Revenue Service 

Current Rentable Square Feet (RSF) 206,000 (Current RSF/USF = 1.08) 
Estimated Maximum RSF: 219,000 (Proposed RSF/USF = 1.15) 
Expansion/Reduction RSF: None 

Current Usable Square Feet/Person: 197 

Estimated Usable Square Feet/Person: 199 

Proposed Maximum Lease Term: - 15 Years 

Expiration Dates of Current Leases: 4/30/18 

Delineated Area: Delineated area bounded by: 


North - E. Ben White Blvd 
South - E. William Cannon Dr. to 
McKinney Falls Pkwy to State Hwy 


183 

East - Hwy 183 

West - 1-35 
Number of Official Parking Spaces: =O 
Scoring: Operating lease 
Estimated Rental Rate’: $37.00/RSF 
Estimated Total Annual Cost’: $8,103,000 


‘This estimate is for fiscal year 2017 and may be escalated by 1.95 percent annually to the effective date of 
the lease to account for inflation. The proposed rental rate is fully serviced including all operating 
expenses whether paid by the lessor or directly by the Government. GSA will conduct the procurement 
using prevailing market rental rates as a benchmark for the evaluation of competitive offers and as a basis 
for negotiating with offerors to ensure that lease award is made in the best interest of the Government. 
“New leases may contain an escalation clause to provide for annual changes in real estate taxes and 
operating costs. 
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PROSPECTUS — LEASE 
INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE 


AUSTIN, TX 
Prospectus Number: PTX-01-AUI7 
Congressional District: 35 
Current Total Annual Cost: $4,422,000 (Lease effective 
5/01/2008) 


Acquisition Strategy 


In order to maximize the Mexibility in acquiring space to house IRS, GSA may issue a 
single, multiple-award solicitation that will allow offerors to provide blocks of space able 
to meet requirements in whole or in part. All offers must provide space consistent with 
the delineated area defined by this prospectus. 


Justification 


The IRS has a long-term need for space in southeast Austin to meet the agency mission of 
providing toll-free tax assistance, collection services, and post-processing compliance 
examinations of individual tax returns, and has a need to remain near the main IRS 
Submission Processing Campus and other nearby IRS facilities located in Austin. 


Summary of Energy Compliance 


GSA will incorporate energy efficiency requirements into the Request for Lease 
Proposals and other documents related to the procurement of space based on the 
approved prospectus. GSA encourages offerors to exceed minimum requirements set 
forth in the procurement and to achieve an Energy Star performance rating of 75 or 
higher. 


Resolutions of Approval 


Resolutions adopted by the House Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure and 
the Senate Committee on Environment and Public Works approving this prospectus will 
constitute approval to make appropriations to lease space in a facility that will yield the 
required rentable area. 


fi 
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GSA PBS 


PROSPECTUS — LEASE 
INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE 
AUSTIN, TX 


Prospectus Number: PTX-01-AU1I7 
Congressional District: 35 


Interim Leasing 


GSA will execute such interim leasing actions as are necessary to ensure continued 
housing of the tenant agency prior to the effective date of the new lease. It is in the best 
interest of the Government to avert the financial risk of holdover tenancy. 

Certification of Need 


The proposed lease is the best solution to meet a validated Government need. 


Submitted at Washington, DC, on _ August 25,2016 _ 


Recommended: 


Commissioner, Public Buildings Service 


~ Administrator, eee Services Administration 


Approved: N RR l Me. 
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COMMITTEE RESOLUTION 
LEASE—INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE, FRESNO, 
CA 

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep- 
resentatives, that pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307, 
appropriations are authorized for a lease of 
up to 196,000 rentable square feet of space, in- 
cluding 800 parking spaces, for the Depart- 
ment of the Treasury, Internal Revenue 
Service currently located at 855 M Street and 
1325 Broadway Street in Fresno, California 
at a proposed total annual cost of $6,860,000 
for a lease term of up to 15 years, a pro- 
spectus for which is attached to and included 
in this resolution. 

Approval of this prospectus constitutes au- 
thority to execute an interim lease for all 
tenants, if necessary, prior to the execution 
of the new lease. 
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Provided that, the Administrator of General 
Services and tenant agencies agree to apply 
an overall utilization rate of 129 square feet 
or less per person, except that, if the Admin- 
istrator determines that the overall utiliza- 
tion rate cannot be achieved, the Adminis- 
trator shall provide an explanatory state- 
ment to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the House of Rep- 
resentatives prior to exercising any lease au- 
thority provided in this resolution. 


Provided that, except for interim leases as 
described above, the Administrator may not 
enter into any leases that are below pro- 
spectus level for the purposes of meeting any 
of the requirements, or portions thereof, in- 
cluded the prospectus that would result in an 
overall utilization rate of 129 square feet or 
higher per person. 


September 19, 2016 


Provided that, to the maximum extent 
practicable, the Administrator shall include 
in the lease contract(s) a purchase option. 

Provided further, that the Administrator 
shall require that the delineated area of the 
procurement is identical to the delineated 
area included in the prospectus, except that, 
if the Administrator determines that the de- 
lineated area of the procurement should not 
be identical to the delineated area included 
in the prospectus, the Administrator shall 
provide an explanatory statement to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure of the House of Representatives 
prior to exercising any lease authority pro- 
vided in this resolution. 

Provided further, that the General Services 
Administration shall not delegate to any 
other agency the authority granted by this 
resolution. 
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GSA l PBS 


PROSPECTUS - LEASE 
INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE 
FRESNO, CA 


Prospectus Number: PCA-01-FR17 
Congressional District: 16 


Executive Summary 


The U.S. General Services Administration (GSA) proposes a lease for approximately 
196,000 rentable square feet (RSF) of space to house support activities for the 
Department of the Treasury - Internal Revenue Service (IRS), Compliance Services and 
Identity Theft Divisions, currently located at 855 M Street and 1325 Broadway Street in 
Fresno, CA. 


The proposed lease will enable the IRS to provide continued housing, as well as provide 
more modern, streamlined, and efficient operations for these divisions. It will improve 
space utilization, as the office utilization rate will improve from 89 to 70 usable square 
feet (USF) per person, and the overall utilization rate from 164 to 129 USF per person, 
resulting in the IRS being housed in approximately 34,422 RSF less space than it has at 
the current locations to be replaced. In the absence of this reduction, the status quo cost of 
continued occupancy at the proposed market rental rate would be $8,064,770 per year. 


` Description 
Occupant: Internal Revenue Service 
Current Rentable Square Feet (RSF) 230,422 (Current RSF/USF = 1.06) 
Estimated Maximum RSF: 196,000 (Proposed RSF/USEF = 1.15) 
Expansion/Reduction RSF: 34,422 (Reduction) 
Current Usable Square Feet/Person: - 164 
Estimated Usable Square Feet/Person: 129 
Proposed Maximum Lease Term: 15 Years 
Expiration Dates of Current Lease: 11/30/2018 and 10/03/2018 
Delineated Area: City of Fresno CBA — 


Number of Parking Spaces’: 
Scoring: 
Estimated Rental Rate’: 


North: Divisadero Street 

South: Highway CA-41 

East: R Street 

West: H Street to Stanislaus Street to 
Highway CA-99 

800 

Operating lease 

$35.00 / RSF 


‘The parking requirement includes 799 parking spaces for IRS employees due to shift work at this location. 


This estimate is for fiscal year 2017 and may be escalated by 1.95 percent annually to the effective date of 
the lease to account for inflation. The proposed rental rate is fully serviced including all operating 
expenses whether paid by the lessor or directly by the Goverment. GSA will conduct the procurement 
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GSA PB 
PROSPECTUS — LEASE 
INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE 
FRESNO, CA 
Prospectus Number: PCA-01-FR17 
Congressional District: 16 
Estimated Total Annual Cost’: $6,860,000 
Current Total Annual Cost: $8,372,946 (Leases effective 


12/01/2003 and 80/04/2003) 
Justification 


The proposed lease will house the Compliance Services Division and the recently created 
Identity Theft Division whose functions include Automated Underreporting and the 
Automated Collection System (ACS) Call Site. The new Identity Theft Division will 
benefit from the co-location of meeting, training and support services used to support the 
IRS's critical annual processing and enforcement efforts. Consistent with the goals of 
IRS’s Fresno Campus Master Plan, this consolidation allows the IRS to operate 
efficiently, have space flexibility that will accommodate its changing operational needs, 
optimize use of space, and reduce the overall cost of operations. 


Summary of Energy Compliance 


GSA will incorporate energy efficiency requirements into the Request for Lease 
Proposals and other documents related to the procurement of space based on the 
approved prospectus. GSA encourages offerors to exceed minimum requirements set 
forth in the procurement and to achieve an Energy Star performance rating of 75 or 
higher. 


Resolutions of Approval 


Resolutions adapted by the House Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure and 
the Senate Committee on Environment and Public Works approving this prospectus will 
constitute approval to meke appropriations to lease space in a facility that will yield the 
required rentable area, 


Interim Leasing 


GSA will execute such interim leasing actions as are necessury to ensure continued 
housing of the tenant agency prior to the effective date of the new lease. It is in the best 
interest of the Government to avert the financial risk of holdover tenancy, 


for negoliating with offerors to ensure that lease award is made in the hest interest of the Government. 
New leases may contain on escalation clause to provide for annual changes in real estate taxes and 
operating costs, 


Id 
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GSA PBS 


PROSPECTUS — LEASE 
INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE 
FRESNO, CA 


Prospectus Number: PCA-O1-FR17 
Congressional District: 16 


Certification of Need 


The proposed lease is the best solution to meet a validated Government need. 


Submitted at Washington, DC, on August 29, 2016 , 


Recommended: ae E es 
Commissioner, Public Buildings Service 


Woes G RA 


Approved: ZOR = 
Administrator, General Services Administration 
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COMMITTEE RESOLUTION 


LEASE—U.S. INTERNATIONAL TRADE 
COMMISSION, WASHINGTON, DC 


Resolved by the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep- 
resentatives, that pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307, 
appropriations are authorized for a lease of 
up to 207,000 rentable square feet of space, in- 
cluding 2 official parking spaces, for the U.S. 
International Trade Commission currently 
located at 500 E Street, SW in Washington, 
D.C. at a proposed total annual cost of 
$9,315,000 for a lease term of up to 15 years, 
a prospectus for which is attached to and in- 
cluded in this resolution. 

Approval of this prospectus constitutes au- 
thority to execute an interim lease for all 
tenants, if necessary, prior to the execution 
of the new lease. 
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Provided that, the Administrator of General 
Services and tenant agencies agree to apply 
an overall utilization rate of 343 square feet 
or less per person, except that, if the Admin- 
istrator determines that the overall utiliza- 
tion rate cannot be achieved, the Adminis- 
trator shall provide an explanatory state- 
ment to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the House of Rep- 
resentatives prior to exercising any lease au- 
thority provided in this resolution. 


Provided that, except for interim leases as 
described above, the Administrator may not 
enter into any leases that are below pro- 
spectus level for the purposes of meeting any 
of the requirements, or portions thereof, in- 
cluded in the prospectus that would result in 
an overall utilization rate of 343 square feet 
or higher per person. 
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Provided that, to the maximum extent 
practicable, the Administrator shall include 
in the lease contract(s) a purchase option. 

Provided further, that the Administrator 
shall require that the delineated area of the 
procurement is identical to the delineated 
area included in the prospectus, except that, 
if the Administrator determines that the de- 
lineated area of the procurement should not 
be identical to the delineated area included 
in the prospectus, the Administrator shall 
provide an explanatory statement to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure of the House of Representatives 
prior to exercising any lease authority pro- 
vided in this resolution. 

Provided further, that the General Services 
Administration shall not delegate to any 
other agency the authority granted by this 
resolution. 
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GSA PBS 


PROSPECTUS — LEASE 
U.S. INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON, DC 


Prospectus Number PDC-03-WAI6 


Executive Summa ry 


The General Services Administration (GSA) proposes a lease for approximately 207,000 
rentable square feet (rsf) for the U.S. International Trade Commission (ITC), currently 
located at 500 E Street, SW, Washington, DC. 


The lease will provide continued housing for ITC and will maintain its existing office 
utilization rate of 157 usable square feet per person and an overall utilization rate of 343 


square feet per person. 

Description 
Occupant: U.S. International Trade Commission 
Current Rentable Square Feet (RSF) 207,000 (Current RSF/USF = 1.17) 
Estimated Maximum RSF: 207,000 (Proposed RSF/USF = 1.17) 
Expansion/Reduction RSF: None 
Current Usable Square Feet/Person: 343 
Estimated Usable Square Feet/Person: 343 
Proposed Maximum Lease Term: 15 Years 
Expiration Dates of Current Leases: 8/10/2017 
Delineated Area: Washington, DC bounded by - 


Number of Official Parking Spaces: 


North: L Street, NW over to 
Massachusetts Avenue, NW over to 
North Capitol Street 

South: Southwest Freeway 

East: North and South Capitol Streets 
West: 15" Street, SW/NW 

2 


Scoring: Operating lease 

Estimated Rental Rate’: $45.00/ RSF 

Estimated Total Annual Cost’: $9,315,000 

Current Total Annual Cost: $8,750,447 (Lease effective 
8/09/1997) 


‘This estimate is for fiscal year 2017 and may be escalated by 1.95 percent annually to the effective date of 
the lease to account for inflation, The proposed rental rate is fully serviced including all operating 
expenses whether paid by the lessor or directly by the Government. GSA will conduct the procurement 
using prevailing market rental rates as a benchmark for negotiating this lease to ensure that lease award is 
made in the best interest of the Government. 

“New leases may contain an escalation clause to provide for annual changes in real estate taxes and 
Operating costs, 
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GSA PBS 


PROSPECTUS — LEASE 
U.S. INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON, DC 


Prospectus Number PDC-03-WA16 


Background 


ITC is an independent, quasi-judicial Federal agency with broad investigative 
responsibilities on matters of trade. The agency investigates the effects of dumped and 
subsidized imports on domestic industries and conducts global safeguard investigations. 
The Commission also adjudicates cases involving imports that infringe on intellectual 
property rights. Through such proceedings, the agency facilitates a rules-based 
international trading system. ITC also serves as a Federal resource where trade data and 
other trade policy-related information is gathered and analyzed. The information and 
analysis is provided to the President, the Office of the United States Trade Representative 
(USTR) and Congress to facilitate the development of sound and informed U.S. trade 
policy. ITC makes most of its information and analysis available to the public to promote 
understanding of intemational trade issues. 


Justification 


ITC is currently housed at 500 E Street, SW, in Washington, DC. The current lease 
expires on August 10, 2017, and ITC requires continued housing for 517 personnel 
currently working in this location to carry out its mission. The current lease includes a 
Public Courtroom Complex including a Main Hearing Room and three courtrooms. This 
Complex provides the necessary space for hearing claims of unfair trade from domestic 
industries and adjudicating patent infringement and intellectual property claims brought 
by intellectual property owners, 


GSA will consider whether ITC’s continued housing needs should be satisfied in the 
existing location based on an analysis of other potential locations within the delineated 
area. If other potential locations are identified, a cost-benefit analysis will be conducted 
to determine whether the Government can expect to recover the relocation and 
duplication costs of the real and personal property needed for ITC to accomplish its 
mission. The future lease will maintain ITC’s existing office and overall utilization rates. 


Summary of Energy Compliance 


GSA will incorporate energy efficiency requirements into the Request for Lease 
Proposals and other documents related to the procurement of space based on the 
approved prospectus. GSA encourages offerors to exceed minimum requirements set 
forth in the procurement and to achieve an Energy Star performance rating of 75 or 
higher. 
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GSA PBS 


PROSPECTUS ~ LEASE 
U.S. INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON, DC 


Prospectus Number PDC-03-WA16 


Resolutions of Approval 
Resolutions adopted by the House Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure and 
the Senate Committee on Environment and Public Works approving this prospectus will 


constitute approval to make appropriations to lease space in a facility that will yield the 
required rentable area. 


nterim Leasin: 
GSA will execute such intenm leasing actions as are necessary to ensure continued 
housing of the tenant agency prior to the effective date of the lease. It is in the best 


interest of the Government to avert the financial risk of holdover tenancy. 


Certification of Need 


The proposed project is the best solution to meet a validated Government need. 


Submitted at Washington, DC, on June 20, 2016- e 


Recommended: __ l Pa , Aoi 


Commissioner, Public Buildings Service 


Approved: __ LZ pede te Af 


LAE EN EAMES SRE IM IEEE SEN ERS RS RARE 


Administrator, General ‘Services Administration 
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COMMITTEE RESOLUTION 
NEW U.S. COURTHOUSE, DES MOINES, IOWA 

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep- 
resentatives, that pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307, 
appropriations are authorized for the design 
and construction of a new courthouse of ap- 
proximately 229,000 gross square feet, includ- 
ing approximately 42 parking spaces, in Des 
Moines, Iowa at a site cost of $6,000,000, a de- 
sign cost of $9,571,000, a total estimated con- 
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struction cost of $114,969,000, and total man- 
agement and inspection cost of $6,062,000 at a 
total estimated project cost of $136,602,000, 
for which a prospectus is attached to and in- 
cluded in this resolution. 

Provided, that the Administrator of Gen- 
eral Services shall ensure that construction 
of the new courthouse complies, at a min- 
imum, with courtroom sharing requirements 
adopted by the Judicial Conference of the 
United States. 


September 19, 2016 


Provided further, that the Administrator of 
General Services shall ensure that the con- 
struction of the new courthouse contains no 
more than nine courtrooms, including three 
for District Judges, two for Senior District 
Judges, two for Magistrate Judges and two 
for Bankruptcy Judges. 

Provided further, that the design of the new 
courthouse shall not deviate from the U.S. 
Courts Design Guide. 
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GSA PBS 


PROSPECTUS 
NEW U.S. COURTHOUSE 
DES MOINES, IOWA 


Prospectus Number: PIA-CTC-DM16 
Congressional District: 03 


FY 2016 Project Summary 


The U.S. General Services Administration (GSA) proposes the acquisition of a site and 
the design and construction of a new U.S. Courthouse of approximately 229,000 gross 
square feet (GSF), including 42 inside parking spaces, in Des Moines, IA. GSA will 
construct the courthouse to meet the 10-year space needs of the court and court-related 
agencies and the site will accommodate the anticipated 30-year needs of the court. The 
Judiciary’s Courthouse Project Priorities list (approved by the Judicial Conference of the 
United States on September 17, 2015) includes a courthouse project in Des Moines, IA. 


FY 2016 House and Senate Committee Approval Requested 
(Site, Design, Construction, Management & Inspection)............ccsceses $136,602,000 


FY 2016 Funding (as outlined in the FY 2016 Spend Plan) 
(Site, Design, Construction, Management & Inspection)......ccoccccsrsreeerstees $136,602,000 


Overview of Project 


The courts and related agencies currently occupy space in the existing historic U.S. 
Courthouse in downtown Des Moines and in an adjacent leased Courthouse Annex. The 
new courthouse will consolidate all of the district court and court-related space into one 
facility, with the exception of the U.S. Department of Justice—-Office of the U.S. 
Attomey, which will remain in leased space. The new courthouse will provide 9 
courtrooms and 13 chambers consistent with the application of courtroom sharing 
policies and limitation on the provision of space for projected judgeships. The site for the 
new courthouse is still to be determined. 
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GSA PBS 
PROSPECTUS 
NEW U.S. COURTHOUSE 
DES MOINES, IOWA 

Prospectus Number: PIA-CTC-DM16 

Congressional District: 03 
Site Information 
To Be Acquired... hi etal obeys dates Ces Hein pita lead ice heel dtl tesa SED ROLES 
Building Area‘ 
Gross square feet (excluding inside parking}... csc 210,000 GSF 
Gross square feet (including inside parking) .............cecceseeescecvee 229,000 GSF 
inside parking Spaces: ccc Biss, te canmeecidadenwiatreaminsin adnan Mlnlicn tetas a 
Estimated Frofect Budget 
Estimated Site .2.c.cs2s sa cicssaatecidicederdaein dasa tater veo ees ep DA, 000,000 
Estimated Design . ba irc cca Ripe aia taking esa aes gel tae cee gs Sa E $9,571,000 
Estimated Construction Cost (ECC) ($502/GSF, aoe inside e parking). .$114,969,000 
Estimated Management and Inspection (M&I)... eee ey rere $6,962,000 
Estimated Total Project Cost (ETPC)*..c.scssssscsssscsssecsessescssssesssessecesees .$136,602,0007 


*Tenant agencies may fund an additional amount for alterations above the standard 
normally provided by the GSA. 


Schedule Start End 
Design and Construction FY 2016 FY 2022 


Tenant Agencies 

U.S. District Court, U.S. Court of Appeals, U.S. Probation Office, U.S. Pretrial 
Services, U.S. Bankruptcy Court, U.S. Department of Justice-Marshals Service, trial 
preparation space for both the Federal Public Defender and the Office of the U.S. 
Attorney, and GSA. 


Square footages and number of parking spaces are approximate. The project may contain a variance in 
ross square footage from that listed in this prospectus. 

~ As noted in the estimated project budget above, GSA identified sub-totals comprising the estimated 

project budget are intended to provide a breakdown in support of the ETPC. The actual total cost to 

perform the entire project may differ from what is represented in this prospectus by the various 

subcomponents. 
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PROSPECTUS 
NEW U.S. COURTHOUSE 
DES MOINES, IOWA 


Prospectus Number: PLA-CTC-DM16 
Congressional District: 03 


Justification 


The existing U.S. Courthouse, constructed in 1929, does not meet the U.S. Courts 
Design Guide standards, does not provide for future expansion, and lacks adequate 
security. The existing prisoner sallyport and secured elevator provide access to only 
half of the courtrooms. Due to lack of available space in the U.S. Courthouse, several 
court functions and court-related agencies currently occupy space in the leased 
Courthouse Annex. The District court and Bankruptcy court operations are split 
between the two buildings, also causing a split of U.S. Marshals Service operations. 
In addition, secured parking is only available in the leased Courthouse Annex, across 
a parking lot from the U.S. Courthouse. 


The new courthouse will allow for co-location of court operations, separate 
circulation for the public, judges, and prisoners, thereby improving security as well as 
efficiency of Court operations. Relocation of agencies from leased space to the new 
courthouse will result in savings of approximately $1,795,000 in future annual lease 
payments to the private sector. 


Space —— of the U.S. Courts 


Sa a 
a me | Judges | dges 


District 
- Active 
- Senior 
-Visiting 
Bankruptcy 


Magistrate 


Court of Appeals 


*The Court of Appeals and Salvage) saan are currently in the leased Courthouse Annex. 
**In addition to the active Magistrate judges, a recalled Magistrate judge shares a courtroom and 
chambers. 
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PROSPECTUS 
NEW U.S. COURTHOUSE 
DES MOINES, IOWA 


Prospectus Number: PIA-CTC-DM16 
Congressional District: 03 


Summary of Energy Compliance 


This project will be designed to conform to requirements of the Facilities Standards 
for the Public Buildings Service and will implement strategies to meet the Guiding 
Principles for High Performance and Sustainable Buildings. GSA encourages design 
opportunities to increase energy and water efficiency above the minimum 
performance criteria. 


Future of Existing Federal Building* 

The Federal tenancy in Des Moines does not support the need for two courthouses: 
therefore, GSA will explore alternatives associated with the disposal of the existing 
courthouse. Some of these alternatives include donation or exchange. 


Prior Appropriations 


Prior Appropriations 


Public Law 


114-113* 2016 $136,602,006 | Site, Design, ECC, 
M&I 
$136,602,000| _ | 


*Public Law 114-113 funded 5947,760,000 for new construction projects of the Federal Judiciary as 
prioritized in the Federal Judiciary Courthouse Project Priorities list, of which, Des Moines is included. 
GSA‘s Spend Plan describes each project to be undertaken with this funding. The FY 2016 need for Des 
Moines is $136,602,000. i 


Prior Committee Approvals 


Prior Committee Approvals 


? This section is included to address recommendations in the following GAO Report: Federal Courthouses: 
Better Planning Needed Regarding Reuse of Old Courthouses (GAO-1 4-48). 


4 
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PROSPECTUS 
NEW U.S. COURTHOUSE 
DES MOINES, JOWA 


Prospectus Number: PIA-CTC-DMI16 
Congressional District: 03 


Prior Appropriations 


: Prior Appropriations 


Public Law Fiscal Year Proposed Project 


114-113% 2016 $136,602,000 | Site, Design, ECC, 


M&I 
Appropriations to Date $136,602,000 


*Public Law 114-113 funded $947,760,000 for new construction projects of the Federal Judiciary as 
priontized in the Federal Judiciary Courthouse Project Priorities list, of which, Des Moines is included. 
OSA's Spend Plan describes each project to be undertaken with this funding. The FY 2016 need for Des 
Moines is $136,602,000. 


Prior Committee Approvals 


Priar Committee Approvals 
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PROSPECTUS 
NEW U.S. COURTHOUSE 
DES MOINES, IOWA 


Prospectus Number: PIA-CTC-DMI16 
Congressional District: 03 


Certification of Need 
The proposed project is the best solution to meet a validated Government need. 


Submitted at Washington, DC, on JUN D6 2018 


Recommended: l 
Commissioner, Public Buitdings Service 


Approved:  — T G VA 


Administrator, General Services Administration 
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COMMITTEE RESOLUTION 
NEW U.S. COURTHOUSE, HARRISBURG, PA 

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep- 
resentatives, that pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307, 
appropriations are authorized for the design 
and construction of a new courthouse of ap- 
proximately 243,000 gross square feet, includ- 
ing approximately 43 parking spaces, in Har- 
risburg, Pennsylvania at an additional de- 
sign cost of $5,336,000, a total estimated con- 
struction cost of $155,353,000, and total esti- 
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mated management and inspection cost of 
$7,755,000 at a total additional authorization 
of $168,444,000 for a total estimated project 
cost, including prior authorizations, of 
$194,444,000, for which a prospectus is at- 
tached to and included in this resolution. 
This resolution amends prior authorizations 
of July 24, 2002 and July 23, 2003. 

Provided, that the Administrator of Gen- 
eral Services shall ensure that construction 
of the new courthouse complies, at a min- 
imum, with courtroom sharing requirements 


September 19, 2016 


adopted by the Judicial Conference of the 
United States. 

Provided further, that the Administrator of 
General Services shall ensure that the con- 
struction of the new courthouse contains no 
more than eight courtrooms, including three 
for District Judges, two for Senior District 
Judges, two for Magistrate Judges and one 
for Bankruptcy Judges. 

Provided further, that the design of the new 
courthouse shall not deviate from the U.S. 
Courts Design Guide. 
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PROSPECTUS 
NEW U.S. COURTHOUSE 
HARRISBURG, PA 


Prospectus Number: PPA-CTC-HA16 
Congressional District: 04 


FY 2016 Project Summary 

The General Services Administration (GSA) requests additional design funds in advance 
of construction of a new U.S. Courthouse of approximately 243,000 gross square feet 
(gsf), including 43 inside parking spaces, in Harrisburg, PA. The courthouse project that 
GSA proposes will construct a courthouse to meet the 10-year space needs of the court 
and court-related agencies, and the site will accommodate the anticipated 30-year needs 
of the court. The Judiciary’s Courthouse Project Priorities list (approved by the Judicial 
Conference of the United States on September 17, 2015) includes a courthouse project in 
Harrisburg, PA. 


FY 2016 House and Senate Committee Approval Requested 
(Additional Design, Management and Inspection, Construction)........... $168,444,000' 


FY 2016 Funding (as outlined in the FY 2016 Spend Plan) 
(Additional Design, Construction)......csessessecssssssrssscecsverstescsesscrsssssesaseone $29,510,000 


Overview of Project 
The courts and related agencies currently occupy space in the existing Ronald Reagan 


Federal Building in downtown Harrisburg. The new courthouse will provide 8 
courtrooms and 11 chambers consistent with the application of courtroom sharing 
policies and limitation on the provision of space for projected judgeships. The site for the 
new courthouse is at Sixth and Reily Streets in the Midtown section of Harrisburg. 
Several parcels of the proposed site have already been purchased with prior funding. 


The estimated total project cost of $194,444,000 includes $26,000,000 funded in FY 2004 and additional 
design = $5,336,000; a portion of the necessary construction = $24,174,000 funded in FY 2016. The 
balance of the construction funding and management and inspection will be requested in a future fiscal 
year. 
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GSA PBS 
PROSPECTUS 
NEW U.S. COURTHOUSE 
HARRISBURG, PA 
Prospectus Number: PPA-CTC-HAI6 
Congressional District: 04 
Site Information 
Acquired orane seia e e A RE ENE a e Approximately 2.15 acres 
To Be Acquired Lei lectesi ace Seastend ons e imu laiedh ak teienmess Approximately 1.85 acres 
Building Area? 
Gross square feet (excluding inside parking)... essrererrsrrsennrevessurereerureenne 224,000 gsf 
Gross square feet (including inside parking) 00.0.0... :ceccceeecesereeseneeseneneesees 243,000 gsf 
lòside parking SPACES monre mererien EEEa EEE E td. eee teers 43 
Estimated Project Budget 
“Site (EY 2004) seanna a E E E O TRE $20,000,000 
Desin (FY 2004) ccs reat sess ateerk settee apduiniglordoyt A RE E $6,000,000 
Additional Design (FY 2016) ......s.sesseerererresireeeseseresesrenrrerrsnrsrrrereunnrosernrroserre $5,336,000 
Estimated Construction Cost (ECC) ($502/gsf including inside parking) .....$155,353,000 
Estimated Management and Inspection (M&I)........... cs ceeceecesesseeeeeeeeeerenees $7,755,000 
Estimated Total Project Cost (ETPC)?*........csssccesssserenee EE atesuedttetees $194,444,000° 


*Tenant agencies may fund an additional amount for alterations above the standard 
normally provided by the GSA. 


g Square footages are approximate. The project may contain a variance in gross square footage from that 
listed in this prospectus. 

> GSA requests approval for an estimated total project cost. The subtotals comprising the estimated project 
budget are intended to provide a breakdown in support of the ETPC. The actual total cost to perform the 
entire project may differ than what is represented in this prospectus by the various subcomponents. 
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GSA PBS 
PROSPECTUS 
NEW U.S. COURTHOUSE 
HARRISBURG, PA 

Prospectus Number: PPA-CTC-HAI6 

Congressional District: 04 
Schedule Start* End 
Design FY 2016 FY 2018 
Construction TBD TBD 


*Design began in 2010 and proceeded to concepts. Design will restart upon approval of this prospectus, 


Tenant Agencies 


District Court, Court of Appeals, Probation Office, Bankruptcy Court, Department of 
Justice — Marshals Service, Department of Justice - Office of the U.S. Attorney, trial 
preparation space for the Federal Public Defender, and GSA. 


Justification 


The existing U.S. Courthouse, constructed in 1966, does not meet the. United States 
Courts Design Guide standards, and lacks adequate security. The existing building 
configuration cannot provide secure travel for judges without traveling into common 
hallways. Due to lack of suitable expansion space in the Federal building, several 
courtrooms have been constructed with columns within the courtrooms, which blocks 
views of portions of some courtrooms. 


The new courthouse will provide for a single location of court operations and separate 
circulation for the public, judges, and prisoners, thereby improving security as well as 
efficiency of court operations. 
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GSA PBS 


PROSPECTUS 
NEW U.S. COURTHOUSE 
HARRISBURG, PA 


Prospectus Number: PPA-CTC-HA16 
Congressional District: 04 


Space Requirements of the U.S. Courts 


Po Current O Proposed 
|. | Courtrooms | Judges | Courtrooms Judges 


District 
-Active 
-Visiting 

- -Senior 


Magistrate 


Summary of Energy Compliance 

This project will be designed to conform to requirements of the Facilities Standards for 
the Public Buildings Service and will implement strategies to meet the Guiding Principles 
for High Performance and Sustainable Buildings. GSA encourages design opportunities 
to increase energy and water efficiency above the minimum performance criteria. 


Future of Existing Federal Building* 


The existing Ronald Reagan Federal Building will be transferred out of the federally 
owned inventory upon occupancy of the new courthouse. GSA intends to proceed with 
established disposal processes to transfer the property after the remaining Federal tenants 
are relocated from the building into leased space. 


4 This section is included to address recommendations in the following GAO Report: Federal Courthouses: 
Better Planning Needed Regarding Reuse of Old Courthouses (GAO-14-48). 
4 
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GSA PBS 
PROSPECTUS 
NEW U.S. COURTHOUSE 
HARRISBURG, PA 


Prospectus Number: PPA-CTC-HAI6 | 
Congressional District: 04 


Prior Appropriations 


Prior Appropriations 


Public Law 


me oe 
TESTEN 2016 $29,510,000 | Additional Design, 
Construction 
Appropriations to Date $55510,000| | 


*Public Law 114-113 funded $947,760,000 for new construction projects of the Federal Judiciary as 
prioritized in the Federal Judiciary Courthouse Project Priorities (CPP) list, of which partial funding for 
Harrisburg is included. GSA's Spend Plan describes each project to be undertaken with this funding. The 
FY 2016 allocation for Harrisburg is $29,510,000. 


Prior Committee Approvals 


Prior Committee Approvals 


Date 
gsf 35 inside parking spaces 
l gsf 35 inside parking spaces 


House T&I 7/23/2003 $7,005,000 | Additional Site and Design 
Senate EPW 6/23/2004 $7,005,000 | Additional Site and Design 


for 262,970 gsf, 40 inside 
parking spaces 
House Approvals to Date $25,682,000 l 
Senate Approvals to Date $25,682,000 
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GSA PBS 


PROSPECTUS 
NEW U.S. COURTHOUSE 
HARRISBURG, PA 


Prospectus Number: PPA-CTC-HA16 
Congressional District: 04 


Certification of Need 
The proposed project is the best solution to meet a validated Government need. 


; ‘ A t 19, 2016 
Submitted at Washington, DC, on Geuse i 


A 
Recommended: 


Commissioner, Public Buildings Service 


Misuse THH 


Administrator, General Services Administration 


Approved: 
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COMMITTEE RESOLUTION 


NEW U.S. COURTHOUSE ANNEX ALTERATION— 
TOMOCHICHI FEDERAL BUILDING & COURT- 
HOUSE, SAVANNAH, GA 


Resolved by the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep- 
resentatives, that pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307, 
appropriations are authorized for the design 
and construction of an annex of approxi- 
mately 46,000 gross square feet, including ap- 
proximately 25 parking spaces, in Savannah, 
Georgia at a site and design cost of $3,907,000, 
a total estimated construction cost of 
$21,502,000, and total management and in- 
spection cost of $2,418,000 (minus prior au- 
thorizations of $8,026,000) at a total addi- 
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tional authorization of $19,801,000 for a total 
estimated project cost, including prior au- 
thorizations, of $27,827,000 and the repair and 
alteration of the Tomochichi Federal Build- 
ing and Courthouse located at 125 Bull Street 
in Savannah, Georgia, at a design cost of 
$4,380,000, a total estimated construction 
cost of $68,700,000, and total management and 
inspection cost of $2,619,000 at a total esti- 
mated project cost of $75,699,000, for which a 
prospectus is attached to and included in 
this resolution. This resolution amends prior 
authorizations of May 17, 1994, July 23, 2003, 
and November 5, 2009 and rescinds prior au- 
thorizations in the amount of $51,254,000. 
Provided, that the Administrator of Gen- 
eral Services shall ensure that construction 


September 19, 2016 


of the new courthouse complies, at a min- 
imum, with courtroom sharing requirements 
adopted by the Judicial Conference of the 
United States. 


Provided further, that the Administrator of 
General Services shall ensure that the con- 
struction of the new courthouse annex and 
renovation of the existing courthouse, com- 
bined, contain no more than four court- 
rooms, including one for District Judges, one 
for Senior District Judges, one for Mag- 
istrate Judges and one for Bankruptcy 
Judges. 


Provided further, that the design of the new 
courthouse annex shall not deviate from the 
U.S. Courts Design Guide. 
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GSA PBS 


PROSPECTUS 
NEW U.S. COURTHOUSE ANNEX 
ALTERATION — TOMOCHICHI FEDERAL BUILDING & COURTHOUSE 
SAVANNAH, GA 


Prospectus Number: PGA-CTC-SA16 
Congressional District: l 


FY 2016 Project Summary 


The General Services Administration (GSA) proposes design and construction of an 
annex of approximately 46,000 gross square feet, including 25 inside parking spaces, and 
repair and alteration of the Tomochichi Federal Building and Courthouse (FB-CT) at 125 
Bull Street in Savannah, GA. The project will meet the 10-year space needs of the court 
and court-related agencies, and the structure/site will allow for expansion to meet the 
anticipated 30-year needs of the court. The Judiciary’s Courthouse Project Priorities list 
(approved by the Judicial Conference of the United States on September 17, 2015) 
includes a courthouse project in Savannah, GA. 


Through Public Law 111-117 (FY 2010), Congress appropriated $7,900,000 for re-design 
of a new courthouse in Savannah to house the long-term needs of the U.S. District Court. 
GSA, in collaboration with the court, has determined that alteration of the Tomochichi 
FB-CT, in conjunction with the construction of a new courthouse annex, can meet the 
space requirements of the district and bankruptcy courts with the application of the 
Judiciary’s courtroom sharing policies and allowing for the continued occupation of the 
historic Tomochichi FB-CT. 


2016 Committee Approval Requested 


(Annex — Design, Construction, Management & Inspection) .........:csscserseree $19,801,000 
(Tomochichi FB-CT- Design, Construction, Management & Inspection)........ $75,699,000 
(Design, Construction, Management & Inspection) ........0..s:csseesseereesees ... $95,500,000' 


FY 2016 Funding (as outlined in the FY 2016 Spend Plan) 


(Design, Construction, Management & Inspection) ....-..---..csssessecesereseneee $95,500,000 


' Previous approvals for a courthouse project in Saveanah included a different scope. Approval requested in this 
prospectus is for the new scope and funding including both construction of a new oanex and renovation of the 
Tomochichi FB-CT. 
] 
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GSA PBS 
PROSPECTUS 
NEW U.S. COURTHOUSE ANNEX 
ALTERATION — TOMOCHICHI FEDERAL BUILDING & COURTHOUSE 
SAVANNAH, GA 


Prospectus Number: PGA-CTC-SAI6 
Congressional District: 1 


Overview of Project 


The 1899 Tomochichi FB-CT building is listed in the National Register of Historic 
Places. The building consists of four courtrooms (two district, one magistrate, and one 
bankruptcy). The major tenants in the building are the U.S. District and Bankruptcy 
Courts. GSA wil! modernize the Tomechichi FB-CT in conjunction with the construction 
of a new courthouse annex to meet the Judiciary’s current and anticipated long-term 
needs in Savannah. 


The proposed project includes demolishing two federally owned buildings in GSA’s 
portfolio (Juliette Gordon Low Federal Buildings A & B}, which are located on a site 
adjacent to the Tomochichi FB-CT, and new construction of the courthouse annex on the 
site of the demolished buildings. The new courthouse annex will include space for one 
bankruptcy courtroom and chambers, a Bankruptcy Clerk, and the U.S. Probation Office. 


Renovation of the Tomochichi FB-CT will include interior construction for buildout of 
tenant space for court and related agencies, and common area finishes. In addition, the 
renovation will address several critical building needs, focusing on replacement or 
refurbishment of the building's major systems, including: plumbing; electrical; heating, 
ventilating, and air conditioning (HVAC); elevator; and fire protection systems, which all 
require extensive replacement or refurbishment due to their age and lack of energy 
efficiency. The project will also offer the opportunity to prepare vacant space for 
backfill with agencies currently in leased locations. 


The new courthouse annex and renovated Tomochichi FB-CT will together provide four 
courtrooms and five chambers consistent with the application of courtroom sharing 
policies and limitation on the provision of space for projected judgeships. When 
complete, the new annex and renovation of the Tomochichi FB-CT will provide for the 
10-year space requirements, and the structures/site will allow for expansion to meet the 
anticipated 30-year needs of the U.S. District and Bankruptcy Courts in Savannah. 
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PROSPECTUS 
NEW U.S. COURTHOUSE ANNEX 
ALTERATION — TOMOCHICHI FEDERAL BUILDING & COURTHOUSE 


SAVANNAH, GA 
Prospectus Number: PGA-CTC-SAI6 
Congressional District: l 
Site Information 
Govemment-Owned........sennsreere rererere AT Approximately 1.4 acres 
Annex Building Area” 
Gross square footage (excluding inside parking) ............cssssucsersensereeteenssesenene 35,000 
Gross square footage (including inside parking) ...........:.ce::ssecsesecseessetenseneensene 46,000 
Inside parking SPäteS.surieieriisiesrci erreren sarraie eass eripi ýo drik ANSE ri aerea asarira ataia 25 
Tomochichi FB-CT Building Area 
Gross sqúare IOGTA BS ssi néesdis sician csi ptertesturinsaskisneaseasedinstonienseaasesaasereavesuisiensbed 128,061 
Estimated Project Budget 
Site Funding to Date 
Site (FY 1995-& FY 1996) ssc tunocnnitn iaaeaie $3,211,000 
Reprogram {FY 2000) rnein enn ena e aE ($800,000) 


Total Site Balance Remialing..........-.sessescsnsacssessessressnsescseersseersnescssee ey 1,000 


Design Funding to Date 


Design (FY 1995 & FY 2010)... ce ecccsssesssscsneecseensenseseessesscesereces $10,286,000 
Expended Desinic riisin aie ($4,671,000) 


Total Design Balance Remaining .....+.sssssssossseeneeseseonseseeronteessnnsserreee 853615, 000 


Total Site and Design Balance Remaining. ........csccsssnsrecsensnseereereureccsersnestees 3030 203000 


Tomochichi FB-CT Estimated Project Cost. 


Estimated Design occ. saci cccees sadsee sssnteess aeserecasnticeivesnuiveoiniecaceienensceoeiets $4,380,000 
Estimated Construction Cost....... ERN EEE T ETE preneren POB, 700,000 
Estimated Management and Inspection ....eeresresiussrserevsnsoreennsssnnraraesasane $2,619,000 


Estimated Total Project Cost (Tomochichi FB-CT). srsnensossnasensvssansenedt FSO OO HID 


New Annex Estimated Project Cost 
Estimated Site icant ananasi a a ai OPEN $1,500,000 


i Square footages and number of parking space sre approximate. The sctual project may contain a variance in gross 
square footage from that listed in this prospectus 
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GSA PB 
PROSPECTUS 


NEW U.S. COURTHOUSE ANNEX 
ALTERATION - TOMOCHICHI FEDERAL BUILDING & COURTHOUSE 


SAVANNAH, GA 
Prospectus Number: PGA-CTC-SA16 
Congressional District: i 
Estimáted ERS Ueto cca shat ola Sa racks r a A N ace $2,407,000 
Estimated Construction Cost ($467/gsf, including inside parking)....... $21,502,000 
Estimated Management and Inspection ...0.......cccscccceececcesseesccsseseecseenees $2,418,000 
Estimated Total Project Cost (NewAnnex) ...0...scscscocesssossssesescnsssnsses D2 182 7000 
Total Site and Design Funding Balance Remaining..................00.:0 ($8,026,000) 


FY 2016 Need {ATITIOX)...-ssserersecsvesseonevsterseesvensnsrsesseesseeenssanesqeenprencsacenes D19B01, 000 


Estimated Total Project Cost (ETPC)* .....cssssssccsossssesssssecassesecesssereneseesees $108,197,000 


* Tenant agencies may fund an additional amount for alterations above the standard 


normally provided by GSA. 
Schedule Start End 
Design and Construction (Annex/R&A) FY 2016 FY 2022 


Tenant Agencies 


U.S. District Court, U.S. Bankruptey Court, U.S, Probation Office, U.S. Department of 
Justice — Marshals Service, trial preparation space for the U.S. Department of Justice - 
Office of the U.S. Attomey, and GSA. 


Estimated Major Work Items (Tomochichi FB-CT) 


Interior Construction $23,651,000 
Superstructure/Exterior Construction $19,620,060 
Plumbing Replacement $6,142,000 
Electrical Replacement $5,545,000 
HVAC Replacement 35,375,000 
Elevator Replacement $4,065,000 
Life Safety Upgrades $3,162,000 
Site work j $440,000 
Demolition $550,000 
Roof Replacement $150,000 
Total ECC $68,700,000 


3 ETPC - $75,699,000 (Tomochichi FB-CT) + $27,827,000 (Annex) + $4,671,000 (Spent to Date). As noted in the 
estimated project budget above, GSA identified sub-totals comprising the estimated project budget that are intended to 
provide a breakdown in support of the ETPC. The actual tatal cost to perform the entire project may differ from what 
is represented in this prospectus by the various subcomponents. 

4 


September 19, 2016 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 12971 


GSA PBS 


PROSPECTUS 
NEW U.S. COURTHOUSE ANNEX 
ALTERATION — TOMOCHICHI FEDERAL BUILDING & COURTHOUSE 
SAVANNAH, GA 


Prospectus Number: PGA-CTC-SAI6 
Congressional District: 1 


Justification 


The existing Tomochichi FB-CT is unable to meet the current and future requirements of 
the Judiciary. The current space and building infrastructure do not meet today’s 
Standards for security, operational functionality, accessibility, or environmental 
efficiency. The courthouse does not have secure circulation for judges or separate 
circulation for the public and prisoners. In addition, the building’s systems are beyond 
their useful lives, do not comply with fire/life safety standards, and do not meet the 
Architectural Barriers Act Accessibility Standards. 


Due to the age of the Tomochichi FB-CT, upgrades or replacement of major building 
systems, including plumbing, HVAC, electrical, and life safety, are needed to enable 
continued operation for the courts and to address energy efficiency. The addition of the 
annex will meet the long-term space needs of the courts, while also addressing the current 
security and circulation deficiencies. 


Previously approved prospectuses for Savannah included construction of a larger new 
courthouse. Application of the Judiciary’s courtroom sharing policies, limitation on the 
provision of space for projected judgeships, and continued use of the historic Tomochichi 
FB-CT, determined that the court's housing requirements can be accomplished in a 
smaller project. Together, the new annex and renovation of the Tomochichi FB-CT will 
improve security, create discrete circulation patterns, provide for future growth, and co- 
locate the court operations. 


Space Requirements of the U.S. Courts 


| Cid Curvent CT Proposed sd 
| dS Courtrooms Courtrooms 
District 

- Active 


- Senior 


- Visiting 
Magistrate 
Bankruptcy 


*in addition to the active Bankruptcy judge, a recalled Bankruptcy judge shares 4 courtroom and chambers. 
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PROSPECTUS 
NEW U.S. COURTHOUSE ANNEX 
ALTERATION — TOMOCHICHI FEDERAL BUILDING & COURTHOUSE 
SAVANNAH, GA 


Prospectus Number: PGA-CTC-SAI6 
Congressional District: l 


Summary of Energy Compliance 

This project will be designed to conform to requirements of the Facilities Standards for 
the Public Buildings Service and will implement strategies to meet the Guiding Principles 
for High Performance and Sustainable Buildings. GSA encourages design opportunities 
to increase energy and water efficiency above the minimum performance criteria. 


Prior Appropriations 


Prior Appropriations 


mss [ST s MO Site | 

oe aan 
CSip 

Ronem [2000 o Site | 

| ApproprintonstoDats | siosar] O O | 


*Public Law 114-113 funded $947,760,000 for new construction projects of the Federal Judiciary as 
prioritized in the Federal Judiciary Courthouse Project Priorities list, of which, Savannah is inchided. 
GSA's Spend Plan describes each project to be undertaken with this funding. The FY 2016 need for 
Savannah is $95,500,000. 
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PROSPECTUS 
NEW U.S. COURTHOUSE ANNEX 
ALTERATION - TOMOCHICHI FEDERAL BUILDING & COURTHOUSE 
SAVANNAH, GA 


Prospectus Number: PGA-CTC-SA16 
Congressional District: 1 


Prior Committee Approvals 


Prior Committee Approvals 


ee Date Amount _ 
Senate EPW 10/30/1992 $3,200,000 Site acquisition 
l Site acquisition & Design 
5/17/1994 $5,315,000 for 186,567 gsf; 100 inside 
Site acquisition & Design 
5/26/1994 $5,315,000 for 233,626 gsf; 100 inside 
parking 
Additional Design, 
7/23/2003 $50,736,000 | construction, M& for 
166,955 gsf 
Additional Design for 
9/13/2006 $1,299,000 166,955 gsf 
Additional Design for 
11/5/2009 $7,900,000 184,955 gsf 


ped 


House T&! 


Senate EPW 


parking spaces 
paces 
Additional Design, 
Senate EPW 9/23/1998 $46,462,000 | construction, M&l for 
168,306 gsf 
House T&! 


Senate EPW 


House T&1 


House Approvals to Date $63,951,000 aaa 
Senate Approvals to Date $56,276,000 | O 
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PROSPECTUS 
NEW U.S. COURTHOUSE ANNEX 
ALTERATION - TOMOCHICHI FEDERAL BUILDING & COURTHOUSE 
SAVANNAH, GA 


Prospectus Number: PGA-CTC-SA16 
Congressional District: I 


Certification of Need 
The proposed project is the best solution to meet a validated Government need. 


June 16, 2016 
Submitted at Washington, DC, on 


Recommended: _ 


Commissioner, Public Buildings Service 


Mania JZ 


Administrator, General Services Administration 


Approved: 
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COMMITTEE RESOLUTION 
NEW U.S. COURTHOUSE, GREENVILLE, 
MISSISSIPPI 
Resolved by the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep- 
resentatives, that pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307, 
appropriations are authorized for site acqui- 
sition and design and construction of a new 
courthouse of approximately 62,000 gross 
square feet, including approximately 17 
parking spaces, in Greenville, Mississippi at 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


an estimated site cost of $2,500,000, an esti- 
mated design cost of $3,363,000, an estimated 
construction cost of $31,164,000, an estimated 
management and inspection cost of $3,075,000 
for a total estimated project cost of 
$40,102,000, for which a prospectus is attached 
to and included in this resolution. 

Provided, that the Administrator of Gen- 
eral Services shall ensure that construction 
of the new courthouse complies, at a min- 
imum, with courtroom sharing requirements 


September 19, 2016 


adopted by the Judicial Conference of the 
United States. 

Provided further, that the Administrator of 
General Services shall ensure that the con- 
struction of the new courthouse contains no 
more than two courtrooms, including one for 
District Judges and one for Magistrate 
Judges. 

Provided further, that the design of the new 
courthouse shall not deviate from the U.S. 
Courts Design Guide. 
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PROSPECTUS 
NEW U.S. COURTHOUSE 
GREENVILLE, MISSISSIPPI 


Prospectus Number: PMS-CTC-GR16 
Congressional District: 02 


FY 2016 Project Summary 

The General Services Administration (GSA) proposes the acquisition of a site, and the 
design and construction of a new U.S. Courthouse of approximately 62,000 gross square 
feet, including 17 inside parking spaces, in Greenville, MS. GSA will design and 
construct the courthouse to meet the 10-year space needs of the court and court-related 
agencies, and the site will also accommodate the anticipated 30-year needs of the court, 
which indicate no anticipated growth. 


FY 2016 House and Senate Committee Approval Requested 
(Site, Design, Construction, Management & Inspection)............ sis $40,102,000 


EY 2016 Funding (as outlined in the FY 2016 Spend Plan) 
(Site, Design, Construction, Management & Inspection)...se..serssresresrsrenesss $40,102,000 


Overview of Project 
The courts and related agencies currently occupy space in the historic Federal Building — 


United States Post Office Courthouse (FB-PO-CT) in downtown Greenville. The 
existing building, built in 1959, is shared by the Judiciary, Department of Justice, Postal 
Service, and Social Security Administration. The new courthouse will provide two 
courtrooms and three chambers consistent with the application of courtroom sharing 
policies and limitation on the provision of apace for projected judgeships. The site for the 
new courthouse is still to be determined. 


Site Information 

OTRO CMEC ca ssater ites 2s enaA ee N dav ee aes A 2-4 acres 
Building Area! 

Gross square feet (excluding inside parking). ...0..0....cccccssccessenesteeeseeseeeeeoees 55,000 gsf 
Gross square feet (including inside parking) ................. EE ta ies seats 62,000 gsf 
Inside parking Spaces wicias e covcieneadersaner cod oiasxkae card iaptal eee Ecsea wnnatncashadare eacaeuens 17 


l Square footages are approximate. The project may contain a variance in gross square footage from that 
listed in this prospectus. 
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PROSPECTUS 
NEW U.S. COURTHOUSE 
GREENVILLE, MISSISSIPPI 
Prospectus Number: PMS-CTC-GRI16 
Congressional District: 02 
Estimated Project Budget 
Estimated Site sessao a lend nel $2,500,000? 
Estimated Design sic. recu neea e A a reads $3,363,000 
Estimated Construction Cost (ECC) ($503/gsf including inside parking) ....... $31,164,000 
Estimated Management and Inspection (M&T... $3,075,000 
Estimated Total Project Cost (ETPC)*.......cssssssesssssescscssssesszessssessoorsenncsees $40,102,000° 
*Tenant agencies may fund an additional amount for alterations above the standard 
normally provided by GSA. 
Schedule Start End 
Design and Construction FY 2016 FY 2022 


Tenant Agencies 


District Court, Probation Office, Department of Justice — Marshals Service, trial 
preparation space for both the Federal Public Defender and Department of Justice — 
Office of the U.S. Attorney, and GSA. 


Justification 


The existing FB-PO-CT, constructed in 1959, does not meet the United States Courts 
Design Guide standards and lacks adequate security. Although building technology and 
security have evolved significantly since the building’s original design and construction, 
only minimal upgrades have been made to the building. Most of the building’s systems 
are at the end of their useful lives, and need complete replacement to operate efficiently 
and meet existing life safety and building codes. Security vulnerabilities also exist due to 
circulation system deficiencies and unsecured parking. The existing courthouse does not 


? Potential site funds needed for site acquisition, relocation, unknown sub-surface conditions, 
environmental, and archacological risk mitigation. 

3 GSA requests approval for a total project cost. As noted in the estimated project budget above, sub-totals 
comprising the estimated project budget are intended to provide a breakdown in support of the ETPC. The 
actual total cost to perform the entire project may differ from what is represented in this prospectus by the 
various subcomponents. 
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PROSPECTUS 
NEW U.S. COURTHOUSE 
GREENVILLE, MISSISSIPPI 


Prospectus Number: PMS-CTC-GR16 
Congressional District: 02 


have a sallyport, separate prisoner elevator, or any courtroom holding cells. The new 
courthouse will provide for separate circulation for the public, judges, and prisoners, 
thereby improving security as well as efficiency of court operations. 


Space Requirements of the U.S. Courts 


pT Current O 
| | Courtrooms | Judges | 


District 
l 1 
0 0 
1 1 
2 2 


- Active 
Summary of Energy Compliance 


- Visiting 
This project will be designed to conform to requirements of the Facilities Standards for 
the Public Buildings Service and will implement strategies to meet the Guiding Principles 
for High Performance and Sustainable Buildings. GSA encourages design opportunities 
to increase energy and water efficiency above the minimum performance criteria. 


Magistrate 
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PROSPECTUS 
NEW U.S. COURTHOUSE 
GREENVILLE, MISSISSIPPI 


Prospectus Number: PMS-CTC-GR16 
Congressional District: 02 


Future of Existing Federal Building* 


The Federal tenancy in Greenville does not support the need for two courthouses; 
therefore, GSA will explore alternatives associated with the disposal of the existing 
courthouse, and is working with the Social Security Administration and the Postal 
Service to define the best solution for meeting their long-term space needs in Greenville. 


Prior Appropriations 


i Prior Appropriations 


Public Law Proposed Project 


114-113* 2016 $40,102,000 | Site, Design, ECC, 
M&I 
Appropriations to Date $40,102,000 ee 


*Public Law 114-113 funded $52,733,000 for new construction and acquisition projects that are joint 
United States Courthouses and Federal Buildings, including U.S. Post Offices, on the “FY 2015-FY 2019 
Five Year Capital Investment Plan” submitted by GSA with the agency’s Fiscal Year 2016 Congressional 
Justification. GSA’s Spend Plan describes each project to be undertaken with this funding. Original 
Spend Plan numbers indicated a higher cost for the project, but further refinement of customer 
requirements and scope have resulted in an FY 2016 need for Greenville of $40,102,000. 


Prior Committee Approvals 


Prior Committee Approvals 


* This section is included to address recommendations in the following GAO Report: Federal Courthouses: 
Better Planning Needed Regarding Reuse of Old Courthouses (GAO-14-48). 
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PROSPECTUS 
NEW U.S. COURTHOUSE 
GREENVILLE, MISSISSIPPI 


Prospectus Number: PMS-CTC-GRI16 
Congressional District: 02 


Certification of Need 
The proposed project is the best solution to meet a validated Government need. 


Submitted at Washington, DC, on August 19, 2016 


A 


Commissioner, Public Buildings Service ae 


Approved: Is TAL. 


Administrator, General Services Administration 


Recommended: 
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COMMITTEE RESOLUTION 
LEASE—PEACE CORPS, WASHINGTON, DC 

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep- 
resentatives, that pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307, 
appropriations are authorized for a lease of 
up to 173,000 rentable square feet of space, in- 
cluding 5 official parking spaces, for the 
Peace Corps currently located at 1111 20th 
Street, NW in Washington, D.C. at a pro- 
posed total annual cost of $8,650,000 for a 
lease term of up to 15 years, a prospectus for 
which is attached to and included in this res- 
olution. 

Approval of this prospectus constitutes au- 
thority to execute an interim lease for all 
tenants, if necessary, prior to the execution 
of the new lease. 

Provided that, the Administrator of General 
Services and tenant agencies agree to apply 
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an overall utilization rate of 152 square feet 
or less per person, except that, if the Admin- 
istrator determines that the overall utiliza- 
tion rate cannot be achieved, the Adminis- 
trator shall provide an explanatory state- 
ment to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the House of Rep- 
resentatives prior to exercising any lease au- 
thority provided in this resolution. 

Provided that, except for interim leases as 
described above, the Administrator may not 
enter into any leases that are below pro- 
spectus level for the purposes of meeting any 
of the requirements, or portions thereof, in- 
cluded in the prospectus that would result in 
an overall utilization rate of 152 square feet 
or higher per person. 

Provided that, to the maximum extent 
practicable, the Administrator shall include 
in the lease contract(s) a purchase option. 
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Provided further, that the Administrator 
shall require that the delineated area of the 
procurement is identical to the delineated 
area included in the prospectus, except that, 
if the Administrator determines that the de- 
lineated area of the procurement should not 
be identical to the delineated area included 
in the prospectus, the Administrator shall 
provide an explanatory statement to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure of the House of Representatives 
prior to exercising any lease authority pro- 
vided in this resolution. 


Provided further, that the General Services 
Administration shall not delegate to any 
other agency the authority granted by this 
resolution. 
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GSA PBS 
PROSPECTUS — LEASE 
PEACE CORPS 
WASHINGTON, DC 


Prospectus Number: PDC-08-WA17 


Executive Summary 


The General Services Administration (GSA) proposes a lease of approximately 173,000 
rentable square feet (RSF) for the Peace Corps, currently located at 1111 20" Street, NW 
in Washington, DC. 


The lease will provide continued housing for Peace Corps and will slightly improve the 
office and overall space utilization from 99 to 98 and 156 to 152 per person, respectively. 


Description 
Occupant: Peace Corps 
Current Rentable Square Feet (RSF) 161,725 {Current RSF/USF = 1.13) 
Estimated Maximum RSF; 173,000 (Proposed RSF/USF ~ 1,20) 
Expansion/Reduction RSF: None 


Current Usable Square Feet/Person: 
Estimated Usable Square Feet/Person: 


Proposed Maximum Leasing Authority: 


Expiration Dates of Current Lease(s): 
Delineated Area: 


Number of Official Parking Spaces: 
Scoring: 
Estimated Rental Rate”: 


156 

152 

15 years 

05/3 1/2018 

Washington, DC Central Employment 
Area 

5 

Operating Lease 

$50.00 / RSF 


' The RSF/USF at the current location is approximately 1.13; however, to maximize competition a 
RSF USF ratio of 1.2 is used for the proposed maximum RSF as indicated in the housing plan. 

? This estimate is for fiscal year 2018 and may be escalated by 1.95 percent annually to the effective date of 
the lease to account for inflation. The proposed rental rate is fully serviced including all operating 
expenses whether paid by the lessor or directly by the Goverment. GSA will conduct the procurement 
using prevailing market rental rates as a benchmark for the evaluation of competitive offers and as the basis 
for negotiating with offerers to ensure that lease award is made in the beat interest of the Government. 
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GSA PBS 


PROSPECTUS - LEASE 
PEACE CORPS 
WASHINGTON, DC 


Prospectus Number: PDC-08-WAI7 


Estimated Total Annual Cost’: $8,650,000 
Current Total Annual Cost: $4,947,167 (leases effective 
06/1/1998) 


Acquisition Strategy 


In order to maximize the flexibility and competition in acquiring space for the Peace 
Corps, GSA may issue a single, multiple award solicitation that will allow offerors to 
provide blocks of space able to meet requirements in whole or in part. All offers must 
provide space consistent with the delineated area defined by this prospectus. 


Background 


The Peace Corps’ mission is to promote world peace and friendship by fulfilling three 
goals: helping the people of intcrested countries in meeting their need for trained men and 
women; promoting a better understanding of Americans on the part of the peoples served; 
and facilitating a better understanding of other peoples on the part of Americans. 


Justification 


Since 1961, the Peace Corps has been strengthening the United States of America by 
building bridges with nations around the world through community-based development 
and cross-cultural understanding. Effective support of its volunteers and staff in 141 
countries is crucial to advancing the mission and goals of the agency. The current lease 
at 1111 20" Street, NW expires May 31, 2018. Peace Corps requires continued housing 
to carry out its mission. 


GSA will incorporate energy efficiency requirements into the Request for Lease 
Proposals and other documents related to the procurement of space based on the 
approved prospectus. GSA encourages offerors to exceed minimum requirements set 
forth in the procurement and to achieve an Energy Star performance rating of 75 or 


higher. 


* New leases may contain an escalation clause to provide for annual changes in real estate taxes and 
operating costs. 
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GSA | PBS 


PROSPECTUS — LEASE 
PEACE CORPS 
WASHINGTON, DC 


Prospectus Number: PDC-08-WAI7 


Resolutions of Approval 


Resolutions adopted by the House Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure and 
the Senate Committee on Environment and Public Works approving this prospectus will 
constitute approval to make appropriations to lease space in a facility that will yield the 
required rentable area. 


Interim Leasing 


GSA will execute such interim leasing actions as are necessary to ensure continued 
housing of the tenant agency prior to the effective date of the new lease, It is in the best 
interest of the Government to avert the financial risk of holdover tenancy. 


Certification of Need 


The proposed project is the best solution to meet a validated Government need. 


Submitted at Washington, DC,on OP pme 


Commissioner, Public Buildings Service 
a “TO 
J "Finny 
Approved: MS eee, KPa 


-~ Administrator, General Services Administration = 
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COMMITTEE RESOLUTION 


LEASE—ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY, 
PHILADELPHIA, PA 


Resolved by the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep- 
resentatives, that pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307, 
appropriations are authorized for a lease of 
up to 222,000 rentable square feet of space, in- 
cluding 15 official parking spaces, for the 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency cur- 
rently located at 1650 Arch Street in Phila- 
delphia, Pennsylvania at a proposed total an- 
nual cost of $8,436,000 for a lease term of up 
to 20 years, a prospectus for which is at- 
tached to and included in this resolution. 

Approval of this prospectus constitutes au- 
thority to execute an interim lease for all 
tenants, if necessary, prior to the execution 
of the new lease. 
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Provided that, the Administrator of General 
Services and tenant agencies agree to apply 
an overall utilization rate of 200 square feet 
or less per person, except that, if the Admin- 
istrator determines that the overall utiliza- 
tion rate cannot be achieved, the Adminis- 
trator shall provide an explanatory state- 
ment to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the House of Rep- 
resentatives prior to exercising any lease au- 
thority provided in this resolution. 


Provided that, except for interim leases as 
described above, the Administrator may not 
enter into any leases that are below pro- 
spectus level for the purposes of meeting any 
of the requirements, or portions thereof, in- 
cluded in the prospectus that would result in 
an overall utilization rate of 200 square feet 
or higher per person. 


September 19, 2016 


Provided that, to the maximum extent 
practicable, the Administrator shall include 
in the lease contract(s) a purchase option. 

Provided further, that the Administrator 
shall require that the delineated area of the 
procurement is identical to the delineated 
area included in the prospectus, except that, 
if the Administrator determines that the de- 
lineated area of the procurement should not 
be identical to the delineated area included 
in the prospectus, the Administrator shall 
provide an explanatory statement to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure of the House of Representatives 
prior to exercising any lease authority pro- 
vided in this resolution. 

Provided further, that the General Services 
Administration shall not delegate to any 
other agency the authority granted by this 
resolution. 
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GSA PBS 


PROSPECTUS ~ LEASE 
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
PHILADELPHIA, PA 


Prospectus Number: PPA-01-PH17 
Congressional District: 1,2 


Executive Summary 


The General Services Administration (GSA) proposes a lease for approximately 222,000 
rentable square feet (RSF) of space for the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), 
currently located in leased space at 1650 Arch Street, Philadelphia, PA. 


The proposed lease will enable EPA to provide continued housing as well as more 
modem, streamlined, and efficient operations. It will significantly improve space 
utilization, as the office utilization rate will be improved from 170 to 120 usable square 
feet (USF) per person, and the overall utilization rate from 278 to 200 USF per person, 
and reduce EPA’s footprint at this location by 86,000 RSF. 


Description 


Occupant: Environmental Protection Agency 

Current Rentable Square Feet (RSF): 307,847 (Current RSF/USF = 1.15) 

Estimated Maximum RSF: 222,000 (Proposed RSF/USF = 1.15) 

Expansion/Reduction RSF: 85,847 (Reduction) 

Current Usable Square Feet/Person: 278 

Estimated Usable Square Feet/Person: 200 

Proposed Maximum Lease Term: 20 Years 

Expiration Dates of Current Leases; 05/31/2018 

Delineated Area: The Philadelphia Central Business District 
bounded by: 


North - Girard Ave 

South - Washington Ave to Rail Line 
crossing the Schuylkill River 

East - Delaware River to Columbia Ave 
West — Schuylkill River to Spring Garden 
Street to 40" Street to Woodland Ave to 
University Ave 


Number of Official Parking Spaces: 15 

Scoring: Operating lease 
Estimated Rental Rate!: $38.00 / RSF 
Estimated Total Annual Cost’: $8,436,000 


"This estimate is for fiscal year 2018 and may be escalated by 2.0 percent annually to the effective date of 
the lease to account for inflation, The proposed rental rate is fully serviced including all operating 
expenses whether paid by the lessor or directly by the Government. GSA will conduct the procurement 
using prevailing market rental rates as a benchmark for the evaluation of competitive offers and as a basis 
for negotiating with offerors to ensure that lease award is made in the best interest of the government. 
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GSA PBS 


PROSPECTUS — LEASE 
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 


PHILADELPHIA, PA 
Prospectus Number: PPA-01-PH17 
Congressional District: 1,2 
Current Total Annual Cost: $6,820,937 (Lease effective 06/01/1998) 


Background 


The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) is currently located in an approximately 
308,000 RSF leased location at 1650 Arch Street, Philadelphia, PA. This primarily office 
space serves as a Regional office for the EPA. The lease expires May 31, 2018, and a 
long-term housing solution is needed for the agency. This prospectus request seeks 
authority to procure a long-term leasing solution for this requirement. 


Acquisition Strategy 


GSA is planning to satisfy this requirement through a single award solicitation. All offers 
must provide space consistent with the delineated area defined by this prospectus. 


Justification 


EPA has developed a program of requirements for replacement space to house its Region 
3 Regional Headquarters in Philadelphia, PA. The proposed requirements utilize new 
space standards developed to improve space efficiency and employee productivity and 
will reduce EPA's footprint by 85,847 RSF. In the absence of this reduction, the status 
quo cost of continued occupancy at the proposed market rental rate would be 
$11,698,186 per year. 


Summary of Energy Compliance 


GSA will incorporate energy efficiency requirements into the Request for Lease 
Proposals and other documents related to the procurement of space based on the 
approved prospectus. GSA encourages offerors to exceed minimum requirements set 
forth in the procurement and to achieve an energy Star performance rating of 75 or 
higher. 


“New leases may contain an escalation clause to provide for annual changes in real estate taxes and 
operating costs, 
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PROSPECTUS — LEASE 
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
PHILADELPHIA, PA 


Prospectus Number: PPA-O1-PH17 
Congressional District: 1,2 


Resolutions of Approval 


Resolutions adopted by the House Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure and 
the Senate Committee on Environment and Public Works approving this prospectus will 
constitute approval to make appropriations to lease space in a facility that will yield the 
required rentable area. 


Interim Leasin 
GSA will execute such interim leasing actions as are necessary to ensure continued 


housing of the tenant agency prior to the effective date of the new lease. It is in the best 
interest of the Government to avert the financial risk of holdover tenancy. 


Certification of Necd 


The proposed lease is the best solution to meet a validated Government need. 


JIN N06 2016 


Submitted at Washington, DE, on — 


N 


“Commissioner, Public Buildings Service 


Recommended: _ 


Miyano 


Approved:_ a 
‘Administrator, General Services Administration 
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COMMITTEE RESOLUTION 


LEASE—PENSION BENEFIT GUARANTY 
CORPORATION, WASHINGTON, DC 


Resolved by the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep- 
resentatives, that pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307, 
appropriations are authorized for a lease of 
up to 431,800 rentable square feet of space, in- 
cluding 9 official parking spaces, for the Pen- 
sion Benefit Guaranty Corporation currently 
located at 1200 K Street, 1225 I Street, and 
1275 K Street, NW in Washington, D.C. at a 
proposed total annual cost of $21,590,000 for a 
lease term of up to 15 years, a prospectus for 
which is attached to and included in this res- 
olution. 

Approval of this prospectus constitutes au- 
thority to execute an interim lease for all 
tenants, if necessary, prior to the execution 
of the new lease. 
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Provided that, the Administrator of General 
Services and tenant agencies agree to apply 
an overall utilization rate of 199 square feet 
or less per person, except that, if the Admin- 
istrator determines that the overall utiliza- 
tion rate cannot be achieved, the Adminis- 
trator shall provide an explanatory state- 
ment to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the House of Rep- 
resentatives prior to exercising any lease au- 
thority provided in this resolution. 

Provided that, except for interim leases as 
described above, the Administrator may not 
enter into any leases that are below pro- 
spectus level for the purposes of meeting any 
of the requirements, or portions thereof, in- 
cluded in the prospectus that would result in 
an overall utilization rate of 199 square feet 
or higher per person. 

Provided that, to the maximum extent 
practicable, the Administrator shall include 
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in the lease contract(s) a purchase option 
that can be exercised at the conclusion of 
the firm term of the lease. 


Provided further, that the Administrator 
shall require that the delineated area of the 
procurement is identical to the delineated 
area included in the prospectus, except that, 
if the Administrator determines that the de- 
lineated area of the procurement should not 
be identical to the delineated area included 
in the prospectus, the Administrator shall 
provide an explanatory statement to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure of the House of Representatives 
prior to exercising any lease authority pro- 
vided in this resolution. 


Provided further, that the General Services 
Administration shall not delegate to any 
other agency the authority granted by this 
resolution. 
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GSA PBS 
PROSPECTUS ~ LEASE 
PENSION BENEFIT GUARANTY CORPORATION 
WASHINGTON, DC 


Prospectus Number: PDC-10-WAI7 


Executive Summary 


The General Services Administration (GSA) proposes a lease for approximately 431,800 
rentable square feet (RSF) of space for the Pension Benefit Guaranty Corporation 
(PBGC), currently located in three leases at 1200 K Street, 1225 1 Street, and 1275 K 
Strect in Washington, DC. 


The lease will provide continued housing for PBGC and will improve PBGC's office and 
overall utilization rate from 125 to 111 usable square feet (USF) per person, and 216 to 
199 USF per person, respectively, while housing current personnel in 35,360 RSF less 
than the total of its current occupancies. 


Description 
Occupant: Pension Benefit Guaranty Corporation 
Current Rentable Square Feet (RSF) 467,160 (Current RSF USF > 1.20) 
Estimated Maximum RSF: 431,800 (Proposed RSF/USF = 1.20) 
Expansion/Reduction RSF: 35,366 (Reduction) 
Current Usable Square Feet/Person; 216 
Estimated Usable Square Feet/Person: 199 
Proposed Maximum Lease Term: 15 Years 
Expiration Dates of Curran Leases: 12, 10/18 
Delineated Area: Washington, DC, Central Employment 
Area 
Number of Official Parking Spaces: 9 
Scoring: Operating lease 
Estimated Rental Rate’: $50.00 / RSF 
Estimated Total Annual Cost’: $21,590,000 
Current Total Annual Cost: $25,210,054 {Leases effective 


12/11/2008, and 10/01/2014) 


This estimate is for fiscal year 2018 and may be escalated by 1.95 percent annually to the effective date of 
the lease to account for inflation. The proposed rental rate is fully serviced including all operating 
expenses whether paid by the lessor or directly by the Goverment. GSA will conduct the procurement 
using prevailing market rental rates as a benchmark for the evaluation of competitive offers and as a basis 
for negotiating with offerors to ensure that lease award ia made in the best mterest of the Goverment. 

New leases may contain an escalation clause fo provide for annual changes in real estate taxes and 


operating costs, 
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GSA PBS 


PROSPECTUS — LEASE 
PENSION BENEFIT GUARANTY CORPORATION 
WASHINGTON, DC 


Prospectus Number: PDC-10-WAI7 


Background 


The PBGC mission is to protect the retirement incomes of more than 40 million 
American workers in more than 26,000 private-sector defined benefit pension plans. 
PBGC was created by the Employee Retirement Income Security Act (ERISA) of 1974 to 
encourage the continuation and maintenance of private-sector defined benefit pension 
plans, provide timely and uninterrupted payment of pension benefits, and keep pension 
insurance premiums at a minimum. 


Justification 


PBGC maintains three headquarter leases located at 1200 K Street NW, 1275 K Street 
NW, and 1225 I Street NW, in Washington, DC. These leases are coterminous, expiring 
December 2018. The PBGC has a continuing need for headquarters office and support 
space to fulfill its mission. Consolidating the three existing leases will streamline 
operations and improve PBGC's footprint by 35,360 RSF. Without this reduction, the 
status-quo cost of continued occupancy would be $23,358,000. 


Summary of Energy Compliance 


GSA will incorporate energy efficiency requirements into the Request for Lease 
Proposals and other documents related to the procurement of space based on the 
approved prospectus. GSA encourages offerors to exceed minimum requirements set 
forth in the procurement and to achieve an Energy Star performance rating of 75 or 
higher. 


Resolutions of Approval 


Resolutions adopted by the Hause Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure and 
the Senate Committee on Environment and Public Works approving this prospectus will 
constitute approval to make appropriations to lease space in a facility that will yield the 
required rentable area. _ 


Interim Leasing 


GSA will execute such interim leasing actions as are necessary to ensure continued 
housing of the tenant agency prior to the effective date of the new lease. It is in the best 
interest of the Government to avert the financial risk of holdover tenancy. 


find 
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PROSPECTUS — LEASE 
PENSION BENEFIT GUARANTY CORPORATION 
WASHINGTON, DC 


Prospectus Number. PDC-10-WAI!7 


Certification of Need 
The proposed lease is the best solution to meet a validated Government need. 


Submitted at Washington, DC, on June % 2016 


Recommended: _ Bea ome os DL ees -y . 
Commpsioncr, Public Buildings Service 


A a AF 
A Cy 
Approved: ee fa E Yh. 


Administrator, General Services Administration 
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COMMITTEE RESOLUTION 
LEASE—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE, OFFICE OF 

THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE JOINT STAFF, 

SUFFOLK, VA 

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep- 
resentatives, that pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307, 
appropriations are authorized for a lease of 
up to 403,737 rentable square feet of space for 
the Department of Defense, Office of the Sec- 
retary of Defense, Joint Staff currently lo- 
cated at 116-116B Lake View Parkway in Suf- 
folk, Virginia at a proposed total annual cost 
of $8,882,214 for a lease term of up to 15 years, 
a prospectus for which is attached to and in- 
cluded in this resolution. 

Approval of this prospectus constitutes au- 
thority to execute an interim lease for all 
tenants, if necessary, prior to the execution 
of the new lease. 
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Provided that, the Administrator of General 
Services and tenant agencies agree to apply 
an overall utilization rate of 264 square feet 
or less per person, except that, if the Admin- 
istrator determines that the overall utiliza- 
tion rate cannot be achieved, the Adminis- 
trator shall provide an explanatory state- 
ment to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the House of Rep- 
resentatives prior to exercising any lease au- 
thority provided in this resolution. 


Provided that, except for interim leases as 
described above, the Administrator may not 
enter into any leases that are below pro- 
spectus level for the purposes of meeting any 
of the requirements, or portions thereof, in- 
cluded in the prospectus that would result in 
an overall utilization rate of 264 square feet 
or higher per person. 


September 19, 2016 


Provided that, to the maximum extent 
practicable, the Administrator shall include 
in the lease contract(s) a purchase option. 

Provided further, that the Administrator 
shall require that the delineated area of the 
procurement is identical to the delineated 
area included in the prospectus, except that, 
if the Administrator determines that the de- 
lineated area of the procurement should not 
be identical to the delineated area included 
in the prospectus, the Administrator shall 
provide an explanatory statement to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure of the House of Representatives 
prior to exercising any lease authority pro- 
vided in this resolution. 

Provided further, that the General Services 
Administration shall not delegate to any 
other agency the authority granted by this 
resolution. 
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GSA PBS 


PROSPECTUS ~ LEASE 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE ; 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE JOINT STAFF 
SUFFOLK, VA 


Prospectus Number: PVA-01-SUI7 
Congressional District: 4 


Executive Summary 


The General Services Administration (GSA) proposes a lease for approximately 403,737 
rentable square feet (RSF) for the Department of Defense, Office of the Secretary of 
Defense, Joint Staff (DOD-JS). DOD-JS is currently housed at 116-116B Lake View 
Parkway, Suffolk, VA under a lease that expires May 9, 2018. 


The proposed lease will enable DOD-JS to provide continued housing for its mission in 
Suffolk, VA. DOD-JS is uniquely responsible for ensuring the coordination between all 
branches of the U.S. military and foreign entities. The proposed lease will provide 
continued housing for the primary training facility for this mission. 116-116B Lake View 
Parkway is one of five buildings within a secure campus leased for DOD's exclusive use. 


Description 

Occupant: DOD Office of the Secretary of Defense 
Joint Staff 

Current Rentable Square Feet (RSF) 403,737 (RSF/USF = 1.08) 

Estimated Maximum RSF: 403,737 (RSF/USF = 1.08) 

Expansion/Reduction RSF: None 

Current Usable Square Feet/Person: 240 

Estimated Usable Square Feet/Person: 264 

Proposed Maximum Lease Term: 15 Years 

Expiration Dates of Current Leases: 05/09/2018 

Delineated Area: North: James River 
South: Kings Hwy (Rt.125) to 
Nansemond Pkwy (Rt. 337) 
East; City limit of Suffolk 

West: Nansemond River 

Number of Official Parking Spaces: 0 

Scoring: Operating lease 

Estimated Proposed Rental Rate!: $22.00/ RSF 

Estimated Total Annual Cost”: $8,882,214 


‘This estimate is for fiscal year 2018 and may be escalated by 1.95 percent annually to the effective date of 
the lease to account for inflation. The propesed rental rate is fully serviced including all operating 
expenses whether paid by the lessor or directly by the Government. GSA will conduct the procurement 
using prevailing market rental rates as a benchmark for negotiating this lease to ensure that lease award is 
made in the best interest of the Government. 
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PROSPECTUS - LEASE 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE JOINT STAPF 
SUFFOLK, VA 


Prospectus Number: PVA-01-SU17 
Congressional District: 4 


Current Total Annual Cost: $6,791,189 (Leases effective 
05/10/1993 and 06/15/2004) 


Background 


The original 320,825 RSF building, 116 Lake View, was constructed in 1993 to meet the 
space requirements of the Department of the Navy, and it was used as a warehouse and 
torpedo testing facility. In 2004, the United States Joint Forces Command (USJFCOM) 
was the sole tenant when it expanded the facility by 82,912 RSF with the construction of 
116B Lake View, which is connected to 116 Lake View as one structure. Upon the 
disestablishment of USJFCOM in August 2011, DOD-JS became the sole occupant and 
has a continuing need for housing to carry out its mission. 


GSA will consider whether DOD-JS’s continued housing needs should be satisfied in the 
existing location based on an analysis of other potential locations within the delineated 
area. If other potential locations are identified, a cost-benefit analysis will be conducted 
to determine whether the Goverment can expect to recover the relocation and 
duplication costs of real and personal property needed for DOD-JS to accomplish its 
mission. 


Justification 


The Joint Staff is currently housed at 116 & 116B Lake View Parkway. GSA executed 
the original lease in 1993 and a five-year renewal option effective on May 9, 2013. There 
are no remaining lease renewal or purchase options. A purchase option will be solicited 
in the proposed lease procurement. The existing building functions as a training center 
and DOD-JS has a continuing need for space to carry out its mission. 


Summary of Energy Compliance 


GSA will incorporate energy efficiency requirements into the Request for Lease 
Proposals and other documents related to the procurement of space based on the 
approved prospectus. GSA encourages offerors to exceed minimum requirements set 
forth in the procurement and to achieve an energy Star performance rating of 75 or 


higher. 


3 
“New leases may contain an escalation clause to provide for annual changes in real estate taxes and 
operating costs. 


Nal 
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PROSPECTUS — LEASE 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE JOINT STAFF 
l SUFFOLK, VA 


Prospectus Number: PVA-01-SU17 
Congressional District: 4 


Resolutions of Approval 
Resolutions adopted by the House Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure and 
the Senate Committee on Environment and Public Works approving this prospectus will 


constitute approval to make appropriations to lease space in a facility that will yield the 
required rentable area. 


Interim Leasin: 


GSA will execute such interim lensing actions as are necessary to ensure continued 
housing of the tenant agency prior to the effective date of the extension. It is in the best 
interest of the Government fo avert the financial risk of holdover tenancy. 


Certification of Need 


The proposed project ig the best solution to meet a validated Government need, 


Submitted at Washington, DC, on — iN Q 6 ae 


Recommended: / a 


“Commissioner, Public Buildings Service 


A] 
ee f i 
Approved: i Aleisa Z V 


Administrator, General Services Administration 
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September 19, 2016 


AMENDED COMMITTEE RESOLUTION 

LEASE—EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF IMMIGRATION RE- 

VIEW AND IMMIGRATION AND CUSTOMS EN- 

FORCEMENT, SAN FRANCISCO, CA 

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep- 
resentatives, that pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307, 
appropriations are authorized for a lease of 
up to 91,100 rentable square feet of space, in- 
cluding 25 official parking spaces, for the De- 
partment of Justice, Executive Office of Im- 
migration Review and the Department of 
Homeland Security, Immigration and Cus- 
toms Enforcement, Office for Principle Legal 
Advisors currently located at 100 Mont- 
gomery Street in San Francisco, California 
at a proposed total annual cost of $6,832,500 
for a lease term of up to 10 years, a pro- 
spectus for which is attached to and included 
in this resolution. This resolution amends 
the prior authorization of prospectus PCA- 
01-SF16 on March 2, 2016. 

Approval of this prospectus constitutes au- 
thority to execute an interim lease for all 
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tenants, if necessary, prior to the execution 
of the new lease. 

Provided that, the Administrator of General 
Services and tenant agencies agree to apply 
an overall utilization rate of 556 square feet 
or less per person for the Executive Office of 
Immigration Review and 210 square feet or 
less per person for the Office of Principle 
Legal Advisors, except that, if the Adminis- 
trator determines that the overall utiliza- 
tion rate cannot be achieved, the Adminis- 
trator shall provide an explanatory state- 
ment to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the House of Rep- 
resentatives prior to exercising any lease au- 
thority provided in this resolution. 

Provided that, except for interim leases as 
described above, the Administrator may not 
enter into any leases that are below pro- 
spectus level for the purposes of meeting any 
of the requirements, or portions thereof, in- 
cluded in the prospectus that would result in 
an overall utilization rate of 556 square feet 
or higher per person for the Executive Office 


13003 


of Immigration Review or 210 square feet or 
higher per person for the Office of Principle 
Legal Advisors. 


Provided that, to the maximum extent 
practicable, the Administrator shall include 
in the lease contract(s) a purchase option. 


Provided further, that the Administrator 
shall require that the delineated area of the 
procurement is identical to the delineated 
area included in the prospectus, except that, 
if the Administrator determines that the de- 
lineated area of the procurement should not 
be identical to the delineated area included 
in the prospectus, the Administrator shall 
provide an explanatory statement to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure of the House of Representatives 
prior to exercising any lease authority pro- 
vided in this resolution. 


Provided further, that the General Services 
Administration shall not delegate to any 
other agency the authority granted by this 
resolution. 
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GSA PBS 
AMENDED PROSPECTUS — LEASE 
EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF IMMIGRATION REVIEW AND 
IMMIGRATION AND CUSTOMS ENFORCEMENT 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 
Prospectus Number: PCA-01-SF17 
Congressional District: 12 


Executive Summary 


The General Services Administration (GSA) proposes to amend prospectus PCA-01-SF16 which 
proposed a lease of up to 85,000 rentable square feet for the Department of Justice, Executive 
Office of Immigration Review and Department of Homeland Security, Immigration and Customs 
Enforcement, Office for Principle Legal Advisors (OPLA), for a term of 10 years at a maximum 
cost of $76.00 per rentable square foot. The Senate Committee on Environment and Public 
Works and the House Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure approved the original 
prospectus on January 20, 2016 and March 2, 2016. This amended prospectus seeks authority to 
continue leasing 6,800 rentable square feet, previously removed from the OPLA housing 
requirement in PCA-01-SF16, in order to house an increase in attomeys and staff. 


Description 

Occupant: Executive Office of Immigration 
Review and Immigration and Customs 
Enforcement 

Current Rentable Square Feet (RSF) 91,100 (Current RSF/USF = 1.18) 

Previously Awarded Lease RSF: 84,300 (RSF/USF = 1.18) 

Estimated Maximum RSF: 91,100 (Proposed RSF/USF = 1.18) 

Expansion/Reduction RSF: None 

Current Usable Square Feet/Person: 556/239 

Estimated Usable Square Feet/Person: 556/210 

Proposed Maximum Lease Term: 10 Years 

Expiration Dates of Current Leases: 10/12/2016 

Delineated Area: 100 Montgomery Street, 
San Francisco, CA 

Number of Official Parking Spaces: 25 

Scoring: Operating lease 

Estimated Proposed Rental Rate’: 875.00 | RSF 

Estimated Total Annual Cost’: $6,832,500 


"This estimate is for fiscal year 2017 and may be escalated by 1.9 percent annually to the effective date of the lease 
to account for inflation. The proposed rental rate is fully serviced including all operating expenses whether paid by 
the lessor or directly by the Government. GSA will conduct the procurement using prevailing market rental rates as 
a benchmark for negotiating this lease to ensure that lease award is made in the best interest of the Government. 


> New leases may contain an escalation clause to provide for annual changes in real estate taxes and operating costs. 
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GSA PBS 


AMENDED PROSPECTUS ~ LEASE 
EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF IMMIGRATION REVIEW AND 
IMMIGRATION AND CUSTOMS ENFORCEMENT 


SAN FRANCISCO, CA 
Prospectus Number: PCA-O1-SF17 
Congressional District: 12 
Current Total Annual Cost: $3,220,858 (leases effective 
10/13/2006 and 08/18/2008) 


Justification 


EOIR and OPLA are currently co-located at 100 Montgomery Street in San Francisco, CA under 
a lease that expires on October 12, 2016. In conjunction with approximately 9,000 RSF in a 
nearby Federal building, this location acts as one of the 59 EOIR Courts around the country. The 
judges and staff administer and interpret Federal immigration law and regulations through 
immigration court proceedings, appellate reviews, and administrative hearings. 


On March 16, 2016, GSA awarded a 10 year lease for approximately 84,300 rentable square feet 
which will become effective immediately following the existing lease expirations on October 12, 
2016. The original prospectus proposed to decrease OPLA’s requirement by approximately 
6,800 rentable square feet. OPLA is in the process of hiring 37 additional personnel not 
anticipated in the original prospectus to support the growing docket in the San Francisco EOIR 
Court and these personnel are anticipated to be onboard by July 2016. The existing space, 
removed from the previous prospectus is needed to meet this requirement. This prospectus 
decreases the requested approved rental rate per rentable square foot from $76.00 to $75.00, 
increases the estimated maximum rentable square feet from 85,000 to 91,100, and improves 
OPLA's overall utilization rate from 239 usable square feet (USF) per person to 210 USF per 
person. 


Summary of Energy Compliance 


GSA will incorporate energy efficiency requirements into the Request for Lease Proposals and 
other documents related to the procurement of space based on the approved prospectus. GSA 
encourages offerors to exceed minimum requirements set forth in the procurement and to achieve 
an Energy Star performance rating of 75 or higher. 


Resolutions of Approval 


Resolutions adopted by the House Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure and the 
Senate Committee on Environment and Public Works approving this prospectus will constitute 


approval to make appropriations to lease space in a facility that will yield the required rentable 
area. 


ES 
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GSA PBS 


AMENDED PROSPECTUS — LEASE 
EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF IMMIGRATION REVIEW AND 
IMMIGRATION AND CUSTOMS ENFORCEMENT 


SAN FRANCISCO, CA 
Prospectus Number: PCA-01-SF17 
Congressional District: 12 


Interim Leasing 
GSA will execute such interim leasing actions as are necessary to ensure continued housing of 


the tenant agency prior to the effective date of the new lease. Itis in the best interest of the 
Government to avert the financial risk of holdover tenancy. 


Certification of Need 
The proposed lease is the best solution to meet a validated Government need. 


Submitted at Washington, DC, on June 16, 2016 


Recommended: _— 


“Commissioner, Public Buildings Service 


l F . IT 


Approved: x 


Administrator, General Services Administration 
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COMMITTEE RESOLUTION 


LEASE—NATIONAL ARCHIVES AND RECORDS AD- 
MINISTRATION, JACKSON AND CLAY COUNTIES, 
MISSOURI, AND JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS 


Resolved by the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep- 
resentatives, that pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307, 
appropriations are authorized for a lease of 
up to 806,794 rentable square feet of space, in- 
cluding 142 official parking spaces, for the 
National Archives and Records Administra- 
tion, Federal Records Center currently lo- 
cated at 200 NW Space Center in Lee’s Sum- 
mit, Missouri at a proposed total annual cost 
of $5,647,558 for a lease term of up to 20 years, 
a prospectus for which is attached to and in- 
cluded in this resolution. 


Approval of this prospectus constitutes au- 
thority to execute an interim lease for all 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


tenants, if necessary, prior to the execution 
of the new lease. 

Provided that, the Administrator of General 
Services and tenant agencies agree to apply 
an overall utilization rate of 129 square feet 
or less per person, except that, if the Admin- 
istrator determines that the overall utiliza- 
tion rate cannot be achieved, the Adminis- 
trator shall provide an explanatory state- 
ment to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the House of Rep- 
resentatives prior to exercising any lease au- 
thority provided in this resolution. 

Provided that, except for interim leases as 
described above, the Administrator may not 
enter into any leases that are below pro- 
spectus level for the purposes of meeting any 
of the requirements, or portions thereof, in- 
cluded in the prospectus that would result in 
an overall utilization rate of 129 square feet 
or higher per person. 


September 19, 2016 


Provided that, to the maximum extent 
practicable, the Administrator shall include 
in the lease contract(s) a purchase option. 

Provided further, that the Administrator 
shall require that the delineated area of the 
procurement is identical to the delineated 
area included in the prospectus, except that, 
if the Administrator determines that the de- 
lineated area of the procurement should not 
be identical to the delineated area included 
in the prospectus, the Administrator shall 
provide an explanatory statement to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure of the House of Representatives 
prior to exercising any lease authority pro- 
vided in this resolution. 

Provided further, that the General Services 
Administration shall not delegate to any 
other agency the authority granted by this 
resolution. 
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GSA PBS 
PROSPECTUS — LEASE 
NATIONAL ARCHIVES AND RECORDS ADMINISTRATION 
JACKSON AND CLAY COUNTIES, MISSOURI, AND JOHNSON 
COUNTY, KANSAS 

Prospectus Number: PMO-01-LS17 
Congressional District: MO 05, 06, KS 03 

Executive Summary 


The General Services Administration (GSA) proposes a lease of approximately 806,794 
rentable square feet (RSF) for the National Archives and Records Administration — 
Federal Records Center (NARA-FRC), currently located at 200 NW Space Center, Lee’s 
Summit, MO. 


The lease will provide continued housing for NARA-FRC, will maintain its current office 


utilization rate of 129 usable square feet (USF) per person, and allow for continued 
temporary and permanent record storage capabilities for Federal agencies. 


Description 


Occupant: 


Current Rentable Square Feet (RSF) 
Estimated Maximum RSF: 
Expansion/Reduction RSF: 
Current Usable Square Feet/Person: 


Estimated Usable Square Feet/Person: 


Proposed Maximum Lease Term: 
Expiration Dates of Current Leases: 
Delineated Area: 


Number of Official Parking Spaces: 
Scoring: 
Estimated Rental Rate': 


National Archives and Records 
Administration 

806,794 (Current RSF/USF = 1.00) 
806,794 (Proposed RSF/USF = 1.00) 
None 

129 

129 

20 Years 

8/14/2017 

Jackson and Clay Counties, Missouri, 
and Johnson County, Kansas 

142 

Operating lease 

$7.00 / RSF 


‘This estimate is for fiscal year 2017 and may be escalated by 2.0 percent annually to the effective date of 
the lease to account for inflation. . The proposed rental rate is fully serviced including all operating 
expenses whether paid by the lessor or directly by the Government. GSA will conduct the procurement 
using prevailing market rental rates as a benchmark for the evaluation of competitive offers and as a basis 
for negotiating with offerors to ensure that lease award is made in the best interest of the Government. 


1 
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GSA PBS 


PROSPECTUS — LEASE 
NATIONAL ARCHIVES AND RECORDS ADMINISTRATION 
JACKSON AND CLAY COUNTIES, MISSOURI, AND JOHNSON 
COUNTY, KANSAS 


Prospectus Number: PMO-01-LS17 
Congressional District: MO 05, 06, KS 03 


Estimated Total Annual Cost’: $5,647,558 
Current Total Annual Cost: $3,211,969 (Lease effective 
8/15/1997) 


Acquisition Strategy 


The NARA-FRC is currently located in subterranean space. In order to maximize 
competition, GSA will consider aboveground and subterranean space for this 
procurement and will relocate the agency if economically advantageous to the Federal 
Government. 


Justification 


NARA-FRC is one of 18 Federal Records Centers across the nation used by Federal 
agencies for records-related services. The FRCs work together to provide temporary and 
permanent record storage services. The facility storage services are full at this location 
and any new incoming client boxes are accommodated by moving existing records to 
other Federal Records Centers or by the disposal of eligible records. The current location 
provides storage conditions that meet permanent or archival requirements, which 
accounts for 57 percent of permanent record storage. 


NARA-FRC requires space to accommodate the movement, processing, and retrieving of 
large quantities of client record boxes into its computer systems, along with the ability to 
store client records in an environment that meets regulations for Federal Records Storage 
(36 CFR 1234). The movement of client record boxes is accommodated using eight-foot 
carts, which require ample circulation space for maneuvering. Although Federal agencies 
are attempting to convert to electronic storage, the demand for paper record storage still 
remains and since 2000 has grown by 2.38 percent per year. 


2 ; ; F ; 
New leases may contain an escalation clause to provide for annual changes in real estate taxes and 
operating costs. l 
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GSA PBS 


PROSPECTUS — LEASE 
NATIONAL ARCHIVES AND RECORDS ADMINISTRATION 
JACKSON AND CLAY COUNTIES, MISSOURI, AND JOHNSON 
COUNTY, KANSAS 


Prospectus Number: PMO-01-LS17 
Congressional District: MO 05, 06, KS 03 


Summary of Energy Compliance 


GSA will incorporate energy efficiency requirements into the Request for Lease 
Proposals and other documents related to the procurement of space based on the 
approved prospectus. GSA encourages offerors to exceed minimum requirements set 
forth in the procurement and to achieve an Energy Star performance rating of 75 or 
higher. 


Resolutions of Approval 


Resolutions adopted by the House Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure and 
the Senate Committee on Environment and Public Works approving this prospectus will 
constitute approval to make appropriations to lease space in a facility that will yield the 
required rentable area. 


Interim Leasing 


GSA will execute such interim leasing actions as are necessary to ensure continued 
housing of the tenant agency prior to the effective date of the new lease. It is in the best 
interest of the Government to avert the financial risk of holdover tenancy. 
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GSA PBS 


PROSPECTUS — LEASE 
NATIONAL ARCHIVES AND RECORDS ADMINISTRATION 
JACKSON AND CLAY COUNTIES, MISSOURI, AND JOHNSON 
COUNTY, KANSAS 


Prospectus Number: PMO-01-LS17 
Congressional District: MO 05, 06, KS 03 


Certification of Need 


The proposed project is the best solution to meet a validated Government need. 


Submitted at Washington, DC, on August 9,2016 


Recommended: 
Commissioner, Public Buildings Service 


Approved: Mna Was KALE... 


Administrator, General Services Administration 7 
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COMMITTEE RESOLUTION 
LEASE—SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION, 
FORT WORTH, TX 

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep- 
resentatives, that pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307, 
appropriations are authorized for a lease of 
up to 163,000 rentable square feet of space, in- 
cluding 3 official parking spaces, for the 
Small Business Administration, Office of 
Disaster Assistance currently located at 
14951 and 14925 Kingsport Drive in Dallas, 
Texas at a proposed total annual cost of 
$4,727,000 for a lease term of up to 15 years, 
a prospectus for which is attached to and in- 
cluded in this resolution. 

Approval of this prospectus constitutes au- 
thority to execute an interim lease for all 
tenants, if necessary, prior to the execution 
of the new lease. 
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Provided that, the Administrator of General 
Services and tenant agencies agree to apply 
an overall utilization rate of 292 square feet 
or less per person, except that, if the Admin- 
istrator determines that the overall utiliza- 
tion rate cannot be achieved, the Adminis- 
trator shall provide an explanatory state- 
ment to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the House of Rep- 
resentatives prior to exercising any lease au- 
thority provided in this resolution. 


Provided that, except for interim leases as 
described above, the Administrator may not 
enter into any leases that are below pro- 
spectus level for the purposes of meeting any 
of the requirements, or portions thereof, in- 
cluded in the prospectus that would result in 
an overall utilization rate of 292 square feet 
or higher per person. 


September 19, 2016 


Provided that, to the maximum extent 
practicable, the Administrator shall include 
in the lease contract(s) a purchase option. 

Provided further, that the Administrator 
shall require that the delineated area of the 
procurement is identical to the delineated 
area included in the prospectus, except that, 
if the Administrator determines that the de- 
lineated area of the procurement should not 
be identical to the delineated area included 
in the prospectus, the Administrator shall 
provide an explanatory statement to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure of the House of Representatives 
prior to exercising any lease authority pro- 
vided in this resolution. 

Provided further, that the General Services 
Administration shall not delegate to any 
other agency the authority granted by this 
resolution. 


September 19, 2016 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 13015 


GSA PBS 


PROSPECTUS — LEASE 
SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 
FORT WORTH, TX 


Prospectus Number: PTX-O1-FW17 
Congressional District: 6, 12, 24, 26,30, 33 


Executive Summary 


The General Services Administration (GSA) proposes a lease of approximately 163,000 
rentable square feet (RSF) of space for the Small Business Administration (SBA), Office 
of Disaster Assistance (ODA), currently located in leased space at 14951 and 14925 
Kingsport Drive in Dallas, TX. 


The proposed lease will provide continued housing and allow SBA to rapidly respond to 
disasters. Space utilization will vary, depending on staffing levels during an emergency 
response. The office utilization will range from 164 to 47 usable square feet (USF) per 
person, and the overall utilization rate will range from 292 to 83 USF per person, 
resulting in SBA being housed in approximately 17,000 RSF less space than it has at the 
current locations. In the absence of this reduction, the status quo cost of continued 
occupancy at the proposed market rental rate would be $5,220,000 per year. 


Description 
Occupant: Small Business Administration 
Current Rentable Square Feet (RSF) 180,000 (RSF/USF = 1.01) 
Estimated Maximum RSF: 163,000 (RSF/USF = 1.15) 
Expansion/Reduction RSF: 17,000 (Reduction) 
Current Usable Square Feet/Person: 392 
Estimated Usable Square Feet/Person: 292 
Proposed Maximum Lease Term: 15 Years 
Expiration Dates of Current Leases: 9/03/2017 and 7/23/2018 
Delineated Area: North: Southlake Bivd to Highway 

114 to Highway 635 


Number of Official Parking Spaces: 
Scoring: 

Estimated Proposed Rental Rate’: 
Estimated Totat Annual Cost: 


South: Highway 303 

East: Interstate 25 to Highway12 
West: Loop 820 to Davis Boulevard 
3 

Operating lease 

$29.00/ RSF 

$4,727,000 


‘This estimate is for fiscal year 2018 and may be escalated by 1.95 percent annually to the effective date of 
the lease to account for inflation. The proposed rental rate is fully serviced including sll operating 
expenses whether paid by the fessor or directly by the Government. GSA will conduct the procurement 
using prevailing market rental rates as a benchmark for negotiating this lease to ensure that lease award is 
made in the best interest af the Government. 
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PROSPECTUS ~ LEASE 
SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 
FORT WORTH, TX 


Prospectus Number: PTX-O1-FWI17 
Congressional District: 6, 12, 24, 26, 30, 33 


Current Total Annual Cost: $4,264,000 (Leases effective 7/24/2003 
and 09/04/2007) 
Justification 


SBA ODA has been housed under three leases at 14951 and 14925 Kingsport Drive in 
Fort Worth, TX since July 2003 and September 2007, respectively and has an ongoing 
need to house its Disaster Assistance Processing and Disbursement Center (PDC). 


Working with other SBA and Department of Homeland Security - Federal Emergency 
Management Agency offices, the PDC is one of six disaster assistance offices 
nationwide. Each disaster assistance office serves a unique function and the PDC is 
responsible for processing all disaster loan applications, including application entry, 
scanning, and processing. The PDC is also responsible for all loan approvals, loan 
document generation, loan closing, and disbursement of loan proceeds. The PDC requires 
adequate space for periods of “surge” when as many as 1700 employces offer assistance 
in support of disaster recovery efforts. 


The other SBA disaster assistance offices include the Disaster Assistance Customer 
Service Center, Disaster Assistance Field Operations Centers East and West, Office of 
Disaster Personnel, Administrative Services Center, Disaster Credit Management System 
Operations Center, and the Damage Verification Center. 


Summary of Energy Compliance 


GSA will incorporate energy efficiency requirements into the Request for Lease 
Proposals and other documents related to the procurement of space based on the 
approved prospectus. GSA encourages offerors to exceed minimum requirements set 
forth in the procurement and to achieve an Energy Star performance rating of 75 or 


higher. 


2 i : 4 ‘ 
New leases may contain an escalation clause to provide for annual changes in real estate taxes and 
operating costs, 
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PROSPECTUS — LEASE 
SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 
FORT WORTH, TX 


Prospectus Number: PTX-01-FW17 
Congressional District: 6, 12, 24, 26, 30, 33 


Resolutions of Approval 


Resolutions adopted by the House Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure and 
the Senate Committee on Environment and Public Works approving this prospectus will 
constitute approval to make appropriations to lease space in a facility that will yield the 
required rentable area. 


Interim Leasing 

GSA will execute such interim leasing actions as are necessary to ensure. continued 
housing of the tenant agency prior to the effective date of the new lease. It is in the best 
interest of the Government to avert the financial risk of holdover tenancy. 

Certification of Need 


The proposed lease is the best solution to meet a validated Goverment need. 


Submitted at Washington, DC, on 8/7; 1 7/2016 


Commissioner, Public Buildings Service 


Approved: N a Ly AGE. = 


Adma, General Seni Services Administration 
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COMMITTEE RESOLUTION 


LEASE—EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 
COMMISSION, WASHINGTON, DC 


Resolved by the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep- 
resentatives, that pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307, 
appropriations are authorized for a lease of 
up to 170,000 rentable square feet of space, in- 
cluding 10 official parking spaces, for the 
Equal Employment Opportunity Commission 
currently located at 131 M Street NE in 
Washington, D.C. at a proposed total annual 
cost of $8,500,000 for a lease term of up to 15 
years, a prospectus for which is attached to 
and included in this resolution. 

Approval of this prospectus constitutes au- 
thority to execute an interim lease for all 
tenants, if necessary, prior to the execution 
of the new lease. 
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Provided that, the Administrator of General 
Services and tenant agencies agree to apply 
an overall utilization rate of 215 square feet 
or less per person, except that, if the Admin- 
istrator determines that the overall utiliza- 
tion rate cannot be achieved, the Adminis- 
trator shall provide an explanatory state- 
ment to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the House of Rep- 
resentatives prior to exercising any lease au- 
thority provided in this resolution. 


Provided that, except for interim leases as 
described above, the Administrator may not 
enter into any leases that are below pro- 
spectus level for the purposes of meeting any 
of the requirements, or portions thereof, in- 
cluded in the prospectus that would result in 
an overall utilization rate of 215 square feet 
or higher per person. 


13019 


Provided that, to the maximum extent 
practicable, the Administrator shall include 
in the lease contract(s) a purchase option. 

Provided further, that the Administrator 
shall require that the delineated area of the 
procurement is identical to the delineated 
area included in the prospectus, except that, 
if the Administrator determines that the de- 
lineated area of the procurement should not 
be identical to the delineated area included 
in the prospectus, the Administrator shall 
provide an explanatory statement to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure of the House of Representatives 
prior to exercising any lease authority pro- 
vided in this resolution. 

Provided further, that the General Services 
Administration shall not delegate to any 
other agency the authority granted by this 
resolution. 
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PROSPECTUS — LEASE 
EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON, DC 


Prospectus Number: PDC-09-WAI7 


Executive Summary 


The General Services Administration (GSA) proposes a lease for approximately 170,000 
rentable square feet (RSF) for the Equal Employment Opportunity Commission (EEOC), 
currently located at 131 M Street NE in Washington, DC. 


The lease will provide continued housing for EEOC, and will improve EEOC office and 
overall utilization rates from 146 to 130 usable square feet (USF) per person and 240 to 215 
USF per person, respectively. 


Description 


Occupant: 


Current Rentable Square Feet (RSF) 
Estimated Maximum RSF": 
Expansion/Reduction RSF: 

Current Usable Square Feet/Person: 
Estimated Usable Square Feet/Person: 


Proposed Maximum Leasing Authority: 


Expiration Dates of Current Leases): 
Delineated Area: 


Number of Official Parking Spaces: 
Scoring: 

Estimated Rental Rate’: 

Estimated Total Annual Cost’: 
Current Total Annual Cost: 


Equal Employment Opportunity 
Commission 

160,995 (Current RSF/USF = 1.15) 
170,000 (Proposed RSF/USF = 1.20) 
None 

240 

215 

15 years 

10/08/2018 

Washington, DC Central Employment 
Area 

10 

Operating Lease 

$50.00/RSF 

$8,500,000 

$6,825,841 (leases effective 
10/9/2008) 


! The RSF/USF at the current location is approximately 1.15; however, to maximize competition a RSF/USF 
ratio of 1.20 is used for the proposed maximum RSF as indicated in the housing plan. 

? This estimate is for fiscal year 2018 and may be escalated by 1.95 percent annually to the effective date of the 
lease to account for inflation. The proposed rental rate is fully serviced including all operating expenses, 
whether paid by the lessor or directly by the Government. GSA will conduct the procurement using prevailing 
market rental rates as a benchmark for the evaluation of competitive offers and as the basis for negotiating with 
offerors to ensure that lease award is made in the best interest of the Government. - 

> New leases may contain an escalation clause to provide for annual changes in real estate taxes and operating 
casts. 
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PROSPECTUS — LEASE 
EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON, DC 


Prospectus Number: PDC-09-WAI7 


Background 


The EEOC is a bipartisan commission comprised of five presidentiatly appointed members, 
including the Chair, Vice Chair, and three Commissioners. The EEOC is responsible for 
enforcing Federal laws that make it illegal to discriminate against a job applicant or an 
employee because of the person's race, color, religion, sex (including pregnancy), national 
origin, age (40 or older), disability, or genctic information. It is also illegal to discriminate 
against a person because the person complained about discrimination, filed a charge of 
discrimination, or participated in an employment discrimination investigation or lawsuit. 
The EEOC has the authority to investigate charges of discrimination against employers that 
are covered by the law. Additionally, the EEOC provides leadership and guidance to Federal 
agencies on all aspects of the Federal Government's equal employment opportunity program. 


Justification 


The current lease at 131 M Street NE expires on October 8, 2018. The EEOC is projecting a 
staffing increase of new hires to address Federal and private sector case backlog. The EEOC 
requires continued housing for the personnel currently working in this location, as well as 
those additional personnel anticipated to be hired. 


Acquisition Strategy 


In order to maximize the flexibility and competition in acquiring space to the EEOC, GSA 
may issue a single, multiple-award solicitation that will allow offerors to provide blocks of 
space able to meet requirements in whole or in part. All offers must provide space consistent 
with the delineated area defined by this prospectus. 


Summary of Energy Compliance 


GSA will incorporate energy efficiency requirements into the Request for Lease Proposals 
and other documents related to the procurement of space based on the approved prospectus. 
GSA encourages offerors to exceed minimum requirements set forth in the procurement and 
to achieve an Energy Star performance rating of 75 or higher. 


Resolutions of Approval 


Resolutions adopted by the House Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure and the 
Senate Committee on Environment and Public Works approving this prospectus will 
constitute approval to make appropriations to lease space in a facility that will yield the 
required rentable area. 
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PROSPECTUS — LEASE 
EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON, DC 


Prospectus Number: PDC-09-WA17 


Interim Leasing 

GSA will execute such interim leasing actions as are necessary to ensure continued housing 
of the tenant agency prior to the effective date of the new lease. It is in the best interest of 
the Government to avert the financial risk of holdover tenancy. 


Certification of Need 


The proposed project is the best solution to meet a validated Government need. 


Submitted at Washington, DC, on ___ August 17,2016. 


Recommended: 
Commissioner, Public Buildings Service 


Approved: _ ae PRH 
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COMMITTEE RESOLUTION 

LEASE, DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY, 

FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY, 

WASHINGTON, DC 

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep- 
resentatives, that pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307, 
appropriations are authorized for a lease ex- 
tension of up to 116,675 rentable square feet 
of space, including 6 official parking spaces, 
for a portion of the Department of Homeland 
Security, Federal Emergency Management 
Agency headquarters functions currently lo- 
cated at 400 C Street SW and 800 K Street NW 
in Washington, D.C., and 1800 South Bell 
Street in Arlington, Virginia at a proposed 
total annual cost of $5,483,725 for a lease 
term of up to 3 years, a prospectus for which 
is attached to and included in this resolu- 
tion. 

Approval of this prospectus constitutes au- 
thority to execute an interim lease for all 
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tenants, if necessary, prior to the execution 
of the new lease. 


Provided that, the Administrator of General 
Services and tenant agencies agree to apply 
an overall utilization rate of 108 square feet 
or less per person, except that, if the Admin- 
istrator determines that the overall utiliza- 
tion rate cannot be achieved, the Adminis- 
trator shall provide an explanatory state- 
ment to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the House of Rep- 
resentatives prior to exercising any lease au- 
thority provided in this resolution. 


Provided that, except for interim leases as 
described above, the Administrator may not 
enter into any leases that are below pro- 
spectus level for the purposes of meeting any 
of the requirements, or portions thereof, in- 
cluded in the prospectus that would result in 
an overall utilization rate of 108 square feet 
or higher per person. 


September 19, 2016 


Provided that, to the maximum extent 
practicable, the Administrator shall include 
in the lease contract(s) a purchase option. 


Provided further, that the Administrator 
shall require that the delineated area of the 
procurement is identical to the delineated 
area included in the prospectus, except that, 
if the Administrator determines that the de- 
lineated area of the procurement should not 
be identical to the delineated area included 
in the prospectus, the Administrator shall 
provide an explanatory statement to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure of the House of Representatives 
prior to exercising any lease authority pro- 
vided in this resolution. 


Provided further, that the General Services 
Administration shall not delegate to any 
other agency the authority granted by this 
resolution. 
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PROSPECTUS - LEASE 
DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY 
FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, DC 


Prospectus Number: PDC-01-WAL7 


Executive Summary 


The General Services Administration (GSA) proposes a lease for approximately 116,675 
rentable square feet (RSF) for a portion of the Department of Homeland Security (DHS) 
Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) headquarters functions currently 
located in four leases at 400 C Street SW and 800 K Street NW in Washington, DC, and 
1800 South Bell Street in Arlington, VA. GSA proposes to consolidate the FEMA 
components, currently dispersed across three locations, under one lease and improve 
overall and office utilization rates from 219 to 108 usable square feet (USF) per person 
and from 156 to 69 USF per person, respectively. The lease will provide continued 
housing for FEMA prior to its planned move to the St. Elizabeths campus in accordance 
with the Enhanced Plan for the DHS headquarters consolidation. 


Description 


Occupant: Federal Emergency Management 
Agency 

Lease Type Extension 

Current Rentable Square Feet (RSF) 233,198 (Current RSFYUSF = 1.19) 

Estimated Maximum RSF: 116,675 (Proposed RSF/USF = 1.20) 

Expansion/Reduction RSF: 116,523 (Reduction) 

Current Usable Square Feet/Person: 219 

Estimated Usable Square Feet/Person: 108 

Proposed Maximum Leasing Authority: up to 3 years 


Expiration Dates of Current Leases: 
Delineated Area: 


Number of Official Parking Spaces!: 
Scoring: 

Estimated Rental Rate’: 

Estimated Total Annual Cost: 
Current Total Annual Cost: 


11/30/2016, 01/02/2018, 09/30/2019, 
10/61/2020 

Washington, DC, Central Employment 
Area 

6 

Operating Lease 

$47.00/RSF 

$5,483,725 

$9,550,150 


! FEMA security requirements necessitate control of the parking at a leased location. This control is 
accomplished as a Separate operating agreement with the lessor. 
~ This estimate is for fiscal year 2018 and may be escalated by 2.1 percent annually to the effective date of 
the lease to account for inflation. GSA will conduct the procurement using prevailing market rental rates as 
a benchmark for negotiating this lease to ensure that lease award is made in the best interest of the 
Government. The proposed rental rate is fully serviced including all operating expenses whether paid by 
the lessor or directly by the Government. 

New leases may contain an escalation clause to provide for annual changes in real estate taxes and 
operating costs. 
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PROSPECTUS — LEASE 
DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY 
FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, DC 


Prospectus Number: PDC-O1-WAI7 


Background 


FEMA's mission is to support Americans and first responders to ensure that as a Nation 
we work together to build, sustain, and improve our capability to prepare for, protect 
against, respond to, recover from, and mitigate all hazards. The Robert T. Stafford 
Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act, Public Law 100-707, signed into law 
November 23, 1988, amended the Disaster Relief Act of 1974, Public Law 93-288. It 
created the system in place today by which a Presidential Disaster Declaration of an 
emergency triggers financial and physical assistance through FEMA. The Act gives 
FEMA the responsibility for coordinating government-wide relief efforts. 


Justification 


The lease at 400 C Street expires prior to FEMA’s planned move to St. Elizabeths 
campus under the Enhanced Plan. GSA currently pays approximately $5.5 million in 
annual rent for the leases that are proposed to be housed in this extension, a cost to the 
Government and taxpayer that will no longer be incurred once the Enhanced Plan is fully 
executed. Therefore, authorization is needed to extend the lease for a short term to align 
with the move to St. Elizabeths. As the leases at 800 K Street, NW, expire in 2016 and 
2019, personnel will relocate to 400 C Street, SW. The personnel in the lease at 1800 
South Bell Street will backfill the lease at 400 C Street, SW, by the end of the 2016. The 
balance of the leased space, not necessary under the extension, will be returned to the 
lessor. 


The President’s Fiscal Year (FY) 2017 budget proposed the funding necessary to 
complete the design and construction of a new facility to house FEMA at the St. 
Elizabeth’s campus. As presented in the FY 2017 capital program prospectus in support 
of the DHS consolidation at the St. Elizabeths campus, GSA anticipates that construction 
completion of the new FEMA facility will occur in FY 2019. 


Resolutions of Approval 


Resolutions adopted by the House Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure and 
the Senate Committee on Environment and Public Works approving this prospectus will 
constitute approval to make appropriations to lease space in a facility that will yield the 
required rentable area. 
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GSA PBS 


PROSPECTUS ~ LEASE 
DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY 
FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, DC 


Prospectus Number: PDC-01-WA17 


Interim Leasing 
GSA will execute such interim leasing actions as are necessary to ensure continued 


housing of the tenant agency prior to the effective date of the new lease. It is in the best 
interest of the Government to avert the financial risk of holdover tenancy. 


Certification of Need 


The proposed project is the best solution to meet a validated Government need. 


Submitted at Washington, DC, on 3 ? 


MO. 


Commissioner, Public Buildings Service 


Recommended: 


A 


Ze 2 A 
Approved: Ms: OAS Se 
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COMMITTEE RESOLUTION 


LEASE, DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY, 
FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY, 
WASHINGTON, DC 


Resolved by the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep- 
resentatives, that pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307, 
appropriations are authorized for a lease ex- 
tension of up to 303,546 rentable square feet 
of space, including 17 official parking spaces, 
for the Department of Homeland Security, 
Federal Emergency Management Agency 
headquarters currently located in Federal 
Center Plaza I at 500 C Street SW in Wash- 
ington, D.C. at a proposed total annual cost 
of $14,266,662 for a lease term of up to 1 year, 
a prospectus for which is attached to and in- 
cluded in this resolution. 

Approval of this prospectus constitutes au- 
thority to execute an interim lease for all 
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tenants, if necessary, prior to the execution 
of the new lease. 

Provided that, the Administrator of General 
Services and tenant agencies agree to apply 
an overall utilization rate of 134 square feet 
or less per person, except that, if the Admin- 
istrator determines that the overall utiliza- 
tion rate cannot be achieved, the Adminis- 
trator shall provide an explanatory state- 
ment to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the House of Rep- 
resentatives prior to exercising any lease au- 
thority provided in this resolution. 

Provided that, except for interim leases as 
described above, the Administrator may not 
enter into any leases that are below pro- 
spectus level for the purposes of meeting any 
of the requirements, or portions thereof, in- 
cluded in the prospectus that would result in 
an overall utilization rate of 134 square feet 
or higher per person. 
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Provided that, to the maximum extent 
practicable, the Administrator shall include 
in the lease contract(s) a purchase option. 


Provided further, that the Administrator 
shall require that the delineated area of the 
procurement is identical to the delineated 
area included in the prospectus, except that, 
if the Administrator determines that the de- 
lineated area of the procurement should not 
be identical to the delineated area included 
in the prospectus, the Administrator shall 
provide an explanatory statement to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure of the House of Representatives 
prior to exercising any lease authority pro- 
vided in this resolution. 


Provided further, that the General Services 
Administration shall not delegate to any 
other agency the authority granted by this 
resolution. 
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GSA PBS 


PROSPECTUS — LEASE 
DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY 
FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, DC 


Prospectus Number: PDC-02-WA17 


Executive Summary 


The General Services Administration (GSA) proposes a lease for approximately 303,546 
rentable square feet (RSF) for the Department of Homeland Security (DHS) Federal 
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) headquarters currently located in Federal 
Center Plaza I at 500 C Street SW in Washington, DC. The lease will provide housing for 
the agency prior to its planned move to the St. Elizabeths campus in accordance with the 


Enhanced Plan for the DHS headquarters consolidation. 


Description 
Occupant: 


Lease Type 

Current Rentable Square Feet (RSF) 
Estimated Maximum RSF: 
Expansion/Reduction RSF: 

Current Usable Square Feet/Person: 
Estimated Usable Square Feet/Person: 


Proposed Maximum Leasing Authority: 


Expiration Dates of Current Leases: 
Delineated Area: 


Number of Official Parking Spaces': 
Scoring: 

Estimated Rental Rate’: 
EstimatedTotal Annual Cost: 
Current Total Annual Cost: 


Federal Emergency Management 
Agency 

Extension 

303,546 (Current RSF/USF = 1.10) 
303,546 (Proposed RSF/USF = 1.10) 
None l 


‘Up to 1 year from date of expiration 


08/16/2019 

Washington, DC, Central Employment 
Area 

17 

Operating Lease 

$47.00/RSF 

$14,266,662 

$11,894,682 


| FEMA security requirements necessitate control of the parking at a leased location. This control is 
accomplished as a separate operating agreement with the lessor. 

> This estimate is for fiscal year 2019 and may be escalated by 2.1 percent annually to the effective date of 
the lease to account for inflation. GSA will conduct the procurement using prevailing market rental rates as 
a benchmark for negotiating this lease to ensure that lease award is made in the best interest of the 
Government. The proposed rental rate is fully serviced including all operating expenses whether paid by 


the lessor or directly by the Government, 


? New leases may contain an escalation clause to provide for annual changes in real estate taxes and 


operating costs. 
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PROSPECTUS — LEASE 
DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY 
FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, DC 


Prospectus Number: PDC-02-WAI7 


Background 


FEMA's mission is to support Americans and first responders to ensure that as a Nation 
we work together to build, sustain, and improve our capability to prepare for, protect 
against, respond to, recover from, and mitigate all hazards. The Robert T. Stafford 
Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act, Public Law 100-707, signed into law 
November 23, 1988, amended the Disaster Relief Act of 1974, Public Law 93-288. It 
created the system in place today by which a Presidential Disaster Declaration of an 
emergency triggers financial and physical assistance through FEMA. The Act gives 
FEMA the responsibility for coordinating government-wide relief efforts. 


Justification 


The lease at Federal Center Plaza I at 500 C Street SW in Washington, DC, expires prior 
to FEMA’s planned move to St. Elizabeths campus under the Enhanced Plan. GSA 
currently pays approximately $11.9 million in annual rent for the leases that are proposed 
to be housed in this extension, a cost to the Government and taxpayer that will no longer 
be incurred once the Enhanced Plan is fully executed. Therefore, authorization is needed 
to extend the lease for a short term to align with the move to St. Elizabeths. FEMA will 
realize a smaller footprint and an improved utilization rate once the agency moves to St. 
Elizabeths. 


The President’s Fiscal Year (FY) 2017 budget proposed the funding necessary to 
complete the design and construction of a new facility to house FEMA at the St. 
Elizabeths campus, As presented in the FY 2017 capital program prospectus in support of 
the DHS consolidation at St. Elizabeths , GSA anticipates that construction completion of 
the new FEMA facility will occur in FY 2019. 


Resolutions of Approval 


Resolutions adopted by the House Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure and 
the Senate Committee on Environment and Public Works approving this prospectus will 
constitute approval to make appropriations to lease space in a facility that will yield the 
required rentable area. 
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GSA PBS 


PROSPECTUS — LEASE 
DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY 
FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, DC 


Prospectus Number: PDC-02-WA17 


Interim Leasing 


GSA will execute such interim leasing actions as are necessary to ensure continued 
housing of the tenant agency prior to the effective date of the new lease. It is in the best 
interest of the Government to avert the financial risk of holdover tenancy. 

Certification of Need 


The proposed project is the best solution to meet a validated Government need. 


Submitted at Washington, DC, on August 19, 2016 


Recommended: 
Commissioner, Public Buildings Service 
3 x PIR Lat 
Approved: ies fs AGSL. 


Administrator, General Services Administration 
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COMMITTEE RESOLUTION 


LEASE—DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY, 
IMMIGRATION AND CUSTOMS ENFORCEMENT, 
WASHINGTON, DC 


Resolved by the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the US. House of Rep- 
resentatives, that pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307, 
appropriations are authorized for a lease ex- 
tension of up to 104,934 rentable square feet 
of space, including 6 official parking spaces, 
for the Department of Homeland Security, 
Immigration and Customs Enforcement cur- 
rently located at 801 Eye Street, NW in 
Washington, D.C. at a proposed total annual 
cost of $4,722,000 for a lease term of up to 3 
years, a prospectus for which is attached to 
and included in this resolution. 


Approval of this prospectus constitutes au- 
thority to execute an interim lease for all 
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tenants, if necessary, prior to the execution 
of the new lease. 

Provided that, the Administrator of General 
Services and tenant agencies agree to apply 
an overall utilization rate of 174 square feet 
or less per person, except that, if the Admin- 
istrator determines that the overall utiliza- 
tion rate cannot be achieved, the Adminis- 
trator shall provide an explanatory state- 
ment to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the House of Rep- 
resentatives prior to exercising any lease au- 
thority provided in this resolution. 

Provided that, except for interim leases as 
described above, the Administrator may not 
enter into any leases that are below pro- 
spectus level for the purposes of meeting any 
of the requirements, or portions thereof, in- 
cluded in the prospectus that would result in 
an overall utilization rate of 174 square feet 
or higher per person. 


September 19, 2016 


Provided that, to the maximum extent 
practicable, the Administrator shall include 
in the lease contract(s) a purchase option. 

Provided further, that the Administrator 
shall require that the delineated area of the 
procurement is identical to the delineated 
area included in the prospectus, except that, 
if the Administrator determines that the de- 
lineated area of the procurement should not 
be identical to the delineated area included 
in the prospectus, the Administrator shall 
provide an explanatory statement to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure of the House of Representatives 
prior to exercising any lease authority pro- 
vided in this resolution. 

Provided further, that the General Services 
Administration shall not. delegate to any 
other agency the authority granted by this 
resolution. 


September 19, 2016 
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GSA PBS 
-PROSPECTUS — LEASE 
DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY 
IMMIGRATION AND CUSTOMS ENFORCEMENT 
WASHINGTON, DC 
Prospectus Number: PDC-03-WA17 
Executive Summary 


The General Services Administration (GSA) proposes a lease of approximately 104,934 
rentable square feet for the Department of Homeland Security (DHS) Immigration and 
Customs Enforcement (ICE), currently located at 801 Eye Street NW, Washington, DC. 
ICE has occupied space in the building since January 15, 2009, under a lease that expires 


December 31, 2018. 


The lease will enable ICE to provide continued housing for current personne! and meet 
its current mission requirements. Improvement to ICE's utilization rate will be achieved 
upon the agency’s move to the St. Elizabeths campus under the Enhanced Plan for the 


Consolidated DHS Headquarters. 


Description 
Occupant: — 


Lease Type 

Current Rentable Square Feet (RSF) 
Estimated Maximum RSF: 
Expansion/Reduction RSF: 

Current Usable Square Feet/Person: 
Estimated Usable Square Feet/Person: 


Proposed Maximum Leasing Authority: 


Expiration Dates of Current Leases: 
Delineated Area: 


Number of Official Parking Spaces: 
Scoring: 

Estimated Rental Rate’: 

Estimated Total Annual Cost”: 
Current Total Annual Cost: 


Immigration and Customs 
Enforcement 

Extension 

104,934 (Current RSF/USF = 1.09) 
104,934 (Proposed RSF/USF = 1.09) 
None 

174 

174 

Up to 3 years from date of expiration 
12/31/2018 

Washington, DC, Central Employment 
Area 
6 

Operating Lease 

$45.00/RSF 

$4,722,000 

$5,106,000 (1/15/2009) 


! This estimate is for fiscal year 2018 and may be escalated by 2.1 percent annually to the effective date of 
the lease to account for inflation. The proposed rental rate is fully serviced, including all operating 
expenses whether paid by the lessor or directly by the Government. GSA will conduct the procurement 
using prevailing market rental rates as a benchmark for negotiating this lease to ensure that lease award is 


made in the best interest of the Government. 


2 . ` . . 
” Any new lease may contain escalation clauses to provide for annual changes in real estate taxes and 


operating costs. 
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PROSPECTUS — LEASE 
DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY 
IMMIGRATION AND CUSTOMS ENFORCEMENT 
WASHINGTON, BC 


Prospectus Number: PDC-03-WA17 


Justification 


The current lease at 801 Eye Street NW, Washington, DC, expires December 31, 2018, 
and will expire prior to ICE’s move to the St. Elizabeths campus under the Enhanced 
Plan. GSA pays approximately $5.1 million in annual rent, a cost to the Government and 
taxpayer that will no longer be incurred once the Enhanced Plan is fully executed. 
Therefore, authorization is needed to extend the lease for a short term to align with the 
move to St. Elizabeths. ICE will attain a reduced footprint upon the move to the St. 
Elizabeths campus. Retrofit of ICE space to achieve a reduction in square footage is not 
cost beneficial under this short-term extension 


Resolutions of Approval 


Resolutions adopted by the House Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure and 
the Senate Committee on Environment and Public Works approving this prospectus will 
constitute approval to make appropriations to lease space in a facility that will yield the 
required rentable area. 


Interim Leasing 


GSA will execute such interim leasing actions as are necessary to ensure continued 
housing of the tenant agency prior to the effective date of the lease. It is in the best 
interest of the Government to avert the financial risk of holdover tenancy. 
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GSA PBS 


PROSPECTUS ~ LEASE 
DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY 
IMMIGRATION AND CUSTOMS ENFORCEMENT 
WASHINGTON, DC 


Prospectus Number: PDC-03-WA17 


Certification of Need 


The proposed project is the best solution to meet a validated Government need. 


Submitted at Washington, DC,on_ August 19, 2016 


Recommended: 


Commissioner, Public Buildings Service 


Approved: Merc FK A 


Administrator, General Services Administration 
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COMMITTEE RESOLUTION 
LEASE—DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY, 

IMMIGRATION AND CUSTOMS ENFORCEMENT, 

WASHINGTON, DC 

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep- 
resentatives, that pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307, 
appropriations are authorized for a lease ex- 
tension of up to 502,997 rentable square feet 
of space for the Department of Homeland Se- 
curity, Immigration and Customs Enforce- 
ment currently located at 500 12th Street SW 
in Washington, D.C. at a proposed total an- 
nual cost of $22,635,000 for a lease term of up 
to 4 years, a prospectus for which is attached 
to and included in this resolution. 

Approval of this prospectus constitutes au- 
thority to execute an interim lease for all 
tenants, if necessary, prior to the execution 
of the new lease. 
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Provided that, the Administrator of General 
Services and tenant agencies agree to apply 
an overall utilization rate of 238 square feet 
or less per person, except that, if the Admin- 
istrator determines that the overall utiliza- 
tion rate cannot be achieved, the Adminis- 
trator shall provide an explanatory state- 
ment to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the House of Rep- 
resentatives prior to exercising any lease au- 
thority provided in this resolution. 


Provided that, except for interim leases as 
described above, the Administrator may not 
enter into any leases that are below pro- 
spectus level for the purposes of meeting any 
of the requirements, or portions thereof, in- 
cluded in the prospectus that would result in 
an overall utilization rate of 238 square feet 
or higher per person. 
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Provided that, to the maximum extent 
practicable, the Administrator shall include 
in the lease contract(s) a purchase option. 

Provided further, that the Administrator 
shall require that the delineated area of the 
procurement is identical to the delineated 
area included in the prospectus, except that, 
if the Administrator determines that the de- 
lineated area of the procurement should not 
be identical to the delineated area included 
in the prospectus, the Administrator shall 
provide an explanatory statement to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure of the House of Representatives 
prior to exercising any lease authority pro- 
vided in this resolution. 

Provided further, that the General Services 
Administration shall not delegate to any 
other agency the authority granted by this 
resolution. 
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PROSPECTUS — LEASE 
DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY 
IMMIGRATION AND CUSTOMS ENFORCEMENT 
WASHINCTON, DC 


Prospectus Number: PDC-04-WA1I7 


Executive Summary 


The General Services Administration (GSA) proposes a lease for approximately 502,997 
rentable square feet for the Department of Homeland Security (DHS) Immigration and 
Customs Enforcement (ICE), currently located at 500 12" Street SW, Washington, DC. 
ICE has occupied space in the building since January 17, 2008, under two leases that 
expire January 16, 2018. 


The lease will enable ICE to provide continued housing for the current personnel and 
meet its current mission requirements. Improvement to ICE’s utilization rate will be 
achieved upon the agency’s move to the St. Elizabeths campus under the Enhanced Plan 
for DHS headquarters consolidation. 


Description 


Occupant: Immigration and Customs Enforcement 

Lease Type Extension 

Current Rentable Square Feet (RSF) 502,997 (Current RSF/USF = 1.10) 

Estimated Maximum RSP: 502,997 (Proposed RSF/USF = 1.10) 

Expansion/Reduction RSF: None 

Current Usable Square Feet/Person: 238 

Estimated Usable Square Feet/Person: 238 

Proposed Maximum Leasing Authority: Up to 4 years from current expiration 

Expiration Dates of Current Leases: 01162018 

Delineated Area: Washington, DC, Central Employment 
Area 

Number of Official Parking Spaces’; 0 

Scoring: Operating Lease 

Estimated Rental Rate: $45.00/RSF 

Estimated Total Annual Cost’: $22,635,000 


' DHS security requirements may necessitate control of parking at the leased location. This control may be 
accomplished as a lessor furnished service, an operating agreement with the lessor, or as part of the 
Government's leasehold interest in the building(s). Any parking included in the Government's leasehold 
interest may result in a total proposed annual cost in excess of the amounts indicated above. 

“This estimate is for fiscal year 2018 and may be escalated by 2.1 percent annually to the effective date of 
the lease to account for inflation. The proposed rental rate is fully serviced including all operating expenses 
whether paid by the lessor or directly by the Government. GSA will conduct the procurement using 
prevailing market rental rates as a benchmark for negotiating this lease to ensure that lease award is made 
in the best interest of the Government. 

* Any new lease may contain escalation clauses to provide for annual changes in real estate taxes and 
operating costs. 
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PROSPECTUS — LEASE 
DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY 
IMMIGRATION AND CUSTOMS ENFORCEMENT 
WASHINGTON, DC 


Prospectus Number: PDC-04-WA17 


Current Total Annual Cost: $20,578,200 (1/17/2008) 
Justification 


The current leases at 500 12" Street SW, Washington, DC, expire January 16, 2018, and 
prior to ICE's move to the St. Elizabeths campus under the Enhanced Plan for the DHS 
headquarters consolidation. GSA currently pays approximately $20.6 million in annual 
rent for the leases that are proposed to be housed in this extension, a cost to the 
Government and taxpayer that will no longer be incurred once the Enhanced Plan is fully 
executed. Therefore, authorization is needed to extend the lease for a short term to align 
with the move to St. Elizabeths. ICE will attain a reduced footprint upon the move to St, 
Elizabeths. Retrofit of the existing ICE space to achieve a reduction in square footage is 
not cost beneficial under this short-term extension. 


Resolutions of Approval 


Resolutions adopted by the House Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure and 
the Senate Committee on Environment and Public Works approving this prospectus will 
constitute approval to make appropriations to lease space in a facility that will yield the 
required rentable area. 


Interim Leasing 


GSA will execute such interim leasing actions as are necessary to ensure continued 
housing of the tenant agency prior to the effective date of the lease. It is in the best 
interest of the Government to avert the financial risk of holdover tenancy. 


i) 
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GSA PBS 


PROSPECTUS — LEASE 
DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY 
IMMIGRATION AND CUSTOMS ENFORCEMENT 
WASHINGTON, DC 


Prospectus Number: PDC-04-WA17 


Certification of Need 


The proposed project is the best solution to meet a validated Government need. 


Submitted at Washington, DC, on August 19. 2016 


Recommended: 
Commissioner, Public Buildings Service 


: ee ed 
Approved: ie: Oy AGL... 


Administrator, General Services Administration 
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COMMITTEE RESOLUTION 


LEASE—AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL 
DEVELOPMENT, WASHINGTON, DC 


Resolved by the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep- 
resentatives, that pursuant to 40 U.S.C. §3307, 
appropriations are authorized for a lease of 
up to 355,000 rentable square feet of space, in- 
cluding 15 official parking spaces, for the 
Agency for International Development cur- 
rently located at 400 C Street SW in Wash- 
ington, D.C., 2100 Crystal Drive and 2783 
Crystal Drive in Arlington, Virginia at a pro- 
posed total annual cost of $17,750,000 for a 
lease term of up to 20 years, a prospectus for 
which is attached to and included in this res- 
olution. 


Approval of this prospectus constitutes au- 
thority to execute an interim lease for all 
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tenants, if necessary, prior to the execution 
of the new lease. 

Provided that, the Administrator of General 
Services and tenant agencies agree to apply 
an overall utilization rate of 153 square feet 
or less per person, except that, if the Admin- 
istrator determines that the overall utiliza- 
tion rate cannot be achieved, the Adminis- 
trator shall provide an explanatory state- 
ment to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the House of Rep- 
resentatives prior to exercising any lease au- 
thority provided in this resolution. 

Provided that, except for interim leases as 
described above, the Administrator may not 
enter into any leases that are below pro- 
spectus level for the purposes of meeting any 
of the requirements, or portions thereof, in- 
cluded in the prospectus that would result in 
an overall utilization rate of 153 square feet 
or higher per person. 


September 19, 2016 


Provided that, to the maximum extent 
practicable, the Administrator shall include 
in the lease contract(s) a purchase option. 

Provided further, that the Administrator 
shall require that the delineated area of the 
procurement is identical to the delineated 
area included in the prospectus, except that, 
if the Administrator determines that the de- 
lineated area of the procurement should not 
be identical to the delineated area included 
in the prospectus, the Administrator shall 
provide an explanatory statement to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure of the House of Representatives 
prior to exercising any lease authority pro- 
vided in this resolution. 

Provided further, that the General Services 
Administration shall not delegate to any 
other agency the authority granted by this 
resolution. 
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GSA PBS 


PROSPECTUS — LEASE 
AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT 
WASHINGTON DC 


Prospectus Number: PDC-12-WAI17 


Executive Summary 


The General Services Administration (GSA) proposes a lease of approximately 355,000 
rentable square feet (RSF) for the Agency for International Development (USAID). The 
lease will consolidate staff who are currently located at 400 C Street SW, Washington, 
DC; 2100 Crystal Drive, Arlington, VA; and 2733 Crystal Drive, Arlington, VA. 


The lease will provide continued housing for USAID, and improve USAID office and 
overall utilization rates from 85 to 77 usable square feet (USF) per person and 158 to 153 


USF per person, respectively. 


Description 


Occupant: 

Current Rentable Square Feet: 
Estimated Maximum RSF": 
Expansion/Reduction RSF: 

Current Usable Square Feet/Person: 
Proposed Usable Square Feet/Person: 


Proposed Maximum Leasing Authority: 


Expiration Dates of Current Lease(s): 
Delineated Area: 


Number of Official Parking Spaces: 
Scoring: 

Estimated Rental Rate”: 

Estimated Total Annual Cost’: 
Current Total Annual Cost: 


Agency for International Development 
355,617 (Current RSF/USF = 1.13) 
355,000 (Proposed RSE/USF = 1.20) 
617 (Reduction) 

158 

153 

20 years 

01/02/2018, 03/22/2017, 11/07/2020 
Washington, DC, Central Employment 
Area 

15 

Operating Lease 

$50.00 / RSF 

$17,750,000 

$14,597,288 (leases effective 
01/03/2013, 03/23/2007, 11/08/2010) 


' The RSE/USF at the current locations is approximately 1.13; however, to maximize competition, a 
RSF/USF ratio of 1.2 is used for the proposed maximum RSF as indicated in the housing plan. 

? This estimate is for fiscal year 2017 and may be escalated by 2.0 percent annually to the effective date of 
the lease to account for inflation. The proposed rental rate is fully serviced including all operating 
expenses whether paid by the lessor or directly by the Government. GSA will conduct the procurement 
using prevailing market rental rates as a benchmark for the evaluation of competitive offers and as the basis 
for negotiating with offerors to ensure that lease award is made in the best interest of the Government. 

> New leases may contain an escalation clause to provide for annual changes in real estate taxes and 
operating costs. 
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GSA PBS 


PROSPECTUS - LEASE 
AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT 
WASHINGTON DC 


Prospectus Number: PDC-12-WA17 


Justification 


On December 21, 2010, GSA submitted to Congress prospectus PDC-12-WAI1 for the 
Department of State and USAID located at 400 C Street, SW, Washington, DC. 
Resolutions of approval were adopted by the Senate Committee on Environment and 
Public Works, and the House Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure on July 13, 
2011, and March 9, 2012, respectively. USAID is now consolidating staff at three 
locations, including the staff at 400 C Street, SW. The existing leases expire on January 
2, 2018, March 22, 2017, and November 7, 2020. USAID requires continued housing for 
1,930 personnel currently working in these locations to carry out its mission. 


Summary of Energy Compliance 


GSA will incorporate energy efficiency requirements into the Request for Lease 
Proposals and other documents related to the procurement of space based on the 
approved prospectus. GSA encourages offerors to exceed minimum requirements set 
forth in the procurement and to achieve an Energy Star performance rating of 75 or 
higher. 


Resolutions of Approval 


Resolutions adopted by the House Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure and 
the Senate Committee on Environment and Public Works approving this prospectus will 
constitute approval to make appropriations to lease space in a facility that will yield the 
required rentable area. 


Interim Leasing 


GSA will execute such interim leasing actions as are necessary to ensure continued 
housing of the tenant agency prior to the effective date of the new lease. It is in the best 
interest of the Government to avert the financial risk of holdover tenancy. 
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GSA PBS 


PROSPECTUS — LEASE 
AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT 
WASHINGTON DC 


Prospectus Number: PDC-12-WA17 


Certification of Need 


The proposed project is the best solution to meet a validated Government need. 


Submitted at Washington, DC, on. August 19, 2016 


a 


Commissioner, Public Buildings Service 


é 
Fa 
# 


Recommended: 


Approved: Ms M EL 


Administrator, General Services Administration 
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September 19, 2016 


There was no objection. 


Ee 


COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives: 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, September 15, 2016. 
Hon. PAUL D. RYAN, 
The Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per- 
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of 
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa- 
tives, the Clerk received the following mes- 
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on 
September 15, 2016 at 2:21 p.m.: 

Appointment: 

Public Safety Officer Medal of Valor Re- 
view Board. 

With best wishes, I am, 

Sincerely, 
KAREN L. HAAS. 


ee 


COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives: 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, September 19, 2016. 
Hon. PAUL D. RYAN, 
The Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per- 
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of 
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa- 
tives, the Clerk received the following mes- 
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on 
September 19, 2016 at 10:06 a.m.: 

That the Senate passed with an amend- 
ment H.R. 2494. 

That the Senate passed S. 2754. 

That the Senate passed S. 2848. 

With best wishes, I am, 

Sincerely, 
KAREN L. HAAS. 


a 


BILL PRESENTED TO THE 
PRESIDENT 


Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House, 
reported that on September 14, 2016, 
she presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the fol- 
lowing bill: 

H.R. 3969. To designate the Department of 
Veterans Affairs community-based out- 
patient clinic in Laughlin, Nevada, as the 
“Master Chief Petty Officer Jesse Dean VA 
Clinic” 

Í aO 


ADJOURNMENT 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the House stands adjourned 
until noon tomorrow for morning-hour 
debate. 

There was no objection. 

Thereupon (at 2 o’clock and 5 min- 
utes p.m.), under its previous order, the 
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House adjourned until tomorrow, Tues- 
day, September 20, 2016, at noon for 
morning-hour debate. 


Ee 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

6881. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Procurement and Acquisition Policy, De- 
partment of Defense, transmitting the De- 
partment’s final rule — Defense Federal Ac- 
quisition Regulation Supplement: Rights in 
Technical Data (DFARS Case _ 2016-D008) 
[Docket: DARS-2016-0010] (RIN: 0750-AI91) re- 
ceived September 15, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

6882. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Procurement and Acquisition Policy, De- 
partment of Defense, transmitting the De- 
partment’s final rule — Defense Federal Ac- 
quisition Regulation Supplement: Prohibi- 
tion on Use of any Cost-Plus System of Con- 
tracting for Military Construction and Mili- 
tary Family Housing Projects (DFARS Case 
2015-D040) [Docket: DARS-2016-0006] (RIN: 
0750-AI87) received September 15, 2016, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

6883. A letter from the Alternate OSD 
FRLO, Office of the Secretary, Department 
of Defense, transmitting the Department’s 
interim final rule — Sexual Assault Preven- 
tion and Response (SAPR) Program Proce- 
dures [DOD-2008-OS-0100; 0790-AI36] received 
September 15, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Armed Serv- 
ices. 

6884. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Office of Managing Director, Federal Com- 
munications Commission, transmitting the 
Commission’s final rule — Assessment and 
Collection of Regulatory Fees for Fiscal 
Year 2016 [MD Docket No.: 16-166] received 
September 12, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

6885. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s 
final NUREG — Final revision to Chapter 7 
“Instrumentation and Controls’’, of NUREG- 
0800, ° Standard Review Plan (SRP) for the 
Review of Safety Analysis Reports for Nu- 
clear Power Plants: LWR Edition.‘ received 
September 15, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

6886. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Congressional Affairs, U.S. Nuclear Regu- 
latory Commission, transmitting the Com- 
mission’s final NUREG — Section 5.4.2.1 
Steam Generator Materials and Design 
[NUREG-0800] received September 15, 2016, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

6887. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting a determination that Colombia 
meets the statutory requirements relating to 
interdiction of aircraft reasonably suspected 
to be engaged in illicit drug trafficking, pur- 
suant to 22 U.S.C. 2291-4(a)(2); Public Law 
103-337, Sec. 1012(a)(2); (108 Stat. 2837); to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
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6888. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of the Treasury, transmitting a semi- 
annual report detailing telecommunications- 
related payments made to Cuba pursuant to 
Department of the Treasury licenses during 
the period from January 1 through June 30, 
2016, pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 6004(e)(6); Public 
Law 102-484, Sec. 1705(e)(6) (as amended by 
Public Law 104-114, Sec. 102)(g)); (110 Stat. 
794); to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

6889. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting a notifi- 
cation that the national emergency declared 
with respect to persons who commit, threat- 
en to commit, or support terrorism, declared 
in Executive Order 13224 of September 23, 
2001, is to continue in effect beyond Sep- 
tember 23, 2016, pursuant to 50 U.S.C. 1622(d); 
Public Law 94-412, Sec. 202(d); (90 Stat. 1257) 
(H. Doc. No. 114—165); to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

6890. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Security Cooperation Agency, Department of 
Defense, transmitting a proposed Letter of 
Offer and Acceptance to the Kingdom of 
Saudi Arabia, Transmittal No. 16-32, pursu- 
ant to Sec. 36(b)(1) of the Arms Export Con- 
trol Act; to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. 

6891. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting Transmittal No. DDTC 16-034, 
pursuant to the reporting requirements of 
Section 36(c) of the Arms Export Control 
Act; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

6892. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting Transmittal No. DDTC 16-054, 
pursuant to the reporting requirements of 
Section 36(c) of the Arms Export Control 
Act; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

6893. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting Transmittal No. DDTC 16-010, 
pursuant to the reporting requirements of 
Section 36(c) of the Arms Export Control 
Act; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

6894. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting Transmittal No. DDTC 16-008, 
pursuant to the reporting requirements of 
Section 36(c) of the Arms Export Control 
Act; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

6895. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting Transmittal No. DDTC 16-026, 
pursuant to the reporting requirements of 
Section 36(c) and 36(d) of the Arms Export 
Control Act; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

6896. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting Transmittal No. DDTC 16-061, 
pursuant to the reporting requirements of 
Section 36(c) and 36(d) of the Arms Export 
Control Act; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

6897. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting a report on politically moti- 
vated boycotts of, divestment from, and 
sanctions against Israel‘‘, pursuant to Sec. 
909(d) of the Trade Facilitation and Trade 
Enforcement Act of 2015; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

6898. A letter from the Director, Regula- 
tions Policy and Management Staff, FDA, 
Department of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Maximum Civil Money Penalty Amounts; 
Technical Amendment [Docket No.: FDA- 
2016-N-1745] received September 15, 2016, pur- 
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 
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6899. A letter from the Secretary, Federal 
Trade Commission, transmitting the Com- 
mission’s final rule — Premerger Notifica- 
tion; Reporting and Waiting Period Require- 
ments received September 15, 2016, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, 
Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

6900. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor, 
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland 
Security, transmitting the Department’s 
temporary final rule — Regulated Naviga- 
tion Area; Portsmouth Naval Shipyard, 
Kittery, ME and Portsmouth, NH [Docket 
No.: USCG-2016-0513] (RIN: 1625-AA11) re- 
ceived September 15, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6901. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor, 
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland 
Security, transmitting the Department’s 
temporary final rule — Drawbridge Oper- 
ation Regulation; Hackensack River, Jersey 
City, NJ [Docket No.: USCG-2016-0173] (RIN: 
1625-AA09) received September 15, 2016, pur- 
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6902. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor, 
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland 
Security, transmitting the Department’s 
temporary final rule — Safety Zone; Port 
Huron Float-Down, St. Clair River, Port 
Huron, MI [Docket No.: USCG-2016-0751] 
(RIN: 1625-AA00) received September 15, 2016, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com- 
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc- 
ture. 

6903. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor, 
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland 
Security, transmitting the Department’s 
temporary final rule — Safety Zone; Great 
Egg Harbor Bay, Marmora, NJ [Docket No.: 
USCG-2016-0665] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received 
September 15, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

6904. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor, 
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland 
Security, transmitting the Department’s 
temporary final rule — Safety Zone; Carib- 
bean Fantasy, Vessel on Fire; Punta Salinas, 
Toa Baja, Puerto Rico [Docket No.: USCG- 
2016-0832] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received Sep- 
tember 15, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

6905. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor, 
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland 
Security, transmitting the Department’s 
temporary final rule — Safety Zone; Dredg- 
ing, Shark River, NJ [Docket No.: USCG- 
2016-0824] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received Sep- 
tember 15, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

6906. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor, 
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland 
Security, transmitting the Department’s 
temporary final rule — Safety Zone; Chesa- 
peake Bay, Hampton, VA [Docket No.: 
USCG-2016-0371] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received 
September 15, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

6907. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor, 
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland 
Security, transmitting the Department’s 
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temporary final rule — Safety Zone; Upper 
Mississippi River, St. Louis, MO [Docket No.: 
USCG-2016-0689] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received 
September 15, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

6908. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor, 
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland 
Security, transmitting the Department’s 
temporary final rule — Security Zone; U.S. 
Navy/U.S. Coast Guard Assets Demonstra- 
tion in Conjunction with Fleet Week San 
Diego, San Diego Bay; San Diego, CA [Dock- 
et No.: USCG-2016-0756] (RIN: 1625-AA87) re- 
ceived September 15, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6909. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor, 
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland 
Security, transmitting the Department’s 
temporary final rule — Security Zone; 
Kailua Bay, Oahu, HI [Docket No.: USCG- 
2015-1030] (RIN: 1625-AA87) received Sep- 
tember 15, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

6910. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; Rolls-Royce Deutschland Ltd and Co 
KG Turbofan Engines [Docket No.: FAA-2006- 
25513; Directorate Identifier 99-NE-61-AD; 
Amendment 39-18614; AD 2016-17-01] (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received September 12, 2016, pur- 
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6911. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; All Hot Air Balloons [Docket No.: 
FAA-2016-8989; Directorate Identifier 2016- 
CE-025-AD; Amendment 39-18641; AD 2016-17- 
04 R1] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received September 
12, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure. 

6912. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Reciprocal Waivers of 
Claims for Licensed or Permitted Launch 
and Reentry Activities [Docket No.: FAA- 
2014-1012; Amdt. No.: 440-4] (RIN: 2120-AK44) 
received September 12, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6913. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — MU-2B Series Airplane 
Training Requirements Update [Docket No.: 
FAA-2006-24981; Amdt. Nos.: 61-138, 91-344, and 
185-134] (RIN: 2120-AK63) received September 
12, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure. 

6914. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Standard Instrument Ap- 
proach Procedures, and Takeoff Minimums 
and Obstacle Departure Procedures; Mis- 
cellaneous Amendments [Docket No.: 31091; 
Amdt. No.: 3709] received September 12, 2016, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
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104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com- 
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc- 
ture. 

6915. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Standard Instrument Ap- 
proach Procedures, and Takeoff Minimums 
and Obstacle Departure Procedures; Mis- 
cellaneous Amendments [Docket No.: 31092; 
Amdt. No.: 3710] received September 12, 2016, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com- 
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc- 
ture. 

6916. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Standard Instrument Ap- 
proach Procedures, and Takeoff Minimums 
and Obstacle Departure Procedures; Mis- 
cellaneous Amendments [Docket No.: 31090; 
Amdt. No.: 3708] received September 12, 2016, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com- 
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc- 
ture. 

6917. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; Dassault Aviation Airplanes [Docket 
No.: FAA-2016-8843; Directorate Identifier 
2016-NM-113-AD; Amendment 39-18615; AD 
2016-17-02] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received Sep- 
tember 12, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 


— 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 


[The following actions occurred on September 
16, 2016] 


Mr. BRADY of Texas: Committee on Ways 
and Means. H.R. 5719. A bill to amend the In- 
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 to modify the 
tax treatment of certain equity grants; with 
an amendment (Rept. 114-748). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. BRADY of Texas: Committee on Ways 
and Means. H.R. 3957. A bill to amend the In- 
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 to temporarily 
allow expensing of certain costs of replant- 
ing citrus plants lost by reason of casualty; 
with an amendment (Rept. 114-749). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 


[Submitted September 19, 2016] 


Mr. BRADY of Texas: Committee on Ways 
and Means. H.R. 2285. A bill to improve en- 
forcement against trafficking in cultural 
property and prevent stolen or illicit cul- 
tural property from financing terrorist and 
criminal networks, and for other purposes; 
with an amendment (Rept. 114-880, Pt. 2). Re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah: Committee on Nat- 
ural Resources. H.R. 4564. A bill to redesig- 
nate the small triangular property located in 
Washington, DC, and designated by the Na- 
tional Park Service as reservation 302 as 
“Robert Emmet Park”, and for other pur- 
poses (Rept. 114-750). Referred to the House 
Calendar. 
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Mr. BRADY of Texas: Committee on Ways 
and Means. H.R. 5659. A bill to amend title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act with re- 
spect to expanding Medicare Advantage cov- 
erage for individuals with end-stage renal 
disease (ESRD); with an amendment (Rept. 
114-751, Pt. 1). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HENSARLING: Committee on Finan- 
cial Services. H.R. 1309. A bill to amend the 
Dodd-Frank Wall Street Reform and Con- 
sumer Protection Act to specify when bank 
holding companies may be subject to certain 
enhanced supervision, and for other purposes 
(Rept. 114-752). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SHUSTER: Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. H.R. 5977. A bill to 
direct the Secretary of Transportation to 
provide to the appropriate committees of 
Congress advance notice of certain an- 
nouncements, and for other purposes (Rept. 
114-753). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. McCAUL: Committee on Homeland Se- 
curity. H.R. 5859. A bill to amend the Home- 
land Security Act of 2002 to establish the 
major metropolitan area counterterrorism 
training and exercise grant program, and for 
other purposes; with an amendment (Rept. 
114-754). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. McCAUL: Committee on Homeland Se- 
curity. H.R. 5346. A bill to amend the Home- 
land Security Act of 2002 to make the Assist- 
ant Secretary of Homeland Security for 
Health Affairs responsible for coordinating 
the efforts of the Department of Homeland 
Security related to food, agriculture, and 
veterinary defense against terrorism, and for 
other purposes; with an amendment (Rept. 
114-755, Pt. 1). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. McCAUL: Committee on Homeland Se- 
curity. H.R. 5459. A bill to amend the Home- 
land Security Act of 2002 to enhance pre- 
paredness and response capabilities for cyber 
attacks, bolster the dissemination of home- 
land security information related to cyber 
threats, and for other purposes; with an 
amendment (Rept. 114-756). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. CHAFFETZ: Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. H.R. 2319. A bill to 
amend title 44, United States Code, to re- 
quire preservation of certain electronic 
records by Federal agencies, to require a cer- 
tification and reports relating to Presi- 
dential records, and for other purposes (Rept. 
114-757). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CHAFFETZ: Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. H.R. 5690. A bill to 
ensure the Government Accountability Of- 
fice has adequate access to information 
(Rept. 114-758). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CHAFFETZ: Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. H.R. 5709. A bill to 
improve Federal employee compliance with 
Federal and Presidential recordkeeping re- 
quirements, and for other purposes (Rept. 
114-759). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CHAFFETZ: Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. H.R. 5687. A bill to 
eliminate or modify certain mandates of the 
Government Accountability Office (Rept. 
114-760, Pt. 1). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

DISCHARGE OF COMMITTEE 

Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XIII, the 

Committee on the Judiciary discharged 
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from further consideration. H.R. 2285 
referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XIII, the 
Committees on Energy and Commerce 
and Agriculture discharged from fur- 
ther consideration. H.R. 5346 referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XIII, the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce 
discharged from further consideration. 
H.R. 5659 referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XIII, the 
Committees on Transportation and In- 
frastructure, Financial Services, En- 
ergy and Commerce, Ways and Means, 
and Homeland Security discharged 
from further consideration. H.R. 5687 
referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 


EE 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred, as follows: 


By Mr. ABRAHAM (for himself and Mr. 
SMITH of Texas): 

H.R. 6066. A bill to enforce Federal cyberse- 
curity responsibility and accountability; to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern- 
ment Reform, and in addition to the Com- 
mittee on Science, Space, and Technology, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider- 
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju- 
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mrs. BLACK (for herself and Ms. 
MCSALLY): 

H.R. 6067. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to provide an exemption 
from the individual mandate for certain indi- 
viduals without access to Exchange cov- 
erage; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


—— 


CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 


Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa- 
tives, the following statements are sub- 
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu- 
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 

By Mr. ABRAHAM: 

H.R. 6066. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3: 

The Congress shall have power to regulate 
commerce with foreign nations, and among 
the several states, and with Indian tribes. 

and 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18: 

The Congress shall have power to make all 
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow- 
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con- 
stitution in the Government of the United 
States, or in any Department of Officer 
thereof. 

By Mrs. BLACK: 

H.R. 6067. 
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Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1: 

The Congress shall have power to lay and 
collect taxes, duties, imposts and excises, to 
pay the debts and provide for the common 
defense and general welfare of the United 
States; but all duties, imposts and excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United 
States; 


EE 


ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 


Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu- 
tions, as follows: 


H.R. 213: Miss RICE of New York. 

H.R. 347: Mr. HILL. 

H.R. 605: Mr. MCKINLEY. 

H.R. 932: Mr. MCNERNEY. 

H.R. 969: Mr. ISSA. 

H.R. 1061: Mr. DEUTCH and Ms. LINDA T. 
SANCHEZ of California. 

H.R. 1427: Mr. CASTRO of Texas, Ms. SPEIER, 
and Mr. PASCRELL. 

. 1441: . POCAN. 

. 1457: . COOPER. 

. 1706: . TONKO. 

. 1865: . SCHIFF. 

. 2076: . AGUILAR. 

. 2277: . COOPER. 

. 2315: . SHERMAN and Mr. ROUZER. 
. 2368: . KUSTER. 

. 2660: . LANGEVIN and Mr. LEVIN. 
. 2680: . AGUILAR. 

. 2715: . LANGEVIN. 

H.R. 2787: . DONOVAN, Mr. NORCROSS, Mr. 
WELCH, Ms. CASTOR of Florida, Mr. CULBER- 
SON, Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana, Mr. CURBELO of 
Florida, Mr. MULVANEY, Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN 
GRISHAM of New Mexico, Mr. MCKINLEY, Mr. 
COLLINS of Georgia, Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE 
of Pennsylvania, Ms. JENKINS of Kansas, Mr. 
BEYER, Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. DUNCAN of Ten- 
nessee, Mr. LAMALFA, Mr. ABRAHAM, Mr. 
COURTNEY, Ms. Esty, Mrs. BUSTOS, Mr. 
SCHRADER, Mr. YODER, Mrs. NOEM, Mr. RUS- 
SELL, Mr. RODNEY Davıs of Illinois, Mr. 
ASHFORD, Mr. POLIS, Mr. HUDSON, Mr. MUR- 
PHY of Pennsylvania, and Mr. NOLAN. 

H.R. 2799: Mr. RICE of South Carolina and 
Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of New Mex- 
ico. 

H.R. 2962: Mr. 

H.R. 2972: Mr. 

H.R. 3119: Mr. 

H.R. 3297: Mr. 

H.R. 3397: Mr. 

H.R. 3512: 
DUCKWORTH. 

H.R. 3779: Mrs. BUSTOS. 

H.R. 3991: Mr. BEN Ray LUJAN of New Mex- 


CUMMINGS. 
MCcCNERNEY. 
ELLISON and Mr. MARINO. 
PALAZZO. 

SMITH of Missouri. 
Mr. YARMUTH 


and Ms. 


H.R. 4865: Miss RIcE of New York. 

H.R. 4514: Mr. JORDAN and Mr. GUTHRIE. 

H.R. 4784: Mr. MOULTON and Mr. COOPER. 

H.R. 4927: Ms. McCoLuuM and Mr. 
GARAMENDI. 

H.R. 5015: Mr. FLORES, Mr. LAMALFA, Mr. 
Posey, and Mr. CHABOT. 

H.R. 5083: Ms. BONAMICI, Mr. NORCROSS, 
Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, and Mr. Fos- 
TER. 

H.R. 5127: Mr. STEWART. 

H.R. 5143: Mr. HARRIS. 

H.R. 5177: Mr. PALAZZO. 

H.R. 5232: Ms. PINGREE, Ms. NORTON, and 
Mr. DEUTCH. 

H.R. 5262: Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. 

H.R. 5560: Mr. QUIGLEY. 

H.R. 5632: Mr. ISSA. 

H.R. 5732: Mr. BILIRAKIS and Mr. LIPINSKI. 

H.R. 5801: Mr. CALVERT. 
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H.R. 5883: Mr. JONES, Mr. GOODLATTE, and 
Mr. PALAZZO. 

H.R. 5904: Mr. GOSAR. 

H.R. 5931: Mr. SMITH of Texas, Mr. MURPHY 
of Pennsylvania, and Mr. GOSAR. 

H.R. 5940: Mr. BRIDENSTINE. 

H.R. 5946: Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. 

H.R. 5951: Mr. PETERSON, Mr. MASSIE, Mr. 
ROGERS of Alabama, Mr. LOEBSACK, and Mr. 
FLEISCHMANN. 
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H.R. 5965: Ms. MCCOLLUM and Ms. JUDY CHU 
of California. 


H.R. 5980: Mr. CASTRO of Texas, Mr. CROW- 
LEY, Mr. HASTINGS, Ms. LEE, Mr. BEYER, Ms. 
MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of New Mexico, 
Mr. MACARTHUR, Ms. MATSUI, Mr. MASSIE, 
Mr. STIVERS, Mr. PETERSON, Ms. MOORE, Ms. 
STEFANIK, Mr. SWALWELL of California, Mrs. 
NAPOLITANO, Mr. HANNA, and Ms. ADAMS. 


September 19, 2016 


H. Con. Res. 140: Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. 
NEWHOUSE, Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER, Mr. 
CHAFFETZ, Mr. MEEKS, Mr. WALKER, and Mr. 
BURGESS. 

H. Con. Res. 155: Ms. STEFANIK, Mr. 
PALAZZO, Mr. GUTHRIE, Mr. GOSAR, Mr. VIS- 
CLOSKY, Mr. YARMUTH, and Mr. MCGOVERN. 

H. Res. 848: Mr. JOYCE and Mr. WILSON of 
South Carolina. 


September 19, 2016 
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 


RECOGNIZING HISPANIC HERITAGE 
MONTH 


HON. PETER J. VISCLOSKY 


OF INDIANA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 19, 2016 


Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Speaker, it is with 
deep respect and sincere admiration that | rise 
to celebrate National Hispanic Heritage Month 
and its 2016 theme, Hispanic Americans: Em- 
bracing, Enriching, and Enabling America. 
From September 15, 2016, through October 
15, 2016, in honor of Hispanic Heritage 
Month, the people of the United States will 
once again celebrate the cultures and tradi- 
tions and honor the many outstanding con- 
tributions of our Hispanic American brothers 
and sisters. 

Hispanic Heritage Month, which begins each 
year on September 15, recognizes the anni- 
versaries of the independence of five Latin 
American countries: Costa Rica, El Salvador, 
Guatemala, Honduras, and Nicaragua. Mexico 
and Chile observe their independence days on 
September 16 and September 18. Since its in- 
ception as National Hispanic Heritage Week in 
1968, which later became National Hispanic 
Heritage Month in 1988, Americans have 
taken this time to not only honor the rich cul- 
ture and traditions of Hispanic Americans, but 
also to reflect on the tremendous impact His- 
panic Americans have had within their com- 
munities and throughout our nation. The tire- 
less efforts of generations of Hispanic Ameri- 
cans have resulted in a better America. 

America’s success is reliant upon the rich 
heritage and cultural diversity of its people. 
Hispanic Heritage Month celebrates the many 
Hispanic leaders and members of our commu- 
nities who have added to the prosperity of the 
United States in every facet of our society. 

Mr. Speaker, at this time, | ask you and my 
other distinguished colleagues to once again 
join me in recognizing Hispanic Heritage 
Month. Throughout America’s history, present, 
and future, the Hispanic community has 
played and will continue to play a major role 
in enriching the quality of life for the people of 
the United States, and for their outstanding 
contributions they are worthy of our respect 
and gratitude. 


Ee 


IN RECOGNITION OF GAM GRAPH- 
ICS AND MARKETING’S 40TH AN- 
NIVERSARY 


HON. BARBARA COMSTOCK 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, September 19, 2016 


Mrs. COMSTOCK. Mr. Speaker, | would like 
to congratulate GAM Graphics and Marketing 
in Sterling, Virginia who celebrated their 40th 


anniversary this July. Opened by Charles 
Grant in 1976, GAM Graphics and Marketing 
provides quality printing and commercial serv- 
ices to countless citizens throughout our great 
Commonwealth. 

GAM was founded in the 1970s with the 
mission of teaching marketable job skills to 
students. Originally the printing was done by 
the students, mainly serving churches and 
mission groups; however commercial requests 
started in 1976. Within five years GAM was 
producing print products ranging from busi- 
ness cards to full-bound books and bulk mail- 
ings. GAM is a company run with compassion 
and a focus on providing excellent quality and 
service to their clients. In 1985, Nathaniel 
Grant took the reins at GAM and with his lead- 
ership the company continued to grow. Na- 
thaniel and his sister Faith purchased the 
company from their parents in 1996. Under 
the guidance of Nathaniel and Faith, GAM 
modernized and the company continued to 
grow without any adverse effect on their excel- 
lent quality and service. 

In closing Mr. Speaker, | ask that my col- 
leagues join me in sending our most sincere 
appreciation to a company that has given so 
much to their neighbors. The Grant Family 
and the staff of GAM Graphics and Marketing 
serve as an example to all. On behalf of Vir- 
ginia’s 10th Congressional District | wish them 
continued success in the future. 


EE 


IN RECOGNITION OF 90 YEARS OF 
TOLEDO BLADE OWNERSHIP BY 
THE BLOCK FAMILY 


HON. ROBERT E. LATTA 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 19, 2016 


Mr. LATTA. Mr. Speaker, ninety years ago, 
Paul Block, Sr. took charge of the Toledo 
Blade and the Block family has led the es- 
teemed daily ever since. The Blade has been 
an institution of Northwest Ohio since 1835, 
but the steady guiding hand of the Blocks has 
led the newspaper to new heights over the 
past nine decades. 

The Toledo Blade has resided at the same 
location since shortly after Block Sr. pur- 
chased the downtown Toledo site in 1927 for 
$4.5 million. The day the building opened, Cal- 
vin Coolidge pressed a gold key from Wash- 
ington to start the new presses. Throughout 
the ups and downs in the city and region, the 
Blade has been there to report the news and 
keep its readers informed. 

The success of the Blade would not be pos- 
sible without the support and vision of the 
Block family. They have led the paper through 
revolutionary advancements in how the news 
is reported and distributed. That includes 
using technology like the Internet and social 
media to spread the stories of the day. 


The current leadership of John Robinson 
Block as Publisher and Editor-in-Chief of the 
Blade and Allan Block as Chairman of Block 
Communications has served the paper well 
into the 21st century as the daily still boasts 
a circulation of 120,000 readers. Along with 
print editions, readership is at an all-time high 
with countless others consuming the news 
through the website, apps, and on other plat- 
forms. 

Mr. Speaker, ninety years of media leader- 
ship from one family is very admirable, and it 
should be celebrated. I’d like to recognize the 
Block family for their leadership of a great 
Ohio institution, the Toledo Blade. 


EEE 


IN RECOGNITION OF BLUEMONT 
CONCERT SERIES’ 40TH ANNIVER- 
SARY 


HON. BARBARA COMSTOCK 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 19, 2016 


Mrs. COMSTOCK. Mr. Speaker, | rise to 
recognize the Bluemont Concert Series as it 
proudly celebrates 40 years of providing high- 
quality concerts and cultural events in local- 
ities throughout northwestern and central Vir- 
ginia. Originally, the organization received its 
name from its hometown of Bluemont in 
Loudoun County, Virginia. Since 1976, 
Bluemont has presented over 9,300 events 
fostering a sense of community in the Com- 
monwealth through its presentations of art and 
culture. This extraordinary concert series has 
entertained audiences of over three million 
people including schools, health care facilities, 
assisted living centers, and nursing homes. 
This is an important milestone for this wonder- 
ful organization. 

Cultivating a cultural and artistic presence in 
Virginia’s 10th Congressional District is impor- 
tant to the overall health of our community. It 
is organizations such as the Bluemont Concert 
Series that allow us to enjoy a broad range of 
diverse experiences that would be otherwise 
inaccessible. The mission of Bluemont, pro- 
viding family-oriented and affordable events, 
has given residents in Virginia the opportunity 
to enjoy music, song, poetry, and storytelling. 
The concert series has presented a wide 
range of musical genres including bluegrass, 
Hawaiian swing, folk, jazz, rock and roll, clas- 
sical flute and Caribbean steel bands; which 
has helped to strengthen the cultural spirit 
within our community. 

Over the years, Bluemont has reached lives, 
not only through its concert series, but also 
through its school programs and its Artists-in- 
Education initiative. Bluemont’s Outreach Pro- 
gram offers quality entertainment at no charge 
to appreciative audiences in nursing homes 
and assisted living facilities. Its outstanding 
work has earned Bluemont many accolades 


@ This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 
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and awards, including the Distinguished Serv- 
ice Award from the Virginia Alliance for Arts 
Education. The Bluemont Concert Series has 
provided a valuable service to community and 
their families. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask that my colleagues join 
me in congratulating the Bluemont Concert 
Series on 40 years of serving the great Com- 
monwealth of Virginia. | wish Bluemont all the 
best in its future endeavors. 


A RECENT ADOPTED RESOLUTION 


HON. JOHN J. DUNCAN, JR. 


OF TENNESSEE 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 19, 2016 


Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, 
on August 9, 2016 | had a conversation with 
my good friend and Knoxville Attorney James 
M. Crain. 

Mr. Crain and | had the opportunity to dis- 
cuss the federal edict announcing that every 
public school in America is to allow students 
to use whichever bathroom they choose. 

During our conversation Mr. Crain discussed 
a resolution adopted by the West Knoxville/ 
Knox County Republican Club offered by Mr. 
Crain. 

Newscom published an opinion editorial ti- 
tled, “A Bathroom of One’s Own,” that is con- 
sistent with the adopted resolution. 

This article is well reasoned and is con- 
sistent with the views of many of the people 
from my District in East Tennessee. 

| think most people are tired of all the pub- 
licity on this issue and wish we could get back 
to a time when sexual preference was kept 
purely private. 

| also believe that the Federal government 
should have very limited power over the deci- 
sions State and local governments make 
about their schools. This has long been my 
position. 

Mr. Speaker, | would like to call to the atten- 
tion of my Colleagues and other readers of the 
RECORD the resolution adopted by the West 
Knoxville/‘Knox County Republican Club and 
the article that ran in The Weekly Standard on 
June 7, 2016. 

A BATHROOM OF ONE’S OWN—NEWSCOM 

Two weeks ago the Obama administration 
issued a federal edict decreeing that every 
public school in America allow students to 
use whichever bathroom they choose, under 
pain of lawsuit and/or loss of federal funding. 

Less than a week after that, New York 
City’s Commission on Human Rights issued 
its own edict, declaring that anyone under 
the city’s rule who refused to use the pre- 
ferred gender pronouns in dealing with 
transgender individuals—he, she, ‘‘xe,’’ or 
“hir’’—would be guilty of harassment and 
subject to penalties up to $125,000 for the 
first infraction and $250,000 ‘‘for violations 
that are the result of willful, wanton, or ma- 
licious conduct.” As law professor Eugene 
Volokh noted, the use of the term ‘‘harass- 
ment” is important, because it means that 
employers and businesses are responsible not 
just for their own behavior but for the be- 
havior of their employees and customers. 

And New York is, if you can imagine it, be- 
hind the times. Out in Oregon, Leo Soell, a 
fifth-grade teacher in the Gresham-Barlow 
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school district, decided she was transgender. 
(Soell made this decision public only after 
receiving tenure.) Soell’s transition took the 
form of insisting that she was neither male 
nor female and demanding that her col- 
leagues refer to her as ‘‘they.’’ When other 
teachers continued to call Soell “she” and 
“her” and ‘‘Miss Soell,’’ Soell filed a harass- 
ment complaint. The school district settled 
with they for $60,000 and promised to initiate 
a sweeping set of transgender reforms. To 
hammer home the power dynamic, the school 
district claimed, in the statement accom- 
panying the payout, that it was quite 
“pleased” with the outcome. 

If you think that’s depressing, it could al- 
ways be worse. In Canada, the minister of 
justice recently introduced legislation ban- 
ning discrimination based on ‘‘gender iden- 
tity” and ‘‘gender expression,” which could 
join previous legislation criminalizing anti- 
trans ‘‘hate propaganda.” Should the bill 
pass, you could do up to two years, hard 
time, if you think the wrong thoughts or say 
the wrong words. 

If this all seems like an inordinate amount 
of heavy artillery for an infinitesimally tiny 
issue, that’s actually the point. Much as 
fights in academia are so bitter because the 
stakes are so small, transgender activists are 
crushingly authoritarian because the justice 
of their cause is so uncertain. What the trans 
project lacks in moral and logical clarity, it 
hopes to overcome with vehemence and in- 
timidation. 

The confusion is abundant. If you tell a 
transgender activist that gender is deter- 
mined biologically, through chromosomal 
composition, they reply, Well, what about 
people with Klinefelter (XXY) syndrome? 
But even with Klinefelter’s chromosomal 
anomalies, only a very small proportion of 
persons will fall into a category of 
“intersex.” As National Review’s Celina 
Durgin points out, arguments about the tiny, 
tiny sliver of the population who are bio- 
logically considered ‘‘intersex’’ actually run 
counter to transgender ideology, which 
places ‘‘gender identity’’—a self-discovered 
concept—on a separate plane above mere bi- 
ology. In other words, if being biologically 
XX is irrelevant to whether or not you are a 
girl, then why should it matter if you’re 
XXY? Resorting to arguments about the 
intersexed is actually an admission of the 
primacy of biology. 

Or consider ‘‘gender fluidity,” another pil- 
lar of the transgender project. According to 
this precept, some people may be one gender 
on Monday and another on Tuesday. Who can 
say which is which, or who is when? Not you. 
The individual is what he/she/they/xe/hir 
says at any given moment. 

And once you’ve divorced gender from biol- 
ogy and agreed that someone who is 
chromosomally XY can be a woman, you 
have no valid reason to object if, the next 
day, she says she is a man again. If you sign 
on for transgenderism, you’re signing on for 
gender fluidity, too. 

It doesn’t stop there, of course. Once you 
shoot past gender fluidity and the nongen- 
dered “theys” like Leo Soell and 
“pangenders’”’ (who claim to be everything 
rolled into one), there’s a whole other uni- 
verse of gender identities out there. For in- 
stance, ‘‘otherkin.”’ 

What are ‘‘otherkin’’? Otherkin is the gen- 
der identity of people who believe that they 
are nonhuman. Last summer Vice.com 
profiled a fellow who identifies as a fox. 
Some identify as dogs. Some as lions. Some 
as dragons. Some otherkin even go through 
body-modifications to make their physical 
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selves look more like their otherkin iden- 
tity. 

The otherkin aren’t officially part of the 
LGBTTQQIAAP alliance yet. But just wait. 
They’re coming. Because to deny them their 
place at the table—to deny that a human 
person can be not just an animal, but a crea- 
ture that does not even exist in the real 
world—is to put the entire transgender 
project in jeopardy. Because transgender 
theory, which posits that the self is infi- 
nitely plastic, cannot survive a single lim- 
iting precept. 

Fortunately, we are not yet fighting over 
the rights of otherkin unicorns. In the here- 
and-now, we merely have wars over public 
bathroom and school locker room accom- 
modations. This may seem like a small-scale 
concern. The Census Bureau and the New 
York Times tried to estimate the number of 
transgendered persons in the United States 
last year and came up with a figure some- 
where between 21,000 and 90,000. Or, to put it 
another way, transgenders probably make up 
between 0.007 percent and 0.029 percent of the 
American population. When you’re dealing 
with fractions this small, it’s hard to be pre- 
cise. 

But because virtue-signaling is the highest 
form of morality in modern America, the full 
force of the federal government is being 
brought to bear on transgender bathroom 
rights, not only through Obama’s federal 
edict, but through the Obama Justice De- 
partment’s fight against the state of North 
Carolina. 

In March, the elected officials of North 
Carolina voted on and passed a piece of legis- 
lation, HB-2, which was designed to stop the 
forced march toward mandating that people 
must be free to use whatever bathroom they 
desire. (It is instructive to note that the ini- 
tiatives pushing the transgender agenda are 
almost never enacted legislatively; they are 
often rammed through bureaucracies and 
commissions or accomplished by executive 
fiat.) 

HB-2 was not a perfect piece of legislation. 
But the reaction to it was illuminating. The 
Charlotte Observer’s editorial board pro- 
claimed, ‘‘Yes, the thought of male genitalia 
in girls’ locker rooms—and vice versa— 
might be distressing to some. But the battle 
for equality has always been in part about 
overcoming discomfort...” 

Which brings us to the final bit of confu- 
sion in the transgender project. At the heart 
of the bathroom issue is a simple question: Is 
there a valid reason for separate facilities 
for men and women? Is there any rational 
justification for having separate bathrooms, 
or locker rooms, or changing rooms, for men 
and boys on the one hand, and women and 
girls on the other? 

The trans argument, per the Charlotte Ob- 
server, is essentially ‘‘no.’’ By their logic, if 
women just need to get over their discomfort 
at seeing naked men next to them, then 
there’s no reasonable explanation for why 
women could want their own facilities. 

Except that this would mean there is no 
reasonable explanation for why someone who 
is transgender should prefer one set of facili- 
ties over another. If biologically born women 
need to ‘‘overcome discomfort” about having 
naked men around them, why shouldn’t a bi- 
ological man who identifies as a woman not 
similarly have to overcome his discomfort at 
being around other naked men? 

The logical paradox of the transgender 
bathroom war is that it insists that the type 
of gender and genitalia in a public facility is 
completely irrelevant—except to the 
transgendered, for whom it is of supreme im- 
portance. 
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At the end of the day, if you’re not in favor 
of unisex facilities for all—one bathroom for 
everyone to use—then the transgender case 
falls apart. Because the transgender project 
tacitly admits that there are reasons of pri- 
vacy, modesty, and prudence for segregating 
the sexes. It merely wishes to trump these 
concerns from the vast majority for the spe- 
cial pleading of a small, powerful, and 
illiberal group. 

It is the very definition of the tyranny of 
the minority. 

RESOLUTION 
THE WEST KNOXVILLE/KNOX COUNTY 
REPUBLICAN CLUB 

Whereas, Persons who assert a ‘‘gender 
identity” other than their sex are claiming a 
right to utilize rest room facilities, locker 
rooms and associated showers with persons 
of the opposite sex; and 

Whereas, No such right has existed in the 
history of mankind; and 

Whereas, Persons—and particularly fe- 
males—are made extremely uncomfortable 
by the presence of persons of the opposite sex 
in such facilities; and 

Whereas, There is no way to determine the 
legitimacy of a claim of ‘‘gender identity,” 
thus opening the door to false claims made 
to gain entrance to such facilities for im- 
moral and illegal purposes; and 

Whereas, Agencies of the Federal Govern- 
ment have exceeded their lawful authority 
by construing various Acts of Congress as 
conferring a right to utilize such facilities 
designated for persons of the opposite sex 
upon persons claiming a ‘‘gender identity” 
different from their biological sex, to wit: 

a. On January 7, 2015, the Department of 
Energy Office for Civil Rights issued a letter 
construing 34 C.F.R. 106.33 (implementing 20 
USC 1681(a)) as requiring that transgender 
students in schools that receive Federal 
funds must ‘‘generally”’ be allowed to utilize 
bathrooms and locker rooms assigned to the 
gender with which they identify. The Court 
of Appeals for the 4th Circuit, citing def- 
erence to administrative construction, has 
reinstated a suit by a transgender ‘‘male’’ to 
require her Virginia high school to allow her 
to use the boys rest room, and 

b. The Department of Justice has sent a 
letter to the Governor of North Carolina, as- 
serting that the provisions of North Carolina 
H.B. 2 violates the Civil Rights Act of 1964 
because it treats Transgender persons dif- 
ferently than non-transgender persons by de- 
nying all persons the right to use multi-per- 
son facilities assigned to persons of the oppo- 
site sex, and 

Whereas, the expanded interpretations set 
out above will require schools, in particular, 
to require that schoolchildren share toilet, 
locker and shower facilities with any person 
of the opposite sex that claims a different 
“gender identity,” and 

Whereas, with particular reference to 20 
USC 1681(a), this expanded interpretation of 
“sex” will have the effect of mandating that 
transgendered ‘‘females’’ be allowed to try 
out for and compete in women’s sports and, 
because of the greater strength and speed po- 
tential of biological males, will largely de- 
stroy the very women’s sports programs that 
the provision was designed to foster, and 
which it has fostered with great success; 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved as follows; 

1. That the foregoing expansions of these 
Acts of Congress to create rights never in- 
tended or contemplated at the time they 
were enacted is an unconstitutional exercise 
of legislative power by the Executive 
Branch, and must be addressed IMME- 
DIATELY! 
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2. That the United States Code must be 
amended to clarify the erroneous ‘‘interpre- 
tation” placed on it by the Executive Branch 
by enacting a statute worded substantially 
as follows: 

As used in this Code, the word ‘‘sex’’ refers 
only to biological sex unless expressly stated 
to the contrary. No such reference in this 
Code either requires or prohibits any par- 
ticular treatment of transgender individuals 
unless some particular treatment is ex- 
pressly stated therein. 

3. That since such legislation is certain to 
be vetoed by our President, the foregoing bill 
MUST BE PASSED AND PRESENTED TO 
HIM in a timely manner, so that upon re- 
turning it to Congress, ample time for votes 
to override that veto can be held BEFORE 
THE ELECTION IN NOVEMBER. 

4. That this resolution be forwarded to our 
Representative and to both of our Senators, 
with the notation that failure to vigorously 
pursue the passage of the above statute will 
be construed by the Club as your agreement 
with these unconstitutional actions by the 
Executive Branch. 

5. The undersigned officers of the West 
Knoxville/Knox County Republican Club exe- 
cute this resolution in their capacities as of- 
ficers only, and that the undersigned rep- 
resent that this Resolution was passed with- 
out opposition by the voting members 
present at the June 13, 2016 meeting of the 
club. 

Resolved by the Club this the 18th day of 
June, 2016 

GARY LOE, 
Vice President. 
PAUL E. WEHMEIER, 
President. 


EE 


CONGRATULATING THE LCHS ATH- 
LETIC HALL OF FAME CLASS OF 
2016 


HON. BARBARA COMSTOCK 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 19, 2016 


Mrs. COMSTOCK. Mr. Speaker, | rise to 
recognize the following coaches, contributors, 
and athletes for being selected to the Loudoun 
County High School Athletic Hall of Fame 
Class of 2016. Pat McManus, Alan Smith, Dr. 
Robert K. Belote, James M. “Jimmy” Kidwell, 
Reginal “Reggie” Evans, Susan Moxley, David 
DiMillio, Kristen DiMillio, Kevin Grigsby, Jo- 
anna Penn, Shari Mayr, Derrick Ellison, and 
Marie Bolton were all named to the LCHS Hall 
of Fame. These individuals have earned this 
honor through their passion and commitment 
to athletics. 

These outstanding men and women’s hard 
work, perseverance, and athletic excellence 
are exemplified in their receipt of this honor. 
Coming from a family of educators, | under- 
stand not only how important a strong edu- 
cation is to the future of our country, but also 
the need for athletic competition to form a 
well-rounded member of society. We need to 
encourage more people to imitate these indi- 
viduals who have worked so hard to accom- 
plishing this incredible goal. 

Mr. Speaker, it is my honor to highlight the 
importance of this achievement and what it 
represents for these men and women. | ask 
that my colleagues join me in congratulating 
them on being inducted into the Loudoun 
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County High School Athletic Hall of Fame 
Class of 2016. | wish them all the best in their 
future endeavors. 


— 


CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE 
COST ESTIMATE FOR H.R. 4487 


HON. BILL SHUSTER 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 19, 2016 


Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Speaker, in accordance 
with House Report 114-589, Part 1, | submit 
the following Congressional Budget Cost Esti- 
mate for H.R. 4487. 

CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE, 
U.S. CONGRESS, 
Washington, DC, July 5, 2016. 

Hon. BILL SHUSTER, 

Chairman, Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: The Congressional 
Budget Office has prepared the enclosed cost 
estimate for H.R. 4487, the Public Buildings 
Reform and Savings Act of 2016. 

If you wish further details on this esti- 
mate, we will be pleased to provide them. 
The CBO staff contact is Matthew Pickford. 

Sincerely, 


KEITH HALL. 
Enclosure. 


H.R. 4487—Public Buildings Reform and Sav- 
ings Act of 2016 


H.R. 4487 would amend federal law to pro- 
vide new authorities to the General Services 
Administration (GSA) and the Department 
of Homeland Security’s Federal Protective 
Service (FPS) to manage federal real estate 
assets and security at those facilities. The 
act also would require GSA to prepare a 
number of reports for the Congress and the 
Government Accountability Office (GAO) to 
complete an audit of GSA’s national broker 
contract. Finally, the legislation would re- 
quire that lactation rooms be available in all 
federal buildings that are open to the public. 

Based on information from GSA and the 
FPS, CBO estimates that implementing H.R. 
4487 would cost $3 million over the 2017-2021 
period, mostly for GSA to prepare reports on 
a variety of subjects, including a comparison 
of the cost of owning or leasing space, an ex- 
planation of why the costs of construction 
projects exceed their initial estimates, a re- 
view of current rental rates, and an analysis 
of the use of refrigerants in equipment in- 
stalled in federal buildings. CBO also esti- 
mates that it would cost GAO less than 
$500,000 annually to prepare the required 
audit. Based on information from GSA, CBO 
estimates that the act’s requirements to es- 
tablish lactation rooms in federal buildings 
would have an insignificant cost because it 
would apply only to federal buildings that 
are open to the public and that have lacta- 
tion rooms designated for use by federal em- 
ployees. Finally, CBO estimates that pro- 
viding the FPS with additional law enforce- 
ment authorities would not have a signifi- 
cant cost. 

Enacting the legislation would not affect 
direct spending or revenues; therefore, pay- 
as-you-go procedures do not apply. CBO esti- 
mates that enacting H.R. 4487 would not in- 
crease direct spending or on-budget deficits 
in any of the four consecutive 10-year peri- 
ods beginning in 2027. 

CBO also reviewed provisions of the legis- 
lation that would require GSA to build a new 
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headquarters for the Department of Energy 
(DOB), to be financed by exchanging or sell- 
ing DOE’s current headquarters in the For- 
restal Building Complex in Washington, D.C. 
Based on information from GSA and prop- 
erty developers, CBO expects that con- 
structing a new DOE headquarters could not 
be accomplished solely through a sale or ex- 
change of the current facility, and would re- 
quire the expenditure of additional appro- 
priated funds, which are not authorized by 
this act. Under H.R. 4487, if a new head- 
quarters facility could not be built, GSA 
would be directed to sell any underutilized or 
vacant property in the Forrestal Complex. 
Based on information from GSA, CBO does 
not expect that enacting the bill would re- 
sult in more sales than would otherwise 
occur under current law. 

H.R. 4487 contains no intergovernmental or 
private-sector mandates as defined in the 
Unfunded Mandates Reform Act and would 
not affect the budgets of state, local, or trib- 
al governments. 

The CBO staff contact for this estimate is 
Matthew Pickford. The estimate was ap- 
proved by H. Samuel Papenfuss, Deputy As- 
sistant Director for Budget Analysis. 


EEE 


IN RECOGNITION OF LOUDOUN 
INTERFAITH RELIEF’S 25TH AN- 
NIVERSARY 


HON. BARBARA COMSTOCK 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 19, 2016 


Mrs. COMSTOCK. Mr. Speaker, | rise to ac- 
knowledge the 25th anniversary of Loudoun 
Interfaith Relief, Loudoun County, Virginia’s 
largest food pantry, and their steadfast service 
to the good citizens of the Loudoun commu- 
nity. | would like to personally commend the 
volunteers who so selflessly dedicate them- 
selves to providing support to those less fortu- 
nate without asking anything in return. These 
notable citizens truly embody the very best of 
our nation’s values through their service to the 
community and commitment to the betterment 
of others’ lives. 


Loudoun Interfaith Relief has increased their 
service exponentially since it began. In 1991, 
LIR provided 50,000 pounds of food over 
4,800 pantry visits. In 2016, LIR served 
11,000 individuals in 73,000 visits with 1.2 mil- 
lion pounds of food. The pantry is now open 
six days a week and has over 320 volunteers 
working to provide services to those in need. 
This growth is a clear testament to the out- 
standing dedication to service conducted by 
the staff and volunteers at Loudoun Interfaith 
Relief. 


Mr. Speaker, it brings me immense pride to 
recognize such a fine organization, and | sin- 
cerely hope that we all can live up to their tre- 
mendous example. | ask my colleagues to join 
me in congratulating Loudoun Interfaith Relief. 
| wish them all the best and hope that they 
continue to be a positive example of service to 
the community. 
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TRIBUTE TO THE KOCH FAMILY 
FARM IN PUEBLO COUNTY, COL- 
ORADO 


HON. SCOTT R. TIPTON 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 19, 2016 


Mr. TIPTON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor the Koch Farm, located in Pueblo Coun- 
ty, Colorado. Last month, the Koch Farm was 
honored by the Colorado Department of Agri- 
culture and History for its 102 years of con- 
tributions to Colorado’s agriculture economy, 
and its deep family roots in the community. 

The Koch Farm was founded in 1914 at the 
beginning of World War |. It survived the dust 
bowl of the 1930s, fluctuating crop prices, and 
many other harsh conditions that have dev- 
astated other Colorado farms over the past 
decade. As a family, the Kochs were able to 
persevere, keeping their family’s traditions and 
the farm alive. It’s through the hard work and 
determination of family members like John and 
Conrad Wyss, the founders of the farm; Mark 
Koch, the current operator of the farm, and his 
siblings; and their father, John Koch, who 
passed away earlier this year, that this farm 
continues to thrive today. 

Mr. Speaker, | am immensely proud of the 
family tradition and determination that the 
Koch Family Farm embodies. | congratulate 
the Koch Family Farm for receiving the distinct 
honor of being designated as a part of the 
Colorado Department of Agriculture and His- 
tory homestead collection. The Koch family 
truly deserves this honor. 


EE 


HONORING THE LIFE OF OFFICER 
MIKE BRUNSON 


HON. BARBARA COMSTOCK 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 19, 2016 


Mrs. COMSTOCK. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to honor the life of my constituent, Officer Mi- 
chael “Mike” Todd Brunson, a master police 
officer in the Winchester Police Department. 
Officer Brunson passed away on September 
11th, 2016 at the age of 48. He will be sorely 
missed by his family, his fellow officers, and 
his entire community. 

Mike Brunson was sworn into the Win- 
chester Police Department on February 10, 
1995 and was promoted to the position of 
Master Police Officer in September of 2006. 
Officer Brunson was a respected and well 
known member of our community. In addition 
to protecting his neighbors, Mike helped found 
his department’s community policing unit, and 
even served as a counselor at the Kids and 
Cops Camp. Officer Brunson was a member 
of the SWAT Team, a firearms instructor and 
field training officer. He also received a Meri- 
torious Action Award and a Valor Award in 
2014 for risking his life to enter a burning 
home in search for a 2 year old boy. 

Winchester Police Chief Kevin 
Sanzenbacher in his statement said that Mike 
“was a great person, a great father, grand- 
father, husband, son and friend. He will be 
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truly missed.” Lt. J. Cornwell of the Frederick 
County Sheriffs Office had Officer Brunson as 
his first field training officer and said “he was 
a very courteous and nice man who was al- 
ways willing to pass on information that he 
had” and that it was a “shame to lose him, es- 
pecially at that young age.” Officer Mike 
Brunson is survived by his mother, Carol D. 
Rockwell, his wife, Kimberly Brunson; his 
daughter Elizabeth Thurman and her husband 
Jesse, his daughter Katherine Brunson; a 
step-daughter, Eve Neal, and step-son, Ste- 
phen Neal-Crowe; as well as his two grand- 
children Ryleigh Grace and Oliver James 
Thurman. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask that my colleagues join 
me in celebrating the life of Officer Michael 
“Mike” Todd Brunson. May he rest in peace, 
and his family be comforted. 
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HONORING BOB MCFADDEN IN THE 
DALLES, OREGON 


HON. GREG WALDEN 


OF OREGON 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 19, 2016 


Mr. WALDEN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize my good friend Bob McFadden for 
his many years of dedicated public service to 
the Port of The Dalles. Bob has retired after 
serving 11 years as commissioner and the last 
two years as President for the Port of The 
Dalles, and | would like to pay tribute to his 
leadership for the people of The Dalles. 

Bob was born near Mollala, Oregon and 
graduated from Portland’s Parkrose High 
School. Following graduation, Bob studied cul- 
inary arts and the hospitality industry at the 
Horst Mager Culinary Institute before begin- 
ning a career in culinary work and hotel man- 
agement for Holiday Inn in the Portland area. 
During his tenure with the hotel industry, he 
met a fellow Parkrose High graduate, Kris, 
who would become his wife of 42 years. They 
would go on together to work in the Houston, 
Texas area before receiving an offer to man- 
age a hotel in The Dalles and so the two 
moved their new family to The Dalles in 1982. 

After arriving in The Dalles, Bob began his 
real estate career as well as his time as an 
Oregon athletics official for high school football 
and basketball. His career as a referee in the 
Mid-Columbia region also included service as 
basketball and football commissioner and the 
peer awarded State Football Referee of the 
Year. 

Being a family man with a business to oper- 
ate is a difficult and time consuming role in 
itself. In addition to being a great father, suc- 
cessful realtor, and a reliable referee for the 
region’s student athletes, Bob found even 
more time to give to his community in a num- 
ber of roles including membership and presi- 
dency of The Dalles Rotary and Lions Clubs, 
serving on the Mid-Columbia Fire and Rescue 
Board, North Wasco County School District 
Budget Committee, and a term on The Dalles 
City Council. Bob and Kris also helped estab- 
lish the long time sister city program with 
Miyoshi City, Japan that regularly sends citi- 
zens abroad and brings citizens of Miyoshi 
City to The Dalles to better promote under- 
standing and exchange in the global commu- 
nity. 
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Bob’s service with The Port of The Dalles 
began in 2003, where he served as commis- 
sioner until 2014 when he was elected Presi- 
dent, a position he held until his retirement at 
the end of June. During his term, he has been 
an integral part of the economic driver that is 
The Port of The Dalles. Despite the progres- 
sive loss of major job creators over the years, 
The Port commission has managed to work 
with the community to create fruitful ideas to 
bring new jobs into the area. As a member of 
the Port’s Community Outreach Team, | knew 
| could count on Bob to provide valuable in- 
sight in crafting solutions to the issues facing 
The Dalles and Wasco County. 

As Bob begins his transition into retirement, 
| know he and Kris will look forward to more 
time together. 

Mr. Speaker and my colleagues, please join 
me in recognizing and thanking my good 
friend, Bob McFadden for his many years of 
leadership and service to The Dalles. 


—— 


IN RECOGNITION OF THE 2016 
BREAST FRIENDS EVENT 


HON. BARBARA COMSTOCK 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 19, 2016 


Mrs. COMSTOCK. Mr. Speaker, | would like 
to recognize the important work done by Ms. 
Nicole Clark for hosting the 2016 Breast 
Friends event at Harmony Middle School in 
Virginia’s Tenth Congressional District. Nicole 
has worked on hosting these events since 
2013, when she first started them with her 
“breast friend” Michelle Batt. The success of 
these events has helped raise awareness and 
spread knowledge on the subject of breast 
cancer. Their hard work exemplifies the caring 
attitude of Loudoun County’s residents. 

The 2016 Breast Friend event will entail dis- 
cussion with a panel of doctors who are work- 
ing in fields related to breast cancer, as well 
as Ms. Clark’s own story about her experience 
with breast cancer. The overall mission of Ms. 
Clark and the Breast Friends team is to pro- 
vide support to a community of women suf- 
fering from breast cancer. 

| believe that it is important to continue 
working to help defeat breast cancer; while 
also supporting those organizations and pro- 
grams such as Breast Friends that do so 
much for those already suffering from this dis- 
ease. These events serve a vital role in the 
continued education of our community about 
diseases such as breast cancer, and in the 
creation of support networks for those affected 
by it. 

It is my hope that this event will endure into 
the future and continue this legacy of commu- 
nity support and awareness. | thank and com- 
mend everyone involved in the 2016 Breast 
Friends event. Their caring spirit will result in 
critically important issues being discussed to a 
greater degree in our society. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join in 
recognizing Ms. Nicole Clark of Loudoun 
County for her work as host of the 2016 
Breast Friends event in Hamilton, Virginia. Al- 
though Michelle Batt will not be in the country 
for this year’s event, she will continue to be an 
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integral part of the important work done by the 
Breast Friends in our great Commonwealth. | 
commend both Nicole and Michelle for their 
continued dedication to supporting those suf- 
fering from breast cancer. | wish them all the 
best in their future endeavors. 


EE 


REMEMBERING THE LIFE OF MRS. 
BRENDA FAYE YOUNG RUSSELL 


HON. ALCEE L. HASTINGS 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 19, 2016 


Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize the life and legacy of Mrs. Brenda 
Faye Young Russell, who sadly passed away 
on Saturday, March 12, 2016. 

Brenda attended North Carolina A&T State 
University and received a Bachelor of Science 
Degree in Economics and Business Adminis- 
tration in 1969. After receiving her degree, she 
embarked upon a career in business by secur- 
ing a position as an economist at The Rouse 
Company in Columbia, Maryland. In 1975. 
Brenda married Mr. Daniel Russell, who was 
also employed by the Company. 

Later in her career, Mrs. Russell worked as 
a merchandising manager and developed sev- 
eral retail businesses through Maryland. Ulti- 
mately, she created Russell-Turcot and Com- 
pany, a real estate development and con- 
sulting firm. Her talents and expertise sur- 
passed the retail and consulting industries, 
and extended to community leadership. Mrs. 
Russell served her community by assuming 
the position of Acting President for the Wash- 
ington Urban League. 

In recognition of her outstanding contribu- 
tions to small business and society, Mrs. Rus- 
sell was honored by the Metropolitan Demo- 
cratic Women’s Club and received the Mayor 
Marion Barry Award for “Exemplary Business 
Achievement” in the retail industry in 1983. In- 
deed, the Washington Post described Mrs. 
Brenda Russell as “the walking embodiment 
of a successful retailer.” 

Mr. Speaker, | am honored to pay my re- 
spects to Brenda and her family. She is sur- 
vived by her husband, Daniel Russell; her 
daughter, Doni Kristen; and many others who 
grew to love and cherish her. | offer my deep- 
est condolences to Brenda’s family. Her spirit, 
loving memory, and legacy will always live on. 


——— EE 


IN HONOR OF THE 50TH ANNIVER- 
SARY OF THE COMMITTEE FOR 
DULLES 


HON. BARBARA COMSTOCK 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 19, 2016 


Mrs. COMSTOCK. Mr. Speaker. | would like 
to honor the 50th anniversary of the Com- 
mittee for Dulles (CFD). Established in 1966, 
the CFD has worked tirelessly to help Wash- 
ington Dulles International Airport and the eco- 
nomic growth of its region. 

The hard work done by the men and women 
of the Committee for Dulles has helped to 
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make excellent opportunities available to many 
of my constituents and ensure the growth of 
the Washington Dulles International Airport 
corridor. 

Home to some of our nation’s largest and 
most successful companies, the CFD has 
worked tirelessly to secure the necessary in- 
frastructure to maintain these economic sta- 
ples in place, all while providing a better qual- 
ity of life for the residents of Dulles. The close 
collaboration of the constituents of Virginia’s 
10th Congressional District is crucial to bring- 
ing continued prosperity to the region. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join in 
recognizing the 50th anniversary of the Com- 
mittee for Dulles and thanking them for the 
hard work they do to help stimulate economic 
growth in the entire region. | know the Com- 
mittee for Dulles will continue to provide excel- 
lent opportunities for the area in the future, 
and | wish them all the best. 


EE 


CELEBRATING THE 100TH ANNI- 
VERSARY OF EL PASO HIGH 
SCHOOL 


HON. BETO O'ROURKE 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 19, 2016 


Mr. O’ROURKE. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor and celebrate the 100th Anniversary of 
El Paso High School (EPHS). 

September 18, 2016 marks the 100th anni- 
versary of El Paso’s oldest operating high 
school, El Paso High. During these 100 years, 
the “Lady on the Hill” has played an influential 
role in defining the best of our community and 
country. 

El Paso High has a long and proud history 
of service. In the early 1900’s El Paso High 
School's first Texas Cadet Guard became one 
of the first Junior Reserve Officers Training 
Corps (JROTC) in the United States. She has 
prepared notable officers like William D. Haw- 
kins, an El Paso High JROTC alumnus and 
Medal of Honor recipient of the U.S. Marine 
Corps, after whom the U.S.S. Hawkins was 
named. In 1925, an airfield on the U.S. Army’s 
installation at Fort Bliss was named after 
James Buster Biggs, another EPHS graduate 
who was killed in a plane crash at Beltran, 
France in 1918. 

El Paso High School also represents the 
best of our country’s connection with the rest 
of the hemisphere. Located just three miles 
from the U.S.-Mexico border, EPHS is 93 per- 
cent Hispanic, and has implemented a nation- 
ally recognized Dual Language Gifted and Tal- 
ented Program. Also known as Mundos 
Unidos, or Connecting Worlds, the unique pro- 
gram was awarded the multi-million dollar 
Jacob K. Javits Grant from the U.S. Depart- 
ment of Education. The program has helped 
EPHS graduates to receive top scholarships at 
the top universities. 

Innovation and creativity flourish here. F. 
Murray Abraham, a 1958 graduate, began his 
acting career at El Paso High School. His tal- 
ent won him a drama scholarship to the Texas 
Western College, and later an Academy 
Award for Best Actor in the film Amadeus. Jim 
Ward and Cedric Bixler-Zavala, best known for 
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their collaboration in the groundbreaking band 
At the Drive-In, are both proud Tigers. 

Another accomplished El Paso High grad- 
uate, Tom Lea, moved the nation through his 
art, writing, and war-time correspondence. Lea 
brought the Southwestern region to life in his 
famous murals that can be found in public 
buildings from Washington, D.C. to Dallas, 
Texas. Mr. Lea also worked as an eyewitness 
correspondent for Life Magazine, where he 
traveled more than 100,000 miles to record 
the experiences of U.S. and Allied officers in 
World War II. He wrote and illustrated The 
Brave Bulls and The Wonderful Country, 
which were later adapted into Hollywood mov- 
ies. 

Ruben Salazar, a pioneer journalist during 
the 1960’s Chicano movement, was the first 
Mexican-American to cover the Chicano com- 
munity in mainstream media. His news cov- 
erage included police discrimination against 
Mexican-Americans, Chicano protests, and the 
relations between Chicanos and African Amer- 
icans. On August 29, 1970, Salazar covered 
the Chicano Moratorium anti-war protest in 
East Los Angeles, the largest Mexican-Amer- 
ican rally in U.S. history. Sheriff's deputies and 
officers wielded clubs and fired tear gas at 
protestors in the area, hitting and instantly kill- 
ing Salazar. His unfortunate death and fear- 
less character has made him a civil rights 
leader for our country. Abraham, Lea, and 
Salazar are among the many high-skilled, gift- 
ed minds El Paso High has produced. Our 
city’s oldest high school has exceptionally pre- 
pared some of our nation’s best visionaries. 

The beauty of El Paso High School lies not 
only within its students, but with its architec- 
ture as well. In 1980, El Paso High became an 
official historic landmark in the National Reg- 
ister of Historic Places. Its unique Greco- 
Roman architecture was inspired by the Por- 
tico of Octavia in Rome, Italy. Henry Trost, the 
chief architect, designed the school and some 
of the most unique buildings in the Southwest. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask the House of Represent- 
atives to rise with me to honor El Paso High 
School and the extraordinary work they have 
done these last 100 years with our students 
and community. Viva la High. 


Se 


IN HONOR OF THE COMMEMORA- 
TION OF THE 1861 BATTLE OF 
DRANESVILLE 


HON. BARBARA COMSTOCK 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 19, 2016 


Mrs. COMSTOCK. Mr. Speaker, | would like 
to honor the Commemoration of the 1861 Bat- 
tle of Dranesville on Saturday, September 
24th. The battle marked the first time Union 
forces defeated the Confederacy in the east- 
ern theatre. 

On December 20th, 1861, Brigadier General 
Edward Ord, leading the Union forces, en- 
gaged the Confederate army under the com- 
mand of Brigadier General J.E.B. Stuart at the 
village of Dranesville, Virginia. The Union 
force of 5,000 men was attacked by 4,000 
Confederate soldiers along the Leesburg Pike. 
Due to their superior position, Union artillery 
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was able to out-duel their Confederate coun- 
terparts while the infantry forces squared off. 
After two hours of fighting, the Confederate 
army retreated from the field. The Union vic- 
tory provided a much needed morale boost 
during America’s most deadly war. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
in recognizing the Commemoration of the 
1861 Battle of Dranesville. We must always 
remember and honor those who sacrificed 
their lives to preserve our nation. 


EE 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. FRANK C. GUINTA 


OF NEW HAMPSHIRE 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 19, 2016 


Mr. GUINTA. Mr. Speaker, on Roll Call Vote 
Number 492-504, | am not recorded because 
| was absent from the U.S. House of Rep- 
resentatives. Had | been present, | would have 
voted in the following manner. 


On Roll Call Number 505 had | been 
present, | would have voted YES. 
On Roll Call Number 506 had | been 


present, | would have voted YES. 


EE 


IN RECOGNITION OF THE FRIENDS 
OF THE CLAUDE MOORE COLO- 
NIAL FARM AT TURKEY RUN 


HON. BARBARA COMSTOCK 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 19, 2016 


Mrs. COMSTOCK. Mr. Speaker, | rise to 
recognize The Friends of the Claude Moore 
Colonial Farm at Turkey Run in Fairfax Coun- 
ty, Virginia for their support of this educational 
farm throughout the years. This society has 
been integral in the continued operations of 
this park site, which serves as a historical ref- 
erence to colonial farm life for the citizens of 
Fairfax County and for visitors from around the 
country. 

The Friends of the Claude Moore Colonial 
Farm at Turkey Run hosts their annual Okto- 
berfest fundraising event, which has live enter- 
tainment and a myriad of other activities. The 
Claude Moore Colonial Farm at Turkey Run 
has been open for over 40 years, and has 
been the only privately funded and operated 
park in the National Park System for the past 
35 years. This park site offers many learning 
experiences for its visitors to be immersed in 
the authentic methods of colonial agriculture. 

Agriculture continues to be a vital force in 
my district as well as the nation as a whole, 
and | would like to applaud this group’s dedi- 
cation to maintaining an establishment that 
celebrates our nation’s farming heritage. The 
Claude Moore Colonial Farm at Turkey Run is 
a wonderful destination for many students and 
young people to learn about our country’s his- 
tory and develop a greater appreciation for 
those men and woman who laid the founda- 
tion of the United States of America. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask that my colleagues join 
me in recognizing The Friends of the Claude 
Moore Colonial Farm at Turkey Run for their 
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valuable efforts to preserve one of our nation’s 
great parks. | wish them all the best at their 
upcoming Oktoberfest event and in their future 
endeavors. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. BRUCE WESTERMAN 


OF ARKANSAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 19, 2016 


Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Speaker, on roll call 
no. 508, | was at a meeting off Capitol Hill, 
and did not make it to the House Chamber in 
time to vote. Had | been present, | would have 
voted AYE. 


——— 


IN HONOR OF THE 5TH ANNIVER- 
SARY OF SPROUT THERAPEUTIC 
RIDING AND EDUCATION CENTER 


HON. BARBARA COMSTOCK 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, September 19, 2016 


Mrs. COMSTOCK. Mr. Speaker, | would like 
to honor the 5th anniversary of Sprout Thera- 
peutic Riding and Education Center in Aldie, 
Virginia. The center provides equine assisted 
activities and therapies for those seeking op- 
portunities for personal growth. 

With seven horses and a dedicated staff, 
the center seeks to raise awareness about 
special needs while providing a dynamic envi- 
ronment for participants to learn and socialize. 
Their riding lessons focus on gaining riding 
skills, increasing physical strength, and 
achieving the rider’s desired social, emotional, 
and life skills. Their work is an inspiration and 
| am proud to have such a wonderful organi- 
zation in the Virginia’s 10th Congressional Dis- 
trict. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join in 
recognizing the 5th anniversary of Sprout 
Therapeutic Riding and Education Center and 
thanking all those who provide comfort and 
support to our neighbors in need. | know the 
center will continue to provide excellent oppor- 
tunities for any who wish to partake. | wish 
them all the best in their future endeavors. 


EE 
SENATE COMMITTEE MEETINGS 


Title IV of Senate Resolution 4, 
agreed to by the Senate of February 4, 
1977, calls for establishment of a sys- 
tem for a computerized schedule of all 
meetings and hearings of Senate com- 
mittees, subcommittees, joint commit- 
tees, and committees of conference. 
This title requires all such committees 
to notify the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest—designated by the Rules Com- 
mittee—of the time, place and purpose 
of the meetings, when scheduled and 
any cancellations or changes in the 
meetings as they occur. 

As an additional procedure along 
with the computerization of this infor- 
mation, the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest will prepare this information for 
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printing in the Extensions of Remarks 
section of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
on Monday and Wednesday of each 
week. 


Meetings scheduled for Tuesday, Sep- 
tember 20, 2016 may be found in the 
Daily Digest of today’s RECORD. 


MEETINGS SCHEDULED 
SEPTEMBER 21 


10 a.m. 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry 
To hold hearings to examine the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture and the current 
state of the farm economy. 
SR-328A 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation 
Business meeting to consider S. 3346, to 
authorize the programs of the National 
Aeronautics and Space Administration, 
S. 3183, to prohibit the circumvention 
of control measures used by Internet 
ticket sellers to ensure equitable con- 
sumer access to tickets for any given 
event, S. 3097, to establish the 
SelectUSA program, S. 1788, to require 
operators that provide online and simi- 
lar services to educational agencies, in- 
stitutions, or programs to protect the 
privacy and security of personally 
identifiable information, H.R. 4755, to 
inspire women to enter the aerospace 
field, including science, technology, en- 
gineering, and mathematics, through 
mentorship and outreach, and H.R. 
4742, to authorize the National Science 
Foundation to support entrepreneurial 
programs for women. 
SR-253 
Committee on Finance 
Business meeting to consider an original 
bill entitled, ‘‘Miner’s Protection Act 
of 2016”, and an original bill entitled, 
“Retirement and Enhancement Sav- 
ings Act of 2016”. 
SD-215 
Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs 
Permanent Subcommittee on Investiga- 
tions 
To hold hearings to examine combatting 
the opioid epidemic, focusing on a re- 
view of anti-abuse efforts by Federal 
authorities and private insurers. 
SD-342 
10:30 a.m. 
Committee on Appropriations 
Subcommittee on Transportation, Housing 
and Urban Development, and Related 
Agencies 
To hold hearings to examine the possible 
conversion of public housing and other 
project-based rental assistance to Sec- 
tion 8 vouchers, as well as administra- 
tive changes to the Section 8 voucher 
program, in order to improve the deliv- 
ery of rental assistance to vulnerable 
families and individuals. 
SD-192 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs 
Subcommittee on National Security and 
International Trade and Finance 
To hold hearings to examine terror fi- 
nancing risks of America’s $1.7 billion 
cash payments to Iran. 
SD-538 
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1 p.m. 
Select Committee on Intelligence 
To receive a closed briefing on certain 
intelligence matters. 
SH-219 
2 p.m. 
Committee on Indian Affairs 
Business meeting to consider S. 2953, to 
promote patient-centered care and ac- 
countability at the Indian Health Serv- 
ice, S. 3234, to amend the Native Amer- 
ican Business Development, Trade Pro- 
motion, and Tourism Act of 2000, the 
Buy Indian Act, the Indian Trader Act, 
and the Native American Programs Act 
of 1974 to provide industry and eco- 
nomic development opportunities to 
Indian communities, and S. 3261, to es- 
tablish a business incubators program 
within the Department of the Interior 
to promote economic development in 
Indian reservation communities. 
SD-628 
2:30 p.m. 
Committee on Appropriations 
Subcommittee on Agriculture, Rural De- 
velopment, Food and Drug Administra- 
tion, and Related Agencies 
To hold hearings to examine prioritizing 
public health, focusing on the Food and 
Drug Administration’s role in the ge- 
neric drug marketplace. 


SD-192 

Committee on Environment and Public 
Works 

Subcommittee on Fisheries, Water, and 
Wildlife 


To hold an oversight hearing to examine 
the proposed revisions to the Fish and 
Wildlife Service mitigation policy. 

SD-406 
Committee on the Judiciary 
Subcommittee on Immigration and the Na- 
tional Interest 

To hold an oversight hearing to examine 
the Administration’s fiscal year 2017 
refugee resettlement program. 

SD-226 


SEPTEMBER 22 


9:30 a.m. 
Committee on Armed Services 

To hold hearings to examine United 
States national security challenges and 

ongoing military operations. 
SD-G50 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 

sources 

To hold hearings to examine S. 346, to 
withdraw certain land located in Curry 
County and Josephine County, Oregon, 
from all forms of entry, appropriation, 
or disposal under the public land laws, 
location, entry, and patent under the 
mining laws, and operation under the 
mineral leasing and geothermal leasing 
laws, S. 487, to provide for congres- 
sional approval of national monuments 
and restrictions on the use of national 
monuments, to establish requirements 
for the declaration of marine national 
monuments, S. 1416, to amend title 54, 
United States Code, to limit the au- 
thority to reserve water rights in des- 
ignating a national monument, S. 2056, 
to provide for the establishment of the 
National Volcano Early Warning and 
Monitoring System, S. 2380, to require 
the Secretary of the Interior to estab- 
lish a pilot program for commercial 
recreation concessions on certain land 
managed by the Bureau of Land Man- 
agement, S. 2681, to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to retire coal 
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preference right lease applications for 
which the Secretary has made an af- 
firmative commercial quantities deter- 
mination, to substitute certain land se- 
lections of the Navajo Nation, to des- 
ignate certain wilderness areas, S. 2991, 
to withdraw certain land in Okanogan 
County, Washington, to protect the 
land, S. 3049, to designate the Organ 
Mountains and other public land as 
components of the National Wilderness 
Preservation System in the State of 
New Mexico, S. 3102, to promote con- 
servation, improve public land manage- 
ment, and provide for sensible develop- 
ment in Pershing County, Nevada, S. 
3167, to establish the Appalachian For- 
est National Heritage Area, S. 3192, to 
designate a mountain peak in the State 
of Montana as ‘‘Alex Diekmann Peak”, 
S. 3208, to provide for economic devel- 
opment and access to resources in 
Alaska, S. 3204, to provide for the ex- 
change of Federal land and non-Federal 
land in the State of Alaska for the con- 
struction of a road between King Cove 
and Cold Bay, S. 3254, to provide for a 
land exchange involving certain Na- 
tional Forest System land in the State 
of South Dakota, S. 3273, to make tech- 
nical corrections to the Alaska Native 
Claims Settlement Act, S. 3312, to ex- 
tend the authorization of the Uranium 
Mill Tailings Radiation Control Act of 
1978 relating to the disposal site in 
Mesa County, Colorado, S. 3315, to au- 
thorize the modification or augmenta- 
tion of the Second Division Memorial, 
S. 3316, to maximize land management 
efficiencies, promote land conserva- 
tion, generate education funding, S. 
3317, to prohibit the further extension 
or establishment of national monu- 
ments in the State of Utah except by 
express authorization of Congress, H.R. 
1838, to establish the Clear Creek Na- 
tional Recreation Area in San Benito 
and Fresno Counties, California, to des- 
ignate the Joaquin Rocks Wilderness in 
such counties, and H.R. 2009, to provide 
for the conveyance of certain land 
inholdings owned by the United States 
to the Tucson Unified School District 
and to the Pascua Yaqui Tribe of Ari- 


zona. 
SD-366 
10 a.m. 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs 
Subcommittee on Housing, Transpor- 


tation, and Community Development 
To hold an oversight hearing to examine 
the Department of Housing and Urban 
Development inspection process. 
SD-538 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions 
To hold hearings to examine exploring 
current practices in cosmetic develop- 
ment and safety. 
SD-430 
Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs 
To hold hearings to examine exploring a 
right to try for terminally ill patients. 
SD-342 
Commission on Security and Cooperation 
in Europe 
To hold hearings to examine atrocities in 
Iraq and Syria, focusing on relief for 
survivors and accountability for per- 
petrators. 
RHOB-2200 
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2p.m. 
Select Committee on Intelligence 
To receive a closed briefing on certain 
intelligence matters. 
SH-219 
3 p.m. 
Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs 
Subcommittee on Regulatory Affairs and 
Federal Management 
To hold hearings to examine agency reg- 
ulatory guidance. 
SD-342 
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4 p.m. 
Commission on Security and Cooperation 
in Europe 
To receive a briefing on Moldova at a 
crossroads. 
RHOB-2456 


POSTPONEMENTS 


SEPTEMBER 21 
9:30 a.m. 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions 
Business meeting to consider S. 2873, to 
require studies and reports examining 
the use of, and opportunities to use, 
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technology-enabled collaborative 
learning and capacity building models 
to improve programs of the Depart- 
ment of Health and Human Services, S. 
2932, to amend the Controlled Sub- 
stances Act with respect to the provi- 
sion of emergency medical services, an 
original bill entitled, ‘‘Career and 
Technical Education Act of 2016’’, and 
the nominations of Thomas G. Kotarac, 
of Illinois, to be a Member of the Rail- 
road Retirement Board, and Constance 
Smith Barker, of Alabama, to be a 
Member of the Equal Employment Op- 
portunity Commission. 

SD-430 


September 20, 2016 
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SENATE—Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


The Senate met at 10 a.m. and was 
called to order by the President pro 
tempore (Mr. HATCH). 


EE 
PRAYER 


The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of- 
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 

Eternal God, every good and perfect 
gift comes from You alone, for with 
You there is no variation or shadow of 
turning. Help us to remember that the 
function of prayer is not to influence 
You, Almighty God, but to change us. 
We, therefore, do not pray for an easy 
life but for the strength to endure a 
difficult one. 

Give our Senators the wisdom to 
trust You in the small things, realizing 
that faithfulness with the least pre- 
pares them for fidelity with the much. 
May they trust You to do what is best 
for America in good times and in bad. 
May we place our hope in You and 
never forget how You have sustained us 
in the past. 

We pray in Your sacred Name. Amen. 


EE 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The President pro tempore led the 
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CoT- 
TON). The majority leader is recog- 
nized. 


CONTINUING RESOLUTION 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, 
Senators have been continuing their 
work across the aisle to reach an 
agreement on a continuing resolution 
that will help keep Americans safer 
from Zika, provide critical funding for 
veterans, and keep the government 
open. 

I have been encouraged by the 
progress that we have made so far, and 
I hope to see it continue as we work to- 
ward a final bill which will extend 
through December 9 at last year’s en- 
acted level. 

We all know how important the 
measure is. So let’s keep working and 
get this done. 

—— 

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 

LEADER 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Democratic leader is recognized. 


THE REPUBLICAN-LED SENATE 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, the Repub- 
lican-led Senate recently returned 
from the longest summer recess in 
more than a half a century. It is de- 
picted here in the chart I wish to share 
with my colleagues. The black lines are 
when we are not working. Where there 
are not black lines is when we work, 
keeping in mind that many of our work 
days are not the work days of the peo- 
ple we represent. Some work days are 3 
or 4 hours at the most. 

The Republican Senate just simply 
doesn’t work. The chart represents the 
fewest working days since 1956. Our 
country has grown since then. But here 
it is. A picture is worth a thousand 
words. I won’t say a thousand words 
this morning, but I will say a few more 
things. 

We are here today when the Repub- 
lican-led Senate is on track to work 
fewer days in 2016 than in any year 
since 1956, when I was in high school. 
Republicans owe the taxpayers who 
fund their paychecks an apology—and 
they really do—for showing up to work 
fewer days this year than any Senate 
in all those many decades. 

One would think the Republicans 
would be embarrassed by their indo- 
lence—but apparently not. Instead of 
apologizing for their absenteeism, Re- 
publicans are demanding even more 
time off. 

Today I read in the newspaper—there 
are news accounts all over the coun- 
try—that Republicans are whining 
about being asked to show up to do 
their jobs. They are asking for more 
weeks of recess. They are saying that 
Democrats are holding up what we are 
doing in Congress—how about that. 

We are so far down the road here that 
not much can be done because we are 
in what we call postcloture procedure 
in almost everything we do around 
here. We are going to vote in just a few 
hours, and it will be another time when 
we can’t do anything because we are 
postcloture. But that is the calendar 
the Republican leader set. We didn’t. 
That is the calendar we should stick 
to, I guess, is what we are being told. 
Let’s black off a few more days. It is 
scary, but that is what they want. If we 
take more time off, the Senate will not 
have just worked fewer days in any 
year since 1956, but we may have to go 
back further in history to find a Senate 
that worked as few days as this one—a 
long time back. 

So I have a short answer for the Re- 
publicans who complain about being 
asked to earn their paychecks. Cry us 
all a river. Stop complaining about not 
having enough time off. 


People out there who are watching 
this work different kinds of jobs. Some 
are retired, but they worked. They 
know what it is like to work. They 
never gave themselves extra weeks of 
vacation whenever they felt like it and 
neither should Senate Republicans. 


EE 
DONALD TRUMP 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, working 
people in our great country are tired of 
being ripped off by really rich people— 
some who are billionaires and some 
who claim they are billionaires. During 
the financial crisis, Wall Street took 
Main Street to the cleaners. Oh, did it 
hurt the State of Nevada—all of Ne- 
vada: Reno, Las Vegas—and it clob- 
bered rural Nevada. American families 
lost their savings, their livelihoods, 
and their businesses because of the 
greed of a few. The last thing the 
American people want or need is a 
President who will run another finan- 
cial scam on each of them. 

If elected, Donald Trump would be 
the scammer in chief. Trump is a fraud. 
That is the word that I chose. He was 
born with an inheritance, but he lost 
his daddy’s wealth. That is why Donald 
Trump won’t release his tax returns. 
That is certainly one of the reasons, of 
course. He is not worth nearly as much 
as he claims to be. That is the secret 
he doesn’t want anyone to know. He 
wants everyone to think he is the big, 
rich, rich man. 

We know that Trump lies about his 
money. I am not making that up. He 
once admitted he assesses his net 
worth on a whim. This is what he said 
during one of his many, many deposi- 
tions, which is a court proceeding 
where you gather evidence, and he has 
appeared before many for his deposi- 
tions. This is what he said on one occa- 
sion in his many sworn statements. I 
keep stressing that this is one of a 
multitude of lawsuits to which he has 
been a party. This is Donald Trump 
talking: ‘‘My net worth fluctuates, and 
it goes up and down with markets and 
with attitudes and with feelings, even 
my own feelings.” 

Simply put, Trump is faking his net 
worth because he doesn’t want us to 
know that he is not a good business- 
man and he is not as rich as he would 
have us believe. 

Donald Trump’s business record 
speaks for itself. He has ruined com- 
pany after company, hotel after hotel. 
Over the last couple of decades, we 
know of at least six of his companies 
that have gone into bankruptcy. There 
are Trump’s other business ventures, 
such as Trump Steaks. Yes, that was 
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really one—Trump Steaks, those 
things you eat. There was Trump Mag- 
azine, those things you read, and 
Trump University, those places where 
you are supposed to get educated. They 
were all flops. 

Trump claims to be a titan in the 
real estate industry, but the Wash- 
ington Post has reported that he 
doesn’t crack the list of major real es- 
tate buyers in New York City, let alone 
the country. 

Earlier this year, the New York 
Times reported that Trump has such a 
bad business reputation that banks do 
not wish to lend him money. 

In lieu of real business success, Don- 
ald Trump resorts to scams like Trump 
University. That is a doozy, but that is 
one of the best scams. Now, with 
Trump University, he ripped off every- 
one from students interested in real es- 
tate to retirees looking to invest their 
savings. Trump University is under in- 
vestigation by the New York Office of 
the Attorney General, and he is the de- 
fendant in two other class action law- 
suits. Why? Because he cheated people. 
He cheated them. 

Litigation is nothing new to Donald 
Trump. Over the last decade and a half, 
Trump and his companies have been 
sued in Federal court 72 times. That 
doesn’t take into consideration the 
many times he has been sued in State 
courts. There have been 72 Federal 
cases and many more times in State 
courts. But Trump, being the 
flimflammer that he is, just moves on 
to another scheme. 

He even cheats charities. He has a 
charity—using a broad definition of a 
“charity’’—called the Trump Founda- 
tion. Trump started his charity be- 
cause he is desperate to get invited to 
fancy parties and be seen with people 
who give their own money. He seeks 
acceptance among the wealthy. Since 
2008, Trump has not donated a single 
penny to his own charity, the Trump 
Foundation. Does he have the money 
to donate? Well, he says he should, but 
he doesn’t. Americans are far more 
generous, even though they are of mod- 
est means, but they contribute gener- 
ously to charities every day—not the 
Donald. No, instead, he goes to other 
individuals and charities and asks 
them to donate to his foundation. 

The Trump Foundation isn’t as much 
of a charity as it is Donald Trump’s 
personal ATM machine. Trump uses 
the money he gets from other charities 
to buy himself gifts. Four years ago, 
Trump paid $12,000 of charity resources 
to buy a football helmet signed by Tim 
Tebow. Tim Tebow, I am sure, is a fine 
man. His college career was terrific. He 
is a Heisman award winner. His profes- 
sional career wasn’t so good, but every- 
thing I know about the man indicates 
he is a good person. He is now 29 years 
old, and with his great physical at- 
tributes, he is trying baseball. He 
hasn’t played baseball since he was in 
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high school, but he hit almost .500 his 
last year in high school, and I hope he 
does well. 

Here is the deal with the helmet. If 
Trump wants to buy Tim Tebow’s hel- 
met or Willie Mays’ bat or Ernie 
Banks’ glove—whatever he wants to 
buy—that is his right. But shouldn’t he 
use his own money? Not Donald 
Trump—no, he didn’t use his money to 
buy Tim Tebow’s helmet. He didn’t use 
his checkbook to buy that memora- 
bilia. Instead, he used the Trump Foun- 
dation charity money—money that was 
supposed to be given to somebody that 
needed help. So for $12,000, a big shot 
was bidding on a helmet, not with his 
own money but with the charity’s 
money. 

The Internal Revenue Service calls 
this sort of thing self-dealing. Self- 
dealing is when a person spends charity 
money on themself. It is against the 
law. It is illegal. But Trump doesn’t 
care about what the law is. If he 
doesn’t have the money himself, which 
obviously he doesn’t, then he uses 
other people’s money—other people’s 
money that is put into his charity, and 
he spends it on himself. This is who the 
Republicans want to be our President. 
This is who  Republicans—Leader 
MCCONNELL and Speaker RYAN want 
this man to prepare a budget for our 
country? Trump can’t be trusted with 
his own charity. Are we supposed to be- 
lieve he can manage the Nation’s 
Treasury or provide money for our 
armed services or for Homeland Secu- 
rity? 

This is a man who uses charities to 
bilk even police officers. In 2009, Don- 
ald Trump asked the Charles Evans 
Foundation for a donation to his char- 
ity, the Trump Foundation. Trump 
told them he needed the money to do- 
nate to the Palm Beach, FL, Police 
Foundation. They gave Trump’s char- 
ity $150,000. Donald Trump took that 
money and gave it to the Palm Beach 
Police Foundation. He didn’t match it 
with a dime of his own. Trump took 
the Charles Evans Foundation money, 
and he donated it as if it were his own. 

Here is where the story gets even 
more absurd—even worse. What kind of 
man is this person running for Presi- 
dent? Well, here is a slight indication. 
When the Palm Beach Police Founda- 
tion wanted to use Trump’s South 
Florida resort to honor him for his 
gift—remember, the gift was from 
somebody else, but he claimed credit 
for it—Trump charged them for the 
event, for the room, and for the food. It 
is estimated that the Palm Beach Po- 
lice Foundation paid Trump and his 
hotel operation $200,000 to honor him- 
self. 

Donald Trump ran a hustle on many 
different charities and netted his resort 
money, and he didn’t spend a penny of 
his own money along the way. 

Trump never worries about being 
caught because he financially rewards 
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the people who would investigate the 
racket he perpetuates. In 2013, the at- 
torney general of Florida, Pam Bondi, 
announced she was joining the New 
York investigation into Trump Univer- 
sity. Four days after announcing the 
probe, Donald Trump sent $25,000 to her 
campaign. The attorney general’s of- 
fice announced almost immediately 
that it would not be investigating 
Trump University and would not join 
with the State of New York. Guess 
what money Trump used to persuade 
the attorney general to change her 
mind. Was it his money? Oh, no. Was it 
money from his charity? You got it. Of 
course, that is illegal, but he did it 
anyway and got credit from the attor- 
ney general of Florida. 

How can Senator MCCONNELL and 
Speaker RYAN continue to endorse this 
man? How can Republicans close their 
eyes to the fact that this swindler is 
running for President and he is ripping 
off the American people and our gov- 
ernment? 

This Republican Congress has spent 
millions of your tax dollars on political 
hit jobs masquerading as investiga- 
tions. They have spent untold amounts 
of money on Benghazi, on emails, and 
they found nothing, of course—zero— 
and they have acknowledged that. 

So I have another job for them. Why 
don’t they investigate Donald Trump? 
They can do it quickly. They are all set 
to do this. They don’t mind spending 
taxpayer dollars. All these investiga- 
tions of the Clinton operation have al- 
ways been taxpayer dollars. They 
should take a cue from the attorney 
general of the State of New York and 
hold Trump accountable for scamming 
charities, the IRS, and the American 
people. 

Donald Trump desperately wants 
people to believe that he is a brilliant, 
rich, rich businessman. In reality he is 
a silver-spoon-toting fraud who would 
never make it in the real world with- 
out his father’s money. That is why 
Trump’s entire business career has 
been one scam after another, such as in 
Atlantic City where he cheated every- 
body and got rich at the expense of 
others. If there is one reason Atlantic 
City has gone downhill—and it has—it 
is Donald Trump. 

He is always looking for a mark, 
some victim for one of his scams, be- 
cause he is incapable of making money 
honestly. Now our country is Trump’s 
next target. He wants this to be the 
biggest payoff ever. 

Mr. President, I think it is time to 
announce the business of the day. 


RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the leadership time 
is reserved. 
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LEGISLATIVE BRANCH APPRO- 
PRIATIONS ACT, 2017—MOTION TO 
PROCEED 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will re- 
sume consideration of the motion to 
proceed to H.R. 5325, which the clerk 
will report. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

Motion to proceed to Calendar No. 516, H.R. 
5325, a bill making appropriations for the 
Legislative Branch for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2017, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The as- 
sistant Democratic leader. 

ZIKA VIRUS FUNDING 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I can 
still recall the first briefing I had as a 
Member of Congress on something 
called HIV/AIDS. I didn’t know much 
about it. I heard the words, but I didn’t 
understand them until this briefing 
brought to mind and brought to light 
the serious threat this was to the 
health of thousands of people in the 
United States and around the world. It 
was a frightening moment. The infor- 
mation we received led us to believe 
quite honestly that this was the public 
health crisis of our time. 

There was a response that I was sur- 
prised by. Despite all the controversy 
around all the values and issues, Presi- 
dent Ronald Reagan and his Surgeon 
General Koop stepped forward and 
showed real leadership. 

Some argued that President Reagan 
waited too long. I am going to put that 
argument aside. The day came when 
the Surgeon General sent a letter to 
every American family telling them 
the threat of this public health crisis. 
It was the right thing to do. We dealt 
with it in an honest, forthright way. 
We appropriated massive amounts of 
money for treatment research, and we 
have come a long way in saving the 
lives of many who were threatened by 
this deadly disease. 

It is rare when a President of the 
United States steps up and says to the 
American people: We have a public 
health crisis. Because it is so rare, we 
should take it very seriously. 

In February of this year, President 
Obama made that plea to Congress 
about a new public health crisis involv- 
ing the Zika infection. Zika, of course, 
is borne by mosquitoes. There is evi- 
dence in countries around the world 
that when these mosquitoes bite some- 
one and infect them, it has a negative 
health consequence, particularly on 
pregnant women and the babies they 
carry. 

President Obama came to Congress in 
February of this year and in a rare mo- 
ment announced that we had an emer- 
gency, a public health crisis that need- 
ed to be addressed. He asked for $1.9 
billion to eradicate the mosquitoes and 
also to develop a vaccine to protect in- 
nocent Americans. 

I took that seriously. Unfortunately, 
the Republican leadership in Congress 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


did not. It wasn’t until May, some 3 
months later, that the Senate passed a 
response to the President’s request for 
this public health emergency called 
Zika. We passed a bill that had about 
$1.1 billion in it—not what the Presi- 
dent asked for but a substantial invest- 
ment toward his goal of protecting 
America and developing a vaccine, and 
we passed it with an overwhelming bi- 
partisan vote. Some 89 Senators from 
both parties voted for it in May of this 
year. That, of course, was 4 months 
ago. 

What happened after the Senate with 
a strong bipartisan vote responded to 
the President’s request for emergency 
funding for a public health crisis in- 
volving Zika? What happened to this 
bill after it passed the Senate? It went 
to the House of Representatives. Unfor- 
tunately, that is where it took a bad 
turn. Instead of passing the obvious bi- 
partisan bill in response to the Presi- 
dent, the House Republicans insisted 
on delaying it further and adding pro- 
visions that were politically controver- 
sial and really were unnecessary to our 
goal of protecting America from this 
crisis. 

They added a provision that said that 
if you were a woman seeking family 
planning so that your pregnancy was 
not compromised by the Zika virus, 
you could not use the Planned Parent- 
hood agencies for those family plan- 
ning consultations. Why would they 
pick Planned Parenthood? Because the 
Republican Party is at war with 
Planned Parenthood. They are willing 
to stop even their family planning 
functions. 

Two million American women went 
to Planned Parenthood last year. They 
count on them for professional services 
they can trust and afford. The Repub- 
licans want to close it down. They have 
voted repeatedly to do that. So they 
chose this Zika emergency public 
health crisis bill to do that again. 

They took $500 million slated for the 
Veterans’ Administration to expedite 
the consideration of claims by our vet- 
erans and eliminated that money in 
the VA—put it toward the Zika virus. 

Third, they decided to suspend the 
authority of the Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency when it came to moni- 
toring and overseeing the chemicals 
that would be sprayed to kill these 
mosquitoes. 

Finally, in the ultimate political act, 
they put in a provision that eliminated 
the prohibition against displaying a 
Confederate flag at a U.S. military 
cemetery. That is what happens when 
legislation that starts off as very sim- 
ple, pointed, and direct runs amok and 
becomes a political freighter, carrying 
all of these issues. 

That is what happened and, of course, 
the Republicans in the House knew 
what would follow. The bill would run 
into resistance, and the Senate would 
be bogged down. Instead of taking the 
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simple funding bill the Senate passed 
overwhelmingly with a bipartisan vote, 
the Republicans complicated the situa- 
tion dramatically and brought the 
whole conversation to a stop. 

So here we are today. The President’s 
request was in February; we are now in 
September. Congress has yet to send 
the President the resources he asked 
for. At what cost? Well, we know the 
cost. At this point we estimate that by 
the end of the year in Puerto Rico, 25 
percent of the people on that island 
will be infected with the Zika virus, in- 
cluding presently about 1,000 women in 
Puerto Rico. We know that they are in 
danger and that the babies they give 
birth to will have serious life-threat- 
ening birth defects because of that in- 
fection—an infection that might have 
been slowed down or even avoided had 
this Congress under Republican control 
responded to President Obama’s re- 
quest for emergency public health 
funding for this Zika epidemic. 

As of last week there were 20,870 re- 
ported cases of Zika in the United 
States and its territories. That in- 
cluded 1,897 pregnant women, and in Il- 
linois there are 70 of these women. We 
estimate about 700 or 800 women in 
America in the continental United 
States have been infected by this virus, 
with another 1,000, as I mentioned, in 
Puerto Rico. 

If we had responded quickly in a re- 
sponsible bipartisan way when the 
President made his request, I don’t 
know whether some of these families 
and women and their babies could have 
been spared. We will never know, but 
we do know this for sure: The Repub- 
lican-led Congress ignored the Presi- 
dent’s request, refused to send the 
money he asked for, and we are paying 
a heavy price as a nation—not as heavy 
a price as these women who sadly have 
a tragedy on their hands that maybe 
could have been avoided if Congress 
had responded in a timely fashion. 

Seven months without congressional 
action for an emergency public health 
crisis called Zika is shameful. Let’s not 
wait another day before we leave here 
to go back and campaign, before each 
party returns home to brag about what 
they have achieved or can achieve. 
Let’s do our job when it comes to this 
Zika crisis. Let’s make sure the con- 
tinuing resolution that keeps the gov- 
ernment’s lights on also turns on the 
lights at the Centers for Disease Con- 
trol and Prevention and at the Na- 
tional Institutes of Health so that we 
start reducing the number of people in- 
fected and also developing a vaccine to 
protect innocent families across the 
United States and perhaps around the 
world. That is something we des- 
perately need to do. 

FOR-PROFIT COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES 

Mr. President, the for-profit college 
and university industry is the most 
heavily federally subsidized profit- 
making private business in America, 
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bar none. Most of these for-profit col- 
leges and universities, like the Univer- 
sity of Phoenix, Kaplan, and others, 
have decided they want to tap into our 
Federal Treasury for anywhere up to 90 
or 95 percent of all the revenue that 
comes through their universities and 
schools. 

There is no other business in Amer- 
ica so dependent on Federal subsidies 
as for-profit colleges and universities. 
What happens? The Federal Treasury 
sends money to the students who apply 
to these schools in the form of grants 
and loans. The money is then trans- 
ferred to the school, and the student 
has a debt they have to cope with when 
it comes to the money that is borrowed 
from the Federal Government. 

What happens in those circumstances 
where the school goes out of business? 
We saw it with Corinthian last year, 
one of the largest for-profit colleges 
and universities, and we just saw it 2 
weeks ago with a group called ITT 
Tech. Here is what happens. Students 
have debt incurred at these for-profit 
schools like ITT Tech. They are ap- 
proached by the Department of Edu- 
cation which offers them two options. 
The first option is, if you were a stu- 
dent at the school when it closed or 
you withdrew 120 days before it went 
out of business, you have a choice. You 
can keep your credit hours that you 
earned at ITT Tech and the debt in- 
curred in earning them or walk away 
from both. 

Also, if you happen to have been de- 
frauded by these schools, you have 
something called defense to repay- 
ment. If they misled you about the 
courses you were going to take, how 
much they would cost, what kind of 
loans were available to you, what kind 
of job you may have after graduation, 
then you, too, can raise that as a de- 
fense and potentially have your federal 
student loan debt forgiven. That is an 
option that many ITT Tech students 
now have. 

There is another aspect of this that 
we should not overlook. These schools 
do not just exploit students who are 
fresh out of high school or coming from 
some other place, unfortunately, they 
defraud veterans. Veterans using GI 
bill benefits at ITT Tech have been un- 
fairly affected by this company’s prac- 
tices and now its closure and bank- 
ruptcy. For years, ITT Tech has been a 
major recipient of GI bill benefits. Ac- 
cording to the 2014 report by Senator 
Tom Harkin’s HELP Committee, ITT 
Tech was the third largest recipient in 
2012 and 2013, receiving $161 million in 
GI bill funds. 

When it closed earlier this month, an 
estimated 7,000 veterans were enrolled 
at the school that has now gone out of 
business. Not only have these veterans 
used up part or, in some cases, all of 
their limited GI bill education benefits, 
some of them relied on VA housing as- 
sistance to pay their rent and afford a 
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place to live for themselves and their 
families. 

Veterans can only receive this hous- 
ing stipend if they are enrolled in a 
school that qualifies for GI bill bene- 
fits. So the closure of ITT Tech has put 
these veterans and their families at 
risk of being unable to afford their cur- 
rent housing, disrupting their lives. I 
support a bipartisan bill introduced by 
my colleagues Senators BLUMENTHAL 
and TILLIS, a bipartisan bill to rein- 
state GI bill education benefits in cer- 
tain cases and give the Secretary of the 
VA the authority to temporarily ex- 
tend housing benefits to vets, including 
those who attended ITT Tech. 

This bill, called the Department of 
Veterans Affairs Veterans Education 
Relief and Restoration Act or VERRA, 
was included in a larger bipartisan VA 
reform package that I hope the Senate 
will still take up this year. But the clo- 
sure of ITT Tech makes the need to 
pass VERRA urgent. I urge my col- 
leagues to join me in passing this com- 
mon-sense, bipartisan legislation be- 
fore we adjourn. I urge them to stop 
and reflect on the fact that these for- 
profit schools are exploiting students 
and families, members of the military 
and their families, and veterans across 
the United States. 

Why, in good conscience, are we al- 
lowing this to continue? It is time for 
us to put some standards of conduct on 
this for-profit university industry that 
has taken so much money from our 
Federal Treasury, from $25 to $30 bil- 
lion a year. These heavily subsidized, 
crony capitalist operations are a dis- 
grace. 

Ten percent of all students enrolled 
in postsecondary education attend for- 
profit colleges and universities. Forty 
percent of all the student loan defaults 
are from the students at these for-prof- 
it colleges and universities. Their tui- 
tions are outrageously high, their di- 
plomas are outrageously worthless, and 
many students and innocent people pay 
a heavy price. 

I will close with a story about one of 
them I represent. Laura Cotton is one 
of those students who was misled by 
ITT Tech. She is a single mom in Oak 
Lawn, IL, working part time. She saw 
the come-on advertising of ITT Tech, 
had a lot of conversations with their 
recruiters about their great programs 
and the job she would get with an ITT 
Tech degree. 

She said they never bothered to talk 
to her about what it was going to cost 
and how she was going to pay for it. 
She ended up enrolling in an online 
criminal justice program. According to 
Laura, most of the courses had nothing 
to do with her program of study. ITT 
Tech would just send her paperwork to 
sign, more loans, Federal and private. 

She ended up dropping out of ITT 
Tech when she finally added up all of 
the money they had enticed her to bor- 
row. Laura has a debt of $98,000 from 
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ITT Tech and nothing—no degree, 
nothing to show for it. 

In a letter she sent me, Laura wrote: 
“My American dream of home owner- 
ship, purchasing a new car, giving my 
kids an education has suffered because 
my credit is now shot.’’ 

I wish Laura’s story was unique. I 
wish more Members of the Senate and 
Congress would sit down and talk to 
people just like her who have been vic- 
tims of these for-profit colleges and 
universities. When are we going to ac- 
cept our responsibility to clean up this 
shameful industry? 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Wyoming. 

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I 
came to talk on a different topic, but it 
is interesting because I noticed the 
front-page story of the Washington 
Post about a for-profit college not too 
many weeks ago. Headline: ‘‘Inside Bill 
Clinton’s nearly $18 million job as ‘hon- 
orary chancellor’ of a for-profit col- 
lege.” 

I just heard this Senator talk about 
somebody signing something, and this 
article refers to this for-profit college 
that signed Bill Clinton to a lucrative 
deal as a consultant and honorary 
chancellor, paying him $17.6 million 
over 5 years. It is very disturbing be- 
cause it says: 

The guest list for a private State Depart- 
ment dinner on higher-education policy was 
taking shape when Secretary of State Hil- 
lary Clinton offered a suggestion. 

It says: 

In addition to recommending invitations 
for the leaders from a community college 
and a church-funded institution, Clinton 
wanted a representative from a for-profit 
college company called Laureate Inter- 
national University, which, she explained in 
her email to her chief of staff that was re- 
leased just last year, was ‘‘the fastest grow- 
ing college network in the world.” 

There was another reason Clinton favored 
setting a seat aside for Laureate at the Au- 
gust 2009 event: The company was started by 
a businessman, Doug Becker, ‘‘who Bill likes 
alot....” 

Nine months later, Laureate signed Bill 
Clinton to a lucrative deal as a consultant 
and ‘‘honorary chancellor,” paying him $17.6 
million over 5 years. 

So when I hear another colleague 
from the Senate come to the floor and 
talk about for-profit colleges and make 
reference to the fact that something 
needs to be done about it, it seems ob- 
vious to me that Hillary Clinton, Bill 
Clinton, they had something to do with 
it as well, and a $17.6 million con- 
tract—consultant fee, honorary chan- 
cellor—to Bill Clinton. 

PRESIDENT OBAMA’S LEGACY 

Mr. President, I come to the floor to 
talk on a separate matter. We are just 
4 months away from an inauguration of 
the next President. So President 
Obama is spending lots of time going 
around trying to polish his legacy. He 
is doing it today at the United Nations. 
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The facts we see and Americans 
across the country see are very dif- 
ferent than what President Obama is 
trying to paint as his legacy. The 
President’s legacy of failure—we see it 
in the President’s health care law. 
Many people feel deceived by the Presi- 
dent when they find themselves paying 
much more for health care. Many peo- 
ple have been hurt by the law. Repub- 
licans are trying to provide relief for 
the damage the President has done. 

The President’s legacy of failure con- 
tinues in foreign policy. America’s 
power, prestige, and respect around the 
world has declined, and in many places 
evaporated under President Obama. 
Today I want to talk about the dev- 
astating legacy the President has left 
in terms of failure regarding his eco- 
nomic policies. 

According to a recent Gallup poll, 
people say the economy is the biggest 
problem facing this country today. The 
No. 2 concern in the poll was a tie be- 
tween unemployment and dissatisfac- 
tion with government. After 742 years 
of a very poor recovery from the reces- 
sion, it is easy to see why Americans 
are so concerned about their own jobs, 
their own economy, and their own fu- 
ture. 

It is also easy to see why there is a 
lack of faith with regard to the Obama 
administration, in terms of their abil- 
ity to even know how to grow a strong 
and healthy economy. President 
Obama took office during a recession. 
The recession ended in June of 2009, 
just a few months after the President 
was in office so that was more than 7 
years ago. 

America has an economy that has 
been crawling on its hands and knees 
ever since. Normally, after a recession, 
an economy bounces back, does it vig- 
orously, with great strength—never 
happened this time. 

Under President Obama, the country 
has been struggling with the weakest 
recovery in the last 60 years. Millions 
and millions of Americans have been 
left behind, and they feel it. Going 
back to 1950, the average annual 
growth for our economy has been 3.25 
percent a year. So over 3 percent 
growth a year, on average, since the 
year 1950. Through good times and bad, 
an average of 3 percent a year. 

President Obama’s average the past 7 
years has been less than half of that. 
For the past three economic quarters, 
it has been growing at a 1.1-percent an- 
nual rate, 0.9 percent, 0.8 percent, well 
below average when it comes to his 
economic policies. That is not a legacy 
of which to be proud. 

This nonexistent Obama recovery 
means too many Americans have gone 
too long without being able to find a 
job. There are still close to 16 million 
Americans who are either unemployed 
or underemployed who are seeking to 
find full-time work. Many of these are 
part-time workers who are trying to go 
and find full-time work. 
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Many others have given up looking 
for work entirely. They have tried, 
they can’t find anything, and they have 
quit actually looking so they are not 
even counted in the unemployment 
numbers. This is not a legacy for which 
anybody should be proud. I ask the 
President is he proud of this legacy. 

Last month, the Congressional Budg- 
et Office came out with some new num- 
bers about Washington’s debt. The 
American people know the President 
has added considerably to the debt of 
this country. He came into office, he 
immediately started running deficits of 
$1 trillion a year—the President’s so- 
called stimulus package. 

No one had ever seen deficits like 
that before. Of course, as each deficit 
gets added to the debt, the debt accu- 
mulates with deficit spending each 
year, but that wasn’t enough for this 
President. Oh, no. Then, he pushes a 
health care law that burdens taxpayers 
with trillions of dollars of additional 
debt. 

According to this new report, Wash- 
ington’s deficit is going to be 35 per- 
cent higher this year than it was last 
year. That just keeps adding to our na- 
tional debt. Is President Obama proud 
of this legacy? Is he proud he is im- 
pacting our children, our grand- 
children, sticking them with a tax bill 
they will never be able to repay? 

There was another report that came 
out of the Census Bureau last week. It 
said the average family income actu- 
ally did go up from 2014 to 2015 by 5 per- 
cent. That leaves us with an average 
family income that is still below the 
numbers from before the recession, 
from back in 2007. We are still below 
that level. 

Five percent may sound good for that 
year—until you realize that health in- 
surance premiums under the Obama 
health care law are going up 20 to 30 
percent all across the country. The 
Wall Street Journal came out last 
week with a piece that said: ‘‘America 
Gets a Raise, Finally.” 

A raise for American families is good 
news. It should happen every year. But 
why didn’t it happen sooner? Well, be- 
cause of the policies of the Obama ad- 
ministration—policies such as higher 
taxes, more regulations. The average 
family income is still $900 less than it 
was in 2007. There are still 43 million 
Americans living in poverty. If Presi- 
dent Obama is proud of his legacy, let 
him stand up and say it. But is he real- 
ly proud of a legacy of making America 
wait so long for so little? 

Here is how the Wall Street Journal 
put it in its editorial: 

Last year’s encouraging progress doesn’t 
obscure the reality that neither the economy 
nor workers are reaching their full potential. 
The next President can build on this late up- 
tick by changing policy direction. 

That is what we need to do—change 
direction and policy. That is the key. 
These failed economic policies over the 
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past 72 years don’t just belong to 
President Obama. They belong to 
Democrats in Congress who have been 
pushing—and continue to push—along 
this line of more government, more 
spending, more regulations, and less in- 
dividual choice. 

These are the same ideas that have 
robbed Americans of opportunities 
every single time the Democrats have 
tried it. 

Although President Obama and the 
Democrats in Congress may think the 
pace of this recovery has been good 
enough, Republicans in the Senate 
know this is an economy which is no- 
where near as good as it should be or 
could be. We are focused on policies 
that promote real job growth so Ameri- 
cans can get off the sidelines and back 
onto a career path. 

Republicans are focused on policies 
that free our economy—free the econ- 
omy to grow like it should, not just 
hobble along with the lackluster pace 
of the last 7 years. 

We are focused on policies that will 
rein in Washington out-of-control debt 
and regulations. That is the way that 
our children and grandchildren can af- 
ford to live the lives they would like, 
not just paying for Democrats’ mis- 
takes. 

We are focused on policies that allow 
Americans to get paid what they de- 
serve, not just one raise every 7 years 
or 8 years. Republicans are ready to 
move beyond the President’s legacy of 
failure and to help the American econ- 
omy really get moving again. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The as- 
sistant majority leader. 

FIGHTING TERRORISM 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, we con- 
tinue to learn more and more about the 
terrorist attacks that occurred last 
weekend on American soil. In just a 
short time span, on Saturday a number 
of innocent people became the targets 
of attacks in Manhattan, New Jersey, 
and Minnesota. In Manhattan, as we 
know, a bomb went off in the Chelsea 
neighborhood, injuring almost 30 peo- 
ple. Thanks to a very alert citizen, a 
second device—found just a few blocks 
away—was dismantled and did not 
cause any additional damages. If that 
hadn’t happened, obviously many more 
casualties would have been likely. 

In neighboring New Jersey, a bomb 
exploded near the site of a charity race 
to benefit marines and their families. 
More bombs were found in a backpack 
near a train station in Elizabeth, NJ. 

As we have seen in the news in Min- 
nesota, also on Saturday, it was re- 
ported that a man with a knife began 
attacking innocent passersby in a mall. 
He stabbed nine people. 

The day after the attack, the Islamic 
State, or ISIS, took credit. A news out- 
let associated with the terrorist army 
called the jihadist a ‘‘soldier of the Is- 
lamic State.” 
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Thank goodness no lives were lost in 
that attack. In every case, law enforce- 
ment authorities and first responders 
acted swiftly in order to minimize the 
damage. But the point is that we are 
living in dangerous and tumultuous 
times. Just last week we celebrated the 
15th anniversary of the September 11 
attacks on our country. I shouldn’t use 
the word ‘‘celebrated.’’ We actually 
memorialized those terrible attacks 
that took the lives of about 3,000 Amer- 
icans. 

This week we find ourselves trying to 
make some sense of the violence car- 
ried out last weekend. The only ration- 
al thing for us to do here at home is to 
remain vigilant. As the Department of 
Homeland Security likes to say, if you 
see something, say something. 

Situational awareness is always im- 
portant for public safety, but we could 
do a lot more than just equipping the 
American people with a slogan that al- 
lows them to maintain situational 
awareness. In Congress, we need to 
make sure we provide all the tools nec- 
essary to our military, to our law en- 
forcement, and to our first responders 
to protect the men and women whom 
we represent—the American people. 
That means we need to consider legis- 
lation that supports the victims of ter- 
rorism and their families as well. While 
I am not suggesting this is going to be 
a deterrent to terrorist attacks, just 
maybe it will provide some measure of 
justice to the families who have lost 
loved ones as a result of terrorist at- 
tacks on American soil. 

Yesterday I talked about one small 
piece of that effort, the Justice Against 
Sponsors of Terrorism Act. This is one 
way we could do that and help these 
family members find some measure of 
closure and justice. 

Simply, what it would do is to extend 
existing law that has been on the books 
since the late 1970s that would allow 
these families to hold foreign govern- 
ments—that have helped finance and 
facilitated attacks on American soil— 
accountable in our courts of law. 

In just a few minutes, I will have the 
chance to meet with several of the fam- 
ilies of the victims of 9/11. I have to tell 
you that these men and women have 
been a remarkable example of courage 
and resilience for all of us. They want 
and they deserve a path to justice. 

I hope the President stops holding up 
Congress from voting to override the 
veto he promised on this legislation. 
Better yet, I would hope the President 
would reconsider his stated intention 
to veto the Justice Against Sponsors of 
Terrorism Act. It makes no mention of 
any particular country. It doesn’t de- 
cide the merits of the lawsuit that will 
be brought. All it does is give these 
families access to a court of law where 
they can make their case if they can. 

The President said he is going to veto 
it, but my question is this: What is he 
waiting for? It has been on his desk 
since about a week ago. 
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Why is he making these families wait 
even longer for justice? If he is going to 
veto it, he should do it—to stop mak- 
ing everybody wait on his timeline. 

I hope that when the President does 
veto this legislation—if he is deter- 
mined to do that—we will quickly vote 
to override. I am confident we will, 
given the fact that this legislation 
passed by unanimous consent in the 
Senate and was supported by all Mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives. 

Another way we could help guard 
against homegrown extremism in our 
country is by better equipping our law 
enforcement personnel to track down 
and ultimately detain potential terror- 
ists to stop the acts of terror before 
they occur—not just after they occur— 
and conducting an investigation and 
holding the person responsible account- 
able. Wouldn’t it be great and better if 
we could actually stop these attacks 
before they occur? One way we could do 
that is by fixing the current gap in our 
laws for what is called the electronic 
communications and transactions 
records. That is a mouthful. Basically, 
what that would do is allow the FBI to 
use national security letters, which 
they can already do in a terrorism in- 
vestigation, to access not just finan- 
cial, not just phone records but also 
computer metadata—not content but 
just the Internet protocol addresses on 
computers in terrorist investigations— 
in order to put together the pieces to 
be able to make the case to stop ter- 
rorist attacks in the first place. 

As I have said before—and I will say 
again—we expect our law enforcement 
personnel to prevent these attacks by 
connecting the dots. But before you 
can connect the dots, you have to col- 
lect dots, and that is what this impor- 
tant tool would help to do. 

In today’s Internet age, our law en- 
forcement personnel need these tools 
to fight terrorists, plain and simple. 
Our friend, the senior Senator from Ar- 
izona, Mr. McCAIN, has been a great 
leader on this issue. I hope this Cham- 
ber acts on this and other similar legis- 
lation before an attack occurs, not 
after. 

Fundamentally, at the root of the 
problem with the Islamic State oper- 
ating in the Middle East in Syria, Iraq, 
and in a number of other countries, is 
that our President—the Commander in 
Chief of our military—doesn’t have a 
strategy to combat and defeat this 
threat. 

We let them establish a de facto state 
in the heart of the Middle East by pre- 
cipitously withdrawing our military 
personnel from Iraq and leaving a vacu- 
um. We should have learned what hap- 
pens from the horrible lesson of 9/11 
and Al Qaeda when we create power 
vacuums in the Middle East. Ulti- 
mately, this will provide a place for the 
terrorists to train, organize, and ulti- 
mately find a way to attack us here at 
home. When they can’t physically 
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come here, what they do is they 
radicalize people on the Internet, en- 
couraging them to kill Americans here 
in place. 

President Obama has called the Is- 
lamic State the JV team. Well, how in 
the world can a JV team resist the 
most powerful military in the world— 
the United States military? That is be- 
cause the President has tied the arm of 
our military behind its back and basi- 
cally is fighting a war of contain- 
ment—not a war where victory and de- 
feat of our opponents is the objective. 
It really looks as if the President is 
trying to run out the clock for the re- 
mainder of his term without doing the 
hard work and the necessary work to 
implement a strategy to actually de- 
feat this threat. Because the President 
didn’t take ISIS and its affiliates seri- 
ously, we now see them export their 
dangerous ideology to our shores. We 
saw that again just recently last Sat- 
urday in Minnesota. We saw that in Or- 
lando with a shooter who killed 49 peo- 
ple and injured 50 more, who declared 
allegiance to the leader of the Islamic 
State. Unfortunately, this joins the list 
of other ISIS-inspired attacks through- 
out the country, as I said, from Or- 
lando to San Bernardino and now to 
Minnesota. 

We simply cannot sit back and just 
let them do their deadly deeds. We 
must have a strategy. We have to im- 
plement that strategy, both abroad and 
here at home. 

Unfortunately, the President is exer- 
cising extreme reluctance in terms of 
addressing the threat. We know his 
wait-and-see approach has not worked, 
and we continue to see the dangerous 
consequences here at home. 

SYRIAN REFUGEES 

Mr. President, there is another con- 
sequence to the President’s failure to 
deal with this threat in the Middle 
East. This has to do with what Am- 
nesty International has called the 
worst refugee crisis in over 70 years. 
What happens overseas doesn’t nec- 
essarily stay overseas. America is the 
most generous country in the world 
when it comes to accepting refugees, 
when it comes to naturalizing people as 
American citizens who were born else- 
where. But the President has stated an 
intention to settle about 10,000 Syrian 
refugees in the United States just this 
year. He is conducting a conference 
today, Tuesday, where he will lead a 
summit on the need to take in addi- 
tional Syrian refugees. He has now 
stated that his administration’s goal is 
to raise the 10,000 limit of Syrian refu- 
gees to 110,000 Syrian refugees by next 
October. 

Not to be outdone, Secretary Clinton 
has said she wants to have at least 
65,000 additional Syrian refugees. 

We all believe in being humanitarian 
and compassionate in dealing with the 
needs of refugees, but I would bet that 
every single one—or the overwhelming 


September 20, 2016 


majority of these refugees—would rath- 
er live in place in the country of their 
birth than be displaced to a new and 
strange country as refugees. 

We know the danger of improperly 
vetting refugees is a real threat to our 
safety and security here at home, but 
apparently the President is not paying 
any attention to that—calling now for 
an additional 100,000 Syrian refugees by 
next October. Sadly, about 5 million 
people have been displaced by the war 
in Syria. 

We know that after the President 
said Bashar al-Assad would be held ac- 
countable after he crossed a red line, 
using chemical weapons against his 
own people, basically nothing hap- 
pened. That emboldened Russia, our 
adversary, to get a toehold in Syria. It 
allowed them to ally with the country 
of Iran and terrorist groups such as 
Hezbollah to actually try to maintain 
Bashar al-Assad in office—something 
this President and his administration 
said shall not stand. 

In Syria alone, nearly 5 million refu- 
gees have left that country. We know 
they have gone to bordering countries 
such as Turkey. I visited some of those 
refugee camps. They have been to Jor- 
dan. They are relocating in places such 
as northern Iraq, where the financial 
burden is shaking the very foundations 
of the regional government there. And 
we know that many of these refugees 
have made their way into Europe, caus- 
ing instability there—a potential dan- 
ger when refugees are not particularly 
well vetted to determine whether they 
bring with them a dangerous ideology 
which will be perhaps deadly to people 
living in those areas, places such as 
Germany and France, just to mention a 
couple. 

This President seems to be abso- 
lutely blind to the consequences of his 
failure to have any effective strategy 
to deal with the Islamic State, whether 
it is abroad or here at home, or con- 
sequences he may not even tie to his 
failure to deal with this threat, such as 
the refugee crisis we have seen in Eu- 
rope and elsewhere. 

The answer to dealing with this evil 
is not just to accept more refugees, the 
answer is to have an effective strategy 
to provide no-fly and no-drive zones 
where Syrians can actually continue to 
live in Syria without fear of being mur- 
dered by either Bashar al-Assad and his 
allies, Iran and Russia, or Al Qaeda af- 
filiates or the Islamic State. That 
would be a better answer, and I bet 
they would agree. Most of these refu- 
gees would rather live in the country of 
their birth rather than be displaced in 
the Middle East, Europe, or even the 
United States. 

Unfortunately, under the leadership 
of this President, what we have seen is 
one consequence after another. I hope 
the President will finally come up with 
a strategy to dismantle and defeat 
ISIS, but I am not holding my breath. 
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And obviously his days as President of 
the United States are numbered. 

There are, however, things we could 
do here in the Congress to draft solid 
legislation that will at least protect 
the American people here in our home- 
land by providing additional tools for 
our law enforcement personnel to col- 
lect the dots so they can connect the 
dots. It is not enough to just prosecute 
the guilty once people are murdered or 
injured by a terrorist attack; we need 
to make sure our law enforcement per- 
sonnel—the FBI and others—have the 
tools they need to stop these attacks 
before they occur, if it is humanly pos- 
sible to do so. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to have printed in the RECORD a 
news article from today’s Washington 
Examiner entitled ‘‘Days after attacks, 
Obama pitches more refugees.”’ 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From the Washington Examiner, 
Sept. 20, 2016] 
Days AFTER ATTACKS, OBAMA PITCHES MORE 
REFUGEES 


(By Susan Crabtree) 


President Obama on Tuesday will lead a 
special summit on the need to take in Syrian 
refugees, just days after weekend terrorist 
attacks that are raising more questions 
about whether the U.S. should be cracking 
down on immigration instead of opening the 
doors further. 

Plans for Obama to lead the summit were 
months in the making, long before Ahmad 
Khan Rahami allegedly planted a pressure 
cooker bomb in New York that detonated, 
injuring 29 people. Rahami, a naturalized 
U.S. citizen born in Afghanistan, is also 
thought to be responsible for bombs discov- 
ered in New Jersey. 

The incident puts real pressure on Obama 
to make the case for taking in thousands of 
additional refugees, in the face of calls from 
Donald Trump and other Republican critics 
who say it’s time to tighten the rules, not 
ease them. Obama’s critics say the timing 
couldn’t be worse. 

“The timing of the summit just reinforces 
the idea that we need to get a handle on our 
refugee program,” Rep. Brian Babin, R- 
Texas, told the Washington Examiner. 
“There is a clear and present danger posed to 
our national security by these poorly vetted 
refugees that are pouring in, and the presi- 
dent continues to double down on his inten- 
tions to bring in more and more of the indi- 
viduals from hot spots like Syria.” 

Babin last week wrote a letter to Speaker 
Paul Ryan, R-Wis., urging him to include 
provisions in the continuing resolution to 
fund the government that would place a mor- 
atorium on refugees coming from terrorist 
hotbeds in Syria, the Middle East and North 
Africa. Thirty-seven House GOP colleagues 
signed onto the letter. 

The Texas Republican said his effort to put 
a halt to the admission of the refugees is 
even more important after this weekend’s 
terrorist attacks in New York, New Jersey 
and Minnesota. 

“The people of the United States and of 
Western Europe are getting very weary 
about the politically correct pressure that is 
being brought to bear by Obama and the U.N. 
to take in people,” including those that top 
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U.S. national security officials have said we 
“cannot properly vet.” 

FBI Director James Comey, Department of 
Homeland Security Director Jeh Johnson 
and Director of National Security James 
Clapper have each testified to Congress over 
the last year that they couldn’t certify that 
every single refugee admitted into the 
United States was not a security threat. 

Those officials have all testified before sev- 
eral congressional panels about the chal- 
lenges and information gaps that exist when 
screening refugees and have emphasized that 
there is no risk-free process. Comey, how- 
ever, specifically has said the State Depart- 
ment and other agencies have ‘‘dramati- 
cally” improved the process over the past 
few years, and over the past few months, 
when it comes to Syrian refugees. 

Holding Obama’s U.N. summit meeting 
just after the weekend terrorist bombings is 
also causing headaches for Hillary Clinton, 
who has called for increasing U.S. admis- 
sions of Syrian refugees to 65,000. Her oppo- 
nent has taken full advantage. 

Just hours after the Rahami was arrested, 
Trump blasted Clinton for supporting poli- 
cies like the admission of Syrian refugees, 
which he said would allow radical Islamic 
groups to ‘‘continue their savagery and mur- 
der.” 

The Republican presidential nominee and 
other GOP critics have also assailed the 
Obama administration over a new Depart- 
ment of Homeland Security Inspector Gen- 
eral report that said the agency mistakenly 
granted citizenship to at least 858 immi- 
grants from countries deemed to pose secu- 
rity concerns to the U.S. 

“We need to get smart and get tough fast 
so that this weekend’s attacks do not be- 
come the new normal here as it has in Eu- 
rope and other parts of the world,” Trump 
said in a statement Monday. 

Christian Whiton, a former senior State 
Department adviser in the George W. Bush 
administration, said Obama’s and Clinton’s 
insistence on pushing for the admission of 
more Syrian refugees is playing into 
Trump’s hands in the final weeks of the elec- 
tion. 

“If you look at polls—only 35 percent of 
Americans want Syrian refugees to come 
here—I think they instinctively know that 
these people cannot be vetted,’’ Whiton said. 

After the weekend’s bombings and Obama’s 
U.N. summit, he predicted that Clinton 
would have a very difficult time defending 
her push for more Syrian refugees on the 
campaign trail. 

“Hillary is pathologically committed to 
bringing more refugees here, knowing full 
well that there will be Islamists and 
jihadists among them,’’ he told the Exam- 
iner. ‘‘How can she possibly think the gov- 
ernment can screen out those who adhere to 
radical Islam if she won’t even name that 
threat?” 

“The twin pillars of Hillary’s worldview 
are globalism and multiculturalism,” he 
said. ‘‘She’s just too committed to this or- 
thodoxy to accept that Americans don’t 
want jihadists brought here by their own 
government.” 

Obama is scheduled to address the United 
Nations Tuesday with broad remarks about 
the state of U.S. foreign policy, which will 
undoubtedly include a call for more admis- 
sions of Syrian refugees into the U.S. and 
other countries around the world. 

In the afternoon, he will host the Leaders 
Summit on Refugees and underscore the 
gravity of the refugee crisis in which more 
than 65 million have been displaced world- 
wide, the largest number since World War II, 
according to the White House. 
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From Syria alone, nearly 5 million refu- 
gees have left the war-torn country, 
Samantha Power, the U.S. ambassador to 
the United Nations, told reporters late last 
week in previewing the summit. 

“All of these individuals, every one of 
these numbers is a face and a person with a 
family,” she said. “They are facing very un- 
certain futures and they’re looking to the 
rest of the world and to the U.N., of course, 
for help.” 

Power said several countries, including the 
U.S., are going to be pledging more slots for 
the resettlement of refugees. ‘‘You’re going 
to see a range of announcements by different 
world leaders,” she said. 

The U.S. under Obama’s direction has ad- 
mitted 10,000 Syrian refugees already this 
year, and will increase those commitments 
in the final months of his administration, 
with the goal of accepting 110,000 Syrian ref- 
ugees by next October. But that figure will 
depend on the next president’s views and 
policies. 

Power also argued that the U.S. can admit 
the refugees while ‘‘ensuring our own secu- 
rity.” 

TAs a country that’s admitted 3.2 million 
refugees since the 1970s, we are more than 
capable of doing that and ensuring our own 
security, and the highest levels of security 
checks are in place for the refugee program,” 
she told reporters. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
LANKFORD). The Senator from Arkan- 
sas. 

TRIBUTE TO JESS FORSTER 

Mr. COTTON. Mr. President, today I 
would like to recognize Jess Forster of 
Little Rock as this week’s Arkansan of 
the Week for her work as the K-8 direc- 
tor at eStem Public Charter Schools in 
Little Rock. 

First, it is important to note that 
Jess received a record four nomina- 
tions from different people in Arkansas 
to be the Arkansan of the Week—an 
early indication of the tremendous im- 
pact she has on the Little Rock com- 
munity and the State of Arkansas. 

Jess is in her second year as the kin- 
dergarten through eighth grade direc- 
tor at eStem, where she is known for 
her tireless dedication to her job and 
her positive attitude. For example, last 
year Jess handwrote 1,000 personalized, 
encouraging notes to students before 
State testing. The notes took weeks to 
finish, but Jess never abandoned the 
task. And to say her students were 
thrilled would be an understatement. 

One of her colleagues wrote: 

Since Jess has taken on the Director role, 
I have seen more positivity in the hallways 
not only with our teachers but with our stu- 
dents as well. I feel our school is one big 
family and community and Mrs. Forster is 
our mom. 

Jess’s positive attitude and dedica- 
tion doesn’t end with her students; her 
fellow faculty and staff members also 
benefit immensely from their relation- 
ships with her. Each Friday Jess recog- 
nizes eStem’s teachers’ hard work by 
personally distributing notes and 
snacks that usually align with the 
theme she has chosen. Her positive 
spirit is contagious for all those who 
know her. 
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Another of Jess’s colleagues said: 

At one of her first meetings with the fac- 
ulty, she discussed values and the impor- 
tance they have in our daily lives—whether 
they be at the workplace or at home. One of 
the values we all picked was family. 

This is a value Jess definitely be- 
lieves in, and it shows. Under her lead- 
ership, eStem restated its mission and 
vision statement to the motto ‘‘Above 
& Beyond: It’s what WE do.” Jess be- 
lieves this phrase sets higher expecta- 
tions for eStem and better reflects the 
school’s positive community atmos- 
phere. 

Of all the nice things said about Jess 
in her nominations, I felt this descrip- 
tion was a fitting conclusion: 

Jess has had a huge impact on the eStem 
community, which reaches across the en- 
tirety of central Arkansas. She is a dedi- 
cated educational leader, wife and mother. I 
believe she should be recognized for such an 
outstanding performance. I cannot think of a 
more deserving person to be acknowledged as 
Arkansan of the week. 

I agree, and I am proud to recognize 
Jess Forster as this week’s Arkansan of 
the Week for her outstanding work as 
the K-8 director at eStem schools in 
Little Rock. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

PRESIDENT OBAMA’S LEGACY 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, the end 
of a Presidential administration is 
often a time for taking stock. In the 
coming months, pundits and reporters 
will spend a lot of time discussing 
President Obama’s legacy. Perhaps the 
real measure of the President’s legacy, 
I would argue, is how the American 
people are feeling at the end of his ad- 
ministration. Americans aren’t feeling 
too good. After 8 years of the Obama 
economy and President Obama’s for- 
eign policy, two-thirds of Americans 
think our Nation is on the wrong 
track, more than half think we are less 
safe than we were before September 11, 
and 67 percent rate our economy as 
‘not so good” or ‘‘poor’’—two-thirds of 
Americans. It is disappointing, but it is 
not surprising. 

On the foreign policy front, here is 
where we stand after 8 years of the 
Obama administration: Terrorism is 
spreading. The Middle East is more 
hostile and dangerous. Iran is counting 
pallets of ransom money and in a bet- 
ter position to develop a nuclear weap- 
on. North Korea is defiantly testing 
nuclear weapons. Russia is more ag- 
gressive. China is more aggressive. I 
could go on and on. 

On the domestic front, 8 years of the 
Obama economy has left American 
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families struggling. While the reces- 
sion technically ended 7 years ago, our 
economy has never really rebounded. 
Recoveries are usually a period of ro- 
bust growth. Three to four percent or 
more is common in a recovery. The 
Obama recovery, however, has aver- 
aged a tepid 2.1-percent growth. In fact, 
the Obama recovery is the worst recov- 
ery in 60 years, and things are actually 
going downhill. During the first half of 
2016, the economy grew at a rate of less 
than 1 percent. 

Historically, sailors refer to the area 
around the Equator, where their ships 
could become trapped for weeks, as the 
doldrums. Well, that is pretty much 
where our economy is now—it is in the 
doldrums, stuck, unmoving. Our econ- 
omy has barely grown at all this year, 
and the long-term forecast is bleak. In 
fact, the nonpartisan Congressional 
Budget Office is estimating that our 
economy will grow at less than 2 per- 
cent for the next 10 years. What do 
those numbers mean? Sluggish eco- 
nomic growth means fewer jobs, lower 
incomes, and fewer opportunities. 

We can see the effect of the sluggish 
Obama economy in job creation and 
unemployment numbers. While the un- 
employment rate has decreased from 
its recession-level highs, part of that 
has been driven by individuals dropping 
out of the workforce. The challenge of 
finding a job in the Obama economy 
has led many individuals to simply 
give up looking for work altogether. 
Millions have dropped out of the work- 
force, and we now have a labor force 
participation rate that is near a 30- 
year low. If the labor force participa- 
tion rate were the same today as it was 
when President Obama took office, the 
current unemployment rate would be 
9.1 percent. Let me repeat that because 
I think it is important when we talk 
about all these different percentages, 
particularly with regard to unemploy- 
ment. If the labor force participation 
rate were the same today as it was 
when President Obama took office, the 
current unemployment rate would be 
9.1 percent. That is how many people 
have completely dropped out of the 
labor force. That is how many people 
are no longer participating in our econ- 
omy. 

On the job-creation front, the Obama 
recovery has again lagged far behind 
other recoveries. So far this year, job 
creation has averaged just 182,000 jobs 
per month—far below where it should 
be in a strong economy. For the Obama 
recovery to match the job creation of 
other post-1960 recoveries, job creation 
would have to soar to 1.87 million jobs 
a month for the rest of the Obama 
Presidency, or more than seven times 
the number of jobs we are currently 
adding. 

With numbers like these, it is no sur- 
prise that two-thirds of the American 
people rate the Obama economy as 
“not so good” or “poor.” 
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Americans are tired. For the past 8 
years, good jobs and opportunities have 
been few and far between. And that is 
not all Americans have had to contend 
with. They have also had to contend 
with the steep cost of health care. The 
President’s health care law was sup- 
posed to make health care more afford- 
able. We were told premiums for fami- 
lies would drop. We were told Ameri- 
cans would have the freedom to keep 
their doctor and choose affordable 
plans that fit their needs. Well, the re- 
ality has been pretty much the oppo- 
site. To illustrate, I would like to read 
a brief article that appeared a few days 
ago in CNN Money. The title of the ar- 
ticle is ‘‘Health care costs rise by most 
in 32 years.” 

Health care costs rose sharply in August. 

Prices for medicine, doctor appointments 
and health insurance rose the most last 
month since 1984. The price increases come 
amid a broader debate about climbing health 
care costs and high premiums for Obamacare 
coverage. 

A recent report by Kaiser/LET Employer 
Health Benefits forecasts that the average 
family health care plan will cost $18,142, up 
3.4% from 2015. That’s faster than wage 
growth in America. 

Medical care costs altogether rose 1% just 
in August from July, according to the Con- 
sumer Price Index, a report on price infla- 
tion from the U.S. Labor Department. 

Premiums on the Obamacare exchanges are 
expected to rise by double-digits this year. 

Some health insurers, such as Aetna, have 
recently announced they would pull out of 
the Obamacare exchanges, saying 
ObamaCare patients have turned out to be 
sicker and costlier than expected. 

Overall, workers are paying more for 
deductibles. Over half of U.S. workers with 
single coverage health insurance plans pay a 
deductible of $1,000 or more, up from 31% of 
workers in 2011. 

And the health care price increases come 
as inflation overall continues to be low. Con- 
sumer prices altogether rose 1.1% in August 
compared to a year ago. 

All those statistics come from that 
CNN Money piece. So let’s just recap 
what they were describing. 

Prices for medicine, doctors, and 
health insurance are way up. The price 
of the average family health plan is 
growing faster than wages. ObamaCare 
premiums are soaring; individuals are 
facing double-digit premium increases. 
Deductibles are up. Insurers are pulling 
out of health care exchanges, reducing 
Americans’ choices. And health care 
costs are growing faster than inflation. 
In other words, they are taking an even 
greater share of Americans’ budgets. 
That is where we are after 6-plus years 
of the “Affordable” Care Act. 

I have said before that if we wanted 
to coin a phrase to describe Obama’s 
Presidency, it might be the ‘‘Presi- 
dency of diminished expectations.” It 
is the Presidency in which Americans 
started to doubt the cornerstone of the 
American dream that their children 
will have a better life than they do. It 
is the Presidency in which we were 
asked to start looking at weak eco- 
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nomic growth as somehow being the 
new normal. And it is the Presidency 
in which we were asked to look at a fu- 
ture of soaring costs and limited 
choices as the new standard for health 
care. 

We don’t need to resign ourselves to 
these diminished expectations. After 
all, the weakness of the Obama recov- 
ery is not a chance or a coincidence; it 
is the natural consequence of the Presi- 
dent’s policies. Instead of freeing up 
our economy to grow, the President 
has weighted it down with tax hikes, 
spending increases, and burdensome 
regulations. 

Over the past 8 years, the Obama ad- 
ministration has enacted more than 600 
new major regulations, totaling $743 
billion or, to put it in perspective, 
$2,300 per American. While some gov- 
ernment regulations are necessary, 
every administration has to remember 
that regulations have consequences. 
The more resources individuals and 
businesses spend complying with gov- 
ernment regulations, the less they 
have available to focus on the growth 
and innovation that drive our economy 
and create new opportunities for Amer- 
ican workers. 

Unfortunately, the Obama adminis- 
tration has chosen to prioritize burden- 
some government mandates instead of 
freeing up individuals and businesses to 
innovate. We don’t have to continue 
that way. We can repeal burdensome 
regulations. We can stop overspending. 
We can reform our Tax Code to lift the 
burden on job creators and on families. 

The weak economic growth of the 
past 8 years does not have to be the 
new normal. Americans don’t have to 
resign themselves to a future of crip- 
pling health care bills either. 
ObamaCare had good intentions, but it 
has turned out to be a disaster. 

If we repeal this failed law, we can 
start over and pass real health care re- 
form, the kind that will actually drive 
down costs and provide increased ac- 
cess to care. Republicans are excited to 
work with a new President to move be- 
yond the economic failures of the past 
8 years. We have ideas to grow our 
economy, promote job growth, and in- 
crease opportunities for American fam- 
ilies. Hard-working Americans deserve 
more than the diminished expectations 
of the Obama Presidency. Republicans 
firmly believe that a better future is 
possible. We are ready to get to work 
to get there. 

ATTACKS IN NEW YORK, NEW JERSEY, AND 
MINNESOTA 

Mr. President, before I close, I want 
to address the bombings and attempted 
bombings in New York and New Jersey 
this weekend, as well as the knife at- 
tack at a shopping mall in Minnesota. 

My prayers are with the 29 victims in 
Manhattan, the 10 victims in St. Cloud, 
and the two wounded officers in New 
Jersey. My prayers are also with the 
families of the injured and the commu- 
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nities whose sense of community has 
been rattled. I am grateful to local, 
State, and Federal law enforcement 
personnel for their efforts to apprehend 
the suspect and, more importantly, 
prevent further injury or even death. 

I am also grateful for the off-duty of- 
ficer who stopped the assailant in St. 
Cloud. In these times of heightened 
threats, the service of our law enforce- 
ment officers is critical. The investiga- 
tions into all of these attacks are ongo- 
ing, but they are being viewed as po- 
tential acts of terrorism. 

ISIS has claimed responsibility for 
the attack in Minnesota, and investiga- 
tors are seeking a definitive connec- 
tion, such as a declaration on social 
media, as we saw in the San 
Bernardino shooting. I am hopeful that 
our intelligence communities can 
quickly piece together the motives and 
possible terror links of these attacks. 
Doing so may lead to intelligence that 
could prevent future attacks and pro- 
vide insight on how to better counter 
terror networks and prevent domestic 
recruitment. 

This weekend’s attacks underscore 
just how high the stakes really are. 
The threat of terrorism continues to 
grow, fueled by instability in the Mid- 
dle East—instability that has been 
fueled by the absence of U.S. leader- 
ship. 

Part of the reason we are facing ISIS 
today is that the President chose to 
prematurely withdraw our troops from 
Iraq. This left a gaping hole in Iraq’s 
security, and ISIS quickly took advan- 
tage. Despite the trail of bloodshed 
that ISIS has left in its wake, the 
Obama administration continues to 
downplay the threat this organization 
poses. 

Unfortunately, the consequences of 
downplaying this threat could haunt us 
for generations to come. Senate Repub- 
licans will continue to do what we can 
in Congress to restore America’s lead- 
ership and strengthen our country’s se- 
curity. We will continue pushing for 
the resources our military needs to de- 
feat ISIS abroad. We will continue pur- 
suing policies that would strengthen 
our borders so we know who is coming 
in and out of our country. We will con- 
tinue supporting policies that give our 
intelligence and security agencies the 
tools they need to protect our home- 
land. 

The committee I chair—the Com- 
merce Committee—is looking at legis- 
lation right now to strengthen security 
on our Nation’s highways and railways. 
In addition to the airport security 
package we enacted earlier this year as 
part of the FAA bill, this bill will help 
keep families safe as they travel 
around our country. I am hopeful the 
Senate will take up this legislation in 
the near future. 

Finally, I look forward to working 
with my colleagues to advance essen- 
tial defense legislation like the Na- 
tional Defense Authorization Act and 
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Defense appropriations, which will help 
undo the foreign policy failures of the 
Obama administration. 

For too long, Senate Democrats have 
put politics ahead of funding our mili- 
tary. Democrats have filibustered the 
Defense appropriations bill no fewer 
than six times during this Congress 
alone. I am hopeful we will soon be able 
to put politics aside and fund our men 
and women in uniform. They serve in 
harm’s way every day. The least we 
can do is give them the resources they 
need to carry out their jobs. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from New Jersey. 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUESTS—EXECUTIVE 

CALENDAR 

Mr. BOOKER. Mr. President, I rise 
today to speak about the judicial nomi- 
nations that are currently pending be- 
fore the Senate and the fact that we 
have a very serious vacancy crisis in 
the United States. We have a challenge 
based upon the unwillingness of the 
majority to put on the floor a number 
of judges who are pending and have 
been pending for many months. 

This is a serious problem, and it is 
causing problems in States all around 
the country. We have critical chal- 
lenges in performing our role of helping 
the judiciary—that independent branch 
of government—to function. 

I would be wrong not to mention 
Judge Merrick Garland’s nomination 
to the Supreme Court, which has now 
been pending before the Senate for 7 
months. This is the longest period in 
U.S. history that a Supreme Court 
nominee has been pending not only for 
an up-or-down vote but also pending to 
have hearings on the qualifications of 
this judge. This judge would absolutely 
bring great qualifications. In fact, no- 
body has had more Federal judicial ex- 
perience. Yet we refuse to move for- 
ward, to go through a process that is 
spelled out in the Constitution in the 
sense that we are supposed to make 
sure that the judicial branch has a full 
complement of judges. 

For 7 months now, the Supreme 
Court has not been functioning as was 
intended by the Constitution. The Su- 
preme Court is missing a Justice, and 
because of that vacancy, cases have re- 
sulted in 4-to-4 tie votes. As a result of 
those 4-to-4 decisions, we lack a na- 
tional precedent in cases that could 
guide lower courts, bringing resolu- 
tions that are necessary for ordinary 
Americans who go before our justice 
system seeking justice as was intended 
in the Constitution. It is challenging in 
providing certainty to businesses. It is 
challenging in providing the regular 
course of many Americans’ lives. 

The Supreme Court’s next term be- 
gins in just 2 weeks. It seems that we 
will be out in recess, but they again 
will be trying to do the business in- 
tended of the Court. I do not believe 
there is any justifiable reason that this 
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distinguished body should not confirm 
Justice Garland or frankly even go 
through the process of having hearings 
and ultimately a vote. 

The Supreme Court was intended to 
have nine Justices. We are not doing 
our job. Justice Garland would not be 
the first to be confirmed in the month 
of September and not the first to be 
confirmed during a Presidential elec- 
tion. In fact, a total of 13 Supreme 
Court Justices have been confirmed in 
the month of September, including 
Chief Justice Roberts, William 
Rehnquist, Antonin Scalia, and Sandra 
Day O’Connor. 

This inaction of ours is putting the 
Supreme Court at a disadvantage. The 
disadvantage is not to the Supreme 
Court; it is actually ours as the Amer- 
ican people. Across the country, 
though, we know that Federal judges 
at other levels of the judiciary are fac- 
ing a real crisis. They are overworked 
and are understaffed because of a judi- 
cial vacancy crisis. 

We now face 90 judicial vacancies in 
our courts across the country, and 34 of 
them have actually been declared judi- 
cial emergencies. This is not a subjec- 
tive declaration; this is an objective 
declaration. Right now, in the United 
States of America, there are 34 judicial 
emergencies. 

In contrast to previous administra- 
tions, by the end of September, 2008, in 
the last year of the Bush administra- 
tion, Democrats had reduced those va- 
cancies—not where we are right now 
with 90 judicial vacancies—all the way 
down to 34. 

In addition to Judge Garland’s Su- 
preme Court nomination, 30 nomina- 
tions are currently pending on the Sen- 
ate Executive Calendar, all except two 
of whom were voted out of committee 
by unanimous vote in a bipartisan 
manner. This includes 20 district court 
nominees that were put forth in bipar- 
tisan spirit. 

There are nominees pending on the 
Executive Calendar from States includ- 
ing Tennessee, New Jersey, New York, 
California, Rhode Island, Pennsylvania, 
Hawaii, Utah, Massachusetts, Mary- 
land, Oklahoma, Wisconsin, Louisiana, 
Indiana, North Dakota, South Caro- 
lina, and Idaho. These are red States 
and blue States and purple States. 
These are our States here in our coun- 
try. 

I believe it is time to act on people 
who are well-qualified. I believe it is 
time for us to act on people who have 
bipartisan support—names that have 
come with recommendations by Repub- 
licans and Democrats, two of whom 
were approved by voice vote and all of 
whom, except for two, were approved 
by voice vote. 

Two weeks ago, I joined with several 
of my colleagues all of whom came to 
the Senate floor to ask for consent for 
the Senate to begin voting on nominees 
pending on the Senate Executive Cal- 
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endar. Senators have the right to vote 
yes or no on those nominees, but we be- 
lieve they should be at least brought to 
the Senate floor for a vote. 

In rejecting our requests, Senate Re- 
publicans made the counteroffer for the 
Senate to vote on a package of nomi- 
nees. At that time they were skipping 
over the next two in line. I know there 
has been more discussion about that, 
but the reality is, I cannot support 
skipping one of the longest standing ju- 
dicial nominees, Judge Julien Neals in 
New Jersey, where there is now a judi- 
cial emergency, where the people who 
are suffering—I don’t know what their 
political backgrounds are, but these 
are business people, these are citizens 
who are now facing unbelievably long 
waits as a result of these judicial emer- 
gencies. 

Nominations are from red and blue 
States. This is a time when we should 
act in a way that belies the partisan 
rancor that is so often associated with 
this body. By voting on these nomi- 
nees, the Senate would follow the reg- 
ular order, something many of us are 
calling for, regardless of who is in 
power on the Senate floor. We should 
be moving on the longest pending 
nominees on the floor. 

Mr. President, I rise today to make a 
request, to humbly ask unanimous con- 
sent that the Senate proceed to execu- 
tive session to consider the following 
nominations: Calendar Nos. 359, 362, 
363, 364, 459, 460, and 461; that the Sen- 
ate proceed to vote without inter- 
vening action or debate on the nomina- 
tions in the order listed; that the mo- 
tions to reconsider be considered made 
and laid upon the table with no inter- 
vening action or debate; that no fur- 
ther motions be in order to the nomi- 
nations; that any related statements 
be printed in the RECORD; that the 
President be immediately notified of 
the Senate’s action, and the Senate 
then resume legislative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

The Republican leader. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, re- 
serving the right to object, the Senator 
from New Jersey and I had a similar 
exchange a couple of weeks ago. As I 
pointed out then, the Senate has treat- 
ed President Obama fairly with respect 
to his judicial nominations. 

As of now, the Senate has already 
confirmed 329 of President Obama’s ju- 
dicial nominees. That is more judicial 
nominees confirmed than President 
Bush had during all of his 8 years. I 
will be objecting shortly, but we have 
been entering into agreements to proc- 
ess additional nominees on a bipartisan 
basis. Our Democratic colleagues ob- 
jected to the last proposal I made a 
couple of weeks ago, but I am prepared 
to offer another one. My proposal in- 
cludes many of the nominees who were 
included in the proposal from the jun- 
ior Senator from New Jersey. It would 
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include a judicial nominee from Ten- 
nessee, two nominations from Pennsyl- 
vania, and a Utah nomination. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate proceed to executive session to 
consider individually the following 
nominations at a time to be deter- 
mined by the majority leader in con- 
sultation with the Democratic leader: 
Calendar Nos. 359, 460, 461, and 569; that 
there be 30 minutes for debate only on 
each nomination equally divided in the 
usual form; that upon the use or yield- 
ing back of time on the respective 
nomination, the Senate proceed to vote 
without intervening action or debate 
on the nomination, with no other busi- 
ness in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the modification? 

Mr. BOOKER. Mr. President, reserv- 
ing the right to object, I have not been 
in the Senate that long, but when I 
came to the Senate, there were just 
months left when the Democrats were 
in the majority. I am sure, as the pen- 
dulum swings back and forth, I will be 
in the majority again and I may have a 
chance to show true to what I am 
about to say, but I cannot imagine that 
I would support what I see going on 
right now if the Democrats were in the 
majority. 

When I read the Constitution, it 
makes no claim to political parties or 
tit for tat or that we should have one 
President who gets a certain number of 
nominations versus another President 
getting another number of nomina- 
tions. Should we add up the number of 
Republican Presidents over the last 
century and Democratic Presidents 
over the last century and somehow 
compare the number of judges? That 
was not the intention of the Constitu- 
tion. 

There is a branch of government 
independent of ours that we are stran- 
gling right now through our inaction. 
Any objective understanding of the 
functioning of the American Govern- 
ment should clearly demonstrate that 
one branch should not strangle the op- 
erations of another, undermining what 
is clearly in the best interests of the 
people. This is not a partisan tit for 
tat—Bush had this many, Obama had 
this many; this is about the fact that 
we have a proliferation of judicial 
emergencies and that our very econ- 
omy is being undermined because busi- 
nesses can’t get a fair hearing before 
the judicial branch. It actually is writ- 
ten clearly, the idea of having a justice 
system that works in a timely fashion. 
This seems to be an affront to what the 
purpose of this body is as spelled out in 
the Constitution. 

I can’t go with a partisan tit for tat— 
that is just not in my blood—on an 
issue that has been so fundamentally 
spelled out in the Constitution. We are 
measuring how many Bush had versus 
how many Obama had. Clearly, there 
are so many more vacancies that hap- 
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pened to come through the course 
under the Obama administration—90 
vacancies versus what we had in the 
Bush administration, which was sig- 
nificantly less. 

It would be one thing if these nomi- 
nations were clearly partisan, but 
these nominations are coming from red 
States and blue States. They are com- 
ing from Republican Senators—rec- 
ommendations to the President, mind 
you—and Democratic Senators. 

If we are going to indulge in a par- 
tisan analysis of this, the unanimous 
consent request offered by the Repub- 
lican leader is for States that are red 
and purple States. 

I represent New Jersey. I have the 
longest—or second longest—pending 
judge on the floor, a qualified judge 
with an incredible history of service 
and sacrifice to country and commu- 
nity. This is a judge who happens to be 
African American in a State that ur- 
gently needs diversity on the bench as 
well. 

I heard a lot of talk when I first got 
here—and again, I am new—about how 
important regular order is. Why are we 
skipping judges and not going through 
the regular order? 

I have tremendous respect for the 
majority leader and the pressures he 
faces on a daily basis, but this I cannot 
understand. When I read the Constitu- 
tion, I cannot understand why this 
body is strangling the functioning of 
the other body and why my State is 
dealing with this judicial emergency, 
unnecessarily so. When I came here, I 
was instructed on what to do, and I 
have been following regular order to 
fill this seat in New Jersey, so I re- 
spectfully object to the majority lead- 
er’s request for unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion has been heard to the modifica- 
tion. 

Is there objection to the original re- 
quest? 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion is heard. 

The Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. BOOKER. Mr. President, as I said 
earlier, Julien Neals is someone whom 
I was proud to recommend to President 
Obama. Julien Neals is right there with 
the next jurist, Edward Stanton from 
Tennessee. They are well-qualified ju- 
rists who are the only two African 
Americans on the long list of the next 
15. Both of these men have dem- 
onstrated skill, earned distinction, and 
they have incredible legal careers. 

Right now, the second longest nomi- 
nation pending on the floor is Judge 
Neals, who was first nominated over a 
year ago—in fact, 19 months ago. He 
has been nominated to fill what is now 
a judicial emergency, as I stated, which 
means more specifically that the case- 
load is extraordinarily high, that other 
good public servants in our State are 
doing their best to keep up but cannot, 
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and the course of justice is being per- 
verted. 

The people of New Jersey deserve 
better from us as a body, and this seat 
should be filled. It is an act of simple 
justice. It is an act of mercy at this 
point. 

A hearing was held on his nomina- 
tion in September of 2015, and his nom- 
ination was passed out of committee in 
November of 2015. Since that time, 
Judge Neals’ nomination has been side- 
lined by this body. 

Judge Neals has incredibly strong 
qualifications, and more than that, 
this is a man I know. I know his fam- 
ily. I have seen up close and personal 
the sacrifices he has made. It is no sur- 
prise that the American Bar Associa- 
tion Standing Committee on the Fed- 
eral Judiciary has unanimously rated 
Judge Neals as ‘‘well qualified’’ to the 
district court. He received the highest 
possible ranking. 

Judge Neals has extensive legal expe- 
rience, a distinguished judicial career, 
an unwavering commitment to justice, 
as well as private sector experience. As 
an attorney, Judge Neals worked in 
public service, which is where I knew 
him, but before that in a distinguished 
private practice. He has most recently 
been a county councilman in Bergen 
County. I know a county executive 
there who raves about him but under- 
stands the higher calling and aspira- 
tions he has to be a federal district 
court judge. 

Judge Neals has an impressive 
breadth of judicial experience. He grad- 
uated from Morehouse College and 
Emory University School of Law. He 
started his career as a law clerk on the 
New Jersey Superior Court. Later, he 
served as the chief judge of the Newark 
Municipal Court. That is how I got to 
know him. 

Judge Neals also has an unwavering 
commitment to justice and a balanced 
view. He is a moderate man. At a time 
when our Nation is working to address 
so many complicated issues, I believe 
we need this man on the bench. I be- 
lieve he would make all of us proud— 
not Republicans or Democrats but 
Americans. Judge Neals understands 
issues. He understands scholarship. He 
has demonstrated his worth, his apti- 
tude, and his thoughtfulness. This is 
the kind of guy I think all of us would 
want on the bench. There is no credible 
reason why we are not moving forward 
besides partisanship. I just can’t see it. 

So I rise again to ask unanimous con- 
sent that the Senate proceed to execu- 
tive session to consider the following 
nominations. 

Regular order would mean that we 
would go to these two judges who hap- 
pen to be qualified African Americans, 
and regular order would bring us to 
these longstanding men who have been 
sitting on the sidelines now for well 
over a year. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate proceed to executive session to 
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consider the following nominations: 
Calendar Nos. 359 and 362; that the Sen- 
ate proceed to vote without inter- 
vening action or debate on the nomina- 
tions in the order listed; that the mo- 
tions to reconsider be considered made 
and laid upon the table with no inter- 
vening action or debate; that no fur- 
ther motions be in order to the nomi- 
nations; that any related statements 
be printed in the RECORD; that the 
President be immediately notified of 
the Senate’s action, and the Senate 
then resume legislative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion is heard. 

Mr. BOOKER. Mr. President, I am 
grateful for the time. I am hoping that 
in the intervening hours and days we 
are here in Washington, DC, we can 
give some attention to this profound 
obligation we have of keeping the func- 
tioning of the three branches of gov- 
ernment and perhaps solve this im- 
passe. 

Thank you. I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
CRUZ). Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

NATIONAL DAY OF REMEMBRANCE FOR MURDER 
VICTIMS 

Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, I rise to 
commemorate the National Day of Re- 
membrance for Murder Victims which 
occurs in just a few days on September 
25. 

In 2007, the Congress passed the reso- 
lution designating the National Day of 
Remembrance and affirming two cen- 
tral truths. First, the murder of a 
loved one is an exceptionally difficult 
and devastating experience for that 
family, and, second, that support serv- 
ices are very important in helping vic- 
tims’ friends and families as they cope 
with the grief and loss. 

Today in Washington we have family 
members who can attest to the devas- 
tation of losing a loved one. They are 
mothers, grandmothers, sisters, and 
other parts of the family, each of whom 
have lost a loved one to violence. 

They have come together to form, in 
this case, a Philadelphia-based violence 
prevention group called Mothers In 
Charge. I cannot imagine the pain they 
suffer, but the sad truth is, their ranks 
grow every day in our country, where 
about 16,000 people are murdered each 
year, including over 600 just in Penn- 
sylvania, according to the Centers for 
Disease Control and Prevention. 
Around two-thirds of these murders are 
committed with firearms. 
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These families know all the statis- 
tics, but the loved ones they lost aren’t 
statistics, they are people and mem- 
bers of their family, and we need to re- 
member that. 

I came to the floor last week to talk 
about a particularly violent day in 1 
city, Philadelphia, PA, in which 10 peo- 
ple were shot in 1 day and 5 were 
killed. Over the weekend, 5 more were 
killed and 14 wounded—just this past 
weekend. Two of those wounded were 
police officers who were targeted dur- 
ing a shooting rampage in Philadelphia 
that left another five wounded at that 
location. 

The families and friends of the vic- 
tims, like those who are with us in 
Washington today, will never be the 
same because they lost someone unique 
and special, someone who was the sub- 
ject of their love and attention, some- 
one whose future they invested in, be- 
lieved in, and dreamed about until it 
was stolen away. 

The resolution I referred to earlier, 
designating the National Day of Re- 
membrance for Murder Victims, which 
passed the Senate in 2007, reminds us of 
our obligation to recognize the loss 
these families live with every single 
day. 

The great recording artist Bruce 
Springsteen, after September 11, wrote 
a number of songs that referred to that 
horrific day and how the country was 
dealing with it. One song he wrote was 
called ‘‘You’re Missing.” I will not go 
through the lyrics, but the refrain was 
just that, ‘‘you’re missing.” At one 
point in the song he says: 

You’re missing when I turn out the lights 
You’re missing when I close my eyes— 

And then he says— 

You’re missing when I see the sunrise. 

That is the only way I can under- 
stand what these families have gone 
through. That person is missing from 
their lives every moment of every day, 
no matter where they are, whether 
they are falling asleep or waking up or 
leading their lives. So we have an obli- 
gation to remember those they lost and 
remember those who are in fact miss- 
ing from the lives of those we think 
about today. 

The second part of this resolution 
credits the support services that help 
grieving families. Facing pain and loss, 
families often need lots of help, wheth- 
er that is counseling or crisis interven- 
tion or legal assistance or other serv- 
ices. This is also something the Phila- 
delphia-based group Mothers In Charge 
know something about. These mothers 
took their pain and turned it into a 
force for good. They advocated for 
those affected by violence, and they 
provided counseling and grief support 
for those victims’ families. They also 
work proactively to prevent violence 
by intervening with at-risk young peo- 
ple and working with elected officials 
and community leaders to create safer 
neighborhoods. 
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Today, aS we commemorate the Na- 
tional Day of Remembrance for Murder 
Victims, we also express deep gratitude 
for the critically important work 
Mothers In Charge and their allied or- 
ganizations are doing to prevent future 
tragedies. 

AS we commemorate the National 
Day of Remembrance, we must also 
talk about the types of weapons that 
took so many lives in the first place 
and that take more lives every day, 
firearms. About two-thirds of those 
16,000 annual murders are committed 
using firearms. Tragically, the execu- 
tive director of Mothers In Charge, 
Dorothy Johnson Speight, who joins us 
here today in Washington, knows 
something about this. Dorothy’s son 
was shot and killed in a dispute over a 
parking space—a senseless murder of a 
good and innocent soul. There is no 
weapon as widely available and as dan- 
gerously lethal as a gun, of course, and 
if Dorothy’s work has taught us any- 
thing, it is that when tragic murders 
occur, they are not occasions for grief 
alone but also a call to action. 

That is why I will continue to advo- 
cate for commonsense gun reform— 
from expanding background checks to 
banning military-style weapons and 
large-capacity magazines, to the pass- 
ing of legislation to close loopholes 
that allow suspected terrorists and vio- 
lent hate criminals to acquire fire- 
arms. All of these measures will make 
us safer. AS Dorothy has often said, 
gun violence is a public health crisis 
with more than 33,000 people killed by 
the pull of a trigger each year in the 
United States of America. If we are to 
do our duty on behalf of our constitu- 
ents, on behalf of hard-working mem- 
bers of Mothers In Charge and the 
countless others who have lost a loved 
one to gun violence as we approach the 
National Day of Remembrance, we 
must act to make our communities 
safer. 

Thank you, Mr. President, and I yield 
the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


RECESS 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate stands 
in recess until 2:15 p.m. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 12:44 p.m., 
recessed until 2:15 p.m. and reassem- 
bled when called to order by the Pre- 
siding Officer (Mr. PORTMAN). 
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LEGISLATIVE BRANCH APPRO- 
PRIATIONS ACT, 2017—MOTION TO 
PROCEED—Continued 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma- 
jority leader. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that notwith- 
standing rule XXII, the motion to in- 
voke cloture on the motion to proceed 
to H.R. 5325 ripen at 5:15 p.m. today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
UNANIMOUS CONSENT AGREEMENT—S.J. RES. 39 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that notwith- 
standing rule XXII, at 11:15 a.m. on 
Wednesday, September 21, Senator 
PAUL or his designee be recognized to 
offer a motion to discharge S.J. Res. 39; 
that there be up to 3 hours of debate, 
equally divided between the proponents 
and the opponents, with Senator PAUL 
controlling 30 minutes of the pro- 
ponents’ time and Senator MURPHY 
controlling 15 minutes of the pro- 
ponents’ time; and that following the 
use or yielding back of that time, the 
Senate vote in relation to the motion 
to discharge. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Vermont. 

(The remarks of Mr. LEAHY per- 
taining to the introduction of S. 3359 
are printed in today’s RECORD under 
“Statements on Introduced Bills and 
Joint Resolutions.’’) 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

NOMINATION OF MERRICK GARLAND 

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, it 
has been 187 days since President 
Obama nominated Merrick Garland to 
the Supreme Court. That is a long 
time. Since March 16, we have been 
waiting for a hearing. It is really ex- 
traordinary when you think how long 
we have seen the third branch of gov- 
ernment unable to fully function be- 
cause of inaction in the U.S. Senate. 

Republicans have a constitutional 
duty to uphold, and they have not done 
their job. We all have that constitu- 
tional duty. We are standing at the 
ready. We are willing to remain here in 
session until we can get this done. We 
need a hearing now. We need to get 
Merrick Garland on the Court before 
the Court begins its new session on Oc- 
tober 1. Unfortunately, we are likely to 
leave—maybe at the end of this week 
or next week—without a hearing. 

The Republican leadership’s inability 
to consider Garland’s nomination puts 
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the Court at frequent risk of deadlock, 
which is not in the interest of families 
or of those whose interests are coming 
before the U.S. Supreme Court. It is a 
shame because Merrick Garland is a 
uniquely qualified jurist. In fact, Re- 
publican colleagues have noted his 
qualifications in the past, but the rea- 
son Republicans haven’t acted is sim- 
ple, unfortunately, and that is a polit- 
ical calculation. 

When we look at the Court on Octo- 
ber 1, when they are seated, it will look 
like this, with a vacant chair. The 
question is, Whom are they holding the 
chair for? I envision behind this chair a 
shadow of the Republican nominee— 
someone who is standing behind there. 
And it is clear that Republicans in the 
Senate are holding this seat open for 
Donald Trump, the Republican nomi- 
nee, in hopes that he will be the next 
President. 

I am not sure about you, but when it 
comes to filling this empty seat, ‘‘Ce- 
lebrity Apprentice: Supreme Court Edi- 
tion” is not a show I want to watch, 
and it is certainly not a show that the 
American people will benefit from. 

Many of my Republican colleagues 
also recognize that the nominee for 
President on their side poses a risk to 
our judicial system. When the Repub- 
lican nominee attacked a Federal 
judge’s impartiality on the basis of his 
parents’ ethnicity, the majority leader 
said he ‘‘couldn’t disagree more with a 
statement like that.” 

Why then would he leave this seat 
open for that person to fill? How can 
you justify allowing someone to nomi- 
nate a Justice to the highest Court in 
the land when it is clear that nominee 
has no respect for the judiciary as an 
institution? 

Another one of my Republican col- 
leagues described the Republican nomi- 
nee’s comments—one of many of his 
comments, but described one set of 
comments as ‘‘the literal definition of 
racism.” Yet that person is supporting 
Donald Trump, and they are holding a 
seat open for this person who has said 
things that are literally the definition 
of racism. This colleague actually at 
some point came out on the record as 
not supporting the nominee, and he has 
been joined by other Republican Sen- 
ators. Yet they potentially keep a seat 
open for this person to fill on the high- 
est Court in the land. 

Another Member of this body has re- 
ferred to the Republican nominee as ‘‘a 
pathological liar’? who ‘‘doesn’t know 
the difference between truth and lies.” 
Senate Republican colleagues can’t 
justify holding up Judge Garland’s con- 
firmation, but all of my Republican 
colleagues are doing that, hoping that 
Mr. Trump is the person who gets to 
nominate this Justice in January. It 
makes no sense. 

They all remain unified in their op- 
position to Judge Garland, who is one 
of the most qualified and _ well-re- 


13073 


spected judges of this generation. They 
are unified in not moving forward, even 
though many of them have said very 
positive things about him in the past, 
and I would expect to see that in the 
future. I have to wonder what exactly 
those Senators—especially the ones 
who are opposing their party’s nomi- 
nee—are waiting for because it is obvi- 
ous to me that just about every Mem- 
ber of this body believes that Judge 
Garland would do an excellent job on 
the Court. 

I call on all Republican colleagues to 
do their job to hold a hearing to bring 
this nomination to the floor as quickly 
as possible, to not hold open a spot on 
the highest Court in the land for some- 
one who many of them have been run- 
ning to distance themselves from. 

This is a very serious issue. We talk 
a lot about the Constitution around 
here. We have three branches of gov- 
ernment, and one right now cannot 
fully function in the public’s interests 
on behalf of businesses, families, young 
people, older people, and children be- 
cause they don’t have the full member- 
ship of the Court. It is our job in the 
U.S. Senate to make sure they have all 
of the members present when the new 
Court sits, starting on October 1. 

I say to my colleagues on the other 
side of the aisle: Do your job. Now is 
the time to do your job. The American 
people expect us to do our jobs. Do 
your job and don’t hold a seat open for 
the Republican nominee, whom so 
many of you have expressed such dis- 
pleasure for. It is time to do your job 
as the Republican majority in the U.S. 
Senate. 

I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
FLAKE). The clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

TRIBUTE TO BECKY FLEESON 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
would like to say a few words about a 
member of my staff who will soon be 
leaving. Becky Fleeson, our director of 
administration, is the embodiment of a 
servant leader. She is tenacious, she is 
dedicated, she is loyal, and she cares. 

Becky is exactly the type of person 
you want batting for your team. For 
nearly a decade, I have been fortunate 
to have her on mine. Becky is more in- 
terested in getting the job done than in 
taking credit for it. She doesn’t back 
down easily. She can be tough too. 
That is part of her job description, but 
if you want to know the truth, Becky 
is actually a bit of a softie. 

She is also a bit of a prankster. 
Becky is usually someone you would 
trust with sensitive tasks without a 
second thought, but on April Fools’ 
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Day you can’t trust her for a second. 
Take this year, for example, when 
Becky tried to convince us she was 
pregnant. Turned out she actually was 
and didn’t know it at the time. Seems 
the Guy upstairs has a sense of humor 
as well. 

Well, Becky would tell you her life 
has never been the same since she and 
her husband George welcomed little 
Winnie into their lives. Now they are 
preparing to welcome Baby Fleeson No. 
2 in just a few months. 

It has really been something to 
watch Becky mature over the years, 
from a fresh-faced college grad to a 
seasoned professional, honorary Ken- 
tuckian, and dedicated wife and moth- 
er. When confronted with hardship 
along the way, Becky has fought 
through with grace and with strength— 
and the support of her fellow 
McTeamers. 

I know Becky loves her colleagues, I 
know Becky loves the Senate, but most 
of all, I know Becky loves her family. 
So when Becky told me she was ready 
to dedicate herself full time to raising 
her kids, I couldn’t have been happier 
for her. We will all miss her good 
humor, her work ethic, and her integ- 
rity. And later this afternoon, we will 
look forward to celebrating her. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
CRUZ). Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

OBAMACARE 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. President, in 
Washington, DC, today is just another 
day of bureaucratic rollouts, regu- 
latory nightmares, and government 
overreach, but if you are in Colorado 
today, it is also sticker shock day be- 
cause today the people of Colorado 
found out—thanks to the new numbers 
just confirmed by the Colorado Divi- 
sion of Insurance—that if you live in 
that State, you are going to be paying, 
on average, an additional 20.4 percent 
for your health insurance this coming 
year under ObamaCare. That is the in- 
dividual rate that was just confirmed 
for the 2017 plans—a 20.4-percent in- 
crease. 

Remember the promises that were 
made when ObamaCare was put into 
law in the most partisan of fashions. 
The promise that if you like your doc- 
tor, you can keep your doctor has been 
proven untrue. And if you like your 
health care plan, you can keep your 
health care plan has been proven un- 
true. Why do we know that? Because in 
Colorado alone, over the past 3 years, 
over 750,000 Coloradans have had their 
insurance plans canceled. 

Let’s just go through those numbers. 
Over 92,000 people with individual plans 
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from UnitedHealthcare, Humana, 
Rocky Mountain Health Plans, and An- 
them will be forced to find new plans in 
2017. In May, UnitedHealthcare and 
Humana announced they were not 
going to be offering plans in Colorado 
at all. We have seen Aetna reduce sig- 
nificantly the number of plans they 
will be offering. We know the health 
care co-op in Colorado collapsed be- 
cause it was unsustainable thanks to 
the way ObamaCare was designed, cost- 
ing over 80,000 Coloradans their health 
insurance. Back in August of 2013, we 
saw hundreds of thousands more in Col- 
orado lose their health insurance. That 
doesn’t sound like a promise that has 
been kept to me. That is a promise 
that has been broken. 

We also know ObamaCare promised it 
would reduce the premiums by $2,500 
per family. Yet here we are today talk- 
ing about a 20.4-percent rate increase 
on the Colorado people alone. We know 
from studies that one-third of Colorado 
counties aren’t even going to have a 
choice of more than one insurance pro- 
vider to choose from. Despite the third 
ObamaCare promise that the people of 
this country would have more opportu- 
nities to buy different insurance prod- 
ucts, more choice, more consumer in- 
surance options, over one-third of the 
counties in this country will have only 
one choice or perhaps even fewer. 

That is why two pieces of legislation 
introduced in recent days by Senator 
MCCAIN and Senator SASSE are so im- 
portant. What do they do? Senator 
SASSE has introduced legislation that 
says if an insurance increase is more 
than 10 percent, then you don’t have to 
abide by the individual mandate forc- 
ing people to pay these outrageous in- 
creases thanks to ObamaCare. It also 
says, if you are paying 8 percent of 
your income in insurance premiums, 
you don’t have to abide by the mandate 
of ObamaCare. It gives people the abil- 
ity to actually have that financial cer- 
tainty they are looking for—the cer- 
tainty ObamaCare promised but failed 
to deliver. 

Senator McCAIN’s legislation says, if 
a county has one or fewer health insur- 
ance options to choose from, they also 
will receive relief from ObamaCare’s 
individual mandate. 

These are important because in 
States such as Colorado, the govern- 
ment is forcing you to pay at least 20.4 
percent more if you are in the indi- 
vidual market. That is the average rate 
increase. While the 20.4-percent in- 
crease in the 2017 plans is certainly a 
significant amount, that is on top of 
last year’s rate increases. If you live on 
the Western Slope of Colorado, last 
year you saw average premium rates in 
the individual market increase by 25.8 
percent. One of the most expensive 
markets in the country is the Western 
Slope of Colorado—the mountains of 
our State. 

We have not been able to break down 
what it means for the Western Slope. 
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That individual impact might even be 
higher for Colorado’s Western Slope. 
We don’t have those numbers broken 
down because it was just released 
today—this massive increase under 
ObamaCare—but if you just take the 
statewide average of the individual 
plan with a 20.4 percent, along with the 
25.8 percent from last year, that is an 
almost 50-percent increase in insurance 
over the past 2 years. In 2017, it will in- 
crease 20.4 percent, on average, and 
this past year it increased 25.8 percent. 
That is a nearly 50-percent increase. 

The people of Colorado can’t afford 
ObamaCare. ObamaCare can’t keep its 
promises. We have to find real solu- 
tions for the American people, and I 
urge the President to come forward 
with the acknowledgment that his sig- 
nature law is a signature failure. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 
AYOTTE). Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Madam President, 
in order to have a quick discussion 
with colleagues about the state of play 
on the short-term CR, we will push the 
vote back a few minutes. 


EE 


RECESS SUBJECT TO THE CALL OF 
THE CHAIR 


Mr. McCONNELL. Therefore, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
stand in recess subject to the call of 
the Chair. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 5:10 p.m., recessed subject to the call 
of the Chair and reassembled at 5:39 
p.m. when called to order by the Pre- 
siding Officer (Mr. GARDNER). 


See 
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PRIATIONS ACT, 2017—MOTION TO 
PROCEED—Continued 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma- 
jority leader. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, we 
just had another good conversation on 
this side with our Members and are 
now prepared to proceed to the bill 
that we used as a shell for the CR-Zika 
legislation. 

I might say to all of our Members 
that we continue to work toward an 
agreement on the legislation. We hope 
to have that completed and available 
for review very soon. With a little co- 
operation on both sides, I think we can 
get that finished and begin the debate. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant 

to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the 
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Senate the pending cloture motion, 
which the clerk will state. 


The legislative clerk read as follows: 
CLOTURE MOTION 


We, the undersigned Senators, in accord- 
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the mo- 
tion to proceed to Calendar No. 516. H.R. 
5325, an act making appropriations for the 
Legislative Branch for fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2017, and for other purposes. 

Mitch McConnell, John Cornyn, Orrin G. 
Hatch, Shelley Moore Capito, Thom 
Tillis, Mike Rounds, Marco Rubio, 
Cory Gardner, Pat Roberts, Roy Blunt, 
John Barrasso, Roger F. Wicker, Steve 
Daines, Daniel Coats, John Thune, 
Thad Cochran, Susan M. Collins. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan- 
imous consent, the mandatory quorum 
call has been waived. 


The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the motion to 
proceed to H.R. 5325, an act making ap- 
propriations for the Legislative Branch 
for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2017, and for other purposes, shall be 
brought to a close? 


The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll. 

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Wisconsin (Mr. JOHNSON) and the 
Senator from Alabama (Mr. SESSIONS). 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Delaware (Mr. COONS) 
and the Senator from Virginia (Mr. 
KAINE) are necessarily absent. 

I further announce that, if present 
and voting, the Senator from Virginia 
(Mr. KAINE) would vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 89, 
nays 7, as follows: 


[Rollcall Vote No. 144 Leg.] 


YEAS—89 
Alexander Feinstein Murray 
Ayotte Fischer Nelson 
Baldwin Flake Peters 
Barrasso Franken Portman 
Bennet Gardner Reed 
Blumenthal Gillibrand Reid 
Blunt Graham Risch 
Booker Grassley Roberts 
ia Hai 5: Rounds 
oxer einric: A 

Brown Heitkamp ee 
Burr Hirono Schatz 
Cantwell Hoeven 

È Schumer 
Capito Inhofe Scott 
Cardin Isakson 
Carper King Shaheen 
Casey Kirk Shelby 
Cassidy Klobuchar Stabenow 
Coats Leahy Sullivan 
Cochran Manchin Tester 
Collins Markey Thune 
Corker McCain Tillis 
Cornyn McCaskill Toomey 
Cotton McConnell Udall 
Crapo Menendez Vitter 
Daines Merkley Warner 
Donnelly Mikulski Warren 
Durbin Moran Whitehouse 
Enzi Murkowski Wicker 
Ernst Murphy Wyden 
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NAYS—7 
Cruz Lee Sasse 
Heller Paul 
Lankford Perdue 
NOT VOTING—4 
Coons Kaine 
Johnson Sessions 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 89, the nays are 7. 

Three-fifths of the Senators duly cho- 
sen and sworn having voted in the af- 
firmative, the motion is agreed to. 

The Senator from Montana. 


Ee 


MORNING BUSINESS 


Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate be 
in a period of morning business, with 
Senators permitted to speak therein 
for up to 10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


ee 


VOTE EXPLANATION 


Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, due to 
a prior commitment, I regret I was not 
present to vote on H.R. 5985, the VA 
Expiring Authorities Act of 2016. Had I 
been present, I would have voted in 
support of the legislation. 


Á— 


HONORING CAPTAIN DAVE 
MELTON 


Mr. MORAN. Mr. President, today I 
would like to honor the life of police 
captain Dave Melton, a law enforce- 
ment officer who served 17 years on the 
force of the Kansas City Police Depart- 
ment and was tragically killed on duty 
earlier this summer. 

On Tuesday, July 19, Captain Melton 
joined officers in pursuit of suspected 
participants of a driveby shooting. 
Shortly after law enforcement arrived, 
the driver of the suspects’ vehicle was 
apprehended. While following one of 
the other suspects, Captain Melton 
came under fire and suffered multiple 
gunshots. Captain Melton was then 
taken to the University of Kansas Med- 
ical Center where he ultimately died 
from his wounds. 

Captain Melton was described by 
Kansas City, KS, Police Chief Terry 
Ziegler as someone who always chose 
to ‘‘lead from the front.” 

The brave sacrifices Captain Melton 
made to keep his community safe will 
not be forgotten. 

Captain Melton’s history of service, 
both to Kansas and our country, ex- 
tends beyond his 17 years with the Kan- 
sas City Police Department. In addi- 
tion to 9 years with the Wyandotte 
County Sheriff's Department, Captain 
Melton served in the Kansas Army Na- 
tional Guard as a soldier for more than 
a decade and then as an officer from 
1997-2012. During the course of a mili- 
tary career that included a 15-month 
tour of duty in Iraq and a 13-month 
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tour in Afghanistan, Melton earned the 
Bronze Star and numerous other hon- 
ors. 

Captain Melton’s law enforcement 
colleagues remember him as an indus- 
trious and professional leader. De- 
scribed as a goodhearted man who 
loved his family, Melton brought joy to 
those around him and helped those in 
need. 

Dave Melton is survived by his son, 
David, two daughters, Sarah Wilt and 
Elizabeth, and girlfriend, Zeta Bates, 
who is expecting a child. 

I join the Kansas City community 
and law enforcement offices around the 
country as we grieve the loss of this 
fallen hero and pray for the Melton 
family. 

These feelings are tragically famil- 
iar. On May 18, I spoke on the Senate 
floor to remember and honor the life of 
Kansas City Police Detective Brad 
Lancaster, who was also killed on duty 
while responding to a call. Following 
Lancaster’s death, it was Captain 
Melton that took the initiative to 
honor Detective Lancaster by estab- 
lishing protocols for the memorial 
services of those killed on duty. 

I stand with the Kansas City, Kansas 
Police Department as they work to 
mourn and recover from the loss of 
both of these men. 

Congress and community leaders 
must continue working to better pro- 
tect the men and women who take 
great risk to protect the rest of us. 


ee 


ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 


RECOGNIZING PEA RIDGE 
NATIONAL MILITARY PARK 


e Mr. COTTON. Mr. President, in honor 
of the National Park Service’s 100th 
birthday year, I want to recognize Pea 
Ridge National Military Park in north- 
west Arkansas. Pea Ridge National 
Military Park is one of the best pre- 
served Civil War battlefields in the 
United States and its history deserves 
to be shared. 

The Battle of Pea Ridge took place in 
March of 1862 when 26,000 Union and 


Confederate soldiers fought for 2 
straight days. The battle was hard- 
fought, but in the end, the Union 


forces, led by General Samuel Curtis, 
were victorious, and the Union won 
complete control of the State of Mis- 
souri. 

Pea Ridge National Military Park of- 
ficially became part of the National 
Park system on July 20, 1956, thanks 
largely to the efforts of the Arkansas 
congressional delegation. And it was 
officially dedicated as a national park 
during the Nation’s Civil War Centen- 
nial in 1963. 

Today 4,300 acres of battlefield are 
preserved for visitors. The grounds in- 
clude a recreation of the Elkhorn Tav- 
ern—an important landmark of the 
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battle—as well as a visitors center and 
a museum. The park is also home to 2 
and a half miles of the Trail of Tears, 
another important United States land- 
mark. 

Arkansas is a State full of rich his- 
tory, and heritage and Pea Ridge Na- 
tional Military Park is a critical part 
of that history. If you find yourself in 
the picturesque Ozarks of northwest 
Arkansas this fall, take some time to 
drive through or walk the grounds of 
Pea Ridge National Military Park and 
see for yourself.e 


-Á 


REMEMBERING RODGER 
McCONNELL 


èe Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, today I 
wish to honor a Vietnam war veteran 
who became an incredible hometown 
advocate for other veterans. Sadly, 
Rodger McConnell passed away on July 
21, 2016, in Great Falls, MT. 

Rodger served his country honorably 
during the Vietnam war, but like so 
many returning veterans, he struggled 
with PTSD and homelessness. Rodger 
was able to overcome these issues and 
went on to serve veterans in many 
ways. He helped create the Veterans 
Drug Treatment Court and acted as a 
mentor to the participants. He orga- 
nized the annual homeless Veterans 
Stand Down. He also helped bring a 
replica of the Vietnam Memorial to 
Great Falls. 

Rodger was a selfless, caring indi- 
vidual who will be missed by the entire 
community. Because of his commit- 
ment to veterans, his presence will 
continue on through so many programs 
that he created. One that was very dear 
to him was ‘‘On Point: Veterans Talk 
Radio,” a radio program for veterans 
that he hosted on the local public radio 
station. Some of these interviews with 
wartime veterans will be submitted to 
the Veterans History Project through 
the Library of Congress. Rodger may 
not be with us any longer, but his talks 
with veterans will be preserved for all 
to hear.e 


ES 


TRIBUTE TO DR. MARGARET 
BEESON 


è Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, Dr. Mar- 
garet Beeson is a generous and inspir- 
ing doctor, who inexhaustibly serves 
her profession, her community, and the 
world with compassion and integrity. 
She is a strong yet humble leader, 
whose healing presence has awakened 
and nurtured souls from all walks of 
life. She is a consummate professional, 
conducting every aspect of her life with 
dignity, decorum, and propriety. 

Her brilliance is not only found in 
her intellect, but in the dynamic leg- 
acy she has created. Her vision is mani- 
fest in the thousands of patients she 
has cared for, the myriad of doctors 
she has mentored, and is embodied 
throughout her very essence. 
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Dr. Beeson is a loving mother and an 
enduring friend, generous of time, spir- 
it, and compassion. 

She has served as a medic in the U.S. 
Navy and was selected to participate in 
an elite naval medical corps training 
program. This was a San Diego Naval 
Hospital based PA program. She 
trained for 6 months there and subse- 
quently worked for a year in the out- 
patient clinic. She ran a chronic care 
clinic treating patients with high blood 
pressure and diabetes. She was a li- 
censed vocational nurse, rotating 
through five hospitals, and traveled to 
India, the Netherlands, and England at- 
taining her midwifery license. She be- 
came a naturopathic physician in 1989 
and is associate clinic faculty at 
Bastyr University in Seattle. 

Dr. Beeson is the founder and med- 
ical director of the Yellowstone Natur- 
opathic Clinic in Billings, MT. Her 
clinic in the heart of Billings is also an 
accredited residency program through 
the Naturopathic Education and Re- 
search Consortium, providing opportu- 
nities for graduates of Naturopathic 
medical schools in a primary care set- 
ting. She has worked diligently to cre- 
ate collaborative relationships between 
conventional and traditional medicine. 
Additionally, she is the president of 
the board of directors of the Paul Gard- 
ner Veterans Pain Relief Foundation, 
an organization dedicated to facilitate 
access to nonnarcotic pain treatments 
for veterans by providing financial re- 
sources for access to safe, effective 
treatments. 

Earlier this year, the American Asso- 
ciation of Naturopathic Physicians 
named Dr. Beeson its ‘‘2016 Physician 
of the Year.” Dr. Beeson was selected 
for her strong leadership, authenticity, 
and great mentoring skills. The role of 
mentor is one she is particularly proud 
of, as her clinic runs a residency for on- 
cology in collaboration with St. Vin- 
cent Healthcare’s Frontier Cancer Cen- 
ter.@ 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 


By Mr. THUNE, from the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation, 
with an amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute: 

S. 1886. A bill to reauthorize the Integrated 
Coastal and Ocean Observation System Act 
of 2009 and for other purposes (Rept. No. 114- 
354). 

S. 2644. A bill to reauthorize the Federal 
Communications Commission for fiscal years 
2017 and 2018, and for other purposes (Rept. 
No. 114-855). 

By Mr. GRASSLEY, from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, with an amendment in the 
nature of a substitute: 

S. 3270. A bill to prevent elder abuse and 
exploitation and improve the justice sys- 
tem’s response to victims in elder abuse and 
exploitation cases. 


September 20, 2016 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


The following bills and joint resolu- 
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con- 
sent, and referred as indicated: 


By Mr. SCOTT (for himself and Mr. 
BROWN): 

S. 3353. A bill to amend title 31, United 
States Code, to prohibit the Internal Rev- 
enue Service from carrying out seizures re- 
lating to a structuring transaction unless 
the property to be seized derived from an il- 
legal source or the funds were structured for 
the purpose of concealing the violation of an- 
other criminal law or regulation, to require 
notice and a post-seizure hearing for such 
seizures, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

By Mr. KIRK (for himself and Mr. 
MANCHIN): 

S. 3354. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to exclude income attrib- 
utable to certain real property from gross in- 
come; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. COTTON (for himself, Mr. 
RUBIO, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. HATCH, Mr. 
TILLIS, Mrs. FISCHER, Mr. MORAN, Mr. 
Cruz, Mr. WICKER, Mr. DAINES, Mr. 
LANKFORD, and Mr. INHOFE): 

S. 3355. A bill to prohibit funding for the 
Preparatory Commission for the Comprehen- 
sive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty Organization 
in the event the United Nations Security 
Council adopts a resolution that obligates 
the United States or affirms a purported ob- 
ligation of the United States to refrain from 
actions that would run counter to the object 
and purpose of the Comprehensive Nuclear- 
Test-Ban Treaty; to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

By Mr. HELLER (for himself and Ms. 
HEITKAMP): 

S. 3356. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to permit individuals eligi- 
ble for Indian Health Service assistance to 
qualify for health savings accounts; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. RUBIO: 

S. 3357. A bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to provide an additional tool to 
prevent certain frauds against veterans, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. CASSIDY (for himself and Mr. 
VITTER): 

S. 3358. A bill to provide special rules for 
the use of retirement funds for relief relating 
to severe flooding in the Mississippi Delta; to 
the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. LEAHY (for himself and Mr. 
GRASSLEY): 

S. 3359. A bill to amend title I of the Omni- 
bus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 
1968 to authorize grants for heroin and meth- 
amphetamine task forces; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Ms. HIRONO (for herself, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. BROWN, Mrs. GILLI- 
BRAND, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. FRANKEN, 
Ms. WARREN, and Mr. BOOKER): 

S. 3360. A bill to authorize the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services to award grants 
to support the access of marginalized youth 
to sexual health services, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. CASEY (for himself and Mr. 
KING): 

S. 3361. A bill to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to establish an interagency co- 
ordinating committee on pulmonary hyper- 
tension, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 


September 20, 2016 


By Mr. MENENDEZ: 

S. 3362. A bill to authorize the Secretary of 
Education to make grants to support fire 
safety education programs on college cam- 
puses; to the Committee on Health, Edu- 
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM (for himself, Ms. 
AYOTTE, Mr. KIRK, Mr. BLUNT, Mr. 
RUBIO, Mr. CRUZ, and Mr. MCCAIN): 

S. 3363. A bill making emergency supple- 
mental appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2016, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mrs. FISCHER (for herself and Mrs. 
FEINSTEIN): 

S. 3364. A bill to authorize the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs to carry out a pilot pro- 
gram to accept the donation of facilities and 
related improvements for use by the Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs; to the Committee 
on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Ms. CANTWELL: 

S. 3365. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to improve the treatment 
of pension and employee benefit plans main- 
tained by tribal governments; to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 


— 


SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 


The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. ENZI (for himself, Mr. ScHu- 
MER, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BENNET, Mr. 
INHOFE, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. MORAN, 
Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Ms. 
BALDWIN, Mr. HATCH, Mr. LEE, Mr. 
PORTMAN, and Mr. HEINRICH): 

S. Res. 572. A resolution designating No- 
vember 5, 2016, as National Bison Day; con- 
sidered and agreed to. 


ee 


ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 


S. 437 
At the request of Ms. MURKOWSKI, the 
name of the Senator from Arizona (Mr. 
MCCAIN) was added as a cosponsor of 8. 
437, a bill to provide for congressional 
approval of national monuments and 
restrictions on the use of national 
monuments, to establish requirements 
for the declaration of marine national 
monuments, and for other purposes. 
S. 488 
At the request of Mr. SCHUMER, the 
name of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire (Ms. AYOTTE) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 488, a bill to amend title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act to 
allow physician assistants, nurse prac- 
titioners, and clinical nurse specialists 
to supervise cardiac, intensive cardiac, 
and pulmonary rehabilitation pro- 
grams. 
S. 1148 
At the request of Mr. NELSON, the 
name of the Senator from Missouri 
(Mrs. MCCASKILL) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 1148, a bill to amend title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act to 
provide for the distribution of addi- 
tional residency positions, and for 
other purposes. 
S. 1559 
At the request of Ms. AYOTTE, the 
names of the Senator from Delaware 
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(Mr. Coons) and the Senator from Or- 
egon (Mr. WYDEN) were added as co- 
sponsors of S. 1559, a bill to protect vic- 
tims of domestic violence, sexual as- 
sault, stalking, and dating violence 
from emotional and psychological 
trauma caused by acts of violence or 
threats of violence against their pets. 
S. 1679 
At the request of Mr. HELLER, the 
name of the Senator from Arizona (Mr. 
FLAKE) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1679, a bill to amend the Flood Disaster 
Protection Act of 1973 to require that 
certain buildings and personal property 
be covered by flood insurance, and for 
other purposes. 
S. 1714 
At the request of Mr. MANCHIN, the 
name of the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
MORAN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1714, a bill to amend the Surface Min- 
ing Control and Reclamation Act of 
1977 to transfer certain funds to the 
Multiemployer Health Benefit Plan 
and the 1974 United Mine Workers of 
America Pension Plan, and for other 
purposes. 
S. 2216 
At the request of Ms. COLLINS, the 
name of the Senator from Georgia (Mr. 
ISAKSON) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2216, a bill to provide immunity from 
suit for certain individuals who dis- 
close potential examples of financial 
exploitation of senior citizens, and for 
other purposes. 
S. 2448 
At the request of Mr. Coons, the 
name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Ms. STABENOW) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 2448, a bill to provide for the 
appointment of additional Federal 
bankruptcy judges, and for other pur- 
poses. 
S. 2489 
At the request of Mr. WHITEHOUSE, 
the name of the Senator from Con- 
necticut (Mr. BLUMENTHAL) was added 
as a cosponsor of S. 2489, a bill to en- 
sure that persons who form corpora- 
tions in the United States disclose the 
beneficial owners of those corpora- 
tions, in order to prevent the forma- 
tion of corporations with hidden own- 
ers, stop the misuse of United States 
corporations by wrongdoers, and assist 
law enforcement in detecting, pre- 
venting, and punishing terrorism, 
money laundering, tax evasion, and 
other criminal and civil misconduct in- 
volving United States corporations, 
and for other purposes. 
S. 2595 
At the request of Mr. CRAPO, the 
name of the Senator from Maine (Mr. 
KING) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2595, a bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to permanently ex- 
tend the railroad track maintenance 
credit. 
S. 2645 
At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the 
name of the Senator from California 
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(Mrs. FEINSTEIN) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 2645, a bill to impose 
sanctions with respect to foreign per- 
sons responsible for gross violations of 
internationally recognized human 
rights against lesbian, gay, bisexual, 
and transgender individuals, and for 
other purposes. 
S. 2774 

At the request of Mr. MORAN, the 
name of the Senator from Maine (Mr. 
KING) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2774, a bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to exclude from gross 
income certain amounts realized on the 
disposition of property raised or pro- 
duced by a student farmer, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 2800 

At the request of Mr. Coons, the 
names of the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. GARDNER) and the Senator from 
North Dakota (Mr. HOEVEN) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 2800, a bill to amend 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 and 
the Higher Education Act of 1965 to 
provide an exclusion from income for 
student loan forgiveness for students 
who have died or become disabled. 

S. 2890 

At the request of Ms. AYOTTE, the 
name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. FRANKEN) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 2890, a bill to require the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to mint coins in 
recognition of Christa McAuliffe. 

S. 2989 

At the request of Ms. MURKOWSKI, the 
names of the Senator from Rhode Is- 
land (Mr. WHITEHOUSE) and the Senator 
from North Carolina (Mr. TILLIS) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 2989, a bill to 
award a Congressional Gold Medal, col- 
lectively, to the United States mer- 
chant mariners of World War II, in rec- 
ognition of their dedicated and vital 
service during World War II. 

S. 2997 

At the request of Ms. CANTWELL, the 
name of the Senator from South Da- 
kota (Mr. THUNE) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 2997, a bill to direct the 
Federal Communications Commission 
to commence proceedings related to 
the resiliency of critical telecommuni- 
cations networks during times of emer- 
gency, and for other purposes. 

S. 3065 

At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 
name of the Senator from Alaska (Ms. 
MURKOWSKI) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 3065, a bill to amend parts B and 
E of title IV of the Social Security Act 
to invest in funding prevention and 
family services to help keep children 
safe and supported at home, to ensure 
that children in foster care are placed 
in the least restrictive, most family- 
like, and appropriate settings, and for 
other purposes. 

At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the 
name of the Senator from Maine (Mr. 
KING) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
3065, supra. 
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S. 3179 
At the request of Ms. HEITKAMP, the 
name of the Senator from South Caro- 
lina (Mr. GRAHAM) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 3179, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to im- 
prove and extend the credit for carbon 
dioxide sequestration. 
S. 3198 
At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 
names of the Senator from Oklahoma 
(Mr. INHOFE), the Senator from Min- 
nesota (Mr. FRANKEN) and the Senator 
from Arkansas (Mr. BOOZMAN) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 3198, a bill to 
amend title 38, United States Code, to 
improve the provision of adult day 
health care services for veterans. 
S. 3270 
At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the 
name of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire (Ms. AYOTTE) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 3270, a bill to prevent 
elder abuse and exploitation and im- 
prove the justice system’s response to 
victims in elder abuse and exploitation 
cases. 
S. 3297 
At the request of Mr. COTTON, the 
names of the Senator from Missouri 
(Mr. BLUNT), the Senator from South 
Carolina (Mr. SCOTT) and the Senator 
from Mississippi (Mr. COCHRAN) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 3297, a bill to 
amend the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 to provide an exemption to the in- 
dividual mandate to maintain health 
coverage for certain individuals whose 
premium has increased by more than 10 
percent, and for other purposes. 
S. 3308 
At the request of Mrs. CAPITO, the 
name of the Senator from Iowa (Mr. 
GRASSLEY) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 3308, a bill to amend title XVIII of 
the Social Security Act to prohibit pre- 
scription drug plan sponsors and MA- 
PD organizations under the Medicare 
program from retroactively reducing 
payment on clean claims submitted by 
pharmacies. 
S. RES. 199 
At the request of Mr. NELSON, the 
name of the Senator from Wisconsin 
(Mr. JOHNSON) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. Res. 199, a resolution expressing 
the sense of the Senate regarding es- 
tablishing a National Strategic Agen- 
da. 
S. RES. 527 
At the request of Mr. UDALL, the 
names of the Senator from Washington 
(Mrs. MURRAY), the Senator from Cali- 
fornia (Mrs. FEINSTEIN), the Senator 
from New Mexico (Mr. HEINRICH) and 
the Senator from Wisconsin (Ms. BALD- 
WIN) were added as cosponsors of S. 
Res. 527, a resolution recognizing the 
75th anniversary of the opening of the 
National Gallery of Art. 
S. RES. 536 
At the request of Mrs. CAPITO, the 
name of the Senator from Louisiana 
(Mr. CASSIDY) was added as a cosponsor 
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of S. Res. 536, a resolution proclaiming 
the week of October 30 through Novem- 
ber 5, 2016, as ‘‘National Obesity Care 
Week”. 
S. RES. 564 

At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the 
name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. BOXER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. Res. 564, a resolution condemning 
North Korea’s fifth nuclear test on 
September 9, 2016. 


—e 


STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


By Mr. LEAHY (for himself and 
Mr. GRASSLEY): 

S. 3359. A bill to amend title I of the 
Omnibus Crime Control and Safe 
Streets Act of 1968 to authorize grants 
for heroin and methamphetamine task 
forces; to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I have 
come to this floor many times to speak 
about the toll the abuse of prescription 
opioids and heroin has taken on our 
communities. When I talk with 
Vermonters about this crisis, whether 
at our Judiciary Committee field hear- 
ings in Vermont or in conversations at 
kitchen tables or on street corners, I 
hear how opioid abuse destroys lives, 
tears apart families, and overwhelms 
communities. 

As a lifelong Vermonter, I am proud 
of our small State. I see law enforce- 
ment and community leaders joining 
together. They have taken a real con- 
structive approach to fighting addic- 
tion. They have created innovative and 
successful programs, such as the Rapid 
Intervention Community Court in Bur- 
lington and Project VISION in Rut- 
land. The Boys & Girls Clubs through- 
out Vermont are working with schools 
and public health officials to help chil- 
dren affected by this epidemic. They 
are trying to keep them from being 
swept up into that world. Our local tel- 
evision stations are participating in 
public awareness campaigns. They are 
educating our citizens about drug 
abuse. These are the positive efforts 
that make me proud to be a 
Vermonter. But I am not just here to 
praise the good work in my State. I am 
here to work for my State and for all 
States that are coping with this drug 
addiction scourge—because all States 
are. 

Earlier this year, Congress took an 
important step forward by passing the 
Comprehensive Addiction and Recov- 
ery Act, or CARA. This new law treats 
addiction as the public health crisis it 
is. I was proud to support this legisla- 
tion in the Senate. But the final prod- 
uct fell short. CARA did not include 
the funding necessary to put its pro- 
grams to work. The final legislation 
stripped out many of the best practices 
that were included in the Senate bill, 
including, among others, my provision 
to authorize the anti-heroin task force 
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program I helped to establish. This pro- 
vision was approved overwhelmingly by 
the Senate, and I thank my col- 
leagues—Republicans and Democrats— 
who joined with me on that. But it was 
stripped out at the last minute by the 
House. That was really a shortsighted 
decision. It could hamper law enforce- 
ment agencies’ ability to Keep illegal 
opioids out of our communities. 

So today I am introducing bipartisan 
legislation along with Senator GRASS- 
LEY to help ensure that State and local 
law enforcement agencies can get the 
necessary funding and the support for 
anti-heroin task forces around the 
country. Our bill would authorize the 
Attorney General to provide grants to 
law enforcement agencies—those agen- 
cies that are engaged in statewide col- 
laborative efforts to investigate and 
stop the unlawful trafficking of heroin, 
fentanyl, carfentanil, and prescription 
opioids. The bill also authorizes grants 
to support task forces to combat the 
trafficking of methamphetamines. 

Our States are seeing an influx of 
powerful, deadly opioids that have 
never been seen by law enforcement be- 
fore. Communities that have been 
struggling with heroin and prescription 
drug abuse are now encountering 
opioids such as fentanyl and 
carfentanil. What is so frightening 
about these is that they can kill the 
user even in small amounts. So I think 
we have a responsibility—all of us in 
Congress—to support smart policies 
and reduce the demand for these poi- 
sons. We must support targeted en- 
forcement efforts to keep them out of 
our communities in the first place. 

Now, I know these task forces work. 
Last month I heard from Vermont law 
enforcement officials who shared exam- 
ples of how the Vermont Drug Task 
Force is helping to combat heroin traf- 
ficking in our State. The Vermont 
Drug Task Force has seen a significant 
increase in heroin investigations so far 
this year—up 70 percent from the same 
period last year. The task force has 
seized the equivalent of more than 
94,000 bags of heroin this year alone, 
with a street value of more than $1 mil- 
lion. Now, in an urban area that might 
not seem like much, but our State has 
625,000 people. The largest city in our 
State has 38,000 people. We are being 
hammered by this. 

But there is good news. The recent 
addition of five new investigative posi- 
tions, as a result of Vermont’s $1.4 mil- 
lion anti-heroin task force grant, could 
not come at a more critical time. So 
this legislation will provide the anti- 
heroin task force program with the re- 
sources they need to help more States, 
just like it is helping in Vermont. 

I say this because we should know 
and the American public should know 
that our work in Congress on opioid 
abuse and addiction did not end when 
we passed CARA. In fact, I would say 
that it only began. If we are serious 
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about combating drug addiction—and 
all of us will say we are against it, but 
if we are really serious—then we have 
to invest in our communities. Let us 
build on what we know is working. Let 
us give law enforcement agencies the 
tools they need to do their job effec- 
tively. 

In my State of Vermont, I spend con- 
siderable time every month. I was 
there just a couple of days ago. We are 
a special State because you can talk 
with people. My wife Marcelle and I 
will talk with people coming out of 
church on Sunday or in the grocery 
store or just walking down the street 
to pick up our paper. Some of the sto- 
ries we hear are so sad. We hear from 
people we have known for years—won- 
derful families, pillars of the commu- 
nity—who will tell us of their son or 
daughter suffering from opioid and 
other addictions. The saddest, though, 
are those people we have known who 
have lost a member of their family be- 
cause of the powerful new drugs com- 
ing on the market. 

I saw a lot of terrible things in this 
area when I was a prosecutor, but noth- 
ing like what we are seeing today. So 
let us look at the legislation that Sen- 
ator GRASSLEY and I are introducing. 
Let us stop trying to fight this with 
slogans and goodwill. Let us fight it 
with real tools. 

Again, I would add, let us not just 
rely—any of us—on saying we are 
against this. Let us do something. It is 
too bad the House stripped out much of 
what we had done well in our bill, but 
there is no reason why we cannot fight 
to put it back in. There is no reason 
why we cannot get the funding nec- 
essary. This will only work if we have 
the tools and the money. 

I know that in our State it is not just 
law enforcement but the faith commu- 
nity, educators, parents, Boys & Girls 
Clubs, and medical professionals who 
are all working together. It is not just 
numbers. Every one of us—almost 
every one of us in our State—knows 
people who have suffered. I want to go 
back home and say that we are doing 
something to help them. 


By Mrs. FISCHER (for herself and 
Mrs. FEINSTEIN): 

S. 3364. A bill to authorize the Sec- 
retary of Veterans Affairs to carry out 
a pilot program to accept the donation 
of facilities and related improvements 
for use by the Department of Veterans 
Affairs; to the Committee on Veterans’ 
Affairs. 

Mrs. FISCHER. Mr. President, I rise 
today in support of the CHIP IN for 
Vets Act. 

Lengthy delays and cost overruns 
have impeded construction of new 
health care facilities for our veterans, 
raising roadblocks between them and 
the quality health care they have 
earned. These delays and overruns have 
not only negatively impacted our vet- 
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erans’ access to care, but also our na- 
tion’s confidence in their health care 
system. 

My legislation would create a 5-year 
pilot program that would allow com- 
munities to contribute real property 
toward on-time and on-budget con- 
struction projects. Partnerships be- 
tween veterans, their local commu- 
nities, and the Department of Veterans 
Affairs, VA, will allow previously ap- 
propriated funds to be put to good use. 
Through five initial projects, commu- 
nity leaders and private sector experts 
can lead construction projects from 
start to finish and test a model that 
can be expanded into the future. 

State or local authorities, and speci- 
fied non-federal entities, will be eligi- 
ble to partner with the VA. Entities 
would comply with the Department of 
Veterans Affairs’ standards, except to 
the extent the Secretary determines 
otherwise, as permitted by law. Eligi- 
ble projects would be limited to those 
for which funding has already been ap- 
propriated, or those on the VA’s long- 
term planning list. The VA’s financial 
obligation for these projects would be 
limited to the amount previously ap- 
propriated. The VA would select the 
project and community partner, but it 
would not influence, control, or be in- 
volved with either the management or 
construction of these projects. The 
Secretary would include information 
regarding real property and improve- 
ments donated under this legislation in 
the budget submitted to Congress. The 
Comptroller General would also submit 
to Congress a report on the donation 
agreements entered into under this leg- 
islation not less frequently than once 
every 2 years until its termination. 

A significant amount of work went 
into revising this bill. I very much ap- 
preciate the support of Senator FEIN- 
STEIN, who serves as lead cosponsor. 
Chairmen ISAKSON and ALEXANDER are 
supportive of this legislation. They, 
and the members of their staff, have 
been extraordinarily helpful through 
this process. The Department of Vet- 
erans Affairs staff has also been ac- 
tively involved in the crafting of this 
legislation. They fully support it. The 
Congressional Budget Office has stated 
this bill would have an “insignificant 
impact on direct spending,’ or less 
than $500,000 total. 

For these reasons, I urge my col- 
leagues to support this common sense, 
bipartisan legislation. Thank you. 


EE 


SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 


SENATE RESOLUTION 572—DESIG- 
NATING NOVEMBER 5, 2016, AS 
NATIONAL BISON DAY 


Mr. ENZI (for himself, Mr. SCHUMER, 
Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BENNET, Mr. INHOFE, 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. MORAN, Mrs. 
FEINSTEIN, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Ms. BALD- 
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WIN, Mr. HATCH, Mr. LEE, Mr. PORTMAN, 
and Mr. HEINRICH) submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was consid- 
ered and agreed to: 

S. RES. 572 


Whereas on May 9, 2016, the North Amer- 
ican bison was adopted as the national mam- 
mal of the United States; 

Whereas bison are considered a historical 
symbol of the United States; 

Whereas bison were integrally linked with 
the economic and spiritual lives of many In- 
dian tribes through trade and sacred cere- 
monies; 

Whereas there are more than 60 Indian 
tribes participating in the Intertribal Buf- 
falo Council; 

Whereas numerous members of Indian 
tribes are involved in bison restoration on 
tribal land; 

Whereas members of Indian tribes have a 
combined herd on more than 1,000,000 acres 
of tribal land; 

Whereas the Intertribal Buffalo Council is 
a tribal organization incorporated pursuant 
to section 17 of the Act of June 18, 1934 (com- 
monly known as the ‘‘Indian Reorganization 
Act”) (25 U.S.C. 477); 

Whereas bison can play an important role 
in improving the types of grasses found in 
landscapes to the benefit of grasslands; 

Whereas a bison has been depicted on the 
official seal of the Department of the Inte- 
rior since 1912; 

Whereas bison hold significant economic 
value for private producers and rural com- 
munities; 

Whereas, as of 2012, the Department of Ag- 
riculture estimates that 162,110 head of bison 
were under the stewardship of private pro- 
ducers, creating jobs, and contributing to 
the food security of the United States by 
providing a sustainable and healthy meat 
Source; 

Whereas a bison is portrayed on 2 State 
flags; 

Whereas the bison has been adopted by 3 
States as the official mammal or animal of 
those States; 

Whereas the buffalo nickel played an im- 
portant role in modernizing the currency of 
the United States; 

Whereas several sports teams have the 
bison as a mascot, which highlights the 
iconic significance of bison in the United 
States; 

Whereas a small group of ranchers helped 
save bison from extinction in the late 1800s 
by gathering the remaining bison of the di- 
minished herds; 

Whereas on December 8, 1905, William 
Hornaday, Theodore Roosevelt, and others 
formed the American Bison Society in re- 
sponse to the near extinction of bison in the 
United States; 

Whereas on October 11, 1907, the American 
Bison Society sent 15 captive-bred bison 
from the New York Zoological Park, now 
known as the ‘“‘Bronx Zoo”, to the first big 
game refuge in the United States, now 
known as the “Wichita Mountains Wildlife 
Refuge”; 

Whereas in 2005, the American Bison Soci- 
ety was reestablished, bringing together 
bison ranchers, managers from Indian tribes, 
Federal and State agencies, conservation or- 
ganizations, and natural and social scientists 
from the United States, Canada, and Mexico 
to create a vision for the North American 
bison in the 21st century; 

Whereas there are bison herds in National 
Wildlife Refuges, National Parks, and Na- 
tional Forests; 
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Whereas there are bison in State-managed 
herds across 11 States; 

Whereas there is a growing effort to cele- 
brate and officially recognize the historical, 
cultural, and economic significance of the 
North American bison to the heritage of the 
United States; and 

Whereas members of Indian tribes, bison 
producers, conservationists, sportsmen, edu- 
cators, and other public and private partners 
have celebrated the annual National Bison 
Day since 2012 and are committed to con- 
tinuing this tradition annually on the first 
Saturday of November: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) designates November 5, 2016, the first 
Saturday of November, as National Bison 
Day; and 

(2) encourages the people of the United 
States to observe the day with appropriate 
ceremonies and activities. 


ae 


AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 


SA 5079. Mr. SASSE submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 5325, making appropriations for the 
Legislative Branch for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2017, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5080. Mr. TOOMEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 5325, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 5081. Mr. DAINES (for Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the bill S. 
3076, to amend title 38, United States Code, 
to authorize the Secretary of Veterans Af- 
fairs to furnish caskets and urns for burial in 
cemeteries of States and tribal organizations 
of veterans without next of kin or sufficient 
resources to provide for caskets or urns, and 
for other purposes. 


EE 
TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 


SA 5079. Mr. SASSE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 5325, making ap- 
propriations for the Legislative Branch 
for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2017, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

PROHIBITION ON CITIZENSHIP FOR ALIENS OR- 

DERED DEPORTED AND DIGITIZATION OF FIN- 

GERPRINT RECORDS 


SEC. __ . (a)(1) None of the funds appro- 
priated or otherwise made available by this 
Act or funds collected and deposited into the 
Immigration Examinations Fee Account 
may be used to carry out any activity to 
grant United States citizenship to any indi- 
vidual subject to a final order of deportation. 

(2) This subsection shall be in effect until 
December 9, 2016. 

(b) The Secretary of Homeland Security is 
authorized and directed— 

(1) to set aside such sums as necessary 
from the Immigration Examinations Fee Ac- 
count to complete the digitization of finger- 
prints of aliens who were fugitives, convicted 
criminals, subject to deportation orders, or 
had other derogatory information dating 
back to 1990 under the project known as the 
Historical Fingerprint Enrollment Program; 
and 

(2) to store such digitized fingerprints 
along with relating biographical data in the 
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Department of Homeland Security’s IDENT 
database. 


SA 5080. Mr. TOOMEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 5325, making ap- 
propriations for the Legislative Branch 
for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2017, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

Sec. _. No funds may be made available 
under this title for foreign assistance to any 
country that was a significant exporter of il- 
licit fentanyl, fentanyl analogues, or 
fentanyl precursor chemicals during the cal- 
endar year preceding the date of the enact- 
ment of this Act. 


SA 5081. Mr. DAINES (for Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 3076, to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to authorize the Secretary 
of Veterans Affairs to furnish caskets 
and urns for burial in cemeteries of 
States and tribal organizations of vet- 
erans without next of kin or sufficient 
resources to provide for caskets or 
urns, and for other purposes; as follows: 


On page 2, line 9, insert ‘‘veterans’’’ after 
“or in a”. 
Í o 
AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 


Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
have nine requests for committees to 
meet during today’s session of the Sen- 
ate. They have the approval of the Ma- 
jority and Minority leaders. 

Pursuant to Rule XXVI, paragraph 
5(a), of the Standing Rules of the Sen- 
ate, the following committees are au- 
thorized to meet during today’s session 
of the Senate: 

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES 

The Committee on Armed Services is 
authorized to meet during the session 
of the Senate on September 20, 2016, at 
9:30 a.m. 

COMMITTEE ON BANKING, HOUSING, AND URBAN 
AFFAIRS 

The Committee on Banking, Housing, 
and Urban Affairs is authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
on September 20, 2016, at 10 a.m., to 
conduct a hearing entitled ‘‘An Exam- 
ination of Wells Fargo’s Unauthorized 
Accounts and the Regulatory Re- 
sponse.” 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 

The Committee on Foreign Relations 
is authorized to meet during the ses- 
sion of the Senate on September 20, 
2016, at 10 a.m., to conduct a hearing 
entitled “Nominations.” 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 

The Committee on Foreign Relations 
is authorized to meet during the ses- 
sion of the Senate on September 20, 
2016, at 2:30 p.m. 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 

The Committee on Foreign Relations 

is authorized to meet during the ses- 
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sion of the Senate on September 20, 
2016, at 2:45 p.m., to conduct a hearing 
entitled ‘‘South Sudan: Options in Cri- 
sis.”. 

COMMITTEE ON HEALTH, EDUCATION, LABOR, 

AND PENSIONS 

The Committee on Health, Edu- 
cation, Labor, and Pensions is author- 
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate, on September 20, 2016, at 10 
a.m., in room SD-430 of the Dirksen 
Senate Office Building to conduct a 
hearing entitled “Laboratory Testing 
in the Era of Precision Medicine.” 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 

The Committee on the Judiciary is 
authorized to meet during the session 
of the Senate, on September 20, 2016, at 
10 a.m., in room SD-226 of the Dirksen 
Senate Office Building to conduct a 
hearing entitled ‘‘Consolidation and 
Competition in the U.S. Seed and 
Agrochemical Industry.”’ 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE 

The Select Committee on Intel- 
ligence is authorized to meet during 
the session of the Senate on September 
20, 2016, at 11:30 a.m., in room SH-219 of 
the Hart Senate Office Building. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE 

The Select Committee on Intel- 
ligence is authorized to meet during 
the session of the Senate on September 
20, 2016, 2:30 p.m., in room SH-219 of the 
Hart Senate Office Building. 


EE 


MARCELINO SERNA PORT OF 
ENTRY 


Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Environment and Public 
Works be discharged from further con- 
sideration of H.R. 5252 and the Senate 
proceed to its immediate consider- 
ation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The clerk will report the bill by title. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 5252) to designate the United 
States Customs and Border Protection Port 
of Entry located at 1400 Lower Island Road in 
Tornillo, Texas, as the ‘‘Marcelino Serna 
Port of Entry.” 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the bill be 
read a third time and passed, and the 
motion to reconsider be considered 
made and laid upon the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The bill (H.R. 5252) was ordered to a 
third reading, was read the third time, 
and passed. 


EE 


CHARLES DUNCAN BURIED WITH 
HONOR ACT OF 2016 


Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs be dis- 
charged from further consideration of 
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S. 3076 and the Senate proceed to its 
immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The clerk will report the bill by title. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 3076) to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to authorize the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs to furnish caskets and urns 
for burial in cemeteries of States and tribal 
organizations of veterans without next of 
kin or sufficient resources to provide for cas- 
kets or urns, and for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, I further 
ask that the Blumenthal amendment, 
which is at the desk, be agreed to; the 
bill, as amended, be read a third time 
and passed, and the motion to recon- 
sider be considered made and laid upon 
the table with no intervening action or 
debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment (No. 5081) was agreed 
to, as follows: 

(Purpose: To make a technical correction) 

On page 2, line 9, insert ‘‘veterans’’’ after 
“orin a”. 

The bill (S. 3076), as amended, was or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing, was read the third time, and 
passed, as follows: 

S. 3076 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Charles 
Duncan Buried with Honor Act of 2016”. 

SEC. 2. CASKETS AND URNS FOR BURIAL OF CER- 
TAIN VETERANS IN CEMETERIES OF 
STATES AND TRIBAL ORGANIZA- 
TIONS. 

Section 2306(f) of title 38, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by striking ‘‘for burial in a national ceme- 
tery of a deceased veteran” and inserting 
“for burial of a deceased veteran in a na- 
tional cemetery or in a veterans cemetery of 
a State or tribal organization for which the 
Department has provided a grant under sec- 
tion 2408 of this title”; and 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘the burial 
of the veteran in a national cemetery” and 
inserting ‘‘such burial”. 


-O 


VIRGIN ISLANDS OF THE UNITED 
STATES CENTENNIAL COMMIS- 
SION ACT 


Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the immediate consider- 
ation of Calendar No. 586, H.R. 2615. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the bill by title. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 2615) to establish the Virgin Is- 
lands of the United States Centennial Com- 
mission. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the bill be 
read a third time and passed, and the 
motion to reconsider be considered 
made and laid upon the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The bill (H.R. 2615) was ordered to a 
third reading, was read the third time, 
and passed. 


EEE 
NATIONAL BISON DAY 


Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of S. Res. 
572, submitted earlier today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 572) designating No- 
vember 5, 2016, as National Bison Day. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. DAINES. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the resolution be agreed to, 
the preamble be agreed to, and the mo- 
tions to reconsider be considered made 
and laid upon the table with no inter- 
vening action or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

(The resolution, with its preamble, is 
printed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Sub- 
mitted Resolutions.’’) 


EE 


AUTHORIZING THE AMERICAN 
BATTLE MONUMENTS COMMIS- 
SION TO ACQUIRE, OPERATE, 
AND MAINTAIN THE LAFAYETTE 
ESCADRILLE MEMORIAL IN 
MARNES-LA-COQUETTE, FRANCE 


Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the immediate consider- 
ation of H.R. 5937, which was received 
from the House. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the bill by title. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H.R. 5937) to amend title 36, United 
States Code, to authorize the American Bat- 


572) was 
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tle Monuments Commission to acquire, oper- 
ate, and maintain the Lafayette Escadrille 
Memorial in Marnes-la-Coquette, France, 
and for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the bill be 
considered read a third time and passed 
and the motion to reconsider be consid- 
ered made and laid upon the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The bill (H.R. 5937) was ordered to a 
third reading, was read the third time, 
and passed. 


ES 


APPOINTMENT 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair announces, on behalf of the ma- 
jority leader, pursuant to the provi- 
sions of Public Law 106-567, the re- 
appointment of the following indi- 
vidual to serve as a member of the Pub- 
lic Interest Declassification Board: 
Kenneth L. Wainstein of Virginia. 


EE 


ORDERS FOR WEDNESDAY, 
SEPTEMBER 21, 2016 


Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the Sen- 
ate completes its business today, it ad- 
journ until 9:30 a.m., Wednesday, Sep- 
tember 21; that following the prayer 
and pledge, the morning hour be 
deemed expired, the Journal of pro- 
ceedings be approved to date, and the 
time for the two leaders be reserved for 
their use later in the day; further, that 
following leader remarks, the Senate 
resume consideration of the motion to 
proceed to H.R. 5325, postcloture; fi- 
nally, that all time during recess or ad- 
journment of the Senate count 
postcloture on the motion to proceed 
to H.R. 5325. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


— 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 9:30 A.M. 
TOMORROW 


Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, if there 
is no further business to come before 
the Senate, I ask unanimous consent 
that it stand adjourned under the pre- 
vious order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 6:36 p.m., adjourned until Wednes- 
day, September 21, 2016, at 9:30 a.m. 
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September 20, 2016 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


The House met at noon and was 
called to order by the Speaker pro tem- 
pore (Mr. SMITH of Nebraska). 


EE 


DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
September 20, 2016. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable ADRIAN 
SMITH to act as Speaker pro tempore on this 
day. 

PAUL D. RYAN, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


EE 
MORNING-HOUR DEBATE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the order of the House of Janu- 
ary 5, 2016, the Chair will now recog- 
nize Members from lists submitted by 
the majority and minority leaders for 
morning-hour debate. 

The Chair will alternate recognition 
between the parties, with each party 
limited to 1 hour and each Member 
other than the majority and minority 
leaders and the minority whip limited 
to 5 minutes, but in no event shall de- 
bate continue beyond 1:50 p.m. 


a 


HONORING THE LIFE OF SUMNER 
W. MEAD 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. DOLD) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DOLD. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to honor the life of Sumner Wright 
Mead of Kenilworth, Illinois, who, un- 
fortunately, passed away on September 
6 at the age of 92. I will always remem- 
ber Mr. Mead as a most colorful char- 
acter who never hesitated to let you 
know how he felt. 

For Mr. Mead, his family always 
came first. He was a beloved husband 
to Nancy; a father to Sumner, Laura, 
and Melinda; and a grandfather to 
Elisabeth, Sumner, Katie, Grace, 
Brooke, Price, Steele, Will, Paige, and 
Tyler. 

Mr. Mead was known for greeting ev- 
eryone with his welcoming smile. When 
he wasn’t relaxing in Martha’s Vine- 
yard or Florida, you could catch him 
with his family volunteering at the 
Kenilworth Union Church or sailing on 
Lake Michigan. 

Mr. Mead also served our country 
during World War II. His service to our 
Nation, I believe, exemplifies how he 
lived his life, putting others ahead of 
himself on a daily basis. 


Mr. Speaker, I will forever remember 
Mr. Mead for his integrity, his loyalty, 
and most importantly, his friendship. 
He will be dearly missed. 

HONORING THE U.S. NAVY 

Mr. DOLD. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to recognize the United States Navy, 
which is celebrating its 241st birthday 
this year. 

Since October 13, 1775, the Navy has 
tirelessly protected our shores and our 
seas. The Navy will always hold a spe- 
cial place in my heart as, 51 years ago, 
Lieutenant Commander Robert 
Shumaker was shot down over Viet- 
nam. I know him as my Uncle Bob. He 
became the second naval aviator cap- 
tured during the Vietnam war. For the 
next 8 years and one day, he was held 
as a POW, much of that time in what 
was the Hoa Lo prison, which we know 
as the Hanoi Hilton. 

To me, his story is a reminder of the 
darkness and cruelty of war, but much 
more importantly, a reminder of faith 
and strength of the Navy brotherhood 
and the honor of serving our country 
that nobody could take away from him 
or his fellow sailors. 

I am also proud to recognize the 
Great Lakes Naval Station located in 
Illinois’ 10th Congressional District. 
Every sailor who serves our country in 
the Navy has, at one time or another, 
traveled through the Great Lakes. 
Since World War I, Great Lakes Naval 
Station has trained more than 2 mil- 
lion sailors. 

I offer my most sincere thanks to all 
the men and women who have contin- 
ued to make the sacrifices to protect 
our rights of life, liberty, and the pur- 
suit of happiness. 

HUNGER ACTION MONTH 

Mr. DOLD. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to honor Feeding America and to rec- 
ognize nationwide Hunger Action 
Month. 

Everyone knows that feeling of an 
empty stomach, but for 48 million peo- 
ple in the United States, including 15 
million children, that feeling is a daily 
reality. Without nutrition, people—and 
especially children—don’t have the en- 
ergy to learn, grow, and achieve suc- 
cess. 

The Feeding America network is the 
Nation’s largest domestic hunger relief 
organization and is headquartered in 
my home State of Illinois. Their net- 
work includes more than 200 food 
banks that provide 4 billion meals to 
feed virtually every community in the 
United States through food pantries, 
shelters, and soup kitchens. This Sep- 
tember is a time to advocate, raise 
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awareness, and take action to elimi- 
nate hunger in our communities. 

Over the past year, I have had the 
honor to work with numerous local or- 
ganizations fighting hunger, including 
the Northern Illinois Food Bank and 
the Greater Chicago Food Depository. 
There are also tons of local park dis- 
tricts in the 10th District that help 
provide food and support before and 
after school, as well as during the sum- 
mer months, such as the Waukegan 
Park District summer feeding program. 

Moving forward, I remain committed 
to working with these groups to fight 
hunger in the 10th Congressional Dis- 
trict of Illinois, and I hope my col- 
leagues will use this month to find or- 
ganizations in their districts that are 
doing similar lifesaving work. 

NATIONAL HISPANIC HERITAGE MONTH 

Mr. DOLD. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to recognize National Hispanic Herit- 
age Month, which runs annually from 
September 15 to October 15. During this 
month, we celebrate the culture and 
heritage of Hispanic Americans and 
their many historic contributions to 
our Nation. 

In the 10th Congressional District of 
Illinois, we are fortunate to have many 
community and business leaders with 
Hispanic roots. Take, for example, Luis 
Fuentes, a community leader who 
helps families in Mundelein, and 
Esteban Montes de Oca, the owner of 
multiple bakeries in my district. 

Mr. Speaker, I also had the amazing 
opportunity not long ago to bring 
Erika Martinez, a DREAMer from 
Round Lake, to the State of the Union 
Address. Mr. Speaker, until we pass im- 
migration reform, families like Erika’s 
are forced to continue to live in fear of 
being torn apart. We need to act now. 

So, this month, please join me in rec- 
ognizing the important contributions 
that Hispanic Americans have made to 
our country, and let’s redouble our ef- 
forts to uphold our long and proud his- 
tory as a nation of immigrants. 


EE 


OVERTIME RULE WILL STIFLE 
WORKPLACE FLEXIBILITY 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
North Carolina (Ms. Foxx) for 5 min- 
utes. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, in May, the 
Department of Labor released its final 
overtime rule, which is another egre- 
gious example of the burdensome regu- 
lations that continue to hamper our 
economic recovery and hold North 
Carolina families back. 
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By stifling workplace flexibility, 
threatening upward mobility, and bur- 
dening small businesses, unelected 
Washington bureaucrats are harming 
the employees they claim they want to 
help. 

The Congressional Review Act of 1996 
established a process through which 
Congress can overturn regulations 
issued by Federal agencies, and I have 
introduced a joint resolution of dis- 
approval to block this controversial 
rule. 

Our Nation’s overtime rules need to 
be modernized, but the Department of 
Labor’s extreme and partisan approach 
will lead to damaging consequences 
that the American people simply can- 
not afford. I will continue to fight for 
a more balanced and responsible ap- 
proach to updating Federal overtime 
rules. 


STOP ISIS’ GROWING EMPIRE OF 
EVIL 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to stress the importance of sup- 
porting our allies in the region buck- 
ling under the weight of radicalization 
and a refugee crisis. 

The current surge of Syrian refugees 
sweeping across Europe is challenging 
the European Union to decisively man- 
age and absorb hundreds of thousands 
of people fleeing hostilities in the Mid- 
dle East. Within the United States, we 
have also begun to feel its effect on our 
borders. 

In an effort to further address the 
continued challenges associated with 
relocation and placement, members of 
the United Nations gathered yesterday 
for a summit to address the mass 
movement of refugees, with the goal of 
unifying member countries behind a 
more coordinated, humane response. 

Sadly, with reports of violence re- 
lated to this crisis and an emboldened 
enemy that has vowed to take advan- 
tage of this vulnerable population 
through means of infiltration and 
radicalization, we must remain vigi- 
lant, and the safety and security of the 
United States must be our paramount 
concern. 

As political and religious minorities 
are forced to flee their homes to find 
safe haven, we must work with our al- 
lies to ensure that those who prey on 
these individuals and sow fear inter- 
nationally reap only swift justice in re- 
turn. We can ill afford for ISIS and its 
network of radicalized lone wolves to 
gain a critical foothold in Europe from 
which to stage and broadcast its horri- 
fying brand of terrorism. 

One of these vulnerable allies cur- 
rently in the crosshairs of the refugee 
crisis is Greece. In fact, just yesterday, 
one of Greece’s largest refugee camps 
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went up in flames, forcing thousands to 
flee. With civil wars in both Libya and 
Syria, Greece is strategically situated 
to respond, or fall, to foreign threats 
posed by ISIS. 

Souda Bay, located in the northwest 
corner of the Greek island of Crete, ex- 
tends our security response capabilities 
by providing, operating, and sustaining 
superior facilities and services dedi- 
cated to combat readiness and security 
of ships, aircraft, detachments, and 
personnel. 

Souda Bay has and continues to play 
a key role in providing security to a re- 
gion under continual assault from 
threats to humanity. Along with our 
strategic partner, Cyprus, which 
houses airbases used in the fight 
against ISIS, Greece is a key forward 
base for the Western alliance. 

While Greece’s location allows West- 
ern forces a convenient base from 
which to confront ISIS, it also makes 
the country the front line of the ref- 
ugee crisis. Because of its numerous 
Aegean islands, Greece is one of the 
largest countries in the world by coast- 
line. AS we witnessed during the height 
of the refugee crisis, that coastline pro- 
vides many landing spots for refugees 
crossing the Aegean from Turkey. 

Just as Greece stands with us in the 
fight against ISIS, we must stand with 
Greece, providing technical assistance, 
surveillance and intelligence, and 
equipment, as it faces increased flows 
of refugees. Greece represents the east- 
ernmost borders of the West, and we 
must ensure that this border is pro- 
tected. 

I agree, Mr. Speaker, there is a better 
way with regard to our national secu- 
rity. Moving forward, it is paramount 
that we work with regional allies like 
Greece in order to mitigate the rising 
death toll, provide a safe area for mod- 
erate opposition to form governing 
structures and rebuild civil society, 
and allow for the introduction of hu- 
manitarian aid. 

This issue should not be a partisan 
one, Mr. Speaker. Our national secu- 
rity is a priority we can all agree on. 
America has always been at its safest 
when we lead from the front and not 
from behind. We must not be afraid to 
stare down evil and take action with 
our allies around the globe, especially 
in the Mediterranean. Together, we 
must stop ISIS’ growing empire of evil 
before more innocent lives are de- 
stroyed. 


RECESS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until 2 
p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 13 
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re- 
cess. 
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AFTER RECESS 


The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. WOMACK) at 2 p.m. 


EE 
PRAYER 


The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick 
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer: 

Loving God, we give You thanks for 
giving us another day. 

Bless the Members who are laboring 
through these challenging days with 
wisdom, magnanimity, and a shared de- 
sire to serve our Nation at a pivotal 
time for us all. 

May their efforts bring results that 
rise above any sense of victory for one 
side or the other but, rather, mutual 
benefit. 

In the end, may we continue to trust 
that You would not abandon those who 
put their trust in You. 

May all that is done this day be for 
Your greater honor and glory. 

Amen. 


EE 
THE JOURNAL 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 
last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour- 
nal stands approved. 


EEE 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. KILDEE) 
come forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. KILDEE led the Pledge of Alle- 
giance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


a 


SPACE EXPLORATION 


(Mr. McCARTHY asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, the 
exploration of space has long united 
this country. Every American, rich or 
poor, living in the cities or in the great 
rural areas that make up our country, 
can look to the moon knowing that 
American astronauts planted our flag 
there. Every time we look up into 
space, we have something to be proud 
of, but we know our journey has only 
just begun. 

Mr. Speaker, not too long ago, com- 
mercial spaceflight was disregarded as 
some distant pipedream of the future. 
But today, thanks to innovation in 
places like Mojave, California, com- 
mercial spaceflights and the spaceports 
they take off from are the epicenter of 
space exploration. 
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These are the places leading in our 
journey to the great unknown. But as 
commercial space has ventured into 
the future, government policy has not 
kept up. We need to ensure government 
allows commercial spaceflight to suc- 
ceed by updating laws to reflect chang- 
ing circumstances. 

Similar to airports, for our space- 
ports to function, we need to prioritize 
safety and minimize the risk of struc- 
tures interfering with the flight path of 
spacecraft on launch or reentry. The 
legislation I introduced today that we 
are voting on gives the FAA the au- 
thority they now lack to examine 
whether structures being built near 
spaceports will obstruct spaceflight. 

With this, those leading our journey 
into space can remain confident that 
nothing back on Earth will be slowing 
them down. 


-m 


MICHIGAN IS DISENFRANCHISING 
THE CITIZENS OF FLINT 


(Mr. KILDEE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, yesterday, 
it was reported that, instead of doing 
what is necessary to fix the Flint water 
crisis, State of Michigan officials are, 
instead, focusing on disenfranchising 
further the people of my hometown. 

Through sleight of hand and bureau- 
cratic maneuvers, they are effectively 
preventing the people of Flint from 
suing the State government for the 
harm that has been caused by the 
State government in my hometown. 

Just as when the State installed 
emergency managers to take over the 
city of Flint, they are now using ob- 
scure legal wrangling to silence the 
voices of the people in my community 
and the people that they elected from 
representing them in a court of law, 
from going to court to seek justice, to 
seek solutions. 

So, instead of fixing the problem, not 
only have they denied the people in 
Flint the resources necessary to solve 
the problem that they created but they 
are denying those very same people ac- 
cess to the judicial process to seek re- 
dress. This is outrageous; it is wrong; 
and it has to stop. 


Ee 


PRESIDENT OBAMA’S CLAIM IS 
INACCURATE 


(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, on Sunday, Politico revealed 
that past wire payments to Iran di- 
rectly contradict the President’s inac- 
curate claim that the $1.7 billion ran- 
som payment had to be in cash. 

“The United States made at least 
two separate payments to the Iranian 
Government via wire transfer within 
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the last 14 months, a Treasury Depart- 
ment official confirmed Saturday, con- 
tradicting explanations from President 
Barack Obama that such payments 
were impossible... . 

“In July 2015 ... the U.S. Govern- 
ment paid the Islamic Republic ap- 
proximately $848,000.... Then, in 
April of 2016, the U.S. wired Iran ap- 
proximately $9 million...” 

In conclusion, God bless our troops, 
and may the President, by his actions, 
never forget September 11th in the 
global war on terrorism. 

Being in New York City yesterday, I 
saw firsthand the failed legacy of the 
President. American families are at 
greater risk of murderous attack today 
than ever. I am grateful for first re- 
sponders and the National Guard being 
everywhere across the city. 


EE 


GUN SAFETY LAWS IN THE 
NATION’S CAPITAL 


(Ms. NORTON asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re- 
marks.) 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I have an 
important announcement to make. We 
are in the Nation’s Capital where there 
are not only 700,000 residents but also 
every major Federal official, and many 
of the planet’s most controversial fig- 
ures frequent our streets, restaurants, 
and other public places. Yet, today, 
D.C. lawyers must defend its rule re- 
quiring permits to carry guns in public 
for good reason. 

In today’s big cities, illegal guns of 
all kinds are brought in because Con- 
gress has failed to pass a background 
check law. 

D.C. did the right thing; so say four 
courts of appeals that have already 
upheld gun safety laws like D.C.’s, re- 
quiring a good reason to carry a gun in 
public. 


EE 


SEPTEMBER IS NATIONAL RICE 
MONTH 


(Mr. ABRAHAM asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. ABRAHAM. Mr. Speaker, the 
month of September is National Rice 
Month, a time when we honor the more 
than 100,000 Americans involved in the 
rice industry, from the thousands of 
family farms spread mostly across 
eight States, to the men and women 
working in the mills and food proc- 
essing plants across the country. 

The reason September is National 
Rice Month is because, traditionally, 
this is when we harvest our rice. Right 
now, American family rice farmers are 
harvesting what will end up being 
about 18 billion pounds of rice off 3 mil- 
lion acres spread across sustainably 
managed farmland. My district alone, 
in Louisiana, produces an annual crop 
worth over $119 million from over 
110,000 planted acres across 11 parishes. 
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Much of the United States’ annual 
rice production will be exported to 
more than 120 countries around the 
globe, and much of that will be distrib- 
uted as humanitarian aid. 

This complex carbohydrate of rice is 
an excellent source of protein, fiber, 
energy, and antioxidants. Here in the 
U.S., white rice is enriched with more 
than 15 vitamins and minerals and is 
fortified with folic acid which, by the 
way, has been proven to dramatically 
reduce birth defects. 

The U.S. rice industry, while it may 
seem small, provides 125,000 jobs and a 
whopping $34 billion impact on the U.S. 
economy. 


EE 


CONGRATULATING THE CORPUS 
CHRISTI ELKS LODGE 


(Mr. FARENTHOLD asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. FARENTHOLD. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to congratulate the mem- 
bers of the Corpus Christi Elks Lodge 
for reestablishing Elks in my home- 
town. Due to some tough times after 
Hurricane Katrina and declining mem- 
bership, the local chapter was consoli- 
dated with a chapter in Kingsville. But 
thanks to the dedication of the mem- 
bers of the Benevolent and Protective 
Order of the Elks, the Corpus Christi 
chapter will, once again, resume activi- 
ties on October 27. 

For more than 140 years, Elks Lodges 
have brought much to their commu- 
nities, including awarding millions of 
dollars in scholarships, aiding vet- 
erans, building golf courses and pools, 
supporting Scouting Troops, providing 
education to prevent drug abuse, and 
helping low-income students attend 
summer camp. 

It is my belief that having the order 
return to Corpus Christi will be a huge 
blessing to our community, and I join 
my friends and neighbors in thanking 
them for their dedication and service, 
and telling the Elks: welcome back to 
Corpus Christi, Texas. 


EE 
CONSTITUTION WEEK 


(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania 
asked and was given permission to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise in recognition of 
Constitution Week. 

I especially want to honor the efforts 
of the Daughters of the American Rev- 
olution, who initiated the observance 
of Constitution Week in 1955, in order 
to encourage the study of the events 
that led to the framing of the Constitu- 
tion in 1787; to inform the citizens of 
the United States of America that the 
Constitution is the basis of America’s 
heritage and our way of life; and to re- 
inforce our responsibility to protect, 
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defend, and preserve this great docu- 
ment. 

Over this past weekend, the Colonel 
Hugh White-Colonel John Chatham 
Daughters of the American Revolution 
chapter in Lock Haven, located in 
Pennsylvania’s Fifth Congressional 
District, organized a display of the 
Constitution and the Declaration of 
Independence at the community’s li- 
brary. 

I want to thank the members of the 
Daughters of the American Revolution 
in Lock Haven and the members of the 
DAR all over Pennsylvania’s Fifth Con- 
gressional District for everything they 
do to make sure that we never forget 
the work of our Nation’s Founders and 
the tremendous importance of our Con- 
stitution. 


eS 


HONORING THE LIFE OF CHARLES 
EVANS HUGHES 


(Ms. STEFANIK asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re- 
marks.) 

Ms. STEFANIK. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor a remarkable man from 
my district who dedicated his life to 
serving our country. 

Charles Evans Hughes was born in 
Glens Falls, New York, where his first 
home still stands on Center Street. Mr. 
Hughes began his storied career in pub- 
lic service when he was elected Gov- 
ernor of New York in 1906. He was later 
appointed to the Supreme Court by 
President William Howard Taft, where 
he served 6 years, before resigning in 
1916 to run for President. 

While his run for President would be 
unsuccessful, Mr. Hughes continued his 
life of public service by serving as Sec- 
retary of State for Presidents Warren 
G. Harding and Calvin Coolidge. Later, 
Charles Evans Hughes was appointed 
Chief Justice of the Supreme Court by 
President Herbert Hoover. 

In Glens Falls, we are proud of his 
amazing legacy of public service, and 
we will gather on October 15 to cele- 
brate the 100th anniversary of his run 
for President. 


a 


CHILDHOOD CANCER AWARENESS 
MONTH 


(Mr. ROSKAM asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. ROSKAM. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in observance of Childhood Can- 
cer Awareness Month. 

Sixteen thousand children in the U.S. 
are diagnosed with cancer every year. 
Only one in five will survive. 

I have a very special constituent, 
Chase Ewoldt, of Wheaton, Illinois. 
This is Chase with his mom and dad. 
He was diagnosed at the age of 2, in 
July 2012, with a very rare aggressive 
brain and spinal cancer. He withstood a 
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grueling 14 months of treatment, 
spending more time in the hospital 
than he had at home. He survived. He 
is not out of the woods yet though. 

Chase is the nationwide ambassador 
for St. Baldrick’s Foundation, and his 
mother wrote a book called ‘‘Chase 
Away Cancer.” 

This is an incredible example of resil- 
iency, tenacity, and faithfulness in the 
course of a very difficult season, and I 
just want to pause and bring attention 
to Chase and to his family as we recog- 
nize Childhood Cancer Awareness 
Month. 


— 


COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives: 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, September 20, 2016. 
Hon. PAUL D. RYAN, 
The Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per- 
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of 
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa- 
tives, the Clerk received the following mes- 
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on 
September 20, 2016 at 9:29 a.m.: 

That the Senate passed without amend- 
ment H.R. 5985. 

That the Senate passed without amend- 
ment H.R. 5936. 

That the Senate passed with an amend- 
ment H.R. 1475. 

Appointment: 

John F. Kennedy Centennial Commission. 

With best wishes, I am 

Sincerely, 
KAREN L. HAAS. 


EE 
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair 
will postpone further proceedings 
today on motions to suspend the rules 
on which a recorded vote or the yeas 
and nays are ordered, or on which the 
vote incurs objection under clause 6 of 
rule XX. 

Record votes on postponed questions 
will be taken later. 


u 


SPECIAL NEEDS TRUST FAIRNESS 
AND MEDICAID IMPROVEMENT 
ACT 


Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 670) to amend title XIX of the So- 
cial Security Act to extend the Med- 
icaid rules regarding supplemental 
needs trusts for Medicaid beneficiaries 
to trusts established by those bene- 
ficiaries, and for other purposes, as 
amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
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The text of the bill is as follows: 
H.R. 670 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the “Special Needs Trust Fairness and Medicaid 
Improvement Act’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con- 
tents of this Act is as follows: 

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 

Sec. 2. Fairness in Medicaid supplemental 

needs trusts. 

Medicaid coverage of tobacco cessation 

services for mothers of newborns. 

Eliminating Federal financial participa- 

tion with respect to expenditures 
under Medicaid for agents used 
for cosmetic purposes or hair 
growth. 

Medicaid Improvement Fund. 

FAIRNESS IN MEDICAID SUPPLEMENTAL 

NEEDS TRUSTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1917(d)(4)(A) of the 
Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1396p(d)(4)(A)) is 
amended by inserting ‘‘the individual,’’ after 
“for the benefit of such individual by”. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made 
by subsection (a) shall apply to trusts estab- 
lished on or after the date of the enactment of 
this Act. 

SEC. 3. MEDICAID COVERAGE OF TOBACCO CES- 
SATION SERVICES FOR MOTHERS OF 
NEWBORNS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1905(bb) of the So- 
cial Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1396d(bb)) is amend- 
ed by adding at the end the following new para- 
graph: 

“(4) A woman shall continue to be treated as 
described in this subsection as a pregnant 
woman through the end of the 1-year period be- 
ginning on the date of the birth of a child of the 
woman.”’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 

(1) Subsections (a)(2)(B) and (b)(2)(B) of sec- 
tion 1916 of the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 
13960) are each amended by inserting ‘‘(and 
women described in section 1905(bb) as pregnant 
women pursuant to paragraph (4) of such sec- 
tion)” after ‘‘tobacco cessation by pregnant 
women”. 

(2) Section 1927(4)(2)(F) of the Social Security 
Act (42 U.S.C. 1396r-8(d)(2)(F)) is amended by 
inserting “(and women described in section 
1905(bb) as pregnant women pursuant to para- 
graph (4) of such section)” after ‘‘pregnant 
women”. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), the 
amendments made by this section shall apply 
with respect to items and services furnished on 
or after the date that is two years after the date 
of the enactment of this Act. 

(2) EXCEPTION FOR STATE LEGISLATION.—In 
the case of a State plan under title XIX of the 
Social Security Act, which the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services determines requires 
State legislation in order for the plan to meet 
any requirement imposed by amendments made 
by this section, the plan shall not be regarded as 
failing to comply with the requirements of such 
title solely on the basis of its failure to meet 
such an additional requirement before the first 
day of the first calendar quarter beginning after 
the close of the first regular session of the State 
legislature that begins after the effective date 
specified in paragraph (1). For purposes of the 
previous sentence, in the case of a State that 
has a 2-year legislative session, each year of the 
session shall be considered to be a separate reg- 
ular session of the State legislature. 

(da) REPORT.—Not later than two years after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the In- 
spector General of the Department of Health 
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and Human Services shall submit to Congress a 
report that assesses the use of the tobacco ces- 
sation service benefit under the Medicaid pro- 
gram. Such report shall include an assessment 
of— 

(1) the extent that States are encouraging the 
use of such benefit, such as through promotion 
of beneficiary and provider awareness of such 
benefit; and 

(2) gaps in the delivery of such benefit. 


SEC. 4. ELIMINATING FEDERAL FINANCIAL PAR- 
TICIPATION WITH RESPECT TO EX- 
PENDITURES UNDER MEDICAID FOR 
AGENTS USED FOR COSMETIC PUR- 
POSES OR HAIR GROWTH. 


(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1903(i)(21) of the So- 
cial Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1396b(i)(21)) is 
amended by inserting ‘‘section 1927(da)(2)(C) (re- 
lating to drugs when used for cosmetic purposes 
or hair growth), except where medically nec- 
essary, and” after ‘‘drugs described in”. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made 
by subsection (a) shall apply with respect to cal- 
endar quarters beginning on or after the date of 
the enactment of this Act. 

SEC. 5. MEDICAID IMPROVEMENT FUND. 

Section 1941(b) of the Social Security Act (42 
U.S.C. 1396w-1(b)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (2)— 

(A) by striking “under paragraph (1)” and in- 
serting ‘‘under this subsection”; and 

(B) by redesignating such paragraph as para- 
graph (3); and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol- 
lowing new paragraph: 

“(2) ADDITIONAL FUNDING.—In addition to 
any funds otherwise made available to the 
Fund, there shall be available to the Fund, for 
expenditures from the Fund— 

“(A) for fiscal year 2021, $10,000,000, to remain 
available until expended; and 

“(B) for fiscal year 2022, $14,000,000, to remain 
available until expended.’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Kentucky (Mr. GUTHRIE) and the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 

GENERAL LEAVE 


Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days in which to re- 
vise and extend their remarks and in- 
sert extraneous material in the RECORD 
on the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. THOMPSON). 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman for 
yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong 
support of H.R. 670, the Special Needs 
Trust Fairness and Medicaid Improve- 
ment Act, a bipartisan measure that 
will remove arbitrary legal barriers for 
individuals with disabilities to inde- 
pendently create their own special 
needs trust. 

Special needs trusts are valuable 
tools that enable assets to be saved on 
behalf of individuals with disabilities, 
while protecting their eligibility for 
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means-tested benefits. Under current 
law, individuals who are or become dis- 
abled must have a parent, a guardian, 
or a court-appointed special needs 
trust regardless of the individual’s ca- 
pacity to do so on their own. 

Mr. Speaker, not only does this re- 
quirement place an undue burden on 
individuals who seek a better financial 
future and want to live with dignity, it 
runs counter to the precedent set by 
Congress with the creation of pooled 
trust accounts in 1993 and the passage 
of the ABLE Act in 2014. Both provide 
disabled individuals and their families 
unencumbered access to mechanisms 
for savings. 

My drive to correct this legal in- 
equity stems from my experience as a 
certified recreational therapist, a hos- 
pital manager, a rehabilitation serv- 
ices manager, and a licensed nursing 
home administrator. In these roles, I 
worked with many people who set out 
on challenging journeys towards reha- 
bilitation and future independence. As 
a result, I found it difficult to ignore 
the fact that current law is working to 
further complicate anyone’s path to be- 
coming more self-reliant and inde- 
pendent. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to take 
this time to share the personal nar- 
rative of Rana McMurray Arnold, co- 
founder and director of the Sight-Loss 
Support Group of Central Pennsylvania 
and a constituent of mine. As an indi- 
vidual who is living with blindness, 
Rana helped form a remarkable non- 
profit to assist others with sight loss 
by providing peer counseling, vision re- 
habilitation referral services, and di- 
rect accessibility support for local 
events. Despite challenges she has been 
faced with, Rana has led a very ful- 
filling and successful life, running a 
successful service organization for 30 
years and raising a family. However, 
under the current law, Rana would be 
deemed unfit to establish her own spe- 
cial needs trust. 

It is on Rana’s behalf and on behalf 
of the millions of Americans living 
with disabilities that I introduced H.R. 
670, and I am grateful for its consider- 
ation this afternoon on the House 
floor. 

I would also like to thank another 
constituent of mine, Amos Goodall, 
who has worked as an elder law attor- 
ney in State College, Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Goodall originally brought this 
issue to my attention and has been a 
tireless advocate for this bill. I would 
also like to thank Katie Brown of my 
staff, whose work on this bill has got- 
ten us to this point today. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
join me in seizing this opportunity to 
correct a legal inequity and safeguard 
the rights of Americans living with dis- 
abilities to secure their own future fi- 
nancial stability. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 


September 20, 2016 


Mr. Speaker, I strongly support this 
bipartisan legislation, H.R. 670, the 
Special Needs Trust Fairness and Med- 
icaid Improvement Act. This legisla- 
tion, which I have championed for mul- 
tiple Congresses with my Republican 
colleague, Representative GLENN 
THOMPSON, would allow individuals 
with disabilities to set up special needs 
trusts for themselves without a court 
petition. 

I thank Representative THOMPSON of 
Pennsylvania for his continued leader- 
ship on this issue. 

A special needs trust is a special kind 
of trust that is designed to provide sup- 
port for certain expenses for disabled 
individuals to supplement Medicaid 
benefits. Currently, these types of 
trusts generally must be established by 
parents, grandparents, legal guardians, 
or a court on behalf of the disabled in- 
dividual. People can only set up a spe- 
cial needs trust for themselves after 
petitioning a court. Oftentimes, this 
process can take several months and 
can incur significant legal fees during 
the process. 

This is just not right. Individuals 
with disabilities can and should have 
the ability to set up a special needs 
trust for themselves, and this legisla- 
tion fixes that basic inequity. This is a 
commonsense but very meaningful fix 
in the lives of those living with a dis- 
ability. 

I would like to also note that H.R. 670 
was amended in the Energy and Com- 
merce Committee by adding an addi- 
tional provision to require States to 
extend tobacco cessation coverage to 
pregnant women through the first year 
postpartum. This is also good policy. 
Tobacco cessation is absolutely critical 
to both saving dollars and saving lives, 
and particularly so for pregnant and 
postpartum women. 

When we invest in helping people to 
quit smoking, the benefit is not only 
clear to the health of our communities, 
but also to our economy. My own home 
State of New Jersey is currently pilot- 
ing a project in our Medicaid program 
specifically aimed at cutting costs and 
improving birth outcomes through tar- 
geted, evidence-based efforts to help 
pregnant women to quit smoking. 

In addition, these policies are fully 
offset by clarifying that the Federal 
match for hair growth and cosmetic 
products is available when those prod- 
ucts are medically necessary, which is 
the current policy of most States al- 
ready. The remaining savings are put 
in a Medicaid improvement fund as a 
downpayment on more positive im- 
provements to the Medicaid program in 
the future. 

So I am very proud, Mr. Speaker, 
that we were able to work together on 
these policies. This is an example of 
the type of work that we should do 
more often in the Medicaid program: 
working together to pass policies that 
remove barriers for beneficiaries, 
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strengthen benefits, and support the 
long-term health of the program over- 
all. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support H.R. 670. I hope that the Sen- 
ate will consider this new version so it 
can swiftly become law. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I just 
want to commend my friend from 
Pennsylvania who has spent so much 
effort on this. We had testimony in the 
Energy and Commerce Committee, 
families coming before us who were in 
situations that are difficult and gives 
them the opportunity to provide for 
their loved one, the original intent of 
the bill. This one allows the individual 
himself or herself to set up and pro- 
vide. I think that is the right thing to 
do. I encourage my colleagues to vote 
for this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
GUTHRIE) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 670, as 
amended. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. HUELSKAMP. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro- 
ceedings on this motion will be post- 
poned. 


EE 


SUPPORTING YOUTH OPPOR- 
TUNITY AND PREVENTING DE- 
LINQUENCY ACT OF 2016 


Mr. CURBELO of Florida. Mr. Speak- 
er, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (H.R. 5963) to reauthorize 
and improve the Juvenile Justice and 
Delinquency Prevention Act of 1974, 
and for other purposes, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 5963 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Supporting 
Youth Opportunity and Preventing Delin- 
quency Act of 2016”. 

SEC. 2. TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

The table of contents for this Act is as fol- 

lows: 

Sec. 1. Short title. 

Sec. 2. Table of contents. 

TITLE I—DECLARATION OF FINDINGS, 

PURPOSE, AND DEFINITIONS 

Sec. 101. Findings. 

Sec. 102. Purposes. 

Sec. 103. Definitions. 

TITLE II—JUVENILE JUSTICE AND 

DELINQUENCY PREVENTION 

Sec. 201. Concentration of Federal efforts. 
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Sec. 202. Coordinating Council on Juvenile 
Justice and Delinquency Pre- 
vention. 

Annual report. 

Allocation of funds. 

State plans. 

Repeal of juvenile delinquency pre- 
vention block grant program. 
Research and evaluation; statis- 
tical analyses; information dis- 

semination. 

Training and technical assistance. 

Authorization of appropriations. 

Sec. 210. Administrative authority. 

TITLE III—INCENTIVE GRANTS FOR 
LOCAL DELINQUENCY PREVENTION 
PROGRAMS 

Sec. 301. Short Title. 

Sec. 302. Definitions. 

Sec. 303. Duties and functions of the admin- 
istrator. 

Grants for delinquency prevention 
programs. 

Grants for tribal delinquency pre- 
vention and response programs. 

Sec. 306. Authorization of appropriations. 

Sec. 307. Technical amendment. 

TITLE IV—MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS 
Sec. 401. Evaluation by Government Ac- 
countability Office. 

Sec. 402. Accountability and oversight. 
TITLE I—DECLARATION OF FINDINGS, 
PURPOSE, AND DEFINITIONS 

SEC. 101. FINDINGS. 

Section 101(a)(9) of the Juvenile Justice 
and Delinquency Prevention Act of 1974 (42 
U.S.C. 5601(a)(9)) is amended by inserting ‘‘, 
including offenders who enter the juvenile 
justice system as the result of sexual abuse, 
exploitation, and trauma,” after “young ju- 
venile offenders’’. 

SEC. 102. PURPOSES. 

Section 102 of the Juvenile Justice and De- 
linquency Prevention Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 
5602) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘, tribal,” 
after ‘‘State’’; 

(2) in paragraph (2)— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘, tribal,” after ‘‘State’’; 
and 

(B) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end; 

(3) by amending paragraph (3) to read as 
follows: 

‘“(3) to assist State, tribal, and local gov- 
ernments in addressing juvenile crime 
through the provision of technical assist- 
ance, research, training, evaluation, and the 
dissemination of current and relevant infor- 
mation on effective and evidence-based pro- 
grams and practices for combating juvenile 
delinquency; and’’; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 

“(4) to support a continuum of evidence- 
based or promising programs (including de- 
linquency prevention, intervention, mental 
health, behavioral health and substance 
abuse treatment, family services, and serv- 
ices for children exposed to violence) that 
are trauma informed, reflect the science of 
adolescent development, and are designed to 
meet the needs of at-risk youth and youth 
who come into contact with the justice sys- 
tem.’’. 

SEC. 103. DEFINITIONS. 

Section 103 of the Juvenile Justice and De- 
linquency Prevention Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 
5603) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (8)— 

(A) in subparagraph (B)(ii), by adding ‘‘or’’ 
at the end; 

(B) by striking subparagraph (C); and 

(C) by redesignating subparagraph (D) as 
subparagraph (C); 
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(2) in paragraph (18) by adding at the end 
the following: 

“that has a law enforcement function, as de- 
termined by the Secretary of the Interior in 
consultation with the Attorney General;’’. 

(3) by amending paragraph (22) to read as 
follows: 

‘(22) the term ‘jail or lockup for adults’ 
means a secure facility that is used by a 
State, unit of local government, or law en- 
forcement authority to detain or confine 
adult inmates;”’’; 

(4) by amending paragraph (25) to read as 
follows: 

(25) the term ‘sight or sound contact’ 
means any physical, clear visual, or verbal 
contact that is not brief and inadvertent;’’; 

(5) by amending paragraph (26) to read as 
follows: 

“*(26) the term ‘adult inmate’— 

“(A) means an individual who— 

“(i) has reached the age of full criminal re- 
sponsibility under applicable State law; and 

“(ii) has been arrested and is in custody for 
or awaiting trial on a criminal charge, or is 
convicted of a criminal offense; and 

“(B) does not include an individual who— 

“(i) at the time of the time of the offense, 
was younger than the maximum age at 
which a youth can be held in a juvenile facil- 
ity under applicable State law; and 

“(ii) was committed to the care and cus- 
tody or supervision, including post-place- 
ment or parole supervision, of a juvenile cor- 
rectional agency by a court of competent ju- 
risdiction or by operation of applicable State 
law;”’; 

(6) in paragraph (28), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 
the end; 

(7) in paragraph (29), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting a semicolon; and 

(8) by adding at the end the following: 

(30) the term ‘core requirements’— 

“(A) means the requirements described in 
paragraphs (11), (12), (18), and (15) of section 
223(a); and 

“(B) does not include the data collection 
requirements described in subparagraphs (A) 
through (K) of section 207(1); 

(31) the term ‘chemical agent’ means a 
spray or injection used to temporarily inca- 
pacitate a person, including oleoresin cap- 
sicum spray, tear gas, and  2-chloro- 
benzalmalononitrile gas; 

“*(32) the term ‘isolation’— 

“(A) means any instance in which a youth 
is confined alone for more than 10 minutes in 
a room or cell; and 

“(B) does not include— 

“(i) confinement during regularly sched- 
uled sleeping hours; 

“(ii) separation based on a treatment pro- 
gram approved by a licensed medical or men- 
tal health professional; 

“(iii) confinement or separation that is re- 
quested by the youth; or 

“(iv) the separation of the youth from a 
group in a nonlocked setting for the limited 
purpose of calming; 

“*(33) the term ‘restraints’ has the meaning 
given that term in section 591 of the Public 
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 290ii); 

(34) the term ‘evidence-based’ 
program or practice that— 

“(A) is demonstrated to be effective when 
implemented with fidelity; 

“(B) is based on a clearly articulated and 
empirically supported theory; 

“(C) has measurable outcomes relevant to 
juvenile justice, including a detailed descrip- 
tion of the outcomes produced in a par- 
ticular population, whether urban or rural; 
and 

“(D) has been scientifically tested and 
proven effective through randomized control 
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studies or comparison group studies and with 
the ability to replicate and scale; 

‘“(85) the term ‘promising’ means a pro- 
gram or practice that— 

“(A) is demonstrated to be effective based 
on positive outcomes relevant to juvenile 
justice from 1 or more objective, inde- 
pendent, and scientifically valid evaluations, 
as documented in writing to the Adminis- 
trator; and 

“(B) will be evaluated through a well-de- 
signed and rigorous study, as described in 
paragraph (34)(D); 

“(36) the term ‘dangerous practice’ means 
an act, procedure, or program that creates 
an unreasonable risk of physical injury, 
pain, or psychological harm to a juvenile 
subjected to the act, procedure, or program; 

‘(87) the term ‘screening’ means a brief 
process— 

“(A) designed to identify youth who may 
have mental health, behavioral health, sub- 
stance abuse, or other needs requiring imme- 
diate attention, intervention, and further 
evaluation; and 

‘(B) the purpose of which is to quickly 
identify a youth with possible mental health, 
behavioral health, substance abuse, or other 
needs in need of further assessment; 

‘(88) the term ‘assessment’ includes, at a 
minimum, an interview and review of avail- 
able records and other pertinent informa- 
tion— 

“(A) by an appropriately trained profes- 
sional who is licensed or certified by the ap- 
plicable State in the mental health, behav- 
ioral health, or substance abuse fields; and 

“(B) which is designed to identify signifi- 
cant mental health, behavioral health, or 
substance abuse treatment needs to be ad- 
dressed during a youth’s confinement; 

‘(39) for purposes of section 223(a)(15), the 
term ‘contact’ means the points at which a 
youth and the juvenile justice system or 
criminal justice system officially intersect, 
including interactions with a juvenile jus- 
tice, juvenile court, or law enforcement offi- 
cial; 

‘(40) the term ‘trauma-informed’ means— 

“(A) understanding the impact that expo- 
sure to violence and trauma have on a 
youth’s physical, psychological, and psycho- 
social development; 

“(B) recognizing when a youth has been ex- 
posed to violence and trauma and is in need 
of help to recover from the adverse impacts 
of trauma; and 

“(C) responding in ways that resist re- 
traumatization; 

‘(41) the term ‘racial and ethnic disparity’ 
means minority youth populations are in- 
volved at a decision point in the juvenile jus- 
tice system at higher rates, incrementally or 
cumulatively, than non-minority youth at 
that decision point; 

‘(42) the term ‘status offender’ means a ju- 
venile who is charged with or who has com- 
mitted an offense that would not be criminal 
if committed by an adult; 

“*(48) the term ‘rural’ means an area that is 
not located in a metropolitan statistical 
area, as defined by the Office of Management 
and Budget; 

“*(44) the term ‘internal controls’ means a 
process implemented to provide reasonable 
assurance regarding the achievement of ob- 
jectives in— 

‘(A) effectiveness and efficiency of oper- 
ations, such as grant management practices; 

‘(B) reliability of reporting for internal 
and external use; and 

“(C) compliance with applicable laws and 
regulations, as well as recommendations of 
the Office of Inspector General and the Gov- 
ernment Accountability Office; and 
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“(45) the term ‘tribal government’ means 
the governing body of an Indian tribe.’’. 
TITLE II—JUVENILE JUSTICE AND 
DELINQUENCY PREVENTION 
SEC. 201. CONCENTRATION OF FEDERAL EF- 
FORTS. 

Section 204 of the Juvenile Justice and De- 
linquency Prevention Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 
5614) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), in the first sentence— 

(i) by striking ‘‘a long-term plan, and im- 
plement” and inserting the following: “a 
long-term plan to improve the juvenile jus- 
tice system in the United States, taking into 
account scientific knowledge regarding ado- 
lescent development and behavior and re- 
garding the effects of delinquency prevention 
programs and juvenile justice interventions 
on adolescents, and shall implement’’; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘research, and improve- 
ment of the juvenile justice system in the 
United States’ and inserting ‘‘and re- 
search’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (2)(B), by striking ‘‘Fed- 
eral Register” and all that follows and in- 
serting ‘“‘Federal Register during the 30-day 
period ending on October 1 of each year.”’; 
and 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) by striking paragraph (7); 

(B) by redesignating paragraphs (5) and (6) 
as paragraphs (6) and (7), respectively; 

(C) by inserting after paragraph (4), the fol- 
lowing: 

‘“(5) not later than 1 year after the date of 
enactment of the Supporting Youth Oppor- 
tunity and Preventing Delinquency Act of 
2016, in consultation with Indian tribes, de- 
velop a policy for the Office of Juvenile Jus- 
tice and Delinquency Prevention to collabo- 
rate with representatives of Indian tribes 
with a criminal justice function on the im- 
plementation of the provisions of this Act re- 
lating to Indian tribes;’’; 

(D) in paragraph (6), as so redesignated, by 
adding ‘‘and’’ at the end; and 

(E) in paragraph (7), as so redesignated— 

(i) by striking ‘‘monitoring”’; 

(ii) by striking ‘‘section 223(a)(15)’’ and in- 
serting ‘‘section 223(a)(16)’’; and 

(iii) by striking ‘‘to review the adequacy of 
such systems; and’’ and inserting ‘‘for moni- 
toring compliance.’’. 

SEC. 202. COORDINATING COUNCIL ON JUVENILE 
JUSTICE AND DELINQUENCY PRE- 
VENTION. 

Section 206 of the Juvenile Justice and De- 
linquency Prevention Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 
5616) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) by inserting ‘‘the Administrator of the 
Substance Abuse and Mental Health Services 
Administration, the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior,” after ‘‘the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services,’’; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘Commissioner of Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization” and inserting ‘‘As- 
sistant Secretary for Immigration and Cus- 
toms Enforcement’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘United 
States” and inserting ‘‘Federal Govern- 
ment”; and 

(2) in subsection (c)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘para- 
graphs (12)(A), (13), and (14) of section 223(a) 
of this title” and inserting ‘‘the core require- 
ments’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by inserting ‘‘, on an annual basis” after 
“collectively”; and 

(ii) by striking subparagraph (B) and in- 
serting the following: 
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‘“(B) not later than 120 days after the com- 
pletion of the last meeting of the Council 
during any fiscal year, submit to the Com- 
mittee on Education and the Workforce of 
the House of Representatives and the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary of the Senate a re- 
port that— 

“(i) contains the recommendations de- 
scribed in subparagraph (A); 

“(ii) includes a detailed account of the ac- 
tivities conducted by the Council during the 
fiscal year, including a complete detailed ac- 
counting of expenses incurred by the Council 
to conduct operations in accordance with 
this section; 

“(iii) is published on the Web sites of the 
Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency 
Prevention, the Council, and the Department 
of Justice; and 

‘““(iv) is in addition to the annual report re- 
quired under section 207.”’. 


SEC. 203. ANNUAL REPORT. 


Section 207 of the Juvenile Justice and De- 
linquency Prevention Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 
5617) is amended— 

(1) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by striking ‘‘a fiscal year” and inserting 
“each fiscal year”; 

(2) in paragraph (1)— 

(A) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘and 
gender” and inserting ‘‘, gender, and eth- 
nicity, as such term is defined by the Bureau 
of the Census,”’; 

(B) in subparagraph (E), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
at the end; 

(C) in subparagraph (F)— 

(i) by inserting ‘‘and other” before ‘‘dis- 
abilities,’’; and 

(ii) by striking the period at the end and 
inserting a semicolon; and 

(D) by adding at the end the following: 

“(G) a summary of data from 1 month of 
the applicable fiscal year of the use of re- 
straints and isolation upon juveniles held in 
the custody of secure detention and correc- 
tional facilities operated by a State or unit 
of local government; 

(H) the number of status offense cases pe- 
titioned to court, number of status offenders 
held in secure detention, the findings used to 
justify the use of secure detention, and the 
average period of time a status offender was 
held in secure detention; 

“(I) the number of juveniles released from 
custody and the type of living arrangement 
to which they are released; 

“(J) the number of juveniles whose offense 
originated on school grounds, during school- 
sponsored off-campus activities, or due to a 
referral by a school official, as collected and 
reported by the Department of Education or 
similar State educational agency; and 

‘(K) the number of juveniles in the cus- 
tody of secure detention and correctional fa- 
cilities operated by a State or unit of local 
government who report being pregnant.’’; 
and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(5) A description of the criteria used to 
determine what programs qualify as evi- 
dence-based and promising programs under 
this title and title V and a comprehensive 
list of those programs the Administrator has 
determined meet such criteria in both rural 
and urban areas. 

“(6) A description of funding provided to 
Indian tribes under this Act or for a juvenile 
delinquency or prevention program under 
the Tribal Law and Order Act of 2010 (Public 
Law 111-211; 124 Stat. 2261), including direct 
Federal grants and funding provided to In- 
dian tribes through a State or unit of local 
government. 
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“(7) An analysis and evaluation of the in- 
ternal controls at the Office of Juvenile Jus- 
tice and Delinquency Prevention to deter- 
mine if grantees are following the require- 
ments of the Office of Juvenile Justice and 
Delinquency Prevention grant programs and 
what remedial action the Office of Juvenile 
Justice and Delinquency Prevention has 
taken to recover any grant funds that are ex- 
pended in violation of the grant programs, 
including instances— 

‘(A) in which supporting documentation 
was not provided for cost reports; 

‘“(B) where unauthorized expenditures oc- 
curred; or 

“(C) where subrecipients of grant funds 
were not compliant with program require- 
ments. 

“(8) An analysis and evaluation of the 
total amount of payments made to grantees 
that the Office of Juvenile Justice and Delin- 
quency Prevention recouped from grantees 
that were found to be in violation of policies 
and procedures of the Office of Juvenile Jus- 
tice and Delinquency Prevention grant pro- 
grams, including— 

“(A) the full name and location of the 
grantee; 

‘(B) the violation of the program found; 

“(C) the amount of funds sought to be re- 
couped by the Office of Juvenile Justice and 
Delinquency Prevention; and 

‘(D) the actual amount recouped by the 
Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency 
Prevention.’’. 

SEC. 204. ALLOCATION OF FUNDS. 

(a) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—Section 
221(b)(1) of the Juvenile Justice and Delin- 
quency Prevention Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 
5631(b)(1)) is amended by striking ‘‘2 percent” 
and inserting ‘‘5 percent”. 

(b) OTHER ALLOCATIONS.—Section 222 of the 
Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Preven- 
tion Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 5632) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘age 
eighteen” and inserting ‘18 years of age, 
based on the most recent data available from 
the Bureau of the Census”; and 

(B) by striking paragraphs (2) and (3) and 
inserting the following: 

‘“(2)(A) If the aggregate amount appro- 
priated for a fiscal year to carry out this 
title is less than $75,000,000, then— 

“(i) the amount allocated to each State 
other than a State described in clause (ii) for 
that fiscal year shall be not less than 
$400,000; and 

“(ii) the amount allocated to the United 
States Virgin Islands, Guam, American 
Samoa, and the Commonwealth of the North- 
ern Mariana Islands for that fiscal year shall 
be not less than $75,000. 

‘(B) If the aggregate amount appropriated 
for a fiscal year to carry out this title is not 
less than $75,000,000, then— 

“(i) the amount allocated to each State 
other than a State described in clause (ii) for 
that fiscal year shall be not less than 
$600,000; and 

“(ii) the amount allocated to the United 
States Virgin Islands, Guam, American 
Samoa, and the Commonwealth of the North- 
ern Mariana Islands for that fiscal year shall 
be not less than $100,000.’’; 

(2) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘efficient 
administration, including monitoring, eval- 
uation, and one full-time staff position’’ and 
inserting ‘‘effective and efficient administra- 
tion of funds, including the designation of 
not less than 1 individual who shall coordi- 
nate efforts to achieve and sustain compli- 
ance with the core requirements and certify 
whether the State is in compliance with such 
requirements”; and 
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(3) in subsection (d), by striking ‘‘5 per cen- 
tum of the minimum” and inserting ‘‘not 
more than 5 percent of the’’. 

SEC. 205. STATE PLANS. 

Section 223 of the Juvenile Justice and De- 
linquency Prevention Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 
5633) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by striking ‘‘and shall describe the status of 
compliance with State plan requirements.” 
and inserting ‘‘and shall describe how the 
State plan is supported by or takes account 
of scientific knowledge regarding adolescent 
development and behavior and regarding the 
effects of delinquency prevention programs 
and juvenile justice interventions on adoles- 
cents. Not later than 60 days after the date 
on which a plan or amended plan submitted 
under this subsection is finalized, a State 
shall make the plan or amended plan pub- 
licly available by posting the plan or amend- 
ed plan on the State’s publicly available 
website.”’; 

(B) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘described 
in section 299(c)(1)”’ and inserting ‘‘as des- 
ignated by the chief executive officer of the 
State”’; 

(C) in paragraph (3)— 

(i) in subparagraph (A)— 

(I) in clause (i), by inserting ‘‘adolescent 
development,” after ‘“‘concerning”’; 

(II) in clause (ii)— 

(aa) in subclause (II), by inserting ‘‘pub- 
licly supported court-appointed legal counsel 
with experience representing juveniles in de- 
linquency proceedings,” after ‘‘youth,”’; 

(bb) in subclause (III), by striking ‘‘mental 
health, education, special education” and in- 
serting ‘‘child and adolescent mental health, 
education, child and adolescent substance 
abuse, special education, services for youth 
with disabilities’’; 

(cc) in  subclause (V), by striking 
“delinquents or potential delinquents” and 
inserting ‘‘delinquent youth or youth at risk 
of delinquency”; 

(dd) in subclause (VI), by striking ‘‘youth 
workers involved with” and inserting ‘‘rep- 
resentatives of”; 

(ee) in subclause (VII), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
at the end; 

(ff) by striking subclause (VIII) and insert- 
ing the following: 

““(VIID persons, licensed or certified by the 
applicable State, with expertise and com- 
petence in preventing and addressing mental 
health and substance abuse needs in delin- 
quent youth and youth at risk of delin- 
quency; 

‘“(IX) representatives of victim or witness 
advocacy groups, including at least 1 indi- 
vidual with expertise in addressing the chal- 
lenges of sexual abuse and exploitation and 
trauma, particularly the needs of special 
populations who experience disproportionate 
levels of sexual abuse, exploitation, and 
trauma before entering the juvenile justice 
system; and 

‘“(X) for a State in which 1 or more Indian 
tribes are located, an Indian tribal represent- 
ative or other individual with significant ex- 
pertise in tribal law enforcement and juve- 
nile justice in Indian tribal communities;’’; 

(III) in clause (iv), by striking ‘24 at the 
time of appointment” and inserting ‘‘28 at 
the time of initial appointment”; and 

(IV) in clause (v) by inserting ‘‘or, if not 
feasible and in appropriate circumstances, 
who is the parent or guardian of someone 
who has been or is currently under the juris- 
diction of the juvenile justice system” after 
“juvenile justice system”; 

(ii) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘30 
days” and inserting ‘‘45 days”; and 
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(iii) in subparagraph (D)— 

(I) in clause (i), by striking “and” at the 
end; and 

(II) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘at least an- 
nually recommendations regarding State 
compliance with the requirements of para- 
graphs (11), (12), and (13) and inserting ‘‘at 
least every 2 years a report and necessary 
recommendations regarding State compli- 
ance with the core requirements”; and 

(iv) in subparagraph (E)— 

(I) in clause (i), by adding ‘‘and’’ at the 
end; and 

(II) in clause (ii), by striking the period at 
the end and inserting a semicolon; 

(D) in paragraph (5)(C), by striking ‘‘Indian 
tribes” and all that follows through ‘‘appli- 
cable to the detention and confinement of ju- 
veniles’’ and inserting ‘‘Indian tribes that 
agree to attempt to comply with the core re- 
quirements applicable to the detention and 
confinement of juveniles”; 

(E) in paragraph (7)— 

(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘per- 
forms law enforcement functions’? and in- 
serting ‘‘has jurisdiction”; and 

(ii) in subparagraph (B)— 

(I) in clause (iii), by striking ‘‘and’’ at the 
end; and 

(II) by striking clause (iv) and inserting 
the following: 

“(iv) a plan to provide alternatives to de- 
tention for status offenders, survivors of 
commercial sexual exploitation, and others, 
where appropriate, such as specialized or 
problem-solving courts or diversion to home- 
based or community-based services or treat- 
ment for those youth in need of mental 
health, substance abuse, or co-occurring dis- 
order services at the time such juveniles 
first come into contact with the juvenile jus- 
tice system; 

“(v) a plan to reduce the number of chil- 
dren housed in secure detention and correc- 
tions facilities who are awaiting placement 
in residential treatment programs; 

“(vi) a plan to engage family members, 
where appropriate, in the design and delivery 
of juvenile delinquency prevention and treat- 
ment services, particularly post-placement; 

“(vii) a plan to use community-based serv- 
ices to respond to the needs of at-risk youth 
or youth who have come into contact with 
the juvenile justice system; 

‘“(vili) a plan to promote evidence-based 
and trauma-informed programs and prac- 
tices; and 

“(ix) not later than 1 year after the date of 
enactment of the Supporting Youth Oppor- 
tunity and Preventing Delinquency Act of 
2016, a plan, which shall be implemented not 
later than 2 years after the date of enact- 
ment of the Supporting Youth Opportunity 
and Preventing Delinquency Act of 2016, to— 

‘“(T) eliminate the use of restraints of 
known pregnant juveniles housed in secure 
juvenile detention and correction facilities, 
during labor, delivery, and post-partum re- 
covery, unless credible, reasonable grounds 
exist to believe the detainee presents an im- 
mediate and serious threat of hurting her- 
self, staff, or others; and 

“(ID) eliminate the use of abdominal re- 
straints, leg and ankle restraints, wrist re- 
straints behind the back, and four-point re- 
straints on known pregnant juveniles, un- 
less— 

“(aa) credible, reasonable grounds exist to 
believe the detainee presents an immediate 
and serious threat of hurting herself, staff, 
or others; or 

“(bb) reasonable grounds exist to believe 
the detainee presents an immediate and 
credible risk of escape that cannot be reason- 
ably minimized through any other method;”’; 
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(F) in paragraph (8), by striking ‘‘existing’’ 
and inserting ‘‘evidence-based and prom- 
ising”; 

(Q) in paragraph (9)— 

(i) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by inserting ‘‘, with priority in funding 
given to entities meeting the criteria for evi- 
dence-based or promising programs” after 
“used for”; 

Gi) in subparagraph (A)— 

(I) in clause (i)— 

(aa) by inserting ‘‘status offenders and 
other” before ‘‘youth who need”; and 

(bb) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end; 

(II) in clause (ii) by adding ‘‘and’’ at the 
end; and 

(III) by inserting after clause (ii) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(iii) for youth who are active or former 
gang members, specialized intensive and 
comprehensive services that address the 
unique issues encountered by youth when 
they become involved with gangs;’’; 

(iii) in subparagraph (B)(i)— 

(I) by striking ‘‘parents and other family 
members” and inserting ‘‘status offenders, 
other youth, and the parents and other fam- 
ily members of such offenders and youth’’; 
and 

(II) by striking ‘‘be retained” and inserting 
“remain”; 

(iv) in subparagraph (E)— 

(I) in the matter preceding clause (i), by 
striking ‘‘delinquent’’ and inserting ‘‘at-risk 
or delinquent youth”; and 

(II) in clause (i), by inserting ‘‘, including 
for truancy prevention and reduction”’ before 
the semicolon; 

(v) in subparagraph (F), in the matter pre- 
ceding clause (i), by striking ‘‘expanding”’ 
and inserting ‘‘programs to expand”’; 

(vi) by redesignating subparagraphs (G) 
through (S) as subparagraphs (H) through 
(T), respectively; 

(vii) by inserting after subparagraph (F), 
the following: 

(G) programs— 

“(i) to ensure youth have access to appro- 
priate legal representation; and 

“(ii) to expand access to publicly sup- 
ported, court-appointed legal counsel who 
are trained to represent juveniles in adju- 
dication proceedings, 
except that the State may not use more than 
2 percent of the funds received under section 
222 for these purposes;”’; 

(viii) in subparagraph (H), as so redesig- 
nated, by striking ‘‘State,’’ each place the 
term appears and inserting ‘‘State, tribal,’’; 

(ix) in subparagraph (M), as so redesig- 
nated— 

(I) in clause (i)— 

(aa) by inserting ‘‘pre-adjudication and’’ 
before ‘‘post-adjudication’’; 

(bb) by striking ‘‘restraints’’ and inserting 
“alternatives”; and 

(cc) by inserting ‘‘specialized or problem- 
solving courts,” after ‘‘(including’’; and 

(II) in clause (ii)— 

(aa) by striking ‘‘by the provision by the 
Administrator”; and 

(bb) by striking ‘‘to States”; 

(x) in subparagraph (N), as redesignated— 

(I) by inserting ‘‘and reduce the risk of re- 
cidivism’’ after ‘‘families’’; and 

(II) by striking ‘‘so that such juveniles 
may be retained in their homes’’; 

(xi) in subparagraph (S), as so 
nated, by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end; 

(xii) in subparagraph (T), as so redesig- 
nated— 

(I) by inserting ‘‘or co-occurring disorder” 
after ‘‘mental health’’; 

(II) by inserting ‘‘court-involved or’’ before 
“incarcerated”; 


redesig- 
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(III) by striking ‘‘suspected to be’’; 

(IV) by striking ‘‘and discharge plans” and 
inserting ‘‘provision of treatment, and devel- 
opment of discharge plans”; and 

(V) by striking the period at the end and 
inserting a semicolon; and 

(xiii) by inserting after subparagraph (T) 
the following: 

““(U) programs and projects designed— 

“(i) to inform juveniles of the opportunity 
and process for sealing and expunging juve- 
nile records; and 

“Gi) to assist juveniles in pursuing juve- 
nile record sealing and expungements for 
both adjudications and arrests not followed 
by adjudications; 
except that the State may not use more than 
2 percent of the funds received under section 
222 for these purposes; 

“(V) programs that address the needs of 
girls in or at risk of entering the juvenile 
justice system, including pregnant girls, 
young mothers, victims of sexual abuse, sur- 
vivors of commercial sexual exploitation or 
domestic child sex trafficking, girls with dis- 
abilities, and girls of color, including girls 
who are members of an Indian tribe; and 

“(W) monitoring for compliance with the 
core requirements and providing training 
and technical assistance on the core require- 
ments to secure facilities;’’; 

(H) by striking paragraph (11) and insert- 
ing the following: 

**(11)(A) in accordance with rules issued by 
the Administrator, provide that a juvenile 
shall not be placed in a secure detention fa- 
cility or a secure correctional facility, if— 

“(i) the juvenile is charged with or has 
committed an offense that would not be 
criminal if committed by an adult, exclud- 
ing— 

“(I) a juvenile who is charged with or has 
committed a violation of section 922(x)(2) of 
title 18, United States Code, or of a similar 
State law; 

“(II) a juvenile who is charged with or has 
committed a violation of a valid court order 
issued and reviewed in accordance with para- 
graph (23); and 

“(IIT) a juvenile who is held in accordance 
with the Interstate Compact on Juveniles as 
enacted by the State; or 

“(i) the juvenile— 

“(T) is not charged with any offense; and 

“(ID(aa) is an alien; or 

““(bb) is alleged to be dependent, neglected, 
or abused; and 

““(B) require that— 

‘“(i) not later than 3 years after the date of 
enactment of the Supporting Youth Oppor- 
tunity and Preventing Delinquency Act of 
2016, unless a court finds, after a hearing and 
in writing, that it is in the interest of jus- 
tice, juveniles awaiting trial or other legal 
process who are treated as adults for pur- 
poses of prosecution in criminal court and 
housed in a secure facility— 

‘“(I) shall not have sight or sound contact 
with adult inmates; and 

“(II) except as provided in paragraph (13), 
may not be held in any jail or lockup for 
adults; 

“Gi) in determining under subparagraph 
(A) whether it is in the interest of justice to 
permit a juvenile to be held in any jail or 
lockup for adults, or have sight or sound 
contact with adult inmates, a court shall 
consider— 

“(I) the age of the juvenile; 

“(II) the physical and mental maturity of 
the juvenile; 

““(IIT) the present mental state of the juve- 
nile, including whether the juvenile presents 
an imminent risk of harm to the juvenile; 
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“(IV) the nature and circumstances of the 
alleged offense; 

‘“(V) the juvenile’s history of prior delin- 
quent acts; 

“(VI) the relative ability of the available 
adult and juvenile detention facilities to not 
only meet the specific needs of the juvenile 
but also to protect the safety of the public as 
well as other detained youth; and 

“(VID any other relevant factor; and 

“(iii) if a court determines under subpara- 
graph (A) that it is in the interest of justice 
to permit a juvenile to be held in any jail or 
lockup for adults— 

“(I) the court shall hold a hearing not less 
frequently than once every 30 days, or in the 
case of a rural jurisdiction, not less fre- 
quently than once every 45 days, to review 
whether it is still in the interest of justice to 
permit the juvenile to be so held or have 
such sight or sound contact; and 

“(IT) the juvenile shall not be held in any 
jail or lockup for adults, or permitted to 
have sight or sound contact with adult in- 
mates, for more than 180 days, unless the 
court, in writing, determines there is good 
cause for an extension or the juvenile ex- 
pressly waives this limitation;’’. 

(I) in paragraph (12)(A), by striking ‘‘con- 
tact? and inserting ‘sight or sound con- 
tact”; 

(J) in paragraph (13), by striking ‘‘contact’’ 
each place it appears and inserting ‘‘sight or 
sound contact’’; 

(K) in paragraph (14)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘adequate system’’ and in- 
serting ‘‘effective system”; 

(ii) by inserting ‘‘lock-ups,’”’ after ‘‘moni- 
toring jails,’’; 

(iii) by inserting ‘‘and’’ after ‘‘detention fa- 
cilities,’’; 

(iv) by striking “, 
ties”; 

(v) by striking ‘‘insure’’ and inserting ‘‘en- 
sure”’; 

(vi) by striking ‘‘requirements of para- 
graphs (11), (12), and (13)? and inserting 
“core requirements”; and 

(vii) by striking ‘‘, in the opinion of the 
Administrator,’’; 

(L) by striking paragraphs (22) and (27); 

(M) by redesignating paragraph (28) as 
paragraph (27); 

(N) by  redesignating paragraphs (15) 
through (21) as paragraphs (16) through (22), 
respectively; 

(O) by inserting after paragraph (14) the 
following: 

“(15) implement policy, practice, and sys- 
tem improvement strategies at the State, 
territorial, local, and tribal levels, as appli- 
cable, to identify and reduce racial and eth- 
nic disparities among youth who come into 
contact with the juvenile justice system, 
without establishing or requiring numerical 
standards or quotas, by— 

“(A) establishing or designating existing 
coordinating bodies, composed of juvenile 
justice stakeholders, (including representa- 
tives of the educational system) at the 
State, local, or tribal levels, to advise efforts 
by States, units of local government, and In- 
dian tribes to reduce racial and ethnic dis- 
parities; 

“(B) identifying and analyzing data on race 
and ethnicity at all decision points in State, 
local, or tribal juvenile justice systems to 
determine which key points create racial and 
ethnic disparities among youth who come 
into contact with the juvenile justice sys- 
tem; and 

‘(C) developing and implementing a work 
plan that includes measurable objectives for 
policy, practice, or other system changes, 


and non-secure facili- 
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based on the needs identified in the data col- 
lection and analysis under subparagraph 
(B);”; 

(P) in paragraph (16), as so redesignated, by 
inserting ‘‘ethnicity,”’ after ‘‘race,’’; 

(Q) in paragraph (21), as so redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘local,’? each place the term ap- 
pears and inserting ‘‘local, tribal,’’; 

(R) in paragraph (23)— 

(i) in subparagraphs (A), (B), and (C), by 
striking ‘‘juvenile’’ each place it appears and 
inserting ‘‘status offender’’; 

(ii) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
at the end; 

(iii) in subparagraph (C)— 

(I) in clause (i), by striking “and” at the 
end; 

(II) in clause (ii), by adding ‘‘and’’ at the 
end; and 

(III) by adding at the end the following: 

“(iii) if such court determines the status 
offender should be placed in a secure deten- 
tion facility or correctional facility for vio- 
lating such order— 

“(I) the court shall issue a written order 
that— 

“(aa) identifies the valid court order that 
has been violated; 

‘“(bb) specifies the factual basis for deter- 
mining that there is reasonable cause to be- 
lieve that the status offender has violated 
such order; 

“(cc) includes findings of fact to support a 
determination that there is no appropriate 
less restrictive alternative available to plac- 
ing the status offender in such a facility, 
with due consideration to the best interest of 
the juvenile; 

“(dd) specifies the length of time, not to 
exceed 7 days, that the status offender may 
remain in a secure detention facility or cor- 
rectional facility, and includes a plan for the 
status offender’s release from such facility; 
and 

“(ee) may not be renewed or extended; and 

“(ID) the court may not issue a second or 
subsequent order described in subclause (1) 
relating to a status offender unless the sta- 
tus offender violates a valid court order after 
the date on which the court issues an order 
described in subclause (1);’’; and 

(iv) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(D) there are procedures in place to en- 
sure that any status offender held in a secure 
detention facility or correctional facility 
pursuant to a court order described in this 
paragraph does not remain in custody longer 
than 7 days or the length of time authorized 
by the court, whichever is shorter; and 

“(E) not later than September 30, 2020 
(with a 1-year extension for each additional 
fiscal year that a State can demonstrate 
hardship, as determined by the State, and 
submits in writing evidence of such hardship 
to the Administrator which shall be consid- 
ered approved unless the Administrator jus- 
tifies to the State in writing that the hard- 
ship does not qualify for an exemption), the 
State will eliminate the use of valid court 
orders to provide secure confinement of sta- 
tus offenders, except that juveniles may be 
held in secure confinement in accordance 
with the Interstate Compact for Juveniles if 
the judge issues a written order that— 

“(i) specifies the factual basis to believe 
that the State has the authority to detain 
the juvenile under the terms of the Inter- 
state Compact for Juveniles; 

“(ii) includes findings of fact to support a 
determination that there is no appropriate 
less restrictive alternative available to plac- 
ing the juvenile in such a facility, with due 
consideration to the best interest of the ju- 
venile; 
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“(iii) specifies the length of time a juvenile 
may remain in secure confinement, not to 
exceed 15 days, and includes a plan for the 
return of the juvenile to the home State of 
the juvenile; and 

‘“(iv) may not be renewed or extended;”’; 

(S) in paragraph (26)— 

(i) by inserting “and in accordance with 
confidentiality concerns,” after “maximum 
extent practicable,’’; and 

(ii) by striking the semicolon at the end 
and inserting the following: ‘‘, so as to pro- 
vide for— 

“(A) data in child abuse or neglect reports 
relating to juveniles entering the juvenile 
justice system with a prior reported history 
of arrest, court intake, probation and parole, 
juvenile detention, and corrections; and 

“(B) a plan to use the data described in 
subparagraph (A) to provide necessary serv- 
ices for the treatment of such victims of 
child abuse or neglect;’’; 

(T) in paragraph (27), as so redesignated, by 
striking the period at the end and inserting 
a semicolon; and 

(U) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(28) provide for the coordinated use of 
funds provided under this title with other 
Federal and State funds directed at juvenile 
delinquency prevention and intervention 
programs; 

‘(29) describe the policies, procedures, and 
training in effect for the staff of juvenile 
State correctional facilities to eliminate the 
use of dangerous practices, unreasonable re- 
straints, and unreasonable isolation, includ- 
ing by developing effective behavior manage- 
ment techniques; 

“*(30) describe— 

“(A) the evidence-based methods that will 
be used to conduct mental health and sub- 
stance abuse screening, assessment, referral, 
and treatment for juveniles who— 

““(i) request a screening; 

“(ii) show signs of needing a screening; or 

“(ii) are held for a period of more than 24 
hours in a secure facility that provides for 
an initial screening; and 

‘“(B) how the State will seek, to the extent 
practicable, to provide or arrange for mental 
health and substance abuse disorder treat- 
ment for juveniles determined to be in need 
of such treatment; 

“*(31) describe how reentry planning by the 
State for juveniles will include— 

“(A) a written case plan based on an as- 
sessment of needs that includes— 

“() the pre-release and post-release plans 
for the juveniles; 

‘“(ii) the living arrangement to which the 
juveniles are to be discharged; and 

“(ii) any other plans developed for the ju- 
veniles based on an individualized assess- 
ment; and 

““(B) review processes; 

‘(32) provide an assurance that the agency 
of the State receiving funds under this title 
collaborates with the State educational 
agency receiving assistance under part A of 
title I of the Elementary and Secondary Edu- 
cation Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 6311 et seq.) to 
develop and implement a plan to ensure that, 
in order to support educational progress— 

“(A) the student records of adjudicated ju- 
veniles, including electronic records if avail- 
able, are transferred in a timely manner 
from the educational program in the juvenile 
detention or secure treatment facility to the 
educational or training program into which 
the juveniles will enroll; 

“(B) the credits of adjudicated juveniles 
are transferred; and 

“(C) adjudicated juveniles receive full or 
partial credit toward high school graduation 
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for secondary school coursework satisfac- 
torily completed before and during the pe- 
riod of time during which the juveniles are 
held in custody, regardless of the local edu- 
cational agency or entity from which the 
credits were earned; and 

‘(83) describe policies and procedures to— 

“(A) screen for, identify, and document in 
records of the State the identification of vic- 
tims of domestic human trafficking, or those 
at risk of such trafficking, upon intake; and 

‘(B) divert youth described in subpara- 
graph (A) to appropriate programs or serv- 
ices, to the extent practicable.’’; 

(2) by amending subsection (c) to read as 
follows: 

“(c)\(1) If a State fails to comply with any 
of the core requirements in any fiscal year, 
then— 

“(A) subject to subparagraph (B), the 
amount allocated to such State under sec- 
tion 222 for the subsequent fiscal year shall 
be reduced by not less than 20 percent for 
each core requirement with respect to which 
the failure occurs; and 

“(B) the State shall be ineligible to receive 
any allocation under such section for such 
fiscal year unless— 

“(i) the State agrees to expend 50 percent 
of the amount allocated to the State for such 
fiscal year to achieve compliance with any 
such core requirement with respect to which 
the State is in noncompliance; or 

“(ii) the Administrator determines that 
the State— 

“(D) has achieved substantial compliance 
with such applicable requirements with re- 
spect to which the State was not in compli- 
ance; and 

“(IT) has made, through appropriate execu- 
tive or legislative action, an unequivocal 
commitment to achieving full compliance 
with such applicable requirements within a 
reasonable time. 

“(2) Of the total amount of funds not allo- 
cated for a fiscal year under paragraph (1)— 

“(A) 50 percent of the unallocated funds 
shall be reallocated under section 222 to 
States that have not failed to comply with 
the core requirements; and 

‘(B) 50 percent of the unallocated funds 
shall be used by the Administrator to pro- 
vide additional training and technical assist- 
ance to States for the purpose of promoting 
compliance with the core requirements.”’; 

(3) in subsection (d)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘described in paragraphs 
(11), (12), (18), and (22) of subsection (a)’’ and 
inserting ‘‘described in the core require- 
ments”; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘the requirements under 
paragraphs (11), (12), (18), and (22) of sub- 
section (a)? and inserting ‘‘the core require- 
ments”; 

(4) in subsection (f)(2)— 

(A) by striking subparagraph (A); and 

(B) by redesignating subparagraphs (B) 
through (E) as subparagraphs (A) through 
(D), respectively; and 

(5) by adding at the end the following: 

“(g) COMPLIANCE DETERMINATION.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—For each fiscal year, the 
Administrator shall make a determination 
regarding whether each State receiving a 
grant under this title is in compliance or out 
of compliance with respect to each of the 
core requirements. 

(2). REPORTING.—The 
shall— 

“(A) issue an annual public report— 

“(i) describing any determination de- 
scribed in paragraph (1) made during the pre- 
vious year, including a summary of the in- 
formation on which the determination is 
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based and the actions to be taken by the Ad- 

ministrator (including a description of any 

reduction imposed under subsection (c)); and 

“(i) for any such determination that a 
State is out of compliance with any of the 
core requirements, describing the basis for 
the determination; and 

‘“(B) make the report described in subpara- 
graph (A) available on a publicly available 
website. 

‘(3) DETERMINATIONS REQUIRED.—The Ad- 
ministrator may not— 

“(A) determine that a State is ‘not out of 
compliance’, or issue any other determina- 
tion not described in paragraph (1), with re- 
spect to any core requirement; or 

‘“(B) otherwise fail to make the compliance 
determinations required under paragraph 
(1).”. 

SEC. 206. REPEAL OF JUVENILE DELINQUENCY 
PREVENTION BLOCK GRANT PRO- 
GRAM. 

Part C of title II of the Juvenile Justice 
and Delinquency Prevention Act of 1974 (42 
U.S.C. 5651 et seq.) is repealed. 

SEC. 207. RESEARCH AND EVALUATION; STATIS- 
TICAL ANALYSES; INFORMATION 
DISSEMINATION. 

Section 251 of the Juvenile Justice and De- 
linquency Prevention Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 
5661) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by striking ‘‘may’” and inserting 
“shall’’; 

(ii) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘plan 
and identify” and inserting ‘‘annually pub- 
lish a plan to identify”; and 

(iii) in subparagraph (B)— 

(I) by striking clause (iii) and inserting the 
following: 

““iii) successful efforts to prevent status 
offenders and first-time minor offenders 
from subsequent involvement with the juve- 
nile justice and criminal justice systems;”’; 

(II) by striking clause (vii) and inserting 
the following: 

‘““(vii) the prevalence and duration of be- 
havioral health needs (including mental 
health, substance abuse, and co-occurring 
disorders) among juveniles pre-placement 
and post-placement in the juvenile justice 
system, including an examination of the ef- 
fects of secure confinement;”’; 

(III) by redesignating clauses (ix), (x), and 
(xi) as clauses (xvi), (xvii), and (xviii), re- 
spectively; and 

(IV) by inserting after clause (viii) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(ix) training efforts and reforms that have 
produced reductions in or elimination of the 
use of dangerous practices; 

‘“(x) methods to improve the recruitment, 
selection, training, and retention of profes- 
sional personnel who are focused on the pre- 
vention, identification, and treatment of de- 
linquency; 

‘“(xi) methods to improve the identifica- 
tion and response to victims of domestic 
child sex trafficking within the juvenile jus- 
tice system; 

“(xii) identifying positive outcome meas- 
ures, such as attainment of employment and 
educational degrees, that States and units of 
local government should use to evaluate the 
success of programs aimed at reducing re- 
cidivism of youth who have come in contact 
with the juvenile justice system or criminal 
justice system; 

‘“(xiii) evaluating the impact and outcomes 
of the prosecution and sentencing of juve- 
niles as adults; 

‘“(xiv) evaluating the impact of fines, fees, 
and other costs assessed by the juvenile jus- 
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tice system on the long-term disposition of 
status offenders and other juveniles; 

““(xiv) successful and cost-effective efforts 
by States and units of local government to 
reduce recidivism through policies that pro- 
vide for consideration of appropriate alter- 
native sanctions to incarceration of youth 
facing nonviolent charges, while ensuring 
that public safety is preserved;’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (4)— 

(i) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A)— 

(D) by striking ‘‘date of enactment of this 
paragraph, the”? and inserting ‘‘date of en- 
actment of the Supporting Youth Oppor- 
tunity and Preventing Delinquency Act of 
2016, the’’; and 

(I) by inserting ‘‘in accordance with rel- 
evant confidentiality requirements’ after 
“wards of the State”; and 

(ii) in subparagraph (D), by inserting ‘‘and 
Indian tribes” after ‘‘State’’; 

(iii) in subparagraph (F), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
at the end; 

(iv) in subparagraph (G), by striking the 
period at the end and inserting a semicolon; 
and 

(v) by adding at the end the following: 

““(H) a description of the best practices in 
discharge planning; and 

“(T) an assessment of living arrangements 
for juveniles who, upon release from confine- 
ment in a State correctional facility, cannot 
return to the residence they occupied prior 
to such confinement.”’’; 

(2) in subsection (b), in the matter pre- 
ceding paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘may’’ and 
inserting ‘‘shall’’; and 

(8) by adding at the end the following: 

“(f) NATIONAL RECIDIVISM MEASURE.—The 
Administrator, in accordance with applica- 
ble confidentiality requirements and in con- 
sultation with experts in the field of juvenile 
justice research, recidivism, and data collec- 
tion, shall— 

“(1) establish a uniform method of data 
collection and technology that States may 
use to evaluate data on juvenile recidivism 
on an annual basis; 

““(2) establish a common national juvenile 
recidivism measurement system; and 

“(3) make cumulative juvenile recidivism 
data that is collected from States available 
to the public.”’. 
SEC. 208. TRAINING 

ANCE. 

Section 252 of the Juvenile Justice and De- 
linquency Prevention Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 
5662) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by striking “may”; 

(B) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) by inserting ‘‘shall’’ before ‘‘develop and 
carry out projects”; and 

(ii) by striking “and” after the semicolon; 

(C) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) by inserting ‘‘may’’ before 
grants to and contracts with’’; and 

(ii) by striking the period at the end and 
inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(D) by adding at the end the following: 

“(3) shall provide periodic training for 
States regarding implementation of the core 
requirements, current protocols and best 
practices for achieving and monitoring com- 
pliance, and information sharing regarding 
relevant Office resources on evidence-based 
and promising programs or practices that 
promote the purposes of this Act.”’; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by striking “may”; 

(B) in paragraph (1)— 
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(i) by inserting ‘‘shall’’ before ‘‘develop and 
implement projects”; 


(ii) by inserting ‘‘, including compliance 
with the core requirements” after ‘‘this 
title’; and 


(iii) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end; 

(C) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) by inserting ‘‘may’’ before 
grants to and contracts with’’; and 

(ii) by striking the period at the end and 
inserting a semicolon; and 

(D) by adding at the end the following: 

“(3) shall provide technical assistance to 
States and units of local government on 
achieving compliance with the amendments 
to the core requirements and State Plans 
made by the Supporting Youth Opportunity 
and Preventing Delinquency Act of 2016, in- 
cluding training and technical assistance 
and, when appropriate, pilot or demonstra- 
tion projects intended to develop and rep- 
licate best practices for achieving sight and 
sound separation in facilities or portions of 
facilities that are open and available to the 
general public and that may or may not con- 
tain a jail or a lock-up; and 

“(4) shall provide technical assistance to 
States in support of efforts to establish part- 
nerships between a State and a university, 
institution of higher education, or research 
center designed to improve the recruitment, 
selection, training, and retention of profes- 
sional personnel in the fields of medicine, 
law enforcement, the judiciary, juvenile jus- 
tice, social work and child protection, edu- 
cation, and other relevant fields who are en- 
gaged in, or intend to work in, the field of 
prevention, identification, and treatment of 
delinquency.”’; 

(3) in subsection (c)— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘prosecutors,’’ after ‘‘pub- 
lic defenders,’’; and 

(B) by inserting 
after “needs of”; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(d) BEST PRACTICES REGARDING LEGAL 
REPRESENTATION OF CHILDREN.—In consulta- 
tion with experts in the field of juvenile de- 
fense, the Administrator shall— 

“(1) share best practices, which may in- 
clude sharing standards of practice devel- 
oped by recognized entities in the profession, 
for attorneys representing children; and 

‘(2) provide a State, if it so requests, tech- 
nical assistance to implement any of the 
best practices shared under paragraph (1). 

“(e) TRAINING AND TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE 
FOR LOCAL AND STATE JUVENILE DETENTION 
AND CORRECTIONS PERSONNEL.—The Adminis- 
trator shall coordinate training and tech- 
nical assistance programs with juvenile de- 
tention and corrections personnel of States 
and units of local government— 

“(1) to promote methods for improving 
conditions of juvenile confinement, includ- 
ing methods that are designed to minimize 
the use of dangerous practices, unreasonable 
restraints, and isolation and methods re- 
sponsive to cultural differences; and 

“(2) to encourage alternative behavior 
management techniques based on positive 
youth development approaches, which may 
include policies and procedures to train per- 
sonnel to be culturally competent. 

“(f) TRAINING AND TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE 
To SUPPORT MENTAL HEALTH OR SUBSTANCE 
ABUSE TREATMENT INCLUDING HOME-BASED OR 
COMMUNITY-BASED CARE.—The Administrator 
shall provide training and technical assist- 
ance, in conjunction with the appropriate 
public agencies, to individuals involved in 
making decisions regarding the disposition 
and management of cases for youth who 
enter the juvenile justice system about the 
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appropriate services and placement for youth 
with mental health or substance abuse 
needs, including— 

‘(1) juvenile justice intake personnel; 

‘(2) probation officers; 

“(3) juvenile court judges and court serv- 
ices personnel; 

‘(4) prosecutors and court-appointed coun- 
sel; and 

“(5) family members of juveniles and fam- 
ily advocates. 

‘(¢) TRAINING AND TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE 
TO SUPPORT JUVENILE COURT JUDGES AND 
PERSONNEL.—The Attorney General, acting 
through the Office of Juvenile Justice and 
Delinquency Prevention and the Office of 
Justice Programs, shall provide training and 
technical assistance, in conjunction with the 
appropriate public agencies, to enhance the 
capacity of State and local courts, judges, 
and related judicial personnel to— 

“(1) improve the lives of children currently 
involved in or at risk of being involved in the 
juvenile court system; and 

‘(2) carry out the requirements of this Act. 

‘(h) FREE AND REDUCED PRICE SCHOOL 
LUNCHES FOR INCARCERATED JUVENILES.—The 
Attorney General, in consultation with the 
Secretary of Agriculture, shall provide guid- 
ance to States relating to existing options 
for school food authorities in the States to 
apply for reimbursement for free or reduced 
price lunches under the Richard B. Russell 
National School Lunch Act (42 U.S.C. 1751 et 
seq.) for juveniles who are incarcerated and 
would, if not incarcerated, be eligible for free 
or reduced price lunches under that Act.’’. 
SEC. 209. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

Section 299 of the Juvenile Justice and De- 
linquency Prevention Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 
5672) is amended— 

(1) by striking subsections (b) and (c), and 
redesignating subsection (d) as subsection 
(b); 

(2) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by striking ‘(EXCLUDING PARTS C AND E)”; 

(B) by striking paragraph (1) and inserting 
the following: 

“(1) There are authorized to be appro- 
priated to carry out this title— 

‘(A) $76,125,000 for fiscal year 2018; 

‘“(B) $76,125,000 for fiscal year 2019; 

““(C) $77,266,875 for fiscal year 2020; 

““(D) $78,425,878 for fiscal year 2021; and 

“(E) $79,602,266 for fiscal year 2022.’’; and 

(C) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by striking “(other than parts C and 
E)”; and 

(ii) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘part 
D” and inserting ‘‘parts D and B”. 

SEC. 210. ADMINISTRATIVE AUTHORITY. 

Section 299A of the Juvenile Justice and 
Delinquency Prevention Act of 1974 (42 
U.S.C. 5672) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (d)— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘(1)’’ before ‘‘The Admin- 
istrator’’; 

(B) by striking ‘‘, after appropriate con- 
sultation with representatives of States and 
units of local government,’’; 

(C) by inserting ‘guidance,’ 
tions,’’; and 

(D) by adding at the end the following: ‘‘In 
developing guidance and procedures, the Ad- 
ministrator shall consult with representa- 
tives of States and units of local govern- 
ment, including those individuals respon- 
sible for administration of this Act and com- 
pliance with the core requirements. 

‘(2) The Administrator shall ensure that— 

‘(A) reporting, compliance reporting, 
State plan requirements, and other similar 


’ 
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documentation as may be required from 

States is requested in a manner that respects 

confidentiality, encourages efficiency and re- 

duces the duplication of reporting efforts; 
and 

“(B) States meeting all the core require- 
ments are encouraged to experiment with of- 
fering innovative, data-driven programs de- 
signed to further improve the juvenile jus- 
tice system.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (e), by striking ‘‘require- 
ments described in paragraphs (11), (12), and 
(13) of section 223(a)’’ and inserting ‘‘core re- 
quirements”. 

TITLE IHI—INCENTIVE GRANTS FOR 
LOCAL DELINQUENCY PREVENTION 
PROGRAMS 

SEC. 301. SHORT TITLE. 

Section 501 of the Incentive Grants for 
Local Delinquency Prevention Programs Act 
of 2002 (42 U.S.C. 5601 note) is amended— 

(1) by inserting “Youth Promise” before 
“Incentive Grants”; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘2002” and inserting ‘‘2016”. 
SEC. 302. DEFINITIONS. 

Section 502 of the Incentive Grants for 
Local Delinquency Prevention Programs Act 
of 2002 (42 U.S.C. 5781) is amended to read as 
follows: 

“SEC. 502. DEFINITIONS. 

“In this title— 

“(1) the term ‘eligible entity’ means— 

“(A) a unit of local government that is in 
compliance with the requirements of part B 
of title II; or 

“(B) a nonprofit organization in partner- 
ship with a unit of local government de- 
scribed in subparagraph (A); 

(2) the term ‘local policy board’, when 
used with respect to an eligible entity, 
means a policy board that the eligible entity 
will engage in the development of the eligi- 
ble entity’s plan described in section 
504(e)(5), and that includes— 

“(A) not fewer than 15 and not more than 
21 members; and 

‘“(B) a balanced representation of— 

“(G) public agencies and private nonprofit 
organizations serving juveniles and their 
families; and 

‘“(ii) business and industry; 

““(C) at least one representative of the faith 
community, one adjudicated youth, and one 
parent of an adjudicated youth; and 

“(D) in the case of an eligible entity de- 
scribed in paragraph (1)(B), a representative 
of the nonprofit organization of the eligible 
entity; 

“(3) the term ‘mentoring’ means matching 
1 adult with 1 or more youths for the purpose 
of providing guidance, support, and encour- 
agement through regularly scheduled meet- 
ings for not less than 9 months; 

“(4) the term ‘juvenile delinquency pro- 
gram’ means a juvenile delinquency program 
that is evidence-based or promising and that 
may include— 

“(A) alcohol and substance abuse preven- 
tion services; 

“(B) tutoring and remedial education, es- 
pecially in reading and mathematics; 

‘“(C) child and adolescent health and men- 
tal health services; 

‘“(D) recreation services; 

‘“(E) leadership and youth development ac- 
tivities; 

“(F) the teaching that individuals are and 
should be held accountable for their actions; 

“(G) assistance in the development of job 
training skills; 

(H) youth mentoring programs; 

““(I) after-school programs; 

“(J) coordination of a continuum of serv- 
ices, which may include— 
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“(i) early childhood development services; 
“(ii) voluntary home visiting programs; 
‘“(iii) nurse-family partnership programs; 
“(iv) parenting skills training; 

“(v) child abuse prevention programs; 

“(vi) family stabilization programs; 

“(vii) child welfare services; 

“(viii) family violence intervention pro- 
grams; 

“(ix) adoption assistance programs; 

“(x) emergency, transitional and perma- 
nent housing assistance; 

““(xi) job placement and retention training; 

“(xii) summer jobs programs; 

“(xiii) alternative school resources for 
youth who have dropped out of school or 
demonstrate chronic truancy; 

“(xiv) conflict resolution skill training; 

““(xv) restorative justice programs; 

“(xvi) mentoring programs; 

“(xvii) targeted gang prevention, interven- 
tion and exit services; 

“(xvili) training and education programs 
for pregnant teens and teen parents; and 

““(xix) pre-release, post-release, and re- 
entry services to assist detained and incar- 
cerated youth with transitioning back into 
and reentering the community; and 

“(K) other data-driven evidence-based or 
promising prevention programs; 

“(5) the term ‘State advisory group’ means 
the advisory group appointed by the chief ex- 
ecutive officer of a State under a plan de- 
scribed in section 223(a); and 

“(6) the term ‘State entity’ means the 
State agency designated under section 
223(a)(1) or the entity receiving funds under 
section 223(d).’’. 

SEC. 303. DUTIES AND FUNCTIONS OF THE AD- 
MINISTRATOR. 

Section 503 of the Incentive Grants for 
Local Delinquency Prevention Programs Act 
of 2002 (42 U.S.C. 5782) is amended— 

(1) by striking paragraph (1); and 

(2) by redesignating paragraphs (2) through 
(4) as paragraphs (1) through (3), respec- 
tively. 

SEC. 304. GRANTS FOR DELINQUENCY PREVEN- 
TION PROGRAMS. 

Section 504 of the Incentive Grants for 
Local Delinquency Prevention Programs Act 
of 2002 (42 U.S.C. 5781 et seq.) is amended to 
read as follows: 

“SEC. 504. GRANTS FOR LOCAL DELINQUENCY 
PREVENTION PROGRAMS. 

‘“(a) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this section 
is to enable local communities to address the 
unmet needs of youth who are involved in, or 
are at risk of involvement in, juvenile delin- 
quency or gang activity, including through a 
continuum of delinquency prevention pro- 
grams for juveniles who have had contact 
with the juvenile justice system or who are 
likely to have contact with the juvenile jus- 
tice system. 

“(b) PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.—The Adminis- 
trator shall— 

“(1) for each fiscal year for which less than 
$25,000,000 is appropriated under section 506, 
award grants to not fewer than 3 State enti- 
ties, but not more than 5 State entities, that 
apply under subsection (c) and meet the re- 
quirements of subsection (d); or 

“(2) for each fiscal year for which 
$25,000,000 or more is appropriated under sec- 
tion 506, award grants to not fewer than 5 
State entities that apply under subsection 
(c) and meet the requirements of subsection 
(d). 
“(c) STATE APPLICATION.—To be eligible to 
receive a grant under this section, a State 
entity shall submit an application to the Ad- 
ministrator, which includes the following: 

“(1) An assurance the State entity will 
use— 
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“(A) not more than 10 percent of such 
grant, in the aggregate— 

“(i) for the costs incurred by the State en- 
tity to carry out this section, except that 
not more than 3 percent of such grant may 
be used for such costs; and 

“(ii) to provide technical assistance to eli- 
gible entities receiving a subgrant under sub- 
section (e) in carrying out juvenile delin- 
quency programs under the subgrant; and 

“(B) the remainder of such grant to award 
subgrants to eligible entities under sub- 
section (e). 

“(2) An assurance that such grant will sup- 
plement, and not supplant, State and local 
efforts to prevent juvenile delinquency. 

“(3) An assurance the State entity will 
evaluate the capacity of eligible entities re- 
ceiving a subgrant under subsection (e) to 
fulfill the requirements under such sub- 
section. 

“(4) An assurance that such application 
was prepared after consultation with, and 
participation by, the State advisory group, 
units of local government, community-based 
organizations, and organizations that carry 
out programs, projects, or activities to pre- 
vent juvenile delinquency in the local juve- 
nile justice system served by the State enti- 
ty. 
‘(d) APPROVAL OF STATE APPLICATIONS.—In 
awarding grants under this section for a fis- 
cal year, the Administrator may not award a 
grant to a State entity for a fiscal year un- 
less— 

**(1)(A) the State that will be served by the 
State entity submitted a plan under section 
223 for such fiscal year; and 

‘“(B) such plan is approved by the Adminis- 
trator for such fiscal year; or 

“(2) after finding good cause for a waiver, 
the Administrator waives the plan required 
under subparagraph (A) for such State for 
such fiscal year. 

‘*(e) SUBGRANT PROGRAM.— 

‘(1) PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Each State entity re- 
ceiving a grant under this section shall 
award subgrants to eligible entities in ac- 
cordance with this subsection. 

“(B) PRIORITY.—In awarding subgrants 
under this subsection, the State entity shall 
give priority to eligible entities that dem- 
onstrate ability in— 

“(i) plans for service and agency coordina- 
tion and collaboration including the colloca- 
tion of services; 

““(ii) innovative ways to involve the private 
nonprofit and business sector in delinquency 
prevention activities; 

“(iii) developing data-driven prevention 
plans, employing evidence-based prevention 
strategies, and conducting program evalua- 
tions to determine impact and effectiveness; 

“(iv) identifying under the plan submitted 
under paragraph (5) potential savings and ef- 
ficiencies associated with successful imple- 
mentation of such plan; and 

“(v) describing how such savings and effi- 
ciencies may be used to carry out delin- 
quency prevention programs and be rein- 
vested in the continuing implementation of 
such programs after the end of the subgrant 
period. 

‘“(C) SUBGRANT PROGRAM PERIOD AND DIVER- 
SITY OF PROJECTS.— 

“(i) PROGRAM PERIOD.—A subgrant awarded 
to an eligible entity by a State entity under 
this section shall be for a period of not more 
than 5 years, of which the eligible entity— 

“(I) may use not more than 18 months for 
completing the plan submitted by the eligi- 
ble entity under paragraph (5); and 

“(ID shall use the remainder of the 
subgrant period, after planning period de- 
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scribed in subclause (I), for the implementa- 
tion of such plan. 

‘(ii) DIVERSITY OF PROJECTS.—In awarding 
subgrants under this subsection, a State en- 
tity shall ensure, to the extent practicable 
and applicable, that such subgrants are dis- 
tributed throughout different areas, includ- 
ing urban, suburban, and rural areas. 

*(2) LOCAL APPLICATION.—An eligible enti- 
ty that desires a subgrant under this sub- 
section shall submit an application to the 
State entity in the State of the eligible enti- 
ty, at such time and in such manner as de- 
termined by the State entity, and that in- 
cludes— 

“(A) a description of— 

““(i) the local policy board and local part- 
ners the eligible entity will engage in the de- 
velopment of the plan described in paragraph 
(5); 

“(ii) the unmet needs of youth in the com- 
munity who are or have been involved in, or 
are at risk of being involved in juvenile de- 
linquency or gang activity; 

‘“(iii) available resources in the community 
to meet the unmet needs identified in the 
needs assessment described in paragraph 
(5)(A); 

“(iv) potential costs to the community if 
the unmet needs are not addressed; 

‘“(B) a specific time period for the planning 
and subsequent implementation of its con- 
tinuum of local delinquency prevention pro- 
grams; 

““(C) the steps the eligible entity will take 
to implement the plan under subparagraph 
(A); and 

“(D) a plan to continue the grant activity 
with non-Federal funds, if proven successful 
according to the performance evaluation 
process under paragraph (5)(D), after the 
grant period. 

“(3) MATCHING REQUIREMENT.—An eligible 
entity desiring a subgrant under this sub- 
section shall agree to provide a 50 percent 
match of the amount of the subgrant, which 
may include the value of in-kind contribu- 
tions. 

““(4) SUBGRANT REVIEW.— 

“(A) REVIEW.—Not later than the end of 
the second year of a subgrant period for a 
subgrant awarded to an eligible entity under 
this subsection and before awarding the re- 
maining amount of the subgrant to the eligi- 
ble entity, the State entity shall— 

“(i) ensure that the eligible entity has 
completed the plan submitted under para- 
graph (2) and that the plan meets the re- 
quirements of such paragraph; and 

“(ii) verify that the eligible entity will 
begin the implementation of its plan upon 
receiving the next installment of its 
subgrant award. 

“(B) TERMINATION.—If the State entity 

finds through the review conducted under 
subparagraph (A) that the eligible entity has 
not met the requirements of clause (i) of 
such subparagraph, the State entity shall re- 
allocate the amount remaining on the 
subgrant of the eligible entity to other eligi- 
e entities receiving a subgrant under this 
ubsection or award the amount to an eligi- 
ble entity during the next subgrant competi- 
tion under this subsection. 
‘“(5) LOCAL USES OF FUNDS.—An eligible en- 
tity that receives a subgrant under this sub- 
section shall use the funds to implement a 
plan to carry out delinquency prevention 
programs in the community served by the el- 
igible entity in a coordinated manner with 
other delinquency prevention programs or 
entities serving such community, which in- 
cludes— 

“(A) an analysis of the unmet needs of 
youth in the community who are or have 
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been, or are at risk of being, involved in ju- 
venile delinquency or gang activity— 

“(i) which shall include— 

“(I) the available resources in the commu- 
nity to meet the unmet needs; and 

“(II) factors present in the community 
that may contribute to delinquency, such as 
homelessness, food insecurity, teen preg- 
nancy, youth unemployment, family insta- 
bility, lack of educational opportunity; and 

“(i) may include an estimate— 

“(I) for the most recent year for which reli- 
able data is available, the amount expended 
by the community and other entities for de- 
linquency adjudication for juveniles and the 
incarceration of adult offenders for offenses 
committed in such community; and 

“(IT) of potential savings and efficiencies 
that may be achieved through the implemen- 
tation of the plan; 

‘(B) a minimum 3-year comprehensive 
strategy to address the unmet needs and an 
estimate of the amount or percentage of non- 
Federal funds that are available to carry out 
the strategy; 

‘(C) a description of how delinquency pre- 
vention programs under the plan will be co- 
ordinated; 

‘(D) a description of the performance eval- 
uation process of the delinquency prevention 
programs to be implemented under the plan, 
which shall include performance measures to 
assess efforts to address the unmet needs of 
youth in the community analyzed under sub- 
paragraph (A); 

“(E) the evidence or promising evaluation 
on which such delinquency prevention pro- 
grams are based; and 

‘(F) if such delinquency prevention pro- 
grams are proven successful according to the 
performance evaluation process under sub- 
paragraph (D), a strategy to continue such 
programs after the subgrant period with non- 
Federal funds, including a description of how 
any estimated savings or efficiencies created 
by the implementation of the plan may be 
used to continue such programs.”’. 

SEC. 305. GRANTS FOR TRIBAL DELINQUENCY 
PREVENTION AND RESPONSE PRO- 
GRAMS. 

The Incentive Grants for Local Delin- 
quency Prevention Programs Act of 2002 (42 
U.S.C. 5781 et seq.) is amended by redesig- 
nating section 505 as section 506 and by in- 
serting after section 504 the following: 

“SEC. 505. GRANTS FOR TRIBAL DELINQUENCY 
PREVENTION AND RESPONSE PRO- 
GRAMS. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 
make grants under this section, on a com- 
petitive basis, to eligible Indian tribes (or 
consortia of Indian tribes) as described in 
subsection (b)— 

“(1) to support and enhance— 

“(A) tribal juvenile delinquency prevention 
services; and 

‘“(B) the ability of Indian tribes to respond 
to, and care for, juvenile offenders; and 

“(2) to encourage accountability of Indian 
tribal governments with respect to pre- 
venting juvenile delinquency, and responding 
to, and caring for, juvenile offenders. 

‘(b) ELIGIBLE INDIAN TRIBES.—To be eligi- 
ble to receive a grant under this section, an 
Indian tribe or consortium of Indian tribes 
shall submit to the Administrator an appli- 
cation in such form as the Administrator 
may require. 

‘“(c) CONSIDERATIONS.—In providing grants 
under this section, the Administrator shall 
take into consideration, with respect to the 
Indian tribe to be served, the— 

‘“(1) juvenile delinquency rates; 

‘(2) school dropout rates; and 
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“(3) number of youth at risk of delin- 
quency. 

‘(d) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—Of_ the 
amount appropriated for a fiscal year to 
carry out this title, 11 percent shall be avail- 
able to carry out this section.’’. 

SEC. 306. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

Section 506, as redesignated by section 305, 
is amended to read as follows: 

“SEC. 506. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

“There are authorized to be appropriated 
to carry out this title— 

‘(1) $91,857,500 for fiscal year 2018; 

““(2) $91,857,500 for fiscal year 2019; 

**(3) $93,235,362 for fiscal year 2020; 

“*(4) $94,633,892 for fiscal year 2021; and 

““(5) $96,053,401 for fiscal year 2022.’’. 

SEC. 307. TECHNICAL AMENDMENT. 

Title V of the Juvenile Justice and Delin- 
quency Prevention Act of 1974 as enacted by 
Public Law 93-415 (88 Stat. 1133) (relating to 
miscellaneous and conforming amendments) 
is repealed. 

TITLE IV—MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS 
SEC. 401. EVALUATION BY GOVERNMENT AC- 
COUNTABILITY OFFICE. 

(a) EVALUATION.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Comptroller General of the United States 
shall— 

(1) conduct a comprehensive analysis and 
evaluation regarding the performance of the 
Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency 
Prevention (referred to in this section as 
“the agency”), its functions, its programs, 
and its grants; 

(2) conduct a comprehensive audit and 
evaluation of a selected, sample of grantees 
(as determined by the Comptroller General) 
that receive Federal funds under grant pro- 
grams administered by the agency including 
a review of internal controls (as defined in 
section 103 of the Juvenile Justice and Delin- 
quency Prevention Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 
5603), as amended by this Act) to prevent 
fraud, waste, and abuse of funds by grantees; 
and 

(3) submit a report in accordance with sub- 
section (d). 

(b) CONSIDERATIONS FOR EVALUATION.—In 
conducting the analysis and evaluation 
under subsection (a)(1), and in order to docu- 
ment the efficiency and public benefit of the 
Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Preven- 
tion Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 5601 et seq.), ex- 
cluding the Runaway and Homeless Youth 
Act (42 U.S.C. 5701 et seq.) and the Missing 
Children’s Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5771 et 
seq.), the Comptroller General shall take 
into consideration— 

(1) the outcome and results of the pro- 
grams carried out by the agency and those 
programs administered through grants by 
the agency; 

(2) the extent to which the agency has 
complied with the Government Performance 
and Results Act of 1993 (Public Law 103-62; 
107 Stat. 285); 

(3) the extent to which the jurisdiction of, 
and the programs administered by, the agen- 
cy duplicate or conflict with the jurisdiction 
and programs of other agencies; 

(4) the potential benefits of consolidating 
programs administered by the agency with 
similar or duplicative programs of other 
agencies, and the potential for consolidating 
those programs; 

(5) whether less restrictive or alternative 
methods exist to carry out the functions of 
the agency and whether current functions or 
operations are impeded or enhanced by exist- 
ing statutes, rules, and procedures; 

(6) the number and types of beneficiaries or 
persons served by programs carried out by 
the agency; 
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(7) the manner with which the agency 
seeks public input and input from State and 
local governments on the performance of the 
functions of the agency; 

(8) the extent to which the agency com- 
plies with section 552 of title 5, United States 
Code (commonly Known as the Freedom of 
Information Act); 

(9) whether greater oversight is needed of 
programs developed with grants made by the 
agency; and 

(10) the extent to which changes are nec- 
essary in the authorizing statutes of the 
agency in order for the functions of the agen- 
cy to be performed in a more efficient and ef- 
fective manner. 

(c) CONSIDERATIONS FOR AUDITS.—In con- 
ducting the audit and evaluation under sub- 
section (a)(2), and in order to document the 
efficiency and public benefit of the Juvenile 
Justice and Delinquency Prevention Act of 
1974 (42 U.S.C. 5601 et seq.), excluding the 
Runaway and Homeless Youth Act (42 U.S.C. 
5701 et seq.) and the Missing Children’s As- 
sistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5771 et seq.), the 
Comptroller General shall take into consid- 
eration— 

(1) whether grantees timely file Financial 
Status Reports; 

(2) whether grantees have sufficient inter- 
nal controls to ensure adequate oversight of 
grant fund received; 

(8) whether disbursements were accom- 
panied with adequate supporting documenta- 
tion (including invoices and receipts); 

(4) whether expenditures were authorized; 

(5) whether subrecipients of grant funds 
were complying with program requirements; 

(6) whether salaries and fringe benefits of 
personnel were adequately supported by doc- 
umentation; 

(7) whether contracts were bid in accord- 
ance with program guidelines; and 

(8) whether grant funds were spent in ac- 
cordance with program goals and guidelines. 

(d) REPORT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp- 
troller General of the United States shall— 

(A) submit a report regarding the evalua- 
tion conducted under subsection (a) and 
audit under subsection (b), to the Speaker of 
the House of Representatives and the Presi- 
dent pro tempore of the Senate; and 

(B) make the report described in subpara- 
graph (A) available to the public. 

(2) CONTENTS.—The report submitted in ac- 
cordance with paragraph (1) shall include all 
audit findings determined by the selected, 
statistically significant sample of grantees 
as required by subsection (a)(2) and shall in- 
clude the name and location of any selected 
grantee as well as any findings required by 
subsection (a)(2). 

SEC. 402. ACCOUNTABILITY AND OVERSIGHT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Juvenile Justice and 
Delinquency Prevention Act of 1974 (42 
U.S.C. 5601 et seq.) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

“TITLE VI—ACCOUNTABILITY AND 
OVERSIGHT 
“SEC. 601. ACCOUNTABILITY AND OVERSIGHT. 

“(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that, in order to ensure that at-risk 
youth, and youth who come into contact 
with the juvenile justice system or the 
criminal justice system, are treated fairly 
and that the outcome of that contact is ben- 
eficial to the Nation— 

““(1) the Department of Justice, through its 
Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency 
Prevention, must restore meaningful en- 
forcement of the core requirements in title 
II; and 
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“(2) States, which are entrusted with a fis- 
cal stewardship role if they accept funds 
under title II must exercise vigilant over- 
sight to ensure full compliance with the core 
requirements for juveniles provided for in 
title II. 


‘“(b) ACCOUNTABILITY .— 

‘(1) AGENCY PROGRAM REVIEW.— 

‘(A) PROGRAMMATIC AND FINANCIAL ASSESS- 
MENT.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 60 days 
after the date of enactment of the Sup- 
porting Youth Opportunity and Preventing 
Delinquency Act of 2016, the Director of the 
Office of Audit, Assessment, and Manage- 
ment of the Office of Justice Programs at 
the Department of Justice (referred to in 
this section as the ‘Director’) shall— 

“(ID) conduct a comprehensive analysis and 
evaluation of the internal controls of the Of- 
fice of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency 
Prevention (referred to in this section as the 
‘agency’) to determine if States and Indian 
tribes receiving grants are following the re- 
quirements of the agency grant programs 
and what remedial action the agency has 
taken to recover any grant funds that are ex- 
pended in violation of grant programs, in- 
cluding instances where— 

“(aa) supporting documentation was not 
provided for cost reports; 

‘“(bb) unauthorized expenditures occurred; 
and 

“(cc) subrecipients of grant funds were not 
in compliance with program requirements; 

“(IT) conduct a comprehensive audit and 
evaluation of a selected statistically signifi- 
cant sample of States and Indian tribes (as 
determined by the Director) that have re- 
ceived Federal funds under title II, including 
a review of internal controls to prevent 
fraud, waste, and abuse of funds by grantees; 
and 

“(IIIT) submit a report in accordance with 
clause (iv). 

‘“(ii) CONSIDERATIONS FOR EVALUATIONS.—In 
conducting the analysis and evaluation 
under clause (i)(I), and in order to document 
the efficiency and public benefit of titles II 
and V, the Director shall take into consider- 
ation the extent to which— 

“(D greater oversight is needed of pro- 
grams developed with grants made by the 
agency; 

“(ID changes are necessary in the author- 
izing statutes of the agency in order that the 
functions of the agency can be performed in 
a more efficient and effective manner; and 

‘“(IIT) the agency has implemented rec- 
ommendations issued by the Comptroller 
General or Office of Inspector General relat- 
ing to the grant making and grant moni- 
toring responsibilities of the agency. 

‘“(iii) CONSIDERATIONS FOR AUDITS.—In con- 
ducting the audit and evaluation under 
clause (i)(II), and in order to document the 
efficiency and public benefit of titles II and 
V, the Director shall take into consider- 
ation— 

“(I) whether grantees timely file Financial 
Status Reports; 

“(ID whether grantees have sufficient in- 
ternal controls to ensure adequate oversight 
of grant funds received; 

“(JIT) whether grantees’ assertions of com- 
pliance with the core requirements were ac- 
companied with adequate supporting docu- 
mentation; 

(IV) whether expenditures were author- 
ized; 

‘“(V) whether subrecipients of grant funds 
were complying with program requirements; 
and 
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(VI) whether grant funds were spent in ac- 
cordance with the program goals and guide- 
lines. 

“(iv) REPORT.—The Director shall— 

“(D) submit to the Congress a report out- 
lining the results of the analysis, evaluation, 
and audit conducted under clause (i), includ- 
ing supporting materials, to the Speaker of 
the House of Representatives and the Presi- 
dent pro tempore of the Senate; and 

“(II) shall make such report available to 
the public online, not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this section. 

‘(B) ANALYSIS OF INTERNAL CONTROLS.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days 
after the date of enactment of the Sup- 
porting Youth Opportunity and Preventing 
Delinquency Act of 2016, the Administrator 
shall initiate a comprehensive analysis and 
evaluation of the internal controls of the 
agency to determine whether, and to what 
extent, States and Indian tribes that receive 
grants under titles II and V are following the 
requirements of the grant programs author- 
ized under titles II and V. 

“(ii) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of the Supporting 
Youth Opportunity and Preventing Delin- 
quency Act of 2016, the Administrator shall 
submit to Congress a report containing— 

“(I) the findings of the analysis and eval- 
uation conducted under clause (i); 

“(IT) a description of remedial actions, if 
any, that will be taken by the Administrator 
to enhance the internal controls of the agen- 
cy and recoup funds that may have been ex- 
pended in violation of law, regulations, or 
program requirements issued under titles II 
and V; and 

‘(III) a description of— 

“(aa) the analysis conducted under clause 
(i); 
“(bb) whether the funds awarded under ti- 
tles II and V have been used in accordance 
with law, regulations, program guidance, and 
applicable plans; and 

““(cc) the extent to which funds awarded to 
States and Indian tribes under titles II and V 
enhanced the ability of grantees to fulfill the 
core requirements. 

‘(C) REPORT BY THE ATTORNEY GENERAL.— 
Not later than 180 days after the date of en- 
actment of the Supporting Youth Oppor- 
tunity and Preventing Delinquency Act of 
2016, the Attorney General shall submit to 
the appropriate committees of the Congress 
a report on the estimated amount of formula 
grant funds disbursed by the agency since 
fiscal year 2010 that did not meet the re- 
quirements for awards of formula grants to 
States under title II. 

‘*(2) CONFERENCE EXPENDITURES.— 

“(A) LIMITATION.—No amounts authorized 
to be appropriated to the Department of Jus- 
tice under this Act may be used by the At- 
torney General, or by any individual or orga- 
nization awarded discretionary funds 
through a cooperative agreement under this 
Act, to host or support any expenditure for 
conferences that uses more than $20,000 in 
funds made available to the Department of 
Justice, unless the Deputy Attorney General 
or such Assistant Attorney Generals, Direc- 
tors, or principal deputies as the Deputy At- 
torney General may designate, provides prior 
written authorization that the funds may be 
expended to host a conference. 

‘(B) WRITTEN APPROVAL.—Written ap- 
proval under subparagraph (A) shall include 
a written estimate of all costs associated 
with the conference, including the cost of all 
food and beverages, audiovisual equipment, 
honoraria for speakers, and entertainment. 

‘(C) REPORT.—The Deputy Attorney Gen- 
eral shall submit an annual report to the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate 
and the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce of the House of Representatives 
on all conference expenditures approved 
under this paragraph. 

‘(3) PROHIBITION ON LOBBYING ACTIVITY.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Amounts authorized to 
be appropriated under this Act may not be 
utilized by any recipient of a grant made 
using such amounts— 

“() to lobby any representative of the De- 
partment of Justice regarding the award of 
grant funding; or 

“Gi) to lobby any representative of a Fed- 
eral, State, local, or tribal government re- 
garding the award of grant funding. 

(B) PENALTY.—If the Attorney General de- 
termines that any recipient of a grant made 
using amounts authorized to be appropriated 
under this Act has violated subparagraph 
(A), the Attorney General shall— 

“(i) require the recipient to repay the 
grant in full; and 

“(i) prohibit the recipient to receive an- 
other grant under this Act for not less than 
5 years. 

“(C) CLARIFICATION.—For purposes of this 
paragraph, submitting an application for a 
grant under this Act shall not be considered 
lobbying activity in violation of subpara- 
graph (A). 

“(c) PREVENTING DUPLICATIVE GRANTS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Before the Attorney 
General awards a grant to an applicant 
under this Act, the Attorney General shall 
compare potential grant awards with other 
grants awarded under this Act to determine 
if duplicate grant awards are awarded for the 
same purpose. 

(2) REPORT.—If the Attorney General 
awards duplicate grants to the same appli- 
cant for the same purpose the Attorney Gen- 
eral shall submit to the Committee on the 
Judiciary of the Senate and the Committee 
on Education and the Workforce of the 
House of Representatives a report that in- 
cludes— 

“(A) a list of all duplicate grants awarded, 
including the total dollar amount of any du- 
plicate grants awarded; and 

“(B) the reason the Attorney General 
awarded the duplicative grant. 

“(d) COMPLIANCE WITH AUDITING STAND- 
ARDS.—The Administrator shall comply with 
the Generally Accepted Government Audit- 
ing Standards, published by the General Ac- 
countability Office (commonly known as the 
‘Yellow Book’), in the conduct of fiscal, com- 
pliance, and programmatic audits of 
States.’’. 

(b) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND- 
MENT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Juvenile Justice and 
Delinquency Prevention Act of 1974 is 
amended by striking paragraphs (6) and (7) of 
section 407 (42 U.S.C. 5776a). 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by paragraph (1) shall take effect on 
the 1st day of the 1st fiscal year that begins 
after the date of enactment of this Act. 

(3) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—In the case of an enti- 
ty that is barred from receiving grant funds 
under paragraph (7)(B)(ii) of section 407 of 
the Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Pre- 
vention Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 5776a), the 
amendment made by paragraph (1) of this 
subsection shall not affect the applicability 
to the entity, or to the Attorney General 
with respect to the entity, of paragraph (7) of 
such section 407, as in effect on the day be- 
fore the effective date of the amendment 
made by paragraph (1). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
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Florida (Mr. CURBELO) and the gen- 
tleman from Virginia (Mr. SCOTT) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. CURBELO of Florida. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent that all 
Members may have 5 legislative days 
in which to revise and extend their re- 
marks and include extraneous material 
on H.R. 5963. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Florida? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CURBELO of Florida. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong 
support of H.R. 5963, the Supporting 
Youth Opportunity and Preventing De- 
linquency Act. 

Mr. Speaker, helping kids succeed in 
life is a priority we all share. That is 
why we work to make sure all children 
have access to the education and the 
opportunities necessary to achieve 
their goals and build fulfilling futures 
for themselves. 

Unfortunately, too many children 
don’t realize that success is even an op- 
tion for them. Too many others believe 
their chance is past or don’t know how 
to seize it. As a result, they make deci- 
sions that put them on the wrong path 
and, in some cases, in the juvenile jus- 
tice system. These are the children this 
legislation will help. 

H.R. 5963 includes a number of posi- 
tive reforms, all aimed at improving 
services to keep at-risk youth out of 
the juvenile system and help juvenile 
offenders turn their lives around. 

First, the bill’s reforms will set these 
children up for long-term success. They 
will help them gain the skills they 
need to become productive members of 
society or a second chance to reach 
their full potential. These reforms will 
also give State and local leaders the 
flexibility to meet specific and unique 
needs of vulnerable kids in their com- 
munities. 

The legislation also prioritizes what 
works, focusing on evidence-based 
strategies that will help reduce juve- 
nile delinquency. It will also give pol- 
icymakers, State and local leaders, and 
service providers a better under- 
standing of the best ways to serve kids 
across the country. 

Finally, the bill improves oversight 
and accountability to ensure juvenile 
justice programs are delivering posi- 
tive results for children and to protect 
the taxpayers’ investment in these im- 
portant programs. 

These are all commonsense measures 
that will reform the juvenile justice 
system and improve public safety. But 
more than that, they will provide op- 
portunities for kids to build successful, 
fulfilling lives, especially for young 
men and women who never thought 
that kind of life was possible. 
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I was happy to partner with our 
ranking member, BOBBY SCOTT, on this 
important piece of legislation, and I 
am proud of the work we have done to- 
gether. Mr. ScoTT of Virginia has long 
been a champion of this effort, and 
with this bipartisan initiative, we have 
put forward a good bill that will help 
more children in this country achieve 
success in life. 

I would also like to thank our col- 
leagues in the Senate, especially Judi- 
ciary Committee Chairman CHUCK 
GRASSLEY and Senator SHELDON WHITE- 
HOUSE for their leadership and hard 
work, as well as Chairman JOHN KLINE, 
Amy Jones, Leslie Tatum, and the rest 
of the Education and the Workforce 
Committee staff. They have all helped 
pave the way for the reforms in the bill 
before us today, and I look forward to 
working with them to complete this 
important effort. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to thank 
Chairman KLINE, Subcommittee Chair 
ROKITA, and the gentleman from Flor- 
ida (Mr. CURBELO) for their work, and 
also, on our side, Representatives 
Davis of California, ADAMS, and WIL- 
SON of Florida for their work on this 
legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, juvenile courts were es- 
tablished by States over 100 years ago 
on the emerging legal theory that chil- 
dren should not be held fully respon- 
sible for their actions, a theory proven 
by scientific research into impulse con- 
trol and brain development. The capac- 
ity to rehabilitate children became the 
focus of the system rather than punish- 
ment of offenders. Congress first ar- 
ticulated national standards of juve- 
nile justice in the Juvenile Justice and 
Delinquency Prevention Act of 1974. 

Long overdue for reauthorization, 
H.R. 5963 creates Federal guardrails 
that protect children in the juvenile 
justice system within each State. In 
the 14 years since Congress last reau- 
thorized the program, there have been 
advancements in research and expan- 
sion of evidence informing improved 
methods to prevent inappropriate 
youth incarceration and to reduce de- 


linquency. 
The bill we consider today includes 
necessary improvements in Federal 


policy firmly grounded in facts that 
demonstrate that public investments 
in services to our youth, particularly 
trauma-informed care and alternatives 
to incarceration, will produce positive 
results for at-risk youth. Those results, 
in turn, will lead to reduced crime and 
long-term cost savings. 
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H.R. 5963 requires, for the first time, 
that State juvenile justice plans take 
into account the latest scientific re- 
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search on adolescent development and 
behavior, recognizing the importance 
of prevention and early intervention in 
juvenile crime policy. We _ shouldn’t 
have to legislate use of scientific re- 
search, but if we don’t, we will end up 
codifying and funding slogans and 
sound bites that have dictated our Na- 
tion’s approach to crime policy over 
the years. These slogans and sound 
bites often do nothing to decrease 
crime, and, in fact, when studied, some 
slogans have been shown to actually 
increase the crime rate. 

H.R. 5963 encourages States to con- 
sider promising practices when devel- 
oping State plans, such as program- 
ming to ensure youth access to public 
defenders in juvenile court, the use of 
problem-solving courts like drug courts 
as an alternative to conviction and 
confinement, efforts to inform and aid 
juveniles in the process of sealing and 
expunging juvenile records, and pro- 
gramming focused on the needs of girls 
in or at risk of entering the system. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, the bill retools 
the Title V Local Delinquency Preven- 
tion Grant Program, which is now enti- 
tled Youth Promise Incentive Grants 
for Local Delinquency Prevention Pro- 
gram, to support communities in the 
planning and implementing of com- 
prehensive evidence-based prevention 
and intervention programs specifically 
designed to reduce juvenile delin- 
quency and gang involvement. 

Grant recipients will be required to 
analyze the unmet delinquency preven- 
tion needs of youth in the community, 
then develop and implement a com- 
prehensive strategy to address those 
unmet needs with an emphasis on pro- 
gram coordination. Research has 
shown that a communitywide, coordi- 
nated approach to delinquency preven- 
tion utilizing a continuum of services 
can actually save the community 
money and improve efficiencies. 

I would like to thank my colleagues 
for working with me on the Title V 
provisions, which are modeled after 
legislation that I have been working on 
for nearly 10 years—the Youth PROM- 
ISE Act. I am confident that if en- 
acted, these incentive grants will vast- 
ly improve the lives of—and long-term 
economic opportunity for—our Na- 
tion’s at-risk youth. 

Mr. Speaker, the collaborative work 
of this committee gives me hope that 
we can get the full JJDPA reauthoriza- 
tion over the finish line this year. The 
Senate Judiciary Committee has 
marked up and passed their version of 
the bill. I know Senators GRASSLEY and 
WHITEHOUSE are working hard to get 
their bill out of the Senate. I am opti- 
mistic that support for the bill, which 
builds on knowledge and experience of 
the past 14 years, will spur further ac- 
tion so that the bill can make its way 
to the President’s desk for signature. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 
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Mr. CURBELO of Florida. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield 242 minutes to the gentleman 
from Indiana (Mr. ROKITA), a sub- 
committee chairman of the Committee 
on Education and the Workforce. 


Mr. ROKITA. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Florida for his 
leadership. 


I rise today in support of H.R. 5963, 
the Supporting Youth Opportunity and 
Preventing Delinquency Act of 2016. 


Mr. Speaker, there are approximately 
2 million children involved in our juve- 
nile justice system, with many more at 
risk of entering it. Prior to entering 
public service, I was engaged in the pri- 
vate practice of law. A good deal of 
that practice concerned at-risk youth, 
concerned juvenile law. 


I will tell you, Mr. Speaker, that at 
the outset of every case, just about, my 
number one goal was to see that that 
youth, that those juveniles, did not get 
put ‘‘in the system,” certainly did not 
get incarcerated. Not because, Mr. 
Speaker, I was trying to get them off of 
anything. In fact, my plea agreements 
and settlements were, in a way, de- 
signed to promote much more personal 
responsibility than any incarceration 
would. But I knew this: that if they got 
in the system, the chances were great 
that they would be lost forever, that 
they would come out of the system 
more hardened criminals, a bigger bur- 
den on society, with more costs, and, 
most importantly, another life lost. 


That is why I am pleased, as the 
Early Childhood, Elementary, and Sec- 
ondary Education Subcommittee chair- 
man, to work on this bill with these 
distinguished leaders: Mr. CURBELO, 
who I have already mentioned, and 
ranking minority leader, Mr. SCOTT. 


Leaders in Indiana’s Fourth Congres- 
sional District have long been fighting 
for these reforms as well. In Lafayette, 
Indiana, for example, the chief of po- 
lice there, Patrick Flannelly, has been 
extremely supportive of this bill. In 
fact, he educated most of us at a Mem- 
ber roundtable recently. He stated: 
“This bill will better target Federal 
funding to community-based coaching 
programs for troubled youth—pro- 
grams that I have seen firsthand work- 
ing well in Lafayette.” 


Mr. Speaker, students who get in- 
volved in the juvenile justice system 
are less likely to graduate high school, 
and up to 26 percent are more likely to 
return to jail as adults. I have personal 
experience counseling youth as well to 
back these figures up. Given these re- 
alities, we must work to make sure we 
are doing everything possible to help 
turn these kids’ lives around. 

This bill will help that process by 
making sure that these kids have the 
skills necessary to become productive 
members of society. Not only does this 
bill support prevention services for af- 
fected children, but makes sure we are 
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directing our resources to the pro- 
grams with records of success. Addi- 
tionally, improvements to program ac- 
countability and oversight means they 
will continue to produce positive ef- 
fects in their communities. 

Finally, it provides State and local 
leaders with the flexibility they need 
to assist the children in their commu- 
nities. These are the people who know 
best what is needed to better the lives 
of their children. 

Mr. Speaker, again, I thank the gen- 
tlemen for their leadership, and I urge 
all of my colleagues on both sides of 
the aisle to support this bill. 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield such time as she may consume 
to the gentlewoman from North Caro- 
lina (Ms. ADAMS). 

Ms. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Virginia for yield- 
ing. 

The Juvenile Justice and Delin- 
quency Prevention Act, introduced in 
the spirit of bipartisanship, supports 
three core principles: education, safety, 
and prevention. This bill will enable to- 
day’s young people to continue their 
education despite incarceration. Edu- 
cation is the great equalizer, and ac- 
cess to opportunities for a quality edu- 
cation should be available even for 
youth who, because of unfortunate cir- 
cumstances, sometimes lose their way 
and stray down the wrong path. 

Voting ‘‘yes’’ for this bill will give 
States and localities clear guidance 
and direction about how to reduce ra- 
cial and ethnic disparities found among 
incarcerated youth. Statistics show 
that African American youth are five 
times as likely to be placed in confine- 
ment as their White peers. Latino and 
American Indian youth are between 
two and three times as likely to be 
confined. 

Reauthorization of the Juvenile Jus- 
tice and Delinquency Prevention Act 
gives America’s youth a needed second 
chance to drive their future towards 
their dreams and not towards deten- 
tion. 

Mr. CURBELO of Florida. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman 
from Georgia (Mr. CARTER). 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I rise today in support of H.R. 5963, 
the Supporting Youth Opportunity and 
Preventing Delinquency Act. 

This bill, sponsored by Mr. CURBELO, 
allows at-risk young adults to get back 
on track by offering them a vast range 
of opportunities and reducing the bar- 
riers that hold these young adults back 
from success—from graduating high 
school to preparing for lifelong 
achievements in the workplace. 

Last fall, in an Education and the 
Workforce Committee hearing, a wit- 
ness told his compelling story about 
his own second chance through a sys- 
tem that allowed him to get out of the 
path he was on and to chart a new one. 
Currently, there are 2 million children 
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in the juvenile justice system, a sta- 
tistic that is much too high. Many of 
these children need a second chance to 
succeed, like the witness I heard in the 
Education and the Workforce Com- 
mittee. 

Before my time in the United States 
Congress, I had experience with this 
same issue in the Georgia State legisla- 
ture where I worked to help pass H.B. 
242. In Georgia, that bill ensured that 
juveniles with status offenses weren’t 
susceptible to the influence of more se- 
rious offenders, which could create an 
opportunity for them to commit more 
serious crimes later in their life. 

Georgia’s success with H.B. 242 is a 
prime example of why we need H.R. 
5963 at the Federal level. It saves 
money for taxpayers, reduces the 
strain on the justice system, and gives 
at-risk young adults a chance for a fu- 
ture. 

This is a win-win for all sides, and I 
am proud to cosponsor this legislation. 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank the 
gentleman from Georgia for his com- 
ments. He has been a strong advocate 
for good juvenile justice policy since he 
was in the Georgia legislature, and has 
an excellent reputation for that good 
work. 

I would like to thank the Act for Ju- 
venile Justice Coalition for their lead- 
ership; Senators GRASSLEY and WHITE- 
HOUSE; and staff members on this side, 
Denise Forte, Jacque Chevalier, and 
Christian Haines. 

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD 
letters from the National Prevention 
Science Coalition, the American 
Orthopsychiatric Association, and the 
NAACP. 


NATIONAL PREVENTION SCIENCE COALITION 


Date: September 18, 2016. 

To: Chairman John Kline and Ranking Mem- 
ber Bobby Scott, House Committee on 
Education and the Workforce. 

Re In support of H.R. 5968, the Supporting 
Youth Opportunity and Preventing De- 
linquency Act of 2016. 

This letter comes in support of H.R. 5963, 
the Supporting Youth Opportunity and Pre- 
venting Delinquency Act of 2016. I really ap- 
preciate Representative Curbelo and Rank- 
ing Member Scott for their leadership in in- 
troducing the bill. As a 30+ year juvenile and 
criminal justice practitioner, educator and 
clinician, I have had many opportunities to 
work with various policy efforts involving 
at-risk and other youths who come in con- 
tact with the juvenile justice system. My 
background includes policy and practice ex- 
periences at federal, state, county and local 
municipal levels of government. I am also a 
member of the Board of Directors of the Na- 
tional Prevention Science Coalition to Im- 
prove Lives (www.npscoalition.org)—a bipar- 
tisan group of 500+ scientists, practitioners, 
advocates, clinicians, policy makers, founda- 
tion representatives, agency leaders, and 
other community stakeholders interested in 
assisting policymakers at all levels in de- 
signing and implementing policies that in- 
clude a prevention mentality (e.g., the best 
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that prevention and implementation science 
has to offer relative to improving the well- 
being of citizens). When implemented well, 
prevention science has been shown to provide 
significant cost savings and benefits to the 
health and well-being of persons across the 
lifespan. Based on these experiences, I con- 
sider H.R. 5963 to be a substantial improve- 
ment over its former JJDPA version. 


The proposed legislation provides a much 
needed, updated framework inclusive of evi- 
dence based, prevention-oriented thinking in 
federal policy for youths—not as a prescrip- 
tion to the states, rather as a policy vehicle 
to help guide the states through the avail- 
ability of financial incentives (formula and 
incentive grants for local delinquency pre- 
vention programs), training, technical as- 
sistance, access to research and best prac- 
tices. The legislation is clearly informed by 
research describing the importance of using 
prevention and developmental science when 
building local and state capacities as youths 
interact with the juvenile justice system. 
H.R. 5963 captures important knowledge 
gained from investments made through pri- 
vate and public resources over the past 25 
years. Such investments have educated us as 
to the importance of building policies that 
include frameworks recognizing the develop- 
mental differences of youth (from adults) 
while still holding them accountable for 
their behaviors. Focus areas in the legisla- 
tion address the impacts of trauma, mental 
health challenges, substance use/abuse, fam- 
ily conflict, interpersonal as well as commu- 
nity violence, gender responsivity, racial/ 
ethnic disparities and are all critical issues. 
H.R. 5963 also provides a standardized set of 
expectations (e.g., the ‘‘core requirements’’) 
balancing public safety and accountability 
with the recognition that children and youth 
require tailored, developmentally appro- 
priate, unbiased and _  prevention-focused 
interventions that must be properly imple- 
mented with transparency and account- 
ability. Furthermore, H.R. 5963 clearly com- 
municates an intention that states begin 
look to their local communities to find inno- 
vative, cost-beneficial and effective preven- 
tion strategies for vulnerable youths and 
their families. 


I request and encourage that you pass this 
critically needed legislation. States and ter- 
ritories, through their State Advisory 
Groups (included in this legislation), depend 
on your leadership in these matters. For 40+ 
years the JJDPA has been the sole federal 
policy vehicle for at-risk and court involved 
youth in this country. The historical results 
in large measure from JJDPA implementa- 
tion are impressive—juvenile crime rates are 
at some of their lowest levels in decades. The 
JJDPA (now called Supporting Youth Oppor- 
tunity and Preventing Delinquency Act) will 
build on the past successes of the JJDPA, 
and guide states toward the evolution of sys- 
tems that are much more effective in pre- 
venting youth problems and crimes before 
more expensive, less successful deeper end 
juvenile and criminal justice alternatives 
must be used. 


Thank you for considering these thoughts. 
Respectfully yours, 
ROBERT (ROBIN) JENKINS, 
PH.D., 
Board of Directors, 
National Prevention 
Science Coalition to 


Improve Lives, As- 
sistant Professor, 
Methodist Univer- 
sity. 
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AMERICAN ORTHOPSYCHIATRIC 
ASSOCIATION, 
September 17, 2016. 
Hon. JOHN KLINE, 
Chairman, House Committee on Education and 
the Workforce, Washington, DC. 
Hon. ROBERT C. SCOTT, 
Ranking Member, House Committee on Edu- 
cation and the Workforce, Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN KLINE AND RANKING MEM- 
BER SCOTT: On behalf of the members of the 
American Orthopsychiatric Association, we 
are writing to thank you for unanimously 
approving the Supporting Youth Oppor- 
tunity and Preventing Delinquency Act of 
2016, which strengthens and updates the Ju- 
venile Justice and Delinquency Prevention 
Act of 1974 (JJDPA) and to urge Congress to 
take immediate action on this important 
piece of legislation. 

Founded in 1923, Ortho is committed to 
prevention as a cost-effective, humane, and 
scientifically sound approach to improving 
the lives of children and families. Our mem- 
bers are psychologists, psychiatrists, social 
workers, lawyers, and other health profes- 
sionals, many of whom are working in clin- 
ical settings. We are acutely aware of the 
importance of intervening early to provide 
support to children and youth who have been 
exposed to traumatic events and to assist 
them in developing skills that will enable 
them to contribute to society. 

For more than 40 years, the JJDPA has 
been an important tool in strengthening the 
capacity of communities to support children 
and youth and to keep them out of the juve- 
nile justice system. Your leadership in reau- 
thorizing and strengthening the JJDPA will 
provide state and local governments with the 
capacity to address high-risk and delinquent 
behavior and to improve community safety. 
We urge the House to act swiftly in passing 
this critical piece of legislation so that a 
final bill can be approved before the end of 
the year. 

Thank you. 

Respectfully yours, 
ROBIN KIMBROUGH-MELTON, JD. 
Executive Officer. 
NATIONAL ASSOCIATION FOR THE 
ADVANCEMENT OF COLORED PEOPLE, 
Washington, DC, September 19, 2016. 
Re NAACP strong support for H.R. 5963, the 
“Supporting Youth Opportunity and Pre- 
venting Delinquency Act of 2016”. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: On behalf of the 
NAACP, our nation’s oldest, largest and 
most widely-recognized grassroots-based 
civil rights organization, I strongly urge you 
to support and vote for H.R. 5963, the ‘‘Sup- 
porting Youth Opportunity and Preventing 
Delinquency Act of 2016” when it comes be- 
fore you on the floor of the House of Rep- 
resentatives tomorrow under a suspension of 
the rules. This crucial, bipartisan, legisla- 
tion strengthens and updates the Juvenile 
Justice and Delinquency Prevention Act of 
1974 (JJDPA), which provides States and lo- 
calities with federal standards, support, and 
resources for improving juvenile justice and 
delinquency prevention practices and has, 
since it was first signed into law in 1974, con- 
tributed to an improvement in safeguards for 
youth, families and communities. Currently 
more than 50,000 young people are held in de- 
tention centers awaiting trial or confined by 
the courts in juvenile facilities in our coun- 
try. For these confined youth, and the many 
more youth who are at-risk of involvement 
in the justice system, an updated and rel- 
evant JJDPA and the programs it supports 
and mandates can mean the difference be- 
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tween a life of continued recidivism and a 
life of becoming a productive member of so- 
ciety. 

Of great importance to the communities 
served and represented by the NAACP is the 
provision within H.R. 5963 which strengthens 
the Disproportionate Minority Contact 
(DMC) program. Numerous studies have 
shown that racial and ethnic minority youth 
are disproportionately over-represented and 
subject to more punitive sanctions than 
similarly-charged/situated white youth at all 
levels of the juvenile justice system, from 
routine stops by law enforcement to transfer 
to adult court and punishment. H.R. 5963 pro- 
vides clear direction to States and localities 
to plan and implement data-driven ap- 
proaches to ensure more fairness and reduce 
racial and ethnic disparities, to set measur- 
able objectives for reduction of disparities in 
the system, and to publicly report such ef- 
forts. 

We are also extremely supportive of the 
provisions in the bill which mandate that 
state and local governments ensure that 
there is separation in both sight and sound 
between young prisoners and their adult 
counterparts at every stage, including when 
they are being held in adult facilities. We are 
also supportive of provisions in H.R. 5963 
which use evidence-based programs to 
strengthen the Deinstitutionalization of Sta- 
tus Offenders core protection; encourage 
States to eliminate dangerous practices in 
confinement and to promote adoption of 
proven best practices and standards; increase 
family participation in design and delivery 
of treatment and services; and support ef- 
forts by State and local governments to ex- 
pand youth access to counsel and to encour- 
age programs that inform youth of opportu- 
nities to seal or expunge juvenile records 
once they have gotten their lives back on 
track. 

In short, H.R. 5963 provides badly needed 
updating to a law which can make a signifi- 
cant positive impact on the lives of many of 
our nation’s youth. Please, for the sake of 
those youth who may come in contact with 
the criminal justice system and for the bet- 
terment of the future of our nation, support 
the bipartisan bill, H.R. 5963, when it comes 
before you on the floor of the House tomor- 
row. 

Thank you in advance for your attention 
to this matter. Should you have any ques- 
tions or comments, please feel free to con- 
tact me. 

Sincerely, 
HILARY O. SHELTON, 
Director, NAACP 
Washington Bureau 
& Senior Vice Presi- 
dent for Policy and 
Advocacy. 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 
I urge my colleagues to support the 
legislation. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. CURBELO of Florida. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield myself the balance of my 
time. 

In closing, I want to remind my col- 
leagues what this bill is about. 

Yes, it will improve the juvenile jus- 
tice system. It will help State and local 
leaders better serve at-risk youth and 
juvenile offenders. It will also help im- 
prove public safety and build strong 
communities across the country. But, 
to me, it is really about opportunity. 

These reforms will help vulnerable 
kids from all across the country realize 
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that they have an opportunity to work 
toward a brighter future—one that 
doesn’t involve a life of crime or vio- 
lence. And they will help those chil- 
dren find the support they need to seize 
that opportunity. 

A vote in support of the Supporting 
Youth Opportunity and Preventing De- 
linquency Act isn’t just a vote to ad- 
vance this legislation, it is a vote of 
confidence that all children can 
achieve a lifetime of success, even 
when the odds are stacked against 
them. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
vote ‘‘yes’’ on H.R. 5963. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. KLINE. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in 
strong support of H.R. 5963, the Supporting 
Youth Opportunity and Preventing Delin- 
quency Act. 

Every child deserves the opportunity to 
achieve a lifetime of success. That’s what this 
legislation is about—helping more children re- 
alize that success is possible. 

In some cases, that means keeping at-risk 
youth out of the juvenile justice system and 
showing them a life of crime is not their only 
option. In others, it means giving children who 
are already in the system a second chance to 
turn their lives around. And in every case, it 
means helping kids acquire the skills they 
need to grow into productive members of soci- 
ety. 

That’s why this bill includes reforms that will 
empower state and local leaders to better 
serve vulnerable children in their communities. 
We know there are important efforts already 
underway, including right here in our nation’s 
capital. 

Earlier this year, | visited a community- 
based program called Boys Town DC, and | 
had the opportunity to meet a young man 
named Terraun. At Boys Town, Terraun was 
learning how to be responsible for household 
chores and to resolve conflicts respectfully. He 
was also improving his cooking skills, which 
he hopes one day will lead to a successful ca- 
reer as a chef. 

Terraun is holding himself accountable and 
thinking about the future. And regardless of 
his background and past mistakes, he is on 
the right path. 

Unfortunately, not every vulnerable youth 
has the same experience. But with this impor- 
tant legislation, we can help more kids just like 
Terraun work toward a brighter future. 

| want to thank Representative CURBELO 
and Ranking Member Scott for all of their 
hard work on this bipartisan bill and for deliv- 
ering these important reforms. | also want to 
thank Senator CHUCK GRASSLEY, chairman of 
the Senate Judiciary Committee, for the work 
he has done to advance many of these re- 
forms in the Senate. 

Mr. Speaker, this is an important bill that will 
have a positive impact on communities across 
the country, and more importantly, it will help 
some of our nation’s most vulnerable children 
achieve a lifetime of success. | urge my col- 
leagues to support the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
CURBELO) that the House suspend the 
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rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5963, as 
amended. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. HUELSKAMP. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro- 
ceedings on this motion will be post- 
poned. 


a 


PROVIDING AN ANNUITY SUPPLE- 
MENT FOR CERTAIN AIR TRAF- 
FIC CONTROLLERS 


Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 5785) to amend title 5, United 
States Code, to provide for an annuity 
supplement for certain air traffic con- 
trollers. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 5785 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 


SECTION 1. FULL ANNUITY SUPPLEMENT FOR 
CERTAIN AIR TRAFFIC CONTROL- 
LERS. 


Section 8421a of title 5, United States Code, 
is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a) by striking ‘‘The 
amount” and inserting ‘‘Except as provided 
in subsection (c), the amount’’; 

(2) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub- 
section (d); and 

(3) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘“(c) This section shall not apply to an indi- 
vidual described in section 8412(e) during any 
period in which the individual, after sepa- 
rating from the service as described in that 
section, is employed full-time as an air traf- 
fic control instructor under contract with 
the Federal Aviation Administration, includ- 
ing an instructor working at an on-site facil- 
ity (such as an airport).’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Oklahoma (Mr. RUSSELL) and the gen- 
tlewoman from the District of Colum- 
bia (Ms. NORTON) each will control 20 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Oklahoma. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in- 
clude extraneous material on the bill 
under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Oklahoma? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

It is my honor to present and speak 
about H.R. 5785, which provides a full 
annuity supplement for certain retired 
air traffic controllers that serve as in- 
structors—a measure that helps ensure 
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safe skies and also cuts waste and inef- 
ficiency. 

Over the next 5 years, the Federal 
Aviation Administration plans to hire 
a new generation of air traffic control- 
lers. As the generation following the 
1981 strike reaches retirement age, 
more than 6,000 new controllers will be 
trained in Oklahoma City’s FAA Acad- 
emy to fill this void and safely manage 
our Nation’s air space. 
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Training this new generation of con- 
trollers requires a full staff of quality 
and committed instructors. Current 
law, however, financially penalizes in- 
structors who work full time, causing 
discontinuity in the classroom and 
government waste. 

There is an arbitrary income cap in 
place for our experienced, retired air 
traffic controllers who want to receive 
their full benefits. Consequently, many 
instructors choose to work part time 
instead of full time to maintain these 
benefits. To match the hours of a full- 
time instructor, the FAA must hire 
four part-time instructors, which quad- 
ruples the cost for training, wasting 
about $1 million each year. 

To remedy this situation, my bill re- 
moves the income limit so that our Na- 
tion’s most experienced air traffic con- 
trollers can work as instructors full 
time and receive their benefits. Not 
only will the FAA save up to $1 million 
each year, but consistent teaching by 
quality instructors will ensure our 
skies remain safe. 

I appreciate the leadership of Chair- 
man CHAFFETZ and Ranking Member 
CUMMINGS, in giving this legislation 
timely and supportive consideration, as 
well as my Democratic cosponsors, Mr. 
CONNOLLY of Virginia and Mr. LYNCH of 
Massachusetts, and the bipartisan sup- 
porters who recognize the importance 
of this matter. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I rise in support of H.R. 5785, and I 
thank Congressman RUSSELL for his 
leadership on this measure. 

H.R. 5785 would help ease the dif- 
ficulty that the Federal Aviation Ad- 
ministration currently has in hiring 
air traffic controller instructors. The 
bill would eliminate the Social Secu- 
rity earnings cap for the FAA air traf- 
fic controller instructors who are re- 
ceiving pension supplements. The cap 
is, currently, $15,720 per year. This cap 
has made it hard for the FAA Academy 
to hire full-time instructors because 
retired air traffic controllers do not 
want to lose their annuity supple- 
ments. 

The FAA has a critical shortage of 
air traffic controllers, and it is vital 
that we help ensure that the FAA is 
able to recruit enough qualified in- 
structors to train controllers. This leg- 
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islation is narrowly tailored to address 
a matter that would have significant 
affects on public safety, so I urge my 
colleagues to join me in supporting 
this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentlewoman from the District of 
Columbia for her kind support. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Oklahoma (Mr. 
RUSSELL) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5785. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. HUELSKAMP. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro- 
ceedings on this motion will be post- 
poned. 


— EE 


GAO ACCESS AND OVERSIGHT ACT 
OF 2016 


Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (H.R. 5690) to ensure the 
Government Accountability Office has 
adequate access to information. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 5690 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘GAO Access 
and Oversight Act of 2016”. 

SEC. 2. ACCESS TO CERTAIN INFORMATION. 

(a) ACCESS TO CERTAIN INFORMATION.—Sub- 
chapter II of chapter 7 of title 31, United 
States Code, is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

“5721. Access to certain information 

“(a) No provision of the Social Security 
Act, including section 453(1) of that Act (42 
U.S.C. 653(1)), shall be construed to limit, 
amend, or supersede the authority of the 
Comptroller General to obtain any informa- 
tion or to inspect any record under section 
716 of this title. 

‘“(b) The specific reference to a statute in 
subsection (a) shall not be construed to af- 
fect access by the Government Account- 
ability Office to information under statutes 
that are not so referenced.’’. 

(b) AGENCY REPORTS.—Section 1720(b) of 
title 31, United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by inserting ‘‘or planned” after ‘‘action 
taken’’; and 

(2) by striking paragraph (1) and inserting 
the following: 

“(1) the Committee on Homeland Security 
and Governmental Affairs of the Senate, the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform of the House of Representatives, the 
congressional committees with jurisdiction 
over the agency program or activity that is 
the subject of the recommendation, and the 
Government Accountability Office before the 
6lst day after the date of the report; and”. 
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(c) AUTHORITY TO OBTAIN RECORDS.—Sec- 
tion 716 of title 31, United States Code, is 
amended in subsection (a)— 

(1) by striking ‘‘(a)’? and inserting ‘‘(2)’’; 
and 

(2) by inserting after the section heading 
the following: 

‘“(a)(1) The Comptroller General is author- 
ized to obtain such agency records as the 
Comptroller General requires to discharge 
the duties of the Comptroller General (in- 
cluding audit, evaluation, and investigative 
duties), including through the bringing of 
civil actions under this section. In reviewing 
a civil action under this section, the court 
shall recognize the continuing force and ef- 
fect of the authorization in the preceding 
sentence until such time as the authoriza- 
tion is repealed pursuant to law.’’. 

(d) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND- 
MENT.—The table of sections for chapter 7 of 
title 31, United States Code, is amended by 
inserting after the item relating to section 
720 the following: 


‘721. Access to certain information.”’. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. CARTER) and the gentle- 
woman from the District of Columbia 
(Ms. NORTON) each will control 20 min- 
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent that all 
Members may have 5 legislative days 
in which to revise and extend their re- 
marks and to include extraneous mate- 
rial on the bill under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

I rise in support of H.R. 5690, the GAO 
Access and Oversight Act. 

As stewards of the Federal Govern- 
ment, we have a duty to make sure 
that taxpayer money is spent appro- 
priately. We also have a duty to make 
sure our watchdogs have the tools that 
are necessary to combat waste, fraud, 
and abuse, especially the Government 
Accountability Office. 

The GAO has a proven track record 
of excellence. In the past 6 years alone, 
it has identified over 200 areas of dupli- 
cation, overlap, or fragmentation and 
has recommended more than 600 cor- 
rective actions; however, Congress 
needs to ensure the GAO has the access 
necessary to carry out the work we ask 
of it. 

Today, we have the opportunity to 
better arm the GAO by clarifying that 
it does, indeed, have inherent access to 
data contained in the National Direc- 
tory of New Hires. In doing so, we will 
help the GAO to better investigate po- 
tential fraud and improper payments, 
including those in the disability insur- 
ance program. The GAO’s objectives 
are hindered without access to this 
data, and taxpayer dollars are not as 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


well protected against waste, 
and abuse. 

The language in this bill has been in- 
cluded in bipartisan legislation that 
was approved unanimously by the full 
House last Congress. To ensure the 
GAO has all of the information it needs 
to perform its critical role for Con- 
gress, I urge my colleagues to support 
H.R. 5690. 

I also thank Senator SASSE for his 
work on this bill in the Senate. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I thank the gentleman from Georgia 
for bringing this bill forward. 

Mr. Speaker, the GAO provides in- 
valuable aid to Congress in conducting 
our constitutional duty to oversee and 
evaluate the executive branch. To do 
its job effectively, the GAO needs time- 
ly access to agencies’ documents, ma- 
terials, and other information. 

The bill before us would ensure the 
GAO’s access to the National Directory 
of New Hires, a valuable database of 
wage and employment information. Ac- 
cess to this database would assist the 
GAO in its improper payment and 
fraud work as well as in evaluating 
programs in which eligibility is being 
means tested. The bill would also ex- 
plicitly provide the GAO with standing 
to pursue litigation if an entity in the 
executive branch improperly denies the 
GAO access to information. 

Mr. Speaker, similar bills have 
passed the House by wide margins in a 
number of previous Congresses. These 
are needed reforms, and I urge my col- 
leagues to support this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I urge the adoption of this bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. CAR- 
TER) that the House suspend the rules 
and pass the bill, H.R. 5690. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. HUELSKAMP. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro- 
ceedings on this motion will be post- 
poned. 


fraud, 


EE 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA JUDICIAL 
FINANCIAL TRANSPARENCY ACT 


Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (H.R. 4419) to update the 
financial disclosure requirements for 
judges of the District of Columbia 
courts, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
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The text of the bill is as follows: 
H.R. 4419 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘District of 
Columbia Judicial Financial Transparency 
Act”. 

SEC. 2. FINANCIAL DISCLOSURE REQUIREMENTS 
FOR JUDGES OF DISTRICT OF CO- 
LUMBIA COURTS. 

(a) REQUIREMENTS DESCRIBED.—Section 11- 
1530, D.C. Official Code, is amended to read 
as follows: 


“§ 11-1530. Financial statements 


“(a) Pursuant to such rules as the Commis- 
sion shall promulgate, each judge of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia courts shall, within one 
year following the date of enactment of the 
District of Columbia Court Reorganization 
Act of 1970 and at least annually thereafter, 
file with the Commission a report containing 
the following information: 

“(1)X(A) The source, type and amount of the 
judge’s income which exceeds $200 (other 
than income from the United States govern- 
ment and income referred to in subparagraph 
(C)) for the period covered by the report. 

‘(B) The source and type of the judge’s 
spouse’s income which exceeds $1,000 (other 
than income from the United States govern- 
ment and income referred to in subparagraph 
(C)) for the period covered by the report. 

“(C) The source and type of income which 
consists of dividends, rents, interest, and 
capital gains received by the judge and the 
judge’s spouse during such period which ex- 
ceeds $200 in amount or value, and an indica- 
tion of which of the following categories the 
amount or value of such item of income is 
within— 

“(i) not more than $1,000, 

“(ii) greater than 1,000 but not more than 
$2,500, 

“(iii) greater than $2,500 but not more than 
$5,000, 

“(iv) greater than $5,000 but not more than 
$15,000, 

“(v) greater than $15,000 but not more than 
$50,000, 

‘“(vi) greater than $50,000 but not more 
than $100,000, 

“(vii) greater than $100,000 but not more 
than $1,000,000, 

‘““(viii) greater than $1,000,000 but not more 
than $5,000,000, or 

“(ix) greater than $5,000,000. 

‘“(2) The name and address of each private 
foundation or eleemosynary institution, and 
of each business or professional corporation, 
firm, or enterprise in which the judge was an 
officer, director, proprietor, or partner dur- 
ing such period. 

“(3) The identity and category of value (as 
set forth in subsection (b)) of each liability 
of $10,000 or more owed by the judge or by 
the judge and the judge’s spouse jointly at 
any time during such period. 

“(4) The source and value of all gifts in the 
aggregate amount or value of $250 or more 
from any single source received by the judge 
during such period, except gifts from the 
judge’s spouse or any of the judge’s children 
or parents. 

“(5) The identity of each trust in which the 
judge held a beneficial interest having a 
value of $10,000 or more at any time during 
such period, and in the case of any trust in 
which the judge held any beneficial interest 
during such period, the identity, if known, of 
each interest in real or personal property in 
which the trust held a beneficial interest 
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having a value of $10,000 or more at any time 
during such period. If the judge cannot ob- 
tain the identity of the trust interest, the 
judge shall request the trustee to report that 
information to the Commission. 

“(6) The identity and category of value (as 
set forth in subsection (b)) of each interest in 
real or personal property having a value of 
$10,000 or more which the judge owned at any 
time during such period. 

“(7) The amount or value and source of 
each honorarium of $250 or more received by 
the judge and the judge’s spouse during such 
period. 

“(8) The source and amount of all money, 
other than that received from the United 
States government, received in the form of 
an expense account or as reimbursement for 
expenditures from any source aggregating 
more than $250 during such period. 

“(9) The source and amount of all waivers 
or partial waivers of fees or charges accepted 
by the judge on behalf of the judge or the 
judge’s spouse, domestic partner, or guest 
during such period. 

‘“(b) For purposes of paragraphs (8) and (6) 
of subsection (a), the categories of value set 
forth in this subsection are— 

“(1) not more than $15,000; 

“(2) greater than $15,000 but not more than 
$50,000; 

“(3) greater than $50,000 but not more than 
$100,000; 

“(4) greater than $100,000 but not more 
than $250,000; 

“(5) greater than $250,000 but not 
than $500,000; 

“(6) greater than $500,000 but not 
than $1,000,000; 

‘“(7) greater than $1,000,000 but not 
than $5,000,000; 

‘(8) greater than $5,000,000 but not 
than $25,000,000; 

(9) greater than $25,000,000 but not 
than $50,000,000; and 

“(10) greater than $50,000,000. 

““¢)(1) Reports filed pursuant to this sec- 
tion shall, upon written request, and notice 
to the reporting judge for purposes of mak- 
ing an application to the Commission for a 
redaction pursuant to paragraph (2), be made 
available for public inspection and copying 
within a reasonable time after filing and dur- 
ing the period they are kept by the Commis- 
sion (in accordance with rules promulgated 
by the Commission), and shall be kept by the 
Commission for not less than three years. 

‘“(2) This section does not require the pub- 
lic availability of reports filed by a judge if 
upon application by the reporting judge, a 
finding is made by the Commission that re- 
vealing personal and sensitive information 
could endanger that judge or a family mem- 
ber of that judge, except that a report may 
be redacted pursuant to this paragraph 
only— 

“(A) to the extent necessary to protect the 
individual who filed the report or a family 
member of that individual; and 

“(B) for as long as the danger to such indi- 
vidual exists. 

‘“(d) The intentional failure by a judge of a 
District of Columbia court to file a report re- 
quired by this section, or the filing of a 
fraudulent report, shall constitute willful 
misconduct in office and shall be grounds for 


more 


more 


more 


more 


more 


removal from office under section 11- 
1526(a)(2).”’. 
(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 


made by subsection (a) shall apply with re- 
spect to reports filed under section 11-1530, 
D.C. Official Code, that cover periods begin- 
ning during or after 2016. 
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SEC. 3. AUTHORITY OF PROBATE DIVISION TO 
USE MAGISTRATE JUDGES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 11-1732(j)(5), Dis- 
trict of Columbia Official Code, is amended by 
striking ‘‘Family Divisions” and inserting ‘‘Pro- 
bate Divisions, and the Family Court,’’. 

(b) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND- 
MENT.—Section 11-1732(j)(4)(A), District of Co- 
lumbia Official Code, is amended by striking 
“Family Division” and inserting ‘‘Family 
Court”. 

SEC. 4. AUTHORITY OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
COURTS TO ACCEPT CERTAIN TYPES 
OF PAYMENTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter III of chapter 17 
of title 11, District of Columbia Code, is amend- 
ed by adding at the end the following: 


“§ 11-1748. Authority of courts to accept cer- 
tain types of payments 


“(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the term 
‘electronic funds transfer’— 

“(1) means a transfer of funds, other than a 
transaction by check, draft, or similar paper in- 
strument, that is initiated through an electronic 
terminal, telephone, or computer or magnetic 
tape for the purpose of ordering, instructing, or 
authorizing a financial institution to debit or 
credit an account; and 

“(2) includes point of sale transfers, auto- 
mated teller machine transfers, direct deposit or 
withdrawal of funds, transfers initiated by tele- 
phone, and transfers resulting from debit card 
transactions. 

“(b) AUTHORITY TO ACCEPT CREDIT CARD 
PAYMENTS AND ELECTRONIC FUNDS TRANS- 
FERS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The District of Columbia 
courts may accept payment of fines, fees, escrow 
payments, restitution, bonds, and other pay- 
ments to the courts by credit card or electronic 
funds transfer. 

““(2) USE OF VENDORS AND THIRD PARTY PRO- 
VIDERS.—The Executive officer— 

(A) may contract with a bank or credit card 
vendor, or other third party provider, for pur- 
poses of accepting payments by credit card or 
electronic funds transfer; and 

“(B) shall make every effort to find the lowest 
cost vendor for purposes of accepting such pay- 
ments. 

““(3) RESPONSIBILITY FOR PAYING FEES.—Under 
any contract entered into under paragraph (2), 
the person making the payment shall be respon- 
sible for covering any fee or charge associated or 
imposed with respect to the method of payment. 

““(4) COMPLETION OF PAYMENT.—If a person 
elects to make a payment to the District of Co- 
lumbia courts by a method authorized under 
paragraph (1), the payment shall not be deemed 
to be made until the courts receive the funds. 

““(c) AUTHORITY TO ACCEPT CHECKS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The District of Columbia 
courts may accept payment of fines, fees, escrow 
payments, restitution, bonds, and other pay- 
ments to the courts by check. 

““(2) USE OF CHECK GUARANTEE VENDOR.—The 
Executive Officer— 

“(A) may contract with a check guarantee 
vendor for purposes of accepting payments by 
check; and 

“(B) shall make every effort to find the lowest 
cost vendor for purposes of accepting such pay- 
ments. 

(3) RESPONSIBILITY FOR PAYING FEES.—Under 
any contract entered into under paragraph (2), 
the person making the payment by check shall 
be responsible for covering any fee or charge as- 
sociated or imposed with respect to the method 
of payment. 

““(d) LIABILITY FOR NON-PAYMENT.—If a check 
or other method of payment, including payment 
by credit card, debit card, or charge card, so re- 
ceived is not duly paid, or is paid and subse- 
quently charged back to the District of Colum- 
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bia courts, the person by whom such check or 
other method of payment has been tendered 
shall remain liable for the payment, to the same 
extent as if such check or other method of pay- 
ment had not been tendered.’’. 

(b) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND- 
MENT.—The table of sections for subchapter III 
of chapter 17 of title 11, District of Columbia 
Code, is amended by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing: 

“11-1748. Authority of courts to accept certain 
types of payments.’’. 
SEC. 5. INCREASE IN MAXIMUM AMOUNT IN CON- 
TROVERSY PERMITTED FOR CASES 
UNDER JURISDICTION OF SMALL 
CLAIMS AND CONCILIATION BRANCH 
OF SUPERIOR COURT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 11-1321, District of 
Columbia Official Code, is amended by striking 
“$5,000” and inserting ‘‘$10,000’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made 
by subsection (a) shall apply to any case filed in 
the Superior Court of the District of Columbia 
on or after the date of enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 6. AUTHORITY TO APPROVE COMPENSATION 

OF ATTORNEYS IN EXCESS OF MAX- 
IMUM AMOUNT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.— 

(1) CRIMINAL DEFENSE APPOINTMENTS.—Sec- 
tion 11-2604(c), District of Columbia Official 
Code, is amended by striking the last sentence 
and inserting the following: ‘‘Each chief judge 
may delegate such approval authority to an ac- 
tive or senior judge in the court in which the 
chief judge sits.’’. 

(2) CHILD ABUSE AND NEGLECT APPOINT- 
MENTS.—Section 16-2326.01(f), District of Colum- 
bia Official Code, is amended— 

(A) by striking ‘‘(f)(1)”’ and inserting “(f)”; 

(B) by striking paragraph (2); and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: “Each 
chief judge may delegate such approval author- 
ity to an active or senior judge in the court in 
which the chief judge sits.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 
by subsection (a) shall apply with respect to any 
case or proceeding initiated on or after the date 
of enactment of this Act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. CARTER) and the gentle- 
woman from the District of Columbia 
(Ms. NORTON) each will control 20 min- 
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent that all 
Members may have 5 legislative days 
in which to revise and extend their re- 
marks and to include extraneous mate- 
rial on the bill under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

I rise in support of H.R. 4419, the Dis- 
trict of Columbia Judicial Financial 
Transparency Act, which was intro- 
duced by my colleague from the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, Delegate ELEANOR 
HOLMES NORTON. H.R. 4419 would pro- 
vide a more robust and open disclosure 
of judicial finances in the District. 

Currently, District judges are re- 
quired to meet disclosure requirements 
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that are less rigorous than those man- 
dated for Federal judges. H.R. 4419 will 
help to close this disclosure gap. This 
bill will require judges to disclose 
sources of income for themselves and 
their spouses. This increased disclosure 
will help to strengthen an important 
pillar of our judicial system: the 
public’s trust in an impartial judicial 
system. 

In order to ensure that those before 
the District’s judicial system can be 
confident in its impartial nature, the 
bill also requires that the disclosures 
be made publicly available. 

The bill will require that disclosure 
reports be made available to the public 
for 3 years after they have been filed. 
H.R. 4419 will ensure compliance by 
making a failure to file or filing a 
fraudulent report an offense that is 
punishable by removal from office. 
This legislation will help to protect the 
public’s faith in the integrity and im- 
partiality of the District’s judicial 
branch. 

H.R. 4419 is a good government bill, 
and I encourage my colleagues to sup- 
port this legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I thank the gentleman from Georgia 
for bringing this bill forward. I thank, 
especially, Chairman CHAFFETZ for his 
support in moving this bill through the 
Oversight and Government Reform 
Committee and now to the floor for 
consideration. I am also grateful to 
Ranking Member ELIJAH CUMMINGS for 
his vital assistance as this bill moves 
forward. I thank Senator JAMES 
LANKFORD, who once served with us on 
this committee and who introduced the 
companion bill in the Senate, which 
was already reported favorably by the 
Senate’s Homeland Security & Govern- 
mental Affairs Committee in May of 
this year. 

My bill, the District of Columbia Ju- 
dicial Financial Transparency Act, as 
amended, will provide much-needed 
transparency to the District of Colum- 
bia’s local courts by enhancing finan- 
cial disclosure requirements for D.C. 
court judges to make them more simi- 
lar to the disclosure requirements that 
are already in place for Article III Fed- 
eral judges. District of Columbia 
judges are Article I Federal judges. 

Although current law requires D.C. 
Superior Court and D.C. Court of Ap- 
peals judges to file annual financial re- 
ports, there was no requirement that 
all of this information be made public. 
For example, while judges are required 
to submit information about their in- 
comes, investments, liabilities, and 
gifts—and we have no reason to believe 
that they have failed to do so—current 
law only makes public judges’ connec- 
tions to charities, private organiza- 
tions, businesses, as well as hono- 
rariums that are more than $300. My 
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bill would make all of this informa- 
tion, except for the judges’ personally 
identifiable information, available for 
public inspection. 

This bill is particularly necessary be- 
cause a 2014 survey by the Center for 
Public Integrity, which took a com- 
prehensive look at each State’s judicial 
financial disclosure rules, gave the Dis- 
trict a failing grade. D.C. court judges 
already submit enough financial infor- 
mation to improve the District’s stand- 
ing. My bill would simply make it pub- 
lic. 

Like Senator LANKFORD’s bill, my 
bill also includes provisions that will 
give D.C. courts new authorities to im- 
prove their operations. These provi- 
sions would authorize magistrate 
judges to serve in the probate division, 
which would help address the increas- 
ing number of adult guardianship 
cases; allow the courts to accept pay- 
ments by credit card and check—imag- 
ine how late we are in getting to that— 
which would reduce administrative 
costs and increase efficiency; increase 
the maximum amount in controversy 
for small claims from $5,000 to $10,000, 
which would be the first increase in 20 
years, would ensure access to the 
courts for plaintiffs with limited 
means; and authorize the chief judges 
to delegate their authority to approve 
reimbursements to court-appointed at- 
torneys. 


1500 


Currently the chief judges must per- 
sonally approve these reimbursements, 
which adds to their administrative 
workload and diverts attention and re- 
sources away from more critical issues 
facing our courts. 

Congress has the jurisdiction over 
our court system because, as I have in- 
dicated, it has jurisdiction over all Ar- 
ticle I courts and, therefore, the au- 
thority to make the necessary im- 
provements. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I urge adoption of the bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. CAR- 
TER) that the House suspend the rules 
and pass the bill, H.R. 4419, as amend- 
ed. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. HUELSKAMP. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro- 
ceedings on this motion will be post- 
poned. 


13103 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA COURTS 
AND PUBLIC DEFENDER SERVICE 
VOLUNTARY SEPARATION INCEN- 
TIVE PAYMENTS ACT 


Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (H.R. 5037) to authorize 
the establishment of a program of vol- 
untary separation incentive payments 
for nonjudicial employees of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia courts and employees 
of the District of Columbia Public De- 
fender Service, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 5037 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘District of 
Columbia Courts and Public Defender Serv- 
ice Voluntary Separation Incentive Pay- 
ments Act”. 

SEC. 2. AUTHORIZATION FOR PROGRAM OF VOL- 
UNTARY SEPARATION INCENTIVE 
PAYMENTS FOR DISTRICT OF CO- 
LUMBIA COURTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 17 of title 11, Dis- 
trict of Columbia Official Code, is amended 
by inserting after section 11-1726 the fol- 
lowing new section: 

“§11-1726A. Voluntary Separation Incentive 

Payments 

“The Joint Committee on Judicial Admin- 
istration may, by regulation, establish a pro- 
gram substantially similar to the program 
established under subchapter II of chapter 35 
of title 5, United States Code, for nonjudicial 
employees of the District of Columbia 
[courts] courts, except that the maximum 
amount of the payment made under the program 
to any individual may not exceed the amount 
referred to in section 3523(b)(3)(B) of title 5, 
United States Code.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
contents of chapter 17 of title 11, District of 
Columbia Official Code, is amended by in- 
serting after the item relating to section 11- 
1726 the following new item: 

“11-1726A. Voluntary separation incentive 
payments.’’. 
SEC. 3. AUTHORIZATION FOR PROGRAM OF VOL- 
UNTARY SEPARATION INCENTIVE 
PAYMENTS FOR DISTRICT OF CO- 
LUMBIA PUBLIC DEFENDER SERV- 
ICE. 

Section 305 of the District of Columbia 
Court Reform and Criminal Procedure Act of 
1970 (sec. 2-1605, D.C. Official Code) is amend- 
ed by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

“(d) The Director may establish a program 
substantially similar to the program estab- 
lished under subchapter II of chapter 35 of 
title 5, United States Code, for employees of 
the [Service] Service, except that the maximum 
amount of the payment made under the program 
to any individual may not exceed the amount 
referred to in section 3523(b)(3)(B) of title 5, 
United States Code.’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. CARTER) and the gentle- 
woman from the District of Columbia 
(Ms. NORTON) each will control 20 min- 
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 

er, I ask unanimous consent that all 
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Members may have 5 legislative days 
in which to revise and extend their re- 
marks and include extraneous material 
on the bill under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

I rise today in support of H.R. 5087, 
the District of Columbia Courts and 
Public Defender Service Voluntary 
Separation Incentive Payments Act, 
introduced by my colleague from the 
District of Columbia, Delegate ELEA- 
NOR HOLMES NORTON. 

Voluntary separation incentive pay- 
ments provide agencies an effective 
and efficient tool for reducing the size 
of their workforce, cutting costs in the 
process. 

As stewards of taxpayers’ dollars, it 
is important that every agency ensure 
it is staffed only to the extent that 
their work requires. H.R. 5037 will pro- 
vide authority for the District of Co- 
lumbia to offer buyouts for employees 
of the D.C. courts and public defenders. 

This legislation would authorize the 
District to set up a substantially simi- 
lar system to that already used by Fed- 
eral agencies. Utilizing a voluntary 
separation incentive payment program 
will assist the D.C. court and public de- 
fender systems in reducing cost. 

When compared to other force reduc- 
tion efforts, the Government Account- 
ability Office found voluntary separa- 
tion incentive payments result in 
greater cost reductions and savings. 
The GAO review found that voluntary 
separation payments generate greater 
savings than direct workforce reduc- 
tions because the payment encourages 
higher paid staff to depart. 

H.R. 5037 will allow the District to 
decrease the cost and increase the effi- 
ciency of administering the judicial 
system. 

I urge my colleagues to support H.R. 
5037. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Again, I thank the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. CARTER) and especially 
Chairman CHAFFETZ and Ranking 
Member CUMMINGS for working to- 
gether and with me to move this bill to 
the floor today. 

This bill, the District of Columbia 
Courts and Public Defender Service 
Voluntary Separation Incentive Pay- 
ments Act, as amended, would make a 
minor change to the authorities of the 
District of Columbia courts and the 
Public Defender Service by placing 
these entities in the same position as 
their Federal counterparts for more ef- 
fective management and operation. 

The bill would give the D.C. courts 
and PDS the same authority Federal 
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agencies and Federal courts already 
have to offer voluntary separation in- 
centive payments, or buyouts, to their 
employees. The fiscal year 2016 omni- 
bus bill already gives D.C. courts 
buyout authority. But my bill would 
make this authorization permanent— 
so I don’t have to keep coming back to 
this floor on such a minor administra- 
tive matter—and it would extend it to 
PDS, in addition to the courts. 
Buyouts would allow the D.C. courts 
and PDS to respond to their future ad- 
ministrative and budget needs and 
would provide the flexibility to extend 
buyout offers to their employees. 

The U.S. Government Accountability 
Office has determined that voluntary 
separation incentive payments may be 
made only where statutorily author- 
ized. While Federal agencies and Fed- 
eral courts have the statutory author- 
ity to offer buyouts, PDS and the D.C. 
courts have not been expressly per- 
mitted to permanently provide them to 
their employees. PDS and the D.C. 
courts seek the same buyout authority 
in order to manage their workforce as 
budget conditions and needs change. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I urge adoption of the bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
CURBELO of Florida). The question is on 
the motion offered by the gentleman 
from Georgia (Mr. CARTER) that the 
House suspend the rules and pass the 
bill, H.R. 5037, as amended. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. HUELSKAMP. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro- 
ceedings on this motion will be post- 
poned. 


EE 


MODERNIZING GOVERNMENT 
TRAVEL ACT 


Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (H.R. 5625) to provide for 
reimbursement for the use of modern 
travel services by Federal employees 
traveling on official Government busi- 
ness, and for other purposes, as amend- 
ed. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 5625 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Modernizing 
Government Travel Act”. 

SEC. 2. FEDERAL EMPLOYEE REIMBURSEMENT 
FOR USE OF MODERN TRAVEL SERV- 
ICES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days after 

the date of enactment of this Act, the Adminis- 
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trator of General Services shall prescribe regula- 
tions under section 5707 of title 5, United States 
Code, to provide for the reimbursement for the 
use of a transportation network company or in- 
novative mobility technology company by any 
Federal employee traveling on official business 
under subchapter I of chapter 57 of such title, 
except that the Director of the Administrative 
Office of the United States Courts shall pre- 
scribe such regulations with respect to employ- 
ees of the judicial branch of the Government. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) INNOVATIVE MOBILITY TECHNOLOGY COM- 
PANY.—The term “innovative mobility tech- 
nology company’’ means an organization, in- 
cluding a corporation, limited liability company, 
partnership, sole proprietorship, or any other 
entity, that applies technology to expand and 
enhance available transportation choices, better 
manage demand for transportation services, and 
provide alternatives to driving alone. 

(2) TRANSPORTATION NETWORK COMPANY.—The 
term “transportation network company” means 
a corporation, partnership, sole proprietorship, 
or other entity, that uses a digital network to 
connect riders to drivers affiliated with the enti- 
ty in order for a driver to provide transportation 
services to a rider. 

SEC. 3. REPORT ON TRANSPORTATION COSTS. 

Section 5707(c) of title 5, United States Code, 
is amended to read as follows: 

“(c)(1) Not later than November 31 of each 
year, the head of each agency shall submit to 
the Administrator of the General Services, in a 
format prescribed by the Administrator and ap- 
proved by the Director the Office of Manage- 
ment and Budget— 

“(A) data on total agency payments for such 
items as travel and transportation of people, av- 
erage costs and durations of trips, and purposes 
of official travel; 

“(B) data on estimated total agency payments 
for employee relocation; and 

“(C) an analysis of the total costs of transpor- 
tation service by type, and the total number of 
trips utilizing each transportation type for pur- 
poses of official travel. 

“(2) The Administrator of the General Services 
shall make the data submitted pursuant to para- 
graph (1) publically available upon receipt. 

“(3) Not later than January 31 of each year, 
the Administrator of the General Services shall 
submit to the Director of the Office of Manage- 
ment and Budget, the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and the Committee on Homeland 
Security and Government Affairs of the Sen- 
ate— 

“(A) an analysis of the data submitted pursu- 
ant to paragraph (1) for the agencies listed in 
section 901(b) of title 31 and a survey of such 
data for each other agency; and 

“(B) a description of any new regulations pro- 
mulgated or changes to existing regulations au- 
thorized under this section.’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. CARTER) and the gentle- 
woman from the District of Columbia 
(Ms. NORTON) each will control 20 min- 
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent that all 
Members have 5 legislative days to re- 
vise and extend their remarks and to 
include any extraneous material on the 
bill under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia? 
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There was no objection. 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

I rise today in support of H.R. 5625, 
the Modernizing Government Travel 
Act, introduced by Congressman SETH 
MOULTON of Massachusetts. 

Federal employees’ options for trans- 
portation on official travel are limited. 
In the modern shared economy, there 
are many new methods of transpor- 
tation that can help the Federal Gov- 
ernment reduce the costs associated 
with travel by Federal employees. 

In order for the government to be 
good stewards of taxpayer funds, it is 
important that it embrace innovation 
and the efficiencies that come with it. 
The Modernizing Government Travel 
Act will help to ensure that as new 
transportation services emerge, Fed- 
eral employees can take advantage of 
the efficiencies that these services 
bring. 

This bill would provide a statutory 
framework for authority for employees 
on official business to travel using 
transportation network company serv- 
ices. By opening up a new market for 
transportation services, H.R. 5625 will 
also help to spur new innovations, 
which will bring potentially greater 
cost savings. 

Embracing innovation is only one 
piece of ensuring taxpayer dollars are 
well spent. We must also ensure that 
there is accountability for travel ex- 
penses. H.R. 5625 will mandate that 
agencies report their travel costs to 
the General Services Administration. 
H.R. 5625 will also require that GSA 
publish that data for the American 
people to review. GSA will be required 
to provide a report on agency official 
travel costs to Congress in order to 
better inform future transportation 
policy decisions. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
good government bill and help promote 
innovation in the transportation sector 
by supporting H.R. 5625. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 
5625, the Modernizing Government 
Travel Act, as amended. I thank Rep- 
resentative MOULTON and Representa- 
tive HURD for their work on this meas- 
ure in particular. 

H.R. 5625 would expand the transpor- 
tation options for Federal employees 
on official government travel. Specifi- 
cally, the legislation would require the 
General Services Administration to 
issue regulations to allow Federal em- 
ployees to be reimbursed for the use of 
ridesharing services, such as Uber and 
Lyft. The bill also would allow for the 
use of future technologies not yet 
known or available to be covered as re- 
imbursable travel expenses. 

In addition, Federal agencies would 
be required to submit annually to GSA 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


detailed information on their travel 
costs, including breakdowns of costs by 
transportation type. GSA would be re- 
quired to submit annual reports to 
Congress containing an analysis or sur- 
vey of agencies’ travel costs, as well as 
implementation of the regulations. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in 
supporting H.R. 5625. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I have no further speakers, and I re- 
serve the balance of my time. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts (Mr. MOULTON), who is the 
sponsor of the bill. 

Mr. MOULTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in strong support of H.R. 5625, 
the Modernizing Government Travel 
Act. While we may not agree on all 
things, I think there is consensus on 
both sides of the aisle that the Federal 
Government has failed to keep pace 
with the technological advances and 
innovation that have come to define 
the 21st century economy. Despite the 
emergence of new technologies de- 
signed to improve the way we travel, 
today some Federal employees are un- 
able to be reimbursed for using more 
cost-effective, innovative modes of 
transportation when traveling on offi- 
cial business. 

Innovative ridesharing services sup- 
ported by mobile apps have dramati- 
cally changed how we get from one 
place to another. Now, with just a few 
taps on a smartphone, we can access a 
variety of new transportation options 
like rideshare and bikeshare that com- 
plement public transit, take more cars 
off our congested roads, and reduce fuel 
emissions. 

While the Government Services Ad- 
ministration allows agencies to author- 
ize the use of these transportation op- 
tions by Federal employees, it has not, 
nor is it required by law, to issue com- 
prehensive guidance across the Federal 
Government. Consequently, agencies 
and their employees may be unaware 
that they have the transportation op- 
tions available to them for reimburse- 
ment. 

H.R. 5625 would require the General 
Services Administration to implement 
regulations to allow Federal employees 
to use transportation options like 
rideshare and bikeshare for official 
travel. The GSA administrator would 
be required to submit annual reports to 
Congress on the implementation of 
these regulations and the resulting 
amount of government savings. 

I want to thank the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. HURD) for working with me 
on this legislation, as well as Rep- 
resentatives SWALWELL, ISSA, MEAD- 
ows, and BusTos for their support. This 
is truly a bipartisan effort that will in- 
crease the Federal Government’s en- 
gagement in the sharing economy 
while saving taxpayer dollars. 

I urge all of my colleagues to support 
this legislation. 
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Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I just thank the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. MOULTON) again for 
this bill. I note that this is a truly bi- 
partisan bill. I wish we had more like 
them coming on this floor. It does show 
that bipartisanship still lives. It is not 
dead in the House of Representatives. 
It certainly was revived with this bill. 


1515 


This is a very good bill for reviving 
it. Look what it does. It keeps up with 
rapidly changing technology, and what 
is particularly gratifying about the bill 
is it says you don’t have to come back 
to the floor every time when tech- 
nology changes, you can reimburse as 
technology changes. 

This will encourage Federal employ- 
ees to look for the fastest, cheapest 
way to get around the District of Co- 
lumbia and the region. Remember, 
these employees are all over the United 
States, but they are particularly to be 
found in crowded regions like the na- 
tional capital area region. And I note 
that in this region Metro is being fixed. 
It goes to show that we need all the di- 
versity and means of travel we can 
find, and I applaud this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, having no further 
speakers, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I urge adoption of the bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. SWALWELL of California. Mr. Speaker, 
| rise in strong support of H.R. 5625, the Mod- 
ernizing Government Travel Act. 

This bill is an important step forward in 
bringing government employees and federal 
regulations into the 21st century. Currently, 
each agency has different policies on what 
transportation options are available to federal 
employees for reimbursement. Thus, depend- 
ing on the agency, some federal employees 
are unable to be reimbursed for official travel 
if they use ride-sharing or non-traditional forms 
of transportation, such as bikeshare. Yet many 
of these platforms provide cost-effective ways 
for our government employees to travel quick- 
ly and efficiently. 

H.R. 5625 would address this problem by 
requiring the General Services Administration 
(GSA) to implement regulations to allow all 
federal employees to be reimbursed for these 
modes of travel. | was privileged to help in the 
drafting of H.R. 5625, and | want to thank the 
sponsor, Congressman SETH MOULTON, for in- 
troducing the bill and working diligently to help 
move it to the Floor. 

Last year, Congressman DARRELL ISSA and 
| co-founded the bipartisan Congressional 
Sharing Economy Caucus. We started this 
caucus in order to bring government attention 
to the benefits of the sharing economy and to 
find ways for the federal government to sup- 
port it, a growing sector of our economy. The 
bill in front of us helps to encourage the use 
of sharing economy technology, therefore sav- 
ing taxpayers money, and fits perfectly within 
the goals of the Sharing Economy Caucus. 
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| urge my colleagues to support H.R. 5625 
today. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. CAR- 
TER) that the House suspend the rules 
and pass the bill, H.R. 5625, as amend- 
ed. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. HUELSKAMP. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro- 
ceedings on this motion will be post- 
poned. 


EE 
PROGRAM MANAGEMENT IM- 
PROVEMENT ACCOUNTABILITY 
ACT 


Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (S. 1550), to amend title 31, 
United States Code, to establish enti- 
ties tasked with improving program 
and project management in certain 
Federal agencies, and for other pur- 
poses, aS amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

S. 1550 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Program 
Management Improvement Accountability 
Act”. 

SEC. 2. PROJECT MANAGEMENT. 

(a) DEPUTY DIRECTOR FOR MANAGEMENT.— 

(1) ADDITIONAL FUNCTIONS.—Section 503 of 
title 31, United States Code, is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘“(c) PROGRAM AND PROJECT MANAGEMENT.— 

“(1) REQUIREMENT.—Subject to the direc- 
tion and approval of the Director, the Dep- 
uty Director for Management or a designee 
shall— 

“(A) adopt governmentwide standards, 
policies, and guidelines for program and 
project management for executive agencies; 

‘“(B) oversee implementation of program 
and project management for the standards, 
policies, and guidelines established under 
subparagraph (A); 

“(C) chair the Program Management Pol- 
icy Council established under section 1126(b); 

‘(D) establish standards and policies for 
executive agencies, consistent with widely 
accepted standards for program and project 
management planning and delivery; 

“(E) engage with the private sector to 
identify best practices in program and 
project management that would improve 
Federal program and project management; 

‘(F) conduct portfolio reviews to address 
programs identified as high risk by the Gov- 
ernment Accountability Office; 

‘“(G) not less than annually, conduct port- 
folio reviews of agency programs in coordi- 
nation with Project Management Improve- 
ment Officers designated under section 
1126(a)(1) to assess the quality and effective- 
ness of program management; and 

‘“(H) establish a 5-year strategic plan for 
program and project management. 
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“(2) APPLICATION TO DEPARTMENT OF DE- 
FENSE.—Paragraph (1) shall not apply to the 
Department of Defense to the extent that 
the provisions of that paragraph are substan- 
tially similar to or duplicative of— 

“(A) the provisions of chapter 87 of title 10; 
or 

“(B) policy, guidance, or instruction of the 
Department related to program manage- 
ment.’’. 

(2) DEADLINE FOR STANDARDS, POLICIES, AND 
GUIDELINES.—Not later than 1 year after the 
date of enactment of this Act, the Deputy 
Director for Management of the Office of 
Management and Budget shall issue the 
standards, policies, and guidelines required 
under section 503(c) of title 31, United States 
Code, as added by paragraph (1). 

(3) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date on which the standards, poli- 
cies, and guidelines are issued under para- 
graph (2), the Deputy Director for Manage- 
ment of the Office of Management and Budg- 
et, in consultation with the Program Man- 
agement Policy Council established under 
section 1126(b) of title 31, United States 
Code, as added by subsection (b)(1), and the 
Director of the Office of Management and 
Budget, shall issue any regulations as are 
necessary to implement the requirements of 
section 503(c) of title 31, United States Code, 
as added by paragraph (1). 

(b) PROGRAM MANAGEMENT IMPROVEMENT 
OFFICERS AND PROGRAM MANAGEMENT POLICY 
COUNCIL.— 

(1) AMENDMENT.—Chapter 11 of title 31, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 


“$1126. Program management improvement 
officers and program management policy 
council 


“(a) PROGRAM MANAGEMENT IMPROVEMENT 
OFFICERS.— 

“(1) DESIGNATION.—The head of each agen- 
cy described in section 901(b) shall designate 
a senior executive of the agency as the Pro- 
gram Management Improvement Officer of 
the agency. 

‘“(2) FUNCTIONS.—The Program Manage- 
ment Improvement Officer of an agency des- 
ignated under paragraph (1) shall— 

“(A) implement program management 
policies established by the agency under sec- 
tion 5038(c); and 

‘“(B) develop a strategy for enhancing the 
role of program managers within the agency 
that includes the following: 

““(j) Enhanced training and educational op- 
portunities for program managers that shall 
include— 

“(I) training in the relevant competencies 
encompassed with program and project man- 
ager within the private sector for program 
managers; and 

“(I) training that emphasizes cost con- 
tainment for large projects and programs. 

“Gi) Mentoring of current and future pro- 
gram managers by experienced senior execu- 
tives and program managers within the 
agency. 

“Gii) Improved career paths and career op- 
portunities for program managers. 

“(iv) A plan to encourage the recruitment 
and retention of highly qualified individuals 
to serve as program managers. 

‘“(v) Improved means of collecting and dis- 
seminating best practices and lessons 
learned to enhance program management 
across the agency. 

“(vi) Common templates and tools to sup- 
port improved data gathering and analysis 
for program management and oversight pur- 
poses. 
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‘(3) APPLICATION TO DEPARTMENT OF DE- 
FENSE.—This subsection shall not apply to 
the Department of Defense to the extent 
that the provisions of this subsection are 
substantially similar to or duplicative of the 
provisions of chapter 87 of title 10. For pur- 
poses of paragraph (1), the Under Secretary 
of Defense for Acquisition, Technology, and 
Logistics (or a designee of the Under Sec- 
retary) shall be considered the Program 
Management Improvement Officer. 

“(b) PROGRAM MANAGEMENT POLICY COUN- 
cIL.— 

“(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
in the Office of Management and Budget a 
council to be known as the ‘Program Man- 
agement Policy Council’ (in this subsection 
referred to as the ‘Council’). 

‘((2) PURPOSE AND FUNCTIONS.—The Council 
shall act as the principal interagency forum 
for improving agency practices related to 
program and project management. The Coun- 
cil shall— 

“(A) advise and assist the Deputy Director 
for Management of the Office of Management 
and Budget; 

‘(B) review programs identified as high 
risk by the General Accountability Office 
and make recommendations for actions to be 
taken by the Deputy Director for Manage- 
ment of the Office of Management and Budg- 
et or a designee; 

‘(C) discuss topics of importance to the 
workforce, including— 

“(i) career development and workforce de- 
velopment needs; 

“(ii) policy to support continuous improve- 
ment in program and project management; 
and 

“(iii) major challenges across agencies in 
managing programs; 

‘(D) advise on the development and appli- 
cability of standards governmentwide for 
program management transparency; and 

“(E) review the information published on 
the website of the Office of Management and 
Budget pursuant to section 1122. 

‘(3) MEMBERSHIP.— 

“(A) COMPOSITION.—The Council shall be 
composed of the following members: 

“(i) Five members from the Office of Man- 
agement and Budget as follows: 

“(ID) The Deputy Director for Management. 

“(ID The Administrator of the Office of 
Electronic Government. 

“(JIT) The Administrator of Federal Pro- 
curement Policy. 

“(IV) The Controller of the Office of Fed- 
eral Financial Management. 

“(V) The Director of the Office of Perform- 
ance and Personnel Management. 

“(ii) The Program Management Improve- 
ment Officer from each agency described in 
section 901(b). 

“(ii) Any other full-time or permanent 
part-time officer or employee of the Federal 
Government or member of the Armed Forces 
designated by the Chairperson. 

‘(B) CHAIRPERSON AND VICE CHAIRPERSON.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—The Deputy Director for 
Management of the Office of Management 
and Budget shall be the Chairperson of the 
Council. A Vice Chairperson shall be elected 
by the members and shall serve a term of not 
more than 1 year. 

“(ii) DutTIES.—The Chairperson shall pre- 
side at the meetings of the Council, deter- 
mine the agenda of the Council, direct the 
work of the Council, and establish and direct 
subgroups of the Council as appropriate. 

“(4) MEETINGS.—The Council shall meet 
not less than twice per fiscal year and may 
meet at the call of the Chairperson or a ma- 
jority of the members of the Council. 
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“(5) SUPPORT.—The head of each agency 
with a Project Management Improvement 
Officer serving on the Council shall provide 
administrative support to the Council, as ap- 
propriate, at the request of the Chair- 
person.’’. 

(2) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 1 
year after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the Director of the Office of Management 
and Budget, in consultation with each Pro- 
gram Management Improvement Officer des- 
ignated under section 1126(a)(1) of title 31, 
United States Code, shall submit to Congress 
a report containing the strategy developed 
under section 1126(a)(2)(B) of such title, as 
added by paragraph (1). 

(c) PROGRAM AND PROJECT MANAGEMENT 
PERSONNEL STANDARDS.— 

(1) DEFINITION.—In this subsection, the 
term ‘‘agency’’ means each agency described 
in section 901(b) of title 31, United States 
Code, other than the Department of Defense. 

(2) REGULATIONS REQUIRED.—Not later than 
180 days after the date on which the stand- 
ards, policies, and guidelines are issued 
under section 503(c) of title 31, United States 
Code, as added by subsection (a)(1), the Di- 
rector of the Office of Personnel Manage- 
ment, in consultation with the Director of 
the Office of Management and Budget, shall 
issue regulations that— 

(A) identify key skills and competencies 
needed for a program and project manager in 
an agency; 

(B) establish a new job series, or update 
and improve an existing job series, for pro- 
gram and project management within an 
agency; and 

(C) establish a new career path for program 
and project managers within an agency. 

(d) GAO REPORT ON EFFECTIVENESS OF POLI- 
CIES ON PROGRAM AND PROJECT MANAGE- 
MENT.—Not later than 3 years after the date 
of enactment of this Act, the Government 
Accountability Office shall issue, in conjunc- 
tion with the High Risk list of the Govern- 
ment Accountability Office, a report exam- 
ining the effectiveness of the following on 
improving Federal program and project man- 
agement: 

(1) The standards, policies, and guidelines 
for program and project management issued 
under section 503(c) of title 31, United States 
Code, as added by subsection (a)(1). 

(2) The 5-year strategic plan established 
under section 503(c)(1)(H) of title 31, United 
States Code, as added by subsection (a)(1). 

(3) Program Management Improvement Of- 
ficers designated under section 1126(a)(1) of 
title 31, United States Code, as added by sub- 
section (b)(1). 

(4) The Program Management Policy Coun- 
cil established under section 1126(b)(1) of 
title 31, United States Code, as added by sub- 
section (b)(1). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. CARTER) and the gentle- 
woman from the District of Columbia 
(Ms. NORTON) each will control 20 min- 
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent that all 
Members may have 5 legislative days 
in which to revise and extend their re- 
marks and include extraneous material 
on the bill under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia? 
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There was no objection. 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of S. 1550, the Program Management 
Improvement Accountability Act, in- 
troduced by Senator JONI ERNST of 
Iowa. Program and project manage- 
ment are the guide rails that are nec- 
essary to ensure the Federal Govern- 
ment actually works. 

Effective program and project man- 
agers are both the first line of defense 
against waste and fraud throughout the 
Federal Government and the best posi- 
tioned employees to increase govern- 
ment efficiency. 

With Federal spending out of control, 
we need the best program and project 
managers we can get to combat waste, 
fraud, and inefficiency. According to 
CBO, the Federal Government will 
spend more than $4 trillion in fiscal 
year 2017, but better management 
alone could prove a significant effect 
on our long-term spending. 

A 2013 Accenture study found that a 
1 percent increase in efficiency could 
save the Federal Government nearly $1 
trillion by 2025. 

S. 1550 gives our Federal profes- 
sionals the support and leadership they 
need to build a strong foundation of ef- 
ficiency for Federal programs and 
projects. The bill addresses challenges 
these professionals face to ensure that 
management professionals in our Fed- 
eral workforce have the guidance, sup- 
port, and professional standards nec- 
essary to improve efficiency. 

According to a report by the Na- 
tional Academy of Public Administra- 
tion, there are five significant chal- 
lenges to improving program manage- 
ment capabilities in the Federal Gov- 
ernment: laws do not holistically ad- 
dress challenges of program manage- 
ment; program management is not rec- 
ognized as an important discipline for 
improving performance and results; 
agency executives and stakeholders do 
not understand their roles and respon- 
sibilities; training and development of 
program managers lack consistency 
across the Federal Government; and 
program managers lack a professional 
community to provide support and 
voice concerns about program manage- 
ment development. 

S. 1550 addresses these challenges by: 
requiring OMB’s Deputy Director of 
Management to adopt and oversee gov- 
ernment-wide standards that are con- 
sistent with private sector best prac- 
tices; requiring agencies to designate a 
senior executive to serve as a program 
management improvement officer, an 
individual who will then be responsible 
for implementing standards and poli- 
cies set by OMB at their agency; and 
establishing a Program Management 
Policy Council to discuss topics of im- 
portance to program and project man- 
agers and make recommendations to 
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resolve inefficiencies in programs iden- 
tified as high risk by the Government 
Accountability Office. 

Providing guidance and leadership to 
our Federal employees responsible for 
trillions of dollars in spending will goa 
long way toward meeting a simple goal 
like increasing efficiency by just 1 per- 
cent. I urge my colleagues to support 
this cost-saving, bipartisan bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I support this bipar- 
tisan legislation to improve program 
management practices in Federal agen- 
cies, and I want to thank the gen- 
tleman from Virginia (Mr. CONNOLLY), 
my good friend, and of course the gen- 
tleman from Indiana (Mr. YOUNG) for 
their bipartisan hard work on this bill. 

The bill would require the develop- 
ment of standard policies and guide- 
lines across the Federal Government 
for program management. It would also 
establish an interagency Program Man- 
agement Policy Council to develop best 
practices and focus on improving the 
management of Federal programs. 

The bill would, in addition, require 
the Office of Personnel Management to 
establish a new career path for pro- 
gram and project management and to 
identify key skills and competencies 
for such jobs. The Federal Government 
is often called upon to manage large, 
complex new programs and initiatives 
and needs a cadre of managers capable 
of guiding this work. 

S. 1550, as amended, is a good, bipar- 
tisan measure that would improve the 
management of the Federal Govern- 
ment, and I urge its adoption. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I have no further speakers, and I re- 
serve the balance of my time. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia (Mr. CONNOLLY), my good friend 
and a sponsor of this bill. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentlewoman from the Dis- 
trict of Columbia (Ms. NORTON) and the 
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. CARTER), 
my good friends, for their leadership in 
managing today. 

I rise today, Mr. Speaker, in strong 
support of this bill, which will make 
fundamental changes to project and 
program management practices and 
standards for the Federal Government. 

The bill’s cosponsor, Representative 
TODD YOUNG, and I currently serve as 
co-chairs of the Government Efficiency 
Caucus, which to some may seem like 
an oxymoron. In our capacity as co- 
chairs, Representative YOUNG and I 
worked together on a bipartisan basis 
to develop the Program Management 
Improvement and Accountability Act. 

After taking input from many stake- 
holders, including from agency man- 
agement and private sector partners, 
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regarding the root causes of poor 
project performance, we identified seri- 
ous deficiencies in program and project 
management competencies across the 
entire Federal Government. 

As ranking member of the Sub- 
committee on Government Operations, 
it is deeply troubling to me that so 
many Federal projects and programs 
find themselves substantially over 
budget or significantly behind sched- 
ule. These are all symptoms of a lack 
of institutional focus and attention to 
the mechanics of project management. 

This bill strengthens project manage- 
ment policy throughout the Federal 
Government by requiring consistent 
project standards and guidelines for 
program management, demanding ac- 
countability at OMB and in Federal 
agencies to capture and implement les- 
sons learned, and requiring a clear 
identification of skills and com- 
petencies necessary for effective pro- 
gram management professionals. 

I have the honor of representing 
more than 13,000 project managers, 
Federal project managers, and the lack 
of requirements for the position is not 
acceptable. The job description for an 
important position where billions of 
dollars are being spent should be clear- 
ly defined, and this legislation in- 
structs OPM, the Office of Personnel 
Management, to develop a job classi- 
fication and career path for these pro- 
fessionals. 

I am proud to have worked with Con- 
gressman YOUNG and the Government 
Efficiency Caucus on a bipartisan 
basis. We have the support of non- 
partisan good government groups, in- 
cluding the Project Management Insti- 
tute and the National Academy of Pub- 
lic Administration behind this bill. 

As a result, the PMIAA passed 
through our committee, the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform, 
without objection, and passed the Sen- 
ate unanimously. I strongly urge my 
colleagues to support this important 
piece of legislation that I think will 
lead to significant efficiencies in the 
Federal Government and ultimately 
benefit the American taxpayer. 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I strong- 
ly support this bill. I thank my col- 
league for his work on this bill, my 
good friend from Virginia. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I urge adoption of the bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. CAR- 
TER) that the House suspend the rules 
and pass the bill, S. 1550, as amended. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. HUELSKAMP. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 
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The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro- 
ceedings on this motion will be post- 
poned. 


EE 


GAO MANDATES REVISION ACT OF 
2016 


Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H.R. 5687) to elimi- 
nate or modify certain mandates of the 
Government Accountability Office. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 5687 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the “GAO Man- 
dates Revision Act of 2016”. 

SEC. 2. REPORTS ELIMINATED. 

(a) SINGLE AUDIT ACT MONITORING RESPON- 
SIBILITIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 75 of title 31, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(A) by striking section 7506; and 

(B) by redesignating section 7507 as section 
7506. 

(2) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND- 
MENT.—The table of sections for chapter 75 of 
title 31, United States Code, is amended by 
striking the items relating to sections 7506 
and 7507 and inserting the following: 


“7506. Effective date.’’. 


(b) REVIEW OF MEDIGAP PREMIUM LEVELS.— 
Section 111(c) of the Medicare, Medicaid, and 
SCHIP Benefits Improvement and Protection 
Act of 2000 (Appendix F; 114 Stat. 2763A-—473), 
as enacted into law by section 1(a)(6) of Pub- 
lic Law 106-554, is repealed. 

(c) REPORT ON DISPUTE RESOLUTION PILOT 
PROGRAM.—Section 1105 of the Sandy Recov- 
ery Improvement Act of 2013 (42 U.S.C. 5189a 
note) is amended by striking subsection (d). 

(d) BIENNIAL SURVEY REGARDING TRANSPOR- 
TATION INTELLIGENCE REPORTS.—Section 
114(u) of title 49, United States Code, is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)(A), by striking ‘“‘sub- 
section (t)? and inserting ‘‘subsection 
EH)”; 

(2) by striking paragraph (7); and 

(3) by redesignating paragraphs (8) and (9) 
as paragraphs (7) and (8), respectively. 

SEC. 3. REPORTS MODIFIED. 

(a) OVERSIGHT AND AUDITS UNDER THE 
EMERGENCY ECONOMIC STABILIZATION ACT OF 
2008.—Section 116(a)(3) of the Emergency 
Economic Stabilization Act of 2008 (12 U.S.C. 
5226(a)(3)) is amended by striking ‘‘, regu- 
larly and no less frequently than once every 
60 days,” and inserting ‘‘annually’’. 

(b) REPORTS ON CONFLICT MINERALS.—Sec- 
tion 1502(d) of the Dodd-Frank Wall Street 
Reform and Consumer Protection Act (15 
U.S.C. 78m note) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘until the 
termination of the disclosure requirements 
under section 13(p) of the Securities Ex- 
change Act of 1934’’ and inserting ‘‘through 
2020, in 2022, and in 2024’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (2), in the matter pre- 
ceding subparagraph (A), by inserting 
“through 2020, in 2022, and in 2024” after ‘‘an- 
nually thereafter’’. 

(c) UPDATE ON ACTIONS TAKEN BY SEC- 
RETARY OF HHS To IMPLEMENT GAO REC- 
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OMMENDATION.—Section 632(d) of the Amer- 
ican Taxpayer Relief Act of 2012 (Public Law 
112-240; 126 Stat. 2354) is amended in the first 
sentence by striking ‘‘December 31, 2015” and 
inserting ‘‘December 31, 2023”. 

(d) REVIEW PANEL.—Section 399V-4(d)(2) of 
the Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 
280g-15) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘, or an 
individual within the Government Account- 
ability Office designated by the Comptroller 
General, shall” and inserting ‘‘shall des- 
ignate a member of the review panel to”; and 

(2) in subparagraph (D), by striking 
“Comptroller General” and inserting ‘‘Sec- 
retary”. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. CARTER) and the gentle- 
woman from the District of Columbia 
(Ms. NORTON) each will control 20 min- 
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days within which to revise and extend 
their remarks and include extraneous 
material on the bill under consider- 
ation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

I rise today in support of my bill, 
H.R. 5687, the GAO Mandates Revision 
Act of 2016. We have a unique oppor- 
tunity today to help a critical congres- 
sional ally, the Government Account- 
ability Office. 

GAO’s reporting helps ensure that 
Federal funds are efficiently and effec- 
tively spent and that our Federal pro- 
grams work as intended for the Amer- 
ican people. For example, the GAO has 
created over $600 billion in financial 
benefits to the Federal Government 
since fiscal year 2003. The implementa- 
tion of GAO’s recommendations has led 
to over 16,000 program and operational 
improvements across the Federal Gov- 
ernment. 

Congress relies heavily on GAO, and, 
therefore, it is natural that commit- 
tees frequently pass bills to require the 
GAO to produce regular reporting. 
However, Congress must also periodi- 
cally review these requirements to en- 
sure that we are not burdening GAO 
with required reporting that is no 
longer necessary. 

The bill before us does just that by 
repealing eight mandated reviews that 
are outdated or unnecessary. Elimi- 
nation of these reports will allow the 
GAO to free up resources and better 
focus on Congress’ highest priorities. 
All reports being repealed by this legis- 
lation have been agreed upon on a bi- 
partisan, bicameral basis. 

I want to thank my colleagues 
throughout the House and Senate who 


September 20, 2016 


have taken part in this process. We will 
be back in the 115th Congress with a 
similar review, and I thank you in ad- 
vance for your help again. 

In summary, the bill before us today 
will allow the GAO to better respond to 
more time-sensitive congressional re- 
quests. I urge my colleagues to support 
H.R. 5687. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, this is a simple, com- 
monsense bill that would eliminate or 
modify certain outdated GAO reports 
currently mandated by statute. The 
bill would allow GAO to more effec- 
tively use its resources and assist Con- 
gress more effectively. I appreciate the 
bipartisan and bicameral approach 
taken on this bill. 
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Majority and minority staff of the 
Oversight and Government Reform 
Committee worked to ensure that the 
committee that received the reports af- 
fected by the bill were all comfortable 
with the changes being made. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I urge adoption of the bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. JODY 
B. HICE) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5687. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


ee 


MARINE LANCE CORPORAL SQUIRE 
“SKIP” WELLS POST OFFICE 
BUILDING 


Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H.R. 5612) to des- 
ignate the facility of the United States 
Postal Service located at 2886 Sandy 
Plains Road in Marietta, Georgia, as 
the ‘“‘Marine Lance Corporal Squire 
‘Skip’ Wells Post Office Building”. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 5612 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. MARINE LANCE CORPORAL SQUIRE 
“SKIP” WELLS POST OFFICE BUILD- 
ING. 

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 2886 
Sandy Plains Road in Marietta, Georgia, 
shall be known and designated as the ‘‘Ma- 
rine Lance Corporal Squire ‘Skip’ Wells Post 
Office Building”. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
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record of the United States to the facility re- 
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to 
be a reference to the ‘‘Marine Lance Corporal 
Squire ‘Skip’ Wells Post Office Building”. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. JODY B. HICE) and the 
gentlewoman from the District of Co- 
lumbia (Ms. NORTON) each will control 
20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days in which to revise and extend 
their remarks and include extraneous 
material on the bill under consider- 
ation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of H.R. 5612, introduced by Representa- 
tive TOM PRICE of Georgia, to designate 
a post office located in Marietta, Geor- 
gia, as the Marine Lance Corporal 
Squire ‘“‘Skip’’ Wells Post Office Build- 
ing. 

Lance Corporal Wells enlisted in the 
United States Marine Corps in 2014 
after 2 years in college. On July 16, 
2015, he was completing training at the 
Naval and Marine Reserve Center in 
Chattanooga, Tennessee, when a gun- 
man opened fire. 

Lance Corporal Wells heroically lost 
his life warning fellow marines about 
the attack. I look forward to learning 
more about Lance Corporal Wells from 
the sponsor of the bill, Representative 
PRICE. For now, I urge Members to sup- 
port the bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to support 
H.R. 5612, a bill to designate the facil- 
ity of the United States Postal Service 
located at 2886 Sandy Plains Road in 
Marietta, Georgia, as the Marine Lance 
Corporal Squire ‘‘Skip’’ Wells Post Of- 
fice Building. 

A native of Marietta, Georgia, Skip 
Wells enlisted in the Marine Corps in 
2014 and was assigned to the 14th Ma- 
rine Regiment in Tennessee, where he 
served as a field artillery commander. 

On July 16, 2015, while serving a vol- 
untary 2-week assignment at the U.S. 
Naval and Marine Reserve Center in 
Chattanooga, Tennessee, Lance Cor- 
poral Wells was tragically killed when 
a lone gunman opened fire on the cen- 
ter. Lance Corporal Wells was post- 
humously awarded a Purple Heart. 

Mr. Speaker, we should pass this bill 
to honor the bravery, service, and sac- 
rifice of Lance Corporal Skip Wells. I 
urge support for this bill. 
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Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Georgia (Mr. TOM PRICE), 
my good friend, a great leader, and the 
sponsor of this bill. 

Mr. TOM PRICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to honor a fallen 
hero from Georgia’s Sixth Congres- 
sional District, Marine Lance Corporal 
Squire Wells from Marietta, Georgia. 

Known by his friends and family as 
Skip, Lance Corporal Wells was one of 
five servicemembers tragically mur- 
dered in a terrorist attack at the Naval 
and Marine Reserve Center in Chat- 
tanooga, Tennessee, on July 16, 2015. 

Skip Wells graduated from Spray- 
berry High School in Cobb County in 
2012. In high school, he played clarinet 
in the marching band, was active in 
Junior ROTC, and was regarded by his 
classmates as a ‘“‘protector’’—someone 
who ‘‘looked at everyone with love” 
and would ‘“go anywhere to protect 
anybody.”’ 

After graduation, he studied history 
at Georgia Southern University before 
going on to enlist in the Marine Corps 
in 2014. Mr. Speaker, his family had a 
long tradition of military service, and 
Skip Wells felt a strong calling to de- 
fend his country. 

While in the Marines, Skip Wells dis- 
tinguished himself as a proud field ar- 
tillery cannoneer. His desire to put the 
well-being of his fellow marines and 
the mission before that of his own was 
famous among fellow servicemembers. 
Once, while on a training exercise, a 
sledge hammer badly damaged his hand 
while attempting to drive a stake into 
the ground. Seeing the damage to his 
hand, his commanding officer ordered 
Wells to seek immediate medical at- 
tention for his injuries, but Lance Cor- 
poral Wells refused. He said: 

First Sergeant, I will not leave my gun. I’ll 
refuse medical treatment, but I am not leav- 
ing my position. 

Such was his resolve to serve and his 
commitment to his fellow marines, 
that he would not abandon them, not 
even during a training exercise. Mr. 
Speaker, this was one remarkable man. 

On July 16, 2015, Skip Wells was com- 
pleting 2 weeks of training at the 
Naval and Marine Reserve Center in 
Chattanooga, Tennessee, when a ter- 
rorist opened fire on the facility. Dis- 
regarding his own safety, Skip Wells 
was last seen running to warn col- 
leagues in the motor pool of the at- 
tack. He was 21 years old at the time of 
his death. 

Mr. Speaker, the valor of this young 
man’s action and the tragedy sur- 
rounding the taking of his life at the 
hands of a terrorist moved people in 
my district deeply. At a memorial 
service that was held at his high 
school, more than 4,000 mourners filled 
the stadium to remember Skip Wells. 
Thousands more stood around the pe- 
riphery of the field. 
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Skip Wells was a proud marine and a 
true hero. He made the ultimate sac- 
rifice and selflessly gave his life to pro- 
tect his fellow servicemembers and to 
protect our Nation. There is nothing 
we could do that would be too much to 
honor this young hero’s memory. 

Thus, I urge the House to pass this 
legislation to designate this facility of 
the United States Postal Service lo- 
cated at 2886 Sandy Plains Road in 
Marietta, Georgia, the post office clos- 
est to his high school, Sprayberry High 
School, as the Marine Lance Corporal 
Squire ‘‘Skip’’ Wells Post Office Build- 
ing. 

It is my hope, Mr. Speaker, that, for 
generations to come, young children 
and others at the post office will see 
that post office’s name and ask: Who is 
Skip Wells? Mr. Speaker, that answer 
will be very, very clear. He was a val- 
jant defender, a hero, and a patriot. He 
was truly the very best of us. 

To his mom, Cathy, and his family, 
we extend our deepest appreciation for 
his service and his sacrifice. May God 
bless his memory, the Wells family, 
and the United States of America. 

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. 
FLEISCHMANN), from the State where 
this tragedy occurred. 

Mr. FLEISCHMANN. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise in support of this legislation that 
my dear friend and colleague, Dr. 
PRICE, has sponsored in this House. 

On that fateful day, July 16, 2015, five 
great American heroes lost their lives: 
Gunnery Sergeant Thomas Sullivan, 
Staff Sergeant David Wyatt, Sergeant 
Carson Holmquist, Petty Officer Sec- 
ond Class Randall Smith, and, yes, an- 
other great hero, Lance Corporal Skip 
Wells. 

I am honored to stand in the well of 
this House, as I was when I came here 
after those attacks, and I want all 
Americans to know and understand the 
love and support that not only Chat- 
tanooga and the great State of Ten- 
nessee—my State—showed, but the 
great support shown in the people’s 
House for those five fallen heroes. 

Lance Corporal Skip Wells truly was 
and is an American hero. Think about 
that. He was a marine serving at the 
Naval and Marine Reserve Center. I 
had been there prior to these attacks. I 
have been there several times after 
these attacks. As a matter of fact, the 
Commandant of the great United 
States Marine Corps has visited there. 
General Miller has actually been to 
where we sustained this great loss of 
life. Those terrorist attacks that day 
on American soil in Chattanooga, Ten- 
nessee, took these five lives. 

Skip Wells stood proud as a marine 
and defended our great Nation that 
day. And yes, all five of these great 
service people were awarded the Purple 
Heart posthumously, as they should 
have been. But now, in some great way 
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that we can, with Dr. PRICE’s bill, we 
honor this great American marine and 
great American hero who gave the ulti- 
mate sacrifice for us so that we can 
serve in this House and so that we can 
remain the freest, greatest Nation that 
the world has ever seen. 

We will honor him and, hopefully, 
pass this bill on the naming of a post 
office. Yes, Dr. PRICE is right: this is 
just a small token of the debt that 
Chattanooga, Tennessee, and America, 
will always owe to Lance Corporal 
Squire ‘“‘Skip’”’ Wells. 

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I am honored to be a cospon- 
sor of this bill. I thank Dr. PRICE and 
my friend from Tennessee as well. At 
this time, I urge adoption of the bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
DUNCAN of Tennessee). The question is 
on the motion offered by the gen- 
tleman from Georgia (Mr. JODY B. 
HICE) that the House suspend the rules 
and pass the bill, H.R. 5612. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


ee 


RICHARD ALLEN CABLE POST 
OFFICE 


Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H.R. 4887) to des- 
ignate the facility of the United States 
Postal Service located at 23323 Shelby 
Road in Shelby, Indiana, as the ‘‘Rich- 
ard Allen Cable Post Office’’. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 4887 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 


SECTION 1. RICHARD ALLEN CABLE POST OF- 
FICE. 


(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 23323 
Shelby Road in Shelby, Indiana, shall be 
known and designated as the “Richard Allen 
Cable Post Office”. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the facility re- 
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to 
be a reference to the “Richard Allen Cable 
Post Office”. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. JODY B. HICE) and the 
gentlewoman from the District of Co- 
lumbia (Ms. NORTON) each will control 
20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days in which to revise and extend 
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their remarks and include extraneous 
material on the bill under consider- 
ation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of H.R. 4887, introduced by Representa- 
tive PETER VISCLOSKY, to designate a 
post office located in Shelby, Indiana, 
as the Richard Allen Cable Post Office. 

Richard Cable served the United 
States gallantly in Vietnam and was 
awarded a Purple Heart and a Silver 
Star. He gave his life protecting fellow 
soldiers from deadly crossfire from in- 
surgents. 

I look forward to learning more 
about Mr. Cable from the sponsor of 
the bill, Representative VISCLOSKy. I 
urge my colleagues to support H.R. 
4887. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to support H.R. 4887, a bill to 
designate the facility of the United 
States Postal Service located at 23323 
Shelby Road in Shelby, Indiana, as the 
Richard Allen Cable Post Office. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he 
may consume to the gentleman from 
Indiana (Mr. VISCLOSKY), the author of 
the bill. 
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Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentlewoman for yielding. I 
thank the gentleman from Georgia, as 
well as the gentlewoman, for managing 
this legislation. I also do want to 
thank the chairs of the full committee 
and subcommittee, as well as the rank- 
ing members, for allowing this legisla- 
tion to be brought up today. 

Mr. Speaker, I do wish to remember 
United States Army Specialist Richard 
“Dickie? Allen Cable for his bravery 
and willingness to defend his country. 

Specialist Cable was killed in action 
while defending his comrades during 
Operation Billings in Vietnam on June 
14, 1967. It is my honor to sponsor H.R. 
4887, a bill to name the post office in 
Shelby, Indiana, after Specialist Cable, 
a hero who gave his life in service of 
his Nation. 

Dickie is survived by his mother, 
Grace, and a close-knit community of 
neighbors and friends who continue to 
honor his memory today through their 
persistent advocacy of this dedication. 

In particular, I would like to thank 
Mr. Richard Boetler, who first ap- 
proached my office about dedicating 
the Shelby Post Office to Dickie’s 
memory and organized a petition 
signed by over 700 Shelby residents to 
advocate for this legislation. 

Additionally, I want to thank each of 
my colleagues in the Indiana delega- 
tion for cosponsoring this legislation. 
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Finally, I want to thank local elected 
officials for their advocacy, including 
Indiana State Senator Rick Niemeyer, 
Indiana State Representative Michael 
Aylesworth, Cedar Creek Township 
Trustee Alice Dahl, Lake County Coun- 
cilman Eldon Strong and, finally, Lake 
County Commissioner Gerry Scheub. 

I ask that my colleagues support 
H.R. 4887. 

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I have no further speakers, 
and I reserve the balance of my time. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, we cer- 
tainly should pass this bill to remem- 
ber the incredible courage and selfless- 
ness displayed by Specialist Dickie 
Cable as he put the lives of others be- 
fore his own. I strongly support this 
bill. I urge passage of H.R. 4887. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I urge adoption of the bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. JODY 
B. HICE) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4887. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


ee 


LEONARD MONTALTO POST 
OFFICE BUILDING 


Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H.R. 5150) to des- 
ignate the facility of the United States 
Postal Service located at 3031 Veterans 
Road West in Staten Island, New York, 
as the ‘‘Leonard Montalto Post Office 
Building”. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 5150 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. LEONARD MONTALTO POST OFFICE 
BUILDING. 

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 3031 
Veterans Road West in Staten Island, New 
York, shall be known and designated as the 
‘Leonard Montalto Post Office Building”. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the facility re- 
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to 
be a reference to the ‘‘Leonard Montalto 
Post Office Building’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. JODY B. HICE) and the 
gentlewoman from the District of Co- 
lumbia (Ms. NORTON) each will control 
20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
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all Members may have 5 legislative 
days in which to revise and extend 
their remarks and include extraneous 
material on the bill under consider- 
ation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

I rise today in support of H.R. 5150, 
introduced by Representative DANIEL 
DONOVAN, to designate the post office 
located in Staten Island, New York, as 
the Leonard Montalto Post Office 
Building. 

Leonard Montalto worked for the 
U.S. Postal Service in Staten Island, 
the community in which he grew up. 
Lenny, as he was known, tragically 
died during Hurricane Sandy when his 
home was flooded. 

I look forward to learning more 
about Mr. Montalto from the sponsor 
of the bill, Representative DONOVAN. I 
urge Members to support the bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to support 
H.R. 5150, to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service lo- 
cated at 3031 Veterans Road West in 
Staten Island, New York, as the Leon- 
ard Montalto Post Office Building. 

Leonard Montalto served with the 
United States Postal Service for 31 
years. He worked as a clerk in the 
Tottenville, New York, mail processing 
station, and also served as the sec- 
retary-treasurer of his local American 
Postal Workers Union. 

A dedicated father of three daugh- 
ters, Lenny, as he was called, enjoyed 
spending his free time coaching his 
daughters’ travel soccer teams, hosting 
family gatherings, and playing his gui- 
tar. 

Lenny tragically passed away during 
Hurricane Sandy when a storm surge 
flooded his home, and he was unable to 
escape to higher ground. 

Mr. Speaker, we should pass this bill 
to commemorate Leonard Montalto’s 
dedication to the Postal Service and 
the positive impact he had on so many 
members of his community. I urge the 
passage of H.R. 5150. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. DONOVAN), 
the sponsor of the bill. 

Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor a local postal employee 
from the 11th Congressional District, 
Mr. Leonard Montalto. 

Lenny, as his friends called him, was 
a lifelong resident of Staten Island. He 
was a loving father and a dedicated 
public servant. He worked for 28 years 
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as a clerk at the mail processing sta- 
tion in the Tottenville section of Stat- 
en Island. 

H.R. 5150 renames that postal facility 
after Leonard Montalto, who tragically 
passed away during Superstorm Sandy. 
Lenny was at his family’s home in 
Oakwood Beach during Superstorm 
Sandy. At the height of the storm, his 
basement began to flood rapidly. He be- 
came trapped inside just hours after 
warning his daughter to evacuate. 
Superstorm Sandy, sadly, took Lenny, 
an honest and hardworking family 
man. 

Earlier this year, my office reached 
out to one of Lenny’s daughters, An- 
gela, about renaming the postal facil- 
ity in her father’s honor, an idea first 
offered by my predecessor, former Con- 
gressman Michael Grimm. 

I want to thank all three of Lenny’s 
daughters, Angela, Nicole, and Ashley, 
for helping me advocate for this bill’s 
passage. I also want to thank Chair- 
man CHAFFETZ, Ranking Member CUM- 
MINGS, and the entire Oversight and 
Government Reform Committee for 
passing H.R. 5150, as well as the entire 
New York delegation for their strong 
support of the bill. 

Mr. Speaker, today we remember 
Leonard Montalto and all the men and 
women who tragically lost their lives 
during Superstorm Sandy. I encourage 
my colleagues to support H.R. 5150. 

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the gentleman for his 
work on this bill, and I urge adoption 
of it. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. JODY 
B. HICE) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5150. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


Ee 


ARMY FIRST LIEUTENANT DON- 
ALD C. CARWILE POST OFFICE 
BUILDING 


Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H.R. 5309) to des- 
ignate the facility of the United States 
Postal Service located at 401 McElroy 
Drive in Oxford, Mississippi, as the 
“Army First Lieutenant Donald C. 
Carwile Post Office Building”. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 5309 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. ARMY FIRST LIEUTENANT DONALD C. 
CARWILE POST OFFICE BUILDING. 

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the 

United States Postal Service located at 401 


13112 


McElroy Drive in Oxford, Mississippi, shall 
be known and designated as the ‘‘Army First 
Lieutenant Donald C. Carwile Post Office 
Building”. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the facility re- 
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to 
be a reference to the “Army First Lieuten- 
ant Donald C. Carwile Post Office Building”. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. JODY B. HICE) and the 
gentlewoman from the District of Co- 
lumbia (Ms. NORTON) each will control 
20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days in which to revise and extend 
their remarks and include extraneous 
material on the bill under consider- 
ation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

I rise today in support of H.R. 5309, 
introduced by Representative TRENT 
KELLY, to designate a post office lo- 
cated in Oxford, Mississippi, as the 
Army First Lieutenant Donald C. 
Carwile Post Office Building. 

First Lieutenant Carwile dedicated 
his life to serving the people of Mis- 
sissippi and the United States. He 
began a career in law enforcement in 
Batesville and Oxford, Mississippi, be- 
fore joining the U.S. Army and deploy- 
ing to Afghanistan. He was killed when 
his vehicle struck an IED during a 
combat mission. 

I look forward to learning more 
about First Lieutenant Carwile from 
the sponsor of the bill, Representative 
KELLY of Mississippi. For now, I urge 
Members to support this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to support 
H.R. 5309, a bill to designate the facil- 
ity of the United States Postal Service 
located at 401 McElroy Drive in Oxford, 
Mississippi, as the Army First Lieuten- 
ant Donald C. Carwile Post Office 
Building. 

Donnie Carwile, as he was called, en- 
listed in the Army shortly after high 
school, and was assigned to the 25th Di- 
vision, Schofield Barracks, Hawaii. 
Following a 3-year enlistment, he re- 
turned home to dedicate himself to his 
family after the death of his step- 
mother. 

During that time, Donnie served as a 
police officer and continued his edu- 
cation. In 2006, Donnie re-enlisted in 
the Army and was assigned as a pla- 
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toon leader in the 101st Airborne Divi- 
sion. He deployed to Wardak, Afghani- 
stan, in 2008. 

On August 15, 2008, First Lieutenant 
Carwile was killed when his vehicle 
struck an IED. He received the Bronze 
Star and the Purple Heart for his hon- 
orable service. 

Mr. Speaker, we should pass this bill 
to honor First Lieutenant Donnie 
Carwile’s service and remember the ul- 
timate sacrifice he made for our coun- 
try. I urge passage of H.R. 5309. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi (Mr. KELLY), 
the sponsor of the bill and my good 
friend. 

Mr. KELLY of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the gentleman for 
yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I am humbled and hon- 
ored today to rise in the memory of 
First Lieutenant Donald C. Carwile, 
known to his family and friends as 
Donnie. 

He was assigned to the 1st Battalion, 
506th Infantry Regiment, 4th Brigade 
Combat Team, 101st Airborne Division 
at Fort Campbell, Kentucky. First 
Lieutenant Carwile gave his life in de- 
fense of this great nation on August 15, 
2008, while on a combat mission in 
Wardak Province, Afghanistan. 

He and fellow soldier, Army Private 
First Class Paul E. Conlon, Jr., of Som- 
erville, Massachusetts, lost their lives 
when their vehicle was struck by a 
roadside bomb and then attacked by in- 
surgents with small arms fire and rock- 
et-propelled grenades. 

No greater love has a man than to 
lay down his life for his friends. 

Donnie is survived by his wife, Jen- 
nifer, and daughters, Elizabeth Reese 
and Avery Claire, who were only 5 and 
3 when they lost their dad. I want his 
daughters and wife to know that their 
loved one is a hero and that this grate- 
ful Nation recognizes his service. 

Donnie was born in Virginia, and he 
grew up in Lafayette County, Mis- 
sissippi, where he had deep family 
roots. From an early age, he led a life 
of looking out for others. 

His Lafayette High School and 
Northwest Community College instruc- 
tor, Janice Martin, told the Northeast 
Mississippi Daily Journal in 2008: ‘‘He 
went out of his way to be a friend to 
students who weren’t as gifted as 
some.” 

Shortly after graduating from Lafay- 
ette High School, Donnie joined the 
Army in 2003. Just after September 11, 
2001, he adjusted course, deciding he 
wanted to follow a path of law enforce- 
ment with his father, grandfather, and 
uncle, and so he started as a patrol of- 
ficer with the Batesville Police Depart- 
ment, and then the Oxford Police De- 
partment. 

After finishing a degree in criminal 
justice at Ole Miss, he re-enlisted in 
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the Army in 2006 and qualified for Offi- 
cer Candidate School, where he was 
commissioned as an infantry officer. 

His wife, Jennifer, shared with 
Northeast Mississippi Daily Journal: 
“He cared so much about the men in 
his platoon. He always said his first 
goal was to bring his men home, and 
his second, only after that, was to 
come home himself.” 

First Lieutenant Carwile’s awards 
and decorations include the Bronze 
Star Medal, the Purple Heart, Combat 
Infantryman Badge, Air Assault Badge, 
Parachutist Badge, Army Commenda- 
tion Medal, Army Achievement Medal, 
Good Conduct Medal, the National De- 
fense Service Medal, Afghanistan Cam- 
paign Medal, Global War on Terrorism 
Service Medal, and the Army Service 
Ribbon. 

Donnie led a life of service to family, 
state, and country. 
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He is a hero, and he paid the ultimate 
sacrifice in defense of this great Na- 
tion. 

I thank my colleagues in the Mis- 
sissippi delegation and the 114th Con- 
gress for their support of H.R. 5309 to 
designate the facility of the United 
States Postal Service located at 401 
McElroy Drive in Oxford, Mississippi, 
as the Army First Lieutenant Donald 
C. Carwile Post Office Building. 

This small gesture will honor his 
memory and will serve as a reminder of 
First Lieutenant Carwile’s selfless 
service and sacrifice for our freedom. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I urge 
passage of this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I urge passage of this bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. JODY 
B. HICE) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5309. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


Ee 


ZAPATA VETERANS POST OFFICE 


Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H.R. 5591) to des- 
ignate the facility of the United States 
Postal Service located at 810 N US 
Highway 83 in Zapata, Texas, as the 
“Zapata Veterans Post Office’’. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 5591 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. ZAPATA VETERANS POST OFFICE. 

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the 

United States Postal Service located at 810 N 
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US Highway 83 in Zapata, Texas, shall be 
known and designated as the ‘‘Zapata Vet- 
erans Post Office’’. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the facility re- 
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to 
be a reference to the “Zapata Veterans Post 
Office”. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. JODY B. HICE) and the 
gentlewoman from the District of Co- 
lumbia (Ms. NORTON) each will control 
20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days in which to revise and extend 
their remarks and include extraneous 
material on the bill under consider- 
ation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of H.R. 5591 introduced by Representa- 
tive HENRY CUELLAR to designate the 
post office located in Zapata, Texas, as 
the Zapata Veterans Post Office. 

Our veterans deserve to be recognized 
every day, and we, as a House of Rep- 
resentatives, express our sincerest ap- 
preciation and gratitude for their sac- 
rifices in the name of preserving our 
freedoms that we enjoy as Americans. I 
look forward to learning more about 
the heroic exploits of veterans from 
Zapata, Texas, from the sponsor of the 
bill, Representative CUELLAR. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge Members to sup- 
port this bill. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to support H.R. 5591, a bill to 
designate the facility of the United 
States Postal Service located at 810 
North US Highway 83 in Zapata, Texas, 
as the Zapata Veterans Post Office. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he 
may consume to the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. CUELLAR), a good friend and 
the author of this bill. 

Mr. CUELLAR. Mr. Speaker, I want 
to say, first of all, that I rise in support 
of H.R. 5591, which designates the facil- 
ity of the United States Postal Service 
in Zapata as the Zapata Veterans Post 
Office. 

I would like to thank Chairman 
CHAFFETZ and Ranking Member CUM- 
MINGS for their leadership and their 
support in this bill and, of course, the 
staff on both the majority and the mi- 
nority. I especially want to thank also 
the chairman, the managing Member 
from Georgia (Mr. JODY B. HICE) for his 
kind words to the veterans in Zapata, 
and also my friend, the gentlewoman 
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from the District of Columbia (Ms. 
NORTON)—both of them for their lead- 
ership. I thank them so much for the 
work that they have done. 

Zapata County is home to 503 vet- 
erans, according to our U.S. Census. It 
is imperative that we honor the service 
and dedication of those veterans in Za- 
pata to our Nation. Dedicating this 
post office in Zapata to the Zapata vet- 
erans will serve as a constant reminder 
of the sacrifice that our friends, our 
neighbors, and our families have made 
while serving our country. 

Today, I particularly want to ac- 
knowledge the sacrifice of those vet- 
erans in Zapata County. These are vet- 
erans who put country ahead of self for 
whom I am proud to recognize in dedi- 
cating the Zapata postal facility in 
their name. 

As an example of some of the heroic 
actions of some of the veterans of Za- 
pata, let me mention the six Trevino 
brothers: Teodoro, Leopoldo, Antonio, 
Anselmo, Filberto, Jr., and Jose 
Manuel, who served honorably for a 
combined 15% years in our armed serv- 
ices during World War II before they 
returned home to Zapata. 

Despite the many hardships that 
these brothers faced, six of them were 
able to overcome whatever obstacle 
was put before them. Among their 
many acts of bravery, they fearlessly 
took down enemy planes and protected 
fellow soldiers using their bodies as 
shields. 

Their courage and dedication to our 
Nation—those six brothers and the 
other veterans who we have in Za- 
pata—demonstrate what it really 
means to be an American. They are, 
again, just an example of many of the 
veterans who have made countless sac- 
rifices for their country in the face of 
danger. 

I also would like to thank the Vet- 
erans’ Service Office in Zapata for 
their work in providing care to the vet- 
erans in Zapata. Again, they are only 
one of many local organizations. 

Again, using the words of President 
John F. Kennedy: ‘‘As we express our 
gratitude, we must never forget that 
the highest appreciation is not to utter 
words, but to live by them.” This bill 
allows us to show our appreciation and 
make sure that their service and the 
sacrifice to our country is not forgot- 
ten. 

So, again, I want to thank, Mr. 
Speaker, both the chairman and the 
ranking member, Ms. NORTON and Mr. 
JODY B. HICE, and, of course, the staff 
that has worked so hard. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I want 
only to conclude by requesting that the 
House pass this bill and name the post 
office in Zapata, Texas, to commemo- 
rate the men and women whose brave 
acts and selfless deeds have preserved 
our American freedom. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge passage of H.R. 
5591. 
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I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I appreciate the work of the 
gentleman from Texas. I urge passage 
of this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. JODY 
B. HICE) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5591. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


EE 


OFFICER JOSEPH P. CALI POST 
OFFICE BUILDING 


Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H.R. 5676) to des- 
ignate the facility of the United States 
Postal Service located at 6300 N. North- 
west Highway in Chicago, Illinois, as 
the “Officer Joseph P. Cali Post Office 
Building”. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 5676 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 


SECTION 1. OFFICER JOSEPH P. CALI POST OF- 
FICE BUILDING. 


(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 6300 
N. Northwest Highway in Chicago, Illinois, 
shall be known and designated as the ‘‘Offi- 
cer Joseph P. Cali Post Office Building”. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the facility re- 
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to 
be a reference to the ‘‘Officer Joseph P. Cali 
Post Office Building”. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. JODY B. HICE) and the 
gentlewoman from the District of Co- 
lumbia (Ms. NORTON) each will control 
20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days in which to revise and extend 
their remarks and include extraneous 
material on the bill under consider- 
ation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of H.R. 5676, introduced by Representa- 
tive QUIGLEY, to designate a post office 
in Chicago, Illinois, as the Officer Jo- 
seph P. Cali Post Office Building. 
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Officer Cali capably served the 
United States in Vietnam before be- 
coming a police officer in Chicago. 
Tragically, he was murdered by a snip- 
er while on the job in May of 1975. The 
city of Chicago has honored his legacy 
by dedicating the street on which he 
lived to his service. 

I look forward to learning more 
about Officer Cali from the sponsor of 
the bill, Mr. QUIGLEY. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge adoption of this 
bill, and I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I am pleased to support H.R. 5676, a 
bill to designate the facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 
6300 N. Northwest Highway in Chicago, 
Illinois, as the Officer Joseph P. Cali 
Post Office Building. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he 
may consume to the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. QUIGLEY), a good friend, 
the author of this legislation, and a 
member of the committee. 

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I want 
to thank the gentleman from Georgia 
and the gentlewoman from the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. Speaker, today, I come before 
you in strong support of H.R. 5676 to 
designate the post office located at 6300 
N. Northwest Highway in Chicago, Illi- 
nois, as the Officer Joseph P. Cali Post 
Office Building. 

It is with great honor that I seek to 
designate this postal facility in my dis- 
trict in the memory of Officer Cali, a 
hero who dedicated his life to pro- 
tecting the people of Chicago. 

Before joining the force in 1973, Offi- 
cer Cali enlisted in the United States 
Army and valiantly served our country 
in Vietnam. After returning from Viet- 
nam, Officer Cali continued his service 
to his country and community by join- 
ing the Chicago police force. 

In just 2 years as an officer, Officer 
Cali received five honorable mention 
awards and two letters of commenda- 
tion—a remarkable accomplishment in 
such a short period of time. 

While working on his day off in May 
of 1975, Officer Cali was tragically mur- 
dered by a sniper during a routine traf- 
fic stop. He was only 31 years old when 
he was tragically killed. He is survived 
by his wife, Neva, and two young 
daughters, Jennifer and Carolyn. 

Officer Cali’s incredible effort to 
serve and protect the people of Chicago 
with humility and perseverance will al- 
ways be remembered. 

I hope that this post office can stand 
in Officer Cali’s name to memorialize 
his courage and his dedication to the 
city of Chicago and his country. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my fellow col- 
leagues to support this bill to honor his 
memory and his sacrifice. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I want 
only to endorse the remarks of my 
good friend, Mr. QUIGLEY, and to indi- 
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cate we should pass this bill to memo- 
rialize Officer Cali and inspire others 
through his legacy of respect, kindness, 
and community service. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I also want to thank Rep- 
resentative QUIGLEY for his fine work 
on this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge adoption of the 
bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. JODY 
B. HICE) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5676. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


EEE 
SEGUNDO T. SABLAN AND CNMI 
FALLEN MILITARY HEROES 


POST OFFICE BUILDING 


Mr. JODY B. HICE. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 5889) to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service lo- 
cated at 1 Chalan Kanoa VLG in 
Saipan, Northern Mariana Islands, as 
the Segundo T. Sablan and CNMI Fall- 
en Military Heroes Post Office Build- 
ing. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 5889 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SEGUNDO T. SABLAN AND CNMI 


FALLEN MILITARY HEROES POST 
OFFICE BUILDING. 


(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 1 
Chalan Kanoa VLG in Saipan, Northern Mar- 
iana Islands, shall be known and designated 
as the ‘‘Segundo T. Sablan and CNMI Fallen 
Military Heroes Post Office Building”. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the facility re- 
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to 
be a reference to the ‘‘Segundo T. Sablan and 
CNMI Fallen Military Heroes Post Office 
Building”. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. JODY B. HICE) and the 
gentlewoman from the District of Co- 
lumbia (Ms. NORTON) each will control 
20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in- 
clude extraneous material on the bill 
under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia? 
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There was no objection. 

Mr. JODY B. HICH. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of H.R. 5889, introduced by Delegate 
SABLAN, to designate the post office lo- 
cated in Saipan, Northern Mariana Is- 
lands, as the Segundo T. Sablan and 
CNMI Fallen Military Heroes Post Of- 
fice Building. 

Segundo Sablan assisted U.S. forces 
during World War II as they fought to 
take control of the island of Saipan 
from the Japanese. 
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After the war ended, Mr. Sablan was 
appointed by the Navy to handle postal 
services for the Northern Mariana Is- 
lands. He was named the first post- 
master for Saipan soon after. 

I look forward to learning more 
about Segundo Sablan from the spon- 
sor of the bill, Representative 
GREGORIO SABLAN. 

I urge Members to support this bill. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to support H.R. 5889, a bill to 
designate the facility of the United 
States Postal Service located at 1 
Chalan Kanoa VLG in Saipan, North- 
ern Mariana Islands, as the Segundo T. 
Sablan and CNMI Fallen Military He- 
roes Post Office Building. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he 
may consume to the gentleman from 
the Northern Mariana Islands (Mr. 
SABLAN), the author of this bill. 

Mr. SABLAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in support of H.R. 5889, a bill to 
designate the United States postal fa- 
cility located in Chalan Kanoa, Saipan, 
the Segundo T. Sablan and CNMI Fall- 
en Military Heroes Post Office Build- 
ing. The bill recognizes Mr. Sablan, the 
first Chamorro and native of Saipan 
appointed a U.S. postmaster. The bill 
also honors the Northern Marianas 
servicemen and -women who lost their 
lives while serving our great country 
during this war on terrorism. 

Segundo Tudela Sablan, fondly 
known as Tun Segundo, was born on 
May 27, 1919, on Saipan. Shortly after 
the United States victory over the Jap- 
anese in the Battle of Saipan during 
World War II, Tun Segundo was among 
a small group of Chamorros and Caro- 
linians, the indigenous people of the 
Northern Marianas, selected by the 
U.S. military to serve as Marine Scouts 
for the 6th Provisional Police Military 
Battalion. His knowledge of the terrain 
and fluency in the Japanese language 
made him ideally suited for the task of 
searching the island’s caves and jun- 
gles for Japanese holdouts responsible 
for sniper and grenade attacks on 
American soldiers. 

In 1951, Tun Segundo was appointed 
the first United States postmaster for 
Saipan by the United States Navy, 
which, at the time, had administrative 
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responsibility for the Northern Mari- 
anas under the United States Trustee- 
ship Agreement, known as the Trust 
Territory of the Pacific Islands. A dedi- 
cated postmaster, he twice used his 
home for postal operations after ty- 
phoons destroyed the post office build- 
ing and often neglected his farm and 
livestock to ensure families received 
their mail. A crippling back injury sus- 
tained during the war eventually made 
it impossible for him to carry out the 
physical tasks required of the job. He 
resigned as postmaster in 1961. 

The post office name will also serve 
as a tribute to our fallen Northern 
Marianas sons and daughters. The peo- 
ple of the Northern Marianas have a 
proud history of military service that 
began long before we were officially 
part of the United States and continues 
to this day. 

We lost 20 young men and women to 
the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan alone. 
I hope that knowing their service and 
sacrifice will never be forgotten brings 
a measure of comfort to their families 
and friends. 

I am grateful to Chairman CHAFFETZ 
and Ranking Member CUMMINGS and 
their staff on the Committee on Over- 
sight and Government Reform for their 
work and moving this through the 
process. I am equally grateful to the 
gentleman from Florida and the gen- 
tlewoman from the District of Colum- 
bia for their time and effort in man- 
aging today’s bill. 

I offer special thanks to the family of 
Tun Segundo, who provided much in- 
formation about the life of this leader, 
their father, for their support of this 
legislation. 

I also want to thank the Veterans of 
Foreign Wars, Saipan Post 3457, espe- 
cially Post Commander Michael 
O’Kelley; Senior Vice Commander 
Matias Chargualaf; and Departmental 
Quartermaster Peter Callaghan for 
their endorsement. 

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, we 
should pass this bill in memory of 
Segundo Sablan, his heroic actions dur- 
ing World War II, and his dedicated ca- 
reer in the United States Postal Serv- 
ice. I urge the passage of H.R. 5889. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I, likewise, urge adoption of 
this bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. JODY 
B. HICE) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5889. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 
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E. MARIE YOUNGBLOOD POST 
OFFICE 


Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H.R. 5356) to des- 
ignate the facility of the United States 
Postal Service located at 14231 TX-150 
in Coldspring, Texas, as the ‘‘E. Marie 
Youngblood Post Office’’. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 5356 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 


SECTION 1. E. MARIE YOUNGBLOOD POST OF- 
FICE. 


(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 14231 
TX-150 in Coldspring, Texas, shall be known 
and designated as the “E. Marie Youngblood 
Post Office”. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the facility re- 
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to 
be a reference to the “E. Marie Youngblood 
Post Office”. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. JODY B. HICE) and the 
gentlewoman from the District of Co- 
lumbia (Ms. NORTON) each will control 
20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days in which to revise and extend 
their remarks and include extraneous 
material on the bill under consider- 
ation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

I rise in support of H.R. 5356, intro- 
duced by Representative KEVIN BRADY, 
to designate a post office located in 
Coldspring, Texas, as the E. Marie 
Youngblood Post Office. 

Eddie ‘‘Marie’’ Youngblood worked as 
a rural letter carrier for the U.S. Post- 
al Service in southeast Texas. Mrs. 
Youngblood’s life was tragically cut 
short while serving her community by 
delivering mail on May 17, 2013. 

I look forward to learning more 
about Mrs. Youngblood from the spon- 
sor of the bill, Representative BRADY. 
For now, I urge Members to support 
this bill. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I am pleased to support H.R. 5356, a 
bill to designate the facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 
14231 TX-150 in Coldspring, Texas, as 
the E. Marie Youngblood Post Office. 

Eddie ‘‘Marie’’ Youngblood served as 
a rural letter carrier and worked tire- 
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lessly to deliver mail to southeast Tex- 
ans who would have otherwise had to 
travel many miles. She was well known 
and loved on her route for her friendly 
nature and willingness to go out of her 
way to serve others. 

Tragically, Marie was shot and killed 
while on her mail route on May 17, 2013, 
leaving behind a husband, two sons, 
and two grandchildren. 

Mr. Speaker, we should pass this bill 
to remember Eddie ‘‘Marie’’ Young- 
blood and celebrate the lives she 
touched through her loving actions and 
committed service to the community 
and to the United States Postal Serv- 
ice. 

I urge the passage of H.R. 5356. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Texas (Mr. BRADY), the 
sponsor of the bill, a good friend and 
great leader around here. 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise to tell you about an amazing con- 
stituent of mine and my legislation to 
name the Coldspring, Texas, Post Of- 
fice in her honor. 

A native Texan, Eddie “Marie” 
Youngblood was born in Houston in 
1961. But big city life was not for 
Marie. When her family moved to 
Shepherd when she was in junior high, 
she found her calling in small town 
Texas life. While in Shepherd, Marie 
fell in love with George, the man who 
would become her husband. 

Together, Marie and George raised 
two wonderful sons, George Jr. and 
Mark, who were blessed with children 
of their own. Marie relished being a 
grandmother and made a point to 
spend every moment she could with her 
grandchildren, Kimara and Luke. 

Throughout her life, it was Marie’s 
loving, nurturing personality that drew 
people to her. Whether she was helping 
clients working at the local bank, serv- 
ing hungry customers soul food at one 
of her two Marie’s Diners, or delivering 
the mail on her rural mail route, she 
always put others first. Her devotion to 
Pleasant Valley Baptist Church and 
her community was limitless, as was 
her deep and abiding faith in the Lord. 

Through her dedication to the people 
around her, Marie chose to serve as a 
rural letter carrier. Every day, she 
loaded her specialized Jeep with letters 
and packages for Texans who otherwise 
would have had to travel many miles 
just for their mail. Marie was so well 
known on her route, her customers 
often stopped her just to chat as she 
made her deliveries. 

Tragically, it was on this route she 
loved and where she was loved that her 
life was cut short. On May 17, 2013, this 
beloved daughter, mother, and grand- 
mother was killed in a senseless act of 
violence while she was simply doing 
her job. 

Justice has not yet been served, but 
it is important that Marie’s life, not 
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her death, define her legacy. While 
Marie may be gone, her legacy lives on 
through the lives she touched: both of 
Marie’s sons work for the Postal Serv- 
ice, and her loving husband George vis- 
its her grave each and every day to 
keep the flowers fresh and grave site 
pristine. While she has entered the 
kingdom of Heaven, her legacy of serv- 
ice before self lives on. 

My legislation, H.R. 5356, supported 
by the entire Texas delegation, ce- 
ments that legacy by naming the post 
office in Coldspring, Texas, in her 
honor. I cannot think of a more fitting 
way of honoring Marie’s life. 

I humbly ask my colleagues to sup- 
port naming the Coldspring, Texas, 
Post Office for this public servant who 
was taken from us far too soon. 

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. BRADY). We all, likewise, 
hope that justice will be served quick- 
ly. I thank him for his leadership. 

I urge adoption of this bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. JODY 
B. HICE) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5356. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


ES 


ABNER J. MIKVA POST OFFICE 
BUILDING 


Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H.R. 5798) to des- 
ignate the facility of the United States 
Postal Service located at 1101 Davis 
Street in Evanston, Illinois, as the 
“Abner J. Mikva Post Office Building”. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 5798 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. ABNER J. MIKVA POST OFFICE BUILD- 


(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 1101 
Davis Street in Evanston, Illinois, shall be 
known and designated as the “Abner J. 
Mikva Post Office Building”. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the facility re- 
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to 
be a reference to the “Abner J. Mikva Post 
Office Building”. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. JODY B. HICE) and the 
gentlewoman from the District of Co- 
lumbia (Ms. NORTON) each will control 
20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Georgia. 
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GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days in which to revise and extend 
their remarks and include extraneous 
material on the bill under consider- 
ation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of H.R. 5798, introduced by Representa- 
tive SCHAKOWSKY, to designate a post 
office located in Evanston, Illinois, as 
the Abner J. Mikva Post Office Build- 
ing. 

The Honorable Abner Mikva dedi- 
cated his life to public service. He 
served in all three branches of the Fed- 
eral Government, serving in the U.S. 
House of Representatives, the U.S. 
Court of Appeals for the District of Co- 
lumbia, and in the White House as 
counsel to President Bill Clinton. 

I look forward to learning more 
about the Honorable Abner Mikva from 
the sponsor of the bill, Representative 
SCHAKOWSKY. 

I urge Members to support this bill. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 


1630 


Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, it gives 
me great pleasure to support H.R. 5798, 
a bill to designate the facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 
1101 Davis Street in Evanston, Illinois, 
as the Abner J. Mikva Post Office 
Building. 

I yield such time as she may consume 
to the gentlewoman from Illinois (Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY), the author of this bill. 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank my colleague for yielding, and I 
thank my colleague across the aisle for 
his support of this legislation. I also 
thank all of my colleagues in the Illi- 
nois delegation for cosponsoring this 
legislation to name a post office for 
Abner J. Mikva. 

Ab, as my colleague mentioned, is 
one of the few Americans to hold the 
distinction of serving in all three 
branches of the Federal Government. 
When Abner Mikva was a young man, 
he went to the office of a Chicago ward 
committeeman and asked to volunteer. 
His offer was rebuffed with the remark: 
“We don’t want nobody nobody sent.” 
Unswayed, Abner Mikva devoted his 
life to public service and to politics. 

Abner Mikva was born in 1926 in Mil- 
waukee. He enrolled in the Army Air 
Corps in 1944 and served as a navigator 
in the Army Air Corps during World 
War II. In 1951, he received a law degree 
from the University of Chicago and, 
after graduation, served as a clerk to 
Associate Justice Sherman Minton on 
the Supreme Court. 

In 1956, Abner Mikva was elected to 
the Illinois General Assembly, where 
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he served for five consecutive terms. 
He was then elected to the United 
States House of Representatives in 
1968, where he represented the south 
side, Hyde Park neighborhood of Chi- 
cago. That is Barack Obama’s neigh- 
borhood. After redistricting in 1971, 
Abner Mikva moved to Evanston. In 
1974, he won the election to represent 
Illinois’ 10th Congressional District, 
which was based, at that time, in 
Evanston, my hometown. Abner Mikva 
was elected in three consecutive elec- 
tions to represent the people of Evans- 
ton and the surrounding north shore 
communities in the United States 
House. 

His campaigns were notable for their 
involvement of thousands of young 
people in his robust grassroots election 
efforts. Highteen-year-olds had re- 
cently been granted the constitutional 
right to vote, and he had recruited and 
enlisted many of them. Many of these 
young people became effective political 
organizers, transforming the nature of 
political campaigns over the last four 
decades. 

Abner Mikva was nominated in his 
third term as an appointee to the U.S. 
Court of Appeals for the District of Co- 
lumbia, where he served alongside Ju- 
rists Clarence Thomas, Antonin Scalia, 
and Ruth Bader Ginsburg. During his 
final 4 years on the D.C. Circuit Court, 
Abner Mikva served as chief judge. He 
was then selected by President Bill 
Clinton in 1994 to be White House 
Counsel. After a year as White House 
Counsel, Abner Mikva returned to the 
Chicago area and taught at North- 
western University in Evanston. 

In 1997, Abner Mikva and his beloved 
wife and partner, Zoe, started what 
they called the Mikva Challenge—his 
effort to engage young people in civic 
leadership. Each year, the Mikva Chal- 
lenge engages 7,000 young people—stu- 
dents—in programs across the 
Chicagoland area. These are high 
school kids. Students volunteer on the 
campaigns of both parties, serve as 
election judges, intern in legislative of- 
fices, and learn how to be effective ad- 
vocates on issues they care the most 
about. 

In 2014, President Obama recognized 
Abner Mikva’s service to this country 
with the Presidential Medal of Free- 
dom—our highest civilian honor. 

When honoring Abner Mikva, Presi- 
dent Obama said: “Ab transcends any 
single moment in recent political his- 
tory, but he had a hand in shaping 
some of the best of it.” 

Abner Mikva said that receiving the 
Presidential Medal of Freedom from 
his friend Barack Obama was ‘‘the 
greatest thing that ever happened to 
me.” 

Abner Mikva remains a revered fight- 
er in Illinois and a favorite son of 
Evanston’s—remembered for his endur- 
ing wit, humanity, and the ongoing 
legacy of the Mikva Challenge. 
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Let me just say, personally, on July 
4, 2016, while America lost a great pa- 
triot, I also lost a very precious friend 
and mentor. I am so happy that we are 
going to pay an appropriate tribute to 
his great memory and his legacy. 

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I endorse 
the words of the gentlewoman from Il- 
linois (Ms. SCHAKOWSKY), and I urge the 
passage of H.R. 5798, a bill to honor the 
legacy of Abner Mikva and to com- 
memorate his exemplary life of public 
service across all branches of our Fed- 
eral Government. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I urge the passage of this bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. JODY 
B. HICE) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5798. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. HUELSKAMP. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro- 
ceedings on this motion will be post- 
poned. 


——— 


EMERGENCY CITRUS DISEASE 
RESPONSE ACT OF 2016 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 3957) to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to temporarily 
allow expensing of certain costs of re- 
planting citrus plants lost by reason of 
casualty, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 3957 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Emergency Cit- 
rus Disease Response Act of 2016”. 

SEC. 2. EXPENSING OF CERTAIN COSTS OF RE- 
PLANTING CITRUS PLANTS LOST BY 
REASON OF CASUALTY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 263A(d)(2) of the In- 
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by add- 
ing at the end the following new subparagraph: 

“(C) SPECIAL TEMPORARY RULE FOR CITRUS 
PLANTS LOST BY REASON OF CASUALTY.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—In the case of the replant- 
ing of citrus plants, subparagraph (A) shall 
apply to amounts paid or incurred by a person 
(other than the taxpayer described in subpara- 
graph (A)) if— 

“(I) the taxpayer described in subparagraph 
(A) has an equity interest of not less than 50 
percent in the replanted citrus plants at all 
times during the taxable year in which such 
amounts were paid or incurred and such other 
person holds any part of the remaining equity 
interest, or 
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“(II) such other person acquired the entirety 
of such taxpayer’s equity interest in the land on 
which the lost or damaged citrus plants were lo- 
cated at the time of such loss or damage, and 
the replanting is on such land. 

“(ii) TERMINATION.—Clause (i) shall not apply 
to any cost paid or incurred after December 31, 
2025.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made 
by this section shall apply to costs paid or in- 
curred after the date of the enactment of this 
Act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. BUCHANAN) and the gen- 
tleman from Michigan (Mr. LEVIN) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days in which to re- 
vise and extend their remarks and to 
include extraneous material on H.R. 
3957, currently under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Florida? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

This bill makes a slight change to 
the existing law in order to help strug- 
gling farmers. 

The U.S. citrus industry faces a 
grave threat from an incurable bac- 
terial disease called citrus greening. 
While not harmful to humans, it re- 
sults in bitter, hard, misshapen fruit 
and eventually causes trees to die. 

The disease arrived in Florida in 2005 
and has since infected 99 percent of the 
commercial citrus groves in my State 
as well as 50 percent of the groves in 
Texas. Greening has begun to march 
across the country and has been found 
in California, Louisiana, South Caro- 
lina, and Georgia. Once infected, trees 
must be uprooted and destroyed. Re- 
placing citrus trees is costly, but farm- 
ers have no choice as they must re- 
plant in order to earn a living. This 
disease has put 62,000 citrus jobs at risk 
in my State alone. 

The Tax Code currently allows farm- 
ers to fully deduct the cost of replant- 
ing trees that are damaged by drought, 
disease, or pests; but the current rule 
has a significant limitation: in order to 
get the deduction, the farmers must 
bear the costs of replanting the trees 
themselves. 

My bill would let farmers bring in in- 
vestors to help underwrite replanting 
costs without losing the immediate de- 
duction; and, to ensure that farmers 
keep working their land, my bill re- 
quires them to maintain at least a 50 
percent interest in their groves in 
order to use this deduction. 

This commonsense, limited change to 
an existing provision in the Tax Code 
has broad, bipartisan support. In fact, 
every member of the Florida delega- 
tion, which is about 29 members— 
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Democrats and Republicans alike—sup- 
port this proposal. Citrus growers in 
Florida, Texas, and California have all 
come out in support of the bill for one 
simple reason: nationwide, nearly 20 
million trees will need to be replaced 
due to greening. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

There is no doubt the citrus industry 
is facing an emergency. A disease, re- 
ferred to as ‘‘greening,’ is rapidly 
spreading among citrus crops, includ- 
ing oranges, tangerines, grapefruits, 
lemons, and limes. To date, Florida or- 
ange growers have been hard hit by 
this disease and have been forced to 
abandon more than 100,000 acres of 
groves. It takes about 2 years for the 
disease to fully manifest itself; there- 
fore, citrus crops in Texas and in Cali- 
fornia are also at risk. This bill would 
expand an exception that allows for the 
immediate expensing of replanting 
costs when crops are destroyed by this 
disease. 

Under current law, minority inves- 
tors only are allowed to immediately 
expense costs incurred for replanting 
when, one, the grower who incurred the 
loss or damage keeps a more than 50 
percent interest in the property and, 
second, when the minority investor 
materially participates in the planting, 
maintenance, cultivation, or develop- 
ment of the property. 

Under this bill, minority investors 
also would be able to immediately ex- 
pense costs incurred for replanting if, 
one, the grower has an equity interest 
of not less than 50 percent in the re- 
planted citrus plants, and the minority 
investor holds the remaining interest 
or, two, if the minority investor ac- 
quires all of the taxpayer’s land on 
which the lost or damaged citrus 
plants were located, and the replanting 
is on such land. This bill would not re- 
quire minority investors to materially 
participate in the planting and grow- 
ing, thus making it more appealing for 
investors. 

At a cost of $30 million over 10 years, 
this bill takes a modest step in helping 
the citrus industry attract investors 
and much-needed capital to fight this 
devastating disease. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I urge 
Members to pass this bill so that strug- 
gling farmers can have the flexibility 
to use the existing provisions of the 
Tax Code in a more ownership-type 
structure. Without this change, we run 
the risk of losing tens of thousands of 
jobs. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
BUCHANAN) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3957, as 
amended. 
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The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. HUELSKAMP. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro- 
ceedings on this motion will be post- 
poned. 


Se 


EXPANDING SENIORS RECEIVING 
DIALYSIS CHOICE ACT OF 2016 


Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 
I move to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill (H.R. 5659) to amend title XVIII 
of the Social Security Act with respect 
to expanding Medicare Advantage cov- 
erage for individuals with end-stage 
renal disease (ESRD), as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 5659 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the “Expanding 
Seniors Receiving Dialysis Choice Act of 
2016” or as the “ESRD Choice Act of 2016”. 
SEC. 2. EXPANDING MEDICARE ADVANTAGE COV- 

ERAGE FOR INDIVIDUALS WITH END- 
STAGE RENAL DISEASE (ESRD). 

(a) EXPANDED MA ELIGIBILITY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 1851(a)(3) of the 
Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1895w-21(a)(3)) 
is amended— 

(A) by striking subparagraph (B); and 

(B) by striking “ELIGIBLE INDIVIDUAL” and 
all that follows through ‘‘In this title, sub- 
ject to subparagraph (B),’’ and inserting ‘‘EL- 
IGIBLE INDIVIDUAL.—In this title,”. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 

(A) Section 1852(b)(1) of the Social Security 
Act (42 U.S.C. 1895w-22(b)(1)) is amended— 

(i) by striking subparagraph (B); and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘BENEFICIARIES”’ and all 
that follows through ‘‘A Medicare+Choice or- 
ganization” and inserting ‘‘BENEFICIARIES.— 
A Medicare Advantage organization’’. 

(B) Section 1859(b)(6) of the Social Security 
Act (42 U.S.C. 1395w—28(b)(6)) is amended by 
striking “may waive” and all that follows 
through ‘‘subparagraph and’’. 

(b) EXCLUDING COSTS FOR KIDNEY ACQUISI- 
TIONS FROM MA BENCHMARK.—Section 1853 of 
the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1895w-23) 
is amended— 

(1) in subsection (k)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by striking ‘‘paragraphs (2) and (4)’’ and 
inserting ‘‘paragraphs (2), (4), and (5)’’; and 

(ii) in subparagraph (B)(i), by striking 
“‘paragraphs (2) and (4)’’ and inserting ‘‘para- 
graphs (2), (4), and (5)’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘(5) EXCLUSION OF COSTS FOR KIDNEY ACQUI- 
SITIONS FROM CAPITATION RATES.—After de- 
termining the applicable amount for an area 
for a year under paragraph (1) (beginning 
with 2019), the Secretary shall adjust such 
applicable amount to exclude from such ap- 
plicable amount the Secretary’s estimate of 
the standardized costs for payments for 
organ acquisitions for kidney transplants 
covered under this title (including expenses 
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covered under section 1881(d)) in the area for 
the year.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (n)(2)— 

(A) in subparagraph (A)(i), by inserting 
“and, for 2019 and subsequent years, the ex- 
clusion of payments for organ acquisitions 
for kidney transplants from the capitation 
rate as described in subsection (k)(5)’’ before 
the semicolon at the end; 

(B) in subparagraph (E), in the matter pre- 
ceding clause (i), by striking ‘‘subparagraph 
(F)? and inserting ‘‘subparagraphs (F) and 
(œ); and 

(C) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

“(G) APPLICATION OF KIDNEY ACQUISITIONS 
ADJUSTMENT.—The base payment amount 
specified in subparagraph (E) for a year (be- 
ginning with 2019) shall be adjusted in the 
same manner under paragraph (5) of sub- 
section (k) as the applicable amount is ad- 
justed under such subsection.’’. 

(c) FFS COVERAGE OF KIDNEY ACQUISI- 
TIONS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 1852(a)(1)(B)(i) of 
the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1395w- 
22(a)(1)(B)(i)) is amended by inserting ‘‘or 
coverage for organ acquisitions for kidney 
transplants, including as covered under sec- 
tion 1881(d)”’ after ‘‘hospice care”. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
1851(i) of the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 
1895w-21(i)) is amended by adding at the end 
the following new paragraph: 

“(8) FFS PAYMENT FOR EXPENSES FOR KID- 
NEY ACQUISITIONS.—Paragraphs (1) and (2) do 
not apply with respect to expenses for organ 
acquisitions for kidney transplants described 
in section 1852(a)(1)(B)(i).’’. 

(d) SENSE OF CONGRESS REGARDING APPLI- 
CATION OF APPROPRIATE MEDICARE ADVAN- 
TAGE RISK ADJUSTMENT FOR PAYMENT FOR IN- 
CREASED ESRD ENROLLEES.—It is the sense 
of Congress that in implementing the poli- 
cies under this section, the Centers for Medi- 
care & Medicaid Services should provide, in 
an accurate and transparent manner, for risk 
adjustment to payment under the Medicare 
Advantage program to account for the in- 
creased enrollment in Medicare Advantage 
plans of individuals with end-stage renal dis- 
ease. 

(e) EXPANDED MA _ EDUCATION.—Section 
1851(d)(2)(A)(iii) of the Social Security Act 
(42 U.S.C. 1395w-21(d)(2)(A)(iii)) is amended 
by inserting before the period at the end the 
following: ‘‘, including any additional infor- 
mation that individuals determined to have 
end-stage renal disease may need to make 
informed decisions with respect to such an 
election”. 

(£) REPORT.—Not later than April 1, 2022, 
the Administrator of the Centers for Medi- 
care & Medicaid Services shall submit to 
Congress a report on the impact of the 
amendments made by this section on spend- 
ing under the traditional Medicare fee-for- 
service program under parts A and B of title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act as well as 
on spending under parts C and D of such 
title. The report shall include an assessment 
of the risk adjustment payment methodolo- 
gies under such parts C and D and their ade- 
quacy with respect to individuals with end- 
stage renal disease and such recommenda- 
tions as the Administrator deems appro- 
priate. 

(g) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to plans 
years beginning on or after January 1, 2020. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Missouri (Mr. SMITH) and the gen- 
tleman from Michigan (Mr. LEVIN) each 
will control 20 minutes. 
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The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Missouri. 
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GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent that all Mem- 
bers may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re- 
marks and include extraneous material 
on H.R. 5659, currently under consider- 
ation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I stand today in support 
of H.R. 5659, the ESRD Choice Act, and 
thank the Speaker for taking this ef- 
fort up today on the floor. 

This bipartisan legislation expands 
access to high-quality, affordable 
healthcare coverage options for Ameri- 
cans suffering from serious kidney ill- 
ness. End-stage renal disease, or ESRD, 
is the only preexisting condition that 
explicitly prevents patients from en- 
rolling in Medicare Advantage. 

This bill removes a harmful Federal 
restriction that has, for too long, 
blocked patients with ESRD from en- 
rolling in Medicare Advantage plans. 
The question is: Why should kidney 
disease patients be denied a choice all 
other Medicare beneficiaries have? The 
short answer is: They shouldn’t. These 
patients should have the same option 
to choose Medicare Advantage. 

Once this bill is passed and signed 
into law, my colleagues and I will be 
constantly watching the bureaucrats 
at the Centers for Medicare and Med- 
icaid Services to make sure they fulfill 
their responsibilities to properly risk 
adjust payments to plans in an accu- 
rate and transparent manner. The bill 
requires a report of the effects of this 
legislation on risk adjustment, and I 
will be watching to make sure they get 
it right. 

I also want to recognize the hard 
work that went into this bill and spe- 
cifically thank Mr. LEWIS, Mr. BILI- 
RAKIS, Mr. SCHRADER, and Mr. MARINO, 
as well as the Committee on Ways and 
Means and the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce for the hard work to re- 
move the last preexisting conditions in 
Medicare Advantage. 

The benefits of Medicare Advantage 
should be extended to all ESRD pa- 
tients. It is right thing to do, and now 
is the time to get it done. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. LEVIN. I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, more than 80 percent of 
the approximately 640,000 Americans 
living with kidney failure, or end-stage 
renal disease, are covered under Medi- 
care. Unfortunately, those individuals 
who receive Medicare coverage as a re- 
sult of their ESRD do not have access 
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to managed care plans under the Medi- 
care Advantage program. 

This bill would make a commonsense 
change and enable Medicare bene- 
ficiaries with ESRD to have the same 
choices as all other Medicare bene- 
ficiaries. H.R. 5659 would help make 
sure ESRD beneficiaries in Medicare 
have access to the coordinated serv- 
ices, flexibility, and integrated care 
they need to fit their own individual 
needs. 

I want to thank my fellow colleague 
on the Ways and Means Committee, the 
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. LEWIS), 
for his dedication and his hard work 
over the past years on this important 
bipartisan legislation. I look forward 
to it advancing swiftly to the Presi- 
dent’s desk to be signed into law. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

The legislation expands access to a 
program that has improved millions of 
lives. This is just one of the bipartisan 
solutions Americans deserve, and these 
are the types of solutions I hope to 
continue working with the chairman 
and my colleagues in delivering as we 
work to improve our healthcare sys- 
tem. 

Dozens of folks back home in south- 
east and south central Missouri have 
contacted me with their support for 
this bill. Do you know what they tell 
me? They want a choice. 

I am pleased that the House is acting 
on our bill today since it follows one of 
our core principles as we look at health 
care, increasing patients’ options and 
control over their care. I urge my col- 
leagues to support the bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. 
SMITH) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5659, as 
amended. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. AMASH. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro- 
ceedings on this motion will be post- 
poned. 


a 


CONTINUING ACCESS TO 
HOSPITALS ACT OF 2016 


Ms. JENKINS of Kansas. Mr. Speak- 
er, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (H.R. 5613) to provide for 
the extension of the enforcement in- 
struction on supervision requirements 
for outpatient therapeutic services in 
critical access and small rural hos- 
pitals through 2016, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
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The text of the bill is as follows: 
H.R. 5613 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Continuing 
Access to Hospitals Act of 2016” or the “CAH 
Act of 2016”. 


SEC. 2. EXTENSION OF ENFORCEMENT INSTRUC- 
TION ON SUPERVISION REQUIRE- 
MENTS FOR OUTPATIENT THERA- 
PEUTIC SERVICES IN CRITICAL AC- 
CESS AND SMALL RURAL HOSPITALS 
THROUGH 2016. 


Section 1 of Public Law 113-198, as amend- 
ed by section 1 of Public Law 114-112, is 
amended— 

(1) in the heading, by striking ‘‘2014 AND 
2015” and inserting ‘‘2016’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘and 2015” and inserting ‘“‘, 
2015, and 2016”. 

SEC. 3. REPORT. 

Not later than one year after the date of 
the enactment of this Act, the Medicare Pay- 
ment Advisory Commission (established 
under section 1805 of the Social Security Act 
(42 U.S.C. 1895b-6)) shall submit to Congress 
a report analyzing the effect of the extension 
of the enforcement instruction under section 
1 of Public Law 113-198, as amended by sec- 
tion 1 of Public Law 114-112 and section 2 of 
this Act, on the access to health care by 
Medicare beneficiaries, on the economic im- 
pact and the impact upon hospital staffing 
needs, and on the quality of health care fur- 
nished to such beneficiaries. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from 
Kansas (Ms. JENKINS) and the gen- 
tleman from Iowa (Mr. LOEBSACK) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes 
woman from Kansas. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Ms. JENKINS of Kansas. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent that all 
Members have 5 legislative days to re- 
vise and extend their remarks and in- 
clude any extraneous material on H.R. 
5613, currently under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
woman from Kansas? 

There was no objection. 

Ms. JENKINS of Kansas. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

I rise today in support of H.R. 5618, 
the Continuing Access to Hospitals Act 
of 2016, a policy this Congress has 
passed unanimously in 2014 and 2015. 

Every year across Kansas, hospitals 
in rural communities must wait to see 
if they will have to comply with a bur- 
densome Federal regulation that 
makes caring for patients more dif- 
ficult, while providing no additional 
benefits. 

Back in January 2014, the Centers for 
Medicare and Medicaid Services began 
enforcing a requirement that physi- 
cians must supervise outpatient thera- 
peutic services at critical access hos- 
pitals and other small rural hospitals. 
This meant that routine outpatient 
therapeutic procedures, such as the ap- 
plication of a splint to a finger or a 


the gentle- 
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demonstration of how to use a 
nebulizer, had to be directly supervised 
by a physician. 

Thankfully, Congress passed an ex- 
tension of a moratorium on that super- 
vision requirement in 2014 and again in 
2015. Here we are again today to try to 
give a little bit of certainty to these 
very important rural and critical ac- 
cess hospitals. 

There are over 1,300 critical access 
hospitals that serve rural Americans in 
nearly every State, and these facilities 
simply lack the resources to fulfill this 
burdensome mandate. Before 2014, phy- 
sicians at rural hospitals were not re- 
quired to directly supervise these types 
of outpatient therapeutic services, and 
asking them to do so now, after unani- 
mously passing identical extensions 
the past 2 years, will only jeopardize 
access to care. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. LOEBSACK. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong 
support of H.R. 5613, the Continuing 
Access to Hospitals Act. I am pleased 
the House is considering this bipar- 
tisan legislation, which I introduced 
with Ms. JENKINS of Kansas. 

Many of Iowa’s rural hospitals, just 
like the rural hospitals in Kansas and 
other parts of America, are struggling 
in these economic times. I have made 
it a point to visit all of the hospitals in 
my district on many occasions in order 
to hear directly from them about the 
issues they are facing and how I, as 
their Congressman, can help. 

I have seen firsthand that rural hos- 
pitals are bedrocks of their commu- 
nities, providing more than just high- 
quality, local access to health care. 
Rural hospitals also stimulate the 
local economy, creating jobs in the 
hospital and in the larger community. 
Without quality local health care, lives 
and communities are lost. 

One issue I consistently hear about is 
the Centers for Medicare and Medicaid 
Services’ rule strictly requiring direct 
supervision of outpatient therapeutic 
services. The enforcement of this rule 
will cause rural facilities to reduce 
therapy services, threatening access to 
needed procedures for rural Americans. 

That is why I was proud that, last 
year, the legislation that Congress- 
woman JENKINS and I introduced to 
continue the prohibition on CMS from 
enforcing the unreasonable supervision 
requirements for 2015 was signed into 
law. That bill, however, was only a fix 
for 2015, as Congresswoman JENKINS 
pointed out. I am committed to mak- 
ing sure this is also solved in 2016, as 
well as working toward a permanent 
fix to provide certainty for our critical 
access hospitals, again, not just in 
Iowa or Kansas, but around the coun- 
try. 

The services covered by this legisla- 
tion have always been provided by li- 
censed, skilled professionals under the 
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overall direction of a physician and 
with the assurance of rapid assistance 
from a team of caregivers, including a 
physician. While there is some need for 
direct supervision for certain out- 
patient services that pose a high risk 
or are very complex, CMS’ policy gen- 
erally applies to even the lowest risk 
services. 

This legislation will provide tem- 
porary relief that will go far in reliev- 
ing the regulatory burden of direct su- 
pervision of outpatient therapeutic 
services for rural hospitals. This legis- 
lation, fittingly, protects hospitals 
that were providing and are providing 
quality, responsible care during the pe- 
riod in question. 

I urge all my colleagues to support 
this bill today. 

Again, I thank Congresswoman JEN- 
KINS. We have worked together on this 
now for a couple of years. I think it 
proves that, if folks from both parties 
put their heads together and offer com- 
monsense legislation, we can get it 
passed. Most importantly, it proves 
that we can help our local hospitals 
and folks who live in these rural areas 
who need that access to those local 
hospitals. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Ms. JENKINS of Kansas. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield such time as he may con- 
sume to the gentleman from Nebraska 
(Mr. SMITH), an esteemed member of 
the House Ways and Means Committee. 

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Mr. Speak- 
er, I rise today in support of H.R. 5613 
to once again delay enforcement of su- 
pervision requirements on critical ac- 
cess hospitals. 

It has unfortunately become an an- 
nual ritual for us to pass legislation to 
block this arbitrary regulation which 
requires a physician to be on-site and 
present for the administration of most 
procedures, no matter how basic. 

As a condition of participation in the 
critical access program, a facility must 
have 25 or fewer beds, be distant from 
the next closest hospital, and have a 
physician on call and available within 
30 minutes. The individuals who prac- 
tice at these facilities, including doc- 
tors, nurses, physician’s assistants, and 
nurse practitioners, have a very strong 
understanding of what care can be safe- 
ly provided in their critical access set- 
ting and which cases should be trans- 
ferred to a larger facility. 

However, CMS’ efforts to accommo- 
date the concerns of rural providers 
hasn’t been to empower these profes- 
sionals, but to create a limited list of 
procedures which can be done without 
a physician on-site. For this reason, I 
appreciate the chairman and the gen- 
tlewoman from Kansas (Ms. JENKINS) 
for working with me to incorporate 
language into this bill, which requires 
MedPAC to report on the economic and 
staffing impacts of these regulations 
on rural hospitals. 

Based on discussions I have had with 
hospitals across Nebraska’s Third Dis- 
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trict, I expect MedPAC’s findings will 
make a strong case for repealing this 
regulation outright. 

I urge passage of this bill, which is 
vital to communities across rural 
America. 

Mr. LOEBSACK. Mr. Speaker, I want 
to thank the gentleman from Nebraska 
(Mr. SMITH). We came into Congress at 
the same time, and it is great we can 
work on this bill together. It is a com- 
monsense bill. 

Again, in Iowa, we have over 80 crit- 
ical access hospitals. The gentleman 
pointed out the importance that these 
are small hospitals, 25 or fewer beds. 
Their resources are limited. I thank 
the gentleman from Nebraska (Mr. 
SMITH) for supporting this bill. I really 
appreciate it. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Ms. JENKINS of Kansas. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Congressman LOEBSACK and I worked 
together to introduce this measure, 
once again, in a bipartisan fashion. I, 
too, want to thank him for under- 
standing the problem rural doctors face 
with this supervision mandate and for 
his willingness to work with me to in- 
troduce this bill. 

I urge my colleagues in the House to 
pass this measure, once again, unani- 
mously, so that we can provide the 
rural doctors of this country with a lit- 
tle more certainty and take away the 
threat of an unnecessary burden. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentlewoman from Kansas (Ms. 
JENKINS) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5613, as 
amended. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. AMASH. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro- 
ceedings on this motion will be post- 
poned. 


—— 
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SOCIAL SECURITY MUST AVERT 
IDENTITY LOSS (MAIL) ACT OF 2016 


Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H.R. 5320) to restrict 
the inclusion of social security account 
numbers on documents sent by mail by 
the Social Security Administration, 
and for other purposes, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 5320 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
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SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Social Security 
Must Avert Identity Loss (MAIL) Act of 2016”. 
SEC. 2. RESTRICTION ON SOCIAL SECURITY AC- 

COUNT NUMBERS IN DOCUMENTS 
SENT BY MAIL. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 205(c)(2)(C) of the 
Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 405(c)(2)(C)) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

“(xiv)(I) The Commissioner of Social Security 
shall ensure that no document sent by mail by 
the Social Security Administration includes a 
complete social security account number unless 
the Commissioner determines that inclusion of 
such complete number is necessary. 

“(II) Not later than 30 days after the date of 
the enactment of this clause and not later than 
each of March 31 and September 30 of each of 
the first 6 years following the year in which 
such date of enactment occurs, the Commis- 
sioner of Social Security shall submit to the 
Committee on Ways and Means of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Finance 
of the Senate a report on the implementation of 
subclause (I). Such report shall include— 

“(aa) the title and identification number of 
each document used by the Social Security Ad- 
ministration during the previous year on which 
is printed an individual’s complete social secu- 
rity account number; 

“(bb) the most recent date on which each such 
document was updated; and 

““(cc) the projected date on which complete so- 
cial security account numbers will be removed 
from each such document, or if the Commis- 
sioner determines that inclusion of such com- 
plete number is necessary, the rationale for such 
determination.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The Commissioner of 
Social Security shall implement the amendments 
made under subsection (a) as soon as prac- 
ticable after the date of the enactment of this 
Act. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BROOKS of Alabama). Pursuant to the 
rule, the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
SAM JOHNSON) and the gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. LEVIN) each will control 
20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days in which to review and extend 
their remarks and include extraneous 
material on H.R. 5320, currently under 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Today I rise as chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means Sub- 
committee on Social Security in sup- 
port of the Social Security Must Avert 
Identity Loss Act of 2016, also known 
as the Social Security MAIL Act legis- 
lation. It is legislation that I intro- 
duced along with the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. RENACCI). 

Mr. Speaker, Social Security makes 
a point of telling Americans how im- 
portant it is to protect their Social Se- 
curity numbers. Time and time again, 
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Americans are warned to protect their 
Social Security cards in order to avoid 
identity theft. 

For years I have been calling for end- 
ing the use of Social Security numbers 
unless it is absolutely necessary. Un- 
fortunately, while some progress has 
been made, the Social Security Admin- 
istration still includes Social Security 
numbers on some documents it mails. 
Just last year, Social Security sent out 
more than 233 million letters that in- 
cluded full Social Security numbers. 
This needs to stop and now. 

The bill requires Social Security to 
either remove Social Security numbers 
from mailings or explain why including 
a Social Security number is necessary. 
This commonsense legislation is sup- 
ported by AARP and the Association of 
Mature American Citizens. Mr. Speak- 
er, I include in the RECORD their letters 
of support. 


AARP, 
July 13, 2016. 
Hon. SAM JOHNSON, 
Chairman, House Subcommittee on Social Secu- 
rity. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN JOHNSON: AARP supports 
H.R. 5320, the Social Security Must Avert 
Identity Loss (MAIL) Act of 2016, which 
would protect Social Security numbers 
(SSNs) from inappropriate public disclosure. 
AARP, with its nearly 38 million members in 
all 50 States and the District of Columbia, 
Puerto Rico, and U.S. Virgin Islands, is a 
nonpartisan, nonprofit, nationwide organiza- 
tion that helps people turn their goals and 
dreams into real possibilities, strengthens 
communities and fights for the issues that 
matter most to families such as healthcare, 
employment and income security, retire- 
ment planning, affordable utilities and pro- 
tection from financial abuse. 

Social Security is the primary source of re- 
tirement and disability income for 60 million 
Americans. Personal information about So- 
cial Security benefits, such as Social Secu- 
rity numbers (SSNs), is critical financial in- 
formation and must be afforded the highest 
level of privacy protection. H.R. 5320 would 
ensure that Social Security numbers (SSNs) 
are protected by making clear the Social Se- 
curity Administration may not include a full 
Social Security account number on any doc- 
ument sent by mail unless the Commissioner 
of the Social Security Administration deter- 
mines that such inclusion is necessary. 

AARP has a longstanding public policy po- 
sition on Social Security privacy that com- 
panies, government agencies, and individuals 
should not be allowed to post or publicly dis- 
play SSNs, print them on cards, transmit 
them over the internet, or send them by mail 
without safety measures. We appreciate your 
recognition of the important need to protect 
personal Social Security information and ef- 
forts to urge Congress to make this needed 
change in the law. 

Because of Social Security, millions of 
Americans and their families are able to live 
their lives with dignity and independence. 
We look forward to continuing to work with 
you to ensure that all aspects of the Social 
Security program remain strong for future 
generations of American workers and their 
families. If you have any questions, please 
feel free to call me. 

Sincerely, 

JOYCE A. ROGERS, 
Senior Vice President, Government Affairs. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


AMAC, 
June 30, 2016. 

Hon. SAM JOHNSON, 

Chairman, Social Security Subcommittee, House 
Committee on Ways and Means, Wash- 
ington, DC. 

Hon. JIM RENACCI, 

16th District, Ohio, 

Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN JOHNSON AND CONGRESS- 
MAN RENACCI: On behalf of the 1.3 million 
members of AMAC, the Association of Ma- 
ture American Citizens, I am writing in 
strong support of the H.R. 5320, the Social 
Security Must Avert Identity Loss Act of 
2016, or the Social Security MAIL Act of 2016. 
This important piece of legislation seeks to 
protect Social Security beneficiaries from 
runaway identity theft that has become all 
too common for senior citizens. As identity 
theft becomes more and more rampant 
across the country, this timely bill offers a 
smart, sensible solution to a problem mil- 
lions of seniors face annually. 

Last year, the Social Security Administra- 
tion (SSA) sent 352 million notices by mail— 
including 233 million notices containing an 
individual’s full Social Security number. 
With such massive amounts of mail being de- 
livered with unnecessary and identity-com- 
promising information, there are several op- 
portunities for criminals to steal an individ- 
ual’s identity. In fact, in 2014, it is estimated 
that roughly 7% of the population over the 
age of 16 were victims of identity theft. As 
the world gets smaller, and as more crimi- 
nals see opportunities to steal identities in 
any way they can, H.R. 5320 offers a com- 
monsense solution to Social Security bene- 
ficiaries who are unknowingly being put at 
risk by the unnecessary use of their Social 
Security number. 

The Social Security MAIL Act of 2016 is as 
simple as it is smart. The bill mandates that 
the SSA ensure no piece of mail being sent 
to an individual includes that individual’s 
complete Social Security account number— 
unless it is absolutely necessary. As rates of 
identity theft continue to go up, Congress 
must take action to prevent making identity 
theft easier for opportunistic criminals. A 
bill like H.R. 5320 is long overdue, and we en- 
courage House leadership to act on behalf of 
Social Security beneficiaries and take swift 
action to enact this bill. 

As an organization committed to rep- 
resenting the interests of mature Americans 
and seniors, AMAC is dedicated to ensuring 
senior citizens’ interests are protected. We 
applaud Chairman Johnson, Congressman 
Renacci, and your attentive staffs for your 
thoughtful and practical solution to protect 
seniors from identity theft. AMAC is pleased 
to offer our organization’s full support to the 
Social Security MAIL Act of 2016. 

Sincerely, 
DAN WEBER, 
President and Founder of AMAC. 

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, Americans rightly expect 
that the Social Security Administra- 
tion keeps their personal information 
safe. This bill makes sure Social Secu- 
rity doesn’t include a Social Security 
number in documents it mails unless it 
is absolutely necessary. It is a com- 
monsense solution to a problem that 
shouldn’t exist in the first place. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge all Members in 
the House to vote ‘‘yes’’ and pass the 
Social Security MAIL Act today. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
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Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

This bill codifies current practice at 
the Social Security Administration, 
which is to remove Social Security 
numbers from its letters and notices in 
order to reduce the risk of identity 
theft. 

It is important to note that SSA is 
ahead of the game on these efforts. It 
has not included Social Security num- 
bers on statements since 2001. Checks 
have not contained Social Security 
numbers since 2004, and the annual 
COLA notice no longer contains full 
Social Security numbers. 

This bill before us also requires SSA 
to report to Congress twice each year 
for the next 6 years on its progress to- 
ward removing Social Security num- 
bers from all mail documents. 

I am glad that SSA has already 
taken important steps to protect 
Americans’ identities, and I commend 
SSA for the high value it places on pro- 
tecting Americans’ private informa- 
tion. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio (Mr. RENACCI). 

Mr. RENACCI. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Chairman JOHNSON for his leadership 
on the Subcommittee on Social Secu- 
rity and for his leadership on this legis- 
lation. 

Identity theft is an issue that has be- 
come all too prevalent in recent years. 
In fact, the Federal Trade Commission 
received over 490,000 identity theft 
complaints in 2015. This represents a 47 
percent increase compared to 2014. 

As a personal victim of identity 
theft, I understand the frustration, 
fear, and sense of helplessness of hav- 
ing your identity stolen. I also under- 
stand the worry that victims have that 
someone will use their identity to file 
other fraudulent claims. The Federal 
Government and Federal agencies have 
a responsibility to carefully protect 
every American’s identifying informa- 
tion. That is why I was stunned to 
learn that the Social Security Admin- 
istration provided a full Social Secu- 
rity number on over 230 million docu- 
ments that it sent out in 2015. This rep- 
resents 66 percent of all mailings. 

The volume of documents that con- 
tain Americans’ full Social Security 
number puts Americans unnecessarily 
at risk of having their identity stolen. 
In fact, in a recent report, the inspec- 
tor general of the Social Security Ad- 
ministration stated that the ‘‘more 
SSNs are unnecessarily used, the high- 
er the probability they may be used in- 
appropriately.” This led the inspector 
general to recommend that the SSA 
should take steps to remove Social Se- 
curity numbers from documents and 
that the Social Security Administra- 
tion should be at the forefront of lim- 
iting the use of full Social Security 
numbers. 
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Our legislation helps address this 
problem. H.R. 5320 simply directs the 
Social Security Administration to re- 
move full Social Security numbers 
from mailings when they simply are 
not needed. To northeast Ohioans, this 
is just common sense. 

Also, this bill will ensure Congress 
provides the proper amount of over- 
sight over the Social Security Admin- 
istration, requiring the administration 
to justify the continued use of full So- 
cial Security numbers on mailed docu- 
ments. 

All Americans should have the con- 
fidence in knowing that the Social Se- 
curity Administration is doing every- 
thing within its power to protect So- 
cial Security numbers. I urge all Mem- 
bers to support this commonsense, bi- 
partisan legislation. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, having no other speakers, I 
am prepared to close my remarks. 

Mr. Speaker, again, I urge all Mem- 
bers of the House to vote “yes” and 
pass the Social Security MAIL Act 
today so the Senate can take action 
soon and the President can sign it into 
law without delay. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. SAM 
JOHNSON) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5320, as 
amended. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. HUELSKAMP. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro- 
ceedings on this motion will be post- 
poned. 


Ee 


UNITED STATES APPRECIATION 
FOR OLYMPIANS AND PARA- 
LYMPIANS ACT OF 2016 


Mr. DOLD. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 5946) to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to exclude from gross 
income any prizes or awards won in 
competition in the Olympic Games or 
the Paralympic Games, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 5946 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the “United States 
Appreciation for Olympians and Paralympians 
Act of 2016”. 

SEC. 2. OLYMPIC AND PARALYMPIC MEDALS AND 
USOC PRIZE MONEY EXCLUDED 
FROM GROSS INCOME. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 74 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by adding at 
the end the following new subsection: 
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“(d) EXCEPTION FOR OLYMPIC 
PARALYMPIC MEDALS AND PRIZES.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Gross income shall not in- 
clude the value of any medal awarded in, or 
any prize money received from the United States 
Olympic Committee on account of, competition 
in the Olympic Games or Paralympic Games. 

‘“(2) LIMITATION BASED ON ADJUSTED GROSS IN- 
COME.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (1) shall not 
apply to any taxpayer for any taxable year if 
the adjusted gross income (determined without 
regard to this subsection) of such taxpayer for 
such taxable year exceeds $1,000,000 (half of 
such amount in the case of a married individual 
filing a separate return). 

“(B) COORDINATION WITH OTHER LIMITA- 
TIONS.—For purposes of sections 86, 135, 137, 
199, 219, 221, 222, and 469, adjusted gross income 
shall be determined after the application of 
paragraph (1) and before the application of sub- 
paragraph (A).”. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made 
by this section shall apply to prizes and awards 
received after December 31, 2015. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Il- 
linois (Mr. DOLD) and the gentleman 
from New Jersey (Mr. PASCRELL) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. DOLD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days within which to 
revise and extend their remarks and to 
include extraneous material on H.R. 
5946, currently under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DOLD. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, every 2 years, young 
men and women travel around the 
world to represent the United States at 
the Olympic and Paralympic Games. 
These truly gifted athletes have dedi- 
cated their lives to training for the op- 
portunity to compete on the world’s 
greatest stage and represent our coun- 
try, often with little financial help. 

The vast majority of these athletes 
do not have endorsement deals and 
sponsorships. Instead, they often work 
full-time jobs while training or are 
full-time students, like Olivia Smoliga, 
born in Glenview, Illinois, who won 
gold in the 4x100 medley relay, while 
also studying as a student at the Uni- 
versity of Georgia. 

Over the years there have been a 
number of athletes who have struggled 
just to get by while training to rep- 
resent our Nation. Olympians like 
Sarah Robles, who is now the highest 
ranked U.S. weightlifter, while train- 
ing for the 2012 London Olympics, she 
lived in near poverty on just $400 a 
month. Sarah continued to focus on 
her training, and this past summer in 
Rio, she stood triumphantly on the 
Olympic podium, earning a bronze 
medal for the United States. And 
Paralympians like archery champion 
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and world record holder Matt 
Stutzman, who picked up hunting to 
help feed his family while he was un- 
employed and having difficulty paying 
the rent. 

These are just a couple of examples, 
but they are indicative of the hardships 
and sacrifices faced by many U.S. 
Olympians as they train for the oppor- 
tunity to represent our country at the 
Olympics. These men and women are 
the embodiment of the Olympic spirit. 

Upon their return from the games, 
our Olympians are met with praise and 
admiration. However, for those who 
win a medal, they are also met with a 
tax bill from the IRS. Not only do our 
Olympians owe the Federal Govern- 
ment tax revenue based on the value of 
their Olympic medal, but they also owe 
a cut of their prize winnings provided 
by the United States Olympic Com- 
mittee. 

This tax on success, Mr. Speaker, is a 
disservice to the great athletes who 
compete for the United States. That is 
why I introduced, with Congressman 
BLAKE FARENTHOLD, the United States 
Appreciation for Olympians and 
Paralympians Act. This legislation will 
eliminate the tax that the IRS imposes 
on both Olympic and Paralympic 
winnings by declaring that any medal 
value or prize money that is awarded 
by the United States Olympic Com- 
mittee to our medalists not be counted 
in gross income. 

Under current law, there are a num- 
ber of awards and prizes that are ex- 
empted from being counted as gross in- 
come by the IRS, which are similar to 
this very exemption. Additionally, I 
know there are concerns that indi- 
vidual athletes who have acted in a 
manner that is unbecoming of the 
Olympic spirit could benefit from this 
proposal. In those instances, there is 
precedent—as recently as this year— 
where the United States Olympic Com- 
mittee determines that the athlete 
must forfeit receiving any prize 
winnings. This ensures that this tax ex- 
emption only applies to those athletes 
who uphold the Olympic spirit and 
their ideals. 

Finally, this bill before us today in- 
cludes a commonsense amendment of- 
fered during the committee markup by 
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
PASCRELL), my good friend, which 
makes sure that the proposal only ap- 
plies to our Olympic athletes with a 
gross income below $1 million that 
year. 
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Our Olympic and Paralympic ath- 
letes deserve a catalyst to bring this 
Nation together every 2 years. 

Iam asking my colleagues to join me 
in showing our appreciation for the 
hard work and dedication of our Olym- 
pians and Paralympians by supporting 
this bipartisan piece of legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 
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Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to commend the 
main sponsor of the bill, Congressman 
DOLD from Illinois. I think it is very 
thoughtful legislation. 

Our Olympic athletes have worked 
and trained tirelessly to represent the 
greatest country in the world on the 
world stage. They have won contests in 
athletics, and they have won our 
hearts and minds. We know that time 
spent in training and in competitions 
requires enormous sacrifices from the 
athletes and their families. We are 
proud of our Olympians. 

I appreciate the spirit of this legisla- 
tion. We do not want to hit our ath- 
letes with a tax bill when they return 
home. That is a wonderful thank you. 
That is why I will support this legisla- 
tion today. 

I am confident and very happy to 
support this legislation. It does include 
the amendment that the sponsor of the 
bill just mentioned, put forth in the 
Ways and Means Committee, to limit 
tax exclusion to those Olympians mak- 
ing less than $1 million a year. 

Some of these athletes win not only 
medals but lucrative endorsements. 
Michael Phelps is worth an estimated 
$50 million to $60 million. NBA players 
like Kevin Durant make an estimated 
$56 million in 1 year. In fact, Forbes re- 
ports that the 12 members of the U.S. 
basketball team earned a collective 
$257 million in salaries and endorse- 
ments over the past year. 

God bless them. But a cash prize for 
winning a competition is income, and 
there are many professions in the 
United States—and I think the sponsor 
would agree—that are valuable that we 
do not exempt from income taxes: 
teaching children with special needs, 
taking care of cancer patients, or tak- 
ing care of our police and firefighters. 

My colleague, JOHN LARSON, intro- 
duced an amendment to allow volun- 
teer firefighters to exclude from taxes 
nominal benefits they receive in their 
communities. These are ideas that 
merit our consideration, and there are 
many individuals worth honoring in 
our society. 

This legislation honors our Olympic 
athletes, while making sure our high- 
est-paid professional sports stars con- 
tinue to pay their fair share. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. DOLD. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. FARENTHOLD), my good friend who 
has also done a lot of work in preparing 
this legislation. 

Mr. FARENTHOLD. Mr. Speaker, our 
taxes in this country are too high and 
too complicated. We need a fairer, flat- 
ter, simpler tax system, but there is a 
lot of work to be done on that. 

I know my friend, the gentleman 
from Illinois in the Ways and Means 
Committee, and Chairman BRADY from 
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Texas are all working on that. But we 
do have a situation where many of our 
Olympic athletes work hard for years— 
some of whom are living at or below 
poverty—and when they bring home 
the gold, silver, or bronze to our coun- 
try, they are tagged by the IRS with 
very high taxes. 

This bill is a small step and a small 
way that we can say thank you for the 
hard work those athletes put in to 
make us all proud as Americans. 

I do think the bill does great service 
to our athletes, but it should also serve 
as a reminder that we need to be look- 
ing at the bigger tax system in this 
country as a whole. As my colleague on 
the other side of the aisle said, there 
are a many great people doing many 
great things in this country who suffer 
a very, very high tax burden. 

I pledge to work with my friends and 
colleagues on the Ways and Means 
Committee toward that end, but I am 
happy we are making this small step 
forward—something I have been fight- 
ing for for several years. I thank the 
committee for their hard work on it, 
and I look forward to joining, hope- 
fully, all of my colleagues in voting 
“ves”? for this. 

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

Some people say that we don’t win 
anymore. I would like to remind those 
people that the United States won 105 
total medals in Rio. Thirty-eight of 
them were gold. To those who say 
America doesn’t win anymore, we 
could cite many, many other examples, 
of course. 

Our Olympic athletes make us proud. 
New Jersey’s own Laurie Hernandez 
wowed us with her strength and agility 
in the gymnastics competition. Soccer 
star Carli Lloyd and rower Lauren 
Schmetterling made New Jersey proud, 
as did Hoboken-born track star 
Keturah Orji, not to mention a former 
intern from my office, Caylee Watson, 
who competed for the U.S. Virgin Is- 
lands in the backstroke swimming 
competition. 

You can’t make this stuff up. This is 
great. They are just a few of the in- 
credible athletes who inspired us this 
summer in Rio. We should do all what 
we can to honor these Olympians with 
our gratitude and our admiration. 

Again, I salute the sponsor. This bill 
recognizes the tremendous sacrifice of 
time and resources in Olympic ath- 
letes’ training, while also preventing 
another tax cut for wealthy individuals 
who don’t need it. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. DOLD. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

Again, I want to thank my good 
friend from New Jersey (Mr. PASCRELL) 
not only for his thoughtfulness in this 
bill, which is a commonsense piece of 
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legislation, but actually for his amend- 
ment, which I think strengthens the 
bill. 

Mr. Speaker, millions of young peo- 
ple around the world look at the Olym- 
pic games and dream of someday be- 
coming an athlete and representing 
their Nation. We are extremely proud 
of our Olympians and Paralympians. 
We want to reward them for the hard 
work and sacrifice they have put day in 
and day out. This piece of legislation, 
again, I think, goes one step in that di- 
rection. 

This is not a bill to reward the Kevin 
Durants or the Michael Phelpses of the 
world, but it is a bill to say thank you 
to our Olympians for representing our 
country so well. Thank you for putting 
in the time, the effort, and the energy 
to train as hard as you are to do so well 
on the world stage. . 

I want to thank LINDA SANCHEZ and 
MIKE THOMPSON who also were cospon- 
sors of this legislation. I sincerely hope 
that we can get colleagues on both 
sides of the aisle to support this legis- 
lation. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, | rise in 
strong support of H.R. 5946, the “United 
States Appreciation for Olympians and 
Paralympians Act.” 

H.R. 5946 would amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code to exclude the value of any medal 
or prize money that an Athlete may win com- 
peting in the Olympic and Paralympic games. 

| support this legislation because it would 
allow athletes to keep more of the hard 
earned prize money that they rightly deserve 
from the coveted and honorable medals won 
during the Olympics and Paralympics. 

The “United States Appreciation for Olym- 
pians and Paralympians Act” is a thoughtful 
and necessary bill that will assist those who 
represent our nation in athletic competition. 

| am proud of the athletes in both the Olym- 
pic Games and the Paralympic Games who 
competed in Rio de Janeiro. 

Houston, Texas had the great honor of 
sending two of our own to the Olympic 
Games; Simone Biles who won 4 gold medals 
and one bronze in the sport of Gymnastics, 
along with Simone Manuel who became the 
first African American woman to win gold in 
the sport of swimming. 

The great state of Texas also had Jimmy 
Feigen won the gold medal in swimming, 
Townley Haas, Jack Conger and Clark Smith 
won the gold medal in the freestyle relay, and 
Michelle Carter, who is also University of 
Texas alum, won the gold medal in women’s 
shot put. 

In the Paralympic Games Jazmin Almlie- 
Ryan represented her nation and the City of 
Houston in the sport of target shooting. 

H.R. 5946 embodies the spirit of bipartisan- 
ship that is needed in this Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, this is why | join with my col- 
leagues in working to reward our athletes who 
have worked so diligently and represented the 
very best of our ideals. 

| urge my colleagues in the House to sup- 
port H.R. 5946 “United States Appreciation for 
Olympians and Paralympians Act.” 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. DOLD) 
that the House suspend the rules and 
pass the bill, H.R. 5946, as amended. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. HUELSKAMP. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro- 
ceedings on this motion will be post- 
poned. 


a 


SUSTAINING HEALTHCARE INTEG- 
RITY AND FAIR TREATMENT 
ACT OF 2016 


Mr. TIBERI. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 5713) to provide for the extension 
of certain long-term care hospital 
Medicare payment rules, clarify the ap- 
plication of rules on the calculation of 
hospital length of stay to certain mor- 
atorium-excepted long-term care hos- 
pitals, and for other purposes, as 
amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 5713 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the “Sustaining Healthcare Integrity and 
Fair Treatment Act of 2016”. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—This table of con- 
tents of this Act is as follows: 

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 
TITLE I—MEDICARE PART A PROVISIONS 


Sec. 101. Extension of certain LTCH Medi- 
care payment rules. 

Application of rules on the calcula- 
tion of hospital length of stay 
to all LTCHs. 

Change in Medicare classification 
for certain hospitals. 

Temporary exception to the appli- 
cation of the Medicare LTCH 
site neutral provisions for cer- 
tain spinal cord specialty hos- 
pitals. 

Temporary extension to the appli- 
cation of the Medicare LTCH 
site neutral provisions for cer- 
tain discharges with severe 
wounds. 

TITLE II—OTHER PROVISIONS 


Sec. 201. No payment for items and services 
furnished by newly enrolled 
providers or suppliers within a 
temporary moratorium area. 
TITLE I—MEDICARE PART A PROVISIONS 
SEC. 101. EXTENSION OF CERTAIN LTCH MEDI- 
CARE PAYMENT RULES. 

(a) 25-PERCENT PATIENT THRESHOLD PAY- 
MENT ADJUSTMENT.—Section 114(c)(1)(A) of 
the Medicare, Medicaid, and SCHIP Exten- 
sion Act of 2007 (42 U.S.C. 13895ww note), as 
amended by section 4302(a) of division B of 
the American Recovery and Reinvestment 
Act (Public Law 111-5), sections 3106(a) and 
10312(a) of Public Law 111-148, and section 


Sec. 102. 


Sec. 103. 


Sec. 104. 


Sec. 105. 
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1206(b)(1)(B) of the Pathway for SGR Reform 
Act of 2018 (division B of Public Law 113-67), 
is amended by striking ‘“‘for a 9-year period” 
and inserting ‘‘through June 30, 2016, and for 
discharges occurring on or after October 1, 
2016, and before July 1, 2017”. 

(b) PAYMENT FOR HOSPITALS-WITHIN-HOS- 
PITALS.—Section 114(c)(2) of the Medicare, 
Medicaid, and SCHIP Extension Act of 2007 
(42 U.S.C. 1395ww note), as amended by sec- 
tion 4302(a) of division B of the American Re- 
covery and Reinvestment Act (Public Law 
111-5), sections 3106(a) and 10312(a) of Public 
Law 111-148, and section 1206(b)(1)(A) of the 
Pathway for SGR Reform Act of 2013 (divi- 
sion B of Public Law 113-67), is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A), by inserting ‘‘or 
any similar provision,” after ‘‘Regulations,”’; 

(2) in subparagraph (B)— 

(A) in clause (i), by inserting ‘‘or any simi- 
lar provision,” after ‘‘Regulations,’’; and 

(B) in clause (ii), by inserting ‘‘, or any 
similar provision,” after ‘‘Regulations’’; and 

(3) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘for a 
9-year period” and inserting ‘‘through June 
30, 2016, and for discharges occurring on or 
after October 1, 2016, and before July 1, 2017”. 
SEC. 102. APPLICATION OF RULES ON THE CAL- 

CULATION OF HOSPITAL LENGTH OF 
STAY TO ALL LTCHS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1206(a)(3) of the 
Pathway for SGR Reform Act of 2013 (divi- 
sion B of Public Law 113-67; 42 U.S.C. 13895ww 
note) is amended— 

(1) by striking subparagraph (B); 

(2) by striking ‘‘SITE NEUTRAL BASIS.—”’ and 
all that follows through ‘‘For discharges oc- 
curring? and inserting “SITE NEUTRAL 
BASIS.—For discharges occurring”; 

(3) by striking ‘“‘subject to subparagraph 
(B),”; and 

(4) by redesignating clauses (i) and (ii) as 
subparagraphs (A) and (B), respectively, and 
moving each of such subparagraphs (as so re- 
designated) 2 ems to the left. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by subsection (a) shall be effective as if 
included in the enactment of section 
1206(a)(3) of the Pathway for SGR Reform 
Act of 2013 (division B of Public Law 113-67; 
42 U.S.C. 1895ww note). 

SEC. 103. CHANGE IN MEDICARE CLASSIFICATION 
FOR CERTAIN HOSPITALS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (d)(1)(B) of 
section 1886 of the Social Security Act (42 
U.S.C. 1895ww) is amended— 

(1) in clause (iv)— 

(A) in subclause (I), by striking ‘‘or’’ at the 
end; 

(B) in subclause (II)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘, or” at the end and insert- 
ing a semicolon; and 

(ii) by redesignating such subclause as 
clause (vi) and by moving it to immediately 
follow clause (v); and 

(iii) in clause (v), by striking the semi- 
colon at the end and inserting ‘‘, or”; and 

(C) by striking ‘‘(iv)(I) a hospital” and in- 
serting ‘‘(iv) a hospital’’. 

(b) CONFORMING PAYMENT REFERENCES.— 
The second sentence of subsection (d)(1)(B) of 
such section is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘(as in effect as of such 
date)’’ after ‘‘clause (iv)’’; and 

(2) by inserting ‘‘(or, in the case of a hos- 
pital described in clause (iv)(II), as so in ef- 
fect, shall be classified under clause (vi) on 
and after the effective date of such clause 
(vi) and for cost reporting periods beginning 
on or after January 1, 2015, shall not be sub- 
ject to subsection (m) as of the date of such 
classification)’’ after ‘‘so classified’’. 

(c) APPLICATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—For cost reporting periods 
beginning on or after January 1, 2015, in the 
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case of an applicable hospital (as defined in 
paragraph (8)), the following shall apply: 

(A) Payment for inpatient operating costs 
shall be made on a reasonable cost basis in 
the manner provided in section 412.526(c)(3) 
of title 42, Code of Federal Regulations (as in 
effect on January 1, 2015) and in any subse- 
quent modifications. 

(B) Payment for capital costs shall be 
made in the manner provided by section 
412.526(c)(4) of title 42, Code of Federal Regu- 
lations (as in effect on such date). 

(C) Claims for payment for Medicare bene- 
ficiaries who are discharged on or after Jan- 
uary 1, 2017, shall be processed as claims 
which are paid on a reasonable cost basis as 
described in section 412.526(c) of title 42, Code 
of Federal Regulations (as in effect on such 
date). 

(2) APPLICABLE HOSPITAL DEFINED.—In this 
subsection, the term ‘‘applicable hospital” 
means a hospital that is classified under 
clause (iv)(II) of section 1886(d)(1)(B) of the 
Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 
1395ww(d)(1)(B)) on the day before the date of 
the enactment of this Act and which is clas- 
sified under clause (vi) of such section, as re- 
designated and moved by subsection (a), on 
or after such date of enactment. 

(d) CONFORMING TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS.— 

(1) Section 1899B(a)(2)(A)(iv) of the Social 
Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1895111(a)(2)(A)(iv)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘1886(d)(1)(B)(iv)(II)”’ 
and inserting ‘‘1886(d)(1)(B)(vi)’’. 

(2) Section 1886(m)(5)(F) of such Act (42 
U.S.C. 1895ww(m)(5)(F)) is amended in each 


of clauses (i) and (ii) by striking 
*(d)(1)(B)Giv)dDD”’ and inserting 
“DADB i)”. 


SEC. 104. TEMPORARY EXCEPTION TO THE APPLI- 
CATION OF THE MEDICARE LTCH 
SITE NEUTRAL PROVISIONS FOR 
CERTAIN SPINAL CORD SPECIALTY 
HOSPITALS. 

(a) EXCEPTION.—Section 1886(m)(6) of the 
Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1395ww(m)(6)) 
is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A)(i), by striking “and 
(E)” and inserting ‘‘, (E), and (F)’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

‘“(F) TEMPORARY EXCEPTION FOR CERTAIN 
SPINAL CORD SPECIALTY HOSPITALS.—For dis- 
charges in cost reporting periods beginning 
during fiscal years 2018 and 2019, subpara- 
graph (A)(i) shall not apply (and payment 
shall be made to a long-term care hospital 
without regard to this paragraph) if such dis- 
charge is from a long-term care hospital that 
meets each of the following requirements: 

“(i) NOT-FOR-PROFIT.—The long-term care 

hospital was a not-for-profit long-term care 
hospital on June 1, 2014, as determined by 
cost report data. 
“(ii) PRIMARILY PROVIDING TREATMENT FOR 
CATASTROPHIC SPINAL CORD OR ACQUIRED 
BRAIN INJURIES OR OTHER PARALYZING NEURO- 
MUSCULAR CONDITIONS.—Of the discharges in 
calendar year 2018 from the long-term care 
hospital for which payment was made under 
this section, at least 50 percent were classi- 
fied under MS-LTCH-DRGs 28, 29, 52, 57, 551, 
573, and 963. 

“(iii) SIGNIFICANT OUT-OF-STATE ADMIS- 
SIONS.— 

“(I) IN GENERAL.—The long-term care hos- 
pital discharged inpatients (including both 
individuals entitled to, or enrolled for, bene- 
fits under this title and individuals not so 
entitled or enrolled) during fiscal year 2014 
who had been admitted from at least 20 of 
the 50 States, determined by the States of 
residency of such inpatients and based on 
such data submitted by the hospital to the 
Secretary as the Secretary may require. 
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“(JI) IMPLEMENTATION.—Notwithstanding 
any other provision of law, the Secretary 
may implement subclause (I) by program in- 
struction or otherwise. 

“(III) NON-APPLICATION OF PAPERWORK RE- 
DUCTION ACT.—Chapter 35 of title 44, United 
States Code, shall not apply to data col- 
lected under this clause.’’. 

(b) STUDY AND REPORT ON THE STATUS AND 
VIABILITY OF CERTAIN SPINAL CORD SPE- 
CIALTY LONG-TERM CARE HOSPITALS.— 

(1) StuDy.—The Comptroller General of the 
United States shall conduct a study on long- 
term care hospitals described in section 
1886(m)(6)(F) of the Social Security Act, as 
added by subsection (a). Such report shall in- 
clude an analysis of the following: 

(A) The impact on such hospitals of the 
classification and facility licensure by State 
agencies of such hospitals. 

(B) The Medicare payment rates for such 
hospitals. 

(C) Data on the number and health care 
needs of Medicare beneficiaries who have 
been diagnosed with catastrophic spinal cord 
or acquired brain injuries or other para- 
lyzing neuromuscular conditions (as de- 
scribed within the discharge classifications 
specified in clause (ii) of such section) who 
are receiving services from such hospitals. 

(2) REPORT.—Not later than October 1, 2018, 
the Comptroller General shall submit to 
Congress a report on the study conducted 
under paragraph (1), including recommenda- 
tions for such legislation and administrative 
action as the Comptroller General deter- 
mines appropriate. 

SEC. 105. TEMPORARY EXTENSION TO THE APPLI- 
CATION OF THE MEDICARE LTCH 
SITE NEUTRAL PROVISIONS FOR 
CERTAIN DISCHARGES WITH SE- 
VERE WOUNDS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1886(m)(6) of the 
Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1895ww(m)(6)), 
as amended by section 104, is further amend- 
ed— 

(1) in subparagraph (A)(i) by striking ‘‘and 
(F; and inserting ‘‘(F), and (G)’’; 

(2) in subparagraph (E)(i)(1)(aa), by strik- 
ing ‘‘the amendment made” and all that fol- 
lows before the semicolon and inserting ‘‘the 
last sentence of subsection (d)(1)(B)’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

‘(G) ADDITIONAL TEMPORARY EXCEPTION FOR 
CERTAIN SEVERE WOUND DISCHARGES FROM 
CERTAIN LONG-TERM CARE HOSPITALS.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—For a discharge occur- 
ring in a cost reporting period beginning dur- 
ing fiscal year 2018, subparagraph (A)(i) shall 
not apply (and payment shall be made to a 
long-term care hospital without regard to 
this paragraph) if such discharge— 

‘““T) is from a long-term care hospital iden- 
tified by the last sentence of subsection 
(AB); 

“(ID is classified under MS-LTCH-DRG 
602, 603, 539, or 540; and 

“(III) is with respect to an individual 
treated by a long-term care hospital for a se- 
vere wound. 

“ii) SEVERE WOUND DEFINED.—In this sub- 
paragraph, the term ‘severe wound’ means a 
wound which is a stage 3 wound, stage 4 
wound, unstageable wound, non-healing sur- 
gical wound, or fistula as identified in the 
claim from the long-term care hospital. 

“(iii) WOUND DEFINED.—In this subpara- 
graph, the term ‘wound’ means an injury in- 
volving division of tissue or rupture of the 
integument or mucous membrane with expo- 
sure to the external environment.”’. 

(c) STUDY AND REPORT TO CONGRESS.— 

(1) StuDy.—The Comptroller General of the 
United States shall, in consultation with rel- 
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evant stakeholders, conduct a study on the 
treatment needs of individuals entitled to 
benefits under part A of title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act or enrolled under part B 
of such title who require specialized wound 
care, and the cost, for such individuals and 
the Medicare program under such title, of 
treating severe wounds in rural and urban 
areas. Such study shall include an assess- 
ment of— 

(A) access of such individuals to appro- 
priate levels of care for such cases; 

(B) the potential impact that section 
1886(m)(6)(A)(i) of such Act (42 U.S.C. 
1895ww(m)(6)(A)(i)) will have on the access, 
quality, and cost of care for such individuals; 
and 

(C) how to appropriately pay for such care 
under the Medicare program under such 
title. 

(2) REPORT.—Not later than October 1, 2020, 
the Comptroller General shall submit to 
Congress a report on the study conducted 
under paragraph (1), including recommenda- 
tions for such legislation and administrative 
action as the Comptroller General deter- 
mines appropriate. 

TITLE II—OTHER PROVISIONS 
SEC. 201. NO PAYMENT FOR ITEMS AND SERVICES 
FURNISHED BY NEWLY ENROLLED 
PROVIDERS OR SUPPLIERS WITHIN 
A TEMPORARY MORATORIUM AREA. 

(a) MEDICARE.—Section 1866(j)(7) of the So- 
cial Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1395cc(j)(7)) is 
amended— 

(1) in the paragraph heading, by inserting 
‘*s NONPAYMENT”’ before the period; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

“(C) NONPAYMENT.— 

“() IN GENERAL.—No payment may be 
made under this title or under a program de- 
scribed in subparagraph (A) with respect to 
an item or service described in clause (ii) 
furnished on or after October 1, 2017. 

‘(ii) ITEM OR SERVICE DESCRIBED.—An item 
or service described in this clause is an item 
or service furnished— 

“(I) within a geographic area with respect 
to which a temporary moratorium imposed 
under subparagraph (A) is in effect; and 

“(II) by a provider of services or supplier 
that meets the requirements of clause (iii). 

“(Gii) REQUIREMENTS.—For purposes of 
clause (ii), the requirements of this clause 
are that a provider of services or supplier— 

‘“(D) enrolls under this title on or after the 
effective date of such temporary morato- 
rium; and 

“(I) is within a category of providers of 
services and suppliers (as described in sub- 
paragraph (A)) subject to such temporary 
moratorium. 

‘(iv) PROHIBITION ON CHARGES FOR SPECI- 
FIED ITEMS OR SERVICES.—In no case shall a 
provider of services or supplier described in 
clause (ii)(II) charge an individual or other 
person for an item or service described in 
clause (ii) furnished on or after October 1, 
2017, to an individual entitled to benefits 
under part A or enrolled under part B or an 
individual under a program specified in sub- 
paragraph (A).’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 

(1) MEDICAID.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Section 1908(i)(2) of the 
Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1896b(i)(2)) is 
amended— 

(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking the 
comma at the end and inserting a semicolon; 

(ii) in subparagraph (B), by striking “or” 
at the end; and 

(iii) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 
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‘(D) with respect to any amount expended 
for such an item or service furnished during 
calendar quarters beginning on or after Octo- 
ber I, 2017, subject to section 
1902(kk)(4)(A)GDAU]D, within a geographic 
area that is subject to a moratorium im- 
posed under section 1866(j)(7) by a provider or 
supplier that meets the requirements speci- 
fied in subparagraph (C)(iii) of such section, 
during the period of such moratorium; or’’. 

(B) EXCEPTION WITH RESPECT TO ACCESS.— 
Section 1902(kk)(4)(A)(ii) of the Social Secu- 
rity Act (42 U.S.C. 1396a(kk)(4)(A)(Gi)) is 
amended to read as follows: 

“(ii) EXCEPTIONS.— 

“(I) COMPLIANCE WITH MORATORIUM.—A 
State shall not be required to comply with a 
temporary moratorium described in clause 
(i) if the State determines that the imposi- 
tion of such temporary moratorium would 
adversely impact beneficiaries’ access to 
medical assistance. 

“(D FFP AVAILABLE.—Notwithstanding 
section 1903(i)(2)(D), payment may be made 
to a State under this title with respect to 
amounts expended for items and services de- 
scribed in such section if the Secretary, in 
consultation with the State agency admin- 
istering the State plan under this title (or a 
waiver of the plan), determines that denying 
payment to the State pursuant to such sec- 
tion would adversely impact beneficiaries’ 
access to medical assistance. ”. 

(C) STATE PLAN REQUIREMENT WITH RESPECT 
TO LIMITATION ON CHARGES TO BENE- 
FICIARIES.—Section 1902(kk)(4)(A) of the So- 
cial Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1896a(kk)(4)(A)) 
is amended by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing new clause: 

“(iii) LIMITATION ON CHARGES TO BENE- 
FICIARIES.—With respect to any amount ex- 
pended for items or services furnished during 
calendar quarters beginning on or after Octo- 
ber 1, 2017, the State prohibits, during the pe- 
riod of a temporary moratorium described in 
clause (i), a provider meeting the require- 
ments specified in subparagraph (C)(iii) of 
section 1866(j)(7) from charging an individual 
or other person eligible to receive medical 
assistance under the State plan under this 
title (or a waiver of the plan) for an item or 
service described in section 1903(i)(2)(D) fur- 
nished to such an individual.’’. 

(2) CORRECTING AMENDMENTS TO RELATED 
PROVISIONS.— 

(A) SECTION 1866(J).—Section 1866(j) of the 
Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1395cc(j)) is 
amended— 

(i) in paragraph (1)(A)— 

(I) by striking ‘‘paragraph (4)’’ and insert- 
ing ‘‘paragraph (5)’’; 

(II) by striking ‘‘moratoria in accordance 
with paragraph (5)? and inserting ‘‘mora- 
toria in accordance with paragraph (7)’’; and 

(III) by striking ‘‘paragraph (6)? and in- 
serting ‘‘paragraph (9)’’; and 

(ii) by redesignating the second paragraph 
(8) (added by section 1304(1) of Public Law 
111-152) as paragraph (9). 

(B) SECTION 1902(KK).—Section 1902(kk) of 
such Act (42 U.S.C. 1396a(kk)) is amended— 

(i) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘section 
1886(j)(2)”’ and inserting ‘‘section 1866(j)(2)’’; 

(ii) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘section 
1886(j)(3)” and inserting ‘‘section 1866(j)(3)’’; 

(iii) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘section 
1886(j)(4)”’ and inserting ‘‘section 1866(j)(5)’’; 
and 

(iv) in paragraph (4)(A), by striking ‘‘sec- 
tion 1886(j)(6)” and inserting ‘‘section 
1866(j)(7)’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. TIBERI) and the gentleman 
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from New Jersey (Mr. PASCRELL) each 
will control 20 minutes. 


The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Ohio. 


GENERAL LEAVE 


Mr. TIBERI. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re- 
marks and include extraneous material 
on H.R. 5713, currently under consider- 
ation. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio? 


There was no objection. 


Mr. TIBERI. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. This 
bill provides needed regulatory relief 
for our hospitals, specifically long- 
term care hospitals. 


I am happy that the Ways and Means 
Committee has come together in a bi- 
partisan effort on this bill, and I want 
to thank my colleague and dear friend 
from the Garden State, BILL PASCRELL, 
for cosponsoring this bill with me 
today. 


H.R. 5713, the Sustaining Healthcare 
Integrity and Fair Treatment Act, or 
the SHIFT Act, will give relief to all 
long-term care hospitals, or LTCHs, 
from the 25 percent rule before it fully 
goes into effect next month on October 
1 of this year. 


This CMS rule, which has been de- 
layed for 10 years, allows for no more 
than 25 percent of patients to come 
from one inpatient acute care hospital 
in one quarter. My bill will reinstate 
the 50 percent threshold that was in ef- 
fect prior to July 1, 2016, and delay the 
rule for 9 months. 


During a time when patients and 
healthcare providers are facing in- 
creasing burdens and higher costs, I am 
pleased that we could come to an 
agreement that will help over 400 hos- 
pitals across America. This bill will 
also provide relief for four specific 
groups of LTCHs that treat highly 
unique groups of patients. 


I was glad to work with a number of 
my colleagues to incorporate their 
bills within this bill, including Mr. 
BUCHANAN’s and Mr. PASCRELL’s bill, 
H.R. 4650; Mr. JASON SMITH’s bill, H.R. 
5559; Mr. CROWLEY’s bill, H.R. 5614; Dr. 
PRICE’s and Mr. LEWIS’ bill, H.R. 5688; 
and finally, Mr. LEVIN’s bill, H.R. 5728. 


The SHIFT Act also allows the Medi- 
care, Medicaid, and Children’s Health 
Insurance Program to limit reimburse- 
ment for providers or suppliers who 
may be exploiting program integrity 
loopholes and engaging in waste, fraud, 
or abuse. This will prevent hard-earned 
taxpayer dollars from going to bad ac- 
tors. 


Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND COMMERCE, 

Washington, DC, September 20, 2016. 
Hon. KEVIN BRADY, 
Chairman, Committee on Ways and Means, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN BRADY: I write in regard to 
the following bills: 

H.R. 5718, Sustaining Healthcare Integrity 
and Fair Treatment Act of 2016; 

H.R. 5659, Expanding Seniors Receiving Di- 
alysis Choice Act of 2016; and, 

H.R. 5618, To provide for the extension of 
the enforcement instruction on supervision 
requirements for outpatient therapeutic 
services in critical access and small rural 
hospitals through 2016. 

As you know, H.R. 5716, H.R. 5659, and H.R. 
5613 were each referred to both the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce and the 
Committee on Ways and Means. I wanted to 
notify you that the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce will forgo action on each of 
these bills so that they may proceed expedi- 
tiously to the House floor for consideration. 

This is done with the understanding that 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce’s 
jurisdictional interests over these bills and 
similar legislation are in no way diminished 
or altered and that the Committee will be 
appropriately consulted and involved as 
these bills or similar legislation move for- 
ward. In addition, the Committee reserves 
the right to seek conferees each of these bills 
and requests your support when such a re- 
quest is made. 

I would appreciate your response con- 
firming this understanding with respect to 
H.R. 5716, H.R. 5659, and H.R. 5613 and ask 
that a copy of our exchange of letters on this 
matter be included in the Congressional 
Record during consideration of these bills on 
the House floor. 

Sincerely, 
FRED UPTON, 
Chairman. 
COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, September 20, 2016. 
Hon. FRED UPTON, 
Chairman, Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN UPTON: Thank you for 
your letter regarding the following bills: 

H.R. 5718, the “Sustaining Healthcare In- 
tegrity and Fair Treatment Act of 2016;”’ 

H.R. 5659, the ‘‘Expanding Seniors Receiv- 
ing Dialysis Choice Act of 2016;’’ and 

H.R. 5613, to provide for the extension of 
the enforcement instruction on supervision 
requirements for outpatient therapeutic 
services in critical access and small rural 
hospitals through 2016. 

Iam most appreciative of your decision to 
waive formal consideration of these meas- 
ures so that they may proceed expeditiously 
to the House floor. I acknowledge that al- 
though you waived formal consideration of 
these bills, the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce is in no way waiving its jurisdic- 
tion over the subject matter contained in 
those provisions of the bills that fall within 
your Rule X jurisdiction. I would support 
your effort to seek appointment of an appro- 
priate number of conferees on any House- 
Senate conference involving this legislation. 

I will include a copy of our letters in the 
Congressional Record during consideration 
of these measures on the House floor. 

Sincerely, 
KEVIN BRADY, 
Chairman. 


Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 
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Mr. Speaker, I am proud to introduce 
H.R. 5713 with Mr. TIBERI, Sustaining 
Healthcare Integrity and Fair Treat- 
ment Act. I think this is good legisla- 
tion, not because my name is on it but 
because I thought a lot of thought 
came into this, and staff helped tre- 
mendously. 

This is one of the areas I have tried 
to concentrate on since being in Con- 
gress: long-term and acute care. As the 
cofounder and co-chair of the Congres- 
sional Brain Injury Task Force, I un- 
derstand the important role that long- 
term care hospitals play in the recov- 
ery of many individuals who suffer 
moderate to severe traumatic brain in- 
juries, or TBIs. 

I use this as one example, the area of 
TBI. If there is one thing I have 
learned about TBI in the 18 years I 
have been working on this issue, it is 
that recovery looks different for every- 
one, whether you are on the battlefield 
or you fall off a ladder trying to fix 
your roof. 

I understand the important role that 
long-term care hospitals play. I want 
to repeat that. That is why we must, I 
believe, preserve access to all post- 
acute care options, so that patients can 
receive the individualized care they 
need, and we don’t tell them: get out, 
because your time is up, in the middle 
of their treatment. And that is what 
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. TIBERI) 
has talked about many times. 
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This is the right legislation, I be- 
lieve, for this particular problem. H.R. 
5713 would provide an additional 9 
months of relief from the full imple- 
mentation of the 25 percent rule for 
long-term care hospitals, which Mr. 
TIBERI mentioned. This bill includes 
technical changes for long-term hos- 
pitals. 

H.R. 5713 would, first, clarify the ap- 
plication of rules on the calculation of 
the hospital length to certain morato- 
rium-excepted LTCHs, the long-term 
care hospitals. 

Second, it would correct the status of 
Calvary Hospital in New York City 
that has led to secondary-payer issues, 
big issues. 

Third, it would provide a temporary 
exception to the application of the 
Medicare long-term care hospital site- 
neutral provisions for certain spinal 
cord specialty hospitals. 

Fourth, it would exempt four pay- 
ment codes for severe wounds from 
site-neutral payments. 

This is a bipartisan piece of legisla- 
tion. We can do this. We could do it, 
without exception, if you put people in 
the room who want to compromise, 
who don’t know all the answers, and I 
don’t. We could come to a conclusion. 

This bill would offset the cost of this 
extension by implementing an impor- 
tant program integrity policy that 
would allow the Secretary to reject 
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Medicare claims from new Medicare 
suppliers and providers located just 
outside of the moratorium areas. 

While this bill is an important step 
forward, it is just a temporary Band- 
Aid on the 25 percent rule. I say to the 
gentleman, I don’t believe it is a per- 
manent solution, but I think it helps 
us. We need to work together to find a 
long-term solution to the issue. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
bill before us today. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. TIBERI. Mr. Speaker, I don’t 
think I have any more speakers and am 
ready to close. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Speaker, long- 
term hospitals are an important part of 
our post-acute care system. This bill 
will help preserve access and maintain 
fairness for these hospitals and their 
patients. 

I urge my colleagues to support H.R. 
5713, and it is my hope that this bill is 
taken up expeditiously on the other 
side of the building in the Senate. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. TIBERI. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

I thank the Speaker for allowing me 
the opportunity to present this bill 
today, this bipartisan bill that came 
out of the Ways and Means Committee. 

I really can’t add much to what Mr. 
PASCRELL said, and I really appreciate 
his leadership, not only on this issue, 
but on the issue of traumatic brain in- 
jury. There has been nobody in the 
Congress who has talked more, spent 
more time in educating folks and try- 
ing to come up with solutions to trau- 
matic brain injury, and I appreciate his 
leadership. 

I thank the Speaker for allowing us 
to present and advance this package, 
this healthcare package through the 
process today. 

I ask all my colleagues to vote for it. 
We must help those beneficiaries that 
suffer from acute, long-term illness 
and injuries, and I believe this bill will 
do just that. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. TIBERI) 
that the House suspend the rules and 
pass the bill, H.R. 5713, as amended. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. HUELSKAMP. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro- 
ceedings on this motion will be post- 
poned. 
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PREVENT TRAFFICKING IN 
CULTURAL PROPERTY ACT 


Mr. ROSKAM. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 2285) to improve enforcement 
against trafficking in cultural property 
and prevent stolen or illicit cultural 
property from financing terrorist and 
criminal networks, and for other pur- 
poses, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 2285 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Prevent 
Trafficking in Cultural Property Act”. 

SEC. 2. DEFINITION. 

In this Act, the term ‘‘cultural property” 
includes property covered under— 

(1) Article 1 of the Hague Convention for 
the Protection of Cultural Property in the 
Event of Armed Conflict, adopted at the 
Hague on May 14, 1954 (Treaty 13 Doc. 106- 
1(A)); or 

(2) Article 1 of the Convention on the 
Means of Prohibiting and Preventing the Il- 
licit Import, Export, and Transfer of Owner- 
ship of Cultural Property, adopted by the 
United Nations Educational, Scientific and 
Cultural Organization (“UNESCO”) on No- 
vember 14, 1970. 

SEC. 3. STATEMENT OF POLICY. 

It shall be the policy of the United States 
to— 

(1) ensure the components of the Depart- 
ment of Homeland Security enhance and 
unify efforts to— 

(A) interdict, detain, seize, and investigate 
cultural property illegally imported into the 
United States; 

(B) disrupt and dismantle smuggling and 
trafficking networks and transnational 
criminal organizations engaged in, con- 
spiring to engage in, or facilitating illegal 
trade in cultural property, including stolen 
antiquities used to finance terrorism; and 

(C) support Offices of United States Attor- 
neys in prosecuting persons engaged in, con- 
spiring to engage in, or facilitating illegal 
trade in cultural property; and 

(2) protect cultural property pursuant to 
its obligations under the 1954 Hague Conven- 
tion for the Protection of Cultural Property 
in the Event of Armed Conflict, the 1970 
UNESCO Convention on the Means of Pro- 
hibiting and Preventing the Illicit Import, 
Export, and Transfer of Ownership of Cul- 
tural Property, and the Convention on Cul- 
tural Property Implementation Act (19 
U.S.C. 2601-2618). 

SEC. 4. ACTIVITIES OF THE DEPARTMENT OF 
HOMELAND SECURITY. 

The Commissioner of U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection and the Director of U.S. 
Immigration and Customs Enforcement 
shall— 

(1) designate a principal coordinator within 
U.S. Customs and Border Protection and 
U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement, 
respectively, to direct, manage, coordinate, 
and update their respective policies and pro- 
cedures, as well as conduct interagency com- 
munications, regarding illegally imported 
cultural property; 

(2) update existing directives, regulations, 
rules, and memoranda of understanding of 
U.S. Customs and Border Protection and 
U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement, 
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respectively, and, if necessary, devise addi- 
tional directives, regulations, rules, and 
memoranda of understanding, relating to 
policies and procedures on the illegal impor- 
tation of cultural property in order to— 

(A) reflect changes in cultural property 
law, including changes and updates to rel- 
evant treaties, bilateral agreements, stat- 
utes, regulations, and case law that occurred 
subsequent to Customs Directive No. 5230- 
015, ‘“‘Customs Directive on Detention and 
Seizure of Cultural Property”, dated April 
18, 1991; 

(B) emphasize investigating, and providing 
support for investigations and prosecutions, 
of persons engaged in, conspiring to engage 
in, or facilitating the illegal importation of 
cultural property, including smugglers, deal- 
ers, buyers, money launderers, and any other 
appropriate parties; and 

(C) provide for communication and coordi- 
nation between relevant U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection and U.S. Immigration and 
Customs Enforcement offices, respectively, 
in investigating and supporting prosecutions 
of persons engaged in, conspiring to engage 
in, or facilitating the illegal importation of 
cultural property; and 

(3) ensure relevant personnel within U.S. 
Customs and Border Protection and U.S. Im- 
migration and Customs Enforcement, respec- 
tively, receive sufficient training in— 

(A) relevant cultural property laws; 

(B) the identification of cultural property 
that is at greatest risk of looting and traf- 
ficking; and 

(C) methods of interdiction and investiga- 
tive techniques specifically related to illegal 
trade in cultural property. 

SEC. 5. ROLE OF THE SMITHSONIAN 
TION. 


INSTITU- 


The Secretary of Homeland Security shall 
ensure that the heads of all components of 
the Department of Homeland Security in- 
volved in cultural property protection ac- 
tivities are authorized to enter into agree- 
ments or memoranda of understanding with 
the Smithsonian Institution to temporarily 
engage personnel from the Smithsonian In- 
stitution for the purposes of furthering such 
cultural property protection activities. 


SEC. 6. REPORT. 


Not later than one year after the date of 
the enactment of this Act and three years 
thereafter, the Commissioner of U.S. Cus- 
toms and Border Protection and the Com- 
missioner of U.S. Immigration and Customs 
Enforcement shall jointly submit to the 
Committee on Ways and Means and the Com- 
mittee on Homeland Security of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Fi- 
nance and the Committee on Homeland Se- 
curity and Governmental Affairs of the Sen- 
ate a report on— 

(1) the progress of the implementation of 
this Act; and 

(2) other actions to enhance and unify ef- 
forts to interdict, detain, seize, and inves- 
tigate cultural property illegally imported 
into the United States, and investigate, dis- 
rupt, and dismantle smuggling and traf- 
ficking networks engaged in, conspiring to 
engage in, or facilitating the illegal importa- 
tion of cultural property. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Il- 
linois (Mr. ROSKAM) and the gentleman 
from Massachusetts (Mr. KEATING) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Illinois. 
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GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. ROSKAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days within which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in- 
clude extraneous material on H.R. 2285 
currently under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROSKAM. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. KEATING) has done good work here 
and we are deeply appreciative, and I 
think all Americans are when they 
learn about what is in this piece of leg- 
islation. It enjoys broad bipartisan sup- 
port, and I am here to urge its passage. 
Let me tell you briefly about it. 

The Prevent Trafficking in Cultural 
Property Act is a key component in 
the fight against terrorism. This bill 
will allow us to launch a strategic blow 
to ISIS by cutting off one of their main 
fundraising sources. ISIS and their net- 
work loot and smuggle artifacts from 
world heritage sites and sell them on 
the black market to fund their ter- 
rorist activities. We can and we must 
put an end to this. 

The Department of Homeland Secu- 
rity is responsible for detecting and 
collecting stolen artifacts from the 
U.S., but illegal trade of valuable arti- 
facts continues to grow, and much 
more needs to be done to address this 
very serious problem. That is where 
Mr. KEATING and this bill come into 
play. 

This bill creates a clear U.S. policy 
to stop and prevent the trafficking of 
historic artifacts by providing the U.S. 
Government with the tools it needs to 
effectively detain, seize, and inves- 
tigate historic objects that are ille- 
gally imported into the U.S. 

Because ISIS relies heavily on cash 
to carry out its terrorist activities, 
passing this bill is an important step in 
taking down a group that has caused so 
much harm, so much heartache, and so 
much anxiety to Americans, our allies, 


and innocent civilians around the 
world. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Washington, DC, September 14, 2016. 
Hon. KEVIN BRADY, 
Chairman, Committee on Ways and Means, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN BRADY: I write with re- 
spect to H.R. 2285, the ‘‘Prevent Trafficking 
in Cultural Property Act,’’ which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means 
and in addition to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary among others. As a result of your 
having consulted with us on provisions with- 
in H.R. 2285 that fall within the Rule X juris- 
diction of the Committee on the Judiciary, I 
agree to discharge our committee from fur- 
ther consideration of this bill so that it may 
proceed expeditiously to the House floor for 
consideration. 
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The Judiciary Committee takes this action 
with our mutual understanding that by for- 
going consideration of H.R. 2285 at this time, 
we do not waive any jurisdiction over subject 
matter contained in this or similar legisla- 
tion and that our committee will be appro- 
priately consulted and involved as this bill 
or similar legislation moves forward so that 
we may address any remaining issues in our 
jurisdiction. Our committee also reserves 
the right to seek appointment of an appro- 
priate number of conferees to any House- 
Senate conference involving this or similar 
legislation and asks that you support any 
such request. 

I would appreciate a response to this letter 
confirming this understanding with respect 
to H.R. 2285 and would ask that a copy of our 
exchange of letters on this matter be in- 
cluded in your committee report and in the 
Congressional Record during floor consider- 
ation of H.R. 2285. 

Sincerely, 
BOB GOODLATTE, 
Chairman. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS, 
Washington, DC, September 15, 2016. 
Hon. BOB GOODLATTE, 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, Wash- 
ington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN GOODLATTE: Thank you for 
your letter regarding H.R. 2885, the ‘‘Prevent 
Trafficking in Cultural Property Act.” As 
you noted, the Committee on the Judiciary 
was granted an additional referral of the bill. 

Iam most appreciative of your decision to 
waive formal consideration of H.R. 2885 so 
that it may proceed expeditiously to the 
House floor. I acknowledge that although 
you waived formal consideration of the bill, 
the Committee on the Judiciary is in no way 
waiving its jurisdiction over the subject 
matter contained in those provisions of the 
bill that fall within your Rule X jurisdiction. 
I would support your effort to seek appoint- 
ment of an appropriate number of conferees 
on any House-Senate conference involving 
this legislation. 

I will include a copy of our letters in the 
Congressional Record during consideration 
of this legislation on the House floor. 

Sincerely, 
KEVIN BRADY, 
Chairman. 


Mr. KEATING. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 
2285. I would like to thank my col- 
league from Illinois (Mr. ROSKAM) for 
his strong support in trying to eradi- 
cate a major funding source for a ter- 
rorist group that is causing great de- 
struction all over the world now, ISIL. 

I rise in support of H.R. 2285. It is a 
bill to prevent stolen and illicit cul- 
tural property from financing terrorist 
and criminal networks, and also to im- 
prove enforcement and prosecution 
against trafficking in cultural prop- 
erty. 

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 2285, the Prevent 
Trafficking in Cultural Property Act, 
is a bipartisan bill aimed at stopping 
ISIL and other terrorist groups from 
advancing their activities through the 
sale of stolen antiquities and other cul- 
tural property. Along with oil and hos- 
tage-taking, this is one of the leading 
sources of their terrorist financing. 
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To date, ISIL has reportedly plun- 
dered tens of millions of dollars from 
antiquities stolen in Syria alone. In 
just one 4-month period, at the end of 
2014 and the beginning of 2015, ISIL 
earned more than $265,000 in what they 
term ‘‘taxes’’ on the sale of antiquities. 
I was struck by intelligence indicating 
that ISIL had stolen $36 million from 
one site alone in al-Nabuk, west of Da- 
mascus. 

As a member of the Homeland Secu- 
rity Committee, we work with Customs 
and Border Patrol and Immigration 
and Customs Enforcement officials, 
and we have learned that there was a 
gap in enforcement of laws and regula- 
tions against trafficking in cultural 
property, and there was a real need to 
require greater information sharing 
across agencies and to better equip per- 
sonnel to identify stolen antiquities 
and trafficking networks. This bill 
closes this gap by expanding trainings 
for personnel and by enhancing coordi- 
nation between Customs and Border 
Protection and Immigration and Cus- 
toms Enforcement. 

H.R. 2285 also increases cooperation 
with agencies outside the Department 
of Homeland Security, authorizing 
memorandums of understanding with 
groups like the Smithsonian Institu- 
tion to promote collaboration around 
cultural property protection activities 
and training our personnel to spot 
these illegal acts. 

ISIL forces have been terrorizing 
communities across the Middle East, 
targeting ethnic and religious minori- 
ties with acts of enslavement and geno- 
cide. Their attacks have been directed 
not only against people, but against 
ancient historic sites, works of art, ob- 
jects, monuments, and buildings, as 
ISIL has worked to destroy all evi- 
dence of the region’s rich cultural, his- 
torical, and religious identity. What 
ISIL does not destroy, it sells to gen- 
erate income for their terrorist acts. 

This legislation would help cut off an 
important revenue stream for ISIL 
and, by working to close the illicit an- 
tiquities market in the United States, 
would ultimately reduce the incentives 
in Iraq and Syria to loot and steal an- 
tiquities in the first place. 

We must act to disrupt these smug- 
gling and trafficking networks so that 
ISIL may not profit from the destruc- 
tion of the cultural and heritage back- 
grounds of this region, so that the re- 
maining treasured cultural and his- 
toric sites throughout Syria and Iraq 
will live on. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in 
support of this legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he 
may consume to the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. ENGEL), the ranking 
member of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. KEATING) for yielding to me. He is 
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a very valued member of the Foreign 
Affairs Committee and, once again, he 
is doing excellent work with this bill, 
and Mr. ROSKAM as well. 

I am proud to be an original cospon- 
sor of this bill. I am grateful for the 
work that Mr. KEATING has done to 
shine a light on the challenge of antiq- 
uities looting. 

We hear these stories about ISIS ter- 
rorists destroying heritage sites and 
smashing statutes, and it is heart- 
breaking. They are trying to wipe away 
history. But I have heard people say: 
Well, this is bad, but shouldn’t we be 
focused on stopping violence and kill- 
ing? 

Well, make no mistake; these prac- 
tices go hand in hand. It is not a mat- 
ter of choosing one over the other. Be- 
fore ISIS extremists pulverize statues 
and temples, they loot whatever they 
can carry and peddle these items on 
the black market. I have a bill—a law, 
actually—that has been passed involv- 
ing these antiquities in Syria. This is a 
funding source for their campaign of 
terror; so, by confronting the problem, 
we are working to cut off a valuable re- 
source for ISIS. 

As I mentioned, I am proud that, ear- 
lier this year, the President signed a 
law that I authored to impose new im- 
port restrictions on antiquities looted 
from Syria during the current conflict. 
Mr. KEATING and Mr. ROSKAM’s meas- 
ure goes a step further to help provide 
the training needed to enforce the pro- 
tections we have put in place. 

The new restrictions are similar to 
what we have imposed for Iraq a num- 
ber of years ago. They are designed to 
undermine the market for looted antiq- 
uities and ensure that antiquities sold 
by terrorist organizations don’t find 
their way to our shores. 

Before these restrictions can do their 
job, however, law enforcement needs 
tools and training to identify stolen 
antiquities so they don’t slip through 
our ports. Mr. KEATING’s legislation 
will help make sure Customs and Bor- 
der Protection and Immigration and 
Customs Enforcement officers are able 
to intercept and investigate cultural 
property illegally imported into the 
United States. It will make it easier 
for them to root out the trafficking 
networks responsible for this traf- 
ficking, and it expresses support for 
the U.S. attorneys we depend on for 
prosecuting these cases. 

This is not a new job for these offi- 
cers. For years they have worked to 
prevent trafficking in illegal antiq- 
uities. But their jobs are harder than 
ever. This bill will get them the legal 
tools and training they need to get 
that job done. 

So, Mr. Speaker, we need every tool 
at our disposal to deny ISIS funding 
and resources. That is what we are 
doing when we focus on antiquities 
looting. At the same time, we are 
working to preserve cultural heritage 
that is increasingly under threat. 
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So I thank Mr. KEATING for his lead- 
ership and hard work. I thank him for 
bringing the bill forward. I am very 
pleased to support it, and I urge all 
Members to do the same. 
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Mr. KEATING. Mr. Speaker, I just 
want to thank the gentleman from Illi- 
nois (Mr. ROSKAM) for his support in 
this. I want to thank the 19 cosponsors 
of this legislation, including the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. ENGEL) 
who just spoke and who is the ranking 
member of the Foreign Affairs Com- 
mittee, and the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. MCCAUL) who is the chair of the 
Homeland Security Committee. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. ROSKAM. Mr. Speaker, I think 
our constituents are really heartened 
when they see both parties coming to- 
gether to work on things of national 
importance. Without question, H.R. 
2285 is in that category. It is a tool 
that we need to combat ISIS. 

I commend Mr. KEATING, and I urge 
its passage. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. Ros- 
KAM) that the House suspend the rules 
and pass the bill, H.R. 2285, as amend- 
ed. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. HUELSKAMP. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro- 
ceedings on this motion will be post- 
poned. 


EE 


RESTRAINING EXCESSIVE SEIZURE 
OF PROPERTY THROUGH THE 
EXPLOITATION OF CIVIL ASSET 
FORFEITURE TOOLS ACT 


Mr. ROSKAM. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 5523) to amend title 31, United 
States Code, to prohibit the Internal 
Revenue Service from carrying out sei- 
zures relating to a structuring trans- 
action unless the property to be seized 
derived from an illegal source or the 
funds were structured for the purpose 
of concealing the violation of another 
criminal law or regulation, to require 
notice and a post-seizure hearing for 
such seizures, and for other purposes, 
as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 5523 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Clyde-Hirsch- 

Sowers RESPECT Act” or the “Restraining Ex- 
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cessive Seizure of Property through the Exploi- 

tation of Civil Asset Forfeiture Tools Act’’. 

SEC. 2. INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE SEIZURE 
REQUIREMENTS WITH RESPECT TO 
STRUCTURING TRANSACTIONS. 

Section 5317(c)(2) of title 31, 
Code, is amended— 

(1) by striking “Any property” and inserting 
the following: 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Any property”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(B) INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE SEIZURE RE- 
QUIREMENTS WITH RESPECT TO STRUCTURING 
TRANSACTIONS.— 

“(i) PROPERTY DERIVED FROM AN ILLEGAL 
SOURCE.—Property may only be seized by the 
Internal Revenue Service pursuant to subpara- 
graph (A) by reason of a claimed violation of 
section 5324 if the property to be seized was de- 
rived from an illegal source or the funds were 
structured for the purpose of concealing the vio- 
lation of a criminal law or regulation other than 
section 5324. 

“(ii) NOTICE.—Not later than 30 days after 
property is seized by the Internal Revenue Serv- 
ice pursuant to subparagraph (A), the Internal 
Revenue Service shall— 

“(I) make a good faith effort to find all per- 
sons with an ownership interest in such prop- 
erty; and 

“(II) provide each such person with a notice 
of the person’s rights under clause (iv). 

“(ii) EXTENSION OF NOTICE UNDER CERTAIN 
CIRCUMSTANCES.—The Internal Revenue Service 
may apply to a court of competent jurisdiction 
for one 30-day extension of the notice require- 
ment under clause (ii) if the Internal Revenue 
Service can establish probable cause of an immi- 
nent threat to national security or personal 
safety necessitating such extension. 

“(iv) POST-SEIZURE HEARING.—If a person 
with a property interest in property seized pur- 
suant to subparagraph (A) by the Internal Rev- 
enue Service requests a hearing by a court of 
competent jurisdiction within 30 days after the 
date on which notice is provided under sub- 
clause (ii), such property shall be returned un- 
less the court holds an adversarial hearing and 
finds within 30 days of such request (or such 
longer period as the court may provide, but only 
on request of an interested party) that there is 
probable cause to believe that there is a viola- 
tion of section 5324 involving such property and 
probable cause to believe that the property to be 
seized was derived from an illegal source or the 
funds were structured for the purpose of con- 
cealing the violation of a criminal law or regu- 
lation other than section 5324.”’. 

SEC. 3. EXCLUSION OF INTEREST RECEIVED IN 
ACTION TO RECOVER PROPERTY 
SEIZED BY THE INTERNAL REVENUE 
SERVICE BASED ON STRUCTURING 
TRANSACTION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Part III of subchapter B of 
chapter 1 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 
is amended by inserting before section 140 the 
following new section: 

“SEC. 139G. INTEREST RECEIVED IN ACTION TO 
RECOVER PROPERTY SEIZED BY THE 
INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE BASED 
ON STRUCTURING TRANSACTION. 

“Gross income shall not include any interest 
received from the Federal Government in con- 
nection with an action to recover property 
seized by the Internal Revenue Service pursuant 
to section 5317(c)(2) of title 31, United States 
Code, by reason of a claimed violation of section 
5324 of such title.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec- 
tions for part III of subchapter B of chapter 1 
of such Code is amended by inserting before the 
item relating to section 140 the following new 
item: 


United States 
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“Sec. 139G. Interest received in action to re- 
cover property seized by the Inter- 
nal Revenue Service based on 
structuring transaction.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 
by this section shall apply to interest received 
on or after the date of the enactment of this Act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Il- 
linois (Mr. ROSKAM) and the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. CROWLEY) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. ROSKAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days within which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in- 
clude extraneous material on H.R. 5523, 
currently under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROSKAM. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, this afternoon, the gen- 
tleman from New York and I are going 
to tell you a fascinating story. It is a 
story that when we tell it to our con- 
stituents at home, there is such a level 
of concern about what they have heard 
has happened that it really gets their 
attention. The good news is that the 
Ways and Means Committee and others 
have come along and tried to come up 
with a remedy. 

So here is what has been going on: 
for the past 2 years, the Ways and 
Means Oversight Subcommittee has 
been investigating how the IRS has 
abused its civil asset forfeiture author- 
ity. We heard from numerous people 
about how the IRS seized their life sav- 
ings with no notice simply because 
they had deposited their own money 
into their own bank accounts in 
amounts of less than $10,000. You heard 
that right—their own money into their 
own bank accounts with no underlying 
bad act, and the IRS came in and seized 
their assets with no notice. 

It was so outrageous and so egregious 
in some of these cases, Mr. Speaker, 
that the Commissioner of the Internal 
Revenue Service actually apologized to 
some of these people. Now, getting an 
apology out of the IRS Commissioner 
was like birthing a calf, but we got the 
apology from him, and we have been 
able to move forward. 

Subsequent to that, the Internal Rev- 
enue Service has changed their policy— 
which is okay, it is a good step—but we 
have to go farther and we need to 
change the underlying statute. 

Now, here is the back story: most 
people don’t know that the law re- 
quires deposits of more than $10,000 to 
be reported to the government. It is 
not a bad policy, and it is in place in 
case there is a human trafficking oper- 
ation or a mafia front group or a meth 
lab that is trying to get around some 
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bank secrecy acts. Others don’t know 
that it is actually illegal to inten- 
tionally avoid that reporting require- 
ment. 

Two Maryland farming families, the 
Sowers and the Taylors, went through 
this ordeal. In their cases, bank tellers 
told them that it would be helpful if 
they could deposit all the cash they 
earned by selling farmers market prod- 
ucts in amounts less than $10,000. 

So, Mr. Speaker, in other words, the 
bank teller says: Look, it is a big has- 
sle when you come in here with more 
than $10,000. It would be much easier if 
you come in with less than $10,000 be- 
cause we, the bank, won’t have to 
make a report. 

The Sowers and the Taylors—nicest 
people ever—said: Sure. 

That is where the trouble began. As 
they requested, they kept their depos- 
its under $10,000 to help out the tellers. 

Likewise, the Hirsch brothers in New 
York, who own a convenience store dis- 
tributorship, do a lot of cash business; 
and just because they made large cash 
deposits at their bank, the government 
seized their savings of $400,000. 

Andrew Clyde, who owns an armory 
down in Athens, Georgia, has a similar 
story. His store’s insurance policy only 
covers up to $10,000 in cash losses. So 
he does what any commonsense, clear- 
thinking person would do, and that is 
to take less than $10,000 to the bank be- 
cause more than $10,000 wouldn’t be 
covered by his own insurance policy. 

Mr. Speaker, now, even after the IRS 
had seized these accounts and the IRS 
realized that there was no criminal ac- 
tivity attached to these funds—in 
other words, they realized this is not 
what this law is all about—the IRS 
kept the money, and people like the 
families that I just mentioned spent 
time and resources trying to get them 
back. Some of them, like Mr. Clyde and 
the Taylors, are still fighting today. 

Mr. Speaker, the entire sub- 
committee, both sides of the aisle, was 
scandalized to learn about this. It 
began to say, number one, how can this 
be? And number two, what can we do 
about it? 

Mr. CROWLEY, my friend from New 
York, and I thought it was a good step 
that the IRS changed their policy. But 
we think an even better step is to pass 
this underlying bill. 

What the bill does is it says that the 
IRS would only be able to seize struc- 
tured assets if they are used to conceal 
another crime or they are derived from 
an illegal source. It would also give 
procedural protections, like the right 
to a speedy hearing, to people from 
whom the IRS seizes money. Finally, if 
the government ultimately gives assets 
and interest back when challenged, our 
bill would exempt that interest from 
Federal income tax. It serves to help 
right the wrong, if only in a small way, 
for the money being improperly taken 
in the first place. 
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Unfortunately, the bill comes up too 
late to keep the Clydes, the Sowers, 
the Hirsches, and the Taylors from 
dealing with this problem. But they 
have done all Americans and this body 
a service by standing up and being will- 
ing to tell their stories so that we can 
respond. We cannot let the IRS abuse 
this discretion and abuse this power. I 
am pleased that the overwhelming and, 
in fact, the unanimous Ways and 
Means Committee has supported this. 


Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON FINANCIAL SERVICES, 
Washington, DC, September 8, 2016. 

Hon. KEVIN BRADY, 
Chairman, Committee on Ways and Means, 
Washington, DC. 


DEAR CHAIRMAN BRADY: I am writing con- 
cerning H.R. 5523, the ‘‘Clyde-Hirsch-Sowers 
RESPECT Act”. 


As a result of your having consulted with 
the Committee on Financial Services con- 
cerning provisions in the bill that fall within 
our Rule X jurisdiction, I agree to forgo ac- 
tion on the bill so that it may proceed expe- 
ditiously to the House Floor. The Committee 
on Financial Services takes this action with 
our mutual understanding that, by foregoing 
consideration of H.R. 5523 at this time, we do 
not waive any jurisdiction over the subject 
matter contained in this or similar legisla- 
tion, and that our Committee will be appro- 
priately consulted and involved as this or 
similar legislation moves forward so that we 
may address any remaining issues that fall 
within our Rule X jurisdiction. Our Com- 
mittee also reserves the right to seek ap- 
pointment of an appropriate number of con- 
ferees to any House-Senate conference in- 
volving this or similar legislation, and re- 
quests your support for any such request. 


Finally, I would appreciate your response 
to this letter confirming this understanding 
with respect to H.R. 5523 and would ask that 
a copy of our exchange of letters on this 
matter be included in your committee’s re- 
port to accompany the legislation, as well as 
in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD during floor 
consideration thereof. 

Sincerely, 
JEB HENSARLING, 
Chairman. 


COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, September 8, 2016. 
HON. JEB HENSARLING, 
Chairman, Committee on Financial Services, 
Washington, DC. 


DEAR CHAIRMAN HENSARLING: Thank you 
for your letter concerning H.R. 5528, the 
“Clyde-Hirsch-Sowers RESPECT Act,” on 
which the Financial Services Committee was 
granted an additional referral. 


Iam most appreciative of your decision to 
waive formal consideration of H.R. 5523 so 
that it may proceed expeditiously to the 
House floor. I acknowledge that although 
you waived formal consideration of the bill, 
the Financial Services Committee is in no 
way waiving its jurisdiction over the subject 
matter contained in those provisions of the 
bill that fall within your Rule X jurisdiction. 
I would support your effort to seek appoint- 
ment of an appropriate number of conferees 
on any House-Senate conference involving 
this legislation. 
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I will include a copy of our letters in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD during consideration 
of this legislation on the House floor. 

Sincerely, 
KEVIN BRADY, 
Chairman. 

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, first, let me thank my 
good friend, my colleague from Illinois 
(Mr. ROSKAM), for his good work on 
this issue. Tenacity does pay off. The 
gentleman has really kept his nose to 
the grindstone on this. Now, I don’t 
want the gentleman to get a bad rep- 
utation for working with me on so 
many issues. I just want to point that 
out for the record. 

Today is a good day for American 
taxpayers as, hopefully, the House of 
Representatives will soon pass the 
Clyde-Hirsch-Sowers RESPECT Act to 
enact vital reforms to the Federal Gov- 
ernment’s civil asset forfeiture process. 

Civil asset forfeiture is an important 
tool for the IRS and for other Federal 
agencies. They use it to go after ill- 
gotten funds from drug dealers, human 
traffickers, terrorists, and other crimi- 
nals. 

This bill will not weaken that vital 
law enforcement tool one bit. But this 
legislation will codify into law much- 
needed reforms to the process to stop 
abusive asset forfeitures—abusive sei- 
zures such as the ability of the govern- 
ment to take a person’s bank account 
without ever charging them with a 
crime. 

The Oversight Subcommittee on the 
Ways and Means Committee, under the 
guidance of our chairman, Mr. ROSKAM, 
undertook a painstaking 17-month in- 
vestigation. I think this is a good ex- 
ample of the committee process and 
how we can work functionally, unlike 
what we have seen in other committees 
here in the House. 

This investigation included holding a 
series of congressional hearings, meet- 
ing with officials from a number of 
Federal agencies, and continually 
keeping the pressure on the IRS to 
practically reach out and return any 
asset seized from people who were 
never charged with any crimes. In par- 
ticular, Mr. Speaker, hearing from the 
victims themselves was incredibly 
moving and touching, I think, to Mem- 
bers of both sides of the aisle. 

These actions culminated in this bi- 
partisan legislation that passed the 
Ways and Means Committee unani- 
mously. This bill, the Clyde-Hirsch- 
Sowers RESPECT Act, aims to take 
what we have learned and fix the sys- 
tem to prevent the seizure of bank ac- 
counts of law-abiding citizens. Specifi- 
cally, this legislation prohibits the IRS 
from taking any assets related to 
structuring unless the funds are from 
an illegal source or the funds were 
structured to conceal other criminal 
activity. 

Additionally, to provide due process 
to affected taxpayers, the bill requires 
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the IRS to notify an account holder of 
a seizure within 30 days of that seizure. 
Once an account is seized, the bill al- 
lows the person whose assets were 
seized to seek a post-seizure hearing 
within 30 days. Now, even that, for 
some, can be onerous; but it is a start. 
We know that those engaged in illegal 
actions will usually not contest the 
seizure. They won’t go to the agency 
and contest it. But for those who com- 
mitted no crimes, this bill, in many re- 
spects, levels the playing field. 

But the passage of this bill isn’t the 
last part of this fight. I know my col- 
league, Mr. ROSKAM, and I will con- 
tinue to keep pressure on the Federal 
Government to quickly return the as- 
sets of those innocent taxpayers not 
charged with any crimes whose assets 
are still being held by the Federal Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. Speaker, I look forward to the 
passage of this legislation and cor- 
recting a wrong in the law that exists 
to help law-abiding citizens hold on to 
their hard-earned resources. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. ROSKAM. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank Mr. 
CROWLEY for his work, his advocacy, 
and his willingness to make sugges- 
tions to improve this bill so we could 
enjoy unanimous support. We are in a 
very good situation on it. 

Let me just give you a little bit more 
color commentary, if I could, because I 
think it is important for us to recog- 
nize the role that we in this House play 
as a coequal branch of government 
pushing back on abuse when we see it 
in the executive branch, and this is 
part of our experience. 

So here is the back story: it occurred 
to us, Mr. Speaker, that these were cer- 
tain cases—and I mentioned them a 
minute ago; I gave the names of these 
individuals a minute ago—that we had 
come to learn about. The IRS then sub- 
sequently changed their policy. 

But then it begs the question: What 
happens to the people, number one, 
that we don’t know about who are still 
stuck in the system? 

So the IRS, in other words, said that 
we are not going to do this moving for- 
ward. 

What about the people that they had 
done this to? 

In other words, they had assets they 
had confiscated. 

So we ended up having another hear- 
ing, again, bipartisan. The result of 
that hearing, a result of a unanimous 
voice on the subcommittee itself, was 
that the IRS said: We are going to 
come up with a petition process. The 
IRS has written to 1,100 people involv- 
ing approximately 700 cases, and they 
have heard back from 380 people so far 
who have said: You have wrongly taken 
this money. 
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Mr. Speaker, I just want to tell you a 
quick story. 

It was a few months ago—I don’t re- 
member the exact date—but it was a 
few months ago when I asked for a 
briefing from the Department of Jus- 
tice and the Internal Revenue Service 
on these pending cases. I thought, Mr. 
Speaker, based on these hearings and 
so forth, that the meeting at my re- 
quest was going to take 10 minutes and 
that the officials were going to come in 
and my question was: What is hap- 
pening to the people who are caught in 
the middle of this? I thought they were 
going to come in and they would say, 
you know: Mr. ROSKAM, here is a list or 
whatever. We can’t give you a list, but 
here is all disposed of. 

No, no, no, no. An hour and a half 
later, at the end of this discussion, I 
turned to the Department of Justice of- 
ficials, Mr. Speaker, and I said: I am 
more afraid of you now than when I 
started this meeting. Do you want to 
know why I am afraid of you? Because 
you are acting in a completely obtuse 
manner. 

When I asked what happened to these 
people’s money, the officials told me, 
Mr. Speaker, that the money had been 
absorbed into the Federal system. Let 
me repeat that. They said that the 
money had been absorbed into the Fed- 
eral system—wrongly absorbed, but ab- 
sorbed nevertheless. That this could 
come out of the mouth of someone who 
works for the Department of Justice I 
found to be completely absurd. 

I asked a simple question: What hap- 
pens if my constituents owe a tax li- 
ability, don’t pay the tax liability, and 
spend the money on something else? 
What do you do to them? And I an- 
swered the question: What you do to 
them is you put a lien on their house 
and you put them in prison, that is 
what you do. 

So don’t you see, Mr. Speaker, what 
we are dealing with? We have got to 
get to this situation, and we have got 
to get to making sure that power is 
used appropriately and it is not abused. 
I think this legislation that, again, is 
bipartisan, comes forward and it says 
it strikes the right balance, and if 
there is an underlying bad act—that is, 
an illegal activity—there is no one that 
is going to find any comfort in this 
bill; however, for the innocent folks 
who are not abusing this, they will find 
great comfort. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

In closing, Mr. Speaker, Congress has 
a chance to right a wrong in the law by 
passing this bill. 

We always say that, in the U.S., you 
are innocent until proven guilty, but 
the civil asset forfeiture policies im- 
posed by the Federal Government don’t 
always reflect that basic premise. 

I urge all of my colleagues to vote for 
this bill. 
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But let me be clear. While we are cor- 
recting an injustice in one area, this 
bill reminds us of the importance of a 
larger discussion on much-needed 
criminal justice reform. 

I hope that this larger issue can also 
be tackled by this year’s Congress. 
Just like the Clyde family and the 
Hirsch family and the Sowers family, 
whom we named this bill for, far too 
many American families have seen the 
U.S. justice system not work on behalf 
of them. We need to address that issue 
of criminal justice reform in the same 
bipartisan way, Mr. Speaker, that Mr. 
ROSKAM and the entire Ways and 
Means Committee dealt with civil 
asset forfeiture. 

Mr. Speaker, I don’t know how dif- 
ficult it is to birth a calf. I am a boy 
from Woodside, Queens. I used to say 
we had no running water growing up 
where I came from. Well, we had run- 
ning water in my home, but we didn’t 
have any streams; we had no ponds, no 
lakes. The closest I got to the water— 
I want the violins to come out now— 
the closest I got to the water was 
Rockaway Beach in Queens. But my 
wife is from Montana, and she grew up 
on a ranch. She may certainly have an 
inclination how difficult that is. 

But let me say, on behalf of the 
American people, we want to apolo- 
gize—though it is not necessarily our 
place—for the entire Federal Govern- 
ment. We didn’t impose this on the 
Clyde family or the Hirsch family or 
the Sowers family, but they do deserve 
an apology, not just from the IRS, but 
from the American people as well, all 
taxpayers. 

But the Clyde family, the Hirsch 
family, and the Sowers family, I don’t 
know where their families came from. I 
do not know their ethnicity. I do not 
know their political persuasion. I do 
not know what religion they practice, 
if any at all. But what I do know is 
they are American citizens, so they de- 
serve to be treated with justice under 
the law. 

In these particular cases, they sought 
justice and were denied it; and we are 
restoring that today with the passage 
of this bill, not only for them, but for 
all Americans who find themselves in 
this situation. For that, I am grateful 
for my friend from Illinois, for his te- 
nacity; but I am also grateful for the 
tenacity of these families to not sit 
back and allow this to happen not only 
to themselves, but to potentially fu- 
ture victims. That is what their legacy 
will be. I hope their families are proud 
of what they have accomplished. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. ROSKAM. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I think Mr. CROWLEY made a great 
point, and that is there is a great 
temptation when the Federal Govern- 
ment comes after you—I would imag- 
ine, a great temptation—to cower to 
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the intimidation. The government has 
a lot of power, and the government in 
this case figuratively reached out and 
grabbed these families by the throat 
and choked them and used power that 
was not correct to use against them, 
and it was unjust. 

It would have been an easy thing for 
these families to just sit back and take 
it and so forth, but they didn’t do that. 
I think the fact that they didn’t do 
that, Mr. Speaker, and they are willing 
to stand up and fight is a good fore- 
shadowing of things to come. In other 
words, they told their story; Members 
of Congress heard their story, and we 
have been able to move and seek jus- 
tice, not only changing underlying 
policies within the executive branch, 
but also changing an underlying stat- 
ute. 

The other body has introduced this, 
and I am hopeful that it will be consid- 
ered in an expeditious manner. 

I want to thank the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. CROWLEY) for his sup- 
port and advocacy. I urge passage of 
the bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise today in support of H.R. 5523, the Clyde- 
Hirsch-Sowers RESPECT Act. | am a proud 
cosponsor of this critically important bill be- 
cause it addresses a major problem in current 
law—a problem that has directly affected at 
least one of my constituents in Northeast 
Georgia. 

In fact, this bill is named after that con- 
stituent: Andrew Clyde. Andrew is a good, 
hardworking man, who is unfortunately all too 
familiar with the issue we’re talking about 
today. Andrew owns Clyde Armory in Athens, 
Georgia. This is a legal, successful, firearms 
business, but it was targeted by the IRS under 
civil asset forfeiture laws. 

Andrew is a combat veteran who grew this 
business in his community. He followed the 
law, paid his taxes on time, filed all the right 
paperwork—but that didn’t stop several hun- 
dred thousand dollars from being seized from 
his business. 

| think Andrew summed it up best when he 
testified before the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee about this same issue: “I did not serve 
three combat tours in Iraq only to come home 
and be extorted.” 

What he doesn’t say there—he was being 
extorted by his own government. 

In April of 2013, two IRS agents simply 
showed up at Clyde Armory, and served An- 
drew with a seizure warrant letting him know 
that his business bank account had been 
nearly drained. He was not aware of any laws 
he may have broken, unintentionally or not, 
and had practices in place to ensure his busi- 
ness was fully compliant with all laws. 

Over the course of a few months, the case 
wound up in federal court. After legal fees and 
the eventual surrender of $50,000 to the IRS 
to end the matter, nearly $150,000 had been 
carved out of the $950,000 seizure. 

Despite the fact that Andrew is a law-abid- 
ing citizen, the government was able to swoop 
in in the middle of the night and take private 
property absent evidence of wrongdoing and 
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due process. That is why | have worked so 
hard on this issue—to prevent this kind of fed- 
eral intrusion of the worst form. 

H.R. 5523 would help to address this prob- 
lem. It would prohibit the IRS from using civil 
asset forfeiture authority in structuring cases— 
the type of case under which Andrew was tar- 
geted—unless it can demonstrate probable 
cause that the funds were connected to crimi- 
nal activity. Under H.R. 5523, the IRS must 
also establish notice and post-seizure review 
procedures for seizures based on structuring 
violations. 

This bill is a step in the right direction, and 
a step towards preventing future wrongful sei- 
zures like the one that happened to Andrew 
Clyde. | thank Congressman ROSKAM for intro- 
ducing this important legislation on behalf of 
Andrew Clyde and other victims of wrongful 
civil asset forfeiture, and | encourage all of my 
colleagues to support its passage. 

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
| rise in support of H.R. 5523. 

In this day and age, the awesome power of 
the federal government can be difficult to fully 
appreciate for many citizens. Yet, when that 
power is used unwisely or unjustly, the con- 
sequences can be disastrous for innocent 
Americans. 

My friend and constituent, Mr. Andrew 
Clyde—for whom this legislation is named— 
experienced the full might of the federal gov- 
ernment in the form of civil asset forfeiture. 

Four years ago, the Internal Revenue Serv- 
ice accused Mr. Clyde of structuring his bank 
deposits in such a way to avoid the $10,000 
threshold reporting requirement of the Bank 
Secrecy Act of 1986—a law aimed at uncover- 
ing illegal drug transactions. Then, with no due 
process and no evidence, the IRS seized 
nearly a million dollars from Mr. Clyde. 

Mr. Clyde is about as far from a drug dealer 
as you can get: He is a veteran of the U.S. 
Navy who served three combat tours in Iraq, 
a successful small business owner, and an 
upstanding citizen in our community. 

None of that mattered to the IRS—who em- 
ployed their powers of civil asset forfeiture to 
hold Mr. Clyde’s money hostage, force him to 
spend $100,000 in legal fees, and ultimately 
surrender $50,000 just to make the whole out- 
rageous ordeal come to a close. 

This flies in the face of due process—one of 
our Republic’s most fundamental liberties. 

The IRS has seized tens of millions of dol- 
lars from Americans in cases just like this 
where no criminal activity was even alleged, 
much less proven in a court of law. 

Andrew Clyde and the other men for whom 
this bill is named—Randy Sowers and broth- 
ers Jeffrey, Richard, and Mitch Hirsch—have 
dedicated themselves to ensuring this injustice 
will not continue to befall innocent Americans. 

H.R. 5523 would limit the IRS’s authority to 
conduct civil asset forfeiture under the Bank 
Secrecy Act unless the property actually origi- 
nated from illegal activity or was purposely 
structured to conceal illegal activity. 

| commend the work of the House Ways & 
Means Committee on this important issue, and 
| urge all my colleagues to support this legisla- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. Ros- 
KAM) that the House suspend the rules 
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and pass the bill, H.R. 5523, as amend- 
ed. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. HUELSKAMP. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro- 
ceedings on this motion will be post- 
poned. 


Ee 


RECESS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until ap- 
proximately 6:30 p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 6 o’clock and 7 min- 
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 


EE 


1832 


AFTER RECESS 


The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. WESTMORELAND) at 6 
o’clock and 32 minutes p.m. 


ee 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings 
will resume on motions to suspend the 
rules previously postponed. 

Votes will be taken in the following 
order: 

H.R. 670, by the yeas and nays; 

H.R. 5785, by the yeas and nays; 

H.R. 5690, by the yeas and nays. 

The first electronic vote will be con- 
ducted as a 15-minute vote. Remaining 
electronic votes will be conducted as 5- 
minute votes. 


-Á 


SPECIAL NEEDS TRUST FAIRNESS 
AND MEDICAID IMPROVEMENT 
ACT 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un- 
finished business is the vote on the mo- 
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 670) to amend title XIX of the 
Social Security Act to extend the Med- 
icaid rules regarding supplemental 
needs trusts for Medicaid beneficiaries 
to trusts established by those bene- 
ficiaries, and for other purposes, as 
amended, on which the yeas and nays 
were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
GUTHRIE) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, as amended. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 383, nays 22, 
not voting 26, as follows: 


Abraham 
Adams 
Aderholt 
Aguilar 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Ashford 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Benishek 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Blumenauer 
Bost 
Boyle, Brendan 
F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carson (IN) 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clawson (FL) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coffman 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cook 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 


[Roll No. 521] 
YEAS—383 


DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Donovan 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellmers (NC) 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farenthold 
Farr 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Flores 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frankel (FL) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Goodlatte 
Gowdy 
Graham 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hahn 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Holding 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huffman 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jolly 
Jones 
Joyce 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 


Kilmer 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Knight 
Kuster 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
MacArthur 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
Matsui 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meng 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Moore 
Moulton 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nolan 
Norcross 
Nugent 
Nunes 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pittenger 
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Pitts Scalise Torres 
Pocan Schakowsky Trott 
Poliquin Schiff Tsongas 
Polis Schweikert Turner 
Pompeo Scott (VA) Upton 
Posey Scott, Austin Valadao 
Price (NC) Scott, David Van Hollen 
Price, Tom Sensenbrenner Vargas 
Quigley Serrano Veasey 
Rangel Sessions Vela 
Reed Sewell (AL) Velazquez 
Reichert Sherman Visclosky 
Renacci Shimkus Walberg 
Ribble Shuster Walden 
Rice (NY) Simpson Walker 
Rice (SC) Sinema Walorski 
Richmond Sires Walters, Mimi 
Rigell Slaughter Walz 
Roby Smith (MO) Waters, Maxine 
Roe (TN) Smith (NE) Watson Coleman 
Rogers (AL) Smith (NJ) Weber (TX) 
Rogers (KY) Smith (TX) Webster (FL) 
Rohrabacher Smith (WA) Welch 
Rokita Speier Wenstrup 
Ros-Lehtinen Stefanik Westerman 
Roskam Stewart Westmoreland 
Ross Stivers Williams 
Rothfus Swalwell (CA) Wilson (SC) 
Rouzer Takano Womack 
Roybal-Allard Thompson (CA) Woodall 
Royce Thompson (MS) Yarmuth 
Ruiz Thompson (PA) Yoder 
Ruppersberger Thornberry Yoho 
Russell Tiberi Young (AK) 
Sanchez, Linda Tipton Young (IA) 

E Titus Young (IN) 
Sarbanes Tonko Zeldin 

NAYS—22 

Brat Gohmert Perry 
Bridenstine Gosar Ratcliffe 
Brooks (AL) Huelskamp Salmon 
Buck Jordan Sanford 
Davidson Labrador Wittman 
DesJarlais Lummis Zinke 
Fleming McClintock 
Franks (AZ) Palmer 


NOT VOTING—26 


Bonamici Johnson, Sam Rush 

Boustany Kaptur Ryan (OH) 
Carney Kelly (IL) Sanchez, Loretta 
Duckworth Kirkpatrick Schrader 

Emmer (MN) Long Stutzman 
Fincher Meeks Wagner 

Forbes Miller (MI) Wasserman 
Gutiérrez Poe (TX) Schultz 
Hinojosa Rooney (FL) Wilson (FL) 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain- 


ing. 


1853 


Messrs. DAVIDSON, GOSAR, FLEM- 
ING, SALMON, DESJARLAIS, PERRY, 
WITTMAN, Mrs. LUMMIS, and Mr. 
ZINKE changed their vote from ‘‘yea’’ 
to “nay.” 

Messrs. YOHO and SCALISE changed 
their vote from “nay” to “yea.” 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma- 
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill, as amended, was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


ee 


PROVIDING AN ANNUITY SUPPLE- 
MENT FOR CERTAIN AIR TRAF- 
FIC CONTROLLERS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un- 
finished business is the vote on the mo- 
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 5785) to amend title 5, United 
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States Code, to provide for an annuity 
supplement for certain air traffic con- 
trollers, on which the yeas and nays 
were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Oklahoma (Mr. 
RUSSELL) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill. 


This will be a 5-minute vote. 


The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 399, nays 4, 
not voting 28, as follows: 


[Roll No. 522] 


YEAS—299 

Abraham Costello (PA) Grothman 
Adams Courtney Guinta 
Aderholt Cramer Guthrie 
Aguilar Crawford Hahn 
Allen Crenshaw Hanna 
Amodei Crowley Hardy 
Ashford Cuellar Harper 
Babin Culberson Harris 
Barletta Cummings Hartzler 
Barr Curbelo (FL) Hastings 
Barton Davidson Heck (NV) 
Bass Davis (CA) Heck (WA) 
Beatty Davis, Danny Hensarling 
Becerra Davis, Rodney Herrera Beutler 
Benishek DeFazio Hice, Jody B. 
Bera DeGette Higgins 
Beyer Delaney Hill 
Bilirakis DeLauro Himes 
Bishop (GA) DelBene Holding 
Bishop (MI) Denham Honda 
Bishop (UT) Dent Hoyer 
Black DeSantis Hudson 
Blackburn DeSaulnier Huelskamp 
Blum DesJarlais Huffman 
Blumenauer Deutch Huizenga (MI) 
Bos Diaz-Balart Hultgren 
Boyle, Brendan Dingell Hunter 

F. Doggett Hurd (TX) 
Brady (PA) Dold Hurt (VA) 
Brady (TX) Donovan Israel 
Bra Doyle, Michael Issa 
Bridenstine F, Jackson Lee 
Brooks (IN) Duffy Jeffries 
Brown (FL) Duncan (SC) Jenkins (KS) 
Brownley (CA) Duncan (TN) Jenkins (WV) 
Buchanan Edwards Johnson (GA) 
Buck Ellison Johnson (OH) 
Bucshon Ellmers (NC) Johnson, E. B. 
Burgess Engel Jolly 
Bustos Eshoo Jones 
Butterfield Esty Jordan 
Byrne Farenthold Joyce 
Calvert Farr Katko 
Capps Fitzpatrick Keating 
Capuano Fleischmann Kelly (MS) 
Cárdenas Fleming Kelly (PA) 
Carson (IN) Flores Kennedy 
Carter (GA) Fortenberry Kildee 
Carter (TX) Foster Kilmer 
Cartwright Foxx Kind 
Castor (FL) Frankel (FL) King (IA) 
Castro (TX) Franks (AZ) King (NY) 
Chabot Frelinghuysen Kinzinger (IL) 
Chaffetz Fudge Kline 
Chu, Judy Gabbard Knight 
Cicilline Gallego Kuster 
Clark (MA) Garamendi Labrador 
Clarke (NY) Garrett LaHood 
Clawson (FL) Gibbs LaMalfa 
Clay Gibson Lamborn 
Cleaver Gohmert Lance 
Clyburn Goodlatte Langevin 
Coffman Gosar Larsen (WA) 
Cohen Gowdy Larson (CT) 
Cole Graham Latta 
Collins (GA) Granger Lawrence 
Collins (NY) Graves (GA) Lee 
Comstock Graves (LA) Levin 
Conaway Graves (MO) Lewis 
Connolly Grayson Lieu, Ted 
Conyers Green, Al Lipinski 
Cook Green, Gene LoBiondo 
Cooper Griffith Loebsack 
Costa Grijalva Lofgren 


Loudermilk 
Love 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lummis 
Lynch 
MacArthur 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
Matsui 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meng 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Moore 
Moulton 
Mullin 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nolan 
Norcross 
Nugent 
Nunes 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Palmer 
Pascrell 
Paulsen 
Payne 


Amash 
Brooks (AL) 


Bonamici 
Boustany 
Carney 
Duckworth 
Emmer (MN) 
Fincher 
Forbes 
Gutiérrez 
Hinojosa 
Johnson, Sam 


Pearce 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Pocan 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Price, Tom 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (NY) 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Russell 
Salmon 
Sanchez, Linda 
T. 
Sanford 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 


NAYS—4 


McClintock 
Mulvaney 
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Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 

Tipton 

Titus 

Tonko 

Torres 

Trott 

Tsongas 
Turner 

Upton 
Valadao 

Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 

Vela 
Velazquez 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Walz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Welch 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 

Yoho 

Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 

Zinke 


NOT VOTING—28 


Kaptur 
Kelly (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Long 

Meeks 
Miller (MI) 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Reichert 
Rooney (FL) 


Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Schrader 
Stutzman 
Wagner 
Wasserman 
Schultz 
Wilson (FL) 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain- 


ing. 


1859 


So (two-thirds being in the affirma- 
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 


the table. 


Stated for: 


September 20, 2016 


Mr. POLIQUIN. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 
522, | was unavoidably detained. Had | been 
present, | would have voted “aye.” 


ee 


GAO ACCESS AND OVERSIGHT ACT 
OF 2016 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un- 
finished business is the vote on the mo- 
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 5690) to ensure the Govern- 
ment Accountability Office has ade- 
quate access to information, on which 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. CAR- 
TER) that the House suspend the rules 
and pass the bill. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 404, nays 0, 
not voting 27, as follows: 


[Roll No. 523] 


YEAS—404 

Abraham Cleaver Fortenberry 
Adams Clyburn Foster 
Aderholt Coffman Foxx 
Aguilar Cohen Frankel (FL) 
Allen Cole Franks (AZ) 
Amash Collins (GA) Frelinghuysen 
Amodei Collins (NY) Fudge 
Ashford Comstock Gabbard 
Babin Conaway Gallego 
Barletta Connolly Garamendi 
Barr Conyers Garrett 
Barton Cook Gibbs 
Bass Cooper Gibson 
Beatty Costa Gohmert 
Becerra Costello (PA) Goodlatte 
Benishek Courtney Gosar 
Bera Cramer Gowdy 
Beyer Crawford Graham 
Bilirakis Crenshaw Granger 
Bishop (GA) Crowley Graves (GA) 
Bishop (MI) Cuellar Graves (LA) 
Bishop (UT) Culberson Graves (MO) 
Black Cummings Grayson 
Blackburn Curbelo (FL) Green, Al 
Blum Davidson Green, Gene 
Blumenauer Davis (CA) Griffith 
Bost Davis, Danny Grijalva 
Boyle, Brendan Davis, Rodney Grothman 

F. DeFazio Guinta 
Brady (PA) DeGette Guthrie 
Brady (TX) Delaney Hahn 
Brat DeLauro Hanna 
Bridenstine DelBene Hardy 
Brooks (AL) Denham Harper 
Brooks (IN) Dent Harris 
Brown (FL) DeSantis Hartzler 
Brownley (CA) DeSaulnier Hastings 
Buchanan DesJarlais Heck (NV) 
Buck Deutch Heck (WA) 
Bucshon Diaz-Balart Hensarling 
Burgess Dingell Herrera Beutler 
Bustos Doggett Hice, Jody B. 
Butterfield Dold Higgins 
Byrne Donovan Hill 
Calvert Doyle, Michael Himes 
Capps F; Holding 
Capuano Duffy Honda 
Cárdenas Duncan (SC) Hoyer 
Carson (IN) Duncan (TN) Hudson 
Carter (GA) Edwards Huelskamp 
Carter (TX) Ellison Huffman 
Cartwright Ellmers (NC) Huizenga (MI) 
Castor (FL) Engel Hultgren 
Castro (TX) Eshoo Hunter 
Chabot Esty Hurd (TX) 
Chaffetz Farenthold Hurt (VA) 
Chu, Judy Farr Israel 
Cicilline Fitzpatrick Issa 
Clarke (NY) Fleischmann Jackson Lee 
Clawson (FL) Fleming Jeffries 
Clay Flores Jenkins (KS) 
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Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jolly 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Knight 
Kuster 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lummis 
Lynch 
MacArthur 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
Matsui 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meng 
Messer 


Bonamici 
Boustany 
Carney 
Clark (MA) 
Duckworth 
Emmer (MN) 
Fincher 
Forbes 
Gutiérrez 
Hinojosa 


Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Moore 
Moulton 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nolan 
Norcross 
Nugent 
Nunes 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Palmer 
Pascrell 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pittenger 
Pitts 


Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Price, Tom 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (NY) 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Russell 
Salmon 
Sanchez, Linda 
aq; 
Sanford 
Sarbanes 
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Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 

Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 


Stivers 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 


Titus 

lonko 
Torres 
Trott 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velazquez 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Walz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Welch 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 

Yoho 

Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 

Zinke 


NOT VOTING—27 


Johnson, Sam 
Kaptur 

Kelly (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Long 

Meeks 

Miller (MI) 
Poe (TX) 
Rooney (FL) 
Rush 


Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Schrader 
Stutzman 
Wagner 
Wasserman 
Schultz 
Wilson (FL) 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
PALMER) (during the vote). There are 2 


minutes remaining. 


1911 


So (two-thirds being in the affirma- 
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO- 
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 3438, REQUIRE EVALUATION 
BEFORE IMPLEMENTING EXECU- 
TIVE WISHLISTS ACT OF 2016; 
PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 5719, EMPOWERING EM- 
PLOYEES THROUGH STOCK OWN- 
ERSHIP ACT; AND PROVIDING 
FOR CONSIDERATION OF MO- 
TIONS TO SUSPEND THE RULES 


Mr. WOODALL, from the Committee 
on Rules, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 114-777) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 875) providing for consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 3488) to amend title 5, 
United States Code, to postpone the ef- 
fective date of high-impact rules pend- 
ing judicial review; providing for con- 
sideration of the bill (H.R. 5719) to 
amend the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 to modify the tax treatment of 
certain equity grants; and providing 
for consideration of motions to suspend 
the rules, which was referred to the 
House Calendar and ordered to be 
printed. 


REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO- 
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 5461, IRANIAN LEADERSHIP 
ASSET TRANSPARENCY ACT 


Mr. WOODALL, from the Committee 
on Rules, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 114-778) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 876) providing for consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 5461) to require the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to submit a re- 
port to the appropriate congressional 
committees on the estimated total as- 
sets under direct or indirect control by 
certain senior Iranian leaders and 
other figures, and for other purposes, 
which was referred to the House Cal- 
endar and ordered to be printed. 


EE 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair 
will postpone further proceedings 
today on additional motions to suspend 
the rules on which a recorded vote or 
the yeas and nays are ordered, or on 
which the vote incurs objection under 
clause 6 of rule XX. 

Any record votes on postponed ques- 
tions will be taken later. 
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AMENDING TITLE 49 TO INCLUDE 
CONSIDERATION OF CERTAIN IM- 
PACTS ON COMMERCIAL SPACE 
LAUNCH AND REENTRY ACTIVI- 
TIES 


Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (H.R. 6007) to amend title 
49, United States Code, to include con- 
sideration of certain impacts on com- 
mercial space launch and reentry ac- 
tivities in a navigable airspace anal- 
ysis, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 6007 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 


SECTION 1. NAVIGABLE AIRSPACE ANALYSIS FOR 
COMMERCIAL SPACE LAUNCH SITE 
RUNWAYS. 


(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 44718(b)(1) of title 
49, United States Code, is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘air navigation facilities 
and equipment” and inserting ‘‘air or space 
navigation facilities and equipment”’; 

(2) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘; and’’ 
and inserting a semicolon; 

(3) in subparagraph (E), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(F) the impact on launch and reentry for 
launch and reentry vehicles arriving or de- 
parting from a launch site or reentry site li- 
censed by the Secretary.’’. 

(b) RULEMAKING.—Not later than 18 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator of the Federal Aviation Ad- 
ministration shall initiate a rulemaking to 
implement the amendments made by sub- 
section (a). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Missouri (Mr. GRAVES) and the gen- 
tleman from Indiana (Mr. CARSON) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent that all 
Members have 5 legislative days in 
which to revise and extend their re- 
marks and include extraneous material 
on H.R. 6007. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of H.R. 6007. The bill will improve avia- 
tion safety by requiring the Federal 
Aviation Administration to take com- 
mercial space transportation activity 
into consideration when conducting 
aeronautical studies at spaceports li- 
censed by the FAA. This is an impor- 
tant safety issue that has to be ad- 
dressed aS commercial space transpor- 
tation is integrated into the National 
Airspace System. 

The Aviation Subcommittee recently 
held a hearing on the FAA’s oversight 
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of the commercial space transportation 
industry. The hearing examined impor- 
tant issues facing the industry, includ- 
ing the development of commercial 
spaceports that have yet to be fully ad- 
dressed by Congress. 


1915 


The committee looks forward to 
working with all individuals, obvi- 
ously, on this. I know that the major- 
ity leader, Mr. MCCARTHy—and I do 
want to thank him for his strong lead- 
ership on this issue—worked very hard 
on it, and we are also going to be look- 
ing forward to working with him on 
this. 

I urge my colleagues to support H.R. 
6007. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. CARSON of Indiana. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

I rise in support of H.R. 6007. This 
legislation, Mr. Speaker, provides the 
FAA with authority to review whether 
or not a proposed structure will 
present a hazard to commercial space 
vehicle launches and reentries. 

The FAA is entrusted, Mr. Speaker, 
with providing for the safety of people 
and property in the air and on the 
ground, so it is very critical that the 
agency has the tools it needs to ac- 
count for the rapidly-changing uses of 
the skies. 

The FAA already has authority to 
evaluate whether proposed new struc- 
tures will interfere with the safe oper- 
ation of aircraft or air traffic control. 
However, this statutory authority does 
not explicitly direct the FAA, Mr. 
Speaker, to consider whether a new 
structure might interfere with the safe 
launch and reentry of commercial 
space vehicles. 

H.R. 6007 provides the FAA with the 
authority it needs to maintain the 
highest levels of safety while allowing 
this dynamic industry to continue to 
grow. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman 
from Oklahoma (Mr. BRIDENSTINE). 

Mr. BRIDENSTINE. Mr. Speaker, I 
would like to thank the majority lead- 
er for introducing this bill H.R. 6007, 
and for his efforts on behalf of the en- 
tire commercial space industry. Due to 
his efforts, we got a great bill in the 
Commercial Space Launch Competi- 
tiveness Act last year. Nine months 
into the bill, it has had a great impact 
on this industry. 

Space represents what is exceptional 
about the United States of America. 
We are characterized by a spirit of ad- 
venture, risk taking, entrepreneur- 
jalism, and a spirit that has revolu- 
tionized access and operations in space, 
to the point where our very way of life 
now depends on space. We have trans- 
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formed how we communicate, how we 
navigate, how we produce food and en- 
ergy, how we conduct banking, predict 
weather, perform disaster relief, pro- 
vide security, and so much more. 

But to be able to access space, we 
need robust infrastructure. Space- 
ports—and I would mention that we 
have a licensed spaceport in the great 
State of Oklahoma—are a key cog in 
that infrastructure, facilitating 
launches and reentries, not only by 
government agencies but also now by 
private companies. 

In order to ensure these entities can 
operate efficiently and facilitate space 
launch and reentry, government policy 
needs to treat them as it treats other 
key pieces of transportation infrastruc- 
ture. 

This legislation, which I am proud to 
cosponsor, simply gives the FAA the 
ability to analyze the navigable air- 
space around spaceports, an authority 
it currently lacks. This will help the 
FAA and spaceports understand how 
structures and other features around 
spaceports will affect the operation of 
space vehicles. 

As a pilot myself, I can tell you, I 
have used approach plates, and I have 
used departures. And what we need now 
is an ability for the future infrastruc- 
ture to incorporate space vehicles into 
these approach plates so that we can 
integrate commercial air traffic with 
space traffic. 

This is an important tool, and I urge 
passage of this bill. 

Mr. CARSON of Indiana. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I will conclude by saying that I urge 
all Members to support H.R. 6007. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. 
GRAVES) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 6007. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. HUELSKAMP. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro- 
ceedings on this motion will be post- 
poned. 


——— 


DIRECTING THE SECRETARY OF 
TRANSPORTATION TO PROVIDE 
CONGRESS ADVANCE NOTICE OF 
CERTAIN ANNOUNCEMENTS 


Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (H.R. 5977) to direct the 
Secretary of Transportation to provide 
to the appropriate committees of Con- 
gress advance notice of certain an- 
nouncements, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
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The text of the bill is as follows: 
H.R. 5977 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. CONGRESSIONAL NOTIFICATION RE- 
QUIREMENTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subsection (b) or as expressly provided in an- 
other provision of law, the Secretary of 
Transportation shall provide to the appro- 
priate committees of Congress notice of an 
announcement concerning a covered project 
at least 3 full business days before the an- 
nouncement is made by the Department of 
Transportation. 

(b) EMERGENCY PROGRAM.—With respect to 
an allocation of funds under section 125 of 
title 23, United States Code, the Secretary 
shall provide to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Envi- 
ronment and Public Works of the Senate no- 
tice of the allocation— 

(1) at least 3 full business days before the 
issuance of the allocation; or 

(2) concurrently with the issuance of the 
allocation, if the allocation is made using 
the quick release process of the Department 
(or any successor process). 

SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act, the following definitions apply: 

(1) APPROPRIATE COMMITTEES OF CON- 
GRESS.—The term ‘‘appropriate committees 
of Congress” means— 

(A) the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure of the House of Representa- 
tives; and 

(B) the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works, the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation, and the Com- 
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af- 
fairs of the Senate. 

(2) COVERED PROJECT.—The term ‘‘covered 
project’? means a project competitively se- 
lected by the Department of Transportation 
to receive a discretionary grant award, letter 
of intent, loan commitment, loan guarantee 
commitment, or line of credit commitment 
in an amount equal to or greater than 
$750,000. 

(3) DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION.—The 
term “Department of Transportation” in- 
cludes the modal administrations of the De- 
partment of Transportation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Missouri (Mr. GRAVES) and the gen- 
tleman from Indiana (Mr. CARSON) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent that all 
Members have 5 legislative days in 
which to revise and extend their re- 
marks and include extraneous mate- 
rials on H.R. 5977. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Speaker, the Congress authorizes 
funding for the Federal transportation 
programs, which, in turn, obviously 
provide the funding and credit assist- 
ance for transportation projects across 
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the country. However, the authorizing 
committees don’t consistently get ad- 
vance notice from the Department of 
Transportation prior to its announce- 
ment of grant awards and credit assist- 
ance for projects. 

What this bill does is real simple. It 
requires the Department to give the 
authorizing committees at least 3 days 
advanced notice prior to announcing 
grant awards and credit assistance for 
projects. It is going to improve trans- 
parency and enhance oversight of the 
Department by ensuring that Congress 
is properly notified of these announce- 
ments. 

I encourage my colleagues to support 
H.R. 5977. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. CARSON of Indiana. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

I rise in support of H.R. 5977. This bill 
ensures that the members of the Com- 
mittee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure, and certain Senate commit- 
tees, will receive at least 3 days ad- 
vanced notice of discretionary grants 
and loans made by the Department of 
Transportation. 

When Congress enacted the Moving 
Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century 
Act (MAP-21), we included a Congres- 
sional notification requirement for sur- 
face transportation grants. Language 
to require notification was omitted in- 
advertently when Congress enacted the 
most recent surface transportation au- 
thorization act, the Fixing America’s 
Surface Transportation Act, or FAST 
Act. 

The Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure has not consistently 
received notice from DOT prior to the 
announcement of grant awards and 
credit assistance for transportation 
projects since the passage of the FAST 
Act. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in 
supporting this legislation. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. SHUSTER), the 
author of the FAST Act, the chairman 
of the Transportation Committee. 

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. 
GRAVES) for his help in developing H.R. 
5977 and for his hard work on devel- 
oping and passing the FAST Act, the 
Fixing America’s Surface Transpor- 
tation Act, which provides 5 years of 
funding for Federal transportation pro- 
grams. These programs enable us to 
make much-needed investment in our 
transportation system. 

H.R. 5977 will help ensure that Fed- 
eral transportation funding is spent 
wisely, through proper and consistent 
notification from the Department of 
Transportation to Congress. 

I thank my colleagues for their help 
in developing this important legisla- 
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tion, and I urge the support of H.R. 
5977. 

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I urge all my colleagues to help me 
and support this legislation. It is a 
very important piece of legislation. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. 
GRAVES) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5977. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. HUELSKAMP. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro- 
ceedings on this motion will be post- 
poned. 


EE 


AMENDING TITLE 49 WITH RE- 
SPECT TO CERTAIN GRANT AS- 
SURANCES 


Mr. ZELDIN. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 5944) to amend title 49, United 
States Code, with respect to certain 
grant assurances, and for other pur- 
poses. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 5944 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. GRANT ASSURANCES. 

Section 47107 of title 49, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

“(t) RENEWAL OF CERTAIN LEASES.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sub- 
section (a)(13), an airport owner or operator 
who renews a covered lease shall not be 
treated as violating a written assurance re- 
quirement under this section as a result of 
such renewal. 

“(2) COVERED LEASE DEFINED.—In this sub- 
section, the term ‘covered lease’ means a 
lease— 

“(A) originally entered into before the date 
of enactment of this subsection; 

(B) under which a nominal lease rate is 
provided; 

“(C) under which the lessee is a Federal or 
State government entity; and 

“(D) that supports the operation of mili- 
tary aircraft by the Air Force or Air Na- 
tional Guard— 

““() at the airport; or 

“Gi) remotely from the airport.’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. ZELDIN) and the gen- 
tleman from Indiana (Mr. CARSON) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New York. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. ZELDIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in- 
clude extraneous material on H.R. 5944. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ZELDIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of H.R. 5944. This bill will ensure regu- 
latory consistency and stability for 
airports that are co-located with Air 
National Guard or Air Force bases. 

In recent years, several Air National 
Guard units have had their manned air- 
craft mission replaced with an un- 
manned aircraft mission. For some of 
these units, the unmanned aircraft are 
remotely operated from the Guard fa- 
cilities but not located at the airport. 

Since, in some instances, the un- 
manned aircraft do not land at the air- 
port from where they are being oper- 
ated, there is concern that the nominal 
leases these units have long enjoyed 
may no longer be permitted by the 
Federal Aviation Administration. 

This bill ensures that an airport’s 
simple renewal of a nominal rate lease 
with an Air National Guard unit that 
operates aircraft, remotely or other- 
wise, does not result in the airport los- 
ing its Federal grant funding. 

The bill in no way prohibits airports 
from negotiating new lease terms with 
Air National Guard units, but it en- 
sures that should an airport and an Air 
National Guard unit agree to renew a 
nominal rate lease they may do so. 

Mr. Speaker, in this time of transi- 
tion for military aviation, this bill al- 
lows airports and the Department of 
Defense sufficient flexibility to rebal- 
ance and adjust the missions of Air Na- 
tional Guard units without jeopard- 
izing the airports’ FAA grants. 

This bill provides that flexibility 
while preserving the right of airports 
to renew leases that it believes are in 
the best interest of the airport and sur- 
rounding community. 

I urge my colleagues to support H.R. 
5944. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. CARSON of Indiana. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I support this bill as 
well, which will allow our Nation’s 
military to continue leasing space at 
airports at nominal rates. 

Current law requires that airports 
agree to certain conditions to receive 
Federal airport grants. One of these re- 
quirements is for an airport to gen- 
erate revenue that sustains most, if 
not all, of the airport’s operations. If 
airports continue to renew leases under 
which tenants of airport property pay 
discounted rates, they could violate 
their grant assurances and put their 
Federal airport funding in jeopardy. 

This bill allows airports to continue 
offering below-market rates to mili- 
tary tenants. I have no objection to 
this bill. However, I would like to note 
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that our Nation’s airport infrastruc- 
ture needs far exceed the Federal fund- 
ing available. I regret that we are not 
here discussing some accompanying 
language that would increase airports’ 
ability to generate revenue, such as 
through the passenger facility charge 
or an increase in funding for the Air- 
port Improvement Program. 

I am very pleased this bill is nar- 
rowly tailored to accommodate the im- 
portant missions of the National Guard 
and the U.S. Air Force, as well as to 
protect the needs of airports. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. ZELDIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2% 
minutes to the gentleman from North 
Dakota (Mr. CRAMER). 

Mr. CRAMER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my colleagues from New York and Indi- 
ana and the other colleagues sup- 
porting this legislation. They have de- 
scribed it beautifully. 

I would just simply state that what 
this really does is it brings FAA policy 
up to the contemporary standards of 
modern-day missions by our Air Force 
and Air National Guard. 

Many flying missions have made the 
transition or are making the transition 
from manned aircraft to remotely pi- 
loted aircraft, just like the Happy Hoo- 
ligans in my home State of North Da- 
kota, and I think this policy recognizes 
that reality. 

I am just going to wrap up by simply 
stating, Mr. Speaker, that there are 
many benefits to this bill in addition 
to the ones that have been stated. First 
of all, it is taxpayer friendly, and it is 
mission appropriate. It does nothing to 
diminish but rather enhances the in- 
tegrity of the Air Force’s mission, and 
it is good for taxpayers. It supports air- 
port authorities and their flexibility, 
as well as military and defense oper- 
ations. 

Ultimately, Mr. Speaker, it strength- 
ens the defense of our country, which is 
our highest priority, by keeping mili- 
tary installations at local airports. 

I urge a “yes” vote on H.R. 5944. 

Mr. CARSON of Indiana. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield back the balance of my time. 
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Mr. ZELDIN. Mr. Speaker, I urge all 
Members to support H.R. 5944. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. UPTON. Mr. Speaker, | thank the House 
for their swift consideration of H.R. 5944. This 
important, bipartisan piece of legislation helps 
our National Guard and Air Force continue to 
evolve into the 21st Century as Remote Pi- 
loted Aircraft—or RPA’s—become a modern 
tool in our efforts to defend our nation. 

RPA’s provide key intelligence, reconnais- 
sance, close air combat support, and have be- 
come one of the most reliable tools in our tool- 
box as we fight terrorism abroad. Years ago, 
we could not have envisioned the advances in 
technology that now allow our soldiers and pi- 
lots to fly missions from a control center thou- 
sands of miles from the battlefield. Yet our 
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laws are unfortunately woefully outdated when 
it comes to the infrastructure that supports 
RPA’s. Now is the time to update those laws 
and now is the time to update this critical in- 
frastructure. 

This bill allows our National Guard and Air 
Force stations on civilian airfields that operate 
and participate in RPA missions to remain eli- 
gible for nominal leases. Doing so will save 
our military millions of dollars that can be 
spent elsewhere—on soldiers and equipment. 

Without this fix to federal law, estimates 
show that the National Guard would be forced 
to spend over $155 million each year just to 
keep their leases for bases they are on now. 
That would be an additional $155 million on 
top of the current costs. If faced with this enor- 
mous cost, bases would be forced to shutter 
their operations permanently and missions 
would be eliminated entirely. 

This legislation not only saves dollars, it 
saves our current defense structure that helps 
protect our country, which in turn saves lives. 

Nothing in this legislation creates a mandate 
for our airports or the military, rather it allows 
leases and current agreements to be renewed. 
Future agreements can be fairly negotiated 
without the risk of airfields losing FAA grant 
eligibility or the Guard losing their entire budg- 
et to lease payments. 

| have many constituents that work at the 
Battle Creek Air National Guard Based in 
Michigan, which is just one of the many dual- 
use airfields that will immediately benefit from 
our legislation. Those servicemen and women 
support missions from cyberspace, on the 
ground, and in the air with our MQ-9 RPA 
mission that contribute to combat terror efforts 
overseas as we speak. 

We cannot risk disturbing these critical mis- 
sions by moving or eliminating the capability 
the Guard and Air Force provide simply be- 
cause of outdated laws that could not have 
foreseen the technology we would be using to 
effectively carry out missions. Every Guard 
and Air Force base on a civilian airfield will 
have the certainty to continue their operations 
without the fear of losing the lease structure 
currently in operation. With our bill, airfields 
will have the certainty knowing they are still el- 
igible for FAA grants and together, the Guard 
and the FAA can develop better agreements 
for the future of airfields across the nation. 

H.R. 5944 prevents a disruption of our mis- 
sions, saves taxpayer dollars, and allows our 
Guard to modernize for the 2Ilst century and 
beyond. 

| would like to sincerely thank the House 
Transportation and Infrastructure, Chairman 
SHUSTER and Subcommittee Chairman LOBI- 
ONDO, both majority and minority staff, Nick 
Bush on my staff, as well as the Federal Avia- 
tion Administration for working together on this 
bipartisan solution for our airfields across the 
country. 

Providing for the national defense and sup- 
porting our troops around the country is one of 
Congress’ foremost priorities and H.R. 5944 
ensures that our military will continue to be the 
greatest in the world. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
ZELDIN) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5944. 
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The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


EEE 


FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRA- 
TION VETERAN TRANSITION IM- 
PROVEMENT ACT OF 2016 


Mr. ZELDIN. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 5957) to include disabled veteran 
leave in the personnel management 
system of the Federal Aviation Admin- 
istration. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 5957 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Federal 
Aviation Administration Veteran Transition 
Improvement Act of 2016”. 

SEC. 2. INCLUSION OF DISABLED VETERAN 
LEAVE IN FEDERAL AVIATION AD- 
MINISTRATION PERSONNEL MAN- 
AGEMENT SYSTEM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 40122(¢)(2) of title 
49, United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (H), by striking ‘‘; and’’ 
and inserting a semicolon; 

(2) in subparagraph (1)(iii), by striking the 
period at the end and inserting ‘‘; and”; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(J) subject to paragraph (4) of this sub- 
section, section 6329, relating to disabled vet- 
eran leave.’’. 

(b) CERTIFICATION OF LEAVE.—Section 
40122(¢) of such title is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraph (4) as para- 
graph (5); and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (3) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘(4) CERTIFICATION OF DISABLED VETERAN 
LEAVE.—In order to verify that leave cred- 
ited to an employee pursuant to paragraph 
(2)(J) is used for treating a service-connected 
disability, that employee shall, notwith- 
standing section 6329(c) of title 5, submit to 
the Assistant Administrator for Human Re- 
source Management of the Federal Aviation 
Administration certification, in such form 
and manner as the Administrator of the Fed- 
eral Aviation Administration may prescribe, 
that the employee used that leave for pur- 
poses of being furnished treatment for that 
disability by a health care provider.”’. 

(c) APPLICATION.—The amendments made 
by this section shall apply with respect to 
any employee of the Federal Aviation Ad- 
ministration hired on or after the date that 
is one year after the date of the enactment 
of this Act. 

(d) POLICIES AND PROCEDURES.—Not later 
than 270 days after the date of the enactment 
of this Act, the Administrator of the Federal 
Aviation Administration shall prescribe poli- 
cies and procedures to carry out the amend- 
ments made by this section that are com- 
parable, to the maximum extent practicable, 
to the regulations prescribed by the Office of 
Personnel Management under section 6329 of 
title 5, United States Code. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. ZELDIN) and the gen- 
tleman from Indiana (Mr. CARSON) each 
will control 20 minutes. 
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The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New York. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. ZELDIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in- 
clude extraneous material on H.R. 5957. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ZELDIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of H.R. 5957. 

When Congress passed the Wounded 
Warriors Federal Leave Act last year, 
it inadvertently excluded new FAA em- 
ployees from coverage under a new sick 
leave system. This bill corrects that 
omission. 

Mr. Speaker, one-third of veterans 
who served after September 11 report 
having a service-connected disability, 
with more than two-thirds of those dis- 
abilities rating 30 percent or higher. 

There are more than 35,000 veterans 
in my district alone, many of whom 
have the skill sets and background in 
aviation necessary to succeed in highly 
technical FAA positions. This bill will 
help ensure that a veteran’s service to 
our Nation does not become a barrier 
to future employment. 

I want to thank Aviation Sub- 
committee Chairman LOBIONDO and 
Subcommittee Ranking Member LAR- 
SEN for their leadership and bipartisan 
partnership on this simple, yet impor- 
tant fix to remove an unnecessary bar- 
rier to employment for our Nation’s 
veterans. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support H.R. 5957. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CARSON of Indiana. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 
5957, the Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion Veteran Transition Improvement 
Act of 2016. 

This bill, introduced by my colleague 
and Aviation Subcommittee Ranking 
Member RICK LARSEN, a distinguished 
Member, will provide newly hired dis- 
abled veterans at the FAA with the 
same entitlement to leave that dis- 
abled veterans receive at other Federal 
agencies. I am also proud to be a spon- 
sor of this bill. 

H.R. 5957 will close an important 
loophole and it will create parity be- 
tween FAA-employed veterans with 
certain service-connected disabilities 
and veterans at other Federal agencies. 

This bill is fair, it is necessary, and it 
is the right thing to do for servicemen 
and -women who have bravely served 
this great Nation. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he 
may consume to the very distinguished 
gentleman from Washington State (Mr. 
LARSEN). 
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Mr. LARSEN of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, today I rise in support of H.R. 
5957, the FAA Veteran Transition Im- 
provement Act of 2016. 

Last November, after passing the 
House and the Senate by unanimous 
consent, the Wounded Warriors Federal 
Leave Act was signed into law. That 
legislation recognizes that no one who 
has sustained an injury due to military 
service should have to choose between 
earning a paycheck or receiving health 
care. 

Specifically, that act provides up to 
104 hours of upfront, disabled veteran 
leave during an employee’s first 12 
months on the job. The Wounded War- 
riors Federal Leave Act will apply to 
anyone hired on or after November 5 of 
this year. 

However, that legislation only ap- 
plies to Federal civilian personnel cov- 
ered under title 5 leave provisions. Con- 
sequently, those not covered under 
title 5—including employees of the 
FAA—are not able to use these leave 
benefits. 

Now, in my own State of Washington, 
there are more than 650 veterans who 
work at the FAA; and across the coun- 
try, more than 15,000 veterans work for 
the FAA. From 2012 to 2016, the FAA 
hired between 150 to 350 veterans each 
year—men and women who have served 
our country but may be unable to get 
the health care that they need. So in 
an effort to expand these benefits to 
disabled veterans hired by the FAA, 
Representative LOBIONDO joined me in 
introducing this bipartisan bill earlier 
this month. 

H.R. 5957 will ensure that newly hired 
disabled veteran FAA employees re- 
ceive the same upfront disabled leave 
that personnel at other government 
agencies will receive. This legislation 
will help ensure that no newly hired 
disabled veteran FAA employee is 
faced with the choice between earning 
a paycheck or receiving health care, 
and finishes the laudable work that 
was started by the Wounded Warriors 
Federal Leave Act. 

I want to thank all the advocacy or- 
ganizations who support this legisla- 
tion, including the Veterans of Foreign 
Wars, The American Legion, Paralyzed 
Veterans of America, American Fed- 
eration of Government Employees, the 
Federal Managers Association, the 
FAA Managers Association, Profes- 
sional Aviation Safety Specialists, 
General Aviation Manufacturers Asso- 
ciation, and the National Air Traffic 
Controllers Association. 

I also want to be sure to thank Rep- 
resentative LOBIONDO for working with 
me on this important legislation. Last- 
ly, I want to thank and recognize Sen- 
ator HIRONO, who has introduced com- 
panion legislation in the Senate, and I 
look forward to continue working to 
move this important bill past the fin- 
ish line. 

Last week, this bipartisan bill was 
unanimously reported out of the com- 
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mittee, and today I ask for this Cham- 
ber’s support as well. Let’s not keep 
these veterans waiting. 

Mr. CARSON of Indiana. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. ZELDIN. Mr. Speaker, I urge all 
Members to support H.R. 5957. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. LOBIONDO. Mr. Speaker, H.R. 5957, 
the Federal Aviation Administration Veteran 
Transition Improvement Act, allows an impor- 
tant federal benefit to be extended to newly 
hired veterans at the FAA. This commonsense 
piece of legislation corrects an oversight in the 
Wounded Warriors Federal Leave Act that 
was passed last year. This act inadvertently 
excluded FAA employees from coverage. 

One out of three veterans who served after 
September 11th report having a service-con- 
nected disability and more than two-thirds of 
those disabilities are rated 30 percent or high- 
er. Mr. Speaker, just in my district, there are 
more than 40,000 veterans, of whom many 
have the skill-sets and aviation background 
needed to succeed in highly technical FAA po- 
sitions. 

This bill can help ensure that a veteran’s 
service will not become an obstacle for future 
employment. | appreciate the leadership and 
partnership of Mr. LARSEN on this simple, im- 
portant fix to an employment barrier for vet- 
erans in our nation. 

| urge my colleagues to support the pas- 
sage of H.R. 5957. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
ZELDIN) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5957. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


EE 
DIRECTING THE FEDERAL AVIA- 
TION ADMINISTRATION TO 


ALLOW CERTAIN CONSTRUCTION 
OR ALTERATION OF STRUC- 
TURES BY STATE DEPARTMENTS 
OF TRANSPORTATION 


Mr. ZELDIN. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the Dill 
(H.R. 6014) to direct the Federal Avia- 
tion Administration to allow certain 
construction or alteration of struc- 
tures by State departments of trans- 
portation without requiring an aero- 
nautical study, and for other purposes, 
as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 6014 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. REIMBURSABLE AGREEMENTS 
CERTAIN AIRPORT PROJECTS. 

The Administrator of the Federal Aviation 
Administration may enter into a reimburs- 
able agreement with a State or local govern- 
ment agency to carry out a project at an air- 
port as to which notice is required under sec- 
tion 77.9 of title 14, Code of Federal Regula- 
tions, if the agreement— 


FOR 
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(1) includes measures for cost-effective 
completion of such project; and 

(2) would not negatively affect the safety 
or efficiency of the national airspace system. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. ZELDIN) and the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. NOLAN) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New York. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. ZELDIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in- 
clude extraneous material on H.R. 6014. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ZELDIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of H.R. 6014. This bill clarifies that the 
Federal Aviation Administration may 
enter into an agreement with a State 
or local government agency to carry 
out a project at an airport in exchange 
for reimbursement by that State or 
local government agency. 

The agreement to provide these serv- 
ices would have to include measures for 
cost-effective completion of the project 
and not negatively affect the safety or 
efficiency of the National Airspace 
System. The text before us includes a 
minor technical change to clarify that 
the legislation applies only to projects 
located at airports. 

This bill does not create any new au- 
thority; rather, it clarifies the applica- 
tion of the Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration’s existing authority to provide 
in-kind services to State and local gov- 
ernment agencies in exchange for pay- 
ment. 

I appreciate Mr. NOLAN’s commit- 
ment to this issue and his willingness 
to work with the committee on a bipar- 
tisan basis. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support H.R. 6014. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. NOLAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of this 
commonsense, bipartisan measure. I 
would be remiss if I didn’t thank Chair- 
man SHUSTER and Subcommittee 
Chairman LOBIONDO, Ranking Members 
LARSEN and DEFAZIO and members of 
the committee for supporting this leg- 
islation. 

What it does is it authorizes and 
clarifies that the FAA has the author- 
ity to enter into reimbursable con- 
tracts with the State and all of the 
States in this country. The reason and 
the rationale for it is that it dramati- 
cally reduces Federal bureaucracy. It 
saves the taxpayers a ton of money as 
well as investors and encourages pri- 
vate investments in our airport infra- 
structure, creating jobs and laying the 
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foundation for a good economic devel- 
opment in the future. 

I would like to give one real quick il- 
lustration. These are two towers that 
are used for navigation at a regional 
airport in north central Minnesota, the 
town of Brainerd, Minnesota. They are 
about 25 feet high. A group of investors 
agreed to put $1 million into a new 
hangar to accommodate corporate jets 
in this community—a very fast-grow- 
ing economic community. 

The FAA said: Well, we are going to 
have to do a feasibility study, and that 
will cost several $100,000. And, oh, by 
the way, the airport and the investors 
will have to pay for that. 

Then they said: Oh, by the way, we 
will select the contractor under the 
current rules, and that will cost an- 
other 4 or $500,000. And, by the way, 
you will have to pay for that. 

So, right away, there was resistance 
at the airport and in the business com- 
munity because everybody in town 
knew at least two guys with a pickup 
truck and a backhoe that could have 
moved the two towers on a Saturday 
morning somewhere. 

So I called the State Department of 
Aviation and said: Have you ever done 
anything like this before? 

They said: Yeah, yeah. They said 
that they had done it. 

I said: Have you done it in compli- 
ance with FAA standards for safety and 
navigation? 

They said: Yes. 

I said: Will you go up and take a look 
to see this particular project and give 
me an estimate on what you could do 
that for? 

They did. They came back. And in- 
stead of three-quarters of a million dol- 
lars, they said: We can do it for about 
$17,000. 

So that is what we are talking about. 
We are talking about enormous savings 
for taxpayers, for investors, and stimu- 
lating investment. It is a good bill. I 
am grateful for the bipartisan support 
that it has received throughout the 
community and from the FAA, quite 
frankly. 

So I strongly urge its adoption and 
thank the leadership for bringing this 
bill forward. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. ZELDIN. Mr. Speaker, I urge all 
Members to support H.R. 6014. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
ZELDIN) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 6014, as 
amended. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. HUELSKAMP. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro- 
ceedings on this motion will be post- 
poned. 


———— 


BATHROOMS ACCESSIBLE IN 
EVERY SITUATION ACT 


Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 5147) to amend title 40, United 
States Code, to require that male and 
female restrooms in public buildings be 
equipped with baby changing facilities, 
as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 5147 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Bathrooms Ac- 
cessible in Every Situation Act” or “BABIES 
Act”. 

SEC. 2. BABY CHANGING FACILITIES IN REST- 
ROOMS IN PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 33 of title 40, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) by redesignating sections 3314, 3315, and 
3316 as sections 3315, 3316, and 3317, respec- 
tively; and 

(2) by inserting after section 3313 the fol- 
lowing new section: 

“§ 3314. Baby changing facilities in restrooms 

“(a) ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENT FOR THE CON- 
STRUCTION, ALTERATION, AND ACQUISITION OF 
PUBLIC BUILDINGS.—Except as provided in sub- 
section (b) and subject to any reasonable accom- 
modations that may be made for individuals in 
accordance with the Americans with Disabilities 
Act (42 U.S.C. 12101 et seq.) restrooms in a pub- 
lic building shall be equipped with baby chang- 
ing facilities that the Administrator determines 
are physically safe, sanitary, and appropriate. 

“(b) EXCEPTIONS.—The requirement under 
subsection (a) shall not apply— 

“(1) to a restroom in a public building that is 
not available or accessible for public use; 

“(2) to a restroom in a public building that 
contains clear and conspicuous signage indi- 
cating where a restroom with a baby changing 
table is located on the same floor of such public 
building; 

“(3) if new construction would be required to 
install a baby changing facility in the public 
building and the cost of such construction is 
unfeasible; or 

“(4) to a building not subject to an alteration 
as set forth in section 3307. 

““(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) BABY CHANGING FACILITY.—The term 
‘baby changing facility’ means a table or other 
device suitable for changing the diaper of a 
child age 3 or under. 

“(2) PUBIC BUILDING.—The term ‘public build- 
ing’ means a public building as defined in sec- 
tion 3301 and controlled by the Public Building 
Service of the General Services Administra- 
tion.” 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The analysis for 
such chapter is amended by striking the items 
relating to sections 3314, 3315, and 3316 and in- 
serting the following: 

“3314. Baby changing facilities in restrooms. 
“3315. Delegation. 

‘3316. Report to Congress. 

“3317. Certain authority not affected.’’. 

(c) APPLICABILITY.—The requirement under 
section 3314(a) of title 40, United States Code, 
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shall apply in the case of a public building con- 
structed, altered, or acquired by the Adminis- 
trator of General Services on or after the date 
that is 1 year after the date of the enactment of 
this Act, beginning on that date. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. BARLETTA) and the 
gentleman from Indiana (Mr. CARSON) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in- 
clude extraneous material on H.R. 5147, 
as amended. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 5147, as amended, 
the Bathrooms Accessible in Every Sit- 
uation Act, or BABIES Act, would re- 
quire restrooms in certain public build- 
ings be equipped with baby changing 
stations that are safe and sanitary. 
Millions of American families visit 
Federal facilities every day. While the 
cost of changing stations is small, 
some Federal buildings open to the 
public do not have them. 
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This bill would cover those buildings 
controlled by the General Services Ad- 
ministration that are open for public 
use. This requirement would not apply 
to restrooms not publicly accessible, if 
there are other restrooms nearby with 
changing stations, or if it would re- 
quire costly construction or alter- 
nations. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CARSON of Indiana. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Speaker, 
BARLETTA. 

I also support this bill, as amended, 
which directs the GSA to install baby 
changing stations in restrooms in pub- 
lic buildings across the Nation. 

I would like to commend my col- 
league, the gentleman from Rhode Is- 
land (Mr. CICILLINE), for his leadership 
on this issue, and for his willingness to 
work with us to bring this bill to the 
floor today. I am pleased that our com- 
mittee worked closely with Represent- 
ative CICILLINE to achieve the original 
purpose of the bill and to keep costs 
down to change public policy. 

The amended bill directs GSA to in- 
clude at least one baby changing sta- 
tion in the men’s and the women’s rest- 
room on each floor of a public building. 
The requirements of this bill do not 
apply to any restrooms in Federal 
buildings which are not available to 
the public. 


I thank Chairman 
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I urge my colleagues to join us in 
supporting this legislation. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I re- 
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CARSON of Indiana. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield such time as he may con- 
sume to the gentleman from Rhode Is- 
land (Mr. CICILLINE). 

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. 

I want to begin by thanking Chair- 
man SHUSTER and Ranking Member 
DEFAZIO for their support on this legis- 
lation. I would also particularly like to 
thank Congressman CARSON for his 
strong support in getting this bill to 
the Transportation and Infrastructure 
Committee, and thank Chairman 
BARLETTA for his support as well. 

H.R. 5147, the Bathrooms Accessible 
in Every Situation Act, or the BABIES 
Act, would require that both male and 
female restrooms in public buildings be 
equipped with baby changing facilities 
that are physically safe, sanitary, and 
appropriate. 

Federal public buildings belong to 
the people of this country, and they 
should be welcoming and appropriately 
accommodating. This legislation will 
ensure that there are appropriate and 
sanitary facilities in publicly acces- 
sible Federal buildings for parents and 
caretakers to change the infants and 
toddlers that are with them. 

For example, in the office building 
where my office is located, Rayburn, 
there are no baby changing tables at 
all. That means that Rhode Islanders 
who come to visit my office have to try 
to find a changing station in another 
public building, or they will have to de- 
cide to change their baby on a bath- 
room floor, which is a terrible option, 
unsanitary for both the parents and the 
children. This same problem exists in 
Federal buildings all across this coun- 
try. 

Access to baby changing stations in 
restrooms in Federal buildings will 
help in protecting the health and safe- 
ty of children and will encourage a 
family-friendly environment. Various 
cities and counties in the United 
States have passed similar laws requir- 
ing changing tables in men’s and wom- 
en’s bathrooms for all of the same rea- 
sons. 

Current GSA policy requires that the 
planning of new construction mod- 
ernization alteration projects include 
family restrooms equipped with baby 
changing stations, but current policy 
does not apply to existing buildings. 
This legislation would impose the re- 
quirement for publicly accessible Fed- 
eral buildings and facilities. The cost 
will be modest to install a baby chang- 
ing station. This will go a very long 
way to ensuring the safety and comfort 
of families visiting Federal buildings 
all across this country. 

I thank the chairman and ranking 
member for their support, and I urge 
my colleagues to support it as well. 
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Mr. CARSON of Indiana. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, | rise in 
support of H.R. 5147, the “Bathrooms Acces- 
sible In Every Situation (BABIES) Act of 
2016.” 

This is an important measure that would 
provide diaper changing facilities in male and 
female restrooms in public buildings. 

This piece of legislation simply seeks to pro- 
vide equal rights to both men and women 
caregivers. 

According to a report released by the U.S. 
Department of Health and Human Services, 
fathers today are more involved with their chil- 
dren. 

Fathers also need access to childcare facili- 
ties. 

H.R. 5147 would apply to: 

any public building constructed, altered, or 
acquired by the General Services Administra- 
tion a year after the enactment of this meas- 
ure; and any other public building, not de- 
scribed above, beginning two years after the 
enactment of this measure. 

H.R. 5147 would not apply to: 

public buildings where the restrooms are not 
for public use; and 

restrooms in a public building with clear and 
conspicuous signage indicating where another 
restroom, male or female, is located within the 
same sector or corridor of said building. 

In California, two similar state bills were 
struck down that would have provided equal 
access to changing tables for both men and 
women. 

Positive reforms are, however, taking place 
around the country. 

For example, Miami Dade County, Florida, 
requires that new and remodeled businesses 
have baby changing stations that are acces- 
sible by both men and women. 

In San Francisco, California, planning codes 
require that new or renovated public buildings 
must install baby changing stations that are 
accessible to women and men. 

Yet, there is no federal law or legislation to 
regulate the equal access of stations tor men 
and women. 

H.R. 5147 supplies that standard. 

This legislation is long overdue. 

We must support equal access to basic 
needs and bathroom changing stations for all 
men and women caregivers 

For these reasons, | support H.R. 5147 the 
“Bathroom Accessible in Every Situation (BA- 
BIES) Act of 2016.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
BARLETTA) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5147, as 
amended. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. HUELSKAMP. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro- 
ceedings on this motion will be post- 
poned. 
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JUDGE RANDY D. DOUB UNITED 
STATES COURTHOUSE 


Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 3937) to designate the building 
utilized as a United States courthouse 
located at 150 Reade Circle in Green- 
ville, North Carolina, as the ‘‘Judge 
Randy D. Doub United States Court- 
house’’, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 3937 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. DESIGNATION. 

The building utilized as a United States court- 
house located at 150 Reade Circle in Greenville, 
North Carolina, shall be known and designated 
as the “Randy D. Doub United States Court- 
house” during the period in which the building 
is utilized as a United States courthouse. 

SEC. 2. REFERENCES. 

With respect to the period in which the build- 
ing referred to in section 1 is utilized as a 
United States courthouse, any reference in a 
law, map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to that building 
shall be deemed to be a reference to the “Randy 
D. Doub United States Courthouse”. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. BARLETTA) and the 
gentleman from Indiana (Mr. CARSON) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in- 
clude extraneous material on H.R. 3987, 
as amended. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

H.R. 3937, as amended, would des- 
ignate the building utilized as a United 
States courthouse located at 150 Reade 
Circle in Greenville, North Carolina, as 
the Judge Randy D. Doub United 
States Courthouse. 

I would like to thank the gentlemen 
from North Carolina, Mr. JONES and 
Mr. BUTTERFIELD, for their leadership 
on this legislation. 

Judge Randy D. Doub was in the pri- 
vate practice of law for 26 years in 
Greenville, North Carolina. From 1985 
until 1990, he served on the North Caro- 
lina Board of Transportation. In 2006, 
he was appointed by the Fourth Circuit 
Court of Appeals as a United States 
bankruptcy judge and served as chief 
judge from 2007 to 2014. 

Sadly, last year, Judge Doub passed 
away suddenly. He was a well respected 
bankruptcy attorney and jurist, which 
is exemplified by the fact that this bill 
was sponsored by the entire North 
Carolina delegation. 
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I think it is fitting to recognize his 
service to the law and the community 
by naming this courthouse after him. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CARSON of Indiana. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

I also support H.R. 3937, as amended, 
which designates a U.S. courthouse lo- 
cated in Greenville, North Carolina, as 
the Judge Randy D. Doub United 
States Courthouse. 

I want to thank my good friend and 
colleague, G. K. BUTTERFIELD, for his 
work on this effort. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
bill. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
3 minutes to the gentleman from North 
Carolina (Mr. JONES). 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, in January 
2015, one of my dearest friends sud- 
denly passed away at the age of 59. 
Judge Randy Doub had been a friend of 
mine for years. He was a strong man 
who lived his faith. He loved his coun- 
try, and he loved, very dearly, his wife, 
Toni, and sons, Alexander and Jame- 
son. Randy was also very active in his 
church and passionate in his career. 

As a Federal bankruptcy judge, he 
was respected by the lawyers who came 
before him, by the families whom he 
helped through financial difficulties, 
and by the dedicated and most loyal 
staff that he worked so closely with. 

Psalm 106:3 says: 

Blessed are they who observe justice, who 
do righteousness at all times. 

Randy truly was a fair and caring 
judge who understood that the oppor- 
tunity to serve in this capacity was a 
gift from God. 

Mr. Speaker, while he achieved much 
in his career, one of Randy’s prouder 
accomplishments was his work with 
the GAO on the Greenville Courthouse. 
He helped to design, create, and over- 
see a high-quality facility to better 
serve the residents of eastern North 
Carolina, all while keeping the project 
under budget. He took great pride in 
this building. 

Mr. Speaker, for all of the reasons I 
have mentioned and more, it is right 
and justified to name this courthouse 
after Judge Randy Davis Doub. 

I want to thank my dear friend, Mr. 
G. K. BUTTERFIELD, who knew Randy 
Doub as well as I did. Mr. BUTTERFIELD, 
as you know, is a former judge in State 
courts and is also an attorney. He and 
I worked side by side to get this legis- 
lation to the floor of the House. 

I want to thank the committee of ju- 
risdiction and I want to thank the sub- 
committees who are on the floor today 
for giving us this chance to remember 
a man who loved his country, who 
loved the Constitution, and who loved 
his family. 

Mr. CARSON of Indiana. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield such time as he may con- 
sume to the gentleman from North 
Carolina (Mr. BUTTERFIELD). 
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Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Mr. Speaker, let 
me begin this evening by thanking Mr. 
CARSON for yielding time, and thanking 
him for his extraordinary leadership 
not only on his committee, but for the 
great work that he does here in Con- 
gress. He is a leader of leaders, and I 
thank him so very much. I also thank 
Mr. BARLETTA for his work. I feel a 
sense of bipartisanship on this com- 
mittee, and I want to congratulate 
both of them for their fine work. 

Mr. Speaker, tonight I rise in support 
of my bill, H.R. 3987, which seeks to 
honor a great American jurist, a great 
public servant, and a great American, 
Judge Randy D. Doub of Greenville, 
North Carolina. 

Randy was an outstanding jurist and 
a lifelong North Carolinian who is 
fondly remembered by many who ap- 
peared before his court, and by those in 
the Pitt County, North Carolina, com- 
munity he loved so much. 

Last November, I introduced this leg- 
islation, a bill that seeks to name the 
U.S. courthouse at 150 Reade Circle in 
Greenville, North Carolina, as the 
Judge Randy D. Doub United States 
Courthouse. 

My good friend and colleague of 
many, many years, Congressman WAL- 
TER JONES, as he mentioned just a mo- 
ment ago, has joined me in spear- 
heading this effort. We have worked on 
it for a long time. I thank WALTER for 
his tireless work on this bill. We were 
joined by the entire North Carolina 
delegation, who signed on as original 
cosponsors. 

I want to express my sincere appre- 
ciation to my colleagues—all of them, 
Democrat and Republican—from North 
Carolina for the strong bipartisan sup- 
port for this bill. 

I would also like to thank the major- 
ity leader, Mr. McCARTHY, for working 
with me to put this bill on the floor. I 
asked Leader MCCARTHY if he would 
put it on the floor this week and he 
agreed. 

Mr. Speaker, Randy Doub was born in 
Forsyth County, North Carolina, a lit- 
tle community outside of Winston- 
Salem called Pfafftown. In 1977, he 
graduated at the top of his class, 
magna cum laude, from East Carolina 
University, which is in Greenville, my 
congressional district. He then earned 
his law degree from the University of 
North Carolina at Chapel Hill in 1980. 
That is when I met Randy Doub. I 
passed the bar and graduated from law 
school in 1974; Randy did so in 1980, and 
after 1980 we became very good friends. 

After law school, Judge Doub went 
into private practice, where he spent 26 
years providing expert counsel to his 
clients and devotedly represented their 
interests in court. 

After more than a quarter of a cen- 
tury in private practice, Randy was ap- 
pointed as the United States bank- 
ruptcy judge for the Eastern District of 
North Carolina. As he ascended to the 
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bench, Judge Doub’s reputation as a 
hardworking, fair, and compassionate 
jurist did not go unnoticed. In 2007, he 
was named chief judge, a position he 
held until last year. 

Sadly, on January 24, 2015, Judge 
Doub passed away at the young age of 
59 from a sudden heart attack. He left 
behind a wonderful family and commu- 
nity who loved and respected him so 
very much. He was well respected. 

Judge Doub put his family and faith 
above all else. He was a devoted and 
loving husband to his wife of 29 long 
years, Toni, and a wonderful father to 
their two sons, Alexander and Jame- 
son. 

A man of strong conviction and faith, 
Judge Doub was a member of Unity 
Free Will Baptist Church in Greenville 
and was a dedicated and long-serving 
member of the church choir. 

Mr. Speaker, while Judge Randy 
Doub is deserving of far more accolades 
than I have given him this evening, I 
am sure they will come with time. It is 
my great pleasure to offer this legisla- 
tion that seeks in some very small way 
to honor the life and work of Judge 
Randy Doub. 
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In closing, there is no more fitting 
way to honor this legacy and the con- 
tributions of Judge Randy Doub than 
to name this courthouse the Randy D. 
Doub Courthouse in Greenville, North 
Carolina, where Randy served with 
such distinction and honor. 

I thank my colleagues for their 
strong support. I urge my colleagues to 
vote ‘‘yes’’ on this legislation. 

Mr. CARSON of Indiana. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
BARLETTA) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3937, as 
amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

The title of the bill was amended so 
as to read: “A bill to designate the 
building utilized as a United States 
courthouse located at 150 Reade Circle 
in Greenville, North Carolina, as the 
‘Randy D. Doub United States Court- 
house’.’’. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 
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COMMUNITY COUNTERTERRORISM 
PREPAREDNESS ACT 


Mr. McCAUL. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 5859) to amend the Homeland Se- 
curity Act of 2002 to establish the 
major metropolitan area counterter- 
rorism training and exercise grant pro- 
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gram, and for other 
amended. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 
H.R. 5859 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Community 
Counterterrorism Preparedness Act”. 

SEC. 2. MAJOR METROPOLITAN AREA COUNTER- 
TERRORISM TRAINING AND EXER- 
CISE GRANT PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subtitle A of title XX of 
the Homeland Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 
603 et seq.) is amended by adding at the end 
the following new section: 

“SEC. 2009. MAJOR METROPOLITAN AREA 
COUNTERTERRORISM TRAINING 
AND EXERCISE GRANT PROGRAM. 

“(a) ESTABLISHMENT.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, acting 
through the Administrator and the heads of 
other relevant components of the Depart- 
ment, shall carry out a program for emer- 
gency response providers to prevent, prepare 
for, and respond to the most likely terrorist 
attack scenarios, including active shooters, 
as determined by the Secretary, against 
major metropolitan areas. 

‘(2) INFORMATION.—In establishing the pro- 
gram under paragraph (1), the Secretary 
shall provide to eligible applicants— 

“(A) information, in an unclassified for- 
mat, on the most likely terrorist attack sce- 
narios, including active shooters, which such 
grants are intended to address; and 

‘“(B) information on training and exercises 
best practices. 

‘(b) ELIGIBLE APPLICANTS.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—Emergency response pro- 
viders in jurisdictions that are currently re- 
ceiving, or that previously received, funding 
under section 2003 may apply for a grant 
under the program established in subsection 
(a). 

“(2) ADDITIONAL JURISDICTIONS.—Eligible 
applicants receiving funding under the pro- 
gram established in subsection (a) may in- 
clude in activities funded by such program 
neighboring jurisdictions that would be like- 
ly to provide mutual aid in response to the 
most likely terrorist attack scenarios, in- 
cluding active shooters. 

‘(c) APPLICATION.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—BEligible applicants de- 
scribed in subsection (b) may apply for a 
grant under this section, and shall submit 
such information in support of an applica- 
tion as the Administrator may require. 

‘(2) MINIMUM CONTENTS OF APPLICATION.— 
The Administrator shall require that each 
applicant include in its application at a min- 
imum, the following: 

“(A) The purpose for which the applicant 
seeks grant funds, including a description of 
how the applicant plans to use such funds. 

“(B) A description of how the activity for 
which the funding is sought will prepare the 
applicant to prevent, prepare for, and re- 
spond to complex, coordinated attacks. 

“(C) A description of how the applicant 
will work with community partners located 
within the applicant’s jurisdiction, such as 
schools, places of worship, and businesses, as 
appropriate, when conducting activities per- 
mitted under subsection (d). 

“(D) Such other information as determined 
necessary by the Administrator. 

““(d) PERMITTED USES.—The recipient of a 
grant under this section may use such grant 
to conduct training and exercises consistent 
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with preventing, preparing for, and respond- 

ing to the most likely terrorist attack sce- 

narios, including active shooters. 

“(e@) PERIOD OF PERFORMANCE.—The Admin- 
istrator shall make funds provided under 
this section available for use by a recipient 
of a grant for a period of not fewer than 24 
months. 

“(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated for 
grants under this section $39,000,000 for each 
of fiscal years 2017 through 2022.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
contents in section 1(b) of the Homeland Se- 
curity Act of 2002 is amended by inserting 
after the item relating to section 2008 the 
following new item: 

“Sec. 2009. Major metropolitan area 
counterterrorism training and 
exercise grant program.”’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. McCAUL) and the gentleman 
from New Jersey (Mr. PAYNE) each will 
control 20 minutes. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, if no 
one is claiming time in opposition, I 
would like to claim that time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair would inquire if the gentleman 
from New Jersey is opposed to the bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. No, I am not. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that 
basis, the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
GOHMERT) will control 20 minutes in 
opposition. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. MCCAUL). 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. McCAUL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days within which to 
revise and extend their remarks and to 
include any extraneous material on the 
bill under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McCAUL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

As we stand here this evening, there 
are ongoing investigations into the ter- 
rorist attacks over the weekend in New 
York, in New Jersey, and in Minnesota. 
Details of these attacks and of those 
responsible continue to emerge. One 
thing is certain: we are thankful that 
there was no loss of life and we are 
thankful for our brave first responders 
who worked around the clock to keep 
our communities safe. 

These brave men and women are 
doing their jobs in increasingly dif- 
ficult times. The threat environment is 
as high as we have ever seen it since 
9/11. Large-scale terror attacks have 
been replaced as the main threat by 
smaller attacks that seek to terrorize 
entire communities at an alarming 
pace. Whether it is a simultaneous, co- 
ordinated attack at multiple locations, 
as we saw in Paris last year, or attacks 
like the ones in New York, New Jersey, 
and Minnesota this past weekend, or an 
active shooter who targets law enforce- 
ment, aS we experienced in my home 
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State of Texas against the Dallas Po- 
lice Department, we must ensure that 
our communities and our first respond- 
ers—our heroes—have the tools and 
training they need to best address to- 
day’s threats. 

That is why I introduced H.R. 5859, 
the Community Counterterrorism Pre- 
paredness Act. This bill authorizes $39 
million for first responders in major 
metropolitan areas to conduct training 
and exercises to prevent, to prepare 
for, and to respond to the most likely 
terrorist attack scenarios, like the IED 
attacks that we recently saw in New 
York and in New Jersey or active 
shooter attacks. The fiscal year 2016 
Consolidated Appropriations Act in- 
cluded $39 million for grants to address 
complex, coordinated terrorist attacks, 
like the attacks in Paris. 

My bill authorizes the program, and 
it provides clear direction to the De- 
partment of Homeland Security, ensur- 
ing that emergency response providers 
receive the funding they need to ad- 
dress these emerging threats. First re- 
sponders in any of the more than 60 ju- 
risdictions that currently receive or 
have previously received funding under 
the Urban Areas Security Initiative are 
eligible for funding under this new pro- 
gram. 

Mr. Speaker, as chairman of the 
Committee on Homeland Security, my 
main job is to support the establish- 
ment of policies and programs that will 
help keep the American people safe. 
This program that is established in my 
bipartisan bill will provide the addi- 
tional resources to first responders so 
they can do just that. 

I urge all Members to join me in sup- 
porting this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes of my 
time to the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey (Mr. PAYNE) and ask unanimous 
consent that he be allowed to control 
that time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

I rise in support of H.R. 5859, the 
Community Counterterrorism Pre- 
paredness Act of 2016. 

Mr. Speaker, over the weekend, a 
pressure cooker bomb exploded in the 
Chelsea neighborhood of Manhattan, 
New York. A second explosive was 
found only blocks away. Thankfully, 
nobody was killed, but 29 innocent peo- 
ple were injured. Over the course of the 
investigation, additional explosive de- 
vices were found in Elizabeth, New Jer- 
sey. All of these devices were ulti- 
mately connected devices that were 
found in Seaside Park, New Jersey, one 
of which exploded early Saturday 
morning. 

Law enforcement’s pursuit of the sus- 
pected terrorist ended in Linden, New 
Jersey, which is in my congressional 
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district. Yesterday, police successfully 
apprehended the suspect after a shoot- 
out in which two brave officers were 
shot. Thankfully, we understand that 
both injured Linden police officers 
have been released from the hospital. 
Officer Padilla and Officer Hammer 
have even made requests to go back to 
work. 

Mr. Speaker, the events of this past 
weekend reflect the evolving nature of 
the terrorist threats that our commu- 
nities are confronting. From home- 
made explosive devices that are plant- 
ed in multiple densely populated loca- 
tions throughout a region to active 
shooter incidents, today’s threat envi- 
ronment demands that local law en- 
forcement be prepared to respond to 
these complex attacks. 

The Community Counterterrorism 
Preparedness Act would formally au- 
thorize the $39 million Complex Coordi- 
nated Terrorist Attacks program fund- 
ed in the fiscal year 2016 appropriations 
bill. The program would help our first 
responders access the training that is 
necessary to stay a step ahead of those 
who would do us harm and to keep our 
communities safe. 

I also want to express my deepest ap- 
preciation for the first responders and 
New Jersey citizens who came together 
to quickly identify and apprehend the 
suspect in the bombings. By remaining 
engaged and vigilant, Linden and Eliza- 
beth residents, law enforcement, and 
first responders kept our communities 
safe and prevented loss of life. I know 
a lot of people will not acknowledge 
the help we got from the Muslim com- 
munity, but I specifically acknowledge 
their efforts to assist authorities in ap- 
prehending the suspect. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

One thing that all three of us who 
have spoken on this bill tonight share 
is a desire to protect our homeland. I 
know that absolutely, completely to 
each of our cores we want our home- 
land protected. The issue comes in how 
we go about doing that and what les- 
sons have been learned from prior mis- 
takes and prior deaths and injuries. 

We continue to hear in the media 
about lone wolves. As Patrick Poole 
once said, They are not lone wolves. We 
keep finding that they are known 
wolves. It seems that, over and over, 
people who are killing in the name of 
Allah, killing in the name of the Is- 
lamic State and its leader, killing in 
the name of radical Islamic jihad have 
been questioned, have surfaced as a 
threat; yet, when they are inves- 
tigated, they don’t seem to be able to 
capture the fact that this is someone 
who has been radicalized and is going 
to go about killing people—killing 
Americans. 
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If we look at Orlando and now at New 
York City, we are training law enforce- 
ment officers to spot nonexistent 
Islamophobes. That is an expression—a 
word—that was coined by the organiza- 
tion of the Islamic Council, which has 
57 members—or states—or 50 states. I 
forget. With the United States or the 
OIC, one of us has 57 states and the 
other has 50. Anyway, they are the 
ones who coined the phrases 
“Tslamaphobe,”’ ‘‘Islamophobia,’’ and 
that is what is being taught. 

As we have looked at how Homeland 
Security money has been spent in try- 
ing to prepare against radical 
Islamists—although they call it coun- 
tering violent extremism, they don’t 
want to say the words ‘‘radical Islam.” 
The gentleman from Texas has repeat- 
edly said the phrase ‘‘radical Islam” 
because he understands that that is 
what it is. Unfortunately, the Home- 
land Security Department still can’t 
quite grasp what radical Islam is. 

For those who wonder is it even pos- 
sible that money that we would appro- 
priate under this bill, which makes 
clear on page 4 of the bill that, when 
applying for the money, at a minimum, 
the application has to say how the ap- 
plicant will work with community 
partners—‘‘community partners.” That 
is an interesting phrase in itself. 

Where have we found that before? 

We have found that with Homeland 
Security; we have found that with the 
FBI; and we have heard testimony in 
our Judiciary Committee from FBI Di- 
rector Mueller on the community part- 
nership that they have had with 
mosques and with different groups, like 
CAIR. In fact, CAIR, itself, and other 
Islamic groups have even been actually 
named as unindicted coconspirators in 
the Holy Land Foundation trial in 
which the principals were convicted of 
supporting terrorism. 
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There were numerous unindicted co- 
conspirators. The only ones who ob- 
jected to their listing as unindicted co- 
conspirators brought their motion to 
be struck from the pleading before the 
Federal district judge in the case. He 
examined the evidence and indicated 
there was plenty of evidence to support 
them being named as coconspirators. 
They weren’t satisfied with that; they 
appealed it to the Fifth Circuit Court 
of Appeals. 

The Fifth Circuit Court of Appeals 
examined the evidence that was avail- 
able and said, just on the evidence 
available, that these groups that are 
objecting to being listed as coconspira- 
tors, there is plenty of evidence to 
show that they are coconspirators. The 
names shall not be struck. 

Yet, the FBI, the State Department, 
the Department of Homeland Security, 
the CIA, and our intelligence agencies 
continue to follow the instructions of 
the White House and, that is, to be 
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community partners with these groups 
that have ties to the Muslim Brother- 
hood. 

As I have traveled in the Middle East 
and North Africa, repeatedly, I have 
been asked by leaders, once the cam- 
eras are out of the room: Why do you 
not understand the Muslim Brother- 
hood has been at war with you for dec- 
ades? You keep helping the Muslim 
Brotherhood. You keep getting advice 
from the Muslim Brotherhood. When 
are you going to learn? 

In Egypt, where the Muslim Brother- 
hood was born, Egypt has understood 
what a threat the Muslim Brotherhood 
is to Western civilization. They don’t 
want to recognize our Constitution; 
they want it supplanted and replaced 
with Sharia law. We can live in peace 
with the vast number of Muslims in the 
world, but we need to be sure we recog- 
nize radical Islamic jihadists. 

So how do we go about training? The 
Committee on Homeland Security is 
making a wonderful gesture: Here is 
money for law enforcement officers to 
be trained. What happens? Well, they 
are told they have got to reach out 
with community partners. 

And I know from personally ques- 
tioning former-FBI Director Mueller—I 
was chastising him for the fact that 
the United States was notified twice 
that the older Tsarnaev brother, the 
Boston bomber, had been radicalized 
and was going to kill people in the 
United States—they didn’t do an ade- 
quate investigation. 

The best that I can determine, from 
the information the FBI provided, they 
sent an agent to talk to Tsarnaev him- 
self. Apparently, he indicated: Gee, I 
am not a terrorist. 

Well, to be sure they did an adequate 
investigation, they went and talked to 
his mother. And his mother said, in es- 
sence, that he is not a terrorist; that 
he is a good boy. And the FBI checked 
the box that he is not a terrorist. He 
was a terrorist. 

We also know, from our hearings 
from material that only a few of us in 
this Congress have examined that was 
purged from the FBI training material, 
they have purged information from the 
training that our FBI, our intelligence, 
our Homeland Security, and our Jus- 
tice Department can have to learn 
about what radical Islam is. 

We know that Osama bin Laden, for 
example, said that he was radicalized, 
and it began with his reading the Mus- 
lim Brotherhood Qutb’s booklet called 
Milestones. The reading of that booklet 
helped radicalize Osama bin Laden. 

I would bet that, of the FBI agents 
that have been trained under this ad- 
ministration, most of them have never 
heard of Qutb. So nobody would have 
known to ask Tsarnaev: Have you read 
Milestones? What do you think of Mile- 
stones? 

I challenged Mueller that they had 
not even gone to the mosque to ask 
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questions: How is Tsarnaev acting? Is 
he becoming more stern, more reli- 
gious? Has he talked about Qutb? Has 
he talked about Milestones? What is he 
reading? 

I chastised him for not going to the 
mosque, and the best our FBI director 
could say was: We did go to that 
mosque in our outreach program. 

Oh, yes, they took money that was 
appropriated to train and prevent ter- 
rorism, and they go out and have sit- 
down programs, probably have some 
meals. I don’t know what all they do in 
their outreach program, but they are 
not learning to spot radical Islamists. 

The Committee on Homeland Secu- 
rity has their heart in the right place. 
They are wanting to do the right thing. 
They are hearing from our Department 
of Homeland Security. 

Block grants to these law enforce- 
ment will allow them to train to pre- 
vent—and the language is—they may 
use the grant to conduct training and 
exercises consistent with preventing. 

That is where our training so far is 
going to help people—whether New 
York, Orlando, San Bernardino—to 
spot Islamophobes. That is why when a 
complaint is made in San Bernardino 
about the person that would go on to 
kill so many lives there, take so many 
lives there—yeah, they investigated, 
but they thought it was just an 
Islamophobe because that is what they 
have been trained to look for. 

When the FBI got a heads-up on the 
Orlando shooter, they investigated, and 
they figured, oh, this is probably just 
Muslim haters. That is what they are 
spending their money to train for. 

In New Jersey, they actually inves- 
tigated Mr. Rahami after his own fa- 
ther reported him as a terrorist after 
he stabbed his own brother. What does 
the FBI do? They didn’t go to his social 
media. If so, they would have learned 
he had been radicalized. They didn’t 
bother to look at his travel records, as 
best we can tell, to see where he trav- 
eled, who he saw, where he went, or 
where he might have been radicalized. 
No. No. They eventually got from the 
father a recanting, so they let it go. As 
a result, countless people were nearly 
killed. 

Why? It is not because law enforce- 
ment in New Jersey or New York don’t 
want to do their jobs and do the best 
job they can and save lives. These are 
good law enforcement officers, just as 
they are in San Bernardino and Or- 
lando. They want to do their job, but 
they haven’t had the right training. 

I would direct my friends to August 
10 through 12 of 2011, Steve Coughlin, 
who used to brief the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff on radical Islam, along with some 
others who have spent their adult life 
studying radical Islam, was going to do 
a seminar for law enforcement training 
in the prevention of terrorist attacks 
or extremist attacks. 

Two days before law enforcement 
around the country were going to go to 
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Langley to our intelligence agency and 
be trained on how to spot radical 
Islam, how to prevent these attacks— 
just like this money is going to be used 
here—someone with CAIR, the Council 
on American-Islamic Relations, from 
the story we got, called someone at the 
White House. Someone at the White 
House called Langley: Cancel that 
training. 

They changed the guidelines so that 
only people who were going to train 
about Islamophobia and minimize the 
training about true radical Islam and 
how to spot it are now allowed to teach 
our law enforcement as long as this ad- 
ministration is here in place. 

So my proposal was: Let’s amend this 
language, and we could just say that 
none of this money can be used in cor- 
relation or coordinating with or to go 
to anyone who was named as a cocon- 
spirator in the Holy Land Foundation 
trial, or the Muslim Brotherhood and 
its affiliates, or CAIR and its affiliates. 

This is a suspension bill; it cannot be 
amended. For that reason, I regretfully 
must oppose the bill and urge my col- 
leagues to vote ‘‘no’’ until we can get a 
bill so law enforcement can be trained 
to spot radical Islamists and not dis- 
miss those warnings of the radicals as 
nothing but a bunch of Islamophobes. 
Mr. CARTER of Texas. Will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. GOHMERT. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Texas. 

Mr. CARTER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I listened diligently to the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. GOHMERT), who is a 
friend and a colleague, both in the Ju- 
diciary and in the Appropriations Leg- 
islative Branch Subcommittee. 

I am not going to address the gen- 
tleman from Texas (Mr. GOHMERT) by 
his first name because judges don’t ad- 
dress opponents by their first name. 

Mr. GOHMERT, your frustration level 
is extremely high, as I would argue 
most Americans’ frustration level is 
extremely high. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem- 
bers are reminded to address their re- 
marks to the Chair. 

Mr. CARTER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
Mr. GOHMERT’s frustration level is ex- 
tremely high, as I would argue the 
American citizens’ frustration level is 
extremely high. 

For that reason, he is concerned 
about what people who are avoiding 
the intent of the law are doing to cir- 
cumvent the laws in this country. So 
am I. 

But does that mean, because we don’t 
trust someone in the White House or 
someone in an agency to do the right 
thing, we shouldn’t provide the addi- 
tional training that will keep law en- 
forcement officers from being killed be- 
cause they weren’t trained well enough 
to respond in a first responder situa- 
tion or an active shooter situation? 

We are trying to get additional fund- 
ing to train up every person who en- 
forces the law right in this country. I 
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understand Mr. GOHMERT’s worry about 
these people who are circumventing 
the intent of the Congress. We all 
worry about that quite a bit. But it is 
not a reason to take down a piece of 
legislation that will provide needed re- 
sources for first responders and law en- 
forcement across this great land. 

Those people, the better trained they 
are, the better chance they have got to 
stay alive. If they stay alive, they can 
do their job. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, re- 
claiming my time, since I know I have 
very little time left, let me respond. 

When you can’t trust the people in 
the White House to train properly to 
recognize radical Islam, then it is in- 
cumbent upon the Congress to put the 
language in our bill so they don’t have 
a choice. It is not my level of frustra- 
tion with people circumventing the 
law. It is the fact that we have the 
power to put in the bills who does the 
training, who will get the training, ex- 
actly what kind of training, and we are 
leaving it to this administration. 

As a result, my frustration is that 
people are being killed and injured 
needlessly. Because, even as we stand 
here with the language in this bill, this 
administration has already shown that 
they will train—in order to prepare for 
and to prevent a terrorist attack, yes, 
I know they can get training for active 
shooting—but they are being trained to 
prevent and prepare for. 

You have to learn about 
Islamophobia. Let’s put the language 
in there so that this administration 
cannot prevent the true professors of 
radical Islam from teaching law en- 
forcement on what to look for to know 
whether someone is radicalized. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. McCAUL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Texas (Mr. CARTER). 

Mr. CARTER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
as I already seemed to have expressed 
fairly passionately with Mr. GOHMERT, 
I am very proud to support H.R. 5859, 
the Community Counterterrorism Pre- 
paredness Act, because this bill author- 
izes $39 million to allow our first re- 
sponders to conduct training and exer- 
cises to prevent, prepare for, and re- 
spond to terrorist attacks, including 
attacks that involve active shooters. 

The Appropriations Subcommittee on 
Homeland Security has provided funds 
for this program, and I am glad to join 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
McCAUL) in pushing forward a formal 
authorization. 
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We have to do everything in our 
power to make sure our local law en- 
forcement has the ability to respond 
during terrorist attacks or active 
shooter scenarios. 

If you just watch those first re- 
sponder-trained Dallas policemen as 
they went into that high-rise parking 
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garage, how they parked the cars, how 
they moved through the cars, that is 
first responder training and how it 
saves lives. 

Time and again we have seen tragic 
accidents brought to an end by our law 
enforcement officers, and often they 
are the first ones on the scene. We 
must ensure that they have the train- 
ing they need to do their job safely but 
effectively. 

I have long supported similar train- 
ing through the Department of Jus- 
tice’s VALOR program, which conducts 
training right in our backyard in Texas 
at Texas State University’s ALERRT 
facility. 

The President recently signed my 
POLICE Act, which will allow local law 
enforcement to access active shooter 
response training through the COPS 
grants. I am proud to support this 
similar legislation that once again 
gives more resources to our first re- 
sponders and our law enforcement offi- 
cers SO we can save their lives and help 
them to save our lives. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

The gentleman from Texas (Mr. GOH- 
MERT), my good friend, stated one 
thing that was true in his speech, that 
he does not know what community 
outreach means. It is something that 
helps first responders, has helped; but 
obviously, he has had no experiences 
with that. 

This talk and this notion about the 
White House and what they are and 
they aren’t and what they do and they 
don’t do—when our greatest enemy, 
Osama bin Laden, was in our sights, 
whoever or whatever at the White 
House said: Take that shot. So to con- 
tinue to question certain people’s re- 
solve in keeping the homeland safe I 
think is disrespectful. 

Mr. Speaker, nothing in this bill pro- 
vides that any entity other than law 
enforcement will be eligible to receive 
grant funding. Only law enforcement 
will be eligible. This bill merely pro- 
vides that community partners that 
law enforcement are being trained to 
protect are included in the efforts to 
prepare for complex and coordinated 
attacks. This is language I added, and 
I thank the chairman for his commit- 
ment to community preparedness. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he 
may consume to the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. DONOVAN). 

Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
PAYNE), my friend, who is on the Sub- 
committee on Emergency Prepared- 
ness, Response, and Communications 
with me, a subcommittee of Chairman 
MCcCAUL’s Committee on Homeland Se- 
curity. 

I rise in support of H.R. 5859, the 
Community Counterterrorism Pre- 
paredness Act. I am proud to be an 
original cosponsor of this bill that was 
introduced by the leadership of Chair- 
man MCCAUL. 
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Mr. Speaker, we recently commemo- 
rated the 15th anniversary of the Sep- 
tember 11 attacks. In the 15 years since 
that tragedy, first responders have 
taken steps—often with the help of 
Federal homeland security grant fund- 
ing—to enhance their ability to pre- 
vent, prepare for, and respond to ter- 
rorist attacks. Much progress has been 
made in that time. 

But the terrorist threat is evolving. 
As Chairman McCAUL noted, terrorists 
have transitioned from the 9/1l-type, 
large-scale attacks to smaller attacks 
that are either directed or inspired by 
overseas terrorist organizations. We 
must ensure that our first responders 
are prepared to counter changing ter- 
rorist tactics, and that is why this bill 
is so important. 

H.R. 5859 will provide first responders 
in major metropolitan areas across our 
great Nation with funding to address 
the evolving terror threats facing our 
homeland, a need reinforced by this 
weekend’s attacks in New York City 
and New Jersey. 

On Saturday morning at 8:30 at a Ma- 
rine Corps race honoring our veterans, 
a bomb exploded. Less than 12 hours 
later, in a busy, restaurant-filled sec- 
tion of Manhattan known as Chelsea, 
at 8:30, another explosion occurred. 
And the next evening in Elizabeth, New 
Jersey, at a train station, another 
bomb was discovered and eventually 
exploded as a robot tried to dismantle 
it. All three of these locations were 
picked because they are heavily trav- 
eled, there were many people there, 
and it could have caused great destruc- 
tion. Twenty-nine people were injured 
in the Chelsea incident. 

During the investigation that led to 
the apprehension of the villain who 
masterminded these attacks on our in- 
nocent citizens, Mr. Rahami, law en- 
forcement tracked and detained associ- 
ates of his while they were driving 
through my district, and it was Mr. 
PAYNE’s district in which Rahami was 
apprehended. This is personal to us. 

I recently attended a number of me- 
morials for first responders from my 
district who made the ultimate sac- 
rifice on September 11. When I was 
elected to Congress 16 short months 
ago, I requested to become a member of 
the Committee on Homeland Security 
so I could work with my colleagues to 
ensure that our first responders, those 
brave men and women, have the tools 
they need to ensure our communities 
are protected. 

When the 2017 Presidential budget 
proposal cut the Urban Area Security 
Initiative grants in half, there were 
people on this floor, particularly peo- 
ple on the Committee on Homeland Se- 
curity, who advocated for and restored 
those grants. I want to thank Chair- 
man MCCAUL for his leadership and for 
introducing this bipartisan bill. I urge 
all Members to join me in supporting 
the legislation. 
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Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield the 
balance of my time to Chairman 
McCAUL to control. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. MCCAUL) will control the time. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McCAUL. Mr. Speaker, may I in- 
quire, how much time do I have? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Texas has 5 minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. McCAUL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I attended the 9/11 cere- 
mony. It was a moving experience. I 
spent almost my entire career working 
with law enforcement, with Federal 
law enforcement and State and local 
law enforcement, as both a Federal 
prosecutor and a State prosecutor. 

Today I released a report called the 
National Strategy to Win the War 
Against Islamist Terror. I would sub- 
mit that nobody knows this issue bet- 
ter than I do. It is the reason I am 
chairman of this committee. I get the 
briefings. I understand the threat level. 
And, yes, it is radical Islamist terror. 

I had an NYPD intelligence briefing 
after the 9/11 ceremony briefing me ina 
classified setting on how this threat 
has evolved from not just go to Syria 
to join the fight but, rather, kill and 
attack where you are. As I met with 
those brave men and women at NYPD, 
they said: Mr. Chairman, we need your 
help in this fight; we need the UASI 
funding; and, yes, we need funding to 
help us with the active shooter threat 
that is out there, with the IED threat 
that is out there, with the suicide 
bomber threat, targeting New York. 
And guess what. Just a few days later, 
we got hit again. Not just in New York, 
but in New Jersey and in Minnesota. 

These funds, importantly, go to no 
one but law enforcement and first re- 
sponders. It doesn’t go to the people 
Mr. GOHMERT is talking about. It goes 
directly to police chiefs and to first re- 
sponders and fire departments, who are 
our heroes, and we should have their 
backs. Day in and day out they protect 
the American people, and to suggest or 
even insinuate that these heroes, front- 
line defenders would in any way con- 
spire with the Muslim Brotherhood or 
radical Islamist terrorists is an insult, 
and it is disgraceful to this body, to 
this Chamber. It is an assault on all 
law enforcement and first responders 
across this country. We shouldn’t 
doubt our police chiefs, our law en- 
forcement, our fire chiefs, our first re- 
sponders. We should have their backs. 
Mr. Speaker, that is exactly what this 
bill is designed to do. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to reclaim the bal- 
ance of my time to respond to my re- 
marks being disgraceful. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Texas? 
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There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Texas is recognized for 2% 
minutes. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, there is nothing that I 
have said that impugns the integrity of 
any law enforcement officer. I have 
worked with law enforcement officers; 
I have been a prosecutor; I have been a 
judge. I know how tough their job is. 
There is nothing I have said that would 
impugn their integrity. There is noth- 
ing that is disgraceful except when a 
Congress refuses to learn from repeated 
killings, murders by radical Islamists. 

I understand the intent. It is going to 
train for active shooters. But when the 
language in the bill says ‘‘such grant 
to conduct training and exercises con- 
sistent with preventing,” then I can 
guarantee you because even though my 
friend says he knows more about this 
issue than anyone else, he doesn’t 
know, apparently, what Homeland Se- 
curity is doing with the money, doing 
with the training, didn’t know about 
the changes that were made by this ad- 
ministration to who can teach about 
radical Islam. 

And so I would simply say, we really 
do need to help our law enforcement 
learn what radical Islam is about, and 
the way to do that is put it in the bill 
so this administration cannot change 
what is done with the money. That is 
what we should be doing. 

As far as community outreach, I 
know all about community outreach. I 
have been with Muslim friends at 
mosques. I know about community 
outreach. But I try to make sure I am 
not talking to the foxes that Homeland 
Security has brought into the hen- 
house. If you think I am wrong, look at 
the article published in Egypt by the 
Muslim Brotherhood, a pre-approved 
publication, that identified six Muslim 
brothers who were high consultants, 
including Elibiary. I warned about him 
for years in Homeland Security, and 
nobody in this body would help me on 
the committee to get Elibiary out. Fi- 
nally, after Elibiary tweeted out that 
the international caliphate was inevi- 
table, finally Homeland Security al- 
lowed him to rotate off of their advi- 
sory council. We have got foxes in the 
henhouse, and it is up to Congress to 
get them out. That is why I oppose the 
bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, | rise in 
strong support of H.R. 5859, the “Community 
Counterterrorism Preparedness Act,” for two 
reasons. 

First, the bill will save lives. Second, the leg- 
islation is necessary to support the vital work 
of first responders in preparing for and re- 
sponding to crises that may range from ter- 
rorist incidents to active shooter events. 

As a senior member of the House Home- 
land Security Committee, | understand how 
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critical it is for our first responders to be pre- 
pared and well trained to manage a wide 
range of potential threats both conventional 
and unconventional. 

September is National Preparedness Month, 
which serves as a reminder that we all must 
take action to prepare, now and throughout 
the year, for the types of emergencies that 
could affect us where we live, work, and also 
where we visit. 

The recent events in New York, New Jer- 
sey, and Minnesota highlight the importance of 
H.R. 5859, which amends the Homeland Se- 
curity Act of 2002 to establish the major Met- 
ropolitan Area Counterterrorism Training and 
Exercise Grant Program. 

The legislation directs components of the 
Department of Homeland Security to conduct 
training programs for emergency response 
providers to prevent, prepare for, and respond 
to the most likely terrorist attack scenarios, in- 
cluding active shooters. 

My congressional district, which is centered 
in the city of Houston Texas, which has a pop- 
ulation of 2.2 million, is the fourth most popu- 
lous city in the United States, trailing only New 
York, Los Angeles, and Chicago. 

Houston, largest city in the South and the 
Southwest. 

The city is a racially diverse and ethnically 
dynamic city comprised of Anglo (38.8 per- 
cent), Hispanic (35.9 percent), African Amer- 
ican (16.7 percent), Asian (6.7 percent) and 
others. 

More than 145 different languages are spo- 
ken in Houston, the third largest number of 
languages spoken in a U.S. city behind New 
York (192) and Los Angeles (185). 

It is appropriate that we address how we 
can better coordinate preparedness training so 
that first responders can accomplish what we 
have seen over the last few days—in every 
city in the nation. 

The Homeland Security Act created the 
Emergency Preparedness and Response Di- 
rectorate within the Department of Homeland 
Security with the purpose of partnering with 
states, local and tribal governments to accom- 
plish the following: 

promote the effectiveness of emergency re- 
sponders through standards, training exer- 
cises, and funding; 

manage and coordinate specified federal re- 
sources; 

aid recovery in the event of an attack; 

build an intergovernmental national incident 
management system to guide responses; 

consolidate existing federal response plans; 
and, 

develop programs for communications. 

There are over 1 million firefighters in the 
United States, of which 750,000 are volun- 
teers. 

Local police departments 
556,000 full-time employees. 

Sheriffs’ offices reported about 291,000 full- 
time employees. 

There are over 155,000 nationally registered 
emergency medical technicians (EMT). 

H.R. 5859 provides an additional resource 
to first responders to do the work they have 
dedicated their lives to doing—saving lives. 

Last year, the House passed my bill, H.R. 
2795, the “First Responder Identification of 
Emergency Needs in Disaster Situations,” 
(FRIENDS Act). 


have about 
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The FRIENDS Act embodies the important 
and fundamental idea that we have an obliga- 
tion to ensure that the first responders who 
protect our loved ones in emergencies, have 
the peace of mind that comes from knowing 
that their loved ones are safe while they do 
their duty. 

The FRIENDS Act reflects stakeholder input 
and bipartisan collaboration with the Majority. 

| am passionate about the work of those 
who dedicate themselves to public service. 

| hold in high regard the service of fire- 
fighters, law enforcement officers, emergency 
response technicians, nurses, emergency 
room doctors, and the dozens of other profes- 
sionals who are the ultimate public servants. 

First responders are called to serve and few 
outside of their ranks can understand why 
they do the work that they do each day—plac- 
ing their lives in harm’s way to save a strang- 
er. 

A law enforcement officer, fire fighters, and 
emergency medical technicians make our lives 
safer, while often at the same time putting 
their own lives at risk. 

| urge my colleagues to join me in sup- 
porting H.R. 5859, the “Community Counter- 
terrorism Preparedness Act.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
McCAUL) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5859, as 
amended. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, on that 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro- 
ceedings on this motion will be post- 
poned. 


EEE 
2045 


BEALE AIR FORCE BASE TRAGEDY 


(Mr. LAMALFA asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
with sadness tonight. 

In northern California, Beale Air 
Force Base conducts very important 
reconnaissance operations. This morn- 
ing, we lost one of our U-2 aircraft as 
part of the mission process. Two flight 
members were part of that aircraft. 
Both were able to eject. One has passed 
away, and one is suffering from inju- 
ries. 

I am asking tonight that those who 
are watching and have heard about this 
pray for their families, pray for the 
healing of that one flight member still 
alive, and pray for their colleagues. 

Beale conducts very important recon- 
naissance missions in defense of our 
country. We are very grateful to all of 
them. Our hearts go out to the families 
of those two flight members. 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


By unanimous consent, leave of ab- 
sence was granted to: 

Mr. PoE of Texas (at the request of 
Mr. MCCARTHY) for today and the bal- 
ance of the week on account of per- 
sonal reasons. 


— 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord- 
ingly (at 8 o’clock and 47 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Wednesday, September 21, 2016, at 10 
a.m. for morning-hour debate. 


EE 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

6918. A letter from the Alternate OSD 
FRLO, Office of the Secretary, Department 
of Defense, transmitting the Department’s 
interim final rule — Sexual Assault Preven- 
tion and Response (SAPR) Program [DOD- 
2008-OS-0124; 0790-AJ40] received September 
16, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

6919. A letter from the Alternate OSD 
FRLO, Office of the Secretary, Department 
of Defense, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Professional U.S. Scouting Orga- 
nization Operations at U.S. Military Instal- 
lations Overseas; Technical Amendment 
[Docket ID: DOD-2012-OS-0170] (RIN: 0790- 
AI98) received September 16, 2016, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, 
Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

6920. A letter from the Regulatory Spe- 
cialist, LRAD, Office of the Comptroller of 
the Currency, Department of the Treasury, 
transmitting the Treasury’s Major final rule 
— Margin and Capital Requirements for Cov- 
ered Swap Entities [Docket No.: OCC-2015- 
0023] (RIN: 1557-AD00) received September 16, 
2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public 
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 

6921. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of Health and Human Services, trans- 
mitting the report entitled ‘‘Health, United 
States, 2015’, pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 
242m(a)(1); July 1, 1944, ch. 378, title III, Sec. 
308 (as amended by Public Law 100-177, Sec. 
106(a)); (101 Stat. 989); to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

6922. A letter from the Regulations Coordi- 
nator, National Institutes of Health, Depart- 
ment of Health and Human Services, trans- 
mitting the Department’s final rule — Clin- 
ical Trials Registration and Results Informa- 
tion Submission [Docket No.: NIH-2011-0003] 
(RIN: 0925-AA55) received September 15, 2016, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

6923. A letter from the Regulations Coordi- 
nator, Health Resources and Services Admin- 
istration, Department of Health and Human 
Services, transmitting the Department’s di- 
rect final rule — Removing Outmoded Regu- 
lations Regarding the Smallpox Vaccine In- 
jury Compensation Program (RIN: 0906-AA84) 


September 20, 2016 


received September 15, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

6924. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen- 
cy’s final rule — Air Plan Approval/Dis- 
approval; MS Infrastructure Requirements 
for the 2010 NO2 NAAQS [EPA-R04-OAR-2014- 
0751; FRL-9952-33-Region 4] received Sep- 
tember 19, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

6925. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen- 
cy’s direct final rule — Air Plan Approval; 
Alabama: Volatile Organic Compounds 
[EPA-R04-OAR-2016-0473; FRL-9952-30-Region 
4] received September 19, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

6926. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen- 
cy’s final rule — Air Plan Approval; Ohio; In- 
frastructure SIP Requirements for the 2012 
PM2.5 NAAQS [EPA-R05-OAR-2015-0824; FRL- 
9952-42-Region 5] received September 19, 2016, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

6927. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen- 
cy’s final rule — Air Plan Approval; SC In- 
frastructure Requirements for the 2010 1- 
hour NO2 NAAQS [HPA-R04-OAR-2015-0251; 
FRL-9952-28-Region 4] received September 19, 
2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public 
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

6928. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen- 
cy’s final rule — Air Plan Approval; Ten- 
nessee; Revision and Removal of Stage I and 
II Gasoline Vapor Recovery Program [EPA- 
R04-OAR-2016-0011; FRL-9952-50-Region 4] re- 
ceived September 19, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

6929. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen- 
cy’s final rule — Ammonium persulfate; Ex- 
emption from the Requirement of a Toler- 
ance [EPA-HQ-OPP-2013-0237; FRL-9951-08] 
received September 19, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

6930. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen- 
cy’s final rule — Approval of California Air 
Plan Revisions, Department of Pesticide 
Regulations [EPA-R09-OAR-2015-0807; FRL- 
9951-19-Region 9] received September 19, 2016, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

6931. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen- 
cy’s withdrawal of direct final rule — Ap- 
proval and Promulgation of Air Quality Im- 
plementation Plans; Maryland; Control of 
Volatile Organic Compounds Emissions from 
Fiberglass Boat Manufacturing Materials 


September 20, 2016 


[EPA-R03-OAR-2016-0304; FRL-9952-47-Region 
3] received September 19, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

6932. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen- 
cy’s final rule — Approval of Iowa’s Air 
Quality Implementation Plans; Correction 
[EPA-R07-OAR-2016-0501; FRL-9952-44-Region 
7] received September 19, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

6933. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen- 
cy’s final rule — Aspergillus flavus strains 
TC16F, TC35C, TC38B, and TC46G; Temporary 
Exemptions from the Requirement of a Tol- 
erance [HEPA-HQ-OPP-2015-0742; FRL-9951-44] 
received September 19, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

6934. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen- 
cy’s final rule — Partial Approval and Par- 
tial Disapproval of Air Quality Implementa- 
tion Plans; NJ; Infrastructure SIP Require- 
ments for 2008 Lead, 2008 Ozone, 2010 Nitro- 
gen Dioxide, 2010 Sulfur Dioxide, and 2012 
PM2.5, 2006 PM10, and 2011 Carbon Monoxide 
NAAQS: Interstate Transport Provisions 
[EPA-R02-OAR-2016-0389; FRL-9952-41-Region 
2] received September 19, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

6935. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Security Cooperation Agency, Department of 
Defense, transmitting Transmittal No. 07-16, 
pursuant to the reporting requirements of 
Section 62(a) of the Arms Export Control 
Act; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

6936. A letter from the Archivist, National 
Archives, transmitting the Archive’s FY 2016 
Commercial and Inherently Governmental 
Activities Inventory, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 
501 note; Public Law 105-270, Sec. 2(c)(1)(A); 
(112 Stat. 2382); to the Committee on Over- 
sight and Government Reform. 

6937. A letter from the Acting Director, Of- 
fice of Personnel Management, transmitting 
the Office’s final rulemaking — Special 
Rights for Transferred Employees under the 
Dodd-Frank Act Regarding Federal Employ- 
ees’ Group Life Insurance (RIN: 3206-AM81) 
received September 16, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

6938. A letter from the Alternate OSD 
FRLO, Office of the Secretary, Department 
of Defense, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Civil Monetary Penalty Infla- 
tion Adjustment [Docket ID: DOD-2016-OS- 
0045] (RIN: 0790-AJ42) received September 16, 
2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public 
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

6939. A letter from the Deputy Clerk, 
United States Court of Appeals, transmitting 
an opinion of the United States Court of Ap- 
peals for the Fifth Circuit, Richard Boeta v. 
FAA USDC No. EA-5744; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

6940. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Regulations and Reports Clearance, Social 
Security Administration, transmitting the 
Administration’s final rules — Revised Med- 
ical Criteria for Evaluating Mental Disorders 
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[Docket No.: SSA-2007-0101] (RIN: 0960-AF69) 
received September 16, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

6941. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislation, Department of Health and 
Human Services, transmitting the Federal 
Agency Drug-Free Workplace Program Re- 
port to Congress, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 7301 
note; Public Law 100-71, Sec. 503(a)(1)(B) (as 
amended by Public Law 102-54, Sec. 18(b)(6)); 
(105 Stat. 274); jointly to the Committees on 
Appropriations and Oversight and Govern- 
ment Reform. 


EE 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 


Mr. BRADY of Texas: Committee on Ways 
and Means. H.R. 5718. A bill to provide for 
the extension of certain long-term care hos- 
pital Medicare payment rules, clarify the ap- 
plication of rules on the calculation of hos- 
pital length of stay to certain moratorium- 
excepted long-term care hospitals, and for 
other purposes; with an amendment (Rept. 
114-761, Pt. 1). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BRADY of Texas: Committee on Ways 
and Means. H.R. 5946. A bill to amend the In- 
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 to exclude from 
gross income any prizes or awards won in 
competition in the Olympic Games or the 
Paralympic Games; with an amendment 
(Rept. 114-762). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. KLINE: Committee on Education and 
the Workforce. H.R. 5963. A bill to reauthor- 
ize and improve the Juvenile Justice and De- 
linquency Prevention Act of 1974, and for 
other purposes; with an amendment (Rept. 
114-763). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CHAFFETZ: Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. H.R. 5037. A bill to 
authorize the establishment of a program of 
voluntary separation incentive payments for 
nonjudicial employees of the District of Co- 
lumbia courts and employees of the District 
of Columbia Public Defender Service; with 
amendments (Rept. 114-764). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. CHAFFETZ: Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. H.R. 5785. A bill to 
amend title 5, United States Code, to provide 
for an annuity supplement for certain air 
traffic controllers (Rept. 114-765). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. CHAFFETZ: Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. H.R. 5625. A bill to 
provide for reimbursement for the use of 
modern travel services by Federal employees 
traveling on official Government business, 
and for other purposes; with an amendment 
(Rept. 114-766). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ROYCE: Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. H.R. 5931. A bill to provide for the pro- 
hibition on cash payments to the Govern- 
ment of Iran and for other purposes; with an 
amendment (Rept. 114-767). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. CONAWAY: Committee on Agri- 
culture. H.R. 5883. A bill to amend the Pack- 
ers and Stockyards Act, 1921, to clarify the 
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duties relating to services furnished in con- 
nection with the buying or selling of live- 
stock in commerce through online, video, or 
other electronic methods, and for other pur- 
poses; with an amendment (Rept. 114-768). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CONAWAY: Committee on Agri- 
culture. H.R. 470. A bill to authorize the sale 
of certain National Forest System land in 
the State of Georgia (Rept. 114-769). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. CONAWAY: Committee on Agri- 
culture. H.R. 845. A bill to direct the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture to publish in the Fed- 
eral Register a strategy to significantly in- 
crease the role of volunteers and partners in 
National Forest System trail maintenance, 
and for other purposes; with an amendment 
(Rept. 114-770, Pt. 1). Referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. SHUSTER: Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. H.R. 5957. A bill to 
include disabled veteran leave in the per- 
sonnel management system of the Federal 
Aviation Administration (Rept. 114-771). Re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SHUSTER: Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. H.R. 5873. A bill to 
designate the Federal building and United 
States courthouse located at 511 East San 
Antonio Avenue in El Paso, Texas, as the 
“R.E. Thomason Federal Building and 
United States Courthouse” (Rept. 114-772). 
Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SHUSTER: Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. H.R. 5011. A bill to 
designate the Federal building and United 
States courthouse located at 300 Fannin 
Street in Shreveport, Louisiana, as the 
“Tom Stagg Federal Building and United 
States Courthouse”; with an amendment 
(Rept. 114-773). Referred to the House Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. SHUSTER: Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. H.R. 5147. A bill to 
amend title 40, United States Code, to re- 
quire that male and female restrooms in pub- 
lic buildings be equipped with baby changing 
facilities; with an amendment (Rept. 114- 
774). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. McCAUL: Committee on Homeland Se- 
curity. H.R. 5065. A bill to direct the Sec- 
retary of Homeland Security to notify air 
carriers and security screening personnel of 
the Transportation Security Administration 
of such Administration’s guidelines regard- 
ing permitting baby formula, breast milk, 
and juice on airplanes, and for other pur- 
poses; with amendments (Rept. 114-775). Re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. McCAUL: Committee on Homeland Se- 
curity. H.R. 5943. A bill to amend the Imple- 
menting Recommendations of the 9/11 Com- 
mission Act of 2007 to clarify certain allow- 
able uses of funds for public transportation 
security assistance grants and establish peri- 
ods of performance for such grants, and for 
other purposes; with an amendment (Rept. 
114-776). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia: Committee on 
Rules. House Resolution 875. Resolution pro- 
viding for consideration of the bill (H.R. 3488) 
to amend title 5, United States Code, to post- 
pone the effective date of high-impact rules 
pending judicial review; providing for consid- 
eration of the bill (H.R. 5719) to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to modify the 
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tax treatment of certain equity grants; and 
providing for consideration of motions to 
suspend the rules (Rept. 114-777). Referred to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. WOODALL: Committee on Rules. 
House Resolution 876. Resolution providing 
for consideration of the bill (H.R. 5461) to re- 
quire the Secretary of the Treasury to sub- 
mit a report to the appropriate congressional 
committees on the estimated total assets 
under direct or indirect control by certain 
senior Iranian leaders and other figures, and 
for other purposes (Rept. 114-778). Referred 
to the House Calendar. 


DISCHARGE OF COMMITTEE 

Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XIII, the 
Committee on Natural Resources dis- 
charged from further consideration. 
H.R. 845 referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XIII, the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce 
discharged from further consideration. 
H.R. 5713 referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 


eS 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred, as follows: 


By Mr. WILSON of South Carolina (for 
himself and Mr. ROGERS of Alabama): 

H.R. 6068. A bill to prohibit funding for the 
Preparatory Commission for the Comprehen- 
sive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty Organization 
in the event the United Nations Security 
Council adopts a resolution prohibiting ac- 
tivities counter to the object and purpose of 
the Treaty; to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. POE of Texas (for himself and 
Mr. ROHRABACHER): 

H.R. 6069. A bill to require a report on the 
designation of Pakistan as a state sponsor of 
terrorism, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ISSA (for himself, Mr. ROHR- 
ABACHER, Mr. CALVERT, and Mrs. 
MIMI WALTERS of California): 

H.R. 6070. A bill to amend the Fair Housing 
Act to better protect persons with disabil- 
ities and communities; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FLORES: 

H.R. 6071. A bill making continuing appro- 
priations for fiscal year 2017, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and in addition to the Committee on 
the Budget, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with- 
in the jurisdiction of the committee con- 
cerned. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia (for him- 
self, Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. DAVID ScoTT 
of Georgia, Mr. SERRANO, Mr. HONDA, 
Mr. CONYERS, and Mr. BISHOP of Geor- 
gia): 

H.R. 6072. A bill to amend the Help Amer- 
ica Vote Act of 2002 to promote accuracy, in- 
tegrity, and security in the administration 
of elections for Federal office, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on House Admin- 
istration, and in addition to the Committees 
on Science, Space, and Technology, and the 
Judiciary, for a period to be subsequently de- 
termined by the Speaker, in each case for 
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consideration of such provisions as fall with- 
in the jurisdiction of the committee con- 
cerned. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia (for him- 
self, Mr. DAVID ScoTT of Georgia, Mr. 
HONDA, Mr. COHEN, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. 
RUSH, and Mr. BISHOP of Georgia): 

H.R. 6073. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Homeland Security to conduct research and 
development to mitigate the consequences of 
threats to voting systems, to amend the Help 
America Vote Act of 2002 to require the vot- 
ing systems used in elections for Federal of- 
fice to comply with national standards de- 
veloped by the National Institute of Stand- 
ards and Technology for operational security 
and ballot verification, to establish pro- 
grams to promote research in innovative 
voting system technologies, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on House Admin- 
istration, and in addition to the Committees 
on Science, Space, and Technology, and 
Homeland Security, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. FLEMING: 

H.R. 6074. A bill to amend title 31, United 
States Code, to limit the payments from the 
Judgment Fund in certain cases, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. KEATING: 

H.R. 6075. A bill to clarify the United 
States interest in certain submerged lands in 
the area of the Monomoy National Wildlife 
Refuge, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. BABIN (for himself, Ms. 
EDWARDS, Mr. SMITH of Texas, Ms. 
EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. 
PosEY, Mr. BRIDENSTINE, and Mr. 
ABRAHAM): 

H.R. 6076. A bill to require the Adminis- 
trator of the National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration to establish a program for 
the medical monitoring, diagnosis, and 
treatment of astronauts, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Science, Space, 
and Technology. 

By Mr. ABRAHAM: 

H.R. 6077. A bill to provide a Federal share 
for disaster assistance provided to the State 
of Louisiana in connection with the major 
disaster declaration declared on March 13, 
2016, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc- 
ture. 

By Mr. AGUILAR: 

H.R. 6078. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to ensure that the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs efficiently furnishes certain 
records in the custody of the Department of 
Veterans Affairs; to the Committee on Vet- 
erans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. BURGESS: 

H.R. 6079. A bill to amend section 416 of 
title 39, United States Code, to remove the 
authority of the United States Postal Serv- 
ice to issue semipostals except as provided 
for by an Act of Congress, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

By Mr. DESAULNIER: 

H.R. 6080. A bill to provide for the avail- 
ability of personalized handguns from feder- 
ally licensed firearms dealers, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary. 

By Mr. HARDY: 

H.R. 6081. A bill to provide for a land con- 
veyance in the State of Nevada; to the Com- 
mittee on Natural Resources. 


September 20, 2016 


By Mr. HUFFMAN (for himself, Mr. 
LOWENTHAL, Mr. TONKO, Ms. LEE, Mr. 
QUIGLEY, and Ms. MATSUI): 

H.R. 6082. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Energy to issue regulations regarding disclo- 
sure of oil data, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. ISRAEL: 

H.R. 6083. A bill to provide payment for pa- 
tient navigator services under title XIX of 
the Social Security Act, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. ISRAEL: 

H.R. 6084. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to provide comprehen- 
sive cancer patient treatment education 
under the Medicare program and to provide 
for research to improve cancer symptom 
management; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce, and in addition to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas (for herself, Mr. HANNA, Mr. 
CICILLINE, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. KIL- 
MER, and Ms. NORTON): 

H.R. 6085. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to increase the national 
limitation amount for qualified highway or 
surface freight transfer facility bonds; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LAMBORN: 

H.R. 6086. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to protect the religious free 
exercise and free speech rights of churches 
and other houses of worship; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Ms. McSALLY (for herself, Mr. 
McCAUL, Mr. ROUZER, Mr. LAMALFA, 
Mr. ZINKE, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. FRANKS 
of Arizona, Mr. ROGERS of Alabama, 
Mr. DONOVAN, Mr. KING of New York, 
Mr. GIBSON, Mr. WESTERMAN, Mr. 
CULBERSON, Mr. YOUNG of Iowa, and 
Mr. BRADY of Texas): 

H.R. 6087. A bill to require the completion 
of the digitization of all remaining paper- 
based fingerprint records for inclusion in the 
Automated Biometric Identification System 
(IDENT) of the Department of Homeland Se- 
curity; to the Committee on Homeland Secu- 
rity, and in addition to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. RENACCI (for himself, Miss 
RICE of New York, Mr. COLLINS of 
New York, Mr. HECK of Nevada, Mr. 
ENGEL, Mr. KING of New York, Mr. 
CRAWFORD, Mr. KATKO, and Mr. RYAN 
of Ohio): 

H.R. 6088. A bill to delay for one year the 
release of the Overall Hospital Quality Star 
Ratings, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and in addition 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider- 
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju- 
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. WALKER: 

H.R. 6089. A bill to authorize members and 
former members of the uniformed services 
who are entitled to veterans disability com- 
pensation to continue to participate in the 
Thrift Savings Plan through the deduction 
and deposit of a percentage of their veterans 
disability compensation to the Thrift Sav- 
ings Fund; to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 
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By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: 

H.R. 6090. A bill to provide that section 
4108(5)(C)(iv) of the Elementary and Sec- 
ondary Education Act of 1965 may be known 
as ‘‘Bree’s Law”; to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and the Workforce. 

By Mr. TED LIEU of California (for 


himself, Mr. MULVANEY, Ms. 
GABBARD, Mr. AMASH, and Mr. 
JONES): 


H.J. Res. 98. A joint resolution relating to 
the disapproval of the proposed foreign mili- 
tary sale to the Government of the Kingdom 
of Saudi Arabia of M1A1/A2 Abrams Tank 
structures and other major defense equip- 
ment; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HASTINGS: 

H. Con. Res. 157. Concurrent resolution ex- 
pressing the sense of Congress that the 
United States should continue to exercise its 
veto in the United Nations Security Council 
on resolutions regarding the Israeli-Pales- 
tinian peace process and oppose anti-Israel 
measures considered by the United Nations 
General Assembly; to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. McKINLEY (for himself and Ms. 
ESHOO): 

H. Res. 874. A resolution expressing support 
for designation of the month of September as 
“Rheumatic Disease Awareness Month’’, in 
recognition of the costs imposed by rheu- 
matic diseases, the need for increased med- 
ical research, and the quality care provided 
by trained rheumatologists; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee (for him- 
self, Mr. DESJARLAIS, Mr. COHEN, and 
Mr. ROE of Tennessee): 

H. Res. 877. A resolution encouraging each 
State to enact legislation that increases the 
likelihood of survival after sudden cardiac 
arrest in our Nation’s schools; to the Com- 
mittee on Education and the Workforce, and 
in addition to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with- 
in the jurisdiction of the committee con- 
cerned. 

By Ms. KAPTUR (for herself, Mr. 
LEVIN, Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. ENGEL, 
Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr. ROSKAM, Ms. 
DELAURO, Mr. SMITH of Washington, 
Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Pennsyl- 
vania, Mr. RUSH, Mr. HARRIS, Mr. 
HASTINGS, Mr. PALLONE, Mr. Cos- 
TELLO of Pennsylvania, Mr. LIPINSKI, 
and Mr. PASCRELL): 

H. Res. 878. A resolution recognizing the 
25th anniversary of Ukraine’s act of declara- 
tion of independence from the Soviet Union; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


— 


CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 


Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa- 
tives, the following statements are sub- 
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu- 
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 

By Mr. SMITH of Missouri: 

H.R. 5659. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Constitutional Authority on which 
this bill rests is the power of Congress to lay 
and collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts, and Ex- 
cises, to pay the Debts and provide for the 
common Defence and general Welfare of the 
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United States; but all Duties, Imposts and 
Excises shall be uniform throughout the 
United States, as enumerated in Article I, 
Section 8, Clause 1 of the United States 
Constutition. 

By Mr. TIBERI: 

H.R. 5713. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Constitutional Authority on which 
this bill rests is the power of Congress to lay 
and collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts, and Ex- 
cises, to pay the Debts and provide for the 
common Defence and general Welfare of the 
United States; but all Duties, Imposts and 
Excises shall be uniform throughout the 
United States, as enumerated in Article I, 
Section 8, Clause 1 of the United States 
Constutition. 

By Mr. WILSON of South Carolina: 

H.R. 6068. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8 of the United States 
Constitution. 

By Mr. POE of Texas: 

H.R. 6069. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 

By Mr. ISSA: 

H.R. 6070. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, section 8, clause 1 of the United 
States Constitution grants Congress the 
power to lay and collect taxes, duties, im- 
posts and excises, to pay the debts and pro- 
vide for the common defense and general 
welfare of the United States; 

Article I, section 8, clause 3 of the United 
States Constitution grants Congress the 
power to regulate commerce among the sev- 
eral states; 

Article I, section 8, clause 18 of the United 
States Constitution grants Congress the 
power to make all Laws which shall be nec- 
essary and proper for carrying into Execu- 
tion the foregoing Powers, and all other 
Powers vested by this Constitution in the 
Government of the United States, or in any 
Department or Officer thereof. 

By Mr. FLORES: 

H.R. 6071. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The principal constitutional authority for 
this legislation is clause 7 of section 9 of ar- 
ticle I of the Constitution of the United 
States (the appropriation power), which 
states: “No Money shall be drawn from the 
Treasury, but in Consequence of Appropria- 
tions made by Law... .” In addition, clause 
1 of section 8 of article I of the Constitution 
(the spending power) provides: ‘‘The Con- 
gress shall have the Power ... to pay the 
Debts and provide for the common Defence 
and general Welfare of the United States 
.... Together, these specific constitu- 
tional provisions establish the congressional 
power of the purse, granting Congress the 
authority to appropriate funds, to determine 
their purpose, amount, and period of avail- 
ability, and to set forth terms and conditions 
governing their use.” 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia: 

H.R. 6072. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 4, Clause 1—the times, 
places and manner of holiding Elections for 
Senators and Represenatives, shall be pre- 
scribed ni each state by the Legislature 
thereof; but Congress may at any time make 
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or alter such Regulations, except as to the 
place of choosing Senators. 
By Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia: 

H.R. 6073. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 4, Clause 1—the times, 
places and manner of holiding Elections for 
Senators and Represenatives, shall be pre- 
scribed ni each state by the Legislature 
thereof; but Congress may at any time make 
or alter such Regulations, except as to the 
place of choosing Senators. 

By Mr. FLEMING: 

H.R. 6074. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 9, Clause 7. 

By Mr. KEATING: 

H.R. 6075. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8 of the United States 
Constitution. 

By Mr. BABIN: 

H.R. 6076. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3: 

The Congress shall have power to regulate 
commerce with foreign nations, and among 
the several states, and with Indian tribes. 
and 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18: 

The Congress shall have power to make all 
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow- 
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con- 
stitution in the Government of the United 


States, or in any Department of Officer 
thereof. 
By Mr. ABRAHAM: 
H.R. 6077. 


Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1 and Clause 18 
of the United States Constitution 

By Mr. AGUILAR: 

H.R. 6078. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 1 of Section 8 and Clause 18 of Sec- 
tion 8, of Article 1 of the United States Con- 
stitution. 

By Mr. BURGESS: 

H.R. 6079. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The attached legislation falls under Con- 
gress’ enumerated constitutional authority 
to regulate the postal system pursuant to 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 7. 

By Mr. DESAULNIER 

H.R. 6080. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8. 

By Mr. HARDY: 

H.R. 6081. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

‘clause 2 of section 3 of article IV of the 
Constitution’’. 

By Mr. HUFFMAN: 

H.R. 6082. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18: To make all 
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow- 
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con- 
stitution in the Government of the United 
States, or in any Department or Officer 
thereof. 
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By Mr. ISRAEL: 

H.R. 6083. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the United 
States Constitution 

By Mr. ISRAEL: 

H.R. 6084. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the United 
States Constitution 

By Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas: 

H.R. 6085. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 of the United States 
Constitution 

By Mr. LAMBORN: 

H.R. 6086. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority of Congress 
to enact this legislation is provided by the 
First Amendment of the United States Con- 
stitution, which states that, among other 
things, Congress shall make no law prohib- 
iting the free exercise of religion. 

By Ms. MCSALLY: 

H.R. 6087. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section. 8, Clause 1—The Con- 
gress shall have Power To lay and collect 
Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, to pay 
the Debts and provide for the common 
Defence and general Welfare of the United 
States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United 
States; 

Article 1, Section, Clause 18—To make all 
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow- 
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con- 
stitution in the Government of the United 


States, or in any Department or Officer 
thereof. 
By Mr. RENACCI: 
H.R. 6088. 


Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1 

By Mr. WALKER: 

H.R. 6089. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8 of the United States 
Constitution. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: 

H.R. 6090. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 and Article I, 
Section 8, Clause 18 

By Mr. TED LIEU of California: 

H.J. Res. 98. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

U.S. Constitution, Article I, Section I, 
which includes an implied power for the Con- 
gress to regulate the conduct of the United 
States with respect to foreign affairs; and 
U.S. Constitution, Article I, Section 8, which 
authorizes the Congress to: (1) ‘‘provide for 
the common Defense and general welfare of 
the United States,” and (2) ‘‘make all Laws 
which shall be necessary and proper for car- 
rying into execution the foregoing powers.” 


EE 


ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 


Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu- 
tions, as follows: 
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H.R. 218: Ms. MOORE, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. 
DESAULNIER, Mr. COSTA, Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. 
SARBANES, Ms. JuDY CHU of California, Mr. 
TED LIEU of California, Ms. KUSTER, Mrs. 
BROOKS of Indiana, and Mr. PERRY. 

. 879: Mr. POMPEO and Mr. KEATING. 

. 525: Mr. TED LIEU of California. 

. 546: Mr. POLIQUIN. 

. 604: Mr. HENSARLING. 

. 687: Mr. PITTENGER and Mr. LAMALFA. 
. 745: Mr. DENT. 

H.R. 746: Ms. MCCOLLUM, Mr. NORCROSS, 
and Mr. TONKO. 
. 771: Mr. BUCSHON. 

. 775: Mr. GUINTA. 

. 776: Mr. COOPER. 

. 802: Mr. POLIQUIN. 
. 846: Mrs. LOWEY. 

. 863: Mr. GIBSON. 

. 932: Mr. CICILLINE. 
. 1151: Mr. LATTA. 

H.R. 1192: Mr. GROTHMAN, Ms. ADAMS, Mr. 
DOGGETT, and Mr. AGUILAR. 

H.R. 1220: Mr. ROUZER. 

H.R. 1258: Mr. PERLMUTTER, Mr. JOHNSON of 
Georgia, and Mr. RUSH. 

H.R. 1842: Ms. SEWELL of Alabama and Mr. 
POLIQUIN. 

H.R. 1552: Mr. Norcross, Mr. DOGGETT, and 
Mr. RUSH. 

H.R. 1608: Mr. MURPHY of Florida, Mr. HECK 
of Nevada, Mr. ZINKE, and Mr. ASHFORD. 

H.R. 1653: Miss RICE of New York. 

H.R. 1686: Mr. ZINKE. 

H.R. 1713: Ms. KUSTER and Ms. MENG. 

H.R. 1728: Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York. 

H.R. 1736: Mr. ROSKAM and Mr. RYAN of 
Ohio. 


. 1943: Mr. AGUILAR. 

. 2063: Mr. SMITH of Washington. 

. 2096: Mr. FARENTHOLD. 

. 2170: Ms. JENKINS of Kansas and Ms. 


. 2260: Mr. COURTNEY. 

. 2264: Mr. ISSA. 

. 2278: Mr. HENSARLING. 

. 2293: Mr. RUPPERSBERGER. 

H.R. 2313: Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS and Mr. 
LOBIONDO. 
. 2342: Mr. DOGGETT. 

. 2368: Mr. CLAY and Ms. BORDALLO. 
. 2403: Ms. WILSON of Florida. 

. 2431: Mrs. NAPOLITANO. 

. 2532: Mr. COOPER. 

. 2566: Mr. STEWART. 

. 2660: Mr. LARSEN of Washington. 

H.R. 2710: Mr. BRAT. 

H.R. 2715: Mr. RUPPERSBERGER and Mr. 
PAYNE. 

H.R. 2748: 

H.R. 2752: 

H.R. 2858: 

H.R. 2889: 

H.R. 2902: 
BORDALLO. 

H.R. 2903: 

H.R. 2948: 

H.R. 2057: 

H.R. 2991: Mr. MESSER. 

H.R. 3012: Ms. LOFGREN. 

H.R. 3119: Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Penn- 
sylvania, Mr. KILMER, Mr. RICHMOND, Mr. 
PETERS, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. COURT- 
NEY, Mrs. LAWRENCE, Ms. MAXINE WATERS of 
California, Mr. SERRANO, and Ms. MENG. 

H.R. 3130: Mr. FOSTER and Ms. EDWARDS. 

H.R. 3185: Ms. BORDALLO. 

H.R. 3198: Mrs. NAPOLITANO. 

H.R. 3229: Ms. JENKINS of Kansas. 

H.R. 3235: Mr. BRAT. 

H.R. 3316: Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, Mr. 
DEUTCH, Mr. RUSH, Ms. CLARKE of New York, 
and Mr. NORCROSS. 


Miss RICE of New York. 

Mr. HULTGREN. 

Mr. MARINO. 

Ms. LEE. 

Mr. DENT, Mrs. LOWEY, and Ms. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


RIGELL. 
KELLY of Mississippi. 
AGUILAR. 
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H.R. 3355: Mr. KILMER and Mrs. ROBY. 

H.R. 3410: Mr. HONDA and Mr. SCHIFF. 

H.R. 3660: Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. 

H.R. 3706: Mr. PALLONE, Ms. DUCKWORTH, 
and Mr. KILDEE. 

H.R. 3742: Mr. HARDY, Mr. HANNA, Mrs. 
LUMMIS, Mr. Ross, and Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. 

. 8765: Mr. LAMALFA. 

. 3882: . ELLISON. 

. 8924: . CICILLINE. 

. 3943: . LEWIS. 

. 3952: . DOLD. 

. 3991: . RUIZ and Mr. AGUILAR. 

. 4019: . BROWNLEY of California. 
. 4030: . BROOKS of Alabama. 

H.R. 4184: . DEUTCH, Mr. PAYNE, and Mr. 
DESAULNIER. 

H.R. 4247: Mrs. MIMI WALTERS of California. 

H.R. 4298: Ms. TITUS, Mr. JOHNSON of Geor- 
gia, Mr. HECK of Washington, and Mrs. LUM- 
MIS. 

H.R. 4559: Mr. ABRAHAM. 

H.R. 4575: Mr. LUCAS. 

H.R. 4603: Mr. SWALWELL of California. 

H.R. 4625: Mr. JOYCE and Mr. AGUILAR. 

H.R. 4626: Mr. COLE, Mr. NADLER, Ms. KAP- 
TUR, Mr. MICA, Mr. LARSON of Connecticut, 
and Mr. VAN HOLLEN. 

H.R. 4657: Ms. MCCOLLUM. 

H.R. 4764: Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. WITTMAN, and 
Mr. QUIGLEY. 

H.R. 4773: Mr. RATCLIFFE and Mr. MEAD- 
ows. 

H.R. 4816: Mr. KLINE and Mr. TURNER. 

H.R. 4818: Mr. PETERSON, Mr. BILIRAKIS, 
Mr. GOSAR, and Mr. LAHOOD. 

H.R. 4863: Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana. 

H.R. 4919: Ms. BROWNLEY of California, Mr. 
VAN HOLLEN, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Mr. KEATING, 
Miss RICE of New York, Ms. WILSON of Flor- 
ida, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mrs. BEATTY, Ms. LEE, 
Mr. STIVERS, Mr. LANGEVIN, Ms. SCHA- 
KOWSKY, Ms. JUDY CHU of California, Ms. 
JACKSON LEE, Ms. CLARKE of New York, and 
Mr. CONYERS. 

H.R. 4927: Mr. HIGGINS. 

H.R. 4980: Mr. FLEISCHMANN, Mr. GIBBS, Mr. 
BISHOP of Michigan, Mr. DUNCAN of South 
Carolina, Mr. HENSARLING, Mr. HARDY, Mr. 
WILSON of South Carolina, Mr. LATTA, and 
Mr. COLE. 

H.R. 5009: Ms. SINEMA. 

H.R. 5015: Mr. ISSA and Mr. LATTA. 

H.R. 5090: Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois, Mr. 
BABIN, Mr. COURTNEY, and Mr. ABRAHAM. 

H.R. 5177: Mr. YOUNG of Iowa. 

H.R. 5182: Mr. DOLD and Mr. KELLY of 
Pennsylvania. 

. 5224: Mr. JONES. 

. 5292: Ms. LOFGREN. 

. 5321: Mr. MULVANEY. 

. 5410: Mr. FLEISCHMANN. 

. 5418: Mr. MCCLINTOCK, Mr. McKINLEY, 
Mr. MARCHANT, and Mr. HUDSON. 

H.R. 5482: Mr. ROONEY of Florida and Mr. 
GUINTA. 

H.R. 5545: Mr. MARCHANT. 

H.R. 5584: Mr. GIBSON, Mr. MCNERNEY, and 
Mr. SCHIFF. 
. 5589: 
. 5600: 
. 5628: 
. 5650: 
. 5689: 


. FLEISCHMANN. 
. NUGENT. 

. BONAMICI. 

. BORDALLO. 

. POLIS. 

. 5692: . LOWENTHAL. 

H.R. 5721: Mr. MARCHANT. 

H.R. 5727: Mr. WEBER of Texas and Mr. 
ZELDIN. 

H.R. 5732: Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Mr. 
CROWLEY, Mr. STIVERS, Mr. HONDA, Mr. PRICE 
of North Carolina, and Mr. HURD of Texas. 

H.R. 5765: Ms. DUCKWORTH and Ms. KAPTUR. 

H.R. 5812: Mr. BRAT. 

H.R. 5813: Mr. PETERS and Mr. ROUZER. 
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H.R. 5850: Mr. CICILLINE and Mr. POCAN. 

H.R. 5851: Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. ESHOO, and 
Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New York. 

H.R. 5866: Mr. MCNERNEY. 

H.R. 5883: Mr. ROGERS of Alabama and Mr. 
PITTENGER. 

H.R. 5904: Mr. HUELSKAMP 

H.R. 5931: Mr. TURNER and Mr. WENSTRUP. 

H.R. 5941: Mr. ROUZER. 

H.R. 5942: Mr. COHEN, Mr. WILSON of South 
Carolina, and Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali- 
fornia. 

H.R. 5961: Mr. PITTS and Mr. KINZINGER of 
Illinois. 

H.R. 5962: Mr. DONOVAN and Mr. HINOJOSA. 

H.R. 5963: Mr. BISHOP of Michigan, Mr. 
ROKITA, Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, Mr. 
RoE of Tennessee, Ms. STEFANIK, Mr. THOMP- 
SON of Pennsylvania, Mr. BARLETTA, Ms. 
ADAMS, Ms. BONAMICI, Mr. TAKANO, Mr. 
DESAULNIER, Mr. CARDENAS, Mr. HINOJOSA, 
Ms. BASS, and Mr. SMITH of Washington. 

H.R. 5965: Mr. FARR. 

H.R. 5980: Mr. Norcross, Ms. LORETTA SAN- 
CHEZ of California, Ms. ESsHoo, Mr. 
GUTIERREZ, Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, 
Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. 
HECK of Washington, and Mr. LARSEN of 
Washington. 

H.R. 5989: Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 
New York, Mr. COFFMAN, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, 
and Mr. MOULTON. 

H.R. 5996: Ms. BASS. 

H.R. 5999: Mr. HENSARLING, Mr. SEAN PAT- 
RICK MALONEY of New York, and Mr. 
FITZPATRICK. 
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H.R. 6010: Ms. GRAHAM. 

H.R. 6013: Mr. PocaNn. 

H.R. 6016: Mr. SESSIONS. 

H.R. 6023: Ms. PLASKETT. 

H.R. 6030: Ms. MOORE. 

H.R. 6034: Mr. LAMALFA, Mr. GOSAR, and 
Mr. CHABOT. 

H.R. 6043: Mr. NADLER, Mr. CONYERS, Ms. 
CASTOR of Florida, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. BLU- 
MENAUER, Mr. POCAN, and Mr. YARMUTH. 

H.R. 6045: Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania and 
Mr. WALBERG. 

H.R. 6061: Ms. KAPTUR and Mr. LEWIS. 

H.R. 6062: Mr. LANGEVIN. 

H.R. 6066: Mrs. COMSTOCK. 

H. Con. Res. 19: Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsyl- 
vania. 

H. Con. Res. 114: Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER. 

H. Con. Res. 133: Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRIS- 
HAM of New Mexico. 

H. Con. Res. 140: Mrs. ELLMERS of North 
Carolina, Mr. LANCE, Mr. DOLD, Mr. MESSER, 
Mr. COLE, Mr. SMITH of Washington, Mr. 
WESTERMAN, and Mr. ROYCE. 

H. Con. Res. 143: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY and Mr. 
MCGOVERN. 

H. Con. Res. 150: Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY 
of New York. 

H. Con. Res. 155: Mr. HUIZENGA of Michi- 
gan. 

H. Res. 94: Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali- 
fornia. 

H. Res. 289: Mr. DOGGETT. 

H. Res. 403: Mr. COOPER. 

H. Res. 540: Mr. QUIGLEY. 

H. Res. 590: Mr. BISHOP of Michigan, Ms. 
TSONGAS, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. 
GUTHRIE, and Mr. ROE of Tennessee 
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H. Res. 625: Mr. BISHOP of Utah. 

H. Res. 703: Mr. ROONEY of Florida. 

H. Res. 766: Mr. COHEN. 

H. Res. 782: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. 

H. Res. 808: Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York. 

H. Res. 
POCAN. 

H. Res. 853: Mr. MASSIE. 


840: Mrs. NAPOLITANO and Mr. 


CONGRESSIONAL EARMARKS, LIM- 
ITED TAX BENEFITS, OR LIM- 
ITED TARIFF BENEFITS 


Under clause 9 of rule XXI, lists or 
statements on congressional earmarks, 
limited tax benefits, or limited tariff 
benefits were submitted as follows: 


The amendment to be offered by Rep- 
resentative CICILLINE or a designee to H.R. 
3438, the Require Evaluation before Imple- 
menting Executive Wishlists Act, does not 
contain any congressional earmarks, limited 
tax benefits, or limited tariff benefits as de- 
fined in clause 9 of rule XXI. 

The amendment to be offered by Rep- 
resentative POLIQUIN, or a designee, to H.R. 
5461, the Iranian Leadership Asset Trans- 
parency Act does not contain any congres- 
sional earmarks, limited tax benefits, or lim- 
ited tariff benefits as defined in clause 9 of 
rule XXI. 
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HONORING BOB BROWNSTEIN 
HON. MICHAEL M. HONDA 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. HONDA. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor Mr. Bob Brownstein. | am joined by my 
colleagues Congresswoman ZOE LOFGREN 
and Congresswoman ANNA ESHOO. Bob is re- 
tiring from his 17-year career as Policy Direc- 
tor of Working Partnerships USA, but his dedi- 
cation and service to working families in the 
Bay Area has spanned over 40 years. His 
commitment to creating a better, more just fu- 
ture for Silicon Valley makes him a hallmark of 
leadership in our community. 

A native of the Bronx, Bob grew up admiring 
the towering photograph of President Franklin 
D. Roosevelt that hung in his father’s hard- 
ware store. To the young boy and his father, 
President Roosevelt represented a higher ech- 
elon of politician and public servant—one who 
devoted his career to empowering the under- 
privileged and the underserved. It was in the 
manner and legacy of President Roosevelt 
that Bob embarked on his own career in public 
service, driven by his steadfast faith in and vi- 
sion of societal progress. 

Bob Brownstein entered the California polit- 
ical scene in 1977, and his impact was imme- 
diately felt across the region. He changed 
local government and city politics as he led ef- 
forts to elect San Jose officials by district, giv- 
ing greater representation for residents in City 
Hall. Later, he was instrumental in establishing 
the partnership between the city and San Jose 
State University to build the Martin Luther King 
Library. 

Bob, a lifelong advocate for workers, was 
the driving force behind the 1998 movement 
for living wages. He led two campaigns to 
raise the minimum wage and worked closely 
to reform San Jose’s rent control laws. He 
played a significant role in passing the Living 
Wage ordinance, which raised San Jose’s liv- 
ing wage to what was then the highest in the 
nation while still creating an infrastructure for 
job growth. Most recently, Bob led an initiative 
to ensure part-time workers receive fair con- 
sideration for increased work hours. 

As the Director of Policy and Research with 
Working Partnerships USA, Bob not only 
fought for the rights and agenda of the 
disenfranchised, but has become one of the 
most prominent voices in health care policy. 
He was the architect of Children’s Health Ini- 
tiative, making Santa Clara County the first in 
the country to provide health coverage to 
nearly every child. He has been the catalyst 
for profound reinvention in our community, 
bringing both tangible and institutional 
change—a rich legacy that will continue to im- 
pact lives for generations. 

Mr. Speaker, | commend Mr. Bob 
Brownstein for his years of dedication and 


commitment to our community both as an ad- 
vocate for progressive values and as an out- 
standing public servant. His relentless pursuit 
to empower those in need will forever be re- 
membered and appreciated by the many lives 
he has touched and will continue to influence. 


EEE 
40TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE RICH- 
MOND COUNTY PIPES AND 
DRUMS 


HON. DANIEL M. DONOVAN, JR. 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
commemorate the 40th anniversary of the 
Richmond County Pipes and Drums. 

Formed in 1975, the Richmond County 
Pipes and Drums have been actively involved 
in the Staten Island community. They have 
marched in parades, played at community 
events, and participated in fundraisers for local 
causes, bringing joy to anyone who gets the 
chance to listen. In fact, the first parade they 
marched in was in March 1976 for America’s 
Bicentennial, for which they were appropriately 
dressed in red, white, and blue uniforms. Fur- 
thermore, they perform at almost every Celtic 
event throughout New York City. They have 
even participated in hundreds of events in Up- 
state New York, Long Island, New Jersey, and 
Pennsylvania over the years. 

Most importantly, however, is the work that 
the Richmond County Pipes and Drums do for 
those who put their lives on the line to protect 
others. They are enthusiastic and patriotic 
supporters of our military and our veterans, for 
whom they have performed on numerous oc- 
casions. They have paid tribute to our nation’s 
servicemen killed or missing in action, as well 
as local firefighters and policemen. They have 
demonstrated tremendous support for our first 
responders, proving just how dedicated to giv- 
ing back they are. 

Mr. Speaker, the Richmond County Pipes 
and Drums are dedicated servants in the Stat- 
en Island community. | thank them for their 
great work and congratulate them on their 40 
years of performance. 


EE 


THANKING STARBUCKS AND THEIR 
UPSTANDERS SERIES FOR REC- 
OGNIZING THE BALDWIN PROM- 
ISE 


HON. BILL HUIZENGA 
OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, September 20, 2016 
Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, | 


rise today to thank Starbucks and their 
Upstanders series for recognizing Baldwin 


Community Schools and the Baldwin Promise. 
It is wonderful to see an organization highlight 
a caring community like Baldwin, which united 
to raise funds that will help their children pay 
for college. 

The Upstanders series all began with an 
idea from Starbucks’ CEO Howard Schultz 
and Executive Vice President Rajiv 
Chandrasekaran. It was created to showcase 
uplifting American stories and bring citizens 
across our nation together. Chandrasekaran 
stated the Upstanders mission well when he 
quipped, “Our goal is very simple: we want to 
connect with millions of Americans and inspire 
and engage them. Thats it.” If Starbucks is 
looking for an inspiring community, then they 
chose the perfect one in Michigan’s second 
district with Baldwin. 

Baldwin Community Schools was des- 
ignated as a Michigan Promise Zone in 2009, 
meaning that every child in Baldwin has a tui- 
tion free path to a college education. Earning 
this designation took commitment and sacrifice 
from the entire Baldwin community. In order to 
be designated, the village of Baldwin had to 
privately fundraise over $100,000. Baldwin 
looked within for donations, even though it is 
located in Lake County, where more than 24 
percent of residents live below the poverty 
level. Nevertheless, the citizens of Baldwin 
banded together, giving whatever they could. 

Baldwin exceeded their goal by 150 percent, 
raising more than $160,000 to put a down 
payment on their children’s future. Because of 
the community’s sacrifice, Baldwin earned the 
Promise Zone designation. Now, any student 
who graduates from Baldwin High School is 
granted $5,000 per year for four years to at- 
tend the college of their choice. 

The people of Baldwin and their commit- 
ment to their community and one another truly 
exemplify what West Michigan is all about. | 
want to thank Starbucks for creating the 
Upstanders series and sharing Baldwin’s story 
with the nation. 


Ee 


TRIBUTE TO CORPORAL LEE KARR 
OF THE CITY OF PUEBLO, COLO- 
RADO POLICE DEPARTMENT 


HON. SCOTT R. TIPTON 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. TIPTON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor Corporal Lee Karr of the City of Pueblo 
Colorado Police Department for his out- 
standing duty and assistance to the citizens of 
Pueblo. During his normal duties of the day, 
Corporal Lee Karr went above and beyond his 
call of duty to assist a victim of robbery. 

On September 12, 2016, Corporal Karr, and 
a fellow officer, were called to assist a 51 year 
old woman who had been a victim of robbery 
at a bus stop in the City of Pueblo, Colorado. 


@ This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 


Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor. 
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Karr and the other officer carried out their pro- 
tocol, and then Officer Karr took his commit- 
ment of public service to another level. 

After comforting the victim, Karr placed her 
in a cool, air-conditioned police car and began 
assisting her with sorting out issues associ- 
ated with the items that were stolen. The vic- 
tim needed a new State of Colorado ID, bank 
and Medicaid cards—all the items that were 
stolen from her purse. Corporal Karr paid for 
these items out of his own pocket without any 
hesitation. Once the issue of her cards were 
resolved, Corporal Karr drove the victim to her 
destination and then, finally to her home. 

Mr. Speaker, Corporal Karr went above and 
beyond the call of public service to assist a 
member of his community. | commend him on 
a job well done, and thank him for serving as 
an exemplary model of public service and 
safety. Each and every day law enforcement 
officers perform these selfless acts of kind- 
ness and generosity in their communities. | am 
proud to honor Corporal Karr and his commit- 
ment to the City of Pueblo and its people. 


eee 


CONGRATULATING GERALDINE 
JONES ON BECOMING PRESIDENT 
OF CALIFORNIA UNIVERSITY OF 
PENNSYLVANIA 


HON. BILL SHUSTER 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate Geraldine M. Jones, the seventh 
president of California University of Pennsyl- 
vania. This past April, the board of governors 
for Pennsylvania's State System of Higher 
Education concluded a year-long, nationwide 
search for the university's top position by 
unanimously selecting Mrs. Jones, who had 
been serving as the university’s interim presi- 
dent. 

President Jones is no stranger to the Vulcan 
community or to western Pennsylvania. She 
graduated in 1972 from then-named California 
State College with a bachelor of education de- 
gree, and later earned her master’s degree in 
education at California in 1980. She was a 
school teacher to second-grade students in 
Uniontown, Pennsylvania, and later returned 
to her alma mater to serve as a program di- 
rector for Upward Bound and chair the Depart- 
ment of Academic Development Services. She 
went on to serve as the associate dean of the 
College of Education and Human Services for 
two years before taking on the role of college 
dean from 2000-2008. In July of 2008, she 
was selected as provost and vice president for 
academic affairs, which she held until she was 
appointed as acting, and then interim, univer- 
sity president. 

Somehow, she still finds time to pay it for- 
ward and be an active member of her commu- 
nity. She serves as a board member on local 
and regional community organizations, such 
as the Washington County Community Foun- 
dation and the Washington County Chamber 
of Commerce. She has been a lifelong mem- 
ber of Mt. Zion AME Church in Brownsville, 
PA. 

California University will hold a formal instal- 
lation ceremony for President Jones on Octo- 


EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


ber 14, 2016. President Jones has spent her 
whole life serving the educational community 
and the people of western Pennsylvania, and 
has been a living embodiment of the Univer- 
sitys core values: integrity, civility, and re- 
sponsibility. California University of Pennsyl- 
vania is fortunate to have her, and | am hon- 
ored to be able to congratulate her on this mo- 
mentous achievement. 


Se 


IN TRIBUTE TO JOAN LIND 
VAN BLOM 


HON. ALAN S. LOWENTHAL 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Speaker, in every 
sport, in every art, in every field of human en- 
deavor, there are figures that impact history so 
deeply that the future is reshaped forever. 

They are icons, pioneers, and trailblazers. 

Joan Lind Van Blom belongs among this 
pantheon. 

A graduate of Wilson High School and Cali- 
fornia State Long Beach, Joan is widely con- 
sidered the greatest American female athlete 
to have ever competed in the sport of rowing. 

Joan was a trailblazer, paving the way for 
women in the U.S. to compete on the inter- 
national rowing stage. 

During her rowing career, she was the top 
single sculler in America for nearly a decade 
and won 14 national titles. 

In 1976, she won a silver medal in the XXI 
Summer Games in Montreal, Canada, becom- 
ing the first U.S. woman to win an Olympic 
medal in rowing. Four years later, again a 
member of the U.S. Olympic team, she was 
the favorite to win the gold in Moscow, but the 
U.S. delegation boycotted the Moscow 
Games. In the XXIII Summer Games in Los 
Angeles in 1984 she returned to the medal 
stand earning a silver medal. 

The same year she married coach, former 
Olympian, and National Rowing Hall of Famer 
John Van Blom, and for the last three decades 
the pair have enjoyed the title of the First Cou- 
ple of Rowing. 

She went on to be inducted in the Wilson 
High, Cal State Long Beach, Century Club, 
and National Rowing halls of fame. Joan still 
holds 11 indoor rowing world records. 

Joan also served the Long Beach Unified 
School District for over three decades, 25 
years of that as a teacher and then another 
decade as the district's first physical education 
curriculum leader. She was instrumental in 
winning a million-dollar grant to put rowing 
machines in each of LBUSD’s nine high 
schools. 

In 2014 she was given the prestigious Er- 
nestine Bayer Award for her deep contribu- 
tions to the entire sport of rowing. 

One year ago she passed away in her Long 
Beach home at the age of 62. 

Her smile and joy of life served as a bea- 
con, drawing people from her past back to 
her, and her husband John said the last two 
years while Joan battled brain cancer were 
filled with reconnections and reunions with 
people from throughout their life. 

In addition to her husband John, Joan is 
also survived by son John Jr. and her sisters, 
Loretta Madsen and Carol Hansen. 
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IN HONOR OF E15 DAY 


HON. ROD BLUM 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. BLUM. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in cele- 
bration of E15 Day on September 16th, when 
gasoline retailers can once again sell E15 to 
American consumers and to urge the Environ- 
mental Protection Agency (EPA) to remove 
regulatory barriers which prevent the sale of 
E15 year round. 

The EPA first created the 1-psi waiver of the 
Reid Vapor Pressure (RVP) to increase the 
availability of 10 percent ethanol blends. As a 
result, nearly every gallon of gasoline sold in 
the United States contains ethanol. However, 
the EPA has been unwilling to provide a simi- 
lar waiver for E15 gasoline blends. This 
means E15 cannot be sold during the summer 
months, causing many retailers to not carry 
the higher blend and restricting access to re- 
newable fuels. 

In response to these burdensome restric- 
tions, | introduced H.R. 1944, the Fuel Choice 
and Deregulation Act. This legislation would 
extend the RVP waiver to include gasoline 
blended with more than 10 percent ethanol, al- 
lowing gas stations to sell E15 year round. 

| urge the EPA to repeal these archaic and 
meaningless regulations and increase access 
to E15 gasoline. 

| applaud Governor Branstad for recognizing 
E15 Day in lowa, and | hope Congress con- 
tinues to work on enacting policy which in- 
creases consumer access and savings at the 
pump. 

| am proud of the vital role lowa has in de- 
veloping and providing America with cleaner 
energy sources. Drivers across the country 
are fueling their cars with lowa grown ethanol. 
By allowing access to E15 year round, we can 
give consumers greater choice while helping 
our environment. 


HAPPY DOUBLE TEN DAY 


HON. BLAKE FARENTHOLD 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. FARENTHOLD. Mr. Speaker, Monday, 
October 10 is Taiwan’s National Day—also 
known as Double Ten Day. On the eve of this 
special occasion, | would like to offer my early 
wishes to the people and government of Tai- 
wan. 

Taiwan is a very close trade partner and se- 
curity ally of the U.S. in the Asia-Pacific re- 
gion. Formosa Plastics Corporation, a Tai- 
wanese company invested in the congres- 
sional district | represent and create lots of job 
opportunities to my constituency. It sets a 
good example of Taiwan-U.S. economic rela- 
tionship. 

Last June, Eva Air, one of the biggest Tai- 
wanese airline companies launched the direct 
flight route between Dallas, Texas and Taipei, 
Taiwan. The direct flight further facilitates the 
passenger and cargo movement between the 
two nations. 
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| am glad to see closer trade ties between 
Taiwan and the U.S. and | realize that Taiwan 
should be included in the International Civil 
Aviation Organization (ICAO), which works to 
secure the civil aviation throughout the world. 
The ICAO’s 39th Triennial Assembly will be 
soon taking place shortly in Montreal, begin- 
ning on September 27. We hope that Taiwan 
will be invited to attend the Assembly as three 
years ago. 

Again, | wish the people of Taiwan a Happy 
Double Ten Day, and | look forward to working 
closely with Taiwanese people to further en- 
hance our bilateral relations. 


Ee 


IN HONOR OF THE 20TH ANNIVER- 
SARY OF O’NEILL SEA ODYSSEY 


HON. SAM FARR 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. FARR. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to mark 
the 20th anniversary of O’Neill Sea Odyssey, 
a remarkable science education organization 
based in Santa Cruz, California. It started as 
the brainchild of Jack O’Neill, the inventor of 
the modern wetsuit worn by surfers, divers, 
kayakers, and other water enthusiasts the 
world over. Now 93, Jack spent much of the 
last 60 years building the wetsuit company 
that bears his name into an internationally rec- 
ognized brand of excellence. 

Throughout that time, Jack retained and 
grew a deep commitment to protecting the 
oceans as well as an unbinding love for the 
Santa Cruz coast and the Monterey Bay that 
he has called home since 1959. In 1996, he 
founded O’Neill Sea Odyssey as a community 
based non-profit dedicated to educating school 
children about the ocean science and the 
ocean environment. The program is located in 
Santa Cruz Harbor and takes 4th, 5th, and 6th 
graders onto Monterey Bay on a specially 
equipped sail catamaran to teach the fun- 
damentals of science and environmental stew- 
ardship. 

Under the long term leadership of executive 
director Dan Haifley, the program has grown 
into an innovative education program that in- 
corporates a curriculum in line with the latest 
Common Core and Next Generation Science 
Standards. The program’s instructors enjoy a 
three to one ratio with students. They teach 
mathematics using navigation techniques; ma- 
rine ecology, including the kelp forest, marine 
mammals, and human impacts on Monterey 
Bay; and marine biology, focused on exam- 
ining and learning about plankton as a basis 
for study of the marine food web. Lessons 
taught during the ocean-going field trip are 
supplemented with in-classroom curriculum 
that participating students can use. Over 
90,000 students have experienced this re- 
markable program since its inception, and that 
number grows every year. 

In June of 2016, O’Neill Sea Odyssey en- 
tered into a partnership with Public Consulting 
Group’s education department to distribute the 
OSO curriculum nationally through Pepper, 
PCG’s online curriculum development tool for 
teachers. The goal is for teachers and district 
administrators to use the OSO curriculum for 
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their required continuing education units, help- 
ing teachers to reach their learning goals 
through marine science education. 

In 2004, O’Neill Sea Odyssey earned the 
Governors Environmental and Economic 
Leadership Award. Other awards and include: 
Senator BOXER’s 2008 Environmental Cham- 
pion award; the Adam Webster Memorial Fund 
received the Community Spinners award; and 
The Silicon Valley Business Journal’s Commu- 
nity Impact Award, to name just a few. 

Mr. Speaker, | know that | speak for the 
whole House in both congratulating and thank- 
ing Jack O'Neill, Dan Haifley, and the whole 
Sea Odyssey crew, from its board, boat pilot, 
and instructors to its interns and participating 
teachers. The world is a better place because 
of your efforts. Congratulations on 20 years of 
success. We look forward to many more. 


EE 


HONORING THE 2016 NIPSCO 
LUMINARY AWARD RECIPIENTS 


HON. PETER J. VISCLOSKY 


OF INDIANA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Speaker, it is with 
great respect and admiration that | rise to 
commend the recipients of this year’s NIPSCO 
Luminary Awards. The Luminary Awards were 
created to honor prominent individuals or or- 
ganizations for their exemplary leadership. 
This year’s honorees include Barb Young, Jim 
Staton, Thomas Keon, and the Shirley Heinze 
Land Trust. For their outstanding contributions 
to the community in Northwest Indiana and 
beyond, the honorees will be recognized at a 
ceremony on Thursday, September 22, 2016, 
at NiSource Corporate Headquarters in 
Merrillville, Indiana. 

Barb Young, president and chief executive 
officer of the Porter County Community Foun- 
dation, is the recipient of this year’s Commu- 
nity Leadership Award. Barb will be retiring 
from her position at the end of 2016 after 
serving the last twenty years as the founda- 
tion’s president. During her tenure, Barb as- 
sisted with the issuing of more than $18 mil- 
lion in grants to non-profit organizations and 
scholarships for county residents. She was 
also heavily involved in the establishment of 
Empower Porter County, an organization cre- 
ated with the mission of fighting substance 
abuse. In addition, Barb has been instrumental 
in the development of a ten-year plan to end 
homelessness in Porter County. Barb Young 
is a leader in every sense of the word, and 
she is most worthy of this prestigious honor. 

Jim Staton, Regional Director for the Indiana 
Economic Development Commission (IEDC), 
is the recipient of the Economic Development 
Award. Jim has been a trailblazer for eco- 
nomic development in Northwest Indiana since 
the early 1990s. Through his position with the 
IEDC, Jim is committed to bringing jobs and 
investment to Northwest Indiana through 
projects and organizations such as BP’s $4 
billion plus expansion, Hoist Lift Trucks in East 
Chicago, Pratt Industries in Valparaiso, Alcoa 
in La Porte, Modern Forge in Merrillville, 
Green Sense Farms in Portage, and many, 
many more. This year, Jim was named one of 
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America’s top 50 economic developers by 
Consultant Connect. For his outstanding con- 
tributions to the growth and development of 
Northwest Indiana and beyond, Jim Staton is 
worthy of the highest praise. 

Chancellor Thomas Keon, of Purdue Univer- 
sity Northwest, is the recipient of the 2016 Ed- 
ucator Award. Under his leadership and direc- 
tion, Chancellor Keon works with the Univer- 
sity to foster collaboration between business 
and education through innovation. Some ex- 
amples of this partnership include the founding 
and creating of the Center for Innovation 
through Visualization and Simulation, the En- 
ergy Center, the Center for Business and Eco- 
nomic Development, and the Commercializa- 
tion and Manufacturing Excellence Center. For 
his exceptional dedication to empowering indi- 
viduals through education, Chancellor Thomas 
Keon is an inspiration to his students and the 
community and is truly deserving of this out- 
standing accolade. 

The Shirley Heinze Land Trust is the recipi- 
ent of the Environmental Stewardship Award. 
Since its founding in 1981, the Shirley Heinze 
Land Trust has worked to protect the habitats 
and ecosystems of Northwest Indiana and to 
educate residents about land conservation. 
Currently, it is managing more than 2,100 
acres in Lake, Porter, LaPorte, and Saint Jo- 
seph counties. The organization works with a 
vast group of volunteers, professionals, and 
businesses to maintain and protect these 
grounds. Recently, the organization’s first cap- 
ital campaign raised $4.6 million and will add 
400 acres of preserved land, while restoring 
an additional 250 acres. For its truly important 
environmental work, the Shirley Heinze Land 
Trust is most deserved of this exceptional 
honor. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask you and my other col- 
leagues to join me in commending these re- 
markable leaders, innovators, and organiza- 
tions. For their outstanding contributions to the 
community of Northwest Indiana and their un- 
wavering commitment to improving the quality 
of life for its residents, each recipient is worthy 
of the honors bestowed upon them. 


HONORING DR. KENJI HAMADA 
HON. ROBERT B. ADERHOLT 


OF ALABAMA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Speaker, today | would 
like to recognize the contributions to North 
Alabama made by Dr. Kenji Hamada of Ari- 
zona. 

Dr. Hamada is a highly regarded optometrist 
who has dedicated his life to helping preserve 
and restore eyesight to countless individuals. 
His care and concern has also extended to 
those in other states. 

Several years ago through his service with 
Optometry Cares, Dr. Hamada met Alabama 
State Representative Johnny Mack Morrow 
and his wife, Dr. Martha Morrow, a fellow op- 
tometrist, who introduced him to North Ala- 
bama. At this time, Dr. Hamada was looking to 
develop a program for visually impaired chil- 
dren. Little did he know that a program was al- 
ready in the works between the Helen Keller 
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Birthplace Foundation and Optometry Cares— 
The AOA Foundation. The first “Camp Cour- 
age: A Helen Keller Experience” for blind and 
severely visually impaired children was held in 
October 2013, and Dr. Hamada was imme- 
diately sold on the concept and became an 
advocate and funding supporter. 

Since this initial meeting between the Mor- 
rows and Dr. Hamada, he has dedicated a 
great deal of his time and resources to sup- 
port programs to help visually challenged chil- 
dren in Alabama. Through his support and 
partnership with organizations like the Amer- 
ican Optometric Association Foundation, many 
children have been assisted with or cured of 
their visual impairments. In addition to his sup- 
port of optometry care, he has also financially 
supported other groups in Alabama such as 
the University of North Alabama Summer The- 
atre and the Alabama Music Hall of Fame. 

| would like to commend Dr. Hamada for his 
service and dedication to the people of North 
Alabama. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, | believe it 
is fitting and proper that Dr. Kenji Hamada be 
an Honorary Ambassador for North Alabama 
for all his contributions and service to the re- 
gion. 


a 


RECOGNIZING THE 100TH ANNIVER- 
SARY OF THE CHAZY CENTRAL 
RURAL SCHOOL DISTRICT 


HON. ELISE M. STEFANIK 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Ms. STEFANIK. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor and recognize the 100th anniversary of 
the Chazy Central Rural School District in 
Chazy, New York. The Chazy Central Rural 
School District was the first centralized rural 
school district in the United States. Since its 
founding in 1916, through the consolidation of 
eleven rural schools, Chazy Central has given 
children in the community the educational ad- 
vantages they would receive living in a large 
city. 

The new school opened its doors on No- 
vember 14, 1916, and was soon recognized 
throughout the world as an_ extraordinary 
school for a town of 800 residents. The build- 
ing itself stood five stories tall and supported 
a bell tower that was seventy-one feet higher 
than the fifth floor roof. The school consisted 
of forty-four rooms, and boasted an English 
room modeled in the Tudor style, an audito- 
rium capable of seating 1100 people, and two 
gymnasiums and swimming pools. There was 
also a fully equipped nursing office and a den- 
tist on staff to ensure that the students had 
access to the best healthcare. 

At the time of its founding, Chazy Central 
had special departments in agriculture, indus- 
trial arts, household arts, library, music, and 
physical education. The student body con- 
sisted of eight grades and a four year high 
school program. 

Today, the Chazy Central Rural School Dis- 
trict consists of an elementary school and a 
junior-senior high school, and the school dis- 
trict remains committed to providing students 
with an excellent education and the resources 
they need to become successful adults. Begin- 
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ning in elementary school, students have ac- 
cess to computer labs and music and art 
classes, and as they grow, are afforded oppor- 
tunities like travelling to Model United Nations 
Conferences and participating in different 
sports programs. 

As the first rural school district in the United 
States, Chazy Central School District has suc- 
cessfully educated students for 100 years. 
Congratulations to the Chazy Central Rural 
School District. | want to wish its teachers, ad- 
ministrators, students, and alumni all the best 
in the future. 

Í e 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. BILL PASCRELL, JR. 


OF NEW JERSEY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Speaker, on Sep- 
tember 12, 2016, | missed the two roll call 
votes of the day. Had | been present | would 
have voted: 

AYE—Roll Call No. 496—H. Res. 847, Ex- 
pressing the sense of the House of Rep- 
resentatives about a national strategy for the 
Internet of Things to promote economic growth 
and consumer empowerment. 

AYE—Roll Call No. 497—H. Res. 835, Ex- 
pressing the sense of the House of Rep- 
resentatives that the United States should 
adopt a national policy for technology to pro- 
mote consumers’ access to financial tools and 
online commerce to promote economic growth 
and consumer empowerment. 


KENNETH RAY HOUSTON 


HON. TED POE 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, it is with 
great pride that | recognize Pro Football Hall 
of Famer, Kenny Houston, and pay tribute to 
his contributions to his alma mater, Prairie 
View A&M University. Kenny is one of the best 
football players to ever play the game; he is 
an outstanding member of our community, on 
and off the field. 

Kenny was born and raised in Lufkin, Texas 
and attended Dunbar High School where he 
started his long career in one of Texas’ favor- 
ite past times, football. After graduating from 
high school in 1962, he chose to play football 
for Prairie View A&M University. During his 
time at Prairie View, he was a standout All- 
American in the Southwestern Athletic Con- 
ference, and the Panthers won the 1963-1964 
Black College National Championship Football 
title. 

The Houston Oilers made Kenny their 9th 
round pick in the 1967 draft, once again keep- 
ing him close to Texas. He played six seasons 
with the Houston Oilers, four under head 
coach Wally Lemm. Houston fans were upset 
when the Oilers traded Kenny in 1973 to the 
Washington Redskins. He then went on to 
play eight seasons in the prime of his career 
until he retired in 1980. He played a total of 
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14 seasons and 196 games in the National 
Football League. In recognition of his tremen- 
dous talent, he played in ten pro bowls and 
was named to the NFL’s 1970s All-Decade 
Team, the NFL’s All-Time 75th Anniversary 
Team and in 1999, Sporting News named him 
one of the 100 greatest players in NFL history. 
He was inducted into the Pro Football Hall of 
Fame in 1986. 

Despite his big league career and national 
stardom, Kenny has never lost the small town 
values that helped shape him. After his profes- 
sional football career, he followed his passion 
to teach and coach and remains a strong ad- 
vocate for students. He is a dedicated family 
man, having been married to his wife Gustie 
for 49 years, and he is also the proud father 
of two grown children. 

On behalf of the Second Congressional Dis- 
trict of Texas, | commend this remarkable 
leader for giving back to our community, being 
a role model for our youth, and helping the 
next generation of athletes achieve their 
dream of attending college and playing football 
at the collegiate level. 

And that’s just the way it is. 


SE 


CONGRATULATING GEN. NORTON 
A. SCHWARTZ ON RECEIVING 
THE WILLIAM J. DONOVAN 
AWARD 


HON. BARBARA COMSTOCK 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mrs. COMSTOCK. Mr. Speaker, | rise to 
recognize Gen. Norton A. Schwartz on receiv- 
ing the William J. Donovan Award from the Of- 
fice of Strategic Services (OSS) Society. This 
special honor is one shared with a select 
group of great men and women who have ren- 
dered distinguished service to the United 
States. Gen. Schwartz has earned this award 
through his unflagging service to the United 
States and the United States Air Force. 

The William J. Donovan Award, adminis- 
tered by the OSS Society, recognizes men 
and women who have exemplified the distin- 
guishing features which characterized General 
Donovan’s life of service to the United States 
of America. With this achievement, Gen. 
Schwartz joins Presidents Eisenhower, 
Reagan, and George H.W. Bush, Prime Min- 
ister Thatcher, Adm. McRaven, and several 
other great men and women who have done 
a great service to our nation. 

Gen. Schwartz’s hard work, perseverance, 
and tireless service to the United States are 
exemplified in his receipt of this honor. His 
thirty-nine years with the Air Force, the last 
four of which as Chief of Staff of the Air Force, 
were marked by excellence. It is officers like 
Gen. Schwartz who remind us why we have 
the greatest military in the world. 

Mr. Speaker, it is my honor to highlight the 
importance of this award and what it rep- 
resents for Gen. Schwartz and our nation. | 
ask that my colleagues join me in congratu- 
lating Gen. Schwartz on receiving the William 
J. Donovan Award. | thank him for his service 
and wish him all the best in his future endeav- 
ors. 
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TRIBUTE TO REX PHARMACY 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize Rex Pharmacy of Atlantic, 
lowa for its recognition as the National 2016 
Pharmacy of the Year by McKesson Health 
Mart. Mark Walchirk, President of McKesson 
U.S. Pharmaceutical said, “Rex Pharmacy is 
dedicated to providing their customers with ex- 
traordinary service that improves patient care 
and demonstrates why community pharmacies 
continue to thrive.” 

Josh Borer, owner of Rex Pharmacy, said 
his approach is to be “proactive and helping 
improve patient outcomes.” Rex Pharmacy 
provides services such as “no wait refills” and 
a program, “Rex Packs,” which can package 
patient prescriptions into pouches that give the 
date and time they need to be taken. Josh 
Borer believes “the bottom line is patient care 
and convenience,” and trying to find ways to 
help his customers achieve their best health 
results. 

Mr. Speaker, | commend Josh Borer and 
Rex Pharmacy for providing dedicated, com- 
mitted, and crucial health care to the Atlantic, 
lowa area and the Cass County community. 
There is great work and service being accom- 
plished every day at Rex Pharmacy. | urge my 
colleagues in the U.S. House of Representa- 
tives to join me in congratulating them for their 
service. | wish Josh Borer and the entire staff 
the very best in all their future endeavors. 


ee 


H. RES. 810 HONORING THE LIFE 
AND WORK OF ELIE WIESEL IN 
PROMOTING HUMAN RIGHTS, 


PEACE, AND HOLOCAUST RE- 
MEMBRANCE 
HON. SHEILA JACKSON LEE 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, | rise in 
support of H. Res. 810, recognizing and cele- 
brating the life and important work of Elie 
Wiesel in promoting human rights, peace, and 
Holocaust remembrance. 

As an author of at least 60 books, plays, 
and essays, Elie Wiesel enlightened his read- 
ers and taught them lessons of history con- 
cerning injustice, intolerance, and indifference, 
pulling from his personal experience as a Hol- 
ocaust survivor to give a first person point of 
view of the horrors the faced by Holocaust vic- 
tims. 

From 1933 to 1945, two-thirds of the Jewish 
population living in Europe at the time of 
World War II were brutally murdered by Nazis 
during the Holocaust. 

Families were torn apart; children were sep- 
arated from their parents; babies were ripped 
from the arms of their mothers. 

The Jewish community suffered incredible 
losses, losses that will never be remedied. 

Elie Wiesel is a heroic survivor who lived to 
share his experiences of loss and tragedy. 
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He lost his father at Buchenwald and his 
younger sister and mother to a gas chamber 
at Auschwitz, but he and his two older sisters 
survived. 

Following the liberation of the concentration 
camp, Wiesel moved to France and worked as 
a journalist, becoming a U.S. citizen in 1963. 

His first and one of his best known works, 
“Night”, was published in 1958 and has been 
translated into more than 30 different lan- 
guages, allowing the story of his family’s de- 
portation to reach millions around the world. 

In addition to his publications, Elie Wiesel 
was commissioned to chair the President's 
Commission on the Holocaust in 1978, and 
they recommended the creation of the Holo- 
caust Museum. 

Following this, Elie Wiesel worked as the 
Founding Chairman of the United States Holo- 
caust Memorial Council and put forth incred- 
ible efforts for the United States Holocaust 
Museum to open its doors in 1993. 

In his desire to fight indifference, intoler- 
ance, and injustice, Elie and his wife Marion 
Wiesel founded the Elie Wiesel Foundation for 
Humanity. 

Elie Wiesel was also passionate about 
teaching and served as a Visiting Scholar at 
Yale University and a professor at the City 
University of New York and Boston University, 
striving to provide insight and knowledge 
among students. 

Elie Wiesel has been honored in many ways 
by receiving a variety of awards, such as the 
Nobel Peace Prize, Presidential Medal of 
Freedom, the United States Congressional 
Gold Medal, the National Humanities Medal, 
the Medal of Liberty, the rank of Grand-Croix 
in the French Legion of Honor, and the United 
States Holocaust Memorial Museum Award. 

Elie Wiesel’s passing on July 2, 2016 is 
saddening, but the legacy he leaves is one of 
honor, justice, and determination. 

Elie Wiesel left behind a voice for the voice- 
less, ensuring the promotion of peace and tol- 
erance and the fight against indifference, intol- 
erance, and genocide. 

This man was an inspiration, and though he 
may be gone, his light and impact remains. 

| would like to extend my deepest condo- 
lences to the family members of Elie Wiesel 
who feel this heartbreak more than any other. 

We promise to keep Elie Wiesel’s memory 
alive; to prevent the recurrence of another 
Holocaust; and, ultimately, to never forget the 
lessons we as a people have learned from 
history and from Elie Wiesel. 


ES 


64TH NATIONAL PRAYER 
BREAKFAST: PART ONE 


HON. ROBERT B, ADERHOLT 


OF ALABAMA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, September 20, 2016 

Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Speaker, on Thursday, 
February 4, 2016 | had the privilege of co- 
chairing the 64th Annual National Prayer 
Breakfast with Representative JUAN VARGAS. | 
would like to submit Part One of the transcript: 

64TH NATIONAL PRAYER BREAKFAST: PART ONE 


U.S. Representative JUAN VARGAS: Jesus 
once said, that when we lift up his name, it 
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would draw a crowd, and wow, it worked. 
Look at this group, unbelievable. What a 
miracle you are here this morning—elected 
and appointed officials, religious leaders, 
business leaders, entertainers, athletes, 
farmers, sons, and daughters, moms and 
dads, folks from all 50 states, and from more 
than 140 countries. 

U.S. Representative ROBERT ADERHOLT: We 
are not here this morning to see a show, or 
to watch a ball game, or to participate in a 
political rally. Each and every one of us are 
here this morning with a single focused rea- 
son, and that is to pray. And what a holy 
moment it is, for not only Washington but 
also the entire world. We could not be more 
different. The thousands of you who have 
gathered here this morning, you know—just 
look around, everyone is different. But what 
we are seeking and what we are asking God 
to do is to bring us together in unity. Not 
just for today, but also for the days ahead, 
and not just for us that are in this room and 
that are hearing this message this morning, 
but for the entire world. 

Rep. VARGAS: Now, to gather our hearts 
and point us in the right direction, I am hon- 
ored to introduce Major General Julie Bentz, 
to offer our opening prayer. Her important 
job at the Pentagon, is figuring out how to 
protect American soldiers who are in harm’s 
way around the world from so called impro- 
vised attacks. She is also part of a small 
group of members of the military who meet 
regularly to focus on the teachings of Jesus, 
General Bentz. 

Major General JULIE BENTZ: Jesus, here we 
are gathered in your name from across this 
nation, in all corners of the earth, here to 
learn how to pray together, with and for one 
another. You ask all of us who are weary and 
are carrying heavy burdens, to come to you 
and find rest. You ask us to learn from you, 
who are gentle and humble of heart. You 
show us, our Heavenly Father, not only as 
holy and just, but also as good, loving, and 
merciful, full of tenderness and kindness. 
And so we have the courage to stand in the 
presence of Holy God and pray for a miracle 
of unity across borders, boundaries, and be- 
liefs. We ask you, Father, to look favorably 
on those you have placed in our care, and on 
those who have elected us to our current po- 
sitions. I ask specifically for your grace on 
behalf of our soldiers, sailors, airmen, 
coasties, and marines, our commander in 
chief, and all those in authority over us. In 
this year of mercy, Lord God, let us discover 
your generous love, and be transformed into 
patient, tolerant, and tender leaders. Enter 
into our actions, oh God. Remove our fear of 
suffering, our fear of humiliation, and our 
fear of failure. Lord, I acknowledge before 
you and before those present here, that I 
have failed, in my thoughts, in my words, 
and in what I have done, and in what I have 
failed to do, but I trust in your limitless 
mercy. You shower me and each one of us 
here abundantly with your goodness. Oh God, 
Heavenly Father, holy is your name. Your 
children yearn for your kingdom and pray 
that your will be done. We thank you for our 
daily sustenance, for forgiving us as we for- 
give others, you who direct our paths, and 
secure us from evil. Pour out your Spirit on 
us today, and in so doing, renew the face of 
the earth. Amen. 

Rep. ADERHOLT: Well thank you so much 
General Julie, I like the sound of that. The 
President of the United States is on his way, 
and the First Lady, so at this time, please 
enjoy your conversation and your breakfast. 

Speaker introducing the President: Ladies 
and Gentlemen, the President of the United 
States and Mrs. Michelle Obama. 
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Rep. ADERHOLT: We want to get started 
this morning. We have a great lineup here 
this morning at our head table, and we are 
excited that everyone is here. I am Rep- 
resentative ROBERT ADERHOLT from the state 
of Alabama, and I am privileged to be here 
with my co-chair for this event, my new best 
friend, JUAN VARGAS from the state of Cali- 
fornia. 

Just so you know, over the past 13 months 
we have been praying, and we have been 
working, and we have been praying some 
more about what happens over the next 75 
minutes. We prayed this head table together. 
We have prayed for you who are here in this 
ball room, for those that are in the overflow 
room—which are probably enjoying an even 
better breakfast than we are having. Some 
are out there watching it on a computer 
screen monitor, some are watching it by tel- 
evision. We pray for everyone that is listen- 
ing, or that is in our presence, because we 
believe that Jesus and his reconciling power 
of prayer is so desperately needed these days. 
So thank you for showing up and for your 
prayers. Here is the most obvious thing that 
you will hear—and that is we all need all the 
help we can get. 

I would like to introduce my co-chair, Con- 
gressman JUAN VARGAS. He served in the 
jungles of El Salvador as a Jesuit mis- 
sionary, and now he serves in the jungles of 
the House of Representatives. He grew up on 
a chicken ranch, and quite honestly, that is 
a high qualification for government service 
in my district. He brings great joy and pas- 
sion to his new responsibilities in the House 
of Representatives, and I wish all of you 
could just spend a couple of hours with him. 

What is so maddening about the place 
where we work is that there is so much divi- 
sion and it prevents us from appreciating 
each other, and from understanding the won- 
derful strengths that 435 unique individuals 
have that we all work with. And if you are 
not all from around here, you might not 
know that JUAN is a progressive Democrat 
and that I am a conservative Republican. 
Our voting records are probably about as 
similar as our hairstyles. But I love him, and 
I know he loves me because we share a com- 
mon friend in Jesus. JUAN, thank you. 

Rep. VARGAS: Thank you. That is so true, 
I do love ROBERT and I appreciate it, but 
compared to ROBERT, I just got here. He has 
served 20 years in the House, which seems 
like 90 dog years I think, quite some time. 
Prior to coming here, he was a judge and I 
bet he was a great one. He is good at seeing 
things from all sides and all angles, and it is 
really a rare gift. I represent Southern Cali- 
fornia, and he represents northern Alabama. 
These places are very different according to 
most demographics, but they are alike in 
that they are both full of folks with really a 
very deep faith. 

One of the landmarks of ROBERT’s district 
is a beautiful 60 foot high sandstone bridge, 
called Natural Bridge, and like that bridge, 
ROBERT is able to connect people. He brings 
people together to get work done for Amer- 
ica. ROBERT and I have the responsibility of 
facilitating a weekly prayer group of mem- 
bers of the House. The House has had such a 
group for over 50 years now. This group in- 
cludes Republicans, Democrats, older mem- 
bers, younger members, women, and men and 
folks from different faith traditions. We have 
much yet to accomplish, but we are making 
progress by coming together in unity around 
Jesus. This morning’s event is simply a big, 
public version of what we do intimately and 
privately every week that the House is in 
session. We hope we all make progress here 
today as well. 
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One idea we would like to plant in your 
minds this morning is, despite our very busy 
schedules and all our differences, we make 
time to come together every week and pray. 
Could you do that in your city, your work- 
place, your mission in life? If a lefty Chicano 
from California and a conservative judge 
from Alabama can do it, why can’t you? 

Rep. ADERHOLT: Now I would like to intro- 
duce to you those who will be leading this 
morning, and if you could, please hold your 
applause until I introduce the entire head 
table. Way down to my right is the hero of 
Alabama, Heisman Trophy winner, Derrick 
Henry of the University of Alabama, the na- 
tional champion University of Alabama. Roll 
tide. He has got some big shoulders, so we 
have asked him to carry us all the way 
through the program this morning—he is 
going to finish with our closing prayer. You 
have already met Major General Bentz— 
thank you for being here. Next, we have our 
counterparts from that other chamber in the 
Capitol that are here with us, Senator TIM 
KAINE of Virginia, and Senator JOHN Booz- 
MAN of Arkansas—they will be sharing greet- 
ings from the Senate group just shortly. And 
you should know that in about an hour, they 
will start working on the 2017 breakfast; gen- 
tlemen, thank you for your leadership and as 
we hand the torch over to you in a few min- 
utes. 

Rep. VARGAS: Most important to me, I 
would like to introduce my beautiful wife of 
25 years, Adrianne Vargas. Honey, you truly 
are a gift from God to me and I love you very 
much. Next is a distinguished member of the 
President’s cabinet, the Secretary of Hous- 
ing and Urban Development, which he has 
dubbed the Department of Opportunity. 
Prior to federal service, he was mayor of San 
Antonio, Texas. Secretary Julian Castro will 
be offering a prayer for unity and the needs 
of the poor. Next is the First Lady, Michelle 
Obama. And it is impossible to hold your ap- 
plause for her, it really is. We love her. First 
Lady Michelle Obama is a lawyer, a writer, 
and the wife of the 44th and current presi- 
dent, President Barack Obama. She is the 
first African American First Lady of the 
United States and is a role model and an ad- 
vocate for poverty awareness, higher edu- 
cation and healthy living. 

Rep. ADERHOLT: Continuing down the table 
is our brand new Speaker of the House, PAUL 
RYAN of Wisconsin. We haven’t cut the tags 
off of him yet, he is so new. And he is a great 
colleague with a lot of energy. He has a lot 
of knowledge, and he has a lot of faith, and 
we are honored to have him with us while he 
is still fresh. Sitting next to him is Demo- 
crat Leader and former Speaker of the House 
of Representatives, NANCY PELOSI of Cali- 
fornia. She has been a strong and gracious 
force on so many issues during her time serv- 
ing in Congress, and she will offer a reading 
from Scripture. Next to her is my dear wife 
and best friend, Caroline Aderholt. We have 
been blessed by trying to put God in the cen- 
ter of our relationship each day, and so I ap- 
preciate her being here and her support 
through all of this. And by the way, Adri- 
enne, Juan’s wife, and Caroline informed 
Juan and myself that this does not count as 
a date. 

Rep. VARGAS: We tried. Next, our keynote 
speakers who will be introduced in a little 
bit. Next is the Honorable Judge Robert R. 
Rigsby of the District of Columbia Superior 
Court. He has served our nation in so many 
ways, including service in the United States 
Army for 34 years. His service makes him the 
first District Judge ever deployed to a the- 
ater of War. ROBERT and I are blessed to have 
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Judge Rigsby as a member of the weekly 
prayer group. He will offer a prayer for na- 
tional leaders. Next is the distinguished 
Rabbi Jack Bemporad. He is a great hero of 
ours because he has done about as much as 
anyone alive to try to bring people together, 
of all the world’s great religious traditions 
to find common ground. He will offer a read- 
ing from the Scriptures. 

Rep. ADERHOLT: Quite a group, isn’t it? 
Thank you all for being here and for leading 
us this morning. 

Rep. VARGAS: And finally, I would like to 
introduce a returning favorite artist to the 
Prayer Breakfast, Andrea Bocelli. Andrea 
Bocelli’s voice and spirit has lifted hearts 
and souls all around the world. We are 
pleased to share his gifts with you this 
morning as he sings Panis Angelicus, ‘Heav- 
enly Bread’. He will be singing in Italian but 
listen to his words in English, they go like 
this: “Heavenly bread that becomes the 
bread of all mankind; bread from the angelic 
host that is the end of all imaginations and 
images. Oh miraculous thing, this body of 
God will nourish even the poorest, the most 
humble of servants, even the poorest, the 
most humble of servants. Amen.” To share a 
few remarks and a song, please again wel- 
come Mr. Andrea Bocelli. 

[Mr. Bocelli sings Panis Angelicus] 

U.S. Senator JOHN BOOZMAN: I am JOHN 
BoozZMAN from Arkansas, and I can promise 
you one thing—next year when TIM and I are 
running the show, we won’t be following 
that; simply remarkable. How does anyone 
do that? It really is a pleasure to be with you 
all, and to be with my colleague, Senator 
TIM KAINE. I greatly appreciate his friend- 
ship and have had the pleasure of working 
with him this last year as co-chair of the 
Senate prayer breakfast. As the fellows who 
are going to put this event on next year, to- 
gether we realize that we are a part of a 
very, very long, great tradition. It is hum- 
bling to think that the Prayer Breakfast 
that we are a part of has been meeting 
longer than either of us has been alive—and 
in my case that has been a while. It is excit- 
ing to think also that it will be going on a 
long time after we are gone. We meet, we 
pray, we have personal prayer requests. 
Someone shares their testimony or spiritual 
thought. Who would believe that an hour of 
fellowship per week centered on the teach- 
ings of Jesus could make such a difference? 
It is not logical; it is a matter of the heart. 
So I would encourage all of you as you go 
back to your communities, as you go back to 
the different countries that are represented 
here, to start a prayer breakfast. The exam- 
ple that we have today, the example that we 
have every week in the House and the Sen- 
ate—that is how you change hearts, that is 
how you change the world. 

U.S. Senator TIM KAINE: Good morning. 
What a wonderful occasion. It is truly good 
to be here with my friend, JOHN BOOZMAN. 
When I was young, I spent part of 1980 and 
1981 living with Jesuit missionaries in a 
small community in Honduras. I learned 
from that experience the power of a small 
group in advancing your spiritual life. And it 
has been my blessing to have opportunities 
since—in my parish in Richmond, with a 
group of legislators when I was Lieutenant 
Governor and Governor and now in the Sen- 
ate working with JOHN BOOZMAN and my 
other friends in the Senate and the Senate 
prayer breakfast tradition. We are here in a 
very, very large room and there is greatness 
in a large room, but I think a lot of us are 
here because there is greatness in small 
rooms, and small groups. And so like JOHN, I 
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would encourage you to advance your spir- 
itual life by joining a small group that fo- 
cuses on spiritual fellowship. 

And now a word of introduction, when I 
came to the Senate in January 2018, within 
nine months the government of the United 
States shut down. Because I am Catholic, I 
was tempted to blame myself. When the gov- 
ernment re-opened, we had a hard task on 
our shoulders, which was that Congress was 
charged with finding a budget deal by the 
end of the calendar year. And I am on the 
budget committee; and I got to watch my 
chair woman, my great friend, Senator 
PATTY MURRAY work with the then House 
budget chair, PAUL RYAN. I came to know, in 
that work by observation, PAUL is a person 
of strong principle, a person who knows that 
the American people send us here not to ex- 
press our opinions louder than the next per- 
son but to be principled, but also respect and 
work with the principles of others, and we 
found a deal that enabled us to move for- 
ward. 

I want to offer a prayer for the Speaker, 
from a letter of PAUL, a letter to the Gala- 
tians: ‘‘And let us not grow weary of doing 
good, for in due season, we will reap if we do 
not give up.” Ladies and gentlemen, the 
Speaker of the House, PAUL RYAN. 

U.S. Representative PAUL RYAN: That was 
quite nice. Thank you very much. First of 
all, I want to express my gratitude to my 
friends, ROBERT ADERHOLT and JUAN VARGAS 
for hosting us here today. Thank you. Thank 
you for what you have done. And I want to 
applaud their work to raise awareness of the 
plight of the persecuted Christians around 
the world. I also want to welcome all of you 
to Washington. You could not have come 
here for a better reason. This breakfast is a 
national tradition because prayer is a part of 
our national heritage. It goes all the way 
back to the Declaration of Independence. We 
believe that our rights come from God, and 
our job as office holders is to protect those 
rights. So it is only natural that we should 
ask for His guidance as we seek to do His 
will. I have noticed a growing impatience 
though with prayer in our culture these 
days. You see it in the papers, or you see it 
on Twitter. When people say ‘‘We are pray- 
ing for someone or something,” the attitude 
in some quarters these days, is ‘‘Don’t just 
pray, do something about it.” The thing is, 
when you are praying, you are doing some- 
thing about it. 

You are revealing the presence of God. 
Whenever people are in grief, or even when 
they are about to start some great under- 
taking, they feel the worst pain of all. They 
feel alone. How am I going to get through 
this? Why is this happening to me? My God, 
my God, why have you forsaken me? That is 
why there is nothing more comforting, or 
more humbling really than to hear someone 
say, “I am praying for you.” Because when 
you hear that, you realize you are not 
alone—God is there. And hundreds, if not 
thousands, if not millions of people are all 
speaking to Him on your behalf. They are 
not praying for some abstract notion, they 
are praying for you, the person. You know it 
says a lot about our country, that people of 
both parties and of all faiths will drop every- 
thing and pray for their fellow Americans. 
What it says is ‘‘We believe in the dignity of 
the individual, of the human person,” and 
that is why prayer should always come first. 
All Americans believe this; but as Chris- 
tians, we can especially appreciate this 
truth. We believe in Jesus Christ. We believe 
God came down from heaven and became a 
man with a name and a body so that we 
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could know him, we could begin to under- 
stand. He walked among the poor and the 
lowly of this world so that he could raise us 
to new heights in the next. It is a miracle. It 
inspires us every single day, and that is why 
we should rejoice always, pray without ceas- 
ing, and in all circumstances, give thanks. 
Thank you, and welcome. 
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The PRESIDENT: Thank you so much. 
Thank you. You’re very kind. Thank you 
very much. Well, good morning. Giving all 
praise and honor to God for bringing us to- 
gether here this morning. 

I want to thank everyone who helped orga- 
nize this breakfast, especially our co-chairs, 
ROBERT and JUAN, who embody the tradition 
of friendship, fellowship, and prayer. I will 
begin with a confession: I have always felt a 
tinge of guilt motorcading up here at the 
heart of D.C.’s rush hour. I suspect that not 
all the commuters were blessing me as they 
waited to get to work. But it’s for a good 
cause. A National Prayer Brunch doesn’t 
have the same ring to it. 

And Michelle and I are extremely honored, 
as always, to be with so many friends, with 
members of Congress, with faith leaders from 
across the country and around the world, to 
be with the Speaker, the Leader. I want to 
thank Mark and Roma for their friendship 
and their extraordinary story, and sharing 
those inspiring words. Andrea, for sharing 
his remarkable gifts. 

And on this occasion, I always enjoy re- 
flecting on a piece of scripture that’s been 
meaningful to me or otherwise sustained me 
throughout the year. And lately, I’ve been 
thinking and praying on a verse from Second 
Timothy: “For God has not given us a spirit 
of fear, but of power and of love and of a 
sound mind.” For God has not given us a 
spirit of fear, but of power and of love and of 
a sound mind. 

We live in extraordinary times. Times of 
extraordinary change. We’re surrounded by 
tectonic shifts in technology and in our 
economy; by destructive conflict, disrup- 
tions to our environment. And it all reshapes 
the way we work and the way we live. It’s all 
amplified by a media that is unceasing, and 
that feeds 24/7 on our ever-shrinking atten- 
tion spans. 

And as a student of history, I often remind 
people that the challenges that we face are 
not unique; that in fact, the threats of pre- 
vious eras—civil war or world war or cold 
war, depressions or famines—those chal- 
lenges put our own in perspective. Moreover, 
I believe that our unique strengths as a na- 
tion make us better equipped than others to 
harness this change to work for us, rather 
than against us. 

And yet, the sheer rapidity of change, and 
the uncertainty that it brings, is real. The 
hardship of a family trying to make ends 
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meet. Refugees fleeing from a war-torn 
home. Those things are real. Terrorism, 
eroding shorelines—those things are real. 
Even the very progress that humanity has 
made, the affluence, the stability that so 
many of us enjoy, far greater prosperity than 
any previous generation of humanity has ex- 
perienced, shines a brighter light on those 
who still struggle, reveal the gap in pros- 
pects that exist for the children of the world. 

And that gap between want and plenty, it 
gives us vertigo. It can make us afraid, not 
only of the possibility that progress will 
stall, but that maybe we have more to lose. 
And fear does funny things. Fear can lead us 
to lash out against those who are different, 
or lead us to try to get some sinister ‘‘other’’ 
under control. Alternatively, fear can lead us 
to succumb to despair, or paralysis, or cyni- 
cism. Fear can feed our most selfish im- 
pulses, and erode the bonds of community. 

It is a primal emotion—fear—one that we 
all experience. And it can be contagious, 
spreading through societies, and through na- 
tions. And if we let it consume us, the con- 
sequences of that fear can be worse than any 
outward threat. 

For me, and I know for so many of you, 
faith is the great cure for fear. Jesus is a 
good cure for fear. God gives believers the 
power, the love, the sound mind required to 
conquer any fear. And what more important 
moment for that faith than right now? What 
better time than these changing, tumultuous 
times to have Jesus standing beside us, 
steadying our minds, cleansing our hearts, 
pointing us towards what matters. 

His love gives us the power to resist fear’s 
temptations. He gives us the courage to 
reach out to others across that divide, rather 
than push people away. He gives us the cour- 
age to go against the conventional wisdom 
and stand up for what’s right, even when it’s 
not popular. To stand up not just to our en- 
emies but, sometimes, to stand up to our 
friends. He gives us the fortitude to sacrifice 
ourselves for a larger cause. Or to make 
tough decisions knowing that we can only do 
our best. Less of me, more of God. And then, 
to have the courage to admit our failings and 
our sins while pledging to learn from our 
mistakes and to try to do better. 

Certainly, during the course of this enor- 
mous privilege to have served as the Presi- 
dent of the United States, that’s what faith 
has done for me. It helps me deal with the 
common, everyday fears that we all share. 
The main one I’m feeling right now is that 
our children grow up too fast. They’re leav- 
ing. That’s a tough deal. And so, as a parent, 
you’re worrying about will some harm befall 
them, how are they going to manage without 
you, did you miss some central moment in 
their lives. Will they call? Or text? Each day, 
we're fearful that God’s purpose becomes elu- 
sive, cloudy. We try to figure out how we fit 
into his broader plan. They’re universal fears 
that we have, and my faith helps me to man- 
age those. 

And then my faith helps me to deal with 
some of the unique elements of my job. As 
one of the great departed heroes of our age, 
Nelson Mandela, once said, “I learned that 
courage was not the absence of fear, but the 
triumph over it. . . The brave man is not he 
who does not feel afraid, but he who con- 
quers that fear.” 

And certainly, there are times where I’ve 
had to repeat that to myself while holding 
this office. When you hear from a parade of 
experts, just days after you’re elected, that 
another Great Depression is a very real pos- 
sibility—that will get your attention. When 
you tell a room full of young cadets that 
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you’ve made a decision to send them into 
harm’s way, knowing that some of them 
might not return safely—that’s sobering. 
When you hold in your arms the mothers and 
fathers of innocent children gunned down in 
their classroom—that reminds you there’s 
evil in the world. And so you come to under- 
stand what President Lincoln meant when he 
said that he’d been driven to his knees by 
the overwhelming conviction that he had no 
place else to go. 

And so like every President, like every 
leader, like every person, I’ve known fear. 
But my faith tells me that I need not fear 
death; that the acceptance of Christ prom- 
ises everlasting life and the washing away of 
sins. If Scripture instructs me to ‘‘put on the 
full armor of Qod” so that when trouble 
comes, I’m able to stand, then surely I can 
face down these temporal setbacks, surely I 
can battle back doubts, surely I can rouse 
myself to action. 

And should that faith waver, should I lose 
my way, I have drawn strength not only 
from a remarkable wife, not only from in- 
credible colleagues and friends, but I have 
drawn strength from witnessing all across 
this country and all around this world, good 
people, of all faiths, who do the Lord’s work 
each and every day, who wield that power 
and love, and sound mind to feed the hungry 
and heal the sick, to teach our children and 
welcome the stranger. 

Think about the extraordinary work of the 
congregations and faith communities rep- 
resented here today. Whether fighting global 
poverty or working to end the scourge of 
human trafficking, you are the leaders of 
what Pope Francis calls ‘‘this march of liv- 
ing hope.” 

When the Earth cleaves in Haiti, Chris- 
tians, Sikhs, and other faith groups sent vol- 
unteers to distribute aid, tend to the wound- 
ed, rebuild homes for the homeless. 

When Ebola ravaged West Africa, Jewish, 
Christian, Muslim groups responded to the 
outbreak to save lives. And as the news 
fanned the flames of fear, churches and 
mosques responded with a powerful rebuke, 
welcoming survivors into their pews. 

When nine worshippers were murdered in a 
Charleston church basement, it was people of 
all faiths who came together to wrap a shat- 
tered community in love and understanding. 

When Syrian refugees seek the sanctuary 
of our shores, it’s the faithful from syna- 
gogues, mosques, temples, and churches who 
welcome them, the first to offer blankets and 
food and open their homes. Even now, people 
of different faiths and beliefs are coming to- 
gether to help people suffering in Flint. 

And then there’s the most—less spectac- 
ular, more quiet efforts of congregations all 
across this country just helping people. See- 
ing God in others. And we’re driven to do 
this because we’re driven by the value that 
so many of our faiths teach us—I am my 
brother’s keeper, I am my sister’s keeper. As 
Christians, we do this compelled by the Gos- 
pel of Jesus—the command to love God, and 
love one another. 

And so, yes, like every person, there are 
times where I’m fearful. But my faith and, 
more importantly, the faith that I’ve seen in 
so many of you, the God I see in you, that 
makes me inevitably hopeful about our fu- 
ture. I have seen so many who know that 
God has not given us a spirit of fear. He has 
given us power, and love, and a sound mind. 

We see that spirit in people like Pastor 
Saeed Abedini, imprisoned for no crime 
other than holding God in his heart. And last 
year, we prayed that he might be freed. And 
this year, we give thanks that he is home 
safe. 
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We pray for God’s protection for all around 
the world who are not free to practice their 
faith, including Christians who are per- 
secuted, or who have been driven from their 
ancient homelands by unspeakable violence. 
And just as we call on other countries to re- 
spect the rights of religious minorities, we, 
too, respect the right of every single Amer- 
ican to practice their faith freely. For this is 
what each of us is called on to do: To seek 
our common humanity in each other. To 
make sure our politics and our public dis- 
course reflect that same spirit of love and 
sound mind. To assume the best in each 
other and not just the worst—and not just at 
the National Prayer Breakfast. To begin 
each of our works from the shared belief that 
all of us want what’s good and right for our 
country and our future. 

We can draw such strength from the quiet 
moments of heroism around us every single 
day. And so let me close with two such sto- 
ries that I’ve come to know just over the 
past week. 

A week ago, I spoke at a ceremony held at 
the Israeli Embassy for the first time, hon- 
oring the courage of people who saved Jews 
during the Holocaust. And one of the recipi- 
ents was the grandson—or the son of an 
American soldier who had been captured by 
the Nazis. So a group of American soldiers 
are captured, and their captors ordered Jew- 
ish POWs to identify themselves. And one 
sergeant, a Christian named Roddie Ed- 
monds, from Tennessee, ordered all Amer- 
ican troops to report alongside them. They 
lined up in formation, approximately 200 of 
them, and the Nazi colonel said, “I asked 
only for the Jewish POWs,” and said, ‘‘These 
can’t all be Jewish.” And Master Sergeant 
Edmonds stood there and said, “We are all 
Jews.” And the colonel took out his pistol 
and held it to the Master Sergeant’s head 
and said, ‘‘Tell me who the Jews are.” And 
he repeated, “We are all Jews.” And faced 
with the choice of shooting all those sol- 
diers, the Nazis relented. And so, through his 
moral clarity, through an act of faith, Ser- 
geant Edmonds saved the lives of his Jewish 
brothers-in-arms. 

A second story. Just yesterday, some of 
you may be aware I visited a mosque in Bal- 
timore to let our Muslim-American brothers 
and sisters know that they, too, are Ameri- 
cans and welcome here. And there I met a 
Muslim-American named Rami Nashashibi, 
who runs a nonprofit working for social 
change in Chicago. And he forms coalitions 
with churches and Latino groups and African 
Americans in this poor neighborhood in Chi- 
cago. And he told me how the day after the 
tragedy in San Bernardino happened, he took 
his three young children to a playground in 
the Marquette Park neighborhood, and while 
they were out, the time came for one of the 
five daily prayers that are essential to the 
Muslim tradition. And on any other day, he 
told me, he would have immediately put his 
rug out on the grass right there and prayed. 

But that day, he paused. He feared any un- 
welcome attention he might attract to him- 
self and his children. And his seven year-old 
daughter asked him, “What are you doing, 
Dad? Isn’t it time to pray?” And he thought 
of all the times he had told her the story of 
the day that Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., 
and Rabbi Robert Marx, and 700 other people 
marched to that very same park, enduring 
hatred and bigotry, dodging rocks and bot- 
tles, and hateful words, in order to challenge 
Chicago housing segregation, and to ask 
America to live up to our highest ideals. 

And so, at that moment, drawing from the 
courage of men of different religions, of a 
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different time, Rami refused to teach his 
children to be afraid. Instead, he taught 
them to be a part of that legacy of faith and 
good conscience. “I want them to understand 
that sometimes faith will be tested,’’ he told 
me, ‘‘and that we will be asked to show im- 
mense courage, like others have before us, to 
make our city, our country, and our world a 
better reflection of all our ideals.” And he 
put down his rug and he prayed. 

Now, those two stories, they give me cour- 
age and they give me hope. And they in- 
struct me in my own Christian faith. I can’t 
imagine a moment in which that young 
American sergeant expressed his Christi- 
anity more profoundly than when, con- 
fronted by his own death, he said ‘‘We are all 
Jews.” I can’t imagine a clearer expression 
of Jesus’s teachings. I can’t imagine a better 
expression of the peaceful spirit of Islam 
than when a Muslim father, filled with fear, 
drew from the example of a Baptist preacher 
and a Jewish rabbi to teach his children 
what God demands. 

For God has not given us a spirit of fear, 
but of power and of love and of a sound mind. 
I pray that by His grace, we all find the cour- 
age to set such examples in our own lives— 
not just during this wonderful gathering and 
fellowship, not just in the public piety that 
we profess, but in those smaller moments 
when it’s difficult, when we’re challenged, 
when we’re angry, when we’re confronted 
with someone who doesn’t agree with us, 
when no one is watching. I pray, as Roma so 
beautifully said, that our differences ulti- 
mately are bridged; that the God that is in 
each of us comes together, and we don’t di- 
vide. 

I pray that our leaders will always act with 
humility and generosity. I pray that my 
failings are forgiven. I pray that we will up- 
hold our obligation to be good stewards of 
God’s creation—this beautiful planet. I pray 
that we will see every single child as our 
own, each worthy of our love and of our com- 
passion. And I pray we answer Scripture’s 
call to lift up the vulnerable, and to stand up 
for justice, and ensure that every human 
being lives in dignity. 

That’s my prayer for this breakfast, and 
for this country, in the years to come. May 
God bless you, and may He continue to bless 
this country that we love. 

Rep. ADERHOLT: Thank you so much, Mr. 
President. Thank you for your encouraging 
and also your challenging word this morn- 
ing. As you know, this breakfast began with 
one of your predecessors, Dwight Eisen- 
hower; we appreciate you being with us all 
eight years. 

And now, let us get ready for the world 
that awaits us outside the walls of this hotel, 
and let’s hear again from our friend and our 
brother from Italy, Andrea Bocelli singing 
Amazing Grace. 

[Mr. Bocelli sings Amazing Grace] 

Mr. ANDREA BOCELLI: Thank you. Thank 
you very much. A few words in my terrible 
English. Ladies and gentlemen, and Mr. 
President, there is a dark shadow on the 
world in this period. Many children, elderly 
die under the bomb. The war is the worst in- 
cident of our intelligence. There is a very 
small word, an honorable word that is to the 
base of our tragedy. This word in Old Greek, 
is hubris. Hubris means pride. But there is 
also on the other side a big reason of happi- 
ness, a big reason to be optimist. This reason 
is the will to be all together and pray to- 
gether. To be all together also for a moment, 
to put aside our opinions, our ideas, our dif- 
ferent goals, and to be really very close and 
to pray. Thank you for this invitation. 
Thank you very much. 
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Rep. VARGAS: Wow, what a great morning. 
Better than what we ever imagined. Thank 
you, Jesus. Let’s take away the right kind of 
pride in what we have experienced today, the 
right kind. As my mother often said, ‘‘Never 
be ashamed of your faith in Jesus because 
you never want him to be ashamed of you.” 
As Democratic Leader PELOSI reminded us in 
her reading, Jesus prayed for us to be one 
and brought to complete unity, and we also 
heard that today with Mr. Bocelli. So here is 
my question to you, does Jesus get what he 
prays for? Let’s work for unity. Jesus asked 
God to send us all together to be one. 


Rep. ADERHOLT: In closing, let me chal- 
lenge you with this. We have heard a lot 
about unity this morning, that is what JUAN 
and I wanted, just what we were hoping 
would be the case. Division is a great prob- 
lem, so unity is our greatest need, and we be- 
lieve that we need to pray our way to that 
unity. We cannot achieve unity on our own. 
Humanity has tried and humanity has failed 
for centuries. We have tried, and we have 
failed in this city, Washington D.C. Unity is 
a gift from God and Jesus says, ‘Seek and ye 
shall find, knock and the door will be open to 
you.” Bring us the unity we need, Lord 
Jesus. And now to offer our closing prayer, 
Derrick Henry. 


Mr. DERRICK HENRY: Good morning. I am so 
glad and honored to be here to do this clos- 
ing prayer. We bow our heads. Lord Jesus, I 
thank you for gathering us here today, to 
hear from these great leaders and these great 
people, to hear God’s word about unity and 
us being united as one, and how important it 
is. Jesus Lord I pray for the people who 
weren’t able to eat breakfast today, people 
who don’t have clothes on their back or 
shoes on their feet, but I pray that you make 
them find a way and have faith in you that 
they will receive better days. Father God, I 
pray for the people who have cancer, who 
suffer every day with pain and heartache and 
that you one day will heal them from all the 
suffering and all the pain. And Lord, I want 
to pray for my generation, that every day we 
wake up we seek you, Lord for guidance and 
wisdom, and one day that we can stand up 
here and be great leaders, be great people, 
men and women to speak on unity and 
united as one, and how important it is to 
this country and to this world. My Father 
God, I pray that us as people, great people in 
here, that we continue to use our platform to 
help others and inspire others. And last, I 
would like to pray on the food that we are 
eating today. I pray that we bless the hands 
that prepared this food, and let it be nourish- 
ment to our bodies. In Jesus’ name we pray, 
Amen. 


Rep. ADERHOLT: Thank you again. Paco 
and I are very happy that you have joined us 
here this morning for this breakfast. I think 
it was very successful. Again, let’s give ev- 
eryone at the head table a great hand. 


That concludes our breakfast, and the 
President and the First Lady will be leaving 
shortly. If you could stay in your seats for 
the next few minutes, but we do appreciate 
them as they’re leaving the building and 
their support for the National Prayer Break- 
fast. May God bless each of you that are 
here. May God bless the United States of 
America, and every country around the 
world. Thank you, and God Bless. 
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64TH NATIONAL PRAYER BREAKFAST: PART 

THREE 

Mr. BURNETT: Yes, we are really fortunate 
and we are very grateful. But our faith has in 
fact led us to entirely build our TV careers 
and film careers on family friendly fran- 
chises, I mean shows like what was men- 
tioned—The Voice, Apprentice, Shark Tank, 
Survivor. Often every week four nights out 
of seven, we have the number one show in 
America. It is a lot of leverage, which is 
what matters in Hollywood. We took that le- 
verage and we told Hollywood we wanted to 
make a brand new series called The Bible. 
Yes, The Bible on prime time American TV. 

Of course our friends told us we are going 
to destroy our great careers because mixing 
entertainment and religion is going to make 
people really angry. But worst of all, they 
said we were idiots because nobody is going 
to watch The Bible on prime time TV—they 
know the story and they can get that in 
church. Well, as the Americans in this room 
know, The Bible became the most talked 
about television show in America, the num- 
ber one series that year, and 100 million of 
you watching. 

And here is what is really great—The Bible 
was also shown in Canada but they showed it 
up against the first game for the National 
Hockey League—but head to head, The Bible 
beat hockey. I guess we do know now up in 
Canada we can officially say that hockey is 
not God. 

Ms. DOWNEY: At that time, The Bible was 
also up against a show called The Walking 
Dead and we won, and my favorite headline 
ran on CNN, “Qod beats zombies.” But far 
more important than the ratings were the 
stories of families sitting together in their 
living rooms watching The Bible. The stories 
of how God’s love for us unfolded through the 
ages, moved them, and engaged them be- 
cause faith was and is alive and well in 
America. The series helped to ignite a much 
larger conversation about God and faith in 
this country. We were also humbled that 
people were inspired to see us, a Hollywood 
couple of producers daring to speak out 
about our love of Jesus, daring to talk about 
our faith in God, and our sincere belief in the 
power of prayer. I can honestly say that I 
have never made a decision in my life, big or 
small, that I didn’t pray about first. The 
Bible series began with a prayer that started 
as a whisper in our hearts. Our dear friend, 
Rick Warren had said to us once, ‘‘The most 
dangerous prayer you can pray is, Lord, use 
me, because then you have to be ready that 
He might just do so.” All we did was ask him 
to use us. 
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Mr. BURNETT: And use us, he did, trust me. 
Yeah, it was a TV show but we are also still 
telling the story of the most sacred book of 
all time, the Bible, and we knew we had to 
get it right. It is a really important, huge re- 
sponsibility on our shoulders. So the first 
thing that we did was sign up 40 scholars and 
advisors—by the way, many of you are in 
this room right now—you know who you 
are—you backed us from the very beginning 
and stood shoulder to shoulder with us. And 
we thank you so much, all of you in this 
room who backed us. 

You know it was difficult to bridge all the 
theological gaps, the sway of denominations, 
but we prayed our way through the process 
and managed to create a series that brought 
people together and glorified God. I think it 
is fair to say—we have become Hollywood’s 
noisiest Christians. You know at least 90 
million Americans attend church each Sun- 
day in this country; millions more find inspi- 
ration and hope in the person, the story, and 
the teachings of Jesus Christ. The Christian 
community is a mainstream community. 
They watch the NFL, they watch The Voice, 
they buy tickets to Star Wars and go to 
Beyonce concerts. It is a community that 
loves Jesus, loves their country, it is a very 
cool community made up of millions of 
young believers. Many who have tattoos, 
earrings, they ride skateboards, they surf, 
they tweet, they are entrepreneurs and are a 
vibrant part of the new American economy. 
It is a very broad audience indeed. It is a 
community that we are really proud to be a 
part of, and a community that has covered 
us in prayer—as to our own surprise we al- 
most became the international spokespeople 
for the Bible. 

Ms. DOWNEY: The making of The Bible se- 
ries was covered in prayer every step of the 
way. I can still remember sitting in the Mo- 
roccan desert under the shade of a rock and 
reading Scripture with actors, or praying to- 
gether with them as they prepared for a 
scene. When we were getting ready to shoot 
the crucifixion scene, I sent out an email re- 
questing that prayers would be sent ahead of 
us to clear the way. There were emotional 
and spiritual challenges of filming such a 
scene, aS well as the physical challenge be- 
cause we had to hang an actor on a cross and 
that day the winds were very high and the 
sun was scorching, and we prayed for safety, 
and that God would use this series to open 
hearts to him. We had a man on the set 
whose job it was to wrangle snakes and scor- 
pions from each of the locations, and nor- 
mally he found about 1 or 2 snakes a day, but 
on the morning of the crucifixion, he re- 
moved 48 snakes from around the hillside of 
Golgotha and we believe that was the power 
of prayer at work—the symbolism of the 
snake wasn’t lost on any of us. We also 
prayed as we cast the series. We were only a 
few months away from beginning filming and 
we still hadn’t cast the most important role 
of Jesus. 

So I sent out an email to all my contacts 
with a header ‘‘Looking for Jesus.” We asked 
in prayer that the right actor would show up. 
Through a series of remarkable coincidences, 
we came across Portuguese actor, Diogo 
Morgado. As he walked up our garden path to 
meet us for the first time, I turned to Mark 
and said ‘‘There he is; there’s our Jesus.” He 
was an answer to a prayer, and his touching 
and affecting performance as Jesus helped to 
inspire millions of people around the world. 

Mr. BURNETT: Yes, that role of Jesus was so 
important and it was last minute casting, 
and it was the answer to prayer, and the in- 
credible Hispanic actor Diogo Morgado beau- 
tifully portrayed, as you saw on the screen, 
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Jesus in The Bible series. Everyone in the 
whole country was talking about this His- 
panic actor. And it reminds me of a great 
story. 

There are a couple of old men who are 
Christians, they lived next door to each 
other. One was an old black man; one was an 
old white man. They loved each other and 
they did everything together. In fact, 
they’ve only had one disagreement, the old 
black man was sure Jesus was black, and the 
old white man was just as sure that Jesus 
was a white man. Neither could ever con- 
vince the other. One day these great friends 
died together in a car accident. On their way 
up to heaven the old black man said ‘‘Buddy, 
we’re about to find out I was right all along, 
Jesus is a black man.” And the old white 
man said ‘‘I’m sorry you’re going to have to 
find out this way, because when we meet 
him, you’re going to see that Jesus in fact a 
white man.” They got there in great antici- 
pation and Jesus walked out to meet them, 
and he smiled at them and said, ‘‘Buenos 
dias.” 

Ms. DOWNEY: Well, you know I suppose 
when you think about it, Jesus could have 
been Irish. He lived at home until he was 30. 
He never got married, and his mother 
thought he was God. You know, as a husband 
and wife producer team, not only do we get 
to do what we love to do but we get to do it 
together, and we have fun, you can tell, we 
have fun. But we also know that being in 
media comes with responsibility, for to those 
to whom much is given, much is expected. 
We are so pleased that our step of faith has 
reinvigorated faith and family programming 
in this country, and has hopefully inspired a 
whole new generation of artists to invest 
their talent and content that inspires and 
unifies. This is why we named the company 
that produced The Bible, Light Workers 
Media, because we have always believed that 
it is far more effective to light a candle than 
to curse the darkness. Let me say that again, 
we believe it is far more effective to light a 
candle, than to curse the darkness, and that 
is what we try to do—to light as many can- 
dles as we can. We just Keep lighting candles 
in this often very dark, hostile and hurting 
world. 

Mr. BURNETT: It is very easy to divide peo- 
ple, and it is very difficult to bring people to- 
gether. Did you know what we learned mak- 
ing The Bible? That just among Christians 
alone, there are over 30,000 denominations. 
When you think about that, it is crazy, 
right? And many have argued about their 
views of Jesus for thousands of years. So for 
us, working across the Protestant and the 
Catholic community, working in a very de- 
tailed way with the Jewish community, it 
was very, very challenging to make every- 
body happy as we told the story of The Bible. 
But we worked very, very hard, and as many 
people here advised us so closely, we learned 
to become bridge builders; and bridge build- 
ing became our mission. 

Ms. DOWNEY: Building bridges has become 
so much of our mission and I know the power 
of a bridge from my own life’s journey grow- 
ing up in war torn Ireland. But today, if you 
go to Derry, you will find something new 
there. Peace has been restored there and 
there is now a walking bridge built across 
the River Foyle, and it is aptly called The 
Peace Bridge. It stands in defiance of all that 
once divided us—our very own bridge over 
troubled water. Protestant and Catholic chil- 
dren now play together, but more than that, 
the old hurts are healing. The leaders in 
Northern Ireland finally sat down and talked 
to each other, and listened to each other, 
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and started to work things out together. We 
are at a time in the world’s history where 
there is so much pain and fear, and division 
everywhere, and these divisions show up in 
race, and in religion, and in politics. The di- 
viding lines are easy to find. The bridges to 
peace are harder to build. May we all find 
our dividing lines and work until we have 
built our own bridges of peace across them. 
On this day of the National Prayer Break- 
fast, we pray that with God’s help, our world 
can heal some of the hurts that wound us 
and the confusion that divides us, but it be- 
gins with us and perhaps a good place to 
start is to simply see the image of God in the 
eyes of everyone you meet. As Jesus said, 
“By this everyone will know that you follow 
me, that you love one another.” For in this 
spirit is the power of true faith that we learn 
to love each other. We know that television 
and film can be powerful ways of bringing in- 
spiration and hope through emotional stories 
that open your heart. As my dear friend the 
late Maya Angelou said, ‘‘People will forget 
what you said. People will forget what you 
did. But people will never forget how you 
made them feel.” Thank you so much, and 
may God bless you. 

Rep. VARGAS: Wow, thank you so much. 
Muchisimas gracias. I have to say, thank 
you again, Mark. Thank you so much. Our 
purpose in this breakfast every year is to lift 
up Jesus as a solution to the problems of the 
world, and ask for the Lord’s help. In that 
vein, we came together today to love and 
pray for the President of the United States, 
and his family, and we do this with all our 
hearts and we appreciate the message that 
you brought today to us, it was so uplifting. 
Mr. President, when we were in law school 
together, I had lunch with one of our smart- 
est classmates, in fact I mentioned his name 
to you. And I asked him who he thought was 
really, really smart, and he said ‘‘This guy 
named Barack Obama; he’s really, really 
smart; and he may even become a Supreme 
Court Justice some day.” So there’s still 
time, Mr. President. There’s still time, 
you’re a young man. 

But all kidding aside, Mr. President, we 
honor you for your dignity. We honor you for 
your integrity. We honor you for your faith, 
the way you honor God with your life and 
your service to all of us. Ladies and gentle- 
men, for one last time at our National Pray- 
er Breakfast, it is my honor to introduce the 
President of the United States. 
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Mr. VARGAS. Mr. Speaker, on Thursday, 
February 4, 2016 | had the privilege of co- 
chairing the 64th Annual National Prayer 
Breakfast with Representative ROBERT ADER- 
HOLT. | would like to submit Part two of the 
transcript: 
64TH NATIONAL PRAYER BREAKFAST: PART TWO 

Rabbi JACK BEMPORAD: I think in these few 
days that we are together, there is such a 
spirit of love and joy, and affection. A sense 
that an environment is produced these days 
that elicits the very best in us and there is 
a constant struggle in everyone to find a way 
in which our best selves emerges. And the 
self that manifests the love of God, and the 
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love of one’s fellow human being, and it calls 
us to something higher, to a calling that 
gives us the nobility of what it means to be 
a child of God. 

In this spirit, I would like to read from the 
book of Isaiah, Chapter 58. It is a reading 
that is done every Yom Kippur, Day of 
Atonement, in every synagogue throughout 
the world. It is a day, incidentally, where 
Jews fast. And yet on this very day when 
Jews fast, they read this. 

“Ts such the fast that I choose, a day for a 
man to humble himself? Is it to bow down 
his head like a rush, and to spread sackcloth 
and ashes under him? Will you call this a 
fast, and a day acceptable to the Lord? Is not 
this the fast that I choose: to loose the bonds 
of wickedness, to undo the thongs of the 
yoke, to let the oppressed go free, and to 
break every yoke? Is it not to share your 
bread with the hungry, and bring the home- 
less poor into your house; when you see the 
naked, to cover him and not to hide yourself 
from your own flesh? Then shall your light 
break forth like the dawn, and your healing 
shall spring up speedily; your righteousness 
shall go before you, the glory of the Lord 
shall be your rear guard. Then you shall call, 
and the Lord will answer; you shall cry, and 
he will say, Here I am. If you take away from 
the midst of you the yoke, the pointing of 
the finger, and speaking of wickedness, if 
you pour yourself out for the hungry and sat- 
isfy the desire of the afflicted, then shall 
your light rise in the darkness and your 
gloom be as the noonday and the Lord will 
guide you continually, and satisfy your de- 
sire with good things, and make your bones 
strong; and you shall be like a watered gar- 
den, like a spring of water, whose waters fail 
not. And your ancient ruins shall be rebuilt; 
you shall raise up the foundations of many 
generations; you shall be called the repairer 
of the breach, the restorer of streets to dwell 
in.”’ 

Thank you. 

The Honorable JULIAN CASTRO: Good morn- 
ing. To President and Mrs. Obama, co-chairs 
Congressman VARGAS and Congressman 
ADERHOLT, and to all distinguished guests 
with us this morning. On this day of hope 
and of harmony, let us pray. 

Dear Lord, we gather here as one, con- 
nected by the strength of our faith, by our 
pride in this great nation, and by our com- 
mon bond as Children of God. Let us remem- 
ber that each of us is beloved equally in the 
eyes of our Lord, and let us serve as instru- 
ments that spread your mercy to our broth- 
ers and our sisters. Jesus told the disciples 
in the book of Matthew that what we do unto 
the least among us, we do unto Him. So, just 
as the grace of God provides nourishment to 
our souls and sanctuary for our spirits, we 
must provide food to the hungry, care for the 
ailing, shelter to the poor. The Bible in- 
structs us to find unity in our faith, and 
compassion for all men and women through 
the example of Christ. 

And I pray that we will find inspiration 
from the second chapter of Philippians, 
which reads: 

“So if there is any encouragement in 
Christ, any comfort from love, any participa- 
tion in the spirit, any affection and sym- 
pathy, complete my joy by being of the same 
mind, having the same love, being in full ac- 
cord and of one mind. Do nothing from ri- 
valry or conceit, but in humility, count oth- 
ers more significant than yourselves. Let 
each of you look not only to his own inter- 
ests, but also to the interests of others. Have 
this mind among yourselves, which is yours 
in Christ Jesus, who though he was in the 
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form of God, did not count equality with God 
a thing to be grasped, but emptied himself, 
taking the form of a servant, being born in 
the likeness of men.” Amen. 

Thank you and God bless. 

U.S. Representative NANCY PELOSI: Good 
morning. Mr. President and Mrs. Obama, all 
of the distinguished guests gathered here in 
prayer. I know we all want to thank Con- 
gressman JUAN VARGAS and Congressman 
ROBERT ADERHOLT for their leadership in 
making this morning’s breakfast such a suc- 
cess, and I thank them for giving me the op- 
portunity to read the following from the 
Gospel of John. In the gospel of John, we see 
the golden rule that stands at the heart of 
the gospel. And as we hear these words from 
John chapters 13, 15 and 17 we know that this 
message, this command of love is not con- 
fined to the New Testament. The same mes- 
sage stands at the center of the Torah, and 
the teachings of the Prophet Mohammed. 
From the Torah, it says, ‘‘Love your neigh- 
bor as yourself.” And from Mohammed, 
“None of you has faith until he loves for his 
brother or his neighbor what he loves for 
himself.” And now from the gospel of John: 

“Now before the feast of the Passover, 
when Jesus knew that his hour had come to 
depart out of this world to the Father... . 

“Jesus, knowing that the Father had given 
all things into His hands, and that he had 
come from God and was going to God, rose 
from the meal, took off his outer clothing 
and wrapped a towel around his waist. After 
that, he poured water into a basin and began 
to wash his disciples’ feet, drying them with 
atowel.... 

“When he had finished washing their feet, 
he put on his clothes and returned to his 
place, ‘Do you understand what I have done 
for you?’ he asks them. ‘You call me teacher 
and Lord, and rightly so, for that is what I 
am. Now that I, your Lord and teacher have 
washed your feet, you should also wash one 
another’s feet. I have set you an example 
that you should do as I have done for you. 
Very truly I tell you, no servant is greater 
than his master, nor is any messenger great- 
er than the one who sent him. Now you know 
these things, you will be blessed if you do 
them.” 

A little while later Jesus said, 

“As the Father has loved me, so I have 
loved you. Now remain in my love. If you 
keep my commands, you will remain in my 
love just as I have kept my Father’s com- 
mands and remain in His love. I have told 
you this so that my joy may be with you and 
that your joy may be complete. My com- 
mand is this: love each other as I have loved 
you. Greater love hath no one than this, to 
lay down his life for his friend.” 

And finally, listen to Jesus’ prayer for us, 
he went on to say: 

“My prayer is not for them alone, I pray 
also for those who will believe in me through 
their message that all of them may be one, 
Father, just as you are in me and I am in 
you. May they also be in us so that the world 
may believe that you have sent me. I have 
given them the glory that you gave me, that 
they may be one as we are one, I in them, 
and you in me, so that may guide to bring us 
to complete unity.” 

That is the gospel of the Lord. May the 
Lord guide us to answer this prayer of to- 
getherness, unity, and love, that we may be 
from many faiths, we may be united by our 
service to God and to one another. Amen. 
Thank you. 

The Honorable ROBERT RIGSBY: Good morn- 
ing. Mr. President, our First Lady, this is 
truly the day that the Lord has made. Let us 
rejoice and be glad in it. Let us pray. 
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Thank you, Father, for allowing us to live 
in a country where we can come together in 
your precious name. In peace, fellowship, and 
communion offering you praise, glory and 
honor. Father, we ask that you watch over 
our President, Barack Obama, as he literally 
carries the weight of the world on his shoul- 
ders. Continue to lead and guide him, and 
bless him with the courage of David and the 
wisdom of Solomon. Bless all of our national 
leaders from all branches of our government. 
Father, bless the leaders from around the 
world who are charged with the great respon- 
sibility to bring hope in the midst of hope- 
lessness, calm in the midst of chaos, and 
peace in the midst of war. Father, infuse in 
our leaders a call to action to protect those 
who cannot protect themselves. For as Dr. 
King said, our lives begin and end the day we 
become silent about things that truly mat- 
ter. Father, let our leaders never forget that 
as a global community, or strength, our dig- 
nity, and our humanity are all closely linked 
to our willingness to help each other. Fa- 
ther, I pray that our leaders are led by faith 
because our faith lets us know you hear us. 
Father, because we have been granted this 
awesome responsibility to lead, we have the 
legal and moral obligation to strive to better 
conditions world wide. Father, your word 
and our faith provide us guidance. The Gos- 
pel of Matthew teaches that we must ‘‘first 
cast out of the beam out of thine own eye, 
and then shall thou see clearly to cast the 
moat out of thy brother’s eye.” Father, im- 
press upon our leaders the profoundness of 
this passage. I pray that our leaders will un- 
derstand that to earn our positions of leader- 
ship, we must constantly sit in judgment of 
ourselves. This is not an easy or a com- 
fortable task, but it is one that is essential— 
whether it is at a prayer meeting or during 
times of self-reflection—we must examine 
our actions in the crucible of our faith. In 
First Kings, Solomon is reminded of the 
promise that God made to David, that is if 
our people remain faithful, then when in 
need, our God would hear them. Father, faith 
is essential to all we do, and faith has been 
vital to me. I am so proud to share my faith 
with our national leaders because this nation 
has invested so much in me. I am humbled 
and honored to have served in Afghanistan 
and Iraq as a United States Army officer. My 
unwavering faith sustained me while I served 
in a combat zone away from my wife and my 
son. But more importantly, my faith sus- 
tained me when I was paralyzed shortly after 
returning from Afghanistan. My wife Anna 
and I relied on our faith to sustain us and 
keep us. Without faith, I know I would not 
be standing here today. I literally would not 
be standing here today. Father, remind our 
leaders that you told us to have faith in all 
we do, not some of what we do, but all we do, 
not just when it is popular or convenient. 
Let our leaders know that it is through pray- 
er and faith that our brave soldiers, sailors, 
airmen, and marines that work to secure our 
homeland will return home when war will be 
no more. Father, remind our leaders that 
faith will sustain them, faith will keep them 
and faith will guide them. For I know first- 
hand that it is because my faith and the 
power of prayer that I stand before you 
today. I also pray that with continued faith 
and perseverance, our president will be 
strengthened, fortified, guided and directed 
to lead this great nation, and be a beacon of 
justice and peace around the world. In the 
precious name of Jesus, I give thanks. Amen. 

Rep. ADERHOLT: Thank you Judge Rigsby. 
And thank you God for answering our pray- 
ers, and we thank You again for this morn- 
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ing and we offer all of these prayers up to 
the Father. Mark Burnett and Roma Downey 
are two of television’s most successful pro- 
ducers. They have made over 3,000 hours of 
American TV that airs in over 70 countries, 
and have received eight Emmy Awards. You 
know them from their productions of some of 
television’s most iconic shows, including The 
Voice, Shark Tank, Survivor, The Bible Se- 
ries, and their major motion picture, Son of 
God. 

Mark Burnett is the president of MGM Tel- 
evision and Digital Group, and his wife, 
Roma is chief content officer of Light Works 
Media. Many of you also know Roma from 
her starring role as Monica in the long run- 
ning hit TV show, Touched by An Angel. And 
to give you an idea of some of their work, we 
are going to look at a brief clip from their 
hit television series, The Bible. 

[Video clip from The Bible] 

Ladies and Gentlemen, please join me in 
welcoming the first husband and wife couple 
to ever address this breakfast, Roma Downey 
and Mark Burnett. 

Mr. MARK BURNETT: Good morning, Mr. 
President, Madam First Lady, Senators, 
Congressmen, members of our armed forces, 
esteemed foreign representatives and guests. 
Roma and I are so grateful to be here this 
year. We are used to sitting out there, and 
have for many years and love this prayer 
breakfast. We are especially grateful this 
year to be speaking at President Obama’s 
last prayer breakfast, it is such an honor. We 
are also really, really glad to be here to 
share with you a little of our story about im- 
migrant, blue collar roots of coming to 
America. 

Ms. ROMA DOWNEY: Yes, it is a great bless- 
ing also for us to be here as a married couple 
and to get to do this together. As we heard, 
we are the first husband and wife team ever 
to speak at the National Prayer Breakfast. 
Mark and I have been working together, side 
by side for years, and most couples we know 
can’t even do yard work together without ar- 
guing. And yet we have been together every 
day, producing The Bible and AD, and the 
soon to be released, epic feature film, Ben 
Hur. And I just have to acknowledge Mr. 
Morgan Freeman, who is here today, who is 
one of the stars of Ben Hur. 

Spending so much time together as a hus- 
band and wife, is a blessing and a challenge, 
and perhaps the real miracle is that we are 
still speaking to each other. As business 
partners, we have different styles and ap- 
proaches. I might tap gently on a door, and 
my husband might kick the door down. And 
both can be effective, and like all partner- 
ships, we have learned to work as a team. 
And there is an art, of course, to public 
speaking. It should feel like a graceful 
dance, and speaking today, we will try not to 
step on each other’s toes. I am reminded of 
some of the great dancers from the past, like 
Fred Astaire and Ginger Rogers, and they 
moved so well together. And remember that 
Ginger did everything Fred did, but she did 
it backwards and in high heels. Of course you 
may be able to tell from our accents, I am 
Irish, my husband is English—but we don’t 
hold that against him. 

Mr. BURNETT: Okay, I admit it. I was born 
in England but I am very lucky now, as is 
Roma now, to be an American citizen—so we 
can officially celebrate the 4th of July. I do 
know I am also lucky; I am the only person 
in the room who is married to an actual 
angel. Yeah, I know what you are thinking. 
Yes, I have been touched by an angel. Well, 
we are married. 

Ms. DOWNEY: I was born and raised in 
Derry City, Northern Ireland near the bog 
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side section, and Derry is the second city of 
the North and as you all know it was home 
to a great deal of violence and unrest, par- 
ticularly in the 1970s and 1980s. Our city was 
divided by a river, which flowed through the 
middle segregating the communities; and 
Catholics lived on one side, Protestants lived 
on the other, and never the twain did meet. 
We hardly ever crossed the river to the other 
side. Those were scary and often dangerous 
times when shootings and bombings became 
a way of life. When I was just 10 years of age, 
my mother died and I remember going to 
visit her grave when a fierce gun battle 
broke out in the cemetery. I narrowly missed 
being shot, the bullet hole singed the coat I 
was wearing and missed my head by inches. 
Surely I must have had an angel watching 
over me that day. Through my teenage years 
I can remember sitting in my little bedroom 
on the street where we lived, looking out at 
the rain and listening over and over to one of 
the only cassettes that I owned. It was 
Simon and Garfunkel’s Greatest Hits and I 
loved the lyrics, for they created a poetic 
world where you could hear the sounds of si- 
lence and it seemed possible that you could 
really build a bridge over troubled waters. 
The lyrics painted a picture for me, a picture 
of America and a seed was planted. The 
American dream represented freedom, and 
opportunity, and there as a young Irish teen- 
ager, an American dream was born in my 
heart. Like so many immigrants before us, 
this great country has provided us with the 
opportunities to make our dreams reality. 
Mr. BURNETT: Yet we both came seeking 
that same American dream. Thirty years 
ago, I left the British Army Parachute Regi- 
ment and I moved to Los Angeles with zero 
skills, but I did need a job and a place to live 
and I had a friend from home who lived in 
Beverly Hills and worked as a chauffeur for 
a rich family. He suggested a chauffeur 
might be a good job—at least I could drive a 
car—but there were no chauffeur jobs avail- 
able. But there was a job advertised and it 
sounded great. It was a live in position in 
Beverly Hills; got paid 125 dollars a week and 
the job did come with a room, a car, and 
even cable TV. The trouble was there were 
two words right at the front of the job de- 
scription, which made no sense for a guy 
from the parachute regiment. Those two 
words were: child care. My friend Nick told 
me it was a waste of time even going to the 
interview but I remember him saying ‘‘Mark, 
come on, how are you going over being the 
commando yesterday to Mary Poppins to- 
morrow, really?” But I knew I was desperate. 
So I showed up that night at 624 North Bev- 
erly Drive in Beverly Hills for a job inter- 
view. It was crazy. Keep in mind I was 22 
years of age, I had just come out of the 
army. Irving, the husband, began by asking 
what on earth I was doing there. Here he had 
a 3-year-old from this marriage, a 17-year-old 
and a 19-year-old from the previous mar- 
riage, and what did he possibly need another 
22-year-old kid for? What Earl said he needed 
was a nanny and a housekeeper. Just then 
his wife, Patty cut him off and said ‘‘Wow, 
you have an accent, where are you from?” I 
said ‘‘Ma’am, I’m from London.” She said 
“Oh, we love London.” Earl did not crack a 
smile, he was just annoyed so he started 
drilling me to get rid of me. He said, ‘‘This 
job isn’t just about chasing a 3-year-old 
around a Beverly Hills estate—you need to 
do some cleaning. Can you clean Mark?’’ I 
said “Sir, I just left 4 years in the British 
army. They came around with a white glove 
to inspect our lockers every day. No one ever 
found a speck of dust on my locker.” Patty 
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smiled and Earl got even more annoyed. 
Then he asked me ‘‘Okay, can you do laun- 
dry?” I said “Sir, laundry? We have to do all 
our own washing and ironing, I could iron a 
shirt with a crease so sharp you could shave 
with it.” Patty was loving this. But then Ir- 
ving finally got me when he said ‘‘Mark, can 
you cook?” I said “Sir, I’m British. My mom 
can’t even cook.” 


Anyway, I thought I wasn’t getting the 
job—but a few hours later, Patty called the 
number I had left where my friend Nick lived 
and said, “It’s a very soft sell, but you got 
the job. Can you start tomorrow?” And then 
I began the next day in America as a domes- 
tic help/nanny/housekeeper at 624 North Bev- 
erly Drive, Beverly Hills. This was really 
amazing. Last year, Roma and I, as a lot of 
you know, merged our company into MGM, 
which made me the president of MGM Tele- 
vision. And I was given an office on the top 
floor of MGM, right next to Gary Barber, the 
Chairman and CEO of MGM. I walked in 
there and looked at this incredible view of 
Los Angeles—the Hollywood sign, Beverly 
Hills and it dawned on me. The address of 
this building is 245 North Beverly Drive. I 
looked out the window up Beverly Drive and 
I could actually see the house where I was a 
nanny at 624 North Beverly Drive. You have 
to know, this can only happen in America. 
It’s the American dream. 


Ms. DOWNEY: Yeah, there are certain things 
that could only happen in America. Back 
when I emigrated from Ireland, I lived in 
New York City, and the very first job I had 
there was checking coats in a very fancy 
Upper West Side restaurant. The meals were 
lovely but so expensive and I never could 
have afforded to eat there myself. When I 
checked a coat, I used to get maybe a quar- 
ter a coat or sometimes a dollar on average. 
One night I checked the coat of Regis 
Philbin. He was the very first celebrity that 
I ever met, and he gave me a 20 dollar tip and 
I thought I died and went to heaven. Just a 
few years later, I was living in Los Angeles, 
starring on a TV show called Touched by an 
Angel and the show had millions of viewers 
each week and it was a big hit on CBS. Soon 
I was invited to fly back to New York and be 
a guest on the Regis Philbin Show. Checking 
coats one moment, starring on television the 
next—only in America. And I remember I 
told Regis that story and he laughed, and he 
laughed, and he was just so glad that he 
hadn’t stiffed me. 


Anyway, for almost 10 years I had the 
privilege of playing the angel, Monica on tel- 
evision opposite the great Della Reese, and 
we were undercover angels who showed up at 
a crossroad in people’s lives, often when they 
had hit the bottom, and in their brokenness, 
they had reached out to God for help. Every 
week I got to deliver a message of God’s love 
on national television to millions of people. 
As a believer myself, this was such an honor 
to share with the audience that there is a 
God, that he loves us, and that he wants to 
be part of our lives. Before we filmed these 
angel revelation scenes each week, we would 
pray a very simple prayer, ‘Less of me, God, 
more of you; less of me, more of you.” And 
we prayed because we hoped we would be 
used to touch people’s hearts and to open 
their lives to God—and thankfully that hap- 
pened thousands of times. Both Mark and I 
have been so blessed with our careers here in 
the United States, and we are both so fortu- 
nate and incredibly grateful. 
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HONORING THE LIFE OF MS. 
MARIA LOURDES GUTIERREZ 


HON. JIM COSTA 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, | rise today along 
with my colleague, Mr. BECERRA to honor the 
life of Ms. Maria Lourdes Gutiérrez of Los An- 
geles, California. Maria passed away on May 
19, 2016 after a year-long battle with cancer. 
She led a prolific career and will be greatly 
missed by her family, friends, and entire com- 
munity. 

Maria L. Gutiérrez was born on September 
23, 1954, in Los Angeles, California to Jose 
and Manuela Gutiérrez. As the only child of 
immigrant parents, Maria’s story is a testa- 
ment to the American Dream. She grew up in 
East Los Angeles, graduated from Loyola 
Marymount University with a Bachelors de- 
gree in history and political science, and did 
graduate work at the University of Southern 
California. She worked for a short time as a 
station manager of KMEX in Los Angeles be- 
fore moving to Fresno in 1998, to serve as the 
General Manager for KFTV. Her hard work 
and determination allowed her to rise quickly 
to the position of Senior Vice President and 
Regional Director of Local Media for Univision 
until her retirement in 2012. 

Under Maria’s leadership, KFTV became a 
leading force in local news. She worked to 
raise the level of the local Spanish-language 
television stations during her career and she 
never stopped working to do so. With her 
guidance, KFTV won several awards for out- 
standing journalism, becoming the leading 
Spanish-language television station in the San 
Joaquin Valley and earned recognition and 
honors from various news associations. 

After her retirement, Maria continued to 
serve her community. Maria served on the 
boards of the Fresno State Bulldog Founda- 
tion, Fresno State Art and Humanities, the 
San Joaquin Debate Committee, the National 
Parks Conservation Advisory Board, and El 
Agua es Asunto de Todos, highlighting the im- 
portance of having a reliable and secure water 
supply in California. She was also the chair- 
man for the Complete Count committee for 
Census and was the President for both the 
Loyola Marymount University Latino Alumni 
Association and the National Association of 
Broadcasters Board. 

Maria’s faith and love for family, public serv- 
ice, and her community was guided by her 
strong belief in shining a light on issues that 
impact the quality of life in the Central Valley. 
Her hard work led her to be honored by sev- 
eral groups, including the Girls Scouts of Cen- 
tral California South, The National Women’s 
Political Caucus of Fresno County, and The 
Fresno Area Hispanic Chamber of Commerce. 
Maria received various awards, including 
“Women of Influence,” “Humanitarian Award,” 
“Hispanic Woman of Promise Award,” and the 
American Advertising Federations Silver 
Medal Award. Maria was passionate about her 
work and was a fantastic leader, mentor, and 
friend. 

Mr. Speaker, it is with great respect that Mr. 
BECERRA and | ask our colleagues in the U.S. 
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House of Representatives to honor the life of 
Ms. Maria Lourdes Gutiérrez. The positive dif- 
ference Maria made in the lives of others and 
her community will never be forgotten. 


EE 


DAUGHTERS OF THE AMERICAN 
REVOLUTION RECOGNIZE THE 
229TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE 
DRAFTING OF THE CONSTITU- 
TION 


HON. MICHAEL G. FITZPATRICK 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, the 229th 
anniversary of the drafting of the Constitution 
of the United States was nationally noted on 
September 17, 2016. The Constitution, the 
greatest framework of human liberty, incor- 
porates the principles of freedom, equality and 
justice. Constitution Week, September 17-23, 
was initiated by the Daughters of the Amer- 
ican Revolution in 1955 to promote the ob- 
servance of the U.S. Constitution. The organi- 
zation also created the DAR Constitution Hall 
in Washington D.C. as a memorial to the en- 
during document. The DAR encourages patri- 
otism, education and historic preservation in 
communities across America and has contin- 
ued this mission, honoring and celebrating the 
Constitution and encouraging observance of 
Constitution Week throughout the nation, and 
in communities and classrooms, encouraging 
adults and children to study and discuss the 
Constitution. In recognition of this magnificent 
document and this important annual event, | 
congratulate the Daughters of the American 
Revolution for their ongoing commitment to 
our unique American history. 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO LUELLA AND 
CLARK HERZBERG 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and honor Luella and Clark 
Herzberg of Clarinda, lowa, on the very spe- 
cial occasion of their 70th wedding anniver- 
sary. They were married in Oakland, California 
and celebrated their anniversary on July 16, 
2016. 

Luella and Clark’s lifelong commitment to 
each other and their family truly embodies 
lowa values. As they reflect on their 70th anni- 
versary, | hope it is filled with happy memo- 
ries. May their commitment grow even strong- 
er, as they continue to love, cherish, and 
honor one another for many years to come. 

Mr. Speaker, | commend this great couple 
on their 70th year together and | wish them 
many more. | know my colleagues in the 
United States House of Representatives will 
join me in congratulating them on this momen- 
tous occasion. 
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INTRODUCING HOUSE CONCUR- 
RENT RESOLUTION EXPRESSING 
THE SENSE OF CONGRESS THAT 
THE UNITED STATES SHOULD 
CONTINUE TO EXERCISE ITS 
VETO IN THE UNITED NATIONS 
SECURITY COUNCIL ON ANTI- 
ISRAEL RESOLUTIONS 


HON. ALCEE L. HASTINGS 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
introduce a House Concurrent Resolution ex- 
pressing the sense of Congress that the 
United States should continue to exercise its 
veto in the United Nations Security Council on 
resolutions regarding the Israeli-Palestinian 
peace process and to oppose anti-Israel 
measures considered by the United Nations 
General Assembly and other United Nations 
bodies. 

As we all know, Israel is routinely the sub- 
ject of unfair attacks at the United Nations. 
Israel is one of our nation’s great allies—a 
free and open democratic society in a region 
that is anything but—yet it is the only country 
in the world that has to defend its very right 
to existence on a daily basis. International 
bodies unfairly target Israel regularly, and it’s 
shameful. 

For instance, the United Nations Human 
Rights Council (UNHRC) has voted to con- 
demn Israel 62 times since its creation in 
2006. Earlier this year, the UNHRC named 
Israel as the world’s top human rights violator. 

Here’s another example. Resolution 1, 
adopted during the 29th session of the Com- 
mission on the Status of Women last year sin- 
gled out Israel as the only nation responsible 
for women’s rights violations. You heard that 
right. Not Syria, where an entire ethnic group, 
the Yazidis, have seen their women and girls 
sold off as sex slaves; not Saudi Arabia, with 
its strict laws on modesty, where women can 
neither drive nor own property; and not Sudan, 
where young girls are married off at the age 
of 10 and where many of them are forced to 
undergo female genital mutilation. 

Earlier this year, the government of France 
convened a conference in Paris on the Israeli- 
Palestinian conflict. Notably, representatives 
from Israel and the Palestinian Territories 
were not invited. That is no way to negotiate. 
If the government of France takes the plan to 
the United Nations Security Council, it would 
effectively force a “solution” upon Israel at an 
arbitrary deadline, putting the entire country at 
risk. This is unacceptable. We have all seen 
the wave of terrorism that has swept through 
Israel in recent months. Israel must be allowed 
to maintain its security. 

Mr. Speaker, it is imperative that we, the 
United States of America, continue to stand up 
for Israel at the United Nations. We all want to 
see a resolution to the Israeli-Palestinian con- 
flict, but we know that it can only happen if 
both sides come together, sit down, and nego- 
tiate. My friend, Prime Minister Bibi Netanyahu 
has offered to meet anywhere at any time, 
without any precondition, to continue negotia- 
tions. The Palestinian leadership, unfortu- 
nately, has refused or made excuses, and in- 


September 20, 2016 


stead turned to international bodies. In doing 
so, they have turned from the peace process 
and focused instead on castigatory measures 
that will, in the long run, get them nowhere. 
And that is a shame. 

The United Nations can’t force peace. A 
resolution to the conflict requires difficult con- 
versations, and even painful concessions 
through mutual bilateral discussion. This is 
what needs to happen, and the United States 
must send this signal clearly and unequivo- 
cally. | urge this body to pass the resolution, 
which will do just that. 


HONORING JEANELLE NORMAN 


HON. RODNEY DAVIS 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speak- 
er, | rise today to honor Jeanelle Norman, who 
was recently named Citizen of the Year by the 
Greater Decatur Chamber of Commerce. 

Jeanelle is perhaps most known for her 
work as the president of the Decatur branch of 
the NAACP, where she has spent the past few 
years fighting tirelessly for the inclusion and 
equality of all people in the greater Decatur 
area. 

However, Jeanelle is no stranger to activ- 
ism. In 1998, she saw a need for leadership 
in her community and began her campaign as 
the first black woman to run for mayor of De- 
catur. Although unsuccessful, she was later 
elected as the first black president of the De- 
catur School Board where she saw firsthand 
the needs of parents and children in Decatur’s 
public schools. 

Using her years of experience and advo- 
cacy on the School Board, Jeanelle channeled 
her desire to make a difference into the cre- 
ation of the Area Leaders and Education Re- 
sponse Team, whose focus is to improve rela- 
tions between Decatur’s community members 
and its law enforcement. This 11-member 
team works to spread accurate information in 
the event of high-profile incidents involving po- 
lice and the black community. 

For decades, the Decatur community has 
benefitted immensely from Jeanelle’s positive 
influence. | am very proud of Jeanelle for all 
of her accomplishments that have earned her 
the distinction of Citizen of the Year. She is 
truly an inspiration and | congratulate her on 
receiving this honor. 


EE 


IN CONGRATULATING MARIELA 
MELERO ON BECOMING A_ 2016 
SAMMIES FINALIST 


HON. BARBARA COMSTOCK 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mrs. COMSTOCK. Mr. Speaker, | rise to 
recognize Mariela Melero on being selected as 
a 2016 Samuel J. Heyman Service to America 
Medals finalist. This honor is one shared with 
a select group of other federal employees who 
have achieved excellence in their work to help 
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others. Ms. Melero has earned this recognition 
through imparting her passion and commit- 
ment to improving immigration services for 
anyone seeking a better life in the United 
States. 

By enhancing the experience for those who 
seek help obtaining legal immigration status, 
Ms. Melero has simplified a sometimes com- 
plicated process. As the daughter of Cuban 
parents who sought refuge in Puerto Rico, Ms. 
Melero understands how important it is to give 
support to those looking for a better life. She 
has significantly aided those seeking immigra- 
tion help by developing an online portal and 
virtual assistant to help provide answers and 
resources to countless migrants. These cutting 
edge tools have distinguished Ms. Melero in 
her work. As a nation of immigrants, it cannot 
be understated how important it is to help indi- 
viduals who are seeking avenues to legal im- 
migration the proper advice that they need. 

Ms. Melero’s hard work and perseverance 
are exemplified in her receipt of this honor. 
We need to encourage more federal employ- 
ees, like Ms. Melero, who work hard and dedi- 
cate their lives to helping those seeking a bet- 
ter life for their families. 

Mr. Speaker, it is my honor to highlight the 
importance of this recognition and what it rep- 
resents for Ms. Melero and our district. | ask 
that my colleagues join me in congratulating 
Ms. Melero on being a 2016 Samuel J. 
Heyman Service to America Medals finalist. | 
wish her all the best in her future endeavors. 


—— 


RECOGNIZING THE 50TH ANNIVER- 
SARY OF THE CENTER FOR THE 
STUDY OF CANADA AND THE CA- 
NADIAN STUDIES PROGRAM AT 
SUNY PLATTSBURGH 


HON. ELISE M. STEFANIK 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Ms. STEFANIK. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor and recognize the 50th Anniversary of 
the Center for the Study of Canada and the 
Canadian Studies Program at SUNY Platts- 
burgh. The Center is dedicated to providing 
comprehensive scholarly professional develop- 
ment programs on Canada for residents of the 
United States. 

The Canadian Studies Program at SUNY 
Plattsburgh was founded in 1966. Nine years 
later the Center for the Study of Canada was 
established in 1975 and was recognized as a 
Title VI National Resource Center by the 
United States Department of Education in 
1983. The Center offers the most comprehen- 
sive Canadian Studies undergraduate program 
in the United States, and spearheaded the 
CONNECT program, which works to promote 
Canadian Studies in American academic insti- 
tutions. 

The Centers Canadian Studies Program 
gives students the opportunity to learn about 
Canada’s rich multiculturalism and its vital role 
as one of the largest trading partners with the 
United States. The Center offers students mul- 
tiple outreach programs, such as the Distin- 
guished Canadian Address, K-12 Initiatives, 
and Teaching Canada. These programs, as 
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well as opportunities to study abroad in Can- 
ada, enable the Center’s students to learn 
more about our northern neighbor. 

Congratulations to the Center for the Study 
of Canada and the Canadian Studies Program 
at SUNY Plattsburgh on the 50th anniversary 
of its formation. | want to wish the Center and 
its students and faculty continued success in 
the future. 


TRIBUTE TO ADA GOSHORN 
HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Ms. Ada 
Goshorn on the occasion of her 100th birthday 
on August 19, 2016. 

Our world has changed immensely during 
Ada’s life. Since her birth, we have revolution- 
ized air travel and walked on the moon. We 
have invented the television, cellular phones 
and the internet. We have fought in wars over- 
seas, seen the rise and fall of Soviet com- 
munism and witnessed the birth of new de- 
mocracies. Ada has lived through seventeen 
United States Presidents and twenty-four Gov- 
ernors of lowa. In her lifetime, the population 
of the United States has more than tripled. 

Mr. Speaker, it is an honor to represent Ada 
Goshorn in the United States Congress and it 
is my pleasure to wish her a very happy 100th 
birthday. | invite my colleagues in the United 
States House of Representatives to join me in 
congratulating Ada on reaching this incredible 
milestone, and wishing her even more health 
and happiness in the years to come. 


——— 


DAY OF RECKONING—PAKISTAN IS 
NOT A TRUSTWORTHY ALLY 


HON. TED POE 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, Pakistan is 
not America’s trustworthy ally. 

For years, Pakistan has been aiding and 
abetting the enemies of the United States of 
America. These are not enemies who simply 
profess to hate us. These are groups and indi- 
viduals with American blood on their hands. 

However, the United States continues to 
give billions of money to Pakistan. 

Frankly, Pakistan has been playing both 
sides on the war on terror. Pakistan openly 
supported the Taliban both before and after 
they came to power in Afghanistan. They pro- 
vided the radical extremists with cover, cash, 
and weapons to conduct attacks. Senior 
Taliban leaders still live in Pakistan to this 
day. They are not all hiding in remote caves 
in the mountains far from the eyes of Pakistani 
officials. Some of these terrorist leaders are 
known to live in Pakistan’s capital, Islamabad. 
It came as no surprise that the leader of the 
Afghan Taliban was killed by a U.S. drone 
strike while in Pakistan in May. 

In fact, Mr. Speaker, the worldwide Taliban 
headquarters is . . . in the Pakistan city of 
Quetta. 
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Pakistan is not America’s trustworthy ally. 

There is more. The Pakistan Inter-Services 
Intelligence (ISI) Agency fosters close, cozy 
ties with the Taliban leaders, directly assisting 
them to carry out a terrorist agenda approved 
by Islamabad. Documents leaked in 2010 re- 
vealed direct meetings between the ISI and 
the Taliban to organize and orchestrate at- 
tacks on American soldiers in Afghanistan. 
Pakistan’s security services also maintain ille- 
gal ties to the Haqqani network, a rabid crimi- 
nal terrorist syndicate that has claimed re- 
sponsibility for numerous bloody attacks 
against American and NATO forces. 

Admiral Mike Mullen, the former chairman of 
the Joint Chiefs of Staff, testified in 2011 that 
Pakistan supported many Haqqani network at- 
tacks in Afghanistan, including an assault on 
the U.S. Embassy. Admiral Mullen even called 
the Haqqani network “the veritable arm of 
Pakistan’s Inter-Services Intelligence Agency.” 
Five years later, little has changed. This sum- 
mer, the Department of Defense announced 
that it could not certify that Pakistan has taken 
action against the Haqqani network. There- 
fore, Pakistan lost hundreds of millions of dol- 
lars of U.S. aid. 

Pakistan is not America’s trustworthy ally. 

Yet another terrorist group protected by the 
ISI is Lashkar-e-Taiba, the perpetrators of the 
2008 Mumbai, India massacre. This mur- 
derous rampage claimed the lives of 166 indi- 
viduals and left over 600 wounded. This group 
arrogantly operates freely within Pakistan. Its 
founder Hafiz Muhammad Saeed is an open 
public figure in the country despite a $10 mil- 
lion dollar U.S. bounty on his head. Pakistan 
has even maintained contact with the per- 
petrators of the most devastating attacks on 
our homeland, al-Qaeda. In fact, in 1998 Paki- 
stani nuclear scientists met with senior al- 
Qaeda leaders to discuss the possibility of the 
terrorist group developing a nuclear weapon. 

Following the terrorist attacks of September 
11, 2001 and the invasion of Afghanistan, out- 
law leaders of al-Qaeda and the Taliban knew 
just where to find a hideout—across the bor- 
der to Pakistan. Home sweet home. 

Evidence emerged in 2005 and 2008 that 
Pakistan’s ISI was working hand in hand with 
al-Qaeda operatives to purchase arms. Fur- 
ther evidence shows the bandit groups moved 
Arab fighters to fight against Americans trying 
to bring peace to Afghanistan. 

Finally, Pakistan was harboring public 
enemy Number 1, the coward Osama bin 
Laden, in a luxurious home near a military 
compound. American Navy SEALs brought 
justice upon his head in 2011. 

These are well established facts that even 
the Administration has acknowledged Paki- 
stan’s despicable record of combatting ter- 
rorism. The most recent edition of the State 
Department’s Country Reports on Terrorism 
plainly states that Pakistan “did not take sub- 
stantial action” against terrorist groups nor did 
it limit their ability to attack U.S. interests in 
neighboring Afghanistan. It details the ongoing 
capabilities of terrorist groups to “operate, 
train, organize, and fundraise in Pakistan.” 

Pakistan is not America’s trustworthy ally. 

In spite of this overwhelming evidence, the 
State Department still perversely and blissfully 
maintains that Pakistan is a “critical counter- 
terrorism partner.” This simply does not make 
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sense. The American people demand an ex- 
planation. Is Pakistan a friend or a foe in the 
fight against terrorism? 

My bill, the Pakistan State Sponsor of Ter- 
rorism Designation Act of 2016, will require 
the Administration to answer this question. 
The President must issue a report in 90 days 
detailing whether or not Pakistan has provided 
support for international terrorism. Thirty days 
later, the Secretary of State must issue a fol- 
low-up report containing either a determination 
that Pakistan is state sponsor of terrorism or 
a detailed justification as to why Islamabad 
does not meet the legal criteria for designa- 
tion. 

A day of reckoning has arrived. Fifteen 
years after September 11, 2001, we have 
more than enough evidence to determine 
whose side Pakistan is on. And it’s not Amer- 
ica’s. 

And that’s just the way it is. 


EE 


50TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE 
ROUND ROCK WOMAN’S CLUB 


HON. JOHN R. CARTER 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. CARTER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to celebrate the 50th anniversary of the 
Round Rock Woman’s Club. Since its incep- 
tion, the RRWC has been heavily involved in 
the Round Rock community. From beautifying 
downtown Round Rock to hosting their Soup 
and Bread fundraiser which brings in over 800 
people each year, these committed public 
servants know how to bring the community to- 
gether. 

Founded in 1966, the Woman’s Club has 
exemplified the strength of community that 
Round Rock so proudly boasts. Their Soup 
and Bread luncheon and silent auction allows 
the Woman's Club to donate thousands of dol- 
lars to various charities in not only Round 
Rock but also throughout all of Williamson 
County. The Woman’s Club also awards two 
$1,000 academic and community service 
scholarships each year to carefully selected 
students at Round Rock High School’s Sub- 
Junior RRWC Club, also known as the Sweet- 
hearts. 

The purpose of the Round Rock Woman’s 
Club is to further any interests that enrich 
women’s lives as well as remain actively en- 
gaged in community participation and service, 
and they do a great job at that. | am proud to 
say that these ladies represent the core val- 
ues of the great city of Round Rock and am 
especially proud of the remarkable work they 
have done for us. Happy 50th birthday ladies 
and here’s to 50 more. 


ee 


CELEBRATING EAST PENN MANU- 
FACTURING’S ‘70TH ANNIVER- 
SARY 


HON. CHARLES W. DENT 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, it is an honor to 
join with my colleague from Pennsylvania, 
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Representative RYAN COSTELLO, to recognize 
the 70th Anniversary of East Penn Manufac- 
turing, a family-owned business located in 
Lyons, Pennsylvania that exemplifies the 
American spirit of hard work and ingenuity. 

As veterans returned home at the end of 
World War Il, they were looking for reliable 
and affordable car batteries. DeLight 
Breidegam Jr., an Air Force veteran, and his 
father, DeLight Sr., responded to the growing 
demand for batteries in 1946 by starting a 
business to collect and rebuild old batteries. 

The following year, in 1947, Karl Gasche 
joined the Breidegams and was named the 
company’s Vice President. Gasche was an en- 
gineering graduate from the Massachusetts In- 
stitute of Technology, and as modern mate- 
rials became more available after the war, he 
designed a line of new batteries for the com- 
pany. This line, which was named “Deka,” is 
now one of the best known battery lines in 
America. 

East Penn has shown an exemplary com- 
mitment to environmental stewardship during 
the past seven decades. That commitment 
has been ingrained in the company’s identity 
and operations since day one through an ex- 
tremely successful battery-recycling initiative. 
Today, East Penn recycles approximately 
30,000 batteries per day. Furthermore, East 
Penn is making advances in emerging tech- 
nologies, such as hybrid electric vehicles and 
smart grid services, which help to conserve 
energy and protect our environment. 

Since its inception 70 years ago, East Penn 
has grown to become one of the world’s lead- 
ing battery manufacturers with more than 
8,000 employees and 450 product designs. 
Mr. Speaker, it is a pleasure to offer our con- 
gratulations to the talented and hard-working 
employees at East Penn Manufacturing, as 
well as the entire Breidegam family, as they 
celebrate 70 years of success and innovation 
in the Berks County area and beyond. May 
they enjoy continued prosperity. 


S. CON. RES. 46 


HON. SHEILA JACKSON LEE 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, | rise in 
support of S. Con. Res. 46, Expressing sup- 
port for the goal of ensuring that all Holocaust 
victims live with dignity, comfort, and security 
in their remaining years, and urging the Fed- 
eral Republic of Germany to continue to reaf- 
firm its commitment to comprehensively ad- 
dress the unique health and welfare needs of 
vulnerable Holocaust victims, including home 
care and other medically prescribed needs. 

The Holocaust resulted in the murder of 
two-thirds of the Jewish population in Europe 
at the time of World War II. 

In addition to this, more Jewish people fled 
in the face of extermination and left behind 
friends, personal items, homes, and much 
more in the effort to preserve their own lives. 

To this day, there are approximately 
500,000 Holocaust victims still alive around 
the world with 100,000 Holocaust victims cur- 
rently living in the United States. 
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Of this large number of Holocaust survivors, 
tens of thousands are 80 years or older and 
50 percent will pass away within the next dec- 
ade while the living victims will experience in- 
creased health needs as they become frailer. 

Even if age were not a factor, many Holo- 
caust victims still alive suffer from permanent 
and psychological disabilities and live with 
emotional scars from the systematic genocide 
of the Jewish people. 

Furthermore, Holocaust survivors often ex- 
perience trauma when their emotional and 
physical circumstances force them to leave 
their homes and enter into either institutional 
or other group living residential facilities, and 
the emotional and psychological scars are 
heightened in the elder age of these Holo- 
caust victims. 

Many Holocaust victims are currently living 
below the poverty line and cannot afford basic 
necessities such as healthcare, food, transpor- 
tation and other needs so that they may live 
their remaining time in comfort and dignity. 

The government often steps in to assist with 
these Holocaust victims given that many lack 
family support networks and therefore require 
additional support of social services. 

Additionally, the spokesperson for Chan- 
cellor Angela Merkel has stated that Germany 
accepts full responsibility for the Holocaust 
and effects thereof. 

Germany has also acknowledged that the 
support and funds they have been providing 
are insufficient to these increased needs of 
the Holocaust victims, and Germany agrees 
that resources and support must be expanded 
to meet these needs. 

These Holocaust victims have suffered 
enough, and it is the moral and historical re- 
sponsibility of Germany to comprehensively, 
permanently, and urgently provide support and 
resources for medical, mental health, and 
long-term care needs of all Holocaust victims. 

Because of this, we stand in support of 
working to ensure that all Holocaust victims in 
the United States and around the world are 
able to live in dignity, comfort, and security 
throughout their remaining years. 


= 


TRIBUTE TO 
FLORIDACHARACTER.ORG 


HON. DAVID W. JOLLY 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. JOLLY. Mr. Speaker, | wish to recognize 
FloridaCharacter.org for promoting morality in 
schools, families, communities and workplaces 
throughout our community. 

FloridaCharacter.org helps young people ev- 
erywhere strive to be ethical and engaged citi- 
zens irrespective of their backgrounds. They 
are a nonprofit organization that works with 
districts, schools and other organizations to 
help foster a culture where young people 
thrive both academically and morally. They 
provide the necessary resources for edu- 
cators, community activists, workplaces, and 
parents to create a productive environment. 

Due to the extraordinary success of their 
model, FloridaCharacter.org provides tutorials 
to organizations across the world who wish to 
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institute similar values in their communities. 
This template is named “The 11 Principles of 
Effective Character Education” which appro- 
priately sums up their philosophy on character 
education. FloridaCharacter.org also helps 
people exchange ideas and resources through 
a network of organizations, schools, and indi- 
viduals while discussing potentially beneficial 
approaches to further their work. 

| would like to thank FloridaCharacter.org for 
being such an upstanding organization that 
works to encourage integral values such as 
honesty and respect, in parallel to an exem- 
plary education. | thank FloridaCharacter.org 
for their passion and exceptional work, and 
ask that this body join me in recognizing them 
as well. 


ee 


TRIBUTE TO GUTHRIE COUNTY 
STATE BANK 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate a great 
lowa business, Guthrie County State Bank of 
Guthrie Center, lowa as they celebrate their 
85th anniversary. 

Founded on October 17, 1931, Guthrie 
County State Bank (GCSB) has grown from 
one bank location to a banking group that has 
branched out to realty, investment and ab- 
stracts. Its focus has never wavered from cus- 
tomer service and providing community serv- 
ice in Guthrie County. 

Mr. Speaker, over the last 85 years GCSB 
has left an indelible mark on the banking in- 
dustry and Guthrie County, lowa. | commend 
Guthrie County State Bank and their employ- 
ees for a job well done. | ask that my col- 
leagues in the United States House of Rep- 
resentatives join me in honoring Guthrie Coun- 
ty State Bank for its unwavering commitment 
to agriculture and the state of lowa. | wish 
Guthrie County State Bank and their employ- 
ees nothing but continued success in their fu- 
ture endeavors. 


ee 


CONGRATULATING DAVID A. 
HINDIN ON BECOMING A 2016 
SAMMIES FINALIST 


HON. BARBARA COMSTOCK 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mrs. COMSTOCK. Mr. Speaker, | rise to 
recognize David Hindin on being selected as 
a 2016 Samuel J. Heyman Service to America 
Medals finalist. This honor is one shared with 
a select group of other federal employees who 
have achieved excellence in their work. Mr 
Hindin has earned this recognition through im- 
parting his passion and commitment to im- 
proving regulatory compliance with the Envi- 
ronmental Protection Agency’s Office of En- 
forcement and Compliance Assurance. 

Through using modern technology and prac- 
tical policies, Mr. Hindin has helped to in- 
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crease regulatory compliance with EPA regu- 
lations, keeping our air and waterways clean. 
Mr. Hindin recognizes the need not merely for 
regulation, but also for compliance with exist- 
ing polices. By holding industries accountable 
for their actions and improving transparency, 
Mr. Hindin and his office have encouraged 
companies to reduce the amount of pollution 
that they produce. The application of these 
cutting edge tools and ideas has distinguished 
Mr. Hindin in his field. 

Mr. Hindin’s hard work, perseverance, and 
excellence are exemplified in his receipt of this 
honor. We need to encourage more federal 
employees like Mr. Hindin who work hard and 
dedicate their lives to helping the environment. 
| look forward to Mr. Hindin’s continued suc- 
cess and innovation in his work. 

Mr. Speaker, it is my honor to highlight the 
importance of this recognition and what it rep- 
resents for Mr. Hindin and our district. | ask 
that my colleagues join me in congratulating 
Mr. Hindin on being a 2016 Samuel J. 
Heyman Service to America Medals finalist. | 
wish him all the best in his future endeavors. 


——— EEE 


CELEBRATING THE 60TH ANNIVER- 
SARY OF THE ARC LOS ANGELES 
AND ORANGE COUNTIES 


HON. LUCILLE ROYBAL-ALLARD 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to congratulate The Arc Los Angeles 
and Orange Counties (The Arc LAOC) on its 
60th anniversary, which is being celebrated on 
September 24th. Thanks to its advocacy and 
its array of services, intellectually and develop- 
mentally disabled individuals in my district 
have found new opportunities to participate in 
community life. | salute this dynamic organiza- 
tion, and all those it serves, on 60 years of 
hard work, progress, and triumph. 

The Arc LAOC has a rich legacy of pro- 
moting self-determination, dignity, and a high 
quality of life for all individuals. It was founded 
in 1956 by a handful of dedicated and re- 
sourceful parents seeking educational and em- 
ployment opportunities for their sons and 
daughters. Today, its programs and services 
assist more than 200 individuals with intellec- 
tual and developmental disabilities in Los An- 
geles and Orange Counties. With the organi- 
zation’s help, these individuals set and accom- 
plish goals relating to learning, living, working, 
and socializing. 

The past decade has been a time of sub- 
stantial growth for The Arc LAOC. Its latest 
addition, the Community Integrated Training 
Program (CIT), offers opportunities in the arts, 
culture education, hobby development, and 
community experiences to participants aged 
22 to 49. Other developments have included 
the October 2014 opening of the Just-A-Buck 
store in Long Beach, and the renovation of 
Downey’s Reagan Banquet and Conference 
Center, named in loving memory of Bennie 
and Annie Reagan. 

The organization marked another milestone 
this past March, when it celebrated its 20th 
Annual Arc Walk for Independence. The Walk 
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is a yearly opportunity for thousands of people 
from surrounding communities to gather in 
support of independence for individuals with 
developmental disabilities. 

| hope my colleagues will join me in cele- 
brating the 60th anniversary of The Arc Los 
Angeles and Orange Counties. Its decades- 
long record of service and success is a power- 
ful reminder that wonderful things can happen 
when we offer help and hope to our fellow 
Americans. Thanks to its strong partnerships 
with local agencies, leaders, and businesses, 
| have no doubt that it will continue to evolve 
as a leading community organization. 


EE 


CULVER CITY CENTENNIAL 
CELEBRATION 


HON. KAREN BASS 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Ms. BASS. Mr. Speaker, the City of Culver 
City kicks off a year of festivities this Saturday 
that will culminate in celebration of the 100th 
anniversary of its incorporation on September 
20, 1917. Real estate developer and promoter 
Harry Culver saw a huge opportunity in the 
former Rancho La Ballona, and bought 93 
acres of barley fields nestled at the foot of the 
Baldwin Hills. His plot was conveniently lo- 
cated at the junction of three major transpor- 
tation routes on the Pacific Red Car as they 
traveled between burgeoning downtown Los 
Angeles and the new resort developments at 
the beach, and early advertising claimed that 
“all roads lead to Culver City.” 

The city seal proclaims Culver City “The 
Heart of Screenland,” and many movies attrib- 
uted to Hollywood were actually filmed there, 
going all the way back to the Triangle Motion 
Picture Company in 1915, Thomas Ince Studio 
in 1918, and Hal Roach Studios in 1919. 

Over the years, those same movie lots have 
been home to Metro-Goldwin-Mayer, DeMille 
Studios, RKO-Pathé, Desilu and other well- 
known production companies. Sony Pictures 
Studios, among others, now carries on the tra- 
dition of over a century of continuous movie- 
making. 

In addition to film and television business, 
Culver City has played host to a variety of in- 
dustries and entrepreneurs, whose products 
ranged from stoves to macaroni in the early 
years, to the famous Helms Bakery, whose 
former home still attracts business as a design 
hub. Howard Hughes opened Hughes Aircraft 
there in 1941, and the city is currently home 
to many thriving enterprises, including 
Symantec, Beats by Dre, NFL Media and NPR 
West. 

Culver City’s residents are justifiably proud 
of their schools, parks, museums and thea- 
tres, and their small-town feel within the me- 
tropolis of Los Angeles. Economically pros- 
perous, environmentally conscious, education- 
minded and civically engaged, the people of 
Culver City have much to celebrate. | would 
like to wish all the best to Mayor Jim Clarke 
and the other members of the City Council, to 
the city’s staff, and to its entire population as 
they embark on the city’s next century. 


13170 
TRIBUTE TO RAY MABBITT 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Mr. Ray 
Mabbitt of Council Bluffs, lowa on his recent 
retirement as a Captain with the Council Bluffs 
Police Department after 33 years of service. 
He joined the Council Bluffs Police Depart- 
ment on January 24, 1983. 

Ray Mabbitt served as a uniform patrolman, 
detective, polygraph examiner, internal affairs, 
and officer in the criminal investigation units. 
He also served as the interim police chief after 
the retirement of Police Chief Ralph 
O’Donnell. Ray said, “Joining the police force 
was something | had wanted to do since high 
school.” He said he enjoyed coming to work 
every day because he always did something 
different. Ray said that he will miss his co- 
workers and city residents who have shown 
their support for him and the police depart- 
ment. 

Mr. Speaker, Ray Mabbitt made a difference 
by helping and serving others. It is with great 
honor that | recognize him today. | know that 
my colleagues in the U.S. House of Rep- 
resentatives will join me in recognizing his ac- 
complishments. | thank him for his service to 
the City of Council Bluffs and wish him all the 
best in the future. 


Se 


H.R. 3471, THE VETERANS 
MOBILITY SAFETY ACT 


HON. VERN BUCHANAN 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to express my concerns about certain aspects 
of the Veterans Mobility Safety Act (H.R. 
3471) as reported from the Veterans Affairs 
Committee. Thousands of disabled veterans 
each month are provided exterior vehicle lifts 
for their motorized scooters or wheelchairs 
and/or fully modified vehicles, depending on 
the degree of their mobility limitations. These 
serve as essential tools to ensuring that vet- 
erans have the freedom they deserve and 
help them live their lives to the fullest. While 
it is important to ensure that vehicles are oper- 
ating safely after they receive VA-funded ac- 
cessibility benefits, this legislation, which cre- 
ates a new regulatory regime for the VA to im- 
plement, would benefit from some minor im- 
provements. 

| am pleased that the Veterans Affairs Com- 
mittee stated that in approving this legislation, 
Congress intends for the VA to preserve ac- 
cess to residential installations and service of 
exterior vehicle lifts, which is essential for our 
veterans. Veterans with limited mobility, as op- 
posed to no mobility, often have an exterior lift 
installed on their vehicles via a standard trailer 
hitch that allows for the transport of a scooter 
or power wheelchair. Currently, the vast ma- 
jority of these lifts are installed in the driveway 
of the veteran’s home in as little as 30 min- 
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utes, as opposed to an equipment dealer's 
place of business, which is far more conven- 
ient for veterans and their families. These sim- 
ple modifications significantly differ from modi- 
fications to the structure or controls of a vehi- 
cle, which are not done at a veteran’s home 
and can take days or even weeks. 

And while the bill would permit manufactur- 
ers of vehicle lifts to continue to certify dealers 
and their employees as compliant with safety 
requirements, | would like to have seen a 
more robust conflict of interest provision re- 
lated to the use of a third party certification or- 
ganization for the new safety standards. The 
bill should also have explained more clearly 
how the new regulatory regime should dif- 
ferentiate between simple modifications, such 
as the addition of an exterior lift, and complex 
modifications, which affect the structure and/or 
operation of the vehicle. These simple 
changes to the bill could increase veterans’ 
safety while ensuring against unintended con- 
sequences that could limit choices and access 
for our veterans. 

H.R. 3471 authorizes the VA to allow third 
party organizations (other than manufacturers) 
to certify that vendors are meeting the stand- 
ards created by this bill but only instructs VA 
to “minimize” conflicts of interest. | am trou- 
bled because even a “minimal” conflict of in- 
terest could give segments of the automotive 
adaptive market a competitive advantage. | 
am particularly concerned that a trade group, 
which is dominated by and representative of a 
fraction of the industry, is seeking to become 
a certifying organization and could be in a po- 
sition to certify (or not) the competitors of its 
members. Accordingly, | am pleased that the 
Committee Report notes that Congress “ex- 
pects VA to take all appropriate steps to mini- 
mize the potential for conflicts of interest, par- 
ticularly if a third party organization who 
stands to unreasonably gain from designating 
quality standards high enough so that only the 
organization itself can certify providers of 
modification equipment is selected as a certi- 
fying body.’ 


EE 


NATIONAL DAY OF TAIWAN 
HON. EARL L. “BUDDY” CARTER 


OF GEORGIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to note the upcoming National Day of 
Taiwan, which falls on October 10, and is re- 
ferred to on Taiwan as Double Ten Day. | ex- 
tend my best wishes to the people of Taiwan 
as they prepare for this important day, and 
also offer my best wishes for the day itself. 

As a Member of Congress, | am proud of 
the actions we have taken through the Taiwan 
Relations Act (TRA) and the Six Assurances 
in helping to make it possible for the people of 
Taiwan to build the strong, prosperous, and 
democratic society they enjoy today. | would 
also note the excitement generated by the 
election of the first woman to the Taiwan’s 
presidency, whom | had the honor of meeting 
recently. Our bilateral relationship is as strong 
as ever, and | am confident it will continue to 
be in the years to come under President 
Tsai’s leadership. 
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In May Congress passed H. Con. Res. 88, 
reaffirming the TRA and the Six Assurances 
as the linchpin of our relationship and earlier 
in the 114th Congress, the House passed leg- 
islation regarding Taiwan’s participation at the 
World Health Assembly and INTERPOL. With 
the passage of H. Con. Res. 88, the people of 
Taiwan may be assured that Congress will 
continue to develop and grow our prosperous 
relationship. 

| encourage my colleagues to join me in a 
message of continuing friendship to the people 
of Taiwan, and in wishing them a Happy Dou- 
ble Ten Day 


EEE 


IN HONOR OF LOUDOUN 
FIRST RESPONDERS 


HON. BARBARA COMSTOCK 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mrs. COMSTOCK. Mr. Speaker, | am hon- 
ored to recognize the tremendous work of 
some of my constituents at the Loudoun First 
Responders. The Loudoun First Responders 
exemplify the very best of the traditions of 
public service to their community. Their dedi- 
cation to a high standard of conduct allows 
them to remain fearless while making a posi- 
tive impact in the lives of their neighbors. 

Becoming a First Responder takes unwaver- 
ing devotion. The Loudoun First Responders 
answer the calls of their neighbors in need 
with a limited amount of equipment, all while 
providing efficient and immediate care to ill 
and injured patients. These individuals are re- 
sponsible for the protection and preservation 
of life, property, and the environment. They 
constantly adapt to function in uncommon situ- 
ations in order to keep my constituents safe. 

Within the Loudoun First Responders, the 
Loudoun County Sheriff's Office, the Leesburg 
Police Department, the Middleburg Police De- 
partment, the Purcellville Police Department, 
the Department of Fire, Rescue, and Emer- 
gency Management, our healthcare providers, 
as well as 16 volunteer fire-rescue corpora- 
tions operating out of 19 stations all work tire- 
lessly to protect our citizens. These individ- 
uals’ dedication and skills greatly impact the 
community in which they serve. We readily 
commend them for their hard work and sac- 
rifice. 

Mr. Speaker, | now ask that my colleagues 
join me in thanking the Loudoun First Re- 
sponders for the outstanding service they 
have provided, and continue to provide, to our 
great Commonwealth. | wish them the best as 
they continue to serve and protect all in Vir- 
ginia’s 10th Congressional District 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO JOYCE AND 
DEAN OLSON 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and honor Joyce and Dean 
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Olson of Minden, lowa, on the very special oc- 
casion of their 50th wedding anniversary. They 
were married on July 16, 1966 at the United 
Church of Christ in Minden, lowa. 

Joyce and Dean’s lifelong commitment to 
each other and their children, Bonnie, Pam, 
and Dee, and six grandchildren, truly em- 
bodies lowa values. As they reflect on their 
50th anniversary, | hope it is filled with happy 
memories. May their commitment grow even 
stronger, as they continue to love, cherish, 
and honor one another for many years to 
come. 

Mr. Speaker, | commend this great couple 
on their 50th year together and | wish them 
many more. | know my colleagues in the 
United States House of Representatives will 
join me in congratulating them on this momen- 
tous occasion 


—— EE 


OGDENSBURG INTERNATIONAL 
AIRPORT GRAND OPENING 


HON. ELISE M. STEFANIK 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Ms. STEFANIK. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor and recognize the Ogdensburg Inter- 
national Airport located in St. Lawrence Coun- 
ty, New York. The airport is owned by the 
Ogdensburg Bridge & Port Authority and has 
undergone a major expansion project. 

The sizeable expansion of the Ogdensburg 
International Airport is impressive in its scope 
and the time within which the project was 
completed. The runway of the airport has 
been extended to accommodate larger planes, 
and the terminal and parking lot have been 
modernized and expanded for increased use 
and traffic. These additions and improvements 
have allowed the Ogdensburg International 
Airport to partner with new airlines and offer 
additional flights, and will strengthen both the 
direct and indirect economic impact of the fa- 
cility on the community. 

This expansion project will enable airlines 
partnering with the Ogdensburg International 
Airport to offer low cost airfare, making travel 
to the North Country easier and more conven- 
ient. It is my hope that this airport will act as 
a signal to investors, both in and out of the 
area, that Ogdensburg can support growing in- 
dustries and expanding businesses. These im- 
provements will provide returns on invest- 
ments for the future, and will help establish a 
North Country presence beyond upstate New 
York. 

Congratulations to St. Lawrence County, the 
City of Ogdensburg, the Ogdensburg Bridge & 
Port Authority, and the Ogdensburg Inter- 
national Airport. | wish you all the best for con- 
tinued success in the future. 


U.S.-U.K. TRADE 
HON. TED POE 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, in the days 
leading up to the Brexit referendum, the Presi- 
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dent told our friend, Britain that if they were to 
leave the European Union, they would end up 
at the “back of the queue” for a trade deal. 
What an absurd statement to make to our 
most important ally. Throughout history we 
have worked side by side with the U.K. to 
overcome global crises. After the disastrous 
foreign policy for the last eight years, America 
has few true friends left in this world. A free 
trade agreement between the U.S. and the 
U.K. should not be at the back of the line, but 
at the front. 


The U.S. and Britain share a common herit- 
age and values. We also have a deep and 
longstanding trade relationship grounded in 
our complimentary economies. The U.S. ex- 
ported over $76 billion in planes, helicopters, 
spacecraft, and aircraft parts to the U.K. in 
2014. Our inability to work towards a trade 
agreement with the U.K. will negatively affect 
more than 40 Aerospace companies in Texas 
alone. We are Britain’s most important trading 
partner. The U.S. imports over $56 billion in 
goods every year from Britain and 20 percent 
of our exports bound for the EU end up in the 
U.K. market. We are also a major investor in 
the British economy, with U.S. foreign direct 
investment nearing $588 billion in 2014. Unlike 
the Transatlantic Trade and Investment Part- 
nership (TTIP), a trade deal with the U.K. 
would be simple to broker. It could be as easy 
as expanding NAFTA to include the U.K., or 
creating a new model for more simplified trade 
agreements with individual countries in the fu- 
ture. A trade agreement with the U.K. would 
not only deepen our close friendship, but 
would also chip away at non-tariff regulatory 
barriers that are being built around the Euro- 
pean Union, such as the different require- 
ments for testing the safety of cars and drugs. 
A more streamlined and efficient trading rela- 
tionship would reap benefits for both Wash- 
ington and London. 


Britain’s exit from the EU should be looked 
at as an American opportunity. The prospect 
of a bilateral U.S.-U.K. trade agreement is ex- 
citing; such an agreement would promote eco- 
nomic freedom, champion national sov- 
ereignty, and create a new model for other bi- 
lateral trade agreements. 


We have entered a strange time in politics— 
one in which free trade has never been more 
unpopular. Brexit presents a unique oppor- 
tunity to demonstrate the positive impacts of 
free trade with one of our closest allies. We 
have already seen what can happen to global 
markets if the U.K. appears isolated: in the 
wake of the Brexit referendum the British 
pound plummeted by 7.6 percent against the 
dollar. Britain’s continued seclusion will only 
cause more harm than good for the rest of us. 
And it doesn’t end there. Economic disaster in 
London will translate into a reassessment of 
military and diplomatic relations in Wash- 
ington. For the Administration to ignore both 
these risks and opportunities is a disservice to 
both our interests and those of our friends 
across the pond. 


And that’s just the way it is. 
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IN RECOGNITION OF THE 50TH AN- 
NIVERSARY OF THE U.S. DIS- 
TRICT COURT FOR THE EASTERN 
DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 


HON. DORIS 0. MATSUI 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize the 50th anniversary of the U.S. 
District Court for the Eastern District of Cali- 
fornia. Fifty years ago on September 18, the 
Eastern District of California opened its doors 
to serve the people of counties across Cali- 
fornia, including those who live in my home- 
town of Sacramento. Over the last half-cen- 
tury, the judges, attorneys, and staff of the 
Eastern District have worked tirelessly to en- 
sure that justice is served, that cases are ad- 
judicated efficiently and fairly, and that the law 
is respected and upheld. 


Throughout its history, the Eastern District 
of California has been fortunate in the quality 
of its leadership. Judge Myron D. Crocker 
served as the District's first Chief Judge, fol- 
lowed closely thereafter by Judge Thomas J. 
MacBride. Judge MacBride served in that ca- 
pacity for eleven years, making him the long- 
est-serving Chief Judge in the history of the 
Eastern District. Judge Philip C. Wilkins fol- 
lowed Judge MacBride as Chief Judge in 
1979, and was in turn succeeded as Chief by 
Judge Lawrence Karlton in 1983. In 1990, 
Judge Robert E. Coyle became the court’s 
fifth Chief. His term ended in 1996, when the 
duties of Chief were assumed by Judge Wil- 
liam B. Shubb. Judge Shubb remains on the 
bench as a Senior District Judge to this day. 
He was succeeded as Chief by Judge David 
F. Levi, who held the post for four years until 
resigning his commission to train the next gen- 
eration of legal minds as Dean of Duke Uni- 
versity School of Law. Judge Garland E. 
Burrell served as Chief from 2007 to 2008, 
when he was succeeded by Judge Anthony 
W. Ishii. After Judge Ishii’s tenure as Chief 
concluded in 2012, Judge Morrison C. Eng- 
land, Jr. assumed the reins of the District 
Court’s leadership. The current Chief Judge of 
the Eastern District is Judge Lawrence J. 
O’Neill. 

The Eastern District of California has, from 
its inception, been one of the hardest-working 
district courts in the United States. Today, the 
court has the heaviest weighted caseload in 
the Ninth Circuit. The fact that the Eastern 
District's docket carries more cases than most 
other courts in the country means that the 
judges, attorneys, staff, and volunteers of Cali- 
fornia’s Eastern District are some of the most 
dedicated and effective people in our country’s 
entire judicial system. | am proud to represent 
so many who do the critically important day-to- 
day work of adjudicating cases, dispensing 
justice, and upholding the rule of law. 


Mr. Speaker, | ask all my colleagues to join 
me in recognizing the Eastern District of Cali- 
fornia on the occasion of its 50th anniversary. 
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IN RECOGNITION OF THE LIFE OF 
PAM HILLERY 


HON. RYAN K. ZINKE 


OF MONTANA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. ZINKE. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
commemorate the life of Pam Hillery of Havre, 
Montana. After a four-year battle with Lou 
Gehrig’s disease (ALS), Pam passed away 
peacefully in the presence of her family late 
Wednesday night, September 15, 2016. This 
was a profound loss, not only for Havre, but 
for all of Montana. 

| was truly saddened to hear the news 
Thursday morning. | only had the privilege of 
meeting Pam and her husband Paul once, but 
they left a lasting impression on me and my 
staff. Last year, Paul and Pam made the long 
trek from Havre to Washington to advocate for 
legislation that would prioritize finding cures 
for chronic diseases like ALS. At the time, the 
House was still crafting and debating a solu- 
tion. | remember kneeling down next to Pam 
and listening to her story. Despite being bound 
to a wheelchair, her passion and dedication 
were truly inspirational. She knew her fate, but 
was still striving for a better future with those 
afflicted with this terrible disease. In Pam’s 
own words, “I’m not hopeful, but I’m not hope- 
less.” It was this fervent spirit that led me to 
cosponsor and help pass the 21st Century 
Cures legislation in the House of Representa- 
tives. 

While | only knew Pam for a short time, it 
became immediately and abundantly clear 
why her passing is such a loss to Havre, Mon- 
tana, and our nation. Her honest passion had 
the ability to inspire people to action. The town 
of Havre knows this better than anyone else. 
Pam epitomized what it means to be an active 
participant within the local community. She 
served on the Havre City Council for nine 
years, even after being confined to a wheel 
chair and losing her ability to speak. She was 
politically active, fighting for the causes close 
to her heart. From Missoula to Helena, she 
was constantly in motion no matter what it 
took. Most importantly, she was a loving and 
dedicated mother and wife to her children and 
husband. Pam leaves behind her husband 
Paul and children Caroline and Dolan. To 
each of them, you have mine and Lola’s sin- 
cerest condolences. 

Mr. Speaker, although Pam is no longer 
with us, | call upon this Congress to com- 
memorate her lasting impact. Whether serving 
her community as part of the Havre City 
Council or navigating the halls of Congress for 
causes close to her heart, she made a posi- 
tive impression at every single turn. She will 
be sorely missed by us all. 


OUR UNCONSCIONABLE NATIONAL 
DEBT 


HON. MIKE COFFMAN 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. COFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, on January 
20, 2009, the day President Obama took of- 
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fice, the national debt 
$10,626,877,048,913.08. 

Today, it is $19,520,012,359,884.18. We've 
added $8,893,135,310,971.10 to our debt in 6 
years. This is over $7.5 trillion in debt our na- 
tion, our economy, and our children could 
have avoided with a balanced budget amend- 
ment. 


was 


TRIBUTE TO SHANNON SMITH 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize Shannon Smith for being 
honored as lowa’s Adviser of the Year for the 
Future Business Leaders of America. She is a 
business instructor at Creston High School in 
Creston, lowa. 

Future Business Leaders of America helps 
over 230,000 members prepare for careers in 
business and related fields. Its mission is to 
bring business and education together in a 
positive working relationship through innova- 
tive leadership and career development pro- 
grams. Ms. Smith was nominated by her stu- 
dents and recognized with this award at the 
2016 National Leadership Conference. 

Mr. Speaker, | know that my colleagues in 
the United States Congress join me in com- 
mending Shannon Smith for her service as a 
teacher to students at Creston High School 
and congratulate her on this award. It is an 
honor to represent Shannon in Congress, and 
| wish her nothing but the best in her future 
endeavors. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING THE SUNY PLATTS- 
BURGH UPWARD BOUND 50TH AN- 
NIVERSARY 


HON. ELISE M. STEFANIK 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Ms. STEFANIK. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor and recognize the 50th anniversary of 
the State University of New York at 
Plattsburgh’s Upward Bound Program. Upward 
Bound prepares high school students for suc- 
cess in college and professional careers. 
Since its founding in 1966, nearly 1500 stu- 
dents in the Plattsburgh area have completed 
the program. 

Through Upward Bound, high school stu- 
dents are afforded the opportunity to attend 
career fairs, shadow jobs, and complete in- 
ternships. Each year, participants of the SUNY 
Plattsburgh Upward Bound Program provide 
over 6,000 hours of community outreach in 
Plattsburgh. This specific Upward Bound Pro- 
gram gives students the incredibly unique op- 
portunity to take part in leadership experi- 
ences such as ocean classroom sailing, Adi- 
rondack wilderness trips, and participation in 
the National Leadership Congress. 

SUNY Plattsburgh’s Upward Bound is one 
of the oldest Upward Bound Programs in the 
country. In the past fifty years, over eighty per- 
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cent of Upward Bound Alumni across the 
United States have pursued secondary edu- 
cation immediately after high school gradua- 
tion and more than fifty percent of those stu- 
dents have been able to complete their post- 
secondary education. 

Upward Bound Plattsburgh offers program- 
ming throughout the school year and during 
the summer as well, encouraging students to 
participate with their families. During the 
school year, the program offers college visits 
and bi-weekly counseling sessions, while in 
the summer, more than 45 classes are offered 
daily, covering every subject from math to his- 
tory, foreign languages and the sciences. In 
addition to these classes, cultural experiences 
and leadership opportunities are offered every 
week. 

The SUNY Plattsburgh Upward Bound Pro- 
gram has done a tremendous job of empow- 
ering and uplifting high school students since 
its founding in 1966. | want to wish its teach- 
ers, administrators, students, and alumni con- 
tinued success in the future. 


EE 


CELEBRATING THE NATIONAL DAY 
OF TAIWAN 


HON. PETE SESSIONS 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, as a member 
of the Congressional Taiwan Caucus, | would 
like to take this chance to celebrate the Na- 
tional Day of Taiwan. 

Taiwan has and continues to be a staunch 
ally of the United States, one who shares our 
common values of freedom, human rights, and 
civil society. | have personally had the privi- 
lege of visiting Taiwan and have seen, first 
hand, its proud democracy and strong econ- 
omy. 

As a part of their push for global integration, 
Taiwan has been seeking inclusion into inter- 
national organizations. My colleagues and | 
understand the need for Taiwan to be a part 
of the global conversation and have passed 
legislation to help Taiwan receive observer 
status in international organizations such as: 
the World Health Organization (WHO), the 
International Civil Aviation Organization 
(ICAO), and the International Criminal Police 
Organization (Interpol). 

| am pleased that for the last eight years, 
the World Health Assembly has continued to 
include Taiwan. Taiwanese experts have 
taken this opportunity to share their experi- 
ences with their counterparts from other coun- 
tries around the world and they continue to 
make contributions to the global health net- 
work. 

As a key aviation hub in East Asia, | would 
encourage the International Civil Aviation Or- 
ganization (ICAO) to utilize Taiwan’s expertise. 
Close to fifty eight million people each year 
enter, leave, or pass through the Taipei Flight 
Information Region. In addition, Taiwan is con- 
nected to over 100 cities around the world 
with hundreds of air-passenger and air-freight 
routes. In 2013, Taiwan was invited to attend 
the triennial ICAO assembly as a guest of the 
ICAO chair of the Executive Committee. It 
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would be beneficial to Taiwan and the inter- 
national for Taiwan to be included in ICAO 
meetings. 

As Taiwan’s National Day approaches, | 
would like to encourage the ICAO to welcome 
Taiwan’s meaningful participation in its As- 
sembly this month, and | hope that we as a 
Congress continue to incorporate the Tai- 
wanese into the global network. 


EE 
IN RECOGNITION OF LOVETTS- 
VILLE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 


BEING NAMED ONE OF AMER- 
ICA’S HEALTHIEST SCHOOLS 


HON. BARBARA COMSTOCK 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mrs. COMSTOCK. Mr. Speaker, | rise to ac- 
knowledge Lovettsville Elementary School on 
being named one of America’s Healthiest 
Schools. Lovettsville Elementary has shown 
dedication to getting its students active and 
promoting a fit and healthy lifestyle. 

Lovettsville Elementary was awarded a sil- 
ver medal by the Alliance for a Healthier Gen- 
eration. This honor requires schools to meet 
stringent guidelines for serving healthier 
meals, pushing students to become active, of- 
fering physical and nutritional education, as 
well as empowering school leaders to become 
healthy role models. Students who attend 
healthy schools perform better academically, 
and have overall better attendance and atti- 
tudes towards school. Each of the students at 
this Lovettsville Elementary was challenged to 
live a healthier lifestyle over the course of the 
school year and the results were remarkable. 
In addition to the silver medal from the Alli- 
ance for a Healthier Generation, Lovettsville 
Elementary also received an Active Schools 
National Award from Let’s Move. 

Coming from a family of educators, | under- 
stand how important a strong education is to 
the future of our nation. It is schools like 
Lovettsville Elementary that will continue to 
help shape the United States’ role in the 
evolving global economy, while at the same 
time producing many of our nation’s future 
leaders. Lovettsville Elementary School has 
clearly shown that it cares about developing 
our children and has given them the tools to 
succeed. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask that my colleagues join 
me in congratulating Lovettsville Elementary 
School for this achievement. | wish them all 
the best in their future endeavors. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING MAYOR MORRISSEY 
ON HIS RETIREMENT 


HON. CHERI BUSTOS 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mrs. BUSTOS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
commend Mayor Larry Morrissey as he leaves 
office after 12 years of service to the great 
people of Rockford, Illinois. 

Larry Morrissey began his career after win- 
ning an ambitious campaign for mayor in 
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2005. During his past three terms, he’s 
brought people together to fight for Rockford’s 
future and move our community in a positive 
direction. Mayor Morrissey’s commitment to 
improving lives all across Rockford can clearly 
be seen through his many accomplishments. 

Through his leadership, Rockford was the 
first city in the nation to reach a functional 
zero for veteran homelessness. Mayor 
Morrissey also realized that a strong infra- 
structure was necessary for a strong econ- 
omy, and made necessary investments in 
Rockford’s roads, bridges and water infrastruc- 
ture. Perhaps most importantly, he was com- 
mitted to creating a promising future for Rock- 
ford’s kids—and brought together community 
organizations to advocate for school improve- 
ments and impactful educational programs. 

Mr. Speaker, | am proud to recognize Mayor 
Morrissey’s tireless dedication to the people of 
Rockford. | wish him the best in his future en- 
deavors and thank him for his invaluable serv- 
ice to our region. 


H. RES. 660 


HON. ADAM KINZINGER 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise in strong support of this resolution. Eight 
years ago this summer, Russia violated the 
sovereignty of our key ally in the Caucasus: 
the Republic of Georgia. 

It seems that nothing has changed with 
Russian behavior as South Ossetia and 
Abkhazia are still under Russian occupation 
as a result of its military aggression. As we 
are seeing around other areas of Eastern Eu- 
rope, particularly Ukraine, there is no end to 
the belligerence of Vladimir Putin. 

The development of Georgian democracy 
has served as a powerful example to the re- 
gion and has drawn a stark contrast with a re- 
vanchist and increasingly authoritarian Russia. 

It is critical that the United States continues 
to stand with its democratic allies in the region 
in order to thwart further aggression from a 
ruthless dictator like Putin. 

That’s why Congress must send this strong 
message: we will never recognize the occupa- 
tion of Georgia and we will continue to urge 
Russia to immediately withdraw from South 
Ossetia and Abkhazia. 

Mr. Speaker, | am proud to be a cosponsor 
of this legislation, and | urge my colleagues to 
join me in voting for this important resolution. 


Ea 


RECOGNIZING DEPUTY 
LARRY RAYBURN 


HON. RODNEY DAVIS 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speak- 
er, | rise today to recognize Deputy Larry Ray- 
burn, a deputy who has served for more than 
seven years in the Macoupin County Sheriff's 
Department. Deputy Rayburn’s quick and he- 
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roic actions earlier this summer literally saved 
a life. 

Early in the morning of May 27, Deputy 
Rayburn responded to a call at Otter Lake 
Campground that a young man was experi- 
encing an asthma attack. The young man was 
on a camping trip and found himself without 
an inhaler. 

Deputy Rayburn, who had previously served 
as an emergency medical technician arrived at 
the scene 10 minutes after receiving the call 
from the young man’s mother. He concluded 
that the asthma attack had closed off the 
young man’s airway, and used a plastic airway 
device from his squad car to reopen it. 

The deputy’s quick actions helped restore 
the victim’s skin color and allowed him to con- 
tinue breathing until the local paramedics ar- 
rived and were able to put him on a ventilator. 

The Macoupin County Sheriffs Department 
recently awarded Deputy Rayburn with their 
“Lifesaving Award,” and | stand here today to 
honor him for his courageous actions that 
morning and to thank him for his service. 


aE 


TRIBUTE TO JOYCE AND 
STANLEY KOENIG 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and honor Joyce and Stan- 
ley Koenig of Council Bluffs, lowa on the very 
special occasion of their 50th wedding anni- 
versary. They were married on April 30, 1966 
at St. John’s Lutheran Church in Council 
Bluffs. 

Joyce and Stanley’s lifelong commitment to 
each other and their children, Kirk and Lisa, 
and their grandchildren, truly embodies lowa 
values. As they reflect on their 50th anniver- 
sary, | hope it is filled with happy memories. 
May their commitment grow even stronger, as 
they continue to love, cherish, and honor one 
another for many years to come. 

Mr. Speaker, | commend this great couple 
on their 50th year together and | wish them 
many more. | know my colleagues in the 
United States House of Representatives will 
join me in congratulating them on this momen- 
tous occasion. 


u 


CELEBRATING THE 125TH ANNI- 
VERSARY OF ROYALTON BOR- 
OUGH 


HON. CHARLES W. DENT 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, | have the distinct 
privilege and honor to recognize the 125th An- 
niversary of Royalton Borough, located in the 
southern portion of Dauphin County in Penn- 
sylvania. 

The history of Royalton is extensive and 
substantial, dating back to several native 
groups that called the area home, including 
the Susquehannocks, Conoys, Nanticokes, 
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Conestogas, and the Shawnees. Both Captain 
John Smith and William Penn explored the 
area surrounding the Susquehanna River. In 
1608, Penn deemed the area to be so impres- 
sive that he proposed a city that would eclipse 
Philadelphia. Unfortunately, the shallow water 
of the river would prove to be a deterrent from 
Penn’s grandiose plans; however, Port 
Royal—which would officially be deemed Roy- 
alton in September 1891—served as an active 
and important trading post. 

The Pennsylvania Canal would open to pub- 
lic use in 1834, running through Lower Roy- 
alton. The canal’s opening provided a new 
transportation option and facilitated trade by 
providing a route from Philadelphia to Pitts- 
burgh, carrying goods such as anthracite coal, 
salt, and iron. When transportation pref- 
erences shifted to rail travel, Royalton also 
evolved and a large number of residents either 
worked for the railroad or its associated indus- 
tries. 

Throughout their history, Royalton’s resi- 
dents have consistently demonstrated an un- 
surpassed resilience and commitment to 
strengthening and evolving their community to- 
gether. Today, the borough continues to be 
made up of hard-working people with a heart 
for their neighbors and their community. 

| ask that the House join me in celebrating 
with Royalton Borough on the joyous occasion 
of its 125th Anniversary. 


EE 
IN RECOGNITION OF THE 20TH 
PASTORAL ANNIVERSARY OF 


REV. DAVID N. HARRINGTON 


HON. FRANK PALLONE, JR. 


OF NEW JERSEY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate Rev. David N. Harrington of 
Good Hope Baptist Church in Asbury Park, 
New Jersey on his 20th pastoral anniversary. 
Rev. Harrington continues to provide out- 
standing spiritual leadership to the greater As- 
bury Park community. 

Rev. Harrington received his Masters of Di- 
vinity Degree from New Brunswick Theological 
Seminary. Installed as Pastor of Good Hope 
Baptist Church on September 15, 1996, Rev. 
Harrington’s background has helped him lead 
his congregation. Prior to his service to Good 
Hope Baptist Church, Rev. Harrington was an 
Associate Minister for three years at St. Paul 
Baptist Church and was also a member of the 
Trustee Board. A basketball player at Dela- 
ware State University, Rev. Harrington was 
also President of the Fellowship of Christian 
Athletes. 

In addition to his service to Good Hope 
Baptist Church, Rev. Harrington is an active 
member of his community. As a member of 
the pastoral staff at Jersey Shore University 
Medical Center and the Drug Prevention Coor- 
dinator for the Long Branch Housing Authority, 
Rev. Harrington continues to offer guidance 
and support to the greater community. 

Currently residing in Neptune, New Jersey, 
Rev. Harrington and his wife Cecelia are 
blessed with two children, a daughter, Ivy and 
a son, Seth. Rev. Harrington is a graduate of 
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Middletown High School South and earned his 
undergraduate degree in Business Administra- 
tion from Delaware State University. 

Mr. Speaker, once again, please join me in 
celebrating the 20th Pastoral Anniversary of 
Rev. David N. Harrington. His leadership, 
service and dedication to the church and com- 
munity are truly deserving of this body’s rec- 
ognition. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. JOE COURTNEY 


OF CONNECTICUT 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Speaker, | unfortu- 
nately missed a vote during a vote series on 
September 14, 2016. Had | recorded my vote, 
| would have voted: 

“No” on roll call no. 510, on the passage of 
the Regulatory Integrity Act of 2016 (H.R. 
5226). 


EE 


IN SUPPORT OF H.R. 295—TO REAU- 
THORIZE THE HISTORICALLY 
BLACK COLLEGES AND UNIVER- 
SITIES HISTORIC PRESERVATION 
PROGRAM 


HON. SHEILA JACKSON LEE 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, | rise in 
support of H.R. 295, to Reauthorize the His- 
torically Black Colleges and Universities His- 
toric Preservation Program. 

H.R. 295 would authorize the appropriation 
of $10 million annually from 2017 through 
2023 for the Historic Preservation Fund to pro- 
vide aids for the restoration and preservation 
of historic structures at Historical Black Col- 
leges (HBCUs). 

As a member of the Bipartisan Congres- 
sional HBCU Caucus which promotes and pro- 
tects the interest of HBCUs by: creating a na- 
tional dialogue, educating Members of Con- 
gress and their staffs about the issues impact- 
ing HBCUs, drafting meaningful bipartisan leg- 
islation to address the needs of HBCUs, and 
supporting students and graduates of HBCUs 
by increasing access and career opportunities. 

The Historically Black Colleges and Univer- 
sities Preservation Program works to preserve, 
and stabilize historic structures on HBCU cam- 
puses through projects such as structural sta- 
bilization, repairing damaged masonry, replac- 
ing antiquated electrical and plumbing sys- 
tems, abating environmental hazards such as 
asbestos, repairing termite damage, fixing 
leaking roofs. 

Too much of the history of African Ameri- 
cans has been lost due to it not being consid- 
ered important enough to note by historians 
outside of the community, and the fact that 
much of it is held in the records of black 
churches that may have been destroyed by 
arson. 

This is why the HBCU preservation project 
is so important. 
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Since 2009, no funds have been appro- 
priated for this program to support the preser- 
vation and stabilization of HBCU structures. 

Just as | have supported previous efforts to 
preserve and repair HBCUs, | also support 
this measure to reauthorize the Historically 
Black Colleges and Universities Historic Pres- 
ervation program. 

| stand with and thank my colleague Rep- 
resentative JAMES CLYBURN for the introduction 
on this important bill, which encapsulates the 
sentiments | have about the importance of 
Historically Black Colleges and Universities. 

| am proud to count Texas Southern Univer- 
sity as an institution within my constituency, a 
great HBCU—located in my Houston, Texas 
Congressional District. 

Texas Southern University has a rich history 
with nine academic units, 1,000 dedicated 
staff members, and over 9,200 esteemed stu- 
dents. 

| have continuously partnered with Texas 
Southern University (TSU) to promote edu- 
cation opportunities and collaborate on com- 
munity projects. 

| led the initiative to get more than $13 mil- 
lion in Financial Aid Relief for the students and 
campus of Texas Southern University. 

| continue to keep the TSU university com- 
munity informed about major issues impacting 
citizens within the 18th congressional district 
and throughout the U.S. 

For example, | initiated the digitization 
projects for former U.S. Members of Congress 
Barbara Jordan and Mickey Leland, both of 
whom have permanent archives at Texas 
Southern University. 

| helped established the Barbara Jordan 
Medallion to be awarded each year at a cere- 
mony held at Texas Southern University to an 
individual who advocates for the community. 

| also assisted with the establishment of 
several scholarship Endowments at Texas 
Southern University. 

| created a partnership with Comcast at 
TSU’s School of Communication, which offers 
scholarships, internships and in-kind mar- 
keting. 

| established the Center for Transportation, 
Training and Research in TSU’s College of 
Science, Engineering, and Technology. 

HBCUs have worked diligently to be where 
they are today. 

Martin Luther King once said, 

The function of education is to teach one 
to think intensively and to think critically. 
Intelligence plus character—that is the goal 
of true education. 

Since the 1980s and continuing for more 
than 25 years, the National Park Service has 
awarded over $40 million in matching grants 
and $15 million in earmarked grants to more 
than 80 Historically Black Colleges and Uni- 
versities (HBCUs) to assist them in repairing 
historic buildings on their campuses. 

On September 18, 2009, former Secretary 
of the Interior Ken Salazar announced the 20 
HBCUs that were the beneficiaries of historic 
preservation grants aimed at providing assist- 
ance in the repair of historic buildings on their 
campuses. 

President Barack Obama signed the Amer- 
ican Recovery and Reinvestment Act to jump- 
start our economy, create or save millions of 
jobs, and put a down payment on addressing 
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long-neglected challenges so our country can 
thrive in the 21st century. 

Included in this act was $15 million that was 
competitively awarded to HBCUs for the pres- 
ervation of campus buildings listed in the Na- 
tional Register of Historic Places. 

HBCUs do not just educate—HBCUs have 
and will continue to fill an important role in 
education opportunity and engagement for mil- 
lions of young people from diverse back- 
grounds. 

| ask my colleagues to join me in voting for 
H.R. 295, to support Reauthorization of the 
Historically Black Colleges and Universities 
Historic Preservation Program. 


Se 


275TH ANNIVERSARY OF UPPER 
HANOVER TOWNSHIP 


HON. MICHAEL G. FITZPATRICK 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, Upper 
Hanover Township is celebrating an important 
date this year—the 275th anniversary of its 
establishment as a township in Montgomery 
County. As part of the original William Penn 
Land Grant, this southeastern Pennsylvania 
community, once part of the greater Hanover 
Township, was settled mostly by Germanic 
people who left their European homes in 
search of religious and social freedom—the 
story of America. 

On the anniversary of the township’s 275th 
founding, it is only fitting we recognize the 
township’s heroes who sacrificed to ensure 
the most precious freedoms, which the town- 
ship’s founders valued and yearned for, would 
be preserved for future generations of Ameri- 
cans. 

Today, Upper Hanover is dedicating military 
seals in recognition of those individuals who 
served, sacrificed and sadly, those who paid 
the ultimate sacrifice. 

Veterans of World War | and II called Upper 
Hanover home. And, just like their forefathers 
it was the rich fertile land that attracted them. 
Their diligent work ethic made agriculture the 
leading industry in the early period. Centuries 
later it has grown with many families and resi- 
dents actively participating in the community, 
government and business. 

| offer my heartiest congratulations to Upper 
Hanover Township on this milestone year. 


EE 


WEST LOS ANGELES LEASING ACT 
OF 2016 


HON. TED LIEU 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. TED LIEU of California. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise today in support of H.R. 5936 the West 
Los Angeles Leasing Act of 2016, which would 
authorize the Department of Veterans Affairs 
to enter into leases in order to construct per- 
manent supportive housing on the West Los 
Angeles VA Medical Center campus. As a 
member of the Air Force Reserve, | under- 
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stand the sacrifice our veterans make in serv- 
ice to our country and I’m committed helping 
them get the services they need. 

There is a critical need for long-term sup- 
portive housing on the West Los Angeles 
Campus, and enhanced use leases would 
allow the Department to work with community 
and state organizations toward the goal of 
ending veteran homelessness in Los Angeles. 
If enacted, this legislation will enable the VA to 
construct 1,200 units of housing for homeless 
veterans and offer new robust services on the 
campus such as vocational training, recreation 
and spiritual support. The legislation also en- 
sures that all leases on the campus principally 
benefit Veterans and strengthen the partner- 
ship between the VA and leaseholders. The 
bill allows the VA to renew any lease entered 
pursuant to these provisions after giving Con- 
gress 45 days’ notice of the intent to renew. 

| want to acknowledge the leadership of VA 
Secretary Bob McDonald and the tireless work 
of his team this past year in developing the 
Master Plan. | also want to thank Senator 
DIANNE FEINSTEIN for her leadership in author- 
ing companion legislation in the U.S. Senate, 
and House Veterans Affairs’ Committee Chair- 
man JEFF MILLER and Acting Ranking Member 
MARK TAKANO for helping to guide this legisla- 
tion to passage in the House. | am confident 
Senator FEINSTEIN will now take this legislation 
across the finish line in the Senate. 

And | especially want to recognize the con- 
tributions of vital local stakeholders, including 
veterans, veterans service organizations, the 
plaintiff partners, providers, and the commu- 
nity for their collaborative effort and unprece- 
dented support this past year. Without this co- 
operation, the Master Plan and progress on 
this legislation would not have been possible. 
Today’s actions help us move forward on our 
unwavering mission to honor the debt we owe 
our nation’s veterans. 


EE 


IN RECOGNITION OF 
BARBARA MEIGGS 


HON. WILLIAM R. KEATING 


OF MASSACHUSETTS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. KEATING. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in 
recognition of Barbara Meiggs, a resident of 
Hanson, Massachusetts, who will soon be 
celebrating her 101st birthday, and who is a 
recipient of the Boston Post Cane, presented 
to the oldest citizen of a town in a proud New 
England tradition. 

Barbara was born on October 17, 1915 in 
Brockton, Massachusetts and later moved to 
Whitman, Massachusetts where she grad- 
uated from Whitman High School at 18 years 
old. Shortly thereafter, she married Carlton 
Meiggs and was happily married for 67 years. 
In the intervening years, Barbara and Carlton 
raised their two sons, Russell and Weston, 
who in turn grew to have wonderful lives of 
their own, making her a grandmother and then 
great-grandmother. 

In addition to her accomplishments as a 
mother, Barbara was a dedicated volunteer in 
the Jordan Hospital community. First joining 
the information desk in 1978, and then becom- 
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ing a fixture in the “Bonnet for every baby” 
program at Jordan Hospital, Barbara’s acts of 
kindness were often the first to welcome chil- 
dren into the world. For her outstanding serv- 
ice, Barbara was presented an official citation 
from the Commonwealth of Massachusetts in 
1994, and the President’s Call to Service 
Award a decade later. 

Mr. Speaker, | am proud to honor what has 
already been a distinguished and well lived 
life. | ask that my colleagues join me in recog- 
nizing her life and community service. 


Sa 


IN HONOR OF THE BOSTON LIGHT 
ON ITS 300TH ANNIVERSARY 


HON. STEPHEN F. LYNCH 


OF MASSACHUSETTS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in 
honor of the Boston Light, the first American 
Aid to Navigation, on its 300th anniversary. 

As was originally proclaimed even before 
our nation’s birth: 

“Whereas the want of a Lighthouse at the 
entrance of the harbor of Boston, hath been a 
great discouragement to Navigation, by the 
loss of the lives and estates of several of His 
Majesties subjects,” an Act for building and 
maintaining a lighthouse at the entrance of the 
harbor of Boston was passed by the Great 
and General Court or Assembly of His Maj- 
esties Province of Massachusetts Bay in New 
England in 1715 for prevention whereof. 

The Boston Light was first lit on September 
14, 1716, almost 60 years before the Declara- 
tion of Independence was signed. 

Since then, the lighthouse has stood a faith- 
ful watch over Boston Harbor, helping the City 
of Boston to become a thriving international 
port and laying the foundation for the U.S. 
Coast Guard's Aids to Navigation mission. 

Among its many missions as the maritime 
service responsible for the safety, security, 
and stewardship of American waterways, Aids 
to Navigation is the Coast Guard’s oldest mis- 
sion, and that mission started with the Boston 
Light. 

That lone lighthouse on Little Brewster Is- 
land gave rise to the world-class system of 
U.S. Coast Guard Aids to Navigation that in- 
cludes more than 48,000 buoys, beacons, 
ranges, sound signals, and electronic aids that 
safely guide thousands of vessels a day sail- 
ing on our nation’s 25,000 miles of waterways. 

Around the nation, the Coast Guard’s sys- 
tem of Aids to Navigation keeps the American 
economy on course by enabling marine cargo 
transportation that generated $4.6 trillion of 
economic activity and accounted for more than 
a quarter of the U.S. Gross Domestic Product 
in 2015. 

The Boston Light is also the Coast Guard’s 
only lighthouse that still has a Keeper as- 
signed. For the last 13 years, that has been 
Sally Snowman, the 70th Boston Light Keeper 
and the first woman to hold the position in 
three centuries. This Weymouth, Massachu- 
setts native proudly keeps the light shining 
today. 

Sally is among the more than 2,500 Aids to 
Navigation Professionals, made up of Active 
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Duty Coast Guardsmen and Coast Guard civil- 
ians serving at the U.S. Coast Guard Head- 
quarters, Area, District, and Sector Waterways 
Management Offices. In addition, Aids to Navi- 
gation professionals are aboard 75 cutters, 
and at 64 Aids to Navigation Teams across 
the nation who maintain the Aids to Navigation 
that save lives, protect property, and enable 
commerce by ensuring safe, secure, and resil- 
ient waterways. 

Mr. Speaker, the Boston Light has served 
our nation well for 300 years and the men and 
women of the Coast Guard proudly uphold its 
legacy of light today. 

It is my distinct honor to take the floor of the 
House today to honor the Boston Light on its 
tri-centennial anniversary and to honor the 
U.S. Coast Guard personnel who continue to 
guide our mariners through our vital water- 
ways. 


—— 


TUESDAY’S IN TEXAS: 
RICHARD KING 


HON. TED POE 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, Richard 
King is one of the many faces who shaped the 
ethics of hard work and endurance that define 
Texan values. He is the founder of King 
Ranch, but started his career as a river man, 
steamboat businessman, and later a livestock 
capitalist. He was born in New York City in 
1824 to a poor Irish family. At only nine years 
old, Richard was indentured to a jeweler. 
However, he soon escaped as a stowaway on 
the Desdemona, a massive ship headed to 
Alabama. Once arriving, he spent the majority 
of his on the Alabama river learning from other 
boaters, and by the time he was 16 years old, 
he was a steamboat pilot. 

Richard joined the army in 1842 to fight the 
Seminole War in Florida, and it is there that 
he met Mifflin Kenedy, who eventually became 
a longtime business partner. During the war, 
Richard King started and commanded the 
“Colonel Cross” to transport troops and sup- 
plies down the river. When peace was made, 
Richard became a partner of M. Kenedy and 
Company, Mr. Mifflin Kennedy’s steamboat 
company. 

But he didn’t stop there. Richard began to 
expand his property, and after years scattered 
with trials, failures, and finally success, he be- 
came a master businessman. This aspiring 
gentleman’s purchases and income grew 
greater and greater by the day. In several 
partnerships, he bought land in the Nueces 
Strip in 1853, when he purchased the 15,500- 
acre Rincon de Santa Gertrudis grant from the 
heirs of Juan Mendiola, then 53,000-acre 
Santa Gertrudis de la Garza grant from José 
Pérez Rey. These pieces of at first barren 
land became the birthplace of King Ranch. 

With expansions and renovations, this land 
increased, and by the time of his death in 
1885, King had made over sixty major pur- 
chases of land and amassed some 614,000 
acres. Every good Texan knows of the trails to 
northern markets and Ft. Worth stock market. 
Richard sent more than 100,000 livestock up 
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these trails, taking it upon himself to expand 
the Texas ranching industry. 

Richard King was not only a rancher, river 
man, and businessman, but a man of gen- 
erosity and service to his country, using his re- 
sources as he could in every battle. He sym- 
bolizes the heart of the American dream, ris- 
ing from an indentured servant and runaway 
boy, to one of the wealthiest and most power- 
ful men of the West. 

He died at the Menger Hotel in San Antonio. 
His last instruction to his lawyer was, “Not to 
let a foot of dear old Santa Gertrudis get 
away”. 

And that is just the way it is. 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO THE STEVE AND 
CHANTELLE JENNETT FAMILY 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate The 
Steve and Chantelle Jennett family of 
Blockton, lowa for being recognized as a 2016 
Way We Live Award winners at the lowa State 
Fair. 

The Way We Live Award recognizes lowa 
families for their hard work and love of farm- 
ing. Steve started farming with his father in 
1989 and after marrying Chantelle, purchased 
more farmland where they have raised their 
three children. Their farm enterprise includes 
row crops, broiler chickens, and wean to finish 
hogs. Each family member helps with the daily 
chores and they are also involved in Pork Pro- 
ducers, Taylor County 4-H, and a number of 
other community activities. 

Mr. Speaker, the example set by the Jennett 
family demonstrates the rewards of harnessing 
one’s talents and sharing them with the world. 
Their hard work embodies the lowa spirit and 
| am honored to represent them in the United 
States Congress. | know that all of my col- 
leagues in the United States House of Rep- 
resentatives will join me in congratulating the 
Steve and Chantelle Jennett family for their 
achievements and wish them nothing but con- 
tinued success. 


EE 


JOHNSTOWN’S 50 PLUS CLUB 50TH 
ANNIVERSARY 


HON. ELISE M. STEFANIK 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Ms. STEFANIK. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor and recognize the 50th Anniversary of 
the Johnstown’s 50 Plus Club in Johnstown, 
New York. Established in 1966 at the Shirley 
J. Luck Senior Citizens Center, the mission of 
the club is to promote healthy and active life- 
styles to its members while giving them a safe 
place to congregate and socialize. 

The staff at the Center is always looking for 
new ways to engage the members by pro- 
viding activities and programs that interest 
them. Members of the club gather for their 


September 20, 2016 


weekly meetings, meals, day and weekend 
trips and weekly walks. In addition to social 
programs, the Center offers informational pro- 
grams to ensure that seniors know and under- 
stand the different options available to them in 
today’s ever changing world. 

Congratulations to the town of Johnstown 
and the Shirley J. Luck Senior Citizens Center 
on establishing this group and continuing to 
provide activities to our senior citizens over 
the past fifty years. | want to wish the staff of 
the Shirley J. Luck Senior Center and the 
members of the 50 Plus Club continued suc- 
cess in the future. 


EE 


RECOGNITION OF GOVERNOR 
EDWARDS’ BIRTHDAY 


HON. CEDRIC L. RICHMOND 


OF LOUISIANA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. RICHMOND. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to recognize the 50th birthday of Governor 
John Bel Edwards of Louisiana. One of eight 
children, Governor Edwards learned the im- 
portance of helping others at a very young 
age, which he’s shown through his profound 
strength and leadership in governing our great 
state of Louisiana. A retired Airborne Ranger 
for the United States Army and a diligent pub- 
lic servant, Governor Edwards has always put 
his community and nation first. 

Within his first 8 months in office, Governor 
Edwards has focused on the state’s crippling 
budget crisis, led our recovery from the his- 
toric floods that destroyed more than 100,000 
homes, and worked to bring the community to- 
gether after two tragic shooting incidents. 
Through it all, he has focused on the positivity 
in our citizens and the need for rebuilding our 
state. 

Governor Edwards has faced every task 
and issue with an optimistic attitude, always 
believing that better days would be coming for 
Louisiana. | am proud to wish my friend a 
happy birthday. 


EE 


CELEBRATING THE LIFE OF 
MAXIE BROADDUS 


HON. ROBERT J. WITTMAN 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. WITTMAN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
with the sad news that Mr. Maxie Broaddus, a 
lifelong resident of Caroline County, Virginia 
passed away on December 31, 2015. As a 
fourth generation farmer, Maxie spent his en- 
tire life farming the land in and around his na- 
tive county. At the young age of 16, he dedi- 
cated his life to hard work and his family, 
starting with only 650 acres of land. 

Maxie Broaddus was a businessman, role 
model, and friend to so many. At the time of 
his passing, he farmed 7,000 acres spanning 
the counties of Caroline, Essex, and Rich- 
mond, making him the executive of one of the 
largest growing operations in all of Virginia. He 
was always open to new ideas and tech- 
nology, allowing his business to thrive. 
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As a member of Salem Baptist Church, he 
enjoyed fellowship as he walked in faith every 
day. He also had a passion for helping the 
children of the area. He donated both time 
and talent to countless children’s events and 
was often heard saying, “It’s all about the 
kids.” Maxie was never one to seek out rec- 
ognition for his good works. He was known 
and respected for his dedication and will con- 
tinue to inspire the members of the Caroline 
community. 

Maxie loved the people of Caroline County, 
he loved our great Commonwealth of Virginia, 
and he loved his country. He always gave of 
himself to make the lives of others better. 

He is survived by his daughters, Mindy 
Broaddus, Jessica Broaddus, and Danni 
Broaddus; his mother, Pat Homes; his brother, 
Mike Broaddus; his half-brother, Leo Mitchell; 
his grandsons, Weston James, and Own 
Wade Parker and his aunts, Mary Scott Haley 
and Jackie Dean. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask you to join me and 
countless others as we recognize the many 
contributions of Maxie Broaddus. 


Ee 


TRIBUTE TO HELEN AND 
RICHARD FORRESTER 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and honor Helen and Rich- 
ard Forrester of Carson, lowa on the very spe- 
cial occasion of their 50th wedding anniver- 
sary. They were married on July 16, 1966 at 
Hazel Dell Methodist Church in Crescent, 
lowa. 

Helen and Richard’s lifelong commitment to 
each other and their family truly embodies 
lowa values. As they reflect on their 50th anni- 
versary, | hope it is filled with happy memo- 
ries. May their commitment grow even strong- 
er, as they continue to love, cherish, and 
honor one another for many years to come. 

Mr. Speaker, | commend this great couple 
on their 50th year together and | wish them 
many more. | know my colleagues in the 
United States House of Representatives will 
join me in congratulating them on this momen- 
tous occasion. 


——— 


COMMEMORATING THE NATIONAL 
DAY OF THE REPUBLIC OF CHINA 


HON. DAVE BRAT 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. BRAT. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to com- 
memorate the National Day of the Republic of 
China (Taiwan) this upcoming October 10th, 
2016. This day commemorates the beginning 
of the end of China’s Qing Dynasty and the 
subsequent establishment of the Republic of 
China. 

In 1979, the U.S. Congress passed the Tai- 
wan Relations Act, which was signed into law 
one month after being introduced. Today the 
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TRA is the cornerstone of the robust relation- 
ship between the people of the United States 
and the people of Taiwan. 

Taiwan is a good friend to the United 
States. Our shared values include respect for 
market institutions, democracy, free elections, 
and human rights. Taiwan is also an important 
strategic partner, promoting peace and sta- 
bility in the region. Our economic relationship 
continues to grow, with benefits for both coun- 
tries. According to the U.S. Department of 
Commerce, U.S. trade in goods with Taiwan 
reached $66 billion last year. Impressive for a 
population of only 23 million people, Taiwan 
has become America’s ninth largest trading 
partner. Taiwan is also the ninth largest export 
market for the Commonwealth of Virginia, and 
its fourth largest export market in Asia. 

In addition, the 39th Assembly of the Inter- 
national Civil Aviation Organization (ICAO) will 
take place soon in Montreal, Canada, begin- 
ning on September 27, 2016. Congress 
passed a law in 2013 calling for Taiwan’s par- 
ticipation in the triennial ICAO assembly as an 
observer. With wide international support, Tai- 
wan was invited to attend the 38th ICAO As- 
sembly in 2013. Considering the Taipei Flight 
Information Region (FIR), which is adminis- 
tered by Taiwan and provides over 1.53 mil- 
lion instances of air traffic control services, 
handles 58 million incoming and outgoing pas- 
sengers in 2015, and serves as an indispen- 
sable part of the global air transport network, 
| hope to see that Taiwan will be invited to ob- 
serve again this year. 

| wish the people of Taiwan a Happy Double 
Ten Day. | look forward to further strength- 
ening this important relationship in the years 
to come. 


ee 


NO MORE EXCUSES, NO MORE 
LIES. RESTORE THE VOTE 


HON. TERRI A. SEWELL 


OF ALABAMA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Ms. SEWELL of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, 
today | rise to address the ongoing problem of 
voter suppression in this country and the 
pressing need to restore the vote. 

The American people are tired. Tired of the 
lies, tired of the excuses and tired of being si- 
lenced. Our country was founded on the 
strong values of democracy and those prin- 
ciples are embedded throughout the Constitu- 
tion. Why then must we continue to fight and 
ask the leaders of this country to support an 
essential right—the right to vote? Instead of 
making changes, Republicans in Congress are 
making excuses—excuses to justify suppres- 
sive voting laws and false alarms of an al- 
leged concern of voter fraud. This is an elec- 
tion year and there is too much at stake. 
Enough is enough. 

Following the 2013 Supreme Court decision 
in Shelly v. Holder, states all across the coun- 
try put in place new suppressive voting laws 
including new regulations for voter IDs under 
the guise of fighting against the problem of 
voter fraud. Mr. Speaker, too often a lie can 
be viewed as truth simply because the lie is 
repeated over and over and over again. But 
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here is the truth—one of the most comprehen- 
sive studies to date found that between 2000 
and 2014, out of nearly one billion votes cast 
in America, there were only 31 possible cases 
of voter impersonation fraud. 31 out of one bil- 
lion. Is voter fraud truly a problem in this coun- 
try? The numbers and facts reveal quite the 
opposite. 

The cost/benefit analysis simply doesn’t add 
up. Hundreds of thousands of eligible voters 
are potentially being blocked from the ballot 
box because of these new suppressive voter 
ID laws. The voter fraud myth has been used 
as a pathetic excuse to justify the silencing of 
select Americans nation-wide. Where there is 
no vote, there is no voice. We can no longer 
allow Americans to be silenced and subjected 
to these charades. 

Republican leaders cannot continue to say 
they support voting rights, while refusing to re- 
store the Voting Rights Act. They cannot con- 
tinue to say they disavow racism, while refus- 
ing to restore the Voting Rights Act and pro- 
tect against racial discrimination at the polls. 
The hypocrisy has to stop. The repeated lies 
need to end. We are in desperate need for im- 
mediate action in this country. These threats 
to our democracy and civil rights bar thou- 
sands of Americans from their right to the vot- 
ing polls. | am committed to push for improv- 
ing and strengthening voting rights legislation 
that makes voting easier, not harder for the 
American people. 

On this Restoration Tuesday, | give us all 
the charge to battle against the continued sup- 
pression of the American vote and stand 
strong by our principles of democracy, liberty 
and justice for all. Mr. Speaker, my Repub- 
lican colleagues should join the 168 members 
of Congress and support H.R. 2867—the Vot- 
ing Rights Advancement Act of 2015. Let’s re- 
store the Voting Rights Act of 1965. It is the 
right thing to do. 


——— 


HONORING THE SERVICE OF MRS. 
LYDIA DE LA VINA DE FOLEY TO 
THE CONGRESSIONAL CLUB OF 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 


HON. DANNY K. DAVIS 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, September 20, 2016 


Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speak- 
er, | rise today to honor an outstanding indi- 
vidual, Lydia de La Vina de Foley, who will 
step down this month as Executive Director of 
the Congressional Club after more than four 
decades of service to this important federally 
chartered institution. 

Lydia first began her work at the Congres- 
sional Club as a volunteer illustrator of the 
Club’s Bicentennial Congressional Club Cook- 
book in 1975. In 1977, she was asked to 
come on full time as Secretary to the Club. In 
the 1990s Lydia became Administrative Assist- 
ant to the President of the Club, and then be- 
came its Executive Director in the 2000s. 

Throughout her tenure, Lydia has served 
under twenty-two Club presidents and, as she 
aptly describes, “lived through thirty-nine First 
Lady’s Luncheons, the Club’s premiere annual 
event honoring the nation’s First Lady. She 
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has been part of the Congressional Club’s 
continued growth and development as a key 
center of bipartisan comradery in the Nation’s 
capital. 

Lydia has been a Life Member of the Club 
since April 10, 1981 and became a member 
through her father-in-law and mother-in-law, 
the late Honorable John Foley and Lucy Foley 
of Maryland. 

Founded in 1908, the original purpose of 
The Congressional Club was to provide a non- 
partisan setting for friendships among the 
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spouses. Although the scope of the Club and 
the breadth of its activities have increased 
over the years, its purpose remains the same. 
The Congressional Club is rich in history and 
tradition, and we can thank Lydia for being an 
integral part of it. 


| also want to commend Lydia’s family who 
has stood by her all of the years she has 
helped to lead the Congressional Club includ- 
ing her husband, John (Jackie) and her chil- 
dren, Bryan Juan Carlos and Nicole Vivianne. 


September 20, 2016 


Lydia says that her most memorable experi- 
ences as part of the Club are “the friendships 
forged with many members and presidents of 
the Club.” Her dedication and commitment 
can be summed up as “be willing to do every- 
thing and work hard.” Mr. Speaker, Lydia has 
a been a friend to hundreds of Congressional 
spouses over these past four decades, and 
because of her dedication, she has truly made 
Washington, D.C. and the Congress a better 
place. Lydia, we will miss you. We honor her 
on this day with love and good wishes. 


September 21, 2016 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 
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SENATE—Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


The Senate met at 9:30 a.m. and was 
called to order by the President pro 
tempore (Mr. HATCH). 


—— 


PRAYER 


The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of- 
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 

Our Father, we wait in reverence be- 
fore Your throne. Cleanse us from our 
sins, creating in us clean hearts while 
renewing a right spirit within us. 

Help our lawmakers today to discern 
Your voice and do Your will. Give them 
the ability to differentiate Your guid- 
ance from all others, permitting You to 
lead them to Your desired destination. 
Grant them, O God, minds to know, 
hearts to seek You, wisdom to find 
You, and conduct to please You. Speak 
to them through Your Word, guide 
them with Your Spirit, and sustain 
them with Your might. 

We pray in Your great Name. Amen. 


ee 


PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The President pro tempore led the 
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


—— 


RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
PAUL). The majority leader is recog- 
nized. 


ES 


CONTINUING RESOLUTION 


Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, yes- 
terday the Senate took the next step in 
allowing us to eventually pass a con- 
tinuing resolution. While negotiations 
are ongoing, I want to thank col- 
leagues on both sides for their coopera- 
tion in voting to proceed to the bill 
that will be used as a shell for the CR- 
Zika legislation. This will allow us to 
start work so that when we have an 
agreement, we will be able to review 
and debate it. 

We all know how important these 
funds are for combating Zika and sup- 
porting our veterans. Let’s continue to 
work quickly so we can eventually pass 
an agreement as soon as possible. 


-Á 


OBAMACARE 


Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, on 
another matter, my friend the Demo- 
cratic leader has a favorite saying. He 


often says that the definition of insan- 
ity is doing the same thing over and 
over and expecting a different result. I 
am not sure his fellow Democrats got 
the memo. 

At a time when ObamaCare is raising 
health costs dramatically and chasing 
competition out of the health industry 
and collapsing on itself, Democrats 
just rolled out a brandnew health care 
idea to fix the problem that even they 
grudgingly admit is plaguing families. 
And what is their answer? More 
ObamaCare. No, this is not a joke. 
Democrats actually introduced legisla- 
tion last week calling for ObamaCare 
2.0, a new government-run health plan. 
It is not as if this is even a new idea. 
It is just a stale leftover from the 
health care debate back in 2009, an idea 
many Democrats once deemed so bad 
that it was cut from the final 
ObamaCare bill, but now it is their 
Hail Mary. 

It is beyond tone deaf, and there are 
good reasons that so many in their own 
caucus will not support it. It is insult- 
ing to millions of Americans who con- 
tinue to watch their premiums spike 
after Democrats said they would be 
lower. It is insulting to the millions of 
Americans who continue to watch their 
out-of-pocket costs shoot ever higher 
after Democrats said it would be af- 
fordable. I am sure Democrats will 
make plenty more promises to sell 
their latest bad idea; I am just not sure 
the American people are in a mood to 
listen anymore. 

Health care costs just rose last 
month by the largest amount in over 
three decades. Deductibles are out- 
pacing wages, premiums are spiking by 
double digits just about everywhere 
and could even increase as much as 60 
percent in some places. This is 
ObamaCare’s legacy. It is a direct at- 
tack on the middle class. It is ruining 
lives and making life even harder for 
those who struggle already. 

I have a message for our friends 
across the aisle: Remember what your 
leader likes to say about doing the 
same thing over and over. Stop denying 
reality, stop pretending this is some- 
body else’s fault, own up to what you 
have done to the middle class, and then 
work with us to build a bridge away 
from it. ObamaCare is scary enough for 
America’s middle class. The last thing 
Americans need now is some govern- 
ment-run sequel. 


EE 


RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 
LEADER 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Democratic leader is recognized. 


OBAMACARE 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, my entire 
caucus got the message. We understand 
Hinstein’s definition of insanity is 
doing the same thing over and over 
again, and the over and over again, my 
friend should understand, is the fact 
that Republicans have voted 70 times 
to repeal ObamaCare, each time with 
the same result. My friend should know 
that every one of my Senators got the 
memo, as he said. 

If someone would spend a minute 
each day flipping through the news- 
papers about health care, they would 
understand that ObamaCare has 
changed America for the better. Twen- 
ty million people now have the oppor- 
tunity to go to the doctor when they 
are sick or to the hospital when they 
are hurt. That wasn’t the way it used 
to be, and the American people are be- 
ginning to realize that the constant 
carping about ObamaCare from the Re- 
publicans is wrong. It is wrong for a 
number of reasons. The American peo- 
ple are beginning to realize that with 
just a little bit of help, ObamaCare 
could be made even better. A report 
came out yesterday that premiums for 
ObamaCare are still less than employer 
programs. It is about 3 percent lower 
than the company-run plans. 

The marketplace is what it is all 
about, and that is what is determining 
what is happening with ObamaCare. 
The disabled can get insurance, young 
men and women can stay on their par- 
ents’ insurance until the age of 26. In- 
surance companies are limited in how 
they can punish people, as they did in 
the past. They can’t set an arbitrary 
limit as to how much insurance they 
would provide. If somebody was hurt in 
a serious accident, they would just ter- 
minate them from the insurance, not 
to mention all of the other things. We 
were at their mercy. Obviously Repub- 
licans want to go back to that same 
system, and it is not a good system. 


EE 
DONALD TRUMP 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I learned a 
long time ago here in the Senate that 
the rules of the Senate do not allow 
pictures, graphs, and things of that na- 
ture to go in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, and that is really too bad. I 
wish I had the time this morning—I 
read the paper this morning—to blow 
up this cartoon by the syndicated car- 
toonist of the Washington Post, Tom 
Toles. I have talked to him a couple of 
times over the past many decades be- 
cause he is really good, and today’s 
cartoon is about as good as it gets. 

This is a picture that Tom Toles 
sketched of Donald Trump. I would like 


@ This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 
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everyone to take a look at it. I wish I 
could put it in the RECORD. It is a car- 
toon of Donald Trump, and he is say- 
ing: “Maybe we need to start ‘profiling’ 
huckster haircuts, beady eyes, 
blowhard lips, unhealthy orange glow, 
obvious self-dealing’’-—and he has 
money pouring out of his pockets— 
“overweight, underhanded, ever-shift- 
ing positions.” And, as Toles always 
has in every cartoon, there is a little 
person down in the bottom generally 
making some snide remark about the 
cartoon, and what that little person 
says today is that there is a ‘‘body of 
evidence’’—the body of Donald Trump, 
and he is the one who should be 
profiled, not the people he wants to 
have profiled. 

A little more about Donald Trump— 
Mitt Romney and I agree on one thing, 
and that is one thing for sure. There 
are other things we would agree on, but 
let’s talk about one thing that Mitt 
Romney and I agree on, and that is 
that Donald Trump should release his 
tax returns. But Trump will not release 
his tax returns. He refuses to release 
his returns, and he comes up with one 
excuse after another to not release his 
tax returns. It is a little odd because 
the Donald Trump we are talking 
about is not known for cautionary re- 
straint; he is the most unhinged and 
reckless Presidential candidate ever. 

Let’s consider just a little bit of his 
track record. We have seen Trump refer 
to women in the most crude and derog- 
atory manner. We have seen Trump 
call immigrants murderers and rapists. 
We have seen Trump _ fearmonger 
against Muslim Americans, even the 
parents of one of our proud soldiers 
who lost his life fighting for our coun- 
try. We have seen Trump mock some- 
one with a disability on more than one 
occasion. We have seen Trump impugn 
a Federal judge. Why? Because his par- 
ents were Hispanic. We have seen 
Trump continue to question President 
Obama’s country of origin. We have 
seen Trump casually raise the specter 
of an assassination against Hillary 
Clinton on more than one occasion. 
This is the Donald Trump we know. 
Donald Trump will do and say any- 
thing regardless of the consequences. 

Why does Trump refuse to produce 
his tax returns? Why is this the one 
time in his life that he exercises cau- 
tion? Why does he maintain absolute 
silence on his taxes? The answer is 
very simple—because Trump’s tax re- 
turns would further destroy his Presi- 
dential candidacy. Production of his 
tax returns would again prove that he 
is a fraud. If the American people had 
access to Donald Trump’s tax returns, 
they would show he is not the billion- 
aire he claims to be. Trump wants us 
to believe that in spite of all of his 
bankruptcies and litigations that have 
been going on for decades, he is the in- 
credibly wealthy, successful business- 
man that he portrays himself to be. 
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But he is not, and his tax returns will 
prove he is far from a wealthy Trump. 

Donald Trump’s tax returns will also 
prove that he avoids paying his fair 
share of taxes. On the rare occasion 
that Donald Trump’s tax returns have 
been made public—that was on one oc- 
casion some time ago—they showed 
that he paid nothing in income taxes. 
As the Washington Post reported ear- 
lier this year: 

The last time information from Donald 
Trump’s income-tax returns was made pub- 
lic, the bottom line was striking: He paid the 
federal government $0 in income taxes. 

Donald Trump is afraid that if his 
supporters discover that he has avoided 
paying taxes, they will see him for 
what he is—someone the IRS should 
charge with a crime and investigate, or 
at least do something. He deserves all 
the scrutiny he can get because he 
doesn’t want us to see what he has in 
his so-called income. 

Perhaps the most damning evidence 
of Trump’s tax records would be that 
he lives off the American taxpayer. 
Donald Trump is a freeloader. Even 
though Trump refuses to pay his share 
of taxes, he is content to use other tax- 
payers’ hard-earned money. 

Yesterday we learned that his char- 
ity—they don’t put money in it. He 
gets other charities to donate to his 
charity, and then he goes out and tries 
to be a big shot by donating other peo- 
ple’s money. Even though Trump re- 
fuses to pay his share of taxes, he is 
content to use other taxpayers’ hard- 
earned money. 

One news outlet has reported that 
over the last three decades Donald 
Trump has received $885 million in tax 
breaks. Let’s put that in perspective. 
In 2014, the entire State of Ohio re- 
ceived $686 million in Federal funding 
to provide benefits for needy families. 
That money helped almost 120,000 peo- 
ple in Ohio. Trump received $885 mil- 
lion, and the entire State of Ohio re- 
ceived only $686 million. There is no 
question about it: Donald Trump is a 
welfare king, but the welfare king 
doesn’t want voters to see that he 
doesn’t pay taxes even as he uses a bil- 
lion of taxpayer dollars to keep his 
bankrupt companies afloat. Trump 
doesn’t want Americans to see that he 
claims middle-class tax credits. 

This is a report in the New York 
Daily News: 

The flame-throwing Republican contender 
for the White House appears to be the only 
New York City billionaire who snagged a tax 
break aimed at middle class homeowners, 
raising even more questions about his al- 
leged billions. 

Continuing to quote: 

An analysis of property records for 38 Big 
Apple billionaires on the ‘Forbes 400’ list 
conducted by Crain’s New York Business 
found Trump was the only one to receive the 
STAR tax credit. That credit. . . gives those 
entitled to around $300 off their tax bill. 

So is he a billionaire? I doubt it. 

Donald Trump, this self-purported 
billionaire, has been falsely claiming a 
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$300 tax break for years. He has done it 
for a number of years. Like a sponge, 
Donald Trump soaks up all the tax- 
payer money he can find while at the 
same time not paying his fair share of 
taxes. 

Remember, the same Donald Trump, 
who once said: 

The problem we have right now, we have a 
society that sits back and says we’re not 
going to do anything. And eventually the 50 
percent cannot carry, and it’s unfair to 
them, but cannot carry the other 50 percent. 

I think Donald Trump is confused 
about who is carrying whom. He is the 
one relaxing, playing golf at his golf 
courses, many of which are largely paid 
for by taxpayer dollars, and depending 
at the same time on the American tax- 
payer to bankroll his company and his 
golf game, but Trump doesn’t seem to 
care. In fact, he brags about how he 
uses other people’s hard-earned money. 

Here is what he said yesterday: 

It’s called OPM: Other people’s money. 
There’s nothing wrong with doing things 
with other people’s money. That’s what I do. 

How could Speaker RYAN, Senator 
MCCONNELL, and other congressional 
Republicans endorse this man for 
President or endorse him for anything? 
How can they continue to support Don- 
ald Trump as he shuns transparency 
and refuses to release the most basic 
information about his taxes and in- 
come? 

Hillary Clinton has posted all of her 
tax records for the last four decades for 
the world to see. Donald Trump shows 
us nothing. He is afraid to. 

Mr. Trump, prove to every American 
that you are the wealthy, successful 
man you claim to be. 

Mr. Trump, prove to every American 
that you have paid your fair share of 
taxes. 

Mr. Trump, prove to every American 
that you are not mooching off the 
American taxpayer. 

Mr. Trump, release your tax returns. 
Prove me wrong. Prove Mitt Romney 
wrong. 

I dare you to come clean and show us 
your tax records. 

But he won’t. 

Mr. President, I see my good friend, 
the Senator from Illinois, the assistant 
Democratic leader, on the floor. 

I now ask the Chair to announce the 
business of the day. 


EEE 


RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the leadership time 
is reserved. 


— 


LEGISLATIVE BRANCH APPRO- 
PRIATIONS ACT, 2017—MOTION TO 
PROCEED 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the Senate will re- 

sume consideration of the motion to 
proceed to H.R. 5325, which the clerk 
will report. 
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The legislative clerk read as follows: 

Motion to proceed to Calendar No. 516, H.R. 
5325, a bill making appropriations for the 
Legislative Branch for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2017, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Illinois. 

WELLS FARGO 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, every 
morning paper and most of the news- 
casts this morning focused in on a 
hearing of the Senate Banking Com- 
mittee yesterday. It was a hearing 
where the President of the Wells Fargo 
bank was called on to testify. At issue 
was a recent disclosure that over a pe- 
riod of many years, Wells Fargo bank 
was enrolling its customers, without 
their knowledge, in the ownership of 
bank accounts and credit cards. Many 
times they faced penalties and charges 
which they did not understand because 
they had not asked to be enrolled in 
these programs. The employees at 
Wells Fargo bank did it in an effort to 
win favor within their corporate ranks 
and even to receive bonuses. 

This defrauding of thousands of Wells 
Fargo customers was finally unearthed 
by the media and by the Consumer Fi- 
nancial Protection Bureau. As a result, 
a substantial fine of millions of dollars 
was paid by Wells Fargo bank, and the 
President, Mr. Stumpf, was called be- 
fore the committee yesterday to ex- 
plain the situation. He faulted the over 
5,000 employees of Wells Fargo bank, 
who he said were not honest in their 
dealings with their customers, and 
they were dismissed. There were ques- 
tions asked of Mr. Stumpf about the re- 
sponsibility of the management of 
Wells Fargo bank for this terrible mis- 
carriage of justice and apparently very 
few, if any, managers were held ac- 
countable. 

One particular woman who was in a 
management capacity had been al- 
lowed to leave the bank under ex- 
tremely positive circumstances. She 
was given a golden parachute of over 
$100 million when leaving the bank. So 
while 5,300 people, making around $12 
an hour, were being dismissed because 
of their lack of ethics, this managing 
woman was, in fact, rewarded with a 
golden parachute of over $100 million 
as she left. 

Questions were raised by many of my 
colleagues, including Senator BROWN, 
and even Republican colleagues were 
skeptical of this Wells Fargo presen- 
tation. Senator ELIZABETH WARREN was 
particularly poignant in her remarks 
that so many of the lower echelon em- 
ployees were found morally culpable 
and paid a heavy price, while those at 
the highest ranks, including Mr. 
Stumpf himself, were compensated 
grandly for their leadership during this 
terrible time. It is an indication of 
what it takes to bring real justice to a 
free market system. 

I am a person who believes America 
is lucky to have the economy it has, 
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but I also know that throughout his- 
tory, there have been excesses where 
people have had to step in—sometimes 
the media with disclosure and many 
times the government with oversight 
and regulation—to right the wrongs 
which occur in runaway, rampant cap- 
italism. We saw it, of course, in the re- 
cession that hit our country in 2008. 
Many of the largest banks in this coun- 
try took advantage of individuals and 
families and businesses. At the end of 
it, many people lost their savings, 
their homes, and their jobs because of 
the greed of Wall Street, but what we 
are talking about in the area of justice 
doesn’t just apply to financial institu- 
tions, it applies to health insurance as 
well. 
AFFORDABLE CARE ACT 

Mr. President, on a regular basis 
now, the leadership on the Republican 
side of the aisle has come forward to 
condemn the Affordable Care Act. It 
apparently is a big issue which they 
want to take into the election in No- 
vember. I hope the American people 
listen carefully to what we have just 
heard from Senator MCCONNELL, the 
Republican leader in the Senate. 

Day after day, week after week, 
month after month, and year after 
year, for the last 5 years, Republicans 
have come to the floor and said: Let’s 
abolish ObamaCare. Let’s end the Af- 
fordable Care Act. I am still waiting 
for the first Republican to come to the 
floor and say: And here is what we will 
replace it with. 

There is a saying in downstate Illi- 
nois—I will clean it up a little bit— 
that any mule can kick down a barn 
door, but it takes a carpenter to build 
one. In this situation, the Republicans 
can’t wait to kick down the Affordable 
Care Act, but they don’t have any 
plans to build a replacement. 

So here is what they want to do. 
They want to go back to what they 
consider the good old days of health in- 
surance in America. 

Six years ago, let me tell me col- 
leagues, health insurance in America 
was no picnic for most American fami- 
lies. Not only was there a steady in- 
crease in premiums year after year, but 
health insurance companies were very 
picky about the people they would in- 
sure. If you happened to be the parents 
of a child who had weathered the storm 
and survived cancer treatment, your 
child had a preexisting condition. If 
you could get health insurance, you 
paid a lot for it. The same thing was 
true if your wife had survived a heart 
attack, for example, and was now on 
the mend and doing well. She had a 
preexisting condition. 

So preexisting conditions became the 
basis for discriminating against Amer- 
ican consumers. Who among us comes 
from such a perfect family without any 
health record that we can say there are 
no preexisting conditions in my family. 
If you don’t have one today, you might 
have one tomorrow. 
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One of the things about the Afford- 
able Care Act is, we said health insur- 
ance companies cannot discriminate 
against people because of preexisting 
conditions. In the bad old days, which 
the Republicans would return to, they 
could. Under the Affordable Care Act, 
they cannot. 

We also said that lifetime limits on 
health insurance policies were unac- 
ceptable. So $100,000 may sound like a 
lot of money until you are diagnosed 
with cancer, and then you realize the 
course of treatment is going to blow 
through that $100,000 before you are ul- 
timately going to get what the doctor 
has ordered. So we eliminated the life- 
time caps on these policies that were, 
in fact, creating poverty among many 
Americans families because of medical 
diagnoses. 

We also eliminated discrimination 
based on gender. Why was it that a 
man applying for a health insurance 
policy was paying less than a woman 
applying for a health insurance policy? 
That discrimination was allowed under 
the bad old days of health insurance 
that the Republicans want to return to. 

We went further and said: If you are 
parents and have a young son or daugh- 
ter, they can stay under your family 
health insurance plan until they reach 
the age of 26. Why is this important? 
Because kids out of college are still 
looking for work. They may not get a 
full-time job, they may not get health 
care benefits, but families want the 
peace of mind to know they are covered 
until age 26, until they can have a 
chance to develop their own health in- 
surance coverage. Under the bad old 
days, that coverage was not there. The 
Republicans would like to go back to 
that. That is a mistake as far as I am 
concerned. 

We also basically said as well that if 
you are a senior citizen in America, 
you are not going to be burdened by 
what was known as the doughnut hole. 
People in Medicare are given a benefit 
for prescription drugs, but as the law 
was originally written, there was a gap 
in coverage in that benefit called the 
doughnut hole. You would be covered 
for the first few months of the year on 
expensive drugs; then you would be on 
your own to either pay out of your sav- 
ings or not take the drugs for several 
months before coverage started again. 
We are closing the doughnut hole as 
part of the Affordable Care Act. The 
Republicans would take us back to the 
days of the doughnut hole, where indi- 
vidual retired Americans would face 
expenses of $2,000 or more for drugs 
each year. We are in the process of 
closing that doughnut hole. The Repub- 
licans would take us back to the bad 
old days when we didn’t have that clo- 
sure. 

They would eliminate the coverage of 
health insurance brought on by the Af- 
fordable Care Act for over 20 million 
Americans—20 million Americans. Sen- 
ator MCCONNELL would say: Sorry, we 
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are going back to the bad old days. You 
and your family don’t get health care 
coverage. 

There is something we discovered. 
Even families without health insurance 
get sick, and when they do get sick 
and, in the worst of circumstances, 
turn up at the doctor or the hospital, 
they are treated, and many times can’t 
pay for it. Who pays for that care? Ev- 
eryone else. Everyone else who is pay- 
ing health insurance will pay for it. 

We think it is better under the Af- 
fordable Care Act. We achieved this: 
More and more Americans have their 
own health insurance, both for care 
when they are sick as well as for pre- 
ventive care. We provide preventive 
care under the Affordable Care Act, 
particularly for senior citizens so they 
will avoid serious illnesses that get 
very expensive down the line. 

So what has been the net result of 
this? Not only are there 20 million 
more people who have health insurance 
in America because of the Affordable 
Care Act, but also the fact is, the rate 
of increase in costs in health care has 
slowed down—slower than at any time 
in recent records or modern memory. It 
has extended the life of Medicare for 
another 12 or 13 years because the cost 
of health care is not rising as quickly 
as we thought it might. 

The Republicans would take us back 
to the bad old days when the cost of 
health care was going up even more 
rapidly. I don’t think most Americans 
would sign up for that. 

We also understand that when it 
comes to the Affordable Care Act, 
there are ways to improve it. I signed 
on to one of the provisions that Sen- 
ator MCCONNELL took exception to this 
morning. It is a provision for us to con- 
sider a public option when it comes to 
health insurance. I am all for private 
health insurance companies competing, 
doing their best, trying to win the sup- 
port and the enrollment of American 
families, but what is wrong with cre- 
ating a Medicare-like proposal that is a 
not-for-profit entity providing health 
insurance along the style of Medicare? 

Senator MCCONNELL was pretty crit- 
ical of that this morning. He hadn’t 
asked most Americans what they think 
about Medicare. He should. Many of 
them thank God we have it. For many 
of them, it meant health insurance 
when they had no place to turn. The 
creation of Medicare over 50 years ago 
was liberating to many seniors. Now 
they finally have affordable, quality 
health care after they retire. So put- 
ting that on as a public option to be 
considered by those who are signing up 
for health insurance would let them 
shop and let them compete. That to me 
is consistent with what we want to 
achieve when it comes to health care in 
this country. 

So we listen time and again to these 
attacks and critiques of the Affordable 
Care Act. We have yet to see the Re- 
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publican alternative. The only alter- 
native they suggest is going back to 
the bad old days when health insurance 
cost too much, when health insurance 
discriminated against people with pre- 
existing conditions, and when health 
insurance was a gamble as to whether 
you would have it from this year to the 
next. 

There are ways to improve the Af- 
fordable Care Act. I won’t come to 
argue and will be the last to say that it 
is perfect as written, but in order to 
improve it, we need bipartisan coopera- 
tion, which we don’t have. On the Re- 
publican side of the aisle, there have 
been 60 or 70 votes to abolish it, but not 
1 vote to step up and try to improve it, 
which I would be happy to join in ona 
bipartisan basis. That is what the 
American people expect of us. 

The last point I would like to make 
on the issue of health care is to state 
for the RECORD of the U.S. Senate that 
we had a meeting yesterday on medical 
research. This is a good news story, and 
there aren’t a lot of them on Capitol 
Hill. But we moved forward on a bipar- 
tisan basis to make substantial in- 
creases in the medical research budgets 
of the National Institutes of Health. 
This is the premier medical research 
facility for the world, and we are lucky 
to have it right here in the Washington 
area. 

Dr. Francis Collins heads it up. He 
told me years ago that if he could get 
5-percent real growth in medical re- 
search for a number of years, we could 
make dramatic advances when it 
comes to medical research and cures 
for diseases. I took him up on that, and 
I enlisted a joint effort—first with 
PATTY MURRAY, my colleague from the 
State of Washington, who is in a key 
position on the Appropriations Com- 
mittee and the authorizing committee 
in the area of medical research and is 
totally committed to the effort, and on 
the Republican side Senator BLUNT of 
Missouri and Senator ALEXANDER of 
Tennessee. Then Senator LINDSEY GRA- 
HAM of South Carolina joined me to co- 
chair the NIH Caucus. 

Here are some things you may not 
know about medical research and how 
important it is. There was a briefing 
yesterday on diabetes. I didn’t realize 
until I walked into that briefing that 
one-third of the annual expenditure for 
Medicare is for the treatment of diabe- 
tes. In addition to that, 20 percent of 
the annual expenditure for Medicare is 
for Alzheimer’s. So for two diseases, di- 
abetes and Alzheimer’s, more than 50 
percent of our Medicare budget is being 
spent each year. If we could develop 
new drugs, new treatments, new ap- 
proaches that deal with diabetes and 
Alzheimer’s, it would not only spare 
the people from the suffering they are 
going through and from the need for 
medical care, but it would greatly help 
our Medicare Program to be more sol- 
vent for years to come. 


September 21, 2016 


Is medical research a good invest- 
ment? I think it is the best investment. 
We have seen it pay off over and over 
and over again. Do you remember not 
too long ago when we were talking 
about people who were making their 
last trek down to Plains, GA, in the 
hopes that they would see former 
President Jimmy Carter for the last 
time because of his cancer diagnosis? 
Then, do you remember when President 
Jimmy Carter held a press conference 
and said: I am cancer-free. It was be- 
cause of the development of drugs and 
medical treatments through medical 
research. That has given him back his 
life. For many Americans, it is the 
same story every day. 

We may do a lot of things wrong in 
Washington, but let’s not get medical 
research wrong. Let’s get it right. Let’s 
make it bipartisan, and let’s invest in 
it. I can’t think of a better investment 
for future generations in this country. 

I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. (Mr. CoT- 
TON). The clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent to speak for up 
to 17 minutes as in morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

CLIMATE CHANGE 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
am here for the 147th time in my series 
of speeches urging the Senate to wake 
up to the consequences of climate 
change and also to the motives of the 
outside forces that lull the Senate into 
persistent somnambulism. 

Outside this Chamber, every major 
scientific society, every one that I 
know of, of my colleagues’ home State 
universities, all of America’s National 
Labs, our military and security profes- 
sionals, and NOAA and NASA all agree 
on the basic science of climate change 
and broadly support responsible cli- 
mate action. There may be uncertainty 
about exactly what year sea level rise 
will hit what floodmark, for instance, 
but on the basic idea that climate 
change is causing seas to rise and 
floods to come, it is game over. 

NASA reported that August 2016 was 
the warmest August in 136 years of rec- 
ordkeeping. August tied July as the 
hottest month the world has seen in 
the 136 years we have been measuring. 
More notable, August marked the 11th 
record-setting month in a row in 
NASA’s data set. Why, in the face of all 
of that, does this Chamber slumber? 
Thank the dark influence of the fossil 
fuel industry. 

For years, Big Oil and its allies fund- 
ed outright denial of manmade climate 
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change. The Union of Concerned Sci- 
entists issued this report last year: 
“The Climate Deception Dossiers: In- 
ternal Fossil Fuel Industry Memos Re- 
veal Decades of Corporate 
Disinformation.” The report docu- 
ments how the big polluters contrib- 
uted to front organizations and paid 
scientists to put out junk science con- 
tradicting what real, peer-reviewed 
science and even the industry’s own ex- 
perts knew about how burning fossil 
fuels affects the environment. 

Take ExxonMobil, for example. Ac- 
cording to the company’s own docu- 
ments, as recently as 2015, ExxonMobil 
was still funding organizations that 
promote climate science 
disinformation, including the Amer- 
ican Legislative Exchange Council, 
which peddled legislation to State leg- 
islatures that included a finding that 
human-induced global warming ‘‘may 
lead to. . . possibly beneficial climatic 
changes.” 

At the Hoover Institution, a senior 
fellow, not a climate scientist, argued 
that climate data since 1880 supports a 
conclusion that it would take as long 
as 500 years to reach a 4-degree centi- 
grade of global warming. 

At the Manhattan Institute of Policy 
Research, a senior fellow writing about 
climate change said: ‘‘The science is 
not settled, not by a long shot.” 

The CEO of the so-called National 
Black Chamber of Commerce claimed 
that ‘there has been no global warm- 
ing detected for the last 18 years.” Tell 
that to NASA. 

Let’s not forget the Pacific Legal 
Foundation, where a senior attorney 
attacked EPA’s authority to even regu- 
late CO2, in part because it is a ‘‘ubiq- 
uitous natural substance essential to 
life on Earth.” 

All of those pronouncements by 
Exxon-backed organizations, as reports 
in both InsideClimate News and the 
Los Angeles Times have confirmed, run 
counter to what real scientists know. 
Yet, according to the public affairs guy 
at ExxonMobil, the company has sup- 
ported mainstream climate science for 
decades. Their PR guy said: ‘‘Frankly, 
we made the call that we needed to 
back away from supporting the groups 
that were undercutting the actual 
risk” of climate change. Well, that 
doesn’t actually seem to be true. 

ExxonMobil’s campaign of falsehoods 
has the attention of several attorneys 
general, and in today’s newspaper, it is 
revealed that it also has the attention 
of the Securities and Exchange Com- 
mission. Their questions are not unrea- 
sonable: Is ExxonMobil actively ad- 
vancing the notion that its products 
have little or no effect on the Earth’s 
environment, while at the same time 
suppressing its own internal research 
on the effects of carbon pollution, de- 
ceiving consumers into buying 
ExxonMobil products based on false 
claims? Is the company misleading its 
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investors about its developable oil re- 
serves and long-term prospects in a cli- 
mate-changed world? It breaks the law 
to knowingly mislead consumers and 
shareholders about something mate- 
rial, and climate change is certainly 
material to ExxonMobil. 

As Senator WARREN and I recently 
wrote in the Washington Post, inves- 
tigations by States attorneys general 
are making ExxonMobil nervous, and 
their Republican friends in Congress 
are riding to the rescue. House Science, 
Space, and Technology Committee 
chairman LAMAR SMITH and his fellow 
committee Republicans have issued 
subpoenas demanding that the attor- 
neys general fork over all materials re- 
lating to their investigations. 

I asked the Congressional Research 
Service, and as far as they could find, 
no committee has ever subpoenaed doc- 
uments in an ongoing State AG inves- 
tigation. 

Setting aside the federalism problem 
of Congress going after States in a sov- 
ereign State function, if they tried this 
stuff with our Federal Attorney Gen- 
eral, they would be rebuffed. 

The committee subpoenas also tar- 
geted eight organizations, including 
the Union of Concerned Scientists, the 
Rockefeller Family Fund, and 
Greenpeace, ordering them to turn over 
their internal communications related 
to what Chairman SMITH describes as 
“coordinated efforts to deprive 
ExxonMobil of its First Amendment 
rights.” 

Take a moment to absorb that. 
States attorneys general are inves- 
tigating whether a fraud has been com- 
mitted—something State AGs do every 
day. As Rhode Island’s AG, that is 
what I did. Sometimes we would un- 
cover fraud and sometimes not. Ulti- 
mately, if the evidence warranted it 
and if the attorney general pursued the 
case to trial, the question of fraud 
would be resolved in open court. 

Instead of praising the State AGs for 
doing their jobs within our system of 
checks and balances, congressional Re- 
publicans have leapt in to obstruct the 
investigation before any evidence be- 
comes public. So far, both the subpoe- 
naed attorneys general and the eight 
organizations have refused to comply 
with those subpoenas. I say, good for 
them. If the committee moves to en- 
force its subpoenas, the matter will 
then come before a judge. If that hap- 
pens, I hope those attorneys general 
will question whether the committee 
subpoenas reflect a legitimate govern- 
mental effort or are issued on behalf of 
a private party—indeed, the very pri- 
vate party which is the subject of those 
attorney general investigations. The 
law is clear that a legislative com- 
mittee may pursue even an unworthy 
legislative purpose, but it is not clear 
that a legislative committee can lend 
itself to a private party. Let the court 
determine whether the House com- 
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mittee is acting as the de facto agent 
of ExxonMobil. 

What might that court consider? 
Well, first, this is a committee whose 
chairman has received nearly $685,000 
in campaign contributions since 1989 
from the oil and gas industry. The re- 
maining committee majority have re- 
ceived over $2.9 million in campaign 
contributions. I expect that is admis- 
sible evidence. 

What else might the court consider? 
The committee asserts ExxonMobil has 
a First Amendment right that it needs 
to step in to protect. Interestingly, the 
shoe has been on the other foot when 
an attorney general of Virginia was 
tormenting a climate scientist—in- 
deed, tormenting him so badly that the 
University of Virginia took that attor- 
ney general all the way to the Virginia 
Supreme Court to make him stop. The 
committee took no interest in that. 
Theirs is a First Amendment concern 
that only surfaces when the fossil fuel 
industry is the subject of investigation. 

What else might the court consider? 
How about that the entire First 
Amendment argument the committee 
makes is a crock. Ken Kimmel], presi- 
dent of the Union of Concerned Sci- 
entists, noted that the committee 
“makes no allegation that UCS vio- 
lated any laws or regulations, and [the] 
claim, that providing information to 
attorneys general infringes on 
ExxonMobil’s rights, is nonsense.” Mr. 
Kimmell is right. It is well-established 
law that there is a clear line between 
fraud and First Amendment-protected 
speech. The dean of the Yale Law 
School has published an article ex- 
plaining this. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that this article be 
printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From The Washington Post, June 24, 2016] 
EXXON-MOBIL IS ABUSING THE FIRST 
AMENDMENT 
(By Robert Post) 

Global warming is perhaps the single most 
significant threat facing the future of hu- 
manity on this planet. It is likely to wreak 
havoc on the economy, including, most espe- 
cially, on the stocks of companies that sell 
hydrocarbon energy products. If large oil 
companies have deliberately misinformed in- 
vestors about their knowledge of global 
warming, they may have committed serious 
commercial fraud. 

A potentially analogous instance of fraud 
occurred when tobacco companies were 
found to have deliberately misled their cus- 
tomers about the dangers of smoking. The 
safety of nicotine was at the time fiercely 
debated, just as the threat of global warming 
is now vigorously contested. Because tobacco 
companies were found to have known about 
the risks of smoking, even as they sought to 
convince their customers otherwise, they 
were held liable for fraud. Despite the efforts 
of tobacco companies to invoke First 
Amendment protections for their contribu- 
tions to public debate, the U.S. Court of Ap- 
peals for the D.C. Circuit found: ‘‘Of course it 
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is well settled that the First Amendment 
does not protect fraud.” 

The point is a simple one. If large corpora- 
tions were free to mislead deliberately the 
consuming public, we would live in a jungle 
rather than in an orderly and stable market. 

ExxonMobil and its supporters are now 
eliding the essential difference between 
fraud and public debate. Raising the revered 
flag of the First Amendment, they loudly ob- 
ject to investigations recently announced by 
attorneys general of several states into 
whether ExxonMobil has publicly misrepre- 
sented what it knew about global warming. 

The National Review has accused the at- 
torneys general of ‘‘trampling the First 
Amendment.” Post columnist George F. Will 
has written that the investigations illustrate 
the ‘‘authoritarianism’’ implicit in progres- 
sivism, which seeks ‘‘to criminalize debate 
about science.” And Hans A. von Spakovsky, 
speaking for the Heritage Foundation, com- 
pared the attorneys general to the Spanish 
Inquisition. 

Despite their vitriol, these denunciations 
are wide of the mark. If your pharmacist 
sells you patent medicine on the basis of his 
“scientific theory” that it will cure your 
cancer, the government does not act like the 
Spanish Inquisition when it holds the phar- 
macist accountable for fraud. 

The obvious point, which remarkably bears 
repeating, is that there are circumstances 
when scientific theories must remain open 
and subject to challenge, and there are cir- 
cumstances when the government must act 
to protect the integrity of the market, even 
if it requires determining the truth or falsity 
of those theories. Public debate must be pro- 
tected, but fraud must also be suppressed. 
Fraud is especially egregious because it is 
committed when a seller does not himself be- 
lieve the hokum he foists on an unwitting 
public. 

One would think conservative intellectuals 
would be the first to recognize the necessity 
of prohibiting fraud so as to ensure the in- 
tegrity of otherwise free markets. Prohibi- 
tions on fraud go back to Roman times; no 
sane market could exist without them. 

It may be that after investigation the at- 
torneys general do not find evidence that 
ExxonMobil has committed fraud. I do not 
prejudge the question. The investigation is 
now entering its discovery phase, which 
means it is gathering evidence to determine 
whether fraud has actually been committed. 

Nevertheless, ExxonMobil and its defenders 
are already objecting to the subpoena by the 
attorneys general, on the grounds that it 
“amounts to an impermissible content-based 
restriction on speech” because its effect is to 
“deter ExxonMobil from participating in the 
public debate over climate change now and 
in the future.” It is hard to exaggerate the 
brazen audacity of this argument. 

If ExxonMobil has committed fraud, its 
speech would not merit First Amendment 
protection. But the company nevertheless in- 
vokes the First Amendment to suppress a 
subpoena designed to produce the informa- 
tion necessary to determine whether 
ExxonMobil has committed fraud. It thus 
seeks to foreclose the very process by which 
our legal system acquires the evidence nec- 
essary to determine whether fraud has been 
committed. In effect, the company seeks to 
use the First Amendment to prevent any in- 
formed lawsuit for fraud. 

But if the First Amendment does not pre- 
vent lawsuits for fraud, it does not prevent 
subpoenas designed to provide evidence nec- 
essary to establish fraud. That is why when 
a libel plaintiff sought to inquire into the 
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editorial processes of CBS News and CBS 
raised First Amendment objections analo- 
gous to those of ExxonMobil, the Supreme 
Court in the 1979 case Herbert v. Lando un- 
equivocally held that the Constitution does 
not preclude ordinary discovery of informa- 
tion relevant to a lawsuit, even with respect 
to a defendant news organization. 

The attorneys general are not private 
plaintiffs. They represent governments, and 
the Supreme Court has always and rightfully 
been extremely reluctant to question the 
good faith of prosecutors when they seek to 
acquire information necessary to pursue 
their official obligations. If every prosecu- 
torial request for information could be trans- 
formed into a constitutional attack on a de- 
fendant’s point of view, law enforcement in 
this country would grind to a halt. Imagine 
the consequences in prosecutions against 
terrorists, who explicitly seek to advance a 
political ideology. 

It is grossly irresponsible to invoke the 
First Amendment in such contexts. But we 
are witnessing an increasing tendency to use 
the First Amendment to unravel ordinary 
business regulations. This is heartbreaking 
at a time when we need a strong First 
Amendment for more important democratic 
purposes than using a constitutional noose 
to strangle basic economic regulation. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. As the attorney 
general of New York correctly states, 
“Fraud is not protected by the First 
Amendment.”’ 

A number of high-profile legal schol- 
ars sent a letter last week to Chairman 
SMITH, condemning the subpoenas as 
“misguided.’? The letter argues that 
the subpoenas are ‘‘invalid and con- 
stitutionally impermissible.” It turns 
out, according to these scholars, that 
the First Amendment actually works 
the other way: 

The Subpoenas, and the threat of future 
sanctions, themselves threaten the First 
Amendment—directly inhibiting the rights 
of their recipients to speak, to associate and 
to petition state officials without inter- 
ference from Congress. 

A copy of the legal scholars’ letter to 
Chairman SMITH can be accessed at the 
Yale Law School website at http:// 
tinyurl.com/yaleletter. 

Rhode Island attorney general Peter 
Kilmartin and his colleagues have also 
urged Chairman SMITH to withdraw the 
subpoenas. ‘‘Your interference in our 
colleagues’ work ignores a ‘vital con- 
sideration’ under our constitutional 
system of dual sovereignty; the preser- 
vation of comity between the federal 
government and the states.” 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that a copy of the Attorney Gen- 
eral’s letter to Chairman SMITH be 
printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

STATE OF MARYLAND, 
OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL, 
Baltimore, MD, August 11, 2016. 
Hon. LAMAR SMITH, 
Chairman, Committee on Science, Space and 
Technology, Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN SMITH: We write to express 
our profound concern with the subpoenas 
issued on July 13, 2016 to our colleagues, the 
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attorneys general of Massachusetts and New 
York. Through these subpoenas, which we 
understand you issued without a vote of the 
Committee, you seek the production of ma- 
terials developed by the attorneys general in 
the course of their ongoing respective inves- 
tigations of potential violations by the 
ExxonMobil Corporation of state securities 
and consumer protection laws. You have 
framed this intervention as ‘‘vigorous over- 
sight” of state attorneys general and their 
investigative work. Such oversight would ex- 
ceed Congress’ constitutional authority, and 
the July 13 subpoenas should therefore be 
withdrawn. 

Your interference in our colleagues’ work 
ignores a ‘‘vital consideration” under our 
constitutional system of dual sovereignty: 
the preservation of comity between the fed- 
eral government and the states. See Younger 
v. Harris, 401 U.S. 37, 44-45 (1971). “Comity,” 
Justice Black wrote for the Supreme Court 
in Younger, means ‘ʻa proper respect for 
state functions, a recognition of the fact 
that the entire country is made up of a 
Union of separate state governments, and a 
continuance of the belief that the National 
Government will fare best if the States and 
their institutions are left free to perform 
their separate functions in their separate 
ways.” Id. Any claim of a congressional right 
to ‘‘oversee’? the work of state constitu- 
tional law enforcement officers in fulfilling 
their core responsibilities under state law 
disrupts this comity and tears at the essen- 
tial fabric of our national Constitution. 

As attorneys general, we each hold offices 
established in our states’ constitutions or 
statutes. Our offices are critical to the func- 
tioning of our states’ governments, and they 
have deep historical roots. Some of us, like 
the attorneys general of Massachusetts and 
New York, hold offices whose origins precede 
the founding of our country. The state attor- 
ney general has been described by the Flor- 
ida courts, for example, as ‘‘the attorney and 
legal guardian of the people. . . . His duties 
pertain to the Executive Department of the 
State, and it is his duty to use means most 
effectual to the enforcement of the laws, and 
the protection of the people, whenever di- 
rected by the proper authority, or when oc- 
casion arises.” State of Florida v. Exxon 
Corp., 526 F.2d 266, 270 (5th Cir. 1976) (quoting 
Attorney General v. Gleason, 12 Fla. 190, 212 
(Fla. 1868)) (holding that Attorney General of 
Florida had legal authority to pursue federal 
antitrust action against Exxon and other oil 
companies without authorization of govern- 
ment agencies allegedly injured by conduct 
at issue). Several state supreme courts, rec- 
ognizing the broad discretion conferred on 
state attorneys general by state constitu- 
tions, have aptly described the office of at- 
torney general as a ‘‘public trust.” See, e.g., 
Gleason, 12 Fla. at 214; Attorney General v. 
Morita, 41 Haw. 1, 15 (Haw. Terr. 1955); Com- 
monwealth v. Burrell, 7 Pa. 34, 39 (1847). 

In fulfilling this public trust, we are each 
accountable in multiple ways to the people 
of our states. Most of us were elected di- 
rectly to our offices by the people we serve. 
State legislatures write and enact most of 
the laws that our offices enforce, including 
securities and consumer protection laws like 
the ones that give rise to the investigations 
in New York and Massachusetts that you 
have proposed to ‘‘oversee.’’ Moreover, we 
are accountable to the courts of our states, 
which, on innumerable occasions over the 
course of our states’ histories, have ruled 
both for and against us and our predecessors 
on issues of federal and state constitutional 
law, on issues of statutory interpretation, 
and on other issues. 
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“[O]ur Constitution establishes a system of 
dual sovereignty between the States and the 
Federal Government.” Gregory v. Ashcroft, 
501 U.S. 452, 457 (1991). Under that system, 
the federal government is one of limited 
powers, and, under the Tenth Amendment, 
“[t]he powers not delegated to the United 
States by the Constitution, nor prohibited 
by it to the States, are reserved to the 
States respectively, or to the people.” It is 
fundamental to our system of dual sov- 
ereignty that, as the Supreme Court has 
said, ‘‘States are not mere political subdivi- 
sions of the United States.” New York v. 
United States, 505 U.S. 144, 188 (1992). Indeed, 
“State governments are neither regional of- 
fices nor administrative agencies of the Fed- 
eral Government. The positions occupied by 
state officials appear nowhere on the Federal 
Government’s most detailed organizational 
chart. The Constitution instead ‘leaves to 
the several States a residuary and inviolable 
sovereignty.” Id. (quoting The Federalist 
No. 39). 

In light of our nation’s commitment to the 
preservation of a system of dual sovereignty, 
it is not surprising that, despite centuries of 
investigative and prosecutorial activity by 
state attorneys general in which constitu- 
tional objections have been raised, you have 
not identified a single valid precedent, from 
any period of our country’s history, for the 
“vigorous oversight” of state attorneys gen- 
eral that you are now proposing to under- 
take. Difficult enough are cases where Con- 
gress proposes to regulate subject matters 
arguably reserved to the states, and where 
there may be some analytical difficulty en- 
tailed in drawing ‘‘distinction[s] between 
what is truly national, and what is truly 
local.” United States v. Morrison, 529 U.S. 
598, 617 (2000). Your investigation, though, 
would go further. The stated purpose of your 
investigation is to oversee state constitu- 
tional officers themselves and the manner in 
which they fulfill their responsibilities under 
state law. Who oversees state officials is a 
matter ‘“‘of the most fundamental sort for a 
sovereign entity,” because it is “through the 
structure of its government” that “a State 
defines itself as sovereign.” Gregory vV. 
Ashcroft, 501 U.S. at 460 (holding that Con- 
gress could not, through laws prohibiting age 
discrimination, regulate the retirement age 
for state judges). Our national Constitution 
and our respective states’ constitutions nei- 
ther anticipate nor tolerate a structure 
under which Congress arrogates to itself the 
authority to oversee investigations con- 
ducted by state attorneys general. 

Your proposed ‘‘vigorous oversight’’ does 
not merely interfere with our work and the 
work of our colleagues. You also purport to 
supplant the role of state legislatures and 
state courts. We cannot understand on what 
basis you seem to assume, for example, that 
state courts in Massachusetts will be unable 
to resolve the constitutional objections that 
ExxonMobil, through skilled counsel, has al- 
ready lodged there. State courts, not Con- 
gress, are the appropriate arbiters of any 
state law claims brought by the attorneys 
general of Massachusetts and New York 
against ExxonMobil and of any constitu- 
tional objections that ExxonMobil might as- 
sert. 

The Constitution establishes ‘‘a system in 
which there is sensitivity to the legitimate 
interests of both State and National Govern- 
ments, and in which the National Govern- 
ment, anxious though it may be to vindicate 
and protect federal rights and federal inter- 
ests, always endeavors to do so in ways that 
will not unduly interfere with the legitimate 
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activities of the States.” Younger, 401 U.S. 
at 44. Your proposed oversight of state con- 
stitutional officers cannot be squared with 
these essential principles of federalism, nor 
can your attempt to oversee the resolution 
of alleged constitutional issues arising from 
the ongoing investigative activities of state 
attorneys general undertaken under state 
law. We therefore urge you to withdraw your 
subpoenas, refrain from attempting to exer- 
cise further oversight, and allow state attor- 
neys general and state courts to perform 
their constitutionally prescribed roles. 
Sincerely, 

Brian E. Frosh, Maryland Attorney Gen- 
eral; George Jepsen, Connecticut At- 
torney General; Douglas Chin, Hawaii 
Attorney General; Jim Hood, Mis- 
sissippi Attorney General; Peter F. 
Kilmartin, Rhode Island Attorney Gen- 
eral; Kamala D. Harris, California At- 
torney General; Karl A. Racine, Dis- 
trict of Columbia Attorney General; 
Janet T. Mills, Maine Attorney Gen- 
eral; Ellen F. Rosenblum, Oregon At- 
torney General; William H. Sorrell, 
Vermont Attorney General; Mark R. 
Herring, Virginia Attorney General; 
Bob Ferguson, Washington Attorney 
General. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Congressional in- 
vestigations and hearings have a 
unique ability to focus a nation’s at- 
tention and bring facts of public impor- 
tance to light. These subpoenas, how- 
ever, appear intended to impede lawful 
State investigations. They do not ad- 
vance the First Amendment, they 
trample on it. 

Senator WARREN and I offered a sug- 
gestion to the House committee in our 
Washington Post piece: 

If this House Committee is so concerned 
about the First Amendment rights of 
ExxonMobil, call a hearing, invite 
ExxonMobil executives to testify, and give 
them the opportunity to speak. What better 
way to protect a person’s right to speak free- 
ly than to give that person a forum to speak, 
right here in Congress? 

They can come in, say whatever they 
want to say, and answer questions. I 
know I would love to hear what they 
have to say. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Louisiana. 

TRIBUTE TO DAVID DOSS AND NICOLE HEBERT 


Mr. VITTER. Mr. President, I rise to 
honor two of my longest serving staff 
members who have been tremendous 
team leaders in our office: David Doss, 
my State director, and Nicole Hebert, 
my deputy State director. They are 
both, sadly, departing the Senate later 
this month to start exciting new ca- 
reers. 

Nicole Hebert started with our team 
when I was first running for the U.S. 
Senate in 2004. Nicole is a Lafayette 
native and a native of the Acadiana re- 
gion—or, Cajun country, as it is 
known—which was a key battleground 
in our election in 2004, in part because 
we were running against a local Cajun 
candidate in our jungle primary who 
was supported by my predecessor who 
was also from Acadiana. With Nicole’s 
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help, we shocked the entire State that 
year, winning with over 50 percent of 
the vote in the primary, forgoing the 
need for any runoff and winning 
Acadiana against a Cajun candidate— 
and Nicole was a big, important part of 
that victory. 

Nicole and her husband Tommy and 
Nicole’s parents Lynne and Joey Durel 
were all incredibly helpful then and 
ever since then in helping me navigate 
the region and have always made me— 
as a guy from southeast Louisiana— 
feel right at home in that important 
part of the State. 

Nicole, Tommy, and Lynne have all 
been on my staff at one point or an- 
other, and all of them were just great 
at helping me loosen up, take off my 
tie, and relax. They were also great at 
helping explain the Boudreaux and 
Thibodaux jokes that everyone was 
laughing so hard at and I could barely 
even understand them. 

In Acadiana politics, you are nobody 
unless you are invited to a supper 
hosted by somebody named Trey, T- 
boy—or something like that, and I 
can’t even count how many of those in- 
formal suppers I have been to and en- 
joyed with Nicole and her family. I will 
tell you, I have experienced some of 
the best food in the world at those 
great events—boudin, crawfish pie, 
etouffe, and alligator sauce piquante— 
and, of course, all the festivals in 
Acadiana. I have been on so many pick- 
up trucks and firetrucks—including an 
infamous one that broke down in the 
mud—for all of those Acadiana fes- 
tivals: the Rice Festival, the Sugar 
Festival, the Frog Festival, the Craw- 
fish Festival, and the Shrimp and Pe- 
troleum Festival. The fun list goes on 
and on. 

Even though it is technically work, I 
certainly enjoyed all that time with 
Nicole and the Hebert family, and often 
found myself with a stomach cramp 
when I left the region, not because I 
ate or drank too much—although that 
happened too—but because I was al- 
ways laughing so hard in their com- 
pany. 

Nicole and Tommy, their parents, 
and their two girls Hannah and Mere- 
dith, whom I have really enjoyed 
watching grow up, have all been a huge 
part of our Vitter family life. Wendy 
and I count them as dear friends, and 
we certainly will keep up with them 
through the rest of our lives. 

David Doss, our State director, was 
one of my earliest hires when I was 
first elected to the U.S. House. He is 
my State director and before that 
served as my district director in the 
U.S. House. I know all of our col- 
leagues here can attest to the fact that 
having a great State director on top of 
things, really managing the State of- 
fices properly, is a key element of suc- 
cess in any Senate office. 

State directors are on the frontlines 
of everything. They always have to 
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know what is on constituents’ minds 
and what is happening around the 
State, and David has proven one of the 
great State directors in the country. 

We have dealt with more than our 
share of disasters in Louisiana, and 
there is no one else I would have guid- 
ing our office through all that than 
David. Following Katrina, he organized 
a mobile office so our State staff could 
get around to impacted areas. That 
continued following other disasters. 
After the BP oilspill, David organized 
an incredibly effective and efficient 
casework operation to help assist peo- 
ple with those important claims. 

David does it all. He has never been 
above any task, from seeing casework 
all the way through to the best pos- 
sible outcome, to answering phones, to 
sorting through the mail when nec- 
essary, even to helping drive and get- 
ting me around the State. 

David manages our seven State of- 
fices—which, by the way, is more than 
any other Senator from our State has 
ever had. We have an office in the 
seven biggest metropolitan locations 
around the State. So that is no easy 
task for him to manage. He has to co- 
ordinate our staff's driving schedule 
from New Orleans to Lake Charles, to 
Shreveport, to Monroe—all that in the 
same day sometimes—to get me to 
every parish, every Congress, for town- 
hall meetings, a pledge I made when I 
first ran for the Senate in 2004. 

Others have chosen to fly on private 
jets to get around the State, but David 
always organized for us to drive each 
leg of each journey to save taxpayer 
dollars and so we can see what is really 
happening on the ground in every par- 
ish of our great State. Sometimes 
David would be doing that driving him- 
self. 

There was one time, of course, when 
we had to take away David’s driving 
privileges for a while after he backed 
into a street sign with me in the car, 
but don’t worry, no injuries—except 
possibly to David’s pride for a while. 
Other than that minor accident, I 
would describe David’s leadership of 
our State staff as really steady—a 
great leading, guiding influence, al- 
ways a steady hand, always has an 
open line of communication, always 
listens well, always leads with that re- 
assuring, steady hand. 

There are very few community meet- 
ings, ribbon cuttings, or luncheons, or 
events all around our State where we 
don’t have our State staff in attend- 
ance, and David has really helped build 
and run that well-oiled State staff ma- 
chine and that well-oiled constituent 
service machine. 

I have often said, the most fulfilling 
parts of my career are the relation- 
ships and friendships Wendy and I have 
built, including with our great staff. 
Wendy and I often consider staff an ex- 
tension of our family. That is abso- 
lutely true for David and his wife Anne 
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Mary and their daughters Julie and 
Jennifer. 

We wish them all the best as they 
start an exciting part of their lives. I 
thank Nicole and David for their won- 
derful service to Louisiana and for 
their friendship. We wish them all the 
best again as they start new parts of 
their careers. They are great individ- 
uals, they are great team leaders, and 
they are also great representatives of a 
wonderful State staff. 

I mentioned before we have seven of- 
fices around Louisiana. Each office has 
a strong presence in their regions and 
their communities. I think our State 
staff, in that presence, has created the 
gold standard for constituent service, 
in part because of David and Nicole’s 
leadership, but we have also built a 
great team, without exception, in all 
seven of those offices. To me, success 
in Congress is not measured by how 
many bills or amendments you intro- 
duce or pass but how many people you 
help and impact in a positive way. And 
our staff has countless success stories 
through their important casework— 
really important casework wins—which 
sometimes actually changes people’s 
lives in a major way for the better. It 
is because of this gold standard that 
our great State staff has developed 
that we decided to memorialize what 
we have collected as best practices in 
terms of constituent service. We are 
putting that into a guidebook related 
to constituent service, and I will be 
sending that guidebook to all of the 
major candidates who are running to 
fill this Senate seat. In the guidebook, 
we will go through those best practices 
on constituent casework, on helping 
people and organizations in the State 
navigate the Federal process applying 
for grants and the like. As to the im- 
portant need of being open and acces- 
sible, how a Senate office can do that 
effectively, and maintaining constant 
lines of communication with our fellow 
Louisiana citizens, all of those best 
practices and good ideas will be going 
into this guidebook that will be avail- 
able to my successor. 

Again, I want to thank David and Ni- 
cole and our entire State staff team for 
their years of dedicated service and 
success serving, really going above and 
beyond in serving the people of Lou- 
isiana. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SUL- 
LIVAN). The Senator from Nebraska. 

THE ECONOMY 

Mrs. FISCHER. Mr. President, I rise 
today to call attention to a very trou- 
bling issue, and we hear about it often. 
Sadly, there is a lack of leadership 
from the executive branch with regard 
to it. I am talking about the state of 
the American economy. Many families 
across Nebraska and across our Nation 
are worried. Whether they are hard- 
working parents trying to make ends 
meet or grandparents who are con- 
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cerned about their grandchildren’s fu- 
ture, there is no shortage of anxiety. 

As many of my colleagues have 
pointed out, the economy is not recov- 
ering quickly enough. In fact, we are 
slogging through the slowest economic 
recovery since the 1960s. By way of ref- 
erence, in 1961 Kennedy was President, 
a gallon of gas cost 31 cents, and Roy 
Orbison was in Billboard’s top five. 

In every economic recovery since 
that time, the American economy grew 
an average of 3.7 percent per year. 
Since 2009, however, this growth has 
averaged a mere 2.1 percent per year. 
This year, it slowed to just 1 percent. 
Last quarter, the economy grew by a 
pitiful 1.2 percent. Again, things are 
not getting better quickly enough. 

There are some real obstacles before 
us. The share of Americans in the 
workforce has fallen below 63 percent. 
That is nearly three percentage points 
below where we were when the recov- 
ery began. Another concern is the 
growing number of expensive and bur- 
densome regulations. Rulemaking 
under the Obama administration has 
skyrocketed. Federal regulations cost 
an estimated $1.9 trillion per year. 
That is more than $15,000 for each 
American household. These figures are 
worrisome. 

Here is one that should truly be 
frightening for us. At the same time, 
we have seen our national debt reach a 
staggering $19.5 trillion. Just last year, 
the United States spent $223 billion, or 
6 percent of the Federal budget, to pay 
interest on that national debt. This 
year, the nonpartisan Congressional 
Budget Office estimates that our def- 
icit will be $590 billion. This means 
that we are going to be spending al- 
most $600 billion more than we take in. 

If we don’t change course, the CBO 
estimates that these deficits are going 
to skyrocket over the next decade, 
reaching $1 trillion in 2024, and they 
will only continue to grow from there. 
These numbers paint us a very dark 
picture, but I do have some good news. 
There is still time for us to change 
course. In fact, this body has taken 
several good steps. 

Since taking office, I have worked 
with my colleagues to reduce some 
wasteful spending and some burden- 
some regulations. In 2015, I introduced 
the Grants Oversight and New Effi- 
ciency Act, or the GONE Act. This bill, 
which was signed into law in January, 
will save millions of dollars by closing 
expired grant accounts and increasing 
oversight over Federal grant programs. 

I have also introduced and pushed for 
votes on several waste-cutting amend- 
ments during the appropriations proc- 
ess, including one to wind down an out- 
dated and ineffective stimulus-era pro- 
gram. These are good steps, and here 
are a few others. We passed a highway 
bill, which will provide much needed 
certainty for States, businesses, fami- 
lies, and the traveling public. By 
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prioritizing our infrastructure, we are 
investing in our economy’s ability to 
grow. 

In the same vein, last week, we 
passed the Water Resources Develop- 
ment Act. This is another key infra- 
structure bill that will enable our 
economy to grow by modernizing our 
ports and our waterways. So we do 
have tools available for us to meet 
these fiscal challenges. 

We have to exercise restraint, and we 
have to exercise that restraint among 
ourselves. The appropriations process 
is a critical way for us to do this. It is 
the only way that our citizens can 
truly hold their elected representatives 
accountable for this spending. It allows 
the American people to see the true 
priorities of their elected representa- 
tives. 

There is one last point before I close. 
Reducing the national debt does not 
mean that we stop investing. It simply 
forces us to make smarter choices. 
Some things we need to prioritize, and 
we know what those are. We need to 
keep our families and our communities 
safe. We must invest in infrastructure 
to promote commerce and grow this 
economy. We must reduce wasteful 
spending and prioritize prudent spend- 
ing. We must reduce the national debt. 
We must get government out of the 
way so opportunities can be created for 
our families and for our young people, 
but we have to be responsible stewards 
of taxpayer money. We must make 
those responsible choices. 

I believe that our very best days as a 
nation are before us, and that is be- 
cause of my unwavering faith in the 
fundamental goodness, tenacity, and 
the creativity of the American people. 

I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


a 


MOTION TO DISCHARGE—S.J. RES. 
39 


Mr. MURPHY. Mr. President, on be- 
half of Senator PAUL and pursuant to 
the Arms Export Control Act of 1976, I 
move to discharge the Foreign Rela- 
tions Committee from further consid- 
eration of S.J. Res. 39, relating to the 
disapproval of the proposed foreign 
military sale to the Government of 
Saudi Arabia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The mo- 
tion is now pending. 

Under the previous order, there will 
be 3 hours of debate on the motion, di- 
vided between the proponents and op- 
ponents, with the Senator from Ken- 
tucky controlling 30 minutes of pro- 
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ponent time and the Senator from Con- 
necticut controlling 15 minutes of pro- 
ponent time. 

The Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the time dur- 
ing quorum calls on the motion be 
equally divided between the proponents 
and the opponents. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. President, I am 
going to speak briefly in support of the 
resolution. Senator LEE, a cosponsor of 
this resolution, is on the floor, and he 
will speak after I do. 

Let me say at the outset that I be- 
lieve in a strong U.S. global presence. I 
believe the United States is at its best 
when it is a global leader. We can and 
we should be a force for good and for 
peace in the world. 

I also believe, quite frankly, that 
peace comes through strength. I don’t 
apologize for the size of our military 
budget, nor do I think it would be wise 
for this Congress to give up this coun- 
try’s massive military edge over every 
global adversary and friend. Having the 
world’s biggest, baddest military keeps 
us safe, and, frankly, it keeps a lot of 
our friends safe as well. 

My last stipulation before I talk 
about the resolution would be this: I 
also believe there are times when we 
should use that military power. There 
are times when war or military action 
is just. If you want to provide safe har- 
bor for terrorists who plan a massive 
attack against this country, such as 
the Taliban in Afghanistan, then they 
can expect a visit from the U.S. Army. 

But increasingly we all have to rec- 
oncile with the fact that there are 
more and more limitations on the ef- 
fectiveness of U.S. military power. 
Today, our adversaries and our enemies 
practice something we call asymmetric 
warfare, which means they concede our 
conventional military advantage and 
use other means and methods to exert 
power and project strength. China does 
it through economic aid, Russia does it 
through bribery and the extension of 
its natural resources to its neighbors, 
and ISIL does it through terror and 
through the perversion of religion. Yet 
this country and this Congress con- 
tinue to believe that most conflicts 
around the globe can be solved with 
just a little bit more American mili- 
tary hardware. 

That is what brings us here today to 
talk about this arms sale to Saudi Ara- 
bia, particularly in the context of the 
ongoing conflict inside Yemen—a civil 
war inside Yemen in which the United 
States has become a participant. 

This is a picture from war-ravaged 
Yemen—an ongoing humanitarian dis- 
aster. We don’t have the full extent of 
the numbers, but there have already 
been thousands of civilians killed. If we 
talk to Yemenis, they will tell us that 
this is perceived inside Yemen as not a 
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Saudi-led bombing campaign, which it 
is broadly advertised as in the news- 
papers, but as a U.S. bombing cam- 
paign or, at best, a U.S.-Saudi bombing 
campaign. 

There is a U.S. imprint on every ci- 
vilian death inside Yemen which is 
radicalizing the people of this country 
against the United States. Why is this? 
Well, it is because, while the conflict 
inside Yemen started as a civil war— 
the Houthis overrunning the govern- 
ment inside Sana’a—the Saudis and a 
coalition of other Gulf States have en- 
tered the conflict, largely through air 
operations, to try to push the Houthis 
back, and they have asked for our as- 
sistance, which we have given, and we 
have given it in substantial means and 
methods. We provide the bombs, we 
provide the refueling planes, and we 
provide the intelligence. There really 
is no way this bombing campaign could 
happen without U.S. participation. 

The United States is at war in Yemen 
today. The United States is at war in 
Yemen today, and this Congress has 
not debated that engagement. This 
Congress has not debated that war. It 
is yet another unauthorized U.S. mili- 
tary engagement overseas. 

But the scope of this disaster for the 
purposes of U.S. security interests is 
not just the radicalization of the 
Yemen people against the United 
States or the thousands of people who 
have been killed but also the fact that 
this war has given ground—an oppor- 
tunity for Al Qaeda and ISIS to grow— 
grow by leaps and bounds. 

Let’s be honest. Our first responsi- 
bility here is to protect this country 
from attack, and the most likely arm 
of Al Qaeda that would have the means 
or the inclination to attack the United 
States is the branch that exists inside 
Yemen. Their recruitment has grown 
by multiples over the course of this 
conflict. For a period of time, AQAP 
was able to use this conflict to grab 
control of a major port city inside 
Yemen, which radically changed the 
ability of AQAP to recruit and to grow 
their capacity to do harm outside of 
Yemen, because they had control of re- 
sources and taxation inside this city. 

One would think that if the United 
States was providing all of these re- 
sources to the Saudi-led coalition, that 
some of them would be used to try to 
push back on ISIS’s growth or AQAP’s 
growth inside Yemen, but the exact op- 
posite has happened. None of the Saudi 
bombs are dropping on AQAP; they are 
all dropping on Houthi targets and ci- 
vilian targets. So we are arming the 
Saudis to fight an enemy—the 
Houthis—whom we have not declared 
war against, and the Saudis are not 
using those weapons to fight our sworn 
enemy whom we have declared war 
against: Al Qaeda. So the civilian cas- 
ualties mount, ISIS and Al Qaeda grow, 
yet this is the first time we have had 
the opportunity to discuss the wisdom 
of this engagement. 
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We begged the Saudis to change their 
conduct. We have asked them to target 
Al Qaeda. To the extent that Al Qaeda 
is shrinking a bit, it is not because the 
Saudis have targeted them, it is be- 
cause other players in the region—the 
Emirates—have targeted them. We 
begged the Saudis to stop bombing ci- 
vilians. Yet in a 72-hour period earlier 
this summer, the Saudi-led coalition 
bombed another Doctors Without Bor- 
ders facility, a school, and the prin- 
cipal’s house next door. We give them 
targets that they should stay away 
from because they are key parts of 
routes to bring humanitarian relief in 
a country that is ravaged by famine, 
and they still hit those targets even 
after we told them to stay away. We 
begged the Saudis to change their be- 
havior inside this war, and they 
haven’t listened. 

But it is not the only time they 
haven’t listened. The fact is, if you are 
serious about stopping the flow of ex- 
tremist recruiting across this globe, 
then you have to be serious about the 
very real fact that the Wahhabi- 
Salafist branch of Islam that is spread 
around the world by Saudi Arabia and 
their Wahhabi allies is part of the prob- 
lem. 

In 1956, there were 244 madrassas in 
Pakistan; today there are over 24,000. 
These schools are multiplying all over 
the globe. Conservative Salafist imams 
and mosques are spreading all across 
the world. Don’t get me wrong, these 
schools and Mosques by and large don’t 
teach violence directly. They aren’t 
the minor leagues for Al Qaeda and 
ISIS, but they do teach a version of 
Islam that leads very nicely into an 
anti-Shia, anti-western militancy. We 
begged the Saudis to stop setting up 
these conservative Wahhabi operations 
in parts of the Middle East, in the Bal- 
kans, in Indonesia. Again, they haven’t 
listened. 

Just take the example of Kosovo. 
Kosovo 10 years ago would never have 
been a place that ISIS would have gone 
to recruit people into the fight inside 
Syria, but today it is one of the hot- 
beds of recruitment. It is not a coinci- 
dence that during the same period of 
time the Saudis and Wahhabis spent 
millions of dollars there, trying to con- 
vert Muslims to their brand of reli- 
gion—a brand of religion that essen- 
tially says that everybody who doesn’t 
believe what we believe is an infidel, 
that the crusades never ended, and that 
the obligation of a true Muslim is to 
find a way to fight back against any 
brand of the religion that doesn’t 
match ours. 

So for those who are going to vote for 
this arms sale, who are essentially 
going to endorse our current state of 
the relationship with Saudi Arabia and 
our Gulf State allies, just ask your- 
selves if we can really defeat terrorism 
if we remain silent on the primary pro- 
genitor of this brand of Islam that 
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feeds into extremism. How can you say 
you are serious about strangling ISIL 
when the textbooks that are produced 
inside Saudi Arabia are the very same 
textbooks that are handed out to re- 
cruit suicide bombers? 

If we really want to cut off extre- 
mism at its source, then we can’t keep 
closing our eyes to the money that 
flows out of Saudi Arabia and the Gulf 
States into this conservative Salafist 
missionary movement around the 
world. 

This arms sale is relevant to both of 
these questions—changing the war in- 
side Yemen and sending a message that 
this export of the building blocks of ex- 
tremism cannot continue. Why? Be- 
cause the main part of this arms sale is 
a replacement of battle-damaged 
tanks—tanks that were likely in part 
damaged in the conduct of this war. It 
represents a piece of a very long ramp- 
up of arms sales into Saudi Arabia. 

The numbers are pretty staggering. 
This administration has sold about six 
to eight times the number of arms to 
Saudi Arabia than the last administra- 
tion did, and the Saudis do listen. They 
do pay attention to what we say here. 
They don’t like the fact that there are 
Republicans and Democrats critiquing 
this relationship. They will not like 
the fact that there will be votes 
against this arms sale. So even if it ul- 
timately doesn’t become law—which is 
unlikely, given the fact that even if it 
passes, the President could veto it— 
this could impact both of these ques- 
tions, the conduct of the war in Yemen 
and the conduct of the export of 
Wahhabism around the globe. 

Lastly, let me make the case that re- 
jecting or voting against this arms sale 
is not going to end or even perma- 
nently damage our relationship with 
Saudi Arabia. We are allies. We will 
continue to be allies. Our common 
bond was forged during the Cold War 
when American and Saudi leaders 
found common ground in the fight 
against communism. The Saudis helped 
ensure that the Russians never got a 
meaningful foothold in the Middle 
East. Today, this unofficial detente 
that exists between Sunni nations and 
Israel in the region is part of the prod- 
uct of Saudi-led diplomacy. There have 
been many high-profile examples of 
deep U.S.-Saudi cooperation in the 
fight against ISIL and Al Qaeda, not- 
withstanding these critiques. More 
generally, our partnership with Saudi 
Arabia, the most powerful and richest 
country in the Arab world is an impor- 
tant bridge to the Islamic commu- 
nity—a testament to the fact that we 
can seek cooperation and engagement 
with governments in the Middle East 
and people worldwide, which is a direct 
rebuttal to this idea the terrorists 
spread that asserts we are at war with 
Islam 

This is not an either-or question, but 
we are strategic allies, which is dif- 
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ferent from being a values-based alli- 
ance. That means that when our stra- 
tegic goals occasionally depart from 
one another, then we shouldn’t be obli- 
gated to continue our cooperation on 
that particular front. The Saudis’ guid- 
ing foreign policy goal is to gain re- 
gional supremacy over Iran. We cer- 
tainly prefer a Middle East with more 
Saudi friends than Iranian friends; 
there should be no doubt about that. 
But our guiding foreign policy goal in 
that region is not for the Saudis to win 
the broadening proxy war with Iran; it 
is to protect our country from attack 
by terrorist groups that are metasta- 
sizing in Syria, Iraq, and now at wor- 
rying rates inside Yemen. 

Today, our participation in the war 
inside Yemen is making us more vul- 
nerable by attacks from AQAP and 
ISIS, not less vulnerable. Our bombs, 
our intelligence, our spotters, and our 
refueling planes are certainly helping 
the Saudis project power in the region, 
but it is fueling an arms race between 
Shia and Sunni nations that has no 
logical end other than mutual destruc- 
tion, increasing chaos, and more un- 
governable space for groups that want 
to attack the United States. 

Said another way, is this really the 
right moment for the United States to 
be sending record numbers of arms into 
the Middle East? 

Do we have any evidence from past 
conflicts in Afghanistan or the Iran 
and Iraq wars that more U.S. weapons 
end up in less, rather than more, blood- 
shed—an abbreviated rather than an 
elongated war? 

It is time for the United States to 
press pause on our arms sales to Saudi 
Arabia. Let’s make sure that the war 
in Yemen doesn’t continue to spiral 
downward, jeopardizing U.S. national 
security interests. Let’s press the 
Saudis to get serious about spending 
more time as firefighters and less time 
as arsonists, as they say, in the global 
fight against terrorism. 

Let’s ask ourselves whether we are 
comfortable with the United States 
getting slowly, predictably, and all too 
quietly dragged into yet another war in 
the Middle East. What will it take for 
this country to learn its lesson? 

I thank the Presiding Officer and the 
body for the time, and I yield back. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Minnesota. 

Mr. FRANKEN. Mr. President, I 
thank Senator MURPHY, Senator PAUL, 
and Senator LEE for their leadership on 
this very important issue. 

Since the Saudi-led coalition started 
a bombing campaign in Yemen in 2015, 
there has been an average of 13 civilian 
casualties each day, according to the 
Office of the United Nations High Com- 
missioner for Human Rights. This 
means that thousands of civilians have 
been killed or wounded in the U.S.- 
backed war in Yemen. This is unac- 
ceptable. People all across this country 
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have been outraged at how the Saudis 
have conducted this war and believe 
that the United States should not ac- 
quiesce or support such conduct. 

Over the last decade, the United 
States has sold the Saudis over $100 bil- 
lion in arms. The United States has 
also supported the Saudi-led coalition 
with air-to-air refueling sorties, intel- 
ligence sharing, and military advisory 
assistance. That kind of support should 
not go along with acceptance of the 
Saudi disregard for innocent human 
lives and innocent civilian lives. 

The legislation we will be voting on 
later today is a disapproval resolution 
regarding a $1.15 billion arms sale. The 
very fact that we are voting on it 
today sends a very important message 
to the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia that 
we are watching their actions closely 
and that the United States is not going 
to turn a blind eye to the indiscrimi- 
nate killing of men, women, and chil- 
dren. 

Again, I would like to thank Sen- 
ators MURPHY, PAUL, and LEE for their 
leadership, and I urge my colleagues to 
support this important piece of legisla- 
tion. 

Thank you, Mr. President. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Utah. 

Mr. LEE. Mr. President, I rise today 
to lend my support and urge my col- 
leagues to lend theirs to S.J. Res. 39, 
offered by my friend Senator RAND 
PAUL of Kentucky. The purpose of this 
particular resolution is to reconsider 
the billion-dollar arms sale between 
the United States and Saudi Arabia 
that was negotiated by the two govern- 
ments earlier this year. 

Under U.S. law, any arms sale ap- 
proved by the State Department will 
go into effect within 30 days after that 
deal has been finalized, absent passage 
of a resolution of disapproval to pre- 
vent it from taking effect. That is ex- 
actly what Senator PAUL’s resolution 
aims to do. If passed by the Senate and 
the House, the resolution would raise 
formal objections to the sale of $1.15 
billion worth of weapons and military 
equipment to the Government of Saudi 
Arabia. 

Notice that there are Senators from 
both sides of the aisle working to pass 
this resolution of disapproval, sup- 
porting it in speeches and voting on it 
hopefully later today. It was intro- 
duced by a fellow Republican, and I am 
proud to join three of my Democratic 
colleagues as original cosponsors: Sen- 
ator CHRIS MURPHY from Connecticut, 
from whom we heard just moments 
ago; Senator AL FRANKEN of Min- 
nesota, from whom we heard after we 
heard from Senator MURPHY; and Sen- 
ator MARTIN HEINRICH of New Mexico. 

Some might call us strange bed- 
fellows—two conservative Republicans 
and three liberal Democrats working 
together to achieve the same goal. But 
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this observation misses the point en- 
tirely. Each one of us may have their 
own unique justification for supporting 
this resolution, but there is nothing 
strange about that; it simply proves 
that there are many reasons to con- 
sider and to reconsider this deal with 
Saudi Arabia. 

One of those reasons and the basis for 
my support of Senator PAUL’s resolu- 
tion is that there is no conclusive evi- 
dence that the Saudi arms deal will in 
fact advance the strategic and security 
interests of the United States. In fact, 
there is evidence that points in the op- 
posite direction. We know that Saudi 
Arabia is heavily involved in the civil 
war that is raging at this moment in 
Yemen—a conflict that has left a hu- 
manitarian crisis of staggering propor- 
tions in its wake and continues to do 
so. We know that the Saudi military 
will use the equipment included in this 
deal—everything from machine guns to 
grenade launchers to armored vehicles 
and tanks—to increase its own engage- 
ment in that seemingly intractable 
conflict. What we don’t know is exactly 
how America’s involvement in the civil 
war in Yemen serves our national secu- 
rity interests and protects the Amer- 
ican people. 

I have no problem in principle with 
the United States approving the sale of 
weapons and military equipment to 
foreign governments when it is in our 
interest to do so. I certainly am not 
categorically opposed to selling arms 
to the Saudi Government. Saudi Arabia 
has long been an American ally in a 
very volatile region of the world, and I 
believe strengthening that alliance 
should be a priority for our foreign and 
military policy in the Middle East, but 
the fact that Saudi Arabia is an ally 
with whom we have a track record of 
selling arms is not in and of itself a 
sufficient reason to endorse this par- 
ticular deal. It is not a reason that this 
deal should move through, should take 
effect without so much as a whimper 
from Members of Congress who might 
feel the need to raise possible con- 
cerns—concerns that relate to our own 
national security. 

Yes, we want our allies to be strong. 
Yes, we want our allies to be capable of 
defending themselves. Yes, sometimes 
this means that we should offer them 
assistance in times of need. But the 
first and most fundamental responsi- 
bility of the U.S. Government is not to 
satisfy the requests of our allies reflex- 
ively, unflinchingly, and without ask- 
ing acute questions; rather, the funda- 
mental responsibility—the first job of 
the U.S. Government—is to protect the 
lives and liberties of the American peo- 
ple. That is where we need to be fo- 
cused. 

Now, the Government of Saudi Ara- 
bia clearly believes that intervening in 
this civil war in Yemen and partici- 
pating in the decades-long sectarian 
conflict underlying that civil war in 
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Yemen is in the best interest of the 
Saudi people. I don’t doubt that, and it 
is not my place to question it, even if 
I did doubt it. 

That is why the Saudi military has 
been fighting in Yemen since it first 
launched its intervention in March 
2015. But can the same be said of the 
U.S. Government? Is intervening in 
this civil war a national priority for 
the American people? Is intervening in 
that civil war in our national security 
interest? Is it something that is going 
to make the American people safer? 

Astoundingly, these are questions 
that have never been fully discussed 
and certainly have never been fully de- 
bated in this institution—an institu- 
tion that likes to call itself and loves 
to be referred to as the world’s greatest 
deliberative body. 

This is more of an abdication of re- 
sponsibility by Congress. It is more 
than just that. It is a national security 
hazard. It is not just that we are abdi- 
cating. It is not just that we are not 
doing something we are supposed to do. 
We are making things more dangerous 
than we need to. 

The Framers of our Constitution 
gave important and exclusive foreign 
policy powers to the legislative branch 
because our Framers believed that the 
process of defining America’s national 
interests and developing a foreign pol- 
icy to pursue those interests must in- 
volve the participation of the people’s 
representatives in Congress. 

But alas, in recent years, Congress, 
in general, and the Senate, in par- 
ticular, have happily taken a back seat 
to the executive branch in debating, 
developing, and defending to the public 
our Nation’s foreign policy and grand 
strategy in the Middle East. That ex- 
plains how it is possible that our mili- 
tary has actively supported the Saudi 
military’s intervention in Yemen, in- 
cluding hundreds of air-to-air refueling 
sorties at a time when our military 
leaders unanimously contend that they 
are suffering from readiness and per- 
sonnel shortfalls. It explains how it is 
possible that the U.S. military would 
be actively involved in the civil war in 
Yemen, even though many security ex- 
perts point out that by supporting 
Saudi Arabia in Saudi Arabia’s fight 
against the Houthis, we could be unin- 
tentionally assisting Al Qaeda in the 
Arabian Peninsula and ISIS affiliates 
in Yemen. 

I urge my colleagues today to sup- 
port this resolution of disapproval. Let 
us pause our intervention in this for- 
eign conflict and show the country— 
show our country—that the legislative 
branch can fulfill its obligations to the 
American people faithfully, that we 
can openly and thoughtfully evaluate 
our interventions abroad, and that we 
are focused on protecting the security, 
safety, and interests of the American 
people above all others. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 
ERNST). The majority leader. 


(Mrs. 
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Mr. McCONNELL. Madam President, 
today the Senate will consider a mo- 
tion to discharge a resolution of 
disproval from the Foreign Relations 
Committee. I oppose that motion be- 
cause I believe it would harm our Na- 
tion’s long-term strategic interests in 
the Persian Gulf and in the broader 
Middle East. 

It would further damage our alliance 
and our partnership with the Kingdom 
of Saudi Arabia at a time when our 
moderate Sunni Arab allies are ques- 
tioning whether our Nation is able to 
meet our traditional commitment to 
the region. The resolution would also 
ignore the shared interests we have 
with Saudi Arabia in combating Al 
Qaeda and ISIS. 

Were this resolution of disapproval 
ever to be adopted, it would further 
convince the world that the United 
States is retreating, not only from its 
commitments but also as the guar- 
antor of the international order we 
worked to create after the Second 
World War. 

I will move to table this motion and 
encourage all of my colleagues to sup- 
port the motion. We are nearing the 
end of the Obama administration. The 
next President will have a stark choice 
upon assuming office—whether to con- 
tinue the drawdown of America’s con- 
ventional military power across the 
globe or to restore our warfighting ca- 
pabilities to both renew our alliances 
and restore America to its position as 
the guarantor of the international se- 
curity order. 

After nearly 8 years, the President’s 
approach to foreign policy has become 
all too clear—to end the war on terror, 
to draw down our conventional forces 
and capabilities, and to deploy special 
operations forces in economy-of-force 
train-and-assist missions across the 
globe. 

The essence of this foreign policy was 
captured in his speech at West Point in 
May of 2014. In that speech, the Presi- 
dent described a network of partner- 
ships from South Asia to the Sahel, to 
be funded by a $5 billion counterterror 
partnership fund for which Congress 
has yet to receive a viable plan. In 
those cases where indigenous forces 
prove insufficient and a need for direct 
action arises, the President announced 
his intention to resort to the use of 
armed unmanned aerial vehicles for 
strikes, as has been done in Yemen and 
Somalia. 

So by deploying special operations 
forces for train-and-equip missions, the 
President hoped to manage the diffuse 
threat posed by Al Qaeda in the Ara- 
bian Peninsula, Boko Haram, terrorist 
networks inside of Libya that now 
threaten Egypt, the al-Nusra Front, 
the Taliban, ISIL, and other terrorist 
groups. 

The concept of operations allowed 
the President to continue the force 
structure cuts to the conventional 
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forces and sought to manage the threat 
from global terrorism. He envisioned 
no need to reverse the harmful damage 
of defense sequestration, to rebuild our 
conventional and nuclear forces, or to 
accept that leaving behind residual 
forces in Iraq and Afghanistan was a 
means by which this Nation preserves 
the strategic gains that we have made 
through sacrifice. 

The threat of some of these Al Qaeda 
affiliates, associated groups, or inde- 
pendent terrorist organizations has 
outpaced the President’s economy-of- 
force concept. In some cases, the host 
nation’s military which we had trained 
and equipped had proven inadequate to 
defeat the insurgency in question, as 
was the case with AQAP, the Taliban, 
or ISIL. 

The Obama administration never an- 
swered the question: What was to be 
done when the host nation’s force we 
trained for counterterrorism was in- 
capable of counterinsurgency—Iraq, 
Libya, Yemen? The efforts of the De- 
partment of Defense to train a mod- 
erate Syrian opposition never provided 
sufficient reasons for the President to 
rethink the basic strategy. 

The President’s concept of operations 
countenanced a persistent, enduring 
terrorist threat from AQAP, the 
Taliban, and other groups in those 
countries where insufficient ground 
combat power could be generated by 
the force that we trained. 

In Riyadh, our traditional long- 
standing ally Saudi Arabia warned of 
Iran’s efforts to arm and support Shia 
proxies in Syria, in Yemen, and in Leb- 
anon and to foment unrest across the 
region, all of which was lost on the 
White House. 

Instead, they were called ‘‘free rid- 
ers,” and Saudi Arabia’s concerns with 
what a Muslim Brotherhood govern- 
ment in Cairo, instability in Libya, and 
the slaughter of Sunnis within Syria 
would mean for the region were com- 
pletely ignored. The Obama adminis- 
tration has sounded an uncertain trum- 
pet, but the words that resounded in 
Saudi Arabia and across the region 
were the commitment to our allies— 
that in negotiating with Iran to end its 
nuclear weapons program, no deal is 
better than a bad deal. 

Well, this proved not to be true. The 
administration accepted the bad deal, 
and in its negotiation with Iran, the 
administration made concession after 
concession after concession: allowing 
Iran to retain a nuclear enrichment 
program, allowing for the retention of 
working centrifuges and a research and 
development program, providing finan- 
cial relief and support, and lending le- 
gitimacy to the world’s chief state 
sponsor of terror. 

Under any net assessment, Iran has 
emerged from the nuclear deal with the 
Obama administration stronger— 
stronger than before the deal. The 
funds derived from the lifting of sanc- 
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tions enable Iran to invest in proxy 
forces and conventional capabilities, 
such as advanced air defense systems, 
and to threaten Israel and Saudi Ara- 
bia. 

Even more consequential is the fact 
that the Obama administration’s sin- 
gle-minded pursuit of achieving and 
preserving the deal has held the other 
elements of our foreign policy toward 
Iran hostage. Iran is free to harass 
American vessels within the Persian 
Gulf, to test ballistic missiles, and to 
fund proxy forces. 

After agreeing to the Joint Com- 
prehensive Plan of Action, the Presi- 
dent gathered the leaders of the Gulf 
Cooperation Council at Camp David. At 
that meeting, our President made com- 
mitments to those allies that we would 
help them in building their respective 
defense capabilities. 

A vote in support of this resolution 
today undermines that commitment 
made by the President to help the 
Saudis. Our allies in the region, espe- 
cially Saudi Arabia and the United 
Arab Emirates, came to understand 
that after the fall of the Mubarak gov- 
ernment, the decapitation of the gov- 
ernment in Libya, and civil war in 
Syria, they must act in pursuit of their 
own sovereign interests, whether the 
United States would lead or not. 

The specific foreign military sale in 
question here is for Abrams tank struc- 
tures to Saudi Arabia. We have been 
selling ground combat equipment to 
Saudi Arabia for decades—for decades. 
There is no evidence—none—that the 
Saudis have used the Abrams tanks in 
ground combat within Yemen. These 
systems have been used along the 
Saudi Arabia border to defend against 
Houthi incursions. 

The United States is actively work- 
ing to improve Saudi targeting capa- 
bility and to deliver humanitarian re- 
lief to the people of Yemen. So let us 
also remember that denying the sale of 
Abrams tank structures will simply 
lead some of our allies to pursue weap- 
ons systems from other countries. 

Let me say that again. The Saudis 
don’t have to buy this equipment from 
us. They can buy it from somebody 
else. So this motion comes at a sin- 
gularly unfortunate time and would 
serve to convince Saudi Arabia and all 
other observers that the United States 
does not live up to its commitments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Arizona. 

Mr. McCAIN. Madam President, let’s 
be clear about what the arms sale is all 
about. It is about giving a nation that 
is under attack by an Iranian-spon- 
sored militia the arms that it needs to 
defend its people and its territory. 

The Houthi militia, which is Iran’s 
proxy in Yemen, is attacking Saudi 
Arabia’s southern border. It has carried 
out hundreds of cross-border raids into 
Saudi Arabia and has fired numerous 
missiles deep into Saudi territory. 
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Make no mistake, this aggression is 
fueled by the Iranians. 

Earlier this year, the United States 
seized a shipment of arms bound for 
the Houthi militia. Have no doubt that 
the Houthi militia are the clients and 
the stooges and the agents of Iran, 
which is attempting to take over con- 
trol of Yemen, which is an important 
nation, particularly because of its geo- 
graphic location on the Straits of 
Hormuz. 

Have no doubt about what the situa- 
tion would be strategically if the Ira- 
nian-sponsored Houthis controlled 
Yemen. Have no doubt about the threat 
that it is to the United States of Amer- 
ica and to freedom of navigation. 

Houthi aggression against Saudi Ara- 
bia has displaced over 75,000 Saudis and 
killed hundreds of civilians. If militias 
were attacking our borders and launch- 
ing missiles into our territory and our 
friends refused to help us defend our- 
selves, we would certainly question the 
value of that friendship. This is why 
this sale is more important than just a 
sale. It is a message. 

The sale will give Saudi Arabia tanks 
it has used to defend its own country 
from Houthi attacks. The United 
States has no evidence that Saudi Ara- 
bia has used the tanks outside of Saudi 
territory. In fact, 20 of the tanks in the 
case would be intended to replace those 
damaged by Houthi artillery while the 
tanks were on Saudi territory, de- 
ployed in defensive positions to 
counter offensive Houthi cross-border 
raids. These tanks will be reviewed and 
monitored like all U.S.-origin defense 
articles to ensure they are used in the 
manner intended or consistent with 
legal obligations and foreign policy 
goals and values. 

I say to my colleagues that blocking 
this sale of tanks will be interpreted by 
our gulf partners—not just Saudi Ara- 
bia—as another sign that the United 
States of America is abandoning our 
commitment to the region and is an 
unreliable security partner. That is 
what this vote is all about. The nations 
in the region already have that impres- 
sion because President Obama has 
reneged on his promise made at the 
U.S.-Gulf Cooperation Council meeting 
at Camp David in May of 2015 to fast- 
track arms transfers. 

AS we support the Saudis in the de- 
fense of their territorial integrity, we 
do not refrain from expressing our con- 
cern about the war in Yemen and how 
it is being conducted. We remain con- 
cerned by the high number of casual- 
ties resulting from the fighting. We 
have repeatedly expressed our deepest 
concern about the ongoing strikes that 
have killed and injured civilians, the 
heavy toll paid by the Yemeni people, 
and the urgent and compelling need for 
humanitarian assistance. There has 
been some progress, including the es- 
tablishment of the Joint Incident As- 
sessment Team, a commission to inves- 
tigate civilian casualties. 
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But we cannot forget that an Iranian- 
backed, Houthi-controlled Yemen will 
be a chaotic, unstable place ripe for ex- 
ploitation not only by Iran but also by 
Al Qaeda in the Arabian Peninsula and 
ISIL. That is why it must be our goal 
and the goal of the international com- 
munity to arrive at a political solution 
to bring stability and security back to 
Yemen. Saudi Arabia has been seeking 
such a solution. 

The Saudis were cooperative and par- 
ticipated in good faith in the peace ne- 
gotiations in Kuwait before those 
talks, unfortunately, broke down over 
Houthi intransigence. They have shown 
considerable restraint in not respond- 
ing with airstrikes to Houthi cross-bor- 
der attacks, which continue. 

In the meantime, we must continue 
to support an important regional part- 
ner against Iran’s destabilizing behav- 
ior in Yemen and beyond. 

I say to my colleagues, this vote is 
more important than the sale of tanks. 
This vote is a message to our friends 
and our enemies alike. This message is 
that we will continue the commitment 
President Obama made at a meeting in 
2015 with the nations in the region that 
we would expedite arms sales to them, 
not prohibit them. This is a message 
that one of the strongest forces against 
Al Qaeda in the region and other ter- 
rorist organizations is going to be al- 
lowed to acquire weapons with which 
to defend their sovereign nation. 

This vote will resonate throughout 
the entire Middle East. That is why I 
hope my colleagues will understand 
that the importance of this vote tran- 
scends anything to do with military 
equipment. I urge my colleagues to 
vote against this resolution, and I urge 
my colleagues to vote overwhelmingly. 

Madam President, I suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Madam President, I 
wish to speak for 10 minutes, and I re- 
quest that the Presiding Officer let me 
know when that time expires. 

This body, the Senate, is going to 
have a vote in a couple of hours about 
whether we should approve an arms 
sale to our friends in Saudi Arabia. I 
use the term ‘‘friends’’ because that is 
what I think they are when it comes to 
the efforts to win the war against ter- 
ror. 

Internal problems in Saudi Arabia 
are real. They need to modernize the 
way they do business. They have had 
double-dealing in the past of helping 
terrorist organizations. At the end of 
the day, the Mideast is a very com- 
plicated place, but here is what is not 
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complicated: Saudi Arabia has shared 
intelligence with us that has made 
Americans safe. They have allowed us 
to use their air bases in times of con- 
flict. They are all in against ISIL, and 
they are great allies against the ambi- 
tions of the Iranians. When you add up 
the pluses and the minuses of the rela- 
tionship with Saudi Arabia, in my 
view, it is not close—the pluses out- 
weigh the minuses. 

To those who wish to sever this rela- 
tionship, be careful what you wish for. 
Saudi Arabia is the center of gravity of 
the Islamic world. Most holy sites in 
Islam are in Saudi Arabia. I have met 
with the King, the Crown Prince, and 
the Deputy Crown Prince. They have 
shown a willingness to work with us at 
a time when we need partners. If you 
drive this good partner, Saudi Arabia, 
away, you will one day regret it. 

This is what is going on in the Mid- 
east. Iran is marching through the 
Mideast with terror. They are desta- 
bilizing the entire region. The Saudi 
Kingdom is not perfect, but they are 
aligned with us on the big issues when 
it comes to terrorism and pushing back 
against Iran. 

The Iranian regime is controlled by a 
radical Ayatollah who openly chants 
and tweets that the State of Israel 
must be destroyed. This regime is in 
the hands of a religious Nazi. The Aya- 
tollah in Iran controls everything. 
There are no moderate voices left 
there. 

Since the deal with Iran has been 
signed regarding their nuclear pro- 
gram, they have test-fired four missiles 
in violation of U.N. resolutions. One of 
the missiles basically had in Hebrew 
“Israel must be destroyed.” They con- 
stantly threaten our ally Israel. They 
have taken over four Arab capitals. 

The Houthis, who threw out a pro- 
American government in Yemen by 
force of arms, is being supplied arms by 
the Iranians. 

The $150 billion the Iranian regime 
will receive in sanctions relief is find- 
ing its way into the hands of terrorist 
organizations. Hezbollah, a mortal 
enemy of Israel, has been provided up 
to 300 new missiles with precision-guid- 
ed technology by the Iranians to 
threaten the Jewish State. Assad 
wouldn’t last 5 minutes without Ira- 
nian support. They have disrupted all 
of our gains inside of Iraq. They are in- 
fluencing Baghdad in a very bad way. 

When it comes to Yemen, when it 
comes to Iraq, and when it comes to 
Syria, Iran is creating havoc. 

This body has a choice. We are talk- 
ing about a $1 billion package of arma- 
ments that will upgrade the Saudis’ ca- 
pability to fight common enemies such 
as Al Qaeda and ISIL more aggres- 
sively, and it will give them the mili- 
tary capability to challenge the in- 
creased threats to the region from of 
Iran. 

If we say no to the Saudis, not only 
will that be seen as a sleight by the 
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Saudis, they will buy their arms some- 
where else. 

And if you want to talk about a body 
that would have things ass backwards, 
this would be the moment in history 
where you will be seen in history as 
not understanding the world. There are 
some of my colleagues on the other 
side who are worried about how the 
Saudis are using military force inside 
of Yemen to protect their borders from 
an Iranian intrusion that is being basi- 
cally carried forward by the Houthis. 
There is an effort to bring about peace 
in Yemen, but Iran has empowered the 
Houthis to displace a pro-American, 
pro-Western government, creating 
havoc for the Saudis. They have 
dropped bombs on civilians. There is no 
way to conduct war without mistakes 
being made. We are trying to sell them 
new equipment, precision-guided weap- 
ons that will lessen civilian casualties 
when Saudi Arabia has to defend them- 
selves. 

I think it would be pretty odd for 
Members on the other side of the aisle, 
who almost unanimously supported the 
Iranian nuclear agreement, to give 
sanctions relief to an Ayatollah who on 
the day of the vote said he hopes to de- 
stroy Israel in 25 years and deny a 
weapons sale to somebody who is in the 
fight with you. Talk about ass-back- 
wards: flush the Iranian regime with 
capabilities they have dreamed of to 
pursue a nuclear deal that I think is a 
nightmare for the region, and in the 
same context, within a matter of 
months, start denying Arab allies who 
are willing to fight the capability to 
fight. 

If you want to send a signal to the 
Ayatollah that America is out of the 
fight and we no longer are a reliable 
ally, stop helping Saudi Arabia and the 
Gulf Arab States, who have been help- 
ing us, as imperfect as they may be. 
What a world we live in, where this 
body wants to be tough on Saudi Ara- 
bia because they are in a shooting war 
in Yemen, sponsored by the Iranians, 
right on their border, that we want to 
cut off military aid to them because of 
human rights violations, when the peo- 
ple on the other side are watching Iran 
destroy the Mideast, threaten us, and 
create the possibility of a second holo- 
caust for the Jewish people. Not one 
person on the other side has risen their 
hand to say: You know, maybe we 
should revisit sanctions on Iran based 
on what they have done since we signed 
the deal. 

So here is the answer. The Iranians 
have test-fired four ballistic missiles, 
after signing the Iranian nuclear agree- 
ment with us, in violation of U.N. reso- 
lutions, and our response is to cut off 
weapons to Saudi Arabia. We haven’t 
done a damn thing to send a signal to 
the Ayatollah: Hey, man, you are going 
to pay a price if you keep doing this. 

The Iranians are shipping weapons to 
the Houthis, who have destroyed a pro- 
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American government, creating havoc 
in the region inside of Yemen, and our 
response is to cut off weapons to the 
Saudi Arabians. 

If you want to change the Mideast 
forever, do this. If you really want to 
tell everybody who has fought with 
America you are no longer a reliable 
ally, do this. If you want to tell the 
Russians we are going to cede author- 
ity and power to them, do this. The 
Russians are pulling for us. The Rus- 
sians would like nothing better than 
for America to cut off arms sales and 
alliances with the Gulf Arab States, 
particularly Saudi Arabia, because 
that would give them the opportunity 
of a lifetime. If you care about the 
American homeland, you better put 
Iran in a box as soon as you can. 

Here is my belief about the Iranians. 
Not only are they trying to take over 
four Arab capitals—and they have— 
they are developing ballistic missiles 
to deliver something. They are not 
going to put the Ayatollah in space, 
though I would like to do that myself. 
They are going to put something on 
top of that missile and I know exactly 
what it is and all the Arabs know what 
it is and the Israelis know what it is. 

So at a time of great and clear con- 
flict—and it is clear to me the Iranians 
are the bad guys and our allies in the 
Arab world, though imperfect, are still 
our allies—that we are going to send a 
signal to the radical regime in Tehran 
that we are going to roll back sup- 
porting our allies and do nothing about 
their provocative behavior would be a 
mistake for the ages. 

I wish the body would have a dif- 
ferent debate than we are having 
today. I wish somebody would come 
and talk about reimposing sanctions on 
the Iranians. They have captured 
American sailors and humiliated them. 
They are allies of Bashar Assad, who 
has butchered 450,000 of his own people. 
They are empowering Hezbollah, the 
mortal enemy of Israel. They are 
humiliating every force of good, and 
our response is to stand up and under- 
cut an ally. 

What a world we live in, where the 
United States Senate is considering 
stopping selling arms to somebody who 
would fight with us at a time when we 
are doing nothing to a country that has 
called us the Great Satan—and if they 
could, they would destroy us—and have 
killed American soldiers by providing 
radical groups inside of Iraq with IEDs 
that have killed hundreds of American 
soldiers. Talk about a body and an idea 
that is ass-backwards, this is one for 
the ages. 

To my friends inside of Saudi Arabia, 
I will push you to do better, and you 
need to look in the mirror about who 
you are, but I understand there are 
more pluses than there are minuses. To 
our enemies in Iran—who are not the 
Iranian people, it is the Ayatollah—as 
long as I am here with my colleagues, 
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we are going to push back against you 
more, not less, we are going to help our 
Arab allies more, not less, as long as 
you are doing what you are doing. 

To those who want to vote today to 
suspend this aid to Saudi Arabia, peo- 
ple in Iran will cheer you on. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Texas. 

Mr. CORNYN. Madam President, 
while he is still on the floor, I just 
want to tell the Senator from South 
Carolina how much I appreciate his re- 
marks. I agree with virtually every- 
thing he said. He is one of the most 
knowledgeable and articulate Members 
of the Congress on national security 
matters. He knows whereof he speaks 
and he speaks the truth. 

JUSTICE AGAINST SPONSORS OF TERRORISM ACT 

Madam President, I have come to the 
floor a few times this last week to talk 
about another piece of legislation 
called the Justice Against Sponsors of 
Terrorism Act, known as JASTA. This 
might as well be known as the justice 
for the 9/11 families bill. 

I support the position articulated by 
the Senator from South Carolina and 
will vote against the resolution of dis- 
approval to block the Saudi arms sale. 
I believe that is the same position ar- 
ticulated by the distinguished chair- 
man of the Committee on Armed Serv- 
ices, Senator McCAIN, and the majority 
leader, Senator MCCONNELL, and I find 
myself in agreement with each of 
them. Some might say: Well, how can 
you agree to maintain the relationship 
with Saudi Arabia when it comes to 
providing them with the necessary 
arms they need in order to fight this 
proxy war by Iran against the Gulf 
State allies and at the same time sup- 
port this Justice Against Sponsors of 
Terrorism Act, which some say may be 
focused on the Saudis. I would like to 
explain that. 

First of all, let me just say that when 
I think about the Senate, I am re- 
minded of the comments made by Rob- 
ert Byrd, the distinguished Senator 
from West Virginia who is no longer 
with us. He wrote books on Senate pro- 
cedure. He wrote a history of the 
United States Senate. He was truly a 
remarkable man. He was also former 
majority leader of the Senate and a 
force to be reckoned with. When I came 
to the Senate, Senator Byrd said, 
among other things: In the Senate, you 
have no permanent allies. In the Sen- 
ate, he said, you have no permanent 
enemies. 

I believe what he meant by that was 
that on a case-by-case basis, people 
who come from different regions of the 
country, different States with different 
interests, will work together where 
their interests are aligned, and when 
they are not, they are going to differ— 
respectfully, I would hope—but they 
are not going to always do the same 
thing or see the world in exactly the 
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same way. That doesn’t mean we are 
enemies. That doesn’t mean we are ad- 
versaries. That is just the way it 
works. 

As I think about our relationship 
with countries such as Saudi Arabia— 
but it is not just Saudi Arabia, it is all 
of our international relationships—we 
are going to agree with them on mat- 
ters of principle when our interests are 
aligned. We are. And certainly in the 
case of this arms sale, our interests are 
perfectly aligned. 

Saudi Arabia finds itself in a very 
rough neighborhood, subjected to vio- 
lence and war perpetrated by Iran, fre- 
quently through proxy groups such as 
Hezbollah, the Houthis, and other 
forces, but it is very much in the U.S. 
interest that Iran not continue to 
dominate the whole region in the Mid- 
dle East. Obviously, they have made 
great strides in dominating and influ- 
encing Iraq. 

Unfortunately, as a result of the mis- 
guided nuclear deal negotiated by the 
White House, Iran is now on a pathway 
toward a nuclear weapon. One can 
imagine what our other allies, such as 
Saudi Arabia and the other Gulf 
States, are thinking. If our No. 1 adver- 
sary in the region is going to get a nu- 
clear weapon, we may need to defend 
ourselves. By what? Well, by getting 
nuclear weapons. That makes the 
world a much more dangerous place. 

My point is, when it comes to rela- 
tionships between Senators from dif- 
ferent States, representing different re- 
gions and different interests, even 
though we sometimes agree with each 
other, sometimes disagree with each 
other, that is just the way the Senate 
works, and that is the way I believe the 
world works. When our interests are 
aligned with countries such as Saudi 
Arabia, we will stand with them, and 
we hope they will stand with us. When 
they diverge, we are going to take a 
little different approach. 

I believe it is absolutely imperative 
we override the forthcoming veto of 
the Justice Against Sponsors of Ter- 
rorism Act so the families who suffered 
so much and lost so much on 9/11 can 
go to court and make the case, if they 
can, to hold whoever was responsible 
accountable. That is just as basic as 
anything in our system of justice. That 
is not for us to decide. We are not a 
court of law. The rules of procedure 
and the rules of evidence don’t apply 
here. Sometimes I wish they did. In 
court, you can’t just introduce hearsay 
or conspiracy theories and not back 
them up. They have to be based upon 
reliable testimony as determined by a 
judge. 

That is what the 9/11 families are 
going to get, is the opportunity to 
make their case, if they can. I don’t 
know if they are going to be successful, 
but I do believe one of the most funda- 
mental things about our system of gov- 
ernment is the opportunity to try. If 
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you think you have a case to make, 
present it to the judge and try to make 
your case. You may win. You may lose. 

I spent 13 years of my adult life as a 
trial judge and on an appellate court, 
the Texas Supreme Court. Maybe I just 
became too familiar with how courts 
operate. Maybe I have more confidence 
in the ability of the courts to sift 
through these matters and get to the 
bottom of them than some of my other 
colleagues do, but I have confidence, by 
and large, in the Federal judiciary, and 
I believe under the oversight of a good 
Federal judge, they are going to enter 
the appropriate sort of protective or- 
ders necessary to protect people sued 
against overreaching and fishing expe- 
ditions when it comes to discovery, for 
example. The judge is going to make 
sure everybody plays by the rules and 
does not take unfair advantage. 

So enough about that. But I believe, 
unlike a few of my colleagues whose 
comments I have read about, the Jus- 
tice Against Sponsors of Terrorism Act 
does not target a specific country. As I 
have mentioned time and time again, 
we don’t even mention a specific coun- 
try in the legislation. All it does is ex- 
tend a law dating back to 1978—the 
Foreign Sovereign Immunities Act— 
and it says that in a narrow set of 
facts, you may be able to sue a foreign 
government. In this case, if you spon- 
sor or facilitate a terrorist attack on 
American soil, you will have been 
deemed by law to have waived your 
sovereign immunity and you will be 
held accountable in court. 

Again, I have read the 28 pages that 
remain classified from the 9/11 report. I 
have read other responses from our law 
enforcement and intelligence authori- 
ties. I can’t talk about that here. I will 
not talk about that here. 

I believe the families do deserve an 
opportunity to make their case, and I 
trust that we will override the Presi- 
dent’s veto once it arrives here after 
Friday. But it is absolutely imperative 
that we keep our promises to our allies 
like Saudi Arabia, particularly where 
it serves our own national security in- 
terests. They live in the region. They 
are working as a counterbalance and a 
check on Iranian hegemony. As the 
Senator from South Carolina noted, 
Iran is the biggest troublemaker, not 
only in the Middle East but maybe on 
the planet. They have been trying to 
wipe Israel off the map using proxy 
forces like Hezbollah and Hamas. Obvi- 
ously, they have been working their 
mischief in Iraq. After Saddam Hussein 
was deposed, President al-Maliki was 
put in place, but unfortunately because 
of his favoritism toward the Shia Mus- 
lims and his opposition to Sunni Mus- 
lims, he essentially joined common 
cause with Iran. Now we find ourselves 
in the unenviable position, as U.S. 
military forces that are training and 
assisting Iranian security forces—as 
they march forward to Mosul to take 
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that back from the Islamic State, we 
are literally going to be fighting side 
by side with Iranian militias directed 
by the No. 1 state sponsor of terrorism. 
It is outrageous that we find ourselves 
in this situation. 

I encourage our colleagues to vote 
against the resolution of disapproval. 
This bill would keep the United States 
from supporting Saudi Arabia in ways 
that benefit our country strategically. 
As we have heard, that includes tanks 
and other equipment to help the Saudis 
maintain control of their border in a 
very dangerous and tumultuous part of 
the world and most importantly to 
help them protect themselves from an 
emboldened Iran that is awash in cash 
as a result of the President’s mis- 
guided, bad nuclear deal in lifting sanc- 
tions on the Iranians. 

In the long run, I think voting for 
this bill would actually help Iran and 
strengthen its hand, and I certainly 
cannot and will not support that. 

Madam President, I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. DONNELLY. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

SUICIDE PREVENTION 

Mr. DONNELLY. Madam President, I 
rise today in recognition of suicide pre- 
vention, to continue to shine a light on 
the impact of suicide and to discuss the 
importance of efforts to strengthen 
mental health care. Sadly, too many 
Hoosiers and Americans are taken from 
us by suicide, shattering families and 
communities. Today, I want to talk 
about suicide prevention as it relates 
to our servicemembers, our veterans, 
and their families. 

Last year, sadly, for the fourth 
straight year, more U.S. troops were 
lost to suicide than in combat. In 2015, 
475 servicemembers took their own 
lives. Prior to that, we lost 443 service- 
members in 2014, and 474 servicemem- 
bers in 2013. We are painfully aware of 
the statistic that an estimated 20 vet- 
erans a day take their own lives. 

These numbers allude to hundreds 
upon thousands of individual tragedies 
that have rocked our families, our 
communities, and our Nation. These 
numbers represent sons and daughters, 
brothers and sisters, and husbands and 
wives who have dedicated their lives to 
the service of this Nation and have suc- 
cumbed to invisible wounds. These 
numbers illustrate the simple, terrible 
fact that we are losing too many of our 
servicemembers and veterans to sui- 
cide. These numbers demand that we 
keep efforts to improve military and 
veterans mental health services and 
suicide prevention efforts at the top of 
our to-do list in the Senate. 
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Despite gridlock in Congress, this is 
an issue where we have solid bipartisan 
consensus. I have seen it firsthand, 
working year after year with my col- 
leagues, Republicans and Democrats, 
to work to improve military mental 
health care. 

In 2014, my bipartisan Jacob Sexton 
Military Suicide Prevention Act was 
signed into law. The Sexton act, named 
for a young Hoosier whom we lost far 
too soon, established for the first time 
a requirement that every servicemem- 
ber—Active, Guard, and Reserve—re- 
ceive an annual mental health assess- 
ment. 

Building on the success of the Sexton 
act, last year we had provisions of my 
bipartisan Servicemember and Vet- 
erans Mental Health Care Package 
signed into law, which helped expand 
access to quality mental health care 
for servicemembers and delivered men- 
tal health care in a way that meets the 
unique needs of servicemembers and 
veterans, whether through the Depart- 
ment of Defense or civilian providers 
right in our home communities. 

While passing these laws is a step in 
the right direction, it will take a con- 
sistent, concerted effort to bring the 
number of servicemember suicides 
down to zero. We need to ensure that 
the laws we have passed, including the 
Sexton act and the care package, are 
implemented correctly so the services 
reach the troops and the veterans who 
need them the most. We need to keep 
working on smart legislation that 
streamlines access and strengthens the 
quality of mental health care. 

This has been a top priority for me 
since I first introduced the Sexton act 
in 20183—my first bill as a U.S. Senator. 
It remains a top priority for me today. 

This year, the final provision of my 
bipartisan care package passed the 
Senate as part of the national defense 
bill. It expands the ability of physician 
assistants to provide mental health 
care evaluations and services for serv- 
icemembers and their families. The bill 
establishes a pilot program to expand 
the use of physician assistants special- 
izing in psychiatric care to help ad- 
dress the mental health care provider 
shortage. 

This legislation can help make a dif- 
ference for our servicemembers in Indi- 
ana and across the entire country. I 
urge Congress to come together on a 
final defense bill that can be sent to 
the President and signed into law. 

There is no single solution that ends 
suicide. We may never fully understand 
the internal battles that lead to an in- 
dividual taking his or her own life. 
However, this much is clear: We must 
do more to help prevent military and 
veteran suicides. Throughout Sep- 
tember, we will recognize Suicide Pre- 
vention Month, but this issue demands 
our attention and our efforts every sin- 
gle day of the year. 

To our servicemembers and veterans 
struggling with mental health chal- 
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lenges and to your loved ones, we are 
here for you, and we will not stop 
working until you receive the care you 
deserve and the support you need. We 
will be there with you every step of the 
way. 

Mr. President, I yield back. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
TILLIS). The clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Ms. HEITKAMP. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

EXPORT-IMPORT BANK 

Ms. HEITKAMP. Mr. President, you 
wouldn’t think that I would have to 
keep coming here to talk about how it 
is our responsibility to do everything 
in our power to grow American manu- 
facturing jobs, keep manufacturing 
jobs, and make sure American manu- 
facturers are competitive in the global 
economy. 

When young people come to my office 
to talk about the future, the one thing 
I tell them—and it is critical that you 
never forget this—is that 95 percent of 
all potential consumers in the world 
today do not live in this country. If 
you want to be successful in the future, 
you are going to have to be competi- 
tive and you are going to have to be in- 
novative and do everything you can to 
grab that market share. That is how 
our economy is going to grow. It is 
what brings new wealth to our country, 
and that gives us the opportunity to 
advance an economic and political 
agenda that will move our country and 
the values we have in this democracy 
forward. 

What do we do? We stall out by say- 
ing that even though 90 or 80 other 
countries have export credit agencies 
that can assist in financing those man- 
ufacturing jobs and those purchases, 
we, the United States of America, are 
going to tie the hands of a 70-year-old 
institution that has functioned incred- 
ibly well to bring jobs and wealth to 
our country. We are going to do it not 
because the will of this body and this 
Congress hasn’t been expressed—in 
fact, it is the opposite. 

When we reauthorized the Export-Im- 
port Bank, we were able to secure al- 
most 70 percent of the Senate and over 
70 percent of the House. It sounds like 
a mandate to me. It sounds like an un- 
derstanding that most of the people in 
this institution understand the impor- 
tance of a credit export agency. Guess 
what. We have now told our export 
agency: We are not going to give you 
the structure or the power to function. 
If you want to do a deal that is more 
than $10 million, we won’t be there. We 
will not be there to provide assistance 
or guarantees, and we will not be able 
to help American businesses be com- 
petitive internationally. 
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A lot of people will say: Well, those 
are just the big guys. Those are the 
Boeings, GEs, and Caterpillars of the 
world. 

That totally ignores how American 
manufacturing is done. American man- 
ufacturing is done in small shops all 
across this country, small businesses 
that have been a part of that supply 
chain for decades and have relied on 
the corporate innovation and selling of 


large aircraft, large construction 
equipment, and large gas turbines and 
generators. 


Do you know what is going to happen 
when those manufacturers or assem- 
blers do not have export financing? 
Guess what they do. They say: I have 
to move someplace else where I can get 
it. If I am going to sell my products in 
the global market, I have to be able to 
qualify for export financing, and that 
means I have to move those manufac- 
turing jobs—manufacturing gas tur- 
bines or manufacturing small parts—to 
France, where there is an environment 
and government that understands the 
importance of providing this important 
trade resource. 

AS we sit here today collectively wor- 
ried about the middle class and Amer- 
ica’s competitiveness in manufacturing 
and trying to grow our global presence 
and our global exports, we take one 
critical piece of trade infrastructure 
and say: Can’t use it. It is not because 
people here don’t think so or because 
the American people don’t think that 
is a good idea. 

When you talk about this with the 
American people, they say: That is 
crazy. Something that returns dollars 
to the Treasury and provides this re- 
source to grow American jobs and we 
are not going to do it? 

And I say: We are not going to do it 
because the conservative think tanks 
in Washington, DC, whose influence is 
outsized from their ideas and political 
support, decided it is not a good idea— 
whether it is Club for Growth, the Her- 
itage Foundation, CATO, or whichever 
one comes forward and says it is not a 
good idea. 

We are talking about American jobs 
and American manufacturing, and we 
can do something about it with a sim- 
ple act, which in this CR we have to do 
because we can’t move on the nominee 
who would give us a quorum on the Ex- 
Im Bank, and that is what is holding us 
up. The Ex-Im Bank operates like a lot 
of banks. It has a board of directors. 
When that board of directors doesn’t 
have a quorum, they can’t make deci- 
sions on credits over $10 million. We 
have $20 billion worth of business we 
could be doing internationally that is 
held up by the lack of a quorum. 

I get it. We are about regular order, 
right? I don’t know what regular order 
says about not sending a nominee out 
of a committee so we can vote him up 
or down. This is the argument I get: We 
have never had a debate. Really? I 
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can’t tell you how many times I have 
stood in this spot debating the Ex-Im 
Bank and the values and importance of 
the Export-Import Bank, but they say 
we haven’t had a debate. 

I said: If you want to have a debate, 
move the nominee to the floor and let’s 
have a debate. You don’t want to have 
a debate because you could lose. 

They don’t want to have a debate be- 
cause they will, in fact, lose in this 
body if that nominee comes up. 

I recognize there is support for reg- 
ular order, if we can call it that. To 
me, regular order means getting your 
job done. It doesn’t mean stalling out 
and stopping American innovation and 
American exports. 

Let’s say we go to regular order. Now 
we are working on trying to change the 
quorum rule so that people can actu- 
ally make a decision and move these 
credits forward and get Americans 
back to work and get us back to ex- 
porting. 

Where are we right now? Well, we 
read in the press that once again the 
outsized—for their political support— 
interest groups in this town are saying: 
Don’t do it. 

American manufacturing is hurt, and 
American manufacturing is calling and 
saying: We must do it, and we can’t 
wait until the end of the year. We can’t 
wait to do this credit. 

The last time I came here, I brought 
what I call a payloader, a front-end 
loader. I brought a loader here, and I 
talked about the manufacturing of that 
piece of equipment in my State. I 
talked about a huge credit and a huge 
deal we could do that involved inter- 
national credit with a dealership, 
which would include manufacturers in 
Iowa, Kansas, and North Dakota—all 
American jobs. It obviously didn’t in- 
fluence anyone or we would have got- 
ten it done. 

So now I am asking that everybody 
who says they are for American work- 
ers, American progress, and American 
exports to call leadership. This is 
something we have to do. It is bipar- 
tisan and it is nonpartisan. I know the 
Democrats have put it on their list of 
asks, but it shouldn’t be a Democratic- 
Republican issue. I have good allies on 
the other side of the aisle who want to 
move this forward as well. When we 
can’t move a piece of legislation and an 
idea that has supermajority support, 
that is when the American public says: 
Guess what. This is a broken institu- 
tion. This is an institution that doesn’t 
function for the American people. 

When American jobs and when Amer- 
ican workers get pink slips because we 
aren’t doing our job here, that is a sad 
day for the Congress, and it is a sad 
day for what we do here. 

Standing on principle is one thing. 
You fought the fight and the Bank was 
reauthorized. Let’s get the Bank fully 
functioning. Let’s get a resolution and 
a provision in the continuing resolu- 
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tion that actually provides for reviving 
and moving the Ex-Im Bank forward. 

As I have said before in this very 
spot, I don’t go to bed worried about 
the CEOs of major companies. They 
have options. They can move those jobs 
overseas. They will function just fine. 
They are a part of multinational busi- 
nesses. I go to bed worried about that 
worker who has to come home with a 
pink slip because there is no longer the 
opportunity to sell what is being man- 
ufactured. Don’t think that is not hap- 
pening right now in the United States 
of America because it is. Those pink 
slips are on us. Those pink slips are 
happening because we have an institu- 
tion that does not function in a major- 
ity fashion and for the people of this 
country and certainly for the middle 
class. 

Everybody who says they are for the 
middle class, why don’t we just quit en- 
gaging in lipservice and start taking 
action that tells American manufac- 
turers, American workers, and Amer- 
ican business that we are going to 
stand with them as they innovate, ex- 
port, and grow the economy of this 
country? 

When everybody says our economic 
growth is sluggish, I look at them and 
say: Do you know how we can amp it 
up? By exporting. Do you know why we 
are not exporting $20 billion worth of 
goods in this country? Because we do 
not have a fully functioning Ex-Im 
Bank. 

There is no way anyone could look at 
this logically and say this is good pub- 
lic policy. 

I couldn’t be more distraught or 
more sympathetic about what is hap- 
pening to American workers. It is time 
we all work together. 

I know the Presiding Officer is very 
interested in moving the Bank forward 
as well, and we all need to make sure 
we get this problem taken care of be- 
fore we leave in October. 

With that, I yield my time. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. CORKER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. CORKER. Mr. President, I rise to 
speak about the vote that is going to 
take place at 2:15 p.m., and I urge my 
colleagues to vote to table this motion. 
The motion itself would keep us from 
being able to follow through on a sale 
of arms to Saudi Arabia. 

It is my belief that the appropriate 
policy here is to table this motion, and 
let me take a few moments to share 
why I feel that way. 

First of all, this is not a subsidized 
sale; this is a sale where a country is 
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trying to buy U.S. weaponry with its 
own money. This is not the United 
States giving foreign aid to another 
country. This is a situation where an 
ally that is certainly an imperfect 
ally—they are very aware they have 
public relations issues within our own 
country for lots of reasons, but they 
are an ally nonetheless—has looked 
around and decided and feels it is the 
best thing for them to do relative to 
the purchase of the tanks and other 
weaponry listed here. By the way, they 
already own tanks like this already, 
and they can go someplace else to pur- 
chase them. 

Let me start out by saying that we 
had a huge debate in the Senate about 
the Iran nuclear deal. We ended up in 
different places. Fifty-eight people de- 
cided they didn’t like it, but I think ev- 
eryone probably has concerns about 
Iran and what they are doing in the 
Middle East. 

During that timeframe, the adminis- 
tration met at Camp David with Saudi 
Arabia and some of our other Arab 
friends in the region and mentioned 
that in order to counter the nefarious 
activities Iran is involved in—and I 
think everyone in this body would 
agree they are involved in nefarious ac- 
tivities; they are a country we stated is 
a state sponsor of terrorism—in order 
to counter that, we would expedite 
sales to friends like Saudi Arabia and 
the UAE and other countries in the re- 
gion, and this is a part of that. In es- 
sence, for us to back away from this 
would be saying we do not want to 
counter the nefarious activities of ter- 
rorism Iran is conducting in the region. 

I understand my friend from Ken- 
tucky has heartfelt concerns about 
some of the aid we have provided other 
countries, and we have had very re- 
sponsible discussions. Again, this is not 
aid. This is an ally we are utilizing in 
our alliance as a balance of power 
against what Iran is doing in the re- 
gion. In essence, by not following 
through on sales to friends like Saudi 
Arabia and other countries, what we 
are really saying is, we want to under- 
mine the balance of power that is cre- 
ated there in the region. 

Let me say something else. I have no- 
ticed in this body that people are far 
less willing to want to commit U.S. 
troops in foreign places. There is a 
range of feelings about that, but I 
would say, generally speaking, I don’t 
think there is any question that Amer- 
icans are far less willing to commit 
massive ground troops to efforts in the 
Middle East. If we know that to be the 
mood of the public today, the last 
thing we would want to do is to not 
provide the armaments necessary for 
countries that might be willing to 
counter terrorism in the region. 

Again, to me, this is one of those 
cases where I think the sponsors of the 
legislation and those who are advo- 
cating for it are well-meaning people, 
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but it is a case where I think we are 
cutting our nose off to spite our face. I 
don’t understand any policy objective 
we can be achieving by saying we have 
a country that wants to buy our equip- 
ment with their money—no foreign aid 
involved whatsoever—and we are un- 
willing to sell it to them. 

Let me make one last point. We have 
an infrastructure in our country that is 
utilized to protect us in tough times. 
These are lines of building equipment 
that we utilize if we ever have to gear 
up, and I hope that is not the case 
again in the near future. If we ever 
have to gear up again for operations in 
other countries, we rely upon these al- 
liances. So what other countries do in 
purchasing equipment from us is they 
keep those lines and keep those em- 
ployees and keep that technology 
building in such a way that it is useful 
for us in the future. 

Again, I cannot identify a single pol- 
icy objective we can achieve by block- 
ing a sale to someone who has been an 
ally. Although not perfect, they are an 
ally. They are helping us with the bal- 
ance of power. They are helping us in 
the fight against some of the efforts 
that are underway with Iran now in 
Yemen—we are not involved in that di- 
rectly; they are helping us with that— 
and they are a country that again is 
willing to buy U.S.-made equipment 
that helps us keep in place the infra- 
structure that is necessary for us over 
time to protect our country. 

I am glad we are having this debate. 
I hope we table this motion overwhelm- 
ingly to send a message that again we 
see no good policy objective in car- 
rying out the blocking of this sale. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I want to 
address the issues at the heart of S. J. 
Res. 39, the resolution introduced by 
Senators PAUL, MURPHY, LEE, and 
FRANKEN regarding the sale of $1.15 bil- 
lion in military equipment to the Gov- 
ernment of Saudi Arabia. 

Despite obvious differences in our 
systems of government and concerning 
the rights of women and other issues, 
the United States and Saudi Arabia 
have a longstanding partnership that 
has benefitted both countries. For 
roughly six decades, security coopera- 
tion has been an important part of the 
relationship, fueled by military sales 
to Saudi Arabia under both Republican 
and Democratic administrations. For 
its part, the Government of Saudi Ara- 
bia has pledged to work with the 
United States in countering terrorism 
in the region. 

But what has been unfolding in 
Yemen since the spring of 2015 should 
concern all Senators. There have been 
frequent, credible reports of Saudi Ara- 
bian armed forces indiscriminately at- 
tacking civilian-populated areas, tar- 
geting civilians, and otherwise mis- 
using U.S.-origin weapons; of humani- 
tarian access being impeded; and of a 
lack of serious investigations of, and 
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accountability for, those who have al- 
leged to have caused civilian casual- 
ties. 

I am not opposed to training and 
equipping our allies or selling them the 
weapons they require to combat ter- 
rorism. But the conditions under which 
we provide such support must include a 
commitment to avoid civilian casual- 
ties and to ensure that if egregious 
harm is done to the civilian population 
there are thorough investigations, pun- 
ishment if warranted, and assistance is 
provided to the victims. We should also 
be confident that the strategy and tac- 
tics of our allies are achieving goals 
that we share. 

Since the earliest reports of harm in- 
flicted by Saudi forces on the civilian 
population in Yemen, I have repeatedly 
raised this issue with the Department 
of State. Although the Department and 
Saudi officials have offered assurances 
that effective steps are being taken to 
avoid civilian casualties and to inves- 
tigate when they occur, the attacks 
and casualties have continued. Efforts 
by the UN High Commissioner for 
Human Rights to conduct an inde- 
pendent investigation into war crimes 
in Yemen have to date been rebuffed by 
the Saudi Government. There is scant 
evidence that the assurances reflect a 
meaningful change in strategy or tac- 
tics or that the Saudi military oper- 
ations in Yemen are achieving their 
goals. 

That is why I cannot support the pro- 
vision of military equipment, particu- 
larly on this scale, to any country as 
long as legitimate concerns regarding 
the manner in which such equipment is 
being used remain unaddressed. It is in- 
consistent with the laws of war, and it 
implicates, at least indirectly, the 
United States. I need to be convinced 
that the Saudi Government is taking 
effective steps to reduce civilian cas- 
ualties, to address the harm caused by 
its operations, and to support the 
unimpeded flow of humanitarian aid to 
those in need. 

Therefore, I will support the resolu- 
tion and oppose the motion to table. 

Mr. CORKER. Mr. President, I sug- 
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, today the 
Senate will discuss questions of war 
and peace. Today the Senate will do its 
constitutional duty for a change. Let’s 
be very clear, though. The Senate does 
this under duress. 

The Senate has abdicated its role in 
foreign policy for too long. We have 
been at war nearly continuously for 15 
years and the initiation, conclusion, 
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and resumption of war has not had de- 
bate in this body. The last time we 
voted on whether we should be at war 
was the Iraq war, which was a very 
emotional vote. It is a war that has 
long been over. 

There is now a new war in Iraq and 
Syria, but there has been no congres- 
sional authorization. Therefore, it is il- 
legal and unconstitutional. 

Today’s debate will attempt to de- 
bate whether or not we should initiate 
war in Yemen. It is an indirect vote be- 
cause they won’t allow a direct vote. In 
fact, they would not have allowed this 
debate had I and several others not 
forced it. But this is a bipartisan coali- 
tion that has brought this issue to the 
floor and said: We should debate issues 
of war. 

I know young men who have lost 
limbs in the war. I know young men 
and their families who have sacrificed 
their lives. They deserve to have the 
country debate when and where we 
should be at war. It should never be 
something that we slide into. 

Now, some will say: No, we are debat- 
ing over whether to sell arms to Saudi 
Arabia. Yes, but I would also argue 
that we are at war in Yemen. Whether 
or not we sell arms to Saudi Arabia for 
the war in Yemen is something that 
should be debated because it is not just 
about selling arms. It is about whether 
we will be complicit in a war in Yemen. 

If there is no debate in Congress, if 
there is no debate in the public, are we 
ready to spend lives, money, and treas- 
ure on another war in Yemen? People 
will say: Oh, no big deal, we are not 
really at war in Yemen. Well, yes, we 
are. We are refueling Saudi bombers 
that are dropping bombs in Yemen. 
There is said to be over 3,000 innocent 
people who have died in Yemen from 
Saudi bombs. What do you think hap- 
pens to those families when 100 people 
die in a wedding in Yemen? What do 
you think happens to those families? 
Do you think they have a warm, fuzzy 
feeling for Saudi Arabia and the United 
States, which is helping to pick the 
targets and fuel the planes? Don’t you 
think we as a country ought to have a 
debate before we go to war? Don’t you 
think we ought to read the Constitu- 
tion? 

Our Founding Fathers had a signifi- 
cant, detailed, and explicit debate over 
war. They explicitly took the power to 
declare war, and they gave it to the 
legislature. Madison wrote that the ex- 
ecutive is the branch most prone to 
war. Therefore, with studied care, the 
Constitution took the power to declare 
war and vested it in the legislature. 
This is repeated throughout the Fed- 
eralist papers. It is repeated by all of 
our Founding Fathers that the power 
to initiate war was too important to 
place in the hands of one individual. 

But over the last decade and a half, 
we have been at war in Libya without 
the permission of the American people 
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or Congress. We have been at war in 
Syria and Iraq without the permission 
of the American people. Now we are at 
war in Yemen without the approval of 
Congress or the American people. 

So this is a twofold debate today. It 
is a debate over whether the United 
States should be at war without a vote 
of Congress. I think our Founding Fa- 
thers were clear on this. It is abso- 
lutely certain that it was supposed to 
be a prerogative of Congress, but there 
are also practical concerns. 

Some have come to the floor and 
said: Well, Saudi Arabia is an imper- 
fect ally. Well, I would go a little bit 
further. Saudi Arabia has often done 
things that have not been good for 
America, have not been in our national 
interest, and have not been consistent 
with our understanding of human 
rights. 

Let’s give a few examples. The girl of 
Qatif was raped by seven men. Saudi 
Arabia put her in prison for the crime 
of being alone with a man. You see, it 
is the woman’s fault because women 
don’t get to testify. The testimony 
comes from her attackers, and the 
woman of Qatif was given 7 years in 
prison and 200 lashes. 

There is a poet who was writing in 
Indonesia who is Saudi Arabian and 
who was picked up by Interpol and 
taken home to be given the death pen- 
alty for possible criticism of the state 
religion. 

There was a young 17-year-old man 
who is a Shia, a minority, who was a 
protester at a rally. I think he is 21 
now. He has been in prison for 4 years. 
His uncle was beheaded by the govern- 
ment 1 month or 2 ago and was, by all 
appearances, a religious leader, not a 
collaborator, not an espionage perpe- 
trator. The man is now 21, has been in 
prison for 4 years, and faces beheading 
in Saudi Arabia. 

You might say: Well, human rights 
just aren’t important. We need to do 
what is right for us in the region. We 
have given Saudi Arabia $100 billion 
worth of weapons—$100 billion. OK, we 
didn’t give it to them; we sold it to 
them. But you know what. I think the 
taxpayer owns our weaponry. We have 
an ownership interest in our weaponry. 
This is not the free market. The weap- 
onry was developed with taxpayer 
money and with explicit reservations 
that we in Congress can control who it 
is sold to. So we do need to ask, and it 
is an important debate, and we should 
be having it here in this body instead 
of leaving it up to the President. Let’s 
have the debate. 

Is Saudi Arabia a good ally? 

Well, we have had this war in Syria 
for some time now. It is a messy war, 
a sectarian war. Most of the rebel 
groups are Sunni Muslims and the gov- 
ernment is more allied with the Shi- 
ites. In this war, there have been hun- 
dreds and hundreds of tons of weap- 
ons—some by us, but maybe 10-fold 
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more by Saudi Arabia and Qatar. There 
has been public report after public re- 
port after public report saying that 
these weapons that are being poured 
into the country by Saudi Arabia have 
been given indiscriminately. They have 
been weapons about which some would 
say: Oh, they are being given to the 
pro-Americans. One group said that 
when they were done with Assad, they 
would go after Israel. It doesn’t sound 
like people who are necessarily our 
friends. 

According to public reports, many of 
these weapons that Saudi Arabia has 
bought from us and channeled into 
Syria have gone to al-Nusra, an off- 
branch of Al Qaeda. They used the jus- 
tification to go to war in Syria—the 9/ 
11 justification that said we would go 
after those who attacked us. I thought 
that was Al Qaeda. Are we now giving 
arms to Saudi Arabia, which is giving 
arms to Al Qaeda and al-Nusra? There 
have been some reports that the arms 
have gone directly to ISIS. 

I think it has been indiscriminate, 
inexcusable, and not in our national in- 
terest. 

How do we know what is in our na- 
tional interest? We have to have a de- 
bate. Instead, Congress wants to be a 
lap dog for an imperial Presidency— 
Republican or Democrat, rubber- 
stamped. Here you go—not even a 
rubberstamp. There is no vote, no dis- 
cussion, nothing. We are forcing this 
debate against the wishes of both par- 
ties, because both parties are complicit 
in this. This is not a Republican versus 
Democrat issue. This is a bipartisan 
foreign policy consensus that says that 
we should always give weapons without 
conditions, indiscriminately. It is $100 
billion of weapons to Saudi Arabia— 
more than any other President. Presi- 
dent Obama has given more. 

You say: Why does he do this? Well, 
because we released about $100 billion 
worth of Iranian assets, and the Saudis 
bug him and say: Well, Iran is getting 
all this money. We need weapons, too. 
So it fuels an arms race over there. 

But here is the great irony of this. It 
is something that is so ironic that this 
body cannot overcome it. Unani- 
mously, this body voted to let 9/11 vic- 
tims sue Saudi Arabia. Now, why would 
we let them do that unless the people 
who voted unanimously actually be- 
lieve that there is a possibility Saudi 
Arabia had something to do with 9/11? 
So the body that voted unanimously 
that there is a possibility that Saudi 
Arabia had something to do with 9/11 is 
now going to vote overwhelmingly to 
send weapons to the country they 
think might have had something to do 
with 9/11? 

Is Saudi Arabia an ally or an enemy? 
I sometimes call them ‘‘frenemy.’’ I am 
not arguing that they never do any- 
thing that is good for us. They do on 
occasion. They also do many things 
that aren’t good for us. As we look 
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through the list of things and we look 
to the arms that have been channeled 
into this region, we wonder: Will we be 
better off? Will our national security 
be better off or worse off? 

For example, as to the weapons that 
Saudi Arabia poured into Syria, they 
pushed back Assad, and there occurred 
a vacuum in the Syrian civil war. 
Guess who came to occupy that vacu- 
um? Guess who grew stronger and 
stronger in the absence of Assad and in 
the chaos of the civil war? ISIS. 

In Yemen, you have several factions 
fighting. It is maybe not quite as com- 
plicated as Syria, but you have Salafis, 
people who believe in the primitive, in- 
tolerant form of Islam that Saudi Ara- 
bia practices. These people are allied 
with Saudi Arabia. They are fighting 
against rebels they call the Houthi 
rebels. The Houthi rebels are allied 
with Iran and in all likelihood are sup- 
plied by Iran. They fight each other. It 
is somewhat of a proxy war between 
Saudi Arabia and Iran. 

You say: Don’t we hate Iran so much 
that we have to be involved everywhere 
to stop Iran? I don’t know. Saudi Ara- 
bia funds hatred around the world. 
Does Iran fund madrassas in our coun- 
try? That is a really good question. I 
don’t think I heard anybody ask it. 

I am not apologizing for Iran, by any 
means, but Iran, to my knowledge, 
does not fund madrassas in our coun- 
try. Saudi Arabia does. Saudi Arabia 
funds madrassas around the world that 
teach hatred of America, hatred of the 
West, and hatred of Christianity. By 
the way, if you are a Christian, don’t 
bother trying to go to Saudi Arabia. 
You are not allowed in Mecca, you are 
not allowed in Medina, and God forbid 
you bring a Bible into their country. 
This is whom we want to send more 
weapons to? 

What of the Yemen war? What hap- 
pens as the weapons pour into Yemen? 
Is it possible that ISIS and Al Qaeda in 
the Arabian Peninsula sit by laughing 
and rubbing their hands, watching the 
war between the Houthis and the 
Salafis, and then step into the breach? 
It is what happened in Syria. 

Are we not to learn the lessons of the 
Middle East? Are we to completely 
stick our heads in the sand and say: We 
must always give weapons, and if we 
don’t give weapons, that is isola- 
tionism. That is, literally, what people 
are saying. It is isolationism not to 
send $1 billion worth of weapons. To 
send $1 billion less would somehow be 
isolationism. Well, perhaps it would 
send a message. 

There have been people who have de- 
scribed Saudi Arabia as both arsonists 
and firefighters—throwing fuel and 
adding fuel to the flames and at times 
being our friend and being helpful, 
maybe giving us some information or 
some intelligence. 

As to the Syrian civil war, nothing 
good has come from that civil war. 
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Arms have been plowed into that coun- 
try from both sides, and there is noth- 
ing good. But one concrete thing has 
come from the Syrian civil war—mil- 
lions of refugees, millions of displaced 
people. They have flooded Europe, and 
they are wanting to come to America 
also. 

What do you think will happen in 
Yemen if we put more weapons in 
there? What do you think happens in 
Yemen if we put more arms into 
Yemen? More or less refugees? There 
will be millions of refugees coming. 
They will be flooding out of Yemen, if 
they can get out of there, as the war 
accelerates. 

Does Saudi Arabia help with the refu- 
gees? Does Qatar help? Do any of the 
Gulf States take any refugees? Zero. 
Saudi Arabia has taken zero refugees. 
So while they fan the flames, while 
they send arms into Syria and arms 
into Yemen and bombs into Yemen, 
they take zero refugees from Yemen or 
from Syria. Somehow it always seems 
to be America’s responsibility to pay 
for everything and to absorb the brunt 
of the civil wars throughout the Middle 
East. 

I think there is another answer. I am 
not saying that we can’t be allied with 
Saudi Arabia, but I am saying that 
they need a significant message sent to 
them. I am saying they need to change 
their behavior, and I am saying there 
needs to be evidence that Saudi Arabia 
has changed their behavior. This evi- 
dence needs to be that they quit fund- 
ing madrassas that preach hate; that 
they come into the modern world and 
quit beheading people when they don’t 
like what they say; that they quit 
beating and imprisoning the victims of 
rape. 

I think we should think long and 
hard about war. I think war should al- 
ways be the last resort, not the first re- 
sort. I don’t think it should be easy to 
go to war. I think our Founding Fa- 
thers understood that. They did not 
want to give one man or one woman 
the power to declare war, the power to 
initiate war. That power was specifi- 
cally and explicitly given to Congress. 

There is something to be said about 
the corrupting influence of power. Lin- 
coln said: If you want to test a man, 
give him power. The true test is wheth- 
er a man can resist the allure of power. 
I think this President has, on many oc- 
casions, failed that allure, whether it is 
privacy or whether it is issues of war. 

President Obama once was a defender 
of privacy and once was a defender of 
the Constitution, but for some reason, 
the power of the office has caused him 
to forget the constitutional restraints 
that disallow even him from creating, 
causing, engaging in war without our 
permission. 

But there is blame to go around. For 
partisan reasons, we want to blame the 
other party sometimes, but if you look 
at the blame and who is to blame, 
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there is a great deal of blame to go 
around—the President for taking us to 
war without our permission, but even 
more so, Congress for its abdication of 
our role, our responsibility. 

The last vote on going to war was for 
the Iraq war in 2002. We have not voted 
to go back to war. We have abdicated 
our responsibility. 

There is a young man in the military 
currently who is actually suing over an 
order he was given to go to war because 
he said it is not constitutional for him 
to go to war without the permission of 
Congress. The President once under- 
stood this. 

This is a proxy debate over whether 
Congress has a role, whether we are 
relevant in foreign policy, and whether 
we will stand up and do our duty. We 
should be debating on this floor with 
every Member present whether the 
President will be authorized to fight a 
war in Syria and Iraq. 

We should also have that same de- 
bate on Yemen because we are involved 
in the war in Yemen, and everyone who 
loses their life there believes that it is 
not only Saudi Arabia that is bombing 
them, they believe it is us. We are re- 
fueling the bombers in midair, we are 
helping to choose the targets, and we 
have people embedded within this war 
zone. So make no mistake, we are at 
war in Yemen. We are at war illegally 
and unconstitutionally and without 
the permission of Congress. 

We should immediately stop every- 
thing we are doing and debate a use of 
authorization of force for the Middle 
East. Everybody says they are for it on 
both sides, yet it never happens be- 
cause it is messy. It is messy also be- 
cause I think the American people 
might wake up to the facts. They 
might wake up to the fact that ISIS 
grew in the midst of a Syrian civil war. 
They might wake up to the fact that 
our involvement in the Yemen war 
may well make Al Qaeda stronger, may 
well make ISIS stronger. 

This is a twofold debate. It is a de- 
bate over whether you can go to war 
without the authority of Congress, but 
it is also a debate over selling arms and 
whether that will be in our national in- 
terest. I think we still do own these 
arms. Those arms are not privately 
owned by a company. We paid for the 
research for them. They are owned by 
the taxpayer, and by law there are re- 
strictions as to where they can be sold. 

I don’t believe Saudi Arabia is an 
ally we can trust. The fact is, they con- 
tinue to support schools in our coun- 
try—schools that preach hatred of our 
country, preach hatred of Israel, and 
preach hatred of civilization, as far as 
I am concerned. I just don’t see how we 
send them the correct message by say- 
ing: You can have unlimited arms from 
us. 

Some say this is too far. I say this is 
too little. But I think there will be 
something that occurs today. It will 
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occur despite what the majority wants. 
This is a debate, but this is not the end 
of the debate. If we lose the battle on 
the vote, we will have begun the debate 
over whether Congress is relevant. 
Whether or not we go to war without 
the permission of Congress, this is the 
beginning of the debate. Part of the 
victory is that we are having this de- 
bate, but mark my words—we are hav- 
ing this debate only because it has 
been forced upon Congress. No one on 
either side of the aisle wants this de- 
bate. If they could, this would be shuf- 
fled under the rug. It has occurred only 
because the law mandates that they 
allow it to occur. But this should be oc- 
curring on moments of war, on issues 
of war, and I regret that we don’t do it. 

I hope in the future this will be a les- 
son to the American people and to the 
Senate that it is our duty, and there is 
no duty above our duty to decide when 
and where we go to war. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. 
FISCHER). The Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. CORKER. Madam President, I 
have respect for my friend from Ken- 
tucky. We have had numbers of con- 
versations about this. I think he is 
aware that I am holding up, as chair- 
man of the Foreign Relations Com- 
mittee, subsidies going to Pakistan in 
their purchase of F-16s. I do so because 
I don’t believe we should be subsidizing 
a country that has been so duplicitous 
with us in so many ways. 

So there are some issues we agree 
with, including the fact that I am glad 
to be having this debate. I do think 
Congress is playing a role today. Re- 
gardless of how you vote, Congress is 
exercising itself. I am glad that is oc- 
curring. I just think it is cutting our 
nose off to spite our face to block a 
sale—a sale. This is not being sub- 
sidized. 

Saudi Arabia is not a perfect ally, 
but they have chosen to pursue and 
purchase U.S. equipment versus Rus- 
sian equipment or Chinese equipment 
or some other equipment. This is a sale 
that benefits us. It benefits our coun- 
try in a number of ways. If I may, I 
will lay those out one more time. 

No. 1, one of the things that have oc- 
curred with the Iran deal is that we 
have upset, to a degree, perceptually 
the balance of power in the Middle 
East. Even the President, who brought 
forth the Iran deal that I opposed and 
the majority of people on the floor op- 
posed, realized that was going to be a 
problem. He convened Saudi Arabia 
and the UAE and some of our other 
Arab allies at Camp David and sug- 
gested that we would expedite sales to 
these countries in order to push back 
against the nefarious activities that we 
know Iran is conducting. All of us 
agree with that. They are a state spon- 
sor of terror. 

So, in essence, if we block a sale to a 
country that we have agreed, in order 
to strengthen our alliance with them 
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and to counter what Iran is doing—all 
we are doing is cutting our nose off to 
spite our face. 

Mr. McCAIN. Will the Senator yield 
for a question? 

Mr. CORKER. Yes. 

Mr. MCCAIN. Is it correct that in 
Yemen, the Houthis are a proxy for 
Iran? 

Mr. CORKER. No question. 

Mr. McCAIN. It is true that weapons 
supplies from Iran have been inter- 
cepted? 

Mr. CORKER. We have interdicted 
them several times. 

Mr. McCAIN. Is it true—would you 
estimate, given your knowledge of the 
issue, that if Saudi Arabia had not in- 
tervened in Yemen, it would now have 
become a client state and would have 
been taken over basically by the Ira- 
nians? 

Mr. CORKER. I don’t think that is 
even debatable. 

Mr. McCAIN. So you agree—— 

Mr. CORKER. That is correct. 

Mr. McCAIN. Isn’t it true that in all 
conflicts—one of the great tragedies of 
conflicts is that innocent civilians are 


slaughtered? 
Mr. CORKER. No question. As a mat- 
ter of fact, we have actually 


demarched, in some ways, Saudi Arabia 
because we felt in some ways, using 
what we might call ‘‘dumb bombs,” 
that civilians were being killed in inap- 
propriate ways. They have moved to 
using other weaponry, smart bombs, 
and other kind of things to move away 
from that. 

So we don’t think Saudi Arabia has 
been perfect in Yemen. No doubt civil- 
jans have been killed. But the facts 
that you are stating about pushing 
back against an Iranian proxy are true. 
Had they not done that, the country 
would have fallen into their hands, no 
question. 

Mr. McCAIN. Could I ask again the 
chairman of the Foreign Relations 
Committee: Suppose that, unimpeded, 
the Houthis, the clients of the Ira- 
nians, had taken over the country of 
Yemen. What would that do? Would 
that, indeed, pose a threat to the 
Straits of Hormuz, where they are al- 
ready harassing American naval ves- 
sels? 

Mr. CORKER. It creates greater in- 
stability in a region that already has 
had tremendous amounts of it. But no 
question—I mean, it borders’ the 
Straits. Again, it puts more of that in 
Iranian hands, no question. 

Mr. McCAIN. Would it be accurate to 
state that your committee has held 
hearings on human rights, your com- 
mittee has advocated improvements of 
human rights in Saudi Arabia, and it is 
the thinking of almost all of us that we 
want to see more progress in that di- 
rection? But at the same time, isn’t it 
true that when we look at what Bashar 
al-Assad is doing, when we look at the 
slaughter of 400,000 people in Syria, 6 
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million refugees, would one assume 
that maybe this priority of the spon- 
sors of this amendment might be a lit- 
tle bit misplaced? 

Mr. CORKER. Look, I was speaking 
earlier about this issue, which no one 
knows more about than the Senator 
from Arizona, but one of the basic na- 
tional interests that we have in the 
Middle East is the balance of power. 

As you know well, people in our 
country have been far more reticent to 
have our own men and women on the 
ground in the Middle East. I mean, 
that is just a fact. We know that. If 
that is the case, then if you have a 
country like Saudi Arabia that is will- 
ing to push back against these efforts 
which, again, further Iran, it seems to 
me that we would want to allow them 
to buy equipment to be able to do that. 
So it helps us with the balance of 
power. It helps us with an ally. It helps 
us push back against Iran, and the 
thing I know you care so much about is 
our own readiness in the United States. 
It also keeps the lines of building 
equipment open. That could be very 
useful to us down the road. So I don’t 
understand what policy objective could 
possibly be achieved by blocking this 
sale. 

Mr. McCAIN. May I ask one more 
question concerning the so-called 28 
pages that recently have been declas- 
sified? Isn’t it true that information 
implicates individual Saudis as having 
been responsible for 9/11? Isn’t it true 
that no one disagrees with that? 

Mr. CORKER. That is correct. 

Mr. McCAIN. But isn’t it also true 
that the Government of Saudi Arabia 
has not been implicated by these so- 
called 28 pages that were going to re- 
veal the vast conspiracy that the Gov- 
ernment of Saudi Arabia allegedly for 
years had—the adversaries, shall I say, 
had alleged that somehow the Saudi 
Government was involved in? Isn’t it 
true that the 28 pages show they were 
not? 

Mr. CORKER. That is right. One 
thing that is sad about this in some 
ways is that everything you have said 
is true. But in addition to that, there 
are some intelligence community affi- 
davits that go on top of these and ex- 
plain even more fully that that is the 
case. Yet those documents, because 
they are classified, likely will not be 
made available to the U.S. public. But 
I have seen them, you have seen them, 
and others here have seen them. There 
is a huge misunderstanding, if you will, 
about what these 28 pages contain. 
Then, what has come after that by 
other intelligence agencies within our 
own country further state with even 
greater strength some of the things 
that you just said. There is just no evi- 
dence. 

Mr. McCAIN. So, if this proposal or 
this piece of legislation were passed, I 
would ask my friend: What message is 
sent? What message would be sent, sup- 
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posing that we voted in favor of this 
misguided resolution that we are now 
debating? 

Mr. CORKER. I think it sends—— 

Mr. McCAIN. Not only to Saudi Ara- 
bia— 

Mr. CORKER. Yes. 

No, I think it sends a signal. 

Look, I don’t think anybody can de- 
bate—we have had these discussions in 
our Foreign Relations Committee. I 
know you have had them in Armed 
Services, where you are the distin- 
guished chairman. 

I think everyone on both sides of the 
aisle understands what a blow to our 
credibility—this is not a pejorative 
statement—has occurred to us since 
August-September of 2013. People un- 
derstand in the region and in the world 
our credibility has diminished over the 
redline. This is just sending a signal to 
people even more fully that we cannot 
be counted upon; that the objectives we 
lay out to achieve a balance of power, 
to help our friends, to counter the ne- 
farious activities that everyone ac- 
knowledges Iran is conducting cannot 
be conducted. It is another stake in the 
heart about what we value most about 
our Nation; that is, our credibility to 
others. 

I hope this is defeated. 

I appreciate my friend from Ken- 
tucky and his feelings about this par- 
ticular issue. I don’t look at this as a 
proxy for some other issue relative to 
the declaration of war. That, to me, is 
a stretch. This is about a direct rela- 
tionship and other relationships that 
you are referring to and—basically— 
demonstrating that we as a nation can- 
not be counted upon. 

Mr. McCAIN. I thank the Senator, 
the chairman of the Foreign Relations 
Committee, for his stewardship of the 
Foreign Relations Committee, for his 
indepth knowledge and advocacy for a 
strong America and strong alliances. 

I think the voice you have added to 
this debate should have an effect, I 
hope, on both sides of the aisle. I thank 
the Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Kentucky. 

Mr. PAUL. Madam President, there 
is probably no greater issue before Con- 
gress at any time in our lives or any 
time in our service than whether we 
should go to war. I think it is a mis- 
take to slide into war. I think it is a 
mistake to allow the power to declare 
war to default to one person. Our 
Founding Fathers were very clear 
throughout the Federalist Papers, ex- 
plicitly in the Constitution, that the 
power to declare war shouldn’t go to 
one person; that the power to declare 
war should be determined by a vote of 
Congress. We have abdicated that role, 
and the vote today is a vote over 
whether we should try to reclaim that 
power. 

Some will say: Well, it is just arms, 
and if we don’t sell them, somebody 
else will. 
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Well, you know, I don’t think of na- 
tional security as a jobs program. I 
don’t think of whether we create jobs 
here at home. I think about the young 
man who lives down the road from me 
who lost both legs and an arm, OK? I 
think about the human toll of war. I 
think about whether there is a na- 
tional security interest, but I think 
nothing at all about whether any jobs 
are created. 

If we make weapons and we have a 
weapons industry, that is good for our 
country when we make them for our- 
selves, but when we are selling weapons 
around the world, by golly, we 
shouldn’t sell weapons to people who 
are not putting them to good purpose. 
What we have found is that Saudi Ara- 
bia is an irresponsible ally. 

One of the great ironies that nobody 
here can quite explain is that this body 
has voted unanimously to let the peo- 
ple of 9/11 sue Saudi Arabia. So we are 
going to let the person who we think 
might have had something to do with 
Saudi Arabia have more weapons? 
What kind of signal is that to Saudi 
Arabia? 

Would Saudi Arabia be bereft of 
weapons if we held $1 billion out? No. 
We have already sold them $99 billion 
worth. They have enough to blow up 
the Middle East 10 times over. I think 
it might send them a message. 

Do you know what. Stop the sale, 
send them a message. Do you know 
what the message might be? Quit fund- 
ing madrasas that teach hate in our 
country. Don’t tell us you are going to 
stop doing it. 

Saudi Arabia, tomorrow, stop fund- 
ing madrasas in America that teach 
hatred, that teach intolerance. Stop 
putting Christians to death. Stop put- 
ting people who convert to Christianity 
to death. Stop beheading protesters. 

The one young man who is a 
protestor in Saudi Arabia is scheduled 
to be beheaded and crucified. Does that 
sound like somebody who is a great 
ally with a great human rights record? 

The young woman who was raped by 
seven men—she was put in prison. She 
was told it was her fault for being 
alone with the man. She was publicly 
whipped. 

Poets have been picked up around the 
world and brought back to Saudi Ara- 
bia to be whipped for what they write. 

Do you trust Saudi Arabia to do the 
right things with your weapons? These 
weapons are owned by the American 
taxpayer. We built them. We did the re- 
search into them. Private companies 
make money off of them, but it isn’t 
about them making money. It isn’t 
about them getting to sell the weapons 
instead of Russia selling the weapons. 
It is about our national security. 

Saudi Arabia’s indiscriminate place- 
ment of weapons into the Syrian civil 
war has led to the rise of ISIS. ISIS 
grew stronger as Saudi Arabia was fly- 
ing weapons to al-Nusra, Al Qaeda, and 
likely some of them to ISIS. 
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We now have a war in Yemen. Yes, 
we are directly involved in the war. 
Yes, this is a vote not just about weap- 
ons, this is a vote about whether we 
should be at war in Yemen. We are re- 
fueling the Saudi bombers in midair. 
Our military planes are, in a sophisti- 
cated fashion, refueling their planes. 
Do you think the Yemenis think: Oh, 
no big deal. You know, 3,000 citizens 
have died. When you go to a wedding in 
Yemen and you get a bomb dropped on 
you from Saudi Arabia, do you think 
you have warm, fuzzy feelings for our 
great ally, Saudi Arabia? 

Absolutely, we should be telling 
Saudi Arabia what to do. These are our 
weapons. Do you know when they are 
willing to listen? It is when we argue 
from a position of strength. 

Do you know what is the ultimate 
weakness? Give them what they want. 
Giving the arms industry what they 
want is the ultimate weakness. We 
look weak, and we look bowed before 
and cowed before the Saudi Arabians. 

As they sit back in their long robes 
sipping tea, refugees bob about the 
Mediterranean. People are starving and 
displaced in Yemen. Not one of them 
will come to Saudi Arabia, not one of 
them will be allowed in the country. 

Yes, this is a debate about war, and 
this is a debate about whether you 
want to be at war in Yemen. It is not 
just a debate about sending and selling 
another $1 billion of weapons, it is 
about should we be at war in Yemen. It 
is about should we be at war anywhere 
without the permission of Congress. 

This is not a small occurrence. This 
is not a small happening. This is a big 
deal. This is the most important vote 
that any legislator will ever have. 
Should we be at war or shouldn’t we be 
at war? 

Those who want to make this about a 
jobs program, about we are going to 
get some sales of tanks—no, it is nota 
jobs program. It is about young men 
and women dying in a war. It is about 
whether it is in our national interests. 
It is about whether we are going to be 
safer. Shouldn’t we have a debate over 
whether the war in Yemen is making 
us safer? 

We certainly should have had a de- 
bate about the war in Libya. Did that 
make us safer? Once Qadhafi was gone, 
chaos ensued. ISIS controls one-third 
of Libya after the war as a result of the 
war. 

We are now bombing in Libya. We are 
bombing the replacement to the gov- 
ernment we bombed. So we bombed Qa- 
dhafi into oblivion. We don’t like the 
people who replaced him either so we 
are bombing them. Does anybody think 
that maybe it is a mistake? 

This is what this debate is about. 
What should American foreign policy 
be? Should Congress lie down and be a 
lapdog for the President—let him do 
whatever he wants? That is what a vote 
on this will mean if you let the Presi- 
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dent have what he wants, if you let the 
arms industry have what they want be- 
cause they can make a buck selling 
tanks into a war that is a catastrophe. 

In the Wall Street Journal, Simon 
Henderson wrote that the chaos and vi- 
olence in Yemen is such that it would 
be an improvement to call it a civil 
war. 

It is hard to know who is friend and 
foe. Even our former Ambassador to 
Syria has said, in Syria, it is almost 
impossible to know friend from foe. 

People have repeatedly written that 
Saudi weapons in Syria have gone to 
the wrong people. It is not like: 
Whoops, Saudi Arabia is sometimes 
wrong, and they are not that bad. They 
have a horrific human rights record. 
There are people who believe them to 
be complicit in 9/11. This body voted 
unanimously to let the 9/11 victims sue 
them, and now this body wants to give 
them weapons? Does no one sense the 
irony? 

As we move forward on this vote, ev- 
eryone should understand that this is a 
proxy vote for whether we should be at 
war in the Middle East because neither 
side—the leadership on neither side— 
will allow a vote on whether we should 
authorize force. Neither side will let 
the constitutional debate occur on 
whether we should be at war. 

I see my colleague from Connecticut. 
Would he like to have the last word? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Connecticut. 

Mr. MURPHY. I thank the Senator. 

Madam President, I do think this is 
an important moment. As I said in my 
opening remarks, I don’t think a vote 
in favor of this resolution fundamen- 
tally breaks the alliance with Saudi 
Arabia. 

They remain an incredibly important 
partner. We will still cooperate with 
them with respect to other counterter- 
rorism measures. We understand the 
importance of the role they play in the 
Middle East with respect to providing 
some sort of detente between Sunni na- 
tions and Israel, but friends also have 
the ability to part ways. Friends have 
the ability to call each other out when 
their friend isn’t acting in their inter- 
ests. 

As we have talked about over the 
course of the last few hours, there is no 
way to read the war in Yemen as in our 
national security interests. There is no 
way to understand how the growth of 
Al Qaeda and ISIS inside Yemen, as a 
result of a bombing campaign that is 
funded by the United States, is in our 
national interests. 

I hope we have a good vote because I 
think it will send a strong message to 
the Saudis that their behavior has to 
change, but I hope we are able to find 
other ways where Republicans and 
Democrats can come together to talk 
about these issues because Senator 
PAUL is right. We are not doing our 
constitutional duty. We are not per- 
forming our constitutional responsi- 
bility when we acknowledge multiple 
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conflicts in the Middle East that are 
unauthorized today—when we don’t 
come to the floor of the Senate and do 
what we used to do, which is debate 
matters of war and peace. 

Maybe war looks different today than 
it did 20 years ago or 50 years ago or 100 
years ago, when conventional armies 
marched against each other, but this 
smells, this looks, and this sounds like 
war. We are providing the ammunition. 
We are providing the targeting assist- 
ance. The planes couldn’t fly without 
U.S. refueling capacity. 

We may not be—American pilots may 
not actually be pulling the trigger to 
drop the bombs, but we are pretty 
much doing everything else that is nec- 
essary for this war to continue. It 
sounds like we should have a say, as a 
coequal branch, as the article I institu- 
tion, as to whether this is in U.S. na- 
tional security interests. 

At the very least, by saying it is time 
to put a pause on these arms sales— 
which, by the way, are happening at a 
pace that is unprecedented. There are 
unprecedented levels of arms sales, not 
just to Saudi Arabia but to the region 
at large. By saying it is time to put a 
pause on arms sales, we send a strong 
message to our ally, Saudi Arabia, that 
if the conduct of this war doesn’t 
change inside Yemen, if their contin- 
ued export of Wahhabism to the world 
doesn’t change, then we all have to 
rethink this partnership. 

Friends occasionally disagree. I 
think this is a moment of important 
disagreement. This doesn’t fracture the 
partnership with Saudi Arabia. Ulti- 
mately, it may make our partnership 
stronger. 

I thank Senator PAUL for leading us, 
and I encourage my colleagues to sup- 
port this resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Tennessee. 

Mr. CORKER. Madam President, I 
think it would be wonderful to debate 
many of the things, at any time, that 
any Senator wishes to debate, but to 
use this as a proxy for something to- 
tally unrelated, to me, is a most un- 
usual way of approaching the other 
issues that have been discussed. 

This has nothing to do with a dec- 
laration of war. This has nothing to do 
with any of those things. This is about 
whether we want to consummate a 
sale, a purchase—an arm’s length pur- 
chase—between two countries that we 
have said, as a national policy, would 
help strengthen our own U.S. national 
interests. 

If we will remember, the President 
actually convened—by the way, in a bi- 
partisan way, we supported this—con- 
vened these countries to share with 
them that we were going to be willing 
to expedite the sale of arms to counter 
Iranian influence in the region and to 
continue to have the balance of power 
that is on the ground. 

Again, I think, today, based on just 
the conversations I have had, Repub- 
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licans and Democrats are going to 
come together overwhelmingly to table 
this motion that is definitely, from my 
standpoint, not in U.S. national inter- 
ests. I do think what they are speaking 
to is going to occur. My sense is, there 
is going to be an overwhelming vote to 
table this because people realize that 
while the optics of it—you know, Saudi 
Arabia, people are wondering about 
them, which is true—at the end of the 
day, a vote for this resolution, again, 
cuts our nose off to spite our face. 

We are here to do those things that 
are in our own country’s national in- 
terest, and I hope today we will bind 
together and continue to do that by ta- 
bling this motion. 

With that, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Madam President, 
I move to table the motion to dis- 
charge and ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec- 
ond. 

The question is on agreeing to the 
motion to table. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
called the roll. 

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senator 
is necessarily absent: the Senator from 
South Dakota (Mr. THUNE). 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Virginia (Mr. KAINE) is 
necessarily absent. 

I further announce that, if present 
and voting, the Senator from Virginia 
(Mr. KAINE) would vote “yea.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
TOOMEY). Are there any other Senators 
in the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 71, 
nays 27, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 145 Leg.] 


YEAS—71 
Alexander Daines Menendez 
Ayotte Donnelly Merkley 
Barrasso Enzi Mikulski 
Bennet Ernst Moran 
Blunt Feinstein Murkowski 
Boozman Fischer Nelson 
Brown ae Perdue 
urr ardner 

Capito Graham = ors 

į ortman 
Cardin Grassley Reed 
Carper Hatch Risch 
Casey Heitkamp 
Cassidy Hoeven Roberts 
Coats Inhofe Rounds 
Cochran Isakson Rubio 
Collins Johnson Sasse 
Coons King Schumer 
Corker Lankford Scott 
Cornyn Manchin Sessions 
Cotton McCain Shaheen 
Crapo McCaskill Shelby 
Cruz McConnell Sullivan 


Tillis Vitter Whitehouse 
Toomey Warner Wicker 
NAYS—27 
Baldwin Heller Paul 
Blumenthal Hirono Reid 
Booker Kirk Sanders 
Boxer Klobuchar Schatz 
Cantwell Leahy Stabenow 
Durbin Lee Tester 
Franken Markey Udall 
Gillibrand Murphy Warren 
Heinrich Murray Wyden 
NOT VOTING—2 
Kaine Thune 
The motion was agreed to. 
e 
LEGISLATIVE BRANCH APPRO- 


PRIATIONS ACT, 2017—MOTION TO 
PROCEED—Continued 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Florida. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that I be given 1 
minute so I can give a short speech. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

NASA LEGISLATION 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, we just 
passed a NASA bill in the Commerce 
Committee, and we are going to Mars. 
We are going to Mars in the decade of 
the 2030s with humans, and the bill sets 
the goal of having a colonization of 
other worlds. This is a new and excit- 
ing time in our Nation’s space explo- 
ration program and particularly now 
with the human exploration program. I 
thought that would be good news for 
the Senate. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Tennessee. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

NOMINATION OF DOUGLAS WILSON 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I am 
on the floor today to raise my concern 
about another nominee who has been 
on hold in this body for months. I am 
sad to say that this has been an ongo- 
ing issue with the Senate. People have 
been nominated—good people who are 
very well qualified—and then their 
nomination doesn’t get acted upon. 

One of those people is Douglas Wil- 
son, who has been nominated to serve 
on the U.S. Advisory Commission on 
Public Diplomacy. This is probably a 
Commission that most people don’t 
even know exists, and yet Mr. Wilson 
has been on hold since June 13, when 
his nomination was referred to the 
floor. He actually was nominated by 
the President in March. 
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He is eminently qualified. He is a 
noncontroversial nominee. The Repub- 
lican Vice Chairman of the Commis- 
sion, William Hybl, has urged the Sen- 
ate to confirm Mr. Wilson, and yet his 
confirmation remains blocked for rea- 
sons that seem completely unrelated to 
the nominee or his qualifications. 

I believe it is time for the Senate to 
confirm Mr. Wilson so that the Com- 
mission can be fully constituted to 
carry out its important mission. Sure- 
ly, these days when there are so many 
hotspots around the world, when there 
is so much going on, it would be helpful 
to have the Advisory Commission on 
Public Diplomacy in place and fully 
staffed up to be able to help advise on 
so many of the conflicts that we see 
going on in the world. 

Doug Wilson has had a distinguished 
career of more than three and a half 
decades in the public and private sec- 
tor. After graduating from Stanford 
University and the Fletcher School of 
Law and Diplomacy, Doug became a 
Foreign Service officer serving in posts 
throughout Europe and later with sen- 
ior positions with the U.S. Information 
Agency. During the Clinton adminis- 
tration, he served as Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of Defense for Public Affairs 
under Secretary Cohen. Most recently, 
from 2010 to 2012, he was Assistant Sec- 
retary of Defense for Public Affairs, 
serving as a principal adviser to the 
Secretary of Defense. 

He is a three-time recipient of the 
Department of Defense Distinguished 
Public Service Award, the Pentagon’s 
highest civilian honor. Since 20138, he 
has been a senior fellow and chair of 
the board of advisers at the Truman 
National Security Project. In 2009, he 
was the founding chair of the board of 
directors at Harvard’s Public Diplo- 
macy Collaborative. I think there is no 
question that Doug Wilson is ex- 
tremely qualified. He has worked in a 
bipartisan way over the years. 

I have had the great pleasure of 
knowing Doug for more than 30 years. 
When I first met him, he was a foreign 
policy adviser to then-Senator Gary 
Hart. He worked in that role again 
when Senator Hart ran for President in 
1984. 

The fact is that the work of the U.S. 
Advisory Commission on Public Diplo- 
macy has never been more important 
and urgent. One of the great foreign 
policy challenges of our day is coun- 
tering the poisonous ideology of vio- 
lent extremist groups. Another is coun- 
tering Russian propaganda and Russian 
meddling in Europe and central Asia. 
The Commission plays an important 
role in helping our Nation address 
these challenges, and we need people 
with the right experience and the right 
judgment to serve on that Commis- 
sion—people like Doug Wilson. 

I am disappointed that this nomina- 
tion of someone so eminently quali- 
fied—someone who has support on both 
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sides of the aisle and from the Repub- 
lican Vice Chairman of that Commis- 
sion, Mr. Hybl—continues to remain on 
hold before this body. I don’t know 
why. For some reason someone has ob- 
jected to this moving forward. We don’t 
know who that is. We don’t know what 
their objections are. 

That is one of the challenges we have 
in this body that needs to change if 
government is going to operate the 
way the people of this country expect. 

So I am going to keep coming to the 
floor. I am going to keep trying to 
move Doug Wilson’s nomination, as I 
have since June. I am hopeful that at 
some point the majority will hear 
these concerns and agree that we 
should approve him and make sure that 
this Commission is fully functioning. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Georgia. 

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that I be recog- 
nized, and following my remarks, Sen- 
ator CASEY from Pennsylvania be rec- 
ognized, followed by Senator SANDERS 
from Vermont, followed by Senator 
WARREN from Massachusetts, and fol- 
lowed by Senator ALEXANDER from 
Tennessee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. 1878 

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, this is 
somewhat of an unorthodox way to ask 
for a UC, but we are going to go 
through a process this afternoon talk- 
ing about a bill called the Pediatric 
Rare Disease Priority Review Voucher 
Act, which expires on September 30 of 
this year. 

All of those names I just mentioned 
have a stake in this particular debate 
and I am going to lead it off. Then, I 
am actually going to refer to my col- 
league from Pennsylvania, Senator 
CASEY, my friend and coauthor of this 
legislation for the purposes of the UC 
motion, and then we will go from 
there. 

Mr. President, I fell in love with my 
wife in 1968 and married her 48 years 
ago. We have had a great marriage. But 
in 2004, I fell in love with Alexa Rohr- 
bach, the young lady to my left who 
you can see on the screen here. 

Alexa had neuroblastoma, an incur- 
able cancer of the brain. She came to 
Washington, DC, lobbying us to try to 
accelerate the research into rare dis- 
eases for children and to try to find 
cures for them. I got interested, and I 
went to the Children’s Hospital of 
Pittsburgh, PA, where Senator CASEY 
is so active. I am active in children’s 
health care in Atlanta, and I saw many 
of the breakthroughs for cancer and 
other diseases of children. BOB CASEY 
and I got very interested in seeing 
what we could do to further the devel- 
opment of new drugs coming into the 
marketplace to save lives and make 
the quality of life better. Such was my 
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desire to be, hopefully, the guy who 
prompted some researcher somewhere 
to develop a new program that would 
research neuroblastoma and would cor- 
rect it so that Alexa Rohrbach could 
sit by me today. 

Five years after I met her, Alexa 
Rohrbach died, but my passion for try- 
ing to meet the request that Alexa had 
lobbied for did not go away. It actually 
burned brighter. So Senator CASEY and 
I got together and developed the FDA 
Rare Pediatric Disease Priority Review 
Voucher Act, and passed it 5 years ago. 
That bill provided, as an incentive for 
companies to develop breakthrough 
drugs, a priority review voucher for fu- 
ture drugs that would incentivize them 
to work harder to develop new drugs. 
Such has been the case in a number of 
things that have happened, and I am 
very proud that took place. 

But that program is expiring Sep- 
tember 30. I want to see to it that it is 
extended. It is an incentive that 
incentivizes the right thing to happen 
for the right people for it to happen 
for, and it doesn’t cost the taxpayer 
any money, but saves lives and it 
makes their quality of life better. 

There will be objections that you will 
hear from Senator SANDERS and Sen- 
ator WARREN and maybe others about 
this—that or the other, in terms of 
pharmaceutical companies or in terms 
of trying to do a package of bills to- 
gether—but there is no reason whatso- 
ever to object to a unanimous consent 
to adopt the extension for 5 years for 
this proven program. 

Some of those who will object have 
written letters to the FDA encouraging 
programs like this to exist—one of 
them being Senator WARREN from Mas- 
sachusetts, who on the April 15 of this 
year signed this letter to the FDA, urg- 
ing the acceleration of development of 
a breakthrough drug for Duchenne dis- 
ease. By the way, on Monday of this 
week the Sarepta Therapeutics com- 
pany in Boston, MA, was approved by 
the FDA for the development of a new 
drug that is the first drug to treat 
Duchenne muscular dystrophy, a dis- 
ease that affects 1 in 3,500 boys who are 
born, limits the quality of their life, 
and, in many cases, causes death. That 
process was developed through the 
work of a company. We want to make 
sure that companies are incentivized to 
make those types of breakthroughs 
again. There are so many companies 
where, if given the right incentive and 
the right opportunity, breakthroughs 
can be developed. Lives can be saved, 
and the quality of life can be better. 

We will hear all kinds of arguments 
about pharmaceutical companies, and 
you will hear arguments about this, 
that, and the other. The facts of this 
matter are clear. This bill is an incen- 
tive that for 5 years has incentivized 
the development of new breakthrough 
drugs to cure diseases and ailments 
that affect children in America. It is an 
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incentive that is right, it is not an in- 
centive that is wrong, and it works. 

Any objection to it for any reason 
whatsoever—such as that it ought to be 
included with another package of drugs 
or that because pharmaceutical compa- 
nies develop breakthroughs, we 
shouldn’t do it, is a bogus argument. 

I will be glad to debate anybody, any- 
place, anywhere if you are talking 
about a philosophical difference, but by 
golly, I will not debate them about de- 
laying something that can expedite a 
cure being developed in the United 
States of America for a disease that 
kills children. 

So when BoB CASEY and I ask for 
unanimous consent today to approve 
the bill, it is only approving an exten- 
sion for 5 years of a bill that is in place 
and has worked. It doesn’t cost the 
American taxpayer a dime but may 
save the life of an American taxpayer 
and their children. That is a good thing 
for us to be here for. That is the reason 
I am still here today at age 71. It is to 
see to it that I make some contribution 
to the furtherance of health and the 
quality of life for every child in Amer- 
ica. 

It is my hope that at some point in 
time in this debate before we get to the 
end of the year, those who have adver- 
sarial reasons to object to a unanimous 
consent for an extension of 5 years will 
come to the reality that we are doing 
the right thing for the right reasons. It 
is not partisan. It is not political. It is 
practical, and it is right. 

I publicly want to thank Senator BOB 
CASEY from Pennsylvania for being my 
partner throughout this development, 
and I encourage every Member in the 
Chamber, when they have the oppor- 
tunity, to vote for the health of our 
children, to vote for the extension of 
their lives, to vote for the development 
of new cures coming through and the 
research and development and incen- 
tives to cause that to happen. 

With that said, I yield to Senator 
CASEY. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, I want to 
thank my colleague from Georgia for 
his good work to advance the process. I 
offer the following consent request: 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate proceed to the immediate con- 
sideration of Calendar No. 415, S. 1878; 
that the committee-reported substitute 
amendment be agreed to; that the bill, 
as amended, be read a third time and 
passed; and that the motion to recon- 
sider be considered made and laid upon 
the table with no intervening action or 
debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. SANDERS. Reserving the right 
to object, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont. 

Mr. SANDERS. Thank you, 
President. 


Mr. 
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Mr. President, it goes without say- 
ing, to pick up on Senator ISAKSON’s 
point, that there is nobody in this body 
who does not want to see cures as 
quickly as possible for the terrible dis- 
eases that are taking the lives of chil- 
dren in this country. That is not the 
debate. Nor I think is it the debate 
that we need research and development 
to get us a cure of cancer, to get us a 
cure of Alzheimer’s disease, to get us a 
cure of diabetes, and so many other 
diseases that are shortening the lives 
of people in our country and around 
the world. We must work together to 
make that happen. 

In my view, if we understand that it 
is imperative that we try to come up 
with cures to these terrible diseases, 
there is no debate, I would hope, that 
the U.S. Government and institutions 
like the National Institutes of Health 
and the Food and Drug Administration 
must play, as they have historically 
done, a major role in finding cures for 
these diseases, easing suffering and ex- 
panding life expectancy. I don’t think 
there are too many people here who 
would disagree with that. 

But in order to do that, it is clear 
that we are going to require a well 
funded National Institutes of Health 
and a well-funded Food and Drug Ad- 
ministration. I must say, it is beyond 
my comprehension that year after 
year, my Republican colleagues appear 
to work overtime to provide tax breaks 
to billionaires yet refuse to adequately 
fund the NIH or the Food and Drug Ad- 
ministration. What set of priorities can 
anyone have that makes sense to any- 
body in this country that says: Yes, we 
are going to give tax breaks to billion- 
aires and large corporations. But no, 
no, we are not going to adequately fund 
the major institutions in this country 
that are leading the effort to find cures 
of the terrible diseases that impact our 
children, our seniors, and everybody in 
this country. 

I would hope that my Republican col- 
leagues listen to the American people 
and get their priorities right. Poll after 
poll says no more tax breaks for the 
rich. Let’s invest in health care. Let’s 
invest in cures for the children’s dis- 
eases that Senator ISAKSON talked 
about—cancer, Alzheimer’s, and all the 
rest. 

Second of all, just ironically and co- 
incidentally, I just asked through my 
Web site for the American people to 
send me information on what is going 
on in their lives with regard to pre- 
scription drugs. Every so often, we do 
that. We sent out an email, and we do 
Facebook so they can tell me what is 
going on with regard to their life and 
prescription drugs. Not surprisingly, 
the vast majority of the comments we 
received—and we received about 1,000 
comments from people all over this 
country—are from people who are out- 
raged by the high costs of prescription 
drugs in this country—a cost that is 
going up every single day. 
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People are walking into their phar- 
macies today and seeing the price of 
medicines that they have had for 20 
years double, for no explanation other 
than the fact that the drug companies 
can do it and are doing it so they can 
make outrageous profits. 

In this country, we pay the highest 
prices in the world for prescription 
drugs. Senator ISAKSON talked about 
the terrible diseases facing our kids. He 
is right, but do you know that every 
year there are thousands of people in 
this country who are dying because 
they cannot afford to pay the highest 
prices in the world for prescription 
drugs, while last year the pharma- 
ceutical industry made $50 billion in 
profit? The top five companies made 
$50 billion in profit. 

One out of five people in this coun- 
try, Senator ISAKSON, when they go to 
the doctor’s office and they get a pre- 
scription, you know what, they can’t 
afford to fill that prescription. Talk to 
the doctors in Georgia. Talk to the 
doctors in Tennessee. This is what they 
will tell you: We write the prescrip- 
tions, but working class people can’t 
afford to fill them. We have received 
letters from oncologists all over this 
country who tell us their cancer pa- 
tients cannot afford the outrageously 
high costs of the medicines people need 
to stay alive. 

Maybe, just maybe, it might be time 
for the Senate to stand up to the phar- 
maceutical industry and all of their 
lobbyists here and all of their cam- 
paign contributions and say: We are 
going to stand with the American peo- 
ple who are sick and tired of being 
ripped off by the drug companies. 

Let me read just a few—I am not 
going to read 1,000 letters, just a few— 
to give an indication of what is going 
on in America. 

Mark from Plainville, CT, wrote to 
us and said that his drug for Crohn’s 
disease went up from $75 a month to 
$700 a month. Is anyone here concerned 
about that? He is worried that he may 
die. This is what he writes to me: 

I am no longer treating my Crohn’s dis- 
ease. Iam in a lot of pain and will eventually 
develop colorectal cancer and die. I am 39 
with a wife and two daughters. We simply 
cannot afford this medication any longer. I 
have had to leave my job and I am now try- 
ing to freelance from home with no success 
for 4 months. Our home is about to be fore- 
closed. Is that of interest to my Republican 
friends or is that not important? 

Amanda from Bartlesville, OK, 
shared this story of her husband’s gout 
medication: 

He pays more than $300 a month for a med- 
icine that was $4 in 2010. 

Maybe someone can explain to me 
how a medicine that was $4 in 2010 is 
$300 a month now. 

He is now disabled because he cannot af- 
ford the medicine he needs. 

Heather in Taos, NM, cannot afford 
her EpiPen. We have heard a whole lot 
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about the high price of EpiPens. She 
said: 

I basically haven’t had one in years that is 
not expired. Just hope I don’t get stung or I 
will die. 

John in Anchor Point, AK, cannot af- 
ford his insulin, which jumped from 
$1,400 to $1,600. He said: 

I skip buying groceries when picking up 
meds. Went home and scraped by. Sold pos- 
sessions to make ends meet so we can buy 
food. 

Jerry from Lincoln, NE, cannot af- 
ford Gabapentin for shingles. It was 
$35, and it is now $75. 

Trish from New Jersey stopped tak- 
ing her breast cancer medication be- 
cause it went from $25 to $225 for a 3- 
month supply. Is anyone concerned 
about that? 

Of course we want new drugs to cure 
diseases, but those new drugs won’t do 
anybody any good if people can’t afford 
them. 

We have seen scandal after scandal in 
the last few months and years. Gilead 
sold Sovaldi, a drug for hepatitis C, for 
$1,000 a pill. Mylan raised EpiPen 
prices by 500 percent over the last sev- 
eral years, to more than $600. Martin 
Shkreli raised the price of Daraprim, a 
lifesaving AIDS medication, by 5,000 
percent. Are we concerned about that? 
I hope some of us are. 

Above and beyond the fact that the 
pharmaceutical industry is ripping off 
the American people, the FDA itself 
tells us that this voucher approach 
doesn’t work. The Government Ac- 
countability Office released a report in 
March that found that there is no evi- 
dence this program works to 
incentivize drug development. Not only 
does the program not work, it actually 
slows down the review time of drugs 
that are clinically important. When 
one of these vouchers is used, that 
means FDA staff must take time away 
from reviewing priority medication in 
order to review drugs that have bought 
a pass to the front of the line. By mov- 
ing one drug faster, more important 
drugs may move slower. 

What we do know is that these 
vouchers sell for hundreds of millions 
of dollars. One recent example from 
last year is that a drug company, 
United Therapeutic, sold a priority re- 
view voucher to another major drug 
company, AbbVie, for $350 million. 

While nearly one in five Americans 
cannot afford to fill their prescriptions, 
the top five drug companies made a 
combined $50 billion in profits last 
year. 

There are many reasons why we pay 
such outrageous prices, but one reason 
is we continue passing laws written by 
the pharmaceutical industry and their 
lobbyists year after year after year. I 
believe the American people should 
know that the pharmaceutical industry 
has spent more than $3 billion on lob- 
bying since 1998. How is that? Democ- 
racy at work. Drug companies charge 
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us the highest prices in the world, and 
the pharmaceutical industry spent $3 
billion on lobbying. They are all over 
this place, high-priced lobbyists trying 
to get us to pass pharma legislation. 
Just last year the pharmaceutical in- 
dustry spent $250 million on lobbying 
and campaign contributions and em- 
ployed some 1,400 lobbyists. Maybe the 
working families of this country need 
some protection against these lobby- 
ists. 

I certainly want to do everything I 
can to see that this country comes for- 
ward with cures for children’s diseases 
and diseases that impact so many 
Americans of all ages, but we are going 
to have to have the courage to start 
taking on the pharmaceutical industry 
and representing the American people. 
So I am offering an amendment, along 
with Senator WARREN, which I hope 
will pass, which will extend this pro- 
gram, which is going to expire at the 
end of September, to the end of the 
year. That will give us an additional 3 
months to work together to come up 
with some serious legislation that ad- 
dresses not only children’s issues but 
the health care and needs of millions of 
Americans in general. 

I look forward to working with my 
friends on the other side to come up 
with a good solution to protect the 
American people from the outrageously 
high cost of prescription drugs in this 
country. 

Reserving the right to object, would 
the Senator modify his request to in- 
clude the Sanders amendment which is 
at the desk? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the modification? 

The Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Reserving the 
right to object, as chairman of the Sen- 
ate Health Committee, I will object, 
but I will work with the Senators from 
Pennsylvania, Georgia, Massachusetts, 
and Vermont to do what we need to do 
during the rest of the day so that the 
Senate will be able to adopt an exten- 
sion of this important program to the 
end of the year, which I think we 
should be able to do. 

I will reserve the remainder of my re- 
marks until the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts has a chance to speak. 

I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion is heard to the modification. 

Is there objection to the original re- 
quest? 

Mr. SANDERS. Yes, I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion is heard. 

The Senator from Massachusetts. 

Ms. WARREN. Mr. President, I rise 
in support of Senator SANDERS’ objec- 
tion and amendment. Massachusetts is 
home to many of the Nation’s best sci- 
entists and most innovative biomedical 
companies. I believe we have a moral 
imperative to save money and save 
lives by expanding medical innovation 
in the United States. 
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I have been here for almost 4 years. I 
have spent nearly the entire time 
working both publicly and privately to 
try to fix the broken medical innova- 
tion system in this country. I will be 
blunt: It has been maddening because 
we know what we need to do to fix this 
problem. We know that medical cures 
come from taxpayer investments in 
basic research, followed by private in- 
dustry making its investments to turn 
that research into viable treatments. 
Nobody in Congress seriously disputes 
that. 

Every single person I have talked to 
here says they support increasing fund- 
ing for the National Institutes of 
Health. Yet for over a decade Congress 
has decimated the NIH’s budget. It has 
effectively been cut by nearly 25 per- 
cent. Those cuts are singlehandedly 
choking off support for the projects 
that could lead to the next major 
breakthrough against ALS, Alz- 
heimer’s cancer, and rare pediatric dis- 
eases. Those cuts are driving scientists 
out of the country or out of research 
entirely. Those cuts are discouraging a 
whole generation of brilliant young re- 
searchers who see no path to launch 
the work that could save millions of 
lives. Only in Washington can every 
single elected official say they are 
committed to fix something and then 
do nothing. 

Newt Gingrich and I do not agree on 
much of anything, but we teamed up 
last year to plead with Congress to ad- 
dress this travesty. Newt Gingrich 
said: “To allow research funding to 
languish at a time of historic oppor- 
tunity when you could be saving lives 
and saving money takes a special kind 
of stupidity that is reserved for this 
city.” I agree. 

For 2 years, Republicans in the Sen- 
ate have claimed loudly that they want 
to do something about this. For a year 
they talked to Democrats about a com- 
prehensive, bipartisan package that 
would include investments in NIH and 
FDA. Then one day they stopped talk- 
ing and instead started pushing a 
bunch of small, piecemeal bills through 
the committee, all without a single 
dime of new money for medical re- 
search, and then declared themselves 
the conquering heroes of medical inno- 
vation. 

Now, look, I support some of these 
bills. I helped write some of these bills. 
Others, like the Advancing Hope Act, I 
have serious concerns about. But with- 
out new funding for medical research, 
this bundle of bills will not move the 
needle on medical innovation. The Ad- 
vancing Hope Act is an example. I sup- 
port getting more transformative cures 
for pediatric rare diseases, but the Ad- 
vancing Hope Act doesn’t put a dime of 
additional money into medical re- 
search or approval—not one dime. This 
bill just hands drug companies vouch- 
ers so they can jump to the front of the 
line at the FDA. The drug companies 
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love it. Most of them have turned 
around and sold off their vouchers, 
sometimes for hundreds of millions of 
dollars. But the FDA has said there is 
no evidence this program is effective at 
incentivizing drug development for 
rare pediatric diseases. 

Who knows what breakthrough can- 
cer or Alzheimer’s treatment now 
takes longer to approve because some 
giant drug company uses a voucher to 
move something more lucrative but 
less important to the head of the line. 
I am not opposed to these vouchers 
under any circumstances, but without 
more, these vouchers cynically ask 
people with diabetes and people with 
breast cancer to fight the parents of 
children with rare pediatric diseases 
over who gets approved first. 

I want cures, and to get them, we 
need to put more money into the NIH 
so that we can cure more diseases. We 
need to put more money into the FDA 
so they can approve everything that is 
worth approving as quickly as possible. 

Senate Democrats have made their 
position clear. Whatever our views on 
these individual policies, we do not 
support moving piecemeal bills with- 
out a real, bipartisan agreement on 
new investments. Every Democrat on 
the HELP Committee has cosponsored 
a serious proposal to provide $50 billion 
in new mandatory NIH and FDA fund- 
ing. Republicans have put no proposal 
on the table—nothing. Chairman ALEX- 
ANDER said publicly that he understood 
the importance of getting this done, 
but it has been months and we have 
seen nothing. 

The supporters of this expiring 
voucher program want to extend it to 
the end of December. I am willing to do 
that. I will join Senator SANDERS in 
that. 

I believed Chairman ALEXANDER’S 
promise to work in good faith on a bi- 
partisan package that will actually fix 
medical innovation in this country. De- 
spite months of silence, I still believe 
it. I want to give him every oppor- 
tunity to keep that promise. 

If Republicans want to ignore the 
real problems here and play political 
games instead, if they want to cyni- 
cally use sick children and desperate 
moms in the runup to an election as a 
political football to avoid actually 
doing the right thing by these families, 
I cannot stop them, but I will not play 
along. 

We are losing an entire generation of 
scientists and researchers because Con- 
gress will not face the hard fact that 
medical research takes money. We are 
forfeiting cures and treatments that 
could help people all across this coun- 
try because Congress will not make the 
investments in basic research. We are 
losing our mothers, our fathers, our 
sons, and our daughters because Con- 
gress plays politics with people’s lives. 
I will not play along, and I will do 
every single thing I can to get the 
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funding we need to support real med- 
ical innovation in this country. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Tennessee. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. First, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I congratulate Senator CASEY and 
Senator ISAKSON for doing a terrific job 
of being excellent Senators and coming 
up with legislation a couple of years 
ago that has helped children. 

We have now heard from the only two 
U.S. Senators in the whole body, so far, 
who have voted against this bill this 
year. We have 22 members on our 
HELP Committee—Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions. We voted to ex- 
tend this bill another few years be- 
cause it has been so successful. The 
vote was 20 to 2. 

You just heard from those very elo- 
quent Senators. They don’t like Repub- 
licans, they don’t like drug companies, 
they don’t like billionaires, and they 
asked the question: Well, is anybody 
listening? 

I am listening. Whom do we care 
about? Let’s talk about these 7,800 chil- 
dren at St. Jude’s Hospital in Memphis. 
These are children who are very sick. 
Many of them will die prematurely. 
Every single one of them has free care 
at St. Jude’s Hospital thanks to the 
contributions of many people. 

This is what the doctors at St. Jude’s 
Hospital say about the proposal Sen- 
ator ISAKSON and Senator CASEY have 
made that has been in the law since 
2012 and received 20 votes in our com- 
mittee against the two votes of the 
Senators who are on the floor. 

St. Jude’s doctors who are taking 
care of these very sick children say: 

Priority vouchers (PRVs) provide a very 
powerful incentive to stimulate drug devel- 
opment in rare pediatric diseases. 

Does anybody care about these chil- 
dren in Memphis— 

These aren’t some people in Wash- 
ington, in bureaucracies. These are 
doctors caring for dying children. 

The doctors continue: 

These conditions often lack the market op- 
portunity to attract significant investment, 
or may present other significant develop- 
ment obstacles and costs that may deter in- 
vestment from biopharmaceutical compa- 
nies. 

We may not like drugmakers, but if 
we need new drugs for dying children, 
who is going to make the drugs if the 
drugmakers don’t make them? Some 
bureaucrat in Washington? Some com- 
mittee member of the Senate? No, no— 
someone who knows how to make 
drugs. 

This proposal that has been on the 
books for 5 years says that we will pro- 
vide an incentive to help these chil- 
dren. It has worked. We voted 20 to 2 in 
our committee—which is about equally 
composed of Democrats and Repub- 
licans—in favor of extending it. It is 
important for the American people to 
know that. 
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According to the doctors at St. 
Jude’s Hospital in Memphis—remem- 
ber, they have 7,800 very sick children 
they are caring for today. They say: 

We have witnessed strong evidence that 
the programs are working. 

The Isakson-Casey bill is working. 

Continuing: 

Support for the Voucher Program is key to 
facilitating access to new agents important 
to improving outcomes in pediatric cancers. 

We have considered this the way U.S. 
Senators are supposed to. We brought 
it up in our committee. We debated it. 
We had amendments when they were 
offered. We voted on it, and we voted 20 
to 2. 

The House of Representatives has 
also considered this legislation. It has 
enacted this. This would be part of our 
21st century cures legislation that we 
hope the entire Congress will approve 
before we leave at the end of the year, 
but the bill expires at the end of this 
month so we need an extension. 

Every day we delay creates more un- 
certainty in the marketplace and 
makes it less likely that some 
drugmaker is going to create a new 
drug to help these children. Now, we 
may not like drugmakers, some of us; 
we may not like markets, some of us; 
we may not like Republicans, some of 
us; we may not like billionaires, some 
of us, but if the drugmakers don’t 
make the drugs to help these children, 
who will do it? When we have an entire 
committee that has worked through 
this, I think it is very unfortunate that 
we don’t take the time to extend this 
for a period of time to create the kind 
of certainty we need. 

On the 21st century cures legislation 
the Senator from Massachusetts, a dili- 
gent Senator and a good member of the 
committee, talked about, apparently, 
she is not paying much attention to 
the work we are doing on the bill. It 
has been my top priority. I have 
worked on it daily with Senator MUR- 
RAY, the ranking Democrat. I have 
worked with the President and with 
the Vice President. We have a bill that 
the President of the United States 
would like us to pass because it ad- 
dresses precision medicine, his top pri- 
ority. 

This same bill addresses the Cancer 
MoonShot, the Vice President’s top 
priority. The Speaker of the House of 
Representatives is turning somersaults 
to try to find a way for us to be able to 
find the money for that, as well as 
opioids and other important projects 
we would like to fund. The majority 
leader of the Senate has said that if we 
are able to agree on this bill, it will be 
the most important bill we will pass 
this year. 

We are doing a very good job in our 
committee of getting to the point 
where we can actually turn something 
into law that the President, the Vice 
President, the Speaker of the House, 
and the majority leader would all like 
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to see happen. I thank Senator CASEY 
and Senator ISAKSON for their help in 
doing this. My hope is that we can 
work together, finish our work on this, 
and pass it shortly after we come back 
in November. 

My last point, regarding doing noth- 
ing on funding, is that I don’t know 
what budgets people are reading. Let’s 
stop and talk about this a little bit. 
Let’s talk about the Food and Drug Ad- 
ministration. 

According to Mercatus, in 2000, the 
FDA was funded at a little over $1 bil- 
lion. In 2015, that number is $4 billion. 
We are about to look into a series of 
agreements next year, which we will 
have a chance to vote on, that will add 
billions of new funding to the FDA. 

In our 21st century cures legislation, 
there are provisions to allow the Com- 
missioner of the FDA to recruit and 
hire more of the talented experts he 
needs—another reason we need to pass 
that bipartisan legislation. 

What about funding for research in 
the United States? According to the 
New England Journal of Medicine, 
today the United States—both through 
the government and through our phar- 
maceutical companies—spends nearly 
as much on biomedical research as all 
of Europe, all of Japan, and all of 
China combined. 

Let me say that again. 

According to the New England Jour- 
nal of Medicine, the United States of 
America—publicly and privately— 
spends nearly as much on biomedical 
research as all of Europe, all of Japan, 
and all of China, combined. In addition 
to that, I think the number is about $32 
billion that we now spend through the 
National Institutes of Health, mostly 
on biomedical research at major uni- 
versities. 

I try not to spend my time talking 
about Democrats. I notice my friends 
on the other side often say Republican, 
Republican, Republican. I get a little 
tired of that because we are working 
together to get something done, but we 
do have a Republican majority. Last 
year, it was under the Republican ma- 
jority that we added $2 billion to the 
National Institutes of Health. 

Senator BLUNT led that, but I want 
to give credit to Senator MURRAY, who 
is the ranking Democrat on that com- 
mittee, because without Senator MUR- 
RAY and Senator BLUNT, it wouldn’t 
have happened. But give Senator 
BLUNT credit for it, he happens to be a 
Republican, if we are being partisan 
about it. How much money is that? 
That is $20 billion over the next 10 
years. 

This year, the same committee, Sen- 
ator BLUNT of Missouri and Senator 
MURRAY of Washington, added another 
$2 billion for the National Institutes of 
Health. Over the next 10 years, that is 
$20 billion more dollars. We are up to 
$38 billion of new money for the Na- 
tional Institutes of Health over the 
next 10 years. 
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If anybody has been paying attention 
to anything I have said over the last 6 
months or any of the discussions I have 
been having with the President, the 
Vice President, and the House of Rep- 
resentatives in our committee, we have 
been talking about $6 billion, $7 billion, 
or $8 billion additional dollars for Can- 
cer MoonShot, for precision medicine, 
for the BRAIN initiative, for regenera- 
tive medicine, and for a number of 
things that need to be done. This is the 
most exciting time in biomedical re- 
search we have had. What I just added 
up was $20 billion, plus $18 billion, plus 
$6 billion or $7 billion. That adds up to 
$44-$45 billion of new dollars for the 
National Institutes of Health over the 
next 10 years. 

While it took bipartisan cooperation, 
let’s say it: We do have a Republican 
majority in the U.S. Senate, and that 
is our agenda. That is what we want to 
do. We just don’t talk about it in a par- 
tisan way because we usually get bet- 
ter cooperation and better results when 
we give credit to the other side, which 
Iam pleased to do. 

Maybe you don’t like drug compa- 
nies. Then who is going to make the 
drugs? 

We are not talking about drug com- 
panies today. We are talking about 
7,800 children who are very sick at St. 
Jude’s Hospital and receiving free care. 
Their doctors have told us that if we 
don’t pass the Isakson-Casey legisla- 
tion for several more years, we are 
going to make it less likely that these 
children will live—less likely that they 
will live. That is what we are talking 
about. 

We could have a big debate about 
drug companies. We can raise taxes on 
billionaires. We can talk about Repub- 
licans and Democrats. Let’s do that an- 
other day. Let’s get back to business. 
Let’s do our quiet work in a bipartisan 
way, which is the way we try to do it 
in our committee and we have done it. 
We have had 45 hearings. Forty-one of 
them have been bipartisan hearings 
where we have agreed on the witnesses. 
We get more results than about any- 
body, but we don’t get results by mak- 
ing speeches about each other and 
making speeches about subjects that 
aren’t the real subject of the day. The 
real subject of the day is 7,800 very sick 
children at St. Jude’s Hospital. 

Their doctors are telling us that if we 
don’t continue incentives that are al- 
ready working, according to these doc- 
tors, if we don’t provide more incen- 
tives to drugmakers to make the drugs 
for rare diseases that will keep these 
children alive, then we aren’t doing our 
job. 

I thank Senators ISAKSON and CASEY. 
By the end of the day, I hope we have 
accepted Senator SANDERS’s motion to 
extend the program until the end of the 
year. 

What I also hope is, when we come 
back in November, we will have an 
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agreement—as we are perfectly capable 
of doing—that begins to move treat- 
ments and drugs through the FDA 
more rapidly so they can get into the 
medicine cabinets and the doctors’ of- 
fices at a lower cost and more quickly; 
that we will have several more billion 
dollars of funding for the National In- 
stitutes of Health; that we will focus 
on the President’s Precision Medicine 
Initiative with some of that money, on 
the Vice President’s Cancer MoonShot 
with some of that money, on the 
BRAIN Initiative with some of that 
money; and that we will give each 
other a little bit of a pat on the backs 
for this past year, appropriating $20 
billion more over the next 10 years for 
NIH and putting another $20 billion in 
appropriations bills this year. 

I look forward to the end of the day, 
when hopefully Senator SANDERS’ mo- 
tion will be adopted and the Isakson- 
Casey program, which has worked so 
successfully for these children, will be 
extended for long enough to create 
enough certainty in the marketplace so 
drugmakers will make rare drugs to 
help these children live. Thank you. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
GARDNER). The Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, let me 
say to Chairman ALEXANDER, I cer- 
tainly look forward to working with 
him over the next several months to 
come up with a package that makes 
certain we do everything we can to 
cure childhood illnesses, which other- 
wise would be fatal, but that we also 
understand it is not just 7,800 beautiful 
kids in that hospital, but there are mil- 
lions of people in this country who are 
suffering today because they cannot 
even afford the medicine that is on the 
market at the same time as five drug 
companies—it is not a question of dis- 
liking drug companies. It is a question 
of fact. Five drug companies made $50 
billion in profits last year, charging 
our people, by far, the highest prices in 
the world for medicine. One out of five 
Americans who are sick cannot afford 
the medicine they need. 

An example, one small example, this 
is the chart of drug prices in the 
United States versus Canada, with 
EpiPen, which is on the front pages 
today. In the United States, it is $620; 
in Canada, it is $290. 

Why are we paying twice as much for 
the same product as a country 50 miles 
away from where I live? 

Crestor, for high cholesterol, is $730 
in the United States, $160 in Canada. 
Premarin, for estrogen therapy, is $421 
in the United States, $84 in Canada. 

Look, I have been around the country 
in the last year, and there are few 
Americans—very few—who do not un- 
derstand that the greed of the pharma- 
ceutical industry is causing terrible 
health problems for millions of people. 
I read some examples. There are people 
who are dying because they can’t af- 
ford the medicine they need. People are 
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cutting their pills in half, which should 
not be done. 

So I do look forward to working with 
Senator ALEXANDER in the next couple 
of months to see how we can, in fact, 
come up with legislation that begins to 
address one of the great health care 
crises facing this country, and that is 
the high cost of prescription drugs and 
the need to make medicine available to 
all of our people at an affordable price. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Tennessee. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I 
see other Senators on the floor who 
wish to speak, and I will let them do 
that. Maybe Senator CASEY wishes to 
conclude. 

I look forward to working with Sen- 
ator SANDERS. He and I have some dif- 
ferent points of view, which I guess is 
obvious, but we can talk about drug 
companies. We can talk about the fact 
that one drug company has spent $3 
billion since 1989 on Alzheimer’s and is 
about to offer to the American people a 
way, for the first time really, to pre- 
vent the progression of Alzheimer’s, we 
hope. This is public information cur- 
rently in clinical trials. Another drug 
company is about to offer, hopefully, 
medicine that may actually help Alz- 
heimer’s before the symptoms are 
shown, which would be terrifically im- 
portant in terms of the grief that we 
will avoid for Americans and the cost 
that terrible disease is causing. But 
that is $3 billion spent without any 
“profit” yet. That is what a market- 
place allows. Now, in marketplaces 
there can be abuses. My point of view 
is that, generally, what you want to do 
is have the most amount of competi- 
tion in the marketplace possible, and 
that is what we can talk about as we go 
forward. 

I don’t think we gain much when we 
give these speeches about Republicans 
and Democrats. I don’t think people 
like to hear it; maybe they do. I don’t 
give them, but I am doing it today just 
because I have heard so much of it 
from the other side. I don’t like it, 
frankly; I don’t like it at all. I mean, I 
never got a result by talking about my 
opponents’ political party. I never 
moved an education bill through with- 
out giving credit to the other side, and 
a genuine amount of credit. 

I didn’t mention that the President 
himself, with whom I am working on 
2lst century cures, proposed in his 
budget to cut the National Institutes 
of Health by $1 billion. I could come 
down here and say that. I could have 
gone to the committee hearing and 
said that. I never mentioned it in the 
hearing because my goal was not to 
embarrass the President or make a po- 
litical point. My goal was to see if we 
could find some consensus to move 
ahead at the most exciting time of bio- 
medical education. And 20 of the 22 of 
us voted for this bill. 

So I would like to ratchet down the 
partisan rhetoric. If people want to 
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point out the difficulties with drug 
companies and with the marketplace 
and with Republicans and billionaires, 
there is a time and place for that. But 
today we are talking about these chil- 
dren—the 7,800 children at St. Jude 
Hospital. Doctors have told us that if 
we extend the Isakson-Casey bill for a 
period of time to give enough certainty 
so that drug makers will make more 
drugs to deal with rare diseases, these 
children will live longer. And 20 of the 
22 of us agreed with that, and we would 
like to see it move forward. 

So I am delighted to work with the 
Senator from Vermont and the Senator 
from Massachusetts. I am glad we have 
a temporary solution that will take us 
through the end of the year, but that is 
not the best solution because it still 
provides a lot of uncertainty and will 
not do as good a job as the doctors say 
we should do. 

I thank the Chair, and I yield the 
floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, first of 
all, I want to thank my colleagues for 
being here today to debate these issues. 
I appreciate Senator ISAKSON’s work 
with us—Senators SANDERS, WARREN, 
and ALEXANDER. 

I think we agree on two things, be- 
lieve it or not. No. 1, both sides of the 
aisle here want to make progress as it 
relates to curing rare pediatric dis- 
eases. That is No. 1. I think there is 
agreement on that. No. 2, there is 
agreement to extend the existing pro- 
gram, which has already helped enor- 
mously to advance that first cause. We 
are in agreement to extend that until 
the end of the year. That is a bipar- 
tisan agreement. We will work out the 
details for that, and we will keep work- 
ing on these issues when we get back. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Minnesota. 

Mr. FRANKEN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Democrats 
control the next 30 minutes and the Re- 
publicans control the following 30 min- 
utes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

ST. CLOUD, MINNESOTA, STABBINGS 

Mr. FRANKEN. Mr. President, I rise 
today to discuss the Central States 
Pension Fund crisis and a proposal to 
address that, but before I do, I want to 
take a moment to talk about the hor- 
rific events that unfolded in St. Cloud, 
MN, this past weekend. 

The investigation is ongoing, but we 
know that last Saturday evening a 
man dressed in a security guard uni- 
form took to the Crossroads Mall in St. 
Cloud, MN, and senselessly stabbed 
nine people. Fortunately, they have all 
been treated and discharged. This was 
a heinous attack, and I hope that all 
the victims and their families know 
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that Minnesotans thinking of 
them. 

Mr. President, I also want to com- 
mend the actions of Jason Falconer, 
the off-duty police officer who bravely 
stopped the attacker before he could 
hurt anybody else. If it weren’t for 
him, we could have seen many more in- 
juries and even the loss of life. 

I also want to thank the St. Cloud 
police force and the police chief, Wil- 
liam Blair Anderson, who set an exam- 
ple of how to lead during a crisis. I also 
thank the first responders and the doc- 
tors and the nurses for taking care of 
the victims. 

This event has shaken the city of St. 
Cloud and our entire State. Such sense- 
less and hate-filled acts have no place 
in our society. Minnesota law enforce- 
ment and the FBI are investigating 
this event to see whether there were 
connections between the suspect and 
terrorist groups and what the motiva- 
tions of the attacker were. We are 
going to get to the bottom of what hap- 
pened. 

CENTRAL STATES PENSION FUND 


Now, Mr. President, I am pleased to 
be joined by my colleagues to highlight 
a very important issue, the multiem- 
ployer pension system, which is facing 
severe funding shortfalls, and what 
that means for hundreds of thousands 
of retirees who will get their pensions 
cut if these funds fail. 

Over the last year, a number of my 
colleagues came to the Senate floor to 
talk about protecting the pensions of 
the United Mine Workers of America, 
the miners who toiled for years in 
dark, dirty, and dangerous mines to 
power our country. I am pleased the 
Committee on Finance has now taken 
action to begin moving a bill to address 
that issue. 

But today we are here to talk about 
another group of retirees who face 
drastic pension cuts. The Central 
States Pension Fund provides pensions 
for 22,000 blue-collar workers in Min- 
nesota and nearly 400,000 nationwide. 
However, it faces a funding shortfall 
that means those retirees, including el- 
derly workers and widows and the dis- 
abled, could face draconian cuts in less 
than a decade if Congress fails to act. 

Mr. President, those who work hard 
and are promised retirement security 
ought to be able to retire with dignity. 
That is a promise Congress made in 
1974 when it enacted a law that guaran- 
teed pensions would not be reduced, 
and that is what workers thought they 
could count on after years of hard 
work. But now that promise may be 
broken. 

If we break that promise, workers 
like Ken Petersen of South St. Paul, 
MN, will face spending the rest of their 
lives in poverty. Ken spent 30 years 
driving trucks as a Teamster before he 
retired in 2003. If the Central States 
fund is allowed to fail, Ken and his 
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wife’s retirement plans will be shat- 
tered and they will face financial un- 
certainty for the rest of their lives. 

It is wrong for us to abandon the 
blue-collar Americans who earned a 
modest retirement after a lifetime of 
work, and I am not going to stand idly 
by while those workers have their re- 
tirement and their dignity taken away 
from them. 

My approach would be to close a tax 
loophole that no one defends. It is 
called carried interest and allows Wall 
Street bankers and private equity fund 
managers to pay lower tax rates than 
most of the Central States Pension 
Fund members who drive trucks for a 
living pay. Again, to be clear, no one 
defends this loophole—not Democrats, 
not Republicans, and neither of their 
Presidential candidates. And closing it 
is one way we could help make sure our 
retirees get the pensions they have 
earned. 

According to the Joint Committee on 
Taxation, this loophole will cost tax- 
payers $15.9 billion over the next 10 
years. That is enough to make sure 
Central States’ retirees are able to 
have a secure retirement, and I think 
is a much better use of that money 
than giving an indefensible tax break 
to a relatively small group of already 
very wealthy people. 

Here is how carried interest works. 
When most workers, such as those in 
the Central States fund, earn a pay- 
check, their income is subject to tax at 
ordinary income tax rates. But private 
equity fund managers have been claim- 
ing their income is different simply be- 
cause their job involves managing 
money. As a result, they pay taxes at 
the special low rate reserved for cap- 
ital gains even if they are risking no 
money of their own. The same is true 
for managers of hedge funds if, say, a 
stock their fund has held for a year— 
stock bought with their investors’ 
money—is sold for a profit. The man- 
ager gets a percentage of the profit, 
but they pay capital gains on that in- 
come even though they didn’t risk any 
of their money. 

People who worked hard—like those 
truck drivers—were guaranteed their 
pensions would be there. It is up to us 
to keep faith with those people by clos- 
ing this loophole. Again, no one de- 
fends this. 

Let’s not forget what happened on 
Wall Street less than a decade ago. 
Risky bets by hedge funds, private eq- 
uity funds, and big banks caused the 
biggest financial crisis of our lifetimes. 
And when that happened, Congress 
bailed out the banks with $700 billion 
of taxpayer money. 

Today, those banks and private eq- 
uity funds are back to business as 
usual, but retirees from funds like Cen- 
tral States, which was fully funded be- 
fore the financial crisis, haven’t re- 
ceived the same support. Instead, they 
are going to be facing devastating cuts 
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at times in their lives when they can 
least afford them. 

The hypocrisy is clear, but so far, my 
colleagues on the other side of the aisle 
haven’t been willing to propose real so- 
lutions to fix the pension crisis. In- 
stead, they are offering paper solutions 
that put the burden entirely on bene- 
ficiaries or simply kick the can down 
the road. 

We need a real solution, and that is 
going to require us to take a good look 
at our priorities. Do we want to con- 
tinue to subsidize Wall Street or do we 
want to help the hard-working men and 
women who dedicated their lives to 
driving our trucks, keeping us safe, and 
maintaining our roads? 

I think we need to acknowledge that 
Federal funds are going to be needed to 
keep the promises made to our retirees. 
Our Tax Code is riddled with loopholes 
that could be closed to fix this prob- 
lem, but let’s start with the most obvi- 
ous and absurd tax loophole. We should 
close the carried interest loophole that 
helps private equity fund managers and 
hedge fund managers, and invest that 
money in the hardworking Americans 
whose retirement is being threatened. 

I yield to Senator KLOBUCHAR. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Minnesota. 

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President, I 
rise today to also speak about the Cen- 
tral States Pension Fund, and I ac- 
knowledge my other colleagues speak- 
ing on it, Senator FRANKEN and Sen- 
ator BROWN as well as Senator WYDEN. 
I appreciate your being here, as well as 
the ranking member on the Finance 
Committee. 

ST. CLOUD, MINNESOTA, STABBINGS 

Mr. President, before I address that, I 
also want to address the horrific act of 
violence that occurred at the Cross- 
roads Center mall in St. Cloud. This is 
a mall that I have been to many times. 
It is a thriving mall. A lot of people in 
that area go there, and, in fact, their 
sense of safety was shattered that 
evening. There were 10 victims. At first 
they thought there were 9 victims, but 
a video showed there were 10. One is a 
pregnant woman who was nine months 
along. By some grace of God, no one 
was seriously injured, and no one died. 

It was terror that I don’t think any 
of us can imagine. People were there 
with their families shopping, and this 
happened. The first thing we know is 
that the mayor and the chief—Mayor 
Kleis, whom I have worked with for 
many years, a former Republican legis- 
lator who has been a very strong leader 
of this town, and Chief Anderson, who 
has been the chief there for many 
years—have shown that kind of 
strength in leaders that you would 
like. Immediately, they came out and 
explained to the community what hap- 
pened and told them the honest truth— 
that they were still gathering the 
facts. They got the FBI involved, and 
this is being investigated as a potential 
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act of terrorism. We still do not know 
all the facts. We hope to have them 
soon. Mostly, they were able to bring 
some calm to the community. They 
were shopping at the mall—I talked to 
the mayor last night—to show their 
citizens that they are not going to let 
this act of violence bring down their 
town. 

We are well aware that ISIS sent out 
a statement claiming some responsi- 
bility. We do not know if that is true. 
We do know that the FBI is inves- 
tigating any terrorist connections that 
this man has had, and we await the 
outcome of this investigation. 

The one thing we do know is that due 
to the courageous actions of the off- 
duty officer, Jason Falconer, lives were 
saved. Because of the good work of the 
first responders and the reaction of 
those present at the mall, lives were 
saved and no one died. This particular 
officer was there off-duty and had the 
presence of mind to come to the rescue 
of all these people, and we thank him 
for that. 

The last thing I would say about this 
is, talking to the mayor and having 
been in the community, I know how 
hard they have been working to bridge 
divides. There was a beautiful picture 
in the Star Tribune, and I am sure in 
the St. Cloud paper as well, about the 
rally of unity that they had in the 
community. They have now had two. 
One was in the college, and the Somali 
community spoke and strongly con- 
demned this violence in a way that was 
very heartfelt. 

This community is an important part 
of the fabric of life in our State and an 
important part of the fabric of life, as 
Senator FRANKEN knows, in St. Cloud. 
We will continue to work with them. 
We thank the mayor, the chief, Officer 
Falconer, and all those involved for 
their leadership. 

CENTRAL STATES PENSION FUND 

Mr. President, back to the issue of 
the Central States Pension Fund, I was 
pleased to see that the Finance Com- 
mittee addressed some retirement and 
pension issues today in their markup. 
We must also address the Central 
States Pension Fund. I believe that 
promises made are promises kept. 

The promise made to the workers in 
the multiemployer pension plans like 
those in the Central States Pension 
Fund is simple; that is, the pension 
that they have earned through their 
decades of hard work will be there 
when they retire. 

Saving for retirement is often de- 
scribed as a three-legged stool—Social 
Security on one leg, a pension on one 
leg, and personal savings on another. A 
stable and secure retirement relies on 
all three legs being strong, but some 
multiemployer pension plans are facing 
funding challenges that could weaken 
one of those legs. 

Over 10 million Americans partici- 
pate in a multiemployer pension plan 
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and rely on these benefits for a safe 
and secure retirement. Multiemployer 
plans are set up as part of a collective 
bargaining agreement between workers 
and many employers generally in one 
industry. 

The Central States Pension Fund is 
such a plan. It was established in 1955 
to help truckers save for their retire- 
ment. Today, the Central States Pen- 
sion Fund includes workers from the 
carhaul, tankhaul, pipeline, warehouse, 
construction, clerical, food processing, 
dairy, and trucking industries. 

About 70 multiemployer pension 
plans are facing funding challenges and 
do not have sufficient plan assets to 
pay all of the benefits promised. The 
Multiemployer Pension Relief Act was 
added to the Consolidated and Further 
Continuing Appropriations Act, 2015, in 
the House. I voted against the Multi- 
employer Pension Relief Act because I 
was concerned that this bill would lead 
to severe pension cuts for our retirees 
and, in fact, disproportionately impact 
certain workers in certain States, in- 
cluding Minnesota. 

I believe we need to work together to 
find solutions that maintain the sol- 
vency of these multiemployer pension 
plans without severely penalizing cur- 
rent retirees, active employees, and 
beneficiaries. I, too, am in favor of 
closing the carried interest loophole, 
and I appreciate my colleague’s work 
on this particular solution. 

Hundreds of thousands of partici- 
pants in the Central States Pension 
Fund still face the real possibility that 
their hard-earned pensions could be re- 
duced. As I noted, they are mostly in 
the Midwest. That is why it is called 
the Central States plan. This affects 
workers and retirees from these States: 
nearly 34,000 workers and retirees in 
Ohio, nearly 31,000 in Michigan, over 
21,000 in Minnesota, over 18,000 in Wis- 
consin, and nearly 1,500 in North Da- 
kota. In fact, seven of the top States in 
the Central States are Midwestern 
States. 

In September, 2015, Central States 
submitted a proposal to the Treasury 
to reduce pension benefits for workers 
and retirees. Treasury reviewed the 
proposal, which would have resulted in 
benefit cuts for over 270,000 retirees 
and workers. In May, the workers and 
retirees narrowly avoided these cuts 
when the Treasury Department—after 
going around the country listening to 
the workers and looking at the plan— 
rejected the proposal because they felt 
it did not meet the test under the act. 

That doesn’t mean this is over. It is 
far from over. The Central States Pen- 
sion Fund still faces insolvency by 2025. 
The current and future retirees could 
still face cuts. I voted against the act 
because I was concerned that under 
this act we might see exactly the kind 
of cuts that were proposed. What we 
saw were deep benefit cuts to our work- 
ers and retirees, and what we saw was 
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that the size of the potential cuts for 
the workers, retirees, and beneficiaries 
was not fairly distributed. 

Retirees who are 80 and older and dis- 
abled individuals were protected. That 
was the right thing to do. For everyone 
else, the possible cuts would leave 
them with a pension that did not re- 
ward their years of work. While many 
faced cuts of 30 percent, 40 percent, or 
even 50 percent, I think people would 
be shocked to learn that over 44,000 
people faced pension cuts of over 60 
percent and nearly 2,500 people faced 
possible cuts of over 70 percent. 

I do not believe that when my col- 
leagues voted for this, they thought 
they were actually voting for 70-per- 
cent pension cuts, but that actually is 
the result of that proposed plan. While 
we understand that there may be 
changes and that there may be more 
cuts, or some cuts, there must be a bet- 
ter way to do this than what was pro- 
posed. 

I heard from people across my State 
who were trying to figure out how they 
were going to make ends meet as they 
faced these drastic cuts. Michael from 
Shoreview wrote to me about how he 
was facing a possible cut of 40 percent. 
Thomas from Sandstone is 71 years old 
and, after paying into the Central 
States plan for 30 years, was facing a 60 
percent cut. Steve from Maple Grove 
wrote me to let me know that he is 69 
years old and is unable to return to 
work, but his pension would be cut by 
37 percent. 

Those are a few examples. Many of 
these people are in their 60s and 70s, 
and they should be able to secure in 
their retirement what they have 
worked for their entire lives. While we 
temporarily averted this with the pro- 
posal being rejected, we know it is not 
going to go away. The Central States 
Pension Fund filed its petition to re- 
duce pension benefits. Since then, an 
additional eight plans have also filed 
petitions. 

Congress needs to work together to 
find a bipartisan solution to help pen- 
sioners across Minnesota and our coun- 
try—people who depend on their pen- 
sions being there for them in their 
golden years. We owe it to all Ameri- 
cans who played by the rules and 
worked hard throughout their lives for 
a secure pension. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Oregon. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, how 
much time remains on the Franken- 
Klobuchar request to speak on this 
issue? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Ten min- 
utes remain. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I will be 
very brief. I know Senator BROWN feels 
very strongly about this, as well, so I 
am going to make a few remarks and 
leave time for him. I want to commend 
Senator FRANKEN and Senator KLO- 
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BUCHAR, who have talked to me about 
this issue many times. 

Today in the Finance Committee, 
with a significant bipartisan vote, we 
were able to pass the miners legislation 
to address the health care and retire- 
ment needs of those miners. As my two 
colleagues have pointed out, at its 
heart, this is the same emergency. 
Today it is the mine workers. Tomor- 
row it could be the truckers. The next 
day it could be the construction work- 
ers and the woodworkers in my part of 
the United States. As my colleagues 
have said, the reason that is the case is 
that for generations of Americans, get- 
ting a good-paying job came with a 
simple bargain: You worked hard, you 
earned a wage and benefits, and those 
benefits wouldn’t be taken away. 

Today, bit by bit, that bargain is 
crumbling. There are two points that I 
would touch on so that Senator BROWN 
can have some time, if his schedule 
permits. I think Senator KLOBUCHAR 
has made a very good point about how 
important it is that Congress address 
this issue because, with respect to 
troubled systems like Central States, 
Congress is partially responsible for 
creating the problem. 

As Senator KLOBUCHAR noted, 2 years 
ago Congress passed a bill—a bill that 
I was very much opposed to—the Multi- 
employer Pension Reform Act. It was 
slipped into a must-pass government 
funding package, and it gave a green 
light to slashing benefits in a lot of 
struggling multiemployer plans. In ef- 
fect, for a generation of workers, it 
said: Sorry, times have changed. The 
benefits that you earned are no longer 
going to be protected, and the weight 
of this economic transformation in 
America is going to fall on you. 

It wasn’t fair and it wasn’t practical. 
I certainly share the view of my col- 
leagues who said it was a good thing 
Treasury rejected the proposal that 
would have cut benefits earlier this 
year. Obviously we are going to have to 
take more steps to shore up the Pen- 
sion Benefit Guaranty Corporation, 
which is a financial lifeline for 10 mil- 
lion workers, and we are going to have 
to look at a variety of approaches. 

I very much share the views Senator 
FRANKEN spoke about, which Senator 
KLOBUCHAR supports as well, when he 
talked about this rotting economic car- 
cass known as the Federal Tax Code 
and how unfair it is to working fami- 
lies. My colleagues have just pointed 
out one example. 

Let me say that at the heart of the 
bipartisan tax reform proposals I have 
written over the last decade is my 
sense that we now have a tax code that 
really represents a tale of two systems. 
If you are influential and well con- 
nected, you can pretty much decide 
what kinds of taxes you are going to 
pay and when you are going to pay 
them. A fortunate few basically have 
that kind of opportunity. But the peo- 
ple my colleagues have been talking 
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about—for example, truckers—don’t 
have a tax code like that. Once or 
twice a month, those truckers have 
taxes extracted from their paychecks. 
They see it on their paychecks. There 
are no loopholes or anything that 
states about whether it is carried in- 
terest or derivatives or half a dozen 
other things; they just have their taxes 
extracted and there are no writeoffs or 
any kind of figuring out what you are 
going to pay and when you are going to 
pay it. It comes right off your pay- 
check. 

We have a lot of heavy lifting to do. 
Today, it seems to me that Congress 
began the task. I can tell my col- 
leagues that there is so much work to 
do to modernize these pension and re- 
tirement systems. 

Chairman HATCH agreed to a proposal 
that I made today to allow people to 
contribute to their IRAs after they are 
7042 years old. That proposal was 
adopted, as Senator FRANKEN may 
know, sometime in the early 1960s. I 
won’t pretend to be anywhere near as 
humorous as my colleagues, but I fi- 
nally said—I thanked Chairman HATCH 
for adopting my proposal that let’s 
people over 70% contribute to their 
IRAs because people are living longer 
and feeling better. It doesn’t seem that 
it makes much sense to have so many 
Senators and working Americans 
younger than the retirement laws that 
were adopted for a different time. 

We have a lot to do. First and fore- 
most, we have to shore up Central 
States. We will be looking at a variety 
of approaches on how to do that, and, 
as both of my colleagues have said, a 
fundamental part of what we are going 
to have to do is fix this broken tax sys- 
tem. 

When I start talking about the Tax 
Code as a rotting economic carcass, my 
wife always says: Will you just stop 
there, dear, because you are fright- 
ening the children? We have small chil- 
dren. The reality is, this Tax Code is 
infected with loopholes and the inver- 
sion virus. It just goes on and on. 

As my colleagues have said, it is not 
right for working families—particu- 
larly those who are depending on Cen- 
tral States pensions—to sort of hang in 
suspended animation, hoping that 
somehow there is going to be a piece of 
legislation that will pass through here 
so that they will get something resem- 
bling what they were promised—a dig- 
nified retirement based on the pension 
they earned. 

I commend my colleagues for doing 
this. This comes at the end of the day 
where at least we began the long push 
to pension reform with a successful bi- 
partisan effort on miners, but, as my 
colleagues have said, this work has just 
begun. 

I thank Senator FRANKEN and Sen- 
ator KLOBUCHAR for their commitment 
and their eloquence. 

I yield the floor. 
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Mr. FRANKEN. Mr. President, I sug- 
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak for up to 
10 minutes as in morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, it has 
now been 4 months since the U.S. 
Treasury did the right thing and re- 
jected the Central States Teamsters 
pension fund plan to cut the premiums 
they had earned through a lifetime of 
hard work. That was a win for all of us 
who urged Treasury to reject these 
cuts. Most importantly, it was a win 
for the thousands of retirees who 
worked so hard to protect what they 
had earned. However, that win did not 
solve the underlying issue. It was not 
even close to the end of this fight. It 
was the first necessary step. The Cen- 
tral States Pension Fund is still in the 
red and on a path where in a few short 
years it will be unable to pay out the 
benefits it owes to our retirees. 

If a pension fund is in bad shape, it is 
our job to fix it, not to break promises 
to Americans who have worked their 
whole lives to earn those pensions. 
This is retirement security these 
Teamsters have worked for, fought for, 
and sacrificed raises for. 

I remind my colleagues—especially 
those who spend much of their effort 
here fighting organized drives for 
unions, oppose any effort to strengthen 
unions, and attempt to pass legislation 
to weaken unions—that at the negoti- 
ating table time and time again since 
the Wagner Act passed 75 years ago, 
workers have given up wages in order 
to fund pensions and health care in 
their later years. That is good for 
them, it is good for their families, it is 
good for their communities, and it is 
good for our society because it means 
they are prepared in their older years 
and won’t rely on the State to keep 
them going. Of course, they still get 
Social Security and all of that, but 
they are prepared because they have 
given up wages today for benefits in 
the future. We should applaud them in- 
stead of criticizing the UAW, the 
Teamsters, and the steelworkers for 
their “legacy costs.” 

These are pensions that they gave up 
health care packages for and were 
promised they would earn over a life- 
time of hard work. Just ask Rita 
Lewis. She is a friend of mine from 
Westchester, OH, in southwest Ohio. 
She knows a thing or two about hard 
work. Her husband Butch worked as a 
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trucker for 40 years with the promise 
that the pension he earned would be 
there to care for his family after he re- 
tired. When the pension came under 
threat, he worked to protect it for him- 
self, his beloved Rita, and hundreds of 
thousands of other Teamsters. Rita has 
been left to continue Butch’s fight 
alone. He passed away on New Year’s 
Eve due to a stroke, which some have 
attributed, at least in part, to the 
stress he faced in fighting for his 
Teamster brothers and sisters in sup- 
port of their pensions. 

Butch told us that the cuts being 
forced on retirees amount to a war 
against the middle class and the Amer- 
ican dream, and he was right. That war 
has already claimed enough victims. 

We used to have a compact in this 
country that promised that if you work 
hard, play by the rules, and do what 
people expect you to do, you will be 
able to spend time with your grand- 
children and not worry about how to 
make ends meet. Workers have more 
than held up their end of the bargain. 
It is time for both parties to come to- 
gether and hold up our end before we 
leave town. 

This Senate, as we have heard repeat- 
edly, has not done its job. Under Lead- 
er MCCONNELL, this Senate has been in 
session less than any Senate in the last 
60-plus years. It is simply not doing its 
job. We are not doing what we should 
on Zika. We are not doing what we 
should on the coal miners’ pension. We 
are not doing what we should on Cen- 
tral States. We are not doing what we 
should to confirm a Supreme Court 
Justice. It will be the longest time 
since the Civil War that a Supreme 
Court spot has been vacant. 

We owe it to our constituents on this 
one and on others not to leave town 
but to support a bipartisan, long-term 
solution to protect the benefits they 
earned and they were promised. This 
fix needs to be sustainable from now 
into the future, not the piecemeal plan 
that addresses problems with current 
policy but does nothing to solve the 
underlying issues. 

Our Teamsters and their families 
need the peace of mind to know this 
nightmare is finally behind them. We 
need a plan that is bipartisan so we can 
get this done. 

I was encouraged this morning when 
we held a markup on a plan to deal 
with the mine workers’ pension, which 
is also under threat. We have had some 
good bipartisan work to find possible 
solutions to this crisis. We need the 
same spirit of cooperation on behalf of 
our Teamsters. 

My wife and I live in Cleveland, OH, 
in ZIP Code 44105. The ZIP Code where 
my wife and I live, in 2007, had more 
foreclosures in the first half in 2007 
than any ZIP Code in the United 
States. I drive through this neighbor- 
hood and there are still far too many 
homes boarded up, still far too many 
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families dislocated, still far too many 
children just pulled from one school 
district to another. 

The pages sitting here—I assume 
most of them have pretty stable lives, 
where they are able to go to school 
year after year with the same friends, 
same classrooms, same schools, same 
teachers, but think about it. What we 
all do on this floor we are all paid well 
for. We have good benefits. For some 
reason, we don’t think other Ameri- 
cans should have the same health care 
benefits we do, and that is a whole 
other issue. We don’t think enough 
about people who struggle, who might 
have their house foreclosed on, who 
might have been evicted. We don’t 
think about those kids who go from 
one school district to another. We 
don’t think about these Teamsters 
families. You are 65 years old and you 
are retiring. You have planned your 
life in a way that your Social Secu- 
rity—$1,100, $1,200 $1,300 a month—your 
retirement pension from the Team- 
sters, from Central State, you have cal- 
culated that. You know you are not 
going to be rich, but you are going to 
be comfortable enough, and you start 
having sleepless nights thinking about 
what is going to happen to your pen- 
sion. 

Lincoln used to say he wanted to get 
out of the White House. Staff said: 
Stay here. Win the war. Free the 
slaves. Lincoln said: No, I have to get 
out of the White House and get my 
public opinion baths. Pope Francis ex- 
horted his parish priests to go out and 
smell like the flock, with all the Bib- 
lical connotations of that. 

In this body, we don’t think very 
much. We don’t go enough to a labor 
hall or to a church basement or to a 
veterans hall and just sit there and lis- 
ten to people’s problems. 

The person who sat at this desk right 
before I did was Jay Rockefeller, the 
Senator from West Virginia. He used to 
go out by himself with no media and 
spend 2% hours speaking to the miners 
in West Virginia. He said: I learned to 
listen to them with soft nods and soft 
eyes, to really listen and look in their 
eyes and pay attention to what their 
lives were like. He was a Rockefeller 
and had no financial struggles, but he 
recognized he needed to talk to people 
who did. 

That is whom I want my colleagues 
to think about, not to go to another 
fundraiser at a fancy restaurant or 
spend their time at a country club in 
Dallas or wherever they live but in- 
stead start thinking about what these 
Teamsters’ lives are like, when they 
expected this pension and are not get- 
ting it. Think about these widows of 
mine workers, understanding that 
mine workers are more likely to die 
younger from illness or from dangerous 
work or from injury than most workers 
in this country and certainly younger 
than Senators. Think about those mine 
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workers’ widows who might lose their 
pensions because the Republican leader 
in this body doesn’t like unions and he 
doesn’t like the mine workers and he 
has blocked us from doing this. This is 
not personal. I was just on the stage 
with Senator MCCONNELL. He is a nice 
man. I like him, but he is not doing his 
job. The Senate is not doing its job to 
take care of these workers who have 
huge numbers of veterans among the 
Teamsters, a lot more than there are 
veterans in the U.S. Senate. 

We have a lot of work to do, and we 
shouldn’t be leaving here without 
doing our jobs. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. LEE). 
Without objection, it is so ordered. 

NOMINATION OF MERRICK GARLAND 

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, it 
has been 189 days since President 
Obama nominated a distinguished ju- 
rist, Merrick Garland, to the U.S. Su- 
preme Court. 

I know there are a lot of issues on 
people’s minds every day because they 
are working hard and taking the kids 
to school and putting food on the table 
and all of the hard work that goes on 
every day for families, and sometimes 
talking about the Supreme Court may 
seem a little abstract to people. I want 
to speak a little bit about why Ameri- 
cans should care, beyond the fact that 
we all care about the fact that we have 
three branches of government under 
our Constitution, and we need them all 
fully functioning. 

That was the point of our Founding 
Fathers, to make sure we had three 
functioning branches, and right now we 
have one that is not fully functioning. 
In fact, when they sit, starting October 
3, there is going to be a vacant chair 
because we will not have fulfilled the 
responsibility of the U.S. Senate of 
confirming someone for that ninth 
seat. 

Why does that matter to people? 
Well, over our lifetimes, great debates 
have gone on about quality education 
and equal access to schools regardless 
of where a child lives. It is very impor- 
tant not only for children and for fami- 
lies but for an economy that can func- 
tion and a country that can function. 

Very important decisions have been 
made that affect every neighborhood in 
America, every family in America. We 
have seen issues related to equality in 
the workplace and in housing and ac- 
cess to credit, if you want to buy a 
house or you want to start a business. 
We have seen a whole range of issues 
that directly affect all of us. Frankly, 
the third branch of government, as we 
know, is a check on us, a check on Con- 
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gress, and on the Presidency to make 
sure we have the watchdog looking at 
what we are doing from the lens of the 
U.S. Constitution and our Bill of 
Rights, and making sure we are all liv- 
ing up to that document that is the 
cornerstone of our country. 

So the Supreme Court matters. What 
happens matters. 

Years ago, in 1937—I don’t think any 
of us were here; if we were, we weren’t 
very old at that time—but there was a 
case called West Coast Hotel v. Par- 
rish. It happened in 1937. Elsie Parrish 
worked as a maid in Washington State 
and she sued to be paid the $14.50 a 
week she was owed under the Wash- 
ington State law. Her case made it all 
the way to the Supreme Court, and it 
was settled in a 5-to-4 decision. Obvi- 
ously, it was a very close vote, and 
without that majority, we wouldn’t 
have a minimum wage today. That was 
decided by the U.S. Supreme Court in a 
5-to-4 decision. 

Today we all understand that every- 
body who works hard every day ought 
to be able to be above the poverty line. 
I certainly believe that, and we cer- 
tainly have much to do to make sure 
our minimum wage keeps up, but if we 
didn’t have that case, people would 
have a much lower standard of living. 
We wouldn’t necessarily have a min- 
imum wage that sets a floor for every- 
one’s wages in America, as well as ad- 
dresses equal pay as it relates to wages 
across the country. 

There are so many ways in which the 
Court impacts our lives. We have had 
multiple health care decisions, cer- 
tainly, as it relates to the Affordable 
Care Act and whether we will have 
competitive health exchanges so people 
can purchase insurance at lower rates, 
and whether we are all in this together 
so that if we all have insurance, then 
we are able to have important policies 
fulfilled, such as no preexisting condi- 
tions, so that if you have cancer or 
your child has diabetes or you have had 
a heart attack or some other chronic 
disease, you can purchase health insur- 
ance. This is all tied up in implications 
from Court decisions that relate to 
health care, and multiple other deci- 
sions that relate to health care, and 
whether 20 million people who now 
have health care in our country would 
be having health care if it were not for 
a Supreme Court decision or decisions 
as it relates to health care policy. 

So workers and families across Amer- 
ica need nine Supreme Court Justices. 
We need to make sure that when Octo- 
ber 3 comes along and the picture is 
taken of the U.S. Supreme Court, there 
is not a vacant seat here. 

We have heard Justice Kagan, for ex- 
ample, who said: A tie does nobody any 
good. Presumably, we are here for a 
reason. They are there to resolve cases 
that need deciding and answer hotly 
contested issues that need resolving. 
They can’t do that with a tie vote. 
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The fact is, unfortunately, the Re- 
publican majority is refusing to even 
give Judge Garland a hearing despite 
the fact that he has been praised over 
the years by Members on both sides of 
the aisle for his integrity and his com- 
mitment to the judiciary. It makes one 
wonder why it is that this seat is being 
left open. There can be really only one 
conclusion, and that is that the seat is 
being left open for the Republican 
nominee, even though Republican col- 
leagues are stepping away at every 
turn from the comments made by the 
nominee and distancing themselves. 
They are basically saying: We think 
the Republican nominee should make 
that appointment. Even though he has 
no respect for the judiciary, they be- 
lieve he should be appointing the new 
Supreme Court Justice. That can be 
the only conclusion as to why we would 
see the majority waiting right now. I 
realize it makes no sense. We will see 
the third branch of government effec- 
tively go for a year, maybe more, with- 
out being able to fully function because 
of people not being willing to do their 
job because they are waiting to have 
Mr. Trump fill that seat. I find that 
embarrassing and extremely con- 
cerning for all of us. 

It is time for Senate Republicans to 
do their job. It is very simple. We all 
have a job to do. None of us would be 
able to just tell our employer that a 
major part of our job is something that 
we just don’t feel like doing for a year, 
so we are not going to do it. We could 
say that, but when I talk to people 
about that, they say: Yeah, chances are 
I would be fired. I certainly wouldn’t be 
paid if I didn’t do my job. Yet here, de- 
spite our constitutional responsibility 
to fill that spot, the Senate Republican 
majority is not doing its job. 

Doing our job doesn’t mean we have 
to vote yes. We can vote yes; we can 
vote no. You can vote yes or no in a 
hearing, yes or no on the floor. But we 
have a constitutional responsibility to 
consider a nominee from the President, 
to meet with him, to consider his 
record, to ask questions, to have a 
hearing, to have a vote, and then peo- 
ple can vote yes or no. You can vote 
yes or no, but we do have an obligation 
to vote. 

From my perspective, there is no way 
I can explain to people back home in 
Michigan why that seat has been left 
open for any valid reason, unfortu- 
nately, other than politics, and that is 
just not good enough when it comes to 
fulfilling our job and making sure the 
third branch of government can fully 
do its job. 

Mr. President, I am calling on the 
Republicans to hold a hearing. We still 
have time to hold a hearing, and we 
can hold a vote before we leave. This is 
a choice by the majority—a conscious 
choice—but there is time to hold a 
hearing and there is time to have a 
vote so that when October 1 comes, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


there will be the full nine U.S. Su- 
preme Court Justices sitting, ready to 
do their job. 

Do your job. That is what we need to 
have happen. 

Thank you, Mr. President. 

I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

SPECIAL IMMIGRANT VISA PROGRAM 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I 
have come to the floor today to once 
again urge that we extend the Special 
Immigrant Visa Program for Afghan 
interpreters who put their lives on the 
line while serving alongside Americans 
in Afghanistan. Unless we act, Con- 
gress is going to let this program lapse 
in just a matter of months. We will 
abandon thousands of Afghans who 
helped our men and women on the 
ground during the long conflict in Af- 
ghanistan. It is no exaggeration to say 
that this is a matter of life and death. 
Afghan interpreters who served the 
U.S. mission are being systematically 
hunted down by the Taliban, and we 
must not abandon them. 

The United States promised to pro- 
tect these Afghans, who served our 
mission with great loyalty and at such 
enormous risk. It would be a stain on 
America’s national honor to break this 
promise. It would also carry profound 
strategic costs. U.S. forces and dip- 
lomats have always relied on local peo- 
ple to help us accomplish our mission. 
We continue to need this assistance in 
Afghanistan. We need the support in 
other places in the future. So we have 
to ask why anyone would agree to help 
the United States if we abandon those 
who have assisted us in the past. That 
is exactly why the former commander 
of U.S. Forces in Afghanistan, GEN 
David Petraeus, and his predecessor, 
GEN Stanley McChrystal, have pleaded 
with Congress to extend the Afghan 
SIV Program. 

In a recent letter to Congress, more 
than 30 prominent generals, including 
Gen. John Allen, the former com- 
mander in Afghanistan; GEN George 
Casey, the former commander in Iraq; 
and two former Chairmen of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff, GEN Richard Myers and 
GEN Hugh Shelton, also urged the Con- 
gress to extend the program. 

In addition, our soldiers and marines 
are very interested in protecting the 
interpreters who served with them in 
Afghanistan. Many of them owe their 
lives to the interpreters who went into 
combat with them. 

In recent years, I have gotten to 
know former Army CPT Michael Breen. 
He is a Granite Stater who served with 
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the infantry in Iraq and led para- 
troopers in Afghanistan. He speaks 
with admiration about one interpreter 
in particular, an Iraqi woman in her 
early twenties named Wissam. On one 
occasion, Captain Breen and his sol- 
diers were at a small forward operating 
base in Iraq. A man approached them, 
frantically pointing to his watch and 
indicating an explosion with his hands. 
The Americans didn’t speak Arabic, so 
they couldn’t tell if the man was try- 
ing to warn them or threaten them. 
Wissam hurried toward Captain Breen 
to assist. Wissam was beloved by her 
American comrades, always cheerful 
and always willing to help. She lis- 
tened to the man and said that he was 
warning of an IED on the main road. 

Captain Breen later said: ‘‘A trusted 
interpreter can be the difference be- 
tween a successful patrol and a body 
bag.’’ He noted that every night he and 
his fellow soldiers would hunker down 
in their heavily guarded perimeter, but 
Wissam would leave the compound and 
go home. One evening after she left the 
American compound, three gunmen 
ambushed her car. She was killed—one 
more interpreter who paid the ultimate 
price for serving the American mission. 

Captain Breen later said: One day 
there will be a granite monument with 
the names of all the American service- 
members who died in Iraq and Afghani- 
stan. Wissam deserves to have her 
name on that monument because she 
took great risks and gave her life while 
serving the United States. 

As many of our colleagues know, the 
SIV Program allows Afghans who sup- 
ported our mission and faced grave 
threats as a result to seek refuge in 
America. To be eligible, new applicants 
must demonstrate at least 2 years of 
faithful and valuable service on the 
ground with Americans. To receive a 
visa, they must also clear a rigorous 
screening process that includes an 
independent verification of their serv- 
ice and then an intensive interagency 
security review. 

A typical example is an Afghan inter- 
preter who served with U.S. forces from 
2008 to 2015. Because he is in danger, I 
am not going to use his name. Last De- 
cember, he was gravely wounded in an 
IED attack that robbed him of one eye 
and it destroyed his vision in the other. 
He applied for a special immigrant visa 
after being wounded, and he is in the 
early stages of the interagency vetting 
process. But unless Congress acts, 
there may not be a visa available for 
him once he completes that vetting. 

We know that the service of these in- 
dividuals has been critical to our suc- 
cesses in Afghanistan. In some cases 
recipients of special immigrant visas 
have continued to serve the U.S. mis- 
sion after arriving in this country. One 
promptly enlisted in the U.S. Armed 
Forces and later worked as a cultural 
adviser to the military. Another grad- 
uated from Indiana University and 
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Georgetown. He has worked as an in- 
structor at the Defense Language Insti- 
tute. A third, who worked as a senior 
adviser in the U.S. Embassy, now 
serves on the board of a nonprofit, 
working to promote a safe and stable 
Afghanistan. 

These many contributions help ex- 
plain why senior U.S. commanders and 
diplomats have urged Congress to ex- 
tend the Afghan SIV program. Appear- 
ing last week at a Senate Armed Serv- 
ices Committee hearing, Army Chief of 
Staff GEN Mark Milley added strong 
support. Speaking of Afghan inter- 
preters he said: ‘‘Those are brave men 
and women who have fought along our 
side and there are American men and 
women in uniform who are alive today 
because a lot of those Afghans put 
their lives on the line.” 

At that same hearing, Marine Corps 
Commandant Gen. Robert Neller also 
stressed the importance of the program 
and the need for Congress to extend it. 
Their view is shared by our senior dip- 
lomats. 

Ambassador Ryan Crocker, who 
served in Afghanistan from 2011 to 2012 
recently wrote: 

Taking care of those who took care of us is 
not just an act of basic decency; it is also in 
our national interest. American credibility 
matters. Abandoning these allies would tar- 
nish our reputation. 

Well, I agree. Indeed, I think there is 
overwhelming bipartisan support in 
both houses of Congress for extending 
the Afghan SIV program. Yet, because 
of the opposition of a handful of Mem- 
bers, Congress, by default, could allow 
this program to expire in a matter of 
months. This would put in jeopardy the 
lives of thousands of Afghans who have 
served alongside our fighting forces. 

Make no mistake, it would also jeop- 
ardize our reputation as a country that 
keeps its promises and stands by those 
who assist our missions. In past years, 
Senators have overwhelmingly sup- 
ported the authorization of additional 
special immigrant visas for Afghan in- 
terpreters. 

On both sides of the aisle, we have 
agreed that it is important to make 
good on our promise to these Afghan 
allies. But sadly, this year has been dif- 
ferent. Several Members have objected. 
It is evident to me that the anti-immi- 
gration passions that have been stoked 
during this Presidential campaign by 
Donald Trump have contributed to this 
impasse. 

The irresponsible rhetoric about im- 
migrants is offensive to American val- 
ues and it ignores what makes America 
great. Across nearly four centuries, im- 
migrants have brought their energy 
and talents to our country, building 
the most successful and dynamic econ- 
omy on Earth. 

Our Nation has always been wel- 
coming to immigrants. In fact, all of us 
here are immigrants, unless we are Na- 
tive Americans. We should be espe- 
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cially welcoming to those who served 
alongside American soldiers and ma- 
rines in combat and have been so essen- 
tial to carrying out our mission in Af- 
ghanistan. 

The Iraq and Afghan Veterans of 
America and other organizations rep- 
resenting hundreds of thousands of vet- 
erans of the U.S. Armed Forces re- 
cently addressed a letter to Members of 
Congress. In that letter, they respect- 
fully but forcefully urged Congress to 
reauthorize the special immigrant visa 
program. 

I want to quote from this letter, be- 
cause I think it reflects the words of 
these American veterans: 

Military service instills in a person certain 
values: Loyalty. Duty. Respect. Honor. In- 
tegrity. . . . Breaking our word directly vio- 
lates these values. Many of us can point to a 
moment when one of our foreign allies saved 
our lives—often by taking up arms against 
our common enemies. ... Since our first 
days in boot camp, we accepted and prac- 
ticed the value: ‘leave no one behind.” Keep 
our word. Don’t leave anyone behind. 

If we fail to extend the SIV program, 
Congress will have one more oppor- 
tunity and only one more opportunity 
this year. That opportunity will come 
in the session following the election. 

We must seize this opportunity to do 
the right thing for our country and for 
the Afghan interpreters whose lives are 
at risk. We would never leave an Amer- 
ican warrior behind on the battlefield. 
Likewise, we must not leave behind the 
Afghan interpreters who served side by 
side with our warriors and diplomats. 
We made a solemn promise to these 
brave people. I am going to do every- 
thing I can to ensure that we keep this 
promise. 

I urge my colleagues, when Congress 
returns in November, to join me on a 
bipartisan basis for a program that has 
had bipartisan support. We can extend 
the Afghan Special Immigrant Visa 
Program. We must do that. It is in our 
national security interests to keep this 
promise that we have made. 

I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. LEE. Mr. President, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
TILLIS). Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 


EE 


MORNING BUSINESS 


Mr. LEE. Mr. President, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the Senate be in a 
period of morning business, with Sen- 
ators permitted to speak therein for up 
to 10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
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DIXON POLICE DEPARTMENT SAFE 
PASSAGE INITIATIVE 


Mr. DURBIN. In the last 2 years, I 
have spoken with so many Illinoisans 
about the heroin and prescription 
opioid epidemic. I have heard many dif- 
ferent perspectives, including those 
from law enforcement, health care pro- 
viders, criminal justice systems, the 
pharmaceutical industry, Federal over- 
sight agencies, parents, loved ones, and 
recovering addicts. 

I have learned that there is no town 
too small and no suburb too wealthy to 
avoid this crisis of addiction and over- 
dose. Opioids and heroin are affecting 
communities all across the country. 

Last November, I travelled to Dixon, 
IL, to learn about their work to com- 
bat the scourge of prescription opioid 
misuse. That is where I met chief of po- 
lice Danny Langloss of the Dixon Po- 
lice Department, who is leading an in- 
novative effort with the Lee County 
Sherriff’s Department to address this 
problem. 

Chief Langloss told me that the town 
had experienced a spike in opioid over- 
dose deaths, which was quite uncom- 
mon for the area. As a result, the 
Dixon Police Department launched a 
new plan, one that was unconventional 
for law enforcement, but had proven to 
be effective in other parts of the coun- 
try. 

They started the Safe Passage Initia- 
tive, a program that promotes treat- 
ment alternatives to arrest and incar- 
ceration. The police department put 
the word out that, if residents suffering 
from addiction came forward for help 
and turned in their drug paraphernalia, 
they would be assisted in finding addic- 
tion treatment rather than being ar- 
rested, so long as they did not have 
outstanding warrants. This program is 
a model for other communities. It em- 
bodies the public health approach to 
this epidemic that views substance 
abuse as a disease and not purely a 
criminal matter. 

Well, what has happened? Imme- 
diately after the announcement, the 
police department had dozens of resi- 
dents come forward, asking for help. 
They were provided with social services 
and rehabilitation options. Since the 
program’s initiation, the Dixon Police 
Department has helped to place more 
than 100 individuals into treatment. 
This is quite the cause for celebration, 
especially in a small, rural community 
where it can be incredibly difficult to 
find open treatment slots. Months 
later, many of these local residents are 
now clean and on the path toward re- 
covery. 

What else has happened? Crime is 
down, and the jail cells are not nearly 
as full as they once were. Rather than 
arresting addicts for petty crimes that 
feed their addictions, they are being 
steered towards long-term help. 

Today I would like to celebrate the 1- 
year anniversary of this program and 
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commend the Dixon Police Depart- 
ment, Chief Danny Langloss, and their 
partners in the treatment and advo- 
cacy community who have helped to 
make this program a success. The pro- 
gram has now expanded to multiple 
neighboring counties, including 
Whiteside County and Livingston 
County. When we talk about this 
opioid epidemic and the need for all 
stakeholders to step up and do their 
part, the Safe Passage Initiative is a 
worthy effort that is helping to turn 
the tide. 

Today there is a network of more 
than 145 police departments and 300 
treatment centers that are taking this 
commonsense approach to addressing 
the opioid crisis. 

It is true that real barriers remain. I 
know that the Dixon Police Depart- 
ment struggles at times to find avail- 
able beds for individuals that come for- 
ward to their program. And that is why 
I am working to expand access to ad- 
diction treatment by removing an old 
Medicaid rule, known as the IMD ex- 
clusion, which will help more people 
get the care they need. I am also work- 
ing to increase funding for treatment 
centers and have succeeded in changing 
Federal regulations so that more indi- 
viduals can receive effective treatment 
services. 

Across our Nation, there are an aver- 
age of 77 drug overdose deaths each 
day. In Illinois, we experienced ap- 
proximately 1,700 heroin and prescrip- 
tion opioid overdose deaths in 2014, a 29 
percent increase from 2010. With the 
leadership of the Dixon Police Depart- 
ment and the dedication of its part- 
ners, we will help make a difference for 
those suffering from addiction. I con- 
gratulate them on the 1-year anniver- 
sary of the Safe Passage Initiative and 
look forward to greater success and ex- 
pansion across the State in the future. 


EE 
TRIBUTE TO ROBERT JORDAN 


Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, Sunday, 
September 25 marks the end of an era. 
After 43 years of covering the news in 
Chicago, Robert Jordan will officially 
anchor his last newscast on ‘‘Chicago’s 
Very Own” WGN 9. Mr. Jordan, an At- 
lanta native, is unique in journalism. 
Instead of moving from market to mar- 
ket, he landed with WGN in 1973 just 3 
years into his career and never left the 
city. Outside of a 2-year stint as a Mid- 
west correspondent for CBS, Mr. Jor- 
dan was a WGN fixture. 

Mr. Jordan has enjoyed a reputation 
of being a serious anchor and reporter 
while maintaining a sense of humor for 
the lighter moments. Since 1995, Mr. 
Jordan has been coanchoring the week- 
end newscasts with Jackie Bange. 
Video of their secret handshakes dur- 
ing commercial breaks has gone viral, 
with one such clip earning more than 7 
million views on YouTube. 

In 2014, Mr. Jordan was named as the 
first journalist-in-residence for the 
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University of Chicago’s Careers in 
Journalism, Arts, and Media program. 
At the time of announcement, Mr. Jor- 
dan told an industry reporter that he 
was ‘‘eager to work with young jour- 
nalists and help guide them at this 
challenging time in our profession.” 
There is no doubt those students had a 
tremendous opportunity to learn from 
one of the best, but those students 
weren’t the first to learn from Mr. Jor- 
dan. His daughter Karen followed in his 
footsteps and now is a news anchor at 
WLS 7 in Chicago. Mr. Jordan’s son-in- 
law Christian Farr is a reporter at 
WMAQ 5, so delivering the news to mil- 
lions of viewers in Chicago truly has 
become the family business. 

Mr. Jordan’s work in education was a 
natural fit for a man who earned a 
Ph.D. in philosophy of education with a 
minor in ethics from Loyola University 
Chicago in 1999 after receiving degrees 
from Northeastern Illinois University 
and Roosevelt University. 

Before he picked up a microphone, 
Mr. Jordan served our Nation as a sur- 
gical assistant in the U.S. Army. He 
continues to serve through his role on 
the boards of several community orga- 
nizations. 

With retirement providing some free 
time on the weekends, Mr. Jordan said 
he plans to go to fun events with his 
wife, Sharon, that he missed out on 
while working. He is also going to con- 
tinue his work with the Greater Illi- 
nois Chapter of the Alzheimer’s Asso- 
ciation on a unique program called the 
Memory Preservation Project. Mr. Jor- 
dan interviews people who are newly 
diagnosed with Alzheimer’s for the 
project and creates a video of cherished 
family memories before the wretched 
disease robs victims of their ability to 
recall events in detail. With a new per- 
son being diagnosed with Alzheimer’s 
every 67 seconds, there are many fami- 
lies affected by this terrible disease. 

Mr. Jordan has promised to turn up 
from time to time when WGN needs 
him to fill in for a colleague, but Sun- 
day is truly the end of an era in Chi- 
cago journalism. 

I wish a happy retirement to one of 
‘“‘Chicago’s Very Own,” Robert Jordan. 


EE 


VERMONT PRIDE RETURNS AN 
ICONIC BUILDING HOME 


Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, Ver- 
monters have long believed that the 
preservation of our history, from build- 
ings to manuscripts to celebratory tra- 
ditions, inform the present and future 
as much as they honor the past. Last 
month, the people of Orleans County, 
in Vermont’s rural Northeast Kingdom, 
came together to restore an historic 
school house to its original location. 
What makes this story all the more re- 
markable is that the physical journey 
to return the schoolhouse was under- 
taken by a team of 40 oxen assembled 
by residents and chapters of the 4-H. 
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It was Alexander Twilight’s vision, as 
headmaster of the school, to have a 
central school in every Vermont coun- 
ty that would bring together and edu- 
cate Vermont’s students from neigh- 
boring towns. 

Born and raised in Corinth, VT, Alex- 
ander Twilight studied at Middlebury 
College and became the first African 
American known to have graduated 
from a U.S college or university. An 
active community member, Twilight 
was not only an educator, but also 
served as a local minister and politi- 
cian. 

In Vermont, we take great pride in 
being a forward-thinking State. This 
progressive nature dates back to the 
mid-1800s, pre-American Civil War, 
when the town of Brownington in Orle- 
ans County was an intellectual hub in 
New England. Twilight, and his beloved 
Orleans County Grammar School, have 
become a symbol of these times. 

The recent move of the schoolhouse 
by the pulling of a team of oxen, 
coaxed on by area children as they 
walked beside the team, would surely 
have delighted Mr. Twilight. I ask 
unanimous consent that an August 2, 
2016, article from The Burlington Free 
Press, ‘‘1823 school to move by oxen to 
original site,’’ be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From the Burlington Free Press, 
Aug. 2, 2016] 
1823 SCHOOL To MOVE BY OXEN TO ORIGINAL 
SITE 
(By Sally Pollak) 

An 1823 schoolhouse will be returned to its 
original site Monday when 40 oxen pull the 
Orleans County Grammar School one-third 
of a mile down Hinman Settler Road in 
Brownington. The journey by oxen will take 
the school from Brownington village to a 
neighborhood of historic and educational sig- 
nificance. 

The school will return to its place near the 
Old Stone House Museum, a four-story build- 
ing that was constructed in 1836 to be the 
school dormitory. The granite dormitory, 
called Athenian Hall, was built by Alexander 
Twilight, who served as the school’s head- 
master from 1829 until a stroke in 1855. Twi- 
light died two years later. 

Twilight, who was black, grew up in Cor- 
inth and graduated from Middlebury College 
in 1823. He was the first African American 
person to graduate from a college or univer- 
sity in this country, according to Middlebury 
and other sources. 

“Alexander Twilight actually imagined 
that this was going to become a big center of 
learning,” said Peggy Day Gibson, director 
of the Old Stone House Museum. ‘‘When he 
built the Old Stone House as a dorm in 1836, 
I think he envisioned that this was the first 
big building. He felt that a central school, a 
really good institution in every county, was 
the way to go.” 

The school fell into disuse after the Civil 
War, the school’s account book indicates. It 
appears the school did not operate from 1865 
until 1870, Gibson said. By then, it had 
moved from its location at Prospect Hill into 
the village center, Gibson said. 
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“It was more convenient”? to have the 
school in the village, Gibson said. The relo- 
cation was in keeping with a trend to de-cen- 
tralize education, a movement that was op- 
posed by Twilight when he served in the 
Vermont Statehouse, according to Gibson. 

Twilight’s election to the Vermont Legis- 
lature in 1836, representing Brownington, 
made him the nation’s first black elected of- 
ficial. 

“Alexander Twilight thought education is 
better served if you have a very high quality 
central school,” she said. 

But local towns, including Barton, 
Craftsbury, Derby and Glover, began to es- 
tablish their own schools. ‘‘One by one these 
towns got their own schools,” Gibson said. 
“They took back their kids and their tax 
money.” 

STUDENTS FROM BROWNINGTON AND BEYOND 


In Twilight’s life, Orleans County Gram- 
mar School educated students from 
Brownington, surrounding farm towns, and 
Quebec. The dormitory housed 50 students, 
boys and girls. Twilight and his wife, Mercy 
Twilight, housed 11 female students on the 
top floor of their house across the way. 

Students moved to the grammar school 
after attending one room schoolhouses in 
their villages through eighth grade. Under 
Twilight’s direction, Orleans County Gram- 
mar School taught students from grades nine 
through the first two years of college. The 
school offered classes in Greek, Latin, trigo- 
nometry, physics, chemistry and other sub- 
jects, Gibson said. 

As its curriculum expanded, Twilight saw 
the need for a dormitory—a building that 
bears a striking resemblance to Painter Hall 
at Twilight’s alma mater. The building, 
which opened as a museum in 1925, has Twi- 
light’s signature on the back of a fourth- 
floor door. 

Twilight was a teaching principal who also 
served as minister of the Brownington Con- 
gregational Church. Services were held on 
the second floor of the school before a church 
was built in 1841. The church and the school 
(in its original site) were on either side of 
the town green. 

Moving the school back to this place will 
enable the historical society to tell the story 
of a region more fully and accurately, Gibson 
said. 

“There has always been this desire of the 
Orleans County Historical Society—which 
owns and manages the museum—to try to 
get the neighborhood back to its (original) 
configuration,” Gibson said. ‘‘To tell the 
story, the history, it will be great to have 
the school back here.” 

The enclave of historic buildings in 
Brownington includes the former home of 
Samuel Read Hall, a colleague of Twilight’s 
at Orleans County Grammar School. Hall 
taught at the school and was, according to 
Gibson, the country’s first teacher-educator. 

Hall founded the first teacher training 
school, which was in Concord. He was the au- 
thor of the first training manual for teachers 
published in this country, ‘‘Lectures on 
School Keeping,” Gibson said. Hall suc- 
ceeded Twilight as headmaster. 

(The museum purchased Hall’s house in 
2005, and restored it in 2008. It is used for a 
variety of events, including on Monday a 
barbecue for the oxen teamsters.) 

“This was a really happening, intellectual 
vibrant neighborhood, all built during the 
1820s and 1830s,” Gibson said. “It was a cen- 
ter of progressive education in New England. 
This was the main road, the stage route, be- 
tween Boston and Montreal, and this is what 
was happening.” 
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TOWN GIVES SCHOOL TO HISTORICAL SOCIETY 

Last year at Town Meeting, the people of 
Brownington voted to give the grammar 
school to the Orleans County Historical So- 
ciety, according to Gibson and the town 
clerk. 

Terms of the gift include the building’s 
continued function as a community gath- 
ering place. The Brownington Grange, for ex- 
ample, has met on the second floor of the 
building since 1874, and will continue to do 
so at the new site, Gibson said. 

With the addition of the school, Orleans 
County Society Historical Society now owns 
seven historical buildings in Prospect Hill, 
built from 1823 to 1841. The Brownington 
neighborhood is on the National Register of 
Historic Places, Gibson said. 

The 40 animals that will move the school 
Monday come from 4-H groups in Randolph 
and North Haverhill, New Hampshire, and 
from local residents, Gibson said. 

Messier House Moving from East Montpe- 
lier will move the building onto the road. 
The oxen will get hitched to the old school, 
and start walking. 

“Tf the oxen can pull it up the road, it will 
be smooth as silk,” she said. ‘‘This is per- 
formance art.” 


EE 
S.J. RES. 39 


Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, despite 
my longstanding concerns about Saudi 
Arabia’s record on human rights, and 
political and religious liberties, this 
resolution of disapproval would under- 
mine America’s relationship with a key 
security partner in the Middle East 
while doing nothing to address critical 
threats in the region. The Obama ad- 
ministration’s disastrous nuclear deal 
and ransom payments to Iran have 
emboldened the regime’s leaders to sow 
discord and instability in the Middle 
East, undermining the trust of our 
Sunni Arab partners, including Saudi 
Arabia. In its quest for regional hegem- 
ony, Iran is attempting to encircle 
Saudi Arabia by supporting operations 
in Iraq, Lebanon, Syria, and Yemen; 
yet this resolution does not address 
Iran’s role in any of these conflicts, in- 
cluding Yemen, where Houthi elements 
have forced the elected government 
from Yemen’s capital. This conflict is 
hindering our ability to combat ISIS 
and al Qaeda in the Arabian Peninsula. 

I urge the Saudi-led coalition to 
make every effort to protect civilians 
in Yemen, and I urge the Obama ad- 
ministration to continue assisting the 
coalition in limiting civilian casualties 
through targeting and other measures. 
But Iran must cease its direct and indi- 
rect support for those causing chaos 
and instability in Yemen. Rather than 
empowering our partners and standing 
up to our enemies, this resolution 
would send the wrong message at a 
time when our partners are already 
doubting American commitment and 
resolve. 


EEE 
VOTE EXPLANATION 


Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I was 
necessarily absent for the rollcall vote 
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on passage of H.R. 5985 due to my ap- 
pointment by President Obama as rep- 
resentative to the 7lst Session of the 
General Assembly of the United Na- 
tions. I am in full agreement with the 
Senate’s unanimous approval to extend 
expiring authorities of the Department 
of Veterans Affairs. Had I been present, 
I would have joined my colleagues in 
voting yea. 


a 


ARMS SALES NOTIFICATION 


Mr. CORKER. Mr. President, section 
36(b) of the Arms Export Control Act 
requires that Congress receive prior no- 
tification of certain proposed arms 
sales as defined by that statute. Upon 
such notification, the Congress has 30 
calendar days during which the sale 
may be reviewed. The provision stipu- 
lates that, in the Senate, the notifica- 
tion of proposed sales shall be sent to 
the chairman of the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee. 

In keeping with the committee’s in- 
tention to see that relevant informa- 
tion is available to the full Senate, I 
ask unanimous consent to have printed 
in the RECORD the notifications which 
have been received. If the cover letter 
references a classified annex, then such 
annex is available to all Senators in 
the office of the Foreign Relations 
Committee, room SD-423. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

DEFENSE SECURITY 
COOPERATION AGENCY, 
Arlington, VA. 
Hon. BOB CORKER, 
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Relations, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Pursuant to the re- 
porting requirements of Section 36(b)(1) of 
the Arms Export Control Act, as amended, 
we are forwarding herewith Transmittal No. 
16-46, concerning the Department of the Air 
Force’s proposed Letter(s) of Offer and Ac- 
ceptance to the Government of Japan for de- 
fense articles and services estimated to cost 
$1.9 billion. After this letter is delivered to 
your office, we plan to issue a news release 
to notify the public of this proposed sale. 

Sincerely, 
JAMES WORM 
(For J.W. Rixey, Vice Admiral, 
USN, Director). 
Enclosures. 
TRANSMITTAL NO. 16-46 

Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of 

Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the 

Arms Export Control Act, as amended 

(i) Prospective Purchaser: Government of 
Japan. 

(ii) Total Estimated Value: 

Major Defense Equipment* $1.5 billion. 

Other $0.4 billion. 

Total $1.9 billion. 

(iii) Description and Quantity or Quan- 
tities of Articles or Services under Consider- 
ation for Purchase: The Government of 
Japan requested the sale of four (4) KC—46 
aerial refueling aircraft. Each aircraft is 
powered by two (2) Pratt & Whitney Model 
4062 (PW4062) Turbofan engines. The sale in- 
cludes one (1) additional spare PW4062 en- 
gine. Each aircraft will be delivered with 
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Global Positioning Satellite (GPS) capa- 
bility and defensive systems installed plus 
spares, to include: Raytheon’s ALR-69A 
Radar Warning Receiver (RWR), Raytheon’s 
Miniaturized Airborne GPS Receiver 2000 
(MAGR 2K) to provide GPS Selective Avail- 
ability Anti-Spoofing Module (SAASM) capa- 
bility, and Northrop Grumman’s AN/AAQ- 
24(V) Large Aircraft Infrared Counter- 
measures (LAIRCM) Nemesis (N) system. 
Each LAIRCM system consists of the fol- 
lowing components: three (3) Guardian Laser 
Terminal Assemblies (GLTA), six (6) Ultra- 
Violet Missile Warning System (UVMWS) 
Sensors AN/AAR-54, one (1) LAIRCM System 
Processor Replacements (LSPR), one (1) Con- 
trol Indicator Unit Replacement, one (1) 
Smart Card Assembly, and one (1) High Ca- 
pacity Card. 

Major Defense Equipment (MDE): 

Four (4) KC-46 Aircraft including one (1) 
spare PW4062 turbofan engine. 

Twelve (12) MAGR 2K-GPS SAASM Receiv- 
ers. 

Five (5) AN/ALR-69A RWR Systems. 


Sixteen (16) GLTA AN/AAQ-24 (V)N; in- 
cludes four (4) spares. 
Thirty-six (36) UVMWS AN/AAR-54; in- 


cludes twelve (12) spares. 

Hight (8) LSPR AN/AAQ-24(V)N; includes 
four (4) spares. 

Non-MDE: Twelve (12) AN/ARC-210 U/VHF 
Radios, six (6) APX-119 Identification Friend 
or Foe (IFF) transponders, initial spares and 
repair parts, consumables, support equip- 
ment, technical data, engineering change 
proposals, publications, Field Service Rep- 
resentatives, repair and return, depot main- 
tenance, training and training equipment, 
contractor technical and logistics personnel 
services, U.S. Government and contractor 
representative support, Group A and B in- 
stallation for subsystems flight test and cer- 
tification, and other related elements of lo- 
gistics support. The total program cost is es- 
timated at $1.9 billion. 

(iv) Military Department: Air Force (X7—-D-— 
SAJ). 

(v) Prior Related Cases, if any: None. 

(vi) Sales Commission, Fee. etc.. Paid. Of- 
fered, or Agreed to be Paid: None. 

(vii) Sensitivity of Technology Contained 
in the Defense Article or Defense Services 
Proposed to be Sold: See Annex attached. 

(viii) Date Report Delivered to Congress: 
September 21, 2016. 

*As defined in Section 47(6) of the Arms 
Export Control Act. 

POLICY JUSTIFICATION 
Government of Japan—KC-46A Aerial 
Refueling Aircraft 

The Government of Japan requested the 
sale of four (4) KC—46 aerial refueling air- 
craft. Each aircraft is powered by two (2) 
Pratt & Whitney Model 4062 (PW4062) Tur- 
bofan engines. The sale includes one (1) addi- 
tional spare PW4062 engine. Each aircraft 
will be delivered with GPS capability and de- 
fensive systems installed plus spares, to in- 
clude: Raytheon’s ALR-69A Radar Warning 
Receiver (RWR), Raytheon’s Miniaturized 
Airborne GPS Receiver (MAGR) 2000 (2K) to 
provide GPS Selective Availability Anti- 
Spoofing Module SAASM capability, and 
Northrop Grumman’s AN/AAQ-24(V) Large 
Aircraft Infrared Countermeasures 
(LAIRCM) system. Each LAIRCM system 
consists of the following components: three 
(3) Guardian Laser Terminal Assemblies 
(GLTA), six (6) Ultra-Violet Missile Warning 
System (UVMWS) Sensors AN/AAR-54, one 
(1) LAIRCM System Processor Replacements 
(LSPR), one (1) Control Indicator Unit Re- 
placement, one (1) Smart Card Assembly, 
and one (1) High Capacity Card. 
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The Major Defense Equipment (MDE) 
items are the aircraft and engines, MAGR 2K 
with SAASM, ALR-69A RWR, GLTA, 
UVMWS, and LSPR. The total MDE cost, 
with spares, is estimated at $1.5 billion. 

The following non-MDE items will be in- 
cluded with the purchase of the four (4) x 
KC-46A airframes: twelve (16) AN/ARC-210 
UHF Radios, six (12) APX-119 Identification 
Friend or Foe (IFF) transponders, initial 
spares and repair parts, consumables, sup- 
port equipment, technical data, engineering 
change proposals, publications, Field Service 
Representatives’ (FSRs), repair and return, 
depot maintenance, training and training 
equipment, contractor technical and logis- 
tics personnel services, U.S. Government and 
contractor representative support, Group A 
and B installation for subsystems, flight test 
and certification, and other related elements 
of logistics support. The total program cost 
is estimated to be $1.9 billion (includes all 
MDE and non-MDE values and above and 
below the line charges. 

This proposed sale contributes to the for- 
eign policy goals and national security ob- 
jectives of the United States by meeting the 
legitimate security and defense needs of an 
ally and partner nation. Japan continues to 
be an important force for peace, political 
stability, and economic progress in the Asia- 
Pacific region. 

The proposed sale increases Japan’s capa- 
bility to participate in Pacific region secu- 
rity operations and improves Japan’s na- 
tional security posture as a key U.S. ally. 
This proposed sale will provide Japan a need- 
ed capability to a close ally and support U.S. 
security interests in the region. 

The proposed sale of this equipment and 
support does not affect the basic military 
balance in the region. 

The principal contractors on the sale are 
Boeing Corporation as the aircraft manufac- 
turer, supported by Raytheon Company, Wal- 
tham, MA, as the manufacturer of ALR-69A 
and the MAGR 2K. Northrop Grumman Cor- 
poration, Rolling Meadows, IL, will also sup- 
port the sale as producer of the AN/AAQ- 
24(V)N LAIRCM system. Final assembly and 
delivery of the KC-46A takes place at 
Boeing’s production facility in Everett, 
Washington. At this time, there are no 
known offset agreements proposed in connec- 
tion with this potential sale. 

Japan will have no difficulty absorbing 
these aircraft into its armed forces. 

There is no adverse impact on U.S. defense 
readiness as a result of this proposed sale. 


TRANSMITTAL NO. 16—46 


Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of 
Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the 
Arms Export Control Act 


Annex Item No. vii 


(vii) Sensitivity of Technology: 

1. The AN/AAQ-24(V)N Large Aircraft In- 
frared Countermeasures (LAIRCM) is a self- 
contained, directed energy countermeasures 
system designed to protect aircraft from in- 
frared-guided surface-to-air missiles. The 
system features digital technology and 
micro-miniature solid-state electronics. The 
system operates in all conditions, detecting 
incoming missiles and jamming infrared- 
seeker equipped missiles with aimed bursts 
of laser energy. The LAIRCM system con- 
sists of multiple Ultra-Violet Missile Warn- 
ing System (UVMWS) Sensor units, Guard- 
jan Laser Transmitter Assemblies (GLTA), 
LAIRCM System Processor Replacement 
(LSPR), Control Indicator Unit Replacement 
(CIUR), and a classified High Capacity Card 
(HCC), and User Data Modules (UDMs). The 
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HCC is loaded into the CIUR prior to flight. 
When the classified HCC is not in use, it is 
removed from the CIUR and placed in on- 
board secure storage. LAIRCM Line 
Replicable Unit (LRU) hardware is classified 
SECRET when the HCC is inserted into the 
CIUR. LAIRCM system software, including 
Operational Flight Program is classified SE- 
CRET. Technical data and documentation to 
be provided are UNCLASSIFIED. 

2. The set of UVMWS Sensor units (AN/ 
AAR-54) are mounted on the aircraft exte- 
rior to provide omni-directional protection. 
The UVMWS Sensors detect the rocket 
plume of missiles and send appropriate data 
signals to the LSPR for processing. The 
LSPR analyzes the data from each UVMWS 
Sensor and automatically deploys the appro- 
priate countermeasure via the GLTA, The 
CIUR displays the incoming threat. 

a. The AN/AAR-54 is a small, lightweight, 
passive, electro-optic, threat warning device 
used to detect surface-to-air missiles fired at 
helicopters and low-flying fixed-wing air- 
craft and automatically provide counter- 
measures, as well as audio and visual warn- 
ing messages to the aircrew. The basic sys- 
tem consists of multiple UVMWS Sensor 
units, three GLTAs, a LSPR, and a CIUR. 
The set of UVMWS units (each KC—46 has six 
(6)) are mounted on the aircraft exterior to 
provide omni-directional protection. Hard- 
ware is UNCLASSIFIED. Software is SE- 
CRET. Technical data and documentation to 
be provided are UNCLASSIFIED. 

3. The AN/ALR-69A Digital Radar Warning 
Receiver (RWR) is the latest in RWR tech- 
nology, designed to detect incoming radar 
signals, identify and characterize those sig- 
nals to a specific threat, and alert the air- 
crew through the RWR System display. The 
system consists of external antennae mount- 
ed on the fuselage and wingtips. The ALR- 
69A is based on a digitally-controlled 
broadband receiver that scans within a spe- 
cific frequency spectrum and is capable of 
adjusting to threat changes by modifications 
to the software. In Country Reprogramming 
RWR capability will not be provided as part 
of this export. Hardware is UNCLASSIFIED. 
Software is SECRET. Technical data and 
documentation to be provided are SECRET. 

4. Miniature Airborne Global Positioning 
System Receiver 2000 (MAGR 2K) with Selec- 
tive Availability Anti-Spoofing Module 
(SAASM). The MAGR 2K design is a GPS Re- 
ceiver Applications Module based open sys- 
tem architecture that is modular in design 
and incorporates modem electronics. The 
MAGR 2K is a form, fit, and function back- 
ward compatible replacement of the MAGR, 
and provides enhancements including im- 
proved acquisition and GPS solution per- 
formance, all-in-view GPS satellite tracking 
and GPS integrity monitoring. 

5. If a technologically advanced adversary 
were to obtain knowledge of the specific 
hardware and software elements, the infor- 
mation could be used to develop counter- 
measures or equivalent systems which might 
reduce system effectiveness or be used in the 
development of a system with similar or ad- 
vanced capabilities. 

6. This sale is necessary in furtherance of 
the U.S. foreign policy and national security 
objectives outlined in the Policy justifica- 
tion. Moreover, the benefits to be derived 
from this sale, as outlined in the Policy Jus- 
tification, outweigh the potential damage 
that could result if the sensitive technology 
were revealed to unauthorized persons. 

7. All defense articles and services listed in 
this transmittal are authorized for release 
and export by the U.S. Government to the 
Government of Japan. 
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25TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE 
INDEPENDENCE OF ARMENIA 


Mr. MARKEY. Mr. President, today 
we recognize the 25th anniversary of 
Armenia’s independence. On this day 
each year, we come together to cele- 
brate the strength and indomitable 
spirit of the Armenian people. 

For the last 25 years, Armenia has 
been a key friend and trusted ally of 
the United States. It is an alliance be- 
tween our two nations that will only 
continue to deepen in the years ahead. 

Armenia has come a long way to free 
itself from terror and tyranny—from 
the Soviet Union and from the horrors 
of genocide. This journey continues 
today, with our shared responsibility 
to ensure that the Armenian people are 
able to build their own independent 
and prosperous future. It is our duty to 
continue to stand with Armenia and 
with all Armenian people around the 
globe as they continue this fight. 

We must keep pushing for truth and 
never allow the forces of denial to suc- 
ceed in suppressing our collective 
memory. We have a responsibility to 
ensure that the evil that was per- 
petrated upon the Armenian people is 
never concealed nor denied. We must 
heed the words of Pope Francis that it 
is our duty to continue to honor the 
memory of those Armenians who per- 
ished in the Armenian genocide. 

I am proud to stand with my col- 
leagues in the Senate to commemorate 
Armenia’s independence and continue 
to support the Armenian people. 


a 


200TH EDITION OF THE FARMERS’ 
ALMANAC 


Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, since 
the first edition in 1818, the Farmers’ 
Almanac has become an American in- 
stitution, an informative and enter- 
taining mix of weather, agriculture, 
humor, and common sense. With the 
2017 issue now in print, it is a pleasure 
to recognize the 200th edition of this 
venerable publication and to celebrate 
Maine’s remarkable Geiger family that 
makes it possible. 

For its first 137 years, the Farmers’ 
Almanac was published in Morristown, 
NJ. In 1955, Ray Geiger, who became 
the almanac’s sixth editor in 1934, 
moved operations to Lewiston, ME, be- 
lieving—quite correctly—that my 
State’s New England heritage better 
reflected the publication’s guiding 
ethic of sustainable, simple living. 

Ray Geiger led the Farmers’ Alma- 
nac for 60 years, its longest serving edi- 
tor. Upon his passing in 1994, his son 
Peter took the reins after 15 years as 
associate editor. That same year, Sandi 
Duncan was named managing editor, 
the first woman almanac editor in 
American history. 

Under this leadership team, circula- 
tion has grown from 86,000 in the 1930s 
to more than 4 million today. In addi- 
tion, the almanac’s timeless qualities 
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have stepped into the age of technology 
with an engaging, interactive website 
and a Facebook page with more than 1 
million followers. 

Readers enjoy the Farmers’ Almanac 
for its humorous essays, trivia, and ad- 
vice on everything from gardening to 
relationships, but the long-range 
weather forecasts remain its hallmark. 
The time-tested, highly secret mathe- 
matical and astronomical formula pro- 
duces 16-month forecasts for seven dif- 
ferent U.S. climate zones with a sig- 
nificant record of accuracy. In fact, the 
CEO of a major airline recently con- 
firmed that Farmers’ Almanac fore- 
casts are factored into his company’s 
winter contingency planning. 

From the first edition to today, 
Farmers’ Almanac editors have worn 
the honorary title of Philom—for 
Philomath, a lover of learning. That is 
an apt title for readers as well as edi- 
tors, as every edition of the almanac is 
a mini-encyclopedia of American his- 
tory, natural science, and a host of 
other disciplines. 

It is a particularly apt title for Peter 
Geiger, a great champion of education 
who founded the Adopt-A-School move- 
ment in Maine in 1988 and who 
launched a successful program with 
Maine elementary and middle schools 
to encourage and develop young writ- 
ers. His company provides college 
scholarships to Maine students, and 
Peter serves as a member and former 
chairman of our State’s board of edu- 
cation. In 1991, he was named the 618th 
of President George H. W. Bush’s 1,000 
Points of Light. 

The Geiger family and their company 
advance the Maine business tradition 
of service to others by supporting a 
wide range of civic and charitable en- 
deavors, from the arts to health care to 
homeless youth. The New Beginnings 
Ann Geiger Center in Lewiston, ME, 
named in honor of Peter’s mother, pro- 
vides vital education and skills-devel- 
opment opportunities for homeless and 
neglected youth. Ray Geiger Elemen- 
tary School in that same city recog- 
nizes the family’s many contributions. 

The special 200th edition of the 
Farmers’ Almanac includes a cele- 
bratory section of vintage articles that 
take readers through nearly two cen- 
turies of American lore, from how to 
quiet a fussy baby with molasses and 
feathers to the art of kissing and main- 
taining household tranquility. Just as 
important, it stands as proof that hard 
work, an entrepreneurial spirit, and a 
commitment to giving back are the 
key ingredients of success. I congratu- 
late the Geiger family and the Farm- 
ers’ Almanac for this milestone 
achievement and wish them all the 
best in the years to come. 


EEE 
TRIBUTE TO DR. SUSAN S. KELLY 


Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, today I 
wish to pay special tribute to an excep- 
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tional Federal civil servant of the 
United States of America, Dr. Susan S. 
Kelly, the director of the Transition to 
Veterans Program Office, Office of the 
Under Secretary of Defense for Per- 
sonnel and Readiness. Dr. Kelly is re- 
tiring from the Federal Government on 
September 30, 2016, after 33 years of dis- 
tinguished service to our Nation. Many 
of us on Capitol Hill have enjoyed the 
opportunity to work with Dr. Kelly on 
a wide variety of defense issues and 
programs, and it is my privilege and 
honor to recognize her many accom- 


plishments. 
Dr. Kelly has an extensive history of 
helping organizations successfully 


transform, and I want to focus on her 
exceptional work since she took over 
as the director of the Transition to 
Veterans Program Office in June 2012. 
She has been instrumental in the ambi- 
tious effort to revitalize the Depart- 
ment of Defense Transition Assistance 
Program, which ensures that service- 
members transitioning to civilian life 
are provided with the information and 
training needed to effectively pursue 
their civilian career goals. In imple- 
menting the sweeping redesign of the 
Transition Assistance Program, she 
has helped the military move away 
from viewing transition as an end-of- 
career activity, instead making 
postmilitary preparation a careerlong 
process that servicemembers plan for 
throughout their military life cycle. 
She has also helped to transform the 
Department’s views on transition, em- 
phasized the essential skills that make 
the all-volunteer force an attractive 
pathway to employment, and strength- 
ened a talent pipeline that returns ca- 
reer-ready servicemembers to commu- 
nities across America. It was the first 
redesign and comprehensive review of 
the Transition Assistance Program in 
the 20-plus years since it became law. 

At every turn, Dr. Kelly sought to 
ensure that the Transition Assistance 
Program is not only effective but also 
efficient. Dr. Kelly implemented a 
stronger oversight of program budg- 
etary processes and sought to use 
smarter, more efficient processes in re- 
designing the Transition Assistance 
Program. Dr. Kelly has also led several 
changes to prevent unnecessary redun- 
dancy within the Department, includ- 
ing relying on existing assets for cer- 
tified financial planners, educational 
counselors, and resiliency trainers. In 
addition to eliminating redundancies, 
this has fostered collaboration with 
other Department of Defense agencies 
and, for this work, was recognized in 
2015 as a finalist in the management 
excellence category for the Samuel J. 
Heyman Service to America Medal, 
which honors stars of the Federal Gov- 
ernment’s workforce. 

Dr. Kelly’s work on behalf of the 
Transition to Veterans Program Office, 
the Department of Defense, and, most 
importantly, our Nation’s servicemem- 
bers demonstrates her dedication to 
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the cause of changing the culture with- 
in the Department to better help our 
Nation’s veterans succeed. With Dr. 
Kelly’s guidance, this dramatic and 
sweeping transformation of the Transi- 
tion Assistance Program has been im- 
plemented throughout the Department 
of Defense, enabling the Department to 
ensure that today’s veterans are better 
equipped than ever to handle an ever- 
changing labor market every bit as 
well as they were able to handle the 
ever-changing challenges of the battle- 
field. 

As Dr. Kelly concludes her 33-year 
career as a public servant and leader in 
a highly demanding department, she is 
to be recognized this day as a most dis- 
tinguished American for her exemplary 
leadership, commitment, managerial 
talent, and vision. 

On behalf of the Congress and the 
United States of America, I thank Dr. 
Susan S. Kelly and her entire family 
for the commitment, sacrifices, and 
contributions they have made through- 
out her honorable service. Congratula- 
tions on completing an outstanding 
and successful career. 


Ee 


ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 


REMEMBERING BRIAN SCOTT 
GAMROTH 


e Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, Wyo- 
ming has lost a true giant. On Sep- 
tember 18, 2016, Brian Scott Gamroth 
lost his life in a tragic motorcycle ac- 
cident. It is hard to think of a more fa- 
miliar and friendly voice in Wyoming 
than Brian Scott’s. For the past 23 
years, the Casper community woke up 
and went to work with the smiling 
voice of Brian Scott filling the air- 
waves on the K2 Morning Show. While 
his voice has been silenced, his impact 
on Wyoming will live on. 

Brian didn’t stop at just reporting 
about the community, he lived it and 
loved it every day. If there was a chari- 
table event in Casper or anywhere in 
Wyoming, Brian was either emceeing it 
or letting everyone in the Cowboy 
State know how they can help. 
Through his talents as an entertainer, 
master of ceremonies, and a commu- 
nity leader, Brian has raised millions 
of dollars for local and State charities. 

Brian’s love for Wyoming was only 
eclipsed by his love for his family. He 
is survived by his wife, Tracy, and 
three sons: Josh and his wife, Heidi; 
Kyle and his wife, Whitney; and Corey. 
Brian cherished his four grandchildren, 
Lucy, Sarah, Reagan, and Owen. 

Brian Scott Gamroth was a friend to 
everyone. He has changed many lives 
for the better, and Wyoming will feel 
his loss for a long time. Bobbi and I are 
blessed to have called him our friend. 
We will miss him dearly.e 
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TRIBUTE TO TOM PAYNE 


e Mr. BLUNT. Mr. President, earlier 
this year, I got the news that my good 
friend, Dean Tom Payne, had an- 
nounced that he would be retiring from 
the MU College of Agriculture, Food, 
and Natural Resources and vice chan- 
cellor for Agriculture. Needless to say, 
I had mixed emotions. 

I am happy that Tom will get to 
spend more time with his beautiful 
wife, Alice, and his children, Joanna 
and Jacob, and Jacob’s wife, Jennifer. 
Of course, I am also happy that Caro- 
line and Jack, his grandchildren, will 
get to see him more. 

However, his retirement also made 
me think that someone will have big 
shoes to fill because Dean Payne has 
set high standards throughout the 
years and exceeded them. 

Dean Thomas L. Payne has served as 
vice chancellor for Agriculture and 
dean of the MU College of Agriculture, 
Food, and Natural Resources since Jan- 
uary 1, 1999. Back then he knew that 
the College of Agriculture at the Uni- 
versity of Missouri in Columbia was a 
leader in agriculture research and edu- 
cation. Today under Dean Payne’s 
leadership, the MU College of Agri- 
culture is at the forefront. 

Dean Payne was born in Bakersfield, 
CA. He received his B.A. in zoology 
from the University of California, 
Santa Barbara, and his M.S. in ento- 
mology and Ph.D. in entomology and 
physiological psychology from the Uni- 
versity of California, Riverside. 

Payne took his talents to Texas A&M 
University’s departments of ento- 
mology and forest science. He started 
his track record in leadership, aca- 
demics, and research. 

The U.S. Department of Agriculture 
selected him to serve as the research 
coordinator for the Southern Pine Bee- 
tle Program. 

He became a professor and head of 
entomology at Virginia Polytechnic 
Institute and State University. 

In the midnineties, Tom was ap- 
pointed as associate vice president for 
agricultural administration and asso- 
ciate dean for research at the Ohio 
State University’s College of Food, Ag- 
riculture, and Environmental Sciences. 
He was also the director of the Ohio 
Agricultural Research and Develop- 
ment Center. 

He then moved to the University of 
Missouri, Columbia and further solidi- 
fied his leadership in research and aca- 
demics. In addition to serving as vice 
chancellor and dean of the MU College 
of Agriculture, Food, and Natural Re- 
sources, he also became the director of 
the Missouri Agricultural Experiment 
Station. The Missouri Agricultural Ex- 
periment Station is a network of cen- 
ters conducting research in agri- 
culture, animal science, natural re- 
sources, and forestry. 

Of course, Dean Payne is an over- 
achiever. He is the author and co- 
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author of more than 130 publications 
and is founding coeditor of the Journal 
of Insect Behavior. He is a recipient of 
numerous awards including the Alex- 
ander von Humbolt Prize and Missouri 
Future Farmers of America Associa- 
tion Distinguished Service Award. If 
all that wasn’t enough, Dean Payne has 
been a member of the World Agricul- 
tural Forum’s Board of Advisors, Dan- 
forth Plan Sciences Center’s Board of 
Advisors, Agriculture Future of Amer- 
ica’s Board of Directors, and a board 
member of the Entomological Founda- 
tion. 

There are few people who are able to 
figure out what they love to do and 
make such a successful career out of 
doing just that. However, Dean Tom 
Payne is one such person who has had 
a career doing what he loves, but in ad- 
dition, have a tremendous impact on 
students, peers, and all those that 
know him. 

Dean Payne has had a career pre- 
paring, showing, teaching, and leading 
students and faculty. I am confident 
that there are many individuals who 
would credit Dean Payne for their in- 
terest in agriculture, especially agri- 
culture research. He has always had a 
passion for what he does—and not mat- 
ter what, he always has his wit and 
humor. 

I have seen his wit and humor bring 
tears and laughter. I have also seen in- 
dividuals nervous as they waited to 
hear Dean Payne speak, wondering 
what zingers he might say. I can prom- 
ise you, he knows how to hold his audi- 
ence’s attention—students or career 
professionals. 

My friend, Dean Tom Payne, has al- 
ways provided insight and leadership at 
each institution he worked, committee 
seat he held, and board on which he 
served. I know that at the College of 
Agriculture, Food, and Natural Re- 
sources, at the University of Missouri 
in Columbia, Dean Payne has left his 
mark on the student population, re- 
search programs, and faculty members. 
Student enrollment in the college in- 
creased by 44 percent. Student partici- 
pation in study abroad programs in- 
creased 50 percent. He contributed to 
making the Bond Life Sciences Center 
a reality. Plant and animal sciences 
continued to enhance its programmatic 
strength, so it is now ranked among 
the 15 best programs in the world. And 
he oversaw the hiring of more than half 
of the college’s current faculty. 

Again I say, Dean Payne has left big 
shoes to fill. 

In his retirement, I am confident 
Dean Payne will play more golf, but I 
am not certain it will improve his 
game. He might even do some more 
hunting and fishing. I hope he will con- 
tinue to be a resource for those in agri- 
culture, especially agriculture research 
and education. 

Missourians wish Dean Tom Payne 
all the best in his retirement.e 
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REMEMBERING DALE FREEMAN 


e Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, today 
I wish to honor the life of Lawrence 
County Judge Dale Freeman of Portia, 
AR, who passed away on Saturday, 
September 17, 2016. 

Judge Freeman was a Lawrence 
County native who loved his neighbors 
and community with evident passion. 
Dale graduated from Southern Baptist 
College and worked at Burlington 
Northern Railroad, where he retired 
after 36 years of service. He also had a 
desire for public service and went on to 
become mayor of Portia, AR, and even- 
tually was elected judge of Lawrence 
County in 2010. 

Judge Freeman once told a reporter, 
“the only job I ever wanted was to be 
the judge in Lawrence County.” When 
the people of Lawrence County gave 
him that opportunity, he made the 
most of it. He was a tireless advocate 
for citizens and was known to put in 
long hours conducting the business of 
the county. His ultimate goal was to 
leave the county better than when he 
took office, and based on the results, it 
is fair to say that he achieved that 
aim. 

Judge Freeman was injured in a car 
accident in August of this year and was 
being treated at a hospital in Little 
Rock. While he had been making 
progress toward a recovery, unfortu- 
nately, his health rapidly declined, and 
he passed away as a result of his inju- 
ries. He is survived by his wife, Mary, 
daughters, Tonya, Candi, and Michelle, 
and son, Jeff. 

I deeply admire Judge Freeman’s 
dedication to serving his lifelong home 
of Lawrence County. I know his leader- 
ship, dedication, and commitment to 
the community will be missed by 
many. I join with them in praying for 
comfort for Judge Freeman’s family, 
friends, and loved ones. Today we 
honor him as his community grieves 
his loss and reflects on his life and 
service.e 


AMALGAMATED SUGAR’S CEN- 
TURY OF IDAHO SUGAR PRODUC- 
TION 


e Mr. CRAPO. Mr. President, my col- 
league Senator JIM RISCH joins me 
today in recognizing Amalgamated 
Sugar’s 100 years of sugar production 
in the Magic Valley of Idaho. 

With roots that stretch back to 1897, 
Amalgamated Sugar, a grower-owned 
cooperative, has been a member of the 
Magic Valley community for 100 years. 
Amalgamated Sugar opened its Twin 
Falls factory on October 22, 1916, fol- 
lowed a year later by the Paul factory 
on October 28, 1917. Throughout the 
years, Amalgamated Sugar’s growers 
and employees have navigated the 
twists and turns of a more than chal- 
lenging market with sensibility, deter- 
mination, and innovation. Through its 
partnership with Amalgamated Re- 
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search, Inc., ARi, a research and devel- 
opment company owned by Amal- 
gamated Sugar, Amalgamated Sugar 
has pioneered the use of innovative 
fractal separation technology and is a 
leader in processing efficiency. Amal- 
gamated Sugar has also expanded its 
marketing to reach throughout the 
United States through its partnership 
with National Sugar Marketing. The 
past 100 years of innovation have 
helped Amalgamated Sugar grow from 
processing 3,078,000 tons of sugarbeets 
into 925,000 100-pound bags of sugar in 
1917, to the estimated 6,636,000 tons of 
sugarbeets into 21,058,000 100-pound 
bags in 2016. 

The cooperative’s focus on precision 
production and agronomic advance- 
ments has grown it into the second 
largest beet sugar producer in the U.S., 
producing 12 percent of the Nation’s 
sugar on 182,000 acres, according to sta- 
tistics from Amalgamated Sugar. The 
cooperative’s accomplishments result 
from the teamwork of its approxi- 
mately 750 growers and more than 1,600 
Idaho employees who produce quality 
sugarbeets, transport them from the 
fields to the factories, and refine high- 
quality sugar products, nutritional 
supplements, and animal-feed products. 
Amalgamated Sugar is a substantial 
part of our Nation’s economy. 

Amalgamated Sugar’s contributions 
include approximately $800 million in 
revenues to Idaho’s economy, which is 
evident in the lives of the generations 
of its growers and employees, in its re- 
lationships with local suppliers and 
vendors, and in the more than $283 mil- 
lion in Idaho’s sugarbeet production es- 
timated by the Idaho State Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. 

Congratulations, Amalgamated 
Sugar growers and employees, on a 
century of accomplishments. You and 
your predecessors have much to be 
proud of for prevailing over more than 
a 100 years of challenges and contrib- 
uting significantly to job opportunities 
and U.S. production. We wish you all 
the best for continued success.e 


ee 


TRIBUTE TO CYNTHIA “CINDY” 
HUBERT 


e Mr. DONNELLY. Mr. President, 
today I wish to recognize and honor the 
extraordinary service of Cynthia 
“Cindy” Hubert, a dedicated Hoosier, 
who has played a critical role in feed- 
ing the hungry in Indiana. 

On September 24, 2016, Cindy will re- 
tire following more than 6 years of 
service to Gleaners Food Bank of Indi- 
ana. 

Indiana has benefitted greatly from 
Cindy’s tireless leadership, and she has 
helped oversee and successfully lead 
several hunger relief organizations in 
central Indiana at critical time periods 
in each organization’s history. Her ef- 
forts have ensured hundreds of thou- 
sands of food-insecure Hoosiers are fed 
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with dignity and hope, giving these 
families the chance to lead happier, 
healthier, and more fulfilling lives. 

Cindy moved to Indianapolis, IN, 
after a successful 25-year career with 
First Union National Bank in Con- 
necticut. After arriving in Indiana, 
Cindy first led Horizon House, a multi- 
service center for the homeless. She 
then went on to lead three of the most 
critical and impactful organizations in 
Indiana that feed hungry children, sen- 
ior citizens, military veterans, and 
families. 

Prior to her transformational leader- 
ship at Gleaners, Cindy was president 
and CEO of Second Helpings, Inc., a 
leading provider of meals to more than 
80 nonprofits in central Indiana. Cindy 
oversaw one of Second Helpings’ most 
significant periods of change and 
growth, and it celebrated its 10 mil- 
lionth meal distributed this July. 

During her time at Second Helpings, 
Cindy also launched a collaborative 
program known as the Indy Hunger 
Network, where key nonprofit, govern- 
ment, donor, and support organizations 
leverage their unique abilities, com- 
bine resources, and talent and impact 
hunger together. Cindy’s idea has 
grown into a highly effective reality 
and a key part of the hunger relief net- 
work in central Indiana. 

In her role as president and CEO of 
Gleaners, she has supported one-third 
of Indiana’s food-insecure population 
across 21 counties, working through 
hundreds of local agencies. During her 
6 years at Gleaners, three core pro- 
grams have tripled in size: Backsacks 
for Kids, the School Pantry Program, 
and the Mobile Pantry Program. Cindy 
helped Gleaners launch important new 
programs, including summer meals for 
children in need and a new initiative 
feeding senior citizens. She also opened 
an on-site food pantry at the Gleaners 
distribution center and, over time, 
worked to increase the food pantry 
physical’s size to six times the original 
space. Under her leadership, 75 Glean- 
ers employees and tens of thousands of 
volunteers each year distribute 27.5 
million meals; 10,400 backsacks to chil- 
dren for weekends; 135,000 summer 
meals at 54 sites; more than 328,000 
meals to senior citizens; over 2.4 mil- 
lion meals to 150,000 hungry Hoosiers at 
321 mobile pantry sites; and nearly 1 
million meals at 50 school-based pantry 
sites. 

Cindy’s integrity and tireless efforts 
have helped to make Indiana a better 
place to live, work, and raise a family. 
We are incredibly grateful for Cindy’s 
leadership and service, and we wish her 
well in retirement with her husband, 
Steve, and daughter Stacey.e 


EE 


REMEMBERING EWING MARION 
KAUFFMAN 


e Mrs. McCASKILL. Mr. President, I 
ask the Senate to join me today in 
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honoring the 100th birthday celebra- 
tion of Ewing Kauffman. Mr. Kauffman 
was a Kansas City and Missouri icon 
who lived a life that would make all 
Americans proud. From founding a 
pharmaceutical empire, to bringing 
Major League Baseball back to Kansas 
City, to establishing a philanthropic 
foundation that continues to change 
lives to this day, Mr. Kauffman built a 
legacy that is deserving of all of our re- 
spect. 

On June 1, 1950, Mr. Kauffman opened 
Marion Laboratories. ‘‘Mr. K” operated 
this company from the basement of his 
home and used his middle name as the 
company name so that people wouldn’t 
know they were dealing with a small, 
one-man operation. As he built this 
humble company into an industry lead- 
er, he did so with two guiding philoso- 
phies: No. 1, share the rewards with 
those who produce, and No. 2, treat 
others the way you wish to be treated. 
Profit sharing wasn’t an industry prac- 
tice at the time, but it was vital to the 
company’s success and an example of 
Mr. Kauffman’s generosity. By the 
time the company was sold in 1989, it 
had provided jobs for 3,400 associates, 
showed a $227 million profit, and made 
300 Marion Labs associates instant mil- 
lionaires. 

In 1968 Mr. Kauffman said, ‘‘Kansas 
City has been good to me, and I want to 
show I can return the favor.’’ It was 
that year that he and Kansas City were 
awarded a Major League Baseball ex- 
pansion franchise—the Kansas City 
Royals were born. However, having a 
team was not enough for Mr. K; the 
team needed to win and win a lot. Dur- 
ing his time as owner, the Royals won 
six division titles, two American 
League pennants, and the 1985 World 
Series Championship; yet even that 
was not enough for him to “return the 
favor’? to Kansas City. Mr. Kauffman, 
worried that a new owner would move 
the franchise out of Kansas City upon 
his death, set up an imaginative strat- 
egy to ensure that didn’t happen. 
Namely, the profit of the sale by a new 
owner would have to go to local Kansas 
City charities, essentially ensuring the 
franchise would stay in Kansas City. 
Because of this forward thinking, I am 
sure Mr. K was smiling down as ap- 
proximately 800,000 Kansas Citians 
celebrated at the Royals 2015 World Se- 
ries Championship Parade. 

Even with all that he did during his 
life, his most lasting legacy will be es- 
tablishing the foundation that bears 
his name and continues to effect 
change to this day: the Kauffman 
Foundation. Mr. Kauffman regarded his 
education and ability to be an entre- 
preneur to be pivotal in his life. For 
that reason, the Kauffman Foundation 
focuses its grant making on those two 
areas, giving people the resources need- 
ed to be self-sufficient and make posi- 
tive change in their community. 

Reflecting on his philanthropy, Mr. 
Kauffman said, ‘‘All the money in the 
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world cannot solve problems unless we 
work together. And, if we work to- 
gether, there is no problem in the 
world that can stop us, as we seek to 
develop people to their highest and 
best potential.” Words that are as true 
today as they were during his life. 

Mr. President, I ask that the Senate 
join me in honoring the 100th birthday 
celebration and the life and achieve- 
ments of one of Kansas City and the 
State of Missouri’s finest citizens, 
Ewing Marion Kauffman.e 
e Mr. BLUNT. Mr. President, over the 
last several years, when Missourians 
and people across the country open 
their newspapers or watch the news, 
they are bombarded with reports that 
make them feel anxious about the di- 
rection of our Nation and the future 
our children and grandchildren will in- 
herit. 

At times like these, when we are 
filled with anxiety and uncertainty, it 
is important to remind ourselves of the 
good done by great Americans in their 
communities. One man or woman can 
make a tangible difference to improve 
the lives of many. 

Today I want to recognize one such a 
great American, as well as Missouri na- 
tive, Ewing Marion Kauffman, on the 
100th anniversary of his birth. 

Residents of Kansas City knew and 
still know Ewing Marion Kauffman 
well. They are reminded of his lasting 
legacy every time they see the work of 
the Kauffman Foundation or when they 
visit Kauffman Stadium—‘‘The K’’—to 
see the Kansas City Royals. 

However, Mr. Kauffman is perhaps 
best known for his vision that a qual- 
ity education is the foundation for self- 
sufficiency, and he used philanthropy 
to help foster a society of economically 
independent individuals who are ac- 
tively engaged in their communities. 
Indeed, Mr. Kauffman’s vision has left 
an indelible mark on the lives of so 
many. 

By way of background, Ewing Marion 
Kauffman was born on September 21, 
1916, on a farm in Garden City, MO. The 
son of John and Effie May, the 
Kauffman family moved to Kansas City 
when Ewing was just a boy—a place he 
called home the rest of his life. 

Ewing Kauffman was from the gen- 
eration that weathered the Great De- 
pression. As a boy, he helped his family 
make ends meet by selling eggs and 
magazines door to door, even diving 
into muddy underwater burrows to 
catch catfish so he could sell them. 

During World War II, he served his 
country in defense of freedom by join- 
ing the U.S. Navy. When the war ended, 
Ewing Kauffman became a salesman 
for a pharmaceutical company. A born 
salesman, by the end of his second 
year, he is said to have earned more in 
commissions alone than the salary of 
the president of the company he 
worked for. 

In 1950, Mr. Kauffman struck out and 
started his own pharmaceutical com- 
pany: Marion Laboratories. 
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A few things to note about Marion 
Laboratories. First, there was no lab. 
Ewing Kauffman founded this startup 
in his basement. Second, in a field that 
requires huge amounts of capital in sci- 
entific research, Mr. Kauffman’s ‘‘re- 
search division” consisted of him read- 
ing medical journals. As one biog- 
rapher noted: “He was in a business 
that was rooted in science and fueled 
by research, and he had only a smat- 
tering of the former and could not af- 
ford the latter.” 

What Mr. Kauffman had in spades, 
however, was an innate understanding 
of marketing and an ability to sell a 
product. 

Why call his new startup ‘‘Marion 
Laboratories?” 

He used his middle name to suggest 
that it wasn’t a one-man operation. 

How good a salesman was he? 

In its first year, Marion Labs made 
$36,000 in sales. By the time he sold the 
company in 1989, it made $1 billion in 
sales and employed over 3,400 people. 

Ewing Kauffman’s philosophy in life 
can be summed up in three basic prin- 
ciples he adhered to: 

First, treat others as you want to be 
treated. 

Second, share life’s rewards with 
those who make them possible. 

Third, give back to society. 

Actions speak louder than words, and 
it is easy to find examples of Mr. 
Kauffman’s actions that support the 
principles by which he lived. 

A popular boss who treated all his 
employees with dignity and respect, his 
employees affectionately took to sim- 
ply calling him Mr. K. In terms of shar- 
ing life’s rewards, he offered his em- 
ployees a profit-sharing plan, stock op- 
tions, and education benefits. By 1968, 
20 of Marion’s employees had become 
millionaires—and reportedly, hundreds 
had become millionaires by 1989. 

But what really makes Ewing 
Kauffman stand out was his commit- 
ment to his third principle: Giving 
back to society. 

There is not enough time to recount 
all of the work Mr. K did for Kansas 
City. He was passionate about improv- 
ing lives and helping to make Kansas 
City a better place to live and work. I 
want to take a moment to highlight 
just a few of his contributions. 

First, in 1968, he brought Major 
League Baseball back to Kansas City. 
The unique thing about this is that he 
acquired the team for the benefit of the 
city. The Kansas City Royals provided 
the community with a sense of pride, 
solidarity, and identity. This is all the 
more true given the Royals’ success— 
they have won six American League 
West titles, two pennants, participated 
in four World Series, and won two 
World Series championships in 1985 and 
2015. 

Second, in 1966, he founded the Ewing 
Marion Kauffman Foundation, a phil- 
anthropic organization committed to 


September 21, 2016 


helping people through education and 
entrepreneurship and changing the tra- 
jectory of their lives. 

Always cognizant of the need to cre- 
ate more and better paying jobs, 
Kauffman saw education and entrepre- 
neurship as two ends of a continuum. 
As such, he directed the foundation’s 
mission to be one that helps individ- 
uals attain economic independence by 
advancing educational achievement 
and entrepreneurial success. 

Today the Kauffman Foundation is 
among the largest private foundations 
in the U.S., with an asset base of ap- 
proximately $2 billion, and it sponsors 
dozens of fundraisers every year to sup- 
port other nonprofits, funding organi- 
zations that accelerate positive change 
where it is needed most. 

Lastly, I want to highlight some- 
thing really unique. In 1988, Mr. 
Kauffman went to Kansas City West- 
port High School—the school he grad- 
uated from in 1934—to launch Project 
Choice. 

By the late 1980s, Westport High 
School was plagued with a 30-percent 
dropout rate, and the disadvantaged 
students who attended had to contend 
with the scourge of serious drug and al- 
cohol abuse. Project Choice was a deal 
Mr. K struck with 250 eighth graders 
who were about to attend Westport 
High School. 

Ewing Kauffman offered the stu- 
dents—with the involvement of their 
parents—a 4-year scholarship to the 
college, university, or vocational 
school of their choice, including costs 
of tuition, books, fees, and room and 
board. What was the catch you might 
ask? Each child must graduate from 
high school in 4 years, have regular at- 
tendance, no serious disciplinary prob- 
lems, and abstain from drugs and alco- 
hol. Additionally, their parents had to 
agree to meet regularly with their chil- 
dren’s teachers, coaches, and coun- 
selors and participate in school activi- 
ties. 

When asked why he was taking this 
initiative, Mr. K responded: ‘‘We have 
racial discrimination now. We have 
economic discrimination now ... the 
answer to social and economic injus- 
tice is education.” 

He later expanded Project Choice to 
other schools across the Kansas City 
area. 

In 2001, after learning from both suc- 
cesses and challenges with Project 
Choice, the Kauffman Foundation up- 
dated the program to emphasize col- 
lege access, college preparation, and 
college graduation as part of its 
Kauffman Scholars Program. 

In short, through its many programs, 
initiatives, and grants, the Kauffman 
Foundation embodies Mr. K’s prin- 
ciples. Through its research and pro- 
grams, the foundation continues to 
work to increase the percentage of stu- 
dents who achieve successful academic 
and life outcomes—to create the self- 
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reliant human capital necessary for en- 
trepreneurial success. 

Ewing Kauffman saw himself as a 
common man who did uncommon 
things. He constantly challenged those 
around him to reach their full poten- 
tial and improve the lives of their fam- 
ilies and communities. He built a last- 
ing legacy in Kansas City. 

Each one of us is capable of doing the 
same if we live by his principles: to 
treat others as you would like to be 
treated, to share life’s rewards with 
those who make them possible, and to 
give back to society. 

That philosophy is perhaps his great- 
est legacy, and it is a legacy this body 
should recognize because those prin- 
ciples—combined with a commitment 
to education and entrepreneurship—are 
what make good citizens great.e 
e Mr. MORAN. Mr. President, today I 
wish to honor the 100th birthday of 
Ewing Marion Kauffman, an exception- 
ally successful Kansas City business- 
man who also cared deeply about the 
community he lived in. 

Mr. Kauffman was an entrepreneur 
working out of the basement of his 
modest Kansas City home when he 
founded Marion Laboratories in June 
of 1950. By 1965, he had grown his small 
pharmaceutical business into a pub- 
licly traded company and introduced 
an innovative profit-sharing model so 
that all of his associates would reap 
the financial benefits of his company’s 
accomplishments. His lifelong focus on 
enabling others to succeed has bene- 
fitted generations of Kansans and all in 
the Kansas City community. 

By 1989, Marion Laboratories merged 
with Merrell Dow to form Marion 
Merrell Dow, which provided jobs for 
3,400 associates. Marion Merrell Dow 
became the fifth largest drug company 
in the United States in terms of sales. 
Leading Mr. Kauffman to this success 
were two guiding philosophic prin- 
ciples: No. 1, share the rewards with 
those who produce and No. 2, treat oth- 
ers as you wish to be treated. His prin- 
ciples continue to serve as a model of 
professional culture to new businesses 
across a wide variety of industries, and 
oftentimes, these new businesses are 
started by former associates of Mr. 
Kauffman’s company and its affiliates. 

Following Mr. Kauffman’s success in 
business, he used his considerable re- 
sources to do good, establishing the 
Ewing Marion Kauffman Foundation in 
1966. The foundation sought to address 
systemic issues within underserved 
communities around Kansas City—no- 
tably focused on improving the quality 
of education in the area and promoting 
and fostering entrepreneurship as a 
means of empowerment and oppor- 
tunity for individuals. 

Mr. Kauffman’s legacy addressing 
fundamental challenges in the local 
community through a research-based 
approach continues today through the 
innovative work of the Ewing Marion 
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Kauffman Foundation. The foundation 
continues to focus on advancing edu- 
cation and entrepreneurship opportuni- 
ties through strategic partnerships and 
inclusive dialogue among all pertinent 
private and public parties. In June, the 
foundation announced its 100 Acts of 
Generosity campaign to encourage the 
public to participate in community 
service efforts to honor Mr. Kauffman’s 
legacy, while awarding a $1 million 
grant to the Kansas City Royals’ Urban 
Youth Academy to serve 800 to 1,000 
young people with free baseball and 
softball clinics and instruction. 

Mr. Kauffman also brought Major 
League Baseball back to his hometown, 
founding the Kansas City Royals in 
1968. Under Kauffman’s leadership, the 
organization sold more than 2 million 
tickets per season during 11 different 
seasons and won six division titles, two 
American League pennants, and the 
1985 World Series Championship. Mr. 
Kauffman also developed innovative 
measures to ensure the Royals would 
remain in Kansas City long after his 
death in 1993. 

In reflection of Mr. Kauffman’s phil- 
anthropic mission, I conclude my re- 
marks with a statement by Mr. 
Kauffman himself: ‘‘All of the money 
in the world cannot solve problems un- 
less we work together. And, if we work 
together, there is no problem in the 
world that can stop us, as we seek to 
develop people to their highest and 
best potential.’’e 


EE 
REMEMBERING DR. MOLLY 
MACAULEY 
èe Ms. MIKULSKI. Mr. President, I 


would like to take a moment to note 
the sad and untimely passing of a won- 
derful pillar of our Baltimore commu- 
nity, Dr. Molly Macauley. This is a 
very sad time not only for the Roland 
Park neighborhood of Baltimore where 
Dr. Macauley lived, but also for the 
Johns Hopkins community and Re- 
sources of the Future, where Dr. 
Macauley gave so much of her time and 
energy. 

Molly Macauley was widely admired 
by her family, friends, and colleagues 
for her determination to impact the 
world. Originally from northern Vir- 
ginia, she graduated from William and 
Mary in 1979 and came to Baltimore to 
study at Johns Hopkins University. 
She received her master’s in 1981 and 
her doctoral degree in economics in 
1983. Dr. Macauley was a visiting pro- 
fessor at Johns Hopkins for 20 years. 
She also joined the think tank ‘‘Re- 
sources for the Future,’’ eventually be- 
coming vice president for research. Dr. 
Macauley was considered an expert in 
environmental economics, leading the 
way into the future in space research 
and renewable energy. She also served 
on committees involved in science, 
space, and medicine, finding common 
ground and moving all of us forward. 
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We could use more role models like her 
everywhere today. 

Dr. Macauley spent her time dedi- 
cated to becoming a better leader and 
raising those around her up as well. 
She put forth so much effort to make 
sure that the work she was doing had 
the greatest possible influence. She 
tried to bring good to this world 
through her award-winning journal ar- 
ticles, her time spent testifying in 
front of Congress, and educating the 
next generation of changemakers. Dr. 
Macauley will be remembered in Balti- 
more especially for the love she had for 
our city. She chose to commute to D.C. 
each day because she couldn’t bear to 
leave Baltimore for too long. She never 
let anyone forget their ties to Balti- 
more either. Even if they moved away, 
she sent Baltimore’s world-famous 
Berger cookies and treats to remind 
them of home. 

Her passing has been a shock to our 
community, to have such an upstand- 
ing and valued member of it so brutally 
attacked. I know the community will 
be there for each other as we come to 
terms with her tragic loss. I ask that 
my colleagues join me in expressing 
sympathy to Dr. Macauley’s family and 
friends as they mourn the loss of this 
remarkable woman and remember the 
impact she had on our Nation.e 


ee 


REMEMBERING DR. RAYMOND C. 
BUSHLAND 


e Mr. ROUNDS. Mr. President, today I 
wish to commemorate the life and 
work of Dr. Raymond C. Bushland, a 
native of South Dakota. 

Dr. Bushland, along with his col- 
league Edward F. Knipling of Texas, 
made tremendous scientific advance- 
ments in eradicating and suppressing 
the threat posed by pests to the live- 
stock and crops that contribute to the 
world’s food supply. Dr. Bushland will 
be posthumously honored with the 
Golden Goose Award for his and Dr. 
Knipling’s research on the screwworm 
fly. The Golden Goose Award recog- 
nizes scientists who have made signifi- 
cant contributions to society through 
unique federally funded projects. 

Bushland was raised in Clearlake, 
SD, and graduated from South Dakota 
State University in 1932 with degrees in 
entomology and zoology. After earning 
his masters in 1934, he began working 
at a laboratory for the U.S. Depart- 
ment of Agriculture in Dallas, TX, 
where he met Dr. Knipling. The two 
shared a fascination with the 
screwworm fly, a rampant and aggres- 
sive pest that primarily targeted cat- 
tle. The screwworm fly could decimate 
herds in a matter of weeks and was 
nearly impossible to prevent. 

Through their research, Bushland 
and Knipling hypothesized that sci- 
entists could combat the pest by con- 
trolling its population, an approach 
that was met with great skepticism. 
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Regardless, Bushland successfully de- 
vised the ‘‘sterile insect technique,” a 
revolutionary method in controlling 
pest populations. The hypothesis was 
soon confirmed. 

By preventing regular reproduction, 
they began seeing results immediately, 
and in 1982, the screwworm fly was de- 
clared completely eradicated in the 
U.S. Since this breakthrough, the U.S. 
Department of Agriculture has 
partnered with countries throughout 
the Western Hemisphere to continue 
eradicating screwworm flies and pre- 
venting reinfestation. 

The technique pioneered by Bushland 
and Knipling saved the cattle industry 
an estimated $20 billion since its imple- 
mentation and has been applied to var- 
ious insect species since. Today, sci- 
entists are using the same technique to 
combat the spread of the Zika virus. 
This feat is lauded as one of the most 
important developments in pest con- 
trol, as well as one of the first peaceful 
uses of nuclear radiation. 

Bushland’s work represents a pin- 
nacle of scientific achievement that 
helped pave a new era of food security 
and public health. His curiosity, perse- 
verance, and ingenuity continue to bea 
source of inspiration for students in 
South Dakota and across the country. 
For his commitment to science, edu- 
cation, and society, we thank him.e 


—— 


RECOGNIZING MORRIS & 
DICKSON CO. LLC 


e Mr. VITTER. Mr. President, often- 
times the truest test of a small 
business’s strength is its longevity. In 
Louisiana, our small businesses have 
worked through countless challenges 
and survived for generations to im- 
prove the lives of their neighbors and 
make substantial contributions to the 
economy. In honor of their 175th anni- 
versary, I would like to present Morris 
& Dickson Co. LLC of Shreveport, LA, 
with the Senate Small Business Legacy 
Award for the important achievements 
of this Louisiana-based small business 
success story. 

In 1841, John Worthington Morris 
opened J. W. Morris & Co., an inde- 
pendent pharmacy in downtown 
Shreveport, LA. Working out of a sin- 
gle riverfront warehouse, J.W. first re- 
ceived goods by steamboat from New 
Orleans and, with the help of his broth- 
er, Thomas Henry, ran his namesake 
small business until his death 12 years 
later. A second generation of the Mor- 
ris family continued J.W.’s legacy until 
Claudius Dickson bought the business 
in 1899, renaming it to be Morris & 
Dickson Co. Claudius worked with 
members of the Morris family to grow 
their wholesale pharmaceutical busi- 
ness. As technology improved, with 
new railway lines and gasoline-powered 
trucks, Morris & Dickson Co. embraced 
the revolutionary improvements to dis- 
tribute their pharmaceuticals in Lou- 
isiana and the surrounding States. 
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In order to survive the Civil War, the 
Great Depression, as well as the day- 
to-day struggles of running a success- 
ful business, the leaders of Morris & 
Dickson Co. took advantage of each 
technological improvement to ensure 
the company would stay afloat. 

It wasn’t until the 1980s that Morris 
& Dickson Co. grew exponentially and 
became a nationally recognized com- 
petitor. At the time, Morris & Dickson 
Co. was working out of the same build- 
ing it had first moved into in 1905. 
Nearly eight decades later, they were 
still transporting goods in a manual 
freight elevator and used a dumbwaiter 
or rope bucket to send orders upstairs. 
Claudius’s son Markham Allen Dickson 
recognized that major changes had to 
be made and, much like his prede- 
cessors, had an immense respect for 
technology’s growing influence. M. Al- 
len’s foresight and ingenuity allowed 
the family-owned business to grow to 
become the region’s leading wholesale 
drug distributor. He moved the com- 
pany out of downtown Shreveport and 
utilized the early use of computers. 
Under his leadership, Morris & Dickson 
Co. exploded on the national wholesale 
pharmaceutical scene. By 2013, Morris 
& Dickson Co. was the fourth largest 
pharmaceutical distributor in the Na- 
tion. 

Still driven by the 175-year-old ambi- 
tion to elevate the standard of patient 
care for their neighbors and commu- 
nity, today Morris & Dickson Co. is run 
by M. Allen’s son, Paul Dickson. Mor- 
ris & Dickson Co. has a well-earned 
reputation for persevering through 
many hardships by embracing innova- 
tion in order to harness the power of an 
ever-changing economy and increas- 
ingly technology-driven world. 

Today, Morris & Dickson Co. pro- 
vides operational and logistic innova- 
tion support for independent phar- 
macies. This includes everything from 
ontime delivery of pharmaceutical in- 
ventory to inventory management soft- 
ware. With Morris & Dickson Co.’s 
help, independent pharmacies in 14 
States can focus on supporting and im- 
proving the health of their local com- 
munities, while also remaining finan- 
cially solvent. 

This Shreveport-based family-run 
business is a great example of the 
American Dream in action, and compa- 
nies like Morris & Dickson certainly 
serve as role models for the next gen- 
eration of entrepreneurs. I congratu- 
late the hard-working folks at Morris 
& Dickson Co. LLC on 175 years in busi- 
ness and for the well-deserved honor of 
the Senate Small Business Legacy 
Award. 


————— EE 


TRIBUTE TO MISSISSIPPI’S 
OLYMPIANS AND PARALYMPIANS 


e Mr. WICKER. Mr. President, today I 
wish to congratulate the Mississippians 
who competed in the Olympics and 
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Paralympics in Rio de Janeiro, Brazil. 
They have indeed made us proud. 

One of our Olympic all-stars—Tori 
Bowie—came home with a complete set 
of medals, earning bronze, silver, and 
gold in track-and-field events. Tori is 
from Sandhill, a community in Rankin 
County, and attended the University of 
Southern Mississippi. She earned her 
bronze medal in the 200-meter, her sil- 
ver in the 100-meter, and her gold in 
the 4x100-meter relay. 

Another track-and-field star, Sam 
Kendricks, also made news headlines 
for both his bronze medal in pole vault 
and a powerful moment of patriotism. 
During the qualifying round, the sec- 
ond lieutenant in the Army Reserve 
stopped sprinting during his pole vault 
attempt to stand at attention when he 
heard ‘‘the Star-Spangled Banner.” 
Sam is from Oxford and attended the 
University of Mississippi. 

Gulfport native Brittney Reese made 
history at the 2012 London games, 
where she became the first American 
woman to win a gold medal in long 
jump in more than 20 years. She did 
not leave Rio empty-handed. The six- 
time world champion and Ole Miss 
alumna earned a silver medal in her 
third Olympics. 

Rounding out Mississippi’s roster was 
Ricky Robertson of Hernando, a former 
track-and-field star at the University 
of Mississippi who competed in high 
jump at his first Olympics. 

For 10 other athletes, the road to Rio 
went through Mississippi. These tal- 
ented individuals have made our State 
home as alumni, students, or coaches 
at our universities. Congratulations 
are in order for Gwen Berry, Mateo Ed- 
ward, Marta Freitas, Antwon Hicks, 
Anaso Jobodwana, Mariam Kromah, 
Brandon McBride, Raven Saunders, 


Khadijah Suleman, and Michael 
Tinsley. 
Following the Olympics, Mississip- 


pians again turned to Rio to cheer for 
our local all-stars in the 2016 
Paralympic Games. Charlie 
Swearingen from Gulfport competed on 
the sitting volleyball team, which fin- 
ished eighth. He joined two-time 
Paralympians Joey Brinson from Flor- 
ence and Shaquille Vance from Hous- 
ton, who had earned a silver medal in 
2012. Joey finished ninth in his cat- 
egory of wheelchair fencing, and 
Shaquille finished fourth in the men’s 
T42 200-meter run. 

The Olympics and Paralympics are 
an inspiring showcase of international 
goodwill and sportsmanship. These 
Mississippians have represented us well 
on the world stage, and I have no doubt 
they will continue to succeed in their 
future endeavors.e 


ee 


MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE 


At 12:02 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mr. Novotny, one of its reading clerks, 
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announced that the House has passed 
the following bills, in which it requests 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

H.R. 670. An act to amend title XIX of the 
Social Security Act to extend the Medicaid 
rules regarding supplemental needs trusts 
for Medicaid beneficiaries to trusts estab- 
lished by those beneficiaries, and for other 
purposes. 

H.R. 3937. An act to designate the building 
utilized as a United States courthouse lo- 
cated at 150 Reade Circle in Greenville, 
North Carolina, as the ‘‘Randy D. Doub 
United States Courthouse’’. 

H.R. 4887. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 23323 Shelby Road in Shelby, Indiana, as 
the ‘‘Richard Allen Cable Post Office’’. 

H.R. 5150. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 3031 Veterans Road West in Staten Island, 
New York, as the ‘‘Leonard Montalto Post 
Office Building”. 

H.R. 5309. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 401 McElroy Drive in Oxford, Mississippi, 
as the “Army First Lieutenant Donald C. 
Carwile Post Office Building”. 

H.R. 5356. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 14231 TX-150 in Coldspring, Texas, as the 
“E. Marie Youngblood Post Office”. 

H.R. 5591. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 810 N US Highway 83 in Zapata, Texas, as 
the ‘‘Zapata Veterans Post Office’’. 

H.R. 5612. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 2886 Sandy Plains Road in Marietta, Geor- 
gia, as the ‘‘Marine Lance Corporal Squire 
‘Skip’ Wells Post Office Building”. 

H.R. 5676. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 6300 N. Northwest Highway in Chicago, Il- 
linois, as the ‘‘Officer Joseph P. Cali Post Of- 
fice Building”. 

H.R. 5687. An act to eliminate or modify 
certain mandates of the Government Ac- 
countability Office. 

H.R. 5690. An act to ensure the Government 
Accountability Office has adequate access to 
information. 

H.R. 5785. An act to amend title 5, United 
States Code, to provide for an annuity sup- 
plement for certain air traffic controllers. 

H.R. 5889. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 1 Chalan Kanoa VLG in Saipan, Northern 
Mariana Islands, as the ‘‘Segundo T. Sablan 
and CNMI Fallen Military Heroes Post Office 
Building”. 

H.R. 5944. An act to amend title 49, United 
States Code, with respect to certain grant 
assurances, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 5957. An act to include disabled vet- 
eran leave in the personnel management sys- 
tem of the Federal Aviation Administration. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

At 12:56 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mr. Novotny, one of its reading clerks, 
announced that the Speaker has signed 
the following enrolled bills: 

H.R. 5936. An act to authorize the Sec- 
retary of Veterans Affairs to enter into cer- 
tain leases at the Department of Veterans 
Affairs West Los Angeles Campus in Los An- 
geles, California, to make certain improve- 
ments to the enhanced-use lease authority of 
the Department, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 5985. An act to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to extend certain expiring pro- 
visions of law administered by the Secretary 
of Veterans Affairs, and for other purposes. 
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The enrolled bills were subsequently 
signed by the President pro tempore 
(Mr. HATCH). 


-e 


MEASURES REFERRED 


The following bills were read the first 
and the second times by unanimous 
consent, and referred as indicated: 

H.R. 670. An act to amend title XIX of the 
Social Security Act to extend the Medicaid 
rules regarding supplemental needs trusts 
for Medicaid beneficiaries to trusts estab- 
lished by those beneficiaries, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Finance. 

H.R. 3937. An act to designate the building 
utilized as a United States courthouse lo- 
cated at 150 Reade Circle in Greenville, 
North Carolina, as the “Randy D. Doub 
United States Courthouse”; to the Com- 
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

H.R. 4887. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 23323 Shelby Road in Shelby, Indiana, as 
the “Richard Allen Cable Post Office”; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov- 
ernmental Affairs. 

H.R. 5150. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 3031 Veterans Road West in Staten Island, 
New York, as the “Leonard Montalto Post 
Office Building’; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af- 
fairs. 

H.R. 5309. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 401 McElroy Drive in Oxford, Mississippi, 
as the ‘“‘Army First Lieutenant Donald C. 
Carwile Post Office Building”; to the Com- 
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern- 
mental Affairs. 

H.R. 5356. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 14231 TX-150 in Coldspring, Texas, as the 
“H. Marie Youngblood Post Office’’; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov- 
ernmental Affairs. 

H.R. 5591. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 810 N US Highway 83 in Zapata, Texas, as 
the “Zapata Veterans Post Office”; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov- 
ernmental Affairs. 

H.R. 5612. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 2886 Sandy Plains Road in Marietta, Geor- 
gia, as the ‘“‘Marine Lance Corporal Squire 
‘Skip’ Wells Post Office Building’’; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov- 
ernmental Affairs. 

H.R. 5676. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 6300 N. Northwest Highway in Chicago, Il- 
linois, as the ‘‘Officer Joseph P. Cali Post Of- 
fice Building”; to the Committee on Home- 
land Security and Governmental Affairs. 

H.R. 5889. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 1 Chalan Kanoa VLG in Saipan, Northern 
Mariana Islands, as the ‘‘Segundo T. Sablan 
and CNMI Fallen Military Heroes Post Office 
Building’; to the Committee on Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs. 


ES 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mr. JOHNSON, from the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af- 
fairs, without amendment: 

S. 2849. A bill to ensure the Government 
Accountability Office has adequate access to 
information (Rept. No. 114-356). 
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EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF 
COMMITTEE 


The following executive reports of 
nominations were submitted: 


By Mr. ALEXANDER for the Committee 
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

*Thomas G. Kotarac, of Illinois, to be a 
Member of the Railroad Retirement Board 
for a term expiring August 28, 2017. 

*Constance Smith Barker, of Alabama, to 
be a Member of the Equal Employment Op- 
portunity Commission for a term expiring 
July 1, 2021. 


*Nomination was reported with rec- 
ommendation that it be confirmed sub- 
ject to the nominee’s commitment to 
respond to requests to appear and tes- 
tify before any duly constituted com- 
mittee of the Senate. 


— 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


The following bills and joint resolu- 
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con- 
sent, and referred as indicated: 


By Mr. HATCH: 

S. 3366. A bill to streamline the R-1 reli- 
gious worker visa petition process; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WARNER (for himself, Mr. BEN- 
NET, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. BURR, Ms. COL- 
LINS, Mr. DAINES, Mr. GARDNER, Mrs. 
GILLIBRAND, Mr. KAINE, Mr. KING, Mr. 
MARKEY, Mr. NELSON, Mr. PETERS, 
Mr. SCHUMER, Ms. STABENOW, Mr. 
TESTER, Mr. TILLIS, and Ms. WAR- 
REN): 

S. 3367. A bill to authorize the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs to carry out certain major 
medical facility leases of the Department of 
Veterans Affairs; to the Committee on Vet- 
erans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. COONS (for himself and Mr. 
ISAKSON): 

S. 3368. A bill to amend the Higher Edu- 
cation Act of 1965 to improve college access 
and college completion for all students; to 
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions. 

By Mr. McCAIN (for himself, Mr. CoR- 
NYN, Mr. COTTON, Mr. BURR, Mr. GRA- 
HAM, and Mr. SESSIONS): 

S. 3369. A bill to amend section 2709 of title 
18, United States Code, to clarify that the 
Government may obtain a specified set of 
electronic communication transactional 
records under that section, and to make per- 
manent the authority for individual terror- 
ists to be treated as agents of foreign powers 
under the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance 
Act of 1978; to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary. 

By Mr. WHITEHOUSE: 

S. 3370. A bill to restrict confidentiality 
agreements that prohibit the disclosure of 
information relating to hazards to public 
safety or health, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WYDEN (for himself, Ms. STA- 
BENOW, Mr. BENNET, Mr. NELSON, and 
Mr. BRowN): 

S. 3371. A bill to amend titles II, XVIII, and 
XIX of the Social Security Act to improve 
the affordability and enrollment procedures 
of the Medicare program, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. CASSIDY: 

S. 3372. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 

enue Code of 1986 to provide for a partial ex- 
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clusion from the excise tax imposed on heavy 
trucks sold at retail for alternative fuel 
trucks; to the Committee on Finance. 
By Mr. WARNER (for himself and Mr. 
MORAN): 

S. 3373. A bill to amend the Federal De- 
posit Insurance Act to ensure that the recip- 
rocal deposits of an insured depository insti- 
tution are not considered to be funds ob- 
tained by or through a deposit broker, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

By Mr. NELSON: 

S. 3374. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to provide a reduced excise 
tax rate for portable, electronically-aerated 
bait containers; to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

By Ms. BALDWIN (for herself and Mr. 
PETERS): 

S. 3375. A bill to amend the Small Business 
Investment Act of 1985 to enhance the Small 
Business Investment Company Program and 
provide for a small business early-stage in- 
vestment program; to the Committee on 
Small Business and Entrepreneurship. 

By Mr. COTTON (for himself, Mr. LEE, 
and Mr. GRAHAM): 

S. 3376. A bill to ensure the integrity of 
laws enacted to prevent the use of financial 
instruments for funding or operating online 
casinos are not undermined by legal opinions 
not carrying the force of law issued by Fed- 
eral Government lawyers; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mrs. BOXER (for herself and Mrs. 
SHAHEEN): 

S. 3377. A bill to increase the participation 
of women in foreign security forces, specifi- 
cally the military and police, with United 
States foreign assistance; to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

By Mr. BURR (for himself and Mr. 
TILLIS): 

S. 3378. A bill to amend the Intermodal 
Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 
1991 to designate certain parts of United 
States Route 264 and the Eastern North 
Carolina Gateway Corridor as future parts of 
the Interstate System, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

By Mr. THUNE (for himself, Mr. NEL- 
SON, Mrs. FISCHER, and Mr. BOOKER): 

S. 3379. A bill to improve surface transpor- 
tation and maritime security; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 


EE 


ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 
S. 388 

At the request of Mr. BOOKER, the 
name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. BOXER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 388, a bill to amend the Animal 
Welfare Act to require humane treat- 
ment of animals by Federal Govern- 
ment facilities. 

S. 540 

At the request of Ms. COLLINS, the 
name of the Senator from Hawaii (Ms. 
HIRONO) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
540, a bill to amend the Richard B. Rus- 
sell National School Lunch Act to re- 
quire the Secretary of Agriculture to 
make loan guarantees and grants to fi- 
nance certain improvements to school 
lunch facilities, to train school food 
service personnel, and for other pur- 
poses. 


September 21, 2016 


S. 569 
At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the 
name of the Senator from Hawaii (Ms. 
HIRONO) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
569, a bill to reauthorize the farm to 
school program, and for other purposes. 
S. 574 
At the request of Mr. SCOTT, the 
name of the Senator from Indiana (Mr. 
DONNELLY) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 574, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to allow employ- 
ers a credit against income tax for em- 
ployees who participate in qualified ap- 
prenticeship programs. 
S. 689 
At the request of Mr. THUNE, the 
name of the Senator from Oklahoma 
(Mr. LANKFORD) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 689, a bill to provide protec- 
tions for certain sports medicine pro- 
fessionals who provide certain medical 
services in a secondary State. 
S. 1539 
At the request of Mrs. MURRAY, the 
name of the Senator from Hawaii (Ms. 
HIRONO) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1539, a bill to amend the Richard B. 
Russell National School Lunch Act to 
establish a permanent, nationwide 
summer electronic benefits transfer for 
children program. 
S. 1945 
At the request of Mr. CASSIDY, the 
name of the Senator from North Caro- 
lina (Mr. TILLIS) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 1945, a bill to make avail- 
able needed psychiatric, psychological, 
and supportive services for individuals 
with mental illness and families in 
mental health crisis, and for other pur- 
poses. 
S. 2067 
At the request of Mr. WICKER, the 
name of the Senator from Oklahoma 
(Mr. LANKFORD) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 2067, a bill to establish EURE- 
KA Prize Competitions to accelerate 
discovery and development of disease- 
modifying, preventive, or curative 
treatments for Alzheimer’s disease and 
related dementia, to encourage efforts 
to enhance detection and diagnosis of 
such diseases, or to enhance the qual- 
ity and efficiency of care of individuals 
with such diseases. 
S. 2216 
At the request of Mrs. MCCASKILL, 
the name of the Senator from New 
Hampshire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) was added 
as a cosponsor of S. 2216, a bill to pro- 
vide immunity from suit for certain in- 
dividuals who disclose potential exam- 
ples of financial exploitation of senior 
citizens, and for other purposes. 
S. 2341 
At the request of Mr. BENNET, the 
name of the Senator from Florida (Mr. 
NELSON) was added as a cosponsor of 8. 
2341, a bill to designate a portion of the 
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge as wil- 
derness. 
S. 2420 
At the request of Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 
the name of the Senator from Hawaii 
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(Ms. HIRONO) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2420, a bill to amend the Food and 
Nutrition Act of 2008 to modify the ex- 
ception to the work requirement. 
S. 2595 
At the request of Mr. CRAPO, the 
name of the Senator from Louisiana 
(Mr. VITTER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2595, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to permanently 
extend the railroad track maintenance 
credit. 
S. 2832 
At the request of Mr. ISAKSON, the 
name of the Senator from Tennessee 
(Mr. CORKER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2832, a bill to amend title XVIII of 
the Social Security Act to ensure fair- 
ness in Medicare hospital payments by 
establishing a floor for the area wage 
index applied with respect to certain 
hospitals. 
S. 2873 
At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 
name of the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. DAINES) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2873, a bill to require studies and 
reports examining the use of, and op- 
portunities to use, technology-enabled 
collaborative learning and capacity 
building models to improve programs 
of the Department of Health and 
Human Services, and for other pur- 
poses. 
S. 2912 
At the request of Mr. JOHNSON, the 
name of the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. GARDNER) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 2912, a bill to authorize the 
use of unapproved medical products by 
patients diagnosed with a terminal ill- 
ness in accordance with State law, and 
for other purposes. 
S. 2927 
At the request of Mr. LANKFORD, the 
name of the Senator from Utah (Mr. 
LEE) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2927, a bill to prevent governmental 
discrimination against providers of 
health services who decline involve- 
ment in abortion, and for other pur- 
poses. 
S. 2932 
At the request of Mr. CASSIDY, the 
name of the Senator from North Da- 
kota (Ms. HEITKAMP) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 2932, a bill to amend the 
Controlled Substances Act with respect 
to the provision of emergency medical 
services. 
S. 2941 
At the request of Ms. AYOTTE, the 
name of the Senator from New York 
(Mr. SCHUMER) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 2941, a bill to require a study 
on women and lung cancer, and for 
other purposes. 
S. 2953 
At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, the 
name of the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. DAINES) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2953, a bill to promote patient- 
centered care and accountability at the 
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Indian Health Service, and for other 
purposes. 
S. 3006 

At the request of Ms. MURKOWSKI, the 
name of the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
MORAN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
3006, a bill to provide for the exchange 
of certain National Forest System land 
and non-Federal land in the State of 
Alaska, and for other purposes. 

S. 3023 

At the request of Mrs. MCCASKILL, 
the name of the Senator from New 
Hampshire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) was added 
as a cosponsor of S. 3023, a bill to pro- 
vide for the reconsideration of claims 
for disability compensation for vet- 
erans who were the subjects of experi- 
ments by the Department of Defense 
during World War II that were con- 
ducted to assess the effects of mustard 
gas or lewisite on people, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 3065 

At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the 
name of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts (Mr. MARKEY) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 3065, a bill to amend parts 
B and E of title IV of the Social Secu- 
rity Act to invest in funding preven- 
tion and family services to help keep 
children safe and supported at home, to 
ensure that children in foster care are 
placed in the least restrictive, most 
family-like, and appropriate settings, 
and for other purposes. 

At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 
name of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. WICKER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 3065, supra. 

S. 3073 

At the request of Ms. BALDWIN, the 
name of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 3073, a bill to establish a 
commission to ensure a suitable ob- 
servance of the centennial of the pas- 
sage and ratification of the Nineteenth 
Amendment to the United States Con- 
stitution providing for women’s suf- 
frage, and for other purposes. 

S. 3101 

At the request of Mr. CASSIDY, the 
name of the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia (Mr. MANCHIN) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 3101, a bill to amend the 
Public Health Service Act to limit the 
liability of health care professionals 
who volunteer to provide health care 
services in response to a disaster. 

S. 3198 

At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 
names of the Senator from Maine (Ms. 
COLLINS), the Senator from Utah (Mr. 
LEE) and the Senator from Massachu- 
setts (Mr. MARKEY) were added as co- 
sponsors of S. 3198, a bill to amend title 
38, United States Code, to improve the 
provision of adult day health care serv- 
ices for veterans. 

S. 3244 

At the request of Mr. ROBERTS, the 
name of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) was added as a co- 
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sponsor of S. 3244, a bill to amend title 
XXVII of the Public Health Service Act 
to clarify the treatment of pediatric 
dental coverage in the individual and 
group markets outside of Exchanges es- 
tablished under the Patient Protection 
and Affordable Care Act, and for other 
purposes. 
S. 3253 
At the request of Mrs. FISCHER, the 
name of the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mr. SASSE) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 3258, a bill to require the Occupa- 
tional Safety and Health Administra- 
tion to provide notice and comment 
rulemaking for the revised enforce- 
ment policy relating to the exemption 
of retail facilities from coverage of the 
process safety management of highly 
hazardous chemicals standard under 
section 1910.119(a)(2)(i) of title 29, Code 
of Federal Regulations, and for other 
purposes. 
S. 3270 
At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the 
name of the Senator from Maine (Ms. 
COLLINS) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
3270, a bill to prevent elder abuse and 
exploitation and improve the justice 
system’s response to victims in elder 
abuse and exploitation cases. 
S. 3285 
At the request of Mr. RUBIO, the 
name of the Senator from Utah (Mr. 
HATCH) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
3285, a bill to prohibit the President 
from using funds appropriated under 
section 1304 of title 31, United States 
Code, to make payments to Iran, to im- 
pose sanctions with respect to Iranian 
persons that hold or detain United 
States citizens, and for other purposes. 
S. 3296 
At the request of Mr. MCCAIN, the 
name of the Senator from South Caro- 
lina (Mr. SCOTT) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 3296, a bill to amend the Inter- 
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to provide an 
exemption to the individual mandate 
to maintain health coverage for indi- 
viduals residing in counties with fewer 
than 2 health insurance issuers offering 
plans on an Exchange. 
S. 3297 
At the request of Mr. COTTON, the 
name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
PORTMAN) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 3297, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to provide an ex- 
emption to the individual mandate to 
maintain health coverage for certain 
individuals whose premium has in- 
creased by more than 10 percent, and 
for other purposes. 
S. 3304 
At the request of Mr. THUNE, the 
name of the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mr. COTTON) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 3304, a bill to direct the Secretary 
of Veterans Affairs to improve the Vet- 
erans Crisis Line. 
S. 3308 
At the request of Mrs. CAPITO, the 
name of the Senator from Mississippi 
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(Mr. WICKER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 3308, a bill to amend title XVIII of 
the Social Security Act to prohibit pre- 
scription drug plan sponsors and MA- 
PD organizations under the Medicare 
program from retroactively reducing 
payment on clean claims submitted by 
pharmacies. 


S. 3328 


At the request of Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 
the name of the Senator from New 
Mexico (Mr. HEINRICH) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 3328, a bill to amend 
title 38, United States Code, to reform 
the rights and processes relating to ap- 
peals of decisions regarding claims for 
benefits under the laws administered 
by the Secretary of Veterans Affairs, 
and for other purposes. 


S. 3355 


At the request of Mr. COTTON, the 
names of the Senator from Idaho (Mr. 
RISCH), the Senator from Missouri (Mr. 
BLUNT) and the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mr. SASSE) were added as cosponsors 
of S. 3355, a bill to prohibit funding for 
the Preparatory Commission for the 
Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Trea- 
ty Organization in the event the 
United Nations Security Council 
adopts a resolution that obligates the 
United States or affirms a purported 
obligation of the United States to re- 
frain from actions that would run 
counter to the object and purpose of 
the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban 
Treaty. 


S. RES. 527 


At the request of Mr. UDALL, the 
name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Mr. PETERS) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. Res. 527, a resolution recognizing 
the 75th anniversary of the opening of 
the National Gallery of Art. 


S. RES. 535 


At the request of Mr. MARKEY, the 
name of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. Res. 535, a resolution ex- 
pressing the sense of the Senate re- 
garding the trafficking of illicit 
fentanyl into the United States from 
Mexico and China. 


S. RES. 570 


At the request of Mr. MURPHY, the 
name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
PORTMAN) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. Res. 570, a resolution recognizing the 
importance of substance abuse disorder 
treatment and recovery in the United 
States. 
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AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 


Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I have 
seven requests for committees to meet 
during today’s session of the Senate. 
They have the approval of the Majority 
and Minority leaders. 

Pursuant to Rule XXVI, paragraph 
5(a), of the Standing Rules of the Sen- 
ate, the following committees are au- 
thorized to meet during today’s session 
of the Senate: 

COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION, AND 
FORESTRY 

The Committee on Agriculture, Nu- 
trition, and Forestry is authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
on September 21, 2016, at 10 a.m., in 
room SR-328A of the Russell Senate Of- 
fice Building, to conduct a hearing en- 
titled “The U.S. Department of Agri- 
culture and the Current State of Farm 
Economy.” 

COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, SCIENCE, AND 
TRANSPORTATION 

The Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation is author- 
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on September 21, 2016, at 10 
a.m., in room SR-253 of the Russell 
Senate Office Building. 

COMMITTEE ON FINANCE 

The Committee on Finance is author- 
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on September 21, 2016, at 10 
a.m., in room SD-215 of the Dirksen 
Senate Office Building. 

COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS 

The Committee on Indian Affairs is 
authorized to meet during the session 
of the Senate on September 21, 2016, in 
room SD-628 of the Dirksen Senate Of- 
fice Building, at 2 p.m. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE 

The Select Committee on Intel- 
ligence is authorized to meet during 
the session of the Senate on September 
21, 2016, at 1 p.m., in room SH-219 of the 
Hart Senate Office Building. 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON FISHERIES, WATER, AND 

WILDLIFE 

The Subcommittee on Fisheries, 
Water, and Wildlife of the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works is 
authorized to meet during the session 
of the Senate on September 21, 2016, at 
2:30 p.m., in room SD-406 of the Dirk- 
sen Senate Office Building, to conduct 
a hearing entitled, ‘‘Reviewing the Pro- 
posed Revisions to the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service Mitigation Policy.” 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON NATIONAL SECURITY AND 

INTERNATIONAL TRADE AND FINANCE 

The Committee on Banking, Housing, 

and Urban Affairs Subcommittee on 


September 21, 2016 


National Security and International 
Trade and Finance are authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
on September 21, 2016, at 10:30 a.m., to 
conduct a hearing entitled, ‘‘Terror Fi- 
nancing Risks of America’s $1.7 Billion 
Cash Payments to Iran.” 


e 


PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR 


Mr. DONNELLY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that Sarah Thom- 
son, a member of my staff, be granted 
floor privileges for the day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


u 


ORDERS FOR THURSDAY, 
SEPTEMBER 22, 2016 


Mr. LEE. Mr. President, I ask unani- 
mous consent that when the Senate 
completes its business today, it ad- 
journ until 9:30 a.m., Thursday, Sep- 
tember 22; that following the prayer 
and pledge, the morning hour be 
deemed expired, the Journal of pro- 
ceedings be approved to date, and the 
time for the two leaders be reserved for 
their use later in the day; further, that 
following leader remarks, the Senate 
be in a period of morning business, 
with Senators permitted to speak 
therein for up to 10 minutes each until 
11 a.m.; that following morning busi- 
ness, the Senate resume consideration 
of the motion to proceed to H.R. 5325, 
postcloture; further, that notwith- 
standing the provisions of rule XXII, 
all postcloture time on the motion to 
proceed to H.R. 5325 expire at 11 a.m. 
tomorrow; finally, that if the motion 
to proceed is agreed to, Senator 
MCCONNELL be recognized to offer a 
substitute amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 


Ee 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 9:30 A.M. 
TOMORROW 


Mr. LEE. Mr. President, if there is no 
further business to come before the 
Senate, I ask unanimous consent that 
it stand adjourned under the previous 
order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 6:31 p.m., adjourned until Thursday, 
September 22, 2016, at 9:30 a.m. 


September 21, 2016 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


The House met at 10 a.m. and was 
called to order by the Speaker pro tem- 
pore (Mr. RIBBLE). 


ee 


DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
September 21, 2016. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable REID J. 
RIBBLE to act as Speaker pro tempore on this 
day. 

PAUL D. RYAN, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


EE 


MORNING-HOUR DEBATE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the order of the House of Janu- 
ary 5, 2016, the Chair will now recog- 
nize Members from lists submitted by 
the majority and minority leaders for 
morning-hour debate. 

The Chair will alternate recognition 
between the parties, with each party 
limited to 1 hour and each Member 
other than the majority and minority 
leaders and the minority whip limited 
to 5 minutes, but in no event shall de- 
bate continue beyond 11:50 a.m. 


a 


MASS IMMIGRATION AND FUTURE 
PROSPERITY 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Alabama (Mr. BROOKS) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BROOKS of Alabama. Mr. Speak- 
er, if not for the massive immigration 
wave of the last 40 years, America’s 
population would have stabilized or 
had very modest growth. Instead, 
America’s population has exploded to 
321 million people, due primarily to 62 
million foreign-born people, plus their 
minor children. 

As an aside, illegal aliens are esti- 
mated to account for roughly 25 per- 
cent of that growth. Overall, America’s 
foreign-born population grew from 4.7 
percent of total population in 1970 to 
over 13 percent of population in 2015. 

Consistent with the above, the Cen- 
sus Bureau estimates that, within 7 
years, America’s population will have 
the highest percentage of foreign-born 
people since the Revolutionary War, 
adding another 74 million people to 
America’s population over the next 45 
years. 

Although Americans are supportive 
or tolerant of legal immigration, they 
are showing a growing unease in the 


face of this record-breaking immigra- 
tion tidal wave that drives up welfare 
costs, overcrowds schools and hos- 
pitals, and increasingly subjects Amer- 
ican citizens to growing crime and ter- 
rorist attack risks. 

Consistent with this growing con- 
cern, a recent poll found that 61 per- 
cent of Americans believe ‘‘continued 
immigration into the country jeopard- 
izes the United States.” Notwith- 
standing America’s concern, America’s 
wealthy elite use their campaign con- 
tributions, political influence, and pop- 
ular media to glorify legal and illegal 
immigration to ensure their continu- 
ance. 

Puppet-like politicians expand visa 
programs, ignore laws that protect 
Americans from illegal aliens, and seek 
to legalize those illegal aliens who 
have broken into our homes. Left-wing 
media, Democrats, and even some Re- 
publicans brand as racist and small- 
minded the working-class Americans 
who object to massive immigration and 
label concerned politicians as paranoid 
isolationists. 

What drives the craving by America’s 
wealthy elite for more foreign workers? 

Follow the money. Throughout his- 
tory, from lords to merchant princes, 
elite have acquired great wealth by ex- 
ploiting cheap slave or low-cost foreign 
labor. 

Even here, America’s two great im- 
migration waves depressed incomes of 
working citizens as large numbers of 
immigrants blew up the labor supply 
while also competing for and taking 
jobs from American citizens. 

On the plus side, back when America 
had seemingly unlimited natural re- 
sources and great spaces of open land, 
immigrants were self-sufficient, were 
not a financial burden on other Ameri- 
cans, and grew America’s wealth and 
gross domestic product. 

In Ecclesiastes in the Bible, a very 
wise man, Solomon, once said: “To ev- 
erything there is a season, and a time 
to every purpose under the Heaven.” 

Times have changed. America’s nat- 
ural resources are limited. We must 
import metals and energy to sustain 
our economy. Great spaces of usable 
land are long gone. Further, techno- 
logical advances in the intelligent ma- 
chine age are dramatically changing 
labor markets. Rather than just more 
productive tools that must still have a 
human in the operational loop, intel- 
ligent machines produce value inde- 
pendently with minimal to no labor re- 
quirements. No longer is massive popu- 
lation growth essential to grow Amer- 
ica’s gross domestic product. 


This symbol represents the time of day during the House proceedings, e.g., 


America must recognize our chal- 
lenges and opportunities. While over 5 
billion foreigners want to migrate to 
America, in part, because they earn 
only $10 a day in their own countries, 
America has enough citizens and tech- 
nology to assure our common defense 
and economic advancement. 

Each foreigner imported consumes 
space and resources, neither of which is 
infinite. Hence, we must be more selec- 
tive in our immigration policies to en- 
sure incoming immigrants are both 
self-sufficient and able and willing to 
be properly absorbed into American so- 
ciety. If we aren’t, America’s popu- 
lation will explode and America will 
lose its special place in history. 


a 
FREE OSCAR LOPEZ RIVERA 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. GUTIERREZ) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Speaker, this 
past weekend, I visited four cities in 
four States to meet with Puerto Rican 
elected officials, leaders, and members 
of the Puerto Rican diaspora about a 
very important campaign. 

I was in Hartford, Connecticut; 
Springfield and Holyoke, Massachu- 
setts; New York, New York; and New- 
ark, New Jersey, for activities, pa- 
rades, and discussions that were very 
successful. This week, I will be back in 
Chicago with my fellow Puerto Ricans 
at the National Museum of Puerto 
Rican Arts and Culture to honor the 
organization and to recognize the tal- 
ent and cultural contributions of Anto- 
nio Martorell and Lin-Manuel Miranda, 
who make us all proud. 

But Iam not traveling on a campaign 
for President or for a political can- 
didate. Rather, I am meeting with peo- 
ple all over about a campaign for the 
current President to take action before 
he leaves office in January to free 
Oscar Lopez Rivera, the last political 
prisoner from Puerto Rico, who has 
been held for 35 years in an American 
prison. 

No one disputes that the President of 
the United States has the power to 
grant pardons, commute sentences, and 
grant clemency. It is a power the Presi- 
dent alone possesses as our chief execu- 
tive. Congress and the courts can do 
nothing to override him in this case. 

Puerto Ricans and allies all over the 
world are asking the President to grant 
clemency to Oscar Lopez Rivera. He 
was not convicted of committing a vio- 
lent crime. Rather, he was convicted of 
seditious conspiracy, espousing the be- 
lief that the people of Puerto Rico are 
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capable of, entitled to, and have the 
right to self-determination and free- 
dom. 

This man, Oscar Lopez Rivera, who is 
now in his seventies and has spent half 
of his life in prison, is no threat to the 
United States or Puerto Rico. He har- 
bors no nefarious plot to harm anyone. 
He is simply a man who served an inor- 
dinate sentence for the crime for which 
he was convicted. And now Puerto 
Ricans want their elder statesman to 
live out his days in Puerto Rico. In 
fact, Mr. Speaker, there are few issues 
that unite the Puerto Rican people 
more than the united front that is as- 
sembling to call for the release of 
Oscar Lopez Rivera. 

Hundreds have already pledged to 
join us on October 9 in Lafayette Park 
in Washington, D.C., to make our unity 
and our commitment known. I know 
from my own experience that all too 
often Puerto Ricans are divided from 
each other along so many lines of poli- 
tics, class, and geography. But in this 
case, in this cause, in the united call, 
Puerto Ricans are united as never be- 
fore. 

The House and the Senate of the is- 
land’s legislature, all the candidates 
for Governor and major office, current 
and past elected officials, city councils 
and municipal governments across the 
island, from San Juan to the smallest 
villages, support the release of Oscar 
Lopez Rivera—across party lines, 
across lines that often separate state- 
hood advocates and independence and 
commonwealth advocates. Practically 
every bishop, every denomination, 
every congregation, parish, and 
church—almost the entire faith com- 
munity on the island—has called for 
Oscar’s release. 

It is not just a Puerto Rican thing, 
Mr. Speaker. It is a movement that has 
sparked followers across the United 
States as well. The AFL-CIO, 
AFSCME, SEIU, Communications 
Workers of America, and other allies in 
the labor movement are standing up 
for justice and standing up for the re- 
lease of Oscar Lopez Rivera. 

The ACLU, the Hispanic National 
Bar Association, and religious leaders 
of all stripes are onboard. The City 
Council of New York City and the New- 
ark, New Jersey Municipal Council 
passed resolutions. My friends and col- 
leagues on the Congressional Hispanic 
Caucus here in Congress have joined us 
in the call for Oscar Lopez Rivera to be 
released. I thank the members of the 
Hispanic Caucus. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, Oscar Lopez 
Rivera’s case and the call for him to be 
released has received international at- 
tention and validation. Presidents, 
Nobel laureates, leaders, artists, activ- 
ists, and the world over, know it is 
time to let Oscar return in peace to his 
island. 

Archbishop Desmond Tutu, the Arch- 
bishop Emeritus of the Anglican 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


Church in Cape Town, a true champion 
of justice across the globe, has ex- 
pressed his unwavering support for the 
release of this prisoner. 

Mr. Speaker, based on the merits of 
this case, the outpouring of support, 
and the moral obligation and power 
that has been placed in his hands, I 
join freedom fighters, justice lovers, 
Puerto Ricans, and individuals across 
the globe in asking President Obama to 
use his pen to free Oscar Lopez Rivera. 

Please join us in Washington, D.C., 
on October 9 in Lafayette Park and let 
your voice be heard. 


EE 


COMMEMORATING THE NICKLAUS 
CHILDREN’S HOSPITAL SCHOOL 
LIAISON PROGRAM 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Florida (Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN) for 5 min- 
utes. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to commemorate the efforts 
of my former staff member, Janelle 
Perez, and her partner, Monica Ruiz, in 
helping the School Liaison Program for 
Nicklaus Children’s Hospital, located 
in my congressional district. 

Having both been affected by cancer 
in different life-altering ways, Janelle 
and Monica collaborated with the 
Miami Children’s Health Foundation 
on methods that could have the largest 
and most profound impact on the lives 
of so many children who are under- 
going treatment at the Nicklaus Chil- 
dren’s Hospital. 

Through Janelle and Monica’s pas- 
sion for children and education, the 
School Liaison Program was born. The 
program is designed to provide guid- 
ance and advocacy to patients and 
their families in order to continue aca- 
demic growth while undergoing clinical 
treatment. 

The program aids in recovery by 
bringing a sense of normalcy and con- 
fidence to these children, instilling in 
them the hope that they will recover 
and soon return to the normal day-to- 
day activities they enjoyed before be- 


coming ill. 
Congratulations to Janelle and 
Monica for helping sick children 


through the Nicklaus Children’s Hos- 
pital School Liaison Program. 
COMMEMORATING THE MIAMI CHILDRENS 
THEATER ON ITS 20TH ANNIVERSARY 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to congratulate the Miami 
Childrens Theater on its 20th anniver- 
sary as an invaluable education center 
for children and young adults in our 
south Florida community. I would like 
to recognize its outstanding leadership 
team, including their executive pro- 
ducing director and founder, Angela 
Ardolino. 

Originally an after-school program at 
the Coral Gables Youth Center, located 
in my congressional district, it was 
Angela’s efforts and strategic vision 
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that transformed this prominent cen- 
ter into what it is today. 

Miami Childrens Theater was the 
first children’s theater in the Nation to 
be granted rights to the student edi- 
tion of Les Miserables. 

More importantly, children and 
young adults from all over the commu- 
nity are given the opportunity to ex- 
plore the arts and expand on their cre- 
ativity both on stage and in classes. 

It is my honor and privilege to recog- 
nize the Miami Childrens Theater and 
wish all of the members the best as 
they work toward the next 20 years of 
service to our south Florida commu- 
nity. 

HONORING THE EPILEPSY FOUNDATION OF 
FLORIDA 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today in recognition of the Epi- 
lepsy Foundation of Florida as it cele- 
brates its 45th anniversary. 

From support groups to case manage- 
ment and medical services, the Epi- 
lepsy Foundation offers diverse pro- 
grams and resources and serves as a 
pillar of support to the over 400,000 Flo- 
ridians living with this condition. 

Mr. Speaker, this neurological dis- 
order is in need of greater public atten- 
tion. According to the Centers for Dis- 
ease Control and Prevention, people 
with epilepsy experience health and so- 
cial disparities, such as a worse health- 
related quality of life and low socio- 
economic status. 

Organizations like the Epilepsy 
Foundation of Florida are stepping up 
to the challenge and informing commu- 
nities in Florida and across our Nation 
about these issues, advocating for bet- 
ter public policies and working every 
day to improve the lives of individuals 
afflicted with this difficult disease 
through research and education. Epi- 
lepsy can affect anyone, children and 
adults alike, and it is crucial to inform 
communities on how to respond in an 
emergency. 

Mr. Speaker, I encourage my south 
Florida community to join and cele- 
brate this wonderful organization at 
the annual Unmasking Epilepsy Mas- 
querade on October 13 in the Coral Ga- 
bles Museum, located in my congres- 
sional district. 

Thank you to the Epilepsy Founda- 
tion of Florida for all that it continues 
to do. 
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Mr. Speaker, I would like to honor 
Susan Dean, who will be retiring from 
this esteemed institution at the end of 
October, after 19 years of invaluable 
service to so many women Members 
who have made their marks in the 
Halls of Congress. 

Susan has been in charge of the mag- 
nificent Lindy Claiborne Boggs Con- 
gressional Women’s Reading Room 
with professionalism, efficiency, and 
care, while keeping the historical room 
so immaculately preserved. 
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From changes in leadership, to the 
enactment of landmark legislation, to 
the inauguration of the Capitol Visitor 
Center, to the unveiling of a myriad of 
statues and portraits and innumerable 
nights where votes have run past mid- 
night, much has transpired during Su- 
san’s tenure in the House. 

Since I met Susan in 1997, I have 
heard her recount the magnificence of 
the Lindy Boggs suite, and it truly 
never ceases to amaze me. Susan has 
provided a great service to our con- 
stituents by graciously offering them a 
personalized tour of this hidden gem. 

The people’s House will suffer a great 
loss with Susan’s departure, and she 
will be deeply missed by her many 
friends here in this Chamber. 

Please join me in wishing Susan 
Dean all the best as she enjoys her first 
few months of retirement traveling 
across our country visiting family and 
friends. 

Godspeed, Susan Dean, mi amiga. 


EE 


REPUBLICAN CRUSADE AGAINST 
THE IRS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, 
currently, in the House Judiciary Com- 
mittee, there is an unusual spectacle 
unfolding. Now, a number of my col- 
leagues on the other side of the aisle 
have made it a crusade to war against 
the IRS. They have cut staff, budgets, 
refused to help it collect money that is 
due and owed. They have made it easier 
for cheats to avoid their obligations. 
But this assault on the IRS Commis- 
sioner takes that war to a new low. 

I would invite anybody listening to 
this presentation right now to go to 
the internal channel in the House, 
number 42, or go to cspan.org to be able 
to watch it yourself. Walk down to 
Room 2237 Rayburn and watch this 
play out. 

I have had a chance to get to know 
John Koskinen, the IRS Commissioner, 
over the course of this last year, and I 
have come to respect and admire him. 
I would suggest to anybody trying to 
put this in context, trying to under- 
stand the give-and-take, google Mr. 
Koskinen, and then google some of his 
fiercest critics who are going to be on 
display at the Judiciary Committee 
today. 

Which of his critics would you imag- 
ine to be entrusted with being the 
chair of the board of trustees for their 
prestigious university, should they 
have attended one? Mr. Koskinen was. 

Which of them would have been suc- 
cessful in business as a turnaround art- 
ist in some of the most difficult and 
challenging commercial transactions? 
Mr. Koskinen was. And then walk away 
from material and business success to 
volunteer for some of the most chal- 
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lenging jobs in Government? Mr. 
Koskinen did. 

Which of these members of the Judi- 
ciary Committee that are attacking 
Mr. Koskinen would have been picked 
by a President of their own party to 
take some of the most challenging and 
difficult and important tasks? Mr. 
Koskinen was. The Y2K czar, when we 
were concerned about what would hap- 
pen in the year 2000 and the integrity 
of computer systems; Mr. Koskinen 
was administrator for the District of 
Columbia when that city was turned 
around. 

Which of them would have been 
asked by a President of the other party 
to step in and handle a major systemic 
challenge? The IRS Commissioner, a 
Democrat, was asked by the Bush ad- 
ministration to step in and right the 
ship of Freddie Mac during the near 
meltdown of the global economy. 

And he came back, volunteering for 
one of the most difficult tasks in gov- 
ernment, to deal with an IRS that has 
been underfunded, understaffed, while 
Congress makes its job almost impos- 
sible by making the Tax Code more 
complex each and every year. John 
Koskinen did. 

Google the people who are attacking 
him and see if any of them have accom- 
plishments that are remotely equal to 
what this distinguished American did 
and has done and continues to do. 

This is a shameful display. This gen- 
tleman is being attacked for things 
that predated his tenure, not high 
crimes and misdemeanors and corrup- 
tion, but because they don’t like what 
went on there, and they are trying to 
find somebody to blame other than 
themselves. 

Look at what is going on in the Judi- 
ciary Committee. Google these people; 
evaluate for yourselves. 

The American people deserve better 
than what is going on now, and cer- 
tainly, Mr. Koskinen does. 


ES 


CONGRATULATING CLEARWATER 
POLICE OFFICER JONATHAN 
WALSER 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. JOLLY) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. JOLLY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to recognize a man who has served our 
country and his community as a U.S. 
Marine, a sheriff’s deputy, and as a po- 
lice detective. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to con- 
gratulate my very dear friend and 
American patriot, a man of deep and 
abiding Christian faith, Mr. Jonathan 
Walser, on his retirement from the 
Clearwater Florida Police Department. 

After serving his country in the 
United States Marine Corps for 6 years, 
Officer Walser opted to continue serv- 
ing his community by joining the 
Pasco County Sheriff's Department in 
1994 as a detention deputy. Two years 
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later, Walser joined the Clearwater Po- 
lice Department and began a career 
that has made an incredible impact on 
our entire Clearwater community. 

Early on, Officer Walser dem- 
onstrated remarkable commitment and 
leadership, earning a highly successful 
rating at the conclusion of his new-hire 
probationary period. 

Officer Walser would serve in several 
specialty assignments during his ca- 
reer. He served as a field training offi- 
cer and a member of the emergency re- 
sponse team. 

He also served for more than a decade 
on the Clearwater Police Department 
honor guard team. As an honor guard 
member, Officer Walser has rep- 
resented the department at hundreds of 
funerals and memorial services and, in 
particular, has honored the families of 
fallen officers, a duty most personal to 
him. 

Officer Walser served as a commu- 
nity police officer on Clearwater’s 
Wood Valley Community policing team 
in 2001 and 2002. 

In June 2002, Officer Walser was as- 
signed to serve on the traffic enforce- 
ment team motorcycle unit, a role in 
which he focused on traffic safety, in- 
toxicated driving, and crash investiga- 
tions. Jonathan most compassionately 
used his department motorcycle as a 
tool to connect with the community, 
frequently posing for photos with kids 
sitting on the motorcycle. 

In August 2011, Officer Walser trans- 
ferred to the criminal investigations 
division burglary unit to serve as a de- 
tective. During his time as a detective, 
he was continually lauded for his supe- 
rior investigative abilities and report- 
writing skills, in addition to his pas- 
sion for being actively engaged in the 
community and volunteering at local 
events. 

In 2015, Officer Walser returned to 
the traffic enforcement team motor- 
cycle unit, where he served until his re- 
cent retirement. 

Officer Walser also serves as an ac- 
tive board member with the Fraternal 
Order of Police Lodge 10. He has served 
as the president of Lodge 10 for an in- 
credible 12 years, and has been selected 
11 times as the FOP Lodge 10 Member 
of the Year. 

Officer Walser is not only highly re- 
spected by FOP members, but also by 
his fellow Clearwater Police Depart- 
ment colleagues, City of Clearwater 
leadership, and a broad base of commu- 
nity leaders. Because of his exceptional 
service, Officer Walser has received the 
Chief's Unit Citation for his service 
with the honor guard team and the bur- 
glary unit. 

When asked about Officer Walser, 
Clearwater Police Chief Dan Slaughter 
said: 

Officer Walser proves that you don’t need 
to be a supervisor to be a remarkable leader. 
I have never met a person more dedicated to 
the officers, their families, and the entire 
community. 
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I couldn’t agree more with Chief 
Slaughter. 

Mr. Speaker, John Walser is a dear 
friend of mine. He is a dear friend of so 
many in the Clearwater community, a 
constant source of faith-based counsel, 
a compassionate leader, a man who 
deeply loves his family, deeply loves 
his community, and deeply loves the 
God in whom he daily puts his trust. 

I ask my colleagues to join me in 
thanking a remarkable person, Officer 
Jonathan Walser, for his years of serv- 
ice to our country and to our commu- 
nity in Florida. We wish him the very 
best in his retirement. 


EE 
HISPANIC HERITAGE MONTH 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
California (Mr. CosTA) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, as a proud 
member of the Hispanic Caucus, I rise 
today to celebrate Hispanic Heritage 
Month, the rich history, the culture, 
and the traditions of the Latino com- 
munities throughout our Nation and 
the world. 

The United States of America is a na- 
tion of immigrants past and present, 
and the stories of the Latino commu- 
nities who live in California’s San Joa- 
quin Valley are similar to the millions 
of stories of other immigrant families 
who have come to our country striving 
for the American Dream. They have 
come to our country from around the 
world. 

Working together, we can ensure 
that policies that benefit our economy 
and keep families together, like the ex- 
panded DACA, the Deferred Action for 
Childhood Arrivals, and DAPA, the De- 
ferred Action for Parents of Americans, 
as well as comprehensive immigration 
reform, are enacted. This is important 
to fix a broken immigration system in 
America today. 

These policies would move our coun- 
try forward and provide a path to 
earned citizenship—not amnesty, but 
earned citizenship—so that individuals 
who only know the United States as 
their home can achieve the American 
Dream, the American Dream which is 
still a shining light around the world 
for people that are oppressed. Let us 
never forget what the American Dream 
embodies not just in our country, but 
for people around the world. 

Please join me in celebrating His- 
panic Heritage Month and the values, 
the dedications, and the rich diversity 
of immigrant families, of which my 
family was one and the majority of 
families in our country at some time or 
another were the proud immigrants 
from some other part of the world, that 
make this United States the greatest 
country in the world today. 

25TH ANNIVERSARY OF ARMENIAN 
INDEPENDENCE 

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, I also rise 

today to join in celebrating the 25th 
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anniversary of Armenia. Twenty-five 
years ago today, Armenia declared its 
independence from the Soviet Union 
and, once again, the Republic of Arme- 
nia was established. 

Earlier this year, I had the oppor- 
tunity to visit Armenia for the first 
time, and it truly felt like coming 
home. Why? Well, because it felt so 
much like the San Joaquin Valley that 
I proudly represent, where so many Ar- 
menians have settled for generations 
since their diaspora and as a result of 
the Armenian genocide. 

Like so many other ethnic groups 
throughout the world, the people of Ar- 
menia are friendly. They are warm and 
proud of their traditions, culture, and 
religion. 

I had the opportunity as a young per- 
son to grow up with so many of our 
good friends and neighbors—the 
Kezerians, the Abrahamians, the 
Koligians—whose Armenian heritage I 
learned aS a young person and has 
added so much not only to the commu- 
nity of the San Joaquin Valley, but to 
our Nation as a whole. 

It is an honor to recognize Armenia’s 
25th anniversary and the Armenian 
people in the San Joaquin Valley and 
the communities throughout the Na- 
tion and the world. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I think I would be 
remiss in this recognition if I did not 
take this opportunity to urge Congress 
and the President of the United States 
to go on record as recognizing the Ar- 
menian genocide and the devastating 
violence committed against the Arme- 
nian people over 100 years ago, the first 
genocide recorded and recognized by 
historians in the 20th century. 
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Of course, we know from that geno- 
cide came the later followed by the 
Holocaust, and sadly generations have 
suffered. I want to thank my col- 
leagues for joining in recognizing Ar- 
menia’s 25th anniversary. 


——— 


BALANCING THE BUDGET 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
West Virginia (Mr. MOONEY) for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. MOONEY of West Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to congratulate 
my friend, Delegate John Overington, 
and the West Virginia State Legisla- 
ture for passing the balanced budget 
amendment resolution in March. 

West Virginia has joined 27 other 
States in calling for a constitutional 
convention under Article V to force the 
Federal Government to add a balanced 
budget amendment to the U.S. Con- 
stitution for one simple reason: the 
Federal Government has a spending 
problem. America has run up a debt of 
over $19 trillion, largely to fund past 
and present expenditures using money 
that should belong to future American 
generations. 


September 21, 2016 


West Virginia families and businesses 
have to operate on balanced budgets, 
and I believe the Federal Government 
should also have to operate within its 
means. America cannot afford to con- 
tinue spending like it has been. That is 
why I cosponsored H.J. Res. 2, the bal- 
anced budget amendment to the Con- 
stitution. I encourage my colleagues in 
the House and Senate to cosponsor this 
important joint resolution. 

HAPPY BIRTHDAY TO CORPORAL HERSHEL 
“WOODY” WILLIAMS 

Mr. MOONEY of West Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to say happy 
birthday to a true American hero, Cor- 
poral Hershel ‘‘Woody”’ Williams. 

Woody is one of the last two sur- 
viving United States Marine Corps 
Medal of Honor recipients of World War 
II and the last surviving Medal of 
Honor recipient from the Battle of Iwo 
Jima. 

Born on October 2, 1923, Woody Wil- 
liams grew up on a dairy farm in Fair- 
mont, West Virginia. He enlisted in the 
United States Marine Corps Reserve in 
Charleston, West Virginia, on May 26, 
1943. 

Woody completed 2 years of service 
and was trained to use both tanks and 
flamethrowers. Williams, a corporal, 
landed in Iwo Jima in 1945. American 
tanks were trying to open a lane for 
the infantry when they encountered a 
network of reinforced Japanese con- 
crete pillboxes, buried mines, and 
black volcanic sands. 

Corporal Williams went forward with 
his 70-pound flamethrower in an at- 
tempt to reduce the devastating ma- 
chine gun fire from the fortified enemy 
positions. Covered by only four rifle- 
men, he continued this arduous task 
for 4 hours under heavy enemy small- 
arms fire. 

He resupplied and returned to the 
front lines time and again to wipe out 
one enemy pillbox after another. On 
one of these returns, to the point of the 
spear of the battle, a wisp of smoke 
alerted him to an air vent of a Japa- 
nese bunker. He approached this heav- 
ily fortified position close enough to 
put the nozzle of his flamethrower 
through the vent, killing all the occu- 
pants inside. 

On another occasion, he was charged 
by multiple enemy riflemen who at- 
tempted to kill him with fixed bayo- 
nets. Woody was too quick, and he used 
his flamethrower to send them to their 
makers. These actions occurred on the 
same day as the raising of the U.S. flag 
on the island’s Mount Suribachi. 
Woody fought through the remainder 
of the 5-week long battle and was 
wounded on March 6, for which he was 
awarded the Purple Heart. 

President Truman awarded him the 
Medal of Honor in 1945. In 2013, the 
Hershel ‘‘Woody”’ Williams Medal of 
Honor Foundation was launched to 
carry out Woody’s vision of recognizing 
and honoring Gold Star families 
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around the country. The goal of the 
foundation is to establish at least one 
Gold Star family memorial monument 
in every State over the next 5 years to 
honor families who have sacrificed a 
loved one in service of their country. 

Woody spends his time traveling the 
country supporting the military fami- 
lies and reminding all of us that free- 
dom has not been and is not free. 

Upcoming memorial dedications are 
in Fort Knox, Kentucky, on September 
23; Fall River, Massachusetts, and Port 
St. Lucie, Florida, on September 25; 
Palmetto Bay, Florida, on October 15; 
Barboursville, West Virginia, on Octo- 
ber 30; Annapolis, Maryland, on No- 
vember 11; and Medina, Ohio, on No- 
vember 12. 

Woody’s passion and love of his coun- 
try and fellow man has never ceased. 
We can all learn how to be better 
Americans from Woody, and I wish him 
a happy upcoming 98rd birthday. 


a 


DAKOTA ACCESS PIPELINE 
ADVOCACY 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
California (Mr. RUIZ) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. RUIZ. Mr. Speaker, the Standing 
Rock Sioux and all tribes have the 
right to self-determination and a say in 
decisions that impact their health, 
land, and cultural preservation. It is 
not just a matter of justice, it is the 
law. Don’t we all, as Americans, have 
that right? Isn’t that the whole 
premise of our democracy? 

Being able to have a voice in deci- 
sions that affect our lives is the corner- 
stone of our American democracy. It 
thrives when we stand up, speak up, 
and voice our concerns on matters 
vital to our existence as humans, like 
our health, clean drinking water, and 
cultural survival. 

That is why I stand with the Stand- 
ing Rock Sioux and hundreds of tribes 
throughout our Nation to demand that 
the Army Corps of Engineers comply 
with their legal trust responsibilities 
to protect tribal lands, cancel the Da- 
kota Access Pipeline permit, conduct 
meaningful consultation with the 
tribes, and do a complete environ- 
mental impact statement. 

The Standing Rock Sioux and neigh- 
boring tribes are rightfully concerned 
that the pipeline will destroy sacred 
sites and that an oil spill would cause 
devastating and irreversible harm to 
their land, health, and drinking water. 
The proposed pipeline is over 1,000 
miles long, transporting up to 16,000 
gallons of crude oil a minute, upstream 
from the tribes’ water source, near the 
reservation, and on tribal land. A leak 
would be devastating. It was already 
determined to be too risky to construct 
near the city of Bismarck’s water 
sources. 

The Army Corps has granted con- 
struction permits, despite legal and 
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noncompliance warnings by other Fed- 
eral agencies. That is why, on Sep- 
tember 8, I called for a systemwide 
GAO investigative report on Federal 
agencies’ compliance with meaningful 
tribal consultation policies. On Sep- 
tember 9, the Departments of the Inte- 
rior, Justice, and the Army announced 
a pause in construction to review their 
compliance with Federal policies. I 
welcome this review. 

Tribes have rights under law. The 
Federal Government has a moral and 
legally enforceable obligation to pro- 
tect tribal treaties, land, and resources 
under the Federal trust responsibility. 
Tribes have the right to regular and 
meaningful consultation under execu- 
tive order 13175. Under the Historic 
Preservation Act, Federal agencies are 
required to be responsible stewards of 
our Nation’s historic resources and 
consult with Indian tribes when their 
actions may impact sacred sites. 

Furthermore, the Army Corps, under 
the Clean Water Act, must protect our 
Nation’s waters from contamination by 
conducting accurate environmental as- 
sessments to determine if construction 
permits should be granted. Unfortu- 
nately, the Army Corps granted a per- 
mit based on flawed assessments, in- 
complete information, and a willful 
disregard for the serious concerns 
raised by the tribe and other Federal 
agencies. 

Chairman David Achambault from 
the Standing Rock Sioux reported that 
they were not meaningfully consulted 
and didn’t even know about the Corps’ 
assessment until it was made public. 
He has serious concerns about the pipe- 
line’s harm to the tribe’s health, water 
source, and sacred sites. 

Letters from the Department of the 
Interior, Environmental Protection 
Agency, and Advisory Council on His- 
toric Preservation to the Army Corps 
list their serious concerns. They men- 
tion the potential of a devastating oil 
spill, lack of emergency response plans, 
desecration of sacred sites, noncompli- 
ance with Federal policies and laws, 
and even disagreed with the Corps’ en- 
vironmental assessment. 

They recommended a full environ- 
mental impact study, an expanded en- 
vironmental justice analysis, consider- 
ation of all sacred sites along the path 
of the pipeline, and meaningful tribal 
consultation prior to any decisions. 

Moving forward, all Federal agencies 
must conduct meaningful tribal con- 
sultation and address concerns regard- 
ing risks to drinking water and dese- 
cration of sacred sites. The Corps must 
cancel their faulty permit near tribal 
land and complete a full environmental 
impact statement. Only then can the 
President make an informed decision 
to permanently stop construction of 
the pipeline on Federal property near 
tribal land. You have the authority and 
moral imperative to do what is right. 

Time after time, tribes have seen 
their treaties broken, their lands 
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taken, and sacred sites desecrated. I 
visited with the Standing Rock Sioux 
and witnessed Native Americans from 
hundreds of other tribes standing to- 
gether in peace and prayer to protect 
their water and ancestral sacred sites. 
I have witnessed their dignity and 
their resolve. They stand in solidarity 
for their full rights under Federal law 
and for their voices to be heard. They 
stand in unity, and I stand with them. 


ee 


WISHING HERSHEL ‘‘WOODY”’ WIL- 
LIAMS A HAPPY 93RD BIRTHDAY 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
West Virginia (Mr. JENKINS) for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. JENKINS of West Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, as the Congressman rep- 
resenting West Virginia’s Third Con- 
gressional District, I am proud to call 
Hershel “Woody”? Williams a con- 
stituent. 

I first met Woody more than 18 years 
ago when I was first elected to the 
State legislature, and he has been a 
constituent of mine for the past two 
decades. But I am just as proud to call 
Woody my friend. 

Over the years, at countless legisla- 
tive committee hearings, veterans’ rec- 
ognition and appreciation events, Vet- 
erans Day, and Memorial Day com- 
memorations, Woody has been there 
fighting for our veterans. Woody al- 
ways has a kind word, a friendly smile, 
and an optimistic outlook. 

I have two sons that became Eagle 
Scouts. Very often our local Scout 
council gets the newly awarded Eagles 
all together, and Woody is invited to 
come in and spend a little time with 
the boys and share a few thoughts. I 
can’t tell you the power of the impact 
it had on my boys when Woody shook 
their hand, looked them in the eye, and 
challenged them to conduct their life 
according to the Scout oath and 
motto—to do their duty to God and 
country. 

Woody truly embodies that motto. 
Throughout West Virginia and the Na- 
tion, Woody is best known for his brave 
efforts in the Pacific theater during 
World War II. At a critical point in the 
Battle of Iwo Jima, and with minimal 
backup, Corporal Williams heard the 
call and acted. He disregarded his per- 
sonal safety. He thought not of the 
seemingly monumental task in front of 
him. He did not stop to calculate the 
odds of success—or the odds of failure. 

He acted. He picked up his flame- 
thrower, and he ran towards those try- 
ing to take him out; and he did it again 
and again and again. He did so because 
he believed in something greater than 
himself, because his country asked 
him, and he answered. He was there in 
that place and at that time when his 
country—our country—needed him the 
most. 

Woody is the last surviving Medal of 
Honor recipient from the Battle of Iwo 
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Jima, and he is celebrating his 98rd 
birthday on October 2. I join my State 
and a grateful Nation in thanking 
Woody Williams for his service and in 
wishing him a wonderful birthday. 


Ee 


TRANS-PACIFIC PARTNERSHIP 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
New York (Ms. VELAZQUEZ) for 5 min- 
utes. 

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to bring attention to another 
bad trade deal that could soon be 
forced upon us. It is possible that the 
Trans-Pacific Partnership, or TPP, 
could be brought before this body for a 
final vote before the end of the year 
and end of this Congress. 

We have seen time and again what 
bad trade deals do to our communities 
and to working families across this Na- 
tion. You see, when NAFTA was under 
consideration, American workers were 
told that the trade benefits would 
mean more jobs and economic opportu- 
nities. 

What actually happened? We saw a 
net loss of 700,000 jobs thanks to 
NAFTA. So if history is any guide, we 
know what to expect from TPP. But in 
many ways, this agreement is even 
more harmful than NAFTA. In fact, 
the core of this deal is allowing foreign 
corporations to sue the U.S. Govern- 
ment over regulations they simply do 
not like. 
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Imagine, any time there is an envi- 
ronmental regulation or worker safety 
regulation that a company does not 
care for, they can sue. 

These cases will not go through the 
regular legal process. Instead, TPP cre- 
ates a special tribunal of three cor- 
porate lawyers to evaluate the case. 
And if a company convinces these three 
lawyers that a law or regulation vio- 
lates their TPP rights, well, then the 
American taxpayer has to pay these 
corporations enormous compensation. 

Let’s be clear. There is no appeal 
process. There is no way to reverse 
these decisions. The TPP could put the 
taxpayer on the hook for almost unlim- 
ited sums of money. 

It is no wonder that this agreement 
was negotiated in private. While cor- 
porations were given plenty of oppor- 
tunity to comment on how they wanted 
the agreement to look, the public and 
workers were not given a seat in the 
room—or even the chance to review the 
text before it was finalized. 

The end result, unsurprisingly, is an 
agreement that is bad for the American 
people and would affect their daily 
lives in countless ways. American 
workers would find themselves com- 
peting for jobs against workers in 
places like Vietnam, who make 65 
cents an hour—65 cents an hour. 

It is no wonder that this agreement 
would require the U.S. to import food 
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that does not meet our own safety 
standards. It would mean more expen- 
sive prescription drugs for our seniors, 
and it would curtail policies meant to 
fight climate change. 

Mr. Speaker, the TPP is 6,000 pages 
long. It is too big and covers too much. 
It has too many unintended con- 
sequences. There should be no rush to 
push this agreement through the House 
before the end of the year. 

However, if this agreement is put on 
the floor this year, I will vote “no,” 
and I encourage all of my colleagues to 
do the same. Protect working families. 
Protect the American consumer. Pro- 
tect our environment. Vote ‘‘no’’ on 
the TPP. 


Ee 


CONGRESS MUST ACT AFFIRMA- 
TIVELY TO PROTECT THE INTER- 
NET 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER) for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak- 
er, unless the Congress acts affirma- 
tively by the end of next week, the 
Obama administration will turn over 
the core functions of the Internet to an 
international body. We cannot allow 
this to happen. 

Look at the consequences. Using do- 
main names, we have control over the 
protection of free speech on the Inter- 
net. One of the real positive things of 
the development of this type of tech- 
nology over the last 45 or 50 years has 
been that people have been able to ex- 
press themselves the way they want to 
on the Internet and be able to get a 
huge worldwide audience. Now, I recog- 
nize that there is no truth meter on the 
Internet, but people who make ridicu- 
lous statements on the Internet end up 
getting denigrated in the court of pub- 
lic opinion anyhow. 

Free speech is at stake here, but also 
the national security of our country is 
at stake. The core functions of the 
Internet, including control over do- 
main names, should not be turned over 
to countries that do not have Amer- 
ica’s best interests or values at heart, 
like China or Russia or Iran. They have 
no protections for free speech, they 
have no value for free speech, and they 
will do what they want to to put cen- 
sorship on the Internet, particularly as 
a way of controlling their own popu- 
lation within their country. If we don’t 
act, that is going to be something that 
happens, and I think we can guarantee 
it. 

Stopping this move by the Obama ad- 
ministration will also ensure that the 
United States Government would 
maintain ownership and control over 
the dot-gov and dot-mil domain names. 
That is necessary to protect our na- 
tional security. 

Just think of what would happen if a 
hostile power like Iran would be able to 
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get control of both the dot-gov and dot- 
mil domain names. They would be easi- 
er able to hack, they would be easier 
able to spread around propaganda and 
disinformation, and unwitting people 
would think that this is coming from 
the United States Government. How 
denigrating will that be? It will be 
huge, and I think we all know the an- 
swer to that. 

Now, who is best able to protect a 
free and open Internet? It is the United 
States of America, with the protec- 
tions that we have in our Bill of 
Rights. Those are protections that 
have made the Internet grow and flour- 
ish. 

I tell the administration, if it ain’t 
broke, don’t fix it. The Internet ain’t 
broke, but it will become broken if we 
have countries that do not have our 
values and stick their nose into the 
governance of the core functions of the 
Internet. It is kind of like a termite. 
You don’t see the danger right when 
the termite starts eating away, but if 
you allow it to start eating away and 
don’t send the exterminator out, soon- 
er or later there is going to be a big- 
time problem. Let’s keep the termite 
of hostile powers who don’t share our 
values out of getting into the Internet. 

Congress must act affirmatively. We 
have to stop this from happening, and 
we don’t have much time to do it. 


EE 


FIND A SOLUTION SO ALL AMERI- 
CANS CAN HAVE CONTINUED AC- 
CESS TO AN OPEN AND FREE 
INTERNET 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Iowa (Mr. YOUNG) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. YOUNG of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, 
America is a compassionate country. 
We are a very giving country. America 
gives a lot. But I am not sure we need 
to be giving away a free and open 
Internet. 

If Congress does not act soon, our 
free and open Internet is going to be 
handed over by our President to a glob- 
al bureaucratic body, a body that may 
not respect the freedom of information 
and speech that we experience today, a 
body that may sensor what Americans 
have to say or how journalists can re- 
ceive information and cover certain 
stories on governments, on current 
events. 

What does handing the Internet over 
to a global bureaucracy mean for pri- 
vacy? for freedom of information? com- 
merce? national security? The question 
is really: What is the need to do this, 
to hand over the administration of a 
working, free, and open Internet to a 
global bureaucracy? And why the rush? 

Now, my colleagues, the gentleman 
from Wisconsin (Mr. DUFFY) and we 
just heard from the gentleman from 
Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER), are 
supporters of a great bill Mr. DUFFY in- 
troduced called the Protecting Internet 
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Freedom Act, H.R. 5418. It has many 
sponsors on it. There are efforts in the 
Senate as well to do the same thing to 
protect the Internet. 

In 2014, the National Telecommuni- 
cations and Information Administra- 
tion, the NTIA, announced its inten- 
tion to relinquish, to give away, its 
procedural authority over Internet do- 
main and functions to the global Inter- 
net stakeholder community. Many of 
the Iowans I represent, and I know 
many others around the country, are 
incredibly concerned about this—and 
rightly so—about shifting U.S. over- 
sight and giving authority to regimes 
that have repeatedly censored the 
Internet. 

As a member of the Appropriations 
Committee, I have worked with my col- 
leagues to try to block funding for the 
administration’s appeal to do this, this 
bogus plan, and I am hopeful U.S. 
Internet protections will remain in any 
final spending bill coming up. Mr. 
Speaker, the proper place for debate 
over important issues like this, like 
the integrity of the Internet, is here in 
Congress, not behind closed doors at 
the NTIA, a Federal agency, with these 
unilateral actions. 

I urge my colleagues and I urge my 
fellow Americans to reach out to the 
Members of Congress and tell them and 
ask them and plead with them to pro- 
tect the Internet, to make sure it is 
free and it is open, and to find a solu- 
tion so that Iowans and all Americans 
have continued access to an open and 
free Internet, uncensored, where infor- 
mation can flourish and speech can 
flourish. 


EE 


UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 
WILL GIVE UP CONTROL OF THE 
INTERNET IN 9 DAYS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Wisconsin (Mr. DUFFY) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DUFFY. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to express my great concern that 
in a mere 9 days the United States 
Government is going to give up control 
of the Internet. This is one of those 
issues that I don’t think many Ameri- 
cans know about. This is not on the 
front page above the fold of your paper. 
It is not splashed across your nightly 
news. You are not seeing it everywhere 
on the Internet. So Americans aren’t 
really aware of it 9 days before this 
transfer is about to take place. 

Now, as the Speaker knows, there are 
many things in this House both parties 
don’t always agree on—that might be 
an understatement. The President just 
transferred $1.7 billion to Iran; $400 
million, arguably, was Iranian money, 
but $1.3 billion was American money, 
U.S. taxpayer money, transferred to 
Iran, the lead sponsor of Tehran cash. I 
disagree with that. Some of my col- 
leagues on the other side might ap- 
plaud that and think that is a great 
idea. I would disagree. 
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Or the fact that we are releasing pris- 
oners from Guantanamo Bay. Folks 
who helped craft the 9/11 attack are 
being released from GTMO back to 
areas where they can do America more 
harm. I disagree with that. My friends 
across the aisle might agree with those 
releases. Those are some big items that 
this Chamber does not agree on. 

But the transfer of control of the 
core functions of the Internet is some- 
thing that many Members of this 
Chamber and many Americans agree 
with. It is going to transfer those core 
functions to an international foreign 
body that will include Russia and 
China and Iran and even Europe, trans- 
ferring that control. 

And let’s make no mistake; the 
Internet was made in America. The 
Internet was paid for by American tax- 
payers at its point of invention, and 
the Internet has revolutionized the 
world, revolutionized the form in which 
we communicate. Not only is it great 
technology, but it embodies the Amer- 
ican idea of freedom of speech. It is all 
open. Put out your ideas; some are 
good, some are bad, some are true, 
some are false, but it is free, just like 
that American idea of free speech. We 
have exported that freedom of speech 
idea to the rest of the world on the 
Internet, radically transformed the 
way people around the world commu- 
nicate, and it was made in America 
with the American idea of free speech. 

Now, 9 days from now, we are on the 
cusp of transferring its control to a for- 
eign body that doesn’t share that same 
idea of freedom of speech. We all know 
Russia doesn’t share that idea, China 
doesn’t share that idea, and Iran 
doesn’t share that idea. But you might 
say, my friends, Europe, they share 
that idea, don’t they? Not necessarily, 
they don’t. They have rules in the Eu- 
ropean Union that will delineate hate 
speech and offensive speech that has to 
be taken off the Internet—not an 
American idea. That is a European idea 
of free speech. 

But when you talk about offensive 
speech, offensive to whom? I could say, 
well, Catholics or Christians might 
hold certain positions and put certain 
things on the Internet that another 
group finds offensive, or the LGBT 
community might put something on 
the Internet that another group finds 
offensive. I am sorry. In a debate of 
ideas where you have a free flow, peo- 
ple can get offended, and that is okay. 
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But, to shut down speech that is of- 
fensive, even in the European model, 
frankly, to me, is offensive. 

I think what we have to do in this 
body is to prevent the transfer. The 
Internet, I would argue, is U.S. Govern- 
ment property; and if the President is 
you-know-what-bent on transferring 
its control, it should come to this 
House and to the Senate. We should 
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vote. We should have hearings and a 
debate. 

In the end, the American people 
should see how their Senators and 
their House Members vote on the 
transfer of the core functions of the 
Internet. They should have a say. They 
should be able to petition their elected 
Representatives to say: I love the idea 
that you are going to transfer control 
to a global body that doesn’t share our 
ideas, or, my goodness, stop the trans- 
fer. 

Petition your elected Representa- 
tives, and let’s have them take a vote. 
That is not going to happen. It is going 
to be transferred by the President— 
without a vote. I would ask all Ameri- 
cans to stand up, to push back, to fight 
back, and to make sure we maintain 
the great idea of the American and now 
global Internet. 


EE 


RECESS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until noon 
today. 

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 1 
minute a.m.), the House stood in re- 


cess. 
a 


1200 
AFTER RECESS 


The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker at 
noon. 


EE 
PRAYER 


Reverend Clarence A. Williams, 
Greater Mt. Zion African Methodist 
Episcopal Church, St. Petersburg, Flor- 
ida, offered the following prayer: 

Our Father and our God, we are 
grateful for this Nation, its vastness, 
its beauty. Truly, we live in a land of 
milk and honey. Help us, we pray, to 
protect and preserve it so that its gran- 
deur and fullness always remains. 

We are grateful for our people. A Na- 
tion of many cultures, from many dif- 
ferent cultures, from many different 
races, many different religions, help us 
to love each other. 

We are grateful for our history, a 
rich, gleaming heritage, a heritage 
born from a spirit to be free; one mo- 
ment defending freedom, at other 
times struggling to find it. Forgive us 
for the times that we have missed the 
mark. 

We are grateful for our leaders. Lord, 
bless the Members of this Chamber and 
the leadership of our great Nation. 
Help these Members own our country’s 
problems and work to find solutions. 

Finally, we are grateful for our fu- 
ture. Lord, bless the United States of 
America to be Your champion of right- 
eousness that, supported by Thy power- 
ful hand, we will establish Thy justice 
among nations and among men. 


THE JOURNAL 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam- 
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro- 
ceedings and announces to the House 
his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour- 
nal stands approved. 


— 


PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman 
from Nevada (Mr. HARDY) come forward 
and lead the House in the Pledge of Al- 
legiance. 

Mr. HARDY led the Pledge of Alle- 
giance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


Se 


WELCOMING REVEREND CLARENCE 
A. WILLIAMS 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
the gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. 
CASTOR) is recognized for 1 minute. 

There was no objection. 

Ms. CASTOR of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise today to welcome my friend and 
fellow Floridian, Reverend Clarence A. 
Williams to the House floor as our 
guest chaplain. 

Pastor Williams is a lifelong public 
servant and trailblazing leader in the 
Tampa Bay community. He serves as 
the senior pastor of the Greater Mt. 
Zion AME Church in St. Petersburg, 
Florida, which I have the honor to rep- 
resent here in the Congress. 

Pastor Williams is a man of great 
wisdom and he is a man of action. In 
2013, Pastor Williams formed Cross and 
Anvil Human Services, Inc., a non- 
profit organization which works to 
close the educational, digital, and 
wealth gap for our neighbors in Tampa 
Bay. He is a founding member of Men 
in the Making, a youth mentoring or- 
ganization; Life member of the 
NAACP; and board member of the Com- 
munity Health Centers of Pinellas 
County. 

His unwavering commitment to the 
St. Petersburg community is displayed 
daily in his advocacy for education, 
civil rights, and equal opportunity for 
all of our neighbors. 

He is a native of Bartow, Florida, 
where he attended Bartow High School, 
and later Knoxville College in Knox- 
ville, Tennessee. He is married to Mrs. 
Andrea P. Williams, and they have two 
lovely daughters. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask everyone to join 
me in thanking Pastor Williams for 
leading today’s opening prayer, and I 
thank him for his outstanding service 
to the St. Petersburg community. 
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HELPING REFUGEES REBUILD— 
INTERNATIONAL DAY OF PEACE 


(Mr. HULTGREN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. HULTGREN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today, on International Day of Peace, 
to applaud the efforts of 
Connect2Peace, the Peace Coalition 
the Rock River Valley, to draw atten- 
tion to the plight of children and refu- 
gees whose lives have been forever dis- 
rupted by war. 

Tonight, Rockford University and 
Connect2Peace will host a conversation 
on “How to Help Refugees Rebuild 
their World,’’ featuring Melissa Flem- 
ing, the United Nations High Commis- 
sioner for Refugees. 

As chief spokesperson, Ms. Fleming 
speaks around the world on behalf of 
the more than 65 million vulnerable 
and voiceless people, half of which are 
children who are displaced from their 
homes by war, conflict, and persecu- 
tion. 

Helping refugees rebuild amid war 
and poverty is difficult and com- 
plicated, but there is hope. Groups like 
Kids Around the World in Rockford 
have stepped in to feed children and 
help them enjoy their disrupted child- 
hood through donated playground sets. 

People like Denny Johnson, founder 
of Kids Around the World, and U.N. 
Commissioner Melissa Fleming work 
tirelessly to bring hope into seemingly 
hopeless situations. 

As an executive committee member 
for the Tom Lantos Human Rights 
Commission, today I urge us to pray 
and act for peace in our world. 


EE 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
DUNCAN of Tennessee). The Chair will 
entertain up to 14 further requests for 
1-minute speeches on each side of the 
aisle. 


Se 


HISPANIC HERITAGE MONTH 


(Ms. HAHN asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. HAHN. Mr. Speaker, every year, 
from September 15 to October 15, our 
Nation marks Hispanic Heritage Month 
to celebrate the enduring contribution 
of Latinos throughout our country’s 
history. 

I am proud to represent a district 
that has been shaped and bolstered by 
generations of Hispanic Americans as 
well as recent Latin American immi- 
grants. 

Los Angeles County is home to great 
Hispanic leaders, like Long Beach 
Mayor Robert Garcia, L.A. County Su- 
pervisor Hilda Solis, and State Senator 
Ricardo Lara. For the first time in his- 
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tory, our California State Legislature 
is led by two Latino lawmakers, Senate 
Pro Tem Kevin de Leon and Assembly 
Speaker Anthony Rendon. 


California is proof that diversity is a 
strength and something we must re- 
commit to and celebrate. That is why 
we must, as a nation, condemn at- 
tempts to demonize, marginalize, and 
scapegoat immigrant families. We are 
better than that as a country. 


We need to stop playing politics with 
people’s lives and finally do our jobs 
and pass comprehensive immigration 
reform that fixes our broken immigra- 
tion system and lives up to our Amer- 
ican values. 


We can be better. Let us recommit to 
these values while we mark this year’s 
Hispanic Heritage Month. 


CONGRESSMAN JEFF MILLER HAS 
MADE A DIFFERENCE 


(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend his remarks.) 


Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, I am grateful that in my serv- 
ice I began as a member of the unique 
class of 2001. These were Members 
elected in special elections that year, 
including now-U.S. Senator JOHN BOOZ- 
MAN of Arkansas, along with chairman 
of the House Committee on Veterans’ 
Affairs, JEFF MILLER of Florida, and 
chairman of the House Armed Services 
Subcommittee on Seapower and Pro- 
jection Forces, RANDY FORBES of Vir- 
ginia, both of whom are now con- 
cluding their House service. 


Since being elected to the House, 
Chairman JEFF MILLER has dem- 
onstrated his remarkable leadership as 
a member of the House Armed Services 
Committee, the House Permanent Se- 
lect Committee on Intelligence, and as 
chairman of the House Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs. 


Chairman MILLER has been a dedi- 
cated advocate for troops, veterans, 
and military families. He has also 
worked tirelessly to hold the Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs accountable 
to ensure our servicemembers receive 
the best care. A Trump administration 
would have an excellent Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs. 


I appreciate Chairman MILLER, his 
wife, Vicki, and his family for honor- 
ably serving the people of the First 
Congressional District of Florida. Rox- 
anne and I will always treasure them 
as champions for American families. 


Godspeed, JEFF and Vicki. 
In conclusion, God bless our troops, 
and may the President, by his actions, 


never forget September the 11th in the 
global war on terrorism. 
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AMERICAN ECONOMY IS STRONG- 
ER UNDER DEMOCRATIC PRESI- 
DENTS 


(Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York asked and was given permis- 
sion to address the House for 1 minute.) 

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York. Mr. Speaker, let’s bury a myth, 
the persistent claim that Republicans 
are better at managing the economy 
than Democrats. 

Under President Obama, we have 
come a long way since the dark days of 
the Bush-era Great Recession. And 
whether you look at the past 74 years 
under President Obama or the past 70 
years since Truman, the Democratic 
record on the economy is very strong; 
the strong Democrat blue vs. red for 
the Republicans. 

A recent study by Princeton Univer- 
sity economists Alan Blinder and Mark 
Watson underscores this point. It 
shows that, since World War II, the 
economy has performed better under 
Democratic Presidents over Republican 
Presidents. 

Blinder and Watson say it this way: 
“The U.S. economy has performed bet- 
ter when the President of the United 
States is a Democrat rather than a Re- 
publican, almost regardless of how one 
measures performance.” 

But Republicans still make the ques- 
tionable claim that they do better at 
managing the economy. Let’s put an 
end to that myth. Let’s move to a more 
evidence-based discussion and bury the 
myth that Republicans are better at 
managing the economy. 

The facts and the metrics speak for 
themselves; the strong blue Demo- 
cratic record under Democratic Presi- 
dents managing the economy. 


ee 


CONFRONTING THE ZIKA THREAT 
TO SOUTH FLORIDA 


(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, 
earlier this week, the Centers for Dis- 
ease Control and Prevention, or CDC, 
lowered the travel warning for Zika in 
the Wynwood area to a cautionary 
travel guidance, which is consistent 
with the rest of the Miami-Dade Coun- 
ty mainland. After comprehensive 
eradication efforts, there is no longer 
any evidence of active Zika trans- 
missions in the area of Wynwood. 

Though the situation in Wynwood 
has improved, the Zika zone has nearly 
tripled in Miami Beach, however. The 
CDC has now expanded the active Zika 
transmission warning zone for Miami 
Beach to a 4.5-square-mile area cov- 
ering most of the city. 

Mr. Speaker, even as we make sig- 
nificant progress in the fight against 
Zika, the threat remains persistent in 
south Florida. Congress must fund 
anti-Zika efforts now with no policy 
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riders and without any more delay. 
This is an epidemic that we must 
eliminate once and for all. 

South Florida families deserve better 
and they should not have to wait any 
longer for Federal funding. Let’s pass a 
Zika funding bill now. 


Ee 


CELEBRATING THE 125TH ANNI- 
VERSARY OF THE PUGET SOUND 
NAVAL SHIPYARD 


(Mr. KILMER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. KILMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to mark the 125th anniversary of 
the Puget Sound Naval Shipyard. 

If you come into Bremerton, Wash- 
ington, by ferry, you see a big yellow 
and blue slogan painted on the side of 
the shipyard’s Building 460, and it says: 
“Puget Sound Naval Shipyard: Build- 
ing on a Proud Tradition.” 

That proud tradition is based on the 
hard work of men and women who, for 
125 years, have invested in their trades, 
shown up each day and gotten the job 
done for this country, and the uni- 
formed personnel who have carried out 
the mission there. 

Our shipyard workers serve our Na- 
tion and help keep our sailors and sub- 
mariners safe. And through its long 
history, the shipyard has been central 
in building up our fleet during World 
War I, and repairing damaged ships 
during World War II, and throughout 
other wartime efforts. Today, they get 
our ships ready so the Navy can con- 
tinue to provide strategic deterrence 
and peacekeeping all across the globe. 

We live in a dangerous world where 
threats exist, and I have such admira- 
tion and respect for the role the ship- 
yard and its workers play in protecting 
our servicemembers and protecting our 
Nation. 

The future looks bright for this insti- 
tution under the leadership of Captain 
Howard Markle. Recently I had the 
honor of speaking at the shipyard’s ap- 
prenticeship graduation, and I can tell 
you that these folks are ready to carry 
on that proud tradition at the Puget 
Sound Naval Shipyard. 


EE 


SUPPORT OUR NORTH COUNTRY 
APPLE FARMERS 


(Ms. STEFANIK asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re- 
marks.) 

Ms. STEFANIK. Mr. Speaker, do you 
like apples? 

Because I rise today to speak about 
that great time of year when days grow 
crisp and leaves start to change, apple 
season. 

Agriculture is the backbone of our 
economy in the North Country, and 
New York State is the second largest- 
producing State in the country where 
we export our delicious products across 
the globe. 
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For most families, a trip apple pick- 
ing is a great annual tradition this 
time of year. I have had the pleasure of 
touring apple orchards across my dis- 
trict, from Applejacks Orchards in 
Plattsburgh, to Forrence and Everett 
Orchards in Peru, to Kaneb Orchards in 
Massena. 

Every year, during apple season, 
these orchards and many others in the 
North Country produce bushels and 
bushels of apples for eating as fresh 
fruit, to be made into juice and cider, 
and even to fill delicious apple pies. 

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to stand on 
the House floor today to support our 
North Country apple farmers. 


EE 
1215 
FLINT, MICHIGAN 


(Mr. KILDEE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, in the 
next week or so, we will pass a spend- 
ing bill to fund the government for the 
next 10 weeks, and it is absolutely crit- 
ical that we include in that legislation 
funding to help my hometown of Flint 
recover from the terrible water crisis 
that it is facing. That should be in- 
cluded in the continuing resolution. 

A city of 100,000 people, for 2 years, 
can’t drink their water and are still 
dealing with the effects of lead poi- 
soning. Hearings have been held in 
Congress, multiple committees, lots of 
sympathy, and Members asking me: 
What can I do? It is real simple. The 
Senate passed legislation that would 
provide relief for the people of Flint, 
95-3, bipartisan legislation, paid for— 
let me emphasize—paid for. We have an 
offset. 

Yet, House negotiators, on the con- 
tinuing resolution, continue to take 
the position that we will consider relief 
for all sorts of issues, and we will get a 
spending bill, but nothing for Flint. 

Take yes for an answer. When you 
asked us to come up with an offset to 
deal with this terrible public health 
crisis, we came up with an offset. 

So to my colleagues, my God, at long 
last, do the right thing. Help this com- 
munity that is struggling. We have 
come up with a way to get it done. 
There is no excuse for not getting it 
done. It has to happen now. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING FIREBALL RUN AD- 
VENTURE RALLY’S VISIT TO 
CURWENSVILLE 


(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania 
asked and was given permission to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today in recogni- 
tion of an event in Pennsylvania’s 
Fifth Congressional District—and 
across New York, Pennsylvania, Mary- 
land, Connecticut, and Massachusetts— 
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raising awareness for missing children 
across our Nation. 

Fireball Run is an 8-day, 2,000-mile 
road rally competition starting this 
Friday and running through Saturday, 
October 1. This Sunday, I will be join- 
ing the teams in Curwensville, located 
in Pennsylvania’s Fifth Congressional 
District. 

While I have been told that the race 
itself is a lot of fun, what really im- 
presses me about the Fireball Run is 
the effort made to raise awareness for 
missing children across the United 
States of America. 

Every driving team is assigned a 
child missing from their home area, in 
addition to being provided 1,000 missing 
child flyers to distribute along their 
2,000-mile journey. Since the start of 
Fireball Run 10 years ago, the cam- 
paign has aided in the recovery of 44 
missing children. 

I commend everyone involved in 
Fireball Run for their selfless efforts in 
raising awareness for this important 
issue, and I wish them the best of luck 
and safety as their journey begins on 
Friday. 


——— 


COMMEMORATING 100TH BIRTHDAY 
OF EASTERN STATES EXPOSITION 


(Mr. NEAL asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to commemorate the 100th anniversary 
of the Eastern States Exposition held 
annually in West Springfield, Massa- 
chusetts. Founded in 1916, the Eastern 
States Exposition, more affectionately 
known as “The Big EB,” for a century 
has been a showcase for what all six 
New England States have to offer. 
Starting last Friday and running for a 
total of 17 days, this celebration will 
play host to hundreds of agricultural 
and livestock displays, thousands of 
food and craft vendors, and will wel- 
come over 1 million visitors through 
its duration. 

Mr. Speaker, there is no denying that 
The Big E is woven into the culture of 
western Massachusetts. Furthermore, 
it is a driving force behind the regional 
tourism economy. 

I wish to congratulate Eastern States 
Chairman Donald Chase, President Eu- 
gene Cassidy, and the many staff and 
volunteers on the work done in prepa- 
ration for this centennial celebration. 
May this year stand as a testament to 
the next 100 years. Congratulations 
from the United States of America. 


————— 


NATIONAL ESTUARY WHEK 


(Mr. POSEY asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. POSEY. Mr. Speaker, this week 
we recognize National Estuary Week, a 
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week dedicated to raising awareness of 
the importance of our Nation’s estu- 
aries. 

The Highth District of Florida is 
home to the Indian River Lagoon, one 
of the most diverse estuaries in North 
America and the world. Stretching 156 
miles along Florida’s east coast, our la- 
goon is a sanctuary for nearly 4,000 spe- 
cies of wildlife, an economic engine for 
our community, and an invaluable rec- 
reational and educational resource for 
residents and visitors. Since estuaries 
are places where freshwater mixes with 
saltwater, preserving the delicate bal- 
ance is as critical as it can be difficult. 

Many estuaries, including our la- 
goon, are experiencing challenges like 
harmful algae blooms, declines in sea 
grass, and invasive species. These 
threats require our immediate atten- 
tion. 

This week, millions of Americans 
will show their commitment to our es- 
tuaries through volunteer efforts. We 
all have a role to play in caring for our 
environment. It is a matter of aware- 
ness and of action. 


EE 


CONDEMNING RESTRICTIVE 
VOTING LAWS 


(Ms. NORTON asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re- 
marks.) 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, Congress 
is about to go home for the most im- 
portant event in any democracy: the 
November 8 elections. We will leave a 
cloud over our democracy in failing to 
update the 1965 Voting Rights Act, rec- 
ommended by the Supreme Court, 
when it struck down section 4 requir- 
ing Federal preclearance of State laws 
with a history of discrimination. 

My resolution, H. Res. 846, con- 
demning restrictive voting laws, docu- 
ments that no sooner was preclearance 
overturned than States galloped to 
pass new onerous voting restrictions. 
So unconstitutional were these laws 
that not only in southern States but 
also, even without the preclearance 
process, they have been struck down in 
four States: Texas, North Carolina, 
Wisconsin, and Ohio. 

Seldom has Congress had so much 
real-time evidence of the need to renew 
legislation. The evidence is a virtual 
mandate for Congress to make history 
again and update our democracy by up- 
dating the Voting Rights Act. 


Ea 


UNSUSTAINABLE OVERTIME RULE 


(Mr. HARDY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, we have 
heard from countless small businesses, 
colleges and universities, nonprofits, 
and the public sector that the recent 
Department of Labor’s overtime rule 
change is not sustainable. 
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In a few short months, employers 
will be forced to accept a 100 percent 
increase in the salary threshold. This 
rule has the potential to result in the 
unintended consequences that impact 
an employee’s hours being reduced, em- 
ployees being switched to hourly status 
and thus a reduction in benefits, or 
worse. 

This change has the potential to dev- 
astate many businesses and their em- 
ployers. With our country still slogging 
through a recovery, such a dramatic 
increase is misguided and ill-advised. 

Mr. Speaker, the House has held mul- 
tiple hearings, we have authored var- 
ious letters, and legislation has been 
drafted on the rule. It must not go into 
effect as planned this year. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING LIFE AND LEGACY 
OF JAMES O’NEILL 


(Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 
New York asked and was given permis- 
sion to address the House for 1 minute 
and to revise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 
New York. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
recognize the life and legacy of the late 
James O’Neill. James was a giant in 
the law enforcement community in my 
home district in the Hudson Valley. We 
lost him suddenly on Sunday, July 17, 
at the age of 59, of an apparent heart 
attack. On that day, though, we didn’t 
just lose a friend but we also lost a fa- 
ther, a husband, and an icon in the New 
York City and Putnam County police 
communities. 

Jimmy was born and raised in the 
Bronx. He was a graduate of Visitation 
School and of Cardinal Hayes High 
School. He joined the NYPD in 1979. He 
lived a life devoted to service and dedi- 
cated nearly 30 years to the New York 
Police Department before retiring as a 
detective and squad supervisor in 1999. 
He went on to become a founding mem- 
ber of the New York Shields and presi- 
dent of the Fraternal Order of Police in 
Putnam County. 

He was an outspoken leader whose ef- 
forts involved working with officers 
suffering from mental and emotional 
effects of serving in the force. He was 
an icon in the police community, and 
he was the consummate cop’s cop. He 
not only devoted his own career as a 
police officer and a detective to serving 
others but, even after his retirement, 
he devoted himself in so many ways to 
helping other officers and their fami- 
lies in times of need. 

I want to send my personal condo- 
lences to Jimmy’s wife, Kathy, and his 
son, James, along with their dear 
friends, Joanne Viola, Henry Primus, 
John McCardle, and Paul Curtin, all of 
whom have joined us here today. We 
are honored by your presence. 

The law enforcement community, 
Hudson Valley, and New York have lost 
one of their finest, and he will be sore- 
ly missed. The beauty of Jimmy’s life 
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can be summed up by this: he loved his 
family beyond all measure, gave all to 
his friends and community, and was 
the most humble and decent man any- 
one can say they ever knew. His ab- 
sence is a chasm that we will never fill. 


EE 
STARBUCKS UPSTANDERS 


(Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend his remarks.) 


Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to thank 
Starbucks and their new program 


called the Upstanders series for recog- 
nizing Baldwin Community Schools 
and the Baldwin Promise. 

The Upstanders series was created by 
Starbucks to showcase uplifting Amer- 
ican stories. I believe that Starbucks 
found a uniquely inspiring story to tell 
when they highlighted Baldwin, Michi- 
gan. 

Baldwin Community Schools was des- 
ignated as a Michigan Promise Zone in 
2009, meaning that every child who at- 
tended school in Baldwin has a tuition- 
free path to a college education. Earn- 
ing this designation took commitment 
and sacrifice from the entire Baldwin 
community. In order to be designated, 
the village of Baldwin had to privately 
fundraise over $100,000. 

Baldwin looked within for those do- 
nations, even though it is located in 
Lake County, the 22nd poorest county 
in the Nation, where more than 24 per- 
cent of the residents live below the 
poverty level. They not only hit their 
goal, but they exceeded their goal. In 
fact, they raised more than $160,000 
than what the goal had been. 

The people of Baldwin and their com- 
mitment to their community, one an- 
other, and, more importantly, future 
generations truly is exemplified by this 
story. 

I would like to thank Starbucks 
again for what they have done to high- 
light that. This is really what commu- 
nity in west Michigan is all about. I 
want to thank them again for creating 
this series and then recognizing Bald- 
win and sharing that story with the 
Nation. 


eS 


NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION’S 
NEW FRONTIERS 


(Mr. MCNERNEY asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. MCNERNEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize the development of 
new frontiers in the area of seismology 
and the study of the Earth’s interior. 
Most studies of seismic waves have 
been limited to surface-based explo- 
ration due to ease of installation. But 
the NSF recently funded a dense, un- 
derground, three-dimensional array of 
13 high-sensitivity broadband seis- 
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mometers at the Homestake mine in 
South Dakota. 

This ambitious project will give rise 
to new seismic data analysis tech- 
niques and aid in the design of future 
underground gravitational-wave detec- 
tors, which will lead to breakthroughs 
in seismic noise tomography. These 
discoveries will have a broad range of 
applications, ranging from medical di- 
agnoses, detection of mineral and oil 
deposits, and homeland security. 

I commend the National Science 
Foundation in their efforts to keep the 
United States at the forefront of tech- 
nical advancement and scientific 
breakthroughs through its projects. 


EE 


HONORING TEXAS TECH 
BASEBALL 


(Mr. NEUGEBAUER asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to recognize the 2016 Texas 
Tech Red Raider baseball team. The 
Red Raiders, led by Big 12 coach of the 
year, Tim Tadlock, capped off a tre- 
mendous season in which they won the 
Big 12 title and advanced to the College 
World Series for the second time in the 
past 3 years. This trip, they earned the 
program’s first-ever win in Omaha. 
This team’s hard work was evident as I 
watched their impressive run. 

I want to highlight the contributions 
of the senior class, a group who led 
Tech to 149 wins since 2013. Several of 
these players have moved on to profes- 
sional baseball careers, and we wish all 
of them the best in their future endeav- 
ors. This team ended the year ranked 
number 4 nationally, Tech’s highest 
ranking in school history. I am espe- 
cially proud of the way these young 
men carried themselves in victory and 
defeat. 

Under the guidance of Coach Tadlock 
and his staff, next year’s team should 
be well positioned to carry on Tech’s 
recent baseball success. 

Red Raider nation and I thank you 
for the way you represented the univer- 
sity. 


ee 


1230 


VETERAN SUICIDE PREVENTION 
MONTH 


(Mrs. BUSTOS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mrs. BUSTOS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
commemorate Veteran Suicide Preven- 
tion Month. 

Today, after more than a decade of 
war, a new generation of veterans is 
facing real challenges. No man or 
woman who has sacrificed so much for 
our country should return home feeling 
alone or feeling like there is nowhere 
to turn. Far too often, that is the re- 
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ality in which our veterans live. In 
fact, every single day, 20 veterans com- 
mit suicide. 

During the last decade, nearly a third 
of veterans treated at VA medical cen- 
ters had been diagnosed with PTSD. We 
have to do better. That is why I was 
proud to be a cosponsor of the Clay 
Hunt Suicide Prevention Act last year 
to increase resources for veterans and 
improve oversight of the VA. 

I am working closely with veterans 
service organizations in our district to 
ensure that all veterans receive the 
high-quality care that they have 
earned and deserve. This month, it is 
my hope that our awareness can finally 
turn into meaningful action for our 
veterans. 


EE 
MISGUIDED OVERTIME RULE 


(Mr. BUCSHON asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. BUCSHON. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in strong opposition to the De- 
partment of Labor’s misguided over- 
time rule because it will undoubtedly 
harm Hoosier small businesses, non- 
profits, universities, and the jobs they 
support. 

We all agree our Nation’s overtime 
rules should be updated; however, this 
administration has proposed a rule 
that will stifle job growth, limit oppor- 
tunity, and lead to less hours and flexi- 
bility for Hoosier workers. 

The director of an Indiana-based non- 
profit that aids individuals with phys- 
ical and mental disabilities recently 
said the new rule will have dire con- 
sequences for the organization’s work- 
ers. That is why I am proud to support 
H.R. 4773 and H.J. Res. 95, to stop im- 
plementation of this rule, and I urge 
my colleagues to do the same. 


EE 


LET’S PASS A CLEAN ZIKA 
FUNDING BILL 


(Mr. GALLEGO asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. GALLEGO. Mr. Speaker, 19,000 
and counting, that is the number of 
people with confirmed cases of Zika in 
America so far; 1,800 and counting, the 
number of pregnant women in the U.S. 
with confirmed cases of Zika so far; 17 
and counting, the number of babies 
born with birth defects related to the 
Zika virus so far; 6 months and count- 
ing, that is how long ago President 
Obama asked Congress to do its job and 
provide supplemental funding to com- 
bat the virus. 

Mr. Speaker, how many more Ameri- 
cans must suffer before the House Re- 
publicans realize that the health of our 
families matters more than politics? 
How many more pregnant women must 
receive the devastating news they have 
contracted the virus before the GOP 
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leadership stops playing games with 
American lives? 

Instead of heeding the pleas of the 
CDC, public health experts, and the 
medical community, House Repub- 
licans revealed their true priorities 
when they decided to hold Zika funding 
hostage over women’s health care and 
the Confederate flag. 

That is just wrong, Mr. Speaker. 
Let’s protect pregnant women. Let’s 
save vulnerable infants. Let’s pass a 
clean Zika funding bill. 


EE 
THERE IS A MASS KILLING 


(Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, our Nation is witness to a si- 
lent mass killing every day this year. 
This year, more than 250,000 Americans 
have lost their lives so far, but the pub- 
lic never knew it. It has never been on 
the front page of The New York Times 
or The Washington Post, and it is not 
discussed on CNN or FOX. 

Tomorrow, this mass killing will con- 
tinue. And every day we allow it, over 
900 more will die. With 100 days left 
this year, nearly 100,000 American lives 
are on the line unless we take imme- 
diate action. 

As we sit and watch this tragedy 
from our comfortable offices, I wonder 
if my colleagues have statements pre- 
pared for the thousands of parents and 
siblings and friends who lost or will 
lose a loved one in this mass killing 
back home. I wonder how we will look 
families in the eye when we leave 
Washington and say, there wasn’t 
enough time, we wanted to go home, 
and yet those who died will never go 
home. 

Mr. Speaker, there is time if we act 
today. I ask the Senate to stop the 
tragedy and please call up and pass 
H.R. 2646, the Helping Families in Men- 
tal Health Crisis Act, because where 
there is help, there is hope. 


-Á 


HELPING FLORIDA’S ORANGE AND 
CITRUS FARMERS 


(Ms. GRAHAM asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. GRAHAM. Mr. Speaker, my 
home State of Florida is well known 
for the best tasting orange juice that I 
am fortunate to have grown up drink- 
ing, and we sell that orange juice 
across our great country. But today, 
our citrus farmers and orange industry 
are experiencing a crisis unparalleled 
to anything we have seen in the last 
century. 

Citrus greening—an invasive disease 
that ravages citrus plants—has stead- 
ily taken its toll on Florida citrus, and 
it is spreading to other States, too. 
That is why I am proud to support the 
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Emergency Citrus Disease Response 
Act, which would allow citrus growers 
to deduct the cost of replacing lost or 
damaged citrus plants from their taxes. 
This Congress must work together 
across party lines to do all we can to 
help Florida’s orange and citrus farm- 
ers. This legislation will help them af- 
ford the new trees they need to restore 
our citrus crop so we can all keep 
drinking the best orange juice ever. 


EEE 
TREATING INDIVIDUALS FACING 
SERIOUS DISEASE OR DIS- 


ABILITY EQUALLY UNDER THE 
LAW 


(Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsylvania 
asked and was given permission to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today in support of H.R. 
670, the Special Needs Trust Fairness 
Act, which I have cosponsored. This 
bill would allow non-elderly individ- 
uals with a disability to create a spe- 
cial needs trust for themselves, as op- 
posed to needing a relative or guardian 
to create such a trust for them. 

Importantly, these trusts would also 
be exempt from being considered as an 
asset when an individual applies for 
eligibility for Medicaid benefits, mean- 
ing the individual with the special 
needs trust can still be eligible for 
Medicaid benefits. 

This legislation would make a 
straightforward correction in Federal 
law that would ensure all individuals 
facing serious disease or disability are 
treated equally under the law and are 
able to manage their lives with inde- 
pendence. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank my colleagues 
for acting to advance this bill. 


eS 


HONORING A MINNESOTA HERO 


(Mr. EMMER of Minnesota asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. EMMER of Minnesota. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to honor and 
thank a true American hero, Jason 
Falconer, for his bravery during a time 
of grave crisis in Minnesota. 

This past weekend, terror struck our 
community when an attacker, whom 
the Islamic State took responsibility 
for, stepped into the Crossroads Center 
mall in St. Cloud with an evil inten- 
tion: to kill innocent Minnesotans. The 
targets of this malicious plan were par- 
ents and their children, college stu- 
dents taking a break from their stud- 
ies, and mall employees, all of whom 
found themselves suddenly trapped in a 
horrible nightmare. 

This cowardly attacker had already 
stabbed 10 victims and may have suc- 
ceeded in taking life if it were not for 
the heroic actions of an off-duty Avon 
police officer, Jason Falconer, who 
confronted and shot the attacker-ter- 
rorist before he could do more harm. 


September 21, 2016 


Mr. Speaker, words cannot ade- 
quately express the gratitude those of 
us in my State have for Jason Fal- 
coner. He stepped in when he was need- 
ed most and protected those around 
him without even the slightest hesi- 
tation or concern for his own safety. 
During such troubling times, it is a 
comfort to know that there are true 
heroes like Jason Falconer among us. 

Thank you, Jason, and God bless you. 


EE 


SPACE TANGO 


(Mr. BARR asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. BARR. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to recognize a cutting-edge space tech- 
nology company located in the Sixth 
Congressional District of Kentucky. 
Space Tango has an innovative busi- 
ness model that utilizes the unique en- 
vironment of microgravity to commer- 
cialize new discoveries in exomedicine 
for various applications on Earth. 

Space Tango established a test center 
called TangoLabl, a reconfigurable ex- 
periment ecosystem designed for 
microgravity research aboard the 
International Space Station. The com- 
pany, ably led by CEO Twyman 
Clements and Chairman Kris Kimel, 
leases this space and provides technical 
assistance for research across several 
scientific fields. Space Tango provides 
realtime data and commanding capa- 
bilities using an end-to-end cloud-based 
portal as well as environmental telem- 
etry and power consumption. 

I recently had the privilege of vis- 
iting the offices of Space Tango in my 
hometown of Lexington, Kentucky, and 
learned firsthand from Twyman and 
Kris and their entire team about the 
innovative work of this impressive 
company. I am convinced that, with 
this technology, we will find the next 
lifesaving, life-improving medical 
breakthroughs, and it will happen 
somewhere other than on planet Earth. 

I am proud to say that Space Tango 
and many other aerospace companies 
call the Sixth Congressional District of 
Kentucky home, and I am excited to 
see what innovations and ground- 
breaking discoveries they will make in 
the future, both on Earth and beyond. 


EE 


COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives: 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, September 21, 2016. 
Hon. PAUL D. RYAN, 
The Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per- 

mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of 
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the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa- 
tives, the Clerk received the following mes- 
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on 
September 21, 2016 at 9:10 a.m.: 

That the Senate passed without amend- 
ment H.R. 5252. 

That the Senate passed without amend- 
ment H.R. 2615. 

That the Senate passed without amend- 
ment H.R. 5937. 

That the Senate passed S. 3076. 

Appointment: 

Public Interest Declassification Board. 

With best wishes, I am, 

Sincerely, 
KAREN L. HAAS. 


a 


PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 5461, IRANIAN LEADER- 
SHIP ASSET TRANSPARENCY 
ACT 


Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, by di- 
rection of the Committee on Rules, I 
call up House Resolution 876 and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 

H. RES. 876 


Resolved, That at any time after adoption 
of this resolution the Speaker may, pursuant 
to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the 
House resolved into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 5461) to re- 
quire the Secretary of the Treasury to sub- 
mit a report to the appropriate congressional 
committees on the estimated total assets 
under direct or indirect control by certain 
senior Iranian leaders and other figures, and 
for other purposes. The first reading of the 
bill shall be dispensed with. All points of 
order against consideration of the bill are 
waived. General debate shall be confined to 
the bill and shall not exceed one hour equal- 
ly divided and controlled by the chair and 
ranking minority member of the Committee 
on Financial Services. After general debate 
the bill shall be considered for amendment 
under the five-minute rule. The bill shall be 
considered as read. All points of order 
against provisions in the bill are waived. No 
amendment to the bill shall be in order ex- 
cept those printed in the report of the Com- 
mittee on Rules accompanying this resolu- 
tion. Each such amendment may be offered 
only in the order printed in the report, may 
be offered only by a Member designated in 
the report, shall be considered as read, shall 
be debatable for the time specified in the re- 
port equally divided and controlled by the 
proponent and an opponent, shall not be sub- 
ject to amendment, and shall not be subject 
to a demand for division of the question in 
the House or in the Committee of the Whole. 
All points of order against such amendments 
are waived. At the conclusion of consider- 
ation of the bill for amendment the Com- 
mittee shall rise and report the bill to the 
House with such amendments as may have 
been adopted. The previous question shall be 
considered as ordered on the bill and amend- 
ments thereto to final passage without inter- 
vening motion except one motion to recom- 
mit with or without instructions. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Georgia is recognized for 1 
hour. 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, for the 
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus- 
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


from Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN), 
pending which I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. During consider- 
ation of this resolution, all time yield- 
ed is for the purpose of debate only. 
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GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, as I was 
listening to the Reading Clerk read 
through the rule, it sounded a little re- 
strictive. Today, I went back and ref- 
erenced my notes just to make sure 
that I was right. Mr. Speaker, House 
Resolution 876 is a structured rule, but 
it provides for the consideration of ab- 
solutely every amendment submitted 
to the Rules Committee on H.R. 5461, 
the Iranian Leadership Asset Trans- 
parency Act. Every single amendment 
that was submitted by this body to the 
Rules Committee for approval was ap- 
proved and will be made in order by 
this rule. 

The underlying bill requires the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to submit a re- 
port to Congress and make that report 
available online in its nonclassified 
parts—obviously, the classified parts 
would be restricted to Members of Con- 
gress—that estimates the total assets 
under direct or indirect control of sen- 
ior Iranian leaders, including those 
with ties to the Iranian Revolutionary 
Guard Corps. 

Mr. Speaker, as you know, it is well- 
documented that many of Iran’s polit- 
ical and military leaders have amassed 
substantial personal wealth on the 
backs of the citizens of Iran. It gives 
them control over all sorts of sectors of 
the Iranian economy. In fact, the non- 
partisan Congressional Research Serv- 
ice estimates that one-third of the Ira- 
nian economy—that includes tele- 
communications; it includes construc- 
tion; it includes airports; it includes 
seaports—is controlled by leaders per- 
sonally in the government—these polit- 
ical and military elites—through what 
they will call personal foundations. 

Mr. Speaker, the Joint Comprehen- 
sive Plan of Action—that is what most 
of America knows as the Iran deal, 
signed by President Obama—has al- 
lowed many Iranian entities that are 
tied to government corruption to be re- 
moved from the list of entities that 
American businesses are prohibited 
from doing business with—those busi- 
nesses sanctioned by the U.S. Govern- 
ment. Given the large agreement that 
we have in this Chamber that the Ira- 
nian Government is embracing corrup- 
tion at every level, it is clear that 
much of the foreign investment from 
U.S. companies should be limited but is 
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not under the current regime. What is 
more, U.S. businesses today that are 
able to invest in Iran are doing so with- 
out any of the knowledge of whom they 
are supporting and what kinds of cor- 
ruption may be involved. That is bad 
news for America. It is bad news for 
American national security, and it is 
bad news for the American economy. 

H.R. 5461 will shine a light on that in- 
ternal Iranian corruption, and it will 
allow American businesses the infor- 
mation they need to determine whom 
and whom not to do business with. We 
may hear today in the underlying bill, 
Mr. Speaker, that these requirements 
are too burdensome. I tell you that 
that is nonsense. It is simply a request 
that the Department of the Treasury, 
using existing resources—public re- 
sources—as well as our classified re- 
sources, make this report to Congress. 
We are talking about only 80 folks. We 
are talking about the Supreme Leader 
of Iran; we are talking about the Presi- 
dent of Iran; we are talking about 
members of the Council of Guardians in 
Iran; we are talking about the Expedi- 
tionary Council and about two dozen 
Revolutionary Guard Corps leaders. 

In the war on terror, in the quest for 
transparency, I am certain that the 
United States Government, through 
the Department of the Treasury, can 
provide this information. We may hear 
in the underlying debate that such in- 
formation will expose our intelligence 
sources overseas—again, nonsense. 
There is not a single Member of this 
Chamber, from left to right, who wants 
to do that. No one wants to do that. 
Anything that is in a classified setting 
that needs to remain in a classified set- 
ting will, in fact, remain in a classified 
setting. 

Mr. Speaker, if you have any of those 
concerns—in fact, if any Member of 
this Chamber has any of those con- 
cerns—I invite him to support this 
rule. Again, with the passage of this 
rule, we will move to the underlying 
bill. We will have a full-fledged debate 
on that underlying bill, including a de- 
bate over every single amendment of- 
fered for consideration in this body. 
Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support the rule and to support the un- 
derlying bill. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman 
from Georgia (Mr. WOODALL) for the 
customary 30 minutes. 

With all that we have to do, I can’t 
believe we are here doing this; nonethe- 
less, here we are today, considering 
H.R. 5461, the so-called Iranian Leader- 
ship Asset Transparency Act. 

This bill would require the Secretary 
of the Treasury to report to Congress 
and post online the estimated total as- 
sets under the direct or indirect con- 
trol of certain senior Iranian leaders 
and other figures, along with a descrip- 
tion of how these assets were acquired 
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and are employed, regardless of wheth- 
er said figures are subject to U.S. sanc- 
tions. 

The fact is that this bill—and let’s be 
clear about it—is nothing more than 
another attempt by Republicans to un- 
dermine the historic agreement the 
United States worked so hard to 
achieve to prevent Iran from obtaining 
nuclear weapons. Preventing Iran from 
obtaining nuclear weapons is a big 
deal. I am sorry my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle don’t share that 
view, but it is a big deal. The world 
will be safer with a nuclear-free Iran. 

Last July, the United States, the 
United Kingdom, France, Russia, 
China, Germany—the P5+1l—and Iran 
agreed to the Joint Comprehensive 
Plan of Action, which required Iran to 
abandon its nuclear program in ex- 
change for U.S., EU, and U.N. sanctions 
being lifted. The agreement officially 
came into effect on October 18, 2015. 
U.S. nuclear-related sanctions were 
lifted on January 16, 2016, after the 
International Atomic Energy Agency 
verified that Iran implemented its key 
nuclear-related measures described in 
the agreement and the Secretary of 
State confirmed the IAEA’s verifica- 
tion. 

Since the implementation of the 
agreement, Republicans have repeat- 
edly tried to create the impression of 
numerous scandals surrounding Iran 
and of supposed violations of the agree- 
ment; but the reality is that the agree- 
ment has, so far, prevented Iran from 
developing a nuclear arsenal. While we 
will continue to counter Iran’s hostile 
activities in the region, we will not un- 
dermine the JCPOA. 

H.R. 5461 would absolutely do nothing 
to increase transparency within the 
Iranian financial industry. Rather, this 
bill would cause confusion regarding 
compliance obligations, deter non-U.S. 
banks from reengaging with legitimate 
Iranian business, and undermine the 
letter and spirit of the nuclear agree- 
ment the United States worked so hard 
to achieve. 

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD 
the Statement of Administration Pol- 
icy, which basically ends with this 
statement, that if the President were 
presented with this bill, his senior ad- 
visers would recommend that he veto 
this bill. 

STATEMENT OF ADMINISTRATION POLICY 
H.R. 5461—IRANIAN LEADERSHIP ASSET TRANS- 

PARENCY ACT—REP. POLIQUIN, R-ME, AND ONE 

COSPONSOR 

The Administration shares the Congress’ 
goals of increasing transparency and bring- 
ing Iran into compliance with international 
standards in the global fight against terror 
finance and money laundering. However, this 
bill would be counterproductive toward those 
shared goals. 

The bill requires the U.S. Government to 
publicly report all assets held by some of 
Iran’s highest leaders and to describe how 
these assets are acquired and used. Rather 
than preventing terrorist financing and 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


money laundering, this bill would 
incentivize those involved to make their fi- 
nancial dealings less transparent and create 
a disincentive for Iran’s banking sector to 
demonstrate transparency. These onerous re- 
porting requirements also would take crit- 
ical resources away from the U.S. Depart- 
ment of the Treasury’s important work to 
identify Iranian entities engaged in 
sanctionable conduct. Producing this infor- 
mation could also compromise intelligence 
sources and methods. 

One of our best tools for impeding desta- 
bilizing Iranian activities has been to iden- 
tify Iranian companies that are controlled 
by the Islamic Revolutionary Guards Corps 
(IRGC) or other Iranians on the list of Spe- 
cially Designated Nationals and Blocked 
Persons (SDN List) to non-U.S. businesses, 
so that they can block assets or stop mate- 
rial transfers. This process is labor-intensive 
and requires the judicious use of our na- 
tional intelligence assets. Redirecting these 
assets to preparing this onerous public re- 
port would be counterproductive and will not 
reduce institutional corruption or promote 
transparency within Iran’s system. 

In addition, this bill’s required public post- 
ings also may be perceived by Iran and likely 
our Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action 
(JCPOA) partners as an attempt to under- 
mine the fulfillment of our commitments, in 
turn impacting the continued viability of 
this diplomatic arrangement that peacefully 
and verifiably prevents Iran from acquiring a 
nuclear weapon. If the JCPOA were to fail on 
that basis, it would remove the unprece- 
dented constraints on and monitoring of 
Iran’s nuclear program, lead to the unravel- 
ing of the international sanctions regime 
against Iran, and deal a devastating blow to 
the credibility of America’s leadership and 
our commitments to our closest allies. 

As we address our concerns with Iran’s nu- 
clear program through implementation of 
the JCPOA, the Administration remains 
clear-eyed regarding Iran’s support for ter- 
rorism, its ballistic missile program, human 
rights abuses, and destabilizing activity in 
the region. The United States should retain 
all of the tools needed to counter this activ- 
ity, ranging from powerful sanctions to our 
efforts to disrupt and interdict illicit ship- 
ments of weapons and proliferation-sensitive 
technologies. This bill would adversely affect 
the U.S. Government’s ability to wield these 
tools, would undermine the very goals it pur- 
ports to achieve, and could even endanger 
our ability to ensure that Iran’s nuclear pro- 
gram is and remains exclusively peaceful. 

If the President were presented with H.R. 
5461, his senior advisors would recommend 
that he veto this bill. 

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, this 
bill is going nowhere. Quite frankly, I 
think it is an insult to the American 
people that we are bringing up more 
and more bills that are going nowhere 
when we have so much here to do. Con- 
gress has roughly a week before we re- 
cess again, and instead of focusing on 
passing a bipartisan bill to actually 
fund the government, House Repub- 
licans are wasting more time with par- 
tisan bills like this, and it really is 
quite unfortunate. 

But, since Republicans want to talk 
about transparency so much, let’s talk 
about the transparency—or the total 
lack of transparency—of their Presi- 
dential nominee, Donald Trump. I have 
got to tell you that I have been doing 
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this a long time, and I think it is safe 
to say that Donald Trump’s lack of 
transparency would make Richard 
Nixon blush. 

For 40 years, America’s major party 
nominees have publicly released their 
tax returns, a simple and basic disclo- 
sure made to the American people to 
help them choose which candidate is 
best fit to be our next President. Don- 
ald Trump, the nominee of the party 
that is telling us today that they care 
so much about transparency, has re- 
peatedly refused to release his tax re- 
turns. This comes even after he prom- 
ised in 2014 that he ‘‘absolutely’’—and I 
say that in quotes—would release them 
if he ran for President. 

Let’s be honest. In this House of Rep- 
resentatives, if Hillary Clinton refused 
to release her tax returns, there would 
be an outcry like you have never heard 
from my Republican friends. There 
would be calls for hearings and resolu- 
tions and probably even a vote to im- 
peach her retroactively once she was 
elected. We all know that. But, on Don- 
ald Trump’s lack of transparency—the 
guy who wants to be President of the 
United States—they are silent. 

The secrecy and the lack of trans- 
parency doesn’t stop with Donald 
Trump’s tax returns. This month, 
Newsweek reported on how Donald 
Trump’s extensive financial dealings 
overseas would pose an unprecedented 
conflict of interest that could threaten 
our national security and global inter- 
ests. 

In the article, they write: 

Never before has a business posed such a 
threat to the United States. If Donald Trump 
wins this election and his company is not 
immediately shut down or forever severed 
from the entire Trump family, the foreign 
policy of the United States of America could 
well be for sale. 

The Trump Organization has hun- 
dreds of business dealings involving 
more than a dozen countries on five 
continents, including Russia, India, 
Turkey, Libya, China, and South 
Korea. Newsweek warns that, as long 
as The Trump Organization remains 
open, foreign governments and busi- 
nesses would be able to funnel money 
directly into the pockets of Trump and 
his family. That means American for- 
eign policy would be literally for sale. 
It is a situation unlike anything we 
have ever seen in American history. 

For example, Trump’s business deals 
could motivate him to abandon NATO 
allies like Turkey and important Asian 
allies like South Korea. His deals in 
Azerbaijan could force him to alter his 
position on Iran or undermine U.S. re- 
lations with Armenia. His deals in 
India could influence his position over 
longstanding conflicts with Pakistan— 
in a volatile subcontinent where both 
nations have nuclear weapons. 

When it comes to Russia, there are 
concerns about Trump’s heaping praise 
and praise and praise on an increas- 
ingly hostile foreign leader, Russian 
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President Vladimir Putin, at the same 
time his company is seeking business 
opportunities in Russia and how that 
conflict of interest could evolve if 
Trump were President of the United 
States. 

Newsweek also reports that the fric- 
tion caused by Trump’s business deal- 
ings could jeopardize relationships 
with our allies like Turkey in the fight 
against ISIS. Additionally, one of 
Trump’s business partners is a South 
Korean company that is involved in nu- 
clear energy, which makes you wonder 
if that is why he suggested South 
Korea should have nuclear weapons. 

So, if you want to talk about trans- 
parency and if you are worried about 
conflicts of interest and corruption, 
you ought to demand that the nominee 
of your party come clean with the 
American people. You ought to demand 
that he release his tax returns, that he 
make it clear that he would end all of 
his business ties if, God forbid, he 
would become President of the United 
States, which is something that, I 
hope, we never, ever get close to. 

The bottom line is that that is some- 
thing that is real and is right before us, 
and, quite frankly, we ought to be 
doing more about it. We shouldn’t be 
wasting the American people’s time 
with more partisan messaging bills 
that claim to be about transparency— 
bills that are going absolutely no- 
where. We should focus on passing a bi- 
partisan funding bill that keeps this 
government open and that takes real 
action to combat the very real Zika 
virus and other public health crises 
that Americans are actually con- 
fronting. 

I urge the Members of both parties to 
defeat this rule and get back to work 
on real issues that actually matter in 
the lives of the people whom we rep- 
resent. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
the gentleman from Massachusetts if 
he has any further speakers remaining. 
Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I 
would just inform the gentleman that 
we have one additional speaker who 
says he is on his way. 

Mr. WOODALL. I tell the gentleman 
I, too, have a rumored speaker who is 
on his way, so we are in the same boat 
in that space. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. 

I read further from the Statement of 
Administration Policy, the veto threat 
that the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts noted earlier. 
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He did read the section that said: If 
the President were presented with H.R. 
5461, his senior advisers would rec- 
ommend that he veto the bill. 

There is more on this page, Mr. 
Speaker. He also says: “. .. the Ad- 
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ministration remains clear-eyed re- 
garding Iran’s support for terrorism, 
its ballistic missile program, human 
rights abuses, and destabilizing activ- 
ity in the region.” 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what he is ref- 
erencing, no doubt, ties into the report 
that the State Department released 
over the summer, naming Iran the 
number one international sponsor of 
terrorism. 

Now, what this bill asks is: If you 
know you have a corrupt government— 
again, in the administration’s words, 
Iran’s support for terrorism, its bal- 
listic program, its human rights 
abuses, and its destabilizing activity in 
the region—if you know that you have 
a dangerous government and if you 
know that corrupt leaders of that gov- 
ernment are hiding their resources in 
foundations across the nation, if you 
know that those foundations are con- 
trolling a third of the Iranian econ- 
omy, continuing to keep its foot on the 
voice of the Iranian people, if you know 
that this is true, why won’t you stand 
up and be counted? 

My friend from Massachusetts says 
we shouldn’t waste our time on this be- 
cause it is going nowhere. Candidly, I 
believe leadership is taking those 
things that folks believe are going no- 
where and making them a reality. That 
is what the President did with this Iran 
deal. 

When I go back and think about the 
polling that was going on across the 
Nation while the President was push- 
ing this deal around the globe, there 
was no more unpopular agreement with 
the American people. The American 
people were livid that we would be 
making a deal to perpetuate the power 
and control structure in Iran, but the 
President led on that. He forced that 
through. I don’t believe we ever got a 
majority of the American people be- 
hind it, but he got a majority of the 
Congress to support him in that effort. 

Mr. Speaker, this is about informa- 
tion. This is about information on a 
known sponsor of global terrorism. 
This is about providing information 
not just to American citizens, but to 
Iranian citizens. If you live in the na- 
tion of Iran, if you have that average 
annual income of $15,000, Mr. Speaker, 
you might be interested to know how 
the other half lives. You might be in- 
terested to know, when your leaders 
are talking about the Great Satan on 
national television, where it is they are 
stuffing their pockets. You might be 
interested to know, when folks are 
talking about you rising up to fight the 
Great Satan, where those folks have 
their relatives working, where their 
millions are growing, what parts of the 
economy they are controlling. That is 
all this bill is going to ask for. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, we are here to 
debate the rule today. The rule makes 
it in order to consider the underlying 
bill as well as every single amendment 
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that has been offered by both sides of 
the aisle to perfect the underlying bill. 

Again, I urge my colleagues to be en- 
thusiastic in their support of the un- 
derlying bill and of the rule. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I would just respond to the gen- 
tleman that the reason why the admin- 
istration wants to veto this bill has 
nothing to do with the fact that they 
aren’t concerned about Iran’s role in 
promoting terrorist organizations 
around the world or being involved in 
very bad behavior. 

I think they are opposed to this bill 
because they don’t think it is worth 
anything; that it is not going to work. 
In fact, rather than preventing ter- 
rorist financing and money laundering, 
this bill would actually incentivize 
those affected to make their financial 
dealings less transparent and create a 
disincentive for Iran’s banking sector 
to demonstrate transparency. 

Look, we are all talking about this 
like this is all on the level. The real 
deal is that my friends on the other 
side are upset that the President of the 
United States negotiated a deal with 
Iran that prevents them from getting a 
nuclear weapon. So we see a multitude 
of bills like this coming to the floor. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
defeat the previous question. And if we 
defeat the previous question, I will 
offer an amendment to the rule to 
bring up legislation that would expand 
the Department of Homeland Secu- 
rity’s presence overseas. 

Mr. Speaker, this legislation would 
strengthen DHS’s operations by au- 
thorizing and expanding Department of 
Homeland Security, Customs and Bor- 
der Protection, and Immigration and 
Customs Enforcement programs that 
vet and screen individuals before they 
enter the United States. It would add 
an additional 2,000 Customs and Border 
Protection officers for overseas and do- 
mestic operations. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to insert the text of the amend- 
ment in the RECORD, along with extra- 
neous material immediately prior to 
the vote on the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois). Is there ob- 
jection to the request of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, to dis- 
cuss our proposal, I yield 5 minutes to 
the gentleman from Mississippi (Mr. 
THOMPSON), the distinguished ranking 
member of the Committee on Home- 
land Security. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN) for al- 
lowing me the time. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
vote “no” and defeat the previous ques- 
tion so we can bring up my bill, H.R. 
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5256, the Expanding DHS Overseas Pas- 
senger Security Screening and Vetting 
Operations Act. 

Mr. Speaker, everybody we have 
talked to within the Homeland Secu- 
rity arena says that, as Americans, we 
are safer if we can push our borders 
out. So the notion that we should wait 
on the bad guys to get here is a notion 
that obviously would put us in harm’s 
way. 

So what we are proposing with this 
bill is enhancing the ability for us to 
push our borders out. We have had ex- 
amples of this. They have all been suc- 
cessful. So this is another effort to re- 
source the opportunity to make sure 
that our borders not only are just safe, 
but as safe from American soil as pos- 
sible. 

So 15 years ago, Mr. Speaker, foreign 
terrorists carried out the most deadly 
and costly terrorist act on U.S. soil. 
We committed ourselves to creating 
the Department of Homeland Security. 
We resourced it. We put a number of 
agencies together. We are on a day-to- 
day basis tracking bad people all over 
the world, preventing bad people from 
getting into the United States. To the 
credit of our men and women, they are 
doing a good job, but we are only as 
good as the resources that we put to 
fight terrorism. 

So this, again, is one of the tools in 
the toolkit that we have identified that 
we have to have, which is to push our 
borders out so that we can not only 
keep Americans safe, but we can, 
through our enhanced vetting process, 
keep bad people out. 

So as the 9/11 Commission reported, 
the terrorists that carried out this hei- 
nous act on 9/11 were able to exploit le- 
gitimate channels of travel to the U.S. 
from countries around the globe. There 
is no question about that. To prevent 
terrorist travel, the Department of 
Homeland Security has made signifi- 
cant efforts to expand its presence and 
partnerships around the world to vet 
passengers well in advance of their ar- 
rival to the U.S. 

For instance, Mr. Speaker, there are 
over 200 airports around the world. The 
last-point-of-departure airports, to 
speak of, where unless we can vet all 
those individuals who are trying to 
come here, they can’t get on the plane. 
So what we are trying to do is continue 
to enhance that effort and others to 
make sure that anyone trying to get to 
this country—and we can identify that 
they are bad people—that we will keep 
them away. 

My legislation, Mr. Speaker, H.R. 
5256, will strengthen these operations 
to deal with evolving terrorist threats, 
including the threats posed by individ- 
uals traveling without visas from Euro- 
pean and other countries with visa 
waiver agreements with the U.S. 

Now, to prevent these terrorists and 
other dangerous people from entering 
the U.S., Mr. Speaker, this legislation 
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directs DHS to strategically expand its 
program that vets and screens trav- 
elers. It specifically authorizes key 
DHS vetting and screening programs. 
It also provides for an additional 2,000 
Customs and Border Protection officers 
for not only overseas operations, but 
also to address domestic shortages, 
particularly at U.S. international air- 
ports. 

Mr. Speaker, even as we absorb the 
events of this weekend where Ameri- 
cans carried out terrorist attacks in 
Minnesota, New York, and New Jersey, 
we must do all we can to prevent for- 
eign terrorists, including an estimated 
3,000 Europeans trained as foreign 
fighters by ISIL, from entering the 
United States. 

Defeating the previous question, Mr. 
Speaker, will allow Members to con- 
sider my bill, H.R. 5256, that will do 
just that. Again, Mr. Speaker, we are 
only as good as we resource the Depart- 
ment to fight terrorism. 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
3 minutes to the gentleman from the 
great State of Tennessee (Mr. DUNCAN), 
one of the great leaders of this con- 
ference. 

Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee. Mr. 
Speaker, I do want to commend the 
gentleman from Georgia for the great 
work that he does on the Rules Com- 
mittee. Once again, he has done yeo- 
man’s work on this legislation before 
us. 

Frankly, I have some reservations 
about the underlying bill, but I do re- 
spect the goal of this legislation. I also 
respect the gentleman from Mississippi 
in his efforts to come up with some leg- 
islation so that we can have enhanced 
interrogation of certain people wanting 
to come into this country. I think al- 
most everyone on this side of the aisle 
believes in more detailed vetting of 
people wanting to come here, espe- 
cially from countries that we deem as 
dangerous. 

I rise at this time, though, just to 
make the point that—in response to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. MCGOVERN), who spent almost his 
entire time talking about this bill, 
talking about the transparency of the 
Republican nominee for President, I 
also, though, might make the point 
that the Democratic nominee, Sec- 
retary Clinton, has refused for many 
months to release the transcripts or 
copies of her many speeches that she 
gave to Wall Street firms for really 
what most people would consider to be 
small fortunes. In addition to that, she 
has refused to give out details of the 
approximately 60 percent of the people 
she met with while Secretary of State 
who had contributed to the Clinton 
Foundation, in some cases, very large 
amounts of money from foreign coun- 
tries, which really is possibly more 
closely related to this legislation than 
is the tax return of the Republican 
nominee. 
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Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time to close. 

I would ask my colleagues respect- 
fully to support us in our effort to de- 
feat the previous question so we can 
bring up the legislation that Mr. 
THOMPSON mentioned, legislation that 
would strengthen the Department of 
Homeland Security’s overseas screen- 
ing and vetting programs. 

I would like to think that even 
though Democrats and Republicans 
don’t always agree on everything, we 
can agree on something and that this is 
something that we ought to be able to 
agree on, and hopefully we will be able 
to have a vote on it. 

Again, I regret that we are bringing 
up a bill that, again, is another at- 
tempt to try to undermine the deal 
that we have brokered with other na- 
tions around the world to prevent Iran 
from becoming a nuclear power, but 
here we are yet with another bill. The 
President is going to veto it. We can 
continue to debate the merits, but it is 
kind of a waste of time. 

Again, I would hope my colleagues 
would vote ‘‘no’’ on the rule and vote 
“no” on the bill if we are presented 
with it. 

I would just say one final thing to 
my friend from Tennessee (Mr. DUN- 
CAN), who I have a great deal of respect 
for: The deal is that Mr. Trump is the 
first nominee, I think, that I can re- 
call, who has not released his taxes. 
Secretary Clinton has released years 
and years and years of her taxes. We 
know more about Secretary Clinton 
than we know about any other nomi- 
nee, I think, in history. 

I have always kind of wondered why 
Mr. Trump says some of the things he 
says, which, quite frankly, I sometimes 
find unbelievable, some of the com- 
ments on foreign policy. But when you 
look at his financial interests and his 
investments in these various countries, 
you can kind of understand why he de- 
fends dictators, why he never mentions 
the words “human rights,” why he says 
some of the things he says about urg- 
ing other countries to become nuclear 
powers when we should all be talking 
about how we control nuclear weapons 
in this country. 
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If we are worried about transparency 
and you are worried about conflicts of 
interest, and if we are truly worried 
about corruption, now is the time, I 
would urge my friends on the other 
side of the aisle, to tell the nominee of 
your party to come clean. There are so 
many tangled webs in The Trump Orga- 
nization, so many financial ties to 
things that, quite frankly, should give 
every one of us concern. I don’t know 
what the problem is about a little sun- 
shine. 

Like I said in the beginning, if Sec- 
retary Clinton did not release her tax 
returns, there would be calls for hear- 
ings and resolutions and there would be 
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Special Orders, and it would go on and 
on and on; yet, with regard to their 
nominee, it is okay for him to withhold 
all this information from the American 
people. I think that is unfortunate. 

So if we are talking about trans- 
parency here today and if we are wor- 
ried about corruption and if we are 
worried about conflicts of interest, 
there is that old saying, ‘‘Physician, 
heal thyself.” I would urge my Repub- 
lican colleagues to hold their nominee, 
hold their standard-bearer to a higher 
standard when it comes to trans- 
parency. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge defeat of the pre- 
vious question, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will remind Members to refrain 
from engaging in personalities toward 
nominees for the Office of the Presi- 
dent. 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I appreciate you issuing that re- 
minder. I don’t particularly enjoy this 
time of year on the House floor because 
we do have important business that 
needs to occur here, and we often get 
off base. 

I don’t think this is the right time to 
talk about the FBI investigation into 
Secretary Clinton. I don’t think this is 
the right time to talk about the pay to 
play investigation going on with the 
Clinton Foundation. I don’t think this 
is the right time to talk about all of 
her employees who have been ques- 
tioned about her behavior and are 
pleading the Fifth, one right after the 
other, and are refusing to answer those 
questions. I don’t think this is the 
right place for that. This is the right 
place to talk about something that 
brings us together, which is the defeat 
of a corrupt Iranian regime. 

Mr. Speaker, my friend from Massa- 
chusetts is absolutely right. There are 
many of us on this side of the aisle who 
do not like the agreement that the 
President made with the Iranians. In 
fact, there are many on that side of the 
aisle who do not like the agreement 
that the President made with the Ira- 
nians, and you need go no further than 
this debate today to understand why. 

I will read again from the President’s 
own veto statement of this bill. It says: 
“This bill’s required public postings’’— 
these are the public postings of the as- 
sets and the corrupt arrangements that 
are involved in these top high officials 
of the Iranian regime. “This bill’s re- 
quired public postings . . . may be per- 
ceived by Iran and likely our Joint 
Comprehensive Plan of Action (JCPOA) 
partners as an attempt to undermine 
the fulfillment of our commitments, in 
turn impacting the continued viability 
of this diplomatic arrangement that 
peacefully and verifiably prevents Iran 
from acquiring a nuclear weapon.” 

I will say it again, Mr. Speaker, the 
President’s concern is that, by making 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


information public to the American 
people and the Iranian people—and this 
information would be published in four 
languages so that it would be available 
to the Iranian people as well—by mak- 
ing information public about the cor- 
rupt business dealings of Iranian lead- 
ers, we will be violating the agreement 
the President signed with Iran. 

How could this Nation possibly have 
signed an agreement, Mr. Speaker, that 
trades away our opportunity to shine 
sunlight on corrupt practices? I don’t 
believe that we have. But my friend 
from Massachusetts said, Mr. Speaker: 
It undermines the letter and the intent 
of the agreement. To shine sunlight on 
corrupt practices. 

Mr. Speaker, this is why the Amer- 
ican people were concerned about the 
Iranian agreement. This is why we con- 
tinue to be concerned about the Ira- 
nian agreement; but more importantly, 
this bill is not about that agreement. 

The chairman of the Committee on 
Financial Services testified in front of 
the Committee on Rules last night, Mr. 
Speaker, and he said he just can’t 
imagine why it is controversial for us 
to publish a list of officials and their 
holdings online. I agree. 

It is baffling to me that the disclo- 
sure of what is, in many cases, publicly 
known information but that has not 
been compiled in a particular place 
could be a threat to preventing Iran 
from developing nuclear weapons. In 
fact, I would argue shining sunlight on 
the corrupt regime will empower the 
Iranian citizens to perhaps help us in 
this cause. 

Mr. Speaker, this is not a controver- 
sial piece of legislation. This is, in fact, 
a transparency piece of legislation. The 
motion to recommit that the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi (Mr. THOMP- 
SON) discussed, candidly, most of what 
he said I agree with. I don’t believe a 
motion to recommit is the right place 
to do it. He was not in front of the 
Committee on Rules last night. The 
bill he offers as a bipartisan, common- 
sense compromise has absolutely no 
Republicans on it whatsoever; but I do 
believe that pushing out our borders, 
pushing out our vetting process is ex- 
actly the right idea for this country. 
This happens to be a bill from the Com- 
mittee on Financial Services. The gen- 
tleman from Mississippi happens to be 
the ranking member on the Committee 
on Homeland Security. I hope the Com- 
mittee on Homeland Security will get 
about that business. I support it 100 
percent. 

But what I ask of my colleagues here 
today, Mr. Speaker, is to support this 
rule so we can debate this bill. Folks 
on both sides of the aisle like it, don’t 
like it. Debating the bill is the right 
place to expose it. Transparency is 
good for the Iranians, and it is good for 
us as well. If we support this rule, we 
will also consider every amendment 
that was offered in the Committee on 
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Rules. Every alternative idea, every 
perfecting idea, every improvement 
that this body came up with and 
brought to the Committee on Rules 
last night, Mr. Speaker, we are going 
to make in order for debate here on the 
floor. 

This is a tough time of year. Politics 
don’t often bring out the best of policy, 
but we have got a good shot at it 
today. We have got a good shot at it 
with this rule. We have a rule here that 
I think everybody can be proud to vote 
for; and, as my friend from Tennessee 
said earlier, then we will debate the 
merits of the underlying bill and have 
the House work its will. 

The material previously referred to 
by Mr. MCGOVERN is as follows: 


AN AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 876 OFFERED BY 
MR. MCGOVERN 

At the end of the resolution, add the fol- 
lowing new sections: 

SEC. 2. Immediately upon adoption of this 
resolution the Speaker shall, pursuant to 
clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the House 
resolved into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for consider- 
ation of the bill (H.R. 5256) to enhance the 
overseas operations of the Department of 
Homeland Security aimed at preventing ter- 
rorist threats from reaching the United 
States, and for other purposes. The first 
reading of the bill shall be dispensed with. 
All points of order against consideration of 
the bill are waived. General debate shall be 
confined to the bill and shall not exceed one 
hour equally divided and controlled by the 
chair and ranking minority member of the 
Committee on Homeland Security. After 
general debate the bill shall be considered 
for amendment under the five-minute rule. 
All points of order against provisions in the 
bill are waived. At the conclusion of consid- 
eration of the bill for amendment the Com- 
mittee shall rise and report the bill to the 
House with such amendments as may have 
been adopted. The previous question shall be 
considered as ordered on the bill and amend- 
ments thereto to final passage without inter- 
vening motion except one motion to recom- 
mit with or without instructions. If the 
Committee of the Whole rises and reports 
that it has come to no resolution on the bill, 
then on the next legislative day the House 
shall, immediately after the third daily 
order of business under clause 1 of rule XIV, 
resolve into the Committee of the Whole for 
further consideration of the bill. 

SEC. 3. Clause l(c) of rule XIX shall not 
apply to the consideration of H.R. 5256. 

THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT 
IT REALLY MEANS 


This vote, the vote on whether to order the 
previous question on a special rule, is not 
merely a procedural vote. A vote against or- 
dering the previous question is a vote 
against the Republican majority agenda and 
a vote to allow the Democratic minority to 
offer an alternative plan. It is a vote about 
what the House should be debating. 

Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the 
House of Representatives (VI, 308-311), de- 
scribes the vote on the previous question on 
the rule as ‘ʻa motion to direct or control the 
consideration of the subject before the House 
being made by the Member in charge.” To 
defeat the previous question is to give the 
opposition a chance to decide the subject be- 
fore the House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s 
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ruling of January 13, 1920, to the effect that 
“the refusal of the House to sustain the de- 
mand for the previous question passes the 
control of the resolution to the opposition”’ 
in order to offer an amendment. On March 
15, 1909, a member of the majority party of- 
fered a rule resolution. The House defeated 
the previous question and a member of the 
opposition rose to a parliamentary inquiry, 
asking who was entitled to recognition. 
Speaker Joseph G. Cannon (R-Illinois) said: 
“The previous question having been refused, 
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Fitz- 
gerald, who had asked the gentleman to 
yield to him for an amendment, is entitled to 
the first recognition.” 

The Republican majority may say ‘‘the 
vote on the previous question is simply a 
vote on whether to proceed to an immediate 
vote on adopting the resolution ... [and] 
has no substantive legislative or policy im- 
plications whatsoever.” But that is not what 
they have always said. Listen to the Repub- 
lican Leadership Manual on the Legislative 
Process in the United States House of Rep- 
resentatives, (6th edition, page 135). Here’s 
how the Republicans describe the previous 
question vote in their own manual: ‘‘Al- 
though it is generally not possible to amend 
the rule because the majority Member con- 
trolling the time will not yield for the pur- 
pose of offering an amendment, the same re- 
sult may be achieved by voting down the pre- 
vious question on the rule. ... When the 
motion for the previous question is defeated, 
control of the time passes to the Member 
who led the opposition to ordering the pre- 
vious question. That Member, because he 
then controls the time, may offer an amend- 
ment to the rule, or yield for the purpose of 
amendment.” 

In Deschler’s Procedure in the U.S. House 
of Representatives, the subchapter titled 
“Amending Special Rules” states: ‘‘a refusal 
to order the previous question on such a rule 
[a special rule reported from the Committee 
on Rules] opens the resolution to amend- 
ment and further debate.” (Chapter 21, sec- 
tion 21.2) Section 21.3 continues: ‘‘Upon re- 
jection of the motion for the previous ques- 
tion on a resolution reported from the Com- 
mittee on Rules, control shifts to the Mem- 
ber leading the opposition to the previous 
question, who may offer a proper amendment 
or motion and who controls the time for de- 
bate thereon.” 

Clearly, the vote on the previous question 
on a rule does have substantive policy impli- 
cations. It is one of the only available tools 
for those who oppose the Republican major- 
ity’s agenda and allows those with alter- 
native views the opportunity to offer an al- 
ternative plan. 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time, and I 
move the previous question on the res- 
olution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair once again will remind Members 
to refrain from engaging in personal- 
ities toward the nominees for the Of- 
fice of the President. 

The question is on ordering the pre- 
vious question. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro- 


on 
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ceedings on this question will be post- 
poned. 


PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 3438, REQUIRE EVALUA- 
TION BEFORE IMPLEMENTING 
EXECUTIVE WISHLISTS ACT OF 
2016; PROVIDING FOR CONSIDER- 
ATION OF H.R. 5719, EMPOWERING 
EMPLOYEES THROUGH STOCK 
OWNERSHIP ACT; AND PRO- 
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
MOTIONS TO SUSPEND THE 
RULES 


Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, by direction of the Committee on 
Rules, I call up House Resolution 875 
and ask for its immediate consider- 
ation. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 

H. RES. 875 


Resolved, That at any time after adoption 
of this resolution the Speaker may, pursuant 
to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the 
House resolved into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 3438) to amend 
title 5, United States Code, to postpone the 
effective date of high-impact rules pending 
judicial review. The first reading of the bill 
shall be dispensed with. All points of order 
against consideration of the bill are waived. 
General debate shall be confined to the bill 
and shall not exceed one hour equally di- 
vided and controlled by the chair and rank- 
ing minority member of the Committee on 
the Judiciary. After general debate the bill 
shall be considered for amendment under the 
five-minute rule. It shall be in order to con- 
sider as an original bill for the purpose of 
amendment under the five-minute rule the 
amendment in the nature of a substitute rec- 
ommended by the Committee on the Judici- 
ary now printed in the bill. The committee 
amendment in the nature of a substitute 
shall be considered as read. All points of 
order against the committee amendment in 
the nature of a substitute are waived. No 
amendment to the committee amendment in 
the nature of a substitute shall be in order 
except those printed in the report of the 
Committee on Rules accompanying this res- 
olution. Each such amendment may be of- 
fered only in the order printed in the report, 
may be offered only by a Member designated 
in the report, shall be considered as read, 
shall be debatable for the time specified in 
the report equally divided and controlled by 
the proponent and an opponent, shall not be 
subject to amendment, and shall not be sub- 
ject to a demand for division of the question 
in the House or in the Committee of the 
Whole. All points of order against such 
amendments are waived. At the conclusion 
of consideration of the bill for amendment 
the Committee shall rise and report the bill 
to the House with such amendments as may 
have been adopted. Any Member may de- 
mand a separate vote in the House on any 
amendment adopted in the Committee of the 
Whole to the bill or to the committee 
amendment in the nature of a substitute. 
The previous question shall be considered as 
ordered on the bill and amendments thereto 
to final passage without intervening motion 
except one motion to recommit with or with- 
out instructions. 

SEC. 2. Upon adoption of this resolution it 
shall be in order to consider in the House the 
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bill (H.R. 5719) to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to modify the tax treat- 
ment of certain equity grants. All points of 
order against consideration of the bill are 
waived. The amendment in the nature of a 
substitute recommended by the Committee 
on Ways and Means now printed in the bill 
shall be considered as adopted. The bill, as 
amended, shall be considered as read. All 
points of order against provisions in the bill, 
as amended, are waived. The previous ques- 
tion shall be considered as ordered on the 
bill, as amended, and on any further amend- 
ment thereto, to final passage without inter- 
vening motion except: (1) one hour of debate 
equally divided and controlled by the chair 
and ranking minority member of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means; and (2) one mo- 
tion to recommit with or without instruc- 
tions. 

SEC. 3. It shall be in order at any time on 
the legislative day of September 22, 2016, or 
September 23, 2016, for the Speaker to enter- 
tain motions that the House suspend the 
rules as though under clause 1 of rule XV. 
The Speaker or his designee shall consult 
with the Minority Leader or her designee on 
the designation of any matter for consider- 
ation pursuant to this section. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Georgia is recognized for 1 
hour. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, for the purpose of debate only, I 
yield the customary 30 minutes to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
MCGOVERN), pending which I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. Dur- 
ing consideration of this resolution, all 
time yielded is for the purpose of de- 
bate only. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent that all 
Members have 5 legislative days to re- 
vise and extend their remarks and to 
include extraneous materials on House 
Resolution 875, currently under consid- 
eration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I am pleased to bring this rule for- 
ward on behalf of the Committee on 
Rules. The rule provides for consider- 
ation of H.R. 3438, the Require Evalua- 
tion Before Implementing Executive 
Wishlists Act, or the REVIEW Act, and 
H.R. 5719, the Empowering Employees 
Through Stock Ownership Act. 

For H.R. 3438, the rule provides 1 
hour of debate, equally divided and 
controlled by the chair and ranking 
member of the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and also provides for a motion to 
recommit. The rule also provides 1 
hour of debate, equally divided and 
controlled by the chair and ranking 
member of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, for H.R. 5719 and provides a mo- 
tion, also, to recommit. 

The rule makes in order two amend- 
ments to H.R. 3438, representing ideas 
from my colleagues across the aisle. 
Yesterday the Committee on Rules re- 
ceived testimony from the chairman 
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and ranking member on the Sub- 
committee on Regulatory Reform, 
Commercial and Antitrust Law of the 
Committee on the Judiciary, as well as 
testimony from Congressman ERIK 
PAULSEN and Congressman JOE CROW- 
LEY from the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

The REVIEW Act, introduced by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
MARINO), went through regular order 
and enjoyed a thorough discussion at 
both the subcommittee and full com- 
mittee level. In November of 2015, the 
Subcommittee on Regulatory Reform, 
Commercial and Antitrust Law, of 
which I am a member, held a legisla- 
tive hearing on the bill. The bill was 
marked up by the Committee on the 
Judiciary on September 8, 2016. Several 
amendments were considered. 

The Empowering Employees Through 
Stock Ownership Act also went 
through regular order. It was passed by 
voice vote through the Committee on 
Ways and Means on September 14. This 
bill, which has bipartisan support, 
would promote employee ownership at 
startup companies by addressing the 
tax treatment of restricted stock 
issued to employees. 

Both bills represent good governance 
and provide relief for American work- 
ers and companies. The REVIEW Act is 
supported by numerous organizations, 
including the Chamber of Commerce, 
the Associated Builders and Contrac- 
tors, Forestry Resource Association, 
the National Black Chamber of Com- 
merce, the National Cattlemen’s Beef 
Association, and dozens more. 
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I am a proud cosponsor of this legis- 
lation because it ensures that Amer- 
ican businesses won’t have to waste 
billions of dollars if legally flawed new 
rules are thrown out by the courts. The 
bill is just plain common sense. 

This legislation came about in re- 
sponse to a very real problem. In 
Michigan v. EPA, the court held that 
the EPA’s Utility MACT rule was le- 
gally infirm because the EPA decided 
costs were irrelevant to its decision to 
promulgate the rule. Costs of imple- 
menting the rule were estimated to 
cost $9.6 billion per year, with the in- 
tended goal of achieving benefits of 
only $4 million to $6 million per year. 

Let me repeat that, Mr. Speaker. 
Costs of implementing the rule were es- 
timated to cost $9.6 billion per year, 
with the intended goal of achieving 
benefits of only $4 million to $6 million 
per year. 

It seems that something like this 
would not be true. Unfortunately, it is. 
The EPA issued a rule estimated to 
cost more than $9 billion per year, even 
though the rule was expected to 
achieve benefits in airborne mercury 
emissions of $4 million to $6 million 
per year. The rule costs more than 10 
times to implement than it brought in 
benefits. 
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Even away from the government per- 
spective, there were questions con- 
cerning the actual other benefits as 
well. You wonder why people are angry 
at the Federal Government. Rules like 
this are a good example. Even worse, 
while the court found the rule legally 
infirm, it failed to set aside the rule 
which required businesses to continue 
to incur compliance costs, pending re- 
mand to the court of appeals. 

This rule was not stayed by the 
courts during a multiyear legal battle 
to challenge the rule, meaning the 
whole time the courts were delib- 
erating, businesses were forced to start 
implementing the rule and bear the 
costs. This is a huge blow to businesses 
that had to pour time and money into 
compliance only to later be told it was 
a wasted effort because the legal chal- 
lenge to the rule was ultimately suc- 
cessful. 

To be sure, the successful legal chal- 
lenge was a victory, but businesses 
shouldn’t have had to go through years 
of uncertainty and billions of wasted 
dollars while the challenge was pending 
in the courts. 

The REVIEW Act makes sense. It 
prevents needless expenditures like the 
ones businesses were forced to make 
while the Utility MACT case was wind- 
ing its way through the courts. 

You see, the fix is simple. The RE- 
VIEW Act requires that, when agencies 
promulgate new rules, the rules won’t 
become legally effective until after the 
conclusion of litigation challenging 
them if the Office of Information and 
Regulatory Affairs determines the 
rules would impose $1 billion or more 
in costs to the economy. Litigants 
would have up to 60 days after the rule 
was published to bring litigation, un- 
less specified otherwise by the par- 
ticular law the agency rule pertains to. 

Let me be very clear, Mr. Speaker. 
We aren’t talking about this kind of 
change for every rule. We are not talk- 
ing about this kind of change even for 
every major rule. We are talking about 
making this commonsense amendment 
for rules that cost over $1 billion to the 
economy. 

Businesses shouldn’t be forced to deal 
with these enormous compliance costs 
while it is unclear if the rule will ever 
even actually come to fruition. The 
time and money businesses are cur- 
rently forced to spend complying with 
these rules is time and money taken 
away from building the businesses, in- 
vesting in the community, and cre- 
ating jobs. 

Now, I will admit these billion-dollar 
rules have been issued by administra- 
tions of both parties in recent years. 
That is another reason why Members 
on both sides of the aisle should sup- 
port this legislation. 

According to the American Action 
Forum, in fact, from 2006 to 2008, the 
Nation averaged two of these rules an- 
nually; and from 2009 to present, the 
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figure has actually increased to rough- 
ly three times per year. This increase 
in billion-dollar rules should be trou- 
bling to all of us, and businesses run by 
Republicans and Democrats are suf- 
fering from the effects of complying 
with these rules even as litigation is 
ongoing. Under this administration 
alone, these billion-dollar rules are es- 
timated to have imposed total annual 
costs of $65.1 billion. According to the 
American Action Forum, the related 
paperwork burden comes out to be 
about 19.5 million hours. 

Since 2005, there have been at least 34 
billion-dollar rules, with 24 of those 
promulgated under the current admin- 
istration. Thirty-four may not seem 
like a large number over the last 11 
years, but we have to remember the ex- 
tremely high cost of these results and 
the impact those costs can have on 
businesses and the economy. 

There may be arguments from those 
on the other side that affected parties 
could receive a stay from the court 
during litigation, but stays are hard to 
obtain and the consequences of not ob- 
taining one can be very costly. 

During a Judiciary Committee hear- 
ing on the REVIEW Act, Paul Noe of 
the American Forest and Paper Asso- 
ciation provided an enlightening exam- 
ple of the consequences of courts fail- 
ing to issue stays as the billion-dollar 
rule goes forward. 

He said in his testimony: ‘‘In 2007, 
about $2 million in compliance invest- 
ments were stranded in the paper and 
wood products industry when a court 
struck down the 2004 Boiler MACT rule 
just 3 months before the compliance 
deadline. When the rules were reissued 
in 2013, the new standards had changed 
significantly, and previous investments 
proved to be the wrong approaches to 
achieve compliance. Wasting limited 
capital undermines the competitive- 
ness of U.S. businesses and impedes 
growth and job creation.” 

Mr. Noe’s example is another real-life 
circumstance of the reason this bill, 
the REVIEW Act, is necessary. The 
last thing we should be doing is imped- 
ing growth and job creation. Instead, 
we should be looking to stimulate the 
economy and getting Americans work- 
ing. 

I know in northeast Georgia, many 
businesses are struggling due to the 
crushing costs of regulations. Many of 
these are small businesses that aren’t 
able to employ attorneys and consult- 
ants to keep them up-to-date with the 
latest edicts from Washington. Instead, 
they are forced to spend time and re- 
sources figuring out how to deal with 
the onslaught of red tape; and that 
doesn’t even take into account the 
massive burdens of these billion-dollar 
regulations. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to be clear that 
not all regulation is bad. Regulations 
can help protect public health and safe- 
ty and ensure needed worker protec- 
tions; but regulation that does not 
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make sense, regulation that has com- 
pliance costs that far exceed the bene- 
fits, simply doesn’t make sense. 

Importantly, in this bill, we aren’t 
trying to prevent more regulation. We 
are simply saying that, for rules over a 
billion dollars, they shouldn’t go into 
effect until litigation has concluded. 
That is common sense. Businesses 
shouldn’t have to waste resources com- 
plying with a huge, new burden for 
something that might not ever even 
come into effect. 

This is a narrowly written but impor- 
tant change to the Administrative Pro- 
cedure Act that will prevent waste and, 
hopefully, encourage agencies to 
rethink issuing billion-dollar rules. 

This is a bill that had plenty of hear- 
ing in the Judiciary Committee, both 
sides expressing their desires on these 
issues, and had full debate and markup. 

Both the REVIEW Act and the Em- 
powering Employees through Stock 
Ownership Act are smart changes to 
current law that deserve full and fair 
consideration before this House. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I want to thank the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. COLLINS) for yielding me 
the customary 30 minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, the House is scheduled 
to be in session for 7 days before yet 
another 6-week-long recess. Instead of 
addressing the most pressing issues 
facing our communities, we are on this 
floor with yet another Republican mes- 
saging bill to undermine the Federal 
rulemaking process. 

With all that needs to be done, with 
all the crises we are facing, this is 
what they bring to the floor—a bill, by 
the way, that is not going anywhere. It 
is going nowhere. The President is 
going to send up a veto message. The 
Senate is not even going to take it up. 

So what we are spending our time 
doing, what we are spinning our wheels 
about right now is something that, ba- 
sically, I guess my friends can use in a 
press release, but this is not real legis- 
lating. And I get it. Attacking Federal 
regulations has become a favorite 
sound bite for my friends on the other 
side of the aisle. They are always quick 
to remind us of the costs associated 
with these regulations, but completely 
dismiss the very real and typically 
much larger benefits of protecting con- 
sumers, the environment, public 
health, and safety. 

Iam against duplicative regulation. I 
am against warrantless regulation or 
needless regulation. It would be nice if 
we could actually function in a bipar- 
tisan way to identify where we have 
common ground and where there is 
agreement so that we can make some 
progress, but that is not the MO of the 
Republican leadership in this House. It 
is their way or the highway. 

H.R. 3488 automatically freezes any 
covered rule when any lawsuit is filed, 
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regardless of how frivolous that law- 
suit may be, instead of relying on the 
discretion and expertise of the courts. 

Now, let’s be honest with ourselves, 
Mr. Speaker. This isn’t about good gov- 
ernance and it isn’t about ensuring 
high-impact regulations pass legal 
muster. This is yet another election 
year giveaway to Republican special 
interests, and it is that time of year— 
lots of fundraisers, lots of political ac- 
tivity. People go home and say they 
voted for this bill that is going no- 
where. Therefore, vote for them. 

This is just yet another Republican 
effort to indefinitely delay regulations 
that they don’t like—regulations that 
protect consumers, regulations that 
protect public health and that protect 
our environment. 

In fact, one of the most troubling as- 
pects of this bill is that it fails to in- 
clude any exceptions for rules respond- 
ing to public health emergencies. 

Can you believe that? 

I am disappointed that the Repub- 
licans in the Judiciary Committee re- 
jected Democratic amendments to the 
bill that would have ensured lawsuits 
could not tie up responses to public 
health emergencies. 

Why would anybody be against that? 

This is especially troubling as we 
face major health crises, like the Zika 
virus, and rely on our government to 
protect our public health. We should be 
doing everything in our power to find a 
solution to this terrible emergency, 
not passing legislation that can make 
finding that solution even harder. 

I strongly oppose this misguided and 
unnecessary legislation, which does 
nothing to promote an efficient regu- 
latory process, but delays regulations 
needed to protect our public health and 
safety. 

This week the House is also set to 
consider H.R. 5719, the Empowering 
Employees through Stock Ownership 
Act. By allowing rank-and-file employ- 
ees of private companies to defer pay- 
ments on their stock options for 7 
years, this bill makes it easier for 
these employees—often lower-income 
earners—to receive equity as part of 
their compensation. 

Our economy is recovering, but not 
for everyone. More and more wealth is 
becoming concentrated in the top 1 
percent and income inequality is at its 
highest levels since the Great Depres- 
sion. Meanwhile, working families 
struggle to make ends meet, often 
needing several jobs just to get by. 

So I support efforts to allow rank- 
and-file employees to truly share in the 
long-term success of their companies 
and our greater innovation economy. I 
think the majority of us share in that 
belief. But I do share the concerns that 
have been expressed by my Democratic 
colleagues during the Ways and Means 
Committee markup and in the Rules 
Committee last night that this bill 
isn’t paid for and adds $1.03 billion to 
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the deficit. This bill not being paid for 
adds over a billion dollars to our def- 
icit. 

The Republican leadership in this 
House routinely refuses to bring up 
funding legislation that adequately ad- 
dresses public health crises. They de- 
mand offsets anytime there is an emer- 
gency. When it comes to increases in 
our social safety net, we can’t do it be- 
cause we have to find offsets. But when 
it comes to tax breaks, there are no 
limits. They don’t require offsets. 

Just last week this House passed an 
unpaid-for tax cut that, if enacted, 
would add almost $33 billion to the def- 
icit. The Ways and Means Committee 
has marked up nearly $54 billion worth 
of unpaid-for tax cuts just this year. 

There was a time when caring about 
the deficit and the debt was something 
my Republican friends would talk 
about, but I guess that is no longer the 
case. So when my Republican friends 
talk about their commitment to fiscal 
responsibility, I have to ask: Why the 
double standard? 

We can’t help the people of Flint, 
Michigan, but we can pass tax breaks 
and tax cuts and not have to pay for 
them. By the way, the vast majority of 
tax cuts that my Republican friends 
support go to the wealthiest people in 
this country, not to the middle class. 

We are told we have to fully offset 
emergency responses, as I said, to the 
water crisis in Flint, Michigan; the 
opioid epidemic; flooding disasters; and 
the growing threat of the Zika virus, 
but yet we don’t have to pay for tax 
cuts. I just don’t quite get it. 

Last night, in the Rules Committee, 
my friends and colleagues, JOE CROW- 
LEY and ANNA ESHOO, Democratic co- 
sponsors of this bill, offered an amend- 
ment to offset the over $1 billion cost 
by increasing a tax on oil barrels by 
two cents. That is just two cents that 
they would increase the cost. But what 
is important for people to remember is 
that what that means for the consumer 
is five one-thousandths of a penny on a 
gallon of gas. 
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So in order to offset something that 
we think is a good benefit, and to pay 
for it, it would cost consumers five 
one-thousandths of a penny on a gallon 
of gas. Most people that I talk to I 
don’t believe think that that is an un- 
reasonable thing, the choice between 
adding to the deficit, which, by the 
way, we all pay for anyway, or basi- 
cally paying for things as we go. And 
so five one-thousandths of a penny on a 
gallon of gas, in order to offset the cost 
of this bill, I don’t think, is unreason- 
able. 

Now, this amendment was not made 
in order for consideration on the House 
floor because my Republican col- 
leagues insisted that the offset was not 
germane to the bill. 

But the House Rules Committee has 
the power to waive germaneness and 
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other rules, and frequently does so, 
when it suits the needs of the majority. 
And during this Congress alone, Repub- 
licans on the Rules Committee have 
granted 245 waivers; 242, or 98 percent 
of them, have been for Republican ini- 
tiatives. So they do it all the time 
when they want to. 

So, Mr. Speaker, we had the ability 
to move the Crowley-Eshoo amend- 
ment to the floor for consideration, but 
Republicans in the Rules Committee 
blocked our efforts to responsibly pay 
for the costs associated with this 
change in tax law. 

Now, I appreciate the work of my col- 
leagues in promoting employee owner- 
ship among all of a company’s workers, 
not just those at the top. But I do have 
some serious concerns about this ma- 
jority’s insistence that emergency re- 
lief and other priorities be offset while 
tax cuts are able to sail through this 
House without a second thought and 
not be paid for. That is the wrong ap- 
proach. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

I would just like to make one com- 
ment, and then I think my friend from 
Massachusetts and I can look around. 
Nobody is beating our door down for 
time here. 

There are no billion-dollar public 
health issues that were brought up that 
this—it doesn’t waive for a billion-dol- 
lar public health emergency. In fact, 
probably if we did have over-a-billion- 
dollar health emergency, we could han- 
dle it better through statutory change 
than through a regulatory agency 
doing this. So it is an argument, but it 
is not a valid argument, I believe, in 
this case. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

I am going to urge my colleagues to 
vote to defeat the previous question, 
vote “no” on the previous question. 
And if we defeat the previous question, 
I will offer an amendment to the rule 
to bring up the bipartisan no fly, no 
buy legislation that would allow the 
Attorney General to bar the sale of 
firearms and explosives to those on the 
FBI’s terrorist watch list. 

Mr. Speaker, the time to act is now. 
There have been more than 10,000 gun- 
related deaths in this country this year 
alone. The country cannot tolerate the 
indifference on this issue any longer. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to insert the text of my amend- 
ment in the RECORD, along with extra- 
neous material, immediately prior to 
the vote on the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
DONOVAN). Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts? 
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There was no objection. 

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, as I 
said at the beginning of my remarks, 
we have only a few days left here be- 
fore there is another recess, and we 
have incredible challenges before us. 
We have an opioid crisis in this coun- 
try. We passed legislation that said all 
the right things, but the funding to 
fund all those nice things wasn’t fol- 
lowing. 

We are confronted with a Zika virus 
crisis, and the American people are ex- 
pecting us to do something, and this 
House has been twiddling its thumbs 
for far too long. The time for action is 
now. 

We have a water crisis in Flint, 
Michigan; can’t seem to get anything 
done in this House. Yet, those poor 
people can’t drink the water out of 
their faucets and have been poisoned 
for years as a result of the indifference 
on that situation. 

On the issue of gun violence, I mean, 
every day somebody gets killed in gun 
violence. We have tried to bring up a 
bill that would require universal back- 
ground checks. I don’t care what your 
position on guns is, I think we all 
should be able to agree that there 
ought to be universal background 
checks. 

Right now, if you go into a licensed 
gun dealer, you have to go through a 
background check. But you get around 
that if you go to a gun show or buy a 
gun online. 

I think everybody, I don’t care what 
your philosophy is, should want to 
keep guns out of the hands of violent 
criminals and people who are dan- 
gerously mentally ill. I don’t know 
why that is such a controversy in this 
House of Representatives. Yet, we can’t 
even get the leadership to allow us to 
bring that bill to the floor. 

On the issue that the previous ques- 
tion is about, which is the no fly, no 
buy list, I don’t think there is anybody 
in this country who can understand 
why we think it is okay to, on one 
hand, say to somebody who is on an 
FBI terrorist watch list: we are con- 
cerned about you so much that you 
can’t fly on an airplane. But, at the 
same time, say: well, okay, but you can 
go out and buy a gun; you can buy an 
assault weapon; and you can go out and 
buy a weapon of war. 

That doesn’t make any sense. People 
can’t quite get why we can’t come to- 
gether on that. But even if you don’t 
want to vote for that, you ought to let 
us have that debate and that vote. 

These are the kinds of issues that we 
should be talking about. Yet, we are 
doing message bills that are going no- 
where, again, not just because the 
President wants to veto them, it is be- 
cause the Senate won’t even take some 
of these things up. 

So in these few days we have left, 
let’s do something radical. Let’s actu- 
ally do the people’s business. Let’s do 
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something that is going to help people 
in this country and improve their qual- 
ity of life and protect them. 

Mr. Speaker, again, I urge a “no” 
vote on the previous question and a 
“no” vote on the rule. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I think we have made our case for 
the rule. I think it needs to be passed— 
also the underlying bills. I urge my col- 
leagues to support the rule and the un- 
derlying bills. 

The material previously referred to 
by Mr. MCGOVERN is as follows: 

AN AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 875 OFFERED BY 

MR. MCGOVERN 

At the end of the resolution, add the fol- 
lowing new sections: 

SEC. 4. Immediately upon adoption of this 
resolution the Speaker shall, pursuant to 
clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the House 
resolved into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for consider- 
ation of the bill (H.R. 1076) to increase public 
safety by permitting the Attorney General 
to deny the transfer of a firearm or the 
issuance of firearms or explosives licenses to 
a known or suspected dangerous terrorist. 
The first reading of the bill shall be dis- 
pensed with. All points of order against con- 
sideration of the bill are waived. General de- 
bate shall be confined to the bill and shall 
not exceed one hour equally divided and con- 
trolled by the chair and ranking minority 
member of the Committee on the Judiciary. 
After general debate the bill shall be consid- 
ered for amendment under the five-minute 
rule. All points of order against provisions in 
the bill are waived. At the conclusion of con- 
sideration of the bill for amendment the 
Committee shall rise and report the bill to 
the House with such amendments as may 
have been adopted. The previous question 
shall be considered as ordered on the bill and 
amendments thereto to final passage with- 
out intervening motion except one motion to 
recommit with or without instructions. If 
the Committee of the Whole rises and re- 
ports that it has come to no resolution on 
the bill, then on the next legislative day the 
House shall, immediately after the third 
daily order of business under clause 1 of rule 
XIV, resolve into the Committee of the 
Whole for further consideration of the bill. 

SEC. 5. Clause 1(c) of rule XIX shall not 
apply to the consideration of H.R. 1076. 

THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT 
IT REALLY MEANS 

This vote, the vote on whether to order the 
previous question on a special rule, is not 
merely a procedural vote. A vote against or- 
dering the previous question is a vote 
against the Republican majority agenda and 
a vote to allow the Democratic minority to 
offer an alternative plan. It is a vote about 
what the House should be debating. 

Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the 
House of Representatives (VI, 308-311), de- 
scribes the vote on the previous question on 
the rule as ‘ʻa motion to direct or control the 
consideration of the subject before the House 
being made by the Member in charge.” To 
defeat the previous question is to give the 
opposition a chance to decide the subject be- 
fore the House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s 
ruling of January 13, 1920, to the effect that 
“the refusal of the House to sustain the de- 
mand for the previous question passes the 
control of the resolution to the opposition”’ 
in order to offer an amendment. On March 
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15, 1909, a member of the majority party of- 
fered a rule resolution. The House defeated 
the previous question and a member of the 
opposition rose to a parliamentary inquiry, 
asking who was entitled to recognition. 
Speaker Joseph G. Cannon (R-Illinois) said: 
“The previous question having been refused, 
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Fitz- 
gerald, who had asked the gentleman to 
yield to him for an amendment, is entitled to 
the first recognition.”’ 

The Republican majority may say ‘‘the 
vote on the previous question is simply a 
vote on whether to proceed to an immediate 
vote on adopting the resolution ... [and] 
has no substantive legislative or policy im- 
plications whatsoever.” But that is not what 
they have always said. Listen to the Repub- 
lican Leadership Manual on the Legislative 
Process in the United States House of Rep- 
resentatives, (6th edition, page 135). Here’s 
how the Republicans describe the previous 
question vote in their own manual: ‘‘Al- 
though it is generally not possible to amend 
the rule because the majority Member con- 
trolling the time will not yield for the pur- 
pose of offering an amendment, the same re- 
sult may be achieved by voting down the pre- 
vious question on the rule. ... When the 
motion for the previous question is defeated, 
control of the time passes to the Member 
who led the opposition to ordering the pre- 
vious question. That Member, because he 
then controls the time, may offer an amend- 
ment to the rule, or yield for the purpose of 
amendment.”’ 

In Deschler’s Procedure in the U.S. House 
of Representatives, the subchapter titled 
“Amending Special Rules” states: ‘a refusal 
to order the previous question on such a rule 
[a special rule reported from the Committee 
on Rules] opens the resolution to amend- 
ment and further debate.” (Chapter 21, sec- 
tion 21.2) Section 21.3 continues: ‘‘Upon re- 
jection of the motion for the previous ques- 
tion on a resolution reported from the Com- 
mittee on Rules, control shifts to the Mem- 
ber leading the opposition to the previous 
question, who may offer a proper amendment 
or motion and who controls the time for de- 
bate thereon.”’ 

Clearly, the vote on the previous question 
on a rule does have substantive policy impli- 
cations. It is one of the only available tools 
for those who oppose the Republican major- 
ity’s agenda and allows those with alter- 
native views the opportunity to offer an al- 
ternative plan. 


Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield back the balance of my time, 
and I move the previous question on 
the resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 and clause 9 of rule XX, 
this 15-minute vote on ordering the 
previous question on House Resolution 
875 will be followed by 5-minute votes 
on adopting House Resolution 875, if or- 
dered; ordering the previous question 
on House Resolution 876; adopting 
House Resolution 876, if ordered; and 
suspending the rules and passing the 


on 
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following bills: H.R. 3957, H.R. 5659, 
H.R. 5718, and H.R. 5613. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 237, nays 
171, not voting 23, as follows: 


[Roll No. 524] 


YEAS—287 
Abraham Griffith Paulsen 
Aderholt Grothman Pearce 
Allen Guinta Perry 
Amash Guthrie Peterson 
Amodei Hanna Pittenger 
Babin Hardy Pitts 
Barletta Harper Poliquin 
Barr Harris Pompeo 
Barton Hartzler Posey 
Benishek Heck (NV) Price, Tom 
Bilirakis Hensarling Ratcliffe 
Bishop (MI) Herrera Beutler Reed 
Black Hice, Jody B. Reichert 
ae ane Renacci 
um olding ; 
Bost Hudson SE 
Boustany Huelskamp Rigell 
Brady (TX) Huizenga (MI) Roby 
Brat Hultgren Roe (TN) 
Bridenstine Hunter Rogers (AL) 
Brooks (AL) Hurd (TX) R KY 
Buchanan Hurt (VA) ogers (KY) 
Buck Tasa Rohrabacher 
Bucshon Jenkins (KS) Rokita 
Burgess Jenkins (WV) Rooney (FL) 
Byrne Johnson (OH) Ros-Lehtinen 
Calvert Johnson, Sam Roskam 
Carter (GA) Jolly Ross 
Carter (TX) Jones Rothfus 
Chabot Jordan Rouzer 
Chaffetz Joyce Royce 
Clawson (FL) Katko Russell 
Coffman Kelly (MS) Salmon 
Cole Kelly (PA) Sanford 
Collins (GA) King (IA) Scalise 
Collins (NY) King (NY) Schweikert 
Comstock Kinzinger (IL) Scott, Austin 
Conaway Kline Sensenbrenner 
Cook Knight Sessions 
Costello (PA) Labrador Shimkus 
Cramer LaHood Shuster 
Crawford LaMalfa Simpson 
Crenshaw Lamborn Smith (MO) 
Culberson Lance Smith (NE) 
Curbelo (FL) Latta Smith (NJ) 
Davidson LoBiondo Smith (TX) 
Davis, Rodney Long ? Stefanik 
Denham Loudermilk Stewart 
DeSantis Love Stivers 
DesJarlais Lucas Stutzman 
a T, “Samoan ek) 
Thornberry 

Donovan MacArthur Tipt 

` pton 
Duffy Marino Trott 
Duncan (SC) Massie urner 
Duncan (TN) McCarthy Upton 
Ellmers (NC) McCau. Valadao 
Emmer (MN) McClintock 
Farenthold McHenry Wagner 
Fincher McKinley Walberg 
Fitzpatrick MeMorris Walden 
Fleischmann Rodgers Walker — 
Fleming McSally Walorski 
Flores Meadows Weber (TX) 
Forbes Messer Webster (FL) 
Fortenberry Mica Wenstrup 
Foxx Miller (FL) Westerman 
Franks (AZ) Miller (MI) Westmoreland 
Frelinghuysen Moolenaar Williams 
Garrett Mooney (WV) Wilson (SC) 
Gibbs Mullin Wittman 
Gibson Mulvaney Womack 
Gohmert Murphy (PA) Woodall 
Goodlatte Newhouse Yoder 
Gosar Noem Yoho 
Gowdy Nugent Young (AK) 
Granger Nunes Young (IA) 
Graves (GA) Olson Young (IN) 
Graves (LA) Palazzo Zeldin 
Graves (MO) Palmer Zinke 

NAYS—171 

Adams Beatty Bishop (GA) 
Aguilar Becerra Blumenauer 
Ashford Bera Bonamici 
Bass Beyer 
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Boyle, Brendan Gutiérrez Norcross 

F. Hahn O’Rourke 
Brady (PA) Hastings Pallone 
Brown (FL) Heck (WA) Pascrell 
Brownley (CA) Himes Payne 
Bustos Hinojosa Pelosi 
Butterfield Honda Peters 
Capps Hoyer Pingree 
Cardenas Huffman Pocan 
Carney Israel A 
Carson (IN) Jackson Lee So 

N R rice (NC) 

Cartwright Jeffries Quigley 
Castor (FL) Johnson (GA) Rangel 
Castro (TX) Johnson, E. B. Rice (NY) 
Chu, Judy Kaptur z 
Cicilline Keating Richmond 
Clark (MA) Kelly (IL) Roybal-Allard 
Clay Kennedy Ruiz 
Cleaver Kildee Ruppersberger 
Clyburn Kilmer Ryan (OH) 
Cohen Kind Sarbanes 
Connolly Kirkpatrick Schakowsky 
Conyers Kuster Schiff 
Cooper Langevin Scott (VA) 
Costa Larsen (WA) Scott, David 
Courtney Lawrence Serrano 
Crowley Lee Sewell (AL) 
Cuellar Levin Sherman 
Cummings Lewis Sinema 
Davis (CA) Lieu, Ted Sires 
Davis, Danny Lipinski Slaughter 
DeFazio Loebsack Smith (WA) 
DeGette Lofgren Speier 
Delaney Lowenthal Swalwell (CA) 
DeLauro Lowey Takano 
DelBene Lujan Grisham Thompson (CA) 
DeSaulnier (NM) Thompson (MS) 
Dingell Lujan, Ben Ray Titus 
Doggett (NM) 
Doyle, Michael Lynch Tonko 

F. Maloney, Torres 
Duckworth Carolyn Tsongas 
Edwards Maloney, Sean Van Hollen 
Ellison Matsui Vargas 
Engel McCollum Veasey 
Eshoo McDermott Vela 
Esty McGovern Velazquez 
Foster McNerney Visclosky 
Frankel (FL) Meeks Walz 
Fudge Meng Wasserman 
Gabbard Moulton Schultz 
Gallego Murphy (FL) Waters, Maxine 
Graham Nadler Watson Coleman 
Grayson Napolitano Welch 
Green, Al Neal Wilson (FL) 
Green, Gene Nolan Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—23 
Bishop (UT) Grijalva Poe (TX) 
Brooks (IN) Higgins Rush 
Capuano Larson (CT) Sanchez, Linda 
Clarke (NY) Marchant E 
Dent Meehan Sanchez, Loretta 
Deutch Moore Schrader 
Farr Neugebauer Tiberi 
Garamendi Perlmutter Walters, Mimi 
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Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas, GRAHAM, Mr. CONNOLLY, and 
Ms. BONAMICI changed their vote 
from “yea” to “nay.” 

So the previous question was ordered. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

Stated for: 

Mr. MEEHAN. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 
524, | was at an Ethics Committee hearing. 
Had | been present, | would have voted “aye.” 

Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, on 
rollcall No. 524, | was unavoidably detained at 
an Ethics Committee meeting. Had | been 
present, | would have voted “aye.” 

Stated against: 

Mr. DEUTCH. Mr. Speaker, | was unavoid- 
ably detained. Had | been present, | would 
have voted rollcall No. 524, “nay.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
FORTENBERRY). The question is on the 
resolution. 


September 21, 2016 


The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I de- 
mand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a 
5-minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 239, noes 181, 
not voting 11, as follows: 

[Roll No. 525] 


AYES—239 
Abraham Gowdy Murphy (PA) 
Aderholt Granger Neugebauer 
Allen Graves (GA) Newhouse 
Amodei Graves (LA) Noem 
Babin Graves (MO) Nugent 
Barletta Griffith Nunes 
Barr Grothman Olson 
Barton Guinta Palazzo 
Benishek Guthrie Palmer 
Bilirakis Hanna Paulsen 
Bishop (MI) Hardy Pearce 
Bishop (UT) Harper Perry 
Black Harris Pittenger 
Blackburn Hartzler Pitts 
Blum Heck (NV) Poliquin 
Bos Hensarling Pompeo 
Boustany Herrera Beutler Posey 
Brady (TX) Hice, Jody B. Price, Tom 
Bra: Holding Ratcliffe 
Bridenstine Hudson Reed 
Brooks (AL) Huelskamp Reichert 
Brooks (IN) Huizenga (MI) Renacci 
Buchanan Hultgren Ribble 
Buck Hunter Rice (SC) 
Bucshon Hurd (TX) Rigell 
Burgess Hurt (VA) Roby 
Byrne Issa Roe (TN) 
Calvert Jenkins (KS) Rogers (AL) 
Carter (GA) Jenkins (WV) Rogers (KY) 
Carter (TX) Johnson (OH) Rohrabacher 
Chabot Johnson, Sam Rokita 
Chaffetz Jolly Rooney (FL) 
Clawson (FL) Jones Ros-Lehtinen 
Coffman Jordan Roskam 
Cole Joyce Ross 
Collins (GA) Katko Rothfus 
Collins (NY) Kelly (MS) Rouzer 
Comstock Kelly (PA) Royce 
Conaway King (IA) Russell 
Cook King (NY) Salmon 
Costello (PA) Kinzinger (IL) Sanford 
Cramer Kline Scalise 
Crawford Knight Schweikert 
Crenshaw Labrador Scott, Austin 
Culberson LaHood Sensenbrenner 
Curbelo (FL) LaMalfa Sessions 
Davidson Lamborn Shimkus 
Davis, Rodney Lance Shuster 
Denham Latta Simpson 
Dent LoBiondo Sinema 
DeSantis Long Smith (MO) 
DesJarlais Loudermilk Smith (NE) 
Diaz-Balart Love Smith (NJ) 
Dold Lucas Smith (TX) 
Donovan Luetkemeyer Stefanik 
Duffy Lummis Stewart 
Duncan (SC) MacArthur Stivers 
Duncan (TN) Marchant Stutzman 
Ellmers (NC) Marino Thompson (PA) 
Emmer (MN) McCarthy Thornberry 
Farenthold McCaul Tipton 
Fincher McClintock Trott 
Fitzpatrick McHenry Turner 
Fleischmann McKinley Upton 
Fleming MeMorris Valadao 
Flores Rodgers Wagner 
Forbes McSally Walberg 
Fortenberry Meadows Walden 
Foxx Meehan Walker 
Franks (AZ) Messer Walorski 
Frelinghuysen Mica Weber (TX) 
Garrett Miller (FL) Webster (FL) 
Gibbs Miller (MI) Wenstrup 
Gibson Moolenaar Westerman 
Gohmert. Mooney (WV) Williams 
Goodlatte Mullin Wilson (SC) 
Gosar Mulvaney Wittman 


Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 


Adams 
Aguilar 
Amash 
Ashford 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 
F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 


Grijalva 
Hill 
Lynch 
Moore 


Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 


NOES—181 


Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Massie 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moulton 
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Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 


Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Linda 
Ty 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velazquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 
Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 


NOT VOTING—11 


Poe (TX) 
Rush 


Tiberi 
Walters, Mimi 


Sanchez, Loretta Westmoreland 


Schrader 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain- 


ing. 
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So the resolution was agreed to. 


The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 


A motion to reconsider was laid on 


the table. 


Stated for: 


Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 525, 
had | been present, | would have voted “yes.” 
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PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 5461, IRANIAN LEADER- 
SHIP ASSET TRANSPARENCY 
ACT 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un- 
finished business is the vote on order- 
ing the previous question on the reso- 
lution (H. Res. 876) providing for con- 
sideration of the bill (H.R. 5461) to re- 
quire the Secretary of the Treasury to 
submit a report to the appropriate con- 
gressional committees on the esti- 
mated total assets under direct or indi- 
rect control by certain senior Iranian 
leaders and other figures, and for other 
purposes, on which the yeas and nays 
were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

This is a 5-minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 242, nays 
181, not voting 8, as follows: 

[Roll No. 526] 
YEAS—242 


Abraham Duncan (TN) Kelly (PA) 
Aderholt Ellmers (NC) King (IA) 
Allen Emmer (MN) King (NY) 
Amash Farenthold Kinzinger (IL) 
Amodei Fincher Kline 
Babin Fitzpatrick Knight 
Barletta Fleischmann Labrador 
Barr Fleming LaHood 
Barton Flores LaMalfa 
Benishek Forbes Lamborn 
Bilirakis Fortenberry Lance 
Bishop (MI) Foxx Latta 
Bishop (UT) Franks (AZ) LoBiondo 
Black Frelinghuysen Long 
Blackburn Garrett Loudermilk 
Blum Gibbs Love 

Bost Gibson Lucas 
Boustany Gohmert Luetkemeyer 
Brady (TX) Goodlatte Lummis 
Brat Gosar MacArthur 
Bridenstine Gowdy Marchant 
Brooks (AL) Granger Marino 
Brooks (IN) Graves (GA) Massie 
Buchanan Graves (LA) McCarthy 
Buck Graves (MO) McCaul 
Bucshon Griffith McClintock 
Burgess Grothman McHenry 
Byrne Guinta McKinley 
Calvert Guthrie McMorris 
Carter (GA) Hanna Rodgers 
Carter (TX) Hardy McSally 
Chabot Harper Meadows 
Chaffetz Harris Meehan 
Clawson (FL) Hartzler Messer 
Coffman Heck (NV) Mica 

Cole Hensarling Miller (FL) 
Collins (GA) Herrera Beutler Miller (MI) 
Collins (NY) Hice, Jody B. Moolenaar 
Comstock Hill Mooney (WV) 
Conaway Holding Mullin 
Cook Hudson Mulvaney 
Costello (PA) Huelskamp Murphy (PA) 
Cramer Huizenga (MI) Neugebauer 
Crawford Hultgren Newhouse 
Crenshaw Hunter Noem 
Culberson Hurd (TX) Nugent 
Curbelo (FL) Hurt (VA) Nunes 
Davidson Issa Olson 
Davis, Rodney Jenkins (KS) Palazzo 
Denham Jenkins (WV) Palmer 
Dent Johnson (OH) Paulsen 
DeSantis Johnson, Sam Pearce 
DesJarlais Jolly Perry 
Diaz-Balart Jones Pittenger 
Dold Jordan Pitts 
Donovan Joyce Poliquin 
Duffy Katko Pompeo 
Duncan (SC) Kelly (MS) Posey 
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Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 

Rice (SC) 
Rigell 

Roby 

Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Salmon 


Adams 
Aguilar 
Ashford 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 
F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Foster 


Grijalva 
Moore 
Poe (TX) 


Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tipton 

Trott 

Turner 
Upton 


NAYS—181 


Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 


NOT VOTING—8 


Rush 
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Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 


Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Linda 
T: 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 
Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 


Tiberi 


Sanchez, Loretta Walters, Mimi 


Schrader 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain- 
ing. 
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So the previous question was ordered. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
question is on the resolution. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I de- 
mand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a 
5-minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 247, noes 174, 
not voting 10, as follows: 

[Roll No. 527] 


The 


AYES—247 
Abraham Fincher LaHood 
Aderholt Fitzpatrick LaMalfa 
Allen Fleischmann Lamborn 
Amash Fleming Lance 
Amodei Flores Latta 
Babin Forbes LoBiondo 
Barletta Fortenberry Long 
Barr Foxx Loudermilk 
Barton Franks (AZ) Love 
Benishek Frelinghuysen Lucas 
Bilirakis Garrett Luetkemeyer 
Bishop (MI) Gibbs Lummis 
Bishop (UT) Gibson MacArthur 
Black Gohmert Marchant 
Blackburn Goodlatte Marino 
Blum Gosar Massie 
Bost Gowdy McCarthy 
Boustany Granger McCaul 
Brat Graves (GA) McClintock 
Bridenstine Graves (LA) McHenry 
Brooks (AL) Graves (MO) McKinley 
Brooks (IN) Griffith McMorris 
Buchanan Grothman Rodgers 
Buck Guinta McSally 
Bucshon Guthrie Meadows 
Burgess Hanna Meehan 
Byrne Hardy Messer 
Calvert Harper Mica 
Carter (GA) Harris Miller (FL) 
Carter (TX) Hartzler Miller (MI) 
Chabot Hastings Moolenaar 
Chaffetz Heck (NV) Mooney (WV) 
Clawson (FL) Hensarling Mullin 
Coffman Herrera Beutler Mulvaney 
Cole Hice, Jody B. Murphy (PA) 
Collins (GA) Hill Neugebauer 
Collins (NY) Holding Newhouse 
Comstock Hudson Noem 
Conaway Huelskamp Nugent 
Cook Huizenga (MI) Nunes 
Costa Hultgren Olson 
Costello (PA) Hunter Palazzo 
Cramer Hurd (TX) Palmer 
Crawford Hurt (VA) Paulsen 
Crenshaw Issa Payne 
Culberson Jenkins (KS) Pearce 
Curbelo (FL) Jenkins (WV) Perry 
Davidson Johnson (OH) Pittenger 
Davis, Rodney Johnson, Sam Pitts 
DeFazio Jolly Poliquin 
Denham Jones Pompeo 
Dent Jordan Posey 
DeSantis Joyce Price, Tom 
DesJarlais Katko Ratcliffe 
Diaz-Balart Kelly (IL) Reed 
Dold Kelly (MS) Reichert 
Donovan Kelly (PA) Renacci 
Duffy King (IA) Ribble 
Duncan (SC) King (NY) Rice (SC) 
Duncan (TN) Kinzinger (IL) Rigell 
Ellmers (NC) Kline Roby 
Emmer (MN) Knight Roe (TN) 
Farenthold Labrador Rogers (AL) 


Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 

Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 


Adams 
Aguilar 
Ashford 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 
F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Foster 


Brady (TX) 
Grijalva 
Johnson (GA) 
Moore 
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Simpson 
Sinema 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 


NOES—174 


Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 


Walker 
Walorski 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 

Yoho 

Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 

Zinke 


Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Linda 
T. 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velazquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 
Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 


NOT VOTING—10 


Poe (TX) 
Rush 


Sanchez, Loretta 


Schrader 


Tiberi 
Walters, Mimi 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain- 


ing. 
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So the resolution was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


EE 


EMERGENCY CITRUS DISEASE 
RESPONSE ACT OF 2016 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un- 
finished business is the vote on the mo- 
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 3957) to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to temporarily 
allow expensing of certain costs of re- 
planting citrus plants lost by reason of 
casualty, as amended, on which the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
BUCHANAN) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, as amended. 

This is a 5-minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 400, nays 20, 
not voting 11, as follows: 

[Roll No. 528] 


YEAS—400 

Abraham Chabot Duckworth 
Adams Chaffetz Duffy 
Aderholt Chu, Judy Duncan (TN) 
Aguilar Cicilline Edwards 
Allen Clark (MA) Ellison 
Amodei Clarke (NY) Ellmers (NC) 
Ashford Clawson (FL) Emmer (MN) 
Babin Clay Engel 
Barletta Cleaver Eshoo 
Barr Clyburn Esty 
Barton Coffman Farenthold 
Bass Cohen Farr 
Beatty Cole Fincher 
Becerra Collins (GA) Fitzpatrick 
Benishek Collins (NY) Fleischmann 
Bera Comstock Fleming 
Beyer Conaway Flores 
Bilirakis Connolly Forbes 
Bishop (GA) Conyers Fortenberry 
Bishop (MI) Cook Foster 
Bishop (UT) Cooper Foxx 
Black Costa Frankel (FL) 
Blackburn Costello (PA) Franks (AZ) 
Blum Courtney Frelinghuysen 
Blumenauer Cramer Fudge 
Bonamici Crawford Gabbard 
Bos Crenshaw Gallego 
Boustany Crowley Garamendi 
Boyle, Brendan Cuellar Garrett 

F. Culberson Gibbs 
Brady (PA) Cummings Gibson 
Brady (TX) Curbelo (FL) Gohmert 
Brooks (AL) Davidson Goodlatte 
Brooks (IN) Davis (CA) Gosar 
Brown (FL) Davis, Danny Gowdy 
Brownley (CA) Davis, Rodney Graham 
Buchanan DeFazio Granger 
Buck DeGette Graves (GA) 
Bucshon Delaney Graves (LA) 
Burgess DeLauro Graves (MO) 
Bustos DelBene Grayson 
Butterfield Denham Green, Al 
Byrne Dent Green, Gene 
Calvert DeSantis Guinta 
Capps DeSaulnier Guthrie 
Capuano DesJarlais Gutiérrez 
Cardenas Deutch Hahn 
Carney Diaz-Balart Hanna 
Carson (IN) Dingell Hardy 
Carter (GA) Doggett Harper 
Carter (TX) Dold Harris 
Cartwright Donovan Hartzler 
Castor (FL) Doyle, Michael Hastings 
Castro (TX) F. Heck (NV) 


Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holding 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huffman 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jordan 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Knight 
Kuster 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
MacArthur 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 


Amash 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Huelskamp 
Jones 


Massie 
Matsui 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Moulton 
Mullin 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nolan 
Norcross 
Nugent 
Nunes 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Pocan 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Price, Tom 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Rice (NY) 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 


NAYS—20 


Labrador 
Lummis 
McDermott 
Mulvaney 
Palmer 
Polis 
Ribble 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Russell 
Ryan (OH) 
Salmon 
Sanchez, Linda 
Ts 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tipton 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Trott 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velazquez 
Visclosky 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 
Walz 
Wasserman 
Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Welch 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Williams 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 


Rokita 
Sanford 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Wittman 


NOT VOTING—11 
Duncan (SC) Poe (TX) Tiberi 
Grijalva Rush Walker 
Joyce Sanchez, Loretta Walters, Mimi 
Moore Schrader 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain- 
ing. 
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So (two-thirds being in the affirma- 
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill, as amended, was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

Stated for: 

Mr. SWALWELL of California. Mr. Speaker, 
regarding the question considered earlier 
today on passage of H.R. 3957, the Emer- 
gency Citrus Disease Response Act of 2016 
(Rollcall No. 528), | am recorded as voting 
“no.” | intended to vote “yes.” 


EEE 


EXPANDING SENIORS RECEIVING 
DIALYSIS CHOICE ACT OF 2016 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un- 
finished business is the vote on the mo- 
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 5659) to amend title XVIII of 
the Social Security Act with respect to 
expanding Medicare Advantage cov- 
erage for individuals with end-stage 
renal disease (ESRD), as amended, on 
which the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. 
SMITH) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, as amended. 

This is a 5-minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 423, nays 0, 
not voting 8, as follows: 

[Roll No. 529] 


YEAS—423 

Abraham Brady (PA) Clarke (NY) 
Adams Brady (TX) Clawson (FL) 
Aderholt Brat Clay 
Aguilar Bridenstine Cleaver 
Allen Brooks (AL) Clyburn 
Amash Brooks (IN) Coffman 
Amodei Brown (FL) Cohen 
Ashford Brownley (CA) Cole 
Babin Buchanan Collins (GA) 
Barletta Buck Collins (NY) 
Barr Bucshon Comstock 
Barton Burgess Conaway 
Bass Bustos Connolly 
Beatty Butterfield Conyers 
Becerra Byrne Cook 
Benishek Calvert Cooper 
Bera Capps Costa 
Beyer Capuano Costello (PA) 
Bilirakis Cardenas Courtney 
Bishop (GA) Carney Cramer 
Bishop (MI) Carson (IN) Crawford 
Bishop (UT) Carter (GA) Crenshaw 
Black Carter (TX) Crowley 
Blackburn Cartwright Cuellar 
Blum Castor (FL) Culberson 
Blumenauer Castro (TX) Cummings 
Bonamici Chabot. Curbelo (FL) 
Bost Chaffetz Davidson 
Boustany Chu, Judy Davis (CA) 
Boyle, Brendan Cicilline Davis, Danny 

F. Clark (MA) Davis, Rodney 
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DeFazio Jackson Lee Napolitano Takano Vela Westerman Castor (FL) Graves (MO) Lynch 
DeGette Jeffries Neal Thompson (CA) Velázquez Westmoreland Castro (TX) Grayson MacArthur 
Delaney Jenkins (KS) Neugebauer Thompson (MS) Visclosky Williams Chabot Green, Al Maloney, 
DeLauro Jenkins (WV) Newhouse Thompson (PA) Wagner Wilson (FL) Chaffetz Green, Gene Carolyn 
DelBene Johnson (GA) Noem Thornberry Walberg Wilson (SC) Chu, Judy Griffith Maloney, Sean 
Denham Johnson (OH) Nolan Tipton Walden Wittman Cicilline Grothman Marchant 
Dent . Johnson, E. B. Norcross Titus Walker ; Womack Clark (MA) Guinta Marino 
DeSantis Johnson, Sam Nugent Tonko Walorski Woodall Clarke (NY) Guthrie Massie 
DeSaulnier Jolly Nunes Torres Walz Yarmuth Clawson (FL) Gutiérrez Matsui 
DesJarlais Jones O’Rourke Trott Wasserman Clay Hahn McCarthy 
Deutch Jordan Olson Tsongas Schultz Yoder Cleaver Hanna McCaul 
Diaz-Balart Joyce Palazzo Turner Waters, Maxine Yoho Clyburn Hardy McClintock 
Dingell Kaptur Pallone Upton Watson Coleman Young (AK) Coffman Harper McCollum 
Doggett Katko Palmer Valadao Weber (TX) Young (IA) Cohen Harris McDermott 
Dold Keating Pascrell Van Hollen Webster (FL) Young (IN) Cole Hartzler McGovern 
Donovan Kelly (IL) Paulsen Vargas Welch Zeldin Collins (GA) Hastings McHenry 
Doyle, Michael Kelly (MS) Payne Veasey Wenstrup Zinke Collins (NY) Heck (NV) McKinley 
F; Kelly (PA) Pearce Comstock Heck (WA) McMorris 
Duckworth Kennedy Pelosi NOT VOTING—8 Conaway Hensarling Rodgers 
Duffy Kildee Perlmutter Grijalva Rush Tiberi Connolly Herrera Beutler McNerney 
Duncan (SC) Kilmer Perry Moore Sanchez, Loretta Walters, Mimi Conyers Hice, Jody B. McSally 
Duncan (TN) Kind Peters Poe (TX) Schrader Cook Higgins Meadows 
Edwards King (IA) Peterson Cooper Hill Meehan 
Ellison King (NY) Pingree ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE Costa Himes Meeks 
Ellmers (NC) Kinzinger (IL) Pittenger The SPEAKER pro tempore (during Costello (PA) Hinojosa Meng 
a (MN) ai N ee the vote). There are 2 minutes remain- Cae ae oad 
Eshoo Knight Poliquin ing. Crawford Hoyer Miller (FL) 
Esty Kuster Polis Crenshaw Hudson Miller (MI) 
Farenthold Labrador Pompeo 1445 Crowley Huelskamp Moolenaar 
Farr LaHood Posey ü $ R pi Cuellar Huffman Mooney (WV) 
Fincher LaMalfa Price (NC) , So (two-thirds being in the affirma- Culberson Huizenga (MI) Moulton 
Fitzpatrick Lamborn Price, Tom tive) the rules were suspended and the Cummings Hultgren Mullin 
Moving” “Agreed Rangel pill, af amended: was passed: Davidson > Hurd (TX) Murphy (PL) 
Flores Larsen (WA) Ratcliffe The result of the vote was announced Davis (ca) Hurt (VA) Murphy (PA) 
Forbes Larson (CT) Reed as above recorded. Davis, Danny Israel Nadler 
Fortenberry Latta Reichert A motion to reconsider was laid on Davis, Rodney Issa Napolitano 
Tore ieee Ribble. ene Tanig DeGette Teiti = Neorehaner 
Frankel (FL) Levin Rice (NY) Delaney Jenkins (KS) Newhouse 
Franks (AZ) Lewis Rice (SC) DeLauro Jenkins (WV) Noem 
Tage Or nae Beat BUST AINING HHALTHCARE INTEC- tama Tapason (OB). NEFCO 
Gabbard LoBiondo Roby RITY AND FAIR TREATMENT Den Johnson, E. B. Nugent 
Gallego Loebsack Roe (TN) ACT OF 2016 DeSantis Johnson, Sam Nunes 
Garamendi Lofgren Rogers (AL DeSaulnier Joll O’Rourke 
Garrett re hee eo g The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un- DesJarlais i Olson 
Gibbs Loudermilk Rohrabacher finished business is the vote on the mo- Deutch Joyce Palazzo 
saa : oe rae RAKITA = tion to suspend the rules and pass the neal ee pee 
Goodlatte Lowey Ros-Lehtinen Dill (H.R. 5713) to provide for the exten- Dogsett Keating Pascrell 
Gosar Lucas Roskam sion of certain long-term care hospital Dol Kelly (IL) Paulsen 
Gowdy Luetkemeyer Ross Medicare payment rules, clarify the ap- Donovan Kelly (MS) Payne 
SER pt aaa Bling plication of rules on the calculation of poy e Michael Snel ae 
Graves (GA) Lujan, Ben Ray Roybal-Allard hospital length of stay to certain mor- Duckworth Kildee Perlmutter 
Graves (LA) (NM) Royce atorium-excepted long-term care hos- Duffy Kilmer Perry 
a (MO) Oms Rulz 7 pitals, and for other purposes, as partaa Ga) Kag a oe 
Green, Al Macarthur Rassel > Amended, on which the yeas and nays pawaris > King (NY) Pingree 
Green, Gene Maloney, Ryan (OH) were ordered. Ellison Kinzinger (IL) Pittenger 
Griffith Carolyn Salmon 3 The Clerk read the title of the bill. Ellmers (NC) Kirkpatrick Pitts 
a O rite The “BPEARER, pro. nipae Mhe a OR Hil y 
Guthrie Marino Sanford question is on the motion offered by Eshoo Kuster Polis 
Gutiérrez Massie Sarbanes the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. TIBERI) Esty Labrador Pompeo 
ae nae pean k that the House suspend the rules and ae oe AN Né 
Hardy McCaul Schiff pass the bill, as amended. Fincher Tambor Price, Tom 
Harper McClintock Schweikert This is a 5-minute vote. Fitzpatrick Lance Quigley 
Harris McCollum Scott (VA) The vote was taken by electronic de- Fleischmann Langevin Rangel 
Hartzler McDermott Scott, Austin $ 26 Fleming Larsen (WA) Ratcliffe 
Hastings McGovern Scott, David vice, and there were—yeas 420, nays 3, Flores Larson (CT) Reed 
Heck (NV) McHenry Sensenbrenner not voting 8, as follows: Forbes Latta Reichert 
Heck (WA) McKinley Serrano [Roll No. 530] Fortenberry Lawrence Renacci 
Hensarling McMorris Sessions Foster Lee Ribble 
Herrera Beutler Rodgers Sewell (AL) YEAS—420 Foxx Levin Rice (NY) 
Hice, Jody B. McNerney Sherman Abraham Bishop (GA) Brown (FL) Frankel (FL) Lewis Rice (SC) 
Higgins McSally Shimkus Adams Bishop (MI) Brownley (CA) Franks (AZ) Lieu, Ted Richmond 
Hill Meadows Shuster Aderholt Bishop (UT) Buchanan Frelinghuysen Lipinski Rigell 
Himes Meehan Simpson Aguilar Black Buck Fudge LoBiondo Roby 
Hinojosa Meeks Sinema Allen Blackburn Bucshon Gabbard Loebsack Roe (TN) 
Holding Meng Sires Amodei Blum Burgess Gallego Lofgren Rogers (AL) 
Honda Messer Slaughter Ashford Blumenauer Bustos Garamendi Long Rogers (KY) 
Hoyer Mica Smith (MO) Babin Bonamici Butterfield Garrett Loudermilk Rohrabacher 
Hudson Miller (FL) Smith (NE) Barletta Bost Byrne Gibbs Love Rokita 
Huelskamp Miller (MI) Smith (NJ) Barr Boustany Calvert Gibson Lowenthal Rooney (FL) 
Huffman Moolenaar Smith (TX) Barton Boyle, Brendan Capps Gohmert Lowey Ros-Lehtinen 
Huizenga (MI) Mooney (WV) Smith (WA) Bass F. Capuano Goodlatte Lucas Roskam 
Hultgren Moulton Speier Beatty Brady (PA) Cárdenas Gosar Luetkemeyer Ross 
Hunter Mullin Stefanik Becerra Brady (TX) Carney Gowdy Lujan Grisham Rothfus 
Hurd (TX) Mulvaney Stewart Benishek Brat Carson (IN) Graham (NM) Rouzer 
Hurt (VA) Murphy (FL) Stivers Bera Bridenstine Carter (GA) Granger Lujan, Ben Ray Roybal-Allard 
Israel Murphy (PA) Stutzman Beyer Brooks (AL) Carter (TX) Graves (GA) (NM) Royce 


Issa Nadler Swalwell (CA) Bilirakis Brooks (IN) Cartwright Graves (LA) Lummis Ruiz 
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Ruppersberger Smith (WA) Walden 
Russell Speier Walker 
Ryan (OH) Stefanik Walorski 
Salmon Stewart Walz 
Sanchez, Linda Stivers Wasserman 

T Stutzman Schultz 
Sarbanes Swalwell (CA) Waters, Maxine 
Scalise Takano Watson Coleman 
Schakowsky Thompson (CA) Weber (TX) 
Schiff Thompson (MS) Webster (FL) 
Schweikert Thompson (PA) Welch 
Scott (VA) Thornberry Wenstrup 
Scott, Austin Tipton Westerman 
Scott, David Titus Westmoreland 
Sensenbrenner Tonko Williams 
Serrano Torres x 
Sessions Trott Wilson (FL) 
Sewell (AL) Tsongas Wilson (SC) 
Sherman Turner Wittman 
Shimkus Upton Womack 
Shuster Valadao Woodall 
Simpson Van Hollen Yarmuth 
Sinema Vargas Yoder 
Sires Veasey Yoho 
Slaughter Vela Young (AK) 
Smith (MO) Velazquez Young (IA) 
Smith (NE) Visclosky Young (IN) 
Smith (NJ) Wagner Zeldin 
Smith (TX) Walberg Zinke 

NAYS—3 
Amash Jones Sanford 
NOT VOTING—8 

Grijalva Rush Tiberi 
Moore Sanchez, Loretta Walters, Mimi 
Poe (TX) Schrader 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain- 
ing. 
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So (two-thirds being in the affirma- 
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill, as amended, was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


CONTINUING ACCESS TO 
HOSPITALS ACT OF 2016 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un- 
finished business is the vote on the mo- 
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 5613) to provide for the exten- 
sion of the enforcement instruction on 


supervision requirements for out- 
patient therapeutic services in critical 
access and small rural hospitals 


through 2016, as amended, on which the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentlewoman from Kansas (Ms. 
JENKINS) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, as amended. 

This is a 5-minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 420, nays 0, 
not voting 11, as follows: 

[Roll No. 531] 


YEAS—420 
Abraham Ashford Benishek 
Adams Babin Bera 
Aderholt Barletta Beyer 
Aguilar Barr Bilirakis 
Allen Bass Bishop (GA) 
Amash Beatty Bishop (MI) 
Amodei Becerra Bishop (UT) 


Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Bost 
Boustany 
Boyle, Brendan 
F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clawson (FL) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coffman 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cook 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davidson 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DeSaulnier 
DesJarlais 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Donovan 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Duckworth 
Duffy 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 


Engel 

Eshoo 

Esty 
Farenthold 
Farr 

Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 

Foxx 
Frankel (FL) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garrett 
Gibbs 

Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Graham 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 

Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Higgins 

Hill 

Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holding 
Honda 

Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huffman 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 

Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Israel 

Issa 

Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 

Jones 

Jordan 

Joyce 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 

Kind 

King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 


Kline 
Knight 
Kuster 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lummis 
Lynch 
MacArthur 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
Matsui 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Moulton 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nolan 
Norcross 
Nugent 
Nunes 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Palmer 
Pascrell 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
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Pocan Sarbanes Tsongas 
Poliquin Scalise Turner 
Polis Schakowsky Upton 
Pompeo Schiff Valadao 
Posey Schweikert Van Hollen 
Price (NC) Scott (VA) Vargas 
Price, Tom Scott, Austin Veasey 
Quigley Scott, David Velázquez 
Rangel Sensenbrenner Visclosky 
Ratcliffe Serrano Wagner 
Reed Sessions Walberg 
Reichert Sewell (AL) Walden 
Renacci Sherman Walker 
Ribble Shimkus A 
Rice (NY) Shuster we ge 
Rice (SC) Simpson Wasserman 
Richmond Sinema Schultz 
Rigell Sires Waters, Maxine 
Roby Slaughter Wa son Coleman 
Roe (TN) Smith (MO) Weber (TX) 
Rogers (AL) Smith (NE) Webster (FL) 
Rogers (KY) Smith (NJ) 

Rohrabacher Smith (TX) Welch 
Rokita Smith (WA) Wenstrup 
Rooney (FL) Speier Westerman 
Ros-Lehtinen Stefanik Westmoreland 
Roskam Stewart Williams 
Ross Stivers Wilson (FL) 
Rothfus Stutzman Wilson (SC) 
Rouzer Swalwell (CA) Wittman 
Roybal-Allard Takano Womack 
Royce Thompson (CA) Woodall 
Ruiz Thompson (MS) Yarmuth 
Ruppersberger Thompson (PA) Yoder 
Russell Thornberry Yoho 
Ryan (OH) Tipton Young (AK) 
Salmon Titus Young (IA) 
Sánchez, Linda Tonko Young (IN) 

Ts Torres Zeldin 
Sanford Trott Zinke 

NOT VOTING—11 
Barton Poe (TX) Tiberi 
Duncan (SC) Rush Vela 
Grijalva Sanchez, Loretta Walters, Mimi 
Moore Schrader 
1458 


So (two-thirds being in the affirma- 
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill, as amended, was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. TIBERI. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall Nos. 
528 (motion to suspend the rules and pass, as 
amended H.R. 3957), 529 (motion to suspend 
the rules and pass, as amended H.R. 5659), 
530 (motion to suspend the rules and pass, as 
amended H.R. 5713) and 531 (motion to sus- 
pend the rules and pass, as amended H.R. 
5613), | did not cast my votes due to illness. 
Had | been present, | would have voted “yea” 
on all of the votes. 


SE 


KOREAN WAR VETERANS MEMO- 
RIAL WALL OF REMEMBRANCE 
ACT OF 2016 


Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to take from 
the Speaker’s table the bill (H.R. 1475) 
to authorize a Wall of Remembrance as 
part of the Korean War Veterans Me- 
morial and to allow certain private 
contributions to fund that Wall of Re- 
membrance, with the Senate amend- 
ment thereto, and concur in the Senate 
amendment. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the Senate amend- 
ment. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Senate amendment: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the “Korean War 
Veterans Memorial Wall of Remembrance Act”. 
SEC. 2. WALL OF REMEMBRANCE. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section 
8908(c) of title 40, United States Code, the Ko- 
rean War Veterans Memorial Foundation, Inc., 
may construct a Wall of Remembrance at the 
site of the Korean War Veterans Memorial. 

(2) REQUIREMENT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Wall of Remembrance 
shall include a list of names of members of the 
Armed Forces of the United States who died in 
the Korean War, as determined by the Secretary 
of Defense, in accordance with subparagraph 
(B). 
(B) CRITERIA; SUBMISSION TO THE SECRETARY 
OF THE INTERIOR.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall— 

(i) establish eligibility criteria for the inclu- 
sion of names on the Wall of Remembrance 
under subparagraph (A); and 

(ii) provide to the Secretary of the Interior a 
final list of names for inclusion on the Wall of 
Remembrance under subparagraph (A) that 
meet the criteria established under clause (i). 

(3) ADDITIONAL INFORMATION.—The Wail of 
Remembrance may include other information 
about the Korean War, including the number of 
members of the Armed Forces of the United 
States, the Korean Augmentation to the United 
States Army, the Republic of Korea Armed 
Forces, and the other nations of the United Na- 
tions Command who, in regards to the Korean 
War— 

(A) were killed in action; 

(B) were wounded in action; 

(C) are listed as missing in action; or 

(D) were prisoners of war. 

(b) COMMEMORATIVE WORKS ACT.—Except as 
provided in subsection (a)(1), chapter 89 of title 
40, United States Code (commonly known as the 
“Commemorative Works Act’’), shall apply. 

(c) NO FEDERAL FUNDS.—No Federal funds 
may be used to construct the Wall of Remem- 
brance. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah (during the 
reading). Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to dispense with the reading. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Utah? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the original request of the 
gentleman from Utah? 

There was no objection. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


EE 
GLOBAL ANTI-POACHING ACT 


Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to take from the Speak- 
er’s table the bill (H.R. 2494) to support 
global anti-poaching efforts, strength- 
en the capacity of partner countries to 
counter wildlife trafficking, designate 
major wildlife trafficking countries, 
and for other purposes, with the Senate 
amendment thereto, and concur in the 
Senate amendment. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the Senate amend- 
ment. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Senate amendment: 

Strike all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert the following: 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 

the “Eliminate, Neutralize, and Disrupt Wildlife 

Trafficking Act of 2016”. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con- 
tents for this Act is as follows: 

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 

Sec. 2. Definitions. 

TITLE I~PURPOSES AND POLICY 

Sec. 101. Purposes. 

Sec. 102. Statement of United States policy. 
TITLE II—REPORT ON MAJOR WILDLIFE 
TRAFFICKING COUNTRIES 

Sec. 201. Report. 

TITLE III—FRAMEWORK FOR 
INTERAGENCY RESPONSE 
Sec. 301. Presidential Task Force on Wildlife 
Trafficking. 

TITLE IV—PROGRAMS TO ADDRESS THE 
ESCALATING WILDLIFE TRAFFICKING 
CRISIS 

Sec. 401. 

Sec. 402. 

Sec. 403. 


Anti-poaching programs. 
Anti-trafficking programs. 
Engagement of United States diplo- 
matic missions. 
Sec. 404. Community conservation. 
TITLE V—OTHER ACTIONS RELATING TO 
WILDLIFE TRAFFICKING PROGRAMS 


Sec. 501. Amendments to Fisherman’s Protective 
Act of 1967. 

Sec. 502. Wildlife trafficking violations as predi- 
cate offenses under money laun- 
dering statute. 

SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 

(1) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT- 
TEES.—The term ‘‘appropriate congressional 
committees” means— 

(A) the Committee on Foreign Relations and 
the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate; 
and 

(B) the Committee on Foreign Affairs and the 
Committee on Appropriations of the House of 
Representatives. 

(2) CO-CHAIRS OF THE TASK FORCE.—The term 
“Co-Chairs of the Task Force’’ means the Sec- 
retary of State, the Secretary of the Interior, 
and the Attorney General, as established pursu- 
ant to Executive Order 13648. 

(3) COMMUNITY CONSERVATION.—The_ term 
“community conservation” means an approach 
to conservation that recognizes the rights of 
local people to manage, or benefit directly and 
indirectly from wildlife and other natural re- 
sources in a long-term biologically viable man- 
ner and includes— 

(A) devolving management and governance to 
local communities to create positive conditions 
for resource use that takes into account current 
and future ecological requirements; and 

(B) building the capacity of communities for 
conservation and natural resource management. 

(4) COUNTRY OF CONCERN.—The term ‘‘country 
of concern” refers to a foreign country specially 
designated by the Secretary of State pursuant to 
subsection (b) of section 201 as a major source of 
wildlife trafficking products or their derivatives, 
a major transit point of wildlife trafficking 
products or their derivatives, or a major con- 
sumer of wildlife trafficking products, in which 
the government has actively engaged in or 
knowingly profited from the trafficking of en- 
dangered or threatened species. 

(5) FOCUS COUNTRY.—The term “focus coun- 
try” refers to a foreign country determined by 
the Secretary of State to be a major source of 
wildlife trafficking products or their derivatives, 
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a major transit point of wildlife trafficking 
products or their derivatives, or a major con- 
sumer of wildlife trafficking products. 

(6) DEFENSE ARTICLE; DEFENSE SERVICE; SIG- 
NIFICANT MILITARY EQUIPMENT; TRAINING.—The 
terms ‘‘defense article”, ‘‘defense service”, ‘‘sig- 
nificant military equipment”, and ‘“‘training’’ 
have the meanings given such terms in section 
47 of the Arms Export Control Act (22 U.S.C. 
2794). 

(7) IMPLEMENTATION PLAN.—The term ‘‘Imple- 
mentation Plan” means the Implementation 
Plan for the National Strategy for Combating 
Wildlife Trafficking released on February 11, 
2015, a modification of that plan, or a successor 
plan. 

(8) NATIONAL STRATEGY.—The term ‘‘National 
Strategy’’ means the National Strategy for Com- 
bating Wildlife Trafficking published on Feb- 
ruary 11, 2014, a modification of that strategy, 
or a successor strategy. 

(9) NATIONAL WILDLIFE SERVICES.—The term 
“national wildlife services’’ refers to the min- 
istries and government bodies designated to 
manage matters pertaining to wildlife manage- 
ment, including poaching or trafficking, in a 
focus country. 

(10) SECURITY FORCE.—The term ‘‘security 
force” means a military, law enforcement, gen- 
darmerie, park ranger, or any other security 
force with a responsibility for protecting wildlife 
and natural habitats. 

(11) TASK FORCE.—The term “Task Force” 
means the Presidential Task Force on Wildlife 
Trafficking, as established by Executive Order 
13648 (78 Fed. Reg. 40621) and modified by sec- 
tion 201. 

(12) WILDLIFE TRAFFICKING.—The term ‘‘wild- 
life trafficking” refers to the poaching or other 
illegal taking of protected or managed species 
and the illegal trade in wildlife and their related 
parts and products. 

TITLE I—PURPOSES AND POLICY 
SEC. 101. PURPOSES. 

The purposes of this Act are— 

(1) to support a collaborative, interagency ap- 
proach to address wildlife trafficking; 

(2) to protect and conserve the remaining pop- 
ulations of wild elephants, rhinoceroses, and 
other species threatened by poaching and the il- 
legal wildlife trade; 

(3) to disrupt regional and global trans- 
national organized criminal networks and to 
prevent the illegal wildlife trade from being used 
as a source of financing for criminal groups that 
undermine United States and global security in- 
terests; 

(4) to prevent wildlife poaching and traf- 
ficking from being a means to make a living in 
focus countries; 

(5) to support the efforts of, and collaborate 
with, individuals, communities, local organiza- 
tions, and foreign governments to combat poach- 
ing and wildlife trafficking; 

(6) to assist focus countries in implementation 
of national wildlife anti-trafficking and poach- 
ing laws; and 

(7) to ensure that United States assistance to 
prevent and suppress illicit wildlife trafficking 
is carefully planned and coordinated, and that 
it is systematically and rationally prioritized on 
the basis of detailed analysis of the nature and 
severity of threats to wildlife and the willing- 
ness and ability of foreign partners to cooperate 
effectively toward these ends. 

SEC. 102. STATEMENT OF UNITED STATES POL- 
ICY. 

It is the policy of the United States— 

(1) to take immediate actions to stop the ille- 
gal global trade in wildlife and wildlife products 
and associated transnational organized crime; 

(2) to provide technical and other forms of as- 
sistance to help focus countries halt the poach- 
ing of elephants, rhinoceroses, and other imper- 
iled species and end the illegal trade in wildlife 


September 21, 2016 


and wildlife products, including by providing 
training and assistance in— 

(A) wildlife protection and management of 
wildlife populations; 

(B) anti-poaching and effective management 
of protected areas including community man- 
aged and privately-owned lands; 

(C) local engagement of security forces in 
anti-poaching responsibilities, where appro- 
priate; 

(D) wildlife trafficking investigative tech- 
niques, including forensic tools; 

(E) transparency and corruption issues; 

(F) management, tracking, and inventory of 
confiscated wildlife contraband; 

(G) demand reduction strategies in countries 
that lack the means and resources to conduct 
them; and 

(H) bilateral and multilateral agreements and 
cooperation; 

(3) to employ appropriate assets and resources 
of the United States Government in a coordi- 
nated manner to curtail poaching and disrupt 
and dismantle illegal wildlife trade networks 
and the financing of those networks in a man- 
ner appropriate for each focus country; 

(4) to build upon the National Strategy and 
Implementation Plan to further combat wildlife 
trafficking in a holistic manner and guide the 
response of the United States Government to en- 
sure progress in the fight against wildlife traf- 
ficking; and 

(5) to recognize the ties of wildlife trafficking 
to broader forms of transnational organized 
criminal activities, including trafficking, and 
where applicable, to focus on those crimes in a 
coordinated, cross-cutting manner. 


TITLE II—REPORT ON MAJOR WILDLIFE 
TRAFFICKING COUNTRIES 
SEC. 201. REPORT. 

(a) REPORT.—Not later than one year after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, and annu- 
ally thereafter, the Secretary of State, in con- 
sultation with the Secretary of the Interior and 
the Secretary of Commerce, shall submit to Con- 
gress a report that lists each country determined 
by the Secretary of State to be a focus country 
within the meaning of this Act. 

(b) SPECIAL DESIGNATION.—In each report re- 
quired under subsection (a), the Secretary of 
State, in consultation with the Secretary of the 
Interior and the Secretary of Commerce, shail 
identify each country of concern listed in the re- 
port the government of which has actively en- 
gaged in or knowingly profited from the traf- 
ficking of endangered or threatened species. 

(c) SUNSET.—This section shall terminate on 
the date that is 5 years after the date of the en- 
actment of this Act. 


TITLE III—FRAMEWORK FOR 
INTERAGENCY RESPONSE 
SEC. 301. PRESIDENTIAL TASK FORCE ON WILD- 
LIFE TRAFFICKING. 

(a) RESPONSIBILITIES.—In addition to the 
functions required by Executive Order 13648 (78 
Fed. Reg. 40621), the Task Force shall be in- 
formed by the Secretary of State’s annual report 
required under section 201 and considering all 
available information, ensure that relevant 
United States Government agencies— 

(1) collaborate, to the greatest extent prac- 
ticable, with the national wildlife services, or 
other relevant bodies of each focus country to 
prepare, not later than 90 days after the date of 
submission of the report required under section 
201(a), a United States mission assessment of the 
threats to wildlife in that focus country and an 
assessment of the capacity of that country to 
address wildlife trafficking; 

(2) collaborate, to the greatest extent prac- 
ticable, with relevant ministries, national wild- 
life services, or other relevant bodies of each 
focus country to prepare, not later than 180 
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days after preparation of the assessment re- 
ferred to in paragraph (1), a United States mis- 
sion strategic plan that includes recommenda- 
tions for addressing wildlife trafficking, taking 
into account any regional or national strategies 
for addressing wildlife trafficking in a focus 
country developed before the preparation of 
such assessment; 

(3) coordinate efforts among United States 
Federal agencies and non-Federal partners, in- 
cluding missions, domestic and international or- 
ganizations, the private sector, and other global 
partners, to implement the strategic plans re- 
quired by paragraph (2) in each focus country; 

(4) not less frequently than annually, consult 
and coordinate with stakeholders qualified to 
provide advice, assistance, and information re- 
garding effective support for anti-poaching ac- 
tivities, coordination of regional law enforce- 
ment efforts, development of and support for ef- 
fective legal enforcement mechanisms, and de- 
velopment of strategies to reduce illicit trade 
and reduce consumer demand for illegally trad- 
ed wildlife and wildlife products, and other rel- 
evant topics under this Act; and 

(5) coordinate or carry out other functions as 
are necessary to implement this Act. 

(b) DUPLICATION AND EFFICIENCY.—The Task 
Force shall— 

(1) ensure that the activities of the Federal 
agencies involved in carrying out efforts under 
this Act are coordinated and not duplicated; 
and 

(2) encourage efficiencies and coordination 
among the efforts of Federal agencies and inter- 
agency initiatives ongoing as of the date of the 
enactment of this Act to address trafficking ac- 
tivities, including trafficking of wildlife, hu- 
mans, weapons, and narcotics, illegal trade, 
transnational organized crime, or other illegal 
activities. 

(c) CONSISTENCY WITH AGENCY RESPONSIBIL- 
ITIES.—The Task Force shall carry out its re- 
sponsibilities under this Act in a manner con- 
sistent with the authorities and responsibilities 
of agencies represented on the Task Force. 

(a) TASK FORCE STRATEGIC REVIEW.—One 
year after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
and annually thereafter, the Task Force shall 
submit a strategic assessment of its work and 
provide a briefing to the appropriate congres- 
sional committees that shall include— 

(1) a review and assessment of the Task 
Force’s implementation of this Act, identifying 
successes, failures, and gaps in its work, or that 
of agencies represented on the Task Force, in- 
cluding detailed descriptions of— 

(A) what approaches, initiatives, or programs 
have succeeded best in increasing the willing- 
ness and capacity of focus countries to suppress 
and prevent illegal wildlife trafficking, and 
what approaches, initiatives, or programs have 
not succeeded as well as hoped; and 

(B) which foreign governments subject to sub- 
sections (a) and (b) of section 201 have proven 
to be the most successful partners in suppressing 
and preventing illegal wildlife trafficking, 
which focus countries have not proven to be so, 
and what factors contributed to these results in 
each country discussed; 

(2) a description of each Task Force member 
agency’s priorities and objectives for combating 
wildlife trafficking; 

(3) an account of total United States funding 
each year since fiscal year 2014 for all govern- 
ment agencies and programs involved in coun- 
tering poaching and wildlife trafficking; 

(4) an account of total United States funding 
since fiscal year 2014 to support the activities of 
the Task Force, including administrative over- 
head costs and congressional reporting; and 

(5) recommendations for how to improve 
United States and international efforts to sup- 
press and prevent illegal wildlife trafficking in 
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the future, based upon the Task Force’s experi- 
ence as of the time of the review. 

(e) TERMINATION OF TASK FORCE.—The statu- 
tory authorization for the Task Force provided 
by this Act shall terminate 5 years after the date 
of the enactment of this Act or such earlier date 
that the President terminates the Task Force by 
rescinding, superseding, or otherwise modifying 
relevant portions of Executive Order 13648. 


TITLE IV—PROGRAMS TO ADDRESS THE 
ESCALATING WILDLIFE TRAFFICKING 
CRISIS 

SEC. 401. ANTI-POACHING PROGRAMS. 

(a) WILDLIFE LAW ENFORCEMENT PROFES- 
SIONAL TRAINING AND COORDINATION ACTIVI- 
TIES.—The Secretary of State and the Adminis- 
trator of the United States Agency for Inter- 
national Development, in collaboration with the 
heads of other relevant United States agencies 
and nongovernmental partners where appro- 
priate, may provide assistance to focus countries 
to carry out the recommendations made in the 
strategic plan required by section 301(a)(2), 
among other goals, to improve the effectiveness 
of wildlife law enforcement in regions and coun- 
tries that have demonstrated capacity, willing- 
ness, and need for assistance. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS REGARDING SECURITY 
ASSISTANCE TO COUNTER WILDLIFE TRAFFICKING 
AND POACHING IN AFRICA.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the United States should continue 
to provide defense articles (not including signifi- 
cant military equipment), defense services, and 
related training to appropriate security forces of 
countries of Africa for the purposes of coun- 
tering wildlife trafficking and poaching. 

SEC. 402. ANTI-TRAFFICKING PROGRAMS. 

(a) INVESTIGATIVE CAPACITY BUILDING.—The 
Secretary of State and the Administrator of the 
United States Agency for International Develop- 
ment, in collaboration with the heads of other 
relevant United States agencies and commu- 
nities, regions, and governments in focus coun- 
tries, may design and implement programs in 
focus countries to carry out the recommenda- 
tions made in the strategic plan required under 
section 301(a)(2) among other goals, with clear 
and measurable targets and indicators of suc- 
cess, to increase the capacity of wildlife law en- 
forcement and customs and border security offi- 
cers in focus countries. 

(b) TRANSNATIONAL PROGRAMS.—The_ Sec- 
retary of State and the Administrator of the 
United States Agency for International Develop- 
ment, in collaboration with other relevant 
United States agencies, nongovernmental part- 
ners, and international bodies, and in collabora- 
tion with communities, regions, and govern- 
ments in focus countries, may design and imple- 
ment programs, including support for Wildlife 
Enforcement Networks, in focus countries to 
carry out the recommendations made in the 
strategic plan required under section 301(a)(2), 
among other goals, to better understand and 
combat the transnational trade in illegal wild- 
life. 

SEC. 403. ENGAGEMENT OF UNITED STATES DIP- 

LOMATIC MISSIONS. 

As soon as practicable but not later than 2 
years after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, each chief of mission to a focus country 
should begin to implement the recommendations 
contained in the strategic plan required under 
section 301(a)(2), among other goals, for the 
country. 

SEC. 404. COMMUNITY CONSERVATION. 

The Secretary of State, in collaboration with 
the United State Agency for International De- 
velopment, heads of other relevant United States 
agencies, the private sector, nongovernmental 
organizations, and other development partners, 
may provide support in focus countries to carry 
out the recommendations made in the strategic 
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plan required under section 301(a)(2) as such 
recommendations relate to the development, 
scaling, and replication of community wildlife 
conservancies and community conservation pro- 
grams in focus countries to assist with rural sta- 
bility and greater security for people and wild- 
life, empower and support communities to man- 
age or benefit from their wildlife resources in a 
long-term biologically viable manner, and re- 
duce the threat of poaching and trafficking, in- 
cluding through— 

(1) promoting conservation-based enterprises 
and incentives, such as eco-tourism and stew- 
ardship-oriented agricultural production, that 
empower communities to manage wildlife, nat- 
ural resources, and community ventures where 
appropriate, by ensuring they benefit from well- 
managed wildlife populations; 

(2) helping create alternative livelihoods to 
poaching by mitigating wildlife trafficking, 
helping support rural stability, greater security 
for people and wildlife, responsible economic de- 
velopment, and economic incentives to conserve 
wildlife populations; 

(3) engaging regional businesses and the pri- 
vate sector to develop goods and services to aid 
in anti-poaching and anti-trafficking measures; 

(4) working with communities to develop se- 
cure and safe methods of sharing information 
with enforcement officials; 

(5) providing technical assistance to support 
land use stewardship plans to improve the eco- 
nomic, environmental, and social outcomes in 
community-owned or -managed lands; 

(6) supporting community anti-poaching ef- 
forts, including policing and informant net- 
works; 

(7) working with community and national 
governments to develop relevant policy and reg- 
ulatory frameworks to enable and promote com- 
munity conservation programs, including sup- 
porting law enforcement engagement with wild- 
life protection authorities to promote informa- 
tion-sharing; and 

(8) working with national governments to en- 
sure that communities have timely and effective 
support from national authorities to mitigate 
risks that communities may face when engaging 
in anti-poaching and anti-trafficking activities. 

TITLE V—OTHER ACTIONS RELATING TO 

WILDLIFE TRAFFICKING PROGRAMS 
SEC. 501. AMENDMENTS TO FISHERMAN’S PRO- 
TECTIVE ACT OF 1967. 

Section 8 of the Fisherman’s Protective Act of 
1967 (22 U.S.C. 1978) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘, in con- 
sultation with the Secretary of State,” after 
“Secretary of Commerce’’; 

(B) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘‘, in con- 
sultation with the Secretary of State,” after 
“Secretary of the Interior”; 

(C) in paragraph (3), by inserting ‘‘in con- 
sultation with the Secretary of State,” after “‘, 
as appropriate,’’; 

(D) by redesigning paragraph (4) as para- 
graph (5); and 

(E) by inserting after paragraph (3) the fol- 
lowing new paragraph: 

“(4) The Secretary of Commerce and the Sec- 
retary of the Interior shall each report to Con- 
gress each certification to the President made by 
such Secretary under this subsection, within 15 
days after making such certification.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (d), by inserting “‘in con- 
sultation with the Secretary of State,” after ‘‘as 
the case may be,”’’. 

SEC. 502. WILDLIFE TRAFFICKING VIOLATIONS AS 
PREDICATE OFFENSES UNDER 
MONEY LAUNDERING STATUTE. 

Section 1956(c)(7) of title 18, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (E), by striking ‘‘; or 
and inserting a semicolon; 


“e 


” 
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(2) in subparagraph (F), by striking the semi- 
colon and inserting ‘‘; or”; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

(G) any act that is a criminal violation of 
subparagraph (A), (B), (C), (D), (E), or (F) of 
paragraph (1) of section 9(a) of the Endangered 
Species Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1538(a)(1)), section 
2203 of the African Elephant Conservation Act 
(16 U.S.C. 4223), or section 7(a) of the Rhinoc- 
eros and Tiger Conservation Act of 1994 (16 
U.S.C. 5305a(a)), if the endangered or threat- 
ened species of fish or wildlife, products, items, 
or substances involved in the violation and rel- 
evant conduct, as applicable, have a total value 
of more than $10,000;’’. 

Mr. ROYCE (during the reading). Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
dispense with the reading of the 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the original request of the 
gentleman from California? 

There was no objection. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


a 


CONDEMNING IRAN’S PERSECU- 
TION OF ITS BAHA’I MINORITY 
AND CONTINUED VIOLATION OF 
THE INTERNATIONAL COV- 
ENANTS ON HUMAN RIGHTS 


Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs be discharged from fur- 
ther consideration of the resolution (H. 
Res. 220) condemning the Government 
of Iran’s state-sponsored persecution of 
its Baha’i minority and its continued 
violation of the International Cov- 
enants on Human Rights, and ask for 
its immediate consideration in the 
House. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 

The text of the resolution is as fol- 
lows: 

H. RES. 220 

Whereas, in 1982, 1984, 1988, 1990, 1992, 1993, 
1994, 1996, 2000, 2004, 2006, 2008, 2009, 2012, and 
2013, Congress declared that it deplored the 
religious persecution by the Government of 
Iran of the Baha’i community and would 
hold the Government of Iran responsible for 
upholding the rights of all Iranian nationals, 
including members of the Baha’i Faith; 

Whereas the United States Commission on 
International Religious Freedom 2014 Report 
stated, ‘‘The Baha’i community, the largest 
non-Muslim religious minority in Iran, long 
has been subject to particularly severe reli- 
gious freedom violations. The government 
views Baha’is, who number at least 300,000, 
as ‘heretics’ and consequently they face re- 
pression on the grounds of apostasy.’’; 

Whereas the United States Commission on 
International Religious Freedom 2014 Report 
stated that ‘‘[sJince 1979, authorities have 
killed or executed more than 200 Baha’i lead- 
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ers, and more than 10,000 have been dis- 
missed from government and university 
jobs” and ‘‘[m]Jore than 700 Baha’is have been 
arbitrarily arrested since 2005”; 

Whereas the Department of State 2013 
International Religious Freedom Report 
stated that the Government of Iran ‘‘pro- 
hibits Baha’is from teaching and practicing 
their faith and subjects them to many forms 
of discrimination not faced by members of 
other religious groups” and ‘“‘since the 1979 
Islamic Revolution, formally denies Baha’i 
students access to higher education”’; 

Whereas the Department of State 2013 
International Religious Freedom Report 
stated, ‘The government requires Baha’is to 
register with the police,” and ‘‘The govern- 
ment raided Baha’i homes and businesses 
and confiscated large amounts of private and 
commercial property, as well as religious 
materials.’’; 

Whereas the Department of State 2013 
International Religious Freedom Report 
stated, ‘‘Baha’is are regularly denied com- 
pensation for injury or criminal victimiza- 
tion and the right to inherit property.”’; 

Whereas, on August 27, 2014, the United Na- 
tions Special Rapporteur on the situation of 
human rights in the Islamic Republic of Iran 
issued a report (A/69/356), which stated, ‘‘The 
human rights situation in the Islamic Re- 
public of Iran remains of concern. Numerous 
issues flagged by the General Assembly, the 
United Nations human rights mechanisms 
and the Secretary-General persist, and in 
some cases appear to have worsened, some 
recent overtures made by the Administra- 
tion and the parliament notwithstanding.” ; 

Whereas, on December 18, 2014, the United 
Nations General Assembly adopted a resolu- 
tion (A/RES/69/190), which ‘‘[e]xpresse[d] deep 
concern” over ‘‘[c]ontinued discrimination, 
persecution and human rights violations 
against persons belonging to unrecognized 
religious minorities, particularly members 
of the Baha’i [FJaith ... and the effective 
criminalization of membership in the Baha’i 
[F]aith,” and called upon the Government of 
Iran to ‘‘emancipate the Baha’i community 

and to accord all Baha’is, including 
those imprisoned because of their beliefs, the 
due process of law and the rights that they 
are constitutionally guaranteed’’; 

Whereas, since May of 2008, the Govern- 
ment of Iran has imprisoned the seven mem- 
bers of the former ad hoc leadership group of 
the Baha’i community in Iran, known as the 
Yaran-i-Iran, or ‘friends of Iran’’—Mrs. 
Fariba Kamalabadi, Mr. Jamaloddin 
Khanjani, Mr. Afif Naeimi, Mr. Saeid Rezaie, 
Mr. Behrouz Tavakkoli, Mrs. Mahvash Sabet, 
and Mr. Vahid Tizfahm—and these individ- 
uals are serving 20-year prison terms, the 
longest sentences given to any current pris- 
oner of conscience in Iran, on charges includ- 
ing ‘‘spying for Israel, insulting religious 
sanctities, propaganda against the regime 
and spreading corruption on earth’’; 

Whereas, beginning in May 2011, officials of 
the Government of Iran in 4 cities conducted 
sweeping raids on the homes of dozens of in- 
dividuals associated with the Baha’i Insti- 
tute for Higher Education (BIHE) and ar- 
rested and detained several educators associ- 
ated with BIHE, and 12 BIHE educators are 
now serving 4- or 5-year prison terms; 

Whereas scores of Baha’i cemeteries have 
been attacked, and, in April 2014, Revolu- 
tionary Guards began excavating a Baha’i 
cemetery in Shiraz, which is the site of 950 
graves; 

Whereas the Baha’i International Commu- 
nity reported that there has been a recent 
surge in anti-Baha’i hate propaganda in Ira- 
nian state-sponsored media outlets, noting 


September 21, 2016 


that, in 2010 and 2011, approximately 22 anti- 
Baha’i articles were appearing every month, 
and, in 2014, the number of anti-Baha’i arti- 
cles rose to approximately 401 per month—18 
times the previous level; 

Whereas there are currently 100 Baha’is in 
prison in Iran; 

Whereas the Government of Iran is party 
to the International Covenants on Human 
Rights and is in violation of its obligations 
under the Covenants; and 

Whereas the Comprehensive Iran Sanc- 
tions, Accountability, and Divestment Act of 
2010 (Public Law 111-195) authorizes the 
President and the Secretary of State to im- 
pose sanctions on individuals ‘‘responsible 
for or complicit in, or responsible for order- 
ing, controlling, or otherwise directing, the 
commission of serious human rights abuses 
against citizens of Iran or their family mem- 
bers on or after June 12, 2009’: Now, there- 
fore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa- 
tives— 

(1) condemns the Government of Iran’s 
state-sponsored persecution of its Baha’i mi- 
nority and its continued violation of the 
International Covenants on Human Rights; 

(2) calls on the Government of Iran to im- 
mediately release the 7 imprisoned Baha’i 
leaders, the 12 imprisoned Baha’i educators, 
and all other prisoners held solely on ac- 
count of their religion; 

(3) calls on the President and Secretary of 
State, in cooperation with responsible na- 
tions, to immediately condemn the Govern- 
ment of Iran’s continued violation of human 
rights and demand the immediate release of 
prisoners held solely on account of their reli- 
gion; and 

(4) urges the President and Secretary of 
State to utilize available authorities, includ- 
ing the Comprehensive Iran Sanctions, Ac- 
countability, and Divestment Act of 2010, to 
impose sanctions on officials of the Govern- 
ment of Iran and other individuals directly 
responsible for serious human rights abuses, 
including abuses against the Baha’i commu- 
nity of Iran. 


AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. ROYCE 

Mr. ROYCE. I have an amendment to 
the text of the resolution at the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike all after the resolved clause and in- 
sert the following: 

That the House of Representatives— 

(1) condemns the Government of Iran’s 
state-sponsored persecution of its Baha’i mi- 
nority and its continued violation of the 
International Covenants on Human Rights; 

(2) calls on the Government of Iran to im- 
mediately release the 7 imprisoned Baha’i 
leaders, the 8 imprisoned Baha’i educators, 
and all other prisoners held solely on ac- 
count of their religion; 

(3) calls on the President and Secretary of 
State, in cooperation with responsible na- 
tions, to immediately condemn the Govern- 
ment of Iran’s continued violation of human 
rights and demand the immediate release of 
prisoners held solely on account of their reli- 
gion; and 

(4) urges the President and Secretary of 
State to utilize available authorities, includ- 
ing the Comprehensive Iran Sanctions, Ac- 
countability, and Divestment Act of 2010, to 
impose sanctions on officials of the Govern- 
ment of Iran and other individuals directly 
responsible for serious human rights abuses, 
including abuses against the Baha’i commu- 
nity of Iran. 
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Mr. ROYCE (during the reading). Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
dispense with the reading of the 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution, as amended, was 
agreed to. 

AMENDMENT TO THE PREAMBLE OFFERED BY 

MR. ROYCE 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I have an 
amendment to the preamble at the 
desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike the preamble and insert the fol- 
lowing: 

Whereas, in 1982, 1984, 1988, 1990, 1992, 1993, 
1994, 1996, 2000, 2004, 2006, 2008, 2009, 2012, and 
2013, Congress declared that it deplored the 
religious persecution by the Government of 
Iran of the Baha’i community and would 
hold the Government of Iran responsible for 
upholding the rights of all Iranian nationals, 
including members of the Baha’i Faith; 

Whereas the United States Commission on 
International Religious Freedom 2014 Report 
stated, ‘‘The Baha’i community, the largest 
non-Muslim religious minority in Iran, long 
has been subject to particularly severe reli- 
gious freedom violations. The government 
views Baha’is, who number at least 300,000, 
as ‘heretics’ and consequently they face re- 
pression on the grounds of apostasy.’’; 

Whereas the United States Commission on 
International Religious Freedom 2014 Report 
stated that ‘‘[s]ince 1979, authorities have 
killed or executed more than 200 Baha’i lead- 
ers, and more than 10,000 have been dis- 
missed from government and university 
jobs” and ‘“‘[m]Jore than 700 Baha’is have been 
arbitrarily arrested since 2005”’; 

Whereas the Department of State 2013 
International Religious Freedom Report 
stated that the Government of Iran ‘‘pro- 
hibits Baha’is from teaching and practicing 
their faith and subjects them to many forms 
of discrimination not faced by members of 
other religious groups” and ‘‘since the 1979 
Islamic Revolution, formally denies Baha’i 
students access to higher education’’; 

Whereas the Department of State 2013 
International Religious Freedom Report 
stated, ‘‘The government requires Baha’is to 
register with the police,” and ‘“‘The govern- 
ment raided Baha’i homes and businesses 
and confiscated large amounts of private and 
commercial property, as well as religious 
materials.’’; 

Whereas the Department of State 2013 
International Religious Freedom Report 
stated, ‘‘Baha’is are regularly denied com- 
pensation for injury or criminal victimiza- 
tion and the right to inherit property.’’; 

Whereas, on August 27, 2014, the United Na- 
tions Special Rapporteur on the situation of 
human rights in the Islamic Republic of Iran 
issued a report (A/69/356), which stated, ‘‘The 
human rights situation in the Islamic Re- 
public of Iran remains of concern. Numerous 
issues flagged by the General Assembly, the 
United Nations human rights mechanisms 
and the Secretary-General persist, and in 
some cases appear to have worsened, some 
recent overtures made by the Administra- 
tion and the parliament notwithstanding.’’; 

Whereas, on December 18, 2014, the United 
Nations General Assembly adopted a resolu- 
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tion (A/RES/69/190), which ‘‘[e]xpresse[d] deep 
concern” over ‘“‘[c]ontinued discrimination, 
persecution and human rights violations 
against persons belonging to unrecognized 
religious minorities, particularly members 
of the Baha’i [FJaith ... and the effective 
criminalization of membership in the Baha’i 
[F]aith,” and called upon the Government of 
Iran to ‘‘emancipate the Baha’i community 

and to accord all Baha’is, including 
those imprisoned because of their beliefs, the 
due process of law and the rights that they 
are constitutionally guaranteed’’; 

Whereas, since May of 2008, the Govern- 
ment of Iran has imprisoned the seven mem- 
bers of the former ad hoc leadership group of 
the Baha’i community in Iran, known as the 
Yaran-i-Iran, or ‘friends of Iran’’—Mrs. 
Fariba Kamalabadi, Mr. Jamaloddin 
Khanjani, Mr. Afif Naeimi, Mr. Saeid Rezaie, 
Mr. Behrouz Tavakkoli, Mrs. Mahvash Sabet, 
and Mr. Vahid Tizfahm—and these individ- 
uals are serving 20-year prison terms, the 
longest sentences given to any current pris- 
oner of conscience in Iran, on charges includ- 
ing ‘‘spying for Israel, insulting religious 
sanctities, propaganda against the regime 
and spreading corruption on earth’’; 

Whereas, beginning in May 2011, officials of 
the Government of Iran in 4 cities conducted 
sweeping raids on the homes of dozens of in- 
dividuals associated with the Baha’i Insti- 
tute for Higher Education (BIHE) and ar- 
rested and detained several educators associ- 
ated with BIHE, and 8 BIHE educators are 
now serving 4- or 5-year prison terms; 

Whereas scores of Baha’i cemeteries have 
been attacked, and, in April 2014, Revolu- 
tionary Guards began excavating a Baha’i 
cemetery in Shiraz, which is the site of 950 
graves; 

Whereas the Baha’i International Commu- 
nity reported that there has been a recent 
surge in anti-Baha’i hate propaganda in Ira- 
nian state-sponsored media outlets, noting 
that, in 2010 and 2011, approximately 22 anti- 
Baha’i articles were appearing every month, 
and, in 2014, the number of anti-Baha’i arti- 
cles rose to approximately 401 per month—18 
times the previous level; 

Whereas there are currently 60 Baha’is in 
prison in Iran; 

Whereas the Government of Iran is party 
to the International Covenants on Human 
Rights and is in violation of its obligations 
under the Covenants; and 

Whereas the Comprehensive Iran Sanc- 
tions, Accountability, and Divestment Act of 
2010 (Public Law 111-195) authorizes the 
President and the Secretary of State to im- 
pose sanctions on individuals ‘‘responsible 
for or complicit in, or responsible for order- 
ing, controlling, or otherwise directing, the 
commission of serious human rights abuses 
against citizens of Iran or their family mem- 
bers on or after June 12, 2009’: Now, there- 
fore, be it 


Mr. ROYCE (during the reading). Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
dispense with the reading. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 


The amendment to the preamble was 
agreed to. 


A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 
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GAO CIVILIAN TASK AND DELIV- 
ERY ORDER PROTEST AUTHOR- 
ITY ACT OF 2016 


Mr. MEADOWS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table the bill (H.R. 5995) to 
strike the sunset on certain provisions 
relating to the authorized protest of a 
task or delivery order under section 
4106 of title 41, United States Code, and 
ask for its immediate consideration in 
the House. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina? 

There was no objection. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 5995 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘GAO Civil- 
ian Task and Delivery Order Protest Author- 
ity Act of 2016”. 

SEC. 2. ORDERS. 

Section 4106(f) of title 41, United States 
Code, is amended by striking paragraph (3). 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed, and a motion to 
reconsider was laid on the table. 


—— ee 


IRANIAN LEADERSHIP ASSET 
TRANSPARENCY ACT 
GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that all Mem- 
bers may have 5 legislative days in 
which to revise and extend their re- 
marks and insert extraneous materials 
on the bill (H.R. 5461) to require the 
Secretary of the Treasury to submit a 
report to the appropriate congressional 
committees on the estimated total as- 
sets under direct or indirect control by 
certain senior Iranian leaders and 
other figures, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to House Resolution 876 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consider- 
ation of the bill, H.R. 5461. 

The Chair appoints the gentleman 
from California (Mr. MCCLINTOCK) to 
preside over the Committee of the 
Whole. 


1505 
IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
Accordingly, the House resolved 


itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 5461) to 
require the Secretary of the Treasury 
to submit a report to the appropriate 
congressional committees on the esti- 
mated total assets under direct or indi- 
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rect control by certain senior Iranian 
leaders and other figures, and for other 
purposes, with Mr. MCCLINTOCK in the 
chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the 
bill is considered read the first time. 

The gentleman from Texas (Mr. HEN- 
SARLING) and the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. MAXINE WATERS) each 
will control 30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Mr. Chairman, the Islamic Republic 
of Iran is identified as both the world’s 
foremost state sponsor of terrorism 
and a country of primary money laun- 
dering concern by the United States. 
So the American people rightfully 
question the wisdom behind the Obama 
administration’s decision to hand Iran 
$1.7 billion in cash as ransom for the 
release of several hostages earlier this 
year. 

There are a lot of questions the 
American people still have about this 
cash payment and a lot of questions 
the Obama administration has not an- 
swered, but there are at least three 
things that we do already know: 

Number one, we know that cash is 
the preferred currency of terrorists; 

Number two, we know the Obama ad- 
ministration’s payment to Iran was 
structured in such a way that it makes 
it easy for Iran to move that money 
anywhere it wants for any purpose it 
wants; and 

Three, we know that much of Iran’s 
terror activity is fueled by the vast 
sums of personal wealth acquired by its 
senior political and military leaders. 

Mr. Chairman, Iran’s economy is 
characterized by high levels of official 
corruption and substantial involve- 
ment of its security forces, particu- 
larly the Islamic Revolutionary Guard 
Corps and that nation’s business sec- 
tor. Many members of Iran’s senior po- 
litical and military leadership have ac- 
quired significant personal and institu- 
tional wealth by using their positions 
to secure control over major portions 
of the Iranian national economy. In 
fact, it is estimated that Iran’s top po- 
litical and military leaders control 
one-third—one-third—of Iran’s econ- 
omy through personal foundations in 
which money from corruption is fun- 
neled. 

Because of this volatile mix of ter- 
rorist financing, corruption, and 
wealth, it is vitally important for the 
United States to clearly understand 
the assets held by Iran’s powerful mili- 
tary and political elite. That is the 
goal of this bipartisan bill that we are 
discussing today offered by my col- 
league, the gentleman from Maine (Mr. 
POLIQUIN). 

This bill, the Iranian Leadership 
Asset Transparency Act, would require 
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the Treasury Secretary to develop and 
post online a list estimating the funds 
and assets held by senior Iranian polit- 
ical and military leaders. Along with 
this estimate would be a description of 
how these officials acquired these as- 
sets and how these assets are being de- 
ployed. The report would be posted on 
the Treasury Department’s Web site in 
English, but also translated into the 
three main languages used by the Ira- 
nian people so that the people of Iran 
may better understand the nature of 
their economy and how corruption is 
harming their fellow citizens. 

Mr. Chairman, under this bill, the re- 
port would also be in a form that is 
easily understandable and accessible to 
those in the financial or business sec- 
tor who might be concerned about in- 
advertently doing business with an Ira- 
nian entity still covered by remaining 
sanctions. The Iranian Government’s 
tolerance of corruption limits realistic 
opportunities for foreign and domestic 
investment, particularly given the sig- 
nificant involvement of its Revolu- 
tionary Guard in many sectors of the 
economy. This gives the Revolutionary 
Guard and its leaders vast amounts of 
funding to support terrorism at a time 
when the average Iranian citizen earns 
about $15,000 a year. 

The report required under the Ira- 
nian Leadership Asset Transparency 
Act would cover about 80 individuals, 
including Iran’s Supreme Leader, 
President, the 12 members of Iran’s 
Council of Guardians, the 42 members 
of its Expediency Council, and roughly 
two dozen senior military leaders. As I 
mentioned, the bill requires an esti- 
mate of the funds and assets held by 
those individuals, not a _ precise 
amount. 

Further, the proposal allows Treas- 
ury to separately furnish any sensitive 
information to Congress in a classified 
form. Finally, the bill permits the ad- 
ministration to prepare the reports 
using a wide variety of publicly avail- 
able and credible information, includ- 
ing commercial databases. 

Developing and keeping a current es- 
timate of the funds and assets held by 
top political and military leaders in 
Iran will also help financial institu- 
tions and private businesses comply 
with money laundering laws and also 
help them more carefully choose with 
whom they do business. 

Just last week, the U.S. State De- 
partment said it couldn’t rule out the 
possibility that President Obama’s nu- 
clear deal has emboldened Iran into be- 
coming more confrontational with the 
United States. Indeed, as the State De- 
partment spokesman admitted last 
week, there are ‘disturbing trends” 
when it comes to Iran. 

Since the President’s cash ransom 
was delivered to the ayatollahs, Iran 
has taken more hostages, Mr. Chair- 
man. It has stepped up its harassment 
of the U.S. military in the region and 
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has started building a $10 billion nu- 
clear plant with the help of Russia. 

Clearly, we need to know as much as 
we possibly can about how Iran is fi- 
nancing terrorism. We need to make 
sure financial institutions and private 
businesses do not inadvertently become 
involved in money laundering and 
sponsorship of terrorism. 

Mr. POLIQUIN’s bill has attracted bi- 
partisan support in the Committee on 
Financial Services. It is common sense. 
Frankly, it should be on the suspension 
calendar. I am sorry we are having to 
take up time for it today. This should 
be common sense for all Members. It is 
a bill that will, again, help achieve 
commonsense goals as we fight financ- 
ing of terrorism. I urge all Members to 
support the bill. 

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Chair, I yield myself such time as 
I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise today in opposi- 
tion to H.R. 5461, the so-called Iranian 
Leadership Asset Transparency Act. 
The administration has stated this 
bill would endanger our ability to en- 
sure that Iran’s nuclear program is and 
remains exclusively peaceful. Indeed, 
this harmful bill is the latest in a se- 
ries of Republican efforts aimed at un- 
dermining the landmark nuclear agree- 
ment reached last year by Iran and the 
world’s six major powers. 

The comprehensive nuclear deal with 
Iran was intended to address one spe- 
cific problem, and it has so far been a 
success. This success should not be un- 
derestimated, given how much a nu- 
clear-armed Iran would magnify risk in 
a turbulent region in a terrible way. 

Despite the fact that the nuclear deal 
so far has delivered on its principal 
goal of blocking Iran’s path to nuclear 
weapons for an extended period of time, 
opponents remain committed to under- 
mining the ongoing viability of the 
deal, chipping away at it piece by 
piece, whether by passing legislation to 
block the sale of aircraft to Iran that 
was a central component of the agree- 
ment or accusing the administration of 
making extreme concessions to Iran by 
insisting, for example, that a legiti- 
mate legal settlement was an illegal 
ransom payment of some kind or by 
spreading rumors of suspected cheating 
by Iran. Republicans are intent on 
spreading this false narrative and dis- 
mantling the agreement. 

So here we are, considering this bill, 
which requires the Secretary of the 
Treasury to report on the total esti- 
mated funds or assets under direct or 
indirect control of as many as 80 senior 
Iranian leaders, along with a descrip- 
tion of how the funds were acquired 
and employed. The report would not be 
tied to any specific prohibition or legal 
action against Iran and clearly plays 
into the hands of critics who are seek- 
ing to gin up prospects of reputational 
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risks for companies that might seek to 
do business with Iran. 

Moreover, the lack of a tie to any 
specific prohibition or legal action 
against the listed individuals will like- 
ly increase confusion regarding compli- 
ance obligations rather than make re- 
maining sanctions more easily under- 
stood. 
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Undoubtedly, the report would be 
seized upon by Iran as an intentional 
effort to discourage international in- 
vestment, which Iran would view as a 
violation of the express U.S. commit- 
ment under the nuclear deal not to 
interfere with the full realization of 
the relief provided under the accord. 
The major world powers that joined us 
in this agreement would also likely 
view the legislation as bad faith. 

By denying Iran the economic bene- 
fits it was promised in exchange for 
dismantling critical elements of this 
nuclear program, this bill would re- 
move the critical incentive for Iran to 
hold up its end of the bargain. 

As the Statement of Administration 
Policy notes: “If the JCPOA were to 
fail on that basis, it would remove the 
unprecedented constraints on and mon- 
itoring of Iran’s nuclear program, lead 
to the unraveling of the international 
sanctions regime against Iran, and deal 
a devastating blow to the credibility of 
America’s leadership and our commit- 
ment to our closest allies.” 

In addition to my central concern 
that this bill destabilizes the Iran nu- 
clear deal, I also share the administra- 
tion’s concerns that producing the re- 
port that is required under this bill 
would divert massive resources away 
from investigations and the targeting 
of sanctions on Iran related to ter- 
rorism, human rights violations, and 
ballistic missiles. 

Meeting the requirements of this bill 
would place a very real strain on the 
Treasury Department and intelligence 
community. We need to think carefully 
about the national security implica- 
tions of diverting resources away from 
the Treasury investigators who are 
tasked with implementing current 
sanctions on Iran and uncovering illicit 
conduct across the globe. 

Proponents of this legislation have 
also underscored the importance of the 
need to show the people of Iran the cor- 
rupt practices in which their leaders 
are engaged. However, this bill would 
not accomplish that goal. 

There is a profound trust gap be- 
tween the United States and Iran, and 
any findings in this report would be 
met with a high degree of skepticism 
among the Iranian people and their 
leaders. Therefore, to the extent any 
portion of this report could actually be 
made public, since much of the most 
important facts would likely be classi- 
fied anyway, it would do little to en- 
lighten the people of Iran about their 
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leaders. In fact, it would inevitably be 
rejected as United States propaganda 
by both the regime and by its people as 
a predictable attack on the country’s 
government by the United States. 

In light of the bill’s limited practical 
utility, its failure to meet its own stat- 
ed objectives, its diversion of resources 
away from investigations related to 
sanctions, and the destablizing effects 
it would have on the Iran nuclear deal, 
I urge its opposition. Moreover, the 
President has announced that he would 
veto this bill if it came across his desk. 

I include in the RECORD the State- 
ment of Administration Policy on this 
bill. 

STATEMENT OF ADMINISTRATION POLICY 
H.R. 5461—IRANIAN LEADERSHIP ASSET 
TRANSPARENCY ACT—SEPTEMBER 21, 2016 

The Administration shares the Congress’ 
goals of increasing transparency and bring- 
ing Iran into compliance with international 
standards in the global fight against terror 
finance and money laundering. However, this 
bill would be counterproductive toward those 
shared goals. 

The bill requires the U.S. Government to 
publicly report all assets held by some of 
Iran’s highest leaders and to describe how 
these assets are acquired and used. Rather 
than preventing terrorist financing and 
money laundering, this bill would 
incentivize those involved to make their fi- 
nancial dealings less transparent and create 
a disincentive for Iran’s banking sector to 
demonstrate transparency. These onerous re- 
porting requirements also would take crit- 
ical resources away from the U.S. Depart- 
ment of the Treasury’s important work to 
identify Iranian entities engaged in 
sanctionable conduct. Producing this infor- 
mation could also compromise intelligence 
sources and methods. 

One of our best tools for impeding desta- 
bilizing Iranian activities has been to iden- 
tify Iranian companies that are controlled 
by the Islamic Revolutionary Guards Corps 
(IRGC) or other Iranians on the list of Spe- 
cially Designated Nationals and Blocked 
Persons (SDN List) to non-U.S. businesses, 
so that they can block assets or stop mate- 
rial transfers. This process is labor-intensive 
and requires the judicious use of our na- 
tional intelligence assets. Redirecting these 
assets to preparing this onerous public re- 
port would be counterproductive and will not 
reduce institutional corruption or promote 
transparency within Iran’s system. 

In addition, this bill’s required public post- 
ings also may be perceived by Iran and likely 
our Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action 
(JCPOA) partners as an attempt to under- 
mine the fulfilment of our commitments, in 
turn impacting the continued viability of 
this diplomatic arrangement that peacefully 
and verifiably prevents Iran from acquiring a 
nuclear weapon. If the JCPOA were to fail on 
that basis, it would remove the unprece- 
dented constraints on and monitoring of 
Iran’s nuclear program, lead to the unravel- 
ing of the international sanctions regime 
against Iran, and deal a devastating blow to 
the credibility of America’s leadership and 
our commitments to our closest allies. 

As we address our concerns with Iran’s nu- 
clear program through implementation of 
the JCPOA, the Administration remains 
clear-eyed regarding Iran’s support for ter- 
rorism, its ballistic missile program, human 
rights abuses, and destabilizing activity in 
the region. The United States should retain 
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all of the tools needed to counter this activ- 
ity, ranging from powerful sanctions to our 
efforts to disrupt and interdict illicit ship- 
ments of weapons and proliferation-sensitive 
technologies. This bill would adversely affect 
the U.S. Government’s ability to wield these 
tools, would undermine the very goals it pur- 
ports to achieve, and could even endanger 
our ability to ensure that Iran’s nuclear pro- 
gram is and remains exclusively peaceful. 

If the President were presented with H.R. 
5461, his senior advisors would recommend 
that he veto this bill. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Chair, let me end this part of my 
presentation by saying that the world 
is watching us. And for us to do any- 
thing to undermine an agreement that 
the President has entered into along 
with other major allies in the world 
would be devastating. And for us to do 
that and not understand the implica- 
tions of that is beyond my ability to 
understand. 

With the combination of Donald 
Trump, who they think is way out of 
line and crazy and does not know or 
understand what is going on, and these 
kind of actions in the Congress of the 
United States, who is standing up for 
this country? Who is supporting the 
President? Who is making sure that we 
are safe? I raise that question. 

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. FITZPATRICK), who is 
the chairman of the Terrorism Financ- 
ing Task Force in our Financial Serv- 
ices Committee and a real leader in 
this area. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Chair, I 
thank Chairman HENSARLING for his 
leadership and impaneling a bipartisan 
task force to investigate terrorism fi- 
nance, which I have chaired for the 
past 2 years, as we have looked into the 
increasing ability of terror groups to 
fund and to finance their actions and 
to evaluate the United States’ response 
to these challenges. 

Throughout the duration of this task 
force, several policy experts provided 
testimony to the Iranian regime’s di- 
rect supportive groups like Hamas, 
Hezbollah, Iraqi Shiite militias, the 
Houthis in Yemen, and Syrian Presi- 
dent Bashar al-Assad’s regime in Da- 
mascus. 

Prior to the Joint Comprehensive 
Plan of Action, the United States-led 
sanctions regime decimated the Ira- 
nian economy, suffocating domestic in- 
dustry and causing the Iranian rial to 
free fall. However, even during this 
economic duress, the regime continued 
to provide billions to these desta- 
bilizing groups instead of providing for 
its citizens. 

This bill, offered by Mr. POLIQUIN of 
Maine, H.R. 5461, will provide the citi- 
zens of the Islamic Republic of Iran— 
who have suffered great economic hard- 
ship as a result of their rogue govern- 
ment’s nefarious policies—with the 
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transparency necessary to see how the 
other half lives. 

This bill will make a positive ad- 
vancement and change in their lives 
and provide the ability for them to see 
corruption in their economy and cor- 
ruption in their government, and it 
will be for our security as well. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
bill. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Chair, I yield 5 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut (Mr. HIMES), 
a member of the Financial Services 
Committee. 

Mr. HIMES. Mr. Chair, I rise in oppo- 
sition to this bill, with all due respect 
to my friends, Mr. POLIQUIN and Mr. 
HILL. 

The Iranian Leadership Asset Trans- 
parency Act is one of those bills that 
sounds like a good idea. And I am sure 
many of my colleagues are thinking, 
Why not? Transparency is a good 
thing. The Iranian regime is a bad 
thing. Let’s support this thing. What 
could possibly go wrong? 

I have a couple of points to make in 
that respect. The first one is that— 
again, with all due respect to my 
friends on the other side—this bill, if it 
is intended to get at the wealth of the 
Iranian leadership, will fail, and it will 
fail in an embarrassing and spectacular 
and almost laughable fashion. 

The reason I say that, of course, is 
that the bill specifies that the esti- 
mated total funds or assets held in ac- 
counts at U.S. and foreign financial in- 
stitutions shall be enumerated. Funds 
are defined as cash, equity, and bonds. 

So if we pass this bill, we are going 
to know that the Supreme Leader has a 
thousand shares of IBM down at the 
local Merrill Lynch office. But Euro- 
pean real estate, private jets, boats, 
piles of gold bars, stacks of unrefined 
heroin, Swiss watches, shell businesses 
in South America, we won’t know 
about any of them. 

I ask my colleagues: How many 
shares of IBM do you think the Iranian 
regime has down at the local Merrill 
Lynch office? 

Probably not a lot. We froze their as- 
sets for a very, very long time. 

This bill, if it passes, will get at some 
tiny fraction of the wealth of the Ira- 
nian regime in a way that will, frank- 
ly, embarrass our country because we 
will show how little we know, which 
brings me to the second problem I have 
with this bill. 

As a member of the Intelligence 
Committee, I am very concerned about 
what this bill would do with respect to 
disclosing or at least pointing at our 
sources and methods for intelligence 
gathering. 

I think there are probably very few 
assets of the kinds captured by this bill 
in U.S. banks or banks that we would 
have ready access to in Europe, but I 
am not so sure there aren’t perhaps 
cash or securities in Albanian, Paki- 
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stani, or Russian banks. If we enu- 
merate those assets, we will be inevi- 
tably pointing at a capacity we may or 
may not have to determine what is 
going on inside those banks. I would 
suggest that this bill does not provide 
nearly enough good to put at risk the 
sources and methods of our intelligence 
gathering. 

We know what is happening here. 
This bill is an installment in the re- 
lentless attempt by the majority to 
tank the Iranian nuclear bill. Look, we 
can disagree over whether that bill was 
a good idea. Certainly, we did. But the 
fact is—and I say this as a member of 
the Intelligence Committee—it is 
working. Iran is in compliance with 
their nuclear obligations. 

The Prime Minister of Israel stood in 
the General Assembly a couple of years 
ago and had a little drawing of a bomb 
and said: We are 2 to 3 months away 
from breakout. 

Today we are probably 12 to 15 
months away from an Iranian nuclear 
breakout, in the worst case scenario. 
Yet the Republican majority, in this 
latest installment, wants to make that 
go away. Moreover, they do that with- 
out a backup plan. 

If they succeed in tanking this bill 
and we are right back where we were a 
year ago, 2 to 3 months away from 
breakout, what then? 

We are isolated. We have lost the 
moral high ground and we are probably 
a lot closer to another war in the Mid- 
dle East. I don’t understand that. 

So think about where we wind up if 
the majority succeeds. We would be 
isolated, we would be closer to war, and 
we would be standing alone, clutching 
the moral low ground. 

I ask my colleagues to think about 
these points, as well as the good points 
made by the ranking member, and to 
oppose this bill. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chair, I yield 
4 minutes to the gentleman from Maine 
(Mr. POLIQUIN), the author of the Ira- 
nian Leadership Asset Transparency 
Act and a real leader in our committee 
and in this Congress in the fight 
against terrorist financing. 

Mr. POLIQUIN. Mr. Chair, I thank 
the chairman very much for moving 
this very important bill through our 
Financial Services Committee onto the 
House floor. I also want to applaud my 
colleagues who have done so much 
work on this in our Terrorism Financ- 
ing Task Force—of which I am a mem- 
ber—Democrat STEVE LYNCH from Mas- 
sachusetts and Republican MIKE 
FITZPATRICK from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Chairman, the Iranian Govern- 
ment is a chief state sponsor of ter- 
rorism and instability throughout the 
world. For many years, the senior po- 
litical leaders and the Islamic Revolu- 
tionary Guard have trained, armed, 
and funded terrorist organizations. 
More recently, they have become ex- 
perts at using the Internet and social 
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media to recruit and teach other rad- 
ical Islamic terrorists around the 
globe. The Iranian Government, Mr. 
Chair, has American blood on its 
hands. 

The primary responsibility for every 
Member of Congress, Republicans and 
Democrats, is to support and defend 
our Constitution. That means keeping 
our families safe and keeping them 
free. National security, Mr. Chair, is 
not and should never be a political 
issue. 

Today, about 70 to 80 top political 
and military leaders in Iran control ap- 
proximately one-third of their econ- 
omy. They use their power and their 
influence to corrupt the telecommuni- 
cations, construction, and other impor- 
tant industries in that economy. 

An investigation by Reuters found 
that the Supreme Leader alone has ac- 
cumulated a tremendous amount of 
personal wealth through a foundation 
claiming to help the poor. While this 
corruption has grown, the average Ira- 
nian citizen earns the equivalent of 
about $15,000 per year. 

Mr. Chair, the people of Iran and the 
citizens of this world deserve to know 
how much the chief sponsors of ter- 
rorism in Iran have accumulated and 
what the money is being used for. Busi- 
nesses around the world that are look- 
ing to possibly invest in Iran should 
know before their investment who and 
what they are dealing with. 

Mr. Chairman, my bill, H.R. 5461, the 
Iranian Leadership Asset Transparency 
Act, is a straightforward Maine com- 
monsense bill. It simply requires the 
United States Treasury Department to 
collect, maintain, and post online the 
list of 70 to 80 senior political and mili- 
tary leaders in Iran, their personal as- 
sets, how that money was acquired, and 
what it is being used for. 

My bill further requires the Treasury 
Department to post on its Web site this 
information in English as well as the 
three main languages spoken in Iran: 
Farsi, Arabic, and Azeri. The informa- 
tion must be able to be downloaded and 
shared easily by everyone. 
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Mr. Chairman, sunshine is the best 
disinfectant. Let’s use the trans- 
parency of one click of a computer 
from any corner of this globe to expose 
what the chief sponsor of terrorism in 
this world is doing with its money. 

Americans are alarmed and fright- 
ened about the increased terror attacks 
here at home and in peace-loving na- 
tions around the world. Secrecy and 
corruption in Iran breed more ter- 
rorism, so let’s shed light on this de- 
structive behavior and put pressure on 
the Iranian leader to change their 
ways. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen- 
tleman has expired. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield the gentleman an additional 30 
seconds. 
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Mr. POLIQUIN. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
all of my colleagues here in the House, 
Republicans and Democrats, to stand 
with me, and to stand with our fellow 
Americans, and to stand with freedom- 
loving people throughout the world 
against terrorism. I ask, please, that 
everyone vote ‘‘yes’’ for H.R. 5461, the 
Iranian Leadership Asset Transparency 
Act. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Chairman, I yield 4 minutes to the 
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
PRICE), a leading member of the House 
Appropriations Committee. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 
latest Republican effort to undermine 
the Joint Comprehensive Plan of Ac- 
tion, a historic nuclear agreement ne- 
gotiated by the world’s major powers 
to stop Iran from getting a nuclear 
weapon. 

Since the deal was finalized, Repub- 
licans have tried time and time again 
to undermine not just the JCPOA but 
also the credibility of the President of 
our country, both here at home and on 
the international stage. 

We had this very same debate right 
before leaving in July, when the major- 
ity refused to act on such urgent mat- 
ters as Zika funding or countering gun 
violence. Instead, they trotted out 
three bills that would scuttle the Iran 
agreement. 

Now, here we are again with two 
bills, one that would hinder the U.S.’ 
ability to abide by the spirit of the deal 
and one that promotes a false narrative 
about American diplomatic activity. 
Predictably, both bills target President 
Obama and could require the U.S. to 
violate international accords. 

As I have said before, for House Re- 
publicans the Iran nuclear agreement 
has become the ObamaCare of foreign 
policy. Republicans repeatedly pro- 
claim it a failure, despite its objective 
success. They call for its immediate re- 
peal without offering any alternative, 
despite the potentially disastrous con- 
sequences of such action. And they 
continue to clutter the Congressional 
calendar with so-called message votes 
designed to score political points in- 
stead of addressing the real issues fac- 
ing our Nation—such as funding re- 
search to develop a vaccine against the 
Zika virus; such as funding the govern- 
ment for the next fiscal year and avoid- 
ing the threat of a government shut- 
down; or such as doing anything con- 
structive that would ensure military 
readiness, strengthen our infrastruc- 
ture, or make our Nation more secure. 

The bill before us today, H.R. 5461, 
would draw a Presidential veto and 
would not achieve the goals the spon- 
sor claims it would achieve. 

The text of this legislation states 
that a new report on a select number of 
Iranian assets would help the Treasury 
Department’s ‘‘efforts to prevent the 
financing of terrorism” and make ‘‘re- 
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quired compliance with remaining 
sanctions more easily understood.’’ 

That sounds good, but, in reality, the 
bill would take away critical resources 
used to help the Treasury identify Ira- 
nian entities engaged in sanctionable 
conduct—such as human rights viola- 
tions, financing terrorism, and ballistic 
missile development—in order to make 
this new report. 

In reality, this bill would incentivize 
corrupt Iranian actors to conduct their 
financial dealings farther and farther 
in the shadows. It would actually de- 
crease transparency in Iran’s banking 
sector, thereby undermining existing 
efforts to force Iran’s compliance with 
international financial standards. 

In reality, the publication of this re- 
port would promote distrust and 
strengthen the position of hard-liners 
in Iran. 

These legislative antics continue, 
even though the opponents of the 
JCPOA know full well that strong 
sanctions on Iran remain in place. 

Instead of scoring political points or 
seeking to deny the President a foreign 
policy achievement, we should be 
working together in a bipartisan man- 
ner to ensure the agreement’s success. 

Mr. Chairman, we need to remember 
that the world is watching what we do 
here today. We may think a politicized 
bill that has no chance of being signed 
into law doesn’t matter much, but, in 
fact, to the leaders of China, Russia, or 
Iran, it sends a message of hesitation 
and disunity. And to the American 
public, it shows that House leadership 
is more interested in debating mes- 
saging bills than addressing our Na- 
tion’s most pressing policy concerns. 

I urge my colleagues to oppose this 
bill, forego the partisan games, and 
focus on the needs of Americans and 
the security of our Nation. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. PITTENGER), vice 
chairman of our Task Force to Inves- 
tigate Terrorism Financing. 

Mr. PITTENGER. I thank the chair- 
man for yielding the time. I also thank 
Congressman POLIQUIN for his leader- 
ship on this very critical issue. 

Mr. Chairman, we are frequently re- 
minded that Iran remains the world’s 
number one state sponsor of terrorism, 
spreading their terrorism throughout 
the Middle East and throughout north- 
ern Africa. 

Terrorism takes money. Training, re- 
cruiting, smuggling weapons, sup- 
porting sleeper cells, all of these are 
business activities of terrorist organi- 
zations which require major funding. 

For Iran, much of the funding comes 
when Iran’s small network of tyran- 
nical leaders pilfer Iran’s economy. 
Iran’s top political and military lead- 
ers control roughly one-third of Iran’s 
economy, including large portions of 
the telecommunications, construction, 
airport, and seaport sectors. This cozy 
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arrangement provides Iran’s radical Is- 
lamic leaders with significant cash to 
export terror and evil, while leaving 
Iran’s citizens to suffer the effects of a 
depleted economy. 

The Iranian Leadership Asset Trans- 
parency Act will shine a bright light on 
the rampant corruption and the self- 
serving behavior of the Iranian 
mullahs. Through this report, we hope 
to make international corporations 
aware of how their dealings with Iran 
are supporting terrorism and barbaric 
evil and to help the Iranian people 
fully understand how their supposed 
leaders are not operating in their best 
interests. 

Through this report, the American 
people will also better understand why 
President Obama’s $1.7 billion ransom 
payment to Iran is likely to be used, 
again, to support terrorism and why 
President Obama’s unyielding commit- 
ment to negotiate with Iran’s corrupt 
leaders will ultimately make America 
and the world less safe. 

Iran is the new evil empire, a corrupt 
regime intent on spreading nefarious 
actions, destroying freedom, human 
rights, and free speech throughout the 
world. They exist by sucking dry the 
very people they claim to serve. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in 
supporting H.R. 5461, the Iranian Lead- 
ership Asset Transparency Act. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Chairman, I continue to reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, (Mr. ROTHFUS). 

Mr. ROTHFUS. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today in strong support of the Iranian 
Leadership Asset Transparency Act. 
While everyday Iranians earn around 
$15,000 a year, corruption pervades the 
highest levels of the Iranian Govern- 
ment, where bad actors use their 
wealth and positions of power to fund 
terrorism and to advance their own in- 
terests. The wealthiest and most pow- 
erful of the Iranian elites, including 
members of the Islamic Revolutionary 
Guard Corps, and the foundations they 
run control an estimated one-third of 
the nation’s total economy. 

While President Obama and his ad- 
ministration have engaged in negotia- 
tions with Iran’s leadership under the 
delusional pretext that they are in any 
way trustworthy or honorable, we 
know better. The Iranian Ayatollah’s 
favored slogan, ‘‘Death to America,” 
should have tipped the administration 
off that Iran is our adversary, not a 
peace-loving ally. 

President Obama’s foreign policy 
with respect to Iran has set America 
back, endangering us and our allies. 
And with the implementation of the 
Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action, 
he has funneled billions of dollars to 
the world’s leading state sponsor of 
terror. Indeed, Iran funds Hezbollah, 
which was responsible for more Amer- 
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ican deaths than any other terrorist 
organization prior to September 11, 
2001. 

This legislation is among several key 
efforts the House is making to mitigate 
the damage the Obama administration 
has already done by providing Iran 
with billions of dollars in sanctions re- 
lief and cash payments. 

Requiring increased transparency re- 
garding the funds that Iran’s leaders 
hold, many of whom are engaged in sin- 
ister activities, will help financial in- 
stitutions and private businesses com- 
ply with money laundering, related 
laws, and more carefully decide with 
whom they do business. 

Mr. Chairman, to a large degree, 
holding corrupt Iranian leaders more 
accountable is a matter of life and 
death for Americans and our allies. 
Iran has made its evil intentions to- 
ward America clear, and its leaders are 
intent upon harming us. I strongly 
urge this House to pass this crucial leg- 
islation. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Chairman, I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, we have received any 
number of letters and correspondence 
in opposition to this bill, but I thought 
it would be important to just share 
with you one such communication 
from J Street, which is an Israel lob- 
bying group. They basically say that: 

“. . . in light of its limited practical 
utility—this bill appears to be yet an- 
other piece of a sustained effort by US 
opponents of the JCPOA and other dip- 
lomatic engagement with Iran to un- 
dermine the agreement by weakening 
the domestic standing of Iranian Presi- 
dent Hassan Rouhani and his allies vis- 
a-vis Iranian hardliners who also op- 
pose the agreement and bilateral dia- 
logue. It is likely not a coincidence 
that proponents have arranged for floor 
consideration of this bill just as 
Rouhani is in the United States for the 
United Nations General Assembly, and 
that it would require the finalization of 
the first report around the time of the 
next Iranian Presidential election. 

“Hindering the US Government’s 
ability to enforce the terms of the 
JCPOA and sanctions on Iran’s dan- 
gerous non-nuclear behavior while si- 
multaneously undermining Rouhani’s 
standing would make America and our 
allies less safe and redound to the ben- 
efit of the very Iranian hardliners who 
seek to do us harm. Risking these con- 
sequences for the sake of procuring in- 
formation that could not be shared 
with its intended audience would be 
both pointless and reckless. We there- 
fore urge Members of Congress to op- 
pose this bill.” 

That is from J Street, the Israel lob- 
bying group. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. WILLIAMS). 
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Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, here 
are the facts: This summer, Congress 
was made aware that $400 million 
worth of cash was secretly airlifted to 
Iran. Two days later, an additional $1.3 
billion was sent to Iran. This comes on 
top of the approximately $55 billion 
Iran had access to after the Iran nu- 
clear deal was reached. 

But here is something that Ameri- 
cans do not know: Where is all the 
money going and why? Is it going to 
help Iran rebuild its badly aging infra- 
structure? Is it going to support ex- 
panding freedoms for the average Ira- 
nian, or improving basic living condi- 
tions? Who believes any of that? 

In June of this year, Secretary Kerry 
admitted: Some of the money would go 
to groups labeled as terrorist organiza- 
tions. 

He then said: The rest of it, well, we 
just don’t know. 

I am proud to rise today in support of 
my friend from Maine’s bill, a bill that 
will provide some transparency by re- 
quiring the Department of the Treas- 
ury to develop and post online a list 
that estimates the amount of funds and 
assets held by senior Iranian and mili- 
tary leaders and how they acquired 
those assets. 

As a member of the Task Force to In- 
vestigate Terrorism Financing, our 
committee learned firsthand the dan- 
gers associated with approving the Iran 
nuclear deal and giving them access to 
large amounts of cash. Frankly, Iran’s 
leaders cannot be trusted. They are our 
enemy. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, the investment 
made by all U.S. taxpayers in Iran was 
very costly. Let’s make sure we hold 
their leaders accountable. Please sup- 
port the bill. 

In God we trust. 
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Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Chairman, I yield 4 minutes to the 
gentleman from Washington (Mr. 
HECK), a member of the Financial Serv- 
ices Committee. 

Mr. HECK of Washington. Mr. Chair- 
man, I thank the ranking member. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise today in opposi- 
tion to this bill because, well, it is a 
distraction. It is a distraction not just 
from the work we should be doing—I 
mean, I would ask more than rhetori- 
cally exactly how many babies have to 
be born with microcephaly before we 
actually get serious about dealing with 
that proposed issue and the menace 
that it threatens America with. Frank- 
ly, this bill is meant to be a distraction 
from the fact that when it actually 
mattered, the Financial Services Com- 
mittee was absent from the debate over 
the Iran deal—MIA. 

In May 2015, we passed the Iran Nu- 
clear Agreement Review Act to provide 
a framework to consider the Iran deal, 
which we all know now is known as 
JCPOA. Frankly, as one Member—I 
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know a lot of others spent a lot of time 
thinking about that issue and that 
vote, and I, frankly, would suggest that 
Members on both sides of the aisle gave 
this a considerable amount of consider- 
ation, but we didn’t learn anything 
about it from the Financial Services 
Committee—zero, zip, nada. 

One would think that if the com- 
mittee were so concerned about 
JCPOA, they would have explored 
these issues in detail while the deal 
was still under consideration, just as 
many other committees did. 

In fact, I counted more than 30 Iran- 
related hearings in the House of Rep- 
resentatives between June 2014 and 
June 2016, including 9 in the 2-month 
review period mandated in the RE- 
VIEW Act. In that full 2 years, Finan- 
cial Services had no Iran hearings in 
full committee or subcommittee—zip, 
zero, nada. All we got was one solitary 
hearing and a working group before the 
deal went into effect. 

It is not just hearings where Finan- 
cial Services was MIA. Since I have ar- 
rived in Congress, we have passed at 
least four bills dealing with financial 
sanctions or terrorism finance where 
the chair agreed in writing to waive ju- 
risdiction with an exchange of letters. 
On two additional bills, the leadership 
brought to the floor without the chair- 
man’s seeking to protect the commit- 
tee’s jurisdiction over this critical 
issue. 

So I would just ask, Mr. Chairman, if 
this issue were so important—and it 
is—where was the Financial Services 
Committee while the JCPOA was being 
debated? It was MIA. It was absent. 
Then, after sitting silent while the piv- 
otal deal was being developed, consid- 
ered, and debated, the committee has 
finally sprung to life to attempt to sab- 
otage a deal that didn’t fall apart, 
frankly, as a lot of the proponents of 
this deal would have liked. 

The IAEA has stated clearly, for 
months, that Iran is compliant with its 
nuclear-related obligations under 
JCPOA, but we are only now bringing 
to the floor legislation that under- 
mines our own commitments to the 
JCPOA. 

Sadly, it is clear that the bill we 
have on the floor today is about poli- 
tics. It is a distraction, and we should 
reject it. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
Arkansas (Mr. HILL). 

Mr. HILL. I thank the chairman of 
the Financial Services Committee. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong sup- 
port of H.R. 5461 today, and I am a 
proud original cosponsor of this legisla- 
tion. 

Mr. POLIQUIN’s approach is simply a 
commonsense thing to do. When you 
consider that this administration, 6 
years ago, turned its back on the Ira- 
nian people when they were trying to 
protest their notorious regime and 
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take to the streets, but then instead of 
aiding those citizens, they turned their 
back on the people of Iran to negotiate 
with the ayatollahs what I believe to 
be an ill-conceived and poorly designed 
nuclear deal. 

My friend from Connecticut (Mr. 
HIMES) makes the point of asset trans- 
parency and argues that this bill would 
not, in fact, help advance the trans- 
parency of the Quds Force or the aggre- 
gation of these assets in the hands of 
these 80 individuals. But, in fact, if the 
administration was serious about 
transparency, they would not give the 
largest state sponsor of terrorism $1.7 
billion in Swiss francs and euros to be- 
come an untraceable honey pot for the 
purchase of ballistic missile compo- 
nents or fund terrorism in the West 
Bank or back Assad. 

Representative PRICE of North Caro- 
lina talks about this act actually 
strengthening the hard-liners. I would 
argue, if this is strengthening the 
hardliners, what, in fact, did the 
JCPOA accomplish when we report a 50 
percent increase in incursions from the 
Iranian military in our air and sea ac- 
tivities in the Persian Gulf? 

The hard-liners in Iran called the 
payment of $1.7 billion a ransom—not 
the people of the United States. In fact, 
they have taken two more additional 
hostages as a result of this administra- 
tion’s process. 

If we are not strengthening the hard- 
liners, then why is Iran doubling down 
on acquiring ballistic missile tech- 
nology and backing the absolute de- 
struction of Syria? 

So, Mr. Chairman, I think this is a 
commonsense measure that will let the 
people of Iran see what the 80 powerful 
individuals are doing with the billions 
that have been freed up to come back 
to the people, to the country of Iran. 

Street paving is not going on, Mr. 
Chairman. What is going on is the ex- 
pansion of terrorism and billions in 
untraceable money backing a regime 
that our own State Department and 
Treasury says is undiminished in their 
sponsor of terrorism worldwide. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues 
to support Mr. POLIQUIN’s common- 
sense bill. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. 
MEEKS), a member of the Financial 
Services and Foreign Affairs Commit- 
tees. 

Mr. MEEKS. Mr. Chairman, let me 
see. Let’s look at this bill. 

H.R. 5461 would require the Secretary 
of the Treasury to submit a report to 
Congress on the estimated total assets 
under the direct or indirect control by 
Iranian leaders and certain senior po- 
litical and other figures regardless of 
whether such individuals are subject to 
U.S. sanctions. 

So what will that do? By creating 
this report, it would place a substan- 
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tial time and human resource burden 
on the Treasury and, in fact, divert 
critical energy and resources away 
from targeting sanctionable conduct 
and compliance over existing sanctions 
tied to human rights, terrorism, and 
ballistic missiles. 

Moreover, since the report would not 
be tied to any prohibition or legal ac- 
tion, it would have little use as a com- 
pliance tool and, in fact, would likely 
confuse the Office of Foreign Assets 
Control’s regulated publicly. 

Finally, such a report would un- 
doubtedly be seized upon by Iran—and 
quite possibly by all of our P5 allies— 
as an intended effort to discourage 
international investment in Iran, 
which, in turn, could be viewed as a 
violation of the expressed U.S. commit- 
ment under the JCPOA to prevent in- 
terference with the realization of the 
full benefit by Iran of the JCPOA and, 
therefore, undermine the continued 
support for the JCPOA with Iran. 

So I know some people on the other 
side of the aisle don’t believe that this 
is the right thing, but it is clear 
JCPOA prevents an armed nuclear 
Iran. We should vote against H.R. 5461. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Colorado (Mr. TIPTON). 

Mr. TIPTON. Mr. Chairman, it has 
recently come to light that this admin- 
istration may have sent the world’s 
leading state sponsor of terrorism as 
much as $33 billion in cash and gold 
payments over the last 2 years. 

American lives have been lost be- 
cause of Iran’s state-sponsored ter- 
rorism; families have been ripped 
apart. Yet, just last month, we learned 
that the administration paid Iran $1.7 
billion—400 million of which was in un- 
marked, non-U.S. currency—before 
they could secure the release of Amer- 
ican military personnel held hostage in 
Iran. There is no way to track how Iran 
is using this money—or any of the rest 
of the billions in payments it has re- 
ceived. 

If this administration will not act to 
keep its citizens safe, then the House 
must force its hand. This starts by 
holding both our administration and 
Iran’s government accountable. We are 
expressly prohibiting any future ran- 
som payments to Iran, and we are re- 
quiring the Treasury to publicize any 
assets associated with members of 
Iran’s government leadership. We are 
also requiring the Treasury to submit a 
report to Congress that shows how the 
assets were acquired and how they 
have been put to use. 

Fighting terrorism should not be a 
partisan issue. Depriving evil regimes 
of the ability to fund terrorism should 
not be a partisan issue. Mr. Chairman, 
I urge my colleagues to support the 
two pieces of legislation that we have 
on the House side, on the Republican 
column. Mr. POLIQUIN’s bill, H.R. 5461, 
is a step in the right direction, and I 
urge my colleagues to support it. 
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Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Chairman, I continue to reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, 
may I inquire how much time remains? 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from 
Texas has 72 minutes remaining. The 
gentlewoman from California has 7 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Arizona (Mr. SCHWEIKERT). 

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Mr. Chairman, 
can I bring a slightly different discus- 
sion and weave it back into the things 
that have been said here? 

Mechanically, we often have this con- 
versation that if we had a more holistic 
understanding of the money that was 
going to bad actors around the world— 
I am holding parts of the report here 
talking about 18 tons of cocaine being 
moved through north Africa and then, 
ultimately, through Lebanon, through 
the handlers of Hezbollah and a billion- 
plus dollars of cash. As you and I know, 
we have all sat through the terrorism 
financing testimony and others that 
Hezbollah doesn’t move, ultimately, 
without their puppet masters in Iran 
instructing them on what to do. 

So take a step backwards. If I came 
to you and said I care about terrorism, 
I care about bad actors, I care about 
drug resources moving through the 
world, and I have the country of Iran 
whose proxies are functionally, today, 
the leading money launderers not only 
in the region, but probably the world, 
and then we look at what the adminis- 
tration has done—I understand many 
people support it for the nuclear arms 
side. I am fine. I am enraged that the 
openness and the misrepresentation 
and lying—just plain lying—to Con- 
gress on the timing, what happened, 
and how it was delivered—was it in 
cash, or was it in wires? So a piece of 
legislation like this, why would we fear 
another layer of just openness and dis- 
closure saying that this is woven into 
many evil, bad actors in the world that 
are moving billions of dollars of illicit 
money and illicit narcotics, people— 
human smuggling—why wouldn’t we 
want to sort of have the view of what 
is Iran’s hand in it, what is their 
proxy’s hand in it we call Hezbollah? 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen- 
tleman has expired. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield the gentleman an additional 30 
seconds. 

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Mr. Chairman, 
many of us have sat on the terrorism 
finance committee, and I appreciate 
Chairman HENSARLING for allowing me 
to sit there. But the more you learn, 
the more you understand the levels of 
complication. We have this habit 
around here, when we get behind the 
microphones, we make things direct 
and simple in a sound bite. It is com- 
plex, and there are tremendous 
amounts of money and bad things hap- 
pening here. 
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Why would a simple piece of legisla- 
tion—one of the beautiful things in 
here is it gives me more openness so we 
understand what the bad actors are 
doing. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Chairman, I yield myself the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. Chairman, as I have said at the 
onset of this debate, it is clear that 
this bill is nothing more than an effort 
to derail the administration’s diplo- 
matic accomplishments with regard to 
the Iran nuclear deal. 
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After failing to block the deal from 
being implemented, opponents have 
shifted their focus towards unraveling 
and delegitimizing it bit by bit. This is 
despite the fact that over a year after 
the accord was signed, the JCPOA is 
widely seen as having diffused the glob- 
al security threat of a nuclear armed 
Iran for at least a generation. 

Despite the ongoing success of the 
agreement, my colleagues on the other 
side of the aisle have gone to great 
lengths to promote a false narrative 
that the administration too readily 
concedes to Iran’s demands, including 
by pushing claims that the U.S. made 
secret ransom payments to Iran. Other 
efforts to destabilize the agreement 
have been aimed squarely at violating 
the terms of the agreement itself. 

For example, Republicans moved a 
spate of measures earlier this summer 
that would block the sale of aircraft to 
Iran, despite the fact that these sales 
were a central component of the nu- 
clear agreement. Moreover, Repub- 
licans also rushed legislation to the 
floor before leaving for the last con- 
gressional recess to undermine Iran’s 
conduct of banking transactions out- 
side of the United States—activity that 
became permissible as part of the nu- 
clear deal. 

So while the bill before us today, 
H.R. 5461, may appear to contain a sim- 
ple reporting requirement, it is most 
certainly not a bill that promotes our 
national security interests. By requir- 
ing an extraneous report on the assets 
of Iranian leaders without regard to 
current sanctions or other obligations, 
the bill would prevent the Iranian peo- 
ple from receiving the full benefits of 
this agreement. This would put the 
agreement in jeopardy and strengthen 
the hand of the hardliners in Iran who 
want nothing more than to see the nu- 
clear deal fall apart. This scenario 
would threaten global security and 
deal a severe blow in our efforts to pre- 
vent a nuclear Iran. 

In closing, I would like to ask critics 
of the deal what they believe their 
moral responsibility will be if their re- 
lentless efforts to undo the deal are 
successful? How do you think rejection 
by the U.S. of the nuclear deal will af- 
fect American leadership on any future 
foreign policy negotiations? 
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Some critics of the Iran nuclear deal 
express outrage that the deal has not 
curtailed Iran’s other destabilizing in- 
fluence in the region or support for 
what they say is terrorism at this 
time. 

I think it is important to note that 
the Iran nuclear deal was quite delib- 
erately focused on the nuclear issue as 
the paramount concern regarding 
Iran’s foreign policy. The Iran nuclear 
deal is an arms control agreement, and 
in that respect, it has been successful 
to date. 

It is my hope that the ongoing suc- 
cess of the nuclear deal might give us 
the leverage to work toward con- 
structing a better policy towards Iran 
that will help us address the range of 
Iran’s destabilizing behavior in the re- 
gion, but I urge my colleagues not to 
confuse the legislation like H.R. 5461 
with any serious effort to move us in 
that direction. So rather than force the 
President to veto this harmful and mis- 
guided legislation, I urge my col- 
leagues to block this bill from moving 
forward here in the House. 

Mr. Chairman, I am going to reit- 
erate that the world is watching what 
we do here. I want to reiterate that we 
didn’t just enter into this deal by our- 
selves. We have all of our allies who 
have agreed to this deal. If this is un- 
dermined, if it is seen to cause us to 
act in bad faith, then what are we to 
say to our allies? What are we to say to 
the rest of the world about a deal that 
was negotiated by the leader of this 
country, the President of the United 
States? 

If the President of the United States 
of America can’t count on the Congress 
of the United States to back him up in 
the world, if the President of the 
United States can’t count on the Mem- 
bers of Congress to stand with him, and 
if the President of the United States 
can’t be comfortable that the Members 
of Congress are not going to make him 
look as if he did not mean what he 
said, that he was not truthful in the 
negotiation, then what can a leader do? 
How can a leader lead a country? 

All of us who claim to love this coun- 
try and to care about its safety and se- 
curity have ourselves on the line with 
this legislation. This is legislation that 
will be deemed to undermine that 
agreement and be seen as just another 
attempt to undermine the President of 
the United States of America. It is not 
concerned about whether or not we 
have stopped the nuclear proliferation 
in Iran, not concerned that we have 
caused all of that region to feel safe 
and us to feel safe for another genera- 
tion, but rather, pursuing to under- 
mine the agreement simply because 
they don’t like some part of it or they 
are not able to make the President do 
what they want him to do. 

This is outrageous. This cannot go 
forward in the way that it is intended 
by my friends on the opposite side of 
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the aisle. I know that they are smart 
and they are bright and they are intel- 
ligent, but they cannot let their emo- 
tions about either not liking the Presi- 
dent of the United States or simply not 
liking Iran to get in the way of this 
deal that will create safety in the 
world. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself the balance of my time. 

I cannot imagine what the American 
people who are tuning in to C-SPAN 
must think. They must think that 
when they hear our friends on the 
other side of the aisle, that they have 
tuned in not to the United States Con- 
gress, but to the Iranian Parliament. 

Rarely have I heard so many come to 
the House floor to defend this regime. 
Oh, oh, we might hurt their feelings if 
we make them disclose their personal 
finances. 

Mr. Chairman, every Member of Con- 
gress has to disclose their personal fi- 
nances. So what is wrong with the fore- 
most state sponsor of terrorism expos- 
ing their assets, their funding, where 
they control one-third of the Iranian 
economy? 

No. We hear: Oh, we might hurt their 
feelings, we may hurt their sensibili- 
ties. 

Now, many have come to quote the 
administration. Well, Mr. Chairman, 
let me quote the administration—the 
State Department’s Country Reports 
on Terrorism. The last one noted that: 

“Tran continued to sponsor terrorist 
groups around the world, principally 


through its Islamic Revolutionary 
Guard Corps. . These groups in- 
cluded Lebanese Hizballah, several 


Iraqi Shia militant groups, Hamas, and 
Palestine Islamic Jihad. Iran, 
Hizballah, and other Shia militia con- 
tinued to provide support to the Asad 
regime, dramatically bolstering its ca- 
pabilities, prolonging the civil war in 
Syria, and worsening the human rights 
and refugee crisis there.” 

Mr. Chairman, those aren’t my 
words. Those are the words of the 
President’s State Department. Now, 
this is their country report. 

Maybe, maybe my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle would like to 
offer an amendment so that no longer 
can the State Department publish such 
reports on terrorism because it might 
offend the sensibilities of the Iranians. 

The truth is, Mr. Chairman, this is a 
total red herring. There is nothing, 
nothing in this bill that violates the 
JCPOA. I think it is a terrible agree- 
ment. This is well known. In fact, a 
strong majority of this body opposed 
it, but we understand the President en- 
tered into it. 

How can they object? How can my 
friends on the other side of the aisle 
object to transparency and account- 
ability for the leadership of the world’s 
foremost state sponsor of terrorism— 
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again, that is the Obama administra- 
tion saying that, Mr. Chairman—how 
can they object to a little transparency 
there and yet allow this report to come 
out from the State Department? 

It makes no sense at all. We heard 
some say: Oh, my Lord, this might 
take up resources at the State Depart- 
ment. 

Well, according to the Congressional 
Budget Office, this comes in in thou- 
sands. Not millions, not billions, not 
trillions, but thousands. And given 
that the most important thing we do as 
Members of Congress is to provide for 
the common defense, including the 
common defense against the world’s 
foremost state sponsor of terrorism, I 
think that it would be wise that we put 
the resources towards this report. It 
may be a first because I have never 
heard, in the years I have been here, 
any of my Democratic colleagues ever 
be concerned about the resources of the 
United States of America, as they have 
worked to give us the worst debt and 
deficit in the history of our Republic, 
an unsustainable debt that undermines 
our common defense. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, this is a re- 
gime involved in cyberterrorism. This 
is a regime trying to develop ballistic 
missile technology. This is a regime 
that funds Hezbollah as it rains mis- 
siles down on Israel. 

The gentleman from Maine (Mr. 
POLIQUIN) has come up with a very 
commonsense piece of legislation. I ap- 
plaud his leadership in bringing forth 
H.R. 5461. Let’s have some trans- 
parency, lets have some account- 
ability. We know—we know that to 
combat terrorist financing. We must 
follow the money. We must expose the 
money. And that is what the gen- 
tleman from Maine does with his bill. 

I do not understand why such a com- 
monsense piece of legislation is being 
so vigorously opposed by my friends on 
the other side of the aisle. Again, 
Americans must be in a tizzy trying to 
figure out if they have tuned in to the 
United States Congress or the Iranian 
Parliament. Let’s make sure they un- 
derstand this is the United States Con- 
gress. We will stand for the common 
defense, we will expose this terrorist fi- 
nancing, and we will stand with the 
gentleman from Maine (Mr. POLIQUIN) 
and stand for all Americans, and we 
will vote for H.R. 5461. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Chair, | rise 
today to support H.R. 5461, the “lranian Lead- 
ership Transparency Act,” introduced by my 
colleague BRUCE POLIQUIN. 

This bill will give the Iranian people some 
measure of the transparency they deserve— 
but have long been denied—about the corrupt 
financial dealings of their government. H.R. 
5461 would require the Administration to 
produce an annual report on the financial and 
other assets owned by Iran’s senior leaders 
and the highest ranks of Iran’s Islamic Revolu- 
tionary Guard Corps. 
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The report will be published in an easily 
downloadable format in English, Farsi, Arabic, 
and Azeri to make sure the information winds 
up in the hands of Iranians and empowers 
transparency advocates. 

With a corruption index ranking of 130 out 
of 168 countries from Transparency Inter- 
national and a media freedom ranking of 169 
out of 180 from Reporters Without Borders, 
Iran is one of the most difficult climates in 
which to discover and report the truth about 
official corruption. 

This United States Government report would 
provide unique insights for Iranian and inter- 
national audiences, particularly since so much 
of Iran’s economy is controlled by shadowy or- 
ganizations, such as the Islamic Revolutionary 
Guard Corps. The United States Institute of 
Peace assesses that the IRGC is Iran’s single 
largest economic force with major stakes in 
most sectors of the economy, including con- 
struction, energy, and _ telecommunication, 
among others. 

To further draw back the curtain on Iran’s 
shadowy dealings, the report would detail how 
the IRGC and Iranian leaders acquired these 
assets, how they use them, and any methods 
or techniques they have employed to launder 
them. 

Mr. Chair, the report will also enable us to 
whether the Administration is doing everything 
in its power to curtail Iran’s well-known money 
laundering practices—which serve as the con- 
duit for much of the support Iran provides to 
the terrorist groups and armed proxies that 
threaten American and Israeli lives on a daily 
basis. 

| urge my colleagues to support this legisla- 
tion. 

The CHAIR. All time for general de- 
bate has expired. 

Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be 
considered for amendment under the 5- 
minute rule. The bill shall be consid- 
ered as read. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 5461 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Iranian 
Leadership Asset Transparency Act’’. 

SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

The Congress finds the following: 

(1) Iran is characterized by high levels of 
official and institutional corruption, and 
substantial involvement by Iran’s security 
forces, particularly the Islamic Revolu- 
tionary Guard Corps (IRGC), in the economy. 

(2) Many members of Iran’s senior political 
and military leadership have acquired sig- 
nificant personal and institutional wealth by 
using their positions to secure control of sig- 
nificant portions of Iran’s national economy. 

(3) Sanctions relief provided through the 
Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action has re- 
sulted in the removal of many Iranian enti- 
ties that are tied to governmental corrup- 
tion from the list of entities sanctioned by 
the United States. 

(4) The Department of Treasury in 2011 des- 
ignated the Islamic Republic of Iran’s finan- 
cial sector as a jurisdiction of primary 
money laundering concern under section 311 
of the USA PATRIOT Act, stating ‘‘Treasury 
has for the first time identified the entire 
Iranian financial sector; including Iran’s 
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Central Bank, private Iranian banks, and 
branches, and subsidiaries of Iranian banks 
operating outside of Iran as posing illicit fi- 
nance risks for the global financial system.’’. 

(5) Iran continues to be listed by the Fi- 
nancial Action Task Force (FATF) among 
the ‘‘Non-Cooperative Countries or Terri- 
tories’’—countries which it perceived to be 
non-cooperative in the global fight against 
terror finance and money laundering. 

(6) Iran and North Korea are the only coun- 
tries listed by the FATF as ‘‘Non-Coopera- 
tive Countries or Territories” against which 
FATF countries should take measures. 

(7) The Transparency International index 
of perceived public corruption ranks Iran 
130th out of 168 countries surveyed. 

(8) The State Department identified Iran as 
a country/jurisdiction of ‘primary concern” 
for money laundering in its 2014 Inter- 
national Narcotics Control Strategy Report 
(INCSR). 

(9) The State Department currently identi- 
fies Iran, along with Sudan and Syria, as a 
state sponsor of terrorism, “having repeat- 
edly provided support for acts of inter- 
national terrorism”. 

(10) The State Department’s ‘‘Country Re- 
ports on Terrorism’’, published last in June 
2015 noted that ‘‘Iran continued to sponsor 
terrorist groups around the world, prin- 
cipally through its Islamic Revolutionary 
Guard Corps-Qods Force (IRGC-QF). These 
groups included Lebanese Hizballah, several 
Iraqi Shia militant groups, Hamas, and Pal- 
estine Islamic Jihad. Iran, Hizballah, and 
other Shia militia continued to provide sup- 
port to the Asad regime, dramatically bol- 
stering its capabilities, prolonging the civil 
war in Syria, and worsening the human 
rights and refugee crisis there.’’. 

(11) The Iranian Government’s tolerance of 
corruption and nepotism in business limits 
opportunities for foreign and domestic in- 
vestment, particularly given the significant 
involvement of the IRGC in many sectors of 
Iran’s economy. 

(12) The IRGC and the leadership-con- 
trolled bonyads (foundations) control an es- 
timated one-third of Iran’s total economy, 
including large portions of Iran’s tele- 
communications, construction, and airport 
and port operations. These operations give 
the IRGC and bonyads vast funds to support 
terrorist organizations such as Hezbollah 
and Hamas. 

(18) By gaining control of major economic 
sectors, the IRGC and bonyads have also 
served to further disadvantage the average 
Iranian. 

SEC. 3. REPORT REQUIREMENT RELATING TO AS- 
SETS OF IRANIAN LEADERS AND 
CERTAIN SENIOR POLITICAL FIG- 
URES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 270 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, and 
annually thereafter (or more frequently if 
the Secretary of the Treasury determines it 
appropriate based on new information re- 
ceived by the Secretary) for the following 2 
years, the Secretary of the Treasury shall, in 
furtherance of the Secretary’s efforts to pre- 
vent the financing of terrorism, money laun- 
dering, or related illicit finance and to make 
financial institutions’ required compliance 
with remaining sanctions more easily under- 
stood, submit a report to the appropriate 
congressional committees containing— 

(1) the estimated total funds or assets held 
in accounts at U.S. and foreign financial in- 
stitutions that are under direct or indirect 
control by each natural person described in 
subsection (b) and a description of such as- 
sets; 
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(2) an identification of any equity stake 
such natural person has in an entity on the 
Department of the Treasury’s list of Spe- 
cially Designated Nationals or in any other 
sanctioned entity; 

(3) a description of how such funds or as- 
sets or equity interests were acquired, and 
how they have been used or employed; and 

(4) a description of any new methods or 
techniques used to evade anti-money laun- 
dering and related laws, including rec- 
ommendations to improve techniques to 
combat illicit uses of the U.S. financial sys- 
tem by each natural person described in sub- 
section (b). 

(b) PERSONS DESCRIBED.—The natural per- 
sons described in this subsection are the fol- 
lowing: 

(1) The Supreme Leader of Iran. 

(2) The President of Iran. 

(3) Members of the Council of Guardians. 

(4) Members of the Expediency Council. 

(5) The Minister of Intelligence and Secu- 
rity. 

(6) The Commander and the Deputy Com- 
mander of the IRGC. 

(7) The Commander and the Deputy Com- 
mander of the IRGC Ground Forces. 

(8) The Commander and the Deputy Com- 
mander of the IRGC Aerospace Force. 

(9) The Commander and the Deputy Com- 
mander of the IRGC Navy. 

(10) The Commander 
Mostaz’afin. 

(11) The Commander of the Qods Force. 

(12) The Commander in Chief of the Police 
Force. 

(13) The head of the IRGC Joint Staff. 

(14) The Commander of the IRGC Intel- 
ligence. 

(15) The head of the IRGC Imam Hussein 
University. 

(16) The Supreme Leader’s Representative 
at the IRGC. 

(17) The Chief Executive Officer and the 
Chairman of the IRGC Cooperative Founda- 
tion. 

(18) The Commander of the Khatam-al- 
Anbia Construction Head Quarter. 

(19) The Chief Executive Officer of the 
Basij Cooperative Foundation. 

(20) The head of the Political Bureau of the 
IRGC. 

(c) FORM OF REPORT; 
ABILITY.— 

(1) FormM.—The report required under sub- 
section (a) shall be submitted in unclassified 
form but may contain a classified annex. 

(2) PUBLIC AVAILABILITY.—The unclassified 
portion of such report shall be made avail- 
able to the public and posted on the website 
of the Department of the Treasury— 

(A) in English, Farsi, Arabic, and Azeri; 
and 

(B) in precompressed, easily downloadable 
versions that are made available in all ap- 
propriate formats. 

(d) SOURCES OF INFORMATION.—In preparing 
a report described under subsection (a), the 
Secretary of the Treasury may utilize any 
credible publication, database, web-based re- 
source, and any credible information com- 
piled by any government agency, nongovern- 
mental organization, or other entity pro- 
vided to or made available to the Secretary. 

(e) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec- 
tion: 

(1) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT- 
TEES.—The term ‘‘appropriate congressional 
committees’? means the Committee on Fi- 
nancial Services of the House of Representa- 
tives and the Committee on Banking, Hous- 
ing, and Urban Affairs of the Senate. 

(2) FUNDS.—The term ‘‘funds’’ means— 


of the Basij-e- 


PUBLIC AVAIL- 


September 21, 2016 


(A) cash; 

(B) equity; 

(C) any other intangible asset whose value 
is derived from a contractual claim, includ- 
ing bank deposits, bonds, stocks, a security 
as defined in section 2(a) of the Securities 
Act of 1933 (15 U.S.C. 77b(a)), or a security or 
an equity security as defined in section 3(a) 
of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 (15 
U.S.C. 78c(a)); and 

(D) anything else that the Secretary deter- 
mines appropriate. 

The CHAIR. No amendment to the 
bill shall be in order except those 
printed in House Report 114-778. Each 
such amendment may be offered only 
in the order printed in the report, by a 
Member designated in the report, shall 
be considered as read, shall be debat- 
able for the time specified in the re- 
port, equally divided and controlled by 
the proponent and an opponent, shall 
not be subject to amendment, and shall 
not be subject to a demand for division 
of the question. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. POLIQUIN 

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con- 
sider amendment No. 1 printed in 
House Report 114-778. 

Mr. POLIQUIN. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 9, line 23, strike ‘‘Committee on Fi- 
nancial Services” and insert ‘‘Committees 
on Financial Services and Foreign Affairs’’. 

Page 9, line 24, strike “Committee” and in- 
sert “Committees”. 

Page 10, line 1, after ‘‘Affairs’’ insert the 
following: ‘‘and Foreign Relations”. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso- 
lution 876, the gentleman from Maine 
(Mr. POLIQUIN) and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Maine. 

Mr. POLIQUIN. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
to offer the Poliquin amendment to the 
Iranian Leadership Asset Transparency 
Act. 

My amendment is very simple, Mr. 
Chairman. It adds the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs to the reporting re- 
quirements in the bill. 

Right now, the legislation requires 
the Department of Treasury to provide 
a report to the House Financial Serv- 
ices Committee and the Senate Bank- 
ing Committee, the unclassified por- 
tion of which will be posted for every- 
one to see on the U.S. Department of 
Treasury’s Web site. My amendment, 
Mr. Chairman, adds the House Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs and the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations in the 
Senate as appropriate congressional 
committees to receive the report. 

It is a small adjustment to the bill, 
but a good one, as I think we all ben- 
efit from the good work that Chairman 
ROYCE and his committee has con- 
ducted with regard to the Iranian re- 
gime. 

I urge support of this amendment 
and, once again, for the underlying bill. 
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I yield back the balance of my time. 
The CHAIR. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Maine (Mr. POLIQUIN). 
The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. YOUNG OF 
INDIANA 


The Acting CHAIR (Mr. Simpson). It 
is now in order to consider amendment 
No. 2 printed in House Report 114-778. 

Mr. YOUNG of Indiana. Mr. Chair- 
man, I have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 7, line 7, strike ‘‘and’’. 

Page 7, line 13, strike the period and insert 
a semicolon. 

Page 7, after line 13, insert the following: 

(5) recommendations for how U.S. eco- 
nomic sanctions against Iran may be revised 
to prevent the funds or assets described 
under this subsection from being used by the 
natural persons described in subsection (b) to 
contribute to the continued development, 
testing, and procurement of ballistic missile 
technology by Iran; 

(6) a description of how the Department of 
the Treasury assesses the impact and effec- 
tiveness of U.S. economic sanctions pro- 
grams against Iran; and 

(7) recommendations for improving the 
ability of the Department of the Treasury to 
rapidly and effectively develop, implement, 
and enforce additional economic sanctions 
against Iran if so ordered by the President 
under the International Emergency Eco- 
nomic Powers Act or other corresponding 
legislation. 


The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 876, the gentleman 
from Indiana (Mr. YOUNG) and a Mem- 
ber opposed each will control 5 min- 
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Indiana. 
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Mr. YOUNG of Indiana. Mr. Chair- 
man, I rise in support of my amend- 
ment to the Iranian Leadership Asset 
Transparency Act. 

I thank the gentleman from Maine 
(Mr. POLIQUIN) for his timely and valu- 
able bill. 

Iran is a determined and treacherous 
enemy of the United States. Despite 
the hopes of the Obama administra- 
tion’s following the adoption of the 
JCPOA nuclear agreement, Iran has 
only escalated its aggressive foreign 
policy over the past year. It has not 
locked arms agreeably with the com- 
munity of civilized nations. 

While the Obama administration re- 
moved the sanctions related to Iran’s 
nuclear program following the adop- 
tion of the JCPOA, U.S. sanctions re- 
main in place against Iran in response 
to its state sponsorship of terrorism, 
ballistic missile program, and human 
rights violations. 

Tracking and cataloging the assets 
and funds that are controlled by the 
Iranian regime is a necessary step to- 
wards uncovering how Iran continues 
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to challenge and attempts to cir- 
cumvent the U.S. sanctions regime. 

My amendment simply builds upon 
the excellent foundation laid out in the 
underlying bill by expanding the scope 
of the reporting requirements. These 
new components require Treasury to 
provide recommendations for improv- 
ing the U.S. sanctions regime against 
Iran and a description of how Treasury 
assesses the impact and effectiveness 
of U.S. sanctions. 

The amendment will enhance the 
ability of Congress to assess and exer- 
cise oversight over Iran policy. The ex- 
panding reporting requirements will 
also contribute to the ability of Con- 
gress to ensure that Iran policy is serv- 
ing the national security interests of 
the United States. 

Iran’s continued aggression threatens 
all Americans regardless of one’s polit- 
ical party. It is not partisan maneu- 
vering for Congress to require the De- 
partment of the Treasury to provide 
valuable information to Congress on 
matters of great importance to our na- 
tional security. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to 
this amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Chairman, the Young amendment 
would add three additional require- 
ments to the report that are called for 
under the underlying bill, including a 
description of how the administration 
views the effectiveness of its sanctions 
programs and recommendations for im- 
proving their enforcement. 

I believe it would be a strategic mis- 
take to disclose to our adversaries how 
we view the effectiveness of our sanc- 
tions programs and would be impru- 
dent to signal to them how we might 
respond or alter our approach through 
the use of economic sanctions. 

Furthermore, the amendment ap- 
pears to be premised on the assumption 
that the administration isn’t already 
actively enforcing sanctions related to 
Iran, particularly its pursuit of bal- 
listic missile technology. Ironically, 
the extensive reporting requirements 
on roughly 80 senior Iranian officers in 
the underlying bill would detract from 
the administration’s ability to imple- 
ment the very sanctions that the 
Young amendment seeks to embrace. 

Given its false premise, the increased 
burden the amendment would place on 
the Treasury Department, and the 
strategic folly of revealing our strat- 
egy for using sanctions to rein in Iran’s 
nefarious behavior, I oppose the 
amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I simply don’t believe 
that these Members who are engaging 
in this kind of activity really under- 
stand what they are doing. I refer to it 
as folly, but it is worse than that. It is 
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weighing in on something they really 
don’t know about. In doing so, they 
don’t recognize the damage they are 
doing to their own country and to the 
President of the United States. I op- 
pose this amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana (Mr. YOUNG). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MR. LANCE 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 3 printed in 
House Report 114-778. 

Mr. LANCE. Mr. Chair, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 8, after line 23, insert the following: 

(21) The head of the Atomic Energy Organi- 
zation of Iran. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 876, the gentleman 
from New Jersey (Mr. LANCE) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. LANCE. My thanks to Chairman 
HENSARLING, and my thanks, as well, to 
Congressman POLIQUIN for their tre- 
mendous leadership on this issue. 

Mr. Chairman, this is not about the 
underlying Iranian nuclear agreement, 
and nothing in this amendment and 
nothing in the Poliquin bill will change 
that agreement. Obviously, there is 
significant debate about the underlying 
agreement. I am a strong opponent of 
that, as was the majority here in the 
House of Representatives. Unfortu- 
nately, the other Chamber never voted 
on the issue because we could not reach 
a conclusion of debate on that issue. 

On this amendment, it is in our na- 
tional security interest to be scruti- 
nizing the assets that are held by sen- 
ior Iranian political and military lead- 
ers so that we might know how those 
assets were acquired and how they are 
being spent. This amendment would 
add the name of the head of the Iranian 
Atomic Energy Organization, a posi- 
tion currently held by Ali Akbar 
Salehi, to a list of Iranian leaders who 
are named in this legislation. 

Given Iran’s known desire for a nu- 
clear weapons program and its clear 
ties to international terror, we should 
be monitoring the finances of the head 
of its nuclear program regardless of 
who he is. For years, the Iranian re- 
gime has been mired in institutional- 
ized corruption; and the nexus of nu- 
clear weapons, state-sponsored ter- 
rorism, money laundering, secret fi- 
nancial agreements, and mass pilfering 
from the Iranian people is cause for 
great alarm. 

Mr. Chairman, we need all of the 
tools at our disposal. Let’s add the 
head of the Atomic Energy Organiza- 
tion of Iran to this legislation, and 
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let’s have the U.S. Treasury do all it 
can to investigate the finances of this 
regime. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge a ‘“‘yes’’ vote on 
the amendment I am offering, and I 
certainly urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote on the un- 
derlying legislation that has been spon- 
sored by Congressman POLIQUIN. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to 
the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Chairman, I really should not 
spend my time on this. This is kind of 
ridiculous that this long list we have of 
which they want to find out about the 
assets—where they came from, how 
they are managed, who they give them 
to, et cetera—is kind of senseless any- 
way because, even if the Treasury De- 
partment took all of this time and ef- 
fort that it should be using on enforc- 
ing sanctions, et cetera, it would be 
classified. I don’t know how they ex- 
pect to get this to the Iranian people to 
view as they are trying to have them 
think that they can somehow under- 
mine what their government is doing 
and, I guess, create a war between Iran 
and the United States. 

I don’t know what they are doing, 
but I know this—it doesn’t make good 
sense. It ties up the Treasury Depart- 
ment to do all of this useless stuff. And 
to have a list where you spend time on 
the floor of the United States Congress 
saying, I want to add one more name— 
give me a break. I oppose the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. LANCE). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Acting CHAIR. There being no 
further amendment, under the rule, the 
Committee rises. 

Accordingly, the Committee rose; 
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
CHABOT) having assumed the chair, Mr. 
SIMPSON, Acting Chair of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, reported that that Com- 
mittee, having had under consideration 
the bill (H.R. 5461) to require the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to submit a re- 
port to the appropriate congressional 
committees on the estimated total as- 
sets under direct or indirect control by 
certain senior Iranian leaders and 
other figures, and for other purposes, 
and, pursuant to House Resolution 876, 
he reported the bill back to the House 
with sundry amendments adopted in 
the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the rule, the previous question is or- 
dered. 

Is a separate vote demanded on any 
amendment reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole? If not, the Chair 
will put them en gros. 
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The amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro- 
ceedings on this question will be post- 
poned. 


EE 


REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO- 
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 5931, PROHIBITING FUTURE 
RANSOM PAYMENTS TO IRAN 
ACT, AND WAIVING A REQUIRE- 
MENT OF CLAUSE 6(a) OF RULE 
XIII WITH RESPECT TO CONSID- 
ERATION OF CERTAIN RESOLU- 
TIONS REPORTED FROM THE 
COMMITTEE ON RULES 


Ms. FOXX, from the Committee on 
Rules, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 114-781) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 879) providing for consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 5931) to provide for the 
prohibition on cash payments to the 
Government of Iran, and for other pur- 
poses, and waiving a requirement of 
clause 6(a) of rule XIII with respect to 
consideration of certain resolutions re- 
ported from the Committee on Rules, 
which was referred to the House Cal- 
endar and ordered to be printed. 


ES 


REQUIRE EVALUATION BEFORE 
IMPLEMENTING EXECUTIVE 
WISHLISTS ACT OF 2016 


GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re- 
marks and to include extraneous mate- 
rials on H.R. 3438. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to House Resolution 875 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consider- 
ation of the bill, H.R. 3488. 

The Chair appoints the gentleman 
from Idaho (Mr. SIMPSON) to preside 
over the Committee of the Whole. 


1627 
IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
Accordingly, the House resolved 


itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
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consideration of the bill (H.R. 3488) to 
amend title 5, United States Code, to 
postpone the effective date of high-im- 
pact rules pending judicial review, with 
Mr. SIMPSON in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the 
bill is considered read the first time. 

The gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 
GOODLATTE) and the gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. CONYERS) each will con- 
trol 30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Virginia. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Washington’s regulatory system is 
one that virtually every day places new 
obstacles in the path of American jobs 
and economic growth. The biggest ob- 
stacles of all are new regulations that 
impose more than $1 billion per year in 
costs on the American economy. 

Struggling workers, families, and 
small business owners have every right 
to ask why regulations that cost this 
much are ever promulgated at all. 
Surely, there are less costly measures 
that are effective and should be adopt- 
ed instead. 

Those less costly measures would 
allow many more resources to be de- 
voted to job creation and productive 
investment. But billion-dollar rules are 
promulgated, and there are more and 
more as the Obama administration 
grinds to an end. This is one of the rea- 
sons our economy has faced so much 
difficulty in achieving a full recovery 
under the Obama administration’s mis- 
guided policies. 

Making matters worse, when billion- 
dollar rules are challenged in court, 
regulated entities must often sink bil- 
lions of dollars into compliance while 
litigation is pending even if that litiga- 
tion ultimately will be successful. 
Such was the case in Michigan v. EPA, 
for example, in which an Environ- 
mental Protection Agency rule for util- 
ities imposed about $10 billion in costs 
to achieve just $4 million to $6 million 
in benefits. That is, at best, about 
$1,600 in costs for every $1 of benefit. 
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This is money for job creation and 
economic recovery we simply cannot 
afford to waste. But EPA and the 
courts allowed it to be wasted for years 
during successful litigation chal- 
lenging the rule, because neither the 
EPA nor the courts stayed the rule. 

The REVIEW Act, introduced by Sub- 
committee on Regulatory Reform, 
Commercial and Antitrust Law Chair- 
man MARINO, is a commonsense meas- 
ure that responds to this problem with 
a simple, bright-line test. Under the 
bill, if a new regulation imposes $1 bil- 
lion or more in annual cost, it will not 
go into effect until after litigation 
challenging it is resolved. Of course, if 
the regulation is not challenged, it 
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may go into effect as normal. This is a 
balanced approach, and it provides a 
healthy incentive for agencies to pro- 
mulgate effective, but lower-cost regu- 
lations that are more legally sound to 
begin with. 

I want to thank Subcommittee on 
Regulatory Reform, Commercial and 
Antitrust Law Chairman TOM MARINO 
for his work on this important legisla- 
tion. 

I urge all of my colleagues to support 
the bill. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

H.R. 3488 would stay the enforcement 
of any rule imposing an annual cost to 
the economy in excess of $1 billion, 
pending judicial review. 

Now, do you suspect what that might 
do? It would have a pernicious impact 
on rulemaking and the ability of agen- 
cies to respond to critical health and 
safety issues. In essence, the bill would 
encourage anyone who wants to delay a 
significant rule from going into effect 
to simply seek a judicial review of the 
rule. 

Please, we all know that the judicial 
review process can take months—some- 
times years—to finalize, especially if 
the appellate process reaches the 
United States Supreme Court. So rath- 
er than ensuring predictability and 
streamlining the rulemaking process, 
this bill would have the completely op- 
posite impact by making the process 
less predictable and more time-con- 
suming. 

Equally important, H.R. 3438 has ab- 
solutely no health or safety emergency 
exceptions. If anything, this bill would 
empower the very entities that caused 
a serious health or safety risk to delay 
and maybe even derail legitimate ef- 
forts by regulatory agencies to respond 
to such threats. 

As with other bills proposed by my 
colleagues on the other side of the 
aisle, this legislation myopically fo- 
cuses only on the cost of a proposed 
rule while ignoring the rule’s benefits, 
which often exceed its costs by many 
multiples. 

In closing, there is broad agreement 
among experts in the administrative 
law field that our Nation’s regulatory 
system is already too cumbersome and 
slow-moving. 

Now, in addition to the Administra- 
tive Procedure Act’s procedural mecha- 
nisms which are designed to ensure an 
open and fair rulemaking system, Con- 
gress has passed various additional 
Federal laws that impose further rule- 
making requirements, and rulemaking 
agencies must also comply with a num- 
ber of executive orders issued over the 
past several decades that have created 
additional layers of analytical and pro- 
cedural requirements. The result of 
this dense web of existing requirements 
is a complex, time-consuming rule- 
making process. 
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In response to the explosion of ana- 
lytical requirements imposed on the 
rulemaking process, the American Bar 
Association as well as many adminis- 
trative law experts have urged Con- 
gress to exercise restraint and assess 
the usefulness of existing requirements 
before considering sweeping legisla- 
tion. 

Imposing new analytical and proce- 
dural requirements on the administra- 
tive system also carries real human 
and economic costs. As Professor 
Weissman, the president of Public Cit- 
izen, has observed, the cost of regu- 
latory delay is ‘‘far more severe than 
generic inefficiency. Lengthy delay 
costs money and lives; it permits ongo- 
ing ecologic destruction and the inflic- 
tion of needless injury; and it enables 
fraudsters and wrongdoers to perpet- 
uate their misdeeds.”’ 

Rather than alleviating these prob- 
lems, H.R. 3438 would clearly exacer- 
bate them. Accordingly, I must urge 
Members to oppose this ill-conceived 
legislation. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 4 minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. MARINO), the chief 
sponsor of the legislation and the 
chairman of the Regulatory Reform, 
Commercial and Antitrust Law Sub- 
committee of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. MARINO. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the full committee chairman, Mr. 
GOODLATTE, for supporting the RE- 
VIEW Act as an original cosponsor and 
for moving it through the Judiciary 
Committee. I am also grateful for the 
many other Members who have cospon- 
sored this bill. 

The REVIEW Act rests upon a very 
simple premise: that regulations with 
annual costs exceeding $1 billion annu- 
ally should receive full judicial review 
before they go into effect. 

The regulations we are concerned 
about are so massive that their compli- 
ance costs are felt nationwide. These 
regulations touch every corner of our 
economy. They drive up the cost to put 
food on the table and clothes on our 
backs, and, in the worst of situations, 
they take away the very jobs Ameri- 
cans have earned. 

Due to these immense costs, it is not 
only prudent, but appropriate that ag- 
grieved parties have their day in court. 
These costs demand that executive 
agencies must justify their reasoning 
and legal underpinnings of their rule- 
making. Requiring American taxpayers 
and businesses to comply before the ju- 
dicial process runs its course reeks of 
injustice. 

Historically, these high-impact rules 
with costs over $1 billion annually have 
been few and far between. Since 2006, 
there have been just 26 in total. How- 
ever, in recent years, their number has 
grown exponentially alongside the 
growth and reach of the regulatory 
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state. There have been an average of 
three over the past 8 years and six in 
2014 alone. 

Although some may insist that the 
straightforward reforms in this bill 
overreach, recent events indicate oth- 
erwise. Last summer, in the Supreme 
Court’s decision in Michigan v. EPA, 
we saw firsthand the irreparable harm 
that can occur when expansive, costly, 
and poorly crafted regulations are not 
given time for review. In this case, the 
Court found that the EPA had promul- 
gated its Utility MACT power plant 
rule through a faulty process and on le- 
gally infirm grounds because it chose 
not to consider costs when promul- 
gating the rule. The costs of the rule 
were estimated by the EPA itself—by 
the EPA who created the rule—at $9.6 
billion per year. In return, the EPA’s 
best estimate of potential benefits 
were in the range of a mere $4 million 
to $6 million—with an M—annually. 

As the late Justice Antonin Scalia 
wrote in his opinion for the Court: 
“One would not say that it is even ra- 
tional, never mind ‘appropriate,’ to im- 
pose billions of dollars in economic 
costs in return for a few dollars in 
health or environmental benefits.” 

Unfortunately for workers, home- 
owners, and taxpayers across the coun- 
try, when the Utility MACT rule was 
promulgated in early 2012 and after 
litigation began, neither the EPA nor 
Court stayed it, pending judicial re- 
view. It remained in effect as litigation 
took 3 years to work itself to a final 
decision in the Supreme Court in 2015. 
When review finally got to the Court, 
the effects were nearly irreversible. 

Action on the REVIEW Act is a rea- 
sonable step on our part to continue 
proper and reasonable regulatory re- 
forms. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen- 
tleman has expired. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield an additional 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MARINO. Mr. Chairman, action 
on the REVIEW Act is a reasonable 
step on our part to continue proper and 
responsible regulatory reform. 

In the end, this is a bill that encour- 
ages smaller, sensible rulemaking. 
When the costs are borne on the back 
of our constituents, this is a cause that 
we all certainly can get behind. 

Mr. Chairman, it is not only impor- 
tant because of the jobs that are lost, 
because of the businesses, the manufac- 
turing companies that are going out of 
business because of these rules by the 
EPA and other agencies, but it is Con- 
gress’ responsibility to litigate and 
Congress’ responsibility to set budgets 
and control the purse strings. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from Geor- 
gia (Mr. JOHNSON). 

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Chair- 
man, I rise to speak in opposition to 
H.R. 3438, the Require Evaluation Be- 
fore Implementing Executive Wishlists 
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Act of 2016, also known as the REVIEW 
Act, which would automatically stay 
so-called high-impact rules that a 
party challenges by filing suit in court. 

Now, this is a very arcane and eso- 
teric subject that my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle will literally put 
you to sleep listening to their argu- 
ments about it. But make no mistake 
about it, this is a very important piece 
of legislation that would torpedo the 
good work of legislators who are trying 
to protect the health, safety, and well- 
being of the American people. 

Simply put, this bill is yet another 
reckless measure designed to delay the 
implementation of the most important 
rules protecting the health, safety, and 
financial well-being of everyday people. 
Passage of this bill will only benefit 
the pocketbooks of the large corpora- 
tions in the top 1 percent while the 
American people will be left unpro- 
tected from corporate greed. 

Other than satisfying the insatiable 
thirst of the superwealthy for more and 
more and more profits to stuff into 
their already fat and overflowing pock- 
ets, this bill is completely unnecessary 
and is not in the best interest of the 
greater good. 

Under current law, both courts and 
the agency issuing a rule may stay the 
effective date of a final rule. While 
agencies have broad discretion in post- 
poning the effective date of a rule, a 
court considers several factors in de- 
ciding whether to stay a rule, including 
whether the party is likely to succeed 
on the merits. 

In 2009, the Supreme Court, in Nken 
v. Holder, instructed courts to consider 
four factors when deciding whether to 
issue a stay: One, whether the stay ap- 
plicant has made a strong showing that 
he is likely to succeed on the merits; 
two, whether the applicant will be ir- 
reparably injured absent a stay; three, 
whether the issuance of the stay will 
substantially injure the other parties 
interested in the proceedings; and, 
four, where the public interest lies. 

The REVIEW Act would discard this 
very flexible and practical test in favor 
of an inflexible and unyielding require- 
ment that agencies automatically 
delay the effective date of any rule ex- 
ceeding $1 billion in costs that is chal- 
lenged in court regardless of whether 
the party challenging the rule has any 
likelihood of success on the merits, is 
actually harmed by the rule, or wheth- 
er staying the rule would be contrary 
to the public interest. 
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It is virtually guaranteed that every 
high-impact rule would be delayed 
through litigation challenges, regard- 
less of whether the litigation is meri- 
torious. Frivolous litigation would al- 
most certainly create years of delays 
for these rules which, in many cases, 
have already taken years to promul- 
gate. 
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But the bill wouldn’t just simply 
apply to lifesaving rules that exceed $1 
billion in costs that keep our air clean 
and our children safe. Rather, it would 
likely apply to transfer rules which in- 
volve the transfer of funds for budg- 
etary programs authorized by Con- 
gress, such as transfer rules involving 
the Medicare program or the Federal 
Pell Grant Program, as the Office of 
Management and Budget has clarified. 

Lastly, Mr. Chairman, I oppose this 
bill because it is a dangerous solution 
to a nonexistent problem. Any party 
affected by a final agency action may 
challenge that action in court while 
agencies may also delay the effective 
date of rules on a discretionary basis. 
Professor William Funk, a leading ad- 
ministrative law expert, explains that 
existing law ‘‘weeds out frivolous 
claims and takes account of both the 
cost of the rule and the benefits of the 
rule that would be avoided by granting 
the stay.” Absent any evidence whatso- 
ever that courts have inappropriately 
refused to grant stays, I am confident 
that existing law provides adequate 
protection. 

In closing, I urge my colleagues to 
oppose this legislation and make in 
order any of the amendments that you 
will hear hereafter. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 5 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from Missouri (Mrs. HARTZLER). 

Mrs. HARTZLER. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise today in support of the REVIEW 
Act. Since 2009, this administration has 
imposed almost 21,000 rules and regula- 
tions on U.S. families and job creators. 
Of those, over 200 are major regula- 
tions, costing $108 billion annually, $22 
billion of that coming from 43 major 
rules just last year. 

These regulations suffocate oppor- 
tunity and economic freedom. Whether 
it is EPA’s rule that will double the 
electricity bills of hardworking fami- 
lies or EPA’s waters of the U.S. Fed- 
eral land grab rule that will force land- 
owners to get permission from the Fed- 
eral Government in order to make de- 
cisions on their land or face onerous 
fines, it is time to rein in the Federal 
control over our lives that is hurting 
people. 

In my district in western central 
Missouri, one of these rules, the De- 
partment of Labor’s overtime rule, 
which is set to go into effect December 
1, will hurt everyday Americans, rais- 
ing the cost of living while reducing 
wages and incomes. 

A senior care group in my district 
has told me that this rule will likely 
lead to a reduction in hiring, meaning 
fewer seniors will be able to get care. 
Schools have expressed concerns that 
they will be forced to cut staff and 
limit the educational services and ex- 
tracurricular activities they provide 
for our students. A bank in my district 
will have to transition 13 of their sala- 
ried tellers on staff to hourly wage 
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workers in order to assume the $129,000 
in anticipated compliance costs from 
this rule. Religious organizations have 
also told me that they will have to cut 
staff, reducing their ability to provide 
charitable services to those in need. 

Washington’s top-down mandates are 
hurting our friends and our neighbors. 
We need this bill to stop these over- 
bearing regulations which cripple in- 
dustries and harm American liveli- 
hoods. Instead of stifling opportunity, 
we should remove barriers to job cre- 
ation and economic prosperity. I urge 
my colleagues to support this impor- 
tant piece of legislation. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
2 minutes to the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Georgia (Mr. JOHNSON). 

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Chair- 
man, I thank the ranking member for 
yielding. 

The majority argues that H.R. 3438 
responds to cases where a court vacates 
a rule after it has already gone into ef- 
fect. The majority argues that H.R. 
3438 responds to the Supreme Court’s 
2015 decision in Michigan v. EPA, 
where the Court remanded a clean air 
rule adopted by the Environmental 
Protection Agency to reduce power 
plants’ emissions of hazardous air pol- 
lutants. 

As leading administrator and law 
professor William Funk has noted, the 
Court remanded the rule rather than 
vacating it altogether because the 
“grounds upon which the Supreme 
Court found the rule invalid appear to 
be easily remedied.” He further ob- 
serves that delaying this rule would 
cost the U.S. economy $20 to $80 billion 
per year. 

Importantly, the industry and State 
challengers to the EPA’s rule at issue 
in Michigan v. EPA did not seek judi- 
cial stay of the rule prior to the 
Court’s remand. Perhaps that is be- 
cause they knew it would fail and that 
they could not meet the judicial test 
requiring showings of irreparable harm 
and likelihood of success on the merits. 

These challengers are hardly in a 
good position to complain now about 
the rule being found unlawful in one re- 
spect but not unlawful with respect to 
every other issue raised by the chal- 
lengers when they themselves even 
failed to ask the Court to stay the rule 
beforehand. 

Furthermore, notwithstanding the 
majority’s misleading claims that this 
rule caused irreparable harm and cost 
billions of dollars to implement while 
only offering potential benefits in the 
millions of dollars, the Office of Infor- 
mation and Regulatory Affairs, which 
is the same entity that would be 
charged with conducting cost esti- 
mates under the bill, states that an- 
nual benefits of the rule range between 
$30 and $90 billion, very much dwarfing 
its annual cost of $9.6 billion. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen- 
tleman has expired. 
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Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
an additional 1 minute to the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Chair, 
I thank the ranking member. 

Following the Court’s remand, the 
EPA has reaffirmed its original finding 
that it is appropriate to achieve deep 
cuts in mercury and up to 7 dozen haz- 
ardous air pollutants such as lead, ar- 
senic, and benzene from coal-burning 
power plants even after considering 
cost, which was the only issue in the 
Supreme Court’s remand of the case. 

This rule delivers immense benefits 
to Americans, with monetized benefits 
greatly outweighing compliance costs. 
An automatic stay brought by the RE- 
VIEW Act would result in all of those 
health hazards—4,200 premature 
deaths, 2,800 cases of chronic bron- 
chitis, and on and on and on. The auto- 
matic stay brought by the REVIEW 
Act, if it passes, would result in so 
many health hazards occurring to 
Americans and health costs being 
borne by the public after the rules 
compliance date. 

I urge my colleagues to vote against 
this ill-founded and ill-conceived piece 
of legislation. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Chairman, I 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

Mr. Chairman, there is broad opposi- 
tion to H.R. 3438. In the context of a 
veto threat, the Obama administration 
notes in its Statement of Administra- 
tion Policy that H.R. 3488 would ‘‘pro- 
mote unwarranted litigation, introduce 
harmful delay, and, in many cases, 
thwart implementation of statutory 
mandates and execution of duly en- 
acted laws,” and would also ‘‘increase 
business uncertainty and undermine 
much-needed protections for the Amer- 
ican public, including critical rules 
that provide financial reform and pro- 
tect public health, food safety, and the 
environment.”’ 

The Coalition for Sensible Safe- 
guards, which includes more than 150 
diverse labor, consumer, public health, 
food safety, financial reform, faith, en- 
vironmental, and scientific integrity 
groups representing millions of Ameri- 
cans, strongly opposes H.R. 3488, stat- 
ing that it “will make the single big- 
gest problem in our current regulatory 
process, namely, excessive and out of 
control regulatory delays, even worse.” 

Other leading consumer and public 
interest groups strongly oppose this 
misguided legislation, noting that, 
“like numerous other anti-regulatory 
bills,” H.R. 3438 ‘‘further tilts the regu- 
latory process in favor of corporate 
special interests by creating more op- 
portunities for the manipulation and 
abuse of the process to their benefit 
and at the expense of protecting con- 
sumers, working families, and other 
vulnerable communities.” 

Indeed, this bill is no different than 
the many other antiregulatory bills 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


considered this Congress. It is a dan- 
gerous solution to a problem that is 
nonexistent. Accordingly, I urge each 
and every one of my colleagues on both 
sides of the aisle to resist this and op- 
pose H.R. 3438. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

The gentleman from Michigan makes 
reference to the administration’s 
Statement of Administration Policy on 
H.R. 3438. The administration opposes 
this bill precisely because it would be 
effective. It would help to halt their 
regulatory overreach. The administra- 
tion claims that this bill is unneces- 
sary because rulemaking procedures al- 
ready exist to ensure that new rules 
are as least burdensome as possible and 
produce a net benefit, and courts al- 
ready can issue judicial stays. But the 
whole reason for this legislation is that 
the administration is ignoring such 
procedures. The courts rarely issue ju- 
dicial stays, and by the time the courts 
finally strike down illegal rules, it is 
too late. 

For example, the administration lost 
in Michigan v. EPA because it failed to 
consider the costs and benefits of the 
rule which imposed about $10 billion in 
costs to achieve just $4 to $6 million in 
benefits. By the time the Court issued 
the ruling, huge sums had already been 
spent on compliance. 

These are resources that otherwise 
could have gone into productive jobs 
and investment rather than complying 
with an illegal rule. Our economy can- 
not afford this waste. Do not be fooled 
by the administration’s fear-mongering 
about delaying rules addressing public 
safety emergencies. It is difficult to 
imagine a public safety emergency re- 
quiring a billion-dollar rule to solve. 

Indeed, we reviewed a list of billion- 
dollar rules issued since 2000, and not 
one responds to an immediate public 
safety emergency. Even if there were 
such a case, imposing costs of that 
magnitude for whatever reason should 
be made by elected representatives ac- 
countable to the people, not agency bu- 
reaucrats. Instead of recommending a 
veto of this bill, the President’s senior 
advisers should recommend agencies 
faithfully follow rulemaking proce- 
dures so Congress does not have to 
shorten the leash even further. 

Billion-dollar rules are a fast-grow- 
ing plague inflicted by Washington’s 
out-of-control regulators on small busi- 
nesses and ordinary citizens through- 
out the land. According to a 2014 report 
by the U.S. Chamber of Commerce, 
over 30 billion-dollar rules since the 
year 2000 are imposing roughly $100 bil- 
lion a year in costs on our struggling 
economy. The American Action Forum 
reports that the Obama administration 
plans to impose at least another $113 
billion in regulatory costs before it 
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leaves office, and this is on top of the 
estimated $2 trillion-plus in total costs 
from Washington regulators that are 
crushing our economy and strangling 
economic recovery. 
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It is time for measures that shout, 
“Stop,” to Washington’s regulators 
and force them to find a better way. 
That is exactly what this bill does. It 
imposes automatic stays when new bil- 
lion-dollar rules are challenged in 
court so small businesses and hard- 
working Americans don’t have to bear 
the crushing cost of illegal rules while 
they pursue their rights in court. It 
creates a powerful incentive for agen- 
cies tempted to zoom past the billion- 
dollar mark to stop, turn around, and 
find a less costly way to achieve the 
same benefits for the American people. 

Hopefully, once this bill becomes 
law, we will stop seeing needless bil- 
lion-dollar rules. And if we ever do 
need a billion-dollar-a-year solution, 
this bill will help make sure regulators 
leave it to the accountable Members of 
Congress to make such monumental 
policy decisions by statute. 

I urge all of my colleagues to support 
the bill. 

Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The CHAIR. All time for general de- 
bate has expired. 

Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be 
considered for amendment under the 5- 
minute rule. 

It shall be in order to consider as an 
original bill for the purpose of amend- 
ment under the 5-minute rule the 
amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute recommended by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, printed in the 
bill. The committee amendment in the 
nature of a substitute shall be consid- 
ered as read. 

The text of the committee amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute is as 
follows: 


H.R. 3438 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the “Require Evalua- 
tion before Implementing Executive Wishlists 
Act of 2016” or as the “REVIEW Act of 2016”. 
SEC. 2. RELIEF PENDING REVIEW. 

Section 705 of title 5, United States Code, is 
amended— 

(1) by striking “When” and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—When”’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

(b) HIGH-IMPACT RULES.— 

“(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection— 

“(A) the term ‘Administrator’ means the Ad- 
ministrator of the Office of Information and 
Regulatory Affairs of the Office of Management 
and Budget; and 

“(B) the term ‘high-impact rule’ means any 
rule that the Administrator determines may im- 
pose an annual cost on the economy of not less 
than $1,000,000,000. 

“(2) IDENTIFICATION.—A final rule may not be 
published or take effect until the agency making 
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the rule submits the rule to the Administrator 
and the Administrator makes a determination as 
to whether the rule is a high-impact rule, which 
shall be published by the agency with the final 
rule. 

“(3) RELIEF.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in sub- 
paragraph (B), an agency shall postpone the ef- 
fective date of a high-impact rule of the agency 
until the final disposition of all actions seeking 
judicial review of the rule. 

“(B) FAILURE TO TIMELY SEEK JUDICIAL RE- 
VIEW.—Notwithstanding section 553(d), if no 
person seeks judicial review of a high-impact 
rule— 

“(i) during any period explicitly provided for 
judicial review under the statute authorizing 
the making of the rule; or 

“(ii) if no such period is explicitly provided 
for, during the 60-day period beginning on the 
date on which the high-impact rule is published 
in the Federal Register, 
the high-impact rule may take effect as early as 
the date on which the applicable period ends. 

“(4) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this 
subsection may be construed to impose any limi- 
tation under law on any court against the 
issuance of any order enjoining the implementa- 
tion of any rule.’’. 

The CHAIR. No amendment to the 
committee amendment in the nature of 
a substitute shall be in order except 
those printed in House Report 114-777. 
Each such amendment may be offered 
only in the order printed in the report, 
by a Member designated in the report, 
shall be considered read, shall be de- 
batable for the time specified in the re- 
port, equally divided and controlled by 
the proponent and an opponent, shall 
not be subject to amendment, and shall 
not be subject to a demand for division 
of the question. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. CICILLINE 

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con- 
sider amendment No. 1 printed in 
House Report 114-777. 

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Chair, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 3, line 19, strike 
semicolon. 

Page 3, line 21, insert after ‘‘rule’’ the fol- 
lowing: ‘‘(other than an excepted rule)”. 

Page 3, line 23, strike the period and insert 
“and”. 

Page 3, insert after line 23 the following: 

(C) the term ‘‘excepted rule” means any 
rule that would reduce the cost of healthcare 
for a person over the age of 65. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso- 
lution 875, the gentleman from Rhode 
Island (Mr. CICILLINE) and a Member 
opposed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Rhode Island. 

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Chair, my 
amendment would exempt rules that 
reduce the cost of health care for 
Americans over the age of 65 from the 
unnecessary requirements of this legis- 
lation. 

Mr. Chair, our country’s seniors face 
growing healthcare costs, and any 
delays in rules that could reduce those 
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costs would be a terrible burden to 
place on America’s seniors. 

According to the latest retiree 
healthcare cost estimates from Fidel- 
ity Benefits Consulting, a 65-year-old 
couple retiring this year will need an 
average of $260,000 in today’s dollars to 
cover medical expenses throughout 
their retirement. That applies only to 
retirees with traditional Medicare in- 
surance coverage and does not include 
costs associated with nursing home 
care. 

Fidelity estimates that a 65-year-old 
couple would need an additional 
$130,000 to ensure against long-term 
care expenses. That is because the me- 
dian annual cost for the base rent at an 
assisted living community is about 
$41,000 per year. The average annual 
cost for skilled nursing is about $71,000 
per year. Because much long-term care 
is provided by unpaid family caregivers 
or is covered by Medicaid, the average 
senior’s lifetime out-of-pocket long- 
term care expenses are about $50,000. 

The legislation before us would open 
up the rulemaking process to lengthy 
delay tactics, allowing companies or 
entities opposed to certain rules to 
take advantage of the court system to 
stymie final rulemaking for years. Our 
seniors don’t have years to wait on 
policies that could save them precious 
dollars in their retirement. There is al- 
ready a robust process in place for op- 
ponents to challenge them in court, 
with the decision whether to delay a 
rule rightly placed in the court’s 
hands. 

This legislation is a gift to special in- 
terests who will benefit from the delay 
of the imposition of rules that reduce 
costs for seniors. These special inter- 
ests are willing to spend millions of 
dollars and waste years fighting regu- 
lations that will benefit the American 
people, particularly our seniors. 

High-impact rules typically involve 
either the transfer of Federal funds or 
rules with billions of dollars in benefits 
to the public. During fiscal year 2014, 
for example, executive branch agencies 
adopted 53 major rules, 35 of which 
were transfer rules. According to the 
Office of Management and Budget, 
transfer rules merely implement Fed- 
eral budgetary programs as required or 
authorized by Congress, such as rules 
associated with the Medicare program 
and the Federal Pell Grant Program. 

There are 44.9 million seniors on 
Medicare in this country. Frivolous 
lawsuits to delay rules that will in- 
crease benefits or those that will 
produce cost savings would be a grave 
betrayal of the promise that we have 
made to keep America’s seniors 
healthy. 

My amendment simply ensures that 
any rule that reduces costs of health 
care for Americans 65 or older will not 
be subject to unnecessary delays. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
amendment. 
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Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition to the 
amendment. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Chairman, the 
REVIEW Act applies to all new billion- 
dollar rules. That is for one simple rea- 
son: the harm that wasting billions of 
dollars in unnecessary compliance 
costs does to job creation, productive 
investment, and economic recovery. 
Those costs should not have to be in- 
curred during ultimately successful 
litigation challenging new billion-dol- 
lar rules. 

The amendment is concerned pri- 
marily with transfer rules that author- 
ize the flow of funding between Federal 
healthcare accounts for seniors. With 
respect to those rules, there is no need 
for concern that the bill would impede 
the operation of those rules. To my 
knowledge, there has never been a bil- 
lion-dollar transfer rule, much less one 
affecting seniors, that has been chal- 
lenged in court, nor am I am aware of 
any reason to expect that one ever will 
be challenged. The bill, of course, only 
requires a stay if a timely challenge to 
a rule is brought in court. 

As for other rules that may be within 
the amendment’s scope, if such rules 
are needed, then agencies can avoid the 
bill’s application by coming up with ef- 
fective regulations that cost less than 
$1 billion a year. That is a goal to be 
pursued, not blocked. 

If, in an unusual case, the needed so- 
lution truly must cost a billion dollars 
a year or more, then the decision to 
adopt that solution is a decision Con- 
gress should make, not an agency. Con- 
gress, moreover, can make that deci- 
sion without hindrance of litigation 
through fair and open consideration 
and debate by the people’s Representa- 
tives, not unaccountable bureaucrats. 

I urge my colleagues to oppose the 
amendment. 

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Chair, the chair- 
man just made my point. This legisla- 
tion, as currently written, would apply 
to all rules, including rules that would 
reduce the cost of health care for 
America’s seniors. In fact, the OMB 
says—and I repeat—that a transfer rule 
merely implements Federal budgetary 
programs, as required or authorized by 
Congress, such as rules associated with 
the Medicare program and the Federal 
Pell Grant Program. 

So we know, in fact, that, according 
to OMB, the Medicare program is con- 
sidered part of the transfer rule. So 
this legislation, as currently written, 
means that all rules, including any 
rule that is promulgated that would re- 
duce costs for seniors would, in fact, be 
subjected to this delay. 

My amendment is necessary, by the 
chairman’s own admission. We need 
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this amendment so that we can at least 
exempt out those provisions that 
might produce real savings for Amer- 
ica’s seniors. 

Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Chairman, I 
oppose this amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The CHAIR. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Rhode Island (Mr. CICILLINE). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Chair, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of 
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Rhode Island will be postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MS. DEL BENE 

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con- 
sider amendment No. 2 printed in 
House Report 114-777. 

Ms. DELBENE. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 8, line 19, strike ‘‘; and’’ and insert a 
semicolon. 

Page 3, line 21, insert after ‘‘rule’’ the fol- 
lowing: ‘‘(other than an excepted rule)”. 

Page 3, line 23, strike the period and insert 
“ and’. 

Page 3, insert after line 23 the following: 

(C) the term ‘‘excepted rule” means any 
rule that would increase college afford- 
ability. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso- 
lution 875, the gentlewoman from 
Washington (Ms. DELBENE) and a Mem- 
ber opposed each will control 5 min- 
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
woman from Washington. 

Ms. DELBENE. Mr. Chair, I rise in 
support of my amendment to H.R. 3488, 
which would exempt from the bill any 
rule related to increasing the afford- 
ability of higher education. 

It is no secret that the rising cost of 
college is posing grave challenges to 
students and families across the coun- 
try. Every year, Americans are being 
forced to take out higher loan amounts 
to pay for tuition, fees, textbooks, and 
housing. Today, student debt totals 
more than $1.3 trillion. 

In my home State of Washington, 56 
percent of graduates from 4-year uni- 
versities leave school with debt and, on 
average, those students owe more than 
$23,000 upon graduation. At a time 
when Americans owe more in student 
loan debt than credit card debt, it is 
more critical than ever that we 
prioritize college affordability for all. 

The issue is personal for me. When I 
was young, my father lost his job, and 
my parents never got back on track fi- 
nancially. But thanks to student loans 
and financial aid, I was still able to get 
a great education. With that education 
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and hard work, I was able to build a 
successful career and be in the position 
that I am in today. 

We need to make sure students have 
the same opportunities that were avail- 
able to us. That starts by protecting 
the Department of Education’s ability 
to administer vital financial aid pro- 
grams like Pell grants and Federal stu- 
dent loans. These programs have en- 
abled millions of low-income students 
to attend college. If we restrict the De- 
partment’s ability to administer them, 
we are also endangering the millions of 
hardworking Americans who rely on 
their critical support. 

This year alone, more than 8.4 mil- 
lion low-income students will benefit 
from Pell grants. Over 20 million stu- 
dent loans will be issued to help stu- 
dents and families afford the cost of 
college. We cannot put these essential 
resources at risk. They help ensure 
higher education is never out of reach, 
and they must be protected. 

That is why I am offering this 
straightforward and narrowly tailored 
amendment. It simply protects the De- 
partment of Education’s ability to ad- 
minister Federal student aid programs 
that keep college affordable and acces- 
sible to all. 

Today, too many families are strug- 
gling to put their kids through college, 
and we should be making it easier for 
them, not harder. My amendment will 
prevent the underlying bill from 
threatening the vital assistance offered 
each year through Pell grants, student 
loans, and other forms of financial aid. 

Particularly as students are heading 
back to school in communities across 
the country, I urge my colleagues to 
support this important amendment. 

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. MARINO. Mr. Chairman, I claim 
the time in opposition to the amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania is recognized for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. MARINO. Once again, the RE- 
VIEW Act applies to all new billion- 
dollar rules. The bill’s relief is urgently 
needed. Failures to require stays of bil- 
lion-dollar rules during litigation 
wastes billions of dollars in unneces- 
sary compliance costs and resources 
that are needlessly paid. Those costs 
are essential to job creation, produc- 
tive investment, and economic recov- 
ery. These costs should not have to be 
incurred during ultimate successful 
litigation challenging new billion-dol- 
lar rules. 

If education rules like those the 
amendment would carve out are need- 
ed, the relevant agencies can avoid the 
bill’s application by coming up with ef- 
fective regulations that cost less than 
$1 billion a year. That is a goal to be 
pursued, not blocked, especially when 
it is the presence in higher education 
that is actually driving up much of the 
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cost concerning the upward spiral in 
the cost of higher education. 

If, in an unusual case, a needed solu- 
tion truly must cost a billion dollars a 
year or more, then, once again, the de- 
cision to adopt that solution is a deci- 
sion Congress should make, not an 
agency. 

With all due respect, my friend and I 
have worked on legislation together. I 
have a list here of the billion-dollar 
rules and there is nothing—not one 
name on here—that has anything to do 
with the Department of Education. 

Furthermore, I would love to work 
on a piece of legislation reducing the 
cost of post-high school education with 
my colleague. I didn’t start college 
until after I was 30. My wife and I put 
me through college and law school. We 
borrowed money through grants and 
anything we could do. I know the cost 
of education was expensive back then, 
and I am stymied at what it is now, but 
this is not the mechanism to do that. 

This legislation that Republicans 
brought to the floor—my legislation— 
deals with overseeing the government 
and the regulation that is crushing 
jobs in this country. Congress has the 
responsibility, as I repeat, to make the 
laws and to control the purse strings. 

So I offer again to my good friend an 
opportunity to work with her on low- 
ering the cost of education in this 
country, but I think it should be in a 
separate piece of legislation and not 
this. I ask my colleagues to not sup- 
port the amendment and I ask them to 
support the overall legislation that we 
brought to the floor. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Ms. DELBENE. Mr. Chairman, the 
bill, as it exists, doesn’t require chal- 
lenges to have any merit, so it opens 
the door to frivolous lawsuits. The Of- 
fice of Management and Budget did say 
that this would hit the billion-dollar 
threshold. 

I do think that it is very, very impor- 
tant that we support my amendment so 
that we protect students today from 
harmful, unintended consequences of 
the REVIEW Act. I want to thank my 
colleague for being willing to work to- 
gether on ways to improve college af- 
fordability going forward. I would ask 
that he support this amendment as 
part of that, but I would be happy to 
work with him on other issues as well. 

Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 
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The CHAIR. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentle- 
woman from Washington (Ms. 
DELBENE). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chair announced that the ayes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. MARINO. Mr. Chairman, I de- 
mand a recorded vote. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of 
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the 
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amendment offered by the gentle- 
woman from Washington will be post- 
poned. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of 
rule XVIII, proceedings will now re- 
sume on those amendments printed in 
House Report 114-777 on which further 
proceedings were postponed, in the fol- 
lowing order: 

Amendment No. 1 by Mr. CICILLINE of 
Rhode Island. 

Amendment No. 2 by Ms. DELBENE of 
Washington. 

The Chair will reduce to 2 minutes 
the minimum time for any electronic 
vote after the first vote in this series. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. CICILLINE 

The CHAIR. The unfinished business 
is the demand for a recorded vote on 
the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Rhode Island (Mr. 
CICILLINE) on which further pro- 
ceedings were postponed and on which 
the noes prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


the 


RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been 
demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 189, noes 232, 
not voting 10, as follows: 

[Roll No. 532] 


AYES—189 

Adams Davis, Danny Johnson, E. B. 
Aguilar DeFazio Jones 
Ashford DeGette Kaptur 
Bass Delaney Katko 
Beatty DeLauro Keating 
Becerra DelBene Kelly (IL) 
Bera Dent Kennedy 
Beyer DeSaulnier Kildee 
Bishop (GA) Deutch Kilmer 
Blum Dingell Kind 
Blumenauer Doggett Kirkpatrick 
Bonamici Doyle, Michael Kuster 
Boyle, Brendan F. Langevin 

F. Duckworth Larsen (WA) 
Brady (PA) Edwards Larson (CT) 
Brown (FL) Ellison Lawrence 
Brownley (CA) Engel Lee 
Bustos Eshoo Levin 
Butterfield Esty Lewis 
Capps Farr Lieu, Ted 
Capuano Foster Lipinski 
Cárdenas Frankel (FL) Loebsack 
Carney Fudge Lofgren 
Carson (IN) Gabbard Lowenthal 
Cartwright Gallego Lowey 
Castor (FL) Garamendi Lujan Grisham 
Castro (TX) Graham (NM) 
Chu, Judy Grayson Lujan, Ben Ray 
Cicilline Green, Al (NM) 
Clark (MA) Green, Gene Lynch 
Clarke (NY) Grijalva Maloney, 
Clay Gutiérrez Carolyn 
Cleaver Hahn Maloney, Sean 
Clyburn Hastings Matsui 
Cohen Heck (WA) McCollum 
Connolly Higgins McDermott 
Conyers Himes McGovern 
Cooper Hinojosa McNerney 
Costa Honda Meeks 
Courtney Hoyer Meng 
Crowley Huffman Moulton 
Cuellar Israel Murphy (FL) 
Cummings Jackson Lee Nadler 
Curbelo (FL) Jeffries Napolitano 
Davis (CA) Johnson (GA) Neal 


Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Poliquin 
Polis 

Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roybal-Allard 


Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 

Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Bost 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 

Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 


Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Linda 
R 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 


NOES—232 


Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
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Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velazquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 
Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 


Mica 

Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 

Nugent 
Nunes 

Olson 

Palazzo 
Paulsen 
Pearce 

Perry 
Peterson 
Pittenger 
Pitts 

Pompeo 
Posey 

Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 

Rice (SC) 
Roby 

Roe (TN) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Roskam 

Ross 

Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tipton 

Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
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Weber (TX) Wilson (SC) Young (AK) 
Webster (FL) Wittman Young (IA) 
Wenstrup Womack Young (IN) 
Westerman Woodall Zeldin 
Westmoreland Yoder Zinke 
Williams Yoho 


NOT VOTING—10 


Brooks (AL) Rogers (AL) Tiberi 

Moore Rush Walters, Mimi 
Palmer Sanchez, Loretta 

Poe (TX) Schrader 
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Messrs. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia, 
WEBSTER of Florida, WESTERMAN, 
REICHERT, HURT of Virginia, BUR- 
GESS, BILIRAKIS, COLLINS of New 


York, Ms. STEFANIK, Messrs. 
WOODALL, GOODLATTE, JOLLY, Ms. 
GRANGER, and Mr. MOOLENAAR 


changed their vote from ‘‘aye’’ to “no.” 

Messrs. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia, 
DENT, BLUM, CURBELO of Florida, 
and KATKO changed their vote from 
tno” to “aye.” 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MS. DEL BENE 

The CHAIR. The unfinished business 
is the demand for a recorded vote on 
the amendment offered by the gentle- 
woman from Washington (Ms. 
DELBENE) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the ayes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 


the 


ment. 


RECORDED VOTE 


The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been 


demanded. 


A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIR. This will be a 2-minute 


vote. 


The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 184, noes 237, 
not voting 10, as follows: 


Adams 
Aguilar 
Ashford 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 
F; 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 


[Roll No. 533] 
AYES—184 


Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 


Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 

Hanna 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
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Ken: 


nedy 


Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 


Lan, 


gevin 


Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 


Lee 


Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 


Lujan Grisham 


(NM) 


Lujan, Ben Ray 


(NM) 
Lynch 


Mal 


oney, 


Carolyn 


Maloney, Sean 


Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 


Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 


Bos 
Bou 


stany 


Brady (TX) 


Bra 
Bri 


enstine 


Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 


Buc. 
Buc: 


k 
shon 


Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 


Car 
Car 
Chal 
Cha: 


er (GA) 
er (TX) 
ot 

fetz 


Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 

Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 


Dav: 


Davis, Rodney 


Den: 
Den 


idson 


ham 
t 


DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 


Meng 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 


Perlmutter 
Peters 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Poliquin 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Richmond 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Linda 
be 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 


NOES—237 


Farr 

Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 

Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 

Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 

Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 

Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 

Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 

Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 

Jordan 

Joyce 

Katko 

Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 

Knight 
Labrador 
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Scott (VA) 

Scott, David 

Serrano 

Sewell (AL) 

Sherman 

Sinema 

Sires 

Slaughter 

Smith (WA) 

Speier 

Swalwell (CA) 

Takano 

Thompson (CA) 

Thompson (MS) 

Titus 

Tonko 

Torres 

Tsongas 

Van Hollen 

Vargas 

Veasey 

Vela 

Velazquez 

Visclosky 

Walz 

Wasserman 
Schultz 

Waters, Maxine 

Watson Coleman 

Welch 

Wilson (FL) 

Yarmuth 


LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Peterson 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 


Roe (TN) Simpson Walorski 
Rogers (KY) Smith (MO) Weber (TX) 
Rohrabacher Smith (NE) Webster (FL) 
Rokita Smith (NJ) Wenstrup 
Rooney (FL) Smith (TX) Westerman 
Roskam Stefanik Westmoreland 
eet ale Williams 
othfus ivers + 

Rouzer Stutzman ee? 
Royce Thompson (PA) 

Womack 
Russell Thornberry 
Salmon Tipton Woodall 
Sanford Trott Yoder 
Scalise Turner Yoho 
Schweikert Upton Young (AK) 
Scott, Austin Valadao Young (IA) 
Sensenbrenner Wagner Young (IN) 
Sessions Walberg Zeldin 
Shimkus Walden Zinke 
Shuster Walker 

NOT VOTING—10 

Bass Rogers (AL) Tiberi 
Moore Rush Walters, Mimi 
Poe (TX) Sanchez, Loretta 
Rice (NY) Schrader 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 
The CHAIR (during the vote). There 
is 1 minute remaining. 
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So the amendment was rejected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The CHAIR. The question is on the 
committee amendment in the nature of 
a substitute. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIR. Under the rule, the Com- 
mittee rises. 

Accordingly, the Committee rose; 
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. ROD- 
NEY DAVIS of Illinois) having assumed 
the chair, Mr. SIMPSON, Chair of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, reported that that 
Committee, having had under consider- 
ation the bill (H.R. 3438) to amend title 
5, United States Code, to postpone the 
effective date of high-impact rules 
pending judicial review, and, pursuant 
to House Resolution 875, he reported 
the bill back to the House with an 
amendment adopted in the Committee 
of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the rule, the previous question is or- 
dered. 

The question is on the committee 
amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 
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MOTION TO RECOMMIT 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I have a motion to recommit 
at the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 
gentleman opposed to the bill? 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. I am 
opposed in its current form. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the motion to recom- 
mit. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Thompson of Mississippi moves to re- 
commit the bill H.R. 3438 to the Committee 
on the Judiciary with instructions to report 
the same back to the House forthwith with 
the following amendment: 

Page 3, line 21, insert after ‘‘rule’’ the fol- 
lowing: ‘(except as provided in subsection 
(c))”’. 

Page 5, insert after ‘‘of any rule. 
4 the following: 

“(c) EXCEPTION FOR RULES TO DECREASE 
THE VULNERABILITY OF THE PUBLIC TO A TER- 
RORIST ATTACK.—The provisions of sub- 
section (b) do not apply in the case of a rule 
that pertains to protecting the Nation 
against security threats.’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Mississippi is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, this is the final amendment 
to the bill, which will not kill the bill 
or send it back to the committee. If 
adopted, the bill will immediately pro- 
ceed to final passage, as amended. 

Just over a week ago, the Nation ob- 
served the 15th anniversary of the Sep- 
tember 11, 2001, terrorist attack. On 
that day, terror and hate not only took 
the lives of 3,000 innocent people, but 
also inflicted $3.3 trillion in economic 
damage to our Nation. In response to 
this unprecedented attack on U.S. soil, 
the Department of Homeland Security 
was established. 

To be successful, DHS must work 
with State, local, and private sector 
partners. Many of DHS’s programs are 
voluntary, but in some areas, where 
the threats are high and voluntary 
measures are inadequate, DHS utilizes 
Federal rulemaking. 

As we saw last weekend in Min- 
nesota, New York, and New Jersey, the 
threat picture is constantly evolving. 
Today, the threat of individuals acting 
alone, inspired online by foreign and 
domestic terrorist groups, is arguably 
one of the greatest homeland security 
challenges we face. Our government 
needs to be able to respond to evolving 
threats like the ‘‘lone wolf” threat. 

I am alarmed to see that, under this 
bill, critical action by the Department 
of Homeland Security could be indefi- 
nitely hamstrung, as protracted, pos- 
sibly frivolous, legal challenges move 
through the courts. From a homeland 
security standpoint, there is no jus- 
tification for putting arbitrary obsta- 
cles in the way of DHS when it needs to 
issue regulations to protect critical in- 
frastructure from infiltration by ter- 
rorists, keep dangerous materials out 
of terrorists’ hands, and secure the bor- 
der, yet the underlying bill would do 
just that. 

Mr. Speaker, my motion to recommit 
would provide for an exception to the 
rule in instances that ‘‘pertain to pro- 
tecting the Nation against security 
threats.’’ There are things we can do to 
make the country more secure, but it 
seems that the majority lacks the will 
to do so. 


” 


on line 
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Earlier today, Democrats tried to get 
legislation to bar individuals on the 
no-fly terrorist watch list from buying 
guns considered. The majority blocked 
the legislation. 

Then we tried to get considered a 
measure that I authored to expand 
DHS’ overseas screening and vetting 
operations to protect ISIL-trained Eu- 
ropean foreign fighters and other dan- 
gerous people from entering the United 
States. This measure was blocked, too. 

This morning, Mr. Speaker, in my 
committee, we received testimony 
from prominent law enforcement offi- 
cials about how the availability of fire- 
arms put their officers and the citizens 
they protect in harm’s way. In fact, 
Mr. Speaker, the Austin, Texas, police 
chief testified that police chiefs are 
“haunted” by the threat posed by the 
“widespread availability of firearms in 
our country,” which ‘‘makes it possible 
for potentially dangerous persons to le- 
gally acquire weapons to cause may- 
hem and colossal casualties.” 

To this point, this past weekend, in a 
St. Cloud, Minnesota, mall, 10 people, 
including a pregnant woman, were 
stabbed by a young man who is be- 
lieved to have been radicalized by ISIL. 
Thankfully, all the injured individuals 
are expected to recover. 

These days, it is not too hard to 
imagine the carnage that could have 
been inflicted on this innocent popu- 
lation if the assailant had, instead, en- 
tered the mall with an AK-47 assault 
weapon and large-capacity clips. 

This Congress must show leadership 
on the pressing homeland security 
challenges to the Nation. Standing in 
the way of the Department of Home- 
land Security, as it tries to protect our 
citizens, is the wrong thing to do. 

For these and a number of other rea- 
sons, Mr. Speaker, I urge Members to 
vote “aye” on my motion to recommit. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. MARINO. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
opposition to the motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania is recog- 
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MARINO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, billion-dollar rules are 
among the worst offenses of the pen- 
and-phone Obama administration. This 
administration is using overreaching 
billion-dollar rules to insert HEPA’s 
water permitting agents into every 
American’s backyard. It is using over- 
reaching billion-dollar rules to shut 
down this country’s cheap generation 
of electricity. It is using overreaching 
billion-dollar rules to impose 
unachievable ozone standards that will 
strangle economic opportunities in 
counties all over this Nation. Above 
all, wherever it can, it is using over- 
reaching billion-dollar rules to execute 
end runs around Congress and achieve 
legislative ends it knows it cannot 
achieve in Congress. 


The Obama administration says, on 
spurious grounds, it will veto this bill. 

This motion to recommit tries to ob- 
struct this bill by means of procedural 
obstruction. The House has already 
passed antiterrorism measures. Why do 
my colleagues across the aisle want to 
block this good bill? 

The legislation that we have passed 
is H.R. 4401, the Amplifying Local Ef- 
forts to Root Out Terror Act; H.R. 4820, 
the Combating Terrorist Recruitment 
Act; and H.R. 4407, the Counterterror- 
ism Advisory Board Act. These were all 
almost unanimously passed. I sit on 
the Committee on Homeland Security. 
We have been passing good legislation, 
and we continue to pass good legisla- 
tion. 

This administration and its allies on 
the other side of the aisle would rather 
let Congress duck accountability to the 
voters for billion-dollar decisions. It 
would rather give billion-dollar phones 
and pens to unaccountable bureaucrats 
up and down Pennsylvania Avenue so 
they can do things the voters cannot 
stop. 

The American people are telling us 
every day, ‘‘Enough.’’ I am telling 
President Obama and my colleagues, 
“Enough.” 

Stand up for accountability. Stand 
up for the small-business owners and 
workers who are being crushed by 
Washington’s bureaucratic billion-dol- 
lar bullies who are against this motion 
and please vote for this bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the previous question is or- 
dered on the motion to recommit. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion to recommit. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 


Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I demand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 and clause 9 of rule XX, 
this 5-minute vote on the motion to re- 
commit will be followed by 5-minute 
votes on passage of the bill, if ordered; 
passage of H.R. 5461; and suspending 
the rules and passing the following 
bills: H.R. 5859, H.R. 6007, H.R. 5977, 
H.R. 6014, and H.R. 5147. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 182, noes 240, 
not voting 9, as follows: 

[Roll No. 534] 


AYES—182 
Adams Bonamici Cardenas 
Aguilar Boyle, Brendan Carney 
Ashford F. Carson (IN) 
Bass Brady (PA) Cartwright 
Beatty Brown (FL) Castor (FL) 
Becerra Brownley (CA) Castro (TX) 
Bera Bustos Chu, Judy 
Beyer Butterfield Cicilline 
Bishop (GA) Capps Clark (MA) 
Blumenauer Capuano Clarke (NY) 
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Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 
F: 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 


Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 

Bos 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bra 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 


Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 

Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
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Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 


NOES—240 


Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Donovan 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 


Pelosi 

Perlmutter 

Peters 

Pingree 

Pocan 

Polis 

Price (NC) 

Quigley 

Rangel 

Rice (NY) 

Richmond 

Roybal-Allard 

Ruiz 

Ruppersberger 

Ryan (OH) 

Sanchez, Linda 
T. 

Sarbanes 

Schakowsky 

Schiff 

Schrader 

Scott (VA) 

Scott, David 

Serrano 

Sewell (AL) 

Sherman 

Sinema 

Sires 

Slaughter 

Smith (WA) 

Speier 

Swalwell (CA) 

Takano 

Thompson (CA) 

Thompson (MS) 

Titus 

Tonko 

Torres 

Tsongas 

Van Hollen 

Vargas 

Veasey 

Vela 

Velazquez 

Visclosky 

Walz 

Wasserman 
Schultz 

Waters, Maxine 

Watson Coleman 

Welch 

Wilson (FL) 

Yarmuth 


Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 

Hardy 

Harper 

Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 

Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 

Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 

Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 

Jones 

Jordan 

Joyce 

Katko 

Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
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Knight Nunes Sessions 
Labrador Olson Shimkus 
LaHood Palazzo Shuster 
LaMalfa Palmer Simpson 
Lamborn Paulsen Smith (MO) 
Lance Pearce Smith (NE) 
Latta Perry Smith (NJ) 
LoBiondo Peterson Smith (TX) 
Long Pittenger Stefanik 
Loudermilk Pitts Stewart 
Love Poliquin 
Lucas Pompeo Stutzman 
Luetkemeyer Posey Thompson (PA) 
Lummis Price, Tom Thornberry 
MacArthur Ratcliffe Tipton 
Marchant Reed Trott 
Marino Reichert Turner 
Massie Renacci Upton 
McCarthy Ribble Valadao 
McCaul Rice (SC) Wagner 
McClintock Rigell Walberg 
McHenry Roby Walden 
McKinley Roe (TN) Walker 
McMorris Rogers (AL) Walorski 

Rodgers Rogers (KY) Weber (TX) 
McSally Rohrabacher Webster (FL) 
Meadows Rokita Wenstrup 
Meehan Rooney (FL) Westerman 
Messer Ros-Lehtinen Westmoreland 
Mica Roskam Williams 
Miller (FL) Ross i 
Miller (MI) Rothfus Wilson (SC) 
Moolenaar Rouzer Wittman 
Mooney (WV) Royce Womack 
Mullin Russell Woodall 
Mulvaney Salmon Yoho 
Murphy (PA) Sanford Young (AK) 
Neugebauer Scalise Young (IA) 
Newhouse Schweikert Young (IN) 
Noem Scott, Austin Zeldin 
Nugent Sensenbrenner Zinke 

NOT VOTING—9 
Duffy Rush Tiberi 
Moore Sanchez, Loretta Walters, Mimi 
Poe (TX) Stivers Yoder 
1804 
So the motion to recommit was re- 

jected. 


The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I de- 
mand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a 
5-minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 244, noes 180, 
not voting 7, as follows: 

[Roll No. 535] 


AYES—244 
Abraham Brady (TX) Comstock 
Aderholt Brat Conaway 
Allen Bridenstine Cook 
Amash Brooks (AL) Costello (PA) 
Amodei Brooks (IN) Cramer 
Ashford Buchanan Crawford 
Babin Buck Cuellar 
Barletta Bucshon Culberson 
Barr Burgess Curbelo (FL) 
Barton Byrne Davidson 
Benishek Calvert Davis, Rodney 
Bilirakis Carter (GA) Denham 
Bishop (GA) Carter (TX) Dent 
Bishop (MI) Chabot DeSantis 
Bishop (UT) Chaffetz DesJarlais 
Black Clawson (FL) Diaz-Balart 
Blackburn Coffman Dold 
Blum Cole Donovan 
Bost Collins (GA) Duffy 
Boustany Collins (NY) Duncan (SC) 


Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 

Flores 

Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 

Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 

Gibbs 

Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 

Gowdy 

Granger 

Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 

Guthrie 

Hanna 

Hardy 

Harper 

Harris 

Hartzler 

Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 

Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 

Hurd (TX) 

Hurt (VA) 

Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Katko 

Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 


Adams 
Aguilar 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 
F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 


Kline 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaw. 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Peterson 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 


NOES—180 


Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
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Rigell 

Roby 

Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 

Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Salmon 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tipton 

Trott 


Walker 
Walorski 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 

Yoho 

Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 

Zinke 


Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
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Kuster Napolitano Serrano 
Langevin Neal Sewell (AL) 
Larsen (WA) Nolan Sherman 
Larson (CT) Norcross Sinema 
Lawrence O’Rourke Sires 
Lee Pallone Slaughter 
ee ile Smith (WA) 
ewig ayne Speier 
Lieu, Ted Pelosi Swalwell (CA) 
Lipinski Perlmutter 
Takano 
Loebsack Peters 
Lofgren Pingree Thompson (CA) 
Lowenthal Pocan Thom son (MS) 
Lowey Polis Titus 
Lujan Grisham Price (NC) Tonko 
(NM) Quigley Torres 
Luján, Ben Ray Rangel Tsongas 
(NM) Rice (NY) Van Hollen 
Lynch Richmond Vargas 
Maloney, Roybal-Allard Veasey 
Carolyn Ruiz Vela 
Maloney, Sean Ruppersberger Velázquez 
Matsui Ryan (OH) Visclosky 
McCollum Sanchez, Linda Walz 
Mec g pa 4 Wasserman 
cGovern anfor 
McNerney Sarbanes are sete es 
Meeks Schakowsky Watson Coleman 
Meng Schiff 
Moulton Schrader Welch 
Murphy (FL) Scott (VA) Wilson (EL) 
Nadler Scott, David Yarmuth 
NOT VOTING—7 
Crenshaw Rush Walters, Mimi 
Moore Sanchez, Loretta 
Poe (TX) Tiberi 
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So the bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


ee 


IRANIAN LEADERSHIP ASSET 
TRANSPARENCY ACT 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un- 
finished business is the vote on passage 
of the bill (H.R. 5461) to require the 
Secretary of the Treasury to submit a 
report to the appropriate congressional 
committees on the estimated total as- 
sets under direct or indirect control by 
certain senior Iranian leaders and 
other figures, and for other purposes, 
on which the yeas and nays were or- 
dered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

This is a 5-minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 282, nays 
143, not voting 6, as follows: 

[Roll No. 536] 


YEAS—282 
Abraham Blum Carter (GA) 
Aderholt Bost Carter (TX) 
Aguilar Boustany Chabot 
Allen Boyle, Brendan Chaffetz 
Amash F; Clawson (FL) 
Amodei Brady (TX) Coffman 
Ashford Brat Cole 
Babin Bridenstine Collins (GA) 
Barletta Brooks (AL) Collins (NY) 
Barr Brooks (IN) Comstock 
Barton Brownley (CA) Conaway 
Benishek Buchanan Cook 
Bera Buck Costello (PA) 
Bilirakis Bucshon Cramer 
Bishop (MI) Burgess Crawford 
Bishop (UT) Byrne Crenshaw 
Black Calvert Cuellar 
Blackburn Cardenas Culberson 
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Curbelo (FL) 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
Delaney 
Denham 

Dent 

DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 

Donovan 

Duffy 

Duncan (SC) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Engel 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 

Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 

Frankel (FL) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 

Gibbs 

Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 

Gowdy 
Graham 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 

Hahn 

Hanna 

Hardy 

Harper 

Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings 

Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Holding 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 

Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Israel 

Issa 

Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 

Jordan 

Joyce 


Adams 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 


Katko 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lynch 
MacArthur 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meng 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Norcross 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Quigley 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 


NAYS—143 


Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
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Rice (NY) 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 

Roby 

Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 

Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Russell 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Sires 

Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tipton 
Titus 

Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 

Vela 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 

Yoho 

Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 


Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 
F; 
Duckworth 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 


Eshoo 
Esty 

Farr 
Foster 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Huffman 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 


Johnson, E. B. 


Jones 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 


Moore 
Poe (TX) 


Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 


NOT VOTING—6 


Rush 


Price (NC) 
Rangel 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Linda 
T 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 
Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 


Tiberi 


Sanchez, Loretta Walters, Mimi 
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So the bill was passed. 


The result of the vote was announced 


as above recorded. 


A motion to reconsider was laid on 


the table. 


a 


COMMUNITY COUNTERTERRORISM 
PREPAREDNESS ACT 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un- 
finished business is the vote on the mo- 
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 5859) to amend the Homeland 
Security Act of 2002 to establish the 
major metropolitan area counterter- 
rorism training and exercise grant pro- 
gram, and for other purposes, as 
amended, on which the yeas and nays 
were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
MCCAUL) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, as amended. 

This is a 5-minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 395, nays 30, 
not voting 6, as follows: 

[Roll No. 537] 


YEAS—395 
Abraham Bera Boyle, Brendan 
Adams Beyer F. 
Aguilar Bilirakis Brady (PA) 
Allen Bishop (GA) Brady (TX) 
Amodei Bishop (MI) Bridenstine 
Ashford Bishop (UT) Brooks (IN) 
Babin Black Brown (FL) 
Barletta Blackburn Brownley (CA) 
Barr BI Buchanan 

um 
Barton Bucshon 

Blumenauer 

Bass B ae Burgess 
Beatty namei Bustos 
Becerra Bost Butterfield 
Benishek Boustany Calvert 


Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clawson (FL) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coffman 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cook 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 
Den 
DeSantis 
DeSaulnier 
DesJarlais 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dol 
Donovan 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Duckworth 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farenthold 
Farr 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frankel (FL) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Goodlatte 
Gowdy 
Graham 
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Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Hartzler 
Hastings 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holding 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huffman 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Knight 
Kuster 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 


MacArthur 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Matsui 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Moulton 
Mullin 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nolan 
Norcross 
Nugent 
Nunes 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Pocan 
Poliquin 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Price (NC) 
Price, Tom 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Rice (NY) 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Russell 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Linda 
T 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
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Schrader Takano Walz 
Scott (VA) Thompson (CA) Wasserman 
Scott, Austin Thompson (MS) Schultz 


Scott, David 


Sensenbrenner Thornberry Watson Coleman 
peers rai Weber (TX) 

essions itus Welch 
Sewell (AL) Tonko Wenstrup 
Sherman Torres Westerman 
Shimkus Trott Westmoreland 
Shuster Tsongas Williams 
Simpson Turner Wilson (FL) 
Sinema Upton Wilson (SC) 
Sires Valadao Witt 
Slaughter Van Hollen Touman 
Smith (MO) Vargas Womack 
Smith (NE) Veasey Woodall 
Smith (NJ) Vela Yarmuth 
Smith (TX) Velazquez Yoder 
Smith (WA) Visclosky Yoho 
Speier Wagner Young (AK) 
Stefanik Walberg Young (IA) 
Stewart Walden Young (IN) 
Stivers Walker Zeldin 
Swalwell (CA) Walorski Zinke 

NAYS—30 
Aderholt Gosar Palmer 
Amash Harris Posey 
Brat Huelskamp Ribble 
Brooks (AL) Jones Rigell 
Buck Jordan Roby 
Byrne Labrador Salmon 
Davidson Lummis Sanford 
Duncan (TN) Massie Schweikert 
Fleming Meadows Stutzman 
Gohmert Mulvaney Webster (FL) 
NOT VOTING—6 
Moore Rush Tiberi 
Poe (TX) Sanchez, Loretta Walters, Mimi 
1826 
Messrs. RICE of South Carolina, 

WITTMAN, and DUNCAN of South 
Carolina changed their vote from 


Thompson (PA) 


“nay” to “yea.” 


So (two-thirds being in the affirma- 


Waters, Maxine 


tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill, as amended, was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


AMENDING TITLE 49 TO INCLUDE 
CONSIDERATION OF CERTAIN IM- 
PACTS ON COMMERCIAL SPACE 
LAUNCH AND REENTRY ACTIVI- 
TIES 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un- 
finished business is the vote on the mo- 
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 6007) to amend title 49, 
United States Code, to include consid- 
eration of certain impacts on commer- 
cial space launch and reentry activities 
in a navigable airspace analysis, and 
for other purposes, on which the yeas 
and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. 
GRAVES) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill. 

This is a 5-minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 425, nays 0, 
not voting 6, as follows: 


Abraham 
Adams 
Aderholt 
Aguilar 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Ashford 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Benishek 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Bost 
Boustany 
Boyle, Brendan 
F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clawson (FL) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coffman 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cook 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davidson 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 


[Roll No. 538] 
YEAS—425 


DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DeSaulnier 
DesJarlais 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Donovan 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Duckworth 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farenthold 
Farr 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frankel (FL) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Graham 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holding 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huffman 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 


Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Knight 
Kuster 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lummis 
Lynch 
MacArthur 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
Matsui 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
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Mooney (WV) Roe (TN) Takano 
Moulton Rogers (AL) Thompson (CA) 
Mullin Rogers (KY) Thompson (MS) 
Mulvaney Rohrabacher Thompson (PA) 
Murphy (FL) Rokita Thornberry 
Murphy (PA) Rooney (FL) Tipton 
Nadler Ros-Lehtinen Titus 
Napolitano Roskam Tonko 
Neal Ross Torres 
Neugebauer Rothfus Trott 
Newhouse Rouzer Tsongas 
Noem Roybal-Allard ai 
urner 

Nolan Royce Upton 
Norcross Ruiz Valadao 
Nugent Ruppersberger 
Nunes Russell Van Hollen 
O’Rourke Ryan (OH) Vargas 
Olson Salmon Veasey 
Palazzo Sanchez, Linda Vela 
Pallone Ta Velazquez 
Palmer Sanford Visclosky 
Pascrell Sarbanes Wagner 
Paulsen Scalise Walberg 
Payne Schakowsky Walden 
Pearce Schiff Walker 
Pelosi Schrader Walorski 
Perlmutter Schweikert Walz 
Perry Scott (VA) Wasserman 
Peters Scott, Austin Schultz 
Peterson Scott, David Waters, Maxine 
Pingree Sensenbrenner Watson Coleman 
Pitts Sessions TEN 
Pocan Sewell (AL) ae ea Gn) 
Poliquin Sherman 
Polis Shimkus TuE 
Pompeo Shuster Westmoreland 
Posey Simpson rose 
Price (NC) Sinema Williams 

x F Wilson (FL) 
Price, Tom Sires K 
Quigley Slaughter Wilson (SC) 
Rangel Smith (MO) Wittman 
Ratcliffe Smith (NE) Womack 
Reed Smith (NJ) Woodall 
Reichert Smith (TX) Yarmuth 
Renacci Smith (WA) Yoder 
Ribble Speier Yoho 
Rice (NY) Stefanik Young (AK) 
Rice (SC) Stewart Young (IA) 
Richmond Stivers Young (IN) 
Rigell Stutzman Zeldin 
Roby Swalwell (CA) Zinke 

NOT VOTING—6 

Moore Rush Tiberi 
Poe (TX) Sanchez, Loretta Walters, Mimi 


1832 


Mr. CONYERS changed his vote from 
“nay” to “yea.” 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma- 
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


— 


DIRECTING THE SECRETARY OF 
TRANSPORTATION TO PROVIDE 
CONGRESS ADVANCE NOTICE OF 
CERTAIN ANNOUNCEMENTS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un- 
finished business is the vote on the mo- 
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 5977) to direct the Secretary 
of Transportation to provide to the ap- 
propriate committees of Congress ad- 
vance notice of certain announce- 
ments, and for other purposes, on 
which the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. 
GRAVES) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill. 
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This is a 5-minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 424, nays 1, 
not voting 6, as follows: 


[Roll No. 539] 
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aeronautical study, and for other pur- 
poses, on which the yeas and nays were 
ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
ZELDIN) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill. 


YEAS—424 

Abraham Cummings Hill 
Adams Curbelo (FL) Himes 
Aderholt Davidson Hinojosa 
Aguilar Davis (CA) Holding 
Allen Davis, Danny Honda 
Amash Davis, Rodney Hoyer 
Amodei DeFazio Hudson 
Ashford DeGette Huffman 
Babin Delaney Huizenga (MI) 
Barletta DeLauro Hultgren 
Barr DelBene Hunter 
Barton Denham Hurd (TX) 
Bass Dent Hurt (VA) 
Beatty DeSantis Israel 
Becerra DeSaulnier Issa 
Benishek DesJarlais Jackson Lee 
Bera Deutch Jeffries 
Beyer Diaz-Balart Jenkins (KS) 
Bilirakis Dingell Jenkins (WV) 
Bishop (GA) Doggett Johnson (GA) 
Bishop (MI) Dold Johnson (OH) 
Bishop (UT) Donovan Johnson, E. B. 
Black Doyle, Michael Johnson, Sam 
Blackburn F. Jolly 
Blum Duckworth Jones 
Blumenauer Duffy Jordan 
Bonamici Duncan (SC) Joyce 
Bost Duncan (TN) Kaptur 
Boustany Edwards Katko 
Boyle, Brendan Ellison Keating 

F. Ellmers (NC) Kelly (IL) 
Brady (PA) Emmer (MN) Kelly (MS) 
Brady (TX) Engel Kelly (PA) 
Brat Eshoo Kennedy 
Bridenstine Esty Kildee 
Brooks (AL) Farenthold Kilmer 
Brooks (IN) Farr Kind 
Brown (FL) Fincher King (IA) 
Brownley (CA) Fitzpatrick King (NY) 
Buchanan Fleischmann Kinzinger (IL) 
Buck Fleming Kirkpatrick 
Bucshon Flores Kline 
Burgess Forbes Knight 
Bustos Fortenberry Kuster 
Butterfield Foster Labrador 
Byrne Foxx LaHood 
Calvert Frankel (FL) LaMalfa 
Capps Franks (AZ) Lamborn 
Capuano Frelinghuysen Lance 
Cardenas Fudge Langevin 
Carney Gabbard Larsen (WA) 
Carson (IN) Gallego Larson (CT) 
Carter (GA) Garamendi Latta 
Carter (TX) Garrett Lawrence 
Cartwright Gibbs Lee 
Castor (FL) Gibson Levin 
Castro (TX) Gohmert Lewis 
Chabot Goodlatte Lieu, Ted 
Chaffetz Gosar Lipinski 
Chu, Judy Gowdy LoBiondo 
Cicilline Graham Loebsack 
Clark (MA) Granger Lofgren 
Clarke (NY) Graves (GA) Long 
Clawson (FL) Graves (LA) Loudermilk 
Clay Graves (MO) Love 
Cleaver Grayson Lowenthal 
Clyburn Green, Al Lowey 
Coffman Green, Gene Lucas 
Cohen Griffith Luetkemeyer 
Cole Grijalva Lujan Grisham 
Collins (GA) Grothman (NM) 
Collins (NY) Guinta Lujan, Ben Ray 
Comstock Guthrie (NM) 
Conaway Gutiérrez Lummis 
Connolly Hahn Lynch 
Conyers Hanna MacArthur 
Cook Hardy Maloney, 
Cooper Harper Carolyn 
Costa Harris Maloney, Sean 
Costello (PA) Hartzler Marchant 
Courtney Hastings Marino 
Cramer Heck (NV) Massie 
Crawford Heck (WA) Matsui 
Crenshaw Hensarling McCarthy 
Crowley Herrera Beutler McCaul 
Cuellar Hice, Jody B. McClintock 
Culberson Higgins McCollum 


McDermott Quigley Smith (WA) 
McGovern Rangel Speier 
McHenry Ratcliffe Stefanik 
McKinley Reed Stewart 
McMorris Reichert Stivers 

Rodgers Renacci Stutzman 
McNerney Ribble Swalwell (CA) 
McSally Rice (NY) Takano 
Meadows Rice (SC) Thompson (CA) 
Meehan Richmond Thompson (MS) 
Meeks Rigell Thompson (PA) 
Meng Roby Thornberry 
Messer Roe (TN) Tipton 
Mica Rogers (AL) Titus 
Miller (FL) Rogers (KY) Tonko 
Miller (MI) Rohrabacher Torres 
Moolenaar Rokita Trott 
Mooney (WV) Rooney (FL) Tsongas 
Moulton Ros-Lehtinen Turner 
Mullin Roskam Upton 
Mulvaney Ross Valadao 
Murphy (FL) Rothfus Van Hollen 
Murphy (PA) Rouzer Vargas 
Nadler Roybal-Allard Veasey 
Napolitano Royce Vela 
Neal Ruiz Velazquez 
Neugebauer Ruppersberger Visclosky 
Newhouse Russell Wagner 
Noem Ryan (OH) Walberg 
Nolan Salmon Walden 
Norcross Sanchez, Linda Walker 
Nugent T, Walorski 
Nunes Sanford Walz 
O’Rourke Sarbanes Wasserman 
Olson Scalise Schultz 
Palazzo Schakowsky Waters, Maxine 
Pallone Schiff Watson Coleman 
Palmer Schrader Weber (TX) 
Pascrell Schweikert Webster (FL) 
Paulsen Scott (VA) Welch 
Payne Scott, Austin Wenstrup 
Pearce Scott, David Westerman 
Pelosi Sensenbrenner Westmoreland 
Perlmutter Serrano Williams 
Perry Sessions Wilson (FL) 
Peters Sewell (AL) Wilson (SC) 
Peterson Sherman Wittman 
Pingree Shimkus Womack 
Pittenger Shuster Woodall 
Pitts Simpson Yarmuth 
Pocan Sinema Yoder 
Poliquin Sires Yoho 
Polis Slaughter Young (AK) 
Pompeo Smith (MO) Young (IA) 
Posey Smith (NE) Young (IN) 
Price (NC) Smith (NJ) Zeldin 
Price, Tom Smith (TX) Zinke 

NAYS—1 
Huelskamp 
NOT VOTING—6 
Moore Rush Tiberi 
Poe (TX) Sanchez, Loretta Walters, Mimi 
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So (two-thirds being in the affirma- 
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


EE 
DIRECTING THE FEDERAL AVIA- 
TION ADMINISTRATION TO 


ALLOW CERTAIN CONSTRUCTION 
OR ALTERATION OF STRUC- 
TURES BY STATE DEPARTMENTS 
OF TRANSPORTATION 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un- 
finished business is the vote on the mo- 
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 6014) to direct the Federal 
Aviation Administration to allow cer- 
tain construction or alteration of 
structures by State departments of 
transportation without requiring an 


This is a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 425, nays 0, 
not voting 6, as follows: 


[Roll No. 540] 


YEAS—425 

Abraham Cook Grayson 
Adams Cooper Green, Al 
Aderholt Costa Green, Gene 
Aguilar Costello (PA) Griffith 
Allen Courtney Grijalva 
Amash Cramer Grothman 
Amodei Crawford Guinta 
Ashford Crenshaw Guthrie 
Babin Crowley Gutiérrez 
Barletta Cuellar Hahn 
Barr Culberson Hanna 
Barton Cummings Hardy 
Bass Curbelo (FL) Harper 
Beatty Davidson Harris 
Becerra Davis (CA) Hartzler 
Benishek Davis, Danny Hastings 
Bera Davis, Rodney Heck (NV) 
Beyer DeFazio Heck (WA) 
Bilirakis DeGette Hensarling 
Bishop (GA) Delaney Herrera Beutler 
Bishop (MI) DeLauro Hice, Jody B. 
Bishop (UT) DelBene Higgins 
Black Denham Hill 
Blackburn Dent Himes 
Blum DeSantis Hinojosa 
Blumenauer DeSaulnier Holding 
Bonamici DesJarlais Honda 
Bost Deutch Hoyer 
Boustany Diaz-Balart Hudson 
Boyle, Brendan Dingell Huelskamp 

E Doggett Huffman 
Brady (PA) Dold Huizenga (MI) 
Brady (TX) Donovan Hultgren 
Brat Doyle, Michael Hunter 
Bridenstine E Hurd (TX) 
Brooks (AL) Duckworth Hurt (VA) 
Brooks (IN) Duffy Israel 
Brown (FL) Duncan (SC) Issa 
Brownley (CA) Duncan (TN) Jackson Lee 
Buchanan Edwards Jeffries 
Buck Ellison Jenkins (KS) 
Bucshon Ellmers (NC) Jenkins (WV) 
Burgess Emmer (MN) Johnson (GA) 
Bustos Engel Johnson (OH) 
Butterfield Eshoo Johnson, E. B. 
Byrne Esty Johnson, Sam 
Calvert Farenthold Jolly 
Capps Farr Jones 
Capuano Fincher Jordan 
Cárdenas Fitzpatrick Joyce 
Carney Fleischmann Kaptur 
Carson (IN) Fleming Katko 
Carter (GA) Flores Keating 
Carter (TX) Forbes Kelly (IL) 
Cartwright Fortenberry Kelly (MS) 
Castor (FL) Foster Kelly (PA) 
Castro (TX) Foxx Kennedy 
Chabot Frankel (FL) Kildee 
Chaffetz Franks (AZ) Kilmer 
Chu, Judy Frelinghuysen Kind 
Cicilline Fudge King (IA) 
Clark (MA) Gabbard King (NY) 
Clarke (NY) Gallego Kinzinger (IL) 
Clawson (FL) Garamendi Kirkpatrick 
Clay Garrett Kline 
Cleaver Gibbs Knight 
Clyburn Gibson Kuster 
Coffman Gohmert Labrador 
Cohen Goodlatte LaHood 
Cole Gosar LaMalfa 
Collins (GA) Gowdy Lamborn 
Collins (NY) Graham Lance 
Comstock Granger Langevin 
Conaway Graves (GA) Larsen (WA) 
Connolly Graves (LA) Larson (CT) 


Conyers 


Graves (MO) 


Latta 
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Lawrence Palazzo Shimkus 
Lee Pallone Shuster 
Levin Palmer Simpson 
Lewis Pascrell Sinema 
Lieu, Ted Paulsen Sires 
Lipinski Payne Slaughter 
LoBiondo Pearce Smith (MO) 
Loebsack Pelosi Smith (NE) 
feea Eor RR Smith (NJ) 
ong erry ; 
Loudermilk Peters Sak A) 
Love Peterson Speier 
Lowenthal Pingree rt ; 
F tefanik 
Lowey Pittenger 
Lucas Pitts Stewart 
Stivers 
Luetkemeyer Pocan 
Lujan Grisham Poliquin Stutzman 
(NM) Polis Swalwoll (CA) 
Lujan, Ben Ray Pompeo Takano 
(NM) Posey ‘Thompson (CA) 
Lummis Price (NC) Thompson (MS) 
Lynch Price, Tom Thompson (PA) 
MacArthur Quigley Thornberry 
Maloney, Rangel Tipton 
Carolyn Ratcliffe Titus 
Maloney, Sean Reed Tonko 
Marchant Reichert Torres 
Marino Renacci Trott 
Massie Ribble Tsongas 
Matsui Rice (NY) Turner 
McCarthy Rice (SC) Upton 
McCaul Richmond Valadao 
McClintock Rigell Van Hollen 
McCollum Roby Vargas 
McDermott Roe (TN) Veasey 
McGovern Rogers (AL) Vela 
McHenry Rogers (KY) Velazquez 
McKinley Rohrabacher Visclosky 
McMorris Rokita Wagner 
Rodgers Rooney (FL) Walberg 
McNerney Ros-Lehtinen Walden 
McSally Roskam Walker 
Meadows Ross Walorski 
Meehan Rothfus Walz 
Meeks Rouzer 
Meng Roybal-Allard inate 2 
alias Royo Waters, Maxine 
Miller (FL) Ruppersberger M gs 
Miller (MI) Russell Webster (FL) 
Moolenaar Ryan (OH) Š 
Welch 
Mooney (WV) Salmon Wenstru 
Moulton Sánchez, Linda P 
Mullin T. Westerman 
Mulvaney Sanford Westmoreland 
Murphy (FL) Sarbanes Williams 
Murphy (PA) Scalise Wilson (FL) 
Nadler Schakowsky Wilson (SC) 
Napolitano Schiff Wittman 
Neal Schrader Womack 
Neugebauer Schweikert Woodall 
Newhouse Scott (VA) Yarmuth 
Noem Scott, Austin Yoder 
Nolan Scott, David Yoho 
Norcross Sensenbrenner Young (AK) 
Nugent Serrano Young (IA) 
Nunes Sessions Young (IN) 
O’Rourke Sewell (AL) Zeldin 
Olson Sherman Zinke 
NOT VOTING—6 
Moore Rush Tiberi 
Poe (TX) Sanchez, Loretta Walters, Mimi 


So (two-thirds being in the affirma- 
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
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bill, as amended, was passed. 


The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 


The title of the bill was amended so 
as to read: ‘‘A bill to allow the Admin- 
istrator of the Federal Aviation Ad- 
ministration to enter into reimburs- 
able agreements for certain airport 
projects.’’. 


A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un- 
finished business is the vote on the mo- 
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
5147) to amend title 40, 
Code, to require that 
male and female restrooms in public 
buildings be equipped with baby chang- 
ing facilities, as amended, on which the 


bill (H.R. 


United States 


yeas and nays were ordered. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
BARLETTA) that the House suspend the 


rules and pass the bill, as amended. 
This is a 5-minute vote. 


The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 389, nays 34, 


not voting 8, as follows: 


Abraham 
Adams 
Aderholt 
Aguilar 
Allen 
Amodei 
Ashford 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Benishek 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Bost 
Boustany 
Boyle, Brendan 
F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (IN) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coffman 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (NY) 


[Roll No. 541] 
YEAS—389 


Comstock 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cook 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davidson 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DeSaulnier 
DesJarlais 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Donovan 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Duckworth 
Duffy 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frankel (FL) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 


Garamendi 
Garrett 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gowdy 
Graham 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 

Hanna 

Hardy 
Harper 
Hartzler 
Hastings 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins 

Hill 

Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holding 
Honda 

Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huffman 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 

Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Israel 

Issa 

Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 

Jordan 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 

Kind 


The 
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King (IA) Napolitano Scott, Austin 
King (NY) Neal Scott, David 
Kinzinger (IL) Neugebauer Sensenbrenner 
Kirkpatrick Newhouse Serrano 
Kline Noem Sessions 
Knight Nolan Sewell (AL) 
Kuster Norcross Sherman 
Labrador Nugent Shimkus 
LaHood Nunes Shuster 
LaMalfa O’Rourke ; 
Lamborn Olson eae 
Lance Palazzo Si 
; ires 
Langevin Pallone Slaughter 
Larsen (WA) Palmer Smith (MO) 
Latta Pascrell : 
Lawrence Paulsen Smi h (NE) 
Lee Payne Smi h (NJ) 
Levin Pearce Smi h (TX) 
Lewis Pelosi Smith (WA) 
Lieu, Ted Perlmutter Speier 
Lipinski Peters Stefanik 
LoBiondo Peterson Stewart 
Loebsack Pingree Stivers 
Lofgren Pittenger Swalwell (CA) 
Long Pitts Takano 
Love Pocan Thompson (CA) 
Lowenthal Poliquin Thompson (MS) 
Lowey Polis Thompson (PA) 
Lucas Pompeo Tipton 
Luetkemeyer Posey Titus 
Lujan Grisham Price (NC) Tonko 
(NM) Price, Tom Torres 
Lujan, Ben Ray Quigley Trott 
(NM) Rangel Tsongas 
Lynch Ratcliffe Turner 
MacArthur Reed Upton 
Maloney, Reichert Valadao 
Carolyn Renacci Van Hollen 
Maloney, Sean Ribble Vargas 
Marchant Rice (NY) Veasey 
Marino Rice (SC) Vela 
Matsui Richmond Velazquez 
aoe ie 1 Visclosky 
cCau: oby 
McCollum Roe (TN) a a 
McDermott Rogers (AL) Walden 
McGovern Rogers (KY) Walker 
McHenry Rooney (FL) W. $ 
5 i alorski 
McKinley Ros-Lehtinen Walz 
McMorris Roskam Wasserman 
Rodgers Ross Schultz 
McNerney Rothfus 
McSally Rouzer Watson Coleman 
Meadows Roybal-Allard Webster (FL) 
Meehan Royce Welch 
Meeks Ruiz Wenstrup 
Meng Ruppersberger Westerman 
Messer Russell Williams 
Mica Ryan (OH) Wilson (FL) 
Miller (FL) Sanchez, Linda Wilson (SC) 
Miller (MI) Te Wittman 
Moolenaar Sarbanes Womack 
Mooney (WV) Scalise Woodall 
Moulton Schakowsky Yarmuth 
Mullin Schiff Yoder 
Murphy (FL) Schrader Young (IA) 
Murphy (PA) Schweikert Young (IN) 
Nadler Scott (VA) Zeldin 
NAYS—34 
Amash Grothman Rokita 
Bra Harris Salmon 
Brooks (AL) Hice, Jody B. Sanford 
Burgess Huelskamp Stutzman 
Chaffetz Jones i Thornberry 
Clawson (FL) Loudermilk Weber (TX) 
Collins (GA) Lummis Westmoreland 
Duncan (SC) Massie Yoho 
Farenthold McClintock Youn 
$ g (AK) 
Gibbs Mulvaney $ 
Zinke 
Gosar Perry 
Griffith Rohrabacher 
NOT VOTING—8 
Larson (CT) Rush Walters, Mimi 


Moore Sanchez, Loretta Waters, Maxine 
Poe (TX) Tiberi 
O 1851 


So (two-thirds being in the affirma- 
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill, as amended, was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 
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The title of the bill was amended so 
as to read: ‘‘A bill to amend title 40, 
United States Code, to require rest- 
rooms in public buildings to be 
equipped with baby changing facili- 
ties.’’. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. TIBERI. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall Nos. 
535 (on passage of H.R. 3438), 536 (on pas- 
sage of H.R. 5461), 537 (motion to suspend 
the rules and pass, as amended H.R. 5859), 
538 (motion to suspend the rules and pass, as 
amended H.R. 6007), 539 (motion to suspend 
the rules and pass, as amended HR. 5977), 
540 (motion to suspend the rules and pass, as 
amended H.R. 6014), and 541 (motion to sus- 
pend the rules and pass, as amended H.R. 
5147) | did not cast my votes due to illness. 
Had | been present. | would have voted “yea” 
on all of the votes. 


EE 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
RATCLIFFE). Pursuant to clause 8 of 
rule XX, the Chair will postpone fur- 
ther proceedings today on additional 
motions to suspend the rules on which 
a recorded vote or the yeas and nays 
are ordered, or on which the vote in- 
curs objection under clause 6 of rule 
XX. 

Any record votes on postponed ques- 
tions will be taken later. 


— m 


MOBILE WORKFORCE STATE IN- 
COME TAX SIMPLIFICATION ACT 
OF 2015 


Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 2315) to limit the authority of 
States to tax certain income of em- 
ployees for employment duties per- 
formed in other States. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 2315 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Mobile 
Workforce State Income Tax Simplification 
Act of 2015”. 

SEC. 2. LIMITATIONS ON STATE WITHHOLDING 
AND TAXATION OF EMPLOYEE IN- 
COME. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—No part of the wages or 
other remuneration earned by an employee 
who performs employment duties in more 
than one State shall be subject to income 
tax in any State other than— 

(1) the State of the employee’s residence; 
and 

(2) the State within which the employee is 
present and performing employment duties 
for more than 30 days during the calendar 
year in which the wages or other remunera- 
tion is earned. 

(b) WAGES OR OTHER REMUNERATION.— 
Wages or other remuneration earned in any 
calendar year shall not be subject to State 
income tax withholding and reporting re- 
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quirements unless the employee is subject to 
income tax in such State under subsection 
(a). Income tax withholding and reporting re- 
quirements under subsection (a)(2) shall 
apply to wages or other remuneration earned 
as of the commencement date of employ- 
ment duties in the State during the calendar 
year. 

(c) OPERATING RULES.—For purposes of de- 
termining penalties related to an employer’s 
State income tax withholding and reporting 
requirements— 

(1) an employer may rely on an employee’s 
annual determination of the time expected 
to be spent by such employee in the States 
in which the employee will perform duties 
absent— 

(A) the employer’s actual knowledge of 
fraud by the employee in making the deter- 
mination; or 

(B) collusion between the employer and the 
employee to evade tax; 

(2) except as provided in paragraph (3), if 
records are maintained by an employer in 
the regular course of business that record 
the location of an employee, such records 
shall not preclude an employer’s ability to 
rely on an employee’s determination under 
paragraph (1); and 

(3) notwithstanding paragraph (2), if an 
employer, at its sole discretion, maintains a 
time and attendance system that tracks 
where the employee performs duties on a 
daily basis, data from the time and attend- 
ance system shall be used instead of the em- 
ployee’s determination under paragraph (1). 

(d) DEFINITIONS AND SPECIAL RULES.—For 
purposes of this Act: 

(1) Day.— 

(A) Except as provided in subparagraph (B), 
an employee is considered present and per- 
forming employment duties within a State 
for a day if the employee performs more of 
the employee’s employment duties within 
such State than in any other State during a 
day. 

(B) If an employee performs employment 
duties in a resident State and in only one 
nonresident State during one day, such em- 
ployee shall be considered to have performed 
more of the employee’s employment duties 
in the nonresident State than in the resident 
State for such day. 

(C) For purposes of this paragraph, the por- 
tion of the day during which the employee is 
in transit shall not be considered in deter- 
mining the location of an employee’s per- 
formance of employment duties. 

(2) EMPLOYEE.—The term ‘‘employee’’ has 
the same meaning given to it by the State in 
which the employment duties are performed, 
except that the term ‘‘employee’’ shall not 
include a professional athlete, professional 
entertainer, or certain public figures. 

(3) PROFESSIONAL ATHLETE.—The term 
“professional athlete”? means a person who 
performs services in a professional athletic 
event, provided that the wages or other re- 
muneration are paid to such person for per- 
forming services in his or her capacity as a 
professional athlete. 

(4) PROFESSIONAL ENTERTAINER.—The term 
“professional entertainer” means a person 
who performs services in the professional 
performing arts for wages or other remu- 
neration on a per-event basis, provided that 
the wages or other remuneration are paid to 
such person for performing services in his or 
her capacity as a professional entertainer. 

(5) CERTAIN PUBLIC FIGURES.—The term 
“certain public figures’? means persons of 
prominence who perform services for wages 
or other remuneration on a per-event basis, 
provided that the wages or other remunera- 
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tion are paid to such person for services pro- 
vided at a discrete event, in the nature of a 
speech, public appearance, or similar event. 

(6) EMPLOYER.—The term ‘‘employer’’ has 
the meaning given such term in section 
3401(d) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 
(26 U.S.C. 3401(d)), unless such term is de- 
fined by the State in which the employee’s 
employment duties are performed, in which 
case the State’s definition shall prevail. 

(7) STATE.—The term “State” means any of 
the several States. 

(8) TIME AND ATTENDANCE SYSTEM.—The 
term ‘‘time and attendance system” means a 
system in which— 

(A) the employee is required on a contem- 
poraneous basis to record his work location 
for every day worked outside of the State in 
which the employee’s employment duties are 
primarily performed; and 

(B) the system is designed to allow the em- 
ployer to allocate the employee’s wages for 
income tax purposes among all States in 
which the employee performs employment 
duties for such employer. 

(9) WAGES OR OTHER REMUNERATION.—The 
term ‘‘wages or other remuneration” may be 
limited by the State in which the employ- 
ment duties are performed. 

SEC. 3. EFFECTIVE DATE; APPLICABILITY. 

(a) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This Act shall take 
effect on January 1 of the 2d year that begins 
after the date of the enactment of this Act. 

(b) APPLICABILITY.—This Act shall not 
apply to any tax obligation that accrues be- 
fore the effective date of this Act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. GOODLATTE) and the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. NADLER) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Virginia. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re- 
marks and include extraneous mate- 
rials on H.R. 2315, currently under con- 
sideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

The Mobile Workforce State Income 
Tax Simplification Act provides a 
clear, uniform framework for when 
States may tax nonresident employees 
who travel to the taxing State to per- 
form work. In particular, this bill pre- 
vents States from imposing income tax 
compliance burdens on nonresidents 
who work in a foreign State for fewer 
than 30 days in a year. 

The State tax laws that determine 
when a nonresident must pay a foreign 
State’s income tax and when employers 
must withhold this tax are numerous 
and varied. Some States tax income 
earned within their borders by non- 
residents even if the employee only 
works in the State for just 1 day. These 
complicated rules impact everyone who 
travels for work and many industries. 
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As just one example, the Judiciary 
Committee heard testimony in 2015 
that the patchwork of State laws re- 
sulted in a manufacturing company 
issuing 50 W-2s to a single employee for 
a single year. The company executive 
also noted, regarding the compliance 
burden: many of our affected employ- 
ees make less than $50,000 per year and 
have limited resources to seek profes- 
sional advice. 

States generally allow a credit for in- 
come taxes paid to another State. How- 
ever, it is not always dollar for dollar 
when local taxes are factored in. Cred- 
its also do not relieve workers of sub- 
stantial paperwork burdens. 

There are substantial burdens on em- 
ployers as well. The committee heard 
testimony in 2014 that businesses, in- 
cluding small businesses, that operate 
interstate are subject to significant 
regulatory burdens with regard to com- 
pliance with nonresident State income 
tax withholding laws. These burdens 
distract from productive activity and 
job creation. 

Nevertheless, some object that the 
States will lose revenue if the bill is 
enacted. However, an analysis from 
Ernst & Young found that the bill’s 
revenue impact is minimal. 

There is little motive for fraud and 
gaming because the amount of money 
at issue—taxes on less than 30 days’ 
wages—is minimal. Also, the income 
tax generally has to be paid; the ques- 
tion is merely to whom. 

I commend the bill’s lead sponsors, 
Representatives BISHOP and JOHNSON, 
and thank all of the bill’s cosponsors. I 
urge the bill’s passage. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time, and I ask unanimous consent 
to yield control of my time to the gen- 
tleman from Michigan (Mr. BISHOP). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 
minutes to the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Michigan (Mr. CONYERS). 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
opposition to H.R. 2315. 

A large and broad coalition of 11 
large labor and tax organizations all 
oppose this bill because it is an at- 
tempt to impose standardized criteria 
for a uniform framework for the tax 
treatment of out-of-state residents, 
would cause certain States to lose mas- 
sive State income tax revenues, and 
would facilitate tax liability avoidance 
through manipulation by employers 
and employees alike. 

It achieves this flawed result in sev- 
eral ways. To begin with, rather than 
promoting uniformity, H.R. 2315 would 
have a significant adverse impact on 
income tax revenues for certain States. 

According to the Congressional Budg- 
et Office, for example, as the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. NADLER) 
will explain, New York could lose be- 
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tween $50 million and $125 million an- 
nually if this measure were signed into 
law. Other States that would also be 
adversely impacted and affected in- 
clude Illinois, Massachusetts, and Cali- 
fornia. 

As a result of the lost revenues from 
nonresident taxpayers, these States 
would be forced to make up these 
losses by shifting the tax burden to 
resident taxpayers. It may even cause 
these States to cut government serv- 
ices, such as funding for education and 
critical infrastructure improvements. 

Another problem with H.R. 2315 is 
that it essentially provides a roadmap 
for State income tax liability avoid- 
ance. 


1900 


By allowing an employer to rely on 
an employee’s determination of the 
time he or she is expected to spend 
working in another State during the 
year, the bill prevents the employer 
from withholding an employee’s State 
income taxes to a nonresident State. 

This would be the result even if the 
employer is aware that the employee 
has been working in a State for more 
than 30 days, as long as that State can- 
not prove that the employee com- 
mitted fraud in making his annual de- 
termination and the employer knew it. 

Rather than proceeding with this 
flawed bill, I urge my colleagues to 
pass a fair and uniform framework to 
allow States to collect taxes owed on 
remote sales. By staying silent since 
the Supreme Court’s 1992 Quill deci- 
sion, the Congress has failed to ensure 
that States have the authority to col- 
lect sales and use tax on Internet pur- 
chases. I am disappointed that, rather 
than moving the bipartisan eFairness 
legislation that our communities need, 
we are considering this measure in- 
stead. 

For these concerns and other rea- 
sons, I hope that you will join me in 
opposing H.R. 2315. 

Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the oppor- 
tunity to address my colleagues re- 
garding my bipartisan, bicameral, H.R. 
2315, the Mobile Workforce State In- 
come Tax Simplification Act. 

Mr. Speaker, according to the 10th 
Amendment, States are generally free 
to set their own public policy. It is im- 
portant, however, that they do so ina 
way that does not place a substantial 
burden upon the Commerce Clause of 
the United States Constitution. 

As the American workforce becomes 
increasingly more mobile, Congress has 
the constitutional duty to ensure that 
State public policy does not interfere 
with interstate economic activity. 

As an attorney and businessowner, I 
have seen firsthand how complicated 
all these different State income tax 
laws are for those who travel and work. 
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These burdens affect small businesses 
in particular, as well as their employ- 
ees, because they simply do not have 
the resources to comply with all the 
varying State income tax requirements 
that exist today. 

Employees are currently being pun- 
ished with complex reporting standards 
and the expense that results from filing 
all of this paperwork simply because 
they must travel outside their home 
State for work. And rather than ex- 
panding payroll or reducing prices for 
consumer goods, businesses are being 
forced to spend their hard-earned and 
scarce resources on complying with 
convoluted State income tax laws. This 
certainly fits the definition, in my 
opinion, of government red tape. 

During the subcommittee hearing on 
my bill last year, one witness testified 
that his employer had filed 10,500 W-2s 
on behalf of their numerous employees, 
primarily because they had crossed 
State lines for work. He went on to tell 
us that one of his coworkers had to file 
50 W-2s just for himself. 

Imagine an individual making less 
than $50,000 a year having to file 50, 20, 
or even 10 W-2s. It is simply unaccept- 
able to place that burden on our work- 
force today, and, moreover, it is unac- 
ceptable for us to let it go unresolved 
any longer. 

The Constitution grants Congress the 
authority to enact laws to protect the 
free flow of commerce among the 
States. It is imperative that Congress 
respects the 10th Amendment, but 
States must not use that power to prey 
upon workers from different States 
simply to raise revenues. 

That said, the complex array of State 
income tax laws in this Nation deserve 
a serious overhaul, and that is why 
conservative states’ rights legislative 
groups such as the American Legisla- 
tive Exchange Council agree and sup- 
port this legislation, specifically iden- 
tifying H.R. 2315 as the type of inter- 
state commerce regulation Congress 
should enact. In fact, that is why more 
than 300 outside organizations, to date, 
have pledged their support for this bill. 

With the help of my colleague, Rep- 
resentative HANK JOHNSON, on the 
other side of the aisle, our Mobile 
Workforce State Income Tax Sim- 
plification Act is a carefully crafted, 
bipartisan, bicameral measure that 
streamlines income tax laws across the 
Nation. It creates a uniform 30-day 
threshold before which a nonresident 
cannot be exposed to another State’s 
income tax liability. This ensures em- 
ployees will have a clear understanding 
of their tax liability, and it gives em- 
ployers a clear and consistent rule so 
that they can plan and accurately 
withhold taxes, knowing that the same 
rule applies for all States with an in- 
come tax. And best of all, it means 
much less paperwork and reduced com- 
pliance costs for everyone involved— 
businessowners and employees. 
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The goal of H.R. 2315 is to protect our 
mobile workforce, and that includes 
traveling emergency workers, first re- 
sponders, trade union workers, non- 
profit staff, teachers, and Federal, 
State, and local government employ- 
ees. Any organization that has employ- 
ees that cross State lines for tem- 
porary periods will benefit from this 
law. 

I would also note that great care was 
taken with this bill to diminish the im- 
pact on State revenues. My colleague 
across the aisle suggested concerns 
with this, and I would point out that a 
2015 study the chairman raised earlier, 
conducted by Ernst & Young, found 
that H.R. 2315 would actually raise tax 
revenues in some States, while other 
States would only see a de minimis 
change. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to take 
this opportunity to thank the 308 mem- 
bers of the Mobile Workforce Coalition 
who support the bill. I want to thank 
Chairman GOODLATTE for all of his 
time and effort, all 180 of my col- 
leagues who have cosponsored this 
House bill, as well as Senator THUNE, 
Senator BROWN, and nearly half of the 
United States Senate that have cospon- 
sored our companion bill so far. 

The Mobile Workforce State Income 
Tax Simplification Act is a simple way 
to reduce obvious administrative bur- 
dens with so much red tape interwoven 
in today’s Tax Code. This bill is just a 
plain commonsense way to cut through 
the clutter and simplify part of the fil- 
ing process moving forward. 

Together, we can make our work- 
force a priority and help our small 
businesses grow and save. I strongly 
urge my colleagues to pass H.R. 2315. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to 
H.R. 2315. This bill represents a major 
assault on the sovereignty of the 
States, and does particular damage to 
my home State of New York, depriving 
it of more than $100 million of its own 
tax revenue. The Mobile Workforce 
State Income Tax Simplification Act 
would prohibit States from collecting 
income tax from an individual unless 
the person works more than 30 days in 
that State in a calendar year. 

Simplifying and harmonizing the 
rules on tax collection across the coun- 
try is a worthy goal, but this bill would 
block States from setting their own 
tax policy within their own borders. 
That is both highly questionable, as a 
matter of constitutional law, and deep- 
ly troubling, as a matter of policy. 

The power to tax is a key index of 
sovereignty, yet this legislation tells 
States they may not tax activity solely 
within their borders except as pre- 
scribed in the bill. I find this constitu- 
tionally dubious. Although I take a 
broad view generally of the Commerce 
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Clause, I do not think it extends to a 
State’s ability to tax a person doing 
business within its own borders. 

Setting aside that concern, however, 
this bill would do great harm to a num- 
ber of States, most especially to New 
York. According to some estimates, 
New York State could lose up to $125 
million annually if this bill were en- 
acted. 

New York City’s unique location as 
the center of commerce for the Nation 
as well as its physical proximity to two 
other States means that many individ- 
uals go there throughout the year for 
business purposes. But if you work 
fewer than 30 days, which is up to six 5- 
day workweeks, this bill would strip 
New York of its right to tax any of 
your business activity within its bor- 
ders. That is both grossly unfair and 
extremely costly. While a de minimis 
exception might make sense, I hardly 
think that 6 weeks and $125 million is 
de minimis. 

This bill comes at a time when Con- 
gress is intent on shifting more and 
more responsibilities to the States. As 
States continue to struggle with budg- 
ets that are stretched ever thinner, we 
should not further limit their author- 
ity to tax and deprive them of yet more 
revenue. The fiscal impact of this bill 
on certain States may be quite mini- 
mal but, on others like New York, it 
would be catastrophic. If we deprive a 
State of $125 million each year, vital 
services like education, law enforce- 
ment, and health care could all be on 
the chopping block. 

During consideration of H.R. 2315 in 
the Judiciary Committee, I offered two 
amendments that would have miti- 
gated its impact. The first would have 
reduced the bill’s 30-day threshold to a 
more reasonable 14 days, which is still 
almost 3 weeks of work without being 
subject to taxation. The other would 
have added highly paid individuals to 
the bill’s list of exemptions, which 
would help avoid loopholes that could 
allow wealthy people to escape mil- 
lions of dollars of taxation. 

Had my amendments been accepted, 
the expected impact on New York 
would have been reduced from more 
than $100 million to roughly $20 million 
a year. While still causing a significant 
drain on resources, these amendments 
would have gone a long way toward 
making the bill fairer, while still 
achieving its underlying goals. Unfor- 
tunately, they were defeated and, 
therefore, I must oppose the bill. 

When the gentleman speaks of a com- 
pany with 50 W-2 forms for one em- 
ployee, if those W-2 forms total a few 
million dollars, that is not very bur- 
densome. If they are for $50,000, I un- 
derstand the point. My amendment 
would have taken care of that. 

I should note that this is not just 
about New York and that several other 
States would be similarly affected by 
this legislation. In addition, the bill is 
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opposed by a broad coalition of labor 
and tax organizations, including the 
AFL-CIO, AFSCME, SEIU, the Inter- 
national Union of Police Associations, 
the Federation of Tax Administrators, 
the Multistate Tax Commission, and 
many others. 

We should not be depriving States of 
the ability to tax within their own bor- 
ders as we are transferring more func- 
tions to the States and cutting back on 
Federal spending. I urge my colleagues 
to join me in opposing this unfair and 
misguided legislation. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Speaker, in response to the pre- 
vious speaker, my colleague from 
across the aisle, I would respectfully 
respond to his concerns about states’ 
rights. This bill does not violate fed- 
eralism principles. On the contrary, it 
is an exercise of Congress’ Commerce 
Clause authority in precisely the situa- 
tion for which it was intended. 

The Supreme Court has explained 
that the Commerce Clause was in- 
formed by structural concerns about 
the effects of State regulation on the 
national economy. Under the Articles 
of Confederation, State taxes and du- 
ties hindered and suppressed interstate 
commerce. The Framers intended the 
interstate Commerce Clause as a cure 
for these structural ills. This bill fits 
squarely within the authority by bring- 
ing uniformity to cases of de minimis 
presence by interstate workers in order 
to reduce compliance costs. 

I might also say, Mr. Speaker, in re- 
gard to this bill, this bill enjoys broad 
bipartisan support. It has 180 cospon- 
sors from both sides of the aisle. This 
bill will minimize compliance burdens 
on both workers and employers so that 
they can get back to being productive, 
creating and performing jobs. We have 
received letters of support from hun- 
dreds of entities across the employ- 
ment spectrum. 

But this bill is not just about busi- 
ness; it is about individuals. 

One businessowner told the Judiciary 
Committee that the compliance bur- 
dens from the patchwork of State laws 
falls on the employees who ‘‘make less 
than $50,000 per year and have limited 
resources to seek professional advice.” 
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It may not seem like a lot to those 
who oppose this bill, but for folks that 
make that kind of money, it is a great 
burden. 

It has been questioned whether there 
will be revenue loss to these States. 
Analysis shows that the impact is 
minimal, affecting mainly the alloca- 
tion of revenues, not the overall size of 
the tax revenue pot. 

This legislation is a great example of 
Congress working in a bipartisan way 
to relieve burdens on hardworking 
Americans. 
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Mr. Speaker, I urge Members to sup- 
port the bill. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Geor- 
gia (Mr. JOHNSON). 

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I thank the gentleman from New 
York for the time. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 
2315, the Mobile Workforce State In- 
come Tax Simplification Act of 2015, 
which is an important bipartisan bill 
that will help workers and small busi- 
nesses across the country. 

As a proud sponsor of this legislation 
in both the 110th and 111th Congresses, 
Iam very familiar with this issue. 

H.R. 2315 would provide for a uniform 
and easily administrable law that will 
simplify the patchwork of existing in- 
consistent and confusing State rules. It 
would also reduce administrative costs 
to the States and lessen compliance 
burdens on consumers. 

From a national perspective, the mo- 
bile workforce bill will vastly simplify 
the patchwork of existing inconsistent 
and confusing State rules. It would 
also reduce administrative costs to 
States and lessen compliance burdens 
on consumers. 

Take my home State of Georgia as an 
example. If an Atlanta-based employee 
of a St. Louis company travels to head- 
quarters on a business trip once a year, 
that employee would be subject to Mis- 
souri tax, even if his annual visit only 
lasts a day. However, if that employee 
travels to Maine, her trip would only 
be subject to tax if her trip lasts for 10 
days. If she travels to New Mexico on 
business, she would only be subject to 
tax if she was in the State for 15 days. 

For example, in Georgia, Acuity 
Brands is a leading lighting manufac- 
turer that employs over 1,000 associ- 
ates and has over 3,200 associates na- 
tionwide who travel extensively across 
the country for training, conferences, 
and other business. 

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD 
a letter in support of H.R. 2315. 

ACUITY BRANDS, 
Conyers, GA, September 19, 2016. 
Re H.R. 2315, the Mobile Workforce State In- 
come Tax Simplification Act. 
Hon. HANK JOHNSON, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE JOHNSON: We are 
writing to express our strong support for 
H.R. 2315, the Mobile Workforce State In- 
come Tax Simplification Act, and urge you 
to support the legislation when the bill is 
considered by the House this week. 

H.R. 2315, which would establish unified, 
clear rules and definitions for nonresident 
personal income tax reporting and with- 
holding, is supported by 300+ organizations 
comprising the Mobile Workforce Coalition, 
and has over 170 bipartisan co-sponsors. The 
bill was approved by the House Judiciary 
Committee in June 2015, and a nearly iden- 
tical version of the legislation was passed by 
voice vote in the House during the 112th Con- 
gress (H.R. 1864). 

Acuity Brands, Inc. is one of the leading 
manufacturers of lighting and controls 
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equipment in the world. We are a U.S. cor- 
poration based in Georgia with offices, man- 
ufacturing facilities, and training centers 
across the United States. We employee over 
4,000 associates in the United States, and our 
fiscal year 2015 net sales totaled over $2.7 bil- 
lion. 

Acuity Brands is a large multinational 
company with locations in many states and 
customers in all 50 states, which requires a 
large number of our associates to travel out- 
side of their respective states of residency in 
order to properly manage and grow our busi- 
ness. Our associates travel all over the coun- 
try for training, conferences, intracompany 
business, and volunteer activities for com- 
munities or non-for-profit entities. Many of 
these activities contribute to the economy of 
those non-resident states. Our associates, 
some of the country’s foremost experts on 
matters impacting the lighting industry, 
also travel at the invitation of state legisla- 
tors and regulators to provide testimony and 
technical expertise on energy-related issues. 

Given the extensive travel required of our 
associates, some of which is done at the be- 
hest of others, the current state-by-state 
system of nonresident personal income tax 
reporting and withholding imposes substan- 
tial operational and administrative burdens 
on Acuity Brands and our associates. The 
current requirements vary by state and are 
often changing, which presents significant 
compliance challenges. Furthermore, state 
laws are not always clear on what con- 
stitutes work travel or work days, or what 
exclusions apply. Thus, significant resources 
are expended trying to interpret various 
states’ requirements and then attempting to 
satisfy them. 

H.R. 2315 would simplify the current sys- 
tem and greatly reduce the burden on Acuity 
Brands and other businesses. Unified, simple 
rules and definitions for nonresident report- 
ing and withholding obligations would un- 
doubtedly improve compliance rates and it 
would strike the correct balance between 
state sovereignty and ensuring that Amer- 
ica’s modern mobile workforce is not unduly 
encumbered. 

In light of the foregoing, we would sin- 
cerely appreciate your support on this legis- 
lation. 

Thank you very much for your consider- 
ation. 

Sincerely, 
CHERYL ENGLISH, 
VP, Government & Industry Relations, 
Acuity Brands. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. In a letter, 
Richard Reece, Acuity’s executive vice 
president, writes that current State 
laws are numerous, varied, and often 
changing, requiring that the company 
expend significant resources merely in- 
terpreting and satisfying States’ re- 
quirements. 

He concludes that: 

Unified, clear rules and definitions for non- 
resident reporting and withholding obliga- 
tions would undoubtedly improve compli- 
ance rates, and it would strike the correct 
balance between State sovereignty and en- 
suring that America’s modern mobile work- 
force is not unduly encumbered. 

We should heed the calls of Acuity 
and numerous other businesses across 
the country by enacting H.R. 2315 into 
law. With over 175 cosponsors this Con- 
gress, it is clear that mobile workforce 
is an idea whose time has come. 

I thank my colleagues for their work 
on the bill, and, in particular, Con- 
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gressman BISHOP of Michigan for his 
leadership on this bill in the 114th Con- 
gress; also Chairman GOODLATTE for al- 
lowing this bill to come to the floor. 
Congressman BISHOP has carried the 
torch for our esteemed former col- 
league, the late Howard Coble, who 
fought alongside me in support of this 
bill when it passed out of the House by 
a voice vote in the 112th Congress. 

I also thank our staffs who have 
worked tirelessly to build support for 
this legislation along bipartisan lines. 
This bill is a testament to the good 
that can come from working across the 
aisle on bipartisan tax fairness re- 
forms. 

I am optimistic that the passage of 
H.R. 2315 augers well for the passage of 
e-fairness legislation, which is critical 
to countless small businesses across 
the country this Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, in closing, I urge my 
colleagues in the Senate to bring this 
bill up for a vote as soon as possible. 
This country’s employees and busi- 
nesses deserve quick action. 

Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. Mr. Speak- 
er, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker how much 
time do I have remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from New York has 742 minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, whatever the gentleman 
may say, the fact is this bill, since it 
deals only with earnings earned com- 
pletely within a State, represents a 
major assault on the sovereignty of the 
States. It is one thing to say that 
interstate commerce must be regu- 
lated, that the State’s ability to extend 
its tax out, its tax through a company 
without much nexus to the State that 
sells into the State can be regulated, 
but that is not this. 

What this says is: We are going to 
limit the State’s ability to tax eco- 
nomic activity that occurs entirely 
within the State. 

Now, one might argue that if some- 
one only spends a couple days in the 
State, you shouldn’t tax that because 
it will discourage doing business in the 
State; and maybe if I were still a mem- 
ber of the State legislature, maybe I 
would argue that. But that is an argu- 
ment for the State legislature. It is not 
an argument for Congress. That is an 
argument on the economic merits of 
the State’s exercise of its own tax pow- 
ers and its own judgment within its 
own borders. For Congress to step in 
and say: New York must forgo $125 mil- 
lion in revenue or some other State 
must forgo $55 million or maybe $22.38 
entirely based on economic activity 
within that State is, frankly, none of 
our business. 

Today we talk about the burden that 
this imposes. Yes, a State might be 
wise to exempt small amounts of in- 
come so you don’t need 50 W-2s to 


13286 


someone who earns a total of $50,000, 
but for someone who earns $50 million 
and may earn $20 million in a couple of 
days in a State, that State ought to be 
able to tax it, and it ought to be up to 
the economic and political judgment of 
that State as to how, in the interests of 
economic intelligence, to limit its ex- 
ercise of its taxing power so as not to 
discourage business. That is a State’s 
decision. 

We hear a lot of rhetoric about 
States’ rights and sovereignty and 
yielding power to the States on the 
floor, but here is an example going 
much farther than anything else I have 
seen, frankly, of the Federal Govern- 
ment stepping in and saying to a State: 
You may not exercise your taxing 
power within your State when it has 
nothing to do with another State. 

If someone comes into the State and 
earns $50 million in 10 days or 3 weeks 
or 44% weeks, why shouldn’t that State 
be able to tax it if it wishes to? By 
what right does Congress tell it that it 
can’t? By what right does Congress tell 
New York: You must forgo $100 to $125 
million in revenue? 

Even the efficiency argument doesn’t 
make much sense with today’s com- 
puters and computer ability. 

So I think that this is an invasion of 
States’ rights. It is an invasion of the 
core ability of the State to tax within 
its own borders. It is an invasion of—it 
is not a theft—it is a deprivation, my 
own State is about $125 million, which 
our taxpayers will have to make up, 
and it is wrong for that reason. 

Now, I understand why ALEC might 
support this bill. ALEC wants govern- 
ment to do nothing, wants the Federal 
Government not to tax, the State gov- 
ernments not to tax, and have as little 
power as possible. That is a view, but it 
is not a view that justifies the Federal 
Government telling a State and telling 
the States’ voters that, whether they 
like it or not, they shouldn’t tax eco- 
nomic activity within that State, they 
should come up with the money some 
other way or they should have less 
State services. That is for the States’ 
taxpayers, the States’ voters to decide. 

This bill is an imposition on the 
States. It is an imposition on the peo- 
ple of the States. It is wrong. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. Mr. Speak- 
er, how much time is remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman has 9⁄2 minutes remaining. 

Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Speaker, before I came to the 
United States Congress, I served as 
general counsel and chief legal officer 
for a small business. One of my pri- 
mary functions was to ensure compli- 
ance on the patchwork of government 
requirements and issues that presented 
itself every day. It was a huge burden 
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for our company. It was a huge burden 
for the employees of our company. 

This is exactly what we are talking 
about today. This is the exact kind of 
compliance that is choking out small 
business and really, really falling on 
the shoulders of those who can least af- 
ford it. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a commonsense 
solution to a real problem. We live in a 
global economy. It is something we 
can’t deny. Our mobile workforce is 
there, and it is going to continue to 
grow. We cannot continue to penalize 
companies and individuals for that 
fact. 

We have 180 cosponsors for this that 
accede the exact basis for what we are 
trying to accomplish here. These are 
bipartisan folks—Republicans and 
Democrats. The same is true with a 
companion bill in the Senate. There 
are lots and lots of outside groups that 
support it, not just specific legislative 
groups, but businesses that deal with 
this every day. 

So I am very proud of this bill. I am 
grateful to Representative JOHNSON of 
Georgia for his work on the bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge all Members to 
support the bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. KILMER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
discuss H.R. 2315. I’m glad to see that the 
House of Representatives is taking up legisla- 
tion to address a confusing state income tax 
issue that is leading to some unfair results. 
But | am concerned that another issue impor- 
tant to my state is being ignored. 

Many states currently face legal limitations 
on their ability to collect sales tax from out-of- 
state sellers. With the boom of the internet, 
economic transactions are increasingly moving 
online. For states that rely on sales tax reve- 
nues to fund state agencies and programs, 
they’ve seen a real hit to their balance sheets. 

What’s worse, we’re seeing brick and mortar 
retail outlets all across the state and country— 
businesses that have made real investments 
in their communities—face a competitive dis- 
advantage against online retailers. That 
means more empty storefronts on Main Street 
and fewer jobs in local communities. 

That’s why I’ve supported efforts to help 
level the playing field and ensure that Wash- 
ington retail stores have the ability to compete. 
The Remote Transactions Parity Act would au- 
thorize states to collect sales on products sold 
to Washingtonians that cross state lines. This 
bill now has nearly seventy bipartisan cospon- 
sors. 

Mr. Speaker, there are very few legislative 
days left before the end of this Congress. I’d 
encourage my friends in the majority to make 
a real effort to address this important issue 
before we adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr. 
BISHOP) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2315. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 
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A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


PROTECTION OF THE RIGHT OF 
TRIBES TO STOP THE EXPORT 


OF CULTURAL AND TRADI- 
TIONAL PATRIMONY RESOLU- 
TION 


Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. Mr. Speak- 
er, I move to suspend the rules and 
agree to the concurrent resolution (H. 
Con. Res. 122) supporting efforts to stop 
the theft, illegal possession or sale, 
transfer, and export of tribal cultural 
items of American Indians, Alaska Na- 
tives, and Native Hawaiians in the 
United States and internationally, as 
amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the con- 
current resolution. 

The text of the concurrent resolution 
is as follows: 

H. CoN. RES. 122 


Whereas this resolution may be cited as 
the “Protection of the Right of Tribes to 
stop the Export of Cultural and Traditional 
Patrimony Resolution” or the “PROTECT 
Patrimony Resolution”; 

Whereas the tribal cultural items of Amer- 
ican Indians, Alaska Natives, and Native Ha- 
waiians (collectively ‘“‘tribes?” or ‘‘Native 
Americans’’) in the United States of America 
include ancestral remains; funerary objects; 
sacred objects; and objects of cultural pat- 
rimony (hereinafter ‘‘tribal cultural items’’), 
which are objects that have ongoing histor- 
ical, traditional, or cultural importance cen- 
tral to a Native American group or culture 
itself, and which, therefore, cannot be alien- 
ated, appropriated, or conveyed by any indi- 
vidual; 

Whereas tribal cultural items are vital to 
tribal cultural survival and the maintenance 
of tribal ways of life; 

Whereas the nature and the description of 
tribal cultural items are sensitive and to be 
treated with respect and confidentiality, as 
appropriate; 

Whereas violators often export tribal cul- 
tural items overseas with the intent of evad- 
ing Federal and tribal laws; 

Whereas tribal cultural items continue to 
be removed from tribal possession and sold 
in black or public markets in violation of 
Federal and tribal laws, including laws de- 
signed to protect tribal cultural property 
rights; 

Whereas the illegal trade of tribal cultural 
items involves a sophisticated and lucrative 
black market, as items make their way 
through domestic markets, and then are 
often exported overseas; 

Whereas auction houses in foreign coun- 
tries have held sales of tribal cultural items 
from the Pueblo of Acoma, the Pueblo of La- 
guna, the Pueblo of San Felipe, the Hopi 
Tribe, and other tribes; 

Whereas after tribal cultural items are ex- 
ported abroad, tribes have difficulty stopping 
the sale of these items and securing their re- 
patriation to their home communities, where 
the items belong; 

Whereas Federal agencies have a responsi- 
bility to consult with tribes to stop the 
theft, illegal possession or sale, transfer, and 
export of tribal cultural items; 

Whereas an increase in the investigation 
and successful prosecution of violations of 
the Native American Graves Protection and 
Repatriation Act (25 U.S.C. 3001 et seq.) and 
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the Archaeological Resources Protection Act 
(16 U.S.C. 470aa—470mm) is necessary to deter 
illegal traders; and 

Whereas many tribes and tribal organiza- 
tions have passed resolutions condemning 
the theft and sale of tribal cultural items, 
including— 

(1) the National Congress of American Indi- 
ans passed Resolutions SAC-12-008 and SD- 
15-075 to call upon the United States, in con- 
sultation with tribes, to address inter- 
national repatriation and take affirmative 
actions to stop the theft and illegal sale of 
tribal cultural items both domestically and 
abroad; 

(2) the All Pueblo Council of Governors, 
representative of 20 Pueblo Indian tribes, 
noting that the Pueblo Indian tribes of the 
southwestern United States have been dis- 
proportionately affected by the illegal sale 
of tribal cultural items both domestically 
and internationally and in violation of Fed- 
eral and tribal laws, passed Resolutions Nos. 
2015-12 and 2015-13 to call upon the United 
States, in consultation with tribes, to ad- 
dress international repatriation and take af- 
firmative actions to stop the theft and ille- 
gal sale of tribal cultural items both domes- 
tically and abroad; 

(3) the United South and Eastern Tribes, 
an intertribal organization comprised of 
twenty-six federally recognized tribes, 
passed Resolution No. 2015:007, which calls 
upon the United States to address all means 
to support repatriation of ancestral remains 
and cultural items from beyond United 
States borders; and 

(4) the Inter-Tribal Council of the Five Civ- 
ilized Tribes, uniting the Chickasaw, Choc- 
taw, Cherokee, Muscogee (Creek), and Semi- 
nole Nations, passed Resolution No. 12-07, 
which requests that the United States assist 
in international repatriations and take im- 
mediate action, after consultation with 
tribes, to address repatriation: Now, there- 
fore, be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the 
Senate concurring), That Congress— 

(1) condemns the theft, illegal possession 
or sale, transfer, and export of tribal cul- 
tural items; 

(2) calls upon the Secretaries of the De- 
partment of the Interior, the Department of 
State, the Department of Commerce, and the 
Department of Homeland Security and the 
Attorney General to consult with tribes and 
traditional Native American religious lead- 
ers in addressing this important issue, to 
take affirmative action to stop these illegal 
practices, and to secure repatriation of tribal 
cultural items to tribes; 

(3) supports the development of explicit re- 
strictions on the export of tribal cultural 
items; and 

(4) encourages State and local governments 
and interested groups and organizations to 
work cooperatively in deterring the theft, il- 
legal possession or sale, transfer, and export 
of tribal cultural items and in securing the 
repatriation of tribal cultural items. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. BISHOP) and the gentle- 
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent that all 
Members may have 5 legislative days 
within which to revise and extend their 
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remarks and include extraneous mate- 
rials on H. Con. Res. 122, currently 
under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of H. Con. Res. 122, the PROTECT Pat- 
rimony Resolution, which expresses 
support for efforts to stop the theft, il- 
legal sale, and trafficking of Native 
American tribal cultural items. I com- 
mend my colleague from New Mexico 
(Mr. PEARCE) for introducing this im- 
portant resolution. 

The United States is home to 567 fed- 
erally recognized tribes. Tribal cul- 
tural items and sacred artifacts of 
these tribes are central to Native 
American culture and religion. As we 
study and learn from these items, it is 
imperative that we also protect them 
from theft and commercialization for 
personal gain. 

The extent and nature of this illegal 
activity is largely understudied. While 
the exact numbers have yet to be de- 
termined, the Bureau of Indian Affairs 
reports in its most recent statistics 
that more than 8,000 objects of cultural 
patrimony have been repatriated since 
1990. It remains unclear, however, how 
many items have been stolen or ille- 
gally sold. We must obtain more com- 
prehensive data to better understand 
the nature of this issue. 

For that reason, I joined Congress- 
man PEARCE and Crime, Terrorism, 
Homeland Security, and Investigations 
Subcommittee Chairman SENSEN- 
BRENNER in requesting a study by the 
Government Accountability Office to 
determine how the Federal Govern- 
ment can help prevent the illegal exca- 
vation and removal of cultural items 
from Federal and tribal land, the sta- 
tus of Federal agency efforts to repa- 
triate Native American cultural items, 
and information about the inter- 
national market for trafficking these 
cultural items. 

Several auctions around the world 
have been criticized for routinely sell- 
ing Native American goods. Earlier 
this year, the planned sale of an Acoma 
shield used in religious ceremonies was 
halted after the Federal Government 
and the Acoma Tribe advocated for its 
repatriation, claiming that there was 
reason to believe that this object was 
stolen. 

H. Con. Res. 122 condemns the theft, 
illegal possession, or sale and export of 
tribal cultural items; supports the de- 
velopment of explicit restrictions on 
the export of tribal cultural items; 
calls upon the secretaries of various 
Federal agencies and the Attorney 
General to take affirmative steps to se- 
cure the repatriation of these items to 
their respective tribes, and encourages 
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cooperation between governmental and 
tribal entities in these efforts. 
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Protection of tribal cultural items is 
critical to maintaining our Nation’s 
cultural heritage. I look forward to ob- 
taining more information through the 
GAO’s research, and I urge passage of 
the resolution sponsored by my col- 
league, Congressman PEARCE. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support 
of H. Con. Res. 122, the Protection of 
the Right of Tribes to stop the Export 
of Cultural and Traditional Patrimony 
Resolution, or the PROTECT Pat- 
rimony Resolution. I commend Mr. 
PEARCE and his Democratic cosponsor, 
Ms. MCCOLLUM, for their leadership on 
this issue. 

This important resolution condemns 
the theft, illegal possession, sale, 
transfer, and export for tribal cultural 
items belonging to American Indians, 
Alaska Natives, and American Hawai- 
jans in the United States and inter- 
nationally. 

For those of us who have visited res- 
ervations, such as those in the State of 
Texas and Pueblos in New Mexico, we 
are well aware of the long, long history 
of Native Americans throughout the 
United States. For far too long, Native 
Americans have struggled to protect 
their sacred and cultural artifacts— 
such as ancestral remains, funerary ob- 
jects, and sacred items—from thieves 
who steal these precious objects, all in 
the pursuit of profits; and I hope it will 
now stop. 

These irreplaceable objects are vital 
to the survival of tribal culture and to 
the maintenance of tribal ways of life. 
Yet, time and again, they are stolen by 
thieves who come in the dark of the 
night with axes, shovels, and even 
power tools to remove them from his- 
torical sites, which are often destroyed 
in the process. 

In turn, these tribal cultural items 
are illegally sold domestically and 
internationally through black and pub- 
lic markets in violation of Federal and 
tribal laws that protect tribal cultural 
property rights. The loss of these arti- 
facts harms not only Native Americans 
but all Americans. It robs our Nation 
of an incredibly important opportunity 
to learn from and respect these rich 
and vibrant cultures. 

In recognition of these concerns, H. 
Con. Res. 122 calls upon various Fed- 
eral agencies to consult with Native 
American tribes and their religious 
leaders in order to better understand 
the problem and, thereby, stop these il- 
legal practices and repatriate stolen 
tribal cultural items to their rightful 
owners. 

This resolution also asks the Govern- 
ment Accountability Office to study 
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the scope of illegal trafficking in these 
artifacts, both domestically and inter- 
nationally, which will help identify 
ways to end illegal trafficking. 

Further, the resolution expresses 
support for the development of explicit 
restrictions on the export of tribal cul- 
tural items. Specifically, it encourages 
cooperation among State and local 
governments, as well as groups and or- 
ganizations, in an effort to deter the 
theft, illegal possession, sale, and ex- 
port of these items. 

Accordingly, I support H. Con. Res. 
122. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield 5 minutes to the gentleman 
from New Mexico (Mr. PEARCE), the 
sponsor of the resolution. 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Mr. BISHOP for yielding the time. I ap- 
preciate the comments from my col- 
league, the gentlewoman from Texas 
(Ms. JACKSON LEE), on this significant 
bill and resolution that we are talking 
about tonight. 

I grew up in the corner of New Mex- 
ico that does not have Indian tribes in 
it, so when I was elected to Congress in 
2003, I began service, started traveling 
into some of the Indian reservations, 
and slowly began to develop relation- 
ships and friendships with those tribes. 

In 2013, one of my friends from La- 
guna Pueblo called and said: we have 
one of our culturally significant items 
that is going on sale in Paris and in 
France. 

And he said: we are going to try to 
buy it, but we are not sure that we can 
bring it home. 

They ended up purchasing that item 
at the auction. And, sure enough, 
France would not allow them to take it 
out of the country, so we negotiated 
between our State Department and the 
French State Department. Finally, 
they were allowed to bring that item 
out. 

They bought a first-class ticket for 
it. It was so significant that they did 
not want to let it travel as cargo in the 
hold of the airplane, instead, buying 
that first-class ticket to where it 
would sit there in the compartment 
with them. 

Now, that is not a culture that I was 
familiar with until I began to form 
friendships among the Native Ameri- 
cans, but it is a story I hear repeated. 

The same young man who purchased 
the item was going to buy the second 
item in that same sale and was dropped 
off the Internet down on the Indian res- 
ervation and did not purchase it. It is 
in his explanation of the missing of 
that second article. He said that he and 
his wife had lost a child in childbirth. 
And he said the feeling of missing that 
item was exactly the same as losing 
the child in childbirth. 

Now, that is not something I nec- 
essarily can identify with, but I cer- 
tainly identify with the emotions that 
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say there are things that are so signifi- 
cant they should not be trafficked in. 

We continued our kind of unofficial 
visits with the auction house at that 
point, and they began to say: look, 
many of the collectors would simply 
give the items back. They just don’t 
want to be charged for things. These 
were sold usually in some sort of legal 
process. And so we had discussions, but 
nothing ever came of it. 

Then again, at that same point, the 
Hopi Tribe in Arizona had articles for 
sale. One of them cost $130,000. They 
had to buy them back. Again, the 
French Government would not help 
them at all. They took it to court and 
were simply turned down. 

This year, Acoma came and said: 
look, we have got a couple of items 
that are in France, they are going on 
auction. We contacted the French Gov- 
ernment, and they were simply resist- 
ant. 

So we decided, with the help of the 
Acoma Tribe, with my friend, Mr. 
COLE, and Ms. MCCOLLUM, who has been 
a champion for Native American 
rights—we all formed the idea of this 
bill and submitted it. The day we sub- 
mitted the bill, the French pulled the 
item. It was this time a shield from 
Acoma. They pulled it out of the auc- 
tion. 

Negotiations are still going on to 
bring that item back. But the idea that 
we as a government, we as the U.S. 
Government, should be studying these 
things that are around the world being 
sold internationally, maybe have 
enough significance that we would 
want them to be repatriated, we would 
want them to come back to where peo- 
ple would know about their heritage. 

Now, as I began to be familiar with 
the Indian culture, the U.S. Govern- 
ment was not always gracious in deal- 
ing with those Native American tribes. 
And so the least that we can do is help 
them reestablish that culture that lets 
them tell the children who are coming 
up about who they were, where they 
came from, and the things that are sig- 
nificant to them. 

When I visit the tribes, occasionally 
they will bring out canes that were 
given to them to indicate their sov- 
ereignty. Those were given by Abra- 
ham Lincoln. Now, it sends goose 
bumps up and down my spine when I 
am standing on a tribal ground and 
they carefully bring out these canes 
that came from Abraham Lincoln to 
just signify their importance to the 
country. That is the value that their 
culture places on these items, and 
those items are passed around from one 
family to another to be in charge of the 
caretaking for it. 

So this resolution today simply says 
that we want to study it, we want to 
figure out what we can do better, and 
let’s do better. 

Again, I thank my Democrat cospon- 
sors. It is a very good bipartisan bill. It 


September 21, 2016 


is a bicameral piece of legislation. I 
thank Chairman GOODLATTE and sub- 
committee Chairman SENSENBRENNER 
and the entire Judiciary Committee 
staff for the work on it. 

I urge the passage of H. Con. Res. 122. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Again, let me thank my good friend, 
Mr. PEARCE, and his cosponsors, Ms. 
McCoLLuM and Mr. COLE, for their 
leadership. 

In closing, tribal cultural objects 
play a crucial role in ensuring that Na- 
tive Americans and generations to 
come retain the opportunity to learn 
about their rich heritage. They help to 
connect tribal members to their his- 
tory, traditions, and personal identity. 
The story Mr. PEARCE told was a mov- 
ing one and evidences how important 
this legislation is. 

The theft of these objects is a direct 
assault against the vitality of Native 
American cultures. When they are sto- 
len or destroyed, a piece of that culture 
is irretrievably gone not only for Na- 
tive Americans but for all Americans 
and all others to understand that cul- 
ture. 

Our Nation has a responsibility to do 
everything in its power to protect and 
return these priceless artifacts. H. Con. 
Res. 122 recognizes the importance of 
this responsibility. 

I, therefore, urge my colleagues to 
support this resolution. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in 
strong support of H. Con. Res. 122, the Pro- 
tection of the Right of Tribes to stop the Ex- 
port of Cultural and Traditional (PROTECT) 
Patrimony Resolution. | joined as an original 
cosponsor of the Resolution, which was intro- 
duced by Congressman PEARCE, and | am 
pleased that it has gathered broad bipartisan 
support. This resolution is an important first 
step in resolving an issue for all of Indian 
Country: protecting Native American cultural 
objects from removal and trafficking and en- 
suring their repatriation back to their tribal 
owners. 

There are many tribes located within my dis- 
trict. They, like other tribes around the country, 
strive to protect their cultural heritage and tra- 
ditional ways of life. Possession and protection 
of their cultural objects, including their sacred 
objects and objects of cultural patrimony, is 
imperative for tribes’ cultural practices and 
their ability to pass those practices down to fu- 
ture generations. These items or objects are 
distinct from the many wonderful works of trib- 
al arts and crafts that tribes proudly share with 
the world. Objects of cultural patrimony have 
such ongoing historical, traditional, or cultural 
importance to a tribe that they are considered 
communally owned and protected as such. 

Unfortunately, many seek tribes’ cultural ob- 
jects for their artistic value, not understanding 
that to tribes they mean so much more. These 
cultural objects end up being taken from tribes 
and trafficked domestically and abroad. Once 


September 21, 2016 


abroad, tribes are forced to fight often-losing 
battles to regain possession of them. 

We as an American people have our own 
cultural objects deemed so necessary to our 
identity that they are owned by the people 
jointly, such as the United States Constitution 
or the flag that inspired the Star Spangled 
Banner. If these objects were displayed as art 
in a private home or sold overseas, we would 
stand together to call for their return. 

Laws like the Native American Graves Pro- 
tection and Repatriation Act and the Archae- 
ological Resources Protection Act exist to pro- 
tect Native American cultural objects. How- 
ever, through practice it has become clear that 
they are not sufficient to address the tribal 
loss of objects of cultural patrimony. As such, 
the PROTECT Patrimony resolution is a step 
in the right direction. 

The PROTECT Patrimony resolution aims to 
raise awareness of the importance of Native 
American cultural objects, as well as the pro- 
liferation of the removal and trafficking of 
these objects. It supports Congressional de- 
velopment of explicit restrictions on expor- 
tation, and it calls on federal agencies to con- 
sult with tribes to address the issue. Further 
still, this resolution calls on local stakeholders 
to cooperate with tribes and condemn illegal 
activity. 

The PROTECT Patrimony resolution is just 
the first step to a more comprehensive solu- 
tion to protect Native American cultural objects 
from removal and trafficking and to facilitate 
their repatriation. | urge all my colleagues to 
stand in strong support of this resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr. 
BISHOP) that the House suspend the 
rules and agree to the concurrent reso- 
lution, H. Con. Res. 122, as amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the concur- 
rent resolution, as amended, was 
agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


ES 


STRENGTHENING THE DEPART- 
MENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY 
SECURE MAIL INITIATIVE ACT 


Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. Mr. Speak- 
er, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (H.R. 4712) to direct the 
Secretary of Homeland Security to pro- 
vide for an option under the Secure 
Mail Initiative under which a person to 
whom a document is sent under that 
initiative may require that the United 
States Postal Service obtain a signa- 
ture from that person in order to de- 
liver the document, and for other pur- 
poses, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 4712 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Strength- 
ening the Department of Homeland Security 
Secure Mail Initiative Act’’. 
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SEC. 2. OPTION FOR SIGNATURE REQUIREMENT 
UNDER THE SECURE MAIL INITIA- 
TIVE. 


(a) IN GENERAL.—Beginning not later than 
one year after the date of the enactment of 
this Act, the Secretary of Homeland Secu- 
rity shall provide for an option under the Se- 
cure Mail Initiative (or any successor pro- 
gram) under which a person to whom a docu- 
ment is sent under that initiative may re- 
quire that the United States Postal Service 
obtain a signature from that person in order 
to deliver the document. 

(b) FEE.—The Secretary shall require the 
payment of a fee from a person requiring a 
signature under subsection (a). Such fee may 
be set at a level that will ensure recovery of 
the full costs of providing all such services. 
Such fee may also be set at a level that will 
recover any additional costs associated with 
the administration of the fees collected. 

SEC. 3. REPORT. 

Not later than one year after the date of 
the enactment of this Act, the Secretary of 
Homeland Security shall submit to Congress 
a report which includes— 

(1) the implementation of the requirements 
under section 2; 

(2) the fee imposed under section 2(b); and 

(3) the number of times during the previous 
year that a person required a signature 
under section 2(a). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. BISHOP) and the gentle- 
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent that all 
Members may have 5 legislative days 
in which to revise and extend their re- 
marks and include extraneous mate- 
rials on H.R. 4712, currently under con- 
sideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

I rise in support of H.R. 4712, the 
Strengthening the Department of 
Homeland Security Secure Mail Initia- 
tive Act of 2016. 

The bill is short, but it will have a 
great impact in the lives of many 
aliens seeking to play by the rules and 
legally live and work in the United 
States. 

H.R. 4712 directs the Secretary of 
Homeland Security to allow immigra- 
tion benefits recipients to elect to pay 
a fee and have their immigration docu- 
ments sent to them via U.S. mail, sig- 
nature required. 

Currently, immigration documents 
are delivered via priority mail through 
the U.S. Postal Service. And while de- 
livery can be monitored through use of 
a tracking number, there are numerous 
incidents of individuals not, in fact, re- 
ceiving the documents that the U.S. 
Postal Service notes as delivered. 

One obvious concern in such a case is 
that the document was intercepted by 
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an unscrupulous individual who will 
fraudulently use it. Another concern is 
the cost and time it takes for the indi- 
vidual to reapply for the document, 
which, at this point, is the only re- 
course if a document has gone missing. 

The U.S. Citizenship and Immigra- 
tion Services ombudsman discussed 
this problem in its FY16 report, noting 
that delays in receipt of immigration 
documents can adversely affect the 
ability of aliens to work or prove law- 
ful immigration status. 

H.R. 4712 imposes no cost to the 
United States taxpayer, since if an 
alien elects for their document to be 
delivered via signature required, the 
immigrant must first pay a fee set by 
USCIS that covers the cost of such de- 
livery, aS well as any administrative 
costs for the agency. 

H.R. 4712 is a needed antifraud and 
good government measure. 

I urge my colleagues to support it. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

I am pleased to support H.R. 4712, a 
narrow and commonsense measure that 
requires U.S. Citizenship and Immigra- 
tion Services to provide an option for 
green cards and employment authoriza- 
tion documents to be delivered via U.S. 
mail with a signature confirmation. 

I congratulate and thank the gentle- 
woman from California (Ms. SPEIER) 
for offering this important legislation. 
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Each year, the USCIS sends millions 
of secure documents to applicants 
through the U.S. Postal Service, in- 
cluding green cards, employment au- 
thorization documents, and travel doc- 
uments. Currently, the delivery status 
of these documents is monitored solely 
through tracking numbers. While we 
know when a document is delivered to 
the address on file, we have no way of 
knowing if the immigration applicant 
actually received the document; and if 
we don’t know if the secure documents 
reach the intended recipient, we also 
don’t know if they have fallen into the 
wrong—possibly criminal—hands. Al- 
though specific data is not available, 
conservative estimates indicate that, 
every year, thousands of documents— 
perhaps tens of thousands—are lost in 
the mail or, worse yet, are stolen. 

According to USCIS policy, if the 
U.S. Postal Service does not return a 
document or a notice and if there has 
been no change of address, the USCIS 
will consider the document as having 
been properly delivered, and the appli- 
cant must refile and again pay the fil- 
ing fee in order to obtain a replace- 
ment document. For green cards, the 
fee is $450 even if the failure to receive 
the document was no fault of the indi- 
vidual’s. This is not only unfair to the 
immigration applicant, but a lost or a 
stolen document also raises national 
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security, identity theft, 
fraud concerns. 

Today’s bill makes just one simple 
but important change in that it re- 
quires the USCIS to allow immigration 
applicants to elect to pay a fee and 
have their documents mailed with an 
added level of security by requiring a 
signature from the person who accepts 
delivery. The cost will be borne by the 
applicant; so immigrants can be as- 
sured that the document won’t be de- 
livered without there being a signature 
from the recipient. 

I urge the USCIS to consider other 
options to address these basic mailing 
issues, such as holding documents at 
USCIS facilities for direct pickup by 
the applicant. But, for today, I am 
pleased that we have agreement on this 
bill, which will help ameliorate docu- 
ment mailing and receipt problems and 
will strengthen the security and reli- 
ability of the immigration document 
delivery. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. Mr. Speak- 
er, I reserve the balance of my time. 
Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 5 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from California (Ms. SPEIER), the au- 
thor of the legislation. 

Ms. SPEIER. I thank the gentle- 
woman from Texas for giving me the 
opportunity to speak about this bill. 
Mr. Speaker, every once in a while, 
we get complaints, questions from con- 
stituents, and we actually can try and 
fix them. This is one of those situa- 
tions. 

For the longest time, I was getting 
complaints from residents in my dis- 
trict who had not received their immi- 
gration documentation. For the most 
part, I was not able to tell them that 
we could do anything, because we 
would call the Postal Service, and they 
would say there was really nothing we 
could do for them. I realized this was a 
serious problem. 

There are some 50,000 green cards 
every year that go temporarily dis- 
placed or permanently displaced due to 
loss in delivery. That is about 5 percent 
of all green cards. With 50,000 green 
cards over 435 districts, you can see 
that we are talking about 10, 15, 20 
complaints that we get every year. In 
my case, frankly, we stopped even log- 
ging them in because there was noth- 
ing that we could do about them. This 
idea came to be, and I thought why not 
try it. I am really very grateful that 
we are taking it up today. 

My most recent constituent with this 
problem is from San Francisco. He has 
gone through the lawful process of get- 
ting his green card, only to have it 
lost. It has been over a year that he has 
been waiting for this document now. 
That means he can’t travel, that he 
can’t change jobs, that he can’t get fi- 
nancial aid for college, that he can’t 
open a retirement account, that he 
can’t buy a house or anything else that 


and other 
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most of us take for granted. This case 
shows that, when these documents are 
not properly delivered, the only solu- 
tion is to reapply and pay another $425. 
It is a small fix, but it carries a big 
wallop. That is why I am so grateful 
that we are taking it up. 

The other issue is one of identity 
theft. You can also see how it could be 
used in a way that could create a na- 
tional security risk. A stolen card 
could be used to travel or to purchase 
a firearm. We could easily fix this 
problem, as my colleagues have noted, 
by giving the applicant the option of 
paying an additional $3 to require a 
signature at the time it is delivered. 

I thank the committee, and espe- 
cially my colleague Representative 
WOODALL from Georgia, for joining me 
in this effort. I urge my colleagues to 
support this legislation. 

Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman 
from Georgia (Mr. WOODALL). 

Mr. WOODALL. I thank the gen- 
tleman from Michigan for yielding me 
the time, and I appreciate the leader- 
ship of the gentlewoman from Cali- 
fornia. 

Mr. Speaker, I stuck around tonight 
because we are doing two of my favor- 
ite things in this institution. We are 
taking ideas that came from constitu- 
ents with problems who trusted us 
enough to bring us those problems. We 
are putting those things into action, 
and we are doing it not with a lot of 
shouting and not with a lot of pomp 
and circumstance. We are doing it just 
the way the process was supposed to 
work by which the gentlewoman from 
California crafts an idea, and she goes 
out and she solicits cosponsors, and the 
team on the Judiciary Committee 
works it through the process. Then it 
comes down here to the House floor, 
Mr. Speaker, where it is going to make 
real differences for real people. 

Imagine you have done everything 
the right way—you have stood in line; 
you have played by the rules. You have 
done everything the way citizen and 
American law has asked you to do it. 
Finally, your green card is ready to be 
delivered, and you are waiting at the 
post office for it to come—right there 
by the mailbox, waiting for it to come. 
You check online. Online, it says it was 
delivered yesterday, but you don’t have 
it. You call your Congressman for help, 
and your Congressman says, ‘‘There is 
nothing we can do,” and there hasn’t 
been until this Speier legislation 
today. 

For the first time, we give constitu- 
ents who have played by the rules an 
opportunity to pay, at their expense, in 
order to guarantee that this document 
that will allow them to work, that will 
allow them to feed their families, that 
will allow them to pursue that Amer- 
ican Dream is going to end up in their 
hands. Golly, it sounds small when you 
read the legislation, but if you are that 


September 21, 2016 


family, Mr. Speaker, there is nothing 
bigger in your life. 

I am grateful for the partnership of 
all of my colleagues who made this pos- 
sible tonight. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

In closing, let me again congratulate 
Congresswoman SPEIER and Congress- 
man WOODALL. I am equally grateful 
when we have the opportunity to work 
together. I see this as an opportunity 
on many, many issues. 

For example, this legislation, albeit 
simple in context, has a broad influ- 
ence and impact. It means that anyone 
who is intending to do harm by either 
having stolen mail or by having taken 
a document that does not belong to 
them now can be thwarted. In this cli- 
mate in which we must be particularly 
sensitive in protecting the Nation 
against terrorism, domestic terrorism, 
people misusing documents, or identity 
theft, this is a very important con- 
tribution to thwarting that effort. As 
has been indicated, it gives individuals 
who work very hard and who desire the 
American Dream the opportunity to be 
documented. 

I think it fits very well in what I 
hope will be an ongoing commitment 
to improving the immigration system 
to the extent of passing comprehensive 
immigration reform, because it does 
recognize that there are people who are 
desiring to do good who come to this 
country. 

For that reason, I ask my colleagues 
to support this important contribution 
to those who work hard, who choose to 
support the values of this Nation, and 
who work hard as new immigrants and 
as potential citizens of this Nation. I 
ask my colleagues to support H.R. 4712. 

I also thank the Judiciary Com- 
mittee for its work on this legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr. 
BISHOP) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4712, as 
amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


EE 


IMPROVING SMALL BUSINESS 
CYBER SECURITY ACT OF 2016 


Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 5064) to amend the Small Busi- 
ness Act to allow small business devel- 
opment centers to assist and advise 
small business concerns on relevant 
cyber security matters, and for other 
purposes, as amended. 


September 21, 2016 


The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 
H.R. 5064 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Improving 
Small Business Cyber Security Act of 2016”. 
SEC. 2. ROLE OF SMALL BUSINESS DEVELOP- 

MENT CENTERS IN CYBER SECURITY 
AND PREPAREDNESS. 

Section 21 of the Small Business Act (15 
U.S.C. 648) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(1), by striking ‘‘and 
providing access to business analysts who 
can refer small business concerns to avail- 
able experts:’’ and inserting ‘‘providing ac- 
cess to business analysts who can refer small 
business concerns to available experts; and, 
to the extent practicable, providing assist- 
ance in furtherance of the Small Business 
Development Center Cyber Strategy devel- 
oped under section 5(b) of the Improving 
Small Business Cyber Security Act of 2016:”’; 
and 

(2) in subsection (c)— 

(A) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) in subparagraph (E), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
at the end; 

(ii) in subparagraph (F), by striking the pe- 
riod and inserting ‘‘; and”; and 

(iii) by adding at the end of the following: 

(G) access to cyber security specialists to 
counsel, assist, and inform small business 
concern clients, in furtherance of the Small 
Business Development Center Cyber Strat- 
egy developed under section 5(b) of the Im- 
proving Small Business Cyber Security Act 
of 2016.”’. 

SEC. 3. ADDITIONAL CYBER SECURITY ASSIST- 
ANCE FOR SMALL BUSINESS DEVEL- 
OPMENT CENTERS. 

Section 21(a) of the Small Business Act (15 
U.S.C. 648(a)) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘(8) CYBER SECURITY ASSISTANCE.—The De- 
partment of Homeland Security, and any 
other Federal department or agency in co- 
ordination with the Department of Home- 
land Security, may leverage small business 
development centers to provide assistance to 
small businesses by disseminating cyber se- 
curity risk information and other homeland 
security information to help small business 
concerns in developing or enhancing cyber 
security infrastructure, cyber threat aware- 
ness, and cyber training programs for em- 
ployees.”’. 

SEC. 4. CYBER SECURITY OUTREACH FOR SMALL 
BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT CENTERS. 

Section 227 of the Homeland Security Act 
of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 148) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsection (1) as sub- 
section (m); and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (k) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘*(1) CYBERSECURITY OUTREACH.— 

‘1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may le- 
verage small business development centers 
to provide assistance to small business con- 
cerns by disseminating information on cyber 
threat indicators, defensive measures, cyber- 
security risks, incidents, analyses, and warn- 
ings to help small business concerns in devel- 
oping or enhancing cybersecurity infrastruc- 
ture, cyber threat awareness, and cyber 
training programs for employees. 

‘(2) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sub- 
section, the terms ‘small business concern’ 
and ‘small business development center’ 
have the meaning given such terms, respec- 
tively, under section 3 of the Small Business 
Act.”’. 
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SEC. 5. GAO STUDY ON SMALL BUSINESS CYBER 
SUPPORT SERVICES AND SMALL 
BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT CENTER 
CYBER STRATEGY. 

(a) REVIEW OF CURRENT CYBER SECURITY 
RESOURCES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Comptroller General 
of the United States shall conduct a review 
of current cyber security resources at the 
Federal level aimed at assisting small busi- 
ness concerns with developing or enhancing 
cyber security infrastructure, cyber threat 
awareness, or cyber training programs for 
employees. 

(2) CONTENT.—The review required under 
paragraph (1) shall include the following: 

(A) An accounting and description of all 
Federal Government programs, projects, and 
activities that currently provide assistance 
to small business concerns in developing or 
enhancing cyber security infrastructure, 
cyber threat awareness, or cyber training 
programs for employees. 

(B) An assessment of how widely utilized 
the resources described under subparagraph 
(A) are by small business concerns and a re- 
view of whether or not such resources are du- 
plicative of other programs and structured in 
a manner that makes them accessible to and 
supportive of small business concerns. 

(3) REPORT.—The Comptroller General 
shall issue a report to the Congress, the Ad- 
ministrator of the Small Business Adminis- 
tration, the Secretary of Homeland Security, 
and any association recognized under section 
21(a)(8)(A) of the Small Business Act con- 
taining all findings and determinations made 
in carrying out the review required under 
paragraph (1). 

(b) SMALL BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT CENTER 
CYBER STRATEGY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 
after the issuance of the report under sub- 
section (a)(3), the Administrator of the 
Small Business Administration and the Sec- 
retary of Homeland Security shall work col- 
laboratively to develop a Small Business De- 
velopment Center Cyber Strategy. 

(2) CONSULTATION.—In developing the strat- 
egy under this subsection, the Administrator 
of the Small Business Administration and 
the Secretary of Homeland Security shall 
consult with entities representing the con- 
cerns of small business development centers, 
including any association recognized under 
section 21(a)(8)(A) of the Small Business Act. 

(3) CONTENT.—The strategy required under 
paragraph (1) shall include, at minimum, the 
following: 

(A) Plans for leveraging small business de- 
velopment centers (SBDCs) to access exist- 
ing cyber programs of the Department of 
Homeland Security and other appropriate 
Federal agencies to enhance services and 
streamline cyber assistance to small busi- 
ness concerns. 

(B) To the extent practicable, methods for 
the provision of counsel and assistance to 
improve a small business concern’s cyber se- 
curity infrastructure, cyber threat aware- 
ness, and cyber training programs for em- 
ployees, including— 

(1) working to ensure individuals are aware 
of best practices in the areas of cyber secu- 
rity, cyber threat awareness, and cyber 
training; 

(ii) working with individuals to develop 
cost-effective plans for implementing best 
practices in these areas; 

(iii) entering into agreements, where prac- 
tical, with Information Sharing and Analysis 
Centers or similar cyber information sharing 
entities to gain an awareness of actionable 
threat information that may be beneficial to 
small business concerns; and 
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(iv) providing referrals to area specialists 
when necessary. 

(c) An analysis of— 

(I) how Federal Government programs, 
projects, and activities identified by the 
Comptroller General in the report issued 
under subsection (a)(1) can be leveraged by 
SBDCs to improve access to high-quality 
cyber support for small business concerns; 

(ii) additional resources SBDCs may need 
to effectively carry out their role; and 

(iii) how SBDCs can leverage existing part- 
nerships and develop new ones with Federal, 
State, and local government entities as well 
as private entities to improve the quality of 
cyber support services to small business con- 
cerns. 

(4) DELIVERY OF STRATEGY.—Not later than 
180 days after the issuance of the report 
under subsection (a)(3), the Small Business 
Development Center Cyber Strategy shall be 
issued to the Committees on Homeland Secu- 
rity and Small Business of the House of Rep- 
resentatives and the Committees on Home- 
land Security and Governmental Affairs and 
Small Business and Entrepreneurship of the 
Senate. 

(c) DEFINITION.—The term ‘‘small business 
development center’’ has the meaning given 
such term in section 3 of the Small Business 
Act (15 U.S.C. 632). 

SEC. 6. PROHIBITION ON ADDITIONAL FUNDS. 

No additional funds are authorized to be 
appropriated to carry out the requirements 
of this Act or the amendments made by this 
Act. Such requirements shall be carried out 
using amounts otherwise authorized. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. CHABOT) and the gentle- 
woman from New York (Ms. 
VELAZQUEZ) each will control 20 min- 
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and to in- 
clude extraneous materials on the bill 
under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

It is an honor to serve as chairman of 
the House Small Business Committee. 
It affords me the special opportunity of 
hearing directly from the very men and 
women who help drive our economy— 
America’s small-business owners. 

At a hearing several months ago, a 
small business owner shared his per- 
sonal experience with a serious cyber 
attack. He said: 

I logged into our bank accounts, and to my 
utter horror, I found that my balance was 
zero. This was a payday, and I was terrified 
that the paychecks that were issued that day 
would not clear. We were supporting a num- 
ber of families, many of which live paycheck 
to paycheck and could not have made it 
without the paycheck we issued that day. I 
was also very worried about our business’ 
reputation since a restaurant nearby had 
just bounced their paychecks, and the com- 
pany never recovered from the bad publicity 
they received from not making their payroll. 
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Stories like this show the real-world 
consequences of cyber attacks. Small 
businesses are at serious risk from a 
growing number of cyber threats. 

There is no doubt that the informa- 
tion technology revolution has pro- 
vided small businesses with new tools 
and opportunities to compete in the 
global economy. However, technology 
changes mean hackers are coming up 
with more and more sophisticated 
methods to go after intellectual prop- 
erty, bank accounts, Social Security 
numbers, and anything else that can be 
used for financial gain or for a com- 
petitive edge. 

In 2015, the average amount stolen 
from small business bank accounts 
after a cyber attack was over $32,000; 
and according to a recent report by 
Verizon Enterprise Solutions, a shock- 
ing 71 percent of cyber attacks oc- 
curred in businesses with fewer than 
100 employees. 

It is absolutely critical to both the 
economic and national security of this 
country that our small businesses have 
all of the necessary cyber tools to pro- 
tect themselves from cyber attacks. 
Small businesses lack the resources to 
combat cyber attacks. The Federal 
Government needs to step up its game 
when it comes to protecting the cyber- 
security of small businesses and indi- 
viduals. That is why I support H.R. 
5064, the Improving Small Business 
Cyber Security Act of 2016. 

This legislation will help small busi- 
nesses that face cyber threats by pro- 
viding access to additional tools, re- 
sources, and expertise through existing 
Federal cyber resources by allowing 
the Department of Homeland Security 
and other Federal agencies to provide 
assistance to small businesses through 
the Small Business Administration’s 
non-Federal partners, the Small Busi- 
ness Development Centers, or SBDCs. 
This increased coordination will lead 
to greater cyber support for small busi- 
nesses. 

I commend Mr. HANNA for his hard 
work on this legislation. He has done a 
great job as chairman of his sub- 
committee. Unfortunately, he an- 
nounced his retirement, and he will be 
leaving us after this term. He has real- 
ly done a tremendous amount of work 
for small businesses all over the coun- 
try because he, himself, has been a suc- 
cessful small-business person; so he 
knows what the challenges are, and he 
has tried to put them to work in his 
years here in the House in helping 
small businesses all across the country. 
After all, 70 percent of the new jobs 
that are created in the American econ- 
omy are created by small businesses, so 
they are absolutely critical. Again, I 
commend Mr. HANNA for his hard work 
on behalf of these folks. 

I urge my colleagues to support H.R. 
5064. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 
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Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

I rise in support of H.R. 5064, the Im- 
proving Small Business Cyber Security 
Act of 2016. Technology has changed 
the way we all live, but none more so 
than for small businesses. It has af- 
forded America’s small employers a 
unique opportunity to sell their prod- 
ucts not just nationally, but globally. 

Despite new occasions for economic 
growth, technology has also introduced 
profound risks. We hear too often of 
data breaches and cyber espionage. 
Yet, we never really think this could 
happen to us until it does. All it takes 
is one incident to have devastating im- 
pacts to small businesses. In fact, 60 
percent of small entities go out of busi- 
ness after 6 months of being hacked. 

Clearly, cybersecurity should be a 
priority to protect our national secu- 
rity and economy. Failure to do so 
leaves us all at risk. Whether a busi- 
ness is adopting cloud computing or 
simply maintaining a Web site, cyber- 
security should be part of their plan. 
However, only 31 percent of small firms 
take active measures to guard against 
such attacks, making them the ideal 
target for cybercriminals. 

A lack of awareness and the high cost 
to install security mechanisms leaves 
many small-business owners exposed. 
Those that are aware of the threat, 
like government contractors, must 
navigate demanding IT specifications 
and complex regulations in order to 
stay competitive and win Federal con- 
tracts. 

To help facilitate the preventive 
measures within the private sector, 
H.R. 5064, the Improving Small Busi- 
ness Cyber Security Act, will leverage 
the Small Business Administration’s 
vast network of Small Business Devel- 
opment Centers. 

With 63 lead centers and 900 outreach 
locations, SBDCs have the capacity to 
reach small businesses throughout the 
country. They also have a proven 
record of assisting entrepreneurs with 
extensive courses in management and 
technical assistance. In the last fiscal 
year, SBDCs trained over 260,000 clients 
and advised almost 190,000 clients. 

This bill will utilize these existing 
resource partners by allowing the cen- 
ters to assist small firms in developing 
and enhancing their cybersecurity in- 
frastructure and employee training 
programs. The bill also calls for an 
SBDC cyber strategy to be designed to 
further support small employers to 
protect themselves, their employees, 
and their customers. 

This legislation ensures that our na- 
tional efforts combating cyber attacks 
can be utilized by our Nation’s more 
vulnerable businesses. We cannot con- 
tinue to accept the bare minimum as 
our Nation seeks to end continued data 
breaches. Therefore, I ask my fellow 
Members to support this bill. 
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Let me just take this opportunity, 
also, to commend the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. HANNA) for the great 
work that he has done on this issue. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. HANNA). 

Mr. HANNA. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
thank Chairman CHABOT, Chairman 
McCauL, Ranking Member VELÁZQUEZ, 
and Ranking Member THOMPSON for the 
support of their committees on this 
bill. This bill was a collaborative en- 
deavor and all of their staffs worked 
hard and long to help ensure this bill 
made it to the floor today. 

I also want to thank the bill’s lead 
sponsor, Representative KILMER, for 
working with us on this bipartisan leg- 
islation. 

America’s small businesses are a crit- 
ical part of our Nation’s economy. 
There are 28 million small businesses, 
and in recent years they have increas- 
ingly become the victims of cyber at- 
tacks. By one estimate, nearly 70 per- 
cent of all cyber attacks are now being 
directed at our Nation’s small busi- 
nesses. 

The reason for this is clear. Small 
businesses too often lack the resources 
or the experience required to make 
prudent investments in cybersecurity. 

The Improving Small Business Cyber 
Security Act addresses this issue by 
empowering the more than 900 Small 
Business Development Centers across 
our country to provide cyber support 
to these small businesses. This support 
would be offered in accordance with a 
small business cybersecurity strategy, 
which would be developed jointly by 
the Department of Homeland Security 
and the Small Business Administra- 
tion. 

Cyber attacks can decimate small 
businesses, potentially costing them 
tens of thousands of dollars to recover 
lost data and secure networks. It is 
clear to all of us that the upfront cost 
to invest in state-of-the-art tech- 
nologies are prohibitive for many busi- 
nesses. 

This bill represents an opportunity 
to help small businesses bridge the 
knowledge gap in cyberspace by em- 
powering the Small Business Develop- 
ment Centers to provide up-to-date rel- 
evant and cost-effective cyber support 
to service them. 

This bill also makes good financial 
sense. By relying on already existing 
programs and infrastructure, it im- 
proves the Federal resources we al- 
ready have to ensure that they better 
work for America’s small businesses 
and at no additional cost. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
commonsense bill. Again, I would like 
to thank Chairman CHABOT for his sup- 
port. 

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, I re- 
serve the balance of my time. 
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Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia (Mr. KNIGHT), a member of the 
Small Business Committee. 

Mr. KNIGHT. Mr. Speaker, we talk a 
lot about cybersecurity in the context 
of national defense, and rightfully so. 
As a Nation, we ought to take steps 
now to ensure our security into the 
21st century. But this is an issue that 
affects so many people. One that often 
gets overlooked is the small business 
community. 

As small businesses increasingly rely 
on Web-based products and services, 
they offer themselves more and more 
attacks from cybercriminals. Increases 
in technology have resulted in more so- 
phisticated methods of cyber attacks, 
including hacking, malicious software, 
physical error, and lost or stolen de- 
vices. 

Even a simple cyber attack can effec- 
tively destroy a small business. In fact, 
81 percent of small businesses are con- 
cerned about a cyber attack, but only 
63 percent have a cybersecurity meas- 
ure in place. 

Many businesses do not feel that 
they have the adequate legal protec- 
tions to share cyber threat indicators 
with the National Cybersecurity and 
Communications Integration Center, 
the NCCIC. It is clear to me that the 
public and private sector must work 
together to protect our small busi- 
nesses. 

The Improving Small Business Cyber 
Security Act of 2016 eases the burden 
on small businesses facing cyber 
threats by providing access to addi- 
tional tools, resources, and expertise 
through existing Federal cyber re- 
sources. 

I am proud to cosponsor this legisla- 
tion, and it will lead to increased secu- 
rity for our small businesses, which 
will lead to greater growth and oppor- 
tunities for them. 

I urge this Chamber to support this 
important measure. 

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, I re- 
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. RATCLIFFE), who is the chairman 
of Homeland Security’s Subcommittee 
on Cybersecurity, Infrastructure Pro- 
tection, and Security Technologies, 
which handles cybersecurity and a 
number of other very important issues. 

Mr. RATCLIFFE. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in support of H.R. 5064, the Im- 
proving Small Business Cyber Security 
Act of 2016. I thank the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. HANNA) for leading 
the charge on this very important 
piece of legislation. I also thank Chair- 
man CHABOT for his leadership on the 
Small Business Committee and Chair- 
man MCCAUL for his leadership on the 
Committee on Homeland Security. 

Mr. Speaker, American small busi- 
nesses are on the frontlines in the bat- 
tle against cybercriminals, but right 
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now many of them lack the resources 
to combat this growing and sophisti- 
cated threat. America’s 28 million 
small businesses constitute 54 percent 
of our annual sales here in the United 
States and, because of that, they are 
under cyber attack like never before. 
The frequency and high costs of such 
attacks on small businesses is causing 
ripple effects throughout our economy 
right now. 

H.R. 5064 amends the Homeland Secu- 
rity Act to ensure that Small Business 
Development Centers can leverage ex- 
isting cybersecurity programs at the 
Department of Homeland Security. Ad- 
ditionally, this bill requires the De- 
partment of Homeland Security and 
the Small Business Administration to 
jointly develop a cyber strategy for 
small businesses so that they can bet- 
ter utilize cyber programs from DHS 
and from the Federal Government. 

H.R. 5064 also requires a review by 
the Government Accountability Office 
of current cybersecurity programs of- 
fered by the Federal Government to 
small businesses. 

Mr. Speaker, Small Business Devel- 
opment Centers have been on the 
ground helping small businesses in this 
country for more than 30 years. They 
have a presence in virtually every com- 
munity in this country. This bill pro- 
vides them with tools, resources, and 
the expert guidance that they need to 
tap into the already existing cyber re- 
sources in order to better meet the 21st 
century needs of small businesses in 
this country. 

Small businesses, Mr. Speaker, are 
the life blood of the American econ- 
omy, so we need to ensure that re- 
sources are available to all of them to 
combat these cyber threats. This bill 
works to achieve that goal. 

I, therefore, ask my colleagues to 
join me in supporting H.R. 5064. 

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Our committee hears from small 
businesses too often about the cost and 
complexities associated with cyberse- 
curity. With businesses having to be fa- 
miliar with small business data regula- 
tions, ever-changing cyber threats, and 
the cost to install and maintain a cy- 
bersecurity system, many small-busi- 
ness owners wonder when they will 
have time to actually operate their 
business. 

The changes made by H.R. 5064 will 
unify our efforts and create a stream- 
lined process for small employers seek- 
ing to install cyber safeguards. Uti- 
lizing the existing national network of 
SBDCs—many of which small busi- 
nesses already seek assistance from—as 
a source for cyber education and 
awareness provides a critical tool for 
American entrepreneurs. 

I, once again, urge my colleagues to 
support this measure. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
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Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume to 
close. 

Mr. Speaker, I would, first of all, like 
to thank my colleague, Ranking Mem- 
ber VELAZQUEZ, for, once again, work- 
ing in a bipartisan and cooperative ef- 
fort. That is one thing on the Small 
Business Committee we always try to 
do, and we have a very good working 
relationship. I want to thank the gen- 
tlewoman for continuing that on this 
bill and bills in the past and, hopefully, 
bills in the future as well. 

Relative to cybersecurity attacks, we 
have seen the United States under a le- 
gion of attacks in recent years. They 
happen virtually every day. The Fed- 
eral Government itself has been hit a 
number of times. The Office of Per- 
sonnel Management had 20-plus-million 
personal individuals who had their files 
hacked in the government. We have 
seen the Postal Service, we have seen 
the State Department, and we have 
even seen the White House hacked. So 
it is a big problem. 

Now, this happens to large corpora- 
tions. We have had some of the largest 
corporations who have really taken it 
on the chin, and literally it cost them 
millions of dollars. Corporations like 
Target and you name it, they have 
really been hit. They generally have 
the resources that they can recover 
from this. As detrimental as it is to 
their business, they survive. 

When this happens to small busi- 
nesses, it may virtually be the death 
knell for them. You may have families 
who no longer have their source of sup- 
port because the business just can’t 
take a hit like this. 

In my opening statement, I men- 
tioned the person who knew the res- 
taurant down the street that it hap- 
pened to them. The businessowner 
wanted to pay his employees, and he 
couldn’t pay them because his balance 
was zero. So this is a serious threat. 

The small business community needs 
help. This is a step in the right direc- 
tion. Representative HANNA, whom we 
have all praised, really does deserve 
the praise because he took this and 
worked very hard to get this bill to the 
point where we are here tonight. Hope- 
fully we are going to pass the bill. 

So I think this is a great piece of leg- 
islation. H.R. 5064 would offer much- 
needed cybersecurity support to Amer- 
ica’s small businesses. It would also 
better coordinate the Federal Govern- 
ment’s overall strategy in helping 
small businesses to thwart cyber at- 
tacks. 

I would urge my colleagues to sup- 
port this bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 


2015 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
POLIQUIN). The question is on the mo- 
tion offered by the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. CHABOT) that the House sus- 
pend the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 
5064, as amended. 
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The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


ee 


NICARAGUAN INVESTMENT CONDI- 
TIONALITY ACT (NICA) OF 2016 


Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs and the Committee on 
Financial Services be discharged from 
further consideration of the bill (H.R. 
5708) to oppose loans at international 
financial institutions for the Govern- 
ment of Nicaragua unless the Govern- 
ment of Nicaragua is taking effective 
steps to hold free, fair, and transparent 
elections, and for other purposes, and 
ask for its immediate consideration in 
the House. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 5708 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the “Nicaraguan 
Investment Conditionality Act (NICA) of 
2016”. 

SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress makes the following findings: 

(1) In 2006, Nicaragua, under President 
Enrique Bolaños, entered into a $175,000,000, 
5-year compact with the Millennium Chal- 
lenge Corporation (MCC). 

(2) After the 2008 municipal elections, the 
MCC stated that there was a pattern of de- 
cline in political rights and civil liberties in 
Nicaragua. 

(3) In 2009, the MCC terminated the com- 
pact and reduced the amount of MCC funds 
available to Nicaragua by $61,500,000, which 
led to the compact ending in 2011. 

(4) According to Nicaraguan law, the Na- 
tional Assembly is the only institution al- 
lowed to change the constitution but in 2009, 
Daniel Ortega circumvented the legislature 
and went to the Supreme Court, which he 
controls, to rule in his favor that Presi- 
dential term limits were inapplicable. 

(5) The House Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs convened a congressional hearing on 
December 1, 2011, entitled ‘‘Democracy Held 
Hostage in Nicaragua: Part 1” where former 
United States Ambassador to Nicaragua 
Robert Callahan testified, ‘‘First, that Dan- 
iel Ortega’s candidacy was illegal, illegit- 
imate, and unconstitutional; second, that 
the period leading to the elections and the 
elections themselves were marred by serious 
fraud; third, that Daniel Ortega and his San- 
dinista party have systematically under- 
mined the country’s fragile governmental in- 
stitutions”. 

(6) From fiscal year 2012 until present, the 
Department of State found that Nicaragua 
did not meet international standards of fis- 
cal transparency. 

(7) On January 25, 2012, a press statement 
from Secretary of State Hillary Clinton said: 
“As noted by international observers and 
Nicaraguan civil society groups, Nicaragua’s 
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recent elections were not conducted in a 
transparent and impartial manner, and the 
entire electoral process was marred by sig- 
nificant irregularities. The elections marked 
a setback to democracy in Nicaragua and un- 
dermined the ability of Nicaraguans to hold 
their government accountable.’’. 

(8) According to the Department of State’s 
2015 Fiscal Transparency Report: ‘‘The gov- 
ernment does not publicly account for the 
expenditure of significant off-budget assist- 
ance from Venezuela and this assistance is 
not subject to audit or legislative oversight. 
Allocations to and earnings from state- 
owned enterprises are included in the budget, 
but most state-owned enterprises are not au- 
dited. The supreme audit institution also 
does not audit the government’s full finan- 
cial statements. Nicaragua’s fiscal trans- 
parency would be improved by including all 
off-budget revenue and expenditure in the 
budget, auditing state-owned enterprises, 
and conducting a full audit of the govern- 
ment’s annual financial statements and 
making audit reports publicly available 
within a reasonable period of time.’’. 

(9) According to the Department of State’s 
Country Reports on Human Rights Practices 
for 2015: ‘‘In 2011 the Supreme Electoral 
Council (CSE) announced the re-election of 
President Daniel Ortega Saavedra of the 
Sandinista National Liberation Front 
(FSLN) in elections that international and 
domestic observers characterized as seri- 
ously flawed. International and domestic or- 
ganizations raised concerns regarding the 
constitutional legitimacy of Ortega’s re-elec- 
tion. The 2011 elections also provided the rul- 
ing party with a supermajority in the Na- 
tional Assembly, allowing for changes in the 
constitution, including extending the reach 
of executive branch power and the elimi- 
nation of restrictions on re-election for exec- 
utive branch officials and mayors. Observers 
noted serious flaws during the 2012 municipal 
elections and March 2014 regional elec- 
tions.”’. 

(10) According to the Department of 
State’s Country Reports on Human Rights 
Practices for 2015 in Nicaragua: ‘‘The prin- 
cipal human rights abuses were restrictions 
on citizens’ right to vote; obstacles to free- 
dom of speech and press, including govern- 
ment intimidation and harassment of jour- 
nalists and independent media, as well as in- 
creased restriction of access to public infor- 
mation, including national statistics from 
public offices; and increased government 
harassment and intimidation of nongovern- 
mental organizations (NGOs) and civil soci- 
ety organizations.’’. 

(11) The same 2015 report stated: ‘‘Addi- 
tional significant human rights abuses in- 
cluded considerably biased policies to pro- 
mote single-party dominance; arbitrary po- 
lice arrest and detention of suspects, includ- 
ing abuse during detention; harsh and life- 
threatening prison conditions with arbitrary 
and lengthy pretrial detention; discrimina- 
tion against ethnic minorities and indige- 
nous persons and communities.’’. 

(12) In February 2016, the Ortega regime de- 
tained and expelled Freedom House’s Latin 
America Director, Dr. Carlos Ponce, from 
Nicaragua. 

(18) On May 10, 2016, the Supreme Electoral 
Council announced and published the elec- 
toral calendar which aims to govern the elec- 
toral process. 

(14) After receiving the electoral calendar 
for the 2016 Presidential elections, the Nica- 
raguan political opposition raised concerns 
and pointed to a number of anomalies such 
as: the electoral calendar failed to con- 
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template national and international observa- 
tions, failed to agree to publicly publish the 
precincts results of each Junta Receptora de 
Voto (JRV), and failed to purge the electoral 
registration rolls in a transparent and open 
manner. 

(15) Nicaragua’s constitution mandates 
terms of 5 years for municipal authorities, 
which would indicate that the next munic- 
ipal elections must occur in 2017. 

(16) On June 8, 2016, the Nicaraguan Su- 
preme Court—which is controlled by Or- 
tega—instructed the Supreme Electoral 
Council not to swear in Nicaraguan opposi- 
tion members to the departmental and re- 
gional electoral councils. 

(17) On June 5, 2016, regarding inter- 
national observers for the 2016 Presidential 
elections, Daniel Ortega stated: ‘‘Here, the 
observation ends. Go observe other countries 

. There will be no observation, neither 
from the European Union, nor the OAS.. .”. 

(18) On June 7, 2016, the Department of 
State’s Bureau of Democracy, Human Rights 
and Labor posted on social media: ‘‘Dis- 
appointed government of Nicaragua said it 
will deny electoral observers requested by 
Nicaraguan citizens, church, and private sec- 
tor ... We continue to encourage the gov- 
ernment of Nicaragua to allow electoral ob- 
servers as requested by Nicaraguans.’’. 

(19) On June 8, 2016, the Supreme Electoral 
Council—which is controlled by Ortega—an- 
nounced a ruling, which changed the leader- 
ship structure of the opposition party and in 
practice allegedly barred all existing opposi- 
tion candidates from running for office. 

(20) On June 14, 2016, Daniel Ortega ex- 
pelled three United States Government offi- 
cials (two officials from U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection and one professor from 
the National Defense University) from Nica- 
ragua. 

(21) On June 22, 2016, a Global Fellow from 
the Woodrow Wilson Center chose to leave 
Nicaragua because of fear. According to a 
media report, the fellow stated ‘‘Police were 
following me. I did not understand the rea- 
son why they were following me, but it was 
clear to me what they were doing ... Of 
course (I felt fear), I was surprised especially 
because the research I am doing is com- 
pletely academic, not journalistic, and that 
made me wonder why they would be so inter- 
ested in something like that.’’. 

(22) On June 29, 2016, the Department of 
State issued a Nicaragua Travel Alert which 
stated: ‘‘The Department of State alerts U.S. 
citizens about increased government scru- 
tiny of foreigners’ activities, new require- 
ments for volunteer groups, and the poten- 
tial for demonstrations during the upcoming 
election season in Nicaragua. . . Nicaraguan 
authorities have denied entry to, detained, 
questioned, or expelled foreigners, including 
U.S. government officials, academics, NGO 
workers, and journalists, for discussions, 
written reports or articles, photographs, and/ 
or videos related to these topics. Authorities 
may monitor and question private U.S. citi- 
zens concerning their activities, including 
contact with Nicaraguan citizens.’’. 

(23) On June 30, 2016, the Human Rights 
Foundation issued a press release stating: 
“|. Daniel Ortega has used all sorts of 
trickery to push for constitutional reforms 
and illegal court rulings in order to extend 
his time in power indefinitely . . . If the op- 
position is not allowed to meaningfully com- 
pete, the upcoming elections in Nicaragua 
cannot be considered free and fair and the 
Inter-American Democratic Charter should 
be applied to the Sandinista regime.’’. The 
release continued, stating that ‘‘The prin- 
ciple of alternation of power is enshrined in 
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the Inter-American Democratic Charter 
(IADC) as an essential element of democ- 
racy. Even though Ortega pushed through a 
constitutional amendment allowing for in- 
definite re-election, he did so by circum- 
venting the separation of powers illegally. 
An uncontested re-election of Ortega would 
clearly violate the IADC, which was signed 
by Nicaragua in 2001. If that is the case, Sec- 
retary General Almagro should activate the 
IADC and, if necessary, call for the suspen- 
sion of Nicaragua from the OAS.”’’. 

SEC. 3. STATEMENT OF POLICY. 

It is the policy of the United States to sup- 
port— 

(1) the rule of law and an independent judi- 
ciary and electoral council in Nicaragua; 

(2) independent pro-democracy organiza- 
tions in Nicaragua; and 

(3) free, fair, and transparent elections 
under international and domestic observers 
in Nicaragua in 2016 and 2017. 

SEC. 4. INTERNATIONAL FINANCIAL INSTITU- 
TIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The President shall in- 
struct the United States Executive Director 
at each international financial institution to 
use the voice, vote, and influence of the 
United States to oppose any loan or other 
utilization of the funds of the respective in- 
stitution for the benefit of the Government 
of Nicaragua, other than to address basic 
human needs or to promote democracy, un- 
less the Secretary of State certifies and re- 
ports to the appropriate congressional com- 
mittees that the Government of Nicaragua is 
taking effective steps to— 

(1) hold free, fair, and transparent elec- 
tions overseen by credible domestic and 
international electoral observers; 

(2) promote democracy, as well as an inde- 
pendent judiciary system and electoral coun- 
cil; 

(3) strengthen the rule of law; and 

(4) respect the right to freedom of associa- 
tion and expression. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT- 
TEES.—The term ‘“‘appropriate congressional 
committees” means— 

(A) the Committee on Foreign Affairs, the 
Committee on Appropriations, and the Com- 
mittee on Financial Services of the House of 
Representatives; 

(B) the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
the Committee on Appropriations, and the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs of the Senate. 

(2) INTERNATIONAL FINANCIAL INSTITUTION.— 
The term ‘international financial institu- 
tion? means the International Monetary 
Fund, International Bank for Reconstruction 
and Development, European Bank for Recon- 
struction and Development, International 
Development Association, International Fi- 
nance Corporation, Multilateral Investment 
Guarantee Agency, African Development 
Bank, African Development Fund, Asian De- 
velopment Bank, Inter-American Develop- 
ment Bank, Bank for Economic Cooperation 
and Development in the Middle East and 
North Africa, and Inter-American Invest- 
ment Corporation. 

(c) TERMINATION.—This section shall termi- 
nate on the day after the date on which the 
Secretary of State certifies and reports to 
the appropriate congressional committees 
that the requirements of subsection (a) are 
met. 

SEC. 5. ORGANIZATION OF AMERICAN STATES. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that, accord- 
ing to the Organization of American States 
(OAS) report on the Nicaraguan 2011 Presi- 
dential elections, Nicaragua: Final Report, 
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General Elections, OAS (2011), the OAS made 
the following recommendations to the Gov- 
ernment of Nicaragua: 

(1) “Prepare alternative procedures for up- 
dating the electoral roll when a registered 
voter dies.’’. 

(2) “Publish the electoral roll so that new 
additions, changes of address and exclusions 
can be checked.’’. 

(8) “Reform the mechanism for accredita- 
tion of poll watchers using a formula that 
ensures that the political parties will have 
greater autonomy to accredit their respec- 
tive poll watchers.’’. 

(4) “Institute regulations to ensure that 
party poll watchers are involved in all areas 
of the electoral structure, including the de- 
partmental, regional and municipal electoral 
councils and polling stations. Rules should 
be crafted to spell out their authorities and 
functions and the means by which they can 
exercise their authority and perform their 
functions.”’. 

(5) “Redesign the CSE administrative 
structure at the central and field levels, 
while standardizing technical and oper- 
ational procedures, including the design of 
control mechanisms from the time registra- 
tion to the delivery of the document to the 
citizens; the process of issuing identity cards 
should be timed to the calendar and, to avoid 
congestion within the process, be evenly 
spaced.’’. 

(b) ELECTORAL OBSERVATION MISSION.—The 
President shall direct the United States Per- 
manent Representative to the Organization 
of American States (OAS) to use the voice, 
vote, and influence of the United States at 
the OAS to strongly advocate for an Elec- 
toral Observation Mission to be sent to Nica- 
ragua in 2016 and 2017. 

SEC. 6. STATEMENT OF POLICY. 

The Department of State and the United 
States Agency for International Develop- 
ment should prioritize foreign assistance to 
the people of Nicaragua to assist civil soci- 
ety in democracy and governance programs, 
including human rights documentation. 


AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. ROYCE 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I have an 
amendment to the bill at the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert the following: 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Nicaraguan 
Investment Conditionality Act (NICA) of 
2016”. 

SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress makes the following findings: 

(1) In 2006, Nicaragua, under President 
Enrique Bolaños, entered into a $175,000,000, 
5-year compact with the Millennium Chal- 
lenge Corporation (MCC). 

(2) After the 2008 municipal elections, the 
MCC stated that there was a pattern of de- 
cline in political rights and civil liberties in 
Nicaragua. 

(3) In 2009, the MCC terminated the com- 
pact and reduced the amount of MCC funds 
available to Nicaragua by $61,500,000, which 
led to the compact ending in 2011. 

(4) According to Nicaraguan law, the Na- 
tional Assembly is the only institution al- 
lowed to change the constitution but in 2009, 
Daniel Ortega circumvented the legislature 
and went to the Supreme Court, which he 
controls, to rule in his favor that Presi- 
dential term limits were inapplicable. 

(5) The House Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs convened a congressional hearing on 
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December 1, 2011, entitled ‘‘Democracy Held 
Hostage in Nicaragua: Part 1” where former 
United States Ambassador to Nicaragua 
Robert Callahan testified, ‘‘First, that Dan- 
iel Ortega’s candidacy was illegal, illegit- 
imate, and unconstitutional; second, that 
the period leading to the elections and the 
elections themselves were marred by serious 
fraud; third, that Daniel Ortega and his San- 
dinista party have systematically under- 
mined the country’s fragile governmental in- 
stitutions”. 

(6) From fiscal year 2012 until present, the 
Department of State found that Nicaragua 
did not meet international standards of fis- 
cal transparency. 

(7) On January 25, 2012, a press statement 
from Secretary of State Hillary Clinton said: 
“As noted by international observers and 
Nicaraguan civil society groups, Nicaragua’s 
recent elections were not conducted in a 
transparent and impartial manner, and the 
entire electoral process was marred by sig- 
nificant irregularities. The elections marked 
a setback to democracy in Nicaragua and un- 
dermined the ability of Nicaraguans to hold 
their government accountable.’’. 

(8) According to the Department of State’s 
2015 Fiscal Transparency Report: 
“Nicaragua’s fiscal transparency would be 
improved by including all off-budget revenue 
and expenditure in the budget, auditing 
state-owned enterprises, and conducting a 
full audit of the government’s annual finan- 
cial statements and making audit reports 
publicly available within a reasonable period 
of time.’’. 

(9) According to the Department of State’s 
Country Reports on Human Rights Practices 
for 2015: ‘‘In 2011 the Supreme Electoral 
Council (CSE) announced the re-election of 
President Daniel Ortega Saavedra of the 
Sandinista National Liberation Front 
(FSLN) in elections that international and 
domestic observers characterized as seri- 
ously flawed. International and domestic or- 
ganizations raised concerns regarding the 
constitutional legitimacy of Ortega’s re-elec- 
tion. The 2011 elections also provided the rul- 
ing party with a supermajority in the Na- 
tional Assembly, allowing for changes in the 
constitution, including extending the reach 
of executive branch power and the elimi- 
nation of restrictions on re-election for exec- 
utive branch officials and mayors. Observers 
noted serious flaws during the 2012 municipal 
elections and March 2014 regional elec- 
tions.’’. 

(10) According to the Department of 
State’s Country Reports on Human Rights 
Practices for 2015 in Nicaragua: ‘‘The prin- 
cipal human rights abuses were restrictions 
on citizens” right to vote; obstacles to free- 
dom of speech and press, including govern- 
ment intimidation and harassment of jour- 
nalists and independent media, as well as in- 
creased restriction of access to public infor- 
mation, including national statistics from 
public offices; and increased government 
harassment and intimidation of nongovern- 
mental organizations (NGOs) and civil soci- 
ety organizations. 

(11) The same 2015 report stated: ‘‘Addi- 
tional significant human rights abuses in- 
cluded considerably biased policies to pro- 
mote single-party dominance; arbitrary po- 
lice arrest and detention of suspects, includ- 
ing abuse during detention; harsh and life- 
threatening prison conditions with arbitrary 
and lengthy pretrial detention; discrimina- 
tion against ethnic minorities and indige- 
nous persons and communities.’’. 

(12) In February 2016, the Ortega regime de- 
tained and expelled Freedom House’s Latin 
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America Director, Dr. Carlos Ponce, from 
Nicaragua. 

(18) On May 10, 2016, the Supreme Electoral 
Council announced and published the elec- 
toral calendar which aims to govern the elec- 
toral process. 

(14) After receiving the electoral calendar 
for the 2016 Presidential elections, the Nica- 
raguan political opposition raised concerns 
and pointed to a number of anomalies such 
as: the electoral calendar failed to con- 
template national and international observa- 
tions, failed to agree to publicly publish the 
precincts results of each Junta Receptora de 
Voto (JRV), and failed to purge the electoral 
registration rolls in a transparent and open 
manner. 

(15) Nicaragua’s constitution mandates 
terms of 5 years for municipal authorities, 
which would indicate that the next munic- 
ipal elections must occur in 2017. 

(16) On June 8, 2016, the Nicaraguan Su- 
preme Court—which is controlled by 
Nicaragua’s leader, Daniel Ortega—in- 
structed the Supreme Electoral Council not 
to swear in Nicaraguan opposition members 
to the departmental and regional electoral 
councils. 

(17) On June 5, 2016, regarding inter- 
national observers for the 2016 Presidential 
elections, President Ortega stated: ‘‘Here, 
the observation ends. Go observe other coun- 
tries ... There will be no observation, nei- 
ther from the European Union, nor the OAS 

(18) On June 7, 2016, the Department of 
State’s Bureau of Democracy, Human Rights 
and Labor posted on social media: ‘‘Dis- 
appointed government of Nicaragua said it 
will deny electoral observers requested by 
Nicaraguan citizens, church, and private sec- 
tor... We continue to encourage the govern- 
ment of Nicaragua to allow electoral observ- 
ers as requested by Nicaraguans.”’. 

(19) On June 8, 2016, the Supreme Electoral 
Council—which is controlled by Nicaragua’s 
leader, Daniel Ortega—announced a ruling, 
which changed the leadership structure of 
the opposition party and in practice alleg- 
edly barred all existing opposition can- 
didates from running for office. 

(20) On June 14, 2016, President Ortega ex- 
pelled three United States Government offi- 
cials (two officials from U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection and one professor from 
the National Defense University) from Nica- 
ragua. 

(21) On June 29, 2016, the Department of 
State issued a Nicaragua Travel Alert which 
stated: ‘‘The Department of State alerts U.S. 
citizens about increased government scru- 
tiny of foreigners’ activities, new require- 
ments for volunteer groups, and the poten- 
tial for demonstrations during the upcoming 
election season in Nicaragua... Nicaraguan 
authorities have denied entry to, detained, 
questioned, or expelled foreigners, including 
United States Government officials, aca- 
demics, NGO workers, and journalists, for 
discussions, written reports or articles, pho- 
tographs, and/or videos related to these top- 
ics. Authorities may monitor and question 
private United States citizens concerning 
their activities, including contact with Nica- 
raguan citizens.’’. 

(22) On August 1, 2016, the Department of 
State issued a press release to express grave 
concern over the Nicaraguan government 
limiting democratic space leading up to the 
elections in November and stated that ‘‘[o]n 
June 8, the Nicaraguan Supreme Court 
stripped the opposition Independent Liberal 
Party (PLI) from its long recognized leader. 
The Supreme Court took similar action on 
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June 17 when it invalidated the leadership of 
the Citizen Action Party, the only remaining 
opposition party with the legal standing to 
present a presidential candidate. Most re- 
cently, on July 29, the Supreme Electoral 
Council removed 28 PLI national assembly 
members (16 seated and 12 alternates) from 
their popularly-elected positions.”’. 

SEC. 3. STATEMENT OF POLICY. 

It is the policy of the United States to sup- 
port— 

(1) the rule of law and an independent judi- 
ciary and electoral council in Nicaragua; 

(2) independent pro-democracy organiza- 
tions in Nicaragua; and 

(3) free, fair, and transparent elections 
under international and domestic observers 
in Nicaragua in 2016 and 2017. 

SEC. 4. INTERNATIONAL FINANCIAL INSTITU- 
TIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The President shall in- 
struct the United States Executive Director 
at each international financial institution to 
use the voice, vote, and influence of the 
United States to oppose any loan for the ben- 
efit of the Government of Nicaragua, other 
than to address basic human needs or pro- 
mote democracy, unless the Secretary of 
State certifies and reports to the appropriate 
congressional committees that the Govern- 
ment of Nicaragua is taking effective steps 
to— 

(1) hold free, fair, and transparent elec- 
tions overseen by credible domestic and 
international electoral observers; 

(2) promote democracy, as well as an inde- 
pendent judicial system and electoral coun- 
cil; 

(3) strengthen the rule of law; and 

(4) respect the right to freedom of associa- 
tion and expression. 

(b) REPORT.—The Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall submit to the appropriate congres- 
sional committees a written report assess- 
ing— 

(1) the effectiveness of the international fi- 
nancial institutions in enforcing applicable 
program safeguards in Nicaragua; and 

(2) the effects of the matters described in 
section 2 on long-term prospects for positive 
development outcomes in Nicaragua. 

(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT- 
TEES.—The term ‘‘appropriate congressional 
committees’? means— 

(A) the Committee on Foreign Affairs, the 
Committee on Appropriations, and the Com- 
mittee on Financial Services of the House of 
Representatives; and 

(B) the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
the Committee on Appropriations, and the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs of the Senate. 

(2) INTERNATIONAL FINANCIAL INSTITUTION.— 
The term ‘international financial institu- 
tion? means the International Monetary 
Fund, International Bank for Reconstruction 
and Development, European Bank for Recon- 
struction and Development, International 
Development Association, International Fi- 
nance Corporation, Multilateral Investment 
Guarantee Agency, African Development 
Bank, African Development Fund, Asian De- 
velopment Bank, Inter-American Develop- 
ment Bank, Bank for Economic Cooperation 
and Development in the Middle East and 
North Africa, and Inter-American Invest- 
ment Corporation. 

(d) TERMINATION.—This section shall termi- 
nate on the day after the earlier of— 

(1) the date on which the Secretary of 
State certifies and reports to the appropriate 
congressional committees that the require- 
ments of subsection (a) are met; or 
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(2) 5 years after the date of the enactment 
of this Act. 

(e) WAIVER.—The President may waive this 
section if the President determines that such 
a waiver is in the national interest of the 
United States. 

SEC. 5. ORGANIZATION OF AMERICAN STATES. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that, accord- 
ing to the Organization of American States 
(OAS) report on the Nicaraguan 2011 Presi- 
dential elections, Nicaragua: Final Report, 
General Elections, OAS (2011), the OAS made 
the following recommendations to the Gov- 
ernment of Nicaragua: 

(1) “Prepare alternative procedures for up- 
dating the electoral roll when a registered 
voter dies.’’. 

(2) “Publish the electoral roll so that new 
additions, changes of address and exclusions 
can be checked.’’. 

(3) “Reform the mechanism for accredita- 
tion of poll watchers using a formula that 
ensures that the political parties will have 
greater autonomy to accredit their respec- 
tive poll watchers.’’. 

(4) “Institute regulations to ensure that 
party poll watchers are involved in all areas 
of the electoral structure, including the de- 
partmental, regional and municipal electoral 
councils and polling stations. Rules should 
be crafted to spell out their authorities and 
functions and the means by which they can 
exercise their authority and perform their 
functions.”’. 

(5) “Redesign the CSE administrative 
structure at the central and field levels, 
while standardizing technical and oper- 
ational procedures, including the design of 
control mechanisms from the time registra- 
tion to the delivery of the document to the 
citizens; the process of issuing identity cards 
should be timed to the calendar and, to avoid 
congestion within the process, be evenly 
spaced.’’. 

(b) ELECTORAL OBSERVATION MISSION.—The 
President shall direct the United States Per- 
manent Representative to the Organization 
of American States (OAS) to use the voice, 
vote, and influence of the United States at 
the OAS to strongly advocate for an Elec- 
toral Observation Mission to be sent to Nica- 
ragua in 2016 and 2017. 

SEC. 6. STATEMENT OF POLICY. 

The Department of State and the United 
States Agency for International Develop- 
ment should prioritize foreign assistance to 
the people of Nicaragua to assist civil soci- 
ety in democracy and governance programs, 
including human rights documentation. 

SEC. 7. REPORT ON CORRUPTION IN NICARAGUA. 

(a) REPORT REQUIREMENT.—Not later than 
120 days after the date of the enactment of 
this Act, the Secretary of State, in consulta- 
tion with the intelligence community (as de- 
fined in section 3(4) of the National Security 
Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 3003(4)), shall submit to 
Congress a report on the involvement of sen- 
ior Nicaraguan government officials, includ- 
ing members of the Supreme Electoral Coun- 
cil, the National Assembly, and the judicial 
system, in acts of public corruption or 
human rights violations in Nicaragua. 

(b) FoRM.—The report required in sub- 
section (a) shall be submitted in unclassified 
form, but may contain a classified annex. 
The unclassified portion of the report shall 
be made available to the public. 


Mr. ROYCE (during the reading). Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
dispense with the reading of the 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from California? 
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There was no objection. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title of the bill was amended so 
as to read: ‘‘A bill to oppose loans at 
international financial institutions for 
the Government of Nicaragua, other 
than to address basic human needs or 
promote democracy, unless the Govern- 
ment of Nicaragua is taking effective 
steps to hold free, fair, and transparent 
elections, and for other purposes.’’. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


——— 


STABILITY AND DEMOCRACY FOR 
UKRAINE ACT 


Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the Dill 
(H.R. 5094) to contain, reverse, and 
deter Russian aggression in Ukraine, to 
assist Ukraine’s democratic transition, 
and for other purposes, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 5094 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE AND TABLE OF CON- 
TENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the “Stability and Democracy for Ukraine 
Act” or “STAND for Ukraine Act”. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con- 
tents for this Act is as follows: 


Sec. 1. Short title and table of contents. 
Sec. 2. Statements of policy. 


TITLE I—CRIMEA ANNEXATION NON- 
RECOGNITION 


Sec. 101. United States policy against rec- 
ognition of territorial changes 
effected by force alone. 

Sec. 102. Prohibitions against United States 
recognition of the Russian Fed- 
eration’s annexation of Crimea. 

Sec. 103. Determinations and codification of 
sanctions under Executive 
Order 13685. 


TITLE II—SANCTIONS PROVISIONS 


Sec. 201. Prohibiting certain transactions 
with foreign sanctions evaders 
and serious human rights abus- 
ers with respect to the Russian 
Federation. 

Sec. 202. Report on certain foreign financial 
institutions. 

Sec. 203. Requirements relating to transfers 
of defense articles and defense 
services to the Russian Federa- 
tion. 


TITLE ITJ—OTHER MATTERS 


Sec. 301. Strategy to respond to Russian 
Federation-supported informa- 
tion and propaganda efforts di- 
rected toward Russian-speaking 
communities in countries bor- 
dering the Russian Federation. 

Sec. 302. Cost limitation. 

Sec. 303. Sunset. 

SEC. 2. STATEMENTS OF POLICY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—It is the policy of the 
United States to further assist the Govern- 
ment of Ukraine in restoring its sovereignty 
and territorial integrity to contain, reverse, 
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and deter Russian aggression in Ukraine. 
That policy shall be carried into effect, 
among other things, through a comprehen- 
sive effort, in coordination with allies and 
partners of the United States where appro- 
priate, that includes sanctions, diplomacy, 
and assistance, including lethal defensive 
weapons systems, for the people of Ukraine 
intended to enhance their ability to consoli- 
date a rule of law-based democracy with a 
free market economy and to exercise their 
right under international law to self-defense. 

(b) ADDITIONAL STATEMENT OF POLIcy.—It 
is further the policy of the United States— 

(1) to use its voice, vote, and influence in 
international fora to encourage others to 
provide assistance that is similar to assist- 
ance described in subsection (a) to Ukraine; 
and 

(2) to ensure that any relevant sanctions 
relief for the Russian Federation is contin- 
gent on timely, complete, and verifiable im- 
plementation of the Minsk Agreements, es- 
pecially the restoration of Ukraine’s control 
of the entirety of its eastern border with the 
Russian Federation in the conflict zone. 


TITLE I—CRIMEA ANNEXATION NON- 
RECOGNITION 
SEC. 101. UNITED STATES POLICY AGAINST REC- 
OGNITION OF TERRITORIAL 
CHANGES EFFECTED BY FORCE 
ALONE. 

Between the years of 1940 and 1991, the 
United States did not recognize the forcible 
incorporation and annexation of the three 
Baltic States of Lithuania, Latvia, and Esto- 
nia into the Soviet Union under a policy 
known as the ‘‘Stimson Doctrine”. 


SEC. 102. PROHIBITIONS AGAINST UNITED 
STATES RECOGNITION OF THE RUS- 
SIAN FEDERATION’S ANNEXATION 
OF CRIMEA. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—In accordance with 


United States policy enumerated in section 
101, no Federal department or agency should 
take any action or extend any assistance 
that recognizes or implies any recognition of 
the de jure or de facto sovereignty of the 
Russian Federation over Crimea, its air- 
space, or its territorial waters. 

(b) DOCUMENTS PORTRAYING CRIMEA AS 
PART OF RUSSIAN FEDERATION.—In accord- 
ance with United States policy enumerated 
in section 101, the Government Printing Of- 
fice should not print any map, document, 
record, or other paper of the United States 
portraying or otherwise indicating Crimea as 
part of the territory of the Russian Federa- 
tion. 

SEC. 103. DETERMINATIONS AND CODIFICATION 
OF SANCTIONS UNDER EXECUTIVE 
ORDER 13685. 

(a) DETERMINATIONS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
President shall submit to the appropriate 
congressional committees a report that con- 
tains the assessment described in paragraph 
(2). 

(2) ASSESSMENT DESCRIBED.—The assess- 
ment described in this paragraph is— 

(A) a review of each person designated pur- 
suant to Executive Order 13660 (March 6, 2014; 
79 Fed. Reg. 13493; relating to blocking prop- 
erty of certain persons contributing to the 
situation in Ukraine) or Executive Order 
18661 (March 16, 2014; 79 Fed. Reg. 15535; relat- 
ing to blocking property of additional per- 
sons contributing to the situation in 
Ukraine); and 

(B) a determination as to whether any such 
person meets the criteria for designation 
pursuant to Executive Order 13685 (December 
19, 2014; 79 Fed. Reg. 77357; relating to block- 
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ing property of certain persons and prohib- 
iting certain transactions with respect to 
the Crimea region of Ukraine). 

(3) FORM.—The assessment required by 
paragraph (2) shall be submitted in unclassi- 
fied form but may contain a classified annex. 

(b) CODIFICATION.—United States sanctions 
provided for in Executive Order 18685, as in 
effect on the day before the date of the en- 
actment of this Act, shall remain in effect 
until the date on which the President sub- 
mits to the appropriate congressional com- 
mittees a certification described in sub- 
section (c). 

(c) CERTIFICATION.—A certification de- 
scribed in this subsection is a certification of 
the President that Ukraine’s sovereignty 
over Crimea has been restored. 

(d) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this section shall be construed to restrict the 
authority of the President to impose addi- 
tional United States sanctions with specific 
respect to the Russian Federation’s occupa- 
tion of Crimea pursuant to Executive Order 
13685. 

(e) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT- 
TEES.—In this section, the term ‘‘appropriate 
congressional committees” means— 

(1) the Committee on Foreign Affairs, the 
Committee on Financial Services, and the 
Committee on Ways and Means of the House 
of Representatives; and 

(2) Committee on Foreign Relations and 
the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs of the Senate. 

TITLE II—SANCTIONS PROVISIONS 
SEC. 201. PROHIBITING CERTAIN TRANSACTIONS 
WITH FOREIGN SANCTIONS EVAD- 
ERS AND SERIOUS HUMAN RIGHTS 
ABUSERS WITH RESPECT TO THE 
RUSSIAN FEDERATION. 

The Support for the Sovereignty, Integ- 
rity, Democracy, and Economic Stability of 
Ukraine Act of 2014 (Public Law 1138-95; 22 
U.S.C. 8901 et seq.) is amended by adding at 
the end the following new sections: 

“SEC. 10. PROHIBITING CERTAIN TRANSACTIONS 
WITH FOREIGN SANCTIONS EVAD- 
ERS WITH RESPECT TO THE RUS- 
SIAN FEDERATION. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The President is author- 
ized to impose with respect to a foreign per- 
son the sanctions described in subsection (b) 
if the President determines that the foreign 
person knowingly— 

“(1) has materially violated, attempted to 
violate, conspired to violate, or caused a vio- 
lation of any license, order, regulation, or 
prohibition contained in, or issued pursuant 
to any covered Executive order; or 

‘“(2) has facilitated significant deceptive or 
structured transactions for or on behalf of 
any person subject to United States sanc- 
tions concerning the Russian Federation. 

‘*(b) SANCTIONS DESCRIBED.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The sanctions described 
in this subsection are the exercise of all pow- 
ers granted to the President by the Inter- 
national Emergency Economic Powers Act 
(50 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.) to the extent nec- 
essary to block and prohibit all transactions 
in all property and interests in property of a 
person determined by the President to be 
subject to subsection (a) if such property and 
interests in property are in the United 
States, come within the United States, or 
are or come within the possession or control 
of a United States person. 

‘(2) PENALTIES.—A person that is subject 
to sanctions described in paragraph (1) shall 
be subject to the penalties set forth in sub- 
sections (b) and (c) of section 206 of the 
International Emergency Economic Powers 
Act (50 U.S.C. 1705) to the same extent as a 


13298 


person that commits an unlawful act de- 
scribed in subsection (a) of that section. 

“(c) WAIVER.—The President may waive 
the application of sanctions under subsection 
(b) on a case-by-case for a period of not more 
than 120 days, and may renew that waiver for 
additional periods of not more than 120 days 
with respect to a person if the President de- 
termines that such a waiver is in the na- 
tional interests of the United States and on 
or before the date on which the waiver takes 
effect, submits to the appropriate congres- 
sional committees a notice of and justifica- 
tion for the waiver. 

‘(d) IMPLEMENTATION AUTHORITY.—The 
President may exercise all authorities pro- 
vided to the President under sections 203 and 
205 of the International Emergency Eco- 
nomic Powers Act (50 U.S.C. 1702 and 1704) 
for purposes of carrying out this section. 

‘“(e) REGULATORY AUTHORITY.—The Presi- 
dent shall issue such regulations, licenses, 
and orders as are necessary to carry out this 
section. 

““(f) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

‘(1) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT- 
TEES.—The term ‘appropriate congressional 
committees’ means— 

“(A) the Committee on Foreign Affairs, the 
Committee on Financial Services, and the 
Committee on Ways and Means of the House 
of Representatives; and 

“(B) Committee on Foreign Relations and 
the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs of the Senate. 

‘(2) COVERED EXECUTIVE ORDER.—The term 
‘covered Executive order’ means any of the 
following: 

‘“(A) Executive Order 13660 (March 6, 2014; 
79 Fed. Reg. 13493; relating to blocking prop- 
erty of certain persons contributing to the 
situation in Ukraine). 

‘“(B) Executive Order 18661 (March 16, 2014; 
79 Fed. Reg. 15535; relating to blocking prop- 
erty of additional persons contributing to 
the situation in Ukraine). 

“(C) Executive Order 13685 (December 19, 
2014; 79 Fed. Reg. 77357; relating to blocking 
property of certain persons and prohibiting 
certain transactions with respect to the Cri- 
mea region of Ukraine). 

‘(3) FOREIGN PERSON.—The term ‘foreign 
person’ has the meaning given such term in 
section 595.304 of title 31, Code of Federal 
Regulations, as in effect on the date of the 
enactment of this Act. 

“(4) STRUCTURED.—The term ‘structured’, 
with respect to a transaction, has the mean- 
ing given the term ‘structure’ in paragraph 
(xx) of section 1010.100 of title 31, Code of 
Federal Regulations. 

‘(5) UNITED STATES PERSON.—The term 
‘United States person’ has the meaning given 
such term in section 589.312 of title 31, Code 
of Federal Regulations, as in effect on the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 

“SEC. 11. PROHIBITING CERTAIN TRANSACTIONS 
IN AREAS CONTROLLED BY THE 
RUSSIAN FEDERATION. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The President is author- 
ized to impose with respect to a foreign per- 
son the sanctions described in subsection (b) 
if the President determines that the foreign 
person, based on credible information— 

“(1) is responsible for, complicit in, or re- 
sponsible for ordering, controlling, or other- 
wise directing, the commission of serious 
human rights abuses in any territory forc- 
ibly occupied or otherwise controlled by the 
Government of the Russian Federation; 

‘“(2) has materially assisted, sponsored, or 
provided financial, material, or techno- 
logical support for, or goods or services to, a 
foreign person that is responsible for, 
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complicit in, or responsible for ordering, 
controlling, or otherwise directing, the com- 
mission of serious human rights abuses in 
any territory forcibly occupied or otherwise 
controlled by the Government of the Russian 
Federation; or 

“(3) is owned or controlled by a foreign 
person, or has acted or purported to act for 
or on behalf of, directly or indirectly, a for- 
eign person, that is responsible for, complicit 
in, or responsible for ordering, controlling, 
or otherwise directing, the commission of se- 
rious human rights abuses in any territory 
forcibly occupied or otherwise controlled by 
the Government of the Russian Federation. 

“(b) SANCTIONS DESCRIBED.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The sanctions described 
in this subsection are the exercise of all pow- 
ers granted to the President by the Inter- 
national Emergency Economic Powers Act 
(50 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.), without regard to sec- 
tion 202 of such Act, to the extent necessary 
to block and prohibit all transactions in all 
property and interests in property of a per- 
son determined by the President to be sub- 
ject to subsection (a) if such property and in- 
terests in property are in the United States, 
come within the United States, or are or 
come within the possession or control of a 
United States person. 

‘“(2) PENALTIES.—A person that is subject 
to sanctions described in paragraph (1) shall 
be subject to the penalties set forth in sub- 
sections (b) and (c) of section 206 of the 
International Emergency Economic Powers 
Act (50 U.S.C. 1705) to the same extent as a 
person that commits an unlawful act de- 
scribed in subsection (a) of that section. 

“(c) WAIVER.—The President may waive 
the application of sanctions under subsection 
(b) on a case-by-case for a period of not more 
than 120 days, and may renew that waiver for 
additional periods of not more than 120 days 
with respect to a person if the President de- 
termines that such a waiver is in the na- 
tional interests of the United States and on 
or before the date on which the waiver takes 
effect, submits to the appropriate congres- 
sional committees a notice of and justifica- 
tion for the waiver. 

“(d) IMPLEMENTATION AUTHORITY.—The 
President may exercise all authorities pro- 
vided to the President under sections 203 and 
205 of the International Emergency Eco- 
nomic Powers Act (50 U.S.C. 1702 and 1704) 
for purposes of carrying out this section. 

“(e) REGULATORY AUTHORITY.—The Presi- 
dent shall issue such regulations, licenses, 
and orders as are necessary to carry out this 
section. 

‘““(f) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT- 
TEES.—The term ‘appropriate congressional 
committees’ means— 

“(A) the Committee on Foreign Affairs, the 
Committee on Financial Services, and the 
Committee on Ways and Means of the House 
of Representatives; and 

“(B) Committee on Foreign Relations and 
the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs of the Senate. 

‘*(2) FOREIGN PERSON.—The term ‘foreign 
person’ has the meaning given such term in 
section 595.304 of title 31, Code of Federal 
Regulations, as in effect on the date of en- 
actment of this section. 

“(3) UNITED STATES PERSON.—The term 
‘United States person’ has the meaning given 
such term in section 589.312 of title 31, Code 
of Federal Regulations, as in effect on the 
date of enactment of this section.”’. 

SEC. 202. REPORT ON CERTAIN FOREIGN FINAN- 
CIAL INSTITUTIONS. 

The Support for the Sovereignty, Integ- 

rity, Democracy, and Economic Stability of 
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Ukraine Act of 2014 (Public Law 1138-95; 22 

U.S.C. 8901 et seq.) is amended by inserting 

after section 11 (as added by section 201 of 

this Act) the following new section: 

“SEC. 12. REPORT ON CERTAIN FOREIGN FINAN- 
CIAL INSTITUTIONS. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of the enactment of this sec- 
tion, the Secretary of State and the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury shall jointly submit 
to the appropriate congressional committees 
a report on— 

“(1) foreign financial institutions that are 
in direct control of assets owned or con- 
trolled by the Government of Ukraine in a 
manner determined by the Secretary of 
State and the Secretary of the Treasury to 
be in violation of the sovereignty, independ- 
ence, or territorial integrity of Ukraine; 

“(2) foreign financial institutions that are 
directly or indirectly assisting or otherwise 
aiding the violation of sovereignty, inde- 
pendence, and territorial integrity of 
Ukraine; and 

“(3) foreign financial institutions deter- 
mined by the Secretary of State and the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to be complicit in il- 
licit financial activity, including money 
laundering, financing of terrorism, 
transnational organized crime, or misappro- 
priation of state assets, that are— 

“(A) organized under the laws of the Rus- 
sian Federation; or 

‘“(B) owned or controlled by a foreign per- 
son whose property or interests in property 
have been blocked pursuant to any covered 
Executive order. 

‘“(b) FORM.—The report required to be sub- 
mitted under this subsection shall be sub- 
mitted in unclassified form but may include 
a classified annex. 

“(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

‘(1) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT- 
TEES.—The term ‘appropriate congressional 
committees’ means— 

“(A) the Committee on Foreign Affairs, the 
Committee on Financial Services, the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary of the House of Rep- 
resentatives; and 

“(B) Committee on Foreign Relations, the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs, and the Committee on the Judiciary 
of the Senate. 

‘(2) COVERED EXECUTIVE ORDER.—The term 
‘covered Executive order’ has the meaning 
given the term in section 10(f) of this Act.’’. 
SEC. 203. REQUIREMENTS RELATING TO TRANS- 

FERS OF DEFENSE ARTICLES AND 
DEFENSE SERVICES TO THE RUS- 
SIAN FEDERATION. 

(a) STATEMENT OF POLICY.—It is the policy 
of the United States to oppose the transfer of 
defense articles and defense services from 
any country that is a member of the North 
Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) to, or 
on behalf of, the Russian Federation, during 
any period in which the Russian Federation 
forcibly occupies the territory of Ukraine or 
of a NATO member country. 

(b) ADOPTION OF NATO POLIcy.—The Presi- 
dent shall use the voice, vote, and influence 
of the United States in NATO to seek the 
adoption of a policy by NATO that is con- 
sistent with the policy of the United States 
specified in subsection (a). 

(c) MONITORING AND IDENTIFICATION OF 
TRANSFERS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The President shall direct 
the heads of the appropriate departments 
and agencies of the United States to identify 
those transfers of defense articles and de- 
fense services described in subsection (a) 
that are contrary to the policy of the United 
States specified in subsection (a). 
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(2) REPORT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The President shall sub- 
mit a written report to the chairmen and 
ranking members of the appropriate commit- 
tees of Congress within 5 days of the receipt 
of information indicating that a transfer de- 
scribed in paragraph (1) has occurred. 

(B) FoRM.—The report required under sub- 
paragraph (A) shall be submitted in unclassi- 
fied form but may include a classified annex. 

(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) APPROPRIATE COMMITTEES OF CON- 
GRESS.—The term ‘‘appropriate committees 
of Congress” means— 

(A) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and the Per- 
manent Select Committee on Intelligence of 
the House of Representatives; and 

(B) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and the Se- 
lect Committee on Intelligence of the Sen- 
ate. 

(2) DEFENSE ARTICLES AND DEFENSE SERV- 
IcES.—The terms ‘‘defense article” and ‘‘de- 
fense service” have the meanings given such 
terms in section 47 of the Arms Export Con- 
trol Act (22 U.S.C. 2794 note). 

TITLE ITII—OTHER MATTERS 

SEC. 301. STRATEGY TO RESPOND TO RUSSIAN 
FEDERATION-SUPPORTED INFORMA- 
TION AND PROPAGANDA EFFORTS 
DIRECTED TOWARD RUSSIAN-SPEAK- 
ING COMMUNITIES IN COUNTRIES 
BORDERING THE RUSSIAN FEDERA- 
TION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 60 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of State shall develop and im- 
plement a strategy to respond to Russian 
Federation-supported dis-information and 
propaganda efforts directed toward persons 
in countries bordering the Russian Federa- 
tion. 

(b) MATTERS TO BE INCLUDED.—The strat- 
egy required under subsection (a) should in- 
clude the following: 

(1) Development of a response to propa- 
ganda and dis-information campaigns as an 
element of the ongoing crisis in Ukraine, 
specifically— 

(A) assistance in building the capacity of 
the Ukrainian military to document conflict 
zones and disseminate information in real- 
time; 

(B) assistance in enhancing broadcast ca- 
pacity with terrestrial television transmit- 
ters in Eastern Ukraine; and 

(C) media training for officials of the Gov- 
ernment of Ukraine. 

(2) Establishment of a partnership with 
partner governments and private-sector enti- 
ties to provide Russian-language entertain- 
ment and news content to broadcasters in 
Russian-speaking communities bordering the 
Russian Federation. 

(3) Assessment of the extent of Russian 
Federation influence in political parties, fi- 
nancial institutions, media organizations, 
and other entities seeking to exert political 
influence and sway public opinion in favor of 
Russian Federation policy across Europe. 

(c) REPORT.—The Secretary of State shall 
submit to the appropriate congressional 
committees a report on the strategy required 
under subsection (a) and its implementation. 

(d) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT- 
TEES.—In this section, the term ‘‘appropriate 
congressional committees” means— 

(1) the Committee on Foreign Affairs and 
the Committee on Armed Services of the 
House of Representatives; and 

(2) the Committee on Foreign Relations 
and the Committee on Armed Services of the 
Senate. 
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SEC. 302. COST LIMITATION. 
No additional funds are authorized to carry 

out the requirements of this Act and the 

amendments made by this Act. Such require- 

ments shall be carried out using amounts 

otherwise authorized. 

SEC. 303. SUNSET. 

This Act and the amendments made by 
this Act shall cease to be effective beginning 
on the date that is 5 years after the date of 
the enactment of this Act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
California (Mr. ROYCE) and the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. ENGEL) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex- 
tend their remarks and to include ex- 
traneous material on this measure. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, the people of Ukraine 
have struggled against great odds to 
defend their freedom and ensure their 
national existence. It is a tortured his- 
tory. 

One of the Members who is on the 
floor today, ELIOT ENGEL, who was in 
Ukraine with me, his family, grand- 
parents, all four of them came from 
Ukraine. Together we saw some of the 
evidence of that history in a gorge in 
Ukraine where so many Jewish Ukrain- 
ians were slaughtered. It is a reminder. 
The Holocaust and the other depriva- 
tions, the famine that Ukrainians lived 
through, are a reminder of the perils to 
the people in that country. 

For several years, Vladimir Putin 
has employed all of the tools at his 
command to dominate that country, 
and that includes arming separatists in 
the east where almost 10,000 people 
have lost their lives in the fighting. It 
includes annexing Crimea, and the lat- 
est effort to legitimize his aggression 
was to include Crimea in Russia’s par- 
liamentary elections held last Sunday. 
These were a sham, and the delegates 
represent no one but the rulers in Mos- 
cow. 

The administration cannot allow 
Putin to believe that U.S. opposition to 
his aggression is weakening. Instead, 
the U.S. and its allies and partners in 
Europe must step up their pressure 
against Moscow, including providing 
the lethal assistance needed to stop 
Russian tanks, that the Ukrainians 
have repeatedly asked for. Their pri- 
mary concern is to be able to check 
that armor in the east. 

This legislation strengthens the 
sanctions imposed on Russia as well. It 
is a clear demonstration that the U.S. 
remains committed to supporting the 
Ukrainian peoples’ unyielding defense 
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of their freedom and their national ex- 
istence. 


Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS, 
Washington, DC, September 15, 2016. 
Hon. EDWARD R. ROYCE, 
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Affairs, Ray- 
burn House Office Building, Washington, 
DC. 


DEAR CHAIRMAN ROYCE: I am writing with 
respect to H.R. 5094, the “Stability and De- 
mocracy for Ukraine Act,’’ on which the 
Committee on Ways and Means was granted 
an additional referral. 


In order to allow H.R. 5094 to move expedi- 
tiously to the House floor, I agree to waive 
formal consideration of this bill. The Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means takes this action 
with the mutual understanding that by for- 
going formal consideration of H.R. 5094, we 
do not waive any jurisdiction over the sub- 
ject matter contained in this or similar leg- 
islation, and the Committee will be appro- 
priately consulted and involved as the bill or 
similar legislation moves forward so that we 
may address any remaining issues that fall 
within our Rule X jurisdiction. The Com- 
mittee also reserves the right to seek ap- 
pointment of an appropriate number of con- 
ferees to any House-Senate conference in- 
volving this or similar legislation, and re- 
quests your support for such request. 


Finally, I would appreciate your response 
to this letter confirming this understanding, 
and would ask that a copy of our exchange of 
letters on this matter be included in the 
Congressional Record during floor consider- 
ation thereof. 

Sincerely, 
KEVIN BRADY, 
Chairman. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, DC, September 15, 2016. 

Hon. KEVIN BRADY, 

Chairman, Committee on Ways and Means, 
Longworth House Office Building, Wash- 
ington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN BRADY: Thank you for con- 
sulting with the Foreign Affairs Committee 
and agreeing to be discharged from further 
consideration of H.R. 5094, the STAND for 
Ukraine Act, so that the bill may proceed ex- 
peditiously to the House floor. 


I agree that your forgoing further action 
on this measure does not in any way dimin- 
ish or alter the jurisdiction of your com- 
mittee, or prejudice its jurisdictional prerog- 
atives on this resolution or similar legisla- 
tion in the future. I would support your ef- 
fort to seek appointment of an appropriate 
number of conferees from your committee to 
any House-Senate conference on this legisla- 
tion. 


I will seek to place our letters on H.R. 5094 
into the Congressional Record during floor 
consideration of the resolution. I appreciate 
your cooperation regarding this legislation 
and look forward to continuing to work to- 
gether as this measure moves through the 
legislative process. 

Sincerely, 
EDWARD R. ROYCE, 
Chairman. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON FINANCIAL SERVICES, 
Washington, DC, September 16, 2016. 
Hon. ED ROYCE, 
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Affairs, Wash- 
ington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN ROYCE: I am writing con- 
cerning H.R. 5094, the ‘‘STAND for Ukraine 
Act.” 

As a result of your having consulted with 
the Committee on Financial Services con- 
cerning provisions in the bill that fall within 
our Rule X jurisdiction, I agree to forgo ac- 
tion on the bill so that it may proceed expe- 
ditiously to the House Floor. The Committee 
on Financial Services takes this action with 
our mutual understanding that, by foregoing 
consideration of H.R. 5094 at this time, we do 
not waive any jurisdiction over the subject 
matter contained in this or similar legisla- 
tion, and that our Committee will be appro- 
priately consulted and involved as this or 
similar legislation moves forward so that we 
may address any remaining issues that fall 
within our Rule X jurisdiction. Our Com- 
mittee also reserves the right to seek ap- 
pointment of an appropriate number of con- 
ferees to any House-Senate conference in- 
volving this or similar legislation, and re- 
quests your support for any such request. 

Finally, I would ask that a copy of our ex- 
change of letters on this matter be included 
in the Congressional Record during floor 
consideration of the legislation. 

Sincerely, 
JEB HENSARLING, 
Chairman. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, DC, September 15, 2016. 
Hon. JEB HENSARLING, 
Chairman, Committee on Financial Services, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN HENSARLING: Thank you 
for consulting with the Foreign Affairs Com- 
mittee and agreeing to be discharged from 
further consideration of H.R. 5094, the 
STAND for Ukraine Act, so that the bill may 
proceed expeditiously to the House floor. 

I agree that your forgoing further action 
on this measure does not in any way dimin- 
ish or alter the jurisdiction of your com- 
mittee, or prejudice its jurisdictional prerog- 
atives on this resolution or similar legisla- 
tion in the future. I would support your ef- 
fort to seek appointment of an appropriate 
number of conferees from your committee to 
any House-Senate conference on this legisla- 
tion. 

I will seek to place our letters on H.R. 5094 
into the Congressional Record during floor 
consideration of the resolution. I appreciate 
your cooperation regarding this legislation 
and look forward to continuing to work to- 
gether as this measure moves through the 
legislative process. 

Sincerely, 
EDWARD R. ROYCE, 
Chairman. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Washington, DC, September 16, 2016. 
Hon. EDWARD R. ROYCE, 
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Affairs, Wash- 
ington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN ROYCE: I write with re- 
spect to H.R. 5094, the “STAND for Ukraine 
Act,’’ which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs and in addition to the 
Committee on the Judiciary among others. 
As a result of your having consulted with us 
on provisions within H.R. 5094 that fall with- 
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in the Rule X jurisdiction of the Committee 
on the Judiciary, I agree to discharge our 
committee from further consideration of this 
bill so that it may proceed expeditiously to 
the House floor for consideration. 

The Judiciary Committee takes this action 
with our mutual understanding that by fore- 
going consideration of H.R. 5094 at this time, 
we do not waive any jurisdiction over subject 
matter contained in this or similar legisla- 
tion and that our committee will be appro- 
priately consulted and involved as this bill 
or similar legislation moves forward so that 
we may address any remaining issues in our 
jurisdiction. Our committee also reserves 
the right to seek appointment of an appro- 
priate number of conferees to any House- 
Senate conference involving this or similar 
legislation and asks that you support any 
such request. 

I would appreciate a response to this letter 
confirming this understanding with respect 
to H.R. 5094 and would ask that a copy of our 
exchange of letters on this matter be in- 
cluded in your committee report and in the 
Congressional Record during floor consider- 
ation of H.R. 5094. 

Sincerely, 
BOB GOODLATTE, 
Chairman. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, DC, September 15, 2016. 
Hon. BOB GOODLATTE, 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, Wash- 
ington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN GOODLATTE: Thank you for 
consulting with the Foreign Affairs Com- 
mittee and agreeing to be discharged from 
further consideration of H.R. 5094, the 
STAND for Ukraine Act, so that the bill may 
proceed expeditiously to the House floor. 

I agree that your forgoing further action 
on this measure does not in any way dimin- 
ish or alter the jurisdiction of your com- 
mittee, or prejudice its jurisdictional prerog- 
atives on this resolution or similar legisla- 
tion in the future. I would support your ef- 
fort to seek appointment of an appropriate 
number of conferees from your committee to 
any House-Senate conference on this legisla- 
tion. 

I will seek to place our letters on H.R. 5094 
into the Congressional Record during floor 
consideration of the resolution. I appreciate 
your cooperation regarding this legislation 
and look forward to continuing to work to- 
gether as this measure moves through the 
legislative process. 

Sincerely, 
EDWARD R. ROYCE, 
Chairman. 


Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of this 
bill. Let me, first of all, thank our 
chairman, ED ROYCE, for helping ad- 
vance this bill. I introduced this bill in 
April along with the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. KINZINGER). I am proud to 
say we now have 36 additional cospon- 
sors, both Democrats and Republicans. 

Mr. Speaker, we shouldn’t kid our- 
selves about the intentions of Russia’s 
President, Vladimir Putin. Inside his 
own borders, he has stripped away the 
rights of Russia’s citizens. He has si- 
lenced a free and open press. He has 
stolen countless billions and spread the 
wealth around to his cronies. And in 
the wake of a sham election that boost- 
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ed his party’s majority, it is being re- 
ported that he wants to breathe new 
life into the KGB. 

His record abroad is more of the 
same. He has trampled his neighbors’ 
sovereignty, worked to undermine 
NATO and Western unity, and posed a 
real threat to America’s work and the 
work of our friends over the past seven 
decades to build a Europe that is 
whole, free, and at peace. 

Perhaps most egregious is Russia’s 
ongoing illegal occupation of Crimea 
and parts of eastern Ukraine. Russia 
recently renewed its attack on 
Ukraine’s sovereignty by holding par- 
liamentary elections for the duma in 
Crimea. It is just outrageous, as the 
chairman mentioned. The United 
States will never recognize these 
claims, just as we never recognized So- 
viet control of the Baltic States during 
the 50-year occupation there. 

My legislation underscores America’s 
support for Ukraine’s right to defend 
itself, and it keeps pressure on Russia 
so long as Russia’s criminal behavior 
in Ukraine continues. This bill says 
that if Russia wants to see sanctions 
relief, it must abide by its Minsk 
Agreement obligations, namely, if 
Ukraine controls the entirety of its 
eastern border. It makes Crimea-re- 
lated sanctions permanent so long as 
the Russian occupation there con- 
tinues. It tightens sanctions enforce- 
ment with the new anti-evasion frame- 
work, and it requires reporting on 
banks illegally controlling Ukrainian 
assets, particularly Russian banks in 
Crimea. 

This bill also takes steps to make it 
harder for Russia to buy defense equip- 
ment or services from our NATO allies. 
It goes after human rights abusers in 
Russian-occupied areas, and it calls for 
a comprehensive strategy from our own 
government to push back against Rus- 
sian propaganda. The people of Ukraine 
need to know the United States stands 
with them. This Government of 
Ukraine is the most pro-Western gov- 
ernment they have ever had. We need 
to help them. Vladimir Putin needs to 
know that his reckless ambition won’t 
go unanswered. 

The gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
PASCRELL) had to leave, but he sub- 
mitted testimony. He strongly sup- 
ports this bill and everything that the 
chairman and I are saying this evening. 
I ask that all Members support this 
bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from South 
Carolina (Mr. SANFORD). 

Mr. SANFORD. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the chairman. I just want to come to 
applaud both the chairman and the 
ranking member for their work on this 
important measure. 

I think this bill is incredibly impor- 
tant because, in the simplest of forms, 
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conflicting signals never work with re- 
gard to foreign policy. Some people 
have said that the Korean war was, in 
many cases, in large measure created 
based on a void as to uncertainty as to 
what the American Government would 
or wouldn’t do in the event that North 
Korea was attacked by South Korea. I 
think you can look at a long host of 
different examples that point to the 
simple fact that conflicting signals are 
never a good signal when it comes to 
foreign policy. 

I just want to thank the gentlemen 
for their resolution and to stress its 
importance. I think if we learned any- 
thing in the days leading up to World 
War II, with the actions of Neville 
Chamberlain, it is that appeasement 
doesn’t work and that unchecked ag- 
gression always creates problems. 

I think this is about sending a clear 
message to the Russians, but it ulti- 
mately sends a message to more than 
just the Russians. This is, as well, 
about a message to the Chinese in the 
South China Sea or other parts around 
the globe. In that regard, I think that 
this bill is ultimately about things 
that are ultimately much bigger than 
Ukraine and Russia. 

Let me give you two examples. One, 
this is about reminding our allies and 
even ourselves that, for sovereignty to 
mean anything, a border has to mean 
something. That means a border can’t 
be porous. It means that a border can’t 
be regulated and controlled by whoever 
your biggest and strongest neighbor is 
in the region. 

I would say, secondly, that this is 
about what it means to be an American 
ally. I think that the Budapest Memo- 
randum was unequivocally clear that, 
if you give up nuclear arms, we will do 
certain things in terms of your secu- 
rity. 

So the question that we now have to 
ask as Americans, and I think what 
this bill ultimately does so forcefully 
is to say: What does that mean and 
what are we going to do about it? In- 
deed, that is the question. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self the balance of my time to close. 

Let me say before I close that Mr. 
SANFORD was absolutely right in what 
he just said. The fact is that Ukraine, 
which was part of the Soviet Union, 
gave up its nuclear weapons when the 
Soviet Union collapsed. As a result, 
they were given assurances that they 
would not have aggression perpetrated 
against them; and, of course, like other 
promises made by Mr. Putin, that fell 
by the wayside. I agree with the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina. I think he 
is absolutely right on the money. I 
thank him for his remarks. 

Mr. Speaker, we have no shortage of 
crises smoldering around the world, 
but we cannot take our eye off what is 
happening in Ukraine and the threat 
that Russia poses. NATO is being test- 
ed. Western democracy is being called 
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into question. The progress we have 
made since the cold war is at risk. 

Even if the administration is trying 
to work with Russia on other issues, we 
need to be clear-eyed when Vladimir 
Putin flouts international law and 
threatens the security of Europe. This 
bill would say plainly that no matter 
what happens in other parts of the 
world, if Russia continues to illegally 
occupy parts of Ukraine, Russia will 
pay a price. 

I am pleased that the House is acting 
on my bill. I want to again thank 
Chairman Royce for being a partner 
with me and helping with this bill. I 
ask that all Members support it. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. ENGEL), 
the ranking member. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, as an original 
sponsor of the STAND for Ukraine Act and a 
Co-Chair of the Congressional Ukraine Cau- 
cus, | rise in support of this important meas- 
ure. This bill codifies and tightens existing 
U.S. sanctions on Russia for its violation of 
Ukraine’s territorial integrity, including its illegal 
annexation of Crimea. 

In passing this measure, | join my col- 
leagues in making a strong statement that the 
United States stands with the people of 
Ukraine. Earlier this month, we celebrated the 
25th anniversary of Ukraine’s independence. It 
is the Ukraine people’s will for a free, demo- 
cratic, and sovereign country that is the under- 
lying impetus for change and international 
support. 

| believe we have a duty to stand behind 
democratic nations such as Ukraine against 
foreign aggression, and it is in our national in- 
terest to have an ally who shares our values. 
The STAND for Ukraine Act takes a meaning- 
ful step in helping Ukraine defend against for- 
eign aggression. At the same time, we must 
continue our work in helping Ukraine develop 
the rule of law, root out corruption, and bring 
about economic prosperity. 

| support the STAND for Ukraine Act, and 
urge my colleagues to do the same. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise in strong support of the STAND for 
Ukraine Act. ld like to thank my good friend 
and colleague Mr. ENGEL for introducing this 
legislation, which aims to solidify U.S. support 
for Ukraine’s territorial integrity, under assault 
by the Russian government since 2014. 

Last weekend Russian-occupied Crimea 
took part in Russia’s parliamentary elections 
for the first time since Russia took over the 
peninsula in 2014. In the judgment of OSCE 
election observers, the elections took place in 
an environment marked by “restrictions to fun- 
damental freedoms and political rights, firmly 
controlled media and a tightening grip on civil 
society. . . .” In timely response, this legisla- 
tion solidifies the U.S. commitment to the terri- 
torial integrity of Ukraine. 

The administration has applied various 
sanctions to Russia. In its leading provisions, 
this bill will give the sanctions created by ex- 
ecutive orders the permanence of statutory 
law—until Ukraine’s sovereignty over Crimea 
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is fully restored. These sanctions relate to 
blocking property of certain persons contrib- 
uting to the situation in Ukraine. In addition, 
the bill provides that no federal agency shall 
take any action or extend any assistance that 
recognizes Russian sovereignty over Crimea. 

Mr. Speaker, the Russian government's in- 
vasion of Ukraine, and particularly its land 
grab in Crimea—its forcible, illegal attempt to 
incorporate that peninsula into Russia—vio- 
lated the core principles of several bilateral 
and multilateral agreements and treaties, in- 
cluding all ten of the core principles of the Hel- 
sinki Final Act. 

In July I led the U.S. delegation to the 
OSCE Parliamentary Assembly, which met 
this year in Tbilisi. Russian parliamentarians 
continually sought to undermine, and even de- 
mean and provoke the Ukrainian delegation. 
Mr. Speaker, our delegation provided strong 
and constant support for the Ukrainians. In the 
words of this bill’s policy statement, we used 
our “voice, vote, and influence in international 
fora to encourage others to provide assist- 
ance” to Ukraine, particularly to restore its 
sovereignty and territorial integrity. In my own 
speeches, | focused on the issue of Crimea, 
and on the sharply declining human rights sit- 
uation there. 

Russian “anti-extremism” laws have been 
used to criminalize opposition and stifle free 
speech. The majority of victims have been Cri- 
mean Tatars and ethnic Ukrainians, who have 
been subject to killings, kidnappings, torture, 
harassment and intimidation. 

| urge my House colleagues to support this 
measure that will ensure the United States’ 
non-recognition of Russia’s illegal occupation, 
solidify and sharpen sanctions against Russia 
over Crimea, and support the full territorial in- 
tegrity of Ukraine. 

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
stand in solidarity with my brothers and sisters 
in Ukraine by urging my colleagues to swiftly 
pass the STAND for Ukraine Act. 

Nearly two and a half years ago, Russian 
President Vladimir Putin undermined Ukrainian 
sovereignty when the Russians began illegally 
occupying Crimea. 

This act emboldened him to double down on 
bullying his neighbors, testing the resolve of 
NATO and trying to fracture Western unity. 

His disrespect for global order knows no 
bounds. That is why the United States must 
reiterate to the world that it will not tolerate 
Russia’s aggression. 

While some misguided people have said 
that “Putin is not going into Crimea,” this bill 
makes it perfectly clear: Russia’s illegal occu- 
pation of Crimea will not be tolerated by the 
United States. 

We must hold Russia accountable for its 
disrespect for global order and continued vio- 
lations of international law. 

That is why | am a strong supporter and co- 
sponsor of the STAND for Ukraine Act, which 
tightens sanctions on Russia and rejects any 
form of recognition of Russian rule over Cri- 
mea. 

Mr. Speaker, | hope this bill will become law 
quickly so we can make sure that President 
Putin knows the United States stands with our 
ally Ukraine. 

Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise in strong support of H.R. 5094. 
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Ukraine continues to face significant chal- 
lenges from Russian meddling and aggres- 
sion. We in Congress are under no illusions 
when seeing Vladimir Putin’s true intentions 
for Ukraine. 

Vladimir Putin and Russia are tearing Eu- 
rope apart. Russian-backed separatists con- 
tinue their shelling of Ukrainian military posi- 
tions in Donetsk and Donbass, which in some 
cases has killed civilians. 

Additionally, Vladimir Putin and Russia are 
delivering bombs on medical facilities and on 
children in Syria. Further proof that they are 
no ally of ours. 

Rather than continuing to negotiate with 
Putin, we need to stand up to him. The best 
way to push back against Russia is to give the 
Ukrainians what they need to defend their sov- 
ereign territory, such as lethal weaponry to 
counter the Russian-backed “little green men.” 

This important bill does a number of things 
to continue to show American support for 
Ukraine, while also putting additional pressure 
on Russia for its continued violation of 
Ukraine’s territorial sovereignty. 

Most importantly, this bill states that the 
United States will never recognize Russian 
sovereignty over Crimea, which it illegally an- 
nexed in 2014. 

This bill would also enhance our sanctions 
regime on Russia for its ongoing illegal and 
destabilizing activities against Ukraine. 

In our history, we have always seen the im- 
pact that our nation has on others when we 
stand up and help them achieve a better to- 
morrow. It is imperative that we continue to 
help Ukraine achieve that better future for its 
citizens. 

Mr. Speaker, | was proud to work with Con- 
gressman ELIOT ENGEL to introduce this critical 
bill. By reaffirming U.S. support for Ukraine’s 
self-defense, emphasizing that we never have 
nor will recognize Russia’s illegal annexation 
of Crimea, and by holding Russia accountable 
for its continued violation of Ukraine’s sov- 
ereignty, we will ‘Stand with Ukraine’ legisla- 
tively and most effectively. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
ROYCE) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5094, as 
amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


EES 


GLOBAL DEVELOPMENT LAB ACT 
OF 2016 


Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the Dill 
(H.R. 3924) to establish in the United 
States Agency for International Devel- 
opment an entity to be known as the 
United States Global Development 
Lab, and for other purposes, as amend- 
ed. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 3924 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
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SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Global De- 
velopment Lab Act of 2016”. 

SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds the following: 

(1) The effectiveness of United States for- 
eign assistance can be greatly enhanced by 
fostering innovation, applying science and 
technology, and leveraging the expertise and 
resources of the private sector to find low- 
cost, common sense solutions to today’s 
most pressing development challenges. 

(2) Breakthroughs that accelerate eco- 
nomic growth and produce better health out- 
comes in developing countries can help sup- 
port the growth of healthier, more stable so- 
cieties and foster trade relationships that 
translate into jobs and economic growth in 
the United States. 

(3) In 2014, the Office of Science and Tech- 
nology and the Office of Innovation and De- 
velopment Alliances at the United States 
Agency for International Development 
(USAID) were streamlined and merged into 
the United States Global Development Lab. 

(4) The Lab partners with entrepreneurs, 
experts, nongovernmental organizations, 
universities, and science and research insti- 
tutions to find solutions to specific develop- 
ment challenges in a faster, more cost-effi- 
cient, and more sustainable way. 

(5) The Lab utilizes competitive innovation 
incentive awards, a ‘‘pay-for-success’’ model, 
whereby a development challenge is identi- 
fied, competitions are launched, ideas with 
the greatest potential for success are se- 
lected and tested, and awards are provided 
only after the objectives of a competition 
have been substantially achieved. 

(6) Enhancing the authorities that support 
this pay-for-success model will better enable 
the Lab to diversify and expand both the 
number and sources of ideas that may be de- 
veloped, tested, and brought to scale, there- 
by increasing USAID’s opportunity to apply 
high value, low-cost solutions to specific de- 
velopment challenges. 

SEC. 3. UNITED STATES GLOBAL DEVELOPMENT 
LAB. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
in USAID an entity to be known as the 
United States Global Development Lab. 

(b) DUTIES.—The duties of the Lab shall in- 
clude— 

(1) increasing the application of science, 
technology, innovation and partnerships to 
develop and scale new solutions to end ex- 
treme poverty; 

(2) discovering, testing, and scaling devel- 
opment innovations to increase cost effec- 
tiveness and support United States foreign 
policy and development goals; 

(8) leveraging the expertise, resources, and 
investment of businesses, nongovernmental 
organizations, science and research organiza- 
tions, and universities to increase program 
impact and sustainability; 

(4) utilizing innovation-driven competi- 
tions to expand the number and diversity of 
solutions to development challenges; and 

(5) supporting USAID missions and bureaus 
in applying science, technology, innovation, 
and partnership approaches to decision- 
making, procurement, and program design. 

(c) AUTHORITIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out the duties 
of the Lab under subsection (b), the Adminis- 
trator, in addition to such other authorities 
as may be available to the Administrator, in- 
cluding authorities under part I of the For- 
eign Assistance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2151 et 
seq.), and subject to the limitations de- 
scribed in paragraph (8), is authorized to— 

(A) provide innovation incentive awards 
(as defined in section 4(5) of this Act); and 
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(B) use funds made available to carry out 
the provisions of part I of the Foreign Assist- 
ance Act of 1961 for each of the fiscal years 
2017 through 2021 for the employment of not 
more than 30 individuals on a limited term 
basis pursuant to schedule A of subpart C of 
part 213 of title 5, Code of Federal Regula- 
tions, or similar provisions of law or regula- 
tions. 

(2) RECOVERY OF FUNDS.— 

(A) AUTHORITY.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out the duties 
of the Lab under subsection (b), the Adminis- 
trator, subject to the limitation described in 
clause (ii), is authorized to require a person 
or entity that receives funding under a 
grant, contract, or cooperative agreement 
made by the Lab to return to the Lab any 
program income that is attributable to fund- 
ing under such grant, contract, or coopera- 
tive agreement. 

(ii) LIMITATION.—The amount of program 
income that a person or entity is required to 
return to the Lab under clause (i) shall not 
exceed the amount of funding that the per- 
son or entity received under the grant, con- 
tract, or cooperative agreement. 

(B) TREATMENT OF PAYMENTS.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The amount of any pro- 
gram income returned to the Lab pursuant 
to subparagraph (A) may be credited to the 
account from which the obligation and ex- 
penditure of funds under the grant, contract, 
or cooperative agreement described in sub- 
paragraph (A) was made. 

(ii) AVAILABILITY.— 

(I) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in sub- 
clause (II), amounts returned and credited to 
an account under clause (i)— 

(aa) shall be merged with other funds in 
the account; and 

(bb) shall be available, subject to appro- 
priation, for the same purposes and period of 
time for which other funds in the account 
are available for programs and activities of 
the Lab. 

(II) EXcCEPTION.—Amounts returned and 
credited to an account under clause (i) may 
not be used to pay for the employment of in- 
dividuals described in paragraph (1)(B). 

(3) LIMITATIONS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Concurrent with the sub- 
mission of the Congressional Budget Jus- 
tification for Foreign Operations for each 
fiscal year, the Administrator shall submit 
to the appropriate congressional committees 
a detailed accounting of USAID’s use of au- 
thorities under this section, including the 
sources, amounts, and uses of funding under 
each of paragraphs (1) and (2). 

(B) INNOVATION INCENTIVE AWARDS.—In pro- 
viding innovation incentive awards under 
paragraph (1)(A), the Administrator shall— 

(i) limit the amount of individual awards 
for fiscal year 2017 to not more than $100,000; 

(ii) limit the total number of awards for 
fiscal year 2017 to not more than 10 awards; 
and 

(iii) notify the appropriate congressional 
committees not later than 15 days after pro- 
viding each such award. 

(C) STAFF.—In exercising the authority 
under paragraph (1)(B), the Administrator 
should seek to ensure that increases in the 
number of staff assigned to the Lab are off- 
set by an equivalent reduction in the total 
number of staff serving elsewhere in USAID. 


SEC. 4. DEFINITIONS. 


In this Act: 

(1) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘‘Adminis- 
trator” means the Administrator of the 
United States Agency for International De- 
velopment. 
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(2) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT- 
TEES.—The term ‘“‘appropriate congressional 
committees”? means— 

(A) the Committee on Foreign Affairs and 
the Committee on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives; and 

(B) the Committees on Foreign Relations 
and the Committee on Appropriations of the 
Senate. 

(3) LAB.—The term “Lab” means the 
United States Global Development Lab es- 
tablished under section 3. 

(4) USAID.—The term “USAID” means the 
United States Agency for International De- 
velopment. 

(5) INNOVATION INCENTIVE AWARD.—The 
term ‘“‘innovation incentive award”? means 
the provision of funding on a competitive 
basis that— 

(A) encourages and rewards the develop- 
ment of solutions for a particular, well-de- 
fined problem relating to the alleviation of 
poverty; or 

(B) helps identify and promote a broad 
range of ideas and practices, facilitating fur- 
ther development of an idea or practice by 
third parties. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
California (Mr. ROYCE) and the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. ENGEL) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 
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GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex- 
tend their remarks and to include ex- 
traneous material in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 
3924, which authorizes the U.S. Global 
Development Lab within the U.S. 
Agency for International Development. 
Through the Lab, USAID workers, with 
the private sector, partner up; and they 
tap into the science and technology 
needed to source and to test proven, 
low-cost, high-impact solutions to 
pressing development challenges 
around the world. 

From maternal health to food secu- 
rity, the innovations supported by the 
Lab are changing the way we think 
about and the way we deliver foreign 
aid. This bill provides important au- 
thorities to improve the Lab’s efficacy 
and efficiency, and it approves incen- 
tive awards through a competitive pay- 
for-performance process. 

It enables the Lab to bring in tech- 
nical experts on a short-term basis 
without long-term salary and benefit 
obligations. When one of these new 
technologies becomes successful, it al- 
lows USAID to keep a portion of its 
initial investment so the Lab can be- 
come financially self-sustaining. 

Mr. Speaker, this is the approach 
that will bend the development curve. 
This is effective foreign aid. 
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I want to thank Representative CAs- 
TRO and Representative MCCAUL for in- 
troducing this very important, bipar- 
tisan measure. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of this 
measure. I want to thank Chairman ED 
ROYCE for bringing this bill forward. I 
want to also thank Mr. CASTRO of 
Texas for his leadership and hard work 
on this measure, and I thank Mr. 
MCCAUL as well. 

Mr. Speaker, around the world, 1.2 
billion people live in extreme poverty. 
That means they live on less than $1.25 
a day. It is hard to imagine. No one 
should have to live on so little. 

At the same time, we know that 
areas of extreme poverty can be hot- 
beds for other problems. Poverty leads 
to broader instability. It creates vul- 
nerabilities that can be exploited by 
violent extremists, jihadists, or others 
spreading dangerous ideologies. It 
holds communities and countries back. 
So we view alleviating poverty as the 
right thing to do and also as a stra- 
tegic concern. 

That is why USAID established the 
Development Lab to help develop and 
deploy poverty reduction technologies 
more widely and at a lower cost. 

I want to acknowledge former USAID 
Administrator Rajiv Shah, who did tre- 
mendous work at USAID helping build 
the Lab into a world-class center of in- 
novation, working toward new solu- 
tions to extreme poverty. 

The Lab works with NGOs, corpora- 
tions, and universities to bring in the 
best ideas and stay on the cutting edge 
of development. It is also expanding 
USAID’s impact through a public-pri- 
vate dollar-for-dollar matching pro- 
gram that allows us to scale these in- 
novations up without expanding 
USAID’s budget. 

We are seeing real results. In 2014, 
the Lab invested in 362 new solutions 
that touch nearly 14 million people 
around the world. For example, the 
Lab funded an initiative aimed at pro- 
ducing more food where fresh water is 
hard to come by. 

Securing Water for Food: A Grand 
Challenge for Development led to a 
system that makes seawater or brack- 
ish water usable for drinking or agri- 
culture. It consumes so little energy 
that the cost to use it is low, even in 
areas off the power grid. This is what 
we mean when we talk about innova- 
tion. 

Last May, the Development Lab 
hosted an international competition to 
develop technology to fight wildlife 
trafficking and crimes. I know that 
Chairman ROYCE has been very inter- 
ested in this issue. This led to the de- 
velopment of an app called the Wildlife 
Scan that allows law enforcement to 
easily identify endangered species 
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being smuggled out of countries. After 
just a couple of months, the app has al- 
ready been downloaded more than 1,000 
times. 

And just last month, the Global Lab 
finished up a Zika challenge initiative, 
which led to 21 new solutions targeted 
at combating the spread of the Zika 
virus and are on track to be tested and 
deployed. They could be available with- 
in months. 

The bill would build on the Lab’s suc- 
cess by creating new authorities for 
the Lab to expand and manage its part- 
nerships. It will give the Lab greater 
flexibility for hiring experts on a 
project-by-project basis, and it will 
allow the Lab to award small, targeted 
grants that have proven so effective in 
supporting healthcare providers. 

I commend Mr. CASTRO for his hard 
work on this very good bill. It makes a 
good initiative better, and I am pleased 
to support it. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. CASTRO), a very valuable member 
of the Foreign Affairs Committee and 
the author of this measure. 

Mr. CASTRO of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank Ranking Member ENGEL for 
yielding me this time and for his sup- 
port of this legislation. He, Chairman 
ROYCE, as well as their staff members 
have been terrific partners in moving 
this bill forward. 

I also want to say a big thank you to 
my fellow Texan, Representative MIKE 
MCcCCAUL, for being the lead Republican 
cosponsor of this legislation, which 
aims to make our foreign aid efforts 
more impactful and cost-efficient. 

Created in 2014 through the stream- 
lining and merging of two offices, 
USAID’S Global Development Lab is 
spearheading a new approach that sup- 
ports the invention, testing, and utili- 
zation of more cost-efficient solutions 
to development challenges. 

The Lab collaborates with entre- 
preneurs, corporations, NGOs, univer- 
sities, and science and research institu- 
tions to solve some of the world’s most 
difficult development challenges faster, 
more cheaply, and more sustainably. 

Essentially, the Lab democratizes 
problem solving by crowdsourcing 
ideas and applications to find the best 
solutions from around the world. For 
example, the Lab has used what it calls 
Grand Challenges for Development to 
incentivize problem solvers to develop 
solutions for specific problems. 

The Saving Lives at Birth Grand 
Challenge led to the creation of the 
Pratt Pouch, a small ketchup packet- 
like pouch filled with medication that 
women can use in rural areas to pre- 
vent birth-related HIV infections. 
Other Grand Challenges have led to the 
development of breakthrough products 
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that keep healthcare workers treating 
Ebola patients safe, desalinate water in 
an environmentally sustainable man- 
ner, and bring electricity to folks liv- 
ing off the electrical grid in Africa. 

The Lab also partners with outside 
entities, such as universities, to cul- 
tivate solutions to specific develop- 
ment challenges ranging from health 
and food insecurity to chronic conflict. 
Participating institutions equally 
match USAID’s funding and leverage 
additional resources from private foun- 
dations. 

The legislation before us today for- 
mally authorizes the U.S. Global De- 
velopment Lab within USAID and pro- 
vides new legislative authorities to 
augment the Lab’s current capabilities, 
allowing the initiative to achieve 
greater results and maximize its im- 
pact. 

The bill allows the Lab to use a pay- 
for-success model and tap into good 
ideas, no matter their source; bring in 
term-limited technical experts in a 
more cost-effective manner; and gain 
the flexibility to use program income 
more effectively. 

In conclusion, Congress can be proud 
of the work that the Lab is currently 
doing and will continue to pursue once 
we authorize it and provide proper 
oversight. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I congratu- 
late Mr. CASTRO and Mr. McCCAUL for 
their innovation. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self the balance of my time now to 
close. 

Let me just say, in recent years, it 
has become very clear the way issues 
like global poverty fit into our broader 
national and international concerns. 
We see the links between poverty, 
health, stability, and security. So when 
we work to relieve this burden and lift 
up communities, we are also advancing 
a wide range of interests. As I like to 
say, it is the smart thing to do, and it 
is also the right thing to do. 

The administration has already 
taken steps to incorporate poverty al- 
leviation into our development efforts. 
This bill will help USAID do even 
more. 

So, once again, I want to thank Mr. 
CASTRO for his hard work. I am glad to 
support this bill. I thank Chairman 
ROYCE for his help. I urge all of my col- 
leagues to support this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. ENGEL). 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
RoycE) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3924, as 
amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
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rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


Ea 


VOTING RIGHTS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan- 
uary 6, 2015, the gentlewoman from 
Alabama (Ms. SEWELL) is recognized 
for 60 minutes as the designee of the 
minority leader. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Ms. SEWELL of Alabama. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent that all 
Members may have 5 legislative days 
in which to revise and extend their re- 
marks and include extraneous mate- 
rials on the subject of my Special 
Order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
woman from Alabama? 

There was no objection. 

Ms. SEWELL of Alabama. Mr. Speak- 
er, today I rise to discuss the impor- 
tance of voting rights for all Ameri- 
cans across this country. 

With less than 50 days before Ameri- 
cans go to the polls to elect our next 
President and other elected officials, 
we are still faced with the harsh re- 
ality that this will be the first election 
in 50 years where Americans will not 
have the full protections of the Voting 
Rights Act of 1965. 

Today’s Special Order hour is on be- 
half of the House Democratic Outreach 
and Engagement Task Force. I want to 
thank Assistant Leader CLYBURN for 
his leadership on the task force and all 
of the members of the task force as we 
work together to make sure that we 
engage all Americans on the impor- 
tance of voting. In fact, one of the first 
things the task force did was to host a 
series of voting rights forums across 
this Nation to put together a report 
that shows modern-day barriers to vot- 
ing still exist. 

The Voting Rights Act of 1965 was 
passed not only by legislation but, Mr. 
Speaker, the Voting Rights Act of 1965 
was passed with the blood, sweat, and 
tears of so many Americans. In fact, all 
of us know of the courageous sacrifices 
of our very own JOHN LEWIS, but there 
were so many known and unknown foot 
soldiers that made it possible for 
America to live up to its ideals of de- 
mocracy and justice for all. 

As a daughter of Selma, Alabama, I 
am painfully aware that the injustices 
suffered on the Edmund Pettus Bridge 
50 years ago have not been fully vindi- 
cated. 

Although we no longer are required 
to count how many marbles are in a jar 
or recite how many counties there are 
in the State of Alabama, my propo- 
sition to you, Mr. Speaker, is that 
modern-day barriers to voting still 
exist. Those barriers may not be as 
overt as they were 50 years ago, but, 
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Mr. Speaker, they are no less stained. 
They are no less important as those 
other barriers were. 

I have seen example after example, as 
the Representative of Alabama’s Sev- 
enth Congressional District, of the 
modern-day barriers that exist to vot- 
ing. 

Since the Supreme Court struck 
down critical parts of the Voting 
Rights Act of 1965 in the Shelby County 
v. Holder decision, so many Members 
have taken to the floor—mostly Demo- 
crats—day after day, week after week, 
month after month, year after year, 
urging our Republican colleagues to 
work with us to restore the essential 
protections of the Voting Rights Act of 
1965. 

Several of my Democratic colleagues, 
including myself, have hosted voting 
rights forums across this country to 
highlight the continued need for re- 
storing the Voting Rights Act. Mem- 
bers have also introduced legislation. I, 
for one, am quite proud of the Voting 
Rights Advancement Act, a bill that I 
sponsored, along with several other 
Members of the House, including Rep- 
resentative LINDA T. SANCHEZ and Rep- 
resentative JUDY CHU. Our bill, H.R. 
2867, has over 187 cosponsors, Mr. 
Speaker. 
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It actually answers the Supreme 
Court’s challenge to come up with a 
modern-day formula by which to have 
preclearance provisions in the Voting 
Rights Act. 

I think it is so important, Mr. Speak- 
er, and I know that so many will agree, 
that we make sure that we find these 
pernicious examples of restraining peo- 
ple’s rights to vote on the front end be- 
cause, after all, Mr. Speaker, once the 
elections have happened, you can’t 
unring that bell. 

So the beauty of the Voting Rights 
Act of 1965 was that it allowed preemp- 
tive efforts to stop discrimination in 
voting. Therefore, any changes in vot- 
ing practices in the covered States had 
to be precleared by the Justice Depart- 
ment or by the D.C. Court of Appeals. 
This was quite important. 

I have to tell you that what the 
Shelby decision did was it struck down 
that key provision, section 4, which 
gave the covered States and provided 
the formula by which we know which 
States would be covered. Therefore, in 
the Shelby decision, the Supreme 
Court really issued a challenge to Con- 
gress to come up with a modern-day 
formula. 

It was the Supreme Court who said 
that we can’t punish States like Ala- 
bama, the State from which I hail, and 
other southern States, for what hap- 
pened 50 years ago. Congress must 
come up with a modern-day formula 
that talks about current efforts to re- 
strict the right to vote. 

Mr. Speaker, that is exactly what we 
have done in the Voting Rights Ad- 
vancement Act of 2015. I want you to 


September 21, 2016 


know that, of the 187 sponsors we cur- 
rently have, not one Republican has 
signed on. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a sad day in the 
House of Representatives when voting 
rights becomes a partisan issue. Voting 
rights is an American issue. It is nei- 
ther red nor blue but, rather, it is what 
our founding fathers fought for, draft- 
ed, and ensured that all Americans 
have a right, a fundamental right, to 
exercise that right to vote. After all, 
the integrity of our democracy depends 
upon every eligible voter being able to 
vote. 

Most recently, I was privileged to 
also join with my colleagues and my 
fellow House Members, Representative 
MARK VEASEY of Texas and Representa- 
tive BOBBY ScoTT of Virginia, and 
other Members of Congress, to launch 
the Congressional Voting Rights Cau- 
cus. The Caucus is committed to re- 
storing the Voting Rights Act of 1965 to 
its original state and restoring the 
vote to all suppressed voices in this Na- 
tion. 

I want to commend my fellow col- 
leagues, Representatives VEASEY and 
Scott, for their visionary leadership in 
starting this Caucus. I am honored to 
be a co-chair of the Congressional Vot- 
ing Rights Caucus, and we will take as 
our charge to make sure that we fully 
restore all of the protections of the 1965 
Voting Rights Act. 

In spite of these continued efforts, 
Mr. Speaker, it is disheartening to see 
that State after State, including my 
own State, after the Shelby decision, 
instituted photo ID laws, voter-restric- 
tive photo ID laws. 

So many of my colleagues, they say: 
Well, what is so restrictive about re- 
quiring a photo ID? After all, you need 
a photo ID in order to get on a plane or 
to get your passport. 

But I say to all of my colleagues who 
question the restrictive nature of 
photo IDs that not all Americans fly, 
not all Americans have a passport, but 
all Americans who are eligible have the 
fundamental right to vote. And we, the 
elected Representatives on behalf of 
these Americans, must not impede that 
most fundamental right. 

We should be looking at ways that we 
can encourage voting not discourage 
voting. After all, the fundamental 
foundation of our democracy is the 
right to vote. 

So I submit to you, Mr. Speaker, that 
it is quite important that we, in this 
House, do what so many of our prede- 
cessors have done and restore full pro- 
tections on the right to vote. 

I wish I were alive when Lyndon 
Johnson signed the voting rights into 
law. But I can tell you that there were 
no more fundamental seminal pieces of 
legislation that passed this omniscient 
House than the right to vote. The Civil 
Rights Act of 1964 and the Voting 
Rights Act of 1965 are still some of the 
most seminal pieces of legislation that 
this body has ever passed. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


And I say to you, Mr. Speaker: How 
can we, today, 50 years since the pas- 
sage—d3 years, to be exact—how can we 
stand on the cusp of electing another 
President and, for the first time in 
those 50 years, not have the full protec- 
tions of the Voting Rights Act? 

It is, indeed, a sad day. But I know 
that this body will and should do the 
people’s work. And the people’s work is 
to allow all Americans who qualify, 
who have registered to vote, who 
turned 18—these Americans have the 
right to vote. 

I would love it if this body would 
pass an automatic voter registration 
bill. I have signed on to such a bill. But 
those bills don’t get a hearing in the 
Judiciary Committee, and I am not 
sure why, Mr. Speaker, because noth- 
ing is more fundamental than to have 
every American, when they reach that 
certain age of 18, and they go and get 
their driver’s license, be automatically 
registered to vote. 

We are not talking about protecting 
one class of voters against another 
class of voters. We are talking about 
protecting that fundamental right to 
vote for all Americans. Nothing seems 
more American and democratic than 
that. 

The sad reality is that old battles 
have become new again, and so many 
States have now really taken the 
Shelby decision and allowed them- 
selves to put up restrictive laws. We 
are reminded that they are restrictive 
laws by the judicial system. 

Most recently, the Fourth Circuit 
overturned the North Carolina photo 
ID law, in which they said, point blank, 
that they were targeting—that that 
voter ID law targeted and discrimi- 
nated against African American voters. 
They said that it did so with precision, 
Mr. Speaker. 

There is a fallacy that goes around 
that says that there is voter fraud 
rampant in America. Well, I want you 
to know, Mr. Speaker, that voter fraud 
does not exist in the volumes by which 
Americans think they do. A very re- 
cent poll by The Washington Post-ABC 
came out and said that over 50 percent 
of Americans believe that there is 
voter fraud. 

Well, I will have you know, Mr. 
Speaker, that study after study, in- 
cluding that by the Brennan Center, 
have shown that there are very few 
cases of voter fraud. In fact, their 
study, between the years of 2000 and 
2014, a 14-year period, only showed 31 
cases of voter impersonation. And I 
want you to know that many of those 
were, in fact, errors, errors in folks’ 
names, when the III or the Junior of a 
person’s name was confused with the 
Senior of that same name. 

Mr. Speaker, the reality is that voter 
fraud is not rampant, so I am not real- 
ly sure why States like Alabama have 
instituted these photo ID laws. My 
State not only instituted a photo ID 
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law but, last summer, my State, due to 
“budgetary reasons,” closed down more 
than 31 DMVs, mostly in areas that 
were disproportionately African Amer- 
ican. 

So I submit to you, Mr. Speaker, if 
photo IDs are required, and the most 
popular form of the photo ID is a driv- 
er’s license, how can that very State 
also close down opportunities, fore- 
closing opportunities for those citizens 
of that State to get a photo ID? 

My State also says that that photo 
ID is free. Well, I submit to you, Mr. 
Speaker, that they may say it is free 
and, in fact, it is free if you can come 
along on those rare days in which the 
mobile goes through your city. 

But I want you to know that many of 
my constituents, many of whom were 
born in rural Alabama, many of whom 
were born over 80 years ago by midwife, 
those constituents don’t have birth 
certificates. And those that do, well, in 
order to acquire a birth certificate, 
that costs money. You have to still be 
able to produce a birth certificate in 
order to get this “free”? ID from the 
State of Alabama. So I submit to you 
that it is not free. I also submit to you 
that it is unfair that we put up such 
barriers. 

I am humbled every year by the pil- 
grimage that JOHN LEWIS takes with 
many of the Members of Congress in 
this body. Every year, for the past 18 
years, he has taken a pilgrimage 
through my district. He goes back in 
time and allows those Members who 
travel with him to actually retrace his 
footsteps 50-plus years ago. We go to 
Birmingham, we go to Montgomery, 
and we end up, on that Sunday, re- 
enacting Bloody Sunday, that moment 
in history, that seminal moment in 
history, in which he was bludgeoned on 
Edmund Pettus Bridge for the simple 
right to vote. 

And I can tell you, Mr. Speaker, that 
it does not go unnoticed by me, as I 
drive across the Edmund Pettus Bridge 
each time I go home to Selma to visit 
my parents, the sacrifices that ordi- 
nary Americans did in order to achieve 
what ultimately was an extraordinary 
feat. 

When you think of the fact that a 
young JOHN LEWIS, who was in college 
at the time, and so many who were out 
there marching for the right to vote 
were children, and when you think 
about the fact that ordinary Ameri- 
cans, collectively working together, 
achieved this extraordinary feat, it 
makes you realize how fragile the right 
to vote really is. 

I don’t know how any of us can join 
hands with JOHN LEWIS and walk across 
the Edmund Pettus Bridge and not un- 
derstand how important it is to rededi- 
cate ourselves to the fight that he once 
led. We, as elected Representatives of 
this great Nation, owe it to our own 
constituents to make sure that every 
eligible American has the right to vote. 
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I have to tell you that one of the 
most moving opportunities for me, as a 
Member of Congress, was in 2015, when 
I got a chance to be in my hometown 
and to welcome over 100 Members of 
Congress, Republicans and Democrats, 
two Presidents, Barack Obama and 
George W. Bush, to my hometown. It 
was to celebrate America’s promise, a 
promise that became reality through 
the sacrifice, blood, sweat, and tears of 
average Americans. 

We all came on that beautiful day, 
March 7, 2015. It was glorious, but it 
was a kumbaya moment in time. We 
owe more to the sacrifices of those foot 
soldiers like JOHN LEWIS than a gold 
medal. Although, I was proud to put 
forth that bill, and even prouder to be 
able to bestow the gold medal to those 
foot soldiers that did march in the 
Selma-to-Montgomery March. It was a 
great day. 

But, Mr. Speaker, we came back to 
this body, to this House of Representa- 
tives, and we did absolutely nothing to 
restore the Voting Rights Act of 1965. 
There have been several bills that have 
come forth. There has been the Voting 
Rights Amendment Act that had bipar- 
tisan support, both from Congressman 
CONYERS and from Congressman SEN- 
SENBRENNER of Wisconsin. That bill 
didn’t get more than 30 cosponsors. 

Then, of course, there is my bill, the 
Voting Rights Advancement Act of 
2015, which has over 187 sponsors. 

We have to meet in the middle, Mr. 
Speaker, because voting rights are so 
essential. And on this, less than 50 days 
before we have a Presidential election, 
it is simply unacceptable that we go 
without the full protections of the Vot- 
ing Rights Act. 

What do I mean by that? What is at 
stake really by not having those full 
protections? 

Well, we witnessed, in the primary in 
Arizona in Maricopa County—this was 
a county that was covered by the Vot- 
ing Rights Act of 1965, but, because of 
the Shelby decision, there was no more 
preclearance. And so, this county in 
Arizona went from a height of 400 poll- 
ing stations down—that was in 2012— 
down to 60 polling stations in 2016. 

There were long lines, Mr. Speaker, 
in Maricopa County. People had to 
wait hours for the right to vote. 

I would venture to guess, had the 
Shelby decision not occurred, and we 
had the full protections of the Voting 
Rights Act of 1965, that there would be 
no way that Maricopa County, Arizona, 
would have been able to change those 
polling stations and reduce the number 
of the polling stations to 60 from 400 
had there been preclearance. 
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So what is at stake really is the in- 
tegrity of our democracy. What is at 
stake is the fact that we in America 
should not have to wait hours to vote. 
We in America should not have to 
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produce documents that we do not have 
to vote. I think it is ironic that in 
many of these States you can present a 
gun permit license with a photo and be 
able to vote, but you can’t produce a 
student ID from a State university and 
vote. 

I believe that what is at stake right 
now is the integrity of our democracy, 
and that all of us should be outraged if 
even one person is denied the right to 
vote. This is a very important, very 
important issue that I, again, submit 
to you is neither Republican nor Demo- 
crat. It is truly bipartisan, and that is 
the right to vote. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. VEASEY), my col- 
league. 

Mr. VEASEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentlewoman, Congresswoman SE- 
WELL, for organizing this very impor- 
tant Special Order hour today to talk 
about something that is really timely, 
especially with elections coming up. I 
want to be able to stand here today 
with my colleagues to bring awareness 
to the injustice—the injustices really— 
that are oppressing the most vulner- 
able members of our democracy. 

I want to start with some history 
from the 1960s, and then some more re- 
cent history. As you know, in 1965, the 
Voting Rights Act sought to ensure 
that voters would never again face in- 
timidation or unnecessary obstacles in 
exercising their right to vote as Amer- 
ican citizens. But in 2013, Shelby Coun- 
ty v. Holder gutted the 1965 Voting 
Rights Act and set in motion what 
many feared: the subjection of minori- 
ties, seniors, and low-income Ameri- 
cans to unfair, punitive barriers that 
make it hard for them to vote—make it 
hard for people to exercise their very 
basic right as an American citizen. 

As a native of Texas representing the 
Dallas and Fort Worth area, I have 
seen firsthand the effects of these sup- 
pressive laws that have been put in 
place in 33 States since the Supreme 
Court issued in Shelby County v. Hold- 
er. Some of the tactics in Texas that 
were used—and you heard Representa- 
tive SEWELL talk about it a little bit 
earlier. If you have a license—a school 
ID from Texas A&M University or the 
University of Texas or Prairie View 
A&M or Texas Southern University, 
any of our State universities, these are 
the same IDs that students can use. 
Let’s say they are on campus and they 
are doing something they are not sup- 
posed to do, they can use those IDs to 
identify themselves to law enforcement 
authorities on the campuses there; but 
if they were to try to come home and 
use that ID, they would be denied the 
right to vote. But, again, if you are the 
owner of a handgun and you have a 
concealed handgun license, you can use 
that particular ID to vote. It is almost 
unfair. You can see how everything is 
stacked against the everyday voters. 

With the requirement that a photo 
ID be used to vote, some individuals 
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without an ID had to travel great dis- 
tances to get them or struggled to pay 
for the supporting documents they 
needed in order to get the ID to vote. 
You heard Representative SEWELL talk 
about that a little bit earlier. 

Let me give you an example of that. 
In Texas we have 254 counties. Every- 
body knows that Texas is a big State. 
Some of those counties don’t even have 
driver’s license centers or ID centers 
where people can get their voter ID 
cards or their driver’s license or their 
State ID or the other documentation 
that is needed to be able to vote. So 
that is why I got involved as the lead 
plaintiff in Veasey v. Abbott, which 
was the voter ID case, to overturn the 
law. 

Our case has been heard before 
three—literally three—Federal courts, 
including what is considered the most 
conservative appellate court in the en- 
tire country, which is the Fifth Cir- 
cuit. In July 2016, the full Fifth Circuit 
ruled in favor of Texas voters. That 
ought to tell you something that the 
Fifth Circuit was even like, hey, this 
thing has some real, real problems. 

That same month, the U.S. Court of 
Appeals for the Fourth Circuit struck 
down North Carolina’s restrictive vot- 
ing laws, and the U.S. District Court 
for the Western District of Wisconsin 
invalidated portions of their voting law 
there that was designed to prevent in- 
dividuals from casting their right to 
vote. 

The courts have found what we have 
always known to be true, and that is 
that these restrictive voter ID laws in- 
tentionally discriminate against mi- 
nority voters and disenfranchise eligi- 
ble American voters. 

These victories are a few of the major 
victories, but we have also had vic- 
tories in non-Southern States. It is 
mentioned that it is the Southern 
States where a lot of these issues have 
historically been a problem, but we 
know that even outside of the South 
there have been issues—Ohio, Kansas, 
and Michigan—and so far the courts 
continue to rule in the favor of the 
voter. I hope they will continue to do 
so in the future. 

But while we see these victories, we 
also continue to face challenges. Some 
of you recently have heard that Judge 
Ramos in the Texas case, who issued 
the interim voting rules in the Texas 
case, had to actually order the attor- 
ney general, the Governor, and the sec- 
retary of state to stop sending out mis- 
leading and confusing election mate- 
rials to try to confuse people about the 
voter ID ruling. 

That worries me a lot because what 
is that saying is going to happen to 
this upcoming election in November in 
2016? Are we getting a sneak preview of 
some of the dirty tricks that may take 
place around the country? 

The fact that a Federal judge issued 
these guidelines and State officials 
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tried to send out misleading informa- 
tion from a Federal judge is scary. 
Those are dirty tricks that we have to 
watch out for in this November 2016 
election. 

We know that the attorney general, 
because he said so, is going to appeal 
this case to the Supreme Court. But 
until we see an end to barriers to vot- 
ing and the distribution of misinforma- 
tion to discourage eligible citizens 
from casting their ballots, we will not 
stop fighting. Every day, my colleagues 
and I, led by the Democratic Outreach 
and Engagement Task Force and the 
Congressional Voting Rights Caucus, 
will continue to fight to have these 
suppressive laws invalidated. Even in 
the face of lengthy court battles, we 
welcome the challenge because it 
means we have to protect the right to 
vote. 

One of the things that I did to con- 
tinue to shed light on this issue is I ac- 
tually introduced a resolution last 
week to designate September as Na- 
tional Voting Rights Month. This year, 
Americans will cast their ballots in one 
of the most important general elec- 
tions that this country has ever seen. 
The designation of September as Na- 
tional Voting Rights Month will serve 
to assist in spreading information and 
awareness about voter registration 
dates and voting dates, early voting, 
polling place locations, how to main- 
tain voter rolls, and some of the sup- 
pressive tactics that are being used. We 
want to inform people about that as 
well because it would be an affront, 
Representative SEWELL, to our prede- 
cessors to allow suppressive tactics to 
deny Americans the right that many 
have fought and died for. 

That is why Congress must continue 
to lead the charge in restoring the 
right for all Americans to vote by fix- 
ing the Voting Rights Act and by en- 
couraging participation in, again, what 
is our most sacred right as Americans, 
and that is the right to vote. 

Ms. SEWELL of Alabama. Mr. Speak- 
er, I thank Representative VEASEY for 
his tireless effort not only as a plaintiff 
in the Texas case courageously fighting 
against the injustices against voters, 
but I want to also thank the gentleman 
for his leadership on the Congressional 
Voting Rights Caucus and for his par- 
ticipation in tonight’s Special Order 
hour. We are all with the gentleman in 
his efforts to make sure that all Ameri- 
cans have the right to vote. 

Mr. Speaker, I have said that I intro- 
duced a bill called the Voting Rights 
Advancement Act. I would like to talk 
a little bit about the Voting Rights Ad- 
vancement Act of 2015 in an effort to 
really encourage the rest of my col- 
leagues here in this august body to join 
with me in passing the Voting Rights 
Advancement Act. 

What the Voting Rights Advance- 
ment Act does is it provides a modern- 
day formula, exactly what the Supreme 
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Court asked of Congress. By striking 
down the old formula in the Shelby de- 
cision, the Supreme Court issued a 
challenge to Congress to come up with 
a modern-day formula. That is exactly 
what we do in this bill. This bill 
doesn’t look back to 1940, 1950 or 1960. 
Oh, no. This bill looks at 1990 going for- 
ward. It is a 25-year lookback. If a 
State has had five or more statewide 
violations, then it will be a covered 
State. So it is a modern-day formula 
looking at any incidents of discrimina- 
tory practices since 1990 going forward. 

Mr. Speaker, you should not be sur- 
prised that even in looking at modern- 
day barriers or instituting this mod- 
ern-day formula that you would still 
have 13 States that have had five or 
more statewide violations in the last 26 
years. Those States include Alabama, 
Georgia, Mississippi, Texas, Louisiana, 
Florida, South Carolina, North Caro- 
lina, Arizona, California, New York, 
and Virginia. Yes, Mr. Speaker, it in- 
cludes Arizona, it includes California 
and New York, not just Deep South 
Southern States. 

In the last 26 years, these States have 
had five or more statewide violations 
of voting rights. I have to tell you that 
this goes to show you that there is a 
need for us to have continued full pro- 
tections of the Voting Rights Act. 
There is no way, Mr. Speaker, that we 
can only rely on those lawsuits on sec- 
tion 2 which occur after the election 
has occurred. We need the efforts to be 
able to stop the discriminatory prac- 
tices before they have the discrimina- 
tory effect. That is exactly what the 
Voting Rights Act of 1965 does and 
what the Voting Rights Advancement 
Act, H.R. 2867, would do. It would put 
teeth back into the preclearance provi- 
sion. 

Now, we call it the Voting Rights Ad- 
vancement Act because it also talks 
about discriminatory effects and prac- 
tices on tribal lands. Back in 1965, we 
didn’t protect tribal lands and the 
right to vote of those Americans. It is 
critically important that we modernize 
the Voting Rights Act of 1965 and make 
sure that we cover all Americans, in- 
cluding those who live in tribal lands. 

The Voting Rights Advancement Act 
of 2015 would allow Federal courts to 
immediately halt questionable voting 
practices until a final ruling is made. 
This provision would recognize that, 
when voting rights are at stake, pro- 
hibiting a discriminatory practice 
after the election has concluded is too 
late to truly protect voter rights. 

This bill would also give the Attor- 
ney General authority to request that 
Federal observers be present anywhere 
in the country where discriminatory 
voting practices pose a serious threat. 
This bill would also increase trans- 
parency by requiring reasonable public 
notice for voting changes. 

So, Mr. Speaker, if this bill had been 
in effect during the primary in Ari- 


13307 


zona, there would be no way that the 
election officials in Maricopa County, 
Arizona, would have been able to 
shrink the size of the number of polling 
stations—the populations stood the 
same or grew, and yet they shrunk the 
number of polling stations from 400 in 
2012 to 60 in 2016, in 4 years. There is no 
way that that would have stood. You 
cannot tell me that that did not have a 
discriminatory impact on voters. Those 
lines being so long, I can’t tell you—we 
will never know how many people got 
discouraged, how many working moth- 
ers or working family parents had to 
leave the line in order to go pick up 
their children or be able to provide for 
their family. We don’t know how many 
people didn’t get the chance to vote. 

To me, Mr. Speaker, that is exactly 
the integrity of the democracy that is 
being questioned by not having the full 
protections of the Voting Rights Act. 

So I ask my colleagues to join me 
and the 187 other cosponsors of the 
Voting Rights Advancement Act and 
let us put teeth back into the Voting 
Rights Act of 1965 by coming up and ap- 
proving, passing, this modern-day for- 
mula. I believe that a lookback of 1990 
going forward is ample evidence of 
voter discrimination and discrimina- 
tory practices and that States that 
have had five or more statewide viola- 
tions should be a covered State. 
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This bill would allow them to be a 
covered State for 10 years. Now, obvi- 
ously, during this 10-year period, if the 
State remedies itself, it can no longer 
be a covered State. There are ample 
provisions to allow for States to be 
opted in and opted out. I think that 
what, ultimately, we all want is that 
the full integrity of our democratic 
process be preserved, and that is ex- 
actly what would happen with this Vot- 
ing Rights Advancement Act. 

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD 
witness testimony from the voting 
rights townhall hosted by Representa- 
tives JEFFRIES, MENG, and VELAZQUEZ 
in New York. 


[From LatinoJustice] 

TESTIMONY OF JUAN CARTAGENA, PRESIDENT 
& GENERAL COUNSEL LATINOJUSTICE 
PRLDEF ON FRAGILE AT 50: THE URGENT 
NEED TO STRENGTHEN AND RESTORE THE 
VOTING RIGHTS ACT 
Good morning Congresswoman Velazquez, 

Congressman Jeffries, and Congresswoman 

Meng. On behalf of LatinoJustice PRLDEF— 

formerly known as the Puerto Rican Legal 

Defense & Education Fund—I respectfully 

submit this testimony at the forum Fragile 

at 50: The Urgent Need to Strengthen and 

Restore the Voting Rights Act. 

My testimony will center on the historical 
significance of Section 5 of the Voting 
Rights Act in the three formerly covered 
counties of Bronx, Kings and New York for 
both general compliance problems and bilin- 
gual assistance problems. 

THE HISTORICAL CONTEXT 

The historical foundations of Section 5 of 

the Voting Rights Act in New York City—a 
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subject that has been a focus of my previous 
research and publications, 1 submit, provides 
the context for the Act’s salience today. 

Two important lessons emanate from this 
history. The first is that New York City was 
in effect, the laboratory of bilingual voting 
assistance for language minority citizens in 
the entire country—and it all started with 
Puerto Rican voters. The second is that Sec- 
tion 5 arguably had its most direct and pro- 
phylactic effects for minority voters as a 
tool against discriminatory voting schemes 
beyond redistricting plans. I now turn to 
those two historical episodes. 

Section Five’s application to three coun- 
ties in New York stems directly from the 
previous application of Section 4(e) of the 
Voting Act which is colloquially known as 
the Puerto Rican section of the Act. While 
the VRA was historically and rightfully 
aimed at restoring the dignity of the Afri- 
can-American vote, it was never just black 
and white, not even in 1965. Section 4(e) was 
championed in a bipartisan manner by Sen- 
ators Robert Kennedy and Jacob Javits. It 
drew support from Puerto Rican icons like 
Herman Badillo, Gilberto Gerena-Valentin 
and Irma Vidal Santaella who testified in 
Congress against the notion that one can 
only be a productive and effective voter in 
New York only if literate in English. Their 
testimony led to Section 4(e) which outlawed 
any English-only literacy test that would 
deny voter registration to any Puerto Rican 
who achieved at least a 6th grade education 
in Puerto Rico’s schools. The remedy was bi- 
lingual voter registration and bilingual bal- 
lot access. The litigation spawned by this 
law—all of it filed by the Puerto Rican Legal 
Defense & Education Fund—set the stage for 
major court decisions declaring that 
English-only election systems deprived citi- 
zens of a meaningful right to vote and were 
discriminatory under the VRA. Those deci- 
sions, especially Torres v. Sachs, were used 
by the NAACP to argue that Section 5 cov- 
erage of New York City—previously certified 
but exempted by a separate court at the 
State’s urging—should be reinstated. That 
argument prevailed and Section 5 became a 
reality directly because of the discrimina- 
tion against Puerto Rican voters. 

The impact of Section 4(e) did not stop 
there, however. During the 1975 congres- 
sional deliberations to create bilingual as- 
sistance provisions of the Act to cover all 
Spanish-language, Asian language and Na- 
tive American language voters the House 
clearly recognized that bilingual voting 
structures were both viable and effective. 
They cited New York City as the example 
that bilingual voting could not be deemed 
radical as it had been in place for a decade 
under Section 4(e). In sum, Puerto Rican vot- 
ers challenged the discriminatory nature of 
English only systems and won, to their ben- 
efit and the benefit of all other language mi- 
nority citizens nationwide. 

The second major lesson of Section 5 cov- 
erage in New York City stems from its pow- 
erful effect of stemming discriminatory 
practices beyond redistricting plans. Redis- 
tricting, continued to be at the heart of the 
importance of the VRA in New York. In 1981 
the councilmanic redistricting plan was 
passed but never precleared as required by 
law. This led to multiple suits by black and 
Latino voters that resulted in suspending 
the entire citywide primary elections just 
two days before the September election day. 
This victory put teeth into Section 5 and 
forced the City to justify the fact that they 
refused to create additional black and 
Latino council districts despite major demo- 
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graphic change. Weeks later the Department 
of Justice interposed an objection under Sec- 
tion 5 and the map was redrawn clearing the 
way for the eventual majority of black, 
Asian American and Latino council men and 
women in this decade. From 1982 through 
2006—the year Section 5 was reauthorized by 
an overwhelming bipartisan vote in Con- 
gress—additional objections were interposed 
by the Department of Justice to discrimina- 
tory redistricting plans including a 1991 ob- 
jection to the NYC City Council plan and a 
1992 objection to the NYS Assembly plan. 

Section 5 objections also addressed other 
practices beyond redistricting including 
switching the form of voting of community 
school board members in 1999; replacing 
elected school board members with ap- 
pointed trustees in 1996; the creation of addi- 
tional judgeships for state courts in 1994; 
failure to accurately translate names and in- 
structions in the Chinese language in 1994; 
and failure to provide appropriate language 
assistance to Chinese voters in 1993. 

VRA compliance activity was not limited 
to Section 5 actual objections in the decades 
in which the City was covered. The Depart- 
ment of Justice continuously deployed Fed- 
eral Observers to monitor the City for lan- 
guage assistance compliance for both Span- 
ish and Asian languages. Indeed, from 1985 to 
2004 alone 881 Federal Observers were dis- 
patched to ensure compliance with the VRA. 
Moreover, Section 5 had a strong prophy- 
lactic effect in the City as measured by the 
impact of More Information Request letters 
issued by the Department of Justice to the 
City. These letters often stemmed discrimi- 
natory practices when the City withdrew its 
request for preclearance upon receiving the 
More Information Request letter—a regular 
occurrence throughout other Section 5 cov- 
ered jurisdictions. One study by Luis Fraga 
and Maria Ocampo found that in the City 
alone from 1990 to 2005 113 letters were issued 
and 53 resulted in the equivalent of inter- 
posing an objection. 

THE EFFECTS OF A RENEWED VRA TODAY 

It is clear that the recent episodes of purg- 
ing voters in Brooklyn and mis-deployment 
of Spanish language interpreters in the Con- 
gressional Democratic primaries in Con- 
gressman RANGEL’s district in Washington 
Heights would have been ameliorated if not 
completely avoided had Section Five been in 
effect after the Shelby County decision. The 
historical context described above dem- 
onstrates that these episodes of potentially 
discriminatory practices would have been 
addressed by the power of Section Five. Ac- 
cordingly, its absence is sorely felt in the 
City. 

I end, however, with an example of the 
power of Section 5 in New York City in 2014 
just months after the Supreme Court’s deci- 
sion in Shelby County v. Holder earlier that 
year in June. The scene is a press conference 
in September 2014 on the steps of City Hall 
after the New York City Council voted to 
pass the Community Safety Act after then 
Mayor Bloomberg had vetoed the measure 
weeks before. Speaker Quinn was not in 
favor of the bill and noted her reservations. 
After considerable pressure from the minor- 
ity members of the Council she allowed the 
bill to come to a vote. The legislation was 
intended to address some of the worst fea- 
tures of the notorious Stop & Frisk practices 
of the New York Police Department that by 
the end of the Bloomberg administration 
skyrocketed to over 4 million stops, pre- 
dominately directed at black and Latino 
residents of the City with such a level of in- 
effectiveness that minimally 86% of those 
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stopped were never charged with a crime or 
violation. The Mayor and Police Commis- 
sioner Raymond Kelley insisted on pre- 
serving the practice going so far as painting 
a doomsday scenario or rampant violent 
crime if the practice were curbed. References 
to retrogressing to the Dinkins’ administra- 
tion—another example of Dog Whistle Poli- 
tics—were all over the tabloids. The black 
and Latino members of the Council knew 
better. They listened to the voices of the vic- 
tims of this abuse, they spearheaded hear- 
ings on the matter, they debated the efficacy 
and unjustness of the practice in the tab- 
loids. In short they were being responsive to 
the needs of black, Latino and Asian-Amer- 
ican voters. 

The Council voted that day to overcome 
the mayor’s veto and enact that portion of 
the Community Safety Act. It was the first 
time in New York City history that the 
Council overcame a mayoral veto! The his- 
torical significance of the vote was not lost 
on me as I commented to the press how crit- 
ical that vote became on a quintessential 
minority issue because it was directly attrib- 
uted to the strength of Section 5 of the Vot- 
ing Rights Act. It was Section 5 that per- 
mitted council districts to be drawn to fully 
reflect black, Latino and Asian American 
voting strength going back to the 1980s when 
Section 5 was used to stop a discriminatory 
councilmanic redistricting plan. And it was 
Section 5 that preserved that minority vot- 
ing strength in all subsequent decennial re- 
districting plans. Shelby County v. Holder 
may have taken that tool away but it’s im- 
portance was nonetheless evident months 
later. 

I respectfully submit, that this is why Con- 
gress must restore this aspect of the Voting 
Rights Act. 

Ms. SEWELL of Alabama. Mr. Speak- 
er, aS I close out this Special Order on 
voting rights, I would be remiss if I 
didn’t say that, as a daughter of Selma, 
I can think of no more noble thing for 
me to fight for than voting rights and 
the full restoration of those voting 
rights. After all, it was because of the 
blood, sweat, and tears in my district 
and in my hometown that we have so 
many elected officials that are of color. 

It is no small wonder why we are see- 
ing such efforts to go out and make 
sure that people don’t have a right to 
vote when elected officials say in their 
remarks as they are introducing legis- 
lation for restrictive voting photo IDs, 
make comments like, ‘‘Well, the people 
that we are restricting will only be 
Democratic voters.” That just suggests 
to me that the reason why these re- 
strictive voting photo ID laws were 
being promulgated was to do exactly 
that—suppress certain groups of vot- 
ers. That is absolutely unacceptable 
and un-American. 

I could also tell you that one of the 
greatest moments for me on this House 
floor was when I had an opportunity to 
escort, as my State of the Union guest 
in 2015, Miss Amelia Boynton Robin- 
son, who was 104 when she came to the 
State of the Union in 2015. 

You see, Miss Amelia Boynton Robin- 
son, on Bloody Sunday in 1965, was 
bludgeoned on the Edmund Pettus 
Bridge, along with Congressman JOHN 
LEWIS. But at 104 years old, she was so 
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excited to come to this august body 
and to hear President Barack Obama’s 
State of the Union Address. She was 
excited not because she would get an 
opportunity to meet the first African 
American President, but she was ex- 
cited because she got a chance to see 
this elected body at work. 

She told me that one of her proudest 
moments was not only casting a ballot, 
but she told me that one of her proud- 
est moments was to be the first African 
American woman to be on the ballot in 
the State of Alabama running for Con- 
gress. She ran, Mr. Speaker, for this 
seat, the Seventh Congressional seat 
that I am so fortunate to have. She ran 
for that seat in 1964. 

So when I think about Miss Amelia 
Boynton, I not only think about 
Bloody Sunday and her sacrifice on 
that bridge, but I also think about her 
courage, the courage of this African 
American woman to have the audacity 
to think that she could be a Member of 
Congress from the great State of Ala- 
bama in 1964. 

I know I get to walk these hallowed 
Halls and I get to stand here today and 
speak with you, Mr. Speaker, because 
of her courage and her sacrifice. It is 
not lost on me that she is looking down 
now wondering what that sacrifice 
truly meant to America, that we could 
50 years later have a Court case that 
totally dismantled the full protections 
of the Voting Rights Act of 1965. 

Now, when Miss Amelia Boynton 
Robinson came to the State of the 
Union, we had an opportunity to meet 
and talk with President Barack Obama 
before his speech. I will never forget 
being in the holding room, if you will, 
behind this Chamber. As many of the 
members of his Cabinet would come 
into the room, they would say the 
same thing: ‘‘Miss Boynton, we stand 
on your shoulders.” ‘‘Miss Boynton, we 
are so glad that you made those sac- 
rifices on that bridge because we get to 
do what we do now because you made 
those sacrifices. We stand on your 
shoulders.”’ 

I can tell you that person after per- 
son—Secretary of State, Secretary of 
Transportation, Secretary of HUD— 
they were all saying the same thing. 
By the time the Attorney General 
came up to her and said, ‘‘Miss Boyn- 
ton, I stand on your shoulders,’’ she 
looked up at him and said, “Get off my 
shoulders. Do your own work.” Yes, 
Mr. Speaker, at 104 years old, she had 
the temerity to say, ‘‘Do your own 
work.” 

It is not enough that we stand on the 
shoulders of giants like Amelia Boyn- 
ton Robinson and JOHN LEWIS; we have 
to do our own work. And so I say to 
this body that we can do our own work 
by protecting that sacred right to 
work, and that we should do our own 
work, as we dedicate ourselves to the 
proposition that these average, ordi- 
nary Americans had the nerve, the au- 
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dacity to fight for. If they could fight 
for it over 50 years ago, we can fight 
for it today. 

Iam grateful to have the opportunity 
to lead the Special Order hour on vot- 
ing rights not only as a native of 
Selma, Alabama, but as a very proud, 
proud beneficiary of the strength and 
power of the right to vote and of their 
sacrifices. 

I say in closing, I hope that my fel- 
low colleagues will join us by signing 
on to H.R. 2867, the Voting Rights Ad- 
vancement Act. I urge all of my col- 
leagues to do so. It is in some way, 
some small way, with a huge impact 
potentially, that we can ensure that 
this great democracy lives on. After 
all, if one American is denied access to 
the ballot box, it does, in fact, go to 
the integrity of all of the election proc- 
ess. 

So much is at stake not only in this 
Presidential election, but in every elec- 
tion, because in every election, Ameri- 
cans use their vote as their voice. So 
when you don’t have a vote, you don’t 
have a voice in this great democracy. 
No vote, no voice; we should remember 
that as elected officials. 

As we grapple with the opportunity 
that we have to come up with a mod- 
ern-day formula, I would be willing to 
sit with any of my Republican col- 
leagues to come up with a modern-day 
formula that would work in both 
Houses and by both parties. I think it 
is critically important that we do this 
work. I think that there is no greater 
work that we could be doing than to re- 
store the full protections of the Voting 
Rights Act of 1965. 

I am also reminded of what Mrs. 
Boynton said when she finally did meet 
the President. It was quite a moment 
for all of us who were present when he 
finally walked into that small holding 
room, and he kneeled beside her and he 
took her hand and he said, ‘‘Mrs. Boyn- 
ton, I don’t know how to say thank you 
enough. I get to give a speech as a 
President of the United States in a few 
minutes, and it is because of your sac- 
rifice.” And Mrs. Boynton, at 104, with- 
out missing a beat, looked up at our 
President and said, “Make it a good 
one.” Yes, she said, ‘‘Make this speech 
a good one.” Why? Because of the sac- 
rifices that she and so many brave 
Americans had on that bridge. 

We, as Americans, who are bene- 
ficiaries of that amazing legacy, owe it 
to them to make every day a good one, 
to make everything we do good because 
people sacrificed for us to have the 
rights that we have. So I remember 
“Make it a good one,” and I say to my 
colleagues, let us make it a good one 
right here in this august body by pass- 
ing the Voting Rights Advancement 
Act of 2015 and fully restoring the vot- 
ing rights protections of all Americans. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. Mr. Speaker, this 
November, voters across our country are 
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faced with the likely prospect of heading to the 
polls without the full protections of the Voting 
Rights Act. 

Signed into law in 1965 by President Lyn- 
don Johnson, the Voting Rights Act broke 
down state and local laws that kept minorities 
from exercising their constitutional right to 
vote. 

That fundamental right of our democracy 
was severely undermined by the 2013 Su- 
preme Court decision in Shelby County vs. 
Holder. 

That misguided decision gutted Section 5, 
the heart of the Voting Rights Act, which 
barred states and localities with a history of 
discriminatory policies from implementing new 
voting changes without the approval of the De- 
partment of Justice. 

Based on the Supreme Court ruling, states 
are now free to pass and enforce laws that 
create obstacles to voting. 

That is exactly what many states are doing: 
in fact in the 2014 mid-term election and in 
this year’s presidential primaries numerous 
voters were denied the ability to participate in 
our democratic process. 

A report from the NALEO Educational Fund, 
estimates these restrictive voting changes, 
could result in more than 875,000 eligible 
Latinos finding it more difficult to vote this year 
than in 2012. 

In other words, without the protections of 
The Voting Rights Act this presidential election 
will be the first in over 50 years in which 
American voters of color will be faced with 
new and renewed obstacles to voting. Accord- 
ing to the Brennan Center for Justice, 14 
states will have new voting restrictions in 
place for this years presidential election. 
These new laws include strict photo ID re- 
quirements, cutbacks to early voting, and new 
registration restrictions. 

To help our constituents gain a better un- 
derstanding of the negative impact of the Su- 
preme Court decision, this past May, like 
many of my colleagues, | hosted a forum titled 
“Protect Your Future: Restore the Vote.” My 
co-chairs were Representative LINDA SANCHEZ, 
Chair of the Congressional Hispanic Caucus; 
Representative JUDY CHU, Chair of the Asian 
Pacific American Caucus; and special guest, 
Representative KAREN BASS. 

Members from our communities heard ex- 
pert testimony from the NAACP, the Mexican 
American Legal Defense Fund, Asian Ameri- 
cans Advancing Justice and NALEO. 

Panelists gave examples of the concerted 
assault on minorities at the ballot box and tes- 
tified to the undeniable value of Congress re- 
storing the pre-clearance provisions of Section 
5 by passing H.R. 2867, the Voting Rights Ad- 
vancement Act. 

| thank our panelists for sharing their exper- 
tise and will submit their testimony into the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD today. 

On a positive note, as we rapidly approach 
the 2016 presidential election, critical victories 
are being won as courts continue to strike 
down racist and discriminatory voting laws. 

In July of this year, the Texas U.S. Court of 
Appeals for the 5th Circuit, found that the 
state’s voter ID law discriminated against Afri- 
can-American and Latino voters. Days later, 
judges of the 4th U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals 
in North Carolina found that North Carolina 
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state law targeted black voters, and | quote, 
“with almost surgical precision.” 

While these are important victories it is nev- 
ertheless a tragedy to our Democracy that so 
much time and money has been spent for 
American voters to win back a right already 
granted to them under the Constitution of the 
United States. 

The ability to vote is not a Democratic or 
Republican right. It is an American right and 
the cornerstone of our democracy. 

Today, | join my colleagues in urging the 
Republican leadership to join Democrats to 
live up to their Constitutional responsibility to 
protect every American’s right to vote by pass- 
ing H.R. 2867, the Voting Rights Advancement 
Act. 

The ability to vote is one of the most funda- 
mental rights. That right is not a Democratic or 
Republican right. It is an American right and 
the cornerstone of our democracy. 

| include in the RECORD the following testi- 
mony: 


TESTIMONY OF STEWART KWOH, EXECUTIVE DI- 
RECTOR AND PRESIDENT, ASIAN AMERICANS 
ADVANCING JUSTICE-LOS ANGELES, MAY 20, 
2016 


HON. CONGRESSMEMBERS: Thank you for in- 
viting me to this critical subject of voting 
rights. 

My name is Stewart Kwoh, and I am the 
Executive Director and President of Asian 
Americans Advancing Justice-Los Angeles. 
We are the largest civil rights organization 
in the nation dedicated to issues affecting 
the Asian American, Native Hawaiian, and 
Pacific Islander (AANHPI) communities. As 
a civil rights organization, we have a voting 
rights project working to ensure that sys- 
tems and policies do not dilute the AANHPI 
votes and that language assistance is pro- 
vided under federal and state laws. We are 
part of a national affiliation with offices in 
Los Angeles, San Francisco, Chicago, At- 
lanta, and Washington D.C. 

On July 18, 2018, our entire affiliation filed 
a joint statement with Asian Americans 
Legal Defense and Education Fund before 
the Subcommittee on the Constitution and 
Civil Justice Committee on the Judiciary 
United States House of Representatives at 
the hearing on “The Voting Rights Act after 
the Supreme Court’s Decision in Shelby 
County.” My plan today is not to repeat our 
joint statement. Instead, I will first provide 
a brief overview of what the Shelby County 
v. Holder decision means for Asian Ameri- 
cans nationally. I will then briefly outline 
issues faced by Asian American voters in 
California and close with the importance of 
the Voting Rights Advancement Act. 

IMPACT OF SHELBY COUNTY V. HOLDER DECISION 


Immediately prior to Shelby, there were 15 
states that were covered in whole or in part 
under Section 5 (not including states in 
which the state or localities terminated cov- 
erage through bailout). Over half of these 
states are among the top 20 states having the 
largest Asian American populations in the 
country. 

Former Section 5 jurisdictions are also 
home to the most rapidly growing Asian 
American populations. From 2000 to 2010, the 
country’s Asian American population grew 
by 46%, making Asian Americans the fastest- 
growing racial group in the nation. Notably, 
in over two-thirds of former Section 5 states, 
the Asian American population grew at a 
more rapid rate than this. 

The following list illustrates this point: 
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California (partial coverage for Kings, 
Monterey and Yuba Counties)—5.6 million 
Asian Americans, largest Asian American 
population by state, 34% growth since 2000 

New York (partial coverage for Bronx, 
Kings and New York Counties)—1.6 million 
Asian Americans, second-largest Asian 
American population by state, 35% growth 
since 2000 

Texas (statewide coverage)—1l.1 million 
Asian Americans, third-largest Asian Amer- 
ican population by state, 72% growth since 


2000 
Florida (partial coverage for Collier, 
Hardee, Hendry, Hillsborough and Monroe 


Counties)—over 570,000 Asian Americans, 
eighth-largest Asian American population by 
state, 72% growth since 2000 

Virginia (statewide coverage)—over 520,000 
Asian Americans, ninth-largest Asian Amer- 
ican population by state, 71% growth since 
2000 

Georgia (statewide coverage)—over 360,000 
Asian Americans, 18th-largest Asian Amer- 
ican population by state, 88% growth since 
2000 

North Carolina (partial coverage for 40 
counties)—over 250,000 Asian Americans, 
15th-largest Asian American population by 
state, 85% growth since 2000 

Arizona (statewide coverage)—over 230,000 
Asian Americans, 19th-largest Asian Amer- 
ican population by state, 95% growth since 
2000 

The termination of Section 5 coverage for 
these states comes at a pivotal moment for 
Asian American communities, which in re- 
cent years have begun to emerge politically 
in these states as they increase in size. As 
our nation has historically witnessed, when 
groups of racial minorities move into an 
area, or outpace the general population 
growth in an area, the result is often racial 
tension and sometimes racial discrimina- 
tion, including voting discrimination. 

CONTINUING BARRIERS TO VOTING 


Asian Americans in California continue to 
face barriers in the electoral process. While 
a number of jurisdictions meet their obliga- 
tions to provide language assistance under 
Section 203 of the Voting Rights Act in com- 
mendable fashion, enforcement actions to 
bring jurisdictions into compliance have 
been necessary in some instances. In the past 
decade, the U.S. Department of Justice 
brought Section 203 enforcement actions 
against San Diego County (2004), the City of 
Rosemead (2005), the City of Walnut (2007), 
and Alameda County (2011), for non-compli- 
ance with respect to Asian language require- 
ments. 

In 2013, the Asian Americans Advancing 
Justice affiliation released a report that ex- 
amined Asian language assistance in Section 
203-covered jurisdictions across the country, 
including the eight counties in California 
covered for Asian American populations. 
Drawing upon poll monitoring carried out at 
nearly 900 election precincts during the No- 
vember 2012 election, the report shows that 
some jurisdictions are making use of good 
practices to provide written and oral assist- 
ance. At the same time, the report found low 
visibility or no display of translated mate- 
rials at 45% of poll sites monitored and a 
lack of bilingual poll workers at nearly a 
quarter of poll sites monitored. 

In the vote dilution context, Asian Ameri- 
cans are confronted with racially polarized 
voting that impairs their ability to elect 
candidates of choice, perhaps not in every 
area of the state where Asian Americans are 
concentrated, but at least in certain areas of 
the state. Leading up to the post-2010 Census 
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redistricting, Asian Americans Advancing 
Justice-Los Angeles worked with a political 
scientist to assess the existence of racially 
polarized voting against Asian Americans in 
the San Gabriel Valley and South Bay re- 
gions of Los Angeles County. In his analysis 
of 18 elections, the political scientist found 
that in all elections Asian American voters 
demonstrated cohesive voting patterns in 
favor of Asian American candidates. Non- 
Asian Americans tended to vote against the 
candidates preferred by Asian American vot- 
ers; in ten of the elections, non-Asian Ameri- 
cans gave less than 50% of their vote to can- 
didates preferred by Asian Americans. 
IMPORTANCE OF THE VOTING RIGHTS 
ADVANCEMENT ACT 

On June 24, 2015, the Voting Rights Ad- 
vancement Act (Advancement Act) was in- 
troduced in the Senate (S. 1659) and the 
House (H.R. 2867). The Advancement Act has 
received broad and vocal support from the 
civil rights community because it responds 
to the unique, modern-day challenges of vot- 
ing discrimination that have evolved in the 
50 years since the Voting Rights Act first 
passed. The Advancement Act recognizes 
that changing demographics require tools 
that protect voters nationwide—especially 
voters of color, voters who rely on languages 
other than English, and voters with disabil- 
ities. It also requires that jurisdictions make 
voting changes public and transparent. The 
Advancement Act would modernize the 
preclearance formula to cover states with a 
pattern of discrimination that puts voters at 
risk, ensure that last-minute voting changes 
will not adversely affect voters, protect vot- 
ers from the types of voting changes most 
likely to discriminate against people of color 
and language minorities, enhance the ability 
to apply preclearance review when needed, 
and expand the effective Federal Observer 
program and improve voting rights protec- 
tions for Native Americans and Alaska Na- 
tives. 

Since the Shelby decision, 17 states have 
implemented or adopted new voting restric- 
tion laws which are in place for the first 
time for the 2016 presidential election. Many 
of these restrictions, such as ID require- 
ments, proof of citizenship, and limitations 
to early voting, are practices that would re- 
quire preclearance by the Department of 
Justice under the Advancement Act. These 
are known practices which often result in 
the disenfranchisement of voters, particu- 
larly voters of color and low-income voters. 

Some of the known practices dispropor- 
tionately affect naturalized citizens, and in 
the United States, 68% of Asian Americans 
who are U.S. citizens and 18 or older are nat- 
uralized citizens. Proof of citizenship, in par- 
ticular, has a disparate impact on natural- 
ized citizens. Unlike birth certificates, natu- 
ralization certificates cannot be copied with- 
out lawful authority. When Arizona imple- 
mented its proof of citizenship requirement 
(which was later found to violate the Na- 
tional Voter Registration Act), some coun- 
ties accepted copies of the naturalization 
certificate, others did not. In the counties 
that did not, a naturalized citizen without a 
passport would have to register in person at 
the election official’s office during normal 
business hours. Moreover, duplicate or re- 
placement copies of the certificate can take 
over a year and costs $345 to obtain a copy. 
For those without the funds to obtain a du- 
plicate copy, the proof of citizenship require- 
ment is a denial of the right to vote. Even 
for those who are able to afford the fee, 
many elections can occur during the time it 
takes to obtain a duplicate. It is, therefore, 


September 21, 2016 


crucial for the Department of Justice to 
have the authority to critically review proof 
of citizenship requirements linked to voting. 

Earlier this year, we saw the implementa- 
tion of North Carolina’s new photo ID law. 
As noted above, North Carolina has the 15th 
largest Asian American community by state. 
Rudy Ravindra, a resident of North Carolina, 
wrote an op-ed for Raleigh’s The News & Ob- 
server recounting his March 2016 early vot- 
ing experience. According to Mr. Ravindra, 
after giving his driver’s license to the poll 
worker, the poll worker required Mr. 
Ravindra to spell his name as he (the poll 
worker) typed it into the system. Mr. 
Ravindra reported that his wife had the same 
experience on election day. In both situa- 
tions, poll workers simply looked at the 
white voters’ identification cards and did not 
ask them to spell their names. While the Ad- 
vancement Act focuses on policies before im- 
plementation, the Department of Justice 
might have blocked North Carolina’s ID law 
in the first place. 

Another known practice that would be sub- 
ject to preclearance by the Advancement Act 
is changes that reduce, consolidate, or relo- 
cate voting locations. In Arizona’s March 
primary, the election official in Maricopa 
County consolidated precincts into large 
vote centers but failed to provide enough 
staff support. Each vote center was assigned 
21,000 voters. News coverage reported voters 
having to wait 4 to 5 hours to vote. As noted 
above, Arizona saw 95% growth in the Asian 
American population since 2000, and Mari- 
copa County is home to 82,000 Asian Amer- 
ican eligible voters. Oversight by the Depart- 
ment of Justice could have stopped the clo- 
sure of neighborhood precincts and prevented 
the disenfranchisement of the voters who 
could not stand in line for hours. 

In the three years since the Shelby deci- 
sion, Congress has failed to restore the Vot- 
ing Rights Act, and voters have been 
disenfranchised due to new laws and prac- 
tices implemented post-Shelby. While the 
three Congressmembers holding this round- 
table have been champions in advocating for 
the Voting Rights Advancement Act, the 
time is now for the full Congress to take up 
and debate the bill. Congress must come to- 
gether, as it has each time the Voting Rights 
Act has been before it, to restore the protec- 
tions found in the Voting Rights Act to en- 
sure a stronger democracy. 

Thank you again for the invitation to tes- 
tify before you today. 

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, it’s ironic 
that, as a country, we consistently advocate 
for other countries to support democratic tradi- 
tions and institutions—and empower their citi- 
zens. 

Sadly, because of the Shelby decision, we 
are not living up to our own standards. 

But, we cannot lay all the blame on the Su- 
preme Court. The Court was clear in their rul- 
ing. While they invalidated the mechanism 
used to determine what jurisdictions required 
preclearance—they also suggested that Con- 
gress could come up with a standard that 
passes constitutional muster. 

Sadly, thanks to Republican inaction, we 
have failed in that task. 

Now, we are about to have the first Presi- 
dential election—in five decades—without the 
very basic protections that were enshrined in 
the Voting Rights Act. 

What does this mean? It means that some 
of our most vulnerable populations—commu- 
nities of color, young people, students and 
women—are more likely to encounter obsta- 
cles to exercising their most basic right. 
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And, let’s be absolutely clear—there remain 
serious challenges and problems when it 
comes to protecting voters. By no means are 
the protections in the VRA out-of-date or no 
longer necessary. 

We saw a stark example of this earlier this 
year—in Brooklyn. In April, some 120,000 vot- 
ers from the rolls in Kings County—the largest 
county in the state—were improperly purged 
from the voter rolls. 

And, an analysis by local media outlets 
found those affected were disproportionately 
Latino voters—mostly in working class neigh- 
borhoods like Sunset Park, East New York, 
and parts of Bushwick and Williamsburg. 

Now, let’s recall that Kings County was pre- 
viously covered by Section 5 of the Voting 
Rights Act. Would these voters have been re- 
moved if the VRA were still intact? The fact is 
we do not know. 

But we do know this—our democracy and 
our system of voting is not perfect—and to 
argue that voters are no longer 
disenfranchised is simply false. We’ve seen 
that clearly in Brooklyn. 

And, let me make one other observation— 
those who argue that we need more stringent 
voter ID laws to prevent “voter fraud” are 
making a dishonest argument. Every credible 
expert who has examined the data has con- 
cluded this—voter fraud is exceedingly rare, if 
not completely nonexistent. 

Voting rights should not be a Republican 
issue or a Democratic issue. We should all be 
passionate about defending and upholding this 
most basic right—for all Americans. 

Yet, this Congress—thanks to the Repub- 
lican Leadership—has failed to do the nec- 
essary work to restore the protections in the 
Voting Rights Act. 

Earlier this year, my colleagues HAKEEM 
JEFFRIES, GRACE MENG and | hosted a forum 
on the Voting Rights Act. We heard from local 
experts about the need to restore these pro- 
tections. 

Let me conclude simply by saying this—it is 
shameful this Congress has not addressed 
this issue. But it is also not surprising. Just as 
this House has not acted on gun violence and 
has not yet allocated appropriate funding to 
address Zika, or dealt with the Flint water cri- 
sis—this is yet one more example of how 
House Republicans are simply not doing their 
job. 

So, | call on my colleagues—do your job. 
Let’s do the hard work of reinstating these 
democratic protections so voters are not 
disenfranchised. 

Ms. MENG. Mr. Speaker, | rise in support of 
the Voting Rights Advancement Act, H.R. 
2867, introduced by my friends and colleagues 
Representatives TERRI SEWELL, LINDA 
SANCHEZ, and JUDY CHU. It is long past time 
that we take up their bipartisan bill, which 
would restore the protections of the Voting 
Rights Act. 

Mr. Speaker, | think it surprises few of us 
that following the Supreme Court’s misguided 
decision in Shelby County v. Holder, the right 
to vote has been increasingly attacked in 
states across the country. The court’s decision 
invalidated the coverage formula in the Voting 
Rights Act by which certain states and jurisdic- 
tions with a history of discrimination were re- 
quired to preclear election changes with the 
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U.S. Department of Justice. The results have 
been grave. Since 2010, twenty-two states 
have implemented new voting restrictions that 
make it more difficult for students, seniors, 
those with disabilities, and minorities to vote. 
This past summer alone, federal courts struck 
down new prohibitive voting laws in five dif- 
ferent states. Federal protections, such as 
preclearance, prevent these pernicious laws 
from being passed in the first place, and this 
recent surge of court cases only underscores 
the importance of restoring the Voting Rights 
Act. Disenfranchisement and voter discrimina- 
tion are realities that Americans face across 
the country, including in my district in New 
York City. 

To further investigate the effects of voter 
discrimination, | hosted a Voting Rights Forum 
this past May through the leadership of the 
Democratic Outreach and Engagement Task 
Force with my colleagues Representatives 
VELAZQUEZ and JEFFRIES. We were fortunate 
to host voting rights experts to talk about the 
effects of the Shelby County decision on our 
constituents. 

| invited Jerry Vattamala from the Asian 
American Legal Defense and Education Fund 
to talk about the particular barriers that the 
Asian-American community faces to partici- 
pating in the electoral process, and why Con- 
gress needs to restore the Voting Rights Act. 
| include in the RECORD his testimony from the 
event: 


STATEMENT OF THE ASIAN AMERICAN LEGAL DE- 
FENSE AND EDUCATION FUND JERRY 
VATTAMALA, ESQ. DIRECTOR, DEMOCRACY 
PROGRAM HEARING 

“PRAGILE AT FIFTY: THE URGENT NEED TO 
STRENGTHEN AND RESTORE THE VOTING 
RIGHTS ACT” BEFORE HON. NYDIA VELÁZQUEZ, 
HON. GRACE MENG AND HON. HAKEEM 
JEFFRIES, NEW YORK CITY 

MAY 20, 2016 


The Asian American Legal Defense and 
Education Fund (AALDEF) is a 42-year-old 
national civil rights organization based in 
New York City that promotes and protects 
the civil rights of Asian Americans through 
litigation, legal advocacy, and community 
education. 

Enforcement of the Voting Rights Act of 
1965 (VRA) has been critical in preventing 
actual and threatened discrimination aimed 
at Asian Americans in national and local 
elections. As a result of the Supreme Court’s 
decision in Shelby County v. Holder, Asian 
American voters have suffered a serious roll- 
back in their right to vote. AALDEF submits 
this testimony to elucidate the precarious 
landscape of Asian American voting rights in 
wake of the decision in Shelby County v. 
Holder. 

AALDEF has monitored elections and con- 
ducted annual multilingual exit polls since 
1988. Consequently, AALDEF has collected 
valuable data that documents the continued 
need for the VRA’s protections. In 2012, 
AALDEF dispatched over 800 attorneys, law 
students, and community volunteers to 127 
poll sites in 14 states to document voter 
problems on Election Day. The survey polled 
9,298 Asian American voters. In 2014, 
AALDEF surveyed 4,102 Asian American vot- 
ers at 64 poll sites in 37 cities in 11 states. 

Many voting problems that we observed in 
2012 have persisted through 2014 and beyond. 
Operating without the preclearance provi- 
sions, the most effective tool of the VRA, the 
Department of Justice has lost its ability to 
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block voting changes before they occur. As a 
result, AALDEF and other organizations and 
individuals have had to engage in more af- 
firmative litigation to protect the funda- 
mental right to vote. 

AALDEF has previously submitted testi- 
mony to Congress, filed amicus briefs in the 
Supreme Court of the United States, and re- 
leased detailed reports regarding Asian 
American voting problems and the continued 
need for the full protections of the VRA, in- 
cluding Section 5 preclearance. 

Asian Americans continue to face perva- 
sive and current discrimination in voting, 
particularly in jurisdictions that were pre- 
viously covered for Section 5 preclearance. 
For example, in the 2004 primary elections in 
Bayou La Batre, Alabama, supporters of a 
white incumbent running against Phuong 
Tan Huynh, a Vietnamese American can- 
didate, made a concerted effort to intimidate 
Asian American voters. They challenged 
Asian Americans at the polls, falsely accus- 
ing them of not being U.S. citizens or city 
residents, or of having felony convictions. 
The challenged voters were forced to com- 
plete a paper ballot and have that ballot 
vouched for by a registered voter. In explain- 
ing his and his supporters’ actions, the los- 
ing incumbent stated, ‘‘We figured if they 
couldn’t speak good English, they possibly 
weren’t American citizens.” The Department 
of Justice (DOJ) investigated the allegations 
and found them to be racially motivated. As 
a result, the challengers were prohibited 
from interfering in the general election, and 
Bayou La Batre, for the first time, elected 
an Asian American to the City Council. 

Also in 2004, New York poll workers re- 
quired Asian American voters to provide nat- 
uralization certificates before they could 
vote. At another poll site; a police officer de- 
manded that all Asian American voters show 
photo identification, even though photo ID is 
not required to vote in New York elections. 
If voters could not produce such identifica- 
tion, the officer turned them away and told 
them to go home. 

Overt racism and discrimination against 
Asian Americans at the polls persists to the 
present day and will worsen without Section 
5 to combat such behavior. Prior to the Su- 
preme Court’s decision, voting rights advo- 
cates used Section 5 to protect Asian Amer- 
ican voters in redistricting, changes to vot- 
ing systems, and changes to polling sites. 
The following are recent examples of harm- 
ful actions against Asian American voters 
that were stopped by Section 5. Now that the 
coverage formula has been struck, and many 
jurisdictions are no longer covered by Sec- 
tion 5, Asian Americans are once again vul- 
nerable to nefarious discriminatory actions 
such as these that will weaken their voting 
rights and power. 

For example, redistricting plans continue 
to be drafted with discriminatory intent in 
states with large Asian American commu- 
nities. As shown in Perry v. Perez, 132 S. Ct. 
934 (2012), the Texas Legislature drafted a re- 
districting plan, Plan H283, that would have 
had significant negative effects on the abil- 
ity of minorities, and Asian Americans in 
particular, to exercise their right to vote. 

Since 2004, the Asian American community 
in Texas State House District 149 has voted 
as a bloc with Hispanic and African Amer- 
ican voters to elect Hubert Vo, a Vietnamese 
American, as their state representative. Dis- 
trict 149 has a combined minority citizen 
voting-age population of 62 percent. Texas is 
home to the third-largest Asian American 
community in the United States, growing 72 
percent between 2000 and 2010. 
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In 2011, the Texas Legislature sought to 
eliminate Vo’s State House seat and redis- 
tribute the coalition of minority voters to 
the surrounding three districts with larger 
non-minority populations. Plan H283 would 
have thus abridged the Asian American com- 
munity’s right to vote in Texas by diluting 
the large Asian American populations across 
the state. 

In addition to discrimination in redis- 
tricting, Asian American voters have also 
endured voting system changes that impair 
their ability to elect candidates of choice. 
For example, before 2001 in New York City, 
the only electoral success for Asian Ameri- 
cans was on local community school boards. 
In each election—in 1993, 1996, and 1999— 
Asian American candidates ran for the 
school board and won. These victories were 
due, in part, to the alternative voting sys- 
tem known as “‘single transferable voting” 
or ‘‘preference voting.” Instead of selecting 
one representative from single-member dis- 
tricts, voters ranked candidates in order of 
preference, from ‘‘1’’ to ‘‘9.’’ In 1998, New 
York attempted to switch from a ‘‘preference 
voting” system, where voters ranked their 
choices, to a ‘‘limited voting” system, where 
voters could select only four candidates for 
the nine-member board, and the nine can- 
didates with the highest number of votes 
were elected. This change would have put 
Asian American voters in a worse position to 
elect candidates of their choice. 

Furthermore, the ability of Asian Ameri- 
cans to vote is also frustrated by sudden 
changes to poll sites without informing vot- 
ers. For example, there have been numerous 
instances of sudden poll site closures in 
Asian American neighborhoods in New York 
City, where the Board of Elections failed to 
take reasonable steps to ensure that Asian 
American voters are informed of their cor- 
rect poll sites. Voters have been misinformed 
about their poll sites before the elections or 
have been misdirected by poll workers on 
Election Day, thus creating confusion for 
Asian American voters and disrupting their 
ability to vote. 

In 2001, primary elections in New York 
City were rescheduled due to the attacks on 
the World Trade Center. The week before the 
rescheduled primaries, AALDEF discovered 
that a certain poll site, I.S. 131, a school lo- 
cated in the heart of Chinatown and within 
the restricted zone in lower Manhattan, was 
being used by the Federal Emergency Man- 
agement Agency for services related to the 
World Trade Center attacks. The Board 
chose to close down the poll site and no no- 
tice was given to voters. The Board provided 
no media release to the Asian-language 
newspapers, made no attempts to send out a 
mailing to voters, and failed to arrange for 
the placement of signs or poll workers at the 
site to redirect voters to other sites. In fact, 
no consideration at all was made for the fact 
that the majority of voters at this site were 
limited English proficient, and that the site 
had been targeted for Asian language assist- 
ance under Section 203. With Section 5 no 
longer applicable in most jurisdictions, dis- 
ruptive changes to polling sites, voting sys- 
tems, and redistricting plans can now occur 
unfettered, wreaking havoc on Asian Amer- 
ican voters’ ability to cast an effective bal- 
lot. 

American citizens of Asian ancestry have 
long been targeted as foreigners and un- 
wanted immigrants, and racism and dis- 
crimination against Asian Americans persist 
to this day. These negative perceptions have 
real consequences for the ability of Asian 
Americans to fully participate in the elec- 
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toral and political process. Section 5 of the 
VRA was an effective tool in protecting 
Asian American voters against a host of ac- 
tions that threaten to curtail their voting 
rights. However, the Supreme Court’s recent 
decision dismantling the coverage formula 
has left a large gap in protections for Asian 
American voters that requires Congressional 
action. We look to Congress to work in a bi- 
partisan fashion to respond to the Court’s 
ruling and strengthen the VRA, as it did dur- 
ing the 2006 reauthorizations and each pre- 
vious reauthorization. We respectfully offer 
our assistance in such a process. 

Mr. CLYBURN. Mr. Speaker, in just three 
days, the National Museum of African Amer- 
ican History & Culture will officially open its 
doors to the public. One hundred years in the 
making, the museum explores the richness 
and diversity of the African American experi- 
ence. 

As a former public school history teacher in 
Charleston, South Carolina and a lifelong stu- 
dent of history, | have always worked to im- 
prove our understanding of the past. History 
frames our views on current events and has 
been called the study of human nature by 
using examples. 

The struggle for the right to vote is an im- 
portant part of that history. It’s a history that | 
know quite well—having lived through some of 
it. | met my wife while in jail for helping to or- 
ganize one of the biggest student demonstra- 
tions in the South. More than one thousand 
students from South Carolina State and Claflin 
University assembled to march to downtown 
Orangeburg in March 1960. 388 of us were ar- 
rested. 

A few months later, in October 1960, | met 
JOHN Lewis and Dr. King on the campus of 
Morehouse College in Atlanta, Georgia. We 
were seeking the right to vote. 

When the Voting Rights Act was signed into 
law in August 1965, it restored the promise of 
the 19th amendment. It prohibited racial dis- 
crimination in voting and has been called the 
most successful piece of civil rights legislation 
in American history. 

It was reauthorized by Congress on a strong 
bipartisan basis in 1970, 1975, 1982, 1992 
and, most recently, in 2006. 

| testified before the House Judiciary Sub- 
committee on Civil and Constitutional Rights in 
support of extending Section 5, with its strong 
preclearance requirements, in 1981. | was 
South Carolina’s Human Affairs Commissioner 
at the time. At the time, the preclearance re- 
quirements were necessary to prevent states 
with a history of discrimination from engaging 
in further discriminatory practices. They were 
necessary again in 1992, in 2006, and they 
still are necessary today. 

With no coverage formula in place for the 
last three years, states have been free to en- 
gage in nefarious schemes to suppress minor- 
ity turnout, dilute the voting strength of com- 
munities of color, erect new barriers to the bal- 
lot box and make it harder for millions of 
Americans to exercise their constitutional right 
to vote. 

And they have. 

When Americans go to the ballot box in less 
than fifty days they'll find new voting restric- 
tions in place in 17 states for the first time in 
a presidential election. 

Nearly 8 million Latino voters living in pre- 
viously covered jurisdictions will be vulnerable 
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to voting discrimination and changes in elec- 
tion administration. 

Five federal lawsuits involving Native Amer- 
ican voting rights in ND, UT, SD, AZ and AK 
have been filed since Shelby County v. Hold- 
er. 
North Carolina’s legislature got to work with- 
in hours of the Shelby County decision on its 
“monster” voting law which imposed strict 
photo ID requirements and cut back early vot- 
ing. The state has spent more than $5 million 
defending the law—which the 4th Circuit said, 
“target[ted] African Americans with almost sur- 
gical precision” and “impose[d] cures for prob- 
lems that did not exist.” 

Six former preclearance states have closed 
voter registration offices and moved or closed 
polling places. And six local jurisdictions have 
redrawn districts or changed the rules to dilute 
minority votes. 

In Georgia alone, 372,000 voters have been 
purged or removed from the voter rolls in the 
last two years with little or no awareness. And 
in Hancock County, one in twenty voters—vir- 
tually all African-Americans—were removed 
from the voting rolls and sheriffs deputies 
began showing up at their homes com- 
manding they defend themselves at board 
meetings as a so-called “courtesy.” 

Texas has spent more than $3.5 million de- 
fending its discriminatory photo ID law and just 
yesterday, was ordered by a federal court to 
stop purposefully misleading voters about the 
requirements to vote. 

A recent study from 2006-2014 found that 
the racial turnout gap doubles or triples in 
states with strict voter ID requirements. They 
concluded that “strict voter identification laws 
substantially alter the makeup of who votes 
and ultimately skew democracy in favor of 
whites and those on the political right.” 

I’m not reading from a history book. This is 
happening right now—in the United States of 
America in 2016. 

This Congress—Republicans in this Con- 
gress—have done little more than pay lip serv- 
ice to voting rights for the last three years. As 
we approach the upcoming election, | cannot 
help but feel as if the lessons of history are 
creeping up on us. Let us not be doomed to 
repeat it. 

Congress must restore the Voting Rights 
Act. We can do it immediately and we should. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, in the fifty plus 
years since the Rev. Dr. Martin Luther King, 
Jr., articulated the dream of a generation, this 
nation has seen inspiring progress toward the 
ideal of equality under the law. Nowhere has 
this progress been more dramatic than in the 
arena of voting rights. The passage of the Vot- 
ing Rights Act of 1965 heralded a new era of 
political opportunity for African-Americans not 
seen since Reconstruction. 

At the state and local level, Section 5 of the 
Act—which required jurisdictions with a history 
of voting discrimination to obtain advanced ap- 
proval for voting changes—was especially im- 
portant in leveling the playing field by shifting 
notice requirements and the burden of proof to 
jurisdictions with a history of discrimination, 
rather than relying on traditional litigation 
which would have taken years and countless 
costs to root out patterns of discrimination in 
voting. More than any other provision of the 
Act, Section 5 can be credited with the sus- 
tained progress to voting equality. 
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The Supreme Court, in its 5-4 Shelby 
County v. Holder decision from 2013, has sus- 
pended implementation of the Section 5 pre- 
clearance program by invalidating the formula 
used to designate covered jurisdictions. This 
decision has seriously undermined the nation’s 
progress toward equal voting rights by allow- 
ing discriminatory voting measures to evade 
streamlined review and requiring minority vot- 
ers to engage in costly protracted litigation. 

In the wake of a divided Supreme Court, 
many former Section 5 covered states have 
enacted harsh “second generation” obstacles 
to voting rights, such as restrictive voter ID 
laws, limits on early voting and voter registra- 
tion, and bans on ex-offenders from being 
able to regain their voting rights. Most of these 
voter suppression measures have a dispropor- 
tionate impact on minorities, seniors, young 
people, and other historically-disadvantaged 
individuals. Not surprisingly, an ever increas- 
ing number of voters on election day are 
plagued by long lines at the polls, confusing 
voter rules, and restrictions intended to deter 
them from voting. 

Literally days after Supreme Court issued 
the Shelby County ruling, formerly covered ju- 
risdictions enacted discriminatory voting prac- 
tices that would have been blocked by Section 
5 or not even attempted passage of legisla- 
tion. Texas implemented its restrictive photo 
ID law, which had been previously blocked by 
Section 5. The North Carolina state legislature 
passed a law that imposed a strict photo ID 
requirement, significantly cut back on early 
voting, and reduced the window for voter reg- 
istration. Alabama moved ahead with its law 
requiring strict photo ID to vote. And Mis- 
sissippi officials moved to enforce its photo ID 
law, which the state submitted for 
preclearance but was never allowed to imple- 
ment. 

In 2013 and 2014, at least 10 of the 15 
states that had been covered in whole or in 
part by Section 5 introduced new restrictive 
legislation that would make it harder for minor- 
ity voters to cast a ballot. These have passed 
in two states: Virginia (stricter photo ID re- 
quirement and increased restrictions on third- 
party voter registration) and North Carolina 
(the above-discussed omnibus bill, which in- 
cluded the ID requirement, early voting cut- 
backs, and the elimination of same-day voter 
registration). 

Further, seven other formerly covered states 
also passed restrictive legislation in 2011 and 
2012, prior to the Shelby County decision in 
anticipation of victory. 

Section 5’s loss perhaps has been felt most 
acutely at the local level. The great majority of 
voting law changes that were blocked as dis- 
criminatory under the Voting Rights Act were 
enacted at the local level: counties, municipali- 
ties, and other state sub-jurisdictions. We 
have witnessed local jurisdictions step into the 
void left by Section 5 to pass all manner of 
discriminatory voting procedures: discrimina- 
tory local redistricting plans; closing polling 
places and DMV’s in minority communities 
and changing election dates, just to name a 
few. 

Though Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act 
is still available to challenge these discrimina- 
tory practices, the time and expense of litiga- 
tion leaves these practices in place to do 
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years of damage and places a substantial bur- 
den on the rights of minority voters. It took 
years of litigation to roll back the challenged 
practices mentioned earlier in Texas and 
North Carolina. 

We will enter a Presidential election without 
Section 5 protection for the first time in 50 
years. The danger to our democratic process 
cannot be overstated. Already, we have heard 
political candidates discussing voting intimida- 
tion tactics and we must focus on the status 
of federal observers under the law. 

As a staunch proponent, and a remaining 
member of Congress who voted for the Act in 
1965, | joined Representative SENSENBRENNER 
to introduce H.R. 885, the Voting Rights 
Amendment Act, which is designed to restore 
the vitality and effectiveness of Section 5 of 
the Voting Rights Act. 

Though we have made progress in the 
courts over the past several weeks in over- 
turning some of these voter suppression 
measures, the states and some localities have 
been quick to re-enact substitute measures. 
This tactic was the very reason for the enact- 
ment of Section 5 in the first place and evi- 
dence of the need for reauthorizing legislation. 

In addressing these calculated voter sup- 
pression tactics, we cannot forget those who 
have lost their voting rights and have no voice 
in government. Currently, nearly 4 million of 
disqualified voters are not in prison, but on 
probation or parole. Nearly 3 million of the 
disenfranchised have completed their entire 
sentence, including probation and parole. | be- 
lieve that such prohibitions on voting under- 
mine the fundamental rights of people with fel- 
ony convictions. 

To correct this injustice, | have introduced 
H.R. 1459, the Democracy Restoration Act 
which declares the right of a U.S. citizen to 
vote in any election for federal office shall not 
be denied because that individual has been 
convicted of a criminal offense. 

Just as the Brennan Center has observed in 
their report on voting rights post-Shelby Coun- 
ty, “For all the real progress Section 5 facili- 
tated, the nation and its voters now lack a crit- 
ical tool to protect those earned advances. 
Bad laws with lasting, harmful consequences 
now lack a review mechanism, the method of 
fighting these laws is now limited to costly and 
time-intensive litigation, and the public has lost 
the one centralized means to track the thou- 
sands of changes annually that affect Ameri- 
cans’ right to vote.” 

Just as Congress ignored political 
headwinds and set partisan differences aside 
five decades ago to prohibit discriminatory vot- 
ing practices, this Congress must again mus- 
ter the political courage to enact legislation to 
protect the voting rights of all Americans. 

Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, thank you to my 
friend, Congresswoman SEWELL, for leading 
this special order and for all her work to em- 
power underrepresented voices in our country. 

| also want to thank my good friend and col- 
league, Assistant Democratic Leader JAMES 
CLyBuRN, for his tireless leadership of the 
Democratic Outreach and Engagement Task 
Force. | also want to thank him for coming to 
my district for the town hall meeting | hosted 
about voting rights. Under his guidance, the 
taskforce held forums across the country and 
heard from thousands of constituents. 
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Mr. Speaker, it is clear—we need to ur- 
gently protect voting rights. 

That is why | rise today as a member of the 
Democratic Outreach and Engagement Task 
Force to challenge this House to do the right 
thing and protect the sacred right of Ameri- 
cans to vote. 

Last summer, the Voting Rights Act cele- 
brated its 50th anniversary. Tragically, five 
decades after this monumental legislation was 
passed, the voting rights of Americans are 
under unprecedented attack. 

After the Supreme Court callously and care- 
lessly gutted the Voting Rights Act in its 
Shelby v. Holder decision, Republicans in 
state legislators have fallen over themselves 
to institute a wave of voting restrictions across 
the country. 

Make no mistake, these restrictions amount 
to nothing more than a modern day poll tax. 

We shouldn’t be erecting unnecessary and 
dangerous barriers to the ballot box. We 
should empower Americans to participate in 
our democracy. 

Yet, time and time again—this Congress 
and the Judiciary Committee have refused to 
take action. Instead of protecting our sacred 
right to vote, this Congress is allowing that 
right to be eroded. 

Mr. Speaker, the American people deserve 
better. It’s past time for us to do our job. 

Right now, there is bipartisan legislation 
waiting for action. The Voting Rights Amend- 
ment Act (H.R. 885) would reinstate the much 
needed preclearance statute to ensure that in- 
fringements on voting rights are addressed 
long before Election Day. Long before an 
American is denied their right to vote, a right 
that millions have fought and died for—from 
the Revolution to Neshoba County. 

Likewise, the Voting Rights Advancement 
Act (H.R. 2867) also re-establishes the 
preclearance system and our discharge peti- 
tion has 181 signatories—I encourage all of 
my colleagues to sign it and help us protect 
the voting rights of all Americans. 

However, it’s past time that we do more. We 
must empower voters, every day Americans, 
to have a stronger, more powerful voice in our 
democracy. 

That’s why | am so proud to have co-spon- 
sored the Voter Empowerment Act (H.R. 12) 
offered by the great Civil Rights champion, 
Congressman JOHN Lewis. This legislation 
would empower voters by modernizing voter 
registration and utilizing new technologies at 
the ballot box. 

Mr. Speaker, it’s past time to pass these 
bills. It’s past time to do our jobs. 

As our great drum major for peace and jus- 
tice, Dr. King, once said: “Give us the ballot, 
and we will fill our legislative halls with men of 
goodwill.” 

Mr. Speaker, let’s show the American peo- 
ple some goodwill and allow them to vote, un- 
obstructed. 

Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. Mr. Speaker, to help 
my constituents gain a better understanding of 
the negative impact of the Supreme Court de- 
cision Shelby County v. Holder, on May 20, 
2016, | hosted a forum titled “Protect Your Fu- 
ture: Restore the Vote.” My co-chairs were 
Representative LINDA SANCHEZ, Chair of the 
Congressional Hispanic Caucus; Representa- 
tive JUDY CHU, Chair of the Asian Pacific 
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American Caucus; and special guest, Rep- 
resentative KAREN BASS. 

Members from our communities heard ex- 
pert testimony from the Mexican American 
Legal Defense Fund. For that reason, | include 
in the RECORD testimony from Tom Saenz of 
MALDEF. 

STATEMENT OF THOMAS A. SAENZ 
PRESIDENT AND GENERAL COUNSEL 
MALDEF 


REGARDING THE EFFECTS OF SHELBY COUNTY V. 
HOLDER 


Since 2009, I have had the great honor of 
serving as President and General Counsel of 
MALDEF (Mexican American Legal Defense 
and Educational Fund), a national legal civil 
rights organization whose mission is to pro- 
mote the civil rights of all Latinos living in 
the United States. MALDEF pursues its mis- 
sion through litigation, policy education and 
advocacy, community education, and media/ 
communications in the areas of education, 
employment, immigrant rights, and voting 
rights. In the area of voting rights, MALDEF 
is one of a small handful of national non- 
profit organizations that have been involved 
in both litigation and advocacy under the 
federal Voting Rights Act over several dec- 
ades. MALDEF currently coordinates a con- 
sortium of ten voting rights litigation orga- 
nizations striving to better coordinate ac- 
tivities nationwide in the aftermath of the 
2013 United States Supreme Court decision in 
Shelby County v. Holder. 

Our nation and its most precious demo- 
cratic values have unquestionably suffered 
from the Supreme Court majority’s 2013 deci- 
sion in Shelby County v. Holder and the sub- 
sequent refusal by congressional leadership 
to consider, much less vote upon and enact, 
well-crafted proposals to reaffirm and 
strengthen the Voting Rights Act of 1965 
(VRA) by implementing new formulas to 
apply the impactful pre-clearance provisions 
in section 5 of the VRA. 

In Shelby County, the Court voted 5-4 to 
strike down the pre-clearance coverage for- 
mula in section 4 of the VRA. The coverage 
formula had been overwhelmingly approved 
by bipartisan supermajorities in both houses 
of Congress in the latest VRA reauthoriza- 
tion in 2006. The coverage formula that the 
Court majority struck down required those 
jurisdictions—mainly states, with some 
counties and other parts of states—with his- 
tories of low electoral participation and of 
efforts to suppress participation by minority 
voters, to comply with a pre-clearance obli- 
gation as to all proposed electoral changes. 
The effect of the Court’s decision was to 
completely disable the application of the 
pre-clearance obligation absent a rarely- 
issued federal court order subjecting a spe- 
cific jurisdiction to pre-clearance for a lim- 
ited period of time. Of course, the Congress 
can, at any time, subject to the requisite 
constitutional showing of adequate findings, 
enact a new coverage formula or formulas to 
subject other jurisdictions to the pre-clear- 
ance obligation with respect to specific or all 
electoral changes. 

It is no exaggeration to label, as it has now 
often been characterized, section 5 of the 
VRA and its pre-clearance mechanism as one 
of the most effective civil rights provisions 
ever enacted in federal law. Before the Court 
decision in Shelby County, pre-clearance 
had, through almost half a century, blocked 
the implementation of numerous proposed 
electoral changes that were intended to sup- 
press minority participation or to limit mi- 
nority electoral power, and numerous other 
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proposed changes that would have been ret- 
rogressive in effect, threatening to reduce 
acquired minority electoral power. 

In addition, however, a full appreciation of 
the damage the Shelby County decision has 
wrought requires recognizing that section 5 
is also one of the first enactments of an al- 
ternative dispute resolution (ADR) mecha- 
nism into federal law. ADR can be power- 
fully efficient and effective in resolving dis- 
putes without requiring resort to litigation 
in court. Ironically, the same Supreme Court 
majority that struck down the VRA cov- 
erage formula and disabled section 5 has 
strongly embraced ADR in the form of man- 
datory arbitration contracts, even where se- 
rious concerns have been raised about bias 
against employees or consumers in arbitra- 
tion and about unequal power in negotiating 
arbitration agreements. Indeed, Section 5 ac- 
tually includes the very kinds of protections 
that are not often seen in other ADR 
schemes, including the absolute right to seek 
court review instead of review by the Depart- 
ment of Justice. 

With this in mind, the damage from the 
Shelby County decision, and the congres- 
sional inaction in response, falls into three 
areas. First, the nation has been deprived of 
advance notice with regard to electoral 
changes in those jurisdictions previously 
covered. These changes, which previously 
would have been developed and submitted for 
pre-clearance well in advance, include many 
changes—with significant potential effects 
on electoral participation, particularly 
among minority voters—that today are often 
revealed very close in time to an election. 
Such changes as precinct consolidations, al- 
terations in precinct boundaries, and 
changes in voting locations often occur too 
close to an election to prevent their imple- 
mentation through litigation under the still- 
viable section 2 of the VRA, prohibiting mi- 
nority vote dilution, or other constitutional 
or statutory provisions. Courts are, perhaps 
understandably, reluctant to issue a prelimi- 
nary injunction so close in time to a sched- 
uled election. This problem is exacerbated by 
the lack of advance notice of such changes 
previously provided by the section 5 
preclearance obligation. 

For example, Arizona was a covered juris- 
diction, so, prior to the Shelby County deci- 
sion, the state and all its governmental sub- 
divisions had to seek and obtain pre-clear- 
ance for any electoral change. Recently, in 
the 2016 Arizona presidential primary, there 
were widespread reports of very long lines 
and chaos at polling places. This seems to 
have been caused in large part by a drastic 
reduction in the number of polling places, a 
change apparently undertaken as a cost-sav- 
ing measure. Whether or not this ill-consid- 
ered decision had a particularly pronounced 
effect on minority voters in Maricopa Coun- 
ty, such a change would have been analyzed 
in advance for its discriminatory potential 
under preclearance prior to Shelby County. 
Regardless of whether that analysis would 
have blocked or altered the plan to reduce 
polling locations, the requirement of pre- 
clearance would at least have provided no- 
tice, well in advance, of the intention to 
drastically reduce polling places. This might 
have yielded challenge and change, wholly 
apart from the process of pre-clearance 
itself. 

The second area of damage from the 
Shelby County decision lies in the inability 
to review electoral changes for their poten- 
tial discriminatory elements before the 
changes are implemented. As noted above, 
courts are often reluctant to issue prelimi- 
nary injunctions with respect to elections 
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matters. Indeed, a preliminary injunction is 
extraordinary court relief in any cir- 
cumstance, but there is a particular reti- 
cence with respect to elections because of 
the potential disruption of the plans and ef- 
forts of so many voters and candidates. How- 
ever, elections are also particularly resistant 
to remedy after the fact. Once an election 
has occurred under a particular electoral 
change, it is nearly impossible to ‘‘unring 
the bell” and discount an election or its re- 
sults once reported, even if only unofficially 
by media engaged in exit polling. Thus, the 
inability to bar implementation of an elec- 
toral change by requiring pre-clearance prior 
to implementation results in severely lim- 
ited or no remedy at all to what may be ac- 
tions with significant discriminatory effects. 
When this occurs, this does palpable and 
lasting harm to voters’ respect for democ- 
racy and can deter participation by under- 
standably distrustful minority voters in 
many future elections. 

Soon after the Shelby County decision, the 
mayor of Pasadena, Texas announced his in- 
tent to pursue a change to the city’s elec- 
tions that he would not have pursued when 
the city was subject to preclearance as a sub- 
jurisdiction in the covered state of Texas. He 
sought to change the eight-member council 
from one comprised of candidates elected in 
eight single-member districts to one com- 
prised of representatives from six single- 
member districts and two members elected 
at large by the entire city. Based on partici- 
pation differentials between groups, this 
change would have the effect of reducing the 
growing Latino community’s chances to 
elect a majority of the council. The change 
was adopted and has now been implemented, 
while MALDEF pursues an ongoing legal 
challenge to the change and its effects on the 
Latino vote. It is unclear how many elec- 
tions will occur under the flawed changes be- 
fore the court case is finally resolved. 

The third area of Shelby County harm lies 
in requiring the resolution of disputes re- 
garding potentially discriminatory electoral 
changes through inefficient and costly liti- 
gation under section 2 of the VRA. The Su- 
preme Court’s adopted test for resolving sec- 
tion 2 claims is ‘‘totality of the cir- 
cumstances.” The phrase alone illustrates 
the scope of such litigation, ordinarily in- 
volving multiple experts on both sides of a 
case, numerous percipient lay witnesses, and 
voluminous sets of documentary exhibits. 
The presentation of all of this testimony and 
other evidence consumes many months in 
preparatory depositions, discovery, and reso- 
lution of evidentiary disputes. Trial, even if 
streamlined in multiple ways by the court, 
usually involves weeks or months of presen- 
tation to a judge. The court itself then faces 
the arduous task of evaluating the evidence 
and making findings of fact and drawing con- 
clusions of law to support a decision under 
the ‘‘totality of the circumstances.” The 
costs in both time and money associated 
with this arduous court journey are signifi- 
cant, and most often imposed on and borne 
entirely by a challenged jurisdiction that 
loses a filed section 2 case. The same juris- 
diction could get to the same result, at a 
fraction of the cost through pre-clearance. 

MALDEF has long been a leader in pur- 
suing section 2 litigation in the formerly 
covered state of Texas. The dispute over 
Texas statewide redistricting in 2011 ended 
up being challenged under section 2 at the 
same time that it was subject to consider- 
ation for pre-clearance under section 5 by a 
three-judge district court in Washington, 
D.C. The Washington, D.C. court rejected the 
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original Texas redistricting plan even before 
the Shelby County decision, but the Court’s 
ruling wiped that conclusion from the books. 
The section 2 case had to be tried over sev- 
eral months in 2014. The trial was concluded 
and fully briefed as of December 2014. More 
than 16 months later, we are still awaiting a 
district court decision on the section 2 case. 
This ongoing wait epitomizes that third area 
of harm from the Shelby County decision. 

Some might assume that the ongoing 
harms from the Shelby County decision and 
the congressional failure to respond with ap- 
propriate legislation are limited to the 
areas, and their residents, that were pre- 
viously subject to pre-clearance under the 
coverage formula that the Court struck 
down. In fact, the entire nation suffers the 
damage inflicted by the decision and its 
aftermath. The pre-clearance process—the 
submission and analysis of electoral changes 
for discrimination—provided a nationwide 
indication of the potential effects of specific 
changes and specific categories of changes. 
An adverse pre-clearance decision stood as a 
warning to non-covered jurisdictions that 
might be considering, or already have in 
place, similar electoral procedures as those 
rejected in a covered jurisdiction. 

In this way, pre-clearance provided elec- 
tion administrators and policymakers inter- 
ested in minimizing discrimination in voting 
with guidance as to where they might look 
in current practice to eliminate discrimina- 
tory effects and as to what changes they 
should avoid to prevent further discrimina- 
tion. Conversely, adverse pre-clearance deci- 
sions stood as a warning and deterrent to ad- 
ministrators and policymakers interested in 
adopting changes despite or even because of 
discriminatory effects. Pre-clearance out- 
comes stood as an indication of possible or 
likely successful legal challenge to such 
changes. In effect, just as pre-clearance was 
a more efficient mechanism to resolve dis- 
putes about a specific electoral practice in a 
specific jurisdiction, it was also a more effi- 
cient means to provide persuasive precedent 
for other jurisdictions, both those covered 
and those not covered. 

Thus, in a state like California, which had 
only three covered counties at the time the 
Supreme Court decision came down, every- 
one still benefitted from the ready and avail- 
able information provided by the pre-clear- 
ance process. In addition, although the state 
was only partially covered, statewide elec- 
toral changes were subject to pre-clearance 
because of the effects in the covered coun- 
ties. This meant that statewide elections 
procedures saw all the benefits of advanced 
awareness, pre-implementation analysis, and 
efficient dispute resolution described above. 

The experience of three years, including 
one mid-term election, demonstrate that the 
absence of the efficient pre-clearance process 
has deleterious effects on deterring, pre- 
venting, and eliminating electoral practices 
with significant discriminatory effects. 
MALDEF urges congressional action to re- 
introduce a coverage formula or formulas— 
that are responsive to current demographics 
and dynamics with respect to minority com- 
munities—into the VRA. The nation as a 
whole will benefit from the positive reper- 
cussions of an effective pre-clearance process 
for voting discrimination. 

Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. Mr. Speaker, 
to help our constituents gain a better 
understanding of the negative impact 
of the Supreme Court decision, on May 
20, 2016, I hosted a forum titled ‘‘Pro- 
tect Your Future: Restore the Vote.” 
My co-chairs were Representative 
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LINDA SANCHEZ, Chair of the Congres- 

sional Hispanic Caucus; Representative 

JUDY CHU, Chair of the Asian Pacific 

American Caucus; and special guest, 

Representative KAREN BASS. The event 

was organized to educate constituents 

on the devastating impact of the Su- 
preme Court decision, Shelby County 
vs. Holder. 

Members from our communities 
heard expert testimony from the Na- 
tional Association for Latino Elected 
and Appointed Officials (NALEO) re- 
garding the devastating impacts of the 
decision upon the Voting Rights Act. I 
include in the RECORD the expert testi- 
mony of Arturo Vargas, Executive Di- 
rector of NALEO. 

WRITTEN TESTIMONY By ARTURO VARGAS, EX- 
ECUTIVE DIRECTOR, NATIONAL ASSOCIATION 
OF LATINO ELECTED AND APPOINTED OFFI- 
CIALS (NALEO) EDUCATIONAL FUND, BEFORE 
THE CONGRESSIONAL FIELD FORUM ENTITLED 
“PROTECT YOUR FUTURE: RESTORE THE 
VOTE’’—LOS ANGELES, CA MAY 20, 2016 


U.S. Representative Roybal-Allard, U.S. 
Representative Chu, U.S. Representative 
Sanchez, U.S. Representative Bass: thank 
you for extending the opportunity to submit 
testimony concerning the status of Latino 
voting rights and protection of all Ameri- 
cans’ equal right to vote. 

The NALEO Educational Fund is the na- 
tion’s leading non-profit, non-partisan orga- 
nization that promotes full Latino participa- 
tion in the American political process, from 
citizenship to public service. Our constitu- 
ency encompasses the more than 6,000 Latino 
elected and appointed officials nationwide, 
and includes Republicans, Democrats, and 
Independents. For several decades, the 
NALEO Educational Fund has been at the 
forefront of efforts to advance policies that 
protect Latino voting rights, and ensure that 
Latinos are fully engaged as voters and have 
a fair opportunity to choose their elected 
leaders. We have advocated passage of state 
and federal voting rights legislation includ- 
ing the reauthorization of key provisions of 
the Voting Rights Act of 1965 (VRA). We 
have also provided direct assistance to vot- 
ers encountering barriers to casting ballots 
through our year-round, bilingual hotline, 
888-VE-Y-VOTA, and through nationwide 
dissemination of bilingual voting rights pub- 
lic service announcements, palm cards, and 
other materials. 

DISCRIMINATORY VOTING LAWS THREATEN 
ELECTION 2016 


As the 2016 Presidential election ap- 
proaches, we are extremely concerned about 
policy developments that will severely im- 
pede the robust participation of Latinos and 
all Americans in our nation’s democracy. 
The legal landscape against which the elec- 
tion will play out has rarely changed as dra- 
matically as it did between the 2012 and 2016 
election cycles. For almost 50 years, the 
VRA’s signature provision protected voters 
in jurisdictions that had a demonstrated pro- 
pensity to adopt discriminatory policies. 
During Election 2012, in nine entire states 
and selected towns and counties in seven ad- 
ditional states, no new voting law or admin- 
istrative change in voting procedures could 
be implemented unless the U.S. Department 
of Justice or a federal court first determined 
it to be free of discriminatory motive and 
impact. This VRA-mandated preclearance 
procedure stopped more than 1,000 problem- 
atic provisions from taking effect between 
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1965 and 2013, when the Supreme Court de- 
cided Shelby County v. Holder. 

When it effectively ended most jurisdic- 
tions’ preclearance obligations, the Court’s 
Shelby County decision inspired a wave of 
restrictive election lawmaking, and rapid 
implementation of laws that had been on 
hold, in states in which the potential influ- 
ence of underrepresented voters has been 
dramatically increasing. For example, nine 
of the 12 states whose Latino populations 
grew most rapidly between 2000 and 2010 en- 
acted laws that made it harder to register 
and vote between 2010 and 2014. In six of the 
nine states that saw more than a 100% in- 
crease in their Latino populations between 
the 2000 and 2010 decennial Censuses, there 
are new provisions in effect that will make 
voting in 2016 more difficult than it was in 
2012. Moreover, nine of the 15 states covered 
in whole or part by preclearance procedures 
at the time of the Shelby County decision 
adopted new statewide voting restrictions 
between 2008 and 2016. 

Restrictive election lawmaking and admin- 
istrative practices continue to have a dis- 
proportionately negative effect on Latinos’ 
ability and propensity to be active partici- 
pants i our democracy. The confluence be- 
tween places where Latino and other under- 
represented voters’ political influence is in- 
creasing and places that have impaired ac- 
cess to the ballot strongly suggests that the 
discriminatory chilling impact of restrictive 
policies is not a coincidence, but a moti- 
vating factor behind their enactment. 

Restrictive voting policies implemented 
since 2012 include barriers to voter registra- 
tion, measures that leave registrants with 
less opportunity to vote, and changes that 
reduce the potential influence of underrep- 
resented communities’ votes. New statewide 
laws alone, which have been implemented in 
at least 19 states, will make it more difficult 
for more than 875,000 eligible Latino voters 
to cast ballots in November 2016. In addition 
to enacted laws, some elections officials’ ad- 
ministrative choices will impede Latino ac- 
cess to the ballot in 2016. For example, a de- 
cision to close two-thirds of polling places in 
Maricopa County, Arizona, just a few short 
weeks in advance of the 2016 Presidential pri- 
mary produced hours-long lines to vote, par- 
ticularly in neighborhoods with large popu- 
lations of underrepresented voters. Set forth 
below is a summary of these restrictive poli- 
cies; attached to this testimony is our re- 
port, Latino Voters at Risk: Assessing the 
Impact of Restrictive Voting Changes in 
Election 2016, which provides a detailed de- 
scription of the policies and their impact on 
the Latino electorate. 

Verification of Citizenship at Registration: 

Since 2012, multiple states have begun to 
regularly check registrants’ citizenship. 
Some states will not process new registra- 
tion applications until receiving documen- 
tary proof of U.S. citizenship, while other 
states review their existing registration lists 
to identify possible non-citizen registrants. 
Latinos are disproportionately likely to be 
wrongly singled out as suspected non-citi- 
zens, because a larger-than-average share of 
the Latino electorate is composed of natural- 
ized citizens who interacted with govern- 
ment agencies prior to naturalizing and who 
frequently appear in outdated records as 
non-citizens. Eligible Latino voters are also 
overrepresented among U.S. citizens who 
lack documents concerning their citizenship, 
and who face steep barriers to obtaining that 
documentation. As a result, Latinos are 
more likely than people of other races and 
ethnicities to be prevented from registering 
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or maintaining registration by citizenship 
verification procedures. 


Earlier Registration Deadlines: 


Although advanced technology has reduced 
the practical need to compile lists of eligible 
voters in advance of voting periods, some ju- 
risdictions have nonetheless moved voter 
registration deadlines to earlier dates for 
2016. Shortening the available period for 
voter registration impairs the Latino vote 
because Latino voters frequently lack basic 
information about the voting process. Young 
and naturalized voters who are the least 
likely to have meaningful voting experience 
constitute much larger percentages of the 
Latino electorate than of voters of other 
races and ethnicities, for example. Latinos 
are also more highly mobile than voters of 
other races and ethnicities, and thus more 
likely to have to re-register at a new address 
to preserve their right to vote in any given 
election year. In states that are tightening 
registration deadlines, the relatively large 
number of Latinos who must take action 
well in advance of Election Day are at 
heightened risk of exclusion from the polit- 
ical process. 


Expanded Reasons for Cancellation or Rejection 
of Registrations: 


Since 2012, some states have adopted new 
provisions that expand the circumstances in 
which election officials must cancel existing 
registration records or reject new registra- 
tion applications. As is the case with earlier 
registration deadlines, these measures make 
it more likely that Latinos and other people 
who are less knowledgeable about and expe- 
rienced with the voting process will be ex- 
cluded from participating in elections mere- 
ly because of a technical requirement and 
not for any substantive reason. 


Restrictions on Third Party Voter Registration 
Activities: 

In the past four years, jurisdictions have 
continued to make it more difficult for com- 
munity-based organizations and individuals 
not affiliated with a government entity to 
help register new voters. Restrictions on 
third party registration activities are likely 
to exacerbate the troubling gap between 
white and Latino voter registration rates, 
since disproportionately large percentages of 
Latinos indicate that they register to vote 
at a public location associated with a com- 
munity registration drive, such as a school 
or shopping center. Moreover, community- 
based organizations that are known and 
trusted also have more incentive and oppor- 
tunity to reach and engage low-propensity 
voters than government officials and politi- 
cians. Hindering their efforts may signifi- 
cantly reduce the likelihood that eligible, 
unregistered Latinos will be asked by anyone 
to take part in an election. 


Imposition of Strict Voter ID Requirements: 


The strict voter ID laws implemented in a 
number of jurisdictions around the country 
since 2012 inhibit qualified members of the 
electorate from casting ballots, because mil- 
lions of American adults do not possess any 
of the personal identification documents 
that strict ID laws require. Individuals who 
do not already hold a valid form of voter ID 
face numerous potential barriers to obtain- 
ing a qualifying document, including inabil- 
ity to pay application fees, difficulty arrang- 
ing transportation to identification-issuing 
locations during business hours, and lack of 
access to documents like birth certificates 
that are mandatory precursors to obtaining 
ID. Eligible Latino voters account for dis- 
proportionate shares of both those without 
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ID and those who confront significant or in- 
surmountable barriers to obtaining ID. In 
addition, studies indicate that Latinos are 
disproportionately likely to mistakenly pre- 
sume they lack the ID required to vote, and 
to decline to attempt to vote as a result of 
apprehension about the scrutiny they will 
face at the polls. 


Shortened In-Person Early Voting Periods: 


In recognition of the increasing demands 
on Americans’ time, many jurisdictions have 
extended voting days and hours in the past 
fifteen years, and many voters have taken 
advantage of early voting periods. Against 
this backdrop, jurisdictions that have moved 
in the opposite direction to limit the voting 
options available to their citizens stand out 
for their recalcitrance. Latino voters are 
more likely than others to lack workplace 
flexibility, and also to shoulder childcare re- 
sponsibilities, both factors that leave poten- 
tial Latino voters with less ability to vote 
where polling places are open on fewer days 
and for fewer hours. Unsurprisingly, the 
states with the highest early voting rates 
are disproportionately Latino: the nine juris- 
dictions whose citizen were most likely to 
vote early in 2008 and 2012 are home to less 
than 26% of all of the nation’s voters, but 
86% of all Latino voters in the country. 
Where early voting is constrained, Latinos 
are disproportionately likely to be nega- 
tively affected. 


Restrictions on Absentee Voting: 


Provisions that have made it more difficult 
to vote by mail also stand out as a contrast 
to the wider voting opportunities that im- 
proved technology generally has made pos- 
sible. Several states implemented new laws 
between November 2012 and Election Day 
2016 that impose tighter deadlines on mail 
ballots, restrict assistors’ ability to deliver 
ballots for people with limited mobility, and 
make it more likely that mail ballots will be 
rejected. These and other measures that 
have made it more difficult to vote by mail 
are likely to have a disproportionate impact 
on Latino voters, because their demanding 
schedules and heightened likelihood of lack- 
ing access to personal transportation may 
force many to rely on mail balloting as the 
only logistically feasible voting option. 


Heightened Qualifications to Vote and Restric- 
tions on Counting Ballots: 


Restrictions on registration and voting 
mechanisms have gained currency among 
legislators from many different states in the 
years following the contentious Presidential 
election of 2000. Voter advocates have begun 
to win high-profile victories in legal chal- 
lenges to voter ID laws, proof of citizenship 
requirements, and shortened early voting pe- 
riods. However, simultaneously, jurisdictions 
have successfully pursued alternative legis- 
lative provisions that have not yet been the 
subject of successful anti-discrimination en- 
forcement actions. Examples of other voting 
restrictions likely to disproportionately im- 
pair Latino voters in November 2016 include 
felon disfranchisement in Kentucky; refusal 
to count any votes cast outside the correct 
precinct in North Carolina; and heightened 
barriers to the counting of provisional bal- 
lots in Ohio. 


Redistricting and Other Laws That Diminish 
Latino Voters’ Influence: 


Underrepresented voters’ influence can be 
limited not only by laws that create barriers 
to registration and voting, but also by laws 
that diminish the weight of their votes. Be- 
tween the 2012 and 2016 Presidential elec- 
tions, a number of jurisdictions have adopted 
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new measures concerning redistricting and 
methods of election that impair the ability 
of underrepresented communities to elect 
the candidates of their choice. For example, 
some redistricting plans have included dis- 
tricts in which Latinos constitute a slight 
majority of the population, but are unlikely 
to constitute a majority of voters because so 
many of the individuals assigned to the dis- 
trict cannot or are not likely to vote. When 
Latinos have preferences for the candidates 
of their choice that are consistently dif- 
ferent from those of the majority white pop- 
ulation, whites and Latinos may vote in 
blocs and in opposition to one another, and 
the deliberate manipulation of district 
boundaries can ensure that Latino voter-pre- 
ferred candidates are consistently defeated. 


Barriers Imposed by Administrative Policy- 
making: 

As widespread as restrictive election law- 
making has been in state legislatures around 
the country between 2012 and 2016, discre- 
tionary decisions made by unelected admin- 
istrators—particularly those serving at mu- 
nicipal or other local levels—now pose at 
least an equal threat to underrepresented 
voters ability to participate in elections. 
With the exception of noncompliance with 
language assistance obligations, voting 
rights laws have rarely been used success- 
fully to challenge executive policymaking 
that has discriminatory effects. Thus, Latino 
voters are particularly vulnerable to nega- 
tive consequences of discriminatory or un- 
sound election administration. Among the 
administrative issues over which election ad- 
ministrators have discretionary control, 
those that may have the most deleterious ef- 
fect on Latinos’ ability to vote in 2016 in- 
clude decisions about registration list main- 
tenance and the processing of new registra- 
tion applications, the closing and consolida- 
tion of polling places, the allocation of re- 
sources among polling places, and the degree 
of effort invested in providing language as- 
sistance to voters not yet fully fluent in 
English. 

CONCLUSION—CONGRESS MUST RESTORE THE 

VRA TO FULL STRENGTH 


Laws and policies that make it harder for 
Latinos to register and vote have a clear 
negative impact on the individuals who are 
individually prevented from taking part in 
elections by their inability to satisfy height- 
ened requirements. What may be less obvious 
is that restrictive measures inhibit even 
those who are not directly affected by them. 
The kinds of restrictive laws and policies 
that jurisdictions around the country have 
adopted since Election Day 2012 signal to 
members of the electorate that their voices 
and input as voters are not welcomed, but 
only grudgingly accepted when voters are 
willing to put in the effort to clear the hur- 
dles in their way. Because they discourage a 
broad group of potential voters at a time 
when voter participation has been in dan- 
gerous decline, policies that create barriers 
to the ballot box are the wrong policy 
choices for 2016. It is imperative that we in- 
stead encourage Latinos and all Americans 
to become more active participants in the 
political process by making the registration 
and voting process more accessible. 

We applaud Members of Congress for intro- 
ducing bipartisan legislation that would 
modernize the VRA. The Voting Rights 
Amendment Act, H.R. 885, and the Voting 
Rights Advancement Act, H.R. 2867, would 
ensure that discriminatory policies do not 
taint our political process, and that elec- 
tions are instead open to all Americans re- 
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gardless of their race, ethnicity, or linguistic 
ability. We look forward to working with 
Members of Congress on both sides of the 
aisle to advance legislation that strengthens 
protection of the fair and equal opportunity 
to vote, and safeguards the integrity of our 
democracy for the long term. 

Ms. BASS. Mr. Speaker, on May 20, 2016, 
| was honored as a special guest at an event 
in Monterey Park, California titled “Protect 
Your Future: Restore the Vote”. The event 
was organized to help constituents gain a bet- 
ter understanding of the negative impact of the 
Supreme Court decision, Shelby County vs. 
Holder. 

Members from our communities heard ex- 
pert testimony from the National Association 
for the Advancement of Colored People 
(NAACP) regarding the devastating impacts of 
the decision upon the Voting Rights Act. | in- 
clude in the RECORD the expert testimony of 
Sean Dugar, Regional Director, Region | of 
the NAACP into the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 
TESTIMONY OF SEAN DUGAR, REGIONAL DIREC- 

TOR, REGION I, TESTIMONY ON BEHALF OF 

THE NATIONAL ASSOCIATION FOR THE AD- 

VANCEMENT OF COLORED PEOPLE (NAACP) 

ON THE ROUNDTABLE DISCUSSION ‘‘PROTECT 

YOUR FUTURE: RESTORE THE VOTE’’—MAY 

20, 2016 

Good morning, Congresswoman CHU, Con- 
gresswoman ROYBAL-ALLARD, Congress- 
woman SANCHEZ, and distinguished guests 
and friends. Thank you so very much for in- 
viting me here to discuss fully restoring and 
protecting the right to vote. I appreciate the 
opportunity to provide you with the 
thoughts and opinions of the NAACP on this 
very important issue. 

Founded more than 107 years ago, in Feb- 
ruary of 1909, the National Association for 
the Advancement of Colored People, the 
NAACP, is our nation’s oldest, largest, and 
most widely-recognized grassroots-based 
civil rights organization. We currently have 
more than 1,200 active membership units 
across the nation, with members in every 
one of the 50 states as well as units on over- 
seas military bases. In addition to our com- 
munity based adult units, we also have 
youth and college units in hundreds of com- 
munities and schools including colleges and 
university campuses across the country as 
well as units in prisons. 

My name is Sean Dugar, and I am the re- 
gional field director for the NAACP for Re- 
gion I. The NAACP divides the country into 
seven regions, and Region I is the western- 
most region: it is comprised of Alaska, Ari- 
zona, Hawaii, Idaho, Nevada, Oregon, Utah, 
Washington, and of course, California. Iam a 
national staff person, and I come to you 
today on behalf of the national NAACP. In 
preparing this testimony, I consulted with 
Mr. Hilary Shelton who is the Director of the 
Washington Bureau and the lead advocate 
for the NAACP before the federal govern- 
ment. Hilary asked that I tell you all how 
sorry he is that he cannot be here today and 
indicated that he would be more than happy 
to answer any questions you may have which 
I cannot answer for you. 

The NAACP, a non-profit, non-partisan or- 
ganization was established with the objec- 
tive of insuring the educational, political, 
social, and economic equality of racial and 
ethnic minorities in our country. The 
NAACP has as its mission the goal of elimi- 
nating race prejudice and removing all bar- 
riers of racial discrimination through the 
democratic process. Voting rights for all eli- 
gible Americans, advancing voter participa- 
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tion and the eradication of disenfranchising 
practices and voter fraud, has been a top pri- 
ority of the NAACP since our founding. 
Throughout our more than 107-year history, 
the NAACP has advocated and worked 
against such racist and heinous obstacles to 
full democratic citizenship participation 
such as America’s Jim Crow laws and the 
Black Codes. 

As such, we were instrumental in the de- 
velopment and enactment of the 1965 Voting 
Rights Act, and its subsequent reauthoriza- 
tions, the 1992 Motor Voter Law, and the 2002 
Help America Vote Act as well as several 
other key pieces of Federal legislation aimed 
at ensuring and protecting the rights of all 
eligible Americans to cast an unfettered vote 
and be certain that our vote has been count- 
ed. 

Tragically, our country, which promotes 
itself as the beacon of democracy throughout 
the world, has seen a reversal in the century- 
old struggle for achieving the goal of ‘‘one 
person, one vote.’’ This reversal has been 
strategic and multi-faceted and sadly tar- 
geted disproportionately at the very people 
whom I would argue could use a louder, 
stronger, and more consistent voice among 
our elected officials. Specifically, a majority 
of those currently being disenfranchised by 
these malevolent laws are racial and ethnic 
minorities, low-income Americans, the elder- 
ly, students and women. Whether through 
bogus photo identification requirements, ra- 
cially disparate ex-felon disenfranchisement 
laws, shortened early voting periods, or ini- 
tiatives making it harder for third parties to 
register qualified voters, states are abridging 
the voting rights of millions of Americans. 

Furthermore, with the Supreme Court’s 
misguided, harmful 2013 decision in Shelby v. 
Holder, many of the protections we had 
begun to appreciate are now threatened. The 
Voting Rights Act of 1965 (VRA), for which 
the NAACP was on the frontlines in the 
struggle to enact, was signed into law to in- 
sure that under the 15th Amendment to the 
U.S. Constitution, no one, including federal, 
state or local governments, may in any way 
impede people from registering to vote or 
voting because of their race, ethnicity or 
other differences. Most provisions in the 
VRA, and specifically the portions that guar- 
antee that no one may be denied the right to 
vote because of his or her race or color, are 
permanent, and as such are not the provi- 
sions subject to reauthorization. 

Section 5 of the VRA requires certain 
states or jurisdictions, which have an estab- 
lished history of laws or policies which re- 
sult in the disenfranchisement of a group of 
racial or ethnic minority voters to obtain 
advance approval or ‘‘preclearance”’ from the 
US Department of Justice or the US District 
Court in D.C. before they can make any 
changes to voting practices or procedures. 
Examples of these changes include any 
change in the date, time, place, or manner 
under which an election is held. Federal ap- 
proval is given to make the proposed change 
as soon as the state or jurisdiction proves 
that the proposed change would not abridge 
the right to vote on account of race or color. 
Originally, in 1965, legislators hoped that 
within five years the problems would be re- 
solved and there would be no further need for 
these enforcement-related provisions: how- 
ever, it proved necessary to extend these pro- 
tections in 1970, and again in 1975, 1982 and 
2006 through the Congressional reauthoriza- 
tion process. 

As a side note, the 2006 reauthorization, 
which had passed the House by the over- 
whelming bipartisan vote of 390-33, appeared 
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to be stalled in the Senate, and was being 
threatened by a number of dangerous amend- 
ments. But thousands of delegates and 
friends of the NAACP who were attending 
our annual convention in Washington, 
marched from the convention center to Cap- 
itol Hill in support of the reauthorization 
bill and then went to their Senators’ offices 
with specific demands to pass the reauthor- 
ization bill without amendment. I am 
pleased to report that the bill was passed 
later that same week, unamended, by a vote 
of 98 to 0. 

I am relaying this anecdote because the 
march was driven mostly by our youth and 
college division, who led the marchers on 
that incredibly hot July day not only for the 
2+ miles to the Hill, but then also on visits 
with their Senators. It was an instance 
where the NAACP, and specifically the next 
generation of NAACPers, made a real dif- 
ference. 

On June 25, 2018, however, the U.S. Su- 
preme Court issued its decision in the case of 
Shelby v. Holder in which the Court did not 
invalidate the principle of preclearance. The 
Supreme Court did decide, however, that 
Section 4(b) of the VRA, which establishes 
the formula that is used to determine which 
states and jurisdictions must comply with 
preclearance, is antiquated and thus uncon- 
stitutional and can no longer be used. Thus, 
although Section 5 survives, it is currently 
not being used and will not be used fully 
until Congress develops and enacts a new for- 
mula to determine which states and jurisdic- 
tions should be covered by it. 

The bipartisan Voting Rights Advance- 
ment Act, S. 1659/H.R. 2867, is sponsored in 
the U.S. Senate by Senators Patrick Leahy 
(VT), Lisa Murkowski (AK) and in the U.S. 
House by Congresswoman Terri Sewell and 
Congressman John Lewis (GA) on behalf of 
themselves, the Congressional Black Caucus, 
the Congressional Hispanic Caucus, and the 
Congressional Asian and Pacific American 
Caucus among others. I would like to stop 
for a minute and express the sincere appre- 
ciation of the NAACP to the three legisla- 
tors here today, Congresswoman Chu, Con- 
gresswoman Roybal-Allard, and Congress- 
woman Sanchez, who are co-sponsors of this 
important legislation. I would also be remiss 
if I didn’t pass along Hilary Shelton’s per- 
sonal appreciation that they each consist- 
ently score an “A” on the NAACP’s Federal 
Legislative Report Card. 

This seminal legislation would: modernize 
the preclearance formula to cover states 
with an historical pattern of discrimination; 
ensure that last-minute voting changes 
won’t adversely affect voters; protect voters 
from the types of voting changes most likely 
to discriminate against and disenfranchise 
people of color and language minorities; en- 
hance the ability to apply a preclearance re- 
view when needed; expand the effective Fed- 
eral Observer Program; and improve voting 
Rights protections for Native Americans and 
Alaska Natives. Furthermore, this legisla- 
tion includes all of the priorities necessary 
for a strong VRA restoration as established 
by the NAACP National Board of Directors. 

We need to fix the damage to the VRA in- 
flicted by Shelby, and this legislation would 
repair and strengthen it. Yet the NAACP has 
consistently, and before Shelby, argued that 
we need to do more to expand the franchise 
and get more Americans involved in the elec- 
toral system. That is why our Washington 
Bureau Director asked me again to express 
our sincere appreciation to the three law- 
makers sitting here today for lifting up and 
sponsoring H.R. 12, the Voter Empowerment 
Act. 
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In a time when numerous states are con- 
sidering or have already enacted legislation 
to restrict or suppress voter participation, 
Congressman John Lewis (GA) and 174 of his 
colleagues in the U.S. House of Representa- 
tives have introduced H.R. 12, the Voter Em- 
powerment Act. This important legislation 
would expand and protect voters’ access to 
the polls and would increase accountability 
and integrity among election officials and 
poll workers. It also would expand eligibility 
to allow all ex-offenders who have been re- 
leased from prison to register and vote in 
federal elections (even those who may still 
be on probation or parole). 

Specifically, the Voter Empowerment Act 
would: 

Guarantee early voting—require that every 
state establish early voting sites that are 
open at least 15 days prior to a general elec- 
tion day; 

This includes weekends, which many work- 
ing people may find to be the only time they 
can get to the polls; 

Require automatic registration—the bill 
would use modern technology to automati- 
cally and permanently register all eligible 
voters; 

Allow same-day registration throughout 
the country—H.R. 12 would ensure allow vot- 
ers to register to vote on election day at 
their polling place; 

Ensure on-line voter registration—the 
Voter Empowerment Act would ensure that 
online voter registration is a viable option 
nationally; 

Outlaw ‘‘voter caging’’—makes illegal a 
practice by which mail is sent to a registered 
voter’s address and, if the mail is returned as 
“undeliverable” or if it is delivered and the 
voter does not respond, his or her registra- 
tion is challenged; 

Clarify and strengthen the use of provi- 
sional ballots—ensures that provisional bal- 
lots are counted; 

Make voter intimidation and deception 
punishable by law—with strong and tough 
penalties so that people who commit these 
crimes suffer more than just a slap on the 
wrist, and establish a process for reaching 
out to misinformed voters with accurate in- 
formation so they can cast their votes in 
time; 

Re-enfranchise ex-offenders—H.R. 12 incor- 
porates the provisions of the NAACP-sup- 
ported ‘‘Democracy Restoration Act” by al- 
lowing ex-offenders, once they are out of 
prison, the opportunity to register and vote 
in federal elections without challenges or 
complication; 

Encourage youth voters—the Voter Em- 
powerment Act requires colleges and univer- 
sities to offer and encourage voter registra- 
tion to all students; 

Assure voting by overseas residents—H.R. 
12 increases assurances that Americans who 
may be living overseas, especially those 
serving our country in the armed services, 
can cast a valid vote and be assured that 
their vote was counted. 

In short, we can and should do more to 
guarantee that the vote to right—the corner- 
stone of our Constitution and our democ- 
racy—is not only protected but made easier. 
I would again like to commend and thank 
Congresswoman Chu, Congresswoman Roy- 
bal-Allard, and Congresswoman Sanchez for 
their leadership in this area; please know 
that Director Shelton and the entire NAACP 
stand ready to work with you in Washington 
and here at home, and I look forward to our 
round table discussion. 
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SENATE BILL REFERRED 


A Bill of the Senate of the following 
title was taken from the Speaker’s 
table and, under the rule, referred as 
follows: 

S. 3076. An act to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to authorize the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs to furnish caskets and urns 
for burial in cemeteries of States and tribal 
organizations of veterans without next of 
kin or sufficient resources to provide for cas- 
kets or urns, and for other purposes; to the 
committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 


EE 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House, 
reported and found truly enrolled bills 
of the House of the following titles, 
which were thereupon signed by the 
Speaker: 

H.R. 5936. An act to authorize the Sec- 
retary of Veterans Affairs to enter into cer- 
tain leases at the Department of Veterans 
Affairs West Los Angeles Campus in Los An- 
geles, California, to make certain improve- 
ments to the enhanced-use lease authority of 
the Department, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 5985. An act to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to extend certain expiring pro- 
visions of law administered by the Secretary 
of Veterans Affairs, and for other purposes. 


EEE 
ADJOURNMENT 


Ms. SEWELL of Alabama. Mr. Speak- 
er, I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

The motion was agreed to; accord- 
ingly (at 9 o’clock and 24 minutes 


p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Thursday, September 22, 2016, at 10 


a.m. for morning-hour debate. 


EE 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 


Mr. CHAFFETZ: Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. H.R. 5995. A bill to 
strike the sunset on certain provisions relat- 
ing to the authorized protest of a task or de- 
livery order under section 4106 of title 41, 
United States Code (Rept. 114-779). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. GOODLATTE: Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. H.R. 2315. A bill to limit the authority 
of States to tax certain income of employees 
for employment duties performed in other 
States (Rept. 114-780). Referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. BYRNE: Committee on Rules. House 
Resolution 879. Resolution providing for con- 
sideration of the bill (H.R. 5931) to provide 
for the prohibition on cash payments to the 
Government of Iran, and for other purposes, 
and waiving a requirement of clause 6(a) of 
rule XIII with respect to consideration of 
certain resolutions reported from the Com- 
mittee on Rules (Rept. 114-781). Referred to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. GOODLATTE: Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. H.R. 5982. A bill to amend chapter 8 of 
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title 5, United States Code, to provide for en 
bloc consideration in resolutions of dis- 
approval for ‘‘midnight rules”, and for other 
purposes (Rept. 114-782, Pt. 1). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 
DISCHARGE OF COMMITTEE 

Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XIII, the 
Committee on Rules discharged from 
further consideration. H.R. 5982 re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 


ee 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred, as follows: 


By Mr. VARGAS (for himself, Mr. 
SERRANO, Mr. VELA, Mr. GRIJALVA, 
Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mrs. DAVIS of Cali- 
fornia, Mr. MCGOVERN, and Mr. 
VEASEY): 

H.R. 6091. A bill to require the Secretary of 
Homeland Security to identify aliens who 
have served, or are serving, in the Armed 
Forces of the United States when those 
aliens apply for an immigration benefit or 
are placed in an immigration enforcement 
proceeding, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. VARGAS (for himself, Mr. 
SERRANO, Mr. VELA, Mrs. DAVIS of 
California, and Mrs. NAPOLITANO): 

H.R. 6092. A bill to amend section 212(d)(5) 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act to 
allow certain alien veterans to be paroled 
into the United States to receive health care 
furnished by the Secretary of Veterans Af- 
fairs; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. VARGAS (for himself, Mr. 
SERRANO, Mr. VELA, Mr. GRIJALVA, 
Mrs. NAPOLITANO, and Mr. McGov- 
ERN): 

H.R. 6093. A bill to establish naturalization 
offices at initial military training sites; to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. WALBERG (for himself, Mr. 
KLINE, Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, 
Mr. HUNTER, Mr. ROE of Tennessee, 
Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
GUTHRIE, Mr. ROKITA, Mr. BARLETTA, 
Mr. HECK of Nevada, Mr. MESSER, Mr. 
BYRNE, Mr. BRAT, Mr. CARTER of 
Georgia, Mr. BISHOP of Michigan, Mr. 
GROTHMAN, Ms. STEFANIK, Mr. ALLEN, 
Mr. CHABOT, Mr. HARDY, Mr. HILL, 


Ms. SINEMA, Mr. KELLY of Mis- 
sissippi, Mr. BENISHEK, Mrs. 
WALORSKI, Mr. NEWHOUSE, Mr. 


WESTERMAN, Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana, 
Mr. KNIGHT, Mr. BARR, and Mr. 
DOLD): 

H.R. 6094. A bill to provide for a 6-month 
delay in the effective date of a rule of the 
Department of Labor relating to income 
thresholds for determining overtime pay for 
executive, administrative, professional, out- 
side sales, and computer employees; to the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce. 

By Ms. LEE (for herself, Ms. EDDIE 
BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. 
BUTTERFIELD, Ms. JUDY CHU of Cali- 
fornia, Mr. POLIS, Ms. DELBENE, Mr. 
HINOJOSA, Ms. TITUS, Ms. KELLY of Il- 
linois, Mr. HONDA, Ms. CLARK of Mas- 
sachusetts, and Ms. FUDGE): 

H.R. 6095. A bill to authorize the Secretary 
of Education to carry out a program to in- 
crease access to prekindergarten through 
grade 12 computer science education; to the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce. 
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By Mrs. WALORSKI (for herself, Miss 
RICE of New York, and Mr. COSTELLO 
of Pennsylvania): 

H.R. 6096. A bill to provide for the recon- 
sideration of claims for disability compensa- 
tion for veterans who were the subjects of 
experiments by the Department of Defense 
during World War II that were conducted to 
assess the effects of mustard gas or lewisite 
on people, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, and in addi- 
tion to the Committee on Armed Services, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider- 
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju- 
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. SERRANO (for himself, Mr. 
GUTIERREZ, Ms. VELÁZQUEZ, Ms. LOF- 

GREN, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. GALLEGO, 

Mr. TED LIEU of California, Mrs. LAW- 
RENCE, Ms. NORTON, Mr. MCGOVERN, 
Mr. O’ROURKE, Mr. SMITH of Wash- 
ington, Mr. VARGAS, Mr. GRIJALVA, 
Ms. CLARKE of New York, Ms. Roy- 
BAL-ALLARD, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mrs. 


TORRES, Mr. PIERLUISI, Mr. HONDA, 
Mr. ELLISON, Mr. MCNERNEY, Mr. 
HASTINGS, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Ms. 


MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of New 

Mexico, Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Mr. 
CROWLEY, Ms. LEE, Mr. RANGEL, Ms. 
EDWARDS, and Mr. KENNEDY): 

H.R. 6097. A bill to amend section 236 of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act to modify 
the conditions on the detention of aliens, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SANFORD (for himself, Mr. 
CRAMER, and Mr. BRAT): 

H.R. 6098. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to repeal the withholding 
of income and social security taxes; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HUFFMAN (for himself and Ms. 
ESHOO): 

H.R. 6099. A bill to support the establish- 
ment and improvement of communications 
sites on or adjacent to Federal lands under 
the jurisdiction of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior or the Secretary of Agriculture through 
the retention and use of rental fees associ- 
ated with such sites, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Natural Resources, and 
in addition to the Committee on Agriculture, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider- 
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju- 
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON (for himself, Mrs. 
LUMMIS, Mr. HARPER, Mr. GOSAR, Mr. 
GOHMERT, Mr. HUDSON, Mr. ABRAHAM, 
Mr. BRAT, Mr. COLLINS of New York, 
Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. 
HUELSKAMP, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, 
Mr. CHABOT, Mr. HARRIS, Mr. COLE, 
Mr. LAMALFA, Mr. WEBER of Texas, 
Mr. Youo, Mr. TIBERI, Mr. FLORES, 
Mrs. HARTZLER, and Mr. MESSER): 

H.R. 6100. A bill to prevent proposed regu- 
lations relating to restrictions on liquida- 
tion of an interest with respect to estate, 
gift, and generation-skipping transfer taxes 
from taking effect; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mrs. BLACK (for herself and Mr. 
WELCH): 

H.R. 6101. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to improve the Medicare 
accountable care organization (ACO) pro- 
gram, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and in addition 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider- 


13319 


ation of such provisions as fall within the ju- 
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. CARDENAS: 

H.R. 6102. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Transportation to establish a Smart Tech- 
nology Traffic Signals Grant Program, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. COHEN (for himself and Mr. 
Ross): 

H.R. 6103. A bill to provide standards for 
physical condition and management of hous- 
ing receiving assistance payments under sec- 
tion 8 of the United States Housing Act of 
1937; to the Committee on Financial Serv- 
ices. 

By Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana (for him- 
self, Mr. BOUSTANY, Mr. RICHMOND, 
and Mr. ABRAHAM): 

H.R. 6104. A bill to establish a deadline for 
approval of claims made under the National 
Flood Insurance Program, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Financial Serv- 
ices. 

By Mr. JONES (for himself and Mr. 
BUTTERFIELD): 

H.R. 6105. A bill to amend the Intermodal 
Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 
1991 to designate certain parts of United 
States Route 264 and the Eastern North 
Carolina Gateway Corridor as future parts of 
the Interstate System, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure. 

By Ms. KUSTER (for herself and Mrs. 
BUSTOS): 

H.R. 6106. A bill to establish a single export 
promotion agency in the executive branch, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. TED LIEU of California: 

H.R. 6107. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to authorize the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs to enter into agreements 
with public and private entities to provide 
pro bono legal services to homeless veterans 
and veterans at risk of homelessness, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Vet- 
erans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. LOEBSACK (for himself, Mr. 
STIVERS, Mrs. BUSTOS, Ms. GABBARD, 
Mr. WEBER of Texas, Mr. JONES, Mr. 
HONDA, Mr. GALLEGO, Mr. RANGEL, 
Mr. SERRANO, Mr. CURBELO of Flor- 
ida, Mr. THOMPSON of California, Mr. 
WALZ, Mr. MARINO, Mr. COOPER, Mr. 
SWALWELL of California, Mr. BLUM, 
Mr. ROONEY of Florida, Mrs. NAPOLI- 
TANO, Mr. DENHAM, Mr. HUNTER, and 
Mr. SABLAN): 

H.R. 6108. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to ensure that certain veterans 
receive in-patient psychiatric care provided 
by the Department of Veterans Affairs; to 
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. PALLONE (for himself, Mr. 
LEVIN, Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas, and 
Mr. McDERMOTT): 

H.R. 6109. A bill to amend titles XVIII and 
XIX of the Social Security Act to improve 
the affordability and enrollment procedures 
of the Medicare program, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and in addition to the Committees on Energy 
and Commerce, and Transportation and In- 
frastructure, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with- 
in the jurisdiction of the committee con- 
cerned. 

By Mr. PERRY (for himself, Mr. 
BROOKS of Alabama, and Mr. DUNCAN 
of South Carolina): 

H.R. 6110. A bill to amend section 412(a)(2) 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act to 
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require ratification of a plan with respect to 
a refugee by the legislature of a State before 
the refugee may be initially placed or reset- 
tled in the State, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RYAN of Ohio: 

H.R. 6111. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to provide for a partial ex- 
clusion from the excise tax imposed on heavy 
trucks sold at retail for alternative fuel 
trucks; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mrs. TORRES: 

H.R. 6112. A bill to require the Small Busi- 
ness Administration to make information re- 
lating to lenders making covered loans pub- 
licly available, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Small Business. 

By Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN: 

H.R. 6113. A bill to restrict the authority of 
the Attorney General to enter into contracts 
for Federal correctional facilities and com- 
munity confinement facilities, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary. 

By Mr. WENSTRUP (for himself and 
Mr. HECK of Nevada): 

H.R. 6114. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to authorize the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs to furnish caskets and urns 
for burial in cemeteries of States and tribal 
organizations of veterans without next of 
kin or sufficient resources to provide for cas- 
kets or urns, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: 

H.R. 6115. A bill to fulfill the land convey- 
ance requirements under the Alaska Native 
Claims Settlement Act for the Alaska Native 
Village of Canyon Village, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Natural Re- 
sources. 

By Mr. LEWIS (for himself and Mr. 
MCGOVERN): 

H. Con. Res. 158. Concurrent resolution rec- 
ognizing the International Day of Peace; to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern- 
ment Reform. 

By Mr. McCAUL (for himself, Mr. 
ENGEL, and Mr. ROYCE): 

H. Con. Res. 159. Concurrent resolution 
condemning the Government of the Islamic 
Republic of Iran for the 1988 massacre of po- 
litical prisoners and calling for justice for 
the victims; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mrs. LAWRENCE: 

H. Res. 880. A resolution expressing support 
for a uniform adoption process of children 
from foster care and promoting the enact- 
ment by all States of the Interstate Compact 
for the Placement of Children to ensure more 
children in the United States are placed in 
safe, loving, and permanent homes; to the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce, 
and in addition to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, for a period to be subsequently de- 
termined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with- 
in the jurisdiction of the committee con- 
cerned. 

By Mr. BEYER (for himself, Mr. 
HONDA, Mr. HIMES, Mr. MCGOVERN, 
Mrs. DINGELL, Mr. MEEKS, Mr. TONKO, 
Mr. NEAL, Mr. MOULTON, Ms. LEE, Mr. 
SABLAN, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. DEUTCH, 
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina, Mr. KIL- 
DEE, Mr. WALZ, Mr. POCAN, Mr. 
Costa, Mr. LEWIS, Ms. TITUS, Ms. 
KUSTER, and Mr. MCDERMOTT): 

H. Res. 881. A resolution recognizing the 
55th anniversary of the Fulbright-Hays Pro- 
grams; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
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CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 


Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa- 
tives, the following statements are sub- 
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu- 
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 

By Mr. VARGAS: 

H.R. 6091. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following section of 
the U.S. Constitution: 

(1) To establish a uniform Rule of Natu- 
ralization, as enumerated in Article I, Sec- 
tion 8, Clause 4 of the U.S. Constitution; 

(2) To raise and support armies, but no ap- 
propriation of money to that use shall be for 
a longer term than two years, as enumerated 
in Article I, Section 8, Clause 12 of the U.S. 
Constitution; 

(3) To provide and maintain a navy, as enu- 
merated in Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 of 
the U.S. Constitution; and 

(4) To make rules for the government and 
regulation of the land and naval forces, as 
enumerated in Article I, Section 8, Clause 14 
of the U.S. Constitution. 

(5) To make all laws which shall be nec- 
essary and proper for carrying into execution 
the foregoing powers, and all other powers 
vested by this Constitution in the govern- 
ment of the United States, or in any depart- 
ment or officer thereof, , as enumerated in 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 of the U.S. 
Constitution. 

By Mr. VARGAS: 

H.R. 6092. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following section of 
the U.S. Constitution: 

(1) To establish a uniform Rule of Natu- 
ralization, as enumerated in Article I, Sec- 
tion 8, Clause 4 of the U.S. Constitution; 

(2) To raise and support armies, but no ap- 
propriation of money to that use shall be for 
a longer term than two years, as enumerated 
in Article I, Section 8, Clause 12 of the U.S. 
Constitution; 

(3) To provide and maintain a navy, as enu- 
merated in Article I, Section 8, Clause 13 of 
the U.S. Constitution; and 

(4) To make rules for the government and 
regulation of the land and naval forces, as 
enumerated in Article I, Section 8, Clause 14 
of the U.S. Constitution. 

(5) To make all laws which shall be nec- 
essary and proper for carrying into execution 
the foregoing powers, and all other powers 
vested by this Constitution in the govern- 
ment of the United States, or in any depart- 
ment or officer thereof, , as enumerated in 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 of the U.S. 
Constitution. 

By Mr. VARGAS: 

H.R. 6093. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following section of 
the U.S. Constitution: 

(1) To establish a uniform Rule of Natu- 
ralization, as enumerated in Article I, Sec- 
tion 8, Clause 4 of the U.S. Constitution; 

(2) To raise and support armies, but no ap- 
propriation of money to that use shall be for 
a longer term than two years, as enumerated 
in Article I, Section 8, Clause 12 of the U.S. 
Constitution; 
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(3) To provide and maintain a navy, as enu- 
merated in Article I, Section 8, Clause 13 of 
the U.S. Constitution; and 

(4) To make rules for the government and 
regulation of the land and naval forces, as 
enumerated in Article I, Section 8, Clause 14 
of the U.S. Constitution. 

By Mr. WALBERG: 

H.R. 6094. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, section 8 of the Constitution of 
the United States 

By Ms. LEE: 

H.R. 6095. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, 

Clause 1 

“The Congress shall have power to lay and 
collect taxes, duties, imposts and excises, to 
pay the debts and provide for the common 
defense and general welfare of the United 
States; but all duties, imposts and excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United 
States;”’ 

Clause 3 

“To regulate commerce with foreign na- 
tions, and among the several states, and with 
the Indian tribes;’’ 

Clause 8 

“To promote the progress of science and 
useful arts, by securing for limited times to 
authors and inventors the exclusive right to 
their respective writings and discoveries;”’ 

By Mrs. WALORSKI: 

H.R. 6096. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 

By Mr. SERRANO: 

H.R. 6097. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 4, which states 
that ‘“‘Congress shall have the power... to 
establish a uniform rule of naturalization,” 
and Article I, Section 8, Clause 18, which 
states that ‘“‘Congress shall have the power 

. To make all laws which shall be nec- 
essary and proper for carrying into execution 
the foregoing powers, and all other powers 
vested by this Constitution in the govern- 
ment of the United States, or in any officer 
or department thereof.” 

By Mr. SANFORD: 

H.R. 6098. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

the Sixteenth Amendment of the U.S. Con- 
stitution 

By Mr. HUFFMAN: 

H.R. 6099. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18: To make all 
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow- 
ers, and all otehr Powers vesteed by this 
Constitution in the Government of the 
United States, or in any Department or of- 
fice thereof 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: 

H.R. 6100. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1: Since valu- 
ation rules affect the collection of taxes, 
laws determining their use are constitu- 
tional under Congressional authority to lay 
and collect taxes. 

By Mrs. BLACK: 

H.R. 6101. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
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Article I, Section 8, Clause 3, to regulate 
Commerce with foreign Nations, and among 
the several States, and with the Indian 
tribes. . 

By Mr. CARDENAS: 

H.R. 6102. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clauses 1 and 18 of the 
United States Constitution. 

By Mr. COHEN: 

H.R. 6103. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1 of the Con- 
stitution 

By Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana: 

H.R. 6104. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Art 1, Section 8, Clause 3 

By Mr. JONES: 

H.R. 6105. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Under Article 1, Section 8, Clauses: 

1) The Congress shall have Power to... 
provide for the common Defense and general 
Welfare of the United States 

3) To regulate Commerce with foreign Na- 
tions, and among the several States, and 
with the Indian Tribes 

7) To establish Post Offices and post Roads 

18) To make all Laws which shall be nec- 
essary and proper for carrying into Execu- 
tion the foregoing Powers, and all other 
Powers vested in this Constitution in the 
Government of the United States, or in any 
Department or Officer thereof. 

By Ms. KUSTER: 

H.R. 6106. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the United 
States Constitution, the Taxing and Spend- 
ing Clause: ‘‘To regulate Commerce with for- 
eign Nations, and among the several States, 
and with the Indian Tribes. . .” 

By Mr. TED LIEU of California: 

H.R. 6107. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu- 
tion. 

By Mr. LOEBSACK: 

H.R. 6108. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause I of the Con- 
stitution which grants Congress the power to 
provide for the general Welfare of the United 
States. 

By Mr. PALLONE: 

H.R. 6109. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 of the United 
States Constitution 

By Mr. PERRY: 

H.R. 6110. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8 of the United States 
Constitution 

By Mr. RYAN of Ohio: 

H.R. 6111. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

“The Congress enacts this bill pursuant to 
Clause 18 of Section 8 of Article I of the 
United States Constitution.” 

By Mrs. TORRES: 

H.R. 6112. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
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Article 1, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu- 
tion. 
By Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN: 
H.R. 6113. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Sections 1 and 8 
By Mr. WENSTRUP: 
H.R. 6114. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 of the United States 
Constitution 
By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: 
H.R. 6115. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2 and Article 
I, Section 8, Clause 3 


EE 


ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 


Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu- 
tions, as follows: 


H.R. 21: Mr. GOSAR. 

H.R. 167: Mr. MCNERNEY and Ms. LORETTA 
SANCHEZ of California. 

H.R. 188: Ms. JACKSON LEE. 

H.R. 213: Mr. PALLONE and Mr. ISRAEL. 

H.R. 592: Mr. VAN HOLLEN. 

H.R. 704: Mr. GOSAR. 

H.R. 746: Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. 

H.R. 932: Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 
New York. 

H.R. 1006: Mr. AGUILAR. 

H.R. 1025: Ms. LEE, Ms. CLARKE of New 
York, Mr. RUSH, Mr. DESAULNIER, Mr. 
DEUTCH, Ms. NORTON, Mr. SERRANO, Mrs. 
WATSON COLEMAN, and Ms. KUSTER. 

. 1089: Mr. KIND and Mr. DENHAM. 

. 1095: Mr. AGUILAR. 

. 1142: . AL GREEN of Texas. 

. 1151: . LUETKEMEYER. 

. 1158: . HENSARLING. 

. 1185: . GUTHRIE and Mr. FLORES. 

. 1288: . HUFFMAN. 

. 1819: . RIcE of South Carolina. 

. 1492: . HONDA. 

. 1516: . AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia. 

. 1550: . AGUILAR. 

. 1687: . CUMMINGS. 

. 1728: Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of 
New Mexico, Mr. PASCRELL, Ms. CLARKE of 
New York, Mr. SCHIFF, Mrs. LOWEY, and Ms. 


FUDGE. 

H.R. 1733: Mr. ELLISON. 

H.R. 1861: Mr. GOSAR. 

H.R. 1941: Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. 

H.R. 2287: Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. 

H.R. 2290: Mr. BABIN. 

H.R. 2434: Ms. LEE. 

H.R. 2441: Mr. MILLER of Florida. 

H.R. 2521: Mr. LANGEVIN. 

H.R. 2597: Mr. MOULTON. 

H.R. 2660: Ms. CLARKE of New York, Mr. 
PASCRELL, Mr. NORCROSS, Mr. HONDA, Mrs. 
LOWEY, Mr. COHEN, and Ms. KUSTER. 

H.R. 2698: Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois. 


H.R. 2715: Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of 
New Mexico, Mr. SWALWELL of California, 
Ms. FUDGE, Ms. KUSTER, Mr. PASCRELL, and 
Ms. CLARKE of New York. 

H.R. 2858: Mr. KIND and Mr. MOULTON. 

H.R. 2972: Mr. YARMUTH. 

H.R. 3084: Mr. HIGGINS, Mr. SEAN PATRICK 
MALONEY of New York, and Mr. SMITH of New 
Jersey. 

H.R. 3099: Mr. YARMUTH. 

H.R. 3280: Ms. SINEMA. 

H.R. 3323: Mr. NEUGEBAUER and Mr. STIV- 
ERS. 

H.R. 3381: Mr. LATTA. 
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H.R. 3522: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY and Mr. McGov- 
ERN. 

H.R. 3546: Mr. SWALWELL of California, Mr. 
SERRANO, and Mr. NORCROSS. 

H.R. 3599: Mr. RoE of Tennessee. 

H.R. 3660: Ms. ESTY. 

H.R. 3886: Mr. NORCROSS, Mr. RUSH, Mr. 
PASCRELL, Ms. CLARKE of New York, Mr. 
SWALWELL of California, Ms. MICHELLE 
LUJAN GRISHAM of New Mexico, Mr SERRANO, 
Ms. KUSTER, Ms. FUDGE, and Mrs. LOWEY. 

H.R. 3892: Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas and 
Mr. ZELDIN. 

H.R. 3929: Mr. AGUILAR. 

H.R. 4140: Mr. TROTT. 

H.R. 4151: Mr. HANNA. 

H.R. 4211: Mr. TIPTON. 

H.R. 4298: Miss RICE of New York, Mr. GIB- 
SON, Mr. PETERS, Mr. HARDY, Mr. DENHAM, 
Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts, Mr. DEFAZIO, 
Ms. DUCKWORTH, Mr. CALVERT, Mr. Cook, Mr. 
ROONEY of Florida, Mr. MARINO, Mr. PEARCE, 
Mr. BISHOP of Utah, Mr. SAM JOHNSON of 
Texas, Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania, and Mr. 
TOM PRICE of Georgia. 

H.R. 4475: Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. 

H.R. 4488: Mr. GALLEGO. 

H.R. 4505: Mr. PocaAn, Ms. DELAURO, Ms. 
BROWNLEY of California, Mr. SCHRADER, Ms. 
MATSUI, Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of New 
York, and Mr. KENNEDY. 

H.R. 4559: Mr. NEUGEBAUER. 

H.R. 4592: Mr. SHIMKUS and Mr. FRANKS of 
Arizona. 

H.R. 4622: Mr. COLE. 

H.R. 4657: Mr. HANNA, Mr. GUINTA, and Mr. 
TROTT. 

H.R. 4760: Mr. MILLER of Florida. 

H.R. 4784: Mr. HIMES, Ms. LEE, Mrs. LAw- 
RENCE, and Mr. COSTA. 

H.R. 4796: Ms. PINGREE. 

H.R. 4907: Mrs. LOVE and Ms. 
LUJAN GRISHAM of New Mexico. 

H.R. 4919: Ms. DELBENE, Ms. WASSERMAN 
SCHULTZ, Mr. TED LIEU of California, Mr. 
LOEBSACK, Mr. JEFFRIES, Mr. NADLER, Mr. 
SERRANO, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. CoOL- 
LINS of New York, and Mr. MCGOVERN. 

H.R. 4927: Mr. PETERSON. 

H.R. 4932: Mr. LOWENTHAL. 

H.R. 5008: Mr. AGUILAR. 

H.R. 5061: Mr. WEBER of Texas. 

H.R. 5082: Mr. MARINO, Mr. CLEAVER, and 
Mr. HOLDING. 
. 5122: Mr. GUTHRIE. 

. 5167: Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina. 
. 5180: Mr. HUNTER. 
. 5235: Mrs. DAVIS of California. 

H.R. 5251: Mr. KATKO. 

H.R. 5256: Mr. NOLAN, Mr. O’ROURKE, and 
Mr. VEASEY. 

H.R. 5263: Ms. DELBENE and Miss RICE of 
New York. 

H.R. 5373: Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. 

H.R. 5392: Mr. LUETKEMEYER. 

H.R. 5410: Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. Ross, and 
Mr. MULVANEY. 

H.R. 5418: Mr. YOHO, Mr. YODER, and Mr. 
SAM JOHNSON of Texas. 

H.R. 5428: Mr. Issa. 

H.R. 5436: Mr. ELLISON. 

H.R. 5466: Mr. JOYCE. 

H.R. 5474: Mr. HONDA. 

H.R. 5499: Mr. RENACCI and Mr. EMMER of 
Minnesota. 

. 5549: Mr. ROHRABACHER and Ms. NOR- 


MICHELLE 


. 5560: Mrs. NAPOLITANO. 
. 5579: Mr. CALVERT and Mr. MARINO. 
. 5600: Ms. KUSTER, Mr. KLINE, and Mrs. 


. 5622: Mr. VARGAS, Ms. NORTON, Mr. 
Mrs. KIRKPATRICK, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, 
and Ms. SEWELL of Alabama. 
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H.R. 5624: Mr. WEBER of Texas and Mr. 
ELLISON. 
H.R. 5682: 
H.R. 5691: 
H.R. 5720: 
H.R. 5721: 
H.R. 5732: 
H.R. 5768: 
H.R. 5790: 
: 6818: 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


HUFFMAN. 

GUTIERREZ. 

SWALWELL of California. 
PETERSON. 

PASCRELL. 

ZELDIN. 

VAN HOLLEN. 

RIBBLE. 

. 5814: Mr. BYRNE. 

. 5816: Mr. MCKINLEY. 

. 5817: Ms. BONAMICI and Mr. SANFORD. 
. 5829: Mr. KNIGHT and Mr. SMITH of 


s 5853: Mr. SMITH of Missouri and Mr. 


H.R. 5864: Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. 

H.R. 5904: Mr. NEUGEBAUER and Mr. MILLER 
of Florida. 

H.R. 5932: Mr. KING of New York and Ms. 
STEFANIK. 

H.R. 5942: Ms. KUSTER. 

H.R. 5953: Ms. NORTON, Mr. RICHMOND, Mr. 
VARGAS, Mr. PALLONE, and Mr. HINOJOSA. 

H.R. 5961: Mr. ZELDIN and Mr. WEBER of 
Texas. 

H.R. 5978: Mr. CUELLAR. 

H.R. 5980: Mr. BYRNE, Mr. VEASEY, Mr. 
DESAULNIER, and Ms. KELLY of Illinois. 

H.R. 5999: Mr. VEASEY. 

H.R. 6003: Mr. BYRNE and Mr. BRIDENSTINE. 

H.R. 6010: Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. 

H.R. 6015: Mr. FORTENBERRY. 

H.R. 6017: Mr. FOSTER. 

H.R. 6039: Mr. HECK of Nevada and Mr. 
AMODEI. 

H.R. 6045: Mr. KIND. 
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H.R. 6049: Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan and 
Mr. WALKER. 

H.R. 6059: Mr. PETERS and Mr. WELCH. 

H.R. 6061: Ms. LOFGREN. 

H.R. 6066: Mr. KNIGHT. 

H.R. 6072: Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois, 
Mr. MEEKS, Mr. RICHMOND, Mr. CLYBURN, Mr. 
PAYNE, Ms. FUDGE, Ms. BASS, Ms. CLARKE of 
New York, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Mr. CUMMINGS, 
Mr. RANGEL, Ms. BROWN of Florida, Ms. SE- 
WELL of Alabama, Ms. LEE, Mr. ScoTT of Vir- 
ginia, Mr. HASTINGS, Ms. MAXINE WATERS of 
California, and Ms. JACKSON LEE. 

H.R. 6073: Mr. TED LIEU of California, Mr. 
HUFFMAN, Mr. DANNY K. Davıs of Illinois, 
Mr. MEEKS, Mr. RICHMOND, Ms. FUDGE, Ms. 
Bass, Ms. CLARKE of New York, Mr. 
BUTTERFIELD, Mr. CUMMINGS, Ms. NORTON, 
Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, Mr. RANGEL, Ms. 
LEE, Mr. ScoTT of Virginia, Mr. HASTINGS, 
Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California, and Ms. 
JACKSON LEE. 

H.R. 6087: Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. JONES, Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina, 
Mr. WALZ, and Mr. BURGESS. 

H.R. 6088: Mr. BUCSHON, Mrs. BROOKS of In- 
diana, Mr. AMODEI, and Mr. JOYCE. 

H.J. Res. 98: Ms. EDWARDS. 

H. Con. Res. 40: Ms. DELAURO. 

H. Con. Res. 114: Mr. SALMON. 

H. Con. Res. 140: Mr. MURPHY of Florida, 
Mr. REED, Mr. CALVERT, Mr. WALDEN, Ms. 
ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. GIBSON, 
Mr. PosEY, Mr. Lucas, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr. 
FITZPATRICK, Mr. ZELDIN, and Mr. JOHNSON of 
Ohio. 

H. Con. Res. 141: Mr. LEVIN, Ms. MCCOLLUM, 
Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, and Ms. NORTON. 
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Con. Res. 155: Mr. AUSTIN ScoTT of Geor- 
gi 
Res. 346: 
Res. 831: 
Res. 840: 
Res. 845: 
Res. 848: Mr. KATKO. 
Res. 850: Mr. CARSON of Indiana. 
. Res. 851: Mrs. LOVE and Mr. ROONEY of 
Florida. 

H. Res. 853: Mr. ALLEN, Mr. HENSARLING, 
and Mr. CALVERT. 

H. Res. 854: Mr. POCAN. 

H. Res. 861: Mr. CICILLINE and Ms. LOF- 
GREN. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Ms. 
Mr. 


ROUZER. 
GROTHMAN. 
LOFGREN. 
PASCRELL. 


m p oe 


CONGRESSIONAL EARMARKS, LIM- 
ITED TAX BENEFITS, OR LIM- 
ITED TARIFF BENEFITS 


Under clause 9 of rule XXI, lists or 
statements on congressional earmarks, 
limited tax benefits, or limited tariff 
benefits were submitted as follows: 

OFFERED BY MR. ROYCE 

The amendment to H.R. 5931 (Prohibiting 
Future Ransom Payments to Iran Act) that 
I filed with the Committee on Rules, listed 
as amendment number one in that commit- 
tee’s report on the bill, does not contain any 
congressional earmarks, limited tax bene- 
fits, or limited tariff benefits as defined in 
clause 9 of rule XXI. 


September 21, 2016 
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 


TRIBUTE TO ANNE MARIE 
CHOTVACS 


HON. HAROLD ROGERS 


OF KENTUCKY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise today in recognition of Anne Marie 
Chotvacs, the clerk of the State, Foreign Op- 
erations Appropriations Subcommittee, who 
will be leaving the Committee staff after more 
than twelve years of service. 

Anne Marie joined the Appropriations Com- 
mittee staff in 2004 and has worked on var- 
ious subcommittees and for various chairmen 
since that time, ultimately becoming the clerk 
of the State, Foreign Operations Sub- 
committee in 2009. 

As the Chairman of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee, | have had the honor and pleasure of 
working closely with Anne Marie. She provides 
me with advice and information for many 
meetings, including those with foreign dig- 
nitaries here in the U.S. and overseas, as well 
as guides the Subcommittee legislation 
through the complicated and often difficult for- 
eign policy and foreign assistance issues that 
arise each year. 

Anne Marie is a dedicated professional. She 
efficiently manages her staff, and she sets an 
example as a leader who has always been 
willing to put the Committee first. She has sac- 
rificed countless hours, weeks, and years to 
further the work of the Committee and ad- 
vance the interests of the United States in a 
responsible and fiscally sustainable manner. 

| have said before, and | will say again, the 
Appropriations Committee has the best staff 
on Capitol Hill. Anne Marie is the epitome of 
that statement. Congress, and |, will miss 
Anne Marie’s contributions and leadership; but 
we thank her for her dedication and profes- 
sionalism and wish her well in her future en- 
deavors. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING ARMENIA’S 25TH 
INDEPENDENCE DAY 


HON. SCOTT GARRETT 


OF NEW JERSEY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, as a member 
of the Congressional Armenian Caucus, | rise 
today to recognize Armenia’s twenty-fifth Inde- 
pendence Day on September 21st. 

Both the United States and Armenia share 
the belief that remembering our countries’ her- 
itages is critical to paving the path to tomor- 
row. In the first genocide of the 20th century, 
nearly 1.5 million Armenians perished at the 
hands of the Ottoman Empire. And, for much 
of the Twentieth Century, Armenia was under 


the brutal rule of the Soviet Union. Although 
history has presented the Armenian people 
with many challenges, they have always found 
a way to triumph in the face of daunting ad- 
versity. 

The United States has consistently stood 
with Armenia over the last twenty-five years as 
the Armenian people have shown how a 
former Republic of the Soviet Union could 
transition into a thriving democratic nation- 
state. As we have seen around the world, new 
democracies will have their struggles. How- 
ever, | am confident that the resiliency and 
strength of the Armenian people will allow 
them to overcome any obstacles challenging 
their country’s bright future. 

| would again like to congratulate the people 
of Armenia on their twenty-fifth Independence 
Day. This anniversary is a time to remember 
the sacrifices of the past and to look ahead to 
a future. 


COMMEMORATING THE PASSING 
OF AND RECENT STREET NAM- 
ING IN HONOR OF ERNESTINE 
ANDERSON 


HON. JIM McDERMOTT 


OF WASHINGTON 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to pay tribute to Ms. Ernestine Anderson, who 
was recently commemorated in Seattle with a 
street renamed in her honor. Ms. Anderson 
passed away on March 10, 2016. She was an 
internationally renowned and a beloved Se- 
attle jazz vocalist. Ms. Anderson’s career 
spanned over six decades and earned her 
four Grammy nominations. In fitting com- 
memoration, Ernestine Anderson Way now 
spans the heart of Seattle’s Central District, 
where her career started. 

Ernestine Anderson was born in Houston, 
Texas on November 11, 1928 and began sing- 
ing when she was 3 years old. Her family 
moved to Seattle in 1944 and she began sing- 
ing in clubs on Jackson Street in the Central 
District as a teenager. During her career, Er- 
nestine Anderson performed at the Kennedy 
Center and Carnegie Hall and in 1958 she 
performed at the first Monterey Jazz Festival. 

After many years touring and recording 
music in Los Angeles, New York and London, 
Ms. Anderson returned to Seattle and briefly 
retired from music, working as a hotel maid 
and at a telephone answering service. Ms. An- 
derson is known for her song “Never Make 
Your Move Too Soon,” which was recorded by 
B.B. King, and appeared on her Grammy 
nominated album in 1981. 

In 2002, Ms. Anderson was awarded the 
Golden Umbrella by the popular Seattle music 
and arts festival known as Bumbershoot. In 
2012, the Low Income Housing Institute 


named one of their projects Ernestine Ander- 
son Place. These acknowledgements are a 
testament to the impact that Ms. Ernestine has 
had on Seattle. 

Ernestine Anderson has left an indelible 
mark on our community and her legacy will 
live on through her music. A memorial service 
for Ernestine Anderson took place on April 9, 
2016 in Seattle, Washington at the historical 
Paramount Theater. She will be greatly 
missed. 


EE 


TRIBUTE IN HONOR OF THE LIFE 
OF JOHN MICHAEL ANSTETT 


HON. ANNA G. ESHOO 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Speaker, | include in the 
RECORD the words of Zachary Anstett, written 
in memory of his beloved father, John Michael 
Anstett. Zachary’s words are as follows: 


Whenever I think of my dad, the very first 
thing that always comes to mind is a famil- 
jar scene, not a particular one: perhaps our 
family’s workhorse car needs to be fixed by 
tomorrow morning otherwise countless im- 
portant lessons, orthodontics appointments, 
not to mention after school activities of soc- 
cer, piano lessons, and Martial Arts training 
will be missed. Which is why we are both 
crouched under the jacked up car (don’t 
worry, this is likely where he teaches me 
about the safety jack stands provide us 
working under the car) everything looking 
like a black and white film in the harsh 
caged high wattage light-bulb’s glow. I do be- 
lieve I learned about the difference between 
drum brakes and disc brakes and how tech- 
nically, disc brakes are better but our car 
has drum brakes. 

This scene is so familiar to me because it 
was in those times I could literally see him 
leave my time frame and go back to the 
early seventies. He’s built himself and re- 
built himself an even better Chevy Camaro 
(obviously, red) and this car is legendary for 
spitting fire and raking in the speeding tick- 
ets all over north Texas. Not to mention the 
famous ticket you were most proud of: the 
one you received for disturbing the peace be- 
cause your car’s idle was too loud. You see 
he loved these things because he carefully 
built these things lovingly with his own 
hands—just how he built our family. 

His first attempt at building a son obvi- 
ously more flawed, contained more mistakes 
not for lack of love or care. Just maybe he 
spent a little too long trying to build as 
much in from the get-go. He named this 
project Chris and it remains one of the only 
things he made that was so full of love that 
nobody could every question this one most- 
important goal of the project. Not just to 
build a wondrous and wonderful human 
being: my brother. But to ensure this child 
would know he was loved not by saying it 
but by doing it. This child never went hun- 
gry, never had to be homeless, and got one of 


@ This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 


Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor. 
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the best educations possible in that time at 
that space. This child indeed would become 
just as precisely crafted by hand as the 
Camaro. 

Son number 2 was by name and by neces- 
sity different. He must have decided to hold 
back more on the built in features and leave 
some room for exploration, for curiosity, for 
discovery of the truth of things and how they 
behave in the world. A son who would rather 
go on a nature walk or be taken to a local 
park than sit in his bedroom reading vora- 
ciously as did number 1. Chris, in this way, 
added quite a bit to his own education and 
discovery. The end goal was the same: that 
they would learn and grow and know that 
one thing that could never be questioned, 
doubted, or denied: These two projects, these 
two things, made lovingly with his own 
hands would always be to him the pinnacle 
of his achievements, would always be what 
he was most proud of or loved the most. 

In short: I feel the truth of the love he had 
for me, my brother, and my family and it is 
indestructible, absolute, and unending. I 
could never capture how I felt about my fa- 
ther and how he viewed the world and me if 
I simply and directly laid it all out. The 
sheer weight of importance of just one fact: 
that he made many sacrifices to his own life 
that ours might be better is indescribably 
massive. 

Finally, if you knew John, I mean REAL- 
LY knew him, though he might not ever say 
it to you, you just knew he loved you dearly. 
His love was never obvious, conventional, or 
easy to understand. That was my dad: a man 
with a huge capacity to love and did so, 
clearly communicating it is the only flaw. 
But how insignificant is this flaw compared 
to the size of his heart? I love you Dad. I 
miss you so much already. I can’t wait for 
you to hear me read it. Love, Zach 


Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
in extending our most sincere condolences to 
the family of John Michael Anstett. 


RECOGNIZING DOUBLE TEN DAY 


HON. SCOTT DesJARLAIS 


OF TENNESSEE 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. DESJARLAIS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
in recognition of the upcoming Double Ten 
Day, the Republic of China’s, also known as 
Taiwan, national day, which falls on October 
10th. As the House will not be in session that 
day, | would like to take this opportunity to 
offer my early best wishes to the people of 
Taiwan. 

Over the past 50 years, Taiwan has under- 
gone dramatic political, social, and economic 
changes and is now the only democracy in the 
Chinese speaking world. This year, the people 
of Taiwan witnessed the third peaceful transi- 
tion of power with the election of the first 
woman to the Presidency, Dr. Tsai Ing-wen. 

There are important common values and 
principles that link the United States and Tai- 
wan, including respect for human rights, free- 
dom, and democracy and | commend Presi- 
dent Tsai Ing-wen for reiterating Taiwan’s 
commitment to these values. 

Taiwan has been and will continue to be a 
reliable and vital trading partner in East Asia. 
According to the U.S. Department of Com- 
merce, U.S. trade in goods with Taiwan 
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reached U.S. $66 billion last year, making Tai- 
wan our 9th largest trading partner in 2015. 

Taiwan is a prosperous society, a major 
contributor to the global economy, and plays 
an important role in the peace and security of 
the Asia-Pacific region. As such, it is troubling 
to know that Taiwan continues to be barred 
from a number of international organizations, 
many of which, like the International Civil Avia- 
tion Organization (ICAO), serve to promote 
safety and strengthen diplomacy among the 
global community. For the sake of passenger 
safety and international security, the country 
must be brought into the ICAO fold. Taiwan 
should be invited to attend the ICAO Assem- 
bly on a regular basis, enabling it to keep up- 
to-date with important matters and assist the 
Assembly in ensuring the safe, secure, and 
sustainable development of international civil 
aviation. 

In closing, | applaud the nation of Taiwan 
for its strong commitment to democratic values 
and | wish them all the best at their celebra- 
tions in Taiwan and at the Twin Oaks Estate. 


HONORING DEAN VICTOR WHITE 
HON. TODD ROKITA 


OF INDIANA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. ROKITA. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to re- 
member a dear friend, a business visionary, a 
World War II veteran, and a dedicated com- 
munity leader from the Hoosier State. 

Mr. Dean V. White passed away on 
Wednesday, September 14, 2016. Dean at- 
tended the University of Nebraska and was a 
1945 graduate of the Merchant Marine Acad- 
emy in King’s Point, New York. Dean served 
in the South Pacific during World War Il as 
First Mate. 

Dean joined his father’s billboard company, 
White Advertising, in 1946. During his years at 
the helm of that company, he grew its portfolio 
with investments in real estate and hotel man- 
agement and earned a spot on the Forbes 
400 list. Dean, and his wife Barbara, created 
the Dean and Barbara White Family Founda- 
tion where they provided scholarships for local 
students, helped expand the Crown Point 
YMCA, and engaged in remodeling the Lake 
County Courthouse through the Crown Point 
Community Foundation. 

Dean was always interested in politics, but 
not from a partisan perspective or interest. 
You see, Mr. Speaker, like many we in this 
chamber encounter, Dean White cared deeply 
about his community, our beloved Indiana, 
and this country. He knew he was blessed by 
this great nation that allowed him to freely pur- 
sue his dreams and grow his family. 

Dean understood well the meaning of Amer- 
ican Exceptionalism and knew we are the ‘last 
best hope on earth’. So Dean, unlike many 
others with his kind of blessings, made sure to 
be involved in his government. He was a lead- 
er in this regard and in so many other ways. 

| am grateful for the brief time we had to- 
gether and | always learned from him during 
our conversations. | pray for Dean’s family, his 
associates at White Advertising, and all who 
had the honor of knowing this great man. 
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RECOGNIZING THE DEDICATED 
SERVICE OF COLONEL ROBERT 
M. KIRILA, US ARMY 


HON. JEFF MILLER 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
to recognize Colonel Robert M. Kirila, US 
Army, upon the occasion of his retirement. 
Colonel Kirila dedicated more than 25 years in 
the United States Army, with 19 years in Spe- 
cial Forces, most recently as Deputy Com- 
mander of the 7th Special Forces Group (Air- 
borne), in Eglin Air Force Base, Florida. It is 
my privilege to pay tribute to his honorable 
service to Northwest Florida and our great Na- 
tion. 

A native of Norfolk, Virginia, Colonel Kirila 
graduated Simsbury High School, in Simsbury, 
Connecticut in 1987 and immediately returned 
home to attend the University of Richmond. 
After graduating with a degree in Spanish, he 
was commissioned in the United States Army 
and served as a Platoon Leader in the 7th In- 
fantry Division. 

In 1997, Colonel Kirila graduated from the 
Special Forces Qualification Course, earning 
his Green Beret, and was assigned to 2nd 
Battalion, 1st Special Forces Group (Airborne). 
He served as Detachment Commander, As- 
sistant Operations Officer, and Headquarters 
Company Commander during his tenure. He 
was then selected for duty in the Army Com- 
partmented Element at the United States Army 
Special Operations Command. 

Upon graduating the Command and General 
Staff College at Fort Leavenworth, Colonel 
Kirila returned to the 1st Special Forces Group 
(Airborne) and served as Operations Officer 
and Executive Officer. In late 2005 he de- 
ployed to Iraq in support of Operation Iraqi 
Freedom where he served as the Director of 
Forward Operating Base North (FOB—13), Taji, 
in the heart of Iraq. Here he earned the 
Bronze Star Medal where he is credited with 
synchronizing the operations of three diverse 
centers responsible for supporting combat op- 
erations spanning over half of Iraq. 

Colonel Kirilas success in Iraq was re- 
warded with an assignment to the United 
States Army John F. Kennedy Special Warfare 
Center & School where he served as Delta 
Company Commander and was responsible 
for running the legendary Robin Sage Uncon- 
ventional Warfare Exercise for the Special 
Forces Qualification Course. This was quickly 
followed by an assignment as the Director of 
Special Operations Proponency at the United 
States Special Operation Command in Tampa, 
Florida. 

Since his arrival to the “Red Empire,” 7th 
Special Forces Group (Airborne) in 2009, 
Colonel Kirila has called North Florida home. 
Here he initially served as a Battalion Com- 
mander and deployed to Afghanistan as the 
Deputy Commander of Combined Joint Spe- 
cial Operations Task Force-Afghanistan. We 
are happy to hear he intends to remain as a 
permanent member of our community upon 
his retirement and we proudly welcome him. 

Colonel Kirila’s awards and decorations in- 
clude the Bronze Star Medal, the Defense 
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Meritorious Service Medal, the Meritorious 
service Medal with two Oak Leaf Cluster, the 
Army Commendation Medal with four Oak 
Leaf Clusters. He has also earned the Special 
Forces Tab, the Ranger Tab, the Expert Infan- 
tryman’s Badge, the Senior Parachutist 
Badge, the Pathfinder Badge, the Air Assault 
Badge, and the Combat Infantry Badge. His 
foreign awards include the El Salvadoran Par- 
achutist Badge, the German Basic Parachutist 
Badge (Bronze) and the Canadian Parachutist 
Badge. 

Mr. Speaker, without question, Colonel Rob- 
ert M. Kirila, US Army, is retiring with an hon- 
orable career on which he can proudly hang 
his Green Beret. He has touched a number of 
lives throughout his time both in and out of the 
military and has given so much back to the 
country he loves so dear. It is my pleasure to 
join a grateful Northwest Florida community 
and Nation in saluting his lifetime of service. 
My wife, Vicki, and | thank Colonel Kirila; his 
wife, Chrissie; and daughters, Mia and Lily 
Agnes; and wish them all the best for contin- 
ued success. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING LASALLE-BACKUS 
EDUCATION CAMPUS’S COMMIT- 
MENT TO STEM EDUCATION 


HON. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 
Mr. Speaker, today | rise to congratulate the 
students, parents, and faculty of Lasalle- 
Backus Education Campus for their commit- 
ment to science, technology, engineering, and 
mathematics enrichment, and for participating 
in my annual Science and Technology 
Braintrust. 

The teachers at Lasalle-Backus Education 
Campus are committed to ensuring that our 
country’s youth is exposed to a STEM cur- 
riculum, which is paramount to the future of 
our country. A prevalent theme amongst suc- 
cessful STEM professionals is the curiosity 
and drive instilled by their teachers at a young 
age. We must continue to invest in schools 
that highlight a STEM education, so that all 
students will have an opportunity to one day 
be an astrophysicist, doctor, engineer, or a ge- 
ologist. 

Mr. Speaker, Lasalle-Backus Education 
Campus is a true advocate of STEM edu- 
cation and deserves recognition for its work. 
With great pride | can say that because of this 
school’s commitment to STEM education, our 
country’s youth is gaining the skills needed to 
compete in a rapidly globalizing world. 


TRIBUTE TO BOB CRITTENDEN 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Bob 
Crittenden, of Afton, lowa for being selected 
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as Union County’s 2016 inductee into the lowa 
4-H Hall of Fame. 


Bob Crittenden is a lifetime resident of 
Union County. He has been involved with 4- 
H since becoming a member of the Royal 
Rustlers 4-H club in 1949 and a volunteer 
with the organization for 40 years. Bob 
showed market beef at the Union County Fair 
and the lowa State Fair. Since then, he has 
helped with the beef projects as a mentor to 
the youth. He also has helped with the weigh- 
ing, the show ring, and volunteered his talents 
as an auctioneer on many occasions. 


Mr. Speaker, the example set by Bob 
Crittenden demonstrates the rewards of har- 
nessing one’s talents and sharing them with 
the world. His efforts embody the lowa spirit 
and | am honored to represent Bob Crittenden 
and many lowans like him in the United States 
Congress. | know that all of my colleagues in 
the United States House of Representatives 
will join me in congratulating Bob Crittenden 
for his achievements and wish him nothing but 
continued success. 


Ee 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. LUIS V. GUTIERREZ 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Speaker, | was un- 
avoidably absent in the House chamber for 
votes on Tuesday, September 20, 2016. Had 
| been present, | would have voted “yea” on 
roll call votes 521, 522 and 523. 


rE 


PEARLAND’S KRISHNAKUMAR 
HEADS BACK TO SCRIPPS NA- 
TIONAL SPELLING BEE 


HON. PETE OLSON 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate Pearland, Texas student 
Siddharth Krishnakumar for becoming co- 
champion of the Houston Public Media Spell- 
ing Bee—the second largest local bee in the 
U.S. His accomplishment means a repeat trip 
to the Scripps National Spelling Bee, where he 
previously took 4th place in the nation. 


Siddharth, an eighth-grader at Pearland 
Junior High West, won his Spelling Bee title 
by correctly spelling the word “ineffable.” He 
advances to the Scripps National Spelling Bee 
in February. We are very proud of Siddharth 
and wish him luck on the national stage. 


On behalf of the Twenty-Second Congres- 
sional District of Texas, congratulations again 
to Siddharth for becoming co-champion of the 
Houston Public Media Spelling Bee. Keep up 
the great work. 
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COMMEMORATING THE PASSING 
OF CHARLES Z. SMITH 


HON. JIM McDERMOTT 


OF WASHINGTON 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, today | rise 
to pay tribute to my friend Justice Charles Z. 
Smith, of Seattle, Washington, who passed 
away at the age of 89 on Sunday, August 28, 
2016. Charles was the first African American 
state trial judge and Supreme Court justice of 
Washington State. He was a role model to 
many, and leaves a trailblazing legacy of so- 
cial justice and public service. 


Charles Zellender Smith was born in Florida 
in 1927 to an African-American mother who 
was the daughter of slaves and a Cuban im- 
migrant father. After serving in the U.S. Army 
Air Corps during World War Il, he attended 
Temple University and graduated in 1952. 
Charles moved to Seattle and was accepted 
to the University of Washington Law School. 
Out of a class of 120, he was the only student 
of color to graduate in 1955. 


His career was a series of firsts: unable to 
find a law firm to hire him after he graduated, 
he became the first African-American law clerk 
for a state Supreme Court justice. In 1965, he 
became the first African-American to serve as 
a Seattle municipal court judge, and in 1966, 
he was the first person of color named to the 
King County Superior Court bench. 


He stepped down to become a professor 
and associate dean of law at the University of 
Washington, during which he began a long 
fight for reparations for Japanese Americans 
interned in camps during World War II. Later, 
in private practice, he urged the Seattle City 
Council to declare the city a “sanctuary city” 
for refugees from Guatemala and El Salvador. 


In 1988, Gov. Booth Gardner appointed 
Smith to the State Supreme Court and he 
served until his retirement in 2002. He was 
known as a thoughtful judge with a reputation 
for fairness and often was the swing vote in 
split decisions. From the bench, he spoke elo- 
quently, without notes, and often advocated 
for immigrant rights and innovative criminal re- 
habilitation methods. 


As well as serving on the Washington State 
Supreme Court, Justice Smith was a television 
commentator and president of the American 
Baptist Churches. In 1999, while still on the 
Court, President Bill Clinton appointed him to 
serve on the United States Commission on 
International Religious Freedom, where he 
helped develop policies promoting religious 
freedom and ending the civil war in Sudan. 


Mr. Speaker, Justice Smith worked tirelessly 
for over five decades as an advocate for truth, 
justice and freedom. He broke down barriers 
and forged a path for generations to follow. He 
will be greatly missed. 
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CONGRATULATIONS TO SARAH 
HUBBARD FOR BEING AWARDED 
THE FULBRIGHT SCHOLARSHIP 


HON. BILLY LONG 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor Walnut Shade, Missouri resident Sarah 
Hubbard for being awarded the Fulbright 
Scholarship by the U.S. State Department. 

The Fulbright Scholarship program was es- 
tablished by Congress in 1946 and signed into 
law by President Harry S. Truman. This schol- 
arship was designed to build positive relation- 
ships with other countries while allowing re- 
cipients to live the day-to-day experiences of 
other cultures. Sarah Hubbard will join the al- 
ready 370,000 past participants in this pro- 
gram. 

This scholarship is a merit based scholar- 
ship that is highly competitive. Founded origi- 
nally by Senator J. William Fulbright, this grant 
aims to have educational research and teach- 
ings extend beyond the United States. 

Sarah Hubbard, who attended John Brown 
University, will be an English Teaching Assist- 
ant and placed in Turkey. She has presented 
at research conferences since her freshman 
year and is the first student in John Brown 
University history to receive the award. 

| am honored to recognize Sarah Hubbard, 
and | congratulate her on receiving the Ful- 
bright Scholarship. 


a 


HONORING REAR ADMIRAL JEF- 
FREY TRUSSLER FOR HIS SERV- 
ICE AS COMMANDER OF THE UN- 
DERSEA WARFIGHTING DEVEL- 
OPMENT CENTER 


HON. JOE COURTNEY 


OF CONNECTICUT 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to thank and congratulate Rear Admiral Jeffrey 
Trussler on the day of his change of command 
ceremony for his service as the Commander 
of the Undersea Warfighting Development 
Center in Groton, Connecticut. RDML Trussler 
led the UWDC during a momentous time in 
Connecticut’s history. For the past year, the 
Groton community has been celebrating the 
centennial anniversary of Naval Submarine 
Base New London, the nation’s first conti- 
nental sub base. It has been a joyous and 
proud time for the Base and the region, as 
they honor a rich maritime military heritage 
and the many accomplishments the sailors 
and the local industry have achieved. 

RDML Trussler has been an integral part of 
this progress during his time in Groton, and a 
crucial partner during the early planning 
stages of UWDC. | personally appreciate his 
active engagement and his ability to see the 
possibilities for this new warfighting center. As 
the first Commander of the newly formed 
UWDC, he took charge as the Navy refocused 
our warfare centers for our current and future 
warfighting needs. With his leadership, he fo- 
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cused on antisubmarine warfare and 
warfighting strategy and training for our entire 
Naval fleet. His leadership no doubt enhanced 
the strategic value of Submarine Base New 
London, solidifying it as a center of excellence 
entering the next 100 years. 

RDML Trussler came to New London from 
the Office of the Chief of Naval Operations in 
Washington, DC. After he leaves New London, 
he will return to Washington to serve again in 
the office of the CNO as the Director of Future 
Plans. | look forward to continue working with 
RDML Trussler in this new role. Most of all, | 
thank him for his excellent leadership in Grot- 
on, and for his service to our country, our 
Navy, and the future of undersea warfare. 


EE 


LETTER FROM CONGRESSIONAL 
ARMENIAN ISSUES CAUCUS ON 
ARMENIA’S 25TH ANNIVERSARY 
OF INDEPENDENCE 


HON. FRANK PALLONE, JR. 


OF NEW JERSEY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate the people of Armenia on their 
25th anniversary of independence. | include in 
the RECORD a letter to the President of the 
Republic of Armenia from the leaders of the 
Congressional Caucus on Armenian Issues in 
celebration of this occasion. 


SEPTEMBER 21, 2016. 
His Excellency SERZH SARGSYAN, 
President of the Republic of Armenia. 

DEAR PRESIDENT SARGSYAN: As Members of 
Congress and leaders of the Congressional 
Caucus on Armenian Issues, we congratulate 
you and the people of the Republic of Arme- 
nia on 25 years of independence from the So- 
viet Union. On this day, 25 years ago, nearly 
every Armenian eligible to vote pledged to 
build a free and proud nation, based on the 
principles of democracy and a market econ- 
omy. 

In the past quarter century, despite the on- 
going blockade of Armenia by two of its four 
neighbors, the Republic of Armenia has con- 
tinued to strengthen its democratic institu- 
tions, empower civil society, and engage in 
economic diversification. 

Armenia has joined the international com- 
munity as a member of numerous inter- 
national organizations including the World 
Bank, the Organization for Security and Co- 
operation in Europe, and the World Trade 
Organization. As a critical regional ally, Ar- 
menia is also a strong partner and supporter 
of U.S.-led peace-keeping missions cooper- 
ating on a number of regional and security 
challenges as a participant in NATO’s Part- 
nership for Peace program. 

The Republic of Armenia has also consist- 
ently championed the right to self-deter- 
mination of its neighbors in the Nagorno- 
Karabakh Republic, a right that Artsakh 
continues to fight for in its steadfast pursuit 
of regional security and stability despite a 
tenuous cease fire. 

The Congressional Caucus on Armenian 
Issues stands in solidarity with the peace- 
loving and resilient people of Armenia. We 
welcome future opportunities to work close- 
ly with the leadership of the Republic of Ar- 
menia to bolster the bilateral U.S.-Armenia 
relationship. 

We join our colleagues in Congress, along 
with the Armenian people and the Armenian- 
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American community across the United 
States in celebrating 25 years of Armenia’s 
independence. Please accept our best wishes 
and continued commitment to a strong 
United States-Armenia partnership. 
Sincerely, 

FRANK PALLONE, Jr. 

ROBERT J. DOLD. 

JACKIE SPEIER. 

DAVID G. VALADAO. 

ADAM B. SCHIFF. 

DAVID A. TROTT. 


TRIBUTE TO ANNA LINKEY 
HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Ms. Anna 
Linkey on the occasion of her 100th birthday 
on September 4, 2016. 

Our world has changed immensely during 
the course of Anna’s life. Since her birth, we 
have revolutionized air travel and walked on 
the moon. We have invented the television, 
cellular phones and the internet. We have 
fought in wars overseas, seen the rise and fall 
of Soviet communism and witnessed the birth 
of new democracies. Anna has lived through 
seventeen United States Presidents and twen- 
ty-four Governors of lowa. In her lifetime, the 
population of the United States has more than 
tripled. 

Mr. Speaker, it is an honor to represent 
Anna Linkey in the United States Congress 
and it is my pleasure to wish her a very happy 
100th birthday. | invite my colleagues in the 
U.S. House of Representatives to join me in 
congratulating Anna on reaching this incred- 
ible milestone, and wishing her even more 
health and happiness in the years to come. 


EE 


IN RECOGNITION OF THE SERVICE 
OF LIEUTENANT COLONEL ROSE- 
MARIE HUDOCK-WELCH 


HON. MATT CARTWRIGHT 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. CARTWRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to honor Lieutenant Colonel Rosemarie 
Hudock-Welch, who will be retiring from the 
Pennsylvania Air National Guard after three 
decades of service. Over the course of her ca- 
reer she has earned multiple awards and 
decorations, including the Meritorious Service 
Medal and the Air Force Achievement Medal. 

Lieutenant Colonel Hudock-Welch was com- 
missioned to the Air Force Reserve on Sep- 
tember 17, 1984. She was assigned to Joint 
Base McGuire as a flight nurse until 1990. 
She went on to serve with the 913th Medical 
Squadron at Willow Grove. As a_ surgical 
nurse, Lieutenant Colonel Hudock-Welch was 
deployed in direct medical support of Oper- 
ation Iraqi Freedom. In July 2007, Lieutenant 
Colonel Hudock-Welch was transferred to the 
109th Medical New York Air National Guard in 
Schenectady, NY. During this time, she de- 
ployed to Antarctica as part of Operation Deep 
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Freeze. In March 2010, Lieutenant Colonel 
Hudock-Welch was transferred to 193rd Med- 
ical Group and deployed to Afghanistan for di- 
rect medical support. 

In May 2014, Lieutenant Colonel Hudock- 
Welch became Officer in Charge of Nursing 
Services, 193rd Medical Group Pennsylvania 
Air National Guard. Under her leadership, 
nursing services personnel were prepared to 
provide medical support in response to peace- 
time or wartime missions at the state or fed- 
eral level. 

It is an honor to recognize Lieutenant Colo- 
nel Hudock-Welch for her distinguished mili- 
tary career. Her decades of service are a tre- 
mendous contribution to the defense and wel- 
fare of our nation. | wish her all the best. May 
she find fulfillment in her retirement. 


REMEMBERING LINDA DUPREE 


HON. KEVIN YODER 


OF KANSAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. YODER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to re- 
member the life of Co-Pastor Linda Dannella 
Dupree of Kansas City, Kansas. Linda was a 
lifelong resident of KCK and an example to us 
all in the 3rd District of Kansas. 

Co-Pastor Dupree was born on February 4, 
1955 in Kansas City, KS. She would live al- 
most her whole life in Kansas, where she met 
her husband of 44 years, Alvin T. Dupree, Sr. 
Together, they raised a large family with many 
children, including many foster children, grand- 
children, and great-grandchildren. 

As a missionary and Co-Pastor, she served 
her church and her community faithfully for 
many years. Co-Pastor Dupree wore many 
hats in her different roles in the church, but 
her goal was always to help others. Her dec- 
ades of service impacted countless people in 
Kansas City. 

Our community is a better place because of 
Linda. She will be greatly missed by many, but 
her legacy lives on in her family and in the 
lives of those she helped. On behalf of this 
great body, | commemorate the well-lived life 
of Linda Dupree and extend my condolences 
to her entire family, who remain in my 
thoughts and prayers this week. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING RON BROWN HIGH 
SCHOOL’S COMMITMENT TO 
STEM EDUCATION 


HON. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 
Mr. Speaker, today | rise to congratulate the 
students, parents, and faculty of Ron Brown 
High School for their commitment to science, 
technology, engineering, and mathematics en- 
richment, and for participating in my annual 
Science and Technology Braintrust. 

The teachers at Ron Brown High School are 
committed to ensuring that our country’s youth 
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is exposed to a STEM curriculum, which is 
paramount to the future of our country. A prev- 
alent theme amongst successful STEM profes- 
sionals is the curiosity and drive instilled by 
their teachers at a young age. We must con- 
tinue to invest in schools that highlight a 
STEM education, so that all students will have 
an opportunity to one day be an astrophysi- 
cist, doctor, engineer, or a geologist. 

Mr. Speaker, Ron Brown High School is a 
true advocate of STEM education and de- 
serves recognition for its work. With great 
pride | can say that because of this school’s 
commitment to STEM education, our country’s 
youth is gaining the skills needed to compete 
in a rapidly globalizing world. 


ES 


HONORING SARRAH BUSHARA 


HON. ERIK PAULSEN 


OF MINNESOTA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. PAULSEN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate Sarrah Bushara, a young 18 year 
old oboist from Eden Prairie, for being se- 
lected to Carnegie Hall’s National Youth Or- 
chestra—United States of America program. 

Sarrah participated in a competitive audition 
process and was judged on her technical abil- 
ity, musicianship, passion, and intellectual cu- 
riosity along with other musicians her age. 
After she was selected, Sarrah took part in a 
three-week residency, which included orches- 
tral rehearsals, musical workshops, and a per- 
formance in Carnegie Hall. 

After their residency, Sarrah and the rest of 
the National Youth Orchestra embarked on a 
European tour in July to perform at concert 
halls in Amsterdam, Montpellier, Copenhagen, 
and Prague. 

Mr. Speaker, our community is extremely 
proud of Sarrah; her skills with the oboe 
earned her a place in this prestigious youth or- 
chestra. | offer her my congratulations on her 
musical success and | wish her well in her 
musical endeavors. 


ee 


COMMEMORATING THE PASSING 
OF BOB SANTOS 


HON. JIM McDERMOTT 


OF WASHINGTON 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, today | rise 
to pay tribute to my dear friend Bob Santos, 
of Seattle, Washington, who passed away at 
the age of 82 on Saturday, August 27, 2016. 
Mostly referred to as “Uncle Bob” and unoffi- 
cial mayor of the International District, Bob 
fought to improve and preserve the neighbor- 
hood for over five decades. 

In the late 1960s and 1970s, Mr. Santos 
joined Larry Gossett, Bernie Whitebear, and 
Roberto Maestas to form an activist group: 
“The Gang of Four’. Rather than competing 
for limited resources, the group unified com- 
munities of color to fight for equal rights in Se- 
attle. 
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Robert “Bob” Santos was born in Seattle on 
February 25, 1934, to parents of Filipino and 
Tlingit Nation heritage. He became aware of 
discrimination as a young child. In 1942, his 
elementary school closed when the majority of 
his classmates, who were of Japanese de- 
scent, were taken to internment camps. He re- 
called wearing an ‘I am Filipino’ badge to 
avoid anti-Japanese violence. 

Mr. Santos became involved in activism in 
1963, when black activist Walter Hubbard Jr. 
invited him to join a march supporting open 
housing. 

He later became known for his ties to the 
International District Improvement Association 
(Inter*Im). Over the course of three decades, 
his leadership in the organization helped add 
over 1,000 low-income residential units to the 
neighborhood. His advocacy also fought for 
the soul of the International District by starting 
a community produce garden, rehabilitating di- 
lapidated apartment buildings and fending off 
unwanted developments such as a trash-burn- 
ing plant and a prison. 

He continued to fight fearlessly for equal job 
opportunities and better educational opportuni- 
ties for people of color and was arrested six 
times in the process. In 2005, Partners for Liv- 
able Communities awarded the Gang of Four 
with a Bridge Builders Award for their work for 
minority populations of King County. In 2006, 
the Seattle City Council recognized Mr. Santos 
for his work with Inter*Im. 

Mr. Speaker, throughout his decades of ad- 
vocacy, Mr. Santos never lost his sense of 
humor or his fondness for karaoke, especially 
songs by Frank Sinatra and Elvis. | will miss 
his vigorous spirit and his passion for social 
justice. He changed the city of Seattle for the 
better and he did it “his way”. 


SE 


TRIBUTE TO DONNA AND 
LYLE CROZIER 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Donna 
and Lyle Crozier on the very special occasion 
of their 65th wedding anniversary. 

Donna and Lyle were married on August 18, 
1951 at the Reorganized Church of Latter Day 
Saints in Centerville, lowa. The Crozier’s 
make their home in Waukee, lowa. Their life- 
long commitment to each other and their two 
children, four grandchildren, five great grand- 
children, and one great, great granddaughter 
truly embodies lowa’s values. As the years 
pass, may their love continue to grow even 
stronger and may they continue to love, cher- 
ish, and honor one another for many more 
years to come. 

Mr. Speaker, | commend this lovely couple 
on their 65 years of life together and | wish 
them many more. | know my colleagues in the 
United States House of Representatives will 
join me in congratulating them on this momen- 
tous occasion. 
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MACKENZIE DUCK WINS NATIONAL 
CHAMPIONSHIP AT AAU JUNIOR 
OLYMPICS 


HON. PETE OLSON 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate Mackenzie Duck of Katy, TX for 
winning the national championship at the 
Amateur Athletic Union (AAU) Junior Olym- 
pics. 

Mackenzie and her Track Houston team- 
mates, Nia Reed, Alexa Granderson and 
Jesica Gordon, raced in the 3,200 meter relay 
with a time of 9 minutes, 34.70 seconds to win 
the victorious national championship title. Mac- 
kenzie is a junior at Cinco Ranch High School 
and is a part of the school’s cross country 
team as well. 

On behalf of the Twenty-Second Congres- 
sional District of Texas, congratulations again 
to Mackenzie Duck for her national champion- 
ship win at the AAU Junior Olympics. We are 
proud of her for bringing this win home to Katy 
and wish her luck with her future track and 
field and cross country career. 


EE 


A HAPPY DOUBLE TEN DAY TO 
THE PEOPLE OF TAIWAN 


HON. STEVE KING 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. KING of lowa. Mr. Speaker, Monday, 
October 10 is Taiwan’s National Day—also 
known as Double Ten Day. As the House will 
not be in session that day, | would like to take 
this opportunity now to offer my early best 
wishes to the people of Taiwan. 


As my colleagues are aware, Taiwan is a 
both close friend and security partner of the 
United States. Accordingly, the United States 
has declared its support for Taiwan’s mean- 
ingful participation in international organiza- 
tions where its membership is not possible. 
One of the organizations in question is the 
International Civil Aviation Organization 
(ICAO), which works to secure the develop- 
ment of civil aviation throughout the world. 


As a key aviation hub in East Asia, up to 58 
million people each year enter, leave, or pass 
through the Taipei Flight Information Region, 
and Taiwan is connected to over 100 cities 
around the world with hundreds of air-pas- 
senger and air-freight routes. If an organiza- 
tion is to set the standards and regulations 
necessary for aviation safety and security, 
then surely everybody must be at the table. 
Taiwan’s absence neither serves Taiwan, nor 
the international community. 

Mr. Speaker, again, | wish the people of 
Taiwan a Happy Double Ten Day. | hope we 
may also celebrate Taiwan’s presence at 
ICAO in Montreal this year as well. 
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IN RECOGNITION OF THE 25TH AN- 
NIVERSARY OF SACRAMENTO 
STAND DOWN ASSOCIATION 


HON. DORIS O. MATSUI 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize the Sacramento Stand Down Asso- 
ciation as they embark on their 25th annual 
event. As supporters of this organization gath- 
er to serve our veteran community, | ask all 
my colleagues to join me in honoring the Sac- 
ramento Stand Down Association for their in- 
credible service to the homeless veterans of 
the Sacramento region. 

For over two decades, Sacramento Stand 
Down has been a vital resource for thousands 
of homeless veterans in the Sacramento Re- 
gion. The annual three day event brings to- 
gether a varied support system of local and 
federal service providers from around the re- 
gion where a veteran can reach all of his or 
her needs in a single visit. Stand Down partici- 
pants assist homeless veterans with recon- 
necting to civilian life by providing copies of 
essential documentation such as drivers li- 
censes, discharge papers, and military IDs 
needed to access services. Participants have 
access to housing organizations, County serv- 
ices, and VA medical health centers. 

Sacramento Stand Down has provided a 
safe and comfortable environment where vet- 
erans can connect with other individuals who 
understand and share their experiences. The 
resources gathered here at Stand Down are 
so transformative; many “graduates” of pre- 
vious years return to support other homeless 
veterans. This event creates a temporary com- 
munity that creates long lasting results. The 
Sacramento region is forever grateful for the 
Stand Down event and its dedicated orga- 
nizers. 

Mr. Speaker, as the participants and part- 
ners of Sacramento Stand Down gather to 
provide life-altering services, | ask all my col- 
leagues to join me in honoring them for their 
unwavering commitment to homeless veterans 
in the Sacramento Region. 


— 


125TH ANNIVERSARY OF SAND 
CREEK COMMUNITY CHURCH 


HON. TIM WALBERG 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in 
recognition of the 125th Anniversary of Sand 
Creek Community Church, a small country 
church committed to spreading the good news 
of the gospel. 

Located in Lenawee County, Michigan, 
Sand Creek Community Church is a pas- 
sionate, close-knit, congregation that meets on 
Sunday mornings in a one-story, white framed 
building. 

The storied history of the church dates back 
to 1891, when the Free Will Baptist Church 
first incorporated in Sand Creek. From 1891 to 
1920, the Free Will Baptist group—whose 
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roots traced back to 1854—called the church 
home. After the building remained empty for a 
number of years, the second and present con- 
gregation was established in 1943. After a let- 
ter of organization was circulated through the 
community, area residents came together to 
form a new nondenominational church, Sand 
Creek Community. 

Today, the congregation is guided by Pastor 
Jamie Driskill, who serves alongside his wife 
Heidi and two children, Elizabeth and Chloe. 
Pastor Driskill, who also works in the Special 
Education Department in Sand Creek Schools, 
previously served as a missionary in Buda- 
pest, Hungary with his family. 

Throughout the years, Sand Creek Commu- 
nity Church has earned a distinguished rep- 
utation for their service to the community. 
Through the Ladies Aid Society, Vacation 
Bible School, local charitable donations, and 
various missionary activities, the church has 
remained a consistent positive influence in the 
community. 

| wish to extend my deepest congratulations 
to the present and former members of Sand 
Creek Community Church on their 125th anni- 
versary. 

Although they may appear to be a small 
country church, Sand Creek Community has 
been a bright light with great impact that con- 
tinues to shine in the community. May God 
continue to bless and use the ministry of Sand 
Creek Community Church. 


EE 


CONGRATULATIONS TO JONAS 
ARJES FOR BEING RECOGNIZED 
AS THE 2016 PROFESSIONAL ECO- 
NOMIC DEVELOPER OF THE 
YEAR 


HON. BILLY LONG 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to rec- 
ognize Jonas Arjes, the Executive Director of 
the four-year-old Taney County Partnership. 
Jonas was recognized as the 2016 Profes- 
sional Economic Developer of the Year at the 
Missouri Economic Development Council 
(MEDC) conference on June 15th. 

Jonas started off his career in the restaurant 
business by managing the Plantation res- 
taurant in Branson in the mid-1990s before 
going on to own and operate a Schlotzky’s 
Deli franchise from 2000 to 2007. In August 
2007, Jonas became a risk and benefits ad- 
viser with the Branson insurance firm Akers & 
Arney, where he worked until 2012. In January 
2012, Jonas was named the Executive Direc- 
tor of the Taney County Partnership. 

As Executive Director, Jonas is currently 
leading Branson through a strong reinvest- 
ment cycle with more than $300 million in new 
investments for 2016. Some of the projects 
that Jonas has played a critical role in include 
the Ball Parks of America Baseball Resort for 
players and coaches from the 10U to the 13U 
level, the Air Service Development committee 
which has raised millions of dollars to secure 
air service to Branson, and Project Bigfoot, a 
225-foot free fall tower attraction. 
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Mr. Speaker, Jonas Arjes is a shining exam- 
ple of the business acumen that makes Amer- 
ica the great country it is. | would like to ex- 
tend my thanks, both personally and on behalf 
of the 7th District, for his integral role in the 
economic development of the Branson area. | 
urge my colleagues to join me as | congratu- 
late Jonas on this well-deserved award. 


Ee 


DAVID WILLIAMS—FINALIST FOR 
ENTREPRENEUR OF THE YEAR 
AWARD 


HON. PETE OLSON 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate David Williams of Sugar Land, 
TX for being named a finalist for the EY Entre- 
preneur of the Year Award for the Gulf Coast 
Area. 

Mr. Williams is the President and CEO of 
Noble Corporation, an offshore drilling con- 
tractor for the oil and gas industry. As a proud 
Aggie, Williams is a finalist thanks to his hard 
work and dedication in his industry. This 
award recognizes outstanding entrepreneurs 
who demonstrate excellence and extraordinary 
success in innovation, financial performance 
and commitment to their business and com- 
munities. We are lucky to have Mr. Williams’ 
talent and dedication help our area remain at 
the forefront of job-creation, technology and 
scientific discovery. 

On behalf of the Twenty-Second Congres- 
sional District of Texas, congratulations and 
thank you to David Williams for his innovation, 
dedication and work with Noble Corporation. 
Keep up the great work. 


Ee 


RECOGNIZING BLACK ARCHITECT 
JULIAN ABELE AND THE NAM- 
ING OF ABELE QUAD AT DUKE 
UNIVERSITY 


HON. G. K. BUTTERFIELD 


OF NORTH CAROLINA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize the contributions of Mr. Ju- 
lian Abele, the African American architect of 
Duke University’s original campus, located in 
Durham, North Carolina. 

In recognition of Julian Abele’s role at Duke 
University, a ceremony will be held on Friday, 
September 30, 2016 to celebrate the naming 
of the main quadrangle on West Campus as 
Abele Quad. In 2015, Duke students pre- 
sented the need to recognize Abele and the 
Board of Trustees unanimously approved the 
naming of Abele Quad. 

Mr. Speaker, Julian Abele is the youngest of 
eight children raised in Philadelphia, Pennsyl- 
vania. He studied at the University of Pennsyl- 
vania, where he became the first African 
American to graduate from the University’s 
Graduate School of Fine Arts. Following grad- 
uation in 1906, Abele was hired as an archi- 
tect at the firm of American architect Horace 
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Trumbauer. There, Abele became chief de- 
signer in 1909. Abele was admitted into the 
American Institute of Architects in 1942. 

Records indicate that Julian Abele provided 
the guiding vision for Duke’s West Campus 
between 1924 and 1935. He is credited for the 
design of several well-known buildings on 
Duke’s campus, including Duke Chapel, Cam- 
eron Indoor Stadium, and the West Campus 
quads. In 1988, a portrait of Abele was hung 
in the lobby of the Allen Building, which was 
Abele’s last creation prior to his death in 1950. 

Abele Quad will span the area from the 
steps leading to the Clock Tower Quad, 
Davison Quad, and the Chapel Quad—an 
area that is home to more than thirty buildings 
and spaces designed by Julian Abele. A mark- 
er will be placed at the center of the Quad to 
inform visitors that every surrounding building 
is the work of Abele’s hand. 

It is with great pride that | acknowledge the 
contributions of Mr. Julian Abele and the nam- 
ing of Abele Quad on the campus of Duke 
University. Abele Quad will let everyone who 
studies, lives, works, and visits Duke’s cam- 
pus be reminded of Mr. Julian Abele, a tal- 
ented Black architect who played a significant 
role in the University’s creation during the 
country’s darkest days of racial segregation. 


ES 


TRIBUTE TO EAGLE SCOUT 
BRENNAN T. PLUMMER 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Brennan 
T. Plummer of Council Bluffs, lowa for achiev- 
ing the rank of Eagle Scout. Brennan is a 
member of Boy Scout Troop 249 in Council 
Bluffs. 

The Eagle Scout designation is the highest 
advancement rank in scouting. Approximately 
five percent of Boy Scouts earn the Eagle 
Scout Award. The award is a performance- 
based achievement with high standards that 
have been well-maintained over the past cen- 
tury. 

To earn the Eagle Scout rank, a Boy Scout 
is obligated to pass specific tests that are or- 
ganized by requirements and merit badges, as 
well as completing an Eagle Project to benefit 
the community. Brennan’s Eagle Project co- 
ordinated a work crew at Emanuel Lutheran 
Church. The work crew constructed a gaga pit 
for the church. Brennan has held several lead- 
ership roles in Troop 249 such as patrol lead- 
er, historian, and senior patrol leader. The 
work ethic Brennan has shown in his Eagle 
Project, and every other project leading to his 
Eagle Scout rank, speaks volumes of his com- 
mitment to serving a cause greater than him- 
self and assisting his community. 

Mr. Speaker, the example set by this young 
man and his supportive family demonstrates 
the rewards of hard work, dedication, and per- 
severance. | am honored to represent Bren- 
nan and his family in the United States Con- 
gress. | know that all of my colleagues in the 
U.S. House of Representatives join me in con- 
gratulating him on obtaining the Eagle Scout 
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ranking, and | wish him continued success in 
his future education and career. 


EE 


COMMEMORATING THE PASSING 
OF PAT GOGERTY 


HON. JIM McDERMOTT 


OF WASHINGTON 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, it is with 
great admiration that | rise today to honor the 
memory of my friend Pat Gogerty, who passed 
away August 26, 2016 at the age of 86. Pat 
was a pioneer in child welfare advocacy and 
created Childhaven, a program that changed 
the lives of countless abused children in Se- 
attle and continues to serve as a_ national 
model for therapeutic child abuse programs. 

Patrick “Pat” Gogerty was born September 
12, 1929 in Oregon and raised in Seattle. 
Physically abused by his father, and placed in 
foster care several times, Mr. Gogerty had a 
natural understanding of the abused children 
for which he would become an advocate. 

After serving in the Army, he became the di- 
rector of Seattle Day Nursery in 1973 and fully 
transformed it from a daycare into an effective 
center for early intervention and therapy. The 
key tenets of the program continue to this day: 
three hot meals, an on-site nurse, speech, 
physical and play therapy, as well as support 
and education for parents. 

With the help of his brother, Seattle Deputy 
Mayor Bob Gogerty, Pat obtained funding for 
the program. Mr. Gogerty worked to identify 
abused children under the age of five. When 
parents were unable or unwilling to bring them 
to the center, he arranged for them to be 
transported to the center in a van. At the time, 
treating children regardless of parental partici- 
pation was a revolutionary concept, but Mr. 
Gogerty proved it effective. In 1979, he com- 
missioned a longitudinal study that found after 
10 years, the children from Seattle Day Nurs- 
ery were found to be significantly less likely to 
be involved in criminal activity than children 
from other state programs. 

Mr. Gogerty became a master of public rela- 
tions and Seattle Day Nursery began to re- 
ceive national attention. Shortly before chang- 
ing its name to Childhaven, it was the subject 
of a major article in Life magazine. When 
funding for the program was threatened in 
1985, | stood on the State House floor and 
read the story featured in the article, a child 
saved by Childhaven. The boy had broken his 
arm saving his brother, who had been put in 
the dryer by their mother as punishment for 
wetting his pants. Childhaven subsequently re- 
tained its funding. 

In 1992, The Patrick L. Gogerty branch of 
Childhaven opened in the city of Auburn, WA. 
Upon his 1998 retirement, Mr. Gogerty was 
recognized in a Seattle Times editorial titled 
“Fighting for Kids Unable to Fight for Them- 
selves.” 

Mr. Speaker, Mr. Gogerty was an advocate 
for the defenseless. His legacy will live on in 
the Childhaven, its renowned model of care 
and the children whose lives he helped 
change. His lifetime of kindness and advocacy 
left an indelible mark on the state of Wash- 
ington and he will be dearly missed. 
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IN HONOR OF THE NEW MOUNT 
PLEASANT MISSIONARY BAPTIST 
CHURCH 126TH ANNIVERSARY 


HON. MIKE ROGERS 


OF ALABAMA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. ROGERS of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, | 
ask for the House’s attention to recognize the 
126th Anniversary of the New Mount Pleasant 
Missionary Baptist Church. 

During the early years of the church, serv- 
ices were held in a log building under the 
leadership of Rev. Tom Williams. Many years 
have passed since then, and pastors have 
come and gone. The church has seen more 
than a century of change and growth. Much of 
that growth would not have been realized with- 
out the leadership of two of the church’s most 
recent pastors, William Jones and Anthony 
Williams. 

In William Jones’ 27 years as pastor, his ac- 
complishments were many. Improvements to 
the church included the additions of a Junior 
Usher Board and a third Sunday service. Most 
notably, he was able to secure a property to 
build a more up-to date church that could bet- 
ter accommodate the recent growth. The dedi- 
cation service for the new location on County 
Road 13 was held on November 27, 2005, 
and is still in use today. 

Since 2012, Rev. Anthony Williams has 
proudly served the church. Taking over where 
Jones left off, he continues to improve and 
grow the church. Pastor Williams added a 
modern touch, introducing morning devotion 
via text and email to better keep in contact 
with the church family. In addition to this, Pas- 
tor Williams has implemented more community 
programs and outreach. The church has an 
active role in helping to strengthen and im- 
prove the community. 

In this 126th year of New Mount Pleasant 
Missionary Baptist Church, progress is still 
being made for the betterment of the church. 

Please join me in congratulating them on 
their 126th anniversary. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING HOWARD UNIVER- 
SITY MIDDLE SCHOOL’S COMMIT- 
MENT TO STEM EDUCATION 


HON. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 
Mr. Speaker, today | rise to congratulate the 
students, parents, and faculty of Howard Uni- 
versity Middle School for their commitment to 
science, technology, engineering, and mathe- 
matics enrichment, and for participating in my 
annual Science and Technology Braintrust. 

The teachers at Howard University Middle 
School are committed to ensuring that our 
country’s youth is exposed to a STEM cur- 
riculum, which is paramount to the future of 
our country. A prevalent theme amongst suc- 
cessful STEM professionals is the curiosity 
and drive instilled by their teachers at a young 
age. We must continue to invest in schools 
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that highlight a STEM education, so that all 
students will have an opportunity to one day 
be an astrophysicist, doctor, engineer, or a ge- 
ologist. 

Mr. Speaker, Howard University Middle 
School is a true advocate of STEM education 
and deserves recognition for its work. With 
great pride | can say that because of this 
school’s commitment to STEM education, our 
country’s youth is gaining the skills needed to 
compete in a rapidly globalizing world. 


TRIBUTE TO DAVID FULTON 
HON. LUKE MESSER 


OF INDIANA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. MESSER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
pay tribute to the life, legacy and accomplish- 
ments of David Fulton of Centerville, Indiana. 
At the age of 73, David passed away sur- 
rounded by his loved ones. 

A longtime educator and volunteer in Wayne 
County, David was the fourth chancellor of In- 
diana University East and recipient of the IU 
President's Medal for Excellence in honor of 
his 36-year-long career of service to the uni- 
versity. 

Beginning his teaching career at Earlham 
College in 1971, David was promoted to an 
assistant professor in history and political 
science and held several administrative posi- 
tions before becoming Indiana University 
East’s chancellor in 1995. Fulton is credited 
with fostering local partnerships in the commu- 
nity as well as managing significant campus 
growth, most notably the construction of 
Springwood Hall in Richmond, the Conners- 
ville Center and the Danielson Learning Cen- 
ter in New Castle. He held this role until his 
retirement in 2007. 

In addition to teaching, David will also be re- 
membered for his devoted volunteer efforts on 
behalf of the Starr-Gennett Foundation. David 
joined the nonprofit foundation’s board in 
1999, served as president from 2001 to 2003, 
and then worked as treasurer for 13 years be- 
fore his passing. The organization tirelessly 
promotes Richmond’s musical heritage, and 
Fulton’s involvement at Starr-Gennett mirrored 
his passion for showcasing Richmond’s musi- 
cal talent nationwide. Specifically, David had a 
vital role in the development of the Gennett 
Walk of Fame, honoring artists who recorded 
at Gennett’s local studio. Additionally, he was 
heavily involved in generating a working part- 
nership between Starr-Gennett and the Ar- 
chives of Traditional Music at IU Bloomington, 
digitizing over 600 songs recorded at the stu- 
dio. 

Fulton also served his community in many 
other capacities, including his membership on 
the Wayne Bank and Trust, the Planning 
Group CEO Roundtable of the Richmond 
Wayne County Chamber of Commerce, the IU 
Foundation Development Committee, the 
Board of Historic Landmarks of Indiana and 
the Greater Richmond Progress Committee. 
Further, Fulton served on the Community 
Services Council, Social Services Planning 
Board, and he was a member of the Reid 
Hospital and Health Care Services Board from 
2001 to 2004. 
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| thank David for his steadfast commitment 
to the community, and | know both the resi- 
dents of Wayne County and the student body 
of IU East will always be grateful for his self- 
less contributions. 

Today, it is my privilege to honor the life of 
David Fulton, who is survived by his loving 
wife Marilyn. My thoughts and prayers go out 
to David’s family, and may God comfort those 
he left behind with His peace and strength. 


EEE 


RECOGNIZING THE IMPORTANCE 
OF ADVOCATING FOR THOSE 
WITH ALZHEIMER’S AND DEMEN- 
TIA 


HON. MICHAEL G. FITZPATRICK 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, | include in 
the RECORD the following letter by Michael 
Ellenbogen. 


I am so thankful to be still here. Many of 
my friends who were living with dementia 
have died and others are no longer capable of 
speaking. I am one of the lucky ones. My 
Alzheimer’s is progressing very slowly. While 
that is good news it is also bad news. I will 
be forced to endure the worst part of this dis- 
ease even longer than most. Knowing what I 
know now that will be like being tortured 
until I die. While I try to stay positive these 
days and live life to the fullest, I am in pain 
every day from the frustration of not being 
able to be the person I was once. I continue 
to decline in to a childlike state. 

Dementia, including Alzheimer’s, is the 
most expensive disease we face. It is costing 
us more than heart disease and cancer. It is 
the third cause of death in the United 
States; more than 500,000 people die from 
Alzheimer’s each year! We all get caught up 
in the big numbers, so I will break them 
down so they are more relatable. 

41,666 is the average monthly death rate; 

9,615 is the average weekly death rate; 

1,369 is the average daily death rate; 

57 is the average hourly death rate. 

This is equivalent to almost three 747s 
crashing every day. Yet there is much ne- 
glect and discrimination regarding funding 
for Alzheimer’s and related dementia re- 
search. 

Preventative measures for breast cancer, 
heart disease and HIV have all made tremen- 
dous progress since the federal government 
made significant investments into research. 
Comparable investments must be made for 
dementia so we can accomplish the same 
successes, while saving millions of lives and 
trillions of dollars. 

If we don’t act now this disease has the po- 
tential to bankrupt this county. This is the 
most expensive disease in America. In 2016 
$236 billion will be spent on Alzheimer’s in 
terms of care and medication, with Medicaid 
and Medicare spending $160 billion. And un- 
less you take action, the cost to Medicare 
alone will increase 365 percent to $589 billion 
by 2050. 

Our investment today will lead to huge 
savings for the government and public, not 
to mention the lives saved. People with de- 
mentia are faced with discrimination at 
many levels and they lose their civil rights. 
That must change; we are still people and de- 
serve to be treated as such. A person with 
cancer would never be treated the way we 
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are. We need you to start making more of an 
effort to educate the public and restore our 
rights. 

A few years ago I would have said I had no 
hope, but that has changed to 2.5 percent. I 
do believe we are closer to a cure today 
based on what has been learned from all the 
failures. I am so grateful that the budget has 
been increased to $991 million, but that is 
still far short of the two billion dollars that 
was said was needed years ago. 

In my opinion we need a czar for dementia 
just like Vice President Joe Biden is to can- 
cer and it sure worked for HIV. We are defi- 
nitely at the tipping point. You have the 
power to make this happen. Please, I implore 
the House of Representatives, the Senate and 
the respective appropriations committees: 
Make the hard choices; increase funding for 
Alzheimer’s disease by at least one billion 
dollars. Do everything necessary to ensure 
that Alzheimer’s disease gets the exposure, 
commitment and funding necessary to 
change the course of the disease. 

If you have not yet been touched by this 
devastating and debilitating disease it’s just 
a matter of time. 

Regards, 
MICHAEL ELLENBOGEN, 
(Advocate for all of 
those living with de- 
mentia, who can no 
longer speak, write, 
or have passed). 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO JANET AND 
ROBERT KESSLER 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Janet and 
Robert Kessler on the very special occasion of 
their 60th wedding anniversary. 

Janet and Robert were married on August 
27, 1956 and make their home in Creston, 
lowa. Their lifelong commitment to each other 
and their family truly embodies lowa’s values. 
As the years pass, may their love continue to 
grow even stronger and may they continue to 
love, cherish, and honor one another for many 
more years to come. 

Mr. Speaker, | commend this lovely couple 
on their 60 years of life together and | wish 
them many more. | know my colleagues in the 
United States House of Representatives will 
join me in congratulating them on this momen- 
tous occasion. 


a 


TRIBUTE TO KARLA LOUISE 
GRIESER 


HON. KEN BUCK 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
mourn the passing of Karla Louise Grieser on 
August 26th, 2016. A longtime resident of Col- 
orado, Karla was well known in her church 
and community. 

Karla was born in Wauseon, Ohio on April 
18th, 1944. In 1965 she married her sweet- 
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heart Merle Grieser, and they moved to Colo- 
rado together in 1969. Karla worked as an ac- 
countant for KLZ Radio and Television for sev- 
eral years, but her family always remained her 
number one priority. 

From a young age Karla devoted herself to 
helping others. She went to school to be a 
nurse, an education focused on healing the 
sick, caring for others, and ministering those in 
need. | have seen the passion in Karla’s heart 
for nurturing, supporting, and protecting those 
who couldn’t defend themselves. 

Karla was a leader in the pro-life movement. 
She started the life chain in Greeley, where 
hundreds of volunteers lined the streets to 
pray and support the sanctity of human life. | 
have seen firsthand how Karla’s fight for the 
pro-life movement was not only God's calling, 
but her way of protecting the most vulnerable 
in our society. 

The life chain was just the beginning for 
Karla’s commitment to protecting the unborn. 
She led the monumental task of founding The 
Genesis Project of Northern Colorado, a faith 
based non-profit in the Greeley area. This or- 
ganization provides shelter, support, and spir- 
itual guidance for numerous women and chil- 
dren to this day. 

It was clear Karla cared about more than 
providing basic necessities; it was about help- 
ing those women and children become an 
asset in their community. | sat in many Gen- 
esis board meetings, and it was clear Karla 
was giving these single mothers a second 
chance at life. 

Karla held many other prominent positions 
in her community, all of which helped improve 
the lives of those around her. She was Presi- 
dent of Weld County Right to Life, actively in- 
volved with the Weld County Republicans, and 
helped at several children’s ministries. Due to 
her continued work to better the community, 
Karla was invited to help revise the Com- 
prehensive Plan for Weld County. Karla de- 
voted her life to improving Colorado, and she 
left a positive influence on everybody she met. 

It is the values Karla embodied throughout 
her life that makes Colorado the best place to 
live in the country. | extend my deepest con- 
dolences to Karla’s friends and family for their 
loss. 

Mr. Speaker, it is an honor to recognize 
Karla Louise Grieser for her commitment to 
Jesus Christ, family, and Colorado. She will be 
sorely missed. 


EE 


HONORING BYRON KENT 
MAXFIELD 


HON. TODD ROKITA 


OF INDIANA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. ROKITA. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to re- 
member a dear friend and a distinguished 
Hoosier and army veteran. | have been hon- 
ored to be a part of his family for decades 
now. 

Mr. Kent Maxfield passed away on Friday, 
September 9. Mr. Maxfield was a veteran of 
the U.S. Army where he served with the “Big 
Red One” 1st Infantry Division in Vietnam 
from 1967 through 1968. Mr. Maxfield often 
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talked of the bible he carried throughout his 
time in combat and how reading it helped him 
get through the daily mortar attacks and fire- 
fights. 

Kent worked for many years in corporate 
real estate working for such companies as 
Arby’s, Applebee’s, Pizza Hut, and Sonic Res- 
taurants. He was a 1981 graduate of Indiana 
University-Purdue University Indianapolis 
where he earned a degree in Business Admin- 
istration. Since retiring in 2007, Mr. Maxfield 
spent time volunteering with the “Warriors- 
Hope” Group which provides peer support 
from a biblical perspective. 

Last year, Kent, along with his 3 daughters; 
Laura, Lisa, and Cheri, traveled back to Viet- 
nam. Through the Global Ministries People to 
People Mission, Mr. Maxfield was able to re- 
turn to the country he had not seen for 47 
years, but this time he had love in his heart. 
During his trip, Mr. Maxwell visited several or- 
phanages and provided $5,000 in scholarships 
for Vietnamese youth to study social work. 

Mr. Maxfield’s passing is a loss for the State 
of Indiana and our nation. We are grateful for 
his service and his leadership. | look forward 
to seeing those same characteristics in his 
grandchildren. | pray for his family and all who 
knew Kent. 


EE 


ANDREW GANDY WINS THE NA- 
TIONAL CHAMPIONSHIP AT AAU 
JUNIOR OLYMPICS 


HON. PETE OLSON 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate Andrew Gandy of Katy, TX for 
winning the national championship at the 
Amateur Athletic Union (AAU) Junior Olym- 
pics. 

Andrew’s winning time of 9 minutes, 12.46 
seconds in the 3,000 meter run earned him 
the prestigious national championship title. 
However, a couple of weeks later, the Seven 
Lakes High School junior won yet another na- 
tional championship at the Cy Woods XC Invi- 
tational in the 3,200 meter race, with a time of 
10 minutes, 29.68 seconds. 

On behalf of the Twenty-Second Congres- 
sional District of Texas, congratulations again 
to Andrew Gandy for his national champion- 
ship win at the AAU Junior Olympics. We are 
proud of him for bringing this win home to 
Katy and wish him luck with his future cross 
country career. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING EASTERN SENIOR 
HIGH SCHOOL’S COMMITMENT TO 
STEM EDUCATION 


HON. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 
Mr. Speaker, today | rise to congratulate the 
students, parents, and faculty of Eastern Sen- 
ior High School for their commitment to 
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science, technology, engineering, and mathe- 
matics enrichment, and for participating in my 
annual Science and Technology Braintrust. 

The teachers at Eastern Senior High School 
are committed to ensuring that our country’s 
youth is exposed to a STEM curriculum, which 
is paramount to the future of our country. A 
prevalent theme amongst successful STEM 
professionals is the curiosity and drive instilled 
by their teachers at a young age. We must 
continue to invest in schools that highlight a 
STEM education, so that all students will have 
an opportunity to one day be an astrophysi- 
cist, doctor, engineer, or a geologist. 

Mr. Speaker, Eastern Senior High School is 
a true advocate of STEM education and de- 
serves recognition for its work. With great 
pride | can say that because of this school’s 
commitment to STEM education, our country’s 
youth is gaining the skills needed to compete 
in a rapidly globalizing world. 


—— 


TRIBUTE TO BETTY AND 
PAUL SHOMSHOR, SR. 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Betty and 
Paul Shomshor, Sr. of Crescent, lowa on the 
very special occasion of their 50th wedding 
anniversary. They were married on July 17, 
1966 at Fifth Avenue Methodist Church in 
Council Bluffs. 

Betty and Paul’s lifelong commitment to 
each other and their children and grand- 
children, truly embodies lowa values. As they 
reflect on their 50th anniversary, | hope it is 
filled with happy memories. May their commit- 
ment grow even stronger, as they continue to 
love, cherish, and honor one another for many 
years to come. 

Mr. Speaker, | commend this great couple 
on their 50th year together and | wish them 
many more. | know my colleagues in the 
United States House of Representatives will 
join me in congratulating them on this momen- 
tous occasion. 


Ee 


CONGRATULATIONS TO RACHEL 
SCHOBER FOR BEING AWARDED 
THE FULBRIGHT SCHOLARSHIP 


HON. BILLY LONG 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor Springfield, Missouri resident Rachel 
Schober for being awarded the Fulbright 
Scholarship by the U.S. State Department. 

The Fulbright Scholarship program was es- 
tablished by Congress in 1946 and signed into 
law by President Harry S. Truman. This schol- 
arship was designed to build positive relation- 
ships with other countries while allowing re- 
cipients to live the day-to-day experiences of 
other cultures. Rachel Schober will join the al- 
ready 370,000 past participants in this pro- 
gram. 
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This scholarship is a merit based scholar- 
ship that is highly competitive. Founded origi- 
nally by Senator J. William Fulbright, this grant 
aims to have educational research and teach- 
ings extend beyond the United States. 

Rachel Schober, who attended Missouri 
State University, will be an English Teaching 
Assistant and placed in the Czech Republic. 
She is currently a graduate assistant at the 
Ozarks Writing Project, an affiliate of the Na- 
tional Writing Project, and has also spent the 
past two years visiting schools in the area and 
helping students and teachers improve class- 
room performance. 

| am honored to recognize Rachel Schober, 
and | congratulate her on receiving the Ful- 
bright Scholarship. 


EE 


HONORING THE LIFE OF 
SALLY HOWLAND 


HON. BILL FOSTER 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor the life of Sally Howland, a longtime ac- 
tivist from my district, who passed away on 
May 19, 2016. 

For more than 20 years, Sally dedicated her 
life to advancing equality and non-discrimina- 
tion for the lesbian, gay, bisexual, and 
transgender community. A two-time recipient 
of the State Presidential Award, Sally became 
a leader in transgender issues long before it 
become a major national movement, working 
with schools and churches to address the 
issues of acceptance, bullying, and harass- 
ment. 

Sally touched the lives of many members of 
the community in incredible ways. She was 
the founder of the Questioning Youth Center, 
located in the western suburbs of Chicago, 
which to this day continues to provide a safe 
and supportive environment for adolescents 
that may identify as gay, lesbian, bisexual, 
transgender, or queer. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
in celebrating the life and legacy of Sally 
Howland. Her unwavering commitment to the 
LGBTQ community shall never be forgotten. 


EEE 


RECOGNIZING TAIWAN’S NATIONAL 
DAY 


HON. MICK MULVANEY 


OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. MULVANEY. Mr. Speaker, Monday, Oc- 
tober 10, is Taiwan’s National Day—also 
known as Double Ten Day. As the House will 
not be in session that day, | would like to take 
this opportunity to offer my early best wishes 
to the people of Taiwan. 

Taiwan is a friend, an ally, and a vital secu- 
rity partner of the United States. As such, it 
should be able to participate and engage fully 
in the international community, and in inter- 
national forums, such as the International Civil 
Aviation Organization (ICAO). 
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Three years ago, | supported legislation— 
that the President signed into law—directing 
the Secretary of State to develop a strategy to 
obtain observer status for Taiwan in ICAO. 
Taiwan was indeed invited to attend as a 
guest that year. However, the ICAO’s 39th Tri- 
ennial Assembly will be taking place shortly in 
Montreal, and to date, there has been no indi- 
cation that Taiwan will be able to participate. 

ICAO works to secure the development of 
civil aviation throughout the world, and as a 
key aviation hub in East Asia, Taiwan should 
be an indispensable member of that dialogue. 
Unfortunately, as of today, it is not. 

Up to 58 million people each year enter, 
leave, or pass through the Taipei Flight Infor- 
mation Region, and Taiwan is connected to 
over 100 cities around the world with hun- 
dreds of air-passenger and air-freight routes. 

If an international organization is to set the 
standards and regulations necessary for avia- 
tion safety and security across the globe, then 
Taiwan must be at the table. Taiwan’s ab- 
sence neither serves Taiwan nor the inter- 
national community. 

Taiwan’s invitation to participate in 2013 
came virtually at the last minute. | hope we 
are not kept waiting as long this time and the 
current leadership of ICAO gives this prompt 
attention. | call upon my colleagues and the 
Administration to prioritize Taiwan’s observer 
status at ICAO. 

Again, | wish the people of Taiwan a Happy 
Double Ten Day. | hope we may also cele- 
brate Taiwan’s presence at ICAO in Montreal 
this year. 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO JUANITA AND 
WESLEY BLUME 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Juanita 
and Wesley Blume of Clarinda, lowa on the 
very special occasion of their 55th wedding 
anniversary. They celebrated their anniversary 
on July 23, 2016. 

Juanita and Wesley’s lifelong commitment to 
each other and their family truly embodies 
lowa values. As they reflect on their 55th anni- 
versary, | hope it is filled with happy memo- 
ries. May their commitment grow even strong- 
er, as they continue to love, cherish, and 
honor one another for many years to come. 

Mr. Speaker, | commend this great couple 
on their 55th year together and | wish them 
many more. | know my colleagues in the 
United States House of Representatives will 
join me in congratulating them on this momen- 
tous occasion. 


EE 


IN RECOGNITION OF THE NJ RUN 
FOR THE FALLEN 


HON. FRANK PALLONE, JR. 


OF NEW JERSEY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in 
recognition of the NJ Run for the Fallen, 
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scheduled for September 21-25, 2016. The 
NJ Run for the Fallen honors fallen service 
members from New Jersey and their families. 
It is my honor to recognize this tribute and to 
extend my appreciation to its organizers, par- 
ticipants and all of our military members and 
their families for their service and sacrifice. 

While the NJ Run for the Fallen honors all 
fallen military men and women, it specifically 
remembers those from New Jersey killed in 
recent military conflicts. Each mile of the run 
represents and memorializes a service mem- 
ber with a Hero Marker, where family mem- 
bers, loved ones, veterans and other sup- 
porters will be gathered. The runners will stop 
for a presentation and salute of the individual’s 
memory. 

The 2016 run team consists of more than 
20 active duty service members from across 
the state and from all branches of the military. 
They will travel nearly 200 miles from Cape 
May to Holmdel over four days, ending at the 
New Jersey Vietnam Veterans’ Memorial. 

Mr. Speaker, | sincerely hope that my col- 
leagues will join me in recognizing the NJ Run 
for the Fallen and thanking the organizers, 
participants and supporters for their efforts to 
honor our military heroes and their families. 
This tribute is an important reminder of the 
sacrifices our service members and their fami- 
lies. | am truly grateful for their duty, selfless- 
ness and patriotism and thank all of our mili- 
tary members and veterans for their service. 


EE 
SUPPORT OF TAIWAN’S PARTICI- 
PATION IN THE UPCOMING 


INTERNATIONAL CIVIL AVIATION 
ORGANIZATION 


HON. MIKE BISHOP 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today in support of Taiwan’s participation in 
the upcoming International Civil Aviation Orga- 
nization (ICAO) assembly next Tuesday, Sep- 
tember 27, 2016. Taiwan is a good friend to 
the United States. Our shared values include 
respect for market institutions, democracy, 
free elections, and human rights. In 2013, 
Congress passed H.R. 1151, which became 
Public Law 113-17. This law called for Tai- 
wan’s participation in the triennial International 
Civil Aviation Organization (ICAO) assembly 
as an observer. With wide international sup- 
port, Taiwan was indeed able to attend, and 
observe, the 38th ICAO Assembly. 

This year, | hope to again see Taiwan in- 
cluded in the Assembly. To highlight the im- 
portance, | would like to quote an article by 
Stanley Kao, Representative of TECRO in the 
United States, for Taiwan’s participation in 
ICAO. 

“Taiwan needs to be part of ICAO because 
it is an indispensable player in global aviation 
safety. The Taipei Flight Information Region 
(FIR), which is administered by Taiwan’s Civil 
Aeronautics Administration (CAA), covers 
180,000 nm and borders four other FIRs: Fu- 
kuoka, Manila, Hong Kong and Shanghai. In 
2015, Taiwan’s CAA provided over 1.53 mil- 
lion instances of air traffic control services and 
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handled 58 million incoming and outgoing pas- 
sengers.” 


“Despite its location in the busiest section of 
airspace in East Asia, Taiwan’s CAA has had 
no direct access to ICAO for the past 40 years 
and has only indirectly gained information, in 
some cases incomplete, on ICAO regulations 
and standards related to safety, management, 
security and environmental protection. The 
CAA has had to resort to various informal 
channels to keep up with the development of 
ICAO’s regulations and standards and over- 
come the difficulties associated with a lack of 
transparency in order to maintain adequate 
safety levels and service standards in the Tai- 
pei FIR. The CAA has had to make an extra 
effort to keep abreast of constant updates to 
flight safety and security standards set by 
ICAO. Obtaining that information often has 
been a costly and drawn-out process.” 


As East Asia’s busiest airspace, it not only 
makes sense that Taiwan should have access 
to the latest technologies and standards in 
civil aviation safety; it is a matter of public 
safety. Mr. Speaker, | strongly urge the inter- 
national community to allow Taiwan to partake 
in the upcoming ICAO assembly. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING WASHINGTON MATH- 
EMATICS SCIENCE TECHNOLOGY 
PUBLIC CHARTER HIGH 
SCHOOL’S COMMITMENT TO 
STEM EDUCATION 


HON. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 
Mr. Speaker, today | rise to congratulate the 
students, parents, and faculty of Washington 
Mathematics Science Technology Public Char- 
ter High School for their commitment to 
science, technology, engineering, and mathe- 
matics enrichment, and for participating in my 
annual Science and Technology Braintrust. 


The teachers at Washington Mathematics 
Science Technology Public Charter High 
School are committed to ensuring that our 
country’s youth is exposed to a STEM cur- 
riculum, which is paramount to the future of 
our country. A prevalent theme amongst suc- 
cessful STEM professionals is the curiosity 
and drive instilled by their teachers at a young 
age. We must continue to invest in schools 
that highlight a STEM education, so that all 
students will have an opportunity to one day 
be an astrophysicist, doctor, engineer, or a ge- 
ologist. 


Mr. Speaker, Washington Mathematics 
Science Technology Public Charter High 
School is a true advocate of STEM education 
and deserves recognition for its work. With 
great pride | can say that because of this 
school’s commitment to STEM education, our 
country’s youth is gaining the skills needed to 
compete in a rapidly globalizing world. 
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DR. LIN TAPPED AS ENTRE- 
PRENEUR OF THE YEAR IN 
TECHNOLOGY 


HON. PETE OLSON 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate Dr. Thompson Lin of Sugar Land, 
Texas for being named EY Entrepreneur of 
the Year in Technology for the Gulf Coast 
Area. 


Dr. Lin is the Chairman of the Board, 
Founder, President and CEO of Applied 
Optoelectronics Inc., a leading provider in 
fiber-optics access network products for the 
internet datacenter, cable broadband, and the 
home market. With a Ph.D. in electrical engi- 
neering and founder of AOI, Dr. Lin has more 
than 10 U.S. patents and has authored over 
200 technical papers and presentations. This 
award recognizes outstanding entrepreneurs 
who demonstrate excellence and extraordinary 
success in innovation, financial performance 
and commitment to their business and com- 
munities. We are lucky to have Dr. Lin’s talent 
and dedication help our area remain at the 
forefront of job-creation, technology, and sci- 
entific discovery. 


On behalf of the Twenty-Second Congres- 
sional District of Texas, congratulations and 
thank you to Dr. Thompson Lin for his innova- 
tion, dedication and work with AOI. Keep up 
the great work. 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO JANELL AND 
REX BARBER 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Janell 
and Rex Barber of Anita, lowa on the very 
special occasion of their 60th wedding anni- 
versary. They celebrated their anniversary on 
July 23, 2016. 


Janell and Rex’s lifelong commitment to 
each other and their family truly embodies 
lowa values. As they reflect on their 60th anni- 
versary, | hope it is filled with happy memo- 
ries. May their commitment grow even strong- 
er, as they continue to love, cherish, and 
honor one another for many years to come. 


Mr. Speaker, | commend this great couple 
on their 60th year together and | wish them 
many more. | ask that my colleagues in the 
United States House of Representatives join 
me in congratulating them on this momentous 
occasion. 
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IN RECOGNITION OF THE FLORY 
QUARRY HOIST AND “SLATE 
QUARRY” HERITAGE MURAL 
DEDICATION 


HON. MATT CARTWRIGHT 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. CARTWRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, | rise to 
share a story of community spirit. On Satur- 
day, September 17, an assembly of volun- 
teers, coordinated by the Slate Belt Commu- 
nity Partnership and the Tots Gap Art Institute, 
dedicated the Flory Quarry Hoist and Slate 
Quarry heritage mural in downtown Bangor, 
Pennsylvania. 

Industrial historian Mike Piersa spearheaded 
the initiative and donated the 28,500 pound, 
116-year-old hoist. It was built by the S. Flory 
Manufacturing Company not far from where it 
is now installed in Bangor’s Bethel Park. Until 
1980, the hoist was in use at the Albion Quar- 
ry in Pen Argyl, PA. Powered by a steam en- 
gine, it routinely lifted 10,000-pound slate 
blocks. The Slate Belt region of Pennsylvania 
was a major producer of slate used for shin- 
gles, blackboards, and pencils. 

The Slate Quarry mural features a day of 
work at a quarry. The Tots Gap Arts’ Heritage 
Mural Education Program gives youth an ac- 
tive, creative role in community revitalization 
by promoting heritage and building community 
relationships and pride. 

For these good works, | commend this 
group of volunteers for investing in their past 
to invigorate the vitality of their future. 


a 


RECOGNIZING THE BOROUGH OF 
MARYSVILLE UPON THE OCCA- 
SION OF ITS 150TH ANNIVER- 
SARY 


HON. LOU BARLETTA 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, it’s my honor 
to recognize the Borough of Marysville, Penn- 
sylvania, which is celebrating its 150th Anni- 
versary this year. 

Settled in 1755, it was incorporated as the 
Borough of Haley in 1866, and then reincor- 
porated as the Borough of Marysville in 1867 
by action of Governor Andrew Curtin. This his- 
toric town is located in the southern tip of 
Perry County within my district. The borough 
is noted for its small town feel where residents 
stay active in community events and know 
each other by name. Built on a hill with scenic 
views of the Susquehanna river, Marysville is 
well known for its smallmouth bass fishing and 
attracts fisherman from across the country. 
Local students attend Susquenita High School, 
which is named for the Susquehanna and Ju- 
niata Rivers that flow through the region. 

Established as a railroad town hosting the 
Haley and Marysville Stations, the borough is 
home to the Rockville Bridge, which is the 
longest stone-arch railroad bridge in the world. 
Constructed with native sandstone from quar- 
ries in western Pennsylvania, the bridge’s 48 


EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


arches were built by Italian stone masons and 
Irish laborers beginning in 1900 and finishing 
in 1902. The iconic bridge was named to the 
National Register of Historic Places in 1975 
and declared a National Historic Civil Engi- 
neering Landmark in 1979. The bridge is a 
constant reminder of how important railways 
were in making Pennsylvania an_ industrial 
giant, and the continued role they play in 
transporting our state’s many goods and nat- 
ural resources. 

Mr. Speaker, for 150 years, the Borough of 
Marysville has been an important part of the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, acting as a 
key railroad hub for goods to be shipped out 
across the state and country. | commend all 
its citizens that make this borough such a spe- 
cial place to live, and wish them the best in 
their future endeavors. 


EE 


CONGRATULATIONS TO CHIN-YEE 
CHEW FOR BEING AWARDED THE 
FULBRIGHT SCHOLARSHIP 


HON. BILLY LONG 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor Carl Junction, Missouri resident Chin- 
Yee Chew for being awarded the Fulbright 
Scholarship by the U.S. State Department. 

The Fulbright Scholarship program was es- 
tablished by Congress in 1946 and signed into 
law by President Harry S. Truman. This schol- 
arship was designed to build positive relation- 
ships with other countries while allowing re- 
cipients to live the day-to-day experiences of 
other countries. Chin-Yee Chew will join the 
already 370,000 past participants in this pro- 
gram. 

This scholarship is a merit based scholar- 
ship that is highly competitive. Founded origi- 
nally by Senator J. William Fulbright, this grant 
aims to have educational research and teach- 
ings extend beyond the United States. 

Chin-Yee Chew, who attended Lyon Col- 
lege, will be an English Teaching Assistant 
and placed in Vietnam. 

| am honored to recognize Chin-Yee Chew, 
and | congratulate her on receiving the Ful- 
bright Scholarship. 


ES 


HONORING THE LIFE OF 
STANLEY SHEINBAUM 


HON. TED LIEU 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. TED LIEU of California. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise to celebrate the life of Mr. Stanley 
Sheinbaum—father, husband, grandfather, re- 
former, philanthropist, and  activist—who 
passed away on September 12, 2016, at the 
age of 96. 

Born June 12, 1920 in New York, Stanley 
operated a sewing machine at his father’s 
leather-goods store before the business col- 
lapsed during the Depression. He then joined 
the Army and served in World War Il before 
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graduating summa cum laude from Stanford 
with a degree in economics. 

Michigan State hired Stanley to teach eco- 
nomics and the university quickly promoted 
him to coordinator of a program that provided 
technical assistance to South Vietnam. As a 
peace activist, once he learned about the 
CIA’s infiltration of this program, he resigned 
and became an outspoken critic of U.S. in- 
volvement in Vietnam. He joined the think 
tank, Center for the Study of Democratic Insti- 
tutions and ran twice for Congress. 

A passionate advocate for transparency in 
government, Stanley helped organize the Dan- 
iel Ellsberg Pentagon Papers defense team 
and served as the Chairman of the American 
Civil Liberties Union for nine years. He in- 
creased contributions and promoted major civil 
rights movements that created the public pol- 
icy specialist position. From 1977 to 1989, 
Stanley was a University of California Regent 
where he successfully urged the University of 
California to divest from Apartheid South Afri- 
ca. 

Stanley also acted as a peace negotiator in 
the Middle East. He worked tirelessly to per- 
suade Yasser Arafat and the Palestinian Lib- 
eration Organization to disavow terrorism and 
recognize Israel as a state. 

Stanley reformed the Los Angeles Police 
Commission as president from 1991 to 1993 
following the beating of Rodney King by police 
officers. His support for Willie L. Williams 
helped LAPD hire their first black police chief. 
Stanley’s involvement as a human rights and 
peace activist in a range of issues will influ- 
ence decades of political agenda. 

He is survived by his wife of 52 years, 
Betty; brother; three stepchildren; eight grand- 
children and twelve great-grandchildren. 

| ask my colleagues to join me in honoring 
the life of Stanley Sheinbaum. 


TRIBUTE TO JOSH ARGANBRIGHT 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Josh 
Arganbright as 2016 Panora Citizen of the 
Year. 

A nomination letter from Josh’s father, Dave 
Arganbright, describes why Josh is a perfect 
candidate for Citizen of the Year. “Over the 
years, this young man has demonstrated 
many times his commitment to the community 
and its youth. All of this is done to improve 
quality of life here without any pay or personal 
gain. He truly is an inspiration to fellow volun- 
teers and the lives of the young.” 

Mr. Speaker, | ask that my colleagues in the 
United States Congress join me in com- 
mending Josh Arganbright for his service to 
Panora, lowa and congratulate him on this 
award. | consider it an honor to represent him 
in the United States House of Representa- 
tives. | wish him nothing but the best in his fu- 
ture endeavors. 
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RECOGNIZING DREW FREEMAN 
MIDDLE SCHOOL’S COMMITMENT 
TO STEM EDUCATION 


HON. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON 


OF TEXAS 


IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 
Mr. Speaker, today | rise to congratulate the 
students, parents, and faculty of Drew Free- 
man Middle School for their commitment to 
science, technology, engineering, and mathe- 
matics enrichment, and for participating in my 
annual Science and Technology Braintrust. 


The teachers at Drew Freeman are com- 
mitted to ensuring that our country’s youth is 
exposed to a STEM curriculum, which is para- 
mount to the future of our country. A prevalent 
theme amongst successful STEM profes- 
sionals is the curiosity and drive instilled by 
their teachers at a young age. We must con- 
tinue to invest in schools that highlight a 
STEM education, so that all students will have 
an opportunity to one day be an astrophysi- 
cist, doctor, engineer, or a geologist. 


Mr. Speaker, Drew Freeman is a true advo- 
cate of STEM education and deserves rec- 
ognition for its work. With great pride | can say 
that because of this school’s commitment to 
STEM education, our country’s youth is gain- 
ing the skills needed to compete in a rapidly 
globalizing world. 


EE 


GABRIEL OLADIPO WINS NA- 
TIONAL CHAMPIONSHIP AT THE 
AAU JUNIOR OLYMPICS 


HON. PETE OLSON 


OF TEXAS 


IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate Gabriel Oladipo of Missouri City, 
TX for winning the national championship in 
the discus at the Amateur Athletic Union 
(AAU) Junior Olympics. 

Gabriel competed in two events at the Jun- 
ior Olympics, the discus and shot put. His im- 
pressive throw of 192 feet, 6 inches in the dis- 
cus earned him the esteemed national cham- 
pionship. In the shot put competition, Gabriel 
made Missouri City proud with his second 
place throw of 61 feet, .25 inches. Gabriel is 
a senior at Fort Bend’s Hightower High School 
and competed in the discus in the 2015 Inter- 
national Association of Athletics Federations 
World Youth Championships. 


On behalf of the Twenty-Second Congres- 
sional District of Texas, congratulations again 
to Gabriel Oladipo for winning the national 
championship in the discus at the AAU Junior 
Olympics. Keep up the great work. 
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TRIBUTE TO ARMA JO AND 
PAUL ALLEN 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Arma Jo 
and Paul Allen of Council Bluffs, lowa on the 
very special occasion of their 60th wedding 
anniversary. They celebrated their anniversary 
on July 21, 2016. 

Arma Jo and Paul's lifelong commitment to 
each other and their family truly embodies 
lowa values. As they reflect on their 60th anni- 
versary, | hope it is filled with happy memo- 
ries. May their commitment grow even strong- 
er, as they continue to love, cherish, and 
honor one another for many years to come. 

Mr. Speaker, | commend this great couple 
on their 60th year together and | wish them 
many more. | know my colleagues in the 
United States House of Representatives will 
join me in congratulating them on this momen- 
tous occasion. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. TAMMY DUCKWORTH 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Ms. DUCKWORTH. Mr. Speaker, on Sep- 
tember 20, 2016, on Roll call number 521 on 
the motion to suspend the rules and pass, as 
amended, H.R. 670, Special Needs Trust Fair- 
ness and Medicaid Improvement Act, | am not 
recorded. Had | been present, | would have 
voted YEA on the motion to suspend the rules 
and pass, as amended, H.R. 670. 

On September 20, 2016, on Roll call num- 
ber 522 on the motion to suspend the rules 
and pass H.R. 5785, To amend title 5, United 
States Code, to provide for an annuity supple- 
ment for certain air traffic controllers, | am not 
recorded. Had | been present, | would have 
voted YEA on the motion to suspend the rules 
and pass H.R. 5785. 

On September 20, 2016, on Roll call num- 
ber 523 on the motion to suspend the rules 
and pass H.R. 5690, GAO Access and Over- 
sight Act, | am not recorded. Had | been 
present, as an original cosponsor of the bipar- 
tisan GAO Access and Oversight Act, | would 
have voted YEA on the motion to suspend the 
rules and pass H.R. 5690. 


EE 


IN RECOGNITION OF DOMINIQUE 
BEAUDRY AS A FULBRIGHT 
AWARD RECIPIENT 


HON. RICHARD HUDSON 


OF NORTH CAROLINA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor Ms. Dominique Beaudry for receiving a 
Fulbright award for the 2015-2016 academic 
year. Dominique was awarded a Fulbright 
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English Teaching Assistant grant to Malaysia 
where she currently assists English teachers 
and serves as a cultural informant. 

A native of Concord, North Carolina, 
Dominique graduated from Duke University in 
May of 2015 after studying public policy, edu- 
cation, and psychology. To go along with an 
outstanding academic career, Dominique has 
been an active leader in her community and 
demonstrated her willingness to serve others. 
Dominique’s many commitments have now 
taken her across the globe as a she continues 
to make an impact on the world around her. 

Since its creation in 1946, the Fulbright Pro- 
gram has sought to foster people-to-people 
connections around the globe. By encouraging 
innovation and academic excellence, the pro- 
gram allows outstanding students to develop 
relationships, knowledge, and leadership skills 
necessary to address the challenges of the fu- 
ture. Alumni of the program have gone on to 
become leaders in their fields, and include 
Nobel Laureates, Pulitzer Prize winners, and 
even Members of Congress. 

There is no doubt in my mind that 
Dominique is well on her way to joining the 
ranks of these impressive individuals. Her time 
in the Fulbright program will serve her well in 
all of her endeavors and will leave her with 
memories that she is sure to cherish for the 
rest of her life. 

Mr. Speaker, please join me today in con- 
gratulating Ms. Dominique Beaudry as a Ful- 
bright award recipient and wish her well as 
she continues to make a positive difference in 
the lives of others. 


ee 


INTRODUCTION OF A RESOLUTION 
COMMEMORATING THE INTER- 
NATIONAL DAY OF PEACE 


HON. JOHN LEWIS 


OF GEORGIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
offer a resolution recognizing September 21st 
as the International Day of Peace. 

This year marks the 35th anniversary of the 
United Nations declaring the need for the 
global community to celebrate an International 
Day of Peace. Around the world, today is an 
inclusive effort towards encouraging, pro- 
moting, and recommitting to peaceful action 
and ceasefire. 

At a time when war, violence, and conflict 
dominate the news headlines, peace may 
seem a distant and lofty goal. However, during 
times like these | am reminded of a quote by 
Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr.—‘“Mankind must 
evolve for all human conflict a method which 
rejects revenge, aggression, and retaliation. 
The foundation of such a method is love.” Mr. 
Speaker, | have witnessed seemingly insur- 
mountable obstacles of hate be toppled by the 
spirit of love. It is for this reason that | con- 
tinue to have faith in the possibility of positive 
and good change. 

Every year, | fight tirelessly to protect the 
U.S. Institute of Peace (USIP), an organization 
which serves as the key link between U.S. na- 
tional security agencies and their global coun- 
terparts to prevent and resolve conflicts. | be- 
lieve in my heart of hearts that USIP’s mission 
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and work are critical to our national security 
and foreign policy priorities. 

A few years ago, after leading a congres- 
sional delegation to India to commemorate the 
50th Anniversary of Dr. and Mrs. King’s pil- 
grimage, | introduced a bill—the Gandhi-King 
Scholarly Exchange Initiative Act. This bill 
teaches the doctrine of nonviolence, the effec- 
tiveness of applying the principle of 
Satyagraha, or non-violent resistance, to a 
new generation of emerging global leaders 
and scholars. USIP was on the same page 
and developed educational modules on non- 
violent civil mobilization. 

In my core, | also believe that peace work 
begins at home. It is for this reason that | was 
so encouraged when the U.S. Institute of 
Peace launched the inaugural USIPeace 
Teachers program, which selected educators 
from across the country to incorporate 
peacebuilding into their curricula. My con- 
stituent, Timothy McMahon, a teacher at At- 
lanta International School, was an inaugural 
participant in this great program, and sought 
to instill the skill of effective, mindful dialogue 
in his classroom. 

You see, Mr. Speaker, peacefulness begins 
at the local level, within each community, and 
in every person. Nearly a year ago, His Holi- 
ness, Pope Francis addressed the U.S. Con- 
gress, and he reminded us of the Golden 
Rule—‘To treat others as we treat ourselves.” 
On days like today, | encourage each of my 
colleagues not only to cosponsor this resolu- 
tion, but also to consider how even the small- 
est act can make this world a little better, a lit- 
tle more peaceful, a little more loving for gen- 
erations yet unborn. 


EE 


HONORING FORMER FLORESVILLE 
MAYOR DIANA GARZA 


HON. HENRY CUELLAR 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. CUELLAR. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
commemorate the life of former Floresville 
Mayor Diana Garza. 

Mrs. Garza was born January 17th 1956 to 
parents Cipriano Villarreal and Florinda Tejada 
Villarreal in Floresville, Texas. She graduated 
from Floresville High School where she met 
her soon to be husband Casimiro “Cassy” 
Garza. Eventually, they moved to Laredo, 
Texas where she worked for the Laredo Morn- 
ing Times and then Rodriguez Pharmacy. 
They ultimately moved back to Floresville 
where she felt the calling to serve. 

Diana was always dedicated to her commu- 
nity. She was a tireless worker and always 
considered the well-being of others before her- 
self. Along with these qualities she always 
stood her ground and never wavered when 
trying to help those around her. These quali- 
ties led her to being elected to two terms as 
Floresville city’s first female mayor and an ac- 
tive member of the local Chamber of Com- 
merce, Rotary Club, and church. 

It is the personal stories, however, that truly 
exemplify her character. If you were to ask 
those who knew her, you would surely hear 
how kind and warm she was. You would hear 
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about her visits to the sick, the critical help 
she provided to Floresville after a terrible tor- 
nado, and the respect she always showed to 
those around her. | personally remember her 
hard work when we successfully obtained 
funding for the city’s water treatment facilities. 
These were qualities that she was known for; 
everyday acts of kindness, appreciation, effort, 
and generosity. 

Diana is survived by her husband, Casimiro, 
and their three children. Her legacy lives on in 
the work she did for her city, local community, 
friends, and family. She will also be remem- 
bered for the countless lives that she had 
touched and as an example of how we should 
live our lives. 

Mr. Speaker, | am honored to have the op- 
portunity to recognize the life of Diana Garza. 


u 


IN RECOGNITION OF THE 100TH AN- 
NIVERSARY OF ENTREPRENEUR 
AND HUMANITARIAN, MR. EWING 
MARION KAUFFMAN 


HON. EMANUEL CLEAVER 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. CLEAVER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize and honor a community icon. On 
this, the 100th anniversary of one of the most 
influential business leaders Kansas City ever 
produced, it is my distinct honor to reflect on 
and remember my friend, universally known as 
Mr. K, for being the man, the entrepreneur 
and visionary citizen that he embodied. 

One century ago today, Mr. Ewing Marion 
Kauffman was born in Garden City, Missouri. 
As a young boy, his family moved 45 minutes 
to Kansas City, where Mr. K would call home 
for the remainder of his life. Mr. K was a 
member of the Greatest Generation and 
served in the United States Navy during World 
War Il. After returning home, he began work- 
ing for a pharmaceutical company. However, 
the American Dream and an entrepreneurial 
spirit led him to start his own company in his 
basement, which he called Marion Labs. 

That company, which began with only 
$1,000 in net profits in the first year, grew 
over the next four decades into a $1 billion 
company, employing nearly 3,400 employees, 
before being bought by Merrell Dow in 1989. 
As a result of his business acumen, coupled 
with honesty and integrity in all his trans- 
actions, Mr. K was able to forge a business 
model that not only fueled Marion Labs to 
great success, but has since been replicated 
many times by local high-growth companies. 
Attesting to his entrepreneurial and innovative 
spirit, a recent study by the University of Bern 
in Switzerland that traced the “genealogy” of 
Kansas City’s technology companies, showed 
more than 20 existing local companies with di- 
rect ties to Marion Labs. 

Marion Labs didn’t just inspire creation of 
new companies, but many of his former em- 
ployees patterned their workplace culture on 
Mr. K’s model, built on a sense of trust and 
belonging that positively influenced perform- 
ance. Mr. K lived by the philosophies of treat 
others like you want to be treated; share life’s 
rewards with those who make them possible; 
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and give back to society. When the company 
was sold, more than 300 employees became 
millionaires. On a personal level, Mr. K regu- 
larly spoke to employees by addressing them 
by name, introducing them to others and per- 
sonally hand writing thank you notes to em- 
ployees. 

During my time as a City Councilman and 
Mayor of Kansas City, | had the pleasure of 
getting to know Mr. K and his family. Many of 
my constituents think of Kauffman Stadium 
and the Kansas City Royals when you men- 
tion Mr. K. He brought the Royals to town in 
1968 and his legacy of philanthropy and civic 
engagement can still be felt today. The 
Kauffman Foundation is perhaps the most en- 
during legacy, following the same vision that 
led Marion Labs to become what is known as 
a “Pillar Company” in the Kansas City com- 
munity, by not only inspiring new entrepre- 
neurial ventures, but also by training and in- 
vesting in new businesses. Before his passing 
in 1993, Mr. Kauffman created a vibrant and 
sustainable business future for the Kansas 
City region. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
today, on what would have been his 100th 
Birthday, to pause for a moment to honor one 
of our country’s greatest entrepreneurs, most 
generous philanthropists, and an innovative 
and compassionate leader in Mr. Ewing Mar- 
ion Kauffman. Missouri's Fifth District, our re- 
gion, and country are better off today because 
of the life he led. 


ES 


CELEBRATING THE SAN ANTONIO 
WINERY’S CENTENNIAL YEAR 


HON. LUCILLE ROYBAL-ALLARD 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
to salute San Antonio Winery, the largest and 
longest-producing winery in Los Angeles, as it 
begins its centennial year celebration. Since 
its early days, it has been a beloved part of 
the Los Angeles community, providing a 
friendly meeting place for business leaders, 
families, and tourists alike. Not only is it a pro- 
ducing winery, it also boasts a large tasting 
room, restaurant, and banquet rooms, and of- 
fers daily tours and tastings. 

The winery still operates its original location, 
a historical landmark in the heart of Los Ange- 
les. While Los Angeles was once home to 
more than 90 wineries, this site stands as the 
last remaining vestige of the city’s viticultural 
history. 

Over the past century, the winery has been 
owned and operated by four generations of 
the Riboli family, which originated in Bergamo, 
Italy. Three generations continue to work at 
the company, including head winemaker An- 
thony Riboli. 

Through hard work, perseverance, and dedi- 
cation to the community, the Riboli family has 
grown their business into one of the top thirty 
producing wineries in the country—and it con- 
tinues to grow today. The family just cele- 
brated the Grand Opening of a new state-of- 
the-art winery in Paso Robles, the Central 
Coast wine region where the majority of their 
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estate vineyards are located, including 800 
acres of prime vineyard land in Paso Robles, 
Monterey, and Napa Valley. 

San Antonio Winery has received countless 
awards for its quality winemaking through the 
years. It currently produces seven different 
brands, including San Simeon, Maddalena 
(named for the winery’s matriarch), Opaque, 
Riboli Family Wines, and Stella Rosa, Amer- 
ica’s number one imported Italian wine. The 
winery also just received a prestigious nomi- 
nation from Wine Enthusiast Magazine for 
American Winery of the Year. 

The Ribolis have other reasons to celebrate 
as well. The family just observed patriarch 
Stefano Riboli’s 95th birthday, and Maddalena 
will be turning 94 in December. Both remain 
cherished in their community and among their 
winery’s lifelong customers. 

| hope my colleagues will join me in wishing 
long life to Stefano, Maddalena, and the mag- 
nificent winery they and their family have built 
into a Los Angeles institution. 


MR. LAWRENCE CERVELLINO 
HON. LEE M. ZELDIN 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. ZELDIN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
pay a special tribute to Mr. Lawrence 
Cervellino, who passed away on December 7, 
2015. 

Lawrence was born on March 24, 1925. 
Larry, as he was known to his friends and 
family, had a fervent passion for life and his 
country. On the day Pearl Harbor was at- 
tacked, Larry went to his local recruiter’s office 
to sign up to serve his country, but was sent 
away because he was not old enough. Sure 
enough, on his 18th birthday, he enlisted in 
the Navy in 1943. He received his wings at 
Pensacola, Florida in 1946, and began serving 
in the Navy occupation of Saipan. He was re- 
called to active duty from October 3, 1952 to 
July 26, 1955 during the Korean War. During 
his time in the service, Larry was awarded nu- 
merous medals, including the American De- 
fense, WWII Victory, Reserve Medal, Navy 
Occupation, and National Defense. In addition 
to his active duty status, Larry served as a re- 
servist from 1949 to 1968 and retired from the 
Navy as a Lieutenant in 1968. 

Larry would go on to graduate from 
Rensselaer Polytechnic Institute with a BS in 
Aeronautical Engineering in June 1955. That 
same year, Larry accepted a position with 
Grumman Aerospace Corporation as a Struc- 
tural Flight Test Engineer, involving among 
other activities, Carrier Suitability Flight Tests 
at Patuxent River, Maryland. Larry stayed with 
Grumman until 1993, when he retired after 
four decades working to ensure the defense of 
our country. Throughout these years, Larry 
contributed to over thirty military organizations 
and was dedicated to helping veterans in any 
way that he could. He also served as Suffolk 
County Vice-Chair of the Long Island Coalition 
for Life and faithfully attended the annual 
March for Life in Washington, D.C. each year 
since its inception. 

Larry enjoyed 47 years of marriage with his 
beautiful wife, Johanna Cisternino and is sur- 
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vived by his two children, Stacey Leigh 
Cervellino and Peter Lawrence Cervellino. 
Larry’s exemplary life of service was motivated 
and fueled by his love of God, family, and 
country. What he managed to accomplish dur- 
ing his lifetime and give back to the country 
cannot be summarized in a few words; how- 
ever it is important we honor these types of in- 
dividuals as best we can. It is my hope that 
many will follow in his footsteps and give back 
to our country as graciously as he did. People 
like him are a rare breed and they help make 
not only our country, but our world a much 
safer and better place. 


— 


TRIBUTE TO YOLANDA URBY 
URRABAZO 


HON. HENRY CUELLAR 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. CUELLAR. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
commemorate the life of one of Laredo’s finest 
teachers, Yolanda Urby Urrabazo. 


Mrs. Urrabazo was born on February 12th 
1947 to Juan and Carolina Urby in Del Rio, 
Texas. She was considered a miracle baby 
due to being born ten years after her nine sib- 
lings. Although her first language was Span- 
ish, she quickly learned English and excelled 
in her studies. She received her bachelor’s de- 
gree from Texas Women’s University and then 
a masters degree in Spanish literature from 
The University of Texas-El Paso. This enthu- 
siasm for literature eventually led her to United 
High School in Laredo, Texas where she 
taught English literature for 32 years. 


Yolanda’s devotion to her students is shown 
by her long and passionate career in teaching. 
For over three decades she dedicated her life 
to educating generations of students. This 
commitment to education is an inspiration, and 
serves as a reminder for how important edu- 
cators are. Her dedication to serving others 
will not be forgotten and will serve as a testa- 
ment to what we should all strive for. 


Mrs. Urrabazo is survived by her husband 
Ignacio, seven children, six grandchildren, and 
five siblings. Her legacy will live on in the 
countless people she helped shape. The men- 
toring and guidance that she provided will be 
shown throughout the community she touched. 
| have personally seen her impact through the 
great work her daughters Yolanda and Claudia 
provided when they worked in my office. It 
was clear through their hard work and ability 
that their mother had taught them very well. 
She serves as a reminder for how much one 
person can do to affect so many lives. The 
city of Laredo will miss her and cherish the 
kindness and care that she brought. 

Mr. Speaker, | am honored to have the op- 
portunity to remember the legacy of Yolanda 
Urby Urrabazo. 
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OUR UNCONSCIONABLE NATIONAL 
DEBT 


HON. MIKE COFFMAN 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. COFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, on January 
20, 2009, the day President Obama took of- 
fice, the national debt was 
$10,626,877,048,913.08. 

Today, it is $19,524,335,895,543.03. We’ve 
added $8,897 ,458,846,649.95 to our debt in 7 
years. This is over $8.8 trillion in debt our na- 
tion, our economy, and our children could 
have avoided with a balanced budget amend- 
ment. 


HONORING JOSEPH BOARDMAN 


HON. JEFF DENHAM 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. DENHAM. Mr. Speaker, Congressman 
CAPUANO and | rise today to extend my sin- 
cerest appreciations to Joseph Boardman for 
his tireless effort and contribution to our na- 
tion’s railroad system. 

For over forty years, Joe has been actively 
involved in the transportation industry, working 
at the local, state, and federal level. Before 
starting his career in public service, Joe 
served as the Chief Operating Officer of Pro- 
gressive Transportation Service, Inc., a com- 
pany that provided local and regional transpor- 
tation services to communities throughout the 
state of New York. 

In 1997, Joe was appointed Commissioner 
of the New York State Department of Trans- 
portation where he became the longest-serv- 
ing Commissioner in the department's history. 
He also served as the Chairman of both the 
Transportation Research Board Executive 
Committee, and the American Association of 
State Highway and Transportation Officials’ 
Standing Committee on Rail Transportation. 

Prior to joining Amtrak, Joe was the Admin- 
istrator of the Federal Railroad Administration 
and a member of the Amtrak Board of Direc- 
tors. In November 2008, Joe was appointed 
President and CEO of Amtrak. Under his lead- 
ership and management, Amtrak greatly im- 
proved and expanded its operational and fi- 
nancial performance while providing a crucial 
service to the American people. 

As President and CEO of Amtrak, Joe im- 
plemented a corporate strategy that resulted in 
record-setting ridership and revenue, as well 
as an expansion of customer services and in- 
frastructure projects. He was instrumental in a 
major planning effort to develop a next-gen- 
eration high-speed rail system, an extensive 
employee safety program, enhanced security 
initiatives, and improved maintenance of Am- 
trak’s infrastructure. Joe was a visionary lead- 
er at a pivotal moment for Amtrak and for the 
country’s railway system. 

Mr. Speaker, please join me in honoring and 
commending Mr. Boardman for his unwavering 
dedication to public service and his contribu- 
tion to our transportation infrastructure. 
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EDITORIAL BY MR. WADE 
HENDERSON 


HON. JOHN LEWIS 


OF GEORGIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Speaker, | include in the 
RECORD an opinion editorial that appeared in 
the Washington Post on August 26, 2016. 

This piece is authored by Mr. Wade Hender- 
son, who serves as the president and chief 
executive of the Leadership Conference on 
Civil and Human Rights, the national coalition 
of more than 200 organizations committed to 
a fair, open, and inclusive America: 

THE PURSUIT OF CAPITAL PUNISHMENT FOR 

DYLANN ROOF IS A STEP BACKWARD 


(By Wade Henderson, August 26) 


On Nov. 7 in Charleston, S.C., a federal 
court will begin selecting a jury in the death 
penalty prosecution of Dylann Roof, the ac- 
cused killer of nine African American wor- 
shipers at the Emanuel African Methodist 
Episcopal Church. At first glance, the notion 
of a white man facing the death penalty for 
murdering black people in the South—in a 
killing inspired by the murderer’s racist 
views—may seem like a marker of racial 
progress. 

It isn’t—and those who champion civil 
rights should not celebrate this moment. 
Roof’s crime was surely heinous, and his rac- 
ism was repugnant. But supporters of racial 
equality and equal treatment under the law 
should support Roof’s offer to plead guilty 
and serve a sentence of life without the pos- 
sibility of parole. 

How can it be that a lifelong civil rights 
lawyer such as myself would take this posi- 
tion? Because the death penalty cannot be 
separated from the issue of racial discrimi- 
nation, especially in the South. The history 
of slavery and lynching left deep scars in the 
black community, and the current death 
penalty does not fare much better. More 
than 8 in 10 of the executions carried out 
since the death penalty was reinstated in 
1976 have occurred in the South. Blacks 
make up more than one-third of the 1,170 de- 
fendants executed in the region, with most 
convicted of murdering a white victim. 

Given the racial disproportion inherent in 
the modem application of the death penalty, 
it is no surprise that most African Ameri- 
cans (including me) oppose the death pen- 
alty, a position that would also disqualify 
most of them (and me) from serving on the 
jury in Roof’s case. 

As a result, if the Roof trial continues on 
its present course, a jury will be chosen that 
represents only part of the community. 
Those who oppose the death penalty on prin- 
ciple will be struck from the pool of jurors 
by the presiding judge. Those who express 
doubts about the death penalty will likely be 
struck by the prosecution. The resulting 
jury will have fewer blacks, fewer women 
and fewer people of faiths that oppose the 
death penalty than a jury selected at random 
from the residents of Charleston. That can- 
not be a desirable outcome in such an emo- 
tional and racially charged case. 

Neither would the adversarial proceeding 
necessitated by a refusal to accept Roof’s 
offer to plead guilty and accept a sentence of 
life without the possibility of parole. Once 
the trial begins, there will be a detailed re- 
counting of the worst day this community 
has ever experienced. It will be the prosecu- 


EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS, Vol. 162, Pt. 9 


tion’s duty to portray this multiple murder 
as gruesomely as possible in order to secure 
a death sentence. Family members may be 
called to the stand to describe precisely what 
they went through that day and how it af- 
fected them. 

Likewise, the defense will be obligated to 
do everything in its power to lessen Roof’s 
culpability. This is how our adversarial proc- 
ess works, but it is not necessary here. With- 
out the agony of trying to decide between 
life and death, a sentencing proceeding that 
followed a guilty plea could pay tribute to 
the victims, focusing on the value of their 
lives and the consequences of their loss. All 
family members could voice their pain, re- 
gardless of their view on the death penalty. 
It would not be an easy day, but far better 
than months of focusing only on Roof, fol- 
lowed by years of appeals and uncertainty. 

Attorney General Loretta E. Lynch has al- 
lowed this case to proceed as a capital pros- 
ecution until now, but a new decision point 
is coming soon. Most criminal cases settle 
before trial because it is in the best interests 
of the entire community. That could happen 
here; the offer is already on the table. The 
attorney general need only agree. 

After the racially inspired attack on the 
parishioners of Mother Emanuel, as the 
church is known, South Carolina took the 
bold and important step of permanently low- 
ering the Confederate battle flag from the 
state capitol grounds. This powerful sym- 
bol—perceived by many as the embodiment 
of racism and discrimination—had to go. 

With the death penalty, the Justice De- 
partment now has the power to lower an- 
other flag that has torn communities apart 
along racial lines. Capital punishment in 
this case may appear to be just retribution 
for Roof’s unfathomable crime. Yet the real- 
life operation of the death penalty suggests 
that its application to Roof would only pave 
the way for future cases in which the death 
penalty is invoked to harm the very commu- 
nity on which he inflicted so much pain. 
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RECOGNIZING THE LIFE AND 
SERVICE OF TED RADKE 


HON. MARK DeSAULNIER 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. DESAULNIER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to recognize the life and service of Ted 
Radke, longtime member of the Board of Di- 
rectors for East Bay Regional Parks District. 

Ted and | shared a passion for conserva- 
tion. During his 36 year tenure on the East 
Bay Regional Parks District's board, Ted 
oversaw and was a key part of the Park Dis- 
trict’s expansion and growth. Specifically, Ted 
was instrumental in ensuring that the Park 
District's acreage more than doubled. After he 
partnered with former Representative George 
Miller, the Park District and | worked together 
to push for an increase in the size of the John 
Muir National Historic Site. Ted’s commitment 
to the Park District is evident in that he was 
the longest-serving board member in its his- 
tory. 

In addition to his impressive stint on the 
Park District's board from 1978 until 2014, Ted 
was a former Martinez City Councilman and 
still holds the title as the youngest person ever 
elected to the Martinez Council, at age 24. 
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Predictably, he used his time on the Council to 
fight for the conservation of Martinez’s water- 
front and further the fight for environmental 
protection. Ted also served on the board of 
the Association of Bay Area Governments. 

Add to his public service a career at Contra 
Costa College, where Ted taught political 
science and history for 30 years, he also au- 
thored a book with his wife entitled “The Peo- 
ple’s Choice: An Owner's Guide to Direct De- 
mocracy and Political Participation in Cali- 
fornia,” and was co-founder of Contra Costa 
Ecology Action and Eco-Info. 

Ted was an inspiration and a friend. He 
passed away on August 28, 2016. His wife, 
Kathy, died in 2011, and he is survived by two 
sons and several grandchildren. 
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HONORING THE LIFE OF 
BETTY JANE FRANCE 


HON. RICHARD HUDSON 


OF NORTH CAROLINA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor the life and legacy of Mrs. Betty Jane 
France, a lifelong philanthropist, who passed 
away on Monday, August 29, 2016. Our 
thoughts and prayers are with the entire 
France family as they mourn the loss of this 
extraordinary woman. 

A native of Winston-Salem, North Carolina, 
Mrs. France dedicated her life to the service of 
others. As the founder and chairwoman emer- 
itus of the NASCAR Foundation, she helped 
lead efforts to grow the sport of NASCAR 
alongside her husband, the late NASCAR 
Chairman and CEO William C. France. Her 
positive attitude and uplifting demeanor was a 
source of inspiration for all of those around 
her. 

Throughout her lifetime, Mrs. France was 
staunchly committed to bettering the lives of 
those around her, particularly the children in 
the community. A strong advocate in the field 
of children’s health care, she launched 
projects that helped establish “Speediatrics” 
children’s care units at two Florida hospitals. 
Her work in this field also included serving as 
an honorary co-chairperson for the Childress 
Institute for Pediatric Trauma, as well as on 
the boards of several other community service 
organizations. For her efforts, the NASCAR 
Foundation created the Betty Jane France Hu- 
manitarian Award which recognizes the out- 
standing charitable and volunteer efforts of 
NASCAR fans across the country. 

Compassionate, kind, and loving, Mrs. 
France’s impact resonated throughout the en- 
tire sport of NASCAR. Whether it was in her 
role as Chairwoman, as an advisor to her hus- 
band, or as a mother, her impact never went 
unnoticed. As someone who enabled others to 
explore the limitless possibilities of their 
dreams, she truly left the world a better place. 
While we mourn the loss of Mrs. France, there 
is no doubt in my mind that her legacy will live 
on through not only her professional success 
but also in the countless lives she was able to 
touch along the way. 

Mr. Speaker, please join me today in com- 
memorating the remarkable life of Mrs. Betty 
Jane France. 
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CONGRATULATING LINDA KAZEN 
GARZA 


HON. HENRY CUELLAR 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, September 21, 2016 


Mr. CUELLAR. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate Linda Kazen Garza on her new 
position as President of the Advocates for the 
American Osteopathic Association; a national 
organization that supports and promotes the 
osteopathic profession through education, ad- 
vocacy, and collaboration. 

Linda Kazen Garza was born on December 
1, 1963 to Antonio and Josie Kazen in Laredo, 
Texas. While growing up in Laredo she was a 
member of the Blessed Sacrament Church 
youth choir and a participant in the Junior 
Miss Laredo Pageant. Interestingly enough, it 
was during her time in choir that she met a 
fellow guitarist named David Garza, who later 
became her husband. After graduating from 
Nixon High School she went on to the Univer- 
sity of Texas at Austin where she received her 
Bachelor of Science Degree in Communica- 
tions. 

Mrs. Garza’s involvement with advocacy ef- 
forts within the osteopathic medical profession 
began during her husband’s education at the 
Texas College of Osteopathic Medicine 
(TCOM) in Fort Worth. She would even go on 
to serve as the Vice President for TCOM’s 
chapter of the Student Advocates Association. 
Eventually, she would go on to serve in her 
husband’s medical practice as an office ad- 
ministrator. She has been serving alongside 
her husband for over two decades. 

Linda’s passion for the osteopathic medical 
field led her to become an active member of 
multiple advocacy groups. Her involvement in- 
cludes: Treasurer and former President of the 
Advocates of the Texas Osteopathic Medical 
Association (ATOMA), Director at Large on the 
Board of Trustees and delegate to the Advo- 
cates for the American Osteopathic Associa- 
tion (AAOA), and she has been a member of 
several AAOA committees. 
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Linda Kazen Garza currently resides in La- 
redo, Texas where she is married to Dr. David 
Garza and has two sons named Joseph and 
Nicholas. In addition to her exemplary career 
and advocacy efforts; she’s been an active 
member of her local community where she 
was a trustee for the Laredo Center for the 
Arts and former President of the Laredo Busi- 
ness and Professional Women’s Association. 
In her free time she enjoys hunting, fishing, 
traveling, and going to the beach. 

Mr. Speaker, | am honored to have the op- 
portunity to recognize Mrs. Linda Kazen Garza 
on her recent appointment and for her many 
years of service to the osteopathic community. 
It is pleasing to see this ninth generation 
Texan and Laredoan and niece of former Con- 
gressman Abraham Kazen doing great work 
for the community. 
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SENATE COMMITTEE MEETINGS 


Title IV of Senate Resolution 4, 
agreed to by the Senate of February 4, 
1977, calls for establishment of a sys- 
tem for a computerized schedule of all 
meetings and hearings of Senate com- 
mittees, subcommittees, joint commit- 
tees, and committees of conference. 
This title requires all such committees 
to notify the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest—designated by the Rules Com- 
mittee—of the time, place and purpose 
of the meetings, when scheduled and 
any cancellations or changes in the 
meetings as they occur. 

As an additional procedure along 
with the computerization of this infor- 
mation, the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest will prepare this information for 
printing in the Extensions of Remarks 
section of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
on Monday and Wednesday of each 
week. 

Meetings scheduled for Thursday, 
September 22, 2016 may be found in the 
Daily Digest of today’s RECORD. 
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MEETINGS SCHEDULED 
SEPTEMBER 27 


10 a.m. 
Committee on Commerce, 
Transportation 
To hold an oversight hearing to examine 
the Federal Trade Commission. 
SR-253 
Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs 
To hold hearings to examine fifteen 
years after 9/11, focusing on threats to 
the homeland. 


Science, and 


SD-342 
2pm. 
Committee on Commerce, 
Transportation 
Subcommittee on Consumer Protection, 
Product Safety, Insurance, and Data 
Security 
To hold an oversight hearing to examine 
the Federal Trade Commission, focus- 
ing on perspectives from beyond the 
Commission. 


Science, and 


SR-253 


SEPTEMBER 28 


10 a.m. 
Committee on Foreign Relations 
Subcommittee on East Asia, the Pacific, 
and International Cybersecurity Policy 
To hold hearings to examine the per- 
sistent threat of North Korea and de- 
veloping an effective United States re- 
sponse. 
SD-419 
Committee on the Judiciary 
Subcommittee on Immigration and the Na- 
tional Interest 
To hold an oversight hearing to examine 
the Administration’s fiscal year 2017 
refugee resettlement program. 
SD-226 
2:15 p.m. 
Committee on Foreign Relations 
To hold hearings to examine the regional 
impact of the Syria conflict, focusing 
on Syria, Turkey, and Iraq. 
SD-419 


